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ALBERTA CHESS ASSOCIATION.

OFFICERS OF THE acCa.

President J. F. Schleinich.
Vice-President D. S. Ball.

Secretary L. Steele.

Treasurer A. Clifford.

Directors M. Frank, W. Kusk, B. Thomas,

A. Zissos.

Membership Fees.
Senior -- $3.00
Junior (under 18) -- $2.00
{valid 1 year}

Fach menbership submitted should include the
member's full name and address, and CFC (Chess
Federation of Canada) number, if known.

“Pamily memberships" (taken out at one time)
are available at the rate of one membership at
the regular cost (must be a Senior membership,
if a Senior is Jjoining), and the rest
half-price. | Alterta Chess EKeport (ACR) per
household.

CPC nmemberships, which are valid for | year
from date of purchase, can be obtained through
the ACA. Rates, including ACA dues, are $13
Senior, and $8 Junior. Family of a regular (not
Junior) CFC member may Jjoin at half-price
(vithout subscription to the Bulletin) provided
their addresses are the same. Alberta CIC
members must also be ACA members.

TOURNAMENT DIRECTORS AND ORGANIZEERS

The ACR wants to announce your tournaments!
Please send us full details far enough in
advance for publication.

Check to see that all entrants in your rated
tournaments are both CFC and ACA members for
the duration of the event.

PLEASE send a copy of the final crosstaple of
your tournament to the ACA tor publication in
the ACR (tiebreak order, if possible). A
written report plus so me game scores would be
appreciated.

There is still need for donations to help
reduce the deficit which arose from sending
Canadian teams to the Chess Olympiad. If you
can help, please do so by sending your donation
to us, or directly to the CFC. Thank you!

Participation rules for the Alberta Closed and
the Alberta Junior Closed: All entrants in
either of these two events must have at least 2
wparticipation points" in the year prior to
each Closed (normally since the previous
Closed). The following tournaments are worth |
participation point each: Alberta Open,
Northern Alberta Open, Southern Alberta Open,
Calgary and Edmonton Championships, plus any
other major tournaments that may be put in this
category should the situation warrant. All
other Alberta tournaments are worth one-half a
participation point each (must be CFC rated
tournaments, and matches do not count). Note
that participation points are not given to
dropouts. Note also that Jjuniors may get
participation points through 1AYCA tournaments.
TAYCA members should ask their organizatiomn for
further details.

TOP 30 ALBERTA PLAYERS BY CFC RATING

I. R. South Calgary 219t
2. S. Ball Edmonton 2176

3. C. Evans Edmonton 2135
4. M. Rabljenovic Calgary 2073

S. M. Campbell Edmonton 2056
6. N. Fullbrook Edmonton 2048

7. B. Brebrich Calgary 2044
8. F. South Calgary 2043
9. J. Babb Edmonton 1995
10. G. Campbell Edmonton 1993
11. A. Zissos Calgary 1586
12. I. Loadman Edmonton 198 1
13. R. Hawkes Calgary 1965
4, K. Kuczaj Calgary 1959
15. M. Frank Edmonton 1943
16. E. Rosenbloom Edmonton 1936
17. A. Milne Calgary 1915
18. I. Yearwood Calgary 1914
19. P. Allan Calgary 1509
20. L. Barkwell Calgary 1895
21. L. Steele Edmonton 1881
22. D. Ariel -~ Calgary 1864
23. W. Litwinczuk Calgary 1864
24. S. Klamer Calgary 1863
25. F. Buenaventura Edmonton 186 1
26. J. MacIntosh Calgary 1861
27. H. King Edmonton 1836
28. B. Szucs Calgary 1833
29. B. Gnam Calgary 1815
30. D. Wyllie Calgary 1814

The above 1list takes into account new ratings
published in the July CFC Eulletin.

ODDS AND ENDS.

This will be the .last ACR before the
Alberta Open Championship. Please turn to the
back outside page and read the advertisement. I
hope you <can play in the Open, which is the
most important regularly held tournament in the
Province.

On the Sunday morning, during the QOpen,
will be the ACA Annual General Heeting. A
possibility on the agenda 1is the Government
Grant, which this year is the magnificent
amount of $10,000. What to do with it?

Do members think it a good idea to try to
have a permanent chess centre? It's possible
that this sum could be used as a down payment
on a building which could be a basis for the
growth of chess in this Province for many years
to come. The excellent work of TAYCA in Calgary
will be providing many more adult players than
we've been getting up to now. In addition, both
major cities will ccntinue to grow rapidly in
population and one expects chess to grow at a
greater rate (it's a big city game).

Yet the «city clubs face difficulties. The
Calgary CC has only very small rooms, and at
present cannot really encourage expansion. In
Edmonton, for several years, we were forced to
discourage new members; now we have bigger and
more attractive rooms but through most of the
year it is a struggle to pay the rental.

In addition, there is chess availakble on
only one (two 4if you belong to two clubsi})
night a week. In the future there will be
support for chess on every hnight, and the
weekends as well. Many cities in the U. S. have
chess every day - can we do the same?



Buildings are expensive now, and the
continuance of Govt. support is not inevitable.
But ve must have many members who have
specialized knowledge which would bLe of
assistance e.g. real estate people, lawyers,
accountaits, interior decorators, amazingly
wealthy people, or your friends who are so; why
not attend the AGM and give an opinion?

This will be my last issue as Editor;
Stephen Ball will take over. He would
appreciate support in the form of material.
Especially good are games - it's always a
struggle to be able to give some actual chess
in the nmagazine. So, if you play a good game,
or reach an interesting position, or even
wonder about what you should have done to win

that lovely position - send something to the
ACR office, please. Benign gossip is welcone,
also.
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TOURNAMENT REPOKTS.
VICTORIA DAY OPEN.

