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Division 2 Round 1 report by Jack Rudd 
 
Division 2 of this season's 4NCL kicked off at 
the familiar surroundings of Sunningdale Park. 
Competing in it this year would be two just-
relegated teams (Bristol 1 and Sambuca 
Sharks), two reprieved-from-relegation teams 
(Anglian Avengers and FCA Solutions), four 
just-promoted teams (AMCA Dragons, 
e2e4.org.uk, Poisoned Pawns 2 and White 
Rose 2) and eight teams that had finished 5th 
to 12th in the division last year.  
 
 

Of all the divisions, I believe this is arguably the most consistently competitive, with few teams so 
strong they look unbeatable, or so weak they won't pick up any points. Certainly, the first two 
rounds (in which ten of the sixteen matches finished 4-4 or 4½-3½) will have gone some way 
towards confirming this theory... 
 

Pool A 
 
Sambuca Sharks 1 vs. White Rose 2 (4.5-3.5) 
The teams Sambuca Sharks had been putting out towards the end of last season would probably 
have struggled to avoid a second successive relegation. This opening weekend, however, saw a 
welcome return to first-team action for Rendle, Roberson and Williams; their results were 
accompanied by debut wins for James Adair and Selina Khoo to give the Sharks a 4½-3½ victory. 
 
 Sharks captain Ben Purton gives his report on the match here: “Most of the 

blame for how close this result was lies with me and Ruston, who played total 
rubbish.  I heard most people claim that White Rose claimed to be totally 
unlucky, which might be the case but when you factor in that Liam and I, both 
top scorers from last season in division 1, only scored 0.5/2 against lower rated 
opponents, then their view is very subjective. 

 
Tom Rendle got offered the White side of the French, which he is an expert in. Roberson and 
Williams had very solid draws. The real stars of the show were new signings James Adair and 
Selina Khoo.” 
 
Hollingworth,Evie - Khoo,Selina (1981) [B11] 
1.e4 c6 2.Nf3 d5 3.Nc3 Bg4 4.exd5 cxd5 5.h3 Bh5 6.d4 Nc6 7.Be2?! A somewhat passive way to 



play this line; the bishop does not exert the pressure on the black position that it would on b5. [7.g4 
Bg6 8.Ne5 e6 9.h4 f6 10.h5 Bf7 11.Nxf7 Kxf7 12.Ne2 Bd6 13.Bg2 Nge7 14.c3 Rf8 15.0–0 Qc7 
16.f4 f5 17.g5 Kg8 ½–½ Ghinda,M (2425)-Meduna,E (2490)/Baile Herculane 1982]  
 
7...e6 8.0–0 Nf6 9.Ne5 [9.Bf4 Be7 10.Ne5 Bxe2 11.Nxe2 0–0 12.c3 Bd6 13.Nd3 Qc7 14.Bxd6 
Qxd6 15.Ng3 b5 16.Qd2 a5 17.Nf4 b4 18.Nfh5 Nxh5 19.Nxh5 h6 20.Rae1 bxc3 21.bxc3 Ne7 
22.Re3 Nf5 23.Re5 Qd8 Knoche,L-Neumann,S/Germany 1994/1–0 (34)] 9...Bxe2 10.Nxe2 Bd6 
11.Bf4 0–0 12.c3 Ne7 13.Bh2  

 
13...b5 The classic minority attack; this has added bite in 
this position, because the white bishop on h2 is badly 
placed for the defence of the c-pawn. 14.a3 a5 15.b4 
[15.b3 is another possibility,  aiming to meet 15...b4 with 
16.cxb4 axb4 17.a4 and the a-pawn is now passed. I 
suspect, however, that the weak d-pawn is a more critical 
feature, and thus the advantage is with Black.] 15...Qc7 
16.Qd3 Rfb8 17.f4? This is, I suspect, the move that 
changes White's position from worse to losing: there is 
suddenly an entry square for a black knight, one from 
which it cannot be dislodged.  
 
