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Editor's Message

Dear Readers:

The final standings-of the USCF's
1991 membership drive are in and Northern
California has emerged at the top'of the list
with ‘a: whopping: increase 'of -over 500
members (see Chess Life, 4/92, p. 10). The
record growth of our state organization has
paralleled the USCF's, and undoubtedly we
have been instrumental in boosting- the
USCF to their current all-time high mem-
bership.- With the Men and Womien's World
Championships coming to Los" Angeles
next year, we can look forward to seeing
chess in the full media spotlight.

The future of our sport, the scholastic
players, have been active. The scholastic
state championship, under the promotion
of Ray Orwig, had a record attendance.
Santa Clara and San Mateo counties re-
spectively held their annual champion-
ships. ‘Both of these were well-attended as
well, with: Santa Clara’s being a- USCF-
rated event again after several years of non-
rated championships. . Several of the new
USCF members that emerged from that
tournament have continued to compete at
club and weekend events as well. A igood

sign' that promoting USCF-rated events
benefits everyone.

On the cover are two members of the
All-American Team, Jennie Frenklakh and
Jordy ‘Mont-Reynaud. 1 salute:themfor
their achievements to date and wish them
the best as they go-across the'sea to repre-
sent our country. I am proud of these fine
junior players as well as the many others

-that live:in our state that grace the junior

top-fifty lists. “Recognition must go to the
many parents, coaches, teachers-and orga-
nizers for their tireless efforts working with
our scholastic community to create an en-
vironment for the young players Lo excel.

Jordy, age 8, is our candidatein the
Boys Under 10 category, while Jennie, age
11, will represent the Girls Under 12. -As
indicated above, they have been nominated
by the USCF 1o represent the United States
at the 1992 World Youth Championships,
to be held -in Dusseldorf, Germany, June
29-July 12.

-Jordy-Mont-Reynaud, ‘whom many
Bay area playershave met across the board,
as the recipient of our CalChess Scholar-

~ship in 1991, ‘In'February he was granted

Continued-on page 5
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NorCal Scholastics

Junior High Section winners

every year for the past eight years—an indication of quality coach-
ing! They were followed by Luther Burbank 10'/2. MLK 10, 1991
Champs Bartlett 9'/,, and Hopkins 7.

The top, High School, section was the scene of fierce compe-
tition as five nationally-ranked players fought it out with new
talents and each other. When the dust settled, All-American Team
Member David Peterson of Arizona (brother of Elementary
Winner Andrea Peterson) proved best with 5 points. Adrian
Keatinge-Clay continues to demonstrate great promise as the top
Northern Californian, scoring 4'/,. Alex Dubrovsky lost an excit-
ing last-round game to Peterson to finish third with 4, tied with
Santa Clara County Champion Edington Watt 4, and rising stars
Rooshin Dalal 4, Brian Jew 4, and Mason Bledsoe 4. In a sec-
lion marked with talent, Bledsoe played exccllent chess. Matthew
Gross 3'/,, Ky Dang 3'/,, Peter Lee 3'/,, and David Bunde 3}/,
distinguished themselves by scoring well in a particularly com-
petitive field. Class prizes for Under 1600 went to James Castillo,
Chi Hom, Duc Tran, Willy Pan, and Lui Ngo; Under 1400 win-
ners were Gundars Avaust, Kwieyang Low, Tam Le, and
Robbie Kohler. Best Under 1200 were Jacob Taylor, Donovan

High School Section winners

Dyer, J. P. Donovan, and Charles Bunnell. The Unrated winner
was Duc Luu. There were 52 players in the High School Section.

In the hard-fought High School Team competition, Coach
Peter Dahl stacked the deck by having three players seeded into
the top ten. With that depth, they were able to grab an early lead
and hold off strong late surges by Bellarmine and Independence,
bringing Lowelil their second straight title in the top scholastic
section. This impressive win makes these bright boys from Low-
ell contenders in the Nationals in Kentucky in May (Good luck,
Peter!). The final totals were Lowell 14‘/2. Bellarmine 13‘/:. In-
dependence 13, Gunderson 9, and Los Altos 8'/,..

Meticulous attention to organization by Ray Orwig and
his staff of Directors, Alan Glasscoe, Alan Tse, and Richard
Newey, eliminated distractions that could detract from top perfor-
mances by the competitors. Parking monitors, a snack bar with
plenty of “heavy fuel,” comfortable playing conditions, relaxation
areas for Type-A parents, an American Chess Equipment repre-
sentative with all the latest books and equipment, and an overall
pleasant atmosphere made this event memorable. The next gen-
eration of chess stars made their debut, and it was a good one!

NORTH-SOUTH SCHOLASTIC CHESS MATCH

by Joe Lonsdale

n December 28, 1991 eight of the top scholastic players
O from Northern California played a match, at Chess for
Juniors in Orange County, with their counterparts from
Southern California, Each side entered two four-player tecams (A
& B divisions) that played round robins. The Northern teamns won
both divisions by identical 13-3 scores.

In the ‘B’ bracket (mainly K-3rd grade) the North team
was expected to win based on ratings, experience, and age. Vinay
Bhat, who recently won the USA second grade championship, lead
the team with a perfect 4-0 score. Unrated Kai Huang (our secret
weapon) scored 3.5-0.5. Both Tov Fisher-Kirshner (301) and
Jeffrey Lonsdale (2.5-1.5) came in with positive scores to clinch
the victory. The ‘B’ match was over after the first game of the
third round as the North scored 8.5 of the first 9 points to clinch
the victory.

The time control was game in 45 minutes to allow four
rounds in one day. The younger division ‘B’ players did not use
all of their time and Division ‘B’ finished before the third round
was completed for Division ‘A’.

In the 'A’ bracket (mainly age ten and under) it looked a
lot closer on paper. The North players’ ratings averaged 1367

versus 1361 for the South. However, the North *A’ division was
not about to be outscored by the ‘B’ group which mainly consisted
of their younger brothers. Harish Bhat, Vinay’s older brother,
lead the team and kept up with his young brother by also coring a
perfect 4-0. (Not a bad for the Bhat brothers, 8-0!) Kevin Simler,
reigning Northern CA K-3 champion, finished at 3.5-0.5. Joey
Lonsdale outscored younger brother Jeffrey by posting a 3-1.
Joey’s first round win is shown below. Micah Fisher-Kirshner
kept all of the North scores positive and allowed the North ‘A’
team to match the North ‘B’ team by pulling out a win in a tough
endgame in round 4 to score 2.5-1.5. This result still left him 0.5
points behind younger brother Tov.

The Chess for Juniors facilities were excellent. It is a
great place for children to learn chess. National Chess Master
Robert M. Snyder was a wonderful host. Six of the boys and [
stayed at his home and had a great time. Mr. David Huff,
Alexander’s father, donated some very nice trophies for the event.

Seven of the eight North players are students of Richard
Shorman. This victory belongs to him and the boys.

We hope 1o arrange another match, this time in Northern
California, in June.
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North/South Scholastic

Continued from page 4

White: Joey Lonsdale (1308)
Black: Cezar Santa Ana (1373)
Garden Grove, CA 12/28/91
Evans Gambit [C51]
Annotated by Joe Lonsdale

l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bcd BcS 4.b4 Nxbd 5.¢c3 Nc6 6.d4 Bb6
7.Qb3 dS 8.Bxd5 Be6 9.Bxe6 fxe6 10.Qxe6+ Qxe7 11.Qxe7+
Ngxe7 12.Nxe5 NxeS5 13.dxeS 0-0-0 14.0-0 Rhf8 15.Bg5 Rd7
16.e6! Rd3 17.Bxe7 Bxf2+! 18.Kh1
If 18.Rxf2? Rd8+ wins.
18...Rf4 19.Na3 Rxc3 20.Rad1 b6 21.h3 h6 22.Rd2 Be3 23.Rdd1
If 23.Rxf4? Rcl+! 24.Kh2 Bxfd+ followed by 25...Bxd2
wins for Black.
23...Rxf1+ 24.Rxf1 g5 25.Rf3 Rcl+ 26.Kh2 BcS 27.BxcS RxcS
28.Rf8+! Kb7 29.e7 Re5 30.e8Q Rxe8 31.Rxe8 1-0

San Rafael
Scholastic Quads

Ray Orwig, CalChess Scholastic Coordinator, directed quads
at Saint Mark’s School on 2/1/92. This was a fine tume-up for the
“main event”—the State Championship held at the end of March.
The winners were:

1 Jordy Mont-Reynaud (1723) 2-1
I Vinay Bhat (1322) 3-0
I Kai Huang (1185) 3-0
v Chris Behrens (1148) 2.5-0.5
A% Brandon Huff (1073) 2-1
VI Nikil Prakesh (920) 3-0
vl Robert Cunningham (765) 3-0
VIII Patrick Maher (Unr..) 2-1te

Thomas Duong (UNR)

o] and eight years old. Jacques Tseng (Unr.) won 1st with 4-0. 2nd

Santa Clara County
High School Championships

77 players competed in this 22nd annual event, this year
USCF-rated. Bill North, teacher and coach of the Gunderson team
organized and hosted. Nell and Julie Regan served as TDs.

The Santa Clara County High School Champion for 1992 is
Edington Watt. He is an 11th grader from St. Francis High. He
was the only player to go undefeated. Independence High suc-
cessfully defended their title to once again claim “Best Chess
Team in Santa Clara County”.

The tournament was organized as a two-day, one-section
Swiss. It began with a rousing rendition of the theme from
*“Rocky”. Trophies were awarded to the top three finishers of each
grade, as well as to the top-seven teams (five-person). Tie-breaks
were used in awarding trophies. The winners were as follows:

Name School - Score
Champion Edington Watt  St. Francis §
Senior: 1st James Castillo  St. Francis 4
2nd Ky Dang Independence 4
3rd Mikhail Golomb Los Altos 3.5
Junior 1st Matthew Gross SJ Academy 4
2nd Herbert Bibat Independence 4
3rd Rooshin Dalal Bellarmine 3.5
Soph. 1st Willy Pan Bellarmine 4
2nd David Bunde Independence 4
3rd Gundars August Los Altos 4
Fresh. 1st Mike Banulescu Bellarmine 4
2nd Duc Luu Independence 3
3rd Marlou Canosa  Yerba Buena 3

In the team results, Independence High came in first with
19.5, just nudging out Bellarmine's score of 18. St. Francis was
third with 15, Wilcox fourth with 13.5, Gunderson fifth with 12,
and Los Altos earning sixth place on tiebreaks with 11, over Live Oak.

Palo Alto

Scholastic Tournament

The Palo Alto Schol. Sectionals were held on February 23rd at the
Palo Alto Club. 55 players competed in 4 sections. The organizers of

7 | the event were Randy Mont-Reynaud, Richard Koepcke and

Carolyn Withgitt. Koepcke and Withgitt also co-directed.
In Section I, Mikhail Golomb (1735) went undefeated to se-

i cure 1st. On tiebreaks, Duy Ngo (Unr.) came in 2nd, Dyer Donovan

(1165) 3rd, and Kelly Cochran (Unr.) 4th, each scoring 3 pts.
Section II was comprised of mostly 5th-8th graders. Again,
one player won all of his games, David Brown (1348). A 3-way tie for

- | 2nd was broken on tie-breaks with Kevin Simler (1424) getting 2nd,
| Harish Bhat (1510) 3rd, and Micah Fisher-Kirshner (1401) 4th.

Section Il had a 4-way tie for 1st, with the winners as follows
ontiebreaks: 1st: Kal Huang (1185); 2nd: Uri Shpiro (1276); 3rd:

-] Phillip Wang (1266); and 4th: Vinay Bhat (1391). Each player
=¥ scored 3 points.

The players in Section IV were mainly unrated, between five

Perakis (Unr.) and
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Browne Wins 19th People’s

by GM Walter Browne, NM Peter Yu and Pam Ruggiero

by NM Peter Yu

C Berkeley held its 19th Annual

People's February 15th-17th.

With one of the largest guaran-
teed prize funds in Northern California, this
perennial crowd pleaser drew 186 adult and
scholastic players. The quality and
smoothness of the tournament continue to
set the standard as rounds started promptly
and disputes were settled competently.

World Blitz Chess Association Presi-
dent GM Walter Browne (2584) made
good use of Presidents’ Day Weekend by
scoring a convincing 5.5 out of 6. Browne’s
only draw came in round four, facing fel-
low Berkeley resident IM Jay Whitehead
(2527). Whitehead, Canadian IM Tom
O’Donnell (2443), and surprise underdog
NM CIiff Hart (2255) split second, third,
and U2300 prizes at 4.5-1.5. Twenty-four
masters competed in the thirty-six-player
Open Section, making this the strongest
section Open Section this year.

The Expert Section also went to a Ber-
keley resident. Ron Basich (2167) el-
evated himself above the field with 5.5
points. Trailing Basich was Russell Wong
(2126), who scored 5-1 losing only to
Basich. Leon Monderer (2196) rounded
out the Expert winners’ circle in third place
with 4.5-1.5.

This year's 'A' Section saw Mario
Samatra (1975) win with an undefeated 5-
1 score. Robert Christopher (1932) and
Manuel Mangrobang (1856) both shared
second and third honors at 4.5-1.5 apiece.
Meanwhile, the 'B' Section was dominated
by Carmelito Mejia (1656) whose 5.5-.5
score outdistanced Bruno Bier (1784) in
their run for first place. Much credit goes
to Bier, however, as he showed tremendous
resiliency to come back from an early loss
to Mejia, winning four consecutive rounds
to secure second with 5-1.

As usual, the Reserve Section (U1600)
featured many budding talents as well as
steadily improving veterans of tournament
chess. Out of the 53-player war zone, a
truce was called between top seed Joe
Fitzpatrick (1574) and Cal student Dae
Kwang Kim (1554) as they drew in round
five to split top Reserve honors. Finishing
in a large tie for third place were second
seed Arthur Jennings (1565), Larry
Parrish (1469), Soren Leaver (1461), and
Michael Marque (1427) each scoring 4-1.
The same score earned Kurt Schleunes
(1396) top U1400. Surprisingly, no
unrateds, foreign or domestic, finished in

the money this tournament.

This year's Young People’s Tourna-
ment pitted some of the nation’s top jun-
iors against each other. Third seed Jordy
Mont-Reynaud (1722), ranked number
one in the U.S. for his age category (Boys
under 10), confidently cruised to a perfect
4-0 first place. The two top seeds Brian
Jew (1824) and Adrian Keatinge-Clay
(1814) faced off in the final round, and
battled long and hard, but were too evenly
matched tto gain more than a draw. Thus,
Adrian and Brian, also both nationally-
ranked within their age group (Boys under
14), split second and third place honors,
with Adrian winning a larger trophy on tie-
breaks. Micah Fisher-Kirshner (1401)
took top "Under 13-years-old honors" with
three points, losing only to Adrian. Chris
Johnson (1295) received the best "Under
11-years-old" trophy for his strong 3-1 fin-
ish. Chris also suffered one defeat at the
hands of Adrian. Honorable mention must
go to local favorite Damon Mosk-Aoyama
(1458), who faced the toughest opponents
this tournament, because he had to play
both Brian and Jordy, and finished just
short of a trophy.

Once again the Tournament Directors*
lineup saw a new face in the People's long
history of notable TDs. This year former
Lowell scholastic star Alan Tse joins the
ranks of veteran Berkeley TDs Don
Shennum and Peter Yu. Keeping with the
University's timeless traditions, Alan was
shown the ageless secret of starting rounds
on time, which has been passed down
through generations of Berkeley Directors
for as long as history records. Special
thanks go to CalChess President Tom Dor-
sch and RVP Carolyn Withgitt for their
eternal help and support. Charles Pigg and
Dan McDaniel of the Livermore Club de-
serve credit for their generous assistance
during registration. This quality event was
once again brought to you by A.S.U.C. SU-
PERB Productions.

by GM Walter Browne

After avoiding the People's event in
Berkeley for around fifteen years because
they haven't raised the prizes, I finally
broke down and played.

[Actually, $105 was added as an
U2300 prize when I began organizing the
tournament, and I have recommended to
my staff that prizes be increased next year —
PYj]

In my first-round game, NM Daniel

Switkes (2215) got ar least an equal posi-
tion with a very dubious sixth move and
was helped midway through by the ever-
increasing sound of bongos in the back-
ground! What's worse, we were in the
darkest corner of a dim room! Around the
thirtieth move I outplayed him on the
kingside and won. Strangely, the games
seemed to get easier each round, as you can
attest from my third-round victory over
third seed IM Tom O'Donnell and my
twenty-five-move win with Black in the
last round! TD Peter Yu was kind enough
to move us to on the fourth floor, which is
quieter and better lit. However, during the
fifth round, a ranting, raging orator deliv-
ered his version of “H.....""!

White: GM Walter Browne (2584)
Black: IM Tom O’Donnell (2443)
English Opening [D45)

Annotated by GM Walter Browne

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.Nc3 Nf6 4.Nf3 e6 5.e3
Nbd7 6.Qc2 Bdé6 7.Be2 0-0 8.0-0 dxc4
9.Bxc4 a6?!

A rare move which works best with b5
and c5 to follow, which explains why Tom
got into trouble in a few moves. More
common is 9...Qe7 10.a3. 10.h3!? b5
11.Be2 Bb7 12.Ng5 was played in the
Karpov-Anand match last year.
10.Rd1 Qe7

10...b5 11.Bd3 c¢5 12.Ned4! Qc7
13.dxc5! favors White.
11.a3

11.e4 seemed early, as 11...e$
12.dxe5 Nxe5 13.Nxe5 Bxe5 (13...Qxe5!?7)
equalizes.

