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The purpose in publishing the "NEHS SHEET” is to provide a survey of the CHESS
COMPUTER scene, with a special emphasis on realistic assessments of the PLAYING
ABILITIES of the many Hachines mow available. Hy work at COUNTRYRIDE COMPUTERS
is of special help in this as we handle there a very wide range of Computers
and 1 enjoy a freedoe to maintain personal opinions and preferences which |
seek to share mith Readers. Final Games and Articles selection for each Issue
is dene independently and selely by myself, The NEWS SHEET is also finamced by
syself and by KS Readers whose voluntary contributionz are always wxelcome
(please/); but folk iho mwake little attempt to ‘pay their way’ will wot remain
on the Mailing List for ever, (Himt: £5 just covers my costs for 4 Issues;
Foreign Readers £8 - 1 try to produce 5 lIssues per year). Articles or (apes
seat In by Reader: er others Involved in Chess Computing will always recelve
falr consideration for pubiication./
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Welcome to another edition of the MENS SHEET - and thanks to all for the many
responses and "subs” since NS/23... 1 actually made a small profit! Now so much
seens to have happened since Issue 23 that it feels as if far more than just
2%/ zonths have gone by! The Table of CONTENTS itself will, I think, whet your
appetites csomewhat' In order to fit everything in, some Articles wmll have to
be reduced perhaps more than they deserve, but T will try to cover as much as
possible.

Conmntents

* Hegener % Blaser (Mephisto) to TAKE-QVER Fidelity!?
* The NOVAG SUPER “B" - repart, opinion and games.

¥ The MEPHISTO ACADEMY at the Sritish Championships!

¥ ROSS WITHEY Test - Results and Comment.

* Very Interesting vs HUMAN results - and some Qames.

* Latest RATING LISTS.
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Take—oOower T al ks

The take-over of FIDELITY by MEPHISTO hzs to be the biggest news in Computer
Chess far some years. We first heard of the possibility some 5 or & weeks ago
and, whilst specific details have to be worked out, everything is proceeding
according to plan so far.

What are the implications? Firstly, I don‘t believe there is any reason for the
average Chess Computer owner to be anything but encouraged! I am certain that
competition for the top programme and maximum advances in playing strength eath
year will continue unaffected. Indeed Richard Lang and Dan & Kathe Spracklen
will each be as keen as possible to press their claims for providing Regener &
Glaser with the top programme and, for thesselves, the position of "No. 1 Prog-
ramger", There is also the chance that the two parties may even get together
tar a charing of ideas which could enzble each Programme ta bemefit from areas
where the other 1s better?!
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In any case, | fully expect both the "Mach 2/3/4" and the “"Amsterdam-Almeria®
SEr1E5 t0 continue quite separately for at least the ismediate future. Indeed I
can equally see the possibility that Hegener & Glaser could in the future shtart
adaptirg the Spracklen's programme for use in their own Mpdular format. This
could mean that an owner of one of Mephisto's Modular/Exclusive/Munchen up-
gradeable boards could have the choice of not caly the Schroeder &302 progr-
ammes (Febell, HHM#) and Richard Langs, but also ome of the Spracklens! In this
way all three programmes would remain in competition,

My mersonal opinicn fwhich [ can siate withaut tao much fear of accuszations of
Sias 1n the latest circumstances) is that, when on equal hardware, Richard
Lang's programpe 1< the stronger... indeed I have good reason to believe his
next could be 3 rea! "haymaker®.... but do remember that, even now, the Almeria
68020 runs at 120Hz and the Mach 4 48020 at 20MHz., Mevertheless 1 am equally
conscious of the fact that there is not that much in it and, tn another year or
two, I could be telling a different story,

Df course it is aleo quite poseible that the separate styles, which affect both
appearznce and play, could each be retained, and the majority of the camputers
from both sides continue to be available. FRemember, Fidelity programmes are
basizally full-width and Mephisto’= selective, whether in the 4502 or &8000
series format, and it is still not 100% clear which will prove the better in
the lang term now that some of the full-width systems are using extensions to
give an additional selective-type search. | am sure that Hegener & Glaser will
mare their celections designed to bring commercial benefit, and that means not
anly keeping all current Mephisto and Fidelity fans, but also enticing owners
of other machines to change., To be successful, a take-over must result in
gronth; therefore they aust work for an enlargement of the available market
i,e. more conversions to the idea of owning a chess computer), and capture &
bigger percentage of that market. To do that they must sell what customers
want, and at a competitive price, which has to be good for us.

In the end we may not be so auch affected by all of this in Britain anyway. 1
at pretty certain that 4 & 6°s eye 1¢ malnly on the enormous American market,
Despite the introduction of the excellent value HOMDIAL 58000 Xb (Just £299 1n
this country for the very strong Dallas programme!), plus the MEGA 4 and  now
the ACADERY (which are also very competitive machinez and =2lling eutremely
well in most placess, the USA market remeins largely unreached. 1 think the
take-over 1s rurposed to remedy that, and therefare the ceparate identitiss of
Mephicsto ant Fidelify may in fact be retained for lomoer than cre might think.
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Novag "= SUFER B arrives

There have already been two distinct reactions to the new B progranme for the
MOYAG SUPER FDRTE & EXPERT,

These wha made their purchase or went In for the upgrade with s philosgphical
view should have been pretty saticfied, It is clearly (in my view) petter than
the crigingl version, having fad ite previous under-ectimate of Fooks ad)usted
seyenhat, and its celective search system sltered to improve early move sel-
ection thus enabling the selectivity to be intreased without harming the tike-
lhtood of tinding “uniikely® moves {e.g. sacrifices). 1 alsc detect iwprove-
ments 1n the end-game which makes play through the wnole game much nore satis-
tactory and there 1s a better fozling of vonzistency in the machine.



A the cther hand those whose expectations were based on ths Eureka advertising
for 1t fwhich in turn was hsased mainly on 2 few of Larry Kaufman's Tests in the
USA using an 9MH:z versicn) have been comewhat disappointed, if the letters 1
have receil¥zd arg anything to go by, Indeed Larry himself wrote on 20 June, “Hy
4072 resuits Tar Hovay SUPER B (at SWHz) dropped off sharply in wy 2nd. dozen
gases, as it did poarly vz, Schroeder’s ACADEHY, After 24 games It rates at
“fly" 2064 which implies 2030-2040 at éHHz”. | don't have Larry’'s actual SUPER
B vs ACALEMY figurez, but the following shows the total of sost of the other
results which I have in at this time for the SUPER B at &MHz.

NOV SUPER FORTE-EXP B/& Rating 2079 +/- 43 vs hums 1974 in 26

v MefH ALWERLA 32 4.5 LLE v FID 68020 MACH 4 353 d.a
v FIG &B0D0 MACH 3 L3 2.5 v ¥ASP RENAISSANCE D/10 3 3
v MEPH MOND/DALLAS XL Z 0 v MEPH ROMA L& 3 4
v MEPH ACADEMY 4.5 39 v FID 63000 MACH 2ZC 9 8
v MEPH MEGA 4 4,5 3,5 v HEPH AMSTERDAM 2 {
v MEPH Mid/5 3 4 v KASP STRATOS/CORONA 4 ¢

Ahy  "gozt"? Well, there ave also sone good, nem features included within the
upgrade version. Hot least of these is the opportunity for the user to increase
ar gecrease selectivity, Novag themselves recommend that it be left on Select
3, but indicate that Select 4 {s a possibility for games at over 3 mins per
mave, Incidentally, the new Select ! is the equivalent of the cld Normalj and
the new Select 2 is the equivalent of the ald V55! This shows how the selective
search and aove ordering algorithms have been improved ta enable the larger
celects to produce better results, These guicker timings often obtained in
Tests even apply in tactical situakions.

