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Bobby Fischer Goes to Bled

Earlier this year, I visited our local
college bookstore and discovered the
new book Bobby Fischer Goes to War on
a table at the front. Seeing the book,
recently reviewed online at Hanon
Russell’s ChessCafe.com (look in the
book-review archives), caused me to
think about all the Fischer material
available in The Chess Correspondent.

For example, in the spring of 1962,
British IM Harry Golombek wrote a
pair of articles for The Chess Correspon-
dent on the 1961 Bled tournament,
where Fischer took second behind Tal
and was the only player to finish with-
out a loss. This was during the so-
called “British Invasion” period of
CCLA’s history, where many articles
were written by top British players,
mostly about over-the-board events.

One of the few high points of
Golombek’s article was his mention of
his previous visit to Bled for the Can-
didates Tournament of 1959, where he
met one of the (likely many) waiters
who claimed to have brought
Alekhine a drink at some point dur-
ing the Bled tournament of 1931,
which Alekhine won by a remarkable
51/2 points. I decided against re-ed-
iting the entire article and inserting it
directly into this space because of its
verbosity, mostly caused by
Golombek’s decision to contrast

By Bryce Avery, CCLA Historian

Fischer’s performance with Tal’s on a
round-by-round basis (not totally with-
out interest at the time, but pretty bor-
ing 40 years later).

From what was a 20-round event at
Bled, here are the only two games from
Golombek’s article (with his edited
notes), both of which also appear in
Fischer’s My 60 Memorable Games.

RUY LOPEZ

White: Fischer
Black: GM Yefim Geller
Bled 1961, Round 6

1. ed4 e5 2. Nf3 Nc6 3. Bb5 a6 4. Ba4 d6
5. 0-O Bg4

Not directly bad—the real mistakes
come a little later—but certainly 5..Bd7
is safer.

6. h3 Bh5 7. c3 Qf6?

This move causes all the subsequent
trouble; not only is the queen mis-
placed here, but in developing her,
Black falls grievously behind in the
development of his kingside. Correct
was 7. ... Nf6.

8. g4 Bg6 9. d4!

Obvious and powerful; Fischer
opens up the center at a time when
Black is seriously underdeveloped. The
immediate threat is the win of a piece
by 10. Bg5 Qe6 11. d5. Black must have
already been regretting the placing of
his queen at f6.

9. .... Bxe4?!

Geller is not the sort to sit peacefully
and await White’s attack, but this plays
into White’s hands. Instead, he should
play 9).b5 10. Bc2 QdS8, after which he
can develop his kingside, though ad-
mittedly he will be some tempi behind.

10. Nbd2 Bg6 11. Bxc6+

Not so much to regain his pawn, but
to break open the center completely.

11. ... bxc6 12. dxe5 dxe5 13. Nxe5 Bdé6
14. Nxg6

Clearly superior to pawn-snatching
with 14. Nxc6, when Black really does
have time to counterattack with 14. ...
h5.

14. ... Qxgb

continued on page 10
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Best Games Contest

The results of the 2003 Best Games
contest are in.The games with the
player's initials only can be found on
pages 132, 133 and 152 of the Septem-
ber/October, 2004 Chess Correspondent.
Here are the full names of the players
for all games selected.Winners are in
bold type.

Please begin submitting games for
the 2004 contest if you haven't already! [
Send to: Dick Vandenburg, 2316 Regan
Ave., Boise, ID 83702, or email to:
rsvandenburg@juno.com. Games must
be COMPLETED during 2004 and
have to have been played between
TWO CCLA MEMBERS. Ratings used
are those at the START of play and the
winner's rating determines the class.
Prizes are $50.00 for first and $25.00 for
second in all three divisions.

Master/Expert Games

1%t Game 5

White: Lloyd Rawley
Black: Sanford Greene
Result 0-1

27 (Tie) Game 1
White: John Caliguire
Black: Robert Lucas
Result 1-0

27 (Tie) Game 4
White: Jerry Honn
Black: Alex Cacas
Result 1-0

Game 2

White: Matthew Katrein
Black: Fred Aversa
Result1/2-1/2

Game 3

White: Sheldon Rothman
Black: John Caliguire
Result 0-1

Game 6

White: Harry Simon
Black: Jerry Honn
Result 0-1

Classes A & B Games

1* Game 10

White: Michael Eldridge
Black: Joseph Chandler
Result 1-0

2" Game 8

White: Mark Ludwig
Black: Harry Simon
Result 0-1

Game 7

White: Dick Vandenburg
Black: Jerry Boone
Result 1-0

Game 9

White: Michael Eldridge
Black: Solomon Leibowitz
Result 1-0

Game 11

White: Jim Jirousek
Black: Crawford Daniels
Result1/2-1/2

Game 12

White: Alex Cacas
Black: George Ramseyer
Result 1-0

Classes C and D Games

1* Game 13

White: Mike Jenkins
Black: Richard Pyle
Result 0-1

2" Game 14
White: Smiley
Black: Tim Burritt
Result 0-1

Game 15

White: Richard Kalfas
Black: Donald Grenier
Result 0-1

Game 16

White: George Krauss
Black: Micah Rudisill
Result 0-1

Game 17

White: John Jones
Black: Micah Rudisill
Result 0-1

Game 18

White: Micah Rudisill
Black: John Jones
Result 1-0

In Memoriam

Robert G. Wright
on November 6, 2004

Robert P. Chalker
on November 15, 2004

Team Championship XIV

Although play in the next Team
Championship will begin around July
1, 2005, it is not too early to plan for it
now.

We invite all CCLA members to en-
ter. Teams are traditionally formed by
states or regions, however, some cap-
tains form miscellaneous teams. You
can join a team or form a team of your
own! Past championships have had 18-
21 teams of ten players each. Divided
into three divisions based upon the
overall average team ratings, the cham-
pionship involves several hundred
players.

Prospective captains, if you plan to
organize a ten-player team, contact the
team coordinator as soon as possible.
Also, let the team coordinator know if
you plan to return as a captain. In that
way, we will know who is organizing
a team. We may be able to provide you
with names of some potential players.

Note: Captains must be members of
CCLA at least one year and have not for-
feited any games within the last two years.

To either play or serve as a captain,
please send your name, address, phone
(optional) and e-mail address (if
available).Contact: Verna M. Fausey P.
O. Box 121154 Nashville, TN 37212-
1154 E-mail: Vfausey @aol.com

E-mail Addresses

Please remember to update your e-
mail addresswith CCLA when you
make a change.

VISIT CCLA ON

THE INTERNET
www.chessbymail.com

HAVE YOU SENT YOUR
RENEWAL CHECK?




Readers’ Games

By Volker Jeschonnek
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Submit gamesto: Joseph Ganem, Editor, The Chess Correspondent,
236 Chartley Drive, Reisterstown, MD 21136

READERS’ COMPASS

The games Jim Jirousek — Alex Cacas
and Bob Chalker — Don Eilmes offer
attractive, straightforward chess but
are not entirely easy. Nonetheless, they
should appeal to many readers. The
CCLA Team - Palciauskas exhibition
match is also a very lively game. T hope
you enjoy the coverage.

Bob Chalker — Jan Koziol starts out
as a rather technical affair and play is
rather subtle. However, after move 52
a very instructive bishop endgame
appears on the board. This endgame
should be accessible to most players
and is worth studying. Alik Zilberberg
— Gheorghe Rotariu is a nice positional
game. At the end of the column I show
one of my games from the ICCF Jubi-
lee Open. Several interesting games are
included in the notes. Enjoy.

On this Column

It is a pleasure to announce Interna-
tional Correspondence Chess Master
Herb Hickman as the new Readers’
Games columnist. I am really looking
forward to a fresh perspective and I
hope the members will do the same.
Please support Herb by sending in in-
teresting games!

In Memoriam Robert P. Chalker

With sadness I received the news
that Robert P. Chalker, the 15" CCLA
Champion, had died. He passed away
on November 15,2004, at the age of 73.
He lived in Houston, Texas. A formal
obituary will surely appear in this
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magazine sometime soon but since Bob
was a friend a few words are in order
right now.

I knew Bob as a friendly and mod-
est man. We met in my first CCLA tour-
nament when he had the better of a
draw. He freely shared his games and
thoughts and contributed regularly to
this column. On the occasion of his
CCLA Championship win we had a
two-part player profile (2002 May-June
and July-August issues). There he ex-
plained, “As for my feelings about get-
ting into and winning H90019 (the 1999
CCLA Championship) the operative
phrase ‘extremely lucky’ comes to
mind. [ was lucky to get in because so
many of the CCLA top players chose
that year not to enter. I was lucky that
so many of my opponents chose to
play too risky rather than easily hold-
ing an even position.” My guess is that
not everybody would see it that way.

Bob kindly annotated a game from
our GameKnot match for the 2003
January-Feburary Readers” Games col-
umn as well. He was CCLA’s nominee
for the Final of the US Correspondence
Chess Championship XIV. He died
during the tournament.

Below I annotated two of his games
from US CCC Preliminaries in which
he defeated strong players. Rest in
peace!

US Team Fights for Bronze Medal
in Olympiad XIV

I started coverage of the Final of
Olympiad XIV (also the First E-mail
Olympiad) in my 2003 January-Febru-
ary column. Then, I pointed out the
possibility that the US team, consist-

ing of Alik Zilberberg, Stephen L.
Jones, Daniel Fleetwood, Gary Kubach,
Christopher Sergel, and Jeffrey
Tilghman, might win an Olympic
medal for the US. The rating average
of the team at the start of the event was
2533, which was fourth best in the field
of twelve teams.

Play had started 27 December 2002
and, unfortunately, the US team did
not start well. But I was happy to re-
port in the 2004 May-June issue that
good results had improved the team
score to 50%. I noted, “It is clear that
the US team needs very good results
from its last 18 games in order to fight
for the bronze medal.”

After two years of play the US team
has again improved its position. The
current leaders are Germany (with
68.5% of points out of their finished
games), Lithuania (61.0%), and the
USA (53.2%). Of course, percentage
rankings are quite unreliable when
some teams have many ongoing games
and others have not.

So here is a more detailed overview
- numbers in brackets indicate the
number of unfinished games:

Standings in Olympiad XIV
Final (top-7)

Points, percentage, ongoing games

Germany: 42.5 points, 68.5%, (4)
Lithuania: 36.0 pts, 61.0%, (7)
USA: 33.0 pts, 53.2%, (4)
France: 29.5 pts, 52.7%, (10)
Russia: 31.5 pts, 51.6%, (5)
Switzerland: 30.5 pts, 50% (5)
Czech Rep.: 27.5 pts, 50% (11)



Since my last report the US team has
moved up (percentage-wise) from
place 6 to place 3. France had the ad-
vantage over the US for some time but
their results slid considerably during
the last months: from an impressive
61% to 52.7%. Since Russia has a game
inhand compared to the US team, they
actually trace only by half a point.
Hence the USA, France, and Russia are
the hot contenders for the bronze
medal. The Czech Republic still has
many ongoing games but must score
heavily to remain in the race.

Surprisingly, the strong English team
is already out of contention for a
medal.

Since only total points count, the in-
dividual team matches have no special
significance. Nonetheless I would like
to mention the results of the US team
matches:

USA - Denmark 3.5-2.5
USA - England 4.0 -2.0
USA - France 4.0-2.0

USA - Germany 1.5 -4.5
USA - Hungary 3.5-2.5
USA - Lithuania 2.0 — 4.0
USA - Russia 4.0 - 2.0

USA - Switzerland 3.0 - 3.0

Unfinished matches:

USA - Argentina 2.5 - 1.5 (2)
USA - Czech Rep. 2.0-3.0 (1)
USA — Romania 3.0 - 2.0 (1)

The three pillars of the US team are
Alik Zilberberg, Daniel Fleetwood, and
Chris Sergel. Zilberberg (board 1) and
Sergel (board 5) made grandmaster
norms. Zilberberg scored 6.5 points out
of 11 games; Sergel scored 7 points out
of 10 games (one ongoing game).

Fleetwood (board 3) currently has 6
points out of 9 finished games. He
needs one point from his two remain-
ing games for a grandmaster norm.

Here is a win from the leader of the
US team.

Queen’s Indian Defense
Fianchetto Variation 4 g3Ba6 (E 15)

White: Alik S. Zilberberg
Black: Gheorghe Rotariu (Romania)
2002 Olympiad X1V Final, board 1

1d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nf3 b6 4 g3 Ba6 5
b3 Bb4+ 6 Bd2 Qe7 7 Bg2 Bb7 8 0-0
Bxd2 9 Qxd2 d6 10 Nc3 Nb8-d7 11 d5
e5 12 e4 0-0 13 b4 Ba6 14 Qe2 Bc8 15
Rf1-c1 a5 16 a3 Bb7 17 Nh4 g6 18 Bh3
Ra6 19 Nb5 Rc8 20 Qe3 QdS 21 Ral-
b1 axb4 22 axb4 Rc8-a8 23 Nf3 Kg7 24
Ng5 Nf8 25 f4 Ne8 26 ¢5 exf4 27 Qxf4
£6 28 cxd6 cxd6 29 Nf3 Bc8 30 Bf1 Ra2
31 Bc4 Ra2-a4 32 Nf3-d4 Ba6 33 Qe3
Bxb5 34 Bxb5 Ra3 35 Qf4 Nc7 36 Rf1
g5 37 Qf5 Nxb5 38 Nc6 Nd4 39 Nxd4
Qe7 40 Nc6 Qf7 41 e5 dxe5 42 Nxe5
Qe743 Ng4 b5 44 Rb1-e1 Qa7+ 45 Kh1
Ra6 46 Nxf6 Ng6 47 Qxg5 h6 48 Qd2
Rf8 49 Ng4 Rxfl+ 50 Rxfl Qe7 51
Qd4+ Kh7 52 h4 resigns. 1-0

World Champion Offers Pawn in
CCLA Team — Palciauskas Match

The King’s Gambit thematic exhibi-
tion match between the CCLA Team
and the 10" Correspondence Chess
World Champion, GM Dr. Vytas Vic-
tor Palciauskas, is off to a good start.

Currently, the CCLA Team has 35
members. Several of these have played
the King’s Gambit for many years and
show true enthusiasm for the opening.
Moreover, the team grows steadily and
voting is strong. Interested members
can join the team at any time during
the match. Players of all strength are
welcome and participation is free. In-
formation on how the match works
and how to join the team were pub-
lished in the November-December is-
sue. Members can also request infor-
mation by e-mail from
vjeschonnek@hotmail.com .

CCLA SCORESHEETS

$7.50/100 scoresheets, Postage and
Handling included. Order from:
CCLA, P.0O. Box 257, Galesburg,
[llinois, USA 61402-0257.

The team receives advice from
King’s Gambit experts N. Eric
Pedersen, Rick Melton, and Michael
Jensen. Portraits of the experts can be
found at the match web site. There is a
link to the match pages at CCLA’s web
site http:/ /www.chessbymail.com .

After two months of play the game
has reached move eight (see diagram
below). With his latest move, 8... 0-0,
Vytas Palciauskas offers his f-pawn for
active play. This should be interesting!

King’'s Gambit
Kieseritzky Variation (C 39)
[Notes by Volker Jeschonnek]

White: CCLA Team
Black: Vytas V. Palciauskas
2004 Exhibition Match

lede52f4

These moves were prescribed for the
match. The hope was that a King’s
Gambit would lead to a lively and
double-edged game.

2... exfd 3 Nf3

The first decision for the team
proved to be a hard one since both 3
Nf3 and 3 Bc4 are popular continua-
tions. The text move received eleven
votes. 3 B4 received five.

3...85

This was a small surprise. We knew
that our opponent had played 3... Be7
(the Cunningham Variation) twice be-
fore. On the other hand, 3... g5 is cur-
rently considered the most critical con-
tinuation in the King’s Knight's Gam-
bit.

When Vytas Palciauskas later
greeted the team he provided some
insights into his choices, see the note
to Black’s fifth move.

4 h4

This was another hard decision for
the team and the vote was even closer
than at the previous move. Four moves
received votes: 4 h4 (eight votes), 4 Nc3
(five votes), 4 Bc4 (three votes), and 4
d4 (two votes).

The text move is very logical and
fundamental since it undermines
Black’s f4-pawn. The backside is that
the white pawn on h4 will be very vul-
nerable as well.

4...g45Ne5



This move initiates the Kieseritzky
Variation and all three experts recom-
mended it.

The problem with the alternative 5
Ng5 (the Allgaier Gambit) is that 5...
h6 forces a knight sacrifice on 7. White
surely gets some compensation for the
piece but opening theory states that it
is not enough.

The vote was a one-sided affair: 5
Neb5 received 21 votes, 5 Ng5 received
one vote.

5... Nfé

At this point Vytas Palciauskas
greeted the (now much larger) team
and included the following message,

“My greetings to the CCLA team and
the King’s Gambit experts. After along
period of analyzing and meditating on
whether to play 5... d6 or 5... Nf6, T have
decided for the “classic” 5... Nf6. It
seems only fair that this challenge
match with the King’s Gambit should
explore the most popular line. Surpris-
ingly, this is the first time I have faced
the Kieseritzky Gambit, mainly be-
cause I have avoided it over-the-board
and in correspondence chess with the
Fischer defense and the Cunningham
gambit. But, the temptation to finally
face this variation was just too much!

It should be an exciting struggle.”

The team had also looked at 5... d6
6 Nxg4 Be7. Interestingly, two of our
experts had explored the line in a game
against each other (!). The game N. Eric
Pedersen — Rick Melton, 1996 APCT
King ch-1, continued: 7 d4 Bxh4+ 8 Nf2
Qg5 9 Nc3 Nf6 10 Qf3 Bg3 11 Bd2 Nc6
12 Bb5 Ng4 13 Qxg3 fxg3 14 Bxgb gxf2+
15 Ke2 0-0 16 Be3 £517 e5 dxe5 18 dxe5
Nco6xe5 19 Bxf2 c6 20 Ba4 Re8 21 Bd4
Nc4+ 22 Kf3 Be6 23 Ral-el a6 24 Bb3
Nd2+ 25 Kf4 Nxb3 26 axb3 Ra8-d8 27
Rd1 Rd7 28 Bb6 Rg7 29 Rd8 Rxd8 30
Bxd8 Kf7 31 Rh3 Nf6 32 Ke5 Nd7+ 33
Kd6 Rxg?2 34 Rxh7+ Ke8 35 Kc7 Bf7 36
Rh8+ Nf8 37 Bf6 Bd5 38 Be5 Kf7 39 Rh2
f4 40 drawn.

6 Bc4

All three experts recommended this
move.

6 d4 has been popular as well but is
considered to be under a cloud right
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now. I showed a high-level encounter
with this variation in the September-
October column, the game Nimtz —
Schon, correspondence chess World
Championship XVIII Final. Unfortu-
nately, White could not make the varia-
tion work and lost.

6 Bc4 received twenty votes, 6 d4 re-
ceived six votes, and 6 d3 received one
vote.

Black’s reply is forced:

6... d5 7 exd5

For the first time in this match ev-
eryone, experts and voters, fully
agreed. 7 exd5 received all 22 votes.