In conjunction with the Alberta Closed the
Calgary Chess Club held a six round 'Swiss
open' for a total of 22 participants. Following
is a complete list of standings:

1. I. Loadman 1981 =14 +19 ¢18 +12 ¢6 +3 5.0
2. J. Babb 1957 ¢16 +15 =4 =6 = +7 4.5
3. A. Milpe 1915 ¢18 =14 +7 +5 = -1 4.0
4. L. Barkwell 1895 +#21 =5 =2 =14 +8 =6 4.0
S5, I. Yearwood 1914 +12 =4 +9 =3 =11 +15 4.0

3.5 pts: 6. H. King, 7. J. Parrott, 8. B. Gnan,
9. L. Steele, 10. T. Kolenchuk.

3.0 pts: 1l. S. Faust, |2. P. Chiu,
13. M. Barkvell.

2.5 pts: 4. J. Solis, 15. F. Kluytmans,
16é. D. Johansen, 17. M. Glasser,
18. Y. Veillette, 29. S. Nichols.

2.0 pts: 20. C. MacKay.
1.0 pts: 21. F. McFaul.
0.0 pts: 22. H. Bovbjerg.

T. D. and report: J. Schleinich.

- - - —————— - > - - —— " - = - - - - - -

The decisive last-round game, with notes by
the winner:

A. Milne - I. Loadman.

1. d4 ©Nf6, 2. <c4 <c5, (The prelude to the
dreaded Benko Gambit.} 3. Nf3 g6, ({Giving him a
second chance.} 4. Nc3 Bg7, {Giving him a third
chance.} 5. e4 cd4, {No more chances.} €. Ndu
dé, 7. Be2 0-0, 8. £3 {(This is not necessary -
8. Be3 or 8. 0-) are preferable.} 8. ... Nc€,
9. Be3 Nd4, 10. Bd4 Beé6, 11. 0-0 Qa5, 12. b3
Rfc8, 13. Rcl a6, I14. Qd2? {Helping out by
pinning the knight.} 4. ... b5, 15. cb5 ab5,
6. BbS (Maybe bhe thought the a- and b-pawns
gave him a good game, but they don't ever move.
Anyvay, with the c- and a-files clear and b5
in, Black has a good game.} 6. ... Rc3, |7.
Rc3 (Qb5, 18. Rfcl Qa5, {Hoping for 19. K(3)c2
Qd2, 20. RA2 Bhé6.} 19. R(1)c2 Qh5, (Black
doesn't know what to do about the gqueenside
pawns so decides to attack.} 20. Rc7 Bh6,
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21. Qe2 ({Exchange of the black square bishops
would favour Black.} 21. ... Bf4, 22. g3 Be5,
23. Bf2? {A bad square. 23. Be5 Qe5, 24. Eke7
Qal+ 25. Kg2 NA7 looks pretty good for Black,
don't you think? Maybe 23. Be3.} 23. ... d5,
24. Re7 del, 25. feld Ngu, 26. BcS Ekc8, 27. b4z
{Loses. 27. Qb5 threatens ReS8+¢ so Black would
play 27. ... Nfé6 threatening Qdl+. This lime
becomes very complicated, but Black is probably
better. White had used 1 hr. 56 mins and Black
only 35 mins to this stage.}
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27. ... Rc5! {Nice but obvious.} 28. Re8+ Kg7,
29. bc5 Bd4+, 30. Khil {If 30. KfIl Nh2+, 31l. Ch2
Qdl¢, 32. Kg2 Qc2¢, 33. Khl Qdl+, 34. Kg2 Qe2¢,
35. Khl Qfl+, or 30. Kg2 Qh2+.} 30. ... Nf2e¢,
31. Qf2 Bf2, 32. Rf2 Bh3!, (Wims a rook.} 33.
Rd8 {Forced.} 33. ... Qc5, 34. Rfd2 {Forced.}
34. ... Qe3, 35. Resigas. (0-1).

P W > - - - " ——— - - - -

WALTER HOLOWACH CHALLENGE TOURNAMENT.

In this spring tournament held at the
Edmonton Chess Club play was generally rather
poor, with many players showing reluctance to
finish adjourned games. The Director, 1Ian
Loadman, nevertheless soldiered through and
eventually things were completed. Murray
Campbell made a return to tournament chess, but
was not in his best form.

C. Evans 2135 ¢6 ¢3 +1l1| +8 =2 +9
M. Campbell 2056 -7 +12 =8 +9 =1 +3
R. Douziech 1758 +10 -1 +7 +5 +8 =2
A. Skeel 1668 =11 =13 bye +12 +7 +8

F. Borloi 1748 -8 +6 =9 -3 +[2 +13

C. Tobias 1672 =1 =5 +13 ¢10 =9 +¢12

B. Knudskov 1483 #2 -8 =3 13 =4 +10

N.Fullbrook 2048 ¢5 +¢7 =2 -} =3 =4

P. Knudskov 1461 === === =5 =2 +6 =1}
0 K. Sawyer 1628 =3 bye +12 -6 +i{3 -7
1 I. Loadman 1981 ¢4 =--- -] === === —=-
2 V. Verlik 1576 +13 -2 =10 -4 =5 -6
3 G.McGimpsey uar. =12 =4 =6 =7 -1

-t e = O DO NN E WN —
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k. Douziech - N. Fullbrook.

