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The annual eccasion of confrontation
between both machines and their sen -
and the 1988 Event was no exception.
Whilst intended to display the best of
Chess Computing, it seems each year to
also show us the worst of men, though
this tise the troubles were before the
Event - indeed the Championship itself
Was conducted in a good atmosphere
gnce play was under way.

Rusours were reaching Britain, perhaps
10 days befare the propozed start, of
the withdrawal of the sponsors and
subsequent cancellation of the Champ-
ionship. The eain Drganiser, Aeador
fuesta, had invited Kasparov, Karpov
and Botvinnik amongst other GMs, plus
Chess Computer Press trom all over the
world (including self) on the basis of
the sponsorshig. We were 2ll to go
tree, travel and hotel expenses fully
paid, though I declined. Ip fact Amad-
or Cuesta and the Organising Committee
{later dubbed the Disorganising Comm-
ittee by Kevin 0'Cannell) really did
try to cancel the Event after the
sponsor ‘s withdrawal and, for reasons
which are not fully clear, an effort
ceeas also ta have beep made not to
tell David Levy and the ICCA of this
turn of events whilst telling the
various Entrants to the Tournaments,
"Don't come - it's cancelled”. It
isn’t easy to rescue a situation like
this with 1less than a week ta the
supposed commencement’

In the Tournament Bulletins we thus
find David Levy proclaiaing himsel$
the hero ot the hour in saving the
Event when finally he did hear of its
demise and, whilst a later letter by
sope of the Disorganizing Conmittee
abjected to the general tone of some
comments 1n David's ‘welcoas’ to
ARlmeria, tt certainly seess that we
owe it to hie that the Championships
did take place in the end. It also
seams from the Tournament Bulletins
that the Spanish Computer Association
organiser, said Amador Cuesta, was

missing during most of the pre-Event
planning and rarely available apart
from sending letters all over the
world inviting folk to attend Almeria
at his (i.e. the sponsors!)  expense.
For David Levy we aust also say a real
"thanks’ for the quite excellent
Tournament Bulletins provided daily by
himself and Frederik Friedel with both
the gamescores and general comment.

The TITLES at STAKE

The maip Titles from ay readers point
of view were the MANUFACTURERS and the
COMMERCIAL, though the SOFTWARE gqroup
also had eatries of sose programmes
which are available in dedicated mach-
ines. The NANUFACTURERS qroup was only
entered by Fidelity and Mephisto, each
with 4 machines which enabled 32 pgames
between thes to be played over the B8
days.

The COMMERCIAL group Was a matter of
some cantroversy (again) prior to the
Event. This was originally an idea of
Amador Cuesta, the intention being ta
buy for the Event the 2 strongest
models of each Manufacturer in the
shops, then pitting them against each
other. All the Hanufacturers were
supposed to have been told of this
extra Title by late July but, incr-
edibly, Hegener & B)aser/Mephisto had
not... despite the €act that dear
Amadar is Mephisto’s main distributaor
in Spain! All 3 Hong Kong Manufact-
urers, Novag, Saitek and CXG, sent
farmal protests against their Machines
being put into the Tournament; Fidel-
ity responded that they would play;
Conchess also agreed ta enter and
Wephisto agreed, though with come
uncertainty, once they finally kpew of
the extra Title being availahble.

These ‘Commercial’ machines were a
slight joke. Fidelity's 68020 is gen-
uinely available, but only to special
order and at a cost of around £2000 in
the same Board as the existing Mach 1]
and 111 6B000s. This hardly seeas



worth considering as the &8000 Mach
I11 only costs £379! The HMephisto
68020 wmachine turned up on unpainted
wooden stilts with a hastily stuck on
‘Alperia’ tag designation and, init-
ially, no Instruction Book. Hardly
chop baught it would seem, but it will
be available fairly soon (though 1 am
told it may be ruaning at the scame
speeds as existing 16 and 32 bit Heph-
istos, ot 20MHz as at Almeria) and
possibly with 1ess RAM for the Hash
tables, though I don’t know for sure,
Prospective purchasers should keep in
touch with their Distributor for lat-
est info). The Conchess Plymate was
the current §.5 version but fitted
with a Turbo Booster runping at around
20MHz.

In the GOFTWARE Group Fidelity and
Mephisto had their same programmes
entered, plus Rebel ‘B, Chat and
various Asateur entries.

The TOURNYS, day by day

By agreement Fidelity was not arriving
until day 2, so the opening day’s play
concerned only the Software Section.