7... Bde
Another optionis 7... Bg7.
8 d4

All three experts recommended this
natural move. Two participants men-
tioned 8 0-0 (the Rice Gambit).

The vote was a one-sided affair: 8 d4
received 25 votes, 8 0-0 received one
vote.

8...0-0

,,,,,,,,,,,

Black had the solid option 8... Nh5.
but our opponent continues in enter-
prising style and offers a pawn.

According to some theory sources
White can actually capture the f4-
pawn. It is not free, of course, since
Black will develop some initiative. The
team must make up their minds
whether the pawn is worth some
trouble and how much trouble it will
be exactly. Obviously, the resulting
positions, for example after 9 Bxf4 Nh5

10 g3 £6!? 11 Ng4, are quite unclear and
it looks as if there is room for new ideas
for both sides.

Featured Endgames

Correspondence chess is different
from over-the-board chess in the re-
gard that colors do not matter so much.
The stronger player will often be able
to collect some advantages and convert
them into a win because the time limit
enables precision. However, there is a
certain backside to this as well. In
qualification events, say the Prelimi-
naries of the US Championships, play-
ers need to achieve high scores and
hence need to make something happen
as Black. One method for Black is to
strive for unclear or double-edged po-
sition. But one must be aware that
practice has clarified many “unclear”
positions.

My guess is that in the game below
Black had his eyes set on the position
after move 11 (see next diagram),
which was assessed as “unclear” in
some theory books and, indeed, it
looks terribly complicated. But nowa-
days a clear path for attack has been
established for White and the position
must be considered very promising for
White.

The winner, Bob Chalker, probably
wondered during the game what im-
provement his opponent had in store.
Actually nothing, since both players
followed a correspondence chess game
from 1986 until they reached an
endgame that must be much better for
White (see the second diagram below).

Scotch Four Knights
4... Bb4 (C 47)
[Notes by Volker Jeschonnek]

White: Bob Chalker
Black: Don Eilmes

1998 (14") US Championship
Preliminaries

1 e4 e52 Nc3 Nf6 3 Nf3 Nc6 4 d4

The Scotch Four Knights is quite
popular because it is a solid opening
and it reduces the amount of necessary
theory. For example, in the regular
Scotch Opening 1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 d4



exd4 4 Nxd4 Black can complicate
matters after by 4... Qh4.

The backside is that White has some-
what reduced winning chances.

4... Bb4!?

Black plays aggressively. The main
line, 4... exd4, is covered in the next
game.

5 Nxe5 Nxe4

Black continues to play in an aggres-
sive manner. The move is quite risky
but probably still okay for Black.

6 Qg4! Nxc3 7 Qxg7 Rf8 8 a3!

According to current opening theory
Black must leave the d4-pawn alone
and should retreat the bishop to a5.
Then White can trade down into a
slightly better endgame (8... Ba5!) 9
Nxc6 dxc6 10 Qe5+ Qe7 11 Qxe7+ Kxe7
12 Bd2! Bf5 13 bxc3! [13 Bxc3 Bxc3+ 14
bxc3 Bxc2 15 Kd2 might be minimally
better for White as well.] 13... Bxc2 14
c4 Bxd2+ 15 Kxd2.

8... Nxd4? 9 axb4 Nxc2+ 10 Kd2 Nxal
11 Kxc3 a5!
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This is a highly unusual position
where the white king is in the open and
where Black has a material advantage.
However, extensive analysis estab-
lished that White’s advantage in devel-
opment can be used for a very danger-
ous attack. Black can avoid mate but
ends up with a very unpleasant
endgame.

12 Bc4 Qe7

12... axb4+ 13 Kd2 d5 14 Bb5+ ¢6 15
Rel is assessed as winning for White
in Gufeld & Kalinichenko’s An Open-
ing Repertoire for the Positional Player.

13 Rel!

Gufeld and Kalinichenko are very
clear in their book (see above note),
“This variation is highly tactical, but
absolutely unacceptable for Black.”

13...d5

In New Ideas in The Four Knights,
(published 1993) John Nunn analyzes
13... Qxb4+ 14 Kd3:

A) 14... Qd6+! 15 Ke2 “with an ex-
tremely strong attack for White.”

B) 14... d5?? 15 Nxf7+ Qxel 16 Ndé6+
cxd6 17 Bb5+ Kd8 18 Bg5+ and mate
to follow.

C) 14... Qxel?? 15 Bxf7+ Ke7 16 Bg5+
Kd6 17 Qxf8+ Kxe5 18 Qc5+ d5 19
Qxd5#. (V])

Not better is: 13... axb4+ 14 Kd2
Qd6+ 15 Nd3+ Kd8 16 Kd1 Nb3 17 Bf4
and 1-0 in G. Schmidt - Heinz Fauth,
ICCF corr. 1981.

14 Bb5+ ¢6 15 Nxc6 Qxel+ 16 Bd2 bxc6
17 Bxc6+ Bd7 18 Bxd7+ Kxd7 19 Bxel
Ra8-c8+ 20 Kd3 Nc2 21 Bc3 Nxb4+ 22
Bxb4 axb4 23 Qxh7!
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Winning the b-pawn by 23 Qg4+ Kc6
24 Qxb4 is less convincing.

23... Kc6

This is the first new move of the
game but it does not change the assess-
ment at all. Two previous encounters
were:

23... b3 24 h4 Ke7 25 Qg7 Rcb 26 h5
Rf8-c8 27 f4 d4 28 £5 Rc2 29 h6 RdS8 30
h7 Rxb2 31 Qe5+ Kd7 32 Qxd4+ Ke7
33 Qxd8+ Kxd8 34 h8Q+ 1-0, Evers -
Schulze, corr. 1986;

23... Rc8-d8 24 Qf5+ Kc6 25 h4 Rd6
26 h5 Rg8 27 Kd4 Kb6 28 g4 6 29 hé6
Kb5 30 h7 Rh8 31 4 Rc6 32 Qd7 Kb6 33
Qg7 Rc6-c8 34 Qxf6+ Kb5 35 Qe7 Red+
36.Kxd5 Rc4-c8 37 Qb7+ Ka4 38 Qxc8
Rxc8 39 g5 Kb3 40 g6 Rd8+ 41 Ke4 Re8+
42 Kf3 Kxb2 43 g7 Ka3 44 h8Q 1-0,
Matthias Ulrich - Peter Schuelert, corr.
Germany 1998.

24 h4

The following, together with the ad-
ditional examples above, shows how
difficult this endgame is for Black. The
rooks are simply not effective.

24... Rg8 25 Qf5 Rc8-d8 26 g4 Rd6 27
g5 Rh8 28 Qg4 Re6 29 Qxb4 Kd7 30 £3
Rh5 31 Qg4 Rh8 32 h5 Ke7 33 h6 Rg6
34 Qb4+ Ke6 35 Qb6+ Ke7 36 Qc7+
Ke6 37 f4 Rg6-g8 38 Qe5+ Kd7 39 Qf5+
Ke7 40 Qf6+ Ke8 41Qd6 1-0

The following game is again a Scotch
Four Knights but this time Bob
Chalker’s opponent, Jan Koziol, does
not force matters at all. He just puts his
pieces on good squares and waits what
White comes up with.

The queens leave the board on move
16 and the rooks are gone by move 24
as well. The endgame appears roughly
equal and the players are mainly prob-
ing for some time.

Things change drastically when
Black loses a pawn on move 36, which
might have been due to a clerical er-
ror. Bob Chalker shows excellent tech-
nique and liquidates into a technically
won and highly instructive bishop
endgame. Definitely worth studying!

Scotch Four Knights
Main Line (C 47)
[Notes by Volker Jeschonnek]

White: Bob Chalker
Black: Jan Koziol

2000 (15") US Championship
Preliminaries

1e4 e52Nc3 Nf6 3 Nf3 Nc6 4 d4 exd4
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4... Bb4 was played in Chalker -
Eilmes above.

5 Nxd4 Bb4 6 Nxc6 bxc6 7 Bd3 d5 8
exd5 cxd5

Another main line is 8... Qe7+.

Less good is 8... Nxd5, which was
played in Chalker - Martin Van Lith,
1998 (14th) US CC Championship Pre-
liminaries. The game continued 9 0-0!
Nxc3 10 bxc3 Bxc3? [After this the
black king won't find safe shelter any-
more. 10... Be7 is a better choice.] 11 Ba3
Bxal 12 Qxal Qf6 13 Qel+ Be6 14 Qe4
[White is winning.] 14... 0-0-0 15 Ba6+
Kd7 16 Rd1+ Bd5 17 Rxd5+ cxd5 18
Qxd5+ Qd6 19 Bxd6 cxd6 20 Qxf7+ Kcb
21 Qb7+ Kc5 22 3 Rb8 23 Qc7+ Kd5
24 Bc4+ resigns. 1-0.

9 0-0 0-0 10 Bg5 ¢6 11 Qf3 Bd6

Black is not afraid of doubled pawns
on the kingside and most theoreticians
agree that the bishop pair should pro-
vide sufficient compensation.

John Nunn opines in Nunn’s Chess
Openings that 11... h6 12 Bxf6 Qxf6 13
Qxf6 gxf6 and 11... Be7 should be good
enough for equality as well. Abackside
of 11... Be7 is a certain vulnerability of
the bishop to tactics on the e-file.

12 Rfl-el

White must play precisely to keep
his hopes for an edge alive: 12 Bf5 Bxf5
13 Qxf5 Qd7 and 12 Na4 Be5 leave
White with nothing.

12... Rb8 13 Na4 Rb4

More popular is 13... h6 when 14
Bxf6 [14 Bh4 g5!?; 14 Bf4 Bg4 15 Qe3
Re8 16 Qd2 Beb is fine for Black] 14...
Qxf6 15 Qxf6 gxf6 leads to an interest-
ing endgame. Koziol might have dis-
liked its drawish character or might
have feared an improvement for
White. For example, an untested sug-
gestion by Lev Gutman is 16 b3 fol-
lowed by Ral-cl and c4. Overall, my
impression is that 13... h6 gives Black
some chances to play for a win.

The text move leads to a thematic
endgame of a different kind (see dia-
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gram below). Black is probably very
comfortable as well. But since White
can force off all rooks I believe Black
has rather few winning chances.

14 b3 Rg4 15 Bxf6 Qxf6 16 Qxf6 gxf6
17 Ral-d1 Rg5 18 £3 Re5

This is the point of Black’s rook ma-
neuver. He can double rooks on the e-

file.

19 g3 Rf8-e8 20 Kf2
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So far both players followed the
game Computer Fritz/Primergy - Pe-
ter Leko, Frankfurt (rapid) 2000, which
Leko drew easily. This game continued
20...h521 f4 Rxe1 22 Rxel Rxel 23 Kxel
h4 24 Kf2 Bg4 25 Ke3 hxg3 26 hxg3 c5
27 c4 dxc4 28 Bxc4 Bd7 29 Nc3 Kg7 30
Kd3 Bf5+ 31 Ne4 Bc7 32 Bd5 Ba5 33 Ke3
Bxe4 34 Bxe4 Bel 35 g4 K8 36 Bd3 Ke7
37 Ba6 drawn.

20... Kg7 21 ¢3!? h5 22 b4!?

Bob comes up with an interesting
plan of his own. He puts the queenside
pawns on dark squares which would
give him an advantage in an endgame
with light-squared bishops.

REMINDER

All CCLA memberships renew on
the first of the year. You must keep
your membership current to con-

tinue playing games and receiving
The Chess Correspondent. Seethein-
side cover for the new rates. Don't
risk forgetting. Send your check to-
day!

22... Rxel 23 Rxel Rxel 24 Kxel h4 25
Kf2 hxg3+ 26 hxg3 Khé
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Black was probably not eager to
draw yet. 26... d4 seems to lead to
more simplification:

A) 27 a3 dxc3 28 Nxc3 Be5 29 Na4
Be6 30 Be4 Bb3 31 Nc5 Be4 32 Bxc6 Bb2
33 a4 Bc3 =.

B) 27 cxd4 Bxb4 28 Nc5 (28 Be4 Be6
29 Bxc6 Bxa2 should be equal) 28... Be6
29 a4 £5=.

27 a3!

This takes away the possibility ... d5-
d4.

27...Kh5 28 £4 Be6 29 Be2+ Bg4 30 Ba6
Bf5 31 Nb2 Bc7 32 Nd1 Be4 33 Ne3 f5
34 Ke2 Bd8 35 Bb7 Bb6 36 Bc8

Not 36 Bxc6?? Bxe3 37 Kxe3 d4+ and
Black wins a piece.

36... d4?

This looks like a blunder. Maybe
Black intended 36... Kg6 37 a4 d4.

37 cxd4 Bxd4 38 Bxf5 Bd5

Bad is 38... Bxe3?? because of 39 g4+!
Kh4 40 Kxe3 when White should win
without any problems.

However, 38... Bxf5 39 Nxf5 Bb2 is
less clear.

39 Kd3 Bb2 40 Bd7 Bb3

Not 40... Bxa3 because White has 41
b5.

In the following Bob plays the
endgame with great skill and patience.



41 Bxc6 Bxa3 42 Bf3+ Kg6 43 Bed+ Kf6
44 b5 Ke6 45 Nf5 Ba2 46 Kc3 Kd7 47
Bd3 Ke6 48 Nd4+ Kd5?!

This cuts off the escape route of the
light-squared bishop and allows White
to liquidate into a won bishop
endgame. 48... Kd7 would have been
tougher.

49 Nc2 Bc5 50 Nb4+!! Bxb4+ 51 Kxb4
Kd4 52 Bc2
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We have arrived at a very instructive
bishop ending.

52... f6

Maybe Black had set his hopes on
52... Ke3 but after 53 Bb3 Bxb3 54 Kxb3
Black is one move too late to save the
game, for example, 54... f5 55 Kb4 Kf3
56 Ka5 Kxg3 57 Ka6 Kxf4 48 Kxa7.
White queens first and wins as the
books say.

53 Ka5 Ke3 54 Ka6 Bc4 55 f5 Kf3 56
Ba4 Kg4

It is all over. White also wins after
56... Bd3 57 Kxa7 Bxf5 58 b6 Be4 59 Kb8
Kxg3 60 Kc7 £5 61 Bcé.

57 Kxa7 Bxb5 58 Bxb5 Kxf5 59 Bd7+
Ke5 60 g4 Kdé6 61 Bf5 Kc7 62 Ka8 re-
signs. 1-0

Defense and Counterattack

Jim Jirousek sent in the following
interesting game. His opponent who
has the black pieces bravely sacrifices
a pawn and grabs the initiative. How-
ever, since there are no real weaknesses
in the white camp and since White has

good board control Jim gradually
smothers Black’s play and gains con-
trol over the position. Struggling to
stay in the game Black overlooks a tac-
tic that costs him a piece. The lesson is
that good defense and solid technique
produces wins.

French Defense
Tarrasch Variation (C 05)
[Notes by Volker Jeschonnek]

White: Jim Jirousek
Black: Alex Cacas
2003 (105th) North American

1ed e62d4 d53 Nd2 Nf6 4 e5 Nfe-d7
5 £41? ¢5 6 ¢3 Nc6

A different idea is 6... b6 with the in-
tention to exchange light-squared bish-
ops via ab6.

7 Ngl-f3

The main line is 7 Nd2-f3 with which
White attempts a more harmonious
setup (the king knight will go to e2
later). However, this costs time and can
lead to extremely sharp positions.

Jim prefers to put the other knight
on the f3-square as he did in his game
versus Bob Daniel in the 2001 (69th)
Grand National, see the 2003 Septem-
ber-October issue of The Chess Corre-
spondent.

7... Qb6 8 Nb3 cxd4
8... a5!? might be worth a try.
9 Nf3xd4

This keeps things simple.

More ambitious is 9 cxd4 but the re-
sulting positions can be very sharp. A
high class example is Vytas Palciauskas
— Ernst Stransky, Correspondence
Chess World Championship Final XII
1984, which continued (9 cxd4) 9... a5
10Rb1 a4 11 Nal Bb4+ 12 Kf2 6 13 Be3
fxe5 14 fxe5 0-0 15 Nc2 Nd7xe5 16 dxe5
d4 17 Nc2xd4 Nxe5 18 h3 Bc5 19 Rcl
Nxf3 20 gxf3 Rd8 21 Rxc5 Qxc5 22 Rg1
Qb6 23 Qe2 Qd6 24 Nb5 Qe7 25 Qcd
Qf7 26 Bd3 Rd5 27 Qc2 Bd7 28 Bxh7+
Kh8 29 Nc3 Rc8 30 Be4 Ra5 31 Rg3 e5
32 Qd2 Bc6 33 Bhé resigns. 1-0

9... f6

Black sacrifices a pawn in order to
open the game and to exploit his slight
advantage in development. But the
game shows that sustaining the initia-
tive is not easy.

Amore conservative execution of the
idea is 9... Nxd4 10 Nxd4 fe6.

10 Nxe6! fxe5 11 fxe5 Nd7xe5 12 Qxd5
Bxe6 13 Qxe6+ Be7 14 Bd2 Rd8 15 0-0-
0
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Black must now show what he has
for the pawn.

15... Rd6 16 Qc8+ Rd8 17 Qf5 g6 18 Qf4
Rd6

Chasing the queen by 18... Rf8 19
Qg3 Bd6 results in less than nothing
after 20 Qh3. White has good board
control and the weaknesses in Black’s
camp start to tell.

19 Bc4 Nxc4

19... Rf8 20 Qe4 Nxc4 21 Qxc4 Ne5
22 Qa4+ again gives Black no compen-
sation, for example, 22... Qc6 23 Qxc6+
bxc6 24 Be3.

20 Qxc4 Rf8 21 Bh6 Rxd1+ 22 Rxd1 Rf7
23 Nd4 Nxd4 24 Rxd4 Qc6 25 Qe2 Qf6
26 Rf4 Qd6 27 Re4

The h2-pawn is heavily poisoned
(see next note) and White threatens

Bg5s.

27... Qd5



Not 27... Qxh2? because 28 Qb5+
Kd8 29 Rd4+ wins for White, for ex-
ample, 29... Bd6 30 Bg5+ Re7 31 Bxe7+
Kxe7 32 Qxb7+.

28 h4 Rf1+ 29 Kc2 Qf5?
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In a lost position (think pawn
endgame) Black overlooks that the
queen is overloaded.

30 g4! Of7 31 Rxe7+! Qxe7 32 Qxfl
Resigns. 1-0

International Play

In previous columns I showed some
of my games from the second round
of the ICCF Jubilee Open as examples
of international play. Except for one
game, all my games from this tourna-
ment have finished and my record is
+1-2=8. I believe that with careful play
I should be able to draw my last game.

So far I showed my win, one loss,
and three draws. Below is another
game. | will annotate my second loss
and a few interesting games but will
abandon my plan of showing all
games. I did not foresee that some op-
ponents would offer draws in posi-
tions where they could / should have
played on. (My game versus Alexa
from the September-October 2004
Chess Correspondent is an example.) I
don’t think that such occurrences are
typical for strong international tourna-
ments and feel that readers would be
dissatisfied when looking at such
games.

