Quality Chess Newsletter 013

(1) Kramnik,Vladimir (2795) - Jones,Gawain C B (2644) A04
4th London Chess Classic London ENG (8.1), 09.12.2012
Colin McNab

1.2 f3 ¢5 2.b3
In his preparation for this game Kramnik had noticed that in the English Opening Jones always played lines with
an early ...g0, so Kramnik selected a move order aimed against that.

2..d5
It is interesting to speculate what Kramnik had prepared in the event that Black nevertheless played 2...g6 3.¥b2
a {6 Perhaps 4.e4!? (or 4.¥xf6 exf6 5.c4)

3.e3 016 4.¥b2 6 5.g3 0 c6 6.¥g2 ¥e7 7.0-0 0-0 8.c4
Play has transposed into a line of the English that Jones had not played before. It is covered in Chapter 22 of
Marin's Grandmaster Repertoire 4.

8...b6 9.8 c3 ¥b7 10.cxd5 exd>5
10...8 xd5 11.8 xd5 £ xd5S is the main line.

11.d4 @ e4

"This seemingly active move is premature.” — Marin

Xy

8r+ - wg trk+0
7zpl+ - vlpzppO
6- zpn+ - + - +0
5+ - zpp+ - +- 0
4- + - zPn+ - +0
3+PsN - zPNzP- O
2PvL - + - zPLzPO
1tR- +Q+RmK - 0
xabcdefghy

12.dxc5 @ xc3 13.¥xc3 bxc5 14.£ e2
Marin quotes the old game 14.£ d2 £ b6 15.£ b2 {6 16.2 h4? Miles,A-Kosten,A/Torquay 1982

14...; e8 15.} fd1 ¥f8 16.£ b5 £ b6?
Hoping to defend the d5-pawn tactically, but it does not work. 16...} b8 had to be tried.

17.£ xb6 axb6 18.} xd5! @ d4

Otherwise Black is just a pawn down.

19.2 xd4 ¥xd5 20.¥xd5 cxd4 21.¥xd4 | a5 22.e4



With two pawns for the exchange and a totally dominant bishop on d5, White's position can be assessed as

Xy

8- + - +rvlk+0

7+ - + - +pzpp0
6- zp- +- + - +0
S5tr - 4L+ - +- 0
4- + - vLP+ - +0
3+P+ - +- zP- 0
2P+ - + - zP- zPO
1tR- +- +- mK O
xabcdefghy

22..¥c5 23.¥c3 | a3 24.¥b2 | a7 25.a4 | c7 26.| a2 h6 27.C g2 ¢ h7 28.f4 £6 29.¢ f3 | d7 30.a5 bxa5
31.} xa5 | ¢8 32, b5 | d6 33.; b7 | b6 34.| {7 | f8 35.] c7 ¥d6 36.] d7 | a6 37.¥d4 ¥b8 38.¥c5 | e8
39.¢ g4 | a2 40.h4 | c8 41.b4 | a3 42.h5 | c3 43.¥d4 | 3c7 44.) xc7 ¥xc7 45.¢ f5 ¥d6 46.b5 | cl 47.b6
¥b8 48.¢ ¢6 | h1 49.¥c5

1-0

winning.

(2) Shaw,] (2435) - Jyothilal,N (2038) B21
4th London Classic Open London ENG (1), 01.12.2012
John Shaw

l.e4 c5 2.4
My latest anti-Sicilian repertoire. I reckon I could fit my total knowledge of it on the back of a postage stamp.
When we finish the Playing 1.e4' books I will finally have a real repertoire against the Sicilian.

2..d5
The only move I really know about. All the rest are supposed to be inferior anyway.

XIHHHIY
8rsniwgkvintrO
7zpp+ - zppzppO
6- +- +- +- 40
5+ - zppt+ - +- 0
4- + - +PzP - +0
3+ - +-+-+-0
2PzPPzP - +PzPO
1tRNVLOQMKLSNRO
xabcdefghy



3.¥b5t1?

The fine concept, which I borrowed from a game by Sarunas Sulskis. Sarunas was Scotland's non-playing captain
at the Istanbul Olympiad so I asked him about this move. It seems I like his move much more than he does. 3.exd5
@ {6 is big theory where Black is usually actacking.

3..¥d7
Again the only move I had really considered.

4.¥xd7% £ xd7 5.d3

Now the point becomes clearer: I like to exchange queens and this offers Black a tempting opportunity to swap.

5...dxe4 6.dxe4 £xd17 7.¢ xd1
End of my "theory".

Xy

8rsn - +kvintrO
7zpp+ - zppzppO
6- +- +- +- +0
5+ - zp- +- +- 0
4- + - +PzP - +0
3+ - +-+-+-0
2PzPP+ - +PzPO
1tRNVLK+ - sNRO
xabcdefghy

7..08c6 8.¥e3 6 9.0 f3 0 £6 10.0 bd2 ¥e7 11.¢ €2 0-0-0 12.c3 h6 13.} hfl | hf8 14.h3 o h5 15| g1 5
16.e5 0 g31 17.C £2 0 4 18.¢ €2 0 g3+ 19.¢ £2 0 et 20.¢ el

Of course I am not better.

