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My wvife and ! start a nmew job in A couple of weeks'
time when we will be Managing the Rotary Club Guest
House "West Winds“. It is used by Rotary Clubs in {he
Midlands area to give elderly and needy folk a hoiiday
wvhich they would not otherwvise be able to manage. it
does mean I shall be pretty busy for the & months April
to October and I anticipate that NEWS SHEETS will
probably be approx. bi-monthly during the summer. In
the winter it will be back to the monthly system,
though readers f‘m sure already reaiise that such aims
are always subject to baving materisl worth printing.

We actually wont be moving for another 10 davs yet,
so 1 am getting this NEWS SHEET out before we go as it
gives ny many correspondenis our nev Address At the
same time.
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This has risen ruther dramatically during the past
few weeks, la-y..y because of EUREKA's advert in the
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Guardian Wewspaper based on their issue of free copies
of an earlier News Sheet. I must apologise to the many
folk who wrote after that asking me direct to send 'all
carlier issues' and ‘all new ones as they come aut®. I'm
afrald 1 didn't know of the advert until the day before
(that's not a complaint, I was quite happy rfor it to be
used), but I was unprepared for the rush! 1'w especially
sorry to the folk who sent me money or stamps towards the
~osts, 1 sent out bacik-issues till they ran out, and
evervone should have received NS/5 for which [ did a re-~
duplication as it was the most recent issue to meet the
demand I'm afraid NS/4 was a photo-copies issue whilst
hoth my Duplicator and Typewriter were in for repair and
therefore a oit expensive to start getting an extra 30 or
s6 copies made up at nearly £1 a time, (I =an get ‘narmal
issues out for 2bout 40 sach incl, postage). Anyway, I
do trust none of my new Headers are too disappointed as
its qood to have you with usi

Can I remind all weaders that I'm always GLAD to hear
from you, especially uhzn you send in INFORMATION (or
money!) as the value of these labours does depend to some
deagree an the amount of consumer info. sent to me.
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FIDELITY. I am hearing rumours of a PAR EXCELLENCE
ranaiaa AT 5Smhz, fidelity has always had the excellent
(in my view) policy of bringing out their current top
ELITE version in a cheaper form - usually At a slightly
slower running speed and with a reduced Openings Book -
but encouraging a much wider range of purchasers. So
this may well be the AVANT GARDE programme (which is A
sort of ELITE D based very much on the ELITE C/ELEGANCE/
EXCELLENCE programme but with improvements) and, if so
and runping At Smhz for under £250 will be another good
seller. 1 also understand that the €LITE A, B and C
mocels, also the ELEGANCE can be up-dated to the AVANT
CARDE programme, but 1 have no price details etc. at
present . In reply to many enquiries, the EXCELLENCE
will NC7 take an Openings Book Cartridge in its present
foraat.

NOVAG. The new 'EXPERT' in the SUPER CONSTELLATION
hoard tor £250 should be out in May - I alse hear it

wirl have a wooden playing surface!

SUGEH_ENTEHPHISEa Both this and its stable-mate, the
ADVANCED STAR CHESS, also now have BCF endorsement and
recommendation. They certainly represent a significant
advance in the standard of lower price range Chess
Computers and are a match for the higher end of only

2-3 years ago.

CONCHESS. ! have heard there is an 8mhz version just
EQESEIEQ available. However 1 don't know if its the
PHINCHESS or the PLYMATE programme that is running at
the increased speed so have not been able to include it

in my Rating List. Readers have sent me details from

the latest Rating List issued by the Conchess distrib-
utors, Contemporary Chess Computers. (They seem able to
cet bundles of advertising literature out; though their
Magazine for which readers have paid £5 has been l'un-
avoidably delayed since last September). CCC didn't
send me a copy of their Rating guide either; I can't
think why unless it's got something to do with the fact
that they are showing their CONCHESS/6 in equal lst.
place with the same rating as the MEPHISTO AMSTERDAM.
They must have remembered that I have a letter in my
possession from their Managing Director, Mr A.J.G.
Roland; and dated &th Jan 1986, which reads a5 follous,
[1 had written inviting them to send a contestant to
play against my MEPHISTO AMSTERDAM for the benefit of
many NS readers keen to see what the outcome would bel.
They declined and said - "By the by I am not in douit
that the Amsterdam running on the 68300 is the strongest
program on the market at present". [ see that they aiso
put their CONCHESS/4 in overall 3rd. position which
really seems to me to be stretching things rather a lot.
1f readers will just take a brief glance at thne Uigures
from the Swedish University shoun in NS/3 they will have
a fuller understanding of my surprise (Aand bear in ming
that there were no Mephisto MM2's, Novag Expert's,
5ciSys Turbo Kasparov's, Fidelity Avant Garde's in that
set of results which stiil left Conchess/4 in 4th. place,
Sth if you count the Fidelity Private Line which is &
European Elegance version At 4mhz,