What the WNEWS SHEET Rating List needs is all Results at all selects used by
each reader. Only this will enable me to calculate for you which produces the
best results all round. Thus far there is (the usual!?) divergence of opinion!
Ore person thinks sel.2 is best {and only sent me his sel.2 results); two think
sel. 3 1s best {I am one of thoee!')y one thinks =el.4 is best (and only sent -
hiz sel.4 results) and another thinks sel.o is best (I did too, at first). The
problea, of course, 1s that, it 1 include Owner A's sel.2 results (which repr-
esent his best) and don’t have his results at 3, 4 and 5; and them intlude
Owner 0's results at sel.4 but can’t use his at sel.2, 3 and 5; and then I
include only my own at sel.3 twhich are just best on my tests).... the result
15 that [ will be only including the best results and ignoring the poorer ones.
If all the best results were at the sanpe sel. level, then there would be no
problem, and I would just use those, But now, should T use A's sel.2 and add oy
sel.2 results to his {not so good'}; or should I use D’s cel.d and add my sel.d
results to those (not so bad!)? It is also obvious that, if Owner D has been
able to tonclude that, in his Tests, =el.4 is kest... then he must have some
other results to compare them with. Plezse, can 1 have them too, as well as the
ones youy want me to have!?

G0, 1f a reader only tests at one sel. - that’s fine, ! will include them ail.
If & reader uses two or more sel. - T will include them bath/all if he sends
them both/all, or I will use nane if he only sends the best!

CFf course, sameone will 1mmediately spot that, instead of only using the Novag
SUPER EB's best results, even though at different sel. levels, which would give
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the Novag an unfair advantage, 1 will ncw be using & misture which will include
poorer results, For example, let us suppose that in the end, =el.J and sel.d
prove virtually identical and best, and we learn that we can include both with-
out having any eifect on the overall Rating. Thuc events finally prove sel.?
and sel.9 to be that "bit" worse. If I am including sel.? and sel.J for the
time being, then obviously this ic temporarily prejudicial to the MNovag.
Therefore ! as totally relying on readers to please send me all of their
resulte as soon as they can, This will enable me to distinguish between the
resuits at the different sel. levels and not only include a correct Rating for
the Novag B's on the List, but alsc advise readers on the best sel. levels for
future use. At present my view is that there will not be more than 20 Elo
between sel.2 and sel. 34, but maybe 30-40 Elo between s=el.3/4 and =el,5. For
the present, o©n the basis that best results seem to be at sel.3 and 4, the
results for fatings only make use of the results which ! have for those sel.
levzis, The sel.2 and sel.D "fans" might feel thwarted - but I assure you that
1# [ had used yous plus the other sel.2 or T results 1 have, the overall
results would have put Novag's Rating slightly lower. If you send me all of
your other results, maybe the effect on the sel.3/4 figures will indicate that
you were right after all! Incidentally, the same protlem and principle apply to
the Mephisto ACADEMY, and T do want all rezilts for that as well, please.

Well, that wzs a complicated business... but I hape you've grasped the general
1dea. Just to confuse the issus, Steve Maugham (a Cambridge University graduate
and a bit of a whizz at mathematics) and I (ahem!) are developing a campletely
new 1dea for using Test positions to rate Computers! You see, I think the idea
that Machine A (finding the best move in 3 mins), is therefore better than
Machine B (finding it in i3) may not always be right. Suppose Machine A had a
real "rubbish" move for those first 5 mins? And suppose Machine B had a  good
move - one not so much inferior to the Lest move. Which Computer is better?
Surely B! It will be better at the faster speeds as well as more reliatle for
analysis and more consistent 1n its overall results,

We believe that, using various Beat the Masters positions from Pergavon CHESS
which gives individual stores for the different moves in each Test position, we
can develop an improved Rating method. This will erable Computers to be graded
from the order of their Move Selection and the times for each Selecticn. Steve
is apay in America at the moment, and it is hiz original concept more than mine
g0 [ don’t want to "jump the gun". HWhen he returns we will produce an Article
and a new set of Test positions... the Ultimate Test? Perhaps not! There will
never be a true replacement for playing full games of Checsz, and there are
definite limits in the benefits to be gained when reducing Chezs to one-move
situations., But the idea has undergone some Testing already, and I have uszed
the NOVAG SUPER EXPERT B/& an 20 such positions, carefully recarding the Move
Changes and Change Times. &n incredible mathematical formula cof Steve's which 1
have managed to get to actually work on my Amstrad ('0° level plodder that 1
was) enzbles uz to vonvert the results into a % Grading at the Time elections
ot our choice. The following Tsble gives some of the results:-

NOWAG SUPER EXPERT B/b

sel,2 sel.3 sel.d4 sel.d
10 sece S56.24  98.9%  9b.1%  95.0%
30 =secs E2.6%4 &3 0% 61210 80.0%
1 min 6,17 67,14 62,74 60.5%
3 mins §7.7%  &B.ZL 63.2%  AZ AU
10 mins £9.0% 4627 B3.3L &S5.8%



0f course sel.3 is highly unlikely to be worse at 10 mins than 3! However the
Tests were Jost run far 15 mins on each position {(they can easily be adapted
for 30 mins or an hour per position, but 20 tests x 4 =el. levels % | howr = no
NEWE SHEET uatil October!). At & mins the sel.3 "lost" the best move and chose
g much weaker one. ALl of the other =el. levels took over 20 mins to "find" the
came “improvement™ 1'?)  and thus escaped the loss of Rating which sel.3
cactained, This was the only problem I let rum for longer than the 13 mins as
the sudden change of move was such a surprise and 1 wondered what would
actually happen to the other sel. levels. Although they all ¢ell eventually,
the Time Limit at {2 minc was applied throughout the Test and thus ignores the
later changz for sel.2, 4 and 5. We cannot change the rules of a Test just
becsuse 2 result looks strange or fails to suit our purposes. Nor should we
just use the results that euit us.

I believe this method has good potential and ! am looking forward to scouwring
YCHESS” for an improved selection of positions to work with. In the meantiaoe
the test as it ctands indicates that sel.l and then sel.? are more likely 1o
produce best results.... we shall see,

Saitek ""D' Frogramme

Rererence 15 made elcewhere fo results of the new Szitek/Kasparov RENRISSANCE D
programme. RENRIGSAMZE is the name for the new board, replacing the Galileo,
and "D* ropresents the new programme. In commercial terms the "B" was the
Stratos  and the "C" the Simultano. I wanted to include this brief note as the
vz. Human results guoted elseshers for Renaissance D/10MHz are not as good as
{“m sure the manufaciurers must have hoped. However the new programme has been
getting some good resulte vs. other computers. Some scorec are in from Larry
Kaufman, who rates .t about equal to the Novag Super B programme; other scores
are already in from Sweden, though the new board and programme are not avail-
asle in this country yet, as far as I know, Nick Gibbons has promised one to me
35 ccon  as they are, so there could well be some fuller coverage in the next
N3, For now, here is a sumnary of results which might give a better picture of
what ta expect in terms of playing strength.

KASP RENAISSANCE D/10 Rating 2094 +/- 41  vs hums 1992 in 29

v F1D 68020 MACH 4 4 & v MEFH ALMERIA 16 4,5 1.G
v NOV SUPER FORTE-EdP B/& 3 3 v MEFH ACADERY 7 3

v MEPH MEGA 4 B.5 3.5 v PSION ATARI/IEM & 4

y WDV SUF FORTE-EXF A/ 19.35 5.5 v rlD 66000 CLUR B 6.3 3.9
v ¥ASP STRATOS/CORONA 3 4
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Mephisto Academy at the
Er-itish Championships""!

