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Central California Chena Leasue
by W. T. dustin

San Jose overwhelwed Sacrawento in the final round and acquired the first
leg on the new trophy.

Fresno and Plttsburg played to a 4=4 tle, and Fresno remained in 3rd place,

Modesto had the bye and finighed in 5th, as Stoclkton defeated Oakdale to
galn a tle for 6th.

Final Standinss

Matches Gameg
1, San Jose 5= 5 34 - 14
2. Bacramento b -1 30 - 18
3. Fresno 4 =2 303175
4, Pitteburg 3% - 2% 25 - 22
6. Modesto 1 =5 175305
6. Oakdale 1l =5 15 -33
7  Stockton i1 =5 15 =33

fihat Happened to Sacramento?

ifter sgqueaking by Fresno with a score of 4 =%z in the first round of the
Central California Chess League team matches, we won our next four matches by
comfortables though not declsgive margins and entered the final round of the 1954-5B
gseagson with a match score of 50, In the meantime San Jose, the defending
champions, h.aﬂ. met a few obstacles in its patech and found 1tself with = match
seore of 4i=5 by reason of o drawm match with Fresno, Stockton had almost upset
the champs, “ﬂut the latter squeezed by witl: a 43=3}% win to remain in the running,
Thus we nesded only 4 points in our final maich to dethrone the always dangerous
San Jose contingent and gain a leg on the new League Trophy.

Then the smoke of battle cleared away the score favored our opponents by
6%=1%; they had retained the championship and we had taken a drubbing equalled
only by what Freeno did to us during the 1950=51 genson, One might advance
numerous arguuents to explain the collapse of our team, but we prefer to admit
that the better team won and let it go at that. The result was not unexpected,
but we will concede’ that we did not anticlpate losing by a margin of 5 points.

Duringz the past season, J. Celle, 0. Celle, Scheuerman and the writer
played in each of our matches, scoring 15 wine, 6 losses, end 3 drawa. The
Sscramento Captain stepped aside in the Oaltdale match in order to permit another
member to play; otherwise dustin (as usual) would be included among those who
participated in all team matches.

T™wo of our top players, 0. Celle and Janushkowsly, sustained their first
losses in team mnatches during the season recently ended., One of the best ways
to terminate an undefeated record le to move up to first or second board, and
if i% is of any consolation fo our colleagues they are in gZood company. hueller
of Ban Jose had complled a record of 1l consecutives wins when he played first
board and suffered his initial defeat. Kalnins of 3an Jose had eatablished a
record of 13 consecutive gamee without a defeat until he moved to a high board.
The "spollers! were, respectively, Bussell and Gee of Sacramento. 0. Celle had
recorded o string of 19 consecutive games without a loss until he met Lelgh of
Stockton at first board, and the string was btroken. Janushkowsky had not tasted
defeat until he collided P. D, Smith of Fresno, likewise at top board. Thus it goes.

The record of our players during the post season is shown elsewhere. It
discloses plus scores at boards 2, 3, 4, and 7, even scores at boards 5 and E,
and deficits at boards 1 and 6, We wers un dafmtaﬂ. asy '1' Ard and fourth 'bmrd,s,
the better record being wnde at the former v o i ' L gyer coubined their
effortas to score 4 wiaw oo 2 0 v g CiE. Lkl . vve dn as least half the
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matches, the best averages wore achleved &y the former who scored 3 wins and
one draw and the latter who had 4 wins and 2 draws. XNone of the other Mregulargt
escaped defeat. In addition to board 3, scores of 5=l were made at boards 2
and 7 where our players had made a clean swegp yntil they encountered San Jose.

ag for the answer to the question which heads this article, we suzzest
that what Yhappened" was slmply our failure to score at least 4 points against
San Jose. It may be, of course, that our opponents had something to do with such
failure, and in the absence of conclusive evidence to the contrary, there are
those who will insist thot San Jose did not co-operate with us! Looking back
at the match and shuddering elizhtly when the final score is recalled, such
acousation appenrs plausible. DBut, then, what else can one expect from a tean
which insists upon wimning the charpionship? EHaving started with a question
it peems appropriate to end with one,

