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[image: image3.png]WORLD’S CHECKER CHAMPIONSHIP MATCH
ARTICLES OF AGREEMENT

IT IS HEREBY AGREED between WALTER HELLMAN
of Gary, Indiana, Champion of the World, and DEREK
OLDBURY, of Torquay, England, to play a match for the
World Title under conditions herein set forth :

ARTICLE 1. ‘The match shall be for the Championship
of the World and the winner shall have sole claim to that
title;

ARTICLE II. The match shall be played for a subscribed
purse of $1,500, or more, to be apportioned 60% to the
winner and 409% to the loser.

ARTICLE HII. The match shall consist of 40 games, wins
and draws to count, on the amended American Restriction
of 137 openings. In the event of a tie at the end of 40
games, the purse shall be equally divided, and 10 additional
games shall be played. If a tie persists after 50 games, play
shall continue in blocks of 4 games until a winner is
determined.

ARTICLE IV. The date and venue for the match will be
announced as soon as definite arrangements :are completed.

ARTICLE V. There shall be at least two sessions of play
each :day, Sundays excepted, commencing at 1.15 p.m. and
7.15 p.m. Both sides of a balloted opening shall be played
before adjournment of any session. When convenient and
mutually agreeable, six games shall be played in a day in
order to expedite the match.

ARTICLE VI. Upon application of either party, the
referee (to be named later) may grant recess from play for a
particular day for illness or good cause, but not more than
one day shall be granted either player except by mutual
consent.
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[image: image4.png]ARTICLE VII. The standard rules of play as laid down in
Lees” Guide shall govern the match, except that Rule 19 is
amended so that the word * increased " shall be substituted
for the word ‘ decided,” while Rule 16 providing for the
“Huff ” or “Blow " is revoked.

ARTICLE VIII. In accordance with American Checker
Federation by-laws, this match is regarded as an Independent
Challenge, with responsibility for raising the purse and
expense money solely that of the challenger .and sole
promoter, Derek Oldbury. The A.C.F. is not obligated to
give other than voluntary assistance toward the raising of
this purse.

ARTICLE IX. To assist in raising this purse, Mr. Oldbury
may appoint several of his American friends to campaign for
funds. Mr. Leonard Slusher of Elizabethtown, Ky. shall be
custodian of all funds collected by the A.C.F. It is under-
stood that this match will be played in 1965 in the United
States of America, and that financial campaigns will be
conducted in Britain and in America. Travel and other
expenses must be raised in addition to the purse. In the
event that all efforts fail and no definite arrangements are
made by December 31, 1965, Mr. Slusher will refund all
money in his possession.

ARTICLE X. Since the match promeotion and respon-
sibility for raising funds for this match rests with Mr.
Oldbury, he shall offer for sale to the highest bidder the
publication rights for these match games. No part of any
game may be published without the consent of the purchaser.
Mr. Oldbury shall make every effort, with the help of other
qualified annotators, to deliver the annotated games to the
successful bidder within eight months after completion of
the match.

ARTICLE XI. Mr. Oldbury hereby agrees that should he
be successful in winning the World Title, he will defend it
within two to three years against a challenger named by the
American Checker Federation, in accordance with their
by-laws, or forfeit all claim to the title. The American
Checker Federation agrees to assume responsibility for
raising the purse for this return match.

WALTER F. HELLMAN, World Champion.
DEREK OLDBURY, Challenger.

J. DALE HEATH, A.C.F. President.

LEONARD L. SLUSHER, Custodian of U.S. funds.
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[image: image5.png]Game 1 Game 2 Game 3 Game 4
Hellmaa v. Oldbwy v. Oldbury v. Hellman v,
Oldbury Hekaman Hellman Oldbury
10 15 10 15 21 25 9 13 913
22 18 22 18 11 8 23 18 23 18
15 22 15 22 25 30 12 16 12 16
25 18 25 18 8 4 24 20—1 24 20
6 10—A 11 15 30 26 10 15 16 19—L
29 25—B 18 11 4 8 26 23 18 14
11 15 8 15 26 23 8 12 10 17
18 11 21 17 18 15 18 14 21 14
8 15 4 8 23 16 16 19 6 10
25 22 17 13 20 11 23 16 25 21
4 8 9 14 9 14 12 19 10 17
24 20 29 25 8 4 30 26 21 14
8 11 6 10 14 17 6 9 11 15
27 24 25 22—E 11 8 14 10 27 23
913 8 11 12 16 7 14 8 12
24 19 23 18 15 11 27 23 23 16
15 24 14 23 312 2 7 12 19
28 19 26 19—F 11 7 23 16 29 25
5 9 2 6 16 20 14 17 2 6
22 18 27 23 4 8 21 14 32 27
2 6 10 14 6 10 9 18 4 8
26 22—C 19 10 7 2 16 12 27 23
10 15 6 15 10 15 1 6 8 12
19 10 31 26 2 6 26 23—} 23 16
6 15 7 10 15 19 18 27 12 19
21 17 24 20 6 10 32 23 25 21
15 19 1 6 17 22 7 10 6 10—M
23 16 23 197 8 11 20 16—K 20 16—N
12 19 15 24 22 26 11 20 10 17
17 14 28 19 22 17 21 14
1 5 5 91 Black 13 22 7 11
31 27 26 23 won. 25 11 16 7
7 10 11 15 10 15 317
14 7 32 28—G —— 29 25 31 27
310 15 24 5 9 5 9
27 23 28 19 Times : 25 22 27 23
19 26 14 17 9 14 9 14
30 23 23 18 game 1 28 24 23 16
10 14 17 26 65 mins. 20 27 17 21
32 28 30 23 game 2 31 24
14 17 10 14 2 hours, 6 9
23 19 19 15 16 mins. 23 19
17 26 14 17 game 3 14 18
19 16—D 23 19 55 mins.

17 21—H game 4
Drawn. 15 11 59 mins. Drawn. Drawn,
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A—9-13 to a draw. Hellman v. Case, 1953.
B—18-14 to a draw. Ryan v. Hellman, 1939.

C—A position of importance. Once, I demonstrated that no
less than 39 different openings can run into this mid-
game—but mostly along dubious pathways, The art of
transposition is practised by every expert and is partic-
ularly valuable in defence. In attack, one must take
care not to by-pass stronger play.

D—An original route to this draw, though never far from
p.p., threading in and out all the way.

E—This was new to me, the classical attack being 24-20.

F—Left here as “ White best” in Master Play. It seems
probable that Hellman was aware of this but had not
gone deeply into the matter. In the ensuing crossboard
rough and tumble I came off the better.

After this game, I found it difficult to coax my opponent
away from prepared lines—though he arose with
grandeur to meet almost every testing occasion.

