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26 players signed up for the 2009 PCC championship.
This tournament will determine the 2009 PCC champion,
and will award Grand Prix points for the Tuesday Night
Grand Prix that the club is inaugurating in 2009.

Upset draws

There were two surprise draws (the games Szurek-Garcia
and Schragin-Galanter) in the first round, that started as
usual pairing the higher rated half of the roster against
the lower rated.

Both games were very interesting. In my game, Jim
played an English opening with White, and I adopted a
reversed Closed Sicilian setup:

� Szurek, J. (1615) Pittsburgh 2009
� Garcia, F. (2031) English – A26

1 c4 e5 2 Nc3 Nc6 3 g3 g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 5 d3 d6
6 Bd2 f5 7 f4Nf6 8 Rb1 0–0 9Nh3 e4. White’s early
Rb1 gives Black the option of this pawn advance, because
from f5 the queen’s bishop would pin a knight. In the
game, with the white knight on h3, the push is even more
attractive, since White cannot really win the pawn (the
Bg2 is tied to the defense of the Nh3). 10 0–0 Be6?!
[10. . .Re8] 11 Ng5 Bd7 12 d×e4 h6 13 Nh3 [13Nf3!?
f×e4 14 Nh4 was interesting; even better was 13 e×f5
B×f5 (13. . . h×g5? 14 f×g5 Ng4 15 f6) 14 e4] 13. . . f×e4
14Nf2 Re8 15Nf×e4N×e4 16N×e4? [16B×e4!R×e4
(16. . .B×c3? 17 Bd5+) 17N×e4 Bf5 18Nc3 is similar to
the game, but White is not down in material] 16. . .Bf5
17 Bc3! Qe7 [17. . .B×e4?? 18 B×e4 R×e4 19 Qd5+,
winning] 18 B×g7 K×g7 19 Nc3 B×b1 20 Q×b1 (D)

Szurek, J.–Garcia, F.

rZ0ZrZ0Z
opo0l0j0
0Zno0Zpo
Z0Z0Z0Z0
0ZPZ0O0Z
Z0M0Z0O0
PO0ZPZBO
ZQZ0ZRJ0

20 Qxb1

Ok: so now I have an exchange for a pawn. At first
sight I should be winning, but a closer look revealed that
White had very good compensation. The Bg2 is great on
the long diagonal, holding my knight back (20. . .Nd4?

21 B×b7 Rb8 22 Bf3). The check on e3 looks very tempt-
ing, but it won’t actually do anything more than provid-
ing White with another target: imagine a knight on d5.
I realized I had to go for the control of the light squares,
and for a queen trade. 20. . .Qf7 21 Qd3! I was hoping
for 21 Bd5?!, that looks better than it is: d5 should be
kept for the knight. 21. . .Qf5! 22 Be4?! This time Jim
did fall into temptation—the attack on g6 seems really
good! But I was preparing a shrewd variation to simplify.
In this sense it was better to play 22 Nd5 Q×d3 23 e×d3
Re2, and the game is on. 22. . .Qc5+! 23 Kg2 Nb4!
[23. . .Ne7? gives up the initiative and the game to 24 f5]
24 Qb1 Q×c4 (D). This is what I wanted: a way to for-
get about my bad weaknesses on g6 and b7, by trading
one of them for the powerful c4 pawn.

Szurek, J.–Garcia, F.

rZ0ZrZ0Z
opo0Z0j0
0Z0o0Zpo
Z0Z0Z0Z0
0mqZBO0Z
Z0M0Z0O0
PO0ZPZKO
ZQZ0ZRZ0

24. . .Qxc4

Now an interesting thing happens: this whole variation
was forced starting three moves ago, and since it involved
opening up my king’s position and moving my knight
away from the battle, I had to verify nothing terrible was
looming. Among all the other moves, for the current po-
sition I checked that I had an answer to the aggressive
25 a3. I did have an answer, and went ahead with the
variation. Now Jim did in fact play 25 a3, to which I re-
sponded 25. . . d5?—the wrong move! Back at move 22
I had discovered the sensational 25. . .Na2!!, that wins
outright (since it forces a healthy simplification, as you
can check). But the move is so inconceivable, that three
moves later I just went for the obvious candidate—after
all, I had decided a3 was not to be feared, and simply as-
sumed that it was this move that had been checked and
approved!

After this mistake I am forced to give the exchange
back, emerge a pawn down, and try to make the best of
my initiative. 26 B×g6 d4 27 B×e8 R×e8 28 a×b4 d×c3
29 b×c3 R×e2+ 30 Rf2 Qc6+!? [30. . .Qd5+ 31 Kg1
R×f2 32 K×f2 Qd2+ 33 Kg1 Q×c3 ensures the draw, but
at this point I saw the position in the diagram below,
which looked promising] 31 Kg1 Qb6!? 32 Qf1 (D)



Szurek, J.–Garcia, F.

