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Clicking in a new era. 
 

2020 has been a year of massive upheaval in just about every aspect of the 

world, and chess has been no exception. 

 

NYSCA and New York chess organizers have led the way toward the new 

chess world.  Continental Chess (CCA) moved its tournament world online in 

June, and held an online World Open in August.  Detecting cheaters in online 

events has become a far more important part of running tournaments, 

particularly with significant chess prizes, has become job #1 in order to protect 

the players while at the same time providing a safe environment for everyone 

to continue tournament activity. 

 

The New York State Championship moved online in its traditional Labor Day 

weekend slot, and over 200 players participated in the event.  Senior Master 

Lev Paciorkowski of Rochester won the tournament with a perfect 6-0 score, 

and has an article of his games in this issue.  Bill Townsend does his normally 

excellent job covering the online Championship.   

 

The five National Invitationals were also held as online tournaments.  GM 

Nicolas Checa won the Denker Tournament of High School Champions 

representing New York, which was the first time in over two decades that an 

Empire State player won the prestigious tournament.  New York won the 

“team” competition of players for the five events as well, and our players 

represented us extremely well in the events.  More information is provided in 

the Open Lines article. 

 

The New York State Girls Championship and Manhattan Open will be held 

online in the fourth quarter of 2020.  Dates and information are provided in this 

issue.  It is anticipated that the New York State Scholastic will return in 2021 

as an online event. 

 

We are proud to introduce Harold Scott, long-time chess coach and director, as 

a contributor to Empire Chess.  Scott and his American Online Chess Academy 

have grown during the pandemic through online coaching. 

 

NYSCA hosted an online annual meeting and Scholastic Town Hall in order to 

help coaches, players and organizers transition into a new school year with 

online events.  Slowly, over-the-board events may begin to return, but the 

online tournament universe is with us for now and the foreseeable future.  

Embrace it, and embrace playing chess in the 21st century! 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 

 

http://www.nysca.net/
mailto:karlpanorama@gmail.com
mailto:nyscasec@optonline.net
mailto:chesstour@aol.com
mailto:Karlpanorama@gmail.com
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2018 winner Lev Paciorkowski wins the first 

online NYS Championship 

by Bill Townsend 
 

The 142nd New York State Championship was held 

from September 5 to 7 on the Internet Chess Club. 

Since 2006 the NY State Championship has been held 

in Albany, but the COVID pandemic essentially 

forced the event online. Frankly there would be no 

way to safely run a face-to-face event of this size. So 

the only other option would have been cancelling the 

tournament, and while the State Championship is an 

annual event it and has been known to miss a year or 

two, the last time that happened was 76 years ago in 

1944 due to a ban on wartime travel. 

  

In the last few months there have been thousands of 

articles written about How the Pandemic Has 

Changed Our Lives, and this is going to be one of 

them. Sorry! But before I get to that, let me report the 

results. 

  

The Open section was won by 2018 champion Lev 

Paciorkowski with a perfect 6-0 score. Lev was 

leading the field by a half-point going into the final 

round, but his last game, against Pennsylvania player 

Evan Park, still had some drama and I’ll get more 

deeply into it in the games section.  Paciorkowski 

wasn’t the highest rated player in the tournament, but 

the two 2600-level grandmasters present (GM 

Vladimir Belous and GM Timur Gareyev) each lost a 

game to a lower-rated player who was subsequently 

beaten by Paciorkowski. 

    

Second through fourth with 5-1 were FM Justin Chen, 

Surya Parasuraman and Teddie Wen. Strangely, none 

of these players met Paciorkowski over the board. 

  

Fifth through seventh with 4½ were Evan Park, 

Abhinav Penagalapati (who was top player under 

2200), and GM Vladimir Belous. 

  

Eighth through twentieth with 4-2 were: FM Jason 

Liang, WFM Ellen Wang, five-time former champion 

GM Michael Rohde, Danila Poliannikov, FM Daniel 

Shapiro, Thomas Li, Timothy Cao, Roshan Nair, 

Gracy Prasanna, WCM Aksithi Eswaran, WCM 

Sheena Zeng, Caleb Klenoff and Dennis Li.  

  

The Under-2000 section ended in a four-way tie at 5-

1 among: Benjamin Yin, Sritej Sattaru, Michael Guan 

and Eeshaan Malladi. Fifth through tenth with 4½ 

were:  

 

Brian Lafferty, Michael Bulychev-Okser (top New 

York player), Nikhil Thota, Advait Nair, Henry Yao 

and Sai Yerra. In this group Thota, Nair and Yao split 

the money for top player under 1800. 

  

Armen Sahakyan was the sole winner of the Under 

1600 section with a score of 5½, and he was the top 

New Yorker as well. By the way, his half-point came 

from a first round bye. Second and third with 5-1 were 

Ava Xu and Tanishq Myadam. Incidentally, Xu, who 

started the tournament as an unrated player, was the 

sole person with 5-0 going into the final round, before 

losing to Sahakyan.  Fourth through eighth with 4½ 

were: Iris Li, Nathan Olson, Glib Dunikov, Jesse 

Hoffman and Anvitha Penagalapati. In this group Li, 

Hoffman and Penagalapati split the prize for top 

player under 1400. 

  

The Under-1200 section also finished with one player 

on top: Zahin Bashar scored 5½ points and also won 

the prize for top New Yorker. Second and third with 

5-1 were: Edward Shen and Nathan Shamalov. In 

clear fourth place with 4½ points was Arabella Fang. 

Fifth through seventh with 4-2 were: Gagik 

Grigoryan, Lucas Wang, and John Joura. In eighth 

through thirteenth place with 3½ were: Jonathan 

Carmina, Ryan Kim (top player under 1000), Hunter 

McDougal, Eric Cheng, Aarav Salil and Suhavi 

Tiruveedhula. Top player under 800 was Caleb Liu 

with a 3-3 score. 

  

So, those are the results. Now we come to the matter 

of the tournament itself. I’ve been writing reports on 

the New York State Championship for more than two 

decades, but I approached this one with some 

hesitancy because this is the first time I have covered 

a major online event. How is it the same, and how is 

it different? 

  

For starters, this is definitely the real New York State 

Championship. The first one was run in 1878 and 

there have been a number of format changes in 142 

years – for example around the turn of the century it 

was a one-day event on Washington’s Birthday, then 
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it became a week-long event during the summer and 

then finally a six-round tournament over Labor Day 

Weekend. This is just one more format change. The 

event was run by NYSCA, as always, and the 

tournament winner, Lev Paciorkowski, will have his 

name on the championship trophy next to such 

luminaries as Gata Kamsky, Hikaru Nakamura, Joel 

Benjamin, Hans Berliner, Arnold Denker, Reuben 

Fine, Frank Marshall and Jose Capablanca. The fact 

that he was a previous winner provides a nice sense 

of continuity.  

  

The turnout for this tournament in the four sections 

was 233, which actually is a record for recent NYS 

Championships but almost certainly not an overall 

record – I seem to recall times in the 1990s when the 

championship was held downstate when there were 

more players. Anyway, here are the turnouts for the 

last 14 years: 

 

2019 187                  

2018 195 

2017 194 

2016 205 

2015 203 

2014 222 

2013 210 

2012 171 

2011 178 

2010 202 

2009 180 

2008 194 

2007 184 

 

So the turnout was pretty close to what one might 

expect if the tournament was held at a physical 

location.  However, there were some big differences. 

 

For starters, there were no side events – no blitz 

championship, no bughouse tournament, no mixed 

doubles prize. When there are no people hanging out 

at a physical location, there’s no need to try to amuse 

them during times when there’s no rounds scheduled. 

 

Probably the biggest difference was not the what, but 

the who – the makeup of the tournament was very 

different. In spite of the organizers providing 

financial incentives for players from New York and 

surrounding states, New Yorkers only made up a little 

bit more than 20% of the total players. That figure 

would have been even lower had not the tournament 

been restricted to only North American players. There 

were also a lot of familiar faces notably missing – for 

example IM Jay Bonin (who was champion in 1982, 

1997 and 1999) has probably been to nearly every 

New York State Championship since the late 1970s, 

but did not play this year.  

 

Because the tournament is usually held in Albany I 

usually see a lot of Capital District players, but this 

year there were hardly any, maybe a handful. To be 

fair the coronavirus has really hit local chess hard 

here. 

 

Finally, the mechanics of the games themselves were 

very different. For example, playing a tournament 

through the ICC interface makes disputes over, say, 

touch move, very rare. But the fact that you’re playing 

a game online means there are some entirely new 

issues – if, for example, your internet drops, after a 

certain amount of time you’ll be forfeited. Also, there 

are cases of, shall we say, user error. At a recent 

online grandmaster event, no less a player than Garry 

Kasparov lost a game he was winning due to a “mouse 

slip.” The most notable example of that happening at 

this event took place on the top board of the Open 

section during the final round when one player 

accidently resigned very early in the game. For the 

whole story, check out the first game below. 

 

The annual NYSCA meeting was held before the first 

Sunday round, same as always, even if it was a Zoom 

meeting.  A number of issues were discussed, but 

probably the items of most interest were the 

upcoming NYSCA events. The state scholastics, that 

were cancelled this year, will hopefully be back in 

early 2021 as an online event. It was also hoped that 

the 2021 New York State Championship will happen 

at a physical location (probably Albany again) next 

Labor Day Weekend – but at this point, who can 

predict? 

 

There was also a lengthy discussion about the 

problem of cheating in online tournaments, and by 

cheating it was generally meant using chess analysis 

engines during the course of play. ICC has what is 

known as a “fair-play” algorithm to detect people 

whose play is too much like a computer’s. The 

general feeling was that there wasn’t likely to be 

much cheating, and if there was they would be found 

out and their winning games annulled. Unfortunately 

as of this writing, ICC hasn’t been able to go through 

all 642 games, so if any cheating games are 

discovered, the results I’m reporting on here won’t 

reflect that. 
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Elsewhere in this issue is an interview with IM Ken 

Regan, a world-renowned expert on the topic, who is 

helping to analyze the games. Also, Dr. Regan won 

the state championship in 1981. 

 

Something else I was curious about – how do you run 

an online tournament? Is it just one guy sitting next to 

a server, doing crossword puzzles while the computer 

runs everything? The answer is no, of course not.  In 

fact, it probably takes about the same number of 

people to run a face-to-face event.  

 

As always Steve Immitt was chief tournament 

director, David Hater was chief assistant TD while 

Daniel Rohde and Robert Messenger were assistant 

TDs. Nils Grotnes worked with SwissSys, the pairing 

program. Marty Grund, Ruy Mora, Charles Darnall 

and Sandro Lyon from ICC helped with the 

tournament as well.   

 

Perhaps I’m easily amused but I was kind of tickled 

that according to the USCF the New York State 

Championship was held in Pittsburgh, PA because I 

guess that’s where ICC is headquartered.  Even online 

tournaments have to be somewhere!     

 

And now, the games. I’m not going to lie – one of the 

big attractions in covering an online event was the 

fact that since everything was done through an 

interface I was guaranteed to have every single game 

that was played. No more chasing after folks for 

scoresheets and squinting at indecipherable 

handwriting. Hooray!  The only issue was that the 

database ICC provided had the players listed by their 

user names, not their actual, physical names. Oh well, 

a minor inconvenience. 

 

Here is the game that was played on the top board in 

the Open section in the final round, where Lev 

Paciorkowski with 5 points, faced the only player 

with 4½, Evan Park. I was watching the game live 

(another bonus of having an online tournament) when 

abruptly, on move 10, Black resigned.  I was 

wondering what I missed, but when I quickly put the 

game into my analysis engine it was essentially equal. 

What was going on? When I checked the site again, 

the game was on move 12 or so, the resignation 

forgotten. What had happened is that Black had 

pressed the wrong button or something and resigned 

by accident. Paciorkowski figured this must be the 

case, and refused to accept the resignation. The game 

was then abandoned and restarted, with the same 9½ 

moves as the earlier game. Immediately Park offered 

his opponent a draw, which would have given 

Paciorkowski undisputed first place, but Lev turned 

down the offer and went on to win. Folks, that is some 

next-level sportsmanship! My problem was that after 

the tournament the original 10-move game was the 

only one in the database. Finally, I was able to get the 

complete game from Paciorkowski himself, and he 

included some light notes, which are quite different 

from his fully annotated version elsewhere in this 

issue. I include them to show how the analysis of a 

strong player evolves. 

 

Lev Paciorkowski (2433) – Evan Park (2305) 

[A06] 

142nd New York State Championship, round 6 

KID 

Internet CC, Sept. 7, 2020 

 

1.Nf3 d5 2.e3 Nf6 3.c4 e6 4.Nc3 Be7 5.b3 0–0 6.Bb2 

c5 7.cxd5 Nxd5 8.Qc2 Nc6 9.a3 b6 10.h4  
Here Black apparently resigned, but Paciorkowski 

felt it must be an error, so he refused to accept it.  The 

game then continued. 

10...Nxc3 11.Bxc3 f5  
Somewhere around here Park offered a draw, which 

would have given Paciorkowski the championship, 

but White rejected the offer. 

