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EDITOR’S NUI’FS

More material was sent in for this issue than I could squeeze in. I am
very appreciative of each contributor and will save excess material for
the next issue.

Don Lemaster informed me that the USCE is offering the ECCA approximately
$200 iB state assistance funds. One suggestion that I shall sake is that
we write a proposal to that USCF that this money be spent on local club
projects. I suggest that each club with at least five SCCA members be
allowed to apply. If you have any ideas on how we can best spend this
money please pass it along to one of the SCCA officers.

You will note on the inside back cover that corporate sponsorship has
been obtained for the S.C. Open. Technically, the SCCA does not sponsor
this event since it was left out of our constitution. I suggest we rectify
this situation at our next business meeting. At any rate, I encourage
you to investigate possible sources of business support for your
tournaments. Earl Barber obtained this support for the S.C. Open the old
fashioned way——heasked for it!

Congradularions to Pat Hart for winning his sixth Charleston CC Championship.
I’ve discovered that John Secrest, a Charleston stock broker, is the father
of a former Nevada stare champion.

Our where are they now department finds former ECCA members Tom Forster
(you couldn’t miss him, he was 6’1D”) in San Francisco working for Chevron,
sod Paul Clements in Florida as a Navy lawyer. Also, Dennis Fish has
returned from LA and is living in Greenville.

Scott Warren is involved in a chess club at Winthrop College and is
interested in organizing interelub matches. You can contact him at
Pt. 3 Box 452, Lancaster, SC 29720.

I would encourage you to send for copies of two local chessletters, the
GREENVILLE CHESS REPORT c/n Larry Conklin, 2950 E. North St., Ext. #1001-ti,
Greenville, SC 29615 and THE ROOK FILE c/a Earl Barber, 2035 Washington Rd.,
Sportanburg, SC 29302. I suggest sending $1 for P&H. The latter newsletter’s
premier Issue is 12 pages long and both contain some good stuff!

~verol noses were sent in to rename the SOCA NEWS. Among them S.C. CHESS,
PALNErPO CRESS, PAUIETIT) PAWN—PUSHER, and the CAROLINA COUNTER-CAMBTT. The
~ -or title suggestsSOUTH OF THE BORDER.

Recent> o
1ented URGEPolicy Board membersare: Harold Winston (President),

Harry Sabine (Vice President), Ed Butler (Secretary), Tony Cottell (Treasurer),
and James Rachels (Nember—at—Large). These people join current members
E. StevenDoyle, Helen Warren, and GM 1ev Alburt for the coming year
knoortesy U.S. Chess).
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PETROV DEFENSE
Cochrane Gambit

“A Matter of Taste”

by Mickey Bush

1 e4
2 Nf 3
3 Nxe5
4 Nxf 7?!
$ d4

e5
N±’6
d6
Kxf 7

This daring brainchild of English master John Cochrane dates
from the 18k0’s. White’s idea is to build and advance his
phalanx of center pawns. David Bronstein, in his 200 Open Games,
all but claims a win for White, but only after Black plays
5. d4. Nxe4??, a poor defense. Black’s best chances lie in
breaching the pawn center, often returning the extra piece to
do so. What extensive analysis we have comes mostly from
correspondence tournaments held in the USSR from 1981-84.
It is intriguing that the three sources I found all consider
a different line as best solving Black’s problems.

Variation A

i~
d4 (Cochr~rn~ played 5 BcLN- but 5.. .d5 6 exd5 Bd6! 7 0-0

Rf 8 d4 Kg8 leaves White’s center immobile) ~6 6 Nc3 (if
6 Bc4 Kg7 or d5 is playable) K f4 (worth testing is Be2)
Qe8 8 e5 dxe~ 9 fxeS Bb4 10 a3 (better is Bd3) Bxc3+
11 bxc3 Nc6 12 Be2 Nxe~ 13 dxe~ Qxe5 14 0—0 Bf5 with good
chances for Black.

