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Welcome to the new Califor-
nia Chess Journal, now undcr
the management of the UC
Berkeley Chess Club. In 1988,
founder Hans Poschmann
received the “Best Indcpendent
Magazine” award from the
Chess Journalists of America.
For 1989, we intend to do even
better. Starting with this issue,
here’s what you can expect:

» Timely coverage of Local,
National, and International
tournaments, months earlier
than Chess Life.

* Quality instruction from
columnists FM Craig Mar, FM
David Glueck, NM Matthew
Ng, NM Peter Yu, and NM
Roger Pochlmann. Get lessons
from Northern California’s top
masters in your mailbox every
month,
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* Book reviews, profiles of area
clubs, and other areas of interest
conceming chess.

« Games, games, games!!
Extensively annotated by the
masters themselves.

« Up to date listings of Northern
California events and a com-
plete club directory.

These changes will improve the
CCJ dramatically, but it won’t
happen without your help. Sub-
scribe now with this low
introductory offer and save
more than 20% off the cover

price.

Bonus offer: subscribe or
renew for one year (by March 1,
1989) and receive a coupon
good for $4 off the entry fee at
any UC Berkeley tournament.
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BERKELEY SECOND TO HARVARD AT PAN AMS

Top ranked Harvard University’s
“A” team rolled through a 36 team
field to score 7.5/8 at the 1988 Pan-
American Intercollegiate Team
Championship, held at the Hyatt
Regency in New Brunswick, New
Jersey. Finishing tied for second at
6 points were teams two through
five: Yale “A”, UNPHU (Universi-
dad Nacional Pedro Henrigez
Urena - Dominican Republic), UC
Berkeley and Rhode Island
College. Harvard's 1.5 point lead
over the other teams is misleading
as the tournament was less of a
blowout than the final tally
suggests. Things were not decided
until the last round, as Berkeley
rebounded from a third round loss
to Harvard to win its next four
matches, including a display of
excellent team form by winning
three in arow 2.5 to 1.5 in rounds
five to seven. This pulled Berkeley
within a half point of Harvard
entering the final round. Yet
Harvard might have made a perfect
score for the tournament had not
Vivek Rao lost a very drawish rook
ending, allowing Rhode Island to
draw in round six.

Things began to get interesting
before round one as two tradition-
ally strong teams changed shape.
Harvard “A" was weakened when

Joel Salman, Berkeley's fourth
board, is the assistant editor of the
CCJ. A graduate student at Cal in
the fall, he is taking the spring
semester off in order to work. Joel
also tutors chess privately and will
be directing at the 1989 NY Open
International.

by Joel Salman
third board senior master Girome
Bono did not appear for the
tournament. However, he was
hardly missed. Harvard was led by
2400s Danny Edelman (7/8 and top
first board) and Vivek Rao, with
2200s Issa Youseff and Andy
Serotta on boards three and four.
Meanwhile, Columbia University
did not show up en masse, causing
TD Glenn Petersen to jest that
Columbia “hadn’t been able to hire
the players they wanted.”

For the Berkeley team of David
Glueck (2420), Peter Yu (2227),
Roger Poehlmann (2206) and Joel
Salman (2139), the biggest scare
might have come before the first
round when Glueck’s plane was
grounded in Detroit with mechani-
cal problems—fortunately he
managed to get on an earlier plane,
and I was very relieved and
surprised when someone ap-
proached me in Newark Interna-
tional to ask “Excuse me, are you
from Berkeley?” As for our final
result, it was somewhat disappoint-
ing since it ended with a white-
washing by Yale in the last round; a
draw would have meant clear
second for Berkeley, and even a tie
for first seemed possible. However,
second place was a good result,
even if nobody but Red Sox fans
remembers who finishes second.

ROUND 1

Monday, December 26th, 7 PM
The early rounds were supposed to
be easy for Berkeley. After all, our
2248 average seeded us fourth. Yet
St. Mary's University (#21 at
1885), from “very” Northeastern
Canada refused to roll over. The
final score of 3.5 - 0.5 wasn't

reflective of how things looked
during the match. Glueck acciden-
tally “sacked” the exchange on
board one for some compensation.
Whether it was for enough
compensation is unclear, but Dave
worked his way out of trouble to
reach a position with N+4P vs
R+2P, all on the kingside. Although
it looked promising, the Rook was
adequate for the defense and the
game ended in a draw. The other
boards looked like real struggles,
but eventually experience and
ratings carried the day.

ROUND 2,
Tuesday, December 27th, 10 AM

Berkeley had little trouble with
Harvard’s “B” team (#12, 2052),
winning 3.5 - 0.5. Only Salman got
into difficulties, misplaying the
Black side of a Queen's Indian to
get into a lost position. When his
opponent tried to win cutely Joel
was able to turn on the tactics and
White had to be precise to hold the
draw. Glueck pushed home a fast
b-pawn while Peter Yu gave a
good demonstration of what
happens in the King’s Indian when
Black’s dark squared Bishop comes
to life. Roger Poehlmann chipped
in a win in *The Boring System"”.
White: Damion (2018)
Black: Peter Yu (2227)
King’s Indian Defense

1.4 Nf6 2.Nc3 g6 3.e4 This move,
instead of 3.d4, avoids a transposi-
tion into the Gruenfeld and forces
black into a King's Indian or
Anglo-Indian/Botvinnik System
game. 3.,.d64.d4 Bg7 5.f3 0-0

continued p. 14
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INTERNATIONAL NEWS:

The 1988 Reykjavik World Cup
Chess Tournament was a close one
up until the end. If the Russian GM
Alexander Beljavsky had not lost to
Spassky in the 17th and final round,
World Champ Gary Kasparov
might have had to share first place
with his fellow Soviet. Of course,
Kasparov could have pressed on for
a win against GM Pedrag Nikolic if
things ever got too close. Although
this is no easy task, one must
remember Kasparov's hard earned
and desparately needed win against
Anatoly Karpov in their most
recent title match.

We wanted to include all of the
high-quality chess from this super-
strong Category 15 (2618) event,
but there just isn’t enough room in
the California Chess Journal.
However, complete toumament
bulletins of this and other world-
class events can be purchased from
GM Walter Browne, who may be
contacted through the editor. The
source of these results is the official
Reykjavik World Cup tournament
bulletin, edited by Icelandic Master
Dan Hansson (2280 FIDE). (again,
made available through GM
Browne)

Here are some early round games
from the original bulletin. These
games give a brief but colorful
sampling of the kind of chess that
was played. They feature all of the
18 participating GMs and you
won’t see them annotated anywhere
(not living in Chess Life, not inside
Inside Chess) but in the CCJ !

White: A. Sokolov

Black: J. Speelman

French Tarrasch

REYKJAVIK WORLD CUP

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nd2 In modemn
grandmaster chess it is amazing
how easily black manages to
equalize in the French if white
plays anything else than 3.Nc3.
That move on the other hand
involves slightly more risks for the
white player, a risk not everyone is
prepared to take. 3...c5 4.ed Qd5
The positions with an isolated pawn
after exd5 were analysed in depth
when Korchnoi played it against
Karpov, and since then this old
continuation has gained popularity.
Ngf3 cd 6.Bc4 Qd6 7.0-0
Black should not try to hang on to
the pawn on d4 with Nc6 and e5,
giving white too strong an attack
with his better developement.
8.INb3 Nc6 9. d4 10.Nd4 a6
7 d6 0-0

With this second threat of mate in
one, white succeeds in weakening
the defense around the black king.
22..Bf8 23.Bf8 Rf8 24 Nb3 Giving
up a pawn to bring the knight into
the attack. 24,,.Qad 25 Nc5 Qb4
26.Bed Rfeg 27.Nd7 Rad8 A good

defensive move, keeping the
balance.

7 ERE®E
PABOHELINL
18 HirutE

%”% Zr
g // % A Y
% ﬁ Q% &
.R + Nh7+
Kg8 31 Nf6+ K8 32 Nn7+ Ke8
33.Nf6+ Kf8 34 Nh7+ draw.

White: Margeir Petursson
Black: L. Portisch
Benoni
d4Nf62.cde 4.d5 ed

.cd d6 6.Nc 7.Bf4 a6 8.e4

White usually tries to prevent black

from expanding on the queen’s side
with 8.a4, but Petursson’s play in
this game seem to indicate that
white can do without it. §...b5
9.Qe2 At this point, threatening to
break through with e5._9,. NhS

B 7 4 Ng7

13..!1‘1
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iierm //
_ ,//%it///ﬁ
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BE 2 Q3R

An unusual sight, pawn storms on
different flanks with both kings left
in the center and the development
of the pieces not completed.
White’s attack is justified by the

§
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annotations by Dan Hansson

strange position of the knight on g7
and his lead in development.
13...Nb6 14 Nd2 b4 15.Nd] h$
White may not be permitted to play
h5 which would cramp the black
position, but now a weakness is
created on g6. 16.gh NhS 17.Rgl

Ki718.f4 £5 19.02 Rh6 20.Nf2
0-0Bg? b7

23.Be2 White’s position is
beautiful, his pieces cooperating
harmoniously, threatening the
opponent everywhere. Black’s next
move seems to be the only one to
defend against e5 and BhS, as
23...fe4 24.Ned only brings more
white pieces into the attack and
23...Re8 24.e5 BdS 25.¢f6 Bg2 26.
fg Re3 27. Rg2 simply loses a
piece. 23,.Rg8 24.e5 Qd8 25 .Bf3

Qa8
Cﬂ%,%ﬁﬁ
15 £ %/
J %ﬁﬁﬁ/ﬁ
K& 0 &R &
B DR
AR & WD

. &g B

26.BhS gh 27,025 Black’s position
is falling apart. 27,..nd5 28.0f5+
Ke8 29,ed6 Oc8 29...Ne3 30.Rdel
30.0e4+ Kf8 31.Bc5 Kf7 32 Ncd
Re6 3306+ N6 3402610 A
beautiful performance of Petursson!
White: G. Kasparov
Black: U. Andersson
Queen’s Gambit

1.d4 Nf6 2. o4 ¢6 3.Nc3 d5 d.od od
c6.6. el 7

8.Bd3 Nh$ The exchange variation
has been a favourite weapon of the
world champion, so it's understand-
able that Andersson should opt for
early exchanges. 9.Be7 Qe7
10.Nge2 It is not worth giving up
the bishop for three pawns with
10.Bh7 g6 11.Bg6. 10...g6 11.0-0-0
Nb6 12, Ng3 Ng7 Kasparov is well
Prepared to storm on the king’s side
should black dare to castle there, so
instead Andersson prepares to bring
his king into safety on the other
wing. Exchanging on g3 would
only open a line in white’s favour.
13,Kbl Bd7 14 Re] 0-0-0 15, Nad

Nad 16.0ad4 Kb8 17.Rc3 b6 18 Bab
Ne6 19.Rhc1 Rhe8 20.0b3 Qd6

2 EET
£ 6t
A%ﬁ//t

%

The world champion increases the
pressure, but Andersson still has a
solid position.
2LNfl Ka8 22 Nd2 Nc7 The pawn
on h2 is forbidden fruit, white plays
23.Nf3 and brings his knight to e5
and the black defense is broken.
23.Bf1 Ne6 24.g3 Rc8 25.Bg2 Rc7
26.h4 Rd8 27 .Nf3 Bc8 28,004 ¢
The passive defense Bb7 looks
more in line with the position.
29.Ng5 Ng5 30.hg Bb7 31.dc be
32,014 Qf4 33.gf

K 8 ®
TAK mim1
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The black position is worse, but
the next move blunders a pawn.
33...d4 34 RcS Ref 35, Bb7+ Kb7
36.Rc5 de 37.fe Re8 38.Re5 Maybe
black had hoped for drawing
chances after 38.Rc3? Kasparov's
move wins outright since the pawn
ending is hopeless, the king can’t
stop two white passed pawns at
once. 38..Re5 39.fe Kc6 40 Kc2

11.Bc3 Ned 12.Rc] 85 The position
is about equal. White's long time
plan is an advance in the center
along with pressure along the c-file.
Black must solve the problem of
the pawn on c7 and keep his firn
grip on the white.sqtmu._n.m
24 14Bd2 Rfc8 15 Bed B 16.Nd2
Rd8 17.Ned Bed 18.£3 Be2 19.0d2
B£5 Probably better was 19..Bgé
immediately where the B is less
exposed. 20.Bf2 Qd6 21.Qc3 Bgb
22.e3 Rd723.0c5



Reykjavik

continued fromp. 5

23...Na$ Natural looks 23...Qf6
followed by Ra5, Rb5 and a
redevelopment of the knight, but
GM Petursson finds an interesting
continuation which leads to great
complications. 24.Qd6 cd 25.e4
Nc4 25...55 to prepare for Nc4 is
not so clear after 26.ed, threatening
27.Bh3 and f5 trapping the B. 26.f4

7 e? .ed
Now black gets the upper hand,
29.g4 Nd3 30.gh de with a
complicated struggle should be
played. 29..Re]1+30.Rel B3
31.Bf1 Bd5 An unlucky move
spoiling the game. After 31...Rc8
black keeps a slight advantage.
32.Rbl Ned 33 RbS Petursson
probably overlooked this move. He
is now fighting a lost battle.