12.h5 Bf6 13.h6 g6 14.Rc1 Bd7 15.Bc4 (diagram 

below) 
LP: “White is already much better.” 

 

 
 

15...Rb8  
LP: "Here I thought for a while too; Black's idea of 

...b5 is not really serious, since c5 will become weak. 

I want to castle, but then ...g6–g5–g4 becomes a 

strong plan." 

16.0–0  
LP: "In the end I just decided to go for it." 
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16...Qe7?!  
LP: "But Black perhaps didn't sense the danger. 

16...g5! would put the most pressure on me; I was 

intending 17.d4 (17.Qxf5 Bxc3 18.Bxe6+ Kh8) 

17...g4 18.Ne5 but didn't think it was so clear; 

although there are some fun lines that I saw -- for 

instance 18...Nxe5 19.dxe5 Bg5 20.Rfd1 Qe7 21.Rxd7 

Qxd7 22.Rd1 Qc8? (22...Qf7!) 23.Rd6 Re8 24.Qxf5.”  

17.Rfd1 Rbc8 18.d4! cxd4 19.exd4  
LP: "Somewhat startlingly, White is already close to 

winning. Black has no answer to the eventual d4–d5 

break when his King will be demolished. My opponent 

thought for a long time over the next few moves, I 

think realizing what was happening."  

19...Kh8  
LP: “19...b5 20.Bxb5 Nxd4 (20...Nb4 21.Bxb4) 

21.Nxd4 Bxd4 22.Rxd4 Bxb5.” 

20.Qb2 Rcd8 21.Re1 Qd6 22.Rcd1 Ne7 23.d5!  
This has been in the air for a while, and it hits Black's 

position like a bowling ball. 

23...exd5  
LP: " 23...Nxd5 24.Bxf6+ Rxf6 25.Qxf6+ ." 

24.Bxf6+ Rxf6  
LP: "Forced: 24...Qxf6 25.Qxf6+ Rxf6 26.Rxe7 dxc4 

27.Rdxd7.” 

25.Bxd5  
LP: "After this simple recapture, Black is just lost. 

There is no defense to the interference Be6.”  

25...Bc6  
LP: "That h6 pawn totally pulls its weight in a 

variation like this one: 25...Nxd5 26.Rxd5 Qf8 (or 

26...Qc6 27.Rxd7!) 27.Rxd7! Rxd7 28.Qxf6+!; 

25...Rdf8 26.Bf7!! is a cute interference (26.Be6.)”)  

26.Be6 1–0 

 

The round before, Park scored an upset win over 

Kansas GM Timur Gareyev. The Grandmaster just 

made a couple of second-best moves and Park was 

quick to find the weaknesses in his position. 

 

GM Timur Gareyev (2692) – Evan Park (2305) 

[A14] 

142nd New York State Championship, round 5 

Internet CC, Sept. 7, 2020 
 

1.Nf3 d5 2.c4 e6 3.g3 Nf6 4.Bg2 Be7 5.0–0 0–0 6.b3 

c5 7.e3 Nc6 8.Bb2 d4 9.exd4 cxd4 10.Re1 Ng4 11.d3 

f6 12.Bc1 e5 13.h3 Nh6 14.Bxh6 gxh6 15.a3 a5 

16.Nbd2 Be6 17.Nh2  
17.Nh4 looks stronger than the text. 

17...Qe8 18.Bd5 Bxd5?! 19.cxd5 Na7 20.Ndf3?  
White is clearly better after 20.Qg4+ Kh8 21.f4 Rg8 

22.Qf3. 

20...Nb5 21.Ng4 h5 22.Nh6+ Kh8 23.Nh4 Bxa3 

24.Kh2?!  
White's position is starting to unravel. Best is getting 

his Queen out of the firefight with 24.Qf3 but things 

are still not going well for him. 

24...Bb2 25.Rb1 Nc3 26.Qf3 Nxb1 27.Rxb1 Ba3 

28.g4 Desperation. 

28...Rc8 29.N4f5 Rc1 30.Rxc1 Bxc1 31.Nd6 e4!  
Now this tactical dust-up is going to leave Black with 

a winning material advantage. 

32.Qg3 h4!  
Much better than 32...Qd7. 

33.Ndf7+ Rxf7 0-1  
Here White gives up because Black is a piece up and 

will probably get another Queen to boot: 33...Rxf7 

34.Nxf7+ Qxf7 35.Qb8+ Kg7 36.dxe4 d3, etc. 

 

Here is FM Jason Liang’s upset win over Texas GM 

Vladimir Belous, a game featuring some interesting 

tactics and a middlegame with uneven material.  

 

GM Vladimir Belous (2635) – FM Jason Liang 

(2403) [D35] English Opening 

142nd New York State Championship, round 4 

Internet CC, Sept. 6, 2020 

 

1.c4 e6 2.Nc3 d5 3.d4 Nf6 4.cxd5 exd5 5.Bf4 c6 6.e3 

Bf5 7.Nge2 Qb6 8.Qc1 Be7 9.Ng3 Bg6 10.h4 h6 

11.a3 Nbd7 12.Be2 0–0 13.0–0 Rfe8 14.h5 Bh7 

15.b4 Qd8 16.Qd1 Nf8 17.Bd3 Ne6 18.Be5 Bxd3 

19.Qxd3 Ng4 20.Nf5 Bf8 21.Bg3 Qg5 22.Bh4? 

(diagram below) 
The h-pawn can't be saved, but this just makes matters 

worse. White would only have a very small 

disadvantage after 22.Ra2 Qxh5 23.f3. 

 

 
22...Qxh5 23.f3 Nxe3!  
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This works because if White recaptures with the 

Knight, the Bishop hangs and if he recaptures with 

the Queen, the Knight hangs. 

24.g4  
The best option for White. 

24...Nf4?  
Black ends up with 4 (!!) pawns for the piece after 

24...Nxg4 25.fxg4 Qxg4+ 26.Qg3 Qxg3+ 27.Bxg3 g6 

28.Nd6 Bxd6 29.Bxd6 Nxd4. 

25.Qd2 Nh3+ 26.Kh2 Nxf1+ 27.Rxf1 Qg6 28.Kxh3 

a5 The smoke has cleared and White has two Knights 

for a Rook, but Black has two extra pawns.  My 

computer considers this position equal but it all 

depends on how each player uses the material they 

have. 

29.Ne2 axb4 30.axb4 h5!  
Oh, yes. In addition to the uneven material, White's 

King position is not so secure. 

31.Nf4 hxg4+ 32.fxg4 Ra3+ 33.Ng3 Qd6  
Better seems to be the double pin 33...Qh6. 

34.Nd3 Qe6 35.Rf3 Ra1 36.Ne5?!  
Forces Black to make a move he probably wants to 

make anyway. Better was 36.Nc5. 

36...f6 37.Nd3 Bd6 38.Nc5 Qf7 39.g5?! Ree1  
Even better is 39...Bxg3 40.Kxg3 Ree1. 

40.gxf6 b6 41.Nd3 Qe6+ 42.Nf5 Rh1+  
Now White is just lost. 

43.Kg4 Rag1+ 44.Bg3 g6  
Black wins material with 44...Rxg3+ 45.Rxg3 g6 

46.Qg5 Qe2+ 47.Rf3 Rg1+. 

45.Ne5 gxf5+ 46.Kg5 Bf8 47.Qc2 Bh6+  
Black now has a forced mate. 

48.Kg6 Bc1 49.Qxc1 Rxc1 50.Rxf5 Rh6+ 51.Kxh6 

Qxf5 52.f7+ Kf8 0–1 
 
The following round, FM Liang gets beaten in turn by 

Rochester player Paciorkowski. This is the game that 

put Lev ahead of the rest of the field.   

 
FM Jason Liang (2403) - Lev Paciorkowski 

(2433) – Evan Park (2305) [E91]  English 

142nd New York State Championship, round 5 

Internet CC, Sept. 7, 2020 

 
1.Nf3 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.d4 0–0 5.e4 d6 6.Be2 

Na6 7.0–0 e5 8.Be3 Qe7 9.Qc2 exd4 10.Nxd4 Re8 

11.f3 c6 12.Bf2 Nc5 13.Rad1 Nfd7 14.Rfe1  
14.b4 Ne6 15.Nxe6 Qxe6 looks better than the text. 

14...a5! 15.Bf1 Ne5 16.Kh1 a4 17.Qd2 Qc7 18.h3 

Qa5 19.Nc2?!  
A tactical oversight. Black only has a tiny advantage 

after a move like 19.f4. 

19...Bxh3!?  

Startling, but White can hold the balance if he plays 

carefully. 

20.Qxd6  
Of course not 20.gxh3 Nxf3 21.Qxd6 Nxe1. 

20...Bf8 21.Qf6 Bg7 22.Qd6 Bf8 23.Qf6 Bc8 24.Bd4 

Bg7  
The players are jockeying for position - the game is 

roughly even. 

25.Qh4 Ne6 26.Be3 h5 27.Qf2 Qc7 28.Rd2 a3 

29.Nxa3!  
This doesn't actually win material, but leaves Black 

with a much better pawn structure. 

29...Rxa3 30.bxa3 Nxf3 31.gxf3 Bxc3 32.Red1 

Bxd2 33.Rxd2 Qe5 34.Bh3 Nf4 35.Bxc8 Rxc8 

36.Bd4 Qg5 37.Bc3?  
Best is pinning the Knight with 37.Be3. 

37...Ne6 38.Rd1 Rd8  
Instead of trading rooks, Black could put his finger on 

White's weak spot with 38...Ra8. 

39.Rxd8+ Qxd8 40.Qd2 Qxd2 41.Bxd2  
While Bishops tend to outperform Knights in 

endgames, here White has a bunch of weak pawns and 

Black has a passed pawn. This will be very tough for 

White to hold. 

41...Kf8 42.Kg2 Ke7 43.Be3 Kd6 44.f4 f5!? 

45.exf5?! 45.e5+ has to be a better move than this. 

45...gxf5 46.Kg3 b5 47.cxb5 cxb5 48.Kh4?!  
White manages to get Black's passed h-pawn, but this 

leads to a lost ending. My computer says 48.Kf3 is 

better, but there is little joy for White here. 

48...Kd5 49.Kxh5 Ke4 50.Bb6 Nxf4+ 51.Kg5 Nd5 

52.Bg1 f4 53.Kg6 f3 54.Kf7 Ke5  
Black will eventually force White to trade his Bishop 

for Black's f-pawn, but the White King won't be able 

to get to Black's b-pawn. White is lost. 

55.Bh2+ Kd4 56.Bg1+ Kc4 57.Ke6 Nc3 58.Kd6 

Ne4+ 59.Kc6 f2 60.Bxf2 Nxf2 61.Kb6 Ne4 62.Ka5 

Nc3 63.Kb6 Nxa2 64.Kc6 Nc3 65.Kb6 Nb1 66.a4 

bxa4 0–1 

 

Michigan player Surya Parasuraman had a heck of a 

tournament – beginning with a rating of only 2138 he 

went 5-1, with a tournament rating of over 2500. In 

his final game he faced FM Jason Liang, and quite 

simply outlasted him.  This game is a fine example 

how a good Knight can crush a bad Bishop. 

 

Surya Parasuraman (2138) – FM Jason Liang 

(2403) [B11]  Caro-Kann Defense 

142nd New York State Championship, round 6 

Internet CC, Sept. 7, 2020 

  

1.e4 c6 2.Nc3 d5 3.Nf3 Nf6 4.exd5 cxd5 5.h3 Nc6 

6.d4 a6 7.Bd3 Nb4 8.Bg5 Nxd3+ 9.Qxd3 e6 10.0–0 
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Be7 11.Rfe1 0–0 12.a4 b6 13.Ne5 Bb7 14.Re3 Rc8 

15.Qe2 Ne4 16.Nxe4 dxe4 17.Bxe7 Qxe7 18.Rb3 

Qc7 19.Rc3 Qd6 20.Rxc8 Rxc8 21.c3 f6 22.Nc4 Qc6 

23.Ne3 h6 24.Qh5 Kh7 25.a5 b5 26.Rd1 Rd8 

27.Qc5 Kg6 28.Qxc6 Bxc6 29.Nc2 Bb7 (diagram 

below) 
Here my computer gives Black a tiny advantage, but 

Black's bad Bishop makes me think that White has to 

be better here. 

 

 
 

30.Nb4 Kf7 31.Kf1 g5 32.Ke2 Ke7 33.h4 Kf7 

34.hxg5 fxg5 35.Rh1 Kg6 36.g4 Rf8 37.Rg1 Rf4 

38.b3 Rf3 39.Rg3 Rf8  
39...Rxg3? would be a bad idea: 40.fxg3 Kf6 41.c4 

bxc4 42.bxc4 Ke7 43.Ke3 Kd6 44.c5+ and White is 

better. 

40.c4 bxc4 41.bxc4 Rc8 42.Rc3 h5?  
After this things start going pear-shaped for Black. 

White only has a modest advantage after, say, 

42...Rd8 43.Nc2. 

43.gxh5+ Kxh5 44.c5!  
Suddenly Black has problems on the Queenside and 

his King is very far away. 

