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THE EDI¶1X)R RESIQ~S

I was appointedSCCA News editor by Bill Floyd in January, 1983. Since then,
we have published 12 issueswith 304 pages; that’s a good—sized bock on
chess! The creative challengehas beentr~r~ndous, and I have great satis-
faction in having iret it.

The jcb has had many rewards. First and forerrst have been the caripliments
received: words like “the best I ‘ye seen,” or the “best buy in a chess
majazine,” or “sutinit this one for national awards,” have kept me going.
We have had no fewer than 10 (!) articles republished, with credit, in
other chessmagazinesduring my tenure. We also saw our January1985
issue offered for sale by Dale Br~ndreth, an internationally knewn histo-
rian and bookseller. That was a rare honor for a state magazine.

Hcwever, I feel it is tine to turn over the reins to sa~one else. The
chief reasonis financial: I ‘ve spentabout $500 of my cwn on the SCCA
News for typing and other costs. The SCCA treasury simply cannot pay for
a quality magazineat our current manbership level. Formerly, the costs
did not concernme, as my wife and I makea respectablecanbined inccr~
but we have recently moved, adding a four-figure mortg~e payment to a
btxiget already burdenedby raising two little ones. We’ll ultimately
recover the mortgagepayment through the tax break, the rental of our
old hare, and the appreciation of cur new one, but the monthly cash flew
must be managed. So,big donations to the SQA needto stop.

I will try to contribute to the SCCA News in the future. Let me assure
manbers that Woody Harris of Columbia has researchedearly South Carolina
chessvery thoroughly, and will have a major article that will put our
state on the map, historically. Woody is a meticulous researcher, and
he will not release his findings until he is through researching. (He
keeps discovering new things.) Hopefully, though, our state’s historical
secrets will finally see publication within a couple of more years.

Let ire thank all who have contributed to the SCCANews. Our state has a
number of fine writers and annotators, not to mention the best chess
cartoonist I’ve seen in Andy “Ajax” Jacksonof Columbia. In addition,
the follcwing people helped carry the load on all our issues and deserve
special thanks: Charles Brann, our gameseditor; Kathleen Tillis, our
highly-skilled typist; Benjy Hawthorne, our printer; Don Lemaster, our
issues-mailer; and last but far fran least, Kay McCrary, our cover artist,
scxnetimewriter, proofreader, and babysitter.

In closing, let’s rer~nber that the SCCA has been publishing for 26 years.
We have maintained a high standardthrough such distinguished editors as
Hubert Brand and Dr. M. Lee Hyder. I am proud that the SCCA News has
continued this high standard during my tenure. May it always do so.
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PARLEZ-VJUS [ESCRIPTIVE

?

“Don’t discusspolitics with your friends,” an old adageruns, “or you’ll
soon have no friends.” The sure canbe said of chessplayers,if one sub-
stitutes the word “notation” for “politics.” There’s probably no topic
more controversial these days than the relative merits of algebraic versus
descriptive notation.

I’ve tried to do an objective analysisof the strengthand weaknessesof the
two systa~. Readersmay judge for the~e1veswhich wins out overall.

1. Usefulnessas an international chesslanguage: Chessis an international
game,so it is lc~ical that it could usean international notation. It is
easyto “internationalize” algebraic, becausethe “a—h” alphabetis used
by many languages. Ironically, even the Russians,who use a different
alphabet,have long usedour “a-h” alphabetin their chessnotation! I find
it odd that ~iericans are reluctant to usealgebraic, when Russiansuse it
despite having to learna foreign alphabet!

Descriptive is harderto make into an international language. For example,
N-QB3 translatesinto Germanas S-DL3 (Springerto Damon Laufer three).
But Nc3 becai~sjust Sc3, easierto understand. Algebraic, of course,
can be used as figurine algebraic, eliminating all languagedifferences;
descriptive cannotbe thus converted.

2. Readability: It’s questionablewhich notation is easierto read. The
all-capital letters of descriptive are easier to see, but it’s also easy to
confusepiece-initials with square-initials when looking at a groupof
movesprinted on a line. It’s easierto distinguish lewer-casesquare
initials fran capital piece-initials in algebraic.

3. Easein recording: Again, this is debatable. It’s easierto record
capturesin descriptive. On the other hand, you have to check for arrbiguity
on nrst descriptivemoves.

4. Accuracy in recording: It’s likely that algebraichas the advantage
here, since it’s jirpoasible for king, queen, bishop, or pawn moves to be
ambiguous. (Barring prcnvted queensor bishops.) On the other hand,most
descriptive moves are potentially airbiguous.

In fairness, though, onewould have to do an ~pirical study to determine
which syst~ yields the most recording errors. My experiencehasbeenthat
game scoressuimitted in both syste~ tend to haveerrors, althoughani,i-
guities are more likely in descriptive scores• I switchedfrcni descriptive
to algebraic in 1970, before it was fashionable;my reasonwas that I had
too manyUse-pressurerecording errors in descriptivenotation. I’ve
nevergoneback.

That brings up anotherpoint: as long as there are two notation systes~
in use, therewill be negativetransfer fran zne syst~ to the other.
(Negative transfer is apsychologicalterm for one form of learning
interfering with another.) That “negative transfer” probably causesa
eciruon type of algebraicerror: counting squaresfran the wrong side of
the board.
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5. Ease of learning: My six-year old picked up the basic idea of algebraic
in about a minute. Hcwever, I had no probles learning descriptive as soon
as I learnedchess,so perhapsthe systansareequivalently easyto learn,
except for young children.

Readersmay judge for thanselves. I think that algebraicwill eventually
win out, simply becausethe historical trend of chesshasbeento becare
increasingly international. There has beena gradualworld-wide standard-
ization of rules through the centuries, cubninating in this century. A
standardnotation seersthe next logical step.

