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PREFACE

Over the past few years I have become steadily more and more convinced tha t a 
work such as the present one is both necessary and desirable.

I have set out to assemble the year’s best and most interesting happenings in 
the chess world (covering games, opening analysis, endgames, problems and 
studies) and, at the same time, to perm anently record all the detailed results p f 
the im portant events o f the year. M y aim has been to produce a work on chess 
combining all the best features of Wisden, The Guiness Book o f Records and Charles 
Buchan’s Football Annual.

T he objectives are simple enough to define, but exceptionally difficult to a t
tain. My quest for their realization has taken me through almost a thousand 
chess magazines, many thousands of games and newspaper columns from the 
USA, U SSR, France, N etherlands, A ustralia and G reat Britain.

Personal contacts have also been an invaluable source o f m aterial, items 
which would not otherwise have seen the light o f day. In  this connection I 
should like to record my thanks to the following: Dale B randreth, Bernard 
Cafferty, Prof. A rpad E. Elo, Bert Fiti£, Tony G illam , H arry  Golombek, 
Vlastimil H ort, Bernie Johnson, R ay Keene, David Levy, W alter M unn, K urt 
R attm ann , Sergiu Sam arian, G udm undur Sigurjonsson and The Irish Times.

I also owe a debt o f gratitude to my contributors. In  turn  Barry Barnes 
gratefully acknowledges the expert help given to him by P. F. Copping, A. S. 
M. Dickins, C. R . Flood, J .  M. Rice, A. J .  Roycroft and D r E. E. Zepler, Bob 
W ade also wishes to thank L. S. Blackstock.

T he photographs used in this volume have been culled from a variety of 
sources. There is, however, a world shortage o f chess photographs and the 
majority of those to be seen in this book are my own. For the others I have 
to thank C am era Press, Fotokhronika Tass, Bozidar K azic, R ay  Keene, 
Keystone Press Agency, David Levy and Novosti Press Agency.

T he game annotations have been compiled by the editor. Sources consulted 
are listed at the end of each game.

I believe that it is fitting for the title o f this book to reflect the good work tha t 
Batsford have done for chess in the past few years and the high reputation  which 
the firm enjoys throughout the chess world.

K evin J .  O ’Connell 
London, January 1975



SYMBOLS AND ABBREVIATIONS

+ C heck i G o o d  m ove
± S om e a d v a n ta g e  for W h ite 11 E xcellen t m ove
T S om e a d v a n ta g e  for B lack !? In te re s tin g  m ove
± C le a r  a d v a n ta g e  for W h ite ?! D u b io u s  m ove
T C le a r  a d v a n ta g e  for B lack ? In fe rio r m ove
± ± W h ite  has a  w on position ?? L osing  m ove
T T Black has a  w on position  

B alanced  position
C h C h a m p io n sh ip

A A u stria F F ran ce PA N P a n a m a
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A U S A u stra lia H H u n g a ry PL P o land
B B elgium H K H o n g  K o n g P O R T  P o rtu g a l
BG B ulgaria I Ita ly PR P u e rto  R ico
B O L B olivia IL Israel R R o m a n ia
BR B razil IN D In d ia R I In donesia
B R D W . G e rm a n y IR L Ire la n d S Sw eden
C C u b a IS Ice lan d SA S o u th  A frica
C D N C a n a d a J A P J a p a n S C O T S co tlan d
C H S w itze rlan d L E B L eb an o n ' SF F in lan d
C H I C h ile L U X L u x em b o u rg ' S IN G  S in g ap o re
C R C osta  R ica M A L T M a lta S Y R S yria
C Z C zech o slo v ak ia M C M o n aco T U N T  unisia

D D R E. G e rm a n y M E X M exico T U R K T u rk e y

D K D e n m a rk M O N  M o ngo lia u U ru g u a y

D O M D o m in ican  R ep . N N orw ay V E N V enezue la

E S p a in N L N e th e rlan d s W W ales

E C
E N G

E c u a d o r
E n g lan d

P A K P ak is tan Y Y ugoslav ia
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1 REVIEW OF THE YEAR

Before looking at the year’s major events in chronological order it would seem 
appropriate  to single out the most im portant happenings:
1) T he C andidates’ matches— quarter-finals in Jan u ary  and February, semi
finals in A pril and M ay and the final between K arpov and Korchnoi from 
Septem ber to N ovem ber;
2) T he 21st Chess O lym piad with a new record num ber o f 74 teams at Nice in 
Ju n e ;
3) T he year’s most im portant tournam ent is almost impossible to select, but two 
stand out from the rest: Las Palm as (A pril-M ay) and M anila (October).

January

As usual there were a large num ber of tournam ents linking the two years 1973 
and 1974. O ne o f the most interesting o f these was the tournam ent at H radec 
K ralove in Czechoslovakia, home o f Good K ing Wenceslas; the tournam ent 
commenced on Christm as Day.

For the sixteenth annual event at Reggio Emilia the w eather was cold, dam p, 
wet and dark  (just like Hastings, only Hastings had gale force winds as well, but 
lacked the usual snow and ice!). A local shortage o f oil m eant that there was ab 
solutely no heat in the playing hall. T oth , a H ungarian emigre, now resident in 
Italy, fulfilled the final norm for his international master title. Popov, who tied 
for first place with Sax and D ueball, sat down to play his first round game 
straight from a 36-hour train  journey and received hrs ‘com pensation’ when his 
opponent overstepped the time limit in a won positron. T he scheduling o f the 
last round at 8.00 a.m ., to allow players to move on to the tournam ent at 
M adonna di Cam piglio, did not produce any defaults, but it could not have 
been to everyone’s liking.

By far the most im portant o f the year-bridging tournam ents was the 49th 
Hastings Christm as Prem ier, in its third year as a 16-player event. A fairly com
mon, but ra ther disturbing, feature o f modern tournam ents was the non-arrival 
o f three players for the first ro u n d : Smejkal had to w ithdraw  at the last mo
m ent because o f illness, Pytel being prom oted from the second section to fill his 
place, and, as was discovered the next day, K uzm in and T al had had a two day 
wait at Moscow airport— not surprisingly they began the tournam ent rather 
quietly.

J a n  T im m an led the Hastings tournam ent from the first round and 
successfully, as it turned out, obtained the final norm he required for his well- 
m erited grandm aster title. This year there was no British success to m atch 
H arts ton ’s third place o f the previous year, though Keene came close to the 
grandm aster norm and Basman, playing more solidly than  in his usual style 
(Golombek, with his customary dry hum our, pointed out in the British Chess
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Magazine that this might be due to his joining the Civil Service), missed the in
ternational master norm by just ha lf a point.

Two interesting positions from this event are presented below. Suttles is 
always an interesting and imaginative player, but even he rarely obtains quite 
such an unusual position as (1) below— the diagram  is co rrec t! A dorjan, W hite, 
won. T im m an’s fortunes were enhanced when Miles, W hite (2), perpetrated the 
most horrifying blunder of the tournam ent. Play continued 20 # g 4  # x g 4  21 
4 x c 6 + ? ?  Black has nothing special after 21 £ixg4, but W hite is suffering from 
a serious delusion. 21 . . .  be 22 H xe8+ T he point. W hite wins the exchange by 
his intermezzo combination before recapturing the queen. 22 . . .  # c 8 !  
0-1— oops!

2 Review o f  the Year

In compensation for the fiasco against T im m an, Miles performed his usual 
trick against Soviet grandm asters— he beat K uzm in and pressed hard  against 
T al before a draw  was agreed.

T he Hastings Challengers was won by a little-known 16-year-old American, 
M ark Diesen, who pocketed first prize o f £200  and an invitation to the 1974-5 
grandm aster tournam ent.

T he tournam ent at Torrem olinos was won by Eugenio T orre (who better?), 
thus obtaining the first ever grandm aster result by an Asian player.

Playing conditions are often a subject o f controversy, and a t the second an 
nual M adonna di Campiglio tournam ent they certainly were not perfect: there 
was no separation at all between players and spectators and, as for the noise, 
M ednis was moved to compare it with New Y ork’s G rand C entral S tation . . . 
during the rush hour. However, it was sunshine all the way for M ednis who 
picked up another international master norm less than two weeks after his first.

The First Jun io r T ournam ent o f the Americas was staged at San Ju a n , Puerto 
Rico. T he event drew representatives from fifteen countries and was won by 
G ildardo G arcia o f Colom bia— M ark Diesen lost in the first round and was un 
able to make up the lost ground. A healthy sign was tha t only ten o f the 56 
games were draw n. Spassky and Byrne also played in San Ju a n  concurrently 
with the junior event. Coincidences have a habit o f repeating themselves, and 
the last time that Spassky was present at a m ajor jun ior in ternational was in 
1969, when a little-known Soviet jun ior, Anatoly K arpov, was mowing down 
allcomers in the W orld Jun io r at Stockholm, and this could be a portent o f fame 
for one of the youngsters.



T he 14th o f Jan u ary  was a big day— Orense, Wijk aan Zee and the quarter
final C andidates m atch between Spassky and Byrne all commenced on the 
same day.

At Orense Ljubojevic’s victory was fully convincing— he did find himself in 
tough situations sometimes, but he always managed to get out of trouble. He 
also produced a superb game against D urao (game 9).

In the C andidates’ m atch Spassky, as in former times, had Igor Bondarevsky 
as his second, discarding the trio of Geller, Krogius and Nei who had been with 
him for the 1972 m atch against Fischer. Robert Byrne was seconded by Bernard 
Zuckerm an, but L ubom ir Kavalek also became involved in the work (see, for 
example, his notes to gam e 14). Byrne’s resignation of the last game o f the 
m atch on Jan u ary  30 was a nice birthday present for Spassky (game 14).

T he Wijk aan  Zee grandm aster event, part o f the 36th Hoogovens Congress, 
resulted in a giant victory for W alter Browne, 14 points clear o f the field. This, 
Browne’s first victory in a major international tournam ent, could have been 
even more decisive, but, with first place already assured, he lost a brisk game to 
A dorjan in the last round, and, in earlier rounds missed winning chances against 
both Planinc and Sosonko.

Smejkal was also expected to compete here, but he was still very seriously ill. 
T he 1973 D utch C ham pion, Gena Sosonko, comfortably made his international 
master result, while D onner recorded his best result for years. T im m an, tired 
after two successive grandm aster results missed out. However, T im m an, whose 
grandm aster norms covered only 24 games instead o f the official 25, received 
the grandm aster title at the F ID E  congress later in the year— presumably on the 
basis that his percentage score had been good enough to guarantee the title even 
had he lost a 25th game to a weak player.

T he aggressive Yugoslav, Planinc, may have achieved a personal record by 
draw ing as m any as six games in one event, though he was soon to increase his 
‘personal best’ at A msterdam. T he master group was won convincingly by 
Bojan K urajica, ha lf a point behind the grandm aster norm, while Jam es T ar- 
ja n ’s second and consum m atory international master result included the only 
defeat inflicted upon K urajica.

T he other three quarter-final matches in the C andidates’ series got under way 
early in the second h a lf o f the m onth.

In Palm a de M allorca, Petrosian, seconded by Igor Zaitsev, faced up to Por- 
tisch, seconded by H ungarian  cham pion Istvan Csom, and ‘th irded’ by an im 
mense plus score over his Armenian opponent (+4 =9 —0). Portisch, who 
always seems to be dogged by bad luck in his efforts to scale the ladder to the 
W orld Cham pionship, still has a plus score over Petrosian (+6 =17 — 3), but no 
further place in the C andidates’ before 1977.

In Moscow, K arpov, seconded by Semyon Furm an (who lives, incidentally, 
on K arpinskaya Street), faced Polugayevsky, seconded by V ladim ir Bagirov. 
T he m atch became a theoretical duel centering upon the N im zo-Indian  and 
the Sicilian Najdorf. Polugayevsky had his chances (notably in the fourth game 
where he was clearly winning at one stage), but K arpov’s 3-0  victory con
firmed, for some observers, tha t he was beginning to beat an inexorable path  to 
the door o f R obert Fischer.

In view of the semi-final draw , and the results, it is interesting to note
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Spassky’s evaluation of K arpov’s victory ‘K arpov is a m ethodical chessplayer. 
His evaluation o f a position conforms to a concrete calculation. In this h a r
mony, it nevertheless seems to me, K arpov is more inclined to an intuitive 
m anner o f play than to a concrete one. It is no coincidence tha t he has lately 
made his leap in the field of tactics and a sharper m anner o f conducting the 
fight. I think that this is connected with an accum ulation o f experience, w ith a 
growth o f confidence in his own strengths, with youth, energy, and am bition , so 
necessary for the attainm ent o f victory.’ In the above Spassky goes a long way to 
exploding the common belief that K arpov is, first and foremost, a strategist, a 
view which was also attacked by Polugayevsky who m aintained tha t K arpov is 
stronger in tactics.

Perhaps the most interesting o f all the four battles was tha t at Augusta 
between Korchnoi and Mecking. K orchnoi, at 42, had to face a player tw enty 
years his junior.

As so often when a young player arrives on the scene to challenge the es
tablished order o f things, journalists have some difficulties in finding anything 
to say about him (no long lists of tournam ent successes spanning a tw enty year 
career) and so they frequently go digging, still worse inventing, larger-than-life 
and often fantastic elements in the youngster’s personality, as, for exam ple, in 
the case o f Fischer and the ‘G inzburgh interview ’. So it has been w ith Mecking, 
with little attention paid to his overwhelming love for chess, his sincerity in try
ing to develop the game, both in his native Brazil and further afield, or to his 
high intelligence. This is a pity since journalists’ descriptions seem impossible to 
live down. Perhaps those who find M ecking’s behaviour unacceptable simply 
object to his candour.

Korchnoi, writing in Chess Life and Review, had several interesting things to say 
about the m atch: ‘There were m any critical moments in my m atch with 
Mecking. A lot o f mistakes were made and in fact there was not a single error- 
free game. My opponent has learned to set up his gam e rather well strategically 
and his tactical skill was always up to par. However, owing to his character dis
position he was not capable o f consistent play throughout the m atch. At dif
ficult moments I succeeded in saving bad positions and even scoring im portan t 
points by means of stubborn defense unforeseen by my opponent’.

Comm enting on his 53rd move in the first game, K orchnoi said ‘. . . despite 
the objective difficulty o f the position, I continued to play quietly and con
fidently, as though all was well, as though I, and not my opponent, was w in
ning! As I later learned, this m anner of play really drove M ecking m ad ’.

M ecking’s handling o f endings and adjournm ent analysis was his failing— he 
won the m atch in the opening and middle game, but lost it in the endgam e.

W ho gained the most from this m atch? O ne possible answer is . . . U lf Ander- 
sson, M ecking’s second. While analysing the ending o f the n in th  gam e he 
learned a great deal about the ending o f rook and bishop against rook (a 
theoretical draw , though some positions can be won) and has since put this 
knowledge to very good use on two occasions. At Cam aguey Andersson, Black 
(3), had allowed Gufeld to ‘swindle’ his way into this draw n ending, but still 
won after 83 # f l  Ed2 84 Se8 Bd7 85 Bg8+ # f4  86 Be8 Bd2 87 # e l  S d l+  88 
# f2  Bd2+ 89 # e l  Sh2  90 B e7?? 90 gb8  draws e.g. 90 . . . £ e 4  91 Sb3. 90 . . .  
Ae4 91 # d l  # e 3  92 # c l  Bc2+ 93 # d l  Bc8 94 He5 Hh8 95 # c l  E b8 96 Bb5 
E xb5  0-1 .
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T hen a t Hastings Andersson, again Black (4), obtained this draw n ending 
against H artston and eventually obtained one o f the winning positions after 86 
§e7 A b8 87 g e l <3?f4 88 3fl+  4>e4 89 S e l+  «?f5 90 2 fl +  ®e6 91 S e l +  Ae5 92 
2 b  1 Sc8+ 93 ®d3 Sc3+ 94 &e4 Sc4+ 95 &d3 S d4+  96 4>e3 Sh4 97 <&d3 £ d 4  98 
<S’c4 A f2+ 99 ®d3 ®d5 100 2 b 5 +  j! c5 101 Sb8 S h3+  102 «>d2 Ae3+ 103 &e2 
A d4 104 S d8+  <3?e4 105 Se8+ Ae5 106 2e7 2h2+  107 <S?e! <3?d4 108 <£?fl Af4 109 
Se2 Sh8 110 Se7 &d3 111 &I2 Sffi 112 -3?g2 <S>d4 113 ^ h S  Sg8 114 §e2 Ae3 115 
Sg2 S h8+  116 <3?g4 ^ 4  117 232 Sg8+ 118 &h4 Sg5 119 Sa 1 Sg2 120 Sa5 Af4 
121 Sb5 A d6 122 Sa5 Sg8 123 2 a4 + ?  «*f5 124 S a5+  Ae5 125 sl?h3 Sg3+ 126 
® h4 §b3  127 2d5  2b8  128 <3?h3 Sb2 0-1.

February

After the m atch against Mecking, Korchnoi went on to New York where, prior 
to a simultaneous display, he related the following anecdote: ‘O ne day Mecking 
cam e in to play wearing some kind o f . . Korchnoi grimaces, groping for the 
right word, . . some kind o f underw ear! W ith Cafe do Brasil w ritten on it!’ 
T he audience is delighted with this description o f M ecking’s T -shirt. ‘M y sec- 
one (Vyacheslav Osnos) suggested I play with D rink 'V odka Moskva stamped 
on my sh irt!’ i

T he Yugoslav C ham pionship at Porec was much weaker than usual— for the 
first time since the war it did not include a single grandm aster.

In  the C anary Islands the third team tournam ent at Las Palmas was won, 
though not very com fortably, by the tremendously powerful Solingen team of 
H tibner, H echt, Gerusel and C apelan, placing first by virtue o f winning their 
encounter against second placed Zurich.

March
T he doldrum s, evident at the end o f February, carried over into this m onth 
when the much vaunted ‘tournam ent o f the century’, scheduled to take place at 
Acapulco, failed to materialise. A pity, given the provisional entry of K arpov, 
Spassky, T al, R . Byrne, Reshevsky or K avalek, Browne, Larsen, H ort, Gligoric, 
Ljubojevic, Olafsson, Andersson, Suttles, Panno, M ecking, Donner, Hiibner, 
U hlm ann, Portisch or Csom and one M exican, with an invitation also to have 
been extended to Fischer. Probably the best tournam ent not to have taken place 
since H avana 1921.

M orocco’s first international tournam ent was held in Casablanca where



perhaps the longest gam e o f the year took place between l a r j a n  and  Ostojic. 
This, another rook and bishop against rook end ing !, went to 134 moves and 16k 
hours of play before a draw  was agreed. C asablanca has another, albeit tenuous, 
connection with chess— H um phrey Bogart, star o f the film ‘C asablanca’, was 
the best film star chess player of yesteryear.

M eanwhile, in Belgrade, the traditional w om en’s tournam ent was com for
tably won, in true W orld Cham pion style, by N ona G aprindashvili (+9 = 4  -0 ) ,  
lk points clear of her rivals. However, she failed to repeat her 1971 result in the 
same event when she scored 13/13.

T he Israeli Cham pionship was a trium ph for the am iable veteran Moshe 
Czerniak, coming equal first with Soviet emigre V ladim ir Liberzon, with 
another recent acquisition from the U SSR, R adashkovich, third. Indeed Israel 
seems to be acquiring Russian chess masters at such a rate tha t a popular joke at 
the Nice O lym piad was that in future, though the U SSR  would probably con
tinue to win the W orld Team  Cham pionship, they would face tough opposition 
from the ‘U S S R -II’ te a m ! Since Nice the ‘U S S R -II’ team  has been reinforced 
by the arrival o f grandm aster Shamkovich and the w orld’s second strongest 
woman player Alla Kushnir.

T he major feature o f the m onth was the eleventh C apablanca M em orial 
tournam ent at Cam aguey, Cuba. This year was the first time tha t the C ubans 
have organized two 16-player tournam ents along the lines o f the Hoogovens 
congress at Wijk aan Zee.

T he grandm aster group resulted in a fine victory for U lf Andersson. He was 
invited only at the last moment after a three m onth break from tournam ent 
chess, and his lack o f practice was exposed in the very first round when he was 
convincingly defeated by the latest C uban star G uillerm o G arcia, but this was 
the only game Andersson lost. His main challenge cam e from the likeable 
‘Georgian giant grandm aster’ Gufeld. R ainer K naak came straight from his vic
tory in the East G erm an Cham pionship to register his first grandm aster norm .

T he masters’ tournam ent was won w ith ease by R ay Keene who lost only one 
game— in the last round, when he was already assured o f first place, he had 
W hite, played 1 e4 and m e t . . . the P irc /M odern  Defence and was thus m orally 
obliged to lose, being a co-author o f two books on and an arch-exponent o f 
that defence.

T he most interesting feature o f the n inth in ternational tournam ent at O lot, 
fairly strong with four grandm asters, was the novel system o f prizes. Alongside 
the usual prizes were nine prizes for combativeness which were d istributed  as 
follows: 1 Q uinteros, 2 Ostojic, 3 M artin , 4 Bellon, 5 C uadras, 6 A dorjan . . . 
compare the crosstable on p. 97.

Towards the end o f the m onth the 92nd annual m atch took place between 
Oxford University and C am bridge University. Some idea o f the strength o f 
these two university sides may be obtained from the fact tha t three o f the players 
were in action in the A-final o f the W orld Team  C ham pionship at Nice.

At the very end o f the m onth England took on the West G erm ans at home. 
The West Germans were expected to bring five grandm asters (H iibner, U n- 
zicker, Schmid, H echt and D arga), but ‘only’ four turned up as U nzicker was 
unavailable. For England the num bers one and two, H artston and Keene, were 
unavailable, as were the top jun ior (Mestel) and top woman (Jana H artston). 
T he English ‘jun io r’ team performed above all expectation to win the m atch.
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April

Hiibner scored a crushing victory at Oslo with the magnificent score o f 101/11, 
fully 21 points ahead o f W esterinen.

Los Angeles was the scene o f the US Chess Federation’s third international 
tournam ent in less than a year. M ednis obtained his final qualification for the 
international master title and N orm an W einstein obtained a F ID E  rating. One 
evening during the event Gligoric visited Fischer at the la tte r’s nearby Pasadena 
apartm ent, but no other news o f the meeting has emerged.

T he tournam ent at Birm ingham failed, narrowly, to achieve the status o f an 
international tournam ent. At the last mom ent the Yugoslav IM  M inic was un
able to come. This reduced the percentage o f foreign players to below that 
w hich is required by F ID E  for an  international event as W ade, regarded by 
the organizers and on the FID E  rating list as a New Zealander, had unfor
tunately played for England in the European Team  Cham pionship at Bath in 
1973 and was for this reason counted as English.

T he opening cerem ony of the C andidates’ semi-final between Spassky and 
K arpov took place in Leningrad on the 9th April. Dr Euwe, President of FID E, 
was in attendance at the opening. T he m atch took place in the Palace of 
C ulture which seats 1,000 spectators— tickets were sold out almost instantly. 
T he opening gam e was postponed as K arpov was indisposed with influenza, 
which may account for his loss in that gam e (no. 30).

Keres, in Chess Life and Review, summed up the m atch as follows: ‘I have the 
feeling that Spassky lost this m atch mainly for psychological reasons. I do not 
know why, but he apparently  felt unsure in the handling of certain opening set
ups, and some strategical problems. Some games give me the strong impression 
that Spassky has lost faith in his own abilities, with a consequent reduction in 
his usual fighting spirit. Psychological disadvantages are sometimes sufficient to 
decide the issue in an encounter between equal opponents.’

T he other semi-final, between K orchnoi and Petrosian, took place at the 
Music and D ram a T heatre  in Odessa— a fitting location for the dram a which 
was to follow. K orchnoi, as usual, was outspoken;- his assessment prior to the 
m a tc h : ‘I disagree with m any who are predicting resufts and say that I think the 
winner o f our m atch will be the one to play Fischer!’

T he pre-m atch score stood at 7—4 (excluding draws) in Petrosian’s favour, so 
the severity o f his defeat, as well as the m anner o f it (see game 29 in which 
Petrosian gets m a ted !), came as a big surprise. Perhaps it was also something of 
a surprise to K orchnoi. In Komsomolskaya Pravda he said ‘W hen, in the first 
game, Petrosian d id n ’t see the mate and when I played it he still d id n ’t see it 
was m ate, I realized my opponent was tired .’ (See diagram  33 p. 37).

‘K orchnoi was not shaken by Petrosian’s recovery in the fourth game. He 
played the fifth with the same vigour and originality as in his previous games 
with the white pieces. This unexpectedly turned out to be the last game, thus 
making this m atch the shortest in the history o f the W orld C ham pionship 
series!’— Gligoric in Chess Life and Review.

Perhaps the result o f this m atch is in some way attribu tab le  to a reaction 
against their 1971 m atch in which the first nine games were draw n, with the one 
decisive result coming in the tenth and final game.

T here were reports o f disputes which came to a head, in m utual tim e-trouble,
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in the fifth game. Korchnoi also had something to day about this: ‘Petrosian 
and I had some differences during the m atch but they were u n im portan t.’

In  Baden-Baden a team of West G erm an juniors played a team  o f London 
juniors. T he youngsters were cocooned in history, the event being held in the 
same hall that had seen the great Baden-Baden tournam ent o f 1870 (in which 
Anderssen and Steinitz had played) and where the 1934 W orld C ham pionship 
m atch between Alekhine and Bogoljubow had taken place.

On April 14th the Las Palm as grandm aster tournam ent com m enced. T he 
composition of the tournam ent with ten grandm asters and five in ternational 
masters was strong, but no stronger than  m any other events this year. However, 
the competition proved to be exceptionally hard-fought w ith a mere handful o f 
draws. To such an  extent was this true tha t Larsen, one o f the w orld’s most 
aggressive grandm asters, was moved to state tha t it was one o f the most hard- 
fought events he had ever had the pleasure to take part in.

Andersson arrived fresh from his trium ph in Cam aguey. Olafsson was playing 
in yet another Spanish tournam ent— he had taken a year off work in a legal 
departm ent of Icelandic governm ent service to concentrate on chess, 
Polugayevsky was ‘fresh’ from losing to K arpov and Belyavsky was eager to 
make up for his failure in the USSR C ham pionship a t the end o f 1973. T he 
other candidates for top honours were Ljubojevic, Browne and Kavalek.

T he tournam ent resulted in Ljubojevic’s first outright win in a m ajor tou r
nam ent— something which, incidentally, K arpov has yet to achieve! G uillerm o 
G arcia produced another fine result, exceeding the grandm aster norm  by h a lf a 
point, while Browne’s placing was disappointing after his impressive victory at 
Wijk aan Zee. Belyavsky attained his first grandm aster norm , and both he and 
Polugayevsky, the other Soviet representative, went through undefeated, the 
only two to do so.

T he prize for the best com bination was aw arded to Olafsson for his gam e 
against Quinteros (no. 32).

May

The m onth began with two im portant events, the C lare Benedict (‘West E uro
pean team cham pionship’) and the tournam ent at D ortm und.

T he Clare Benedict took place in M inorca. After tw enty years o f trying, the 
English team succeeded in capturing first place in this 21st anniversary 
event— they were the only team present not to have done so except D enm ark, 
making their second appearance, and first-timers Sweden. England led until the 
penultim ate round when they lost heavily to West G erm any (revenging 
themselves for the H artney W intney m atch), but in the final round the 
Netherlands collapsed against England while West G erm any were held to a 
draw  by Sweden.

There were several special prizes: the best gam e prize went to H echt for his 
win against H am ann (game 27); the prize for the best a ttack  w ent, ra ther sur
prisingly, to M edina for his victory over W hiteley ; and tha t for the best ending 
to Bellon for his game against Hohler.

The Swiss took a creditable third place h a lf a point ahead o f D enm ark by 
beating the Danes 3-1 in the last round. These placings hung on the ending o f 
Iskov-Huss (5). W hat is the best way for W hite to try to win? Iskov, continuing
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his personal role o f tragedy from the Danish C ham pionship, hardly found the 
right way with 39 #b3 ? #c4+ 40 #a3?? b5 ! 41 b3 # xc3 ! 42 &xd5+ #b6 43 
#c5+ # xc5+ 44 dc+ # xc5 45 b4+ ab+ 46 <frb3 c6 ! 46 . . , <$>d5 47 & xb4 c6 48 
a3 draws. 47 e6 #d6 48 #xb4 #xe6 49 #c5 #d7 50 a3 #c7 0- 1.!
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Iskov was not the only D ane to finish a game red-faced! C alvo-H am ann (6') 
was agreed draw n in the diagram m ed position. Enter Larsen, who played 71 
. . . h3 and H am ann replied 72 ®h4, whereupon 72 . . .  g l #  73 i lx g l  <S>g2 74 
®g4 w ith a flourish by H am ann 74 . . . A a8 75 iS>h4 and now Larsen 
dem onstrated 75 . . . AfSTT— exit H am ann, turning pink!

O ne o f the main interests at D ortm und was to see how the w om en’s World 
C ham pion would get on against the opposite sex. She was certainly successful 
against Servaty (game 36).

June

This m onth was completely dom inated by the 21st O lym piad at Nice on the 
French R iviera.

Politics were very m uch in evidence at Nice but, for the most part, they did 
not greatly interfere w ith the record num ber o f team's. T here were, however, a 
few exceptions: after the FID E  congress passed a resolution to expel South 
Africa and Rhodesia from FID E  the South African team declined to play any 
more matches, while the matches between Israel and Tunisia and Rhodesia and 
Algeria were decided on the basis o f the F ID E  rating system since in each case 
the A rab team refused to play.

T he most notable occurrences in the prelim inary groups were as follows. In 
group one a trem endous race developed between Wales and Scotland to qualify 
for the top final group together with the U SSR. From group three Yugoslavia 
were joined in the C ham pionship final by F in land; a major upset as C uba were 
generally expected to qualify. In  group seven the Philippines team performed 
very well to qualify ahead o f Israel. This Asian success surprised many 
observers, but it was only a prelude to w hat was to follow in the finals. T he 
other prelim inary groups developed m uch as expected, although in group eight 
the N etherlands began with a bad loss against Austria and had to defeat Argen
tina in the last round to ensure their qualification.

Among the com peting nations were six playing in an O lym piad for the first 
tim e ever: Algeria, Bahamas, N etherlands Antilles, Jo rd an , Pakistan and



T rinidad and Tobago. By far the most successful o f these was Pakistan who won 
the D-final, and whose second board, Farooqi, won the board prize w ith a 
better percentage than Korchnoi and R obert Byrne.

However, the most im portant part of any O lym piad is the C ham pionship 
final. As expected the USSR won, but they achieved m uch more than 
that— they went through the whole event w ithout losing a single gam e, let alone 
m atch! This was an outstanding performance. For missed opportunities see, for 
example, Spassky-Ornstein (game 41) and K arpov was twice in trouble: 
Pritchett, Black (7), could have won w ith 22 . . . £>e2+! 23 § x e2  A xe2  24 # x e 2  
# x c 4  25 -&-fl # d 4 +  (as pointed out by Fischer), but instead played 22 . . . ef 
and lost. H artston, W hite (8), could also have obtained a probably w inning 
position with 29 §xc6! # x c 6  30 fed4 # d 5  31 £)xf5 # x f5  32 # x fb  # x f6  33 
JlxfB. H artston played 29 AxfB? and drew.
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However, the chances were not taken, and the usual question o f who would 
be second and third still had to be answered. T he USA, w ithout Fischer, m ade 
their best result for eight years to win the bronze m edal behind Yugoslavia in sec
ond place. The Bulgarians only missed the bronze medals by a h a ir’s b read th  
on tie break, but w hat a difference— their national federation had offered each 
m em ber of the team a car if they got amongst the medals!

T he D utch did very well to finish fifth ahead of H ungary who, w ith Portisch 
sadly out of form, slipped back to sixth place after winning the silver m edal in 
the two previous Olympiads. T he Philippines took eleventh place, the best ever 
result by an Asian team , in the process of which Eugenio T orre repeated the 
grandm aster norm and became Asia’s first ever grandm aster (Sultan K han  
never officially received the title and few people think o f the Soviet U nion as an 
Asian country, though a num ber of their grandm asters were actually born in 
Asia).

Perhaps the major success story o f the A-final was tha t o f the British players. 
No British team had reached the top final group since the 14th O lym piad at 
Leipzig in 1960 when England finished bottom  of the top group. This time, 
however, England not only succeeded ip capturing tenth place, but W ales, in 
only their second O lym piad appearance (they finished 43rd at Skopje in 1972) 
also joined the elite. T he Welsh only just qualified for the top group— they had 
to beat Scotland in the last round o f the prelim inaries to achieve it, but had they 
not won the m atch then Scotland would have qualified!



O lym piads always produce records and strange coincidences, two of which 
follow: Gligoric, the only player to compete in every post war O lym piad, 
played his 200th O lym piad game on Ju n e  29th. H artston had a series o f games 
almost mystically involving the num ber 25: in round eight he drew with 
Gligoric in 25 moves, in round ten he lost horribly to H ort in 25 moves and then, 
the next day, Ju n e  25th, he crushed Portisch . . .  in 25 moves!
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Signatures: G aprindashvili, Geller, T a l;
A verbakh, Baturinsky, K arpov, Petrosian, Spassky.

Juiy

At Pont-Sainte-M axence the semi-official first W orld Cadet Cham pionship was 
won by Jona than  Mestel (England) I f  points ahead of the Soviet representative 
V ladim irov. This was the first success for English juniors beginning a clean 
sweep o f individual championships.

T he tournam ent at Solingen celebrated the 600th anniversary o f the town. 
T he most notable feature of the event was the wrangling which went on con
cerning invitations. At one point the tournam ent was cancelled when the Soviet 
Chess Federation decided not to send Spassky, but later they changed their 
mind. T hen Hiibner pulled out and T orre was invited to take his place, but he 
failed to turn  up— on the first day o f the event a telegram was received saying 
that T orre could not play as he was staying in the Philippines for a big festival to 
com m em orate Asia’s first grandm aster. Ludek Pachm an, who was living in 
Solingen was available to play, and would have liked to play, but to do so would 
have jeopardized the tournam ent. For example, when Polugayevsky and 
Spassky arrived they told the tournam ent organizer that if Pachm an was in
cluded they would w ithdraw , and U hlm ann stated that if that happened then 
he too would walk out in ‘solidarity’. All-in-all 1974 was a very bad year for 
the intrusion o f politics into chess.

L ublin’s tenth annual tournam ent was considerably stronger than usual and 
took the place o f Polanica Zdroj as Poland’s prem ier event o f the year; so much



so that special postage stamps were issued to com m em orate it. T he tournam ent 
was dom inated by T al, continuing his ‘purple p a tch ’ w hich began in late 1972 
and has been broken on ly (!) by his failure to qualify for the C andidates’ and  his 
ninth place in the 1973 U SSR  Cham pionship.

T he IBM tournam ent at Amsterdam was one o f the strongest events o f the 
year. It was the first o f three internationals (the other two being M ontilla and 
M anila) to consist entirely of titled players. Ivkov turned in his best perfor
mance for years (see, for example, game 55) and V elim irovic, as usual, provided 
plenty o f out-and-out aggression and inspired sacrificial chess (gam e 54 is a 
good example). T he tournam ent also witnessed one o f the worst blunders o f 
the year. In diagram  9 K aplan, W hite to move against L om bardy, produced 
the ghastly 20 # x h 7 ? ?  Sh8 0—1.

9
W
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The Student O lym piad at Teesside was almost a replay o f the Nice O lym piad 
with very similar results and many o f the same players. T he Soviet Union com
fortably took first place, the USA captured the silver medals (there was no 
Yugoslav team) and the H ungarians took the bronze. E ngland’s result, w ith one 
o f their best ever teams, was rather disappointing— lying second at the start of 
the last round they lost to H ungary and slipped back to fourth place.
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August

English jun ior chess, however, took another big step forward at the World 
Ju n io r C ham pionship in M anila. Tony Miles had finished second behind 
Belyavsky in the 1973 W orld Jun io r at Teesside and it seemed that his chance 
had slipped by as he would be too old for the 1975 event, but shortly afterwards 
F ID E  decided to make the cham pionship an annual event. Miles began as co- 
favourite w ith the Russian Kochiev, and it was the game between these two 
players (no. 56) which was the game of the tournam ent and which decided the 
cham pionship.

M iles’s margin o f victory could have been even greater. His one loss was 
against M arjanovic (another leading contender for the title)— Miles, W hite to 
move in diagram  10 (see above), could have won with 30 # c3 + , but muffed it 
with 30 Sc3?? allowing mate in two.

Also this m onth there was the ‘Torneo del V ino’ at M ontilla-M oriles. This 
exceptionally strong tournam ent had a strange, perhaps unique, outcome, 
being won by R adulov— the lowest rated o f the ten players. W ith only eight 
decisive games the percentage o f draws was appallingly high, but some o f the 
games were very good indeed and Q uinteros-R ibli (no. 59) is outstanding.

T he First W orld C om puter Cham pionship in Stockholm provided some of 
the most intriguing, if  not the best, chess of the year. T he game which appears 
from this event (no. 57), chosen because of its rem arkable sixteenth move, is 
otherwise representative o f the gradual progress in the standard o f play of chess 
programs, and, at the same time, the handling o f the endgame shows why none 
but the very weakest hum an player need fear a com puter takeover for many 
m any years to come.

A nother new event was the first Pan-American C ham pionship held at W in
nipeg. This was convincingly won by W alter Browne ahead o f a ra ther weak 
field.

T he Nordic team tournam ent at Eckernforde also witnessed a runaw ay vic
tory. T he West G erm an team , headed by three grandm asters, was in a class 
above its Scandinavian rivals.



T he USSR Team  C up in Moscow brought together most o f the top Soviet 
players (17 grandm asters com peted). T al continued his string o f successes by 
turning in the best result on board one w ith 6 4 /9  well ahead o f three other ex- 
W orld Champions,

Septem ber-N ovem ber
At Sochi Polugayevsky bounded back after his severe defeat at the hands o f 
K arpov in the C andidates’ to finish two points clear o f a very strong field. 
G randm aster R obatsch’s result, was poor, but the two games which he won 
qualify both his opponents for entry into the disaster o f the year selection (see p. 
??).

T he final m atch o f the m en’s C andidates’ series began in the m iddle o f Sept
ember. This m atch provided the centre o f attention for almost the whole chess 
world during the next two months. T he m atch began at a cracking pace. In  the 
first game K arpov employed a defence which Furm an, his trainer, had used to 
good effect against U hlm ann at M adrid some m onths earlier, but there was a 
hole in it (diagram 11:17 £)d5! e.g. 17 . . . J lx d 5  18 cd fg 19 fed4 or 17 . . . # a 4  
18 £ixb4 # x b 4  19 JLh3 in each case w ith a strong attack) w hich none o f the 
eminent grandm asters involved had spotted and which K orchnoi also missed 
during the game. In the second game K arpov produced a crushing victory (see 
game 68). There followed three draws and then another crushing defeat for 
Korchnoi in what Spassky called a suicidal game. Indeed why had K orchnoi 
switched from the French Defence which proved such a trusty weapon in the 
fourth game, and later in the m atch, to a risky variation o f the Petroff?

After the m atch K arpov stated that w ith the exception o f his two mistakes 
(analysis o f the continuation of the nineteenth game and the opening in the 21st 
game) there were no gross faults in the m atch. Yet this statem ent is difficult to 
reconcile with the facts, even in just the first six games. W ould Fischer have 
allowed K arpov’s defence to go unpunished in the first gam e? In the th ird  game 
Anatoly failed to convert a clearly favourable endgam e into a win and , in the 
fourth game, he was over-ambitious in the opening and K orchnoi could have 
obtained a superior ending.

However, at the beginning o f O ctober K arpov had a clear lead o f two points. 
There followed ten straight draws w ith K arpov apparently  happy to play 
quietly and carefully to m aintain his lead, but the tem perature o f the m atch was 
nearing boiling point as these ‘d u ll’ draws followed one after ano ther: in the 
eleventh game K orchnoi chose an inferior move in the middle gam e apparen tly  
banking on K arpov refraining from a com plicated path  to advantage in favour 
o f a safe course to equality, and he was righ t; in both the th irteen th  and 
fifteenth games (diagram  12: 25 Bxc5! ± ±  e.g. 25 . . . S xc5  26 # x b 4 ,  instead o f 
25 dc?) K orchnoi missed winning continuations. T here followed another ‘up 
and dow n’ draw. T hen, at the very end o f the m onth, came the crucial 
seventeenth game— K orchnoi got the better o f the opening, probably  could 
have won, but pressed too hard , blundered and lost.

K arpov began November with a 3-0  lead and, at most, seven more games to 
play. Almost everyone now wrote K orchnoi off (even his friends and fellow 
grandm asters tried to persuade him to resign the m atch), but the real excite
ment was still ahead. K arpov rem ained content to draw , but then in the
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nineteenth game Korchnoi registered his first victory. T he 20th game saw 
Korchnoi opt for an u ltra sharp defence with K arpov trying to find a simple 
path  through to a draw. In  the 21st game— sensation, K arpov loses in 19 moves! 
(game 69). K orchnoi now had some practical chances of levelling the match, 
but K arpov hung on grimly to his lead. T hus the 23-year-old Soviet super- 
star became the only player since T al to make his way through to a World 
Cham pionship m atch at the first attem pt.

T he prize fund for the m atch was 4,000 Roubles (less than £2,500). I f  the 
W orld C ham pionship m atch takes place in the Philippines the prize fund is 
scheduled to be £2,100,000! T hus K arpov could lose the m atch and still 
become the first Soviet millionaire!

After the m atch Korchnoi m aintained his position as the most outspoken of 
the C andidates when, in the heat of the mom ent, while still in his grim fighting 
mood, he stated tha t he was not impressed by K arpov’s play, did not foresee a 
great future for him , and considered Fischer’s dem and for an unlim ited num ber 
o f games in the W orld Cham pionship m atch to be justified. This led, in turn , to 
Korchnoi being severely criticized in the Soviet press under headlines such as 
‘U nsporting, grandm aster!’, and he him self described the remarks as in
tem perate.

K arpov accepts F ID E ’s decision on the m atch regulations (Fischer subm itted 
14 pages, including 179 num bered paragraphs, o f conditions all but two of 
which were accepted), considers the two rejected conditions (a m atch of un
limited length, and the cham pion to retain the title in the event of the score 
reaching 9-9) unacceptable and stated that he would not compromise on them : 
‘In my opinion playing a m atch of 50 games means having had enough chess for 
a lifetim e’ and ‘Asking for two points advantage is not a serious request when 
coming from a world cham pion’.

T he in ternational tournam ents which took place while the C andidates’ final 
was in progress were inevitably somewhat overshadowed, but T al continued his 
winning ways at Halle and at Novi Sad. This period also included the year’s 
most im portant tournam ent at M anila in which Evgenny Vasyukov recorded a 
lifetime best result to finish a point ahead of Petrosian and grandm asters 
Larsen, G heorghiu, Gligoric, K avalek, Ljubojevic, Andersson, Q uinteros, Por- 
tisch and Torre.

Away from the chess board the People’s Republic o f China applied for 
mem bership to FID E.



At Venice Liberzon produced his first really good perform ance since 
em igrating from the Soviet Union in heading a large group o f grandm asters in
cluding Smyslov and Savon. Perhaps not surprisingly this event received little 
publicity in the Soviet chess press.
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Decem ber
R obert H iibner was a convincing victor at Houston. Now tha t he has successfully 
completed his university studies (on ancient papyri) for a doctorate one hopes to 
see this young man making a greater im pact on the world chess scene. For an ex
ample o f his play and his superb annotation see game 79.

The growth in popularity o f chess in Asia was reflected in the staging o f the 
First Asian Team  Tournam ent in Malaysia.

Alexander Belyavsky’s jo in t first place w ith T al in the U SSR  C ham pionship 
‘prem ier’ was a rem arkable achievement— earlier in the year he had placed 
fourth in the USSR Young M asters C ham pionship, second equal in the qualify
ing event for the U SSR C ham pionship, eighth equal in the U SSR  C ham 
pionship ‘reserves’ and had got a minus score on board two in the U SSR  Team  
Cup.

Chess Oscar
The tradition of aw arding an annual chess oscar was begun by the A IPE (In te r
national Association of Chess Press) in 1967. This year votes were cast (10 for 1st 
place down to 1 for tenth place) by 59 journalists from 23 different countries, 
and all but four o f them placed Anatoly K arpov at the top o f their list. This was 
K arpov’s second successive oscar victory. T he runners up were 2 K orchnoi, 3 
Tal, 4 Petrosian, 5 Ljubojevic, 6 Spassky, 7 Polugayevsky, 8 Vasyukov, 9 
Browne and 10 Larsen.

The also rans, with the num ber of votes they received, were K avalek 21, 
Gligoric 18, Szabo 17, K uzm in and T im m an 16, K urajica 15, H ort and Ivkov 
14, Andersson 13, Belyavsky 11, Portisch 9, Mecking 7, Olafsson 4, T orre and 
V aganian 3, with a large num ber o f players, including the W orld Ju n io r C ham 
pion, each receiving one vote. It is strange that Mecking was not only unplaced, 
but that he should have been so low amongst the also rans.

Quote o f the Year
‘I f  you don’t believe in victory you have no business sitting down to a chess 
board’ Anatoly K arpov.



2 SELECTED GAMES

1) Ole Ja k o b s e n -Is tv a n  B ilek
Stockholm 1973-4, B enoni/P irc 
1 c4 c5 2 fcf3 g6 3 e4 d6  4 d4  JLg4 5 
d5  A g7 6 A e 2  M 6  7 4 c 3  00 8 00 
%bd7 Jakobsen also plays this line as 
Black, e.g. 8 . . . A xf3 9 A xf3 £ia6 10 
Af4 £ d 7  11 # d 2  hc7  12 Ag5 Se8 13 
Sael a6 14 A d i b5 15 b3 # b 8  16 # c2  
be 17 be # b 4  18 £sa4 <?5b5! with good 
chances for Black, Langew eg- 
Jakobsen, Kislovodsk 1972. 9 E el &b6 
10 # b 3  M d 7  11 A e 3  a6 12 S a d i  Sb8  
13 h3  A x f3  14 JLxf3 4 a 8  15 JLe2 # a 5  
16 JLd2! H indering . . . b5 w ithout 
weakening b4 by 16 a4 16 . . . # b 6  17 
# c 2  # d 8  18 a4  ?! better 18 Ae3 18 . . .  
%c7?! 18 . . . A d4 19 A e3 * b 6  not 19 
. . . e6? 20 de £sxe6 21 2 x d 6  &d4 22 
A x d 4  cd 23 Ag4! 20 f4 %>c8 21 M l? !
21 e5! is more precise, e.g. 21 . . . de
22 fe A xe5 23 A xc5 or 21 . . .  b6 22 
# e 4 ±  21 . . .  b6 22 JLf2 e5 23 f5 A h6? 
better 23 . . . g5 24 E b l a5  25 S b d l
J.g5  26 S d3  %e8 27 g3 Eb7 28 h4 
JLh6 29 l .h 3  16 30 fg  h g  31 Hf3 4 g 7  
32 &b5 %a7 33 fcc3 «sc8 34 S f l  4se7 
35 4 e l  f5 36 JLd2! A x d 2  37 # x d 2

Sf6 38 # g 5  *17(7) or 38 . . . # f8  39 
<3?g2!±± 39 h5! # h 8  40 h6 &e8 41 e f  
1-0
Jakobsen Skakbladet

2) Edm ar M ed n is-E n rico  P a o li 
Reggio Emilia 1973-4, Petroff
I e4 e5 2 <kf3 fcf6 3 %xe5 d6 4 4113 
4 x e 4  5 d4  d5 6 JLd3 JLe7 7 h3 00 8 00
A i5 or 8 . . . &d7 9 c4 c6 10 #c2  fedfb
II fcc3 £ x c3  12 be h6 13 S e l Ae6 14 
c d ! and W hite stood better in Med- 
nis-Paoli, Norristown 1973 9 S e l 4 d 7  
10 c4 c6 11 %c3 4>xc3 12 be  J .x d 3  13 
# x d 3  d c  14 # x c 4 ±  Ee8 15 S b l  
&b6?! The knight is awkwardly 
placed here. Better 15 . . . #c7  16 # b 3  
A16 17 S x e8 +  # x e 8  18 JLg5! Jtxg5  
19 %xg5 # e 7  T he im m ediate 19 . . . 
h6 20 £if3 Sd8 is a better defensive 
formation. 20 4k£3 S b 8 ?  Only 20 . . . 
§c8 with . . . Sc7 to follow gave any 
hope o f resistance. 21 S e l  # c 7  22 
# a 3 (2) W hite has two threats: 23 §e7

and 23 # x a 7  Sa8?? 24 # x a 8 +  
followed by 25 He8 mate. 22 . . .  h6 
better 22 . . .  a6 23 Be7 # f4  I f  23 . . .

17
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# d 8  then 24 # x a 7  is on again. 24 
# x a 7  4 d 5  25 g3! C learer than 25 Se5 
Sd8 26 © xb7 # c l+  27 S el # x c 3  
when W hite should still win but 
would have to overcome considerable 
technical difficulties. 25 . . .  # d 6  26 
H xb7 S x b 7  27 # x b 7  A xc3 28 # b 2 ! 
%d5 29 a4! f6 A better defensive set- 
-up was 29 . . . c 5 ! 30 & a3! £sb4 31 a 5 ! 
&a6! 30 a5 # b 4  31 ^ a 2 !  # f8  32 a6  
%c7 33 a7  # b 7  34 # a 5  1-0  The 
threat is 35 # x c 7  and after 34 . . . £>a8 
35 # d 8 +  sS>f7 36 # b 8 ! wins.
M ednis Chess Life and Review

3) Sergei M ak a rich ev -S aev a r 
Bjarnason
Groningen 1973—4, French
I e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 %d2 fcf6 4 e5 *fd7  
5 JLd3 c5 6 c3 fcc6 7 fce2 cd 8 cd fi6 9 
%>f4?! Inferior to 9 ef fexfB 10 00 Ad6
II £>f3 00 which M akarichev played 
against the same opponent in the 
preliminaries o f this event, that game 
going 12 Ag5 # b 6  13 Ac2 Ad7 14 4ig3 
Sae8 15 a3 &c7 16 # d 3  Sf7 17 Bfel 
g6 18 # d 2  &g4 19 fefl A ft 20 A xf4 
® xf4 21 h3 &h6 22 S a d i & xd2 23 
S x d 2  £if5 24 £5e3 £}d6 25 £ie5 £}xe5 
26 de ftc8 27 &g4 ®g7 28 £>ffi See7 29 
h4 &b6 30 b3 Ac6 31 g4 h6 32 Se3 SIB 
33 f4 £>d7 34 g5 h5 35 <3?f2 ^ b 6  36 Sc3 
Sc8 37 ®e3 Sec7 38 <3?d4 <S>f7 39 Ad3 
Sd8 40 Sdc2 Se7 41 a4 1-0, ad journ
ment analysis convincing Black that 
he could not hope to counter W hite’s 
stranglehold. 9 . . .  4xd4 10 #h5+ 
# e 7  11 %xg6+ hg 12 e f+  4 x f6  13 
#xh8 # f7  14 00 e5T(3) T he end of 
the theoretical line, based on 
H inne-W eise, W. G erm an Ch 1959, 
W hite going off the rails and losing 
with 15 Nf3? M akarichev ‘improves’ 
with 15 b4? Bjarnason suggests 15 
&b3 &f5 16 Ag5 e4 17 Ae2 Ae6 18 
S fd l, though Black still stands better 
after 18 . . . 'KrbO, and 15 b3 is met by 
15 . . . # a 5  threatening 16 . . . &c3. 15

. . .  e4  16 J tb2  # b 6  17 A b l # x b 4  18
£ b 3  %e2+ 18 . . . fcxb3 is possible but 
the text is better, not creating extra 
lines for W hite’s bishops. 19 # h l  a5 
20 J lc2?I # c4 if 20 . . .  a4 21 AxfB. 
Now 21 A b l or 21 A d i by W hite are 
both refuted by 21 . . .  £>g3+ 21 S a c l  
l l x c l  22 S x c l  A d7 23 13 perhaps 
hoping for 23 . . . ef?? 2 4 A x g 6 + ± ± 2 3  
. . .  JLa3 24 # x a 8  A x b 2  25 4 x a 5  
* e 2  26 S g l e f  27 g f  * x f3 +  28 Hg2 
A d4 29 A xg6+  * e 7  0-1  I t ’s m ate in 
two.
Bjarnason Twaalfde Niemeyertoernooi

4) M ikhail T a l-M ich ae l Stean 
Hastings 1973-4, Sicilian

1 e4 c5
2 fcf3 d6
3 d4 cd
4 % xd4 Af6
5 Ac3 a6
6 JLg5 e6
7 f4 fcbd7
8 # f3  # c 7
9 000 b5

M uch played since 1972, the almost 
invariable reply being 10 Ad3.

10 A xb5  a b
11 4 d x b 5  # b 8

1 1 . . .  # b 6  seems more active. I f  
then 12 AxfB gf, but not 12 . . . £sxf6 
13 e5 Ab7 14 S xdo !

12 e5!
T hreatening 13 # x a 8 .

12 . . .  A b7
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W hite wins after 12 . . .  de 13 fe 
4bxe5 14 iLxfB!, but better is 12 . . . 
Sa5 13 a4 de 14 fe £>xe5 15 # g 3  S x a4  
16 £ixa4 # x b 5  17 £\c3 # a5 .

13 #e2 de
14 #c4! Ac5
15 Axfl6 gf(4)

16 Hxd7!
Preparing the ground for a king 

hunt—  ee diagram  five.
16 . . .  JLe3+
17 # b l  #xd7
18 Hdl+ Ad4

Tim es: T al 0.08, Stean 1.20.
Vitolins-Anikayev, R iga 1973, con

tinued 18 . . .  &e8 (18 . . .  « e7  19 
# b 4 + ) 19 &c7+ &18 20 fe Sa5 21 ef 
A d5 22 £>3xd5 ed 23 # c3  Sc5 24 
# x e 3  S xc7  25 S e l h5 26 # a 3 +  1-0.

19 fe fe
20 %xd4 ed
21 #xd4+  «e7

O ther moves lose very quickly: 21 
. . . ®c6 22 # c 4 + ; 21 . . . A d5 22 
£}xd5 ed 23 # x d 5 + .

22 #c5+ *f6
22 . . . «>e8 23 &b5!

23 s f i +  # g 6
O r 23 . . .  SS?g7 24 # g 5 +  <3?f8 25

# f6 ± ±
24 #e7! f5
25 #xe6+  #g7
26 *e7+ #g6
27 h4!

T hreatening mate by h5+, S x f5+  
and #g5 .

27 . . .  Ba5
O r 27 . . .  h6 28 g4, or 27 . . .  h5 28 

# g 5 +  &f7 29 S x f5+  ®e8 30 #g7 .
28 h5+! #xh5
29 #f7+ «h4
30 #f6+ fcg3

30 . . . &g4 31 ©g7+ and 32 S h i 
mate.

31 #g5+ «?h2
32 #h4+ # x g2
33 Ef2+ t&gl
34 *e2! m ate (5)

O ’Kelly Europe Echecs, Schakend 
Nederland, H ug Schweizerische 
Schachzeitung

5) G ennady K uzm in -S ve tozar
Gligoric
Hastings 1973-4, Spanish (Ruy 
Lopez)
1 e4 e5 2 *f3 4c6 3 Ab5 a6 4 JLa4 
Af6 5 00 Ae7 6 d4 ed 7 Bel 00 8 e5 
*e8 9 *xd4 %xd4 10 *xd4
d5! 11 b4 Trying to keep Black 
bottled up, but the less pretentious 11 
ed should have been played, though 
after 11 . . . A xd6! 12 c3 Af5 Black 
has more than equalized. 11 . . .  c6 12 
c3 JLf5 13 4 d 2  4 c 7  14 %fl fl>!(6) 
destroying W hite’s centre 15 %g3 fe 
16 B xe5 Ag6 17 4 h 5  W hite must do 
something about the threat o f 17 . . .  
A16. 17 . . .  JLd6! 18 Bf5 18 S xd5? 
loses to 18 . . . £ie6! 19 S x d 6  £)xd4 20 
S x d 8  S ax d 8  21 cd A xh5. 18 . . .  4>e6
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19 H xf8+ & xf8 20 # g 4  # f7  K uzm in 
is forced to retreat before he has even 
completed his development. 21 4 g 3  
HfB 22 JLe3 h5 Black has completed 
his mobilization and now prepares to 
rip a hole in W hite’s K-side. 23 iirdl 
h4 all with gain o f tem po 24 % fl h3 
25 # f3  Offering a pawn in the hope of 
some relief if the pressure on the f-file 
is released. 25 . . .  %f4! 26 A x f4  if 26 
g3, to chase the knight away, 26 . . . 
Ah5 forces 27 g4 (27 * h l? ?  6e2  
mate!) with a fatal weakening o f the 
K-side (27 . . . &g6) 26 . . .  hg  27 fcg3 
A xf4  28 A b3 JLd2! W hite cannot 
m aintain m aterial equality any 
longer. 29 # x f7 +  JLx(7 30 JLc2 JLxc3 
31 S b l  JLe6 32 # x g 2  Ag4 33 E b3 
A d4 34 f3 JLd7 35 a4  JLe5 36 E b l 
JLd6 37 b5 ab 38 ab c5 39 Sdl JLxg3 
40 hg Ae6 41 Eel 0—1 R. Byrne New  
York Times, International Herald Tribune

6) William H a rts to n -M ic h a e l
Basman
Hastings 1973—4, Sicilian
1 e4 c5 2 *f3 e6 3 d4 cd 4 %xd4 Ac5
Basman’s favourite variation at the 
time. Since the British Cham pionship 
play-off, though, he has regularly 
adopted 1 . . . b6. 5 JLe3 # b 6  6 %c3 
%c6 6 . . . # x b 2 ?  7 6 d b 5  with 8 S b l 
to follow 7 %db5! JLxe3 8 fe  # x e 3 +  9 
A e2 # f8  10 E fl(7 ) 10 . . .  %f6? 10 
. . . 6ge7 is necessary, when I think

W hite has enough for the pawn, but it 
is difficult to dem onstrate anything 
im mediately effective. Perhaps this is 
a position that both players will look 
more deeply into before Jan u a ry  
28th .’ H artston, in Chess, referring to 
the date o f the first gam e o f the British 
Cham pionship play-off m atch, which 
continued(!) 10 . . . 6ge7  11 a4 6 g 6  
12 Sf2 6ge5 13 « f l  h5 14 h3 h4 15 
Sa3 # c5  16 a5 Sh6 17 # d 2  # b 4  18 
Sa4 # c5  19 6 d 6  f6 20 6 cb 5  617 21 
6 x f7  &xf7 22 Sa3 «>e7 23 Sd3 b6 24 
6 d 6  6e5  25 Sd4 # x a 5  26 b4 # a l  +  27 
A di # b 2  28 b5 a5 29 <3?gl Sg6 30 Sa4 
Sg3 31 615+ ef 32 # d 5  Sa7 33 Sd2 
<3?fB 34 ef # c 3 35 S x h 4  617 36 <3?h2 
Ab7 37 # x d 7  # x d 2  38 & xd2 S x g 2 +  
39 # x g 2  A xg2 40 <S’xg2 a4 41 Sb4 a3 
42 S b l 6 d 6  43 Ae2 6x15 and Black 
won (20 moves later!). 11 # d 6 +  # g 8  
12 B xf6  W hite could have won with 
12 6 c 7 Sb8 1 3 S x f6 ! g f l4  6 3 d 5 !# g 5  
(or 14 . . . ed 15 6 x d 5  # g 5  16 6 x f6 +  
®g7 17 6 h 5 +  $ g8 18 S d l± ±  # e 5 19 
# h 6 ) 15 6 e8  ed 16 S d l (16 6 x f6 +  
and 17 6 h 5 +  draws) 16 . . .  de 17 
Sd5! # g 6  (17 . . .  15 18 616+ &g7 19 
6 h 5 +  3?g8 20 Se5!± ± ) 18 A h5 # h 6  
19 h4! with the idea 20 6 x f6 +  !S’g7 21 
Sg5+. 12 . . .  g f  13 S d l  h5! 14 Hd3 
# cl+ 15 # f2 ? l  15 A d i !? 15 . . .  h4!
16 * c 7  fce5! 16 . . . Sb8  17 6 e8  Sh6 
18 Sf3 with excellent w inning chances
17 % xa8 «rf4+ 18 # g l  fcxd3  19 
# x d 3  b6 19 . . . # b 8  20 # d 4 !?  20
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# c 4  JLb7 21 4 c 7  # e 3 +  22 fcfl # f4 +  
23 # g l  # e 3 +  24 $ f i  # f4 +  25 * g l  
I —I
H artston Chess, Golombek British 
Chess Magazine.

7) Jam es T a rja n -W illia m  L o m 
b a rd y
Torrem olinos, Sicilian 
1 e4 c5 2 fcf3 e6 3 d4  c d  4 4 x d 4  fcf6 
5 %c3 d6  6 g4 4»fd7 7 A e3 a6  8 A d3
A e7 9 g5 annexing space on the 
K-side 9 . . .  fcc6 9 . . .A xg5  is met by 
10 & xe6! fe 11 # h 5 + . 10 h4 00 11 
# d 2  % xd4 12 A x d 4  b5  13 a3  * e 5  14 
J .e 2 JLb7 putting  pressure on the 
centre, but 14 . . . Ad7 aim ing for . . . 
a5 might be better 15 f4 %d7 15 . . . 
£>c6, deflecting the bishop and 
preparing . . . b4, looks more
promising. 16 000 e5 17 Ae3! e f  18 
A x f4  %c5 19 JLf3 # b 6  20 # d 4  if  20 
A x d 6  gfd8 21 A xc5 A xc5  with good 
compensation for the pawn 20 . . .  
S ac8  21 # b l  Hfe8 22 h5 # a 5 (8) 23

JLg4!± 23 b4 is refuted by 23 . . . 
# x a 3  24 be g x c5  threatening both 
. . . g x c3  and . . . gc4. 23 . . .  fce6 23 
. . . gc7 24 h6 Af8 25 A x d 6 !± ±  24 
J.xe6 fe 25 JLxd6 e5 Black’s position 
is crum bling. I f  25 . . . ged8  26 # e5 !, 
or 25 . . . A xg5 26 S d g l h6 (26 . . . 
A h6 27 #85! ^ h 8  28 # x h 6 !  gh 29 
Ae5 mate) 27 g x g 5  hg 28 h6! e5 (28 
. . . gh 29 #85!) 29 A xe5 gcd8  (29 . . .

gh 30 # d 7 ) 30 h 7 + ! <S>f7 31 # f2 +  &e7 
32 A x g 7 ± ±  26 #e3! but not 26 f x e 5 
A85! followed by . . . A xc3 26 . .  . 
Axd6 27 Sxd6 b4 28 ab #xb4 29 
Hhdl a5 30 h6! g6 31 Ed7!±± Hb8 
There is no defence, e.g. 31 . . . ge7 32 
g d 8 +  ge8 33 gxc8  g x c8  (33 . . . 
A xc8 34 £>d5!) 34 g d 7 ± ±  32 Eg7+ 
#h8 33 Eld7 Ad5 34 Bxh7+ #g8 35 
Edg7+ #f8 36 Eh8+ 1-0 
T oran Europe Echecs

8) Vlastimil Jansa-Drazen Marovic 
M adonna di Campiglio 1974, French
I e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 %d2 b6?l rather odd 
4 4gf3 fcf6 5 Ad3 de if 5 . . . Ab7 6
e5± (6 # e2  Ae7!?) Black has lost time 
as he will have to play . . . A a6 6 
4xe4 JLb7 7 #e2 JLe7 8 Af4 4bd7 9 
000 4d5 9 . . . £ixe4 10 A xe4 A xe4
II # x e 4  leaves Black very weak on 
the white squares, but a little better 
would have been 9 . . .  00 10 £\e5 with 
only a small advantage to W hite. 10 
Ad2 %b4 exchanging one o f W hite’s 
bishops, but losing more time 11 
JLxb4 Axb4 12 %e5!± 00 Threats of 
Ab5, # f3 , and £>85+ or a combination 
of them  loom up. 13 %xd7 #xd7(9)

14 4f6+! gf 15 JLxh7+! # h 8  if 15 . . .
® xh7 then 16 # h 5 +  &g7 17 # g 4 +  
<S?h7 18 gd3  mates 16 #h5 #g7 or 16 
. . . gg8 17 Ae4+, or 16 . . . gfb8 17 
A e4+ &g7 18 # h 7 +  ®f8 19 A x b 7 ± ±  
17 #g4+ #h8 18 d5! T he point o f the
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combination. After 18 §d3 # d 5  
(threatening both . . . # g 5 +  and . . . 
# x g 2 ) is a defence, e.g. 19 Sh3 ]&g5+
20 # x g 5  fg 21 Ae4+ &g7±  or 19 JS.15 
# x f5  20 Sh3+  # h 7  when the ou t
come is unclear, 18 . . . E fd8 O ther 
moves are no better: 18 . . . # a 4  19 
c3; 18 . . .  15 1 9 Ja .x f5 e f2 0 # h 5 + « ’g7
21 # g 5 +  &h7 22 Sd3 f4 23 Sg3! 19 
Sd3  A x d 5  20 JL15! but not 20 Sh3? 
iLxg2! with the threat . . . # d 2 + , . . . 
ifirdl4- and . . . S x d l m ate 20 . . .  A xg2 
21 # x g 2  1-0
Jansa Informator 17, H artston British 
Chess Magazine

9) Ljubom ir L ju b o jev ic -Jo aq u im
Durao
Orense, Spanish (Ruy Lopez)
This game won the brilliancy prize.

1 e4
2 %f3
3 Ab5
4 00

Hoping to 
bishop.

5 %xd4
6 c3
7 d4
8 JLa4
9 4a3

e5
4 c6
Ac5
fcd4

embarrass W hite’s

Axd4
Ab6
c6
d6

Well-known theory
9 . . .  JLc7?!

Forgetting abdut development. 
Better 9 . . . £if6, e.g. 10 Ac2 Ae6 11 
Ag5 h6 12 Axfb # x ffi 13 d5 Ad7 14 
£>c4 Ac7 (only now) 15 # d 3 ±  Por- 
tisch-Spassky, B udapest-Leningrad 
1961.

10 d5! A d7
Not 10 . . . b5? 11 Ab3 Ab7 12 dc 

Axc6 13 Ad5!db #d7 14 £>xb5!±±
11 d c  be

Or 11 . . .  Axc6 12 Axc6+ be 13 
#g4!

12 %c4 # e 7
13 f4! %f6
14 fe  d e

15 b3!±
15 Ag5 # c5 +  16 £te3 £>g4

15 . . .  Ab6+
O r 15 . . . £sxe4 16 A a3 and 16 . . . 

c5 does not work: 17 # d 5 ± ±
16 #hl %ixe4
17 J.a3! #e6

T hreatening the ‘cheapo’ 18 . . .
£sg3+ and 19 . . . # h 6  mate. This is 
probably the best chance, e.g. 17 . . . 
# h 4  18 # d 3  &f2+ 19 Sxf2  # x f2  20 
&d6+ <S?d8 21 g f l ,  or 17 . . . Ac5 18 
A xc5 # x c 5  19 S x f7 ! «?xf7 20 
# x d 7 + ± ±

18 #d3 15
I f  18 . . . &f2+ then 19 §xf2  A x 12 

20 fed6+ <$’d8 21 # f3  with threats of 
# x f2  and £>xf7+.

19 Hael Ac7(10)
19 . . . 000 fails to 20 £}xb6+ ab 21 

# a 6 + . T he text meets the threat 20 
§ x e4  followed by 21 £}d6+.

If  the black knight did not exist 
W hite’s threat o f £id6+ would be 
overwhelming . . . .

20 Hxf5! &xf5
A nother ‘cheapo’ is 20 . . . 4ig3+ 21

hg?? # h 6 +  m ating, but W hite would 
play 21 # x g 3 ± ± .

21 Exe4
T he threat now is 22 A xc6  JLxc6 23 

S xe5+  # x e 5  24 fexe5 A xe5 25 
&f5±±.

21 ... 000
O r 21 . . .  Sd8 22 &e2, or 21 . . .
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®f7 22 ild 6 , b u t Visier’s suggestion 21 
. . . §18 might hold out the longest.

22 *d6+  JLxd6
23 # a6+  # c7
24 # x a 7 +  # c8
25 Ab5! 1-0

Now the threatened mate at fl is 
covered, 25 . . . cb loses instantly to 26 
# a 6 +  and 27 iLxd6 m ate, and 25 . . . 
§df8 26 A xd6! # f l +  27 A x fl S x fl+  
28 # g l  § x g l+  29 'S’x g l with 30 §xe5  
to follow.
T oran  Jaque, Visier Ajedrez Canaria

10) Jan Timman-Andras Ad or jan
Wijk aan Zee, English 
1 c4 c5 2 b3  *16 3 A.b2 d5  4 cd  * x d 5  
5 * f3  * c 6  6 a3  f6 7 e3 e5 8 # c 2  JLe6 9 
J .d 3  g6 10 h4  JLg7 if  10 . . . 45db4 11 
ab |}xb4  12 £.b5+ 11 * c 3  * x c 3  12 
A x c3  2 c8  12 . . .  00 13 h5 15 14 Ab5 
e4 15 j3,xc6 be 16 ilx g 7  ^ x g 7 17 
# c 3 +  ^16 18 £)e5 does not merit 
serious consideration by Black. 13 h5 
* d 4  14 e d  cd  15 h g  if 15 JLxg6+ hg 
16 # x g 6 +  j3.17 17 # x g 7  then 17 . . . 
§g8 1 5 . . . d c  16 d c  #b6 (77 ) 17A c4!

17 fed2 is met by 17 . . .  00! 18 gh+ 
'S’hB. 17 . . . i lx c 4  Interesting is 17 . . . 
15 18 $\g5! A xc4  19 # x f5  and now 19 
. . . § d 8  20 be # x g 6  21 # x g 6 +  hg 22 
§ x h 8 + A x h 8  23 £ e 4 o r  19. / .  §c7 20 
be # x g 6  21 # e6 + ! 1 8 b c # e 6 !  19 E b l 
T he alternative is 19 000 with the 
variations 19 . . .  00 20 gh+ ‘S’hS 21 
£>h4 f5 22 g 4 ± ± ; 19 . . . # x c 4  20

§ x h 7  § x h 7  21 gh # x c 3  22 # x c 3  
§ x c3 +  23 <S?b2 §c7 followed by 24 . . . 
A h8; 19 . . .  f5 20 £>d4 ed 21 § d e l 
(better than 21 § h e l Ae5 22 cd § x c4
23 § x e5  § x c2 +  24 ^ x c 2  # x e 5  25 de 
hg) 2i . . . Ae5 22 cd 00! 23 gh+ &h8
24 § x e5  # d 6 . 19 . . .  b6 20 gh f3 21 
*g5 #g6  22 #a4+  #18 23 # d 7  Be8 
24 * f3  f4 24 . . . § x h 7  25 S xh7  # x h 7  
26 # d 6 +  <S?g8 27 # d 5 +  ®h8 28 <3?d2 
and W hite’s king will be well-placed 
on the CL-side. 25 S d l e4 26 *h4  
A xc3+ or 26 . . . # e6  27 §d6 # x d 7  
28 £>g6+! 4>f7 29 & xh8+ ± ±  27 # f l  
# e6  28 Ed6 # x d 7  28 . . & xc4+ 29 
®gl 29 2xd7 Ee6 30 Hxa7 Ed6 31 
# g l  e3 32 fe fe 33 Ea8+ Also win
ning is 33 ‘S’fl § d l+  34 &e2 § x h l  35 
&g6+ ®e8 36 & xh8 A xh8  37 §a8+ . 
33 . . .  # f7  34 Exh8 Axh8 35 * f3  
#g6  Some drawing chances rem ained 
with 35 . . .  S d l +  36 ®h2 e2 37 g e l 
S x e l 38 fcxel Ac3 39 h 8 #  (39 <3?gl 
J.d4+) 39 . . . JLxh8 40 ®>g3 <3?e6 41 
®f2 ®e5 42 &f3+ <£?f4 43 b x e 2  &g3 
with an active game. 36 Eh4! B dl+  
36 . . . Se6 loses to 37 §g4+  ®h6 38 
<®fl e2+ 39 ®>f2. 37 #h 2  # f5  38 #g3  
E fl? Black is lost anyway, e.g. 38 . . . 
e2 39 §f4+  sl?g6 40 S e4± ±  39 Bf4+ 
#g6  40 *h4+  1-0
Tim m an Toernooiboek 36e Hoogoven 
Schaaktoernooi, Schakend Nederland

11) Raym ond Keene-Jarries Tarjan
W’ijk aan Zee II , Benoni 
1 * f3  c5 2 c4 g6 3 d4 JLg7 4 e4 d6 5 
d5 *f6  6 *c3  00 7 Ad3 e6 7 . . . e5
woidd make W hite’s Ad3 fit in less 
well. 8 h3 ed 9 ed *a6 After 9 . . . 
§e8+  10 Ae3 Ah6 11 00! A xe3 12 fe 
§xe3  13 # d 2  W’hite gets a very strong 
attack as compensation for the pawn.
10 00 *c7  11 a4 *h5 12 Bel f5 13
JLg5 Jtf6 14 #d 2  Ad7 Pytel-T arjan , 
played two rounds before, had gone 
14 . . . A xg5 15 # x g 5  Ad7 16 # x d 8  
§ fx d 8  17 §e7 fe{6 18 ftg5 §e8 19 Sf7
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Sf8 20 S x f8+  i - k .  15 Be2 A xg5  16 
4ixg5 By recapturing with the knight 
W hite retains attacking chances. 16 
. . .  i8rf6 An interesting alternative was 
1 6 . . .  h 6 ! ? when W hite may not be 
able to win the ending after 17 fee6 
A xe6! 1 8 d e # g 5 ! 1 9 # x g 5 h g  20& d5 
& xd5 21 cd 6 f4  22 Sd2 £ixd3! (22 
. . . £ x d 5 ?  23 Ac4) 23 S xd3 , but the 
simple 17 £>f3 still leaves him with 
good chances. 17 &b5 % xb5 18 ab  
%g7 19 M 3(12) 19 . . .  a6? T he only

chance for counterplay was 19 . . .  
f4! ? 20 #h6! %h5 21 fcg5 #g7 22 
# x g 7 +  %xg7 23 Ee7 A c8 23 . . . Sfd8
24 fe(7±± 24 ba ba 24 . . . § x a6 ?  25 
S x a6  ba 26 3c7 is hopeless for Black.
25 H ael h6  26 4 f3  g5 if 26 . . . Sf7 27 
&h4! 27 Sc7 « e 8  28 Bc6 Ad7 28 . . . 
Sb8 29 S e7± ±  29 Bb6 Sf7  30 %d2 
#£8 31 f4 Sa7  Avoiding 31 . . . Se7 32 
S fl Se3 33 A xf5! A x 15 34 fg £sg7 (34 
. . . Se5 35 g4) 35 gh. 32 fg  hg  33 %>f3 
Eg7 or 33 . . .  g4 34 hg fg 35 feh4 with 
feg6 to follow 34 Bb8 threat 35 A x 15 
34 . . .  f4 35 h4  g h  35 . . . g4 36 
&g5±± 36 & xh4 # f7  37 B fl Bg4 38 
%f5 # f6  39 fce3 Bg3 39 . . . Sh4 40 
g3± ±  40 B xf4+  t^g5 41 B e4±± 4 f6  
42 Se7 %h5 Also hopeless for Black is 
42 . . . <3?f4 43 2f8 Sxe3  44 8 x f6 +  ®g5 
45 Sg6+ &f4 46 g3+ S x g 3 +  47 S xg3  ' 
<3?xg3 48 Af5! A xf5 (48 . . . Sb7 49 
S xd7  S xb2  50 S x d 6 ± ± ) 49 S xa7  
Ad3 50 S x a6  A xc4  51 2 x d 6  <S’f4 52

Sc6 A xd5  53 Sxc5  followed by 54 
gc3. 43 # f2  * f6  44 Bh7 Bg5 45 Bf8+ 
# e 5  46 Be7+ # d 4  47 JLe2 47 S&e2?? 
A g4+ 1-0 T here is no satisfactory 
defence to the threat o f 48 £lc2 m ate. 
Keene Toernooiboek 36e Hoogoven 
Schaaktoernooi, Chess, Informator 17

12) M ark T se itlin -B o ris  G u lk o  
Moscow Ch, K ing’s Ind ian  Attack
I e4 c5 2 4 f3  fcc6 3 d3  g6 4 g3 A g7 5 
JLg2 e6 6 4kbd2 %ige7 7 h4  better 7 00 
7 , . .  h6  8 a4 d6  9 c3 e5 10 %c4 A e6
I I  fce3? A waste o f time. Correct is 11 
00. Gulko now plays with great 
energy. 1 1 . . .  f5! 12 h5 g5 13 e f  4 x f5  
14 4sxf5 Now the complications 
begin. Better 14 c4 trying to keep the 
position closed. 14 . . .  A x f5  15 ^hd2 
Otherwise the pin by 15 . . .  Ag4 
would be very troublesome. 15 . . . 
A x d 3  16 JLe4 if 16 A xc6+  be 17 #13 
then 17 . . .  e4! 18 £}xe4 c4T 16 . . .  c4 
17 J .d 5  Re-establishing m aterial 
equality gives Black the advantage: 
17 A xd3 cd 18 # f3  d5 19 ® xd3 e4. 17 
. . .  * a 5  18 b4(J3) 18 . . .  e4! 19 b a

JLxc3 20 Ba3 # x a 5  21 A xe4  
A xe4 22 00 Ad3! 23 B el+  Ae5 
24 Bxd3 T he exchange sacrifice is es
sential. if 24 f4 g f 25 gf, Black wins 
with 25 . . . # c 5 +  26 & hl # f2T T . 24 
. . .  cd 25 %>c4 # d 5  26 4 x e 5  de 27 
Ab2 000? Having obtained a won 
position, Gulko, in his opponent’s



Selected Games 25

time trouble, relaxes. Correct was 27 
. . .  00 28 S xe5  # f7  29 # d 2  Sc8 win
ning quickly. 28 JLxe5 d 2 ?  Slipping 
again, correct was 28 . . . She8 29 
# g 4 +  Se6. 29 Se3! b6  30 A x h 8  B xh8  
31 B e7? W hite’s chronic time trouble 
helps to produce the counter blunder 
and the game reverts to its original 
course. Tseitlin overlooked 31 '&c2+ 
followed by 32 Sd3 draw ing. 31 . . . 
# b 8  32 Se2 Bd8 33 # h 2  # f3  34 a5 
# x h 5 +  35 # g 2  # x e 2  0-1 
R azuvayev Shakhmaty v SSSR

13) V ictor K o rch n o i-H en riq u e
M ecking
gam e 5, Nimzowitsch—Larsen 
1 M 3 d5 2 b3 Ag4 3 e3 %f6 4 J.b2 e6 
5 h3 JLh5 6 d3 c5 7 g4 JLg6 Com pare 
this w ith 1 d4 <Lf6 2 c4 e6 3 &f3 b6 4 
fec3 Ab7 5 Ag5 h6 6 A h4 g5 7 Ag3. 8 
4le5 By analogy with the Q ueen’s In 
dian 8 £sh4 is better, so as to be able to 
choose the most propitious mom ent 
for an  exchange on g6. 8 . . .  %bd7 9 
%ixg6 hg 10 Ag2 #b 6=  11 #e2? l 11 
fed2 is better, e.g. 11 . . . Ad6 12 a 3 ! ? 
Ae5 13 c3 and W hite’s Q-side is quite 
secure. 11 . . .  JLd6 12 %d2 Ae5 13 c3 
#a 5  T he position looks to be slightly 
better for Black, but, in reality, may 
be no more than  equal. 14 d4 cd 15 
cd 15 ed, weakening f4, is no 
better. 15 . . .  A d 6  16 a3 Bc8 17 b4 
# a 4  18 00 00 19 S fc l fcb6 19 . . . Sc2 
looks better, but W hite seems to have 
a sufficient resource in 20 # d l  Hfc8 21
A f l ! (21 A G  £}b6=F) 21 . . . £ b 6  22 
A b5! S x c l 23 A x a4  S x d l+  24 
A x d l .  20 # d 3  # d 7  21 Eabl B x c l+  
22 S x c l Ec8 23 Ec2 Sxc2 24 # x c 2  
#a 4  25 # x a 4  £ x a 4  26 A c l (14) 26 
. . .  # f 8  better 26 . . . &c3 27 ® fl Ae7 
27 # f l  4c3  28 fcb3 b6 29 # e l  4fcfe4 
another idea is 29 . . .  Ae7 with . . . 
£>b5-d6 to follow 30 4id2 f5 ? Better 
are 30 . . . a5, 30 . . . £>xd2 or even 30 
. . . &f6. 31 fcf3! a5 32 ba ba 33 4fce5

g5 After 33 . . . A xe5 34 de Black 
would not be able to defend his 
a-pawn. 34 £3 &fb 35 g f  e f  36 JLfl± 
fcb l 37 A d3 A x a3  38 JLxa3 4 x a 3  39 
JLxf5 a4  40 #d2! 40 Ad3 &b5 41 
A xb5?? a3TT 40 . . .  4 c 4 + ?  Correct 
was 40 . . . <Lb5 e.g. 41 ®c2 a3 42 ^ 0 3  
a2 43 ® xa2 &c3+ 44 ®b3 &dl 45 e4 
£>f2 46 ed £}xd5 when W hite is still 
winning, but will face many technical 
difficulties. 41 4lxc4 d c  42 JLe6 # e 7  
43 J .x c 4  %h5 1-0 44 'S’cS was the 
sealed move.
Balashov 64, Yudovich Informator 17, 
Shmit Saks

14) Boris S p assk y -R o b e rt Byrne 
game 6, Sicilian
1 e4 c5 2 4 f3  d6 3 Ab5+ J.d7 4 
J.xd7+ # x d 7  5 c4 e5 This line has led 
to m any W hite victories on account of 
Black’s bad black-square bishop. It 
seems likely that 5 . . . £ic6 followed 
by . . .  g6 is better. 6 l c 3  %c6 7 d3 g6 
Kavalek prefers 7 . . . £)ge7 so that 
after 8 £>d5 t>xd5 9 cd £sb4 the bishop 
can be developed on e l.  8 a3 Ag7 9 
Ebl T he im m ediate 9 b4 is also 
possible. 9 . . .  %ige7 10 b4 b6 11 00 00 
12 4>d5 %xd5 not 12 . . .  f5 13 # a 4  
Sac8 14 Ag5 13 cd &d4 14 %xd4 cd 
or 14 . . . ed— a m atter of taste 15 JLd2 
Eac8 16 #b 3  Bc7 A nother idea is 16 
. . . b5, hoping to follow up with . . . 
h5, . . . ®h7 and . . . Ah6, but then 17
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S a l followed by a break with a4 is 
strong for W hite. 17 S b c l Hfc8 18 b5 
S x c l 19 Hxcl Hxcl+ 20 A x e l # c7  
21 # c4  # x c 4  22 dc±(15)  22 . f6

Larsen recommends 22 . . .  f5! 23 13 
14. 23 Af8 24 a4 Ae7 25 # e2  # f7  
26 Ad2 f5? ‘I wanted to play 26 . . . 
g5 and I don’t know why I 
d idn ’t ’— Byrne. 26 . . . g5 followed by 
. . . h5 and . . . ®g6 sets up an im 
penetrable barrier. 27 e f  g f 28 #d 3  
Af6 29 f3! h5 30 a5 # e8  31 a6 #d 7  32 
g3 # c7  33 h3 #d 7  34 Aa5 # c8  35 
A el #d 7  36 Af2 # e8  37 A el The 
vast majority of magazines got it 
wrong, giving 37 A gl Ae7 38 f4 ef?? 
39 g f ‘S d?. Presumably the moves 
were transm itted from San Ju a n  to 
news agencies all over the world in 
descriptive notation, and if that is so it 
is very easy to type ‘B -N l B -K 2’ in 
error for ‘B -K l K -B 2’. 37 . . .  # f7  
There is some difference of opinion on 
the value o f this m ove: ‘ ? ?’ L arsen; ‘ ?’ 
Bondarevsky, Spassky’s second; 
Kavalek, part o f Byrne’s team in San 
Ju an , passes over the move without 
comment. 38 Ab4 Ae7 not 38 . . . 
<$e7? 39 A a5 ! 39 f4 e f  40 g f # e8  41 
# x d 4  #d 7  but not 41 . . . A f6+ 42 
®d3 >3?d7 43 c5 !± ±  42 # d 3  # c 7 (16) 
Kavalek revealed the progress o f the 
Americans’ adjournm ent analysis. 
They soon found 43 Ac3 Ah4 44 <$+2 
Ag3 45 <*13 A h4 46 Ag7 A el 47 AfB

A a5 with no possibility o f W hite m ak
ing any progress (48 sl?g3 A e l+ ). 
Later that night they went a little 
further: 48 Ag7 'S’d? 49 A d4 $+7 50 
A 12 Ac3! 51 ®g3 AfB and Black has 
reached his ‘ideal’ position. T he next 
day, 55 minutes before play was to 
resume, Kavalek decided to have 
another look, just in case, and came 
up with 52 A el <3?c8 53 A b4 «>c7 (if 53 
. . . 'S’d 7 54 c5 works) 54 Aa3 
zugzw ang!: 54 . . . ^ d 7  55 c5; 54 . . . 
Ag7 (or any other square on the long 
diagonal) 55 ® h4; 54 . . . Ae7 55 Ab2 
followed by Ab2-g7-h6-g5 and $ h 4 ;  
54 . . .  h4+ as in the game con
tinuation. After the gam e Kavalek 
asked Bondarevsky how long it had 
taken the Russians to find this win . . . 
Bondarevsky had found it twenty 
minutes before K avalek did. 43 # e3  
Af6 44 # f3  h4 or 44 . . . A d4 45 $ g3 
AfB 46 Aa3 A d8 47 A b2 w ith the 
A g7-h6 manoeuvre winning 45 # e3  
Ag7 46 # d 3  Af6 47 A d2 * d7 48 Ae3 
# c7  49 Af2 # c8  or 49 . . . A d8 50 
A d4 &d7 51 Ag7 $ e 8  52 A h6 Ae7 53 
Ag5 $17 54 ®d4 A 16+ 55 $ e3  Ae7 56 
®d3 A 16 57 c5 dc 58 $ c 4  Ae7 (58 . . . 
A xg5 59 fg f4 60 ® d3±±) 59 d6 A xd6  
60 A d8 Ab8 61 -3?d5 $ g 6 ! (61 . . . <S?e8 
62 A x h 4  A xf4  63 $ e 6  c4 64 A el± ± )  
62 <®c6 c4 63 A x h 4  A xf4 64 A el 
A b8! 65 <3?b7 f4 66 «-xb8 13 67 $ x a 7  
c3 68 *i?xb6! c2 69 a7 c l#  70 a 8 #  
# x e l  71 # x f3  and W hite should
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win— Kavalek 50 c5! dc or 50 . . .  be 
51 A el A d8 52 Ac3 with the fam iliar 
bishop manoeuvre to h6 51 d6 #d 7  52 
J.xc5 JLd8 53 J.b4 <fre6 54 # c 4  JLF6 
55 JLc5 Ad8 56 J.d4 # x d 6  57 Ae5+ 
$ e6  58 JLh8 #d 7  59 # d 5  1-0 
Kavalek Chess Life and Review, Bon- 
darevsky Informator 17, Larsen 
Skakbladet

15) T igran Petrosian-Lajos Por- 
tisch
game 5, Q ueen’s Indian
I c4 Iif6 2 %f3 b6 3 g3 c5 4 JLg2 JLb7 
5 00 e6 6 4»c3 Jte7 7 d4 cd B # x d 4  00 
9 Edl 4lc6 10 &f4 # b 8  11 e4! 11
# x b 8  S ax b 8  12 Af4 Sbc8 13 £ e5 ±
I I  . . . # x f 4  Played after 40 minutes 
thought. 11 . . . e5 is not good, e.g. 12 
# e3  Ac5 13 # e2  £ d 4  (13 . . . £g4  14 
S fl)  14 £ x d 4  A xd4  15 £ b 5  Ac5 16 
Ag5 A c7 17 S xd7  £ x d 7  18 A xe7 Se8 
19 Ad6, but 11 . . . d6 gives a playable 
game. 12 A x f4  E fd8  13 e5 &e8 14 
&d4± 4ia5 14 . . .  2ac8 is also 
possible. 15 b3 A xg2 16 # x g 2  g5? 
Losing patience or simply mis
calculating. 16 . . . d6 was necessary, 
though W hite m aintains an advan
tage after 17 ed A xd6  18 A xd6  £xc!6 
19 Sd2± . 17 JLe3 # g 7 {17) 17 . . .