DAY 2

In the MANUFACTURERS Group, Mephista
and Fidelity drew 2-2. Friedsl cosm-
ents that Fidelity Iooked better on
all Boards and even Ossi Weiner, who
was in overall responsibility for the
Mephisto machines, is reported to have
been amazed at the amount of progress
Fidelity had clearly made since 1987.
For some reason Mephisto had White in
3 of these games, an imbalance never
corrected.

In the COMMERCIAL Group Conchess was
beaten by both Fidelity and Mephisto
(a result which was to be repeated
alpost day after day, emphasising the
enormous gap these 2 have opened aver
gthers), whilst the Fidelity-ephisto
head-on clash was a very tense affair.
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Mephisto had actually gone 3 Pawns up
at aone stage, but Fidelity's Rooks
were tremendously powerful and obt-
ained threats of perpetual check.
Mephisto sacrificed the exchange to
stop this and the finish was decidedly
precarious before probably everyone
breathed sighs of reliet close to mid-
night as the game was drawn'

Fidelity—Mephisto (60/60)

1.64 d6 2.d4 NI6 3.Nc3 cb 4.Ni3 Bg4 5.Be2 e6
6.0—0 d5 7.Bg5 dxed 8.Nxed Nbd7 9.NxI6+ NxI6
10.c3 Be7 11.Qb3 Qb6 12.Rial1 0-D 13.814 Nd5
14.Bd2 Bd6 15.g3 Qxb3 16.axb3 ¢5 17.Ra4d BiS
18.Real a6 19.c4 Nb6 20.Ra5 Nd7 21.Bed Ric8
22.Nh4 Bed 23.BI3 Bx(3 24.NxI3 cxd4 25.Nxd4
Ba7 26.Rd1! Ni6 27.Bi4 Rd8 28.Raal Rac8

29.Nc2 Ne4 30.Be3 g6 31.f4 BI6 32.Bd4 Bxdd+
33.Nxd4 Rd6 34.N!3 Ab6 35.Ra3 N¢5 36.Kg2
Nxb3 37.Ne5 NcS§ 30.Rd2 16 39.Ng4 Kg7 40.KI3
Abd 41.Rc3 KI7 42.Nh6+ Ke7 43.Ngd Na4
44.Rcd3 Rc7 45.b3 Nc5 46.Rd8 Nxu3 47.Rd1
Rbxcsd 48.RhB e5 49.ixes ixe5 50.Nxe5 Ac3+
51.Ki4 KI6 52.Ri8+ Kg7 53.Rdda Re? 54 .RgB+

Ki6 55.Rd6+ Re6 56.Rdd8 Rxe5 57.Rait+ Kg7
58.Kxe5 Rc2 59.hd Re2+ 60.Kd6 b5 61.Rfed
Rxed 62.Axed b4 63.Kd5 Nd2 64.Re2 NI1 65.g4
g5 66.hxg5 Kgé 67.Reb+ Kxg5 68.Axaé Kxg4
69.Ab6 h5 70.Rxb4+ Kg3 71.Rb3+ Kg2 72.Ab2+
Kg3 73.Rb1 Kg2 74.Rb7 h4 75.Rg7+ Ng3 76.Ke5
h3'77.K14 h2 78.Rxg3+ K12 79.Rha Kg2 1/2-1/2

DAY 3

There was sore impressive Chess in the
morning session in the MANLFACTURERS
Group, one of Fidelity's wins even
finding its way into the Week-end
DAILY TELEBRAPH.

The tactics are incredibly deep and
White's 20 Be3 must be one of the best
individual aoves of the Tournament.
The move order is impeccable as the
e—file is cleared for the Rook, the
gark-squared Bishop is brought to an
optimal square far the Kingside att-
ack, and the exchange sacrifice virt-
vally ends the game.

Fidelity 1 — Mephisto

1.64 cb 2,d4 d5 J.exdS exd5 4.c4 NI6 5.Nc3 eb
6.NI3 Be7 7.cxd5 Nxd5 8.Bd3 Nb4 9.Bed4 0-0
10,0-0 N6c6 11.Ra1 Qd6 12.Nb5 Qd8 13.B14 aé
14.Nc7 Ra?7 15.d5 exdS 16.Nxd5 NxdS 17.Qud5
Beé 18.Qh5 g6 19.Qh6 QcB



20.Bed Ra8 21.Bxc6 Qxc6 22.Bd4 16 23.Rxeb
Qd7 24.Ng5 Bb4 25.8xl6 Rac8 26.RxeB FAxe8
27.Qh4 a5 28.a3 Bd2 29.Ne4 Qd3 30.Nxd2 Qxd2
31.Qc4+ Kf8 32,8¢3 QdB 33.Rbi b6 34.b4 ad
35.b5 Qd7 36.Qf4+ Qf7 37.Qd4 h5 38.Rb4 Rc8
1-0