I K.
111 41
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Variation B

Si~i~8 (the idea is to answer
7 Bd3 Bg7BO-0Rf8 9 e5 N~4 10 h3 (10
Nh6 11 exd6 Kg8 12 dxc? Ne6 19 dS NeS
Qd7 16 Be3 Nxdfa 17 BdS+ KhB

Bc4+ with Be6)
Bc~+ Be6 11 d5 Bf5!)
l4Be4 NhI’7 15 d6

18 BeS Rf6 19 Qe2 Oxc7 20 Bd4
Rf’ 21 4R 22 £4 Bx 4(Nf3+ doesn’t work although it’s
tempting 2 hx x 24 Khi Rh4+ 2 K 2 N 4 and although
Schwartz gives a clear advantage to Black, White is far from lost.

PtJSITION ~RTEF!
SLACK S 25 ... N

94

Variation C

5 d4 ~6 6 Nc3 B~7
Red 11 0-0 Ncb 12 dS dxe

7 Bc4-.~ Be6 8 Bxe6 Kxe6
19 dxc Qxdl

to keep the piece is risky) This source
Black has nearly equalized. Funny that
trouble to return the extra piece just
An improvement, I believe, would be to
Be7

9 £4 KIT? 10 eS
14 Nxdl bxc (trying

goes on to show that
Black should go to the
to get near equality

!

play 6.. .Kg7 and later

*
ii
ii

~ ~i
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I I *iI

I
I

!‘tJSITION ~RTER
BLi~Cl 3 14 ... b~co
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And now for something different!

Variatial D

S d4 c5!? 6 dxc5 Nc6 7 Bo4-s- Be6 S Bxe6+ Kxe
6 and although

the analysis is meager Black’s lead in development seems to
offset him exposed king.

POSITION AFTER
BLACK’ S B ... Kne6

DAfl’S ARTICLE

by

DAVY WILLIAMS

I like chessbecauseyou can win chess. Some games you don’t win,
it’s just a game. You always push pawns first becauseI always do it.
I like chessbecauseyou play chessat the chessclub and at the chess
club they have snack machines. That’s why I like chess!
(the author, age four, is a master at guilt—induction, hence the editor
begs your indulgence)

N
11 11

•1*’t
S

a
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AN INTERESTING YEAR

by

Robert John McCrary

Perhaps the greatest surprise of my chess life came
in September, 1986, when I received a letter naming me as
chairman of the USOF Hall of Fame and Museum Committee. I
had already been a member for one year but I did not expect
the. chairmanship, particularly when the committee had such
notables as Frank Skoff (USCF president during the Fischer
era) and Alan Benjamin (Joel’s father).

I faced a challenging set of tasks. The U.S. Chess
Hall of Fame had come into existence at the 1986 U.S. Open
with two charter members (Fischer and Morphy) and six
“initial inductees” (Resheveky, Fine, Koltanowski, Kashdan,
Marshall, and Pillsbury). However, 1987 would be the first
year in which there would be a “normal” selection process,
with public nominations, and committee screening of those
nominations before the final decision of the Policy Board.
My committee therefore had the task of establishing precedents
for an orderly, deliberative, historically sound screening
process, hopefully above political pressures.

I feel my committee met those goals, but not before I
had a very eventful year, with three major chess trips and
a major article on Morphy in the September, 1987, Chess Life

.

Following is a brief, personal account of my first twelve
months as Hall of Fame Chairman.

New York and New Windsor

In April. I flew with Kay and the kids on a cheap
Piedmont flight to the New York Open. While there, we took
a one-hour bus ride from Manhattan to the Newburgh-New Windsor
area, passing through nice mountain scenery. We visited USCF
headquarters, a two-story building on the banks of the Hudson
River. In Gerry Dullea’s office (USCF Executive Director-Ed.),
I had the thrill of holding the Morphy silver, recently
acquired for the Hall of Fame Museum. The Museum itself,
(not yet officially open), is a single room with 64-square
chessboard carpet, glass display cases, and a special
lighting scheme. I was impressed with what had been done in
the limited space. Some were less impressed, as I inferred
from political literature posted at the New York Open.