£ c6 !?  18 f4! g f 19 gf! Positionally 
best, though 19 A xf4, threatening 20 
£ d 5  ed 21 £154- &h8 22 £ x e7  dc 23 
Sd4 cb 24 A h6 and Sg4 m ating, is 
also good. 19 . . . 4lc6 20 ^ce2 4ixd4

21 %xd4 Ac5 or 21 . . .  f5 22 £ b 5 ±  22 
# f3  d6 23 Sd2 de 24 fe JLxd4 25 
JLxd4 f6 Not good, but there is 
nothing better, e.g. 25 . . . Si?f8 26 
g a d l <3?e7 27 c5 Sab8 28 cb ab 29 
A xb6  S x d 2  30 Ac5+. 26 ef+ %xf6 27 
E fl± ±  #h 6  27 . . .  e5 28 Sg2+! or 27 
. . . S18 28 &g3 &g6 29 &h4! 28 Eel 
Hg8 if 28 . . . Sd6 29 Ae3+! 29 Exe6+  
#g5  30 He5+ #g6  31 Eg2+ # f7  32 
Ee4 M 6 33 Ef4 £d6 34 Hg5 £ad8 35 
£d5! 1-0
Zaitsev 64, Averbakh Informator 17, 
Larsen Skakbladet, Vitolins Sahs

16) Anatoly Karpov-Lev 
Polugayevsky
game 8, Sicilian
1 e4 c5 2 fcf3 d6 3 d4 cd 4 %xd4 4f6  
5 4lc3 a6 6 JLe2 A K arpov favourite 6 
. . .  e5 7 £b3 J.e7 8 00 J.e6 9 f4 #c7  
10 a4 4bd7 11 # h l  W hite got 
nothing from the opening with 11 Ae3 
in K arpov—Byrne, Leningrad In 
terzonal 1973. 11 . . .  00 12 Ae3 The 
second game of the Spassky-Byrne 
m atch saw 12 a5 fee5 13 £ x c 5  # x c 5
14 f5 and now instead of 14 . . . Ac4?
15 A xc4 # x c 4  16 Ag5± Black could 
have obtained counterplay with 14 
. . . A d 7 15 Ag5 Ac6. 12 . . .  e f  13 
E xf4  4&e5 14 a5! In the fourth game 
K arpov played 14 £d 4 , but Black 
quickly equalized after 14 . . . Sad8 15 
# g l  Sd7 16 S d l §e8 17 £45 Ad8! 
However, Polugayevsky later adopted 
a faulty plan, over-reached himself 
and lost. 14 . .  . Efe8! In the sixth 
game Polugayevsky failed to obtain 
counterplay with 14 . . . £fd7. 15 JLb6 
# d 7  16 Ea4!?(/<9) Otherwise Black 
plays . . . d5. T he alternative 16 £ d 5  
is strongly met by 16 . . . £g6. 16 . . .  
Eac8 Though this allows W hite to 
transfer his rook to the d-file, increas
ing the pressure on the d-paw n, it is 
clearly best: if 16 , . . £c6  17 £ d 5  is 
strong and 16 . . . Ad8 is answered by
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17 Sd4 and Black has no time for 17 
. . . A xb6  in view of 18 § x d6 . 17 Bd4 
# c 6  Polugayevsky questions this and 
suggests instead the tactical solution to 
his problems: 17 . . . Sxc3  18 be # c6  
upon which he bestows an exclam a
tion mark, assessing the position as un
clear, yet this seems to founder upon
19 # e l !  £ fd7 20 Sb4. 18 Bd2!± 
Clearing a retreat for the bishop on b6 
and threatening £d4 . 18 . . . JLxb3 or
18 . . . £g6  19 £ d 4 ±  19 cb 4fd7 20 
JLgl!? 20 Ae3 was also possible and 
would have denied Black the follow
ing tactical operation. 20 . . .  JLg5!?
20 . . . Scd8!? was also tem pting, the 
idea being 21 b4 .£Lg5 22 S x d 6  A xf4 
23 Sxc6  £ x c6 , but W hite has the 
simple 21 g f l !  21 Sxd6 Axf4 22 
Bxc6 Sxc6 23 b4! «dF6?! 23 . . . 
§cc8!?, uniting the rooks, was 
preferable to this plan o f laying siege 
to the e-pawn, but even then 24 b5 
looks promising. 24 b5 Bce6 25 ba ba 
26 g3 Clearly better than 26 b4 which 
robs the knight o f its support and 
would allow Black’s rooks to penetrate 
along the c-file; 26 # b 3  Ad2 with 
threats against the e-paw n; 26 # f l  
-&d2 and the e-pawn is again in 
trouble, though 26 £ d 5  £g6  27 £ x f4  
£ x f4  28 Ac4 8 x e4  29 A xa6  should 
lead to a win with accurate play but 
Black’s rooks would have a great deal 
more scope than they get in the game. 
26 . .. Ag5 27 h4 JLh6 28 J.b6! 28 g4

g5 29 Ae3 looks tem pting, but then 29 
. . . £g6  30 hg £ x e 4  with
counterchances. T he text move lays 
siege to the a-paw n. 28 . . .  %ed7 
29 A.c4 Be5 29 . . . S6e7 30 Af2 30 
# b 3 !± ±  30 A gl £48 31 &b3 was 
another way. 30 . . .  Bb8 31 A x f7 +  
# h 8  32 # c4 ! A d2 or 32 . . . £ x b 6  33 
ab Se7 34 e5! S xe5  35 b7 and 36 
i&c8-l- cannot be prevented. 33 !Lc7 
Bc5 T he only move; if 33 . . . Sc8 34 
# x a 6 !  Now W hite exchanges into a 
won ending. 34 # x c 5  4 x c 5  35 JLxb8 
J .x c 3  36 be  % fxe4 37 c4 H d7 38 JLc7 
g6 39 JLe6 fcec5 40 i .x d 7  fcxd7 41 
± d 6  1-0 41 . . . £ (6  42 Ae5 3?g7 43 c5 
'Stfl 44 c6 wins easily.
Furm an 64, Polugayevsky Informator 
17, Gligoric Sahovski > Glasnik, 
Vasyukov 64

17) G udm undur S ig u r jo n s s o n —
Vasily S m y s lo v
Reykjavik, English

1 c4 4 f6
2 %c3 e5
3 &f3 4 c6
4 g3 JLb4

A line popularized by Smyslov.
5 Ag2 00
6 00

Smyslov-M ecking, Petropolis In 
terzonal 1973, continued 6 £ d 5  e4 7 
£ h 4  Ac5! 8 00 Se8 9 d3 ed 10 # x d 3  
£e5! 11 # c2  c6 when 12 £ x f8 +  # x f6  
13 S b l a5 14 b3 d6 15 e4! would have 
been better than Smyslov’s 12 £c3?

6 . . . e4
6 . . . Se8 7 £ d 5 ! Smyslov-M estel, 

Hastings 1972—3.
7 4ig5 JLx c3
8 be

8 dc should probably be tried as in 
Smyslov-Portisch, Petropolis 1973.

8 . . .  Be8
9 f3

Smyslov recommends 9 d3.
9 . . .  ef



10 * x f3  d5
11 cd #xd 5!

O n 11 . . .  £)xd5 12 e4! is very 
strong (12 . . .  S xe4  13 £>g5) and 
produced a fine win for W hite in 
U hlm ann-Sm yslov, Hastings 1972-3.

12 %d4
12 e3 might be tried.

12 . . .  #h 5
13 &xc6 be
14 e3

14 JLxc6?? #c5 + .
14 . . .  J.g4
15 #a 4

15 iLf3!? is slightly better.
15 . . .  Ee6
16 *bl?(79)

W hite’s position was already dif
ficult. T he only way to offer further
resistance was w ith 16 A xc6 §d8  17 
# b 5  or 17 Ag2, though Smyslov was 
happy tha t the activity o f his pieces 
would be more than sufficient com
pensation for the pawn.

16 . . .  -te2!
Now W hite faces an awkward 

p rob lem : where can the rook go?
17 Eel

O ther moves are no better: 17 §f4 
g5 18 § fb4  .2.13 w ith a winning attack 
on the white squares, or 17 §12 
^g 4 T T  18 § x e2  #xh24- 19 «>fl §164- 
20 # f4  # x g 3 .

17 . . .  fcg4
18 h3

O r 18 § x e2  #xh24- 19 <£fl
gfB-FFT.

18 . . .  #f5!
A two-fold threat.

19 Sxe2
I f  19 hg # x b l ,  or 19 Aa3 #f24- 20 

'S'hl A f3 21 § g l # x g 3  and mate 
follows.
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19 . . . # x b l
20 # x g 4 #xcl4-
21 #h2 Ed8
22 #b 4 h6
23 c4 # d l
24 Sf2 # e l

0-1
The d-pawn is lost and W hite’s 

position completely falls apart. 
Smyslov Jaque

18) R obert H iib n e r—Fernando
V is ie r
M aspalomas Teams, Sicilian 
1 e4 c5 2 * f3  e6 3 * c3  Hc6 4 d4  c d  5 
% xd4 d6  6 A e3 %f6 7 A c4 A e7  8 # e 2  
ab  9 000 # c 7  10 A b3 00 11 S h g l b a 5  
12 g4 b5 13 g5 &xb34- 14 a b  fcd7 15 
Eg3!? Usual has been 15 # h 5 . 15 . . .  
A b7 Black might also consider 15 . . . 
§e8 clearing 18 for the knight. 16 f4 
b 4 (20) 17 b d 5 ! ed  17 . . . A xd5 18 ed

£>c5 19 de is also good for W hite. 18 
%f5 %c5 19 JLd4! # x e4  19 . . . g6?? 
20 fehB mate and 19 . . . 16? 20 g f are 
two ways for Black to lose quickly. 20 
bxg7! Also 20 §h3 Ac8 (20 . . .  
Sfc8!) 21 §xh7! &xh7 22 #h54- <S>g8



23 A xg7 ffi 24 g6±± 20 . . .  06?! 
Probably 20 . . . £ x g 3  21 hgfB (21 . ... 
Sfc8 22 £f5) offers the most
resistance, though after 22- £ f5  
followed by &g4 W hite’s attacking 
chances are very good. 21 g f  %xg3 or 
21 . . .  A xf6 22 £ e6 +  £ x g3 23 
# g 4 + ± ±  22 # g4 ! 4 e 2 +  if 22 . . . $ h 8
23 £e6  23 # b l !  Ac8 or 23 . .  .$17 24 
# e6 +  'S’gG 25 f7+ .2.16 26 # x f6  mate
24 fcf5+ *f7  25 #h5+ *e6 26 fe! 
Ad7 27 ettH -! 1-0 27 . . .  SxfB 28 
£ g 7 +  <S>e7 29 t x e 2+
(?) Ajedrez Canario, (?) Schweizerische 
Schachzeitung

19) W erner H ug-B ernard  H u g u e t 
M aspalomas O pen, French 
1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 *d2 c5 4 %gf3 
AfB?! 5 ed ed 5 . . .  £ x d 5 !?  6 Ab5+ 
Ad7 7 Axd7+ 4fxd7?! better 7 . . .  
£ b x d 7  8 00 Ae7 8 . . . c4!? 9 dc 
4xc5 10 4b3 00 11 Axc5 Axc5 12 
#d3 %kc6 13 4g5! g6 14 c3 not 14 i&h3 
h5! 15 M ?  # d 7 !  14 . . .  #d7 15 JLf4 
Had8 16 Sadi «g4!? 17 JLcl! 
T hreatening to win a pawn by 18 
&b5. 17 . . .  a6 18 Bfel *d7 18 . . .  
Sfe8 19 S xe8+  S x e8  20 # x d 5  Sd8 
would be met by 21 # x f7 +  19 fce4! 
Ae7 20 J.h6 Bfe8 21 &xd5! #g4? 
(21) Missing the point. 21 . . . # x d 5
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22 S x d 5  S x d 5  fails to 23 £46+ $ h 8  
(23 . . .  A xf6 24 S xe8  mate) 24 
£ x d 5 ± ± . However, both 21 . . . # c8

and 21 . . . llfcl would keep the game 
going. 22 &xd8! 1-0 Now he sees it! 
Illi Schweizerische Schachzeitung

20) Eldis C o b o -U lf  A n d e rs so n
Cam aguey, Pirc
I g3 g6 2 Ag2 Ag7 3 d4 %f6 4 e4 d6 5 
4e2 00 6 %>bc3 e5 7 00 4sc6 8 de! de
not 8 . . . £ x e 5  9 f4 £ed7  10 h3 Se8 11 
A e3± 9 * x d 8 ? !  W hite’s best is 9 -2.g5 
Ae6 (9 . . .  # x d l ?  10 S fx d l h6 11 
Ae3±) 10 £ d 5  A xd5  11 ed with some 
advantage. 9 . . .  E xd8  10 JLg5 JLe6!=
II f4? W hite can retain the equi
librium  with 11 £ d 5  A x d 5  12 ed £ d 4  
13 £ x d 4  ed 14 S fe l h6. 11 . . .  ef 12 
4xf4 if 12 S x f4  £ h 5  12 . . .  J.c4 13 
Ad3(Z?) 13 . . .  %g4 14 Axd8 Bxd8

15 h3? Correct was 15 .2.13 £e3  16 Sf2 
A xd3  17 cd S x d 3 — Black has am ple 
compensation for the exchange, but 
W hite could still create real problems.
15 . . .  %e3 16 Bf2 Axd3 Also good is
16 . . . £ d 4  1 7 £ e l (17 £ b 4 c 6 ) 17 . . . 
Ae5 18 £ d 5  (18 $ h 2  h5!) 18 . . . 
£ x d 5  19 ed A xg3 20 Sd2 Af4. 17 cd 
Bxd3 18 Ad5?? 18 $ h l  was ab 
solutely essential. 18 . . .  JLd4!+:F 19 
#hl or 19 £ f4  S d l+  19 . . .  fcxd5 20 
ed Axf2 21 dc be 22 g4 Ad4 23 Bbl 
Sd2 24 b3 Exa2 25 Axc6 $g7 26 Bel 
A.c5 27 JLd5 Ad6 28 Be3? Eh2+ 29 
• g l  Ed2 0-1
Levy (Andersson) Chess, Andersson In-
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formator 17, R ajna (Andersson) 
Magyar Sakkelet

21) U lf A n d e rs so n —R ainer K n a a k  
Cam aguey, English 
1 %f3 $ f6  2 c4 b6  3 g3 A b7 4 Ag2 c5 
5 00 g6 6 b3  A g7 7 A b2 00 8 %c3 
4ke4!? 8 . . . £>c6 9 # c 2 fcxc3 10 A xc3  
A x c3  11 # x c 3  d5  12 d4! cd  13 # x d 4  
d c  14 # x c 4  %c6 15 S f d l  # e 8  P rac
tically forced, e.g. 15 . . . i8rb8 16 S d 7 ! 
or 15 . . .  # c 8  16 &g5! threatening 
both 17 # h 4  and 17 A h3. 16 # f4  Ec8 
17 E d2 # g 7  18 f ia d l  JLa8 19 4ie5! 
% xe5 20 # x e 5 +  £6 or 20 . . . 'S’gS 21 
8 d 7 ±  21 # e 6  A x g 2 ?(23) 21 . . . # f7

is preferable, though W hite is still 
clearly better even then. 22 Ed7! Ef7 
23 # x g 2  Bc5 23 . . . Sa8 fails to 24 
g e l and § lc 7 . 24 Exa7 b5 or 24 . . . 
ge5 25 # x b 6  with the threat 26 2d8  
25 e3  1-0
(?) Schweizerische Schachzeitung

22) A G aro -R ay m o n d  K een e  
C am aguey II , M odern 
1 e4 g6 2 d4  i g 7  3 f4 c5 4 c3 cd  5 cd  
# b 6 !?  6 % f3 * c 6  7 e5 ‘W hite’s 
centre lurches forward in the interests 
o f self-preservation’. 7 &c3 was
possible: 7 . . . 4ih6! (7 . . . £)xd4 8 
£>d5 £ x f3 +  9 gf! # d 8  10 # c l )  w ith 
. . .  00 to follow. 7 . . .  ■fch6 8 4 c 3  00 9 
d5  %b4 10 a3  %a6(24) 11 A d3 d6  12 
# e 2  4»c5 13 A c4 A.g4 14 A e3 W hite

has some short-term attacking 
chances, but balanced against this his

position is chronically weak in the 
long term. 14 . . .  A x f3  15 g f  415 16 
J i 2  # c 7  17 h4  S ac8  18 %b5 # d 8  19 
%d4 I f  19 4ixa7 the exchange sacrifice 
19 . . . # a 5 +  20 b4 # x a 7  21 be # a 5 +  
22 # d 2  Sxc5! 23 A xc5 # x c 5  gives 
more than  adequate compensation for 
the slight m aterial deficit. 19 . . .  
* x d 4  20 JLxd4 4 d 7  21 b3 4frc7 22 
JLb2 h5  23 E g l # c 5  23 . . .  de?? 24 
S xg6! 24 Bg2 better 24 Hg3, when 
Black has to make do with 24 . . . de 
25 fe b5 26 A xb5  £)xe5 27 A xe5 
A xe5 28 # x e 5  # x b 5  2 9 # x h 5 # d 3 !  
24 . . .  H b6 25 E e l 4&xd5 26 f5 or 26 
b4 # e 3 ! 26 . . .  # e 3  27 fg  W 4! 28 g f+  
# h 8 T T (25) 29 E xg7?  This is weak,

but Black wins in all variations: 29 
Sg5 &xe2 30 S x h 5 +  A h6 31 S x h 6 +  
«?g7! (not 31 . . . # x h 6 ? ?  3 2 ed + ® h 7  
33 A d3+), or 29 # x e 3  £sxg2+ 30 <3?e2
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U xe3 31 &xe3 b5! 32 A d5 H xcl 33 
A x e l A h6+ 34 f4 de 35 Ab2 A xf4+  
36 <3?e4 % 7  37 A xe5+  A xe5 38 <3?xe5 
Sd8 39 &e6 'S'fBTT— Black’s-rook  
soon penetrates. 29 . . .  fcxe2 30 Hg8+ 
0-1 30 . . . S xg8  31 fg # +  S xg8  32 
A xg8 (32 A xe2 § g l mate) 32 . . . 
fcxcl +
Keene British Chess Magazine

23) Teodor G h itescu -W illiam  Lom 
bardy
Olot, K ing’s Indian
This game won the brilliancy prize.

1 c4 g6
2 e4 Ag7
3 d4 d6
4 Ifcc3 4f6
5 f3 00
6 ± e 3  «5

T he classical system. 6 . . . b6, 6 . . . 
c6 (Byrne) and 6 . . . fec6 (P anno- 
Westerinen) have all become very 
popular alternatives.

7 d5 c5
Inferior to both 7 . . . c6 and 7 . . . 

&h5.
8 g4 h5

O r 8 . . . fee8 9 h4 f5 10 g f g f 11 ef 
A xf5 12 Ad3! with an edge for W hite 
as in Tal-Boleslavsky, USSR Ch 
1958, and G hitescu-G avrila, 
Bucharest 1959.

9 h3 a6
No better are 9 . . . Uh7? 10 gh 

# h 4 +  11 Af2 # x h 5  12 &b5± and" 9 
. . . &a6 10 # d 2  £>h7 11 000 h4 12 f4! 
ef 13 A xf4 fec7 14 &f3 with much the 
superior position for W hite, 
Tal-G eorgadze, 4-final U SSR Ch 
1957.

10 a4 %h7
11 h4! hg

11 . . .  £>f6 would perm it 12 Ag5 
e.g. 12 . . .  hg 13 fg A xg4? 14' 
A xf6 !± ± .

12 fg f5
13 g5! fe

After 13 . . .  f4 14 Af2 W hite con
tinues with £sf3, Ae2 and <3?d2, w ith 
the queen and queen’s rook coming 
across to join in the K-side attack.

14 Ag2! S£7
15 Axe4 ftf8

T he knight still has nowhere to go.
16 h5 # b 6

16 . . . §f4 17 A xf4  e f with some 
play in the e-file was preferable.

17 h6! JJb8(26)
17 . . . #  x b2 ? 18 £}ge2 leaves W hite 

a clearly won position, threatening 
both 19 hg and 19 S b l # a 3  20 Sb3.

There is no defence after 18 . . .  
S xh7  19 S xh7  <3?xh7 (19 . . . £sxh7 
20 A xg6± ± ) 20 # h 5 +  si?g7 21 # h 6 +  
3?g8 22 A xg6 # x b 2  23 Sc l followed 
by 24 Sc2 and S h2± ± .

19 # e2
T hreatening 20 # h 2

19 . . .  Ef5
19 . . . £sxh7? 20 # h 2 !  «>g8 21 

A xg6± ±
20 * f3  # d 8
21 #H2 # f7
22 #d2!

To bring the queen’s rook into play 
with S a fi

22 . . .  b5
23 A xf5 A xf5
24 Hh4! M
25 *e2  %c6
26 Safi!
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26 dc d 5 ! would give Black 
counterplay.

26 . . .  4>e7
27 4lg3 b3

O r 27 . . . # d 7  28 & hxf5 gf (28 . . . 
&xf5 29 # h 3 ) 29 &xf5! &xf5 30 # h 3  
&g6 31 # h 5 +  % 7  32 g6 !± ±  e.g. 32 
. . . £sxe3 33 # h 6  mate or 32 . . . fexg6 
33 Sxf5 .

28 % hxf5 # a 5 +
29 # e 2  g f
30 # h 5 +  1-0

T here is no answer to 31 £sxf5. 
T oran Jaque

24) J a n  T im m a n -J a a p  V ogel 
D utch C h, English 
1 c4 * f6  2 Hc3 e6 3 %f3 A b4 4 # c 2  
00 5 a3  J .x c 3  6 # x c 3  d6  7 e3 Tim - 
m an’s previous experience o f this line 
was 7 g3 e5 8 Ag2 fec6 9 b4 JLg4 10 
b5 feb8 11 h3 Jih5  12 00 &bd7 13 A b2 
Se8 14 a4 a5 w ith a good position 
for Black, Rfee—T im m an, Amsterdam 
1973. 7 . . .  4 b d 7  8 1 3 2  b6  9 M  
&e4 10 # c 2  ± b 7  11 A b2 a5  better 11 
. . . £g5  e.g. 12 h4 & xf3+ 13 g f a5 
with sharp play 12 00 # e 7 13 %d4 e5 
14 %b5 l d f 6  15 A f3 threatening 16 
d3 15 . . .  c6 16 %c3 Hg5 17 A e2 He6 
18 fea4 %d7 19 A d3 M  20 f4 a b  20 
. . .  f6 is passive but probably 
playable. 21 a b  e f  22 e f  c5 23 E a e l 
ikh4 24 A h7+  # h S  25 J .e4  A x e4  26 
B xe4  # d 8  27 b5  Be8 28 E fe l fcc7 29 
H xe8+ % xe8 30 * c 3  4>ef6 31 # d 3  or
31 # f5  # f8  32 £>d5 & xd5 33 # x d 5  
Se8 34 Se3±  31 . . .  ^1 8  32 %d5 Be8
32 . . . £:xd5 33 # x d 5  Se8 34 Se3± 33 
£ x e 8  # x e 8  34 J .x f6  4 x 1 6  35 4 x f6  
not 35 £)xb6 # e l+  35 . . .  g f  36 # e 3  
# e 6 ?(27) 36 . . . # d 7  is better, though 
W hite still has good winning chances 
e.g. 37 £5 (37 # e 4  f5) 37 . . . &g7 38 
# e4  # a 7  39 &f2 # d 7  (39 . . . # a l  40 
# d 5 ) 40 ^13 and W hite will transfer 
his king to h5 and follow up with g4, 
h4, # c6  and, according to circum 

stances, either # b 7  or # d 7 . 37 # x e 6  
fe  38 f5 W hite must not allow 38 . . . 
f5. 38 . . .  # g 7  38 . . .  ef is no better, 
though the winning variation then is 
quite a lengthy one: 39 !S’f2 &g7 40 
<$>£3 Q fl  41 ®f4 4>e6 42 h4! d5 43 cd+ 
'S’xdS 4 4 <$’xf3®’d4 45 g4 <3?d346 's&xfb 
!S’xd2 47 g5 hg 48 hg c4 49 g6 c3 50 g7 
c2 51 g 8 #  c l #  52 # g 5 + ± ± . 39 # f2  A 
more prosaic route to victory was also 
available: 39 fe f5 40 * f2  <3?£6 41 «-13 
$}xe6 42 '3?f4 'S’fB 43 g4 fg 44 *S>xg4 
<3?g6 45 <3?f4 &f6 46 <3?e4 &e6 47 h3 etc. 
39 . . .  # f7  40 # f3  # e 7  if 40 . . . d5 41 
d4! 41 # e 4  h5 42 h4  * f7  43 fe+  1-0 
T he win is quite clear now: 43 . . . 
'S’xeb 44 ®f4 d5 45 cd+ s&xdS 46 g4 
hg 47 h5 tS?e6 48 <&xg4.
T im m an £esde Friesche Vlag Sckaaktoer- 
nooi

25) Gennady T im o sh e n k o  Ivan 
F a ra g o
Rimavska Sobota, French 
1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 4id2 c5 4 ed  ed  5 
J .b 5 +  %c6 6 4 g f3  A.d6 7 dc  A xc5  8 
00 %e7 9 fcb3 JLd6 10 J.g5  00 11 A.h4
# b 6  11 . . .  # c 7 ? ! 12 Ag3± K ar- 
pov-K uzm in, Leningrad 1973; 11 . . . 
Ag4 12 A e 2 i K arpov-U hlm ann, 
M adrid 1973 12 Ae2 Ghizdavu had 
placed 12 Ad3 against Farago at 
Bucharest the previous m onth, that 
game being drawn. 12 . . . a5  12 . . . 
£45 immediately may be better. 13 a4  
fcf5 14 jS.b5! The d-pawn is taboo: 14
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# x d 5 ?  £sb4 15 # d 2  & xh4 16 & xh4 
Sd8=F. 14 . . .  %xh4 15 %xh4 Ae5 16 
c3 d4?l Either 16 . . . Sd8 17 £13 
JLg4= or 16 . . . Afl5 17 &f3 Ae6 is to 
be preferred. 17 4d3 threat 18 JLxc6 
and 19 £}xe5 17 . . .  Ag4 18 J lxc6 be  
19 &bxd4 but not 19 cd 8fd8! 19 . . .  
# x b 2  20 #d3! A xd4 20 . . . A xf3? 21 
S fb l± ±  21 *ixd4 #b 6 22 # e4  J.d7 23 
# e7  # c7  24 #c5!±(2<?) 24 . . .  Sfe8

25 Efel h6 Simplification does not 
help, e.g. 25 . . . § x e l  +  26 S x e l 8e8 
27 S xe8+  A xe8 28 h3 with £)b3 and 
£ x a 5  to follow. 26 h3 Sab8 27 Eadl 
*b 6  28 Exe84 Axe8 29 # e5  g6 30 
Bel c5 31 M>5! Axb5 32 Bbl # d 8  33 
c4! Sc8 or 33 . . . Sb6 34 ® xc5 3c6 35 
# x b 5  # c8  36 # x a 5  S xc4  37 # a 7 !± ±  
34 ab W hite’s advantage o f good 
knight v. bad bishop has been con
verted into a strong protected passed 
pawn which now wins the game. 34 
. . .  #b 6  35 Edl #e6  35 . . . a4 36 3d6  
# a 5  would have provided more 
resistance, but could hardly have 
changed the outcom e: 37 Sa6 # b 4  38 
# d 5 ! sS?g7 39 <3?h2 a3 40 b6 # b 2  41 
Sa7 SIB 42 # x c 5 ± ±  36 * x e 6  fe  37 
Sd7±± Bb8 37 . . . Sa8 38 Sd6 a4 39 
S a6± ±  38 Ba7 # f8  39 # f l  # e8  40 
Exa5 Sd8 41 # e2  1-0 
Sajtar Ceskoslovensky Sach, Minev Infor- 
mator 17

26) John  N unn-B ozidar G as ic  
Birmingham, Sicilian

1 e4 c5
2 %f3 d6
3 d4 cd
4 lx d 4 fcfb
5 &c3 a6
6 Ae3 %g4

This loses time. Better 6 . . . e6, 6 
. . . e5 or 6 . . . febd7.

7 J.g5 h6
8 JUi4 * f6 ?

Losing a whole tem po in a standard 
N ajdorf position. Better 8 . . . £ic6 or 8 
. . . g5 9 Ag3  Ag7.

9 f4 #b 6
10 #d 2  %>c6
11 &b3?!

Inaccurate. Correct is 11 JLf2!± 
£ g 4  12 A gl.

11 . . .  e6
12 000 Ae7
13 J.d3

O r 13 AxAS g f 14 Ae2 h5±.
13 . . .  # c7

Aiming for 14 . . . !ixe4
14 J.f2 b5
15 Ehel b4
16 4e2 00
17 # b l  J.d7?

Correct was 17 . . .  d5 e.g. 18 ed
•Lixd5T or 18 e5 £>d7T.

18 h3 e5
19 g4 e f
20 4»xf4 a5
21 fcd4

T hreatening 22 4l1xc6 A xc6 23 iLd4 
followed by e5 with a strong attack.

21 . . .  *e5
22 £ g l

22 4>f5? fails to 22 . . . A xf5 and 23
. . . &f3.

22 . . .  J.c6
23 # e3  b3!
24 g5!

T he only good move: 24 cb? loses 
im mediately to 24 . . . £>xd3 and 25 
. . . A xe4 ; 24 ab a4 25 b4 a3 w ith a 
winning a ttack ; 24 £ixb3 a4 25 £id4 
2fb8 speeds up Black’s attack.
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24 . . .  bc+
25 JLxc2 hg
26 Hxg5 Sfb8(29)

If, instead, Black spends a move on 
defence with 26 . , . g6, W hite wins by 
27 Sxe5! de 28 & xg6! fg (28 . . . ed 29 
& xe7+ # x e 7  30 # g 5 +  'S’hS 31 
A x d 4 ± ± ) 29 # h 6  ed (29 . . . Sf7 30 
# x g 6 +  Sg7 31 A b3+ ± ± ) 30 # x g6+ 
®h8 31 A x d 4  # h 2  (31 . . .  # f4  32 
# h 5 +  and 33 S g l +  ; 31 . . . Ad8 32 
# h 6 +  -S-gS 33 A b3+ Ad5 34 A xd5+  
& xd5 35 # g 6 + ± ± ) 32 # h 6 +  &g8 33 
A b3+ Sf7 34 # g6+ ®h8 35 #xf7 
A xe4+  36 «?al # d 6  37 S g l± ± .

27 Hxg7+ # x g 7
28 Hgl+

28 £Te6+ lets Black off the hook : 28 
. . . fe 29 & xe6+ «47 30 £>xc7 2 x b 2 +
31 « a l  (31 & xb2 &c4+ 32 ® cl &xe3 
33 A xe3  Sc8 34 &d5 & xe4 35 £>xe7 
® xe7= ; 31 $ c l  2 x c2 + ! 32 <3?xc2 
A xe4+  33 * c l  8c8 34 # b 3 +  d5 35 
# b 7  £>c4! 36 S g l A a3+ 37 4?dl Af3+ 
38 «>c2 A e4+ 39 ® d l= ) 31 . . . 2 x c2
32 #1)3+ Sc4 33 & xa8 A xa8  34 A d4 
(34 g e l d5) 34 . . . £Td7 35 S f l+  &e6 
(but not 35 . . .  A lb 36 2x16+!) and 
Black has good chances.

28 . . .  # h 7
28 . . . <2?h8 loses to 29 £Te6 2 x b 2 +  

30 & al and 28 . . . «?1B to 29 £>fe6+ fe 
30 & xe6+ ®f7 31 &xc7 2 x b 2 +  32 
4>xb2 £>c4+ 33 ® cl &xe3 34 A b3+ 
&I8 35 &xa8.

29 #g3  4fg4
T he only defence against both 30 

#g7  mate and 30 # h 4 + .
30 hg #b 7
31 b3 JLxe4
32 fih l+  #g8

I f  32 . . . ®g7 33 £45+
33 #h 3  JLxc2+

I f  33 . . .  A ft 34 £ h 5  Ah8 35 fcg3 
A x h l 36 # h 7 +  <S?f8 37 # x h 8 +  ®e7 
38 # h 4 +  <3?e8 39 &gf5! Sa6 40 &b5 
Sd8 41 &g7+ &18 (41 . . .  ®d7 42 
Af5+ 3?c6 43 # x a l+ )  42 #xc!8+  
,S’xg7 43 # g 5 +  4>f8 44 # h 6 +  ®e8 45 
# h 8 + ± ± .

34 4 x c2  J.f6
35 Hh5 #e7

O r 35 . . . Ah8 36 feg3 &g6 37 £15 
A 16 38 g5 Ae5 39 Ag3 #13 40 # h 7 +  
®f8 41 A xe5 # x f5  42 Af6 &e8 43 
# g 8 +  'S’d? 44 # x f7 +  ®c6 45 # c4 +  
# c5  46 # e 4 + ± ±

36 Hxf6+ # x f6
37 #h 7+  # f8
38 Ah4 #g6

38 . . .  # g 7  39 A e7+ wins the 
queen.

39 #h8+ #g8
40 #h 6 # g7
41 # xd 6+ #g8
42 JLf6! ■He 4
43 Axg7 *xd 6
44 JLf6 1-0

N unn Chess

27) Sven H a m a n n -H a n s  Hecht 
Clare Benedict, French 
This game was aw arded the best game 
prize. 1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 Hd2 %>f6 4 e5 
Hfd7 5 JLd3 c5 6 c3 Hc6 7 4e2 cd 8 
cd Hb6 9 00 JLd7 10 f4 g6 11 Hf3 
better 11 a3 11 . . .  h5 12 g3 still 12 a3 
12 . . .  4sb4 13 J.b l a5 14 %c3 a4 15 
h3 JLc6! Black must be ready to meet 
a K-side attack with Q-side castling. 
16 g4 hg 17 hg #d 7 18 Hf2 18 15 is the 
best chance, e.g. 18 . . . g f 19 gf 000 20 
f6 A h6 21 ®f2. 18 . . .  000 19 b3
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following the move order given in the 
Deutsche Schachzeitung and the 
Schweizerische Schachzeitung. Beilin in 
Chess gives a very different order up to 
move 31. 19 . . .  JLe7 20 Hh2 H xh2 21 
# x h 2  # b 8  22 fce2 JLb5 23 %c3 Jtc6 
24 JLe3 Eh8+ 25 * g 2  # e 8  26 a3  4 a 6  
27 JLd3 %c7 28 b4?  Black now con
trols the whole board. 28 £>xa4 £sxa4 
29 ba A xa4  30 # e 2  should have been 
tried. 28 . . .  %c4 29 # e 2  #g& 30 fcd l 
4 b 5  31 JLxc4 This exchange is un
desirable but inevitable. 31 . . .  d c  32 
*£2{30) 32 . . .  g5!? Simply 32 . . .

-2.d5 not allowing W hite even the 
vestige o f a counterchance. 33 #xc4 
gf 34 JLxf4 J.h4 35 JLg3 35 d5 A xd5 
36 # x b 5  A xf2 37 <S?xf2 # x g4=FT 35 
. . .  J.xg3 36 «?xg3 #g6 37 &e2 37 
d5! gives some draw ing chances. 37 
. . .  %c3! 37 . . . A xf3 38 # x f3  £>xd4 
39 # d 3  4iif5+ 40 Si?g2 is good for 
Black, but not clearly winning. 38 
#e3 &c2 39 Eel 39 g e l?  £e2 + ! 39 
. . .  ±b5 40 ^gl?!TT fcd5 41 # g 5  
Ec8 42 %f3 JLe2 43 #d2 Axf3 44 
#xc2 Exc2 45 #xf3 Ec3+ 46 #e4 
Exa3 47 fcd3 Sb3 47 . . . g c 3 ! with a 
rapid advance of the a-pawn is even 
more accurate. 48 £c5! Bg3! 49 fcxa4 
Sxg4+ 50 #d3 4xb4+ 51 #c3 %c6! 
Inaccuracy could still throw away the 
win, e.g. 51 . . . S x d 4  52 <S>xd4 (52 
S b l &c6 53 £c5  Sd5 54 £ x b 7  
£xe5T T ) 52 . . . £)c2+ 53 &c5 fexel

54 ®d6 £ f3  55 <3?e7 &xe5 56 <3?f6 £c6  
57 1?xf7 e5 58 ®e6. 52 H fl 4 x e 5 !  if 
52 . . . S x d 4  then 53 £>b6! gives draw 
ing chances 53 Ef6 Bg3+ 54 # c 2  l c 6
55 H xf7 % xd4+ 56 # d 2  % b3+ 57 
g?c2 4 d 4 +  0-1 After 58 ®d2 Black 
will activate his king with 58 . . . ®a7 
when the win is simply a m atter of 
time.
Beilin (H echt) Chess, (?) Schweizerische 
Schachzeitung

28) Gyula Sax-V icto r C io c a lte a  
V rnjacka Banja, V ienna
I e4 e5 2 fcc3 £ f6  3 f4 d5  4 fe  fcxe4 5 
d3  % xc3 6 b e  d4  better 6 . . . A e7 7 
4 f3  c5 8 JLe2 fcc6 still 8 . . . Ae7 e.g. 9 
00 00 10 # e l  f6= 9 00 A e7 10 # e l  00
I I  # g 3  # h 8  W hite has very strong a t
tacking chances on the K-side and 
Black must be very careful, e.g. 1 1 . . .  
f6 12 Ah6 Bf7 13 e f i x f b  14 £ g5± 12 
4 g 5  A xg5  13 A xg5  # e 8  14 JLh5?! 14 
g a e l ! is more accurate, e.g. 14 . . . dc 
15 iLf3 # e6  16 # h 4 ±  or 14 . . . ,fl.e6 15 
c4! 14 . . .  d c  15 B a e l %d4 16 
JLfB(5/) 16 . . .  E g8??  T he wrong

way to stop the mate. Correct 16 . . . 
£>e6 17 A h4 £>d4= 17 e6! A xe6  Now 
17 . . .  £\xe6? loses instantly to 18 
Jlxc3. 18 ± x d 4  cd  19 J .x f7  # x H  20 
S x f7  JLxf7 21 # f 4  JLxa2 22 # x d 4  
1-0 T he resignation is hardly 
prem ature: if 22 . . . Sac8 23 Se7 a5 
24 g x b 7 ± ±
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29) V ictor Korchnoi-Tigran 
Petrosian
gam e 1, English
1 c4 *f6 2 fcc3 e6 3 fcf3 b6 4 e4 Ab7
5 d3 Korchnoi switched to 5 # e2  in 
the final m atch against K arpov. 5 . . . 
d6 6 g3 Ae7 7 Ag2 00 8 00 c5 9 b3 In 
troducing a novelty. Previously 9 S el 
followed by d4 had been played. 9 . . . 
$ a 6 ? !  Black gets a solid position with 
9 . . . £ibd7 10 S el # c7  11 d4 cd 12 
£>xd4 a6. 10 Eel e5(32) 11 Ah3!

planning the follow-up £>f3-h4—g2 
and f4 11 . . .  %c7 11 . . .  £>e8!? 
would preserve more possi
bilities. 12 fch4 g6 13 4ig2 4 e6  
Geller suggested 13 . . . 4Te8 as more 
‘in the style o f Petrosian’ to blockade 
the pawn structure, e.g. 14 f4 ef 15 g f 
Af6 16 Ab2 A d44- 17 <®hl f5 or 14 
A h6 &g7 15 # d 2  fcce6. 14 f4 e f  15 g f  
%h5 M ore logical would be 15 . . .  
£jd4 16 f5 &d7. 16 4 d 5  Af6 17 H bl 
A d 4 + ?  better 17 . . .  Ag7 18 15 &d4 
19 Ag4 (or 19 g f l  6 f6  20 Ag5 A xd5  
21 cd h6) 19 . . . fcf6 20 Ag5 A xd5  21 
cd h6 with good chances o f a 
successful defence. 18 # h l ±  ^ c 7  19 
4 d e 3 ! 4 g 7  20 f5 %ce8 21 E f l 4>f6 22 
%c2 A e5 23 Ag5 # e 8  24 fcce3 # h 8  25 
# e l  4»fh5 26 Ag4 After 26 16 &e6 27 
A h6 £\xf6 28 AxfB # x f8  Black has

good compensation for the ex
change— one pawn and thirty-two 
black squares. 26 . . .  Eg8 26 . . . gf 
loses to 27 £}xf5 £)xf5 28 g x f5  feg7 29 
# h 4 , but 26 . . .  16! should have been 
tried. 27 f6!±±  4 e6  28 # h 4  4 x g 5  29 
# x g 5  A d4 30 JLxh5 gh  31 # x h 5  Sg6 
32 £f5! #e5 Also hopeless are 32 . . . 
g x !6  33 & xd4 g x f l+  34 S x fl cd 35 
g x f7 ± ±  and 32 . . . # g 8  33 £>e7 Sxg2 
34 &xg8 S axg8  35 # x f7 ± ±  33 Hf3 
E x f6  of course if 33 . . .  Sag8 34 
# x h 7 4  34 Eh3 h6 35 # g 5  H e8?? a 
time trouble blunder 36 # g 7
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m ate(33) This really doesn’t happen 
to Petrosian very often!
Geller 64, Korchnoi Informator 17

30) Anatoly Karpov-Boris Spassky 
game 1, Sicilian
1 e4 c5 2 4f3 d6 3 d4 cd 4 fcxd4 4f6 
5 *c3 e6 6 JLe2 Ae7 7 00 00 8 f4 %>c6 
9 JLe3 e5 10 4b3 a5 11 a4 4b4 12 Af3
Ae6 threatening 13 . . .  ef 14 A xf4 
&xc2! and 15 . . . #b64- winning a 
pawn 13 «rhl #c7 14 Sf2 Efd8 15 
Ed2 Ac4! 16 fcb5 Axb5 17 ab a4 18
%cl d5! 19 fe  clearly not 19 c3 de 19 
. . .  %xe4 20 c3 if 20 ge2 a 3 ! 20 . . .  
fcxd2 21 Axd2 After 21 # x d 2  d4 22 
A xd4 both 22 . . . # x e 5  23 £>e2 and 
22 . . . £id5 23 £id3 give W hite a pawn 
and the initiative in compensation for 
the exchange, but 22 . . . £>c2! 23 
&xc2 S x d 4  24 Ae4 Sdd8 25 Axh74-
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# h 8  is good for Black. 21 . . .  # x e 5 !  
22 c b  The black knight isn’t going 
anywhere and 22 g 3 ! deserved serious 
consideration, though Black isn’t 
doing too badly after 22 . . .  d4 23 cb 
# x b 5 . 22 . . .  # x b 2  23 &d3 # d 4  24 
Ba3 # b 6 ! 25 # e 2  Not 25 Ac3 on ac
count o f 25 . . .  d4 and after 25 S x a4  
Black has 25 . . . # x b 5  (25 . . . # d 4  is 
less clear in view o f 26 Ae2) 26 8 x a 8  
2 x a 8  27 Ae2 Af6 with an extremely 
difficult defensive task for W hite. 25 
. . .  He8 26 J .x d 5  JLxb4 27 JLxf7+ 
# x f 7 (34) 28 W hite’s position

was very difficult, now it is lost. 28 
# h 5 +  was necessary: 28 . . . # g 6  (28 
. . . <l?g8 29 A xb4  and the b5 pawn is 
defended) 29 # f3 +  #16 30 A xb4  (30 
# x f6 +  g f 31 i lx b 4  Sad8 is weaker) 30 
. . . # x f3  31 g f and W hite’s position is 
defensible since 31 . . .  §e3 can be 
easily met by 32 A c5 ! 28 . . .  # g 8  29 
A x b 4  # x b 5  30 h3  S ad 8  31 A d2 # d 5  
32 # f2  b5 33 A.a5 Bd7 34 fcf4 Ef7! 35 
Ef3 # c 4  36 J .d2  b4 37 # b 6  b3  38 
# h 2  # c 2  38 . . . SelBlTT 39 JLc3! 
# e 4  not 39 . . . S x f4  40 # c7  40 # d 6  
h6 40 . . .  a3 would be met by 41 
# x a 3  8 x f4  42 # a 7 !  but 40 . . . # e7  
would have reduced Black’s technical 
difficulties in the ending. 41 JLb2(35) 
T he adjourned position. W hite has a 
num ber o f tactical resources, e.g. 41 
. . . SefB? 42 2g3 !; 41 . . . Sc8 42 
.3,xg7. 41 . . .  # c 2  42 # d 5  42 # d 4  Se4

43 # d 5  # c 4  42 . . .  #£5 o f course not 
42 . . . # x b 2 ? ?  43 feg6 43 # c 6  # d 7  44 
# g 6  See7! 45 # a 6  # b 7 !  46 # x a 4  
Se4 47 # x b 3  E b4 47 . . . # x b 3 ?  48 
S x b 3  8exf4  is almost certainly 
draw n. 48 # e 6  S x b 2  49 Sg3 Bb6 50 
# e 8 +  # h 7  51 # e 3  Bd6 52 # c 5  # c 7  
53 # b 4  # d 7  54 %h5 W hite’s knight is 
forced out o f play by the threat o f 54 
. . . Sd4. 54 . . .  Eg6 55 B xg6 # x g 6  
56 %g3 # d 3  57 h4  * h 7  58 h5 Bd7 59 
# c 5  E d4 60 # e 7  Sg4 61 # e 5  E h4+  
62 # g l  # d l +  63 #£2 # d 4 +  0-1 
T al 64

31) Orest A v erk in -G u ille rm o  E s 
tev ez
V arna, English
1 * f3  * f6  2 c4 d5  3 cd  & xd5 4 %c3 
% xc3 5 be  g6 6 e4 A g7 7 J .a3  &d7 8 
A e2 00 9 00 c5 10 d4  b6  11 E e l e5 12
B e l e d ?  better 12 . . . a6 with 13 . . . 
#c7  to follow 13 c d  JLb7 14 J.c4  Be8 
15 d c  %e5 if  15 . . .  be 16 # b 3  or 15
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. . . £ x c 5  16 J3.xc5 be (16 . . . # x d l
17 S a x d l be 18 Sd7) 17 A xf7+  <S?xf7
18 # b 3 +  16 %xe5 A xe5 17 # f3  # c7
18 c6! Ac8 18 . . . A xc6? 19 A d5±±
19 g3 Hb8 or 19 . . . Ae6 20 S ed l 
Sad8 21 Ad5 protecting the extra 
c-pawn 20 S ed l b5(.?S) 21 Sd7! 
A xd7 22 # x f7 +  # h 8  23 cd Sed8 24 
Ae6 # a 5  25 Ae7 1-0 There is no 
defence against 26 A16+.
Rellstab Schach Echo

32) Fridrik O la fsso n -M ig u e l 
Q uinteros
Las Palmas, Sicilian

1 e4 c5
2 * f3 e6
3 d4 cd
4 4sxd4 a6
5 %c3 # c7
6 Ae2 MB
7 00 b5?

N orm al is 7 . . . £ c6  8 Ae3 A b4 9 
£ a 4  00 10 £ x c 6  be 11 £ b 6  Sb8 12 
£ x c 8  5 fxc8  13 A x a6 ±  as in Smej- 
kal—K arpov, Leningrad 1973.

8 Af3 %c6
O r 8 . . . Ab7 9 e5

9 e5 M
I f  9 . . ,  £ g 8  then 10 Af4 (10 £ x c 6  

B lackburne-M ar6czy, N urnberg 
1896!) 10 . . . Ab7 11 £45! ef 12 e6 
# c 8  13 ef+ with a winning attack.

10 e f  be
11 $ x c6  dc
12 Af4! # d 7

I f  12 . . .  # b 7  13 be followed by 
S b l.

13 #e2
Also good is 13 Ae5 g6 14 A xc3.

13 . . .  #b 7
Alternatives are no better: 1 3 . .  .gf

14 S a d i # b 7  15 # c4  A d 7 16 S xd7  
<3?xd7 17 S d l +  or 13 . . .  cb 14 S a d i.

14 be Ad 7
15 S ab i #a 7

I f  15 . . . # c 8  then 16 S fd l g f 17 
# c 4 ± ±

16 S fd l g f
17 # c4  Ac5(37)

I f  17 . . .  # c5  18 # x c 5  A xc5 19 
Sb7 etc. or 17 . . . Sc8 18 Ae3! ®c7 19 
# x a 6  (threatening Sb7) 19 . . . Hb8 
20 S x b 8 +  & xb8 21 A xc6.

18 Sxd7! # x d 7
19 Axc6+! # x c6

I f  19 . . . ®d8 then 20 A xa8  wins 
easily.

20 #a4+  1-0
T he end would be 20 . . , ®d5 21 

S d l +  Ad4 22 S x d 4 +  <3?c5 23 Ad6+ 
®b6 24 Sb4 mate,
Olafsson Ajedrez Canario

33) Fridrik O lafsson -A lexander 
Belyavsky  
Las Palmas, Catalan 
1 d4 4*f6 2 Af3 e6 3 g3 c5 4 Ag2 b6 5 
%e5 d5 6 c4 Ab7 7 4lc3 cd 8 # x d 4  
Ae5 9 # d l  Hbd7 10 &d3 00 11 00 
Sc8 12 4if4 Ab4 13 cd e5 not 13 . . . 
A xc3? 14 de±  14 %h3 Sc4 Again 14 
. . . A xc3 is not good: 15 be Sxc3  16 
e4± 15 Ad2? 15 e4 is better, e.g. 15 
. . . A xc3 16 be £ x e 4  17 A xe4 Sxe4  
18 £g5  Sc4 19 # d 3 ± , though Black 
should try 16 . . . Sxe4  in this. 15 . . . 
# a 8  15 . . . h6 would have prevented 
W hite from regrouping his knight. 16 
&g5 Se8 17 S c l h6 18 Hf3 e4 19 4lh4 
Se5(3<?) 20 f4 Se8 21 e3 AfB 22 g4? 
better 22 £15 22 . . .  Hxd5 23 Hf5 
4b4 24 «b5 S x c l 25 A x e l Sd8 26
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%>c3? %c5T 27 fcd4 * e 6  28 # h l  JLc5 
29 # e 2  A xd4  30 ed  JLa6 31 # f2  
JL xflTT  32 # x f l  S x d 4  33 A e3 Sd8  
34 4&xe4 # c 8  35 f5 # c2 ! 36 %c3 or 36
fe Sdl 37 e7 S x fl+  38 A gl § x g l+  39 
<S?xgl # b l +  40 <l?f2 # x b 2 + T T  36 . . .  
&c5 37 a3  # x b 2  38 4 b 5  * c2  39 J .c l  
# b 3  40 % xa7 He3 41 jS.xe3 S d l  0-1
Belyavsky Informator 17

34) Bent L a rsen -L u b o m ir K a v a le k  
Las Palmas, Sicilian 
1 e4  c5 2 f4 e6 3 #>f3 fcc6 4 A b5 
* g e7  5 00 a 6 6  A e2 g6 7 d3  J.g7  8 c3
00 8 . . .  d5 may well be better. 9 JLe3 
d6 10 d4 cd  10 . . .  b6 was also 
possible. 11 4&xd4 I f  11 cd then 1 1 . . .  
15 would be very awkward to 
meet— W hite would be in danger of 
losing all the central white squares. 11 
. . .  4xd 4  12 Jt.xd4 e5 13 £e(39) 13

. . .  d e ?  Careless. 13 . . .  A xe5 was 
possible, e.g. 14 Jlxe5  de 15 # x d 8

S x d 8  16 A c4±, but best was 13 . . . 
£}c6! 14 Ae3 (14 ed £ixd4 15 cd # x d 6  
16 e5 # b 6  is good for Black) 14 . . . 
£ixe5=. 14 J.c5 # c7  or 14 . . . © x d l
15 A x d l Se8 16 Ab3 15 # d 6 !  # x d 6
16 iLxd6 Se8 17 Ac4 A e 6  18 l  xe6 fe
W hite is effectively a pawn up and 
should win the ending. 19 4a3  %c8 if 
19 . . . Sad8 20 Sad 1 &d5?! 21 Ac5 
b6 22 ed be 23 d6! 20 1x 5  b6 21 Ae3 
Sa7 22 S ad i Sc7 23 Sd3 MM  24 4 b l ! 
Black’s only possible counterplay lies 
in attacking the e-pawn, so the 
knight heads for d2 to protect it. 24 
. . .  Se6 25 Sd7 An exchange o f rooks 
will help only W hite. 25 . . .  %d6 26 
£d2 Se7 27 Sd8 Se8 28 Sxe8 %xe8 
29 # f2  fcd6 30 # e2  b5 31 # d 3  The 
im m ediate 31 a4 would give Black a 
spark o f counterplay! 31 . . .  ba 32 
S a l &b5 33 S x a4  Sxc3 . 31 . . .  4ib7 
32 fcf3 Ag7 33 a4 fcd6 33 . . .  ba 34 
S a l is clearly no better. 34 ab ab 35 
S a l Sc8 36 Sa6 %c4 37 JLcl h6 38 
# c 2  Im proving upon 38 S xe6  <3?f7 39 
Sab Sd8+  40 ®c2 £)d6 which should 
also win. 38 . . .  Sd8 39 Sxe6 # f7  40 
Bc6 4d 6 41 Sc7+ #g 8  or 41 . . . 4>f8 
42 <Lh4 or 41 . . . 42 £>xe5 42 Sc5
4>xe4 43 Sxb5 Se8 44 Sb6±± %f6? 
45 Axh6 e4 46 Axg7 1—0 T he win is 
simple after both 46 . . .  ef 47 SxflS 
and 46 . . . ^ x g 7  47 fed4 e3 48 §e6. 
Larsen Ajedrez Canaria

35) H ans Ree—H ans Hecht 
West G erm any-N etherlands, R eti 
1 fcf3 e6 2 g3 b5 3 Ag2 JLb7 4 00 4 f6  
5 d3 d6 6 e4 Ae7 7 a4 b4 8 4sbd2 8 a5 
8 . .  . 00 8 . . . a5 9 a5! a6 10 fcc4 
4sbd7 11 Ad2 c5 12 S el 12 e5 is no 
good: 12 . . .  de 13 £>fxe5 A xg2 14 
® xg2 fexe5 15 £}xe5 # d 5 +  12 . . .  d5 
W hite was ready to play e5, per
manently securing the c4 square. 13 
ed ed 14 %ce5 %xe5 15 Hxe5 # c7  16 
c3 if 16 d4 c4 17 Sa4 c3 16 . . .  Ad6 
better 16 . . .  be 17 be Sab8 17 %g4
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* x g 4  18 # x g 4  be 19 be 2ab8 20 
# f5 !  d4 I f  20 . . .  g6 21 # f6  Sfe8 and 
W hite can choose between a good 
ending with 22 A h6 Ae5 23 Sxe5  
# x e 5  24 # x e 5  S xe5  25 Af4 Bbe8 26 
A xe5 § x e5  2 / S b l and a promising 
middle gam e w ith 22 S x e8 +  2 x e8  23 
S b l . Black’s best here is 20 . . . # c8  21 
# x c 8  S fxc8, though W hite still has 
the better ending after 22 S a b i. 21 cd 
J-xg2 22 # x g 2  cd 23 E acl #b 7+  24 
# e4  threatening 25 # x b 7  and 26 Sc6 
24 . . .  Ab4 25 # x b 7  Bxb7 26 Axb4  
S xb4 27 Bc6 Sb3 28 2xa6  
Bxd3 (40) 29 Xal W hite wins

by one tem po. 29 . . .  Ed8 if 29 
. . . Sc3 30 Sb6 d3 31 a6 d2 32 a7 S c l 
33 a 8 #  d 1 #  34 S b 8 ± ±  30 Bb6 Bc3 31 
a6 2cc8 32 a7 EaS or 32 . . . d 3 !? 33 
Sab  1 (33 S d l followed by lS’g 2 - f l-e l  
also wins, but not 33 2 d 6  S x d 6  34 
a 8 #  Scd8 35 # f3  d2 36 S d l g6=) 33 
. . . d2 34 S d l and <3?g2-fl-e2±± 33 
Hb7 g5 34 # f l  34 S a b i d3 35 Sb8 d2 
36 S x a8  S x a8  37 S b8+  <3?g7 38 S x a8  
d 1 # =  34 . . .  Be8 35 Bd7 #g 7  36 EaS 
# f6  or 36 . . . ®g6, which might sur
vive a little longer, 37 Sb5 and 
S b b 7 ± ±  37 Bd6+ Ee6 38 Exd4 Be7 
otherwise 39 Sd7 and Sa5—b5—b7 39 
2d6+ #g ?  40 2xg5+  # h 8  41 Eh6 
Saxa7 42 2gh5 1-0 
Ree Schakend Nederland

36) N ona G a p r in d a s h v il i -R u d o lf  
S e rv a ty  D ortm und, Sicilian 
1 e4 c5 2 4if3 %c6 3 d4  c d  4 4ixd4 g6 
5 c4 A g7  6 JLe3 M 6  7 %c3 4fcg4 8 
«rxg4 H xd4 9 # d l  e5 10 fcb5! 00 
W hite stands better after both 10 , . . 
£ixb5 11 cb d6 12 Ac4 and 10 . . . 
# a 5 +  11 Ad2 # b 6  12 c5! 11 Ae2 
Usual has been 11 # d 2  # h 4  12 -S.d3 
d5 13 cd £lxb5 14 jlx b 5  # x e 4  15 00 
Sd8 16 S fd l ile6 , when 17 f3, an idea 
that has so far been overlooked, is ex
tremely promising for W hite, e.g. 17 
. . . # f5  18 Jld3 S xd5  19 A xf5 S xd2  
20 S x d 2  A x f5 21 2 c l± 4 : Penrose- 
Lees, British Ch 1965. 11 . . .  # h 4 ?  
Better is 11 . . .  £ixb5 12 cb d6. 12 
4lxd4 ed  13 A x d 4  # x e 4  14 JLxg7! 
# x g 2 (41) 15 # d 4 ! # x h l+  16 # d 2

# x a l  17 # f6 !  1-0 There is no defence 
against mate at g7.
Borik Schach Echo

37) R obert D eb a rn o t-F rid r ik  
O la fs so n
Arrecife de Lanzarote, N im zo-Indian
I d4 #>f6 2 c4 e6 3 fcc3 J.b4 4 e3 c5 5 
Ad3 00 6 &f3 d5 7 00 b6 8 a3 8 cd ed
9 £)e5 usually obtains good results for 
W hite. 8 . . .  J.xc3 9 be JLa6 10 cd ed
I I  Axa6 £ x a 6  12 #d 3?  12 c4 should 
be played, then if 12 . . . dc 13 # a4 . 12 
. . .  c4 13 # c2  %c7 14 &e5 in order to 
play 13 and e4 14 . . .  %d7 15 4lxd7 15 
4l>c6 #16 15 . . .  # x d 7  16 e4 Ap-
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parently solving the problem of 
finding squares for his bishop. 16 . . . 
de 17 #xe4 fcd5(42) 18 M3 Bfe8 19

Ad2 Se7 20 Sfel Bae8 21 Bxe7 
Hxe7 22 h3 h6 23 Bel Bxel+ 24 
A xel #e6 25 Ad2 b5! fixing W hite’s 
a-paw n 26 # f l  a5 27 #e2 *15 27
. . . # x e 2 +  probably wins also. 28 f3 
not 28 # e8 +  <3?h7 29 * x b 5  &e3+ 28 
. . .  #d7 29 £f2 #e6! 30 #e4 #f8 31 
#xe6 fe 32 g4 g5 33 h4 O ther moves 
are no better, e.g. 33 ^ g 3  &g7 34 f4 
gf+ 35 A xf4 &xc3 or 33 &e2 ®f7 34 
'S’d l s£>f6 35 «?c2 e 5 ! 36 de+ <3?xe5 
followed by . . . feflTT. 33 . . .  gh 34 
Axh6+ #f7 35 Ad2 b4 36 cb ab 37 
ab c3 38 Acl fcxb4 39 #g2 4»d3 40 
Ae3 fcel+ 41 #f2 4c2 42 Ag5 h3 43 
#g3 4ixd4 44 *xh3 %xf3 . . .  0-1 (a 
few moves later)
Visier Ajedrez Canario

38) Silvino G a rc ia -L u b o m ir 
K a v a le k
Arrecife de Lanzarote, Sicilian 
1 e4 c5 2 Af3 d6 3 d4 cd 4 %>xd4 Af6 
5 fcc3 a6 6 f4 #c7 7 Ad3 e5 8 4f3 b5 
9 00 Ab7 10 # e l  %>bd7 11 M il g6 12
Ad2 Janosevic’s idea, now as popular 
as the once more common 12 fe de 13 
&h4 when 13 . . . Ag7 14 Ah6 00 15 
£}g5 gives W hite attacking chances,' 
but 13 . . . Ae7 14 Ag5 h6 threatening 
15 . . . 000! gives Black good chances. 
12 . . .  Ag7 13 fe de 14 b4 00 15 a4

eyeing Black’s weak a-paw n 15 . . .  ba 
16 £xa4 Efc8 17 Ba5 T he direct 17 
# e2  allows 17 . . . Af8 18 S b l &b6 19 
Sa5 &c4! 17 . . .  Af8 18 fca4 #c6 19 
Ac3 or 19 £)xe5 £}xe5 20 S xe5  # d 6  
21 Sa5 &xe4 22 A xe4  A xe4  23 # x e 4  
# x d 2 =  19 . . .  4xe4 20 Axe5 Aef6 
21 Ab2 Be8 22 #h 4 (43) W hite has

good attacking chances. 22 . .  . He4! if 
22 . . . £>e4 23 &g5! &xg5 24 Sxg5! 
# x a 4  (24 . . . Ag7 with defensive 
possibilities) 25 A xg6! fg 26 § x g 6 +  
and mates 23 A xe4  ^ x e 4  24 c3 In 
stead o f limiting the range o f his 
bishop, W hite should try 24 £>c5. 24 
. . .  fcd2 25 Hf2 fcxf3 26 S x f3  Ke8 27 
# g 3  A d6 28 # f2  # c 4 !  29 fcc5 29 
Se3? Sxe3 30 # x e 3  # f l +  31 # g l  
A xg2 mate 29 . . .  A x f3  30 % xd7 Be2 
31 £ f6 +  # h 8  0-1 W hite must lose his 
queen or be mated.
R. Byrne New York Times, International 
Herald Tribune

39) Anatoly K arp o v -W o lfg an g
Unzicker
Nice O lym piad, Spanish (R uy Lopez)

1 e4 e5
2 %f3 Ac6
3 Ab5 a6
4 Aa4 4f6
5 00 Ae7
6 Bel b5
7 Ab3 d6
8 c3 00
9 h3 *a5



Selected Games 43

10 Ac2 c5
11 d4 #c7
12 4bd2 Ac6
13 d5!

13 de de 14 £}fl±
13 . . . 4d8
14 a4 Sb8
15 ab ab
16 b4 4ib71?

16 . . .  c4 17 £>fl &e8 18 &3h2 f6 19
f4± K arpov-Spassky, USSR Ch 1973.

17 * f l JLd7
18 Ae3

18 A d2?! Sa8 with the idea 19 . . .
S x a l 20 # x a l  cb.

18 . . . Ba8
19 #d2 Efc8
20 Ad3± g6

20 . . . c 4 ? ! 21 Ac2±
21 fcg3 Af8
22 Ea2

22 # b 2 , with the idea of 23 Ba3 
followed by 24 S e a l, is interesting: 22 
. . . Ag7 23 Sa3 £e8  (23 . . . cb 24 cb 
£>xc!5? 25 ed e4 26 A d4! A xd4  27 
6 x d 4 ± ± )  24 S ea l S x a3  25 # x a 3  (25 
S x a3  cb 26 cb 15) 25 . . .  cb 26 cb 15? 
27 S c l± ±  or 22 . . . # d 8 ?  23 S x a8  
§ x a 8  24 be £ x c 5  25 A xc5 dc 26 
£)xe5±±

22 . . .  c4
22 . . . cb!? 23 cb S x a2  24 # x a 2  

#c3  25 # b l  # a 3 ±
23 A b l

23 A fl ?! £ie8 with . . . f5 to follow.
23 . . .  #d 8 (44)

24 JLa7!± fce8
If  24 . . . #c7  (preparing for 25 . . . 

ftd8 and 26 . . . # b7 ) 25 Sa6 &d8 (25 
. . . £>a5 26 A b6±±) 26 # a 2 ±

25 Ac2 %c7
O r 25 . . . &g7 26 S eal 15 27 e fg f  28 

£)g5± but not 28 # h 6 ? !  # e8  29 £sh4 
# f7 ?

26 S e a l  # e 7
27 JLbl JLe8
28 %e2 Vd8
29 %h2

2 9 A e 3 S x a 2  3 0 S x a 2 S a 8  31 S xa8  
£>xa8 32 # a 2  # b 7  33 # a 5  Ae7±

29 . . .  Ag7
30 f4 f6

If  30 . . .  ef then 31 ftx f4  with the 
idea 32 £lf3 followed by £ld4±

31 f5 g5?!
32 A c2±±  JLf7
33 4 g 3  4 b 7

O r 33 . . .  h5 34 £>hl h4 35 fcfl 
planning 36 g3 hg 37 £>xg3 followed 
by £)g4, # h 2  and h4.

34 A d i h6
34 . . . # e8  35 iLf3 followed by # d  1 

and Ah5.
35 JLh5 # e 8
36 # d l  4 d 8
37 Ba3 # f8
38 E la 2  # g 8
39 Ag4 # f8

39 . . . A xh5  40 & xh5 # x h 5 ? ?  41 
£>xf6+ AxfB 42 # x h 5 ± ±

40 4 e3  # g 8
41 A xf7+  i x H
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42 #h5 4d8
43 &g6 #f8
44 4h5(45) 1-0

Anatoly K arpov (specially annotated)

40) W alter B ro w n e—Lennart L il-
jedahl
Nice Olym piad, Alekhine 
1 e4 4f6 2 e5 4d5 3 d4 d6 4 4 0  Ag4 
5 JLe2 e6 6 h3 Ah5 7 00 J.e7 8 c4 4b6
9 4c3 For 9 ed cd 10 £ibd2 see Torre- 
Schmid, Game 45. 9 . . .  00 10 JLe3 
4c6 10 . . . d5 11 c5 A xf3 12 A xf3 
£>c4 has been much played (with or 
w ithout h3 and . . . JLh5) since the 
19th Spassky-Fischer 1972 match 
game. 10 . . .  de is the theoreticians’ 
recom mendation for equality. 11 ed 
cd 12 d5 JLxf3 13 JLxf3 4e5 14 de fe 
15 Ag4! Ef6 or 15 . . .  feexc4 16 
A xe6+  ‘S’hS 17 .3 .d4£xb2  1 8 # h 5 ±  16 
b3 4xg4 17 #xg4 4d7 18 Sadi 
# a 5 ?\{46) or 18 . . . gg6 19 # e 4 ±  19

4d5! W inning at least a pawn. 19 . . .  
ed 19 . . . Hf7 20 # x e 6  is clearly even 
worse. 20 #xd7 Hf7 21 #xb7 Eaf8 22 
#xd5! heading for a won ending 22 
. . .  #xa2 23 Sal #xb3 24 Sfbl &c2 
25 Sb7 threat 26 Sxe7  25 . . .  #h8 26 
Saxa7 Sf5 The only way to save the 
piece, but allowing W hite to force li
quidation into a won endgame. 27 
#d2! #xd2 28 JLxd2 JLf6 and not 28 
. . . Sxf2? 29 §xe7  S x d 2  30 Sxg7 
§8f2 31 § x h 7 +  ®g8 32 Sag7+ &fB 33

g g 4 ± ± ; 28 . . . J lh4  29 Ae3 would be 
more o f the same. 29 JLe3 h6 30 f4 h5 
31 Sb5! forcing off a pair o f rooks and 
creating a passed pawn 31 . . . Bxb5 
T here is no choice: 31 . . . g6 32 gd7 
gd8  33 g x f5  gf 34 gf7 wins at least 
one pawn. 32 cb±± Bb8 33 b6 Ad8 
34 b7 #h7 35 Sa8 Ac7 36 Bxb8 
Axb8 37 £5! A ccurate to the last, 
W hite prevents any white square 
blockade. 37 . . .  g6 38 f6 #g8 39 #f2  
#f7 40 JLd4 #e6 41 * f3  g5 42 h4 gh 
43 £frf4 1-0 T here is no answer to 44 
4>g5.
R. Byrne New York Times, International 
Herald Tribune.

41) Boris S p assk y -A x e l O rn s te in  
Nice O lym piad, K ing’s G am bit
I e4 e5 2 f4 ef 3 4f3 d6 4 Ac4 h6 5 d4 
g5 6 00 Ag7 7 c3 4c6 8 g3 g4 8 . . . 
A h3!? 9 4h4 f3 10 4d2 Af6 
Korchnoi prefers 10 . . . £}f6! 11 £sf5! 
A xf5 12 ef 00 13 Ad3 d5 14 h3 h5=.
II 4dxf3 11 £>hxf3 and 11 # b 3  are 
also possible. 11 . . .  g f 12 #xf3  JLh3 
13 #h5 or 13 gf2 # d 7  14 e5 A xh4!T  
13 . . .  #d7 Black’s idea is . . . J lx h 4  
and . . . #g4 . 14 Sf4 000 Also . . . Ag5 
followed by . . .  Ag4 winning the 
queen looms as another threat. 15 4f3  
4e5! 16 de de 17 Bf5 JLxf5 18 # x f5  
# xf5  19 e f(47) 19 . . .  Sdl+? 19 . . .

gh7 is possible, but best o f all is 19 . .  . 
e4! 20 &d2 Ag5 21 &b3 gd7T . 20 # f2  
4e7 I f  20 . . .  Ag5 21 A xg5! leads to
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unclear complications. 21 JLg5? Now 
the complications have a clear out
come. Spassky could have equalized 
with 21 A xf7 e4 (21 . . .  Shd8?! 22 
Ab3 e4 23 &el!±) 22 £>d4 (not 22 
&d2? e3+ 23 & xe3 Ag5+ 24 <3?e2 
S h lT ) 22 . . . §d8  23 £>b3! (23 Ab3 
S 8xd4! is not at all clear, but can 
hardly be bad for Black) 23 . . . 'S’bS 
(23 . . . S h i doesn’t work here: 24 
A e6+! &b8 25 Ag5! S x h 2 +  26 &gl 
A xg5 27 <S’xh2± ) 24 g4 (now 24 Ae6 
can be met with 24 . . . £ic6 25 A xh6 
S x a l  26 & xal Sh8 27 Af4 S x h 2 +  28 
&e3 S xb2 ) 24 . . .  S h i 25 Ag5 S x h 2 +  
26 &gl A xg5 27 ® xh2 £>c6= 21 . . .  
Ed6 22 A xfb  B xfb 23 g4 h5 24 H3 hg  
25 hg  fcxf5!? 26 g f  B xf5 Black has 
very good winning chances. 27 E e l 
Bh3 28 A d5 c6 29 JLe4 Ef4 30 # g 2  
S h5  31 J.c2  Bg4+ 32 # f2  f6 33 A d3 
# c 7  34 b4 Eh6 35 Ee3 E h l 36 Af5 
Hf4 37 # g 2  E e l 38 Ae6 # d 6  39 JLb3 
Eg4+ 40 # f2  e4 41 4 d 4  not 41 £)h2? 
S f4+ 42 43 &g4+ S x g 4 + ! 44
<S?xg4 f5+ 45 «-h3 (45 ®h4 <3?f4 46 
Sh3 eSTT) 45 . . .  f4 46 Se2 f3=F=F 41 
. . .  E h l 42 A e6 B h2+ 43 # f l  Bf4+ 
44 # g l  S d2  45 JLc8 b6  also 45 . . . 
S d 3 !? 46 a 4 (48) or 46 £se2 Sh4 47

£ig3 <3?e5 48 Af5 « f4  49 fefl S x a2  50 
S x e4 +  ^gS  51 S x h 4  'S’xh4T  46 . . .  
c5? A clear win goes begging: 46 . . . 
S d 3 ! 47 S x d 3  ed and 48 £sb3 c5 or 48 
Af5 d2 49 Ac2 ‘S’dSTT. Black is still

better after the text move, but there is 
never again a clear win and Spassky 
eventually (the game ran to three 
sessions) achieves the draw. 47 bc+ be 
48 %e2 Hh4 49 *g3 #e5 50 Af5 «f4  
51 4»n Edh2 52 JLxe4 E2h3 53 Ee2 
Exc3 54 #f2 Bh5 55 J.c6 Be5 56 Eb2 
Ee6 57 J.g2 Ba3 58 Bc2 Bxa4 59 
Bxc5 Ba2+ 60 # g l  f5 61 Bc7 ftg5 62 
%h2 Eel+ 63 Afl Be3 64 Ag2 Bel+  
65 Ee4 66 Bc3 a5 67 %f3+ #g4 if 
67 . . . <3?f4 68 &h4 68 Ac4 Bb2 69 Ba3 
#f4? 69 . . . a4 was the only move to 
retain winning chances e.g. 70 Sa4?

or 70 Ad5 See2=F4:. 70 J.d5  
E e3? 70 . . . See2 is better. 71 B xa5  
# g 3  72 E a l Bd3 73 J.c6  Ed6 74 %e5 
i - i  Black cannot make any progress, 
e.g. 74 . . Se2 75 Sa3+& f4 76 £>d3+. 
Ornstein Informator 17

42) U lf A n d e rsso n -Iv a n  R ad u lo v
Nice O lym piad, Reti
I %f3 d5 2 c4 dc  3 4»a3 Another treat
ment of the opening is 3 e3 fefb 4 
A xc4 e6 5 d4 c5 6 00 a6 7 a4 £}c6 8 
# e 2 Ae7 9 &c3 00 10 Sd 1 cd 11 ed± 3 
. . .  4 f6  4 4 x c 4  e6 5 g3 b6 6 JLg2 A b7 
7 00 Ae7 8 d3  00 9 a3  c5 10 JLd2 4 c6
I I  E b l Black is quite comfortable 
after 11 £ife5.#c8. 1 1 . . .  b5?! safer 11 
. . . £>d5 12 4 e3  12 £>ce5 allows Black 
equality after 12 . . . £lxe5 13 £)xe5 
A x g2 14 &xg2 # d 5 +  15 fcf3. 12 . . .  
# b 6  Black could also try 12 . . . fed 7 
13 b4 cb 14 ab feb6. 13 b4 fcd7 14 
J.c3  E ab8  14 . . . cb 15 ab Alb 16 
A xfb fexfb would leave White with 
little or no edge. 15 # d 2  4 d 4  Again 
the ‘negative’ 15 . . . cb 16 ab Afb was 
probably safer. 16 be! % xf3+ 17 
JLxf3 4 x c 5  18 Jte5! Bbc8 19 JLxb7 
# x b 7  20 # a 5 !  a6  21 a4  4 d 7  22 A d4 
b4 23 %c4\±{49) 23 . . .  fcb8? better 
23 . . . Sfd8 24 # e 5  Af6 25 # e 3  JLxd4 
26 # x d 4  * c 6  27 # b 6  # d 7  if 27 . . . 
Sb8 28 a5 28 Bb2! Andersson is not 
the type to go recklessly chasing
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pawns: 28 # x a 6  £id4 29 Sb2 £}xe2+ 
30 Bxe2 # x d 3 T T . 28 . . .  fcd4 29 B el 
29 S c l is also playable and may be 
rather better. 29 . . .  S b8  30 # x a 6  
Xa8 31 # d 6  * x d 6  32 4 x d 6  X xa433  
# g 2  Bd8 34 E el E aa8  35 %c4 X ab8 
36 e3±  h f5  36 . . . &c6 also comes in 
for consideration. 37 4le5 4te7 38 Ec7 
Se8 39 Ec4 16 40 * d 7  X bd8 41 * c 5  
4 c 6  42 d4(50) Andersson’s fine

positional play has brought him to the 
verge o f victory. All tha t remains is 
the conversion o f his advantage. 42 
. . .  e5 43 # b 3  W hite must still play 
accurately, e.g. 43 fed3 fea5 44 § cx b 4  
ed 45 S x d 4  § x d 4  46 ed Sd8= . 43 . . .  
Ec8 44 d5 T he most accurate was 44 
Sbc2 £)a7 45 de S xc4  46 2 x c4 ± ± . 44 
. . .  7 45 E xc8  X xc8 46 e4 Sc4 47
* d 2  S d4  48 fcb3 Ec4 and not 48 . . 
Sxe4? 49 d 6 !± ±  49 f3 # f7  50 4fca5 
S d4  51 # f2  # e 8  52 fcb7 f5 ? l better 
the im m ediate 52 . . . £>c8 53 # e 3  4 c 8

54 Ec2! 4»b6 55 Ec6! %a4 o f course 55 
. . .  £>c4+ 56 S x c4  56 % d6+ # d 7  57 
%ic4!±± but not 57 £ixf5?? b3-FT 57 
. . .  b3  58 % xe5+ # d 8  59 Eel! 1-0
R adulov The Chess Player 7

43) K arl R o b a tsc h -D u n c a n  S u tt le s  
Nice O lym piad, M odern 
1 c4 d6  2 d4  g6 3 %c3 JLg7 4 fcf3 
A g4!? 5 e3! 4fcc6 6 JLe2 e5 7 d5  %ce7 
8 e4 JLxf3 8 . . . h6 9 00 15 10 e f g f  is 
ra ther better for W hite. 9 A x f3  
h5! better than the im m ediate 9 . . . 
A h6 o f Filip—Suttles, Siegen O lym 
piad 1970 10 00 %f6 11 JLg5! %h7 if 
1 1 . . .  £ d 7  12 # d 2 ±  12 A d2 %g8 13 
# b 3 !?  13 -&.e2 is the alternative. 13 
. . .  b6 14 # b 5 +  # f8  15 b4 A h6 16 
J lx h 6  i x  h6(57). A more-ordess stan
dard  position for Suttles or his fellow

countrym an Day. 17 c5 4 g 4  18 c d  cd  
19 S a c l  # g 7  20 # e 2  %g5! 21 g3 21
A xg4 hg 22 # x g 4  Sh4  23 # g 3  # f6  is 
good for Black. 21 . . .  %h3+
‘ !??’— Suttles. T he straightforw ard 21 
. . . & xf3+ 22 # x f3  # d 7  23 # e 2  Sac8 
is slightly favourable for W hite. 22 
# g 2  # g 5 !?  23 # x h 3 !  not 23 Sc2? 
fcgxf2 24 # d 2  &g4 and if 25 <S>xh3 
fee3 threatening 26 . . . # g 4 +  and 27 
. . . hg mate 23 . . .  h4  24 # g 2  h g  25 
S h i?  W hite should have played 25 hg 
e.g. 25 . . . S h2+  26 & gl S xf2 ! (26 
. . . Bah8 27 A xg4 f5 28 ef g f 29 
# c4 ± ± ) 27 Sxf2  # x c l  +  28 S fl # x c 3  
29 & x g4 # x g 3 +  30 # g 2  # h 4  31 #13
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# e 7 ± , though Black is not entirely 
w ithout compensation. 25 . .  . Hxh2+
26 Hxh2 gh! 27 A xg4  27 S e l fails to
27 . . . h l# + !  e.g. 28 g x h l  &e3++ 27
. . .  # x c l  28 4 d l Eh8 29 « h l Eh4 30 
Af3 #g5 31 « e l  Eh3 32 JLg2 Ba3 33 
#e2 # c l  34 #xh2 # b l  35 4e3 Sxa2 
36 # f3  # c lT  37 A fl? 37 b5! was the 
best chance. 37 . . .  a5TT 38 ba ba 39 
#g2 a4 40 #g3 #g8 41 # f3  a3 42
Ab5 Sal 0-1
Suttles The Chess Player 7, Informator 17

44) W lodzimierz Schmidt—Sergio 
Mariotti
Nice O lym piad, D utch
I 4f3 e6 2 c4 f5 3 g3 4f6 4 Ag2 Ae7 5
00 00 6 d4 W hite can also play 6 d 3 ! ? 
c5 7 £ic3 £>c6 8 d4 with a slight advan
tage. 6 . . .  d5 7 #c2 M ore usual is 7 
b3 c6 8 Aa3 &bd7 9 A xe7 # x e 7  10 
# c 2  £>e4=. 7 . . .  c6 8 4bd2 a5! 8 . . . 
£)bd7 9 £}g5 £)b6 10 c5 is clearly good 
for W hite. 9 4e5 4bd7 10 4d3 Ad6
I I  4f3 #e7 12 Af4 4e4! if 12 . . . 
A xf4  13 gxf4 !±  with a strong grip on 
e5 13 Axd6 4xd6 14 b3 *f7 14 . . . 
b5 15 £)fe5± 15 Sadi? 15 S ac l is 
better, and if  15 . . .  a4 16 b4±. 15 . . .  
b6 16 #d2? A nother inaccuracy. Cor
rect is 16 cd cd 17 # c 7 ! # d 6  18 S c l± . 
16 . . .  JLa6 17 Scl Sac8 18 c5? And 
now W hite should have played 18 
# e3 ! e.g. 18 . . .  g5 19 &fe5 &dxe5 20 
&xe5 £>xe5 21 # x e 5 ±  18 . .  . Axd3 
19 ed be 20 dc e5! 20 . . . 4ixc5 allows 
W hite’s knight to enter strongly into 
play by 21 &d4. 21 Hfel? W hite is 
probably alright after 21 # x a 5  §a8 
22 m 2  Sa3 23 §c2 Sfa8. 21 . . .  #d8! 
22 He2 g6 23 h4 Hb8 24 JLh3 Hb4 25 
4g5 4xg5 26 hg(52) 26 . . .  e4! if 26 
. . . Sb5 27 f4! 27 de 4>e5! 28 #c3 or
28 ®g2 de 29 # b 2  # e 7 T  28 . . .  d4 29 
# a l  4f3+! if 29 . . .  f4 then 30 Ae6+ 
&h8 and 31 a3! 30 * g 2  4>xg5 31 Sdl 
4xh3! 32 a3 32 & xh3 f4 32 . . .  f4 33 
#xh 3  or 33 ab f3+ 34 &h2 (34 & xh3

#g5=F) 34 . . .  fe 35 S x d 4  # x d 4 !T  33
. . .  #g5 0-1
M ariotti The Chess Player 7

45) Eugenio T o rre -L o th a r  S ch m id
Nice O lym piad, Alekhine

1 e4 4f6
2 e5 4d5
3 d4 d6
4 4f3 Ag4
5 Ae2 e6
6 00 J.e7
7 c4 4b6
8 h3 Ah5
9 ed cd

10 Abd2
10 £>c3 00 11 Ae3 fec6 leads into the 

Browne-Liljedahl game (No. 40).
10 . . .  4c6
11 b3i d5

11 . . .  00 12 Ab2 a5 13 a3 d5 14 c5± 
M atulovic-Janosevic, Sarajevo 1969.