The text was directed against 11...b5
12.Ba2 c5 13.dxc5 (13.d5!7 e5 14.Ng5)
Bxc5 14.b4 (14.Ned!?) Ba7 15.Ne4 Nxed
16.Qxe4 Re8 17.Bb2 Bb7 and I prefer
White slightly.
11...e5 12.h3 b5 13.Ba2 Bb7

13...c5 14.Nd5!.
14.Ng5!

I was not crazy about 14.e4 exd4
I15.Nxd4 g6, and c5 was in the air so...
Although my tenth move may have been a
novelty, this 1o me was a TN,
14...c5

14...exd4 15.exd4 Rae8 16.Bd2
looked likely, but then I spied 16...BbS
17.Rel Qd6 18.Bxf7+! Rxf7 19.Rxe8+
Nxe8 20.Qxh7+ Kf8 21.Qh8+ Ke?7
22.Rel+, among other lines, where White
is more comfortable. However, the shock
factor did the job, as I was immediately




rewarded with a lemon!
15.Bd5! exd4

15...Nb6 16.Bxb7 Qxb7 17Nxb5! axb5
18.dxc5 Bxc5 19.Qxc5 and White wins after
minor technicalities.
16.exd4

Perhaps 16.Bxb7 dxc3 17.Bxa8 cxb2
18.Bxb2 Rxa8, however, the oversharp
19.Rxd67! Qxd6 20.Rd1 Qe7 21.Rxd7
Qxd7 22.Bxf6 gxf6 23.Qxh7+ Kf8 doesn’t
work and I saw a buildup on the d-line as
superior for White, but I prefer the text.
16...Rae8 17.Be3 cxd4

17...Bxd5 18 Nxd5 Qd8 19.dxc5.
18.Bxd4

18.Rd4!7.
18...Ne5 19.Bxb7 Qxb7 20.f4! Ngé6
21.Bxf6 gxf6 22.Nged

As we were getting a bit short on the
clock I thought 22.Rxd6 fxg$ 23.fxg5 ReS
would give a dying man a chance.
22...Be7 23.Nd5 Rc8?!

23...Kg7 24.Qc3 Qa7+ 25.Kh1 Rc8 is
a little more testing, yet 26.Qg3 smarts as
f57 loses to 27.Nxe7 Qxe7 28.Nd6 Rc5
29.b4.
24.Nexf6+ Bxf6 25.Nxf6+ Kh8?!

25...Kg7 26.Nh5+ Kh6 27.Qe2 This
is a good try as 27.Qf5? Qxg2+ wins any-
way.
26.Qf2 Qc6 27.Nd5 Rfd8?

27...Qc5 was the last chance to fight.
28.Qd4+ 16

28...Kg8 29.Racl Qb7 30.Rxc8 Qxc8
31.Ne7+.
29.Racl Qdé 30.Rxc8 Rxc8 31.Nxf6
Qxd4 32.Rxd4 Rf8 33.Nh5 Rc8 34.Rd7
Rc6? 35.Rd8+ 1-0

White: Richard Lobo (2342)

Black: Walter Browne (2584)

Nimzo-Indian Defense [E32]
Annotated by GM Walter Browne

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.Qc2 0-0
5.a3

Very fashionable. 5.e4?! c5! gives
Black good play.
5...Bxc3 6.Qxc3 b6 7.Bg5

7.Nf3 Bb7 8.e3 d6 9.b4 Nbd7 10.Bb2
is the other main line, which is not making
theoretical trouble at this time.
7...Bb7 8.13

Gulko was quite successful with
8.Nh3 in the 1989 U. S. Championship, but
my game with Gelfand at Dortmund 1990,
Plus others, have defanged this continuation.
8...ds

8...h6 9.Bh4 c57! allows 10.dxc5 bxc5
11.0-0-0 with heavy pressure as 11...Ne4?!
is answered by 12.Qel. White has a pleasant
choice after 12...g5, e.g. 13.Bf2 Nxf2 14.Qxf2
Qb6 15.h4, and White is slightly better.
9.e3
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Perhaps an immediate 9.cxd5 is most
accurate as Black can’t capture with the
Knight, and after 9...exd5 10.Bxf6!? Qxf6
11.Qc7 Ba6 12.Qe5, I was considering Qhé
or c6 with excellent compensation for the
pawn.
9...Re8!?

9...h6 10.Bh4 Nbd7 11.cxdS5?! Nxd5
12.Bxd8 Nxc3 13.Bxc7 Nd5 14.Bf4 g5 and
I prefer Black.
10.Rc1!? TN

Logical in one sense to put pressure
on the c-line, yet Black's quiet play masks
the venomous counterplay typical in this
line when White neglects kingside devel-
opment. 10.Bd3 or Nh3 were better.
10...h6 11.Bh4 Nbd7 12.cxd5 g5!

E7/ /
%g/,%:%
//m

////
/ ﬁ e

13.Bg3

First 13.Qxc7? Rc8 wins a piece.
However, 13.dxe6!? Nd5! 14.exf7+ Kxf7
15.Qc2 was sharp, yet I saw 15...Rxe3+
16.Ne2 gxh4 17.Qh7+ Ke6 18.Qxh6+ Qf6

\\ S

winning. 14.Qb3 gxh4 15.exf7 Kxf7
16.Bc4 looks reasonable until you spot
16...Qg5!.
13...Nxd5 14.Qd2

14.Qb3!?2.
14...e5!

14...c5 was also good but lacked
punch.
15.BbS

I wasn’t sure what he must do, but I
felt this was definitely wrong! 15.dxe5
Nxe5 16.e4?! 5! and it’s chow time! For
example 17.Bb5 c6 18.Bxe5 Rxe5 19.Bxc6
Bxc6 20.Rxc6 fxe4 and Black is better.
15...exd4

15...Nxe3!? was quite enticing yet he
had better survival chances than the text
after 16.dxeS5.
16.Qxd4

16.e4 f5 17.Ne2 fxed4 18.fxe4 Rxed
19.0-0 c5 and White's dreams are lost.
16...c6!

Naturally 16...Rxe3+ 17.Ne2 Nc5
18.Bc4, although potent, is not a knockout.
17.Bxc6 Bxc6 18.Rxc6 Nxe3 19.Ne2

19.Kf2 Nf5! 20.Qd3 Nc¢5 21.Qxd8
(21.Qf5 Qd4 22.Kfl Qdi+ 23.Kf2 Qel
mate) 21...Raxd8 22 Ne2 Rd2 and Black is
winning.
19...Nc5 20.Kf2 Ng4+! 21.Kf1

7

21.fxg4 Rxe2+. Or 21.Qxgd Qd2
22.Rel Nd3+ 23 Kf1 Nxel.
21...Qe7 22.Nc3 Rad8 23.Rd6 Ne3+
24.Kf2 Nf5 25.NdS Qxdé6 0-1

If 26.Nf6+ Qxf6 27.Qxf6 Rd2+
28.Kg1 Rd1+ 29.Kf2 Nd3 mate.

by Pam Ruggiero

White: FM Renard Anderson (2324)
Black: Pam Rugglero (2129)
French Defense [C11]

Annotated by Pamela Ruggiero

l.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Nfé6 4.e5 Nfd7
S.Nce2 c5 6.c3 Nc6 7.14 Qb6 8.a3 c4

Similar to the Advance Variation, but
Black’s King Knight is at d7 and not e7.
Good for Black because the King Bishop
can develop or bad because Knight is not
well-placed.
9.Nf3 6 10.g3

10.g4!72.
10...Be7 11.Bh3 15

I was happy to close this diagonal and
considered doing so on the ninth move.
12.g4 g6 13.Ng3 Na$

Black is very solid.
14.0-0 Nf8?!

14...Nb8!.
15.Rb1 Nb3

15...Bxa3? 16.Qad+.
16.Be3 Bd7 17.Ne2 0-0-0 18 Kh1 Bad

If White leaves King on gl and Queen
on dl and Black plays 18...Ba4 then
19...Nc5 is threatened. The text 18.Khl
also leaves room for Knight maneuvering.
19.Qel Nd7 20.Negl Nb8 21.Bf2 Rdf8

Black now begins a major piece re-
organization to the kingside since the
queenside is closed.
22.Bh4 Qd8 23.Bg5?

This only helps Black. She wants to
play ...h6 anyway.
23...h6 24.Be7 Qxe7 25.gxf5 gxfS 26.Nh4
Rhg8 27.Ngf3 Be8 28.Qf2 Nc6 29.Rgl
Qh7 30.Rxg8 Rxg8

Trading Rooks is good for Black as
her Knights are better!
31.Rgl Ne7 32.Bf1 Bh5 33.Rxg8+ Qxg8
34.Bg2? Ncl!

This allows the next move which is
also the reason trading Rooks should have

been avoided. I //%;@///
11, A

y%@7

A curious
sitivation: the
back rank
weakness is
exploited by
a Knight!
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Contmued on page 11
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Revival of a Grand Tradition
The 1992 North-South Match

By Frisco Del Rosario

“Next year we’ll whip

you on 25 boards
instead of 17.”

—South Team Capt. Paul Shannon

| “Our only five took on
their best five and we

killed 'em.”
—North Team Captain Tom Dorsch

both sides of the California North—South

match held March 15 in Visalia can de-
clare victory. The Southern California squad
romped to a 20.5-13.5 score in the 17-board
match, but the Northemers fielded enough
players for the stipulated 25 boards and could
rightly claim on eight boards.

The match was a revival of the famous
North—South matches of 20 years ago when
California was “one” state. Now a combined
effort was required between CalChess Presi-
dent Tom Dorsch and Southern California
Chess Federation President Paul Shannon.

“My term as Regional Vice President is
up soon, and an RVP ought to do something,”
said Shannon. *T talked to other regional
organizers, (including Dorsch), and we de-
cided to holdmore regional events. We talked
about other ways state organizations should

l n a true show of interstale cooperation,

cooperate.”

Dorschechoed the statement. “The match
was a joint operation to increase cooperation
between states. We're planning a lot of
things—the North—South match was justone.”
Both states already agree to host the Region
XI Women's Championship (Northern Cali-
fornia hosts in odd-numbered years), a tradi-
tion begun by Ray Orwig in San Rafael last
year, continued in Los Angeles this May.

Allan Fifield and the Visalia Chess Club
hosted the event at the spacious and com-
fortable Visalia Convention Center. The day
before, the club conducted the Interstate Open,
won by IM Jonathan Schroer, who also
handled Board One duties for the South team.

The format of the match was two games
at 75 minutes per game. The top five boards,
all masters, belonged to the North—North-
erners Viadimir Strugatsky, Tom

O’Donnell, Richard Koepcke, Peter Yu and
Tom Dorsch scored a strong 7--3 over South-
ern opponents Schroer, William Longren,
Robert Hurdle, David Bragg and Robert
McGuire. “Our only five took on their best
five and we killed ‘em,” said Dorsch.

The next ten boards were a rout in favor
of the deeper Southern team, who had about a
class advantage and scored heavily.

Discussion is already underway as to
next year’s site. The Visalia/Bakersfield area
would like to host the event again, but the San
Luis Obispo orgaziners have also expressed
interest. San Luis Obispo is a “more touristy
area,” said Shannon, and *'the chess organiza-
tion in that area has fallen a bit—holding the
match there would be a chess development
effort for that area.” On the other hand, the
Visalia/Bakersfield area has a “very active
club and scholastic program, and if (they)
held the event again next year, maybe players
would get used to that tradition,” Shannon
said.

“We'll try to find a suitable venue and
whip you on 25 boards next year instead of
17,” said Shannon, good-humoredly.

The Board One pairing matched two of
California’s top young players: Strugatsky
for the North represented the U.S. in the
World Under-26 Team Championship last
yer and Schroer for the South competed in the
last two U.S. Juniors.

White: Viadimir Strugatsky (2490)

Black: Jonathan Schroer (2495)

King’s Indian Defense [E68]
Annotated by Frisco Del Rosario

1.d4 Nf6 2.Nf3 g6 3.c4 Bg7 4.g3

In the fianchetto lines against the King's
Indian, White's Bishop focuses quickly on the
center. Usually the Bishopis developed toe2,
where it sometimes must be very patient.
4...0-05.Bg2d66.0-0Nbd7 7.Nc3e58.e4¢c6

White had a comfortable spatial advan-
tage after 8...26 9.d5 b5 10.Nd2 Nc5 11.Nb3
Nxb3 12.axb3 Bd7 13.Qe2 in Velikov—Vogt
Sofia 1986.
9.b3 Re8 10.Rel exd4

The most dynamic move, extending the
scope of his King Bishop and Rook, but the
weakness is exposed on db.
11.Nxd4 Ng4?

Black sets out to exploit White’s vulner-
abledark-squares (f2 and d4), buthis queenside
is undeveloped, so this must be considered
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‘NORTH
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| .Tom"])'(.)rsch (2240)
6. Blll Hames (2175) .

: 13 Alan Tse (1915) ”

* Viadimir Strug_atsky (2490)
Tom O’Donnell (2414)
o .sarchard Koepcke (2321)

14 Carolyn"Wlthgitt (1886)

. 15-5
1
. 15-5
o 9
5:1.5.
0-2
0-2
 5-15
5_0-2

SOUTH :

. Jerry Hanke
Randy Hough (2165)

n (2201)

premature. Smejkal-Uhlmann (Sarajevo
1982) continued (by transposition) 11...Nc512.
h3 a5 13.Rb1 Bd7 14. Bf4 and White had a small
edge.
12.h3 Qf6

Black cannot just admit he has wasted
time by playing 12...Nf6 because 13.Bf4 Nc5
14.Qd2 gives White a commanding lead.
13.hxgd Qd4 14.Bb2 Nc5

Black seeks active counterplay, threat-
ening ...Qxd1 followed by ...Bxg4 and pre-
paring to expand on the queenside. White
reacts calmly and increases his advantage in
space.
15.Qxd4 Bxd4 16.Radl Bg7 17.g5 a5
18.Rxd6 a4 19.b4 a3 20.Bal Ne6

It appears that Black has eliminated his
weak d-pawn and will regain his material by
...Ng5 or ...Bf8. However, Black’s Knight
will move three more times and White will
drive a mighty pawn wedge into the center.
21.c5! Nxg5 22.14 Ne6 23.e5
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23...Nc7

How else can Black develop his Bishop?
24.Red1 Be6 25.R1d2 Rab8

Black intends to relieve his cramped posi-
tonby exchanging, beginning with...Nb5. White
avoids the trade and centralizes his Knight
26.Ned4 NbS 27.R6d3 BfS 28.Re3 Bxed

Otherwise 29.Nd6.
29.Bxe4 Rec8

Black guards his ¢c-pawn in preparation
of ...b6, which will extend the line of his
Queen Rook. Black cannot contest the d-file
because Red3 asserts White's control.
30.Rd7 Bf8?

It is only the pin on the al-h8 diagonal
that prevents White from making his e6
breakthrough immediately. If Black follows
through with his indicated plan with 30...b6,
White still has the task of coordinating his
pieces. 31.Rf3, threatening 32.f5, seems to be
timed correctly (31.f5 is premature—31... gxfS
32.Bxf5 Rc7 holds, and 31.g4 with the same
idea looks sluggish in comparison).
31.e6 fxe6 32.Bxg6! hxgé 33.Rxe6 Bxc5+
34.bxc5 Rc7 35.Rxg6+ Kf8 36.Rd2

36 Rxc7Nxc737BeSRc838 Bxc7issimple.
36...Re8 37.Be5 Rh7 38.Rf6+ Ke7 39.Rg6
Kf7 40.Rg5 Ke6 41.Kg2 Ra8 42.Kf3 Rad
43.Rg6+ Ke7 44.f5 Rc4 45.Re6+ Kf8
46.Rd8+ Kf7 47.Rd7+ 1-0

White: Neil Regan (2011)

Black: Randy Hough (2165)
Sicilian Defense [B23]
___Annotated by Frisco Del Rosario

.4

Northern Californian tournament
Players recognize Regan as a dangerous
opponent, able to conjure attacking moves
in any position. When Regan is on target,
he can terrify and defeat strong masters, but
when his aim is off, his pieces often find them-
selves wrongly placed.
1...c5 2.Nc3 Nc6 3.f4 g6 4.Nf3 Bg7 5.15?

White is undeveloped, but it is that “leap
before you look™ attitude that scores for Regan
when he is developed.
5...e6 6.Bb5 Nge7 7.0-0 exfS 8.d3 0-0 9.Bc4
Nd4 10.Bf4 a6?

Better is 10...d6, preventing White’s
next and threatening to secure Black’s advan-
tage with 11...fxe4 and 12...Bg4.
11.Bdé6
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11...Nec6
Continued on page 10
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North-South

Continued from page 9

A practical move. Black can be embar-
rassed greatly if he tries to save his material.
Forinstance, 11...b512.Bd5Nxd5(12...Ra7?
13Bxc5) 13.Nxd5 (13.Bxf8? Nxc3) Re8??
14Bc7. Also good for White is 11...Ndc6é
12.exf5 Nxf5 13.Bxf8 Kxf8 (13...Qxf8 can
lead to 14.Ng5 Ne5 15.Rxf5!? gxfS 16.QhS
h6 17.Nxf7 Nxf7, etc.). Black’s stingiest de-
fense is 11...Re8 12.Ng5 Ne6 13.Nxe6. (At-
tackers would opt for 13 Nxf7 Kxf7 14.exfS
[14.Bxe7 Qxe7 15.exf5 gxf5 16.RxfS+ Kg8
17.Nd5 Qd8 18.QhS5. It is a lesser material
investment for White but undervalues the
binding Bishop on d6] NxfS 15.Rxf5+ gxf5
16.Qh5+Kg8 17.Rf1 and White has plenty for
the Rook). Then Black can correct his pawn
structure with 13...fxe6 because thereis a trap
if White tries toregain his pawn: 14 Bxe7 Qxe7
15.exf5 gxf5 16.Rx{S d5!.
12.Qd2

White maintains his bind and procures
85 for his Knight, but also good is 12.Bx{8 and
13.exf5, transposing to the note to move 11.
12...Nxf3

Black accelerates White's development,
but the defense 12...Re8 13.Ng5 Ne6 now
fails completely to 14.exfS.
13.Rxf3 Nd4 14.Rb3 Re8 15.Rf1 b5 16.BdS

White's game is fragile afier 16.Nd5
Bb7 and he lacks firepower after 16 Bxf7+?
Kxf7 17.Rh7 Kg8.
16...Qb6

LR 9N
MUY
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17.e5?