G—1 saw that 30-25, 15-24, 25-21 would lose for White, but
in any case there was no escape for him. ‘Whatever else
may happen, I would keep my personal record in match
play—of always nailing the first win!

H—Of course, 17-22 would be careless.
I-—Some strong players have preferred this move.
J—A mild variant from 28-24 to a draw v. Ryan, 1949,

K—Frank Dunne has a draw on 28-24, and that move sets
no problems either.

L—Forsakes his 10-15 defence against Ryan—see note J.
M—Playing for more than 6-9 offered.

N—Seeing this to be safe, I did not look further afield as
there were clearly no winning prospects. Very .soon
after the game, Hellman showed that 30-25 could lose

by lt7hse Schaefer gem—see Boland’s Famous Positions,
p.

Game 2
at 30th

Black

plays
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Game 5 Game 6 Game 7 Game 9

Hellman V. Oldbury v. Oldbury v. Heliman v.

Qldbury Hellman Hellman Oldbury

e

913 9 13 10 14 11 16 30 26

24 19 24 19 24 20 22 18 2 6

6 9 6 9 11 16 7 11 18 22

27 24 22 18 20 11 18 14 21 17

9 14 11 15 8 15 10 17 26 23

22 18 18 11 22 18—J 21 14 17 14

5 9 8 24 15 22 9 18 22 26

25 22 28 19 26 10—K 23 14 14 10

1 5 9 14 6 15 6 9 11 15

32 27—A 25 22 28 24 26 23 10 7

11 15 4 8 15 187 9 18 23 18

18 11 22 18 23 14 23 14 6 10

8 15 8 11 9 18 3 7 15 19

30 25 18 9 24 19 25 21 10 14

7 11 514 4 8 1 6 18 9

22 18 29 25 21 17 31 26—N 13 6

15 22 11 15 1 6 11 15—0 26 31

25 18 19 16 25 21 21 17 7 3

3 7B 1219 8 11 16 19 31 26

19 15—C 23 16 19 15 17 13 3 7

10 19 14 18—E 11 16—L 8§ 11 26 23

24 8 26 23 15 11 29 25 7 10

4 11 10 14 16 19 4 8 23 18

28 24 30 26 11 8 24 20 32 27

7 10 1 6 12 16 15 18 19 23—R

24 19 32 28 8 4 25 21—P

13 17 6 9—F 19 23 11 15

18 15—D 28 24 17 13 20 16 Drawn.

11 18 13 17 16 20 6 10

26 22 16 11-G 21 17 16 11

17 26 7 16 6 10 7 16—1Q ——

31 6 24 19 29 25—M 14 7

14 17 15 24 2 11

21 14 27 11 White 26 23 Times 3

9 18 18 27 won. 19 26

23 14 31 24 30 14 game 5

218 9 13 16 19 35 mins.
26 23 —_— 27 24 game 6
2 6 19 23 61 mins.
24 19—H 24 20 game 7
6 10 Game 8 15 18 88 mins.
i1 7 Hellman v. 14 10 game 8§
14 18 Oldbury 23 26 30 mins.
23 14 See 10 7 game 9
17 22—1 note J 26 30 2 hours,

Drawn. Drawn. 7 2 40 mins.
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Game 6 Black

at 40th plays

A—DMore punch in this than the tame 24-20 played by Case
against Hellman in their 1963 match.

B—Or lose—this ‘is a tricky one to find, but my opponent
had been over this before, so I am told.

C—18-15 and the rebound shot is Hellman’s neat draw, in
analysis, My way may be new, but not better.

D—If 26-22, 17-26, 31-22, then 2-7, 27-24, 9-13 draws.

E—Banks v, Hellman, 1939, had 15-18, 26-23 ? 10-15, same
(Fortman : in a note to me); my order may be better.

F—Banks, it seems, went 13-17—I soon wished I had!

G—An unkind cut. After this, I began to move very fast
as I glimpsed a slim ray of hope in ‘the ending.

H—By now, White was moving fast too! 24-20 ends all.

I—Then 25-18, 10-17, 21-14, 3-17—shot ocut!

J—In the 8th game, we had the oft-used line :—28-24, 6-10,
22-18, 15-22, 25-18, 4-8, 24-19 (DEFIANCE, c.r.), 8-11,
29-25, 9-13, 18-9, 5-14, 23-18, 14-23, 27-18, 11-15, 18-11,
7-23, 26-19, 2-6, 25-22, 10-15—draw agreed.

K—This rare jump may now come in for more attention.

L—From some moves back I had been * committed " to this
unsound idea. Here, 3-8, 17-14, 6-10 may have drawn.

M—Left me no defence—White never had to play 31-26.

N—Starting a ““cocked ” transposition.

O—Black decides not even to try for the Clayton defence.

P—Into p.p. by Eugene Frazier (via 10-15, 21-17, 6-10).
I could have adopted this line against Gene in our 1964

match, but felt he would surely recognise his own play
—so I took another line, and lost!

Q—With this jump Black gets involved in a somewhat tedious
end-game ; the Frazier analysis runs:—10-17, 11-4,
18-22, 21-14, 22-31, 27-24, 15-18 ! neatly drawn. Either
gla%kddid not recognise this, or thought 7-16 was all

e had.

R—My opponent has been quoted, perhaps wrongly, as say-
Lng that I missed a win in this game. Where, I don’t
now.
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Game 10 Game 11 Game 12 Game 13
Oldbury v. Oldbury v. Helman v. HeHman v.
Hellman Hel:man Oldbury Oldbury
ot e A —
11 16 30 26—E 9 13 913 913
2218 14 9 24 20 24 20 22 18