 
 

17...Ne4 18.Nf3 Ra6 19.Nd2 Nxd2 20.Qxd2 Rba8 Forcing White to concede the soon-to-be-
opened file. 21.Rac1 axb4 22.axb4 Qc4 23.Rc2 Ra2  

 
24.Nc1 [24.Rfc1 seems to avoid immediate material loss,  
but after 24...Nf5 , it's hard to suggest moves for White 
that don't lose material in short order.] 24...Rxc2 25.Qxc2 
Bxb4 26.Rf3 Ra3 27.Ne2 Ra2 28.Qd3 Qxd3 29.Rxd3 
Rxe2 30.cxb4 Rb2 Winning a second pawn; the rest is just 
a mopping-up exercise. 31.Ra3 g6 32.Bg3 Rxb4 33.Bf2 
Nf5 34.Rd3 Rb1+ 35.Kh2 b4 36.g4 Nd6 37.Kg2 b3 
38.Rd2 Nc4 39.Re2 b2 0–1 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
RD 1   SAMBUCA SHARKS 2167 v WHITE ROSE 2 2044 

1 w Rendle, Thomas E 2382 1 - 0 Arnott, Jonathan W 2154 

2 b Roberson, Peter T 2221 ½ - ½ Shaw, Peter 2156 

3 w Adair, James 2138 1 - 0 Archer, Richard 2066 

4 b Williams, Samuel G 2198 ½ - ½ O'Driscoll, Keiran 2062 

5 w Purton, Ben J 2144 0 - 1 Faulks, Nick 2102 

6 b Varnam, Liam D 2174 ½ - ½ Webb, Matthew D 1986 

7 w Ruston, Mark R 2099 0 - 1 Whitaker, Thomas R 1954 

8 b Khoo, Selina (F) 1981 1 - 0 Hollingworth, Evie (F) 1874 

        4½-3½     

 



 
AMCA Dragons vs. Barbican Youth (4.0-4.0) 
The AMCA Dragons won Division Three last year, and showed immediately that they will not be an 
easy match for teams in the higher division; they can consider themselves slightly unfortunate to 
have only drawn with Barbican Youth. The crucial game in this respect was perhaps Wells-Tunstall 
on board 8, which might have gone the other way had Tunstall played differently just after move 30 
– perhaps he was in time trouble. 
 
Endgame enthusiasts should find plenty to interest them in this match; as well as the 
aforementioned Wells-Tunstall game, three others (Webb-Ynojosa, O'Toole-Richardson and Turner-
Farrand) reached this phase of the game, and all four have their points of interest. 
 

1   AMCA DRAGONS 2125 v BARBICAN 4NCL YOUTH 2116 

1 w Webb, Richard M 2260 ½ - ½ Ynojosa, Felix Jose (J) 2197 

2 b Richardson, Keith B 2189 ½ - ½ O'Toole, George E 2145 

3 w Coates, Kenneth G 2220 ½ - ½ Hodgson, John H 2180 

4 b Frostick, Clive A 2160 0 - 1 Sen, Subin 2098 

5 w Turner, Caius AW 2122 1 - 0 Farrand, Julian T 2103 

6 b Duvall, Ian 2062 ½ - ½ Smith, Ivor BN 2145 

7 w Hart, David PO 2012 1 - 0 Moore, John C 2049 

8 b Tunstall, George S (J) 1978 0 - 1 Wells, Daniel J 2014 

        4 - 4     

 
 
Wessex 1 vs. Brown Jack (6.5-1.5) 
The eagerly-anticipated West-Country derby proved rather one-sided in terms of results, if not the 
actual games that led to those results. Roger de Coverly, in particular, will have been relieved when 
his opponent, having defended well against a speculative attack, then blundered a rook and Michael 
Yeo (whose annotations I give here) was also grateful for an opponent's blunder... 
 
Richmond,Jane (2118) - Yeo,Michael J (2153) [D01] 
1.d4 d5 2.Nc3 [In Round 2 of the 1986 British Championships, my game 
with Black against Julian Hodgson went 2.Bg5 f6 3.Bf4 Nc6 4.Nf3 Bg4 
5.Nbd2 Nxd4 6.Nxd4 e5 7.h3 Bh5 when Julian surprised me with 8.c4 
(Theory at the time concentrated mostly on the complications following 
8.Ne6 which were covered extensively in Informator 33 in a game  Bajramov 
- Smagin, which I knew but Julian didn't.  Indeed he confessed later that he 
hadn't even realised that we had transposed into a reverse Veresov!) 8...exd4 
(20 years later against Alan Barton, I opted for the safer 8...dxc4 9.Qa4+ Qd7 
10.Qxd7+ Kxd7 11.Bxe5 fxe5 12.N4f3 with an unclear position that I 
eventually won    0–1 Barton,R-Yeo,M/Torquay 2006 (77)) 9.Qb3 Bd6?! (9...dxc4? fails to 
10.Qb5+ c6 11.Qxh5+; so it is best to insert 9...g5 10.Bg3 dxc4 11.Nxc4 but White still has very 
good compensation for the pawn) 10.Bxd6 Qxd6 11.Qxb7 Rd8 12.Qxa7 dxc4 13.Qa4+ Qd7 
14.Qxd7+ Rxd7 15.Nxc4± when White was a safe pawn up, although surprisingly I managed to 
draw     ½–½ Hodgson,J (2500)-Yeo,M (2240)/Southampton 1986 (41)]  
 