20...08 g3 21.; d1 | d5 22.0 f1 & xf1 23.} xf1 | fd8 24.] xd5 exd5 25.g4 d4?!
Maintaining a kingside blockade with 25...] f8 was much more logical.

Xy

8- +ktr - + - +0
7zpp+ - vl- zp- O
6- +n+ - + - zp0
5+ - zp- zPp+ - O
4- + - zp- PP+0
3+ - zP- vLN+PO
2PzP - + - + - +0
1+ - + - mKR+- O
xabcdefghy



26.cxd4 cxd4 27.¥d2 fxg4 28.hxg4 | d5

Now White's correct plan is obvious...

29.C €2 g5 30.¢ d3 gxf4 31.¢ e4 | d8?

Staying active with 31...; b5+ was essential

32.¥xf4 ¥f8 33.! d1 ¥g7 34.0 xd4 @ €72

The game was lost anyway, but now it is over at once.

XUy

8- +ktr - + - +0
7zpp+ - sn- vi- 0O
6- +- +- + - zp0
ot - +- zP- +- 0
4- + - sSNKvLP+0

3+ - +-+-+-0
2PzP - + - + - +0
1+ - +R+ - +- 0
xabcdefghy

35. c1t ¢ d7 36.0 5
1-0

(3) Shaw,] (2435) - Stachanczyk,] (2265) B21
4th London Classic Open London ENG (5), 05.12.2012
John Shaw

l.e4 c5 2.f4

Another test of my new weapon.

2...e6
Time for me to start thinking.

3.0 13 d5 4.¥b5T & c6 5.¥xc6t

Not forced but I saw a chance to play in Nimzo-Indian style, with colours reversed.

5...bxc6 6.d3 0 £6 7.e5 © d7 8.c4 ¥e7 9.0-0 0—0 10.0 c32

I would call this an opening success. Black's c-pawns may prove weak and his bishops are constrained.

10...a b6 11.b3
Maybe 11.£ €2 was better, not giving the isolated a7-pawn a hook to latch onto.

11...a5 12.a4 a d7
Planning a hop of b8-a6-b4.



13.¥a3 @ b8 14.cxd5
Wildly anti-thematic but I did not like the trend and wanted to change the position.

14...cxd5 15.d4 ¥ a6 16, £2 8 c6
16...0 d7 is much simpler and perhaps a little better for Black, which suggests my play in moves 1115 was fishy.

Xy

8r+ - wg trk+0
7+ - + - vlpzppO
6l+n+p+ - +0
ozp- zppzP- +- 0
4P+ - zP- zP- +0
3VvLPsN- +N+ - 0
2- +- + - tRPzPO
1tR- +Q+ - mK O
xabcdefghy

17 .¥xc5 ¥xc5 18.dxc5 £ €7 19.] cl £ xc5?
As Black planned, but a major oversight. 19...] ab8 was still OK for Black.

20.8 xd5!+- £ xd5 21.£ xd5 exd5 22.] xc6 | b8 23.a d4

Black's slip cost much more than a pawn; White has a dominant knight and control of the only open file.

Xy

8rtr - + - +k+0
7+ - + - +pzpp0
6l+R+ - +- +0
S5zp- +pzP - +- 0
4P+ - sN zP- +0
3+P+ - +- +-0
2- +- + - tRPzPO
1+ - +- +- mK O
xabcdefghy

23..¥d3 24.| f3 ¥e4 25.] fc3 g6 26.C £2 | b4 27.¢ €3 ¥xg2 28.] c81 | xc8 29.| xc8t ¢ g7 30.] c5
Black's resignation was totally justified.
1-0



(4) Shaw,] (2435) - Jackson,] (2222) B21
4th London Classic Open London ENG (7), 07.12.2012
John Shaw

l.e4 c5 2.4
And a third go...

2...d5 3.¥b51 ¥d7 4.¥xd71 £ xd7 5.d3 6

Avoiding the ending. So time to make something up.

6.0f38c67.£e20-0-0 8.0-0f6 9.2 a3 ¥d6 10.c3 ©h6 11.8 c2 ¥c7 12.¥e3 ¥b6 13.h3 o £7 14.} adl d4
15.cxd4 cxd4 16.¥d2 f5 17.b4 o d6

So far so good, but now I demonstrate my grasp of tactics.

Xy

8- +ktr - + - tr0
/zpp+gq+ - zpp0
6- vinsnp+ - +0
54 - +- +p+ -0
4- zP- zpPzP- +0
3+ - +P+N+PO
2P+NvLQ+P+0

1+ - +R+RmK - 0
xabcdefghy

18.0 e52?
There is a good reason my rating is what it is. 18.¢5 and 18.exf5 were both good for an edge.

18...0 xe5 19.fxe5 O xe4!—+

Good grief. Scottish FM Neil Berry was on the next board and tells me I sighed in dismay. I believe Neil
completely but 1 have no memory of this; it's bad behaviour to make noises at the board. I think my brain had
melted.

20.¥el
Of course I can't take on e4 due to ...d4-d37.

20...¢ b8 21.¢ h1 @ ¢3 22.¥xc3 dxc3 23.d4 g6 24.] {3 | c8 25.| dd3 £ d5 26.24 a6 27.} xc3 | xc3?
27..¥xd4! was crushing. The trick is that the pinning 28.] cd3 fails to 28...£ xe5!

