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Jonathan Hilton in Dallas




During this year’s U.S. Open, I found my own fate entangled with that of each of the three winners—Milovanovic, Shabalov, and Sevillano—in one bizarre way or another. Now, as I leave Dallas, the U.S. Open, and the Denker behind, I’m recording my own impressions of the Open Champions. In reverse tiebreak order, here they are.



Rade Milovanovic: Winning with “One Pawn More”



In Round 7, I had the privilege (and misfortune!) of playing the man who finished third on tiebreak with 8.0/9.0, IM Rade Milovanovic. Milovanovic, besides being a strong 2400 player, is also the celebrated head coach at the University of Texas Dallas chess team.  When I discovered I was paired against him, I laughed: the round would be another part of my ongoing tour of UTD while in Dallas. I had been visiting the school and talking with its faculty off and on all week, and here I was, off to meet another important person of the University!



I had a couple of hours to prepare and immediately began to scavenge my database for my opponent’s games. I discovered his strong positional style and considered the strong possibility that he might employ the Exchange Lopez against me, as I had the Black pieces. Fully armed with a new weapon taught to me by my friend Matt Parry, the Denker Representative from New York—1.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bb5 a6 4.Bxc6 dxc6 5.0-0 Ne7!?—I felt confident I could stir up early complications against Milovanovic. I quietly continued to prepare variations for the famous coach’s other pet lines.



During the game, Milovanovic chose the interesting sideline 5.Nc3 rather than 5.0-0. I had plenty of preparation for this line, so I felt confident whipping out 5…f6 and playing the endgame that ensued. However, over the next several moves, I found myself slowly slipping out of my preparation. My opponent castled queenside, rather than kingside—where my preparation had originally focused—and I soon discovered I could not retreat my dark-square bishop to d6 due to the tactical pressure on the d-file. In these kinds of endgames, I knew that an exchange of dark-square bishops could be highly detrimental to my chances—so when White ruthlessly forced the exchange of bishops, I did the only thing I could do: I dropped a piece.
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Position after 13...Rhe8 








With 13…Rhe8??!! I offered up my dark-square bishop. At first, I thought my move was safe: after 14.Bxb4, I could simply win back my piece with 14…Rxe4. Then, as I punched the clock, a chill of horror ran down my spine: 15.Nd4! easily saves the piece for White.



At this point, Milovanovic fell into a deep trance of cognition. With a stern, unemotional face, he began to calculate the possibilities. I immediately left the board and began laughing hysterically in the hall outside. Here I was on Board 6 in the U.S. Open, playing the head coach of a college I’m interested in, and after just 13 moves I’ve simply dropped a piece? “Oh, no!” I thought. “What am I doing!”



When I finally came back to the board, I couldn’t believe my eyes. My opponent hadn’t taken the free piece! Instead, he had made a quiet pawn move to shore up his position in the center. I thought he must have calculated 14.Bxb4 Rxe4 15.Nd4 Bg4 16.f3 Rexd4 17.Rxd4 Rxd4 18.c3 Rxb4 19.axb4 Be6 and thought I would be able to hold a draw, despite being an exchange down. I managed to quickly calm down and refocus my energy for the rest of our nearly five-hour endgame battle. To my vexation and slight annoyance, Milovanovic simply continued to trade pieces and head for a pure rook and pawn endgame. I foolishly obliged him, thinking I had a good shot holding since “all rook endgames are drawn”. However, the coach’s technique was simply flawless. On move 63, I resigned.
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In the post-mortem, I asked my opponent why he had not taken the free piece I accidentally offered him back on move 13. He explained that he thought 14.Bxb4 Rxe4 15.Nd4 Be8!? was complicated, and I confessed I had not considered 15…Be8 at all. Looking at it now, however, it doesn’t seem hard to see that after 16.Bc3, 17.b3, and 18.Nb2, White will be able to keep his extra piece easily.



However, regardless of the fact that my opponent didn’t take the free piece, I still lost. What had I done wrong? As my opponent and I played over the moves of our game, the famous UTD trainer would consistently pause. In a low, serious voice he would point to his majority on the kingside and remark: “I play with one pawn more, so it is difficult for Black.” I would then ask what would happen if I had tried a different defense, and we would play a few moves. In the same low tone, Milovanovic would reiterate his previous lesson: “Yes, but it is difficult for Black…because I play with one pawn more.”



Indeed, my opponent could answer any variation I came up with in the post-mortem by using the phrase one pawn more. Like a magician’s slight-of-hand, this U.S. Open Champion could juggle any piece I’d throw at him: and still the result was that he played with “one pawn more”.



The next day, as luck would have it, my friend Matt Parry was paired against Milovanovic—also with the Black pieces. I knew Matt had the 5.0-0 Ne7!? line worked out for Black, but I didn’t know if he had anything for 6.Nc3. With slightly over a half hour before the round, I decided to forego any preparations of my own to help Matt avenge my loss for the pride of all us Denker Champions. Dashing to his room on the fifth floor, I found myself out of breath as I knocked at his door. I told him about Rade Milovanovic and his evil strategy of “one pawn more” as I showed him my loss. Together, the two of us worked out a different fifth move to help Matt avoid any awful endgames. I was confident Matt would perform excellently with his weapon of choice: it promised blue skies and no bad endgames in sight.