*Note to BCM and Chess - as you knou you ace welcame to
auote from my News Sheets whénever you wish. Can { ask,
nlease, that you don’t use critical paragraphs such Aas
the above which are included really to xeep consumers

informed and ta protect folk from what I think are wild

claims. Thanks.
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In the many letters from new readers which 1 have
received over the past 4 weeks, one question has been
asked more than any other. It goes like this: "I
- have an XYZ Machine at the moment which eppears on
your Rating Table st (say) 1750. I am thinking of
buying a - Fidelity Excellénce/Novag Expert/Scicys
Turba Kasparov/Mephisto MM2 - and wonder if you can
tell me by how much it should be sble to beat my
present Computer?”

Although I bave answered all such gquestions for
earh person individually, as well as masny other
questions concerning the relative qualities and
sBbilities of various Machines in as fair s an as
possible, I thought it would be a good idea to print
8 Table for a full range of ELD values. I must ask
Readers to understand that the score shown WILL
vork out correctly as an average over many tests, but
in any set of 16 gsmes (the number used in my Table)
a variation can of course occur. A further article
in this NEWS SHEET discusses the range and extent of

possible variations for Matches of -4, 8, 16 and more

Games.
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I hope my longer-standing readers will forgive me
for re—printihg part of an Article which appeared in
NEWS SHEET 4. 1 thought that the Table showing the
Rating effect of a Programme having its speed incr-
eased was quite useful as many of the Computer's are
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25 84-73
50 9 -7
75 9}-64
100 10 -6
125 104-53
150 11 -5
175 114-41
200 12 -4
225 124-34
250 13 -3
275 134-24
300 14 -2
325 144-14
350 15 -1
375 158~ 3
400 16 -0

By comparing the figures in my Hating Table and

-finding the ELO Gap between your existing Machine and

the proposed purchase, you can soon see what sort of
Result you are likely to obtain.
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nov having thés done. for example the FIDELITY
EXCELLENCE (issued originally running at 3mhz) is now
svailable at 4mhz and, in the States, at 5mhz. What
di ference can a Purchaser expect in the Performances
of tiness running at the higher speeds?



--------- BASIC SPEED in mhz -
3.6 4 5 & B 10 12

INKEASED  © °
SPEED: -

2 mhz _ -

3  mhz 57 -

3.6 mhz B2 25 -

4 mhz 97 40 15 -
mhz 128 71 46
mhz 133 97 71 57 25 -

[=» BN o NV ]

mhz 153 137 113 97 66 40 -
10 mhz 225 168 143 128 97 11 32 -
12 mhz 250 193 168 153 122 97 57
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So that there is no confusion I must tell you that
the actual ELO figures are from my own calculstions
and s0 the Table is my responsibility if there is any-
thing wvrong with it! However the calculations are
based on informetion given by Ken Thomson (Belle's
programmer) who considers - "6 x Speed = 250 £lo, and
1.8 x Speed = 75 Elo", and David Levy in ‘The Computer
Chess Handbook' that "2 x Speed = 10C Elo".

From the Table we can expect that a Fidelity
Excellence/8 will be 40 Elo above the Excellence/3; a
Conchess/6 should be 57 Elo above a Conchess/4; &
Novag Constellation/3.6 B2 Elo above the Const/2 etc.
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Supposing we have 2 Computers which sre exactly:
equal (for example, and to save argument, a Novsg
Super Constellstion and s Novag Super Constellation!).
If ve play them agsinst each other in s 4 game Match,
vhat sre the chances of getting a 2-2 result? - or a
3-1 result? etc. There must be & mathematical formula
for such possibilities of course, but the creeting of
it proved beyond me when I started to consider the
same question for Matches of 8, then 16 and even more
Games, So I persuaded my Home Computer of the
equalness of the 2 Machines and that, in any Game

there was a 25% chance of 8 draw, and persuaded it to
run a series of 5,000 Matches of 4 GCames on a random
win/draw/loes basis to see what happered. Included in
the Programme (the BASIC for it is included in this

NS for Computer owners, though I used my Sharp Compiler
to get it to run faster) wvas a request for information
averaging out the results to see what the likely
variation from the 2-2 normal score would be. At 4
games it was +/-0.68 which represents 2.68-1.32 or a
34% error. 1 also found there was e 41% chance of
getting a 50%+ error (ie. a 3-1, 34-% score etc).