For completeness I would like to add
that the rating of one tournament par-
ticipant was corrected and that as a
result the category of the tournament
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went down from category III to cat-
egory II. Norms for the International
Correspondence Chess Master title are
still possible but (and this is a change)
not for the Senior International Mas-
ter title. For me this is not important
since either way my score is much too
low for an IM-norm.

Sicilian Defense
Sicilian Four Knights (B 45)
[Notes by Volker Jeschonnek]

White: Andrej Sustarsic
Black: Volker Jeschonnek
2003 ICCF Jubilee Open, 2™ round

1e4 c52Nf3 e63 d4 cxd4 4 Nxd4 Nc6
5 Nc3 Nf6 6 Nxc6 bxc6 7 Bd3 Qc7 8 0-
0 Be7 9 Be3 0-0 10 f4 d6

The game started as a Sicilian Four
Knights but the structure is the same
as in the Scheveningen Sicilian. I play
the “Schev” regularly so I was happy
about this.

11 Qf3 e5 12 fxe5 Ng4!?

If Black recaptures on e5 with the
pawn White’s light-squared bishop
becomes a valuable piece. With the text
move I offer a pawn for control of the
dark squares and an opportunity to
exchange my knight for a bishop.

13 exd6 Bxd6 14 Bf4

My opponent apparently believes
that Black would get enough compen-
sation for the pawn and returns it right
away for simplification.

14... Qb6+ 15 Kh1 Bxf4 16 Qxf4 Qxb2
17 Ne2 Ne5 18 Rf1-b1 Nxd3 19 Rxb2
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I entertained some hopes that I could
put pressure on my opponent in this
endgame. But although I tried I
couldn’t come up with a promising
plan.

20... Re8 21 Rb4 ¢5 22 Rc4 Ba6 23 Rxc5
Rxe4 24 Nd3 Ra8-e8 25 Kg1 Re8-e7 26
Rd1 £6 27 a3 Bb7 28 Rd2 Kf7 29 Ra5
Ba8 30 g3 g5 31 Rf2 Kg6 32 Ra6 Re4-
€6 33 Ra5 Rb6 34 Nb4 Rd6 35 Nd3 Rb6
36 Nb4 Rd6 37 Nd3 Rb6 38 drawn.

BOBBY FISCHER....
Continued from front cover

White wins after 14. ... hxg6 15. Rel+
Ne7 16. Ne4 Qh4 17. Nxd6+ cxd6 18.
Qxdsé6.

15. Rel+ Kf8
.. Ne7 16. Nc4 0-0-0 17. Qa4.
16. Nc4 h5

Still animated by a spirit of aggres-
sion, Black tries to counterattack, but
the hope is quite forlorn by now and
the best chance of defense lay in 16. ...
Nh6 and 17. ... {5.

17. Nxd6 cxd6 18. Bf4 d5

8. ... Rd8 19. Qe2 paralyzes Black’s
pieces; 19. ... hxg4 20. hxg4 Qh7 21.
Bdo6+.

19. Qb3 hxg4 20. Qb7!

Rightly disdaining the mere win of
a piece by 20. Qb4+ Ne7 21. Qxe7+,
since now he wins even more material.

0. ... gxh3+ 21. Bg3 Rd8 22. Qb4+ 1-0

And now the meeting between the
event’s top two players:

SICILIAN DEFENSE

White: Fischer
Black: GM Mikhail Tal
Bled 1961, Round 2

1. e4 ¢5 2. Nf3 Ncé6 3. d4 cxd4 4. Nxd4
€6 5. Nc3 Qc7

continued on page 16



Occasionally, I wonder why I use a
good chunk of my waking hours pur-
suing the play and study of chess. Af-
ter this holiday season an answer
seemed to surface. Besides a desire to
prove some kind of proficiency, the
helter-skelter of the holidays (not to
mention the barrage of ongoing global
travesties proving me helpless in rem-
edying) drives me knowingly back to
my garret so that I can find respite, if
not temporary peace, in pondering the
seemingly pointless pleasure of a next
move over cold black coffee and an
overworked pipe. Much like Plato’s
allegorical cave, the truth of chess I
find in privacy holds at arm’s length,
albeit temporarily, the truth outside I
must soon confront and make a move
again in that game. I wish all of you a
fruitful New Year.

In my last installment I discussed a
couple of psychological chess at-
tributes: the impulse move and post-
move anxiety (PMA). When playing a
number of concurrent correspondence
chess games (i.e.: usually six or more)
there arises another facet of PMA: the
“anxiety index” (AI). Invariably there
arise one or two games or opponents
that seemingly demand, if not require,
more time and attention in order to
abate or forestall a negative outcome.
My current slate of official correspon-
dence games entails only those below.
So it’s fairly easy now for me to iden-
tify those games and opponents requir-
ing a larger share of my attention for
the AI. But our endeavor is not merely
one of course of emotional facets, strat-
egies, and classical elements. There are
supposed cognitive skills that fine
teachers and theoreticians point out as
essential with ongoing improvement.
While rummaging through my library
I located two such works that empha-
size such skills. Both books are
authored by grandmaster and trainer
Iossif Dorfman. The titles are The
Method in Chess (Montpelliar: Sarl
Game Mind, 2001) and The Critical
Moment (Reading: Game Mind, 2002).

PLAY THE EXPERT

In general, these two works emphasize
“static” evaluation of chess positions.
By static, I mean what is actually on
the board as opposed to “dynamic” or
fluid possibilities that can or might
arise by way of a tree of analysis for
possible candidate moves. Dorfman
discusses four elements by way of
static evaluation. These are king posi-
tion, material situation, position with
queens removed, and pawn formation.
I will use these elements, with some
modification to discuss the games be-
low. Additionally, since for the most
part these encounters are out of the
opening states, at the conclusion of
each game I will provide some sug-
gested reading as study material per-
taining to the opening being utilized.
Please keep in mind that although I
find opening monographs useful, they
are not a substitute for collecting and
updating at the very least twenty or
more games of a particular variation
with detailed annotations by a master
or above.

ECO C10, French Defense

White: Allard (2056)
Black: Joseph Daudish (1532)

1e4e62d4 d53 Nd2 dxe4 4 Nxed Be7
5 Nf3 Nf6 6 Nxf6+ Bxf6 7 Bd3 c5 8 dxc5
Qa5+9.Bd2 Qxc510c¢3 Nc6 11 0-0 Bd7
12 Be3 Qa5 13 Qc2 Ne5 14 Nxe5 Qxe5
15 Be4 Qc7 16 Rad1

Bc6 17 Bxc6+
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by Michael Allard

As I indicated last time, if Black re-
sponds with 17...bxcé6 the resultant iso-
lated pawns should lead to a lost
endgame. More than likely, Black is in
dire straights before this exchange in
light of White’s control of the d-file.

17...Qxc6 18 Bd4

This dark-square challenge is pos-
sible for a couple of reasons. First,
Black opted to forego the generally
adopted placement of his king’s bishop
on the f8-a3 diagonal. Second, because
of the exchange of N’s on {6, White has
been allowed to keep offensive vigi-
lance on Black’s kingside.

18...Bxd4 19 Rxd4 0-0

Now let’s apply Dorfman’s prin-
ciples of static evaluation. The respec-
tive king positions are similar. Al-
though material is balanced, White is
soon to double up rooks on the d-file.
With the queens removed, the situation
is not changed and neither side has an
advantageous pawn structure. In
short, White has the edge because of
his better rook development that will
lead to control of the seventh rank.

20 Rfd1 Rfc8

Black initiates an erroneous plan.
Much better is establishing an escape
square for the king by way of ...h6 or
...g6. The move chosen leaves the 7-
pawn weak.

21 Rd7 Rc7

This is a tragic misplay but to be sure
I replayed the position from all of Joe’s
postcards to ensure that I had not setup
the position incorrectly.
22 Rd8+ Qe8

Alas, Black must play this to forego

mate.
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23 Rxe8+ Rxe8 24 Qa4 Resigns.

Time-Allard (26 days) and Daudish
(26 days).

Lessons to be drawn from this game
are distrusting early opening
queensorties and variations that have
few examples of top-level play. In this
case, 4...Be7 is rarely played. Since
starting this game, Joe’s rating has
rocketed from 1532 to near 1700 and
so I anticipate we will hear of his con-
quests soon.

Suggested Study Material:

Lev Psakhis, French Defence: Steinitz,
Classical and Other Systems (London:
Batsford, 2004)

Steffen Pedersen, The Main Line French:
3 Nc3 (London: Gambit, 2001)

AsI've suggested above, “all” open-
ing works should be treated with skep-
ticism. For example, Psakhis cites
Kreiman-Blatny, New York Open 1998
that deviated from the game above
with 7 ¢3 b6 8 Bd3 Bb7 9 Qe2 Nd7 10
Bf4 0-0 11 0-0-0 Re8 12 h4 Nf8 13 Kbl
Qe7 14 g4 and White has “the initia-
tive” according to Psakhis. Further
research reveals that Black won on
move 68.

ECO-AS88, Dutch Defense

White: Daudish (1532)
Black: Allard (2056)

1d4 £5 2 Nf3 Nf6 3 g3 g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 5
0-00-06 c4 d67 Nc3 c6 8 Qc2 Na69 a3
Qe810 Bf4 Nh5 11 Bd2 e5 12 dxe5 dxe5
13 e4 Be6 14 b3 h6 15 Rab1 Qf7

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,
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With his last move Black puts addi-
tional pressure on White’s queenside
and the f-file. Applying the Dorfman
static assessment model we can con-
clude that the position is approxi-
mately balanced.

16 Rfel f4

Black’s intentions are now clear.
White’s king’s bishop is rendered as
“bad” and Black intends to pile-up on
3 and g2. In short, this appears to be
a classic example of the Leningrad
Dutch going right.

17 Ne2 g5 18 gxf4

White is attempting to forestall the
threats of Black’s pawns reaching 3
and g4.

18...Nxf4 19 Nxf4 gxf4 20 Bc3
This counter comes too late.
20...Qh5 21 Qb2 Nc5 22 Resigns.

Time-Daudish (25 days) and Allard
(24 days).

Joe throws in the towel before I can
prove the superiority of Black’s posi-
tion. Without going into detailed and
righteous variations proving Black’s
plus, I'll leave it up to you to ascertain
if the resignation is premature.

Having played both sides of this
variation of the Dutch, I suggest that
White opt for an early d5 push around
move five or six. Invariably this results
in Black being strapped with a back-
ward e-pawn if White timely follows
up with e4.

Suggested Study Material:

Valeri Beim, Understanding the
Leningrad Dutch (London: Gambit,
2002)

Jaan Ehlvest, The Leningrad Dutch (Lon-
don: Batsford, 1993)

Neil McDonald, The Dutch Leningrad
(Brighton: Chess Press, 1997)

ECO-B12, Caro-Kann Defense

White: Allard (2056)
Black: Arthur Holmer (1762)

1e4 c62d4 d5 3 e5 Bf5 4 Nf3 e6 5 Be2
Nd7 6 0-0 Ne7 7 ¢3 ¢5 8 dxc5 Nc6 9 b4
Ndxe5 10 Nd4 Nxd4 11 cxd4 Nd7 12
Nc3 Be7 13 Bf4 a6 14 Bd3 Bxd3 15
Qxd3 0-0 16 Rfel Re8 17 Re2 Rc8 18
Rael Nf8 19 Bg3
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Of the five pair of games compris-
ing this column, Art’s currently rate
highest on my anxiety index. Al-
though last time I hinted at the possi-
bility of a White offensive, Black’s de-
fensive resources are toxically present.

19...Ng6 20 b5

White is preparing to establish a con-
nected passed c-pawn.

20...Qa5

This move has both up and down
sides. First, it vacates d8 and provides
for rook mobility. Second, the queen
now has few safe squares to occupy.

21 f4

White’s offensive plans on the
queenside are coupled with complet-
ing a bind on e5.

21...Red8

Black starts to remove pieces from
the e-file in light of White’s doubled
rooks. But this move lends some
venom if White gets sloppy, as we will
investigate.



22 5

This move is not required right away.
Much more accurate is 22 bxa6 fol-
lowed up 23 Rb1 so as to preclude the
Black queen from the b-file.

22...Nf8 23 bxa6 bxa6

After receipt of every one of my op-
ponents’ moves, I set up the position
on the board from scratch. WhenThad
the above position on a physical board
I started to walk away but quickly no-
ticed Black’s threat of 24...Bxc5 fol-
lowed by 25...Qxc5+. Then, and only
then, did I finally realize how tense the
position had become. So, I addressed
this threat.

24 Kh1

Yes, the king gets tucked in the cor-
ner without an escape square but the
f-file is left open as an alternative route
for the rooks.

24...Rc6 25 Qd2

At first glance this looks like a stan-
dard “cheapo” with Black’s queen be-
ing susceptible to a discovered attack
after 26 Nxd5. As White, I intend to
coordinate efforts down the semi-open
e-file while finding ways to secure my
c-pawn and the possibilities it offers.
If we apply Dorfman’s static assess-
ment model we might conclude the
position is balanced, unclear, or White
has an edge due to the doubled rooks
and passed c-pawn. Black has some
not so obvious resources. Can you find
them?

Time-Allard (31 days) and Holmer (38
days).

Suggested Study Material

Byron Jacobs, The Caro-Kann Advance
(Brighton: Chess Press, 1997)

Hagen Tieman, Die Caro-Kann
Verteidigung (Ludwigshafen: Reinhold
Dreier, 1994)

In light of the constant state of cur-
rent theoretical flux, the above books
should be used as very general guides

and not as a substitute for serials such
as Chess Informant and New in Chess.

ECO-A80, Dutch Defense

White: Holmer (1762)
Black: Allard (2056)

1.d4 £5 2 Bg5 h6 3 Bh4 g5 4 Bg3 Nf6 5
3 d6 6 h4 g4 7 h5 Be6 8 Ne2 Bf7 9 Nf4
Nc6 10 Bb5 a6 11 Ba4 Bg7 12 Bb3 d5
13 ¢3 Qd7 14 Nd2 0-0-0 15 Qe2 e6 16 0-
0-0 Rhg8 17 Ba4 b5 18 Bc2 Na5
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A quick application of Dorfman’s
static assessment might lead to the con-
clusion that this position if balanced.
But White has a plus in that half of his
pawns are not committed and remain
as options for flexible play.

7R3, VAR 7387,

19 Bh4

White takes time to exchange his
“bad bishop” for a knight. This is a
good idea in a closed position.

19...Rde8 20 Bxf6 Bxf6 21 Nd3

Keeping his plans close to the vest,
White repositions this knight with op-
tions to go either to the queenside or
eb.

21...Qd6

Black repositions the queen so as to
keep an eye on a6 and consider the
possibilities of helping his rooks on the
g-file.
22 £3 gxf3 23 gxf3 Rg7

After the typical f3 break by White,
Black gets ready to double up on the

g-file. White must decide whether to
keep the c1-h6 diagonal open, allow-
ing ...Bg5 or close it with 4.

24 Rdgl Reg8 25 Rxg7 Rxg7

It seems as if White is working to
swap down to a beneficial endgame
where his knights will be considerably
more mobile then Black’s bishops.
Black’s options for counter play are
limited to the g-file and some faint
possibilities by opening up the a or b
files.

Time-Holmer (41 days) and Allard (30
days).

Suggested Study Material:

Valeri Beim, Understanding the
Leningrad Dutch (London: Gambit,
2002)

Andrew Martin, The Contemporary
Anti-Dutch (London: Tournament
Chess, 1990)

ECO-B52, Sicilian Defense

White: Allard (2056)
Black: Russell Schwartz (1697)

1 e4 ¢5 2 Nf3 d6 3 Bb5+ Bd7 4 Bxd7+
QOxd7 5 0-0 Nc6 6 ¢3 Nf6 7 Qe2 e6 8
Rd1 Be7 9 d4 cxd4 10 Nxd4 0-0 11 Bg5
Rac8 12 Nf3 Rfd8 13 e5 Nd5 14 exd6

,,,,,,,,,,,
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Last time I voiced trepidation about
my impulsive move no. 13. In the po-
sition above, White lags in piece de-
velopment.

14...Bxg5

13



Black grants a reprieve. Much bet-
ter is 14...Qxd6 when Black threatens
15...Nf4.

15 Nxg5

Now White has the pseudo-threat of
16 Qhs.

15...h6 16 Ne4d

For the time being White’s d-pawn
can’t be taken and he threatens Qg4.

16...b3 17 c4 Nde7 18 Na3

This anticipates Black’s knight ma-
neuver to 5 and d4.

18...Nf5 19 Nc2

It remains to be seen how long White
can hold onto the extra pawn. So it
behooves him to optimize his N and R
development. Allin allit’s an intrigu-
ing game.

Time-Allard (31 days) and Schwartz
(32 days).

Suggested Study Material:

Rainer Kraut, Sizilianisch mit 3. Lb5(+)
(Schwieberdingen: Schachverlag
Kania, 1996)

Steffen Pedersen, Easy Guide to the Bb5
Sicilian (London: Everyone, 1999)
Yuri Razuvayev & Alexander
Matsukevitch, The Anti-Sicilian:
3Bb5(+) (Macon, GA:

American Chess Promotions, 1984)
Rolf Schwarz, Sizilianisch 1I (aufbau mit
2...d6) (Hamburg: Schach Archiv, 1979)

ECO-A00, Grob’s Attack

White: Schwartz (1697)
Black: Allard (2056)

1g4d52h3e53d3c64Bg2Bd65Nf3
Ne7 6 a3 0-0 7 e4 dxe4 8 dxe4 Ng6 9 0-
0 Be6 10 Be3 Na6 11 Nc3 Bc4 12 Rel
Qe7 13 b3 Beb6

14

This position seems to be balanced
in most static attributes except that
Black’s rooks now have greater mobil-

ity.
14 Qc1 Rfd8 15 Ne2 Bc5

Black is desirous of exchanging his
bad bishop for White’s good one and
at the same time attending to his weak
a7-pawn.

16 c4

This grants Black free R penetration
along the d-file and especially d3.
Probably better is 16 Ng5 with intent
to get Black’s light squared B.

16...Rd3 17 Bxc5

White, by way of an exchange, de-
velops Black’s pieces. Now he is in
serious trouble.

17...Nxc5 18 Ng3

Mandatory now is 18 Qc2 to mini-
mize the affects of Black’s invasion.

18...Nxb3

White’s last three moves did noth-
ing but weaken his position. Prior to
these moves I was unhappy with my
opening play and concerned as to how
I might find counter play.

Time-Schwartz (31 days) and Allard
(29 days).