Results of CCCL latches

Rownd & = 12/5/54 Round 4 = Jan. 9, 1955
Pittelturg San Jose Fresno San Joss
1 E Burger 1 7T ddans 0 1M Hailpam 1 W T Adams 0
2 R Trenberth 0 E lueller 1l 20 Frieg 1 E lmeller n]
3 P Weinberg 0 D Haville 1 3 0 linschke 0 D Haville 1l
4 R CGuzman 0 J Xslning 1l 4 E Achterberg 1 J Xalnins 0
6 G Gareia o Barber 1l &5 C Fotias 0 L Douwzherty l
6 W Whigler 1 Gazee 0 6 W Shirey 0 H O'Sheughnessy 1
7 T Snavely 0 H O'Shaughnessy 1 7 L Legler 0 T Kimball : |
8 T Olvera O T Kimball 1 8RClark 1 P Foley .
2 6 4 4
Round 4 - Jan. 9, 1956 Round 4 - Jon, 9, 1955
lodesto Stockton Pittsburg Ogldale
1L Davis 1 R Leich 0 1 TevWhisler 1 5 Slosted 1)
2 § Jeffers 1 R Juhre 0 2§ Woinberg % 24 Sai 3
3 B Paul 1 ¥ Sarders 0 26 Garcia 1 H Blickenstaff 0
4 L Krogness 1 W Jarvis 0 4 J Sith 1 E lortensen 0
5 Dr C J Cook 1 J Lindstealt 0 5 R Turaer 1 Corporan 0
6 H Wente 0 4 C Soxon 1 6L ILensing % Mrs CJ Soith - %
7 E Havksworth % J Conderre 3 % F Oilvera 0 CJ Smith 1L
B C M Hobbs 1 J Firucane 0 8 T Suwvely 0 4 Buerer
o 13 5 4+
Round 5, Jan., 30, 1955 Round &, Jan. 30, 1955
Pltteburg Sacramento Freano Stoclk-ton
1 R Burger 1 4 Janushkowsky O 1 M Hallpamn 1l R Leigh 0
2 R Trenberth O 0 Celle 1 2P D spith 1 Dr J ¥ DavidMdalig O
3 R Guzman L J B Gee 3 3T Fries % R Buhre 2
4 W Whisler 3 K O Meyer ¥ 4 0 Maechke % J Saxon 5
6 J Smith @ N T dustin 0 5 Dr H Kallpann 0 H iiinch.ca h
6 F Welnberg 0 J Celle 1 6 C Fotias 1 M Sanders 0
7 F Olvera 0 J Scheuerman 1 7 R Baker 1 J Lindsteadt 0
8 R Turner _,g,_, & Blshop _é... 8 R Clark A 7 Jarvis 9
6 2
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Round 5, Jan., 30, 1855 Round 6, February 20, 1955
Lodesto San Jose So.crrmento Oakdale
1L E Davis 0 PBill idame p 10 Cells 1 4 Buerer o
2 EL Jeffers 1 Eert liveller 0 e J B Gea 1l CJ 8pith 0
& Herb Poul 0 Dewey Haville 1 3 U O Meyor % H Plickenstaff %
4 I Erogness 0 H 0!Shaughmessy 1 4 J Scheverman 1 R Iwing 0
& Dr C J Cook 0 L H Deugherty 1 5 7 R Bogers 1 3 Slosted 4]
6 Herman wente O Top Kimball 1 6 J Celle % lrs. V Smith %
7 Ed Hobbs 0 41 Lutz 1l 7 4 Janmghkowsly 1 R Corporan 0
8 Bill Kessler _0O Fhil Foley 1. B8 U ILartley _0 8 Sampson il
1 ¥ 6 o
Round 6, Feb. 20, 1955 Round 6, Feb. 20, 1955
liodesto Fresno 1 E Lizeller 1 R Leigh 0
1 L E Davis 0 i Hailpern 1 2D Havil 0 Dovid-iialig 1
2 E L Jeffers 0 PD Swmith 1 3 H 0'Shaughnessyy Scholtz i
3 L H Kerfoot 0 T Fries & 4 1 Daugherty 1 R Juhre 0
4 HE Paul i C Fotlas % ‘B J Hipbell 1 FSexen—locac B4
B L Krogness 0 O linschke 1 6 P Foley 1 L Sanders 0
6 C J Cook % 7 Shirey % ‘7 Chapman 0 34 Saxon 1+
7 R T Havksworth O I Phetterplace 1 '8 G Van Hooser _Q ;ﬂﬂﬂﬁﬁ-ﬂ.Lxmirhlé
8 E Hobbs 1 R Clark 0 San Jose/ 4%  Stockton/ &k
2 &
Round 7, narch 13, 1985 Round 7, liareh 13, 1955
Sacramento San Jose Pittsburg Fresno
1 0 4 Celle Q0 T T 4daps 1 1 R Trenberth 0 Il Hailpam 1
2 4 Janushlzousky 0 Bert liueller 1 2 R 0 Guzman 1l T Fries 0
3 il O llgyer 1 D Havill 0 3 G Gareln 0 T Shirey i
4 T T imstin % J Kalnins 1 4T Olvera % 0 iiaschke 5
8§ JC Schenerman O @& Barber 1 5 P Veinberg 1 R Barabedian o
7 A 7 Bishop 0 J Kirball 1 7d Eli.:'l.‘t-h 0 U Phetteplace 1
8 J 4 Celle 0_ P Foley 3 8 Toswely A RbHgOwlough
"1t 6% e 4
Round 7, liareh 13, 1956 ¥
Stocl-ton Oalrdale abtention Tean Captoins & Club
1l R Leigh 1l E Said 0 Seceretrriest Some of the names of
2 Devid=lizlig 0 CJ spith i your temn venbers are not very olear.
3 R Juhre 1 H Blickenstaff © 4lgo, we want first names or initials.
4 J Baxzon 1 ¥ Lortensen o If a nane above is wisspelled, or has
5 1l Sanders 1 lrs. ¥V Smith 0 no ipitial, please let us know. Our
6 4 Saxon 0 D Thiel 1l records need more than merely a lapgt
7 J Lindstead 1 5 Slosted 4  npome. 48 the next issue is coming out
8 J Finucane '-lr § Sampson 0 soon, please send in corrections
bz _§§ propily.

