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EDITO R IAL
WelI, with this issue we have caught

up to the coEect publication dates!
This has meaflt protlircing five issues in
the space of a little over three
months, so we envisage few problems
producing one issue every two months
fron now on. The next problem to
tackle is clearly that of circulation.
To put it bluntly |tNew Zealand Chessrl
cannot survive for long on the cument
nunber of subscribers, around 8OO to
8m. We need at least 12OO, and this
is where the reader can help by bring-
ing in new subscribers.

The observant reader may have noticed
(in ttre February issue, inside front
cover) that Martin Sims has joined us
as South Island Contributing Editor,
and will in future cover most South
Island activity.

- Apologies to Peter Mataga! Marsickrs
vin on page 131 of the Deceinber issue
was actually against Stonehouse.

Local news is sonewhat lacking in this
issue - little seems to happen on the
chess scene in New Z,ealand until Easter
and the club year is just getting under
way. We have never heard a peep fron
the majority of New Zealand clubs about
their activities. We woulil like to do
so - all copy to the Editor please! If
you have a club bulletin this will do
fine.

Peter Goffin and Philip Clemance,
inselnrable (tiebreak-wise) wimers of
the L976/?? Prenier Re6erve, will play
a four game natch in Auckland to deter-
Dine who gains automatic right of entry
into next yearts Championship event-

New Zealand is to host the Asian-
Pacific (zones g and 1O) Team Champion-

t(JF****+ Je*tari-J()a*)a,ts*Je**)(Ja*

ship in November, thanks to very
generous sponsorship by philips- More
details in the next issue.

Fron the land of Oz we hear that
Trevor Hay won the 19?6/?? Austra.lian
Open on countback. Second and third,
also with 9l points out of 11, were
Stuart Booth and Mike Woodhams.
Itinerant Craig Laird scored 7 points
to finish equal tenth (with Doug Hamil-
ton and C.J.S.Purdy among others) in
the 1O1 player fieId, uhile Ibvid Ftude
(also ex-Wellington) scored 5|.

Robert Smith, cumently in Drope,
sends news of Wijk-aan-Zee. The twelve
player Grandmaster tournament was won
jointty by Geller (USSR) and Sosonko
(Holland) wit}I 8/7L; Timnan (Holtand)
was third on 711 The Master group was
won by Kupreichik (USSR) with gL./A, and,
the Ladiesr by Aleksandria (US$), also
wifh 9t./11. Jana Hartston (ErgLand)
was second with 8t, a Ia.diesr GM norm.

Robert himself played in the Class 1A
event, a ten player round .robin just
below the Master Reserve - and he tied
for first with 6fu points. We present
one of his games:
J.H.D,elanarre - R.W.Smith5 Alekhiners:
1e4Nf6 2e5NdS 3d4d6 4c4Nb6
5 f4 96 6 Nc3 dxe5 7 fxes Bg7 8 Be3
c5 9 dxcS N6d7 10 e6 fxe6 11 Nf3 Qa5
12 NgS Nxc5 13 Qc2 e5 14 Qf2 Rf8 15
Qh4 h6 16 Nge4 NeG 17 O-O-O Nd4 t8
Bxd4 exd4 19 NclS Nc6 20 Re1 (20 eg3
Bfs 27 Nc7+ Kd7 22 NxaS Bxe4 -+) 2O...
g5 21 Qhs+ KdB 22 Bd5 Ne5 23 Qd1
Qxa2 24 Qc2 Be6 25 b3 NxdS+ 26 QxdS
BxdS 27 axd5 Rc8+ 28 Kd1 Qb2 29 Nd2
Rf2 30 Re2 Rc1 mate.

LATE NEI{S: Ihvid GoodhaLl won the
XalEf-i fournament, Lerv Aptekar the
Howick-Pakuranga 0pen - full reports
in the next issue.
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AUSTRALIAN JUNIOR CHAMPIONSHIP, Jon.1977
by Tony Love

January 17th rnarked for me the begin-
ning of the Australian Junior Champion-
ship, also the end of a great deal of
prior organisation. I would like
therefore to thank },tr Mitchell of NZCA,
the NZ Chess Association and the Otago
Chess Club, especially Messrs Haase and
Glass. Thanks are due also to my school
for a generous financial contribution,
and of course to Kai Jensen who, by not
going, gave me an extra $75.

The tournament opened officially at
1 pm on the 17th although there had
already been a mayoral reception in the
morning, The venue was the 29th floor
of a 31 storey building - it had fast
lifts. I won my first two games fairly
easily but there was quite an upset in
round one when top Victorian Daryll
Johansen was beaten- In round three I
met D.Femis (NsU) , the 15th seed (ny
own seeding was number 8) and scrambled
a draw after having an inferior posi-
tion from the opening. Ifurray Smith,
nominally the top seed but on very old
ratings, was held to a draw by R.Far-
reigh (Nsw) 

"
In round four I played 13-year old

Victorian Greg Hjorth; after handling
his Alekhine Defence well and gaining a
positional advantage I won a pawn. Then
I took another pawn and was punished
for my excessive greed as he found a
Rerpetual check. The leader at this
stdge was Dan Fardell utilh 4/4. It is
interesting to note that after four
rounds, of the top four seeds, three
had 2\ points and the other only 2-

In round five I experienced the taste
of defeat and it wasnrt pleasant. After
putting enormous pressure on my oppo-
nentrs (Ian Trott, NSW) centre, I won a
pawn, gave him the pressure and lost
homibly. In this round Fardell was
held to a draw by Queenslander David
Tree who had already swindled a win off
Smith in the previous round. Leaders at
this stage: Fardell 4|; Farleigh,
Hjorth, Trott and Tasmanian A.Foong rl.

The next day was Saturday, the sixth
round and the barbecue. Ir,$r opponent
was Tasmanian iunior champion p.Foong.
I played rather aggressively against
his English and won easily, atthough
not too convincingly- Fardell won im-

pressively, leaving him tlrc lr.;rrt, r ,,r,
5!- Then we alI went to thc lrirr trr., rr,
leaving fljorth and Trott to I irrrr,tr
their adjourned game. Trott lr;rrl llrr.
advantage and ryas expected to wirr lrrrl
tljorth swindled him giving himsctt
second pface with 5 points. Sunduy wrrs
the rest day which enabled me to wul.t:lr
the final o1' the Gilette Cup (one day
crickeb - Editor) between Western
Australia and Victorial WA won nar.rowly
in an exciting linish,

In round seven I had ory monent of
gJory aga-inst David Tree, demolishing
him in a mere 22 moves. Apparently I
became ttre first New Zealander Lo beat
hinr as he had previously Leatcn botlr
Jensen and ldansink and drawn wil,lr
Chandler" I told hinr that tlrey wt'rt'
some of the weaker NZ players! lrirlrlcll
drew with ll.lorth but this tinrc r l. w:rs
il,jorblr who was ulJucky a.s lrc rrrrr;sorl ir(
least one easy rvin. lleanwlrilc ,lolr;rrrst'rr
had streahed through tlre l'iclrl lo lrr.

-second equal on 5%.
ln the +:ightir round I pluvcrl rrry I ir.st

really rnterestitrg ganre - irg;r r rrsl l orrrrg
Stuart B;nrrc (ldA). 1lrt.opt.rrirr1,, r,r-
another Alekhine Delence lrrrl ( lrr' .rrlv;rrr-
tage scesawerl nunrcrabfc ttncs. I rrrrsscd
a win.lust bclore tire adjorrlrrrrr<'nl rrrrrl
had to Iight very hard altcr. tlrirl. l()
draw. A sensation occumet.l irr I lr r s
round when Fardell resigned irr urr crlrrlJ
position atrthough it was rlelienrJcrrt orr
his I indirrg a trr(ky saving move.
leaders a{ter 8 rounds: Jotransen 6};
Snith, [arleigh & Fardell 61 Byrne,

Farleigh & Smittr 7"
The rlay of rockoc:irtq" ,"lohansetr and

Fardell both won leaving thefl! Joint
rvinners on 812. Sntith won to finish
second with 8- As for our hero, he
was bonrbing out horribl', against J.
Stirlin6J (NSW); the opening: 1 e4 e5 2

d4 exd4 3 c3 Qe7 - the only way to
play I

Top placings:
1= D.Fardell & D"Jolransen 8%

3 M.Snith 8
4 R.!'arleigh 712,

I could say that it doesntt matter
because I won the lightning' but I haC

better not since f did not even qualify
-[or the lightning final. Lightling
placings: l D.Ferris, 2 lU.Smith' 3 M.

Segal.
I shoutd also like to thank very much

my billets, Mr and l,trs PoPe- TheY
deserve special mention because while
they cane to the airport to pick me up,
a burglar was going through their hone-
Fortunately, not too much of value was

Love & Hjorth 517.

In lound nine I tackled the nrighty
frardell, went in the wrong way and
smashed myself to bits. The game started
with me Black: 1 e4 e5 2 f4 Qh4+ 3 g3
Qe7. Johansen drew with Snith wlrich
left Fardell and Johansen as ,ioinL
feaders with 7 points.

The penultinate round and llrcv gave
me a bunny, G.Katsiou (SA); I trlayed
the Exchange Ruy Lopez, llad ir l-r.emen-
dous attack, swapped ol'f irrl.o a won
ending and drew it- In l,lrc crrd I had
king, rook and 2 RPrs aguirrsl. king and
rook- l\'leanwhile Johanscrr was drawing
wj.tlr Farleigh and Smith wiLs drawing
with Fardell, so: Far(lcll & Johansen 7%;

LETTERS
Dear Slr,

I must object to NZ Chess Magaziners
deternrined effort to lower circulation
by printing on the cover of the October
1976 issue a photograph of Roger Nokes
waiting to be fed. I mean, what is this
nagazrne anyway, ttre Wildlife Review?

PauI Beach
Mt.I,/ellington

+++

Dear Sir',
Ttre 22 February 7977 rYour Mover

chess column in NZ TRUTH contains a
section that expressed certain opinion-s
about chess in New Zealand; it also
contains a section on ganes and results
from the Haifa Olympiad. The section on
games and results was conpiled and
written by ne, as is nost of the
material in the chess colum. The other
section, howeYer, is not mine.

No matter what ny opinions about
chess in New Zealand, I do not believe
that such as appeared in TRUTH can be
of any help to whatever problems one
may believe there are- As it is connon
knowledge in chess circles that I write
the co.lumn (though I doubt if many
outside would know) f would Iike chess
players to hnow that nejther I nor the
Civic Chess Club werc in any way res-
ponsible for that larticular section o-l
the TRUTH chess column.

I believe chess in NZ can tre improved;
I have some ideas on how it could be
done. None of nty ideas involve public
rrarne-calling or the style of one sided-
ness in the above nentioned colum.

Should you be able to find room for
this note in NZ CHESS (iI you think
refcrence to the matter worthwhile) ,

J'eeI free to use this- I am writing a
lcl,ter to the ed-itor of TRUTH objecting
to the content of the particular column.

Ted Stallknecht
l{el tr ington

(Thc article herein refemed to includetl
a largcly Iicl-iolaL account o-C happen-
ings Lrefore thc Olynrpia<I and lt tlte
A(iNl of thc NZ Clress Association in.lan

taken.

RUIHMAN I S

NORIH ISLAND CHAMPIONSHIP

Parkway College, llainuiomata

7e' - 27 t4ay 7977

Entry Fee $1O

This tournament is an 8 round Swiss
open to alI financial members of

affiliated clubs.

Further details & entry forms from
the Tournament Secretaryr Irb J.N.
Phillips, 70 PeeI Place, Wainuiomata.

Anticipated first prize of $25O

26

I

tlave you kept your old score books?
Bill Ransay js collecting all the gatnes
from the National Ctrampionshjp and
woutd like to contact atrl contenders
strlt ijving wjth a view to seeing a1I
the games publishecl. Addrcss: c/o N"Z-
Pasiimes J,td, Scott Court, Stoke-s Valley. uary - Editor)
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CAN YOU SEE THE COMB]NATIONS?
(sorutions on p.48)

No.1 White to play

No.3 Black to play

No.2 White to play

MORE HAIFA
Continuing frorn where we Ieft off in

December, some more brevities from the
0Iynpiatl.

