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Division 2 Round 2 report by Jack Rudd 
 

Pool A 

 

Barbican 4NCL Youth vs. Oxford 1 (1.0-7.0) 
“Our second round match proved much closer than the score-line and rating difference might 

suggest” was Kieran Smallbone's comment on this 7-1 victory over a 

Barbican Youth team who were somewhat weaker than they had been 

the previous day. Many of the games might have gone either way; the 

following two among them. 

 

Rose,Matthew (2249) - Ynojosa,Felix (2145) [B22] 
4NCL/Div2/BARY-OXF1 (2.211), 05.10.2008 

[Smallbone, Kieran] 

 

1.e4 c5 2.c3 Nf6 3.e5 Nd5 4.d4 cxd4 5.Nf3 d6 6.Bc4 Nb6 7.Bb3 Nc6 

8.cxd4 d5 9.Nh4 Nc4 10.Nc3 a6 11.0–0 e6 12.g3 Be7 13.Nf3 b5 14.Bc2 

b4 15.Na4 a5 16.b3 Nb6 

 

 

17.Nc5 Thus far, both players have been found 

shuffling knights around randomly, presumably to edge 

closer to the time control. I find this particular shuffle 

fascinating — long-term it involves the sac of a pawn 

or two (e5 and/or c5 must drop eventually). In return 

White can fill the squares where the pawns used to be 

with pieces, particularly in the absence of Black's dark-

squared bishop  17...Bxc5 18.dxc5 Nd7 19.Be3 Qc7 

20.Re1 Bb7 21.Rc1 Ndxe5 22.Nd4 Nxd4 23.Bxd4 

Nd7  

 

 



 

24.c6!? Bxc6 25.Bxg7 Rg8 26.Qd4 Nf8 27.Bd3 Qd7 

28.Rc5 f5 29.Bxf8 Rxf8 30.Rec1 
 

 

 

The cumlination of White's strategy: total domination 

of the dark-squares.30...Qa7 31.Qe5 Bd7 32.Rc7 Qb8 

33.Qd6 Rf7 34.Rxd7 Rxd7 35.Qxe6+ Re7   
 

 

 

 

36.Qg8+ Kd7 37.Qxd5+ Ke8 38.Qg8+ Kd7 
39.Bxf5+?! The ?! is harsh, but Matt was very low on 

time here, and it was worth throwing in another Qd5-

g8 combo to make it to move 40. Tim {Dickinson, 

presumably - JR} would no doubt be keen to point out 

this this wouldn't be a threefold repitition, due to that 

pawn on d5 first time round. 39...Kd6 40.Qg5 Rf7 

41.Qh6+ Ke7 42.Re1+ Kd8 43.Qd2+ Kc7 44.Rc1+ 

Kb6 45.Qd4+ Kb5 46.Bd3# 1–0 
 

 

 



White,Michael JR (2242) - Wells,Daniel (2012) [B33] 
4NCL/Div2/BARY-OXF1 Sunningdale (2.214), 05.10.2008 

[Rudd, Jack] 

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 e5 6.Nde2 Bb4 7.a3 [7.Ng3 0–0 8.Be2 d5 9.0–0 Bxc3 10.bxc3 

Nxe4 11.Nxe4 dxe4 12.Bd2 Be6 13.Qc1 Qc7 14.Re1 Rfe8 15.Qb2 a6 16.a4 Rad8 17.Be3 Rc8 18.Rab1 Rb8 19.h3 

Rec8 20.Red1 Qe7 21.Qb6 Qa3 Zochowski,W (1911)-Siergiej,I (1800)/Chojnice 2006/1–0 (51)] 7...Ba5 8.f3 

 

 

8...d5!? An enterprising pawn sacrifice, hoping to 

demonstrate that white's opening play is somewhat 

artificial. [8...h6 9.b4 Bb6 10.Na4 d5 11.Nxb6 axb6 

12.Bb2 0–0 13.Ng3 dxe4 14.fxe4 Qxd1+ 15.Rxd1 Be6 

16.Bd3 Rfd8 17.0–0 Nd4 18.h3 Rac8 19.c3 Nb3 

20.Kf2 g6 21.Rfe1 Ne8 22.Nf1 Nd6 23.Ne3 

Morozevich,A (2678)-Gelfand,B (2700)/Monte Carlo 

2003/1/2–1/2 (40)] 9.b4 Bb6 [9...d4 avoids giving up a 

pawn, with maybe a slight edge for white.] 10.Nxd5 

Nxd5 11.exd5 Nd4 12.c4?! [12.Ng3 may be a more 

accurate way to play this: the justification is 12...Qh4 

13.c3 Nf5 14.Qe2 0–0 15.Qe4] 12...Qh4+ 13.Ng3 Nf5 

14.Qe2 Bd4 15.Bb2 Nxg3 16.hxg3 Qxg3+  

Material equality has been restored. White has a slightly exposed king, but a dangerous central 

passed pawn. Who is better is an open question, but I think I prefer white. 17.Kd1 Bxb2 

