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Editorial

It will be hard to imitate Peter
Stuart's meticulous attention to detail
in respect of the appearance of the
magazine. No one realises better than
the present writer how much time and
effort he must have put in for so many
years to keep readers informed and sat-

isfied. This he did when also President
of the N.Z.C.A. and a successful
player. Few would also realise how this

would adversely affect his playing
strength. All readers of the magazine
owe him an immense debt of gratitude.
Fortunately he has agreed to be Consult
-ing Editor. Let me assure everyone
that | do not intend this to remain
merely a title. He has also agreed to
supply the overseas news section.

My very sincere thanks Peter !

When, some two years agc, efforts were
made to transfer the N.Z.C.A. to Well-
ington, | was approached about taking
over the Editor's job and agreed. This
time | have offered my services.

| must admit that | did not realise that
this involved the production of the maga-

zine i.e. typing as well. | am a bad
typist. | have however, sclved the
problem, | hope satisfactorily.

As far as quality of content of the mag __
azine is concerned | hope to match past
efforts, having had some experience in
this area. | do not intend to fix a
standard division of content at this
stage cor promise the kind of material

to be published. This is really a
process of learning by doing. I can
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nowever say, that as far a§,copyrights
permit there will be translations’

of important material from foreign
journals and books inaccessible to most
English speaking readers. In order

to concentrate on this aspect of the

publication | will attempt to delegate
some sections of the publication to
other willing volunteers.

| have a lot of commitments and
interests outside chess and when | saw
how much work Peter put into the mag-
azine my first reaction was regret that
| took on the task. This however was
only a passing phase. Begefully !

T would be grateful to all chess
centres if they would provide local
material in good time, If possible
typescript would be appreciated by our
typist and a reasonably legible manu-
script would also be appreciated.

We hope to be able to secure con-
tinuation of the co-operation of past
contritutors, notably our evergreen
champion international master Ortwin
Sarzpu and our competent current champ-
ion Vernon Small.

| hope for readers' for-
bearance while still trying to cope with
teething troubles. | hope to be able
to live up to their expectations in due
course.

One can always produce exeuses for
lateness,but the number of unwe? come
interruptions we had this time was not
funny.It certainly looks that things
could not be worse with the next issue.



Peter Stuart said in the April issue
that the new editor requires no intro-
duction. He really does so. Many
players nowadays have never heard of
him.

I was born in Cracow, Poland, many years
ago; have lived in Wellington most of
my life i.e. 36 yeaws . Chess is
definitely not my life. Apart from

a person's normal interest in one's
children, the opposite sex,  money
(sometimes when under pressure),books
and @ interest in social and political
problems, are higher on the list than
chess.

My trade is economics and etatlstlcs

and-this is not my life either.

I got interested in economics for the
same reason as many of my colleagues,
thinking it will help to solve the
problem of rich and poor...

Chess I enjoy. Don't we all?!

My achievements herelook OK on paper,but
I honestly think they were only moderate.
Because.my present standard of play is
below that of years ago - it is
excusable to talk about one's own better
times in a distant past. In spite of
the fact that I competed in 16 nationals
the best result that I managed was only
a faurth equal in 1957-58. In this
year apart from the eventual winner,the

_ natlonals, was also pleasing.

for Civic on board 1, I had the best
result, “beating the N.Z. champions,
Fenerldis and Court in the process. The
best results were however : the one in

a South Island Championship bekmg unbeaten
and coming second equal Eo Sarapu, a
half point behind, in a strong field and
the win of a tournament in Wellington,
6%(7) above national contenders including
Court.

In correspondence chess equal runner up
on the second attempt was encouraging.
In 1964 collecting best game prizes in
both, correspondence and over the board,
After
winning the Wellington Championship when
in peak form, almost a five year pause
from chess followed. After starting
again about 1974 , previous form was
never recaptured, in spite of winning
several local tournaments. The best
result was an equal third in the
Premier Reserve three years ago.

As pointed out this all looks not bad
on paper. However having an honest
look at myself even if I was among the
dozen best in the country for many years
I never really looked like approaching
the class of not only Ortwin Sarapu,

but even of Phillips,Feneridis and
Sutton, the top players then.

ill~fated Rodney Phillips,I wasamgng three Sarapu in his book sald that my"”sharp

layer9 in the field who ,t.ope
stage of the contest had a chance to
ta¥e the title."Wnen T met Rodney in
round ten,scorés were: Phillips 7,Fran
kel 612,Court and Hutchings 5%.Not being
satisfied with a draw,I tried too hard
to win in an equal position and lost to
a superlor player.Demoralised by this
I lost badly in the last round to Court
without displaying much fighting spirit.
In later years I had a creditable score
against him ,although he was the stronger

player. X
bargpu, Feneridis and Sutton did not

compete in this event. I tied for the
Wellington Championship in the early
fifties and won it on my own 6%(7),
fifteen years later. At one time or
another I won the championship of the
two major clubs in Wellingtom. In the
local teams tournament in 1964 playing

1

:s8tyle of play was dangerous to anyone',

Let me add more dangerous to myself than
anyone elsge.,...

It would be false modesty to say that
the ability and capacity for work were
not there, especially when they became
so conspicuous in individual games.

They were however never fully cashed in.
Other intereststoo varied and dissipated
interfered.

Publishing and editing the "NZ Chess
Magazine" from 1962 ended in January
1965. This labour of love had to be
given up because of too many other
commitments and interests, and last but
not least a shortage of funds to finance
a losing venture. Thogse were different
times. Clubs were not taking out subs
on behalf of their members and interest
in the game was less widespread than now.
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The production had to be a relatively
cheap printing method and paper.

The appearence was a far cory .7
not only from the luxurious NZCP of

Alan Fletcher but also inferior to

the meticulously diligent publication

of Peter Stuart. Nevertheless the
contents of the monthly was enthusiast-
ically received in New Zealand and
overseas.

Cecil Purdy, the editor of "Chess
World" and the then World Correspond-
ence Chess Champion, hailed the contents
as the best of all five publications

yet produced in New Zealand or equal to
the NZCP. at its best. Alan Fletcher
no slug among chess magazine editors
wrote in glowing terms about it in
"N.Z.Chesg" about two years ago.

When I took on the present task I did
not remember the extent of work involved
twenty years ago and consequently mom-
ents of regret appeared later. I hope
they will pass as time goes on.

Zyg Frankel

Correspondence

My Dear Zygmunt,

The shifting to Wellington (or return
there) of NZCA HQ, including the
production and editing of New Zealand
Chess, is a decidedly notable milestone
in NZ chess history! It is more notable
still because you are to be editor.

I have known personally every editor

of NZ chess magazines from and includ-
ing Ken Grant (NZ Chess Gazette, before
WW II).

Enclosed is the article in NZ Chess-—
player, the appearance of which soon
led to HQ going to Auckland. So the
trip north (and south too for a while)
lasted over 20 years! I wonder what
wouid have been the story had I not
written that article(on my sole respons-—
ibility)?

Anyway, 1 am writing to assure you of
my friendship and to wish you a good
run in the top press job in NZ chess.

Yours trvly,
Alan Fletcher
Following is the article from the NZ

Chessplayer October 1953 referred to
by Mr. Fletcher.
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COULD THERE BE SOMETHING WRONG AT HQ?

Any NZ chess player who has taken an
interest in the work of the New Zealand
Chess Association will be aware that for
some time the headquarters of the Assoc-
iation in Wellington, has been function-
ing in an atmosphere that has not always
been friendly, an atmosphere of the kind
which could not consistently be ex-
pected to produce the

best results for chess. Club members
who read Association Bulletins (minutes
of meetings) cannot have failed to notice
that at times personalities are freely
indulged in at meetings of the Assoc-
iation.

As long as incidents at NZCA meetings
sprang from personal animosities and
had no particular repercussions outside
the meetings, the situation +hile regret-
table, could be ignored.

Unfortunately, a recent development in
this history, apparently the continu-
ation of an exisfing feud of some sort,
makes it the business of any player
whose club or league is affiliated to
the New Zealand Chess Association.

There can hardly be a dispute about the
bare facts of the case.

The Civic Chess Club of Wellington, at
the time not being affiliated to the
Wellington Chess League, applied for,

and was given permussion to conduct the
1953-4 annual New Zealand Championship
Congress. Since the last century it

has been the invariable custom that the
President of the body staging the Congress
is nominated as President of the NZ Chess
Association for that year and in due
course elected unopposed. Therefore

at the time the Civic Club's application
was granted, earlier this year, no one
would doubted that it's President was

the President - elect of the N.Z.C.A.

Next, the Civic C.C. rejoined the
Wellington Chess League.

Then, for the first time in about 75
years a second nomination was made for
the Association presidency, an election
forced, and the Civic Chesgs Club Presid-
ent beaten onthe votes of delegates.

The reaction of the CiviciClub was its
refusal to proceed with its Congress
arrangements. It handed the fixture
back teo the Association , which has
since asked for fresh offers. It was



the Civic Club's refusal to proceed -
something quite new in New Zealand -
that focussed attention on the whole
business.

It may be only a guess that the Club's
dropping of its Congress was related

to the unheard of forcing of an election
for the Association presidency , but in
any casethere must be many players in
the country who would like some enlight-
enment.

These questions mightbe the first to
spring to mind:

(1) Exactly why was a nomination made

in opposition to an official who by
hitherto unbroken custom would have been
the next N.Z.C.A. President?

(2) Had the appatent President-Elect of
theN.Z.C.A. been some other person,
would a second nomination have been made?
(3) Would it occasion surprise. if it
were stated some men of good sense
viewed the incident as something very
like an insult to the Civic Chess Club?

One thing we shall make clear : this
magazine is broaching the whole matter
above for omne reason anid one reason
only, namely, that it thinks only the
best is good enough for NZ chess.

It has no interest whatever in person-
alitieg or personal issues in chess
matters and has no favourites.

It would be most unfortunate if players
began to get the idea that the New
Zealand Chess Association full meetings
are attended by persons who would help
chess best by their permanent absence
from those meetings."

So for Mr Fletcher's article which
recalls forgotten history . We are
much more fortunate in Wellington now-
adays. The article, over thirty years
old, was considered worth reproducing

by Alan Fletcher, one of the most active
and effective chess administrators over
a period of about three decades. (See
Sarapu's article in the lastissue.)

B~ proved then that a magazine editor
ru3t be able to muster courage to g Ipress
his convictions and that this can have

a beneficial effect on chess affairs.

Retiring editor Peter Stuart has
received a number of letters of appreciat-
ion for his efforts since the April issue.
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Many were from readers quite unknown to

him and Peter has asked me to pass on

his thanks to all those who have written

to him. -

We have seen two and publish them below. .
Editor

Dear Peter,

On behalf ‘of the Howick-Pakuranga Chess
L£lub, please accept our appreciation of
the time and effort spent in editing

""New Zealand Chess" for the past three
years.

The magazine is an integral part of the
chess scene and our club has long recog-
nised this, in ensuring that each club
member receives the latest issues.

It has been noticeable over the years
that the quality and content of the
magazine is ever increasing and we only
hope that the new editor will also display
the same professionalism as yourself, ’

We wish you all the very best for the

future.
Yours for chess,
Steve Devlin,

Secretary, Howick-Pakuranga Chess Club.

Dear Mr Stuart,

I have been a subscriber to NZ Chess
Magazine for about two years and T
would like to say that I have got a lot
from it and have enjoyed your editing
style which naturally comes through
strongly.

Tho a tyro at chess, I had a professional
acquaintance over many years with editing
and publishing and I can imagine the
amount of work that your careful editor
ship must have involved you in. I have
had it in mind for some time to write

to you and congratulate you, and also

I might say, to make the suggestion

that you put the subscription up. From
your point of view and from the Assoc~
iation's, I think it has been too low.
Events have overtaken me L see by your
latest issue , but I offer you my
personal thanks and congratulations,

and wish you well in your chess career.

Yours sincerely,
A.J.Goldfinch,
Wellington.

Readers will see from our editorials
that we think the above compliments
for Peter are fully deserved. Ed.

World Championship Shenanigans

Fact and

SEQUENCE OF EVENTS

In the last issue Peter Stewart mentioned
that documents from FIDE shed new light
on the events surrounding the end of the
match.

We have read plenty of gossip and dis-
torted news about this event. The whole
affair was unusual in any case. When

in addition to this, sensational conject -
ure is piled up by the news media, things
tend to look even more farcical than they
really are. That this is not good for
chess needs no saying. It is therefore
appropriate to examine the warious news
items with more care. The FIDE bulletin
dated 1llth March is an important document
which provides a factual perspective to
the many stories emerging from various
sources.

The report of Mr Kinzel, Co-Chairman of
Appeal Committee tells about the
'prehistory’ of the events prior to the
13th Fehruary The document was trans-
lated from German into English by

GM Gligoric (Chief Arbiter). In order
not to interfere with its substance in
any way, we quote from it on several
occasions, leaving the peculiar idiom
obviously of Slavonic origin, stand.
(Yugoslav or Serbo-Croat is Glisoric's
native language.)

We are told that as ear}ly as the end of
January a plan matured within the FIDE

to shorten the marathon match by agree-
ment. The plan provided that not more
than eight additional games be played

and if 0o decisicen eméries(iny player to
win six games) a new match will be arran-
ged in September. On the lst of Febru-
ary Campomanes, the FIDE President
invited both players to discuss the plan.
Karpov came and agreed. Kasparov did
not come,but his delegate Mamedov said
that Kasparov wanted to continue the
matei,, | Campomanes had to leave on the
same day to take part in conferences in
several countries and entrusted Mr.Kinzel
to carry on negotiations if necessary.

Mr. Kinzel soon understood that Mamedov
could not make a binding promise without
consulting Kasparov first. He therefore
discussed most details of the plan with

Here is a fairly detailed account.

Fiction ?

Mamedov. The latter was surprised at
their content and promised to inform
Kasparov about them and to obtain the
latters final decision.

Kasparov's reply was "I only agree with
the plan if there will be no other games
but the event immediately ended at the
mentioned conditions."  The score then
stood at 5:2 to Kasparov!

After this Mr Kinzel had separate dis-
cussions with both players lasting about
two hours each. "Mr Karpov refused the
conditions of his opponent (immediate
ending of the match)" he says.

Because of the new situation when the
idea of ending instead of limiting the
contest came to the surface Mr Kinzel
consulted Czmpomanes. "Mr Cgq.apomanes
who always proceeded from a limitation
of this event was surprised and pleased
with Mr Kasparov's condition, that was
to end the event immediately under the
named conditioms.”

Campomanes' main task was now to
"surmount from Monday to Thursday of
the decisive week the rejection and
aversion of Mr. Karpov to an immediate
ending."”  He was successful.

After what follows (see below) in

Mr Kinzel's report)we interpret this
that Karpov did not wish to discuss at
all the immediate ending option, and
Campomanes persuaded him to negotiate.

The following is word for word from

Mr Kinzel's report "After a pause of
reflection both players made additional
observations concerning the basic plan
and made requests which are confidential
(Emphasis added ED.) They led to an
aggravation of the situation.

Mr Campomanes was not wishing to fulfil
these requests, He decided, even with
out the agreement of the players, to
decide on his own by virtue of hig office
as leading authority of the World
Championship.

This decision is - point by point -the
condition made by Mr. Kasparov in front
of the Chief Arbiter, Mr Gligoric
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and myself, concerning the ending of
the game.

Both players appeared at the Press
Conference and declared "wanting to con
tinue the game". Mr Campomanes inter
rupted the conference and tried in an-~
other discussion of two hours,to obtain
a mutual written apreement from the two
men, @After failure - the following con-
clusion : Mr.Karpov (hesitating) "I
agree with the decision'" and

Mr Kasparov "I comply and I shall not
protest”.

Grandmaster Gligoric in his report

says that he could only add to
Mr Kinzel's report that "had the champa
ion accepted the challenger's counter
proposal on February 4th (while the FIDE
President was in Dublin), we would have
the situation which we have today with
all the parties. concerned in happy
agreement. It could have happened and
I am very sorry that it did not."

Gligoric adds that perhaps he hoped for
too much taking into consideration "the
oversensitivity of two great contestants
after their almost superhuman efforts in
five long matches resulting also in an
increased frequency of the technical
mistakes in certain games."

So far Kippel and Gligoric.

The following is a somewhat more detail
ed account in the bulletin of events
from 13th February on. After 48 games
and 160 days of play ending in 40 draws
and only 8 decisions and a score of 5:3
in Karpov's favour, the FIDE President
received a letter dated 13/2/85 from the
USSR Chess Federation expressing worry
about the health of both players and
therefore requesting a three month sus-
pension of the match. Apart from its
normal content the letter contains a
small curiosity. The Chairman of the
USSRCF V.IL.Sevastyanov adds to his sig-
nature "Twice Hero of the Soviet Union
Pilot-Cosmonaut'. It is somewhat diff
icult to relate such venerable distinc-
tions to the ordinary business of chess
and even harder to guess what weight
they were supposed to carry with the
FIDE officials., However, life would be
duller without unusual thlngs of thls
nature.

Prior to this on 1lth February, Campo~
manes returned to Moscow from the Middle

East to find that Kasparov took time off.
The bulletin says that it had become
evident that the protracted contest "had
drained the physical and psychological
resources of all involved in the match
not only the players." (Emphasis added
Ed.) At the same time the quality of
the games has deteriorated. In consult
ation with the Chief Arbiter (Grand
Master Gligoric) and the Chairman of the
Appeal Committee Campomanes arranged
discussions with the players and organ-
isers. In order to gain time for
further consultations hecancelled the game
scheduled for 13th February. On 15th
February he called a media conference
where he announced his previous decision
to cancel the match. The bulletin

explains that FIDE was bound to accept
the official statement of the USSR CF
concerning the danger to the health of
the players. FIDE is primarily respons e
ible to the National Federation repres-
enting the players whose wishes come
next.

The bulletin also explains that although
the USSR CF requested adjournment only
Mr Campomanes felt that this would be
equivalent to a long "time out". whereas
the regulations permitted only a limited
number of these ( and presumably of limi-
ted duration Ed.). Thug if the match
could not be allowed to continue, the
proper thing to 4o is to cancel 1t

"A majority of the Executive Counc1l con;

curred with thé decision.

The President invited both contestants
to a media co-ference. Karpov arriving
late declared that he was ready to cont-
inue the match. This surprised Kaspar-
ov who had earlier remained silent and
who then stated that he too wished the
match to continue. As a result of this
Campomanes recessed the media conference
in order to consult with the players
together. He tried this for the next
three days but succeeded only in meeting
them individually.

After an hour the President informed the
media that the World Champion 'accepted'
his decision and that the Challenger
'abided' by it. Karpov stated that he
wished it to be known that he requested
that the Graz Congress of FIDE should
affirm his right to a return match should
he lose in September and Kasparov insisted
on a definite decision on the conditions
of the match "well before the match is
played."
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EPILOGUE

On the 19th of February,Campomanes on

his way to Manila received a telexed
‘open letter" from Karpov requesting him
to review his decision and to resume the
match as soon as possible. In this
letter (personally distributed by Karpov
to world media offices in Moscowhe

states among other matters: "you mo

doubt acted in the interests of chess,

but I am deeply concerned that the present
situation has caused damage to chess to
say nothing of biasting my sport and
public reputation, which in the course of
many years has been considered unimpeach=
able. Unfortunately some public state —
ments of the Challenger conduce to that."

As d result of Karpov's letter

Dr Limkok Ann the General Secretary of

the FIDE asked the Soviet CF whether

they were ready to recognise the match

should the President decide affirmatively

on Karpov's request. Furthermore the

FIDE wished to know the view of Kasparov

as well.

To this the Soviet CF replied in the

affirmative stating also that Kasparov

will remain in Moscow to 27th February
Grandmaster Gligoric reported that

Mr Mamedov, Chairman of the Kasparov

delegation, had confirmed to him that,

1) Kasparov did not want to resume the

match;

2) That Kasparov accepted the decision

of ending the match;

3) That he will play a new match starting

the first week in September.

On the 26th February Campomanes reaff ww
irmed his earlier decision in a statement
to the press in Manila .

FURTHER DETAILS

This is the approximate sequence of events
so far as officially given, although we
will probably not know the full facts

for a long time to come. Canpomanes
press statement in Manila is of interest,
Speaking of Karpov's open letter he says
"This circumstance alone is unprecedented
and deserved total attention. Note the
emotional tone. He wishes to redeem

his blasted sports and public reputation."
"™Mr Kasparov never formally entered a
protestat. His protestations at the media
conference on February 15th must have been
tentative and 111 considered outbursts,
reacting to Mr Karpov's earlier call for
the continuation of the match."

He then considers some possible effects
of a continuatiom. "The show must go

on" groups, the gallery can once again
shout "Ole!" as they see blood on sand.”

He continues that the organising committ .
-ee would renew preparations in quick_
time and would prepare the playing hall,
match gear, telexes, extra phones for
media, track down all other officials
of the match! (Oh yes there are people
other than the players involved) from
Yugoslavia,Spain, Germany and the
Philippines and bring them back to Moscow
assuming they had made no other
commitments. He adds, half seriously
and half ironically we must assume "these
are not insurmountable tasks."

"Mr Karpov will have a chancé to redeem
his blasted sports and public reputation."
"And Mr Kasparov will have his opport-
unity to gamble with his 25 or 30% chance
to win the match.” He further adds

that everyone will be convinced of the

truth that Karpov truly wanted on

February 15th to continue playing to the

end and that it was he and not Kasparov

who first declared that the match should
continue.

Campomanes then says that by reaffirmlng
his earlier decision he risks personal
popularity but believes it is the correct
one. "Most of all I risk the loss of a
long standing friendship with Mr Karpov.."

"Am sorry, Tolya."

GOSSIP AND REALITY?

In chess magazines and in the press
around the world, we read a host of
stories, which one can hardly classify
as facts. Sometimes they are outright
fiction and sometimes, at their best,
probable conjectures!

1) That Karpov was approaching a nervous
breakdown and therefore he himself and the
Soviet CF put pressure on Campomanes

to end the match.

2) That Campomanes who is a friend of
Marcos is no stranger to diplomacy
and so found it expedient to succumb to
this pressure.

3) That Karpov carried special favour
with the Soviet CF because of being a
Party member and "reliable" while
Kasparov was not a "pure Russian”

(his father was Jewish) and not quite

so reliable.