12 c5 4d7
Preparing the liberating advance 

. . . e5.
13 Ab2 00
14 a3 Af6

14 . . .  a5 to slow W hite’s Q-side ex
pansion and 14 . . . fb, another way of 
preparing . . . e5, are the alternatives. 
T he text threatens 15 . . . £>xc5.

15 b4 a6
Restraining b5 by W hite. 15 . . .

Sc8 16 b5 £icb8 is less attractive.
16 B e lli
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More incisive than 16 # b 3  b6 17 
g fe l R ibli-V aganian , Budapest 1973.

16 . . .  b6
16 . . . Sc8!? might be tried .-

17 cb # x b 6
18 #a4  8fc8
19 Hc3! A xf3

19 . . . &xd4? fails to 20 § x c8 + ! 
Sxc8  21 A xd4  A xd4  22 ® xd7; and 
19 . . . A xd4?? to 20 £sxd4.

20 * x f3  #b 7
20 . . . 4}xd4 fails as before.

21 I f c l  %b6(53)
21 . . . 4be7 was the lesser evil.

22 Axa6! Sxa6
22 . . . & xa4 23 A xb7 &xc3 (23 . . . 

& xb2 24 Sxc6) 24 § x c3  &e7 25 
S xc8+  S xc8  26 A xc8 fexc8 27 a4± ±  
or 22 . . . # x a 6  23 # x a 6  S x a6  24 
Sxc6  Bxc6 25 S xc6  with b5 to 
follow.

23 #b 5!±±  2ca8
23 . . . £>e7 and 23 . . . £>a7 are both 

refuted by 24 S xc8+  £>xc8 25 #eS  
mate.

24 Exc6 #a7?
C utting short the agony; both 24

. . . h6 and 24 . . . g6 would have per
m itted further (hopeless) resistance.

25 Hc8f! 1-0
25 . . . Sxc8  26 S x c8 +  &xc8 27* 

# e8  is mate.
Seneca Le Figaro, Minev Informator 17, 
O , Rodriguez Jaque

46) Lubornir Kavalek-Gimther 
Capelan
Solingen, Sicilian
1 e4 c5 2 4 f3  e6 3 d4 cd 4 %xd4 a6 5 
JLd3 Ac5 6 %b3 JLa7 7 # e2  L ater in 
the tournam ent, K urajica, whose 
knowledge o f the English language is 
very good, perhaps thought o f the say
ing ‘third time lucky’, for he played 7 
00, and he too was successful against 
the hapless C apelan. 7 . . .  4c6  8 4fcc3 
d6 9 Ae3 A xe3 10 # x e 3  &f6 11 000 
00 12 f4 # c7  13 S h g l b5 Two rounds 
before, C apelan had played 13 . . .  
Bd8 against Spassky: 14 g4 d5 15 e5 
d4 16 M 2 dc 17 ef £>b4 18 A x h 7 + ! 
® xh7 19 # h 4 +  &g8 20 # g 5  S x d l  +  
21 S x d l cb+ 22< t?xb2#xc2+  23 <3?a3 
# g 6  24 Sd8+  <3?h7 25 # h 4 +  # h 6  26 
fg! 4?xg7 27 Sg8+ ® xg8 28 # x h 6  
£c6  29 &c5 &e7 30 &e4 £>d5 31 g5 
1-0. 14 g4 b4 15 g5 fce8 16 fca4 Bb8 
17 e5 de 18 S d fl R eaching a position 
that Spassky and C apelan had looked 
at in their post-mortem analysis. 18 
. . .  g6 19 %ac5 e f  20 2 x f4  4be5 20 . . . 
fcg7!P was rather safer. 21 JLe2 a5 22 
Hxa5 # x a 5  23 # x e 5  # x a 2  24 Hg3 
Sb6 25 Sd3 J.a6 26 &d7 A xd3 27 
A xd3 Sd6 28 4>xf8 Sd5! After this 
Black should not be in any trouble. 
W hite has no vestige of an advantage. 
29 # b 8  # x f8  30 # x b 4 +  4ld6 31 h4 
e5?! very risky 32 # a 4  # x a 4  33 Sxa4  
#g 7  34 Ae4(54) 34 . . .  Sd4? Black
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should be able to draw  the ending 
w ithout too much difficulty after 34 
. . . &xe4. 35 £xd4 ed 36 Ad5 H6 37 
#d2 hg 38 hg f6 39 #d3 4f5 40 b4 fg 
41 b5 4e7 42 Ag2 4c8 43 #xd4 #f6  
44 #c5 «re5 45 c4 1-0 
Kavalek Learn From the Grandmasters

47) Lev Polugayevsky-Lubomir 
Kavalek
Solingen, K ing’s Indian
I d4 4f6 2 c4 c5 3 d5 d6 4 4c3 g6 5 
e4 A g 7  6 Ad3 00 7 h3 e6 8 4f3 ed 9 
ed He8+ 10 ±e3 4h5 or 10 . . . JSLh6
II 00 A xe3 12 fe § x e3  13 # d 2  with a 
strong initiative for the pawn 11 00 f5 
12 # d 2  4 d 7  13 S a e l  4 d f6 ? !  More 
accurate is 13 . . . £)e5 14 h x e 5  & xe5
15 Ag5 # b 6 ± . 14 JLh6 14 £}g5 may be 
stronger, e.g. 14 . . . h6 15 &e6 H xe6
16 de <2?h7 17 # c2  and 17 . . . S xe6? is 
not possible in view o f 18 A x f5 ! 14 . . . 
JLd7 15 JLxg7 15 S xe8+  # x e 8  16 a3 
is more accurate. 15 . . .  4 x g 7  not 15 
. . . ® xg7 16 £)g5 which is very good 
for W hite: 16 . . .  h6 17 £:e6+ A x e 6  
18 de # c8  19 Ae2! S xe6  20 A xh5 
& xh5 (20 . . . gh 21 M 4 ; 21 £>b5; 21 
Sxe6) 21 £}d5 fefb 22 # c 3 ± ±  16 
H xe8+  if 16 # h 6  S x e l 17 S x e l # f8 ! 
16 . . .  # x e 8  17 a3! preparing 18 b4 
with the follow-up plan 18 . . .  b6 19 
be be 20 # g 5  #e7  21 S b l 17 . . .  a5 ?  
better 17 . . . # f8  18 b4 b6 18 JLc2! 
# f8  so that if 19 A a4 A xa4  20 fexa4 
£>e4 19 E e l Se8 20 S x e8  if 20 A a4 
not 20 . . . A x a4  21 £ixa4 £se4 22 
# x a 5 ± , but 20 . . . S x e l +  21 # x e l  
# e 8 ! 2 0 . . . # x e 8  2 1 # g 5 ! # e 7  21 . . .  
£sgh5! 22 # f l ?  W hite’s turn  to be in
accurate. Correct is 22 A a4! JLxa.4 23 
4 ixa4 £>ge8 24 £ic3 with £>b5 to 
follow, or 22 . . . Ac8 23 # h 6  etc. 22 
. . .  4 g e 8  23 # h 6  23 A a4 is no longer 
g o o d : 23 . . . A xa4  24 4lxa4 # e4 , but 
23 a4 is another possible idea. 23 . . .  
4 c 7  24 A d3 # e 8  25 # g 5  # g 7 ? !  
W hite has very little after 25 . . . # e7 ,

and even less after 25 . . . 13?f7. 26 
4 h 4 ! # e 5 ? !  Still not losing, but a 
further hint that he may be persuaded 
to! Most accurate is 26 . . . &f7 and if 
27 g4 fg 28 &xg6 # g 8 !=  27 f4(55)

27 . . .  #d4? This does lose. Black 
could still draw  with 27 . . . # e3 ! 28 
-£Lxf5 £>cxd5! (but not 28 . . . # c l+  29 
<S’f2 # x b 2 +  30 «?gl±±) 29 & xd5 (29 
cd even loses to 29 . . . £lh5 30 £)e2 
Ab5) 29 . . .  & xd5 30 & xd7  # c l+  
with perpetual check. 28 Axf5!±± 
#xc4+ 29 4frgl 4cxd5 30 JLxd7 
#xf4  or 30 . . . &xc3 31 £if5+ <$^8 32 
# x ffi £>e2+ 33 & f2±± 31 #xf4  4xf4  
32 J.b5 d5 33 4f3 d4 34 4a4 4e4 35 
4e5 4e6 36 Ac4 4c7 37 JLd3 b5 38 
Axe4 ba 39 -&d3 4e6 40 Ac4 4f4 41 
#f2 1-0
Polugayevsky 64, Pachm an Schach 
Echo

48) Boris S passky -H eikk i 
Westerinen
Solingen, Spanish (Ruy Lopez)

1 e4 e5
2 4f3 4c6
3 Ab5 a6
4 J.a4 d6
5 Axc6+ be
6 d4 f6
7 Ae3 g6

At D ortm und, last year, 
Spassky-W esterinen continued 7 . . . 
a5 8 &c3 &e7 9 h4 h5 10 de! fe 11



4i>g5±. A better line for Black is 7 . . . 
&e7 e.g. 8 h4 Ae6 9 h5 # b 8  10 b3 
# b 7 =  Diez del C orral-W esterinen, 
M ontilla 1973.

8 #d2!
Black equalises after 8 £>c3 with 8

. . . &h6 9 h3 fef7=.
8 . . .  Ag7
9 &c3 %e7

10 JLh6?!
W hite should settle for 10 000 00 11 

h3 Ae6 12 g4 #c8= .
10 . . .  00
11 000

Setting up the threat 12 A x g l  
<Pxg7 13 de fe 14 £sxe5.

11 . . .  #e8?!(56)
A safer choice would be 11 . . .  Ag4

12 h3 (12 h4 #c8= ) 12 . . . A xf3 13 gf 
# b 8  with . . . # b 4  to follow.
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12 JLxg7
Spassky could have obtained good 

chances with 12 h4! Ag4 13 h5 A xh5 
(13 . . .  gh 14 £ie2 and 15 £>g3±) 14 
Sdg 1! and now :
a) 14 . . . AxlB 15 A xg7 'S’xg? 16 # h 6 +

17 # x h 7 +  <3?e6 18 # h 3 +  19 
# x f3  Sh8 20 d e± ;
b) 14 . . . # c8  15 de fe 16 A xg7 <&xg7 
I 7 g4± ;
c) 14 . . . g5 15 A xg7 <&xg7 16 de de 
17 £ixg5 with good attacking chances ' 
for the piece.

12 . . .  # x g 7
13 &el JLefi

14 f4 e f
15 # x f4 Sb8
16 * f3

16 £sd3, covering b2, was w orth
consideration.

16 . . . # c8
17 S h el # b 7
18 b3 #b 4
19 # e3 a5
20 d5

After 20 e5 Black gets an excellent
gam e: 20 . . .  £15 21 « d 3  # a 3 +  22
® bl a4T

20 . . . J.f7
21 #b 2 Bfe8
22 a3 # b 7
23 #d 3 a4
24 b4 c5
25 b5 %c8

T here is no advantage to be ex
tracted from 25 . . . c6!? 26 dc £sxc6
27 # x d 6  &a7 (27 . . . &a5 28 <3?al !±)
28 # d 7  # b 6  29 &d5! # x b 5 +  (29 . . . 
# a 5 ?  30 c4 £>xb5 31 cb Sed8 32 # c 6  
Sd6 33 # x d 6  # x b 5 +  34 feb4 cb 35 
® a l± ± ) 30 # x b 5  £>xb5 31 fec3!=.

26 # a l  4»b6
27 g4 %d7
28 g5

28 h4 looks tem pting, but Black can 
find his way through the com
plications with 28 . . . Se7 (28 . . . fee5
29 &xe5 S xe5  30 S fl SIB 31 Sf4 Ae8 
32 S d fl # b 8  33 #13 # d 8  34 g5 15=) 
29 g5 SfB 30 gf+ &xf6 31 e5 £>g4! (31 
. . . tsxd5!? 32 &g5!±) 32 ed cd 33 
£}e4 Sxe4!T .

28 . . .  fg
29 e5?

W hite should play 29 4ixg5 £ie5 30 
# g 3 != . If, in this, 30 # h 3 , Black 
retains some advantage with 30 . . . 
.3,g8, following up with 31 . . . # c 8 ¥ .

29 . . .  4 x e 5
30 % xe5 d e
31 E f l

O r 31 # g 3  h6 32 S xe5  # b 6 T  
31 . . .  #b6 (5 7 )
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32 fce4?
T he decisive error, though Black is 

much better anyway, e.g. 32 #13 Ag8 
33 d6 SfB 34 dc # x c 7 T .

32 . . .  # x b 5
33 # c 3  Axd5!TT
34 %f6 c6
35 4 g 4

Snatching the exchange with 35 
£}xe8 alters nothing: 35 . . . § x e8  36 
S fel (36 S b l # c 4  37 Sb7+  <3?g8TT) 
36 . . . # c 4  37 # x c 4  A xc4  38 S d7+  
®1B! 39 S xh7  e4TT.

35 . . .  # e2
But not 35 . . . # c4 ?  throwing away 

half a p o in t: 36 # x c 4  A xc4  37 Sd7+  
<3?h8 38 felb Ag8 39 & xg8 ® xg8 40 
S lf7 = .

T he gam e concluded 36 h3 Eb7 37 
*e3  # a 6  38 Egl h6 39 h4 Bf7 39 . . . 
gh is more accurate. 40 hg h5 41 
# x c 5  #a 7  42 # x a 7  Bxa7 43 4xd 5  
cd 44 Exd5 e4 45 #b 2  e3 46 # c3  e2 
47 Bel Sae7 48 Hd4 Be4 49 Bd7+ 
S8e7 50 # d 3  24e5 51 Bd4 Exg5 52 
Exa4 Bd5+ 53 Ed4 Exd4+ 54 1?xd4 
h4 55 a4 h3 56 # d 3  h2 57 #d 2  Sd7+  
0-1
W esterinen The Chess Player 7

49) A nthony Saidy-Kim C o m m o n s  
USA C ham pionship, K ing’s Indian 
1 c4 Hf6 2 fcc3 g6 3 d4 J.g7 4 e4 d6 5 
f3 00 6 JLe3 4bd7 7 #d 2  c5 8 4ge2  
a6 9 000 #a5  10 # b l  b5 11 dc dc 12

%d5 llx d S  This queen sacrifice 
became famous after the game Bobot- 
sov—T al, V arna 1958, which went 11 
fed5 & xd5 12 # x a 5  fexe3 13 Bel 
Iixc4  14 Bxc4 be 15 5icl 8b8 and T al 
soon won. Black can hardly consider 
12 . . . # d 8 ?  on account of 13 JLxc5! 
■Uxc5? 14 4bxf6-h 13 #xa5 <fcxe3 14 
E el 4lxc4 15 Exc4 Necessary to pre
vent further weakening o f the king’s 
defences. 15 . . .  be 16 &c3 2 b 8  (58)

17 f4! Denying Black’s knight access 
to e5. This is a decisive improvement 
on previously accepted theory: 17 
A xc4  &e5 18 Ae2 Ae6 19 S d l fec6! 
(N ezhm etdinov’s im provem ent on 19 
. . . Ac4 which allowed Black to 
equalize in Zamikhovsky-Nezhmet- 
dinov, H arkov 1956) 20 # a 3  £sb4T. 
17 . . .  After 17 . . .  e5 18 15 keeps 
Black’s minor pieces bottled up. 18 e5 
JLf5+ 19 # a l  W hite’s king is quite 
safe here with the long black diagonal 
closed. 19 . . .  *g4 aim ing for 20 . . . 
&e3 20 # x c 5  Bfc8 21 #a7  Ah6 
Black, denied his usual Q_-side a t
tack, has insufficient compensation for 
his queen. This is a desperate attem pt 
to recreate complications. 22 h3 Jlxf4 
23 hg A c l 24 4la4 This wins comfort
ably. After 24 g f JLxb2+ 25 ®b2 
A a3+ W hite would have to subm it to 
a draw  or face the perils o f 26 <3?c2. 24 
. . .  c3 25 b3 Now 25 gf?? clearly loses 
to 25 . . . iLxb2+, m ating. 2 5 . . .  c2 26
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J.c4 26 gf? ? would again throw 
everything away to 26 . . .  J2.b2+! 
mating. 26 . . .  JLf4 27 gf JLxe5+ 28 
fcb2 Exc4 29 i8rxb8+! This ends all 
resistance. 29 . . .  A x b 8  30 b e  1-0 if 
30 . . .  Af4 31 fed3.
R obert Byrne New York Times, Inter
national Herald Tribune

50) John  G re fe -W alte r B ro w n e  
USA Cham pionship, Sicilian 
1 e4 c5 2 fcf3 d6 3 d4  cd  4 % xd4 %f6 
5 * c 3  a6  6 JLg5 e6 7 f4 ± e7  8 # f3  
# c 7  9 000 fcbd7 10 A d3 h6 11 # h 3  
&b6! 12 f5!? An interesting attem pt, 
trying to avoid ‘Capelan-like trilogies’ 
(see game 46 and compare 
Planinc-Browne, M adrid 1973, and 
T im m an—Browne, Wijk aan Zee 
1974). 12 . . .  e5 13 4 f3  A d7 14 J8.xf6 
i .x f6  15 g4 000 16 # g 3  JLg5+ W hite 
must not be given the time to play 17 
h4. 17 %xg5 The bishop must be 
taken— if 17 ‘S’b l then 17 . . . Af4, to 
be followed by . . . Ac6 and . . . d5. 17 
. . .  h g  18 h4 W hite cannot dawdle 
with this move, otherwise 18 . . . Sh4. 
18 . . .  gh 19 Sxh4 Bxh4 20 #xh4  
1x6 21 #h7 f6 22 g5 d5 This move 
gives Black good prospects. 23 gf gf 24 
#xc7+ #xc7 25 Bhl d4 26 fce2 %d7 
27 Sh6 £g8 28 Bg6 Eh8(59)

Black now stands rather better, but if 
W hite sticks to passive defence then 
Black can hold few realistic hopes of 
winning. 29 b4? W hite tries to ac

tivate his position. . . . 29 . . .  Bh4 30 
4 g 3  b5 31 a4  b a  32 JLxa6 J .x e 4  33 
% xe4 Exe4 34 JLb5 a3! 35 # b l  not
35 Sg7 § e l+  36 &d2 a2TT 35 . . .  d3
36 Axd3 Bxb4+ 37 #a2 #c6 38 
$ x aS P T T  38 c4 retained some draw 
ing chances. 38 . . .  Bf4 39 Eg8 e4 40 
Ec8+ #d6 41 JLb5 0-1
Saidy 64

51) M ikhail T al-Z b ign iew
Szymczak
Lublin, English
1 %f3 4 f6  2 c4 g6 3 % c3 d5 4 cd  
4 x d 5  5 # a 4 +  JLd7 6 # b 3  fcb6 7 d4  
l.g 7  8 l.g 5  00?! Black should take the 
chance to activate his Q-side pieces 
with 8 . . . h6 9 A h4 1 x 6  10 &c2 £>c6. 
9 B d l JLg4 10 e3 a5  11 J.e2  h6  12 
A h4 a4  13 & a3 T he white queen 
wanders ‘offside’, but to a strong 
square nonetheless. 13 . . .  Ee8 14 h3  
J.e6  15 d5  A d7 16 00 A f8 17 4 e 5  g5?
18 Ah5! gh 19 JLxf7+ a ‘T al bishop’
19 . . .  #g7 20 4e4 l i 5  21 4c5 e6 (60)

22 de This is good for W hite, but even 
better is 22 # c3  £ixd5 (22 . . . #16 23 
l x e 8  A x c 5  24 # x c 5  # x e 5  25 # e7 + )
23 A xe8  &xc3 (23 . . . # x e 8  24 S x d 5  
ed 25 &ed7+) 24 S x d 8  &e2+ 25 ® hl 
A xc5 26 l h 5  a3 27 ba £)c3 28 S cl 
Ad6 29 4id7 and W hite wins. 22 . . .  
#f6 23 #c3 JLxc5 24 Axe8 %a6 25 
JLf7 JLb4 A better chance was 25 . . . 
Ad6. 26 #d4 1x5 27 # f4  JLd6? Now 
this is the final mistake. T he last
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chance was 27 . . . Ah7. 28 2xd6 cd 
29 4lg4 J.xg4 30 #xg4+  #f8 31 Sdl 
£c8 32 Hxd6 Hcl+ 33 #h2 #e5+ 34 
f4 #xd6(6i)

It seems tha t T al is running out of 
pieces, b u t . . .  35 # g 8 +  # e 7  36 # e 8 +  
# f6  37 JLh5 # x e 6  38 # f8 +  1-0
Anikayev 64

52) Jacob  H a n se n -Jo h n  N u n n  
Student O lym piad, Teesside; V ienna

1 e4 e5
2 %c3 M B
3 Jlc4  & xe4
4 # h 5  ftd6
5 J .b 3  &c6
6 &b5 g6
7 # f3  f5
8 # d 5  # e 7
9 ^ x c 7 +  # d 8

10 4 x a 8  b 6(62)

This position has been critical since 
1907 and remains so. T he whole line

has recently been christened the 
‘Frankenstein-D racula’ variation 
because it is terrifying for both sides, 
and, like those two famous 
gentlemen, has an incredible facility 
for rising from the grave.

11 d3!
T he main line. 11 d4, 11 # f3  and 

11 6 x b 6  are now accepted to be 
weaker.

11 . . . JLb7
1 1 . . .  6 d 4  is refuted by 12 6a3!

12 h4 f4
12 . . . 6 d 4  demonstrates the idea of

W hite’s 12th move: 
14 A g5±±.

13 # x b 7  6 x b 7

13 # f3 JLh6!
13 . . . 6 d 4  is good for W hite, e.g.

14 # g 4  Ah6 15 6h3 ! 66f5 16 6g5!
Nielsen—Altschuler, 5th World Cor
respondence Cham pionship 1968-8.

14 # g 4
14 6e2  and if 14 . . 

rather better.
. 6 b 4  15 # h 3  is

14 . . . e4!
15 JLxf4 ed+
16 3?fl JLxf4
17 # x f4 Sf8!
18 # g 3 %e4!
19 #c7+
20 &h3

#e8

Forced: 20 # x b 7  6 d 2  m ate; 20 f3
# c5  21 6 h 3  6 d 2 +  22 &el # e3 +  23 
® dl # e2 +  24 <S>cl 6 x b 3 +  and 25 . . .
# x c 2  mate.

20 . . . &xf2!
21 4x f2 #e2+
22 ®gl # x f2+
23 ^h2 #xh 4+
24 # g l #d4+!
25 #h2
26 Hhfl

Ae5!

O r 26 S hel # h 4 +  27 ®gl #12+ 28 
‘S’h l # x g 2  m ate; 26 # x b 7  6 g 4 +  27 
&h3 (27 ®g3 # f4 +  and 28 . . .  612 
mate) 27 . . . 612+ 28 <3?h2 (28 &g3
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# f4  mate) 28 . . . # h 4 +  29 ‘S’g l # x h l  
mate.

26 . . .  4g4+
27 # g 3 (63)

27 <S>hl means mate again: 27 . . . 
A xg2+! 28 ® xg2 £ie3+ and mate 
follows rapidly : the black queen 
checks on e4 or g4 and mates on g2 
(29 <*>h2 # h 4 + ).

27 . . .  # e3 + !
28 # x g 4  h5+
29 # h 4  g5+!
30 # x h 5  Bh8+
31 #g6  Ae4+
32 BfS

O r 32 ®g7 # d 4 +  33 SfB S h7+  34 
®g8 # x (6  and a different mate.

32 . . .  A x f5+
33 # x f 5  Bf8+
34 ®g6

34 % 4  Sf4+ 35 &h5 # e2 +  36 <3?g6 
# e4 +  leads to another mate.

34 . . .  #e4+
35 #g7

35 ® xg5 S f5+ !; 35 ®h5 # h 7 + !
35 . . .  # e 7 +
36 «rg6 # f6 +
37 # h 5  # h 8 +
38 #g4

All roads lead to m ate: 38 !$’xg5 
# g 7 + ; 38 &g6 Sf6+ 39 ® xg5 # g 7 +  * 
40 'S’hS Sh6 mate.

38 . . .  « h 4  m a te !
Seneca Le Figaro

53) Yuri B alashov-M ichael Stean  
Student O lym piad, Teesside; 
N im zow itsch/Larsen
I b3 e5 2 Ab2 d6 3 g3 %f6 4 JLg2 g6 5 
e3 Jl.g7 6 4le2 00 7 c4 W hite is mixing 
his systems. M ore active is an early d4 
or f4. 7 . . .  He8 8 fcbc3 c6 9 h3 A 
long-winded and not very effective 
idea— see next note. 9 . .  . d5 10 cd cd
II d4 e4 12 a3 *c6  13 b4 b6! W hite 
was planning # b 3  followed by 
g3—g4—g5, but now Black can m eet this 
w ith 14 . .  . JLa6 15 b5 £sa5 and  the 
knight goes in on c4. 14 JLfl a5! Forc
ing W hite to fence in his light-squared 
bishop. 15 b5 4te7 16 g4? h5 17 g5 
%h7 18 h4 f6 19 gf? Comprom ising 
his gam e still further. Better is 19 # b 3 , 
though Black is still clearly better 
after 19 . . .  fg 20 £sxe4 gh e.g. 21 
S x h 4  £sf5. 19 . . .  * x f6  20 * b 3  # h 7  
21 a4 2Jh6! preventing 22 4jf4 22 £g3  
Ag4 23 Aa3 ®d7 24 2 c l  Sac8T(6'4)

W hite finds him self in almost com 
plete zugzwang. 25 &ce2 £xcl+  26 
A xel Ec8 27 Aa3 %£5 28 ^x£5 &xf5 
29 %g3 #d7 30 #d2 #c7 31 4e2 Af3
31 . . . # c 4  could be met by 32 # x c 4  
and 33 £>c3. 32 Hh3 or 32 S g l # h 2  32 
. . .  “bg4  33 %c3 4 x e 3 ! 0—1 An elegant 
fin ish: 34 fe A x e 3 + ! 35 ‘S’xeS (35 <&c2 
A xd4  36 Ab2 A xc3 37 A xc3 d4) 35 
. . . # x c 3 +  36 # x c 3  S x c3 +  37 « f4  
S x a3  followed by . . .  S a l  netting the 
other bishop or 38 Sg3 (m aking way



for the bishop on h3) 38 . . . S x a4  and 
the a-paw n queens.
B arden /S tean  The Guardian

54) D ragoljub V e lim iro v ic -Is tv a n  
C so m
Am sterdam , Sicilian
I e4 c5 2 %f3 d6  3 d4  * f6  4 4 c 3  c d  5 
% xd4 a6  6 A c4 e6 7 A.b3 JLe7 8 A e3
4 c 6  9 ^Sre2 # c 7  10 000 00 T he open
ing has transposed from the N ajdorf 
into the Sozin, to the starting point for 
the main line variations o f the 
Velimirovic Attack. 11 # b l  T N  A 
new move— the usual continuations 
here have always been 11 S hg l and
II g4, V elim irovic’s habitual choice
prior to this game. However, the 
result o f this game, and the way in 
which it is won, is likely to make 11 
‘S'bl very fashionable in the near 
future. T he idea stems from 
V elim irovic-Tringov, Reykjavik
1974, which went 11 S hg l £id7 12 
'S’b l (a new move here also) 12 . . . 
£ic5 13 # h 5  A d 7 14 g4±, Black 
m anaging to draw. 11 . . .  b5 12 fcxc6 
# x c 6  13 JLd4 13 Ag5 is the best. 13 
. . .  A b7 if  13 . . . b4 then 14 &d5 14 
H hel # c 7  15 a3  Hac8 16 f4 e5 17 fe  
d e  18 &d5 A x d 5  19 e d  e d  19 . . . &d7 
is both safer and better. 20 # x e 7  
# x h 2  21 d6  H ce8(65) 22

Sxf7 23 #xe8+  4xe8 24 Bxe8+ BfB
25 d7 #d6 25 . . . # b 8  would survive 
for an extra move: 26 § d e l # d 6  27

§ f l ,  transposing to the game. 26 B fl
1-0
Velimirovic Veertiende IB M  schaaktoer- 
nooi 1974, Roosendaal Schach Echo

55) Bora Iv k o v -Jan  T im m a n
A msterdam, Alekhine 
1 e4 %>f6 2 e5 4,d5 3 d4  d6  4 c4 fcb6 5 
f4 Af5 6 %c3 e6 7 4 f3  d e  8 fe  A b4 9 
JLd3 Another Velimirovic idea 9 . . .  
JLxd3 An interesting idea is 9 . . .  c5 
10 A xf5 ef 11 d5 £ixc4 12 00 with a 
strong centre in compensation for the 
pawn. 10 ^ x d 3  c5 11 00 cd  Black’s 
best is 11 . . .  A xc3. 12 4 e 4  threaten
ing both 13 £Tg5 and 13 c5 12 . . .  
4 6 d 7  13 &fg5 %xe5 14 # g 3  4lbd7 15 
A f4 An interesting variation is 15 
£>xe6 fe 16 # x g 7  e.g. 16 . . . Sf8 17 
Ag5 M>6 18 a3 d 3 +  19 ® hl Ac5 20 
b4, but Ivkov finds something still 
better. 15 . . .  # b 6  if 15 . . . # a 5  then 
16 a3 or 16 c5. Relatively best is 15 
. . .  00 16 Axe5£>xe5 17 # x e 5 h6 (the 
threat was 18 £>xh7) 18 £>f3, though 
Black would be left with inadequate 
compensation for the piece. 16 A xe5  
f6(66) 17 JLd6 The win is less clear
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after 17 Ac7 # c 6  18 A d6 fg 19 A xb4 
# x e 4  20 S ae l (20 &xg5 # e 3+) 20 . . . 
&g6 21 S xe6+  # x e 6  22 Sel # x e l  + 
23 # x e l +  &d8 24 # e 7 +  <&c8. 17 . . .  
fg or 17 . . . A xd6  18 £\xd6+ <3?e7 and 
W hite wins after both 19 £)xe6 # x d 6  
20 # x g 7 +  ® xe6 21 Sael-I- and 19
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S ael fg (19 . . . # x d 6  20 S xe6+) 20 
S xe6+  21 2 e l+  with m ate to
follow. 18 J.xb4 #xb4 19 4»d6+ #e7  
20 Sf7-t- #d8 21 *xg5+ #c7 22 
%b5+ #c8 23 S a n  not immediately 
23 S xd7  because of 23 . . .  'S’x d 7 24 
# x g 7 +  #e7  25 # x d 4 +  26 # e4 +
'S’bG. Now 24 § x d 7  is really 
threatened. 23 . . .  b6 or 23 . . .  g6 24 
a3 24 Hxd7 #xd7 25 #xg7+ 1-0 25 
. . . #e7  26 S f7± ±  or 26 iKrxd4+ &C6 
27 ©e4+ ®c5 28 a3±± .
Ivkov Veertiende IB M  schaaktoernooi 
1974, Roosendaal Schach Echo

56) Sasha Kochiev—Tony Miles
W orld Jun io r Cham pionship,
M anila; Sicilian

1 e4 c5
2 * f3 d6
3 d4 cd
4 % xd4 4lf6
5 4lc3 g6
6 A e3 Ag7
7 f3 00
8 # d 2 4 c6
9 g4

Tony Miles eats Russians for
breakfast! He has 14/2 against
K uzm in, and in the previous W orld
Jun io r at Teesside in 1973 he beat
Belyavsky, to whom he was second,
after 9 ilc4  A d 7 1C1 Ab3 fexd4 11
A xd4  b5! 12 h4 a5!

9 . . . e6!
10 &db5

Critical
10 . . . d5

10 . . . fee8 is very passive.
11 Ac5 a6!

1 1 . . .  Se8? 12 fed6 and Black gets
no compensation for the exchange. 11
. . . fee7 is probably playable, but the
exchange sacrifice promises much
more.

12 JLxfB # x f8 !
13 ed

I f  13 fed4 fexe4!, but 13 fea3 im 
mediately, trying to keep lines closed, 
may be better, though after 1 3 . . .  b5 
14 fedl b4 15 febl # b 6 !  W hite’s posi
tion is difficult, e.g. the pawn grab 16 
g5 fee8 17 ed ed 18 # x d 5  would be 
suicidal: 18 . . . Ae6 19 # d 2  Sd8 20 
# e2  S x d l+ !  21 # x d !  A xb2T T  22 
fed2 # e 3 +  23 Ae2 (23 # e 2  # x e 2 +  
and 24 . . . A x a l w ith a winning 
m aterial advantage) 23 . . .  fed4 
(threat 24 . . . A x a l)  24 S b l Ac3 and 
there is no defence to the threat o f 25 
. . . fexf3+ and 26 . . . Ah3 m ate (25 
h4 fexf3+ 26 « f l  A h3+ 27 g x h 3  # g l  
mate).

13 . . .  ed
14 %a3

14 fed4 loses to both 14 . . . fexd4 15 
# x d 4  # e7 +  16 Ae2 fee4! and 14 . . . 
fexg4! 15 fg (15 fexc6 ® h4+) 15 . . . 
fexd4.

14 . . .  b5
15 fcdl

I f  15 g5 feh5 16 fexd5? fails to 16 
. . . A xb2 and 16 # x d 5 ? ?  to 16 . . . 
A xc3+ .

15 . . .  b4
16 *bl(67)

Black’s exchange sacrifice is seen to 
be more than justified.

16 . . .  JLxg4!
17 JLg2

O r 17 fg fee4! 18 # e3  # h 4 +  19 <$>e2 
(19 fef2 A d4TT or 19 . . . A xb2T T )
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119 . . .  &d4+ 20 <3?d3 &c5+ 21 <S?d2 
A h6 winning the queen, 

j 17 . . .  * e 7+
18 #e3 %e41?

\ 19 fe?
| 19 fg? loses quickly to both 19 . . .
'# h 4 +  followed by 20 . . . §e8! and 19 
i . . . Ad4 20 # e2  Se8 21 A xe4 & h4+
122 « f l  (22 <t?d2 &g5+!) 22 . . . Sxe4.
) 19 c3 is W hite’s best chance, though
■| after 19 . . . & h4+ 20 & fl ge8 21 fg 
'■ d 4 ! Black, a rook down has many a t

tacking chances. T hus playing to ex
ch an g e  queens by 22 >&h3? allows 
mate after 22 . . . £\d2+.

19 . . .  A xdl
20 4d2 Axc2
21 Eel d4

21 . . .  A a4 is even stronger since 
White is prevented from castling. 
After 22 b3 Ab5 23 # c5  Ac3! is very 
good for Black despite the exchange o f 
queens.

22 #h3 d3
| 23 00
i! Not fearing 23 . . . A xb2  24 # x h 7 ! 
j with counterplay (24 . . . A x e l? ?  25 
# h 8  mate).

! 23 . . .  *g 8
T hreatening 24 . . .  A xb2  in

f! earnest.
24 e5 Hd8

] 25 e6
25 A xc6  # c5 + . The text threatens 

! 26 Sxf7.
25 . . .  fe

, Not 25 . . . # x e 6 ? ?  26 # x e 6  fe 27 
I1 A xc6± ± !

26 Ecel
T hreatening to turn the tables with 

; 27 B xe6± ±.
26 • • • Ad4
27 # h l %f5!
28 8e4 #g5

M uch stronger than 28
29 &f3 #h6!
30 Eh41(68)

After 30 # x h 6  A xh6  the d-pawn is
decisive.

Acceptance of the sacrifice would 
risk throwing it all aw ay : 30 . . . £>xh4 
31 # x e 6 +  ‘S’hS 32 # e 7! and Black has 
trouble meeting the threatened 33 
£sg5.

31 Exb4
31 S xh7  leads nowhere, and 31 Sel 

fails to 31 . . .  # x e l+ !  32 £>xel d2.
31 . . . d2
32 fcxd2 #xh3
33 Axh3 Sxd2
34 Eel JL£B!

Black is clearly winning, though
there would be real problems if
W hite’s rooks'were to penetrate to the
seventh rank:

35 Eb8 «f7
36 Bb7+ JLe7
37 JLfl JLa4!
38 Bb6

‘T he girl (operating the dem onstra
tion board) dem onstrated 38 Bb8 
here, possibly misreading the writing 
of the game steward.

‘Remonstration came from the 
audience despite both players’ flags 
being u p .’ Cafferty.

38 . . .  JLd6!
Defending the e-pawn and

threatening mate in two (39 . . . A xh2 
and 40 . . . £>g3).

39 He2 Edl
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40 *g2  Ab5
41 Sf2 A c5
42 Hb7+ #£6
43 ± xb 5  ab

But not 43 . . . Axf2P? 44 Ae2=,
44 He2 2 g l+
45 #h3 g5
46 Hg2 Hdl

0-1
47 <2?g4 4be3+; 47 Sc2 Sd3+  and 48 

. . . ^ e 3 + ; 47 §e2 h5 (threatening 
mate in two) 48 ®g2 £>h4+ or 48 . . , 
S g l +  mating or winning a rook; 47 
S xb5  Sd3+  48 &g4 &h6+ 49 &h5 
Sh3 is mate.
Seneca Le Figaro, Bartnik Chess in 
Australia, CafTerty Chess

57) C haos-C hess 4.0
W orld C om puter Ch, QGA 
1 d4 d5 2 c4 dc 3 %f3 M 6  4 e3 e6 5 
JLxc4 c5 6 #e2  a6 7 00 b5 8 ikb3 JLb7 
9 S d l *bd7 10 &c3 J.d6 11 e4 cd 12 
%xd4 # 6 8  So far according to the 
opening theory given to the two 
programs. Now the two ‘players’ must 
think for themselves. 13 g3 b4 14 Ha4 
ilxe4  15 f3 J.g6?(69) 15 . . .  e5 is es

sential. 16 %xe6!! I f  a hum an being 
had played this move it would merit 
at most one exclamation mark. 
However, it was played by a com
puter which was allowed to calculate 
only two moves in advance; thus the 
sacrifice, a real one according to

Spielm ann, was m ade on positional 
grounds. This is the first known ex
am ple o f such a sacrifice by a com
puter. 1 6 . . .  fe  17 # x e 6 +  A e7 18 X el 
# d 8  19 A f4 threatening 20 A c7  19 
. . .  # f8  20 S a d i  Xa7 21 S c l  
threatening 22 Sc8 Hfxc8 23 # x e 7 
mate. 21 ild 6  also wins: 21 . . . feg8 22 
&c5. 21 . . .  * g 8  22 S c d l  a5  23 A d6 
A x d 6  24 # x d 6 +  h e 7  25 h c 5  A f5  26 
g4 # e 8  27 A a4! T here is no need to 
hurry to take the bishop. 27 . . .  b3  28 
g f  b a  29 A x d 7  a l #  30 S x a l  S a6  31 
h x a 6  # d 8  Com puters are very bad at 
knowing when to resign. 32 # f2 ? !  32 
05 mates quickly. 32 . . .  # f7  33 # e 6 +  
# f8  34 # x e 7 +  # x e 7  35 S x e7  # x e 7  
36 %c5 T he ending which follows is 
included both for the sake o f com
pleteness and for am usem ent. 36 . . . 
Sb8 37 S x a5  S x b 2 +  38 ®g3 g6 39 fg 
hg 40 Sa6 Sc2 41 Se6+  4>f8 42 Se5 
S cl 43 Sg5 ®f7 44 A e6+ 4>f6 45 h4 
S xc5  46 Sxc5  & xe6 47 Sg5 4>f6 48 
% 4  &f7 49 Sc5 &e6 50 % 5  «>d6 51 
Sa5 ®c6 52 f4 <i?b6 53 S a l «>c5 54 
S d l 4 ’b4 55 'S’xgO <S?c3 56 Sd8 «?b4 
57 Sc8 ®b5 58 h5 <S?b6 59 S cl <3?b5 60 
h6 ®a4 61 S b l 3?a3 62 f5 &a2 63 Sb8 
®a3 64 16 <*a4 65 Sb7 <3?a5 66 Sb8 
®a4 67 S b l ®a3 68 Sb7 <S>a4 69 Sb8 
&a5 70 &g7 &a4 71 Sb7 <3?a5 72 Sb2 
®a4 73 Sb8 «>a5 74 <3?g8 &a4 75 h7 
<2?a5 76 h 8 #  <&a4 77 # h 4 +  <3?a5 78 
# b 4 +  'S’afi 79 # a 4  mate.
Levy Chess Moffat British Chess 
Magazine

58) Frank T h o rn a lly -V la s tim il
H o r t
US O pen, Sicilian
1 e4 c5 2 %T3 e6 3 d4  c d  4 lsx d 4  M 6  
5 £ c 3  d6  6 ! .e2  A e7 7 00 a6  8 f4 # c 7  9 
Jlf3  00 10 # h l  This, in conjunction 
with his next move, is too passive. 
However, even after 10 Ae3 fec6 11 
£ib3 b5 W hite may not be able to 
m aintain the initiative. 10 . .  . &c6 11
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|| 4de2 b5 12 b3 Xd8 13 a3 Ab7 14
Ab2 b4 ensuring free piece play 15 ab  

| 4 x b 4  16 Eel Sac8 17 # e l  4d 7  18 
| 4d 5  trying to relieve the pressure by 

means o f a general liquidation 18 . . . 
ed 19 # x b 4  a5! 20 # c 3  W hite cannot 

j m aintain  his protection o f the e-pawn, 
e.g. 20 # d 4  AfB. 20 . . .  # x c 3  21 
A xc3 de 22 Ag4 Ha8 23 Hal 4 f6  24 
JLh3 Aa6 25 E fel J.xe2 26 Exe2 d5 

s 27 Exa5 This wins back the pawn, 
but W hite soon finds him self in serious 

; difficulties. 27 . . .  Exa5 28 JLxa5 
S a 8 1(70) 29 JLel This leads to a

ghastly position but other moves also 
I lose: 29 b4 A d8; 29 A d2 Sa2 30 A el 
| (30c3?e3 !) 30 . . . S a l 31 S el A b4 32 
:j S g l A c5 33 Ae3 S x g l+  34 A x g l e3!
| and W hite has no defence to 35 . . . 
i! e2; 29 Ac3 Ac5 30 g3 d4 31 A el S a l 
| 32 &g2 d3! 33 cd cd 34 Se5 Ad6 35 

Se3 S a2+  36 Af2 Ac5. 29 . . .  H a l 30 
I # g l  e3! 31 # f l  d4 32 g3 A b4 33 Ag2 

4 g4 ! 34 JLf3 T here is no defence. 34 
h3 &f2 35 A d5 g6 36 Ac4 £>e4 
threatening 37 . . .  £>xg3+ 34 . . .  
H x e l+  35 H x e l 4 x h 2 +  36 «Pg2 4 x f3  
0-1
R. Byrne New York Times, International 
Herald Tribune

59) M iguel Q u in te ro s -Z o lta n  R ib li 
M ontilla, N im zo-Indian

1 d4 M6
2 c4 e6
3 4c3 Ab4

4 #c2 c5
5 dc 00
6 Af4 4a6
7 a3 Axc3+
8 # x c3 4e4!

After this game the text move seems 
likely to replace 8 . . . £ixc5 which 
also gives Black good tactical chances 
e.g. 9 e 3 ? d 6  10 £43 £Te4 11 # c2  e5 12 
Ag3 Af5 13 # d l  a5 14 £sh4? (after 14 
b4 or 14 Ae2 Black is still clearly 
better) 14 . . . Ae6 15 Ae2 a4 16 f4 
exf4 1 7 e x f4 # a 5 +  18® fl &b3 19 A el 
# c5  20 S b l £sbd2+! 0-1 W hiteley- 
Williams, British Ch 1973. However, 
after 8 . . . £sxc5 W hite has 9 b4! with 
a good game.

9 #d 4 4axc5
10 fidl

10 b4 is apparently strong, but after 
10 . . . £;b3 11 # x e 4  fexal 12 Ae5 
a5!-F W hite is in trouble.

10 . . .  d5
11 b4 4a4!
12 f3

I f  12 cd ed 13 # x d 5  then 13 . . . 
Ae6! 14 # x b 7  (14 # x e 4  # x d l  +  !) 14 
. . . # x d l +  15 'S 'xdl A b3+ 16 'S'el 
S ad 8 17 e3 S d l+  18 * e2  &ec3+ 19 
<S?f3 A d5+!

Annotating a game from the Nice 
O lym piad in Informator 17, Janos 
Flesch analyses the text variation up 
to this point and concludes that by 
following up with e4 W hite wins. 
A braham  Lincoln’s ‘You can fool 
some of the people. . . .’ seems to be 
particularly applicable to chess 
theoreticians.

12 . . .  4ec3!
12 . . . £46, allowing 13 e4 with a 

good game for W hite, had previously 
been recommended by another 
H ungarian theoretician who shall re
main nameless.

13 Hd3
O r 13 S cl dc!

13 . . . f6!
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14 JLd2 e5
15 #h4 d4
16 e3 Af5
17 Axc3

17 e4 -£Le6 and 17 ed A xd3  18 
Jlxd3  e4! are both clearly good for 
Black.

17 . . .  ■Sixc3!
18 E d2 (71)

Again if 18 ed then 18 . . . J4xd3 19 
A xd3 e4!

20 JLe2 S d2
21 g4

This gives no relief, but there is no 
answer to the threat of 21 . . .  Ad3.

21 . . .  JLd3
22 « f l  4lxe2
23 * x e 2

W hite would be m ated after 23 <3?g2 
by 23 . . . £sf4+ 24 ®g3 Sg2.

23 . . .  S x e2
24 # g l  Bd8

0-1
W hite cannot escape the mating net 

w ithout disastrous m aterial loss, e.g. 
25 g5 (otherwise 25 . . . Jlxc4) 25 . . . 
Ac2 26 « f l  Sf2+.
Ribli The Chess Player 7, Pfleger 
(Ribli) Deutsche Schachzeitung, 
Pachm an/Schw arz Schach Arckiv

60) Efim G e lle r— Boris S p a s s k y  
USSR C up, Sicilian

1 e4 c5

2 fcf3 do
3 d4 cd
4 %xd4 4f6
5 fcc3 e6
6 A e2

Spassky had no trouble m eeting 6
g4 in two of the games o f his quarter
final C andidates m atch against
R obert B yrne--b o th  games were
draw n.

6 . . . JLe7
7 f4 00
8 00 %c6
9 JLe3 e5

This move was first played in 
Levitina—Kozlovskaya, W om en’s In 
terzonal 1973. T here is a central link 
between the two games— grandm aster 
Igor Bondarevsky is Spassky’s trainer 
and Kozlovskaya’s husband.

10 &b3
After 10 £)f5 Black equalizes easily 

with 10 . , . & xf5 11 e f e f  12 S x f4  d5 
13 & hl 2e8 14 A gl A d6 15 Sf3 Ae5 
16 Sd3 # e7 ! 17 Af3 A xc3  18 S xc3  
# e5  19 # d 3  Sad8 as in Mecking— 
Spassky, Nice 1974.

Geller prefers to follow K arpov’s 
lead (game 30).

10 . . .  a5
11 a4 *b4
12 # h l

K arpov played 12 A13 (see gam e 
30). Geller aims to keep a tighter con
trol on the c4 square.

12 . . .  # c7
Gligoric suggests the them atic 12

. . . d5 e.g. 13 fe (13 ed £rfxd5) 13 . . . 
£ x e 4  14 Af3 Af5.

13 Eel
A useful idea, preparing fcb5 

followed by c3. Geller had used the 
same plan in a similar position against 
L om bardy at A m sterdam  a m onth 
before.

13 . . .  JLe6
14 4>d2



Selected Games 61

Black is not to be allowed the use of 
c4 which proved so useful to him in 
the K arpov game.

14 . . .  e f
O therwise 15 f5.

15 &b5
T em porarily  denying Black the b6 

square for his queen.
15 . . .  # d 8
16 JLxf4(72)

T he opening has favoured W hite- 
his position is the more active, es
pecially the knight on b5 since Black’s 
counterpart can easily be chased away 
w ith c3 . . .

16 . .. 4c6
. . . but why not wait? Geller 

suggested 16 . . . 2c8  17 c3 £ia6 with 
. . . £)c5 to follow as better.

17 #el
T he rook on cl has done its job , 

now d l is cleared for it.
17 . . .  d5

This opening o f the position can 
only favour W hite.

18 Sdl #b6
19 ed

Better than 19 e5 in that the text 
allows W hite to make use of his over
protection o f c4.

19 . . .  %xd5
I f  19 . . . A xd5  then 20 £ic4 all the 

same and Black would have to part 
with his bishop pair.

20 $c4 #c5
21 Acl

21 Ag3 is superficially more 
appealing, but W hite plans c3, b3 and 
Aa3 with a great future for the
bishop.

21 . . .  %f6
Spassky should have opted for some 

counterplay with 21 . . . # b 4  22 #g3  
# x a 4  23 Ah6 g6 24 AxfB Sxf8  
though W hite’s m aterial advantage 
shotdd guarantee the win.

22 b3
W ith the Q-side secure W hite is 

ready to go queen hunting.
22 . . .  Hfd8( 73)

Black has no good moves, e.g. 22 
. . . JLg4 23 A xg4 &xg4 24 h3 # h 5  25 
&d4 Sfe8 26 Sf5

23 JLa3 Sxdl
24 JLxdl #g5
25 Axe7 J.d5

Trying to complicate matters with a 
piece sacrifice. 25 . . . £ixe7 26 fec7 is 
hopeless.

26 JLf3 Se8
26 . . . A xf3 loses to 27 gf Se8 28 

A xfb g x e l  29 S x e l g f (29 . . . # x f6  
30 Se8 mate) 30 S g l.

27 h4
27 A xd5 Sxe7 28 A xf7+  also wins 

simply enough.
27 . . .  #g6

O r 27 . . . # h 6  28 A xd5  Sxe7 29 
A xf7+  &xf7 (29 . . . § x f7  30 £>cd6 
Se7 31 &f5; 30 . . .  §18 31 # e6 +  and



32 fcf7+) 30 febd6+ ®(8 (30 . . . ‘t'gS 
31 £sf5) 31 # g 3  # g 6  32 # h 3 ± ± .

28 Ae5 A xe5
29 # x e 5  A xf3
30 g f  1-0

Geller 64, Gligoric ‘G am e o f the 
M onth’ Chess Life and Review, Sahovski 
Glasnik, Deutsche Schachzeitung, . . . .

61) Andras A d o rja n —Danny W rig h t 
Enfield, Pirc
I e4 d6 2 d4  4 f6  3 Ac3 g6 4 f4 Ag7 5 
4 f3  00 6 AdS 4 c 6  7 e5 d e  8 d e  This 
‘should only be played by those with 
peaceful intentions. Indeed it has 
become a stock drawing line’ Botterill 
and Keene, The Pirc Defence 1973 in 
which the authors recommend 8 fe. 8 
. . .  4 d 5  9 JLd2 %cb4 O ther moves are 
9 . . . &xc3 10 A xc3 Af5 11 A xf5 
# x d l +  12 S x d l g f 13 Bd7± 
H ort-D onner, Skopje . 1972; 9 . . .  
A g 4 ?!; 9 . . . fedb4 10 Ae4 f5 11 
A xc6 !± and 9 . . . A e6!? 10 A e4 Ab6
I I  a3! Aa6 12 # e 2  Hc5 13 000 % xe4 
14 x e l  # d 5  ‘T ’ Botterill and Keene 
loc. cit. 15 JLb4 # a 2  16 %c3 # a l +  17 
# d 2  ld 8 +  18 'freS S x d l  19 B x d l 
# x b 2 (7 4 ) 20 Aa4! Previously known
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were 20 S b l?  &d5+ and 20 lS,f2 when 
Parm a gives 20 . . . a5 unclear, while 
Stean—Botterill, England 1973, wa,s 
draw n following scrappy play after 20

. . Af5. 20 . . .  4 txa4 21 Hd8+ AfB 22 
A xe7  * b 6  if 22 . . . # b 6 +  23 &d4 c5!

Stean, but 23 <S’d 2 !± ±  M atanovic 23 
E x f8 +  # g 7  24 Hd8 A g4 25 AP6+ 
# h 6  26 2 x a 8  # c 3 +  27 # f2  A x f3  28 
g f  & xa8  29 # g 3  c6 30 # f l  1-0 
O ’Connell

62) Gyozo F o rin to s -V a s ily  S m y s lo v
Sochi, Nimzo— Indian 
1 d4  4>f6 2 c4 e6 3 A c3 A b4  Ac
cording to Botvinnik this is the best 
m ethod o f meeting the Q ueen’s Pawn 
opening. 4 # c 2  c5 5 d c  00 6 A f4 
A xc5  7 Af3 b6  8 e3  8 e4 leaves 
W hite’s centre ra ther frail. 8 . . .  A b7
9 A e2 d5  Prem ature. Black might 
have done better to set up pressure 
along the c-file w ith 9 . . . £ic6 10 00 
Sc8 11 S fd l Ae7, only then th reaten
ing 12 . . . £>a5 followed by 13 . . . d5.
10 00 d c  11 B fd l 4fcbd7 12 A x c4  # e 7  
13 a3  Black’s dark-square bishop faces 
serious problems. 13 . . .  I f c 8  14 
A b5( 75) 14 . . .  e5  14 . . .  a5 is better,

despite the weakening o f the Q-side.
15 A g3 A x f3  15 . . .  e4 16 4_>d4 A xd4  
17 2 x d 4  would have given W hite the 
bishop pair and control o f the d-file.
16 g f  * f8  17 # f5  a6  18 A f l 18 A xa6  
picks up a pawn, but the text also 
leaves Smyslov in a lost position. 18 
. . .  Se8 19 b4  A d6 20 A h4! 4 g 6  21 
A x f6  g f  22 %d5 &e6 23 # x e 6  B xc6 
24 A h3 1-0
R. Byrne New York Times, International 
Herald Tribune
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63) M ikhail T a l-R a in e r  K n a a k  
Halle, Spanish

1 e4 4c6
2 4f3 e5
3 JLb5 a6
4 Aa4 d6
5 00 JLd7
6 d4 4f6
7 JLxc61?

T he first time in T a l’s tournam ent 
career that he had reached this 
position. Previously he had always 
played 6 S e l, 7 A xc6  and then 8 d4, 
but at Lublin Pytel had got a good 
game with 7 . . . be.

7 . . .  JLxc6
8 S e l A.e7

Not 8 . . . £}xe4P? 9 d5 and if 8 . . . 
A xe4  then 9 £ic3 or 9 de de 10 £>bd2 
T al-B . K ogan, L a tv ia -4 A vangard’, 
U SSR 1974, with the initiative.

9 &c3 ed
A pitfall which the unwary have 

been walking into for about 80 years is 
9 . . . 00 10 de de 11 # x d 8  S ax d 8  12 
£ixe5 A xe4  13 &xe4 £>xe4 14 £>d3 15 
15 f3 A c5+ 16 £sxc5 £}xc5 17 Ag5.

10 $ x d 4  JLd7
11 # f3  Ag4

11 . . .  00 12 -S.f4 Se8 leaves Black 
with a tough defensive task— K naak 
chooses something more active, but 
more dangerous.

12 #g 3  #d 7
13 h3 ( 76)

I f  13 . . .  J3.e6 W hite would choose 
not 14 f4 000 15 f5 Ac4, but 14 e5! de
15 & xe6 fe (15 . . . # x e 6  16 Sxe5) 16 
# x e 5  quickly winning a pawn, but 
that would have been the lesser evil.

14 &f5 000
15 Ag5 &g8

Black is already lost, e.g. 15 . . . Ag6
16 £ixe7+ # x e 7  17Ud5 # e 6 18A xf6  
g f  19 # c3  and 20 £ixf6.

16 J.xe7
16 & xe7+ £>xe7 17 # h 4  16 18 

# x h 5  or 18 A xf6 should also win 
comfortably, but Tal did not want to 
open the f- or g-file.

16 . . .  4 x e7
17 #g5  4x f5

Equivalent to capitulation. The
only way to fight was to sacrifice a 
pawn with 17 . . . £ic6! 18 # x h 5  g6 19 
& xd6+ ® xd6 20 # g 4 +  'S’bS 21 a3 
and W hite would still have to con
vert his material advantage.

18 e f  g6
19 g4 #c6

19 . . .  g f is no use: 20 # x h 5  fg 21 
hg Shg8 22 &fl S xg4  23 Se7.

20 £6
T hreatening 21 £>d5. This is much 

better than 20 gh g f which would be 
fraught with danger.

20 . . d5
21 Se7 h6
22 # e5  d4?!
23 fce2



64 Selected Games

Black had spotted the defensive 
resource 23 £ie4 3d5  24 8 x c7 +  ^ b 8 ! 

2 3 . . .  Bd5(77)
24 %xd4!! 1-0

Both 24 . . . Sxe5 25 £sxc6 and 24 
. . . # c4  25 S xc7+  # x c 7  26 # x d 5  are 
utterly hopeless.
Tal 64.

64) G ertrude B au m  s ta r k -1 rrn  a
L evitina
W om en’s O lym piad, Alekhine 
1 e4 M 6 2 e5 4 4 5  3 d4 d6 4 M 3 g6 5 
JLc4 * b 6  6 Ab3 d5 I f  6 . . . Ag7 then 
7 £ig5 followed by 8 f4 gives W hite ex
cellent chances as in K arpov-T orre , 
Leningrad Interzonal 1973. 7 a4 a5 8 
M 3  Ag7 9 00 00 10 B el JLg4 Black’s 
plan for counterplay is to exchange 
the light-squared bishop, strengthen 
d5 by . . . e6 and then plav . . . c5. 11 
h3 A xf3  12 # x f 3  e6 13 # g 3  c5 14 
Ag5! # e 8  15 dc M 8  or 1 5 . . .  &6d7 
16 £ib5 16 B ad l M 6  17 # h 4  
4>xc5(78) 18 JLxd5! ed  19 4lxd5 M 6

20 M 6+  A xf6  21 e f  # h 8  21 . . . h5 
would have held out a little longer. 22 
# h 6  Bg8 23 Be4 1-0 There is no 
answer to 24 # x h 7 +  <S>xh7 25 Sh4 
mate.
Filip Schach Echo

65) Nona G a p rin d a sh v ili-E lisa b e ta  
P o lih ro n ia d e
W om en’s O lym piad, Caro K a n n / 
M odern

1 e4 g6 2 d4 Ag7 3 M 3  c6 4 f4 d5 5 
e5 h5 6 &£3 Ag4 7 A e3 e6 8 A e2  
A x f3  This is prem ature. Black should 
delay this exchange until provoked by 
h3. 8 . . . £)h6 is better. 9 JLxf3 M i6 10 
Af2 M 7  11 00 # a 5  Black is ready to 
play . . . c5 obtaining counterplay on 
the Q-side and in the centre, but 
G aprindashvili finds an original 
method to take advantage o f Black’s 
plan. 12 a3 M 5 13 # e 2  A18 14 g3  
c5(79) 15 b4! cb  16 ab  # b 6  or 16 . . .

# x b 4  17 feb5± 17 M 4  # x b 4  I f  17 
. . . £ixd4 then 18 £sxb6 £)xe2+ 19 
A xe2 wins a piece. 18 c3 # a 5  19 B fb l 
M 7  20 c4 !± ±  M 7  21 M 3  M 8  22 
4 b 5  #fo8 23 cd  ed  24 B e l 1-0  
Filip Schach Echo

66) G udm undur S ig u r jo n sso n -A n -
tonio M edina
Costa Brava, Spanish (!)
1 e4 e5 2 M 3 M 6  3 A b5 a6 4 A a4 d6  
5 00 JLd7 6 d4 fcge7 6 . . . £il6 is more 
common. 7 c4 7 d5 followed by 8 c4 is 
more accurate. 7 . . .  g6? 7 . . .  ed is 
correct. T he text allows W hite to cor
rect his previous inaccuracy. 8 d5! 
M>8 9 M 3  Ag7 10 b4 A x a 4  11 
# x a 4 +  M 7  12 A e3 00 13 c5 h6 14 
M 2  f5 15 f3  b6 W hite was th rea ten 
ing £sd2-c4-a5. 16 # b 3  # h 7 ?  Better 
is 16 . . .  f4 17AT2 g5 18£>c4 Sf6 19 b5 
a5 20 &a4 £sc8. 17 cd  cd  18 M 4  * b 8  
18 . . .  f4 19 Af2 816 followed by . . .
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g5 and . . . Hg6 gave chances of 
counterplay. 19 S fc l  Missing the 
chance for 19 b5! a5 (19 . . .  £}c5 20 
iLxc5) 20 &a4 £*c8 21 S fc l± . 19 . 
JLf6! 20 Ec2 Ag5 21 i lf2  Bc8 if 21 . . . 
h5 22 b 5 ! 22 h4 A f6 23 B a d  23 h5 
allows 23 . . .  f4! 24 hg+ £>xg6 
followed by . . . Ah4. 23 . . .  f4 24 
* d l! (# 0 )  W hite is now ready to put

into operation the plan 4bdl—b2—d3, 
a4 and b5. 24 . . .  # g 7  25 fcdb2 Sa7  
26 %d3 Eac7 27 a4 not 27 & xd6? 
S x c2 :FF 27 . . .  fcg8 or 27 . . . Sb7 28 
b5 a5 29 # a 3  £ic5 30 £}xc5 dc 31 d6
28 h5! g5?  28 . . . §b7  is ra ther better.
29 & xd6 S x c2  30 %£5+ # h 7  31 S x c2  
2 x c 2  32 ilrxc2 £ e 7  33 %xe7 A xe7  34 
# c 6  # d 6  35 %b2  4lb8 36 # b 7  # x b 4  
37 £ c 4 !  1-0
G. Sigurjonnson Schachnytt

67) Vlastimil H o r t- Iv a n  R a d u lo v  
‘Sunny Beach’, Sicilian 
1 e4 c5 2 fcf3 %c6 3 d4  cd  4 4*xd4 
%f6 5 fce3 d6 6 l .g 5  e6 7 # d 2  A e7 8 
f4 d5  9 e5 I d 7  10 JLxe7 # x e 7  11 000 
a6  12 4fcf3 00 13 J .d 3  An unusual 
order o f moves in the opening has led 
to an original position. In this line 
when Black castles K-side he in
variably plays . . . h6. We soon see 
why. 13 . . .  S b8  14 # e 3  b5??(<W) 15 
JLxh7+ # x h 7  16 4 g 5 +  HPg6 17 # h 3  
1-0 1 7 . . .  £>cxe5 18 # h 7 +  ®fB 19

^ce4+  mates. Even grandm asters can 
fall for A xh7+ .
H ort 64

68) Anatoly K arpov-Viktor
K orchnoi
game 2, Sicilian

1 e4 c5
2 fcf3 d6
3 d4 cd
4 %xd4 4 f6
5 * c3 g6
6 A e 3 J.g7
7 f3 4 c6
8 # d 2 00
9 JLc4 JLd7

10 h4 Sc8
The main line since 10 . . . # a 5  lost

its popularity following some severe
reverses. ,

11 JLb3 4 e5
12 000 4 c4
13 JLxc4 B xc4
14 h5 4lxh5
15 g4 4f6(52)
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So far the game has followed 
G eller-K orchnoi, C andidates 1971. 
T hat game continued 16 Jlh6 fexe4 
17 # e3  Sxc3 18 be fefb 19 A xg7 
&xg7 20 Sh2 &a5 (20 . . . Sg8!) 21 
feb3 ^ x a 2 22 # x e 7  and W hite won.

Hartston and Keene mention that 
at Nice Korchnoi could be seen sur
reptitiously hiding Levy’s The Sicilian 
Dragon under a pile of other chess 
literature. T hat book considers only 
16 iUi6 and 16 S d g l, while 16 e5 has 
also been tried since the book was 
written.

16 4de2!
So simple. Black’s counterplay in 

this line is almost invariably based on 
. . . §xc3  at some stage to weaken 
W hite’s Q-side pawn structure. K ar
pov denies Black this counterplay.

16 . . .  # a 5
17 Ah6 A xh6
18 # x h 6  Efc8
19 Bd3!

Only this move is new! In an article 
in Shakhmatny Bulletin No. 10 1972, E. 
C hum ak gave a long analysis to sup
port 19 Hd5‘ !’ and also 19 g5. K ar
pov’s move, completely denying Black 
any counterplay, is much stronger.

19 . . .  H4c5
19 . . . # d 8  has been suggested as an 

im provement, but looks unconvincing 
after 20 e5 de 21 g5 feh5 22 feg3. Black 
is already lost.

20 g5! S xg5
O r 20 . . . feh5 21 614 S xg5  22 

6cd5  and Black is crushed.
21 Ed5!

W hite’s last two moves impressed 
Petrosian sufficiently to give them 
both two exclamation marks!

21 . . .  E xd5
22 fcxd5

This is the point of W hite’s 20th 
move— to play fed5 without allowing 
. . . Sxd5 .

22 . . .  Ee8

Everything loses, e.g. 22 . . . # d 8  23 
fexf6+ ef 24 fef4 Sc5 25 # x h 7 +  'S’fB 
26 # h 8 +  27 fed5+. T he idea o f
the text is that if  23 fexf6+ and 24 
^ x h 7 +  then the king can creep out 
via e7.

23 4ef4!
T hreatening simply 24 fexfb-l- and 

25 fed5 sealing off e7.
23 . . .  JLc6(83)

O r 23 . . . iLe6 24 fexe6 fe 25 fexf6+ 
ef 26 # x h 7 +  4>f8 27 # x b 7 ± ± .

24 fexfb-l- ef 25 feh5 fails to 25 . . . 
# g 5 + . T he text blocks the black 
queen’s route to g5.

24 . . .  JLxd5
24 . . .  de 25 fexf6+  ef 26 feh5! leads 

to mate.
25 e f  e f
26 * x h 7 +  # f8
27 # h 8 +  1-0

After 27 . . . Q el 28 fexd5+  ,irxd5  
29 S e l+  it is all over.

A gam e to confirm the popular 
belief that the D ragon is a purely 
mythical beast.
Petrosian 64, Flohr Schach Echo, 
H artston and Keene Karpov—Korchnoi 
1974, A. Geller Saks

69) Anatoly K a rp o v -V ik to r
K o rc h n o i
game 21, Q ueen’s Indian

1 d4  M 6
2 %f3 e6



3 g3 b6
4 JLg2 Ab7
5 c4 A e7
6 4»c3 00
7 # c2 !

Following the course o f game 5. In 
games 11 and 13 K orchnoi had tried 7 
# d 3 .

1 . . .  c5
8 d5 ed
9 %g5 &c6V.{84)

K arpov deviates from the fifth
gam e which had continued 9 . . . g6 
10 # d l? !  d6 11 cd £ a 6  12 00— K ar
pov had the better o f the middle 
game, but went wrong and had to 
work hard to draw

H artston and Keene, in Moscow to 
write a book on the m atch, went to see 
Korchnoi after the seventeenth game 
and together they analysed the fifth 
game. W hen Keene saw 10 # d l  he 
said ‘W hat a funny move. Why don’t 
you play cd and m ate h im ?’ (The 
plan being a K-side storm with h4). 
Korchnoi replied ‘I d id n ’t think of 
that . . .  it can ’t be good’. However, 
after some analysis Korchnoi was con
vinced that it was a good idea and 
said that he would try it the next 
chance he got.

Now 11 h4 would be rather slow. 
T he text is another idea that

K orchnoi and the English duo looked
at.

11 . . .  4sxd5?
One mistake follows another. Here 

11 . . .  Se8, preparing . . . Af8-g7, 
would have been better.

12 ± x d 5  Hb8??(55)
T he final error. K arpov’s last

chance o f salvation lay in 12 . . . A xg5 
13 # x g 5  # x g 5  14 A xg5, though 
W hite would have a vastly superior 
ending.
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Black could (should?) resign. 13 . . . 
‘S 'xh? loses to 14 # h 6 +  ®g8 15 
# x g 6 +  <S?h8 16 #h6+  ^g S  17 iLe4 f5 
18 Ja.d5+ S17 19 &g6+.

The probable reason for K arpov’s 
delayed resignation is that he must 
have been in a state of shock— he had, 
in home analysis, reached and looked 
at the position after Black’s twelfth 
move but had failed to notice 
anything the m atter with it . . . that is 
until he had just made the move on 
the board against Korchnoi, when he 
suddenly realised, . . .

14 # h 6  %e5
15 4g5  A xg5
16 J .xg5 # x g 5

O r 16 . . . #c7  17 A16 and mates.
17 # x g 5  JLxd5

A final th reat: 18 . . . £if3+.
18 00 A xc4
19 f4 1-0
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Keene (telephone conversation),
Flohr Schach Echo, H artston and 
Keene Karpov-Korchnoi 1974, I. 
Zaitsev 64

70) Boris G u lk o -A rth u r B isgu ier
Sombor, Spanish
1 e4 e5 2 4 f3  %c6 3 ilb 5  Hf6 4 00 
4fcxe4 5 d4 %d6 6 A xc6  dc 7 de 4>f5 8 
# x d 8 +  # x d 8  9 b3 This is an idea of 
H ort’s shown to Gulko by Razuvayev. 
Fischer’s choice against Bisguier in the 
1962-3 US Ch was 9 £>c3, that game 
going 9 . . . $ e8  10 &e2 Ae6 11 6f4  
Ad5 12 <£>xd5 cd 13 g4 £ie7 14 Af4 c6 
15 g fe l £g6  16 Ag3 Ac5 17 c3 618 18 
b4 Ab6 19 % 2  6e6  20 £>h4 h5 21 h3 
hg 22 hg g6 23 Sh 1 Ad8? 24 6 f 5 ! and 
W hite won. 9 . . .  h6 10 Ab2 A e6 11 
4lbd2 a5 12 c4 a4 13 h3 c5 14 4>e4 b6 
15 g4 A e7  16 # g 2  g5 17 # g 3  fcg6 18 
h4 &f4? 18 . . .  6 x h 4  gave good 
drawing chances. 19 E fd l+  # e 7  20 
2d2 ab  21 ab  B x a l 22 J .x a l * g 6  23 
hg hg 24 E dl Ag7 25 4hex.g5 JLc8 
better 25 . . . Sa8 26 fce4 J .b7 (86) 27

%d6!±± cd  28 ed +  # d 7  if 28 . . . ®f8 
29 d7 29 A x g 7  A x f 3  30 # x f 3  Bh3+ 
31 # e 4  2 x b 3  32 f4! Eb4 33 f5 %h4 34 
E el Eb3 35 J.e5 4>g2 36 Ec3 B b l 37 
l .g 3  E d l 38 ld 2  39 Ba3 1-0
Gulko 64

1 1) Lajos P o rtisch -E v g en n y
V asy u k o v
M anila, Benko G am bit

1 d4 4if6 2 c4 c5 3 d5 b5 4 cb  a6 5 ba
Perhaps better is 5 e3 trying to m ain
tain equal developm ent ra ther than  5 
ba putting Black’s bishop on a good 
diagonal. 5 . . .  JLxa6 6 %c3 d6  7 W 3 
& bd7 8 e4 i x f l  9 # x f l  g6 10 h3  
A g l  11 # g l  00 12 # h 2  # a 5  13 B e l 
2 fb 8  14 Se2 E b4 H ort-Jim enez, 
Palm a 1970, went 14 . . . 6 e8 , but 
Black does not have to worry about 15 
e5 de 16 42sxe5 6 x e 5  17 Bxe5 6 g 4 +  
winning the exchange. 15 # g l  ^ e 8  16 
a3  Eb7 17 Ec2 E ab8  18 # e 2  %e5 19 
fcxe5 A xe5  20 J .h 6  4fcc7 21 E a c l 
Portisch’s move is designed to develop 
latent threats against Black’s king, 
therefore it would be senseless for 
Vasyukov to recover the pawn by 21 
. . . ,a.xc3 22 be # x a 3  23 e5. 21 . . .  
Eb3 22 f4 A d4+  23 # h 2  # a 6  24 # g 4  
# c 8  25 # e 2  # a 6  26 # g 4  fce8 27 E e l 
# d 3  28 # e 2  T he exchange o f queens 
gives Black a good ending. 28 . . . 
# x e 2  29 E exe2 f6 30 h4 4 c7  31 Ifcdl 
# f7  32 g 3 (87) 32 . . .  £5! C rum bling

the white centre and leading to the 
win of a pawn. 33 e5 4lxd5 34 ed  ed  
35 JLg5 Se8 36 S x e8  # x e 8  37 Bd2 
# d 7  38 h5 Portisch’s efforts to obtain 
play with this and his 41st move only 
result in the loss of two pawns, but 
there is nothing else to do against the 
Benko G am bit bind tha t Vasyukov 
has set up. 38 . . .  gh  39 # h 3  # c 6  40 
# h 4  Bf3 41 a4 H M  42 fcc3 %c4 43 
Be2 i x b 2  44 4fcb5 %xa4 45 4 x d 4 +
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cd  0-1 T here is no coping with the 
passed pawn.
R. Byrne New York Times, International 
Herald Tribune

72) H elm ut P fleger-E vgenny
V asyu k ov
M anila, Egnlish
I c4 e5 2 \ c 3  fcf6 3 fcf3 fcc6 4 g3 
JLb4 5 JLg2 00 6 00 ± x c 3  7 be d6 8 d3
h6 9 e4 a6 10 a4! preventing the free
ing . . . b5 and planning a5 10 . . . b6
I I  % h4± JLg4 It is not easy for Black
to Find a plan here and both his last 
two moves are open to criticism. 12 
# e l  fca5 13 Ha3 W hite retains his 
dark square bishop, prevents infiltra
tion by the knight and keeps the 
a-paw n protected. 13 . . . 4>d7 14 h3 
JLe6 15 f4 f6 16 # d l !  Eyeing the weak 
white squares around Black’s king. 16 
. . . <#^7 Better is 16 . . . 4bc5! with the 
possibility o f . . . £)xd3 and . . . A xc4 
at some stage. 17 JLf3 R eady to go to 
h5. Some sources give the move order 
17 f5 A f7 18 Af3 # e8 , but Pfleger and 
the tournam ent bulletin agree on the 
text order. 17 . .  . # e 8  18 f5 J.f7  19 
# g 2  Eh8? Again Black should play 19 
. . . £>c5! looking for Q-side
counterplay. Larson suggests 19 . . .  
Sg8. 20 fcg6 A x g 6  I f  20 . . .  Sg8 
Larsen gives 21 h4 £>f8 22 £}xf8+ 
followed by g4. 21 fg+  O f course
not 21 . . . # x g 6  when 22 .£Lh5 wins 
the queen. 22 JLg4 ♦fB 23 h4 #e7 24 
A f5±  Hd8 25 Sa2  4 f8  26 h5 4 d 7  27 
JLa3 # g 8  28 # e 2  4 c 5  Now this is too 
late to be effective. 29 2 b l  4 cb 7  if 29 
. . . <Lixa4 30 A b4! and the Q-side will 
be ripped open, 30 # h 3  # e 8  31 d4 
#g8(<9<?) 32 c5! T he decisive
breakthrough commences. 32 . . . d c  
33 d c  4 x c 5  34 A xc5  be  35 # x a 6  
Ea8 T he rook is taboo: 35 . . . # x a 2  
36 # x a 5  and Black will be mated. 36 
Hd2 # e 8  or 36 . . . S x a6  37 Sd7+  
m ating 37 # e 6 +  t&fB 38 # d 5  c4 39

,&c5+ # e 7  40 # x e 7 +  ^ x e 7  41 Bd7+ 
1-0
Pfleger The Chess Player 7, Larsen 
Skakbladet

73) Lajos P ortisch-F lorin
G heorghiu
M anila, Grunfeld
1 d4 fcf6 2 c4 g6 3 4 c 3  d5 4 fcf3 Ag7 
5 # b 3  dc 6 # x c 4  00 7 e4 Jtg4 8 JLe3 
fcfd7 9 # b 3  4b 6  10 E dl * c6  11 d5
4 e5  12 2Le2 4 x f3 +  13 g f  JLh5 This is 
one of the main positions in the 
Smyslov System. 14 E g l!?  14 f4 is the 
main line, but that reaches a level 
position and Portisch looks for 
something more with this old move 
which has been forgotten about in 
most modern theoretical books. 14 . . .  
# d 7  14' . . . #b8!P  15 Sg3 c6? 
Gheorghiu seems happy to follow van 
den Berg-Bozic, Yogoslavia—Holland 
1949, which went 16 a4 and Black 
equalised. 16 dc! # x c 6  17 %b5 %c8 A 
sad move to have to make, but the 
only way to defent against 18 £ixa7. 
18 Ed5 # h 8  19 Ec5! # f6  20 JLd4 # h 4  
21 A xg7+  # x g 7  22 # c 3 +  # g 8  23 
4ic7 Eb8 24 Ecg5 f6 if 24 . . . h6 25 
£)e6! (25 . . . fe 26 S xg6+ ) and other 
moves allow 25 # e5  25 4 e6  Ee8?!(<9.9) 
25 . . . £ib6 would hold out longer. 26 
f4! The threat of 8h3 is decisive. 26 
, .  . JLxe2 27 Eh3 # x g 5  or 27 . . .  
# x h 3  28 # x h 3  fg 29 # h 6  ®f7 30
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f5±± 28 4lxg5 fg  29 # x e 2  g f  30 
# c 4 +  # g 7? ! 31 Hxh7+ # x h 7  32 
# f7 +  #t»6 33 # x e 8  1-0

This game was aw arded the tour
nam ent’s $200 brilliancy prize. 
Larsen Skakbladet, Schacknytt

74) Evgenny 
L a rs e n

V asy u k o v -B en t

M anila, Sicilian
1 e4 c5
2 4 f3 e6
3 d4 cd
4 4 x d 4 %f6
5 %c3 d6
6 g4
7 h4!

h6

This is, apparently, a new idea.
7 . . . 4 c 6
8 Xgl h5

8 . . . d5 9 ed is good for W hite.
9 gh

This looks ugly but is better than 9 
g5. Now the rook on g l springs to life.

9 . . . % xh5
10 JLg5 # c 7
11 * d 2 a6
12 000 H xd4

If  12 . . .  b5 13 £ d 5  ed 14 &xc6
gives good attacking chances, while 
against 12 . . . Ad7 Vasyukov planned
13 ^15 ef 14 M 5 with such pretty
possibilities as 14 . . .  # a 5  15
# x a 5  £ixa5 16 £>c7 m ate, although 
there is no clear win after 14 . . . # b 8  
15 ef.fl.xf5.

13 * x d 4
14 # b l
15 J.e2!

In  Vasyukov’s opinion this was the 
most difficult and most im portant 
move to find in the whole game. T he 
bishop eyes h5 and b5 while preparing 
central action against the black king
(Sgel and e4—e5 or f2-
^ c3 -d 5 ).

15 . . . b5
16 S g e l # c 5
17 # d 2 M 6

17 . . . b4 fails to 18 &d5 ed 19 
A xh5  while 17 . . .  # x f2  has
catastrophic consequences after 18 e5 
d5 19 £sxd5 ed 20 e6 Hc6 21 -fl,xh5 
© xd2 22 A xf7 mate.

18 a3
W hite could win a pawn with 18 e5 

b4 19 ef be 20 # x c 3 , but to do so 
would leave Black w ith draw ing 
chances.

18 , . .  # c 7
According to Vasyukov Black 

should have played 18 . . . Ae7 when 
19 e5 does not work: 19 . . . i&xe5 20 
J lx b 5  # c5 , but W hite has a large 
choice of good moves (19 .fl.fl-, 19 Af3 
and 19 f4) in each case planning a 
subsequent e5.

19 f4 #b7?(9<?)
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After 21 fe W hite would have to 
calculate w hat happens after 21 . . . 
b4.

21 . . .  # x f 3
O r 21 . . . Ac6 22 A xc6+  © xc6 23 

fe fed7 24 fee4 with Sel-e3 -d3  to 
follow.

22 A xf6 # c 6
23 4 e 4 b4
24 fe b a
25 Se3 # x c 2 +
26 # x c 2 a2+
27 # x a 2 S x c2

Larsen has followed the line of 
greatest resistance.

28 Eb3 ScS
Not 28 . . .  g f 29 2 b 8 +  Ac8 30 

fexfl6+ «>e7 31 S b7+  A xb7 32 Sd7 
mate.

29 Sb7 JLb5
O r 29 . . . Ac6 30 S c7± ±  e.g. 30 . . . 

JLd5+ 31 S x d 5  ed 32 fed6+ (32 
S x c8 +  &d7) 32 . . . A x d 6  33 S xc8+ .

30 J .xg7!± ±
T he rest is, for a grandm aster, a 

simple m atter o f technique: 30 . . .  
JLxg7 31 Hd6+ # f8  32 «>xc8 A xe5  
33 Sd8+  * g 7  34 B xh8 # x h 8  35 
Hxf7 JLg3 36 h5 A e2 37 h6 e5 38 fcd6 
A f4 39 2 e7  Jth5 40 # b 3  J.g6 41 %f7+ 
JLxf7 42 B xf7 JLxhS 43 Ba7 * g 8  44 
# c 4  # f 8  45 # d 5  A c l 46 b3 Ab2 47 
S x a 6  # e 7  48 Hh6 J x 3  49 Bc6 1-0  
Vasyukov 64, Larsen Skakbladet

75) Svetozar G lig o ric -E d u a rd  
G u fe ld
Yugoslavia—U SSR , K ing’s Indian

1 d4 « f6
2 c4 g6
3 %c3 Ag7
4 e4 d6
5 f3 00
6 A e3 %c6
7 4sge2 Eb8
. a6 8 feci Sb8 9 feb3

favourable for W hite.
8 # d 2

Now if 8 feci then 8 . . . e5 9 d5 fed4 
10 feb3 c5 and Black is ready to open 
up the b-file.

8 . . .  a6
9 a4

9 Ah6 led to a truly rem arkable 
game in Bagirov-Gufeld, K irovabad 
4-final USSR Ch 1973: 9 . . . 5 10 h4 
e5 11 A xg7 «?xg7 12 h5 <3?h8!? 13 
fed5! be 14 hg fg 15 # h 6 !? feh 5 ! 16g4 
S xb 2 ! 17 gh g5 18 S g l g4! 19 000 
S x a2  20 feef4!? ef 21 fexf4 Sxf4! 22 
# x f4  c3! 23 A c4(91) 23 . . . Sa3! 24

fg feb4 25 «>b 1 A e6! 26 & xe6 fed3! 27 
#17 # b 8 +  28 Ab3 S x b 3 +  29 <&c2 
feb4+! 30 <2?xb3 fed5+ 31 &c2 # b 2 +  
32 &d3 # b 5 + ! 0-1.

9 . . .  e5
10 d5 #&5

Not 10 . . . fee7 11 c5! with the in
itiative on  the Q_-side.

11 fccl c5
12 S b l

12 dc be is in Black’s favour.
12 . . .  b6
13 b4 cb

If  13 . . . feb7 14 a 5 !
14 H xb4 %d7
15 Ae2 * c5
16 00 f5

A nother idea which merited con
sideration is 16 . . . # c7 , 17 . . . Ad7 
and 18 . . .  §fc8, keeping . . .  15 in 
reserve.

17 # e l
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W hite cannot immediately re-route 
the knight on c l to b4 since 17 £da2  
is met by 17 . . .  &ab3 followed by 
. . .  £id4. However, another idea for 
W hite is 17 A xc5 dc 18 S b l # h 4  19 
d6 which, with hindsight, looks 
rather better.