7 11 26 19 10 15 10 15 6 9

25 22 9 2 28 24 28 24 26 22

3 7 15 18 59 5 9 1 6

29 25 2 7 23 18 23 18 30 26

16 19 18 22 12 16—F 1 5 11 15

24 15 7 11 26 23—G 21 17 18 11

10 19 19 16 16 19—H 7 10 8 15

23 16 11 15 23 16 17 14 24 20

12 19 22 25 8 12 10 17 7 11

27 23—A 15 18 32 28 27 23 23 19

8 12 25 30 12 19 17 21 15 24

23 16 18 22 20 16 23 19 28 19

12 19 16 11 11 20 6 10 3 7

18 14 13 9 18 11 32 28 27 23

9 18 11 7 7 16 2 6 4 8

22 8 12 8 24 15 26 23 23 18—K
411 7 2 6 10 13 17 10 14

21 17 9 5 15 6 22 13 26 23

7 10—B 2 7 110 15 22 6 10

25 21 8 3 30 26 25 18 32 27

2 7 7 11 4 8 11 16 2 6

32 27 27 23 22 18 20 11 27 24

10 15 11 16 8 11 8 22 14 17

26 22 3 7 26 23 23 18—) 21 14

5 9 16 12 2 7 3 7 10 26

30 26 7 10 25 22 19 15 31 22

7 10 12 16 10 15 10 19 6 10

17 13 10 14 21 17 24 15 25 21

11 16—C 16 12 15 19 7 11 10 14—L
27 23 23 18 31 26 15 8 19 15

9 14 12. 16 7 10 411 13 17

31 27 18 15 29 25— 28 24 22 6

16 20—D 12 16 7 10

23 16 White White 30 26 18 9

14 18 won. won. 21 25 10 26—M
22 17 26 17 29 25

18 22 S 25 30 5 14

26 23 Times : Times : 17 14 25 22
22 26 30 25 26 31

17 14 game 10 game 12 29 22 22 17

10 17 92 mins. 72 mins. 11 15 14 18

21 14 game 11 game 13 18 11 6 2

26 30 95 mins. 95 mins. 9 25 31 27—N
16 12 Drawn. Drawn.
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Game 10 || 77 %@% 7, White
at 29th %Eﬁ% %@% plays

oo M

A—Quite deceptive, and new to me.

B—Varies from 11-15, 17-14, 6-9, etc., the Case-Tinsley draw
at Lakeside, 1954, and later by Hunt v. Case, 1962. Also,
6-10 may draw, after 25-21, 1-6, 32-27, 11-15, 17-14,
10-17, 21-14, 15-18—Hellman (This note, by Fortman).

C—1-5, 22-17, 9-14, 27-24, 5-9—into next note. Heliman.

D—For some moves, I had planned on 1-5 here—then 22-17,
5.9, 27-24, 16-20—but now I saw it would lose, so I
had to take what was left.

E—6-9, 14-5, 30-26 was futile. The game from here has a
point or two, with the win never in doubt.

F—As played by Hellman v, Long, 1948,

G—Came as a shock and vastly improves on Long’s 21-17.

H—What else ? Chamblee gave 6-10, but later cast doubt
on it—his revision shown me by Hellman,

I—Throughout the match, Hellman pursued the excellent
policy .of steering for complex mid-games when he had
the strong side of a critical opening. It has been stated
that he did not desire to tangle with me in protracted
end-game play, but, whether this remark is based simply
on observation or on Hellman’s avowed policy, I cannot
say. Anyway, it got results. It is also said, loud and
often, that whenever I get behind in the score then I
play with such reckless abandon that I throw games
away. The match was barely cold before this old * saw ”
appeared in print. Tt is neither true, nor is it very
complimentary to my adversary—Tinsley or Hellman—
to imply that he can only win a game off me when I
toss it in his lap.

J—P.p. by Tinsley—from here we took a natural course.

K~——Chamblee’s original analysis on this line, known to us
both : 32-28 came later.

L—White wants to see 9-14—a thin draw.
M—Easier than 10-28, though that just gets clear.

N--~The draw is now obvious, but a few more moves were
gnaige, thus :—17-14, 18-23, 14-9, 23-26, 2-6, 12-16, 6-10,

9
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Game 14 Game 15 Game 17
Oldbury v. Oldbury v, Heilman v.
Hellman Hellman Oldbury
e ——— e
9 13 11 15 8 11 9 14 2 11
22 18 22 17 14 10 23 18 16 7
6 9 8 11 11 15 14 23 22 18
25 22 23 19 6 2 27 18 7 3
11 15 9 13—D 15 18 12 16 18 15
18 11 17 14 19 15 18 14 3 7
8 15 10 17 31 27 10 17 15 19
24 20—A 21 14 10 6 21 14 29 25
4 8 15 18 12 16 6 9 20 24
28 24 19 15 20 11 32 27—} 25 21
1 6 4 8 27 20 9 18 24 27
23 181 24 19 6 1 22 15 7 11
7 11—B 6 10 20 24 11 18 27 31
26 23 15 6 2 6 26 23 21 17
3 7 117 8 11—K 31 26
24 19 25 22 23 14 17 14
15 24 18 25 Drawn. 11 15 26 30
32 28 30 14 30 26 14 10
9 14 13 17 1 6 6 15
28 19 27 23 —_— 26 23 11 18
14 17 2 6 15 19 30 25
21 14 23 18 24 15 18 14
10 26 17 21 Game 16 7 10 25 21
31 22 26 23 4 7 13 9
6 9 11 16 Hellman v, 3 26 21 17
29 25—C 28 24 Oldbury 31 22 14 21
16 20 11 15 16 19 5 14
18 15 22 17 25 21 21 25
White 20 27 8 11 4 8 14 18
wor. 31 24 23 19 21 17—L 25 21
6 9—E 11 16—H 8 11 19 15
—_ 32 27—F 24 20 17 13 21 17
9 18 16 23 11 16 15 10
23 14 27 11 27 24 28 24
Times : 7 11 7 16 19 23 18 23
15 10 20 11 24 19—M 24 19
game 14 11 15—G 3 7—1 16 20 23 27
34 mins. 10 6 22 18 17 13
game 15 15 18 23 26 10 14
1 hour, 6 2 18 15 19 15
45 mins. 18 22 26 30
game 16 2 6 19 16
3 mins! 22 26 30 26
game 17 24 20 15 11
1 hour, 26 31 Draw 26 22
46 mins, 27 24 agreed. 11 7 Drawn,
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A—If 23-18, 7-11, 26-23, 4-8, 24-20, now 9-14 is sound, but
1-6, 28-24 is a White win by Ketchum.

B—When on strange ground, one reacts instinctively in
favour of a move that will bring the play back to
familiar-looking territory. Hence, I played this, realising
too late why the set-up was familiar to me.

C—Hellman now consoled me somewhat, by showing the
barrage of winning attacks he had against 8-11 at B.

D—The Laird and Lady, making a rare appearance nowadays.

E—A cook, well met., The 8-11, 15-8, 6-10 line is p.p.

F—23-18, 9-13, 24-20, also draws—my analysis—but is hard
work, Black threatening to get 4 Kings.

G—Choosing to vary from my own analysis :—11-16, 19-15,
16-19, 24-20, 19-24, 27-23, 24-27, 23-19, 27-31, 20-16,
31-26, 16-11, 26-23, 11-4, 23-16, 10-6, 16-19, 15-11,
19-23, 6-1, 3-8, 11-7, 23-26, etc. to a neat draw.

