




21st Snowstorm Special
113’ Pal Hart

OurannualCharlestonwinter tournamentlived up to its billing in moreways
thanone. Thetournamentwasoriginally so namedbecauseof a freaksnowstorm
thathit Charlestonin Februaryof 1973 duringthe South CarolinaStateJunior
Championship.This year,the snowonly hit the Midlands,andcould not stopa
recordturnout in entries(52) thatresultedin an $800prize fund. (More than
advertised!) In the crowdedfield, threeplayerstied for first with four wins and
adraw apiece: strongmastersJonathanSebroerandMatthew Moms, and
LindsayBlanks, who hasraisedhisgameby aquantumleapin the lastyear.
Blanks hada drawearly, whichput him behindtheleadersin the pairings,but he
still did not faceaneasyfield. His win in the last roundagainstfellow South
CarolinaCo-ChampionKlaus PohI broughthim up with theleaders,who played
eachother to adraw.

I draw your attentionto the crosstableon Pagefour. Notice the manyscoresof
3.0 or belier!. This is the resultof ourclasspairings.Onceout of therunningfor
the top prizes,mostplayersin the last two roundswerepairedagainsttheir own
classwhereverpossible.Doesit work? Well, EVERY classprizewinner won
their prize outright! Perhapsthe top boardswill follow their lead in the future.
‘~grin>

This wasalsooursecondtournamentin a row in whichfour mastersheadedthe
field, including this time an InternationalMaster. It is likely that we will split our
future tournamentsinto Open& Under2000sections,with theOpenbeinga -

GrandPrix. The only way this will becomepermanentis if theturnout remains
goodor gets larger. Makeplansnow to cometo Charlestonin August for the next
tournament!

DougHolmesservedasTournamentDirector of this year’sSnowstorm.
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Cross-Table, 21st Snowstorm Special
February 27 - 28, 1993

Round
Rating 1 2 3 4 5 Score

1. JonathanSchroer
2. MatthewMoms
3. Klaus PohI
4. Mark Hoshor
5. Lindsay Blanks
6. Timothy Brookshear
7. Patrick Hart
8. BradJeffers
9. Irving Rosenfeld
10. MichaelBacon
II. JohnVonderleith
12. Alex Sadowsky
13. Emery1-lighlcy
14. JamesBlanning
15. JamesChaffin
16. JamesGray
17. JohnValentine
18. MichaelMilburn
19. JamesCollins
20. DanielCrewz
21. William Floyd
22. StanleyLowery
23. JohnRogers
24. David Woodhury
25. John Haymond
26. Daryl WayneDowty
27. JohnCrawford
28. JohnKelly Bamhill
29. Alvin Veronee
30. RobertOsbourne
31. William Pilaud
32. Alex Dery-Chaffin
33. DonaldWilson
34. Anthony Brown
35. GaleNicolet
36. DelmoreGeorge

2409
2342
2316
2201
2135
2108
2065
2052
1921
1916
1900
1896
1849
1805
1800
1799
1775
1761
1724
1699
1675
1653
1638
1611
1574
1549
1543
1516
1508
1506
1500
1459
1410
1387
1377
1351

W25W12 W8
W26W15 W7
W27 W14 L1O
W28W16W9
W29D18 W13
W30 W17 WiI
W31 W22 L2
W33W21 Li
W32 W23 L4
W34W24 W3
W35 W45 L6
W36L1 W18
D37W46 [~5
W39 L3 W30
W40L2 W31
W41 L4 W32
W42 L6 W33
W44D5 L12
L45 D37 D36
L46 W35 L39
W47L8 L37
W48 L7 W40
W49 L9 W45
WF LIO D49
Li D36 W38
L2 D38 W42
L3 L39 W28
L4 LAO L27
L5 W41 L46
L6 W42 L14
L7 W44 US
L9 W48 L16
L8 W47 L17
L10L49 W44
LII L20 L47
L12D25 DI9