17 . . .  JLd7
18 # d l #h4

Black aims to force W hite to ex
change on 15, or, himself, to exchange 
on e4 and then take advantage o f theQ
weaknesses in W hite’s pawn structure. 
Another good idea is 18 . . . Afb 19 
# d 2  f4 20 Af2 Ah4.

19 Af2 # g 5
20 4 d 3  A h6
21 # b l !  fe

I f  21 . . . &d2 22 A el &e3+ 23 Af2 
etc.

22 4 x e 4
But not 22 £>xc5 ef!

22 . . .  4 x e 4
23 fe  Hbc8

After 23 . . . Ah3 24 £iel is ade
quate.

24 # a 2 !  # d 2
25 S b2?

After 25 # x d 2  A xd2  26 § x b 6  
&xc4 27 S xa6  Sa8 28 S x a8  S x a8  29 
£>c5 W hite should draw  the ending.

25 . . .  # g 5
25 . . . # c 3 ! is more energetic.

26 2 c2 ?
W hite should rush the rook back to 

b4 and follow the line given in the 
note to his last move.

26 . . .  4 b 7
27 A xb6?(92)

An error in time trouble. W hite 
should have played the defensive 27 
<&hl.

27 . . .  fcc5!
28 A xc5

W hite might have tried 28 £ixc5 
e.g. 28 . . . &e3+ 29 & hl # x e2 ?  30 > 
§ g l !±±, but Black has 28 . . . dcTT.

28 . . .  d c

29 # h l # e 3
30 B 2cl # x e 4
31 H xf8+ BxfB
32 E e l A h3
33 Hgl A e3

0-1
Gufeld 64

76) V ladim ir B ag irov -R aym ond
K een e
Tbilisi, N im zo-Indian
1 d4  4 f6  2 c4 e6 3 fcc3 JLb4 4 Ag5 H6
5 JLh4 c5 6 d5 JLxc3+ In recent years
6 . . .  b5 has been the most popular 
with the text move largely ignored. 7 
be e5 8 d6 O pening manuals agree on 
this being the best move, but it has the 
draw back of leaving Black to follow a 
straightforw ard strategic plan. 8 . . . 
%c6 9 # c 2  g5 10 Ag3 4 h 5  11 e3 # f6  
12 B d l b6 Previous theory was 12 . . . 
®e6 13 Ae2 £>g7 with a complex posi
tion and chances for both sides. 13 
A e2 fcxg3 14 h g  A b 7 (93) 15 A f3?!
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W hite should play 15 £ih3 preparing 
00 and f4. Now Black snatches the in
itiative by means o f a pawn sacrifice. 
15 . . .  000 16 %e2 h5! 17 Bxh5 I f  17
00 then 17 . . .  h4 18 g4 h3. 17 . . .  
H xh5 18 JLxh5 %a5 19 A f3 Ax£3 20 
g f  # x f 3  21 fcgl # g 4 !T  22 # h 7  # x c 4  
23 %e2 %c6 24 e4 * x a 2  25 f3 # e 6  26 
# f2  threatening 27 . . . Sh8 27 
S h i  # x d 6  28 f x n  g4!=FT Black has 
a winning advantage— both material 
and positional. T he rest is . . . techni
que. 29 # d 5  # x d 5  30 e d  * e7  31 c4 
Hf8 32 f4 e f  33 g f  * f5  34 H gl Hg8 35 
4 g 3  fcd6 36 # e 3  % xc4+ 37 # e 4  # c 7  
38 f5 4 d 6 +  39 « f4  c4 40 f6 b5 41 S a l  
# b 6  42 # e 5  fcf7+ 43 # d 4  Sg6 44 S f l  
a5  45 Sf2 a4  46 4 e4  g3 0-1 
Gufeld 64

77) M ikhail T al-A lexander
Belyavsky
USSR C h, Q ueen’s G am bit Declined
1 c4 c5 2 %f3 $ f6  3 * c 3 4 c 6  4 e3 e6 5 
d4 d5 6 a3 a6 7 b3 Ad6 B Ad3 00 9 00
b6 10 A b2 c d  I f  Black maintains 
symmetry with 10 . . . Ab7 then 11 dc 
be 12 cd ed 13 >&c2 with 14>£\a4± to 
follow. 11 e d  A b7 12 B e l Sc8 if 12 
. . . &a5 13 c5 (13 . . . be 14 be) 13 cd  
ed  14 fce5 % xd4 15 J tx h 7 +  4 x h 7  16 
# x d 4  JLc5 17 # d 3  d4 18 %e2?! 
Stronger is 18 £se4 feg5 19 £>xg5 
# x g 5  20 £43 with a roughly level 
position. 18 . . .  Be8 19 4 g 3  Not 19 
£ x f7  on account of 19 . . . # f6 , while 
19 # f5  is met by 19 . . .  f6 (rather than 
19 . . . # d 5  20 £ f4  #"xb3 21 S a b i) , 
and 19 £ x d 4  by 19 . . . # d 5  20 £ef3 
(20 £df3  Sxe5) 20 . . . £g5  which is 
unpleasant for W hite. 19 . . .  # d 5  20 
413 4 g 5  21 b4 A f8 22 * h 4  if 22 
A x d 4  Sed8 22 . . .  S x e l+  Black has 
nothing after 22 . . . # x g 2 +  23 £ x g 2  
£ h 3 +  24 'S’fl A xg2+  25 ® xg2 £ f4+  
26 ®f3 £ x d 3  27 S x e8 +  S xe8  28 
A xd4. 23 B x e l 4 e 6  Now 23 . . . 
# x g 2 +  is on: 24 £ x g 2  £ h 3 +  25 'S’fl

A xg2+ 26 ®e2 (26 <S>xg2 £ f4+ ) 26 
. , .  £ f4+  27 <&d2 £ x d 3  28 & xd3? .24  
S d l 24 £f3  is better and if 24 . . . £ f4  
then 25 # x d 4  £ h 3 +  26 ®fl (26 
® h l??  # x f3 )  26 . . .  # b 5 +  27 Se2 
and it is not clear how Black can 
strengthen his position. 24 . . .  a5  25 
b a  b a  26 * e 2 ?  # h 5  27 %f3 A xf3  28 
g f  or 28 &xf3 # x f3  29 g f Sc2 28 . . .  
i g 5  29 4 g 3  After 29 £ x d 4  £ h 3 +  30 
"Sfl £ f4  Black has a winning attack. 
29 . . .  fcxf3+ 30 # g 2  4 h 4 +  31 # h 3  
31 «-gl #g4T T  31 . . .  # h 6  32 # e 4  
%g6+ 33 # g 2  d3  34 A d4 Bc4(94) 35

Axg7 # f4  36 #a8  #g4!TT 37 h3 
# x d l  38 JLxfB fcxfB 39 #d5 S c l 40 
#g5+  %e6 0-1
K art 64

78) Oleg R o m a n ish in -R a fa e l 
V a g a n ia n
USSR Ch, Slav
1 %f3 d5 2 d4 4sf6 3 c4 c6 4 e3 e6 5 
Ad3 4bd7 6 00 Ad6 7 Abd2 00 8 e4
d e  not 8. . .  e5 9 cd cd 10 ed ed 1 l£ x d 4
£ x d 5  12 A xh7+  9 %xe4 4 x e4  10 
Axe4 h6 11 Ac2 e5 12 S el 12 # d 3  is
an interesting possibility, e.g. 12 . . . f5 
13 c5 A c7 14 Ab3+ &h8 15 Ag5?! 
#e8  (15 . . .  hg 16 £ x e 5  threatening 
17 # h 3 + ) 16 £ h4 !?  12 . . .  ed 13 
# x d 4  Ac5 14 *c3±(95) 14 . . .  #b6  
Better is 14 . . . Se8, freeing f8 for the 
bishop orknight. 15 Ae3 a5 16 a3 a4 
17 JLxc5 17 S a d i, threatening 18 
S xd7  A xd7 19 # d 3 , seems better e.g.
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17 . . .  18 Sd6 or 17 . ... # a 5  18
# d 3  fef6 19 A d2 # b 6  20 Ac3 A xf2+
21 ® hl A x e l 22 A xf6. 17 . . .  %xc5
18 h3 A e6 also 18 . . . Ad7 19 Ee5 
Sfd8 20 E ael %b3?! Doubling rooks 
on the d-file is preferable. 21 c5 # b 5
22 B le4  Sd5 or 22 . . .  feci 23 A xa4  
fea2 24 # c 2 ± ±  23 S x d 5  cd  23 . . . 
A xd5 24 Sg4! 24 Bb4 # e 2  25 A xb 3  
ab 26 %d4 # d l+  27 # h 2  Be8 28 
B xb7 # f l  29 # f3  # e l  30 # f4  # h 7  31 
B xb3 Ad7 32 Se3 # d 2  33 b4 1-0  
I. Zaitsev 64

79) Robert H ubner-Julio K aplan
Houston, K ing’s Indian

1 d4 %i"6
2 4 0 g6
3 c4 Ag7
4 « c3 00
5 e4 d6
6 Ae2 e5
7 00 c6
8 d5 cd
9 cd ^a6?!

, . fee8! ? is preferable.
10 &d2 %e8
11 ^c4
12 f3

f5

O r 12 f4 fec5 13 fe de 14 Ae3 fexe4 
15 fexe4 fe 16 8x18+ A xf8! 17 fexe5 
fed6 18 S c l Af5±. T he text leads to 
more involved play.

12 . . .  f4
13 a4 g5
14 fcb5 Sf6!(96)

T he only good move. 14 . . . h6 loses 
after 15 Ad2 816 16 A el h5 17 Af2 
8g6 (17 . . . b6 18 a5 8g6 19 ab g4 20 
fg hg 21 b7 A xb7  22 A xg4± ± ) 18 
fexa7 8 x a7  19 A xa7  g4 20 feb6±±.

16 A xg5  # d 7
I f  16 . . . A h6 then 17 A xlb  gh+  18 

<3?hl # x f6  19 f4 A xf4  20 A h5 Ad7 21 
A xe8 S xe8  22 febxd6 Se7 23 # h 5  
fee5 24 Sa3±.

17 hs
17 A x re? would be a serious error 

on account o f 17 . . .  # h 3 .
17 . . .  Sg6

17 . . . # h 3  is w eaker: 18 A h4 Sg6 
19 ®f2 # h 2 +  20 &e3 fec5 21 4&d2±.

18 Ah4 JLI6!
19 # f2

Again 19 A xf6? would be met by 
19 . # h 3 + .

19 . . .  A xh 4
20 gh  # h 3 ? !

Now this move is inaccurate. Black 
should have played 20 . . . # e7 !?  e.g. 
21 S h i A d 7 22 h5 816 23 fec3± and 
W hite’s advantage is kept to a 
minim um.

21 S h i # g 3 +
22 # e 3 Ad7
23 # d 2 * c 5
24 h5(97)
24 . . . Sg7

W hite wins after 24 . . . # f4 +  25 
®c2:
a) 25 . . .  SfB 26 fec3 8c8  27 b4 fexa4
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28 £>xa4 JLxa4 29 S x a 4  b5 30 S x a7  
be 31 # c l  &c7 32 # x f4  S x f4  33 
S b 7 ± ±  or
b) 25 . .  . Sg2 26 # f l  (if 26 S g l # x f3  
27 S xg2  # x g 2  28 # g l  # x g l  29 
S x g l +  ®f8 30 febxd6 fexd6 3 l & xd6 
A x a4 +  32 ® b l Sd8  33 S f l+  &g8 34 
fcf7 Sd7=) 26 . . . Sg7 27 S g l (again 
W hite must be careful not to allow 
Black to equalise: 27 £ic3 fexa4 28 
£sxa4 A x a4  29 S x a4  b5 30 &b6 ba 31 
£>xa8 # e3 = ) 27 . . . £>xa4 28 £sbxd6 
& xd6 29 £sxd6 £>xb2 30 S xg7+  
‘S’x g 7 31 J§.b5 (31 l®’xb2 actually loses 
to 31 . . . # d 2 +  32 &b3 a5TT) 31 . . . 
#16 32 A x d 7  # x d 6  33 # b 5  fec4 34 
S g l+  $18 35 # x b 7  Sb8 36 # c 6  S b2+  
37 ® cl Sb8 38 # x d 6 +  £>xd6 39 
S g5± ± .

25 I g l
A ccuracy is again required here. 

Black equalises after 25 £sc.3 4 ixa4 26 
£sxa4 A x a4  27 S x a4  b5 28 S a l be 29 
S g l # h 2 = .

25 . . .  #f4+
26 #c2 &xa4
27 *bxd6 b5?

T he decisive mistake. Black had to 
go in for 27 . . . £>xd6 28 £}xd6 # f6 ! 
(28 . . .  # f8 ?  29 S x g 7 +  & xg7 30 
# g l+  «>h8 31 # g 5  # x d 6  32 S g l± 4 )
29 S x g 7 +  ® x g7 30 £>b5 A xb5  (30 
. . . Sc8+? 31 3?bl A x b 5  32 A xb5  
£ x b 2  33 & xb2 # b 6  34 # g l+ ± ± )  31 
A x b 5  feb6 32 JLe2± and though the

position is clearly better for W hite 
Black would be able to fight on.

28 4txe8±± JLxe8
O r 28 . . . S xe8  29 £sd6 Sb8 30 

S xg7+  'S'xg? 31 # g l+  followed by 32 
# x a 7 ± ± .

29 £ d 6 A x h 5
30 S xg7+ # x g 7
31 A xb5 J ,x f3

31 . . . 4l)66 is no b e tte r: 32 Ac6
Jlxf3  (32 . . Sg8 33 S x a7 + <3?h8 34
# h l± ± ) 33 # g l  + 'S’hS 34 J .x a8
A xe4+ 35 ‘S’cS followed by 36
S x a7 ± ± .

32 # g l+ $ h 8
33 S x a4 Sg8
34 # x a 7 Bg2+
35 # b 3

Also 35 ® b l.
35 • • • H xb2+

O r 35 . . . A dl+  36 ®b4 (but not 36 
4-a2? S x b 2 +  =) 36 . . . A xa4  (36 . . . 
S x b 2 +  37 <2?c5 A xa4  38 # a 8 +  &g7 
39 6 f5 + ± ± ) 37 «>xa4 h5 38 # e7  h4 39 
,a.c4!±4.

36 # a 3  # c l
36 . . .  Sa2+  is also no im 

provem ent: 37 <S,xa2 # d 2 +  38 ®b3 
A d l+  39 lS,c4 Ae2+ 40 l3?c5±±— the 
king again escapes the checks.

37 # b 8 +  # g 7
38 Ha7+ #h 6
39 # f8 +  # g 5
40 # f5 +  # h 4
41 Hxh7+ # g 3
42 H h3f 1-0

This game won the $100 prize for 
the best-played game in the tourn
am ent.
H ubner The Chess Player 7

80) M ichael S tean -W alte r B row ne  
Nice O lym piad, Sicilian

The task o f trying to choose the best 
gam e o f the year is an invidious one 
and I have decided not to a ttem pt it. 
However, this game would surely be a 
candidate— it won the Turover $1000



76 Selected Games

brilliancy prize for the best game 
played in the year’s most im portant 
event.

1 e4 c5
2 %f3 d6
3 d4 cd
4 %xd4 4 f6
5 %c3 a6
6 A g5 4 b d 7
7 Ac4! e6
# a 5  is better. The text fails to

cope with W hite’s dangerous lead in 
development.

S 00 h6
I f  8 . . .  b5 9 A xe6!? fe 10 &xe6 

with a strong attack.
9 A x f6 !  %x£6

10 JLb3 bt>
I f  10 . . .  b5 11 a4! is very em 

barrassing, e.g. 11 . . .  b4 12 45ic6 # b 6  
13 a5!, while natural development 
with 10 . . . Ae7  allows 11 f4 00 12 15 
e5 13 £>de2 followed by £se2-g3-h5.

11 f4 JLb7
12 # d 3  A e 7 (98)

£}xe6 17 # x e 6  followed by 18 e5, 
while passive defence would simply 
allow W hite to im prove his position 
with S a d i and 'S’h l before breaking 
with e5.

15 e5 # b 6 +
16 # h l  de
17 # g 6 +  # d 8
18 # f7

But nut 18 Sadl-I- ®c7 and Black 
can defend with , . . Sae8.

18 . . .  &c5
T he only defence to the threat o f 19 

S a d l-h  18 . . . JLc5 loses to 19 S a d l +  
A d4 20 fe.

19 fe±±  JLxg2+
An ingenious resource enabling 

Browne to prolong his resistance. 19 
. . . # x e 5  loses a piece, w ith check, to 
20 § a d l+  and 19 . . . fed 7 allows 20 
S fd l A c6  21 A xd7  and 22 e6.

20 # x g 2  Xf8
21 2 a d l+ !

N either 21 # x g 7  # c 6 +  22 Ad5 
fexd5 23 S x f8+  &d7 nor 21 # g 6

13 4 x e 6 !
Stean considered several other 

sacrificial possibilities in 13 A xe6 fe 
14 fexe6, 13 A xe6 fe 14 e5, and 13 e5 
de 14 fexe6 before settling for the text 
as the best of the bunch.

13 . . .  fe
14 J .xe6±  b5

The most active try. 14 . . .  Ac8 is , 
met by 15 Ab3 and 14 . . . fed 7 15 
S ad i (15 e5 fefB) 15 . . . fec5 16 # h 3

# x e 5  are entirely clear.
21 . . .  # c 7
22 # x g 7  Sg8
23 ef! S x g 7 +
24 fg (99)

‘SPh 1 # x g 7  then 26 Sf7 wins a piece. 
25 S n +  # c 6

O r 25 . . .  «>b6 26 fed5+ <&c6 27 
A d7+ <S?b7 28 A x b 5 + ± ± .
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26 JLd5+ tfb6
27 iLxa8 # g 5 +
28 # h l  A.e5
29 b4

T hreatening mate in one by 30 
&d5.

29 . . .  a5

30 Hb7+ # c 6
30 . . . <3?a6 31 S xb5  # x g 7  32 

S x a5 +  <3?b6 33 £)d5 is mate.
31 g 8 #  # x g 8
32 Sb8+ 1-0

Stean The Chess Player 7, Chess Olym
piad Nice 1974.



3 DISASTERS OF THE YEAR

‘One can only wonder 
A t so grotesque a blunder3 

Edmund Bentley

All the games given in this section are candidates for the ‘wooden spoon’ o f 
1974.

De Veauce-Cafferty 
Birmingham, English 
1 c4 M B  2 * c 3  e€ 3 *F3 b6 4 e4 JLb7 
5 e5 * e 4  6 JLd3 * x c 3  7 dc d6? 7 . . .  
Ae7 8 * g 5  de? 8 . . . g6 9 * x f7 !  # f6  
10 * x h 8  g6 11 # g 4  # x h 8  12 # x e 6 +  
J.e7 13 Ag5 1-0

Iskov-Bartrina 
O lot, English
1 c4 * f6  2 * c3  e5 3 *13 * c 6  4 g 3 g 6  5 
d4 ed  6 * x d 4  * e5  7 JLf4 # e 7  8 
4d b 5??  4tif3 m ate .

R igaud-C ooper 
Nice, K ing’s G am bit 
1 e4 e5 2 f4 d5 3 fe? ?  # h 4 +  4 g3  
# x e 4 +  5 # f2  Jtc5+ 0-1

M idjord-Scharf 
Nice, Scotch
1 e4 e5 2 4 0  * c6 3 J.c4 JLe7 4 d4 ed  
5 c3 dc 6 # d 5  1 -0 ??  T N ! 6 . . . d6 7
# x f7 +  <3?d7 8 Ae6 m ate; 6 . . . tih6  7 
A xh6  00 8 £sxc3 (8 A c \  &b4 9 # d l  
c2) 8 . . . gh±

Szm etan-Sbia 
Nice, Sicilian
1 e4 c5 2 * f3  d6 3 d4 cd  4 * x d 4  *P6 
5 * c 3  g6 6 f4 Ag7? 7 e 5 ! de! 8 fe  * g 4
8 . . . £sfd7! 9 JLb5+ # f8 ? ?  9 . . .

£}c6± 10 %e6+ 1-0 This has happened 
before, e.g. Eales-de-Veauce, 
Paignton 1968, and other games!

Lechtynsky—T  revelyan
Nice, Spanish
1 e4 e5 2 * f3  * c 6  3 Ab5 A c5 4 c3  
*16 5 d l  ed 6 00 d5? 7 ed  * x d 5  8 
# a 4  A.d7? 9 &c4 1-0  T hat one 
happened in the C ham pionship Final 
at Nice!

Hope-Pickering 
Nice, Two K nights 
1 e4 e5 2 * f3  * c 6  3 A c4 JLe7 4 c3 * f6  
5 d4 ed  6 e5 * g 8  7 # b 3  * a 5  8 jhxf7+  
# f8  9 # c 2  <*xf7 10 # f5 +  <*e8 11
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F arooqi-K azzaz 
Nice, French
1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 M 2  c5 4 4 g f3  %P6 5 
e5 %fd7 6 c3 * c 6  7 A d3 # b 6  8 # b 3  
cd  9 # x b 6  4 x b 6  10 cd  Ad7 11 a3 
Sc8 12 b4 l x b 4  13 ab  £ x b 4  14 
A b l? ?  B x c l+  0-1  T he loser o f this 
game received the board prize for the 
best score in the O lym piad on board 
two.

R obatsch—Jansa  
Sochi, D utch
I c4 f5 2 fcf3 %f6 3 g3 g6 4 b3 JLg7 5 
A b2 00 6 JLg2 d6 7 d4 c6 8 00 # h 8 ? l
8 . . . # c7  9 d5 # a 5  10 fcc3 4 x d 5 ? ?
II cd  A x c3  12 # d 2 ! # x d 5  13 # x c 3 +  
e5 14 •5ixe5 1-0

R obatsch-S . G arcia 
Sochi, Sicilian
1 c4 c5 2 £ f3  g6 3 d4 JLg7 4 e4 # a 5 +  
5 &c3 4 c 6  6 d5 4fcd4 7 Jtd2 # b 6  8 
& xd4 JLxd4 9 B b l d6 10 4 b 5  A g7?  
10 . . . A d 7 11 # a 4 ! ild 7  12 JLa5 # a 6  
13 %c7+ # f8  14 # a 3 (/0 7 )  1-0

Plachetka—Zinn 
Decin, N im zowitsch-Larsen 
1 * f3  c5 2 b3 * f6  3 A b2 %c6 4 e3 d5 
5 Ab5 e6 6 %e5 # c 7 7 00 A.d6 8 
A x c6 +  be 9 f4 00 10 Bf3 %d7 11 Eh3 
g6 12 # h 5  1-0  12 . . .  gh 13 Sg3+  
®h8 14 £}xf7 m ate

Ochoa-Browne 
W innipeg, Colie
1 d4  2 e3 g6 3 A d3 Ag7 4 c3 00 5 
M 2  dfi 6 f4 e5 7 M 2  # e 7  8 00? ed  9 
e d ?  # e 3 +  0-1

K naak-Litkiew icz 
D DR Ch, Slav
1 d4 d5 2 c4 c6 3 %f3 M 6  4 cd  cd  5 
M 3  M 6  6 J.f4  g6 7 e3 A g7  8 h3 00 9 
A e2 JLf5 10 00 £ e 4  11 M 4  # a 5  12 
E e l Bac8 13 a3  % xd4?? 14 ed  E x c l 
15 A x e l  1-0

Tim m an—Cosulich 
Venice, N im zo-Indian 
1 d4  M 6  2 c4 e6 3 M 3  A b4 4 e3 b6 5 
%ge2 J .a6  6 &g3 d5 ? ? 7 # a 4 +  1-0 11
is a safe bet that this has happened 
before. Cosulich missed the inter
national master norm at this tourna
ment by half a point.
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Candidates M atches

Q uarter-Finals

San Juan, 14-29 January 
Spassky 4 4 1 1 4 1 44 
Byrne 4 4 0 0 4 0 14

Arbiter: Dr Wilfried Dorazil

Moscow, 16 January-4 February 
K arpov 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 54 
Polugayevsky 4 4 4 0 4 0 4 0  24

Arbiter: Vladas Mikenas

Augusta, 16 January-13February Arbiter: Bozidar Kazic
Korchnoi 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 4 4 4 0 1  74
Mecking M i l O i O l i l i  1 0  54

Palma de Mallorca, 18 January-17 February 
Petrosian 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 1 0 4 0 1 7  
Portisch 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 0 1 4 1 0 6

Arbiter: Armin Heintze

Semi-Finals 
Odessa, 12-24 April 
Korchnoi 1 4 1 0 1 34 
Petrosian 0 4 0 1 0 14

Arbiter: (?)

Leningrad, 12 April-10 May
K arpov 0 4 1 4 4 1 4 4 1 4 1 7
Spassky 1 4 0 4 4 0 4 4 0 4 0 4

Arbiter: Vladas Mikenas

Final
Moscow, 16 September-22 November Arbiters: O’Kelly, Flohr

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4  
K arpov 4 1 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 0 4 0 4 4 4  124
Korchnoi 4 0 4 4 4 0 4 4 4  4 4 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 1 4 1 4 4 4  114

80
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Nice O lym piad 6—30 June
21st World Team Championship

Prelim inary 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 USSR X X 4 34 3 3 34 4 4 4 29
2 Wales 0 X X 24 24 14 3 4 34 4 ' 21
3 Scotland 4 14 X X 2 24 3 34 4 4 21
4 Poland 1 14 2 X X 24 24 24 4 4 20
5 Brazil 1 24 14 14 X X 24 24 34 4 19
6 Mongolia 4 1 1 14 14 X X 3 3 34 15
7 Puerto Rico 0 0 4 14 14 1 X X 3 34 11
8 Jo rdan 0 4 0 0 4 1 1 X X 2 5
9 D utch Antilles 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 2 . X X 3

Prelim inary 2 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 USA X X 3 4 2 2 34 4 4 4 264
2 England 1 X X 24 3 3 4 34 4 34 244
3 Denmark 0 14 X X 34 3 34 3 24 34 204
4 C anada 2 1 4 X X 14 34 4 4 4 204
5 Australia 2 1 1 24 X X 24 4 34 3 194
6 Ecuador 4 0 4 4 14 X X 2 3 3 11
7 Luxem bourg 0 4 1 0 0 2 X X 14 3 8
8 Panam a 0 0 14 0 4 1 24 X X 2 74
9 Rhodesia 0 4 4 0 1 1 1 2 X X 6

Prelim inary 3 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 Yugoslavia X X 2 24 3 34 24 4 4 4 254
2 Finland 2 X X 14 2 4 4 24 4 3 23
3 C uba 14 24 X X 1 2 4 34 4 4 224
4 Italy 1 2 3 X X 1 3 24 34 3 19
5 Iran 4 0 2 3 X X 24 2 3 3 16
6 Venezuela 14 0 0 1 14 X X 24 2 4 124
7 Pakistan 0 14 4 14 2 14 X X 3 2 12
8 U ruguay 0 0 0 4 r 2 1 X X 3 74
9 Irak 0 1 0 1 l ; 0 2 1 X X 6

Prelim inary 4 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 H ungary X  X 24 3 34 4 4 34 4 4 284
2 Spain 14 X X 2 2 3 3 34 34 4 224
3 Belgium 1 2 X X 24 24 24 34 24 24 19
4 Tunisia 4 2 14 X X 2 24 3 34 24 174
5 Chile 0 1 14 2 X X 2 4 3 34 17
6 Syria 0 1 14 14 2 X X 1 34 3 134
7 M alta 4 4 4 1 0 3 X X 24 3 11
8 M alaysia 0 4 14 4 1 4 14 X X 24 8
9 Jap an 0 0 14 14 4 1 1 14 X  X 7

N icaragua
{Nicaragua withdrew and their score cancelled)
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Prelim inary 5 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 W. Germany X X 2 3 4 3 3 4 4 4 27
2 Sweden 2 X X 14 3 2 34 4 4 4 24
3 Iceland 1 24 X X 3 14 3 34 4 24 21
4 Portugal 0 1 1 X X 34 24 4 4 4 20
5 South Africa 1 2 24 4 X X 2 3 4 4 19
6 Ireland 1 4 1 14 2 X X 3 3 3 15
7 Hong Kong 0 0 4 0 1 l X X 3 3 84
8 Guernsey 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 X X 3 5
9 T rin idad Tobago 0 0 14 0 0 1 1 1 X X 44

Preliminary 6 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 Czechoslovakia X X 2 34 3 4 4 4 4 4 284
2 Romania 2 X X 24 3 3 3 4 34 4 25
3 Norway 4 14 X X 24 34 4 3 34 4 224
4 Colombia 1 1 14 X X 2 24 34 4 4 194
5 New Zealand 0 1 4 2 X X 1 2 3 4 134
6 Singapore 0 1 0 14 3 X X 14 1 34 114
7 Lebanon 0 0 1 4 2 24 X X 2 3 11
8 Monaco 0 4 4 0 1 3 2 X X 2 9
9 Andorra 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 2 X X 34

Prelim inary 7 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1 Bulgaria X X 3 2 14 2 3 34 4 4 4 27
2 Philippines 1 X X 2 24 24 34 34 34 4 4 264
3 Israel 2 2 X X 3 24 24 2 34 4 3 244
4 France 24 14 1 X X 24 34 34 3 3 34 24
5 Indonesia 2 14 14 14 X X 3 3 24 34 4 224
6 Turkey 1 4 14 4 1 X X 14 4 4 3 17
7 Dominican Rep. 4 4 2 4 1 24 X X 3 2 4 16
8 Faero Is. 0 4 4 1 14 0 1 X X 24 24 94
9 Cyprus 0 0 0 1 4 0 2 14 X X 34 84

10 Virgin Is. (GB) 0 0 1 4 0 1 0 14 4 X X 44

Preliminary 8 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 Netherlands X X 3 1 3 4 3 4 4 4 26
2 Argentina 1 X X 3 3 34 34 4 4 4 26
3 Austria 3 1 X X 2 3 34 3 4 4 234
4 Switzerland 1 1 2 X X 24 3 34 4 3 20
5 Greece 0 4' 1 14 X X 24 4 3 4 164
6 Mexico 1 4 4 1 14 X X 3 4 4 154
7 Morocco 0 0 1 4 0 1 X X 4 4 104
8 Bahamas 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 X X 2 3
9 Virgin Is. (US) 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 X X 3
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Final A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
1 USSR X 24 3 2 3 2 34 34 3 3 34 4 24 24 4 4 46
2 Yugoslavia 14 x 14 2 24 1 24 2 34 2 3 34 3 34 2 4 374
3 USA 1 24 x 14 24 2 14 3 24 3 2 3 34 24 34 24 364
4 Bulgaria 2 2 24 x 2 14 2 2 2 3 3 3 3 2 24 4 364
5 Holland 1 14 l{  2 x 2 2 2 24 24 34 24 24 3 3 4 354
6 H ungary 2 3 2 24 2 x 24 1 14 24 1 24 24 34 3 34 35
7 West Germ any 4 14 24 2 2 14 x 2 2 24 24 24 2 24 3 3 32
8 Rom ania 4 2 1 2 2 3 2 x 2 2 2 2 3 1 24 24 294
9 Czechoslovakia 1 4 14 2 14 24 2 2 x 3 1 14 2 3 34 24 294

10 England 1 2 1 1 14 14 14 2 1 X 2 2 2 2 2 34 26
11 Philippines 4 1 2  1 4 3 14 2 3 2 X 1 1 2 24 24 254
12 Spain 0 4 1 1 14 14 14 2 24 2 3 x 2 24 14 3 254
13 Sweden 14 1 4 1 14 14 2 1 2 2 3 2 x 2 14 24 25
14 Argentina 14 4 14 2 1 4 14 3 1 2 2 14 2 x 2 14 234
15 Finland 0 2 4 14 1 1 1 14 4 2 14 24 24 2 x 24 22
16 Wales 0 0 14 0 0 4 1 14 14 4 14 1 14 24 14 x 144

Final B
17 Israel
18 Austria
19 Italy
20 Colom bia
21 Norway
22 Iceland
23 Poland
24 C anada
25 Cuba
26 Denmark
27 Switzerland
28 France
29 Scotland
30 Belgium
31 Portugal
32 Tunisia

17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 32 
x 14 3 3 1 2 2 34 24 3 3 3 34 34 3 3* 404
24 x 24 2 24 2 2 14 24 24 2 4 2 34 34 34 384
1 14 x 3 2 24 34 34 3 14 24 3 4 24 14 3 38
1 2 1 x 14 2 2 2 2 24 3 24 3 24 24 3 324
3 14 2 24 x 24 2 24 24 24 1 14 14 2 24 24 32
2 2 14 2 14 x 24 2 2 2 24 2 24 2 3 24 32
2 2 4 2 2 14 x 14 24 3 3 2 2 2 3 3 32

4 24 4 2 14 2 24 x 3 .  4 24 24 14 34 34 24 31 
14 14 1 2 14 2 14 1 x , 24 24 24 24 2 34 34 31
1 14 24 14 14 2 1 34 14 x 14 2 24 34 3 24 31
1 2 14 1 3 14 1 14 14 24 x 2 2 2 3 34 29
1 0 1 14 24 2 2 14 14 2 2 x 2 34 24 2 27
4 2 0 1 24 14 2 24 14 14 2 2 x 14 2 3 254
4 4 14 14 2 2 2 4 2 4 2 4 24 x 24 24 23

1 4 24 14 14 1 1 4 4 1 1 14 2 14 x 24 194
1* 4 1 1 14 14 1 14 4 14 4 2 1 14 14 x 174

* A lthough this m atch was forfeited by Tunisia, the ‘result’ was based on the 
Elo ratings o f the members o f both teams.

Board prizes: 1 K arpov 12/14; 2 Farooqi (PAK) 164/21; 3 Spassky 11/15; 4 
Petrosian 134/15; 5 T al 104/14; 6 T arjan  (USA) 11/13.
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Final C
33 Australia
34 Iran
35 Brazil
36 Mongolia
37 Ireland
38 Chile
39 Indonesia
40 Greece
41 Mexico
42 Turkey
43 Singapore
44 Venezuela
45 New Zealand
46 Ecuador
47 Syria 

South Africa

33 34 35 36 37 38 39 40 41 42 43 44 45 46 47
x 14 3 3 4 1 2 34 4 3 4 24 24 24 24 394
24 x 1 3 14 34 2 2 3 2 3 24 3 3 24 344
1 3 x 24 3 3 2 24 14 24 14 2 3 2 3 324
1 1 14 x 2 14 3 14 4 34 34 3 3 24 4 314
0 24 1 2 x 24 24 34 1 14 24 24 14 4 34 304
3 4 1 24 14 x 24 3 14 3 2 2 3 24 2 30
2 2 2 1 14 14 x 2 14 3 24 24 3 14 4 30

4 2 14 24 4 1 2 x 24 2 2 24 24 3 3 274
0 1 24 34 3 24 24 14 x 2 2 2 2 14 14 274
1 2 14 4 24 1 1 2 2 x 2 24 24 3 34 27
0 1 24 4 14 2 14 2 2 2 x 24 3 2 24 25
14 14 2 1 14 2 14 14 2 14 14 x 2 24 24 244
14 1 1 1 24 1 1 14 2 14 1 2 x 24 3 224
14 1 2 14 0 14 24 1 24 1 2 14 14 x 24 22
14 14 1 0 4 2 0 1 24 4 14 14 1 14 x 16
4 -  2 lk  2 lk  1 -  3  3k 2k lk  2k 3 -  244

Final D 48 49 50 51 52 53 54 55 56 57 58 59 60 61 62 63
48 Pakistan X 2 24 34 14 3 34 34 34 4 3 34 4 4 4 4 494
49 Puerto Rico 2 X 2 3 2 3 2 34 34 34 24 3 34 3 4 4 444
50 Dominican Rep. 14 2 x 1 34 3 34 34 2 3 3 24 4 4 4 3 434
51 Luxembourg 4 1 3 x 24 3 14 2 24 24 3 3 3 4 34 34 384
52 Lebanon 24 2 4 14 X 2 24 2 24 2 2 3 3 2 4 34 35
53 U ruguay 1 i 1 1 2 x 34 2 34 24 2 2 2 4 4 34 35
54 Panam a 4 2 4 24 14 4 x 24 2 2 3 3 3 3 4 3 33
55 M onaco 4 4 4 2 2 2 14 X 14 24 2 34 2 3 24 34 294
56 M alta 4 4 2 14 14 4 2 2 i x  1 14 24 24 3 4 34 29
57 Hong Kong 0 4 1 14 2 14 2 14 3 x 24 3 2 14 3 24 274
58 Faroe Isles 1 14 1 1 2 2 1 2 24 14 x 24 2 24 14 34 274
59 Malaysia 4 1 14 1 1 2 1 4 14 1 14 x 34 24 34 24 244
60 Morocco 0 4 0 1 1 2 1 2 14 2 2 4 x 14 24 4 214
61 Jo rdan 0 1 0 0 2 0 1 1 1 24 14 14 24 X 2 14 174
62 Guernsey 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 14 0 1 24 4 14 2 x 24 12
63 US Virgin Isles 0 0 1 4 4 4 1 4 4 14 4 14 0 24 14 x 12

Final E 64 65 66 67 68 69 70 71 72 73
64 Rhodesia X 24 4 3 34 2 3 3* 4 34 284
65 Iraq 14 X 2 3 2 2 2 4 34 4 24
66 D utch Antilles 0 2 X 1 34 2 34 4 2 3 21
67 Jap an 1 1 3 X 24 3 24 2 24 24 20
68 Cyprus 4 2 4 14 X 24 24 3 3 34 19
69 T rinidad 2 2 2 1 14 X 2 2 24 3 18
70 Algeria 1* 2 4 14 14 2 x 3 3 24 17
71 Andorra 1 0 0 2 ' 1 2 1 X 3 3 13
72 Bahamas 0 4 2 14 1 14 I 1 X 24 11
73 GB Virgin Is. 4 0 1 14 4 1 14 1 14 x 84

* This ‘result’ was also based on the Elo ratings o f the mem bers o f both  teams. 
T he result was also (!) scored 4 -0  Rhodesia.
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W orld Students Team  C ham pionship Teesside, 16 Ju ly—1 August

Final A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1 U SSR X 21 2 2 31 3 31 31 3 31 261
2 USA 11 X 21 2 2 3 3 11 31 31 221
3 H ungary 2 11 X 21 3 2 3 3 3 2 22
4 England 2 2 11 X 3 1 3 31 2 31 211
5 Denm ark 1 2 1 1 X 21 21 31 31 21 19
6 W. G erm any 1 1 2 3 11 X 1 2 2 3 16
7 Czechoslovakia 1 1 1 1 11 31 X 2 2 21 15
8 Finland 1 21 1 1 1 2 2 X 31 2 141
9 N etherlands 1 1 1 2 1 2 2 1 X 2 111

10 Austria 1 1 2 1 11 1 11 2 2 X 111
Netherlands placed ahead o f Austria on the basis o f four drawn matches to three.

Final B 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
11 C uba X 2 21 3 21 21 3 3 21 4 25
12 Sweden 2 X 2 2 3 31 31 3 21 2 231
13 Iceland 11 2 X 21 21 2 21 21 3 3 211
14 Israel 1 2 11 X 1 21 3 3 3 31 201
15 Italy 11 1 11 3 X 1 3 2 21 3 181
16 Switzerland 11 1 2 11 3 X 2 2 2 21 17
17 Wales 1 1 11 1 1 2 X 31 3 31 17
18 Ecuador 1 1 11 1 2 2 1 X 21 31 15
19 Scotland 11 11 1 1 11 2 1 11 X 2 13
20 Ireland 0 2 1 1 1 11 1 1 2 X 9

Final C 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28
21 France X 21 4 31 21 3 -3 31 22
22 D ominican Rep. 11 X 11 11 21 3 4 4 18
23 Norway 0 21 X 2 21 11 '31 4 16
24 Belgium 1 21 2 X 2 31 2 3 151
25 Turkey 11 11 11 2 X 31 11 3 141
26 H ong K ong 1 1 21 1 1 X 3 21 11
27 Ja p a n 1 0 1 2 21 1 X 2 9
28 Iraq 1 0 0 1 1 11 2 X 6

Prelim inaries:
1: U SSR 151, Finland 101, Iceland 81, Wales 41, Ja p a n  1.
2: H ungary  131, Austria 91, Sweden 9, Scotland 4, Belgium 4 (Scotland beat 
Belgium in their individual match).
3: N etherlands 16, W. G erm any 15, Israel 121, Switzerland 81, Turkey 5, Hong 
K ong 3.
4: Czechoslovakia 131, Denmark 13, C uba 12, Ireland 81, France 81, 
Dom inican Rep, 41 (Ireland beat France in their individual match).
5: USA 151, England 14, Italy 10, Ecuador 91, Norway 81, Iraq 21,

Board prize w inners: 1 R. V aganian 10/11; 2 M. Stean 9 /1 2 ; 3 J . Diaz (C) 
9 1 /1 2 ; 4 O. R om anishin 9 /1 0 ; 5 J . P inter (H) 9 1 /1 0 ; 6 S. Palatnik 71/8 .
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U SSR : R. V aganian, Y. Balashov, A. Belyavsky, O. R om anishin, V. 
K upreichik, S. Palatn ik ; U SA: C. Chellstorp, S. M atera, R . Stoutenborough, 
E. Meyer, R . Ervin, J .  Jacobs; H ungary : A. A dorjan, G . Sax, L. V adasz, L. 
H azai, J . Pinter, T . H orvath ; E ng land : A. Miles, M . Stean, J .  N unn, J .  Mestel, 
N. Holloway, R. Eales; . . . .  Guil. G arcia (C), Estevez (C), H iibner (B R D ), G. 
Sigurjonsson (IS), Ornstein (S).

13th W orld Jun io r C ham pionship 4—23 August
Manila

Final A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0

1 Miles X 4 0 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 7
2 Dieks 4 X 4 1 1 4 4 1 0 4 54
3 M arjonovic 1 4 X 4 0 4 4 4 1 1 54
4 Schneider 0 0 4 X 0 1 1 1 1 1 54
5 Mack 4 0 1 1 X 0 1 0 4 4 44
6 Giardelli 0 4 4 0 1 X 0 4 1 1 44
7 Kochiev 0 4 4 0 0 1 X 4 1 1 44
8 Winston 0 0 4 0 1 4 4 X 1 4 4
9 Sunye 0 1 0 0 4 0 0 0 X 4 2

10 Henao 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 X 2

Final B 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0
11 Pares X 1 1 4 1 1 1 4 4 1 74
12 de jonghe 0 X 1 1 1 1 4 1 1 1 74
13 Neri 0 0 X 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 6
14 Am man n 4 0 0 X 1 4 1 0 1 1 5
15 Kuligowski 0 0 1 0 X 0 4 1 1 1 44
16 Sekhar 0 0 0 4 1 X 4 ' 4 1 1 44
17 Bernstein 0 4 0 0 4 4 X 4 1 1 4
18 Hellm ayr 4 0 0 1 0 4 4 X 4 0 3
19 Berthelot 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 X 4 14
20 Elinon 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 X 14

Final C 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
21 Behrouzi X 1 1 1 1 1 1 6
22 Fullbrook 0 X 1 4 1 1 4 4
23 Tay 0 0 X 1 4 4 4 24
24 Chia 0 4 0 ' X 1 0 1 24
25 Luk 0 0 4 0 X 1 1 24
26 Bartnik 0 0 4 1 0 X 1 24
27 Terada 0 4 4 0 0 0 X 1
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Preliminaries: (7 round Swiss) 1-3 Miles (Eng), Schneider (S), G iardelli (Arg) 
5; 4 -10 M arjanovic (Y), Kochiev (U SSR ), H enao (Col), M ack (BRD), 
W inston (U SA), Dieks (N L), Sunye (BR) 41; 11-12 Kuligowski (PL), Berns
tein (IL) 4; 13-18 Pares (E), A m m ann (C H ), Elinon (P I), H ellm ayr (A), de 
Jonghe (B), Berthelot (F) 34; 19-20 Sekhar (Ind), Neri (PI) 3; 21-24 Behrouzi 
(Iran ), Fullbrook (C D N ), T ay  (M alaysia), Chia (Sing) 24; 25-26 Bartnik 
(Aus), Luk (H K ) 2; 27 Miss T erada  (Jap) 1.

Pan A merican Cham pionship 
W innipeg (CDN) 17 A ugust-5 Septem ber

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 W. Browne X 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 134
2 R. Sanguinetti 4 X 4 4 4 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 12
3 P. Biyiasas 4 4 X 0 4 1 4 1 1 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 11
4 A. Segal 0 4 1 X 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 11
5 E. Jim enez 4 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 10
6 O. Castro 0 1 0 4 4 X 0 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 10
7 I. Lipnowski 0 0 4 4 4 1 X 1 0 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 94
8 Gild. G arcia 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 X 0 1 1 4 4 1 1 1 74
9 P. Donoso 0 0 0 0 4 0 1 1 X 4 0 4 1 1 1 1 74

10 K. Frey 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 X 0 1 1 1 0 1 7
11 P. N urm i 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 X 4 4 1 1 1 6
12 C .Ju liao 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 4 4 0 4 X 0 1 1 4 5
13 T . Lozano 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 1 X 0 4 1 4
14 H. O choa 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 X 4 1 24
15 C. Thom pson 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 4 4 X 0 2
16 A. Scherm an 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 X 14

1st Asian Team  Tournam ent
Penang, M alaysia ' 9-21 December

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 8
1 Philippines X X 2 24 34 34 4 3 4 224
2 A ustralia 2 X X 3 2 34 34 4 4 22
3 Indonesia 14 1 X X 3 4 34 34 3 194
4 Singapore 4 2 1 X X 24 4 34 4 174
5 New Zealand 4 4 0 14 X X 24 2 34 104
6 Ja p a n 0 4 4 0 14 X X 3 3 84
7 H ong Kong 1 0 4 4 2 1 X X 34 84
8 M alaysia 0 0 1 0 4 1 4 X X 3

Japan placed above Hong Kong on the basis o f two won matches to one.

Best scores: 1 M . Fuller (AUS) 6 /7 ;  2 M . W oodham s (AUS) 6 /7 ;  3 A. Pope 
(AUS) 5 4 /7 ; 4 C. C aturla  (PI) 5 /6 ;  1st reserve R . M ascarinas (PI) 3 4 /4 ; 2nd 
reserve R . M aninang (PI) 6 /6 .
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Representative Events Not Directly Organized by FIDE

21st Clare Benedict 
M enorca (E)

1 England
2 W. Germany
3 Switzerland
4 Denmark
5 Sweden
6 Netherlands
7 Spain
8 Austria

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
xx 1 3 2 2+ 34 3 34 184
3 xx2 24 2 2 24 34 174
1 2 xx3 3 2 14 24 15
2 14 1 xx24 24 2 3 144
14 2 1 14 xx2  3 3 14
4 2 2 14 2 xx24 24 13 

1 14 24 2 1 14 x x l  104
4 4 14 1 1 14 3 xx  9

3-13 M ay

Board prizes: 1 Schmid 4 /6 ;  2 Lom bard 4 4 /7 ; 3 W hiteley 4 4 /6 ; 4 M arkland 
5 /6 ;  reserve Fahnenschm idt 44 /6 .

Board 1: H artston, Schmid, H ug, Larsen, O rnstein, Sosonko, Pom ar, 
Diickstein.

Balkaniada, Porec (Y)
1 Bulgaria 134; 2 Rom ania 11; 3 Yugoslavia 104; 4 Turkey 1. Bulgaria: 
Radulov, Padevsky, Kirov, Popov, Spassov . . .; Yugoslavia: Ljubojevic, 
Ivkov, Planinc, Velimirovic, M atulovic, Vuki£, M arovic. 6 board teams.

Post Office International Team  T ournam ent 
Balatonfiired (H)
1 Austria 12; 2 H ungary 11; 3 G reat Britain 10; 4 W. G erm any 9 ; 5 
Switzerland 8; 6 Italy 4 ; 7 N etherlands 2; 8 Norway 0. 4 board teams.

Leningrad
9th Socialist Armies Cham pionship

1 Klovan 2480
2 Vasyukov G 2560
3 Karasev 2440
4 Tukm akov G 2545
5 Podgayets
6 Zhuravlev

I 2465

7 Ozsvath
8 V otruba
9 Neckar

2355

10 Nagy 2455
11 Marszalek 2350
12 Pioch
13 Llorente
14 Chuit

2280

16 M ay—10 Ju n e

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4
X 4 4 1 1 1 4 4 1 4 1 1 4 1 10
4 X 4 0 1 1 1 4 1 1 1 4 4 1 94
4 4 X 4 4 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 9
0 1 4 X 4 1 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 4 84
0 0 4 4 X 1 0 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 84
0 0 1 0 0 X 1 1 0 1 1 4 1 1 74
4 0 0 4 1 0 X 1 0 4 0 1 1 1 64
4 4 0 4 4 0 0 X 4 4 1 4 1 1 64
0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4 X 1 4 1 1 4 64
4 0 1 4 0 0 4 4 0 X 4 4 4 1 54
0 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 4 4 X 4 4 1 44
0 4 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 X 4 4 34
4 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 X 4 3
0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 X 2
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1st W orld C om puter Ch.
Stockholm (S) 5-9  August

1 Kaissa (U SSR) 4 ; 2 Chess 4.0 (USA) 3; 3 R ibbit (CDN) 3; 4 Chaos (USA) 3; 
(Chaos was placed fourth on tie-break and Chess 4,0 beat Ribbit in a play-offfor second 
place). 5-9  Tech II  (U SA), Ostrich (U SA), M aster (EN G ), Beal (EN G ), Frantz 
(A) 2; 10-11 Freedom (N ),T e ll (CH) 14; 12-13 A16CHS (EN G ), Papa (H) 1.

Nordic T eam  T ournam ent 
Eckernforde (BRD) 31 August—5 Septem ber

1 2 3 4 5 6
1 W. G erm any X X 3 44 4 44 54 214
2 Denm ark 3 X X 2 44 3 4 164
3 Iceland 14 4 X X 2 4 34 15
4 Sweden 2 14 4 X X 3 44 15
5 Finland 14 3 2 3 X X 44 14
6 Norway 4 2 24 14 14 X X 8

Board prizes: 1 H iibner 4; 2 Pachm an 4; 3 Darga 44; 4 D ueball 4; Ju n io r: 
Rosenlund, Bjarnason 4 ; W om an: Fischdick, H0iberg 34.
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Moscow University (USSR) 16 December 1973—4 Jan u a ry  1974

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Gulko 2415 X 1 4 4 1 1 4 1 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 4 12
2 Vatnikov 2385 0 X 1 4 1 1 4 0 4 4 4 0 1 1 4 1 9
3 Mista I 2340 4 0 X 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 4 1 1 9
4 Moiseyev I 2445 * 4 4 X 4 4 1 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 1 9
5 Jigjigsuren 2260 0 0 4 4 X 4 0 1 1 4 4 1 1 4 4 1 84
6 Tom pa 2405 0 0 4 4 4 X 1 4 4 1 4 1 4 4 1 4 84
7 Ivanov 2380 4 4 4 0 1 0 X 4 4 0 4 1 4 4 1 1 8
8 P ithart 0 1 4 4 0 4 4 X 1 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 8
9 Grabczewski I 2420 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 0 X 0 4 0 4 1 1 1 7

10 Dubinsky 0 4 4 4 4 0 1 4 1 X 4 4 0 4 4 4 7
11 Knezevid 2420 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 X 0 4 4 4 1 7
12 Zilbert 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 4 1 4 1 X 4 1 0 4 64
13 Ziembinski 0 0 0 4 0 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 X 4 1 4 64
14 D. Ilijevski 2430 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 0 4 X 4 4 54
15 Yankov 2265 0 4 0 4 4 0 0 4 0 4 4 1 0 4 X 0 44
16 Kluger I 2365 4 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 4 4 4 1 X 4

(Category 4-2333 IM  =  10)

H radec Kralove (C£) 25 December 1973—3 Jan u a ry  1974

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3
1 Pfibyl I 2440 X 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 4 1 1 84 45.25
2 Nun 4 X 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 84 44.75
3 Lukacs 2345 4 4 X 4 1 0 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 84 44.50
4 Fichtl I 2375 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 1 1 4 1 1 8
5 Gonsior 4 4 0 4 X 4 4 4 1 1 4 4 1 7
6 Novak 2330 4 4 1 4 4 X 4 4 0 4 4 4 1 64
7 Seifert 0 4 4 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 1 4 4 6 33.75
8 Banas 2360 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 1 6 32.50
9 Radojevid 2205 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 4 X 1 4 4 1 5 22.75

10 Somogyi 2395 0 4 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 X 1 1 1 5 22.50
11 M anasterski 2320 4 0 0 4 4 4 4 0 4 0 X 4 4 4
12 Cerny 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 X 4 34
13 Mojzis 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 4 X 14

(Category 2-2290)

90
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R e g g io  E m ilia  ( / )  27 D ecem b er  1 9 7 3 -6 J a n u a ry  1974

1 2! 31 4• 5i 6i 7 8 9i 0 1 2
1 Sax I 2460 X 4 4 1 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 8 38.50
2 Popov I 2470 4 X 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 4 1 1 8 38.25
3 D ueball I 2450 4 4 X 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 8 37.00
4 B. T o th 2390 4 0 4 X 1 1 0 4 1 1 1 1 74 34.25
5 M ednis 2430 4 4 4 0 X 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 74 33.00
6 Estevez I 2345 0 4 4 0 4 X 4 4 1 1 1 1 64
7 Micheli 2315 4 4 0 1 4 4 X 0 0 4 1 1 54 27.00
8 R. Capello 2300 0 0 4 4 0 4 1 X 4 1 4 1 54 23.25
9 Paoli I 2290 0 4 0 0 0 0 1 4 X 4 4 4 34

10 Beggi 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 X 4 1 3
11 Capece 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 X 0 14 6.00
12 L uppi 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 1 X 14 3.25

Category 4— 2339 I M  = 71

Hastings {E N G ) 27 December 1973-13 Jan u ary  1974

49th International
1 Szabo
2 Tal
3 T im m an
4 K uzm in
5 Gligoric
6 Keene
7 Adorjan
8 Benko
9 H artston

10 Basman
11 Suttles
12 Pytel
13 Miles
14 S. Carcia
15 Stean
16 Rellstab

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6  
G 2565 x 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 J 4 1 4 4 1 1 0  69.75 
G 2660 I  x H  H  H  1 1 1  1 H  1 1 10 69.00 
I 2470 4 4 x 4 1 0 0 4  1 1 1 4 1  1 4 1  10 68.25 
G 2575 4 4 4 x 0 4 4 1 1 1 4 1 0 1 1 1  10 68.00 
G 2595 4 4 0 1 x 1 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 0 1 1  94 
I 2445 4 4 1 4 0 x 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1  9 
G 2515 4 4 1 4 4 4 x 4 4 0 1 4 4 4 4 1  84 
G 2530 0 4 4 0 4 4 4 x 4 1 0 1 4 1 4 4  74 52.00 
I 2470 4 0 0 0 4 4 4 4 x 4 4 4 4 1  1 1 74 47.75 

2385 0 4 0 0 0 4 1 0 4 x 4 0 1 1 1 1  7 
G 2485 0 0 0 4 4 0 1 4 4 4 x 4 4 1 4 4  64 

2390 4 0 4 0 4 4 4 0 4 1 4 x 0 4 4 4  6 
2375 0 0 4 1 0 0 4 4 4 0 4 1 x 1 0 0  54 

I 2450 4 4 0 0 1 4 4 0 0 0 0 4 0 x 4 1  5 36.75 
2320 4 0 4 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 4 4 1 4 x 4  5 28.75 

I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 1 0 4 x 3

Category 9 -2 4 6 4  G M  =  10 I M  = 74
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Torremolinos (E) 5—19 Jan u a ry
14 Costa del Sol 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 :3 4

1 Torre I 2430 x 4 0 1 1 4 1 4 1 4 1 4 1 1 94 57.25
2 Gheorghiu G 2550 .1 x 4 1 4 4 4 1 1 4 4 1 1 1 94 55.00
3 Lom bardy G 2520 1 4 x 0 4 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 4 1 84 51.00
4 W esterinen I 2435 0 0 1 X 4 0 1 1 1 i0 1 1 1 1 84 47.50
5 Ostojic I 2440 0 4 4 4 X: 1 0 0 1 1 4 1 1 1 8
6 Q uinteros G 2520 4 4 0 1 0 X 1 0 0 1 4 1 1 1 74 45.25
7 T arjan 2415 0 4 1 0 1 0 X 0 1 1 4 1 1 4 74 44.00
8 M artin 2275 4 0 0 0 1 1 1 x 0 i9 1 4 i0 4 54 34.00
9 Estevez I 2345 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 X 1 4 1 10 1 54 27.25

10 Bellon 2400 4 4 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 x 4 0 10 1 44 28.75
11 Langeweg I 2430 0 4 0 0 4 4 4 0 4 1 X 4 1 0 44 28.00
12 Cardoso I 2375 4 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 0 1 4 X 1 0 44 27.25
13 Sanz 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 x  1 44 22.75
14 Ruiz 2280 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 1 1 19 x 3

Category 7-2401 C M  =  94 IM  : 74

M adonna di Campiglio (I) 8 -1 9 Jan u a ry

1 2! 3 4 5 < 7 8 9 0 1
1 Sax I 2460 x 4 1 0 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 7
2 H ort G 2590 4 j< 1 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 64 31.00
3 Janosevic C 2415 0 l0 x 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 64 26.50
4 Jansa I 2475 1 4 0 X 4 4 1 4 4 4 1 6 28.25
5 Parm a G 2500 4 4 4 4 X 4 4 1 4 4 1 6 28.00
6 M ednis 2430 4 4 4 4 4 X 4 0 1 1 1 6 26.25
7 Marovic I 2480 4 4 4 0 4 4 x 0 4 1 1 5
8 Paoli I 2290 0 0 0 4 0 1 1 X 4 0 1 4
9 T atai I 2430 0 4 0 4 4 <0 4 4 X 0 4 3 14.75

10 Micheli 2315 0 0 0 4 4 i0 0 1 1 X 0 3 13.00
11 B. T oth 2390 0 {r 0 0 0 (0 0 0 4 1 X 2
Category 8-2434 C M  =  7 I M  == 54

Orense (£) 14—26Jan u a ry

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2
1 Ljubojevic G 2565 x 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 Il 1 1 1 94
2 Benko G 2530 4 x 4 1 4 4 1 4 1 1 4 1 8
3 Torre I 2430 4 4 X 4 4 1 1 4 i 4 1 1 74
4 Ostojic I 2440 4 0 4 X 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 1 7 32.00
5 Bisguier G 2420 0 4 4 4 X 4 1 4 ir 1 1 1 7 31.25
6 Bellon 2400 0 4 0 4 4 X 4 1 1 1 1 1 7 28.50
7 Durao I 2330 0 0 0 0 0 4 X 1 1 1 1 4 5
8 Debarnot 2405 0 4 4 4 4 0 0 x i 0 0 1 34 19.00
9 Cardoso I 2375 0 0 4 ' 4 4 0 0 4 x 4 1 0 34 16.50

10 Sanz 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 1 ir x 0 1 3
11 Estevez I 2345 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 X 0 24 10.50
12 M erino 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 1 0 1 X 24 8.50
Category 6-2386 G M  =  8 i I M 7



W ijk aan Zee (ML)

International Tournaments 93

15 January-3 February

1 Browne G 2530
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
X 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 4 1 11

2 D onner G 2480 4 x 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 4 4 4 1 1 94
3 H echt G 2505 4 4 x 0 1 4 1 4 0 1  1 4 1 4 4 4 9 65.75
4 M atulovic G 2525 4 4 1 x 4 4 1 4 0 4 4 1 0 1 1 4 9 65.25
5 Planinc G 2525 4 4 0 4 x 4 4 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 4 9 64.25
6 Sosonko 2430 4 4 4 4 4 x 4 4 1 4 4 4 0 1 4 4 8 59.25
7 R adulov G 2530 0 4 0 0 4 4 x 4 1 4 1 4 1 4 4 1 8 54.00
8 T im m an I 2470 0 0 4 4 0 4 4 x 4 4 4 1 1 4 1 1 8 52.25
9 Q uinteros G 2520 0 4 1  1 0 0 0 4 x 1 4 1  1 4 0 4 74 54.50

10 Pom ar G 2435 0 4 0 4 1 4 4 4 0 x 4 4 1 1 4 4 74 52.50
11 Forintos I 2460 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 4 x 4 4 1 1 1 64
12 A dorjan G 2515 1 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 4 4 x 4 4 4 4 6 45.75
13 Enklaar I 2445 0 4 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 4 4 x 1 4 1 6 40.50
14 Langeweg I 2430 0 4 4 0 1 0 4 4 4 0 0 4 0 x 1 0 5 38.00
15 Ree I 2440 4 0 4 0 0 4 4 0 1  4 0 4 4 0 x 4 5 37.75
16 Ghitescu I 2455 0 0 4 4 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 4 0 l 4 x 5 35.50

Category 1 0 -2 4 8 1  G M  = 9  I M  =  7

Wijk aan Zee (ML)  
M asters

15 Jan u ary -3  February

1 K urajica
2 Popov
3 K uijpers
4 T arjan
5 Keene
6 Ciocaltea
7 A ntunac
8 H artoch
9 M ohrlok

10 Pytel
11 Dieks
12 S. G arcia
13 Eising
14 v. Scheltinga
15 Bachtiar
16 Baljon

I 2475 
I 2470 
I 2400 

2415 
I 2445 
I 2455 

2440 
I 2380 
I 2450 

2390

I 2450 
2415 

I 2330 
2340

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6  
x H  0 1 1 4 4 4 4 ' 1  1 1 4 1  1 104 
4 x 1 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 1  94 
4 0 x 1 4 1 1 4 4 4 4 0 1 0 1 1  9 65.25 
1 4 0 x 0 0 4 1 1 4 0 1 1 1 4 1  9 62.75 
0 4 4 1 x 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 4 4  9 62.50 
0 1 0 1 4 x 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 1 1  9 62.25 
4 4 0 4 4 4 x 4 1  1 4 4 4 4 4 1  84 
4 4 4 0 4 4 4 x 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 4  8 57.50 
4 4 4 0 4 4 0 4 x 4 4 4 4 1 1 1  8 54.00 
4 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 x 4 0 4 0 4 1  64 48.00 
0 4 4 1 0 0 4 4 4 4 x 4 0 1  1 0  64 47.50 
0 4 1 0 4 4 4 0 4 1 4 x 0 4 4 4  64 47.00 
0 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 1  1 x 4 1 4  64 42.25 
4 0 1 0 0 4 4 0 0 1 0 4 4 x 0 1  54 
0 0 0 4 4 0 4 4 0 4 0 4 0 1 x 1  5 
0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 1 4 4 0 0 x  3

Category 6 —2391  G M  =  11 I M  — 9



94 International Tournaments

Johannesburg-Pretoria (&4) 21-26Jan u a ry

1 2 3 4 5 6
1 O ’Kelly G 2445 x 1 4 1 1 1 44
2 Friedgood 2310 0 X 1 1 1 4 34
3 Korostenski 4 0 X 4 4 1 24 4.75
4 Aalbersberg 0 0 4 X 1 1 24 3.25
5 Sarnak 0 0 4 0 X 1 14
6 van Tets 0 4 0 0 0 X 4

Reykjavik (IS) 3 F e b ru a ry -1 M arch

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5
1 Smyslov G 2610 X 4 4 4 1 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 12
2 Forintos I 2460 4 X 4 4 4 1 1 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 11
3 Velimirovic G 2510 4 4 X 4 1 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 104 65.75
4 Bronstein G 2570 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 104 61.75
5 0 g aa rd 2385 0 4 0 4 X 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 4 84
6 Sigurjonsson I 2470 0 0 4 4 0 X 1 4 4 0 1 1 1 1 1 a 50.50
7 Olafsson G 2570 0 0 4 4 0 0 X 4 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 8 42.25
8 Ciocaltea I 2455 4 4 0 4 1 4 4 X 4 4 1 4 0 4 1 74 49.75
9 Tringov G 2450 0 4 4 0 1 4 0 4 X 0 1 4 1 1 1 74 41.75

10 Solmundarsson 2375 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 1 X 0 4 1 1 0 5
11 Asmundsson 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 X 4 4 1 1 44
12 Kristinsson 2385 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 4 X 1 0 4 34
13 Thorbergsson 2335 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 4 0 X 1 4 3 14.00
14 Gudmundsson 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 1 0 X 1 3 10.00
15 Fridjonsson 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 4 0 X 24

Benediktsson 2300 0 0 0

Category 7-2411 G M =  10 IM = 8

Casablanca (M AROC )

1 2 3
1 Gheorghiu G 2550 X 4 1
2 Cardoso I 2375 4 X 0
3 Karaklajic I 2450 0 1 X

4 Ostojic I 2440 4 0 4
5 Kotov G 2510 4 0 4
6 T arjan 2415 4 1 4
7 M edina I 2430 0 0 0
8 Bakali 0 0> 0
9 N ajar 0 0 0

10 K chouk 4 0 0

Category 6-2377 IM  .= 54

3-12 M arch

4 5 6 7 8 9 0
4 4 4 1 1 1 4 64 25.75
1 1 0 1 1 1 1 64 23.25
4 4 4 1 1 1 1 64 23.00
X 1 4 1 1 1 1 64 22.75
0 X 1 1 1 1 1 6
4 0 X 4 1 4 1 54
0 0 4 X 4 1 1 3
0 0 0 4 X 1 4 2

0 0 4 0 0 X 1 14
0 0 0 0 4 0 X 1
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Bucharest (R) 8-26 March

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5
1 Tseshkovsky I 2520 X 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 11
2 K urajica I 2475 4 X 4 4 0 1 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 4 104
3 W esterinen I 2435 4 4 X 0 1 1 0 4 4 0 1 1 1 1 1 9
4 Vogt I 2440 4 4 1 X 1 4 0 4 0 4 4 4 4 1 1 8 53.25
5 Suba 0 1 0 0 X 4 1 0 1 1 1 1 4 0 1 8 50.25
6 Farago I 2440 4 0 0 4 4 X 4 4 0 1 1 4 1 1 1 8 47.50
7 Ciocaltea I 2455 0 0 1 1 0 4 X 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 74
8 Popov I 2470 4 0 4 4 1 4 4 X 4 0 4 4 4 4 1 7
9 Vaism an 0 4 4 1 0 1 0 4 X 4 4 0 4 4 1 64

10 Stanciu 2250 0 0 1 4 0 0 4 1 4 X 4 4 4 0 1 6
11 J .  Rodriguez I 2400 4 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 4 4 X 1 4 4 4 54 35.75
12 G hizdavu I 2450 0 0 0 4 0 4 4 4 1 4 0 X 1 4 4 54 33.75
13 Plachetka I 2445 0 0 0 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 0 X 1 1 54 31.25
14 Partos 2425 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 4 4 1 4 4 0 X 4 5
15 Maciejewski 2470 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 4 X 2
Category 7-2405 IM  =  8

Eksjo (S) 9-17 M arch

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0
1 Bilek G 2500 X 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 54 24.00
2 Grabczewski I 2420 4 X 0 1 4 1 4 1 0 1 54 23.25
3 R antanen 2350 0 1 X 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 54 22.25
4 Bohm 2250 4 0 4 X 1 4 0 1 1 1 54 21.50
5 K innm ark 2400 4 4 4 0 X 4 4 1 1 1 54 21.00
6 Lehm ann I 2390 4 0 4 4 4 X 4 4 1 1 5
7 Ek 2350 4 4 4 1 4 4 X 0 1 0 44
8 L undin I 2375 4 0 4 0 0 4 1 X 0 4 3 13.50
9 Ivarsson 2390 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 X 1 3 10.50

10 Akvist 2340 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 X 2
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Cam aguey (C) 15 M arch -4  April
11th Capablanca Memorial

1 Andersson G 2555
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
x l 4 l 4 l 0 4 4 l l l l ! 4 1 114

2 Gufeld G 2500 0 x 1 4 1 0 1 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 4 1 11
3 Vasyukov G 2560 4 0 x 1 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 10 71.75
4 K naak I 2475 0 4 0 x 4 4 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 10 62.30
5 Pfleger I 2520 4 0 0 4 x 1  1 4 4 1 0 4 4 1  1 1 9
6 Schmidt I 2455 0 1 4 4 0 x 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 4 1 0 84 59.50
7 Guil. G arcia 2470 1 0 4 0 0 4 x 0 1 0 1  1 4 1  1 1 84 55.00
8 Parm a G 2500 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 x 0 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 8 58.50
9 Ribli G 2525 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 1 x 1 4 4 1 4 1  1 8 51.25

10 S. Garcia I 2450 0 0 0 4 0 4 1 4 0 x 4 1 4 4 1  1 7
11 Cobo I 2395 0 4 0 0 1 4 0 4 4 4 x 4 1 0 4 4 6
12 Pinal 2310 0 0 1 0 4 0 0 4 4 0 4 x 0 4 4 4 44 32.25
13 Fernandez 2435 0 0 1 0 4 0 4 0 0 4 0 1 x 4 4 0 44 31.25
14 Estevez I 2345 0 0 0 0 0 4  0. 4 4 4 1 4 4  x 0  4 44 28.50
15 Rossetto G 2455 4 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 4 1 x 4 44 27.25
16 Spassov I 2470 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 0 4 4 l 4 4 x 44 26.75

Category 9—2463 G M = 10 IM  =  74

Cam aguey (C) 
Masters

15 M arch -4  April

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Keene I 2445 X 4 4 1 1 1 0 1 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 12
2 A. Rodriguez 4 x 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 4 0 1 4 1 4 11
3 T atai I 2430 4 4 x 1 0 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1  1 94
4 C. Diaz 2325 0 0 0 x 4 4 4 1 4 4 0 1 1 1 1 1 84 66.00
5 W. Diaz 2265 0 0 1 4 x 4 0 0 1  1 1 1 1 4 0 1 84 57.75
6 Jim enez I 2395 0 4 4 4 4 x 1 4 1 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 84 53.50
7 Boudy 2340 1 0 0 4 1 0 x 0 0 1 1 4 0 4 1 1 74 52.50
8 Vilela 2305 0 0 4 0 1 4 1 x 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 0 74 51.50
9 D. Levy I 2310 4 0 4 4 0 0 1 4 x 0 1 4 4 4 1 1 74 50.00

10 Barreras 2355 0 0 4 4 0 4 0 4 1 x 4 1 4 4 1 4 7
11 Quinones I 2325 0 4 4 1 0 4 0 4 0 4 x 4 4 4 4 1 64
12 deGreifT I 2335 4 1 4 0 0 4 4 4 4 0 4 x 4 4 4 0 6 43.00
13 Campos 2390 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 4 4 4 4 x 1 4 1 6 36.50
14 Serrano 2345 0 4 4 0 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 0 x 4 4 54
15 Caro 2205 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 4 x 1 44
16 Lebredo 2305 G 4 0 0 0 4 0 1 0 4 0 1 0 4 0 x 4

Category 4-2329 IM =  10
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Olot (E) 16-30 March

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2
1 A dorjan G 2515 X 1 1 4 4 1 4 4 1 4 1 1 84
2 Q uinteros G 2520 0 X 4 4 1 1 4 0 1 1 1 1 74 35.25
3 Ostojic I 2440 0 4 X 0 4 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 74 34.25
4 L om bardy G 2520 4 4 1 X 0 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 7
5 Ghitescu I 2455 4 0 4 1 X 4 4 1 4 1 0 1 64
6 Bellon 2400 0 0 0 4 4 X 4 1 4 4 1 1 54
7 M artz 2395 4 4 0 4 4 4 X 1 4 0 0 1 5 26.50
8 M artin 2275 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 X 4 1 1 1 5 23.25
9 Pom ar G 2435 0 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 X 4 1 0 4 20.00

10 Iskov 2380 4 0 0 4 0 4 1 0 4 X 0 1 4 19.50
11 B artrina 0 0 4 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 X 0 34
12 C uadras 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 X 2

Category 6-2394 C M =  <94 IM  .= 7

Oslo (JV) 5-15 April
Oslo ‘Schakselskaps’ 90th Anniversary

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2
1 Hiibner G 2600 X 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 104
2 W esterinen I 2435 0 X 4 1 1 1 0 4 1 1 1 1 8
3 0 g a a rd I 2385 0 4 X 0 4 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 7
4 Sigurjonsson I 2470 4 0 1 X 4 4 1 4 1 1 0 4 64
5 Kristiansen 2405 0 0 4 4 X 1 4 1 4 4 1 4 6 27.50
6 Enklaar I 2445 0 0 4 4 0 X 1 1 1 4 4 1 6 25.50
7 Hoen 2385 0 1 0 0 4 0 X 4 4 1 4 4 44 21.50
8 Akvist 2340 0 4 0 4 0 0 4 X 4 1 4 1 44 19.00
9 W ibe 2370 0 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 X 4 1 4 4

10 G ulbrandsen 2335 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 4 X 1 1 34
11 Johannessen I 2425 0 0 0 1 0 4 4 4 0 0 X 4 3
12 Barda 2280 0 0 0 4 4 0 4 6 4 0 4 X 24

Category 7-2406 IM =  64

Los Angeles (USA) 6-19 April
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2

1 Gligoric G 2595 X 4 0 1 0 1 4 1 4 1 1 1 74
2 Gheorghiu G 2550 4 X 4 1 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 7 37.00

3 K aplan I 2455 1 4 X 4 4 0 4 1 1 4 4 1 7 33.25

4 M ednis 2430 0 0 4 X 4 4 1 1 4 1 4 4 6
5 Soltis 2420 1 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 54 31.75

6 Saidy I 2430 0 4 1 4 4 X 0 0 4 1 4 1 54 29.25

7 Commons 2410 4 4 4 0 4 1 X 4 4 0 4 4 5 27.75

8 Weinstein 0 4 0 0 4 1 4 X 1 4 4 4 5 26.25

9 Lengyel G 2450 4 0 0 4 1 4 4 0 X 1 0 4 44 24.00

10 K aufm an 2400 0 4 4 0 4 0 1 4 0 X 1 4 44 23.75

11 T arjan 2415 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 0 X 4 44 23.50

12 Zuckerm an I 2455 0 4 0 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 X 4

Category 8-2434 G M =  74 IM =  t5
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Rimavska Sobota (C£)

1 Timoshenko
2 Knezevic
3 Vadasz
4 Farago
5 Adamski
6 Ornstein
7 Jankovec
8 Banas
9 Braun

10 M inev I
11 Novak
12 Geszosz
13 Blatny
14 K luger I
15 Ujtelky I
16 T epper

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6  
2430 x 4 4 1 4 4 1 4  4 4 1 1 1 4 1 1  11 
2420 4 x 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 1  9+
2405 H x O i l H H H l  1 1 *  9 64.00 
2440 0 4 1 x 4 0 4 1 4 1 4 4 4 4 1 1  9 61.00 
2410 4 4 4 4 x 4 4 0 1 4 4 4 4 1 4 1  84 60.50 
2420 4 0 0 1 4 x 4 0 1 0 4 4 1 1 1 1  84 58.00 
2320 0 4 4 4 4 4 x 4 0 1 1 0 4 4 1 1  8 
2360 4 0 4 0 1  1 4 x 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 1  74 54.25 

4 4 4 4 0 0 1 4 x 4 1 4 4 0 4 1  74 54.00 
2455 4 4 4 0 4 1 0 4 4 x 1  1 4 0 4 0  7 53.25 
2330 0 0 4 4 4 4 0 4 0 0 x 1 4 1 1 1  7 45.75 
2390 0 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 0 0 x 1 4 0 4  64

0 4 0 4 4 0 4 1 4 4 4 0 x 4 4 4  6 45.00 
2365 4 4 0 4 0 0 4 4 1  1 0 4 4 x 0 4  6 44.25 
2310 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 4 0 1 4 1 x 4  54 

0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 4 4 4 x  34

6-27 April

Birmingham (ENG) 9—21 April

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1
1 Miles 2375 x 0 1 4 1 4 4 1 1 1 1 74
2 Tringov G 2450 1 x 4 1 4 1 4 1 4 4 4 7
3 Corden 2275 0 4 X 4 1 1 1 1 0 4 4 6 28.00
4 N unn 2300 4 0 4 X 1 0 1 4 1 4 1 6 27.00
5 Kirov I 2420 0 4 0 0 x 4 4 1 1 1 1 54
6 Cafferty 2355 4 0 0 1 4 x 4 4 0 1 4 44
7 Popov I 2470 4 4 0 0 4 4 X 1 4 0 4 4 19.75
8 Griffiths 2265 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 X 1 1 1 4 15.25
9 de Veauce 0 4 1 0 0 1 4 0 x 4 0 34 18.75

10 W ade I 2365 0 4 4 4 0 0 1 0 4 x 4 34 17.00
11 Gasic 2390 0 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 1 4 X 34 16.25

(Category 3-2324

6TIIa

Dublin (IRL) 1]1—15 April
Irish Times Easter International

i 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 Hecht G 2505 x 1 1 I 4 4 1 1 6
2 Littleton 2295 0 X 1 1 0 4 1 4 4 12.50
3 P. Jam ieson 2270 0 0 X 1 1 1 1 0 4 12.00
4 Henry 0 0 0 X 1 4 1 1 34
5 M acGrillen 2290 4 l 0 0 X 1 0 4 3 11.00
6 Heidenfeld 2250 4 4 0 4 0 X 4 1 3 10.00
7 H arris 0 0 0 0 1 4 X 1 24
8 K ernan 0 4 1 0 4 0 0 X 2



V rnjacka Banja (T)

International Tournaments 99

11-29 April

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Sax I 2460 x 4 4 0 4 4 1 0 1 1 4 1  1 1 1 1 104
2 Taim anov G 2585 4 x 0 4 1 1 4 1 4 1  1 4 4 1 4 1 10
3 Rajcevic 4 1 x 0 4  4 4 0 4 1 4 1  1 4 1 4 9
4 Bagirov I 2520 1 4 1 x 4 4 4 0 4 0 0 4 1 4 1  1 84 62.00
5 Padevsky G 2490 4 4 4 4 x 4 4 4 4 1 4 0 4 1  1 4 84 61.75
6 Dely I 2480 4 0 4 4 4 x 4 1  1 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 84 61.00
7 Rajkovic 2400 0 4 4 4 4 4 x 4 4 4  1 4 4 4 1  1 84 58.75
8 Janosevic G 2415 1 0 1  1 4 0 4 x 0 0 4 4 0 1 4 1 74 55.50
9 Ciocaltea I 2455 0 4 4 4 4 0 4  1 x 0 1 4 4 4 4 1 74 52.25

10 Nikolic I 2390 0 0 0 1 0 4 4 1 1 x 0 0 1 1 1 4 74 50.50
11 Simic 2390 4 0 4 1 4 4 0 4 0 1  x 4 4 0 4 1 7
12 M atulovic G 2525 0 4 0 4  1 4 4 4 4  1 4 x 4 0 0 4 64
13 R adulov G 2530 0 4 0 0 4 4 4  1 4 0 4 4 x 0 4 4 54 40.50
14 Cvetkovic 2440 0 0 4 4 0 0 4 0 4 0 1  1 1 x 0 4 54 37.75
15 K rnic 2400 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 4 4 0 4 1 4 1 x 4 54 37.00
16 Sibarevic 0 0 4 0 4 4 0 0 0 4 0 4 4 4 4 x 4

Category 8-2430 G M =  10 IM  = 8

V arna (BG)

1 2
1 Spiridonov I 2455 x 4
2 H ulak 2465 4 x
3 Ermenkov 2425 4 4
4 M alich I 2495 4 4
5 Velikov 2335 4 4
6 Averkin 2460 0 4
7 Inkiov 4 0
8 Peev I 2400 0 4
9 Barczay G 2450 4 4

10 Atanasov 2440 4 4
11 Estevez I 2345 4 4
12 Ajanski 2320 0 0
13 A rnaudov 2385 4 0
14 Zoltek 2370 0 0

Category 6-2396 IM  = 8

14 A p ril-1 M ay

3 4 5 6 7 8 9- 0 1 2 3 4
4 4 4 1 4 1 4 4 4 1 4 1 84 52.00
4 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 84 50.50
X 4 4 4 4 4 0 1 1 1 1 1 84 50.00
4 X 4 4 1 1 4 4 4 1 4 4 8 50.25
4 4 X 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 8 48.25
4 4 4 X 0 0 4 1 1 4 1 1 7
4 0 4 1 X 4 1 4 4 1 4 0 64 41.00
4 0 4 1 4 X 1 0 1 4 0 1 64 40.00
1 4 4 4 0 0 X 4 4 4 0 1 6 40.00
0 4 0 0 4 1 4 X 1 4 4 4 6 36.25
0 4 4 0 4 0 4 0 X 4 1 1 54
0 0 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 X 1 4 44
0 4 0 0 4 1 1 4 0 0 X 0 4
0 4 0 0 1 0 0 4 0 4 1 X 34
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Las Palmas (E) 14 A pril—5 M ay

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Ljubojevic G 2565 x 4 1 4 4 1 1 4 0 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 11
2 Belyavsky I 2450 4 x 1 4 1 4 4 1 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 1 10 73.00
3 Olafsson G 2570 0 0 x 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 4 10 66.75
4 Polugayevsky G 2625 4 4 4 x 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 1  1 4 4 1 94 66.00
5 Guil. Garcia 2470 4 0 4 4 x 4 1  1 4 0 4 1 4 1  1 1 94 64.25
6 Andersson G 2555 0 4 4 4 4 x 1 0 4 4 1 4 1  1 1 1 94 62.25
7 Larsen G 2620 0 4 4 4 0 0 x 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 94 60.75
8 Quinteros G 2520 4 0 0 0 0 1 0 x 1  1 1 1 0 0 1 1 74
9 Pomar G 2435 1 4 0 4 4 4 0 0 x 0 1 4 4 4 1 4 7 50.25

10 Ribli G 2525 4 4 0 4  1 4 0 0  1 x 4 0 4 4 1 4 7 50.00
11 Kavalek G 2565 0 4 0 4 4 0 0 0 0 4 x 4 1  1 1 1 64 37.75
12 Browne G 2530 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 1 4 x 1  1 1 1 64 35.00
13 Hartston I 2470 4 4 0 0 4 0 1  1 4 4 0 0 x 4 0 0 5 41.75
14 Bel Ion 2400 0 4 4 4 0 0 0 1 4 4 0 0 4 x 0 1 5 34.25
15 Menvielle 2365 0 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  l x 1 4
16 M edina I 2395 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 1 0 0 X 24

Category 11-2503 CM ’ =  9 II§

D ortm und (B R D ) 3-14 M ay

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2
1 Szabo G 2565 X 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 84 39.50
2 Ciocaltea I 2455 4 X 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 84 39.50
3 G aprindashvili I 2420 4 4 X 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 8 37.50
4 Damjanovic G 2460 4 4 4 X 4 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 8 36.75
5 Pytel 2390 4 4 4 4 X 0 4 4 1 1 1 4 64
6 Borik 0 0 4 1 1 X 4 4 1 0 1 0 54
7 Servaty 4 4 0 0 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 1 5
8 H iittem ann 0 0 4 0 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 4 18.50
9 Busch 0 0 .0 0 0 0 4 4 X 1 1 1 4 9.50

10 Bachmann 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 4 0 X 0 1 3 12.00
11 Paoli I 2290 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 1 X 1 3 9.50
12 Krause 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 4 0 0 0 X 2



Arrecife de Lanzarote (E )

1 2 3
1 Q uinteros G 2520 X 4 4
2 Zuckerm an I 2455 4 X 1
3 Visier 2345 4 0 X

4 Olafsson G 2570 0 4 4
5 S. G arcia I 2450 1 4 1
6 M artz 2395 4 4 4
7 Guil. G arcia 2470 0 4 4
8 Kavalek G 2565 0 4 0
9 Enklaar I 2445 0 4 0

10 A. Fernandez 4 4 0
11 D ebarnot 2405 0 0 0
12 Abdel 0 0 0

Category 7-2418 G M =  8 IM  =

International Tournaments 101

6-20 May

4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2
1 0 4 1 1 1 4 1 1 8
4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 7 34.00
4 0 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 7 31.00
X 1 0 4 4 1 1 1 1 7 30.50
0 X 4 4 0 1 0 1 1 64 32.00
1 4 X 4 0 4 4 1 1 64 31.00
4 4 4 X 4 1 1 4 1 64 29.50
4 1 1 4 X 0 1 1 1 64 29.25
0 0 0 0 1 X 1 1 1 44
0 1 4 0 0 0 X 0 1 34
0 0 0 4 0 0 1 X 1 24
0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 X 0

6!