This is, of course, an unacceptsbly high rigure and TABLE 3. 1,250 Tests of 14 Games.
shows something of the sericus danger if Hatings are to

be produced from such a small number of games on their Score No.  %tage Score No. X%tage
OunNe 0 =18
- $-15% 84-74 143  11%
The same Test was then done 2,500 times for Matches 1 -15 9 -3 111 y
of 8 Games; then 1,250 times for Matches of 1& Games. 13-14% 94-63 83 7%
The FULL Tables from these Tests are shown together 2 _14 10 -4 66 o
vith a Table showing 'CALCULATION CONCLUSIONS' from 24-134 10§-53 59 5o
same PLUS further Tests for Mstches of even more Games! 3 .13 11 —S. " ,
TABLE 1. 5,000 Tests over Groups of 4 Games. 34-124% 2 - 113-43 19 2%
T e AT 4 =12 12 % 12 -4 11 1%
Score No of Results fitage 43-113 26 Y 124-34 2 -
0 -4 108 % 5-11 37 3% 13 -3 2 -
3-3% 254 % 53-104 62 5% 134-24 1 -
1 -3 668 12% 6 -10 76 6% 14 -2
134-24 875 17% 6%- 9§ 103 B% lag-14
2 <2 1169 23% 7 -.9 108 % 15 -1
24-14 909 18% 74- 84 161 13% 154~ ¢
3 - 654 13% B -8 122 10% 16 -0
-4 26 7% TABLE 4. FIGUKES to indicate some CONCLUSLONS.
4 =0 107 & 2 et A Attt ut it St iete e bt
Group Scores in lTest %tage Error Chance of ELC
TABLE 2. 2,500 Tests_over Groups of B_Games. smp Etrgr Range 50% Error Reliabil
Seore  No. % Score No. % 4 7545~ 7537= 4938 34 +/-D.58 40.95% 136.4
0 -5 . ) 8 7534- 7553= 4913 24 +/-0.98 16.7% 97.9
i-7 5 _ 4%-3% 355 14% 1.0 7488~ 7599= 4913 17.+4/-1.41 2..&?:3 70.5
V9 21 14 5 .3 298  12% 22 $532- 95?9: 6?69 12 +/—2.?l 0.1% 50.2
Lk Y 75 53-24 185 7% 50 11403~ 11250= 7347 10 +/-2.50 - 40.0
D o : . 100 15025- 15022: 9953 7 +/-3.75 - 29.7
L I;? o :i-ii lzg :: 200 18671- 18822= 12507 4 +/-4.67 - 18,7
LH=I 5 a - o . . . .
S s 398 19% 7 -1 22 1% 500 37580- 37479= 24341 2 +/-7.48 - 11,9
3a-4k 365 14% 74- % 7 - In other words, once ve have a Machine's Hating bused

q -4 407 16% 8 -0 2 -



on over 200 games, [ would expect that Kating to be
accurate within 20 €lo points, which is pretty good.
When ve have over 500 games for that Machine we should
be down to a +/~12 error likelihood vhich is excellent.
A Rating based on 50 games can only be cansidersd
reliable in a +/-40 range, and anything less than 10
games isn't really reliable at all and such a Machine
could ersily prove to be 100 higher or lower. Matches
of 10 games or less cmn, however; be vAaluable when used
in conjunction with and added to other results invalving
the same Machine. (Thus the value of a 'central Hesults
system' such as ME!).
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1 know from the letters sent to me that many of my
readers have their own Home Computers sc I thought 1'd
include for. such the BASIC of the Programme 1 used to
produce the above. Maybe others would then like to
check ‘it out, or run the Tests for a larger number of
games, 'or vary the drav possibility in line 80!7?