18.Qxb2 Bf5?! [18...Bd7 may be a better way to develop the bishop, allowing a possible ...f5 

advance.] 19.Ra2 0–0 20.Qf2 Qg5 21.Qd2 Qf6 22.Bd3 

 

 

White has improved the positions of his pieces quite 

noticeably while black has stood still somewhat, and 

now has a clear advantage.22...Rfe8 23.Be4 Qg6 

24.Rh4 Rac8 25.c5 Bxe4 Black doesn't want to help 

bolster the white d-pawn, but there's not really a lot he 

can do to avoid it. 26.fxe4 Qg3 27.Rh3 Qg4+ 28.Qe2 

Qd7 29.Qh5 h6 30.g4 [30.Rg3 may be better: 30...Kh7 

31.Rf2 Rc7 32.Ke1 and black has to deal with threats 

to his king to go with all the positional problems.] 

30...f6 31.Qg6 Qf7 32.Qxf7+ Kxf7  
 

 



 

This ending is one in which white is effectively almost 

two pawns up: his central majority is mobile and will 

advance, whereas black's kingside pawns are going 

nowhere.33.Rc2 Red8 34.Kd2 Kg6 35.Ke3 Kg5 

36.Rh5+ Kg6 [36...Kxg4 37.Rhh2 and mate next 

move.] 37.Rhh2 Kg5 38.Rh5+ Repeating moves to 

reach the time-control. 38...Kg6 39.Rhh2 Kg5 40.b5 

g6 41.a4 Rc7 42.a5 Rh7 43.c6 bxc6 44.dxc6 f5 [Fritz 

reckons black is best off playing 44...Rb8 , but white 

can just keep the pressure up with 45.Rc5 and the rooks 

will force the passed pawns home.] 45.gxf5 gxf5 

46.exf5 Kxf5 47.c7 Rc8 48.b6 1–0 
 

 
RD 2   BARBICAN 4NCL YOUTH 1973 v OXFORD 1 2231 

1 w Franklin, Samuel 2156 ½ - ½ Savage, Ben D 2308 

2 b Ynojosa, Felix J 2145 0 - 1 Rose, Matthew 2249 

3 w O'Toole, George E 2054 ½ - ½ Rawlinson, Aidan 2243 

4 b Wells, Daniel 2012 0 - 1 White, Michael J R 2242 

5 w Moore, John C 2063 0 - 1 Shaw, David A 2250 

6 b Cumming, Rhys (J) 1894 0 - 1 Eckersley-Waites, Tom 2222 

7 w Anandajeyarajah, Thilagini (F) 1735 0 - 1 Smallbone, Kieran 2235 

8 b Ynojosa, Angelica M (F) * 1725 0 - 1 Tidman, Sophie (F) 2095 

        1 - 7     

 
 

Poisoned Pawns 1 vs. Jutes Of Kent (3.5-4.5) 
 

This was a match where the crucial factor was the Jutes' extra strength on the top and bottom 

boards. Simon Williams beat Paul Dargan with a variation on 

the Hippo, playing ...a6 and ...b5 and later ...h6 and ...g5;  

 

Aly Wilson favoured a more direct approach and beat Emma 

Bentley in just fifteen moves. These results 

proved decisive in a 4½-3½ victory. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



RD 2   POISONED PAWNS 1 2115 v JUTES OF KENT 2185 

1 w Dargan, Paul 2207 0 - 1 Williams, Simon K 2494 

2 b Swanson, Stephen 2225 ½ - ½ Harakis, Alexis 2252 

3 w Goodger, Martyn 2164 ½ - ½ Mack, Andy 2235 

4 b Byway, Paul 2154 1 - 0 Rich, Mark 2170 

5 w Richter, Hans 2144 1 - 0 Howell, Christopher 2101 

6 b Rosen, Daniel B 2150 0 - 1 Rice, Chris 2107 

7 w Winfridsson, Ola 2133 ½ - ½ Donovan, Nigel 2093 

8 b Bentley, Emma (F) 1740 0 - 1 Wilson, Alexandra (F) 2026 

        3½-4½     

 

 
Brown Jack vs. Anglian Avengers (5.0-3.0) 
Brown Jack bounced back from their defeat on the Sunday with this win against a team who 

slightly out-rated them overall; wins on boards 2-5 sealed the result. Peter Richmond's game was 

once again one to look at; the speed with which his pieces swarmed over the enemy king was 

something to behold. 