But one of the Mephistos won the point
back with a fine positional game in
which the Fidelity finally lost on
time and so the Round was drawsn 2-2.
If the amount of Fidelity iaprovesent
was proving impressive, it was clear
that Richard Lang’'s re-write of the
Roma programme had also been very
eftective,

Fidelity 2 — Mephisto 1

1.e4 d6 2.d4 NI6 3.Nc3 ¢6 4.Nf3 Bg4 5.h3 BhS
6.Be2 e6 7.0-0 d5 8.e5 Na4 9.Be3 Nxc3 10.bxc3
Be7 11.Rb1 b5 12.0d2 (-0 13.Ab2 Nd7 14.Bt4
h6 15.Rb1 a6 16.Nh2 Bxe2 17.Qxe2 Nb6 18.Qg4
Kh8 19.RD3 c5 20.Ad1 Qc7 21.Qe2 RacB 22,Rc
Ng7 23.Qe3 Qa5 24.a3 ¢4 25.Rbb1 Nbb 26.Qf3
Na4 27.Ratl Qxc3 28.Qxe3 Nxcd 29.Ael Na4
30.Ng4 Bd8 31.Bd2 c3 32.8Be3 Ba7 33.Ra2 Kg8
34.Nh2 Red 35.Ab1 Nb2 36.Rbal RAfc8 37.NH1 16
0-t

In the evening, however, Fidelity
pulled into the lead by 7-35 with a 3-1
winning session. The ending from one
of these is worth looking at. for a
moment onlookers initially thought
that H#ephisto (khite) must have a
‘bug” when it played &B Rxd7, sacr-
ificing the exchange, However it 1is
guite right d(and has nothing to do
with tryino to GBueen its h-Pawn
either} but is purposed to stop 49 -
Brk and &9 - Rf3 mate!

Mephisto 2 — Fidelity 4.

56...Bc4 57.Bfa+ Kh7 58.Rxh5+ Kgb 59.Bch
Re5+ B0.KI2 Axc5 61.Rgh+ KiD 62.Kxt3 Beb
63.h5 Rc3+ 64.KI4 16 65.Rg6 Ki7 66.Ahé Bd7
67.Rh7+ Keb6 68.Rxd7 Recd+ 69.KI3 Kxd? 70.Ked
Rg4 0-1

In the COMMERCIAL Section, both Fid-
Blity and HMephisto won their games
again against Plymate. The Fidelity v
Plymate game was a particularly short
One.

Fidelity — Plymate (60/120)

1.04 c6 2.d4 dS 3.Nc3 dxed 4 Nxed Ni§ 5. Nxi6+
gxf6 6.c3 e5 7.Be3 Bdé 68.8c4 Rg8 9.dxe5 fxe5
10.Qb3 Q6 11.0-0-0 Axg2 12.Bxf7+ Qxi7
13.Qxf7+ Kxf7 14.Rxd6 Bg4 15.Ah8 Kg7 16.h3
Bfs 17.Nf3 Bed 18.Nh4 Rg5 19.Bxg5 Bxhi
20.Re6 Nab 21.Re7+ Kg8 22.Bf¢ Bed 23.43 Ba3
24.Rg7+ KIB 25.Rxb7 hS 26.Bxe5 1-0

However Mephisto went anead of Fidel-
ity by winning their pen contest after
torcing it to give up the exchange at
move 20, Thus Mephista took a 1 point
lead even though Fidelity was produc-
ing much more convincing wins against
the third member of the group.

The SOFTWARE Section virtually ended
on Day 3 as far as 1st and 2nd places
were concerned. It was clear that
Mephisto and Fidelity were way ahead
of anything else and Mephisto won
their private clash in Round 4. As
they only meet the once in this Sect-
ion, the win was tantamount to decid-
ing the Group winner.

The gaee i5 another one well worth
playing through. Mephisto's advantage
seems nominal uatil it comes up with a
tine eychange sacrifice on move 44



which opens up the game and destroys
White’s Pawn cover in real style.