The Australia v Japan clash in the
first round produced two!

M.FUlIer (Aust)-T.Saturai (Japan)' Pirc:
7 e4 dB 2 al4 Nf6 3 Nc3 96 4 Bg5 NbdT
5 f4 h6 6 Bh4 Bg7 7 e5 Nh5 8 Nh3 dxeS
9 elxeS Nb6 (g4 was threatened) 10 QxdS+
Ib(d8 11 O-O-G|- KeS? 12 NbS' 1 : O.
The shortest game in the round.

Y.ozaki (Japan)-M.Uoodhams (Aust),
Sicilian: 1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 e6 3 d4 cxd4
4 Nxd4 a6 5 Nc3 Qc7 6 Be2 b5 7 a3 Bb7
8 O-O Nf6 9 Bxb5? (a totally unsound
sacrifice) 9...axbS 10 Ntlxb5 Qc6 t7
Bf4 Nxe4! 12 Nc7+ Kd8 13 Qffi (if 13
NxaS then NxcS threatens mate on g2) 13
...Nxc3 14 Qxc6 Ne2+ 15 Kh1 Bxc6,
O : 1. Black has 3 pieces for the rook.

The next catastrophe takes a little
longer to occur - and then suddenly:
D.Mohrlok (llr.cer)-H.Ree (Hott), Queen's
Pawn: 1 Nfs Nf6 2 d4 b6 3 Bg5 Ne4 4
Bf4 eG 5 Nbdz BbZ 6 Nxe4 Bxe4 7 e3
Be7 8 Bd3 BxdJ 9 QxdS O-O 1O e4 cl5

11 O-O c6 72 c4 BfO 13 Racl dxe4 t4
Qxe4 Qc8 15 NeS Qb7 16 Rc3 96 (despite
the minor piece exchanges, Black remains
cramped) 17 Bh6 Bg7 18 BxgT KxgT 19
Rh5 Re8 20 Qh4 h5 27 Rf3 Re7 22 Qf6+
I(g8, 1 : O. Black had now realised that
23 NxgG was decisive, e.g. 23...fxg6 24
Qxg6+ Rg7 25 Qe8+ Kh? 26 QxhS+ Kg8 2?
Qe8+ Kh7 28 Rh3 mate.

Not to be confused with GM David is
Argentinars L.Bronstein (zego) :
L.Bronstein (Arg)-G-Ligterink (HoII),
Siciliml 1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 e6 3 rl4 cxd4
4 Nxcl4 Nf6 5 Nc3 Nc6 6 Nalb5 dO 7 Bf4
e5 8 Bg5 a6 I Na3 b5 10 NalS Be7 t7
Bxf6 Bxf6 12 h4 O-O 13 c3 Be6 14 Nc2
BxdS 15 excl5 Ne? 16 Ne3 RcB 17 Bds
Rc5 18 Qf3 Nc8 19 Ng4 Be7? 20 Nh6+!,
1 : O (2o...gxh6 21 QfS forces mate).

Young Iranian Sharif graduated to
board one at Haifa after being second
board in previous Olympiads. Here he
finishes off his opponent in fine style:
M.Sharif (Iran)-x.Hamada (Japan), Ruy
Lopez: 1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 5 Bbs a6 4
Ba4 Nf6 5 d4 b5 6 dxes Nxe4 7 Bb3 Nc5
8 BdS Be7 9 O-O Bb7 1O Nc5 O-O 11 Be3
Rb8 12 Qe2 Re8 15 Radl h6?! L4 Qdz
Ne6 15 Ne4 BfS 16 Bxh6 ! Nxe5 (hoping

29

No.s White to play

No.4 Black to play

DEBACLES
to capture the bishop under nore favour-
able circumstancesl 16...gxh6 17 Nf6+
and 18 Qd3 wins) 17 Nxes Bxds 18 Qxds
gxh6 19 NxdT Nf4 20 Nef6+ Kh8 21 Qfs'
1:O.

Quick Black wins with the Caro-Kann
canrt be too numerous, but herers a
nrce one:
J.Feller (Lux)-lt.sotmundarsson (Ice),
Caro-Kann: 1 e4 c6 2 Nc3 d5 3 Qf3
dxe4 4 Nxe4 Nf6 (4...Nd7) 5 Nxf6+ gxf6
6 Bc4 Nd7 7 Qh5 NeS 8 Bb3 Qa5 (threat
9...Nd3+) 9 Qh4 (9 Kflr?) Rs8 70 f4?
(allows a sparkling finish) 1o...Rxg2!
11 fxe5 QxeS* 12 Kf1 Rg4 15 Qf2 Rf4
14 Nf3 Bh3+, O : 1.

Black allows a deadly pin:
P.Ramirez (nol) -R.tttartina (N.Ant),
Sicilian: 1 e4 c5 2 c3 eG 3 d4 cxd4
4 cxct4 Nf6 5 e5 Nds 6 Nc3 Bb4 7 Bdz
Bxc3 8 bxcS Nc6 I Nf3 O-O 10 Bd3 f5
11 O-O d6 12 c4 NdeT 13 d5 exdS 74
cxds Nxds? (14...Nxes leaves Black
better) 15 Bc4 NceT 16 Bg5 Kh8 77
Bxrl5 h6 18 Bxe7, 1 : O.

The last two examples have little to
reconmend them - other thm their lack
of length !

J.Bademian (Uru)-F.Batrez (Guat),
Sicilian: 1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 al4 cxd4
4 Nxd4 e6 5 NcJ a6 6 Be2 Nf6 7 Nxc6
bxc6 8 e5 NdS 9 Bd2 Nxc3 10 bxcS BcS
11 Bd3 f5?? 12 exf6 Qxf6 13 Qh5+,
1:O.
G"Philippe (I;rx)-M.Kennefick (Ire),
Richter-Veressov: 1 tl4 NfG 2 Nc3 d5 5
Bg5 UlaZ 4 f3 cG 5 e4 dxe4 6 fxe4 e5
7 dxes Qas 8 Bxf6 gxf6 9 exf6 Nxf6
1O Qd4 Bg7 11 O-O-O O-o 72 Qa4?? Qxa4
13 Nxa4 Nxe4 14 Nh3 BxhS' O : 1"

No.6 Black to play

BACK ISSIIES of NEW ZEALAND CHESS are
available from NZCA- The first issue'
following on from the old cyclostyled
bulletins, was no.S, published in Feb.
1975. Numbers6 and 7 completed the 1975
lssues.
Price per issue up to the APril 1976
issue is 4Oc, Iater issues (up to Feb.
L977) SOc.
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L O CAL NEWS
AUSTMLIAN SCHOOLGIRI^S' VISIT: The
Womenrs Chess League of Australia is
sending a tean of four tunder-18r girls
to tour New Zealand fron 3rd l,lay to 15th
May. With manager },lrs Koshnitsky, the
team rtrill visit Auckland, Rotorua,
Wanganui, Uellington antl Christchurch.
They will play formal matches in the
main centres against teams conprised
largely of young players (both sexes).
These matches should be of great spec-
tator interest as the girls have been
training for nonths ard have a list of
personal successes behind them.

The team nembers ar:e Anne Martin (15),
Anne Slavotinek (13) who came first and
second respectively in t}le 7977 Austra-
lian Girlsr Championship, Kate l,hrshall
(16) and Cathy Depasquale (tz). Kate was
Victorian Womenrs chanpion in 19?5 and
Australian Girlsr chanpion in 1976.
Cathyrs name will be,familiar to nany
chess players as she was a member of the
Womenrs team at Haifa where she scored
3/6 (they played in Final A). She was
joint Australian Girlsr champion 1975
and South Australian I{ronenrs champion
1975 and 1976. Young Ame became the
rState Under-14t (boys and girls)
champion in 1976.

The girls are looking forward to neeting
New Zealanders, particularly chess
players, from the cities that they will
be visiting. In fact, I,lrs Koshnitsky is
calling the trip the rAustralian Girlsr
Goodvill Chess Tourr.

***
The WAITEITIATA CIub staged a simul by
Jim Cater in February at Henderson
Square. Jin took on all comers fron
7:OO pm to 9:OO ptn, playing about .10

games and conceding 1 draw and 3 losses
(two to club members). The Clubts
Ilecember Speed Tournanent was won by G.
Irtartin witt, A\/7O, followed by N.P.
Bridges 7%, M.R.Benbow 7, T.Chaffee anrl
J.E.Cater 6t.

***
The AuckLand Chess Centre once again
provetl much too strong for Uaitemata in
a 15 boartl match playeil on 3 },liarch. The
Centre won 774r3r.
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The 1975 NATIONAL TEAMS TOURNAMEITIT was
finally wrapped up early this year.
I,tartin Sims reports on the Canterbury v
Otago University match:

To save time I foolishly decided to
write this report before the natch was
played, for although I was a member of
the Otago University tean, I confidently
expectetl us to be thrashed 4:O by Cant-
erbury - with each of the ganes being
nothing but a technical exercise for
our mrch higher rated opponents.

Now, after the natch has been played,
I fincl that the above is both right and
wrong; the score vas heavily in favour
of Canterbury (S%:2) but none of the
games were whitewashes (a second session
was needed for three games).

First, a little history. After two
years of confusion and procrastination,
steps were finally taken to finish the
1975 National Teams tournament. Instead
of a four team play-off, Council clirect-
ed that a South fsland finalist be found
to play the North Island finalist.
Canterbury uon their place in the South
Island play-off by clefeating Nelson in
a close match, the result Iooking likely
to be a 222 dl.aw with Nelson winning on
countback, but Cornford rnanaged to draw,
three pawns dovm, eo Canterbury worr 2)2:
71. Otago University had a much easier
route to the play-off; they uon without
play when the Otago club failed to enter
a team.

The results: (Canterbury nanes first)
V.A.Slall LrR.Perry N; B.R.Anderson 1,
Irr.Sims O; R.Nokes 1, J.Adams O; J.Jack-
son 1, M.Wong O.

Enough of history and fiSures' on to
the games !

For a while it looked as though Roger
uould be the first 0.U. player to resign
but sloppy technique from Vernon (31
Kdl?) let Roger share the point.
V.SnalI-R.Pemy, Sicilian! 1 e4 cS 2
Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 g6
6 Be3 Bg7 7 Be2 Nc6 8 O-O O-O I Qal2
Ng4 1O Bxg4 Bxg4 11 f4 Nxd4 72 Bxd4
e5 13 Be3 exf4 14 Rxf4 Be6 15 Rf2
Bes 16 Rd1 Qa5 17 Brl4 RacS 18 Nds
(18 a3 Rc4 =, Unzicker{ieller 1960) 18
...Qxd2 19 Rrlxtt2 Rc4 (Black should have
eliminateal Whitets knight) 2O BxeS
dxeS 21 b3 Rcb 22 Nf6 Xh8 23 Nd? BxdT
24 RxilT f5 25 RxbT RdB 26 Re2 fxe4 27
Kf2 a5 28 a4 Rc3 29 RbS e3+ 30 Ke1
Rdc8 31 Kd1? (St mes +-) RfSr 32 Ket
Rf2 33 &raS Rxe2a 34 IOre2 Rxc2+ 35
Kxe3 Rxg2 36 Rxe5 R*h2, drawn in 5O.