10 PRINT"[CIHESULT PROBABILITY CALCULATOR

20 INPUT"HOW MANY GAMES IN EACH GROUP?";G

30 INPUT""HOW MANY TEST GROUPS DD YOU WANT?%;1G:
PRINT"[C]

40 G1z6*2:DIMI(G]):GH=G1*.749:GL=G1*.25]

50 FOKX=1TQTG

60 HX=0

70 FORY=170G

B0 R=INT(RND(1)*B)*IFK>6 THENHX=HX+1:0R=DK+1#G0T090
REM drav is at 25% For draw at 20% make HND(1)
* 75

B85 IFRDITHENHX=HX+2 :WIzWI+1:KEM win

90 NEXTY

100 T(HX)=T{HX)+1:IF (HX>GH )+« (HX<GL ) THENES=E5+1

110 ER=ABS(HX-G)/2:ET=ER+ET: AV=ET/X:EL=AV*800/G

120 PRINT"[H]IGAMES™;G;" TESTS";TG;" DONE';X

125 IFG>16GOTD180:KREM my screen is 40x24 and wont fit
more than 16 on Alter yours if you ean

13D PRINT SCOKRE NO % SCORE  NO %

140 FORR=0TQG: IFR>GTHEN1S0:REM mAakes screenprint left

and right
150 PRINTH/25VAB(6);1(K);TAB(11); INT{I{R)*100/%+.5);"%
":GATC170

160 CURSOH17,R+2-G:PRINTR/2;TAB{23):1(K);TAB(28);INT
(1(R)*100/%+.53,"% "

170 NEXTR

180 PRINT (PRINT"WHITE ";WI:" BLACK™;G*X-WI-DR;" DRAWN";
Ok _

190 PRINT"ERROR RANGE +/-';INT(100%Av+.5)/1D0;" ",

200 PRINTTAB(24) ;=" 5 INT(200%AV/G) ;"% *

205 PRINTY'CHANCE CF A 50% ERROR™; 1NT(1000*EJ/¥+5J)/1C,

L
"y

210 PRINTELD RELIABILITY estimate’s

-t

INT(L0%L+.5)/10;

2200 NEXTX

230 PRENTTPHESS ANY KEY FOK ANOTHER SET"
240 GE1Z$:1FZ$=""THEN24S

250 RUN

In view of my findinge from this effort it is my
intention to show where each COMPUTER and its KATING
stands in approximate terms of Reliability in my
RATING LIST - maybe * after the Hating to indicate A
base of 50+ games, and ** to show A base of 200+ games.
But that will have to wait till the next Issue, 1'm,
afraid?
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As most of my NS Readers will know, Richard Lang is
the Programmer of the PSION GL and MEPHISTO AMSTERDAM
camputers: even morz important {(well; perhaps not MORE
important!) he is A Recader of these NEWS SHEETS and
ancther reader (Gerald Murphy) and I sent Richard some
questions recently for an 'INTERVIEW 8Y PQST'. Richard
not only answered our auestions but also kindly gave
permissicn for a selection of same to appear in these
colums, Because of space 1 haven’t typed out the
acturl questions, but their type and content will be
clenar enougﬁ I think from the ansvers.

"I think that computers will one day be stronger than
the top humans. The progress in the lact few years has
been very rapid; perhaos 4G0 Elo points in 5 years
(only 580 to go!:). [ expect bath the hardware and
software to carry on improving though at a slower and
decreasing rate. As for A date when computers will
reach 2780 €lo ! would quess sometime in the first
half of the next century with mainframe's a few years
before micros.

"Thie Amstercan programme was not hased on the original
Exciusive 5. The chess playing part of the Amsterdam
in n rurther development of the home computer prog-
rammes L Chess and MACINTOSH Chess published by

cslow Lid. The input output code was written to
enulate the origipal S.

-—-The next bit is me (Etric)---

Some readers may know that an £xclusive S from

e he e o A L = e v A e e w¥ - At Ae e e M Mm m W B S W e A Sm e M e e

from Mephisto appeared in the US Computer Champs last
yerr At Mobile. It's result was not so qood (2/6)
thouvh it was hampered by AN independent operatur who
move and pressing the « lcck“ This Ia:iz-secs= time lose
each move, despite urgent please from lephisto reps.
present for the operator to alter his unigue proced-
ural method, eventually cost the Exclusive S A paint in
one round when, About to make its 40th. move and a full
Kook up, its flag fell. That would have been 3/6, but
still dismppointing and gave little indieation at that
time of the amazing transformation that Kichard wvould
be able to meke after his sight of these games. Mayoe
even the Mephisto management didn't know fully what to
expect when the World Micro Champs of 1985 began.