If White chooses to decline the Queen
Rook, 100, he needs to open attacking lines
with 17.exfS. Then 17...gxf5 is best .
(17...Qd6 18.fxg6 is promising for White and
White wins nicely after 17...Nxf5 18.Rxf5
gxf5 19.Qf4 Bb7 20.Bxf7+ Kxf7 21.Qxf5+
Kg8 22.Qxh7+ Kf7 23.Qf5+ Kg8 24.NdS!
[threatening 25.Nxb6 and 25.Nf6+] Qd8
[24...Bxd5 25.Qxd5+ Re6 26.Qxa8+]
25.Qh7+Kf726.Rf3+Ke627.Bc7, etc.). After
18.Bxa8 Qxd6, Black’s Queen instead of
White’s Bishop hampers Black’s queenside.
17...Bb7 18.Bxf7+? Kxf7 19.Rxh7+ Rh8

California Chess Journal

20.Rg7 Kxg7 21.Qg5 Raf8

White finds that it is now his
queenside minor pieces that are not con-
tributing. 22 Bxf8 Rxf8 23.h4 Rh8 leaves
Biack a sound piece ahead.
22.Rf4 RhS 23.Qe7?+ RI7 24.Qe8 Rh8
25.Qxh8+ Kxh8 26.¢6 Qxd6 27.Rh4+ Kg7
28.ex17 Qc6 29 Rh7+ Kxh7 30.Ned Kg7 0-1

White: NM Robert McGuire (2269)
Black: NM Tom Dorsch (2240)
French Defense [C02]

Annotated by NM Tom Dorsch

l.ed4 €6 2.d4 d5 3.e5

The Advance Variation sets up the
classical positional dialectic of the French
Defense. White obtains a spatial advantage
and locks in Black’s Q-Bishop, but relin-
quishes an immediate initiative to Black.
This ancient variation has long been con-
sidered inferior to 3.Nc3 or 3.Nd2, and not
without reason. But the future of the French
Defense is being written by, appropriately
enough, the World Champion. First he
takes up the Exchange Variation (3.exdS
exd5), long considered lifeless, and uses it
to defeat the leading French theoretician,
Victor Korchnoi (Kasparov-Korchnoi,
Tilburg 1991). Then Kasparov plays the
Tarrasch against Viswanathan Anand, who
adopts the latest theoretical approach
(3.Nd2 c5 4.exd5 Qxd5). For the first time
in his entire career, Kasparov loses with
White to someone bom outside the Soviet
Union (Kasparov-Anand, Reggio Emilia 1991
2).
3...c5 4.¢3 Nc6 5.N13 Qb6 6.Be2

More popular are 6.Bd3, intending the
Milner-Barry Gambit (6...Bd7 7.0-01?), or
6.a3, with the positional threat of 7.b4, neu-

North Teal'n{ . Photo by Julie Regan

tralizing Black’s Q-side initia-
tive.
6...Nge7?!

More accurate, here or on
the next move, is ...cxd4.
7.Na3 Bd7? 8.dxc5 QxcS5
9.Be3

9.Nb5!? leads to interest-
| ing tactics. After, for example,
L 9...Nxe5 10.Be3 Nxf3+
11.gxf3 Qc6 12.Bf4 Ngb6
13.Nc7+ Kd8 14.Nxa8 Nxf4
15.Qd4 Nxe2 16.Qxa7, things
get pretty wild.

d 9...Qa5 10.NbS Nf5

Now Black has the oppor-
tunity to create permanent
weaknesses in White's pawn
structure, always a substantial
accomplishment for Black in
the French.
11.Nbd4

Otherwise 11...Ne5 wins a valuable
pawn.
11...Nxe3 12.fxe3 Be7 13.0-0 Qc7 14.Nxc6
bxcé

White scrambles to consolidate his
weakened pawn structure, but, strategically,
the game is already over. Black’s superior
center and his two Bishops are a huge ad-
vantage against the weak White pawns.
15.Qd4 Rb8 16.b4 0-0 17.a3 a5 18.Rab1l
c5S!

White is unable to prevent Black from
hammering through to create a protected
passer in the center.
19.Qf4 axb4 20.axb4 16

Black can best exploit his positional ad-
vantages in the ending.
21.exf6 Qxf4 22.exf4 gxf6!

Best. Another center pawn enables Black
to force two connected passers that will
steamroll the resistance.
23.Rb2 cxb4 24.Rfb1 Bd6!

The move White overlooked when he
played his 19th. Now two pawns are in
jeopardy, and one must be surrendered.
White elects to keep his passer, at the cost of
giving the Black center mobility.
25.cxb4 Bxf4 26.b5 Rb6 27.Kf2

White's next few moves are directed at
finding some way for his Knight to participate
in the game, a positional problem he never
really solves in the time available, which, at
this point, was already becoming limited.
27...Bd6 28.h4 e5 29.h5 Kg7 30.Nh4 f5
31.g3 Kf6 32.Kg2 Rg8 33.Rf1 f4! 34.Rb3
Ke6 35.g4 e4 36.Nt5

This move was made in severe time
pressure, but there are no good moves left for
White. Atthe very least, the b-pawn falls and
the center pawns continue to roll.




April/lMay 1992

North-South

Continued from page 10

36...13+ 37.Bxf3 exf3 38.Kxf3 BeS 39.Rel
K16 40.Ne3 Be6 41.Rd1 d4 42.g5 Rxg5 0-1

White: Dave Quarve (1821)
Black: Twain Vinecour (1898)
King’s Gambit [C37]

Annotated by Frisco Del Rosario

1.e4 e5 2.14 exf4 3.Nf3 g5 4.Bc4

All the fun was taken out of this move
when 4...Bg7 was discovered, depriving
White's Knight of e5 and protecting
Black’s Rook (5.h4 h61).
4...g4

The move White hopes for—now he can
play 5.0-01, the Muzio Gambit. After 5...gx{3
6.Qxf3, White should do nicely, especialiy at
a sudden death time control.
5.Ne5? Qhd+ 6.Kf1 Nh6

Analyst Herzfeld gives Black a clear
advantage after 6...Nc6! One likely possibil-
ity occurs when White bags the Rook with
7.Nxf7. Then7... Nf6 8 Nxh8 Ne4 is winning.
7.d4 d6 8.Nd3 13

Black correctly keeps the f-file closed

and further shakes up White's kingside.
9.B14 fxg2+ 10.Kxg2 Qh3+ 11.Kgl Bg7

Threatening 12...Bxd4, winning.
12.c3 Nc6

Now threatens 13...Nxd4. 13.Bg3 isan
adequatedefense (13...Nxd4? 14.cxd4 Bxd4+
Bf2), but White does better, developing anew
piece and setting a little trap.
13.Nd2

White paints the picture that he is allow-
ing 13...Nxd4 andmezely preventing 14...Nf3
to follow.
13...Nxd4 14.Bg3

Now White menaces 15.cxd4 and 16 Bf2,
and 14...Nf3 gives back one pawn, so Black
retreats with...
14... Nc6?

...and is jolted by...
15.Nf4! Qxg3+ 16.hxg3 0-0 17.Nd5 Kh8
18.Nxc7 Rb8 19.Nb5 Ne5 20.Bd5 Bd7
21.Nxd6 Ng8 22.Qb3 Be8 23.Nxe8 Rbxe8
24.Rf1 Re7 25.Rbh5 Nf6 26.Rhf5 NxdS
27.exdS Bh6 28.Nc4 Nf3 29.RSf3 gxf3
30.Rxf3 Rfe8 31.Nd6 Rel+ 32.Kg2 R8e2+
33.Rf2 Be3 34.Rxe2 10

11
Visalia
Sectionals

he Visalia Sectionals were on held

the Saturday before the North-South

match. Allan Fifield, President of the
Visalia Club organized the event, and Paul
Shannon and Carolyn Withgitt directed.
Thirty-sox players competed in two sections,

Jonathan Schroer (2495) won clear
first in the Open Section scoring 3.5-0.5,
drawing only to Indra Lahirl (2076) in the
firstround. Robert McGuire (2269), Tom
Dorsch (2240), and Joseph Bakhoum
(2088) each tied for second place with 3-1.
Allan Fifield (1810) won the Under 2000
prize with an even 2-2 result.

In the Reserve Section, top-seed
Charles Dodd (1782) clinched first place,
scoring 3.5-0.5. Richard Somawang
(1658) and Karl Bohlmann (1604) tied for
2nd with 3-1. The Under 1600 prize went
to Lewis Martinez (1457), and the Under
1400 went to his son, Albert Martinez
(1315). Branden Robinson won the
unrated prize.

People's Tournament

Continued from page 7

35.Nel Qg4 36.Qg3 Ne2 37.Qxgd Bxgd
38.h3 BhS 39.Kh2 Nxf4

Black has won a pawn, but the extra
pawn is not going anywhere. Meanwhile
Black’s King cannot invade the kingside .
By White having put his Knights on c2 and
d2, he can make Black’s task difficult.
Therefore, 40.Bf1 is a mistake as White
should challenge the d1-h5 diagonal so
Black cannot take control of c2.
40.Bf1 Bd1! 41.Kg3 Neg6é 42.Nhf3 Kc7
43.Kf2 Nh5 44.Ng2

44 Ke3 Ng3.
44...Bc2 45.Ngel Bdl 46.Ng2 Kbé
47.Ngl Nhf4

Must make room for the Bishop’s re-
treat.
48.Ne3 BhS 49.Nf3 Kb5!

49...Ka5 50.Nd2 Ka4 and the Black
King is on the square that should be occu-
pied by a Black Knight.
50.b3?

50. Nd2 Ne7! followed by Nc8-b6-a4
winning the b-pawn.
50...Nd3+! 51.Bxd3

This was forced, as 51.Kg2 or 51.Ke2
allows Nf4 winning, and 51.Kg3 f4+.
51...cxd3 52.c4 dxc4 53.Nxc4 Nf4

Black will now use the d5 square ef-
fectively, but, alas, 53.bxc4 allows Ka4
which is winning for Black.
$4.Ngl NdS S55.Nf3 Nc3 56.Nfd2 Bdl

57.Nd6 Kc6 58.Ke3 Bc2!? 59.Nf7 KdS
60.Nxh6 Nd1+ 61.K13

61.Kf4 saves a tempo.
61...Kxd4 62.Nf7?

62.Nxf5! offers more resistance, e.g.,
62...Kxe5 (forced) 63.Ne7 (or Ng7) Nc3
and Black still has winning chances.
62...Ne3! 63.h4 Bd1+ 64.Kf4 BhS 65.Nd8
Nd5+ 66.KgS Kc3 67.Nf1 Be2 68.Ng3 d2!
69.Nxe2+ Kd3 70.Nxe6 d1Q 71.N2f4+
Nxf4 72.Nxf4+ Kd4 73.Ng6é Qgd+ 0-1 in
92 moves

Renard played on because of mutual
time pressure in the sudden death time con-
trol. At the end it was White with 1 minute
left and Black with 2.5 remaining minutes.

White: Frisco Del Rosario (2108)

Black: Ron Basich (2185)

Sicilian Scheveningen [B49]
Annotated by Frisco Del Rosario

l.e4 ¢5 2.Nf3 e6 3.Nc3 a6 4.d4 cxd4
5.Nxd4
Arriving in the Kan Variation by this
move order is not as flexible for White,
who can no longer adopt a Maroczy Bind
setup with c4.
5...Qc7 6.Be2 Nc6 7.Be3 Nf6 8.0-0 d6
8...Bb4 preserves the independent
significance of this move order. Now the
game is a typical Scheveningen.

9.a4 Be7 10.14 0-0

In the 1985 World Championship, the
Super K’s discussed 11.Khl Re8 12.Bf3
Rb8 13.Qd2 and rewrote the theory of the
variation as we watched. It may appear as
if T was emulating the Karpov-Kasparov
games, but I was ignorant in this position.
11.Qel Bd7

Kasparov recommends securing the
e5-outpost by 11...Nxd4 12.Bxd4 e5
13.Be3 exf4 14.Bxfd Be6 15.Qg3 Nd7 and
a grandmaster draw may arise from 16.Bh6
Qc5+ 17.Kh1 Qe5 18.Bf4 QcS, etc.
12.Rd1 Rfe8 13.Qg3 Rac8 14.f5 e§
15.Bh6 Bf8 16.Ne6

Good or bad, if you aren’t willing to
play moves like this, you shouldn’t show
up at the ballpark.
16...fxe6 17.fxe6 Bxe6 18.Rf6 Kh8

Apparently White has struck out, but
he stays alive by fouling a few off.
19.Rxe6 Rxe6 20.NdS Qf7 21.Bg4 gxhé

21...Rg6! retires the side.
22.Rf1 Qg8 23.Qh3 Nd8

White has a trick.
24.Bxe6 Nxe6 25.Nf6 Qf7 26.Nd5

If 26...Qd7 27.Nb6 or 26...Qgbé
27.Rf6. Perhaps the foolery White began
at move 16 will end with a draw by repetition.
26...Qe8 27.Nf6 Qf7 28.Nd5 Qe8 29.Nf6
Ng5! 30.Qb3 Qf7 31.NdS Qg7 32.h4
Nxe4 0-1
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28th LERA Peninsula Class

By NM James Eade

hat can you count on besides
death and taxes? Well, if you
play chess in Northern Califor-

nia, you can count on the LERA tourna-
ments run by Jim Hurt and Ted Yudacufski.
These tournaments naturally draw well on
their three-day weekend dates, but it is the
unique LERA tradition alone that was re-
sponsible for drawing 190 players together
to do battle on a random weekend in March.

You know what you're getting in a
LERA event and that includes the stiff
competition. Although GM Walter
Browne had to cancel his plans to play and
IM Jay Whitehead has once again taken his
chess talent to the Krishna center in West
Virginia, a brief glance at the list of prize
winners should be enough to convince you
of the degree of difficulty involved in win-
ning a LERA tournament. If that doesn’t
suffice, we suggest that you piay through
the brilliancy prize-winning games!

OPEN

1st-4th: Viadimir Strugatsky (2490) Mt.
View, Ronald Cusi (2459) Daly City,
Filipp Frenkel (2304) Marina, Matvey
Temkin (2237) San Francisco, 3.5-0.5.
EXPERT

1st-4th: Ronald Basich (2167) Berkeley,
Romulo Fuentes (2166) San Francisco,
Daniel Burkhard (2142) Watsonville,
H.C. Robles (1964) Daly City, 3.5-0.5.
Class A

1st: Philip Dardik (1968) San Rafael, 4-0;
2nd: Robert Christopher (1932) San Pablo,
3.5-0.5; 3rd-9th: Francis Gallagher, Keith
Wagstaff, Michael Gonsalves, Teri
Lagier, Supreme King, Brian Jew, Ranjit
Chapanier, 3-1.

Class B

1st-2nd: Ronald Perez (1674) San Fran-
cisco, Carmelito Mejia (1656) San Fran-
cisco, 4-0; 3rd-9th: CIiff Robertson,
Ernest Templer, Ralf Wuehler, Carlos
Galinato, Jay Richwood, Walter
Lesquillier, John Meadows, 3-1.

Class C

1st: Robert Dickinson (1540) Hayward, 4-
0; 2nd-3rd Steve Ramsey (1586) Los Al-
tos, Stephen Thorn (1514) Placerville,
3.5-0.5.

Class D/UNR

1st-4th: David Alzofan (1393) Palo Alio,
Brian Keagle (1293) Santa Cruz, Robert
Hazliti (1255) Seaside, 1an Glover (1220)
Campbell, 3-1.

Class E

1st-2th: Mary Fitzgerald (1143) Camp-

bell, Austin Ozawa (1126) Fremont, 2-1.
UNR

1st-2th: Mario Rombua, San Francisco,
Edington Watt, San Francisco, 4-0.

White: T.S. Randall (2047)
Black: NM Filipp Frenkel (2304)
Brilliancy Prize
Caro-Kann [B14]

Annotated by NM James Eade

1.e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.exd5 cxdS 4.c4

Initiating the Panov (or Panov-
Botvinnik) attack, which is usually sharp
and always tense. It was considered best
by Alekhine and was also played by
Capablanca, Tal, Spassky and, of course,
Botvinnik, just to drop a few names.
4...e6

Many prefer the more flexibie 4...Nf6.
5.Nc3 Nf6 6.Bg5

Known since Keres-Alekhine, The
Netherlands, 1938, but likely to transpose
back to the main lines.
6...Be7

Better then Alekhine’s 6...Nc6.
7.N13

Back to the main lines!
7...h6

And right back out again! Most com-
mon is 7...Nc6, or 7...0-0.
8.Bh4?!

This may be playing into Black’s
hands. White might wish to consider
8.Bxf6 Bxf6 9.cxd5 followed by 10.Qb3.
8...g5!

Sharp, and apparently correct.
9.Bg3 Ned 10.Nxe4?