H—The Glasgow, expected, in view of the score. Here is a
nice game on a lively route :—9-14, 25-22, 6-9 (Souter),
17-13, 2-6, 29-25, 4-8, 26-23, 14-17, 21-14, 10-26, 19-10,
7-14, 31-22, 14-18, 22-15, 11-18, 23-14, 9-18, 30-26, 3-7,
24-19, 5-9, 28-24, 9-14, 24-20, 14-17, 26-23, 17-21, 23-14,
21-30, 14-9, 6-10, 9-6, 30-26, 27-24, 7-11, 6-2, 10-14,
13-9, 14-17, 32-28, 26-22, 9-6, 1-10, 19-16, 12-19, 24-6,
22-18, 6-1, 8-12, 1-6, 18-14, 28-24, 14-18, 24-19, 18-23,
6-9, 23-16, 2-7, well drawn. Oldbury v. Hellman, 1964.

I—At this, I said, “ Walter, I'll take a draw on this—any
time.” He looked up in surprise; then, with a charming
smile, replied, * You can have it right now, Derek.”

J—In the past, both Hellman and Tinsley have been quoted
as saying that this loses. I have always claimed a draw,
though it invites some tough end-game questions.

K—I proved 1-6 does not win, in LD. & C., Lesson 17.

L—29-25 loses! See my Square World, page 112.

M—-I showed Tinsley this improved defence in 1958, but he
needed some convincing. What follows here is the
mode! game and is most elegant.

Game 17 White

at 29th plays
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[image: image13.png]Game 18 Game 19 Game 20 Game 21

Oldbury v. Oldbury v, Hellman v. Hellman v.
Heltman Hellman Oldbury Oldbury

9 14 9 13 11 15 11 15 11 16
23 18 18 9 2217 22 17 23 18
14 23 27 18 15 18 15 18 9 14
27 18 9 5 23 14 23 14 18 9

5 9—A 10 15 918 9 18 5 14
26 23 5 1 24 20—I1 17 14 24 19
12 16 15 19 8 11 10 17 16 23
30 26 8 3 28 24 21 14 27 9
10 14 19 24 3 8 8 11 6 13
32 27 1 5 17 14 24 20 22 18

8 12 24 27 10 17 3 8 8 11
18 15—B 5 9—E 21 14 26 23 18 14
11 18 27 31 6 9 6 9 10 17
22 15 3 8 26 23 23 19 21 14

7 10 31 26—F 1 6 18 22 4 8
24 20 8 11 32 28 25 18 25 22
10 19 26 23 9 13—7J 11 16 11 15
20 11 9 5 25 21 20 11 26 23—0
3 7 18 14 18 22—K 8 22 12 16
23 16 11 15 21 17—L 30 25 30 26
12 19 23 26 6 10 9 18 15 18—P
27 24 5 1 30 26 27 23 22 15

7 16 26 22 11 15 18 27 7 10
24 15 1 5 23 18 25 18 14 7

4 8 2 6 8 11 4 8—N 2 27
26 23 15 11—-G 27 23 32 23 31 24

6 10 6 10 2 6 8 11 13 17
15 6 5 1 23 19 19 15 24 20
110 22 18 6 9 11 16 16 19
25 22 29 25 26 23 1511 32 27

8 11 14 9 4 8—M 2 6 3 7
31 27 11 7 20 16 11 2 27 23
11 15 10 14 11 27 16 19 8 12
27 24 7 11 18 2 23 16 23 16
16 20 9 5 9 18 12 19 12 19
24 19 11 7 23 7 2 9 20 16
15 24 18 15 5 23 7 10
28 19 25 22 White

20 24 15 10 won. Drawn. Drawn.
22 18—C 7 11—H —_—

24 27 5 9

19 16 1 5 game 18

27 31 10 6 Times :— 3 hours, game 20
16 12 11 16 5 mins. 15 mins.
31 27—D game 19 game 21
12 8 Drawn. 90 mins. 40 mins,
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A—Not much peint in playing for the cook of Game 17,
note L, having just revealed the correct defence.

B—22-17 to a draw. Gallagher v. Huggins, 1958.

C—19-16 is Tinsley’s draw, but the end-game is shaky.
No doubt a better White defence will be sought.

D—In a post-mortem, Hellman surprised me by stating that
he could not see how to draw against 31-26, but the
draw was there. I saw this, hence my choice.

E—A losing move : ‘the proper way was *3-8, 27-31, *8-11,
31-26, then 5-9, shown by me, restoring this game.
F—I went wrong here—I saw that 2-7 would win, akin to

an end-game I won off Cohen where the *“ move " is the

other way (Move Over, diagram 41), but thought that
what I was doing here was good enough. It wasn’t.

G—From here, I could only play for minor traps, e.g. if
21-17, 14-21, 5-9, then 22-181 1st Position win.

H—21-17 would lose ; also 7-2, 10-15, 1-6 (2-7 O.K.), 14-18,
6-10, 15-6, 22-15, 6-101 would embarrass White,

1—17-14 usual—this move runs ‘the same way.
J—18-22 to a draw. Tinsley v. Prof. Fraser, 1952,

K—6-9 was suggested to draw by Richard Fortman in notes
to a game, Langdon v. Loew, from 9-13, 24-20, 6-9.
A good follow-up (after 6-9) could then be:—30-25,
13-17, 24-19, 11-16, 20-11, 7-16, 19-15, 16-19, 23-16,
12-19, 31-26, 9-13, 25-22, ‘18-25, 29-22, 2-6, 22-18, 6-9,
14-10, 17-22, 26-17, 13-22, 15-11, drawn. Edwin F. Hunt,

L—Appears to correct Alexander’s draw, 30-25, and may be
original with Milton Loew. It's a fine move.

M—Major W. B. Grandjean dubbed the appropriate title !
N-—Neat crossboard variant from 5-9, as in Payne, 1756.

O—The position is very equal, If 29-25, 12-16, 25-21, 8-12,
32-27, 16-19 (guts the game), 27-24, 12-16, 24-20, 1-5,
draw agreed. Cohen v, Oldbury, 1954 British “ Open.”