28.} xc3 | ¢829.£d3 | ¢6 30.¢ h2 g5 31.] xc6 £ xcb 32.252!
I was lunging in search of a saving cheapo, but maybe my position was not so bad. 32.b5!? axb5 33.axb5 £ d5
34.£ a3+

32..¥a7 33.g42 £ ed!!

This should be the winning move.



XHHHITY

8- mk +- +- +0
7vip+ - + - +p0
6p+ - +p+ - +0
ozP- + - zPpzp- O
4- zP- zPg+P+0
3+ - +Q+ - +PO
2- *N+ - + - mKO
1+ - +- +- +-0
xabcdefghy

34.£ xe4 fxed 35.h4

Desperation. A better try was: 35.¢ g3 ¢ c7 36.¢ 2 € 6 37.b51!1? A clever way to avoid the zugzwang seen
below. I had seen similar ideas, but not assessed them as serious. (37.¢ €3? ¢ d5 is zugzwang) 37...¢ xb5 (37...axb5?
38.a b4t ¢ d7 39.¢ €32) 38.¢ €3 € xa5 39.C xe4 € b6! 40.d5 exd5T 41.¢ xd5 ¢ ¢7 Black should win but he had to

find some good moves to get here.

35...gxh4
35...¢ c7 or 35...h6 should also work.

36.¢ h3 e3
Not bad but clearer was 36...¢ c7!—F when the king steps up to d5 and ends the debate.

37.¢ xh4 e2 38.d5?
Yet another desperate unsound punt. On the other hand there were no great moves available as 38.¢ g3 ¥xd4
39.¢ 3 ¥xe5 40.¢ xe2 € 7 felt like it would win without much drama, but maybe it is not so easy.

XY

8- mk +- +- +0
7vip+ - + - +p0

6p+ - +p+ - +0
5zP- +PzP - +- 0
4- zP- + - +PmKO
3+ - +-+-+-0

2- +N+p+ - +0
1+ - +- +- +-0
xabcdefghy

38...¥e3?
Missing at least a couple of wins. 38...e1£ + 39.0 xel ¥271 calls the bluff: 40.¢ g5 ¥xel 41.dxe6 ¢ 7 42.¢ {6
¢ d8 43.¢ {7 ¥xb4—T (or 43...¥h4—1 ) ; Or 38..¥{27 39.¢ g5 exd5 40.e6 ¢ ¢7 41.¢ {6 ¥h4t 42.¢5 ¢ d8—+



39.dxe6 ¢ c8
39..¥127 is now too slow: 40.¢ g5 ¢ ¢7 41.¢ 6 ¢ d8 42.¢ {7 ¥h4 43.0 el=

40.¢ g3 ¥d2 41.¢ £2 el£ T 42.0 xel ¥xb4
I seem to be almost OK again, but I had another go at losing it.

43,0 d32!
The right move seems to be 43.8 {3 For example: 43...¢ d8 44.¢ €3 € e7 45.¢ d4 ¥xa5 46.¢ d5 White will shift
the knight to f5 and probably draw.

XHHHTY

8- +k+ - + - +0
/+p+ - + - +p0
6p+ - +P+ - +0
5zP- +- zP- +- 0
4- vl- + - +P+0
3+ - +N+ - +- 0
2- +- +- mK +0
1+ - +- +-+-0
xabcdefghy

43..¥xa5 44.C f3 ¥d8 45.C e4 ¥ e7 46.0 f4 a5 47.0 d5 ¢ d8 48.0 f6 a4 49.¢ d3 h6 50.8 d5
Bizarrely, I had planned 50.@ ¢8? somehow overlooking the obvious and winning 50..¥g5 (My idea was
50... %182 51.e71 ¥xe7 52.2 xh6)

50...b5 51.¢ c2 b4
51...¥f8! would have been a better try. I am not sure if White can hold.

52.8 b6= a3 53.¢ b3 ¥c5 54.8 d5 ¢ €8 55.¢ a2 ¢ d8
I will admit this was not the soundest game played at the London Classic, but there were plenty of fun lines.
h-1h

(5) Jurkovic,Ante (2318) - Nevednichy,Vladislav (2538) B0O1
Bizovac op 15th Bizovac (3), 22.02.2008
John Shaw

A typo in Play the Scandinavian: We do try to catch all typos before a book is printed. When we fail, we have to
hope that the error is trivial and obvious enough not to confuse readers. The worst possible typo is one that
recommends the wrong move. For example:

l.e4 d5 2.exd5 £ xd5 3.0 3 ¥g4 4.¥e2 0 c6 5.d4 0-0-0 6.c4 £ 15 7.¥e3 ¥x{3 8.¥xf3 0 xd4 9.¥xd4 £ 61
10.¥e2 c5 11.8c3

What follows is not so important, because Christian Bauer correctly pointed out in his book that 11.£ a4 is the
best move. Then it appears to be a draw, whereas my "main line" is better for Black.