33...Na3 34 Rd5 Nc2 35.Rd6 a3

White: M.Tal
Black: J. Speelman
Pirc Defense

l.e4d6 2.d4 g6 3.NfJ Bg7 4.Be2
Nf6 5.Nc3 0-0 6.0-0 c5 This move
has not as good a reputation as
6...Bgd. 1.d5 Na6 8.Rel Nc7 9.Bf4
c 7 c4

Nf6 13.h3 Preventing 13..Bg4.

California Chess Journal

White has the better game, being
able to put strong pressure along
the open e-file. 13...Re8 14 Rbl
Securing the pawn from an
eventual attack by NhS followed by
Bb2.14...2515.Qd2 Qb6 16.Re3
a6 17.Baé Qa6 18. b7
19.Rbel Kf8 Driving the N away
with h6 would only create new
weaknesses. Speelman tries o
offer the exchange of Qs. 20.c4
Qb4 21.0e2 h6 Speelman now
offerred a draw, probably not
realizing the danger threatening

%!Q %

x%

Vac 4 By
Wi @
AR 7 WE f
22.N(7! Kf7 23.Rb3 23.Re7 gains

nothing, but with this ingenious
maneuver white obtains an

irresistible attack. 23..,Qad
24,06+ K18 25 Rb7

l/ /!QV%
) % ,%&g z
B EiE W
w2 R
. // //// %/ﬁ
rRE I BRI
2 7 B &

25...004 Black’s moves are more
or less forced, 25...Ra6 losing to
26.b3 Qa2 27.Re7 Re7 28.Qe7+

Kg8 29.Qb7 26.Bd6 Ng8 27 Re3

Bf6 28.Rf3 Kg7 Black is

defenseless against the onslaught of
white forces. 29.Be7 Re7 30.Re7+
Ne7 30...Be7 is answered with
31.Rf7+ Kh8 32.Qg6 with mate to
follow. 31.0f6+ Kg8 32.Qf7+ Kh8
33.Qe7 Qd5 34 Rf7 1-0 This is the
kind of game that has eamed Tal
his reputation as “the Wizard of
Riga” and the love and respect of
chess fans all over the world!

Final Standings
1 Garry Kasparov 11
2 A. Beljavsky 105
3 Mikhail Tal 10
4-5 J. Hjartarson 9.5
Jaan Ehlvest 95
6-8 Artur Jisipov 9
Gyula Sax 9
Jan Timman 9
9-11  John Numn 85
Jonathan Speelman 8.5
UIf Andersson 85
12-13  Andrei Sokolov 8
Pedrag Nikolic 8
14 Zoltan Ribli 7.5
15-16 Lajos Portisch 7
Boris Spassky 7

17 Viktor Kortsnoj 6.5
18 Margeir Pétursson 6

Due to space constraints, the rest of
the annotated games will appear
next issue to conclude our report—
Editor.
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BAY AREA SPLINTERS:
NOVEMBER 30, 1988 - JANUARY 23, 1989

Cal-Berkeley November (Nov. 2-
30) TD: Peter Yu: 1st-Seggev
Weiss (2057) 3.5-.5; 2nd-NM Peter
Yu (2266) 3-1. A half-point ahead
of the field, Weiss held a bye-
handicapped Yuto adraw in a
tense, last round struggle. UCB
student Weiss was rewarded with a
$10 gift certificate from Games of
Berkeley. Next tournament starts
Feb.1.

Berkeley CC Open Qualifier (Oct.-
Dec.2) TDs: Henry Mar and David
Goldfarb: 1st-NM Roger Poehl-
mann (2206) 7-1 and $50; 2nd/3rd-
NM Steve Cross (2225), Alan
Kobernat (2185) 6-2 and $12.50
each; 4th-7th-Bob Hamm (2187),
Joel Salman (2137), Robert Smith
(1778) and SM Rich Kelson (2405)
5.5-2.5. The top six finishers
qualify for the closed Club
Championship, a round-robin
which begins in February. Last
year’s Co-Champions Kelson and
Yu did not qualify, leaving Hamm

. as the only consecutive finalist. A
full story with annotated games
from all of the finalists will appear
next issue.

JCC Contra Costa Quad (Dec. 4)
TD: Peter Yu: 1st place finishers
were: Quad A- Peter Yu 2-1; Quad
B: Seggev Weiss 2.5-.5; Quad C:
Petho Szaboles (1924) 2.5-5. In
the 13-player scholastics section,
Eric Baudry (1450) finished 1st
with 4-0, followed by Nicholas
Woo (1314), Noah Potter (1255),
Paul Berry (1250), and Sam Reader
(1151) each at 3-1. Eric is currently
the highest rated Californian under
11. The next Walnut Creek quad is
on Feb S.

Lowell H.S. Sectionals (Dec. 17)
TD: Peter Dahl: 1st-Paul
Liebhaber (2020) 3-0; 2nd-Don
Urquhart (2143) 2.5-.5. Dark horse
Liebhaber upset 2300's Peter Thiel
and Charles Powell to finish with a
perfect score. The next Lowell
Tournament is on March 25.

Vallejo Sectional (Dec. 17) TD:
Ernie Valles: 1st-Peter Yu 2.5-.5;

master in tournament competition.
Next is a 5-rd, class tournament on
March 11-12.

Palo Alto City Championships
(Jan. 14-15) TD: Bill Wall: OPEN:
1st/2nd-IM Marc Leski (2536),
SM Bill Chesney (2417) 4.5-5 and
$150 each. RESERVE: 1st-Abel
Talamantez (1875) 5-0.
BOOSTER: 1st/2nd-Quy Le

2nd/3rd-Clarence Lehmann (2050),  (1591), Steven Esh (1503) 4.5-.5.
Emie Valles (1678) 2-1. Despite A huge turnout for the premier
the small tumnout, Vallejo Club tournament of the newly formed
Champion Yu had difficulties Palo Alto Chess Club. The Palo
mostly with roommate Alex Alio CC meets Tuesday nights for
Rapoport (1915) who drew his first  rated and casual play.

Hey, Tournament Director!
by Andrew Lazarus

A Toumament Director’s night-
mare, one of the worst: it's the
next-to-last round and the top
boards already feature the leading
players smelling the big money.
And what happens? One of those
games just won't end. It's dragging
on and on...

Do we adjourn? Or do we let the
players struggle on?

A quick look at the rule book
doesn't yield much. We're
supposed to make “every effort” to
finish the penultimate round games.
It doesn’t say how much is every.

Andrew Lazarus is an Associate
National Tournament Director and
a Regional Vice-President of USCF
for Region XI (Pacific). He is also a
Ph.D. candidate in mathematics at
Berkeley.

If you ask Northemn California’s
leading TDs, you'll get both
possible replies, Some TDs are very
proud of getting rounds started on
time, all the time. Others think it’s
more important to let the games
finish so that they can be sure of
doing the correct last round pairing.
Both groups are silently praying to
Caissa that one of the players—it
doesn’t matter which—hangs his
Rook and resigns.

The school of directors which
adjourns is faced with another
problem: how to pair the unfinsihed
game. Lately the so-called Kashdan
system enjoys a certain vogue, in
which each player is paired for
what he states he is trying to ac-
complish. In general this means one
player is paired for a win and the
other for a draw. The advantage of

continued p. 9
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CHESS LAB:

One must carefully weigh one's
chances when deciding to enter an
ending down Knight + Pawn or
Bishop + P versus Rook. One
important factor is whether the
exchange down side has a rook or
not. In general, R+B+P is easier to
draw than B+P versus R, with other
pawns still on the board. The
presence of the Rook gives
additional chances of checking the
opponent's King and capturing
pawns. It lends a middlegame
element, attack, to an otherwise
static ending. Here are some tips:

1) With B+Pawn (s) versus R,
stick the pawns on the same color
as the B when they are far away
from your K. Why? So they can
be protected by the bishop.

2) R+B+P versus R+R is equal if
the defender has an active rook.

3) Number of pawns is not as
important as placement of pawns.
The far advanced passer is still your
best weapon.

4) Generally prefer aB overaN in
the endgame. A bishop has range
and can better guard pawns.

5) Two connected passers have
more value than two isolated
pawns.

FM Craig Mar is a veteran
instructor amd columnist who
consistently appears on the Top 50
list. In future issues Craig will
direct his writing talents to the
middlegame.

California Chess Journal
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Unfavorable for black. Materially
black is fine, but the presence of
open files, and passive knight give
white a big advantage.

% ’4%’/ /%7/ //%///}9%
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Playable for black. Black sacked
his R for a N in the dragon
variation of the Sicilian Defence.
Black has full compensation for the
exchange because white's pawns on
the Q-side are isolated and black’s
weaknesses are hard to attack.
White's rooks are passive because
they lack open files. Black’s minor
pieces dominate the center.

PLAYING THE EXCHANGE DOWN

IM Shirazi (2395)

% P91
m mtiE
wor M

%

T

S

7 W
AT W mi
BZE N N
IM deFimmian (2507)
Black 1o move
This heavyweight baitle, played in

Berkeley '79 taught me a great
deal. At first I thought black was
better with two strong pawns for
the exchange; only now, years later
do [ realize that Black has a won
game, and he must only use
technique to win it. Black doesn’t
have a mobile 3-1 majority of
pawns on the K-side, he has a
mobile 4-11 White’s two passed
pawns on the Q-side are lifeless and
passive, so he cannot race them.
Black’s passed pawns become
powerful with f5-f4 coming very
quickly. Those are the pluses, now
what specific plan do we follow?
Shirazi played sharply 31,,.{5! The
pawn on ab is just an ornament, not
worth the time to guard. 32.Rxaé
White must take the pawn and try
to defend by attacking the passed
pawns from behind. 32,,.Rd8!
Black has a mating attack. The
combination of rook, bishop, and 2
passed pawns will overpower the
lone rook, there is no defence!
DeFirmian, sensing the danger,
offered a draw. Shirazi declined.
Nick said later, “T knew [ was
worse, but I didn’t realized it was
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by FM Craig Mar

lost.” 33.Ra7+ Kh6 34.Rf2 Best,

because 34.Re7 Nc6! and the Black
rook goes to the seventh with check

and a crushing attack.34,,, Nxb3!
34...Nf3+ is crushing also, but

Shirazi's method is much simpler.

m B ®

K2

Black to move

Kamran waited until the best
possible moment to trade off his
powerful knight for the spectator
bishop. 35...Rd]l Inmild time
pressure, white now has the

unpleasant task of coming up with a

the edge. 36.h4!?7 Rhl1+ 37.Kg3
fa+ 38 Kgd Bf5+39.Kf3 Rh3+
40.Kg2 Rxhd is also hopeless.
36...Bf3! So that if 37.RxeS5 4!

and mate next move. 37,.Rf2 BdS
The threat is 38...Rh1+ 39.Kg3 f4+

40.Kg4 Rgl+ 41 Kh4 g5 mate.