l. d4 d6, 2. c4 g6, 3. Nc3 Bg7, 4. el Nd7, 5.
Be2 e5, 6. 45 Nh6, 7. Be3 £5, 8. f3 Nf6, 9. Qb3
fed4, 10. 0-0-0 ef3, 1l. Nf3 Nhg4, (2. Bgl BES5,
13. Ng5 Bh6, 14. h4 Nh5, 15. Qb5¢ Bd7, 16. Qb7
Bg5+, 17. hg4 Ng3, 18. Bg4 Bg4, 19. Be3 0-0,
20. NbS Bd4dl, 21. RAY Kfl, 22. Ba7 Qg5+, 23. Kbl
Ne3 f{after 23. ... Ra7, 24. Qa7 Ne3 is winning
because of the threat of mate after ... QfS+.
Now Rick seizes his chance with both hands.}
24. Be3 Qe3, 25. Qc7 Qed+, 26. Kal Qe2, 27. Rbi
Rfl, 28. a3 Raf8, 29. Nd6 Qg2, 30. Rfl (fle¢,
31. Ka2 h5, 32. ¢d7 Qfu, 33. c5 Qdu, 3u. Qeb¢
Kh8, 35. Nf7¢ Kg7, 36. Ne5 Qe4, 37. c€é Rfi, 38.
Qe7+ Kg8, 39. QeB8+ Kg7, 40. Qel¢ Kg8, Ul. Qebe
Kg?7, 42. Qgé+ Qg6, 43. Ngé6 Rcl, 44. Nfs Kf6,
45. L4 Rfl, U46. <c7 Rcl, 47. 46 KfS, u48. 47
Resigns (1-0).
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M. Campbell - C. Evans.
1. e4 c5, 2. a4 cds, 3. c3 45, 4. ed5 0d5, 5.
cd4 Nc6, 6. Nf3 e6, 7. Nc3 Qd8, 8. BA3 Nf€, 9.
0-0 Be?, 10. Rel 0-0, I1. a3 a6? {The game has
transposed from the Sicilian Defence to the
Queen's Gambit Accepted! This position can also
be reached via the Queen's Gambit Declined,
Semi-Tarrasch Defence, as follows: 1. d4 45, 2.
c4 e6, 3. Nc3 Nf6, 4. NF3 c5, S. cd5 Nd5, 6. e3
Nc6, 7. BA3 cdu, 8. edl Be7, 9. 0-0 0-0, 10.
Rel Nf6, 11. a3 and now a6? The best move is
1. «es b6, when Smyslov - Karpov, USSR
Championship, 1971, continued 12. Bc2 Bb7, 13.
Qd3 Rc8?? and now Smyslov could have played the
same wvinning combination as Murray.}

ﬁayegﬁzi: = |

“#2. 7 Bc2 b5, 13. Qd3 (Setting the rather deep
and subtle trap mentioned. Best for Black is
now 13. ... g6.} 13. ... Bb7? I4. 45! Na5,
{Black is in deep trouble. If 14, ... ed5, 15.
Bg5 g6, 16. Re?7 Qe7, 17. N45 Nd5, 18. Be7 Ncel,
vhen at best Black has practical chances to
draw. Still, this is the best Black can do.}
5. Bg5 g6, 16.d6! BA6, 17. Bf6 Qf6, 18. Qdé
Nc4, and Black had only two pawns for a piece.
This trap is worth remembering (I had studied
it a few months previously, clearly not well
enough!). However, Murray was not in a very
bloodthirsty mood that evening.

ABE SHNITKA MEMORIAL.

Ian also directed this tournament for
players —rated undecr 1700. Bruce Thomas won
convincingly. Apologies to fourth placed Mr. A.
Berberakis but it was necessary to abbreviate
his name in the table.

b B. Thomas 1584 +36 +19 +31 +11 +6 +4 6.0
2. R. Patsula 1698 +#24 +16 ¢26 -6 +¢19 +7 5.0
3. K. Affek 1421 19 =1 +17 #21 +1| +6 5.0
4. A. Ber'akis 1494 ¢18 =22 ¢5 26 +12 -1 4.5
S. P. Patsula I541 +33 =7 -4 +22 +26 +12 4.5
6. E. Culham 1571 25 +31 +#10 +2 -1 -3 4.0
7. V. Celino 1492 #29 =5 =22 ¢16 +10 -2 4.0
8. T.Kolenchuk 1491 =16 -18 ¢23 «17 +20 +21 4.0
9. D. Harvey 1487 +#17 =26 =18 #32 27 +16 4.0
10 J. Toutant 1389 #21 +35 -6 +20 -7 +19 4.0
Il K. Beaulieu 1213 +28 30 ¢12 -1 -3 +18 4.0

3.0 pts: 12. G. Wilkinmson, 13. P. Beley,
I4. K. Lauterwald, 15. J. Potocska,
16. D. Babb, 17. C. Bertrand,
18. E. Freundlich, 19. J. McaAllister,
20. B. Stevenson, 21. D. Stuart,
22. E. Weavill, 23. S. Marsden.

2.0 pts: 24. E. Page, 25. R. Bowland,
26. A. Reid, 27. J. Stolte,
28. B. Taylor.

1.5 pts: 29. S. NMclellan.

1.0 pts: 30. A. Botar, 31. W. Hennigqg,
32. A. Cleman, 33. K. Wallace.

0.5 pts: 34. K. Krevenchuk.

0.0 pts: 35. D. Balsillie, 36. F. Wosar.

- - " - - - - — - - - ——— - - -

BLACK KNIGHT C. C. LAST RCUNDUP.
report from Bill Rusk.

