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between England and Hungary the Ameri-
cans needed three to make certain of second
place, since their Sonneborn-Berger count
would be inferior to England’s (match points
and individual match record were level).
After a hard fight they managed this and left
England and Hungary to fight it out. The
match was an anti-climax for the home side -
Sax found his form at last and defeated
Nunn in 26 moves, while the games at
boards 1 and 4 were drawn quite rapidly.
Mestel meanwhile had won the exchange
and was left with a rook and three pawns
against Vadasz’s bishop and three, all on the
same side, as shown in the diagram.

This is unfortunately an exceptionally
difficult case, since the black pawns are
fixed on white squares and subject to attack
by the bishop, if the black king strays too

far. At any rate, Mestel made a tremendous
effort to win, but after 136 moves and some
16 hours’ total play, had to give up and
concede the draw, leaving England in fourth
place.

g 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
g 1 USSR — 2 2 2 M 3 3 3% 3 3 |26%
& 2 USA. W — 2 2 2 3 3 1% 3% 3|24
g 3 Hungary 2 % — 24 3 2 3 3 3 2|22
B 4 England 2 2 1% — 3 1 3 3% 2 3% 2a%
.E 5 Denmark v, 2 01 1 — %% B W M 2419
° 6 WestGermany | 1 1 2 3 1% — % 2 2 3|16
7 Czechoslovakia o1 1 1 1% 3% — 2 2 2% 15
8 Finland v, M1 Y Y 2 2 — 3 2 |14
9 Netherlands 1 % 1 2 % 2 2 % — 2\1%
10 Austria v o2 Y% 1% o1 1% 2 2 — 1%
g 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
§ 11 Cuba — 2 2% 3 2 M 3 3 W 425
@ 12 Sweden 2 — 2 2 3 MM 3 W 2 3%
13 Iceland W 2 — 24 2% 2 24 2% 3 3 |2%
14 Israel 1 2 1% — 1 2% 3 3 3 3%|20%
15 Italy 1% 1 1% 3 — 1 3 2 2% 3 |18%
16 Switzerland M % 2 1% 3 — 2 2 2 M 17
17 Wales 1 % 1% 1 1 2 — 3% 3 3% 17
18 Ecuador 11 1% 1 2 2 % — % 3% 15
19 Scotland W1 o1 1 % 2 1 1% — 213
20 Ireland 0 2 1 % 1 1 %% % 2 —‘ 9
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Cuba and Iceland, as the two strongest of
the seeded teams who failed to make the ‘A’
Final, and also the two teams containing
International Masters, were the favourites to
win the ‘B’ section. Cuba duly won, but
Iceland were squeezed out into third place
by the strong Swedish team. The Welsh
team had quite a good result, G.D.Pearce
scoring 7/13 and J.Miles 6/13, but Scotland
and Ireland were perhaps a little disappoin-
ted not to finish higher.

have been playing chess for more than two
years and all of whom are under 18 years of
age. Although rather overwhelmed in the
preliminaries, as indeed several other teams
were, they played better and better as the
tournament progressed, and in the Final
made a most respectable score in the
circumstances.

The Board Prize winners were as follows:-

Board 1 R.Vaganian (USSR) 91%
In the ‘C’ section France were clearly the  Board2 ~ M.Stean (England) 75%
most experienced team and had no trouble  Board3  J.Diaz(Cuba) 79%
winning. I should also mention the Hong  Board4  O.Romanishin (USSR)  89%
Kong side, which consisted of five brothers, Board S J.Pinter (Hungary) 95%
by the name of Jhunjhunwala, none of whom  Board 6 S.Palatnik (USSR) 94%
C Section 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28
21 France — 24 4 3 2% 3 3 3 22
22 Dominican Rep. 1 — 142 1% 2% 3 4 4 |18
23 Norway 0 2% — 2 24 1% 3% 4 |16
24 Belgium Yo 2% 2 — 2 3% 2 3 |15%
25 Turkey 1 12 12 2 — 3% 1% 3 |14%
26 Hong Kong 1 1 242 % % — 3 2% 11
27 Japan 1 0 % 2 251 — 2|9
28 Iraq “ 0 0 1 1 1% 2 — 6

s, BRITISH CHESS CHAMPIONSHI?
Clacton on Sea, August 1974

The 61st British Chess Federation
Congress opened at the Princes’ Theatre in
the Town Hall, Clacton-on-Sea on August
Sth, with a total of 378 players. After some
late withdrawals the British Championship
itself settled down to a 32-player tournament
and in spite of the absence of a few leading
contenders, among them Basman, Keene
and Miles, the latter playing in — and
winning — the World Junior Championship
in the Phillipines, the final line-up was
perhaps only a little weaker than in previous
years. With a number of talented young
players, some of them coming directly from

by P.C.Griffiths

the World Students” Team Championship at
Cleveland, where England were a good
fourth, competing against some of the older
masters and ex-champions, a lively struggle
was anticipated, and for a long time it was
far from easy to predict the probable winner.

The evenness of the leading competitors
and the unfortunate tendency towards a lot
of short draws, which still persists, meant
that the scoring was low and the final result,
rather comical for all except those who have
to arrange the play-off, was a septuple tie
between  Bellin, Botterill, Haygarth,
Hartston, Mestel, Stean and Williams, with