On boarcl two Black gained the initia-
tive (14...b5!) and l{hite defended
accurately until his one and only mis-
take (23 Rel?).
M.Sims-B.Anderson, Sicilian: 1 e4 c5 2
Nf3 dG 3 d4 cxd4 4 Qxtl4 NcG 5 Bb5
Bd7 6 Bxc6 Bxc6 7 Nc3 Nf6 8 BgS e6
9 O-O-O Be7 10 Rhel O-O 11 Qd2!? (Tal
-Byine, BieI Interzonal 1976, but pro-
bably stronger is the rtraditionalr 11
e5 dxeS 12 Qh4 when White can gain a
sharp kingside attack) 11...Rc8 12 Nal4

Qc7! (Talts suggested improvement which
Bruce found over the board. Byrne played
t2...Qa5 and lost a pleasing miniature:
13 Kb1 KhB 14 f4 h6 15 h4 hxgS 16
hxgS Nxe4 17 Qd3 BxS5 18 Nxe4 Bxe4 19
ke4 Bh6 20 94 f5 21 kre6 Bxf4 22
Nxf5, 1:O) 13 f4 RftlS 14 h4 b5! 15
Ndxb5 BxbS 16 Nxb5 Qc4 17 Nc3 h6 18
Re3 (forcecl) tl5! 19 Bxf6 Bxf6 2O eS
Be? 21 Rd3 Bcs 22 Kbl (22 f5) Rb8 23
Re12 (22 f5 is both imperative anrl good)
23...Rdc8 24 f5 d4 25 Ne4 Bbtt' O : 1.

As can be seen from the notes to the
board 3 game, Jonathan has been this
way before and with as little success
then as now. I would thoroughly recom-
mencl this game to the readerl it is a
great example of fighting chess antl
Rogerrs probing brings just reward.

R.Nokes-J.Adams, Sicifian: 1 e4 c5 2
Nf3 d6 3 cl4 exd4 4 Qxtl4 Bd7 5 c4 Nc6
6 Qd2 NfO 7 Nc3 s6 I b3 Bg7 I Bb2
O-O 1O Be2 a6 11 O-O Rb8? (ttris is
Jonathants lfmprovementlr on 11...Qb8?

with which he lost to me a few months
ago) 1z Rfel Qa5 13 Nds Qxal2 14 Nxd2
NxdS 15 B:<g7 IL\97 16 exdS Nb4 77 Bd7
RfeS 18 Res Bfs 19 94 B:rg4? 20 Bxg4
Nc2 21 Rael Nxel 22 Rxel b5 23 cxb5
f5 ZI BeZ axbS 25 Bd5 KfZ 26 Nf5 h6
27 Nd4 b4 28 BbS RecS 29 Bd? Rc7 30
Nc6 Ra8 31 Be6+ KfS 32 Re2 Rb? 33
h4 h5 34 Kh2 Kg7 35 Kg3 Kf6 56 Kf4
Rh8 37 f3 Rf8 38 Rc2 Ra8 39 Re2 RhS

41O Rg2 Ra8 41 Re2 Rh8 42 Ke5 Rh7 43
Kd4 95 it4 hxgs+ Kxgs 45 Ke3 f4+ 46
Ke4 h4 47 Rg2+ Kf6 48 Kxf4 RbO 49
BfS Rh5 50 Rg6+ Kf7 51 Nd8+ Kf8 52
Ne6+ Kf? 53 Rg?+ KfG 54 Rg6+ Kf7 55
NgS+ Kf8 56 Be6 RhS 57 Nf7 Rh7 s8
Ng5 Rh8 59 Bd? Ra6 6O Ne6+ Kf7 61
Kgs Rh7 62 Be8+, 1 : O.

FinaIIy, a breakthrough! Not one of
the players smokedr leading to a re-
freshing change in the atmosphere of
the playing roon.

Editorrs note: the North Island final
was won by default by North Shore after
Pencarrow cleclinetl to neet them. North
Shore haal earlier beaten ANZ Bank' North
Shore rB! (both 4:O), Auckland Centre
(zrztD and Hamilton (3:1). Canterbury
and North Shore have since been tleclared
joint 1975 National Team Champions.

30

'f,

N.Z. PASTIMES LTD
Wellington agents for

New Zealand Chess Association

Books, Clocks, Score Sheets etc

Retai lers ol :

Games Toys

Stamps Kitsets

Cards Magazines

Discounts to all chess club members

N.Z" PASIIMES I,TD

Scott Court Phone 637 376

SXOKE.S VAI,I,EY

Ntr Ntr Mtr:EE

31"



MISSED OPPORTUNtTIES by peter Stuort

The recent New Zearand chanpionship saw plenty of fighting chess and, in many
instances, a comespondingty low standard of play. Nowhere was this more evident
than in the endgame where many opportunities were missed. Naturalry these circum-
stances make for excitement and interesting chess - anrl perhaps, by analysing the
mistalces, we can avoid them next time.

In the following article the moves actually played are underlined to distinguish
them from the analysis. The sign t=r*indicates*a drawn position.

Power-cornford, after whitets 42nd: possible defences need be examined, 44

agreed since Black regains his pawn.
After 42...8c1 43 b3 Bat2 a draw was

But what interests us is what would
have happened after 43 b4 ! During the
game the players thought that 43...8d2
would still hold the draw due to the
presence of opposite coloured bishops.
Indeed, after 44 b5? this would be so,
e.g. 44..-Bxc3 45 Kf3 I(97 46 Ke4 Kf6
47 Kd5 Ke7 48 Kc6 h4! (the clea-rest
drawing line; the h-pa.wn is to be used
as a decoy) 49 b6 (or 49 Kc? h3 SO b6
h2 51 BdS BeS+ 52 Kc8 Kd6 53 Bg2 KcS
A4 b7 Kb4 55 BcG h1Q 56 Bxhl Kxa4 =)
49...h3 50 b7 (5O KcZ h2 transposes to
the note above) 5O...8e5 s1 Kb6 h2 s2
Bds Bb8 53 Kxas Kd6 54 Bf3 KcS 55
Ka6 Kb4 56 a5 Bc7 57 Bc6 KcS and
White can make no further progress - an
interesting blockading iilea.

Paradoxically perhaps, the winning
method involves 44 bxas - not only
because this puts the black king one
square further away from the queening
file, but also because the passed payn
will now have only one black square to
cross instead of two. The winning idea
is quite sinple - force Black to give
up his bishop for the front pawn ancl
then promote the rear one. Only two

...Bxc3 (1) ard aa...Ke7 (2)z
1) 44...8xc3 45 a6 Bd4 46 Kf3 Kg?

47 Ke4 (gaining a vital tempo) Bg1 4A
Kds Kf6 49 Kc6 Ke7 50 Kb7 Kd6 5t aZ
BxaT 52 KxaT Kc5 53 a5! winning as
White queens first preventing Black
from doing the same.

2) 44...Kg7 (aiming to save the tempo
used in capturing the c-pawn) 45 a6
Be3 46 Kf3 Bg1 47 Ke4 Kf6 48 Kd5 Ke7
49 Kc6 Kd8 5O Kb7 followed bv 51 a7
wirming the bishop.

Thus we see that 43-..B,d2 was insuf-
ficient. Black has two other tries on
his 43rd move but these are also inade-
quate to save the game:

3) 43...Kg7 (saving another tempo
over variation 2 above) 44 bxas Kf6 45
Kf3 Ba3 (alas, Black has to cede the
tempo back, as t15...Kq5? allows the
pawn to go through) 46 a6 BcS 4? Ke4
Ke7 tl8 Kd5 (regaining the second tempo
as well ! ) Bg1 49 I(c6 Kd8 5O Kb7 and
the position is identical to that in
variation 2.

4) 43...axb4 44 cxb4 Bd2 (Black hopes
to establish a blockade but has not
enough timel also 44...K97 45 a5 Bd2
/tO a6 Be3 47 Kf3 Bg1 48 Ke4 wins
easily) 45 b5 Ba5 46 Kfs Kgz 4z Ke4
Kf6 48 Kd5 ald once again the white
king arrives first.

*++*

Yhen this fifth rouncl game (see diag.
next pa.ge) was playerl Sarapu (Black)
was flying high, having won his first
four games while Lynn, his opponent
here, had only one point. The position
is certainly better for Black - he has
a passetl pawn, more active pieces and
pressure against the isolated b-pawn.
Play continued:

37 Ng5

White aims to centralise his worst

.t

I

I

After Blackrs 36th move

placetl piece.

37. -.f6t,
Black solves the problem of Whiters

kingside spa.ce advantage in radical
fashion - md even wins a pam. After
37...h6 lfhite solves his own problens
by 38 Ne4 Bf8 39 Nf6+!? Nxf6 41() exf6
followed by Rd3 antl Kf3-e4-

38 Neo

Bitl Lynn PlaYs all Phases of the
game with great tletermination and
preiers tactics to strategy- Here, the
active text move is not best; Black
wins a pah'n WITH good winning chances.
Instead, the more obvious 58 exf6 hras

better - Black still wins a pawn but
White can then demonstrate a d.raw:
38.-.Bxf6 39 RdS Bxg5 (the bishops are
ineffective here, hence this exchange)
4O h:rgs and nlack can win the b-patm by
tlo...Nc3 41 BxcS RxbS when Uhite
should draw with either 42 Bxd4!? Rxd3
tlii Bxc5 ete, or 42 KfZ dxcS 43 Kez.

38...fxeS 39 NxcS

Of course 39 fxe5 does not save the
pa.wn: 39...Bxe5 4lO Rd3 Bd6-

39...Rb5!? tlo Ne4

Not 40 Ne6? e4! and the connected
IEsns are too strong.

,lo-..exf4 41 RdS Be5 42 Kf3 Ne3?!

Now Black wiII be unable to save his
f-pawn; he should aim to establish a
p'otected passeal pawn by 42-.-h6!' e-g.
4Il Nf2 (with the ittea Nh3 & Nxf4) 43---
g5 44 hxg5 hxg5 45 Nh3 Bf6' although
the win rernains problenratical with the

black bishop nerelY a sPectator-

<lil NSS Nd1

It is too late for 43--.hG since
I{hiters intended Ne6 or Nh3 prevents
g5. The game is now drahrn.

44 Bcl!
But White rmrst be careful; 44 Bxf4

would be a batl mistake because of 44..-
Nb2! 4t5 Rd2 RxbS+ when Black woulcl
again have excellent rlinning chances.
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47 KeSt h. h.**

This position arose after fhiters
34th move in Cornfortl-Jensen. In itself
Whiters extra tl-pa.wn has not much value
since it Iacks support antl is exposed
to attack; it tloes, however, control e7'
giving the white rook access to the ?th
rank - and this is most important'
Note that the at-IEYn is safe for the
monent: 34...Kd? is elearly bad due to
35 Re7+ shile 34...Rt15 is likewise weII
met by 35 Re?. This last factor gives
us the clue to the strategY for both
players- White YiIl 8o for B'Iackrs
kingside pawns while Black is winning
the a-pa.rrn and then it wiII be a race
betveen the respective pa.ssed pawnsr a

race which l{hite should win.

34-..Rc3+ 35 Ka4!

The king & Pawn ending after 35 Re3

RxeS+ 36 Kxe3 Kd7 would be drann'

35---Rc2 36 c3 Rxa2 37 Rez b5

3?...Rxh2 58 RxbT! gO 39 RxaT is
also +-. Blackrs only chance is to get
his queenside Pawns into action'
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38 RxgT a5 39 f5 Rtl2

Suddenly, in conjunction with the f-
pam, the al-pa$n had becone dangerous,
e.g. 39...b4? 40 f6 b3 (or 4O...Ke8
41 d7+ Kd8 42 f7 Rfz rkt Rg8+ followed
by queening) 47 f? Rf2 42 RaB+ Kd?
43 f8Q Rxf8 44 RxfB a4 45 RbS Krctt6
tl6 Kf4 KalS 47 KeZ and l{hite will soon
win the queenside pawns.

m Rb7?

White chooses to exchalge his d-pa.vm
for one of Blackts pa.ssed pawns; doubt-
less the safest course, but one which
leads only to a dr.aur.