# Player

W4
W6
WIS
LI

WIO
L2
W8
L7

D12
L5

W14
D9

W49
LII
L3

W22
L23
D46
L24

L16
W17
W19
W27
L40
L25
L38
W33
W31
L30
W45
L29
L4l
W48
L47

D2
Dl
LS

WII
W3
W23
D16
WIS
W46
W37
L4

L14
W13
L8
D7
LI 8
W17

W30
L6

W29
W48
L49

L25
L22
W33
W47
L3I

W36
L35

4.5
4.5
3.0
4.0
4.5
4.0
3.5
3.0
3.5
4.0
3.0
2.5
2.5
3.0
2.0
3.5
2.0
3.0
1.0
1.0
1.0
3.0
3.0
2.5
3.5
2.5
1.0
0.0
2.0
2.0
2.0
3.0
1.0
1.0
2.0
l.0
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Snowstorm Cross-Table, Continued

# Player
37. DanThielen
38. ConwayLe Craw
39. John MatthewLoy
40. Andrew Mitchell
41. Timothy Vincent
42. ChristopherLebhar
43. Tommy Kinne
44. Charles Billings
45. Michael Will
46. Albert Errazo
47. William Smith
48. BrentonBovay
49. Mark Darmafall
50. DougCail
51. Julie Evans
52. JohnDusky

Rating
1321
1313
1277
1248
1214
1014
842
UNR.
UNR.
UNR.
UNR.
UNR.
UNR.
UNR.
1204
1352

Round
1 2
D13 D19

D26
L14 W27
LIS W28
L16 L29
L17 [30
L51 L52
L18 L31

W19 LiI
W20 L13
L21 L33
L22 L32
L23 W34
LF
W43

W43

3 4 5 Score
W21 W39 LIO 3.0
L25 W28 D45 2.0
W20 L37 D41 2.5
L22 W26 W43 3.0
BYE W34 D39 2.5
L26 W43 W44 2.0
D48 L42 L40 0.5
L34 BYE L42 0.5
L23 L32 D38 1.5
W29 D18 L9 2.5
W35 W36 L32 2.0
D43 L35 L26 0.5
D24 L13 W27 2.5

0.0
1.0
1.0

COMING EVENT

1993 SOUTH CAROLINA OPENCHAMPIONSHIP(Grand Prix)
Sinipsonville, S. C., Jone 12-13, 1993
5-Rd SwissSystemtournament,timelimit 40/100andSD/60
Prizes: $500basedon 30 entrants,top 2 guaranteed.$150 1st, $1002nd,A-B-
C-U 1400each$60, Bestgame$10, Unr. basedon performancerating. More $$
if entriespermit. 5 GrandPrix pointsavailable.
Rounds: 10-3-7, 10-3. EF: $25by 6/9,$30at site.
Site: Comfort Inn (803-963-2777),1-385at Fairview Rd., Exit 27, about 10
milesSEof Greenville. Roomrates: $42 single,$47double.
Advanceentriesandinquiries: Bill Corbett,400N. SoutherlinRd., Taylors,SC
29687,803-895-2691.
Registrationat site: 9:00 to 9:30 a. in., June12.
SCCA membershiprequired;other statesok. NS, NC.
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The 1993 South Carolina Scholastic Championships

By John McCrary, Ph. D.

South Carolina has three new
champions! Vincent G. Fish and Daryl
Wayne Dowty share the state high
school championship, as a result of
their identical 4-0 scores at the
tournamentat the Tremont Motor Inn
on March 6. ShabeebTauhid became
the state middle/elementary school
championby scoringa perfect 5-0 in
that division. The Governor’sSchool
for Science and Mathematics won the
team trophy, edging out Stratford and
SaludaHigh Schools.

The high school Co-Champions agreed
to a blitz game to decidethe homeof
the largertrophy, although the title is
shared. Their first sudden-death game,
however, resulted in a K vs. K draw!
The second game at a faster time
controlgavethe trophyto Fish. Third
placein the high schooltouramentwas
sharedby nine playerswith 3-1 scores:
Jonathan Dowty (Daryl’s brother)
came first on tiebreak ahead of
ShahamatTauhid,JasonHong,JaeMm
Purvis, Andrew Mitchell, Anu
Yallapragada,Alex Brown, Anwar
Abdelsalam,andTonySoong.

An unusualfeaturewasthe presenceof
threeinformal “family teams”: three
Dowtys, three Pucketts, and two
To.uhids. Taken together,all these
brothersmade a combinedscore of
22.5-11.5, a good argument for in-
home training!