N etanya (IL ) 8-19 M ay
11th International Tournament- 16th ‘Schach-Kajt’ Festival,

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2
1 K raidm an I 2470 X 4 1 1 0 4 1 4 1 1 1 4 8
2 Piasetski 2295 4 X 1 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 74
3 Bleiman 2450 0 0 X 1 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 64 31.75
4 K agan I 2405 0 4 0 X 0 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 64 30.25
5 Lederm an 1 0 0 1 X 0 1 1 0 4 1 0 54 31.00
6 Eslon 4 4 4 4 1 X 4 4 0 1 0 4 54 30.75
7 Liberzon G 2515 0 4 4 4 0 4 X 4 1 4 4 1 54 27.50
8 Friedm an 2400 4 4 4 0 0 4 4 X 0 1 1 4 5
9 Denker I 2270 0 4 4 0 1 1 0 1 X 4 0 0 44

10 N aranja I 2420 0 4 4 0 4 0 4 0 4 X 4 1 4 20.25
11 Czerniak I 2380 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 1 4 X 1 4 18.25
12 K aldor 2400 4 0 0 0 1 4 0 4 1 0 0 X 34

(Category 5-2367)
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W roclaw (Breslau) (PL) 9-25 May

1 Vaisman
2 G. Szilagyi
3 F. Portisch
4 Ilievski
5 Manasterski
6 Witkowski
7 Grabczewski
8 Kuligowski
9 Potedtiniec

10 Babev
11 Grossmann
12 Kluger
13 Akvist
14 Cerny
15 Nevole
16 Vlajovic

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6  
2370 x 1 4 0 4 4 1 0 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 10*

I 2360 0 x 4 1 4 4 4 1 4 1  1 4 4 1  1 110  
2420 4 4 x 1 4 1 4 0 0 1 0 1 4 1 1 1  94 
2430 1 4 0 x 1 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 4 4  9 70.00 
2320 4 4  4 0 x 1 4 4 4 1 1 4 0 4 1 1  9 63.00 
2335 4 4 0 4 0 x 4 1 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 1  9 59.25 

I 2425 0 4 4 4 4 4 x 4 1 0 1 4 4 4 1 1  84 
2340 1 0 1 4 4 0 4 x 1 4 0 4 1 4 1 0  8

4 4 1 4 4 4 0 0 x 4 4 1 4 4 4 4  74 56.00 
2360 0 0 0 4 0 4 1 4 4 x 4 4 1 4 1  1 74 47.25 

0 0 1 4 0 4 0 1 4 4 x 0 4 1 4 1  7 
I 2370 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 1 x 4 4 0 4  64 49.50 

2325 0 4 4 0 1 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 x 1 4 1  64 42.75 
0 0 0 0 4 0 4 4 4 4 0 4 0 x 4 1  44 28.25 
0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 1 4 4 x 1  44 26.25 
0 0 0 4 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 x 24

Bad M ondorf (LU X) 17-25 M ay

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0
1 Honfi I 2445 X 1 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 84
2 Eising 2415 0 X 1 1 4 1 4 1 1 1 7
3 Pritchett 2350 0 0 X 1 1 1 1 4 4 1 6
4 Gereben I 2330 0 0 0 X 1 1 4 1 1 1 54
5 SchifFerdecker 2350 4 4 0 0 X 4 1 1 4 1 5
6 Engert 2205 0 0 0 0 4 X 1 4 1 1 4
7 Jager 0 4 0 4 0 0 X 4 1 1 34
8 Schottes 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 X 4 1 3
9 K linkham m er 0 0 4 0 4 0 0 4 X 4 2

10 Kirsch 0 O' 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 X 4

(Category 2-2289)
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Solingen (B R D )

1 2  3 4
1 Polugayevsky G 2630 x 1 * 1
2 Kavalek G 2625 O x H
3 Spassky G 2650 4 4 x  +
4 K urajica I 2510 0 0 4 x
5 Szabo G 2555 4 4 4 4
6 W esterinen I 2465 0 4 1 0
7 Liberzon G 2515 4 4 4 0
8 Gerusel I 2420 4 0 0 4
9 U hlm ann G 2550 4 4 4 4

10 C apelan I 2410 4 0 0 0
11 Eising 2405 1 0  4 0
12 Honfi I 2470 0 0 0 1
13 H echt G 2515 0 0 4 0
14 Lehm ann I 2395 0 4 0 4
15 Clemens 2370 0 0 4 0

Category 10— 2499 G M  =  8 i  I M

8-24 Ju ly

5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5
4 1 4 4 4 4 0 1 1 1 1 10 66.75
4 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 4 1 10 64.00
4 0 4 1 4 1 4 1 4 1 4 84 56.25
4 1 1 4 4 1 1 0 1 4 1 84 53.75
X 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 74 50.50
4 X 4 1 1 4 1 0 0 4 1 74 50.25
4 4 X 1 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 74 50.00
4 0 0 X 1 4 1 1 4 1 1 74 45.00
4 0 4 0 X 1 1 0 4 1 4 7
4 4 4 4 0 X 4 1 1 4 1 64
4 0 4 0 0 4 X 4 4 1 1 6
4 1 4 0 1 0 4 X 4 4 0 54 38.25
4 1 4 4 4 0 4 4 X 4 4 54 36.00
0 4 4 0 0 4 0 4 4 X 4 4
4 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 4 4 X 34

=  7
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Lublin (PL) 15 Ju ly -2  August

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Tal G 2635 x * l 4 4 1 1 1 1  1 1 1 4 4 1 1 124
2 Pfibyl I 2455 4 x 1 4 * 4 4 4 1 * 4 * * 1  1 4 94
3 Suba 2460 0 0 x 0 4 4 4 0 4 1  1 4 1  1 1 1 84
4 Anikayev 2455 4 4  1 x 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 8 60.25
5 Estrin 2450 4 4 4 4 x 0 4 1 4 4 4 1 0 4 1 4 8 59.00
6 Pytel 2405 0 4 4 4 1 x 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 8 57.50
7 Adamski 2405 0 4 4 4 4 4 x 4 4 4 4 1  1 4 0 1 8 56.00
8 Georgadze 2435 0 4 1 4 0 4 4 x 4 4 4 4 4 4 1  1 8 55.50
9 Damjanovic G 2460 0 0 4 4 4 0 4 4 x 4 4 4 1 4 1  1 74

10 Liebert I 2445 0 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 x 4 4 4 1 0 4 64 46.25
11 Sydor I 2395 0 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 x 4 4 4 4 4 64 46.25
12 Szymczak 0 4 4 4 0 4 0 4 4 4 4  x 1 4 4 4 64 45.50
13 Vogt I 2430 4 4 0 4  1 4 0 4 0 4 4 0 x 4 4 4 6
14 Lengyel G 2420 4 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 x 0 4 54 42.75
15 Nicevski 2430 0 0 0 4 0 4 1 0 0 1 4 4 4 1 x 0 54 38.00
16 Grabczewski I 2425 0 4 0 4 4 4 0 0 0 4 4 4 4 4  1 x 54 37.75

Category 8-2432 G M = 10+ IM  =  8

Lublin (II) (PL) 15 Ju ly —2 August

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Bernard 2380 X 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 1 4 4 1 4 1 104
2 Dobosz 4 X 0 0 0 4 1 1 1 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 10
3 Maciejewski 2380 4 1 X 4 0 1 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 10
4 Sokolov 4 1 4 X 4 1 4 4 4 1 1 4 0 4 1 1 10
5 Nowak 2275 4 1 1 4 X 1 0 1 0 1 0 4 1 1 4 4 94
6 Bielczyk 0 4 0 0 0 X 4 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 4 4 84
7 M ardarowicz 4 0 4 4 1 4 X 4 4 0 4 1 1 0 1 4 8
8 Gunev 4 0 4 4 0 0 4 X 0 4 1 1 1 4 0 1 7
9 Lipski 0 0 0 4 1 0 4 1 X 4 1 1 1 0 0 4 7

10 Dobrzynski 2330 0 4 4 0 0 0 1 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 1 4 64
11 Zakrzewski 0 4 4 0 1 0 4 0 0 4 X 1 4 4 4 1 64
12 Kruszynski 2270 4 0 4 4 4 0 0 0 0 4 0 X 1 4 1 1 6
13 Praszak 4 0 4, 1 0 4 0 0 0 4 4 0 X 0 1 1 54
14 Wojcieszyn 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 4 1 4 4 4 1 X 0 0 54
15 Pinkas 2330 4 0 0 0 4 4 0 1 1 0 4 0 0 1 X 0 5
16 Janicki 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 4 4 0 0 0 1 1 X 44



A m sterdam  (N L ) 
14th IB M
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16July—3 August

1 Ivkov
2 Tukm akov
3 Jansa
4 Ribli
5 Ree
6 Geller
7 Velimirovic
8 Csom
9 Langeweg

10 Planinc
11 T iinm an
12 Lom bardy
13 Sosonko
14 Dormer
15 K naak
16 K aplan

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6  
G  2530 x 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 4 1 4  10 71.50 
G 2570 1 x i  H  0 1 1 1 1 4 4 1  1 1 4  10 70.75 
G 2535 H x H I l H l O i l  1 1 1 10 69.50 
G 2525 4 4 4 x 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 4 4 4 4 4  9
I 2425 0 1 1 1 x 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 1 1  1 1 84
G 2610 4 1 4 4 4 x 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 0 4  8 61.75
G 2530 4 0 0 0 1 1 x 1 0 4  0 1 1 1 1 1 8 53.25
G  2540 4 4 4 4 1 4 0 x 4 0 4 4 4 1 4 4  74 55.75
I 2390 4 0 0 0 0 4 1 4 x 4 1 4 4 4 1  1 74 49.50
G 2545 4 0 0 4 1 4 4 1 4 x 1 0 4 4 0 4  7
G 2540 0 4  1 0 4 4 1 4 0 0 x 0 4 4 1 4  64 48.25
G 2520 0 4 4 4 0 0 0 4 4 1  1 x  4 4 0 1  64 46.00
I 2450 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 x 1  1 4  64 43.00
G 2495 4 0 0 4 0 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 0 x 1 4  54
I 2515 0 0 0 4 0 1 0 4 0 1 0 1 0 0 x 1  5
I 2460 4 4 0 4 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 0 4 4 0 x  44

Category 11-2511 G M  =  9

A m sterdam  (N L ) 
Masters

1 2
1 M akarichev I 2440 X 4
2 Boey I 2435 4 X

3 Bohm 2285 0 1
4 L. Popov I 2460 0 4
5 D ebarnot 2420 1 0
6 G hizdavu I 2420 4 1
7 H artoch I 2370 4 1
8 Ardijansjah I 2315 0 0
9 Ligterink 2360 0 4

10 Enklaar I 2425 4 0
11 Dely I 2470 4 0
12 Vogel 2350 0 0

Category 6-2395 IM  =  7

16July—3 August

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2
1 1 0 4 4 1 1 4 4 1 74
0 4 1 0 0 1 4 1 1 1 64 32.75
X 4 4 1 4 0 0 1 1 1 64 32.75
4 X 1 4 4 1 1 0 4 4 6 32.25
4 0 X 0 4 4 4 1 1 1 6 30.75
0 4 1 X 4 1 0 0 4 4 54 31.25
4 4 4 4 X 0 4 4 4 4 54 30.75
1 0 4 0 1 X 4 4 1 1 54 27.25
1 0 4 1 4 4 X 4 0 4 5
0 1 0 1 4 4 4 X 4 0 44
0 4 0 4* 4 0 1 4 X 4 4
0 4 0 4 4 0 4 1 4 X 34



Polanica Zdorj (PL) 5 -25 August
12th Rubinstein Memorial

106 International Tournaments

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Karasev 2460 x l * * 0 * l l l l * * * l l l 11
2 Kirov I 2465 O x * * 1 * * * 1 * 1 * 1 1 1 1 10*
3 Suetin G 2505 H x i m i  1 * 1 * 1 * * *  10 73.75
4 S. Garcia I 2450 * * 0 x 1 * * 1 1 * * 1 * 1 * 1 10 69.50
5 Lechtynsky 2400 1 0 * 0 x * l * * * * 0 * * l 1 8
6 Barczay G 2440 * * * * * x * * 0 *  1 0 * *  1 * 7* 55.25
7 Farago I 2475 0 * * * 0 * x * * * * * * l * l 7* 51.75
8 Filipowicz 2430 0 * 0 0 * * * x * * * l * l  1 * 7* 49.00
9 K naak I 2515 0 0 0 0 * l * * x l * 0 1  1 1 * 7* 48.00

10 RogofF I 2445 0 * * * * * * * 0 x * * * * *  1 7
11 Schmidt I 2500 * 0 0 * * 0 * * * * x l * * * * 6*
12 Nicevski 2430 * * * 0 1 1 * 0 1 * 0 x 0 0 * 0 6 48.50
13 Doda I 2410 * 0 0 * i * * * 0 * *  1 x * 0 * 6 43.50
14 Sznapik 2325 0 0 * 0 * * 0 0 0 * *  1 * x *  1 5*
15 Lom bard 2410 0 0 * * 0 0 * 0 0 * * * l * x * 5
16 Adamski 2405 0 0 * 0 0 * 0 * * 0 *  l * 0 * x 4*
Category 8 -2 4 4 2 C M = 10 IM  = 8

Trencianske Teplice (C£) 15-29 August

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3
1 Banas 2325 X * * * * 1 * 1 1 * * 1 * 8 45.75
2 Bednarski I 2415 * X * * * * 1 1 1 * * * 1 8 44.50
3 L. Kovacs I 2390 * * X * * * 1 0 * 1 1 1 1 8 43.75
4 Vogt I 2430 * * * X * 1 * * * * 1 * 1 7*
5 Petran 2390 * * * * X 0 * 1 0 1 * * 1 6* 36.50
6 Pavlov 2355 0 * * 0 1 X 1 0 * 1 * 1 * 6* 36.25
7 Rajcevic 2490 * 0 0 * * 0 X 1 0 1 * 1 1 6
8 Gross 2350 0 0 1 * 0 1 0 X * 0 1 * 1 5*
9 Navarovszky I 2415 0 0 * * 1 * 1 * X 0 * 0 * 5 30.00

10 Ujtelky I 2295 * * 0 * 0 0 0 1 1 X * * * 5 28.25
11 I. Novak 2355 * * 0 0 * * * 0 * * X * 1 5 27.25
12 Cibulka 2335 0 * 0 '* * 0 0 * 1 * * X * 4*
13 Franzen 2315 * 0 0 0 0 * 0 0 * * 0 * X 2*
Category 5 -2374 I M  -  8
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20—31 August
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0  
4 4 4 4 4 4 4  1 1 5 4
x 4 4 4  1 4 4 4 4 5  22.25
4 x 4 4 4 1 4 4 4  5 22.00
4 4 x 4 4 0 1 4 4  44 20.25 
4 4 4 x 4 4 4  4 4  44 20.25 
0 4 4 4 x 4 4 4  1 44 19.75 
4 0 1 4 4 x 4 4 0 4  18.25
4 4 0 : 4  4 4 x 4 4 4 18.25
4 4 4 4  4 4 4 x 4 4  17.75
4 4 4 4 0 1 4 4 x 4  17.50

1-15 Septem ber 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4
1 T aim anov G 2580 x 0 4 0 1 4 1 1 1 4 1 4 1 1 9
2 Knezevic I 2420 1 X 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 84
3 Schm idt I 2500 4 4 X 1 4 4 4 4 1 1 4 4 4 4 8 52.50
4 M estrovic I 2400 1 4 0 X 0 4 1 1 0 4 1 4 1 1 8 47.50
5 Peev I 2425 0 4 4 1 x 4 4 4 1 4 0 1 1 1 8 46.00
6 Estrin 2450 4 4 4 4 4 x 4 4 0 4 4 1 1 7 41.50
7 Grefe 2470 0 4 4 0 4 4 X 1 4 4 4 4 1 1 7 39.75
8 K aikam dzhozov 0 4 4 0 4 4 0 X 1 1 0 1 1 1 7 38.25
9 O nat 2335 0 4 0 1 0 1 4 0 X 4 1 1 0 1 64 38.50

10 Stolyar 2440 4 0 0 4 4 4 4 0 4 X 1 1 4 1 64 36.75
11 G. Szilagyi I 2360 0 4 4 0 1 4 4 1 0 0 X 1 4 4 6
12 Pelitov 2350 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 0 0 0 0 x  1 0 4
13 Giudzhenov 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 4 0 x 4 3
14 Antonov 2360 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 4 X 24

Category 6-2392 1M  =  8

Sant Feliu d e  Guixols (E) 6—21 Septem ber
2nd Costa Brava 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2

1 K urajica I 2510 x 4 1 0 4 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 74 37.25
2 Sigurjonsson I 2480 4 x 4 4 4 1 4 4 1

4
4 1 1

1
74 37.00

3 Pom ar G 2425 0 4 X 1 0 1 4 1 4 1 7
4 Bellon I 2405 1 4 0 X 1 1 4 4 0 4 4 1 64
5 Q uinteros G 2495 4 4 1 0 X 1 4 4 1 4 4 0 6 35.25
6 H am ann I 2490 0 0 0 0 0 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 6 25.50
7 T atai I 2430 4 4 4 4 4 0 X 4 4 1 0 1 54 28.50
8 Andersson G 2580 4 4 0 4 4 0 4 X 0 1 1 1 54 25.00
9 M edina I 2350 4 0 4 1 0 0 4 1 X 0 4 1 5 24.75

10 O. Rodriguez I 2445 0 4 4 4 4 0 0 0 1 X 1 1 5 23.00
11 M artin 2320 0 0 0 4 4 0 1 0 4 0 X 1 34
12 Payet 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 X 1

Category 8-2427 G M  = 7i 1M --= tJ

M ontilla— Moriles (E )
4th ‘Torneo del Vino’ 1

1 R adulov G 2490 X

2 Kavalek G 2625 4
3 Pfleger I 2535 4
4 Q uinteros G 2495 4
5 Gheorghiu G 2540 4
6 Andersson G 2580 4
7 Ribli G 2525 4
8 Keene I 2505 4
9 Parm a G 2515 0

10 Diez del Corral G 2515 0

Category 12-2532 G M  =  5

Albena (BG)
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Sochi (USSR)  6-27 Septem ber
1th Chigorin Memorial

1 Polugayevsky G 2630
2 Suetin G 2505
3 L. Espig I 2490
4 Smyslov G 2600
5 Tseshkovsky I 2545
6 Holmov G 2545
7 Sveshnikov 2480
8 Jansa G 2535
9 Forintos G 2490

10 Westerinen I 2465
11 Antoshin G 2515
12 Rashkovsky 2510
13 Anikayev 2455
14 S. G arcia I 2400
15 Robatsch G 2440
16 Sznapik 2325

Category 10-2496 G M =  9

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6  
x 4 I 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 1 1  11 
4 x 4 0 4 4 1 4 0 1 1 1 4 1 4 4  9 64.50 
0 4 x 4 4 4 4 0 1 1  1 4 4 1 4 1  9 62.00 
4 1 4 x 4 4 4 1 0 4 4 4 4 0 1  1 84 62.50 
4 4 4 4 x 1 0 1 4 4 4 4 0 4 1  1 84 62.00 
4 4 4 4 0 x 1 4 1 0 1 4 1 4 4 4  84 62.00 
0 0 4 4 1 0 x 4 1 4 4 1 1 0 4 1  8 
4 4 1 0 0 4 4 x 4 1 4 4 4 4 0 1  74 55.00 
4 1 0 1 4 0 0 4 x 0 4  4 1 4 4 1  74 54.00 
0 0 0 4 4 1 4 0 1 x 0 4 4 4 1 1  7 
4 0 0 4 4 0 4 4 4  1 x 4 4 4 4 4  64 47.00 
0 0 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 x 1 4 4 4  64 45.75 
4 4 4 4 1 0 0 4 0 4 4 0 x 4 4 4  6 46.00 
0 0 0 1 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 4 x 0 0  6 45.50 
0 4 4 0 0 4 4 1 4 0 4 4 4 1 x 0  6 44.00 
0 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 1  l x  44

IM  = 7

Halle (DDR)  14—30 Septem ber
25th Anniversary o f D D R

1 Tal G 2635
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6  
x l 4 4 4 4 4 l  1 1 1 1 1 1 4 4  114

2 K naak I 2515 0 x 1 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 4 4 1 1 1 104
3 Smejkal G 2600 4 0 x 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 10
4 Savon G 2575 4 4 4 x 1 1 4 4 1 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 94
5 M alich I 2515 4 4 4 0 x 4 4 4 4 1  1 1 0 1  1 4 9
6 Vogt I 2430 4 4 4 0 4 x 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 4 4 1 9
7 U hlm ann G 2550 4 0 0 4 4 4 x 4 4 0 4 1  1 1 1 1 84
8 Liebert I 2445 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 x 0 1  4 1 4 4 4  1 8
9 K. Muller 2465 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 1 x 4 1 4 1 4 1 1 74

10 M ohring 2450 0 4 4 4 0 4 1 0 4 x 0 4 1  1 4 4 7
11 Ciocaltea I 2470 0 0 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 1 x 4 4 4 4 1 6
12 Bonsch 2360 0 4 4 4 0 4 0 0 4 4 4 x 0 4 1 4 54
13 Pahtz 2480 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 4 0 0 4 1 x 4 4 4 5
14 Fichtl I 2380 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 0 4 4 4 x 4  1 5
15 J . Rodriguez I 2390 4 0 0 4 ' 0  4 0 4 0 4 4 0 4 4  x 4 44
16 Filipowicz 2430 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 4 0 4 x 34
Category 10-2480 G M =  9 IM  =  7

62.25
61.75

33.25
31.00
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Primorsko (BG) 1 5-29 Septem ber
5th International Tournament

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2
1 Holm 2390 X 0 4 4 1 1 4 1 1 4 1 0 74 38.75
2 Pfibyl I 2455 1 X 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 74 38.50
3 K olarov I 2415 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 7
4 G. Szilagyi I 2360 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 64 33.00
5 Moiseyev I 2425 0 4 4 4 X 1 4 1 0 1 4 1 64 32.75
6 Ilijevski 2430 0 4 4 4 0 X 4 1 4 1 1 1 64 30.25
7 M arszalek 2350 4 4 4 4 4 4 X 4 0 1 0 4 5 28.25
8 M androv 2310 0 4 4 4 0 0 4 X 1 4 4 1 5 24.00
9 M anolov 0 0 0 4 1 4 1 0 X 0 1 4 44

10 Bjerring 2405 0 4 4 4 0 0 0 4 1 X 0 4 34 19.00
11 H adzhipetrov 0 0 0 0 4 0 1 4 0 1 X 4 34 15.75
12 Jankov 2345 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 4 4 X 3

Category 5-2357 IM  =  74

‘Sunny Beach’, Slanchev Breag (BG) 16 Septem ber-3 O ctober

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 H ort G 2600 x 4 4 4 4 4 4 1  1 1 4 4 1  1 1 1 11
2 Ermenkov I 2430 4 x 4 1 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 10
3 T aim anov G 2580 4 4 x 0 4 4 4  1 4 X 4 4 4 1 1 1 94
4 Spiridonov I 2440 4 0 1 x 1 1 0 0 4 0 4 1 1 1 0 1 84 59.75
5 H ernandez 2395 4 4 4 0 x 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 0 1 4 1 84 59.00
6 Kirov I 2465 4 4 4 0 4 x 4 4 4 4 1 0 4 1 1 1 84 56.25
7 Szabo G 2555 4 4 4 1 4 4 x 4 0 0 4 4 4 1 1 1 84 55.75
8 Knezevic I 2420 0 4 0 1 4 4 4 x 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 84 55.50
9 Ostojic I 2485 0 0 4 4 0 4 1 4 x 1 4 4 1 4 1 1 84 55.00

10 Spassov I 2430 0 4 0 1 4 4 1 4 0 x 0 4 1 1 1 1 84 53.25
11 Grefe 2470 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 1  x 4 4 4 1 4 8
12 Lein G 2540 4 0 4 0 0 1 4 0 4 4 4 x 1 4 1 4 7
13 R adulov G 2490 0 4 4 0 1 4 4 4 0 0 4 0 x 4 1 1 64
14 Velikov 2370 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 4 4 4 x 4 1 4
15 Slavov 2250 0 4 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 x 0 24
16 Bobotsov G 2440 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 1 X 2

Category 9-2460 G M  == 10 IM  — 74
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Plovdiv (BG) 19-30 Septem ber
2nd International Tournament 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0

1 Langeweg I 2390 X 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 4 7
2 Bohosian 2405 0 x 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 64
3 L. Popov I 2460 4 4 X 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 6
4 Padevsky G 2480 4 4 4 X 4 1 4 0 1 1 54 22.50
5 Peev I 2425 4 0 4 4 X 1 4 1 1 4 54 21.25
6 Ajanski 2320 0 4 0 0 0 X 1 1 1 4 4
7 Gasic 2365 0 0 4 4 4 0 X 1 0 4 3 12.50
8 Tomov 2230 0 0 4 1 0 0 0 X 4 1 3 11.75
9 D olm adzhan 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 X 1 24

10 Drumev 4 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 0 x 2

Sombor (T) 24 Septem ber—11 O ctober
6th Ivan Parcetic' Memorial 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5

1 T im m an G 2540 x 1 4 1 4 1 4 1 1 1 0 4 4 1 1 104 70.75
2 Gulko 2435 0 x 4 4 1 4 1 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 104 64.25
3 Rajcevic 2490 4 4 x 0 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 10
4 Vadasz 2460 0 4 1 x 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 84
5 Damjanovic G 2460 4 0 4 4 x 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 4. 1 1  8 39.75
6 Deze 2375 0 4 4 4 4 X 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 8 39.75
7 Rukavina I 2450 4 0 0 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 7
8 Minic I 2475 0 4 4 4 4 0 4 x 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 64 42.75
9 M asic I 2365 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 4 x 1 4 4 4 1 4 64 40.00

10 Bisguier G 2435 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 0 X 4 4 1 1 4 64 39.75
11 M ednis I 2455 1 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 X 4 0 0 1 6
12 Lengyel G 2420 4 0 0 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 54
13 H artoch I 2370 4 0 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 0 1 4 X 0 4 5
14 Ljuca 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 4 1 x 4 34
15 Begovac 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 x 3

Category 7-2410 G M =  10 IM  =  8

Odessos (V arna) (BG) 5—19 O ctober

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2
1 Lein G 2540 x 1 4 4 1 1 l 1 1 1 1 1 10
2 Atanasov 2405 0 x 1 1 4 4 4 1 1 4 4 l 74
3 Knezevic I 2420 4 0 x 4 1 0 4 4 1 1 1 1 7
4 Daskalov 2350 4 0 4 x 1 4 4 0 4 1 1 1 64 30,25
5 Angelov 2315 0 4 0 0 X 1 4 1 1 4 1 1 64 27.75
6 Bjerring 2405 0 4 1 4 0 X 1 4 0 4 1 1 6
7 Ivanov 0 4 4 4 4 0 X 1 1 0 4 1 54
8 Prodanov 2340 0 0 4 1 0 4 0 X 0 1 1 1 5 20.00
9 Srebrov 0 0 0 4 0 1 0 1 X 4 1 1 5 19.50

10 Ilkov 0 4 0 0 4 4 1 0 4 X 4 0 34
11 Kerchev 2250 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 X 1 24
12 Sedoev 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 x 1
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M anila (P I) 5—24 O ctober
3rd Marlboro Grandmaster Chess Classic

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5
1 Vasyukov G 2560 X 4 1 1 4 4 1 0 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 104
2 Petrosian G 2640 4 X 4 4 1 4 1 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 4 94
3 Larsen G 2630 0 4 X 4 1 0 4 0 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 9
4 G heorghiu G 2540 0 4 4 X 4 4 1 4 1 4 0 4 1 1 1 84 51.50
5 Gligoric G 2585 4 0 0 4 X 4 4 4 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 84 49.75
6 Kavalek G 2625 4 4 1 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 8 53.50
7 Ljubojevic G 2605 0 0 4 0 4 4 X 4 4 1 1 1 4 1 1 8 46.25
8 Pfleger I 2535 1 4 1 4 4 4 4 X 4 0 0 0 1 4 1 74 51.00
9 Andersson G 2580 4 4 4 0 0 4 4 4 X 4 1 4 4 1 1 74 45.50

10 Q uinteros G 2495 4 0 0 4 1 4 0 1 4 X 0 0 1 1 1 7
11 Portisch G 2645 0 4 0 1 0 4 0 1 0 1 X 1 4 0 1 64 41.25
12 T orre G 2450 0 4 0 4 0 4 0 1 4 1 0 X 4 1 1 64 37.25
13 K raidm an I 2470 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 4 0 4 4 X 1 4 4
14 Cardoso I 2385 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 X 1 3
15 N aranja I 2395 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 X 1
Category 1 2 -2 5 4 3  G M  = 74

K ragujevac (T) 6-25 O ctober

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 V aganian G 2540 X 4 1 1 4 1 4 4 1 4 1 4 4 1 1 1 114
2 Tringov G 2465 4 x 4 4 1 4 4 4 4  1.0 1 1 4 1 1 10
3 Tseitlin 2480 0 4 x 1 0 4 1 4 1  4. 4 4 1 4 1  1 94
4 M atulovic G 2530 0 4 0 x 1 4 4 4 4  1 ' 1 4 1  1 0 1 9
5 Janosevic G 2465 4 0 1 0 x 4 4 4 4 4 0 1 1 1 4 1 84 58.00
6 Padevsky G 2480 0 4 4 4 4 x 0 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 84 56.25
7 Ciocaltea I 2470 4 4 0 4 4 1 x 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 4 0 8 60.00
8 Bilek G 2475 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 x 4 4 1 4 4 0 1 4 8 59.25
9 Jansa G 2535 0 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 x 1 0 0 1 4 1 1 74

10 Dimitrievic 4 0 4 0 4 4 4 4 0 x 0 4 4 1 1 1 7
11 Velimirovic G 2530 0 1 4 0 1 4 0 0 1  1 x 4 0 0 0 1 64 48.25
12 Rajkovic I 2420 4 0 4 4 0 0 4 4 1 4 4 x 4 1 0 4 64 47.00
13 Cukic 4 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 4  1 4 x 4 4 4 54 38.25
14 Ostojic I 2485 0 4 4 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 1 0 4 x 1 4 54 37.75
15 Nikolic I 2405 0 0 0 1 4 0 4 0 0 0 1 1 4 0 x 1 54 36.00
16 Milicevic 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  4 0 0 0 4 - 4  4 0 x 3

Category 8 -2 4 3 0 G M  .= 10 I M  = 8
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Banjaluka (T) 1 0 -30O ctober

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Vukic I 2425 x 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 4 4 0 4 1  1 1 1 104
2 K uzmin G 2600 4 x 4 4 4 4 4  1 4' 1 1 4 4 4  1 1 10
3 Hort G 2600 4 4 x 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 4 1 94 66.00
4 Tim m an G 2540 0 4 4 x 1 0 1 0 1 4 4 1 1 1 4 1 94 65.00
5 Ivkov G 2530 4 4 4 0 x 4 4 0 4 4 4 1  1 1 1 4 84
6 Mestrovi£ I 2400 0 4 4 1 4 x 4 1 0 4 1 0 4 4 1 4 8 58.50
7 T arjan I 2475 4 4 4 0 4 4 x 0 4 4 1  1 4 4 4 1 8 56.25
8 Marovic I 2490 0 0 4 1 1 0 1 x 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 74 55.00
9 Bukic I 2450 4 4 4 0 4  1 4 4 x 4 4 4 0 1  4 4 74 55.00

10 Csom G 2540 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 x 4  1 4 4  1 0 74 54.50
11 L. Popov I ■2460 1 0 4 4 4 0 0 4 4 4 x 4 1 4  4 4 7
12 Planinc G 2545 4 4 0 0 0 1 0 4 4 0 4 x 4 0 1  1 6 41.75
13 Lakic 0 4 0 0 0 4 4 4  1 4 0 4 x 4 4  1 6 40.50
14 M ihaljcisin I 2320 0 4 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 4 4 1 4 x 0 4 5 35.25
15 H artoch I 2370 0 0 4 4 0 0 4 4 4 0 4 0 4 1 x 4 5 34.75
16 Damjanovic G 2460 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 4 4 l 4 0 0 4 4 x 44

Category 9-2463 G M =  10 IM  =  74

Novi Sad (T) 13-31 O ctober

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Tal G 2635 x 4 1 4 1 4 4 0 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 1 114
2 Forintos G 2490 4 x 1 1 0 1 4 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 11
3 Rajcevic 2490 0 0 x 0 1 1 1 4 1 1 4 4 1 4 1 1 10
4 Suba 2460 4 0 1 x 4 0 1 1 4 1 1 4 4 1 0 1 94 66.50
5 M arie I 2455 0 1 0 4 x 0 0 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 94 59.50
6 R. H ernandez 2395 4 0 0 1  1 x 0 4 1 4 1 4 4 1  1 4 9
7 Radulov G 2490 4 4 0 0 1 1 x 4 0 1 4 4 1 0 1 1 84
8 Kirov I 2465 1 1 4 0 4 4 4 x 4 1 4 4 0 4 0 1 8
9 H ulak I 2475 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 4 x 1  1 4 4 4 1 4 7

10 Notaros 2290 0 1 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 x 1  1 1 1 4 4 64 41.75
11 Deze 2375 0 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 0 0 x 1  1 4 1  1 64 38.75
12 Buljovcic I 2460 0 0 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 0 0 x 4 1  1 4 6 38.75
13 Mejic 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 1 4 0 0 4 x 1  1 1 6 34.75
14 Jovic 2305 4 0 4 0 0 0 1 4 4 0 4 0 0 x 4 4 44
15 Ilijc 2375 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 4 x 1 4
16 M arjan 2250 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 0 4 0 4 0 x 24

Category 7 -2 4 1 3
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Decin (C.£) 19 October—3 November

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3
1 Sveshnikov 2480 X 4 4 1 4 4 1 0 1 1 1 4 1 84 47.50
2 Georgadze 2435 4 X 1 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 1 84 46.25
3 M. M ukhin 2465 4 0 X 4 1 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 1 8
4 T om pa 2420 0 4 4 X 4 4 1 1 4 4 4 1 1 74
5 Schm idt I 2500 4 4 0 4 X 1 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 7 38.00
6 Spassov I 2430 4 4 4 4 0 X 4 1 0 4 1 1 1 7 36.75
7 Plachetka I. 2405 0 4 4 0 4 4 X 4 1 1 4 1 1 7 35.50
8 Saidy I 2430 1 0 0 0 4 0 4 X 1 1 4 4 0 5 29.00
9 Pribyl I 2455 0 4 4 4 4 1 0 0 X 0 1 4 4 5 29.00

10 Zinn I 2410 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 0 1 X 1 4 1 5 23.50
11 Blatny 2345 0 4 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 X 0 1 34 20.50
12 Doda I 2410 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 4 1 X 0 34 18.75
13 Sejkora 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 ,0 1 X 24

Category 7-2414 IM  =  7

Decin (II) (C£) 19 O ctober-3 November

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3
1 M . Kovacs I 2390 X 1 4 4 1 4 1 1 4 0 1 1 1 9 51.75
2 Pritchett 2350 0 X 1 1 4 4 1 4' 1 4 1 1 1 9 48/JC
3 N un 4 0 X 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 74 39.75
4 Jankovec 2315 4 0 0 X 1 0 1 1 4 1 1 4 1 74 38.50
5 T rap l 2325 0 4 4 0 X 1 0 4 1 1 1 1 1 74 37.00
6 Adamski 2405 4 4 4 1 0 X 4 4 1 1 4 4 4 7
7 Golyak 0 0 4 0 1 4 X 0 1 4 4 1 1 6
8 Fichtl I 2380 0 4 4 0 4 4 1 X 0 4 1 0 1 54
9 P ad 2275 4 0 4 4 0 0 0 1 X 1 4 4 0 44

10 Vyhn&lek 1 4 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 X 4 4 4 4 24.50
11 Braun 2400 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 0 4 4 X 1 4 4 19.50
12 Litkiewicz 2240 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 1 4 4 0 X 4 34
13 Kolin 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 4 4 4 X 3

(■Category 2-2298)
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Trondheim  (jV) 
10 round Swiss

29 O ctober-5  N ovem ber

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4
1 Peev I 2425 X 0 * 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 8
2 O gaard I 2435 1 X 0 0 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 74
3 W esterinen I 2465 4 1 X 0 1 0 1 1 1 4 1 7
4 Ornstein 2430 0 1 1 X 1 4 * 1 4 0 1 64
5 Lundin I 2360 * 0 0 X 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 54
6 Iskov 2420 0 0 1 4 0 X 1 0 4 1 1 5
7 Zwaig 2425 0 4 4 0 X 1 0 1 4 4 1 5
8 Ivarsson 2375 0 0 0 1 1 0 X 1 1 0 I 5
9 E. Kristiansen 2400 0 0 0 4 1 0 X 1 0 1 1 44

10 Gereben I 2320 0 0 1 0 1 0 X 4 4 1 4 44
11 H atlebakk 2275 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 X 4 1 1 4
12 Bockman 0 0 4 4 0 0 4 4 X 4 1 34
13 Bachman 0 4 0 0 4 1 0 0 4 X 4 3
14 Heggheim 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 X 1

Alicante (E)
2nd Tomeo Intemacional Ciudad de Alicante

4—16 N ovem ber

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2
1 O. Rodriguez I 2445 X 4 1 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 4 1 84
2 Bellon I 2405 4 X 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 0 1 7 36.00
3 Eslon 2335 0 4 X 4 1 4 4 1 0 1 1 1 7 33.00
4 Soltis 1 2435 0 4 4 X 0 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 64
5 Sanz 2320 4 4 0 1 X 1 1 4 0 0 1 4 6 32.75
6 Hartston I 2480 4 4 4 0 0 X 0 1 4 1 1 1 6 28.25
7 M edina I 2350 4 0 4 4 0 1 X 0 1 4 4 1 54
8 M artin 2320 0 4 0 4 4 0 1 X 1 1 4 0 5 26.00
9 W esterinen I 2465 0 0 1 4 1 4 0 0 X 0 1 1 5 24.75

10 Durao I 2360 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 1 X 4 1 4
11 M erino 2255 4 1 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 4 X 4 34
12 S. M artinez 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 4 X 2

Category 5 -2364  (C M  =  51?) I M  =  74
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Venice (1) 9-24 November

1 2 3 4 5 6 1 8 9 0 1 2 3 4
1 Liberzon G 2515 X 4 1 4  1 4 1 4 4 0 1 1 1 1 94
2 Smyslov G 2600 4 X 1 4  4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 9
3 Suttles G 2445 0 0 x 4 1 4 0 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 84
4 Andersson G 2580 4 4 4 x 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 8 44.75
5 T im m an G 2540 0 4 0 4 x 4 4 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 8 43.00
6 Savon G 2575 4 4 4 4 4 x 4 4 1 1 4 0 4 1 74 46.50
7 Benko G 2510 0 4 1 4  4 4 X 4 4 1 4 0 1 1 74 43.50
8 T arjan I 2475 4 4 0 4 0 4 4 X 0 1 1 1 1 1 74 39.25
9 Ostojic I 2485 4 4 4 4 0 0 4 1 X 0 4 1 1 1 7

10 Cosulich 2430 1 4 0 4 0 0 0 0 1 X 4 4 1 1 6 32.50
11 Bilek G 2475 0 0 0 4 1 4 4 0 4 4 X 1 4 1 6 31.50
12 M ariotti I 2465 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 4 0 X 1 4 4
13 Micheli 2320 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 0 X 1 2
14 Rosino 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 X 4

Category 9-2472 G M  --= 84 IM  =  64

Stary Smokovec (C£) 23 November—8 December

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4
1 Knezevic I 2420 X 4 4 1 4  4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 9
2 Liebert I 2445 4 X 4 1 4  4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 84
3 Plachetka I 2405 4 4 x 0 1 4 4 4 1 1 4 4 4 1 8
4 Peev I 2425 0 0 1 x 4 1 1 0 4 1 1 4 0 4 7
5 Adamski 2405 4 4 0 4 x 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 4 7
6 Bednarski I 2415 4 4 4 0 4 x 4 4 4 0 1 4 4 1 64
7 H ug I 2425 4 4 4 0 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 64
8 Stoica 2300 4 4 4 1 4  4 4 X 0 4 4 4 0 4 6
9 I. Novak 2355 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 1 X 0 0 4 4 1 6

10 G. Szilagyi I 2360 0 4 0 0 0 1 4 4 1 X 1 4 4 4 6
11 Petran 2390 4 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 1 0 X 4 1 1 6
12 Banas 2325 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 x 0 4 54
13 Pinter 2410 0 0 4 1 0  4 4 1 4 4 0 1 X 0 54
14 R akay 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 4 0 4 0 4 1 X 34

Category 6 -2 3 7 7  I M  =  8



Tbilisi (U SSR) 29 N ovem ber-17 D ecem ber
3rd Goglidze Memorial

116 International Tournaments

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Georgadze 2435 x H H  H  1 4 4 1 4 4 1 4 1 10 71.50
2 Gufeld G 2535 .4 x 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 4 1 4 1  1 10 70.75
3 Holmov G 2545 4 4 x 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 9 65.00
4 Bagirov I 2500 4 4 4 x 4 4 4 1 0 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 9 63.75
5 Ciocaltea I 2470 0 4 4 4 x 4 1 4 4 1 0 4 1 4 0 1 8 58.00
6 U bilava 2390 4 4 4 4 4 x 1 4 4 4 0 4 0 1 4 1 8 57.75
7 Gaprindashvili I 2405 4 4 0 4 0 0 x 4 1 4 1 4 4 1  1 4 8 56.00
8 Sigurjonsson I 2480 0 0 4 0 4 4 4 x 4 0 1  1 1 1 4 1 8 52.75
9 Keene I 2505 4 4 4 1 4 4 0 4 x 4 4 1 0 4 1 0 74 57.00

10 Nicevski 2430 4 4 4 4 0 4 4  1 4 x 0 4 4  1 4 4 74 55.00
11 Bohosian 2405 0 0 4 4 1  1 0 0 4 1 x 4 1 0 1 4 74 53.25
12 Schmidt I 2500 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 0 0 4 4 x 4 4 4 1 64 46.75
13 Gurgenidze G 2500 4 0 0 4 0 1 4 0 1 4 0 4 x 1 1 0 64 46.00
14 Tuzovski 2470 0 4 4 4 4 0 0 0 4 0 1 4 0 x 1 0 5 37.50
15 Lebredo 2355 4 0 4 0 1 4 0 4 0 4 0 4 0 0 x 1 5 37.00
16 Sznapik 2325 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 1 4 4 0 1 l O x 44

Category 9 -2 4 5 3 G M = 10 I M  =  74

Leipzig (D D R )

1 U hlm ann G 2550
1
X

2 Vogt I 2430 4

3 Baumbach 2395 4

4 M ohring 2450 4

5 Schoneberg 2425 0

6 Kluger I 2370 0

7 Blatny 2345 0

8 Pahtz 2480 1
9 Grigorov 0

10 Bernard 2380 0

(Category 7 -2403 G M  = 6 4 I

D ecem ber

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0

4 4 4 1 1 1 0 1 1 64
X 4 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 64
4 X 0 4 1 4 1 1 4 54
0 1 X 4 4 4 1 1 4 54
4 4 4 X 0 1 4 1 1 5
4 0 4 1 X 4 4 4 1 44
4 4 4 0 4 X 4 1 1 44
0 0 0 4 4 4 X 4 4 34
0 0 0 0 4 0 4 X 1 2

0 4 4 0 0 0 4 0 X 14

I M  =  54)



Houston {U SA)
4th U SCF International

International Tournaments 117 

6-20  December

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2
1 H iibner G 2615 X 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 8
2 M atanovic G 2490 4 X 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 1 74
3 M ednis I 2455 4 4 X 0 4 1 1 4 4 1 1 4 7
4 Jansa G 2535 4 4 1 X 4 4 4 0 4 1 4 1 64
5 Grefe 2470 4 4 4 4 X 4 4 0 4 4 1 1 6
6 Dam janovic G 2460 4 4 0 4 4 X 4 4 4 0 1 1 54 27.50
7 M artz 2375 0 0 0 4 4 4 X 1 1 4 4 1 54 24.75
8 K aplan I 2460 0 4 4 1 1 4 0 X 4 0 4 4 5
9 Chellstorp 2380 4 0 4 4 4 4 0 4 X 4 4 4 44 24.25

10 Commons 2420 0 4 0 0 4 1 4 1 4 X 0 4 44 23.25
11 M atera 2385 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 4 1 X 1 4
12 Karklins 2400 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 X 2

{Kaplan = U SA) {Kaplan — P R Category 9 -2 4 5 3 G M = 74 I M  =

H astings {ENG ) 28 December 1974-14Jan u a ry  1975
50th International

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 H ort G 2600 x 4 4 4 4  1 4  1 1 0 4 1  1 1 1 4  104
2 G. Sigurjonsson I 2475 4 x 4 4 4 4 1 0 4 1 4 4 1 1 1 1 10 68.50
3 V aganian G 2530 4 4 x 4 4 0 0 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 10 65.75
4 Andersson G 2565 4 4 4 x 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 4 4 0 1 1 94 66.75
5 Belyavsky I 2500 4 4 4 4 x 0 0 4 1 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 94 62.50
6 Planinc G 2535 0 4 1 4 1 x 1 0 4 1 4 4 1 0 4 1 9
7 Miles I 2435 4 0 1 4 1 0 x 4 4 1 4 4 0 1 1 4 84
8 H artston I 2475 0 1 4 0 4 1 4 x 0 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 74
9 Benko G 2515 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 1 x 4 4 4 1 0 4 1 7 47.25

10 Botterill 2400 1 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 x 4 1 1 1 0 1 7 46.75
11 Stean 2370 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 x 4 4 0 4 4 64
12 Csom G 2530 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 4 4 0 4 x 0 1  1 4 6 40.25
13 Guil. G arcia I 2485 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 4 0 0 4 1 x 1 1 4 6 37.50
14 Basman 2395 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 x 4 1 54
15 Diesen 2295 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 4 1 4 0 0 4 x 4 4
16 Mestel 2290 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 4 4 4 0 4 x 34

Category 9 -2 4 6 2  G M  =  10 I M  =  74



6 INTERNATIONAL MATCHES

A ustria-H ungary 
G raz, 8-10 February

Diickstein 00 Ribli 11
Pram eshuber 44 A dorjan 44
Janetschek 00 Sax 11
Glass 44 Honfi 44
W ittm ann 00 Farago 11
Holzl 40 Vadasz 41
Strobel 04 Lukacs 14
D anner 00 H azai 11
Klimitschek 01 Pinter 10
Steiner 41 T . H orvath 40

54 144

Norway—Sweden 
Oslo, 23-24 February

Zwaig 00 Ornstein 11
Kristiansen 10 Liljedahl 01
W ibe 0 Lekander 1
Wibe 4 K aiszauri 4
G ulbrandsen 10 Akvist 01
Poulsen 01 U ddenfeldt 10
Hoen 14 K innm ark 04

5 7

Sw itzerland-Italy  
Lugano, 9—10 M arch

Lom bard 40 Zichichi 41
Hug 14 Cosulich 04
Schauwecker 11 M icheli 00
W irthensohn 44 Paoli 44
Schaufelberger 14 Porreca 04
K upper 11 Prim avera 00
Keller 41 R. Cappello 40
Bhend 4 C ontedini 4
Roth 4 Contedini 4
W alther 10 Rosino 01
Hohler 44 R om ani 44

13 7

E ngland-W est G erm any
Basingstoke, 30-31 M arch

Penrose 44 Hiibner 44
Basman 01 Schmid 10
W hiteley 10 H echt 01
Miles 41 D arga 40
Stean 14 D ueball 04
M arkland 14 M ohrlok 04
Beilin 04 Kestler 14
N unn 04 SchifTer 14
Speelman 11 Podzielny 00
Miss Jackson 04 M rs Laakm ann 14

11 9

France— ‘In ternational Selection’ 
Strasbourg, 8—14 April

France 1 2 3 4 5 6 11
1 M acles 4 0 1 4 1 4 34
2 Bessenay 0 4 0 0 0 1 14
3 F. M einsohn 0 1 4 0 0 0 14
4 Preissmann 0 0 4 4 0 4 14
5 Todorcevic 0 0 0 0 1 4 14
6 Puhm 0 4 0 4 0 0 1
7 Benoit 0 0 0 4 0 0 4

‘Selection’ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 31
1 M arie 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 64
2 Flesch 1 4 0 1 1 4 1 5
3 K araklajic 0 1 4 4 1 1 1
4 Pytel 4 1 1 4 1 4 4 5
5 Soos 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 5
6 Scheipl 4 0 1 4 4 1 1 44

Bulgaria— Greece

Padevsky 14 Siaperas 04
Popov 11 V izantiadis 00
Spassov 11 Skalkotas 00

14 6

118
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A ustria-Sw itzerland 
N eunkirchen, 13-14 April

Diickstein 11 L om bard 00
Pram eshuber 44 H ug 44
Glass 04 W irthensohn 14
R ohrl 44 H ohler 44
W ittm ann 01 A. Huss 10
Holzl 14 G lauser 04
D anner 00 K aenel 11
Klimitschek 40 Gereben 41
Steiner 1 C astagna 0
Steiner 1 M arthale r 0
Scheichel 40 A m m ann 41
M rs Sam t 11 M rs Lussy 00
M rs K attinger 44 M rs Burgin 44

13 11

Poland—Switzerland 
Lodz, 16-18 April

Schm idt 11 H ug 00
Doda 10 Lom bard 01
Kostro 40 W irthensohn 41
Sznapik 41 H ohler 40
Pokojowczyk 44 A. Huss 44
Luczak 44 Gereben 44
Witkowski 0 K aenel 1
Sydor 4 K aenel 4

74 64

West G erm any—Holland 
M unich, 27-28 April

Unzicker 44 D onner 44
Pfleger 11 Sosonko 00
H echt 04 Ree 14
M ohrlok 10 Enklaar 01
Eising 44 H artoch 44
Christoph 44 Bouwmeester 44
K lundt 11 M arcus 00
Scheipl 44 Vogel 44
Feustel 04 Dieks 14
M rs Pfleger 14 Miss van der

Giessen 04
114 84

Poland—East G erm any 
Zakopane, 29 A pril-3 M ay

Poland 1 2 3 4 84
1 Schmidt 4 4 1 4 24
2 Doda 0 1 1 4 24
3 Kostro 0 1 1 4 24
4 Pokojowczyk 0 0 1 0 1

E. Germany 74
1 U hlm ann 4 1 1 1 34
2 K naak 4 0 0 1 14
3 Espig 0 0 0 0 0
4 K. Muller 4 4 4 1 24

Czechoslovakia B—Slovenia 
M arianske Lazne, 30 A pril-2 M ay
Jansa .0 Planinc .1
Pfibyl 0 . Planinc 1.
Pribyl .1 Parm a .0
M ista 4. Parm a 4.
Mista .1 Musil .0
Neckar 1. Musil 0 .

Neckar .4 Puc .4
Lechtynsky 4. Puc 4.
Lechtynsky .1 Barle .0
M eduna 1. Barle 0 .

M eduna .0 Osterman .1
Hausner 0. Osterman 1.

Hausner .1 Jelen ,0
V otruba 4. Jelen 4.
V otruba .4 Vospernik .4
Dolezal 0. Vospernik 1.

Ambroz 14 Supancic 04
Vokralova - 14 Petek 04

114 84

France—Schachklub 1912
(Ludwigshafen) 
M ontbeliard, 4 M ay

Seret 1 Krieger 0
Bessenay 1 Heinrich 0
Benoit 4 Dr. Weissauer4
Meinsohn 4 Strigan 4
Letzelter 1 Z app 0
L. Roos 0 K elchner 1
J .  L. Roos 1 K astenholz 0
D. Roos 1 Baum 0

6 2



120 International Matches

France-Belgium Sw itzerland—-Poland
Paris, 18—19 M ay Rapperswill, 2—3 Ju n e

M acles 1 + Boey 04 H ug H Schm idt 44
T  odorcevic 01 van Seters 10 Lom bard H Doda 44
Seret 11 Bonne 00 Schaufelberger 40 Pytel 41
Puhm 01 de Bruycker 10 Schauwecker 01 Kostro 10
Bessenay 01 Wostyn 10 Keller 10 Pokojowczyk 01
Benoit 4 van Schoor 4 W ithensohn 41 Witkowski 40
Gifford 4 van Schocr 4 6 6
Preissmann 44 W illaert 44
Meinsohn 10 Rooze 01
Dussol 04 Limbos 14 Las Palm as (Caja de Ahorros)— C uba
Boutteville 41 Schum acher 40 Ju ly
Berthelot 14

13
K ruggelm ans 04 Las Palmas 1 2 3 4 5 6 154

1 Menvielle 0 4 0 4 4 1 24
2 Visier 4 . 4 4 4 1 3

(Results as reported in Europe EchecS 3 Fernandez . 4 4 4 0 4 2
where the result was given as 14-8) 4 Betancort 4 4 1 0  4 0 24

5 Fraguela 0 4 4 4 4 1 3
Solingen-Philippines 6 Dominguez 4 0 4 . . 1
Solingen, 1--2 Tune 7 Lezcano . 4 . . 4 0 1

8 Valcarcel . 4 4
Hiibner 11 Cardoso 00 9 C abrera 0 . 0
Hecht 10 Balinas 01
Pachm an
O ’Kelly

41
11
64

Lontoc
Aznar

40
00

14

Cuba
1 G. Garcia

1 2 
1 4

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 204 
. 4 1 4 . .  1 44

2 S. G arcia 4 . 4 4 4 . 4  4 . 3
3 Estevez 4 4 4 0 4 1 . . . 3

Solingen—Israel 4 J .  Rodriguez 1 4 4 1 4 4 . . . 4
Solingen, 3-4  June 5 Jim enez 4 4 1 4 4 . 4 . . 34

44 Liberzon 44
6 A. R odrieuez 0 0 4 1 0 . 1 . . 24

Hiibner
Hecht 4 K raidm an 4
O ’Kelly 0 K raidm an 1

00
Ireland— Wales

Pachm an 11 Czerniak Dublin, 7-8 Septem ber
O ’Kelly 4 K agan 4
W esterinen 4 K agan 4 M acGrillen 40 Botterill 41
K urajica 40 Bleiman 41 Cox 04 Jones 14
W esterinen 1 Radashkovich 0 Littleton 40 Trevelyani 41
Lehm ann 4 Radashkovich 4 Dennehy 04 Jam es 14
Lehm ann 4 Chessakov 4 Cassidy 40 V aughan 41
Bachmann 4 Chessakov 4 K ernan 41 R. Miles 40
Christoph 4 Stepak 4 M urray 14 Brangham  04
C apelan 0 Stepak 1 Byrne 01 C adden 10
Bachmann 1 Sm iltner 0 Kennefick 14 Evans 04
Behling 0 Sm iltner 1 Pye 44 T aylor 44

9 9 9 11



Anatoly Karpov. Oscar winner and Fischer’s challenger. 
; Folokkronika Tosi



V icto r Korchnoi’s world champion- T igran Petrosian-Raymond Keene  
ship chances now lie dormant until (England), Nice O lym piad.
1977. ( R -  D .  K eene)

Lajos Portisch (Hungary) Eugenio Boris Spassky Rodolfo Cardoso (Phil- 
Torre  (Philippines), Nice O lym piad, ippines), Nice Olym piad.

T HE 1974 CANDIDATES



H enrique M ecking (Brazil). (h 'a z ic )Anatoly K arp ov-W illiam  Hartston  
England). Nice Olym piad.

Robert,Jamieson (Australian champ- Lev Polugayevsky (U S S R ). (.A’o v o s li)
ion )-R obert Byrne (U S A ), Nice
O lym piad.

THE 1974 CANDIDATES



W illiam  Lombardy (U SA )-John  
Cooper, top scorer for Wales the 
surprise team o f the Nice Olym piad.

1 .ubomir K ava lck-I loward W illiams. 
'I'op boards o f the U S A  and Welsh
teams at Nice.

M ikhail 1 al (no. 3 in the Oscar Life begins at 40! Roman Toran  
list) M ichael Stcan (England). (Spain) obtained his first grand

master norm in Nice at 43.



W alter Browne, U SA  champion, 
victor at W ijk  aan Zee and Pan A m 
erican champion. {C a m era  P re ss)

Boris Gulko, Moscow champion 
perhaps the most improved player 
o f the year, ( h 'o tokhron ika  T a s s )

V la d im ir Liberzon Israel’s first Tony M iles : England) W orld  
grandmaster. ( / ) . N .  L .  L e v y )  Junior Champion. { T h e  T im e s)



Fridrik Olatsson (Iceland) took the Gudm undur Sigurjorason (Iceland) 
year o ff work to concentrate on chess, qualified for the grandmaster title

at Hastings 1974 5.

U lf  Andersson (Sweden) victor at 
Oamaguey.

Bent Larson (Denm ark) looks the 
other way, but he docs live in Las 
Palmas! ( C a m era  P ress)

S C A N D IN A V IA ’S G R A N D M A S T E R  Q U A R T E T



Sergio M a rio n i Ita ly ' first grand- 
inastn sine*- Gioacchino 
c ifioo?! ! ) .  V /  Lei",

Lot bar Srhmid iW  Germany - 
winner o f top board prize in the 
( Hare B< *ne diet.

W erner H ug Switzerland). Gennadv Sosonko 'Nethrrland



International Matches 121

Budapest Spartacus— Solingen
13-? Septem ber

Csom 11 Hecht 00
Honfi 00 C apelan 11
H aag 11 Besser 10
Varnusz 10 Eising 11
Prelovszky 11 Clemens 01
Pacsay 11 FreihofT 01
Besztercsenyi 0 Cording 1
Rigo 1 Cording 0
Rigo 0 Behling 1
Bosnyak 1 Behling 1

81 71

Solingen— Budapest Spartacus
8—? O ctober

H ubner 11 Honfi 11
Hecht 11 H aag 00
Gerusel 11 Varnusz 00
Capelan 11 Prelovszky 10
Lehm ann 10 Rigo 11
Besser 00 Pacsay 11
Christoph 11 Bosnyak 10
Eising 11 Besztercsenyi 00
FreihofT 11 Steiger 00
Fappas 01 Schneider 11
K onner 1 G. Honfi 0
Bachm an 1 G. Honfi 1

141 71

H olland— England 
Flushing, 26—27 O ctober

D onner 11 Hartston 11
Sosonko 11 Keene 11
Enklaar 01 Stean 11
K uijpers 11 W hiteley 00
Scholl 01 M arkland 11
Vogel 01 Mestel 10
van Dop 11 Beilin 01
Dieks 10 N unn 11
Mrs Vreeken 01 Mrs H artston 11
van der Sterren 11 Speelman 00

101 91

Yugoslavia— USSR 
Belgrade, 3-12 November

Yugoslavia 1 2 3 4 5 6 161
1 Gligoric 1 1 0 1 1 3
2 M atanovic 1 1 0 1 0 1 2
3 Ljubojevic 1 1 0 1 1 1 3
4 Ivkov 0 0 1 1 1 1 3
5 Matulovic 1 1 1 1 1 1 31
6 Raicevic 1 1 0 0 1 0 2

USSR 1 2 3 4 5 6 191
1 T al 1 1 1 1 1 1 31
2 Polugayevsky 1 1 1 1 1 0 3
3 V aganian 1 1 1 1 0 1 4
4 Gufeld 1 1 1 1 1 1 4
5 Suetin 1 1 0 0 1 1 21
6 Palatnik 0 1 1 0 1 1 21

Prague—■Moscow

M eduna 1 Balashov 1
Neckar 0 Balashov 1
Hausner 10 S. Sokolov 11
Eretova 10 M edyanikova 11
H ajdarova 10 Fatalibekova 11

2 6

Schacknytt— Copenhagen 
Copenhagen & M almo,
9 & 10 November

A. Ornstein i l S. H am ann 10
B. Jansson ±0 O. Jakobsen 11
M. W ah lb o m ll G. Iskov 10
L. Liljedahl 01 M. Moe 10
O. K innm ark 10 J . KristiansenOl
C. Niklasson 00 S. Fedder 11
K. K ai szauri 10 K. Bjerring 01
H. Ek 01 J .  Ost Hansen 11
H. Akvist 10 J . H venekildell
L.-A. Schneiderl P. N;0rby 1
L.-A. Schneiderl T. Bjerre 0
H. Schiissler 11 O. Buch 00
P. Helmertz 01 P. A uchenberg ll

111 121



7 WOMEN’S EVENTS

W omen C andidates M atches 
1973 Interzonal play-off

Kislovodsk, February-March

1 Alexandria x x x x
2 Levitina 0444
3 Shul 0404
4 Konopleva 0404

Semi-Finals
Riga, 10 M a y -5  June

Alexandria 1 1
Shul 0 0

Kislovodsk, 25 M ay-21  June

Levitina 0 4 1
Kozlovskaya 1 4 0

Final
Moscow, 18 January-M arch 1975

Alexandria 4 4 4 0 1 0 1  1 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1  9
Levitina 4 4 4 1 0 1 0 0 1 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 0  8

0 0 1 1 1 4  54
1 1 0  0 0 4 24

4 0 1 0  1 4  4 4 1 64
4 1 0 1 0 4 4 4 0  54

1444 1414 1414 84
x x x x 4101 4114 7
4010 x x x x 1111 64
4004 0000 x x x x 2
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M edellin W om en’s O lym piad (COL) 
6th Women’s World Team Championship

Women’s Events 123 

15 Septem ber—3 O ctober

Final A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8, 9 10
1 Rom ania X X 1 2 1 1 1 14 2 2 2 134 52.1
2 U SSR 1 X X 14 14 4 1 2 2 2 2 134 51.6
3 Bulgaria 0 4 X X 14 14 2 2 14 2 2 13
4 H ungary 1 4 4 X X 2 2 14 14 2 2 13
5 N etherlands 1 14 4 0 X X : 0 1 2 14 2 94
6 Czechoslovakia 1 1 0 0 2 X X 1 1 14 14 9
7 Yugoslavia 4 0 0 4 1 1 X X 2 14 1 74
8 England 0 0 4 4 0 1 0 X X 1 1 4
9 W. G erm any 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 1 X X 14 4

10 C anada 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 1 4 X X 3
U SSR 3 Rom ania 1 (double round play-ofT m atch).

Final B 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
11 Spain X X 14 14 14 2 14 14;: l 2 1 134
12 Israel 4 X X 1 14 1 14 2 2 2 2 134
13 Brazil 4 1 X X l 1 1 1 2 14 2 11
14 USA 4 4 1 X X 0 14 1 2 2 2 104
15 Sweden 0 1 1 2 X X 1 2 0 14 1 94
16 Austria 4 4 1 4 1 X X 4 14 14 14 84
17 Colom bia 4 0 1 1 0 14 X X 1 14 14 8
18 Finland 1 0 0 0 2 4 1 X X 1 4 6
19 Jap an 0 0 4 0 4 4 4 1 X X 2 5
20 Ireland 1 0 0 0 1 4 4 14 0 X X 44

F in a lC  21 22 23 24 25 26 Prelim inary 3 1 2 3 4 5
21 Mexico x x 1 14 2 1 2 74 1 H ungary X X 14 2 14 2 7
22 P Rico 1 X X 1 2 1 2 7 2 England 4 x x l 14 2 5
23 Iraq  4 11 X X  1 14 1 5 3 Israel 0 1 x x 2  2 5
24 Col B 0 0 1 x x  2 2 5 4 Brazil 4 4 0 x x 2 3
25 M onaco 1 1 4 0 X X : 14 4 5 M onaco 0 0 0 0 xx 0
26 Panam a 0 0 1 0 4 X X 14
Prelim inary 1
1 USSR
2 C anada
3 Austria
4 Colom bia
5 Puerto Rico

1 2 3 4 5
x x 2  2 2 2 8
0 x x 2  1 2 5
0 0 x x 2  14 34
0 I 0 x x  14 24 
0 0 4  4 x x  1

Prelim inary 4
1 Yugoslavia
2 Bulgaria
3 Spain
4 Finland
5 Mexico

1 2 3 4 5 
x x 1 14 2 2 64
1 x x  14 1 2 54
4 4 x x l  2 4

0 1 1 x x  14 34
0 0 0 4 x x  4

Prelim inary 2 Prelim inary 5 1 2  3 4 5
1 Rom ania x x l  2 2 2 7 1 Czechoslovakia x x l4  2 2 2 74
2 H olland 1 x x  1 14 2 54 2 W. G erm any 4 x x  14 2 2 6
3 USA 0 1 x x 2  2 5 3 Sweden 0 4 x x l 2 34
4 Ja p a n 0 4 0 x x  14 2 4 Ireland 0 0 1 xx 14 24
5 Panam a 0 0 0 4 x x 4 5 Iraq

ooo

x x 4



124 Women’s Events

Wijk aan Zee (NL) 1 9 January -2  February
1-2 Ivanka (H ), Nicolau (R /N L ) 9; 3-5 K alchbrenner (Y), K arakas (H ), 
Vokralova (CZ) 6; 6—8 Litmanowicz (PL ), Laakm ann (BRD) T im m er 51; 9 
Bruinenberg 41; 10 R eicher (R ) 4 ; 11 Ferrer (E) 3 ; 12 van der Giessen 2.

Vrnjacka Banja (T) 3 -20 M arch

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4
1 Gaprindashvili I 2420 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 11
2 Veroci I 2245 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 91
3 Stadler I 2140 0 1 x 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 81
4 K alchbrenner 2115 0 1 0 x 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 81
5 Radzikowska I 2160 1 0 1 1 X 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 71
6 Vokralova I 2200 1 0 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 71
7 Markovic 2090 0 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 i 1 1 1 71
8 Medyanikova I 2260 0 0 1 0  1 1 1 X 1 1 i 1 1 1 6
9 K .Jovanovic I 2210 0 1 1 0  1 1 1 0 X 1 0 1 1 1 6

10 Lazarevic I 2290 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 X i 1 1 1 5
11 Pihajlic 2115 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 5
12 Wasnetsky 2045 0 0 0  0  0 1 0 1 0 1 1 X 1 1 31
13 Boskovic 2100 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 X 1 3
14 Srebric 1960 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 X 21

Vrnjacka Banja M atch T ournam ent 26-31 M arch
1 H ungary 121; 2 R om ania 111; 3 Bulgaria 9 ; 4 Yugoslavia 41; 5 Poland 21.

H ungary—R om ania, Budapest 23-29 April
Hungary 20 Rom ania 16

Poland— East Germ any, Zakopane 29 A pril-3  M ay
East G erm any 91 Poland 61

Brasov (R) 10-26 M ay
1 C hiburdanidze (U SSR) 10 (+8 = 4 - 0 ) ;  2-4  Borisova (BG), M ichel (D D R ), 
Vreeken (NL) 7; 5-7 Baumstark, M akai, Teodorescu 61; 8 -9  v.d. Giessen 
(NL), M uresan 6; 10 Porubszky (H) 5; 11 W asnetzky (BRD) 41; 12 Honfi (H) 
4; 13 Carm aciu 2.

Piotrkow-Tribunalski (PL)
1 H ofm ann (D D R) 101; 2 Saunina (U SSR ) 91; 3 K arakas (H ) 9 ; 4 Assenova 
(BG) 81; 5 K rum ova (BG) 8 ; . . . 14 players.

Plovdiv (BG) 20 M ay-2  Ju n e
1 Lemachko 10; 2 Georgieva 9 ; 3 -4  R . Gotseva, Polihroniade (R ) 81; 5 
Csonkics (H ) 6 ; . . .  12 players.

Lipetsk (USSR) 6 -2 2 Ju ly
1 Kozlovskaya 9; 2 Kislova 8; 3-5 M akai (R ), Veroci (H ), Bilunova 71; 6 H of
m ann (D D R ) 7; 7 Grinfeld 6; 8 Bielova 5; . . .  12 players.



Women’s Events 125

R om ania— Yugoslavia, Tim isoara 9-13 Ju ly
16-16. 1 Polihroniade 0 Lazarevic 4 ; 2 Baumstark 2 K. Jovanovic 2.

Lublin (PL) 15-29 Ju ly
1 Baumstark (R) 84; 2-6  Konarkowska—Sokolov (Y), Sinka (H ), Feustel 
(D D R ), Szmacinska, Jurczynska 64; . . .  12 players.

Szentes (H) 20Ju ly -3  August
1 Lemachko (BG) 104; 2 Polihroniade (R) 94; 3-4  Eretova (CZ), K. Jovanovic 
(Y) 9; 5-6  K arakas, M ichel (D D R) 8; 7 Erenska (PL) 74; 8 Porubszky 64; . . . 
14 players.

V allingby (S) 18-22 December
1 S. Vokralova (CZ) 44; 2 S. Olzon 34; 3 J .  Tuom ainen (SF) 3; 4 I. Larsen 
(D K) 24; 5 N. Persson 14; 6 C. Berglund 0.



8 JUNIOR EVENTS

Groningen (ML) 17 Decem ber 1973-4Ja n u a ry  1974
3rd European Junior Championship 
12th Niemeyerloernao.i

Prelim inaries: (7 round Swiss) 1 Kuligowski (PL) 54; 2 M akarichev (U SSR ) 5; 
3 K oopm an (NL) 5; 4 Bjarnason (IS) 41; 5 M ack (BRD) 44; 6 Inkiov (BG) 44; 
7 Mestel (Eng) 44; 8 G oorm achtigh (B) 44; 9 U rzica (R ) 44; 10 P inter (H ) 44; 
11 M arjanovii (Y) 4; 12 Fraguela (E) 4; 13 Passerotti (I) 4 ; 14 V an der L inde 
(NL) 34; 15 W edberg (S) 34; 16 Bloch (SA) 34; 17 Anselmo (M onaco) 34; 18 
Gavrilakis (GR) 34; 19 Kroll (DK) 34; 20 Spacek (CZ) 34; 21 O tt (C H ) 34; 22 
G uddahl (N) 3; 23 Hellm ayr (A) 3 ; 24 M iranda (Port) 3 ; 25 Salonen (SF) 3; 
26 H anau (F) 24; 27 Swanson (Scot) 24; 28 Nixon (IR L ) 24; 29 Sm ith (W ) 2; 
30 Oney (Turk) 2; 31 Pisani-Bencini (M alta) 1; 32 K night (Guernsey) 4.

Final A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0
1 S. M akarichev X 4 1 4 1 0 1 1 1 1 7
2 J .  Pinter 4 X 0 1 1 1 4 1 1 1 7
3 A. Kuligowski 0 1 X 1 4 0 4 4 1 1 54
4 V. Inkiov 4 0 0 X 4 4 4 4 1 1 44
5 J . Mestel 0 0 4 4 X 4 4 1 1 4 44
6 S. Bjarnason 1 0 1 4 4 X 4 0 0 4 4
7 P. M ack 0 4 4 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 4
8 A. Urzica 0 0 4 4 0 l 4 X 4 4 34
9 H. K oopm an 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 4 X 4 24

10 J . Goorm achtigh 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 X 24

Final B 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0
11 S. Marjanovic X 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 1 1 6
12 N. Bloch 4 X 4 4 1 1 4 1 0 1 6
13 P. Spacek 4 4 X 4 4 1 1 0 4 1 54
14 N. Gavrilakis 0 4 4 X 1 1 4 4 4 4 5
15 T . W edberg 4 0 4 0 X 4 4 1 1 1 5
16 P. Passerotti 4 0 0 - 0 4 X 4 1 1 1 44
17 J . M. Fraguela 4 4 0 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 4
18 O. Kroll 4 0 1 4 0 0 4 X 4 1 4
19 M, van der Linde 0 1 4 4 0 0 4 4 X 4 34
20 A. Anselmo 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 4 X 14
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127Junior Events

Final C 21 22 23 24 25 26
21 R .O tt X X 41 40 14 41 11 7
22 A. H ellm ayr 40 X X 14 04 11 14 6
23 V. G uddahl 41 04 X X 11 10 44 6
24 J .  Salonen 04 14 00 X X 10 44 4
25 V. M iranda 40 00 01 01 X X 44 34
26 J .  H anau 00 04 44 44 44 X X 34

Final D 27 28 29 30 31 32
27 S. Swanson X X 41 14 44 11 11 8
28 R. Nixon 40 X X 10 04 11 11 6
29 F. Oney 04 01 X X 11 44 14 6
30 R. Sm ith 44 14 00 X X 14 14 54
31 G. P.-Bencini 00 00 44 04 X X 44 24
32 T . K night 00 00 04 04 44 X X 2

Hallsberg (S) 27 December 1973—4Jan u ary  1974
1 L.-A. Schneider 7; 2 J .  Speelm an (EN G) 7; 3 I. Schutz 7; 4 J .  R odgard (DK) 
6; 5 J .  Rikkonen (SF) 6 ; 6 P. Szekely (H ) 54; 7 C. Bergstrom 54; 8 E. Sindik 
(Y) 54; 9 H . Roletschek (A) 54; 10 W. Bichsel (CH) 54; . . .  36 players, 9 round 
Swiss.
V iana do Castello (PO R T ) 27 December 1973-5Jan u a ry  1974
1 Bernstein (IL) 7; 2 Silberring (CH ) 64; 3 Sadi (BR) 64; 4 De La Fuente (E) 
6 ; . . . 14 players, 9 round Swiss.

Trondheim  (N) 28 December 1973-2 Jan u ary  1974
1 P. Auchenberg (DK) 64; 2 L. Fredriksson (S) 64; 3 K. Helmers 6 ; 4 L. 
Karlsson (S) 6; . . .  35 players, 9 (?) round Swiss.

First Ju n io r T ournam ent o f the Americas . 13-19 Jan u ary
San Ju a n , Puerto Rico

1 G ildardo G arcia
2 H ector Bravo
3 Sergio G iardelli
4 M ark Diesen
5 Ja im e Vagiio
6 Ja im e Sunye-Neto
7 M arco Perez
8 Carlos Bruning
9 Jav ie r Freile

10 A drian M iranda
11 M arcel Sisniega
12 Ivan Nieves
13 Jorge Freyre
14 Carlos Larios
15 M ichael Diedrick
16 Elm an Padilla

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
COL X 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 64
PER 4 X 1 1 1 4 4 1 54
ARG 0 0 X 1 1 4 1 1 44 28.50
USA 0 X 4 4 1 1 4 1 44 23.50
CR 0 0 0 X 1 1 1 1 4 30.00
B R 0 4 4 0 X 1 1 1 4 30.00
D R 4 0 4 0 X 1 1 1 4 25.00
VEM 0 0 X 1 1 0 1 1 4 21.00
EC 0 0 4 0 X 1 1 1 34
PAM 0 0 0 0 X I 1 1 3 25.00
M E X 0 0 0 0 X 1 1 1 3 21.00
PR 0 0 1 0 X 4 4 1 3 18.00
PR 0 0 0 0 4 X 1 1 24 20.50
GUA 4 0 0 0 0 X 1 1 24 19.00
J A M 0 0 0 0 4 0 X 4 1
HOM 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 X 4



128 Junior Events

BRD-London, Baden-Baden 19—21 April
BRD ‘A’ 74 London ‘A ’ 44, BRD ‘B’ 44 London ‘B’ 34

Vrnjacka Banja (Y) 26 M arch -5  April
1-2 Cabrilo, Uijc 84; 3-5  Lukov (BG), R . K irov (BG), Angelov (BG) 74; . . . 
14 players (Y and BG only).

Pont-Sainte-M axence (F) 2 -13 Ju ly
1st World Cadet Ch (U-18)
1 Mestel (ENG) (+8 =3 -0 ) 94; 2 V ladim irov (U SSR ) 8 (+6 =4  - 1 ) ;  3 O rel (Y) 
7; 4—10 Griineberg (BRD), K ouremenos (G R ), H ebert (C D N ), G rinberg (IL ), 
K ouatly (LEB), Halasz (H ), Kristensen (D K ) 64; . . .  30 players, 11 round 
Swiss.

H am burg-W entorf (BRD) 22 -3 0 Ju ly
1 Sweden 10 (18); 2 France 8 (124); 3 BRD 7 (134); 4 H am burg 6 (12); 5 D en
mark 5 (11); 6 Belgium 5 (94); 7 Berlin 1 (74). 4 board team event.

Glorney C up, Glasgow (SCOT) 25-28Ju ly
1 England 224; 2 N etherlands 20; 3 Wales 13; 4—5 France, Ireland 124; 6 
Scotland 94. 6 board team  event. Board 1: Johnston  (ENG) 4 4 /5 , R . Dieks 
(NL) 4 /5 ;  Board 2: Lam bert (ENG) 4 4 /5 , v.d. Sterren (NL) 3 /5 .

Schilde (B) 25 Ju ly -3  August
1 A. M achulsky (USSR) 7; 2-3 D. G oodm an (EN G ), TarufTi (I) 64; 4—5 O ltra 
(E), v.d. Wees (NL) 54; 6-8  Bartos (H ), M. Diesen (U SA ), H oi (D K ) 5 ; 9-11 
Buchy (F), M ahm utefendic (Y), W eber (L U X ) 44; 12-13 B aum gartner 
(BRD), G roth (N) 4; . . . 19 players, 9 round Swiss.

Faaborg (DK) 2—10 August
Danish Junior Open Ch
1 L. Karlsson (S) 74; 2 E. M ortensen 7; 3 L. Christiansen (D K) 6 ; 4 P. 
Littlewood (ENG) 6 ; . . .

Zalaegerszeg (H)
1-2 Perenyi, Szekely 74; 3 U. Bonsch (D D R) 7; 4 -6  M rdja (Y), Ehrenfeucht 
(PL), Grigorov (BG) 64; 7—8 Husek (C Z), Biriescu (R ) 54; . . .  12 players. 
Ploesti (R)
1 F. Pahtz (D DR) 64; 2 Ksiesky (PL) 6 ; 3—5 M ozny (C Z), Dom inte, Armas 54; 
6-8  Prundeanu, Honfi (H ), Stefanov 5 ; . . . 11 players.

Glasgow (SCOT) 28—30 Septem ber
1-2 C. Crouch (EN G ), D. Johnston (EN G) 4 ; 3 C. T revelyan (W ) 34; 4 -5  P. 
M arcel (F), A. M uir (SCOT) 3; . . .  12 players, 5 round Swiss.



W interthur (CH) 20-31 August
6th Agnes Litzenberger
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 Borngasser B RD x 1 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 . 1 . 1 . 1 . 84
2 Herzog A 0 x 4 1  1 0 1 1 1 4 1 . . 1 8
3 Milovanovic r 4 4 x 0 0 1 1 1 1 . 1 4 1 . 74
4 Beilin ENG 4 0 1 x 4 0 4 1 4 1 . 1 1 . 7
5 Hansen D K 4 0 1 4 x 4 . 4 1 . . 1 1 . 4 . 4 7
6 Kaenel CH 0 1 0  1 4 x 4 4 1 1 . 4 . 1 7
7 M atthey CH 4 0 0 4 . 4 x 4 . 4 4 . 1 . 1 1 6
8 Buytaert B 0 . 0 . . . . X 1 0 4 . 1 0 1 4 0 1 5
9 Ditzler CH . 0 . 0 4 .  . 0 X 0 1 . 0 1 4 . 1 1 5

10 Podzielny B RD 4 0 0 4 0 4 4 1 1 x . 4 . 4 . 5
11 C arlier N L . 4 . 0 . 0 . 4 0 . X 4 1 0 1 . 1 0 44
12 Fraguela E 0 . 0 . . .  4 4 4 X 1 4 0 4 1 0 44
13 Riifenacht CH . . 4 . 0 . 4 0 1 . 0 0 x . 4 4 4 1 44
14 Schoch CH 0 0 .  . 0  0 . 1 0 . 1 4 . x 0 . 1 1 44
15 M am m ola I . . . 0 . . 0 0 4 . 0 1 4 1 X 0 0 1 4
16 Sanghed S 0 . 0 0 4 4 . 4 4 . 4 4 . 1 x 0 4
17 Bailloux F . 0 . . . . 0 1 0 . 0 0 4 0 1 1 X 0 34
18 Loeken N . . . . 4  0 0 0 0 . 1 1 0  0 0 . 1 X 34

B litz tourney: 1 Podzielny 134; 2—3 Borngasser, Hansen 124; 4 Milovanovic 12; 5 
Beilin 11; 6-7 Carlier, Kaenel 104; 8 Herzog 10; 9-10 M atthey, Sanghed 84; 
11 Riifenacht 7; 12 Fraguela 54; 13 Bailloux 4; 14 Ditzler 3; 15-16 Buytaert, 
Schoch 24; 17 Loeken 2.
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Cham pionship— Caseros 20 A p ril-17 M ay

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 Sanguinetti X 1 4 4 1 1 1 4 1 0 4 1 1 1 4 1 1 124
2 Szmetan 0 X 4 4 0 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 12
3 R ubinetti 4 4 X 0 4 1 1 1 1 1 4 4 1 1 1 1 0 114
4 Emma 4 4 1 X 4 4 0 1 4 1 0 4 4 1 1 1 1 104
5 Grinberg 0 1 4 4 X 1 0 4 4 4 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 104
6 R. G arcia 0 0 0 4 0 X 1 1 1 4 4 1 1 0 1 1 1 94
7 Aparicio 0 0 0 1 1 0 X 1 4 1 4 4 4 0 1 1 4 84
8 Palermo 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 X 4 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 84
9 De la Vega 0 0 0 4 4 0 4 4 X 1 1 4 1 1 0 1 4 8

10 M artinez 1 0 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 X 4 1 1 1 1 0 1 74
11 Poch 4 4 4 1 1 4 4 0 0 4 X 0 0 0 0 1 1 7
12 Brond 0 0 4 4 0 0 4 0 4 0 1 X 4 4 1 1 4 64
13 L. Bronstein 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 1 0 0 1 4 X 4 0 1 1 6
14 Sabao 0 4 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 4 4 X 4 0 1 6
15 Castillo 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 4 X 0 0 4
16 Varas 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 1 X 1 4
17 Colusi 0 0 1 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 X 34

Semi-Finals (Qualifiers for above final in italics)
A: 1 Szmetan 44; 2 Emma 4; 3 J .  C arbone 34; . . .  7 players. 
B: 1—3 Pock, Cuasnicu, Castillo 5; . . .  8 players.
C : 1 Rubinetti 6; 2 De la Vega 44; 3 Anelli 4 ; . . .  8 players. 
D : 1 R. Garcia 7; 2 Grinberg 5; 3 Nogues 44; . . .  8 players.

Rosario O pen Ju n e
1 Panno +52 +53 +12 +16 +13 +10 =4 64
2 R. G arcia 54; 3 C. G arcia Palermo 54; 4 J . Perez Cascella 54; 5 H. Rossetto 
54; 6 F. Casas 5; 7 J . Pelikan 5; 8 M. C alatayud 44; 9 R . C andia 44; 10 R . G ar
cia Vera 44; 11 A. Gentile 44; 12 R . G rinberg 44; 13 A. Laurencena 44; 14 B. 
Marcussi 44; 15 G. Rodriguez 44; 16 R. Sabao 44; 17 L. Salvatore 44; 18 M. 
Sepliarsky 44; 19 E. V an Zuylen 44; . . .  52 N. K ushner, 53 R . M etz; . . .  64 
players, 7 round Swiss.

130



Pinam ar 27 M arch-2  April
9 th ‘Torneo de las Play as de General Madariaga’
1 C lub Argentino de Ajedrez 19; 2 C lub Ferrocarril Oeste 161; 3 Circulo de 
Ajedrez de V. M artelli 151; 4 Federacion Platense 14; 5 Federacion de General 
M adariaga 71; 6 C lub de Ajedrez M ar del P lata 61; 7 Federacion de 
C hacabuco 5. (4-board matches).
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Board 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 O. Panno X 1 1 1 1 1 1 41
2 H. G arcia 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 4
3 J . C. Hase 0 1 X 1 1 1 1 4
4 C. G arcia Palermo 0 0 0 X 1 1 1 21
5 S. Schweber 0 1 1 0 X 1 1 21
6 J . Pelikan 1 1 0 1 0 X 1 2
7 R. Farah 1 0 0 0 1 1 X 11

Board 2: R. G arcia, J .  Em m a 4 1 /6  (+3 =3) . . .; Board 3: C. Poch 31 /5  (+3 =1 
—1); Board 4 : S. G iardelli 3 1 /5  (+3 =1 -1 all on board 3).

M ar del P lata 6-14 April
7th Open; Mar del Plata Centenary
1 N ajdorf8  (4 -8 -1 ); 2-4  H. G arcia, C. G arcia Palermo (4-7 =1 — 1),J . Szmetan 
(4-6 =3) 71; 5-7  H. Perez, V. Brond. B. M arcussi (4-6 = 2 - 1 ) 7 ; . . .  8 -17=  J . 
Emm a, R. Letelier 61; . . .  18-31= J . Pelikan 6; . . . 32-54= R. G arcia, S. 
G iardelli 51; . . .  77—107= R. Szmetan 41; . . .  184 players, 9 round Swiss.

‘Copa Argentina de Cam peones’ 14—30 Septem ber
1 S. Schweber 6; 2 V. Brond 51; 3-4  J . R ubinetti, A. Seidler 5; 5-7 L. 
Bronstein, S. G iardelli, Adad 4; 8 Biancalana 21; 9 D. Behrensen 0.

Cordoba
1 H. G arcia 71; 2 R. Redolfi 71; . . .  8 H. Rossetto 6 ; . . .  60 players, 9 round 
Swiss.