Historical Perspective

Descriptive notation wasoriginally just that: a full description, in
sentences,of moves. It was gradually altreviated during the 1800-1950
period to take its present form. The follewing sauplesfran my rare books
illustrate its evolution.

1640: “Thy adversarygallantly playethhis Kings Pawneout forwards
a doublersvve in his a~neFile.”

1800: “W. King’s pawn to the fourth of the file.
B. the sane.”

1838: “2.K.KT. to K.B. third sq.”

1848. “l.P. to K’s 4th l.P to K’s 4th, 2.K’s FT. to B’s 3rd.”

1874: “1.P to K4.l.P to K4th, 2.K’s FT. to B’s 3rd.”

1909: “l.P—K4.”

1946: “N—FN3.”

You’ll notice that before 1850 it wasnecessaryalways to differentiate K’s
knight fran Q’s knight. That was awkward and unnecessary,but cheasplayers
are traditionalists; so early Stauntonchesssetshad little cravns hrprinted
into half of the knights androoks to distinguish K’s piecesfran Q’s pieces.

Algebraic notationwas introducedto modern chessby Philip Starinia, a con-
tarporary of Philidor’ s (althougholder than Philidor). Stamnawas a
Syriannative who, like Philidor, wound up in both FranceandEngland. He
was a professionalinterpreter who took algebraicnotation fran similar
systsnsin old chessmanuscripts.

Starrinatried to createan international notation at the very beginning.
Insteadof piece initials, he designatedeachpiece by the file it started
on. For example,the king wascalled “E,” the queen“D,” etc. Theking’s
rook was “H,” andthe queen’srook “A.” Thus, the moveKf2 would be Ef2.
(Stanmausedcapital letters initially, then switchedto small letters.)

That systanwas oguivalent to modern figurine algebraic, but it had the
drawbackthat players hadto keepup with king’s piecesandqueen’spieces.
That’s probably one reasonthat AB3 becameRb3 (or Tb3 in German). StauTna,
by the way, also brought the ideaof cariposedproblensinto modern chess,
taking that idea fran old manuscripts. His favorite openingwas the “queen’s
ganteft,” which hasalso beencalled the Aleppo Gambit in honorof his
haretewn.
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1985 SC STATE CHAMPIC~SHIP

The 1985 State Championship was a struggle of titans. Of the 21 entrants,
nine were above the 2000 level at the tournai~nt ‘S start. No one was able
to dczninate this pcwerful field, with the result that three rr~n weund up
sharing the honors: ThanasKrause, Klaus Pohl, andWayneWilliams, the
last being the only undefeatedplayer. (Wayne Williams is also the reigning
statepostal co-char!pion, with JackBerry.)

The amateursectionwas taken on a clean sweepby Bill Floyd. It was a
fitting conclusionto Floyd’s successfultenure as SCXIA president. The
reservechampionshipwas a close race,with RubertFolts edging out Ted
Tichenor andKyle Qody.

The tourneysite was the 4th floor cafeteriaof Siebels—Bruce,at the NE
corner of Lady andBull Streetsin Columbia. That site has it all: a
large roan for skittles; privacy; good restroans and vending machines;
ampleparking; and nearby restaurantsand accaxm~odations. The site is
just threeblocks fran the State Capitol, making it a symbolically
apprcpriateplace for the state’s chesscrewn to be decided.

Don Lanastercontinuedhis string of successfully-directedstate champion-
ships. Major disputesjust don’t seento occurwith Don at the helm, so
the tourney’s tradition of good sportsmanshipremainsintact.

The S(XA Business~eting

This year’s rr~eting wasvery substantive. It beganwith WayneWilliams
and JackBerry beinghonoredas the SC postal co-champions. Then the
treasurer’s reportwas presented,indicating anet loss of $180.42 during
the last year.

A new SCtA constitution was passed. This was identical with the preposed
ccnstitution published in the July 1985 issue of S(XA News, except for two
changes: (a) ~ndmants to the constitution mustbe suk~~dtted in writing
prior to the next businessneeting andpublishedprior to the state cha~ion-
ship; (b) The SCXA News will be publishedonly three tim~s per year. (This
changewasnwie for bedgetaryreasons.)

Electionswere then held for the S(EA office, results as follews (the first
listed for eachoffice was the winner, while the otherswere naninees):

President: Marion Mahaffey
DavidK. Williams
Paul Tinkler (declined)
JackBerry

Vice-President: David K. Williams

JackBerry

Secretary: Don Lanaster

Treasurer: Pat Hart
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SCCABusiness Meeting, xx~tinued

A motion was madeand passedto require each SCCA nenter rated over 1600
to sukinit a ganeper year to the SCCI\ News, with a list kept of thosenot
carplying with the requir~ent.

(Editor’s Note: All of the new SCCA officers havebeenprofiled in the
50A Newswithin the last threeyears.)

IEPT’ER 10 THE EDITOR

EEt4AR MEf~IS
International Chess Grandmaster

41—42 73rd Street
Woodside, New York 11377

(718) 446—1525

December16, 1985

Mr. RobertJohnMccrary
Editor, 502A News

Dear John,

Thankyou for the praninentspacegiven to my appearanceat Spartanburg
and the courtesy of sendingne a copy of your magazine.

I found your magazine excellent and in fact “read” all of it plus played
over your two gan~sand the three gazesby DaveWilliaris.

PerhapsI should nention that my endganecolumn “The Practical Endgane”
is new syndicatedworldwide. State chessassociations are notoriously
short of n~ney so my special rate for state magazinesis $35/column.
Of course, that still is money. But if the new USCE funds are too
much for the S(XA to spend on other things ...