Challenger — Almeria

1.e4 db 2.d4 NI6 3.Nc3 ¢cb 4.Nf3 Bg4 5.h3 BhS
6.Be2 e6 7.0-0 d5 B.e5 Ned 9.Bed Nxe3 10.bxc3
B8e7 11.Rb1 b5 12.Qd2 0-0 13.Rb2 NA7 14.Bf4
Nbé 15.Qe3 Bgb 16.Bd3 h6 17.Nc2 Nad 18,Ab3
a6 15.Qg3 KnB 20.Bxg6 txgb 21.Nf3 Qed 22.Bd2
Nb6 23.Bc1 Nc4 24,.Nd2 Nas 25.Ab1 QI7 26 Nb3
Nc4 27.Nd2 Nbé 20.Qd3 c5 29.Nf3 ¢4 30.Qd2
Q5 31.Nh2 BgS 32.Q0d1 Bxcl 33.0xcl Na4
34.Qd2 Q4 35.Qe1 Rf7 36.13 Ral8 37.Ng4 Kh?
3B.HAb4 Kg8 39.Ne3 KhB 40.h4 Rb7 41.g3 Qf7
42 A(2 Kh7 43.Ng2 Qe7 44.Ni4 '

44, Rxl4 45.gxi4 Qxh4 46.Qe3 RI7 47.Kg2 A5
48.0e1 RAh5 48.K!I1 Qx!4 50.Ke2 Qf5 51.Kd2 Rh3
52.0e3 Rh1 53.Hg2 Ral 54.f4 Rxa2 55.Ket
Ral+ 56.Kd2 Nxc3 57.Kxc3 Ra3+ 58.Rb3 cxb3
59.cxb3 Ral 60.Kb4 Rf1 61.Ka5 Qxi4 62.0xt4
Rxf4 63.Rd2 R!3 64.Kxaé Rxb3d 65.Kb7 Rcd
66.Ra2 KgB 67.Aa8+ Kf7 6B.Ra7 b4 69.Kb8+ Ki8
70.Ra6 Hed 71.Rxed g5 72.Rd6 Rxd4 73.Rd7 b3
74 Rb7 Re4d 75.Rxb3 Rxe5 76.Ke7 g4 77.Kdé
RgS 78.Ke6 KgB 79.Ab8+ Kh7. Adjudicated a win
for Black, 0—1

This proved to be the most important
day of the Tournament in many ways.
The Mephisto team turned up in the
morning red-eyed from a night's worry
and work following their 3-1 demise
the previous evening in the main
Section. The avernight work involved a
serious re~tuning of the programmable
Mephisto Opening Books, an effort
which had an immediate and dramatic
effect ac they more than returned the
compliment by winning the morming
Round 3%z-t2! Fidelity weren’'t helped
in one game where soneone had Been
using their machine prior to play and

.
50 the Coaputer started its game
proper with the Time Contral disr-
upted. An appeal to Mephisto to allow
the controls to be reset was turned
down, a decision within Mephisto's
rights. All of the games were long,
the shortest being 53 moves, but the
result was clear.

For the evening session louri Bond-
arenko (Fidelity's opening 'expert’)
prepared the ‘big surprise’ Opening of
1 e4 dé 2 d37!? where Fidelity was to
play White. The machines were bath
quickly out of Book in what was an
effort to avoid the advantage that
Mephisto's Opening play adjustments
seemed to have given them. However
Mephisto won both these games (though
Fidelity had the chance of a win in
one of them) and, by drawing the
opposite colour games 1-1, now wWent
into an {1%-~B'; lead in ‘Fidelity’s
blackest ever day'. The farced win for
Fidelity at move 24 is shown in brack-
gts in the following game. A maoment
{20 mins actually!) of further inter-
gst occured at Black’s mave 43 here
Mephisto spent all that time Jooking
at the (probably losing) - hS. After a
137 ply scearch it came up with the
excellent 42 ~ 14! to win a most int-
eresting gane,

Fidelity 1—Mephisto 1

1.4 d6 2.d3 Nf6 3.Nf3 Nc6 4.Be2 e5 5.0-0 Be7
6.c4 0-0 7.Nc3 Be6é B.d4 Nxd4 9.Nxd4 exdd
10.Qxd4 Nd7 11.Bl4 Bt 12.Qd2 Bxed 13.0xe3
Qh4 14.Qa3 QI6 15.b3 Afed 16.Rad1 b6 17.Qg3
Neo5 168.Bh5 Bd7 19:Bg5 Qe 2044 Ne621.e5 96—
22.Rd5 Ne7 23.Bxe7 Qxe7