Australia
C ham pionship— Cooma December 1973-January 1974

M. Fuller 
D. Parr 
F. Sulik 
A. Sztern
T. Hay

X 1 1 1 1 1 - 0 7 4-08 4-09 4-10 +  15 +  17 +  18 + 2 0 + 2 3 - 2 9 1 1 4

1 X 1 1 1 4-07 = 0 8 = 0 9 =  10 +  11 +  15 +  18 =  19 + 2 0 - 2 3 + 3 0 1 1

1 0 X 0 1 0 4-07 4-08 4-09 4-11 +  13 =  18 - 1 9 + 2 2 + 2 3 + 2 7 1 0

0 0 1 X 1 1 4-07 4-08 = 0 9 -1 1 =  14 +  18 =  19 = 2 1 + 2 3 +31 94
0 1 0 1 X 1 = 0 8 4-09 4-10 +  11 +  12 +  14 +  19 - 2 4 - 2 6 + 3 1 9
1 1 0 1 X - 0 8 - 0 9 4-11 +  13 +  14 - 1 8 =  19 + 2 0 = 21 +24 + 2 6 9

81: 7 P. Thom pson; 8: 8 D. H am ilton, 9 J .  Curtis, 10 B. Renic, 11 C. Purdy, 12 
P. V iner, 13 J .  P u rdy ; 71: 14 R. T ravers ,15 J . K ellner, 16 R. Bartnik, 17 S. 
Booth; 7: 18 L. Fell, 19 K. Ozols, 20 A. Prods, 21 D. Ellis; 61: 22 R. Brent, 23 
S. Zaric (61 /12); 6: 24 P. Parr, 25 R. H ill; 51: 26 R. L undquist (51 /13); 41: 27 
C. C oudsdale; 4: 28 M . Bruere, 29 J . Hanks 2 /2 ;  30 N. Selim 11/6 ; 3; Y. 
Shewchyk 0 /4 ;  32 D. Hester 0 /7 .
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Telex simul v. T al 13-14 M ay
T al 54 Australia 24 T al 1 1 0 4 1 4 1 I
D. H am ilton 0, N. M aclaurin 0, M. Fuller 1, R . Lilly 4, J .  K loostra 0, N. 
Craske I , W. Jo rdan  0, A. Sztern 4. T he A ustralian players were scattered across 
the country in M elbourne, Sydney, Adelaide, Perth , Brisbane and C anberra. 
T al played in the Moscow C entral Chess Club.

Austria
1st Niederosterreich O pen Ch, Ternitz
1 Stoppel 8; 2-3 Diickstein, T itz 74; . . .  56 players, 10 round Swiss. 

Belgium
Hasselt Open 5-13 Ju ly
1 P. Ostojic (Y) 74; 2-7 D. Janosevic (Y), J .  Sanz (E), V an Baarle (N L ), De 
Bruycker, B. O ’Sullivan (EN G ), K. W icker (ENG) 7; . . . 138 players, 9 round 
Swiss.

Bolivia
Cham pionship match, A pril: P. Ram irez 7 J . C arvajal 4.

Brazil
Cham pionship
1-2 M iranda, Segal 13; 3 Trois 124; 4 Rocha 12; 5 V an Riem sdyk 1 1 ; . . .  16 
players.

Bulgaria
Team  C h: 1 Lokomotiv (Plovdiv) 29/42. Board prizes: 1 Ermenkov 5 /7 ;  2 
Tringov 44; 3 Peev 64; 4 Radev 6 ; 5 Krstev, Grigorov 4 ; 6 M ustakerski 5; 
reserve Andreev 4 /6 .
W om en’s C h: 1 Lemachko 11/13.

Cham pionship— Asenovgrad 17 N ovem ber-5 Decem ber
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

1 Padevsky X 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 10
2 Radulov 4 X 0 4 4 4 4 4 I 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 10
3 Ermenkov 4 1 X 4 4 4 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 4 0 1 94
4 Kirov 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 1 0 4 4 1 84
5 Popov 4 4 4 4 X 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 0 4 1 1 84
6 Spiridonov 0 4 4 4 4 X 4 1 0 4 0 1 1 1 1 4 84
7 Spassov 0 4 1 4 4 4 X 0 4 4 4 0 1 1 1 1 84
8 Ajanski 0 4 1 0 0 0 1 X 0 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 84
9 Radev 4 0 0 4 4 1 4 1 X 4 4 4 1 4 1 0 8

10 Tringov 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 X 4 0 1 1 4 1 8
11 Minev 4 4 0 4 4 1 4 0 4 4 X 4 0 1 4 7
12 M anolov 4 0 0 0 4 ' 0 1 4 4 1 4 X 1 4 4 0 64
13 Ljangov 4 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 X 1 0 1 5
14 Inkiov 0 0 4 4 4 0 0 0 4 0 1 4 0 X 1 4 5
15 Panbukchian 4 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 1 0 X 4 44
16 Babev 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 4 1 0 4 4 X 4
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Canada
T oronto O pen 12-14 April
1 Piasetski 54; 2 Vranesic 5; 3—11 . . . Day 44; . . .  76 players, 6 round Swiss.

O lym pic Team  play-off, M ontreal 16-21 April
1 Piasetski X X 1 4 i  4 24
2 Dobrich 0 4 X X 1 4 2
3 W itt 4 4 0 4 X X 14

Jun io r Cham pionship, Toronto 11-17 M ay
1 N. Fullbrook 64; 2 K. Spraggett 64; 3 P. N urm i 64; . . . 10 players.

C anadian  O pen C h, M ontreal 27 Ju ly -5  August
Ljubojevic (Y) +230 +61 +170 +187 +9 f l 7  = 3 + 1 6  +2 =7 +5
Suttles +141 +227 +49 +32 +12 +6 =16 +3 -1 +31 +7
Larsen (D K ) +140 +64 +74 +20 +11 +28 =1 -2  +18 =6  +19
Amos +46 +229 +179 +33 +25 =5 -8  + 3 6 = 2 0  +21 +6
Q uinteros (ARG) +105 +40 +169 +23 +19 = 4 = 3 0 = 1 8  +9 +38 -1 

8 4 :  6 L. Christiansen (U SA), 7 L. Piasetski, 8 C. C uartas (C O L), 9 L. Day, 10 
W. D obrich, 11 L. W itt, 12 Z. Vranesic, 13 J .  Labelle, 14 D. A llan, 15 C. 
Barnes; 8 : 16 V. H ort (C Z), 17 P. Brandts, 18 J .  Berry, 19 W. Burgar, 20 L. 
W illiams, 21 E. Babinski, 22 N. Engalicev, 23 J .  Burstow, 24 R . M ohan, 25 L. 
Zaitsev, 26 C. Rosner, 27 N. K irton ; . . . 28 J .  D urao (P O R T ), 30 R . W achtel, 
31 B. H arper, 32 P. M urray, 33 P. N urm i, 36J .  M arfia, 38 O. Castro (C O L), 40 
R . Ebisuzaki, 46 C. W ard, 49 M. Bucholz, 61 T . T hrush, 64 P. E nright, 74 R. 
Crook, 105 M. Decker, 140 M. Cam pbell, 141 A. R ust, 169 S. Cleghorn, 170 G. 
K am in, 179 W. Brock, 187 D. Lantier, 227 A. G ordon, 229 L. Pinkus, 230 R. 
B illyard; . . . 420 players, 11 round Swiss.

10
94
9
9
84

Chile
J  C ham pionship 14 M arch—2 April
j 1 C. Silva 114; 2 P. Donoso 10; 3-4  M. Stekel, D. Godoy 94; 5 C. Jauregui 84;

6-9  C. Velasquez, E. L arrain, C. O rpinas, S. Cordova 74; 10 E. Baccelliere 5; 
j 11-14 L. Borg, W. Ader, F. WachtendorfT, F. Rosa 44; 15 P. Cerda 3.

11 C olom bia
? C ham pionship m atch : Oscar Castro 5 (+4 =2) J .  Alzate 1.

W om en’s C h : Ilse de Castro (100% ).

i Costa Rica
| Torneo Internacional de San Jose
' 1 D. Bronstein (U SSR) (100% ); S. Infante (El Salvador), J .  Vaglio, F.
! M ontero, O. de Leon (G uatem ala), N. Salas (N icaragua).

Cuba
C ham pionship 2—28 February
1 Guil. G arcia 14 (+11 =6 -2 ) , 2 A. Barreras 134; 3 G. Lebredo 13; 4—5 J . Fer
nandez, A. Valdes 124; 6 A. Rodriguez 114; 7 J . C. Diaz 11; 8 E. Jim enez 104; 

1 9-11 W. Serrano, J .  T riana , G ilb. G arcia 94; 12-14 J . H ernandez, O. Trujillo,
C. Fernandez 84; 15 A. Soler 8; 16 J .  Boudy 74; 17 W. G arcia 7; 18 S. H. 
Pacron 6 ; 19 L. Fuentes 5; 20 J .  L. A ltuna 44.
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Czechoslovakia
Championship— Rimavska Sobota 6-26 April

1 2  3 4
1 Jansa x 4 1 4
2 Hort 4 x 4 4
3 Neckar 0 4 x 0
4 Augustin 4 4 1 x
5 Lane 0 4 4 0
6 M ista 0 4 0 1
7 Lechtynsky 0 0 4 4
8 Prandstetter 4 0 4 0
9 K upka 4 4 4 4

10 Pribyl 0 4 4 4
11 Fichtl 0 4 0 4
12 Plachetka 4 0 0 4
13 M eduna 4 0 1 1
14 Kubicek 0 0 0 4
15 Sikora 0 0 0 4
16 M odr 0 0 0 0

5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 1 1 4 4 1 1 4 4 1 1 1 12
4 4 1 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 11
4 1 4 4 4 4 1 1 0 1 1 1 9
1 0 4 1 4 4 4 4 0 4 4 1 84

X 1 0 4 0 1 1 4 1 4 1 1 84
0 X 0 0 1 4 1 1 1 1 4 1 84
1 1 X 1 4 0 4 1 1 0 4 4 8
4 1 0 X 1 1 0 4 0 1 1 1 8
1 0 4 0 X 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 74
0 4 1 0 4 X 1 0 4 1 1 0 7
0 0 4 1 4 0 X 1 0 1 4 1 64
4 0 0 4 4 1 0 X 4 4 1 1 64
0 0 0 1 0 4 1 4 X 0 4 0 6
4 0 1 0 4 0 0 4 1 X 4 1 54
0 4 4 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 X 0 4
0 0 4 0 4 1 0 0 1 0 4 X 34

Olomouc
1 S. Sokolov (USSR)
2 Pribyl 1
3 Augustin
4 Kubicek
5 Beil
6 Jankovec
7 Kriz

9
2455 84 

84 
2320 8 
2310 8 
2315 8 
2285 7

8 K luger (H)
9 P ad

10 Krnavek
11 Paoli (I)
12 Travnicek
13 Reggiani (I)
14 Siroky

9-22 August 
I 2370 6 

2275 6 
6

I 2280 5 
2305 4 

34
2390 34

Denmark

Cham pionship— Vejle 6-15 April

1 U. R ath +08 +25 =21 +  13 +02 +03 =  11 =04 +  14 =06 8
2 B. Brinck-Claussen +22 + 15 + 19 +05 -01 +21 =03 +  11 =04 =07 74
3 M. Moe + 16 =30 +28 +21 +05 -01 =02 = 15 -06 + 14 64
4 A. Ingerslev =  11 =24 -27 +33 +  18 + 19 +21 =01 =02 =05 64
5 A. Poulsen +33 +31 +  13 -02 -03 = 11 =  10 +21 +  15 =04 64
6 P. Auchenberg -26 -11 +29 =  12 +31 +27 +22 =07 +03 =01 64
7 J . Kalbaek -15 -14 =23 +34 +32 +30 +28 =06 +  10 =02 64
8 J . 0 s t Hansen -01 -0 9 =34 +32 +  12 +20 =  19 =25 +  17 =  15 6
9 T. Rosenlund -19 +08 = 16 +24 =28 + 13 =  15 -1 4 =  11 +  18 6
54: 10 K. Bjerring, 11 P. Holst, 12 M. Kjaerbye, 13 L . K ristensen, 14 K.
Pedersen, 15 K. Rosell, 16 A. Sorensen; 5: 17 S. G rabow , 18 L. M 0ller, 19 P. 
N 0rby; 44: 20 H. H jort, 21 B. Jacobsen, 22 A. Jensen, 23 P. M adsen, 24 E. 
Pedersen; 4: 25 S. From, 26 G. Nielsen, 27 K. Neilsen, 28 F. S0by; 34: 29 P. 
Hansen, 30 G. Iskov, 31 T. K jeldsen; 3: 32J . Jo rgensen ; 24: 33 T . Sarensen; 2: 
34 H. Neilsen.
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26—27 February 
0 H am m an 4
0 H am m an 0

E ngland  see G reat Britain

C openhagen C h: 1 G. Iskov 74/9 . 
R adio  m atch v. USSR 
Bronstein 1 4 Andersen
Smyslov 11 Andersen

F in land

Cham pionship— Helsinki

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4
1 Poutiainen X 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 4 4 4 4 1 94
2 V enalainen 4 X 1 0 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 4 1 4 84
3 H urm e 4 0 X 0 1 1 0 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 84
4 R aaste 0 1 1 X 0 0 4 1 1 4 1 4 4 1 8
5 Nykopp 4 4 0 1 X 1 4 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 74
6 Jouko  Aijala 0 4 0 1 0 X 0 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 74
7 Jo rm a Aijala 0 4 1 4 4 1 X 4 0 1 4 4 0 1 7
8 Saren 0 4 4 0 0 4 4 X 1 0 4 1 1 4 6

9 Loikannen 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 X 1 1 1 1 1 6

10 R antanen 4 0 0 4 0 4 0 1 0 X 1 1 0 1 54
11 K anko 4 0 4 0 1 0 4 4 0 0 X 4 1 1 54
12 K ivipelto 4 4 0 4 1 0 4 0 0 0 4 X 1 1 54
13 Alivirta 4 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 X 4 34
14 Fast berg 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 4 X 24

Helsinki, ‘Soini Helteen 60-vuotisjuhlaturnaus’ 2-24 M arch
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0

1 R antanen X 0 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 74
2 Sardn 1 X 4 4 1 4 4 0 4 1 54
3 Nykopp 0 4 X 1 1 0 1 1 4 4 54
4 H urm e 0 4 0 X 1 4 4 4 1 1 5
5 Jo rm a Aijala 4 0 0 0 X 1 1 4 1 4 44
6 Kanko 0 4 1 4 0 X 0 1 4 1 44
7 H ankipohja 0 4 0 4 0 1 X 1 4 0 34
8 O janen 0 1 0 4 4 0 0 X 4 1 34
9 Alivirta 0 4 4 0 0 4 4 4 X 1 34

10 Fastberg 0 0 4 0 4 0 1 0 0 X 2

i Helsinki O pen, Jan u ary
1 O. Alivirta 64; 2-4  I. Sar6n, K . Frey (M ex), M. Nykopp 6 ; 5-7 Jo rm a Aijala, 
H. H urm e, P. Saariluom a 54; . . .  9 round Swiss.
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France
Messery

French Olympic Team Selection Tournament
1 2 3 4 5

1 Seret X 1 4 4 4
2 Todorcevic 0 X 4 1 4
3 Puhm 4 4 X 4 4
4 Bessenay 4 0 4 X 4
5 M acles 4 4 4 4 X

6 Preissmann 0 4 4 4 4
7 Benoit 0 0 1 0 4
8 F. Meinsohn 0 0 0 4 1
9 Dussol 0 4 4 1 0

10 Giffard 0 4 1 0 4
11 Letzelter 1 0 0 0 0
12 M ichalet 4 0 0 4 0
13 Nora 0 0 0 0 1

22 December 1973—3 Jan u a ry  1974

6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3
1 1 1 1 1 0 4 1 9
4 1 1 4 4 1 1 1 84
4 0 1 4 0 1 1 1 7
4 1 4 0 1 1 4 1 7
4 4 0 1 4 1 1 0 64
X 1 0 4 1 1 4 4 64
0 X 1 1 1 1 4 4 64
1 0 X 1 0 1 4 4 54
4 0 0 X 4 0 1 1 5
0 0 1 4 X 4 0 4 44
0 0 0 1 4 X 1 1 44
4 4 4 0 1 0 X 4 4
4 4 4 0 4 0 4 X 34

Play-off for 5 th /6 th  places: M acles 21, Benoit 2, Preissmann 14.

Championship— Chambery

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1

20-31 August 

2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4
1 Letzelter x 1 1 0 0 1 1 4 1 . . . 1 . . . 1 1 84
2 Giffard 0 x 1 4 0 1  . . 1 1 . * . 1 . 1 . 4 . . 1 . # 8
3 Seret 0 0 x 1 1 . 1 4 . 1 . . . 1 1 . . 1 4 . 8
4 Bessenay 1 4 0 x 1 4 . . 4 4 1 .  . . . 4 1 1 . . . . 74
5 Goldenberg 1 1 0 0 x . 0 1 . . 0 1 . . 4 . . 1 . . . . 1 64
6 Preissman 0 0 . 4 . x 1 . 4 . 1 , . . . 1 4 . 4 . . 4 1 64
7 R. Weill 0 . 0 . 1 0 x 4 1 4 . . 1 . . 4 4 . 1 . . . 6
8 Abravanel 4 . 4 . 0 . 4 x 0 . 4 . 1 1 . 4 . 1 4 . . . 6
9 Michalet 0 0 . 4 . 4 0 l x l . . 1 . . . 4 . 4 . . . 4 54

10 Haiik . 0  0 4 . .  4 . 0 x 4 1 . . 1 4  4 1 54
11 Ferry . . . 0 1 0 . 4 .  4 x 4 . 0 . 4 . 1 4 .  .  1 54
12 F. Meinsohn .  .  .  .  0 . . 0 4 x 0 . 4 0 . . 1 1 1 1 4 54
13 L. Roos 0 .  .  .  . . 0  0 0 .  . 1 X 4 .  .  . 4 .  .  4 1 1 1 54
14 Dussol .  0 .  .  . ,  , 0 .  .  1 .  4 x 1 .  0 . 0 0 . 1 1 + 54
15 P. Meinsohn . . . .  4 ,  . .  .  0 . 4 . O x . . 0 4 4 11 1 4 54
16 Nora . 0  0 4 . 0 4 4 . 4 4 1 . .  .  x . 4 .  .  1 . 5
17 Villeneuve 0 . 0 0 . 4 4 • 4 4 . ,  , 1 .  .  X . 1 0 . . 1 5
18 Bergraser . 4 . 0 0 • r0 .  .  0 .  4 . 1 4 . x .  1 .  4 m 1 5
19 J.-L . Roos 4 0 4 4 . 4 0 . 1 4 . 0 . x 4 1 . . 5
20 M. Roos . .  0 . . 0 . 1 4 . 1 0 4 x 0 4 0 1 44
21 K appler . 0 4 . . 0 4 . 0 0 . . 0 1 x 1 0 1 4
22 Larcher 4 . 4 .  4 0 x 1 4 3
23 M aury . . .  .  0 4 0 0 0 . 0 . . 1 1 0 X 4 3
24 W urch 0 .  .  .  . 0 . 4 .  .  . .  0 -  4 .  . 0 . 0 0 4 4 X 2



‘Accession Classique’ : 1 M ariette 8; 2-3 M ichel, Broom head 7; 4 Vacca 6 4 ;.  , , 
22 players, 11 round Swiss.
‘Accession Interligues’ : 1 Coulon 11; 2 Loubatidre 94; . . . 14 players, all-play- 
-all.
‘O pen Federal’ : 1 L6cuyer 94; (all the above players qualify for the 1975 
national cham pionship) 2 D. Roos 9; 3 Fricker 9 ; . . . 292 players, 11 round 
Swiss.

Ju n io r Cham pionships— Niort, 23-28 M arch.
Cadets: M . Briet; Juniors: Y. Berthelot; Minimes: J .-M . Chevalier.
Strasbourg O pen, 8-15 April
64: 1 J .  T hom ann (BRD), 2 R . M uller (B R D ); 6: 3 Reinecke (BRD), 4 Haik 
(F), 5 -6  K appler (F), Pritchett (Scot), 7-8 Biinzl (C H ), Vujovic (Y), 9 
H iinerkopf (BRD), 10 H artoch (B), 11 W urch (F ); . . .  322 players (17 
countries), 7 round Swiss.
Bagneux— 8th In ternational O pen, 3—11 Ju ly
8: 1 T om pa (H ); 74: 2 -4  Flesch (H ), Partos (R ), Jovanovic (Y ); 7: 5-9 
Villeneuve (F), Pavlovic (Y), Raicevic (Y), Rellstab (B R D ); 64: 10—14Giffard 
(F), H aik (F), Todorcevic (F), T rom sdorff (BRD), Lachm ann (B R D ); . . .  
Bouaziz (T U N ) 54; . . .  158 players, 9 round Swiss.

Paris C h : 1 Todorcevic 9 4 /1 1 ; 2 M acles 74.
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G erm an y , E ast
Championship)— Potsdam 2—24 February

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0
1 K naak X 4 1 4 4 0 1 4 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 1 144
2 U hlm ann 4 X 1 4 0 4 1 1 1 4 4 1 4 1 1 4 1 0 1 1 134
3 K. Muller 0 0 X 4 1 1 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 134
4 M alich 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 4 4 1 1 4 1 1 1 134
5 Espig 4 1 0 4 X 1 1 0 0 1 4 1 '4 1 1 4 4 1 1 1 13
6 Pahtz 1 4 0 4 0 X 4 4 1 0 1 1 : i 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 124
7 M ohring 0 0 4 4 0 4 X 1 4 0 1 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 1 2

8 Vogt 4 0 4 4 1 4 0 X 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 2

9 Neukirch 0 0 0 0 1 0 4 4 X 1 4 1 0 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

10 Liebert 0 4 4 4 0 1 1 4 0 X 0 4 4 1 1 4 0 4 1 1 1 0

11 Griinberg 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 1 X 1 1 0 1 4 4 0 1 1 9
12 Bonsch 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 X 1 4 0 1 1 1 1 1 84
13 Zinn 0 4 0 4 4 0 4 0 1 4 0 0 X 1 4 4 1 0 1 1 84
14 Bohnisch 0 0 4 4 0 4 0 4 4 0 1 4 0 X 1 0 1 1 0 4 74
15 Rossmann 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 0 X 1 1 1 0 1 64
16 Starck 0 4 0 0 4 0 0 4 0 4 4 0 4 1 0 X 1 1 4 0 64
17 Heinig 0 0 4 4 4 4 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 0 0 0 X 1 4 4 54
18 Syre 4 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 X 0 1 5
19 Litkiewicz 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4 4 1 X 4 5
20 Broberg 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 1 4 0 4 X 24

W om en’s C h : Petra Feustel 10/13 (15 ■years old)
Schoolboy C h : Thom as Casper 7 /7 . 
Schoolgirl C h: Gesine Cam in 74/9.
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G erm any, W est
H am burg 27 A pril-4  M ay

+ = -
1 Csom H G 2540 5 3 0 64
2 R adulov BG G 2530 4 4 0 6 42.0
3 Padevsky BG G 2490 5 2 1 6 35.5
4 K urajica Y I 2475 4 3 1 54 39.5
5 Holm DK 2390 5 1 2 54 36.0
6 Ostojic Y I 2440 5 1 2 54 33.5
7 Pritchett SC O T 2350 3 5 0 54 32.0
8 Kunsztowicz 2440 3 4 1 5
9 Hansson S 4 2 2 5

10 Eslon s 4 2 2 5

11-14 Spassov (BG), Bastian, Rellstab, Savadkouhi (IR A N ) 44; 15-23 Bjerring 
(D K ), W itt (NL), Clemens, Ivarsson (S), K lein, G . Szilagyi (H ), W . Schulz, 
Prof. Lachm ann, M. Keller 4 ; 24—25 D r Sallay (H ), De Bruycker (B) 31; 26—31 
M under, Gergs, W. Schm idt, Gereben (C H ), Putzbach, Schroder 3 ; 32—33
H. J .  Schulz, Dr H. M eyer 24; 34 K . K eller 2 ; 35 T h . K eller 14; 36 Laurine 
(S) 1. 8 round Swiss.

Cham pionship— M enden 31 M ay -1 5 Ju n e
1 P. Ostermeyer 104; 2 J .  Eising 10; 3 W. R eichenbach 91; 4 R . M all6e 91-; 5
K. J .  SchifFer 94; 6 K. Wockenfuss 9 ; 7 S. Buchal 9 ; 8 J .  T hom ann  9 ; 9 M . H er
m ann 9; 10 U. Kunsztowicz 84; 11 H. Freise 84; 12 R . Scheipl 8 ; 13 W . Nicolai 
8; 14 H. Reefschlager 8 ; 15 P. H eld 8; 16 H. Lieb 8 ; 17 M . D. M ubedi 8 ; 18 
H. Dietzsch 74; 19 H. Krieger 71; 20 R . Striebich 71; 21—22 U. N ehm ert,
B. Schm idt 7; 23 G. Putzbach 7; 24 E. D itt 61; 25 D. Weise 64; 26 M . M under 
64; 27-28 H. Bastian, A. W estermeier 64; 29 B. Feustel 64; 30 W . K iihler 64; 
31 H .-W . Ackermann 6 ; 32 D. Giesen 6 ; 33 W. Rosen 54; 34 F. Freise 54; 35
R. H unold 4 ; 36 G. H und 4. 15 round Swiss.

T he first four qualify for the In ternationale Deutsche Einzelmeisterschaft 
(International G erm an C ham pionship), M annheim  1975.

Ju n io r C h: K arl-H einz Podzielny 64 /9 .
W om en’s C h: Frau Laakm ann.
Solingen O pen: 1 P. Ostojic (Y).

Team  Cham pionship, W. Berlin 22—24 N ovem ber
1 Solinger Schachgesellschaft 144; 2 K onigsspringer F rankfurt 134; 3 
Schachgesellschaft Porz 114; 4 Schachvereinigung Lasker-Steglitz 84.

Solingen: 1 H iibner, 2 Kavalek (U SA), 3 H echt, 4 G erusel, 5 L ehm ann, 6 -8  
(two reserves) Eising, Besser, C ording, Scheidt, Caesar.
Board 1 Board 2
1 Hiibner x . 1 4 1 . 24 J  Kavalek x  1 1 4 . . 24
2 Soos . x 1 . . 1 2 2 Burger O x .  . 4 1 14
3 K auschm ann 0 0 x . . 1 1 3 Fahnenschm idt 0 . x . . 4 4
4 Fahnenschm idt 4 . . x . . 4 4 Troger 4 . . x . . 4
5 Pesch 0 . . .  x . 0 5 N ehm ert . 4 . . x  . 4
6 Troger Xoo

0 6 Ellrich . 0 4 . . x 4
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Great Britain
For Scottish and Welsh events see under Scotland and Wales respectively. 

1973 C ham pionship play-off, London 28 Jan u ary -3  February

H artston 0 1 1 4 1 (1) 34 Basman 1 0 0 I  0 (0) 14

T he sixth gam e was played as an exhibition game. 

C ham  pionship—Clacton 5-16 August

1 R. Beilin
2 G. S. Botterill
3 W. R . H artston
4 M. J .  H aygarth
5 A. J .  Mestel
6 M. F. Stean
7 A. H. W illiams
8 N. Holloway
9 A. Law

10 S. W ebb
11 V. Knox
12 J .  N unn
13 J .  Penrose
14 A. H. Perkins
15 I. Sinclair
16 J .  Speelm an
17 B. Eley
18 C. Lennox
19 D. M abbs
20 G. H. Bennett
21 P. H. Clarke
22 O. H indle
23 J .  H orner
24 A. Ludgate
25 R. W ebb
26 P. Hempson
27 S. Swanson
28 R. Thom as
29 M. Lightfoot
30 D. Wise
31 O. H ardy
32 P. Y erbury

+  13 =09 +24 =14 =04 =02 =10 =16 -0 6  + 1 1 + 1 2  7 
+31 =10 =14 +07 -05  =01 =08 -0 6  +28 +20 +16 7 
=  16 =21 =11 =23 +25 =26 +22 =05 +10 =07 =06 7 
+27 +11 -1 6  =22 =01 =06 =26 =14 +20 =09 +05 7 
+29 =14 =09 +15 +02 =10 +11 =03 =16 =06 -0 4  7 
=  19 =15 +20 =09 =16 =04 =14 +02 +01 =05 =03 7 
=26 +08 =22 -0 2  =11 +20 -1 6  +18 +13 =03 +10 7 
=15 -07  +30 =24 =14 =12 =02 +25 +26 =16 =09 64 
+18 =01 =05 =06 =22 =16 +23 =10 =12 =04 =08 64 
+32 =02 +17 +16 +26 =05 =01 =09 -03  =12 -07  6* 
+  12 -0 4  =03 =17 =07 +30 -0 5  +23 =14 -01 +25 6 
-11 -1 8  +32 =13 +27 =08 +24 +15 =09 =10 -01 6
-01 =27 =19 =12 =15 =25 +31 +26 -07  +23 =14 6 
+23 =05 =02 =01 =08 =22 =06 =04 =11 =15 =13 6 
=08 =06 =28 -0 5  =13 +21 +17 -1 2  +24 =14 =19 6 
=03 +19 +04 -1 0  =06 =09 +07 =01 =05 =08 -02  6 
+25 =22 -1 0  =11 =19 =24 -1 5  -2 8  +31 +26 =18 54 
-0 9  +12 -2 6  =20 =21 =31 +19 -07  +22 =25 =17 54 
=06 -1 6  =13 +31 =17 -23  -18  =24 +. . +28 =15 54 
=28 =26 -0 6  =18 +29 -07  +27 +22 -0 4  -0 2  =21 5
=24 =03 -2 5  =27 =18 -15  =30 +29 -23  +. . =20 5
+30 =17 =07 =04 =09 =14 -0 3  -2 0  -1 8  =27 +. . 5
-1 4  =30 +29 =03 =24 + 1 9 ;-0 9  -11 +21 -1 3  =27 5 
=21 +28 -01 =08 =23 =17 -1 2  =19 -15 =31 +29 5 
-17  +32 +21 -2 6  -03  =13 +29 -08  +30 =18 -11 5 
=07 =20 +18 +25 -1 0  =03 =04 -1 3  -0 8  -17  =30 44 
-0 4  =13 =31 =21 -1 2  =28 -2 0  + . . =29 =22 =23 44 
=20 -2 4  =15 -2 9  =30 =27 + . . +17 -0 2  -1 9  =31 44 
-05  =31 -2 3  +28 -2 0  + . . -2 5  -21 =27 +30 -2 4  4 
-2 2  =23 -0 8  +. . =28 -11 =21 +31 -2 5  -2 9  =26 4 
-02  =29 =27 -1 9  + . .  =18 -13  -3 0  -17  =24 =28 34 
-1 0  -2 5  -1 2  0

Women: 1 M rs J .  H artston 10; 2—3 Miss Caldwell, Miss Jackson 84; 4 Mrs 
C larke 8; 5 Miss Sunnucks 64; 6 Miss Povall 6 ; 7 Miss M. Hutchinson 5; 8 Mrs 
H indle 34; 9—10 M rs C hataw ay, Miss Higgins 3; 11 Miss S. H utchinson 24; 12 
Miss H abershon 14.

U-21: 1 J .  Nicholson 9; 2 D. Johnston 84; 3 J .  K inlay 74; . . .  28. 

U-18: 1 C. C rouch 84; 2-3 D. C urnow , R. H olt 8; . . .  46.



U-16: 1—4 C. Baker, P. H adden, H. M acPherson, S. T au lb u tt 8 ; . . . 40. 

U-14: 1 P. Smith 9; 2—3 N. Benjamin, J .  Hodgson 8 ; . . . 50.

1974 Play-off—Llanelli 14—22 Decem ber
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 Botterill X 1 1 4 4 4 1 44
2 Hartston 0 X 1 4 4 1 1 4
3 Mestel 0 0 X 4 1 1 1 34
4 Stean 4 4 4 X 4 4 0 24
5 H aygarth 4 4 0 4 X 4 4 24
6 Beilin 4 0 0 4 4 X 4 2
7 Williams 0 0 0 1 4 4 X 2

Hastings Challengers 27 December 1973-5 Jan u a ry  1974
1 M. Diesen (USA) 8; 2-8  A. Bachtiar (R I), R. Beilin, R . M alice (BRD), J .  
N unn, C. Pritchett (SC O T), H. Suradiradja (R I), L. de V eauce 7; 9-17 H. 
Bohm (N L), J . Eslon (S), E. Form anek (USA), N. Holloway, J .  H orner, D. 
M abbs, U . N ehm ert (BRD), G. Rol (F), J .  Sam pouw  (R I) 6 ; 18-25 M . Bajovic 
(Y), R. Beach, R . Behling (BRD), B. Cafferty, D. G oodm an, G. Jam es, C. M ul
ler (?), N. Patterson 54; . . .  59 players, 9 round Swiss.

London Chess C lub O pen 9—10 M arch
1-2 M. J . Franklin, J .  N unn 44; . . . 114 players, 5 round Swiss.

Oxford U niversity-Cam bridge University 23 M arch
J .  N unn 0 M. Stean 1; R . M oberly 1 J .  Cooper 0 ; R . Sm ith 4 P. Linnell 4; 
G. Pearce 4 J .  Somerville 4; D. Sully 0 A. Cooper 1; K . Howells 4 L. T aylor 4; 
G. Andrews 0 A. M orris 1. 24—44.

Birmingham Easter O pen
1—3 G. H. Bennett, A. J .  Miles, A. H. W illiams 44; . . .  5 round Swiss.

West o f England Ch 11—15 April
1 D. Wise 5; 2-6  . . .  P. H . Clarke 44; . . .

H am m ersm ith Easter O pen 12-15 April
1-2 R. D. Keene, M. Stean 64; . . .  204 players, 7 round Swiss.

Folkestone O pen 12-15 April
1 N. Birnboim (IL) 6; . . .  6 round Swiss.

Lancashire Easter O pen, Bolton 13-15 April
1 J . E. Littlewood 5; . . .  5 round Swiss.

Jersey, 2nd International Open 5—11 M ay
1 A. J .  Miles 64; 2-3 N. Birnboim (IL ), J .  Mestel 6 ; 4—6 R. G. Eales, R . F. H ar
m an, D. W right 54; . . .  80 players, 7 round Swiss.

Ilford W hitsun O pen 24—27 M ay
1—2 A. J .  Miles, J . Mestel 54; .3—8 . . . A. H. W illiams, M . J .  Basman 5 ; 9—17 
. . . R . Beilin, M. W oodham s (A US), R . D. Keene 44; 18-37 . . .  K . J . 
O ’Connell, O. Sarapu (N Z), N. Birnboim (IL) 4 ; 6 round Swiss.
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London Chess C lub O pen 8 -9 June
1-11 . . . G. H . Bennett, M . J .  Franklin, J . Mestel, J .  N unn, A. H. Perkins, J . 
Speelm an 4; . . .  99 players, 5 round Swiss.

C harlton O pen 28-30June
1 M . J .  Basman 5; 2—3 N. Povah, N. Birnboim (IL) 44; . . .  5 round Swiss.

M anchester O pen 28-30 June
1 J .  E. Littlewood 54; 2—3 M. J .  H aygarth , P. Littlewood 5; . . . 121 players, 6 
round Swiss.

A thenaeum  101

1 2
1 M. Fuller (AUS) X 4
2 R. Beilin 4 X

3 R. G. W ade 0 0

4 L. S. Blackstock 0 4
5 S. Saverym uttu 4 0

6 M. J . Franklin 4 4
7 C. S. Crouch 4 0
8 M. J .  Basman 0 1

9 T . D. H arding 0 4
10 K. J .  O ’Connell 0 0

5—14July

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0
1 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 7
1 4 1 4 1 0 4 1 6

X 4 1 4 1 1 1 4 54
4 X 4 1 4 1 4 4 5
0 4 X 1 4 4 1 4 44
4 0 0 X 4 0 1 1 4
0 4 4 4 X 1 4 4 4
0 0 4 1 0 X 4 1 4
0 4 0 0 4 4 X 4 24
4 4 4 0 4 0 4 X 24

N ational C lub C ham pionship Final 7 Ju ly
Brighton 1 C am bridge University 5. B. J .  D enm an 0 R. D. Keene 1; G. H. 
Jam es 0 M. F. Stean 1; J .  Simpole 0 A. H. Williams 1; J . Henshaw 4 R. G. 
Eales 4; J .  H ardinge 4 N. J .  Holloway 4; G. Nicholas 0 A. T rangm ar 1.

M arlow  23-26 August
1 M. Stean 4; 2-4  W. R . H artston, P. H. Clarke, A. S. Hollis 3; 5-7 Mrs J . 
H artston, B. Eley, P. S. M ilner-Barry 2; 8 P. K em p 1.

H. E. Atkins M em orial, Leicester - 30 August-1 Septem ber
1 G. S. Botterill 5; . . .  5 round Swiss.

Enfield O pen 30 August-1 Septem ber
1-7 A. A dorjan (H ), B. K urajica (Y), A. J .  Miles, M. Basman, J . E. Littlewood, 
O . H indle, M. Bulford 5 ; . . .  6 round Swiss.

R obert Silk Fellowship, Paignton 1-7 Septem ber

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 J .  N unn X 4 1 0 1 1 1 1 54
2 J .  Mestel 4 X 4 1 1 0 1 1 5
3 M. J .  Corden 0 4 X 0 4 1 1 1 4
4 P. Littlewood 1 0 1 X 0 1 4 0 34
5 A. H. W illiams 0 0 4 1 , X 0 1 1 34
6 D. Findlay (SCOT) 0 1 0 0 1 X 0 4 24
7 J ,  Speelman 0 0 0 4 0 1 X 1 24
8 M. Fuller (AUS) 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 X 14
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T hanet Open 6 -8  Septem ber
1-2 A. J .  Miles, B, Eley 41; . . .  31 players, 5 round Swiss.

2nd London Chess C lub Invitation 13—15 Septem ber
1 S. W ebb 41; 2-3 B. Feustel (BRD), D. W right 4 ; 4-7  R . Beilin, M . C orden, J . 
Mestel, A. J .  Miles 31; 8-15 M. Basman, G. S. Botterill, M . Fuller (A U S),
D. R. Johnson, J . N unn, J .  Pigott, H . Schiissler (S), M . Stean 3; 16—22 C. S. 
Crouch, R . Ekstrom (S), N. Holloway, S. H utchings, P. J .  Lee, J .  E. 
Littlewood, J .  Speelman 21; 23—26 P. Littlewood, J .  Nicholson, H . Ree (N L), 
M. W oodhams (AUS) 2; 27—29 D. G oodm an, J .  Hodgson, C. L am bert 11; 
30-33 M. Franklin, C. Plasa, P. Sowray, Mrs D. W right 1; 34 Miss S. Caldwell
1. 5 round Swiss.
Barnstaple Open 11-13 O ctober
1-2 B. K urajica (Y), G. H. Bennett 41; 3-15 . . . S. H utchings, A. J .  Miles, L. S. 
Blackstock 4; . . .  5 round Swiss.

LARA O pen, London 1-3 N ovem ber
1-7 A. J .  Miles, M. J .  Basman, G. H. Bennett, J .  N unn, S. W ebb, P. H u tch in 
son, N. Povah 5; . . .  162 players, 6 round Swiss.

D art O pen, Totnes 29 November—1 Decem ber
1 L. S. Blackstock 5; 2 A. J .  Miles 41; . . .  62 players, 5 round Swiss.

Evening S tandard O pen, Islington 20-22 Decem ber
1-10 A. J . Miles, M. J .  Basman, G. H . Bennett, B. Cafferty, N. Holloway, G. 

Jam es, A. H. Perkins, N. Povah, C. W. Pritchett (SC O T), J .  M . Q uinn  5 ; . . . 
262 players, 6 round Swiss. T otal num ber o f players in all events ca. 1350.

G reece
Cham pionship, Athens Jan u ary -F eb ru a ry
1-2 M akropoulos, Skalkotas 11; 3 Trikaliotis 91; 4 Pountzas 9 ; 5 V izantiadis 
81; 6 Kourem no 7; 7-9 Paidoussis, Tsouros, Balaskas 51; 10 G regoriou 5; 11 
Anastasopoulos 41; 12-13 Stam atopoulos, Petrovikis 4 ; 14 Loverdos 11. 

Makropoulos won the play-off 4-2.

H ungary
Budapest Ch 18 February -9  M arch
1 P. Szilagyi 9; 2-3 L. Liptay, L. Barczay 81; . . .  14 players.

Krenosz M em orial, Budapest 12-29 M arch
1 Meleghegyi 81; 2 L. Barczay 71; . . . 12 players.

‘U tasellato’, Budapest 14—30 Ju n e
1 P, Lukacs 9; 2—3 B. Lengyel, J .  Fichtl (CZ) 81; 4—8 L. Eperjesi, S. M artinovic 
(Y), H. Fronczek (PL), G. Krizsan, J .  K apu  71; 9 P. H ardicsay 7; 10-11 I. 
Schrancz, G. Stankov (BG) 51; 12 B. Juhasz 41; 13-14 R. K ahan , J .  V annay

1973 Ch, play-off
1 Ribli
2 Adorjan
3 Csom

xx  11 11 21
1 0  xx 1 1 2
11  10  xx  l l



National Events 143

1974 C h, 4-finals 2-20 Septem ber
A: 1 G. Sax 84 (+6 =5 —1), 2—4 L. H azai, L. Sapi, J .  Flesch 8; . . .  13 players. 
B: 1 I. Farago 84; 2-5  P. Szekely, G. R ajna, P. Dely, L. Kovacs 74; . . .  13 
players.
C : 1 K. Honfi 9 ; 2-3 P. Lukacs, T . H orvath 84; . . .  L. Barczay 5; . . .  13 
players.
D : 1 P. Szilagyi 94; 2 J .  T om pa 84; 3—4 L. Vadasz, B. Perenyi 74; . . .  L. 
Lengyel 54; . . .  13 players.

C ham pionship— Budapest 4-22 December

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 R ibli X 4 4 4 1 1 4 1 1 4 1 l 1 4 1 1 12
2 Sax 4 X 4 4 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 4 4 1 1 11
3 AdorjAn 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 4 4 4 1 4 4 9
4 Csom 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 0 4 1 0 4 1 1 1 84
5 H azai 0 0 4 4 X 0 1 4 4 4 4 1 1 4 1 1 84
6 SApi 0 4 4 4 1 X 4 1 4 4 0 1 0 1 1 0 8
7 VadAsz 4 4 4 4 0 4 X 4 0 4 4 0 1 1 1 1 8
8 Dely 0 4 4 4 4 0 4 X 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 74
9 Honfi 0 0 0 1 4 4 1 4 X 4 4 4 4 0 1 1 74

10 T om pa 4 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 X 4 1 4 0 4 1 7
11 HorvAth 0 0 4 0 4 1 4 4 4 4 X 1 4 4 1 0 7
12 R ajna 0 0 4 1 0 0 1 4 4 0 0 X 4 1 1 1 7
13 LukAcs 0 4 4 4 0 1 0 4 4 4 4 4 X 4 0 1 64
14 Farag6 4 4 0 0 4 0 0 4 1 1 4 0 4 X 0 0 5
15 P. SzilAgyi 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 1 1 X 1 4
16 Perenyi 0 0 4 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 X 34

Icelan d
Cham pionship— Reykjavik . Easter
1 Kristinsson.

In d on esia
C ham pionship: 1 A rdiansjah 94; 2-6  Abir Dipo, Bachtiar, Bharata, Lauw, 
D am anik 9; 7-9 K ileng, G inting, Ju rjan i 84; . . .  60 players.

Ireland
C ham pionship— D ublin 6 -1 3 Ju ly
1 A. Doyle 7; 2 A. Dennehy 6; 3 -4  B. K ernan, J .  Noone 54; 5-7 R. Anderson,
R. Devenney, O . M acGuinness 5; 8-12 C. Barrington, P. Cassidy, A. Coldrick, 
P. M cC arthy, M . O ’Briain 44; 13-18 A. Cootes, P. H adden , J .  Jam es, C. M c
Corm ick, P. O ’Briain, E. O ’H are 4; 19 A. G ilmore 34; 20-25 D. Blair, M. 
Drew, A. Jackson, D. Jackson, W. Lewis, A. M cD aid 3; 26 G. Jackson 2; 27-28
S. Lynn, J .  S traw bridge 14. 8 round Swiss.
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Israel
Cham pionship— Beit Yad Lebanim , Tel-Aviv . 6 -28 M arch

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Czerniak x 4 4 1 1 1 1 4 1 0 1 4 1 4 1 1  111
2 Liberzon 4 x 1 1  1 4 4 4 1 1 4 0 1  1 1 1  114
3 Radashkovich 4 0 x 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 0  10
4 K agan 0 0 1 x 0 4 0 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1  10
5 Friedm an 0 0 0 1 x 1 4 1 1 1 1 4 0 0 4 1  84
6 Peretz 0 4 1 4 0 x 4 4 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 4  84
7 Gelfer 0 4 0 1 4 4 x 4 4 1 1 4 0 4 1 1  84
8 K aldor 4 4  0 4 0 4 4 x 4 4  1 1 1 1 0 1  84
9 M art 0 0 0 0 0 1 4 4 x 1 4 1 4 4 4 1  7

10 O ratch 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 x 0 4 1 1 1 1  6
11 Chessakov 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 x 1 1 0 1 1  6
12 Peli 4 1 0 0 4 0 4 0 0 4 0 x 4 1 0 1  54
13 Ro m 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 4 0 0 4 x 1 4 1  54
14 Bernstein 4 0 4 0 1  1 4 0 4 0 1 0 0 x  — 0 5
15 Ben-zion 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 l 4 0 0 1 4  +  x 0  44
16 Donkin 0 0 1 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1  l x  34

Italy
Cham pionship— Castelvecchio Pascoli 1—14 O ctober

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4
1 S. T atai x 4 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 4 4 1  10
2 B. T oth  4 x 4 1 1 4 4 1 1 4 0 1 4 1  9
3 S. M ariotti 0 4 x 4 4 1 4 4 1 0 1 1 1 4  8
4 R. Cosulich 4 0 4 x 4 0 4 1 1 4 4 1 1 1  8
5 A. Zichichi 4 0 4 4 x 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1  74
6 A. G rinza 4 4 0 1 0 x 4 0 1 4 1 4 4 1  7
7 R. Primavera 0 4 4 4 4 4 x 1 0 4 4 0 1 4  6
8 A. Rosino 0 0 4 0 4 1 0 x 0 1 4 1 1 4  6
9 C. Micheli 0 0 0 0 4 0 1 1 x 0 1 1 1 4  6

10 V. Nestler 0 4 1 4 4 4 4 0 1 x 0 , 0 4 4  54
11 I.B onfa 0 1 0 4 4 0 4 4 0 1 x 0 4 1  54
12 E. Paoli 4 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 0 1 1 x 4 1  54
13 E. Contedini 4 4 0 0 4 4 0 0 0 4 4 4 x 1  44
14 G. Primavera 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 4 4 4 0 0 0 x  24

M adonna di Campiglio Open
1-2 Joksic (Y), Thom ann (BRD) 64; . . .  8 round Swiss

M ilan teams 10-15 February
1 Yugoslavia (M inic, Sofrevski, Bertok, M usil, Deze) 114; 2-A  Czechoslovakia 
(Plachetka, K ozm a, Banas, Novak) 104, Ita ly  (T ata i, T o th , Cosulich, M ario t
ti, ?. Cappello) 104, Austria (Duckstein, Steiner, Herzog, B aum gartner, R oth) 
104; 5 H ungary (L. Lengyel, T om pa, H aag Eperjesi, Florian) 10; 6 France 
(M acles, Benoit, Puhm , Bessenay, Preissmann) 7.
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Ceriale O pen 30 M arch-5  April
1 Belkadi (T U N ) 74; 2 Ljubisavljevic (Y) 61; 3 T oth 6; . . .  22 players, 9 round 
Swiss.

Castelvecchio Pascoli O pen
1-3 M ariotti, M icheli, Vujovic (Y) 64; . . .

‘Feruccio Castiglioni’ M em orial, M ilan
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0

1 T ata i X 4 1 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 7

2 Cosulich 4 X 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 6

3 T oth 0 0 X 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 6

4 G. Cappello 4 4 1 X 4 1 0 4 1 4 54
5 Paoli 4 4 0 4 X 0 1 4 1 1 5
6 Micheli 4 4 0 0 1 X 0 4 1 1 44
7 Contedini 0 4 0 1 0 1 X 0 0 1 34
8 R. Cappello 0 4 0 4 4 4 1 X 0 4 34
9 N atalucci 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 X 1 3

10 M agrini 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 X 1

V alenza Po Open 15—23 June
1 V aganian (USSR) 8 (+7 = 2 ); 2-3 Knezevic (Y), Nemet (Y) 6; 4 
M ikhailchishin (U SSR) 54; 5-8 B. Panlic (Y), G. R ajna (H ), D. Taruffi, M. 
Vujovic (Y) 5; 9-13 P. Berlacki, A. Capece, Z. Radojevic (Y), M. RafFalt, M. 
Sincic (Y) 44; 14 E. Longo 4; 15 G. Rossi 3; 16—17 C. Ceria, I. G iubbolini 24; 
18 P. Serpilli 1. 9 round Swiss.

C aorleO pen  6-14 Ju ly
1 M. Vukic (Y) 74; 2-4  I. O nat (T U R K ), D. Raikovic (Y), B. T oth 7; 5-7 H. 
Messing (Y), I. Nemet (Y), M. Knezevic (Y) 64; . . .  58 players, 9 round
Swiss.

Bari O pen - 27 Ju ly -4  August
1 S. Nikolic (Y) 74; 2 S. Nikolac (Y) 64; . . .  20 players, 9 round Swiss.

M arina Rom ea O pen (Ravenna) 27 August-1 Septem ber
1 Z. Ljubisavljevic (Y) 7; 2 M. Vujovic (Y) 64; 3-4  S. Nikolac (Y), P. 
Passerotti 6; 5-8  B. Bartsch, S. Joksic (Y), I. Nemet (Y), B. T oth 54; . . .  50 
players, 8 round Swiss.

Cava de’ T irreni (Salerno) 31 A ugust-8 Septem ber
1 R. Cosulich 74; 2 G. Porreca 6; 3-4 G. V alenti, C. Dell’Accio 54; 5 P. Serpilli 
4 ; 6-7 G. Siviero, M. Bonavoglia 3; 8 A. D ’Atigusta 1; 9 M. A ttorre 4.

Im periaO pen  21-29 Septem ber
1 S. Joksic (Y) 74; 2 M. Vujovic (Y) 64; 3-6 M. A lbano ,J. Eslon (S), K. Krstev 
(Y), A. Rosino 6; . . .  38 players, 9 round Swiss.

Castelvecchio Pascoli O pen 5—12 O ctober
1-2 J . Eslon (S), Cekro (Y) 6; 3^4 S. Joksic (Y), Z. Ljubisavljevic (Y) 5 4 ; . . .  18 
players, 7 /8 ?  round Swiss.
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Luxembourg
Bad M ondorf 17-26 M ay
18th International Chess Festival R ahm en der Floralien. Luxem bourg O pen 
Ch (22-25 M a y ): 1 G. Clever (BRD) 61; 2 W. H ubner (BRD) 6 ; 3 -5  U. Gass 
(BRD), R . Brauner (BRD), K . Lindorfer (BRD) 51; . . .  7 round Swiss.

M alta
C ham pionship: 1 H. Camilleri 81; 2 W. A ttard  71; 3 V. C ilia V incenti 5 ; 4 A. 
Casha 4 ; 5 J .  Lauri 31; 6 V. Pace Floridia 11. D ouble-round.

M exico
Mexican O pen, G uadalajara 9—13 April
1 J . Berry (CDN) 71; 2 K. Frey 71; . . .  136 players, 8 round Swiss.
Leon: 1 K. Frey . . .  27 players.

M ongolia
Cham pionship— U lan Bator
1-4 L aghkva, U itum en, M iagm asuren, Tungabazar(P ) 11; 5 T um u rb a to r 91; 
6-7 Zorigt, Jigjigsuren 9 ; . . . 16 players.

N eth erlan d s
Cham pionship— Leeuwarden 18-30 M arch

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2
1 Tim m an X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 81
2 Sosonko 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 61
3 Ree 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 61
4 Vogel 0 1 0 X 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 6
5 Donner 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 51
6 v. Dop 0 1 1 1 0 X 1 0 1 1 1 1 51
7 Scholl 0 0 1 0 1 0 X 1 1 1 1 1 51
8 Ligterink 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 X 1 0 0 1 5
9 Enklaar 0 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 X 1 1 0 5

1 0 H artoch 1 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 0 X 1 1 5
11 Langeweg 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 X 1 4
12 Baljon 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 X 3

W om en’s C h: 1 A. v.d. Mije-Nicolau 71/9 .
Jun io r C h: R. Dieks.
Amsterdam C h: P. v.d. W eide 61 /7 .

Fransavia : 1—2 F. v.d. Vliet, G. Sosonko 2; 3 H. Bouwmeester 11; 4 B. 
Enklaar 1.

D utch O pen 2-10 August
1 v.d. Vliet 8; 2-7 Faase, K aiszauri (S), Pliester, Scholl, W esterinen (SF), W itt- 
m ann (A) 7; 8-12 Ballon, D ebarnot (A R G ), L ith, T itz (A), Vogel 61; 13-19 
Cortlever, Den O uden, Du C hattel, G hizdavu (R /U S A ), T olenaar, v.d. 
Sterren, Verholt 6; . . .  112 players, 9 round Swiss.
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N ew  Z ealand

Cham pionship— C hristchurch 27 December 1973-8Jan u a ry  1974

1 Sarapu
1

X

2
1

3
4

4
4

5
1

6
1

7
1

8
1

9
4

0 1 2 
1 1 1 94

2 G arbett 0 X 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 94
3 Fairhurst 4 4 X 4 1 0 4 0 1 1 1 1 7
4 Daly 4 0 4 X 4 4 0 4 1 1 1 1 64
5 E. Green 0 0 0 4 X 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 64
6 S tuart 0 0 1 4 4 X 1 4 4 0 1 1 6
7 A. Day 0 0 4 1 4 0 X 1 4 1 1 4 6
8 Hall 0 0 1 4 0 4 0 X 4 1 1 4 5
9 W ansink 4 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 X 1 1 4 44

10 Aavelaid 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 x 0 1 2
11 Hensm an 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 x 1 2
12 Jackson 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 0 x 14

N o rw a y

K ringsja (Oslo) 6 -1 0 January
1 J .  Flesch (H) +04 =03 +  13 =02 +  11 +07 +08 + 12 =05 74
2 H. W esterinen (SF) +06 +25 +11 =01 +07 -03 +  13 =04 +08 7
3 0 .  Sande +20 =01 =08 +22 +09 +02 -0 4 =07 +12 64
4 O. Moen -01 =23 +20 +21 +  18 =  11 +03 =02 =07 6

5 0 . Antonsen 54; 6 J .  Ulrichsen 54; 7 0 .  Hjertenes 5; 8 L. 0gaard 5; 9 D. de 
Lange 5; 10 M. Nykopp (SF) 5; 11 T .-G . Harestad 44; 12 K. Kaiszauri (S) 44; 
13 T . Rosenlund (D K) 44; 14 B. Jacobsen (D K) 44; 15 E. H atlebakk 44; 16 L. 
Kjdlberg 44; 17 P. Ofstad 44; 18 G. Iskov (D K) 4 ; 19 K. Helmers 4; 20 Y. Ran- 
tanen (SF) 4 ; 21 B. Heiberg 4; 22 M . Foiling 4; 23 K . Kryboe 4; 24 P. Hanssen 
4 ; 25 A. Hankipohja (SF) 3; 26 S. Johansen 3; 27 T , Hange 24. 9 round Swiss.

C ham pionship— Oslo
1 0 g a a rd  8; 2 Poulsson 7; 3 Zwaig 54; 4—5 Sande, Hoen 44; 6 G ulbrandsen 4 ; 7 
Ulrichsen 34; 8 -9  O fstad, de Lange 3; 10 M oen 2.
Ju n io r C h : B. Tiller.

O pen C h, Oslo
1 G. Sigurjonsson (IS) 74; 2 G. R ajna (H) 7; 3 Y. R antanen  (SF) 7; 4 E. 
K ristiansen 7; 5 E. L undin (S) 64; 6 B. Jansson (S) 64 ; .  . . Enklaar (NL) 6 ; .  . . 
101 players, 9 round Swiss.

P eru
C ham pionship: 1 C. Pesante.
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Philippines
Championship— Manila

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0
1 E. Torre X 0 4 4 1 1 1 1 4 1 1 4 1 4  1 1 1 1 1 1 154
2 Cardoso 1 X 4 4 0 0 4 4 4 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 134
3 Naranja 4 4 X 1 1 0  4 4 1 0 4 4 1 1 1 4 4 1 0 1 12
4 Balinas 4 4 0 X 0 4 0 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 4 1 1 12
5 Bordonada 0 1 0 1 x 0 4 4 4 1 1 4 1 0  1 0 4 1 1 1 114
6 Lontoc 0 1 1 4 l x l l 0 0 0 1 4  4 1 0 1 0 1 1 114
7 Kaimo 0 4 4 1 4 0 x 0 1 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 11
8 Abella 0 4 4 1 4 0 1 x 4 4 0 1 1 4  0 0 4 4 1 1 10
9 Mascarinas 4 4 0 0 4 1 0  4 X 4 4 1 0  0 4 1 1 1 4 1 10

10 Badilles 0 0 1 0 0 1 4  4 4 x 1 4 0 1 4 1 0 1 4 1 10
11 De La Vega 0 1 4 0 0 1 0  1 4 0 x 1 4  4 1 0 0 1 1 1 10
12 De Castro 4 0 4 1

o-*
•

ooo

x 4 4 1 1 1 4 0 1 9
13 Lobigas 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 1 1 4 4 x 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 9
14 V. Torre 4 0 0 0 1 4  4 4 1 0 4 4 1 x 0 1 0 4 1 0 84
15 Maninang 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 4 4 0 0 0 1 x 1 1 1 1 1 84
16 Aguilar 0 0 4 0 1 1 4  1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 X 1 1 0 1 8
17 Caturla 0 0 4 0 4 0 0 4 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 X 1 1 1 74
18 Acosta 0 0 0 4 0 1 4 4 0 0 0 4 1 4  0 0 0 X 1 1 64
19 Edillon 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 0 1 0  0 0 1 0 0 X 1 5
20 Lopez 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 X 1

Poland
Championship— Zielona Gora 17 February-7 March

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 Schmidt X 4 4 4 4 1 1 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 13
2 Sznapik 4 X 4 4 1 1 0 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 4 1 1 1 124
3 Adamski 4 4 X 4 4 1 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 4 1 1 4 1 114
4 Doda 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 104
5 Kostro 4 0 4 4 X 0 1 4 4 4 1 1 4 1 4 1 4 1 104
6 Szymczak 0 0 0 4 1 X 4 1 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 1 10
7 Pokojowczyk 0 1 4 4 0 4 X 4 1 0 4 4 0 1 1 4 1 1 94
8 Filipowicz 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 X 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 4 4 0 9
9 Pytel 4 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 X 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 9

10 Schinzel 4 4 0 0 4 4 1 4 4 X 0 4 1 4 4 4 4 1 84
11 Zoltek 0 0 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 1 X 1 0 4 4 1 4 1 84
12 Maciejewski 4 0 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 0 X 1 4 4 4 4 1 8
13 Pietrusiak 0 0 0 4 4 0 1 0 4 0 1 0 X 4 1 1 1 1 8
14 Drozd 0 0 4 4 0 4 0 0 4 4 4 4 4 X 4 0 1 4 6
15 Kruszynski 0 4 0 0 4 4 ' 0 0 4 4 4 4 0 4 X 4 1 4 6
16 Prochownik 0 0 0 4 0 0 4 4 4 4 0 4 0 1 4 X 1 4 6
17 Pioch 0 0 4 0 4 0 0 4 0 4 4 4 0 0 0 0 X 1 4
18 Lubienski 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 X 24
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Mielec 18-28 M arch
Olympic Team Selection

1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Adamski X X 44 44 44 4 1 1 1 64
2 Pokojowczyk 44 X X 4 0 1 4 1 1 1 4 64
3 Sydor 44 4 1 X X 1 0 44 1 1 64
4 Sznapik 44 0 4 0 1 X X 1 4 1 0 5
5 Filipowicz 4 0 0 0 44 0 4 X X 4 1 34
6 Szymczak 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 1 4 0 X X 2

Kielce O pen, 6 -8  M ay
1 U hlm ann (D D R) 54; 2-3 Bernard, Woycieszyn 5; 4—6 Schm idt, Bielczyk, 
Nowak 44; . . .  26 players, 7 round Swiss.

Portugal
Cham pionship— Lisbon M arch
1 J . D urao 74; 2—3 F. Silva, J .  Cordovil 64; 4 L. Santos 6; 5 M. Lopes 54; 6-7 
H. Sardinha, J . Andresen 5; 8 E. Santo 3; 9 A. Pereira 14; 10 M. Brito 0.

Rhodesia
Salisbury Open 6-11 January
1 Friedgood (SA) 8; 2-3 O ’Kelly (B), Aalbersberg (SA) 74; . . .  92 players.

Romania
Cham pionship— Bucharest 15 N ovem ber-5 December

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 Urzica X 4 4 4 1 1 4 4 1 4 1 1 4 4 4 1 1 4 12
2 M ititelu 4 X 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 4 1 4 1 4 4 1 114
3 Partos 4 4 X 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 0 0 1 1 10
4 Vaisman 4 0 4 X 4 1 0 4 4 4 1 1 4 4 4 1 4 1 10
5 Stanciu 0 4 4 4 X 0 1 4 1 4 1 '4 4 0 4 1 1 4 94
6 Ilijin 0 4 0 0 1 X 4 1 0 4 1 4 1 4 1 4 4 1 94
7 U ngureanu 4 4 4 1 0 4 X 4 4 0 0 0 1 1 4 1 4 1 9
8 Pavlov 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 X 4 4 4 0 4 4 1 4 1 1 9
9 Radovici 0 4 4 4 0 1 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 4 4 84

10 Suba 4 0 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 X 4 4 0 4 4 4 4 1 84
11 G hinda 0 0 4 0 0 0 1 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 1 1 1 4 8
12 Puscasu 0 4 0 0 4 4 1 1 4 4 4 X 0 4 0 4 4 1 74
13 Voiculescu 4 0 4 4 4 0 0 4 4 1 4 1 X 4 4 0 4 4 74
14 Georgescu 4 4 0 4 1 4 0 4 0 4 4 4 4 X 4 4 0 4 7
15 Griinberg 4 0 1 4 4 0 4 0 4 4 0 1 4 4 X 4 0 4 7
16 Buza 0 4 1 0 0 4 0 4 4 4 0 4 1 4 4 X 4 4 7
17 Kertesz 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 0 4 4 0 4 4 1 1 4 X 0 64
18 M acarie 4 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 4 0 4 0 4 4 4 4 1 X 5

San Salvador
C ham pionship: 1 A. G rim aldi 104; 2 W. G rim aldi 9; 3 B. Pineda 84; 4 R. 
G rim aldi.
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Scotland
Cham pionship— Ayr 6 -12  Ju ly

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 M cK ay X 1 4 1 4 1 . . • . 1 . 4

4
. 54

2 Findlay 0 x . 4 1 . . • 1 1 1 . . . 5
3 Levy 4 . x . 0 0 • 1 . 1 1 . . • 1 . 44
4 Sinclair 0 4 . x 1 4 1 4 1 44
5 Davie 4 0 1 0 X 1 • 4 . • 1 . . 4
6 Stewart 0 . 1 4 0 X • 4 . * • 1 1 4
7 Aitken * . . 0 . X 0 4 1 4 4 1 • 34
8 Bonner . 0 4 4 4 1 X . 4 • 4 • 34
9 Giulian 0 . 0 4 X 1 . 4 4 1 34

10 Lennox 0 0 . 0 X 4 1 1 1 34
11 Thomson . 0 . 0 . • X 0 4 1 1 1 34
12 C lapham 0 0 . . . 4 4 . 4 l X . 4 • . 3
13 M cN ab . • 0 4 • 4 0 4 ' X • 4 1 3
14 Scrimgour 4 . . 0 0 4 • • 0 4 • X . 1 24
15 Holmes ♦ 4 0 . 4 0 0 • 4 • X 0 14
16 Stirling • • • • • 0 • • 0 0 0 • 0 0 1 X 1

Glasgow 28—30 Septem ber

5 round Swiss 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2
1 Olafsson G 2550 X 1 1 4 * , 1 1 . 44
2 M. Basman 2400 0 X 1 . # 4 1 . 1 34
3 R. Beilin 2355 0 0 X 1 1 1 3
4 B. Cafferty 2335 4 , X 0 • 4 , 1 1 3
5 R. M cKay 2330 . . 0 1 X 1 • 0 . 1 3
6 D. Findlay • . 0 • 0 X . 1 1 . . 4 24
7 P .Jam ieson 2270 . 4 0 4 . . X 1 4 # 24
8 M. Fuller 2365 0 0 . 0 X 1 1 # 2
9 A. Miles I 2410 . , 0 0 0 X # 1 1 2

10 I. Sinclair 0 0 l 4 X 4 2
11 S. Swanson 0 . 0 0 4 X 1 14
12 N. Young . 0 • 0 4 . . 0 . 0 X 4

South Africa
Johannesburg  O pen 8-17 February
1 Robatsch (A) 64; 2-3 Korostenski, Sarnak 6 ; . . . O ’Kelly (B) 5 ; . . .  7 round 
Swiss.

South African O pen C h, D urban 
1-2 Ponelis, Price 9.

Bloemfontein O pen M a ,
1 R . D. Keene (ENG) 44; 2 De Villiers 4 ; . . ,  188 players, 5 round Swiss.
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Spain
M aspalom as O pen 14-22 February
In Memoriam Walter Ktiknle- Woods
1 Enklaar (NL) 74; 2 Bohm (NL) 7; 3 D ebarnot (ARG) 64; 4 Schauwecker 
(CH ) 64; 5 W irthensohn (CH) 64; 6 Dominguez 64; 7 Eslon (S) 6 ; 8 H ug 
(CH ) 6 ; 9 W erner (BRD) 6; 10 H artoch (NL) 6; 11 Anguera 6 ; 12 A. Fer
nandez 6 ; 13 M ayer (F) 6 ; 14 v. Seelen (D K) 6 ; 15 Cortlever (NL) 6 ; 16 Ger- 
eben (CH ) 6 ; 17 W ade (NZ) 54; 18 M arcus (NL) 54; 19 0 t t  (CH) 54; 20 Beilin 
(EN G) 54; 21 Nykopp (SF) 54; 22 R enm an (CH) 54; 23 Palom eque 54; 24 
G ragger (BRD) 54; 25 Revilla 54; 26 W akselman (F) 54; 27 Pijuan 54; . . .  86 
players. 9 round Swiss.

M aspalom as team s 11-13 February
1 Solingen (H iibner, H echt, Gerusel, C apelan) 74; 2 Zurich (H ug, 
Schauwecker, W irthensohn, O tt, Gereben) 74; 3 C .I.D .A ., Las Palm as (M en- 
vielle, Visier, Betancort, Fernandez, Fraguela) 54; 4 Amsterdam (Enklaar, 
H artoch, Cortlever, M arcus, Bohm) 34. H iibner 3 /3 .

9th Berga O pen
1 Cordovil (PO R T ) 9 ; 2 Eslon (S) 8; 3—9 M artin , Vogel (N L), M edina, Pablo, 
Pomes, O choa, W itt (NL) 7; . . .  88 players, 10 round Swiss.

Torrem olinos O pen
1 Bellon 6; 2-3  Ostojic: (Y), Q uinteros (ARG) 54; 4—6 Gheorghiu (R ), Torre 
(P I), L om bardy (USA) 44; 7-9  Cardoso (P I), G alan, Sanz 4 ; . . .  22 players, 7 
round Swiss.

Leon O pen: 1 D urao (PO R T ) 64.

M anresaO pen  2-10 Septem ber
1 Cordovil (PO R T ) 7; 2—7 De Bruycker (B), D urao (PO R T ), Eslon (S), H er
nando, Ingelm o, U lvestad 64; . . .

T eam  C ham pionship, A licante 23 Septem ber—1 O ctober
1 Schweppes 29 /36 , 2 C .I.D .A . (Las Palmas) 254; . . . Schweppes: Diez del 
C orral 6 4 /8 , T oran 4 4 /7 , Calvo 5 /8 , Bellon 9/9!-, Sanz 2 /2 , Palacios 2 /2 .
C .I.D .A .: Larsen (D K ) 74 /9 , Visier 6 /9 , M envielle 54 /8 , Betancort 24 /4 , 
Fraguela 4 /6 .

Board 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1 Larsen X 1 0 1 1 4 1 1 1 . . 1 . 74/9
2 del Corral 0 X 4 1 1 1 1 * • . 1 1 6 4 /8
3 Pom ar 1 4 X 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 * 6 /9
4 M edina 0 0 4 X 1 0 1 1 1 . 4 4 /8
5 M ora 0 0 4 0 X 1 4 • 4 1 . 1 4 4 /9
6 H ernando 4 0 4 1 0 X 0 4 . . 3 /8
7 Beltran 0 0 0 0 4 1 X 0 1 4 # 3 /9
8 O choa 0 4 0 . 4 1 X . 4 0 2 4 /7
9 Gonzalez 0 . 4 0 4 . 0 . X 1 • 2 /6

10 M oreno • 0 . 0 . 4 4 0 X . 0 0 0 1 /8
11 G arcia, 12 Colom er, 13 Calvo, 14 Saenz, 15 Bordell, 16 Fernandez, 17 
Z abala.



152 National Events

Can Picafort Open
1 M edina 84; 2 O. Rodriguez (Peru) 74; 3-6  Eslon (S), M erino, Bellon, Taeger 
(?) 7; 7—10 Pom ar, D urao (P O R T ), Cordovil (P O R T ), U lvestad 64; . . .

39th Cham pionship— V alencia 7—16 O ctober
81: 1 Bellon, 2 M artin ; 7: 3 Coret, 4 S endino ; 61: 5 O choa, 6 J .  G arcia, 7 Sanz, 
8 M erino, 9 Palacios, 10 H ernando, 11 U ria, 12 M ari; 6: 13 A. Fernandez, 14 
Lanz, 15 Pijuan, 16 Fanjul, 17 Pastor, 18 D iaz, 19 Peinado; 51: 20 G arriga, 21 
Saenz, 22 Velasco, 23 R iera, 24 M. R ibera, 25 Pujol, 26 F raguela; . . .  66 
players, 10 round Swiss.

W om en’s C h, Zaragoza O ctober
1 Pepita Ferrer 7; 2 M a L. G utierrez 51; . . . 18 players, 8 round Swiss.

Jun io r C h: Francisco Jav ier O choa 8/10 .

Sweden
Rilton C up Decem ber 1973—Ja n u a ry  1974

1 Bilek H +43 +26 +  16 +  13 +09 =31 +06 -0 2 =08 7
2 O. Jacobsen DK +64 =38 +26 +  14 +48 =21 +31 +01 -0 5  7
3 Westerinen SF +87 +29 =41 -0 9 =52 +43 +49 +  15 +  14 7
4 Holm DK +65 -41 +90 =27 =29 +43 +34 +35 +  13 7
5 Jansson +56 =106 +38 =28 =  17 +27 +21 =09 +02 7
6 Ornstein +88 +35 +22 =21 =  15 +49 -01 +24 =09 64
7 Flesch H +  107 +72 +32 =48 -31 -17 +51 +29 +21 64
8 W ibe N +  101 +  18 =09 +41 =21 =24 +  17 =  19 =01 64
9 G ulbrandsen N +81 +73 =08 +03 -01 +28 + 12 =05 =06 64

10 Scheipl BRD +90 +92 -13 +85 -2 4 =29 +64 +41 +  19 64
11 Grefe USA +30 +34 -21 +50 -4 9 +38 -3 6 +37 +35 6
12 Friedm an IL +55 -2 8 +65 +37 +34 =  15 -0 9 +48 =17 6
13 A. Ivanov USSR +64 +75 +  10 -01 =28 =41 +62 +36 -0 4  6

14 Iskov (D K) 6, 15 K arbashnikov (U SSR) 6, 16 R an tanen  (SF) 6, 17 
U ddenfeldt 6, 18 Olofson 6, 19 Sarkilahti 6 ; 51: 20-32: 20 H . Ek, 21 K. 
K aiszauri, 22 W. M andel (BRD), 23 G. Buchner (BRD), 24 D. Hansson, 25 P. 
Hansen (D K ), 26 B. Bengtsson, 27 J .  L jungdahl, 28 N. T hornblom , 29 G. 
Backlund, 30 P. Berkell, 31 S. Samuelson, 32 H . Taskinen (S F ); 5: 33—45: 33 R . 
Hoen (N), 34 M. Steinbacher (BRD), 35 E. D iem er (BRD), 36 P. Karlsson, 37 
R. End, 38 S. N ym an, 39 B, H ult, 40 N. R enm an, 41 G. Carlson, 42 R . 
Ekstrom, 43 B. Hughes, 44 R . H allerod, 45 R . Bergstrom; . . .  48 W . Seeger 
(BRD), 49 C. Niklasson, 50 N.-A. M alm din, 51 L. L aurine, 52 P. C arlsten, 55 
M. Sjoberg, 56 A. W erle, 62 L. Abramsson, 64 G. H edin , 65 K . Lagerqvist, 72
L. O iiim arker, 73 B. Adler, 75 O. .Nordstrom, 81 W. H elbig (B R D ), 85 B. 
Nyberg, 87 I. Babek, 88 H . Johansson, 90 D. W eische (B R D ), 92 L. Lindroos, 
101 D. H annebauer (BRD), 106 K . Josefson, 107 H . S and in ; . . . 108 players, 9 
round Swiss.
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Cham pionship— Lund
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6

1 C. Niklasson X 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 101
2 M. W ahlbom 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 101
3 L. Fredriksson 1 0 X 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 9
4 T . W edberg 1 0 0 X 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 8
5 K. K aiszauri 0 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 8
6 H. Ek 0 1 0 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 8
7 A. Fridh 0 0 0 1 1 0 X 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 71
8 B. Ekenberg 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 X 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 1 7
9 P-I. H elm ertz 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 X 0 1 1 1 0 1 1 7

10 K. K rantz 0 1 1 0 0 0 1 1 1 X 1 0 1 1 1 1 7
11 F. Nordstrom 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 X 1 1 0 1 1 7
12 D. Hansson 0 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 0 X 1 1 1 0 61
13 L. Ljungqvist 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 X 1 0 1 61
14 G. D ahlin 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 1 X 0 1 6
15 J .  L jungdahl 0 1 0 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 0 1 1 1 X 0 6
16 P. Karlsson 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 X 51
Play-off M atch
W ahlbom  1 0 1 1 1 31 Niklasson 0 1 0  0 1 11

W om en’s C h: S. Haraldsson 

Ju n io r C h: A. Vengholm 

Sundsvall
1 A. O rnstein 21; 2 E. Lundin 11; 3 -4  D. Hansson, N-G. R enm an 1.

Switzerland
C ham pionship— W ettingen 11-19 O ctober

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0
1 A. Lom bard X 1 1 1 1 '■ 1 1 1 1 1 6
2 E. Luginbiihl 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 51
3 E. Gereben 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 51
4 H. W irthensohn 1 0 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 1 51
5 H. K arl 1 0 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 1 5
6 R ino Castagna 0 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 1 41
7 O. M arthaler 0 1 1 1 1 1 X 1 1 1 4
8 D. Vucenovic 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 X 1 1 4
9 H. Schoch 0 1 0 0 1 0 1 1 X 1 3

10 W. A m m ann 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 1 X 2

Ju n io r C h : P. Silberring.

Bern O pen
1 K . Honfi (H) 61; 2 A. Lom bard 61; 3 I. Farago (H) 61; 4 J .  Bednarski (PL) 
61; 5 N. M inev (BG) 6 ; 6 J .  Flesch (H) 51; 7 A. H aig 51; 8 Dr. W. Berner 
(BRD) 51; 9 H. W irthensohn 51; 10 L. Rellstab (BRD) 51; 11 Prahov (BG) 5; 
12 B. Soos (BRD) 5; . . .  20 M. Blau 41; 21 E. Gereben 41; . . .  36 players, 
Swiss.
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Biel Open 2 2 Ju ly -2  August
1 B. Soos (BRD) 84; 2 M. Knezevic (Y) 8; 3 M . Cebalo (Y) 8 ; 4 M . Fuller 
(AUS) 8; 5 R. Simic (Y) 74; 6 M. Vukic (Y) 74; 7 M . N ykopp (SF) 74; 8 J .  
Nemet (Y) 74; 9 Fahnenschm idt (BRD) 74; 10 M akic ' (Y) 74; 11 S. 
M artinovic (Y) 7; 12 J .  C. H ernando (E) 7; 13 B. De Bruycker (B) 7 ; 14 H. 
Schulze (BRD) 7; 15 S. Holm (D K) 7; 16 H. Beyjar (S) 7; 17 E. G ereben 7 ; .  . .
J .  Flesch (H) 64, L. Rellstab (BRD) 64; . . .  88 players, 11 round Swiss.

Uruguay
C ham pionship: 1 W. Estrada 7 /9 .

USA
Seattle I, Jan u ary : 1 P. Biyiasas (CD N) 5 /5 . 
Seattle II , Jan u ary : 1 P. Biyiasas (CDN) 5 /5 . 
Seattle, February: 1 P. Biyiasas 54 /6 .
Bay Area O pen (Calif), February: 1 J . Grefe 34 /4 .

G oldw ater-M arshall February
1st USCF Futurity

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0
1 Soltis X 0 1 4 4 4 1 1 4 1 6
2 Bisguier 1 X 4 4 4 4 1 0 1 4 54
3 G. K ane 0 4 X 4 4 1 1 0 1 1 54
4 S. M atera 4 4 4 X 4 0 4 1 4 1 5
5 B. Zuckerm an 4 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 1 0 44
6 E. M eyer 4 4 0 1 4 X 0 1 4 0 4
7 O. Popovych 0 0 0 4 4 1 X 0 1 1 4
8 F. Thornally 0 1 1 0 4 0 1 X 0 4 4
9 J .  Peters 4 0 0 4 0 4 0 1 X 1 34

10 L. Levy 0 4 0 0 1 1 0 4 0 X 3

Pacific Coast O pen (C alif), M arch : 1 R . Rodriguez (P I) 44 /5 .

I California People’s Chess Festival, C habot College, H ayw ard, 16-18 
February

1 R. Rodriguez (PI) +  16 =8 =4 +  10 +2 +3 5
2 W. Browne +9 +7 =3 +8 -1 +5 44
3 L. Gilden +  11 +  10 =2 +4 +7 -1 44
4 J . Grefe +  12 + 17 =  1 -3 =8 + 10 4

34: 5 P. Cleghorn, 6 R . Fauber, 7 C. Jones, 8 B. Siff, 9 D. W ate rm an , 3: 10 C. 
Barnes, 11 N. de F irm ian; 24; 12 G. Rey, 13 R . Kelson, 14 C. K ull, 1 5 J . Ely; 
14: 16 E. Syrett; 1: 17J. S tone; 0 : 18 A. G reenstein, 1 9 R .d e  W itt, 20 P. Nielson
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Lone Pine. Louis D. S tatham  M asters-Plus, 24—30 M arch
1 W. Browne G 2530 +  19 +36 -13 +27 +  15 +4 +3 6
2 P. Benko G 2530 =28 +30 +51 =  18 =9 +  13 +8 54
3 J .  Grefe (2484) +29 +53 =7 +  13 +6 +  12 -1 54
4 L. Evans G 2535 +21 =27 +50 +7 =  12 -1 +  18 5
5 J .  K aplan I 2455 =48 =38 +44 +41 =  18 =22 +20 5
6 K . Commons 2410 +43 +  17 +8 =  12 -3 =  18 +22 5
7 A. K arklins (2400) +44 +  10 =3 -4 =  19 +38 +12 5
8 F. G heorghiu G 2550 +47 +41 -6 +36 =  13 +9 -2 44
9 L. G ilden (2411) =32 +31 =  11 +40 =2 -8 +29 44

10 J .  Jacobs +26 -7 =35 +50 +  16 =  19 =  17 44
11 N. W einstein +20 =51 =9 =19 -22 =32 +38 4
12 A. Bisguier G 2420 +22 +33 +40 =6 =4 -3 -7 4
13 R. Rodriguez 2410 +37 +49 +  1 -3 =8 -2 =  19 4
14 P. Biyiasas I 2420 =31 -5 0 =30 =45 +48 +34 =21 4
15 A. Saidy I 2430 +42 =  18 =27 +33 -1 =21 =23 4
16 L. Levy 2345 -4 9 =23 +42 +34 -1 0 =25 +40 4
17 F. T hornally +52 -6 =34 +31 =38 =23 =  10 4
18 L. K aufm an 2400 +46 =  15 +48 =2 =5 =6 -4 4
19 E. M artinovsky -1 +45 +46 =  11 =7 =  10 =  13 4
20 T . T aylor -11 =52 =31 +44 +24 +26 -5 4
21 A. Denker I 2270 -4 -2 4 +43 +49 +35 =  15 =  14 4
22 A. Dake I -12 =39 +52 +25 +  11 =5 -6 4
23 W. G oichberg -36 =  16 +28 =35 +41 =  17 =  15 4
24 C. Barnes -27 +21 -41 +46 -20 +37 +36 4
25 L. Lengyel G 2450 =30 =48 =32 -22 =42 = 16 +43 34
26 L. Christiansen -1 0 +43 =38 =32 +37 -2 0 =31 34
27: R. Ervin +24 =4 =15 -1 -33 +50 =32 34
28 M. Diesen =2 -4 0 -23 =48 =44 +45 +46 34
29 D. W aterm an -3 -3 4 +39 =30 +45 +33 -9 34

30 R. Gross =25 -2 =  14 =29 +40 =36 =33 34

31 W. D obrich =  14 -9 =20 -12 +52 +35 =26 34

32 J .  Loftsson =9 =42 =25 =26 =36 =11 =27 34
33 J .  Berry +35 -1 2 +53 -15 +27 -29 =30 34

34 K . Nelson -53 +29 =  17 -16 +50 -14 +41 34

3: 35 E. Formanek,. 36 C. Brasket, 37 R. Fauber, 38 R. Newbold, 39 K.
Fitzgerald, 40 N. M affeo; 24:41 D. Strauss, 42 J .  Stone, 43 R . Burns, 44 J . Bur- 
stow, 45 E. Winslow, 46 D. K rystall; 2: 47 D. Sutherland, 48 C. Jones, 49 J . 
Frankie, 50 P. C leghorn; 14: 51 K. Frey, 52 V. Pupols; 1: 53 E. Celerio. (average 
rating 2350 USCF)

N ational H igh School C h, New York 19-21 April
1 M. R ohde 74; 2-6  P. Jacklyn, E. Babinski, R. Sutton, R . Henley, P. Clarke 7; 
7-10 J .  Fedorowicz, P. W inston, M. L au, M. Carlson 64; . . .  479 players, 8 
round Swiss.
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8th National O pen, Las Vegas 17—22 M arch

1 A. Bisguier +  106 +68 +  18 +27 +08 +09 =02 =04 7
2 N. Weinstein + 164 +  130 -1 5 + 174 +21 +07 =01 +29 7
3 E. Celorio +223 +201 -35 +46 +64 +  15 +53 +  14 7
4 F. Gheorghiu (R) + 145 +70 +39 =28 +21 =05 +25 =01 64
5 P. Biyiasas (CDN) +78 +  100 +91 +33 =07 =04 =  11 +34 64
6 K. Frey (M EX ) + 152 +56 +43 =  13 +89 +  17 =  10 =08 64
7 A. Denker +  160 +65 +57 + 17 =05 -02 +88 +37 64
8 E. Martinovsky +236 +62 +36 +41 -01 +91 +55 =06 64
9 R. Rodriguez (PI) +260 +79 +53 +24 +  127 -01 =33 +42 64

10 J . Grefe +  184 +  136 =37 +54 =11 +34 =06 +33 64
11 J . Jacobs +278 +  131 +92 + 125 =  10 =20 =05 +36 64
12 R. Ervin -69 +274 +245 +65 +57 +89 =26 +38 64
20 J .  K aplan (PR) +297 +  111 =  174 +  134 +37 =  11 -2 9 +53 6
31 L. Lengyel (H) + 178 +  141 = 2 2 =88 =67 +  126 +  19 =27 6

6 : 13-32: 13 D. Berry, 14 L. Levy, 15 R . Dean, 16 E. Bone, 17 G. Rey, 18 W. 
Abbott, 19 P. H einrich, 21 J . F riedm an, 22 O. Shapiro, 23 L. K aufm an, 24 J . 
W atson, 25 J . Loftson, 26 J . Berry, 27 J .  H anken, 28 J .  Stone, 29 M. Diesen, 30
L. Blonarovych, 32 V. Pupols.