The first point above which was accepted
by many, more because it represented
wishful thinking than on logical
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grounds, does not seem to stand up to
facts as they appear in the FIDE bulle
tin.
As we have seen Karpov was ready to play
on and at first did not wish the match
to be terminated. Hardly a sign of a
condition of near mervous breakdown.
Furthermore it is unimagin.able that
Karpov would have admitted even to the
Soviet CF that he is unable to continue
the match.
At best, it seems probable that the
Soviet CF seeing that Karpov was unable
to win a game for a long time and that
his advantage was dwindling saw also the
risk' of Kasparov's victory as a distinct
possibility. It was
Kasparov who first suggested that the
match be terminated as a counterproposal
to the eight game continuation proposal
although apparently eailier on he would
not agree to anything but the continuat-
~ion of the match. Whether this was a
cavalier gesture or a gamble under
cliff hanger conditions (he could not
afford to lose even a single game more)
we will never know. However, it is
hardly likely that he thought that
Karpov is unable to pull off one more
game in any condition of his nerves,
whether by fluke or by merit. It is
also quite certain that the idea of
limiting the gatehwas mentioned among
the FIDE officials. Whether the sugge -
stion came from the Soviet side will
again never be known for sure. It is
a probability but it is also a probabil
ity that everyone had had enough of the
affair.
We have also read that at one stage
Karpov wrote or telephoned Campomanes
to Dubai that the match should be award-
ed to him because of the protracted
nature and of the match, Quite apart
from the fact that there appears to be
no foundation for this in official docu~-
ments it seems hardly imagineable
Karpov making such a monstrous demand
and expecting it to be accepted.
It is easy to understand Kasparov's
reasoning when the match stood at 5:2 to
Karpov. The eight games proposition
solved little, he might have thought.
It is just as easy for him to lose the
match within this range as a4 l¢ -zper ape
and at least being the younger contesta-
nt he might have counted more on his own
stamina. It was nevertheless a good
gamble. Either the match will end
immediately and so he will have a second
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chance, or if it does not end he will

at least use his trump cards 1.e.stamina
and the improved showing in recent games.
It was also a reasonably fair counter
proposal. After this he won another
game where Karpov's fatigue or loss of
concentration and his own improved

play are likely explanations. Even
after this victory he never changed his
mind and stuck to his guns, either to
end the matter immediately or to cont-
inue to the end.

All in all, there seems to be no shred
of unmistakeable evidence of either
Karpov's or the Soviet CF's pressure on
Campanales or of Karpov's 'chickening
out'. He probably still had enough
confidence in himself, but considered
also the possibility of defeat in an
endless match. As matters gtand, many
will comsider him a moral victor.
Others will say Kasparov was, but let
us be honest, to a much lesser and less
certain degree.

The statement concerning Campomane's
diplomacy and giving in to outside
pressure seems ridiculous. He might
have given plenty of weight to the
Soviet CF's request, but he himself,
apart from once being a first rate
master, and by virtue of his office,
could hardly put those factors above
the general interests of chess. Apart
from this he would not disregard the
view of his advisers, Gligoric and
Kinzel, and they, as we know were event-
ually for the termination of the event.
We believe Caﬁﬂﬂmaﬂeﬁslntentlous and
actions were impartial and honourable.

The third widely circulated point con-
cerning Karpov's favouritism by official
Soviet circles, chess and otherwise,
seems much more credible, but still oot
a hundred percent factual.

First there is the famous statement to
that effect by Botvinnik.

Secondly the calibre of the seconds of
the two contestants is suggestive.
Karpov's were known grandmasters and
Kasparov's were velatively uuknown

(see below).

Thirdly if Karpov was 'more reliable' &g
Party memoer he was also more reliable
as a player to retain the title in the
USSR in the future by virtue of his
record against Western players in tourn-
ament play and in general.

We also wonder whether the fact that
Mamedov (a Tartar name) being the head
of Kasparov's delegation is merely a
coincidence. Of course this is only
a weak conjecture.#

As to anti-semitic motives in the affair
we have no real evidence, but it is
not a strange phenomenon in the USSR
nowadays and certainly not strange
against some chess players of Jewish
origin who either did not wish to
condemn publicly Korchnoi's defection

or had applied for permission to emigrate

(Botvinnik, Spassky,Bronstein, Gulko
and Levitina).

One cannot also discount the possibility
of the Soviet CF's concern for Kasparow
as well, Whether he is a pure Russian
or not, he is still the only hope,
besides Karpov, for retention of the
world title in the USSR, and on which
they seem to have a mortgage (with the
exception of the Fisher interval) since
1948.

In summary it does not seem likely that
we will find out more about these things
for certain for a long time. One
doubts whether there is really any point
in it, except perhaps ordinary healthy
human curiosity, to go beyond what seems
to be undisputed facts. Karpov's
behaviou r is understandable and even
more so is Kasparov's. That the match
did not become a test of stamina rather
than real chess ability can only be wel-
comed by all those genuinely concerned
about the game,

That unpleasant shadows linger in the
background of something which is the
most important event in the chess world
is of course regrettable. It is how-
ever not in the area of undisputed facts,

#The Tartars, one of the most culturally
advanced minorities in the Soviet Union
were subject to persecution by Stalin
and his followers to date. They and
the Jews were said to constitute in the
forties the largest percentage of univ-
ersity and higher learning institution
teachers in relation to the size of
their populations. The absolute
numbers were also significant. Both
minorities became subject to discrim-
ination in this respect later on and

it is said that great solidarity dev-
eloped between the two groups.

This being so, it is perhaps best for

the sanity of mind and the interest of
the game itself, to hope that any morbid
realities have not actually made inroads
into the chess world. What follows
has much more to do with the game and
the world championship per se and shows
that facts can be as interesting and
instructive as stories on the borderline
of gossip and actuality.

ORIGINAL VENUE

Before the match had to be transferred
to the alternative venue shortly prior
to cancellation of the match, Grand-
master Gligoric in his report has this
to say about the original playing hall.
"The House of Trade Unions in the very
centre of the capital city and its most
prestigious Hall of Columns was to be
the venue for the 30th World Chess
Championship, and it meant the highest
public recognition to the match Karpov-
Kasparov. The earlier called Big Hall
with 28 snow-white pillars of the
Corinthian order, the mosaic parquet and
the diamond rainbow of sparkling
crystal chandeliers has witnessed many
big events of the more distmnt and the
more recent past. Its visitors or
performers were Pushkin, Lermontov,
Tolstoy, Turgenev, Dostoevsky, Tchaik-
ovsky, Rakhmaninov, Shalyapin.....
There Lenin made about fifty appearances
at various congresses and conferences,
and at that very place was given the
last tribute to the founder of the
Soviet Unionm.

Many unforgettable chess events also
took place in the Hall of Columns - the
match Flohr-Botvinnik in 1933, a big
international tournament in 1936, the
match-tournament for the World Champion-
ship, won by Botvinnik in 1948.

The Hall of Columns is beautiful, the
light satisfactory, the stage and rooms
behind it are spacious, and it was easy
to agree on the technical arrangements
for the playing area."”

CHESS SLT USED

Here again Gligoric has the floor.

"The choice of chess sets, givepto the
contestants for their decision, was
rather poor, and the paint of the pieces
was too shiny, reflecting the light.

I expressed my dissatisfaction. The
problem was solved by my deputy, Grand-



master Averbach, who found an exquisite
museum piece, antique heavy-wood-chess
set in superb Staunton style, and natu —
rally both players selected that one
with which to play the match. ‘

The set being unique,the replica of the
white and black queens had to be re-
produced by a craftsman urgently. in
case two queens appeared on the board,
but that did not occur in any of the
forty-eight games."

BEHAVIOUR OF THE PLAYERS

Gligoric says that he is full of praise
for both players. They behaved in a
spirit of true sportsmanship throughout
the marathon match and many times had
individual friendly discussion and
analysis after the game. The enchanted
audience always met their delayed depart.
ure from the stage by repeated
applause.

There were no disputes for more than
five minutes of the duration of the
match, and the Appeal Committee was left
without work for all that time, a sign
of the ruling atmosphere.

Karpov had Zaitsev and Balashov (and
later Vasyukov) as his seconds, and
Kasparov, Nikitin and Timoschenko.

INTERESTING TECHNICAL POINT

At the end of the 46th game, Kasparov,
just before sealing his move, offered

a draw, and Karpov accepted immediately.
Gligoric says that the question remains
what would have happened if Karpov
replied that he would consider the offer
after seeing the sealed move on the next
day. Gligoric wonders whether he has
the right to that or not and adds that
the . point is in the FIDE rules, approved
in Manila in 1983 in the German language
buc il is not quite clear.

Apparently Gligoric seems to think that
the sealed move is of a different status
from any ordinary move during the course
of the game where the player offering the
draw has to do it before completion of
his own next move.

CONCLUSION

The FIDE document apart from various
other interesting material (Olympiad etc)
has more details on the World Champion-
ship. It is impossible to reproduce
this here even in abridged form. It is
a pity that the prolonged nature of the

event led to a drop in its popularity
and that it gave rise to so much specul-—
ation. We hope that the above intro-
duces some order into the "mishmash" of
news from the event.

One more remark about the FIDE bulletin
seems in order, It comes as a surprise
that most of the English version is
unedited. Both Gligoric's own report
and his translation from German into
English of Kinzel's report would have
profited congiderably from an editorial
pencil. Many respectable writers have
their work looked at by other people and
are open to stylistic revision even when
they use thelr native language.

‘The bulletin is too important a document
to allow its texts to be open to ambig-
uous interpretations because of poor
idiom and grammar. It is hoped that
some. mDational organisation is going to
dlert the FIDE about this one day.
Lucerne, the seat of the General Sec-
retariat of the FIDE where the bulletin
originates does not lack people profic-
ient in many languages including English.
The cost of the imporvement would be
negligible and worthwhile. Editor

LOCAL NEWS
North Shoge Chess Club

Forty-eight players competed for the 1985
Summer Cup,but many of the top players
apparently decided to take a holiday,
leaving what appeared to be a two-horse race
between Ewen Green and Peter Weir.Events
transpired otherwise,however,as Green fell
victim in round three to what must rank as
one of the biggest upsets In years when

be lost to Ian McNally.Two rounds later
E<en dropped another half point to Richard
Poor while Weir drew with Ralph Hart in
round six.Green could still have tied for
first place by beating Weir in the last
round,but unfortunately for him was forced
to forfeit,leaving Weir with a healthy 1%

point margin over the runnef@~up-
Leading scores: 1. -P.Bleir 7%/8

2-4 R.Hart, G.L.Pitts, & G.J.Spencer-Smith
6; 5-8 A.Duhs,E.M.Green,R.B.Johnstone

& R.L.Poor 5%; 9-15 L.R.Brownlee,J.Chandler,
R.A.Feasey,G.w.Mears,D.B.Shead,P.R.Snelson
& R.C.Steel 5; 16-19 Miss G.M.Jones,l
D.J.0.Milne,S.J.Moore& R.L.Roundill &%

(Reported by Peter Stuart)
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Auckland Chess Centre Summer Cup

by Michael Hopewell

1.2 3.4 5.6 7 8
1. N. Metge x 01 1 1 % 1 14 54
2. M, Hopewell 1-x 0 1 0 1 1 14 5
3 Dreyer 01 x % % % 1 14 44
4L, N. Hopewell 0 0 % x 1 % 1 14 4
5. Fitzpatrick 0 1 % 0 x - 1 14 34
6. Gibbons L 0 0% %5 - x -1 2%
7. Cater’ 00000 -x 141
8. Steadman 0od od od od pd 0 0d x 0

Nigel Metge in a return to form convinc-
ingly won the Summer Cup leading from
start to finish . Runner up Michael
Hopewell started disastrously with 0/2
but then won all his next games.

B grade : lst S.McRae 5/7,
2nd C. Rawnsley 4%.

C grade : lst Byford, Young, Grace,
J. Williams 4%/7

Following is a game from the senior
event .

B. GIBBONS -~ M. HOPEWELL
Kings Indian

d4- Nf6; 2. c4- gb; 3. Ne3- Bg7;

e4— 0-0; 5. Be3 -d6; 6. f3 — Ncé;
Nge2 - Re8!?; 8.g4!7;(8.Ncl - e5;

. Nb3 - ed;10. Nd4 - d5!=)8..e5; 9.d5
(9.p5-ed!) Nd4!; 10 Nd4 (2f 10.Bd4- —eds;
Ll,.Nd4 - Ngal: . lz, fg -Ghé+;13. Ke2 -
Bg4+;14 .Nf3 -Be3; and Black has ample
compensation for piece) 10...ed4;

11. Bd4- Ng4!;12.fgh? (Bob underestim-
ated my attack. Best was 12.Bg7 Qhé+;
13.Kd2 - Qg5+;14.Kel - QéY=) 12...Qhb+;
13. Bf2 - Be3; l4.be - Red+; 15.Be2 Qg4
(Black's pressure fully compensates for
his piece.) 16. Qd3!?-Bf5; 17.Kf1?-Qh3+;
18. Kgl - Qd3; (Not 18....Rg4+?;19.Qg3!)
19.Bd3 - Rg4+;20.Bg3 - Bd3 (Black is
winning) 21.c5 - Be4; 22.€d6 -Bhl;

23.de7 - Bd5; 24.Rdl - Re8; 25.Rd5 - Re7;
26.Kf2 - Rg3;27.hg3 - Rc3; 28.Rd7 - Re2+;
29.Kf3 - Ra2; 30.Rb7 - h5;31.Kf4 - Kg7;
32. Kg5 - Ra4! 0 - 1

Notes by M. Hopewell

O~ P

14/15 September 1985

start at 10:00am and 2:30pm.
ENTRY FEES: Open— $14,
clude the NZCA Tournament Levy of $1.

PRIZES: Open — lst, $320; 2nd, $220
B-grade — lst, $160; 2nd, $100

12t WINSTONE’S CHESS TOURNAMENT
$1400 IN PRIZES!

St Joseph's Church Hall, Takapuna

FORMAT: Five-round Swiss in two grades with time-control of 45 moves in 1) hours
plus 15 minutes to complete the game. The B-grade is restricted to players rated
under 1700 on the lst May 1985 NZCA Rating List.

RATING: Both tournaments will be rated by the New Zealand Chess Association.

SCHEDULE: Saturday rounds commence at 9:30am, 2:00pm and 6:30pm.
Players' meeting at 9:15am on the Saturday.

B-grade —$12 if received by 11 September.
($2 surcharge) may be taken up until 9:00am on the Saturday. The entry fees in-

>

>

The WINSTONE CHESS TOURNAMENT is organised by the NORTH SHORE CHESS CLUB.

Entry forms with more complete information are available from the Secretary,
North Shore Chess Club, P.0.Box 33-587, Takapuna, Auckland 9. As the tournaments
are NZCA-rated, entry is confined to members of NZCA-affiliated clubs.

ard, $140;
3rd, $70; 4th, $50;

Also grade prizes of $50 and $30 (Open) and $30 and $20 (B-grade)

Sunday rounds

Late entries

4th, $100; 5th, $70

5th, $40

77



Anthony Ker N.Z. Junior Champion

NLW ZEALAND JUNIOR
April 5th - 38th 1985

Name Club RI1 R2 B3
1. Ker A.F. nv D4 W2 N8
2. Hopewell N.H. A W10 L1 D4
3. Dive R.J. TWA W7 w13 D11
4. Hart R. NS D1 W5 D2
5. Dreyer M. A W6 L4 W13
6. Blaxall C. Ppk L5 w7 D9
7. Martin-Buss B. Wai L3 L6 W12
8. Hopewell M.G. A w9 LIl L1
9. Ker C.M. "V L8 W10 D6
10.Capie M. Hv L2 L9 BYE

Wan W12 W8 D3
Ppk L1l BYE L7
BYE L3 L5

11.Cooper P.R.
12.Blaxall N.
13.Cooper M Wan

We have received no report from this
event, but following two games lightly

annotated by Nigel . Hopewell.

M.G.HOPEWELL- P.R.COOPER
-Sicilian

l. e4 - ¢5 --- 12:Qgh - g6

2, Nf3 - eb 13. £5 - Nd5

3. d4 - cd 14.Bhé!! - Nd4

4. Nd4 - Ncé 15, fg - hg

5. Ne3 - Qe? 16.Bg6 - fg

6. Be2 - ab 17.Qg6 — Kd8?

7. Be3 - Nf6 (17...Ke7;18.Qg7+~Kd6;

8. 0-0 - Bb4 18.Qh84)

9. £4!? - Be3
10.bc3 - Ne4
11. Bd3 - Nc3?!

18. Qg77? - Ne2+
(18.Bg5+-Ne7;19.Be?
#19.Qh7 - Ne2=# Ke7;

(11...N£f6) 20.Qg7+-)
19.Khl - Qc3
20 Resigns
N.HOPEWELL: P.R. COOPER
Sicilian
1. e4 - ¢5 9. Bf3 - Bb7
2. NE3 - eb 10.e5 - Qe7
3. d4 - cd 11.Bb7 - Qb7
4. Nd4 Ncé 12,Rel - Ne7
5. Ne3 -Qc7 13.a4! - b4
f. Be2 - a6 14 .Ne4 - Nd5
7. 0-0 - b5 15.Qg4 - Qcb
8. Neb6 - Qcéb

CHA

R4
Wil
Wwé
W4
L3
L9
L2
BYE
W12
W5
W13
L1
L8
L1O
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PIOBHIP AUCKLAND
R5 R6 R7 RS T'L S0S§
D3 W5 w9 6
W9 D3 Wl 5 29
D1 D2 D8 5 27
D7 w8 D10 4 31
Wil L1 BYE 4 22
BYE W13 D12 4 20
D4 DIl W13 4 19%
wlo L4 D3 3 27
- L2 BYE Ll 34 26
L8 W12 D4 3% 194
L5 D7 L2 3
D13 L1O D6 2
D12 L6 L7 1
16. Bg5 - dé 38. f5 - Rab
17. ed6 - Bdé6 39. R2d3 - Re3
18. Radl - h6 40. Kd2 - Ra8
19. Bf6! - Nf6 41. Rd5 ~ Re7
(19....g£6;20.Rd5+ ~) 42. Rc5 - Rae8
20. Nfé6 43, Ra5 ~ Rel
(20. Nd6+!-Qd6;21.Qg7)44. Rd4 — R8e3
200...0... Kf8 45. Rb4 - Rle2+
(20....gf6;21Reb+-) 46, Kcl - Re3
21. Nh5 - g6 47. Reh - R2c2
22. Qd4 - e5 48. Kbl - Reé
23. Qd6 - Qdb 49. bek - Red
24, Rd6 - gh5 50. Kb2 - Rf4
25. Re5 - Kg7 51. Kb3 - Rf3+
26. Kfl - Rhc8 52. Kb4 - Rh3
27. Rd2 - Reé4 53. Rc5 - Rhl
28. Kel - Rac8 54, a5 - Rbl+
29, K4l - h&4 55. Kc4 - Kfé
30. B3 - R8ch 56. a6 - Ral
31 3 - Re3 57. Kb5 Kg5n
32. Re4 - Rgb 58. Kbb6 -Rab
33. £3 - a5 59. Kab - Kg
34. Rh4 - Re5 60. £f6 Resigns
35. Rhd4 - Regs 1-0
36. g4 - Re5
37. f4 - Re3

_I-\uckland Easter Tournament

R1 R2 R3 R4 Fh R6 R7 | Total 508

|

i 1 6.8arapu W12 W7 W13 w4 w2 D3 W9 | 6%

|2 J.N.Metge W20 W1l W16 W3 Ll W9 D4 | 54 314

3 P.A.Garbett w21 W17 W8 L2 W1l D1 Wl 5% 31

| 4 P.R.Geeen D6 W21 W15 L1 W10 w8 D2 |5 31%

L5 C.P.Fitzpatrick W23 D25 D6 w22 L9 W20 W12 5 24

| 6 W.Sargon D4 W12 D5 L9 w25 DIl w22 4% 27%

: 7 B.Wheeler W24 L1 W23 D25 W!7 L10 WIY 43 26%

| 8 J.P.Robinson W32 W10 L3 D15 "wi6 L& W20 4% 2445

9 L.H.Cornford Wl L13 W25 W6 L5 L2 Ll | 4 32

! 10 G.Spain T18 L8 W27 Wl4 L4 W7 L3 |4 29%

{ 11 G.J.Spencer-Smith Wl9 L2 W26 W17 L3 D6 DIl4l4 29

I 12 M.Hare Ll L6 W3l W28 w2l W15 L5 |4 26%

| 13 L.D.Rawnsley W33 W9 L1 Dl6 D15 W18 L7 |4 25%

| 14 R.Baumgartner L9 W24 W20 1,10 D19 wWlé D114 25

! 15 R.E.Gibbons W26 W22 L4 D9 D13 112 D18 3% 264

! 16 Novag Super Const. W28 W7 L2 DI3 L8 Ll4 W26 3% 25%

i 17 P.White w2y L3 w28 L11 L7 D21 W27| 3% 24

i 18 M.K.Morrisen L10 W19 L22 W26 W24 113 Dp15|3% 23%

] 19 J.Chandler L1l L18 D24 ®21 D14 W2 DZ1|3 21%
20 R.Weston L2 W29 L14 W33 W22 L25 L8 |3 27

‘ 21 M.Howard L3 Ll4 W30 W29 L12 D17 D193 25%

| 22 S.Van Dam w31l L15 W18 L5 1.20 W29 L6 |3 23
23 C.Byford L5 W31 L7 L20 D3C D24 W29|3 21
24 K.W.Brett L7 L14 D19 W27 L18 D23 W32|2% 21
25 N.P.Bridges W30 D5 L9 D7 L6 L19 D28|2% 26
26 G.W.Mears L15 W32 L1l L18 D27 W30 L16 2% 19
27 J.Shields Bye L16 Llo L24 D26 W3l L17|2% 18

i 28 A.J.Henderson Llé W30 L17 112 .29 W32 D252 17

| 29 W.McDougall L17 L20 W32 121 W28 1L22 123}2 17%
30 S.Baker L25 L28 1Rl W32 D23 1L26 D31|1% 18
31 K.D.Bartocci L22 L23 .12 L19 W32 L27 Dn30|0 15

{ 32 M.Bull L8 L26 129 L30 L31 L28 L124|0

| 33 R.Takhar L13 =~ - - - -

We have received no further details concerning the above event.The name of
ihe winner is hardly surprising.The same can be said about the next thre

s1.icings

Civic C.C.EasterTournament

byRowanWood

This was a six round Swiss in two
priwes,instead of the open format in 1984,
T+ A grade attracted 14 players.Twenty,half
unciied,co gtesi odthe B grade.The average
rat nr ,in che strong A grade field, was
abeit J1930,with six pravers over 2000.
Jonathan Sarfati started favourite,but stern
opnesition was expected from Leonard McLa en
and Arthur Pomeroy,two national contenders

in 1984/85,David Beach on the comeback trail,

Gres 0ldridge and the Van Dijk father and
son ««mbination.
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In round one thie only surprise was
Peter Collins holding Sarfati to a
draw

In round tw..with
the grade,The "heavies" began slugging
it out already.Beach adjourned looking
to have at least a draw in a R&P ending
against Tom Van Dijk.However,the latters
King became too active and he was defea-
ted.Peter Van Dijk joined his father

in the lead after defeating Mc Laremn.
Pomeroy and Aldridge drew and with

only fourteen_in



Sarfati were a half point behind.