The greetlSr way is here the correct
way. White wins after {tO RxhT! Rxd6 47
RaTl a4 42 Ras! Rb6 rlit I(g5 when the
black parvns are imrnobilised, e.g. ,l-3...
b4 (the only chance, otherwise the
steady advance of the white pawns de-
cides) 44 Rxa4 b3 415 Ra1 b2 46 Rb1
Ke7 47 h4 Kf7 48 h5 IqgT 49 g4 Kh7
50 h6! Rg4 (5o...e(h6 51 Rxbz makes it
easier) 51 KhS Rbi! (s1...Rb5 s2 g5!)
52 g5 Rh3+ 53 I(94 and now:

1) 53...RbJ s4 lft4! (zugzwang) Rbb
55 Khs Rb3 56 g6+ fuS 57 ]n7+ K87 58
fus Rg3+ 59 Kf4 Rsz (59...Rb3 60 f6+
Xh8 61 f7 Rb8 62 Rxb2) 60 Kf3 Rh2
61 fu3 Rc2 62 f6+ Kh8 63 f7 Rc8 64
Rxb2 +-.

2) 53...Rh2 54 Kf4 Rc2 (or 54...Rg2
55 Ball!) 55 Rd1! Rc1 (55...pq7 56 IG4
followed by Khs) b6 RdZ+ KgB Sz S6KfB 58 Rf7+ Ke8 59 h7 +-.

40...b4 41 Rbs

Taking the h-pawn now only draws, eg
41 RxhT Rxd6 42 P.b?'!, (but not 42 M??
RtlS threatening Rb5, so rKt RbZ Kc8! 44
Rb6 Kc7 rl5 Re6 b3 and Black vins!) 42
...Rd4+ tlll I(g5 a4 44 f6 Ke8 45 h3!
(to preveot Rg4 after the king rnoves)
tls...Rd3 (else I(96 wins quickty) 46
g4 b3 47 Kg6 Rf3 48 Rb8+ Kd7 49 f?
Ke7 (49...a3? 50 b(b3) so Re8+ KdZ
ancl Uhite nust acquiesce in a drav by
repetition, since 51 f8Q? RxfS 52 hd8
b2 53 Rb8 a3 wins for Black.

41...h(d6
Interesting too is 41...Rt14+!? 42

I(g5 a4 and now, not 43 Kf6? a3 ,14 Ke6
Re4+ 45 Kds a2! 46 Ras b3 4Z Kc6
Rc4f winning for Black, but rtll f6! Ke8
(also drawing is rlii...Rxd6 44 Rrrb4
Ra6) 44 Rb8+ Kfz (M..-Kd7?? 45 f?)

1r5 Rb?+ Kf8! 46 d7 b3 47 Rb8+ Kf? 48
d8Q RxdS 49 RxdS b2 5() Rb8 a3 51
Rb?+ with a draw by perpetual check
since the black king must stay in front
of the f-parcn.

42 RxaS RbO 43 Ra2 Ke7 44 Rb2 b3

Naturally Black ties ihe fhite rook
down as much as possible while increas-
ing the scope of his ovn.

45 Kf3

More natural was 45 KgS but this too
.Ieads to a draw: 45...Kf2 aO g4 Iq7
47 h4 h6+ 48 Khs Rbs 49 95 Rxfs 50
Rxb3 h:qgS 51 h:rgS RaS! 52 Rb7+ Kg8
53 Kh6 Ra8 ! - this rlrawing resource is
only available wlth NP crr RP.

ul5...Kf6 46 S4 h5 47 hJ hxg4 rt8
hxg4 Rb4 49 I(ss Kgs, h : %.

***
The next position is taken from the

fourth round Premier Reserve game
Hensman-Cordue, after Blackts 3Zrd
move.

Nf6+! would prove the straw that breaks
the canelrs back. The text, threatening
Nb6 and KaS winning the a-pawn, is also
good. The bishops are quite hopeless
here.

3?...8c8 38 Nb6 Bb? 39 KaS KatB 0
Nf2

This knight wiII head for b4 when the
black a-parsn will become indefensible.

4O...Kc? 41 Nd3 Bf8

Insufficient would be 41...Kb8 trying
to holrl the parm: 42 Nb4 Ka7 43 Nc6+!
Bxc6 44 Nc8+ Nb7 ,15 NxeT BeB 46 NgS
and 47 Nf6 +-.

42 Nb4 Be7 4Ht Nxa6+?

This position demonstrates very well
the superiority of knights over bishops
in a blocked position; Black camot
save his b-pawn against the manoeuvre
Kc2-b3. White has a confortable win.

33 Kc2 Bf8 34 Kb3 Be7 35 Kxb4 BtlT

36 N2c3

ltuch better yas 36 Ka5 Bc8 37 KbG
when Blackrs d-pa.wn soon falls. Instead
l{hite goes after the a-parn.

36...Ke8 37 Na4

Now, after 37 K^5, White yould be
kept out by 37...Bc8 38 KbO Xd7 but 39

Overlooking Blackrs coning swindle.
White should prepare the capture of the
a-pawn by 43 Na4! when Black no longer
has B:rg5 available because the Na4 can
reach either f2 or 93 in time to stoP
the h-pam.

43...8xa6 44 Kxa6 B:<eS!

47 a4

Not yet 47 trbics because of Bf2+.

47...Betll
Very nice, not only clearing the waY

for the h-pa.m but also preventing 48
a5 (48...8:<a5! 49 KxaS h4) for the
moment at least.

Other bishop moves seem only to drawt
e.E. 47...8f2 418 a5! h4 49 a6 Kb8 50
Nd7+ Ka7 51 NxeS h3 52 Ng4 Bg3 53
KxcS h2 54 Nxh2 Bxh2 55 d6 Kxa6 56
Kc6!? (threat: 57 d7) Bglr 5? dz Bb6
58 f4 KaS 59 Kd6 KbS 6O Ke? Kc5 =.

48 Nc4 h4 49 al6+ !

Uhite makes life as difficult as
possible for his opponent. After 49
NxeS the vin is easy to find: 49...Kd6
50 Ng4 KxrIS 51 a5 Bxas (white forces
Black to ptay the winning noves in this
Iine) 52 IkaS Kd4 53 Ka4 c4 54 Ka.s

Kd3 55 Kbz Kd2.

49...Kd7 50 trGrc5

No better was 5O Nxe5+ tri:cd6 51 Nxg6
h3 anal queens.

5[)...Bfz+?
From this nove on Black seems to have

a (ruinous) compulsion to keep moving
the prelate. I{ith this move Blackrs
win disappears and the gane shoultl be
d-rawn.

Correct was the direct 5O...h3! 51
NxeS+ Ke6! 52 Ng4! Bg3 53 a5 Bxd6+
54 Kc6 h2 55 Nxh2 Bxh2 56 a6 Bg1 win-
ning easily.

51 KdS Bd4 52 Nd2 Bf2?

It is a refreshing change to see Peter
Hensman on the receiving end of a swin-
dle, even if he doesntt stay there long!
If now 45 gxhS then 45.."h4 and the pa.wn

cannot be stopped.
Since the character of the position

has so dramatically changed (it is now
Black who is winning, although it is not
at all easy), another diagram is in
order :
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45 c5!? dxcS 46 Kbs Bxh4

.f6...Kd6? vould be just too greedy
since White could take the bishop and
Live2 47 hxg5 h4 48 Nc4+ gaining a
tempo for the knight to reach a blockade
square (h2).

After this second bad move with the
bishop Black is lost. The passed pawn

hacl to be pushed: 52...h3! 53 Nfl (or
53 Ne4 h2 54 Ng3 Bcs 55 Nhl Bb4 56
K:res Bxd6+ 57 Kf6 =) 55...Bc3 54 Ng5

Bb4 =, or 54 Kc4 Be1 =.

53 a5!

Perhaps Cordue had thought to ref'ute
this by 53...8e1 but this is met by 54
a6!

5,J-..nO

,." t"" late; White has been giyen
time to reorgiurise.

54 Nf1 Bit4 55 a6 Bf2 56 Xi:<e5 Bc5

57 Kds Bb6 58 Nh2

The knight will come to the aid of
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his centre pawnr only rel-easing the
blockade of the h-Pam when it is no
Ionger dangerous.

58...BE1 59 NE4 Bb6 6O NeS+ KclS 61

Ke6 h2 62 Nc6+ Kc8 63 tt7+ Kc? 64

d8Q+ K:rc6 65 QdS+, 1 : O.

***
Another example of knights v bishops:

This risky winning attempt completely
backfires. Insteatl White should first
bring his king to tl3 and then follow up
with 94 and possibly f5 before contem-
plating queenside action.

44...Ke7 t[5 NE4 h5 46 c7 BxcT 47
Nxf6?

Simplest anrl safest was 47 NxcT hxg4
with al easy draw. After the text the
white bishops have a field day - their
first victim will be the cl-Pawn.

47...Bb6 48 Nh7 Bc4 49 NaS Bxtl4+

Jensen-Stonehouse, after Blackrs 37th-
This time l{hite is already a paun to the
gootl and should be atle to win with his
queensirle majority. Although the
bishops are not as useless as in the
last example, they are still restrictetl
by the central pam mass.

38 a4?

Premature; it is debatable whether
White can still win after this. The
first priority is to place oners piectss
on their best squares; thus the manoeu-
vre Nc2-e3 suggests itselfr thus 38 Nc2!
Kf7 (after 38...a6 39 Ne3 the bishop
has no good square - compare with the
ganne where the bishop is able to remain
on the a2-g8 ctiagonal) 39 NeS Ba6 0
a4 with better chances than in the game.

38...a6 39 Nc2 Kf7 tlo Ne3 Bb3 41 b5

It is clear that this advance is
necessary, now or later, if l{hite is
trying to win, and therein lies the rub;
the disappearance of so many parms in-
creases the scope of the bishoPs.

41...axb5 42 axbs cxbs tlil Nxbs

After 4ii Ncxrl5 BaS the b-pawn gives

5O Ke1 BiI3

The metamorphosis of the Position
since the first diagram merits another:

I
Kd1 h4! 58 gxh4 Kxf4 59 94 KeS 60 Nh1
Be2* winning both knights in short order.

55...Kfs 56 Ndz

Equally ineffective was 56 Nf2 B:rg2 5?
Ke2 Be4 58 Ne1 Bc1 followed by Be3 -+.

56. . .Bb5?

Another inaccuracy although Black can
still win. Best uas 56...Bxg2-

I
I

Whiters pieces are hardly a picture
of health - even Tchigorin would be
appallerl !

51 NES Bb2 52 Ktl2 Bf1 53 Nc2 d4!

This pawn will produce unanswerable
th.reats. l9hite cannot save his g-palm
since 54 Ne1 Bc3+ 55 Kd1 d5 forces 56
Ngf3 and Blabk wins neatly by 56...Be2+
57 Kc1 Kf6! - zrt9zwa$g - and l{hite must
Iose a piece,

54 Ne4 Ke6?!

Considerations of naterial are even
nore important in the endgane where
there is often little material left ;
simpler r+as 54...8592 winning the paun
and givlng absolutely nothing avay.

55 Kd1

It is true that after 55 Ne1 Black
coulcl still win the wretchetl g-pavnt
but only at the cost of exchanging one
of his bishops. Therefore, Black would
insteatl continue the invasion with his
king, e.g. 55...Kfs! 56 Nf2 Bc3+ 57

Black counterplay.
rt5...Bas 44 c6?l

Most of Utriters moves are more or less
forced. Here Nh4 loses a piece to 63--"
d3.

63...Bb4??

Incredihly Black gives up his pa.ssed
pawn - in spite of this he still retains
an advantage (see final note). There is
a clear win after 63...Kf2r e.g- 64 NxcS

rlxc3 65 NeS K:<g3 ! 66 N:rgO Kg4 67 g3
(what else?) Bb3! 68 Kb1 (or 68 Ne5+ Ikg3
69 f5 Kf4) KxgS 69 f5 I(94 70 fO Kf5 -+.

6? K}z Bdz

67...gxf5 68 NgZ has the same effect.
68 Nc3 gxf5 69 Ne7 lkg3 7O NxhS+ KrcS2

Ilthite coulit have taken this pawn 16
moves before - in the previous session!