P—Breaking it up, the safest policy.
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[image: image15.png]Game 22 Game 23 Game 24 Game 25
Oldbury v. Ofdbury v. Helllnan v, Helinan v,
Hellman Heliman Oldbury Oldbury
11 16 11 15 10 14 11 15 12 16
23 18 24 20 7 10 24 20 21 17
9 14 12 16 14 17—1 12 16 16 20
18 9 20 11 10 15 20 11 17 13
514 7 16 25 30—I 7 16 8 12
22 17 22 18 15 19 22 18 22 18
8 11—A 15 22 30 25—I1 15 22 10 15
24 19—B 25 18 19 23 25 18 25 22
16 23 8 11 17 22—I 8§ 11 7 10—Q
27 9 29 25 28 24 29 25 30 25—R
6 22 4 8 25 21 4 8 4 8
25 18 25 22 24 19 25 22 2521
12 16 8 12 21 17 16 20—L 9 14
29 25 28 24 19 15 23 19 18 9
4 8 16 20 17 14 2 7 5 14
21 17 24 19 15 11 27 23 29 25
16 19 2 7 14 10 8 12 11 16
25 21 30 25—H 23 19—] 19 16 24 19
8 12 9 13 22 25 12 19 15 24
17 13 18 15 11 8 23 16 28 19
10 15 11 18 10 7 913 3 7
26 22—C 23 14 8 3 26 23 19 15
7 10 10 17 7 11 6 9 10 19
31 27—D 21 14 27 23 32 27—M 22 18
1 5 6 10 25 30 1 6—N 6 9
21 17—E 25 21 31 26 30 26—0 13 6
3 7 10 17 11 16 10 15 2 9
27 24 21 14 3 7 23 19 25 22—S§
19 23—F 1 6 30 25 15 24 8 11
24 19 32 28 7 10 28 19 32 28
15 24 6 10 25 30 6 10 7 10
28 19 22 17 10 15 26 23 27 24
2 6 13 22 30 25 10 15—P 20 27
18 14 26 17 15 18 19 10 31 8
11 15 10 15 25 30 7 14 16 19
32 28 19 10 18 22 16 7 Drawn.
15 24 5 9 16 11 3 10
28 19 14 5 22 17—K 27 24 game 22
23 27 7 21 11 7 20 27 70 mins.
30 25 5 1 17 21 31 24 game 23
27 31 21 25 7 10 10 15 2 hours,
25 21—G 1 6 26 22 18 11 11 mins.
3 7 10 14 14 17 game 24
6 2 22 17 65 ‘mins.
7 10 14 9 game 25
Drawn. 2 7 Drawn. Drawn. 65 mins.
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Game 23 @%/// %/// W’;iy ) . Black
at 48th 5 %//2@% / plays

A—Later, my opponent told me that Tinsley disapproved of
this move, because of the 24-19 reply. I rated my way
the best Black defence : this game didn’t disprove me.

B—1 was prepared to meet 25-22 or 26-23 or 24-20, but not
this—yet it did not fill me with alarm.

C—White did not care for 18-14.

D—Deciding that this was just about all there is left.
E—Played to prevent 10-14 and a strong-looking finish.
F—If 12-16, 18-14, 16-20, 22-18, White gets clear.

G—*That was ore of the most interesting games of the
match,” said Hellman, as the last move was played. It is
personally gratifying to me to be able to put on record
such a high proportion of enterprising and original
games, as in this encounter. I have always striven to
inject both elegance and vigour into my play, having
not the slightest desire to emulate Gonotsky and Licher
——the immortal bores—who managed to play a 40-games
match without throwing a single punch!

H—Arises from 10-15, 23-18, 11-16. Long v. Hellman, 1962.

I—My order of moves, an improvement, keeping off 22 until
the White king is committed.

J—11-8 T meet by the neat finesse—10-15"!

K—This position came up from the Edinburgh in a game,
Brown v. Jordan, who took the quick draw, 19-16.

1—8-12, 27-24, 16-20, 24-19, 2-7 would be the same.
M--~Comes from many openings, notably the Wagram, c.r,
N—Exhibits a grasp of the mid-game, that few can match,
O—White may choose from a wide range of moves.

P—If 10-14, White would not allow 19-15, 13-17 !

Q-——4-8 to a classic White win, Fortman v. Huggins, mail.
R—Having nothing special, I took to an old Kelso line.
S§—Inviting -a ‘mix-up, but Black ‘is not interested !
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Game 26 Game 27 Game 28

Oidbury v. Oldbury v. Hellman v,
HeHiman Hellman Oldbury
12 16 10 14 10 14 22 26 27 32
21 17 24 20 24 20 23 18—H 11 8
16 20 6 10 6 10 26 31 25 22
17 13 22 18 22 18 24 20 8 11
8 12 11 15 11 15 31 27 22 17
22 18 18 11 18 ‘11 18 15 11 8
10 15 8 15 8 15 17 22 17 14
25 22 28 24 28 24 15 10 8 11
7 10 1 6 1 6 2 7! 14 9
29 25 23 19 23 19 10 6 11 8
9 14 913 9 13 8 11 9 6
18 9 25 22 25 22 6 2 16 11
5 14 6 9 6 9 22 26 6 2—J
24 19 29 25 32 28—D 30 23 Black
15 24 4 8 14 18—E 27 18 won.
28 19 26 23 29 25 28 24
11 15 14 18 7 11 18 15 —
32 28 23 14 21 17—F 9 131
15 24 10 26 18 23 21 25 Game 26
28 19 19 10 27 18 13 17 cont :
10 15 7 14 9 14 25 30 12 16
19 10 31 22 18 9 17 22 7 3
6 15 3 7 5 21 30 25 8 12
25 21 24 19 26 23 22 26 3 7
2 6 7 10 4 8—G 1518 1 61!
13 9 27 23—B 23 18 26 31—I 7 11
6 13 811 12 16 18 23 6 9—K
22 18 22 18 19 12 24 19 15 10
15 22 13 17 13 17 25 22 9 14—L
26 10 20 16 22 13 19 15 11 15—M
4 8 11 20 15 29 11 18 13 17
23 18 18 15 13 9 211 15 18
8 11 12 16 29 25 23 19 16 19
31 26—A 15 6 31 26 31 27 18 9
11 16 14 18—C 11 15 29 25 19 26
18 15 Drawn. 20 16 27 32 21 14
3 8! 15 18 18 23 26 31
10 7 Times : 9 5 32 28 27 23
16 19 10 14 22 18 31 26
26 23 game 26 51 28 32 23 18
19 26 80 mins. 25 29 23 26 26 22
30 23 game 27 1 5 32 28 18 15
28 mins. 14 17 26 31 22 18
game 28 5 9 11 8 15 11
cont. 3 hours, 18 22 31 27 18 15
col. 5 24 mins. 26 23 8 11 Drawn.
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[image: image18.png]“ Houdini Rides Again”
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Game 26 | // 7// /// ’/// Black
at36th | 0/////@%’ i plays

9/,/@% /
7 0 7
%0% s

A——Quiet .game ? This move brought it to life!

B—If 32-28 (Ginsberg v. Alexander, 1927), then *2-7 etc,
Oldbury beat Crabbe, 1949 (probably known before).

C—A set piece, by Hefiner; also Long v. Hunt, 1936.
D—This was the “ cook of the 1949 English tourney.

E—Many say that 4-8 draws—but I can beat it.
F—Correct : 19-16 loses, though plausible.