24.exd6 [24.151 dxe5 25.fxg6 hxg6 26.Bxg6 fxgb
27.Qxg6+] 24...cxdé 25.Rid1 Be6 26.Rxd5 HadB
27.Axd8 Rxd8 28.a4 Bf5 29.Bf3 Qed+ 30.Qf2
Rxdf+ 31.Bxd1 Qet1 32.Q11 Qd2 33.h3 Bed
34.Kh2 Bxg2 35.Qe2 Qxe2 36.Bxe2 Be6l 37.Kg3
Kg7 38.B13 Bxi3 39.Kx(3 KI6 40.b4 Keb 41.Ke4
Kdé 42.Kd3 h6 43.Kd4 161 44.Kd3 Kc6 45.Kd4 a5
48.bxa5 bxa5 47_Kd3 Kc5 48.h4 g5 49.hxg5 hxg5
50.Mxg5 txg5 0-1

The COMMERCIAL Group followed its now
standard pattern with both Mephisto
and Fidelity beating Conchess and then
drawing with each other, leaving Meph-
isto on 3, Fidelity 4 and Plymate not
yet troubling the scorers as they say.

The SOFTWARE Group provided Fidelity
with some consolation in that, whilst
both they and Mephisto won again leav-
ing their relative scores unchanged,
their own game vs Rebell 88 was a real
eye-catcher with & tremendous Gueen
sacrifice; later (at move 30) refusing
to take it back when opportunity
arose. Folk around the Board thought
Fidelity had over-reached, but the
Computer had seen deeper and Rebell
was lost I moves later. Nerves of
steel in a plastic surround!

Rebei-Challenger

1.e4 ¢5 2.b3 e6 3.Bb2 Ncb 4.N13 NI 5.e5 NdS
6.Bb5 Be7 7.0-0 0-0 6.Bxcé bxcs 9.d3 16 10.Nc3
Bb7 11.a4 fxa5 12.Nxe5 Qc¢7 13.d4 Ni4 14.Ng4
Baé 15.Re1 d5 16.dxc5 Bxc5 17.Qd2 Qf7 18.Nd1

Nxg2 19.Qg5 Nxe1 20.Nh6+ Kh8 21.NxI7+ Rx(7
22.Qg3 Nf3+ 23.Kn1 Aars 24.a5 d4 25.B23 Bxad
26.Rxald Be2 27.Ral Nd2 28.Qdé BI3+ 29.Kgi
RI6 30.0g3 Bh5 31.Nb2 Ne4 32.Qg2 Bf3 33.Qx{3
0-1

DAY 5
The day which virtually finalised the
MANUFACTURERS Group and showed the
value of Mephisto's better organising
for the Event in their ability to
continually update and change their
Opening Books. This time Bondarenko
got Fidelity to open with 1 al as
Mhite in baoth morning games and, after
- ¢4, 2 Nf3 Nf6 3 b3. Both games were
identical up to a mid-game point where
the Fidelitys had dreadful positions.
They then played different moves, but
to no avail, going down within a move
of each other. As Black they alsp
lost, a2~z thus leaving the total
score a virtually unsurmountable 15-9%
tor Mephisto.

There are 2 things I would like to say
concerning these Opening changes.

(1) BCO states “I a3  {Mnderssen)
newadays intends a reversed Sicilian
(1 al ed 2 c4), reversed Benoni (1 al
ds 2 ¢4) or 5t Seorge (1 a3 2 p4)”, 1
do wonder what 2 Nf3 and 3 b3 was
cupposed to achieve even though this
decision to get right out of the Books
Was supposed to be the ‘lesser of two
evils’. 1 cannot see 1 af as the way
to go at all. MCD comments “Anderssen
only uzed 1t once against HMorphy
(GUESS RHD WOK/), 1t allows Hhite to
DEFEND against varfous Pawn Qpenings
in reverse®, CAPS are mine.

Note this: Prior to changing the White
Openings Fidelity scored 4-3 as White;
with the new Openings they got 2-4.
With Black they scored 2'2-5', hefore
Mephisto's adjustments. Afterwards,
but with the Fidelity Black 0/B
UNCHANGED, Fidelity scored 3'2-4%;,
actually a tiny improvement. So my
"Prawn of the Month Award" definitely
goas to Mr Bondarenko.

{2) The Daily Telegraph reported at
some length on the World Micra, which
was great to see. They made another
paint:- “Part of the explanation for
Hephisto's success, according to ICCA



presidest David Llevy, Is that the
cosputer's handlers car re-program it
in particular openings, during 2
tournasent, to play certain lines or
avaid others, once they discaver what
a rival wmachine’s strengths or weak-
nesses are. 50 Is It the programmes
rhich are so clever, or their owners?*

Of course Mephisto was anly doing what
Kasparov or Karpov would do, and have
tontinually done, in a Match - i.e.
change the Openings which weren't
going well for theam (or find new lines
in them), and persevere stubbornly
with the Openings which do go well,
challenging the (pponent to find some
different routes. So I certainly do
not challenge Mephista’s rights in
this =~ they can be congratulated on
better organisation at the Event.
Whether the machines evactly as they
entered - left completely untouched
(and theretore closer to the versions
we may eventually buy - i.e. with
complete Opening Books) - whether they
would have produced the SAME scare in
Mephisto’s favowr to me seems daubt-
ful, but who knows? Until we buy and
test our own Commercial versions we'll
each be entitled to our own opinions.
In the meantime we cannot take away
from Mephisto the fact that THEY RON!