! am writing this part of “he NEWS SHEET as the last item before printing, and
in a state of exhaustion after a most exciting and interesting fartnight in
Plymouth. YWe {(i.e. Michavl Healey and Countrywide) decided to enter the
Mephizto ACADEMY as a change from the ALBERIA 32 which we had entered at
Calderdale earlier 1in the year. HKnowing that the last tine Computers were
ertered in the British MAJOR OFEN the results were 11/33 for the Par Excellence



and a 160 grade, with the Mephisto ReGell at 159 and Novag forte (98, we were
constious that this would be @ very tough test for a medium-prices machine
agalnst strony and msinly county or county strength playere.

The view ot the BCF Controllers when we arrived was that we could hope for a
0% score for cne of the machines, but they thought it unlikely we would get
16 /2 poipts total and a 5O% score overall. T must confeze we made this our
"target", and 1t was always touch and go! With 8/15 approaching half-way, we
nearly had a 3/3 on day &. However the computer went into a long think on its
40th move in a totally won pasition, and permission for us to press the Enter
tutton {given because the game was clearly won) was received just too late and
the flag fell only 10 secs, betore the Academy annaunced Mate in 5! So 1t was
10718, but the computers acpeared to sulk on the next 2 days and drogped to
12/28 and a grading at araund 178 BCF,

It 1s strange how nerve-racking such cituations can become and the desire to
get that 304 barrier became a stronger challenge ta the operating team a=  each
day went by, especially as the outcome ceemed so uncertain. However 2/3 1n baoth
of the nest rounds put "us" onto 14/30 and things looked very hopeful. However
an early loes 1n the last round to e 2000 grade who played a tremendous game
leftt us wishing we'd got that "lost paint" from day & which would have sctually
left us safe and sound before the last round!

Gladly a win and a draw against our other opporents (175 and {78 BCF) gave us
the necessary, plus 8 bit to epare at 1742 from 33, and allowed the team some
time to get involved in the excitement of the CHAMPICNSHIP itself where Michael
fdams was by now looking likely to beat Murray Chandler and get ist, place
outright. David Norwood had already agreed am early draw, which was what he
needed for his third GM norm. and the GM Title, Underctandably he chose to go
far this rather than risk a try for the win and possibly lose the "norm" 1in
trying too hard for the British Title. But with Jon Mestel having won, Adams
needed a win also to stay the '/, point clear, o it was a very exciting
finish. Indeed, the last round had started with no less than 7 players all
within a /2 pt. of each other, so you could hardly ask for anything closer,

However I have to confess that it was the ACADEMY’s performance which gripped
us the more, and the catisfaction with the outcome made the hard work worth-
while, The grading 1s likely to finish at around 182 BCF - and this 1s the
figure which has been included in the Rating List, though it can easily &e
adjusted should it go up a little when the next BCF List comes out, which is
the one operating for these Championships. [ only have available some of the
games from tha early rounds at the moment, so an exciting one (almost heart-
stopping at times!) which was played by a computer 1 was operating at the time
follows., It should be noted that Mr Jowett is a computer cuner and came with a
carefully prepared opening and plen, playing determinedly for the win. however
the Academy found the right moves at critical moments and it was the opponent
who was glad of the draw in the end, by his own admission.

F JOWETT {80 BCF, Mephisto ACADEMY

lc4dcd 2ZNINck Jgh *eb 8 832 d5 5cvdexd o df NFE 7 Ncd Ned B 0-0
NCI 9 bred b6 10 o4 dxc 11 NeS!? Wpel?! 12 dwel Oxdl 13 Rwdl RbB {4 Bré+
ke? 15 BgSt Keb 16 ed! ht |7 Bed+ Kd7 13 Buf7+ ¥rh 19 BdB Egh 20 RdS Bd?
21 Radl RxdE 22 Rxd7'! Rxd7? 23 BeB! b5 24 eb Be7 20 exd7 Kc?7 26 dB=0+ DBxdb
27 BxbS 3 28 4 g5 29 Rcl guf 20 gxf RgB+ 32 K2 Fgd! 32 Rycd Rxfdt 33
KgZ Reed 34 Ruco+ Khéd 35 RhD Be7+ 36 KiS feS 37 ReeS+ and agreed drawn!



6ANES SELECTION

Novag SUPER EIPERT B/6 - ¥idelity BACH 4. | min per move.

eded 2 fd4dexf 3NE3 g5 4 Bed Bg? 5 h4 g4 6 Rgd Kho 7 d4 6 8§ Bxfd Qa7
9 *Ned gb4 10 Qd3 fxg3 Il hxg KE7 12 0-0-0 ¢6 13 Rh4 Kd6 14 o3 Qf8 15 Bdd
d5 16 exd ep Qxd6 17 Relt (+094) Bet (+058) 18 Qf3 Xe7 19 Rxg4 Ka6 20 Bxeé
Nxet 21 Rxeb (+304) Qxeb (-17/) 11 Red Qxed 23 Qxed+ Kd8 24 Nd5?! exd 23
QxdS+ KeB 26 Qeb+ Kd8 27 g6 nxg 28 BgSt X7 29 Qf7 Kb6 30 Qxg6+ Ead 31 Qxq7
Rhi+ 32 Kd2 by 33 d5 RIhG 34 d6 Ragd 35 Qo3+ Kb 36 47! Nb8 37 Qd4+ ¥c? 38
Bf4 Xb7 3¢ Qd5+ Xb6 40 BeS Ncb 41 Bf6 Xe7 42 Xel RA8 43 Qxb3?! Xxd7 44
Bxh8 Rxh8 43 Q45+ K¢7 46 g4 Rh7 47 gd ReT+ 48 Xf3 ReS 49 Qf7+ Re? 30 Qcd
kd7 51 QdS+ ¥e7 52 ¥f4 Red 59 g6 Rf2+47 54 Kgd RE1 55 Qf7+ Rxf7 56 gxf7 Xbé
57 £8=0 kb5 38 ad+ Kbb 59 Ef4 Kc7 60 Ked /-0)

Fidelity MACH 4 - Novag SUPER EXPERT B/6. 1 nin per move.

{edci 2 NE3d6 3 d4 cxd 4 Nxdd Nf6 5 Ncd a6 6 BgS e6 7 £4 b 8 &5 dxe ¢
fxe Qc7 10 exf Qe5+ 11 Bed Qxg5 12 0-0 Ra7 13 *Rf22) *RdT 14 Qd3 Qed {5 Rdl
{ap to hére Kovag plags the same on sel.3/4/5, However, they now diverge):-
i.5e/.3)

13 - gxf 16 Ne4 Be7 17 B3 (-0 18 Rfd2 37! 19 Nf2 Rfd® 20 c3 Bg§S 21 Re?
Qg? 21 Qc2 Bfs 221 Red Dxd4 24 cxd4 al 25 Rcd Bab 26 d3 b4 27 RcH ad 26 Rel
Bb7T 29 (xa4 e} 30 RbS ed 31 Bdl Qxb) 32 g4! Rc? 33 BbI fxg 34 Qxbd g3 35
hxg Naé 36 Qa§ e 37 Ned Rab? 36 d6 RcS 39 Rxb7 Rxai 40 Bxf7+ ¥fg 41 Rxbl
Xxt7 42 Rxel... aad with Khite's centralised pieces versus Black's grouped of
the a-file, plus the pawn situation, #hite won on meve 72, so -0,

b.sgl. 4]