Round three saw P.and T. Van Dijk
playing a 17 move Giucco Piano,lead.

ing to an inevitable draw.Aldridge
defeated Sarfati to become joint leader
on 2% points.A half apoint behind were:
Beach{who accounted for Pomeroy}Mc Laren
and Gavin Marner

In round four Sarfati and Pomeroy lost
any chance of winning the tornament
after drawing in only seven moves.
There were only two decisive results,
one the surprise loss of McLarer £6°
Marner.The two top board games were
adjourned.T.VanDijk battled out a draw
with Aldridge and P.Van Dijk escaped
also with a draw against Beach,the
latter missing a win(Another R&P end-
game nightmare for Beach).Scores;

T.Van Dijk,P.Van Dijk, Aldridge and
Marner 3; Beach 2%.

In round five T.Van Dijk and Aldridge
emrged as joint leaders,after beating
Marner and P.Van Dijk respectively.
Aldridge was fortunate that P.Van Dijk,
in a favourable position, went into
Easter Bunny mode,presenting him with
a free Rook.The top four seeds met,
Sarfati and Beach drawing and McLaren
defeating Pomeroy.

Going into round six,6 players had
theoretical chances of winning the
tornament i.e.: Aldridge,Beach, McLaren
Marner,P.Van Dijk and T.Van Dijk.
Aldridge had the unenviable tasgof
playing Beach with the black pieces.
T.Van Dijk started his game with

i R1
[1 T.Van Dijk Nel 1957 Wiz
{2 P.Van Dijk Cantb. 2027 We
(3 . Aldridge  Civ 2042 w8
'4 D.Beach Civ 2222 W7
15 L.McLaren Civ 2119 wil3
‘ﬁ J.Sarfati Wel 2223 D10
7  G.Marner Wiu 1830 L4
|8 N.Goodhue 1 1744 L3
9 A.Grkow L 1675 L2
|10 P.Collins Wnu 1922 D6
11 A.Pomeroy ([ 2110 Wl4
12 D.Boyece Nel 1671 Ll
13 T.Boswell PH L784 L5
14 A, Borren HvV 1757 L11

McLaren as Black,until it was pointed
sut that he should be White.The game was
restarted after four moves.Marner and P.
Van Dijk clashed in the other title
decider.Beach defeated Aldridge to join
the latter on 4 points.Mc Laren had to
beat T.Van Dijk now,but the latter
always had the better game.McLaren
accepted a draw after 24 moves and this
gave Tom Van Dijk first place outright.
P.Van Dijk defeated Marner to join Beach
and Aldridge in equal second place.

With the calibre of players in the

A grade it was suprising to see Tom win
outright.He was however,the most consist
ent nlayer and remained unbeaten,while

_ his morc-fancied Fivals falteredalong

the way.

David Beach in his first tournament since
1982,could be regarded as somewhat unlucky.

He had two adjourned games with winning
chances in both,but netted half n poinc
only(some R&P endgame study required).

Peter Van Dijk's win against Me Laren ip

round two gave him seced placipg,though
he must be rueing his rook gift to
Aldridge in round five.Greg Aldridge

continued with his good form shown in the
Premier Reserve,picking up in the process

the scalp of Sarfati in round three.

The national championship players,Sarfati,

Me Laren and Pomeroy performed disapoin-
tingly.Sarfati semed to lose interest
after his loss to Aldridge.Pomeroy was
never in contention after round two and
Mc Laren had his chances dashed with a
surprise loss to Marner.

RZ2 R} R4 R> RE
Wi D2 w3 w7

W5 Dl D4 |
Dl we Dl |
L1 Wil b2
L2 W9 L7
Wl4 LIS pll
Wiz WA W5
Wit L7 D9
w9 L5 D8
L3 nl4 pl2
D3 L4 D6

L7 W13 pls
L9 L12 W14
L& D10 L13

I'he B grade first prize also went south.Dean Edwards of Canterbury won by half
a polnc from Pau Dunn{eastbourne)Jim Simmons and Howard Johnstun(bofh Civic)

Scores;l D.Edwards 5;2-3-4P.Dumn,J.Simmons and H.Johnston 4%;5 S. Aburn 4;6-7-8-9—

w.§gswell,P.King,T.Stevenson andG.H.Tan;10-11 G.Simpson,S.Moore;l2-1% A.Chamber-
lain,L.Jackson and E.Sapsword; 15-18S.Styche,S.Hill,I.Stones and F.Zeigman;19

19 G.Sullivan;20 M.Berry

The tournament was directed by Rowan Wood.(We are told tha he made a good

job of it.Ed.)

GAMES FROM THE EVENT APPEAR ON THE INSIDE BACK COVER
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Wellington Chess Club

The A,GM. was held in March.It was

attended among others by the Club Patron

John Eriksen,who was reelected.John is

a former champion of South Africa and

some years back was a strong player on

the Wellington scene,producing many spar-

kling and enjoyable games.He also won on

once the N.Z. Correspondence Championship.
Other officers elected were :President,

Z.Frankel ;Vice-presidents,B.Deben,A.Feneri

dis,J.Sarfati and J.D.Steele,&he Secretary-

ry's position was left opeQ}but the new Co

mmittee later elected S.Abun and T.Pledger

as his assistant) .
Hon.Treasurer,R.J.Woodford;Librarian,

Stanton;Hon.Auditor,J.D.Steele;D.O.P.
J.Sarfati;Match Committee,Aburn . Pledger
and Sarfatij;Management Committee ffive mem-
bers additional to officers of the club)
S.Aburn,T.Frest,H.Henkel,T.Pledger and
L.Samogvary;League Delegates,Sarfati and
Woodford.

Participants of the meeting have
stressed R.J.Woodford,s outstanding
services for the Club over many years.

New Zealaﬁd_ -Chr;rmpions After W. W. I

Quite apart trom being 'Ireasure ror more
than two decades,Reg has performed many
tasks outside his normal duties,for a
long time

Jonathan Sarfati reported a reasonably
good result for the Club in Wellingten
team events and successes of individual
members.He mentioned his own results,
those of Leonard McLaren and J.Adams
(Premiers Reseve).S.Aburn'. improved
showing in the Premier Reserve was also
encouraging.
The most imroved players prize was
awarded to Steve Aburn and the best game
prize to J.Sarfati for his inter-club game
against Borren(judge :D.Beach)

The Club. championship was undecided
at the time of the meeting

The B and C grdes were won by Grant
Alexander and Stanley Wang respectively

The Emery Plete competition attracted
only five players of which one withdrew.
It was won jointly by McLaren and Frankel,
each winning two games.Mc Laren beat ~
Frankel,but lost to J.Mazur in a game
of changing fortunes.

From Tom Lepviikman To Vernon Small

We begin a series which will . ruP over
several issues.
we have known personally all winners of
the national event since 1946. Under-
standably more space will be devoted to
some than others depending on the number
of times they have held the title and
secondly on achievements outside New
Zealand.

TOM LEPVIIKMAN

We do not have many biographical details
about our first postwar champion. Ortwin
Sarapu in his book "25 Years of NZ Champ-
ionships 1952-77" tells us that he was
twice NZ champion, 1946 and 1947 ahead

of Wade. We also know from the NZ Chess
player (Vol 1 no.2 summer 1948) that he
was second to Wade in 1944-5 (Auckland).
He also tied for second with McNabb
behind Wade in this event in Dunedin
1947-8. He played once more in the
Hamilton Congress 1958-59 and finished
last scoring only one point. Years away
from the game had blunted his edge.
Robert Wade in his impressions from the
1948 event in the '"Chessplayer" issue
mentioned above writes as follows:

Except for Wade -and Leild pepyiikman ~ not his fault.

"The 1947 year has not been so good to
Throughout
the year he has been expecting weekly to
be transferred from Wellington to
Palmerston North by his firm. Because
of that he did not compete in the Welling
ton Club, Workingmens Club or in the All
Wellington Championships. It turned
out that he could have played in all.
And how much better he would have played!
No champion can afford to mark time.
Lepviikman is our most stylish player.
One of the best games - perhaps the best
ever played in New Zealand was Tom's
defeat of Harold McNabb in the last
Christchurch congress." This is no
mean testimony from a chessplayer of
Wade's calibre. Incidentally,McNabb

who tied for second with Lepviikman

in 1948 was a very strung player in
those years. Wade himself said "I
possibly fear McNabb's play more than
anyone else in New Zealand except
cerhaps Allerhand." (another twice

NZ Champion Ed.) "Give him an edge and
there will be no more chances'.

Ortwin Sarapu in his book tells us that
Tom was born in Fstonia about fifty




miles from his parents' home. He was

a seaman and like many seamen stayed
here when he found a local girl.

He always started his games with Nf3.

He spoke Maori fluently, learning it

as a hobby. I played him once in the
Hamilton 1959 Congress when he was no
longer his former self and defeated him,
as White in an exciting Kings Gambit
Falk Counter. He was an intellig
ent and kind gentleman a pleasure to
talk to and play against. We are all
aware of one significant Estonian cont-
ribution - the most significant -to NZ
chess and consequently to culture after
World War IL. Tom's was another one.
Unfortunately we were not able to get
hold of his game against McNabb mention-
ed above, but following is another exam-
ple of his skill. Ed.

T.LEPVIL R.G.WADE

KMAN
Kings Indian Defense
Dunedin 1947-48 Congress
Notes by R.G.Wade in the NZ Chessplayer
summer 1948 except when otherwise stated
In this game Leviikman played well and
Wade took a long time over one move and
decided that it is better to take a draw
rather than risk a loss. Please note
that in this game White varies from his
usual 1.Nf3(Ed.)

1. ¢4 - Nf6
2. Ne3 - gb
3. g3 - Bg7
4. Bg2 - 0-0
5. d4 - dé

The game is now in the King's Indian
Defence

6. e4

This move is in vogue at present, but
does not represent the only attacking
plan against the Kings Indian. Pawns
on central squares can deprive pieces
of goor central posts.

6ovinnns N(b)d7

Also e5 immediately as Black's pawn
strycture is better for endings

7. N(g)e2 - e5

8. d5

The exchange 8. ed - de is not good for
White as Black can keep White pieces out
of d5 by c6 and will eventually play
pieces on d4 via Neb

9. 0-0 ~_Nc¢5

10.Be3 - Bd7

Black's weakness is the need for a good
square to develop this Bishop. Hg
plans Qc8 and Bh3 exchanging the Bishop.
White stops this immediately.
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11. B3 - Ne8

12. f4

The idea behind 7. N(e)2. White has in
mind £5 permanently limiting Black's
Queen Bisgop.

12,...... £5

13, ef - Bf5

Stronger than gf as White would maintain
the status quo on the K side, leaving
Black blocking the Bishop with a pawn
and would proceed by b3,a3,Qc2 and b4
with an eventual ¢5 to build pressure
on the Q side. Note thhat Black has
not tried to play bé as he hoped that
after Bc5-de, to bring his rook into
play by Ra6.

14, g4 - Bd7

15, Be5 ~ de5

16, Ned - Qe7

Black had to watch the sacrifice dé
17. Ng5 !?

1
175577
18. Neb6 - Beb
19. de
The idea. Black cannot play Qe6

because of Bd5 and the Pawn is a wedge
in his position,

19... Rd8!

20. Qec2 ~ cb

Interesting would be the sacrifice
20...... Qe6; 21. Bd5 - Rd5; as White's
exposed King is a handicap

21. Nfé4

I spent nearly an hour on my next move.

I really wanted to play Bh6 but the
threat of the sacrifice Ngb dissuaded me.
21.... Qg5!

22, e7! - Qe7

23. RQ) el
I expected 23. R(f)el - a moves 24. Neb
when I played 21..... Qg5. I examined

23. R(f)el - Bd4+ 24. Khl - Be3 but as
Lepviikman pointed out 25. Ngé is good
for White. I also looked at 23. R(f)el
—-Qh4! 24, Neb -Bd4+ ; 25. Khl - Rf2;
26. Qd3! - Ra8; 27. Ng7 leading to an
even game; or 25...Nf6;26Nf8 - Ng4 lead
ing to a draw by perpetual check,
23..... Qd6

The alternative va. Qu4

24. Re4! — Nf¢vy

Time pressure due to the hour on one
move. Correct was 24...Be5 to force
the exchange of pieces and the pressure
of White's pieces.

(24,...... Bd4, to follow Rf6, Ng7 and
R(d)£8, seems also better than the move
played by Wade. Ed.)

25. Reb - Qd.

} (continued on p.88)

Phillips Chess Congress

TOURNAMENT ORGAN | SATION

The tournament was held on Anzac Day
and the weekend to follow was organized
by the Hutt Valley Chess Club. It was
a five rounds round robin, in six groups
with six players in each. The place-
ment of people into particular groups
was in accordance with recent strength,
results and rating.

The sessions lasted five hours with a
time limit of 40 moves per hour for each
player plus one hour to complete the
game.

Bob Teece of H.V.C.C. acted as D.0.P.
and carried out the task quietly and
efficiently. He was ably assisted by
Mr RBy Kent, a devoted chess worker of
long standing in various important admin-
istrative capacities who does not shirk
onerous ordinary tasks either. Rey is
at present Vice Patron aof the N.Z.C.A.
Mrs Mary Boyak another tireless chess
worker also provided considerable help.

THE EXEMPLARY HANDLING OF A CONTROVERSIAL
ISSUE

The H.V.C.C. was always fortunate to
attract a select membership. This
manifested itself in a friendly relation~
ship with other Wellington clubs for at
least thirty years within the present
writer's memory. The membership of this
Club has recently been augmented by
players possibly not so peacably disposed
as the 'old guard', but it seems that the
traditional spirit still prevails.

A pointed illustration of this was the
handling of the question of smoking.

The majority of players and organisers

were non-smokers, the usual thing nowadays.

The organisers, however, were also bal-
anced and tactful. They refrained from
imposing their will in order not to dis-
comfort a small minority. The President
of the Club, Mr Mclean announced before
the tournament that the Club did not

wish to ban  smoking, but would ask
smokers to use their discretion and
perhaps smoke away from the table or out-
side the playing room if so desired by

an opponent. There were only a handful
of smokers and it appeared that no-one
was really inconvenienced. Perhaps
there were one or two extremists dissatis-
fied by this moderated magnanimity, but
the atmosphere created by the organisers
was not very conducive to calls for the
""big stick' which have become so frequent

in this 'modern era'.

Von BARDELEBEN'S VARIATION

In the Hastings tournament 1895 Kurt von
Bardeleben, a player of considerable
strength in his time, and chess writer,
lost a game to Steinitz which has found
its place in most chess anthologies.

When in the lost position he left the
tournament hall not to return before the
next round. Since hewas an eccentric
and well known for his unsportsmanlike
behaviour it was assumed that this was
his version of a graceful resignation.

After almost a century Bardeleben's feat
was achieved by one of the participants
of this tournament. When in a hopeless
position he left the room letting his
clock run until! flagfall without telling
the opponent (his peer) or the organisers

The present writer had also the'privilege!'

to face this ancient variation several

years ago during a telegraphic match,
Auckland-Wellington.

His opponent,
apparently underestimating the prospect-
ive adjudicators ability, decided to
stop playing 95 minutes before the end
of play. | thought afterwards that had
| been told of his intentions, | could
have gone home, read a book or whatever.

The exponents of the 'Bardeleben' in the
above two instances have broken no
written chess rules. These were def-
initely on their side so why worry about
such trifles like manners and sportsman-
ship if one is not on the receiving end!

CROP OF TALENTED YOUTH!

This tournament was remarkable for the
fact that it attracted over a half dozen
of some of the most talented young players
in the country.

One spectator, a strong player himself,
and well versed in most aspects of tour-
nament chess but for some reason noto-
tiously inconsistent in evaluating
players' strength, declared that the six
in group 1 {see below) were approximately
of equal strength. When one speaks of
potential there is perhaps some truth
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in this assessment. However several
experienced players seem to disagree
with this. Objectively speaking i.e.
looking at results, ratings and quality
of play they seem to be right.

David Beach, not in his present form,

but at his best and Jonathan Sarfati

seem to be a cut above the rest. In
particular Sarfati's individual results
against four in group one are clearly in
his favour. None of them has matched
his tournament results either. Apart
from his achievements in junior totrna
-ments in New Zealand and Australia he
won the North Island Championship two
years ago ahead of Sarapu and others,
tied for first in the South Island Champ.
ionship last year, did well in each of
his attempts in the National Champion-
ship, won convincingly the last Welling
ton Championship and distinguished him-
self in other minor events. He also

had some failures recently and last year.
His games show that he very seldom mis
plays the openings and that his endgame
technique is good most of the time.

His middle game and positional judgment
and orientation in tactical moves are
generally good as well, but fall short
of his knowledge of openings and endings.

Possibly one of the reasons for his fail-
ures in some tournaments is his occasion-
al lack of competitive spirit. In this
tournament he agreed to a draw with

Noble in the first round after seven
moves ! He is undoubtedly stronger than
Noble. As Lev Aptekar re marked corr-
ectly,this is not exactly the best way
of going about winning tournaments.

It is my view that a factor in Sarfati's
successes, of extreme importance, has

been his attitude as t6 how ' to win
games. Naturally he cannot help when -
his opponents blunder or play badlybut
he 1ikes to win on merit. This attit
ude has been with him since his early
days. In contrast to some gthers _, he
never resorted to gamesmanship of the
kind that wear funny hats or do not
notify opponents when their clock is
going  ‘whdn away from the table.

In fact his example was probably respon-
sible for the improvement in the conduct
of some of his age in this respect.
Funny hats were for him the subject of
ridicule and humour. In the last Well=~
ington Championship he decided to give
the ""funny hatters'' a bit of their own
medicine. The size of his funny hat

84

was a real overkill and it seemed to
have worked like a charm, for a while
at least. One might well ask why

should scrupulous honesty in the approach

to the game have a positive effect on
one's play. The answer is fairly
straight~forward. Gimmick merchants

are either bad players,or subconsciously
do not have confidence in their own
ability to win games on merit.

This probably does not improve their play
and may make them play below their
capacity.

David Beach is slightly older than the
other five players in group one. He

is however only about twenty-six.

Several years ago he won the Premier
Reserve most convincingly. An equal
second in the National Championship at
his first attempt followed the year
after. As a result of university work
and other commitments he disappeared for
several years from the competitive scene
but wrote a chess column for the 'Evening
Post!'. It is pleasing to see him back
and by the look of it close to recaptur--
ing his best form.

The highest rated player (in group one)
on the national grading list is Anthony
Ker. His remarkable results - well des—
erved in the opinion of the present writ-
er in spite of a few reservations (see
below) - are a subject of controversy
among his peers and others. He there
fore deserves more detailed attention
here than the rest of the group. His
rating is the outcome of remarkably con
sistent results, the only exception

being his first attempt in the penultim-
ate National Championship where he tied
for last with Lloyd. Both players soon
disproved this form in the last champion -
ship. Prior to his play in the national
tourneyhe won the Premier Reserve and
several other tournaments in Wellington.
As we go to press we hear that he just
won the the National Junior Championship.
Can one argue with such results? I do
not think so, other things being equal.
These other things are however not quite
equal here, that is to say that there are
exceptions to rules.

| have known Ker since he was a youngster
of about eleven or twelve years old. He
appeared on the local scene suddenly and
practically self taught. Immediately

he made an impression,being a threat to
many older experienced players.

In the 1980 Upper Hutt Congress | drew
Sarapu's attention to Anthony and
expressed an opinion that he was the
most promising youngster seen in this
country since the ill fated Rodney
Phillips. Sarapu looked at his
position in the game he was playing
against Bruce Marsick, one of the more
experienced players in the Premier
Reserve. He admitted that Anthony
was good for his age, but he doubted
whether he was a Phillips and time
proved him right.

It is known that Anthony plays the
opening poorly in most of his games.

He gets himself into technical hot
water early in the game. Cramped
positions with bishops masqueraded as
pawns of the same colour are as frequent
in his games as winds in Wellington.

in addition to this he plays openings
which are not only bizarre but patently
bad. The Grob attack is one of them.
Black obtains a distincly better game
in less than half a dozen moves. The
fact that he managed to beat with 'the
Grob' such players as Paul Gorbett and
Philip Clemance proves little. Both
victims could have won their games
(Gorbett on several occasions) but some
how managed to blunder crudely. Ker
occasionally blunders himself, but
there would hardly be a player in Well-
ington, at this level, who would win so
many hopelessly lost games as a result
of crude blunders by his opponents.

| remember only one similar instance
when Graham Haase won the New Zealand
Championship. Several of his oppon-
ents (4-5) blundered pieces, mostly
rooks and he out-distanced Sarapu,
Feneridis, Phillips, Sutton and Court.
Graham was a strong player then, but
after this tournament never approached
the class of the above five, all of
whom won the National Championships at
one time or another.

In this tournament Ker produced one of
those 'brilliancies', in his game again
-st Noble.

Against opponents who are familiar wi th
his style of play as for instance,
Sarfati, the result is something like

5:1 in the latter's favour. The only
game he lost to Ker he undoubtedly could
have given it a different destination if
not for a momentary loss of concentration.
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Dive, who as yet is not as strong as

Ker and who was not very lucky against
him in the past, made sure of his win
this time in no uncertain manner.

I watched the game and was under the
impression that all the time Dive was

up to Anthony's plans before they even
manifested them selves clearly on the
board.