The evening play saw the 1 a3 idea at
least adjusted so that Fidelity nlayed
2 eod producing a delayed Sicilian
which seems more sensible and actually
earned them 2 wins' A 1-1 with Black
brought the total score back to 14-12
.=. Mmuch more presentable... plus a
piece of Endgase play which again qot
itself into the good old Daily Tele-
graph! AND then a game which won the
‘Best bame Prize’. Coupled with the
Telegraph's statement that, "Fidelity
mon the best gamwes” and rarely can the
loser have got so such good publicity!

White’'s capture of the Bishop here is
his chosen method for taking advantage
of the two passed cPawns. By sacr-
ificing the exchange he remaves the
Bishop blockade. Homever his King is
only just near enough to the g5Pawn
to win the game!

Fidelity 3—Mephisto 1

1.23c52.04 NcB 3.Nc3 NIB 4.N13 d5 5.ax05 Nxd5
6.BbS Nxe3 7.bxe3 Cd6 8.d4 Bg4 9.0-0 6 10.h3
Bh5 1t.Ret Be7? 12.Bed D0 13.dxc5 Qxdi
14.Haxd1 Bx{3 15.gx13 No5 16.Ky2 Rad 17.Bd3
Nc6é 1B.Be4 Axdt 19.Rxd1 Rd8 20.RAb1 Na5
21.AbS Ncd 22.a4 aB 23.RAxb7 Nxeld+ 24.fxed
Bxch 25.K12 (5 26.Bd3 14 27 Ket Bxe3 2B.Re?
Rd6 29.AeB+ Ki7 30.Ra8 Rc6 31.Bxh7? g6
32.Bgh+ Kg7 33.Kd1 a5 34.Rd8 Rc4 35.Bxeb
Rxa4 36.AaB g5 37.Bb3 Ral+ 3B.Ke2 Kgb
35.Ra6+ Kh5 40.Be6 Kh4 41.Ra8 Bcs 42.RhB+
Kg3 43.Rg8 Be7 44.Ag7 Bi6 45.Ag6 Be7 46.Bg4
a4 47.Re6 Bd8 48.Kd3 a3 49.Kc4 Rb1 50.Raé
Be7 51.Ra7 BI8 52.Aa5 Rb7 53.Kd3 Be7 54.c4
Bb4 55.Aad BcS 56.Ra5 Re7 57.c3 Kg2

58.Rxc5 Aa7 59.Re5 a2 60.Re1 a1Q &61.Axai
Rxal 62.¢5 Rat 63.Kc4 Rad+ 64.Kd5 Ran 65.¢4
Ra5 66.Kd6 Aa4d 67.c6 Axc4 68.c7 Rel 69.Kd7
Rd1+ 70.Ke?7 Rel 71.¢8Q RxcB 72.BxcB Kxi3
73.Ki6 Ked 74.Kxg5 13 75.Bb7+ Ked 1-D

Best Game Prize Winnerx
Mephisto 3—Fidelity 1

1.04 NI6 2.c4 a6 3.NI3 bb 4.Nc3 Bb4 5.0b3 Nab
6.8g5 BbY 7.00-0 Bxcd 8.0xc3 Ned4 9.Qa3
Nxg5 10.Nxg5 Qi6 11.Qg3 h& 12.Ni3 Bed 13.a3
€5 14.e3 cxd4 15.Nxd4 NeS 16.13 Bh7 17.04 0-0
1B.e5 Qa7 19.14 16 20.Qe3 ixe5 21.xe5 Qh4
22.93 Qh5 23.Bg2 Rac8 24.Rd2 Qg6 25.Kd1 RI7
26.b3 Rcl 27 Ke2 Qh5+ 28.Kel A2 25.Qmf2
Nd3+ 30.Axd3 Rxf2 31.Kxf2 Bxdd 32.Ha1 Q7+
33.BI3 Q18 34.Ae3 Bb1 35.Nb5 QcS 36.Be2 a8
37.b4 Qcb 38.Nd6 Qh1 39.h4 Qh2+ 40.Ki1 Kh7
41.NcB Qh1+ 42.Ki2 Qc6 43.Nd6 a5 44.8d1 Qh1
45.Bad Qh2+ 46.Ki3 Qg1 47.Ke2 Qg2+ 48.Kel
Bc2 49.Bxd7 Qgt+ 50.Ke2 Qdi+ 51.Ki2 BR
52.g4 QN+ 53.Kg3 g5 54.hxg5 hxg5 55.Ri3 Qg1+
56.Kh3 Bf1+ §7.Rx{1 Qxf1+ 58.Kp3 Qi4+ 59.Kg2
Qxgd+ 60.KI2 Oda+ 61.KH Oxe5 62.c5 Qat+
63.Kg2 Qb2+ B4.Kf3 Qra3+ 65.Ke4 Qxbd+
66.Ke5 Qxc5+ 67.Kxe6 0-1