18 - BeS! (s key move, gissed by sel 3) 16 Axby axb L7 ¢3 gxf 18 b4 Ba7 19
0xb5 0-0 20 Rf2 REd8?) 21 a4? Baé 22 QneS fxed 23 by /-830/) exd (+367) 24
Khi dxe¢ 25 Rxd7 Rxd7 26 Rxcd Rd2 27 Bf3 Bb7 28 Rel Bxf3 29 gxfd Xd7 30 al
Ne5 31 Rfl Ra2 32 b4 BbE 33 b7 Kd3 34 Xgl Rxad 35 Rdl Rad 36 Rd2 RBI 37 43
Rbl+ 38 Xq3 Nfd+ 39 Xhd N45+ 40 Rgd Rxb7 41 Kf2 Be5 [0-1),

c.sel. §)

15 - BcS! 16 Nxb3 axd3 17 ¢3 gxf 18 b4 Ba? 19 Qxb§ 0-0 20 Rf3 RdY /tais
compares with Rfds played of se/,4) R43' 11 Qcd Baé 23 Rgd+ Qxg3 23 nxgd Bxcd
14 Bxcq R3d8 /¢537) 25 Kh1 (-799) e5 26 NbS Rxdl 17 Nxa7 Rfd8 28 a4 R8d2 29
ad a7 30 Hed Rel 31 Ke7+ X8 32 Nd5 £3 33 Bb3 RbY! 34 Bad Rxdy 35 Be2 Rfl
36 g4 e4 37 gxf e3 38 BB fand resigas, 0-i;.

Mephisto ACADENY - Novag SUPER RIPERT 3/6. ! min per mave.

| ¢4 g6 (! for surprise} 2 d4 Bg7 3 ¢3! *d6 (Novag out of Book first... the ! -
¢6 Idea nseds further preparation) 4 f4 Rf6 35 e3 dxe 6 fxe Nd72 7 *Bed 0-0 §
Rf3 ¢35 9 e6?! fxe 10 dxc (#035) Qc? (+034) 11 b4 Neb 12 Qb3! ER8! 13 Nbdd
NEG! 14 Be4 Nd3 LS Bxdd exd} 16 0-0 Qd8 17 Rael BES 18 c4 dd4 19 Bgd hé 30
Bb4 Re8 21 h3 =, d3 (+040j 12 Ned Bxed 13 Rxed 42 (pushing it too far) UM
Rfdl Hd4 25 Nxd4 Bxd4+ 326 Kbl ¢5 27 Bqgd e 28 DBxed+ (+1€9) Bxed 29 Rxe§ Rf2
30 0ed Qf6? 31 Re6 RENt 32 Yh2 Rxdi? 33 Rxf6é Rhit 34 ¥g3 (f-0/ If 34 - d!I=¢
35 Rxh6+ announcing X/6!).



Jovaq SUPER EXPERT B/6 - Nephisto ACADENY. | min per move,

1d4d5 2 céded 3 Hed NE6 4 Bgd Be? 5 e3 0-0 6 Kfd hé 7 Bxfé Bxfé 8 ¢xd
*exd 9 Be2 c¢6 10 *0-0 Bf§ 1 Rel Nd7 12 b4 Qe7 13 b5 Rfed 14 a4 Rac@ 13
bxc bxc 16 BA3 Bg4 17 h3 BhS 18 Rbl RbE 19 Qcd Bxf3 20 gxf3 Bhd 21 f4
(1003) g8 (+013) 13 Khl £5 23 Rgl Kh7 24 Rgel RB6 23 ad Rb8 26 Ndi Rxbi? 127
Rxbl Nb® 18 af! (threatesing R57) Qd6 29 Rb7+ Re? 30 (b1?! (Academy had
gxpected gbl, which leoks better) Nd77 (isn’t Rxb7 the correct move?) 31 Rxal
Nf6 31 Rxel! (to find this move, Novag takes /md6 on sel.2, 0m43 on sel.d and
2810 on seél.4) Qxe? 33 Qb8 (#321) W47 (-292) 34 Qb7 XhG 33 a7 Qad 36 ab=(
(1-0).

fere 5 a surprising openiag Book win against the Mach IC.

Fidelity MACE 3C - Novag SUPER XIPERT B/6. i min per move.

1 ed e5 2 Nf3 Neo 3 Bb5 a6 4 Bad Nfé6 5 0-0 Nxe4d 6 d4 bS 7 Bb3 d5 B dxo Beb
9 ¢c3 Bes 10 Nbd? 0-0 11 Bel KxfE2 {2 *Ruf? (Ravag’s Book [s prapared for all
Kach 2°s replies right up to move 23!) £6 13 exf Bxfi+ 14 Kxf2 Qxf6 13 Ygl
Rasd 16 a4 b4 17 NbY NeS 18 cxb Bg4 {9 QxdS+ Knb 20 Bed Nxfd 21 gxf3 Rxed
12 Qxed Bxf3 23 Qe3 *BA5 24 Bd2 Qg6+ 25 (g5 Qed 26 Bf4 (-792) Qhl+ (457) 27
Kfl Q€3+ 28 Eel Rxf4 29 Qd8+ REG 30 Qxf8+ Qxf8 31 Kd2 Qxb4 37 Rel Qxbl 33
Ydl Bb3+ 34 Nxb3 Qxbd 35 Ke2 Qb2+ 36 Idl Qd4+ 37 Kc2 Qxadt 36 b2 Qbdt 139
Yal (and resigns, 0-1).

Nephisto MEGA 4 - Novag SUPER EYPERT B/6. | nin per move.

1 ¢4 N6 2 e5 Nd5 3 c4d ND6 4 d4 d6 5 exd *sxd 6 Nfd Be7 7 Be2 0-0 6 Red
Red 9 *0-0 (this time sel.5 does not coge out on top. On sel.3 the game
continued...)

a.58l.3)

9 - Bf3 10 BE4 Bet 11 d5 Bgd 12 Hd4 Bxe2 13 Qxel §847 14 b3 Bgd 135 Qq4 Bxfd4
16 Qxf4 NeS 17 Rfe) (+026) a6 (+003) 18 NE5 cxd 19 ¢S g5 20 Qg3 Neb /-/33)
31 Hud6 (#108) Nxd6 22 Rxe5 f6 23 RxdS Qe? 24 f4 NE7 25 Radl Qed+ 26 Qxel
Reed 27 Nb3 gxf 28 RA7 ab 29 Nd6 NeS (-0/07) 30 Rxb? Rel 31 Rl f3 32 gxf
Rxad (-097) 33 f4 (4176 and Mege weat on to win after & tough struggle, 1-0)
The Nephisto alsu won the games with Novag on sel.2 and sel. 4, so it is ¢lear
that this particular Opening, as played, is better for ¥pite. The following was
the easiest win:-

b.sel.5]

g - Bf6 10 Bed Bg4 11 Qd3 Kab 12 Hed d5?! 13 Nxf6 Qxf6 14 c3 Hcd4 13 QbI Hxed
16 fxed Qed 17 Qxb? Qxe3+ 18 Rfl1 Rab8 19 Qxab Rxb2 20 Rel Bxf3 21 gxf3 Qxd4
32 Qxa7 Red 13 Qxe? Rxal 24 Qd7 Qed (altrough you would expect sel.? and sel.d
to be guite different, it is surprising how often these two actually plap the
same goves, In this very game, for example, they both played exactly the same up
ta here. Now sel.2 went 24 - Rf8 (-110) and lasted somewhat longer). 115 cb d4
(neat trap, but...) 26 ¢7 Red 27 Refl hé 28 Bab Rxf2 [-635 and 1-0).