Richmond, Virginia

My next trip was to Richmond to present my report
directly to the Policy Board. I had a definate motive in
doing so; I wanted to be sure that the Policy Board would
not be tempted to ignore the committee’s deliberations and



install their own personal favorites in an impulsive manner.
After all, if you make a mistake on a Hall of Fame inductee,
the error is forever irreversible!

The committee recommendedthat the Policy Board induct
two, three, or four of the following: Steinitz, Sam Loyd,
Hermann Helms, and Hans Berliner. Some Policy Board members
favored limiting inductions to the top two, thereby
establishing the precedent of a very small annual number.
Others on the Board argued for accepting all four, plus Elo
and Edmondson. Ultimately, the “two-inductee” group beat the
“six-inductee” group by one vote, so that Steinitz and Loyd
became the 198? Hall of Fame inductees.

The Policy Board also accepted the committee recommendation
to allow induction of U.S. residents who were not necessarily
legal citizens. I argued for this change, pointing out that
citizenship is hard to prove for deceased persons who were
foreign born. This was a problem with Steinitz, who should
have been inducted in 1986, but whose citizenship could not
b.c proven at that time, (Noted historian Jeremy Gaige
provided me evidence later that Steinitz became a U.S. citizen
in 1888.) The new criteria will open the door to Capablanca,
but will probably not have a dramatic impact on potential
inductees.

Portland, Oregon

The climax of the year came at the U.S. Open in

Portland. Just before I left for the Open, I had the thrill
of receiving the September, 1987, Chess Life, which had my
article as one of two observing the l5Othanni-versary of
Morphy’s birth.

When I reached Portland, I was hardly prepared for the
political storm I was to face. There was a very small but
very vocal faction calling itself “the Renaissance party,”
with a spokesman who disrupted meetings with sarcasm, name-
calling, and even physical threats on two occasions. One of
his most vehement diatribes, which he repeated often in the
meetings, concerned the location of the Hall of Fame Museum.
I never Imew when he would start raging about the “Hall of
Fame fiasco,” and other “complimentary” terms. I was called
upon to confront him in one workshop; he snorted and laughed
openly during my remarks. Ironically, the “Renaissance Party”
never mentioned the choice of inductees, only the location of
the Museum.

My biggest moment occurred at the Hall of Fame inductions,
which were part of the annual USOF awards ceremony. I was to
make a brief speech prior to the official inductions by the
USOF president. Talk about stage fright! I was a virtual
unimown on the national scene, representing a new tradition
that is just becomingestablished. I felt, with some
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justification, that the impression I made would affect the
impression many had of the Hall of Fame.

When I stood at the mike, the words came naturally. I
summarized U.S. chess history, deliberately including little-
known “firsts.” I discussed the Hall of Fame as a stimulus for
new research into U.S. chess history. I reminded them that the
seemingly mundane events of today would be seen by future
historians as highly significant.

When I finished my brief speech, I sensed that it had
gone well. As I sat down, Chess Life editor Larry Parr
asked for a copy of my speech, as a source of a possible
publishable quote. (How do you spell relief? -- Finishing a
speech!

I had other good experiences, including a private supper
with Lev Alburt just before he won the Fidelity Speed
Championship, and lunch with outgoing president Doyle and
past-president Sperling on the last day of the delegates’
meeting.

After I got home, I called Policy Board member Helen
Warren. who told me, “You were reappointed as chairman, of
course.” I appreciate the “of course.” Another year of
challenges!