 
RD 2   BROWN JACK 2077 v ANGLIAN AVENGERS 2097 

1 w Haydon, Richard 2196 ½ - ½ Talsma, Paul A 2237 

2 b Richmond, Peter A 2244 1 - 0 Gregory, Stephen J 2187 

3 w Girdlestone, Paul 2100 1 - 0 Spence, David 2214 

4 b Cabero, Pablo Padilla 2163 1 - 0 Munson, Shaun D 2168 

5 w Richmond, Jane (F) 2145 1 - 0 Cook, Michael 2056 

6 b Tomboline, David 2027 0 - 1 Player, Edmund C 2125 

7 w Streeter, Harry * 1924 0 - 1 Wallis, Ian 1951 

8 b Coats, Robbie J 1820 ½ - ½ Egorova, Anna (F) 1840 

        5 - 3     

 

 
Pandora's Box Grantham vs. Wessex 2 (5.5-2.5) 
It's going to be a long season for Wessex 2, and this match followed much the same pattern as 

their first one, with wins from Tunks and Thilaganathan on the 

bottom two boards but not a lot of joy elsewhere.  

 

There were a number of interesting opening points here, with 

Walton-Gregory acting as a warning to Hippo players that the 

middlegame can be very unpleasant for black if he fails to get a 

pawn-break in, and Clark-Ashton showing that while, as Nigel Short 

says, “the Two Knights Defence just loses a pawn”, it's not 

necessarily that easy for white to show an advantage as a result. 

 

 

 

 

 



RD 2   PANDORA'S BOX GRANTHAM 2150 v WESSEX 2 2028 

1 w Civin, Tomas 2419 1 - 0 Pleasants, Allan J 2100 

2 b Ashton, Adam G 2325 1 - 0 Clark, Ian C 2106 

3 w Walton, Alan J 2193 1 - 0 Gregory, Keith D 2067 

4 b Birtwhistle, Nigel 2106 1 - 0 Kemp, Paul M 2043 

5 w Dilley, Jason M 2156 ½ - ½ Taylor-Bowd, Phil 2025 

6 b Cumbers, Paul 2165 1 - 0 Krawczuk, Michael J 2045 

7 w Coates, David 2012 0 - 1 Tunks, Dominic 1945 

8 b Gallagher, Marie (F) 1825 0 - 1 Thilaganathan, Jessica (F) 1891 

        5½-2½     

 

 

 

Pool A Crosstable 
  Team 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 GP MP 

1 Oxford 1 xxx   5     7     12 4 

2 Pandora's Box Grantham   xxx   4½       5½ 10 4 

3 Brown Jack 3   xxx       5   8 2 

4 Jutes of Kent   3½   xxx 4½       8 2 

5 Poisoned Pawns 1       3½ xxx     4½ 8 2 

6 Barbican 4NCL Youth 1         xxx 4½   5½ 2 

7 Anglian Avengers     3     3½ xxx   6½ 0 

8 Wessex 2   2½     3½     xxx 6 0 

 

 

Pool B 

 
Cheddleton-Pointon vs. Wessex 1 (3.5-4.5) 
Sometimes lightning does strike twice. Wessex 1 managed to win a game by default in this match 

as well, after Cheddleton-Pointon lost a player to illness 

and could only find six registered players for this match; 

their second wildcard on board 8 did actually win, but did 

not contribute any points to his team's score by doing so. 

Even with this free point, Wessex would not have seemed 

to be favourites, being heavily outgraded overall, but they 

ground out a 4½-3½ victory, including this win by their 

captain.  

 

 Yeo,Michael J (2103) - Wallace,Paul A (2259) [C63] 
4NCL/Div2/CHE-WES1 Sunningdale (2.254), 05.10.2008 

[Rudd, Jack] 

1.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bb5 f5 4.d3 Widely seen as one of the 

tamer answers to the Schliemann, it is still not all that easy 



to counter. 4...fxe4 5.dxe4 Nf6 6.0–0 Bc5 7.Qd3 d6 8.Qc4 The point of white's play: it is not all 

that easy to get the black king to safety. 8...Bd7 9.Nc3 Bb6 10.Ng5 Qe7 11.Nd5 Nxd5 12.exd5 