The Black Knight Chess Club's W"Last
Roundup" ran from April 24th to June Sth. The
six rounds resulted in a tie for Sid Belzberg
and Bill Bentley with five points eack and a
further tie between Jamie Solis and Imlach
Yearwood with four points to their credit.

The "“B" division for those under 1400 gave
Jim Wanamaker, Hans Palloks, and Mike Glasser
the honours.

. S. Belzberg 1713 #14 +5 +2 -4 +5 +3 5
2. B. Bentley 1613 +#16 +#11 -1 +6 +17 +4 &
3. J. Solis 1685 #7 +10 +17 +14 -4 -1 4
4. I. Yearwood 1914 -10 +18 +8 +1 +3 -2 4

3.5 pts: 5. F. McFaul, 6. Y. Veillette,
7. J. Wanamaker.

3.0 pts: 8. H. Palloks, 9. P. Zingeler,
10. M. Glasser, 11. H. Bovbjerg.

2.5 pts: 12. L. 2erpina, 3. B. Kusk.
2.0 pts: 4. T. Lockert, 15. M. Bayle.
1.5 pts: |6. P. Smithwick.

1.0 pts: 17. M. Orman.

0.0 pts: 18. L. Harries, 19. B. Hiebert.

T. D.s were Bill Rusk and Bill Bentley.

- = s > > - - - - - - — - -

CALGARY C. C. TEAM TOUKNAMENT.

The Calgary C. C. held a team tourrament
during the months of May and June. Twenty four
players were divided into six teams of roughly
equal average rating and these teams played a
five round robin.

Team #1 (ave. rating 1546) was K. Kuczaj,
Y. Veillette, A. Lindquist, and S. Schlieff.
The other teams were: #2 (1509) W. Zwirrer, J.
Solis, T. Bosgra, and T. Lockecrt; #3 (1565) F.
Kluytmans, D. Johansen, A. Ilnyckyj, and G.
Beaulieu; #4 (1486) J. Parrott, J. Way, A.
Menzel, and B. Rusk; #5 (1591) L. Barkwell, D.
Maguire, B. Bachman, and M. Clarke; and #6
(1534) R. Hawkes, J. Bezjack, D. Enevoldsen,
and N. McCalumn.

Individual results were:

Board 1. 1 2.3:4 5.6 Tot
l. K. Kuczaj x 0 = = 0 = {e.D
2. W. Zwirner 1 x 1 0 1t 0 3.0
3. K. Kluytmans = 0 ..X 500 20 0.5
4. J. Parrott = I I x 0 = 3.0
5. L. Barkwell Loal o 1 aali Xpegl 4.0
6. R. Hawkes Ze boaly =y 0 X 3.0



Board 2.

f. Y. VYeillette
2. J. Solis

3. D. Johansen
4. J. Way

S. D. Maguire
6. J. Bezjack
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Board 3.

1. A. Lindquist
2. T. Bosgra

3. A. Ilnyck]

4. A. Menzel

5. B. Bachman

6. D. Enevoldsen
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Board 4.

l. S. Schlieff
2. T. Lockert
3. G. Beaulieu
4. B. Rusk

5. M. Clarke
6. N. McCalumn
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The final team standings were:

i. #86 xxx 3.0 2.0 3.0 3
20t B2 v il - XX Xe Bied  liend o 3
3. #5 2.0 1.0 «xxx 2.0 3
4, 84 1.0 2.5 2.0 «xxx |
5. #3 0.5 X

1.0 1.0 3.0
6. #1 1.0 0.5

L5 w2 5

Congatulations to J. Bezjack, B. Bachmar,
G. Beaulieu, and N. McCalumn who scored as
prolifically as the Edmonton Eskimos.

TAYCA TOURNAMENTS.

TAYCA, the acronym for The Alberta Youth
Chess Association, has held a number of
tournaments for their members in recent moLtks.
These are covered in detail in their excellent
publication "En Passant", edited by Andrew
7zissos, which is available from 2128 - 23rd
Ave., NW, Calgary, T2M4 143 for $1 per copy. In
the June issue are articles by a number of
Calgarians, including three top Juniors, kob
Havkes, Bill Gnam, and Zissos. Here we briefly
report scme of the results.

Bill Gnam's Training Tournament. March-April.

This was held to provide Bill with some
preparation practice before the 1979 Canadian
Cadet (age under 17) Championship in Toromto.
Bill scored +1 -2 against Art Milne and +3
against Wayne Coppin for an overall 4-2 score.

Note that Bill was third in the Cadet
Championship, behind David Filipovich (Ont.)
and Rob Graham (Sask.).

- -——

Carry on Caissa Tourney. March 10.

This was in three sections, Junior (grade
six and under) Intermediate (grades 7 to 9),
and Senior (grade 10 and over, but age less
than 21 years.)

Sean Gibb won the Junior Section with the
fine score of 13/14 and a tie for second
betveen pavid Petrovich and Rodney Simons
(10/14) wvas broken by a five minute game which
the former won.
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Acthur Cay captured the Intermediate
Section with 6.5/7, with M¥ann Kwan (5.5)
second, and Jason Arcega (5) third.

Rob Havkes, as might be expected, won the
Senior Section with 4/4, vhile Cameron MNcKay
was second on tiebreak (as before, a single
speed game) over Phil Chiu, both with 3/4.

B

Victoria Day Tournament. May 26.

The Elementary Section was won by David
petrovich over Mark Lidgren, both with 9/i0.
Ian Olthof (7/8) won the Junior High Section
just ahead of Arthur Cay, and Rob Havkes scored
another perfect 5/5 in the Senior High Sectionm.
second and third were Graham Cooper and Ivan
Dorin, with 3/5.