V - Vonderlleth (1711) vs. B — Siithwlck (2076)

I. Nt3 dS 22. Nc5 BoO
2. g3 g6 23.d4 f6
3. 8g2 Eq? 24. dS Rd6
4. 0-0 .5 25. B.2 aS
5. d3 N.? 26. a3 1.8
6. Nbd2 0-0 27. PcI 1dB
7. .4 c6 28. RoOt RcA
8. 0.2 Oc? 29. Nb7+ Id?
9. Rel d4 30. Bg4+ tS
10. b3 oS 31. RoB Nc8
11. Bb2 NoS 32. of gf
12. o3 do 33. BfS+ Ic?
13. BoS bS 34. lidS lidS
14. Raci 0I~6 35. Eli? 14o4
15. Bb2 BaS 36. ab Nb2
16. SoS Nd4 37. h4 Mdl
1?. b4 ob 38. .4 Bf8
18. t3 Nf3+ 39. g4 Bb4
19. 113 0.3 40. h5 Bd2
20. fe Rfd8 41. 1g2 b4
21. Pc? IfS 42. EqS IdS

43. RESIGNS
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SpencerMathewsvs. GregFrady

I P-Q4 N-CB3 2 P-QB4 P-KN3 3 N-QB3 B-N2 4 P-K4 0-0
5 KN-~2 P-Q3 6 B-N5 QN-Q2
Whites plan is to close the center and build up a k:ngside attack. This can
be veryeffectiveif Black playspassively,ashe doeshere. The move
chosencommitsthe N too quickly. Best is 6--P-B47 P-Q5 P-KR3. Now
Black hasanopenline for his KB, andWhite cannotcontrol thecI -h6
diagonal.
7 Q-Q2 P-B4 S P-QS P-Q13
On this moveand thefollowing oneBlack continueshis planof a slow
buildup. Instead there is an opportunity to complicate with White
undevelopedand his king in thecenter: 8--P-QN4!?9 PiPP-QR3. The
queensidecomesopen,as in theBenkoGambit. Forexample,10 N-N3 Q-N3
11 PiPBiP 12 BiB QiB. and Blacks play in thecenterandon the
queensideappearsfully worth a pawn.
9 N-N3 R-NI 10 P-U4 P-K14

F’OSIIJDN ~RTER
E4LACF:’ s to ... P—KR

1~

This is probablybest;it pointsup the factthatWhite is attackingwith very
little force.
Ii B-R6 N-LA 12 BiB KiB 13 P-B4 N/4-N5 14 P-B5 Q-R4

This is a critical time. Black has been given a chance to get counterplay in
the center, and he should do so with I 4--P-K3’ 15 PxNP PxNP. Now the KB
file is worth more to Black than to White. A possible continuation might be
16 0-0-0 PiP 17 BPxP N-K4 18 B-K2 B-N5, and the Black knights are much
better placed than the White ones. Blacks move in the game is slow in
light of theattackthat is coming.

Iiiw N.
I ‘A1I*.

I
Al

a a a
4. ~::.:a 8.a
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15 B-K2 P-QN4 16 BiN NIB 17 Q-N5 P-N5?

a

POSITION ~VTER
BLPCL’ S 17 . . . P-NY?

A blunder. Black cannotwin materialwith I 7--N-B7 becauseof 18 NiP~
K-R2 19 PxP~ PiP20 KR-B!. buthecanstill defendwith 17--N-83. Then
White doesn’thavea quick breakthrough: 18 P-K5 QPxP 19 PiPPiP20
QxKP R-N2 andBlackis all right. As playedWhite finishesquickly.
IS NiPt K-R2 19 PiP~ PiP 20 QxKP K-R3 21 QxR+ KiN 22 N-K2
P-N6 23 K-ill N-K6. 24 K-NI Q-Q7 25 N-N3~ Resigns

W — Long (1944)