Suggested Study Material:

Andrds Adorjan, Blackis O.K. in ... Rare
Openings (Kecskemét: Caissa Ltd.,
1998)

Michael Basman, The Killer Grob, (Lon-
don: Pergamon, 1991)

Angus Dunnington, Winning Unortho-
dox Openings, (London: Everyman,
2000)

Henry Grob, Grob’s Angriff (Ziirich:
Schachverlag Grob, 1969)

Tim Harding, Dynamic White Openings
(Dallas: Chess Digest, 1989)

Bill Wall, Grob’s Attack (Coraopolis, PA:
Chess Enterprises, 1988)

ECO-C41, Philidor’s Defense

White: Allard (2056)
Black: Ruben Ruiz (1600)

1e4 e52Nf3 d6 3 d4 exd4 4 Nxd4 Nfe
5 Nc3 Be7 6 Bf4 Nbd7 7 Qd2 0-0 8 0-0-
0 Nc59 £3 a6 10 g4 Ne6 11 Nf5

,,,,,,,,,,,,
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The second pair of games on my
anxiety index are those with Ruben.
He has essayed variations slightly off
the beaten bath with what appears to
be reasonable play apparently mini-
mizing, if not negating, my possibili-
ties for initiative.

11...Nxf4 12 Nxe7+ Qxe7 13 Qxf4

As indicated last time, these ex-
changes were anticipated.

13...b514 g5
This move intends to displace the

knight and start a chain of moves to
enhance White’s development.



14...Ne8 15 Nd5 Qe5

This is Black’s best opportunity to
keep matters balanced. Now Ruben
proposed the exchange of queens and
I followed that up with my own set of
“if” moves. Yes folks, contrary to my
own self-imposed maxims, I proposed
conditional moves. It was an intuitive
decision that may very well backfire.

16 Qxe5 dxe5 17 Ne7+ Kh8 18 Nxc8
Rxc8 19 Bh3

Although material is balanced,
White’s advanced g-pawn along with
his light squared bishop may prove to
be weaknesses. White must work
along the d-file on both Black’s tem-
porarily isolated e-pawn and
queenside. White has some momen-
tum but is it enough for an advantage
in this endgame?

Time-Allard (20 days) and Ruiz (6
days)

Suggested Study Material:

Cermak, The Philidor Verteidigung (Ger-
many: Miinster International, 1993)
Tony Kosten, Winning With the Philidor
(New York: Henry Holt, 1992)

Much like the Caro-Kann, the
Philidor is currently in the throws of
much theoretical revision within the
higher rungs of master play. If you
decide to take up this opening from
either side, I urge you to keep current
with the serials previously mentioned.

ECO-B23, Sicilian Defense

White: Ruiz (1600)
Black: Allard (2056)

1 e4 c52Nc3 dé6 3 f4 Nco 4 Nf3 g6 5
Bc4 Bg7 6 0-0 e6 7 a3 Nge7 8 d3 a6 9
Be3 Nd4

VISIT CCLA ON
THE INTERNET

www.chessbymail.com

Neither side has yet made opening
mistakes. Ruben foregoes the standard
kingside pawn rush to play more po-
sitionally.

10 Bxd4 cxd4 11 Ne2 Nc6 12 ¢3 b5 13
Ba2 Qb6 14 Kh1

An alternative is 14 Rf2, which pro-
tects the b-pawn if White opts for the
exchanges on d4.

14...0-0

I anticipate 15 cxd4 Nxd4 16 Nfxd4
Bxd4 17 Nxd4 Qxd4 when White’s
bishop is better then Black’s. Addition-
ally, White seems to still hold a first
move initiative so it will be interesting
to see how he proceeds. Black’s chal-
lenge is to find a proper post for his
bishop and challenge for control of the
c-file.

Time-Ruiz (6 days) and Allard (18
days).

Suggested Study Material:

James Plaskett, Sicilian Grand Prix At-
tack (London: Everyman, 2000)

Gary Lane, The Grand Prix Attack (Lon-
don: Batsford, 1997)

ECO-B52, Sicilian Defense

White: Allard (2056)
Black: Randall Woodfield (1832)

1 e4 ¢5 2 Nf3 d6 3 Bb5+ Bd7 4 Bxd7+
Qxd7 5 0-0 Nc6 6 c3 Nf6 7 Qe2 g6 8
Rd1 Bg7 9 d4 cxd4 10 cxd4 e6 11 Nc3

0-0 12 Bg5 d5 13 Ne5 Qd6 14 Nxc6
Qxc6 15 Racl Qd7 16 Bxf6
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This game proceeds as I anticipated.
White wins a pawn but as the game
proceeds it’s not clear how the mate-
rial advantage can be converted to a
greater initiative.

16...Bxf6 17 exd5 exd5 18 Qf3 Bg5

This is a double-edged move that I
discounted in my analysis. It's benefit
lies in that White’s queen’s rook is not
allowed to cooperate in supporting his
d-pawn. But Black’s bishop is also sus-
ceptible to attack now.

19 Nxd5 Qd6 20 Rc5

I also considered 20 Rc7. The move
chosen offers more tactical opportuni-
ties. Note that 20...b6 is not possible
in light of 21 Rcé.

20...Rad8 21 Nc3

Black’s challenge is to demonstrate
that White’s pieces can’t support the
d-pawn and that his KB is stronger
then the N. White, besides finding
better cooperation among his pieces
must decide if the extra pawn can be
held or if it should ejected for some
other benefit.

Time: Allard (26 days) and Woodfield
(42 days).

The suggested study material for this

game is the same as that found for
Allard-Schwartz above.

15



ECO-B85

White: Woodfield (1832)
Black: Allard (2056)

1ed4 c52Nf3e63 Nc3a64d4dcxdd5
Nxd4 Qc7 6 Be2 Nf6 7 0-0 d6 8 f4 Be7
9 Be3 Nc6 10 a4 0-0 11 Kh1 Re8 12 Bf3
Bf8 13 g4 Nxd4

For the next three moves this game
develops as I anticipated. Then,
Randall seems to have second
thoughts about continuing his offen-
sive on the kingside.

14 Bxd4 e5 15 Be3

Lately, 15 Bgl is found more fre-
quently in grandmaster praxis. Then
White intends to use the subsequently
open f-file for a R-offensive. A sample
line runs as follows: 15...exf4 16 g5
Nd7 17 Nd5 Qd8 18 Qd2 Ne5 19 Qxf4
Be6 20 Bb6 Qd7 21 Nc7 Qc6 22 Nxa8
Rxa8 23 Bd4 (or 23 a5 Nxf3 24 Rxf3 d5
25 e5 Qxc2 in Cernousek-Berezjuk,
Roznov 2002) Nxf3 24 Qxf3 d5 as in
Nataf-Stefansson, Havana 2001. Ac-
cording to GM John Emms, Black has
sufficient compensation for the mate-
rial deficit.

15...exf4 16 Bxf4 Be6 17 h3

Better is 17 g5 Nd7 18 Nd5 QdS8, al-
though Black can follow this up with
...Rc8 and ...Neb5 as done does in our
game.

17...Nd7 18 Qd2 Ne5 19 Bg2 Rac8

Now Black threatens 20...Nc4,
21...Nxb2, and 22...Qxc3.

16

Time-Woodfield (43 days) and Allard
(24 days).

Suggested Study Material:

John Emms, Play the Najdorf:
Scheveningen Style (London: Everyman,
2003)

Gary Kasparov and Aleksander
Nikitin, Sicilian: ...e6 and...d6 Systems
(Macon, GA: American Chess Promo-
tions, 1983)

Steffen Pedersen, Easy Guide to the Si-
cilian Scheveningen (London: Cadogan,
1998)

Well, there are a number of tense
encounters above to keep an eye upon.
Holmer-Allard seems to present the
best chance for me to lose the full point.
Allard-Schwartz shows the first player
still with deficient piece development
and both games with Ruiz have some
way to go. Were my massive ex-
changes in the Philidor intuitively cor-
rect or will they lead to my downfall?

Some of you might wonder what
kind of performance have I rendered
in over-the-board play. After nearly
five years I came out of my cave in
early December to play in the 4™ Ar-
lington, VA Open. In the first round I
was paired with USCF Life Master and
chess author (i.e.: he’s a Sicilian Dragon
specialist) Steve Mayer. I'll provide the
blow-by-blow account in my next in-
stallment. Additionally, as the games
comprising these challenge matches
come to a conclusion I'll include in this
column a handful of my “best draws”
played over the last thirty years.
1

BOBBY FISCHER....
Continued from page 10

If Black wishes to post his queen
here, he should first safeguard it from
attack by White’s knights with . ... a6
this game demonstrates the necessity
for such a precaution with hammer-
like force.

6. g3 Nf6 7. Ndb5 Qb8

The lesser evil now was to give
White the two bishops after 7. ... Qd8
8. Nd6+, though admittedly Black’s
game would have been far from pleas-

ant. Still, as the game goes, Black’s
position rapidly becomes repulsive.

8. Bf4 Ne5

The only alternative is 8. ... €5, leav-
ing a horrible hole at d5 from which
White could profit with 9. Bg5 a6 10.
Bxf6 gxf6 11. Na3 Nd4 (11. ... Bxa3
would leave Black fatally weak on the
black squares as well) 12. Nd5 Be7 13.
c3, followed by 14. Qf3 with a magnifi-
cent game for White.

9. Be2 Bc5?!

The bishop is badly placed here, and
in addition, White’s last move is the
preliminary to a development that Tal
must have completely overlooked.
9...a6 was essential.

10. Bxe5 Qxe5 11. f4 Qb8

There is a certain amount of humor
in the way that Black’s queen is forced
to haunt the ignominious square b8.

12. e5 a6

Too late, but 12. ...
even worse.

Ng8 13. Ne4 is

13. exf6 axb5 14. fxg7 Rg8 15. Ne4 Be7
16. Qd4 Ra4 17. Nf6+ Bxf6

.. Kd8 18. Qb6+ Qc7 19. Qxc7+
Kxc7 20. Nxg8.

18. Qxf6 Qc7 19. O-0-O!

A move of original genius; who
would have imagined that White could
afford to castle long in view of Black’s
half-open a-file? But after the safer 19.
0-0, Black emerges more or less from
his troubles with 19. ... Qc5+ and 20. ...

Qf5.

9. ... Rxa2 20. Kb1 Raé6
The natural counterattack 20. ... Qa5
is at once quenched with 21. b3, when

Black is helpless against Bd3 and Bxh7.

21. Bxb5 Rbé6 22. Bd3 e5



Anticipating that White will swap
queens with 23. Qxe5+ Qxe5 24. fxe5
Rxg7, when Black will have solved his
worst problem. But now comes a beau-
tiful surprise.
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23. fxe5!! Rxf6 24. exf6 Qc5 25. Bxh7
Qg5 26. Bxg8 Oxf6 27. Rhfl Qxg7 28.
Bxf7+ Kd8

White has now more than regained
his material, with two rooks and two
united passed pawns for the queen.
And (as Fischer’s fine positional intu-
ition has sensed) the rooks are much
superior to the queen.

29. Be6 Qhé6 30. Bxd7 Bxd7 31. Rf7
Qxh2 32. Rdxd7+ Ke8 33. Rde7+ Kd8
34. Rd7+

The win is difficult for White after
34. Rxb7 Qh1+ 35. Ka2 Qd5+, as his
king is exposed to many checks.

4. .. Kc8 35. Re7+ Kd8 36. Rfd7+ Ke8
37. Rd1 b5 38. Rb7 Qh5 39. g4 Qh3

.. Qxg4 40. Rh1 Qd4 41. Rh8+!
Qxh8 42. Rb8-+.

40. g5 Qf3 41. Rel+ Kf8 42. Rxb5 Kg7
43.Rb6 Qg3 44. Rd1 Qc7 45. Rdd6 Qc8
46. b3 Kh7 47. Ra6 1-0

WELCOME NEW MEMBERS

BROWN, PAUL (1900)
RANCHO PALOSVERDES, CA

PARKER, WILLIAM (1343)
PHOENIX, AZ
TOOR, BRUCE * (1500)

HOLLYWOOD, CA

* RETURNING MEMBER

TD REPORTS

by Jerry Honn
P. O. Box 257
Galesburg, IL 61402-0257

Game results, time complaints and adju-
dication requests may be sent to this ad-
dress, or emailed to: ccla@insightbb.com

COMPLETED EVENTS

NORTH AMERICAN CLASS
CHAMPIONSHIPS

E02009*

Claude Hefner scores 5-1 to win the
102nd (2000) class A championship.
Congratulations, Claude!

2002 CCLA CHAMPIONSHIP &
LEADERSHIP

H20019*

1 John Menke 85-25

2 William Gray 8.0-3.0
N. E. Pedersen 8.0-3.0

H20021*

1 Paul Albanesi 6.0-2.0
Joe Chromik 6.0-2.0

3 Peter Joseph 50-3.0

H20031*

1Jm Massie 7.0-1.0
Leonard Zehr 7.0-1.0

3 Jerry Boone 5.0-3.0

H20041*

1 Arthur Holmer 55-15

2 Robert Mathews 45-25
John McKearney 45-25

H20051*

1 Sheldon McDonald 6.5-15

2 Charles Deas 55-25
Richard Gaska 55-25

SOCIAL BI-MONTHLY

M10139*

Richard Barrett 6.5-15

M10099*

Raul Elizondo 6.5-15

continued on page 25

RATING LIST

CCLA RATING CHART

rating high  low draw
difference wins  wins
0-19 16 16 0
20-39 15 17 1
40-59 14 18 2
60-79 13 19 3
80-99 12 20 4
100-119 11 21 5
120-139 10 22 6
140-159 9 23 7
160-179 8 24 8
180-199 7 25 9
200-219 6 26 10
220-239 5 27 11
240-259 4 28 12
260-279 3 29 13
280 and up 2 30 14
CLASS RATINGS
2200 an up Master
2000-2199 Expert
1800-1999 Class A
1600-1799  Class B
1400-1599 Class C
1200-1399 Class D

below 1200 Class E

TITLES*

G = Grandmaster

I = International Master
S =2350 & up

M =2275 & up

E =2100 & up

*minimum 5 years membership for a
title

#ten years membership

* twenty - five years membership

Full Rating List isfor Tournament Results
Received between October 16, 2004 and
December 15, 2004.

1443 ACEBO#, BRIAN

1100 ACUFF, RONALD E.
1550 ADAMS, BRUCEE.
2185E  ADAMS*, JOHN D
2138E ADAMS*, LARRY L.
1763 ADAMSON#, DAVID R
1888 ADDISON, ROBERT S.
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1763
2138E
1546
2091E
1736
1300
1435
1430
1738
2095
2131
1932
1668
2219E
1940
1702
1918
2255
1876
1529
1929
1682
2164E
1581
1684
1551
1458
1629
1320
2166E
1807
1883
1560
1525
1794
1283
2139E
1761
1309
1897
1176
2165
1506
1492
1513
2242M
2086E
1944E
2041
1916
1687
1873
2058
1677
1912
1300
2390M
2251E
1944
2282M
1107
1578
2055
1799
1542

18

AIKIN, ART

ALBANESI#, PAUL L
ALDERMAN#, GARLAND
ALLARD*, MICHAEL
ALLEN, RICHARD A.
ALVA, RAUL
AMELOTTI*, CHARLES

ANDERSON#, LAWRENCE D.

ANDERSON, MARK W.
ANGRES, ROBERT L.
ANSEL, ANDY
ARGALL*, DAVID C
ARGANIAN*, DAVID
ARNOLD*, G. ROBERT
ARNOLD, MICHAEL P.
ASKVIG, BRENT A.
AVENA, CARLOS J.
AVERSA, FRED N.
AVERY#, BRYCED
BAILEY, BURL
BAKER, ROBERT J
BAPPLE*, EDWARD C
BARLAGE#, MICHAEL
BARRENTINE, JAMES
BARRETT#, RICHARD H.
BARTLETT, DOUGLASA.
BASHAM, DEREK W.
BATE#, GENE
BATEMAN, ANDREW C.
BATTES, LEET.
BEARCE#, HAROLD
BEATTY, JM D.
BENJAMIN, ALAN
BENJAMIN, JAMES
BERKEY, ERIC
BERMAN, LOWELL
BERTHELOT*, PAUL J
BEST*, HERBERT
BIBBY#, IRENE
BICKFORD, JM
BIENIEK, MATTHEW E
BINGAMAN *, A. H.
BIRD#, JAMES S.
BLACKWOOD, BRYAN
BLAND, CHARLES
BLECHAR*, MIKE
BLOMOQUIST, GARY
BLOODSTEIN, OLIVER
BLUMBERG, DAVID
BOHLEY*, DONALD
BOHLMANN, KARL E.
BOONE, JERRY
BOREN, HOLLISG.
BOS, RALPH J.
BOUDROT, ED
BOVCK, JEFF
BRAILSFORD, JAMESH
BRANDHORST, TED
BRANDRETH*, DALEA.
BRANDT, BARRY L
BRANDT, JOHN
BRASHER, WA
BRAUDES, MICHAEL
BREAUX, SAM
BREWER, NATHAN R.

1974
1624
2150E
1100
1900
1291
1100
1689
1702

1772
1364
2003E
2099E
1437
1220
2159E
1841
1518
1872
1622
2172E
2178l
2305M
2193E
1846
2014
1911
1462
1733
1088
2357TM
1568
1748
1790
1517
1300
1910
1868
2069
1971
2324M
1300
1909
2043
1939
1707
2180
1913
1598
1600
1590
2079
2035E
2257TM
1731
2117E
2000
2072
1580
2157
1582
2244
2124E
2071

BRILL, STEVEN A
BROOKE, LARRY M.
BROWN#, CLIFF R.
BROWN, DARRIN S.
BROWN, PAUL B.
BROWN, RICHARD
BRUNO, GREGORY M
BRYANT, CORY

BUA, ROBERT F.

BUCKINGHAM, WILLIAM A.

BUEHNER, CHARLES
BUNECICKY, JOSEPH M.
BURGESS, OTISE.
BURKE#, ROBERT W.
BURRITT, TIMOTHY A.
BURRUS, MICHAEL L.
BUSS, MICHAEL D.
BUTLER, MICHAEL E.
BYRNES, JOSEPH
CACAS,ALEX

CAIN, H. ROBERT
CALIGUIRE*, JOHN
CALLAGHAN*, RICHARD
CALLAWAY, JOSEPH E
CALLINAN,M C
CAMACHO, RAFAEL A.
CAMPBELL*, JFRANKLIN
CAMPION, WILLIAM

CANGELOSI*, DOMINICA.

CAPRON, MARK
CARLSON, A JJR
CARLSON*, CURTISW
CARR, JAMEST.
CARRILLO, DANIEL C.
CARTER*, MAURICE H.
CASEY*, FRANK M
CASTILLO, JOHN
CATARINO, CAMILO J.
CAVALIERE, PETER C.
CENDROWSKI, CHRIS
CHACE, ERNEST F.
CHALKER, ROBERT P.
CHAMBERS, JERRY
CHAMPION, WILLIAM R.
CHANDLER, JOSEPH
CHAPIN, CHIP
CHAPMAN, KALEA
CHAPMAN, RONALD
CHAPPELL, MONTE
CHARUCKI, RICH
CHASE, STEPHEN
CHENEY, WILLIAM R.
CHILSON, STEVEN W.
CHIPKIN, LEONARD
CHISM, OLIN

CHRISTIANSON, JAMESL.