Nd4 13.Bxd7+ Kxd7 [13...Qxd7 14.c3 Nf5 15.a4 a5 16.Ne6 g6 17.Be3 Nxe3 18.fxe3 c6 19.Kh1 

cxd5 20.Qxd5 Qc6 21.Qb3 d5 22.Rf6 Ke7 23.Raf1 1–0 Fluvia Poyatos,J (2443)-Lyell,M 

(2194)/Banyoles 2005] 14.c3 Nf5 15.a4 a5 16.Qg4 g6   

 

 

17.Ne4 [17.Ne6 is the obvious move here, but it may 

not be better than the text - the knight is imposing, but 

where it follows up to is unclear.] 17...Kc8 18.Qh3 

Kb8 19.g4 The aeration of the kingside is necessary; 

there is no other way to achieve the exchange of 

bishops. 19...Ng7 20.Be3 h5 [20...Bxe3 21.fxe3 is 

something that Fritz evaluates as only slightly better for 

white. I don't think I believe it.] 21.Bxb6 cxb6 22.g5 

Nf5 23.Qd3 h4 24.h3 Rc8 25.f4 exf4 26.Rae1 Ng3? 
While the idea of getting counterplay with ...Ng3 is 

good, the execution is not. [26...Qd7 is the way to play 

this.] 27.Nf6 Now black's queen cannot join in the 

attack. 27...Qc7 28.Rxf4 Nf5 29.Kg2 Ka7 30.Re6 Qf7 

31.Ne4  
 

 

 

31...Qd7 [31...Rd8 is the computer's "best" move, but 

this is not much of a recommendation: 32.Nxd6 Rxd6 

33.Rxd6 Qc7 34.Rxf5 gxf5 35.Rf6] 32.Rxg6 Qh7 

33.Rf6 Ng3 34.g6 Qh5 35.Nxg3 [35.Nxd6 may be 

more accurate, but when approaching the time-control, 

it's hard to argue with the impulse to remove the 

threatening knight.] 35...hxg3 36.Rxd6 Re8 37.Rg4 

Re1 38.Qb5 Rc8 [38...Rae8 39.Qxb6+ Kb8 40.Rd8+ 

Rxd8 41.Qxd8+ Ka7 42.Qxa5+ Kb8 43.Qd8+ Ka7 

44.g7 Re2+ 45.Kxg3 Re3+ (45...Qe5+ 46.Kh4) 46.Kf2 

and black has run out of meaningful checks.] 39.g7 

Rh1 40.Rxg3 Qd1  

[40...Rc1 41.g8Q Rc2+ 42.Kh1 Qd1+ 43.Rg1 Qf3+ might be worth a try, but the trap is easy to 

avoid. 44.Qg2! (44.Rg2?? Qxh3+ 45.Kg1 Qe3+ 46.Kh1 (46.Kh2 Rxg2+ 47.Qxg2 Rh8+) 

46...Rc1+ 47.Kh2 Qf4+ 48.Rg3 Qf2+ 49.Kh3 Rh1+) 44...Rxg2 45.Qxb6+ Kb8 46.Rxg2 Qxh3+ 

47.Kg1 wins.] 41.Qxb6+ Ka8 42.Qf2 Rg8   

 



 

43.Rd8+ [43.Ra6+! is slightly faster: 43...bxa6 

44.Qf8+ Kb7 45.Qf7+ Kb6 46.Rg6+ Kc5 47.Rc6#] 

43...Rxd8 44.g8Q 1–0 
 

 
RD 2   CHEDDLETON-POINTON 2216 v WESSEX 1 2142 

1 w Arkell, Keith 2521 1 - 0 Lock, Gavin R 2252 

2 b Bellin, Robert 2405 1 - 0 Simons, Martin J 2237 

3 w Hawthorne, John P * 2335 ½ - ½ Rutter, Nicholas 2177 

4 b Wallace, Paul A 2259 0 - 1 Yeo, Michael J 2103 

5 w Gregory, Philip 2112 0 - 1 Jenks, Bruce 2145 

6 b Simmons, Matthew 2067 1 - 0 Neil, David R 2165 

7 w Bennett, Patrick 2101 0 - 1 de Coverly, Roger 2062 

8 b Whitfield, Craig M (J) ** 1927 1 - 0 Khoo, Selina (F) 1991 

    ** - ineligible player as filler, match game lost 3½-4½     

 
 

Guildford-A&DC 3 vs. Kings Head (3.5-5.0) 
A minor surprise, this one: Kings Head managed to win this one 5-3 despite being out-graded by 

35 points per board on average. A notable feature was the length of the games: only two of the 

eight games finished before move 40, and four went on to move 50. The best game of this match 

was probably Thompson-Thomas, in which black made a long-term sacrifice of a piece that 

eventually paid off in an endgame.   