In spite of all this it must be said
again, that it would be entirely wrong
to attribute his results to sheer luck
as some of his less successful peers do.
He has plenty of ability and more cap-
acity for work over the board during
play and home analysis than most others
in his age group. Strangely enough
his best qualities come out in positions
when he is in trouble but which are not
hopelessly lost. He defends stubbornly
and accurately and creates at the same
time complicated problems for his opp-
onent. I remember one game of his
against Dive (see N.Z.Chess Dec 1984,
p.151). The latter obtained consider-
able positional advantage, but chose a
faulty plan afterwards, making a couple
of indifferent moves. In contrast to
this Ker kept the defence to the mis-
conceived attack well in hand and at the
same time initiated a well thought out,
purposeful counter attack of his own,
which resulted in a meritorious win.
This was not his only good game in the
past and in this tournament the one
against Beach was perhaps a good indic-
ation of his potential.

A good coach would be in a much better
position to judge than the present writer
about these matters, but it would seem
that an improvement in understanding of
opening theory and of endgame technique
could lead Anthony to even greater success
than that achieved so far.

The co-winner of this group, R.Dive is
improving all the time and has more imag-
ination than most of his age. He is
only nineteen. That too much imagin-
ation can be a handicap as well as an
asset is well known to many, not except
-ing the present writer in past years.

Generally speaking however, it looks

that Dive is likely to develop a sound
and attacking style of play as he matures
in age. He has one feature that dist-
inguishes him from his peers. He is
willing to learn from experienced players
even when they are not now as successful



as in the past.

Curiously enough, M. Noble who was well

always remember the ideas behind the
openings he uses. A good example of
this is his game against Sarfati in the

pPerhaps not always fully accurate
requires no saying. We are however
certain that they will be helpful in

below his best in this tournament is

regarded by many as the most able in 'lllast National Championstlxifl. AsdBlack more than one instance. This is their 1 2 4 5 6 Total
this group. I share this view, which e played the French which he had employ intended purpose. More than anything 1. Z.Frankel X 0 1 1 1 3
ic illustrated by the quality of a -ed previously with some success against clze the detailed discussion has the =2
great number of his games. It is the same 0pp01;lent. This time in response purpose to demonstrate that young talent 2. P.Commor 1 X 0 1 L 25
really difficult to make him out. to the latter's Tarrasch Variation he is coupled with deficiencies and that 3. R.Fereuson 0 1 X 4 L 9
Comparing his performance in the last chose a defer'nce which gives Black an these deficiencies can be rectified. . B.TErgus 23 S
Premier Reserve and here one is inclined isolated QP in exchange for good piece I There is nothing in these that a good 4. A, Boughan 0 0 % X 1 1
to treat the latter as a momentary lapse play. T watched Bget oF EMHE gEe ad coach cannot deal with successfully. L

, . kept wondering why Black was so keen to 5. A.Borren 0% 4% 0 X 1
of form, which happens sometimes tohany exchange pleces, each exchange accentuat - All our promising players need one badly. 6. R.C _ "
one for any reason. 1If he Eakes the ing the weakness of the 'Isolani'! The appointment of Lev Aptekar by the s R.Corry sec—mem—mmeesmemiloseee
appropriate deduction from the exper-— The result was inevitable given Sarfati's N.Z.C.A. as National Coach hopefully ();(Rgéfghgrew as a result of sickness.

coupled with a reward which will permit
him to apply himself to the task fulltime

ijence in this tournament he is bound to

do well in the next mational champion endgame technique. He has however,

many good games to his credit as well.

s‘r}ip in v.vhlch he earns's a pl;ce 1 liy N In this tournament he gave the stronger i§ not Untitflely. From the point of 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
hlilPrimler Riservihwzt.n.b.l'tzpe ‘1 y ‘e Noble little chance. view of national chess administration
wi also realise that ability alone 1s it is a lucky coincidence that a prof- 1. A.Grk X 1 1
not always sufficient. The special Emmanuel Lasker was supposed to have essional of this quality is right flere : ow 1 0 1 4
qualities of the Sarfatis, Kers, Dives said that the most important attribute and there is no need to import one from LA 0 x 1 5 1 1 3%
and McLarens are sometimes equally imp- of the chess master is modesty. There overseas. 3. G.Bell 1 0 X 1 1 0 3
ortant. Speaking of Leonard McLaren is good reason to believe in the correct . Rt
one must say 'last but not least' of ness of this statement if one grasps its Reports on play in groups 1,2 & 3 follow 4. P.Collins 0 % 0 X 1 1 2%
this group. He was probably the young— deeper implicatioms. This being so the result tables. Editor 5. R.McLean 1 0 0 0 X O 1
est person ever to win the Wellington McLaren has at least as bright a future GROUP 1 ——
Championship some years ago. He tied as many of our talented youngsters. = 6. M¥yan der 0 0 1 0 0 X I
for first with Clemance two years ago 3 i i e
in the same event.He scored the possible Greg Aldridge played in group two: He is 1 2 3 & 5 6 Total
eight points in the Civic Chess Club however, not weaker than several in group 1. D, Beach X 1 0 1 % % 3 GROUP 5
Championship, a margin of two points one in spite of his rating. He is only -
over the slightly out of form Beach. twenty one and plays less chess recently 2. R.Dive 0 X 1 % 1 Y4 3
In the last National Championship at than most of the other young men.  When o 1 2 3 4 5
{ : 3. A.Ker 1 0 X % 0 1 2L 5 6 Total
his first attempt he was only headed he does, however, his results are consis - 3 5
by five players and those he left behind tently.r good.  His play is improving all 4, L.McLaren 0 % % 2% 1. P.Dunn X 0 % 11 1 3%
1 {th There are also the time. Early dubious opening exper 2. N.Coodh 1 1oL & o ;
were no slugs either. : : 5. J. Sarfatils 0 1 % X % 71, . N.Goodhue X % % 4% 1 3%
other successes to his credit, He has iments seem to have disappeared. For 5 3 5 1
had his share of 'luck' in many games instance a couple of years ago he was 6. M.Noble 5 % 0 0 % X 1% 3. M.Capie % X 1 1 3
in his career,but mot as frequently as fond of playing a variation of the Latvian I S 4. A.Keall oL 0 x 1 .
: fe; others ;.m his age groug He Gambit which loses a pawn on the third L 1l 1 2
does not seem to play as much chess as move without compensation and yet he 5. P.King 0% 1 0 x 1 24
the rest of group one, except perhaps succeeded against weaker opponents. . CROUP E 6. H.Johson 0 0 0 0
Beach Selgom Elays’in cor;:lpetitions He employed the experiment in a game S et - X 0
outside Wellington and has had less against myself, lost apother pawn in the I 2 3 & 5 6 Total CROUP 6
exposure to overseas players than some process and obtained a lost positien. . j = . —_—=
ofphis peers Possibly outstanding It required my talent,in converting wins 1. G.Aldridge X % 1 1 1 1 4
university results make it all worth- into losseg for Greg to st}cceed. To 2. APomeroy 4 X % 1 1 1 4 1 2 3 4 5 6 Total
while. I have known him since he was my knowledge he never again repeated 3. G.Marner 0 % X % % 1 2 =
Foeire What may then have appeared the experiment in a serious game. e, 1. B.Lezard ¥ 1 5 1 1 1 415
. X ' . .
as the oddities of boyhood has given Learning from one's own mistakes is a 4, P.Monrad 0 0 % X 1 © 14 2. S.Hill 00X 1 1 % 1| 3k
way to a well balanced personality and priceless quality in a geod player. .5___M_V.7" bout 0 0 0 x 1 L i = =
. .Wigbo i 1 . 1
perhaps not so strangely was correlated goout, S R S e 3. T.Stevenson’s 0 X 1 % 1 3
with an improvement in the quality of CONCLUSIONS CONCERNING YOUNG TALENTS AND 6. P.Hawkes 0 0 0 I 0O X | 4. C.Nicholson0 0 O X 1 1 2
his play.  fis games are, prackicail THE VITAL IMPORTANCE OF PROPER COACHING )
, much more f%ee of crﬁge blungerz’ 5. G.Sullivan 0 % % 0 X 1 2
than the games of most of his peers. All the above comments were carefully . o 6. M.Ber ry 0 0 0 X 0

considered and were based upon observ-
ation over some considerable time.
That the judgements are subjective and

His opening repertoire is limited,
predictable and perhaps insipid, but
fairly solid. He does not however,
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PLAY IN GROUP 1 bY JONATHAN SARFATI

Round 1 ; McLaren obtained three pieces
vs Q + 2 pawns, but blundered one of
them in an unclear position. This
was Beach's first win for a while after
a long series of losses against McLarenm.
Dive scored his first ever win over Ker,
but by no means his first won position,
Sarfati-Noble was a quick draw.
sound 2 : Beach played a dubious opening
against grarfati, who however missed a
good pawn sac, and the game drifted to
a draw. Noble took advantage of Ker's
passive opening and won a pawn but
presented Ker with a gift Rook and
whole point in a won game. Dive-McLaren
was a hard fought draw.
Round 3 : Noble - Beach reached a blocked
position quickly. Noble tried to win on
time, but the 50 move rule came to Beach's
rescue, Sarfati could have made 50
drawn positions, but blundered an exchange
to suffer his first ever loss to Dive.
McLaren allowed repetition in a won
positicn vs. Ker.
Round 4 : McLaren-Sarfati resulted in
early simplification, which gave some
advantsdge to Black, but the game ended
peacefully. Dive agreed a quick draw
in a better position against Noble, a
decision he would soon regret.. Ker
won well against Beach who deprived him-
self of counterplay on the Black side
of a Pirc.
Scores : Dive 3; Ker 2%;
McLaren, Noble 1k.
Round 5 : Beach won a piece against Dive
by a tactical trick involving pawn
promotion, thus catching him. Sarfati
won a good endgame from Ker, see below;
McLaren beat Noble after thelath@Edlessly
loosened his King side.
In conclusion, Beach and Dive deserved
their placing, 1lst=im a close tourna
ment ,Noble has finished lst, last=,lst,
last in the four Phillips Tournaments
held. The blunder against Ker spoiled
his chances and affected his latev play.

Beach 2 Sarfatf

LEPVIIKMAN--WADE
l26. Khl - Qd2
‘The hoped for 26...Ng4 was not on because
iof 27. Re4 - Ne3: 28. Qb3
27. Qb3 - Ngi 29. Reb - QdZ
,28. Re2 - Qdé 30. Qg3 -~ Nhé
0.....Nf6 was good as there is nothing
in 31 Ngé
31. Re2 - 0dé 32. Re6 - Qa2 33, Re2 - Qdé6
JUraw agreed. A good.struggle.

from page 82

88

ARTHUR POMEROY

As it turned out,
the second section
wasg. deciced in the
first round. Pomeroy
had grabbed his
chance to sacrifice

the exchange as

PLAY IN GROUP 2 by

Sicilian against
Gavin Marner and had
obtained the diag-
rammed position at

time control

40.... €2!'?7 (better 40...Bc5) 41.Rbl!
Ne5?! (irresistible - Black now

basked in the approving glances of the
audience; 41...el=Q should still win)
42, Rg7+! Kf8 (42.... Kxg7 loses a piece
after 43. Bxe5+ and 44.Rxb4) 43. Nxe5
Bxbl (best) 44. Nd7+ Ke8 45. Nf6+ Kf8
46. Nd7+, .5-.5.

Meanwhile Greg Aldridge produced the
following win over Philip Monrad which
bewildered all the spectators. Black
might have played better a rook up - but
then the game wouldn't have been so
entertaining:

l.ch Nf6 2. Ne3 d5 3. cxd5 Nxd5 4. g3 gb
5. Bg2 Nxc3 6. bxc3 c¢5 7. h4 Bg7 8. h5
0-0 9. hxgb hxgé 10. Qb3 Qe7 11.d3 Nd7
12. Be4 (note the subtlety of White's
play) Nf6 13. Bf3 Nd7 14. Qcé Qe5

15. Bb2 Bf6 16. Rbl Rb8 17.Qb3 Qdé

18. Bel Rd8 19. Bf4 e5 20. Be3 Nf8

21. Qa3 b6 22. Qa7 (a pawn but it
involves some problems) Ne6 23. c4 el
24, Bxe4 Be3+ 25. 25, Kfl Ba5 26.Rh8
(probably better 26. Bg6) Kxh8 27. Qxf7 ‘
Qf8 28.Gxg6 Qg7 29. Qh5+ Kg8 30. Bhb
Qf7 31 Bg6 Qe7 32. Nf3 Ng7 32.Qh2 Qeb
34. Re4 Qh3+ 35. Qxh3 Bxh3 36. Kgl Rf8 ]
(36....Bf5!?) 37. BE4 Rbe8 38. Bd6 Rfb
39, Be5 Rff8 40. Bf4 Rf6 41. Ng5 Bf>5

42. Bd5+ KE8 43. el Beb 44, Nxeb Rfxeb

45. Kg2 Kg846. Rhl Re7 47. Bg5 RdA7

48, f4 Rxd5 49. cxd5 Rd6 50. Be7 Rd7

51. d6 b5 52. e5 Bd8 53. Bxd8 Rxd8

54, Rcl Ra8 55. Rc5 Ra2 56. Kf3 Neé

57. Rec8 Kf7 58. f5 Nf8 59. Re7+, 1-0

Pomeroy - Aldridge in round 2 was a
harmless draw, then it was full stean
ahead for both. Greg gave some u0pe

in the last round by iusingssacrificing
a piece in another English against Peter
Hawkes, but once more White's active
pieces and extra pawns fascinated Black
into submission. Thus Greg was a well
deserved winner - he never looked like

Black in the Najdorf i
|

losing, even if his positions gometimes
looked lost. 0f the othere, Arthur
will eventually cease to have nightmares
about his first round game, and Gavin
Marner can be very satisfled to have
won the tournament among the other con-

- testants.

Fditor's additional comment Max Wigbout
an ex Wellington champion and Peter
{awkes are wuch stronger players than
this result would suggest. - N

PLAY IN GROUP 3 by Z.F.

This group's result was notable for the
fact that it was not won by a youngster.
The winner,although more experienced than
the rest of this group has been out of
form for the last two years,or so.Here in
round one he blundered a pawn to Ferguson
in the opening,for no compersation and
obtained a virtually lost game . However,
he managed to mix up things and as a res-
ult had a bishop fior two pawns in the end
game.Ferguson did not find the best moves
to draw the game.

He was also lucky against Borren
when in a fairly even position the latter
blundered the exchange and lost in short
order.He was ,however, decidedly unlucky
against Connor when blundering a pawn in
a good position and having no chance
afterwards.

His game with Boughan was even in the be—
ginniﬁg, but turned intoc a one sided aff@ir
Connor is a young player,who has shown

some progress in the last twe years and
can be expected to improve further.

Ross Ferguson after his result in
the last Premier Reserve could have been
expected to do better than he did.He had
a good win against Connor's Philidor,but
suffered from his customary clock trouble
in the other games,

Andrew Boughan came third equal in the
Upper Hutt club championship two years
ago and thereby promised better things to
come.It does not seem that this is going
to happen soon,unless he revises his opens
ing repertoire.The present one does not -
seem to suit his style of play and his
knowledge of it looks superficial.lt was
mentioned previously that the Sicilian is

a very difficult opening to play, unless

PLAY IN GROUPS 4-5-6 by Z.F.

We do mnot know much about most of the
young players in these groups.

In group 4 Charles Ker,the brother of
Anthony is an imaginative youngster.

Many predict for him,even a betker future
than for his older brother.As we are
writing now we hear, that he just won the
Wellington Provincial Schoolboys Cham-
pionship.He could have been first here
also.He allowed, by a blunder,Crkow to win
a dead drawn pogition in the last round.
Andrew Crkow the winner of this group

is still young,but unless he improves

in management of his clock,he can only
be expected to go backwards,as he seems
to be doing in the last 2-3 years.it is
also possible that health problems have
interfered.

Peter Dunn has been showing conside-
rable improvement for some time.A coach
could help this boy to become a very good
player.

CAMES FROM THE TOURNAMENT

SARFATI EER

French
Notes by Sarfati
1. eb-eb ; 2. dé-d¥; 3.Nd2 - ¢5;
4.2xd5—exd5;5.ﬂb5+~ﬂd?;ﬁ.QeZ+—Be?;
7.dxc5-Nf63;B . Ngfi-0-0;9.Nb3-Re8;
ID.BeB-BxCS;ll.Nch—QaS+;12.Qd2-Qxb5;
lB,O—U-D—bb;1&.Nxd?—ﬂbxd?; 15.0d43
(Karpov-Korchnoi 1978,game 22 went Kbl)
Qaﬁ;lﬁ‘Kbl-NCS;l?.QfS—Nceﬁ;18.Rd&—Qc6;
19.Ne5-Qe7; 20, Ngh-Nxgh;21. Ough-Rac8:
22.0d1-N£6323.0Qd3-h6;24 . h3-Reb;
25.Rd1-Ree8;26.Rxed! (an unexpected
exchange, strengthening Blacks 1QP, but
obtains a B vs N endgame with mobile
pawn majorities on opposite wings.)
The relative King peositions are relevant
as well. In the present instance we have
a theoretical loss For Black. Fd.
26.......dxe&;i?.Qd&—&cS;ZB.Qxc?-Rxc?;
29, RdB+~Kh7:30,b3-Kgh; 31.ch-h5. 13 32,Kb2-
KF5;33.KC3—K96;34.BF5—R36:35.KA4—Ke??;
(loses a pawn by force, and worse, gets
into zugzwaug)36.R38—a5;3?.R3?+—Ke6;

ore plays it as welllor somewhere near that} 38, Re7-Rxe7:39.Bxce7-Nd7340.Kxebd-ah;41.b41

as Sarapu and Small.

Ab Borren is a hardy and experienced
campaigner.At his best he was no push-
over for anyone in Wellington.Health
Rroblems prior to this tournament
oviously affected his form here.

F5b: 142, KEG-KE6343. ht-gb344 . Ked-Keb;
45.Kd7-b5; (desperation: if Ke7 then Kd5
—ch) 46, cxb5-NIB;47 . b6-Kd" M8 . Kd5=Neb:
QQ.B&J-NdS;SU.Bdﬁ!—Nh?;Sl.Bc?—a};52.fﬁ—
Kc83;53.Ke6 1-0
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Here is a game byRussell Dive from
group one,which put out of contention
for first place the favourite in this
group.

2. ~SARFATI . R, DIVE >
Four Knights

Notes by Z Frankel

1. e4 e5

At the Hew Zealand Tevel of play If one
doos'handlc the Sicilian as well as for
instance a Sarapu or Small this is the
most suitable answer to e4 for a player
of Dive's enterprising style. As to
other players in this line\up who prefer
the French, Pirc or the Caro-Kan, we can

only say after watching them for some tim2 Belprade Gambit would give hi

that l.....e5 is less likely to get them
into hot water than any of the above.

As a matter of fact Dive himselfdglgyed

N K AL F
the French against Sarfati on a previou
and drew, but evidently was more keen to
play tae Petroff this time.

2. Nf3 - Nfé6 (]
?g the Petroff o
3. Nc3

.
. Sarfati in turn is not keen to oblige
his opponent and steers the game into

, the Four Knights.
3....Nc6 B
Lev Aptekygr discussing with me Sarfati's
performance in the tournament said "He
wants to win tournaments and plays the
Four Knights", Lev of course knew what
he was talking about and I understood
him. ‘

The Four Knights is not frequently seen
nowadays because it affords less chance
to White than some of the open games,

notably the Ruy Lopez. It is a
relatively tame opening in which Black
has many ways of early equalisation.

One must however put oneself in Sarfati's
position. His knowledge of opening
theory is wide and accurate. First of

all he did not want to oblige Dive with

a Petroff therefore when the latter

replied Nf6 on the second move he could

not direct the game into the type of

Lopez that he likes so he was prepared

to playthe ordinary Four Knights or the

Belgrade Gambit which is initiated by

4, d4. He decided against the Belgrade
because he saw me playing it against

Dive and obtaining a. very good _

position. He reasoned that Dive would

have looked up the opening after the

game and improved in its handling.

Probably this was a correct deduction
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but leading to a wrong conclusion as I
will explain later. So Sarfati was
faced with the Four Knights. He
probably consoled himself by the fact
that this opening was played by both
Capablanca and Botvinnik and probably
knew the game Capablanca~Steiner 1933
and Botvinnik-Reshevsky 1948. He also
knew that he was neither a Botvinnik nor
a Capablancas but he probably also real-
ised correctly that his opponent is
even less of a master than Steiner or
Reshevsky. Thus from this point of
view his choice might not have been
entirely unwise.

I am however, fairly convinced that the

a better
chance jn this case for the following
reason; Sarfati knows it fairly
thoroughly as White and Black. Although
he does like playing against the Belgrade
as Black, it is unlikely that the
assumed study ©f the opening by. Dive
after the game against myself would be
sufficient to match Sarfati's knowledge of
the intricacies of the opening and his
practical experience with it. The
opening would be for him, plain sailing
and for Dive hard, destabilizing work.
We therefore think that the choice of
the Belgrade would be a tactically and
psychologically correct decision.

David Beach, who annotated this game in
his column in the "Evening Post' said
that this "venerable and hardy" opening
affords two choices, either in engaging
in a type of game as the preseni one
which results in a balance of position
or to play the Belgrade Gambit i.e.
"sacrificing a pawn in order to get a
lost game" quoting Tartakower.

David has been away from practical play
for a while and as this judgement
suggests from theoretcal study as well.

Much water has run under the bridge since
Tartakower's time. We know now that
White neither gets a lost game nor does
he lose a pawn in most variations.
Sarapu who has taught Aucklanderi 50
much in past years . 1asAal§orang ysed
with. them this-opening. As a result
of this several serious games including at
the national tourney were played with it
over two decades ago. Although analysis
of this gambit appeared in Shakhmatnij
Bulletin about 28 years ago, practically
none of it has ever been refuted. Mo's t

ope ning guides in the English language
give only one or two variations which

are sufficient for equality for Black.
The English translation of Pénov's and
Estrin's guide gives a brief outline of
all three defences for Black known to
date. The most full treatment accessible
in English is the section in E.C.O.
volume C written by Parma and Tal. The
main variation where White plays Nd5 on
move 5 resluts in eguality. The sub-
variations (the footnotes), which as is
known are examples from practical play
and not analysis of more or less the best
replies by both sides, seems to result in
equality or mostly in White's favour.
Time and space permitting we will try

to fully translate or summarise the
Russian analysis mentioned above.