2...Nf6 3.Bg5 Bf5 4.f3 Nbd7 5.Nxd5 Nxd5 6.e4 h6 7.Bh4 N7b6 'Probably Black's best try for an 
advantage.' [7...Ne3!? is very complicated. After 8.Qd3 Nxf1 9.exf5 Nc5 (given a !! in Informator 
33 which seems a bit excessive. It may be Black's best move but I am not sure that it equalises) 
(9...Nxh2 10.Rxh2 Nb6 11.0–0–0 is clearly better for White) 10.Qc3 Na4 11.Qb3 Nb6 12.Ne2 Qd5 
13.Rxf1 Qxf5 14.0–0–0 still looks a bit better for White given the lack of deveopment of Black's 
kingside, but there are a myriad of other variations!] 8.exf5 Ne3 9.Qe2 Qxd4 10.Bf2 Nbc4 11.c3 
[During the game I was a bit concerned that 11.Qxc4? might equalise, because I hadn't at that stage 



spotted that 11...Nxg2+ wins the queen.]  
 
11...Qe5 12.Bxe3 Qxe3 13.Rd1 Qxe2+ 14.Kxe2 Nxb2 15.Rb1 Na4 16.Rxb7 Nxc3+ 17.Kd2 '?' 
'Missing my next move!' [17.Kf2 is critical.  During the game, I was seriously considering 17...Kd7 
as none of the alternatives seemed fully satisfactory: a) 17...Nd1+ 18.Ke1 (18.Kg3 0–0–0 19.Ba6 
Rd6 20.Rb6+ Kd7 21.Bb5+ c6 22.Rxc6 Rxc6 23.Ne2 Ne3 24.Nd4 Nxf5+ 25.Nxf5 a6 might be just 
OK) 18...Ne3 19.Bb5+ Kd8 20.Kf2 Nxf5 21.Ne2 e6 22.Rd1+ Bd6 23.g4 a6 24.Bc6 Ne7 25.Rxd6+ 
cxd6 26.Rd7+ Ke8 27.Ra7+ Nxc6 28.Rxa8+ Nd8 29.Rxa6 h5 might also just work, but the White a 
pawn is dangerous.; b) 17...e6 18.Rxc7 Bb4 19.fxe6 Nd1+ 20.Ke2 Rd8 21.exf7+ Kf8 22.f4! 
unclear; c) 17...0–0–0 18.Rb3! (18.Ba6 Rd2+ 19.Kg3 Kd7µ; 18.Rxa7 e5 19.Ra5 Rd2+ 20.Ke3 
Rb2µ) 18...Rd2+ 19.Ke3 Rc2 20.Kd3 Rc1 21.Nh3 gives adequate compensation; 18.Ne2 Nd1+ 
19.Ke1 (19.Kg3 e5 20.fxe6+ fxe6 21.Nd4 Bd6+ 22.f4 Nc3 23.Bb5+ Nxb5 24.Nxb5 Rhb8 25.Nxd6 
Kxd6³) 19...Ne3 20.Ng3 (20.Nd4 Nxf1 21.Kxf1 e5 22.fxe6+ fxe6³) 20...Nxf1 21.Kxf1 e5 22.fxe6+ 
fxe6³ and in all cases White probably doesn't have enough for the pawn deficit.]  
 