The improved quality of play was
evident, and resulted in fewercolorful
anecdotesthis year. However, there
was one scholar’s mate. Then the
winner was asked how he won so
quickly, he replied, “Skill!”, and
proudly walkedaway.

Special thanks again go to the adult
sponsors,Dr. Clyde Smith, Wayne
Williams, Doug Holmes,Bill Corbett,
Dean Roesner, and everybody’s
parents! See you next year!

Complete results of the Scholastic
Tournamentsare given in the cross-
tableselsewherein this issue.

In the Middle/Elementary event,
Raymond Dowty and Adam Latham
tied for second, with Rusty Hess, Cory
Matteson, and Morgan Jonesfourth
throughsixth respectively. No player
scoredzeroin this section!
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GAMES
A Big Win!

Randy Ferguson added a notable win
to his record in the Land of the Sky
tournament in Asheville, N. C. He has
thoughtfully.annotatedhis gameagainst
Senior MasterMiles Ardaman for
our readers. FergusonplayedWhite.

I e4 Nc6
The Nimzovich Defense is Ardaman’s
standardreply to I e4. This time I
cameprepared.
2 N13 d6 3 d4 Bg4 4 c3 Nf6 5
Nbd2 e6 6 Qh3 QcS 7 Bd3 a6
This is a novelty, and a pretty good
one. It prohibits White from playing
BbS later.
8 0-0 Be7 9 Rd!? e5
White would have donebetterto have
played 9 e5, as he would have
preventedBlack from playing e5 and
crampedhis position.
10 13 Bh5 II Re3 Nd7 12 Be2
Bg6
Whitewasthreatening13 Nxe5.
13 a4 0-0 14 Nil exd4 15 cxd4
BI6 16 QdI Re8
Black is probablybetter.
17 Ng3 a5?! 18 BbS! Nb4 19
Bxd7! Qxd7 20 Bd2 Ra6
Throughthe exchange,White hasnow
equalizedtheposition.
21 Bc3 dS 22 eS Be7 23 Rd Rh6
24 Ne2!
The start of sotne well planned
maneuveringwith the knight.
24--Na2 25 Ral Nxc3 26 hxc3
QIS 27 g4! Qc2 28 Qxc2 Bxc2 29
Nd! Bh3
This is not thebestdiagonalfor the B,
hut dueto White’s threat of f4 andf5,
this is a necessaryconcession.

30 14 Rc6 31 NO Rb8 32 13 h5
33 axb5 Rxb5 34 Nt4 a4
The question now is who will break
throughfirst, Whiteon the kingsideor
Black on the queenside?
35 g5 a3 36 r6 BI~
The time control wasaftermove35, 50

now White has the time to find the
winning plan.
37 e6! 1xe6 38 17+ Kxt7
After this Black is lost. He could not
play 38--Kh8 becauseof 39 Ne5
followed by Ng6+.
39 NeS+ Kg8 40 Nxc6 a2 41 Re2
Bd6 42 Nxe6 Rh6 43 Ned8! g6 44
Re8+ Kg7 45 Rh Bf4
I hadoverlooked this move. Black is
still threateningBdl!! and RbI, but
White has too many trump cards to
allow this.
46 Ne6+ Kt7 47 Rc7+ Kg8 48
Ncd8! Ba4
White had threatened mate in one with
49 Re8, but now he has an even
prettier finale.
49 Rg7+ Kh8 50 N17//
Whoeversaid that two bishops are
betterthan two knights?

*
j ~J~< nj

A

fi6V4~ <~ ~
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Games, Continued

The wonderful thing is that this wasn’t
the only big upset for a South
Carolinian in this tournament. We
offer here Exhibit 2:

W: GMSergey Kudrin (2600+)

B: Lindsay Blanks (2135)

Land of the Sky VI, 2/7/93

1. e4 eS 2. NO d6 3. d4 cxd4 4.
Nxd4 Nf6 5. Nc3 a6 6. Bc4 e6 7,
0-0 0e7 8. 0h3 0-0 9. r4 Nhd7
10. 5e3 Qc7 11. g4 NeS 12. Qf3
hS 13. g5