33 J . Dunning, 34 R. Rowley, 35 M. Dalesio, 36 R . Shean, 37 R . Gabrielson, 
38 J .  U lrich, 39 D. Babcock, 41 M. Leidner, 42 S. Lucas, 43 D r B, M arkov, 46
K. Babcock, 53 R. Fasano, 54 B. Holmes, 55 R . Lucia, 56 J . W illiams, 57 K. 
Jones, 62 R . Cotton, 64 D, Reents, 65 F, M ercz, 67 D. G ollub, 68 J .  K elly, 69 
G. Lorencis, 70 I. T aylor, 78 F. Frilling, 79 T . Alston, 88 C. Carlson, 89 J .  
Harkins, 91 D. Fried, 92 R. Stetson, 100 B. N ethercot, 106 B. Snead, 111 L. 
Strong, 125 D. Barnett, 126 W. Robinson, 127 W. S. Browne (w ithdrew  w ith 
4 /6 ) , 130 A. K raus, 131 T. H artw ell, 134 S. R ubin , 136 S. Geller, 141 G. 
Koelsche, 145 D. H uffm an, 152 W. W inters, 160J. W urm , 164 T . Edw ards, 174
M. Wilkerson, 178 F. Frilling, 184 A. Anderson, 201 B. Beard, 223 C. Barton, 
236 R. Swanson, 245 J .  M onaco, 260 N. Johnson, 274 P. O tt, 278 Jo h n  
R ukavina, 297 W. M ore; . . .  301 players, 8 round Swiss.

W om en’s Ch, St. Petersburg, Florida 27 A pril-12  M ay
1 M ona K arff 8; 2 R . H aring 74; 3 G. Gresser 7; . . . 11 players.

2nd Paul Masson American Class Ch, Saratoga 25-27 M ay

1 P, Biyiasas (CDN) + 14 +21 +09 =02 =03 +06 5
2 W, Browne +30 +  19 +  13 =01 =06 =05 44
3 J .  Grefe =23 +39 = 10 + 11 =01 +08 44
4 R. Ervin + 15 = 10 +23 =07 =09 +  12 44
5 D. W aterm an +32 +25 +22 -06 +21 =02 44
4: 6-11 : 6 K. Commons, 7 P. Cleghorn, 8 J .  M cCorm ick, 9 J .  G utierrez, 10 V. 
Pupols, 11 L. H ughes; 34: 12-17: 12 M. M acD onald-Ross (E N G ), 13 B. Siff, 
14 T. Dorsch, 15 D. Burkhard, 16 L. Stefurak, 17 J .  Farw ell; . . .  19 K. Nelson, 
21 A. Suhobeck, 22 Z. Baroudi, 23 D. K rystail, 25 S. Lucas, 30 E. Alsasua, 32 
Dr I. Pohl, 39 M. Ewell; . . .  43 players, 6 round Swiss.
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25 June-1  Ju ly
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1 Peter Winston X 4 4 1 1 1 4 1 54
2 L arry Christiansen 4 X 1 4 4 1 1 1 54
3 Jo h n  Frankie 4 0 X 1 0 0 1 1 34
4 M ark Diesen 0 4 0 X 1 0 1 4 3
5 David Berry 0 4 1 0 X 1 0 4 3
6 David Striker 0 0 1 1 0 X 1 0 3
7 Craig Barnes 4 0 0 0 1 0 X 1 24
8 M ichael Pastor 0 0 0 4 4 1 0 X 2

2nd W orld O pen, New York 3-7 Ju ly
1 B. Larsen (D K) 84; 2 W. Browne 8; 3-5  J .  Peters, L. W illiams (CD N), M. 
Boskovic 74; 6-15 A. Bisguier, J .  Speelman (EN G ), E. Celorio, J . G utierrez 
(C O L), P. Brandts, C. Barnes, L. Balmazi, J . Meyer, R. Lardizabal, S. Barry 7; 
. . . 793 players, 9 round Swiss.

75th U.S. O pen C h, New York
1 V . H ort (C Z ) + 2 3 3  + 2 5 7  + 9 3  + 5 0  + 2 6
2 P. B en k o  + 3 2 1  + 3 3 2  + 8 1  + 7 4  + 4 3
3 H . B o h m ( N L )  + 3 3 4  +  150 + 8 0  + 5 6  = 0 4
4  A . B isgu ier  + 1 9 3  + 9 4  + 3 6 + 1 0 9  = 0 3
5 W . L o m b a r d y  + 2 3 6 + 2 3 7  = 2 7  + 5 2  = 3 4
6  J .  T im m a n  ( N L ) + 4 1 8 + 2 9 0  +  153 = 8 5 + 1 2 6
7 S . R e sh e v sk y  + 1 6 1 + 2 2 9  + 5 7  + 7 2  + 1 4

24  K a p la n  (P R ) + 1 9 7 = 1 2 9  + 6 7  + 9 8  = 41
31 L . E v a n s + 4 8 2 + 2 8 4 = 4 5 0 = 3 8 6  + 8 3

+ 0 2  = 0 7  = 2 2  + 2 1  
- 0 1 + 1 0 7  - 0 3  + 7 3  
+ 2 5  = 4 5  + 0 2  = 0 6  
+ 4 9  = 4 4  + 7 5  = 2 2  
= 4 2  + 8 0  + 1 6  + 7 2  
- 4 4 + 2 8 0  + 1 3  = 0 3  
= 2 3  = 0 1  + 4 2  = 4 5  
+ 8 5  = 1 3  = 2 3  + 7 6  
= 3 7 = 1 2 2  =  124 + 5 2

1 1 - 1 3  A u g u s t  

= 0 5  = 0 4  + 0 3  10 
+ 2 6  + 2 3  + 1 7  10 
+ 0 7  + 2 2  -0 1  9*
+ 4 1  = 0 1  = 0 5  94  
= 0 1  + 4 5  = 0 4  94  
= 4 3  + 7 5  + 2 2  94  
- 0 3  + 3 3  = 0 9  9 
+ 4 4  - 1 7  = 1 5  84 
+ 3 2  - 0 8  + 8 6  84

9: 7—20: 8 M . Yoffie, 9 Jo h n  Jacobs, 10 A. Deutsch, 11 K . Commons, 12 J .  Peters, 
13 M. Boskovic, 14 T . W ozney, 15 M, R ohde, 16 J . Tisdall, 17 D. Kopec, 18 T. 
T aylor, 19 R . Zweibel, 20 L. C hristiansen; 84: 21—39: 21 C. Chellstorp, 22 E. 
M eyer, 23 Jo n  Jacobs, 25 E. Form anek, 26 F. Thornally , 27 K. R egan, 28 C. 
Koplik, 29 R. Rodriguez (P I), 30J. W atson, 32 A. Hoffm ann, 33 L. Levy, 34J. 
H anken, 35 B. Altschuler, 36 B. V an Dyk (N L), 37 J . A. H udson, 38 N. Ocipoff, 
39 E. D iedrich; 8 : 40-71: 40 N. W einstein, 41 W / Hook, 42 J . Meyer, 43 E. 
Celorio, 44 H. Seidm an, 45 L. G ilden, 46 E. Farkas, 47 R. Betza, 48 R. Burns, 
49 S. Goregliad, 50 J . Bolton, 51 J .  D urao (PO R T ), 52 J . Harkins, 53 J . 
Fedorowicz, 54 M. G oodall, 55 B. Hulse, 56 L. Karell, 57 D. Strenzwilk, 58 C. 
Carlson, 59 D r G. Proll, 60 M. G reen, 61 F. Wilson, 62 L. G avora, 63 Dr M. 
Finkelstein, 64 F. Preisinger, 65 R . Felt, 66 E. Lorenzo, 67 L. Schm idt, 68 Y. 
Seirawan, 69 V. R yznar, 70 D. Shapiro, 71 Y. B uchm an; . . .  72 E. Bone, 73 D. 
Pader, 74 S. Barry, 75 P. Brandts, 76 J .  T am argo, 79 S. W eeram antry (EN G ), 
80 B. G old, 81 J .  R agan, 83 B. Fuchs, 85 L. Balmazi, 86 L. Braun, 93 T . Nelson, 
94 G. Shure, 98 B. Leverett, 107 L. Abrams, 109 A. Bingam an, 122 E. Vano, 
124 D. Ball, 126 P. H einrich, 129 D. C handler, 150 E. Scher, 153 G. Form an, 
161 M. L eG rand, 193 W. H atcher, 197 E. Schreiber, 229 I. R om anenko, 233 J . 
K earns, 236 T . Jenkins, 237 E. Schiller, 257 P. Grey, 280 V. G uala, 284 M. 
M erado, 290 P. Simonds, 321 P. V an Linden Tol, 332 R. G lickm an, 334 C. 
M ainculf, 386 K. Thom as, 418 M. G raber, 450 S. Feinberg, 482 W. Foote; . . . 
543 players, 12 round Swiss.
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Championship—-Chicago 13July—1 August

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4
1 Browne X 4 4 4 1 1 1 f 4 4 1 4 4 1 94
2 Benko 4 X 1 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 8
3 Evans 4 0 X 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 1 4 8
4 Saidy 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 0 4 4 4 1 1 1 74
5 Reshevsky 0 4 4 4 X 4 1 1 0 4 4 0 1 1 7
6 Bisguier 0 4 4 4 4 X 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 7
7 Grefe 0 4 4 4 0 4 X 4 1 4 4 1 4 1 7
8 RogofT 0 4 0 1 0 4 4 X 4 1 4 1 4 1 7
9 N. Weinstein { 4 4 4 1 4 0 4 X 4 4 0 0 1 6

10 Zuckerm an 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 0 4 X 4 0 1 0 54
11 Soltis 0 4 0 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 X 1 4 0 54
12 Commons 4 0 0 0 1 4 0 0 1 1 0 X 1 0 5
13 Karklins 4 4 0 0 0 0 4 4 1 0 4 0 X 1 44
14 Gilden 0 0 4 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 X 34

USSR
W om en’s Ch, Tbilisi 16 December 1973— 14January  1974
1 Gaprindashvili 14 (+11 =6 -2 ) ;  2 M. Shul 134; 3 N. M edyanikova 13; 4 V. 
Kozlovskaya 12; 5—7 A. Grinfeld, K, Zvorikina, L. Lyubarskaya 104; . . .  20 
players.

Schoolboy Ch, Tallinn, J a n u a ry : L. Zaid 74/9 .

Schoolgirl C h: A. Akhsharum ova 8 /9 .

Young Masters Ch, Cheliabinsk 25 Jan u ary -1 5  February

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 V. K upreichik X 1 4 1 1 0 1 1 1 0 4 4 1 4 1 4 104
2 S. Palatnik 0 X 4 1 4 4 1 4 1 1 4 0 1 1 1 1 104
3 O. Romanishin 4 4 X 0 0 1 1 0 1 4 1 1 4 4 1 1 94
4 A. Belyavsky 0 0 1 X 4 1 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 4 4 4 9
5 Y. Anikayev 0 4 1 4 X 1 0 0 1 4 4 4 4 1 4 4 8
6 A. Kochiev 1 4 0 0 0 X 4 4 4 4 0 1 4 1 4 1 74
7 E. Sveshnikov 0 0 0 0 1 4 X 4 0 1 1 4 4 4 1 1 74
8 G. Timoshenko 0 4 1 0 1 4 4 X 0 4 4 4 1 4 1 0 74
9 E. U bilava 0 0 0 1 0 4 1 1 X 1 4 0 4 4 1 4 74

10 A. Panchenko 1 0 4 0 4 4 0 4 0 X 1 4 4 1 0 1 7
11 A. M achulsky 4 4 0 1 4 1 0 4 4 0 X 1 0 0 4 4 64
12 M. Shereshevsky i 1 0 0 4 0 4 4 1 4 0 X 4 4 4 4 64
13 I. Dorfman 0 0 4 0 4 4 4 0 4 4 1 4 X 4 4 4 6
14 A. M ikhailchishin 4 0 4 4 0 0 4 4 4 0 1 4 4 X 4 4 6
15 M. M ukhin 0 0 0 4 4 4 0 0 0 1 4 4 4 4 X 1 54
16 A. Petrosian 4 0 0 4 4' 0 0 1 4 0 4 4 4 4 0 X 5

Leningrad C ham pionship 17 Ja n u a ry -9  February
1 K arasev 104; 2 Shashin 10; 3 Lukin 94; . . . 16 players.



National Events 159

Moscow Cham pionship January -F eb ruary
1 B. Gulko x + 1 + 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 + 1 1 1 13+
2 Y. Balashov + x l  + l l  + l + l + l l l l  + 12

3—4 S. Sokolov, V. Kozlov 9+; 5—7 V. Baikov, S. M akarichev, S. Sheshelian 8+; 
8 A. Kremenetsky 8; 9 M. Tseitlin 7; 10 V. M uratov 6+; 11 R, Kimelfeld 6; 
12-13 A. Volovich, V .Fedorov5+ ; 14 A. Pismenny 4+; 15—16 A. Bikhovsky, 
A. U tyatsky 3+

K O  C up, Moscow 1-13 February
+-finals: R anniku 3+ Semenova +; C hiburdanidze 3+ Zvorikina +. Final Ran- 
niku 2+ C hiburdanidze 1 + . 3rd place m atch Zvorikina 3+ Semenova +.

‘A vangard’ (K iev)—Latvia 6+—11 +
1 K ogan 0+ T al l i ;  2 Rom anishin 1+ Gipslis 0+; . . . 9 boards.

31st Latvian C h, R iga
1—2 V. K irpichnikov, Y. Petkevich 11 +; 3 L. G utm an 11; 4-6  . . . Gipslis 9+;
16 players.

30th R SFSR  C h, T u la  2-25 April
1 N. Rashkovsky 10; 2-4  Y. Anikayev, A. Suetin, L. Tolonen 9 + ; . . . 16 players.

33rd U kraine Ch
1 L. A lburt 10; 2-3 K. Lerner, V. Peresipkin 9+; . . . 58 players, 13 round Swiss. 

U zbekhistan Ch
1 L. G rigorian 9+; . . . 15 players.

Moscow Team  Ch 2—23 April
(T. Petrosian, Y. Balashov, L. Shamkovich, Y. Averbakh, B. Gulko, D. 
Bronstein, A. Lein, K . G rigorian).

Pioneer tournam ent, Moscow
1 Leningrad (Taim anov 28+) 42+; 2 Moscow (Averbakh 25+) 34; 3 Cher- 
novitsky (K uzm in 27) 34; 4 Riga (Tal 29) 33+; 5 Cheliabinsk (Polugayevsky
29+) 33; 6 Baku (Bagirov 27) 33. Team s o f 7 juniors and a grandm aster ‘Cap-
ta in ’. Each captain played 7 board clock simuls against every team except their
own.

W orld Ju n io r Selection, Lvov 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

8-26 April 

8
1 A. Kochiev xx ++ 1 0 + + + 1 1 1 1 1 + 1 10
2 A. Bikhovsky ++ x x + 1 ++ 1 + ++ 1 0 + + 8
3 L. Zaid 0 1 + 0 X X 0 1 + 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 8
4 A. M ikhailchishin ++ ++ 1 0 X X 1 + 0 1 0 + + + 7
5 A. M achulsky + 0 0 + + 0 0 + X X 1 1 0 + 1 1 

1 0
6+

6 V. Chekhov 0 0 ++ 0 1 1 0 0 0 X X 11 6
7 A. Ivanov 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 + 1 + 0 0 X X + 1 5+
8 G. Agzamov + 0 ++ 1 0 ++ 0 0 0 1 + 0 X X 5
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34th Georgian Ch
1-2 Gurgenidze, Georgadze 74; . . .  34 players, 9 round Swiss.

Y ui maia teams
1 U kraine 21 ,2  Georgia 184, 3 Latvia 144. 9 boards, 2 rounds. (Belyavsky, G ufeld). 

Parnu
1 V. Didishko 94; 2-3 Y. Petkevich, S. Yuferov 9 ; 4-5  I. K ivlan, M . T aim anov 
8; . . .  14 players.

‘Spartak’ Team  Ch
(T. Petrosian, R. V aganian, A. Lein).

USSR Team  C up, Moscow 20 A ugust-2 Septem ber
1 ‘Burevestnik’ 484 /81 ; . . . 10 teams, 9 boards.

Board 1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3
1 M. Tal X 1 4 1 4 4 1 4 4 1 . 64
2 V. Tseshkovsky 0 X 1 1 4 1 1 0 4 . 1 6
3 E. Geller . 0 X 1 4 4 1 . 4 1 . 4 5 /8
4 V. Smyslov 4 0 0 X 4 1 4 1 1 1 . 54
5 T . Petrosian 0 4 4 4 X 1 4 4 4 1 . 5
6 G. K uzmin 4 0 4 0 0 X 4 4 1 1 . 4
7 B. Spassky 4 0 0 4 4 4 X 4 4 1 . 4
8 D. Bronstein 0 1 • 0 4 4 4 X 4 4 . 3 4 /8
9 Y. Averbakh 4 4 4 0 4 0 4 4 X 0 . 3

10 V. Chebanenko 4 . 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 x . 2/8

11 E. Gufeld, 12 B. Itkis, 13 B. Gurgenidze
Board 2: Polugayevsky 7 /9 , Taim anov 4 4 /7 , V. Savon 5 /8 , Belyavsky 4 /9 , R . 
V aganian 34 /8 , . . .
Board 3: O. Romanishin 6 /9 , Y. Balashov 4 /7 , A. Lein 3 /7 , V. T ukm akov 2 4 /
6 , . . .

Board 4: B. Gulko 5 /8 , K . G rigorian 34 /6 , . . .

Estonian Ch
1 I. Nei 10; . . .  14 players.

42nd USSR Ch Qualifying tourney, Daugavpils 10-30 Ju ly

1 B. G u lk o  = 6 1  + 1 8
2 V . K u p re ich ik  + 2 4  = 1 8

3 A . B elyavsk y  = 3 4  = 0 4
4  V . Z h u r a v le v  = 0 6  = 0 3
5 K . L erner + 5 3  + 3 9
6  L . A lb u rt = 0 4  = 3 8
7 Y . B a la sh ov  + 4 6  = 11
8 I. N e i = 2 7  - 5 7
9  O . R o m a n ish in  + 5 6  = 2 3

+ 3 0  + 4 2  = 0 4  + 2 2  = 0 3  + 0 7  + 0 5  + 0 2  = 0 9  = 1 2  = 0 8  10 
+ 2 3  + 3 1  = 2 2  - 0 7  + 3 0  = 0 4  + 1 2  - 0 1  + 0 6  + 0 3  = 0 9  9
+ 3 8  + 1 8  + 3 2  + 4 2  = 0 1  = 0 9  + 0 6  = 1 0  + 2 7  - 0 2  = 0 5  9
+ 3 6  + 5 3  = 0 1  = 2 7  + 2 6  = 0 2  = 0 9  + 0 5  + 1 0  = 1 7  = 1 2  9
- 4 2  = 5 7  + 3 1  = 0 8  + 2 8  + 1 0  - 0 1  - 0 4  + 2 0  + 2 4  = 0 3  84
+ 3 9  = 2 6  +1,4 + 5 4  = 0 7  + 3 2  - 0 3  + 3 3  - 0 2  = 0 9  + 1 7  84
= 0 9  = 1 6  + 1 3  + 0 2  = 0 6  -0 1  = 2 7  = 1 7  = 0 8  + 2 6  + 1 4  84
+ 4 9  + 2 1  = 4 6  = 0 5  = 2 9  + 2 3  + 2 5  = 1 2  = 0 7  + 3 4  = 0 1  84
= 0 7  + 2 4  = 2 6  = 1 2  + 4 2  = 0 3  = 0 4  + 2 5  = 0 1  = 0 6  = 0 2  84
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8: 10 E. M ochalov, 11 V. Karasev, 12 V. Zhidkov; 7 k : 13 B. Gurgenidze, 14 V. 
Peresipkin, 15 N. Z ilberm an, 16 V. Osnos, 17 A. K uindzhi, 18 S. Palatnik, 19 
A. Gipslis, 20 Y. Petkevich; 7: 21 V. Vorotnikov, 22 A. Kakageldiev, 23 A. 
Suetin, 24 M. M ukhin, 25 A. Shashin, 26 A. Panchenko, 27 V. Bagirov, 28 R. 
Pelts, 29 I. P latonov; 6k: 30 A. Lukin, 31 V. Zilberstein, 32 E. Sveshnikov, 33
L. G utm an, 34 S. M akarichev, 35 L. Zaid, 36 A. Kochiev, 37 S. Begun, 38 B. 
K ogan; 6: 39 V. Kozlov (Moscow), 40 E. U bilava, 41 L. G rigorian; 5k: 42 B. 
K atalim ov, 43 A. Kremenetsky, 44 A. M orgulev, 45 S. Sokolov, 46 V. Kozlov 
(L eningrad), 47 I. Zaitsev, 48 T . Georgadze, 49 Y. Anikayev, 50 V. Antoshin, 
51 M. R uderfer, 52 A. Petrosian; 5: 53 V. Baikov, 54 Y. M urei, 55 F. Sideif- 
Zade, 56 A. V oorem aa, 57 A. Lutikov, 58 N. Popov, 59 V. K irpichnikov, 60 A. 
Buslayev; 4: 61 R . K lim avichus; 3k: 62 L. T olonen; 2k: 63 S. Lputian, 64 P. 
Slutsky.

Armed Forces C h, Vilnius 6—25 Ju ly
1-2 Podgayets, Tim oshenko 9; . . .  14 players.

Leningrad Spartakiad (M . Taim anov 5k /6 , A. Kochiev 6 /7 ).

R iga-T allinn-V iln ius
T allinn  (1 Nei) 12, R iga (1 Y. K lovan) 10k, Vilnius (1 D. Lapienis) 7k. 10 
board matches.

C ham pionship— 1st Leagiue, Odessa 12 October--10 November

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1 R om anishin X k 0 k k 1 1 1 1 k 0 1 k 1 1 k 1 1 12
2 Dvoretsky k X 1 0 k 1 k k 1 k k 0 1 k 1 k k 1 10k
3 K upreichik 1 0 X 0 k k 0 1 k 0 1 1 k 1 1 k 1 1 10k
4 Tseshkovsky k 1 1 X k k 1 1 k k k 1 k 0 k 1 0 k 10k
5 Balashov k k k k X k k 0 0 k 1 k k 1 1 1 k 1 10
6 Smyslov 0 0 k k k X k k 1 k 0 k 1 1 1 1 k 1 10
7 A lburt 0 k 1 0 k k X k k k 1 0 0 1 1 k 1 1 9k
8 Belyavsky 0 k 0 0 1 k k X 1 k k k 1 0 0 1 1 1 9
9 Klovan 0 0 k k 1 0 k 0 X 1 k k 1 k 1 1 k k 9

10 Lerner k k 1 k k k k k 0 X k k 1 1 0 k k k 9
11 Savon 1 k 0 k 0 1 0 k k k X k 1 k k k k 1 9
12 Rashkovsky 0 1 0 0 k k 1 k k k k X k k k k k k 8
13 Bronstein k 0 k k k 0 1 0 0 0 0 k X 1 1 1 k 0 7
14 V. Zhuravlev 0 k 0 1 0 0 0 1 k 0 k k 0 X k 1 1 k 7
15 Averkin 0 0 0 k 0 0 0 1 0 1 k k 0 k X k k 1 6
16 R azuvayev k k k 0 0 0 k 0 0 k k k 0 0 k X 1 1 6
17 Tukm akov 0 k 0 1 k k 0 0 k k k k k 0 k 0 X k 6
18 Podgayets 0 0 0 k 0 0 0 0 k k 0 k 1 k 0 0 k X 4
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Championship— Premier League, Leningrad 30 November-26 December

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Belyavsky X 1 1 0 1 3 3 3 1 0 1 3 3 3 3 1 93
2 T al . 0 X 3 0 3 1 3 1 3 3 1 3 3 1 1 1 93
3 V aganian 0 3 X 3 3 3 0 1 1 3 0 3 1 1 1 1 9
4 Polugayevsky 1 1 3 X 3 3 0 3 3 1 3 3 0 3 1 1 9
5 Alburt 0 3 3 3 X 3 3 3 3 1 3 1 3 3 1 8 i
6 Dvoretsky 3 0 3 3 3 X 3 3 3 1 3 3 3 1 3 1 83
7 Romanishin 3 3 1 1 3 3 X 0 3 0 3 1 3 1 0 1 83
8 Balashov 3 0 0 3 3 3 1 X 3 3 3 3 1 3 3 1 8
9 Kuzmin 0 3 0 3 3 3 3 3 X 3 3 3 3 1 3 1 73

10 Vasyukov 1 3 3 0 0 0 1 3 3 X 1 1 3 0 3 0 7
11 Tseshkovsky 0 0 1 3 3 3 3 3 3 0 X 3 1 0 3 1 7
12 Savon 3. 3 3 3 3 3 0 3 3 0 3 X 3 3 1 0 63
13 K. Grigorian 3 3 0 1 0 3 3 0 3 3 0 3 X 3 1 0 6
14 Gulko 3 0 0 3 3 0 0 3 0 1 1 3 3 X 0 1 6
15 Taim anov 3 0 0 0 3 3 1 3 3 3 3 0 0 1 X 3 6
16 Kupreichik 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 3 X 33

Wales
C ham pion: A. H. Williams 

Yugoslavia
W om en’s C h: 1—2 Pihajlic, Markovic 131; . . .  18 players.
Serbian Open C h: Raicevic.
Sarajevo Club C h: 1 M estrovic 10; 2 Bogdanovic 93; . . . 12 players. 
‘N apredak’ Belgrade: 1 Raicevic 103; 2 Messing 10; 3 M. Knezevic 83; 4-5  
Janosevic, M arjanovic 8; 6-7 K araklajic, D. Knezevic 73; . . . 14 players. 
Vukovic Memorial, Belgrade: 1 Sahovic 73; 2 M artinovic 7; 3-5 R. Sim ic, 
Messing, K rnic 63.

Sarajevo Open 1-4 April
1 V. Arapovic 9; 2-8 M. Matulovic, Z. Mestrovic, D. M inic, M, Vukic, Z. 
Busagid, V. Bukal, R. Simic 83; 9-10 E. Bukid, V. Nikolid 8; 11—17 N. Padevsky 
(BG), N. Kirov (BG), H. Messing, M. Knezevic, E. Cekro, M. Mehmedovic, M. 
Osmanagic 73; . .  . D. Janosevic, R. Bogdanovic, J .  Pribyl (CZ) 7 ; . . .  155 
players, 11 round Swiss.
Team  Cham pionship
1 Partizan 63 /90 ; . . .  9 teams, 10 boards.
Partizan: Gligoric, Ivkov, M atulovic, Velimirqvic, K araklajic, R aicevic; J :  
M arjanovic, M ilovanovic; W \ Pihajlic, M erlini.

Jun io r C h: 1 Barlov 11; 2 Cabrilo 103; . . .  16 players.

Pristina O ctober
1 Ivanovic 103; 2 Farago (H) 9; 3-4 Tringov (BG), Padevsky (BG) 8; 5 Barle 
73; 6-7 Masic, Gulevic 7; 8-9 Bujupi, Ciric 63; 10 M inic 53; 11 G asic; 12-13 
Pojedziniec (PL), Prum ev (BG) 4.



Championship— Porec

1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Vukic X 1 4 4 1 1
2 R ukavina 0 X 4 4 4 1
3 Bukic 4 4 X 4 4 4
4 Sahovic 4 4 4 X 4 4
5 Nemet 0 4 4 4 X 4
6 Nicevski 0 0 4 4 4 X

7 Joksic 4 4 0 4 4 4
8 Rajkovic 4 4 4 4 4 4
9 Sokolov 0 4 4 4 1 4

10 Cvetkovic 0 0 4 0 0 0
11 Zivkovic 0 0 4 0 4 1
12 Jelen 4 4 4 0 1 4
13 Buljovcic 4 4 4 1 0 4
14 M estrovic 0 4 4 0 0 0
15 Papier 4 4 0 0 4 0
16 Vulevic 1 0 4 0 0 0
17 Kizov 4 4 0 4 0 0
18 Ivanovic 0 0 0 1 0 0

1 2 3 4
1 M inic X 4 1 4
2 Vukic 4 X 4 4
3 Janosevic 0 4 X 4
4 R. Simic 4 4 4 X

5 Kovacevic 4 0 1 4
6 H ulak 0 4 4 4
7 Damjanovic 4 4 4 4
8 Ledic 4 0 4 4
9 Bertok 4 4 0 4

10 Tom ic 0 0 0 4
11 Susa 0 0 0 4
12 Jovanovac 0 0 0 0
13 Jakic 0 4 0 0
14 Zivkovic 0 0 0 0
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8 February-1 M arch

8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
4 1 1 1 4 4 1 4 0 4 1 12
4 4 1 1 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 104
4 4 4 4 4 4 4 1 4 1 1 104
4 4 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 4 0 104
4 0 1 4 0 1 1 4 ’ 1 1 1 10
4 4 1 0 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 10
4 4 4 4 4 0 1 1 4 1 1 94
X 4 4 4 4 0 1 1 4 4 4 9
4 X 4 4 4 4 4 4 0 1 4 84
4 4 X 4 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 84
4 4 4 X 1 4 4 1 4 4 4 84
4 4 0 0 X J 4 4 4 4 4 8
1 4 0 4 0 X 0 0 4 0 1 74
0 4 0 4 4 1 X 4 1 1 1 7
0 4 1 0 4 1 4 X 1 4 0 64
4 1 0 4 4 4 0 0 X 1 0 6
4 0 0 4 4 1 0 4 0 X 1 54
4 4 0 4 4 0 0 1 1 0 X 5

6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4
1 4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 10
4 4 1 1 1 1 4 1 94
4 4 4 1 1 1 1 1 1 84
4 4 4 4 4 4 1 1 1 8

4 4 4 4 4 1 1 4 1 8

X 4 4 1 4 4 1 1 1 8

4 X 4 4 0 1 4 4 1 7

4 4 X 4 4 1 4 1 4 7

0 4 4 X 4 4 1 1 1 7

4 1 4 4 X 4 4 1 1 64
4 0 0 4 4 X 4 1 1 4 4

0 4 4 0 4 4 X 4 1 34
0 4 0 0 0 0 4 X 0 2

0 0 4 0 0 0 0 1 X 14

7
*
*
1
4
4
4
x
4
4
4
4
4
1
0
0
4
0
0

5
4
1
0
4
x
*
4
4
4
4
0
0
4
0
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10 SO M E O PEN IN G S IN 1974
R. G. W A D E  I M

W hen, in exam ining the annotations to a game, I find that the opening notes 
have been ‘lifted’ from the Yugoslav publication Chess Infomer, I feel annoyed 
and frustrated. In  common w ith lots o f other am bitious players I have in
vestigated in volumes o f these and the English produced The Chess Player. I w'ant 
the annotator to tell me something new or something that was in his mind if he 
was one o f the players. I do not w ant a simple re-hash.

Therefore, in assembling a small selection of opening changes in 1974, I 
resolutely have kept these lazy annotators’ aids shut. T he principal influence on 
opening ideas during 1974 must have stemmed from the candidate matches. We 
rem em ber K arpov-Polugayevsky for its 6 JLe2 games against the Sicilian Naj- 
do rf and its M ain Line N im zo-Indians. R obert Byrne played 6 g4 twice against 
Spassky’s Sicilians and twice defended the Sicilian Najdorf. Korchnoi—Mecking 
had an unusually wide range o f openings for such a m atch with Mecking show
ing to greater advantage. Ten different openings emerged from the thirteen 
gam e contest between Petrosian and Portisch. K arpov dem onstrated a natural 
affinity with the C aro -K ann  Defence in his m atch with Spassky. K orchnoi ex
tended his use o f the English 1 c4 £>f6 2 £>c3 e6 3 £>f3 b6 4 e4 against Petrosian 
into the final m atch w ith K arpov, in which he safely defended T arrasch’s 
V ariation o f the French Defence 1 e4 e6 2 d4 d5 3 £sd2 with 3 . . . c5 seven times. 
Yet, despite these and K orchnoi’s contributions to the Q ueen’s Indian Defence 
in this m atch w ith K arpov, I would not be surprised if the chess laym an was 
only impressed by the whopping defeat sustained by the Sicilian Dragon in 
gam e two.

S IC IL IA N  D R A G O N

Theoretically the D ragon continues to 
stand up to the problems and shocks 
that it constantly seems to meet. But 
its results must strongly favour the 
white side. Following the moves 1 e4 
c5 2 £T3 d6 3 d4 cd 4 £*xd4 £>f6 3 fec3 
g6 6 Ae3 Ag7 7 f3 &c6 8 # d 2  0 -0  9 
Ac4 Ad 7 10 h4 Sc8 11 Ab3 &e5 12 
0 -0 -0  £ic4 (For 12 . . .  h5 13 Ag5 one 
should see the gam e T al-M ista , 
D ubna at the end o f 1973.) 13 A xc4 
E xc4  14 h5 tix h 5  15 g4 £sf6(/)  we 
reach a key position.

K arpov—K orchnoi, 2nd m atch

game, went 16 fede2! # a 5  17 Ah6 
A xh6  18 # x h 6  Sfc8; K orchnoi was 
prepared to meet 19 §d5  which had 
been the subject o f published analysis;
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but against K arpov’s 19 Bd3! 
strengthening the queen’s side he went 
astray immediately with 19 . . . §4c5 
which was punished by 20 g 5 !! 2 x g 5
21 S d5; instead Korchnoi could have 
tried 19 . . . Ae6 20 g5 &h5 21 6 f4  
# e 5 ! 22 £>xh5 gh 23 # x h 5  <3?f3!or 19 
. . . # d 8  20 g5 &h5 21 fcf4 # f8  22 
# x f8 +  S xf8 .

Against 16 £>de2 the game
P laninc-T arjan , BanjaLuka, produced 
16 . . . Se8 17 Ah6 Jlh8 18 e5 £>xg4 
19 fg A xg4 20 ed ed 21 # x d 6  
# x d 6  22 B xd6 .&g7!

M atanovic and Lvkov have few 
decisive results in their meetings in the 
last twenty years, but the year’s 
Yugoslav team cham pionship was one 
of them. They followed Zucker- 
m an-V elim irovic, Vrsac 1973, with 
16 ,fl.h6 &xe4 17 # e3  S xc3  18 be £>f6 
19 A xg7 ®xg7 20 £>e2 Sg8 21 feg3 
<2?h8 and now, instead of 22 'Mrd4, 
M atanovic played 22 g5 when Ivkov’s
22 . . . &h5 23 £>xh5 gh 24 B xh5 Af5 
proved inadequate after 25 # x a 7 ;  
but even 22 . . . £ie8 seems to allow 
W hite prolonged pressure, so Dragon 
fanciers will have to do some more 
work.

SICILIAN NAJDORF

Against the N ajdorf 1 e4 c5 2 fef3 d6 3 
d4 cd 4 ■Lxd4 £}f6 5 4?ic3 a6, as a result 
of K arpov’s handling of it in his 
m atch with Polugayevsky, the move 6 
£i.c2(2) regained some o f its repu ta
tion for setting up solid positions 
against which Black’s forces would be 
dashed unavailingly.

After 6 Ae2 e5 7 &b3 Ae7 8 0 -0  
Ae6 9 f 4 # c 7  10a4£>bd7 11 <3?hl 0-0  
12 Ae3 ef 13 Bxf4 three o f their games 
continued 13 . . .  £>e5 with the 6th 
game of their m atch leading into com
plications after 14 a5! £Td7 15 S fl 
Jlf6 16 &d5 A xd5  17 # x d 5 !?  # x c 2
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which Polugayevsky avoided— per
haps wrongly— in the 8 th ; after 
14 . . . Bfe8 15 A b6 &d7 16 Sa4! 
Sac8 17 Sd4 #c6P! 18 Sd2
(W hat a rook m anoeuvre! W hite now 
threatens £>d4.) W hite had a clear 
bind. Is 12 . . .  b6, twice used by 
Bleiman at Nice, the answer?

After 6 Ae2 e5 7 £ib3 Black’s a lter
native system 7 . . . Ae6 was subjected 
to rough treatm ent after 8 f4 # c7  9 
g 4 !? ef 10 g5! £Td7 11 £ x f4  fcc6 12 
# d 2  in two games; A dorjan-Brow ne, 
Wijk aan Zee, left W hite after 12 . . . 
Ae7 13 0 -0 -0  £>ce5 14 &d4 h6 15 h4 
£)b6 16 fexe6 fe 17 # e3  intending # h 3  
with a clear initiative and Browne suf
fered his only loss in that event; and 
Olafsson gained a notew orthy victory 
as W hite after 12 . . . §d8  13 0 -0 -0  
&de5 14 h4 g6 (14 . . . Ae7!?) 15 h5 
&g7 16 &d5! A xd5  17 ed £>b8 18 Bh3 
against Kavalek at Las Palmas.

Therefore after 6 iie2  it is not sur
prising that N ajdorf fans are in
vestigating alternatives like 6 . . .  
£ibd7 which has begun to acquire 
some popularity. For instance in 
Browne-Ljubojevic, Las Palm as tour
nam ent, after 7 Ae3 £ic5 8 Af3 g6 9 
# e2  .£Lg7 10 0 -0 -0  # a 5 !?  Black had a 
prepared sacrifice of the exchange by 
11 e5 de 12 &c6 be 13 A xc6+  Ad7 14 
A xa8  0—0 which, in this case, led to 
Ljubojevic gaining both the 
brilliancy and best game prizes.
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In  spite o f the success o f 6 Ae2 use 
o f 6 Ag5 e6 7 f4(5) still goes on apace.

O ne new direction 6 Ag5 e6 7 f4 
&c7 occurred in the game 
L jubojevic-M . Milicevic, Yugoslav 
team  cham pionship, which went 8 
A xffi g f 9 Ae2 b5 10 Ah5 b4 11 £>ce2 
when, instead o f 11 . . .  Ag7 as played, 
Black could have kept the balance 
with 1 1 . . .  # c5  12 f5 e5 13 £ie6 # c6  
14 # d 5  § a7 !— phew!

Lev Polugayevsky must feel the 
need to bolster the Polugayevsky 
V ariation 6 Ag5 e6 7 f4 b5. But his 
latest attem pt as Black against 
Kavalek at Las Palmas 8 e5 de 9 fe 
# c7  10 # e2  £>fd7 11 0 -0 -0  Ab7 12 
# g4 &b6 13 Ae2 h6 14 # h 3  £>xe5 15 
S he l &bd7 16 A h4 g6 17 Ag4 h5 18 
A xe6  A h6+ 19 ®>bl fe 20 &xe6 Sh7 
would have been a complete failure, 
instead o f ending in a draw , in a few 
moves after 21 Ag3, if the American 
grandm aster had played 21 S xd7 !

A nother direction fo the 6 Ag5 e6 7 
f4 £>bd7 variation is by the move 8 
# e 2  to threaten e5 as quickly as 
possible; after 8 . . . # c 7  9 0 -0 -0  Ae7 
(9 . . .  b5 is a known alternative.) 10 
£\f3 £ib6! (Preparing a square at d5 
for the knight fl>) 11 e5 de 12 £ixe5 
0 -0  13 g3 h6 14 A h4 Ad7 of 
K avalek-L jubojevic, Las Palmas, 
Black had equalized.

T he main line 6 Ag5 e6 7 f4 £}bd7 8 
# f3  © c7 9 0—0—0 Ae7 is still very

much alive with 10 Ad3(4). Those 
who do not accept Velimirovit: ’s 
ideas can still allow themselves to be 
involved in 10 . . . b5 11 S hel Ab7 
12 £}d5!?? (At Nice, Velimirovic— 
against A1 Kazzaz— produced a new 
sacrifice after 12 # g 3  0 -0 -0  with 13 
A xb5!!? .) when one can choose 
between 12 . . .  ed 13 £)f5 'S'fB! of 
Belyavsky-Trifunov, Sombor 1972, 
and 12 . . . £ixd5 13 ed A xg5 14 
S x e6 +  fe 15 <Lxe6 i&b6! from which 
Black successfully extricated his king 
and pieces and went on to win in 
the 1973 Polish cham pionship game 
Pioch-Pytel. For those who like to 
exercise more control over their 
positions there a re :—
a) 10 . . .  h6 11 Ah4 g5 12 fg £>e5 13 
# e2  &fg4 14 &f3 hg 15 Ag3 Ad7 
16 Sdfb £ig6 as in D am janovic- 
Ljubojevic, Yugoslav teams— very 
unclear.
b) 10 . . .  h6 11 A h4 feb6 12 f5! e5 13
feb3 Ad 7 14 ® bl 0 -0 -0  from
C iocaltea-N ajdorf, Nice.
c) 10 . . . h6 11 # h 3  &b6! 12 f5 e5 13 
£13 A d 7 14 AxfB A xf6 15 g4 0 -0 -0  
16 # g 3  Ag5+! 17 4^xg5 hg—another 
contribution by W alter Browne, as 
Black, to N ajdorf theory, this time 
from the USA cham pionship against 
Grefe.
SICILIAN— KAN
After the moves 1 e4 c5 2 fef3 e6 3 d4 
cd 4 £ixd4 a6 introducing the K an



V ariation a num ber o f games have 
gone 5 iLd3 Ac5 6 febS Aa7 7 # e 2  £>c6 
8 &c3 d6 9 Ae3 A xe3 10 &xe3 fcfB 11 
0 -0 -0  0-0  12 f4 ® c7; here Spassky in
troduced 13 S hg l(5 ) against Gerusel
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at D ortm und in 1973 and obtained 
the better game after 13 . . . £ib4 14 g4 
e5 15 Ae2 d5 16 ed ef 17 # c5  # x c 5  18 
fcxc5 and won in 42 moves; a year 
later, at Solingen, Capelan tried to 
improve on this by 13 . . . Sd8 14 g4 
d5 15 e5 d4 16 # f2  dc 17 e f Iib4  but 
Spassky started a decisive attack with 
18 JLxh7+ ® xh7 19 # h 4 +  ®g8 20 
# g 5  S x d  1+ 21 S x d l cb-i- 22 «>xb2 
# x c 2 +  23 «?a3 # g 6  24 Sd8+  <3?h7 25 
# h 4 +  tth 6  26 fg ® xg7 27 gg8+  ® x g8 
28 # x h 6  and after 28 . . . fec6 wound 
up the game with 29 4}c5 4^e7 30 £)e4 
ftd5 31 g5. The variation had another 
outing in a later round at Solingen in 
fCavalek—Capelan which followed a 
Spassky suggestion 13 . . . b5 14 g4 b4 
15 g5 fee8 16 £ia4! Sb8 17 e5 de up to 
18 S dfl reaching not such a clear 
position.

B EN K O  G A M B IT

The Benko (or Benoni, or Volga) 
G am bit 1 d4 £)f6 2 c4 c5 3 d5 b5(6) 
continued to grow in popularity. But 
there is a hint that its honeymoon 
period is over. The possibilities for 
W hite are both being diversified and

tightened up. But, for those like 
myself, who like their opening theory 
that way, there is still very m uch a 
state o f flux about it.

In the variation 4 cb a6 5 ba iLxa6 
6 &c3 d6 7 £>f3 fcbd7 8 e4 i l x f l  9 
'S’x fl g6 where W hite has given up 
the right to castle, the im portant game 
was Portisch-Vasyukov, M anila (see 
gam e 71); after the usual 10 g3 Ag7 
11 &g2 0 -0  12 S e l it has in time 

generally been useful for W hite to 
play the move h3; for tha t reason Por- 
tisch’s 10 h3 Ag7 11 ® gl 0 -0  12 4>h2 
# a 5  13 S e l Sfb8 14 Se2 as already 
tried in H ort-Jim enez, 1970 In 
terzonal is not really losing a tem po; 
but after 14 . . . Sb4! 15 ‘S’g l (p repar
ing e5 without risking an uncovering 
check . . . £>g4) 15 . . . £se8 16 a3 Hb7 
17 Sc2 Sab8 18 # e 2  &e5 W hite 
has still failed to group his pieces into 
a reasonable promise o f an active 
future. The Russian jun ior, who 
played 10 ilg5  to try to rid him self of 
that queen’s side congestion, may be 
on better lines.

Pal Benko, in his book T he Benko 
G am bit— the general authority  on the 
opening— describes the moves 4 cb a6 
5 e3 as the Q uiet V ariation ; 
Doroshkevich-Kalegin, U SSR ‘T ru d ’ 
cham pionship game continued 5 . . . 
g6 6 £c3  d6 7 fcf3 Ag7 8 Ae2 0 -0  9 
0—0 ab 10 .&xb5 Jla6  11 A x a6  fexafi 
as recom mended in Benko’s book, but



the white side was unravelled by 12 
A d2 # b 6  13 b3 fee 7 14 e4 Sfb8 15 
# c2  fed7 16 § a b l feb5 17 fexb5 
# x b 5  18 a4 # a 6  19 S fcl Sb6 20 a5 
Sb5 21 b4 leaving Black fighting to 
make a draw. This perhaps 
counter-balances the 1973 Bulgarian 
cham pionship game in the Q uiet 
V ariation in which, after 5 . . . g6 6 
fec3 Ag7 7 ba 0 -0  8 fef3 d6 9 Ae2 
A xa6  10 0 -0  febd7 11 A xa6  S x a6  12 
# c2  # a 8 , in A rnaudov-Popov Black 
built up an advantage and eventually 
won. In the Q uiet V ariation there is 
scope for judgm ents, good and bad, 
and for work and study. Kalegin, in 
the T rud  game, could easily have 
shifted Black’s emphasis from the 
queen ’s wing to the centre by 14 . . . 
e 6 ! ?

In the Q uiet V ariation it is known 
that after 5 e3 ab  6 A xb5  # a 5 +  7 fec3 
fee4 8 fege2 Black has no compensa
tion for the pawn, but if you should be 
W hite against a H ungarian doctor, R. 
Sallay, don ’t let him involve you in his 
pet 7 . . .  e6!P unless you enjoy un
restrained complications.

In the qualifying Swiss tournam ent 
for the USSR C ham pionship 
Platonov was Black twice against a 
new plan after 4 cb a6 5 ba A xa6  6 
fec3 d6 o f 7 f4 g6 8 fef3 Ag7 9 e4 A x fl 
10 S x f l in which W hite followed up 
with <&f2 and 'S’gl ; he drew against 
C entral Chess C lub ’s openings ex
perim enter M urei and lost to the un
known Pelitz.

I find it hard to understand why 
m any players o f W hite fianchetto 
their bishop at g2 when its firmly 
blocked by the pawn d5. Against 4 cb 
a6 5 ba A xa6  6 fec3 g6 7 fef3 d6 8 fed2 
# a 5  9 g3 Ag7 10 Ag2 0 -0  11 0-0  
febd7 12 # c2  fee8 Petrosian could 
only draw  as W hite at the O lym piad 
with Szmetan in 26 moves. On the 
other hand I must adm it that at the

same event Black lost in Pop- 
ov-M arkland after 41 moves initiated 
by 8 g3 Ag7 9 Ag2 0 -0  10 0-0 febd7 
11 h3 # c7  12 S b l feb6 13 b3 gfb8 14 
Ab2 §a7 15 g e l. A very interesting 
Benko gam bit struggle occurred in 
H ort—Benko, in the US O pen; its 
opening continued 8 g3 Ag7 9 Ag2 
0-0  10 0-0  febd7 11 # c2  # a5  12 S d l 
Sab8 (In Chess Life and Review Benko 
recommended 12 . . . feb6 as ‘sharpest 
because W hite cannot easily stop the 
black knight from occupying’ c5 . .) 
13 A d2 fee8 14 Ah3 A c8 ; Benko had a 
moral victory— he left a rook en prise. 
In a later round Hort was trying to 
improve on or avoid this line by the 
H ungarian and Mikenas move 9 Ah3 
to stop any feg4s for Black, overseer 
Black’s us»>of d7 and offer the bishop 
more scope, but against E. Meyer he 
had to be content with an unwanted 
draw  in 19 moves.

Those seeking to decline the gambit 
can try 4 a4 and 4 # c2 , successfully 
adopted during the year.

K ING ’S INDIAN DEFENCE

M any interesting and novel ideas are 
played in postal games, and only a few 
of these become known beyond a 
limited circle or even just the two 
players. But, at least, the content of 
the 1972-74 correspondence game 
between M. Yudovich (USSR) and
E. Arnlind (Sweden) has aroused 
wide interest as it is a fine illustration 
o f attack and counter-attack in a well- 
-known variation of the K ing’s In 
dian. T he moves were 1 d4 fefB 2 c4 g6 
3 fec3 JLg7 4 e4 d6 5 fef3 0-0  6 Ae2 e5 
7 0 -0  fec6 8 d5 fee7 9 feel fed7 10 fed3 
f5 11 A d2!? fefB 12 f3 f4 13 c5 g5 14 
8 c l feg6 15 feb5 (The better alter
native 15 cd cd 16 feb5 Sf7 17 # c2  
fee8 18 a4 h5 still seems to give Black 
satisfactory play.) 15 . . . a6! 16 fea3
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g4 (So far the game has followed 
Pachm an-Padevsky, Dresden 1956.) 
17 cd cd 18 fec4 g3 (7) 19 Aa5 (if 19

h3 A xh3!) 19 . . . gh+  20 ® xh2 # e7  
21 Sh 1 feh5 22 feb6 feg3! 23 ^ g l  Sb8
24 Sh2 feh4 25 fec4 fehf5!! (instead, if
25 . . .  b5 26 fex d 6  # x d 6  27 S xh 4 ) 26 
e f b5 27 fexd6 & xd6 28 Ac7 # x d 5  29 
A xb8  A xf5 30 JLa7 Sd8 31 fef2 # a 8 !  
32 # b 3 +  <3?h8 33 Sc7 fexe2+ 34 <S?fl 
feg3+ 35 'S’e l?  S d2!! and  Black won 
after 36 & xd2 ttd 8 +  37 fed3 # x c 7  38 
A gl e4! 39 fe fexe4+ 40 <3E?e 1 # e7  41 
* d  1 feg3 42 # c 2  # d 8  43 3?d2 fen  +  44 
*&c2 fexh2 45 JS.xh2 i&e7+ 0-1 . T he 
game Furm an—Browne, Wijk aan  Zee 
1975, with its 15 cd cd 16 fef2 a6! 17 
# b 3  h5 18 h3 feh4! added confirm a
tion to the current opinion o f the ex
cellence o f Black’s play.

g r Cn f e l d  d e f e n c e

An opening variation is often revived 
through a player, who, in adopting it, 
gives a change o f emphasis in his 
approach. T he original idea o f an 
out-and-out attack is replaced by a 
broader-based attack or a plan for the 
exploitation o f a positional weakness. 
For instance, in the variation 1 d4 fef6 
2 c4 g6 3 fec3 d5 4 fef3 Ag7 5 &b3 dc 6 
# x c 4  0 -0  7 e4 Ag4 8 Ae3 fefd7 9 &b3 
feb6 10 S d l fec6 11 d5 fee5 12 Ae2 
fexf3+ 13 g f JLh5, we reach a position 
popular in the late 1940s and during

the 1950s. T hen most o f  the play was 
based on W hite forcing open a further 
file on the king’s wing by h4, f4 and 
h5 and intending an attack  through 
th a t; in time tha t idea was neutralized 
and the variation was little seen. At 
M anila, Portisch, against G heorghiu, 
gave the opening a new twist w ith 14 
S g l (8) and after 14 . . . # d 7  used the

rook m om entarily in an active defen
sive role by 15 Sg3 to bar entry a t h3 
for the black q u een ; the possibility o f 
the king’s side attack still exists, but 
the battle for general dom ination o f 
the chessboard is given priority. Play 
continued 15 . . . c6 16 dc # x c 6  17 
feb5! fec8 (17 . . . # f6  is met by 18 
fexa7 S x a7  19 A xb6  § aa8  20 A d4.) 
18 Sd5 (to threaten 19 S x h 5  gh 20 
Ad4) 18 . . .  sl?h8 19 §c5 20 A d4
# h 4  21 !Lxg7+  ® xg7 22 # c 3 +  *3?g8 
23 fec7 Sb8 24 Scg5 (T he idea is to 
follow up w ith #e5 .) 24 . . .  16 25 fee6 
Se8 26 f4! A xe2  27 Sh3 and after 27 
. . .  ® xg5 28 fexg5 fg 29 ^ x e 2  g f 30 
# c 4 +  <&g7 31 § x h 7 +  'S 'xh? 32 # x f7 +  
‘S’hh 33 # x e 8  Black had to resign.

T he line 4 cd fexd5 5 e4 fexc3 6 be 
still rem ains one o f the critical 
variations o f the Griinfeld (1 d4 fe!6 2 
c4 g6 3 fec3 d5) and, even in this, the 
shifting o f emphasis plays its p a rt; in 
annotating  his gam e as W hite versus 
N orm an W einstein, G ligorii 
rem arked after 6 . . . Ag7 7 JLc4 0 -0  8



&e2 c5 9 0 -0  &c6 10 Ae3 # c7  11 S c l 
Sd8 12 # d 2  # a 5  13 S fd l b6 14 A h6 
(9) th a t ‘W hite’s strategy is to force 
Black to enter an inferior endgam e’.

This contradicts the general advice 
tha t I have frequently given that, with 
his paw n centre, W hite plays for a t
tack, while Black should contrive to 
exchange pieces and bring about an 
ending. G ligoric-W einstein, Los 
Angeles, continued 14 . . .  JLa6 15 
A x a6  # x a 6  16 JLxg7 <S’xg7  17 d5 e6 
18 c4 e5 19 f4 fb 20 S fl 2d6  21 # e l  
&d4 22 £\xd4 cd 23 fe fe 24 # g 3  Se8 
25 Sf5 d3 26 Sf2 and W hite won 
effectively through Gligori£’s control 
o f the f-file and the weakness o f 
Black’s d-paw n.

SPAN ISH  (RUY LOPEZ)—  
E xchange V aria tion

In  the Fischer-B arendregt V ariation 
1 e4 e5 2 fef3 £}c6 3 JLb5 a6 4 ,S.xc6 dc 
5 0—0 Bronstein’s m ethod o f defending 
the e-paw n by 5 . . . # d 6  had a set
back in the 12th gam e o f the 
M ecking-K orchnoi m atch after 6 d3 
f6 7 Ae3 Jlg4 8 £}bd2 0 -0 -0  when the 
Brazilian adopted one o f C apablan- 
ca ’s attacking manoeuvres by 9 S b l!  
and after 9 . . . £se7 10 b4 g5 11 a4 
£>g6 12 b5 K orchnoi had defence 
problem s w hich he failed to cope with 
adequately. T he w om en’s world 
cham pion, N ona G aprindashvili, used

a similar idea to advantage after 7 . . . 
Ae6 8 febd2 0 -0 -0  9 # c2  g5 but with 
the other rook by 10 g fb l tse7 11 b4 
&g6 1 2 a4 g 4  13 &el fcf4 1 4 # d l  (10)
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against Zsuzsa Veroci at the annual 
w om en’s tournam ent in Belgrade du r
ing M arch ; she was able to develop a 
very strong attack against Black’s king 
position, but in time trouble missed a 
m ate in four and only drew.

PETRO FF DEFENCE

W hile K orchnoi’s Petroff in the 6th 
gam e o f his m atch with K arpov 
achieved its aim of enmeshing the 
young grandm aster in a complicated 
position after 1 e4 e5 2 £>f3 fefb 3 
&xe5 d6 4 &f3 £>xe4 5 d4 d5 6 Ad3 
Ae7 7 0 -0  £ic6 8 S el Ag4 9 c3 f5 10 
# b 3  0 -0  11 febd2 <3?h8 (11)—so far as 
in C apablanca-K ostic, m atch
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1919— 12 h 3 !? A h5 13 # x b 7  SIB 14 
# b 3  Sg6? (14 . . . g5!P), it was 
K orchnoi’s own lack o f experience 
with the defence that proved to be the 
decisive factor.

Theoretically, the most im portant 
Petroff game occurred when W alter 
Browne, as W hite, met A rthur 
Bisguier in the US cham pionship. 
After 1 e4 e5 2 £>f3 &16 3 £>xe5 d6 4 
£sf3 £>xe4 5 d4 d5 6 Ad3 Ae7 7 0-0  
4ic6 8 c4! play followed Y ates- 
K ashdan, Hastings 1931—32, as 
far as 8 . . . feb4 9 cd fexd3 10 # x d 3  
# x d 5  11 S e l Af5 12 £sc3 &xc3 13 
# x c 3  c6 (12). Now Browne shocked 
his opponent with 14 Jth6H  to which 
Bisguier, after rejecting 14 . . . gh 15

Se5 # d 7  16 S ae l Ae6 17 d5 cd 18 
8 x e6 !, replied w ith 14 . . . §g8! and 
Browne kept up the pressure by 15 
8e5 # d 7  16 S ae l JLe6 17 £}g5! and 
won an entertaining game.



11 PROBLEMS
B. P. BARNES IM

C. Mansfield 
1st Prize

‘BCF’ Tourney 134, 1974

Key I Ae7! (2 AfB), 1 . . . ® xe6+ 2 
Ag5, 1 . . . <3?d4+ 2 Af5, 1 . . . A xb7  2 
Ac2, 1 . . . # x b 7  2 Jld3. The judge, 
G .W . C handler, wrote o f this 
problem — ‘A fine piece o f chess with 
all the essentials of a prize problem. 
T he mates for 1 . . .  A or # x b 7  are on 
the surface, but there is nothing to 
suggest the brilliant key, giving two 
flights with cross-check. T he three dis
covered mates by the eB are a happy 
com bination. A beautifully con
structed problem ’.

This was the 134th tourney spon
sored by the British Chess Federation 
for problem composition, the theme 
requirem ents and the appointm ent of 
judges being the responsibility o f the 
British Chess Problem  Society. Com- 
ins M ansfield (78!), our F ID E  G rand 
m aster for Chess Compositions, 
deservedly took yet another 1st prize 
ahead o f Russian entries in second 
and th ird  places.

E. Lebedev
ls t/2 n d  Prize ex aequo 

154 T T  ‘Die Schwalbe’ 1974

Key 1 e4! (<S>f8) (2 a 8 # ) , 1 . . . fe 2 
# b 8 , 1 . . .  0-0  2 2g7, 1 . . . d c #  2 
Sd8, 1 . . ,# x e 4  2 # x h 8 . This theme 
tourney, organised by the ‘Die 
Schw albe’ society o f German 
problemists, was for problems incor
porating all the ‘trick’ devices o f en 
passant, • castling and pawn 
prom otion—-dubbed the V alladao 
task after a South American com
poser— and attracted exactly 100 
entries. A British composer and In ter
national M aster, J .M . Rice, took 3rd 
prize.

Lebedev’s problem is pleasing for 
its economical rendering o f the theme, 
and for its clever construction which 
nicely combines mates 2 8g7 and 2 
Sd8 from the bare minimum of force 
used to guard the BK. T he W K needs 
to lie at a l to stop cooks (alternative 
and unwanted solutions) 1 a8 # + ?  
and 1 © xh8+? which are answered by 
checking captures by the BQ.

173



174 Problems

D. K apralos 
1st Prize

‘Cacciari M emorial T y .’ 1974

T ry 1 fec3? (2 S xe2), but 1 . . . 
A xc4! and 1 . . . ilx c6 ! T ry 1 fec5!? 
(2 Bxe2, 2 fed3 and 2 fed7), 1 . . . g f 2 
Sxe2, 1 . . . JLxc4 2 fed7, 1 . . . J lxc6 
2 fec3, but 1 . . . fed4+ ! Try 1 feg5!? 
(2 Sxe2, 2 fef7, 2 feB), 1 . . . g f 2 
Sxe2, 1 . . . A xc4 2 fef3, 1 . . . A xc6  2 
4',f7, 1 . . . fg 2 #g 7 , but 1 . . . fexf4! 
Key 1 fea5! Zugzwang, 1 . . . iLxc4 2 
fexc4, 1 . . . iLxc6 2 fexcG, 1 . . . fe(c) 
any 2 §d5, 1 . . . fe(e) random  (d4+) 2 
Ad4, 1 . . . fexf4 2 # x f4 , 1 . . . g6 
moves 2 #xfB . A curious and in
teresting problem. T he first try 1 fee2? 
clearly fails to two defences 1 . . .  
A xc4! and 1 . . .  A xc6! Further 
knight tries in a ‘W hite C orrection’ se
quence each adds three threats, and 1 
. . . gf, 1 . . .  iLxc4 and 1 . , , H xc6 
force the threats distinctly in ‘partial 
prim ary Fleck’ style, w ith changed 
mates from 1 fec5? to 1 feg5? after 
1 . . , A xc4 and 1 . . . ilxcG. Most sur
prisingly, the key 1 fea5! puts Black in 
Zugzwang, and yet more mates are 
added for 1 . . . ilx c 4  and 1 . . . A xc6 
to complete three-phase ‘Zagorujko’ 
form. The problem by the talented 
Greek is a bewildering com bination o f 
three modern themes, and a w orthy 
winner o f the 100,000 lire 1st prize.

C.P. Sydenham
‘The Problemist’ 1974

Key 1 Ae5! (2 Af4), 1 . . . fe ran 
dom? 2 # x c 5 , 1 . . . feb7!? 2 f4, 1 . . . 
fee4!!? 2 fe, 1 . . . feb5!? 2 fec4, 1 . . . 
43c4!!? 2 # x b 3 . It is good to welcome 
a really talented newcomer to any 
field o f activity. For Colin Sydenham  
1974 was a rem arkable first year of 
composition, and his many fine 
problems have leapt to the attention 
of experts. T he problem quoted here 
is an exceptionally fine doubling of 
what problemists call ‘tertiary Black 
C orrection’. 1 . . . fe random  makes 
the error of letting through the 
W R d8’s guard  onto d2 to make 
2 # x c 5  possible. First one correction 1 
. . . feb7 to stop 2 # x c 5  and then 
another 1 . . . fee4 on the same line 
a8-f3 to stop both 2 # x c 5  and 2 f4 
play out the first tertiary sequence. A 
similar pair o f corrections on the line 
a6 -d3  completes a rare doubling of 
the tertiary play. Experienced soh'ers 
talked about this problem in terms of 
a near masterpiece!
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V. Rudenko J.E. Driver
‘Sahs’ 1974 ‘The Problemist’ 1974

Set play 1 . . . JlxfB 2 £>d5, 1 . . . 
Sxf3  2 £ d 3 , 1 . . . f5 2 &e2. T ry  1 
£>b3? (2 «rfl5), 1 . . .  ®f5 2 fg, 1 . . . 
A xf3 2 2 x f3 , 1 . . . f5 2 &d3, 1 . . . 
,3.e4 2 fe, but 1 . . . Sg5! Key 1 £}dc6! 
(2 # fb ) , 1 . . . <3?f5 2 fg, 1 . . . Sxf3  2 
gx f3 , 1 . . . f5 2 £>d5, 1 . . . Sg5 2 #e4 . 
The solver’s attention is draw n to the 
self-pinning captures by BB and BR at 
[3— and pin-mates 2 4?>d3 and 2 £>d5 
result. But all this is subject to a subtle 
change. For a key, any move by the 
W N d4 lets through the bishop’s guard 
to e3, and 2 is a threatened mate, 
a m ate which provides for the flight- 
square granted at f5. T he choice of 
W N moves must be 1 £sb3 or 1 
£)dc6— but which? T he key 1 £idc6! is 
far from obvious. T he solver will note 
that the set mates 2 M 3  and 2 4?id5 
recur in turn after 1 . . . f5 which has 
its own set mate, 2 £>e2, changed. Set 
pin-mates after captures at f3 give 
way to return captures.

T he excellence of the construction, 
the grandiose mate-transference with 
changed-m ate scheme, and many fine 
touches will undoubtedly make this a 
prizewinner in 1975.

Set play 1 . . . ‘S’xeS-f 2 d4, 1 . . . 
A xd3 2 &b5, Key 1 ®1>5! (2 fcc6), 1 
. . , &xe5 2 h 8 # , 1 . . . A xd3+  2 # c4 , 
1 . . . Jlxc3  2 # x c 3 . The World Chess 
Composing Tournam ent (W CCT) is 
organised by the Problem Commis
sion of FID E. This year, Finland— as 
the winner of the last W C CT— under
took the major task o f publishing and 
distributing the tourney announce
ment booklet with diagramm ed 
theme examples, receiving problems 
from national controllers, checking 
entries, publishing and distributing 
errata lists,, and, finally, publishing 
the aw ard, booklet with some 250 
diagram m ed prizewinning problems 
and studies. At the time of writing, the 
USSR is in the lead.

John  D river’s problem shows one of 
the two two-move them es: checking 
and non-checking defences before the 
key are switched to non-checking and 
checking defences after the key-move. 
U nfortunately, this was not selected as 
a British entry. It would have scored 
well for its four them atic pin-mates, a 
task achievement now known not to 
have been m atched by any other 
entry.
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T.C.D . Ricketts 
& W .C. Evans 

‘The Problem ist’ 1974

Key 1 # b 8 ! (2 £> any m ate), 1 . . . 
# d 4  2 £>d2+ <t?e3 3 £>c4, 1 . . . # e5  2 
£>g5+ <S’f4 3 £>xe6, 1 . . .  be 2 &el + 
Sf3 3 A xf3, 1 . . . &d5 2 £>e5+ Se4 3 
c4. T he distinctive feature about this 
three-mover is the special quality  o f 
the four mates. Each is a ‘model m ate’ 
in that no square in the BK’s field is 
guarded more than once, and that the 
entire white force (with the per- 
missable exception o f the W K) is re
quired for the mate— each is m ate by 
a ha ir’s breadth. T o make the 
problem even more distinctive, three 
of the mates— 3 £ic3, 3 £ixe6 and 3 
c4— are ‘pin-models’ on account o f a 
Black piece being essentially pinned.

T he Bohemian School, initiated by 
Czech composers almost a century 
ago, greatly prized these finely 
wrought mates. It seems that little 
remains to be done after intensive 
research by composers over the years, 
but T .C .D . Ricketts knows sufficient 
about what has and what has not been 
done to stand a very good chance of 
originality in his joint problem with 
another talented British compose^, 
W .C. Evans.

N .G .G . van Dijk 
‘T he Problem ist’ 1974

Key 1 # f 3 ! Zugzwang, 1 . . . §c6  2 
Sb6 &a7 3 # x a 3 , 1 . . . Sd5 2 Sd7 
<3?b8 3 #18, 1 . . . Sc2+  2 S b2+  Sc6 3 
# x c 6 , 1 . . .  §  else 2 S a7 + +  and 3 
M ate. A lightweight problem  often 
comes as a relief to hard-pressed 
solvers, but worthwhile problems w ith 
seven pieces or less (M iniatures) are 
few and far between. M any composers 
have m ade a special study of w hat can 
be obtained from bare essentials, and, 
seemingly, little rem ains to be done 
with shorter length problems. But the 
com puter men have moved in, and 
Dr. H. M ertes of West G erm any is one 
expert who is extracting from a com 
puter m inim al force chess problems 
sometimes excelling in complexity and 
clinical beauty the compositions o f 
mere hum an composers. However, 
com puter problems are not based on 
creative th o u g h t: they are the extract 
o f pieces sprinkled hopefully on the 
board.

Nils van Dijk, an In ternational 
M aster of Composition and one of E u
rope’s leading problemists, restores 
faith in the hum an condition w ith his 
pretty and well-keyed M iniature.
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L. Sokolov
‘T he Problem ist’ 1974

(a) D iagram
(b) W Sd7 on b4

K ey (a) 1 S h 7 ! (2 S h8), 1 . . . &c3+ 
2 3 and 3 Sh8, 1 . . . &cl +  2 <3?fl
and 3 3h8 , 2 . . .  0 -0 -0  3 Shc7. Key 
(b) 1 Sh4! (2 Sh8 e tc .) --b u t in (b) 
Black cannot castle and apparently  es
cape mate. T he joke is tha t by placing 
the W 3d7 on b4 to create position (b) 
it can be proved conclusively that 
Black’s last move must have been by 
rook or king. Last moves by the knight 
would have to have been from c l or 
c3— when the W K  would be in 
check— or from b4 which is occupied. 
Castling is illegal in (b), and W hite 
can w eather the brief storm o f checks 
from the knight before m ating 3 Sh8. 
M any solvers missed this little retro 
trick, and claimed No Solution after 
castles in (b ) !

This is retrograde analysis in its 
simplest form. A whole branch o f 
problem  chess is devoted to proving 
tha t W hite or Black could or could 
not have moved last or tha t rook, king 
or pawn have or have not moved to let 
in a baffling range o f effects. T he most 
difficult retros are far beyond the 
capabilities o f the average solver.

V. Rudenko
‘The Problemist’ 1974

Key 1 d3! (2 A xc7 3 Ad6 4 &c6 
m ate), 1 . . . SfT4 2 Ae4+ <S>e5 (2 . . . 
§ x e4  3 fefb mate) 3 £sf5 and 4 fed7 
m ate; 1 . . . Shf4 2 £}f6+ <$’e5 (2 . . . 
2 x f6  3 Jle4 mate) 3 ile4  and 4 I5d7 
m ate; 1 . . . e5 2 Af4 Sfxf4 3 .S.e44- 
S xe4  4 4}f6 m ate; 2 . . . S hxf4  3 £}f6+ 
3xR> 4 Ae4 mate, 2 . . . e f 3 'S’fB and 4 
£je7 mate. To prevent the fine full- 
length threat, the black rooks play to 
f4 on the line o f WBh2, but they trip 
over each other with fatal results. The 
wrong rook is obliged to capture after 
2 A e4+ and 2 £46+ e.g. 1 . . . Sff4 2 
A e4+ Bxe4 (the safe 2 . . . S hxe4  is 
no longer possible) 3 £>f6 mate. I f  the 
BK takes his new found freedom at e5, 
the BRf4 becomes pinned, and 4 fcd7 
cannot be prevented. This induced 
m utual interference o f the BR’s is the 
‘W urzburg P lachu tta’ theme. But the 
best variation comes from the self
blocking 1 . . .  e5 which makes
possible the ‘P lachu tta’ effect o f a 
sacrifice 2 jS.f4! on the rooks’ cutting 
point, and 3 -3.e4+ or 3 £if6 follows a 
move later (e5 is blocked). 2 . . .  ef 
results in the beautiful 3 'S’fB! with 4 
£>e7 from the knight so perfectly 
stationed at g8.

This is a highly original problem by 
IM  V alentin Rudenko who is con
sidered by m any problemists to be the 
w ord’s finest all-round composer.
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J . Kricheli 
‘Die Schwalbe’ 1974

Key 1 Sc4+ <3?d8 2 Ac7+ £>c8 3 
A h2+ £>d8 4 Sd4+  £?c8 5 §h4 SfB 6 
Sc4+ <3?d8 7 Sd4+ £?c8 8 A d7+ <£d8 9 
Ae6+ ‘SeS 10 Ac7 fef7 11 Ad7 mate, 
or 10 . . . else 11 Sd8 mate. A compe
tent player would soon find that there 
would be a mate in four moves 1 
A d7+ 'S’dS 2 Jle6+ 'S’eS 3 Ac7 and 4 
Sd8 if the BR17 stood at fB. The 
problem, as set by Josif Kricheli o f the 
USSR, is to force the BR to f8— and 
the solution is a series of checks likely 
to tax the over-the-board player. 3 
iLh2+! is baffling at first sight, but the 
bishop’s move effectively keeps the 
BRd 1 at bay when 5 Bh4 threatens 6 
S xh8 . Only 5 . . . §f8 can stop mate 
after the threatened 6 B xh8, but then 
the BR is where W hite wants it, and 
W hite ‘unwinds’ the play so far to 
start on move 8 the m ating sequence 
which proved abortive on move 1. 
This is an outstanding problem of 
flawless construction by an In ter
national M aster o f Chess Com 
position.

N.A. M acleod 
‘T he Problem ist’ 1974

Key 1 .fi.h4 <3?c5 2 A f2+ ®b5 ( 2 . . .  
'S’dS 3 e4+ & xeb  4 .£Lg3 mate) 3 e3 
&c5 4 e4-f ®b5 5 A h4 <£05 6 A e7+ 
&b5 7 Ag5 £ c 5  8 A e3+ £ b 5  9 Ah6 
<£c5 10 AfB+ &b5 11 £ e7  &c5 12 
& d8+ (12 £ d 7 + ?  S d 6 + + !) 12 . . .  
<®>b5 13 £ d 7  Sc5 14 £ d 6 +  Sc6+  15 
A xc6 m ate. I f  13 . . .  Sh6 14 £c7-t- 
Sc6 15 iLxc6. T here is a m arked 
similarity between K richeli’s 11- 
-mover and N orm an M acleod’s even 
longer problem . I f  the WBe7 stood at 
f8, and the WPe2 at e4, there would 
be m ate in 5 by 1 <&e7 <£c5 2 <£d8+ 
£ b 5  3 £ d 7  Sc5 4 <£d6+ 2c6+  5 
A xc6. Two vital tem pi need to be 
won to place the WB on f8 and the 
W P on e4, and this is done by two 
complete swings o f the pendulum  of 
the WBe7. W hite’s 12 & d8+! is a fine 
surprise for the solver, 
orthodox

T he switchback them e o f this 
problem has been very poptdar for 
many years: the fascination o f the 
BK’s being pushed to and fro while 
W hite manoeuvres into position is un
deniable.
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P.A. Petkov 
1st Prize

‘BCF Tourney 136’ 1974 
(Spencer Palm er M emorial)

Key 1 8c5! (2 Bf5+ &xf5 3 # e4 +  
8 x e4  m ate), 1 . . .  be 2 £ixd5+ 8 x d 5  
3 # x e 3  ^ x e 3  m ate, 2 . . . £}xd5 3 
8 f5+  'S'xp) m ate, 1 . . . £se6 2 # d 6 +  
# x d 6  3 815+ ‘S’xfS mate. In selfmates 
Black is forced to give mate. The 
order o f moves is 1 W hite Black 2 
W hite Black, etc. Here, the purpose of 
the key-move 1 8 c 5 ! is to pin the BPc5 
prospectively: after 3 # e4 +  the forced- 
m ate is 3 . . . 8 xe4 . I f  the BPc5 were 
not pinned, 1 . . . de could be played 
without the m ate wanted by W hite. 
T he distinguished judge, G .F. 
Anderson MBE D FC, wrote— ‘In a 
W hite ‘T h ird -P in ’ each piece must 
vacate the line (d8-h4) on the second 
move, and each must become essen
tially pinned. This is surely one o f the 
finest examples of this difficult theme, 
and it is introduced by a sacrificial 
key’. I f  the rem aining piece on the 
line d 8 -h4  were not pinned by the 
BBd8 when Black makes his third 
move. W hite would be able to in ter
pose, and there would be no mate.

Petko Petkov o f Bulgaria is 
probably the w orld’s most prolific 
composer o f excellent problems o f all 
types. I f  my inform ation is correct, he 
is the w orld’s only professional 
problem composer!

C.J. Feather
‘Schach Echo’ 1974/11

(a) Diagram
(b) B£>c3 to e4
(c) B£>c3 to g4

Key (a) 1 Ad5 £>xe6+ 2 ®e5 8e2. 
Key (b) 1 # d 5  £)g6+ 2 'S’15 £ixd6. 
Key (c) 1 Sd5 Ag6 2 ®g5 Jlc l. In the 
ever increasingly popular helpm ate 
Black moves first and actively co
operates with W hite to help W hite 
m ate Black. T he argum ent rages in 
the problem world whether or not 
helpmates are orthodox chess. Some 
say that Black’s moves are contrary to 
the spirit o f the game o f chess, and 
that helpmates are heterodox, but 
others m aintain that Black’s moves 
are merely worst moves, and are 
orthodox. Right or wrong, this form 
of problem chess flourishes.

Chris Feather is a relative new
comer to helpmates, but his com
positions are expert in their concep
tion and execution. His problem 
weaves together three closely related 
solutions all culm inating in double 
pin-mates. The solutions are ex
tremely difficult to find.

From Jan u ary  1975 Chris Feather 
has edited the problem section of the 
British Chess Magazine.
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B.P. Barnes A. Atanasievic
‘Schach Echo’ 1974/11 ‘M at’ Ju n e  1974

(a) Diagram
(b) W&f2 to h4

Key (a) 1 Ac7 Sxe3 2 S bx f4+  Af3 
mate. Key (b) 1 Ae7 l$’xh5 2 # x d 5 +  
15 mate. Helpmates are notoriously 
difficult to keep free of unwanted 
solutions. W hen Black co-operates 
with W hite to help him mate the 
black king, and there is a board full of 
pieces as here, the poor composer 
needs a com puter to help him seek out 
the myriad o f unrelated and un
wanted solutions. This problem took 
more than four years to get 
right—and then not quite r ig h t! 
W hen it was published, there was no 
black pawn at a4, and there was the 
unwanted solution 1 # x c 6  # x a 5  2 
&d7 ^ x b 4 . Even the addition o f the 
BPa4 created difficulties— was the 
position legal?— but, fortunately, an 
im aginary game with prom otion of 
white pawns for capture by Black just 
legalises the weird pawn formation. 
Solvers found the problem ‘fiendishly 
difficult’, and it has been reproduced 
in a D utch newspaper under the 
heading ‘W onderful Line-Play’.

Key 1 cl A 2 A di 3 §a2  4 «-a5 5 
&a4 6 <3?a3 7 Sa4 8 Sa6 9 sS>a4 10 $ a 5  
11 § a4  12 Sb4 13 &a4 14 <&a3 15 <3?a2 
16 & bl 17 §a2  18 a5 19 a4 20 a3 21 
Sa4 22 Sa7 23 Sb7 24 Sb8  25 Sh8  26 
Sh4 27 Ah5 28 d 1A 29 Af3 30 # g 3  31 
Ag5 32 ® cl 33 & dl 34 <3?e2 35 ®e3 36 
<S’f4 37 ®g4 38 f4 A d 7 mate! A series- 
helpm ate requires Black to play first 
and make a unique series o f moves in 
the num ber stipulated beneath the 
diagram . Black helps by constructing 
a mating net which enables W hite to 
mate in one at the end o f the se
quence.

In the simpler serieshelpmates, the 
solver needs to envisage the mating 
net, and as a rule this is fairly easy. 
However, in A tanasievic’s problem 
something akin to genius is required to 
see that the BK is m ated at g4 (!) for a 
mate 2 Ad7 at the end o f a 38 move 
sequence.

This fantastic problem sets a record 
o f a series of 38 moves (the previous 
record was 35) when the white force is 
minim al i.e. W K  and one other unit. 
I f  you don’t think this is a unique 
solution with the order o f moves not 
being exactly forced, try otherwise!



Problems 181

H. Lomm er 
‘Stella Polaris’ 1974 

Dedicated to A. H ildebrand

Key 1 b lJ l  2 A xa2  3 -&e6 4 a2 5 
a l A 6 £ d 4  7 Jlg l 8 A xh2  9 .3.15 10 h2 
11 h lS  12 § x h 4  13 Sg4 14 h4 15 h3 
16 h2 17 h lS  18 §h5  19 §hg5 20 h5 
21 h4 22 h3 23 h2 24 h lS  25 §h6  26 
SIB 27 h5 28 h4 29 h3 30 h2 31 h lS  32 
§hh6  33 §hg6 e4 m ate! T he re
quirem ents o f a serieshelpmate are set 
out beneath the preceeding diagram . 
Here, a unique series o f 33 moves with 
six under-prom otions (a B Q  would 
check the W K) is needed to encase the 
BK so that W hite’s one perm itted 
move is M ate. It is a trium ph o f con
struction.

This problem was quoted recently 
in The Problemist as a tribute to Harold 
Lomm er— now living in V alen
cia— on his 70th birthday. How many 
rem em ber H aro ld ’s M andrake Chess 
C lub in Soho, the haunt of g rand
masters, cham pions, players and 
novices? It is to one o f H arold’s many 
friends, A lexander H ildebrand (who 
trains the Swedish w om en’s team ), 
tha t the problem is dedicated.

J.M . G ordian 
‘T he Problemist’ 1974

Key 1 §15! (2 fef4 Ae4 mate), 1 . . . 
A xd3  2 Af4 Ae4 mate, 1 . . . 4ixd3 2 
Sf4 £)xe5 mate, 1 . . . £ie4 2 Sf4 feg5 
mate. In a reflexmate, W hite plays to 
give Black the opportunity to mate 
him (White) on the move, and Black 
must take it. However, Black defences 
can give W hite the opportunity to 
mate Black, and W hite must take the 
opportunity— and fail in the object of 
getting Black to mate W hite. T he tries 
in this problem by the Soviet com
poser are fascinating, and show that 
any move other than to f5 by the 
W Rf4 results in W hite having to mate 
Black, which is what W hite does not 
want. 1 §16? Sb7! 2 § x d 6  mate. 1 
8f7? &cb2! 2 Jlx d 7  mate. 1 818? 
fedb7! 2 §c8 mate.

This problem demonstrates the try- 
play them e called for in one o f the 
seven sections o f the current World 
Chess Composing T ournam ent 
(W C C T), and great things are 
promised when the results become 
known later in 1975.
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W. Frangen
‘Feenschach’ August 1974

Key 1 g 8 # +  4 ’f5+ 2 g4+ # x g 4 +  3 
e4+ .S,xe4+ 4 JLd7+ § x d 7 +  5 fed6+ 
S x d 6 +  6 # d 5 +  A xd5+  7 e4+ # x e 4 +  
8 de+  A xe4-f 9 cd+  £>ab5+ 10 
S b x b 5 +  c5+ 11 S x c5 +  e5+ 12 
S xe5+  fe+ 13 & xe5+ A  £3+ 14 £>g4+ 
4ib5+ 15 # x b 5 +  c5+ 16 i&xc5+ bc+ 
17 S xc5+  Ae5+ 18 S xe5+ . Some 
games contain or end w ith a flurry of 
checks— but none has ever run to this 
record of 35 consecutive checks. W hat 
a finish! Problemist or not, this com
position is bound to appeal, and is just 
the thing to amuse friends at the chess 
club.

This brilliant construction task by 
W erner Frangen of West G erm any 
beats the old record of 32 consecutive 
checks set by A.J. Roycroft as long 
ago as 1956. The cut and thrust o f the 
checking sequence ends in F rangen’s 
problem when 26 pieces have been 
reduced to 7!

An undream ed of range o f con
struction tasks is relentlessly pursued 
by enthusiasts o f this popular branch 
of problem chess, and the excitement 
of improving on hard won record 
achievements is enormous. W ho will 
better Frangen?

B. Ellinghoven 
1st Prize ‘Feenschach’ 1974

(a) all orthodox men
(b) all black men K am ikaze

T ry  (a) 1 {3? (2 £>b7 and 2 # a 3 ) , 
but 1 . . . # x f3 !  Key (a) 1 f4! (2 £>xc4 
and 2 # x e 5 ) , 1 . . . A xf4  2 £ixc4, 1 
. . . S x f4  2 # x e 5 . T ry  (b) 1 f4? (2 
£sxc4 and 2 S x e 5), but 1 . . . ef! Key 
(b) 1 f3! (2 £>b7 and 2 # a 3 ) , 1 . . . 
# x f3  2 &xf7, 1 . . . J lx O  2 £>b7, 1 . . . 
§ x f3  2 # a 3 . O ne o f the more 
successful Fairy pieces o f recent years 
is the K am ikaze m an. W hen it cap
tures, it removes not only the captured 
man but itself—a la K am ikaze pilot! 
H err FJlinghoven shows a m em orable 
use o f the K am ikaze squad in his 1st 
prizewinner.

As diagram m ed— position (a)— the 
problem is solved in orthodox fashion 
by 1 f4! and not by 1 f3? which fails to 
1 . . . # x f3 !  with the B Q  holding b7 
and a3. T he K am ikaze conditions of 
position (b) reverse try and key moves 
when 1 f4? fails to 1 . . .  ef! with both 
pawns disappearing, and the BBh2 
and BRh4 rem aining in control o f e5 
and c4. The K am ikaze conditions re
assert themselves after the key 1 f3! 
when the BQ, disappears in a pu ff o f 
smoke after 1 . . . # x f3  to let in the 
unguard m ate 2 &xf7. Sim ilarly, 1 
. . , A xf3 and 1 . . . Hxf3 result in the 
disappearance o f BB and BR, and one 
or other o f the threats is still effective.
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Ti,. H ernitz
’T he Problem ist’ 1974

(a) B retracts, then
(b) W and B retract, then H =£ 1

Key (a) retract ® cl(xW N ) for 1 c2 
fcd3 mate. Key (b) retract 
« d l(x B N ) , B£>f4(xWQ)+ for 1 <3?b3 
# b 5  mate. R etractor problems have 
puzzled solvers for more than a cen
tury. This problem by H ernitz was 
considered easy but enjoyable. It 
appears so simple— all Black needs do 
in position (a) is to take back one 
move, and then play a move so help
ful to W hite tha t W hite can mate in 
one. T he puzzle is more complicated 
in (b) when both W hite and Black 
must retract a move before Black 
plays his helpful move so that W hite 
can again m ate in one.