17...0–0–0+ 18.Kxc3 Kxb7 19.Nh3 g5 '–+' 'My third pawn move of the game which solves the 
problem of how to develop the kingside.  From here on it was a matter of creeping slowly forward 
until she ran out of moves.' 20.Bc4 Bg7+ 21.Kc2 Rd6 22.Rb1+ Ka8 23.Nf2 Rc6 24.Rb4 Rb8 
25.Rxb8+ Kxb8 26.Kd3 Rd6+ 27.Ke2 e6 28.fxe6 fxe6 29.Ne4 Rc6 30.Kd3 Kc8 31.Nd2 Kd8 
32.Nb3 Ke7 33.Na5 Rd6+ 34.Kc2 Bd4 35.Bd3 Kf6 36.Nc4 Rd8 37.h3 Rb8 38.a3 a5 39.Be4 a4 
40.Kd3 c5 41.Bc6 Rb3+ 42.Ke4 Rc3 43.Bb5 h5 44.f4 g4 45.hxg4 hxg4 46.g3 Bf2 47.Ba6 Rxg3 
0–1 
 
RD 1   WESSEX 1 2129 v BROWN JACK 2075 

1 w Simons, Martin J 2200 ½ - ½ Richmond, Peter A 2247 

2 b Kawuma, Steven Male 2187 ½ - ½ Padilla Cabero, Pablo 2169 

3 w Lock, Gavin R 2188 1 - 0 Truran, Michael C 2215 

4 b Jenks, Bruce 2127 ½ - ½ Haydon, Richard 2184 

5 w de Coverly, Roger D 2101 1 - 0 Rabbitt, Michael 2074 

6 b Yeo, Michael J 2153 1 - 0 Richmond, Jane (F) 2118 

7 w Kawuma, Moses 2178 1 - 0 Headlong, Fenella (F) 1906 

8 b Thilaganathan, Jessica (F) 1900 1 - 0 Tanner, Gary J 1690 

        6½-1½     

 
 
Anglian Avengers vs. Kings Head (3.5-4.5) 
Anglian Avengers were one of two teams reprieved from relegation by the withdrawal of Northwest 
Eagles and Richmond (FCA Solutions were the other). Their opening match suggested they may be 
in another relegation fight this season, as they went down narrowly against Kings Head. The 
following game, in one of the sharpest lines of the Nimzo-Indian, proved critical: 
 
Merry,Alan B - Mackenzie,Colin (2120) [E35] 
1.d4 e6 2.c4 Nf6 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.Qc2 d5 5.Bg5 h6 6.Bh4 c5 7.cxd5 exd5 8.dxc5 g5 [8...0–0 9.e3 
Nbd7 10.Bd3 Qa5 11.Nge2 Bxc3+ 12.Qxc3 Qxc3+ 13.Nxc3 Nxc5 14.Bc2 g5 15.Bg3 Be6 16.f3 a6 
17.h4 Rfc8 18.hxg5 hxg5 19.0–0–0 Ncd7 20.Kb1 Kg7 21.Bb3 Rc5 22.e4 dxe4 23.Bxe6 1–0 
Kasparov,G (2775)-Kortschnoj,V (2655)/Tilburg 1989; 8...Nbd7 9.a3 Qa5 10.Rc1 Bxc3+ 11.Qxc3 
Qxc3+ 12.Rxc3 Ne4 13.Rc2 Nexc5 14.e3 Ne6 15.Nf3 0–0 16.Be2 Nb6 17.b3 Bd7 18.Kd2 Rfc8 
19.Rhc1 Rxc2+ 20.Rxc2 Rc8 21.Ne5 Rxc2+ 22.Kxc2 Kf8 23.Nxd7+ Kadimova,I (2333)-Von 
Wantoch Rekowski,D (2124)/Dresden 2007/1–0 (35)] 9.Bg3 Nc6  
�



10.0–0–0?! This tends to be a bad idea in such positions 
for the reason shown in the game: Black gains a lot of 
tempi with ...Bxc3 and ...Ne4, followed by further attacks 
on the white queen. [10.e3 Qa5 11.Nge2 Ne4 12.a3 Bf5 
13.Qc1 Nxc5 (13...Bxc3+ 14.Nxc3 d4 15.exd4 Nxd4 ½–½ 
Ushenina,A (2430)-Vasilevich,T (2396)/Odessa 2006) 
14.axb4 Nd3+ 15.Kd2 Qxb4 16.Ra4 Nxc1 17.Rxb4 Nxe2 
18.Rxb7 Nxg3 19.hxg3 d4 20.exd4 Nxd4 21.Nd5 Kf8 
22.Bc4 Ne6 23.f3 Nc5 24.Rb5 Rc8 Lazarev,V (2461)-
Olivier,J (2368)/France 2001/1–0 (44)]  
 
10...Bxc3 11.Qxc3 0–0 12.Nf3 [12.f3!? , preventing the 
thematic ...Ne4, is an idea, although it may run into 12...d4 
with ...Nd5-e3 to come.]  