 
RD 2   GUILDFORD-A&DC 3 2161 v KINGS HEAD 2126 

1 w Tymrakiewicz, Rafal 2268 ½ - ½ Whiteley, Andrew 2292 

2 b Granat, Russell G 2264 0 - 1 McMichael, Richard 2262 

3 w Thompson, Ian D 2272 0 - 1 Thomas, Richard H 2189 

4 b Jackson, Adrian 2206 ½ - ½ Ward, Julian T 2190 

5 w Hopper, Paul 2173 ½ - ½ Mackenzie, Colin 2112 

6 b Shepley, Julien M 2115 0 - 1 Forbes, Cathy (F) 2098 

7 w Adair, James 2072 ½ - ½ Stevenson, James A B 2073 

8 b Hunt, Daniel (J) 1919 1 - 0 Haria, Ravi 1794 

        3 - 5     

 

 



South Wales Dragons 2 vs. Warwickshire Select 1 (1.0-7.0) 
A massacre, this one. South Wales Dragons 2 look as out of their depth in this pool as Wessex 2 

do in the other, and in this match they were facing a promotion-chasing Warwickshire Select side 

who had a rating advantage of over 100 points on every board. Only draws from Graham Roberts 

and Alan Brown prevented this from being the weekend's second whitewash.  

 
RD 2   SOUTH WALES DRAGONS 2 2020 v WARWICKSHIRE SELECT 1 2176 

1 w Spice, Alan 2173 0 - 1 Thomas, Nicholas 2309 

2 b Roberts, David L 2144 ½ - ½ Mason, Don 2245 

3 w Brown, Alan M 2121 ½ - ½ James, Russell A 2235 

4 b Burton, Graham P 2087 0 - 1 Shephard, Chris C W 2220 

5 w Miles, Richard 2050 0 - 1 Pitcher, John 2183 

6 b van Kemenade, Rudy 1989 0 - 1 Webster, Paul 2095 

7 w Wilson, Julie (F) 1935 0 - 1 Ingram, Keith 2070 

8 b van Kemenade, Julie (F) 1661 0 - 1 James, Ann-Marie (F) 2050 

        1 - 7     

 

 

FCA Solutions 1 vs. Celtic Tigers 1 
Two current ECF directors turned out for FCA solutions in this match, with varying results. 

International Director Stewart Reuben lost a pawn in a rook-and-bishop ending, an advantage 

that Robin Haldane went on to convert; Chief Executive Chris Majer also reached a rook-and-

bishop ending, in which his opponent made life easy for him, by blundering a rook. 

 

This turned out to be FCA Solutions' only win of the match, although some of the games could 

have gone their way. Indeed, the Mueller-Freeman game on board six was one in which black 

had a winning position on move 39, but by move 42 was getting 'mated. Such are the ways of 

tactical positions in time-scrambles. 

 
RD 2   FCA SOLUTIONS 1 2062 v CELTIC TIGERS 1 2091 

1 w Tippleston, Charles 2177 0 - 1 Maciol, Ryszard 2237 

2 b Almond, Richard 2138 ½ - ½ Kemp, Peter D 2177 

3 w Habershon, Paul 2120 0 - 1 Pedersen, Carsten 2157 

4 b Reuben, Stewart 2117 0 - 1 Haldane, Robin 2149 

5 w Majer, Chris E 2091 1 - 0 French, Angus 2131 

6 b Freeman, Richard C P 2082 0 - 1 Mueller, Jan 2081 

7 w Williamson, Kevin J 2026 ½ - ½ Josse, Mark 2010 

8 b Evans, Helen (F) 1745 0 - 1 Owens, Megan (F) 1783 

        2 - 6     

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Pool B Crosstable 
 

Team 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 GP MP 

1 Kings Head xxx       5     7 12 4 

2 Wessex 1   xxx       4½ 5   9½ 4 

3 Warwickshire Select 1     xxx     4 7   11 3 

4 Celtic Tigers 1       xxx 3     6 9 2 

5 Guildford-A&DC 3 3     5 xxx       8 2 

6 Cheddleton-Pointon   3½ 4     xxx     7½ 1 

7 S. Wales Dragons 2   3 1       xxx   4 0 

8 FCA Solutions 1 1     2       xxx 3 0 

 

 

You can find all of the games from this round here: 

 

PGN   http://www.4ncl.co.uk/0809_div2-02.pgn 

 

Game viewer  http://www.4ncl.co.uk/0809_div2-02viewer.htm 

 