1. e4
2. d3
3. Nd2
4. de
5. Ngf3
6. 3.2
7. 0-0
8. c3
9. Ge2
10. Ne4
11. 3.3
12. NgS
13. N13
14. Radi
15. Nh4
16. NeS
1?. 13
18. 512
19. g4
20. Rdl
21. 3g3

e6
d5
de
g6

Ni 6
0-0
Ge?
c5
Nc6
bS
h6
Sb?
RadB
NeS
0.5
.6
Oc?
Rdl
Rd8
Rdl

vs. B - Gray

22. Gd!
23. Gd?
24. .4
25. Bb5
26. ab
2?. Ng2
28. Ne3
29. N
30. Kg?
31. b3
32. 11c4
33. ff1
34. Nd2
35, 1.2
36. Ke3
3?. Nc4
38. be
39. 14
40. 1d3
41. 15
42. DRAW

(2112)

Gd?
Nd?
Bc6
BbS
g5
3.5
EgE
14.5
Xl 8
Xe?
Nd3
16
NeS
Cd?
Cc?
Nc4
Ed?
1d6
.5
Xc?

Ni N
11*

£ I £
~ za aVfl

za a ‘ha
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THE AGGRAVATIONOF COMBINATIONS

BY

NM WAYNE G • WILLIAMS

(courtesy GREENVILLE CHESS REPORT

)

CCombinations - the heart of chess.’~ All players know

how thriiling it can be to pull off a well-calculated combina-
tion to quickly wrap up a game which might otherwise continue
for uome time. But combinations can also be quite aggravating,
even to the player who is on the giving end: because it is
incredible how often post-mortem analysis reveals that the
combination, even when successful, could not really have met
the earlier-mentioned criteria of having been weli-calculated’
due to the tremendous amount of critical variations which the
player afterwards is often ashamed to admit that he had not
seen.

The following position is a case in point. The author
of this article readily confesses to the fact that his
OTD analytical depth.(or lack of it) in the last year or so
has definitely been a problem in his game, due largely to his
involvement in postal play which inevitably leads to a lot of
p i. ece-shuffling -- something you can’t do OTB!. My opponent
in this game, I found, is also an active participant in the
postal organiz ~tion in which I play most of my games (APCT),
and consequentlyalso struggles with the same problem OTB --

so, at learnt I’m not alone!

8 W. Williams

7

6
5

Athens, GA
4 5/17/87

3

2

1 Tom Purser

Those of you with a tactical eye have no doutit noticed
that the combination in question is the one beginning with
24...Rxh2+(i). Ask yourselves: is it correct? Incorrect?
Unclear? Take a minute to work on it.

abcde f g h
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At this point I should mention that my opponent was in
extreme time-pressure, having only a couple of minutes left.
I didn’t have too much time to think about it, for his last
move threatens a combination of his own with 25 Rxg~i~!).
I took the plunge and after .. .Rxh2+ the actual continuation
was 25 Kgi, Rah8 26 Nf5+?, Bxf5 27 Rxf5, Qc5+ and his flag fell
immediately after 28 Kf 1. But if he had played instead 26 Nh5+,
Kf8 27 Qxe7+, K.xe7 28 Kxh2, Rxh5+ I knew I would be winning;
and if 26 Rxg4? I had planned . . .Rhi+ and 27.. .Nxg4+, etc.
I should mention, however, that when I got home I found that
after 26 Rxglfl, trying to be “swift with ... Nxg4? will not
do. for after 27 14f3+, Kf8 ( obviously White doesn’t now have
time to take the Q, is still a Rook down, and on top of all
that has two pieces hanging, but...). 28 Nh7+! and no matter
how Black gets out of check White then takes the Q’with check
next move, repulses the threats, and wins -- 50 26.. .Rhl-t first.
But Greg Frady then pointed out 27.. .Nd3+ and mate at fi!
And all of this in a variation (25 1(4) which is not even the
critical test of the line! I tell you, seeing lines during
the game in which you take the Rook but missing ones where you
can simply mate instead, this is what makes me think at times
that chess is just too toughi perhaps I’ll just take up bass
fishing instead. (~iio SUCHLUCK!!’, my wife says.)