38.Re7 Rh1 39.Kg3 Rgl+ 40.Kh2
Rhl+ Shirazi repeats moves to get

to the time control. 41,Kg3 f4+
42 Kh4!

7 = %
7 T a%
B H oW
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-
e ®

Black to move and win

S

7
0
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N
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42,85+ 43 Kgd Kg6! And white

deferce. 36Re2 A good drawing o Bro 25 thers is mo defence to

" try, but Shirazi's next move keeps -1 mate and 44...Rg? mate.

Brilliancy Winner

Grandmaster Tony Miles and the Qxd4 Nxd4 is the best move but
computer Deep Thought tied for now Black has to think. Nc6, § BbS
first at the Software Toolworks Bd7, 6 Bxc6 Bxc6, 7 Nc3 Nf6, 8
open, held Thanksgiving weekend ~ Bg5 e6, 9 0-0-0 Be7. 10 Rhel 0-0,
in Long Beach. Cal top board 11 Kbl Qc7, 12 Od2 Rfd8, 13 Nd4
David Glueck contributes this a6, 14 f3 Be8, 15 g4 Following an
sacrifice—rich gem. attacking plan characteristic of this

White: FM David Glueck (2446)

Black: FM Renard Anderson
(2295)
Sicilian Defense
2nd Brilliancy Prize
ammotations by Glueck

edc 4 cxd4, 4

variation. White aims all his pieces

at g7. b5, 16 Nce2 a5, 17 Ngd b4,

18 Rgl Kh8, 19 NhS Ng8 This

manuever lets Black avoid the

immediate opening of the g-file (19
...NxhS5) and the destruction of his

pawn structure (20 Bxf6 was

threatened). I had already seen this

Hey, TD!

continued fromp.7
this system is that the TD does not
have to perform a temporary adju-
dication, which can be embarrass-
ing when the players are rated 600
points higher than the TD. (One
2400+ player protested when paired
for a loss down two pawns for a
Rook. His GM opponent validated
the directors’ analytical skills by
quickly finishing Mr. 2400 off in
the second session.)

Kashdan pairings are not, however,
a panacea. A player who over-
estimates his chances—very
common—may be unfairly easy
pickings paired up in the last round.
While the other leading players
gomano a mano, this player may
wilt, delighting his opponent and
infuriating everyone else.

In fact, not only did I see this ata
recent tournament, but the lost
player was paired against an odd
man who was reaily a full point
higher in the standings. (This is a
pairing to eschew.)

The only foolproof suggestion I
have heard is allegro time controls.
When allegro controls first came in,
I thought they would ruin chess. 1
also prefer baseball with its lei-
surely extra innings to football with
sudden-death.

In any event, if you are itching to
get home and can’t understand
where the last round pairings have
gone, look around for that hangnail
game. Then join the TD in the hall,
where he is sticking voodoo pins
into the Kings.

idea in the game Glueck—A. Shaw,
Natick MA 1986, with the signi-

continued onp. 13
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BACK TO SQUARE

Welcome back to square-one.
This will be the first of a monthly
column dedicated to rudimentary
chess improvement. If you are just
starting out in toumament chess, or
still waiting for your rating to reach
puberty (that is, if you're C-player
or below), then this should help
you. Square-one will teach or
reinforce the basic chess themes,
question your own understandings
of chess, and hopefully show that
even at Master level—the basics
count first. Chessbooks often use
the word “obvious™ to assess posi-
tions, there will be no such
language on Square-one; nothing
will be assumed and everything
will be explained.

This month we will focus on a
game played at the Burlingame CC
between a 1928-player and this
author. The A-player, who had
black, forgot to follow some basic
fundamentals of chess; it was up to
his Master-opponent to remind

OPENING : ]1.c4 The English
Opening, a quiet move which
attacks d5 and opens a diagonal for
the Queen without creating any
weaknesses around the King. (often
played by World Champion Garri
Kasparov) 1,..Nf6 2 Nc3 Putting

NM Peter Yu teaches chess for the
Berkeley Unified School District
and also tutors students privately.
His past accomplishments include
coaching the 1987 National H.S.
Champions, and teaching nation-
ally ranked former students. Peter
intends to be a Business major at
U.C. Berkeley.

California Chess Journal
ONE

the Knight behind the Pcd is best,
this also contests black’s Nf6
placement. Now if either side
moves his N once more, the other N
can invade the center on o4 or d5.
Pieces can control the center just
like pawns do. 2...e6 Preparing d5,
black sees that white already has
Pc4 and Nc3 attacking d5, so he
puts Nf6 and Pe6 defending it.
J.e4! But too late, white grabs d5
once more, black should have
played 2...dS if he wanted to in the
first place. (In chess, don't beat
around the bush!) If now 3...dS
4.e5 Nfd7 5. d4 and black is all
cramped up. Or4...d4 5.ef dc 6.bc
Qf6 7.d4 and white is better
because he has the center and
black’s Q is developed too early
making it a big and easy target for
white’s minor pieces. 3,,.Nc6
Black stops e5! which will kick the
N back home. 4.d4 White now gets
the full center. Three pawns to one,
white now threatens e5 again.
4...d5 Attempting to stake his own
claim of the center territory and
stopping white from kicking the
Nc6 with the expanding d5. Now
white should choose between a)
Pxd5 b) 5 or c) Bg5.

by NM Peter Yu

a) Either pawn takes d5 is bad
because white gives up one of his
farther advanced center pawns to
allow black to retake with his not-
so-far placed Pe6. After say, 5.cd
ed black’s center pawn is still there
on d5 while white has one less
center pawn in his wall than before.
White is also opening up black’s
QBishop, before it was blocked in
by Pe6.

b) At first 5.e5 was gooc: because
black’s N would be kicked back to
g8. But now the position has
changed with ...d5. If now white
pushes his eP black wiil invade
with ...Ne4! and after 6.Nxe4 dxed
white's Pd4 is very weak (its
already under double attack, so
white must start defending!). So
we see that a move that was good a
minute ago may be bad just one
move later because the chessboard
is constantly changing.

5.Bg5 c) Looks to be best. It keeps
the tension in the center without
exchanging Ps and also develops a
piece. The B pins black’s Nf6 so
that Pe4 cannot be won and held on
to. Now white threatens 6.cd ed
7.Nd5 winning a P because the
pinned N is a paralyzed N and
carmot attack d5 ored4. 3,.dc
Black exchanges off his only center
pawn to prevent white from out-
right winning it. A better idea was
taking the more central P on e4.
White cannot immediately
recapture Nxe4 because of . Nxd4,
50 he must first defend the weak
Pd4 with the developing (but
slightly awkward because it blocks
in the KB) Nge2. Now Nxed is
threatened after which white will



still have his center wall on ¢4 and

d4 so black must defend cautiously.

(i.e. 5...de 6.Nge2 Be7! unpinning
7.Qd2 0-0 8.Rd1! there’s no rush to
cat the eP, its not going anywhere.
We have to hold d4 first. 8...b6
9.Ng3 Bb7 10. Ngxed now
otherwise Na5 defends the Pe4.
10...Re8 11.Be2 Rc8 12.0-0 and
white is better because of the
central control of ¢4, d4 and Ned.)

6.Nf3 Again we must be patient
and support the Pd4 before we play
Bxcd. Black can’t protect Pc4
anyway so wait until the best time
comes to take it. 6.,,Be7 7.Bxc4 a6
8.0-0 Finally, white completes his
first stage of development: his
minor pieces and castling, not to
mention a nice center wall on d4
and ed4. Black, on the other hand,
has wasted his moves with dxc4
and a6. These moves neither
enhance his position or develop
pieces. White has followed all the
basic principles of good opening
play and is rewarded with a good
position. See how easy chess is!

IThwe’ K
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So you see, even strong players
such as black in this game will
sometimes forget the basics. To
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make sure that you won't, commit
these simple rules to memory:

BASIC OPENING PRINCIPLES :

1) Place pawns in the center (e4,
d4, e5, d5, or even c4, c5) while
avoiding useless pawn moves (such
as ...a6 in this game).

2) Develop your pieces quickly and
aggressively (point them towards

1

the center, make them give pins, or
develop by capturing) along with
your pawns.

3) Castle your King into safety.

Next issue we will see how black is
punished for not following good
opening ideals, and how white
converts his better position into a
win when the game continues in
MIDDLEGAME.

Let’s play the
16th Annual
People’s
Chess Tournament
February 18-20

UC Berkeley MLK Student Union,

Bancroft and Telegraph

Main Tournament closes 10:00 Feb. 18
Blitz Tournament: 2:45 Feb. 18
Youth Tournament: 10:15 Feb. 20

Info: Peter Yu 415-642-7511
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PRACTICAL ENDGAMES

1 fancy myself a practical player,
meaning that I'm concerned with
results rather than creating art at the
chessboard. Likewise, this column
will cover practical endgames from
real games, not composed studies
or obscure theoretical positions. If
this column helps you to grind out a
win in a better position, or to save
the draw in a lost one, then it has
accomplished its purpose.

Andy Serotta, Harvard A (2212)

w1

Joel Salman, UCB (2135)
Pan-Ams 1988

Rook endings are the most common
type of endgame, so this is the
logical place to start. The rookisa
bad defender, a worse blockader,
but an excellent attacker which
should be activated and kept active.
It doesn’t matter whether the rook
attacks enemy pawns from behind,
from the front, or from the side, so
long as it is attacking and remains
mobile. Endgame books constantly
remind us that “rooks belong
behind the passed pawns, whether

NM Roger Poehlmann is a
welcome addition to the UCB
Chess Team. A Junior transfer
student from UC Irvine, Roger is a
Physics major.

attacking or defending”, so the
following game shows the view
from the other side: the frontal
attack.

White is two pawns down here, but
has some drawing chances thanks
to his active pieces. Black’s usual
theme is to sacrifice a pawn (one is
probably lost anyway) in order to
activate his rook. 33.hg Salman’s
postmortem idea of 33.h7+ Kh8 34,
Rf1 doesn’t quite work, although
34...Rf835.g6! £536.Rel f4
37.Re7 3 38.Rf7! is amusing.
Better is 34...Kxh7 35.Rxf7 Kg6
36.Rd7 Kxg5 37 Rxd5+ Kf4
38.RxbS g5, winning easily:
39.Rb7 g4 40.Rg7 (40.c4 g3 41.c5
Rg8-+)40...g3 41.c4 (41.Kc2 a5
42.c4 a4 43.c5 a3 44 Kbl Rc8—+)
41...Kf3 42.c5 g2 43.c6 (43.Rf7+
Ke2 44 Re7+ Kf2 45.Rf7+ Kgl

46.c6 Rh8 47 Rxa7 Rc8! 48.c7
Kh1-+) 43...Rf8 44.c7 Kf2 45.Kc4

g8=Q 46.Rxg! Kxgl 47.Kc5 Re8
48.Kc6 a5.

33,..Kxg7 34, Rh6?! 34.Kbd is
more flexible, since White's rook
has a number of squares where it
can attack juicy pawns. I'm no
magician, though: 34...a6 35.Rd1
(35XKc5? Re8+ 36.KxdS Rxc3)
35...Rd8 36.KcS5 (36.KaS Rd6!
defends) 36...Kg6 37.Kb6 Kxg5
38.Kxa6 f5 39.Kxb5 f4 40.Kc5 f3
41.Kd4 Kf4 42.Rf1 Kg3 43.Ke3
Rf8 44 Kd4 Kg2 45.Rc1 Rd8
46.Rc2+ 2 47 Ke3 Rf8 48.Kd4 Rf5
and there’s no joy in Mudville.

34...Rd8 The first move to occur
to me (for some strange reason)
was 34...f5!. Joel wanted to play
35.Rxf6 e.p., but the more legal
35.Rf6 Rf8 36.Ra6 Rf7 wins for

Black. 35.Rd6 f4 36.Rxd5 £3
37.Rd1 £2 38.Rf1 Rf8 tumm’s
White's rook into a doorstop, and
Black is still up a pawn, winning
easily by 39.Kb4 RS 40.Ka5
Kxg6-g4-g3-g2. Serotta envisions
a position where all the pawns are
gone except the Black f-pawn, and
the enemy King is cut off by two
files. This is where knowing the
basic theoretical positions pay off,
as he simplifies a complex ending
into a straightforward book win.