Considered the most Togical and scientific
nove 0 — -

4.......Bb4

Tt 1Is not so good for Black to play ab

as in the Ruy Lopez because the temporary
protection of e4 changes the situation
completely. In response to this White
can play BxN and although eventually

Black wins back the pawn the ensuing

po sitions are in White's favour. (Det-
ailed analysis by Panov and Estrin).
Rubinstein's Variation 4....Nd4 can also
be played here
5. 0-0° 0-0
6. d3 Bc3
Black can also play here db and transpose
after 7. Bg5 - Be3 8. cb - Qe7 inte

the Metger System, six decades old and
one of the most reliable defences with

a complicated position for both sides

as in the game Botvinnik - Reshevsky in
which however it resulted in a trans-
position of moves . Duras' move 6...Nd4

8. Bgb

White has theé Inferier pawn position
but is compensated by the two Bs and
somewhat greater freedom for his pieces.
His aim is a mobile game and a wobile
pawn centre. On the other hand Black
with his Kts prefers a blocked centre
and a closed positien in order to secure
impregnable posts for his knights. It
is however noted that White will soon
try d4. Therefore to close the centre
he will have to play c¢5 but to do this
he must shift the Knight from (6. An
ideal means to do this is 8..% e7, the
Metger system mentiomed above, which
strengthens the centre and clears the
way for regrouping of pieces. Accord-
ing to R.Fine the normal line where
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both sides are partially satisfied is

8....Qe7 9.Ra:ti— Nd8 10.d4 - Neb

11. Bel - e5! 12. g3 - Ne7 13. Bfl Bgh
14. 43 - B 5 15, Bg2 - R(a)d® 16. d5 -
Qd7 with about even chances.

Fine draws attention to the fact that
White delayed closing the centre as
long as possible but he could not do

it any longer. TFine's "Ideas behind
Chess Openings' has still the best
general treatment of the Four Knights.
The work was of course written over
three decades ago , but in this opening,
theory has not found much new to date.
Generally speaking, Fine's c}assic,
although obviously dated for some open-—
ings, is however still valid for a great
number. As an exposition of general
principles of opening play it has hardly
ever been surpassed by anything written
in the English language. The translat
iong of similar literature, as for
instance Suetin's book are not more than
good supplements to Fine's work. This
may be the reason why it has recently
been republished without changes. I
remember some years back Ortwin Sarapu
urged me to study it carefully. One
can play over column after colummn in
such monster treatmentfas E.C.0. and
still know little of what is actually
going on without looking at works which
expose the general ideas of an opening
in question.
8....h6?

should obtain an advantage in all

variations o }
9, Bh&4 Bg4

10. h3 Bh5

11. Rel

And here 11 gh — Bgb 12. Qd2 and White

1l,.0....83
12. Bg3 Bgb
13. Bceb

There was probably no desperate hurry
for this exchange but White prepares d4
with a consequent opening of the game.
It seems a faulty plan because Black's
pieces will soon become slightly more
active than White's.

14, Bh2 =
"White doesn't want to let the game peter
out in a draw and so hatches a dubious

plan to break in the centre. The

Bishop retreat isn't to perfect symmetry
with g4 but to secure the Bishop against
the black Knight's anticipated arrival




at e4."(Beach)
T2.7.... Qd7
15 d4 Ne4

16. de d5
Better than 16.....Nc3; I7. Qd4-Nd5;
18. c4 - Ne7; 19. ed - Nf5; 20.Qc5 with
advantage to White or 17...Nb5; 18.Qd2
with a variety of threats.

~29 £3 Nf6
30 Rel?

White obviously tries to restrict "the
criminal", the passed apwn, but here

Ng4 deserved comsideration. In addition
to other purposes it would free the
stranded Bishop on h2. With hindsight
its presence on this square eventually

17. ¢4 Rad3
18. Qd4

"White ha§ succeeded in unbalancing the -

position but Black remains comfortably

placed with the more active minor pieces.

White's last tries to gain time through
the threat to the Q pawn for an attack
on the Black centre with R(a)dl and

eventually exchange both ¢ pawns at d5".

loses the game for White. However,both
options : Rel and Ng4 are not taking
into consideration the essential
features

These arefa) The strength of Black's R
on the seventh rank

b) The added strength of the passed
pawn as a result of the rook's position.
c) The possibility of Black's doubling

%geach} - ) o Rooks on the seventh
teeess.ch! d) The fact that the Bishops
are of opp-
19. Qd5 Qa4! o ) osite colours ? FP
When playing his I8th move White probably o

expected 19....Qd5 here when Black is
left with doubled ¢ pawns. After the
much stronger text, the White Queen is
shut out from the K-side where Black
develops dangerous threats." (Beach)

I think David Beach underestimates here
Sarfati's ability if he doesn't credit

) The fact that exchanges help White.

For these reasons I thought that 29. Rf21!!
would be the correct move here, Black
would be forced to either exchange one
Rook or to abandon the seventh altogether.
I have pointed this out to Ark Feneridis
who agreed with my assessment. It

him with seeing a two move deep variation. Seemed the best chance for a draw.

I rather think that White overestimated
his own attack on Black's Q-side pawns.
As it were, all this spells no tragedy
for White yet.
20. Qb7 Qc2
21, Rfl Rb8

22. Qe7 Qb2

23. Racl Qe2

24, Recel

Both last WHAite s moves are forced, in
view of the attack on his f-pawn

24,0 ... Qcé -

25. Qa7 Qa2

David Beach remarks here that the
exchange of Queens deprives White of his
only active piece. Quite apart from
the fact that it is difficult to square
all this with his comment on Black's
19th, one wonders whose Queen is more
active?! It seems Lo us that in the
circumstances the exchange helps more
White than Black.

26. Qall

Better than any other Queeﬁ»ﬁové
26...... - Ra?

27. eb!

Acorrect posifional sacrifice giving
greater freedom Lo White's pieces

27, .. .. fe

28 LeS Lo

30. .... Rc8
il Ret
Again Rf2 seems OK,or even better Chan
on the previous move
3L........Nd5

47

e - “ .
Missing the fork on e3. Beach suggégfsﬂ
the following relatively best variation.
32. Rcl—NeS;33,Rf2—RcaS;34.RaZ-RaZ;

35. g4 He says that Black has pressure
but no clear win _yet

32..... Neld

33. gf  Nfl

34. Kfl - Rh2

That badly placed Bishop!

55.F& “Ras

36. Rel Rhl

White resigns.

The fact that Jonathan was on this day
unusually co-operative does not detract
frogp Russell Dive's high standard of
play,_giving him a meritorious win over
one of New Zealand's best.

%_-.x“_ntr;.----m R A T =

! +-he Sohe loser,

OVERSEAS NEWS

Compiled and edited by Peter Stuart

PRAGUE

The strong Esist European Zonal in -
February resulted in a three-way tie for
first between GM Jansa (CZE), GM Pinter
(HUN) andGM Suba (RUM) with 10 points
out of a possible 18, GM Ermenkov (BUL)
IM Prandsetter (CZE) and GM Schmidt (POL)
all scored 9% points in tying for third.
A double-round eliminator was required
to decide the remaining two qualifiers
and Schmidt was the one to miss out.
Among the favourites to miss out on
qualifying for the Interzonals were GMs
Adorian, Ftacnik and Gbeorghiu.

LONDON

The third Novag Commonwealth Championship
in February saw Canadian IM Kevin
Spraggett repeat his 1984 effort in
coming equal first, this time with the
Indian IM Preven Thipsay. In scoring 8
points in the ll-round Swiss both players
recorded their first GM norm.
On their hems territory for the first
time English grandmasters might have been
expected to do better but four of them
did tie for third place on 7% points:
GM Chandler, Norwood, GM Short and GM
Speelman. Next on 7 points were IM
Johansen (AUS), GM Nunn (ENG), IM Murshed
(BAN) and IM W Watson (ENG).

(See also Editors report in this issue)

USSR CHAMPIONSHIP

The 1985 USSR Championship at Riga doub--
led as a Zonal tournament and this explains
the absence of most of the strongest
Soviet players who had already qualified
for the Interzonals. Five players qualif-
ied for the Intersonals, Simagin being
the one to miss out from those who fini-
shed in the tie for fourth place.

Scores: 1-3 Chernin, GM Gavrikov & M G
Gurevich 11/19; 4-6 GM Balashov, Simagin
& GM Sokolov 10%; 7-8 GM Agzamov & GM
Psakhis 10; 9-13 IM Eingorn GM Gulko,

IM Lerner, GM Iputyan & GM Sveshnikov 9%;
14~16 GM Mikhalcishin, GM Razuvaev & GM
Tukmakov 9; 17-18 GM Geller & GM A Petr.
gsian 8; 19-20 GM Gurgenidze & CM Kupre-
ychik 7%.

Y

LUGANO

Twenty-four GMs were among the 168 comp-
efitors in the 10th Lugano Open held in
March. Vladimir Tukmakov's 7 points from

9 games was enough for an undivided first
prize, a little surprising in such a large
field.

'Sharing second place, with 6% points, were
(in tie-break order): GM ShortéENG}, M
spraggett (CAN), GM Farago (HUN), GM
Mednis (U3A), GM Martinovic (YUG), GM
Ceorgadze (USSR), GM Inkiov (BUL), GM
Nunn (ENG), GM Sax (HUN), GM Reshevsky
(USA), GM Kurijica (YUG), GM Nemet (YUG)
GM Chandler {(ENG) & GM Klaric. (YUG).

Apart from Spraggett's second GM morm in
consecutive events, the most surprising
result was that of veteran US grandmaster
Sammy Reshevsky who is now 741

COPENHAGEN

Denmark's emergence as an organiser of
international tournaments gained a
further boost in March with a category

11 event — the strongest ever held in
that country. Josef Pinter easily out-
paced the field with an undefeated 84/11.
In his first tournsment at home since 1979
Bent Larsen (also undefeated) tied for
second place with IMs Curt Hansen an%
Helgi Olafsson who both made their final
GM norms.

Seores: 1 GM Pinter (HUN) 8%; 2-4 IM
Hansen (DEN), GM Larsen (DEN), & IM
Olafsson (ICE) 7; 5 GM Smyslov (USR) 63
6-7 IM de Firmian (USA) & IM Hjartarson
(ICE) 5; 8-9 IM Hoi (DEN) & J PTaskett
(ENG) 4%; 10-11 GM Karlsson (SWE) & IM
Kristiansen (DEN) 4; 12 IM Mortensen
(DEN) 3%.

TALLINN

Yugoslav IM Milan Drasko came close to a
major upset in this category 9 tourney:
taking an early lead but falling back in
the middle of the event. He finished with
three wins to split the Soviet players who
otherwise monopolised the top placings.

Sc ges.: 1 GM Dolmatov (USR) 9%; 2 GM
Kuzmin (USR); 9; 3-6 IM Drasko (YUG),

GM Gavrikov (USR), GM Kochiev (USR),
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& GM Tal (USR) 8%; 7 IM Ehlvest (USR)

8; 8 IM 011l (USR) 74; 9 IM Karolyi (HUN)
7; 10 IM Rogers (AUS) 6%; 11 IM eingold
(USR) 6; 12 IM Yrjola (FIN) 5%; 13
Kairner (USR) 4%; 14 Kiik (USR) 4; 15 IM
Pribyl (pOL) 3%.

NEW YORK

The 1985 New York Open, a 9-round Swiss,
saw six players share a $US43,000 pay-
out. THey were GM Ljubojevic (YUG), GM
Seirwan (USA), GM Kudrin (USA), GM
Christiansen (USA), IM de Firmian (USA)
& IM Dlugy (USA). All scored 7 points,
a total which sufficed for a final GM
norm for de Firmian.

Sharing 7th place, on 6% points, were
GM Adorian (HUN), GM Lomberdy (USA), CM
Gheorghiu (RUM), GM Gurevich (USA), IM
Barlov (YUG) & Bjarnason (ICE). Among
those on 6 points were GMs Alburt, Lein
and Torre.

OBITUARY - I KASHDAN
The American grandmaster Isaac Kashdan

died on 20 February 1985 at the age of
79,

TUNIS TAXCO
Belyavsky USR G 2635 Timman
Portisch HUN G 2635 Nunn
Yusupov USR G 2590 Hibner
Nikolic YUG G 2575 Romanishin
Miles ENG G 2560 Tal

Hort CZE G 2560 Spraggett
Gavrikov USR G 2550 Nogueiras

De Firmian USA I 2540 Pinter
Sosonko NLD G 2535 Alburt
Zapata COL G 2535 Speelman
Ermenkov BUL G 2515 Agdestein
Chernin USR I 2495 Balashov
Dlugy USA 1 2485 Cebalo

Suba RUM G 2465 Sisniega
Morovic CHI 1 2450 Qi

Bouaziz TUN T 2395 Gurevich M.
Afifi EGY 2370 Prandstetter
Hmadi TUN 2285 Saced

G4

Born in New York on 19 November 1905
Kashdan became the strongest AmeriCﬂ;
player during the 1930s, a period when
the United States dominated the world
Chess scene with victories at four
Olympiads. Kashdan played on the tap
board each time. Known as the "Little
Capablanca", Kashdan was once suggest—
ed by Alekhine as hisg likely succéssor.
His dominance of American chess was
gradually eroded with the arrival on the
chess scene of two slightly younger
rivals, Reuben Fine and Sammy Reshevsky.
In later years Kashdan became more
widely known as the chess editor of the
"Los Angeles Times'" and as the director
of a aumber of major chess tournaments -
on the US west coast.

INTERZONALS

The first of the three Interzonal tournam
ents was scheduled to begin at Tunis on
26 April.The others are at Taxco (Mexico)
starting on 9 June and Biel (Switzerland)
on 30 June.With the exception of the play-
off match between Shvidler and Petursson
all qualifiers were known by 31 March and
the 54 players were allocated to the three
venues as follows

BIEL
NLD G 2650 Vaganian USR G 2640
ENG G 2615 Polugaevsky USR G 2625
BRD G 2605 Ljubojevic YUG G 2595
USR G 2570 Andersson SWE G 2575
USR G 2565 Sax HUN G 2565
CAN I 2560 Seirawan USA G 2560
CUB G 2545 Sokolov USR G 2550
HUN G 2540 Torre PHI G 2540
USA G 2535 Short ENG G 2535
ENG G 2530 Quinteros ARG G 2530
NOR T 2500 Rodriguez A. CUB G 2505
USR G 2495 van der Wiel NLD G 2500
YUG I 2485 "Zone 2" I 2480
MEX I 2470 Jansa CZE G 2465
PRC I 2440 Li PRC I 2455
USR 2435 Gutman ISR I 2455
CZE T 2430 Partos SWI 1 2425
UAE T 2400 Martin SPA T 2370

COPENHAGEN

OVERSEAS NEWS GAMES

PINTER-MORTENSEN, Kinge Indian

1 d4 Bf6 2 c4 g6 3 Nc3 Bg7 4 e4 db
5 Be2 0-0 6 Nf3 e5 70-0 Nc6 8d5 Ne7 9
Nel Nd7 10 £3 £5 11 g# Nf6 12 Nd3 cé

13 Be3 Kh8 14 h3 b5 15 Nb4 be4 16 Ncb
Nc6 17 dcé Beb 18Qa4 fed 19 fe4 d5 20
Be5 d4 21 Bf8 BF8 22 c¢7 Qe7 23QcHb Rc8
24 Nd5 Nd5 25 ed5 Bd7 26 Qc4 Bh6 27 Kg2
Be3 28 b4 e4 29 Qc5 Qc5 30 be5 d3 31
Rf7 Bb5 32 d6 Bg5 33 h4 Bh4 34 g5 1-0

HANSEN-PLASKETT, Symmetrical English

1 d4 Nf6 2 Nf3 c5
3 c4 cd4 4 Nd4 b6
5 Nc3 Bb7 6Bg5 a6
7Bf6 gf6 8 ek eb

9Be2 Qc7 10 0-0

h5 1la3 Nec6 12Khl
h4 13f4 £5 1l4ef>5

%%’ T
i B @

Kf6 30 Rg6 Kf5 31 Rhé Nf6 32 RE8 Rcob
33 Bf? Rb6 34 Bb7 b4 35 REf6 Rf6 36
Rf6 Kft6 37 Bd5 Ke5 38 Bc4 Ke4 39 cbé
1-0.

GELLER-EINGORN, Ruy Lopez:
1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Ncé

L

¥ /;- ?’é’iﬁ-m«% 3 BbS a6 & Ba4 NE6

7 1 %] 50-0Be7 6 Rel b5

7 7 % | 7Bb3d6 8 c3 0-0
i

9 h3 Bb7 10 d4 Re8

2| 11 Nbd2 B£8 124Bc2

w7 ol g6 13 d5 Ne7 14 NfL

N 3 fg Bg7 15 b3 Nxed 16
]

';%. Q. o P
g =0tk W Bxeh £5 17 Be2 ek
18 Nd4 Nd5 19 Ne2

19 Nd5 Nd4 20 fe6 Nf5 2lef7 Rg7 22

(DTAGRAM)

h3 15 Bf3 hg2 16
Bg2 0-0-0 17 Rcl
Bd6 18.Qd2 Rdg8

Nc7 Ke7 23 ¢5 be5 24Qa5 Kb8 25 Bb7
Kb7 26Rc3 Nd4 27 Rc5 Ne2 28Rc3 Bf4
29 Rb3 Ke6 30 Qa4 Ke7 31 Qc4 Kdée 32
Qe2 Bh2 33 Qh2 Rh2 34 Kh2 Rh7 35 Kg2
1-0

COMMOMWEALTH CHAMPIONSHIP

NUNN-MURSHED, Sicilian Sozin:

1 e4 ¢5 2 NfB Ncé
3 d4 exd4 4 Nxdé4
e6 5 Nc3 dé6 6
Be3 Nf6 7 Bcid Be?
8 Qe2 a6 9 0-0-0
Qc7 10 Bb3 Na5 11
gb b5 12 g5 Nxb3
13 ab3 Nd7 14 h4
b4 15 Na4 Nc5 16
h5 e5 17 N5 Bf5
18 ef5 Na4 19 ba4 Qec6 20 Kbl Qa4 21
Rh4 Rb8 22 Rd5 Qd7 23Qd3 b3 24 cb3
0-0 (DIAGRAM) 25 f6 gf6 26 gf6 Bf6

27 Rd6 Qe7 28 Rgh Kh8 29 Bc5 Rfd8 30
Qd5 Rd6 31 Bd6 Qd7 32 Qe5 Qd8 33 Qg3
Rb5 34 h6 Rd5 35 Bc7 Qe8 36 Ka2 Rd2
37 Be5 Rf2 38 Re4 Be5 39 Qg7 1-0.

USSR CHAMPIONSHIP

KUPREICHIK-SVESHNIKOV, QUD Semi-Slav:

1 d4s d5 2 c4 e6b 3 Ne3 c6 4 Nf3 Nf6 5
Bg5 h6 6 Bh& dec4 7 e4 g5 8 Bg3 b5 9
Be2 Bb7 10 0-0 Be7 11 Ne5 Nbd7 12 f4

Ne5 13 fe5 Nh7 14 Bh5 0-0 15 Qf3 f5 16

ef5 Qd4 17 BE2 Qe5 18 Rael Qf5 19 Qf5
Rf5 20 Re6b Bf6 21 Bgé Rf2 22 Kf2 Bc3
23 be3 Nf8 24 Rd6 Rc8 25 Rel Re7 26

Re8 Kg7 27 Bh5 c¢5 28 Rdd8 Nh7 29 Rg8

B oRa®
Nc3 20 Ne3 Be3 21

Rbl ¢5 22 Bb2 Bb2 23 Rb2 d5 24 Qcl d4

(DIAGRAM) 25 Bdl Qdé6 26 Rc2 Rac8 27 Qgb
Je5 28 h4 f4 29 Bgh Qg5 30 hg5 Re7 31
Rd: d3 32 Rc3 Re5 33 £3?7 e3 34 Rcd3

e2 35 Rel eflQ 36 Kfl Rg5 37 Kf2 Kg7
38 Rd7 Rd7 39 Bd7 Kf7 40 a4 Bd5 41 Bce8
Bb3 42 a5 c4 43 Bab c3 44 Bb7 b4 45

Ral Bd5 46 Bd5 O-1.
LUGANO

SPRAGGETT-MARTINOVIC, King's Indian:

1 c4 Nf6 2 Nc3 gb

3 e4 d6 & d4 Bg7

5 Nf3 0-0 6 Be2 c5
“F 0-0 Re8 8 Rel Bgé
9 deb5 de5 10 e5 Nfd7
11 h3 Bf5 12 Bf4

it Nc6 13 BfL Nb4 14

O
7 B o 4 Be6b 15 Qe2 Qa5
m////ﬂﬁwgi&@ | %6 a3 nc6 17 nd5
L =aess ] pac8 18 b4 Qd8 19
Radl £6 20 ef6 ef6 (DIAGRAM) 21 Qeé
Re€ 22 Reb Kf7 23 Reel Nde5 24 Beb
fe5 25 Bg2 cb4 26 ab4 a5 27 b5 Nd4

28 Ne5 Be5 29 Re5 Re4 30 Rdel Kg7?
(30...Rc5) 31 Re7 Kné 32 f4 g5 33 fg's
Kgb 34 h4  1-0.

KUDRIN-RESHEVSKY Sicilian-Najdorf:

1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cd4 4 Nd4 Nfé
5 Ne3 Ncé6 6 £3 a6 7 Be3 e6 8 Qe2 Nd4

9 Bd4 e5 10 Bf2 Be6 11 0-0-0 Re8 12
Qel Be?7 13 g4 Qa5 14 Kbl Re3 15 Qel
Qa2 16 Kcl d5 17 Qe5 0-0 18 Bd4 Rd8

19 Bd3 h6 20 Qc7 de4 21 Qe7 Rd4 22
fe4 Neh 23 Qe8 Kh7 24 Bed Re4 25 Qd8
Qal 26 Kd2 Qb2 27 Qd3 £5 28 Rbl Qe5
29 Rbel Qa5 30 c3 Bek 31 Qc2 Rf4 32
Kdl Qal 33 Qcl Qa4 34 Kd2 Qa2 O-l.



Third
Novag Commonwealth
Championship

by the Editor
PREPOST FAVORITISM

This tournament is of special interest

to us mainly because of Murray Chandler's
participation, However, Philip Clemence
also played and in a way (?) did

IM  Robert Wade a former N.Z.Champion.