In any case, the best of SeasonsGreetings and a Happy 1986 to you and
the SCCA!

Sincerely,

/s/ Edmar

E&nar Mednis
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&E~S AND VIEWS

(by the Editor)

The SpartanburgChessClub is continuing to thrive with energy. The club
alnrst becanedefunct abouta year ago. But David Williams revitalized
the club by a variety of neans,and the club new bustleswith creative
enterprises. (David would readily sharecredit with other nerrbers,but
I am sure they would give the majority of credit to him.) The
Herald-Journalpublisheda featurearticle on the Spartanburgclub on
11-10-85. The newspaperinterviewedDavid andSpencerMathews. Unfor-
tunately, they missed interviewing Dr. ~mnanuelSeko, the club president
andone of its organizationalsparks.

David Williams is a father for the secondtine. His wife, Evelyn, gave
birth to little Krista Marie Williams in Novatter. CongratulationsI

An interesting item appearsin the SpartanburgChessClub Newsletterof
10-3-85. “SpencerMathewsplayed a blindfold sixrin.il vs. David Williams,
Anthony Fader, andMickey Bush, winning all three ganesconvincingly.”
I am sureSCY2A n~nberswould love to see thoseganes. A blindfold simul
againstanyone is a very unusualfeat, but to win convincingly against
threestrong playersI Your editor has playedindividual blindfold ganes
successfully,winning then all (againstbeginners). Hewever,the one
tine I tried to play two ganessimultaneously,I was unableto keepfran
cxxifusing the piecesfran one boardwith thoseof the other. So I have
considerablerespectfor sateonewho canplay three! (By the way, Mickey
Bush hasreplacedDavid Williams as editor of the SpartanburgChessClub
Newsletter.

)

Anvxig the other Spartanburgactivities are a postal matchbetweenGreenville
andSpartanburg,various simuls, and a teasmatch for weakerplayers. To
paraphrasean old saying, variety is the spice of the life of a chessclub.
(At least, a successfulone.)

According to David Williams, the ConverseCollege trusteesare very
interestedin bi~ing far the U.S. Wanen’s Invitational. That wculd be
a great event for our state, if it caiesto pass.

Thanks to Spartanburgfor providing the abovenews about their activities.
I hopeour next editor will hearreich more fran them, and fran other clubs
aroundthe state as well.

I also hope the SCCA will grew stronger in the future. The organization
was virtually defunctwhen Bill Floyd becat~president. He helpedrestore
it to a viable organization,but we still havesuch roanfor grewth.

Chessorganizationas a whole is weak in the U.S. for various reasons.
For one thing, it is too fragnented. I~cal, state, andnational organiza-
tions are independentof eachother; a personmay belong at oneor two of
the levels without belonging to the others. Then, there are chessorganiza-
tions who areduplicative of other groups. For exai~le, the Correspondence
Chessleagueof Anerica, which is older than USCF hasneverrrergedactivities
with the USCE, continuing to hold separatetournanentswith its avnrating
systaiis, etc. Then there are other organizationscarpeting with both USCP
andCCIA. If “in unity there is strength,” in disunity lies one of the
weaknessesof chess.
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News and Views, continued

By contrast, let us consider an organization in which my mother was very
active: the Anerican legionAuxiliary. (Man wasGeorgia’s state president
andNational Carrnitteewcman.) In the auxiliary, if you join a local unit,
you autanatically join at district, state, and national levels--all for
one naitership fee. Furthermore,auxiliary nanberstaketheir membership
drives very seriously: it is custcrnaryfor grandmothersto enroll their
newbomgrandchildren. Chessplayers,though, seemto acceptthe idea
that they will be a minority group, and do little to seek or encourage
new neters of any kind.

Speakingof nanbers,the official USCF report for the last year shcx~edthat
SouthCarolina hada net gain of three members. Na..’ it happensthat your
editor enrolled his wife andtwo daughtersas new matters last year (spouse
andparticipating junior). So, without the McCrary family, we would have
hadno change in nnnbershipat all.

As I write this, presidentMahaffey hasnot appointeda new editor. Please
forward all material for our next issue to Marion Mahaffey (addresson back).
I suspectthe next issuewill cw out aroundMay.

We apologizefor the inferior printing jcb on our Ocbter 1985 issue. Our
regularprinter, Benjy Hawthorne,developeda nechanicalprcblemwith his
printing press, so we hadto get the issue printed in Coluitia. Most
Columbiaprinters are expensiveand slav, and the only onewho wasn’t
siurply couldn’t do the jcb aswell as Benjy.



WHYNO~ LANCASTER?
by

Robert Strickland

During the past severalyears I haveparticipated in irost of the larger
tournarentsin South Carolina. Sadly I havenoticed a continuing decline
in participation by S.C. chessplayersin thesetournaments,particularly
thosetournarmentsheld in Lancaster,S.C.

To thoseamongyou who havenot beento a LancastertournamentI would like
to point out that the playing site is excellent, crcpetition is always
strongand Marion Mahaffey is an excellentT.D. Most of the caxlpetitors
in Lancastercaref ran the Charlotte, N.C. ChessClub, seventypercent in
the recent “HarvestOpen” were fran Charlotte. I found it amazingthat this
one club could haveso many active chessplayerswhile beth S.C. clubs that
I hold ontership in havevery few membersthat will venturebeyond their
a~n backyard to play. Then on the way haneit hit tie like a ton of bricks.

Charlotte ChessClub hasrated gamesevery week--opento any USCE’ meter who
wishes to participate, club nesteror not. Players showing up to play are
pairedwith opponentsas near as possible to their own rating. This eliminate
the inevitablemismatchesthat alwaysoccur in weekendswiss tournamentsand
apparentlyhasbeeninstrunental in developinga very active groupof chess-
playersin the Charlotte area.