XHHTY
8- +k tr - viIntrO

7zpp+ - zppzpp0

6- +- +g+ - +0
5+ - zp- +- +- 0
4- +PvL - + - +0
3+ - sN +- +-0
2PzP - +LzPPzPO

1tR- +QmK- +RO

xabcdefghy

11...cxd4 12.0 d5 £ d6 13.£ xd4 €6 14.£ xa7 exd5 15.¢5
When preparing for my game against Peter Roberson in the London Classic Open, I saw this position in 'Play
the Scandinavian'. I knew at once that the recommended move in the book could not possibly be right...

15...£ xc5
The book move NOT to play is:
15..Ee72?
Given as a ! and a Novelty in the book. It is true it is a novelty, but it loses directly. It is a shocker of a typo - the

author clearly meant 15...£ d7.
XUHIY

8- +ktr - vintrO
7WQp+ - WQpzppo
6- +- +- +- +0
5+ - zPp+ - +- 0
4- + - +- +- 40
3+ - +-+-+-0
2PzP - +LzPPzP0
1tR- + - mK +RO
xabcdefghy

16.) cl!

Castling and ¢5-¢6 (the order depends on Black's reply) will quickly end the game.
The weird 16.¢ d1 also wins.

16...} €8 17.0-0 £ xe2 18.c6
White wins.

15...£ d7!? does indeed look promising but also rather risky, so I would rather play 15...£ xc5 and be a safe pawn
up in a dull ending (see below) 16.b4!?

16.£xc5T ¥xc5 17.) c1 b6 18.b4

Given as equal in the book - I will disagree there also.



Xy

8- +ktr - +ntr0
7+ - + - +pzpp0
6- zp- +- +- +0
5+ - vlp+ - +- 0
4- zP- + - + - +0
3+ - +-+-+-0
2P+ - +LzPPzPO
1+ - tR- mK +RO
xabcdefghy

18...¢ d7

Now it is dead equal. The tempting 18...¢ b7 is also level if White is precise: 19.bxc5 | ¢8 20.0-0 | xc5
(20...bxc5 21.; b11) 21.} xc5 bxc5 22, b1t ¢ ¢7 23.} b5= With the point 23...¢ c62 24.} b8 is a repulsive pin;
18...; d6! is the way to stay a pawn up. For example: 19.bxc5 | ¢6 20.¥a67 (20.0-0 bxc5) 20...¢ b8 21.0-0 | xc5°

19.bxc5 bxc5 20.} xc5
This was later drawn in the original game.

20...¢ d6 21.} 20 £622.0-0 | ¢8 23.! d2 ! ¢5 24.£3 | a8 25.¥d1 | c1 26.¥b3 | xf1t 27.¢ xf1 g5 28.¢ £2 h5
29.h4 gxh4 30.} d4 h3 31.g3 | c8 32.} h4 | c1 33.} xh3 | bl 34.¢ €3 ¢ €5 35. h2 | gl 36.¢ 2| cl 37.C e3
| c31 38.C €2 | c8 39.] h1 € d6 40.C €3 € €5 41.] el | g8 42.¢ 21 ¢ d6 43.] d1 ¢ &5 44.] el ¢ d6 45.) d1
| e846.) el | h8 47.) h1 | c8 48.) el ©d7 49. h1 8 £650.} el | c3 51.} €3] c552.) el | c8 Y1

(6) Roberson,P (2350) - Shaw,] (2435) BO1
4th London Classic Open London ENG (6.11), 06.12.2012
John Shaw

l.e4 d5 2.exd5 £ xd5 3.2 c3
Peter had played 3.0 3 in every game in the database, which was why I was looking at that chapter in Play the

Scandinavian.

3..£a54.¥c40f65.d3

I couldn't remember anything about this line so I made something up, or so I thought...

5...¢6 6.¥d2 £c7 7.£ 2 g6!? 8.0 {3 ¥g7 9.0-0 0-0 10.} fel 6
This is mentioned in Bauer's book as a secondary option against White's system; the assessment is just a small
edge for White. T guess it was filed away somewhere in my brain.

11. adIN
11.a4 b6 was the book line.



XY

8rsnl+ - trk+0
7zppwqg - +pvip0
6- +p+psnp+0

5+ - +- +- +-0
4- +L+ - +- +0
3+ - sNP+N+ - 0

2PzPPvLQzPPzPO
1+ - +RtR - mK O
xabcdefghy

11...b5 12.¥b3 @ bd7 13.8 e4 @ xe4 14.dxe4 a5

I never even considered 14...¥xb2 Probably a wise decision.

14...8 €5 was suggested by Jonathan Grant after the game. It is a good way to reduce Black's cramp and level the
game.

15.c3 €5 16.¥e3 a4 17.¥c2
We now have a Spanish-style position where Black should be almost level.

17...2 b6 18.b3 f6

An accidental pawn sac. 18...axb3 was simple and safe.

19.¥xb6 £ xb6 20.bxa4

There is a painful check on ¢4 if I recapture.

Xy

8r+l+ - trk+0
7+ - +- + - vip0
6- wgpt+ - zpp+0
Stp+ - zp- +- 0
4P+ - +P+ - 40
3+ - zP- +N+ - 0

2P+L+QzPPzPO
1+ - +RtR - mK O
xabcdefghy

20...¥e6?
20...¢ h8!+ would have made more sense of my "sac".

21.¥b3 ¥xb3 22.axb3 bxa4 23.£ c4t ¢ h8 24.bxa4 £ a6 25.£ xa6 | xa6 26.} d6+
A grubby ending, at least from my side of the board.