0Z0Z0Z0Z
opo0Z0j0
0l0Z0Z0o
Z0Z0Z0Z0
0O0Z0O0Z
Z0O0Z0O0
0Z0ZrS0O
Z0Z0ZQJ0

32 Qf1

And White is (or looks) completely tied up. I thought I
might have time to prepare a pawn endgame where my
majority would win. In reality I don’t, because my queen
is in the way of my pawns, and cannot move. I tried
32. . .Rc2 33 Qe1! [33 c4? Qd4! and now we might be
talking] 33. . .Kf7 34 Kf1 Qb5+ 35 Kg1 Qb6 36 Kf1
and draw by repetition. Actually, White had reasons to
try for more: his pieces are tied, but Black’s are tied up
tying them up! The extra pawn, pointing at the black
king, might easily tell. 1/2 : 1/2

� Schragin, J. (1879) Pittsburgh 2009
� Galanter, G. (1513) Queen’s Pawn – D02

1 d4 d5 2 Nf3 Nf6 3 g3 Bf5 4 Bg2 e6 5 0–0
Nbd7 6 Nc3 Bd6 7 Bg5 h6 8 Bd2 0–0 9 Rc1 a6
10 Re1 Rc8 11 e3 Bg4 12 h3 Bh5 (D)

Schragin, J.–Galanter, G.

0Zrl0skZ
ZponZpo0
pZ0apm0o
Z0ZpZ0Zb
0Z0O0Z0Z
Z0M0ONOP
POPA0OBZ
Z0SQS0J0

12. . .Bh5

After pursuing a passive setup, White is now forced to
attempt a liberation in the center. This opens opportu-
nities for Black. 13 e4 d×e4 14 N×e4 N×e4 15 R×e4
Nf6 16 Re3?! c5! 17 Bc3?! c×d4?! [17. . .Nd5! 18 Re4
N×c3 19 b×c3 Qf6! would have given Black a clear ad-
vantage, with every piece cooperating on all the open, or
potentially open, lines.] 18 B×d4 Bc5 19 Rd3!? Objec-
tively, White should probably simplify here with 19 B×c5
R×c5 20 Q×d8. The position is drawish and Jeff wanted
to complicate, but the complications will end up bene-
fiting Black. The battle now is all about the pin on the
d-file (that will soon prove to be a pin on White, not on
Black), with auxiliary motives on the c-file and the light-
square long diagonal. 19. . .Qb6 20 Rb3 Qd6 21 g4

Bg6 22 R×b7? Rfd8! 23 c3 Be4! 24 Rb3 B×f3?!
[24. . . e5!] 25 B×f3 (D)

Schragin, J.–Galanter, G.

0Zrs0ZkZ
Z0Z0Zpo0
pZ0lpm0o
Z0a0Z0Z0
0Z0A0ZPZ
ZRO0ZBZP
PO0Z0O0Z
Z0SQZ0J0

25 Bxf3

25. . .B×d4? This recovers the pawn, but, as is well
known, a threat is often more powerful than its execu-
tion. The array of pins that Black has constructed is well
worth more than a pawn, and here there was a way to
cash in for its real value with the wonderful 25. . .Qf4!,
that at one stroke multiplies pressure on d4, d1, c1, and
f3—more than White can resist. Black threatens the Bd4
(since the c3 is pinned), and after 26 Rb1 e5 closes the
trap. 26 c×d4 R×c1 27 Q×c1 Q×d4 Now Black has
some structural superiority, but it is very hard to prove.
The game now continues for a while, with both opponents
looking for (and occasionally giving) attack opportuni-
ties. In the end they both emerge alive. 28 Qc2 Qf4
29 Qc6 Rd6 30 Qc2 Rd8 31 Kg2 e5 32 Qc7 Rd2
33 Kf1 Qd4 34 Be2 Ne4? 35 Rb8+ Kh7 36 Q×f7
Nd6 37 Qf3? [37 Qg8+ Kg6 38 Qe6+ Kh7 39 h4 with
a strong attack] 37. . . e4 38 Qf4 R×e2 39 K×e2 Qd3+
40 Ke1 Qb1+41 41 Ke2 Qd3+ 1/2 : 1/2

The openings

1 e4: 6 games
x Double King’s Pawn: 3 games

x Ruy López (Classical 3. . .Bc5): 1 game (1–0)
x Italian game (Evans Gambit): 1 game (1–0)
x Four Knights (4 d3): 1 game (0–1)

x Sicilian: 3 games
x Grand Prix: 1 game (0–1)
x Wing Gambit: 1 game (1–0)
x 2 Na3: 1 game (1–0)

1 d4: 3 games
x Double Queen’s Pawn: 2 games ( 1

2–1 1
2 )

x Indian Defenses: 1 game
x Queen’s Indian (4 a3): 1 game (0–1)

1 c4: 3 games
x Closed Sicilian reversed: 2 games (1 1

2– 1
2 )

x 1. . . e6 (by tr.): 1 game (0–1)
1 f4: 1 game (0–1)