?7 Kc2 Bel ?2 KclS BeS 73 Ng7, \: 9J
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I

Presumably Stonehouse agreed the draw
because of 73...896 74 Nxf5 capturing the
last paun, but this endi.ng is certainly
worth continuing with; what little theory
there is s\rggests that the two bishops
give good winning chances against a lone
knight.

***
Lest the reader gain the impression that

ALL opportunities were nissed we conclude
with two e:<amples of fine endgame tech-
nr-que.

In the next position (see diagram next
colum) from Stonehouse-Sarapur Black has
the slender advantage of the exchange for
a pawn.

30...Rtt7 31 Nfs+ IqS

As we shall see there is an element of
tlanger in this advance but it is clearly
necessary.

32 I(92 h5!.

Black exchanges some IEwns to open up

avenues of entry for his piecesl also
the white g-pawn will be exposed.

33.h3 hxg4 34 hxg4 KSS 35 I(g3 Rd1

Clearly Black has made progress in
activating his pieces and he nou threa-
tens to win the g-pawn. l{hite, however
finds a neat resource.

36 Kf3! Rf1+ 37 KeZ Rb7 38 Kf3 Ra7!

If 38...Rxb2?, 39 Rc7! forces a draw:
39...Rge (else nate) 40 Rh?! (threaten-
ing not jrist 41 Rh5+ KgG 42 Ne7* win-
ning the exchange, but also 41 Ne7!
winning a whole rook) 4lO...Ik6 47 p.a.7

KgS (forcerl) 42 Rh7 repeating.
39 Rc8 Kg6 tlo Rc2?

Seldom is the passive alternative
better in rook enilings. Instead, the
active tK) Rh8 should have been tried
when best seems zl0...Rd7 41 Ra8 Rxb2
42 Rxa6 ancl another pair of pa.wns has
gone altl the win is moSt problenatical.

40...Rh7 41 I(g3

41 Rc6 is met by.aS forcing the rook
b,rck to c2.

41...Kss 42 Nh4!

Parrying the threatened Rgl+.

42-.-Rp1+ 43 Ne2 Re7 44 Kf3 Rf1+
,r5 Ks3 Re4 at6 Rcs+ f5 !

More often it is the defender who
wishes to exchange a pair of rooks but
here the rooks have been unable to com-
bine effectively while the R+N combina-
tion has. The text forces the rook swap
since 47 gxfs Rg4+ 48 Ift2 Rf2 wins the
knight.

47 Pr(fs+ Rxf5 48 exf5 Kxf5 49 Kf3
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b4!

This involves more than a simple ex-
change of pawns; Black will also uin the
remaining white queensicle pa.wn while
Whiters pieces are far auay.

Nou the win is clear since the white
king cannot approach the a-pawn. General-
ly a RP allows fewer defeosive chances
with R v N than other pa.wns because the
knightrs mobility is realuced.

59 Kc3 a5 @ Nc2 a4 61 Nb4 a3, O:1.
It i.s curtains after either 62 Kb3

brb4* or 62 Na2 XxeS or 62 Nc2 a2 63
Na1 Rb1.

**+
The final position arose after 30

noves of Aptekar-Carpinter.

51 bxaS Rc4!

control of il5) should generally be
avoided.

42 Bc3 Nf6 ru BeS

In view of the fact that llhite mrst
ain to penetrate on the kingside where
he will eventually get a passed paun
(and where Black is already strong on
the light squares), Blackrs tlark square
biehop is a very important defensive
piece. Hence l{hite seeks to exchange it
- and Black, having reduced its scope
with his 41st move, subnits.

Played in yiew of this pawnrs exposure
after 47 94 f:rg4 rt8 h:rg4 when White
threatens 95. ftr 46...h5? Black loses a
pawn: 47 Ng6+ Kd6 zl8 Kf4 and 49 Bxf5.

47 e4

There is no win of a pawn on fS now:
47 Ng6+ Kd6 .18 Kf4? Nh5+ and it is
Black yho wins a pawn.

4?...f)<g4 rtS hxa4! Bd?

Aptekarre technique i6 impeccable:

31 Na4

Aiming to provoke a weakening of the
black queenside by means of the ttrreat
of Ncs.

31...8f8 328d4 46

The trest solution since 32...b6 per-
nits the enbarrassing 33 Be5.

33 NcS Bc8 34 Bd1 Bd6 35 Ndg Be6 36
BeS Ke7 37 Bd4 Kf7 38 f3 Nd7 39 Bc2

Freeing fG for the king doesnrt vork,
e.g. ,18...Ne8 49 Nds+, or 48...Nct? 49
Nxe6 leading to a won K & p ending.

49 Ne6+ Kd6

Worse is 49...Ke6 bO Nf8+ Ke7 51
NxdT K:rd7 52 Kf4 Ke6 5J BfE+ Kd6 54
Be4 b6 55 KfS and the king penetrates.

50 Iff4 b6 51 NeS Be6 E2 BfS Ne8

THE NZCA RATING SYSTEM
This report by Jim cater, chairnan of the NZCA Rating subcommittee, explains how

the syeten works. rn a second article in the next issue Jin will show how you can
calculate you own rating - Ertitor-

The last few moves leading up to the
time control haye not altered the charac-
ter of the position- Blackts 41st turns
out to have little effect on future
events, although such weakening arlvances
(Ioosening his pavn structure, ceding

Work has recently been completed on a
revision of the calculations used in
the NZCA Rating systen and the time is
now opportune to tlescribe the system so
that all chess players may have a better
understanding of the methods employed-
It is interesting to note that, so far
as we car ascertain, New Zealand is one
of the first, if not the very first,
countries to establish a computer sys-
tem to maintain its national rating
list.

Computers are but extremely fast cal-
culating machines with considerable
nemory capacity. This means that each
and every step in a calculation process
nust first be programned by a hunan and
results checked and rechecked to elim-
inate emors and inconsistencies.
However, once this programning and
testing has been conpleted, the computer
caa be relieil upon to accurately perform
the sane set of calculations whenever it
is presented with appropriate data. The
speed of the computer e[ables the pro-
graruner to design far more complex cal-
culation methods than could be enter-
tained with a manual system, and thus
more accurate and consistent ca.Icula-
tions can be achieved.

The NZCA Rating System is based on a
rating system proposed by Professor
Arpad E. DIo of the United States,
although the only portion renaining
completely unchangetl is the probability
function deviseil by Elo - the corner-
stone of the systen. The system has
been euolvecl over the pa.st three years,
taking account of New Zealand conditions
and maldng use of the conputerts speed
of calculation.

I{hat follows is a description of the
methods used in the Rating Systen.
Some of the calculatioDs are conplex,
but they are in fact the result of
considerable investigation ancl experi-
mentation to achieve a system which
will maintain a rating list reflecting
the true relative playing strengths of
the players, so far as is possible from
the information available.

Or 52...8g8 53 Bc8 aS 54 KfS etc.
53 Ns6!

The knight is headed for f5 - the
last nail in Blackrs coffin.

Nfs+ Kd7

Or 56.-.Ke6 57 Be4 Kf6 58 Nd6 Be6
59 Bh7 Ne7 6O Ne8+ Kf7 61 NcZ Bc8 62
Ke5 +-.

57 KeS Bb7 58 Be4 Bxe4

Forced, since 58...Bc8 loses the h-
pawn after 59 Bds.

59 fxe4 a5 60 a4

Another zugzrrang - a comrnon enough
motif in the endgame.

6O...Ke8 61 Ke6. 1 : O.

7.

list, the following information is heltt
in a conputer file.
a) A unique numeric code by which the
player is iclentified.
b) The playerrs name.

c) The playerrs home club (this is not
yet complete but we are working on it).
d) The playerrs cument rating.
e) The date of the last tournanent the
player participated in.
f) For players with fewer than 25 ganes
rated: the number of games ratetl, the
total sum of opponentsr ratings, antl
the score achieved in games so far.

2. Edit phase: Results of a tourniment
are subnitted to the conputer on punched
cards, ]rrepared directly from the pairing
cards used during the tournannent. Each
playerrs results are contained on a
selnrate punched caral, indicating his
opponents in the tournament and his re-
sult in each game.

The conputer progran performs various
checks on the validity of the results in
order to elininate emors:

-Eaeh opponent mrst himself be in the
tournanent;

-The reverse pairing must be present
in the opponentrs results;

:The results of the two pa.irings must
be consistent, i.e. a win and a loes or
two dr:at+s.

than 25 games rated are considered to
have provisional ratings, antl these are
recalculated whenever new results are
submittetl, until 25 games have been
rated.

The rating system as a whole is based
on a probability curve which relates,
for any two raterl players, their differ-
ence in rating to the probable, or
rexpectedr, result of an encounter be-
tween ther. See figure 1.
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Figure 1: EXPECTED PERI'ORMANCE AS A ETINCTION OF RATING DIEFERENCE

Difference in

Sanple readings fron this graph indi-
cate that if two playersr ratings are
equal then the expected result ie 5@,
i.e. a draw. If the difference in
ratings exceeds 7OO then the higher
rated player is expected to win 9$ft or
more of their encounters. Between these
extremes, if the tlifference in ratings
is 2OO then the higher rated player is
expectetl to Ecore 75/o in any encounters
between them.

The purpose of the rating system ie
in fact to arrange the players on the
list so that this relationship is true
for any two players on the list. This
ideal situation can of course only be
achieved after a large nunber of games
has been rated for each player, anal
with new playere entering the list a
rating is not coneidered really nean-
ingful until 25 ganes have been rated.

In our rating system a speeial calcu-
lation is performed for players with
fewer than 25 games rated. Information
will have been retainetl within the 6ys-
tem froru any 1u'evious ganes whieh, when
combined lrith latest results, enables
the calculation of the average rating
of all the playerrs opponents, and his

Q

4. Adjustments for a.Llplayers:
At this point in the calculations

provisionally rated players in the
tournament have been re-rated and the
whole group of players in the tournament
are ready for the rating adjustment
which is dependent on their performance
in the particular tournament.

The calculations are best described by
formulae, but for those who do not wish
to bend their minds trying to understand
equations, I will try to explain thd
effect of the calculations as well as
presenting the bare nathematics.

In sinple terms, a playerrs rating is
adjusteal up by a certain increment for
each point which he gained but was not
expected to gain, or down by the same
increment for every point he was ex-
pected to score but in fact did not. A
point in this context is the sarne as in
the tournament itself.

The first step is to tletermine what
the increment is to be for a particular
player. It is calculated in two stages,
firstly a basic factor which depends on
the playerrs pre-tournanent rating, and
secondly a factor depending on how the
player performed compared with his ex-
pected performance.

N=KbxKp,
where K is the increment, K5 is the
basic factor, and Kp is the performance
factor.

The basic factor var:ies inversely with
rating. That is to say, the higher the
rating the lower the factor:

Kh=7?-3x.Tgting
110

The ninimtm pernitted value of Kb is 20.
Some sample values of Kb are:

Rating Kt
500 63.4

1000 49.7
1500 36.1
2000 22.5
2O9O & above 2O.O

The performance iactor varies directly
with the difference between the expected
percentage result and the actual percen-
tage result. In other words, the larger
the difference, the larger the factor.
In addition, the factor is different for
rworse than expectedr performances than
for rbetter than expectedt performances.

For rbetter than expectedr performances:

RatiEg

percentage result against them. Then
from the probability curve a rperform-
ance ratingt can be established.

Srppose a player alread;r has had 11
games rated anal his score was 6 out of
ll. In the next tournament he plays 7
ganes and scores 4N out of 7. Then his
overall result is \OLT out of 18, or 58[.
Suppose that the average rating of his
opponents in the 18 games was 1E0O,
then his perfornance rating would be
1857 since the"graph intlicates that or
two players 57.rating points alfft, the
expected score is 58% for the higher
rated player.

This procetlure of recalculating pro-
visional ratings is camied out for all
players in the current tournament who
have had fewer than 25 games rated pre-
viously- In fact the calculation for
the group of provisionally rated players
in the cument tournament is performed
seven times. This is to remove anomalies
when provisionally rated players haue
played one another. The ratings in the
first cycle are used as a ba6is for the
second cycle and so on for the seven
cycles. By this time the ratings are
stable anil anomalies are removed.