CV 4i.
‘<22=> ~XP&¼’
Kt~t~i~ 4~:
Ph 14 ~PS1?_I
13--Nfxe4!!? 14. Nxe4 8h7 15.
Nxc5
(SeeDiagram2 nextcolumn)
Bxf3 16. Ncxe6 Q-d7 17. Rxf3
d5
Is 17--Rfe8better?18 Bd5 Rac8--
18. Nxf8 BxIX 19. c3 ReS 20.
Bc2 g6 21. Bd3 Bc5 22. h3 Qa7
23. 012 Qh6 24.h4 BI8 25. a4
Qc7 26. OfI 0d6 27. axh5 Bxr4
0-1.
Diagram 3. Win on time? The score I
have doesn’t say.

Diagram 2 (Alter 15 NxcS)

Diagram 3 (Final Position)

I 1< I

± ~iI
K i I
I ‘~ ~> 21
b/i =k xs,
I ~%it2< C I
__/ /22!

?

Here’s another brilliancy from the
Dublin Zonal Tournament:

Adams vs. Sadler
I e4 c5 2 NI) d6 3 d4 cxd4 4
Nxd4 Nf6 5 Nc3 a6 6 Bc4 e6 7
Bh3 h5 8 0-0 Bb7 9 Rd Nhd7 it)
OgS Qh6 11 a4 h4 12 NdS exd5
13 exd5+ NeS 14 aS QcS 15 Be3
QeS 16 Ba4+ Ke7 17 14 NxdS 18
UxeS dxe5 19 QhS 16 20 0(2 g6
21 RxeS+ Kf7 22 Qf3 Nc7 23
Qb3-i- Kg7 24 NFS+ gxfS 25 Qg3+
1(17 26 01,3+ NdS 27 RxdS i-I)

I i~T(~ ~
K’ 4’ 1~’-~~ ‘C’’

(N $
~ $7 2>

frA9tJt2A C 21
Itki>t <44941 I
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The President’s Pane
by John McCrary, Ph. D.

The S. C. Scholastic Championshipwas a verypositive experience this year,with
a number of players who were veteransof previoustourneys. It is always a
relief to see someof today’s youth using their brains, in a society that seems
increasinglypreoccupied with mindless activities! Special thanks go to the
coaches who work with these youths, and to the U. S. ChessFederation,which
underwrites our scholastic funding.

I was honored on February 27 to participate in the official opening of the new U.
S. Chess Hall of Fame Museum, located al ihe new ti. S. Chess Center five hlocks
from the White House. I was also privileged to interview the 1993 inductees, GM
Pal Benko, and former World Correspondence Champion Victor Palciauskas.
That was quite a thrill for me! I havebeen following Benko’scareerfor 30 years
(since my early teens).

Palciauskas, who is only seven years older than I, revealed that he had visited
Columbia last year. Unfortunately, he had no time to find the local chessplaycrs.

The Palmetto Chess Club of Columbia is back at the Tremont Motor Inn on a
trial basis. While this site has been preferred by many members, some of the
club patrons who formerly paid the rent are no longer active. It remains to bc
seen whether the attendees are willing to pay about $2.00 per visit to pay the rent;
collections are presently lacking. While players generally are used to free sites, a
paid site has two advantages: (a) Play can continue to midnight or later; (b) The
club is less likely to be summarily evicted if they pay their way!

A number of new publications are out. The AmericanGhessJournal is a nicely-
produced periodical with lengthy articles on historic events (including history in
the making). The first issue contains a detailed first-person account of Fischer-
Spassky II, and a newly-researched article on the New York 1927 Grandmaster
Tournament and its relationship to the Alekhin-Capablanca matches. Very
detailed book reviews are also included. Single issues are$12.00; a three-issue
subscription (one year) is $30.00, and a six-issue suDscription is $54.00. Order
from American ChessJournal, P. 0. Box 2967, Harvard SquareStation,
Cambridge,MA 02238. Recommended!