35.Kb4 d4 36.cd Rxd4 37.Kxb5
Rg4 38.Ra6 Rxg5 39.Ked Rgl
40.Rxa7 Rd] 4],Raé?! By all
means, if you're busted, play for
swindles! 41.Ra3! forces Black to
find the right reply (which was
missed by our whole team when
analyzing this game afterwards).
41...£577 42.Rd3! Rxd5 43.Kxd3
Kg6 44.Ke3 Kg5 45.Kf3 is drawn,
as is 41...Kg67? 42.Rg3+ KhS
43.Rf3 Rd7 44.Rf1 Kg4 45.Rg1+
Kf4 46.Rf1+ Kg3 47 Kc3! Kg2
48.Rf6 Kg3 49.Rf1. (Had Black
played the Dutch Defense, he
wouldn't have these problems.)
Nevertheless, 41....f6! wins, since
42.Rd3 Rxd3 43.Kxd3 Kg6 44.Ke2
Kg5 45.Ke3 (45.Kf1 Kf4 46 Kf2
£5) 45...Kg4 46 Ke2 f5 47.Ke3
Kg3 is a losing pawn ending for
Black. There's nothing better than
42 Kc3 Kg6 43.Kc2 Rd8 44.Ral

transposing to the game.
4 4 4

KI6 47.R{l Ré4 48 Kc3 Re??
Serotta wants to impress the
spectators by reeling off the win in
the shortest possible time. Unfortu-
nately (for him), he throws away
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by NM Roger Poehlmann

w

% BE
After 48, .. Red

the win. With time control on
move 50, the correct two-stage plan
was: (1) Move back and forth on
the d-file with the rook. (2) When
you reach time control, think.
Capablanca frequently played
temporizing moves like 48...Rd7
49.Kc4 Rd2 50.Kc3 Rd8 to ensure
the inevitable win, and nobody ever
laughed at him (although his being
World Champion probably had
something to do with it).

The winning plan (Grigoriev) is to
first advance the King as far as it
can go (h3), then put the Rook
behind the pawn and push it.
51...Kg5 52.Rgl+ Khd4 53.Rf1 Kg4
54.Rgl+ Kh3 55.Rf1 Rf8 56.Kd2
Kg2 57.Rf4 Kg3 58.Rad (58.Rf1 f4
59.Rgl+ Kf2 60.Rg6 3 61.Rg7
Rd8+ 62.Kc3 Kfl 63.Kc2 f2
64.Rg6 Rh8 — The Lucena Win,
64....RdS 65.Rg8 Ke2 66.Re8+
Kf3 67.Rf8+ Ke3 68.Re8+ Kf4
69.Rf8+ RfS! is more refined, but
less common in practice — 65.Kd2
Rh1 66.Rg8 Rgl 67.Rf8 Rg2
68.Rg8+ Kh3 and the King
approaches the rook, followed by
f1=Q. This plan is the same one
used to queen Rook’s pawns when
the enemy King is cut off)) 58...f4

59.Kel Re8+ 60.Kf1 Rb8 61.Ral
f3 62.Rc1 Rb2 63.Rd1. Remeber
this one? 62...Rh2! 63.Kgl f2+
64.Kf1 Rh1+ wins. This rook
maneuver would not be available if
the pawn were a knight’s pawn, and
so if we were to shift all the pieces
in the second diagram one file to
the right, White would draw.

White also draws if Black's pawn is
on {6 and his King on f7.

49.Kd2! Kg5 50.Rgl+ Rgd 51 Rfl
Rg3 If Black tries the Grigoriev

method now, White can set up the
Philidor Draw as follows: 51.Rg3
52.Rgl+Kf4 53.Rfi+ Kgd
(53...Ke5 54.Rel Kd4 55.Rxed+
Kxed 56.Ke2=) 54.Rgl+ Kh3
55.Rf1 f4 56.Kd3 Ra4 57.Ke2 Kg2
58.Rf2+ Kg3 59.Rf3+ Kg4 60.Rb3
Ra2+ 61.Kfl. The draw is secured
by maintaining the rook on the third
rank, preventing the advance of the
attacking King. When Black
pushes the pawn, Rb8 is played,
followed by checks from behind.

-Ke2 Kg4 53 Ral +
Rg3 55.Ral f4 56.Kf2 Rf3+ 57.Ke2
Rb3 58.Rgl+ Rg3 59. Ral Rg2+
60.Kf] Rb2 61.Ra3! Rb4 62.Kf2 3
63.Ra8! Rb2+ 64 Kf] Salman and
Philidor are old friends, so the
game was agreed drawn here.
Remember:

1) Keep that rook active!

2) Learn the simple theoretical
positions, since knowing them
enables you to accurately analyze
variations where material has been
greatly simplified. Most players
know the Lucena Win and the
Philidor Draw, but not much
beyond that.

3) If you have a certain win or
draw, repeat moves to make time
control so you are absolutely sure
of the correct plan. If you have a
win, all that is important is that you
win the game, not that someone
else could have won a little faster.

Brilliancy

continued fromp. 9
ficant difference that Black had
played ...Rac8, not ...b4. 20
Nxg7! My first original move of
the game—but it wins. Kxg7, 21
N5+ gxfS Opens the g-file, but he
had no choice: ...Kf8, 22 Bh6+,
...Kg6, 22 Bxe7, or ...Kh8, 22
Nxe7 Nxe7, 23 Bf6+ all win for
White. 22 Bhé+ Kh8 Not best but
it’s too late. 22 ...Kf6, 23 Qg5+
Ke6, 24 QxfS mate, or 22 ...Kg6,
23 exf5+ Kf6, 24 Qd4 mate were
worse. ] expected 22 ...Nxh6, 23
gxf5+ BgS (Kh8, 24 Qxh6 is too
easy) 24 Qxg5+ Kf8, with the idea
25 Qxh6+ Ke7 and runs away.
Hence 25 £6. Now 25 ...Bc6, to
clear the e8 square, loses to 26
Qxh6+ Ke8, 27 Qh3, which forces
...Kf8. Then 28 Rg8+ Kxg8, 29
Qh6 wins. The best move is there-
fore 25 ...Ba4, so if 26 Qxh6+
Ke8, 27 Qh3 then ...Qxc2+, 28
Kal Qxd1+ defends. This is
Black’s only threat, which suggests
my favorite move of the combina-
tion: 26 b3!, which regains the
piece and wins easily. 23 gxfS
Threatens Bg7 mate. Bf6, 24
Rxg8+ Kx + 6
Rgl 1-0. Instead of resigning
Black should play 26 ...Qxc2+
with the idea of 27 Kxc2 Bad+ plus
...Rg8, but 27 Qxc2 planning Bg5
wins without much trouble.




Pan Ams

continued fromp. 3

6.Bg5 Up until this move we were
playing the Sdmisch variation main
line in the KID. But instead of the
common Be3, White plays the
aggressive Bg5 in hopes of
confusing Black and tricking him
into weakening black’s position.
Black may now choose 6...c5 such
as against the Averbakh and hope
that Pf3 is misplaced. BCO now
gives 7.d5 e6 8.Qd2 ed 9.cd h6
10.Be3 (Bh67 Ned! 11...Qhd+)
...Kh7 11.Nge2 a6 12.ad Nbd7
13.Ng3 Rb8 14.Be2 Ne8 15.0-0
Nc7 16.Rabl+=. The simple
6...h6?! allows Black to prepare
...e5 without the bothersome Bg5
pin, but would be positionally
weakening because White is
intending to attack Black’s Kside.
For example, 7.Be3 Nc6 8. Nge2 a6
9.Qd2 Kh7 10.g4 Rb8 11.g5!
breaks through and now Black is on
the defensive after either 11...Ng8
or 11...hg 12.Bg5 5 13.Nd5! ed
(...Nd4? 14 Nd4 ed 15. Qf4+-)
14.Qf4 Ne5! 15.Nd4!+ with a
deadly pin on 6. Bestis 6,,,Nc6!?
1.Nge2 26 8.Qd2 Rb8 9.Nc] A new
move; BCO gives 9.0-0-0 b5
10.Qe3!? = intending eS. But
Black can strike first with 10...e5!
11.d5 NaS =+ with good queenside
play. 9...e5! The logical reply
because without the B on e3 or Ne2
white has significantly weakened
d4 and Black must strike this dark-
squared Achilles Heel. 10.d5 Nd4
11L.Nb3 c§ Black rejects the
superficial 11...h6 12.Bh6 Nb3
13.as Ned! because of the simple
12.Be3 +=. 12.dc be 13.Nd4 ed
14.0d4 h6!? After 14...Rb2 White

has the amazing 15.0-0-0! +/oo.
15.Bf6 Forced; if 15.Bh4? g5!

Celiformie Creee "ourmel

intending .. Nes oinerwise
15...Ned or Nd5 is great for Black.
15...Bf6 16.0d2 According to
theory, Black's open b-file, bishop
pair, and dark-squared control
coupled by White’s lack of devel-
opment is enough compensation for
the pawn. 16...Qa5 17.Rc1 Qbd
eliminating potential White threats
on d6, 18.b3 Be6 19.Bd3 Rfc8!?
Black completes his development
by preventing White from doing the
same. This is the critical position
for White, he has to find some way
to conmect his rooks and snuff
Black’s compensation. The point
of Rfd8 is to lay a trap for white if
he plays the “obvious™ 0-0, and
also Black must break with ...d5!
before White consolidates and
equals Black’s superior piece coor-
dination. Realistically, there is no
other plan for Black. True, he has
long-range advantages such as the
B-pair versus White's bad-B, but
Black must act before his P-
compensation expires. 20.0-0?!

White falls for it.

B i
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20...d5! 21 Rfd1 An interesting
way to relieve the pins on Nc3
while also setting a poisoned pawn
trap on c4 (21...dc 22.Bc4 Bcd
23.bc QcdT? 24 NdS!++—). Butit
is White who has been swindled!
21,..dc 22 Bed Bed 23, be Rd8!

. dl+ d a

White never knew what hit him.
Instead of allowing mate white
could have just lost a piece and
prolonged his own agony. Of
course, an instant replay shows
24.Qe3 as a try, but black still has
...Rd1+ 25.Nd1 Bd4!! winning. So
looking back, white should have
prevented ...dS at all costs by
trying 20.Ke2!? after which Rc8 is
misplaced. But black should
regroup with 20...Rd8 21.Rd1 and
now ...d5! attacking white's
awkward center. A possible
continuation might be 22.cd cd

23 Kf1 Bg5! (not ...de 24 Ned and
white’s okay) 24.f4 de! and black at
least regains his pawn with intrest.
A fine example of King’s Indian
theory in practice! 0-1 (Yu)

White: Roger Poehlmann (2206)
Black: Svoboda (1972)
London System

. 04 Nf d 4 g6 4.
ECO prefers 4. €3, but Black can
snag the bishop pair by 4...Nh5 5.
Bg5 h6 6. Bhd g5 7. Bg3 Nxg3 and
Black is up a tempo on the related
Torre Attack (3. Bg5) line where he
goes after the bishop. 4.,, Bg7 5.
€3 O-O 6. Be2 6. Be4 is more
ambitious, e.g., 6... Nbd7 7. 0-O
Re87 8. Bxf7+! Kxf7 9. Ng5+ Kg8
10. Ne6 winning. Another viable
choice was 5. Nbd2 intending e4,
but the whole point of this opening
is to win without really trying.

6... Nbd7 7, Q-O Nh5!? Since the
beginning of time, players of the
Black side have searched for ways
to support the ...e5 break: (A) 7.
Re8 8. c3 €5 9. de de 10. Nxe5
Nxe5 11. Qxd8 Rxd8 12. Bxe5
wins a pawn. (B) 7... ¢6 8.c3 Re8
9. Nbd2 5 10. de de 11. Bh2 e4 12.
Nd4 Ne5 13. Nc4 Nxc4 14, Bxed
Nd5 15. a4 += was Poehlmann-
Frangos, Round 4 (1-0, 58). (C)



7... Qe8 8. c4!? €5 9. Bh2 Qe7 10.
Nc3 o4 11. Nd2 Re8 12. NbS Qd8

13. c5! a6 14. cd! ab 15. dc Qe7 16.