---Back to Richard---

PThe Exclusive S machines in the Mobile Alabama
Tournament were early 'bugged' versions of the programme
which became the Amsterdam. The tournament took place A
few days after I had got the first early version of the
programme running in the Exclusive S hardware. In fact

I had been working night and dry to get it ready in
time. Unfortunately I hac introduced a few mistakes inte
the programme which were only found aftervards. Also I
vorked exclusively on improving the programie betueen
the Mobile and Amsterdam tournaments.

"We intend to enter an Amsterdam in the 5th World
Computer Chess Championship (Cologne 11-15th June 19E6K)



80 perhaps that will provide the answer to how a Match
betveen the Amsterdam and; say, Cray 8litz might go.

~--We asked how Richard felt about other Chess
progrAmmers:-
“The rivalry between chess programme authors is much
friendlier than the rivalry between manufacturers of
chess computers. I admire and respect all the authors
['ve met, perhaps the Spracklens in particular As
they ‘ve been writing top pregrammes for many years.
[They write for Fidelity - Eric]l.

“I do not think anyone was aware of Mephisto's strength
before the Amsterdam tournament. Fidelity had already
achieved A good result in Mobile and therefore had a
lot to lose by being beaten (by anyone) in Amsterdam.
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The content of each NEWS SHEET is largely decided
before typing etc. begins. Mostly it's simply A
question of how much I cnan squeeze in. No ICCA Journal
having arrived with European results I decided I must
go ahead without and, OF COURSE, half-way through the
Journals start to pop through British letter-boxes.
Mine's not made it yet, but I have some of the Results
which contain surprises! These Are printed here
WITHOUT Elo Rating figures - in the next Issue I will
shov the Results with Performance Katings in iull.
Before 1 re-type the actual Kating List I will run
the Results I have through my Home Computer so that
the KATING LIST will be as up-to-date as possible for
all Rerders.

Firstly some up-to-date Results with KRatings:-

MEPHISTO AMSTERDAM ' F.ELITE C 9-1 (2338-1892)
Scores went $ 411111111

MEPHISTO AMSTERDAM ' F.EXCELLENCE/3 9-4 (was 5-1)
(2086-2060)
MEPH AMSTERDAM ' N.CONST EXPERT 24-14 (2140-2112)

An Australian source:-

N.CONST EXPERT ¢ S.TURBC KASPAROV 6-0 (well outside
error limit likelihood; but I have no reason to doubf
its validity and game-scores were offered)

N.CONST EXPERT ' MEPH AMSTERDAM 2-2 (2211-2045)

My Games: -

. 1234567890123456
MEPH AMSTERDAM 1 141011141 1111410
F.ELEGANCE+CBl6 w0 4 401 00000003401
Score 124-3% (2250-J984) . ;550123454
MEPH AMSTERDAM 113 11111400111310
5,TURBO KASPARV w0 0 $ 0900041100001
Score 12-4.(2211-2012)

12345€7890123456
F.ELEGANCE«CBl1S wO 4 01 0011340111111
5,TUKBD KASPAROV 1 4 1 01 041000C00

Score 10-§ (2111-1925)

Taple from a SPECD Tournament (30 min.
Came) amongst the above 3.

MA T« FE
MEPH AMSTEHDAM ¥ 74 7% 15
S. TURBD KASPAROYV 24 N 6 =9
F ELEGANCE+CBl6 24 2 x =6

Time Limit per

I

SOME or the latest Swedish University scores:-

FLEXCELLENCE/3 ' S.TURBOSTAK 432 1D0}-71%
FEXCELLENCE/3 ' MEPHISTO MM2  74-53
S.TUKBOSTAR 432 ° M.SUPER CONST 37-22 (uwas 29-24)

S.TURSOSTAR 432 ' MEPHISTO MMz 10-¢€
5. TURBOSTAR 432 ' MFPHTISTD AILTT2Z 11.5
N SUPER CONST ' MEPMISTO BLITZ 234-204
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GAMES SECTION. Mephisto Amsterdam, Novag Super C, Fid Elegance, Sci Turbo Kasparov

Game 9 from MA v N.Super Const. VIENNA Opening - -h-rrp - -
Wh. MEPHISTD AMSTERDAM (4%) Q-p----k
Bl. NOVAG SUPEK CONST (34) l--p-=-=-pp
1 et e5 2 Ne3 NF6 3 a3 d5* S I
3 - d5% = SC ‘out of Book' i --PRp---
4 exd Nxd5 5 GhS Nc6 6 BbS Qdé 7 NF3 Nx c3 8 Bxcé PP-~--p-P
bxc6 9 dxc3 ed 10 Ng5 Qe7 11 Qe2* --F - NP i -J