I proposethat the S.C. clubs in the larger cities in the stateconsider
adoptingthe Charlotte system andprainting rated gatesevery week. I
sincerelybelieve that this would dramaticallyincreaseboth SCCA and USCY
membershipin the areaswhere it is isplerented. I knew that I would be a
regular participant at any club within a reasonabledistanceof sty bane if
I could expectto play a rated gamewheneverI wished. Before this pro-
posal is rejected without a trial I would like for all of you older, more
experiencedchessplayersto consider thenumber of new players that you
havenet through the yearsthat showeda lot of premise,but were never
heardfran aain after playing in one or two tournaments. I believethat
many of thesepeoplewould still be active if they had the opportunity to
develop their talent in matchplay against opponentsof near equal ability.

The beautiful thing about this proposalis, it wouldn’t cost the clubs any-
thing. Theparticipants could be chargeda small fee for having the games
rated andmaybewe might just seesatenew faces acrossthe board in a
reasonablepericd of tine.
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SEC~ICN I QUALIFYING RD.

Bill Corbett (1292) vs Robert Noorer (1134)

(Annotated by Moorer)

l.e4 e6; 2.d4 d5; 3.Nc3 Bb4; 4.e5 Qd7(a); 5.a3 Bxc3+; 6.bxc3 b6; 7.a4 Ba6;

8.Bxa6 Nxa6; 9.Qg4 f5; l0.Qh5+ g6; ll.Qe2 Nb8; 12.h4(b) h6(c); 13.Nh3 Nc6;

14.Nf4 Nge7; 15.g4! RgS; l6.Th~l 0—0—0!; 17.a5!(d) fxg4; 18.0a6+ Kb8; 19.Nd3?

(e) h5!; 20.Rbl Qc8!(f); 21.Qb5 aE; 22.Qc5 b5(g); 23.Bg5 RdeS; 24.Ke2 Qd7;

25.Rb2 KaB; 26.Rgbl Nf5!; 27.Qa3 Nd8; 28.Nc5 Qc.6; 29.Na4 Nb7(h); 30.Rb4 RgfS(i);

31.Nb2 Qd7; 32.Nd3 cS!; 33.dxc5(j) Qc6; 34.Rd4(k) Rc8; 35.Rf4 Rf7(l); 36.f3?

g3; 37.Rxf5? Rxf5; 38.Be3 d4!; 39.cxd4 kcf3; 40.Nb4 0e4; 41.Pel Rf2+; 42.Kdl

Qf3+; 43.Resigns.

a. This hybrid systanof theWinawer seeksto eliminate the problen
queenbishop and at the sanetime repelWhite’s Qg4. If it has
a drawbackit’s the lack of play against the centerbecausec5 and
f6 are usually not available.

b. This simultaneousrook pawn attack may lock funny but I wasn’t
laughing.

c. In order to neeth5 with g5.

d. I told Bill I was going to naninatehis aS! for the ‘85 Postal
Poison PawnAward. If 17.. .NxaS?; l8.Rxa5! bxa5; 19.QaS+
and it’s gocdnight nurse!

e. When this move arrived’ I got a sinking feeling in the pit of rr~’
stanach. How could I havemissed this? It didn’t help to have
Bill telling ire he had spentmore time on this move than all the
others. But after a few hoursof analysisI found the flaw:
if 20.Nc5 bxn; 21.Rbl-i- Nb4!!; 22cxnQc6!~.

f. Hi!

g. Now that the White queenhasbeenrun out of Dodge the attack is
over and Black is a pawn up to boot! White is strategically lost.

h. Not bxN; 30.Rb8-i- Ka7; 31.Qc5+! QxcS 32.Rbl b7+ mate.

1. Ref8 would have been much stronger i.e., 31.Nb2 Nxh4!; 32.Bxn g5;
33.Bg3 Hf!!; 34.Nd3 h4; 35.Bh2 Qe8!; 36.1i41 QhS etc. But because
there might be sane oversight I took the safe passage in a won game.

j. After 33.Nxc5 Nxc5; 34.dxc5Qc7! is too much! Now White has so
many isolated pawns he should open a travel agency specializing
in island tours.
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Bill Corbett-ltbert Moorer, Cait’d.

k. Hoping for Nxd4; 35.Cxd4 locking things up; but I plan to visit

each and everyone of those islands!

1. Even at this late hour one needs to be careful: if 35... ,Nxc5?;
36 .Nxc5 Qxc5; 37 .QxcS RxcS; 38 .Be7! and White picks up the exchange.

3RD ANNUALS.C. PCSTAL 0!.
Section I Qualifying Id.

Robert Moorer (U34) vs Dennis Fish (1214)

(Annotated by Mcnrer)

l.e4 e6; 2.d4 d5; 3.Nc3 Bb4; 4.eS Ne7(a); 5.43 Bxc3+; 6.bKc3 c5(b); 7.Qg4

QaS(c); 8.Bd2 Ng6; 9.h4 hS; l0.Qg3(d) Nbc6; ll.2d3 Nce7; 12.Nf3 c4(e);

13.Be2 Bd7; 14.0g5 0—0—0!; l5.Nh2 NfS?(f); 16.g3 Qa4; 17.Bxh5(g) Qxc2;

18.Bf3 Qb2; 19.Rcl(h) Qxa3; 20.h5 NfS; 21.g4! Nh7; 22.Qf4 Nh4; 23.Qxf7!