In the COMMERCIAL Group, 2 wins were
recorded over Plymate apgain, but
Mephisto got its 2nd  win in the
Mephisto vs Fidelity series thus
ensuring itself at least a share of
the Title. Fidelity ogoes ahead on
Pawns but his King gets more exercise
than is good for him!

Mephisto—Fiaelity (60/120)

1.d4 d5 2.N13 NIi§ 3.c4 c6 4.NcJ e6 5.3 Nbd7
6.Bd3 dxc4 7.8xc4 b5 8.Bd3 a6 9.4 c5 10.e5
cxd4 11,Nxb5 Nxe5 12.Nxe5 axb5 13.Bxb5+ Bd7
14 Nxd7 Qa5+ 15.Bd2 Qxb5 16.Nxté+ gxl6 17.a4
Oxb? 1B8.0-0 B8d6 19.0f3 Ke7 20.Rfb1 Bxh2+
91 Kxh? QOxd2 22.Rb7+ Kdé 23.Rd1 Qh6+
24 g1 Bxad 25.Q¢3 AbB 26.Qc7+ KdS 27 Rxb8
Ked 20.Qc2+ Kfd 29.Q¢c1+ 1-0

DAY &

The +$inal day saw Fidelity again
persevering with 1 a3 in the WANUF-
ACTURERS Section. Needing to win 4-0
to share the Title they had set their
machines’ contempt factor at high to
persuade it to avoid draws at all
costs (which it did) and play +for
results. Mephistn, of course, had set
their contempt factor to 1ow so  they
vould take any draws happily. The
pffect was that Fidelity avoided a
draw by repetition at least onte even
though having the worse position!
Naturally Mephisto had also now prep-
ared their machines in rcase there was
a repetition of Fidelity's 1 a3? This
time, instead of 1 a3 o 2 4 Neb 3
Ne3 Nck, their Computers were ready
with the change 3 - g6 in one game
and, in the other, the startling
Opening 1 a3 cA'!? Fidelity thus went
down 2-0 again with White, though the
machines got a win each where Mephicto
was Black. All the games were mar-
athons, the shortest 63 moves, the
longest two 119 and 92.

In the COMMERCIAL Section, Flysate,
having lost every game more guickly to
Fidelity than Mephisto, now got a %5
point off the Fidelity programme!
Mephisto won again enlarging the final
gap between them,

Fidelity 2-Mephisto 3

1.a3( ¢61 2,NI3 d5 3.d3 Ni6 4.Nbd2 BIS 5.63 e6
6.Be2 Bg4? 7.e4 Ba7 8.0-0 0-0 9.b3 Qc7 10.Bb2
Bxf37] 11.Bxf3 Nbd7 12.d4 Qf4?) 13.g3 Qu57?|
14.e5 NeB 15.Bg2 Qf5 16.NI3 ¢5 17.0dxc5 Nxc5
18.Qe2 Qe4 19.Rfe1 Qxe2 20.Rxa2 Ne? 21.Ad1
RacB 22.Nd4 RAtds

231471 h6 24.15? Bg5 25.Af1 RI8 26.Kh1 a6
27.a4 Afe8 26.a5 Rcdd 29.N3 Be? 30.16 gxi6
31.exi6 BI8 32,Ne5 Nb5 33,Af4 Nd6 34.Rgd+
Kh7 35.Ba3 Rc8 36.c4 dxcd 37.bxcé Re7 30.RE2
NfS 39.Bb2 Ned 40.Rgt4 Nd1 41.Rd2 Nxb2
42.Axbh2 RdB 43.BI3 Bd6 44.Ad2 BxeS5 45.Axds
Bx{4 46.gx14 Kgé 47.Bd1 Ne4 48.8b3 ReS 49.8c2
Rxed4 50.8d3 FAa4 51.Bc2 Rat+ 52.Kg2 Ra2
53.RcB Kxi6 54.Kg1 Ratl+ 55.Kg2 Rel 56.K1
Nd2+ 57.Ke3 Nbd 58.Kd3 Nal 59.hd Rxc2
60.Axc2 Nxc2 61.Kxc2 KI5 62.Ke3 Kxi4 63.Kd3
15 64.Ke2 Kg3 65.KH1 14 0—1