G—This should not have put me in such trouble, even if
it did vary from my analysis, thus:—2-6, 31-26, 3-7,
19-16, 12- 19 23-16, 10-14, 16-12, 14-17, 26-231 17- 26,
23-19, 6-10, 3023 21-30, 12-8, 3026 83 26-31; and
now 3 8 w1ll draw, but if 19- 16 31-27, 23- 19 Black can
break into the fortress and win.

H—Asking for trouble—23-19, 26-31, 16-11 was easy.

I—If 26-22, 18-23, 22-17, 3-8, 12-3, 25-21, 3-10, 21-7, 24-19,
7-3, 167 310 1916 23- 19, 1612 2925 20-16, 25-22,
16- 11 107 11- 8, 7- 3 Black wins. I used up my 5
minutes on thls———then made an entirely unconsidered
move : 24-19 may draw.

J—After a few more useless moves, I quit :—20-16, 18-23,
8-4, 23-27, 4-8, 27-24, finis.

K—Hellman was ready to win if T cut 16-19, 23-16, 12-19,
11-16, 19-24, 2723 24-27, 23-18, 6-9, 16-19, 27-31,
15-10, 31-26, 10-6, 26- 22, 19- 15, 20- 24, 15- 10—neat !

L—By this time I had my escape planned, including the play
shown in the next note, so I was not tempted to try :—
16-19, 23-16, 12-19, 11-15, 19-24, 27-23, 24-27, 23-18,
27-31, 10-6, 31-27, 15-19, 27-31, 19-23, White wins.

M-I had to find a draw on 10-6 here—a bit stronger, I
think-—play 10-6, 13-17, 6-1, 17-22, 1-6, 22-26, 6-9, and
it does matter which way Black crowns! If 26-31, 9-18,
31-24, 18-15, 24-28, 15-19, 28-32, then 21-171 wins
(White did not see this last move, so did not adopt this
attack), The draw is by 26-30, 9-18, 30-26, 18-22, 26-19,
22-26, 19-24, 26-31, 24-28, 21-17, then 28-32! Waiter
complimented me on seeing all this. I had to!

17




[image: image19.png]e ——— M

Game 29 Game 30 Game 31 Game 32
Hellman v. Oldbury v. Oldbury v, Heliman v.
Oldbury Hellman Hellman Ofdbury
oo ————r—————————————————————t e e ———
11 15 27 31 11 15 10 15 10 15
23 19 15 10 23 19 23 18 23 18

9 13 31 27 9 13 7 10 7 10
22 18—t 22 18 22 18 26 23 26 23
15 22 27 31 15 22 10 14 10 14
25 18 10 6 25 18 23 19 24 19
10 14 31 26 10 14 14 23 15 24
18 9 6 1 18 9 19 10 28 19

5 14 26 19 5 14 6 15 11 16
27 23—A 1 5 27 23 27 18 27 24

8 11 8 11 12 16 16 20
26 22 Drawn. 26 22 21 17 31 27

6 10 7 10—E 16 20 8 11
22 18 —_ 24 20—F 32 27 22 17

1 5 6 9—G 2 7 4 8—N
18 9 F 31 26 25 21—} 17 10

5 14 22 17 11 15 7 10 6 22
29 25 13 22 29 25 30 26 25 18

4 8—B 2511 15 24 9 14 9 14
24 20—C now if 28 19 18 9 18 9
11 15 7 23 3 8—H 5 14 5 14
25 22 see 32 27 17 13 29 25
15 24 game 7 1 6! 8 12—K 3 7
28 19 and if 20 16 13 9 25 22
14 17 8 15 2 7 14 18 7 10
21 14 see 22 18 29 25 30 25—0
10 26 game 8§, 8 11 12 16 2 6
31 22 both 25 22 9 6 22 17

8 11 col. 11 20 16 19 11 15
32 27 rev. 18 15 21 17 25 22

7 10 12 16 4 8—L 8 11
23 18 19 12 6 2 17 13

3 7 e 10 19 8 12—L 11 16
27 23 23 16 2 7 23 18
11 16 6 10 10 14—L 14 23
20 11 Times : 27 23 17 10 27 11

7 16 20 24 19 23—L 16 23
30 25—D game 29 23 18-—1 26 19 24 19
16 20 70 mins. 14 23 11 16

18 15 game 30 26 19 10 6—M

20 24 68 mins. 9 14 310

15 6 game 31 21 17 6 2 Drawn,
2 9 1 hour, 14 21 16 32 same as
25 21 51 mins. 22 18 2 7 Hellman v.
24 27 game 32 White Asa Long,
19 15 43 mins. Drawn. won. 1948
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Game 30 @%@% %//// % White
aand |V 7 5= plays

A—29-25, 8-11, 25-22, 6-10, 27-23, 4-8, 22-18, 1-5, 18-9, 5-14,
24-20, 11-15, 26-22, same as game. Drummond, 1851.

B—11-15 the standard draw. Martins v. Wyllie, 1864,

C—Here is a note for the * transposition” fans:—32-27,
11-16, 24-20, 8-11, into the ‘Single Corner! See it?

D—Starts a neat get-out.
E—Just as good as 6-10 and very interesting.
F—22-18 has also been played, but is thought less strong.

G—Improves on notes to the 3rd American tourney book
and makes a very complex mid-game.

H—My prepared line was 4-8, 22-18, 8-11, 19-15, into the
Cowan Coup draw-—-then I saw 3-8 and liked it.

I—At this point, I spied an alternative :~23-19, 24-27, 26-23,
27-32, 30-25, 32-27, 16-11 (desperado}), 7-16, 12-8,
drawn. Had this been the essential route, we would
have had a little classic here. But it was nice.

J—An effective variant from 17-14, 8-12, 30-26, 7-10, 14-7,
3-10, 18-14, 9-18, 26-23, etc. Oldbury v. Huggins, 1961.
K—Now, if you think this move is obviously bad—1-6 draws
—then just put away the book and try to find the White

win. From here, Hellman shows why he is World
Champion.

L—Doing my best to conceal the King sacrifice to come.
M—Seen just on the call of *time.” Brilliantly played.

N—If 11-16, 17-10, 6-22, 25-18, 9-14, 18-9, 5-14, 29-25;
now *14-18 draws, but the 3-7 said to draw in Master
Play leads to an oft-quoted White win—invariably
credited to E. F. Hunt. But, in fact, the ‘ winning
move*” was shown by J. Donaldson (a contemporary of
Wyllie), to correct Drummond, 1866! Later, A. Hynd
beat Head, 1905, with the same move.

O—Left as “drawn™ in a game, Marshall v. Oldbury, 1949.
19
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Game 33. Hellman v. Oldbury.