Mephisto ALXERIX 32 - Novag SUPER EXPERT B/6. ! min per nave.
1c4ded 2 Ned Neb 3 el gb 4d4db 5 d5 Hee? 6 e4 Bg? 7 NE3 *Rfé 8 *Bel 0-0
9 0-0 Nd7 10 Bed £3! Ll Ngd Nf6 12 £3 hé 13 Nebl? (-078) Bxeb [+/44) 14 dxeb



fxe 15 fxe Xh? 16 ¢35 a6 17 Qb3 ad (457! for 2 ajns) 13 Radl Qb8 19 a4 Ncd
10 Kh1 b6 11 cxd Nxd6? 27 e? Re® (+0817) 13 Qeb (+169/) Ndxed 24 Nxed Nxe4
25 Bb5 Qc8 16 BA7 Qb8 27 Bcé Nd6? 28 Rxd6!! cxd (-549) 29 Bed Bie 30 QfT+
Khe 31 QxE8+ XB7 32 Qxgb+ Xhe 33 QhT mate, )-0.

Jovag SUPER EIPERT B/6 - Iasparov STRATOS. I min per nove,

lLedcl 2c3Nf6 3¢5 NS 4 d4 oxd 3 RfD Ne6 6 Bed Rbo 7 Bb3 d6 B axd Qudé
9 Na3 *dxc 10 Qxd6 exds 1l Nb> cxb 12 *Bxb2 Rb& 13 0-0-0 Be? 14 Rhel Kf8 1§
§xd6 Bxdé 16 Rxdé BA? 17 Bad! Kg8 L8 Ng§ f+#J16) RI8? /#£317/) 19 Wxf7 (+529)
g6 [-460) 20 Nxh8+ Kg7 21 Rxd? Nxd? 20 Bxfg Yxf8 13 Bad¢ NdeS 24 ¥cl? fup to
here the selects 1-5 play the same, Now sel.4/5 start to make heavy weather of
things.... compare sel.3 shown later}.

3.sel. 4}

34 Yc2? Ngd 25 Xe3? Kg7 26 RbI? NaS 27 Rb4 Rfs 28 RbS bo 29 Kxgb hxgé 30
ReS Ef7 31 £3 Nh3 32 BbS+ Nxb3 33 axbd Nf4 34 ¢3 HhY 35 Kd4 Ngl 36 Ked Nh$
37 £4 Nf2+ 3¢ Yd4 Kf6 39 h4 Rkl 40 g4 Nf2 4l g5+ Kf7 42 Rel Nh3 43 Xe3 Keb
44 Rhi Nxg5 43 hxgd (aad back an course for 1-0),

b.sel.3]

14 Bucb! {seecms obvious, reaiip) Nd3 25 Kd2 Nxel 26 Nxgbt hxg6 27 Bb? Nxgl

28 Bxql (and as easy as falling off a tog, 1-0).

Hephisto ACADENTY - Pidelity MACH 4. 1 min per move,

124 ¢ 2 KE3d6 3 d4 cxd 4 Nxd4 NE& 5 f3 e 6 BhS+ Nbhd7 7 NES d5 8 exd abé
9 Bxd7? Qxd7 10 Ne3 bS5 1! c4 BcS 12 *Qea *bxe 13 Nxcd 0-0 14 Ned NxdS 13
Nzed Qd8 16 Hed Bb4t 17 Kf) Qb6 18 ad (r065) BeT (-017) 19 Ncd Qc7 20 Bd}
Bd? 21 Rel BBS 2% BaS? /aithough Mach 4's °“hint mave' also, this leaves d3
short af protection) Qxed 23 (xcd bxed 24 Kfd (-743) Rac® 13 b4 Nf4 26 Red f9
27 Rd21 BbS 28 Rxc8 Nd3+ 29 Ked Bg5t 30 Kd4 Rxc8 31 Rbl Bfé 32 Ked Red+ 33
Kd2 (resigns, 0-1)

Fidelity MACE 4 - Mephisto ACADEHMY. 1 nin per move.

 e4 o5 1 NfJ Neé 3 BbS a6 4 Ba4 b3 5 Bb3 Kaj 6 0-~0 d6 7 d4 £6 8 *Bxgd!?
Rxg8 § dxe dxe 10 Qxd8+ Kxd8 ! RAl (¥060) BAE (-009) 12 a4 b4 [3 RdS Xb7 14
Bed Bd? 13 ¢3 Beo! 16 RAl (4037) Bxed 17 cxb Bxf3d 19 qxf3 (-0/4) EcE (¢04!)
19 Bd2 Rb8 20 Rcl Rd8 21 Red Neb 22 Ral £3 123 Khl g§ 14 Rad Nd4 25 Igd K47
16 Bed Nel 127 B4z Wfd+ 28 Kfl Rg6 39 b3 Rh6 30 Egl Rh) 31 Bxf4 gqxfé 32 Kql
Rh6 33 Rd2 Rg8+ 34 Ehl Rngb6 35 R4cl Keb 35 Nel h6 37 R2dl Rb8 38 Nai? Rxbd
(the Acadesy is Sow winning this tricky end-game) 39 Reb Rd4 40 Rft ab 41 Rab
RIS 42 Rel Xd7 43 Nel? (-176) ReS! (#234) 44 Ra8 Red 45 Rxa® Rxf) 46 Nel?
Rxf2 47 Nd3 Red 48 Rel Rxel 49 Nxel ¢§ 50 Nd3? e4! (f3 was expected, but this
is even stronger) 5! Nxcd Ecé 33 b4 £3 53 Rabt Kd6 54 Nb7 e3 53 Rai+ Xeb 356
Nd8+ (and resigas 0-1).

I only had time for 6 qames XACH 4 v ACADEHY and KACR 4 v NOVAG B/6.., the first
ended 3-3 and the second 2.5-3,%! Prospective and optimistic advertisers should
not read too much into small sample results... for example ¥ACH 1C v NOVAG B/6
stands very close at 8.3-9.5 in my games!, . but it is interesting!
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REPORT on Results ot ROSS KITHEY 'S TEST IN NS/Z3

Naotes:-

(11 25%. Should read gutd, not gufs. Guite a few readers disagree with David
Levy’'s remark that gt3 is "undoubtedly the correct recapture”. 1 am not really
sure that it is correct to resard gxtd with 10 points, and Bef3 with 0,

[2] 17. 1t is thooght that { DS also draws, with kb3 to follow at move 2 or 3,
Io others agres?

(33 22. 1 g3 detinitely works okay as long as the 2 Rd3 is played next move. If
the Computer shows 2 Rd3 when playing ! g3, then points should be awarded as
tor Rd3 at mave 1.

As far as possible, scores have been adjusted/corrected to take the above notes
into account.

[4] Other positions also have ceused "disagreement". In fact I have received
not inconsiderable correspondence, plus quite a few complaints, that the Test
is bjassed in favour of Full-Width programpes. Indeed 1t is clear that Sel-
ective programmes have not done at all as well in most cases as otherwise
closely rated Full Width systems, Thic is obviocus from a quick check through
the figures, bGut made particularly clear by the massive difference between the
Movag Super “A" progs. at both O and bMH: where the normal and vss figures vary
to an amount far beyond any actual difference between them in playing full
games, To correct this we probably need to add a further 10 positions where
defensive-type moves need to be found, or where there are mistakes ta avoid, ta
give the selective systems a chance to come properly into tneir own, It 1s
cften true that the selective programmes often find better guiet or developing
noves where tactical opportunities are at a premivm - it is such moves which
often zet up the combinational chances anyway.