CENTRAL CALIFORITIA CHNSS LITAGUE
i Summary of the 1954-55 Season
and some reflections
For the first season since 1948-49 each of the teams played the same number
of smmes during the course of the Leaguele team nntch play. 4ltho we nay Dbe
somewhat prejudiced, hawving suszrested for some years the adoption of a rule pro-

viding for teams of equal size, it seems to be the consensus that the plan used uw’

during the past season was successful. e are hopeful it will be continued.

The Sen Jose conbtingent was not troubled by the chonge, and emerzed the
winner b decisively defeating Sacramento in the final round. For the losers it
mas the worst beating handed them by the champions in their six meetings to date.
There is no cuestion but that Sen Jose deserved the victory, and to the team



-4
which hed to win, and did eo in a very convineing manner, we offer our congratu—
lationa.
Final standings of the teams were as followad

Place Tesm listeh Score Lon Lost Drew Gome Scors
1 San Jose o= o2 12 & M4 - 14
2 Snerapento 5 - 1 27 15 6 30 - 18
3 Freano 4 - 2 2% 14 7 0% - 17
4 Pittsburg G - 2% 22 18 8 26 = 22
5 iioflesto 1 - 5 15 28 5 17% - 304
6 1 Oalrdale 1 - 6 &, 29 8 15 = 33
7 1 Stockton l] -« 5 12 20 6 15 - 33

Fresno, vhich compiled the second best zrme score, was the only team that
did not lose to San Jose. 4 first round loss to Sacramento by the close margin
of 34} and a drawm pateh with Pittsburg in the lnst round cost Fresno its chances
for firet place.

In our opinlon a comparison of the scores compiled by the top four teams
at the 8 boards played ofiers an interesting sidelight on the season's competi-
tion. “e leave to the readers the tasl: of analyeing the results and deriwing
therefrom such conclusions as may be inherent in the fisures displayed;

Board San Jose Szcremento Fresno Fltisburg Total

¥ L D ¥ LD FLD PID 9 LD

1 4 2 = 2 4 = 6 = = 4 2 = 16 8 =

2 3 3 = 5 1 - 422 - 38 21 16 8 1

3 4 1 1 4 - 2 3 21 2 31 13 6 b

4 3 2 1 3 = 3 2 = 4 2 2 2 10 410

5 6B = = 3 3 = 3 3 = B 1 = 17 7 =

6 b 1 = 2 31 3 21 4 11 14 7 3

7 4 1 1 Bl - 3 3 - 1 41 13 9 2

8 231 . 33- 321 133 11048
Totals 32 12 4 27166 2714 7 2218 8 108 55 26

is a comparison with the foresping results for the 1954=-55 geason, the
following shows the leading scores corpiled et ecch of the 8 top boards for the
period from 11/14/48 to 3,13/551