This is a gutsy decision, but it does
iead to an exciting game! However, 10.Bd3
would have been safer.
10...dxe4 11.Ne5

There is no backing down in this guy!
11...Bb4+ 12.Ke2 b5!?

An aggressive attempt to open lines.
13.Ke32!

The King is a fighting piece! The
logic behind this admittedly ultra-provoca-
tive move is that the King Bishop and
Queen are now both free to enter the fray.
13.cxbS would’ve put the onus back on
Black.
13..h5

Keeping the Queen out of h5 and si-
multaneously threatening 14...h4.
14.h4 6

Is the Knight trapped?
15.Ng6

Or perhaps, 15.Qb3, answering 15...a5

with 16.a3 and 15...fxe5 with 16.Bxe5 at-
tacking two pieces.
15...Rh6 16.hxgS! fxg5

White gains the initiative after
16...Rxg6 17.Qxh5 Kf7 18.Qh7+ Rg7
19.Qh5+, where if Black tries to escape the
perpetual, White has gxf6 intending BeS5.
17.Rxh5?
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In retrospect, 17.Qb3 must be played,
but I must confess that I probably wouldn’t
have considered Black’s next move either.
17..Bd2+!

An aesthetically pleasing as well as
tactically forcing move.
18.Kxe4

If 18.Qxd2 RxhS and if 18.Kxd2 then
18...Qxd4, Qxd1+ and Rxh5 should win for
Black. Now the King hunt escalates.
18...Bb7+ 19.Kd3 bxc4+ 20.Kxc4

20.Kc2 Bed+ is even worse than in
previous lines.
20...Ba6+ 21.Kb3 Nc6!

Leaving everything hanging in order
to get at the King. Well played!
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22.Bxa6

Hoping to walk the white squares to
safety.
22...Nxd4+ 23.Kc4

Better was 23.Ka3, but then

23...Bb4+! 24 Kxb4 Qb6+ should win, be-
cause Black can force the Queen off and
take the Rook at hS.
23...Qd5+ 24.Kd3 Nb5+ 25.Kc2

25.Ke2 Qc4+ 26.Kxd2 (26.Kf3 g4
mate) 26...Rd8+ wins.
25...Qc4+ 26.Kb1

Now, 26.Kd2 was forced, but this way
is less painful.
26...Qd3+ 27.Qc2 Qf1+ 0-1

An outstanding game!

White: NM Mike Splane (2290)
Black: SM Vitaly Kanzaveli (2424)
Brilliancy Honorable Mention
Alekhine’s Defense [B02]
Annotated by NM James Eade




1.e4 Nf6 2.Nc3 d5 3.exd5 Nxd5 4.Nxd5!?
4BcA is a better try for the initiative.
4...QxdS 5.d4 Nc6 6.Nf3 Bg4 7.Be2 Rd8

Or 8...0-0-0 as in Alburt-Vasiukov,
USSR (ch) 1967.
8.Be3 e6 9.0-0 Be7 10.h3 BhS 11.c3 0-0
12.Qb3 Qd6?!

Black has no reason to fear the Queen
exchange. He is, perhaps justifiably, will-
ing to accept the risk of losing in order to
complicate the game.
13.Rfel b6 14.Rad1l

White has completed his development
and enjoys a small spatial advantage in the
center. The White squares on Black's
queenside are weak and White will try to
take advantage of this.
14...Bf6 15.Qb5 Bg6 16.Bg5

Forcing the exchange of his weakest
piece and reminding Black that he may
have problems on the dark squares too!
16...a6?!

This move initiates a creative, if
flawed, conception (Would Chess Chow
call this a Bronstruct?) by Black. It is
almost a shame that the idea fails to win,
because it is brilliantly conceived.
17.Qxa6 BxgS 18.Nxg$S Ra8 19.Qc4 Bc2

Now the idea is clear. The White
Queen is running out of moves. Trapping
the Queen in the center of the board is
unusual, but by no means unprecedented.
Just ask Larry Christiansen about one of
his games at the last North American Open.
20.Rc1 Rad 21.b4

Forced, but sufficient.
21...Bg6 22.Bf3

An uncomfortable reminder about
Black’s own problems.
22...Ne7?

Using the annotator’s super hindsight
vision, one can reasonably assert that the
Knight should retreat to d8.
23.Qb3 Qd7

Can you say “overload™?
24.Nxe6 fxe6 25.Rxe6 Kh8

25...Bf7 26.Rxe7! does the trick.
26.Rcel!

Displaying admirable patience. If the
hasty 26.Rxe7, then 26...Qxe7 27.Qxad
Rxf3+ is a rude shock.
26...Ng8?

Overlooking White’s next, but White
was going to win material in any case.
27.Bc6 Qf7

As a friend used to say in similar
situations, it is all over now, but the weep-
ing and wailing and gnashing of teeth.
28.Qxa4 Qxf2+ 29.Kh1 Qd2 30.Qa3 Nf6
31.b5 Kg8 32.R6e2 Qd3 33.Re3 Qc2
34.Qe7 Bf7 35.Rf1 Qxa2 36.Qxc7 Bcd
37.Rxf6 Rxf6 38.Re8+ Rf8 39.Qd8 Qa3
40.Bd5+ BxdS 41.Qxd5+ Kh8 42.Qf7 Qcl+

April/May 1992

43.XKh2 Qf4+ 44.Qxf4 Rxe8 45.Qc7 1-0

White: Wade Regensberg (2162)
Black: Romulo Fuentes (2166)
Brilliancy Prize, Expert Division
Nimzo-Indian [E40]

Annotated by NM James Eade

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e3 Bxc3+
5.bxc3 b6 6.Nf3?!

Probably not best. Once, Black has
played b6, White should strive for the Bd3,
f3, Ne2 configuration.
6..Bb7 7.Bd3 d6 8.0-0 Nbd7 9.Nd2 Qe7
10.e4 5 11.t4 c5 12.fxe5?

This is a mistake, because it prema-
turely releases the central tension. It also
gives Black the d6 square for his pieces.
Their are a number of plausible plans in
this position. I would probably choose a4-a5.
12...dxeS 13.d5 0-0

Petrosian, as Black, used to be down
the exchange and still draw these positions.
14.Qf3?! Ne8 15.g4?

Played to inhibit 5, but 100 weaken-
ing. A better idea on this and White’s last
was to lift the Rook and play for Nf1-e3-f5.
15...Qb4

An aggressive display that might have
been better kept in reserve.
16.Rf2 Nd6 17.Nf1 Ba6 18.Ne3 g6 19.Bd2
Qe7

Admitting his mistake.
20.Kh1 Kh8 21.Rgl Rae8 22.Qh3

22.Qg2 might have been better.
22...Nf6

A gutsy decision to go after the e-
pawn, but Black otherwise continues to
drift.
23.Rxf6?!

Tempting is 23.Nf5? gxf5 24.Bg5! If
24...fxgd4 25.Qh4! (But not 24 Rxg4 Nxgd
25.Qxg4 (Forced) 25...f6 and Black wins.)
and if 24...Rg8 then 25.Rxf5 looks crush-
ing. However, simply 23...Nfxe4 turns the
tables and Black wins.
23...Qxf6 24.g5 Qg7 25.Qd7 Nb7 26.Ng4
Rd8

I prefer 26...15.
27.Qa4 NaS$ 28.Bel Bc8 29.Nf6 h6 30.h4
hxg$

Black’s execution is impressive from
this point on. He transfers the base of the
pawn chain to a vulnerable point, removes
the powerful Knight and unleashes an irre-
sistible attack on the exposed White King.
31.hxg5 Rd6 32.Rf1 Rxf6 33.Rxf6

33.gxf6 was better.
33...Qh7+ 34.Kgl QhS 35.Bg3 Qxg$
36.Rf3 Kg7 37.Qc2 Bgd4 38.Rf2 Rh8
39.Qd2 Bf3! :
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40. Rg2
If 40. Qxg5 Rhl mate.
40...Rh1+! 41. Kxh1 Qxd2 0-1

White: Craig Smith (1547)
Black: Huan Dinh (1425)
Briliiancy Prize, Class C
Scotch Gambit [C44]
Annotated by NM James Eade

1. e4 €5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. d4 exd4 4. c3

The Scotch Gambit, 4. Be4 is another
form of this gambit.
4...dxc3

4...d5 is the best way to decline.
5. Nxc3 Bc§

More usual would be 5. ..Bb4 or 5...d6,
the text continuation is weaker.
6. Bc4 Nge7 7. 0-0 d6 8. Bg5 h6 9. Bh4
Bg4 10. h3 BhS 11. Nd5S g5?

This move doesn’t work.
12. Nf6+ Kf8 13, NxhS gxh4 14. Nxh4
Ne§5 15. Bb3 N7cé6

This Knight belongs on the kingside
for defense.
16. Nf5 Ne7 17.Nhg7 Nxf5 18. Nxf5 Qg5
19. Qe2 Rg8 20. g3 Ngé6

With a big threat.
21. Qc4

With a bigger one.
21...Ne5 22. Qc3 b5 23, Kh2 Ncé6

To avoid the coming pawn fork.
24. 14 Qg6 25. Rael Ne7

It is desirable to eliminate the domi-
nating Knight on f5, but now the King be-
comes deathly ill.
26.Nxe7 Kxe7 27. 15! Qh6 28. e5! Kd729.
e6+! fxe6 30. fxe6+ Kc6

S s
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Black cannot control the march of the
pawn because the queening square is

Continued on Page 24
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Readers’ Showcase

n response to Tom Dorsch'’s persua-
I sive badgering for some annotated
games of mine, here are eight from
the last few months, plus a comment on a
diagram position from the last CCJ.
[Thanks, Renard-TD]

Referring to the diagram from the
game R. Anderson-T. Dorsch in the last
issue (CCJ, Feb/Mar '92, p. 21), after the
moves 39.Rb3 Kc7, “Does White have a
win here?”

%////.;,,

1) There should be a white pawn on a6 in
the diagram; 2) Move 40 was the last
move of time control, and with time run-
ning short I blitzed out the lemon 40.Qa37?.
Best is 40.g3 Bxa6 41.Bxa6 Qxa6 42.Rb5!
Rb8 43.RcS5+ Kb7 44.Rxa$ (+-).

White: FM Renard Anderson (2282)

Black: IM Jay Whitehead (2577)

U.S. Class Championships,

San Francisco, 1991

Sicillan/Sozin/Benkd Var. [B57]
Annotated by FM Renard Anderson

With remarkable tactical alertness, Jay
over the years has chalked up numerous
wins against me. But not this time.
1.e4 ¢5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6
5.Nc3 d6 6.Bc4 Qb6 7.Nb3 e6 8.0-0 a6
9.Bg5 Ne5 10.Bd3

10.Be2 might be better.
10...Be7 11.Qe2 Qc7 12.Kh1 0-0 13.Rael
b5 14.f4 Nxd3 15.cxd3 b4 16.Ndl a5
17.Ne3 Ba6 18.Bxf6 Bxf6 19.Ng4 Bhd
20.Rc1 Qb6 21.Nd2 15 22.exfS exf$
23.Qe6+ Kh8 24.Ne5 Qd4 25.Nf7+

25.Ndf377 Qb2.
25...Rxf7 26.Qxf7 Bf6?

After 26...Qd3! Black’s piece activity
combined with White’s Queenside pawn
weaknesses are more than enough for the
exchange. Also good was 26...Bd3+
27...Qf6. The premature centralizing move
26...Bf6? takes pressure off and presents a
target.
27.Nc4 h6

27...Qd3 28.Nb6 is similar to the
game.
28.b3 Qd3 29.Nb6 Rd8 30.Nd7 Bb2
31.Rfd1 Qe4 32.Rb1 Bd4 33.Rel Be2
34.Rbd1 Bc3 35.Rd6 Qf4

35...Bel?? 36.Rxh6!! gxh6 37.Nf6.
36.Re6 RA7??

A time pressure oversight in a hope-
less position. If 36...Qd2 37.R6e2 Qd7
38.Re8 Kh7 39.Qg8 Kg6 40.Rd8 (+-) or
36...Bel 37.Re8 Rxe8 (37...Kh7 38.Nf8)
38.Qxe8 Kh7 39.Nf8 Kh8 40.Ne6 (+-).
37.Qe8 Kh7 38.Qg6 1-0

game, R.A.-(computer) ‘M’ Chess 5/91.
10.BdS exd5?

10...Bb7 11.Bxb7 Nxb7 12.a4, with a
queenside superiority.
11.exd5+ Kd7 12.b4 Na4 13.Nxad4 bxad
14.Nc6 Qc7 15.BgS Nxd5 16.NeS+

Also considered was 16.Qxd5 Bb7
17.Qxf7+ Kc6 18.Qcd+ Kd7 19.Qeb6+ Kcb
20.Red Kb5 21.c4+ Kxb4 22.Rbl+ (+-).
16...dxe5 17.Qxd5 Bd6 18.Qxa8 Re8
19.Qed4 6 20.Be3 g6 21.Red1 Bb7 22.Qh4
Ke6 23.c4 Qc6 24.f3 g5 25.Qh3+ g4
26.Qg4+ 15 27.Qg7 1-0

White: IM Marc Leski (2538)
Black: FM Renard Anderson (2319)
Capitol City Open, Sacramento, '91
King’s Indian, g3 Variation [E69]
Annotated by FM Renard Anderson

White: FM Richard Lobo (2355)
Black: KM Renard Anderson (2282)
First Palo Alto Futurity, 1991
King’s Indian, Saemisch [E81]
Annotated by FM Renard Anderson

Case of the “Premature Draw Offer”.
1.Nf3 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.d4 Bg74.Nc3 0-05.g3
d6 6.Bg2 Nbd7 7.0-0 e5 8.e4 c6 9.h3 Qb6
10.Rel

10.Rb1 Qb4 11.b37? Qxc3 12.Bd2
Qd3 13.Rel Nxed 14.Re3 Nc3 15.Rxd3?
Nxdl 16.Rxdl e4 -Koopal-Anderson, Reno
1991.
10...exd4 11.Nxd4 Re8

Experimenting with 11...Ng4!? I won
with Black against FM D. Ross at the *91
Keres Memorial Open.
12.Re2 Ng4 13.Rd2 Nge5 14.b3 Nc5
15.Rb12?

15.Re2 a5 16.Be3 would be a typical
KI position.
15...Ncd3 16.Rxd3 Nxd3 17.Be3 Bd4 1/2-
127??

If 18.Nad Nf2! (-+). If 19.Nb6 Ndl or
19.Qe2 Qd8 20.Bd4 Nh3—White will be
unable to exploit the al-h8 diagonal and is
down too much material.

White: FM Renard Anderson (2319)
Black: NM Thomas Wolski (2368)
Capitol City Open, Sacramentao, '91
Sicilian/Najdorf/Sozin Var. [B87]
Annotated by FM Renard Anderson

Application of old theory.
1.e4 ¢S 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nfé
5.Nc3 a6 6.Bc4 e6 7.Bb3 bS 8.0-0 Nbd7
9.Rel Nc§?

9...Bb7! 10.Bg5 h6 11.Bh4 g5
(11...Nc5? 12.Bd5!! is some game from
the Palma IZ 1970) 12.Bg3 Ne$s
13.Qe2!7TN b4?! (13...Qc7) 14.Bad Ned?
15.Nd5 Nxd5 16.Ne6 fxe6 17.exd5 BxdS
18.Rad1 Qa5 19.Rxd5 Qxd5 20.Bb3 Qxb3
21.axb3 e5 22.h4 (+-). An offhand G/15

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.f3 0-
0 6.Bg5 a6 7.Qd2 ¢5

7...Nbd7 8.Nge2 c5 9.d5 Ne5 10.Ncl
b5 1l.cxb5 axb5 12.Nb5 Ba6 etc.—IJ.
Hjartarson-G. Kasparov, Amsterdam 1991.
8.dS5 bS5 9.cxb5 Nbd7 10.a4 axb5 11.Bxb5
Ba6 12.Nge2 Ne5 13.0-0 Ne8 14.Bxaé6
Rxa6 15.f4 Nd7 16.Nb5 Nb6 17.Nec3 Nc7
18.Qe2 RaS 19.Nxc7 Qxc7 20.f5 Qd7
21.h4 h6 22.16 hxg5 23.fxg7 Kxg7 24.hxg5
Nxa4 25.Qf3 Ra7

25...Qa7!2.
26.Rf2 Kg82?

26...Nb6 angling for Ne5 seems to
give an edge to Black because of the pawn
structure. 26...Kg877 wastes time at a
critical moment.
27.Rafl Nb6 28.g3??

28.g4! (+-) with the idea of preventing
f5 and setting up an unstoppable attack with
Qh3 and Rh2.
28...f5 29.Rh2 e5 30.dxe6 Qxe6é 31.Qhl
Qe5 0-1

White lost on time. In the final posi-
tion Black stands clearly better but there
still is plenty of play left.

White: Robert Ciaffone (2129)

Black: FM Renard Anderson (2319)

CCA San Diego Open, 1992

King’s Indian Classical [E97]
Annotated by FM Renard Anderson

A move up or a move missing?
1.Nf3 N16 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.d4
0-0 6.Be2 e5 7.0-0 Nc6 8.d5 Ne7 9.Nd2 a5
10.Rb1 Nd7 11.a3 f5 12.b4 Kh8 13.Qc2
axb4 14.axb4 Ng8 15.f3 Ngf6 16.NbS Nh5
17.g3 Ndf6 18.c5 Nxg3!?

Current theory is 18...Bd7 19.Rb3




Ng3 20.hxg3 NhS 21.f4 BbS 22.Bb5 exf4
etc. So, is 18...Bd7 a prerequisite to the
Knight sac?
19.hxg3 Nh5 20.K12?!