44...Rb8 45.c6 Bc8 46.Nc2 Kg6 47.Ke3 Kf6 

48.Kxe4 Rb2 49.Ne3!  
Very crafty - 49...Rxf2? would lose a Rook to 

50.Ng4+. 49...Ke7 50.Rc5 Rxf2 51.Rxg5 Kd6 

52.Nc4+ Kc7 52...Kxc6? loses a piece: 53.Rc5+ Kd7 

54.Nb6+ , etc. 

53.Rg8 Re2+ 54.Kd3 Ra2 55.Kc3 Ra1 56.Kb2 Rd1 

57.Nb6 Kxc6 58.Rxc8+  
White finally wins a piece, but he's going to be down 

to his last pawn. The win is still going to take some 

effort. 58...Kb5 59.Kc3 Rc1+ 60.Kb3 Rb1+ 61.Kc2 

Ra1 62.Nd7 Kxa5 63.Rb8  
The Black King being trapped in front of the pawn is 

going to be very awkward. 

63...Ra2+ 64.Kc3 Ra3+ 65.Kc4 Ra1 66.Nc5 Rc1+ 

67.Kd3 Rd1+ 68.Kc2 Re1 69.Kd2 Rh1 70.Nxe6 

Rh2+ 71.Kd3 Rh1 72.Kc4 Rc1+ 73.Kd5 Rh1 

74.Kd6 Rh6 75.d5 Ka4 76.Kc5 a5 77.Ra8  
The d-pawn could just run for the goal line with 

77.d6! Rxe6 78.d7 Re5+ 79.Kd4. 

77...Rh1 78.d6 Rc1+ 79.Kd5 Rd1+ 80.Nd4 Kb4 

81.Rxa5  
White doesn't have to make this sacrifice - there's 

nothing Black can do about 81.d7 Kc3 82.Rc8+. 

81...Kxa5 82.d7 Kb4 83.d8Q Kc3  
Apparently Black is going to play this out to the bitter 

end. 

84.Qa5+ Kd3 85.Qa3+ Kd2 86.Qb2+ Ke3 87.Qe2+ 

Kf4 88.Qxd1 Kg3 89.Qf3+ Kh2 90.Qg4 Kh1 

91.Ne2 Kh2 92.Qg3+ Kh1 93.Qg1, mate 1–0 

 

Here is a game by five-time former state champion 

GM Michael Rohde. I like it for a couple of reasons. 

First, GM Rohde is the picture of patience as he plays 

against his opponent’s London System, strengthening 

his position while waiting for an opening.  Second, it 

shows how deadly the Bishop pair can be in an open 

position. It’s not so much what they are doing, it’s 

what they MIGHT do that eventually causes White to 

fall into the precipice.  

 

Abhinav Penagalapati (2060) –GM Michael 

Rohde (2481) [A45] London System 

142nd New York State Championship, round 4 

Internet CC, Sept. 6, 2020 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.Bf4 c6 3.e3 Qb6 4.b3 e6 5.c3 c5  
White's London System is so slow Black can get away 

with taking two moves to get his pawn to c5. 

6.Nf3 Nh5 7.Bg3 Nc6 8.Nbd2 d5 9.Bd3 cxd4 

10.exd4 Be7 11.0–0 Nxg3 12.hxg3 Bd7 13.Qe2 Rc8 

14.Rfd1 0–0 15.Nf1 a5 16.Ne3 f5 17.c4 Bf6 18.cxd5 

Nxd4 19.Nxd4 Bxd4 20.Nc4  
20.dxe6 Bxe6 21.Nc4 is perfectly fine as well. 

20...Qc5 21.dxe6 Rce8 22.Rac1 Bxe6 23.Qd2 Kh8 

24.Rc2  
24.Nxa5 doesn't win a pawn: 24...Bxf2+ 25.Qxf2 

Qxa5. 24...b6 25.Nb2 Qe7 26.Re1 Qf6 27.Bb5 Rd8 

28.Qe2?  (diagram over) 
So far White has been playing pretty well against his 

Grandmaster opponent, but in an increasingly 

complicated position he finally slips up. The only way 

to keep the game even seems to be: 28.Rc6! Bxb2 

29.Qe2 Rfe8 30.Rxe6. 
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28...Bd5 29.Nd3 Be4  
Black's Bishops are really torturing White. 

30.Rec1 Qg5 31.Kf1  
Black was threatening 31...Qxg3. 

31...Qh6 32.Kg1 Qd6 33.Kf1 Bxd3 34.Qxd3?!  
Better is 34.Bxd3. 

34...f4!?  
Even deadlier is 34...Qh6! 35.Qf3 Bb2! and White 

must give up the exchange: 36.Re1 Qh1+ 37.Ke2 

Rde8+. 35.g4 f3 36.gxf3 Qh2 37.Qe4 Bc5 38.Re1?  

This brings the end. It looks like White had to play 

38.Rxc5. 

38...Rd4! 39.Qe5  
39.Qe3 looks best here. Now Black has a forced mate. 

39...Qh1+ 40.Ke2 Qxf3+ 41.Kf1 Qh1+  
41...Qh3+ 42.Ke2 Rxf2+! 43.Kxf2 Rd2, mate. 

42.Ke2 Re4+ 0–1 

 

Here is a fun, tactical game that was one of the money 

games from the Under-2000 section. Here 

Massachusetts player Benjamin Yin outplays New 

Jersey player Aravindakshan using a Knight on g4, 

twice. 

 

Sahana Aravindakshan (1587) – Benjamin Yin 

(1887) [D35]  QG Declined 

142nd New York State Championship 

Under 2000 section, round 6 

Internet CC, Sept. 7, 2020 

 

1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Nf6 4.cxd5 exd5 5.Bg5 Be7 

6.e3 h6 7.Bh4 0–0 8.Bd3 c6 9.Qc2 Nbd7 10.Nge2 

Re8 11.0–0 Nf8 12.Rac1 Ne6 13.Rfd1 Nh5 14.Bxe7 

Qxe7 15.f3 Nf6 16.e4 dxe4 17.fxe4?  
It's always nice to have a strong center, but this 

misses a tactical finesse. The game is pretty even after 

17.Nxe4. 17...Ng4!  

White's weak dark squares are going to cost material. 

18.Qd2 Qh4 19.h3 Qf2+ 20.Kh1 Ne3 21.Rg1 

Nxd4?!  

A little greedy. Better for Black was 21...Ng5 22.Nd1 

Nxd1 23.Rcxd1 Nxe4 24.Bxe4 Rxe4 and the second 

player has excellent winning chances. 

22.Qe1 Qxe1 23.Rgxe1 Ne6 24.Ng1?  
White probably thinks he's out of the woods, but he 

gives Black a tactical shot that he doesn't miss. Black 

only has a modest advantage after 24.b3. 

24...Nxg2! 25.Rf1  
25.Kxg2? Nf4+ and White can resign. 

25...Ngf4 26.Bc2 Ng6 27.Rcd1 Ng5 28.Kh2 Be6 

29.a3 Ne5 30.b3 Rad8 31.Kg2 Rxd1 32.Rxd1 c5 

33.Nd5 c4 34.b4 Bxd5 35.exd5 f6 36.h4 Ngf7 

37.Nh3 Ng4!  
Not a Knight on that square AGAIN! 

38.Kf3 h5 39.Nf4?  
Allows a fatal Rook invasion, but White was lost 

anyway. 

39...Re3+ 40.Kg2 Rc3 0-1  
Black wins a piece so White gives up: 40...Rc3 41.Rd2 

Rxc2 42.Rxc2 Ne3+. 

 

Here is the game that decided the Under-1600 section 

when Ava Xu (5-0) met Armen Sahakyan (4½-½). 

White plays rather aggressively, but when her attack 

runs out of steam, her lack of development takes a 

heavy toll.   

 

Ava Xu (1513) – Armen Sahakyan (1326) [B45] 

142nd New York State Championship 

Under 1600 section, round 6  Sicilian Defense 

Internet CC, Sept. 7, 2020 

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nc6 5.Nc3 Bb4 

6.Ndb5 Nf6 7.Nd6+?!  
This isn't best - White is making a lot of moves with 

this Knight to trade it for Black's bad Bishop that 

hasn't even moved yet. 

7...Ke7 8.Nxc8+ Rxc8 9.Bd2  
9.Bd3 would hold on to the e-pawn. 

9...Bxc3 10.Bxc3 Nxe4 11.Bxg7 Rg8 12.Qg4? 

(diagram) 
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Asking for it. 12.Bd4 seems best. 

12...f5 13.Qh4+ Kf7 14.Qxd8 Nxd8 15.Bd4 Rxc2 

White's backward development spells doom for her. 

16.f3 Nc6 17.Be3 Nf6 18.Rb1 Nd5 19.Bf2 Ncb4 

20.a3 Na2  
20...Nc6? 21.Bd3 and the Black Rook is trapped. 

21.Bxa7 Rgc8 22.Bd3 Rxg2 23.Kf1 Rd2 24.Be2 

Rcc2 Even better is 24...Nc1! 

25.Bb5 Nc1 26.Ke1 b6?!  
26...Nf4! leads to a forced mate. 

27.Rxc1 Rxc1+ 28.Kxd2 Rxh1 29.Bb8 Ke7 30.Bc4 

d6 31.Bxd5 exd5 32.Ba7 Rxh2+ 33.Kc3 d4+ 

34.Kxd4 Rxb2 35.Kc3 Rf2 36.Bxb6 Rxf3+ 37.Kb4 

h5 38.a4 h4 39.Bg1 Rf1 40.Bh2 Rf2 41.Bg1 Rg2 

42.Be3 f4 43.Bd4 h3 44.a5 h2 45.a6 h1Q 46.a7 

Qb1+ 47.Kc4 Rc2+ 48.Kd5 Rc8 0-1  
Of course 48...Qb7, mate is better, but a win is a win. 

 

Finally, here is the deciding game in the Under-1200 

section. Section winner Bashar correctly sacrifices 

two Rooks for a Queen and gets a winning game. I 

have to say here that both of these players seem 

stronger than their 1100-level ratings would suggest. 

 

Arabella Fang (1108) – Zahin Bashar (1152) 

[C50] 

142nd New York State Championship Ruy Lopez 

Under 1200 section, round 6 

Internet CC, Sept. 7, 2020 

 

1.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Be7 4.Nc3 Nf6 5.d4 Nxe4 

6.Bxf7+?!  
6.Nxe5 is better here. As tempting as the text is, it's 

tough for White to find a way to exploit Black's King. 

6...Kxf7 7.Nxe4 d5 8.Ng3 Bg4 9.h3 Bxf3 10.Qxf3+ 

Bf6 11.dxe5 Nxe5 12.Qe2 Nc4 13.c3 Re8 14.Be3 

Nxe3 15.fxe3 Qd6 16.Qf3?  
Black only has a small advantage after 16.Nf5 Qe6 

17.0–0 g6 18.Nh6+ Kg7 19.Ng4, but now things get 

ugly. 

16...Rxe3+!  
Generally speaking, trading two Rooks for a Queen is 

a bad bargain, but Black sees that White's pieces will 

be so badly coordinated that inevitably his nimble 

Queen will pick up more material. 

17.Qxe3 Re8 18.Qxe8+ Kxe8 19.Ne2 Bh4+ 20.Kd2 

Qh6+ 21.Kd1 Qe3 22.g3 Bg5 23.Nf4?  
Better, but still losing is: 23.Ke1 Qd2+ 24.Kf1 Qxb2 

25.Kf2 Qc2. 

23...Qxg3 24.Re1+ Kd7 25.Rf1? Bxf4 26.Rxf4  
White can try to hang on to her two Rooks, but it 

doesn't do much good: 26.Kc2 c5 27.a4 c4 28.Kb1 d4 

29.Rd1 Bd2! and Black wins. 

26...Qxf4 27.Kc2 Qh2+ 28.Kb3 Qxh3 29.Rd1 c6 0–

1 

 

Help Us Keep New York Chess on the Map! 
 
US Chess created the Rockefeller K-5 Tournament of Champions in 2020.  Like the Denker Tournament of High 

School Champions, the Barber 6-8 Tournament of Champions, the Haring National Girls Tournament of Champions 

and the Senior Tournament of Champions, New York sent a representative to the Rockefeller tournament. 

 

The New York State Chess Association provides a $600 stipend for each of our invitational players to participate 

in these tournaments.  We would like to increase that amount, but we need your help in order to do so.  Whatever 

you donate will be placed in our Alan Benjamin Builders Fund and go directly to help our players go to St. Louis 

and be part of these major national events. 

 

To support our National Invitational Players, fill out the coupon below with a check marked National Invitational 

Fund, and mail the coupon below to Karl Heck, Treasurer, NYSCA, 84 Grandview Avenue, Catskill, NY 12414.   

NYSCA is a 501 c 6 organization, and your donation may be tax-deductible. 

 

Thank you for anything that you can donate for this worthy cause! 