Board  Team Ho. of Gures Ton Lost Ircw Avernge
1 Freano 39 23 B 7 « 679
2 San Joge 36 27 5] 4 « BOG
3 Sacrananto 3 24 B 10 o 744
4 Sacramento 39 27 5 i 782
51 San Jose 35 26 & 4 778
6 San Jose 36 29 4 B 84T
e San Jose 35 22 & i « 720
8 Ban Jose 33 22 8 3 712

It is not surprising to find that San Jose douinctes the above listing
because in its esix seasone of play it hae won the charmionshlp four times and
was second on the other two ocecasiona. Insgofor as averages, in terms of games
won and loet are concerned, San Jose hns led the League each year,

We believe some recognition should be siven the individuzsl players who
have participated in at least 20 teawm matches ond Liave in so dolng compiled
an averaze of more than .B00. There are 19 ployers in this category, and
2ltho the liet necessarily exzcludes many who have made fine records for their
teamg in o lesser number of metches, the incluaior of a2ll would result in o tabu=
lation of considerable length, Ilease remember that the writer hns complled theese -
dnta voluntarily, and altho he has atternted to avoid errors by the customary
procedurese cdopted in tabulation, a few nay have slipped in dnedvertently. Thus,
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if a player finds an error, or what he believes to be nu error, let him be acme-
vhat charitable in his comments. Finally, let it be wnferctood that this is not
an atterpt to rate the players; anyone with a falrly good Mnovledge of statistics
and mathematice realizes that there may be other ways in which o waste an equal
amount of time but few which result in as mueh adverse criticism. Beesides it is
our opinion that ratinge in chess, no matter how insentous the system employed to
compute them, are relatively meaningless. ‘e have noted with a ce rtalin amount
of amugement the claims on the part of an individual we will not name to convince
the chess players of this country that he has devised a system which will serve
to rate all pleyers. The latest claim we have noted is that under the most
recent advanced scheme more tournaments will be rated than if all tournaments
were rated, or at least this seems to bte tiie zeneral ildea.

at any rate, the following shows the zzmes won, lost, and drawm, and the
averages achieved: 1t is not intended to nortroy anything mored

Hame Club Gemes  Ton Lost Drarn  Average

0 Celle Sacto 23 18 2 a .848
Ealnins 8J 23 16 3 4 «783

Gee Sacto 34 22 4 8 « 765
Mueller SJ 36 27 B 1 «764
Ldnmea SJ 33 23 & 4 »758
Dausherty &J 33 22 5 3] .768
Hailparn JFresnho 26 18 b 3 « 750
Crofub 8J 29 18 5 B .74
dustin  Sacto a7 22 B v +B89
Fries Tresno 27 15 7 B =548
Meyer Bacto 38 19 8 11 545
HEngzell Sacto 26 14 2 4 «B40
Malig 87 15tkm 26 15 B 3 . «635
Cook Freasno 26 15 8 2 615
Jackson Modesto 25 14 9 2 «E00)
Davis liodesto a5 13 15 3c N
Leigh Stoetton Z0 11 8 1 « 575 ;
J Sexon Stoclkton 20 s L 3 BEE LVl
Hrogness lodesto a0 16 13 = « 533

ig for any profound conclusions which may be drawm from the foregoing,
my suzgestion is to avold them. Those who do not dislilte me can say Miilt
isn!t so bad afier all = he has lost only 8 out of 38 zamesM", Those vho do
may comment "Ee isn't so good - hels won only 19 out of 38", Both will be correct.
Suppose for a woment that a playerhbas played and drawm 38 gomes. His friends
may claim "Thot fellow is Zood - 38 ;ames and not 2 single loss" vhile his
enemies may claim with equal accuracy "The guy's a bum = 38 gemes and not a
ginsle winM., Hus either side proved anything? I have attempted to prove
nothing and have accomplished exactly that.

— s e e I a R B T S e e

at liodesto. FEntries ere to be sent to CCOL President iiilce Haillparn, 727 Ferger,
Fresno 4, Celif. Or if youre resl late, contact Lee Kerfloot, 607-16th St.,
Modesto. lilke hos suggested if more than 16 enter, have 5 rounde and the first
two rounds at 25 moves per hour., Considering everything, we believe four rounds
would be better in any cose. But there is not much chance of more than 18
ghteringe = = = = = = =
NEXT isgue coming out shortly. Send in news promte if you
want it printed.
{heve almost o full issue on hand now)
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