Now, to the real test -— ffi~, jjfl~ 26 Khi. Before
going any further, I should mention hat i tfirEiining compli-
cations with . . .Rh8+ 27 Nh5rdon’ t work out for me, I don’t have
an alternative in ... Qxe4 here ( I found all of this at home
as well): for after 27 gfj! (not 27 Nxe4??, now ...Rh8+:’but
now White is threatening the Q and the BishopiT ... Rh8+
28 Kgi! and White wins this-gamFinstead of Black!

So ... 26.. .Rh8+ ?ZAik5t! I hate to admit it, but I had
overlooked that this have been with check, intending to
answer it with simply ...Qxg5?!? (no can do!) All of the
following analysis is based on 27.. .Rxh5., but I should like
to mention here that when the zour oX us who palled around
together at this tournament (Bill Corbett, Jeff Smeltzer, Mike
Peschke, and myself) were at a pizza place after the game, and
I was at that time under the impression that ... Rxh5+ was not
good enough to win, I brought up the thought that perhaps I
might still win here with 27.. .Bxh5a now threatening his Q,
still threatening his Rook, and with my own Q obviously untouch-
able of’couree due to 28.. .Bg4 mate! I brought this up while
I was trying to encourage Bill to order •the Santa Claus Special,
hoping that he would hallucinate and imagine that it really
was on the menu! As soon as we got back to a board, Peschke
immediately poi~ited out 28 14f5+! and, again, regardless of
Black’s reply (except for ...Kh7l’? mated in two of course),
then taklng.the Q with check and wins -- so this variation
is hereby dubbed the Santa Claus variation.
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Back to 27. . .Rxh5+: ~ Qxe1I. Obviously forced.
29 gf3. For reasonsthat ~iIT5~coiii~~lear in a moment, 29 Nf5+
would lose in almost exactly the sameway after ... Bxf
30 gfj (or 30 Qxf3; Qh1++ and . . .Bh2+ mates in two more~, Qe2
31 Rgl, etc. (...Bb6 32 Qxf5, Bxgl).

This (29 gf5) is the move that IM Kogan made as he was
watching our shuffling analysis, and the point where he indi-
cated that a split point might be the end result of this
(but which is certainly not a good result for a combination
initiated at a time when I started out: already a piece up!).
Discouraged,and.very tired, I didn’t look any further and am
just app~.lled that it wasn’t until looking over the game later
with Greg that the move 29.. .Qd3! jumped out at us (try visu-
alizing THAT beginning at the initial position after 21+ Rc1+-I).
Since 3OQxg4?, Qxfi+ is mate in two, White has to seeksalva-
tion in a ‘deco? sacrifice -- an attempt to get his own Q out
of attack so that he has time to move his Rook (though he will
r~emain down Elost) , two pieces for a Rook -- or so it appears..~).

So. 3014f5+L As Greg said, “the Knight isn’t doing any-
thing~’ -- ~WTF37s actually logical to confuse the issue by
appearing to throw it away. 30. ..Bxf5! Certainly not.. .Qxf5??
31 Qxg1&!±, in which case the R~~WE the Rook out of attack
first, not the Q. As for other responses,,~y King moves expose
Black to much too serious possibilities of a perpetual (or worse),
and 30~ ,.zf5 does not give a perpetual and probably still wins
after, say, 31 Qg5+, KfO 32 Qh6+, Ke? 33 Rel+, Kd7! 311. fgL1. (;;
anyway), but the text is a much less hairy way to play it.
31 Rgl. Black’s material advantagenow is no better than it
was in the initial position -- though he has garnered a big
positional gain, for it is now White’ s King that is a-la-Johnny
Dangerouslyrather than his own -- but there is still one
final point . Although it is already clear that the sacrifice
was sound, might as well show the rest! 31.. .Bb6! Although
this was the move which Greg and I finished with, it dawned
on me later that •..Be1J! would also have done the same thing.
in all lines (e.g. 32 fe4, Qxe4+ 33 Rg2, Qxg2+) the Q’s come
off and Black is a piece and more up.