26..¥h6 27.g3 ¢ g7 28. al | fa8 29.! d71 € g8 30.! bl | xa4 31.! bb7 ! a2 32.! xh7 ! b2 33.! xb2 ¢ xh7
34., b71 ¢ g8 35.] ¢7 | alt 36.C g2 | a2 37.0 h4 ¥e3 38.0 xgb | xf21 39.¢ h3 | c2 40.¢ g4! | xh2 41.0 €71
¢ 8 42.¢ f5

I really felt like resigning here, but played on in search of a miracle.

XHHHITY

8- +- +- mk +0
/+ - tR- sN +- 0
6- +p+ - zp- +0
54 - +- zpK+ - 0
4- + - +P+ - +0
3+ - zP- vl- zP- O
2- +- +- + - 10
1+ - +- +- +-0
xabcdefghy

42..%¥g5 43.0 xc6 | 21 44.C g6 € 8 45.] 71 ¢ £8 46.; d7 | d2 47.] xd2 ¥xd2 48.¢ xf6 ¥xc3 49.0 xe5 ¥el
50.g4 ¥h4t 51.g5 ¢ €8 52.0 ¢4 ¥12 53.0 d6F ¢ £8 54.0 {5 ¥el 55.g6 ¥c31 56.¢5 1-0

In this tournament Peter Roberson won a well-deserved IM norm. I also lost a shocker of a game in the final
round to Andres Guerrero of Venezuela (2206) who thereby also earned an IM norm (my opponent offered a draw
- I declined and unleashed a series of blunders). My other loss of the event was with Black against the top seed,
Hrant Melkumyan (2649) who jointly won the tournament (I was a pawn up in an ending, ran short of time and
got mated). In short: beat me, win a prize.

(7) Weber,Andrel (1862) - Meijers,V (2479) B21
16th Bad Zwesten Open Bad Zwesten GER (1.2), 02.01.2013 (John Shaw)

White in this game is a German amateur player who tells us that he is a fan of Marc Esserman's 'Mayhem in the
Morra'. The book inspired Mr Weber to defeat a Latvian GM who out-rated him by over 600 points.
1.e4 ¢5 2.d4 cxd4 3.c3 dxc3 4.0 xc3 d6 5.0 {3 @ ¢6 6.¥ c4 o {62!

Not the most challenging defence. More respectable options include 6...¢6 ; and 6...26

XY

8r+lwqgkvl - tr0
/zpp+ - zppzppO

6- +nzp - sn- +0
5+ - +- +- +-0
4- +L+P+ - +0
3+ - sN +N+ - O
2PzP - + - zPPzPO
1tR- vLOmMK +RO

xabcdefghy



7.e5! dxe5?
Black should try 7...8 g4 but White still has good play after 8.exd6

8.£ xd81 & xd8 9.0 b5!
This move seems easy to miss, perhaps because taking on €5 is an obvious option. However 9.2 xe5 is feeble after

9...a6

9... b8
Marc mentions that he has had several games finish 9...¢ d7 10.2 xe51 ¢ €8 11.0 ¢7#

10.2 xe5 6
Now Marc gave two good lines for White.

11.8 c71
11.¥{4! was the other strong move.

11...¢ €7 12.¥¢3 b6 13.0-0-0
A dream position for an amateur to have against a GM after just 13 moves. Marc gave 13.0-0 which is also

: XY
8- trlsn - vl- trO
7zp- sN mkpzppO
6- zp- +psn - +0
54 - +- sN +-0
4- +|L+ -+ - 40
3+ - +- vL- +- 0
2PzP - + - zPPzPO
1+ - mKR+- +R0O
xabcdefghy
13...0d7?

Tougher was 13...; b7 but Black is still in trouble after 14.2 b5

14 ¥ f4! 1 xe5 15.¥xe5 @ c6
If 15...; b7 then White could chase the rook with 16.¥a6 but I think the move Marc would like is 16.} hel! The
feeble rook on b7 is going nowhere, so just complete development. White should win.

16.¥d6T ¢ d7 17.¥e5T ¢ e7 18.¥d67T ¢ 16
If Black had repeated with 18...¢ d7 then best is 19.¥g31 ¢ €7 20.; helt- with a killing attack. The threats
include ¥h4+t, @ d51 and no doubt a few more.

19.2 €81 ¢ g6 20.¥xb8 ¥ c5
No better was 20...8 xb8 21.} d8 ¥a6 The only way to save the piece. Now simplest is 22.¥xa6 (though also
good enough is 22.] xb8 ¥xc4 23.8 ¢7) 22...0 xa6 23.8 d6 and Black will never escape the pin.



21.¥g3 | xe8 22.¥b5
One last pin ensures the victory.