Having said that, the Test does have some genuine values - particularly far
judging the amount of progress bhetween programmes from the same programmer
viz, the Mach 2C and Mach 3, o the Novag Super "A" and "B". However there may
well be a better and more accurate way of daing even this work... and one which
would enable us to compare the machines and their relationships and abalities
at different speeds' For thiz discussion you will need to wailt for a future NG,
but  there are come comwents in the report on the new Novag Super “B" orogramme
which may give reagers an idea of the possibilities.

Finally, we must remember that Chess 12 2 not 2 one move game. Testing for
firding any single move does nct mean that machine X is necessarily better than
machkine ¥, and never will, Results in play are what couwnt and, for thic reason,
the actual RATING LIST anc the v H ST are, 1in my view, clearly a mare
accurate guide to the overall abilities of the Computers inm practice.

Note re the RATINGS

fhere | have 2 or more figures for the =ase machinei- It (il there is an
"agreement" amongst 2 or more of the submitted results, whilst ancther shows a
ditferent figure, thoze which "match” are taken as being correct. [4 [it] there
is variation amongst the resulte for a particular machine and no consistent
figure {an alarmingly frenuent accurance!), the average has heen taken,



Fidelity L3020 WACH 2
Fideiity 42000 MACH 3
Mephisto ROMA 32
Monkyste ALMERIA 32

Novag SUPER EXFERT H/h,s3
Hovag SUPER EXFERT &/a.cl
Meprizzio ALFERIA Y0
Mowan SUPCR EXPERY B/4.c4
Novan SUFER EXPERT/6norm
Conchess PLYMATE/S,S
Novag SUPER EXPERT B/4.50
Heph MOWDTAL SBO0O XL
Mrvag SUPER EXPERT/Gnerm
Mephisto DALLAS &
Fidelity HACH ZC

Meohieto ACALLRY

Movap SUPER COMSTELLAT 0N
Mephisto MM2

Novag EXFERT/D

Mephisto SUPER HOMDIAL 1
Hovag FORTE A

Mephisto MM

Conchiesz/2

Conchess/é

Fidelity PAR EXCELLENCE
Scigys TURBG KASPRROV
Sc15ys TURBOSTAR 432

kasp STRATOS

Mephisto MEGR 4

Mephi=ta RERELL

Novag SUPER EXFEHT/bwss
Novag SUPER EXPERT/Sves
CAG ADVANCED STAR Chess
Fidelity SEMGORY 12

Movag YIP

ridelity EXCELLENCE/S
PSIOH 1

Fidelity ELITE A

Fidelity SENSORY 9

Score
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353
238
Z4b
344
RO
J41
320
318
308
04
24
2HB
286
274
a7

-

274
252
254
254

1
252

242
240
2410
23
228
222
213
210
208
188
194
160
{04
144
104
&g
g

Latest
Grade

BCF
253
191
195
205
185
1B3
195
185
177
163
135
185
170
187
182
B4
153
198
isB
142
16%
177
44
160
144
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165
91
igh
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24
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157
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Elo
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P
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2157
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2079
2197
2079
2016
1905
2079
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1957
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2052
2070
1g27
1864
{944
1901
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2017
1749
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1997
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1839
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1781
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MEPHISTO
MONTE CARLO

Yet another Computer,
1gnored in that

dreadful “1 stand by
everything 1 sald”
Suryvey, which has done
well in recent
campetition.

Seg p.12 (Mondial 4BOOO
XL} and p.i3 for Monte
Cario’s win.
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FOR SALL: Mephisto 48000 Mondia) Dallas AL, Absolutely Brand New Conditior.
£720 or very near ofter. ANTHONY BROVN, Flat 3, Richard Burton Court, 30
Tel. [B/Hi111 503-7379,

Palmerston fd,, Buckhurst Hill, Essex 167 GLM.




12

TOURJAMENT NEVS vs HOUMANS

There have been two or three interesting results recently (perhaps even the word
"spectacular” can be ased?),

Excellent FIDELITY performance in MACTION CEESS Event.

A boosted version of the Fidelity MACH 4 scored a fine 7.3/11 in the Nathest
British Speed Championships early in July, The Event, 30 mins each for the full
gane, was wen by John Numa (8.5), with Peter Wells ind and Kichael Adams and [van
Sokolov sharing Jrd,

The Fidelity computer came 12th= and obtained an hction Chess grading for the
Tournament of 243 8CF/3544 Elo. The machine in use was Fidelity's ORLANDC unit,
abich runs on a 66030 processer at 32KMz so, whilst the perspective is that it
calculates at approximately twice the speed of the current commercial HACH 4, the
results is nevertheless an excellent one and again shows the patential of the
leading programnes, I will try to make space for either one or two games, but
readers will be keen to know that it beat Glenn Flear, Bill Hartston, George
Botterill, Nigel Davies and Colin Crouch amengst athers; drew with Julian
Hodgsan: and lost to Peter Wells, Nichael Adams and Tomy Kosten.

Fine Nephisto ALKERIA result in Svedish Championships.

Four Computers were entered in the recent Swedish Championships, always a
difficult test in which qradings are often around 100 Elc lower than results in
similar British tests. The Mephisto ALNERIA 32 bit obtained an outstanding resuit
with & 7/7 score! Of course a 100% score is unrateable in a sense and the actual
Elc nethod for calculating it as a 99% would result in a grade of over 2400 which
is incredible for 40 moves in 2 hours, The BCF system is easier where a 100%
score is invelved, and that gives a 210 BCF/2281 Elo figure, making no allowances
for any additions due to the apparently stricter Swedish grading levels. The full
results of the Conputers was:i-

Kephiste ALMERIA 32 2161
Pidelity ¥ACH 4 2059
Novag SUPER EXPERT B/6HHz 1691

Kasparov RENAISSARCE D/I10MHz 1767

Al of the entries were the models exactly as commercially available in Sweden.
Obviously it is a very notable gap between the ALMERIA and HACH 4 - just as it is
also a notable gap down to the new Novag programme.

The next result actually emphasises the peint.

Boyan Open, France, July 1969.

This time 5 Conmputers were invelved, Almost the same.ones as in Sweden except
that the Mephisto entry was the KOKDIAL 68000 XL (the Dallas programme in a 18
bit processor which retails at £299! .... overlocked by the infamous Chess
Computer Survey by you-know-who!). Rate of play was again 40 in 2 hours and the



machines all piayed 9 games this time, except for the Novags which played 18 as a
SUPER EXPERT B and a SUPER FORTE B were both entered.

Hephiste NONDIAL 88000 XL 2083
Fidelity MACK 4 000
Xovag SUPER B prog/oMHz 1890

Kasparov RENAISSANCE D/1OMKz 1800

One has little choice from these two restits to conclude that the claims for the
new Novag "B" programme in a recent advert ("20 points ahead of all other
computers on the International Rating List... including the 32 bit Mephisto
Almeria") now seem “a littie premature"!

Hephisto MONTE CARLO wins Cambridge "Olyapiad®

Teams of three representing 17 different Countries, plus a team of Hephisto MONTE
CARLO computers, compated in tais 6-round Action Chess Event. Several strang
players from the Cambridge University and Cambridge Chess Clubs were
varticipating, inciuding IXs Graham Burgess (England) and D R Aturupane (Sri
Lank). But it was also known there would be a small number of "habhy" players
involved as well so, rather than enter a team of Mephisto Almeria's, Countrywide
Computers entered three MORTE CARLOE instead.