Bxb5+- with a tremendous bind for
the piece as in Spassky-Bilek,
Bugojno 1978 (1-0, 41).

8. Bh2 c6 Dozens of blitz games
have confirmed that Black should
seek counterplay with either his c-
pawn or his e-pawn, but not both
since d6 becomes weak. 9.c3 Qc7
10. Nbd2 h6 11. g4!? Black
threatened ...f5, not possible last
move because of Ng5. 11. ed4 5
and ...Nf4 next is good for Black.
11... Nf6 12. e4 e5 13. de de?
13... Nxe5 14. Qc2 h51? 15. g5
Nh7 16. h4 5 gets counterplay, so
14. Nxe5 de may be best, although
White's edge is minimal.

14. Qc2 White has several
advantages here: (1) His develop-
ment is complete, whereas Black
must find a way to bring his QB
into the game without dropping the
e-pawn. (2) d6 can fall victim to
Rfd1 and Nc4-d6 (followed by Be4
and Qb3 and {7 is under fire). (3)1
have played dozens of tournament
games from positions like this,
while my opponent is examining it
for the first time. The game
resembles a Classical Pirc where
White can play like a complete
moron and still draw due to the
structural symmetry.

14... Re8 Black has a number of
more-or-less equivalent defensive
plans to choose from (14... Rd8
and 15... Ne8, or 14... Ne8
immediately), and proceeds to take
an inordinate amount of time
making up his mind. Players prone
to time pressure typically indulge
themselves in positions (like this
one) where there are few direct
threats to answer. Running your
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opponent into time pressure and
then capitalizing on his mistakes
may not be the most glamorous
way to play chess, but it’s not how
you play the game, it's whether you
winor lose. 15. a4 Nh7 16. Rfd1l
7. Ncd 18 hg 19.

d2 Nb6 20. R xc4 21, Bxc4
a6 22. b4 hoping to cripple the Q-
side pawns by a5, but Black’s idea
is ...bS anyway. 22... b5 23 Bb3
Ra723... c5 24. ab c4 25. b6! is
good for White, as is 23... a5 24.
abcb (24... ab 25. bc Qxcb 26.
Bd5+-) 25. ba Rxa5 26. Rd5 Be6
(27... b4 27. RxaS Qxa5 28. Rd5
Qc7 29. cb Qxc2 30. Bxc2 Bxb4
31. Rxe5 with an extra button) 27.
Rxe5! Bxb3 28. Rxe8 Qc4! 29. Qd3
Bxd1 30. Rxf8+! Kg7 (30... Kh7
31. Qxd1; 30... Kxf8 31. Qd8+
Kg7 32. Be5+ £6 33. Qxf6+ Kg8
34.Qg7#)31. BeS+! ++—) 24,
Kg2! The QB will be reactivated
viagl. 24... Qe7 25, f3 Rc72 Rd7
loses a pawn after 26. Rxd7 Bxd7
27. Bxe5 Qxe5 28. Rxd7, but the
presence of opposite-colored
bishops favors the attacking side.
So, 28.. Bd6!, seizing the initiative.
29. Rxf7?7 Qh2+ 30. Kf1 Qxc2 31.
Bxc2 Kxf7 loses, and although 29.
Bxf7+ Kf8 30. Kf1 (30. Bxe8
Qh2+) 30... Re7 (30... Qg3 31.
Bxe8 Qxh3+ 32. Qg2 wins) 31.
Bxg6 wins three pawns, 31... Qf4
creates technical problems. 32.
Qd3 ba 33. Qxa6 Qcl+ 34.Ke2
Qxc3 35. Qxad Bxb4 36. Qd1 Bd6
should draw.

26, Bgl Be6 27, Be3 Bxb37l
When your opponent is in time
trouble, moves that maintain the
tension (like 27. Be3) give him the
greatest chance to go wrong. He
will gladly exchange pieces to
simplify the position, and here
Black gives up the a2-g8 diagonal

15
for free. 28. Qxb3 Qe6? 28... Kg7

was a good waiting move, but a
player in time pressure feels
obligated to take an active plan
(like digging his own grave). 29,
Oxe6 Rxe6 30. Bxg5 Be7 31. Bxe?
Rexe? 321, Rd8+ Kg7 33. Ra8 Ra?
34, Rxa7 Rxa7 35. a5! Black is
down a pawn and cannot position
his passive rook to defend both the
a-pawn and c-pawn simultaneously.
35... Kf8 36. Rd6! Rc7 37. Rd8+
Kel 5 39, Rxab6 c5 40.
Rb6! Active rook wins. 40... cb

41. ¢ +4 a2 43, Rxb5
Kd6 44, Rb6+ 1-0 (Poehlmann).

ROUND 3
Tuesday, December 27th, 5§ PM

Our result in round two aroused
some attention, as Berkeley rose up
to first board to meet Harvard “A”
(#1, 2398). Harvard “B""s board
three told us the night before about
Edelman being responsible for the
arrival of the “B” team, calling to
make sure they knew where they
were going. Edelman was no doubt
displeased when his classmates
went astray in round 2 and the “A"
team took revenge 3-1. Glueck got
a tough position as Black in 2
French against Edelman, with
Edelman's two Knights looking
much better than Glueck’s two
Bishops. Dave hung tough and
fought back into the game, but ran
into further troubles. Dave
eventually got to play his King to
f1, but the touchdown didn’t help
and he resigned. Peter Yu had a
reasonable position against Rao,
but allowed a devastating Exchange
sac and lost. Youseff-Poehlmann
on board three was drawn in about
twenty-five moves. Salman-Serotta
went nearly five hours, as Salman
threw away a big plus with a
blunder at move 16 and then had
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serious problems. Serotta failed to
find the best continuation and Joel
managed to save an instructive
Rook ending two pawns down
when both sides played inaccu-
rately. (See Roger Poehlmann's
Practical Endgames column for this
game.)

White: Yu
Black: Vivek Rao (2467)
English

lc4 g6 2.Nc3 Bg7 J.¢3d6 4.Bg2
€5 5.d3 {5 6,63 Nf6 7.Nge2 0-08.0-
0 Nc6 9.Rb1 a5 Although the move
order is confused, ECO now gives
10.d4 g5 11.d5 Ne7 12.f4 gf 13.ef
e4 =. Vivek probably knew this, so
white tries something different.
10.23!? Be6 11.647! Premature;
better was 11.NdS first, plugging
up d5 and preventing black from
getting the center. White was
afraid of 11...a4 stopping his own
pawn advance but overlooked the
rejoinder 12.Nec3 +=. 11...ab
12.ab d5! Now black has equalized.
13.cd NdS 14.Nd5 Bd5 15.Nc3 Bg2
Weakening white's K-side. 16.Kg2
Kh8 17.0b3!2 Black’s last move
was (o prevent Qb3 with tempo, but
white can still place the Q on b3
(the only constructive square for
the Q) because Pd3 is not edible.
Also playable was 17.b5, suggested
by Vivek. 17,,.0d7! 18.Rd1?! Too
passive, Pd3 was not hanging yet.
Necessary was 18.bS, now black
siezes the initiative. 18,,.f4! The
deadly point of Qd7. 19.¢f? Best
was 19.Ned f3+ 20.Kh1 Qh3
21.Rg! h6 22.g4 . But white
thought he was getting checkmated
after 19...f3+, so he plays the
“obvious™ defense and underesti-
mates the eventual exchange sac.
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19...ef20.Bf4

Ew
1w

20....Rf4! Routine; black has more
pieces around white's unprotected
King, so of course he sacs. White's
moves are now all forced. 21.gf
+ + el Nd4
24.0c4 OF3 25 Rb2 Re8+ 26.Ned
ed+! 27.de 8.Re +
29.Resigns There is no point in
playing on. A faultless game by
black, culminating in a duo of
winning sacs. 0-1 (Yu)

THE LEADERS: Harvard “A" and
UNPHU at 3 points. Yale shows
signs of problems ahead when they
draw with Rhode Island, joining
several other teams at 2.5

ROUND 4
Wed., December 28th, 10 AM

After our loss to Harvard, we
refreated to our room to recover by
eating pizza and watching
ROBOCQP. Despite ROBOCOP
being listed in the Hyatt cable
guide, it was on a channel we
couldn’t receive. This really ticked
us off, and our rout of Brooklyn
College “A”™ (#10, 2079) was the
result. Glueck won a nice game as
White in an Alekhine’s. Yu
equalized nicely on the Black side
of a Tarrasch French only to get
into difficulties later on - until his
opponent’s flag fell . Poehlmann
wound up with two rooks as White
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vs. his opponent’s three minor
picces, with Queens on, but Black
incorrectly played for mate rather
than try to press the ending.
Roger’s proper defense left him up
an Exchange. Salman went up a
pawn in the opening, then the
Exchange at move twenty and won
easily when his opponent failed to
make anything of his practical
chances.

White: Dave Glueck (2420)
Black: Mark Kurtzman (2208)
Alekhine’s Defense

1ed Nio, 2 e5 Nd5, 3 d4 d6, 4 N3
£6. 5 Bod N6, 6 Bb3 Bg7, 7 Ngb
d5, 80-0 814 is the best move
here but this is a reasonable idea.
h6, 9 NE3 Bed, 10 Nbd2 0-0, 11 h3
Bxf3, 12 Nxf3 e6 The position
now resembles a French where
Black has gotten rid of his bad
Bishop. 13 Bf4 c5, 14 c3 Nc6, 15
dxcS With the idea of delivering
checkmate before the c3 square
collapses. Nd7, 16 Rel Nxc$, 17
Bc2 b5 ...Qb6 and if 18 Be3 a$
was another approach. 18 h4 To
stop ... g5 as a possible response to
Qd2 and preparing to open the h-
file. Rc8 Perhaps ...Rb8 was
better but it is hard to criticize this
move. 19 Qd2 Kh7 ...h5 isugly
but may be ok as it is not easy for
White to arrange g4. 20 hS a5, 21
£3! Intending Kg2 and Rh1 but
also making possible Nh4 if
necessary. b4, 22 Kg2 If 22 Nh4
Ned! with counterplay. ...Ned
opens up the attack on'c3 and is
Black’s best defensive idea
throughout the rest of the game.
bxc3, 23 bxc3 Ne7 ...Ned, 24
Bxed dxed, 25 hxg6+ fxg6, 26
Rxed, for example, gives Black
some drawing chances due to his
control of the white squares and the

weak c3 pawn. 24 hxg6+ fxg6




...Nxg6+ is met by 25 Bxh6 Ned
(...Bxh6, 26 Rh1) 26 Bxed dxed,
27 Ng5+ Kg8, 28 Nxed with an
extra pawn but again some chances
for Black to draw; the more
ambitious 26 Qcl also looks
playable (...Rxc3, 27 Rh1). Some
moves ago [ had decided that 25
Rh1 won easily in this position but
the decided to see if 25 Bxh6 was
better. After 25 Rh1 Black must
play ...Ned (not ...Ng8, 26 Ng5+
Kh8, 27 Bxg6). Then 26 Bxed
dxed, 27 Ng5+ Kg8, 28 Qxd8
Rfxd8, 29 Nxe6 RdS, 30 Nxg7
Kxg7, 31 Rxh6 should win for
White although Black’s pieces are
active. Bxh6? During the game I
had calculated ...Rxf3!, 26 Bxg7
(26 Kxf3 Bxh6, 27 Rhl Qf8+)
Kxg7, 27 Kxf3 Ned!, 28 Qf4
Rxc3+, 29 Kg2 Rxc2, 30 Rxed
dxed, 31 Qf6+ Kg8, 32 Rhl and
mates. The problem is that 28 ...g5
(I did not see that the ...Ned
defended it!) White's best is
probably 28 Qe2 Rxc3+, 29 Kg2,
or 28 ...Nxc3, 29 Qd3 d4, 30 Kg2
Qd7, 31 Rhl RfS, 32 Rh4 when
Black should not have enough