_——w—e-——-—

Summer Solistice Tourney.

Rob Hawkes racked up yet another perfect
score to win the Open Section. He beat second
place andrew Zissos (4/%5) in the third round.
Stacy Nichols, Cameron MNcKay, and Ivan Dorin
scored 3/5 for 3rd through 5th places.

Art Cay swept through the opposition in the
Junior High Section while Mitck Karazub lost
only to Cay to take second with five points.
Sean Gibb won the Elementary Section, losing
only to second placed Greg Huber who scored six
out of eight. Or 5.5 were Simon Parboosingh and
Chris McKerly.

THE TAYCA - ACA DISAGREEMENT.

Some readers will know, or may instead have
guessed from Stephen Ball's letter in the
January issue of the ACR that there has been a
disagreement between the ACA and TAYCA over the
latter's selecticn policy for the 1978 Alberta
Junior Championship, which gqualified the twe
Alberta entries to the pational Junior
Championship. This disagreement was eventually
fixed up vell enough; that there was,
subsequently, an appalling feud between twoc
senior members of these Associations is of
minor interest to chess-players. I wasn't going
to print anything about this unpleasant affair,
but it was pointed out that a straight
statement of facts might stop the spread of
rumours. So here goes.

Up until 1978, the Alberta Junior Closed
Championship (AJCCC) had been run by the ACA
who were responsible for selection of the
players and the costs of the tournament, and
also for paying the fare to tramnsport the
winner to wherever the national event (for
which the AJCCC winner qualified) was held.

The Canadian Junior, in 1978, was held
during the period between Xmas arnd the New
Year. It was rum by TAYCA, and because it was
held in Alberta, two representatives from this
Province would be in the field (instead of the
usual one). The selection policy for the AJCCC
had been that the top two juniors from each of
the two major cities were selected, ard the
field was made up to six by the inclusion of
those two players (not so far qualified) who
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had the highest rating irregardless of their
place of residence. Apparently, this system for
player selection had been made into formal
rules but these were not widely known. 1he
activities of TAYCA in Calgary changed things
in two ways. First, there was a considerakle
increase (due primarily to TAYCA's operations)
in the number of competent Junior players.
Secondly, it must bhave seemed anomalous to many
that the Junior Championship was not run by
that association which was vitally concerned
with Junior Chess. (Certainly, the ACA, to its
discredit, had not made any real effort to
promote chess 1in schools (which is the best
place to work to ensure a coantinual supply of
future players for the adult chess world), nor
to my knowledge, had any of the various clubs).
A difficulty, however, was that TAYCA was
operational only in Calgary.

As far as I understand it, the ACA was
agreeable to TAYCA running the AJCCC, at least
partly because TAYCA could easily afford it.
They did want to be assured, though, that the
player selection vwould be fair, i.e. that
Edeonton players would not be excluded or
discriminated against because of the lack of
TAYCA operations in Edmonton. Hence the rules
for player selection loomed large in the minds
of ACA officials, especially those domiciled in
Edmonton.

Another factor was the guestion of morey.
Both TAYCA and the ACA receive grants from the
Alberta Government to assist 1n the running of
their activities. These grants were applied for
separately antil last year when the granting
body decided to allow only one grant, which
could be divided among the two associations as
they saw fit. The value of this money to the
ACA can Le estimated from the TIreasurer's
report given in the Jan. 1979 issue of the ACR;
the grant of $3500 is more than three times
that raised from annual subscriptiors. Since
TAYCA used much more money than the ACA (tlLey
had, for instance, a full time employee) the
entire grant for 1979 was given to them, on the
understanding that they would give a portion to
the ACA.

A Calgary Junior Closed tournament was
held, the result being that the winner and
runner up (Doug Wyllie and Terry Patten) were
confirmed as the two entries from Calgary irn
the AJCCC. Not qualifying by this method were
Andrew Zissos (wvho did not play, but was
certain to qualify under the rating provision),
third place Bill Gnam, and fourth place Ekob
Havkes. However, Mr. Hawkes was also certain of
qualification under the rating provision. Thus
with the mandatory inclusion of the two
Edmonton Juniors (namely Tim Dean and Kemn
Savyer, vho were selected, and clearly
deserving of selection) the six players were
known.

Gerry Donaldson, TAYCA Secretary and
Tournament organiser, clearly felt that Mr.
Gnam deserved inclusion in the AJCCC and so
increased to eight the number of players in
this tournament. An additional Edmonton Junior,
Dean Harvey, was invited. Apparently in the
rules for player selection, there was provision
for an “expert" panel to add deserving players
to the field, but this was not widely known.
Mr. Domaldson contacted John Schleinich, the
ACA President, and asked bis opinion and Mr.

Schleinich indicated that he persomally had no
objection to this change, Invitations to the
eight players vwere sent out.

Following is a quote from Mr. Donaldson's
report on the AJCCC: “"Then, from Edmonton,
came the threat that some Edmonton AaCa
executive members would organize their own 1978
Alberta Junior Closed if TAYCA's tournament had
eight participants. TAYCA's executive
immediately held a meeting and ratified the
eight participants which had already been
invited. cee TAYCA's progamme cordinator
received an icy reception in Edmonton when he
went to discuss the matter”.

One of the TAYCA rroposals which most
worried the ACA executive was the intention to
hold the AJCCC over two weekends. The reason
was that entrants who have a part-time job,
while attending University, would be obliged to
spend two Saturdays playing chess, and then
four evenings making up their lost work time in
each of the following weeks. With assignments
due every so often. and normal study missed as
well, this would impose a heavy burdem on those
players.