MA is nov out of its Book and assesses its position
as A slight plus. Slowly he builds up a very streng
3G Ng3 e3 31 Ked?

looking attack which for some time he will rate as
MA asseasess this fine-looking move at +1.55 which

A +2.00 position. Yet the SC quietly hold the CooTTTETmE e T il e L2 ,
possibility of a King-side counter attack through is an error as Black's unexpected reply will totally

the onslaught if he just gets a moment's breathing 3lunde;?ine the Hook's sole protection. R4d3 best.
- e2!
I would love to know what the 5C forward analysis wams
at this point - how much had he seen? MA's immediate
reaction is to play Rel, but then he sees 32 -~ (c3!
8o quickly changes his mind to Hcl assessing. it at
0.20 and not seeing the Navag's devastating reply.

32 Rel Qg5!! 33 @xe?+ KhB 34 Rel Kxed4 and wins easily

spAace

11 - f5 12 0-0 g6 13 Bel 8g7 14 Rfdl h6 15 Nh3

QF7 16 Qd2 Bd7 17 Bd4 Rb3 18 b3 a5 19 Kbl . ¢ L
MA's assessment jumped to +1.04 after 1B - a5 which
he considered weakening to the Q-side

19 - Kd8 20 Bxq?7 Gxg?7 21 c4 0-0 22 QxA5 BcB

23 Nf4 Re8 :
The possibilities for a Black sttack are becaming R WA A AR A A B AR R
clear, but he will bave other probleme to deal with
yet

24 Qc5 QF6 25 QA7 (+2.00!7) Qg7 26 Rd4 Kn7 27 Rbdl

Qe5 28 Ne2 (still +2.00) f& 25 h3
MA shows the first sign of concern as his rating of 1 e4 c6 2 ds d5 3 N3 dxe 4 Nxed BFS 5 Ng3 Bg6 6 h4 hé
the position drops to +1.08. At this moment he 7 Nf3 Nd7 8 h5> Bh7 § Bd3 Bxd3 10 Qxd3 es 11 U-0* Bdé*

expects the SC to play 29 - e3 12 NdZ Nf6 13 N2e4 Bxg3

29 - 3! Perbaps 13 - Nxe4 14 Nxed would have been better

Game 15 from FE v TK Match. CARO KANN
Wh. Fid.ELEGANCE+CB16 (8)
Bl. Sci.TUKBD KASPARDV (&)



14 Nxg3. 0-0 15 Bf4 Qbé 16 Bdé HfcB 17- b4 Ke8 18 c3 &5
17 Rael exd 20 cxd Nd5 21 a3 A5 . .

|T - -1 -k - At this point the position
-p-n-pp- looks fairly even; the.
-gpB-~---p problem is finding White's
p--n-~--p best way to proceed. :None
- P-P - - - of bxa, Kal or KxeB seem to
‘P~ =-0Q--N- get FE anywhere.
- - - - - PP -
----RRK

22 NFS!

An excellent find. Now 22 - KhB seems needed when
23 RxeB RKxeB 24 bxa Qxa5 25 Qg3 is still pretty even-
Perhaps 25 Qb3 gives White a slight edge?

22 - Rxel?

- Black should NOV make the exchange himself leaving
FE with the =2-file

23 Kxel Kh8 24 Qa3 gé 25 hxgé axbé
IF 25 - f6 26 QhZ KgB 27 Qxhé axbs 28 Qg7 mate

26 gxf (Announcing Mate in 5) Qxd4 27 ReB+ Kxe8

28 fxeB=0G+ NfB 29 QxfB+ Kh7 30 Qxhé mate
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Game 13 from MA v SciSys TK. FRENCH Defence
Wh. MEPH AMSTERDAM (8)
Bl. SCI TURBO XKASPARCY (3)

1l ed e6 2 d4 d5 3 Nc3 Bbs 4 exd Bxe3+* 5 bxc3* exd
6 Nf3 Ne?7 7 Bd3 0-0 6 G-0 ReB 9 Rel Ncé 10 Bfu fé
11 Rbl b6 12 NJ2 hs
MA assesses the posilion at +1.08.
TX 0:15