The tournament was held in February
and has attracted its strongest field
to date,

Prepost favourites in the ll-round
contest were four English gramdmasters
ie John Nunn, winner of three gold -
medals in the last Olympiadand curr—
ently rated ninth in the world; nineteen
year old Nigel Short, current British
champion and "champion of the English
speaking world" after his conquest of
Lev Alburt, US champion (7-1); fomrer
British champion Jonathan Speelman and
"cureently the second ranked Briten"
Murray Chandler. Challenges were expectec
from defending Commonwealth champion

K Spraggett of Canada, one of the
highest ranked IMs in the world and from
a strong contingent of IMs from England
Scotland and Australia.

NEW ZEALAND HOPES

New Zealanders naturally hopedggﬁg second
rank~4 Briton ", a victim, or beneficiary
of an international takeover. bid B
will be the victor,'but you can't win
them all’'.

GENEROUS PRIZE BUT ...

The largest single prize ever of 10,000
pounds was offered by the giant egal
and General insurance group for the
winner of the tournament but he would
have to win every game in all 11 rounds.
This has only been achieved twice in an
event of this calibre - once by

Emmanuel Lasker at the turn of the
century and once by Bobby Fischer in the
US Championship. Accoiding to the tounr-
nazrt bull~tin there was a chance the
winner not to be human, because a computer
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has been entered. Should it have won,
the money would have gone to the owner.
Readers would no doubt have noticed,
that the generous domors of the prizxe
were insurers’ ... One hastens to add
that this was not the only instance of
suppe- t for English chess by Legal and
General. ‘

OUTSTANDING PERSONAL ACHIEVEMENTS

Some ot the personal milestones

listed in the bulletinwere: grandmaster
norms by Spraggett., the winner on tie
break and.Thipsay of India, the co-
winner on points scored, international
master norms by l6-year-old David
Norwood of England (all three norms
inside six months!) and Sathe of India
(woman international master). The ladies
championship by Jana Miles of England.

CURIOSITY?

Readers will note in the table of
results that R Wade played only one
game. This is all very puzzling for the
following reasons: The bulletin names
him as chief arbiter and yet an
abbreviation 'res' is printed in brackets
after his name besidethe result of his
game against Blackstock. Was the chief
arbiter a substitute for a bye which
Blackstock would have had otherwise?

Is there such a thing as a 'reserve'

in an individual tourney? Can anyone
enlighten us?

GAMES AND CHANDLET '3 PLAY

We give, after the tournament table,

all the games of the "New Zealand
comnection" that we could find in the
bulletin ie all Chandler's games, five
by Philip Clemance and Wade's only game.
A selection of games by other polayers
follows those of the NZ trio. Following
is a description of Chandler's games
taken from the bulletin,

In roun< one he met Orr. His opponent
put a rook en prise in a drawn position.
In round two he "basically pushed
Howell off the board" in a rather un-
inspiring performance by the latter.

In round three he beat IM Daniel King
of England, who went down in a hard-
fought ending. In round four he beat
Robert Bellin and was the only contender,
who retained chances of winning the

Legal and General prize mentiomed above.
In round five he lost to the eventual
tourney winner, Spraggett. The latter's
bishop was trapped when his position was
slightly inferior as a result of an IQP.
In round six he beat Tipsay, "his persist-
ence standing out in what he modestly
described as a scrappy encounter' (Bob
Wade). In round seven he overpressed
against Littlewcod “vho wisely gave up
his gqueen for rook & bishop".
This proved decisive. In round eight he
drew with Hodgson, who is obwious from the
game must have been pleased with a draw
against Eagland's No 2. Round nine saw
Murray in a sacrificial and winning mood.
To quote Jonathan Mestel "the centre piece
of the round was Chandler-Watson in which
an imaginative exchange sacrifice led,
surpoisingly, to the win of the exchange".
In the tenth round Murray was not so
lucky. According to the bulletin: "the
showpiece of the tenth round was thn
Nunn's demolition of Murray Chandler,
who ended up with his queen trapped in
the midele ‘cf the board". In round 11
he beat Martin after an adjournment,
where the latter had to defend a difficult
queen ending a pawn down.
It was not Murray's best tournament
result, but even so he was only a half
point away from the joint winners.
CLEMANCE'S RESULT
Philip was graded 44 prior to the event
(see table). He finished 46-54 equal with
4% points ie only slightly below expece-
ations. Nevertheless, in an event which
included four grandmasters, 15 IMs, five
FIDE masters, 1 woman GM, 1 woman IM and
other highly-rated players, his result

caun .. —.usidered satisfactory. He left
behind some players, rated higher than

him prior to the event and scored over
50 percent

OTHER REMARKS
We note that one of Clemance's games 1s
headed Bishop's Opening. The initial
position is sometimes reached from the
B Opening, but 'Italian Game’would be
a better description.
We rea)ise the readers would appreciate
annotated games or lightly annotated
games. We do not have any for this tour-
nament and hag no time to delegate any
suitable annotators. Quite apart from
this, we thought we will give a number
of unannotated games for a particular
reason. They encourage one's own analy-
sis. For instande, in the game Jackson-
Ady an average A grade player will
probably require a couple of minutes to
work out the reason for blackls resig-
nation. Of the whole selection of games
there are some on a level similar to
the one in the New Z@aland Championship.
They will be well understood and enjoy-

ed bv most readers.
The gameNunn-Murshed for which the former

was awarded the best game prize, is
given in the overseas games section.
There were no diagrams to Chandler's
games in the bulletin and we are pressed
for time to produce some. All other dia-
grams from this tournament are photn-
copied from the bulletin. The

games are also photocopies from the
bulletin, We have tried to save the
typist from some work. The miitor is a
bad typist himself and he is being ass-
isted by other peogrle in ihis respect.

THE BRILLIANT
CONSTELLATION SERIES

‘Wide range of latest and
other chess BOO
availakle.
CATALOGUE

available on request.
Includes avariety of items an:
openings, middle game
strategy and tactics end-
gane instruction, problems

eic.
for pfayers
at all levels,

The superb Novag range of chess computers are the only models endorsed
by New Zealand Grandmaster Murray Chandler.
Available from:
New Zealand Chess Supplies
.0. Box 42090, WAINUIOMATA
Wellington.
ph (04) 648-578 (Eve).

BEHAWHE1SU LA
New Zealand Chess Supplies
P.O. Box 42090, WAINUIOMATA
Wellington.
ph (D4) 648-378 (Eve).
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GAMES FROM NOVAG
1 1. Nunn ENG GM 2415 24+ L8+ 8- 22+ 12- 30+ iS5+ 3= 9= 2+ 9= 2 =
2 M. Chandler ENG @GN 236868 27+ 19+ 12+ 14+ 3- 7+ 10- 9= 8+ (- 13+ 7.9 = T T 4t
3 K. Spraggett CAN IM 2%60 28+ 21+ %= P+ 2+ 10m 12+ 1= P= dm (%= g Orr-Chandler Chandler-Bellin 12 .'i.L.’r Tigd I]I}-Ii 2.:; '!l-;l;\lg
4 N, Shoart ENG GM 2535 34+ 22@ 2+ 9m |3m 1Sm 24m [2+ [0+ = Sm .5 Fuoglish Sicilian 15 4.bS d6 16 Wb’ [.d i *; -7
5 J. Speelman ENG GM 2%30 30+ 49+ 3Im 10m 4+ 12m B= 14w 13m 9+ 4= 7. & LS o6 2edcS TEe) Giebadd || ed o5 2 &1 dé 3 d4 cd 4 &idd [d7 18 &ab ﬁ‘#y 19 Gyed 016 20
& M. Hebden ENG IM 2480 31= 39= {7+ 21+ S5- 48+ 22= 7- 38- S9= I4= 3.3 cd S Gidd eh 6 pd Who T HbIASK [ 5116 5 Gicd Hich 6 LS et 7 Wd2 (W3 Wax 2t Tid! Zad 22 &bb
7 P. Thipsay Phe ol o SR e 4 RO 2 & Sh TR I+ 8 cd 5105 9 g2 Med 10 be Le7 11 |a6 8 0:0-0 Rd7 9 F4 h6 10 Ahd gS [Hal 23 G1a8 Hea8 24 h3 4 25
8 W. Watson ENG IM 2440 32+ Sl+ 1+ 3- 27= 25= S= 294+ 2- 38a L4+ 7 . o TR ; 5 7 Gyges 13 Gheh W11 Hd1 26 Wd1 Has5 27 ed 57
9 1. Hodgson ENG IM 2458  3I7= 43+ 44+ 4m lom 27m 285+ 2= 1= S- 19+ 7 0-00-012 2ed We7 13cdeS 14c5 |11 fg Mgd 12 Led DigeS 13 Mo |8 ALL 105 "0 Gyd2 hS 30 bd Hal
10 P. Littlewood ENG IM 2443 38+ S9= 20¢ S+ 24+ I 2+ 27+ 4&4- 7- 2%- 4.9 e 15Wd3 DN 16 WhS Zd7 17 | &ch 14 g3 Gigh 15 &bl hS 16 Wed 28 REL ! 9 2 s ~|L14
11 D. Johansen AUS Im 2425 39= 33+ (9~ 23+ 25- 3L+ 20+ 22= 27= (3Ja 38+ = Hadl Hadg I8 Bd7 2d7 19 Gel [&p? 17 &1d5 ed 18 ed We? 19 $WeT (3] Wwh2 hd 32 g3 c3 33 Lpled
12 D. King ENG IM 2423 40+ &4+ 2- 38+ 1+ Sm 3- 4~ 39+ 16= 23+ 7 hot 20 a3 a6 21 Wbo Who 22 cb |&e? 20 de be 21 ¢3 a5 22 ad @S I'Wd). Qgl 0-1
13 A. Martin ENG IM 2425 494= 37+ d4l= 32+ 4q4m 14m 342 3B+ Bam Llx - 4. 0= £1d4 23 2d4 ed 24 ad @c5 25 |23 ded dS 24 £d3 wd6 25 Thil 3 ”Hodgson-(,handler
14 R. RaviSekhar IND IM 2420  4l= 62+ 42= 25= 22= 39+ 27- 19= J6v 23= B- o fvd3 Bb6 26 Ebl Ed6 27 fib7as | Da7 26 Bd2 Hb7 27 wa2 He7 28 (Sicilian
1S N. Murshed BAN IM 2415 &0+ 294- 24m 32+ 20+ dm |- 2%= 41+ 27+ 3a > - - 730 w2 |1 ed €5 2 14 d5 3 Gic3 de 4 Gied
16 R. Bellin ENG IM 2390 S4+ 25+ 24+ 2- 9= 13m 7= Sm 22= 2= 27= 4.5 28 &ab g5 29 &bS g7 30 &e5 |Ld2 ZThT 29 &bl Tb7 el i
75 &I mle6dl &ibd7 7 gl go
17 M. Condie SCO IM 2380 39- 33+ 6- S0+ Si+ 24~ G%= (8= I2¢ 19- 26m =4 MeS 3 Gicd Red 32 ded Scd 33 (He? 31 He2 Hhd 32 gh Dk 33 [Wc |
18 J. Gallagher ENG 2370 35+ 1- 27- &i= 23+ 3I7m 3Pm 7= g4= 29% W9w = g &bS &6 34 Hel &ed 35 &d3 [Def2 Hp? 34 EfS He? 35 BRI o ﬂgz_ﬂgwu:am-ninﬁezbcl
19! 3. Howsl e FM Esgp 92k 20 Ll Wie 70 3e- dow 1A= SPR LG o e Hcb 36 Bp2 es 37 Bf 2d2 38 [Db7 36 Ra6 Ha7 37 &2 Lh7 3 [DI2 &b7 12 4d2 Hack 13 Racl
20 M. Pein ENG 2370 36+ 42= 10- 33+ 13- 4i= 11l- 30- 48+ 57- 62+ % - 7 G = i B G -5 14 fe $3hS 15 &cIbSlabl 43
Tbl &bd Y Hil &d2 40 Hbl |&dd Ep7 W He? He7 40 cd 54l F
21 6. Barg MLT FM 2360 &1+ 3- 49+ &- 38= 2.9 ’ ' : < 42 b3 drd6 a1 ficd Hh744 17 &6 Zes 18 &hS Red 19 Wek
22 N. Davies ENG IM 2335 S8+ dm 59+ - 14m 45+ 4a llx 14= 2F- 0= 4 Lbad) TITFS42 14 pfad T M6 jod Hd5albi Lo se ! %0 Bt ©a7 21 23 De5 22
23 K. Hon MAL Fm 2345 53= 41- 43+ L1- 1B- B8+ Sa+ 43+ 24+ ld= 12- 4 44 a4 -1 Gl Ep? 45 &7 a7 46 Dees |Hel “;I Bl = o ;
24 A. Law ENG FM 2333 &3+ 13+ 16- 51+ 10- 17+ 4= 8- 23- 3da 5- = Chandler-Howell Spraggett-Chandler &g j?.d4 23 &hl Wd7 24 Et:
25 D. Narwaod ENG 2333 57+ 16- 64+ 14m 11+ Ba F- 15= 40+ 22+ 10+ 7.5 Sicilian English L1225 T2 Wdd 26 Hi4 ?nl 27
= h e ey Biea o 5B () e L Bie BT e den a2 i 5.S Led o8 270 b ed 4 7 | | ed 5 2 if3 63163 Scd Ao 4 dd [HI) Ea::macus@ Zex ;.*j\g;_‘(;
| g% - S0+ = ou - 11= 13- 14= 7 &ed 31 HEN % 32
28 3. Nicholaon ENG 2310 3- 385+ 34- 35- 53+ 3= I1- 49+ &L+ 41- dd+ 5.5 2l 5 Fichan el > 7 5b1 fed 5 Dd4e66 g3 Whe 7 Db3d5 8 EI:? {;c;ml ln.i.iﬂ ,f.? &
29 A. vaidya IND 2310  43= 44- 53+ 3I9= S59= 38 S7= 52+ 30+ 18= 3I3m 4 ReTHD-0 009 WY et 10505 | od £HA59 HdSed 10 g2 &b 11/ &h “Chandl “_’{,v “'0“*
30 J. Ady ENG 2305 3- Sé+ Sl- 46+ 32+ L~ 33= 39- 42- 49+ 53+ =% S Fhed nbd? b od Sl 13 Bd2 fgd 12 040 Ed8 13 &bd) "." LIRS
31 D. Friedgoad ENG FM 2308 4= 48w 3I3= 3I7= 40= (1~ 28+ a44= 3= 43- 35+ §_ 5 Eed S 14 Hacl ad 15 S3d2 510 | wibha 14 We2 00 15 Bfd] W 16| Kings Indian §
32 P. Cartan IRL 2300 B- 60+ 44+ 13- 30~ B0- 42+ &+ L7~ S2- 49+ 3 To W) ipS 17 &pS WS INbaab | Zd2 Hiek 17 3 g6 18 h3 &r5 (9|1 dd @6 2cd 63 B3 fg74gl
33 A. Dunnington ENG 2290 7- S84+ 3im 20- %2+ 40= 3I0= 3= 43a 44+ 29u 4 19 b 106 20 b 5106 11 bl Wi Wdl fed 20 Dol Wb 21 fHidd [0-05 Kp2d66 Hicd Hbd770-0eS
34 P. Jammison sca 2319 4- 52~ 38+ 40= 43= 2= Glam I7+ ddm 2d= &= 5. i e i) Wda 24 6 27 Hed Gid4 23 Hd4 e 24(8 ed c6 9 h3 W6 10 de Fie5 1163
39 s. Tilak IND 2280 49~ 17- T4+ 28+ dim 44- ST+ 33 31w S6- 49— 4. % 23 EIdE a7 20 p3 W4 24 Sl | wbe 22 Hed $da 2 LT VY 12 W Ghed 13 Dred Lal 14
36 A. Hanreck ENG 2275 42- S8+ 28+ 7- 28+ 19+ 13= 30¢ 1a- 39= dl= 4 Wbty 25 o3 de 26 wat Fab 27 hoe | Wel Weo 25103 &bl 26 Whi Hcd]| D02 1 AC 1. g
37 L. Blackstock sco 2275 9= 13- 62+ 31= 63= 183 S9- 3d- S&- I8+ 0= 4. % WaT 28 70} u6 29 HbS EeR 30| 27 be Wel 28 &b W2 29 Wil | Lht Wdd 15 Tdl WeS 16 KR
38 H. Barber AUS 2270 10- 63+ 61+ 12- 2la 29+ 44+ 13- &+ B= 1l- 4 Wbl [es 3 fh7 Had 32 TbK | Wz 101405 11 Wb Tel 32 Eas| M 17 £d6 5 18 WdY Eb8 19 14
| 39 S. Knott ENG 2260  lla 4a S2m 29= 48- &0+ 18= 30+ 19a 3em= 43a 4 L7 1 WS Eod 34 Hh2 Bal 35 | Wi 11 Wes el W ZdX 10 Wes 20 &h2 &f6 21 bd Wba 22
190 T Janes wLS 2280  12- S7+ 48= 34= Ji= 33= 24+ 4= 25- SI+ 22a 4 GBS Al 3 §* Ry Wel &£d7 23 Wa7 Ee8 24 Hed
41 R. Granat ENG 2245 14m 23+ 13= 19- 33= 20= 43+ S9m 18- 28+ I&= 4 Thd _,“J'“F “'\dh W3 S ; {h’m {eeThipsay de8 25 Wb Wcd 26 Hel W7 27
42 S. Jackson ENG IwM 2233 36+ 20= 14= 27- 48- 43- 32- 44+ 30+ 28- al- q Weld Tdl W &el 10 Spanish . a4 h5 28 h4 Wd7 29 Ebl c5 30
43 J. Miles ENG wWGM 2230 29 9- 23- &2+ 34= 42+ q4(- 57+ 3%= 31+ 392 4 King-Chandler Pedes 28 Faen d abs abd s gb7 Wd2 31 WeT Wdd 1225 ﬂds
44 P. Clemance NZD 2220 13= 29+ 9= 39~ &1+ 3IY+ 3IB- Iias 3I4= IJ- 28- 4. % Sicilian Sty SO0 me7 6 del hS 7 mhio-n
45 A. Stebbings ENG 2210 &4- 26~ S7+ 40+ 39+ 22- 7= 23- SI-def+ I+ . = | ed c5 2 {4 d5 3 &1 de 4 Gred | K ad kb7 9 d3d6 10 53 &5 (1 | 33 Wh Ra5 34 We7 1.0
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47 J. A 2 , _ We7 5 &3 Hi6 6 &bS kd7 7 (®albd 128l 513Gl weR 14
. Ayinla NIG 220% Sl- &1- 356~ 35- &2~ %A= 49— =g~ 44+ 1.5 e h3 Seb 15 feb le 16 el Wd7 17 Sicilian
48 B. Sathe IND 2073 62= 3l= 40= 24= A2+ 6= (9= 44- 20~ AF+ 40= 4. % Kd7 @ibd7 8 d3 g6 9 &il6 Gif6 1) {h3 Keb 13 deb le o o | 1 €4 ¢S 2 i3 d6 3 da éd 4 5104
49 5. walker ENO 2010 38+ 8- 21 3&- dem 8l- 4r+ zE- a3+ 30- 32- 3.5 @e5 &gl 11 WIT 00 12040 d7 [eI be I8 be Tabk 19 We2 BOT 0| f o S a0 208067 4 WeT s
%0 I. Thomas ENG 46- 27~ 63+ 17- 55+ 32+ 44- 20+ 29- Se- 17= 4.4 13 d7 Wd7 1415 Hack 15 &ht o Habl Tiby 21 dd ed 22 cd ed 23 W bS 9 5 Gich 10 ich Wb 11
51 A. Dunn ENG 47+ 8- 30+ 24~ 17~ 26~ 582 Sdx S2- sdadet+ 4% WIS 16 WS pt 17 EIS o4 1K el Sdd Gb3 24 Gd6 W16 25 Thdl| oo e e 0t a7 13 fe 1
52 K. Allen IRL 19- 34+ 39= [5- 33- &3a 29- 5 | 372 51cs 27 G115 w7 ax | 10 Bl 12 &A3 g7 13 fe fe 14
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62 J. Wright AUS 48a 14- 37- 43- a7+ :;ix- ;4_ ;43 3+ &0+ 28__ ‘:‘i Het 92 Bub7 He2 43 13 o344 | L dd Sab 2e4 5 3 dihsdchub5( 8 Dbd2 00 9 Rc6 £c6 10 Des
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44 Novag Monster Y HKG 43+ 12- 25- 33- 60- 33~ 42+ 42- 47- Sia &7+ o= i.&,u ses -1 l b7 Y ed et 10 Roded | ed Serf Dd7 WdT 142466 15 Hael &I7 16/
53 R G wade ENG IM 2315 37= 5. = Shfeai =
ééd K. Arkell ENG 2410 Sé= S50+ 32- 18= IS+ X
|87 C. Rose ENG 6a- o 99
98




ed Wd5 17 a4 Rfe8 18 Qcd b6 19
Wgd Hc620 Qe Be8 21 DT Ht7
225 A8 23 Hel e5 24 Hed Hg8
25 Sicl a6 26 We2 b5 27 abab 28
c4 be 29 bc Wd7 30 Rhd Ecd8 31
2h3ed4 32 de Wd4 33 &hi Hed 34
He3 Hde8 35 Hel HdeS5 36 h3
&d6 37 He5 He5 38 Wil Hel 39
Wel Wcd 40 /b2 W7 41 Wal
WdS 42 Wil cd 43 dc3 feS a4
ReB fe 45 We2 216 46 WeS ed 47
Wh7 WIS 48 Wet c3 49 g4 We5 50
g5 @5 51 hd &gd 52 Wa2 el 53
We2 bhd 54 Wel &hS5 55 We2
2h6 56 Wab g6 57 Wch e 58 &g
e L W 0-1

Clemance-VYaidya
sicilian
| oed ¢S5 2 Gud et Vdd ed 4 T
St 5 el db b oged e 700
Tt N e 00914 ¢3 10 T ibia
L) oZid Sek 12 B2 ahd 1L
16 1 wd? seS 15 Sdd e
sl et |7 Wedan IS Tad ] vl
19 ¥ 2ol 2005 wdS s 20 ol
WS 22 WS Hed 20 bd wdS 24 b
Seh 25 ed Sud6 26 ¢S5 Sied 27 d
TS I8 BT 10