And they won!! Their final score was 14/18, thanks to beating early Tournament
Leaders (Greece and Sri Lanka) in the last teo rounds. Greece just held on to
and. place, but the Canbridge University Club (representing Engiand and with whon
the computers had earlier drawn !.5-1.5) moved into 3rd. The MONTE CARLOS Action
Chess gqrade for this Event was the equivalent of 162 BCF!
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Fidelity ORLANDO games from the NatVest Event

It is never easy to select qames fron an Event of this type, as Speed and Action
Chess tends to produce errors that might well not occur at “normal" Tournament
times, but which are sometimes easy to criticise when given time to do some
analysis, For exasple George Botterill had a useful advantage in a sharp position
when he blundered around moves 38-39 and was given no chance to recover. In the
sane way Kigel Davies was doing allright in a probably even position until he,
too, scored own goals at maves 36 and 38, and was nated at move 41!

Perhaps, then, the following are more interesting representatives. Whilst less
dramatic in their critical moments, they probably tell more about the computer’s
qualivies and perseverance in creating and using smaller advantages against IK/)6M
resistance.

Gleon FLEAR, 6N - Fidelity OBLANDO
I d4d3 2 c4ct 2 Ned Mf6 4 e3 BES § cdSy cdS: 6 Qb3 Bed 7 NEY e6 & Bd2
Bd6 9 Bd3 Ned 10 Rel O-0 11 0-0 Nb4 12 Bbl Neb I3 Bd3 Nb4 4 2t 7

L
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ded: 16 Red: Ne4: 17 Be4: RbO 18 Rfdl Bd7 19 Bg5 Qa5 120 d5 Ne§ 21 ded: Beb:
11 BdS Rbe8 23 h4) (it's pretty ever to hers, but now I think Ned: is beiter)
NES:+ (#0.65) 24 gfd: b6 25 Xg2 hé 26 Bed Bed 17 b3? (this Js certainly
wrong; Reé leoks fairly even) Bh2: 38 Reb Qa3 29 Be6: fef: 30 (c4 Qe7 31 Rlds
REG 32 Qd3 Qf7 33 Rde QhS: (4220) 34 Re8:t+ QeB: 33 Rc7 Qa4 36 f4 Qad: 37
0dB+ RES 98 (47 Rad 39 Kgd Xh6 40 £57 (he game has yone with this; iast hope
vis probably Igij Bed+ 41 £3 BcT: 42 f6 qfb: &3 (resiges, 0-1)

Fidelity ORLANDO - Dill HARTSTON, I

1dd c6 2 céd NE6 3 Ned d5 4 Bg5 Ned 5 Ked: ded: 6 Qd2 BfS 7 ¢3 n6 B Bi4
N&7 9 Ned ¢5 10 Bgd Bg7 1l Me3 Bgb L2 Bed -0 13 0-0 ¢S 14d5 f3 15 Radl
¢S 16 h3 £4 (huilding up a useful-looking attack) 17 Bhd £3 18 ¢f3: efd: 19
Bd3 [ed 20 Bgd Bagd: 21 Qg3: Qh3 22 Xhd KE6 (could the attack have been pressed
a littie pore with gj here? After the moye plaged, White gets into the game) 13
Of5 Raeb 24 d& N&3 25 Qg4 Qg4: 26 hgd: Ne3: 27 bedi Reb 28 A7 Rd8 29 RdS
Kf7 30 Rfd1 b6 31 e4 Ke7 32 Kh3 Bfe 33 Bhl K7 34 Kg3 Reé 33 Kf3: Keb 36
B3 Re7 37 Rm) Red7: 38 Rhé: KE7 39 Bed: Bed: 40 Red Kg7 41 Rh3 RIdt 42 fed
Rf6 43 Req5:+ Rgé 44 Rgé:+ Kgb: 45 f4 Rl 46 5+ Kg7 47 5 Rel 48 Hd3 Rel

49 f6+ Eg6 S0 RES Kf7 51 g5 Xe$ 52 f7 Kf5: 53 £8Qt Kg3: 54 Qe7+ Yg4 §5 Qal:
Re5: 56 Qb&: RE5 57 ad4 Xf3} 38 a¥ [and Black resigmed, I-0)

games from the Swedish and Fremch Events are not available at the time of
writing, But soms will be included next time if at all possible, especially it is
boped those involving the ALMERIK in view of its perfermance in Sweden.
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LLate News

From MODLL:-

A Mephisto ALNERTA 32 won the Donau Chess Club Championship with an 8/9 score
which produced a 2149 grade. Players coming behind the Almeria included Karl
Schreiner (2053}, Franz Zuser (2104) and Helmut Erhart (2089). Zuzer lost his
gane in 24 moves and would have had it printed in this NS tor his trouble if I
hain't run out of space!

From S8CHACH & GPIELE:-

The top-rated Computers in the latest S&5 survey were.

(11 Meph ACADEMY, 121 Meph ALMERIA, {31 Nov SUPER EXPERT [4] Nav SUPER FORTE,
{51 teph CDLLEEE/SUPERHDNDIAL 11, [6} CXG SPHINX, [71] Heph mM4, (8] Saitek
CORONA, {91 Fio MACH 3 and [10] Balileo ANALYST.

Current TOTAL SCORES between the various Fidelity and Mephisto 6B00Q's are:-
Meph ALMERIR 32 - Fid MACH 4 32 -3t (M), Theze two are VERY close on
both the Computer vs Computer and Computer vs Human Lists, with Almeria a shade
ahead now on both.

Heph ALMERIA 16 - Fid MACH 4 I

Heph ALMERIA 32 - Fid MACH 3 b /o-282 /5

Meph ALMERIA 16 - fid MACH 3 242 /o



RATING LISTS.A

£ grCasignaiiy INCiudes, sSomo notes fOr newCaOmers.
/S ziter 5 machine iﬁeica'e; itz pracessor speed - these programmes are
avarlable with gifferert processors, 50 this helps adistingquish betmeen then,

+/=  Ehiws The  RaklRum rarxna deviation likely for that machine, It 15 93%
rertain that (s Rating will ztay mrthin 1ts 4/- range.

Human Games Caolusn repeats Info, from the vs HUMANS List, These figures are
uzed to  adiust Fhs OYERALL LEVEL of the RATING LIST as well as each SPECIFIC
echines  nm Rating. Many people Teel that the vz HUMANS Lizt is more useful
than sy MAIN cne which ineludee both the Cowpater v Human and Computer v (omp-

after a Hacnine an the vz RURAHS List Indlcates that 158 mot generally
sercyadly in that fore, I7 I comes ontp the parket, the "% will

Reguiars 1@ note tmz time & small drop in the figures for all Machines. As
you know the List 1z rontinually up-dated to stay 1n line with Computer Results
ve Hoemans,  TR1s iz Eme ondy way tD make sure the List gives an accurate guide
to #atings for British owners, especially those who want to buy & machine that
w11} ganuinely meet thelr nesde. Thus the 1atest French and S«edish Results
fwnich wculd nave caused an even greater drop but for the Almeria 32°s effort)
together with a necessery adjustment te figures included from America, have had
a small "impact" thic time! ! Gelieve I have the relationship still about rignt
between European and Britich recults, but a comparison between USA and Eurcpe/
Beitain shows an apparently increasing 9ap?! E,g MSE "A"/& in USA 2163 yet NSE
”E“/& in Sweden 1892 and France 1890, Aleo Renaiszance in USA just over 2200
atcording to Larry Faufman, yet 1747 1n Sweden and 1800 in France. Finslly Mach
4 got 2225 1n the SA, but 2039 in Swecden and 2000 in France. My Computer thus
inoicated 3 further down-adjustment was needed to USCF figures from which
nearlyv 140 £1o are nop deducted to preduce 2 British eguivalent,

u:|
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Top COUPLTER RATING ve WS, HEls 3257 26