Name_____________________________________________________________ 

Address___________________________________________________________ 

City___________________________________State_______Zip_____________ 

E-Mail:___________________________________________________________ 

Donation :$_______________________________________________________ 
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My Games from the 2020 New York State Championship 

by Lev Paciorkowski, 2020 New York State Champion 
 

The 2020 New York State Chess Championship was 

held online this year from September 5-7 on the 

Internet Chess Club. With a combination of good 

opening preparation, tactical awareness and a little 

luck I managed a clean 6-0 sweep! I've selected a few 

of my games to analyze. 

Let's start with round 2, which was definitely my 

sloppiest game of the event: 

SM Paciorkowski, Lev (2443) – WFM Ehsani, 

Yassamin (2095); Round 2 

 

White to move 

The opening has gone rather adventurously and my 

King did not end up finding a secure home. So 

naturally, I was very relieved in this position to be able 

to play 19.Qg5 trading the Queens.  

After 19. ... Qxg5 it is difficult to say which recapture 

is best, but I went with the more ambitious 

one 20.fxg5!? gaining a tempo to win the b5 pawn:  

20. ... Nf5 21.Bxb5 Be6 (diagram over) 

 

 

 

White to move 

 

White is up a pawn but the pieces are so badly 

coordinated that Black has pretty good compensation. 

My advanced Kingside pawns have some cramping 

effect, but they also could turn out to be weaknesses, 

so this is double-edged.  

 

The game continued 22.Ke2 Rac8 23.Bd3 Bb6 

24.Rc1 Rxc1 25.Bxc1 Rc8 26.Nf2 and now 26. ... d4! 

27.e4 Ne3 (diagram below) upped the stakes even 

more. 

 

White to move 

https://1.bp.blogspot.com/-pNLBSHOoGGE/X1gUiQifSkI/AAAAAAAABJk/E0kiikzYORkL3qa92I4FeseEabORWvXIwCLcBGAsYHQ/s847/Rd2-1.PNG
https://1.bp.blogspot.com/-I76NnKrrIyo/X1gWQh3Ku5I/AAAAAAAABJw/MpRa4wrxmgIYpAZpJL_m1Z2OwhKMkPcyACLcBGAsYHQ/s846/Rd2-2.PNG
https://1.bp.blogspot.com/-CemvfvE_HSc/X1gXr2MMaNI/AAAAAAAABJ8/ZZT7AIMCpgA2nw_gpOLYigMBwlv8E2vygCLcBGAsYHQ/s849/Rd2-3.PNG
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Black has gotten the so-called "octopus" Knight on the 

third rank, and things do not look so rosy as there is 

also a threat of ...Rc5-xe5 regaining the pawn. I can 

play 28.Bxe3, but after 28. ... dxe3 neither 29.Ng4 

Bxg4+= nor 29.Nd1? Rc1! -+ are what I want.  

However, it turns out that White has a surprising idea 

in this position. 28.Bb2!  

Preventing Rc5 by attacking d4...  

28. ... Bd7  

...so Black naturally prepares Re8-xe5 instead.  

29.Bb1!? Re8 30.a4! Rxe5 31.Kd3!  

Now the point of 30.a4 becomes clear: it was 

necessary to prevent ...Bb5+ in this position. I at first 

thought white was just winning, because the threat is 

Bxd4 when the Ne3 is suddenly trapped. I then 

realized black has an only move, which my opponent 

found:  

31. ... Re6!  

Planning a pin if I take on d4.  

 

Things are once again far from clear and after 32.Ba2 

Rc6 33.Rc1 Rxc1 34.Bxc1 (diagram below)  

 

I actually offered a draw, having just 7 minutes to my 

opponent's 39 minutes (time control is G/90 + 10). 

 

Black to move 

 

It looks like Black has all the cards with a superb 

Knight and lots of weak pawns to attack on the 

Kingside. My engine assures me this is still equal, but 

during the game I thought Black was simply much 

better. At this point I had an unbelievable stroke of 

luck: my opponent declined the draw, and then in four 

moves managed to give herself a lost position!  

34. ... Ng2 35.Bd2 Bc7 36.h3 Nf4+? 37.Kxd4! 

Nxh3+? 38.Nxh3 Bxh3 39.b4! (diagram over) 

 

Black to move 

 

On move 36 something like ...Be6! would have been 

much stronger, maintaining the tension and freezing 

my Queenside. Now White's active King, 2-1 

queenside majority and Black's inability to make a 

passed pawn on the Kingside give me a decisive 

advantage.  

 

With five minutes left I was able to convert: 39. ... Kg7 

40.e5  
Stopping ...f6.  

40…Kf8 41.a5 Bf1 42.Bf4 Ke7 43.Bc4 Bg2  
43. ... Bxc4 44.Kxc4 is winning for White: 44. ... Ke6 

45.Kc5 Kf5 46.e6! +- 

44.Bd5 Bf1 45.Kc5 Ba6 46.Kc6 Bb8 47.Bxf7 Bd3  
47. ... Kxf7 48.e6+ Kxe6 49.Bxb8 +- 

48.Bd5 Ba6 49.Bf3 Bc8 50.Bg2 Ba6 51.Bh3 Kd8 

52.b5 Bc8 53.Bxc8 Kxc8 54.e6 1-0 
 

Not my best game, but I'll take wins any way I can get 

them. 

 

After winning my next two games against Experts, it 

turned out that FM Jason Liang (2403) was the only 

other player with a perfect score.  

 

He had just won with Black against GM Vladimir 

Belous (2635), and GM Timur Gareyev (2692) had 

drawn with FM Justin Chen (2390).  

 

All this meant my Round Five pairing would be Black 

against Liang: 

https://1.bp.blogspot.com/-yVyeZ0nIhyk/X1gbQqTd16I/AAAAAAAABKI/8nUoBRbS-jsV-fCpK_vA2M-DyPci5_iTACLcBGAsYHQ/s846/Rd2-4.PNG
https://1.bp.blogspot.com/-FEs5oW4bFDo/X1gdY12brjI/AAAAAAAABKU/Tn6HkSjUIj0u19yC_FIXRMZJEkI-1dfTgCLcBGAsYHQ/s847/Rd2-5.PNG
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FM Liang, Jason (2403) – SM Paciorkowski, Lev 

(2443); Round 5 
 

1.Nf3  

Earlier in the tournament Jason had played 1.e4, but I 

saw he also has been playing d4 openings recently.  

1... Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3  

This is a very specific move order that White often 

chooses to avoid the main lines of the Gruenfeld. If 

Black now plays 3. ... d5 4.cxd5 Nxd5, White has lots 

of options including 5.e4, 5.Qb3, 5.Qa4+ and more 

recently even 5.h4! I was not very well prepared for 

any of this, so decided to enter a King’s Indian 

Defense (KID) instead.  

3. ... Bg7 4.d4  

To my eyes this is a curious move order, because now 

Jason is allowing one of the mainlines of the Gruenfeld 

if I wanted it -- instead 4.e4 would all but force a KID. 

Anyways, we got to the same position regardless.  

4. ... 0-0 5.e4 d6 6.Be2 Na6 7.0-0 e5 8.Be3 Qe7!? 

(diagram below) 
 

 

White to move 

 

I rarely play the King's Indian nowadays, and only 

used it here because of this very specific and unusual 

idea I wanted to try out. Normally if Black chooses to 

move the Queen it goes to e8, but on e7 it has the chief 

advantages of not blocking the Rf8 and controlling c5. 

There are some other details, but suffice it to say this 

is actually the top choice of the modern neural network 

engines Leela and Stockfish NNUE so it can't be all 

that bad! Black's top three alternatives are …Ng4, 

…c6 and …Qe8; …Qe7!? is the sixth-most common in 

my database with just 91 games played. 

9.Qc2!  

Jason played this rather quickly, which came as an 

unpleasant surprise because I think it is the most 

challenging response, and the main line of NNUE. The 

idea is to clear d1 for the Rook, so now White threatens 

10.dxe5 dxe5 11.Nd5 Qd8 12.Rad1 +/-. I cannot play 

9. ... c6? on account of the thematic 10.c5! dxc5 

11.dxe5 +/-. This means the following transformation 

is virtually forced:  

9. ... exd4 10.Nxd4 Re8 11.f3 c6 12.Bf2 (Diagram 

below)  

Stopping the ...d5 break. At this point I was out of my 

prep. 

 

 

Black to move 

 

As a result of Jason's 9th move, we have gotten into an 

open KID structure. These positions are known today 

to be simply better for White, and Black basically 

shuffles his pieces around playing for tricks. White's 

main plan is to start a pawn roller on the Kingside: 

h2-h3, then f3-f4 and g2-g4 to gain more space. I 

wasn't very comfortable in this position, but in any 

case the game continued... 

 

12. ... Nc5 13.Rad1  

Preparing Bg3 to hit d6, so I maneuver a Knight to e5:  

13. ... Nfd7 14.Rfe1 a5 15.Bf1 Ne5 16.Kh1 a4 17. 

Qd2 Qc7 18.h3 Qa5  

(diagram over) 
 

https://1.bp.blogspot.com/--t-PCZWoLWM/X1hK1tjAVhI/AAAAAAAABKg/FA4pEHFS8Mke_WblhvBVvRNLVmacvR2pACLcBGAsYHQ/s562/Rd5-1.PNG
https://1.bp.blogspot.com/-VUwQ_evzmkY/X1hO3WJQDeI/AAAAAAAABKs/ZjjKradZkE0KYQkRXTUeHhgRXYngwfLhACLcBGAsYHQ/s565/Rd5-2.PNG
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White to move 

 

The first critical moment. Here I was most concerned 

about 19.f4! Ned7 20.g4!, which gives White a serious 

plus - it exposes the King but Black lacks the piece 

coordination to properly take advantage of it.  

 

Instead White played 19.Nc2?  

Allowing the thematic sacrifice… 

19. ... Bxh3! 20.Qxd6  

20.gxh3? Nxf3 21.Qxd6 Nxe1 -+ is bad for White; so 

is 20.f4?! Bg4! 21.fxe5 Bxd1 22.Rxd1 Rxe5! -/+ 

23.Qxd6?? Rh5+ 24.Kg1 Be5 -+ 

20. ... Bf8 21.Qf6 Bg7 22.Qd6 Bf8  

I calculated 22. ... Ncd3? for a while before finally 

realizing it just loses after 23.Bxd3 Rad8 24.Qb4! +-

23.Qf6 Bc8!?  

Declining the repetition; Black has exchanged his 

weakness on d6 for White's valuable h3 pawn, so there 

is no reason not to continue playing. 

 

We shuffled around for another several moves:  

24.Bd4 Bg7 25.Qh4 Ne6 26.Be3 h5 27.Qf2 Qc7 

28.Rd2?! (Diagram over)  

Instead 28.a3! would have kept the game balanced. 

 

Black to move 

 

Here is another thematic trick:  

28. ... a3! 29.Nxa3 Rxa3 30.bxa3  
I was also ready for 30.Bb6 Qe7 31.bxa3 Nxf3 

32.Qxf3? Qh4+ picking up the loose Re1. 

30. ... Nxf3  

Now there are not even any intermezzos because of the 

mate threat on h2.  

31.gxf3 Bxc3 32.Red1 Bxd2 33.Rxd2  

Black is clearly better now and I stayed in control, 

pressing my advantage to a win:  

33. ... Qe5 34.Bh3  

If White was able to exchange his light-squared 

Bishop for my Knight he might have counterplay on 

the dark squares, but I don't allow this.  

34. ... Nf4 35.Bxc8 Rxc8 36.Bd4 Qg5 37.Bc3 Ne6 

38.Rd1 Rd8 39.Rxd8+ Qxd8 40.Qd2  

The endgame is hopeless for White, but keeping the 

Queens on wasn't really an option either since the 

King on h1 is so exposed.  

40. ... Qxd2 41.Bxd2  

White's many pawn weaknesses and my passed h-pawn 

are decisive factors.  

41. ... Kf8 42.Kg2 Ke7 43.Be3 Kd6 44.f4 f5 45.exf5 

gxf5 46.Kg3 b5  

Clearing an avenue for the King.  

47.cxb5 cxb5 48.Kh4 Kd5 49.Kxh5 Ke4 50.Bb6 

Nxf4+ 51.Kg5 Nd5 52.Bg1 f4 53.Kg6 f3 54.Kf7 Ke5 

55.Bh2+ Kd4 56.Bg1+ Kc4 57.Ke6 Nc3 58.Kd6 

Ne4+ 59.Kc6 f2 60.Bxf2 Nxf2 61.Kb6 Ne4 62.Ka5 

Nc3 63.Kb6 Nxa2 64.Kc6 Nc3 65.Kb6 Nb1 66.a4 

bxa4 0-1 
Heading into the final round, I was leading the field 

with 5/5, and only NM Evan Park (2305) had 4.5/5 

after having won against GM Timur Gareyev with 

Get the latest New York 

chess news immediately.  