Times MA 0:25,

13 Of3 0d7 14 Bxhé!

The MA forward analysis here is 14 - gxh 15 Oxf6 Ld4
16 Bh7+ Kxh7 17 Qf7+ Kh8 18 Qxe8. Pretty impressive:
14 - gxh 15 Qxfé
Now; will TK play Qdé to save the h-pawn- He considers
Qd8, then -
15 - h57 16 Qg5+ (assessed at +2.68) KfB 17 Re3!
This strongly increases the pouer of the attack.
MA now expects Nd8 and intends 18 Qhé+; howvever the
move played next effectively ends the game.
17 - Qd67 16 Rf3+
This is assessed at +7.50, the point being that f5
is under-protected after Black's 17th.
18 - Nf5 18 8xfS5 (9.95 resign recommend!) Nxd4 20 exdd
Re3 21 fxe3 KeB 22 Qgb+ Gf8 23 Bgé+ (annocuncing Mate in
§) Kd7 24 Gxd5+ Qdé 25 Rf7+ KdH 26 RfB+ Kd7 27 BfS+ Ke7
28 Gf7 mate.
Times at the end were 5:58 for both Computers. Seeing
play like the Above one wonders if the Amsterdam is
ever likely to lose - the next game shows that he can!
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Game 16 the MA v TK Match. SICILIAN Defence.
Wh. MEPH AMSTERDAM (12)

8l. 5CTI TURBD KASPAROY (3)

l 84 5 72 ¢3
8CO tells me this is the Alapin/Sveshnikov line! - see
note at move 12-.

2 - Nfé6 3 e5 Nd5 4 dd exd 5 exd do 6 Nf3 Ncé 7 Bea NbS

B Bb5 dxe S Nxe5 Bd7 10 Ne3 Nxe5 1) dxe5* Bxb5 12 GxdB+
The abcve-mentioned Sveshnikov played 12 NxbS against
Kasparav in 1979 when Black played Qxdl+ 13 ixdl and
then 14 Kel defends Wnite's e pawn.



12 ~ Hxdd* 13 Nxb5 aé&i
'Ruining' A balanced-looking position by winning a
pawn!
i% Ne3 Ned4 15 eS8 fxe 16 b3 Ne5 17 Be3 Nd3+ 18 Ke2 e5
13 Rhagl?:
ts this best? 19 g3 would deny a useful retreat
sguare to the Knight, but allovs Black time to play
)
10— NC4s 20 /63
X had not expected this. Now, you may (I hope) say,
‘dow did he know that when the TK has no hint or
forward analysis lunctions?' The answer 1s that, if
the 1K is expecting the move played, its Digplay
Move will immediately be flashing its expected
response. If the move is unexpected it is 3-4 secs
before any apswer is displayed. So 1 gather that
here the 1€ had expected the King to retreat rather
than the bold advance.
20 - Rxdl
Perhaps both here and the pext move e6 is best
21 Nxdl Ng6& 722 Bbs (assessment +U.50) Nhi+ 23 Kg3
NFS+ 24 Xh3 g6 |
24 - Ndé stops the check but is pot as guod
25 RdB+ K{7 26 Rd7 Nd6 27 f37¢
This seems to lose the slight edge, though 1 am
not sure vhat is better. Perhaps 27 Na& Bhé 28 Nc5
ReS 29 b4 and a very small plus?
27 - Kell
Times are MA 1:08, TK 0:34;
2B Ke7 (-0.2G) 8né 29 Bc5 RbB 30 Ned N8 3! Kyd b2t
32 Ba3 Bf4 33 g3 Be3 34 Kha
In this interesting struggle the MA has anticipated

few of the TK moves and starts to make his moves
rather quickly, though he actually ends up with good
spare time.

34 - b6 35 Reé+ KF7 36 h3 a5 37 He3 Bdd 38 Re? b5i
The MA had forward nlanped and anticipated this move
from playing 36 h3. Now he realises that the intended
39 Nd6 wont do as Nxd§ 40 Bxdé Ke6é gives 1K a clear
Advantage.

39 Bel Bb6 40 Rd? (-0.20) Keé
Times are MA 1:46; TK 1:33

41 Rd3 Ndé'i
A fine move obtaining Rook and Xnight freedom,
undoubling his pawns and leaving MA to wonder if the
chance to recover his pawn is worth the cost!