Qf8(i); 24.Qxf8 Idxf8; 25.Bdl!(j) Ng2+; 26.KflNf4; 27.Nf3(k) BeB; 28.Bc2I

NxhS?; 29.Kg2(l) Nf4+; 30.Bxf4 Rxf4; 31.Rxh7 Rhf8; 32.Rxg7?!(m) Rxf3;

33.Bf5! Rf3xfS; 34.gxf5 Rxf5; 35.Re7! Bd7; 36.Rhl Kd8; 37.Rhh7 R5+; 38.Xh3

Bc8!(n); 39.f4 Rg8(o); 40.Kh4 aS; 41.Reg7 Rxg7; 42.Ibcg7 b5; 43.Ra7 b4;

44.IOcaSbxc3; 45.Ra3c2; 46.Rc3 Bd7; 47.Ibcc2 Ba4; 48.Rcl!(p) Ke8; 49.Kg5

Ke7; 50.f5 exf5; 51.Kxf5 Bd7; 52.e6! Bxe6+; 53.KeS Bg4(g); 54.Kxd5 Resigns.

a. I sensedBlack wanted 5.Qg4 so I delayedplaying it hopibg for

5.a3 Bxc3+; 6 .bxc3 b6 (which is fun to play against as White).

b. Black is back on track.

c. That didn’t last long!

d. Ogs might be better but I didn’t like the line l0.0g5 0dB; ll.Nf 3
Nbc6; 12 .Bd3 Qxg5; 13 .hxg5 Bd7; 14.a4t (Gurgenidzevs Lutikov,
USSR (3-! 1960). First of all, I don’t like early queentrades.
Secondly,who the hell are Gurgenidzeand Lutikov?!

e. This move is quite playablehere but as a general rule it cuts
down on Black’s counterplay in the center.

f. Black missed 15... F6!?; 16.exf6 gxf6; 17.Qxf6 Rdf8; 18.Qg5 RB;
19.Qg3 Rg8 with ocmnpensationfor the pawn. Also. 15... Rdf8 seerre

g. Kdl was to be considered.

h. 0—0 was playable but after 19... f6; 20.exf6 gxf6; 21.Qxg6 Qxd2 is
unclear.
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a. • No, my queen cannot be trapped so this move is more or less forced.
Dennis felt he had the better gaureat this point due to his queen-
side pawns.

j. This bishop move denies access to the queenside of its black counter-
part, and is ready to repeat this performance on the kingside by
going to c2 and controlling the bl-h7 diagonal.

k. Preventing Ng5! which could cause serious preblsis.

1. Along with Nxh5? Dennis had written on his card asking ma if I had
overlooked this. Of course he was expecting simply 29 .gxh5 Rxf3.
Now sty interpolating king will cost Black a knight!

m. Locking to simplify and worried about imaginary coupterplay I over-
look the obviously superior Ng5!

n. Putting up the stiffest resistance.

0. Black has no time for Th4-cl because of backrank mate threats by
White’s rooks.,

p. If that queenbishop ever finds its way onto the bl-h7 diagonal it’s
a draw!

q. Black has little choice here because after 53.. .Bg8; 54.Ral! Kf 8;
55.Kf6 and it’s finished.

1984 S.C. POSTAL CHANPICVSHIP
White: Robert Strickland Black: Wayne Willians

(Notes by Strickland)

l.Nf3 d6; 2.d4 Bg4; 3.e4 c6; 4.Be2 Nf6; 5.Nc3 b5(a); 6.Nd2 Bxe2; 7.Nxe2 e6;

8.Ng3 d5; 9.e5 Nfd7; l0.f4 c5; ll.Nf3 cbcd4(b); 12.Nxd4 Bc5; 13.c3 0—0;

14.Qg4(c) 0b6; 15.Nh5 g6; 16.Be3 Nc6; 17.Rdl Kh8; 18.Ng3 f5; 19.Qe2 g5;

2O.Nh5 gxf4; 21.Nxf4 Rfe8; 22.b4(d) Nxd4; 23.Bxd4 Bxd4; 24.cxd4 Rac8; 25.QhS?(e)

Th
18; 26.Qf7 Rg7; 27.Qh5 Nxe5! (f); 28.0—0 Ng6! (g); 29.Qe2 Nxf4?(h); 30.Rxf4

Rc4?; 3l.I~cf5!(i) exf5; Draw.

a. I’m still trying to figure out Wayne’s intent; he’s taken ire
caupletely out of my qarre plan.

b. Now I’m beginning to get a feel for this game and sciie of Wayne’s
earlier moves make a lot of sense.

c. One of the very few tines I’ve gone to the book in a postal game

and I was not very happy the way it turned out.

d. Tbe centerwas getting cloggedup. This clears it up rather nicely.

e. Another in a seriesof wastedqueenmoves on my part.

I



I~I~ert Strickland-Wayne Williama, continued

.

f. I had looked at this move with Wayne’s Rook at ~8. Now it hit ire
like the stroke of doan. I used up a couple of days thinking about
my reply.

g. Mother bolt out of the blue, but this tirre I saw a faint light at

the end of the tunnel.

h. This is what I’d hoped for after my 29th move.

i. This gives White the draw by repetition. I felt very lucky to escape
with half a loaf here. I thought Wayne had ma beaten until the last
couple of moves.