BOF Chmslite E amec - _,

{99 hEPHLELﬁEREH B 5%33 J?D? 178 MEPH MMA/S 2020 82
(58 71D 3020 MECH 4 2185 95 177 KASP GAL ANRLYST/B 2016 98
9L WY SFER DYF-FORTE/B® 0152 32 177 £ASP GALILEC+TURBO 2012 49
194 NOVAB SUFERS+TURROR 2147 44 L7 MEPH DALLAS 16 2000 S0
171 HSRH MEGA 4+TLRECH 2138 107 174 wASP AENAISSANLE D/10 1992 29
189 MEPH {H4+TURBDS 7113 In 174 FEPH SUPER MONDIAL 19 6
(B3 FID &5500 MACH & FISVIRY: - 173 EASP GAL WAESTRO/4 1982 6
197 MEPH ALMERIA 16 0% L 172 MEPH ROMA 14 19753 o4
(85 WEFH DALLAS 32 000 197 172 NOV EXPERT/4 1973 43
{21 PERK COLLEGE-SUPMOND ¢ 2074 2 77 NIV FORTE B 1975 208
187 MEPH AMGTERDAR TR 187 172 MOV SUPER FORTE-BXP B/6 [ 1974 25
163 FID 4800G MACH o0 2068 127 171 FID eB000 MACH TR 1968 23
133 {0V CYPERTHTUREOH THET 7D Ljo kY SUPER ERFERT OAlex  19al 2
182 MiPH MOMD/OELLAS Y. e 77 Lo MERH Blld 1952 6
az Nﬁv ILPER FORTE-EXP &/6 2058 13¢ 179 SCi TURER KkASF/4 1929 oF
{57 NGV EIPERT/S FO in? MEPH REBRLL 1935 i
191 vhpu WOHTE CARLD Tidg 10 163 MEPH EALL 5712 iyat 3
31 HEPH ACADEHY Mdd 4 ibd r1D PAR E/GE 1946 36
;-:3.-'-. MEEh WEGE 4 ' T ;bz CORCH PLYMATE/S.S [Q’Q ;_L\{
oo NV I:XF‘[:F.'J.’h = 1-53: CURCHESS/4 1927 23
i79 FSION RTARI/ 1AM 7 L6/ WOV FORTZ A 1936 12a
177 MERH ROWME 27 57 ish EXL SPHIeiX 1730 12;
179 FEPK Hid/8# o o6 rID PAR E/ELITE 2100 1930 2y
. = iy o - )=
i78 CONCHESS FLYAATE/S $ leo FID 58000 MALH 2A Yo 4

L) - 1



RATING LIST f{c) NEWS SHEET 24
BUr  Lamputer

205 MEPR ALMERIA 32

203 FID 48020 HACH 4

195 MEPH ALMERIA 16

195 MEPH ROMA 32

191 MEFH DALLAS 32

191 FID 48008 MACH 3

187 FKASP RENAISSAMCE /10
LB7 ®EPH DALLAS 14

185 ™ePH MOMD/DALLAS XL
185 MDYV SUPER FORTE-EXP R/&
185 MEPH ROMB 16

184 HEFH ACADEMY

184 ™MEPH COLLEGE-SUPMOND 2
182 F1D 48000 MACH 2C

188 MEPH MEGA 4

131 MEPH oMSTERDAM

178 FID 58200 MACH 2B

177 MEPH tMB/5

177 NOY SUPER FORTE-EXP R/6
175 CONCH PLY-VICTORIA
174 PSION ATARI/IEM

174 MEPH MONTE CARLO

173 FASP GAL ANALYSY/B
{71 FID 68000 MACH 2A

170 CXb SPHIMX

170 NOV SUP FORTE-EXF A/S
149 NOV EAPERT/b

169 £ID 48000 CLUB B

168 NW EYPERT/S

$66 FID AVANT BARDE,

165 ¥ASP STRATOS/CORONA
1b6 NOV FORTE B

166 FID PAR E/ELITE 2100
166 HMEPH REBELL

145 NOV FORIE A

163 KASP BAL MAESTRO/A
163 CONCH PLYMATE/3.S

163 MEPH SUPER MONDIAL
162 KASP GAL MAESTRD/3
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2241

2923

2157
2157
2129
2124
2094
2093
2080
2079
2017
2070
2069
2052
2048
a4
2005
2017
2014
2000
1991
1990
1985
1968
1938
1957
1930
1748
1944
1931
1930
1930
1528
1925
1917
1905
1905
1901
1898

Ol

bames Pos
B9 1
a1 2
S 3
B4 4
5897 1
1701 &
151 7
1382 8
443 9
118 10
1431 1)
bas 12
113 13
1901 1§
1470 15
2247 1A
¥l 7
1722 14
4 19
30 20
1701 24
1891 22
775 23
330 2
7135 X5
1237 go
MHM h.
1319 2
&7 29
1574 39
1218 34
1804 32
2160 33
1523 3
M36 35
X4 36
1502 37
974 38
31 39
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Hugan/Gazes

2193
2185
2094
2031
2080
2112
1952
2000
2060
1974
1973
2044
2074
2054
2041
2068

170

2020
2008
1844
2033
2046
2016
1918
1530
1936
2036
187G
2052
1862

1975
1930
1935
1934
1873
1939
1990
1982

103
94
10
MJ_
197
168
29
2l
77
26
NL)
b4
8
177
(69
152

)
L

82
137
8
23
10
98

39
121

e

208
210
o2
124
123
29
6

b

1a1
161
1480

160
169
139

138
128
157
126
135
154
193
153
152
148
147
144
144

141
H/w

132
125
123
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KASP TURED KING
WOy EXPERT/4

F1D EXCELLEMCE/4
CONCHESS/6
CONCHESS PLYRATE/4
SL1 TURBD KARSP/4
KASP SIMULTAND
FEPH Mif2

FID ELEGANCE

SCI TURBOSTAR 432
FID EXCELLEMCE/3
rID ELITE C

FRION 1/8
CONCHESS/49

MW SUPER CONST
FID EXEEL DISPLAY/3
MEPH BLITZ

FIB ELITE A

MEPH EUROPR/NARCD POLD
MEPH EXCL 5712
SCI SUPERSTAR 3tK
FID PRESTIGE

FID SENSORY 12
MOV RUATTRO
LONCHESS/2

NOY PRIMO/VLP
PSION dL

NDV CINST/3. 6
SARGON 4
CHESSMASTER 2050
FID ELITE B
SARGEN 3

MEPH HONDIAL

FID ELITE OLD
COLGSSUS 4

NOV CONST/2

SUPER ENT/ADY 57AR
COLOSSUS 10

FI1D SENSORY 9
COLOSSUS 2

GGM + STEINITZ

40

13
a7
3
24
i9
19
i3
E

49

21

£y
L

41
51
32
16

1H

19
13
29

16
N

29
63

50
3

3

T
o

17
79
i6
ki
28

132
873
1311

352
3

ath

611
630
1294
1337

n—'l-

W

204
2937
{3
27h
Hup

i
933
575
534

m&m
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1910
1975

2184
2027
1939
1742
1774
1872
1894
1881
1869

1937
1858

1962
1779

1944

1758
1805

1786

1861

1840
1610
1730
1636

1645
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