Another new publicationis the book The Polgar Sisiers: Training or Genius,by
Cathy Forbes. (It is availablefrom the USCF.) Unfortunately,I am disappointed
with this book. Much of the informationaboutthe Polgarsseemssecondhandor
(Continued next page)
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anecdotal,with little depthor new information. Furthermore,the book’s author
is an avowedfeminist, who perceivesthe world throughherprejudices. Male
chessplayers are not kindly treatedin the book; it would seemthat we are
overwhelminglybent on the oppressionand/orharassmentof female players.
Ms. Forbesmakesstatementsaboutmale playersthat would be considered
insensitiveif the genderswere reversed!. Let us look forward to a more astute
work by someotherauthoron the verydeservingPolgarsisters.
(Ed. flare: Ms. Forbes as a free-lance author may have had a real problem in
gettingany new information on the Polgars. Theirfather~ who was their tutor,
will talk to journalists onlyfor a rather substantial price. No doubt the sisters.
also, are aware ofthe value ofrheir fame.)

The controversy surrounding the World Championshipgetsmore complexdaily.
Kasparovand Short have formeda new organizationcalled the Professional
ChessAssocition, separatefrom the GrandmasterAssociation(GMA) which
Kasparovearlier founded andabandoned. Short resignedas Presidentof the
GMA to help form the PCA. it supposesthat it will take over the World
Championshipandprofessionalchessin general,leaving FIDE andthcGMA high
anddry. KasparovandShort allegethatFIDE setthetitle matchfor Manchester
without consultingthem. FlOE hasnow issueda lengthy rebuttal,allegingthe
following: that Kasparov’smeddling in the biddingprocesscausedat least two
bids more lucrative than Manchesterto fail; thatKasparovagreedto Manchester
andthen blatentlyrenegedafter talking to Short; that Shortbrokea promiseto
call FlOE on the decision date, making it impossible to consult hiiti about
Manchester, and has refused to meet with Kasparovand FlOE subsequentlyto
work out a settlement. MeanwhileKarpov hasblastedKasparovfor trying to
return to the old dayswhen championscontrolledtheir titles,and Seirawanhas
atttcked Short for resigning his OMApresidency to leaponto Kasparov’sship.
Stay tuned!

After all that, let us close on an unambiguouspleasantnote. Our Editor and
Vice-President,Dr. Lee~Hyder,hasbeenappointedto a U. S. Dept. of Energy
panel to study the causes the recent nuclear plant accident in Tomsk, Siberia. Lee
will be touring DOE installations to help ensure that they are safe from such
disasters. Good luck!

1993 South Carolina Junior HighlElerneittary Cross Table:

PLEW NAME ST FreR*t~ tC~t~ 1 2 3. 4 5 TOTAL

1 IAUHID, SNASEEF S SC 1457,02 1472*54 W—--3 W———4W-——2W——-5W-——A 3.0
2 DOwlY, RAYMOND Sc 1163* 0 1163* 0 W-—-5 W———3L———1W-——6L-—-4 3.0
3 LATHAM. ADAM sc 966/(9 1U35/14 t---i L---2 w-—-~ W-——4w--—3 ~.c
4 HESS, JAMES N SC 11061 7 1164* 0 W---A L-——1 D-—-5 L-—-3 W—-—2 2.5
S MATTESON, ROBERT sc (I 873/03 L—-—2 D——-6 D-——4 L—--—1 L———3 1.0
6 JONES, MORGAN Sc 633/~75 736/10 L—-—4 D-——3 L---3 L—--2 L--—1 0.5
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DEJA VU ALL OVER

AGAIN?

Musings by Editor Lee Hyder

The first World Chess Champion was
Wilhelm Steinitz. He was World
Championbecausehe said so, andhe
defied anyoneto prove otherwisein a
chess match. That concept held up for
sixty years or so, until Alekhin died
while holding the title. Now World
Champion Kasparov has decided to
restore this situation. Chaos reigns!
As I write we have two “World
ChampionsTM,and prospectsof a third.
Even allowing for the growth of
master chess over the decades, that
seems rather too many.

At this writing it appears that
Kasparov is holding strong cards, at
least for the near term. Like Fischer,
he hates FIDE for their actions;unlike
Fischer, he is going to take actionby
playing his top challenger outside
FIDE. No one thatFlOE can put up in
his place as champion can have any
serious recognition as World
Champion. Ah, but look threeyears
down the road. Unless Kasparov
succeedsin bringing the world’s best
playersover to his side, FlOE will
crown a champion who will be very
widely recognizedas such. Garry has
threeyears to take chess away from
FlOE; I’m betting he can’t do it,
because he is too much the autocrat
himself.