AMATEURDIVISIC~
I~IJND 5, 1985 SC STATE CHAMPICt~SHIP

Jctn Vanderleith (1747) vs Andy Jackson (1438)
(Annotated by Jackson)

l.f4 d5; 2.Nf3 Bg4; 3.e3 e6; 4.b3 Nc6; 5.Bb5 Qd7(a); 6.0—0 a6(b); 7.Bxc6

Qxc6; 8.Bb2 0—0—0; 9.Nc3 Nf6; l0.Ne5(c) Bxdl; U.Nxc6 bxc6; 12.Rflxdl d4;

13.exd4(d) lbcd4; 14.Ne2 Re4; 15.Rel Ng4(e); 16.h3 Nh6; 17.d3 144; 18.a3 I~7;

19.b4 c5; 20.c3 aS(f); 21.Rel—bl(g) cxb4; 22.axb4 axb4; 23.cxb4 Rxb4(h);

24.Kf2(i) f6(j); 25.Nd4 Kd7; 26.Kf3 Bd6; 27.g3 Rhb8(k); 28.Ra2(l) e5; 29.Ne2(m)

Rb3; 30.Ke3 Nf5+(n); 31.Kd2 exf4; 32.gxf4 Bc5(o); 33.Kc2~Nd4+; 34.Nxd4(p)

Bxd4; 35.f5 Pxb2-4-(q); 36.Ra2xb2 Rxb2+; 37.Ibcb2 Bxb2; 38.Kxb2(r) Kd6;

39.d4 KdS; 40.Kc3 Ke4; 41.T(c4 Kxf5; 42.Kd5 g5; 43.Kc6 Ke6; 44.d5+ Ke5;

45. Resigns.

a. Not as dangerous as it looks: 6.Ne5 only exchanges the queen’s
6.NeS Bxdl; 7.Nxd7 Kxd7.

b. I was still u,t worried about a queen exchange, although it now
would leave ma with doubled pawns. I was only hoping to play for
a draw anyway, with my 1½ score defeating any chance of winning
a prize and my being paired against an opponent who outranked ma
by more than 300 points.

c. Here it aires.

d. 13.Ne2 looks stronger.

e. This move appears to be totally wasted since retreat will be in-
evitable resulting in loss of a tes~io. But Black is concerned
about the dreary prospect of having two sets of pawns doubled up
after 16.Bxf6.

f. A clever touch, I thought. Now White is bound to fall a pawn behind.

g. White is aware of the predicamant. My opponent took a full fifteen
minutes to analyze this move, but his problam remains.

h. Now that the dauinces have fallen, Black is a pawn up!
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i. Not clear why White deet~d this ir~ve to be appropriate, but it was

the result of considerable consideration.

j. To allav the knight in to prevent Black’s bishop fron being pinned

by PaB.

k. A very strong position that ultimately wins the gane. White’s
bishop is pinned, and the only way to save it--or the loss of a
rook——is Ra2.

1. And nay White has three pieces defending each other.

m. Expected was 29.Nc2, follcived by 29.. .Rb3. It still looks good.

n. Here Black misses a golden opportunity, realized too late: 30.. .Ba3
wins the bishop.

o. Forming the major attack.

p. And Black breathes a sigh of relief, having realized after the unve
that 34.Bxd4 would result in White having three pieces--rook, bishop
and knight--against Black’s two rooks, perceptibly diminishing
Black’s rising hope of doing better than a draw!

q. Toppling the dcmiinoes again.

r. And we are in the end gane. Black nav has an easy win.



1985 SC CLC~ED CHAMPICt4ISHIP
Columbia, SC

Start Date: 10/04/85
End Date: 10/06/85

PRE PC~T RD RD RD RD RD
RING RING 1 2 3 4 5

1. Krause, Thcinas W. 2267 2278 W—7 Wll W—2 WlO L—3 4.0
2. Pohl, Klaus A. 2250 2262 W14 W—6 L—l W—4 W—5 4.0
3. Willians, Wayne GO 2154 2177 W15 DlO D—4 W—6 W—l 4.0
4. Corbett, III, Claud 1947 2020 W—8 W12 D—3 L—2 W13 3.5
5. Berry, Jack J. 2145 2138 LlO W20 WlS Wll L—2 3.0
6. Tinkler, Paul E. 2005 2009 W21 L—2 W17 L—3 W—8 3.0
7. Fish, Dennis L. 1914 1919 L—l L18 W20 W21 W14 3.0
8. Fant, Jr., Jarres W. 1206 1296 L—4 B— W16 W12 L—6 3.0
9. Graham, Curtis ADR 2109 2068 D19 D17 Lll D15 W18 2.5

10. poorer, Hcbert H. 1798 1894 W—5 D—3 W13 L—l U—— 2.5
11. Hill, JimT~’ 2078 2083 W18 L—l W—9 L—5 U—— 2.0
12. Hart, Patrick D. 2067 2043 W16 D-4 W18 L—8 U—— 2.0
13. Williams, David KN 2050 2023 H——W19 LlO D14 L—4 2.0
14. Blanks, Lindsay E. 1936 1920 L—2 D16 W19 D13 L—7 2.0
15. Abrans, Harry Lee 1875 1870 L—3 W21 L—5 D—9 D16 2.0
16. Carr, David E. 1707 1726 L12 014 L—8 W20 D15 2.0
17. Mahaffey, Marion E. 1700 1701 H—— D—9 L—6 L18 X—— 2.0
18. Disher, George 1634 1677 Lll W—7 L12 W17 L-9 2.0
19. Rctinson, Ronald E. 1781 1778 D—9 L13 L14 B—— U—— 1.5
20. Wester, Paul D. 1639 1619 H— li-S L-7 L16 B— 1.5
21. Mills, Stcie L. 0 1531 L-6 L15 B— L—7 U—— 1.0

1985 SC CLC~EDAMATEUR

PRE PC~T RD RD RD RD RD
RING RING 1 2 3 4 5 T~Y~AL

1. Floyd, Bill 1764 1820 X—— W15 WlO W—7 W—6 5.0
2. Frady, Gregory A. 1587 1672 li-

3 W—5 W13 Wil W—7 4.0
3. Uszkay, Peter 0 1933 W—2 LlO W15 W14 Wl1 4.0
4. Califf, John 1589 1595 L12 L14 W—9 W—8 WlO 3.0
5. Hanlon, Jan~s D. 1575 1580 Lb L—2 B—— W12 W13 3.0
6. Lawrence, Philip L. 1571 1600 0-9 W—8 D14 WlO L—l 3.0
7. Corbett, Joseph S. 1755 1742 D-8 W—9 Wll L—l L—2 2.5
8. Jackson, Andrew A. 1438 1473 D—7 L—6 W12 L—4 W14 2.5
9. Tichenor, Clarence 1415 1431 D—6 L—7 L—4 B——WiS 2.5