CHROMIK*, JOSEPH V
CIAMARRA, MICHAEL
CLANCEY, JAMES
CLARK, MARGARET P.
CLARK, SHAWN D.
CLAYTON, DAVID E.
CLEARMAN, GERALD W.
COCCOMO, BARRY W
COHEN, HARRY S

2167E
1495
1964
1959
1749
1647
1474
1149
1185
1543
1440
1794
2047
1100
1359
1344
1300
1188
2283M
1336
1648
1100
1925
2038
1931
1375
1917
1420
2027
1408
1161
1556
1748
1661
1475
1726
1747
1821
2058
1722
1777
2027
1830
1575
1416
1672
1636
1192
1560
1948
1628
2048E
1821
1643
1950
1438
1861
1315
2082E
1554
1476
2190E
1773
1850

COHEN, MICHAEL P.
COKER*, W. LAURENCE
COLEMAN, JASON
COLLINS, G. TIMOTHY
COLLINS*, KENNETH
CONAWAY, BRUCE
CONLON, GREGORY J.
CONROY#, JAMESR
CONWAY*, WALTER L
CONWAY, WILLIAM
CORIA, TIBURCIO
CORNACCHIO, PATRICK
COSTA, LOU KENNY
COTTEN*, DONALD
COURTNEY, JOHN P.
COVEY, TED

CRABBS, NICK
CRABTREE, ROBERT L.
CRALLIE, NICK
CRANE*, HAROLD L
CRAREN, ED

CREECH, RICHARD
CRESSWELL, KENNETH M.
CRITES*, ROBERT M
CROSS, GREGORY W.
CRUDUPR, W. TRAVIS
CRUMP, JOSEPH HENRY
CUNNINGHAM, ALLAN
CURRY, BOB

CURRY#, RONALD H
CURTIS, WARREN A.
CUSTANCE, GEORGE
CUSTARD*, ROBERT
CUSTER#, LARRY R
CUTTER, LARRY
DAFFIN, CHARLES
DANELLE, DAVID
DANIEL, BOB
DANIELS#, CRAWFORD S
DANON, MILTON
DAUDISH, JOSEPH
DAVEN, JEFFREY J.
DAVENPORT, KEN
DAVIS, JM

DAVIS, JOHN R.

DAVIS, JOSEPH

DAVIS, RICHARD C.
DAVIS*, THOMAS
DAWSON, ALVIN H
DAWSON, JERRY L.
DEAN, MARK E.
DEAS*, CHARLESE
DEATHERAGE*, PAUL E
DEATELY*, WILBURW
DEEMER, LYLE
DELANEY, LOREN J.
DEROCHEMONT, GENE
DESKIN, GARY
DESPARROIS, FRANK J.
DEVAULT*, ROY
DEVINCENTIS, MARC
DEVRIES*, ARTHUR D
DIESEN*, CARL E
DIJOSEPH, JOHN M.
DIMATTIA, THOMASA.



1391
1800
1846
1190
23141
1564
1438
1315
2083
1659
1525

1092
2061
1925
1483
1932
1258
1496
1408
1608
1652
1659
1944
1293
1560
1814
1394
1296
1084
1533
2102E
1906
1766
1961
1997
1810
1722
1051
1038
1593
1162
2122E
1935
1928
1679
1274
1114
1845
2082E
2030
1914
1416
2079
1727
1580
1870
1664
1388
1642
1298
2273
1134
1585
1562

DIPPEL, JM

DIPPRE, MARC

DIZADJI, PAUL
DOCKERY, EDWARD J.
DOLGITSER, KONSTANTIN
DOLLAR, JEFF 943548
DOMPERT, HARRY
DONAHUE, ED
DONALDSON*, DONALD E
DONALDSON*, ROBERT D
DOSTAL, DON J.
DOUGHERTY, BRETT
DOUGHTY, DEL
DOUTHWAITE*, BRIAN V
DOWNES, JOHN R.
DRAGONE, MARK B.
DRAKE, BRADLEY
DRECHSLER, HERBERT
DRZEWIECKI, RICHARD
DUCHARME, PAUL
DUFFY, JAMES W.

DUKE, DAVID

DUKE, PHILLIPS.
DULANY, LARRY D.
DUNCAN, WARREN L.
DUNCOVICH, MARK
DUNN, CARL

DUPEE, ARTHUR B.
DUPERRAULT, DOUGLAS
DUPIRE, JOHN

DURHAM, GREGORY
DURKEE, DAVID B.
DUSSUBIEUX, FELTOUN
DWYER, PATRICIA
DYETT*, MAXWELL
DYSTER, JOHN R.
EASLEY, DAN
EDMUNDSON, PAUL
EDWARDS, FRED W. JR
EDWARDS, RAYMOND J.
EDWARDS, VINCENT A.
EILENBERGER, MARIETTA
EILMES#, DON P
EISENMAN, WILLIAM J.
ELDRIDGE#, MICHAEL
ELIZONDO, RAUL
ELLIOTT*, HAROLD C
EPSTEIN, PAUL C.

ERB*, WILBURN
ERKEL#, ALBERT A.
ESCALANTE, ROBERT
ESCHBACH, KURT
ESCHELBACH, KARL
ESTES, GENE

ETTINGER, HERBERT
EVANS, DONALD W.
EVANSH#, JACK A

EVANS, LORIN J

EVANS, MICHAEL D.
EVANSH#, W. STAN
EVERHART, CHRISTOPHER
EVERITT, GORDON T.
FANELLI, FRED
FARKAS*, WALTER R
FARMER, GUY E.

1743
1000
1502
1317
1609
1940
1912
1242
1433
1786
2372S
1622
1585
2353
1544
1935
1703
1691
1716
1798
1991
2027
1252
1721
2066E
1467
1965
1704
1697
2228M
1860
2340M
1476
1588
1962
2075
1406
1157
1565
1475
1690
1835
1483
1548
2113E
1795
1870
2231E
2318M
1980E
1449
1736
1923
1747
1252
2294
900
1300
1476
1736
2000
1864
1664
1100
1714

FARREN, JAMESA.
FAUCHER, SAM
FAUSEY*, VERNA M
FAWCETT, JOHN L.
FEES, DENNIS
FELBER#, JOSEPH J
FENNEMA, ROGER
FERGUSON, WILLIS
FIELDS, DAWN
FISHER*, ARTHUR W
FISHER, E. H.

FISK #, JON H.
FLANDERS, ROGER D.
FLEMING, RICHARD P.
FLOOD, JAMESD.
FOGEL, DR MAX
FOLSOM, ALAN L.
FONS, EDWARD L.
FORET, FRED S.
FOXX, ROBERT G.
FRANCE, F. M.
FRANK*, HASSO
FRANK, LOUISL.
FRANKLIN, DAVID
FRIEDENTHAL, RICHARD
FRIEDRICH*, MELVIN
FRITZ*, JOHN H.
FROGGATTI, EASTON
FRY*, RON
FUGLIE*,CN
FULLER#, ROBERT C
GACH*, ANDREW
GALLAGHER, JAMESV.
GALLAGHER, WILLIAM F.
GALVIN, JOHN
GANEM#, JOSEPH
GARDNER, ROBERT
GARDUNGO, LILI
GARNER, CURTISE.
GARRETT, AARON
GASKA, RICHARD
GASSER, KATE
GEARY, DONALD
GEE, LON
GEISLEMAN, DENNIS H.
GIGER, ERIN
GILBERTSON, KEITH
GILLES, ROBERT P.
GILRUTH, PETERT.
GITTIN, DONALD
GLASER, GERALD J.
GLASSBERG, SAM
GLASS, DANIEL B.
GLASSMIRE, BILL
GLENNON, WILLIAM F.
GLEYZER, LEONID
GOES, CHRISTOPHER
GOGGIN, CHRIS
GOGGIN, DONALD C.
GOINS, DAVID A.
GOLDBERG, NORMAN J.
GOLDSTEIN, CARRIE
GOMAN, SHANE
GOODRIDGE, JASON
GOODSPEED, PAUL E.

1713
1559
1984
1656
1917
1400
1953
1527
2298E
1988
1500
2144E
2242E
2049
1252
1913
1628
1404
1982E
2132
2062
2036
1400
1849
1700
2126
1100
1356
1567
2280M
1242
1784
1833
1934
1736
1561
1185
1817
2243M
1750
1387
1659
1800
2002E
1742
1504
1439
1407
1498
1100
1020
1589
1570
1883
2044
2022E
1964E
1774
1841
2012
1300
1745
1917
2140M
1588

GOODWIN*, WILFRED
GOODYEAR, THOMASR.
GOSHEN, MATTHEW
GOTSCHALL, ROGER W.
GRAGG, JOHN S.
GRANT, CHRIS M.
GRANT*, NEWTON
GRAY*, DAVID

GRAY JR#, WILLIAM
GRECO, THOMASP.
GREEN, JEFFERSON
GREEN, WESLEY C.
GREENE*, SANFORD
GREGORY, JAMIE
GRENIER, DONALD
GREUTER, ALBERT
GRIMES, JEFF

GRIMM, MARVIN
GRKAVAC*, JOHN B.
GROCEMAN, BRADLEY W.
GUEHN, RODNEY
GUERRA, STEPHEN
GUNDRUM, NORMAN
GUSTAFSON, H. W.
GUTIERREZ, MIGUEL
GWALTNEY, JAVY R.
HAAS, GORDON
HAGHIGHI, HOSSEIN
HAILEY,A. B.

HAKE*, PAUL L

HALE, ROD

HALL, MICHAEL
HALLEY, DENNIS
HALLINAN, TERRY
HALLOCK, GREGORY
HAMELIN, JOHN
HAMILTON, RICH
HAMPTON, MARK
HANSEN#, JOHAN A
HARDIN, WILLIAM
HARLIN, MICHAEL
HARNACH, CHARLES
HART, BERT W.

HART*, HUGH E

HART, THOMASS.
HARTWELL, F. SCOTT
HATFIELD, JACK
HAWS, MATTHEW
HAWK, GAVIN

HAWK, JEFF

HAYNES, RONALD H.
HAYWARD, CLARK W.
HEADBIRD, RANDY
HECHT#, SIMON W
HEFFNER, CLAUDE
HEINZ*, KURT J.
HEISING*, CHARLES
HEMMINGSEN*, H L
HENDERSHOT, JEFF
HENDERSON, MICHAEL
HENDERSON, VERONICA
HENDRICKSON, CHRIS
HERNANDEZ, HECTOR R
HICKMAN*, HERBERT
HICKS, ANDREW

19



1917
1620
1232
1500
2302
1172
1627
1381
2190E
1614
1076
1450
1316
1974
1242
1814
1818
2075
2147E
1932
1300
1822
1761
1553
1224
1243
1700
1496
1500
1719
2188E
1920
1645
1748
1956
1295
1706
1659
2085
1471
1772
1673
2266M
1570
2195E
1759
1316
1100
1617
2076
1497
1680
1455
1826
1323
1900
2141E
2157E
1984
1721
1688
1501
1754
2078
2212

20

HICKS, MYLES
HIGGS, LON
HIGHTOWER, DEAN J.
HILBERT, JOHN S.
HILL, GRAYLING
HILL, RON

HILLMAN, JOHN
HINTZE, RUSSELL P.
HIRSCH, MARK J.

HITSMAN, KELLI YVONNE

HLAVAC, EDWARD
HOBSON, NATHANIEL D.
HOEFEYZERS*, CHARLES
HOFFER, OTTO
HOFFMAN, HUGH
HOLMER, ARTHUR E.
HOLMES, ROSSA
HOLOVICS, LOUIS
HONN*, JERRY E.
HONSIK, FRANK J.
HOOSE, ERIC
HORACEK*, DON
HORN, L. NELSON
HORNYAK, ANTHONY A.
HOSKINS, FRED
HOSSFELD, ROBERT H.
HOUCK, JOSEPH
HOUSE, RUSSEL L
HOUSER, KENNETH
HOWARD, PAUL G
HOWELL*, WILLIAM D.
HUBBARD, ANDREW F.
HUBER, FRANK H.
HUMPHREY, CHARLES
HUNT, JEFFREY A.
HUROK, MORRISL.
HYATT, JAMES C
HYDE*, ED P
INGERSOL*, HARRY W.
IVEY, RICHARD M.
JABRE, CHICK
JACHENS, WILLIAM S.
JACOBS*, ROBERT M.
JAHNKE, GREGGA.
JAMER, CZESLAW
JANKITE, JOHN

JARIS, JILL A.
JARISTEIN, NAOMI
JARVINEN, DICK
JARVIS, JEFF
JATKOWSKI, STEPHEN A.
JEFFERSON, LARRY
JEIVEN, MARTIN W.
JENKINS, GEORGE
JENKINS, MIKE
JENKINS, W. X.
JENNINGS, CHARLES W.
JESCHONNEK, VOLKER
JROUSEK, JM
JOHNSON, DAVE
JOHNSON, D. MIKELL
JOHNSON, JOHN T.
JOHNSON, RICHARD
JOHNSON*, GARDNER
JOHNSON, ROBERT K.

1776
1986
1804
1352
1614
1940
1853
1685
1554
2080E
1891
1774
1821
1693
2131E
2187E
1802
1365
20421
1100
1100
1680
1100
1955
1908
1633
1644
2112E
1732
1926
1745
1969
1462
2238l
1935
1208
1341
1502
1469
2370S
1987E
1439
1960
22941
1931
1400
1974
1329
1961E
2037
2178E
1998
2074
2329M
1593
1100
1587
1576
1476
1282
1442
2130E
1427
1452
1600

JOHNSON, ROGER D
JOHNSON, TERRY
JOHNSON, THOMASE.
JONAS, MICHAEL D.
JONES, CHARLESC.
JONES, JAN

JONES, JOHN C.
JONES, ROBERT L.
JONESH#, WILL
JOSEPH, PETER D.
JOSLIN*, PAUL
KALFAS*, RICHARD B.
KAPLAN, IVAN V
KAPPEL, RAY
KATREIN*, MATTHEW R.
KATZL*, RUDOLF
KECKHUT, JOHN
KEELAN, MARTIN J.
KELL*, SPENCER
KELLEY, RICK

KELLY, CHRISTOPHER
KELLY, VILARF.
KENDALL, DAVID J
KETTERER*, RONALD B
KEYMAN, CHARLESA.
KING, PETER

KING, Z. L.

KIRC*, ROBERT S
KISLING, JON A
KISSICK, CHARLES M.
KLARL, JASON S.
KLEINE, LARRY
KLEMENCIC*, WALTER
KNUDSEN, JOHN C.
KNUPPEL*, FRED
KOEHLER, CLIFF
KOENIG, JOSEPH R.
KOEPPLIN, KENNETH
KOHLER, DENNISR
KOPPERSMITH#, VAN
KOTHE#, HARRY G
KOVALIK, DAVID
KRAUSS JR#, GEORGE
KUBACH#, GARY L
KUNIHOLM, ERIC
KURTZ, STEVEN J.
LABODA, MARK
LABONTE, LARRY
LACH#, FRANK

LAGE, ALEXANDER
LAINER, MORRISC
LAING, ROBERT L.
LAIRD, EDWARD H.
LAMECH#, LEV
LAMN, SUSAN L.
LAMPO, JOSEPH P.
LANGENBACH, THOMAS
LANGENHOP, CARL
LAPHAM, FRANK J.
LANTZ, TOM
LARREW, GARY
LARZELERE, MARK
LASKE, SCOTT L.
LAVERY, THOMAS
LAWLOR, BRIAN

1838
1465
1643
1994
2000
1250
1850
1681
1666
1500
2200
2168E
2047
1776
2315
1590
1832
1912
767
1274
2081E
1936E
1149
1740
1540
1336
1974
1414
2115E
1950
2200
2013
2348M
1478
2273M
1417
1500
1999E
1831
1243
1314
2074
1965
2180E
1781
1549
1494

2194E
1897
1402
1698
1092
2117
1547
1488
1878
1983
1836
2061E
1912
1576
1984E
1498
1751

LAZARUS, ANDREW J
LEBER, DAVID B.
LEGNER, ROBERT
LEIBOWITZ, SOLOMON
LEIDNER, MICHAEL I.
LEMON, GARY
LETELLIER, JOHN
LEVINE, MARC S.
LEWALLEN, VERNON
LEWIN, STANLEY M.
LEWIS, GARY

LEWIS*, JAMESW
LEWIS, WALTER J
LIGHT, CHARLESP.
LIMAYO, EDGARDO V.
LOFTUS, ANDREW
LOOMIS, HOWARD F.
LORD, DOROTHY
LOVE, JOHN R.
LOWERY, DAVID
LUCAS*, ROBERT H
LUDWIGH#, MARK A
LUKAS, ED

LUMER, LEOR.
LUPIENSKI, EDWARD E.
LUSCHICK, RICHARD J.
LUTES, W. JOHN
LUTTON, STEPHEN C.

MACIULEWICZ, CHRISTOPHER

MACLAUGHLIN, BILL
MADDOX, DON
MADDOX, JOHN
MADSEN#, CRAIG
MALDARI, FRANK
MALFAIT, ANDRE
MANGUS, RICHARD
MANSFIELD, MICHAEL
MARCONI#, RALPH P
MARKOWSKI*, ALINA
MAROLDO, GEORGE
MARSH, HENRY
MARSHALL, MICHAEL J.
MARTHINSEN, ARTHUR
MARTIN*, ALBERT C.
MARTIN, ALEX
MARTIN*, GEORGE H
MARTIN, JOE

MARTIN, RAYMOND
MARTIN, R BRUCE
MARTIN, ROGER
MARTINDALE, ROGER
MARTINEZ, AMERICO
MARRON, TOM
MARVIN, CHRISTOPHER
MASONSMITH, WATSON
MASHLAN, ROBERT R.
MASSANET, JOHN
MASSIE, JAMES
MATHEWS, ROBERT J.
MAURER, JOHN H
MAYHEW, MATT

MAY O#, CLARK

MAYS, MICHAEL C.
MAZZARELLA, JOHN
MEHNE, DAVID



1352
2234M
2312M
2411M
2173E
1986
1961
2220E
2219E
1753
1352
1410
2268M
1359
1300
1551
1100
1936
1760
2013
1390
1610

2221E
2370S
1985
1726
2103E
1792
1622

1621
1828
2030E
2042
1354
1529
1542
1960
1634
2066
1724
1946
1911
2011
2034E
2249E
1796
1238
2134E
1732
2139E
1938
1410
1860
2069
1601
2133
1773
1558
1563
2130
1094
1326
2185E

MELCHOR, JOSEA.
MELTON*, RICK
MELTS, MICHAEL
MENKE#, JOHN R
MENNELLA, J. JAMES
MERCER, LARRY
MERRELL*, WILLIAM S.
MERRITT, JOSEPH E.
MERROW?*, CHARLES
MESE, JOHN

MEYER, NORMAN
MEYER, STEPHEN E.
MICHELMAN, PETER J
MIDDLETON, DAVID A.
MIKE, WILLIAM
MIKHAIL, AYMAN A.
MILANO, STEPHEN
MILLER, BRUCET.
MILLER, DAVID
MILLER, DONALD V.
MILLER, JOHN
MILLER, STEVEN
MILLS, SCOTT
MILLSON*, DAVID
MINGOS, JOHN
MITCHELL, CLIFFORD B.
MITCHELL*, ROBERT G
MODES, DANIEL R.
MODESITT#, JAMESW
MOECKEL, JEAN L.
MOISER, EDWARD
MOLINA, CARLOS
MONACO#, DENNIS
MONGILUTZ*, JACK
MONSON, CHARLESE.
MOONEY, PAUL J.
MOORE*, COMER E
MOORE, DUSTIN
MOORE, SHERWOOD
MORAN, PHILIP
MORFORD, STEVEN N.
MORGAN, MICHAEL
MORGAN, STEPHEN H.
MORIARTY, JOHN
MORRIS, THOMAS
MORRISON*, CHARLES
MOTTA#, PAUL
MOUTON, SILVER
MUELLER#, MARION
MUELLER*, THOMAS
MULCAHEY, WILLIAM
MUNCHAK#, NEAL E
MUNDEE, RICHARD A.
MURPHY#, JAMES P.
MYATT#, JOHN R.
MYERS, DAVID R.
MYERS, MATTHEW
MCALISTER, JAMES M.
MCCALEB, BARBARA
MCCARTHY, JACK
MCCARTY, JEFFREY
MCAULIFFE, GEOFF
MCCLELLAN, DAVID EARL
MCCLELLAN, JOHN
MCCLURE, DELBERT E.