42 Nxdé h5+i 43 Kh5 exdé 44 Bo2
Assessed at -0.5Q0; but considering 44 Xxhé Rh8+ as
even worse!

44 - Rh3 45 h4 BdB8i 46 a4 bh 47 hxg hxg+ 48 Kg4 Rg8

49 Re3 Be7 50 Rel Rhg
Watch MA fight his way back really nicely now - until
move 62 of which mare later!

51 Bel
51 Hcl wont work - Rh2! 52 Bxg5 Bxg5 53 Kxg5 RbZ2!

51 - Kc8 52 8b6 RaB 53 Rhl! d5 54 Rhé+ Bf6 55 Rgé d4

56 Rhé d3 57 Be3 RgB 58 Bel Ke7 59 Kf5 RfB 50 Rgh gb
MA is back in the game now - I put 'well done' on ny
score pad, not knowing what was coming. Timgs;gMA
2:47, TK 2:19

8l Hxot (+D.60) ReB 52 Ke4y???
A real blunder; in all hanesty the first 1 have seen
from the Amsterdam. 1t seems sure TK will reply with



Rf8 or Rh8 and actually takes 12 mins when checked — — sem——mmmemme oo e

—

later to see the effects of TK's actual reply. AN APOLOGY TD MEPKISTO:

Funnily (7) enough, when presented with the position T

from TK's side, it found TK's move immediately! With the AMSTEKDAM winnming games in my Tests in A
82 - Rxc4! Hatio of 3:1 I feel I have been somewhat unfair having

Excellent; the b abd d pawn pincer must win noy tun out of space in the %tage of wins/losses from
63 bxct (-5.401) b2 64 Balw KeB 65 Kxf6 d2 66 Kxed its games which I have printed. Sorry! The balance will
dl=Q 67 Kfa Gal 68 Be> (-Y.99 resigns) b2 69 Bd4 Qcl«! be re-dressed next time, I have plenty of fine wins
and wins easily. and positions from its play from various Matches.

(T I RS S R SR TR T AR Y e R TR R R AT e e R Rt el R R L R S b Rkl

HiTech 2350 13 F.PRIVATE LINE 1555 29=AVE SARGON 4 1875
1 MEPHISTQ AMSTEKDAM 2203 14 CONCHESS/4 1594 29=COLOSSUS 4 1875
Cray 8litz 2172 15=N.SUPER CONST 1992 31 SAKGON 3 1860
Belle 2155 15=F ,EXCELLENCE /4 1932 32 COoLOssUs 2 1B52
BeBe 2144 17 S.TURBOSTAK 432 1991 33 5.TURBO 16k/12 1850
2 F.AVANT CARDF/8 2132 Psion/8 1986 34 WHITE KNIGHT 12 1848
Int Chess S5ft 2 2125 18 F.ELEGANCE /3.6 1955 35 SUPER ENTERPRISE 1632
3 CONCHESS PLYMAE/S 2063 Awvit 1974 38 FLELITE OLD 183D
Nuchess 2062 Phoenix 1970 37 N.CONST/2 1820
4 F.AVANT GARDE/S 2052 Advance 2.4 1552 38 MYCHESS 2 1812
Chaos 2052 19=F .EXCELLENCE /3 1548 3I9-PHILIDOK 1.5.2 1805
5 N.CONST EXPERT 2047 19=F ,SENSOKY 12/5 1548 39=LA REGENCE AL ‘EMPCKEUR 1805
6 CONSHESS/6 2050 21 F.PRESTIGE 1924 41 S.EXPRESS 16k/8 1300
7 F.EXCELLENCE /S 2022 22=FELITE A 1910 42 F,SCNSORY 2/2 1750
Advance 3 2016 22=CONCHESS/2 1914 43 MEPHISTO 2A 1750
B=MEPHISTO MM2 2015 Ostrich 1910 44 CONCHESS AO 1748
8=CONCHESS PLYMATE /4 2015 24 MEPHISTO EXCL/12 1904 45=MEPHISTO 3A 1740
1C FL.ELITE C 2013 25 PSION 4L 1202 45=CHESS 2001 1740
11 S.TURBO KASRAROV 2108 26 FLELITE B 1893 47 WHITE KNIGHT 1) 1730
Orvell 65 2000 27 N.CONST/3.6 ispd 48 S,SUPERSTAR 1725
12 MEPHISTC BLITZ 1998 2B F.SENSORY 12/3 1876 49 CYkUS Z.5 1724

That's it folks! Best wishes to all till next time. (¥ic