Like a Champion, however, Milovanovic was slippery enough not to play right into our preparation. Instead, he chose the Scotch Opening—and to my dismay as a spectator, Matt played 8…Qe7+!? and headed straight for the endgame. Yet Matt played well and seemed to achieve a comfortable position, even against Rade Milovanovic in a “simple” endgame. With 23.g4, however, the “one pawn more” monster began to rear its ugly head. The IM was simply taking space on the kingside. After 23….Rc8?!, an innocuous slip-up, White proceeded to destroy Black’s queenside (including the undefended a-pawn) and won a pawn. In a dozen moves, Matt had little choice but to resign.
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I should mention, however, that Matt rebounded from his loss quickly and finished in the money with 7.0/9.0. My hearty congratulations go out to Rade Milovanovic for his 8.0/9.0, which included wins against two Denker Champions and also Jerry Nash, the Scholastic Director of the USCF!



Alexander Shabalov: A Material Imbalance



Earlier in the week, Elizabeth Vicary’s article on how to beat Shabalov  taught us that we must defeat him with attacking chess in the very first round. This year, Shabalov’s first round—which was actually Round 2—included a wild comeback after going down a queen for a rook and bishop. I decided to follow his steps in the 5-day schedule by going down the same material imbalance against my opponent, the fighting A-player Hall Odell of Oklahoma. Frank Berry cautioned me of his skill in taking down masters, but only after the game. Despite initially parting with my queen for a rook and minor piece, I soon found myself in the driver’s seat and believed myself en route to a nice positional victory. Towards the end, however, I fell into time trouble (the time control was G/60) and mishandled my position. Odell made a dashing comeback with his queen, slicing and dicing with it all across the board! Then, in the heat of the moment, he sliced one square too far.
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After this narrow escape, I felt a certain amount of admiration for Shabalov for his Round 2 victory. His position had seemed more desperate even than mine—I had only squandered my advantage, but he had perhaps never had one! Shabalov continued to cruise through his next rounds with attacking flair and confidence, despite playing the entire tournament with his arm in a cast. Recalling my futile attempt at playing despite my head injury at the World Open, I again have to commend Shabalov for his impressive performance—8.0/9.0 and second place on tiebreaker points.



Enrico Sevillano: Staring Down the Pawns



The tournament’s winner on tiebreaker points was IM Enrico Sevillano of California (Correction: Enrico had no byes). According to the Monroi site, in the fourth round, Enrico utilized the Modern Benoni against Expert Barry Endsley. To triumph over his opponent, he had to stare down intimidating White pawns on e5 and d6 and use tactical resources to demolish this center.
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I too managed to terminate such nasty, aggressive pawns in one of my own games. However, Sevillano’s deconstruction of White’s pawn center required great care and foresight, while my own was the result of dumb luck. In my Round 3, I faced FM Anton Paolo Del Mundo of Virginia, who scored 7.5/9.0 in 2007 to become one of last year’s U.S. Open Champions. Since we were playing the 5-day schedule, the time control for this round was G/60. I blitzed out my first twenty moves at an incredible rate, just having fun and not taking myself too seriously—something I was trying to do after the incredible stress of the Denker. I gained a large advantage on the clock, something like 45 minutes to 15, but I then erred with 20….Rc7? Del Mundo then found a few quick punches to destroy my position—and I continued to play quickly, not slowing down to find any sort of correct defense.



Within a few more moves, I was staring down pawns on e6 and d6 and was down a full piece. I let out a sigh. I was playing miserably. However, I looked at the boards to the right and left of me—no other master seemed to be doing particularly well against his or her 2400+ opponent either, it appeared. Both players on either side of me were at least down the exchange. At least I had some extra clock time and a few cheapo shots! My position was resignable, but I was just having too much fun.
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Del Mundo-Hilton, Position after 31...Rd8








Then, I noticed my opponent’s clock ticking down towards the five minute mark. He found a quick way to pave a flight for his king, which I had slightly on the run—a queen check followed by 31.Qf4, defending the d2 square. I decided it was time to start trying to take out those nasty center pawns, so I whipped out 31…Rd8. Then, to my surprise, Del Mundo blundered. As he explained after the game, he had simply forgotten about the pin on the d-file. After 32.e7??, I simply snatched away the pawn and checkmated my opponent. Del Mundo took his turn of fortune with extremely good sportsmanship, and we did a full post-mortem after the game.
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Soon after this victory, I started to get comments from total strangers regarding my victory. They followed a fairly similar vein:



“How could you beat Del Mundo? The man plays like a god!”



“I heard you had a nice swindle there against Del Mundo, man.”