Ilodgson-Clemance
' Bishops Opening
ledeS2 003 5eo 3 Qud scidi-
0 &6 5 d3do 6c30-0T Hel ab X
Hbd2 2as 9 bd Hed 10 be Hid2
I Rd2 spd 12 cd Wd6 13 0}
A0S 14 dd Q13 1S Wl Hiek 16
eSS Gd7 17 Eadl 16 s sl
MudB 19 Weld Wel 2014 et 21 wid
flcb 22 ¢4 ¢S5 23 €5 fe 24 de N 25
xg5 Bdl 26 fe7 Hel 27 Wel
He7 2K Wed Deb 29 WS &17 10
ad Le8 3 uS GI¥ 32 Hh2 &7 33
hd 1% 34 23 217 35 Ghd HiK 3o
Lgd Ded 37 Wed 95X I8 WdS
b 39 1S LI¥ 40 Wdb &7 41
D15 Qd4 42 Ked Gieh 43 HdS
UeB 44 Wd7 He? 45 WK 10
Potts-Clemance
Spanish
lede52 803 Oco3 AbSand fad
d6 5 cd Rgd 6 Dc3 DgeTTdIgo R
g5 Wc8 9 Qd5 h6 10 @16 Hgh
110-0 Rd7 12d4 &d4 13 &dd ed
14 Rd7 Wd7 15 Wd4 bs 16 bd ()-)-
0 [7 a4 Qd5 18 cd Re? 19 &eT

rwm 20 a5 &b7 21 ab cb 22 Wc4
Ha8 23 Wc6 10

~ Jamieson-Clemance
Spanish
ledeS2 N3 Hco3 AbSa64 fad
d6 5 ¢3 2d760-0267d4 Lg7 8
£g5 Hge7 9 de de 10 Wct 0-0 1]
Odl We# 12 Da3 Ed8 13 h3f6 14
&b} HhR 15 Lh6 HasS 16 kg7
g7 17 Wel Hb3 18 ab Reb 19bd
Wad 20 §1d2 Td7 21 b3 WcH 22
ded HidB 23 Hd7 Wd7 24 Hcl
Wdl 25 Wdl Ed3 26 &l &7
/1

/

Clemance-Barber

|Sicilian

| ed c5 2 5113 §c6 3d4ed 4 Hdd
@6 5 e d6 6 LgS £d7 7 Wd2
Hcl 8 0-0-0 Dd4 9 Wdd Was 10
Rd2 g6 11 &bl £g7 12(30-013
DdS WdB 14 L¢3 Re6 15 Wa?
Dd5 16 kg7

- MW A WO N om

l6...&8b4 17 Lc3 Da2 18 LaS b6
19 &b6 We8 20 Hdd Weo 21 2d3
Ebd 22 4ad Eb7 23 Wab Wab 24
a6 Hal 25 £d3 Rad 26 ¢3 Hes
27 &2 dic3 28 be Ha2 29 el
Hcd 30 &bl 0-1
Wade-Blackstock
Torre
1 dd4 &6 2 2g5dS 3 Lf6 el 4 e3
®d6 5 2d3 0-0 6 Dd2 c6 7 WhS.
pth R Whoe 159 Gie2 W6 10 0-0-0
Wo7 1| Wg7 $p7 12 h3 Qe6 13
Hdgl hS 14 OF4 Lr415ef Md7 16
hd Hfek |7 Hel 1618 Hed £17 19
Ehel Hed 20 Hel Hex 21 deX
wel 22 51h3 b6 23 &d2 SR . ]
Nunn-Carr ]
Pirc
led db 2 da 8316 3 Hicd go ¢ IR}
&p75 Re2 0-06 Hge2e57h3ch
Bad ZetP00dS 10 =pS Wd7 ||

ed S 12 de Gicd 13 el Wdl
14 Badl fe5 15 Hiel

1583 16 be §p7 17 &F4 He
I8 ®bl Ze7 19 Hedl £dS 20 ¢
MWp2 21 &p2 G622 Rde Hed 23
Ob7 &pd 24 Zd7 Bcd 25 @es

&8 26 @f6 Bed 27 Rdy Hds f
Hd8 Heg 29 Hd7 He6 30 wpf
b4 31 Ha7 $c232a5 ©da 33
b5 34 206 Bek 35 Hak wd7 3
a7 &c7 37 XY Hes 38 BI7 He? Y

i3 Hes 40 2g5 1-0
Jackson-Ady

Alekhine

1 ed &3f6 2 e5 HAS 3dd d6 4 7.0
@65 Qe2debde Lgd 70-0e6 N
Hel Re79430-0 10 42 Wd7 11
2yc3 Bad8 12 G1dS Wd5 13 &3
Wed? 14 RdAIWI4 15 242 Wad 16
Hed L1317 Wi S)dd 18 Wh3 |
1-0

- N W A O N ®

. abcdefgh

l Spraggett-Speelman

rFicilian

| ed4 ¢52 @3 Hc6 Iddcd 4 &rd4
Af6 5 &H1c3 dé 6 KeS e6 7 Wd2
£e780000-0914h6 10 &hdes
11 G5 L5 12efet 13 &bl dS 14
Lf6 21615 Dd5 Ke5 16 kcd bS
17 &b5 Eab8 18 c4 &d4 1Y Bhel
t6 20 W bS5 21 ¢cb b5 22 &if4
| WaS 23 9 d3l HfbR 24 HieS Bbl
Layvh
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July 6-13
July 27
July 29 to August 10
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BRITISH CHESS FEDERATION

cA et Federatn latecnationate des £eho <)

Murray Johnstone Scottich Champ.ionships
Grieveson, Grant British Rail Championship

Grileveson, Grant British Chess Championships in Ed-
burgh tmmediately prinr to the Famous Festival. [n-
d besides the varinus Championships,
particularly the Major Open
which British players

cluding,
for all players.
with £1000 First

Moat
prize in

rated over 2355 are not allowed fo play.

Britlsh Ladies Open in which women players (rom
anywhere can compete.
August 16-18 I.ARA Congress London, irst prize £500
August 21-29 Lloyds Bank masters lLondon, full range of title and
) rating opporfunities.
Augnat 30 ta September | Chequers London, first prize £1000
Saptemboer V-7 Paigntaon
o
Fiult details of These, and olher British events, can he abtained from Brifish
Cheas Federal ion, Y9a Grand Parade, St Leonards-on-Soa, Rast Suasex TN3I8 0DD,
Frggland.

are taking place in Britaln this summer.

|T0urnanent fulletins/Booklets for :ialc}

1995 Wijk aan Zee(Cat 13)£2 _
USSR Championshin(1))£2.75, Linares(14 J£2.25,Chequers _

1984 [loyds Bank £3.25,National Westminster(6)s2.25,Phillips & IJray(l»‘f?ER.Zj,
Robert S1lk(6)£1.75,Tilburg £1 .?_‘3,'I‘r00n(?)£1.?_"),kan..r:t Junior hlf.:l._‘;f}, )
sara jevo(12 )£6.25,0s10( 13 )£6.25, Lugano £6.26,Roma(9)86.25, Reyk javilc £6.25,
Bear-Sheva(9)£6.25 Brighton £3.50

1983 Roma(B)£6.25,U58R Championshlp > '
Linares (14)£1.75,G Jovik (12 )£ L. 50, T4 burg (15)£1.75
POST FREE from R 0'Brien 48 Tierney Hoad, ondon,SW2

.25,Geneva Upen £1.75,Commonwealth Open £3.50

(13)£3.25, Lloyds Bank £1.75,Wijk aan Zee(12)£1.75

events

Also the

,london(6)£1.75

—=

h_

Hodgson-Nunn

English

lc4de523d63 2p2 64 D3
g6 5¢e3 Rp7 6 Dge2 fge7 70-0
K24 8 d3 Wd7 9 &©dS 0-0 10 13
RKe6 11 Secd Hab8 12 b3l a6 13
&b2 b5 14 Wd2 b4 15 He7 He?
16 @ed h6 17 d4 {5 18 D2 Bfd§
it

Davies-Bellin
Dutch
L&\3eh2 g3 153 &p2 6116 40-0
ReT5d40-06c4c67bIasSs il

T d59 &b2 Ged 10e3 DdT 11 He2

g5 12 el b5 13cbeb 14 H3d3 b4
hh

iThe above two games are perfect
examples of how white can play
for a draw against a player
stronger than himself. John Nunn
rightly considered Julian
Hodgson too strong a player to
take risks against.

Robert Bellin having been stuck
in the Blackwell Tunnel for some
considerable time (like many of

us) was well behind on the clock. !
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Speelman-Hodgson

Polish

| \3b52ed4 Ab73 AbS5 Red40-
Oeb5d4 &l66cd Lel7 Hc3 kb7
8 Rad 0-09 d5 b4 10 K5 K3
11 bch6 12 4hd £1a6 13 Rel &icS
14 &c2ed 15cd &dS 16 Hed 413
17 W3 d6 I8 RfS &ied? 19 h3
EbK 20 &ad &yeS 2 W4 HdS 22
&d8 14 23 KT De2 24 St
Tb2 25 &d6 fHcd 26 LIR &1V 27
b5 1-0



MAGNETIC
CHESS DEMO BOARD KITSET

At last a chess demonstration board at a price you can
afford. Chesskits make it easy. Chesskits make it cheap.
Follow the simple instructions, and make a really
professional job in three hours or less, so simple even a
child can do it.

We supply everything you need, except the metal board,
any ferrous metal will do galvanised iron, steel, even an
old fridge door. Minimum size 2ft. x 2ft.

Kitset comprises 2

Set of magnetic chessmen. b

Full instruction leaflet.

Templates for lining up your board, and a set of dark 4 g A
squares (self adhesive). So you can’t go wrong.

No special skills needed. Only tools required are scissors 3

and a sharp Stanley knife, or similar.

Ideal for schools, tournaments, or just for fun. & A A

Chess problems are easier on a vertical board. Hang one
up in your den.

PRICE ONLY NZ$20. (US$16.50 airmail). e s ==

i a T w |
MONEY BACK IF NOT DELIGHTED.
Magnetic Chessmen also sold separately for only US$11
set. Y ‘ ﬂ

Trade or quantity enquiries welcome.
Send for yours today.

CHESSKITS. 2/24 WALTER ST,
AUCKLAND 9. NEW ZEALAND.
Phone 491-273
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Old fridge doors make ideal boards

From The Old Treassure Chest

This we intend to make omne of a regular
series. The two games which follow are
given because of their brilliance and
beauty. They are however of other special
interest as well.

The following game is unique by the
fact that a queen and rook were sacrif-
iced by the player with the Black
pieces against one of the greatest
exponents of attack and sacrifice of
all time. Both Stoltz (Sweden) and
Spielman were brilliant and erratic.
Spielman was of course more famous.

In his heyday he was one of the strong-
est players in the world.

R. SPIELMAN G. STOLTZ
Stockholm 1931
French Defence

Notes based on R.Fine unless otherwise

stated.

1. e4 - eb

2, d4 - d5

3. Nd2 - Nfé6
4. e5 - N(f)d7
5. Bd3 - ¢5

6. ¢3 - Ncéb

7. Ne2 - Qb6

In this variati~n Black must smash
White's Pawn centre quickly.

(Nowadays 5.f4 has become more popular
as a result of Poytish's victory some
time ago, over Tal the then World
Champion. Ed. )

8. Nf3 - cd

9. cd - Bb4

10. Kfl - f6

11. Nf4

Spielman as usual attacks
| S fe!

A most ingenious defence
12. Neb - e4

13. Bf4

The attack seems overwhelming but Black
has a surprise in store

13.0000eee ef3!!

A queen sacrifice... is it sound?

14. Bc 7

Accept it and see

boovenans Nf6

15. Ng7 - Kf7

16. Bb6 - Bgh

An extraordinarily complicated position
in which both sides must rely on
intuition (NB Ed.). But post-mortem
analysis has never really demonstrated
a satisfactory defence for White.

17. g3 - Bh3

18. Kgl - Kg7

19. Bc2 - R(h)e8

20. Be5

Better 20. Qf3, but White is naturally
anxious to exchange pieces.

20 0iinn. Ne5

21. de5 - Re5

22, Qb3 - BE&5!!

An astounding position. Black already
a queen behind blithely offers another
Rook. Shudders must have gone through
Spielman at the sight of this usurpation
of his style.

23. Bf5

To deflect the Bishop. If 23. Qb7 - Re7;
24, Qa8 - Ng&) 25. Rfl - Nf2 and wins.
And on 23. Bfl - Bf2; 24. Kf2 - Ne4 is
decisive .

24, Qb7 - Kgb

25. Qa8 - Re2!

Black has a mating attack in spite of
his material handicap. i

26. h4

Despair. Om 26. Rfl - Bf6 and there is
no defence, e.g. 27. Qcé - Bf2; 28.Rf2 -
Rel and mate next

260000 Bf2

27. Kfl - Bd3

Threatening mate

28. h¥ - Kg5

White resigns.

A most remarkable position. There is
no defence against the discovered check.
If 29. Rdl - Rd2 mate. It is easier
to compose such positions than to produce
them over the board!

The next game is even more famous than
the previous omne. It is played by two
masters who were at the time among the
strongest in the world. The loser was
known for his solidity and sound posit-
ional judgment and the winner knew every
thing according to Reti but did not play
openings which were considered strongest.
He relished chasing those considered
weaker in order to reveal shortcomings

og recognised theories wherever that was
possible. He contributed a great deal
to the revision of old dogmas . Apart
from being a brilliant and prolific chess
author he also won a reputation in the
literary world in many branches. His
chess paradoxes are famous. One of

them "It is always good to sacrifice your
opponents pieces" is not borne out by

the game to follow.
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G.,MAROCZY S.TARTAKCOWER
Toeplitz Schoenau 1922
Dutch

Notes are based on R,Reti unless other-
wise stated. .

1. d4 ~ eb
2. ¢4 - £5
3. Ned - Nf6
4, a3

A move characteristic of Maroczy's
defence style. The aim is of course
to prevent Bb4. We can see that here
too is a question of dominating the
point e4, in keeping with the idea of
the Dutch Defence. Even though a3
also has this positional significance

it is too tame to utilise the advantage .

gained in raking the first move.
....... er
5. e3 - 0-0

6. BdA3 - d5

Black thereby selects the Stonewall
formation as in the Schlechter-Johner
game (and many others since Reti's

time Ed.). The essential difference
between the two games consists in the
fact that in the latter White could
develop his Queen's Bishop to f4 and
exchange against Black's KB. After
that the Black squares in Black's pos-
ition remained hopelessly weak. However
if White has confined his QB by e3
there can be no great objection to
Black's Stonewall formation especially
if Black has an advantage in development
as in the present game. The best

thing for White now is to realise that
he has derived no benefit from the oron-
ing and to form an opposing Stonewall
formation, thus obtaining equalization
either by f4 combined with Nf3 and

later Ne5 ér first as in this game 7.Nf3
and 8. 0-0, but then Ne5 and f4.
(Incidentally nowadays instead of dev-
eloping White's KB to d3 fianchettoing
is considered the strongest continuation
Ed.)

7. Nf3 - c6

Observe the possibility of making an
error which often occurs in the Stone-
wall formation 7..... Ne4; 8. cd - ed;

9. Qb3 and Black on account of White's
double attack on d5 and e4 would have

to decide on Ne3.

8. 0-0 - Ne4
9. Qc2 ~ Bd6
10.b3 - Na7
11. Bb2

White's next task from a positional
point of view should be to make use of

his rather indifferently placed QB.

The development to b2 would make semse
if White continued Ne5. Maroczy
however to his disadvantage does not
play such a carefully planned energetic
game, but continues his shifting defence.

Nimzowitch, incidentally, usually solved
the problem of the QB in such situations
by playing the RP to the fourth square
and the Bishop to a3 or a6 as the case
may be,

(Many years later Botvinnik played Ba3
to exchange the black squared Bishops
and leave Black with the bad QB, before
developing the QN. The manoevre was
however found too slow. It takes time
to get back the QN into play after the
ensuing exchange on a3 Ed.)

1l........ Rf6

12. Rfel - Rhé

There is a threat of sacrifice of B on h7.
13. g3 - 0f6

14 Bfl

White's position is already very uncom-
fortable. The move that one would most
like to make I4. Nd2 would be refuted by
the sacrifice Black's N on f2. White
would do best to carry out consistently
the defensive manoevre begun with the

text move, continuing with 15. Bg2 and 16 Nd2

14....... g5

15. R(a)dl - g4

16. Ne4

Forced. After 16. Nd2 Black's sacrifice

of a N would again be decisive: 16...N£2;
A7. Kf2 - Rh2; 18. Bg2 - Bg3
16...... [

(DIAGRAM)

White's King
position seems to
be endangered any
way, but on the
other hand Black's
Q side is backward
in its development,
so that White, by
Black's routine
continuation of the
attack wins time for
the consolidation
of his position.
Consider for example the following plaus
ible continuation of the attack,
Tartakower demonstrates the superiority
of his position by devising a type of
combination without precedent in the
literature of chess (and never really
imitated later on Ed.). He first
sacrifices a Rook in order to demolish
the Pawn wall protecting the White K
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and then very deliberately continues
the development of Q side despite his
great disadvantage in material.

The possibility of playing this comb-
ination arises from the fact that
White's pleces do seem to be in a good
position on the Q side, to be sure, but
as Tartakower has cleverly realised

it is only by extremely protracted un-
wieldy tactics that they can group
themselves on the K side.

(Readers familiar with backgammon will
note here some similarity with certain
situations in that game. For instance
one player may be well ahead on pip
count , but some of his men are so
stranded that he finds it extremely
difficult to bring them to his inner
Home Board and as a result loses the
game. The superficially better develop
ed player is really behind in develop-
ment when his men cannot make contact
with each other! In the game here,
Maroczy's well placed pieces on the Q
gide are unable to come in time to the
rescue of their monarch Ed.)

Ag Black after +his Rook sacrifice does
not continue with an immediate attack,
but completes his development, White is
not limited to forced moves as he has
many other possibilities. Reti adds,
that it would not sult the general
pedagogical purpose of his book
('"Masters of the Chessboard"} from which
these notes are taken) to eramine all
details of every possible variatiom.
The fact is that in spite of num=erous
analyses no really satisfactory defeace

has been found for White.
T8 g 3 - Rh2

18. Kh2 - Qf2

19. Knl!

A weaker move would be 19. Bg2. The -
possibility of moving from e2 to h2
should be left to White's Rook.

The pin on the N on d2 constitutes an
esgential element of Blr:k's combination.
After 19....Qg3 would follow 20.Nbl and
White's Queencould be brought up to the
defence of the K side (again a similarity

to blocking procedures in backgammon Ed.).

20. Re2 - Qg3

21, Nbl - Nh5

22. Qd2 - Bd7!

23 Rf2 - Qu4

24 Kgl - Bg3

This already forces White to lose the
exchange. That is in case of 25.Rg2,

then after 25.,.Rf8; 26. Qe2 - Rf3;

27. Be3 - Bd5; (threatening Rh3)

28. Bel - g3; 29. Nd2 - Qg4 there is a
thrillingly beautiful situation, in which
White, in gpite of his large material
superiority would be completely help-
less against the threat of Ng7 and Nf5
to follow.

25. Be3

Here is the only critical point of the
bold combination. Ag Tartakower himself
states, White would do better to yield
the exchange with 25. Rh2. Tartakower
remarkds that even so Black would remain
master of the situation with 25...Bh2;
26. Qh2 - Qg5; 27.Bcl - g6; 28 Qhl! -
Kh8!; 29. Be2 - Nf6; 30. Rfl - Rf8;

31. Rf4 - ! - e5; 32, de - Qe5; 33.Qh4
- Rgb; ; 34, Bd2 - d4; 35. de - Qe5;
36. Kg2 - a2; but overdooks White's
favourable combination 37. Rf6 - Rf6;
38. Qf6 - Qf6; 39. Bc2

Of course this demonstratlion does not
prove the incorrectness of the combin-
ation ; the entire variation 1s much

too long and not sufficiently compelling
for that

26. Qf2 - g3

27. Qg2 - Rf8

Black completes his development and at
the same time threatens Rf2; 29. Qhl -
Rh2; with the win of the Q.

28. Bel

White hopes to propitiate the opponent
by giving back the piece. That is in
case of 28..... Qh2; 29. Qh2 - gh2;

30. Kh2 - Rfl; White in spite of his
disadvantage in material would obtain
a strong position with 31.Nd2 - and
32. Bhé4.

Black concludes the game in style.

29. Kfl - e5

30. Kgl

Tartakower suggests here the following
two piquant evolutioms ; (1) 30.Bg3-Ng3;
31. Kf2 - Bg5; 32. Rel - Ne2; Kfl - Kh8;
combined with Bh3. (2) 30. Ke2 - Bgh;
31. Kd2, -Qh2 etc.

30.... Bg4

31. Bg3

After 31. Rd2 Black reveals his advantage
in the simplest way with

3l...).ed 32, ed - Bf3; 33. Bg3 - Ng3;

34. Qh2 - Qh2; 35. Rh2 - Ne2; combined
with Nd4

31..... Ng3

32 Rel - Nf5

33 Qf2 - Qg5
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34. de

White has lost energy to resist. But
even after the better move Kfl the
inevitable conclusion could not be put
off much longer. After that Black
could continue the attack with Qh5

or h5.

34...... BEf3
35. Kfl - Ng3
Resigned

FURTHER HISTORY OF THE GAME

Now you would think that this combin-
ation, ome of the greatest on record,
because of the positional sacrifice,

the heavy investment starting to look
worthwhile only after a considerable
number of moves,would earn a first
brilliancy prize in any tournament.
Well, read on and see if Y.ou do not
know already. In a splendid collect-
ion of chessy things edited by Fred
Reinfeld "The Treasury of Chess Lore"
we find a reprint of an article by
Tartakower himself! 'The myth of the
brilliancy prize!'' ue tells us with

his inimitable humour how judges of
chess games are humans and what absurd
criteria were used occasionally to
justify awards. He mentions his own
experience telling us that for the

above game he received the third (sic)!
brilliancy prize in spite of the fact
that he submitted to the prize ccmmittee
a precise analysis of all variationms.
Not only did he demonstrate the soundness
of the sacrifice but its urgency as well
(see note to White's 17th move above).
However, one of the judges did not

think that the game merited a prize.

His reason "The sacrifice of a heavy
piece could not have been made with all
the ensuing ramifications in mind."
Tartakower who immediately after the
game demonstrated in analysis that he
saw it all, adds a pointed comment that
"according to this authority" the
essence of a brilliant game is contra-
dictory to hazardous play. He contin=

incalculable in advance in all their
ramifications and that, in consequence,
they deserve no encouragement.”