9 13 18 15—B 7 10 15 11 13 22
24 19 11 18 32 28 8 15 26 17
11 16 22 15 2 7 18 11 3 7
22 18 1 5 22 18—D 17 21 11 2

8 11 26 22—C 14 17—E 19 15 9 13
25 22 16 20 21 14 10 19 2 9

5 9—A 30 26 10 17 24 15 5 21
29 25 4 8 25 22 21 25 Drawn.
10 14 28 24 7 10 22 17 58 mins.
Game 34. Oldbury v. Hellman.

9 13 6 9 16 20 5 14 3 7
24 19 28 24 32 27 18 9 9 5
11 16 918 4 8 11 15—G 15 18
22 18 23 14 25 22 23 19 22 15

8 11 16 23 812 7 10 12 16
18 14 27 18 29 25 27 23

10 17 12 16 1 6 20 27 Drawn.
21 14 26 23—F 14 9 31 24 37 mins.
Game 35. Oldbury v. Hellman.

11 16 17 13 5 14 25 22 8 1172
22 17 4 8 22 18 514 18 15
16 20 24 19 811 22 18 11 18
25 22 15 24 18 9 6 9 26 22

8 11 28 19 11 15 13 6 9 13
22 18 11 16 32 28 2 9 22 6
10 I5—H 29 25 15 24 30 25 14 18
26 22 9 14 28 19 3 8—1 Drawn.
7 10 18 9 1 5 31 262 27 mins.

A—*Hellman is one of the few modern players to favor the
old Jordan-Stewart defence "—Richard Fortman,

B—Kear’s Ency. calls this a “ premature cut,”” but I saw that
28-24 would not get me into the desired line.

C—Off p.p,, it seems—I could see where I was going.

D—In games arising from other openings, C. F. Barker
played 19-16. My move has a neat trick.

E—My trap: if 7-11, 25-22, 13-17 (looks good), 22-13, 3-7,
21-17 ! 14-21, 19-16, 12-19, 23-16, 10-19, 24-15, 21-25,
16-12, 6-101! 15-6! 11-16, 12-3, 25-30, 3-10, 30-7, 6-2,
1\:Vhi'ce wins. Hellman saw 14-17 was O.K,, didn’t look

ere!

F—* Grips the double corner and nearly wins.”-Keat’s Ency,

—“But your move seems to simplify the entire Black
defence on this once-feared line.”—Fortman, to me, in
a note.

H—Unusual switch to a Kelso, but not with sinister intent,

I—Better, perhaps, to draw a discreet veil over the next
moves! We were both completely relaxed now, the
match was over—well, almost!
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[image: image22.png]This contest brought together two of the most experienced
match players of today. As a useful reference to their recent
games, here is an Index to Openings :—

9-13 first move :—

21-17, 5-9 ...H. v. Long, 1948 ; O. v. Marshall, 1955.
21-17, 6-9 ...H. v. Ryan, 1949 ; O. v. Tinsley, 1958.
22-17, 13-22.. H. v. Chamblee, 1951 ; O. v. Frazier, 1964.
22-18, 6-9 ... Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 13/14.
22-18, 10-15...H. v. Case, 1963 ; O. v. Frazier, 1964.
22-18, 11-15.. . H. v. Case, 1953 ; v. Tinsley, 1955.
22-18, 12-16...0. v. Tinsley, 1958.

23-18, 5-9 ...H, v. Tinsley, 1955; O. v. Tinsley, 1958.
23-18, 6-9 ...Cont: 26-23—9-13, 22-18, 6-9.

23-18, 10-15...0., v. Marshall, 1955 ; H. v. Long, 1962.
23-18, 11-15...H. v. Case, 1953,

23-18, 12-16...Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 3/4.
23-19, 5-9 ...No ref. See Square World, Sept-Oct., 1965.
23-19, 6-9 ...Cont: 27-23—9-13, 24-19, 6-9.

23-19, 10-14...0. v. Cohen, 1955.

23-19, 11-16...H. v. Chamblee, 1951.

24-19, 5-9 ...H. v. Ryan, 1949,

24-19, 6-9 .. .Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 5/6.
24-19, 11-15.. . H. v. Ryan, 1949,

24-19, 11-16.. Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 33/34.
24-20, 5-9 ...No ref. See Long v. Hunt, 1936.
24-20, 6-9 ...H. v. Long, 1962.

24-20, 10-14.. H, v. Case, 1963.

24-20, 10-15.. . Hellman v, Oldbury, 1965, games 11/12.
24-20, 11-15.. H, v. Chamblee, 1951.

9-14 first move :—

22-17, 5-9 ...H. v. Long, 1948 ; O. v. Tinsley, 1958.
22-17, 6-9 ...H. v, Case, 1953.

22-17, 11-15.. H. v. Chamblee, 1951.

22-17, 11-16...0. v. Marshall, 1955.

22-18, 5-9 ...Cont: 24-19—9-14, 24-19, 5-9.

22-18, 10-15...H. v. Ryan, 1949 ; O, v. Marshall, 1955.
22-18, 11-15.. H. v. Chamblee, 1951.

22-18, 11-16...0. v. Tinsley, 1958 ; H. v. Long, 1962.
23-18, 14-23.. Heliman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 17/18.
23-19, 5-9 ...0. v. Cohen, 1955; v. Tinsley, 1958.
23-19, 11-16...Cont: 26-23, 6-9—10-14, 23-19, 11-16.

23-19, 14-18...H. v. Long, 1962; Q. v. Frazier, 1964.
24-19, 5-9 .. H. v. Ryan, 1949 ; O. v. Tinsley, 1958.
24-19, 11-15.. . H, v. Long, 1948.

24-19, 11-16...H. v. Tinsley, 1955.

24-20, 5-9 ...H. v. Tinsley, 1955 v. Case, 1963.
24-20, 10-15.. H. v. Ryan, 1949 v. Case 1953.
24-20, 11-15...H. v. Tinsley, 1955 ; v. Case, 1963.
24-20, 11-16...H. v. Long, 1948.
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[image: image23.png]19-14 first move :—

22-17,
22-17,
22-18,
22-18,
22-18,
23-18,
23-19,
23-19,
24-19,
24-19,
24-19,
24-19,
24-20,
24-20,
24-20,
24-20,
24-20,

7-10..
14-18..
6-10...
11-15...
11-16...
14-23..
11-16..
14-18...
6-10...
7-10..
11-16..
14-18..
6-10..
7-10..
11-15..
11-16..
14-18...

No ref. See Master Play, pages 155/175.
.No ref. See Square World, games 39/40/44.

H. v. Long, 1948 ; v. Long, 1962.
0. v. Marshall, 1955 ; v. Frazier, 1964.
H. v. Chamblee, 1951 : O. v. Tinsley, 1958.

.H. v. Case, 1953.
H. v. Tinsley, 1955.