10. Lindsay, C~ie D. 1700 1687 W—5 W—3 L—l L—6 L—4 2.0
11. Lci.der, Phillip W. 1625 1619 W13 W12 L—7 L—2 L—3 2.0
12. Arrrrxxis, Charles 1449 1436 W—4 Lll L—8 L—5 B—— 2.0
13. Crane, Ken 1429 1430 Lll B— L—2 1q15 li-S 2.0
14. Vonderlieth, John 1708 1654 L15 W—4 D—6 L—3 L—8 1.5
15. Williams, David C. 1542 1517 W14 L—1 L—3 L13 L—9 1.0



1985 SC CLOSEDRESERVE

PRE POST RD RD RD RD RD
RiNG RING 1 2 3 4 5

1. Folts, Rohert A.
2. Tichenor, J. TED
3. Cody, Kyle J.
4. Bridgers, Hugh F.
5. Baddar, Mc~iarrrriad
6. Dinside, G. Rubin

1163/8
1375/14

1287
1211

0
0

1252 H——
1356 W—5
1292 W—6
1192 B——
1172 L—2
1122 L—3

FANT - 1 BRIDGERS 0

PRE POST
RING RING

1. Fant, Jr., Jamss W.
2. Bridgers, Hugh F.

1296 1307
1192 1181

W-2 0-5
W-3 W-6
L-2 W-4
L—l L—3
L-6 0-1
W-5 L-2

W-2
L-l
D—5
L-6
0-3
W-4

0-3
L—4
0-1
W-2
W-6
L-5

‘ftYIAL

3.5
3.0
3.0
2.0
2.0
2.0

¶UIAL

1.0
.0

TIED PlAYERS ARE LISTED IN ORDER OF PRE-’IO~JRN~ME~RATINGS

W-Win, li-Loss, 0-Draw, X-Forfeit Win, F-Forfeit Loss, Z-Forfeit Draw,
H-V2 Pt. Bye, B-Bye, U-Unplayed
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1985 SPEED ¶IU.J1~EY

RD RD RD RD RD RD RD RD
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1. Bill Floyd
2. Greg Frady
3. Peter Uszkay
4. Klaus Pohl
5. Kraus
6. Clarence Tichenor
7. Fant
8. Berry

0 0 0 1 1 1 0
1 ½ 0 0 1 ½ 0
1 ½ 0 0 1 0 0
1 1 1 1 1 1 0
0 1 1 0 1 0 ½
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 ½ 1 0 1 1 0
1 1 1 1 ½ 1 1

3
3
2½
6 2nd
3½
0
3½
6½ 1st

Note: Fradywas late arriving at the tourney, so Fradyvs Fact and
Floyd were played by Le~naster

p

THE PICNIC
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TO - Patrick Hart
THE SUMMIT

November14, 1985

RD RD RD RD
RATING 1 2 3 4

1. Charles Anions
2. John Vonderlieth
3. Rnnald Rubinson
4. James Hanlon

1. Jaine Ibarra
2. Gale Nicolet
3. Lynn Cavendish
4. John Crawford

1. Buddy Miller
2. William Snoak
3. Julia Burns
4. Henry Truby

1449
1708
1781
1575

1418/12
1488
1463 -

1450

1164/4
1090/4
1225/5
1321/7

x 0 ½ 1
1 X 0 1
½ 1 x 1
0 0 0 x

X 1 1 1
0 x 1 0
0 0 x 0
0 1 1 X

X 0 0 ½
1 X 1 0
1 0 X 1
½ 1 0 x

1985 SPARL’ANBU3J CHESS CLUB CHAMPICNGHIP

RD RD RD RD RD
RATING 1 2 3 4 5

Spencer Mathews
Mario Schenkel*
Mickey Bush
amnanuel Seko*
DaviA Williams
Ronald Rutledge*
Ltnald Austin*
Anthony Fader
Ross Klatte*
Jim Smith
Earl Barber
leroy Dillard*
Jaies ttNamara
Jim Miller
Ernest Quinn
Gregory Frady
Jeff Hayes
Harry Hooper
JaITeS Carlisle

1934
1823
1886
1628
2050
1283
Unr.
Unr.
1485
1451
1145
Unr.
Unr.
Unr.
Unr.
1587
Unr.
Unr.
1122

W13
w4
W8
L2
W19
L7
W6
L3
W12
WiB
W17
L9
Ll
½Bye
½Bye

Lll
TAO
L5

WlO
07
Wl1
W14
W9
½Bye
02
½Bye
L5
Ll
L3
W17
WlB
L4
W19

L12
L13
L15

05
W3
12
Wll
Dl
W14
W15
W19
W13
L12
L4
1q10
L9
L6
L7

W18
L17
L8

SCORE

1.5
2.0
2.5
0.0

3.0
1.0
0.0
2.0

0.5
2.0
2.0
1.5

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.

10.
11.
11
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.