Meanwhile, back in this country, the
USCE is going into its triennial big
election of national officers. So far, it
appears that capable and responsible
peoplearerunning. This is not to say

that old jealousiesand hatredswon’t
cotne to the fore among their
supporters. Indeed, one issue has
alreadyrisen: the USCE spentseveral
htmndreddollars(in vain) to try to find
out who sent out the scurrilous
mailingsthatblighted the lastelections.
Larry Evans’ friendssay it wasaimed
at him, andthat all that wasdonewas
to support Evans’ innocence. Good
enough,but it certainly seemsthat
most of the ill will in the Federation
conies from a very small numberof
people, who tend to be avid Evans
supportersor enemies. I wish these
people would take their little war
somewhereelseand let the restof us
enjoy chessin peace.

I’ve decided to take on writing a
weekly chess column. It’s being
l)ublished in a little weeklypaperhere.
the Aiken Times. The limes is one of
thosead-supportedpublicationsthat is
distributed free throughout the city.
They are delighted to have contributed
copy of all kinds! It seemed to me to
be a good opportunity for prornot’ng
local chess. Now that I’ve taken the
plunge into local journalism, I’ll be
happy to offer the column to any other
papers in the state on the same basis, i.
c. free. If you know of a paperin
your area that might print a chess
column, let me know and I’ll send
them columns for their examination.
It’s my contribution to the promotion
of the game. I’ll use some of the
materialhere,too.

Remember to plan for chess this
summer. The S. C. Open will be in
June, as noted elsewhere, and the
CharlestonClassic in August. Enjoy
your summer!
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ARCHIVISTS’ CORNER
V. John Lutes

Of all the openings to be examined by Ruy Lopez de
Segura in his Libro de la invenci*~~n liberal x ~ del
AxedreZ, written in 1561, perhaps the most controversial
was his discc,very of 1. e4 e

9 2 f4, now known as the
King’s Gambit.

Lopez did not name the opening, however, and the
term, “Gami’b~tto del ue only first appears in the famous
Regole p.~ jj Giuoco de’ Scacchi, an Italian translation of
Lopez’s book3 with additional variations added by Giulio
Cesare Polerlo, about 1590 tH. J. HurrCy: ~ History of
chess, 1913, pp. 814 and 822). Nevertheless, both the
opening, and its name, became what the eighteenth century
Italian master Ercole del Rio called .... . an apple of
discord” by the end of’ the sixteenth century.

The blistering attacks first presented here set the
pace of future analysts for the next four hundred and
thirty—one years.

7 8 9 10 11 12

1 e4

2 f4(l
ef Nf6 ~c5(24

3 Nf3 Bc4(ll Nc3 Nf3
Nf6(2.. . .Ne7(7 Nf6 Qh4+(16 ef d6

4 e5 d4 Qe2 Kfl d4 Bc4(25
Nh5(3 Ng6 Bc5 Bc5(17 Bb4 Qe7

5 d4(4 Bc4 c3 d4 Bd3 Ng5
d6 Bxgl(12 Bh6 Qe7 Nh6

•o Nfd2 Rfl Rxgl Nf3 Qe2 Qh5
Ng7 Bgl g5 Qf6(18 Nc6 Bg4

7 Ne4 ci o5 e5 e5(21 Bxf7+(26
Be7 Nh4 Ngt3(13 0f5(19 Nd5(22 Qxf7

8 h4 Kc2(8 d4 Bd3 Bd2 Nxh7
Nefi Nxg2 Qe7 Qq4 Nxd4 Bxh5

9 d5 Rg1 g3 h3 Nxd5 Nxh8(27
Nc5 1bCf3(9 fy Qg3 Qh4+

10 Nxc5(5 Qxf3 Rxg3 Nc3(20 g3
13xc5 Nh4 h6 fg

11 0h5 Qxf4 Qh5(14 Qg2
Bd4 Qe7 Nf6 gh+

12 hg(6 Rfl(1O Qxf7-4-(15 Kfl(23

1) Editor’s Note: The King’s Gambit, which makes its
first appearance in this book by lLopez. The opening nearly
became a cult in the nineteenth century and was regarded as
the ‘classic method of attack” in the symmetrical King Pawn
Came. J. I-I. Blackburne, one of England’s finest attacking
masters, wrote of it (J. H. Blackburne: Mr. Mlackburne’s
Games at Chess, 1899, p. 84): ‘It is well for the young
player to accept the gambit and defend it in the ordinary
manner, as no other opening affords greater scope for
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Notes for columns 7—12 2