After the text the funny thing is that the Rook can’t move,.
e.g. 32 Rg2, Qxfl+ and . . ,Qxg2+; or 32 Rg3, Qfl+ 33 Kh2, Qf2+
(or , . .Bc7, even better) and again Q—sac, So White has to con-
cede with 32 Qg5 (or to h2), Qxf3+ and his only choice is the
direction from which the knock-out punch will come:

33 Qg2, Qh5+ 34 Qh2, Be4+ 35 Rg2, Qdi+ mate next, or
33 Rg2, Qh34- 311. Rh2, Qfl+ or .. .Be4+ mate next, or if 32 Qh2~Qxf~

and now’ 33 Rg2, , ..Qfl+ 34 Rgl, BeL1.+ ditto.
Now back to my postal chess!
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OPFJIINCS TO PLAY IN ThE DARK

by David IC. Williams

Our first stop is Seirawan—Short,London, 1982. 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 B
851

(white avoids the Nimzo—Indian without allowing a normal Queen’s Indian)

h6 4 Bxf6 Qxf6 S Nc3 b6 6 Nf3 Bb7 7 e3 g6 8 Bd3 Bg? 9 Be4 (and after the

exchange of bishops white will enjoy a spatial advantage)

POSITION AFTER
WHITE’S 9 ~e4

Next, Parham—Losoff,

Nc63Bc4 Qe?4Nf3

dxc 10 Bh3 Qe5 (and

U.S. Open, 1982. 1 e4 e5 2 Qh5!

d6 5 Nc3 Nf6 6 Qh4 3.6 7 d3 Nd4

white eventually won)

? (subtle devil!)

8 Nxd4 exd 9 Bxe6

* N
IiII i*.

I IIiIII

ggA•

a~g

N *iI~.
III III

POSITION AFTER
8L~CK’ S ic ... Oe¶~
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To prove 1982 was a very good year we offer Brovne—Sinyslov, Las Palmas, 1982.

1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nf3 (3 Bg5!) Bb4+ 4 Bd2 a5! 5 g3 d5 6 Bg2 dxc4 7 Qc2 Nc6

8 Qxc4 Qd5 9 Qxd5 exd5 10 Nc3 Be6 11 Rd a4 12 Nb5 Bxd2+ 13 Xxd2 Xd8! (and

black will eventually march his king to a2! Trust me.)

POSITION AFTER
BLACK’S i: ... ~d8

Finally, we examine Rigo—Nuan, Lugano, 1985. 1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 Nf6!?

(black wishes to avoid lines such as 3... cxd 4 Qxd4 followed by c4) 4 Bb5

(after 4 Nc3 black heads for normality with cxd) Nbd? 5NC3 a6 6 3d? Nd7

7 0—0 e6 8 B g5 Qc7 (and here 9 dxc5 may be stronger than the text 9 Rel)

NAi*i I
IlibDh III

I II
I

a~a ~aa

POSITION AFTER
WHITE’S ~ Pet
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198? charlestonChess
TO - Patrick Hart

Club Championship April 11, 1987

I iLaxar

1. Patrick Hart
2. Irving Rosenfeld
3. David Causey
4. John Vonderlieth
5. Robert Strickland
6. Douglas Holmes
7. Lawrence Hughes