20.Rf2 might be a better try.
20...Ng3! 21.Rgl

21.Kg37? f4+ 22.Kf2 Qhd+ 23.Kgl
Qg3+ 24.Kh1 g5 followed by Rf6-Rh6
mate; 21.Ke3 Bd7!?2.
21...14 :
21...Qh4!17 22 Rg3 £4 23 Nf1 Bh3 (->).
22.Kel Qh4 23.Kd1 Nxe2 24.Kxe2 Qh2+
25.Kd3 Qxgl 26.Nxc7 Qd4+ 27.Kel
Qe3+ 28.Kd1 Rb8 29.Nb5S g5 30.Qc4 g4
31.Kc2 g3 32.Qf1 Bd7 33.Nxd6 Bad+
34.Kb2 Qd4+ 35.Ka2 Ra8 36.Nb3 BbS
37.Ba3 Rxa3+ 0-1

White: FM Renard Anderson (2319)

Black: Aniceto Lacno (2062)

CCA San Diego Open, 1992

Pirc/Byrne Variation {B08]
Annotated by FM Renard Anderson

Demolition of pawn structure.
1.e4 d6 2.d4 Nf6 3.Nc3 g6 4.Bg5 Bg7 5.14
¢6 6.Qd2 b5 7.Bd3 h6 8.Bh4 Qc7 9.Nf3
b4 10.Ne2 c5 11.c3 Ba6 12.e5 bxc3
13.bxc3 Nfd7 14.e6 Nf6 15.0-0 c4

15...fxe6 16.Bxa6 Nxaé 17.Qd3 (->).
16.exf7+ Kxf7 17.Bc2 Bb7 18.Ng3 Nbd7
19.Rael Rhe8 20.fS Nf8 21.fxg6+ Nxg6
22.Nf5 Rh8 23.Nxg7 Kxg7 24.Bxf6+ exf6
25.Bxg6 Kxg6 26.Nhd4+ Kf7 27.Rxf6+
Kxf6 28.Qf4 Kg7 29.Nf5 1-0

And Black is lost after 30.Ne7.

White: FM Renard Anderson (2324)
Black: Pamela Ruggiero (2126)
LERA Class Champ., Sunnyvale, '92
French Defense {C11)

Annotated by FM Renard Anderson

From time to0 time [ actually do win
against the French Defense!
1.e4 €6 2.d4 d5S3.Nc3 Nf6 4.e5 Ned 5.Nxed
dxed 6.Bc4 c5 7.d5 exd5?

7...Nd7 8.dxe6 fxe6 9.f4—BCO?2,
with a slight edge for White.
8.Qxd5 QxdS 9.Bxd5 Nd7 10.Bf4 15 11.13
€3 12.n4

12.0-0-0! g6 13.Rel.
12...g6 13.0-0-0 Bg7 14.e6 Nb6 15.c4 Na4
16.Be3 Bxb2+ 17.Kc2 Bf6 18.Ne2 Be7
19.Kb3?!

19.Rbl or 19.Bf4 prevents any
counterplay.
19...Nb6 20.Ncl NxdS§ 21.cxd5 Bdé
22.Nd3 b6 23.14 Ke7 24.Ne5 Bb7

24...Bxe5 25.fxe5 h6 26.g4 fxg4
27.Rhf1 (+~).
25.Nf7 hS 26.Bcl Rhc8 27.Rhel cd+
28.Kc3 BcS 29.d6+ 1-0
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White: FM Renard Anderson (2324)
Black: GM Patrick Wolff (2646)
G/90 Action, Needham, Mass., '92
Sicllian/Sozin/Velimirovic Att. [B89]
Annotated by FM Renard Anderson

More new theory.
1.e4 ¢S 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6
5.Nc3 Nc6 6.Bcd e6 7.Be3 a6 8.Qe2 Be7
9.0-0-0 Qc7 10.Bb3 Na$ 11.g4 b5 12.g5
Nxb3+ 13.axb3 Nd7 14.h4 b4 15.Nad4 Nc5
16.h5 Bd7 17.Kb1

17.g6 Nxb3+ 18.Kb1!?.
17...Bxad

17...Nxed4 18.g6 f5 19.h6 hxgé 20.3
Nc5 21.Nxc5 dxc5 22.Bf4 Qb6 23.QeS
etc.—Wolff-D. Gurevich, American Open
1991.
18.bxad Qb7

18...Rc8 19.f3—INF50/271; 18...Nxad
19.g6 Bf6 20.gxf7+ Qxf7 21.Qg4 0-0
22.Qxe6—Anderson-D. Gurevich, World
Open 1991. This was a Game/60, and in
spite of having a clearly worse R+P
endgame, Black pulled out a win in the
ensuing time scramble.
19.f3 Nxa4 20.g6 Bf6 21.gxf7+ Kxf7
22.Qc4 Qd7 23.f4 Rhc8 24.Qa2 Bxd4
25.Rxd4!TN

In postmortem I was shown the game
J. Picket-Wolff, World Junior CH 1989 (?)
which featured 25.Bd4 and some wild tac-
tics, finally ending in a draw.
25...Qc6 26.Rcl

26.Rxb4!7; 26.Rh2!7.
26...Nb6 27.15 Nc4 28.fxe6+ Ke8

28...Kg87 29.e7, followed by 30.Rc4,
31.e8Q. 28...Ke6!? 29.Bf4 Ke7 30.Rcd11?
or 30.Qb3.
29.Qb3 Rab8 30.Bg5 Rb7 31.Rf1 Na3+
32.bxa3?

32.Ka2! Qxc2 33.Qxc2 (33.e7!7)
Nxc2 34.Rxd6 (+-); 32.Ka2 Nxc2 33.e7
followed by Qf7 (+-). It turns out the move
I had originally intended, 32.Ka2 playing
for mate, does in fact win, but then I be-
came mesmerized by the “simplistic no risk™
win of a piece.
32...bxa3 33.Rb4 Qxc2+ 34.Qxc2 Rxb4+
35.Kcl Rxc2 36.Kxc2 h6 37.Bf4 Rxed
38.Bxd6 Rxe6 39.Bxa3 g6 40.Rf8+ 1/2-1/2

Racing toward the sudden-death time
control wall, both sides agreed to a quick
peace treaty.

White: NM Richard Koepcke (2362)
Black: Pam Ruggiero (2126)
LERA Thanksgiving, Sunnyvale, '91
King’s Indian Classical [E99]
Annotated by Pamela Ruggiero

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.NI3

15

0-0 6.Be2 e5 7.0-0 Nc6 8.d5 Ne7 9.Nel
Nd7 10.Nd3 f5 11.Bd2 Nf6 12.13 14

Modern theory recommends 12...Kh8,
intending ...Ng8.
13.g4 g5 14.c5 Rf7 15.cxd6 cxd6 16.Nf2
Ngé6 17.NbS Bf8 18.Rcl h6?

Everyone who plays this line—except
me—knows that this wastes an important
tempo. 18...h5 was correct.
19.Qc2 Ne8 20.a4

Interesting and forced is 20.Nxa7 Bd7
21.Nb5 Rxa2 22.Na3 Qb6 23.Rbl Nh4,
where Black sacs the exchange for activity
on the kingside.
20...Kh8 21.Qb3 Rh7 22.Rc3 hS 23.h3
Nb4 24.Rfc1 Qb6!? 25.Qd1 hxgd 26.hxgd
a6 27.a5 Qd8

Black finally has the right idea about
where Her Majesty belongs.
28.Na3 Qf6 29.Bf1 Qh6 30.Nh3 Be7
31.Qb3 Rb8 32.Rc4

If 32.Ba6?, then Nf3 33.Rf3 Bg4 fa-
vors Black.
32...Bd8

Black wants to eliminate entry points
for the White Rooks, preventing White
counterplay, before undertaking kingside
operations
33.K12 Nxf3!

Now or never!
34.Qxf3

If 34 Kf3?, then 34...Bxgd+ 35.Kxg4
Qh4+ 36.Kf3 Qg3+ wins White’s Queen.
34...Qh4+ 35.Kgl Bxg4 36.Qg2 bS

36...Bxh3? 37.Qxh3 Qxh3 38.Bxh3
Rxh3 39.Rc8 favors White.
37.Rc6 Bd7 38.Rxa6?!

White is lost after 38.Nf2 3! (38.Qf2
Qh5) because the piece cannot be rescued.
White, however, should not leave the c-file
and give Black the piece so easily.
38...Bxh3 39.Qxh3 Qxh3 40.Bxh3 Rxh3
41.Ra7 g4 42.Nxb5 Bh4 43.a6 {3 44.Rb7
Ra8 45.Nxdé6

45.a7 g3 46.Rb8 g2, intending ...Rhl
and mate.
45...Nxd6 46.Rc6 12+ 47.Kg2 Rf8 0-1

White: Pam Ruggiero (2126)
Black: SM Burt Izumikawa (2456)
San Jose State University 1991
Reti Opening (A09]

Annotated by Pamela Ruggiero

1.Nf3 d5 2.c4 d4 3.g3 Nc6 4.Bg2 e5 5.d3
Bb4+?! 6.Nbd2 Nge7 7.a3 Bxd2+
8.Qxd2!?

With the false threat of 9.Qg5 if 8...a5.
However, 9.Qg5 does not lead anywhere
after 9...Ng6 so 8...a5 should have been
played, though White can play 9.b3 and
prepare b4 with a slight advantage.

Continued on page 16
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Continued from page 15

8...f67 9.b4 a6 10.0-0 0-0 11.a4! a5 12.b5
Nb4 13.Ba3 c5 14.Bxb4 axb4 15.Qc2 Bg4
16.Nd2! Ra7

16...Bxe2 17.Rfel Bg4 18.Bxb7 and
White is clearly better.
17.Nb3 b6 18.a5 bxaS 19.Nxc5 QbS8
20.Ra4 Rc8 21.Nb3 f5

21...Qxb5 22.cxb5 Rxc2 23.b6 Rab
wins for White.
22.Rfal f4 23.RxaS5 RxaS 24.Rxa$ fxg3
25.hxg3 Bd7 26.Qd2 Kh8 27.Ra8 Qdé
28.Rxc8+ Bxc8 29.c5 QbS8 30.Qxb4 Be6
31.c6 NdS 32.Qc5 Nc7

32...Nc3 allows 33.c7 Qc8 34.b6.
33.b6 1-0

At the World Under-26 Team
Championship held last November in
Maringa, Brazil, local master Vladimir
Strugatsky won a silver medal for the
US Team. Below is one of his games
from that event.

White: SM Viad. Strugatsky [USA]

Black: Y.Hernandez [Mexico]

King’s Indian Defense [E66]
Annotated by SM V. Strugatsky

1.d4 Nfé 2.Nf3 g6 3.c4 Bg7 4.g3 0-0
5.Bg2 ¢5 6.Nc3 d6 7.0-0 Nc6 8.d5 Na5
9.Nd2 e5

In the Yugoslav variation, the Knight
on ...a5 does not really decorate Black's
position. Usually Black tries to keep it
busy by creating queenside play—...a6,
...RDb8, ...b5, etc. The plan with 9...e5
shifts the game to the kingside. However,
this makes the activization of the Knight
on ...a5 even more difficult.
10.¢4

This move was introduced by Efim
Geller in the early 70s. White provokes
...f7-f5, counting on his piece majority at
this part of the board.
10...Ng4 11.b3 f5 12.exf5 gxf5 13.Bb2?!

Correct was 13.h3, immediatley clari-
fying the intentions of the Black Knight.
13...a67!

Black should have exploited White's
inaccuracy by 13...e4!, preparing the
square e5 for the Knight on g4. For ex-
ample, 14.Qe2 Ne5 15.Nd1 b5!? 16.cXb5
a6 17.ad4 Bb7, with good counterchances.
14.h3 Nf6

Retreat to h6 is more common here.
In the game Markaus-Korolev, Corre-
spondence 1986, Black was on top after
15.Qc2 Rb8 16.Rael b5 17.Nd1?!
(17.f417) f4 18.g4 Nf7 19.Bc3 b4 20.Bb2
Ng5 21.f3 Bd7 22.Nf2 Nb7 23.Nde4 a5
24.a4 Nxed 25.Nxe4 Bf6.
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15.Qc2 b6 16.Rael Ra7 17.Ne2 Nh5S
18.14! exf4

White has achieved a better game.
The poor positions of the Knight on a5 and
the Bishop on c8 allowed White to initiate
successful operations in the center. After
18...e4 19.Kh2 Bxb2 20.Qxb2 Rg7 21.Rgl
(plannning Nfl-e3), White has a clear ad-
vantage.
19.gxf4 Bf6 20.Bf3 Rg7+ 21.Kh2 Bxb2
22.Qxb2 Nf6 23.Ng3!?

23.Rgl was also possible, provided
that 23...Ng4+? is refuted by 24.hxg4
Qh4+ 25.Kg2 fxgd 26.Kf1!, winning.
23...Ngd4+ 24.Bxg4

24.fxg4? fails 10 24...Qhd+ 25.Kg2
fxgd 26.Bed Qh3+ 27.Kf2 Rxfd+ (-+).
24...fxg4 25.Nh5 Rg6 26.Ned4 Qhd
27.Neg3!

Amazingly, Black’s position is al-
ready lost. The powerful pair of White
Knights completely paralyzes Black's
pieces, while fulfilling important defensive
functions.
27...gxh3

27.Qxh3+ 28.Kgl Qh4 (otherwise
30.Re7 simply wins) 29.£5! Bxf5 (29...Rg5
30.Re7 (+-)) 30.Nxf5 Rxf5 (30...QXhS5
31.Ne7+ (+-)) 31.Re8+ Kf7 32.RXf5+
KXe8 33.Qh8+ (+).
28.f5! Rg4

28...BXf5 loses to 29.Rf4! Qg5 30.Ref1.
29.Rf4! BxfS 30.Rxg4

30.Refl (+).
30...Qxg4 31.Re72?

After the ordinary 31.Nf6+ Rxf6
32.Qxf6, White would have collected a
well-deserved point and the gold medal for
the best individual board result.
31...Qd4!

Now Black is completely winning.
The next moves were played in mutual time
pressure.
32.Qxd4 cxd4 33.Re2

33.Rg7+ Kh8 34.Rc7 d3! (-+).
33...Bg6?! 34.Kxh3 d3 35.Rd2 bS
36.cxb$ axb5 37.Kg4 Nb7

37...Ncd! (-+).
38.Nf4 Nc5 39.b4 Nd7 40.Nxg6é6 hxgé
41.Ned4 NeS5+ 42.Kg3 Rf3+ 43.Kg2 Re3
44.Nc3

44 Nxd6? Ncd (-+).
44...Nc4 45.K12 Rh3 46.Kg2 Re3 47.Kf2
Rh3 48.Kg2 Re3 49.K12 112

Black missed 47...g5! 48.NxbS Rh3!
49.Kg2 (49.Rdl d2 (-+)) NXd2 50.KXh3
Ned!, winning.

White: Alan Bishop (2060)
Black: Ed Elizondo (2035)
Marshall Attack [C89]
Modesto Club, November '91

1.e4 €S 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.BbS a6 4.Bad Nf6

5.0-0 Be7 6.Rel b5 7.Bb3 0-0 8.c3 d5
9.exd5 Nxd5 10.Nxe5 Nxe5 11.Rxe5 Nf6
12.h3 Bd6 13.Rel Ng4 14.Qf3 Qh4
15.Re8 Bb7 16.Rxf8+ Rxf8 17.Qg4 Qxg4
18.hxg4 Re8 19.Kf1 Be4 20.g3 Bd3
21.Kg2 Rel 22.Na3 BcS 23.Bc2 Bfl+
24.Kh2 Be2 25.Bed4 Bxf2 26.Nc2 Rdl
27.d4 Bxg4 28.Bf4 Rxal 29.Nxal f5
30.Bb7 c5 31.d5 Bf3 32.d6 1-0

White: NM Rudy Hernandez (2300)
Black: IM Elliott Winslow (2410)
Stamer Open 1990, San Francisco
Sicilian Defense [B90]

Annotated by NM Rudy Hernandez

The game I am going to annotate for
the readers will be focused on the Sicilian
Najdorf. As you know, of all the lines in
the Sicilian which Black can adopt, the
Najdorf has developed the largest body of
theory.

The aggressive system which White
chose is 6.f4, which in many lines leads to
a vigorous Kingside attack by White. Un-
less Black defends very accurately, he is
likely to be overwhelmed without develop-
ing any real counterplay.
l.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6
5.Nc3 a6 6.14! e5

Black's most popular move. Alterna-
tives:

a) 6...Nbd7 (a little passive) 7.Be2 e5
8.Nf5Nc59.Ng3 Qb6 10.Rb1! with advan-
tage for White, as in Olaffsson-Sax, Novi
Sad 1976.

b) 6...Qc7 (probably the best move!)
7.Bd3 g6 8.0-0 Bg7 9.Nf3 Nbd7 10.Qel 0-
0 11.Qh4 b5 with about equal chances
(Nunn-Grunfeld, 1981).
7.Nf3 Nbd7

In the game Honfi-Cserna, Hungary
1977, Black played 9...Qe7, preventing the
active development of White’s Bishop at
c4 and so this move was almost universal.
8.a4!

This is a favorite of former world
champion GM Anatoly Karpov and GM
John Nunn. the idea is for White to prevent
Black’s queenside expansion, thereby re-
stricting his mobility on that flank.
8...Be7 9.Bd3 0-0 10.0-0 Nc5 11.Khl
exf4?!