Diff. less t}ran 7Ul, Kp = 1
Diff. 7al to 3al, Kp = %diff + 10
Diff. more than 3O%, Kp = J

For rworse than expectedr performances:
Diff. less than 2Ul1 Kp = 7

Diff - 20./4 to 3U,4,

Diff . more than 3A,4, Kn = 2

To work out this factor we must first
determine the player's expected perfor-
mance as a percentage. This is done by
averaging the expected percentage per-
forrnance against each of the playerrs
opponents in the tournament-

To obtain the rating aaljustment the
increment K is now nultiplied by the
difference between expected and actual
performances.

A=Kx(P-Pe)xnrwhere
A is the rating adjustment, P is the
actuaL fi, Pg is the expectecl perfornance
and n is the number of games in the
tournament.

" :lnll:.,
then in some extreme cases the new
rating can actually exceed the perfor-
mance rating in the case of a better
than expected performance or be lower in
the case of a worse tharl expecteal per-
formance. It is necessary then to apply
a limit to the rating adjustment. This
linit is a certain percentage of the
difference between the pre-tournament
rating ard the performance rating in the
current tournament.

To establish the perfornance rating of
a player in a tournament, the computer
first approximates by averaging all the
playerrs opponentst ratings andrusing
the actual percentage result, obtains a
performance rating from the probability
curve. The expected percentage result at
this rating is then calculated as in the
main calculations, and this percentage
is compared with the actual performance
rating. If they are not equal, the
rating is adjusted and the process re-
peated. After several cycles of phe
process a performance rating is obtained
for which the expected performance equals
the playerrs actual performance.

The limit is now calculated as a per-
centage of the difference between pre-
tournament and performance ratings- This
percentage depencls on the number of
rounds in the tournament, and whether
the actual adjustment is to be up or

-- o/od,if f -Ap =.---a-

I
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ilown.
For upvard adjustments:

up to 4 rounds, s$l
5 to 17 rounds, (5r + 5)%
18 or more rounds, 9@

For downward adjustments:
up to 4 rounds, z0l
5 to l? rounds, (sr - s)%
18 or nore rounils, 8@.

The number of rounds (r) is of course
those played only, i.e. defaulted ganes
are excluded when establishing the
number of rounds.

5. SumnarX:

The calculations will be seen to
permit larger changes in rating in the
upvarcl direction than in the tlownward
direction (bottr ttre factor K, and the
limit applietl to the adjustnent have
this effect). These tendencies are
deliberate as it is desirable that
general deflation of the list is avoid-
ed when the improving player rtakesl
rating points from an opponent whose
otm ability has not dininished. Also
recognisecl is the need to accelerate

0ovenent up or down the list when a
performarce is significantly different
from that expected. The factor K,
produces the requirecl acceleratioi, thus
enabling rapidly improving players to
climb the list at an appropriate rate.

Players lower on the list,will rmder-
go a larger adjustment than players
higher on the list (factor K5 ensures
this). This is to recognise the fact
that the improving players in the list
will normally have entered at a low
rating and would otherwise require a
fairly large number of very good per-
formances to climb to their correct
rating. On the other hand, a player
high on the list (say above 21OO) is
unlikely to be improving at such a
rapicl rate and the high increment is
unnecessary.

The NZCA Rating S\rbcommittee believes
that the system that has been devisecl
is fair and equitable, but of course
reserves the right to mal<e further
modifications to the system should they
become necessary.

NZCA RATING LIST
This list includes the results of all tournanents submittetl,

up to and including Congress 19?6/77 events. For provisionally
rated players, the number of ganes ratecl folJ.ows the rating.
List includes only players active during the last two years.

I

2
3
4
5
6
7

8

9
10
11
t2
13
t4
15
16
T7
18
19
20
2t
22

Sarapu,O 2366
Eairhurst, lI A 2319
Chandler,M 2318
Andersoo,B R 2310
carbett,P a, 2285
Aptekar,L 2259
Sutton,R J 2237
Ifelr,P B 2224
Green,E lL 22L5
Day,A R 2L78
Stuart,P W 2174
Snal1,V A 2l6L
Jensen,K 2L54
Nokes,R 2L42
Carpinter,A L 2l4O
I,Iansink,R 2I3I
Evans,C A 2130
Fenericlis,A 2IL7
Sn.lth,R W 2116
Stonehouse,T II 2I13
PomeroyrA 2110
Paris,P 2109

67
68
69
70
7L
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93
94
95
96
97
98
99

100
101
to2
103
104
105
r06
to7
108
109
110
11r
tt2
113
Lt4
115
r16
tt7
118
119
t20
L2T

t22
I23
t24
t25
L26

23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37
38
39
40
4t
42
43
44

Spil1er,P 1915
McIvor,B W 191I
Bruntoo,D M 1904
Campbel1,lturr ay l9OO [ 2I
Goodhall,D N A 1899
Marslck,B E P 1897
Metge,Nigel 1893
Baker,C 1893
Sinclair,B E 1888
Gibbons,R E 1888
Iloffmann,P E 1884
Mataga,Peter 1883
Palmer,L 1874
Cochrane,G T 1873
Johnston,J 1870
AIp,!'I 1865
Arbuthnott,J 1865
Perry,R 1860
Pool,A 1857
Sidnam,Grant 1855/1I
Johnstone,D G 1852
tr'oord,M 1852
Kay,J 3 1851
Amies,L S 1850
Lannlng,R K N L847
Whitlock,4 P 1840
Shardy,Z 1832
Johnstone,S 1830
Gollogly,D A 1827124
Preece,Peter 182318
Yee, S 1816
lJatson,B R 1804
Law,B M 1802
Kay,B 1798
Roundill,R L 1797
Livingston,M J L797
Slms,I M 1796
Brown,W 1796
Mancewicz, S L796
Gifford-Moore,D L796
Ward,A 1794
Dowman,I A, 1793
Grainer,J 1793
Thomson,O N 1791
Kinchant,K D 1790
Malarski,G 1789
Walden,G 1781
SiDpson,D l77I
Lancaster,Mark I77I
Trundle,G E L77O
Belton,C P 1768
Okey,K ll L766
Brenner,Ken 176618
Steadman,M 1762
Robinson,P G 1760
I'ree,Terry J 1759
Carter,Gerald 1758
.Lichter,J 1755
Severineen,Q 1754
Wong,}[ l7 54

Schwartz,E 2092
Deben,B' 2083
Wigbout,M 2081
Leonhardt,I{ 2080
Goffin,P B 2075
Kerr,A C 2072
Greeo,P 2063
Brown,W A R 206I
Cornford,L II 2053
Flude,D lt 2047
Russe1l,G K 2O4l
Lalr<I,C 2O4O
I{haley,M G 2036
Clemance,P A. 2029
Beach,D O 2023
Lyrur,K W 2022
Turner,G l4 2O2O
Chiu,G' 2O2O
?ower,P W 2015
Van DiJk,T 2OI4
Beach,P R 20L2
Ilensrnan,P J 2005

42'

127 Knightbridge,W 1753
128 Baran,P 1751
129 cloisteitr,3 1745
130 Storey,D J II L745
131 Nysse,J L745
132 Clark,P 1744
133 tlaite,G S 1741
134 Malley,N L74O
135 Snai-ll,C 1738
136 Fomotor,P 1734
137 Bloore,Ross G 1732/13
138 Waddle,M H 1731
139 Mooymn,P 1727
140 Eenderson,A J L725
141 Walker,D R 1719
142 Dowden,T l7L7
143 Ibloszar ,P 1715
144 Black,Rlchard 1715
145 Adans,J fTLl
146 Van Dam,Simon 1710
147 Earle,S R 1710
I48 Ziskin,sam L7O2ll3
149 Skuja,A N 1701
150 Chin,II 1699
151 Bridges,N P 1698
152 Booth,A J 1698/7
153 Mil1s,R L 1697
154 tr'reeman,M 1696
I55 Lark,D 1695
156 Lanb,P 1685
l57Boyce,DAL 1683
158 Cowan,C 1681
159 Brdjanovlc,M 1681
160Eaworth,cMR 1680
161 Colthart,R 1677
162 Bennett,H L676
163 Balne,A 1673
164 Stej-ner,ll 1672
165 IIoIlis,W K 1672
166 Ng,N 167l
167 Usnar,J 1558
168 Doninitc,A L666/20
169 Wardrop,J 1665
170 Turner,N 1663
171 Roberts,M H 1662
172 Plckering,M L662
173 Nijrnan,A 1651
174 Cornelissen,R 1659
I75 Ng,Gordon 1656
176 Green,Wl].son F 1654lL2
177 Leishnan,C 1640
178 Davies,Robert I639
179 Brinble,M T 1637
180 Bell,Chris. 1637
181 Se1l,G1erur J 1636lll
182 Iou,Gavln J l636llL
183 Rawnsley,Louis 1635
184 Eovard,M I 1635/18
185 OrSrien,ll 1634
186 Berme11,D L629

'43

45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
s4
55
56
57
58
s9
60
61
62
63
64
65
66

Lynch,D I
Cordue, S

Whitehouse,L E

GibsonrD
BarlowrM J
orCallahaarR M
Evans,M
Cordue,P L
llurley, A
Bates , P

Marshall,C
Hawkes,P
Wilson,W N
Jackson, Jon
LoverA J
Carpinter,B A
Franke-l, Z

Cater,J E
Lichter,D
Ilaase , G C

Strevens,R E
Cook,N

t997
1979
t975
1969
t968/23
1965

187 Genet,R 1628
188 Utritehouse A 1627
189 Kasnara,A H 1627/LL
I90 Vineent,F E 1625
191 Severinsen,B L624
I92 rriLl,s 1624
193 Henkel,Il 1624
194 Austin,Ken 1618/8
195Mi1ne,DJo t6l4lLD
196 Willians,Barry 1613
197 Bertram,P 1608
198 Forster,W 1608
199 Ihowles,A 1607
200 Porter,W 1606/15
201 Thompsoo,S 1604
2O2 Taylor,J 1603
203 Mathieson,J 1600
204 Johnstone,R B 1600
205 Glbson,W F 1600/8
206 Voss,P J 1599
207 Polnton,Sandy 1587/8
208 Fekete,J 1586
209 Clayton,I 1584
210 Van Oeveren,C f584
211 Shuker,R 1583
2I2 Basher,R A L582lll
213 BoJtor,Jullus l582lLO
214 Davida,E 1579
215 Campbell,I 1578
216 llaztt,J J 1577
217 ReicI,J 1577
218 0rConnor,T P L575l12
219 Cargo,D 1572
220 Metsers,? 1570
221 Price,Anthony l57Ol9
222 Severlnsen,S 1568
223 TaLLen,J 1567
224 Win:'er,llilliam 1567 l9
225 Gavin,D 1564
226 Sowerbutts,G 1564
227 Capper,Dave 1560
228 Fisher,E N 1546
229 Sklpper,J 1539
230 True11,C 1536
231 Mil1er,G P 1535
232 Aabryn,Eyvin 1533
233 Jackson,R 152816
234 Weir,T L524
235 Elett,A L523
236 Enslie,B 1518
237 Mitchell,Ian R 1515
238 Clark,D 1515
239 Ramsay,W 1513
240 Aldous,Richard L5l2
24I llaapu,Sam 1510
242 Evans,N 1508
243 Lowe,D 1508
244 DaaLow,C 1508
245 Cronbie,Willian 1500/8
246 Cockroft,R 1496