XY

8- +l+r+ - +0
/zp- + - +pzpp0
6- zpn+p+k+0
5+Lvl - +- +-0
4- + - +- +- +0
3+ - +- +-vL-0
2PzP - + - zPPzPO
1+ - mKR+- +RO
xabcdefghy

22..¥b7 23.| d7 a6
At least this ends his suffering. A slower but equally sure death would result after 23...¥a8 24.] ¢7 | €7 25.] xc6
¥xcb 26.¥xc6

24 ¥d3t
A rout from start to quick finish.
1-0

(8) Aagaard,Jacob - Brynell,Stellan C06
Danish League (4.2), 12.01.2013
Jacob Aagaard

Although I have quit tournament chess, I sdll play the odd league game, for my local club in Glasgow or for
Bronshoj in the Danish Championship. In a recent visit to Denmark I won two technical games.

l.e4 ¢62.d4 d5 3.0 d2

Here we have a small snap-shot of John's coming 1.e4 book. Nikos has worked a lot on the draft already and
internally we have been able to use it for the better part of the last year. I have won two nice games with 3.Nc3
against Stellan, where I walked my king from bl to gl with a decisive advantage. But unfortunately, opponents
have a tendency to change their game too.

3...016

Stellan plays all lines, so I was entirely unsure about what he was going to play.

4.e50fd7 5.¥d3 c5 6.c3 8 c6 7.2 e2 cxd4 8.cxd4 6 9.exf6 @ xf6 10.0-0 ¥d6 11.2 £3 00
11...£ ¢7 is probably more critical, but we believe in White.

12.¥4



In my opinion this line leads to a very slight plus. Players such as Adams and Tiviakov are prepared to play this
again and again with White, but this only underlines that it is not very ambitious. However, it is quite practical
and unpleasant for Black, who will only rarely win a game against a well-prepared opponent.

XY
8r+lwg - trk+0
7zpp+ - + - zpp0
6- +nvipsn - +0
5+ - +p+ - +- 0
4- + - zP- vL- +0
3+ - +L+N+ - 0
2PzP - +NzPPzPO
1tR- +Q+RmK - 0
xabcdefghy

12...8 h52!

This is a new line that makes no sense to me. Look at a not very serious line: 12...£ ¢7?! 13.¥xd6 £ xd6 Black has
simply lost a tempo as far as I am concerned. One game here continued: 14.£ d2 e5 (14...8 g4 15.h3 | xf3 16.hxg4
| 7 17.£4? is also nice for White.) 15.dxe5 @ xe5 16.8 xe5 £ xe52 Korneev - Heyman, Metz 1998.

12..¥xf4 13.0 xf4 0 e4 is of course the serious line. White does not achieve a lot, but there is always a slight

nagging edge. Perfect for players that like to combine pressure and control; matching the philosophy of the rest of
John's 1.e4 lines.

13.¥xd6 £ xd6 14.£ 2 & 6

The following game shows how bad things can go: 14..h6 15.¥b5 @ ¢e7 160 ¢5 @ f4 17.) adl+ £b4 18.0 xf4
| xf42! 19.8 d3 £ xd4 20.£ 7! The rest is simply fantastic, even if a computer is unimpressed. 20...2 g6 21.¥¢8
£c4 22.£d6 | 7 23.£g3 @ h8 24.1 e5 £b4 25.¥xf71 0 xf7 26.) cl @d6 27.| 7 @ e8 28.} f7 b6 29.£ g6 £ d6
30.2 g4 1-0 Tiviakov - Reinderman, Wijk aan Zee 2012.

XY

8r+l+ - trk+0
/zpp+ - + - zpp0
6- +nwgpsn - +0
54 - 4p+ - +- 0
4- +- zP- + - +0
3+ - +L+N+ - 0
2PzPQ+NzPPzPO0
1tR- + - +RmK- 0
xabcdefghy

15. acl
In the end I went with general principles here. I decided that if I was to be better, it would be through the time
gained. 15.£ d2!? would take us to the Korneev game.



15...¥d7 16.£ ¢5
16.] fel!? was also possible, but then I have given up using my lead in development to make a small positional
advantage.

16...£ xc5 17.] xc5 | ac8N

Not a surprising novelty. 17...8 b4 18.¥bl 0 e4 was Black's attempt in Fluvia Poyatos - Moskalenko, Spain
2004. Here White would have gotten a substantial advantage after 19.} ¢7 ¥b5 20.] el+; 17..¥e8 18.0 g5! ¥d7
19.¥b52

18.) fel

It is obvious that White has had a successful opening. He has a good bishop against a bad bishop and a real
chance of occupying the ¢5-square. But Black will of course not go down without a fight and will find some way to
get active play.

18...8 b4 19.¥b1 | xc5 20.} xc5 | c8 21.a3
Quite ambitious. I was not sure White has much after 21.] xc81 ¥xc8 22.8 5 © d7 23.f42 .

XY

8- +r+ - +k+0
7zpp+l+ - zpp0
6- +- +psn - +0
5t - tRp+ - +- 0
4- sn- zP- + - +0
3zP- + - +N+ - 0
2- zP- +NzPPzPO
1+L+ - +- mK O
xabcdefghy

21...; xc5 22.dxc5 @ c6 23.b4 a6
Maybe Black's best option was 23...e5, when my original idea did not work out. So White has to play 24.b5 @ a5
25.0 xe5 ¥xb5 26.0 d4 ¥e8 27.32, when his position is pleasant, but the advantage has been kept to a minimum.

240 ed4 o xd4 25.0 xd4 ¢ £7
During the game I was expecting 25...e5 26.9 {3 e4 27.0 d42, when White is better, but Black achieves an

exchange of his e-pawn and is one step closer to a draw.