Subsequently, after threats of legal action
and appeals to the CFC (which properly refused
to take a stand), an agreement was reached.
It's to be doubted that any of the players
wanted a second tournament (what would happen
if differeat players qualified??) and I believe
Mr. Zissos refused point-blank to play in one.
At the last minute (the second weekend of the
AJCCC as run by TAYCA) Mr. Donaldson and Len
Steele (ACA Secretary) worked out a settlement
(given below).

So, a distressing situation had been fixed
up fairly well. TAYCA had the assurance that
its tournament would be recognised as the
AJCCC, and that the top two finishers would be
invited by the CFC to the Canadian Junior. They
also had the assurance that this state of
affairs would continue for at least five years.
The ACA was coantent that certain of the playetrs
interests were assured. The CFC was happy that
the Canadian Junior would be run by TAYCA and
that the Alberta representatives would be
acceptable to both organisations in the
Province.

Unfortunately, a good deal of antipathy had
teen created by these misunderstandings. Mr.
Donaldson does not mention in his report that
in addition to threats of legal action, etc.,
TAYCA (or certain of its officials) threatened
to withold the portion of the Govt. grant due
to the ACA unless they were pecmitted to
continue with the eight player format.
Certainly, Maurice Orman (then TAYCA progranme
coordinator) made such a threat while visiting
the Edmonton Chess Club; in these
circumstances, that he received "amn icy
reception" is scarcely surprising.

Mr Donaldson, in his report om the AJCCC,
did not restrict himself to "play and players"®
but in addition gave the history of this
dispute. Unfortunately, to some ACA officials
this latter appeared slanted, if not actually a
celebration of ‘"victory". Copies were widely
distributed. (A copy was sent to the ACR, for
publication, but it was not received by me; it
would not have been published



without cdnsiderable pruning and Stephemn Ball
wrote a good one vwhich was used.) Relations
between the two Secretaries deteriorated even
more; unfortunately, this situation was not
concealed from public scrutiny.

Mr. Ball, au fait with these proceedings,
sent a letter to the ACR, puplished Jan., 197S9.
He states his views on the inclusion of MNr.
Gnam in the AJCC, and his arqumerts, as far as
they go, are certainly convincing. (Thougk as a
personal opinion omnly, I wonder whether it is
not more important to encourage talent than to
adhere slavishly to rules. Mr Gnam did, after

all, finish third in the tournament and very

nearly gqualified for the National event.) In
any case, it must be strongly emphasized that
no-one Lkears Mr Gnam the slightest degree of
ill-vill. He is a pleasant young man and
potentially a very good chess-player, and we
vish his vell.

In fact, the gquestion was whether it was
correct for TAYCA to disregard rules for this
tournament which had been publisked, though not
in a wmanner that they could not have been
overlooked, perhaps accidently. Mr. Donaldson
has stated, inter alia, that Mr. Ball is wrong
in suggesting that Mr. Gnam did not qualify by
the rules, (i.e. TAYCA's, as ratified by Mr.
Schleinich) and that internal ACA communication
caused the problems. This is not the only
opinion, .... but perhaps the matter should now
e regarded as history.

- ——— - T - - W = - - - - - - - —— - -

THE AGREEMENI.

This is an Agreement between the Alterta
Chess 4ssociation (ACA) and The Alberta Youth
Chess Association (TAYCA) with respect to the
dlberta Junior Closed Chess Championship
(AJccc) .

PERIOD OF VALIDITY.

This Agreement is to take effect as of
November, 1978, and to be remain in effect for
a terms of four years (the 1979, 1980, 1981, and
982 AJCCCs). At the time of the 1982 AJCCC, or
any subsequent AJCCC, either Association may
signify in writing its desire (as determined in
a manner consistent with each Association's
bylaws) to renegotiate terms of this Agreement.
In the Absence of a new Agreement, the old
Agreeaent shall remain in effect for one
additional AJCCC.

CHANGES IN THE AGREEMENT.

Changes in the Agreement can Lbe made at any
time through mutual written consent of both the
ACA and TAYCA if Dboth Associations have
approved the changes in a manner consistent
with their bylaws.

DOTIES OF TAYCA.

TAYCA shall have the duty to organise the
AJCCC, the Calgary Junior Closed Championship
(CJcy , and the Edmonton Junior Closed
Championsehip (EJC) (subject to the terms agreed
upon herein) and shall be responsible for
associated expenses.

DUTIES OF ACA.

The ACA, through its President, shall have
the duty to submit the name of the winner of
the AJCCC, i.e., the Alberta Junior Closed
Champion, to the Chess Federation of Canada
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(CFC) along with a crosstable of the tournament
and any fees required by the CFC for the
entrance of the Alberta Junior Champion to the
Canadian Junior Championship. The fees are to
te paid by TAYCA.

BASIC REQUIRENENTS FOR aJCCC.

The AJCCC shall be a single round rcobin
tournament with from 6 to |0 entrants (with an
even number of players, unless impossible) who
meet the following requirements:

(1) The FIDE age limit.

{2) To have been a resident of Alberta
since June 30th of the given year.

(3) Meet CPFC residency requirements.

(4) To have sufficent participation
points (see later).

(S5) To be CFC, TAYCA, and ACA members
during the tournament.

Note. Requirements (3) and (4) may be

vaived under exceptional circumstances

by mutual ACA and TAYCA written

agreement.

TIME OF AJCCC.

The AJCCC shall Lte held over a maximum of
two weekends (consecutive, unless impossible)
with the final portion of the tournameant being
on the Remembrance Day weekend. More than half
the rounds must be played on the Remembrance
Day weekend, with all entrants playing at that
time. If two veekends are used ard the games on
tne first weekend are played in two cities,
then there should be a "mix"™ in the two
sections of players from the Edmonton and
Calgary areas, if financially feasible.