Fidelity—Plymate (60/120)

1.e4 c6 2.d4 d5 A.NcI dxed 4.Nxe4 Nd7 5.8Bc4
Noi6 6.Nx{6+ oxf6 7.Ne2 Bb4+ 8.c3 Bdé 9.Qb3
0-0 10.Bf4 Bx14 11.Nxf4 Qe7+ 12.Na2 Qe4 13.03

Qg6 14.NI4 Qh6 15.93 Re8+ 16.Ki2 A8 17.Rael
g5 18.Ng2 Nb6 19.Re7 Nxcd 20.Qxc4 BaB

21.Qc5 R8 22.b3 Qf8 23.Re1 bE 24.Qd6 AdB
25.Qc¢7 RdcB 26.Qd6 c5

A




7.A1xe6 fxe6 20.0xe6+ Khe 29.RI7 Qhé 30.Rxl6
Qg7 31.R7 Qg6 32.Qxgb hxgh 33.d5 ¢4 34.b4 a5
35.b5 Re5 36.Ned Rxbb 37.a4 Rb24+ 38.K(1 Rxh2
39.d6 Kgb 40.R6 Kg7 41_Re6 Rah8 42.Re7+ K8
43.Nxc4 Ac?2 44 Ae2 Ah1+ 45.Kg2 Rho1 46.Axc2
RAxc2+ 47.Kh3 Axc3 48,Ne5 Ke8 48.Kg4 Rc5
50.Nxg6 Rd5 51.Ne7 RAxd6 52.Nc8 Kd7 53.Nxdé
Kxd6 54.Ki5 bS 55.Ke4 bxad 56.Kd3 Kd5 57.Kca
a3 58.Kb3 a2 59.Kxa2 Kd4 60.Kb3 Ka3 61.14 gx/4
62.gxI4 Kxt4 63.Kad 1/2-1/2

The final CHAMPIONSHIP scores were:~

MANUFACTURERS Group Mephisto 19,
Fidelity 13,

COMMERCIAL Group Mephisto 9, Fidelity
bz, Plymate %,

SOFTRARE Group Meph Almeria &,
Fidelity 4!, Y'88 3%,, Rebell ‘B8 3,
Pandix 2z, Chat | and Dappet L..

As the selection of games above shows,
there was some high-tlass Chess, often
very exciting, and clearly exhibiting
excellent levels of improvement as the
reward for the past year's work. For
MEPHISTD and FIDELITY we can certainly
see that their new ALMEMA and MACH

I offerings are sure to do them much
credit.

Hardware test

In ordar to check the speed of the computers par-
ticipating In the commerclal group &nd have a rel-
erenca for Identical sels available In retall oullets
David Levy proposed the following test: lake five
mate problems and clock each of the computers
that actually ptaysd In the tournament. The results
can be used as a basls 1o verify that the commer-
efal machine that played In Aguadules was not In
fact "tuned" — speeded up or otherwlse manipu-
lated lor greater perfonmance.

Alter the tests the quanz crystals of the Fidelity
and Mephisto machines were examined — and in
fact exchanged. Since bath were running at ident-
lcal speeds (20.03 MHz was measured with an
oscilloscope for Mephisto) the difference in the
solution times the second time arpund was fess
than 10%.

8

The problems given {0 the computer were all by
the great American composer Samuel L oyd. Afler
each problem we give the times taken lo display
tha mate.

S. Loyd, American Chess Nuls, 1868

Mala in 5 moves

1.AhB Kxh6 2.Kxf6 Kh7 3.g5 Kha 4.g6

Fidelity 4 min 59 sec
Mephisto 0 min 45 sec
Plymate 2 min 44 sec

S. Loyd, Chess Manthly, 1859

Mate in 5 moves

1.Ab7 Be3 2.Rb1 Bg5 3.Rh1+ Bh4 4. Rh2 gxh2
5.04+
[1..Bg1 2.Rb1 Bh2 3.Rel1 Kh4 4.Kg6]

Fidelity 12 sec
Mephisto 10 sec
Plymate 21 sec