This is a very dubious move. Black’s
purpose is to open up the e-file, exert
pressure on the e-pawn by Re8, B¢8-d7-c6.
Though White has an isolated e-pawn,
Black has also a backward d-pawn, thus
there are offsetting weaknesses.
12.Bxf4 Re8 13.h3 h6 14.Nd2

Continued on page 17
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Continued from page 16

I originally intended 14.Nd4, but
14...Qb6, attacking the b-pawn plus an in-
direct attack at d4, gives Black some
counterplay.
14...Be6 15.Qf3 Rc8 16.Nd5 BxdS
17.exd5 Nxd3

A must for Black. Black eliminates
White's KB because the b1-h7 diagonal is
very dangerous for Black.
18.Qxd3 Qc7 19.c4 Nd7 20.Qg3!

The winning move! White suddenly
switches his Queen to the kingside, simul-
taneously attacking the d- and h-pawns.
20...Kf8

If 20...Kh8 21.Bxh6 gxh6 22.Rxf7
Bf6 23.Qg6, with mate to follow.
21.Rael! Nf6 22.Rxe7!

In this position, the “laws of chess”
inure with tactics ,and combinations must
be there, no matter now latent or concealed,
and I found them, fortunately.
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22...Kxe7 23.Qxg7 Nh5

Desperation? Any other moves by
Black also lose, e.g.:

a) 23...Rf8 24.Bxh6 Ng8& 25.Rel+
Kd7 26.Qg4+ £5 27.Qg7+ and wins.

b) 23...Rg8 24.Rel+.
24.Bxg5+ hxgs 25.Rxf7+ Kd8 26.Qxg5+
Re7 27.Rf8+ Kd7 28.Qf5+ 1-0

%//

N

POSTSCRIPT

As favorite game, it was a positional
blowout. Black neglected his kingside in
the middlegame, White increased his spa-
tial advantage gradually, found just the
right placement for his pieces, and made a
timely rook sacrifice to open up Black’s
position.

An important thing to remember is
“Don’t vacillate!” Once you have decided
on a course of action, implement it directly.
If you switch or delay plans, you may give
your opponent lime to save the game!
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College Bowl Chess

By NM Peter Yu

ach year some of the West’s
E most fun if not finest col
leges partake in a little-known
chess competition. As part of the big-
ger Association of College Unions In-
ternational (ACUI) Regional Champi-
onships, the ACUI has had a long
standing agreement with USCF to have
chess as one of the activities. This
year’s tournament was held over the
Leap Year weekend, February 29-
March 1, at California State University
Sacramento. Although the whole tour-
nament featured many activities in-
cluding pool, bowling, table tennis,
table soccer, backgammon, bridge and
College Bowl, chess had only a small
share of the overall collegiate repre-
sentation.

U.C. Berkeley has competed in the
Region XV tournaments four out of
the last five years during this author’s
enrollment. Region XV includes Cali-
fornia, Nevada and Hawaii, with each
year’s tournament held at a different
host campus. Whereas the entries may
be small, the strength of our Regionals
is high, drawing an average of over
two masters per event. Past winners
have included such scholastic stars as
SM Burt Izumikawa, the late NM Tim
Pellant, NMs Peter Yu and Roger
Poehlmann. This year a new master
joins the ranks as U.C. Berkeley junior
NM Yan Kalika (2263) finished in a
tie for first with fellow teammate NM
Peter Yu (2313), both scoring perfect
5-0s as the same team could not play
each other. Trailing in a tie for third
and fourth place were unrateds Cleve-
land Murphy and Jimmy Yee, both
with 3 points.

In the team standings, U.C. Berke-
ley won first for the third consecutive
year, while Cal-Poly Pomona finished
second with players Mark Thompson
(1701) and Patrick Patterson (1336).
Special thanks goes to TD Carolyn
Withgitt, who is now closely working
to strengthen traditional ties between
ACUI and USCF collegiate chess. The
tournament attracted many new and

talented college players. Below are

two of the shortest games.

White: Albert Minh Tran (Unr.)

Black: NM Peter Yu (2313)

King’s Indian Defense [E90]
Annotated by NM Peter Yu

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.Nf3 0-0
5.e4 d6 6.Bd3 5 7.0-0

7.d5 would transpose into one of
the more popular lines in the Petrosian
Variation, while 7.Bg5 is also play-
able. The text leads to weaknesses on
d4 which later become fatal for White.
7...Nc6 8.Bc2? exd4 9.Nxd4 Nxed!

Experienced King's Indian players
will recognize this tactical win of a
pawn. White gleefully obliges not see-
ing beyond move 14, another case of
the "horizon effect.”
10.Nxc6 Nxc3 11.Nxd8 Nxd1 12.Nxf7
Nxf2 13.Nh6+?

Believing he has won material.
13...Kh8 14.Rxf2 Bd4!

Shocked, White now complements
Black on "a good move," not realizing
that the good move originated six
moves ago.
15.Bf5 Bxf5 16.Kf1 Bd3+ 17.Kel
Rxf2 18.Ng4 Re8+ 19.Kd1 Bc2 mate
0-1

White: NM Peter Yu (2313)

Black: Mark Thompson (1701)

English Opening [A18]
Annotated by NM Peter Yu

1.c4 Nf6 2.Nc3 e6 3.e4 Bc5

The only reasonable replies
against Kasparov's favored Flohr-
Mikenas variation are 3...cS5 or ...dS.
4.e5 Ng8 5.Qg4 g6 6.d4 Bb6

Immediately White's position be-
comes overwhelming.
7.b4! a5 8.c5 axbd 9.Ned4! Ba$s
10.Bg5! Ne7

Black seems oblivious to his dark-
squared weaknesses, but neither
10...b3+ 11.Kd1 b2 12.Rb1 nor 10...f5
11.Qh4 can save him now.
11.Nf6+ Kf8 12.Bh6 mate 1-0
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A Personal Approach to
Mate with Knight & Bishop

By NM Loal Davis

nce upon an American Open, I
O happened upon a K+B+N v. K

ending. One observer whispered
to his companions, Expert and Master in-
cluded, “What a hard ending! I sure
wouldn’t want to have that position.” The
others said, “Yeah,” nodding in agreement.
I was shocked. How could someone not
want a winning position? How could these
experienced players not know this simple
ending?

Please understand, this method of
mine has no claim to originality, accuracy,
or efficiency; but it does work, completes
the mate in well under 50 moves (even with
blunders), and can be learned by an el-
ementary school student in less than twenty
minutes.

F § B
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First, it is important to know what you
are aiming for. Mate can be forced only in
the corner of the SAME color as your
Bishop. Mate can be given in the opposite-
colored comer or against the edge, but it
can not be forced, and there are possibili-
ties of stalemate.

Notice in the diagram position that the
Black King rattles back and forth like a bee
in a bottle (between a8 and b8), within the
smallest TRIANGLE drawn by the Bishop
diagonal against the future mating corner,
while the King prevents Black from “leak-
ing” out. Mate is executed:
1.Nc6+ Ka8 2.Bb7 mate.

It makes no difference who moves

first. A Knight tour from the far side of the
board could place White one move off.
1...Ka8 2.Bb7+ Kb8 3.Nc6# 1-0

IMPORTANT! The pattern to re-
member here is the King between two mi-
nor pieces:
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The Bishop defines the triangle. The
King stops leaks into the “bad™ corner. The
Knight covers the opposite-colored squares
of the Bishop.

Let us back up one triangle:

1.Ne6+ Kc8 2.Kc§

With the Knight taking on the duties
of the King, His Majesty moves downstream
to tighten the grip.
2...Kb8 3.Kb6 Kc8

Now, “push” Black toward the corner
by doing “nothing.” He must move there
next move. Then, prepare to lop off a
diagonal, moving him into a smaller tri-
angle.

4. Bb5! Kb8 5.Ba6 Ka8

Back to the bottle!
6.Nd4 Kb8

Remember?
7.Nc6+ Ka8 8. Bb7# 1-0

One last triangle to learn:

described by the Bishop and the mating
comer. Obviously, this situation could be
mirrored in the h1 comer (the al/h8 “hide-
out” is covered last). Suffice to say, it is
easy to eject Black from a “bad” corner,
but it is equally important to know what to
do with him afterwards.
1...Kc5 2.Kc3

Stops the leak.
2...Kd6 3.Kd4 Ke7 4.Ke5 Kf8 5.Kf6 Ke8

The edge stops the run. At any point
during the chase, Black could have moved
laterally; for instance, 4...Kd7 instead of
4...Kf8. White then plays BdS, and the
Knight heads for f5. Recognize the pat-
tern? Play is the same, except both players
“pretend” to have reached the limits of the
board. White drives Black back one tri-
angle at a time, or one rank and one triangle
at a time to the a8 corner for mate.
6.Be6

Begins the pattern, reminiscent of two
pawns abreast.
6...Kf8

Next, I will cover what happens when
Black attempis an “end run” for al. For
now, he is frightened of the mating corner
and stays away as long as he can.
7.Nf3

The Knight heads for g6, completing




the pattern; he avoids e5, which interferes
with the other pieces.
7...Ke8 8.Nh4 Kf8 9.Ng6+ Ke8 10.Ke5

Familiar?

10...Kd8 11.Kd6 Ke8

Remember, do nothing!

12.Bd5 Kd8 13.Bc6 Kc8 14.Nf4

The pattern has now shifted down;

Knight target square: e6.
14...Kd8 15.Ne6+ Kc8 16.Kc5, etc.

Now for the “end run” at move 6.:
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7...Kc7 8.KdS

*“Thus far and no further!” says White.
Should Black now go back with 8...Kd8,
White plays 9.Nf3, heading for g6, as the
King can always be caught, e.g. 9...Ke7
10.KeS5 Kf8 11.Kf6.
8...Kbé6

Black may think he is going some-
where, but he is really just making White's
task easier.
9.Bd7!

We now have a smaller triangle, and
no Knight tour.
9...Ka$s

If9...Kc7, then 10 Bc6 and Black has his
choice of which wall to be pinned against:
10...Kd8 11.Kd6 or 10...Kb6 11.Kd6.
10.Kc5 Kaé6 11.Bc6

Same pattern, different wall; the
Knight heads for c4.

Finally, let us consider the “hideout
on h8" pattern.
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1.Kf6

Be alert, 1.Kg6? is stalemate!
1...Kh7 2.Ne§

The only piece that can eject Black
from the comer. He must operate from g6,
and not {7, where he blocks the Bishop.
2...Kh8

If 2...Kh6, then 3.Bc2 and we have
him. Mate takes place in the hl corner.
3.Ng6+ Kh7 4.Be6!

Black must move away, when Nc8 and
BfS return to previous patterns, although
Bg8 and Ne5 produces a more efficient
variation cited by Tarrasch (The Game of
Chess) and Capablanca (Chess Fundamen-
tals).

I hope this exercise gives you a better
sense of the harmony possible in a B+N
ending. 1 think you will find that studying
B+N mates will help you not only with
other approaches to this fundamental pat-
tern, but also with your chess as a whole.

6.Be6 Kd8 “The student would do well to exer-
Black is about to escape and run for al. /// / /// /, cise himself meth:)dically in this enl:ingx. as

A ballindhiml(x;.iught towr will res-x:l.t in having t‘g //// %/ ////@// itfgti;lres avery ggod iden of the actual power

::rsue with the Kin?ggg};ElsBﬁ:“uymm % // % //% ° e—]-);:::sl.l;ul Capablanca.

the Bishop diagonal on the mating side. // ‘Q_// ////Q //

7.KeS! //// /// // //

Showing why the Knight avoids this
square.
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29th ANNUAL ARTHUR B. STAMER
MEMORIAL CHESS TOURNAMENT

JUNE 26 - 28, 1992
AN AMERICAN HERITAGE EVENT
MECHANICS' INSTITUTE

57 POST STREET, FOURTH FLOOR, CHESS ROOM
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 94104

FIVE-ROUND SWISS-SYSTEM
20 GRAND PRIX POINTS

$ $ PRIZES $ $

(Guaranteed)
1ST - $500; 2D - $300; 3D - $200
(Based on 60 Players)
EXPERT: $175; CLASS A: $150: CLASS B: $125
CLASS C and below: $100; UNRATED: $75

(Pnzes will be mailed 1n 3 days)

TIME CONTROL: 50/2; 35/1

ROUNDS: Fri 7 pm; Sat 11:30 - 6; Sun 11:30 - 6
ENTRY FEE: $35 If received by 6/20; $45 thereafter (Limited to first 90 players)
DISCOUNT: $2 Discount to CalChess members

SEND ENTRY TO: Mechanics' Institute Chess Club
57 Post Street, #407
San Francisco, CA 94104
LATE

REGISTRATION: § - 6 PM, Friday, 6-26-92. (Late Registrants paired separately in Rd 1)

INFORMATION: Mike Goodall Tournament Director
(510) 548-6815 No phone entries

NO SMOKING and NO COMPUTERS. BRING CHESS CLOCK.
CCA MINIMUM RATINGS USED
NO 1/2 POINT BYES AVAILABLE. USCF MEMBERSHIP REQUIRED

APPLICATION Entry Fee: $35.00
NAME USCF ($30/yn):
ADDRESS CalChess ($10/yr):
CITY STATE ZIp SUB TOTAL:

USCF ID¥ EXPIRATION DATE CalChess Discount:




The Gontinental Chess Association presents the

WESTERN GLASS GHAHPIOISIII'S
May 1-3 or 2-3, 1992
5-Round Swiss

PRIZE FUND $20,000

$20K Prize Fund based on 380 entries
Guaranteed Minimum $12,000 Prize Fund (60% of each prize)
LOCATION: Dunfey Hotel, 1770 South Amphlett Blvd, San Mateo, CA
94402. Near intersection of Hwy 101 & Hwy 92 (San Mateo Bridge).
TIME CONTROL: 40/2; SD/1 (2-day option: Rounds 1 & 2 G/90)

$2000  $1000 $1500  $1500  $1500 $1500 $1000 Trophies

1000 $500 700 700 700 700 500 totops5,
&00 $300 400 400 400 400 250 1stJHS &
400 250 250 250 250 150 1stElem
200 150 150 150 150 100 student

ENTRY FEE: All Classes: 3-day $73, 2-day $72 postmarked by 3/10; 3-day $83, 2-day $82
postmarked 3/11-4/24; both $95 at tournament ($90 if paid with money order). $5 Discount
for CalChess members (membership- $10/yr., includes state magazine). Unrated Entrv
Fee: $13 postmarked by 4/24, $20 at tournament. $5 Discount for CalChess members
(membership- $10/yr., includes state magazine). GM's: $50. Re-entrv: $50. Rated players
may play up one section for $20 more; Rated juniors (under 18) may play up one section for
$20 less. No one may play up more than one section. ENTRIES CLOSE 45 MIN. BEFORE
YOUR FIRST GAME.

SCHEDULE: Three-dav: Fri 7; Sat 11 & 6; Sun 9 & 3:30. Two-day: Sat10,2 & 6; Sun 9 &
3:30. Bye available for any round; Byes for rounds 4 & 5 must commit before tournament.
HOTEL ROOMS: $59 for 1-4. Call (415) 573-7661, reserve by 4/17.

QUICK QUADS: 4 separate quads, rated by USCF Quick rating system, G/15 or G/10
Quads (G/15) start 5/1 at 10 p.m. and 5/3 at 1 p.m. Quads (G/10) start 5/2 at 4 p.m. & 10 p.m

Entry Fees: Master $30, Expert $20, all others $10. PRIZES: 70% of entry fees to 1st if top in
section is Master; 60% if top is Expert; $50 if lower.

ENTRIES: Continental Chess Association
P.0O. Box 249, Salisbury Mills, NY 12577
INFO: (914) 496-9658. NO CREDIT CARD OR PHONE ENTRIES.
No Smoking, No Computers, Wheelchair Access, FIDE RATED.
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The Fremont Club debuted its new site
on Wednesday night, March 11th. The club
has a new location—the Fremont Commu-
nity Center, located at Lake Elizabeth in
Fremont. It is on Paseo Padre Parkway,
just south of Stevenson Road. Pat Jack-
son is managing the club, and had a ribbon-
cutting ceremony and a Blitz tournament
scheduled for the opening night. Over sixty
enthusiasts and the local newspaper showed
up to see Fremont Councilman Gus
Morrisson officially inaugurate the club.

Dr. Alan Kirshner, coach of the pow-
erful Weibel Chess Team, is running the
junior chess activity that begins around
5:30 pm. Many of the state’s (and
country’s) finest junior chess players live
in the South Bay area, and have already
discovered this prime club.

The adult players start drifting in be-
tween 6:30-7:30pm. The club closes at
11:00pm, so if your taste is “serious™
(meaning slow time-controls), there is
plenty of time for that, as well as casual
and blitz play. Swiss tournaments span-
ning four-five weeks will regularly be
scheduled. Nell and Julie Regan have
generously offered their services to help
direct and organize the first few tourna-
ments at the Club. For more information
about upcoming tournaments or general in-
formation about the club call Pat Jackson
at (510) 490-7341.

Local favorite, IM Tom O’Donnell
came in first place in the Blitz Tournament.
In second was NM Tom Dorsch, and first
under 2000 was Diane Barnard.

Dave Quarve sends in the following
results from the weekly fast-Action tour-
neys he directed at the club. These Game/
15 events will be rated under the new Quick
Chess rating system, and the players rat-
ings will appear on their Chess Life mail-
ing label as a separate rating.

Timothy Roth (2242) and Albert
Martinez (1315) were both winners with
perfect scores on 2/10/92 in their respec-
tive quads. The following week Rod Bobo
(2233) won all of his games to clinch first
in his quad. The second section was set up
as a swiss event. George Paxton (1642)
scored 2.5-0.5 and won by half a point over
Richard Somawang (1658), Sue Vang
(1484), and Albert Martinez (1315).