It is worth recalling here Bronstein's
comment in his classic 4n the Zurich 1953
Candidates Tournament on the magnificant
Queen sacrifice by Kotov against Averbach
Bronstein demonstrates that Kotov could
have won earlier than he eventually did
and yet remarks that the game deserved
the praise given to it at the time all
around the world and the first brilliancy
prize of the tournament that it was
awarded. He supports his judgment by an
enlightening discourse on_intuition in
chess. This is however, another story.

Some Shortcuts To Chess Mastery
by Val Zemitis

Regardless of whether we play chess for fun and recrea
tion or for other reasons, we all want to become chess mas-
ters. We have been told that there are no shortcuts to mas-
tery. Only those who spend hours at the chess board, digest
a myriad of variations, and literally replay thousand: of
games can hope for chess master laurels. In spite of these
pronouncements, | think there are several shortcuts to chess
mastery:
1. Follow the road that Korchnoi chose (as he told me at
the luncheon in Pasadena following his win at the U, S,
Open) - study endgames rather than openings and middle
games and intersperse the endgame studies by replaying
all the games of Akiba Rubinstein,
2. Better yet, according to Korchnoi, study “Korchnoi’s
400 Best Games”. You will learn which openings and open-
ing variatjons to select, and most importantly, you will be
told how to be cagy and outsmart your opponent.
3. Learn to recognize styles of well-known plavers. Select
one grandmaster whose style of play fits your fancy and
temperment and then replay all the games of this grand-,
master. Sclect the same variations he selects end imitate
his play as well as you can. What you will be doing is profit-
ing from his information and his expariences. Remember
that our own experiences work too slow ly for rec! success -
we have to profit from studying collective wisdcm (books)
and other (better) players,
4. Play wild germes and sacrifice pawns and pieces at the
slightest provocation. Sacrusch told me that one has to lose
at least 40 gamies in & row before one learns how to play
chess. Saeniisch claims that most chies: players never learn
what each picce is capable of accomplishing and never ex-
perience positions that show how pieacs interact, He be-
lieves that we are too worricd about pionouncements of

ues that perhaps in the futures lie det.ecopening theorists and peoprle like Nimzovitsch, Remembos

similar apparatus will reconstruct the
true calculations of a chess master..
Apart from the above Tartakower's

sarcasm is expressed even with more
nimble wit, in the final game note to
this game in his "My Best Cames of Chess
1905-1930", "The judges awarded this

game the third brilliancy prize, although
a majority of them declared in peremptory
fashion that such sacrifices are
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that at the outset of their chess careers even such position
al players as Capablanca, Fioh, Peirosian and Kerpov play-
ed wild chess, It you need assistance o0 how 10 do i1, |
suggest that you look at games played by lvanoy, Shirazi,
Lobron and Ivanovic, but not Ta! because you will not be
able 10 duplicate his style. lLocal, national, and nternation-
al journals are full of exciting chess games,

Let me elaborate on the above. Korchnoi's sugaestion o
study endgames is an excellent one Lot 1t may be 106 ted-
ious for some. Fine’s “Basic Chess bruang:' s satistestory

(continued on page 110)

A Chessplayers Thinking Process During

A Game ByP.A.

TRANSLATOR'S INTRODUCTION

With this issue we begin to publish a
free translation of an extract from a
classic book on the "Middle Game' by
Romanovski. It is not available in
English.

The author, who died in 1964 was a well
known international master, in reality
of grandmaster strength. He was Soviet
champion in 1923 and 1927 and an except-
ionally gifted teacher. He taught a
generation of Soviet players and a
number of masters.

The following is a translation from

the last chapter of Part II "Combinations"
of his book, published in Moscow 1963,
the first edition of which appeared in
1929.

Although the theme considered,borders
and intrudes upon psychology of chess
its main purpose 1s much more directly
practical. The most important feature
of the discourse is the extemsive illus-
strative material from master play. It
1s bound to be helpful to players of

all levels of strength. Ed.

In the "Middle Game" the reader received
a great variety of material for study.
However the author is troubled by the
question as to what extent the perusal

of books with illustrative games, examp-
les and plans is going to help the player
in practical compefition. It is one
thing to study theory in books, but it is
a different matter to use this knowledge
in practice.

During a game one has tg solve, on one's
own, a variety of smaller and larger
problems. In addition this has to be
done with sight and mind only, i.e.
without touching and moving the pieces.
The "touch and move" rule is ruthless.
Also, the time allowed for thought is
limited by the clock. Overstepping
the time limit and losing the game is
another ruthless law.

In these circumstances players are
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forced to mobilise their thought,memory
and imagination in an orderly fashion.

Wide practical playing experience of the
present writer and possibly even more
his methodical teaching experience,
while watching games and studying the
thought of various pupils and colleagues
hightly qualified players, indicates
that a player's thoughts in the course
of a game are generally undisciplined

if not disorderly. It is indeed this
condition which gives birth to "time-
trouble sickness'. This means intrusion
into the mind of irregular psychological
factors as well as other harmful
disturbances. And yet, discipline of
thought plus knowledge are the foundat-
ions of victory. (Note the order! Ed.)

We observe how players make occasionally
very quick decisions in positions ,which
call for longer consideration and vice
versa,they think long and stubbornly when
there is no need.In some positions a pla
yer sees two good continuations of
about equal value.Instead of selecting one
of them and adjusting to the decision taken
he stubbornly searches which of them is
better after all.He thus wastes much effort
and time,establishes nothi?yy worthwhile
in the end,but forcibly selects motives
and proofs for one of them.In his desire
to make a one hundred percent move,he
starts to look for artificial proofs,
"pulled by the hair" so to speak,in order
to satisfy himself,dispel any doubts and
overcome indecision.Finally for some tri
vial reason,nothing to do with the position
on the board,he accidentally makes a satis-
factory decision and yet in the final
analysis he deludes himself.The question
whether to move the KR or QR to dl burdens
often the players mind for a long time
and very often the matter ends with not
finding a clear solution'Whi~h Rook after all
all?"

Sometimes gplayer after a full hour's
thought - - makes a bad move as a
result of imbalance of thought,manifesting
itself by jumping from theme to theme,
racing after artificial proofs etc.

Finally,we also encounter real confusion

of thinking and demoralisation etc.It is
possible to supply thousands of examples

(continued on page 110)



New Zealand Chess verse 60-75 Years Ago

It appears that there was no chess
poetry published in New Zealand except
in these years, and so the above
hgading is somewhat mislead;ng:'

By chess poetry we mean poetry des—
cribing the game and the movement of
the pieces, or talking about a chess
event and its participants. Chess

motifs woven into another main theme
are therefore excluded.

Before speaking about the New Zealand
effort in this respect it is worthy of
notice that great chess poetry is rare.
Of the-two I like-best, ,two-are not in =
English. One is well known in chess
history and attributed to Abraham Ibn
Ezra (1093-1168) in the Hebrew language
and the other one is by Jan Kochanowski
(1530-1584) in Polish. Apart from
these two some of the productions of
Sir William Jones (1746-1794) have
caught my fancy. All three authors
were remarkable people and gifted poets
Incidentally Ibn Ezra appears in chess
encyclopaedias as"Aben Ezra" which is

a corruption of the Arabic "Ibn Ezra".
He is also described as a Rabbi which
he was not. In those days Rabbi was

a title of respect equivalent to present
day Sir or Mr and it did not necessarily
indicate an gcclesiastical office.

Ibn Ezra was one of the most learned
Spanish Jewish scholars of his time.

He was a Bible exeget, philesopher,
grammarian,mathematician, astronomer,
physician,geographer, traveller and a
gifted poet. He spent a great part of
his life travelling over Europe, Middle
East, Persia and apparently even reached
India, a rare feat in those days.

Kochanowski was an exceptionably able
poet. He was a pioneer of Polish
poetry in his native language (instead
of the then usual Latin).

Sir William James was also an extremely

interesting personality. He reached

several public offices of a high order.
He was a great Oriental scholar.

He published a Persian grammar, Latin

commentaries on Asiatic poetry and

translations from Sanskrit. His

contributions to chess history are part—

icularly significant. In his youth

he published chess poetry based on a
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celebrated Latin production by Vida in
which he invented the name Caigsa, the
modern chess player's muse of the game.

To be sure, chess poems complete and in
extracts appeared in English from the
ninth to the twentieth century.
However very few have the game of chess
as the main theme. Many examples of
most of this material appear in three
reéently = published anthologies "Chess
Pieces" compiled by Norman Knight, "King
Queen and Knight" by N. Knight and Will
Guy and "Caissis' Web. The Chess Bed
side Book" by Graeme Harwood.

Tastes of course differ, and many people
will like much of this stuff. Some of
it is remarkable and sengitive,but it is
not chess poetry in the strict sense of
the word.

A particular brand of chess poetry was
published in the B.C.M. right from its
inception in the 1880s to 1990s. Howard
who included the best pieces in his book
describes them as '"not all good, typically
the work of Victorian gentlemen who are
not really poets, and fall into two main
styles of either dull or clumsy, inflated
hymns of praise to the game and its expon-—
ents or personal, sentimental, faintly
erotic verses."

Somewhere into these categories falls the
New Zealand output considered below. In
1908 a book was published in Dunedin!
"Lays from Maoriland being Songs and
Poems, Scottish and English" by William
M.Stenhouse M.D. President of the Dunedin
Burns Club.

The volume contains seven
songets,one 'Caissa Regina" and six -~
about each piece of th. game. But first
about the author. From early books
of congresses published by the N.Z.C.A.
it appears he was President of the Otago
Chess Club in 1834, He participated in
the third NZ Chess Congress in<1890, Only
five entered the championship. Barnes
and Hookham scoring 3%(4) and the latter
winning the play-off. Stenhouse scored
one out of three and did not play the
fourth game. This is as much as we
were able to find out about him so far.
Here is one of his sonnets.

THE KNIGHT

The age of chivalry, ‘though past-and gone
From our dull world some centuries ago,
With all its pageantry and courtly show
Where brave men tilted and fair dames
' looked om,
Or helped theirKnights the coat of mail
to dom,
And nerved them with sweet hopes
to meet_the foe-

For hearts were conquered in each
And ™any an eye with sparﬁfi:l'fggy ti.lio;vnph
shone,
Still on Caissas chequered field is seen
The prancing Knight ride foremost in the
fray,
With subtle movements and lance
burnished keen
He oft retrieves the fortunes of the day,
And towards the close of many a dubious
fight
The victor's palm rewards the gallant
Knight.

You might be helped in your judgment
of th quality of this by comparison with
the following poems.

THE KNIGHT

Then four bold knights forcourage fam'd
and speed,

Each knight exapted on a prancing steed:

Their arching course no vulgar limits

knows,
Transverse they leap and aim insidious
blows:
Nor friends nor foes their rapid force
restrain,

By one quick bound two changing squares
they gain:

From varying hues renew their fierce

attack
And rush black to white,from white

to black.
Long time the war in equal balance hung;
Till,unforeseen,an ivory courser sprung,
And wildly prancing in an evil hour
Attack'd at once the monarch and the

tower.

Sir William Jones
(N.Knight "Chess Pieces')

Another old New Zealand contribution
is by J.C.Grierson of Auckland,N.Z.
champion in 1903-4 and 1912-13 and elev
en times champion of Auckland by the
time he wrote it.

The N.Z.C.A. book of the Congresses
1920-21 and 1921-22 tells us that he
read it at the prize distribution social.
"It was composed hurriedly,with no idea of
of publicatiog,but it admirably rconveys
to the chess reader some of the 'life'
of New Zcalandt latest: .Conrress'

Here isi’the eulkeny:

Acclaim the Champion! Once again
Has daring Dunlop trounced his men,
Emerging first, and now anew, :
The "Rook" will stand at Oamaru.
Close up to him come genial Gyles,
Good second though his feints and wiles,
And solid Severne-second too,
Whose play is always good and true-
Second so oft 'tis hard to miss

The first and foremost place like this.
The dashing Davies follows near,

Bold player,free from doubt and fear;
Fourth now,but often first and best,
Whose harrassed victims know no rest;,
And after him comes high-climb Hicks,
Who baffles all with subtle tricks;
Always aspiring,mounting still,

Will he get there ? He surely will!

Low downfor him,kind Kelling stands;
Applauded loudly on all hands,

For gallant fight to Siegers' rank,
When prospects looked so very blank.
Those six the winners,.rheirs the spodils,
The other eight caught in their toils;
_"They also started",but, alas!

Their opportunities let pass;

They failed to show sufficient skill,
And found no way though theirs the will.
In order of demerit thus,

They face the music without fuss.
Grierson,Miller,Pickett,thd

Roberts ,Howard,Stevens,when

Next comes Evans,and to close

Connell last,as each one knows,

But not least with many gifts,
He,endowed,his name uplifts.

Just one word in hearty praise

Of the Umnire let me raise;

Firm,yet gentle,strong,yet suave,

In matters light,and matters grave
"Little" only in his name,

He has always'ylzyed..theégame!'

And the Management right through,

Chairman and Committee too

Deserve our thanks in hearty vein,

Now they cease to hold the rein.

In conclusion,let me add,
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Words of thanks,both warm and glad
For Mr.Abbott's generous deeds,
Which so well supplied our needs;
Words too feeble to convey

All. thepleasure of the day.

And now to one and all I wish
Prosperous year ,and added bliss;
May your wealth and wisdom swell,
Till amighty tale they tell,

And your chess your welfare match
Till Saint Peter draws the latch.

-J.C.Grierson
N.Z.Chess Congress Social Gathering
Auckland, January 6, 1922,

Some of the players mentioned in the
eulogy as for instance Gyles,Severne
and Kelling were still known persomnally
to quite a few of the older players and
many youngepbnes must have heard of them.

Whatever merits this home grown
rhyming might have,the readers can
probably do with something refreshing.

How about the following two bits ?

We might escape,ah me! how many a ¢oin

Could we recall bad moves and play again

Johan.. Wolfgang Von Goethe(1749-1832)
Quoted in Knights“€hess Pieces"

EPITAPH FOR CAPABLANCA
Now rests a mind as keen,
A vision bright and clear,
As any that has been.
And who is it lies here ?

TIS....f age
for all budding players. 1Some may [advised to
start with Mednis’ “’Practical Rook Endings™.) | havc not
seen Korchnoi's book, so | cannot comment an its merits.
All | can say is that in principle Korchnoi is correct.

Recognizing player styles is not easy. | will try to put
this complex issue in some form of order; however, please
keep in mind that my classification is quite arbitrary:

1. Artistic Create for your opponent as many problems
as you can. The best representatives are: Tschigorin,
Alekhine, Kotov, Gligoric, Kasparov, Walter Browne,
Najdorf, Boleslavski.
2. Logical - Follow the basic tenets of chess strategy, be
active and strike when the moment is right. Sorne of the
players who follow this style are: Tarrasch, Keres, Unzicker,
Maroczy, Pillsbury, Vidmar, Stein, Geller, Spassky.
3. Fighting - Let your opponent know that you mean
“business”. These are the outstanding figures of the chess
world: Dr. Emmanuel Lasker, Bobby Fischer, Korchnoi,
Seirawan, Fine, Bogoljubov.
4. Fositional - | will not be the first to make a mistake,
These players are hard to beat: Capablanca, Reshevsky,
Petrosian, Smyslov, Karpov, Rubinstein, Flohr, Tarjan.
5. Romantic - See what can be done on the chess board.
These player styles are difficult to duplicate: Morphy,
Marshall, Spielmann, Janowski, Adolf Anderssen, Szabo,
Lubjevic, Christiansen, Tal.
6. Mystic - See what | can do, but make it difficult for you
to see what | am doing. These players advance chess by
quantum leaps% Bronstein, Larsen, Steinitz, Zukertort,
Tolusch, Nimzovitsch, Tartakower, Reti.
7. Scientific - Pretending that there is some kind of
scientific order on the chess board. These are the
scholarly types we admire for their erudition: Botvinnik,
Euwe, Staunton, Portisch, Pachman, Lilienthal.

So there you are! Now it is up to you to select a route
to chess mastery and to follow it with dedication and de-
termination. Best of luck!

ROMANOV EK1. ..

from page 107

One that erstwhile,no less
Than Hindenburg could plan,
But played his game of chess
And did no harm to man.

Lord Dunsany
Quoted in Knight's anthology.

Moving !

The .author of the 'Epitaph' a well
known writer of prose and poetry

was president of the Irish Chess Union
and no mean player himself.

Editor

P.S. pfter the above was typed we
recalled one minor poetic try in the
late thirties, published in the 'New
Zealand Chess Gazette"
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of complete demagnetisation of mind
and many other of complete failure
of dicipline in thinking virtually
to the point of real chos.

Allthis empphasises the paramount
importanceof theproblem of a players
mode of thinking during a game.

It is ,of course,impossible to lay
down stereotype schemes for creative
imagination.In art everyone creates on
ones own images,within the limts of
one's own perception,inventiveness,
knowledge,experience,inspiration etec.

For the above reasons,we will merely
make an attempt-it appears the first
one of its kind-to established at least
the principal objects attracting
a players mind during a game and to
systematise as far as possible,the
continuous links between the player and
the position on the board and its
latent variationms.

( To be continued)

CGAMISS FROM CIVIC EASTER

J.SARFATl  P.COLLINS Sicilian

1 e4 c5 2Nc3 d6 3 g3 Nf6 4Bg2 gb

5d3 Bg7 64 0-0 7NE3 Ncbé 0-0 Rb8
9 13 Bd7 10 g4 b5 11 a3 a5 12 Bel
Ne8 13Rbl Ne7 14 £5 b4 15 ab ab 16
Ne2 Nb5 |7 Qd2 Ra8 18 Bhé Ra2 15 Bg7

Kg7 20 Nh4 Nbd4 21 Nd4 Nd4 22 fg hg

23 Qg5 eb24 Qd8 ks )
" T,VAN J1JK.. -B-VAN DLJK Italian

lei~ o5 2 NE3 Ne6 3 Bed Be5 4 3 Nf6
5 d4 ed 6Hcd Bbd 7 3 V4 S5 -0 9
d5 Bf6 10 Rel Ne?7 11 Re4 d6 12 Bg5
Bg5 13 Npb 0-0(hé !)14 Nh7 Kh7 15Qh5
Kg8 16 Rii £5 17 Qh7 4%
G.MARNIR L. McLAREN French

1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 Ne3 Bbs 4 e5Qd7 5
a3 Be3 .6 Le L6 7 NE3 Ne7 8 ak Bab 9

ALB Albania FAT Faroe Islands
ALG Algeria F1J Fiji

AND Andorra FIN Finland

ANG Anyola FRA Framnce

ANT Antipua &
Barbuda GAM Gambia
ARG Argpentina GCI Guernsey &

AUS Australia Jersey
GHA Ghana

BAH Bahamas GRE CGreece

BAN Bangladesh GUA Guatemala

BAR Bahrain GUY Guyana

BEL Belgium

BER Bermuda HKG Hong Kong

BOL Bolivia HON Honduras

BOT Botswina HUN Hungary

BRD West Germany

BRU Brunei ICE Iceland

BRZ Brazil IND India

BUL Bulgaria IRE Ireland
IRN Iran

CAN Canada ISQ Traq

hile ISR Israel
g G ITA Italy

COL Colombia

CRA Costa Rica JAM Jamaica

CuB Cuba JAP Japan
CYP Cyprus JOR Jordan
CZE Czechoslovakia
KEN Kenya
DDR East Crermany KUW Kuwait
DEN Denmark
DOM Dominican Rep. LEB Lebanon
LIB Libya
ECU Ecuador LUX Luxembourg
EGY Egypt
ENG England MAL Malaysia

COUNTRY ABBREVIATIONS

Bab Na6 10 0-0 0-0-G 11 Qdl Nb8 1z
Ba3 a5 13 Rfbl Kb7 14 Rb5 Nbc6b 15
~obl £5 16 Nd2 Ra8 17 Nb3 Ke8 18 Nd2
Ngé 19 Nf3 Na7 20 R5b3 Qa% 21 Ngb
KAdZ. 22 Qrd.-Ne7 23 Neh Ke6b 24 Be7 Ke7
25 Qg7 Keb 26 Qc7 Qc7 27 Rb6 Ke7 28
Qc5 Ke8 29 Rb8 Kf7 30 R8b7 Rhd8 31
Qd5 Ke7 32 Rd7 Rd7 33 Qa8 1-0
J.SARFATI D.BEACH Pirc
1 e4 d6 2 d4 Nfé6 3Ne3 g6 4 Bf4 Bg7
5 Qd2 c6 6 Nf3 Bgd 7 Be2 Nbd7 8Bhé6
0-0 9 Bg7 Kg7 10 e5 Ne8 11 0-0-0 eb
12 Qf4 Bf3 13Bf3 Qc7 14 Rhei Rd8 15
h4 hé 16 Ned d5 17 Ng3 Kh7 18 ¢3 Ng/
19Qe3 Rc8 20 h5 g5 21Be2 Qd8 22Bd3
Kg8 23 Bc2 f5 24ef Qf6 25 Qd3 Kf7 27
Rlel Kd6 28 Kbl a6 29 c4 Kc7 30 cd5
ed
MAU Mauretania SAL E1 Salvador
MEX Mexico SCO Scotland
MLI Mali SEN Senegal
MLT Malta SEY Seychelles
MNC Monaco SIN Singapore
MON Mongolia SPA Spain
MOR Morocco SRI Sri Lanka
MRT Mauritius SUR Surinam
SWE Sweden
NIC Nicaragua SWI Switzerland
NIG Nigeria SYR Syria
NLA Neth. Antilles
NLD Netherlands TATI Thailand
NOR Norway TTO Trinidad & Tobago
NZD New Zealand TUN Tunisia
TUR Turkey

OST Austria
UAE Utd Arab Emirates

PAK Pakistan UGA Uganda

PAN Panama URU Uruguay

PAR Paraguay USA United States
PER Peru USR Soviet Union
PHI Philippines

PLO Palestine CF VEN Venezuela

PNG Papua - New VGB Brit. Virgin Is.

Guinea VUS US Virgin Is.
POL Poland
POR Portugal WAL Wales
PRC People's Rep.
of China YAR Yemen Arab Rep.

PRO Puerto Rico YPR People's Democratis
Rep. of Yemen
RIN Indonesia YUG Yugoslavia
RUM Rumania
ZAL Zaire
SAF South Africa ZAM Zambia

ZIM Zimbabwe