" compensation. The text loses by
force. 26 Rh1 Ng8, 27 Rxh6+
Nxh6, 28 Rh1l There is no defense,
ie. ...Qe7 (and ...Qc7), 29 Qxh6+
Kg8, 30 Qh8+ Kf7, 31 Bxg6+
Kxg6, 32 QhS+ Kg7, 33 Qh7 mate,
and on 31 ...Ke7, 32 Rh7+. Rcl,
29 Oxh6+ Kg8, 30 Bxgé 30 Qh8+
Kf7, 31 Bxg6+ worked again, but
this is faster. 1-0, (Glueck)

THE LEADERS: Harvard beat
UNPHU to take first at 4. Yale and
Rhode Island both won and share
second at 3.5

ROUND S
Wed., December 28th, 5 PM

Extremely pleased with our perfor-
mance in round four, we return
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from lunch to find the pairing
Berkeley - Brandeis University
(#16, 1998). What should have
been a simple matter nearly turned
into disaster. Roger neglected to
accept his opponent’s offer of a free
piece and was later unable to win
the ending with even material. Joel
took the two Bishops as Black in a
Queen’s Indian and then was forced
to defend strenuously as White
built up his position. He was up to
the task, but used up too much
time. Both sides missed the best
lines in Salman’s time pressure, but
he who blunders last loses and
Salman hung a rook to a Knight
fork in an even ending. Peter’s
opponent blundered a pawn as
White in a French and departed the
playing hall for an hour to sulk
outside. He eventually returned so
that Pete could finish him off. So
with the match score 1.5 - 1.5,
everything was up to Dave Glueck
on board one. Unfortunately, Dave
got nothing as White against expert
Mike Podol. This eventually
became less than nothing when
Podol snared a pawn, but then Dave
managed to become “El Cheapo” to
save the day. Thus we survived, 2.5
-15

THE LEADERS: Harvard beat
Yale 3-1 to reach 5. UNPHU beat
Rhode Island to join Berkeley at 4.

ROUND 6
Thurs., December 29th, 10 AM

Berkeley faces “The Men from
UNPHU™ on stage, board two. The
deep and experienced Dominican
Republic team (#3, 2264) consisted
of some really nice guys, but at the
board they set us numerous prob-
lems. Dave got into hot water
against James Lewis (2378) when
he castled short as Black in a Wina-
wer, but El Cheapo rose again to
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net a Rook. Time pressure reared
its ugly head and shortly after win-
ning the Rook Dave was lost.
Lewis failed to find the win though,
and Dave kept a miracle h pawn to
hold against Lewis’ Knight. Board
two saw Yu as White win a pawn
against Gustavo Hernandez (2305),
but Black had pressure. Pete de-
clined a draw offer but was unable
to consolidate and Hemandez went
on to win in nice style. Poehlmann
(Black) had & wild Pirc on board
three. White’s sac Nxf7 was only
good for perpetual, but neither
player claimed a draw by repetition.
When White went for more, he got
less and Roger consolidated to win.
This left things up to Salman, who
had a good position with White on
board four. This led to a Knight
ending two pawns up and all
appeared well until a small case of
panic around time control nearly
cost the full point. Indeed, it
appears Black should have held, but
with his Knight offsides he des-
pondently threw in the towel—just
when putting the Knight further
offsides would have drawn.
Berkeley 2.5 - UNPHU 1.5

Dave Glueck (2420)
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James Lewis (2378)
After 25 awful moves the game
reached this position. Although
Black has a piece for pawn White is
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probably better as he has connected
passed pawns, Black’s h and d
pawns are weak and his pieces are
inactive. To add to my troubles I
was quickly running out of time.

White played 26 Nf4 Bc6, 27 g4

Kg17, 28 Rh2 Bd7 ...Ng8, to stop
NI6, was possible i.e. 29 Nh5+

Kg6, 30 f4 R8, 31 f5+ Kg5 with a
much improved position for Black;
then 32 Rg2 Be8, 33 Ng7 Bf7, 34
Kd2 Ne7 is still very messy. the
text move was intended to activate
the Ra8 but I never had a chance...

S+ Kg6, 30 Nf6 Rd8 4
Ng8. 32 f5+ This allows Black to
activate his King. 32 Nxd5 Bxgd,
33 Ne3 with three connected
passers was also possible - for
example 33 ...Be6, 34 Rg2+ and
fS. ...Kg5 Complicating the
position despite having about one
minute to reach move 50.

...Bxf5, 33 gxf5+ Kxf5, 34 Nxg8
Rxg8, 35 Rxh6 with a protected
passed pawn should be good for
White but it is a rook ending. At
this point White thought for about
30 minutes while I worried about
33 Nxd5. Lewis rejected this
because of ...Bxf5, overlooking 34
gxfS Rxd5, 35 Rg2+ winning; 33
...Kxg4 34 Ne3+ and now ...Kg3,
hoping for 35 Rg2+ Kf3, 36 Kd2
Bxf5 but 35 Rh1 should be good
for White with 3 connected passers.
However 33 ...h5!? with the idea
34 Rxh5+ Kxg4, 35 Rxh7 Kxf5 is
not clear. Instead 33 Nxh7+ Kxg4,
34 16 occurred. White threatens f7-
f8 and also Rg2+. Bf5? Trapping
the Nh7, but ...Kg3 preventing
Rg2+ is much better; if 35 Rhl
Kg2, 36 Rel (36 Rh5 Bgd) BfS.
After ...Kg3 White's best hope
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would probably be to win on time.

35 Rg2+ Kf3, 36 Rxg8?! Very
clever but the simple 36 Rg7
seemed to me an easy win. It still
does: ...Bxh7 37 Rxh7 and |
intended ...Rf8 to reach a rook
ending at any cost. Not 38 Rxb7
Nxf6, rather 38 Rh8 planning Rxg8
winning. Black has one nice
cheapo with 38 ...Ke2! hoping for
39 Rxg8 Rxg8, 40 f7 Rgl+, 41 Kb2
Rfl, 42 e6 Kd2, 43 e7 Rcl and if
44 a4 a$S with perpetual check, but
39 Kb2 wins trivially. Probably
best for Black is 36 ...Bxh7, 37
Rxh7 Nxf6 but 38 exf6 Rf8, 39
Rxh6 is good for White, who can
trade the f pawn for the d pawn if
nothing better is available. Rxg8,
37 1 Earlier I had not feared this
because of the obvious ...Bxh7 but
now I noticed 38 e6 and the pawns
are unstoppable. On 38 ...Rf8, 39
€7 Rxf7, 40 e8=Q the rook and
bishop are not coordinated and
White should win. Luckily, Black
draws with 37 ,..Rh8 when the
rest of the game is forced. 38 f80Q
Rxf8, 39 Nxf8 hS, 40 e6 Bxe6, 41
Nxe6 hd After playing the last five
moves instantly [ now had time to
evaluate the position. Since 42
Ng5+ Kg4 doesn’t help, Black’s
only problem is his flag.

42 Kd2 h3, 43 Ng5+ Kg4, 44 Nxh3
Kxh3 This is a draw. 45 Ke2 Kg2,
46 K 3,47 a4 e2

49 Kel Kg3, 50 Ke2 172 - 172
(Glueck)

White: Manuel Marte (2218)
Black: Roger Poehlmann (2206)
Pirc

1. e4 d6 2. d4 Nf6 3. Bd3 This

move bypasses most Pirc theory,
while allowing White some
annoying transpositional possibili-
ties if Nc3 is played later. White
can also play c3 instead, giving the

line independent significance. 3...
g64.14Bg7 5. Nf3 O-O Better was
5...¢5 6. dc (6. c3 is similar to the
game continuation, except I can
play ... Nc6 after trading pawns on
d4) 6... Qa5+ 7. Ne3 Qxc5 witha
transposition to the ...cS Austrian
Attack which has been giving
White nothing recently, e.g. 8. Qe2
0-09.Be3 Qa5 10. 0-OBg4 11.
Nd11? Nc6 12. c3 e5 13. Nf2 ef 14.
Bxf4 Bxf3 15. Qxf3 Ne5 and e4
was weaker than d6 in Dolmatov-
Gurevich, Moscow 1987, (drawn,
28).

6. 0-O Na6!? 6... Nc6 is the better
move, but 7. Nc3! transposes to the
...Nc6 Austrian which I do not
play! 1didn't think my opponent
would play 7. Nc3 c5 8. d5 here,
allowing me to reestablish my
footing, but at least now we would
both be cast on our own resources
(or at least I was). 7.h3c58.¢3
Qb6 9. Kh2!? An interesting
development. The King is safe
from any future knight checks on
g3 or f2, which renders visions of
...d5 and quickly, a bad omen for
the good guys. 9... cd 10. cd Nb4
11, Nc37! T had slaved over 11. e5
Nd5!7 (11... Ne8 12. Be2! -12. Be4
d5-12... Bf5 13. Na3 Rc8 14. Nc4
Qc7 15. a3 Nc6 16. Be3 and Black
is going to get rolled by g4 or d5 or
both. 16... d5 17. Nd2 h5!? 18.
Rcl+-) 12. Bed (now Nc6 is okay
for Black) 12... £5!1?7 13. ef Nxf6
14. Nc3 Nxe4 15. Nxe4 BfS 16.
Ng3 (16. Ng5 Nc2) 16... Rac8!?
which looked alright, but after 13.
Bxd5 Nxd5 14. Nc3 Be6 15. Ng§
Nxc3 16. bc Be4 17. Rf2 (or 17.
Rg! and g4 next) I didn’t see how
Black would get any counterplay.

11... Nxd3 12. Qxd3 Qa6! Forcing
the White Queen to a passive
location and eliminating the threat



of eS and Nd5. White is of course
invited to trade queens by 13. Qxa6
ba 14. e5 Ne8 15. Nd5 e6! and the
bishop pair will come alive. 13,
Qd1 Be6!? Provoking d4-d5 so ed-
€5 wouldn’t completely squelch the
Bg7. Marte didn’t like this move,
but 14. e5 Ne8 15. Be3 makes it
near impossible for Black to attack
White's center. 14. d5 Bd7 15. 5
Ne8 16, Be3 Rc8!? 17, Bd4 Nc7
Joel remarked later that all my
games with Black looked the same:
I would have a fianchetoed bishop,
pieces on the back two ranks, and a
bunch of pawns in front of my
King, most of them belonging to
my opponent.
18. a4 Preventing ...Nb5 with
exchanges, and forcing Black to
unbalance the center with White's
minor pieces already init. 18...e6
19.Ned! 19.ed Qxd6 20Bxg7 Kxg7
21.Qd4 f6! 22.de and Black should
not play 22...Qxf4+ 23.Kh1 Bxe6
24.Ng5 Qe5 25.Nxe6 Qxe6
(...Nxe6 26.Qd7+ Kh8 27 Nxf6!)
26.Ng5!?, but 22...Qxd4 23 Nxd4
Nxe6, with a bishop for a knight

. but a probable draw.

19...de I didn’t like 19...Nxd5
20.Nxd$, but since White cannot be
denied the d6 square, I felt I should
at least get a pawn for my troubles.
20.fe Nxd5 21.Nf6+!? I had only
considered 21.Nd6 Rc6 22.Qd2
Rxd6! 23.ed Qxd6+ 24.Kh1 a6 with
two pawns for the exchange.

21...Nxf6 22.ef Bh6 23.Qel RfdS§
24.0n4 B8 25 Kh1?! It must have
been better to play 25.Ne5 Be8
(25...Bc6 26 Nxf7! Kf7 27.Qxh7+
Ke8 28 Qxg6+ Kd7 29.Qf7+ Kd6
30.Rel BdS 31Be5+ Kc6
32.Racl+++—) 26.Kh1, but the
atacking 25.Ng5 h6 26.Nf3 Be8
27.NeS5 Qb6! 28.Radl Red! 29.Rf4
g517? leads to a wild position where

January 1989

everything seems to lose for White:
(a) 30.Nxc4 Qxfd+ 31.Qxf4 gf
32.Rd2 Bxa4 33.Bxa7 Rxd2 and
Black should win. (b) 30.Qgd Kh7
31.Red Bc6! 32.Kh1! QdS 33.Nxcd
Qxe4 keeping the extra pawn.
Obviously, White's critical mistake
in this game was 9.Kh2?.