1814
1937
2167E
1754
2000
1100
2061E
1622
1900
1979
2165E
1228
1848
2152E
1078
1500
1123
1768
1640
1611
1943
1914
2090
1684
1946
1500
2000
1800
1098
1552
1487
1100
1532
2088
1515
1646
1848
1782
1542
1299
1877
1576
1318
1996E
1303
1592
1510
1360
1165
1882
1918
1779
1480
2016
2078
2020
1632
1921
1596
1365
2220E
2141E
1685
1609
1750

MCCORD, JOSEPH
MCCUE, MARK E
MCDONALD, MICHAEL
MCDONALD, SHELDON
MCFADDEN, MARK
MCFALL, THOMAS
MCFARLAND*, HARDON H.
MCGILL, TIMOTHY W.
MCGINNIS, WALTER
MCKEARNEY, JOHN P.
MCKELLOP#, THOMAS
MCKENNEY, FRANK A.

MCLAUGHLIN*, EDWARD J.

MCLAUGHLIN, RICHARD F
MCLENAHAN, THOMAS M.
MCMANAMA, JAMES
MCMANAWAY, GARY
MCPHERREN, ROSCOE
MCSHANE, DONALD N.
MCSORLEY*, ROBERT G
NACE, CHARLES
NAGARAN, MICHAEL
NALEPA*, BARRY
NASON*, ARTHUR R.
NEFF*, RUSSELL

NELSON, HANS C
NELSON, RAMON L.

NEUSCHWANGER, BRADLY W.

NEUWIRTH, JOSEPH
NEWBERRY, BRIAN
NEWMAN, PETER D.
NEWSHAM, BUSTER
NEWSHAM, RICK
NEWTON, HOBART E
NICHOLS, WILLIAM L.
NIELSON, JOHN D
NIRO, FRANK A.
NOONAN*, THOMAS
NORDIN, JOHN A.
NORMAN, PHILLIP
NORRIS, GARY L.
NORRIS, MICHAEL T.
NORTH, KENNETH
NOVESKE*, F. GREGORY
NOWICKI, MICHAEL E.
NUGENT, KENNETH
NURMI, RONALD R.
NYBERG, DALE
O'BRIEN, MICHAEL F.
O'CONNOR, TIM
O'DONNELL, ROGERP.
O'DONNELL, THOMAS J.
OEHLSCHLAEGER, DANIEL
OGLE, FRANCISE.W.
O'HANLON, DAN
O'KEEFE, MICHAEL
OLD*, ARTHUR D.
O'LEARY, JOHN
OLIVER, DONALD L.
ORMINS, JOHN C.
OSBUN, ERIK
OSTRIKER, JON

OTT, PAUL B.

OYLER, ROBERT
PACE, LOUIS

1100
1503
1947
2360G
1384
2063
1648
1343
2098
1358
2122
1465
1998E
1836
1583
1719
2325
23241
1862
2027
1816
1936
1872
1785
1463
1040
1546
2308
1037
2007
1688
2131E
2030E
1840
1532
1461
1164
1957
1300
2336M
1682
2040E
2337S
1866
1777
1694
1505
1956
1699
1364
1467
1678
1873
1491
2034E
1771
1100
1847
1710
1500
1438
1714
1632
2151M
1668

PACER, MARK
PADILLA, DANILO
PAGUNSAN, GARRY M.
PALCIAUSKAS*, V.V.
PANCIERA, ARNOLD C.
PANKEN, RICHARD
PAPOWITZ, EUGENE B.
PARKER, WILLIAM L.
PARTIN, WADEA.
PATTERSON, ROBERT LEE
PAULSON, BILL
PAWLIKOWSKI, JOSEPH J.
PAYNE*, FRED R.
PECK, JEROME

PECK, MATTHEW
PECQOT, DAVID
PEDERSEN, LARS
PEDERSEN*, N. ERIC
PEDERSEN, ROGER E.
PENMAN, ALAN D.
PENNINGTON*, JOHN M
PESKOFF, MALCOLM
PETERS*, RALPHH
PETERSEN, DUANE K.
PETERSON, JANET
PHILLIPS, WILLIAM E.
PHILLIPS, WILLIAM H.
PICKETT, CHARLES
PILLES, JOHN F.

PIMM, DANIEL L.
PINA, DANIEL M.
PINCUS*, DAVID F
PINEAULT#, WAYNE
PINEDA, ANDREW M.
PINKNEY, FOSTER J.
PINTAVALLE, MICHAEL
PIXLEY, EDWIN
PITTER, JERRY

PLATIS, GEORGE
POHLE#, RONALD E.
POLONSKI, MICHAEL
PORTILLO, JIMMY
POTTER*, ROBERT B
POULOS#, THOMAS J.
POWE, M. A.

POWELL, DAVID W.
POYNOR, GEORGE V.
PRICE, CURTISF.
PROCHERA, JOHN
PYLE, RICHARD
QUIMBY, JOSEPH
QUINONES, DANIEL G.
QUIRK#, MICHAEL
RADDING, MARVIN
RADOMSKY J#, PETER
RADTKE, HENRY J.
RAINE, R. GARY
RAINWATER, LEM H.
RAMSEY ER, GEORGE O.
RANDALL, JAMES
RANDOLPH, DONALD E.
RASMUSSEN, STEVE
RATTAY, WALTER
RAWLEY, LLOYD
RAWSON, CLIFF
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1100
1638
1852
1084
1474
1142
1493
1992
2213E
1500
2077
2106E
1799
2156E
2120E
2184E
1100
2227E
2019
2169E
1915
1018
1454
1998
1140
1024
1901
2189E
1292
1298
1671
1300
1124
1500
1328
1500
1480
2109
1763
1500
2204M
1300
1645
2115
1822E
1315
1276
1934
2102E
1846
1632
2167E
1525
1350
2156E
1700
2036E
1100
1305
2075
1261
1393
1290
1718
1035
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RAYMOND, JOSHUA
RAYNOLDS, PETER W.
RECEK, ROBERT S
REDDEN, SUSAN E.
REDTOMAHAWK, GORDON
REED, DAMON

REED, HARVEY G.
REEVES, NEIL
REICHMANN, ANDRE
REID, WILLIAM C
REILLY, MICHAEL T
REITHEL*, DONALD P
REITHEL*, SIBYLLE
REITHEL*, RAYMOND F.
REMUS*, HORST
REYNOLDS#, CLARENCE J.
RHODES, RONALD C.
RICHARDSH, BILL
RICHARDS, DENNIS
RICHARDS, MIKE
RICHARDSON, JOHN
RIDDLE, DAVID R.
RIDDLE, IRA LEE
RIESENBECK*, JACK
RIETEMA, ALEX
RIVERA, DAVID
ROBERTS, DONNELL
ROBERTS*, LESLIEG
ROBINSON, EMMETT
ROBINSON, MICHAEL D.
ROBINSON, STEPHEN
ROCKNE, JOSEPH
ROCKOWER, ART
RODRIGUEZ, ANTHONY
RODRIGUEZ, CESAR
RODRIGUEZ, LESTER
ROIZEN, MANNY
ROMANO, FRANK
ROSE, JOHN J.
ROSEBRUGH, STEVE
ROSENFIELD#, CHRISTINE
ROSETTE, DWAYNE C.
ROSS, RONALD R.
ROSS, STEVE
ROTHMAN*, SHELDON
ROUNDS, RICHARD
ROWE, TOM

ROWLES, DAVID T
ROYS, HARVEY C.
RUDISILL, MICAH
RUIZ, RUBEN
RUNYON, MIKE
RUSHTON, RONALD R.
RUSSELL, BRIAN L.
RUSSELL*, HANON W
RUSSELL, TERRY
RYAN, RANDY
SAENGER, DOROTHY
SALVADOR, ALBERT
SAMPLE#, ROGER L
SAMPSON, H. WAYNE
SANDERLIN, JAMES
SANDERS, MARK R.
SANDIFER, WILLIE J.
SAPP, SHAWANNA

1370
1500
1389
1600
2141E
2029
1284
1574
1908
1666
1693
1500
1616
1751
1844
1574
1050
1538
1743
1465
1667
1408
1763
1305
21741
1369
1638
1529
1721
2159E
1577
2441M
1153
2215E
1394
1432
2083E
1179
1614
2170E
2312M
986
1955
2110E
2065E
1888
1966
1308
2111E
1298
2281M
1772
1259
2123E
2282M
1682
1446
1514
1466
1937
1716
1782
1925
1644
1714

SARHAGE, JOHN T.
SARTWELL, MATTHEW T.
SASSEEN, JOHN E.
SAVAGE, HOWARD L.
SAVILLE, DAVID
SCANDONE, FRANK
SCANLON, LEE
SCHAAB#, DAVID L
SCHMUCKER#, VIVIAN S
SCHOOLCRAFT, DANIEL
SCHRADE, TOM G.
SCHUESSLER, TOM
SCHULTZ, LARRY
SCHWARTZ, RUSSELL W.
SCIARRETTA#, ROBERT W
SCOTT, BRUCE L.
SCOTT, DAVID C.
SCOTT, HERMAN
SCOVILLE, RON
SEARSH#, RONALD
SEIFERT, ADOLPH R.
SELBY#, ROBIN

SELL, DARREL G.
SERENI, VINCENT T.
SERGEL, CHRISTOPHER
SCHAEFER, JEFFERY T.
SHANNON*, PAUL D
SHARP, EDWARD G.
SHARP#, VERNON E.
SHARPELL#, FRED
SHAVER, RICHARD K.
SHEA, QUIN

SHERMAN, RICHARD C.
SHIELDS, GLEN D.
SHIPLEY, GLEN

SHIREY, ARDELL
SHNAIDERMAN, LAZAR

SHOEMAKER, WILLIAM G.

SHOOSMITH, JOHN FJ
SHURE, GARY
SIBBETT*, DONALD
SIEBENHAAR, JAMES
SIEGFRIED, WILL
SILLS*, R. NATHAN
SIMMS, GARY M
SIMMS*, HARVEY
SIMON, HARRY
SIMONSON, JAY L.
SINCLAIR*, ARTHURC
SITTER, GERALD C.
SKEELS, JAMESB.
SKINNER#, DWIGHT D.
SLIGHT, VAL

SLIVA#, JOHN C
SLOAN#, THOMAS
SMILEY*, WILLIAM
SMITH, DAN

SMITH, HARRY C.
SMITH, JACOB W.
SMOLENSKY, RANDY
SNIDER, PAUL G.
SOGIN#, LOUIS
SOMERS, MIKE
SPENCER, ALAN J.
SPRADLIN, JEFF

1400
1765
1137
1434
1904
1126
900
1873
1825
1883
1369
1844
1524
1783
1900
1637
2155M
1872
1900
1424
1608

1152
1969
1491
1559
1530
1092
1151
1625
1580
1877
2039
2050E
1096
1587
2051
1755
1294
1984E
1331
1739
1821
2114E
1755
1626
1343
1862
1784
1955
1804
1072
2284
1700
2226E
1663
1278
1571
1646
2152E
2080E
2151E
1466
1356
1515

SPRANGER, RICK
SPRUANCE#, TERRY
STACK, JAMES

STARK, JM

STAYART*, GERGORY
STEELE, JAY F.
STEENKOLK, GEORGE J.
STEFFEN, GERALD R.
STEINBUHLER, DAVID
STENZEL#, HAROLD G
STEPHAN, CLIFFORD J
STEPHAN, WALTER
STEPHENS, JAMESD.
STEPHENSON#, DAVID L
STEPHENSON, JACK
STERN,AJ

STERN#, ALAN
STEVENS, DANIEL L.
STEVENS, EMERSON M.
STEWART, VICTOR
STOBBE, ARTHUR J
STOLL, ROBERT A.
STOLTZFOOS, J. NELSON
STONE, DONALD D
STORR, WILLIAM
STOUDT, JOHN C.
STRELECKY#, RICHARD E.
STROBERGER, G. R.
STRUCK, ROBERT
STRULL, LEO

STRUSS, JOHN H
STUART, PHILIP
STUEBER, GUIDO J.
STULL#, ROBERT N
STULL 11, ROBERT N.
SULLIVAN, GERARD M.
SUMMERS, TODD
SVENDSEN, STEPHEN G.
SVENONIUS, GERALD
SWAIM, SAMUEL
SWAIN, ANDREW W.
SWAN, PETER LEE
SWANSON*, WESLEY A
SWAVELY, JAMES F
SWIST, JOHN P.
SYLVESTER, GARY
SYNOWICZ, JOE
SZABO#, PAUL S
SZCZESNIAK#, RA
TARGONSKI, STAN
TARLECKI*, DAVID
TARRANT, JOHNNY
TATE, ROY T.

TAYLOR, BOBBY C
TAYLOR#, DAVID C
TAYLOR*, DONALD R
TAYLOR, RONALD D
TEAGUE, LEON H.
TEAGUE, SHANN
TEGEL*, FRANK
TEMPSKE, L. ANTHONY
TEW, ROLAND
THACKER, JEFF
THIELE, ELIZABETH H.
THOMAS, CHARLESE.



1822
1462
1878
2100
1450
1908
1316
1580
1696
2376l
1701
1624
1500
1594
1582
2003
1773
1980
1873
2023E
1922
1673
1045
1968E
1380
1766
1703
2197
2288S
2248
1500
1438
1761
1300
1575
1295
1704
1417
1998
1775
1846
1300
1500
1610
1715
1614
1633
1525
2205E
1281
1599
1844
2199E
2103E
1517
1294
1417
1996
1577
1288
1743
1520
1975
1817
1738

THOMAS, CHARLES G.
THOMAS, EARL A.
THOMAS, GERALD K.
THOMAS, HOWARD
THOMAS, RICHARD
THOMPSON, BRETT M
THOMPSON, JERRY
THOMPSON*, L. RICHARD
THOMPSON, M
THOMPSON*, PAUL L
TOBIS, BRUCE
TOMANEK, RAY
TOOR, BRUCE
TRAYLOR*, BILL
TREJO, GILBERT
TRIPP, GLENN E.
TUCKER, JOHN R
TURNER, HOWARD F.
TURNER, LARRY
TUTTLE*, JAMESL
TYNER*, MELVIN
VALUCKAS, RICHARD
VAN BREEMEN, GREGORY D.

VANDENBURG**, RICHARD S.

VANOUS*, ROGER
VARELA, TONY
VASILIAUSKAS, GEDI
VAUGHN, DON
VEHRE#, JOHN L
VERLEUR, JAN H.
VIENS, EDWARD
VIGUS, WILLIAM A.
VILES, ROGER E
VINES, RED

VOIGTS, DOUGLASW.
VOLSON, KATHRIN A.
VROMAN, MARK
WALDEN, DAVID
WALDREP, CARL E.
WALHOUT, DONALD
WALKER, BRENT P
WALKER JR., BRENT P
WALKER, MYLES
WALTERS, JOHN ANTHONY
WARE, MICHAEL
WARNER, DANIEL L.
WASSON, R. RICHARD
WATERSTON#, HARRY C
WATSON#, ALAN L
WAUGH, MICHAEL A.
WEBB, JOHN

WEIL, WILLIAM
WEINSTOCK#, SOLOMON
WEISS, LESTER P
WEITZ, MICHAEL
WESTHEAD, ANDREW
WETHERELL, JOSEPH A
WHEATLEY, DANIEL D.
WHEATLEY, WILLIAM
WHEELER, BILL
WHITE, MICHAEL B.
WHITEHOUSE*, THEODORE
WHITNEY, ROBERT C
WILDES, THOMAS
WILLIAMS, BILL

1090 WILLIAMS, KIRK J.
1910 WILLIAMSH#, LEEV

1556 WILLIAMS, R. CHARLES
1080 WILLIAMS, RONNIE K.
1890 WILLIS, RICHARD LEE
1731 WILLIS, WESLEY D.
1381 WINGATE, MATTHEW B.
1606 WINGO, MICHAEL W.
1711 WOFFORD, JOHN D.
1574 WOLFE, ROBERT

2056M WOLFF*, STEPHEN

1990 WOQOQOD, JM

1117 WOOD, NANCY J

2171E WOODARD, DANIEL S.