Friend the NYSCA 

Facebook page for updates 

between issues! 

https://1.bp.blogspot.com/-L1pOddz2rBI/X1hQXgx3SvI/AAAAAAAABK4/hGM8JPWAG9ky7qrPMSw_Hvh6R-GXhBEQACLcBGAsYHQ/s564/Rd5-3.PNG
https://1.bp.blogspot.com/-JIssI6UzAVs/X1hTqn9mVyI/AAAAAAAABLE/mrA3vI8FUJ0BCC1x5SvxwAYK-ds5l1WrACLcBGAsYHQ/s564/Rd5-4.PNG
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Black in the previous round. At this point just a draw 

would secure me clear first. 

 

SM Paciorkowski, Lev (2443) - Park, Evan (2305); 

Round 6 
 

 

Black to move 

 

After declining two draw offers in the opening, we 

reached this interesting position. Early on I had sent 

my h-pawn all the way up to h6, but the main question 

here is whether or not that pawn is a strength or a 

weakness. I had just castled last move, so there is no 

longer a Rook defending it. 

 

I thought an ambitious way of playing for Black would 

be 16. ... g5!?, when I honestly wasn't entirely sure 

what to do. The idea is simply ...g4 and ...Bg5 to start 

rounding up my pawn. During the game I was 

planning to respond 17.d4 g4 18.Ne5, but I wasn't sure 

how clear that was since Black can still play 18. ... 

Nxe5 19.fxe5 Bg5. I have to sac a pawn and from afar 

hadn't seen if I can make strong enough counter threats 

by doubling on the d-file and putting a rook on d6. 

 

In the game, my opponent did not sense the danger he 

was facing and played nonchalantly  

16. ... Qe7?! 17.Rfd1 Rbc8?  

17. ... g5 was essential at this point to get some 

counterplay. 

18.d4 exd4 19.exd4! (diagram below) 
 

 

Black to move 

 

By far the strongest recapture. I actually think White 

is already just winning in this position, since Black has 

no way to stop the d4-d5 break, when the center blows 

open and the King on g8 comes under attack. The 

…Nc6, Bd7 and Qe7 are on perhaps the worst possible 

squares, as they will only be targets after I put my 

rooks on e1/d1 and push d5. 

 

The only tactical variation to calculate was 19. ... b5, 

but it just doesn't work after 20.Bxb5 when I saw 21. 

... Nb4? 22.Bxb4 +- and 21. ... Nxd4 22.Nxd4 Bxd4 

23.Rxd4 Bxb5 24.Qd2 +- when black's king is fatally 

weak on the dark squares. Evan had been playing fairly 

quickly up until this point but started to consume a lot 

of time as he no doubt started to realize the trouble he 

was in. 

 

19. ... Kh8  

There are hardly better alternatives; 19. ... Na5 

20.Bb4 wins the exchange.  

20.Qb2 Rcd8 21.Re1 Qd6 22.Rcd1 Ne7 (continued 

on page 19) 

 

 

NYSCA players get discounts 

at the Manhattan Open on 

ICC, being held December 29-

30.  Look for additional details 

at chesstour.com. 

https://1.bp.blogspot.com/-vhHkhVVm0ZA/X1i_BZdQwuI/AAAAAAAABLQ/CzVbcxGmYz8SnOCpmSXGFD3EtWqi92iXQCLcBGAsYHQ/s849/Rd6-1.PNG
https://1.bp.blogspot.com/-VTnq-kVNYfw/X1jBZzSYbQI/AAAAAAAABLc/t0cq9acFiEY-Jhlb9AGuSy3fYRDb_38TQCLcBGAsYHQ/s846/Rd6-2.PNG
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         Classic Games Revisited 
                                 By Harold Scott 

                          
- 

Classic Games Revisited                                       Game #1 – Bobotsov-Petrosian, Lugano (olympiad) 1968 

 
There are many games that have come before and it is 

important that we learn the lessons that these games 

provide us. In the first game of my new column we 

show a textbook example of how Tigran Petrosian 

employs an idea from Capablanca from some 40 years 

earlier. It is one of the strategies that Black can use 

when facing the minority attack in the Queen’s Gambit 

Exchange Variation. 

 

□ Bobotsov, Milko 

■ Petrosian, Tigran 

D35 Lugano (ol) 1968 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nf3 d5 4.cxd5 exd5 5.Nc3 c6 

6.Bg5 Be7 7.Qc2 g6 (Diagram below) 

 

 
8.e3  

8.e4 Jan Timman's move which opens the position up. 

Black responded with 8...dxe4 in the game Timman-

Short,  

Belgrade 1987. There is also the well-known game 

where Black took back with the Knight instead 

8...Nxe4 Karpov-Jussupow, Moscow 1988. 

8...Bf5  

The point behind Black's previous move. 

9.Bd3 Bxd3  

Exchanging light-squared Bishops suits Black well 

here. The majority of Black's pawns are on light 

squares and it makes perfect sense to do so. Often in 

his games, Petrosian would exchange a Bishop and 

place his pawns on the color of the Bishop that was 

exchanged. 

10.Qxd3 Nbd7 11.Bh6 (Diagram below) 

 

 
11...Ng4 12.Bf4 0–0 13.0–0 Re8 14.h3?!                     

This seemingly reasonable move "kicking the Knight 

from g4 has the drawback of allowing a "hook" in 

White's position which can serve as a future point of 

attack. 

14...Ngf6 15.Ne5 Nb6 (Diagram below) 
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Black is wise to not exchange Knights. From here the 

Knight keeps an eye on c4. 

16.Bg5?!  

With this move, White allows more trades which are 

beneficial to Black. In fact, Black is wanting to 

exchange Bishops and a pair of Knights to have a 

remaining set of pieces of Queen, two Rooks and 

Knight. 

16...Ne4 17.Bxe7  

I think that retaining the dark-squared Bishop is a 

better choice for White, after 17.Bf4. 

17...Qxe7 18.Qc2  

18.Nxe4 dxe4 19.Qb3 (19.Qxe4? f6 20.Ng4 Qxe4 

21.Nxf6+ Kg7 22.Nxe4 Rxe4 ) 19...Qe6= leads to 

equal play. 

18...Nd6 19.Na4 Nbc4  

19...Nxa4 20.Qxa4 f6 also brings us to the position 

where our Knight is on d6. 

20.Nxc4 Nxc4 21.Nc5 Nd6 (Diagram below) 

 

 

 
 

Placing the Knight on d6 is known as the "Capablanca 

Maneuver". An idea that he first played against 

Alekhine in 1927. What he did was create a very 

powerful idea to combat White's typical plan of the 

minority attack in the Carlsbad structure. Capa knew 

that the Knight was ideally placed on d6. From here 

the Knight serves many purposes: 

 

1) It protects the pawn on b7;  

2) It makes the move b4–b5 more difficult to attain;  

3) The pawn break e3–e4 is kept under control, and  

4) The Knight may also participate in an attack against 

the White Kingside. 

22.Rac1 Qg5! 

Now since White does not have a constructive plan, 

because Black has taken the "sting" out of any future 

minority attack, he can begin active operations on the 

Kingside. 

23.Qd1 h5  

Gaining space and preventing Qg4. 

24.Kh1 Re7  

A flexible Rook move that prepares doubling along the 

e-file, overprotection of the b7–pawn, and allows the 

Rook to relocate to a square like g7 after Black 

expands his pawns further on the Kingside. 

25.Nd3 Ne4 26.Nc5 Nd6 27.Nd3 Qf5 28.Ne5?!  

Bringing the Knight to e5 only furthers Black's plans 

as he wants to place his pawns on ...f6, ...g5 and ...h5. 

28...f6 29.Nf3 Rg7! (Diagram below) 

 

 
 

Black has improved his position over the last few 

moves and is now threatening to aggressively advance 

his g-pawn to ...g5–g4. Meanwhile, White has danced 

around with his knight from c5–d3–e5–f3. Although 

Petrosian was known as a defensive genius and master 

of prophylaxis, he was also a gifted attacker when the 

position dictated such aggression. 

30.Nh2 Re8  

No need to hurry! Improve your pieces to good 

squares. 

31.Kg1 Ne4 32.Qf3 Qe6  

Of course we retreat the Queen! An important rule 

when attacking is to avoid exchanges, especially your 

most powerful piece. 

33.Rfd1 g5 (Diagram below) 
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An interesting pawn sacrifice by our ninth World 

Champion.  

34.Qxh5 f5! 35.Re1 g4  

In this position, White wishes he still had his pawn on 

h2. 

36.hxg4 fxg4 37.f3?  

Now things go downhill rapidly for White. 

37...gxf3 38.Nxf3  

38.Qxf3 Rf8 39.Qe2 Ng3 40.Qd1 Qh6–+ was given as 

a line by Grivas. 

38...Rh7 39.Qe5 Qc8 40.Qf4 Rf8 41.Qe5 Rf5 0-1 

and White resigned here as his Queen is trapped. 

 

 

 

 

Lev (from page 16) 
 

With all pistons firing, White is ready to go:  

23.d5 exd5  
23. ... Nxd5 24.Bxf6+ Rxf6 25.Qxf6+ Nxf6 26.Rxd6 

+24.Bxf6+ Rxf6  

24. ... Qxf6 25.Qxf6+ Rxf6 26.Rxe7 dxc4 27.Rdxd7 +- 

 

 

 

25.Bxd5!  

From move 23 it had taken me a few minutes to 

appreciate the strength of this simple recapture, but 

once you see it, it becomes clear that Black is lost. The 

threat is Be6 or Re6 which cannot be stopped except 

for 25. ... Nxd5, allowing 26.Rxd5 Qf8 (26. ... Qc6 

27.Rxd7) 27.Rxd7! Rxd7 28.Qxf6+! winning. On 25. 

... Rf8 I had also seen the cute interference 26.Bf7! +-

25. ... Bc6 26.Be6 1-0 

 

Open Lines…tidbits about the chess world   by Karl Heck 

 
 NYSCA, and New York State in general, is participating as one of 30 states in the new States Chess Cup, 

being held on Discord.  The teams are split into four divisions based on geography, and after round-robin 

play within the division, there will be playoffs among the divisions in order to determine national supremacy.  

Four-player teams must have a combined rating Under 2200 (like the US Amateur Team) and there are not 

set rosters.  Team Captain Daniel Rohde can and has named a new team every week.  Among the players 

who have already played for the Empire State are GM Michael Rohde, New York State Champion Lev 

Paciorkowski, and New York Primary Champion Tanitoluwa Adewumi. 

 

After four rounds of the competition, New York is 2-1.  New York defeated Massachusetts 15-1 in round 

one, lost to Michigan 11-5 in round two, won a tough match against New Jersey 9-7 in round three, and 

defeated Pennsylvania handily 11 ½ - 4 ½ in round four.  All rounds are being streamed, and streaming 

information is available on the NYSCA Facebook page before each match. 

 

 US Chess has recently updated their Official Rules of Chess with Chapter 10, a guide for online tournaments.  

Tournament players should familiarize themselves with Chapter 10 before they enter online events, as the 

updates in the Rules do make a difference.  Chapter Ten may be downloaded at the uschess.com site here:  

https://new.uschess.org/news/7th-edition-rule-book-chapters-now-available-download.   

 

US Chess has also introduced official Online Regular ratings for tournament players as a companion to the 

previously-existing Online Quick and Online Blitz ratings.  Players who do not have Online Regular ratings 

will start these ratings based on 10 games of their Regular over-the-board ratings and then add games to the 

rating from there.  Given that almost all over-the-board chess tournaments have been out of commission since 

March, the new Online Regular ratings will soon be the most representative of all of the ratings that US Chess 

provides to tournament players. 

(continued on page 26)

Harold Scott is Head Coach of 

Avenues – The World School in 

New York City and President of 

the American Online Chess 

Academy.  This article is a 

registered copyright to Harold 

Scott provided with permission 

to Empire Chess. 

https://new.uschess.org/news/7th-edition-rule-book-chapters-now-available-download
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The Chess World’s Guardian of the Gates  by Karl Heck 
 
Dr. Kenneth Regan, a professor at the University at 

Buffalo, has become an unsung hero of the transition 

of the chess world to online tournaments.  Dr. Regan’s 

work on mathematical analysis to help detect chess 

players cheating at tournaments began before COVID-

19 turned the tournament chess world upside down, 

but is far more valuable today. 

 

The 61-year-old Regan, who is an International Master 

as well as an Associate Professor of Computer Science 

and Engineering at the University at Buffalo, became 

a member of the Anti-Cheating Committee of FIDE in 

2013, and has helped write and edit guidelines to 

prevent cheating in professional chess.  His work, 

which has served as a test bed for some of his upper-

level students, has become even more vital as the chess 

world was forced to move online due to the restrictions 

of the coronavirus. 

 

At the age of 13, Regan became the youngest 

American since Bobby Fischer to earn the National 

Master title, a distinction attained by many before and 

since.  Growing up a stone’s throw from Manhattan in 

Paramus, NJ gave Regan plenty of opportunities to 

grow in chess.  He co-won the US Junior 

Championship in 1977. 

 

Regan holds a Bachelor’s Degree from Princeton and 

a doctorate from Oxford.  He is married with two adult 

children, and has lived in the Buffalo area since 1989, 

when he became a professor at UB. 