“Wait, is your name Jonathan Hilton? Oh man, if I were you, I’d be jumping with joy right now.”



“You beat Del Mundo and you only finished with 6.5/9.0? Sheesh!”



“You beat my hero! I hate you!”



I have to confess I was truly impressed by Del Mundo’s fan base. Despite the fact that I got extremely lucky in my game against him, he was clearly the man to beat at this tournament. Next year, however—in the 2009 U.S. Open in Indiana—“the man” will definitely be Sevillano. His outstanding performance here—leading the tournament throughout all the later rounds, yet not being the top seed—will make him a grand part of U.S. Open lore. Until next year, congratulations to all three Co-Champions! 
			



		 

				
			Read or Write Comments on this Article
(1 so far)		

				
			[image: Advertisement]		

		



  
  
  		
			

August - Chess Life Online 2008

Rohonyan and Zatonskih AdvanceFM Ylon Schwartz Makes WSOP Final TableRohonyan and Zatonskih in NalchikStart Solving Now:  Part IIU.S. Chess League Week 1 Quiz Abby on the Atlantic Ivanchuk Wins; Gata Finishes with FourHikaru and Pascal Lead in Montreal Kamsky Beats Top Dog in Tough Tourney Erenburg and Stripunsky Take AtlanticAmericans in Canada Start Solving Now:  Part IU.S. Chess League Kicks Off Monday USCS Comes to New Jersey:  Part IIChess Journalists of America Announce Awards U.S. Chess School Comes to New Jersey Kamsky Rebounds in Moscow2009 U.S. Champs Set for Saint LouisGM Joel Blogs on Curacao Hanken's Last CornerIvanchuk Avenges in MoscowErenburg Wins in New England Get Ready for MiamiIndians Prevail in World Junior New England Norm Hunt is On Kamsky Finishes Sochi With a WinNew England Masters in Full SwingHilton on Championship Fate UTD Scores Two for One in GreeceFour-Way Tie at Bradley OpenMilovanovic, Sevillano and Shabalov ScoreNakamura on his New ApproachJessica Blogs on Leaving DallasIn Dallas, 6 Lead Going into Final RoundMagnanimous Magnus on ICC Jessica Blogs from DallasSevillano and Mulyar Lead Anna Underwater in Curacao Kamsky Wins Another; Radjabov SparklesNew England Masters Preview Seven Lead Open After Big Merge How to Beat ShabalovJerry on Chess Chatter Hopin' at the OpenHilton Blogs from the Denker:  Part IIGMs Join Open; Yeager and Fernandez WinTatev Takes Clear Lead in Turkey Hess Takes New York August Open11 Perfect in Open; Fernandez and Parry LeadJennifer on Threats, St.Louis and Belize  Hanken Philosophizes in his Corner Hilton Blogs from the DenkerTyler and Tatev Arrive in TurkeyMore on Nakamura, Bhat and Anand from Mainz U.S. Open Kicks OffGata Missteps in Sochi Jamison Unstoppable in PolgarGata Scorches Ivanchuk Nakamura Takes Mainz 960Jamison, Wiener and Conley Lead Polgar 
		

				
							
					Announcements				

				
			
					 US Chess Rated events on ICC!  Click for More Info
	Click to	Go to ICC
	 US Chess Rated events on Chess.com!  Click for More Info
	Click to	Go to Chess.com
	 Need to know your PIN?  You can request to receive it by email at https://secure2.uschess.org/pin-request.php.
	 Reminder:  As of July 1st, 2014, FIDE rated events must follow FIDE rules
	 Thanks to our US Chess Benefactors!
	Bonus Threshold to Increase in Rating System June 1, 2015.
	K-Factor changes in Rating System.
	Interested in being a TD at a US Chess National Event? Click Here!
	US Chess Invitational Requirements 
	Scholastic National Invitational Event and Award Requirements [and World Youth] 
	2018 Selection Policy for International Youth Events
	TD Certification Rules and Rulebook changes updated (pdfs)		US Chess National bidding brochure
	Reports & Standings pages for Grand Prix, JGP, MAP, top players by state, etc.  

											

							



		 

				

		    

  



  
  
  		
			

	
			


	
   	
		

		

				
			
	Home Page
	Shop USCFSales
	New to Chess?
	Chess Life Magazine
	Chess Life Kids
	Chess Life Online
	Players & Ratings
	Invitational Information
	Upcoming National Events
	Past National Events
	FIDE Information
	Clubs & Tournaments
	Scholastic / College
	About US Chess
	Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs)
	Forums

		

		  		
			
	
		
        	
			
				Username			
			

			
			

			
				Password			
			

			
			

			
			
				Remember me			
			

			
        	
        	
           	  
        	
        	
        	
        	
        	
        	

		
	
			
				Lost Password?
		
	
				
  No web account yet?				
					Site Registration
			


	
			

		  

    

  





		
				PrivacyDonateEmployment Opportunities RSS

		

				
			© Copyright 2007-2015 United States Chess Federation. All rights reserved.

		

		