 
12...Ne4 13.Qb3 Be6 14.Qxb7?? Suicidal. The open queenside files can only work in Black's 
favour. [14.h4 and it's a game, although I prefer Black.] 14...Rc8 15.e3 Nxc5 16.Qb5  
 

 
 
16...Nb4 [16...a6! wins material or starts a raging attack 
immediately: 17.Qe2 (17.Qxc5 Nb4–+) 17...Qa5 18.b3 
(18.Kb1 Bf5+ 19.Ka1 Nb3#) 18...Nb4–+] 17.Nd4 a6 
18.Qe2 Nxa2+ [18...Nb3+ 19.Kb1 Nxd4 20.Rxd4 Bf5+ 
21.e4 Bxe4+ is another way to play it: it gives a material 
advantage without easing any of the pressure.] 19.Kb1 Qa5 
20.Bd6 [20.f3 Nb4 21.b3 Nxb3! 22.Nxb3 Bf5+ 23.e4 Qa4 
24.Nd4 dxe4 25.Nxf5 Qb3+ 26.Ka1 Nc2+–+] 20...Ne4 
21.Qxa6  
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
�
21...Nac3+ 22.bxc3 Nxc3+ 23.Kb2 [23.Kc2 Ne2+ and the 
queen drops.] 23...Nxd1+ 24.Kb1 Qd2 25.Qa3 Nc3+ 
26.Ka1 Qd1+ 27.Kb2 Qb1# 0–1 
 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 



RD 1   ANGLIAN AVENGERS 2115 v KINGS HEAD 2170 

1 w Talsma, Paul A 2252 0 - 1 McMichael, Richard J 2286 

2 b Player, Edmund C 2149 0 - 1 Kwiatkowski, Feliks J 2248 

3 w Munson, Shaun D 2172 1 - 0 Wittmann, Jochen 2266 

4 b Gregory, Stephen J 2126 ½ - ½ O'Shaughnessy, Conor 2200 

5 w Gray, Mark S 2089 1 - 0 Thomas, Rik H 2220 

6 b Cook, Michael P 2073 0 - 1 Okike, David C 2188 

7 w Merry, Alan B (J) 2074 0 - 1 Mackenzie, Colin 2120 

8 b Wallis, Ian J 1982 1 - 0 Haria, Ravi (J) 1828 

        3½-4½     

 
Pool B 
 
Poisoned Pawns 2 vs. Bristol 1 (4.5-3.5) 
On paper, this should have been an easy match for us, with our out-rating our opponents on all eight 
boards. In practice, it was a very different matter, as Derek Pugh and I both contrived to trap our 
own knights early on. Combine that with promising positions on the bottom two boards drifting into 
draws, and it became clear that it was not to be our day. The match eventually reached a score of 
3½- 3½, with Bennett v Doci on board 6 the only game left to finish. The result swung many ways 
in an error-filled time-scramble, but when the dust settled, Doci had won to give his side a shock 
victory. 
 
RD 1   POISONED PAWNS 2 2041 v BRISTOL 1 2179 

1 w Goodger, Martyn 2147 0 - 1 Buckley, David E 2274 

2 b Rosen, Daniel B 2137 0 - 1 Beaumont, Chris R 2306 

3 w Winfridsson, Ola 2133 1 - 0 Rudd, Jack 2296 

4 b Kemp, Paul R 2109 ½ - ½ Franklin, Michael 2203 

5 w Bailey, Kevin J 2083 1 - 0 Pugh, Derek C 2122 

6 b Doci, Stefan 2076 1 - 0 Bennett, Dominic 2098 

7 w McMahon, Paul 2043 ½ - ½ Dilleigh, Stephen P 2120 

8 b Mountford, Corinne (F) 1602 ½ - ½ Zhang, Roy Y (J) 2010 

        4½-3½     

 
Cheddleton vs. e2e4.org.uk 1 (6.0-2.0) 
Cheddleton had pursued an aggressive transfer policy over the summer, bringing in two GMs and 
two FMs (both of whom had achieved IM norms at this year's British). Even without Robert Bellin 
and Jonathan Hawkins, their team for this weekend was by far the strongest in the division – the 
amount by which they out-rated the second strongest team was greater than the amount by which 
the second strongest team out-rated the tenth – and so it was no surprise that they crushed just-
promoted e2e4.org.uk (formerly Littlethorpe) 6-2 without losing a game. Three of their four 
individual victories were convincing ones; Patrick Bennett, however, must have been relieved to get 
the fourth, after getting a dead lost position in the middlegame. 
 