T he key to (a) is fairly easily 
deduced, but it comes as a surprise to 
find in (b) that the BK was in check 
from a W Q a t e2. A BN from f4 cap
tured e2, and the W K (d l)  captured 
the BN Only with the W K at d l ,  a 
W Q  at e2 (checking the BK) and a 
BN at f4 can Black play 'SbS for # b 5  
m ate!

A.V. Sarychev 
1st Prize

'New Statesm an’ 1973 
Award 27.10.74

Key 1 Ed6 1 Sb6+? <3?xa5 2 A xf5  (2 
Sd6 S fl 3 2d7 2b2  or 3 d3 Sa3) 2 
. . . ® xb6 3 A x b l S x d 2 +  4 «?e7 Sb2 5 
-3.g6 S xb3  6 c4 ^a.5 7 ’S’db !S)b4 8 

4>e5 Sc3; or 1 Sg2? S fl 2 Ag8 S d l 3 
JLc4+ ®c6 4 b4 2 d x d 2  5 S xd2  2 x d 2 +  
<3?c8 cb 7 cb Jld3 1 . . .  S fl  1 . . . SI8+ 
2 « e7  S fl 3 Ag8 S e l+  4 &d8 c4 5 
A xc4+  &c5 6 Sd5+  <®c6 7 b4 Sb2 (7 
. . .  S a l?  8 Sb5) 8 b5+ «>b7 9 Sd7+ 
®b8 10 Jld5 S xb5  (10 . . .  Ae4 11 
S b7+  ®a8 12 Se7+) 11 a6 2 A xb l 
S x b l into the m ousetrap 3 Sb6+  
# x a 5  4 Sb8 4 « c7? Sa3 5 Sb8 
S bxb3  wins 4 . . .  Sab2 4 . . . S x d 2 +  
5 !®c7 c4 6 S a8+  ®b5 7 b4 draw s; 4 
. . . S 1 b2? 5 ‘S’c7 c4 6 ‘S’cb wins 5 #c7  
For perpetual check W S a8-b8—a8. 5 
Sa8+? 4>b6 5 . . .  Sxb3 6 Ea8+ #b 5  
7 d3 c4 7 . . .  Sxc3 8 Sb8+  and 9 
S x b l 8 d4 S3b2 Again, capturing 
WPc3 only draws. 9 Sa7 Hb3 10 Sa8 
positional draw  a rook down, but not 
10 Sb7+? <3?a6TT 

This international tourney 
attracted  90 entries. T he judges, D.V. 
Hooper, A.J. Sobey and Dr H. 
S taudte said o f the Russian 1st 
prizewinner— ‘A rook down 
throughout, W hite weaves a subtle 
web to secure an astonishing 
positional d raw ’.



J .  Rusinek 
2nd Prize

‘New Statesm an’ 1973 
. Award 27.10.74

184 Problems

Key 1 JLe3 1 £*e3? Sc8+ 2 ®b3 
Sc 1T-F; 1 fc£2? £T3; 1 <4>xd2? Sd8 1 
. . .  « g 7  1 . . . <3?h7 (or 1 . . . <2?g6 or 1 
. . . «>h5) 2 A xd2  Sc8+ 3 <3?b3 Sd8 
£>(6= (or 4 6f4= ) 2 J .x d 2  2 £sf2? Sd8 
3 &d4 £>g4 4 £jdl £46 2 . . .  Hc8+ 3 
# b 3  3 <3?b4? Sc4-t- 4 *3? moves Sd44-T 
3 . . .  I d 8  4 $ g 3  H xd5 5 H h5+ # h 8  6 
JLc3 Hb5+ 7 # a 4  Hc5 8 # b 4  Hc4+ 9 
# b 3  Se4 10 # c 2  10 fcffi? 8e3 11 &d5 
Se2 12 £if4 Se4 13 &h5 SeSTT 10 . . .  
Se2+  11 # d l  l e 3  12 # d 2  I d 3 +  13 
* c 2  Hd5 14 # b 3 =  14 £16? Sc5 15 
£ie4 Sc7 16 *4* moves 8674-4-.

Suprem e technical skill is displayed 
in the manoeuvre built about the long 
diagonal. W hite’s force comes to un
expected life in this elegant com
position.

A.J. (John) Roycroft, the main 
prop of British study composition and 
its encouragem ent, had the awesome 
task of rendering anonymous and 
copying out the solutions o f the 90 
entries. Not only for this work in con
nection with the New Statesman 
tourney but for his indefatigable ef
forts on behalf of end-gam e composi
tion e.g. the production of the 
magazine EG, do study enthusiasts the 
world over owe him their thanks.

J . Fritz 
3rd Prize

‘New S tatesm an’ 1973 
Award 27.10.74

Key 1  J .f3  H bxa7  1 . . . &h6+ 2 
4?f4 S bxa7  3 S x b 6 +  'S’ moves 4 J lx a8  
B xa4 5 A e4; 1 . . . B axa7 2 A xb7 
S xb7  3 a5; 1 . . . Sg7+ 2 ®f4 Sgxa7  
(2 . . . S axa7  3 8xb64- 4?f7 4 A d5+ 
'S’eS 5 Sb8+) 3 Bxb6-t- moves 4 
A xa8  Sxa44- 5 ILe4 2 Sxb6-I- 2 
.Q.xa8? S x a6  2 . . .  #17  2 . . . <S>e5 3 
Se2+ <3?d4 4 A xa8  S x a4  5 A f3; 2 . . . 
®e7 3 Ae2+ ^  moves 4 ibxa8 Sxa44- 
5 A e4; 2 . . . ^ g l  3 tS’f5+ <4* moves 4 
A xa8  3 ild5-l- 3 A xa8? S x a4 +  4 ,S.e4 
Sxe4-t- 5 4>f3 8e7 3 . , , # f 8  3 . . . ®e7 
(or 3 . . . 'S’eS) 4 Se24- 4? moves 5 
JLxa8 Sxa44- 5 'S’fS 4 J.xa8 4 Sf24-? 
A xa8  8 x a 4 +  5 ‘S’fe-t- 4 JLxa8 4 Sf24-? 
'S’g7 5 A xa8  S x a4 +  6 <S,f5 (6 Ae4 
B xe4+ 7 8 f3 . Se7) 6 . . . &h64- 7 <3?g5 
Ba54- 8 & moves S x a8  4 . . .  Hxa4d- 5 
JLe4 5 ®f3? S x a8  6 Sbg6 £>e7 5 . .  . 
S x e4 +  6 # f3  6 <M5? Se8 7 Sbg6 
£>e74- 6 . . .  Se8 6 . . . S moves 7 Sb84- 
7 Hbg6 4 e 7  7 . . . <3?f7 8 Sg74- 8 BfB 
m a te .

‘T he black king is cleverly driven to 
the edge o f the board for a 
thunderclap  finish. A striking study 
by the Czech com poser!’.



12 FIDE INTERNATIONAL RATING LIST

T h is  c o m b in e s  th e  tw o  lists w h ic h  a p p ea r e d  in  1974. T h e  first c o lu m n  g iv es  th e  figu re  

from  th e  list o f  M a y  1, th e  seco n d  th a t o f  th e  list w h ic h  took  e ffec t on  J a n u a r y  1 1975.

N o  fig u re  is en tered  for J a n u a r y  1975  i f  a  p la y e r ’s ra tin g  has not c h a n g e d . in 

d ic a te s  th a t a p la y e r  w a s n o t in c lu d e d  in  th e  list.

I A aron  

A b e lla  

A d a m sk i  

A d er  

A d h a m i  

G  A d orjan  

A g e ich en k o  

A g u d e lo  

A g u ila r  

A h m a d , I 

A h m a d , N  

A jan sk i 

A k vist  

A lb u rt  

A le x e y e v  

A lia g a  

A lla n  

A lster  

A lte r m a n  

A lz a te  

A m a d o  

A m m a n n  

I A m o s  

I A n d e r se n , B 

G  A n d ersso n , U  

A n e lli  

A n g e lo v  

A n ik a y ev  

A n to n o v , L

I N D 2 2 4 0

PI 2 3 0 5

PL 2405 2 4 1 5

C H I 2 2 7 0

A L 2 3 3 5

H 2 5 1 5

U S S R 2 4 1 5

C O L 2 3 0 0

PI 2 2 3 5

P A K 2 2 5 0

P A K 2 2 2 0

BG 2 3 2 0

S 2 3 2 5 2 3 1 5

U S S R 2 4 2 0

U S S R 2 4 0 0

B O L 2 2 0 5

C D N 2355

C Z 2 2 7 0

U S S R 2 3 9 0

C O L 2 3 4 0 2 3 2 0

A R G 2 2 3 5

C H 2 2 5 0

C D N 2415

D K 2 3 9 0 2 3 8 0

S 2 5 8 0 2 5 6 5

A R G 2 2 1 5

BG 2315 2 3 2 5

U S S R 2455 2 4 6 5

BG 2 3 6 0

A n to n o v , V  

G A n to sh in  

A n tu n a c  

A p a r a c io  

A rau jo

I A rd ijan sjah  

A rn a u d o v  

A rsen iev  

A sm u n d sson  

A ta n a so v , G  

A u ch en b erg  

A u g u stin  

G  A verb ak h  

A verk in

B a b ev  , 

B acce llier i 

B ach tiar  

B a d em ia n  

B ad d ies  

I B ag irov  

B aik ov  

B ak u lin  

G  B a la sh o v  

B alask as  

B alcerow sk i 

B alin as  

B aljon  

B a lo g h

BG 2265

U S S R 2515 2495

Y 2 4 4 0

A R G 2 2 3 0 2 3 2 0

BR 2 2 8 0

R I 2315 2 3 3 0

BG 2295 2 2 8 0

U S S R 2385

IS 2 3 9 5 2 4 0 5

BG 2405

D K 2225

C Z 2 3 7 0

U S S R 2525 2 5 1 5

U S S R 2480

BG 2 3 6 0 2 3 5 0

C H I 2 2 1 0

R I 2305

U 2 2 0 5

PI 2 2 9 0 2 2 9 5

U S S R 2 5 0 0 2 4 9 0

U S S R 2 4 0 0

U S S R 2 3 9 0

U S S R 2 5 4 0

G R 2 2 4 5

P L 2 3 6 5

PI 2 3 5 5

N L 2 2 1 0

H 2 2 5 0

185
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B alsh an IL 2435 G B ilek H 2 4 7 5 2 4 9 5

B anas C Z 2325 2 3 5 5 B ily a p T U R K 2 2 9 0 2 2 6 0

G B arcza H 2 4 6 0 G B isgu ier U S A 2 4 3 5 2 4 4 5

G B arczay H 2 4 4 0 2 4 4 5 I B iy iasas C D N 2 4 2 0 2 4 3 0

I B arda N 2 2 4 0 B jarnason IS 2 2 3 5

I B aren d regt N L 2 3 2 5 Bjerre D K 2 3 8 0

Ba retie Y 2 3 1 0 2 3 0 5 B jerring D K 2 4 0 5 2 3 9 5

B arle Y 2 3 3 0 B lackstock S C O T 2 3 4 5

Barreras C 2 3 8 0 B la tn y C Z 2 3 4 5 2 3 2 5

B artrina E 2 2 8 0 I B le im an IL 2 4 5 0 2 4 5 5

B asm an E N G 2 4 0 0 2 3 9 5 B loch S A 2 2 3 0 2 2 6 0

Basta Y 2 2 5 0 B lu ch a C Z 2 3 0 0

B au m  b ach D D R 2395 G B ob o tso v BG 2 4 4 0

B azan A R G 2 2 9 0 B oersm a N L 2 3 3 5

I B ednarsk i P L 2 4 1 5 2 4 2 5 I B oey B 2 4 3 5 2 4 3 0

B eggi I 2 2 5 0 I B o g d a n o v ic Y 2 4 3 0

B eh lin g B R D 2 3 7 0 B oh lin g D D R 2 4 5 0

Beil C Z 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 0 Bohrn N L 2 2 8 5 2 3 0 0

B eim  (1 ) U S S R 2 3 8 5 B oh n isch D D R 2 3 9 0

I B elk ad i T U N 2 3 4 0 2 3 5 0 B oh osjan BG 2 4 0 5

B elliard D O M 2 2 3 5 B ojk ov ic Y 2 4 5 0

B eilin E N G 2 3 5 5 2 3 7 5 I B o lb o c h a n , J a c A R G 2 4 2 0

I B ellon E 2405 2 4 1 5 I B o lb o c h a n , J u l A R G 2 5 0 0

B elm on te C H I 2 3 0 0 G B oleslavsk y U S S R 2 5 3 0
B elou sov U S S R 2245 B o n ch ev BG 2 2 4 0

I B elyavsk y U S S R 2 4 6 0 2 5 0 0 B on n e B 2 2 5 5
B en ed ictsson IS 2 3 7 5 B on n er S C O T 2 2 7 5

I B en i A 2 2 1 0 B onsch D D R 2 3 6 0 2 3 6 5
G B en ko U S A 2 5 1 0 2 5 1 5 B o rd on ad a PI 2 3 0 0

B en oit F 2 2 8 0 2 2 7 0 Borik B R D 2 3 3 0
B ernard P L 2 3 8 0 B orisen k o U S S R 2 4 4 0 2 4 3 0
B erry, J C D N 2 2 4 0

B orn gasser B R D 2 3 6 5
I Bertok Y 2 4 3 0

Y 2 4 1 5B osag ic
B essen ay F 2 4 0 0 2 2 8 0

B otez R 2 3 7 0
B en tan cort E 2 3 6 0

B otter ill E N G 2 4 1 0 2 4 0 0
B eyen B 2265 2 2 8 0

B o u a z iz T U N 2 3 6 5 2 3 5 0
I B hend C H 2 3 1 5

B o u d y C 2 3 5 5
B ikov U S S R 2 3 8 0 2 3 9 0 I B o u w m eester N L 2 4 2 0

1 B eim ?  P erh ap s a n o th er m isren d erin g B raym eyer D D R 2 2 7 0
o f  O im . B rau n D D R 2 4 0 0 2 3 9 5
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B rin ck -C lau ssen D K 2 3 9 0 C aro , A V E N 2210 2 2 3 5

B rod eu r M C 2 2 9 5 C arp in ter N Z 2245

B rond A R G 2 3 1 5 2 3 1 0 C a rv a lh o , H BR 2270

B r^ nd um D K 2 3 2 0 C a rv a lh o , M C H I 2285

G  B ron stein , D U S S R 2595 2 5 9 0 C asas A R G 2360

B ron stein , L A R G 2375 2 3 5 5 C assid y IR L 2 2 5 0

B rostrom S 2 4 1 0 C a stillo A R G 2215

G  B row n e U S A 2 5 7 5 2 5 5 0 C astro , O C O L 2 3 3 0 2 3 6 0

B ru g g em a n n D D R 2 3 1 0 C a tu e la PI 2 2 2 0

B u ch , O D K 2 2 1 5 C e b a llo Y 2370

B u ch a l B R D 2 2 9 0 C etk o v ic Y 2 3 0 0 2 3 9 0

B uk al Y 2415 C h a p lin sk y U S S R 2375

B u k h m an U S S R 2 4 2 0 C h e b a n e n k o U S S R 2 4 1 0

B u k h tin U S S R 2 3 3 5 C h ech e lia n U S S R 2 3 9 0

I B ukic Y 2 4 5 0 2 4 5 5 C h e lls to rp U S A 2 3 8 0

B u lc o u r f A R G 2 2 3 0 C h em in BR 2220

I B u ljovcic Y 2 4 6 0 2 4 3 5 C h ep u k a itis U S S R 2385

B usch B R D 2 2 4 0 C h eren k o v  (2) U S S R 2370

B u tn oriu s U S S R 2385 C h erep k o v U S S R 2475 2425

B u torin U S S R 2 3 3 0 C h ern ik o v U S S R 2 4 5 0

B utt P A K 2 2 7 5 C h ia S I N G 2 2 0 5

B u za R 2 2 9 0 C h o o n g S I N G 2215 2205

I B yrn e, D U S A 2 4 4 5 C h ristian sen U S A 2 3 9 0

G Byrne, R U S A 2595 2 6 0 0 C h ristop h B R D 2 3 0 0

C h u d ish k o U S S R 2 3 1 5

C a b a rk a p a Y 2 2 7 5 C ib u lk a  - C Z 2335 2325

C a b r ilio Y 2295 I C io c a lte a R 2470 2 4 6 0

C afTerty E N G 2335 G  C iric Y 2460

I C a lv o E 2 4 6 0 2 4 3 5 C lark e E N G 2355 2 3 5 0

I C a m a r a , H B R 2365 2 3 4 0 C lem en s B R D 2370

C a m a to n E C 2 2 3 5 I C o b o C 2370

C a m iller i M A L T 2225 2 2 1 0 C o lo n , A P R 2 2 9 0

C a m p o s-L o p e z M E X 2 3 5 0 2 3 4 0 C o m m o n s U S A 2420 2 4 1 5

C a p e c e I 2 2 1 0 2 2 0 5 C o n te d in i I 2 2 7 0 2 2 6 0

I C a p e la n B R D 2 4 1 0 2 4 2 5 C oo p er W 2215 2 3 1 0

C a p p e llo ,  G I 2 2 7 0 2 2 8 5 C ord en E N G 2315

C a p p e lo , R I 2 3 1 0 C o rd o v a C H I 2 3 2 0

C a r b o n e A R G 2 2 2 0

I C a rd o so , T PI 2 3 8 5 2 4 1 0 2 C h eren k o v ?  P erh ap s a m istran slitera-

C a r le to n E N G 2 2 5 0 tion  o f  C h erep k ot7.
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C o rd o v il P O R T 2285 2 2 8 0 D e z e Y 2 3 7 5 2 3 8 0

C orn ells B 2 3 1 0 D ia z ,  J .C C 2 3 4 5

I C o rtlever N L 2405 D ia z , S V E N 2 2 7 0

C o su lich I 2 4 3 0 D id ish k o U S S R ; 2 3 9 5

C o u d a r i C D N 2295 D iek s N L 2 2 9 0 2 3 0 5

C ox I R L 2 3 2 5 2 3 1 5 D iesen U S A 2 2 9 5

C ro u ch E N G 2 2 8 5 D ie tz e D D R 2 2 8 0

G C som H 2 5 4 0 2 5 3 0 G D ie z  d e l C orral E 2 5 1 5

C su lits D D R 2225 D ja ja Y 2 2 8 5

C u artas C O L 2395 2 4 0 5 D ju k ic Y 2 3 8 5

C u a sn icu A R G 2 4 1 0 D o b r e v BG 2 3 5 0

I C u e lla r , M C O L 2 3 6 0 D o b ry n sk i P L 2 3 3 0

C u ib u s H 2 2 4 0 I D o d a P L 2 4 1 0 2 3 9 0

C v etk o v ic Y 2 4 2 0 2 3 9 0 D o m in g u e z E 2 2 6 5

I C zern iak IL 2 4 1 0 2 3 9 0 D o m n itz IL 2 3 3 5

D o n c h e n k o , A U S S R 2 3 9 5

D a h lin S 2 2 1 5 D o n c h e k o , O U S S R 2 3 9 0

I D ak e U S A 2 3 6 0 G D o n n e r N L 2 4 9 5 2 4 8 5

D a m a n ik R I 2 3 1 0 D o n o so C H I 2 3 9 5 2 3 8 0

G D a m ja n o v ic Y 2 4 6 0 2 4 5 5 D o ra A 2 2 1 0

D a n o v Y 2 2 9 0 D o rfm a n U S S R : 2 3 8 0

G D a rg a B R D 2 5 0 0 D o r o sh k ev ich U S S R 2 4 2 5

D a sk a lo v BG 2 3 5 0 2 3 5 5 D r a g u tin Y 2 2 8 5

I D a y C D N 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 5 D resen B R D 2 2 2 5

D eb arn ot A R G 2 4 2 0 2 3 8 0 I D r im er R 2 3 8 0

D eB ru yck er B 2 3 7 0 D rira T U N 2 2 1 5

D eC astro PI 2 2 9 0 2 2 8 5 D rosd C Z 2 3 2 0

D e F o tis U S A 2 4 2 5 I D iick ste in A 2 4 1 0 2 4 3 0

I D eG reifT C O L 2 3 2 5 2 3 4 5 I D u e b a ll B R D 2 4 5 5

D e L a n g e N 2 3 2 0 2 3 0 0 D u m o n t B R 2 2 2 5
D e  la V eg a PI 2 3 2 0 I D u n k e lb lu m B 2 2 4 0
D e  la V eg a A R G 2 3 6 0 I D u r a o P O R T 2 3 6 0 2 3 5 0
D e lg a d o D O M 2 2 5 0 D u r ic Y 2 3 0 0

I D e ly H 2 4 7 0 2 4 4 5 D v o retsk y U S S R 2 4 9 5
D e m e n tie v U S S R 2 4 7 5 D z h a n o e v U S S R 2 3 6 5

I D en k er U S A 2 2 7 0 2 3 1 0 I D z h in d zh ik h a sh - U S S R 2 5 2 0 2 5 2 5
D e n m a n S C O T 2 2 0 5 v ili

D e sp o to v ic Y 2 3 6 d

D e V e a u c e E N G 2 2 7 0 E ales E N G 2 3 7 0
D e V illie r s S A 2 3 1 0 E isin g B R D 2 4 0 5 2 4 1 5
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Ek S 2 3 5 5 2 3 4 5

E k en b erg s 2 2 8 0 2 2 7 0

E ley E N G 2 3 5 0 2 3 4 0

E m m a A R G 2 3 8 5 2 4 0 5

E n gert B R D 2 2 0 5 2 2 1 0

I E n k laar N L 2 4 2 5 2 4 1 0

E perjesi H 2 4 0 0

I E rm en k o v BG 2 4 3 0

E rozb ek T U R K  . . . . 2 2 1 0

E sco n d rilla s M E X 2 2 3 5

E slon S 2 3 3 5 2 3 4 5

I E sp ig , L D D R 2 4 9 0

E sp ig , T D D R 2 3 1 0

I E stev ez C 2 3 3 0

E stim o P I 2 3 5 0

E strad a U 2 3 5 0

E strin U S S R 2 4 5 0

E tru k U S S R 2415

G E tiw e N L 2 5 3 0

G E van s U S A 2 5 2 5 2 5 3 0

F a b reg a P A N 2 2 0 5

F a ib iso v ich U S S R 2 4 4 0

I F airh u rst N Z 2 2 0 5

F a p p a s G R 2 2 4 5

I F a ra g o H 2 4 7 5 2 4 6 0

F a r o o q i P A K 2 3 5 0

F ed d er D K 2 3 1 5

F ed o ro v U S S R 2 2 5 5

F eller L U X 2 2 0 5

F e r n a n d ez , A E 2 3 0 0

F e r n a n d ez , C C 2 2 9 0

F e r n a n d ez , J c 2415

F ersh ter U S S R 2 3 7 0

F eu erste in U S A 2 3 9 5

I F ich tl c z 2 3 8 0 2 3 9 0

G F ilip c z 2 4 9 5 2 4 8 5

F ilip o w ic z P L 2 4 3 0 2 4 0 5

F iori B R 2 2 8 0

G Fischer U S A 2 7 8 0
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F la to w A U S 2 2 8 0

F lesch H 2 3 8 0 2 3 8 5

I F o g u e lm a n A R G 2 3 5 0

F a ilin g N 2 2 7 0

G F orin tos H 2 4 9 0

F orm an ek U S A 2 4 2 0

F ra g u e la E 2 3 9 0

F ra ile A R G 2 3 7 0

Fran k lin E N G 2335 2 3 2 5

F ran zen C Z 2315 2 2 9 0

Fredriksson S 2 3 5 0

Frey M E X 2 2 7 5 2 2 8 0

F rid h S 2255 2 2 7 0

Frid jon sson IS 2 3 1 0 2 2 9 0

F re id g o o d S A 2 3 1 0

F ried m an IL 2 4 0 0 2 3 8 5

FriehofT B R D 2245

Fry re P R 2 2 3 5

F u cak Y 2325

F u ller A U S 2365 2 4 0 0

G F u rm an U S S R 2 5 6 0

G a m b o a V E N 2 2 2 0

I G a p r in d a sh v ili U S S R 2 4 0 5 2 4 1 0

G arces E C 2 2 2 0

G a r c ia , G ilb C 2 2 6 0

G a r c ia , G ild C O L 2335 2 3 3 0

I G a rc ia , G u il C 2 4 5 0 2 4 8 5

G a r c ia , H A R G 2365 2 3 6 0

G a r c ia , L C O L 2 3 5 0 2 3 6 0

I G a r c ia , R A R G 2 4 6 0 2 4 5 5

I G a rc ia , S C 2 4 0 0 2445

G a r c ia , W C 2 3 0 0

G a r c ia -P a le r m o A R G 2 3 7 0

(3)

G asic Y 2 3 6 5

3 G a r c ia -P a le r m o a n d  P a lerm o m a y

b o th  be th e  sam e p layer .
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G a szto n y i H 2 2 9 5 G ross C Z 2 3 5 0

G avrilak is G R 2 3 0 0 G rossm an PL 2 2 9 0

G a v r ilo v U S S R 2375 G riin b erg , H D D R 2 3 1 5

G elfer IL 2 3 2 5 G riin b erg R 2 3 3 0

G Geller, E U S S R 2 6 1 0 2 6 0 0 G u d tn u n d sso n  IS 2 2 2 5

G e lle r , U IL 2 3 1 0 G u erra V E N 2 2 3 5

G eo rg a d ze U S S R 2435 2 4 4 0 G G u fe ld U S S R 2 5 3 5

G eorgsson IS 2 2 2 0 G u lb ra n d sen N 2 3 3 5

I G ereb en C H 2 3 2 0 2 3 2 5 G u lk o U S S R 2 4 3 5 2 4 8 0

G ergel U S S R 2325 G u n d erso n N 2 2 6 0

I G erm an BR 2 3 4 0 G u n n arsson IS 2 3 0 0 2 3 1 0

I G eru sel B R D 2 4 2 0 2 4 4 0 G G u r g e n id ze U S S R 2 5 0 0 2 4 9 5

G eszosz H 2 3 9 0 2 3 6 5 G u se v , V U S S R 2 4 0 0

G G h e o r g h iu R 2540 G u se v , Y U S S R 2 4 0 5

G h in d a R 2 3 0 0 I G u tierrez C O L 2 3 1 5

I G h ite scu R 2 4 4 0 2 4 3 5 G u tm a n U S S R 2 3 8 5 2 3 9 0

I G h iz d a v u  (ex R )U S A 2 4 2 0 2 4 2 5

G iam S I N G 2 2 1 0 I H a a g H 2 4 3 0

G ia rd e lli A R G 2 3 0 0 H a ik F 2 2 8 0

G ik U S S R 2 4 4 0 H a lld o rsso n , IS (4) 2 2 3 0
G ild en U S A 2375 2 3 6 0 Bjorn

G G ip slis U S S R 2 5 3 0 H a lld o rsso n , IS (4) 2 2 9 0
G lau ser C H 2 3 6 0 B ragi

G G lig o r ic Y 2585 2 5 7 5 H a m a n n D K 2 4 9 0 2 4 8 5

I G lik sm an Y 2 3 8 0 H a m ilto n A U S 2 2 8 5

G o d es U S S R 2 4 0 0 2 3 8 5 H a n s B R D 2 2 8 5

G o d o y C H I 2 3 6 0 2 3 4 5 H a n sso n , D S 2 3 2 0 2 2 9 0

G o ld b erg er C H 2230 H a r a n d i I R A N 2 3 5 5 2 3 6 0
G o ld in U S S R 2 3 3 5 H arestad N 2 3 5 0
G on szor C Z 2 3 5 0 I H a r to c h N L 2 3 7 0 2 3 7 5
G o n z a le z D O M 2 2 0 5 I H artston E N G 2 4 8 0 2 4 7 5
G o rch a k o v U S S R 2 3 4 0 H asan I N D 2 3 8 0

I G rab czew sk i P L 2 4 2 5 2 3 9 5 H a se , J .  C A R G 2 4 2 5 2 4 3 0
G r e en , E N Z 2 2 6 5 H a se , R A R G 2 3 0 0
G refe U S A 2 4 7 0 I H a sin U S S R 2 3 8 5
G riffith s E N G 2285 H a tleb a k k N 2 2 7 5
G rig o r ia n , K U S S R 2 5 2 0

G rig o r ia n , L U S S R 2 4 6 0 2 4 9 0

G rin b erg A R G 2 4 6 0 4  T h e  M a y  list g a v e  o n ly o n e  H a lld o r -

G r o c h o to v U S S R 2 3 8 0 sson , w ith  n o in it ia l,  a t 2 2 9 5 .
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H a u sn e r CZ 2 3 0 0

H a v lic e k c z 2 2 5 0

H a v sk y  (5 ) U S S R 2 3 9 0

H a v sk y , S  (5 ) U S S R 2 3 8 5

H a y A U S 2 3 5 0

H a y g a r th E N G 2 3 3 5

H a z a i H 2 4 2 0

G H e c h t B R D 2515 2 4 9 0

H e id e n fe ld I R L 2225 2 2 3 0

H e im , S N 2 3 4 5

H e in e n  (6 ) D D R 2 2 6 5

H e in ig  (6) D D R 2265

H e lm e r s, K N 2 2 3 5

H e lm e r tz , P S 2 3 2 5 2 2 4 5

H e n a o C O L 2 2 9 0 2 2 7 0

I H e n n in g s D D R 2 4 7 0

H en ry I R L 2 3 3 0

H e r m lin U S S R 2 3 6 0

H e r n a n d e z , J C 2 3 1 0

H e r n a n d e z , R C 2 3 9 5

H esse D D R 2 4 0 5

H e u e r U S S R 2375

H jer ten es N 2 3 7 0

H lo u sek CZ 2355

H o e n N 2 3 8 0 2 3 5 0

H o h ler C H 2335

H o la szek A 2 3 8 5

H o llin g B R D 2 3 0 0

H o llo w a y E N G 2 3 6 5

H o lm D K 2 3 9 0

G H o lm o v U S S R 2 5 4 5 2 5 4 0

H o lt S C O T 2 2 3 0

I H o n fi H 2 4 7 0 2 4 6 0

H orn er E N G 2 4 5 0

5 P r o b a b ly  b o th  H a v sk y  a n d  H a v sk y , S  

a re  th e  sa m e  p la y er .

6  A g a in  th ese  seem  to  b e  th e  sa m e  p er

son . H e in ig  is c e r ta in ly  correct.

F ID E  International Rating List

G Hort C Z 2 6 0 0

H o r v a th , G H 2 2 8 0

H ra d eczk y H 2300

G Hiibner B R D 2615

I H u g C H 2425 2 4 2 0

H u g u et F 2235

I H u la k Y 2475

H u rm e S F 2 3 7 0

H uss C H 2 3 6 0

H u tch in g s W 2 3 1 0 2 3 3 0

H u tte m a n n B R D 2 2 4 0

H v e n e k ild e D K 2245

Ig n a tie v U S S R 2415

Iliev sk y U S S R 2 4 3 0 2 4 2 0

U ijc Y 2375 2 3 4 5

In k io v BG 2335

Isk ov D K 2 4 2 0 2 4 1 0

Isvosch ik ov U S S R 2 3 3 0

Itkis U S S R 2 2 8 0

Iv a n o v , I U S S R 2365

Iv a n o v , S BG 2 3 1 0

I v a n o v ic Y 2400 2365

Ivarsson S 2375

G Ivk ov Y 2530 2 5 5 0

Iv k o v ic Y 2370

J a c o b s e n , B D K 2 3 3 0 2 3 4 0

J a e g e r , H B R D 2 2 2 0

J a h r B R D 2 2 8 0

I J a k o b se n , O D K 2435

J a m b o r  (7) PL 2 2 6 0

J a m ie s o n , P S C O T 2 2 7 0 2 3 0 0

J a m ie s o n , R A U S 2 4 2 0

J a n e tsch ek A 2335 2355

J a n k o v BG 2345 2 3 4 0

J a k o v e c C Z 2315 2335

G J a n o s  ev ic Y 2465

1 T h is  p la y er  d o es  not a p p ea r  in  th e  

P o lish  n a tio n a l ra tin g  list!
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G  J a n sa c z 2 5 3 5 2 5 4 0 G Karpov U S S R 2 7 0 0 2 7 0 5

J a n sso n , B s 2 3 8 0 K a ta lim o v U S S R 2 4 1 0

J a u r e g u i C H I 2 3 5 5 K a u fm a n U S A 2 3 9 0

J e le n Y 2 3 7 0 G K a v a le k U S A 2 6 2 5 2 5 5 5

J en sen D K 2 3 0 0 I K e e n e E N G 2 5 0 5

J ig jig su ren M O N 2 2 8 5 K e le ce v ic Y 2 3 1 5

I J im e n e z ,  E C 2 3 4 0 2 3 7 5 I K e ller C H 2 3 9 0

I J o h a n n e ssen , S . N 2 4 0 0 2 4 1 0 K e r ch ev BG 2 2 5 0 2 2 3 5

J o h a n n sso n , I. R I S 2 3 9 5 G K eres U S S R 2 5 6 5

J o h a n sso n , M S 2 4 3 0 K estler B R D 2 4 1 0 2 4 3 0

Jo k sic Y 2 3 8 0 2 3 9 5 K ifFm eyer B R D 2 3 3 0

J o n e s W 2 2 1 0 K im elfe ld U S S R 2 3 4 0

J o n g sm a N L 2 3 0 5 K in n m a rk S 2 4 0 0 2 3 8 5

Jo n sso n IS 2 3 1 0 2 2 8 5 K irch m a y er A R G 2 2 1 0

Josefsson s 2 2 6 0 K ir illo v U S S R 2 3 6 5

J o ste in sso n IS 2 3 4 5 I K ir o v BG 2 4 6 5 2 4 3 5

J o v a n o v ic Y 2 3 5 5 K ir p ic h n ik o v U S S R 2 4 9 0

J o v ic Y 2 3 0 5 2 3 6 0 K iz o v Y 2 2 6 5

J u a r e z A R G 2 3 2 0 K le in , M B R D 2 2 8 0

J u lia o D O M 2 2 8 0 K liu k in U S S R 2 3 2 0

J u n c o C 2 2 9 0 K lo v a n U S S R 2 4 9 5 2 5 0 0

I K lu g er H 2 3 7 0 2 3 2 0

I K a g a n IL 2385 2 4 2 0 I K n a a k D D R 2 5 1 5 2 5 1 0

K a im o PI 2 3 2 5 I K n e z e v ic Y 2 4 2 0 2 4 2 5

K aiszau r i S 2 3 5 0 2 3 4 5 K n o ll N L 2 2 8 0

K a k a g e ld iev U S S R 2 3 9 5 K n o x E N G 2 3 2 0

K a la tish isv ili U S S R 2 2 7 0 K o c h ie v U S S R 2 4 9 0 2 4 6 5

K a ld o r IL 2 3 9 5 2 3 7 0 K o c h n e r U S S R 2 4 0 0

K a m in sk y U S S R 2365 K o g a n , B U S S R 2 4 2 5

K an H K 2 3 6 0 2 3 8 0 I K o la r o v BG 2 4 1 5

K a n e U S A 2 3 3 0 K o lb a ek D K 2 3 3 0

K a n k o S F 2 2 3 0 K o m lje n o v ic Y 2 2 6 0

K a p e n g u t U S S R 2 4 7 0 2 4 6 0 K o n sta n tin o v BG 2 2 5 0

I K a p la n  (ex  P R ) U S A 2 4 6 0 2 4 4 5 K o p ilo v , I U S S R 2 3 9 0

I K arak la jic Y 2 4 4 5 K o p ilo v , Y U S S R 2 3 6 5

K a ra p ch a n sk i BG 2345 G Korchnoi U S S R 2 6 7 0 2 6 6 5

K a ra sev U S S R 2 4 6 0 2 4 9 0 K o r e lo v U S S R 2 3 8 0

K ark lin s U S A 2 4 0 0 2395 K o ren sk y U S S R 2 4 9 5 2 4 3 5
K arlsson S 2 2 0 5 K orosten sk y S A 2 2 3 5
K arn er U S S R 2395 K o sh a n sk y Y 2 3 6 5



I K o stro PL 2 3 8 5 2 3 9 0

K o tk o v U S S R 2 3 9 0

G K o to v U S S R 2 5 0 0

K o ts U S S R 2 4 0 0

I K o v a c e v ic Y 2 4 6 5

I K o v a c s , L H 2 3 9 0 2 3 8 5

K o z a r o v BG 2 3 8 0

K o z lo v U S S R 2 4 6 0 2 4 4 5

I K o z m a C Z 2 3 8 0

K r a b b e N L 2 2 9 0

I K r a id m a n IL 2 4 7 0 2 4 6 0

I K ra m er N L 2 3 3 0

K r a n tz S 2 2 6 5

K rem en etsk y U S S R 2 4 1 0 2 4 0 0

K r is tia n ssen , E N 2 4 0 0

K r is tia n se n , J D K 2 3 7 0

K ristin sso n , J IS 2355 2 3 5 0

K ristjan sson , B IS 2 3 0 0

K r is tn ic H K 2 2 1 0

K riz C Z 2285

K r n a u ck C Z 2 2 9 0

K r n ic Y 2 3 9 5 2 4 0 0

G K ro g iu s U S S R 2 5 7 0

K ro o n S A 2 3 7 0

K ru szyn sk i P L 2 2 7 0

K r u ty a n sk y U S S R 2 4 0 0

K u b ic e k C Z 2 3 2 0 2 3 3 5

K u d r ia sh o v U S S R 2 3 8 0

I K u ijp ers N L 2 4 2 0 2 4 4 5

K u in sk y , A U S S R 2 4 3 0

K u lig o w sk i P L 2 3 4 0

K u n sz to w ic z B R D 2 4 4 0

K u p k a C Z 2 3 6 0

I K u p p e r C H 2 3 8 0

K u p re ic h ik U S S R 2 4 6 0

I K u p re ja n o v C D N 2 3 6 5

G K u ra jica Y 2 5 1 0 2 5 2 5

K u sn ic  (? ) U S S R 2 3 1 0

K u ty a n in U S S R 2 4 4 0

K u z lic h e v U S S R 2 3 4 0
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G K u z m i n U S S R 2600

L a g h a T U N 2205

L a g h k v a M O N 2 3 1 0 2 3 2 5

I L a n g e w eg N L 2390 2 4 1 0

L ara M E X 2 2 6 0

L arra in C H I 2 2 8 0

G L a r s e n D K 2 6 3 0 2625

L a zarev U S S R 2390

L eb red o C 2355

I L ech tyn sk y C Z 2390 2 4 1 0

L ed erm an IL 2 3 9 0

L eg h y  (?) U S S R 2 3 3 0

I L eh m a n n B R D 2395 2 3 8 5

G L ein U S S R 2540 2535

L ek an d er s 2345

G L en g y el H 2420 2 4 1 0

L eo w S I N G 2 2 3 0 2 2 8 0

L erner U S S R 2390

L escover A R G 2370

I L etelier C H I 2375 2 3 5 0

L etze lter F 2 2 4 0

L ev in , N . U S S R 2 4 1 0

I L ev y , D S C O T 2320 2325

L ev y , L U S A 2330

G L ib erzon IL 2515 2485

I L ieb ert D D R 2445 2 4 5 0

L igterin k N L 2 3 6 0 2365

L iljed ah l S 2 3 3 0 2 3 2 5

L im S I N G 2 2 3 0

L ip n ow sk i C D N 2 4 0 0

L ip ta y H 2 4 1 5

L istergarten U S S R 2315

L itk iew icz D D R 2 2 4 0

L ittleto n IR L 2295 2275

L ittlew o o d , J E N G 2340

L itv in o v U S S R 2 4 7 0

G L j u b o j e v ic Y 2605 2615

L ju n g d a h l S 2 2 1 0 2 2 1 5

L ju n gq u ist s 2250
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L ob igas PI 2345 2 3 2 5

L o h ea c L E B 2 2 2 5 2 2 3 0

L ok asto  (?) PL 2 2 7 5

L om b ard C H 2 4 1 0 2 4 0 5

G L o m b a rd y U S A 2 5 2 0 2 5 1 5

L o n to c PI 2 3 3 5

L o p e z , F C O L 2 2 5 0

L u c zy n o w icz PL 2 3 0 0

L u d o lf U S S R 2 2 4 5

L u g in b iih l C H 2 4 0 0

L u k acs H 2 3 4 5 2 3 8 5

L uk in U S S R 2 4 4 0 2 4 5 0

I L u n d in S 2 3 6 0

G L u tik o v U S S R 2545

M a cG rillen I R L 2 2 6 0 2 2 8 5

M a ch u lsk y U S S R 2 3 9 0

M aciejew sk i P L 2 3 8 0

M ack B R D 2 2 3 5 2 2 7 0

M a c le s F 2 2 8 0 2 3 6 0

M acsk asy C D N 2 2 8 0

M a g n u sso n , G IS 2 3 0 0

M a g n u sso n , O IS 2 4 0 0

M a iz te g u i U 2 2 5 5

I M a k a r ich ev U S S R 2 4 4 0

M a k ro p o u lo s G R 2 3 2 5 2 3 3 0

I M a lich D D R 2 5 1 5 2 5 2 0

M alis C Z 2 2 2 0

M a lm d e n S 2 2 1 0

M a lm g ren s 2 4 0 0

M an astersk i PL 2 3 2 0 2 3 1 0

M a n d ro v BG 2 3 1 0

M a n in a n g PI 2 2 5 5

I M a ra n g u n ic Y 2 4 6 5

M a ra n z  (?) U S S R 2 2 6 0

M arcu s N L 2 3 9 5

M arcu ssi A R G 2 2 6 0

I M a rie Y 2 4 5 5 2 4 6 5

G M a rio tti I 2 4 6 5 2 4 9 5

M arjan Y 2 2 5 0 2 2 6 0

M a rja n o v ic Y 2 3 1 0 2 3 1 5

M a rk la n d E N G 2 3 9 0

M arosi H 2 4 0 0

I M a ro v ic Y 2 4 9 0

M arsza lek PL 2 3 5 0

M art IL 2 2 6 0

M a rtin E 2 3 2 0

M a rt in e z , C A R G 2 3 4 0

M a rt in o v ic Y 2 3 4 0 2 3 5 5

M a rtz U S A 2 3 7 5 2 3 8 5

M a sca r in a s PI 2 3 0 5

M a sh ia n C H 2 2 6 5

I M a sic Y 2 3 6 5

M a slo v U S S R 2 3 0 0

G M a ta n o v ic Y 2 4 9 0

M a tera U S A 2 3 8 5

G M a tu lo v ic Y 2 5 3 0

M a z z o lin i A R G 2 3 2 5

M c K a y S C O T 2 3 3 0 2 3 3 5

G Mecking B R 2 6 1 5 2 6 1 0

M ed ero s C 2 2 8 5

I M e d in a E 2 3 5 0 2 3 4 5
I M ed n is U S A 2 4 5 5

M e d u n a C Z 2285

M cin so h n , F F 2 2 2 0

M ejic Y 2 4 0 0

M e le g h e g y i H 2 3 6 0

M elh u ish C H I 2 3 1 0

M e n v ie lle E 2 3 6 5 2 3 6 0

M er d in ia n BG 2 2 7 5

M er in o E 2 2 5 5
I M essin g Y 2 4 3 0

M este l E N G 2 2 7 0 2 2 9 0
I M estr o v ic Y 2 4 0 0 2 3 8 5

M ey e r , E U S A 2 3 4 0
I M ia g m a su r en M O N 2 3 7 5 2 3 4 0

M ic h e li I 2 3 2 0 2 3 3 5
M id jo rd F I 2 2 0 5

I M ih a ljc is in , M Y 2 3 2 0

M ik a d z e U S S R 2 4 2 0
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I M ik en a s U S S R 2 4 1 0 N estler I 2 2 2 0

M ik h a ilc h ish in , U S S R 2 4 2 5 N eu k irch D D R 2 3 7 0

A I N e z h m e td in o v t  U S S R 2455
I M ile s E N G 2 4 1 0 2 4 3 5 N ia m d o rz i M O N 2 3 1 0
I M i lev BG 2 2 3 0 N icev sk i Y 2 4 3 0 2 4 1 0

M in a y a C O L 2 3 0 0 N ijd a m N L (8) 2215
I M in e v BG 2 4 5 5 2 4 3 0 N ik lasson S 2 4 2 5
I M in ic Y 2475 N ik o la c Y 2470

M isc h u c h k o v  (?') U S S R 2 4 1 0 N ik o la y ev sk y U S S R 2475

I M ista c z 2 3 5 5 I N ik o lic Y 2405

M itite lu R 2 3 9 0 N o b r e g a B R 2 3 4 0

M iy a sa k a J A P 2 2 5 0 N 0 r b y D K 2 3 1 0

M n a tsa k a n ia n U S S R 2 4 1 0 N o rd strom S 2325 2 3 1 0

M o e D K 2375 2 3 6 5 N o ta ro s Y 2290 2305

M o en N 2 2 1 0 N o v a k , E C Z 2255

M o h r in g D D R 2 4 5 0 N o v a k , I C Z 2355 2 3 4 5

I M o h r lo k B R D 2 4 4 0 N o w a k , I PL 2275

I M o ise y e v U S S R 2 4 2 5 N o v ik o v U S S R 2325

M o le s I R L 2295 N u n C Z 2 4 4 0

M 0 ller D K 2 3 1 5 N u n n E N G 2395 2 3 7 5

M o ra z a PR 2 2 1 0 2 2 0 5 N u r m i C D N 2 2 4 0

M o rg a d o A R G 2 3 0 0 N y k o p p S 2320

M o v sis ia n  (? ) U S S R 2 3 5 0

M u c o A L 2 4 4 0 O b u k h o v sk y U S S R 2420

M u ja g ic Y 2 2 2 0 O c a m p o , R M E X 2245

M u k h in , M U S S R 2465 O ca m p o . A R G 2305

M u lle r , K D D R 2 4 6 5 2 4 7 0 O fsta d  • N 2 2 3 0

M u lle r , L H 2 2 3 0 I 0 g a a r d N 2430 2 4 6 0

M u n o z C O L 2 2 8 0 O im U S S R 2405

M u r a to v U S S R 2 4 3 5 2 4 0 5 I O ja n en S F 2325

M u rei U S S R 2 4 5 5 2 4 4 5 G  O ’K e lly B 2445

I M u sil Y 2 4 3 0 G  O la fsson IS 2550 2535

O lg a g T U R K 2 2 0 5

N a g y , E H 2 4 2 0 O lsson S 2370

G N a jd o r f A R G 2 5 2 0 2 5 1 0 O m a r i A L 2215

I N a ra n ja PI 2 3 9 5 2 3 8 5

I N a v a r o v sz k y H 2 4 1 5 2 4 0 0 8  In  th e  M a y  list N ijd en a p p ea red  as

N e a m tu R 2 3 9 0 2 2 3 0  a n d  N y d a m as 2 2 0 5 . T h e  latest

I N e i U S S R 2 4 9 5 list has th e  correct sp e llin g  an d  ap p ears

N e m e t Y 2415 2 4 3 0 to  h a v e  a v era g ed  th e tw o  ratings.
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O n a t T U R K 2335 2 3 4 0

O rev BG 2 3 7 5 2 3 7 0

O rlov U S S R 2 2 1 0

O rn ste in S 2 4 3 0

O rp in a s C H I 2 3 2 0

O rtega C 2 3 3 0

O rtel H 2 3 3 0

I O sn os U S S R 2490

0 s t -H a n s e n D K 2350

O sterm an Y 2 3 0 0

I O sto jic , P Y 2485

O strovsk y U S S R 2 4 1 5

O tt C H 2 2 2 5

O zsv a th H 2 3 3 0

G P a ch m a n n B R D 2 5 1 0

PackrofF D D R 2 2 9 0

P a d C Z 2275 2 3 3 0

G P ad evsk y BG 2 4 8 0

P ad ron C 2215

P ah tz D D R 2 4 8 0 2 4 5 5

P a la c io s E 2 3 3 0

P a latn ik U S S R 2470

P a lerm o  (9) A R G 2 4 0 0

P a n ch en k o U S S R 2435

P an g S I N G 2 2 2 0

G P a n n o A R G 2 5 4 0 2 5 4 5

P a n ta leev BG 2 3 1 0

I P ao li I 2 2 8 0 2 2 7 0

P ap ier Y 2 3 1 0

G P arm a Y 2 5 1 0

P artos R 2 4 1 0

P a tz  (10 ) D D R 2 4 0 0

P av len k o U S S R 2 3 8 0

P a v liu tin U S S R 2285

P a v lo v R 2355

P a v lo v ic Y 2 3 9 0

P ed ersen , K D K 2375 2 3 9 5

P eev BG 2 4 2 5

P eh a n C Z 2 3 7 0

P e la ez C 2 2 3 0

P elik an A R G 2 3 7 0 2 3 6 0

P e lito v BG 2 3 5 0

P elts U S S R 2 4 0 5 2 4 2 0

P en rose E N G 2 4 5 0 2 4 2 0

P eren y i H 2 2 5 5

P eresip k in U S S R 2365 2 3 7 5

P eretz IL 2 3 7 0

Perkins E N G 2 3 6 0 2 3 0 0

P ersitz C H 2 3 4 5

P esan tes P E R 2 3 3 0

P esh in a U S S R 2 3 4 0

P eters, J U S A 2 3 3 5

P etersen , F D K 2 3 3 0

P etk ev ich U S S R 2 4 2 0

P etran H 2 3 9 0

P etrik C Z 2 2 1 0

P etro sia n , A U S S R 2 3 2 0

Petrosian, T U S S R 2 6 4 0 2 6 4 5

P etro v , P BG 2 3 2 5

P etrov U S S R 2 3 6 0

P etrov ic Y 2 2 6 5

P etru sh in U S S R 2 3 4 0

P etu k h o v U S S R 2 3 3 5

P feil D D R 2 3 0 0

P fleger B R D 2 5 3 5 2 5 4 0

Piasetsk i C D N 2 2 9 5 2 3 6 0

P ietru siak PL 2 3 0 0

P iju a n E 2 2 8 5

P iln ik A R G 2 4 3 5

P ilo t PL 2 2 4 5

P in a l C 2 3 1 5

P in k as PL 2 3 3 0

P in ter H 2 4 1 0

P in to -P a iv a B R (H) 2 2 6 5

11 In  th e  M a y  list P a iv a  w a s g iv e n  as 2 2 8 0  

a n d  P in to -O a iv a  as 2 2 4 5

9  cf. G a r c ia -P a lerm o .  

10 cf. P a h tz .
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P io ch P L 2 2 8 0 P ritch ett S C O T 2 3 5 0 2 3 9 0

P ip k o v BG 2 3 0 0 P rivara C Z 2240

P ith a r t C Z 2335 P ro d a n o v BG 2340 2315

I P la ch etk a C Z 2405 2 4 3 0 I P u c Y 2370

G P la n in c Y 2 5 4 5 2 5 3 5 P u h m F 2300

P la to n o v U S S R 2 4 5 5 P u jo l E 2215

P o c h A R G 2 3 6 5 2 3 8 0 P u k sh an sk y U S S R 2405

I P o d g a y ets U S S R 2 4 8 5 2 5 0 0 P u scasu R 2 2 2 0

P ogats H 2 4 0 5 P u stin a A L 2300

P o jed z in ie c P L 2 2 3 0 P ytel PL 2405 2 4 2 0

P ok h la

P o k o jo w czy k

U S S R

P L

2335

2 3 1 5
I Q u in o n e s P E R

A R G

2320

2505
H 2 3 9 5

G Q u in tero s 2495
P o lg a r

P o lik a rp o v U S S R 2 3 9 0 R a a ste S F 2 2 0 0

G Polugayevsky U S S R 2 6 3 0 2 6 4 5 R a d a sh k o v ich IL 2425 2 4 4 0

G P om ar E 2 4 2 5 2 4 5 0 R a d e v BG 2 3 6 0

I P o p o v , L BG 2 4 6 0 R a d o je v ic Y 2205 2215

P o p o v , S Y 2 3 0 0 G R a d u lo v BG 2490 2 5 1 0

P o p o v U S S R 2 4 0 0 R a iz m a n  t F 2 2 8 0

P o p o v y ch U S A 2405 R ajcev ic Y 2 4 9 0 2 4 4 0

I P o r a t(h ) IL 2345 I R a jk o v ic Y 2 4 2 0

I P o recca I 2 2 8 5 R ajn a H 2405

P o rtisch , F H 2 4 2 0 R a k ic Y 2395

G Portisch, L H 2 6 4 5 2 6 3 5 R a m o s C 2 2 8 0

P ostler D D R 2 3 4 0 R a n ta n en S F 2410

P o ted tin iec  (1 2 ) PL 2 3 1 0 R ash k oysk y U S S R 2510 2515

P o u lse n , A D K 2 2 8 0 R a th D K 2 3 5 0

P o u lsso n , E N 2 3 9 0 2 4 1 0 I R a z u v a y e v U S S R 2 5 2 0 2515

P o u tia in en S F 2 3 9 5 R e b iz zo A R G 2280

P ra m esh u b er A 2 3 9 5 I R e e N L 2425 2470

P ran d stetter C Z 2355 R e ich er R 2355

P riessm an n F 2 2 8 0 2 2 6 5 R e in h a rd t A R G 2325

I P r ib y l C Z 2 4 5 5 I R e llsta b B R D 2265

P r im a v era , G I 2 2 5 0 2 2 4 0 G R esh evsk y U S A 2 5 5 0 2 5 3 0

P r im a v era , R I 2 2 8 0 2 2 7 5 R esh k o U S S R 2 4 1 0

I Prin s N L 2265 R ib e iro P O R T 2290 2255

G R ib li H 2525 2 5 2 0

12 T h is  p la y er  d o e s  n o t a p p ea r in th e R ic e t to U 2205

P o lish  n a t io n a l ra tin g  list a n d  m a y  b e a R ich ter IL 2 3 7 0

m is-sp e llin g  o f  P o jed z in ie c . R ifa i S Y R 2 2 3 0
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R ito v U S S R 2 4 8 0 S a p i H 2 4 1 0

G R o b a tsc h A 2 4 4 0 2 4 5 5 S a r a c e lo P R 2 2 4 0

R o c h a B R 2315 I S a ra p u N Z 2 3 3 0 2 3 2 0

R o d r ig u e z , A C 2 4 5 0 2 4 3 5 S aren S F 2 3 5 0
I R o d r ig u e z , J C 2 3 9 0 S a v a d k o u h i I R A N 2 3 4 0 2 3 2 5
[ R o d r ig u e z , O P E R U 2445 2 4 3 5 S a v e r y m u ttu E N G 2 2 5 0 2 2 8 0

R o d r ig u e z , R PI 2 4 1 0 S a v ic Y 2 3 3 0
I R ogofT U S A 2445 G  S a v o n U S S R 2 5 7 5

R oh rl A 2 3 6 5 2 3 8 5 G  S a x H 2 5 0 5 2 5 1 0
R o iz m a n U S S R 2385 S ch a u fe lb e rg e r C H 2 3 4 5 2 3 3 5
R o m IL 2305 S c h e ip l B R D 2 3 5 0

I R o m a n ish in U S S R 2 4 7 0 2 4 8 5 S ch iffer B R D 2 4 3 5
R o sen b erg U S S R 2445 2 4 2 0 S chiflferdeck er B R D 2 3 5 0
R osen lu n d D K 2345 S c h in z e l P L 2 3 5 0

G R o sse tto A R G 2 4 2 0 2 4 3 0 G  S c h m id , L B R D 2 5 5 0 2 5 4 0
R o ssm a n n D D R 2 2 9 0 I S c h m id t, W P L 2 5 0 0 2 4 6 5

G R o sso lim o U S A 2 3 9 0 S c h n e id er , L S 2 3 8 0
R o th C H 2 4 0 0 S c h n e id er , R L U X 2 3 1 0
R o v ira C R 2 2 9 5 S c h o ll N L 2 3 8 5

I R u b in e tt i A R G 2 4 1 5 2 4 4 0 S ch o n eb er g D D R 2 4 2 5
R u d erfer U S S R 2 4 1 0 S c h o u p a l C Z 2 2 2 0
R u iz E 2 2 6 0 S c h r a n z H 2 2 7 0

I R u k a v in a Y 2 4 5 0 2 4 5 5 I S ch w e b e r A R G 2 4 4 5 2 4 4 0
R u sa k o v U S S R 2 4 8 0 S eg a l B R 2 3 5 0 2 3 8 5

S a b a o A R G 2 2 7 5 S eifert C Z 2 3 0 5

S a k h a ro v , A U S S R 2 4 2 5 2435 S elick C D N 2 2 7 5

I S a k h a ro v , Y U S S R 2 4 8 0 S eret F 2 4 0 0 2 4 1 0

S a h o v ic Y 2 3 7 0 2 4 1 0 S erran o C 2 3 1 0

I S a id y U S A 2 4 3 0 2 4 4 5 S e r v a ty B R D 2 3 0 0

S a lla y H 2 2 6 0 S h a b a n o v U S S R 2 4 2 5 2 3 9 5

S a ltsm a n U S S R 2 4 6 0 2 4 4 0 S h a h sa v a r I R A N 2 2 3 0

S a m p o u w R I 2 2 8 0 2 2 9 0 G  S h a m k o v ic h IL 2 5 0 5

I S a n ch es , L C O L 2 2 6 0 (ex  U S S R )

S a n ch ez V E N 2 3 8 5 S h a r if I R A N 2 3 0 0 2 3 4 5

S a n d e N 2 3 6 5 S h a sh in U S S R 2 4 2 0

S a n d o r , A Y 2205 S h a w A U S 2 3 8 0 2 3 7 0
I S a n d o r , B H 2 3 4 0 S h eln in U S S R 2 3 5 0
I S a n g u in e tt i A R G 2 5 3 0 S h eresh ev sk y U S S R 2 4 1 5

S a n to s , L P O R T 2 2 7 0 S h es ta k o v U S S R 2 3 7 5 2 3 6 0
S a n z E 2 3 2 0 S h este p e r o v U S S R 2 4 0 5
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S h ia n o v sk y U S S R 2 4 0 0 I S o so n k o N L 2 4 5 0 2 4 7 0

S h ira z i I R A N 2 2 8 5 2 2 7 5 S p a cek C Z 2225

S h ish k o v U S S R 2 3 0 0 G S p a s s k y U S S R 2 6 5 0 2625

S h te in b e r g U S S R 2 3 6 0 I S p assov BG 2 4 3 0

S h te in e r U S S R 2 3 0 5 S p ee lm a n E N G 2 3 7 0

S h v e d c h ik o v U S S R 2 3 8 5 2 3 9 5 I S p ir id o n o v BG 2 4 4 0

I S ia p er a s G R 2 3 4 5 S p iro v BG 2 3 6 0

S ib a re v ic Y 2 3 4 0 S reb rov BG 2 2 8 0

S id y a k o v BG 2 2 6 5 S ta n c iu R 2295

S ig u rjo n sso n , B IS 2 3 4 5 S ta n k o v BG 2255 2 2 7 0

I S ig u rjo n sso n , G IS 2 4 8 0 2 4 7 5 S tarck D D R 2300

S ik o ra c z 2 3 0 0 S tean E N G 2345 2 3 7 0

S ilv a , C C H I 2 3 9 5 2 3 5 5 S te in b a u m A R G 2305

S ilv a , F P O R T 2 2 9 0 2 3 2 5 S tek el C H I 2 3 7 0 2 3 5 0

S im ic Y 2 4 0 0 2 4 0 5 S ten b o rg S 2 2 8 0

S in u lin g g a R I 2 3 4 0 S tern b erg U S S R 2 3 3 0

S iro k y C Z 2 3 9 0 2 3 4 5 S to ica R 2 3 0 0

S k a lk o ta s G R 2 2 5 0 S to ly a r U S S R 2 4 4 0

S k o ld S 2 3 1 5 S to p p e l A 2335

S la v k o v BG 2 2 5 0 S tro b e l A 2365

S lo th D K 2 3 8 0 S tu ll L U X 2 2 6 0

S lu tsk y U S S R 2 3 5 0 S u b a R 2 4 6 0 2 4 7 0

G S m e j k a l C Z 2 6 0 0 S u er T U R K 2235 2 2 6 5

S m ith , K U S A 2 3 7 0 Su ess B R D 2345

G S m y s l o v U S S R 2 6 0 0 2 6 0 5 G S u etin U S S R 2505 2 5 2 0

I S o frevsk i Y 2 4 5 0 S u m ia c h e r A R G 2315

S o k o lo v , S U S S R 2 4 4 0 S u n y e -N e to B R 2205

S o k o lo v , V Y 2 3 9 0 S u rad irad ja R I 2 3 2 0

S o ler C 2 2 8 5 Su rsock L E B 2 2 3 0

S o lm u n d a rsso n IS 2 3 7 0 S u ta R 2 2 5 0

S o lo y e v  (1 3 ) U S S R 2385 G S u ttle s C D N 2445 2 4 4 0

I S o lt is U S A 2 4 3 5 2 4 3 0 S u tto n N Z 2 2 9 0

S o m o g y i H 2 3 9 5 2 3 7 0 S u w u h R I 2 3 7 0

I S o o s B R D 2 4 2 0 2 4 2 5 S v e sh n ik o v U S S R 2 4 8 0

S p ren sen D K 2 3 0 0 I S y d o r P L 2 3 9 5

S o r o k in , G U S S R 2 3 9 0 S yre D D R 2 2 3 0

Sorri S F 2 3 1 0 S z a b o , I R 2 3 7 0

G S z a b o , L H 2555 2 5 4 5

13 P erh a p s  th is  is a m is-sp e llin g  o f S ze le s H 2 2 5 0

S o lo v ie v , I S z ila g y i, G H 2 3 6 0 2 3 7 0
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S z ila g y i, P H 2 4 2 0 2 4 3 5 T ra p l c z 2325

I S z ily H 2375 T ra v n ic ek c z 2 3 0 5 2 2 8 5

S zo lo s A R G 2305 T re v e ly a n w 2 2 0 5

S z m e ta n A R G 2 4 0 5 2 4 3 5 T r ia n a c 2 3 1 0

S zn ap ik PL 2 3 2 5 2 3 3 0 T rik a lio tis G R 2 2 1 5

S zy m cza k PL 2 3 9 0 T r in c a rd i I 2 2 5 0

G  T r in g o v BG 2 4 6 5 2 4 7 0

T a b o r H 2355 I T ro ia n e sc u R 2 3 2 0

G T a im a n o v U S S R 2 5 8 0 T ro is B R 2 3 1 0

G T a l U S S R 2635 2 6 4 5 T ru jillo C 2 2 5 5

I T a n S I N G 2 3 6 0 T se it l in , I U S S R 2 4 8 0

I T arjan U S A 2475 2 4 8 0 T se it l in , M . D U S S R 2 4 1 0

T a rv e U S S R 2375 T se it l in , M . S U S S R 2 4 3 5 2 4 1 0

I T a ta i I 2 4 3 0 2 4 5 5 I T sesh k ovsk y U S S R 2 5 4 5 2 5 5 5

T eb o u r b i TUN 2 2 7 0 G  T u k m a k o v U S S R 2 5 7 0

I T esch n er B R D 2435 T u m u rb a to r M O N 2 3 6 5 2 3 7 5

T h a i D D R 2355 T u r a la k e y R I 2 3 1 0

T h o m a s , D L E B 2 2 1 0 T  u zovsk y U S S R 2 4 7 0

T h o r IS 2 3 7 0 T y ity e n k o  (? ) U S S R 2 2 8 0

T h o rb erg sso n IS 2 3 2 0 U b ila v a U S S R 2 3 9 0
T h orle ifsson IS 2 2 3 0 U d d e n fe ld t S 2275 2 2 8 0
T h o r n a lly U S A 2 3 3 0 G  U h lm a n n D D R 2 5 5 0 2 5 3 5
T h orste in sson IS 2 4 1 0 I U itu m e n M O N 2 4 0 5 2 3 8 5
T h o rv a ld sso n IS 2 3 4 0 I U jte lk y C Z 2 2 9 5 2 3 0 5

G T im m a n , J N L 2 5 4 0 2 5 1 0 U lr ich sen N 2 3 3 0 2 3 5 0
T im m a n , T N L 2385 U n g u r e a n u R 2 3 8 5
T im o fe y e v U S S R 2 2 9 0 G  U n z ic k e r B R D 2 5 3 5
T im o sh e n k o U S S R 2425 2 4 5 0 U r z ic a R 2 2 5 0
T o d o r ce v ic F 2 4 2 5 2 3 9 5 U st in o v U S S R 2 3 7 0
T o lo n e n U S S R 2 4 9 0 U u s i U S S R 2 4 1 0
T o m o v BG 2 2 3 0 U z m a n T U R K  2 2 3 5
T o m  pa H 2 4 2 0 2 4 1 5

I T o ra n E 2 4 2 0 2 4 4 0 V a d a sz H 2 4 6 0

T o rfa so n IS 2 3 2 0 G V a g a n ia n U S S R . 2 5 4 0 2 5 3 0

G T o rre , E PI 2 4 5 0 2 5 1 5 V a ism a n R 2 3 7 0 2 3 8 5
T o rre , V PI 2 2 5 5 V a ld e s C 2 3 7 5

T o rre , L PR 2 2 5 0 V a le n ti I 2 2 1 5
T o t ,  Bora Y 2235 * V a n  B aarle N L 2 3 5 0 2 3 2 0

I T o th , Bela I 2385 2 3 7 5 V a n  d e n  B erg , G  N L 2 2 9 0
T o th , P BR 2 3 2 0 2 3 0 0 V a n  D o p N L 2 3 4 0
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I V a n  G ee t N L 2 3 5 0 V u k o v ic Y 2405
V a n  R e ek N L 2335 V u le v ic Y 2330
V a n  R iem sd y k BR 2365 2 3 7 0

I V a n  S c h e ltin g a N L 2325 I W a d e N Z 2350

V a n  S eters B 2 3 2 5 2 2 9 5 W a g m a n U S A 2325

V a n  d er  V lie t N L 2 3 2 0 W a h lb o m S 2 3 0 0 2355

V a n  d er  W e id e N L 2 2 9 0 W a lth er C H 2245

V a r n u sz H 2 4 0 5 2 4 1 5
W alter D D R 2 3 1 0

V a silie v U S S R 2 2 8 5 2 2 2 5 W a tzk a A 2 3 1 0

V a sq u e z P E R U 2 2 6 5 W e b b , S E N G 2 3 8 0 2385

G V a sy u k o v U S S R 2 5 6 0 W ed  berg S 2305

V e iser U S S R 2 3 9 0 W ein ste in , N U S A 2470 2465

V ek sler U S S R 2315 I W ester in en S F 2465 2475

V e la sq u e z C H I 2 3 5 5 2 3 5 0 W h ite ley E N G 2 3 8 0

V e lic k o v ic Y 2 2 8 0 W ib e N 2370

V e lik o v BG 2 3 7 0 W illia m s W 2405 2415

G V e lim ir o v ic Y 2530 2 5 2 5 W in sto n , P U S A 2 2 8 5

V e rd u g a E C 2 2 5 0 W irth en so h n C H 2 3 4 0 2 3 3 0

V e n a la in e n S F 2 3 6 0 W itk ow sk i PL 2335 2 3 4 5

I V ereso v U S S R 2 4 4 0 I W itt , L C D N 2325

V ig lu n d sso n IS 2 2 8 5 W itt , R N L 2260

V ila A L 2 3 0 0 W o o d  h am s A U S 2470

V ile la C 2 3 3 5
W ostijn B 2265 2250

V illa sa n te P E R U 2 2 6 0 I W o tu lo R I 2295

V ir a g H 2 3 3 5

V is ier E 2 3 4 5 2 3 7 5 G Y an ofsk y C D N 2435 2 4 1 5

V ito lin s U S S R 2 4 3 0 I Y e p e z , O E C 2 3 7 0

I V iz a n tia d is G R 2 2 6 0 2 2 8 0 Y e p e z , T E C 2215

I V la d im ir o v U S S R 2 4 5 0 Y  u ferov U S S R 2 4 2 0

V o ik o v ic Y 2 4 5 0

V o g e l N L 2 3 5 0 2 3 3 5 I Z a itsev , I U S S R 2460 2 4 5 0

I V o g t D D R 2 4 3 0 2 4 5 0 Z h id k o v U S S R 2 4 8 5

V o lo v ic h U S S R 2 2 5 0 I Z h u k h o v itsk y U S S R 2 4 6 0

V o o r em a a U S S R 2415 Z h u ra v lev U S S R 2470 2475

V o r o n o v U S S R 2 3 3 0 Z ic h ic h i I 2355 2 3 3 0

V o r o tn ik o v U S S R 2 4 2 0 Z ilb erm a n U S S R 2400

I V ra n esic C D N 2 4 3 0 Z ilb erste in U S S R 2465 2 4 7 0

V u c e n o v ic C H 2375 I Z in n D D R 2 4 1 0

V u ja c ic Y 2235 Z inser F 2295

I V u k ic Y 2425 2 4 5 0 Z iv k o v ic Y 2 3 9 0
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Z lo tn ik U S S R  . . . . 2 4 0 0  I Z u ck erm a n U S A 2 4 2 5 2 4 3 5

Z ob isch A  2 2 1 0 I Z u id e m a N L 2 4 4 5

Z o lo to n o s  (?) U S S R  2245 Z u k  . C D N 2 2 6 0

Z oltek P L  2345 Z u n ig a C H I 2 2 8 5

Z orig t M O N  2 2 7 0 Z u ra k o v U S S R 2 4 1 5

Z u b a rev U S S R  ____ 2 4 3 0 Z w a ig N 2 4 2 5 2 4 3 0

The World’s Top Players
T h e  c o lu m n s sh o w  th e p o s itio n  a t J a n u a r y  1974 , M a y  1974  a n d  J a n u a r y  1975  resp ec-

tiv e ly . O n ly  p layers  ra ted  2 6 0 0  a n d  o v e r  are  in c lu d e d .

1 F ischer 2 7 8 0 F isch er 2 7 8 0 F isch er 2 7 8 0

2 K arp ov 2 6 6 0 K a r p o v 2 7 0 0 K a r p o v 2 7 0 5

3 T a l '2660 K o r c h n o i 2 6 7 0 K o r c h n o i 2 6 6 5

4 Sp assk y 2 6 5 5 S p assk y 2 6 5 0 P etrosian 2 6 4 5

5 K o rch n o i 2 6 5 0 P ortisch 2 6 4 5 P o lu g a y e v sk y 2 6 4 5

6  P ortisch 2 6 5 0 P etrosian 2 6 4 0 T a l 2 6 4 5

7 P etrosian 2 6 4 0 T a l 2 6 3 5 P o r tisch 2 6 3 5

8  B otv in n ik 2 6 3 0 L arsen 2 6 3 0 L arsen 2 6 2 5

9  P o lu g a y ev sk y  2 6 2 5 P o lu g a y e v sk y 2 6 3 0 S p assk y 2 6 2 5

10 L arsen 2 6 2 0 K a v a le k 2 6 2 5 H iib n er 2 6 1 5

11 S m y slo v 2 6 1 0 H iib n er 2 6 1 5 L ju b o jev ic 2 6 1 5

12 R . B yrne 2 6 0 5 M ec k in g 2 6 1 5 M ec k in g 2 6 1 0

13 E . G eller 2 6 0 5 E . G e ller 2 6 1 0 S m y slo v 2 6 0 5

14 S te in 2 6 0 5 L ju b o jev ic 2 6 0 5 R . B ryn e 2 6 0 0

15 H iib n er 2 6 0 0 H ort 2 6 0 0 E . G e lle r 2 6 0 0

16 K u z m in 2 6 0 0 H o r t 2 6 0 0

17 S m ejk a l 2 6 0 0 K u z m in 2 6 0 0

18 S m y slo v 2 6 0 0 S m ejk a l 2 6 0 0

F I D E  I N T E R N A T I O N A L  R A T I N G  L I S T  F O R  W O M E N

T h e  fo llo w in g  list is d ig ested  from  th e  list w h ic h  took  e ffec t o n  J a n u a r y  1 1975 . O n ly  th o se

p layers  ra ted  2 2 0 0  (th e  lo w er  lim it for  th e  m en ’s lis t) a n d  a b o v e  h a v e  b e e n  in c lu d e d .

I G a p r in d a sh v ili U S S R 2 4 2 5  I R a n n ik u U S S R 2 3 0 5
I K u sh n ir IL 2 3 6 5  I B ilu n o v a U S S R 2 3 0 0
I A lex a n d r ia U S S R 2 3 3 5  I E p ste in U S S R 2 2 9 0
I L ev itin a U S S R 2 3 3 0  I S h u l U S S R 2 2 9 0
I K o z lo v sk a y a U S S R 2 3 1 5  I V e ro c i H 2 2 9 0
I Iv an k a H 2 3 1 0  I K o n o p le v a U S S R 2 2 8 5
I V a n  d er  M ije -N ic o la u  N L 2 3 0 5  I S a u n in a U S S R 2 2 8 0
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S tre ln ik o v a U S S R 2 2 7 0

I M e d y a n ik o v a U S S R 2 2 6 5

I P o lih r o n ia d e R 2 2 6 0

I H a rts to n E N G 2 2 5 0

I E . R u b tso v a U S S R 2 2 5 0

S e m e n o v a U S S R 2 2 4 5

Z v o rik in a U S S R 2 2 4 5

I L em a ch k o BG 2 2 4 0

I B orisen k o U S S R 2 2 3 0

I K is lo v a U S S R 2 2 3 0

B elo v a U S S R 2 2 2 0

I C h ib u r d a n id z e U S S R 2 2 2 0

I S k eg in a U S S R 2 2 2 0

U sh a k o v a U S S R 2 2 2 0

I Z a tu lo v sk a y a U S S R 2 2 2 0

Id e lch ik U S S R 2215

M k rtich ia n U S S R 2 2 1 5

S a m m u l U S S R 2215

I S ta d le r , T Y 2 2 1 5

I V o k r a lo v a C Z 2 2 1 5

G rin fe ld U S S R 2 2 1 0

I B au m stark R 2 2 0 5

I J o v a n o v ic ,  K Y 2205

I A n d rey ev a U S S R 2 2 0 0

I K a lc h b re n n er Y 2 2 0 0

I M a k a i R 2 2 0 0

T o  g iv e  so m e id ea  o f  th e  r e la tiv e  s tren g th  o f  so m e o f  th e  o th er  le a d in g  co u n tr ie s  th ere  

fo llo w s  th e  h ig h est ra ted  p la y er  o f  th ree  m ajor w o m e n ’s ch ess  n a tio n s:

L a a k m a n n  

I G resser

B R D  2 1 5 5  

U S A  2 0 6 5

S 2 0 4 0D a h lin





INDEX OF COMPLETE GAMES

Bold indicates that the first named player has White. Numbers refer to pages

A D O R JA N -T im m an 23, W right 62 
A N D ER SSO N -C obo 30, K naak 31, 

R adulov 45
A R N L IN D -Y udovich 169 
A V E R K IN -E stevez 38

B A G IR O V -K eene 72 
BA LA SH O V -Stean 54 
B A R T R IN A -Iskov 78 
B A SM A N -H artston (x2) 6 
B A U M ST A R K -L evitina 64 
BELYAVSKY-Olafsson 39, T al 73 
B IL EK -Jakobsen 17 
B ISG U IE R -G ulko  68 
B JA R N A SO N -M akarichev (x2) 18 
B R O W N E-G refe 52, Liljedahl 44, 

O choa 79, Stean 75 
R. BYRNE-Spassky 25

C A FFE R T Y -D e Veauce 78 
C A PE L A N -K avalek 48, Spassky 48, 

168
C A R O -K eene 31 
C H A O S-Chess 4.0 58 
C H ESS 4.0-C haos 58 
C IO C A L T E A -Sax  36 
COBO-Andersson 30 
C O M M O N S-Saidy  51 
C O O P E R -R igaud  78 
C O S U L IC H -T im m an  79 
C SO M -V elim irovic 55

D EBA RN OT-O lafsson 41 
DE VEAUCE-CafTerty 78 
D U R A O -L jubojevic 22

ESTEV EZ-A verkin 38

FA RA G O -Tim oshenko 33

FA R O O Q I-K azzaz 79 
FO RIN TO S-Sm yslov 62

G A PR IN D A SH V IL I-Polihroniade
64, Servaty 41

S. G A R C IA -K avalek 42, Robatsch 
79

G A SIC -N unn 34 
G ELLER -Spassky 60 
G H E O R G H IU -Portisch  69, 170 
G H IT E S C U -L om bardy  32 
G L IG O R IC -G ufeld  71, K uzmin 19 
G REFE-B row ne 52 
G U FELD -G ligoric 71 
G U LK O -B isguier 68, Tseitlin 24

H A M A N N -H echt 35 
H A N SEN -N unn 53 
H A R T STO N -B asm an (x2) 6 
H E C H T -H am ann  35, Ree 40 
H O PE-Pickering 78 
H O R T -R adu lov  65, T hornally 58 
H U B N E R -K aplan  74, Visier 29 
H U G -H uguet 30 
H U G U E T -H u g  30

ISK O V -B artrina 78 
IV K O V -T im m an  55

JA K O B SEN -B ilek 17
JA N SA -M arovic 21, Robatsch 79

K A PL A N -H iibner 74 
K A R PO V -K orchnoi 65, 66,

Polugayevsky 27, Spassky 37, Un- 
zicker 42

K A V A L E K -C apelan  48, S. G arcia 
42, Larsen 40, Polugayevsky 49



K A ZZA Z-Farooqi 79 
K EEN E-Bagirov 72, Caro 31, T arjan  

23
KNAAK-Andersson 31, Litkiewicz 

79, T al 63
K O C H IE V -M iles 56 
K O R C H N O I-K arpov  65, 66, Meck- 

ing 25, Petrosian 37 
K U Z M IN -G ligoric 19

LA R SEN -K avalek 40, Vasyukov 70 
LEC H TY N SK Y -Trevelyan 78 
LEV IT IN A -B aum stark 64 
LILJED A H L-B row ne 44 
L IT K IE W IC Z -K naak  79 
L JU B O JE V IC -D urao 22 
LOM BA RDY -Ghitescu 32, T arjan  

21

M A K A R IC H EV -B jarnason (x2) 18 
M A R IO T T I-S chm idt 47 
M A R O V IC -Jansa 21 
M E C K IN G -K orchnoi 25 
M EDINA-Sigurjonsson 64 
M E D N IS-Paoli 17 
M ID JO R D -S charf 78 
M ILE S-K ochiev 56

N U N N -G asic 34, Hansen 53

O CH OA -Brow ne 79 
OLAFSSON-Belyavsky 39, Debarnot 

41, Quinteros 39 
O R N STEIN -Spassky 44

PA O L I-M ednis 17 
PETR O SIA N —Korchnoi 37, Portisch 

27
PFLEG ER-V asyukov 69 
P IC K E R IN G -H ope 78 
PL A C H ET K A -Z inn 79 
PO L IH R O N IA D E -G aprindashvili 

64
PO LU G A Y EV SK Y -K arpov 27, 

Kavalek 49
PO R T ISC H —Gheorghiu 69, 170,

Petrosian 27, Vasyukov 68

Q U IN T E R O S -R ib li 59 

R A D U LO V —Andersson 45, H ort 65

206 Index o f  Complete Games

R E E -H ech t 40 
R IB L I-Q uin teros 59 
R IG A U D -C ooper 78 
R O B A TSC H -S. G arcia 79, Jansa  79, 

Suttles 46
R O M A N IS H IN -V agan ian  73

SAIDY—Commons 51 
SA X -C iocaltea 36 
SBIA -Szm etan 78 
SC H A R F-M idjord  78 
S C H M ID -T orre  47 
S C H M ID T -M ario tti 47 
SE R V A TY -G aprindashvili 41 
S IG U R JO N SSO N -M edina 64, 

Smyslov 28
SM Y SLO V -Forintos 62, Sigur- 

jonsson 28
SPA SSK Y -R . Byrne 25, C apelan 48, 

168, Geller 60, K arpov 37, O rnstein 
44, W esterinen 49

STEA N —Balashov 54, Browne 75, T al 
18

S U T T L E S-R obatsch  46 
SZM  E TA N -Sbia 78 
SZ Y M C Z A K -T al 52

TAL-Belyavsky 73, K naak 63, Stean 
18, Szymczak 52

T A R JA N -K eene 23, Lom bardy 21 
T H O R N A L L Y -H ort 58
T IM M A N -A dorjan  23, Ivkov 55, 

Vogel 33
T IM O S H E N K O -F arago  33 
T O R R E -S chm id  47 
T R EV ELY A N -Lechtynsky 78 
T S E IT L IN -G u lko  24 
U N Z IC K E R -K arpov  42

V A G A N IA N -R om anishin 73 
V A SY U K O V -Larsen 70, Pfleger 69, 

Portisch 68
V E L IM IR O V IC -C som  55 
V IS IE R -H iibner 29 
V O G E L -T im m an 33

W E STE R IN EN -Spassky 49 
W R IG H T —A dorjan 62

Y U D O V IC H -A rnlind  169

Z IN N -P lachetka 79



INDEX OF OPENINGS

Numbers refer to pages 

1 l>3 25, 54, 79
I c-4 (17), 23, 28, 31 ,33 , 37, 38, 52, 69, 78

1 d4
1 (14 cl 5  2  c 4  

2 . . .  d c 5 8
2 . . . t-6 73
2 . . . c6 73,79 
1 <1415 47, 79

1 d4 %f6
2 e3 79 
2 c4
2 . . . c5 23
2 . . . C5 3 <15 65 68, 168-9
2 . . .  t-6 3 g3 c!5 39
2 . . . t-6 3 ftf3 66 27,66
2 . . . e6 3 4*3 £1)4 41,59 , 62, 72, 79
2 . . . g6 3 45c3 (15 69, 170-1
2 . . . g6 3 4£3 £ g 7  32, 49, 51, 71, 74, 169-70

1 e4
1 c4 c5 

2 f4 44, 78 
2 -  ic3 36, 53 
2 443 4iI6 17, 171-2 
2 443 M r 3 £c4  78
2 443 4)c6 3 £l>5 19, 22, 42, 49, 63, 64, 68, 78, 171 

1 c4 c6 64
1 c4 (16/g6 30, 31 ,46 , 62, 64 
1 c4 e6 18, 21,30, 33 ,35, 79 
1 (4  4)16 4 4 ,4 7 ,5 5 ,6 4

Nimzowitsch-Larsen
English

QGA
QGD

Slav
Dutch

Benoni 
Benko G am bit 

C atalan 
Q ueen’s Indian 

N im zo-Indian 
Gritnfeld 

K ing’s Indian

K ing’s G am bit 
Vienna 
Petroff

Spanish 
Caro Kami 

P irc/M odern  
French 

Alekhine
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1 e4 c5 Sicilian
2 f4 40
2 4)13 g6 17, 79 
2 4)13 4)c6 3 d3 24 
2 4)13 fcc6 3 c!4 cd 4 4)xd4 

4 . . . gf> 41
4 . . . 61B 5 fec3 d.6 

6 % 5  65
6 Ac4 29, 55 

2 4)13 c!6 3 J3Lb5+ 25 
2 4)13 c!6 3 d4 cd 4 4)xd4 fcffi 5 4>c3

5 . . . a6 18, 27, 34, 42, 52, 55, 76, 166 
5 . . . g6 56, 65, 78, 165

2 4)13 e6 3 d4 cd 4 4)xd4 
4 . . . a6 39, 48, 167 
4 . . .  .3x5 20 
4 . . . ftfB 5 4)c3 d6 

6 g4 24, 70 
6 Ae2 37, 58, 60 

1 4 13 c6 2 g3 65- 40
1 4*13 d5 2 c4 45 Reti



INDEX OF EVENTS

( I T )  =  International tournament (J ) — Junior ( W )  =  Women

Albena (IT ) 107 
A lexandria—Levitina 122 
A lexandria-Shul 122 
A licante (IT ) 114 
Americas Ju n io r 127 
A m sterdam  (IT ) 105 
A rg e n tin a  130
Arrecife de Lanzarote (IT ) 101 
Asian Team s 87 
A ustralia  131 
A ustria 132 
A ustria-H ungary  118 
A ustria-Sw itzerland 119

Bad M ondorf (IT ) 102
Balatonfured, Post Office Team s 88
Balkaniada 88
Banjaluka (IT ) 112
Belgium  132
Belgium—France 120
Birm ingham (IT ) 98
Bolivia 132
Brasov (W) 124
Brazil 132
Bucharest (IT ) 95
Budapest Spartacus-Solingen 121
Bulgaria 132
B ulgaria-G reece 118
R. Byrne-Spassky 80

C am aguey (IT ) 96 
Canada 133 
C andidates, M en 80 
C andidates, W om en 122 
C apablanca M em orial 96 
C asablanca (IT ) 94 
Chigorin M em orial 108 
Chile 133

Clare Benedict 88 
C olom bia 133 
C openhagen-Schacknytt 121 
Costa Brava 107 
Costa del Sol 92 
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