964
96r
954
950
946

t944
L94a I 78
t94o
1939
t931
t934
r92.1
1920
19 18
T9L7
i9 16



247 Severinsen,E L494
248 A-Lexander,R 1492
249 Grant,M 1491
250 Collirs,Peter 1487 I 18

251 Brannigan,K 1486
252 Keith,D 1483
253 Eignett,A N 1483115
254 Broadbent,Ross l48Z
255 JohnSton,A 1480
256 Flower,Gavin C 1411
257 Johnston,R 141317
258 Bowler,R 1469/7
259 Horwell,P 1466
260 Z1'skowski,W 1456
26lFrost,GaryMM 1458
262 Beutner,W 1457
263 Grunig,K 1451
264 Woodford,R G 1454
265 1-ane,R 1450
266 Drake,A 1449
267 Pfahlert,D 1448
268 Morrison,M K L444
259 Pr:mero1,,I)avid M 1442/ll
270 Prest-o0,J l4l4
271 Benbow,M R 1434
272 ltillman,R 1479
273 Adams,G l42E
274 Taylor,D l42B
275 Clowes,C L427
276 Ratmsley,Peter L422/l
277 Knegt,Koert 142L
278 Martin,Lynne l4L9lI1
279 I'reear,Craig 1418/8
280 lltacktrirrne,Mark. l4L6 / 7

281 Spitrler,T l4l3
2E2 Borre11,J 1410
283 tlall,Lewis i4 10/ i6
284 Watson,Michael 1409
285 Crawford,Bruce 1409
286 B:rlow,t l40B
287 Sarl-sti,J 1408
2$3 Petrie,Bruce l4O3/16
289 larhite,!1 l4O2
290 Marner,Gavjn I4Oz
291 C1ay,B 1399
292 PoweLL,L V 1399
293 Brookie.R 1395
294 Adams,David l39zl13
29-5 Schulz,Don 1384
295 Grevers,I- P 1382lll
297O1<irldge,CBW 1378
298 Caneron,M L376
299 Srretch,Winsome 1375
300 Van Ginkel,J 1314/7
301 Carter"Stephen 1362
302 Benrert,D 136016
30-) Servies,C i358
3rl4 Sheridan.T. 1357 /22-
305 Re1l,D ll52

305 Bridger,Ll
307 Cookson,Jane
308 Caccioppoli,P
309 Shepherd,R
310 Jones,Les
311 Walker,Mathdw
312 Rogers,![ichael
313 Godtschalk,R A
314 Neele,Rinus
315 Wilkes,J
316 l"lcl.ean,T
317 DooselaarrMrs
318 Noble,Mark
319 Kappeler,A
320 Cullen,R
321 Tucker,Susan
322 Ilofsteede,J
323 Zyskowski,Z
324 Adans,P
325 Wilson,A
326 LesterrWayne
327 Bowler,I,trs E

328 Purdon,G
329 llowell,G
330 Scarr,G E

331 o1d,M
332 ChanberJ-aia,M
333 Rundle,David
334 Sareczky,G
335 AJ-lsobrook,A J
336 De Oude,Ilugo
337 Chang,A
338 Sinclair,M (Wn)
339 l"lartin,S C

340 Dunningham,M
341 McCallun,A
342 Phillips,J
343 Carter,Peter
344 Eagle,J
345 Nicholls,T
346 Arker,Grant
347 Saunders,T
348 Mackie,John
349 Fitchett,Paul
350 Mailen,S B

351 Benson,C
352 Watts,Duncan
353 Phillips,G
354 Chandler,W
355 Beyk,Andre
356 Worthington,S
357 Willians,G
358 EstonrRoderick
359 Cameron,D
360 SeotL,M W

361 strickett,R L
362 Millnan,P
363 King,Bruce
364 Focas,Peter

44

r352
t344
t34217
1334
1334/9
t333 I I
r330/ 1 1

1318
r3L7 /8
1315
1315
13 13
1306
1305
1304 l7
t302/7
1301
t296
r295
r295
t292/ 14
L286lr4
1284
L278/7
L272/ I
t263
1262/7
t26r/ 6
r 258
1257 / t4
L25s I 8
r254
t248
1,248 /rl
r246
t244 / I
r242
1242/7
I229
t228 I 5
t225
r224
t2r5
t2t3
t2L2
1203 / 6
12021 6
r20t/7
1 194
rt93/7
I 193
tt92
1 188/8
1 183
1181
LT7 4
I 163
I 157
tt57 / 8

365 Edwards,F ll52
366 Graham,M 1146
367 Delaney,C ll44l8
368 Paul,Davld, ll39ll5
369 Anastasiadis,M ll38/7
370 Menzies,N Il37 /7
371 McCarthy,K M 1130/11
372 Cox,B Ll26
373 Davls,R ll2l
374 Schrijvers,II 1115
375 Ah-Kit,Graene 1115
376 Boughan,Andrew 1114
377 Neman,B lll2
378 Dalzie1,I llll/6
379 Darwin,B W 1109/7
380 King,Peter tI08/11
381 Goodhall,C H 1105
382 llarris,Ken 1105/6
383 Bailey,A 1091
384 llenderson,A 1073
385 Carkeek,P 107217
386 Baran,Michael 1068
387 Cunninghan,Glyn 1064
388 Fernando,R 1057/6
389 0'Rel11y,C LO53l6
390 Towo,D 1050
391 MalIoy,K J f048/10
392 Ilenderson,Neil 1046/7
393 Fenerldis"C 1046
394 Severinsen,D 1046
395 Chin,P LO4O/2!
396 Wright,A 103l/6
397 llughes,T LOZ4

398 Forrest,MichaeL lO22/ 6

399 Boyd,shane G l0l2/ll
400 Boyd,J Kirknan L0I2llI
401 Oliver,R 1000
402 Jackson,Mark 997 17
403 Parry,Nigel 975
404 Borrell,D E 97018
405 Slingsby,Alaa 964112
406 Hay,Victox 954
407 Schuiteura,R 945
408 Corbett,P D 938/1I
409 Blaikie,J 937
410 Meek,Les L 93517
4I1 Staples,M 929/8
412 Borsje,J 926
4I3 Stinson,I P 915
414 Schlosmacher G 911
415 Collins,Pau1 908/8
416 Rawnsley,David C 891
417 Shuker,S 881
418 sr.John,T 879
419 Bowler,Jot 817 lL5
420 Sievey,J 877 /6
421 Erry,K 866/6
422 Yarse,S 827 /8
423 Ballantyne,B 826

424 T.egg,P
425 Weegenaar,Davld
426 watts,l{ark
427 Watling,R
428 Fernaodo,Tushan
429 tr'usseIl,Derek
430 Macleod,J
431 Atoa,S

815
807 l6
798
79616
7621 3
759
749
725

ANNOTATED GAMES

For starters Tony Love adils notes to
his Australian Junior Championship
clash with Greg Hjorth in Perth-

A.J.Love G.Hjorth
Alekhine Ilefence

432 Willians,Yvome
433 Burtoo,L
434 Erost,J
435 Glen,Stuart
436 Gultk,S
437 Cmpbell,L
438 Pishieff,N
439 Webber,C E

lr* rr********** *********** **r<******

I e4 Nf6
2 e5 Nds
3 it4 d6
4 Nf3 Bg4
5 Be2 e6
6 O-O Nc6
7 c4 Nb6
8 exd6 cxd6

7r7 l6
690
675
654
523/6
s8 r/6
560
ssol6

After 8...8xf3 9 Bxf3 Nxc4 10 Qa4,
White will emerge with an extra pawn,
e.g. 1O...Nb6 11 Bxc6+ bxc6 12 qc6+
QalT 13 QxdT+ KxdT 74 dxcT Y'xc7.

9b3
Sharper is 9 d5 exdS 10 cxdS Bxf3

11 gxftl ! Ne5 12 Bb5+ NedT 13 Qd4 Qf6
14 Re1+ Kd8! with an unclear position.

440 Coupland,G 538
441 Bevan,M 214
442 Kilford,Shaun 196
443 Buchanan,R 16915
444 Lacey,J f56
445 llcKay,c 100
446 McRobie,S 2O/5

back into play. Also 19 Bxc5? Bg5 n
Qd1 (not 20 Bxb6?? Qxb6+) 2o...dxcs
(better 20...8xc1! wiming the exchange
after either 21 Bxb6 Qxb6+ 22 Kh1 BeB
or 21 Bd4 Be3* etc, Editor) 21 Nf3 Re8
22 Nxg5 O(95 23 Kh2 Re3.

19 Ne4
n Nxe4 Rxe4
2l Nf3 Qd7
22 Rcdl

Not 22 Bd3? Rxf4! uinning two pieces
for a rook.

22 RaeS
?3 Bd3 R4e7
24 Bxf5 Qxf5
25 Rdel

25 Bxd6 seems pretty convincing -
Editor.

25 Bc3!

With biehops off, Blackrs cl-pawn will
no longer be under such pressure.

26 Qxc3 Qxf4
27 RxeT RxeT
28 Re1 Rxel+
29 Qxet h6
30 Qas!? Qe3+
31 Kh2 Qf4+

31...a6 32 Qb4!

32 Kh1 Qc1+
33 l(hz Qf4+
34 Kh1 Qc1+
3s Ng1 Qf4
36 QxaT Nd7
37 QxbT?

This throws away the win. Comect yas
37 Nf3 which should win, e.g. 37...Nf6
38 QaS Ne4 39 Qe1.

9 ...
10 Nc3
77 Be3
12 Rc1

Stronger was 12 Ne4.

72
73 h3
74 Qd2
15 d5
16 Nh2! ?

Be7
Bf6
o-o

Re8
Bf5
eS
Nb8

Not very convincing but the only way
to try for the win.

16 N8at7
l7 f4 NcS?!

Better was l7...exf4 18 Bxf4 NcS 19
Rce1.

18 fxeS Rxe5
19 Bf4

Best was 19 NfJ bringing the knight

37
38 Qb8+
39 Qb6
Q Nf3
41 Kh2
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Nf6
Kh7
Ne4
Qc1+



41 Qg1 would lose: 41...Nf2+ 42 KlaZ
Qf4+ 43 gJ QxI3, while 41 Ng1 Ng3+ 42
rciz N.t1+ etc draws by repetition"

,) . .)

In tlre last issue we published the
following garne without notes- [ere it
is again, this tine with notes b)'
Philip Clemance.

P"B.Goffin P-A.Clenance
Benoni Defence

7 d4 Nf6
2c4e6
3gJc5
4 d5 exd5
5 cxd5 d6
fi Bg2 g6
7 Nf3 Bg7
8 0-o o-o
9 Nc3 Qe7

10 Re1

The usual move here is 1O Nd2 but the
text. is undoubtedly quite playatrle-

10 Bg4? !

While this is a reasonable cont.inua-
tion on move 9, it is out of place here
as will be seerr.

11 h3? !

Playing jnto Blackrs hands. 11 Nd2!
is stronger so that if 11-.-Nbtl?, then
12 h3 traps the bishop next move.
]lack would instead have to c[range
plans and play 11"-"Qd7 leaving hinr a
tempo behind the variation 9-..B94 10
Ndz Qd? 11 Re1.

1L Bxf3
'12 Bxf3 NbdT
73 BS2 a6
X4 e4

The- natural 14 a4 deserves attention"
'14 RabB

But oot 14...b5 15 e5! dxe5 16 d6,
or l5...Nxc5 l6 14-

15 Qa4

Pre,r enl.ing " - - ir5 for the n!omcnt , llut
t,his rnove has an;rrtificial look aLrout
ib. r{i1 tlre samc it is nc'd eas3. to
suggesi- a pr.orrising conti!luation Jlor
tilrj t,e - aIlowing tire rerroual of tirc
Bellorri hnighL ir:ts givcrr Rl.lck an e,tsy
g.an!e.

15 Nb6
16 QbJ Qc?
17 BeJ NbdT
18 Racl

After 18 a4, 18-..b5!? 19 axb5 axbS
2O Nxb5 QbG 21 Bf1 Nxe4 is one possi-
ble continuation.

t8 b5

With an excellent game for Black.
19 Ne2 RI'e8
20 Qc2 Qa5
27 b3 RecS
22 Bdz b4

Preventing 23 Bc3 challenging the
black bishop. White hasntt enough time
to blockade on c4.