ingenuity or leads to more entertaining chess. Nothing is
better calculated to improve one’s play than plenty of off
hand practice at this opening with a player somewhat
superior to himself. When the novice can play 1. P.1(4 P-K4
2. P-K54 with an idea in his head of what is to follow, he
has begun to understand chess.”

2) Editor’s Note: This modern looking defense, revived
in the nineteenth century by the great German masters Emil
Sehallopp (b. 1843, d. 1919) and Louis Paulsen (b. 1833, d.
1891), later was reintroduced at the International Gambit
Tournament, Vienna, 1903. Lopez’s 4.- .Nh5. listed in the
column

1 was hailed as an “innovative novelty’ when it was
rediscovered by Russian master Ilia Stepanovich Shumov (b.
1819, d. 1881) in 1875.

3) 4.. .0e7 5. Qe2 (“This move does not appear to be
the best that the White can play in this conjunctive: if he
moved the King’s Bishop to his King’s second square, the
Black Knight would equally be compelled to remove, and the
White might then castle: a most essential move when the ad-
versary’s Queen is on her King’s second square.’ Sarratt:
The Works of Damiano, Lopez, and Salvio on the Game of
Chess, 1813, p. 88) NdS (5.. .NhS 6. t4c3 c6 7. Ne4, “...and
the White has a very good game.’ Analysis by Lopez, 1561.
Sarratt: Ibid., p. 85) 6. e4 Nb4 7. d4 g5 8. hJ d6 9. a3
N4c6 10. NcJ g4 11. hg Bxg4 12. Qe4 f5 (12.. .Bxf3 13. gf
de 14. NdS Qd6 15. de Nxe5 [“He would lose his Queen’s
Rook, were he to take with his Queen.’ Sarratt: Ibid., p.
90] 16. cS, ‘...and White has the best of the game.”
Analysis by Lopez, 1561. Sarratt: Ibid., pp. 89—90) 13.
Qxfl (sarratt notes, p. 92, that the rule of en passant did
not yet exist) Bxf3 14. gf de 15. Qxf5 edt- 16. Ne4,
and White has the best of the game.’ Analysis by Lopez,
1561. Sarratt: Ibid., pp. 90—92.

4) In the ‘Fifteenth Game, Second Gambit,” Lopez gives
S. 94, with the comment: “This game is played after the
Italian method, ‘a passar battaglia, ‘ which is, pushing a
Pawn two squares when the first square is guarded by one or
the adversary’s Pawns.”

Editor’s Note; Some four hundred years later, this
variation, 5. g4, was. rediscovered by the Soviet master,
cheremisin, and renamed the “Tashkent Variation.’

5) Or 10. Nbc3, ‘...and the White has the best of the
game.” Analysis by Lopez, 1561. Sarratt: Ibid., pp. 93—94.

6) 12.. .Bxe5 16. g6 0e7 17. gf4. KdS 18. Be2, ‘...and
the White has a very good game.’ Analysis by Lopez, 1561.
Sarratt: Ibid., pp. 93—95.

7) Editor’s Note: 3.. .Ne7 as a defense in the King
Knight’s Gambit makes its first appearance in this book. It
was later examined by Polerio in 1590, by Greco in 1624, and
disappeared from tournament play until it resurfaced in a
Russian correspondence game played about 1900 between Nemo
and Blumenfeld. The Soviet masters began to experiment with
the move again in the middle l§60s, Kuznetsov-nonch
Osmolovsky (Moscow 1964) and Bronstein—Bikhovsky (Tallinn
1965), being two primary examples.

a) Editor’s Note: This is not a typographical error!