 

Mark Glickman, chairman of the US Chess rating 

committee, said in a 2014 Chess Life article, “Ken 

Regan is one of two or three people in the world who 

have the quantitative background, chess expertise, and 

computer skills necessary to develop anti-cheating 

algorithms likely to work.” 

 

His chess research site, Fidelity, evokes both his 

connection with FIDE and the need for fidelity in 

chess to eliminate cheating.  Check out Fidelity is at 

https://cse.buffalo.edu/~regan/chess/fidelity/. 

 

The rapid evolution of online chess as a time for 

“serious” tournaments in the past several months has 

created an environment where the cheaters have had a 

leg up in the beginning, and organizers have been 

creating counter-measures to catch up with the actions 

of real and potential cheaters. 

 

“I believe the current incidence of cheating in online 

chess tournaments is 100 times that of over-the-board 

events,” said Professor Regan when discussing the 

increase in business he has had since Fair Play 

Analysis has become a buzzword in the chess world.  

Given that the online tournaments are in their infancy 

as “serious” events, and technology provides more 

opportunities for cheaters to use devices off-screen 

and in-ear without being able to be detected by 

observation alone. 

 

Eleven players were disqualified from the World 

Open, the largest online event held so far by 

Continental Chess with almost 900 players.  The game 

screening of the World Open took almost 12 hours on 

a 32-core server. 

 

There have been disqualifications in most of the CCA 

events run to date since the online reboot of 

tournaments began. There also were DQ’s in the 

National Invitationals that were run online for the first 

time after the over-the-board US Open was cancelled 

due to coronavirus. 

 

Dr. Regan’s work is considered by experts to be the 

“gold standard” in detecting cheating using only the 

game moves.  He noted that his analysis is a second 

layer after platforms such as the Internet Chess Club 

(ICC) and chess.com have run their analysis of 

tournaments.  Part of the work is also walking the fine 

line between detecting and punishing the maximum 

level of cheating while also avoiding “false positives.” 

 

“The statistical analysis reduces the expected level of 

false positives to about one in 400 hundred,” said Dr. 

Regan.  When 10-12 over-the-board cheating cases a 

year are handled by FIDE, that would likely result in 

one false positive every 40 years.  FIDE and groups 

like Continental Chess would likely accept that level 

of false positives as part of the cost of doing business 

or “the occasional asteroid striking,” said Dr. Regan. 

 

In the online world, though, a one in 400 false positive 

level would result in a false positive every few weeks.  

That level of false positive isn’t acceptable to most 

organizers and players, and therefore more care needs 

to be taken to ensure that each cheating case that is 

detected is legitimate.  The volume of online 

tournaments requiring fair play analysis has jumped 

dramatically with the advent of large prize online 

events.  One positive aspect of the increasing volume 

https://cse.buffalo.edu/~regan/chess/fidelity/
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of online tournaments is that the experience curve is 

rising with the higher volume of tournaments that are 

going through Fair Play Analysis, which will help 

make the analysis more accurate in the future. 

 

In recent months, the majority of the people found by 

the Fair Play Analysis have been young players.  

While chess tournaments have skewed dramatically 

younger in age in recent years, this trend is a bit 

surprising to a lot of players and there have been varied 

explanations for why younger players have been more 

likely to be detected using engines. 

 

“The rating of the players makes little difference in the 

detection under Fair Play Analysis,” said Dr. Regan.  

Top engines such as Stockfish 12 and Komodo 11 play 

at above a 3200 level.  Even Experts and Masters have 

little to no chance of winning against a top-level 

engine, so therefore the analysis works.  The 

algorithms can also detect the relative difference of 

moves via ratings, so deviating from Stockfish’s top 

line and/or throwing in second-best moves once the 

game is decided are not going to throw off the anti-

cheating mechanism. 

 

“A player rated 800 points below the engine will have 

about a one percent chance of winning, according to 

the US Chess rating system,” said Regan.  “The same 

level of analysis applies in Fair Play Analysis that I 

run, and outliers can and will be detected by the 

systems that I use,” Regan added.  Actual values 

can be looked up 

at https://wismuth.com/elo/calculator.html or the table 

https://chess.stackexchange.com/questions/19653/ho

w-to-calculate-the-fide-percentage-expectancy-table 

 

Regan said that the Fair Play Analysis is a two-step 

process.  All games from an event are scanned at the 

first pass using limited screening, and then any outliers 

are scanned at the second pass using all of the 

screening tools that are available in the system.  The 

second test is then analyzed by humans, who make the 

final call on the disqualification of the player. 

 

“The first step is like a baseball box score, which gives 

you the basics of the game,” said Dr. Regan.  “The 

second screen is like full-out sabermetric analysis of 

every pitch and at-bat of the game.”  That is the biggest 

difference.  The first screen can be done quickly even 

for the largest events, while the second screen is much 

more precise and time-consuming. 

 

“I have always wanted to make sure that I didn’t create 

a black box that automatically said a player should be 

eliminated from the tournament,” said Regan.  The 

processes and checks in the system have in place 

ensure that there is human control of the data and the 

potential outcomes. 

 

Some of the players detected by the Fair Play Analysis 

confess after being presented with the evidence.  There 

have been cases where a parent has defended their 

child player, even to the point of “rattling legal 

sabres,” and then had the child confess later. 

 

Adult players may be less likely to confess at first, 

though the Fair Play Analysis is just as effective in 

catching players who are cheating and over time 

should become more effective in doing so.  Dr. Regan 

has been an Expert witness for several high-profile 

cheating cases with FIDE, including Igors Rausis, who 

was banned for several years after rigorous analysis.  

Igors Rausis was another outlier rising Grandmaster 

who eventually was caught with a cell phone in the 

bathroom and also banned for six years by FIDE along 

with losing the Grandmaster title. 

 

Dr. Regan noted that FIDE has not accepted all of his 

recommendations as the last word, and that humans 

remain in control of the discipline process for cheating 

at events.  FIDE tournaments that have more arbiters, 

including the recent Online Olympiad, require 

software allowing the arbiter to direct see the player’s 

computer screen as a check on potential cheating. 

 

The Continental Chess Association (CCA), the largest 

provider of high-prize chess tournaments in the United 

States, re-geared its tournaments to an online platform 

in June and required Zoom views for players.  Starting 

with one camera, CCA recently adjusted its 

requirements for two cameras, including a rear/side 

view that includes the screen.  Zoom tournament 

directors have become a new employment category for 

online chess events in recent months, and are likely to 

be here to stay as long as most major tournaments are 

online. 

 

“I believe that the major tournaments will eventually 

return to over-the-board play, though experiments like 

the Online Olympiad may well continue,” said Regan. 

The models that Dr. Regan uses in order to create Fair 

Play Analysis rely on high school statistics. 

 

“It is important to me that the model be explainable to 

the average player and organizer, and therefore using 

a level of statistics that most people are familiar with 

and will also do the job in detecting cheaters was very 

important,” said Regan.   

https://wismuth.com/elo/calculator.html
https://chess.stackexchange.com/questions/19653/how-to-calculate-the-fide-percentage-expectancy-table
https://chess.stackexchange.com/questions/19653/how-to-calculate-the-fide-percentage-expectancy-table
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The threshold for detecting cheaters is four standard 

deviations, or a z=4 score. Regan's results are stated as 

statistical z-scores, each of which 

carries a "face-value" statement of odds.  To arrive at 

true odds of unfair play, one must then weigh other 

factors including the prior rate of cheating, over-the-

board or online. 

 

“The z-score moves like the Richter scale,” said 

Regan.  A 5.1 Z-score means that the chances of the 

player finding all of the moves played in the game in 

the order played is less than one in five million.  The 

odds of that actually happening are like the proverbial 

asteroid Professor Regan talks about when calculating 

probabilities of various things happening in the world. 

 

A 4.0 score is not as extreme, but is regarded as 

substantial confirmation of an online account closure 

action, which can be based on other evidence acquired 

through the platform's interface.  A key point 

is that whereas the platform might be compromise by 

divulging details of such evidence, Regan's model is 

not affected by release of his reports. 

 

Note that in my article 

https://rjlipton.wordpress.com/2020/06/07/the-

doomsday-argument-in-chess/ I came right out and 

said that even 4.25 is not enough for sole 

judgment, unless the differential between human and 

engine play is sufficiently broad so that the chances of 

any human short of the greatest Grandmasters winning 

against the engine are practically nil.  Therefore using 

top-line engine play in a tournament is quite easy to 

detect except at the very highest levels of Grandmaster 

play, where the human players are close enough to the 

engines to have a slight chance of winning the game. 

 

As Dr. Regan said, the difference in winning 

probability between a 1000-rated player and a 3000-

rated engine, and a 2000-rated player and a 3000-rated 

engine is almost zero.  Therefore the Fair Play 

Analysis can readily detect levels of play far above the 

“normal” rating level.  That is true even for rapidly-

improving scholastic players, as even a 500-point gain 

in rating in a short period of time isn’t enough to 

confound the anticipated level of ability for the 

advantage of having an engine. 

 

One complication of the Fair Play Analysis is that even 

the engines do not always agree on the “best” move.  

The Fair Play Analysis model uses moves from four 

different engines, and those engines are generally in 

agreement about 75 percent of the time.  The continued 

advancement in engines, such as the recently-released 

Stockfish 12 that uses a neural network that is more 

akin to human thinking, also is a challenge that Fair 

Play Analysis has to overcome in order to be as 

effective as possible. 

 

The database used for the Fair Play Analysis not only 

includes the engines, but also all of the games received 

from This Week in Chess and ChessBase.  That 

database of over 400,000 high-level games per year 

provides another backbone for the Fair Play Analysis 

to work. 

 

For now, the Fair Play Analysis is a volunteer effort, 

with the exception of some work Dr. Regan has done 

for FIDE as an expert witness in cases involving titled 

players.  As the chess cheating research effort has been 

a university research project using university server 

time, Dr. Regan believes it is appropriate to only 

accept donations necessary in order to continue the 

Fair Play Analysis work and move it forward, until a 

permanent licensing arrangement can be worked out. 

 

As the demands increase for Fair Play Analysis, 

building a sustainable financial model for the work to 

continue is becoming more important.  The demand 

for this analysis continues to grow as the online chess 

space booms, and it is not likely to shrink dramatically 

in the future as engines become more powerful, 

technology makes it easier and easier to transmit 

information to players via miniature devices that are 

almost invisible to human sight, and the popularity of 

the Royal Game grows and the amount of prize money 

in online tournaments increases.  Fair Play Analysis is 

also likely to continue to grow in the over-the-board 

space as well as an anti-cheating measure. 

 

Thanks to the pain-staking and effective work that Ken 

Regan and his team of analysts and researchers have 

done over the years on anti-cheating algorithms, it is 

possible to detect cheaters in online tournaments and 

increase the level of confidence that the results in 

online tournaments are achieved through the player’s 

skill and not computer enhancements being used to 

win prizes.  Without proper Fair Play Analysis, it 

simply would have been impossible to restart high-

level chess online when coronavirus hit.  For that, all 

chess players should be grateful for the work that has 

been done in Buffalo to make it possible.   

 

https://rjlipton.wordpress.com/2020/06/07/the-doomsday-argument-in-chess/
https://rjlipton.wordpress.com/2020/06/07/the-doomsday-argument-in-chess/
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How to Increase Your Rating Fast 
By: André Harding 

You really can increase your rating quickly. Almost 

immediately, in some cases ... but what price are you 

willing to pay?   

 

Consider yourself a "chess romantic?" This method is 

probably not for you. 

 

For players rated over 1000, I have long been 

convinced that the quickest, surest path to more 

wins and a higher rating runs through the opening. 

Embrace this. Don't allow yourself to be brainwashed 

by the groupthink that pervades chess and insists you 

look for a pot of gold at the end of the tactics rainbow. 

Or worse, insists you focus on endgames ... I bought 

into the “endgames first” school of thought for most of 

my chess career, and I regret it. 

 

Use opening study to drive your rating gains 

Knowledge is power in chess. When looking to 

increase your chess rating, laziness won't do. 

 

That said, there are different layers to opening study. 

 

Wait! Why not tactics and endgames? 

Don't worry! 

 

 You are working on tactics! If you study openings 

properly, you will learn recurring tactical ideas in lines 

you actually play. This makes them easier to find in 

real life instead of hoping to apply something from 

solving thousands of random puzzles. 

 

 Your endgame results will also improve as a side-

effect of serious opening study. Not only will you get 

more familiar positions and practice playing them, 

good study will provide you with better endgame 

positions than you had in the past! 

 

Okay, let's keep going! 

 

Know what kinds of positions you play well or can 

learn to play well. 

 

Tactics and strategy cannot be avoided — we all know 

this. That doesn’t mean we cannot manage the typical 

positions we face. Better opening knowledge allows 

you to do that. 

 

As for the lecture about "stunting your chess 

development" by not facing a more varied set of 

positions ... that applies to aspiring 2700-rated 

Grandmasters. Almost everyone else would be better 

off managing their strengths and weaknesses. That 

doesn’t mean we shouldn’t work on our flaws, but 

don’t try to become a player you are not. 

 

If attacking play comes naturally to you, play openings 

that allow you the kinds of attacks you like to play. 