IC
W5
W9
W12
12
W8
Ll
L6
L3
W14
WF
L4
W17
LlO
a

L13
WF
IF

T~YfAL

3½
3½
3
3
2½
2½
2½
2½
2
2
2
2
2
1½
1½
1
1
1
0

W15

L16

WlB
LB
Wll

L14

* Denotestrophy winners
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3RD ANNUALSC POSTALCHAMPICNSHIP
SECrICtJ 1 (IN PIEGRESS)

RD RD RD RD RD RD
RATING 1 2 3 4 5 6

1. MickeyBush 1532 X 1 ½ ½ ½ ½
2. JackBerry 1300 0 X ½ 0
3. BillCorbett 1292 ½ ½ X 1 0 1
4. DennisFish 1214 ½ 0 X 0 1
5. RctertMoorer 1134 ½ 1 1 1 X 1
6.ClarenceTichenor 900 ½ 0 0 0 X

3—2

3—2

4½-½

SEOTICN 2 (IN PIEGRESS)

1. WayneWillians
2. M. Lee Hyder
3. Ed MoCauley
4. Bill Floyd
5. J. Karl Stover
6. Joe Corbett

RD RD RD RD RD RD
RATING 1 2 3 4 5 6 WTAL

1448 X
1300
1300 ½
1264 0
1150
900

½ 1
X 0
1 X 1

0 X
0 0

0 ½

1
1

1
1

X
X
X
X

4½—½

S~~ICX4 3 (IN PRJGRFSS)

RD
RATING 1

RD RD RD
2 3 4

RD
5

RD
6 TCJI’AL

1. Arthur Paterson 1414 X ½
2. David Williams 1316 ½ X 0 1 ½ 1
3. Robert Strickland 1300 1 X ½ 1 1
4. Phillip Walker 1200 0 ½ x
5. Arturo Martin

deNicolas 1116 0 ½ 0 X 1
6. DonaldHorton 1030 0 0 0 0 X

1984 POSTAL STATE 0W4’IWSHIP (2nd. ANNUAL)
FINAL CEKESTABLE

JB iaq 1’B EF BS lB 24 ¶1’S GF ¶LU~A

1. Jack Berry
2. Wayne Williams
3. Mickey Bush
4. Bill Floyd
5. Bob Strickland
6. Lee Hyder
7. Terry Mct~ab

8. Tully Stoudanayer 0
9. GregFrady 0

½ ½ ½
½ ½
½ ½
½
0
0
0

1 1 1 1 1 6.5
½ 1 1 1 1 6.5
½ ½ 1 1 5.0

0 0 0 1 1 1 1 4.5
½ ½ 1 1 1 ½ 1 5.5
0 0 0 1 1 1 3.0

0 ½ 0 0 0 0 1 1.5
Withdr

0 0 0 ½ 0 1 1 2.5
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Withdr

3—2
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TOURNAMENT ADS

Feb. 1. SpartanburgChessClub Open. 3—SS, 40/80, 6 or 8 player sections
by rating (if possible), SpartanburgArts Center, 385 5. Spring St.,
Spartanburg, SC 29301. EF: $5 if received by 1—31, $7 at site. SCCA
required, other states O.K. Trophy to first eachsection. Reg. 9:15 to
9:45, Rds. 10, 1:30, 4:30. Ent: David Williams, 102 Elderberry Drive,
Spartanburg, SC 29302. Ph: 573—9861. NS, NC. W.

Feb. 15—16. 14th SnowstormSpecial. 5—SS, 40/100, Trident Technical
College, Hwy. 52, 7000 Rivers Ave., Bldg. 200, North Charleston, SC.
EF: $15 if received by 2/12, $20 at site. $$G320: 100—70, B,C, under
1400 each 50, Unr b/performancerating, more per entries. Req. 9—9:50
a.m., Rds. 10-2-7, 10-2:30. HR: Masters Inn, Rivers and AvThtion;
$24.95—28.95. Ent: Charleston CC, P.O. Box 634, Sullivans Island, SC
29482. (803)883—3783. IS. NC.W.

a~t~t

CoIIt~e.

0

~
March 11, 18, 25. March Quads. 3—RR, 40/70, Spartanburg Arts Center,
385 5. Spring St., Spartanburg,SC 29301. EF $3. Choice of chessset or
tote bag to 1st each quad. Req. 7:30-7:50 p.m. flds. 8 p.m. eachnight.
Ent: David Williams, 102 Elderberry Drive, Spartanburg, SC 29302.
(803) 573—9861. NC.W.

May 3. Spring Flinq! 3-SS, 40/80, 6 or 8 player sections by rating.
SpartanburgArts C~nter, 385 5. Spring St., Spartanburg,SC 29301. $5 if
received by 5-1, $7 at site. SCCA membershiprequired, other statesO.K.
Prizes: 60% of EF to 1st. eachsection. Reg: 9:15—9:45. Rds 10 —

1:30—4:30. Ent: David Williams, 102 Elderberry Dr., Spartanburg,SC
29302. NS. NC. W.

ANNCUNCING1986 (4Th ANNUAL)

SCCAPOSTAL CHN4PICNSHIP!!

1. Entry fee is $8.00.

2. Entries will be accepteduntil March 1st, 1986. Sections will be
assigned (not larger than 7 players per section, if possible). Top
in eachsectionwill advanceto the final.

3. USCF and SCCA required to play. The tournarrent will be USCF-rated.
All entrants must give their current USCF postal rating; or, if
unrated, entrants must estinate their strength according to the
following scale:
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1986 SCCAPostal Chanpionship, continued

Class A:
Class B:
Class C:
Class 0:

Strong
Above Average
Average
Novice

4. The tournament will be run according to USC’ postal rules, a copy of
which will be provided to all entrants with their assignments. The
TournamentSecretary will be an Lanaster, who will be responsible
for assignmentsand rulings. The USCF will be responsibleonly for
rating the tournarent.

5. Entries and questions to: oon Lanaster, 1471 Pine Street, West Colixrbia,
SC 29169. (803)755—2761 or 755—0957. Entries should include your USCF
ID nunter.

“WHAT DO YOU THINK OF ThE NEW RULES

ENFORCEMENT POLICY?”