I ~IA1~r

1. Jack Simunic
2. JamesHanlon
3. Gale Nicolet
4. Stephen Brown
5. Robert ~uilth
6. Buddy Miller

2054
2024
1963
1844
1756
1740

1628/14

~A~1n2

1656
1494
1430

1300/4
1180
1054

W4 V6 V2
Vs V? Li
L6 L4 BYE
Li V3 06
L2 BYE W?
V3 Li D4
BYE L2 L5

W4 03 VS
L5 W6 W3
W6 Dl L2
Li LS L6
W2 W4 LI
L3 L2 W4

No Has June June 13, 1987
TO - Patrick Hart

I E.1.i~r

1. Paul Tlnkler
2. Hike Milburn
3. PatrIck Hart
4. JamesHanlon
5. Ian Wolfe
6. Gale Nicolet

EkLin~

2092
171?
2081
1494
1540
1430

~grn

Vs W3 02 2.5
W6 VS DI 2.5
W4 LI V6 2.0
L3 06 05 1.0
Li L2 04 0.5
L2 04 L3 0.5

3.0
2.0
1.0
1.5
2.0
1.5
1.0

2.5
2.0
1.5
0.0
2.0
1.0
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1987 S.C. CLOSEDCHAMPIONSHIPS
OCT. 16TH - 18TH

S ROUNDSWISS SYSTEM

TREMONTMOTOR INN. 111 KNOXABBOTT DR..
RI. US RHYS. 176-21-921 5. - CAYCE (COLUMBIA) 29033.

RATES: $30 SINGLE, $33 2 OR MORE IN ROOM (MENTION CRESS).

CLOSEDSECTION, OPEN TO sc RESIDENTS. STUDENTS. AND MILITARY.

EF: $25 IF REC’D B! 10/14.
IL: 40/2, THEN 20/30.
5$ (870 B/25)a 5140-90-50, TOP UNDER 2000 550-30

TROPHIES TO 151, TOP UNDER 2000
REG: FRIDAY 6-7:15 PM OR SATURDAY8-8:45 AM.
RD Ii FRIDAY 7:30 PM OR SATURDAY9:00 AM.

a THIS IS AN EXPERIMENTTO SEE IF THE OPTIONAL 1ST ROUNDTIMES
a WILL HELP TO IMPROVE ATTENDANCE.

RDS 2-5. 2:00.7:15. 10:30-4:00.

AMATEURSECTION, OPEN TO UNDER 1800

El: $20 IF REC’D BY 10/14.
ml 40/90. THEN 20/30.
55 (250 B/25): 5100-60-35. TOP UNDER

TROPHIES TO 1ST. TOP UNDER 1800
REG: SATURDAY8-8:45 AM.
RDS: 9:00-1:30-6:00. 10:30-4:00.

1600/UNR 535-20

RESERVESECTION. OPEN TO UNDER 1400 / UNRATED

EF: $15 IF REC’D BY 10/14.
IL: 40/90. THEN 20/30.
$5 (150 3/25): 550-30-20, TOP UNDER1200/UNR 530-20

TROPHIES TO 1ST, TOP UNDER 1200/UNR
REG: SATURDAY8-8:45 AM.
RDS: 9:00-1:30-6:00. 10:30-4:00.

ALL SECTIONS

:

EF: £5 MORE AT SITE
5$ 1ST. 2ND GID. EACH SECTION
SCCA MEMBERSHIPREQUIRED: $6 REGULAR, $3
SCCA BUSINESS MEETING: SUNDAY 8.00 PM
SCCA SPEED CHAMPIONSHIP: SUNDAY 8:00 AM EF: 52.

(SCCA MEMBERSHIPREQUIRED)
NO SHOKING
NO COMPUTERS
1/2 POINT BYE AVAILABLE IN RD. 1.2.OR 4 IF REQUESTED

IN ADVANCEONLY - ADD 52.00 TO EF.
aaaa ENTRIES / QUESTIONS / CHECKSPAYABLE TO:

DON LEMASTER
1471 PINE STREET
WESTCOLUMBIA SC 29169
PH: 755-2761 OR 755-0957

JUNIOR, $10 PATRON