Notes for columns 7—12 3

In the sixteenth century, the King had the power to Castle
as we do today, move like a Knight, or move like a Rook,
once in the game; provided he was not in cheek. There is
another example of this strange kind of castling rite in
column 12, note 24.

9) 9.. .5h3 10. Qe2 Nh4 11. Ng4, “...and White has the
best of the game.” Analysis by Lopez, 1561. Sarratt: The
Works of Damiano, Lopez, and Salvio on the Game of Chess,
1813, pp. 96—97.

10) 12.. .Ng6 13. Bxf7+ MB 14. QfS Nd7 15. agS Nf6
16. eS de 17. de axeS 18. Bxg6 Qe2i. 19. Nd7 hg 20. BxfS+
gf 21. 0xf6t, “...and Black loses the game.” Analysis by
Lopez, 1561. Sarratt: Ibid., pp. 98-100.

11) Editor’s Note: The Bishop’s Gambit, now generally
regarded as the soundest of the King’s Gambit variations,
was a favorite of Lopez. The Italian masters of the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries declared against it,
thinking that Black maintained the Pawn by 3.. .Qh4-’-. None-
theless, some two hundred and eighty years later, the
Russian analyst, Carl Friedrich Jaenisch (b. 1813, d. 1873),
provided analytical proof that it was White’s best reply.

12) 5.. .g5 6. d4 BbS 7. hA, “...and White has the best
of the game.” Analysia by Lopez, 1561. Sarratt: Ibid., p.
101.

13) “It would be better to castle (7...0—0).” Sarratt:
Ibid.. p. 103.

14) 11. h4 f6 12. OhS+ MR 13. BxgR RxgR 14. Qxh6 d6
Qxf6 Qxf6 16. ef ineRt 17. Sf2 gh 18. Rg7 8e6 19. ingS

Rf8 20. Nd2 Nd7 21. Rel Bf7 22. Re7, “...and White will
win the game.” Analysis by Lopez, 1561. Sarratt: Ibid.,
pp. 104-106.

15) 12.. .Qxf7 13. Bxf7t Kxf7 14. Rf3, and White wins.
Analysis by Lopez, 1561. Sarratt: Ibid., pp. 102—103.

16) If: (A) 3.. .c6 4, Nf3 dS 5. ed ed 6. BbS-i- NeC,
with about even chances. Analysis by Lopez, 1561. Sarratt:
Ibid., p. 132. (B) 3. .f5 4. ef 0h4+ 5. Kfl fJ 6. Bb3
fg+ 7. Kxg2, “. . .and Black has the best of the game.”
Analysis by Lopez, 1561. Sarratt: Ibid., p. 135.

17) Options: (A) 4.. .d6 5. NfJ Qg4 6. Sf2 NfG 7. Ret,
with a good game for White. Analysis by Lopez, 1561.
Sarratt: Ibid., p. 117. (n) 4.. .g5 5. NfJ OhS 6. d4 NEC
7. Qe2 NeC 8. e5 ?Jg4 9. Mc) Be7 10. NdS EdO 11. h3 NaS
12. Kgl Ne). Analysis by Lopez, 1561. Sarratt: Ibid., pp.
122—123. (C) 4. .Nf6 5. Nf3 OhS 6. 0e2 gS 7. d4 (7. NeS
Qxe24- 8. Kxe2 d6 9. Nxf7 dS, “. . -and the White must lose a
piece; or the Knight and the Bishop for the King’s Rook.”
Analysis by Lopez, 1561. Sarratt: Ibid., pp. 124—125) d6
8. eS de 9. QxeSt, ‘K - .and the White has a much better game
than his adversary.” Analysis by Lopez, 1561. Sarratt:
Ibid., pp. 126—127.

18) 6... Qg4 7. Bxf7t, “. . .and the White will win the
game, as Black cannot avoid the loss of his Queen.”
Analysis by Lopez, 1561. Sarratt: Ibid., pp. 118—119.

19) 7.. .Qnfi B. Qe2, “---and White has the better game.”
Analysis by Lopez, 1S61. Sarratt: Ibid., p. 121.

20) “...and Black cannot save the Queen.” Analysis by

j4 Lopez, 1561. Sarratt: Ibid., pp. 120-121.