25...Rc2 26 Ne5 Bc6!? 26...Be8
27.53! keeps Black tied up, since
27...Qe2 28.Rf2! wins. I might
have had to resort to 27...Rd5
28.Rael Rd2, but then 29.Be3 Rb2
30.Bh6 Qd6 31.Bxf8 Qxf8 32.Rf2
keeps the pressure on the position.

21.Nxf7! Natrally, 27.Rg] is bad:
27...Qe2 28 Nxf7 Bxg2+ 29.Kh2
Bed+ 30.Kg3 Qf3#, and if White
must go on the defensive he will
still be a pawn down if the anack
fails. 27.. . Bxg2+ Black has some
cute ways to lose: 27...Rxg2
28.Nh6+ Kh8 29.f7+ Kf8
30.Qxh6+ Ke7 31.f8=Q+ intending
Qx{8+ and Rd7#. But1 had
calculated a forced win.

28.Kgl Rxd4 It’s a real dormy-
brook! 29.Nh6+ White loses the Q
on 29.Qxd4 BcS, and here I was
ready to play 29...Bxh6 30.Qxh6
Rd7! 31.Radl Bxfl 32.Rxd7 Qb6+!
33.Kh1 Rh2+!! etc. but I suddenly
noticed 30.f7+! when Black is lost!
So much for my “forced win™!

29...Kh8 30.Nf7+ Kg8 31.Nh6+
Kh8 32.Nf7+ Kg8 33.Nh6+ Kh8
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Either of us could have claimed a
draw here, but on the other boards,
Dave was up the exchange and
Peter was a pawn up. My opponent
felt obliged to play “for the win”,
heh heh heh...34.0xd4? Better, of
course, was 34.Handshake, draw-
ing. The next 20 moves were
played in mutual time pressure, so
play them over quickly on your
pocket set. 34,,,Bc5 35.0xd5 Rxc5
36.f7 Re8 37.Kg2 Oe2+ 38.Rf2
Qed+39. Kgl Kg7 40.Ngd hS

41 N6 Qd4 42 Ne8+ K8 43 Rel
c244. 4 7

4 447 48. c7
49.Kg1? Black may stll be
winning after 49.Kxh3 Qxad and a
Q-side pawn push, but after this
blunder it’s all over. 49,,.Rxf7
3Q.Nh1 Ke7 51.Kh2 Rxf2 52.Rxf2
Oxa4 53.Ng3 b5 54 Kxh3 Qcd
We settled down to think at this
point. Having remebered Dave’s
ingenious endgame plan in Round 2
where he played b2-b4-b5-b6-b7
aand his opponent resigned, I
formulated a similar plan. 55.Kg2
25 56.Rd2 a4 S7.Nf1 b4 58.Ne3
Qb5 59.Kf2 a3 60.ba ba 61.Nd1
Qb3 0-1, (Poehlmann)
White: Joel Salman (2135)
Black: Juan Sena (2158)
Bogo-Indian Defense

1 d4 N6, 2 Nf3 6.3 c4 Bbd+. 4
Bd2 0e7.J a3 Strictly speaking
not best. Lines with Nc3 and/or g3
give more chance of promising an
advantage, while the lines with a3
generally lead to equality. How-
ever, one way of playing the
opening is to take up Portisch’s
maxim “Your only task in the
opening is to reach a playable
middlegame.” (How to Opena
Chessgame/RHM) I have played
this system before, and even if it's
not optimal, at least [ understand
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the concepts. 3§ ...Bxd2+ 6 Nbxd2
Here the books give Qxd2, with the
idea of putting the Knight on c3.
My plan is twofold: should Black
continue with ...dS5, I can play Bd3
and if ...dxc4 then Nxc4 and
perhaps a later Ne5, while on the
more common setup with ...d6 and

.. €5, the Knight protects e4
(against possible threats of ...
uncovering the Queen against
White's e-pawn), can recapture on
f3 if necessary, and allows the
Queen to go to c2 in one move,
where it protects e4 and helps with
the plan of c5. In the lines where
Black plays ...dS, then White's
remaining Bishop is more active.
In the ...d6 and ...e5 lines, like this
game, Black’s Bishop is more
active as White'’s central pawns
land on White squares - but the
central wedge also impedes Black's
Bishop a bit and White gets to
break with c5 quickly. 6 ,,, a5, 7
ed d6, 8 e5 0-0,10 b
Bg4, 11 g3 Prevents ...Nh5-f4 and
Bg2 will cover e4. Na6, 12 Bg2
Nc$, 13 0-0 Qd7?! Perhaps
intending ...Na4 but the text
weakens e5. ...Nfd7 overprotect-
ing c5 and playing for ...f5is a
thought. 14 b4 axbd, 15 axb4 Na6
If ...Na4 then White can either
double on the a-file or play for c5
undermining e5. 16 Rab] b6, 17
Rfcl Ra7 Intending to double on
the a-file and apparently protecting
c7, but allowing the text._18 c5
Bxf3 ...bxcS, 19 bxeS Bxf3, 20
Nxf3 Nxc5, 21 Nxe5 and Nc6 after
the Black Queen moves looks nice
for White.

exdd4

California Chess Journal

7 7 H®
1&// 111
A

7 <]
! 7
3 YU

an N
® WAW B
o e

wey 2A%

{ BB =~ &

19 exb6! cxb6 Forced. ...Bxg2
with the idea of mating with ...Qh3
and ...Ngd is met by 20 bxa7 Qh3,
21 31, when there is no mate
(...NhS, 22 Qd3 Nxg3, 24 hxg3
Qxg3, 24 Nf1! +) and White will
pick up the Knight on a6 and/or
play Qc6 and a8=Q (if 21...Ra8, 22
Qc4 Rxa7, 23 Ral +), while on 19
...Bxed 20 Nxed! cxb6, 21 Nxf6+
gxf6, 22 Be4 (pointed out two days
later at the Manhattan Chess Club
by Sena) leads to advantage as
White rules the light squares, and
Black’s shattered kingside should
allow White to recover at least his
pawn, if not more. 20 Bx{3 Rc7, 21

Qd3 A temporary pawn sac, but
White has correctly calculated that

he will recover his pawn and
activate his Bishop, taking the
initiative into the ending. Nxbd, 22
7 7 Nxd7, 24 Bg4
Nf6, 25 Be2 Nc35, 26 £3 Rb8, 27
Nc4 Ne8, 28 Rxb6 Rxb6, 29 Nxbbé
KI38. 30 Nc§! g67! Now Black

loses two pawns when he plays
31...£5. BbS is coming (30...Nb7,
31 BbS and Bc6 next). 31 BbS
£52, 32 Bxe8 Kxe8, 33 exf5 gxf3,
34 Nxd6+ Ke7, 35 Nxf5+ Kf6, 36
Nd6 36 g4 was also good. Nd3, 37
Ned+ K£5. 38 Kfl h5, 39 Ke2 Nbd,
40 d6 hd, 41 Kd2 41 gxh4 was
fine, when the split passed pawns
should carry the day. 41 d7 was

good (...Nc6, 42 Nc5 and then
march the King up the board). But
as White starts to run short of time
with the control at move 50, he
begins to go astray. h3, 42 Kc3
Nc6, 43 d7?7! And now White really
creates headaches for himself.
Short of time, White becomes
concemed about phantom Knight
sacs by Black to let the h-pawn
Queen. Ke6, 44 Ng5+? 44 Nc5+
Kd6, 45 Kc4 with f4 or g4 to
follow should be good. Even the
text should work but... Kxd7, 45

Nxh3 Ke6, 46 Ng5+ Kf5, 47 hd4
Nd4, 48 Kd3 48 Kc4 Ne2, 49 g4+
Kf4, 50 KdS5 looks good. Kg6, 49
Ked? 49 gd! NfS, 50 Kxe5 Nxg3,
51 f4? Kf4 may still win, butitis
getting more difficult. _Kh5, 52
Ned Nfl, 53 Kd4 At this point, the
game should be drawn. The h-
pawn is going and Black should be
able to bring the Knight back to
stop the f-pawn. Kd4 represents
the only try, as f5 would allow
...Ne3, 54 f6 Ngd+!. The problem
with Knight endings is that the
defending side can always sac for
the pawns - give me rooks anytime!
Kxh4 At the time I thought this
lost, while ...Nh2 would draw.
However ...Kxh4 does draw, and
...Nh2 should but needs to be
checked. 34 £5 Kh5, 55 6 Kg6, 56
Ke3 Ne3, 57 Ke6 Nd5? But it is
here in desperation that Black
actually loses. ...Nc2!! (Glueck)
draws as follows: 58 f7 Nd4+, 59
Ke7 Nf5+, 60 Ke8 (Kf8 Nh6 =)
Ng7+, 61 Kf8 NI5! = i.e. 62 Kg8
Nh6 =, 62 Ke8 just repeats the
position and 62 N anywhere Nhé =.
58 KxdS Black Resigns 1-0
(Salman)

THE LEADERS: Rhode Island
nicked Harvard for a draw when
Rao managed to lose a Rook ending




with four pawns each, all on the
kingside, leaving Harvard at 5.5.
Berkeley's victory put them at 5. U
of Toronto (#6) and U of Chicago
“A" (#7) are at 4.5, while #2 Yale
continued to struggle, drawing #11
U of Virginia. Yale is back in the
pack with 4.

ROUND 7
Thurs., December 29th, 5§ PM

We remain on stage to play
University of Chicago “A” (#7,
2169). Chicago is given White on
boards one and three, despite
Berkeley being due White, higher
rated and with a higher score. We
decide not to complain to the
director, anticipating the White
pieces against Yale for the last
round. Eric Schiller took advantage
of this to get a slight edge and offer
Dave Glueck a draw at move
thirteen. Dave accepted, and a
similar scene soon occurred on
board two. Roger got a typical
position as Black in the Pirc, i.e.
risky but double edged. For reasons
unknown his opponent went into
several long thinks, including one
of fifty minutes. Short of time
White collapsed and so Berkeley
went ahead 2-1. Fourth board saw
Salman and Chicago’s Bill Maddex
engage in “areal donnybrook™. A
month later we understand this
game differently than when it was
piayed, but much remains unclear.
Both sides seem to have picked
tempting but wrong plans and the
game went back and forth. Joel
entered time pressure first, soon
followed by Maddex when he spent
a lot of time examining the rook
ending. As the dust cleared, moves
were repeated and Maddex offered
a draw. This was wisely accepted
and Berkeley had the match 2.5 -
15.

January 1989

White: Joel Salman (2135)
Black: Bill Maddex (2080)
King’s Indian Defense

I suggest playing through this game
once before giving it a serious
analysis. Likely you'll find it
entertaining. ] d4 g6, 2 Nf3 Bg7.3
c4 d6, 4 Nc3 Bgd, 5 e3 Seemingly
best with the uncommon move
order chosen by Black. Sed4 and 5
g3 may allow the ruining of the
kingside pawns with ...Bxf3.
Worthy of consideration is 5 Qb3.
2uNc6, 6Be2e5,7d5 7 NxeS
dxeS5, 8 Bxg4 exd4 looks fine for
Black. ...Bxf3, ... Nce7?, 8 Nxe5
Bxe2, 9 Qad+ Kf8, 10 Nd7+ Ke8,
11 Nf6+ Kf8, 12 Nxg8 and White
is up a pawn. 8§ Bxf3 Nce7,9
Qad+!? Interesting seems to be the
best description for this move. If
Black trades Queens with ...Qd7
then White is slightly better in the
ending with his two Bishops. What
Maddex plays is in the spirit of the
opening - Duncan Suttles would
approve! ,,,Kf8, 10 Oc2 Intending
to pressure the kingside and
retaining options on the more
standard c5 break is these positions.
As the game went, White develops
a kingside attack with Black's
cooperation. But if Black hadn’t
been so cooperative? When and
where White should have played
for c5 is unclear. ,..f5.11 o4 Bh6,
12 h4!? Maybe Ne2 and c5, either
here or at move 14. ,..Bxcl. 13
Rxcl Nf6, 14 h51? Kf7. 15 h6 Qd7
16 Qe2 a6 Black underestimates
the coming kingside attack. A plan
with ...Rhf8 and ...Kg8 would
seems to counter this, when
White's pawn on h6 would likely
become weak. 17 Kd2 Rhb8, 18
Regl Opposite sides castling by
hand. ..c5.19 g4 fxed If ...fxg4,
20 Bxg4 Nxgd, 21 Rxg4 intending

21

f4 and e5 is good for White, while
on ...f4, 20 g5 intending Bg4-e6
will hamper Black and the threat is
Qf3 and Ne2xf4 to open things up.
20 Bxe4 b5? This should lose, if
White were to play correctly.