1835 WOODFIELD, RANDALL B.

1949 WOODS, DANA A

1855 WOODWORTH, ROBERT
1916 WRBA*, JOSEPH

1861 WRIGHT*, ALLEN F
1764 WRIGHT, ROBERT G.
1671 WRIGHT, RUSSELL M.
1768 WYATT, NORMAN W.
1980 YOUNG, WILLIAM C. 11l
1493 YOUNG, WILLIAM E.
2339M  ZAAS**, DONALD

1332 ZAAS, JOEL

1757 ZAAS, PETER

21371  ZAVANELLI, MAX

2087 ZEHR, LEONARD

1968 ZEMKE, NORMAN L.
1202 ZENOH, ALPHONSO
1240 ZIEGLER, JONATHAN
1707 ZIEMAK*, KENNETH A.
1900 ZILMAN, MOISEY

1207 ZOLNIK, JAMES J.

1263 ZUCKSWORTH, ALAN
1285 ZWIEBEL, ARTHUR

RESULTS
LADDER
A30199
MARTINDALER 1  WINGATEM
A40069
ESCHBACHK  1/2 STEFFEN G
A40159
MENKE#J 1 BLECHAR*M
A40199
DAUDISH J 1 WALHOUTD
A40209
STEFFEN G 12 SIMON H
A40229
BUAR 1 CRUMPJ
CHALLENGE MATCHES
C30082
JMESE DECEASED
NORTH AMERICAN
E13009
PARTIN W 1(F) GRIMESJ
E32011
CACASA 1/2 DANIELSHC

E32021

LEIBOWITZS 1 BOONEJ
E33031

BUTLER M 1/2 EVANSL
EVANSL 1/2 BUTLERM
E34011

DOSTAL D 1 DUNCOVICHM
MCDONALDS 1 FAUSEY*V
E34031

DUNCOVICHM 1 EVANSM
E41021

KATZL* R 1(A)EASLEY D
KATZL* R 1 LAINGR
E42021

HART B 1 CARTER* M
LABODA M 1 HARTB
MATHEWSR 1/2 LABODA M
QUIRK# M 1 HARTB
E43021

SCHULTZ L 1 WARNERD
E43031

BARRETT#R 172 SCHWARTZ R

SCHWARTZR 1 BARRETT#R
E44021

DAUDISH J 1 DUNCOVICHM
DAUDISH J 1 WALDEND
DUNCOVICHM 1 MEYERS
E46019

REED D 1 BRANDTJ

WOMEN’S CHAMPIONSHIP

F40019

FAUSEY* V 1 LAMNS
GRAND NATIONAL

G00019

R CHALKER DECEASED

MCCLURED 1 MERCERL

MCCLURED 1 KELL*S

G00029
GRAY JR#W 1/2 GREENE* S
GRAY JR#W 1/2 JACOBS* R

G00039

PARTIN W 1 OKEEFEM
G10042

JONESR 1 WOODJ
PARTIN W 1 CROSSG
PARTIN W 1/2 GACH* A
G10052

WOODARDD  1/2 CHACEE
G20011

R G WRIGHT DECEASED

G20022

MCCLURED 1 KELL*S
G20042

ZEHRL 1 GUSTAFSONH
G20052

BRAILSFORDJ 1 HONN*J
ZEHRL 1/2 CHILSON S
ZEHRL 1/2 HONN* J
ZEHRL 1 HUMPHREY C
G20191

H DOMPERT WITHDRAWS
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G20201

MYATT#J 1(A)LAMN S
G30012

CROSS G 1 CASEY*F
CROSS G 1/2 CALLINAN M
CROSS G 1 HARTB

HART B 1 CASEY*F
WOODARDD 1 CASEY*F
WOODARDD 1 BUTLERM
G30041

HART B 1 PAPOWITZE
G30061

HART B 1 COSTAL
WOLFER 1 HARTB
G30071

WALKER B 1 JONESR
G30111

HART B 2 MCGILLT
G30131

CORRECTION: BLOODSTEIN 1
KECKHUT

KECKHUT J 1/2 BLOODSTEIN O
G30151

HART B 1 FRIEDRICH* M
G30161

CORRECTION: HART 2 GRIMM
GRIMM M 1 FRIEDRICH* M
HART B 2 FRIEDRICH* M
KALFAS* R 1 HARTB
KALFAS* R 2 FRIEDRICH* M
KALFAS* R 2 GRIMM M
G40011

HART B 1 POLONSKI M
MCCLURED 1 HARTB
MCCLURED 2 POLONSKIM
G40031

H DOMPERT WITHDRAWS

CARTER* M 172 HART B

HART B 1 DOMPERTH
KRAUSSJR#G 1 CARTER* M
G40041

CHAMPIONW 1 PINEDAA
CHAMPIONW 1 LAMNS
PINEDA A 1 LAMNS
G40051

BUTLER M 1 KOHLERD
G40061

BRYANT C 1 KAPPELR
G40071

G LEMON WITHDRAWS

WINGATE M 1 LEMONG
G40081

LEBERD 1 BRANDTJ
G40091

KAPPEL R 1 MIDDLETON D
G40111

DANIEL B 1 WOLFER
G40121

G LEMON WITHDRAWS

G40131

G LEMON WITHDRAWS

G90029

CALLINAN M 1 BLOODSTEIN O
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LEADERSHIP TOURNEY
H20031
ZEHRL 1 DAVENJ
H30019
BRAILSFORDJ 1 MICHELMAN P
BRAILSFORDJ 1 GLEYZERL
GLEYZERL 1 MCFARLAND* H
GRAY JR#W 1 MICHELMAN P
KATZL* R 1 MCFARLAND* H
ZAAS** D 1 BRAILSFORDJ
ZAAS** D 1 MCFARLAND* H
H30021
D BLUMBERG WITHDRAWS
CACASA 1 DANIELSHC
GUEHN R 1 CACASA
GUEHN R 1 BOONEJ
MARSHALLM 1 CACASA
H30031
MCPHERRENR 1 WARNERD

WARNER D 1/2 POLONSKI M

WARNER D 1 DEAS*C
H40019

BRAILSFORDJ 1 GRAY JR#W
H40051

M NOWICKI WITHDRAWS

E-MAIL
130099
BLECHAR* M 2(F) JOHNSON T
BLECHAR*M 1 MALFAITA
BLECHAR* M 1/2 MALFAITA
MALFAITA 2(F) JOHNSON T
MENKE#J 2(F) JOHNSON T
TATER 2(F) JOHNSON T
TATER 1/2 BLECHAR* M
TATER 172 MALFAITA
TUTTLE* J 2(F) JOHNSON T
140041
GLASSMIREB 1 TAYLORB
TAYLOR B 1/2 GLASSMIRE B
TAYLOR B 2  NOWICKI M
140051
CANGELOSI* D 1 FAUSEY*V
LANGENBACHT1 CANGELOSI* D
LANGENBACH T 172 FAUSEY* V
LANGENBACHT1 CANGELOSI* D
140061
AVERY#B 1 STEVENSD
HICKMAN*H 1 STEVENSD
HICKMAN*H 2 AVERY#B
MALFAITA 1 AVERY#B
MALFAITA 1 AVERY#B
140071
ESCHBACHK 1 STEVENSD
ESCHBACHK 1 FAUSEY*V
MALFAITA 1 ESCHBACHK
STEVENSD 1 MARTINDALER
140081

DAUDISH J 172 TAYLORB
FAUSEY* V 172 TAYLORB

GLASSMIREB 1 NOWICKI M
PECK J 1/2 FAUSEY* V
PECK J 1/2 TAYLORB

TAYLORB 1 FAUSEY*V

TAYLOR B
TAYLOR B
140101
CALIGUIRE* J
CALIGUIRE* J
CALIGUIRE* J
MAROLDO G
TAYLOR B
140111
DAUDISH J
150011
BLECHAR* M
BLECHAR* M
HUMPHREY C
HUMPHREY C
SHIELDS G
SHIELDS G
SIMON H

1
1
1
12
1
1
1

PECK J
DAUDISH J

CANGELOSI* D
DAUDISH J
MAROLDO G
CANGELOSI* D
MAROLDO G

MULCAHEY W

DOUGHTY D
HUMPHREY C
DOUGHTY D
SHIELDS G
MALFAIT A
DOUGHTY D
DOUGHTY D

CCLA TEAM CHAMPIONSHIP

L 31029
GWALTNEY J
MOTTA# P
MOTTA# P

L 31049
ALLARD* M
L 31059
BRAUDESM
BRAUDESM
BRAUDESM
JONESJ

L 31069
SOMERSM
WHEATLEY D
L 31089
BERKEY E
KECKHUT J
KECKHUT J
LIGHT C
TURNER H

L 31099
SELLD

L 31109
STEFFEN G
L32019
BERTHELOT* P
CALIGUIRE* J
MENNELLA J
MENNELLA J
O'KEEFE M
O'KEEFE M
L32029
ALBANESI# P
AVENA C
CHIPKIN L
L32039
BOONE J
BUTLER M
BUTLER M
BUTLER M
L32049
SIEGFRIED W
SIEGFRIED W

1/2
12

[EnY

1

MOTTA# P
MCKELLOP#T
RAWLEY L

SIMMS G

WYATT N
JOHNSON* G
CATARINO C
WYATT N

PINEDA A
CHACEE

O'LEARY J
LIGHT C
PEDERSEN R
MCGILL T
PEDERSEN R

DANIEL B

CARTER* M

MENNELLA J
MENNELLA J
REEVESN

MCLAUGHLIN R
PORTILLO J
MCLAUGHLIN R

SELBY#R
HART B
HART B

CUNNINGHAM A

1(F) CRUDUPW

1
1

1
1

BOONE J
STENZEL#H

MYATT#J
THOMAS G



L32059

ELDRIDGE#M  1(F) JOHNSON T
L32079

BOSR 1 MORANP
L32089

DAVISJ 1 LANGENHOPC
KAPLAN | 1 BASHAMD
L32099

KOHLER D 1/2 DUNCOVICH M
POLONSKI M 1 DUNCOVICHM
L33019

DAVEN J 1 DEAS*C
KISSICK C 1 DEAS*C
MCKELLOP#T 2 RYANR

RYAN R 1 SMOLENSKY R
SMOLENSKY R 1 KISSICK C
L33029

DESKIN G 1 PETERSEND
DOWNES J 1 HENDRICKSON C
GASKAR 1/2 DOWNESJ
L33039

MUNDEER 1 ELIZONDOR
oTTP 1 ELIZONDOR
oTTP 1 NURMIR

L 33049

O'CONNORT 172 MYERSM
O'CONNORT 1 ACEBO#B
POWELL D 2 GEEL

L 33059

SWIST J 1 JARVINEN D

L 33069

GRENIER D 2 VANOUS* R
NEUSCHWANGERB 1

PAWLIKOWSKI J

NEUSCHWANGERB 2 VANOUS* R
NIELSON J 1 GRENIERD

L 33079

CLAYTON D 2 SARHAGEJ
CLAYTON D 1/2 LANGENBACHT
KOVALIK D 2 SARHAGE]J
KOVALIK D 1 DOSTALD
L33099

JENKINS M 1 HOEFEYZERS* C
RODRIGUEZC 1 HOEFEYZERS* C
STARK J 2 HOEFEYZERS* C
STARK J 1 WOLFER

SOCIAL BI-MONTHLY

M30059
DUCHARME P
MCDONALD S
M30109
NACEC
M30119
NACEC
M30129
DUNCOVICH M
M30199
SVENDSEN S
M30219
JACHENS W
RUIZR
M30239
ELDRIDGE# M

S

[EnY

DAVISJ
DUCHARME P

DESKIN G

JOHNSON D

NORDIN J

SULLIVAN G

DAVISJ
DAVISJ

2(F) ARNOLD M

M30249
HUBBARD A
HUBBARD A
M30259
MILLER D
M30269
FORET F
M40029
BUTLER M
HOLMERA
M40049

1(A)EASLEY D
1 FORETF

1 ELDRIDGE#M

1 MEYERS
1/2 HOLMERA
1 BUTLERM

CORRECTION FORETF 1

YOUNGW E
M40069
JOHNSON* G
M40079
HOEFEYZERS* C
WILLIAMSB
M40089
DOSTAL D
M40119
JOHNSON D
NACEC
M40129
NACEC
M40149
HOLMERA
M40169
FORET F

242

1 CATARINOC

1/2 WILLIAMSB

1/2 HOEFEYZERS* C

1 STRELECKY#R

2 DOSTALD
1 DOSTALD
1 WOLFER
1 DOSTALD
1 NORDINJ

RESULTSON FILE

TD REPORTS....

Continued from page 17
M10109*

Robert L. Jones 40-20
M20099*

Sheldon McDonald 35-05
M20179*

Don Dostal 3.0-10
Sheldon McDonald 3.0-10
M20229*

William Jachens 35-05
M30109*

Charles Nace 35-05
M30189*

Gerard Sullivan 40-0.0
M30239*

Michael Eldridge 4.0-0.0
PIONEER

P10039*

Joseph Davis 55-05

CLOSE-OUTS
G20051 Randolph -
Casey (2)
G20071 Bloodstein-
Moran (1)
G20101 Hart - Moran

D
Ott - Moran (2)

G20111 Klarl -
Elizondo (1)
G20131 Goggin -
Burritt (1)
G20151 Leber -
Friedrich (1)
G20191 Elizondo -
Ziemak (1)
G20211 Ramseyer -
Wolfe (2)
G20231 Swist - Moran
1)
H20021 Ludwig -
Noveske (1)
H20031 Boone -
Daniels (1)
H20051 Hobson -
McDonald (1)

Hobson - Deas (1)

Deas - Everhart (1)

Deas - Gaska (1)

Burritt - Everhart (1)

Hobson - Everhart (1)

Hobson - Brandt (1)

Everhart - Brandt (1)
M10099 Davis -
Elizondo (2)

Jones - Elizondo (1)
M10109 Radtke -
Mathews (2)
M10139 Sears -
Ramseyer (1)
M20099 McDonald -
Westhead (1)
M20179 Dostal -
McDonald (2)
M20229 Jachens -
Curry (2)

CCLA SCORESHEETS

$7.50/100 scoresheets, Postage and

Handling included. Order from:
CCLA, P.O. Box 257, Galesburg,
[llinois, USA 61402-0257.
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CCLA RULES OF PLAY

FOR POSTAL and EMAIL CHESS

General Conduct of the Game

1) Except for the rules about touching pieces and others obvi-
ously inapplicable to correspondence chess, all games shall be
governed by the Laws of Chess (the official code of F.I.D.E. - the
International Chess Federation). Players must understand therules
of chess and read/write chess notation before entering CCLA
events.

2) Conduct:

a) During a game, a player may consult written or published
works on chess, but in the selection of moves may not re-
ceive help from any other player, chess-playing computer
or any mechanical device designed to play, study or discuss
the game of chess. b) Upon substantive evidence of a player’s
violation of this rule, the penalty is forfeiture of all games
in progress, loss of titles and prizes due, and expulsion from
CCLA. If a dispute arises over comments made (including
pictures) by one or both players, the Tournament Director
may forbid both players from sending each other further
comments not related to their game(s). If either player vio-
lates this directive, the Tournament Director at his discre-
tion may forfeit that player in any or all games being played
with that opponent.

3) The Tournament Director for each tournament shall be speci-
fied in The Chess Correspondent.

4) Unless otherwise specified in theserules, disputes between play-
ers shall be referred to the Tournament Director. Any ruling may
be appealed to the General Manager, if not the same person, but
otherwise to the President.

Chess Moves

5) The player who has dispatched the record of his move must
abide by that record so dispatched; no ateration may be made
except to correct an illegal move, and no subsequent change by
faster mail or any other method of communication shall be a-
lowed. In email-only events, all moves are transmitted by email,
except as described in Rule 15. For all other events, postal isused
unless both players agree to email or fax, and either player may
void the agreement at any time and return the gameto postal play.
6) All ambiguous moves must be clarified before play continues.
All moves must be legal moves, and an illegal move may be re-
placed by any legal move. Moves erased or otherwise visibly al-
tered must be dealt with at once asillegal moves, unless also ini-
tialed by the sender. If a card includes both awritten move and a
diagram of the position after that move, the move shall be consid-
ered ambiguous only if the diagram does not show the piece moved
to the squareindicated by the written move. Verifying the balance
of the diagram is not required, but is encouraged as a means of
detecting errors and thereby avoiding future conflicts and delays.
If claimed by the opponent, the sending of an impossible, am-
biguous, illegal or missing moveisan automatic five-day penalty
under the 10/30 time control, with each additional offense aten-
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day penalty. The incorrect omission or addition of chess indica-
tions (such as “check”, “captures’, “mate”, or “en passant”) does
not cause a move to be impossible or illegal.

7) If aplayer assumes that his opponent will make certain moves
and sends hypothetical replies, (“if” moves) they shall not be bind-
ing until or unless accepted by the adversary. A player accepting
an “if” move must accept his opponent’s proposed next move and
reply to it. If more than one “if” move is offered, the mandatory
response applies only to thefirst “if” move.

8) A player sending areply must specify (@) the correct move and
its number to which he is replying, including any accepted “if”
moves not aready acknowledged, and (b) the correct number of
his own move.

9) Players must use standard (long or short form) Algebraic nota-
tion in sending moves, unless both players agree upon another
unequivocal notation, such as International Numeric or English
Descriptive notation, at the beginning of the game. Descriptive
has preference over Algebraic only in eventslabeled Descriptive.

Time Limits

10) Thetimelimit is based on the Date of Receipt and the Date of
Dispatch for each move. The Date of Receipt is the date a player
is first able to receive the opponent’s move, or the assignment
sheet. If amove may have reached its address more than two days
prior to the Date of Receipt, the reply move should be accompa-
nied by an explanation for the delay in the Date of Receipt, unless
previously given (e.g., an unexpected businesstrip.) The Date of
Dispatch is the date the player loses control over the move, usu-
aly by placing it in an official mailbox slot or giving it to the
postman. A discrepancy of more than one day, between dispatch
and postmark dates, may be considered as evidence of an incor-
rect Date of Dispatch, and may be corrected by the receiver. The
Date of Dispatch for email or fax isthe date given in the heading
of the email message as stamped by the Internet server or fax
machine used by the sender. As with postal chess, the Date of
Receipt isthe date a player isfirst able to receive the opponent’s
move. If amove may have reached its address more than one day
prior to the Date of Receipt, the reply move should be accompa-
nied by an explanation for the delay in the Date of Receipt.

11) The Date of Receipt and the Date of Dispatch must be re-
ported along with each move. If aplayer failsto report either date,
the opponent shall have the right to determine the missing date(s)
as follows: (a) The Date of Dispatch shall be the postmark, if
legible, or else it shall be three days prior to receipt of the
opponent’s move, and (b) the Date of Receipt shall be three days
following the Date of Dispatch of the prior move. If the addresses
of the two players are in different countries, or APQO's, five days
rather than three days shall be used in (@) and (b) above. Each
player must also show the cumulative days used by the opponent
and himself on each card, in addition to the Date of Receipt and
Date of Dispatch. If aplayer does not dispute his opponent’s Date
of Receipt, Date of Dispatch and accumulated days immediately
(the next move sent,) these stand, and the player must change his
record to match his opponent’s. If a player fails to report either
Date of Receipt or Date of Dispatch for email or fax, the Date of
Receipt may be estimated as the Date of Dispatch of the prior
move (in therecipient’stime zone), and the Date of Dispatch shall



be as defined in Article 10. Disputes about accumulated time that
cannot be settled between players must be promptly referred to
the Tournament Director for adecision. If neither player has shown
the accumulated time on the cardsimmediately preceding thetime
complaint, the Tournament Director may, at his discretion, refuse
to recognize any time limit violation and may warn the player(s)
that continued refusal to list received and sent dates, and accumu-
lated times may result in forfeiture of the game(s).

12) The time used for each player’s move is the number of days
elapsed between the Date of Receipt and the Date of Dispatch,
but not including any days of vacation or special leave granted to
the player (note: Sundays and holidays count in CCLA timelim-
its.)