On 3/2/92, in a time scramble with
both flags barely hanging, Tim Roth
(2242) managed to clinch the deciding
third-round game over Ven Makiling

(1894) to win that evening’s action tourna-
ment. A special RISTO Travel Set was
donated by John Poytress was and awarded
to Tim.

In Round One of the 3/9/92 event,
Fresno’s most active tournament competi-
tor, Fred McGary (1800) refuted Dave
Quarve’s (1821) Bishop sacrifice counter-
ing a kingside attack with his own kingside
attack and maintained the advantage mate-
rially and positionally until his clock got
down to two or three minutes, at which
time the White Queen won some material
back and Black’s (McGary's) time slipped
away. Allan Fifield (1810) knocked off
“high C” John Poytress (1593) who pro-
ceeded to upset McGary in Round Two.
Mr. Fifield employed strong positional play
on the queenside in Game Two against
Quarve, sacrificing a pawn to isolate a
Bishop... then instigated a kingside attack
with his Queen, but in advancing a pawn to
secure the situation he opened the diagonal
for the opposing isolated Bishop which
zapped his Queen. Allan went on to defeat
McGary with Black in Round Three and
John, declining Quarve’s King’s Gambit
with 2...d6, was unable to hold his pitch.
The final result was Quarve, 3-0, Fifield 2-
1, Poytress 1-2, and McGary 0-3.

Eight players made it to the February
Grass Valley G/60 Swiss Tournament,
which TD Damian Baumgardner (1882)
won 3-0. Tied at 2-1 were Erwin Hamm
(2019), James Slouber (1875), and Walter
Sternenberg (1500). Stemenberg won the
prize for the best score in the lower half.
The following miniature determined first
place; in it, White upset the Grass Valley
Club Champion, who, though presently
lower-rated, usually has the upper hand.

White: Damian Baumgardner (1882)
Black: James Slouber (1875)
Danish Gambit [C21]

l.e4 e5 2.d4 exd4 3.c3 dxc3 4.Nxc3 dé
5.Bc4 Nf6 6.Qb3 Qe7 7.BgS c6 8.0-0-0
Be6 9.Nf3 Na6 10.Bxe6 fxe6 11.e5 Nc5
12.Qc4 dxe5 13.NxeS5 Qc7 14.Rhel Nd5
15.RxdS cxd5 16.Qb5+ Nd7 17.Nxd7 Qc6
18.Rxe6+ 1-0

In spite of the last minute site change
to the neighboring Grass Valley Driving
School, the fifth Grass Valley G/60 sec-
tional tournament, held in March, was the
largest and most successful to date. Strong
players came from Sacramento, Chico, and

Auburn—the top six players’ ratings aver-
aged over 2025! Barry Nelson (2135) and
tournament director Damian Baumgardner
(1929) shared first prize in the upper section
with 2.5-0.5. Top-seeded James Jones
(2210) overstepped the time control to lose
a clearly won ending in the first round, but
still finished third with 2-1. In the lower
section Walter Sternenberg (1509)
emerged victorious with 2.5-0.5. Charles
Bunnel!l (929) and Cralg Oehme (Unr.)
tied for second at 2-1.

Barry Nelson (2135) also won the
evening G/10 tournament, 7-1. The prize
for the lower half was shared by Daniel
Holbrook (1593) and Robbie Kohler
(1227) at 3-5.

HETS SECTIONALS
Pat Howlett, organizer of the popular

sectionals held in Santa Clara, organized a
tournament on February 22nd and 23rd. The
top section, run as a modified round robin, was
won by Burt Izumikawa (2444) with a per-
fect 4-0 score. Two of his games included
piece sacrifices with incredible complica-
tions, and are provided following these re-
sults. Four players tied for second with 2-2:
they were Ben Henson (2137), John Romo
(2061), Mark Gagnon (2054), and Pat
Howlett (1985).

In the second section, ten players com-
peted. Carlos Galinato (1710), (the ninth-
ranked player of the section!) won first
place with 3.5-0.5, drawing to second-place
finisher Rooshin Dalal (1763) in the last
round. Sinan Kaptanoglu (1965) finished
in third with 2.5-1.5. This section was
characterized by strange occurrences. In
the first round, the top four-ranked players
lost. In the last round, all five of the games
ended in draws! So much for predictability!

The next tournament will be on April
25th and 26th.

White: Ben Henson (2137)
Black: Burt Izumikawa (2444)
Sicilian Defense, Sveshnikov Var. [B33]

1.e4 ¢S5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6
5.Nc3 e5 6.Ndb5 d6 7.Nd5 Nxd5 8.exdS
Nb8 9.c4 a6 10.Nc3 g6 11.h4 h5 12.Bg5
Be7 13.Qd2 Nd7 14.Bd3 Nf8 15.Bxe7
Qxe7 16.0-0-0 Nd7 17.b4 Kf8 18.Kb1 a$
19.a3 axb4 20.axb4 b6 21.Qe3 Kg7 22.13
Ba6 23.Ne4 Rac8 24.Rcl Rc7 25.Kb2
Rhc8 26.c5 bxc5 27.Bxa6 Rb8 28.b5 Nb6
29.Qd2 Ra7 30.Kc2 f5 31.Ng5 Kg8
32.Rcel Qd7 33.Ral c4 34.Rhdl Qe7
35.Qc3 Nd7 36.Qxc4 Nc5 37.Kd2 Rc7
38.Qa2 ed4 39.Racl QeS 40.Ne6 Nxe6




41.dxe6 Qf4+ 42.Kel Rxcl 43.e7+ d5
44.Qxd5+ Kg7 45.b6 Qxhd+ 46.Kd2
Rxd1+ 47.Kxd1 Qxe7 48.Qd4+ Kh7 0-1

White: Mark Gagnon (2054)
Black: Burt Izumikawa (2444)
Sicllian Defense, Wing Gambit [B20]

1.e4 ¢S 2.b4 cxbd 3.a3 e6 4.axbd Bxb4
5.c3 Be7 6.d4 d6 7.Bd3 Nf6 8.Ne2 0-0 9.0-
0 e5 10.f4 Nc6 11.d5 Na5 12.fxeS dxeS
13.Khl b6 14.Ng3 Qc7 15.Bg5 Nxd5
16.exd5 Bxg5 17.d6 Qd8 18.Ned f5
19.Rxa5 bxa5 20.Nxg5 Qxg$ 21.d7 Bb7
22.Qb3+ Kh8 23.Qxb7 e4 24.Bc4 Qe3
25.Rd1 Rad8 26.QdS h6 27.Bf1 a4 28.c4
a3 29.c5 a2 30.Nd2 Qc3 31.c6 alQ
32.Rxal Qxal 33.c7 e3 34.Qc4 exd2
35.c8Q Rxc8 36.dxc8Q Qxfl+ 37.Qxf1
Rxc8 0-1

KOLTY CHESS CLUB

Tournament Directors and organizers
Julie and Neil Regan have been busy run-
ning activities at the Campbell-based club
on Thursday nights, while simultaneously
helping out on Wednesday night at the
newly-relocated Fremont Club. This “dy-
namic duo” deserves a lot of credit for
keeping chess alive and exciting in the
South Bay region. They regularly organize
swiss events, and in between run a Blitz
tournament or some other chess event.

The Kolty Class Tournament ended
on March 26th. The winner in the Qpen
Section was Ben Henson (2137) with 4-1.
Tied for second were John Romo (2061)
and Pat Howlett (1985) each with 3.5-1.5.
In the ‘A’ Section Lou Lucia (1948) won
over the rest of the group with 4.5-0.5.
David Betanco (1936) and John Bulash
(1892) tied for second with 3.5-1.5.
Norman Wild (1714) won the ‘B’ Section
with 4.5-0.5. Robert Regon (Unr.) cleared
second. In the ‘C’ Section, John King
(1553) scored a perfect 5-0. Joseph
Ferrante (1576) earned second place with
4-1. In the ‘D’ Section, the first-place win-
ner also had perfect results. Stuart Gibson
(1362) shined with 5-0. Dave Allison (Unr.)
came in 2nd with 3.5-1.5,

There was also a Blitz Tournament on
the last night of the tournament. The win-
ners were as follows: 1st: Renard Ander-
son (2324); 2nd: Neil Regan (2011); and
3rd: Eugene Lubarsky (2107).

Club Director Joseph deLeon sends
the results from the February Ceres Swiss
Open. John Barnard (2152) of Sonora
won on tie-breaks the Grand Champion
Trophy. Alan Bishop (2076) rallied from

April/May 1992

behind (after a first-round defeat by rising
star Mark Davis), and defeated Barnard in
the last round to tie for first. Mark Davis
(1450) and Nelson Wiggins (1762) tied for
first Under 1800, Davis winning the trophy
on tiebreaks. Here is the “David &
Goliath” game from the first round.

White:
Black:

Mark Davis (1450)
Alan Bishop (2076)
Sicilian Defense [B95]

l.ed c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 Nf6é 4.Nc3 cxd4
5.Nxd4 a6 6.Bg5 e6 7.Bc4 b5 8.Bb3 hé
9.Bh4 g5 10.Bg3 b4 11.e5 bxc3 12.exf6
cxb2 13.Rb1 Qxf6 14.c3 Be7 15.Rxb2 Bd7
16.0-0 Qg7 17.Qf3 d5 18.Qe3 Nc6 19.Bad
BcS 20.Rc1 0-0 21.Qd2 Rfc8 22.Rb7 Be8
23.Nxc6 Bxc6 24.Bxc6 Rxc6 25.Rcb1 Ba7
26.Rc7 Rxc7 27.Bxc7 Rc8 28.Rb7 BcS
29.Qb2 Kh7 30.Bg3 d4 31.Qc2+ Kg8
32.cxd4 Qxd4 33.h3 Qd5 34.Qb2 Bd4
35.Qb1 Rc3 36.Kh2 Qc6 37.Rc7 QbS...
1-0

And the game ended at “blitz” speed,
and since both had less than five minutes
left, neither recorded the moves. White
maintained the pressure on the defenseless
Black King and was able to checkmate in
the last few seconds of the game!

PALQO ALTO CLUB CHAMPIONSHIP
Twenty-four players competed in the

Palo Alto Club Championship, held Janu-
ary 14th-February 11th. NM Richard
Koepcke and NM Steve Schonhaut tied
for first with a score of 3.5-0.5. Top Expert
honors went to Alan Stein and Neil Regan
with 3-1. Also scoring 3-1 was Kevin
Ziegler who won the ‘A’ class outright.
Jordy Mont-Reynaud won top Under
1800 with 2-2. Ted Lam won Under 1400.

White: Neil Regan (2000)
Black: NM Sigmund Malek (2219)
Dutch Defense [A84)

Annotated by NM Richard Koepcke

1.d4 e62.c4 15

Black’s move order is designed 1o
reach the main lines of the Classical/Stone-
wall Dutch avoiding side variations such as
the Staunton Gambit, (1.d4 £5 2.e4).
3.e4!? fxe4 4.Nc3 Nf6 5.BgS Bb4

A more conservative approach is
breaking the pin immediately with 5...Be7.
Play might follow 6.f3 exf3 7.Nxf3 0-0
8.Bd3 d6 10.0-0 Nc6 11.Qel Qe8 where
White probably does not have enough
compensation for the pawn because his po-
sition cannot be substantially improved.
6.f3 exf3 7.Nxf3 0-0 8.Bd3 c5 9.0-0 d5?

This, in conjunction with the previous
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move, is a mistaken strategy. Black wants
to counterattack in the center but he forgets
to complete his development. Conse-
quently, he is achieving White’s goal of
opening the position.
10.cxdS exdS 11.Ne$

Centralizing a piece while indirectly
attacking the d-pawn: 12.Nxd5 QxdS 13.Bc4.
11...Bxc3 12.bxc3 Qd6?

Black’s last chance lay in completing
his development as fast as possible by Be6,
Nbd7, etc. Now consider the following:
after sacrificing a pawn on move three,
White made a series of simple developing
moves, which resulted in a decisive advan-
tage. How did this happen? Mostly be-
cause Black’s aggressive play was not
aimed at disrupting the coordination of his
opponent’s pieces nor in developing his
own toward the upcoming conflict on the
kingside.

Eas’
/tt////,///,
I8 A

,/1//
/ - F ¥

13.Bxf6! gxf6
If 13...Rxf6 then 14.Qh5 g6 (14...h6
15.Qe8+ Rf8 16.Rxf8+ Qxf8 17.Bh7+)
15.Rxf6 Qxf6 16.Nxg6 hxg6 17.Bxg6 Qh8
8.Qxd5+ Kg7 19.Rf1 is decisive.
14.QhS Qc7 15.Rf3 Rf7 16.Bxh7+! Kf8
The Bishop is immune to capture. If
16...Rxh7 then 17.Qe8+ Kg7 18.Rg3+ Kh6
19.Qg6 mate 1-0.
17.Qh6+ Ke7 18.Nxf7 1-0

SAN CARLOS/CROYDON

A crowd of 45,000 in the city of
Croydon, Australia, watched school chil-
dren act out the roles of chessmen on a life-
sized chessboard Feb. 22nd as Dimitry
Karshtedt of San Francisco and Adam
Doe of Croydon relayed moves on the
telephone, 9,000 miles apart.

The telephone match was the third in
the series between the “sister cities” of San
Carlos and Croydon, a suburb of
Melbourne. The cities began their sister
city cultural exchange program in 1989.

Eighteen-year-old Adam Doe repre-
sented Croydon, which supports two chess
clubs, in the telephone match. Dimitry
Karshtedt, 14, one of the area’s top juniors,

Continued on page 24
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represented San Carlos. The San Carlos
Sister City Committee hoped to enlist a
local youth, but none stepped forward, so
Karshtedt of San Francisco was recruited.

Before the game began at a time con-
trol of Game/20, San Carlos Mayor Sally
Mitchell kidded with Karshtedt. “Don’t be
nervous, Dimitry,” she said. “Just relax,
have fun, and everything will be fine, as
long as you win.”

Communications problems marred the
event — the telephone operator in Croydon
misheard White's 11.e4 as 11.g4 and
16.Be2 and 16.Bg2. The game was halted
for several minutes as both sides reconciled
their scoresheets while the children on the
life-sized board in Croydon were reposi-
tioned.

Karshtedt, a Class ‘B’ player who
plays third board on the Lowell High
School team, took advantage of beginner
Doe’s errors, and wrapped up the game in
21 moves. The players chatted after the
game — “(Doe) said I played the game
very well and that I probably played pro-
fessionally,” said Karshtedt.

San Carlos now leads the series 2-1.

White: Dimitry Karshtedt (1689)
Black: Adam Doe (Unr.)
Queen’s Gambit Declined [D07]

1.d4 Nf6 2.Nf3 dS 3.c4 Nc6 4.Nc3
Nxd4 5.Qxd4 NhS 6.Qxd5 Bd7 7.Qxh5 c6
8.Ne5 Qa5 9.Qxf7+ Kd8 10.Nxd7 Kxd7
11.e4 h6 12.Qf5+ Ke8 13.QxaS Rd8
14.Bd2 g5 15.0-0-0 Bg7 16.Be2 Rdé
17.Be3 b6 18.Qxa7 c5 19.Rxd6 exdé
20.Bh5+ Kf8 21.Qf7 mate 1-0

LERA

Continued from page 13
attackable by the White Bishop. For this
reason, all King moves fail, and the one
chosen by Black has the virtue of leading
to the prettiest finish.
31. BdS5+!

Terrific!
31...KxdS

31...Kb6 (or Kb5) 31. Qb3+ KaS5 (31.
Ka6 Bc4+ and QbS mate) 32. Red Qd2+
33. Kh1 Bb4 34, a3 wins.
32. Qf3+ Kcd 33. Qb3+ Kd4 34. Rdl+
Ked 35. Qd3+ Ke5 36. QdS mate 1-0

An excellent mating combination.
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A California Pawnpusher
in King Marshall’'s Court

By Clarence Lehman

the building at 23 West 10th Street

reveals the words “Marshall Chess
Club”. A press of a button, the sound of a
buzzer, and suddenly the hectic pace of New
York City vanishes, as the one-time home of
Frank and Carrie Marshall warmly welcomes
yet another cold and distant traveler.

Chess history fills the air. One wall dis-
plays a large oil portrait of Frank in his prime;
appropriately, an adjacent wall supports a
similar cameo of Carrie. Further decorating
the halls are immortals of the past: Alekhine,
Fischer, Fine, and Capablanca, to name a few.
Trophies, plaques, posters, books, magazines,
the air Frank Marshall breathed, and possibly
his spirit, linger in that home.

A stately, elderly gentieman shook my
hand and welcomed me in the main playing
room. I remarked that Frank Marshall had
been my idol forever, while remaining
awed by the portrait on the wall. We soon
parted company and I wandered about to
another room, all the while captivated by the
rich history adorning the walls and fixtures.

1 entered a quiet room. Two men were
seated, playing a casual game at a very
beautiful chess table. In one corner, an-
other man sat quietly, gazing out a win-
dow. I asked him if he would like to play a
game. He acknowledged by procuring a
bag of pieces from one of the playing at the
other table, and we sat at a lighted table in
another corner of the room. His name was
Paul; he had a resemblance to the man
whose picture is depicted in the
Chessmaster 2100 ads.

Mixing the pawns behind my back, I
certainly wanted him to select white, al-
lowing me the opportunity to possibly play
the Marshall Gambit, should he happen to
venture into the Ruy Lopez. He then picked
the hand containing the BLACK pawn. I
thought 1.d4, no, 1.e4, Marshall played that
regularly in his best years; and I always
play 1.e4. Paul responded with 1...c5.

The last time I can remember playing
the Wing Gambit with any seriousness, was
in a tournament in Sacramento against Bill
Chesney, when Bill was an expert, and I,
being intoxicated by the affect of drawing
master blood for the first time in the previ-
ous round, lost that game quickly.