Ignore people who say your style is primitive or would 

prove brittle against higher-rateds. If it works, do it. 

 

Do you consider yourself a strategist? Fine (that's a 

hint by the way ... study his games). Do you like to 

maneuver in closed positions? Maybe you prefer 

Queenless middlegames? Perhaps you have an affinity 

for certain types of endgames? 

 

Research "candidate" openings that might suit you, 

then test them out online. I recommend playing games 

in the 5-minute pool. The results aren't important; 

focus on whether or not you like the character of the 

play. 

 

Don't be delusional 

I'm a poor attacker ... and after 25 years of chess, this 

won't change very much. While I've had success with 

the Sicilian Najdorf (1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 

4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3), I have played the Dragon 

Variation (5...g6) exactly once in a tournament game 

— at the Manhattan Chess Club in 1996! My results 

against the Dragon with the White pieces have been 

poor as well. 

 

What's the difference? The Najdorf is dynamic, while 

the Dragon is a straight attacking race. These nuances 

can make a world of difference in your results. 

 

On the other hand, I like playing queenless positions, 

and for some reason I've always been able to play any 

kind of endgame with rooks well. Slow maneuvering 

is not my forte, which I guess explains why several 

attempts to play the Ruy Lopez (1.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 

3.Bb5) as Black have been a failure. My attempts to 

play the English Opening (1.c4) have been disastrous. 

As WIM Iryna Zenyuk once told me: "Play YOUR 

chess." 

 

A word about system openings 

I'm referring to the King's Indian Attack, Colle 

System, London System, Torre Attack, etc. 
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I would mostly avoid them ... and not because of 

nebulous ideas about "limiting your potential." 

 

No. Avoiding main line openings forces you to work 

harder at the board when you have nerves, a ticking 

clock, and an opponent to deal with. 

 

Instead, choose openings with defined main lines you 

can study in advance and learn well. If your opponent 

deviates, you will either know how to deal with their 

subpar moves or have a route to a clear advantage. In 

other words ... 

 

Raise your rating by shortening the game 

The more of a game you can pre-plan, the better your 

results will be — if your prep is good. 

 

Below: A peek at my current database. 

 

 
 

Think about it: do you have more confidence in your 

own moves, or those you learned from Stockfish or 

Grandmaster XYZ? As long as you have an idea of 

your moves' purpose and aren't blindly memorizing, I 

think the answer is clear. Lofty ideas about being 

creative or original stop most players from raising 

their rating. That, and not wanting it badly enough. 

 

Yes, you're going to have to memorize some lines ... 

some 15-20 moves deep. That's a good thing: your 

hard work will leave your peers behind and raise you 

to a new level. Let them do 20 minutes of tactics a day 

and play openings "based on ideas." They will be at 

the same level five years from now. 

 

Action steps to improve your rating 

 Buy ChessBase if you haven't already. I consider it 

indispensible if you're serious about trying to improve 

your rating and results. 

 

 Search for openings/positions you might be interested 

in playing. 

 

 Test these lines in online play to see if they suit you 

and you like playing them. 

 

 Create a database in ChessBase with your opening 

lines. I call mine "Opening Lines." In this database is 

one "game" (line) for each opening. 

 

 Constantly play through GM games in your chosen 

lines and keep refining them online. 

 

 Add/edit lines in your database ... this could take 

months to begin with, and never really ends. Be 

thorough. 

 

 Maintenance. Keep studying games, memorizing your 

lines, and practicing online. 

Good luck! 

 

Unruly Queens Get Grant Through NYSCA 
The Unruly Queens, a group of four New York high 

school girls who have international titles, recently 

worked with NYSCA to receive a grant for online 

camps and tournaments to support more girls and 

women being involved in chess.  Their first event will 

occur on October 17, and full information will be 

available on the NYSCA Facebook page. 

 

The Unruly Queens are pictured below from their top 

New York team finish at the US Amateur Team East 

held in February in New Jersey. 
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Puzzle Rush   by Zachary Calderon 
 

Every once in awhile, I like to take this article and 

discuss study ideas, thoughts, and strategies. In this 

one, I want to focus on the study of tactics, and more 

specifically, around one particular tactics device - 

chess.com's rapid-fire tactics trainer Puzzle Rush. I 

will touch on the game itself, its role in study, and 

general thoughts on how to train chess tactics in 

general  

 

For those who may not be familiar, Puzzle Rush is a 

chess.com game where you rush to solve as many 

tactics as you possibly can in five minutes, with the 

tactics increasing in their difficulty the more you 

solve. If you solve three incorrectly, you're done. It is 

addictive and great fun, and when it was first released 

I spent way too much of my study time trying to beat 

my high score of 35 tactics solved (I did beat that score 

last week actually - it is now a staggering 36). 

However, when I finally decided to start trying to solve 

real tactics again, my tactics rating on the regular 

trainer tanked almost 400 points, if memory serves. So 

what went wrong? 

 

The trap that I fell into, along with many other players, 

was believing that this fun game could be a substitute 

for real tactics training. It can't. This is the tactics 

equivalent of speed chess, where long thinks and 

calculation take a back seat to raw intuition and 

instinct. When I began solving "real" tactics again, I 

was playing the first move that came to mind, looking 

for the cheap back-rank mate, or the one-move skewer, 

or the hanging Bishop.  

 

What role, if any, should Puzzle Rush play in our chess 

time? How much time should we spend using it? I 

believe the answer is different for each player, but I 

would say as a general rule of thumb, it should not 

exceed 20% of the time spent solving normal tactics.  

 

That means if you spend one 100 solving regular 

tactics, you can use Puzzle Rush for 20. If you spend 

25 minutes solving regular tactics, you should not 

complete more than one full set of Puzzle Rush tactics. 

There is nothing wrong with Puzzle Rush just as there 

is nothing wrong with speed chess, but they must both 

be used in moderation and not overshadow classic 

study methods.  

 

 

 

So how should we go about studying tactics? So 

should we avoid rushing through them? The answer is 

not entire clear, which might be surprising given the 

first part of this discussion. Puzzle Rush could actually 

be a valuable study tool if adjusted. Allow me to 

explain. 

 

About 18 years ago, MIT student Michael De La Maza 

published the cult classic Rapid Chess Improvement, 

a tactics study plan for adults that quickly became 

muddled in controversy. Michael De La Maza himself 

is a character, utilizing this study plan to jump from 

1300 to over 2000 in two years, and then promptly 

leaving the chess world. The basic gist of the plan is 

this: solve the same set of x many tactics (in the book 

it recommends 7000 or 8000) until you can solve them 

instantaneously. Although the book and the specific 

methods it recommends are filled with 

impracticalities, inconsistencies, and sometimes flat 

out falsehoods, the method itself it not crazy.  

 

In fact, the method received endorsements from 

Grandmasters Axel Smith and Hans Tikkanen when 

they wrote The Woodpecker Method in 2019, a much 

more modified and coherent book of tactic study 

methods, but following the same idea - solve the same 

sets of tactics over and over, and then move onto 

another set. This seems to be counterintuitive; why 

study the same tactics and not familiarize with 

yourself with as many different positions as you can? 

The answer? Pattern recognition. By seeing the same 

few hundred positions (no need to grind through 

thousands, as recommended by MDLM) repeatedly 

and knowing what to do with them every time, we 

sharpen our ability to discern different positions by 

drawing on similar themes from our tactics. This 

repetition methodology is not unique only to chess - it 

can be seen in methodologies used in learning all sorts 

of things, such as martial arts and languages.  

 

Is it tedious? Sure. Does it pay off? I believe so. The 

feedback to Smith and Tikkanen's book was 

resoundingly positive in nature. There are various 

ways to do this, such as by creating tactics sets on 

chesstempo.com, or even going old school and 

creating flashcards. For the average club player, this 

idea is worth trying out. If all goes well, you could 

return to the chess world a real fighting force.  
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Open Lines (continued from page 19) 
 

 A Scholastic Town Hall meeting was held by NYSCA on Zoom on September 16 in order to have scholastic 

coaches and organizers with the coming of the current school year and re-starting chess activities through 

appropriate online events.  Over 40 people attended, and the meeting covered online cheating, how to arrange 

for the appropriate Fair Play Analysis for the size and magnitude of the tournament, scheduling events so 

that there are as few conflicts as possible, and scheduling NYSCA Scholastic events in 2020-21. 

 

It is currently anticipated that all of the large NYS Scholastics will be held online in 2020-21.  The New York 

State Girls Championship will tentatively be held November 21-22 in its traditional time slot, and that the 

2021 New York State Scholastics will be held online in March or April.  There is interest in hosting a New 

York State Grade Championship in December or January.  This event was held twice in the 1990’s, but has 

been dormant since.  Further discussions will be taking place on the scheduling of these events, as well as 

more localized tournaments and the Magnus League which will also be moving online. 

 

Representatives from Upstate and Downstate attended the meeting, and it was noted that the online format 

allows for more participation from Upstate players in larger events, as well as players from places without 

established chess teams or clubs. 

 

The Manhattan Open has also been rescheduled to December 29-30 as an online event on ICC.  This 

tournament is normally held in August, but could not be held over-the-board due to New York State 

restrictions on attendance. 

 

 GM’s Wesley So of the US and World Champion Magnus Carlsen of Norway tied for first in the Saint Louis 

Rapid and Blitz tournament with 24 points in the three rounds, which included one rapid round and two Blitz 

rounds.  The $250,000 tournament was hosted online by the Saint Louis Chess Club, and replaced the 

Sinquefield Cup, which was cancelled due to the coronavirus.  So and Carlsen won $45,000 each for their 

efforts.  Carlsen may well have won the tournament outright, but lost a game due to connection issues in 

round one. 

 

Former New York champion GM Hikaru Nakamura was clear third with 21 points, finishing the tournament 

strong with 6 ½ points in the Blitz 2 portion that allowed him to pass the rest of the field.  Nakamura won 

$35,000 for his efforts.  As online chess has bloomed during the pandemic, so has the opportunity for 

substantial prizes for the top players in these events.  FIDE arbiters do have the ability to see the player’s 

computers through software, minimizing the opportunities for cheating. 

 

 New Yorker FM Jason Liang received an extremely rare for 2020 IM norm in an over-the-board tournament 

at the Charlotte Chess Center and Scholastic Academy.  The event required masks for all persons who entered 

the building as well as a temperature check, and hand sanitizer was at every board.  Additional cleaning and 

sanitizing occurred between rounds. 

 

Liang, who tied for first in the Barber 6-8 Grade Championship this summer as the New York representative 

but lost the title on tiebreaks, tied for first in the IM norm tournament with a 6-3 score that included four 

wins, one loss and four draws.  Liang tied with California FM Robert Shlyakhtenko (who also achieved an 

IM norm) and IM Zurab Javakhadze.  Liang is pictured on the right in this picture, courtesy of Chess Life 

Online. 
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 The 2020 US Chess Championships, postponed as an over-the-board event in the summer, will now be held 

online during October.  The five Championships will begin with the US Girls Junior Championship on 

October 9-11, followed by the US Junior Championship from October 13-15, the US Senior Championship 

on October 17-19, the US Women’s Championship from October 21-24, and the US Championship from 

October 26-29.  There will be three rounds per day for all tournaments beginning at 1:00 p.m. Central 

Daylight Time, and they will be streamed on uschesschamps.com with commentary from GM’s Yasser 

Seirawan and Maurice Ashley, and WGM Jennifer Shahade. 

 

New York players scheduled to compete in the tournaments are as follows: 

Girls’ Junior Championship: WFM Martha Samadashvili (NY Girls Champion), WFM Sophie Morris-

Suzuki. 

Junior Championship:  GM Nicolas Checa (Denker Champion) 

Senior Championship: GM Joel Benjamin (NJ, but NY Hall of Famer) 

Women’s Championship: GM Irina Krush (top seed), GM Anna Zatonskih, WFM Martha Samadashvili 

US Championship: GM Hikaru Nakamura, GM Alexander Lenderman 

Best of luck to all of the New York players in “Championship October.” 

 

 New York was the top “team” at the National Invitationals this summer, with a strong performance through 

all five National Invitationals.  Held online as the U.S. Open was cancelled, GM Nicolas Checa won the 

Denker Tournament of High School Champions for New York’s first triumph in the event in over two 

decades.  FM Jason Liang finished second on tiebreaks in the Barber 6-8   Tournament of Middle School 

Champions, and  WFM and 2019 Haring Champion Martha Samadashvili tied for second in the 2020 online 

version of the Haring. 

GM Michael Rohde, New York’s Senior representative, also tied for second with 4 ½ points in the Senior 

Invitational.   NM Brewington Hardaway, New York’s representative in the first annual Rockefeller 

Elementary Tournament of State Champions, tied for sixth with a 4-2 score.  Thank you for all of the players 

for representing the Empire State so well in the Nationals.  It is possible that this event will remain online in 

2021.
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New York State Chess Association, Inc. Annual Membership Meeting 

Sunday, September 6, 2020, 9 a.m., via Zoom 

Present: President Bill Goichberg, Vice-President Sophia Rohde, Treasurer/Editor Karl Heck, Scholastic 

Coordinator Daniel Rohde, Sneeris Alampalli, Harold Stenzel, William Townsend, Leonard Chipkin, Steve Immitt, 

Sandeep Alampalli, Sunil Weeramantry, Makiko Noraki. 