There was still time for ...Rf8 and
7

...Kg8.
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21 cxb5? (21. QBY) ,..axb3. 22 Of3
b4, 23 Nd1? After this seemingly
natural move White is lost - yet
winning was 23 Nbl!, when the
Knight and Bishop cover all the key
squares while White wins the Black
Knight on f6 by playing g5. ..o,
24 g5 c3+, 25 Kel NS, 26 Bxf5
Oxf5, 27 Qx£5 gx£3, 28 gxf6 ¢2. 29
Kd2 cxd1=0+, 30 Kxd1 Rxa2, 31
Ke2 b3+, 32 Ke3 Kxf6, 33 Rg7
Ra5. 34 Rxh7 ReS+, 35 Kd3
Rxd5+, 36 K3 Rd4? The
beginning of the wrong plan.
...Rc5+ and ...Rc2 would win, as
the White t and f pawns are weak
while the h pawn is easily stopped
by ...Rh8 and an eventual ...Rf2-
h2. 37 Rc7 Rh§. 38 Kxb3 Rgd. 39
Rd7 Ke6, 40 Rb7 Rg6, 41 h7 Kf6,
42 Rd7 Ke6. 43 Rb7 draw agreed 1/
2-172 Bill's flag was even closer
to falling than mine and he did not
believe there were winning chances
for Black. Neither did I, but who
knows? Wild Game. (Glueck,
Metz and Salman)

THE LEADERS: Harvard beat
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Pan Ams
continued fromp. 21

Toronto to reach 6.5, a half point
ahead of Berkeley. Yale, UNPHU
and Rhode Island all won to reach
5. Final round pairings shape up as
Chicago-Harvard, Berkeley-Yale,
UNPHU-Toronto, and Rhode
Island-U of Akron (#8).

ROUND 8
Friday, December 30th, 10 AM

Long Swiss tournaments with few
participants take on the look of a
round robin after the early rounds
are over. Teams separated by as
much as a point get paired as most
of the leaders have played each
other. Thus we played Yale “A”
(#2, 2367) on board two. We had
high hopes of an upset; having
White for the match gave Glueck,
Yu and Pochlmann the colors they
are happy with (White, Black and
White) and Yale did not appear to
be playing well. Yale had other
thoughts and despite our best
intentions recovered their form to
beat us 4-0. Glueck formed a bad
plan in the early middlegame and
lost to Patrick Wolff. John
Litvinchuk announced his retire-
ment from tournament play and
made Peter Yu his last victim,
grinding out another win against
the King's Indian. Litvinchuk’s
tally of 7.5 made him the top
second board. Roger seemed fine as
White in the Boring System, then
suddenly lost the thread of the
game and an exchange against Joey
Waxman. As for Salman, his three
pieces were insufficient against
Andy Metrick’s Queen and outside
passer.

THE LEADERS: Early on it
appears Chicago will hold Harvard,

California Chess Journal

but Harvard went on to win 3-1.
UNPHU and Rhode Island also
won to join Yale and Berkeley at 6.

POSTMORTEM: The tournament
was a complete success for the
powerful Harvard team. Yale must
have been disappointed. They were
especially hurt by Patrick Wolff's
poor form; Wolff could only make
2 4.5 score despite being the
highest rated player by about one
hundred points. UNPHU, Berkeley
and Rhode Island all had average
ratings more than one hundred
points below Harvard and Yale, so
equal second with Yale is a fine
result.

The first board prize went to Danny
Edelman of Harvard (7), second
board to John Litvinchuk of Yale
(7.5 and the best performance of
the tournament - quite a way to
retire), third board to Berkeley’s
Roger Poehlmann and Stephen
Hrop of U of Akron (6), and the
fourth board prize to Andy Metrick
of Yale and U of Virginia’s George
Nick (6.5).

The playing conditions were OK,
but could have been better. The
room was either too hot or
comfortable but noisy from the
ventilation fan. On the other hand,
the fan did drown out the noise
from the analysis room, which was
improperly located directly outside
the playing hall. The fact that this is
typical for many tournaments
doesn't alter how annoying noise is
while playing “serious” chess. TD
Glenn Petersen managed to stay in
the background - good directors
should be seen but not heard - with
the exception of one color problem
in round eight. The rounds did start
on time, which was nice.

Many conversations during the

tournament centered on the
tournament site, the poor turnout,
and future sites. Rutgers was the
host team, and since the tournament
had no major problems they should
be congratulated for a job well
done. New Brunswick has the
advantage of being centrally
located in the Northeast and
surprisingly had several good
inexpensive restaurants within
walking distance of the hotel. If
you think good food is unimportant
during a tournament, I suggest
reading Dave Glueck’s comments
about the 1987 Pan Ams (CCJ,
January 1988 p.10). On the other
hand, there are warmer places than
New Jersey in December, and
perhaps a surmy site would increase
the turnout. Rumor has it Kentucky
is in the running for 1989’s event,
which would be several steps in the
wrong direction. “Kentucky is hell
in December,” according to Dave
Glueck. Berkeley made up the
westemn contingent, the only team
this side of Chicago to attend. Tra-
velling distance will always be a
problem wherever this event is
held, but the Pan Ams (and team
tournaments in general) are always
fun; team chess is different from
individual OTB chess.

It was worth the trip.

Editor’ s Historical Note: In the
past decade Berkeley has finsihed
second to Harvard, Yale, and the
University of Toronto (more than
once). The Pan Ams have not been
held on the West Coast since before
the Fischer boom.



Club Directory

Area Code 415 unless specilied

Berkeley CC

Fridays 7:30 PM

Berkeley YMCA 2nd f1.

Allston and Milvia

A. Glasscoe 652-5324
CAL-Berkeley CC

Wednesdays 7-10 PM

Tan Oak Room

Student Union, 4th fl.

UCB Campus

Peter Yu 848-7809
Burlingame CC

Thursdays 7:30 PM

Burlingame Rec. Ctr.

850 Burlingame Ave.

H. Edelstein 349-5554
Chabot CC

Mondays 5-10 PM

Chabot Comm. College

Hayward, Rm. 2347

K. Lawless 785-9352
Chico CC

Fridays 7-11 PM

Comm. Hospital

Conference Center

B. Riner 916-872-0373
Emplire CC

Fridays 7 PM

454 S. 9th St., San Jose

D. Urquhart 408-294-5724
Fairfield-Suisun CC

Mondays 7-9:30 PM

1000 Kentucky St.

E. Deneau 707-428-5460
Fresno CC

Mondays 7-11 PM

Round Table Pizza

Cedar & Dakota Aves.

D. Quarve 209-225-8022
Hayward CC

Mondays 7-9 PM

Hayward Main Library

Mission & C St.

K. Lawless 785-9352

January 1989

Kolty CC

Thursdays 7-11:30 PM

Campbell Comm. Ctr.

Activity Hall

Winchester Blvd & W. Campbell

P. Mayntz 408-371-2290
LERA CC

Tuesday 8 PM

Lockheed Rec. Center

Sunnyvale

K. Stone 408-742-3126
Livermore CC

Fridays TBA

C. Pigg 447-5067
Mechanics Inst. CC

M-F:11 AM -11 PM

Sat: 10 AM - 12 AM

Sun: 12PM - 10 PM

57 Post St., 4th f1, SF

M. Wilkerson 421-2258
Monterey Chess Ctr.

Tues - Fri: 4:30-10 PM

Sat. & Sun. 2 PM

T. Yudacufski 408-372-9790
Napa Valley CC

Thursdays 3:30 PM - ?

Yountville Veterans Home

Lee Lounge

B. Bailey 707-253-0648
Palo Alto CC

Tuesdays 6:30 - 11 PM

Mitchell Park Comm. Crr.

S. Farmer 329-2487
Richmond CC

Fridays 5 - 9 PM

Richmond Public Library

24th & Macdonald

T. Ball 234-5336
Rohnert Park CC

Saturdays 11 AM - 6 PM

Mondays 6:30 - 11 PM

Rohnert Park Rec. Bldg.

8517 Lyman Way

W. Randle 707-795-2220
Sacramento CC

Wednesdays 7-11 PM

Senior Citizens Ctr.

915 27th St.

S. Gordon 916-929-2952
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San Jose CC

Fridays 7 PM - 12 AM

Blind Center

101 N. Bascom Ave.

B. Curto 408-463-0198
San Jose Senior CC

Thursdays 10 AM - 2 PM

Kirk Senior Program

1601 Foxworthy Ave.

C. Felker 408-723-1808
Santa Clara City CC

2nd Saturday of each month

2:15-6:15PM

Machado Park Bldg.

3360 Cabrillo Ave.

F. Sierra 408-241-1447
Santa Cruz CC

Thursdays 6 - 11 PM

Monterey Savings

530 Front St.

K. Norris 408-426-8269
Vallejo CC

Fridays 7:30 PM

Senior Citizens Ctr.

333 Amador St

G. Rassmussen 707-642-7270
Gr. Vallejo Chess Assn.

Saturdays 5:30 PM - 12 AM

N. Vallejo Rec. Cir.

1121 Whitney Ave.

E. Valles 707-557-0707
Visalia CC

Fridays (call first)

Comm. Rm.

Valley Fed. Savings

A. Fifield 209-734-2784
Walnut Creek CC

Thursdays 2 - 5:30 PM

2071 Tice Valley Blvd.

P. Baudry 256-7520
Yuba Sutter CC

Tuesdays 6:30 PM - 12 Am

Buttes Christian Manor

223 F St, Marysville

T. Giertych, 916-742-7071

If you have any informa
tion for this page, con
theCCJ =




California Chess Journal

c/o Peter Yu

2724 Channing Way #103

Berkeley, CA 94704

February 1989

All Wednesdays UCB 30-30

5 Walnut Creek (quads)

11 San Jose (Action)

12 San Jose (quads)

18-20  UC Berkeley: Pcople’s

20 Young People’s (U 14)

20 Fresno (quads)

25-26  San Jose (insanity)

March 1989

All Wednesdays UCB 30-30

4.5 Sunnyvale/LERA (ss)

5 Walnut Creek (quads)

11 San Jose (action)

11-12  Vallejo (ss)

12 San Jose (quads)

18-19  Livermore (ss)

18-19  San Rafael: No. Cal.
Scholastic Ch.

25 SE/ Lowell HS (Sect’al)

26 San Jose (quads)

FIRST CLASS MAIL

PY
PB
DU
DU
PY
PY

DU

PY
KS
PB
DU
EV
DU
Ccp
RO

PD
DU

Organizers

PB = Dr. Pascal Baudry
PD = Peter Dahl

RO = Raymond Orwig
CP = Charles Pigg

DQ = Dave Quarve

KS = Ken Stone

DU = Don Urquhart
EV = Emest Valles

PY = Peter Yu

415-256-7520
415-566-4069
415-237-71956
415-447-5067
209-225-8022
408-742-3126
408-294-5724
707-557-0707
415-848-7809

Tournament Clearinghouse

Alan Glasscoe

415-652-5324

Box 11613, Oakland CA 94611
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