13) Each player is entitled to 30 days vacation in each calendar
year, but all opponents and the Tournament Director must be in-
formed in advance of vacation days being taken. Violation of this
rule may, at the Tournament Director’s discretion, result in those
days being treated as elapsed time, subject to the penalties con-
tained in rules 15 or 16. When one player goes on vacation, his
opponents do not also get thistime off, unless they have declared
vacation simultaneously. If aplayer sends moves before going on
declared vacation, his opponents are obligated to reply within the
applicable time limit.

14) In email-only events, the time limit is 10 moves in 40 days
(10/40). In all other events, the time limit is 10/30, regardless of
whether moves are sent by postal, email or fax.

15) There may be valid explanations for exceeding the time limit,
including (@) illness, documented by a physician’s statement, if
necessary, or (b) an unexpected businesstrip. If aplayer isunable
to transmit or receive moves by email in an email-only event, he
may notify the Tournament Director and his opponents [showing
his latest move(s) and the latest move(s) received from the
opponent(s)] that he is taking downtime. Downtime begins when
this notification is sent and endswhen the player notifiesthe Tour-
nament Director and his opponent(s) that he can resume email.
Up to 30 days of downtime may be taken during a calendar year;
vacation days taken by the player are not included in this count.
During downtime, games may be continued by postal mail if both
players agree. Otherwise, the game is halted and neither side is
charged with elapsed time until the player ends the downtime or
the 30 days is exhausted. After the 30 days of downtime are ex-
hausted, the player may either (a) withdraw from all hisgamesin
email-only events or (b) be charged with elapsed time until he
replies by email to his opponents’ moves. If he withdraws, his
games will not be rated except by adjudication under Rule 17 or
Rule 26.

16) Under the 10 movesin 30 daystimelimit, @) Thetimelimitis
exceeded when more than 30 days time of reflection are used for
10 or lessmoves, 60 daysfor 20 or less moves, etc. Exceeding the
timelimit can neither be prevented nor caused by “if” moves. For
example, if the 10th moveis accepting an “if” move and the 11th
move is thus required at the same time under Rule 7, the 30 day
timelimit isnot applicable. b) Claimsfor exceeding thetimelimit
may be made within seven days of the alleged violation or, at the
latest, seven days after receiving the opponent’s 10th, 20th, 30th,
etc. move. The claimisto be sent to the Tournament Director and
must indicate all information required in Rule 18. ¢) If an official
time complaint is not mailed within the time specified above, a

player loses the right to complain about that time control period,
e.g., he loses the opportunity for complaint until the next time
control isexceeded. That complaint will betreated asa“first com-
plaint,” with no penalty being assessed retroactively to a prior
control period. d) The Tournament Director shall inform both play-
erswhen an exceeding of thetimelimit has been confirmed. When
thereisafirst claim pending, play continues. The timelimit of 30
daysfor another 10 moves begins anew for the guilty player only,
and isadded to his current total, as determined by the Tournament
Director. €) On claiming a second time limit violation against an
opponent, play is discontinued, pending disposition of the claim
by the Tournament Director. f) Confirmation by the Tournament
Director of a second time limit violation shall result in forfeiture
of the game(s) by the guilty player. g) It is recommended, but not
required, that a player who intends to take more than ten days for
a single move so notify his opponent, so that his opponent will
not have to send an unnecessary repeat card. The same principles
apply under the 10 moves in 40 days limit.

17) If games are forfeited against two opponents in the same sec-
tion, all uncompleted gamesin that section shall also beforfeited.
If a player withdraws from some of his games, but continues to
play in other games or sections, the games he is quitting shall be
treated asforfeits. If aplayer resides outside the area of eligibility
for CCLA membership for more than four months (plus vacation
time used), his games must be continued by email if possible; if
email is not possible the games may continue but either player
has the right to demand an adjudication (as described in Rule 26)
at any time while the player remains outside the CCLA member-
ship area. If a player dies, or withdraws from all CCLA games
and so notifiesthe Tournament Director and all his opponents, the
games he is quitting shall be treated as withdrawals rather than
forfeits. Both withdrawals and forfeits shall be treated as losses
with respect to the tournament results. Forfeits occurring more
than 90 days after the tournament’s starting date shall be auto-
matically rated as wins for the opponent. Withdrawals and for-
feitsoccurring 90 days or less from the tournament’s starting date,
shall not be rated except for games adjudicated. A player may
request adjudication of any unrated games with an opponent who
withdraws or forfeits. Adjudications of games going 90 days or
less will be considered only if the player can demonstrate an ad-
vantages equivalent to at least two pawns. All games adjudicated
under thisrule are either evaluated as rated wins for the player or
are not rated at all; this does not apply to closeout games adjudi-
cated under Rule 26.

18) If an opponent failsto reply to amove within 16 days aplayer
must send arepeat move. If another 16 days has elapsed without a
reply to the repeat move, file a time complaint with the Tourna-
ment Director and send no more repeats. Add another four days
for foreign or APO addresses. The complaint must include: (a)
Theviolator’sname and address (b) The Tournament Section Code
(c) Date of Dispatch of last move sent (d) Date of Dispatch of
repeat move sent (€) the number of moves played and total times
used for both players since the latest time control was established
(e.g., either at the beginning of the game, or when the Tourna-
ment Director assigned a new control period in accordance with
Rule 16). Once filed, a valid time complaint may not be with-
drawn by a complainant, and must be answered by the alleged
violator (see Rule 20). The disposition of time complaints is the
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responsibility of the Tournament Director, not the players. In email-
only events, the repeat move must be sent by email.

19) If aplayer replies to a move but has apparently violated the
time limit under Rule 16, a player must (for the complaint to be
valid) send a time complaint to the Tournament Director within
seven days of receipt of the offending reply. Declared vacation
will not apply to this seven-day period. The complaint must in-
clude all information required in Rule 18.

20) Upon receipt of a time complaint, the Tournament Director
shall send an official inquiry to the opponent named. Should the
Tournament Director receive a valid explanation, he will order
the game resumed (if needed) and no action will be taken. If the
explanation is not satisfactory, the Tournament Director will im-
pose the appropriate penalty, as provided for in Rules 6 or 16. If
no answer isreceived by the Tournament Director within 16 days
from the date the complaint wasfiled by him, the game(s) will be
forfeited. The complainant shall, in all instances, receive written
disposition of any valid time complaint filed.

Game Results

21) Drawn games shall count one-half point for each player.

22) Except for challenge matches, the winner of each game, or
the player having the White pieces in a drawn game, must report
the result of the game to the Tournament Director immediately
upon completion of the game. Failure to do so shall result in the
loss of any rating points which would have ordinarily accrued
thereby. Theresults of challenge matches are reported to the Tour-
nament Director by the winner of the match, or by the higher-
rated player if the match is tied, only after all games have been
completed.

23) Inreporting the results of the game to the Tournament Direc-
tor, all the following information must be given: (a) the official
tournament section code (letter plus 5 digits), (b) full names of
each player, (c) result of the game(s) clearly marked, (d) date game
was completed, and (e) if two or more games are being played
between contestantsin that section, the result(s) of any previously
completed games against that opponent in that section. Results
from email-only events must be sent to the Tournament Director
by email. All other results may be sent to the Tournament Direc-
tor by postal or email.

24) A player who withdraws from all CCLA gamesfor any reason
other than illness, documented by a physician’s statement (if the
Tournament Director so requests), or who forfeits more than one
gamefor any reason, will not be permitted to enter any new events
for oneyear fromthewithdrawal or forfeit, unlesshe postsa$25.00
cash bond. Such bond shall be credited back to the player’s ac-
count if one calendar year elapses without any additional with-
drawals or forfeits, but if either of these occur, the bond is for-
feited to CCLA. Any player who forfeits such abond, and wishes
to enter new events, shall have to post a $50.00 bond, subject to
the same conditions above for refund. Any player who forfeits
two bonds shall be automatically and irrevocably barred from
CCLA play and his membership terminated.

25) WARNING! CCLA Bylaw VII requires current membership
in CCLA at al times. Failure to renew membership within 90
days of the expiration date is grounds for termination of member-
ship, which results in forfeiture of all CCLA games in progress
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and any prizes or advancements earned. Membership renewals
are due January 1st of each year.

26) Unless otherwise specified on the official tournament section
assignment sheet, all games which are unreported at the end of
two years (24 months) from the date on the assignment sheet, will

be scored as close-out (unrated) draws. (The exceptionsto the 24-
month close-out are Challenge Match games, which are not closed
out, and the final rounds of championship events, which have a
30-month close-out.) Either player may request adjudication of
the game(s) involved, on or within one week prior to the close-
out date, by sending game score, diagram of final position and
any pertinent analysis, to the Tournament Director. Or, extensions
in playing time may be granted by the Tournament Director if
both players agree to such extension. Extensions are made in 6-
month increments, but will not be allowed where the specific tour-
nament rules prohibit them, or where they will delay the award-
ing of prizes and/or advancements to subsequent rounds of play.

27) In The Chess Correspondent announcement of each event,
the Tournament Director will state the number of playersthat will

form around one section, the prizesthat will be awarded for each
round, what qualifications are needed to advance to subsequent
rounds (if any,) the deadline for entry and the entry fee per sec-
tion. All tournaments with specific start dates will be advertised
in The Chess Correspondent two months (issues) prior to the en-
try deadline.

28) The number of playersin any one section of a semi-final or a
final round will depend on the number of winnersin preliminary
rounds, and such sections will be established by the Tournament
Director.

29) Team matcheswill be played in accordance with special team
rules approved by the Board and stated by the Tournament Direc-
tor in his announcement of the team event.

30) Playersmust note all rule changes, gameresults, prize awards,
etc., published in The Chess Correspondent magazine, and act
responsively where mistakes occur. Once published in The Chess
Correspondent, changes in rules, regulations and procedures be-
come official. Players must retain records of their games (includ-
ing all opponents’ cards and letters) for at least 60 days following
publication of results and awarding of prizes. Otherwise counter-
claims may be upheld if submitted.

MOVING?

CCLA needssix weeksadvance noticefor changes
of address. The Post Office will not forward 2nd
classmail unlessyou sign arequest card and agree
to pay forwarding charges. There will be a $2.00
charge for each replacement copy of The Chess
Correspondent.




CCLAKNIGHTS

Support CCLA by joining the CCLA Knights, a group of members who are donating financially to help advertise our
organization to attract new members, as well as assist with other projects or contribute to our endowment fund.

Anyone contributing $1000 or more at one time will become a Lifetime Knight. $250 contributions may also be made each
year over afour year period towards becoming a Lifetime Knight. These memberswill belisted as Lifetime Candidates until the
$1000 level is obtained. All moneys received towards Lifetime status will go into CCLA's endowment fund, which will remain
intact. The dividends/interest from the endowment will be used for special projects as needed.

Contributions from Friend through the President's Circles will go towards current advertising expenses unless sufficient
moneys are available and some is transfered to the endowment.

Payments may be made by check or money order payable to CCLA Knights, or by authorization of deductions from your
credit balance.Inquiries and contributions should be sent to Richard Vandenburg, 2316 Regan Avenue. Boise | D 83702.

Contributing Categoriesare:
Lifetime Knight, $1000 or more
Lifetime Candidate, $250 or more
President’s Circle, $100.00 or more
Benefactor, $50.00-$99.99
Contributor, $25.00 - $49.99
Donor, $10.00 - $24.99
Friend, $5.00-$9.99

Lifetime Knights

Benefactors i
Paul Berthelot Contributors
Joseph E. Merritt Herbert Hickman Jon H. Fisk
- Volker Jeschonnek
Richard S. Vandenburg T Arthur Holmer
David Pincus
: Carl Langenhop
L. Richard Thompson . .
Alina Markowski
James L. Tuttle Michael Polonski
Donald Zaas
Donors Lifetime Candidates Friends
Ed Craren Christopher Sergel Janice Guehn
Crawford Danidls Andrew Gach
Charles Hoefeyzers
Don and Sibylle Reithel President’sCircle
Randy Ryan

Arthur Sinclair
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E-MAIL TOURNAMENTS

CCLA E-mail Ladder

In the E-MAIL LADDER tour-
nament two players play only
one game at a time. The chal-
lenger pays the $3 entry fee. If
the challenger wins he or she
exchanges places with his/her
opponent on the ladder. To issue
a challenge, contact the Ladder
Coordinator, John Caliguire at
johnjcal@verizon.net.

The ladder event is for serious
e-mail players. Before you issue
a challenge go to the CCLA
website at http:// www.
chessbymail.com to read the de-
tails and to check the ladder
standings for eligible opponents.
Players joining the Ladder for
the first time (or returning after
being dropped for inactivity) are
positioned as follows: Master/
Expert, 1/3 down from the top,
Class A/B, 2/3’s down from the
top, and Classes, C, D and E at
the bottom of the Ladder.

Challenge & Thematic
Matches

Rated Socials

A rated email social section

Matches consist of[] 2, [1 4 or 6 consists of 5 players who play

games and are arranged by the
players themselves, who then
send in the entry fees to receive
an official match number so the
games can be rated. [] Players
new to CCLA may not enter this
event directly; CCLA will at-
tempt to arrange a match if you
contact the E-mail Secretary or
the Editor of the Chess Corre-
spondent.[! Thematic matches -
opening variation is agreed
upon in advance and all games
follow this line. Entry fees: $3 for
two games, $5 for four games, $7
for 6 games.

VISIT CCLA ON
THE INTERNET

www.chessbymail.com

one game per opponent.

Rated email socials are played
according to the rules published
at the site http:// www.
chessbymail.com. Reported re-
sults will be published regularly
at this site as well as in The Chess
Correspondent.

Rated email socials are open to
all CCLA members. In a rated
email social all games are rated
according to the CCLA rating
system, published in The Chess
Correspondent. The entry fee is
$3. First place receives $6.

Send your check made out to
CCLA to the TD, Jerry Honn at:

CCLA
P. O. Box 257
Galesburg, IL 61402-0257

e-mail: ccla@insightbb.com

The Jubilee E-mail Championship

The next CCLA Email Championship will be called the
Jubilee E-mail Championship, in honor of CCLA's 95th
anniversary. Entries will be accepted from about Novem-
ber 1, 2004 to December 31, 2005. Each section in the pre-
liminary round will have seven entries, playing one game
against each opponent. Sections will be formed as soon
as entries are received. The winner (including ties) of each
section advances to the finals. There will be at least seven
finalists, playing one game with each opponent. Entry
fee: $10; multiple entries allowed. Prizes for this event
are: 1st $150, 2nd $75; 3rd $50 and 4th $25.More details
will appear on the Web site http:/ / www .chessbymail
.com.

Time Limit Change

The time limit in e-mail-only
events is being changed from 10
moves in 30 days to 10 moves in 40
days. This change will not affect
games currently in play or that are
in sections which begin forming
before September 1, 2004.[]

This change applies only!/to e-mail
only events. It does NOT apply to
games in postal events where both
players have agreed to use email.
Their time limit remains 10/30
throughout the game regardless of
whether postcard or e-mail is being
used.
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POSTAL TOURNAMENTS

Time Lmit: 10 moves in 30 days. Notation: Algebraic (unless both players agree on another notation). CCLA
membership required. Send entry feesto: CCLA, P. O. Box 257, Galesburg, |L 61402-0257

2005 Grand National
CCLA Open Correspondence Chess Championship

Open for entries al year. Players may enter multiple section and trophy; Third Place,

Format: A Round 1 scoreof 4- Rd 1 sections, and will be per- $4 per section; Fourth and Fifth
2 or better qualifies for Rd 2 and mitted a Rd 2 section for each Place, $2 per section; Sixth and
60 points. In Rd 2, wins count14 Rd 1 qualifying score. Only one Seventh Place, $1 per section.
pts, draws 7 pts; atotal of 108 pts, Rd 3 (Finals) section is permit- Class prizes. Class A, best Rd 1
fromRds1& 2qualifiesfor Rd 3. ted; highest point total from and Rd 2 total, $2 per section
In Rd 3, wins count 18 pts, draws best Rd 2 section will be car- first prize. Class B, best Rd 1 to-
9 pts. ried forward, The Grand Na- tal, $2 per section first prize.

Assignments, Rd 1 sections tional winner is determined by Class C and Class D, best Rd 1
are4-player, 2 games per opponent the highest point total after three total, each $1 per section first
and are issued only at the end of rounds of play. prize.
each calendar month, entries per- Prizes. First place $250, tro- Restrictions: No one may
mitting. Advanced sections can phy and title of CCLA Open win class prizes in the same or
only be issued when there are suf- Correspondence Chess Cham- lower class two years in a row,
ficient qualifiers to fill 7-player pion; Other prizesarebased on or if they have withdrawn from
sections. A feeof $5.00isrequired the number of Rd 1 sections CCLA play.
for each Rd 2 assignment; ad- formed. Second Place, $7 per Entry fee: $10.00/section
vancement to Rd 3 Finals) isfree.

PLAYERS RATED 2000 OR MORE MAY ENTER DIRECTLY ROUND 2 OF AN EARLIER GRAND NATIONAL.
ENTRY FEE: $15.00/ SECTION

CCLA Social Challenge M atches

Bi monthly Format: Members may play 2, 4 or 6 game matches with any other
member.

Format: A semi-class event Entry fee: 2-game match, $3.00 per player; 4-game match, $5.00
with sectionsformed in rating or- per player; 6-game match, $ 7.00 per player. Do not send match feesto
der. One round, three players per CCLA and request opponents. Matches arranged between playersonly.
section, two games per opponent.

Assignments are issued bi- . .
monthly, onthe 1st of Jan., March, | JENtry Deadlines for Coming Events ...

May, July, Sept. and Nov. June 1, 2005, CCL A Team Championship*

Prizes: $7.00 for 1st placein a Sept. 15, 2005, CCLA Annual Championship

sectio. Sept. 15, 2005, CCLA L eader ship Tournament
Entry fee: $5.00 per section Feb. 15, 2006, CCL A North American Class Championships
May 1, 2006, CCL A Woman's Championship

* Advertised in thisissue.




MEMBERSHIP RATESARE:

One Year $25
Two Years $48
Three Years $68

Family (one magazine)

Other membership information is on the inside front cover

$38

Add $6 per year for first class mail

CCLAMEMBERSHIP APPLICATION
(Please Do Not Use For Renewals)

All CCLA memberships come due January 1<. If you arejoiningin
any other month, you will pay lessthan the full membership fee. Check
the box beside the month in which you are joining and remit the indi-
cated amount, payableto “C.C.L.A.”

Name
Street
City, State, Zip

Please giveyour U.S.C.F. (or alternate club) postal rating , Or
over-the-board rating .

If you have no rating, estimate your ability, from Class E (lowest)
to Class A (strongest) , Mail to: CCLA, P. O. Box 257,
Galesburg, Illinois, USA 61402-0257.

[ I I I Iy Iy O

January
February
March
April

May

June

July
August
September
October
November
December

$25.00
23.00
21.00
19.00
17.00
15.00
13.00
11.00
9.00
7.00
30.00*
28.00*

*Includes next full calendar year

SUBSCRIPTION RATES (for non-members)

U.SA.

$25.00 second class
$31.00 first class

Foreign
$27.00 surface mail
$42.00 air mail
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