But for some strange reason, my hand,
without hesitation, played 2.b4 with as
much confidence as any move I have ever

Just a plain brown sign on the front of

played.

2...cxb4 3.23 Nc6 4.Nf3 6 5.Bb2 Nf6 6.e5
NdS5 7.Bc4 Be5 8.d4 Be7 9.0-0 0-0 10.axbd
Bxb4 11.c3 Be7 12.Bcl b6 13.Bd3 Na$
14.Bc2 Ba6 15.Rel f5 16.exf6 Rxfé6
17.Ne5 Bb7 18.Qh5 g6 19.Bxg6 hxgé
20.Nxg6 RfS

All of Black’s pieces seem reasonably
placed, while most of White’s army is pre-
paring for the next game. But in true Mar-
shall style:
21.Qh8+ Kf7 22.Qh7+ Kf6

If 22...Ke8 then 23.Ne5 Bf8 24.Qg6+
Ke7 25.Nxd7 Qxd7 and 26.Qxf5 with the
threat of 27.Ba3+ and others.
23.Ne5! 1-0

This slams shut all the exits. The im-
mediate threats are: 24.Qf7 mate, Qg6
mate, Qh6 mate, and Ng4 mate. 23...Qg8
slows down the 24.Qh6 mate by tossing the
Queen in too, while preventing the other
threats. On the other hand, it allows
24 Nxd7 mate. If instead 23...Rxe5
24.dxeS cleanly puts the big fella to rest.

I thanked my opponent for letting me
beat him with one of Marshall’s favorite
weapons. After remarking that he had
never been faced with the task of defending
so many mate threats at one time, he said [
wasn’t going to get away without allowing
him a chance to get even. So after switch-
ing colors, and after such a pleasant win,
when I found myself sitting on the Black
side of the Marshall Gambit, in the Mar-
shall Chess Club, I was in heaven!

After winning this game using a
“Marshall swindle” of sorts, my opponent
led me into the other room to sign the guest
book, and then he vanished. Understand-
ably wanting to treasure my memories of
the visit to the Marshall Chess Club, I ven-
tured back into the cold.

The next evening I played Camegie
Hall. Rather, I played chess, in the Man-
hattan Chess Club, in Carnegie Hall.
Placed in a quad with IM Jay Bonin, SM
Vulicevic, and an “A” player, I engaged in
1/4 K (game/30) combat for the first time.
And like Marshall, when facing
Capablanca on that infamous occasion at
the Manhattan Club, when the Marshall
Gambit made its debut, I got my clock
cleaned; but that’s another story.

Clarence Lehman is a strong Expert player.
He is president of the Walnut Creek Club,
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8th Livermore Open

by NM James Eade

he Livermore Chess Club held

I their annual spring tournament on

March 21st and 22nd in the his-

toric Dania Hall. Club President, Chuck

Pigg organized the event. Keith Mehl

served as tournament director, and Club

Treasurer Don Wolitzer assisted. The

tournament had the largest turn-out to date,

drawing sixty-eight players. The an-
nounced prize fund was paid out in full.

The winner of the top section was
Emmanuel Perez (2313) who scored 3.5-
0.5, dropping only half a point in the last
round to IM Tom O’Donnell (2443). Tied
for second were O’Donnell, Tom Dorsch
(2240), Rodolfo Hernandez (2239), and
Wade Regensberg (2162). Alan Bishop
(2089) won the U2100 prize with a 3-1
result. Tied for second were John Romo
(2061) and John Porter (1894).

In the Reserve (U2000) Section Supreme
King (1864) dominated the field with a
perfect 4-0. Tied for second were Terl
Lagier (1896) and Joe Kuchta (1824), each
scoring 3.5. There was a tie for the U1700
prize: Scott Castner (1661) and James
Benway (1512) each had 3-1. The U1500
prize was divided, between Andrew
Iannaccone (1460) and James Clark (1330).

White: John Romo (2061)
Black: NM Tom Dorsch (2240)
Sicilian Defense [B22]

Annotated by NM James Eade

1.e4 c¢5 2.c3 Nf6

Another effective way to meet the
Alapin variation is to play 2...dS.
3.e5 NdS 4.d4 cxd4 5.Nf3 dé6

5...Nc6 is getting more of a workout
recently, but 5...d6 is logical when one
considers Black's next move.
6.cxd4 Bg4?!

Dorschian! I don’t know whether this
is a product of analysis or an over-the-
board inspiration, but it has all the essential,
unsound-looking, tricky-in-practice, ele-
ments one would expect in a Tom Dorsch
game! 1 couldn’t find this in my library,
which, unfortunately, doesn’t contain any
of the numerous books on this line, but the
games in the Informant series suggest the
more usual would be 6...e6 or 6...Nc6.
7.Bc4 6 8.0-0?!

I might have preferred 8...Qb3 as a
more critical test of this variation.
8...Ncé

Now it looks like White’s opening
idea has succeeded. He has gotten in all
the normal moves, plus Bg4, which in-

creases the pressure on White’s center to
the breaking point.
9.Bxd5 exd5 10.Nc3?

10.Rel is somewhat better.
10...dxeS 11.dxe5 d4

A double-edged advance, which is
clearly the best winning try.
12.Ne4 Qd5 13.Rel 0-0-0!?

A somewhat risky decision. 13...Bb4
might be better in order to clear the way for
Kingside castling. If 14.Nd6+ Bxdé
15.exd6+ Kd7 Black seems safe enough.
The d6 pawn is doomed, Black can force fur-
ther reduction in material and is certain to
inflict structural damage to White's Kingside.
14.Bf4

Probably best. Another possibility is
14.Bg5 to ry wo deflect the Rook on d8 from
the d-file, but 15...Rd7 keeps Black ahead.
14...Bb4 15.Qd3?

Not wishing to retreat, but 15.Nd6+
Kb8 16.Rf] was more practical. Note that
16.Nxf7 Qxf7 17.e6+ fails to Qxf4.
15...Bxel 16.Rxel Kb8!

Good instincts. If the Black King can
tuck himself safely in the corner, Black’s
material advantage will tell quickly.
17.Nd6 Ka8

It looks like 17...Bxf3 is better, since
18.Nxf7 is not a threat.
18.Nd2 16

Removing the base of the d6 outpost.
19.Nb5 Nb4!

Refusing to relinquish the initiative!
20.Qft Na6é 21.Nb3 d3 22.Nc3 Qc4
23.Re4 Qc6 24.Nd4?

Aggressive, but the Knight is better
off guarding d2.
24...Qb6 25.Be3 Qxb2! 26.Rxgd Qxc3
27.¢6 Rhe8 28.NbS Qb2 29.a4 Rxe6
30.Qd1 Qe2! 31.Nc3 Qxd1+ 32.Nxd1 f5
33.Rf4 Re4 0-1

White: Eldred Makabali (1724)
Black: Teri Lagier (1896)
Caro-Kann [B13]

Annotated by NM James Eade

1.e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.exdS cxd5 4.BbS+

This move seems out of place in the
exchange variation. The Black Knight
seems at home on c¢6, while the White
Bishop clearly belongs on d3.
4...Nc6 5.c3 Nf6 6.f3?

Obviously played to keep the Knight
out of e4, but although it does take away a
square from Black’s Knight it also robs the
f3 square from White’s Knights. Not a
good trade.
6...BfS

This square looks like the obvious place
for the Bishop, but Black must be concerned
with White using it to gain tempi for a
Kingside pawn storm. Deferring its placement
with moves like 6...Qb6 might be even better.
7.Ne2 a6 8.Bd3?

Now White simply ceded to many
tempi to Black. Taking on c6 at least gives
White some targets.
8...Bxd3 9.Qxd3 e6 10.0-0 Be7 11.Nd2 0-
0 12.Ng3 Rc8 13.Rel Qc7

Black has virtually completed his de-
velopment, while White still struggles over
his piece placement. The only weaknesses
in the Black position are those on the dark
squares. This is compensated for by the
presence of his dark-squared Bishop. White
has no targets and must guard against the
coming b5-b4.
14.Ndf1 Na$

Aiming to provoke Queenside weak-
nesses.

15.14?!

A positional mistake, but it does at
least threaten f5.
15...Bd6

Black probably wanted to use this
square for a Knight, but after 14.f4 needs to
clear the e-file for his Rooks.
16.Qf37?!

16.f5 was more consistent.
16...Nc4 17.Kh1 bS

Now, Black’s advantage on the Queen-
side is manifest. White's only hope for coun-
terplay is to force his way in on the Kingside.
18.Ne2?

Giving up control over e4. 18.5 is still the
only try.
18...b4 19.g3 bc6 20.bxc3 Ned

Black's accurate game has given him
a strategically won game.
21.Rb1 Rb8 22.Rb3 a5!

Forcing White to cede control over the
only open file.
23.Qg2 a4 24.Rxb8 Rxb8 25.Ngl

Sacrificing the pawn in order to re-
route the Knight to the e5 outpost. This
should lose the game, but is a decent prac-
tical try, since passive defense is surely
doomed.
25...Nxc3 26.Nf3 Ned 27.Ne5 Rb1?

Premature. 27...a3! might have com-
pleted the bind.
28.Qc2 Na3 29.Qxa4! Qc8 30.Kg2?

The only try was 30.Nd3. The text
allows Black to reduce material, keep his
bind and emphasize his advantage. He
plays the string out rather nicely.
30...Qc2+ 31.Qxc2 Nxc2 32.Rd1 Nc3

33.Rd3 Nel+ 34.Kf2 Nxd3+ 35.Nxd3
Nxa2 36.Bd2 Nb4 37.Ke3 Kf8 0-1
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Reader’'s Letter

Dear Editor:

1 was amused to see my name in your Feb/Mar 92 issue,
where part of a letter that I had sent to my pen friend, Tom Testa,
quoted me as suggesting that the San Francisco Defense should be
named after the tennis player McEnroe. I had not mentioned to
Tom that the idea was, in fact, not new and had been extensively
played in England during the 50s and 60s by an eccentric called J.
C. Thompson. He called the opening the “*Hippopotamus Open-
ing™ after the shape of the pawn formation that usually ensued. 1
believe that there was even some analysis published in “Chess™ at
one stage. Thompson was one of many amateur players who
regularly played in the holiday Swiss tournaments which filled the
summer months in those days. He played the Hippopotamus with
White or Black and invariably ended up with his King Knight on
f2 or {7 and his King Bishop on g2 or g7. Occasionally he would
meet a GM, such as Donner, Gligoric or O'Kelly who frequented
such events and come a cropper. However, 1 seem to recollect him
having one win with his system against a GM and seeing the game
published in *“Chess.” 1 thought that you might be interested in the
above information. 1 have to confess that I have not yet had the
courage to give 1...Nh6 a try. Most of my games, like those for
most other English players, are played in local county or city
leagues. Teams, typically 5 or 6 a side, playing at rates such as 40/
90, travel up to fifty miles for an evening match. I have enough
difficulty in keeping my place, even when I play more acceptable
openings!

If you are wondering what a Wing Commander is, the [ am a

Lt. Col. in the Royal Air Force and am currently Chairman of the
RAF Chess Association. Each year we compete in the NATO
Chess Championships held for Servicemen from the member
countries. The US team suffers, like our own, from the other
countries still having conscription. Therefore, each year we have
to meet a new breed of youngsters who are wearing their country’s
uniform for their year of National Service. A few years ago GM
Simen Agdestein was playing for Norway, for example. It makes
our task ever harder and strong players like Staff Sgt. Emory Tate
(USAF) and Capt. Bobby Moore (USAF) always end up missing
out on the prizes. Stil], at the end of the day, it’s more important to
make friends!

Finally, I enclose an article I wrote for our (RAF) quarterly
“Open File™” a year or two ago. Please feel free to use it in the
future, and edit it as necessary, if you wish. It gives a feel for the
standards in British Services’ Chess.

Best Wishes and Keep Up the Good Work!

-Bob Kermeen

P.S. What about an article by James Eade on the Stonewall
Attack-now that | would give a try!!

Bob—

Thanks for the input; we very much enjoyed your letter, and
we hope to include your excellent article in an upcoming issue.
We also second your request for a Stonewall article by Jim Eade —
ED.

Places to play in Northern California and Nevada

BERKELEY
Fridays 7:30 pm
YWCA, 2600 Bancroft Ave.

BURLINGAME

Thursdays 7:30 pm

Burlingame Lions Club

990 Burlingame Ave

CAMPBELL

KOLTY CC, Thursdays 7-11:30 pm
Campbell Community Center
Winchester & W. Campbell

CARMICHAEL
Senior Citizen Ctr/Comm Cur
4701 Gibbons

CERES

Thursdays 7:00 pm
Round Table Pizza
2908 E. Whitmore

CHICO

Fridays 7-11 pm

Rec. Room, 1901 Daytwon Rd.

FREMONT

Wednesdays 5:30-11:00 pm

Fremont Comm Cir-Lake Elizabeth

Pasco Padre Pkwy & Stevenson
L

GRASS VALLEY

Thursdays 7 pm

Commerce Center

10175 Joerschke Dr., Suite Q

DRamian Baumgardner (916) 477-5469

HAYWARD

Mondays 7-9 pm

Hayward Library

Mission at ‘'C* St.
INCLINE VILLAGE, NV
Thursdays 7-10 pm

Lahey Computer Company
865 Tahoe Blvd, Room 2
LIVERMORE

Fridays 7-12 pm
LLL-Almond School

End of Almond Avenue
MARYSVILLE
Yuba-Sutter CC

Butte Christian Manor, 223 F St.

MERCED

Central California CC
Fridays 7:00 pm

Scout Hut-Applegate Park
Near 26 & N’
MODESTO

Tuesdays 6:00-10:00 pm
Mountain Mike's Pizza
2720 McHenry
MONTEREY

Chess Center-daily except Mon.
430 Alvarado St.

NAPA VALLEY
Thursday 3:30-pm

Vets Home, Yountville

OAKLAND

SAN FRANCISCO

MECHANICS INSTITUTE
Thursdays 6:30 pm Open daily 11am-9:50pm
526-21st St 57 Pos St., 4th Floor
OROVILLE SANTA CLARA
YMCA Chess Club 2nd Sat. ea month, 2:15-6:15 pm
i - Machado Park Bldg.
PALO ALTO 3360 Cabrilio Avenue
Tuesdays 6:30 pm i i -
Mitchell Park Comm Center SANTA ROSA
3800 Middleficld Rd. Fridays 7-12 pm
i Santa Rosa College

RENO 1279 Bamett Hall
Sundays & Wednesdays 6:30 pm -
150 N Center Street, Room 210 STOCKTON

i - Fridays 7-10 pm
RICHMOND St. Andrew’s Lutheran Church
Fridays 6 pm 4910 Claremont
Richmond Library X
27th & MacDonald SUNNYVALE

i - LERA CC
ROSEVILLE Tuesdays 8 pm
Mondays 6-10 pm (3-D Chess too) Lockheed Rec Center
1050 Melody Lane #6 -
- VALLEJO
SACRAMENTO Fridays 7:30 pm
Wednesdays 7-11 pm Senior Ciuzens Center.
Senior Citizens Center 333 Amador St.
915-27th St. -
- WALNUT CREEK

SAN ANSELMO
Tuesdays 7:00 pm

Tuesdays 7:30 pm
Civic Center Park

Round Table Pizza Broadway at Civic

Red Hill Shopping Center Clacence Lehman (415) 9461545
Sir Francis Drake Blvd.

Bill Hard (415) 332:0211
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NORTHERN CALIFORNIA CHESS CALENDAR

* CalChess Discount Offered
Italicized events are not USCF rated

APRIL 1992 JUNE 1992
25-26 SaSu  *Santa Clara HFTS Sectional PH | 6 Sa *UC Berkeley Quads PY
26 Su % Richmond Quads JE |7 Su *Richmond Quads JE
MAY 1992 13-14 SaSu % Vallejo Serious (2 Sections) BH
1-3 FSaSu %Wes. States Champ-San Mateo BG | 20-21 SaSu  %UC Berkeley Class Struggle  PY
9 Sa % UC Berkeley Quads PY | 25 Burlingame WRC Action Quads SW
10 Su % Palo Alto Quads CW | 26-28 FSaSu Stamer Open-Mechanics Inst MW
14 Th Burlingame WRC Action Quads SW
16-17 SaSu  Los Angeles: Region XI

Women's Championship AM | MONTHLY WBCA BLITZ CHESS
17 Su % Richmond Quads JE | 2nd Wednesday UC Berkeley-Student Union PY
23-24 SaSu % San Joaquin Valley Champ DQ | 2nd Friday SF/Mechanics Institute MW
23-25 SaSuM LERA Memorial Day Class JH | Last Tuesday = Walnut Creek Chess Club CL

Damian Baumgardner

916-477-5469
Peter Dahl
415-566-4069
James V. Eade
415-922-3473
John Easterling
510-529-0910

W. C. (Bill) Haines

707-552-5070
Pat Howlett
408-988-5008
Jim Hurt
916-525-7912

NORTHERN CALIFORNIA ORGANIZERS

Richard Koepcke
415-964-2640
Clarence Lehman
510-946-1545
Alina Markowski
619-743-3044
Charles Pigg
510-447-5067
Dave Quarve
209-225-8022
Max Wilkerson
415-421-2258
Scott Wilson
415-355-9402

Carolyn Withgitt
510-481-8580
Peter Yu
510-843-1632

Tournament Clearinghouse
James V. Eade

2865 Jackson Street, #1

San Francisco, CA 94115
415-922-3473 (fax/voice)
CalChess

Tom Dorsch, Pres

Box 3294, Hayward, CA 94544
510-481-8580