23 as?t

The opening 0f lines favours Black,
but Whjte is hard pressed to stop .--c4
with a similar effect in a lew moues.

23 Nb6
24 axb4 cxb4
95 Qb1 NfdT
26 RxcE+ RxcB
27 Rc1 NcS

Threatening 28...Qa3 winninpg the b-
pawn.

28 Be3 Qa3 ! ?
29 Bxc5 dxcS

Blackrs 28th has allowed l{hite
corrnterplay with his centre pawns, but
with .-.cul coning Black will also
ohtain a powerful passed pawn-

ALGEBRAIC NOTATION

All moves are recorded from Whiters
point of view. Each square is named
by a letter-number conbination- The
files are Iettered from rar to rhr,
starting fron l{hiters left; the
radrs are numbered 1 to 8, starting
on hlhiters side of the board-

a8 b8

a7

c8

b7

a6 b6

d8

c7

a5

e8

d7

c6

a4

b5

d6

c5

b4

a3

e7

f8

3+ d6 Qal
35 f4 Bd4+!

But this still clirrches it - keeping
the bishop outside the pam chain-

WI{ITE
The sample gane in both descrlptive
and algebraic should clarify the
system:

Descripllive Algebraic
1 P-QB4 N-IG3 1 c4 NfG
2 N-QII5 P-K3 2 NcJ e6
3 P-K4 P-Q3 3 e4 dG

4 l'j-Q4 P-84 4 d4 c5
5 PxP PxP 5 dxcS dxcS
6 QxQch KxQ 6 QxdS+ ILxdS
7 N-83 N-BJ 7 Nt3 Nc6
8 B-Ns B-Q5 8 8615 Bdo
9 O-O-0 K-K2 9 O-O-O Re7

etc. etc.

s8

c4

e5

d5

b3

f7

a2

h8

c?

c3

d4

e5

f6

b2

al

d3

g6

h7

e4

b1

f5 g5

e3

cI

50 Rc2?

White must strive to block off the
black bishop and mobilise his pawns

d2

h6

t4
h5

d1

g4

CZ
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P,J

36
37
38

h4

e1

f2

Desperat i on "

?a

fl

h3

gZ

gl
h2

A nervous attempt to simplify into a
won ending - a common fault near the
time control! Sinply 38...Nxd5 wins;
if 39 al7 then 39...Bb6, or 39 Nxd4 Rc1.

Kf1
e5
Bd5

h1

witli 3O 14!, e.g- 3O-..c4 31 e5 (not
31 bxc4? Qe3+ 32 Kf1 Nxc4) and Black
has many more problcms. The trouble
with the text is that the threat of 31
Ra2 car be met by simply continuin6; the
attack-

30 c4
37 bxc4

Better is 31 Nc1 cxbS 32 Qxb3 Rxc2
33 Qxc2, but Black should win after a5-
a4.

31 b3
32 Rc1 b2
33 Rd1 Rxc4? !

33-.-Nxc4, threatenin6E Nd2!, is
inmediately decisive as 34 d6 Nxd6 only
delays n:rtters but doesnrt he1p.

a5:
a4

Itcl?

4O Rxcl inmertriately produces a much
nore diJ licult enrling.

39
40

Bxf,7+ !

e6+ ?

40
4L
42
4i
41
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54

56
5?
58

60
61

*.,
Qxc x
Nxc 1
d?+
he2
Kd3
d8Q+
gil
f5
Ke4
Nd3
Nc1
Kd3
Nb3
Ke4
Nxa 1

g5
Kxf5
Kg4
Kh5
h4
g6

KxfT

XeB
bxc 1Q t

Qxc 1+
Nc4
Xe7
Bf6
Nb6
KxdB
Ke7
Kd6
Nd5

Nc3+
a2
Nds
a1Q
Bxal
gxfS+
Ne7+
Ike6
tsg7
Kf5
hxg6 mate-

Unfortunately the stalemate by 62...
Nxg6 is not eyen tempting.

We do not often hear of consultation
games these days; nevertheless they can
tle very interesting. The following one
was played in Decenber at the l{aitemata
CIub.

White: J.E.Cater et al
Black: N.P.Bridges et al

Benko Gambit

7 d4 Nf6
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2
3
4
5

Playable is 5 f3 axbs 6 e4 Qas+ 7
Bd2 b4. The gambit in full is 5 bxa6
Bxa6.

c4
d5
cxbS
Nc3!?

6 Nxb5 Ba6 transposes to the futl
ganbit.

5
6

c5
b5
a6

axb5
e4

The main idea of this tactical yari-
tion; in the long run, however, the
knight is misplaced on b5.

7 "' d6!

But not 7...Nxe4? 8 Qe2 when the
knight cannot move because of 9 Nd6
mate, and 8...f5 9 f3 does not help
Black at all.

8 Bf4? !

Threatening 9 e5 and maintaining
pressure on d6, but a better alterna-
tive, suggested by Zaitsev, is 8 Nf3.

8 ... g5!

This seens best. Playable is 8.--Nxe4
9 Qe2 g5! or 8...Nxe4 I Bd3 Ba6 as
analysed by Benko.

9 B:<g5

Or 9 e5 gxf4 1O exf6 Nd7 11 NhJ,
Benko.

I ... Nxe4
10 Bf4

6 ... b4
7 Nb5

Equally bad was 14 QxdT+ NxdZ 15
Bc1 Nb6 and Black wins a pa.wn. The nove
was 14 Rb1 with equality.

74 Nc3!
15 Qc2 b€41
16 Rxa4 Nxa4

But not 16...Qxa4 allowing !? Qxa4
Nxa4 18 Bbs+ picking up the knight.

17 Bxd6?

It is not yet time for desperate
measures; 17 b3 may even hold chances
of a draw.

7? exd6
18 Qe4+ Kd8
19 Be2 Bxb2
n Nf5 Nc3
27 Qh4+ Kc?

L3
t4

Qxb5+
Qe2?

Qdz

Interesting is
Nxg5 12 Nxg5 h5

10 BaG !
17 a4

If 11 f3 QaS! 12 fxe4 Bxb5 1J NfJ
with advantage to Black.

11 Bg,7 !

Not 11...bxa3 12 Qa4 (threatening
Nxd6 nate) Qd? 1E Nc?+ Kd8 14 exd7+
KxdT 15 NxaS axb2 16 Rb1 BgZ 1? Nb6+
Kc7 18 Na4 and White remains a rook up.

L2 Qe2! Bxb5!
Preventing threats such as 12...Nf6

13 Nxd6+.

1O Nf3 Bg7
13 Ne4.

COMBINATION SOLUTIONS

7. Steinmeyer-Bernstein, USA 1944:
1 RxhT! KxhT 2 Qf7+ Xh6 3
Bg7+ I(gS (3...Kh5 4 Nes+ Kgs
5 Nf3 mate) 4 f4+ KhS S g3!
Nh6 6 NeS+! Nxf? 7 Be2+ Bg4
8 Bxg4 mate.

2. Mannheiner:-Odle: 1 Btl6!! cxd6
2 Nf6+ gxf6 3 Rg1+ Ift8 4
QxhT+! KxhT 5 Rhs nate.

3. Matochin-Ituzmin, USSR t97O: !
...f6+! 2 I(94 Qg2+ 3 Qg3 f5+
4 Kf4 elr! 5 dxe5 Qd2 mate.

4. Molinari-Cabral, Uruguay 1943:
1...Nxf2! 2 BxtZ (Z Bxf3 NxfJ+
3 Kg2 Ngs -+) 2...Qg# 3 I(h2
Qf4+ 4 Bg3 Bg1+! 5 QrSl Ng4+
6 hr€4 Qh6+ 7 Bh4 Qxh4 mate.

5. Balogh-Gromer, Prague 1931: 1
Qa8+ NbB 2 QxbT+! Kxb? 3
BxdT+ KaQ 4 RxbS+! Xxb8 5
Rbl+ KaB 6 Bc6 mate.

6. Brukk-Gandolfi, Milan 1939:
1...Rh6+ 2 Kg1 Rh1+! 3 Kxhl
Qh3+ 4 I(91 Org2 mate.

o:
Ntr

11 Qc2

TIG RAN PETROSIAN $9 90
Vik L. Vasiliev

This biography provides a unique and authoritive pic-
ture of the life of a top class professional chess
player who was world champion from 1963-1969
The book includes fully annotated qames, some with
notes by Petrosian, but mainly annotated by Alexei
Suetin, Petrosian's openings adviser.

ALEKHINE'S DEFENCE $9.15
R.G. Eales and A.H. Williams

Bobert Fischer is onlV the last of a long line of play-
ers who have turned to Alekhine's Defence as an
aggressive defence to 1 P'K4 ' ..one is left with a

firm grasp of the important features without being
overloaded.. ' William Hartston, British Chess
Magazine.

SICI LIAN ACCELERATED DRAGONS $1 1.30
D.N.L. Levy

A comprehensive analysis of the very modern, razor
sharp, counter attacking variations that arise in the
Sicilian Defence after the moves 'l P-K4 P-Ob4
2 N-K83 N-OB3 3 P-O4 PxP 4 NxP by the fian
chetto developrnent of Black's king's bishop: 4...
P KN3 followed by. .B-N2.

LEARN FROM THE GHANDMASTERS $5 75
Edited by Raymond Keene (Paperback)

A galaxy of stars (10 grandmasters including Tal,
Korchnoi, Larsen...) have contributed prevlously
unpublished material to fit an original concept
each player annotates two games in depth - one
of his own victories which has stood out in his
memory for some reason - and one win by another
player which has created a deep lmpression on the
an notator.

TI.IE CHESS PLAYER'S BEDSIDE BOOK $9.90

Edited by Raymond Keene & Raymond Edwards

An anthology of articles covering a multitude of
aspects on chess. Unlike most anthologies the
articles are original, having been specially commiss-
ioned. lndeed they are more than original -each
contributor being allowed to choose his own
subject. The contributors are: H. Bohm, R.N.
Coles, C.J. Feather, A. Soltis, S. Gligoric,
H. Golombek, E. Gufed, W.R. Hartston,
W. Heidenfeld. J. Littlewood, A. Nimzowitsch,
K.J. O'Connell and Sir R. Robinson

A Selection From our Bookshelf.
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THE BATTLE OF CHESS IDEAS $8.45
Anthony Saidy

Considered only as a collection of chess games, this
is the crcam. But in its explanation oJ chess
thoughts, the book bids to become a classic.
Crit ically examines ten great living players and
their best games and shows how they illustrate impor-
tant ideas in chess. Here are Botvinnik, Reshevsky,
Keres, Bronstein, Smyslov, Tal, Larsen, Petrosian,
Spassky and Fischer, presented by a writer who
has done across-the board battle with most of
them

BOTH SI DES OF THE CHESS BOARD $7.80
Robert Byrne and lvo Nei

For the serious player it provides the definitive ac-
count of the epic 1972 world title match between
Bobby Fischer and Boris Spassky. But equally
important, this book recreates at the highest level,
the basic struggle'at once psychological, strategic
and tactical - that is being waged on either side of
the chessboard. Also includes Fischer's games
from the Candidates' matches.

THE KING'S INDIAN DEFENCE $14.00
Leonard Barden, William B.Hartston and Raymond D.
Keene

On the publication o{ the first edition in 1968,
C H O'D Alexander described this publication as

'a welcome and important event in the chess

world.' Now revised and completely rewritten to
twice the length of its predecessor, it is an essential
work of reference to any player who wishes to raise
the standard of his game.

THE ENCYCLOPAEDIA OF CHESS OPENINGS
VOLUIVIE C $12.40
Edited by A Matanovic

This is the first of five volumes, covers all openinqs
after 1 e4 eO and 1 e4 e5. The World Chess Feder-
ation system of international figurine notation is

used throughout. The contributors to this volume
are grandmasters Barcza, Robert Byrne. Gipslis,
Hort, lvkov, Keres, Korchnoi, Larsen, Parma, Tal,
Polugayevsky, Uhlmann and Unzicker together with
master Rabar. This is the authoritative reference
work.