RD 1   CHEDDLETON 2259 v E2E4.ORG.UK 1 2077 

1 w Gormally, Daniel W 2479 ½ - ½ Sugden, John N 2235 

2 b Arkell, Keith C 2478 1 - 0 Talbot, Andrew R 2161 

3 w Eggleston, David J 2368 ½ - ½ Jackson, James P 2067 

4 b Wallace, Paul A 2238 1 - 0 Mansson, James C 2142 

5 w Jackson, Sheila (F) 2160 1 - 0 Kennedy, Craig 2036 

6 b McKenna, Jason P 2155 ½ - ½ Norinkeviciute, Rasa (F) 2027 

7 w Gregory, Philip J 2110 ½ - ½ Ireland, David J 2010 

8 b Bennett, Patrick J 2087 1 - 0 Jaszkiwskyj, Peter 1941 

        6 - 2     



Celtic Tigers 1 vs. Warwickshire Select (4.0-4.0) 
A notable feature of this match is that all four games where the Tigers had white ended in draws, 
whereas all four games where Warwickshire Select had white were decisive. This should not be 
taken to imply that the odd boards were peaceable affairs, however – in three of them, there were 
double-edged positions with a material imbalance. I give two games from this match, one of them 
featuring the current Somerset Under-14 champion in action against a former holder of the title. 
 
James,Russell A (2226) - Hoffman,Hendrik (2252) [B22] 
1.e4 c5 2.c3 Nf6 3.e5 Nd5 4.d4 cxd4 5.Nf3 Nc6 6.cxd4 d6 7.Bc4 Nb6 8.Bb3 dxe5 9.d5 Na5 
10.Nc3 Nxb3 11.Qxb3 [11.axb3 g6 12.0–0 Bg7 13.Re1 Bg4 14.h3 Bxf3 15.Qxf3 0–0 16.Be3 f5 
17.Red1 a6 18.Bc5 Nc8 19.d6 Nxd6 20.Bxd6 exd6 21.Qxb7 Qb8 22.Qd5+ Kh8 23.Ra3 Rd8 24.Qc6 
e4 25.Rxa6 Rxa6 26.Qxa6 Bxc3 27.bxc3 Qxb3 28.Rxd6 Qb1+ 29.Kh2 Qb8 30.Qb6 Qxd6+ 0–1 
Pambalos,P (1835)-Kourousis,E (1625)/Panellhnia 2005] 11...e6 12.Nxe5 exd5 13.Be3 Be6 
[13...Bd6 14.Qb5+ (14.Bxb6 Qxb6 15.Qa4+ Kf8 16.0–0–0 Bxe5 17.Rhe1 Qc7 18.Rxd5 Bf4+ 
19.Kb1 Be6 20.Qb4+ Kg8 21.Rc5 Bd6 22.Rxc7 Bxb4 23.Rxb7 Bxc3 24.bxc3 h5 25.c4 Bxc4 26.Ree7 
a6 27.Re5 0–1 Kupin,V (2007)-Yandarbiev,R (2408)/Belorechensk 2007) 14...Kf8 15.Nf3 Bd7 (RR 
15...Be6 16.0–0 Nc4 17.Qxb7 Qc8 18.Qxc8+ Rxc8 19.Bd4 Nxb2 20.Nb5 Nc4 21.Nxd6 Nxd6 
22.Bxa7 Ke7 ½–½ James,R (2209)-Hinks Edwards,T (2357)/West Bromwich 2004) 16.Qd3 Na4 
17.Nxa4 Bxa4 18.0–0 Qd7 19.Nd4 f6 20.Rfe1 Kf7 21.Nf5 Bf8 22.Bf4 Bc6 23.Nd4 Bb4 24.Re2 
Rac8 25.a3 Bc5 26.Rae1 Bxd4 27.Qxd4 a6 28.Bd2 Fressinet,L (2593)-Van Wely,L (2668)/Moscow 
2003/½–½ (36)] 14.Bxb6 [14.Qb5+ Nd7 achieves little.] 14...Qxb6 15.Qa4+ Kd8 [15...Ke7 16.0–
0–0 Rc8 17.Rhe1 g6 18.Rxd5 Bh6+ 19.Kb1 Qxf2 20.Qb4+ Ke8 21.Nd3 Qb6 22.Nb5 Bf8 23.Qa4 
Qc6 24.Nb4 Bxb4 25.Rdd1 Bxe1 26.Rxe1 Kf8 27.Qb4+ Kg7 28.Qd4+ Kg8 29.Nc3 Qe8 30.Ne4 
Horvath,T (2275)-Miellet Bensan,Y (2125)/Pecs 1997/1–0 (31)] 16.0–0–0 Qb4 [16...Qc7 , 
attempting to hang on to the pawn, is probably just a little too greedy: 17.Rhe1 Bd6 18.Kb1 and the 
white rooks on the open files are looking dangerous.] 17.Rxd5+ Kc7  
 