PRIORITY OF QUALIFICATICN FOR AJCCC.

Entrants in the AJCCC shall be accepted in
the following order of priority:

(1) The previous year's Alberta Junior
Champion.

(If the previous Champion cannot play, and
he had tied for £first in the previous aJCCC
then the next highest finisher who was in the
tie for first will te allowed to enter in the
Champion's stead, and so on until all involved
in the tie either cannct or will not play in
the AJCCC.)

(2) The highest placed Jjunior in the
Alterta Open Championship inmmediately
preceeding the AJCCC.

(In the event of a tie, a similiar
procedure as in section (Il) above can be used,
following the tiebreak order used in the
Alberta Open.)

(3) The Alberta Junior Open Champion of
the year of the AJCCC.
(see section (2) for potential
qualification of others tied for first.)

(4) The two highest eligible players by
CFC rating.

(If both qualifiers in sections (1) and (2)
are also the two highest rated players (who
wish to enter) then only one player will
qualify by rating. The exact formulation of
what CFC rating or rating average is to be used
shall be determined by the ACA, with ratings
immediately after the Alterta Open being taken
into acccunt if reasonably possible.)

(5) At least two players from the Calgary
Junior Championship (CJC) and two from the
Edmontor Junior Championship (EJC).
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(These tournaments are to be held during
the period between the Alberta Open and the
AJCCC of the given year. For purposes of this
section; if players qualified for the AJCCC
through Sections (1)-(4) above take part in
either the CJC or the EJC, then the two players
taken from a given tournament as gualifiers
from that tournament shall be selected in the
following order of priority:

(i) Players who have tied for first and who
have not qualified for the AJccc by
sections (1)-(4).

(ii) Players scoring over 50% in the CJC or
the EJC who are not previously qualified for
the AJCCC by sections (1)-(4).

If a city championship is not held then
there nmust be at least two entrants from that
city, using the CFC rating list if necessary.)

(6) If a sufficient number of ertrants
have not yet been attained then:

(i) if one player is needed to make an even
number of entrants in the AJCCC, then the
highest finisher in either the CJC or the EJC,
scoring over 50%, shall be chosen (if two
players are being considered for the 1last
available spot in the AaJCCC, one from each
tournament, then an expert panel (see later
section) shall be regquested to select the
qualifier.

(ii) if an even number is needed the next
highest finishers scoring over 50% will be
chosen alternately (one from at a time) from
each tournament.

(iii) 4if an o0dd numkter (3 or more) are
needed, apply section (ii) and then section

(1) .

(7) If further entrants are required,
they shall be selected by an expert panel (see
later section) from:

(i) the remaining players in the CJC or EJC,
and/or

(ii) other juniors meeting basic
rfequirements.

THE CALGARY/EDMONTON JUNIOR CLOSED. (C/EJC).
Priority of qualification.
(1) The previous tournament winner.
(Provision for the qualification of others
wvho @may have tied for first ic the previous
tournament is to be made as in the analogous
part of the AJCCC regulations, Section (1).)
(2) The Calgary and Edmonton High 3chool
Champions.
(3) The Alberta High School Champion.
(vho is to Flay in his own city
tournament.)
(4) Players by CFC rating to bring the
total in the tournament to 4 players.
' (5) Two players selected by an "expert
panel" (see later section).
{nore may be chosen if desired but at most
eight players can take part in each
tournament.) .

EXPERT PANEL.
(1) For the AJCCC:

To be of three or five players (who are
not juniors) selected fros the CFC rating list,
starting at the top and working down, with at
least one player from each city if the panel is
of three members, and at least two players from
each city if the panel is of five members. The
panel sbhall make its decision based on their
personal knovledge of the candidates, and on
information supplied by organizers, other

players, etc.
(2) For the CJC/BRJC.

To be of three menbers who are to be from
that host city. They are to be selected as in
Section (1) above, and are to make decisions as
required in Section (1).

PARTICIPATION POINIS.

At least two participation points must be
acquired in the year between the previous and
current AJCCCs (or one and one-half in the
period between the previous AJCCC and the CJC
or EJC for qualification to those tournaments.)

Points are acquired by participation in
tournaments, with tournaments being worth:

(i) Rated tournasments: Are worth points
as outlined at the 1977 ACA Annual General
Meeting.

(ii) TAYCA tourpaments: are vworth /4
point per tournament, EXCE?T:

(iii) The Calgary, Edmoaton, and RAlberta
High School Chanpionships, and the Aberta
Junior Open, which are worth one-half a point.

RATE OF PLAY.
Shall be as in the Canadian Junior Closed.

TIEBREAKS.

Ties for the Alberta Junior Champion (or
for any position qualifying the entrant to the
Canadian Junior) shall be broken by a match of
two games, and if the potential qualifiers are
then still tied, then further games shall be
played, with the first player to win one game
being declared the winner of the match.

Playoff Match Colours.
(1) If there are two players, then the
colour in the first game shall ke decided by:

(i) If in the AJCCC one player had fewer
games than the other with the White frieces,
then he shall receive the White pieces in the
first ganme.

(ii) If in the AJCCC both players had the
same number of games with the White pieces then
the colour in the first game shall be the
opposite to that in their individual game.

(2) If two or more players are tied, then
the colours shall be decided by the toss of a
coin.

Ties in Playoff Match.