 

I. Approval of Minutes of 2019 Annual Meeting 

The minutes of the 2019 Annual Meeting were Moved as written by Bill Goichberg, seconded by Daniel Rohde and 

approved unanimously. 

 

II. Treasurer’s Report 

Treasurer Karl Heck gave the Treasurer’s Report and presented the 2020-21 Annual Budget, which is attached.  

NYSCA lost $3,538.18 in 2019-20, due to the State Scholastics being cancelled due to COVID-19.  NYSCA remains 

with a healthy bank balance of $9,861.56 (including $2,561.16 in the Alan Benjamin Builders Fund).  A return to a 

positive balance is projected for 2020-21, and it was noted that the State Championship being held online via ICC 

will return $6 per New York player to the Treasury (there were 51 NY players in the 233-player Championship).  

Expenses for 2020-21 are status quo. 

 

Having the National Invitationals online significantly reduced expenses, and it is possible that the National 

Invitationals will continue to be an online tournament in 2021.  The tournaments are budgeted in the 2020-21 budget, 

but if the money is not spent, it will remain in the Treasury. 

 

The Budget and Report were Moved by Sophia Rohde, seconded by Leonard Chipkin and approved unanimously. 

 

III. Report on Current and Future State Tournaments 

Bill Goichberg said that it is his hope that the 2021 State Championship would be held live in Albany, but that the 

State Scholastics would likely be an online event.  Issues with handling the State Scholastics on ICC are having team 

scores, and the number of sections that the normal State Scholastics have.  These issues are being worked on, and 

there is hope the State Scholastics will be able to be scheduled online in the near future. 

 

A suggestion was made for a Zoom dinner for the Hall of Fame awardees that were selected in 2019 but have not 

been able to be honored: GM Irina Krush, GM John Fedorowicz and NM Bruce Pandolfini.   

 

It is likely that the U.S. Grade Nationals will become an online event in December, though it is currently scheduled 

as a live tournament.  Sophia Rohde has suggested that New York State could revive its Grades tournament for the 

late fall, which is an idea that the Meeting wished to pursue.  It is also likely that the NYS Girls Championship will 

be held as an online event on the weekend of November 21. 

 

Issues related to online cheating were also discussed.  Most of the cases in recent Continental Chess (CCA) events 

have involved children under the age of 13, and creating more of a “tournament presence” for these events was 

discussed.  Bill Goichberg said that one thing CCA has been doing is getting players who confess to cheating in CCA 

events after fair play analysis has been completed to agree to not play in any US Chess-rated events for a period of 

time.  For children, the time has been six months or longer, and for adults two years has been the typical suspension.  

The goal is to get quicker suspension and not clog the slow-moving US Chess Ethics Committee process.  Educating 

players that there are consequences for cheating in online tournaments should eventually reduce the amount of 

cheating. 

 

NYSCA has become involved in the States Chess Cup, which is a new competition for four-player State teams with 

a combined rating of under 2200.  Daniel Rohde is the team captain, and there are opportunities for Upstate players 

to participate in this event as well as players from New York City.  The States Chess Cup has seven regular rounds 

online based on regional divisions, followed by a National playoff. 
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US Chess held a summer National Elementary championship on chesskid.com.  Over 2000 players participated, 

though no Zoom was used and there were only three tournament directors for the event.  Fair play analysis did occur 

after the tournament, though it is noted that NYSCA Directors has concerns on the authenticity of the event.  It is 

unknown at the present time if the 2021 Supernationals will be an online tournament or held in Nashville as scheduled. 

 

The Meeting approved a resolution requesting that US Chess create an Online Regular rating database, as these ratings 

are the most current ratings available and being used for almost all tournaments that are actually occurring at the 

present time.  The resolution was Moved by Steve Immitt, seconded by Sophia Rohde, and approved unanimously. 

 

A Scholastic Town Hall on Zoom was also recommended by Scholastic Coordinator Daniel Rohde, and will be 

scheduled later in September.  The goals of the Town Hall are to help schedule online tournaments, let organizers 

know about the addition of Chapter 10 on Internet Play, and to find out plans for coaches and organizers for the Fall 

2020 semester and beyond. 

 

IV. US Chess Nomination Committee 

Vice-President Sophia Rohde is running for a seat on the new US Chess Nomination Committee, which will vet and 

nominate candidates for the US Chess Executive Board.  The new eight-person Board was created at the US Chess 

Annual Meeting in an effort to improve transparency. NYSCA voters are urged to vote for Sophia Rohde, and not for 

two Southern California Chess Federation candidates in order to promote the best candidates and geographical 

diversity.   

 

V. Other Business 

NYSCA successfully sponsored a grant to the US Chess Women’s Program on behalf of the Unruly Queens, a group 

of New York high school girl players who were the top New York State team at the US Amateur Team Championship.  

The Unruly Queens will have online lessons and tournaments on a semi-monthly schedule during the fall and winter.   

 

VI. Adjournment 

The meeting adjourned at 11:10 a.m. 

 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

 

Karl Heck 

Acting Secretary 

www.ENYCA.org 
 

Eastern New York Chess Association 

Your “one stop” website for 

ALL chess opportunities within 50 miles of Albany, NY 

 

From “casual” to “competitive” 

 

Clubs, tournaments, special events and more! 
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New York State Chess Association, Inc. 
2019-20 Treasurer’s Report and Tentative Budget 

 
Expense Category  2019-20 Budget 2019-20 Actual 2020-21 Proposed 
Editor Salary   $2,000.00  $2,000.00  $2,000.00 
Editor Expenses  $   100.00  $   100.00  $    100.00 
Magazine Contributors $1,000.00  $   730.00  $1,000.00 
Printing/Mailing Magazine $2,300.00  $1,925.46  $2,100.00 
Plaques   $    250.00  $      0.00  $       0.00 
Annual Meeting Expenses $      75.00  $     73.65  $        0.00 
Administrative Expenses  $    150.00  $   150.00  $   160.00 
USCF Affiliate Membership $      40.00  $     40.00  $     40.00 
National Invitationals (1) $3,000.00  $      0.00  $3,000.00 
Webmaster   $   300.00  $    300.00  $    300.00 
Website Expenses (2) $   100.00  $      74.58  $    150.00 
Total Expenses  $8,365.00  $5,393.64  $8,850.00 

 
Income Category  2019-20 Budget 2019-20 Actual 2020-21 Proposed 
Advertising   $    200.00  $ 0  $    200.00 
Membership/Tournaments (3)$8,100.00  $1,817.09  $9,100.00 
Interest Income  $     30.00  $      38.37  $      40.00 
Total Income   $8,365.00  $1,855.46  $9,340.00 
 
2019-20 Deficit: $3,538.18 
 
Assets of the NYS Chess Association, Inc.: 9.4.20 
Operations Balance:   $  7,289.44 
Alan Benjamin Fund:   $  2,562.12 
Total Assets    $  9,861.56 

 
General Notes: In addition to the above statement, a $2,500 donation was received from the Jerry Pi 
Foundation for the support of the NYS Girls Championship, and paid out to Crown Trophy for awards at 
that tournament.  NYSCA is a registered not-for-profit and therefore can accept tax-exempt donations for 
events it supports.  A $6 per NY player sanctioning fee is normally received for the NYS Scholastic 
Championship and NYS Championship and a $2 per player stipend was received for the NYS Girls 
Championship.  No other State tournaments currently pay sanctioning fees. 
 
NYSCA will be administering a US Chess Women’s Program grant on behalf of the New York-based Unruly 
Queens high school girl’s group to promote girl’s chess through Internet camps and tournaments.  The 
funds were received from US Chess on Saturday. 
 
Note 1:  The National Invitationals were held online for 2020 due to the coronavirus.  Hence, the stipends 
were not paid. 
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Note 2: A three-year web hosting payment of $399 was made in the 2018-19 fiscal year.  This charge will 
not need to be paid again until 2021-22. 
 
Note 3: The New York State Scholastics were not held in 2020 due to coronavirus, causing a substantial 
drop in revenue for the year.  It is anticipated that the State Scholastics will return as an online event in 
2021.  There also may be a New York State Grade Championship, also held online, either in late 2020 or 
early 2021. 

  

Join the New York State Chess Association! 
 

Promoting and supporting chess activity from Montauk to Niagara, the New York State 

Chess Association (NYSCA) has a more than 150-year history of promoting the Royal Game 

and sanctioning New York State Championships, including the longest-running, USCF-

rated scholastic and Open chess championship in the United States. 

 

Please join NYSCA and support chess in New York, along with our quarterly magazine, 

Empire Chess, and funds for our champions to compete at the Summer Scholastic invite-

only events: The Denker Tournament of High School Champions, The Girls Tournament of 

Champions, The Barber K-8 Tournament of Champions, The Senior National Tournament 

of Champions and the new Rockefeller K-5 Tournament of Champions.  NYSCA members 

also are eligible for discounts at Open Continental Chess Association events in New York 

such as the Manhattan Open and the New York State Open.  Your membership also gives 

you a vote at our Annual Meeting for the NYSCA Board members and US Chess delegates. 

 

NYSCA also administers the New York Chess Hall of Fame, and the Alan Benjamin 

Builders Fund, which supports chess projects in New York State.  NYSCA supports chess 

activity and organization from Montauk to Niagara, and everywhere in between.  NYSCA 

is a 501 c 3 not-for-profit, and contributions may be tax-deductible. 

 

To join and/or support our activities, fill out the coupon below with a check to mail to Phyllis 

Benjamin, Secretary, NYSCA, P.O. Box 340969, Brooklyn, NY 11234.   

 

 

 

Name_____________________________________________________________ 

Address___________________________________________________________ 

City___________________________________State_______Zip_____________ 

E-Mail:___________________________________________________________ 

Amount Paid:$_________________Donation (if any):$____________________ 

 

$20 membership includes four issues of Empire Chess 

$12 membership includes two issues of Empire Chess (Winter and Summer) 
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Upcoming New York State Tournaments and Events 

 

Marshall Chess Club:  Check www.marshallchessclub.org and uschess.org for the full schedule 

of online tournaments being held by the Marshall. Online events are being held on ICC, chess.com 

and lichess.com as designated.  The Marshall is also providing classes online.  Zoom is required 

for tournament play. 

 

October 10:  Binghamton National Chess Day Tourney! 308 Chenango St., Binghamton, NY 

13901. 3 round SS. G/45 d0. EF: $30 open section $25 reserve section (under 

1700). Rounds: 10AM-12:30PM-3PM. $500 prize money based on 20 entries. Open 1st $125, 2nd 

$100, 3rd $75, Reserve 1st $100, 2nd $75, 3rd $25. For every paid entry one chess set and board 

will be donated by Congresswoman Claudia Tenney (NY22) to a local school or community 

organization of the player’s choice. Info: call 607-772-8782 or cordisco4council@gmail.com. 

Bring your own masks if required. None provided.  

 

October 24: Central NY Chess Scholarship Series Online Tournament: 8-SS, G/30 d0. 

Chesskid.com  Open to USCF members registered as Scholastic, Youth, and Young Adults, in 

separate divisions. Each division will be split into sections of no more than 60 players 

each. Trophies and College Scholarship prizes awarded to the top two winners of each full 

section in the amount of $2000 for 1st place and $500 for 2nd place. Scholarship award amounts 

will be prorated based on attendance for any section less than 60 players. Rounds begin at 

10AM EST. EF: $50 by 10/14. $60 from 10/15 until 10/21. Absolutely no registration after 10/21. 

Additional Early Registration Gift for the first 300 entrants. More details & online registration at 

centralNYchess.org or by phone at 315-951-0197. Any Questions please email Christopher 

DeSalvo at tournaments@centralnychess.org. 

 

Rochester Chess Center:  Wednesday night chess over-the-board has returned to the Rochester 

Chess Center through the Rochester Chess Club.  It is possible that weekend tournaments could 

return in the near future.  Please check nychess.org for additional information. 

 

Unruly Queens: The NYSCA-sponsored US Chess Women’s Program funded series begins on 

October 17 with an all-girls US Chess Online Blitz rated event at 3 p.m. on chess.com.  Join the 

Unruly Queens Club on chess.com to register and for full details.  There will be a camp for girls on 

Sunday, October 18.  This is part of a series, and the full schedule will be available at the Club on 

chess.com. 

 

New York State Girls Championship: This event is currently being scheduled online, and will 

likely be November 21-22.  Please check chessgirls.win for full details as the largest all-girls State 

championship in the country returns in a new way for 2020. 

 

Manhattan Open, December 29-30:  Manhattan Open on ICC.  Please contact chesstour.com for 

full information and/or to e-mail.  There is a discount for NYSCA members. 

 

New York State Scholastics:  Full information on the tournament, which likely will be online, will 

be available in the Winter issue and at chesstour.com.  The 2020 tournament will not be made up.

http://www.marshallchessclub.org/