 
 
18.Qc2? This strikes me as a mistake; once the king gets 
to safety, the black bishops will be dominant. [18.Rd7+ 
Kc8 19.Rd2 Qxa4 20.Nxa4 with approximate equality.] 
18...Rc8 19.Kb1 Kb8 20.Rd2 Be7 21.Nd3 [21.Rhd1 Bf6 
and the threat to the knights forces White to give up a 
pawn. 22.Re2? (22.f4µ) 22...Rxc3 23.Qxc3 Bxa2+–+] 
21...Qa5  
�
�
�
�
�
�

�
�
�
Threatening ...Bxa2+, so White has to allow the exchange 
of queens anyway, in much worse circumstances than at his 
18th.22.Qa4 [22.a3 Bxa3; 22.Nc1 Bf5 23.Nd3 Rhd8 with 
...Bg5 or ...Bf6 to come.]  
 
22...Qxa4 23.Nxa4 Rhd8 24.Rhd1 [24.Nc3 Bf5 25.Kc2 
Bg5 26.Rdd1 Rd4 and the threat of ...Rcd8 forces White to 
give up material.] 24...Bf5 25.Nc3 Bg5 0–1 
 



Hale,Katie - Owens,Megan R (1764) [B28] 
1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 a6 3.d4?! This is usually reckoned to give 
Black easy equality; the combination of a Najdorf pawn 
structure with the option of developing the bishop to an active 
square on c5 or b4 is a nice one. 3...cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 
e5 6.Nf3 Bb4 7.Bd2 0–0 8.Bd3 Re8 [8...d5 9.Nxd5 Bxd2+ 
10.Nxd2 Nxd5 11.exd5 Qxd5 12.0–0 Be6 (12...Nd7 13.Ne4 f5 
14.Nd6 Kh8 15.Bxf5 Qxd1 16.Raxd1 Nb6 17.Bxc8 Nxc8 
18.Rfe1 Nxd6 19.Rxd6 Rad8 20.Rxd8 Rxd8 21.g3 Re8 22.Kf1 
Kg8 23.Rd1 Re7 24.Ke2 Kf7 25.Rd6 Rc7 26.c3 Ke7 27.Rb6 
Zebisch,P (2172)-Schaefer,E (2124)/Willingen 2007/1–0 (38)) 
13.Be4 Qb5 14.Nf3 h6 15.b3 Nd7 16.Qd6 Qc5 17.Rad1 Rab8 
18.Rfe1 Rfe8 19.h3 Qxd6 20.Rxd6 Nc5 21.Nxe5 Nxe4 
22.Rxe4 Bf5 23.Re3 ½–½ Ardiansyah,H (2330)-Bachtiar,A (2335)/Manila 1977]  
 
9.0–0 d5 10.Re1 [10.Nxd5 Nxd5 11.exd5 Bxd2 12.Nxd2 Qxd5 13.Bc4 (13.Qh5!?  - Fritz) 13...Qc6 
14.Qe2 Be6 15.Bxe6 Qxe6 16.Rfe1 Nc6 17.c3 Rad8 18.Nb3 f5 19.Rad1 e4 20.Rxd8 Rxd8 21.f3 
Rd5 22.fxe4 Re5 23.Qd2 Rxe4 24.Rxe4 Qxe4 25.Nc5 Qe7 26.Qf2 g6 27.h3 Ne5 28.Qd4 Nc6 
29.Qf2 ½–½ Freitag,W-Gipp,T/Germany 2003] 10...d4 [10...Nbd7 11.a3 Bxc3 12.Bxc3 d4 13.Bd2 
Nc5 14.h3 Bd7 15.Bb4 b6 16.Bxc5 bxc5 17.Bc4 Bc6 18.Qd3 Qb6 19.b3 Qb7 20.Nd2 Nh5 21.g3 
Kh8 22.Qf3 Nf6 23.Re2 Bb5 24.Rae1 Rad8 25.Qd3 Raviolo,H-Soliz Montenegro,H/Cascavel 
1996/1–0 (42)] 11.Ne2 Bxd2 12.Qxd2?! [12.Nxd2 is better, after which Black's advantage is only 
slight.] 12...Nc6 13.c3?  
 