26.14

From this point on I believed I would win the game and not just pose symbolic pressure.

26..h6 27.¥d3 o c8 28.¢ £2 ¢ £6 29.8 f3 © c7 30.¢ €3 ¥b5 31.¥c2 g5 32.g3 gxfht 33.gxf4 ¥c6 34.0 &5
d4t

From around here I clearly lost control.

35.¢ d2



35.¢ xd4 @ b5t I did not consider seriously. After 36.¢ €3 @ xa3 37.¥d3! White has a serious edge. He is likely
to exchange bishop for knight. For example: 37..¥h1 38.0 g4 ¢ g7 39.¢ d4+

XUy

8- +- +- +- 40
/+psn - +- +-0
6p+I+pmk zp0
5+ - zP- sN +- 0
4- zP- zp- zP- +0
3zP- +- +- +-0
2- +LmK - + - zPO
1+ - +- +- +-0
xabcdefghy

35...¥g2 36.0 g4t ¢ g7 37.¢ d3 ¥h3 38.¥dl
Here I missed a simple way to win the game. 38.82 2 ¥ {51 39.0 e4!}-

38...a b5 39.¥13 ¥{11 40.¢ e4!?

I was sure that king activity was very important.

40...d3 41.a4!
41.¢ €3 ¥¢e2 I did not consider seriously. But after 42.¥xb7 ¥xg4 43.¥xa6 @ xa3 44.¢ xd3 White wins a pawn,
but after 44...¢ {6 45.b5 ¥h3 46.¢ c3 © xb5T 47 ¥xb5 €5 I think a draw is realistic.

41...0 c31 42.¢ d4!
Keeping the king active is the goal.

42...0 xa4 43.¥xb7 d2 44.0 £2 ¢ £7!
Stellan came up with this move after a lot of thinking. Black needs his king in the defence.

XY

8- +- +- +- 40
7+L+ - +k+ -0
6p+ - +p+ - zpO
ot - zP- +- +- 0
4nzP - mK zP- +0
3+ - +-+-+-0
2- + - zp- sN zPO
1+ - +- ++ -0
xabcdefgh y

45.¢ e3 ¥b5



We both seriously considered 45...a5 46.c6 axb4 47.c7 @ b6 48.¢ xd2 White should win, but there are not many

pawns left.

46.c6!?

Trying to find something clear cut, I made a tactical oversight. Simpler was 46.¢ xd2, when Black is lost after
46...a5 47.c6 axb4 48.c7 B b6 49.c8£ © xc8 50.¥xc87- and we have the same technical challenge as before.

46...0 b6 47.c7 ¥d7 48.¢ d42!
48.¢ xd2 € €7 49.9 e4 was something I had seriously considered. It would have been better.

48...C e7

My plan was rather elegant. After 48...¥ c8 the computer takes some time to understand that White is completely
winning: 49.¢ ¢5! ¥xb7 50.¢ xb6 ¥c8 51.¢ a7 ¢ g6 (51..¢ ¢7 52.¢ b8 ¢ d7 53.h4f- is zugzwang.; 51...e5%
52.fxe5 € e6 53.¢ b8 ¥d7 54.c8£ ¥xc8 55.¢ xc8 € xe5 56.¢ b7 and White is in time.) 52.¢ b8 ¥d7 53.¢ b7!
(53.c8£ ? ¥xc8 54.¢ xc8 ¢ £5=) 53...¢C 5 54.C xa6 ¢ xf4 55.b5 White wins.

XUy

8- +- +- +- 40
7+LzPImk - +- 0
6psn - +p+ - zp0
5+ - +- +- +-0
4- zP- mK zP- +0
3+ - +-+-+-0
2- + - zp- sN zPO
1+ - +- +-+-0
xabcdefghy

49.¥xa6!

Only now I realised that 49.¢ ¢5? is met with 49...2 a41!, when I was unsure if we would be repeating or if Black
had improved his position. It is a repetition, but why seek it? 50.¢ d4

49...¢ d6 50.c8a {! o xc8?

Sune Berg Hansen says that Swedes all suffer from the same complex: they think it is ok to have a bad bishop.
Here Black would have retained drawing chances if he had gone for the knight ending with: 50...¥xc8+ . Maybe I
should let our biggest PC calculate it for a full 24 hours to get a final conclusion!?

51.¥xc8 ¥xc8 52.0 e41 ¢ ¢6 53.2 xd2 ¢ b5 54.¢ c3!
54.¢ ¢5 € xb4 55.19 ¢4 also wins, but it is good technique to keep the pawns on as long as possible.

54...¥b7 55.2 bl

If I had more time, I would have gone via c4.

55..¥d5
55..¥13 56.0 a3F ¢ a4 57.9 c2! also wins.



56.2 a3t ¢ a4
56...¢ ¢6 57.8 ¢4 and wins eventually.

XHHTY

8- +- +- +- 40
7T+ - +- +- +-0
6- + - +p+ - zpO
5+ - +|+ - +-0
4kzP - + - zP- +0
3sSN mK +- +-0
2- +- +- +- zPO
1+ - +- +- +-0
xabcdefghy

57.0 c4 ¢ b5 58.0 d6F ¢ 6 59.0 7

A good tempo to win.