H. v. Chamblee, 1951 ; O. v. Marshall, 1955.
H. v. Chamblee, 1951 ; v. Long, 1962.

.0. v. Tinsley, 1958 ; H. v. Long, 1962.
.0. v. Cohen, 1955,

H. v. Long, 1962.

Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 27/28.
No ref. See H. v. 0., 1964 Int. tourney.
JH. v, Tinsley, 1955.

.Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 7/8.

0. v. Huggins, 1961 ; H. v. Case, 1963.

10-15 first move :—

21-17,
21-17,
21-17,
21-17,
21-17,
22-17,
22-17,
22-17,
22-17,
22-17,
22-18,
23-18,
23-18,
23-18,
23-18,
23-18,
23-19,
23-19,
24-19,
24-20,
24-290,
24-20,

6-10...
7-10...
9-13...
11-16...
15-18..
6-10..
7-10..
9-13..
11-16..
15-19..
15-22..
6-10..
7-10..
9-14..
11-16..
12-16..
6-10...
7-10...
15-24...
6-10...
7-10...
15-19...

No ref. See 1962 American tourney games.,
0. v. Cohen, 1955 ; v. Tinsley, 1958.

H. v. Case, 1953,

Cont : 17-13, 16-20—11-16, 21-17, 16-20.

.0. v .Cohen, 1955 ; H. v. Case, 1963.

.0. v. Cohen, 1955,

H. v. Tinsley, 1955 ; v. Case, 1963.

.0. v. Tinsley, 1958.

_H. v. Chamblee, 1951 ; O. v. Frazier, 1964.
.H. v. Chamblee, 1951.

.Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 1/2.
No ref. See Ryan’s Modern Ency.
.Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 31/32,
.0. v. Marshall, 1955,

.H. v. Tinsley, 1955 ; v. Long, 1962.

.No ref. See Master Play, pages 280/292.

O. v. Huggins, 1961 ; v. Frazier, 1964.
H. v. Long, 1962.

0. v. Tinsley, 1958.

H. v. Case, 1953,

H. v. Tinsley, 1955 ; O. v. Frazier, 1964.
H. v. Case, 1963.

11-15 first move :(—

21-17,
21-17,
21-17,
21-17,
22:17,
22-17,
2217,

22

8-11...
9-13...
9-14...
15-19..
8-11..
9-13..
15-18..

H. v. Ryan, 1949 ; O. v. Marshall, 1955.
H. v. Case, 1963 ; 0. v. Long, 1963 (SW/34).
H. v. Ryan, 1949 ; 0. v. Marshall, 1955.

.H. v. Tinsley, 1955 ; v, Case, 1963.
.Hellman v. Oldbury, games 15/16.
.Cont : 24-20—9-13, 24-20, 11-15.
.Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 19/20.




[image: image24.png]22-17,
22-18,
23-18,
23-18,
23-18,
23-18,
23-18,
23-19,
23-19,
23'19;
24-19,
24-20,
24-20,
24-20,

15-19..
15-22..
8-11..
9-14..
10-14..
12-16..
15-19..
8-11...
9-13...
9-14...
15-24...
8-11...
12-16...

15-18

.H. v. Long, 1962.

.H. v. Long, 1948 ; v. Ryan, 1949.

.H. v. Ryan, 1949,

.H. v. Long, 1948.

.H. v, Tinsley, 1955 ; v. Long, 1962.
.Q. v. Marshall, 1955 ; v. Tinsley, 1958.
0. v, Cohen, 1955; H. v. Long, 1962.
Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 29/30.
0. v. Marshall, 1955.

H. v. Case, 1953 ; O, v, Frazier, 1964.
Cont : 28-24, 3-8—10-15, 24-20, 7-10.

...0. v. Cohen, 1955; v. Tinsley, 1958.

11-16 first move :—

21-17,
21-17,
21-17,
21-17,
21-17,
22-17,
22-17,
22-17,
22-18,
22-18,
22-18,
22-18,
23-18,
23-18,
23-18,
23-18,
23-18,
24-19,
24-19,
24-19,
24-20,

7-11..
8-11..
9-13..
9-14..
16-20..
7-11..
8-11..
16-20...
7-11..
8-11..
16-19...
16-20..
7-11..
8-11..
9.14..
10-14...
16-20...
7-11..
8-11..
16-20...
...H. v. Chamblee, 1951 ; O. v. Cohen, 1955.

16-19

.0. v. Cohen, 1955; H. v. Long, 1962.
.0. v. Tinsley, 1958 ; H. v. Long, 1962.
.H. v. Chamblee, 1951.

.H. v. Ryan, 1949 ; O. v. Huggins, 1961.
.H. v. Case, 1953 ; O. v. Cohen, 1955.
0. v. Tinsley, 1958 ; H. v. Case, 1963.
.H. v. Tinsley, 1955 ; v. Case, 1963.
Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, game 35.
.Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 9/10.
H. v, Case, 1953 ; v, Long, 1962.

.0. v. Cohen, 1955 ; v. Marshall, 1955.
:0. v. Huggins, 1961 ; H. v. Case, 1963.
.H. v. Case, 1953.

H. v. Long, 1962.
Cont : 24-19—11-16, 24-19, 16-20.
.H, v. Case, 1953.

H. v. Long, 1948.

12-16 first move :—

21-17,
21-17,
21-17,
21:17,
22-17,
22-17,
22-18,
22-18,
23-18,
23-18,
24-19,
24-20,

9-13
9-14
16-19

16-20..
16-19..
16-20..
16-19..
16-20.
16-19..
16-20..

16-20
8-12

...H. v. Ryan, 1949 ; v. Case, 1963.

.No ref. See Master Play, pages 356/373.

Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 23/24.

Cont : xx, 25-22, 9-14—9-14, 22-18, 11-16.

.Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 21/22.

No ref. See Square World, July-Aug., 1965.

...H. v. Long, 1948 ; O. v. Long, 1963 (SW/35).

...H. v. Ryan, 1949,
.Hellman v. Oldbury, 1965, games 25/26.
H. v. Ryan, 1949 ; v. Case, 1963.

.0. v. Cohen, 1955 ; v. Frazier, 1964.
.:H. v. Ryan, 1949 v. Chamblee, 1951,
.H. v. Long, 1948.

.0. v. Cohen, 1955.

...H. v. Long, 1948 ; v. Tinsley, 1955.
...0. v. Huggins, 1961 ; H. v. Case, 1963,

.No ref. See O. v. Tinsley, 1958 Brit. tny.
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[image: image25.png]Limited edition (vide Oldbury travel fund) subscribers :—

$365—Prof. W. R, Fraser. $100—TJules Leopold.
$98—F. Bianca. $90—7]. R. Parry. $63—Tom Wiswell.
$60—D. Beadell*. $60—J. M. Napier*, $28—I]. M. Ellis,
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