13...Bg4! Shattering the white kingside; an idea that has 
become much more important with the d4 square's likely 
opening up. 14.h3 Bxf3 15.gxf3 dxc3 16.Qxc3? [16.bxc3 
is necessary: the pawn structure is horrible, but keeping the 
knight out of d4 is what matters.] 16...Rc8 17.Qb3 Nh5 
18.Kh2 Qh4  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
19.Ng3 [19.Rf1 Nd4 20.Nxd4 Nf4 with mate to follow 
shortly.; 19.Kg1 Re6 20.Red1 Qxh3; 19.Qb6 Nd4 20.Nxd4 
Qxf2+ 21.Kh1 Ng3#] 19...Nf4 20.Bf1 Nd4 21.Qe3 Nc2 
Forcing the win of the exchange. The material advantage 
and White's shattered kingside make the rest easy.  
 
 
22.Qb3 b5 23.Rac1 Nxe1 24.Rxe1 Red8 25.Rd1 Rxd1 
26.Qxd1 Qd8 27.Qb3 Qd2 28.Kg1 Rc1 29.a4 Nxh3+ 
30.Kg2 Nxf2 31.axb5 Nxe4+ 32.Ne2 Qg5+ 33.Kh2 Rxf1 
34.fxe4 Qh4+ 35.Kg2 Rf2+ 36.Kg1 Qh2# 0–1 



RD 1   CELTIC TIGERS 1 2136 v WARWICKSHIRE SELECT 1 2167 

1 w Hetey, Laszlo 2347 ½ - ½ Thomas, Nicholas 2291 

2 b Hoffman, Hendrik 2252 1 - 0 James, Russell A 2226 

3 w Maciol, Ryszard 2245 ½ - ½ Mason, Donald J 2255 

4 b Kemp, Peter D 2164 0 - 1 Pitcher, John 2193 

5 w Pedersen, Carsten 2155 ½ - ½ Hynes, AM (Tony) 2223 

6 b Josse, Mark 2064 0 - 1 Fishburne, Stewart K 2106 

7 w French, Angus J 2099 ½ - ½ Baruch, Andrew JD 2089 

8 b Owens, Megan R (F) 1764 1 - 0 Hale, Katie LW (F) 1954 

        4 - 4     

 

Guildford-ADC 3 vs. FCA Solutions 1 (4.5-3.5) 
It's difficult to give a report on this match with any certainty; the trouble is that in Freeman-Smart, a 
game that ended up proving decisive, the scoresheets were beyond my deciphering abilities. 
Guildford 3's other two wins were more readily comprehensible; Shepley-Habershon finished when 
Habershon realized he could not prevent the classic Qxh7+, Kxh7; Rh4# combination, and in 
Evans-Quinn, Evans tried too hard to defend a weak pawn, and ended up blundering a rook instead. 
Like Anglian Avengers in the other pool, FCA Solutions therefore started off with a loss – and may 
be facing a second successive struggle against relegation from Division Two.   
 
RD 1   GUILDFORD-A&DC 3 1968 v FCA SOLUTIONS 1 2036 

1 w Stimpson, Philip M 2085 0 - 1 Almond, Richard J 2144 

2 b Hill, David F 2048 ½ - ½ Macdonald-Ross, Michael 2176 

3 w Shepley, Julien M 2022 1 - 0 Habershon, Paul F 2089 

4 b Higgs, Anthony RJ 1967 0 - 1 Brown, Alan M 2109 

5 w Lalic, Peter D (J) 1946 ½ - ½ Kendall, Paul SN 2069 

6 b Smart, Michael R 1978 1 - 0 Freeman, Richard CP 2061 

7 w Gibbs, Daniel C 1869 ½ - ½ Elwin, Adrian G 2013 

8 b Quinn, Joseph R (J) 1828 1 - 0 Evans, Helen I (F) 1626 

        4½-3½     

 
You can find all of the games from this round here: 
 
PGN   http://www.4ncl.co.uk/0910_div2-01.pgn 
 
Game viewer  http://www.4ncl.co.uk/0910_div2-01viewer.htm 
 
And view results and information about the 4ncl here: http://www.4ncl.co.uk/ 
 