If three or nmore players tied for a
qualifying position in the AJCCC, ané =&
subsequent playoff match leaves:

(i) twvo players tied, then a umatch
between them shall be played, with the ficrst to
win one game being the qualifier.

(ii) three or more players are tied, then
a new match shall te played.

In these playoffs, colours shall be
equalised as follows:

(i) Based on the players individual games
in both the AJCCC and the first playoff, or
then:

(ii) Based on the players overall colour
totals in the AJCCC and first playoff, or then:

(iii) based on the colour in their most
recent individual ganme.

RULES OF CHESS.
FIDE rules of chess are to be followed.

TOURNAMENT DIRECTOES.

Toucnament directors must meet CFC
Tournament Director Program crequirements for
tournaments at the CJC, EJC, and AJCCC level.



N.B. “ The original from wkich this is takelL
is difficult to decipher. Not ounly is the
photocopy of poor quality, but also there were
many additions in note form. Therefore, the
above should not be regarded as being exactly
what Arthar Milne (for TAYCA) and Len Steele
(for ACA) signed, FLut I believe there aie no
changes in the sense of the agreement, and that
it reads much better than the original (e.g. it
took three evenings to type this up, most of
the time being spent wondering "what the ---
does that pean?")

TEST YOUR CHESS.

Two fairly easy '"White to move and win"
positions to start, with the second one played
at five seconds per mave. Apparently, some
sources give Lasker as playing White in #2.

An interesting position cropped up at the
Edsonton CC a vhile ago. In a casual game, the
ending of two bishops and a knight against a
rook was reached, with no surviving pawns. What
is the theoretical result?

I can't find anything definite orn this.
Reuben Fine, in "Basic Chess Endings", p. 521,
says it is a drav. In general, the ending of
2N+¢B vs R is a draw, since the inferior side
can continually threaten both the king and
bishop (remember that 2Ns cannot force mate).
Hovever, H. Rinck was able ta comfpose more than
50 studies where this combination of minor
pieces win, and #3 is one of them. Neet.

I would be very surprised to learn that the
2B*N vs R ending is not a vin. The bishops are
so powerful, and can, if on adjacent diagonals,
cut off the enemy king and 1lock it into a
corner. Then it's just a question of moving in
for the kill, wvith the N arnd the bishops
shielding the K from checks. Anyone with
anlimited computer time who wants to ce famous?

The fourth position seems to support this
viev. It's difficult (9 move solution) but here
it's regarded as a success for the rook to
drav. #4, White to move and draw. Hint: The
first move is not |. Rhl, and White must either
vin a fpiece OrC «eceee

P P B B Ba @ o= e . B> ® "D D - - - S T W W - - - -

SOLUTICNS.

#1. 1. Qg7+!, when if 1. ... Kg7, 2. Rf7¢ and
pate next, or if l. ... Rg7, 2. Ef£8¢ EKg8, 3. g7
mate!

#2. 1. Ra8+!! vhen if 1. ... Ka8,2. Kc7 wvins,

or if l. ... Na8, 2. Kc8, zugzwarg (and hLow!)

How did this position arise? Maybe two moves
ago the bN was onm g7 or g5, with the wK on c7.
White threatens Rb7¢, followed by Rb6, if black
moves the N anywhere but 1. ... Ne6+. Now 2.
Kd7, realizing that 2. ... KE8, 3. Keb is
vinning for White. So, 2. ... Nc7, hoping for
stalemate, and seeing that 2. ... Nc5+¢ 3. Kc8
is wipning. Not bad for five seconds per move,
though they both knew a thing or two about the
endgaae.

#3. 1. Nc4+ Kel4, 2. Be2 (zugzwang) KfS5, 3. Ne3+
Ke€, Uu4. Bct, and vwins. If 1. ... Kd3, 2. Nfu+
Kclu, 3. Bf7 KAu, 4. NGS5.

#4. |. R42 BeB¢, 2. Kh? BhS5, 3. Ra2+¢ Kb7, 4.
Rb2 Bf?, 5. Rb2e Kc6, 6. Rb8 Ne7, 7. Rf8 Bgb+,
8. Kh6 BeS, 9. Rf6¢ Bf6 stalemate.

If ). Rh1l Be8¢, 2. Kh? BhS5, 3. Eh2 Bf7, and
it's assumed Black will wvin. Also not 6. Rbée
K45, 7. Bf6 Hf6, 8. Kg7 Keb6, and vins.

#1. Grigorov - Spasov, 1975.

#2. J. Capablanca - Em. Lasker, 1914.
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#3. Study, H. Rinck, 1920.

o
-
% %/%/%
“mx %/%,
el B
o -

. %/%
E BN

\

‘§:

€8 _W_EAE
%;%Z% .
7 % . %9
5%2%27%%
/%% /4’

%

%

/

/
w BoE B




1979 ALBERTA OPEN !

EDMONTON
Thanksgiving Long Weekend
October 6-8

5th floor General Services Building, U of A
116 St. & 9l Ave.

6-round Swiss
2 per day

& Registration:  8:45- 9:30 am., Saturday, Oct.6 —no later!
or in advance to: '

Alberta Chess Association
Box 119, UofA, Edmonton,
Alberta T6G 2EO

OEntry Fee: only $I0 senior and $7 junior= under I8
CFC and ACA memberships required !

—bri r cards, else get:
_mrmum sold at site

Cash Prizes to top finishers overall and in each class $ s

Time Control: 49 moves in 2 hours each, then 25/1

Last round schedulegives out-of-towners time to get home !

Good Games!
Good Prizes!
Winner
qualifies for
Alta Closed
Don’'t miss it!

see you there ...

€ PLEASE BRING A CHESS CLOCK ! !!