59...h5 60.¢ d4 ¢ b5
60...¢ d7 61.0 g5 ¢ d6 62.0 e47 and the king penetrates.

61.15!

A nice game, but not flawless.
1-0

(9) Hansen,Soren Bech - Aagaard,Jacob B22
Danish League (5), 13.01.2013
Jacob Aagaard

Sune Berg Hansen likes to talk about chess in the style of accountants. You collect small assets and slowly pile them
up to win the game. It has never been my natural style of play, but at times it is important to be able to play like
this as well. In this game I definitely played a bit too fast in the ending, but all in all I am very happy with my play.
I think it shows quite well how to win games against clever guys with about 2300 in e¢lo. I did not do it on
imagination or deep play, but by understanding how to react to basic ideas and concepts. My main advantages in
the game were static, so I killed the dynamics and give him the responsibility of proving a defence. Short on time,
he was never close to doing so, even if I made a few mistakes in the ending. Part of the narrative that the computer
can never understand is how it felt playing that phase of the game. Soren basically collapsed, short of time,
weakened from a cold and a Sunday morning game and offered no resistance. I felt it at the board and did not
concentrate enough. Very unprofessional, but then I have retired from that stuff! I think the game can be very
useful for those studying Grandmaster Preparation — Positional Play. The three questions can be used at move 10—
12 and 14 and 20 with good effect.

l.e4 c5 2.9 13 €6 3.c3 © £6 4.€5 & d5 5.d4 cxd4 6.cxd4 d6 7 ¥ e2?

This move is not working. The thing is, seen from a strategic point of view, that the pawn on e5 gives White
attacking chances in the middlegame, because it limits Black's defensive options and might even support the attack
to some degree. However, if we are talking about the endgame, then the pawn is too far advanced and is a potential



liability. Also, the d5-square is of limited use relating to play on the kingside, but can be useful as a stronghold
once dynamic features subside. 7.¥ ¢4 is the main move and 7.a3 is maybe the best move.

Xy

8rsnlwg kvl - trO
/zppt+ - +pzpp0
6- + - zpp+ - +0
5+ - +nzP - +- 0
4- +- zP- + - +0
3+ - +- +N+ - 0
2PzP - +LzPPzPO
1tRNVLOMK- +RO
xabcdefghy

7...8 ¢6 8.0-0 ¥e7
8...dxe5 9.dxe5 £ ¢7 achieves nothing; White plays 10.] el.

9./ el 0-0 10.2 bd2?!
White's play is not so easy, but he should not give away the two bishops this easily.

10...dxe5 11.dxe5 @ f4
Black does not hesitate to take the two bishops, even if it costs a bit of time. A few other games have been played
here:

12.¥f1

White correctly chooses to keep the good bishop. Given the choice Black would rather put an unchallenged
bishop on d5 than feel irritated with the @ e47¥ g5 option, which takes away the two bishops. 12.a3 @ d3 13.¥xd3
£xd3 14.b4? (14.m e4 | d8=) 14...a5! 15.bxa5 | xa5 16.¥b2 | d8% Vlassov - Kengis, Polanica Zdroj 2000.; 12.£ b3
o xe2t 13.] xe2® Truszkiewicz - Kasperek, Krynica 2001. 13...b6!N

XY

8r+lwg - trk+0
7zpp+ - VlpzppO
6- +n+p+ - +0
ot - +- zP- +- 0
4- + - +- sn- +0
3+ - +- +N+ -0
2PzP - sN zPPzPO
1tR- VvLOQtRLmMK- O
xabcdefghy

12...0d3



This is the only sensible move. Black takes the bishop and leaves such things as winning the game dill later.
Someone tried to play for more with 12...8 g62!= in Fuck - Quintiliano Pinto, Catanduva 2010, but ended up with
no advantage at all.

13.] e3 @ xcIN

I was stunned when T realised that this was a novelty! 13...8 xf2? What?? After 14.¢ xf2 ¥c5 15.£ €2 ¥xe3t
16.£xe3+ Black deservedly lost in Wierzbicki - Leszczynski, Wloclawek 2006. You cannot attack without
developed pieces.

14.] xcl

Let us talk three questions: The main important one is not weaknesses or the opponent's idea, but the
development of the worst placed piece, the bishop on ¢8. It belongs on b7, but ...b6 does not work at the moment.
At the same time the knight on ¢6 is not ideally placed, so I decided to regroup it.

14...2 b4! 15.£ b3 b6 16.2 4 ¥b7 17.] d12!

Here there was one of the tactical moments I might have looked for if I had approached the game with a
different mindset. But I was mentally looking only toward the endgame and hoping that the two bishops would
count. This is clearly a limitation of the accountancy mindset!

XY

8r+ - wg trk+0
7zpl+ - vlpzppO
6- zp- +p+ - +0
ot - +- zP- +- 0
4- sn- +N+ - +0
3+Q+ - tRN+ - O
2PzP - + - zPPzPO
1+ - +R+LmK - O
xabcdefghy

17...8 d5213
Black could have forced White to make a very difficult choice after 17...¥d5! 18.£ a4 a6!|, when the white
queen is in desperate need of a square and the a2-pawn is likely to be lost.

18.) c3 | c819.] xc8 £ xc8 20.a3 £ ¢7
I was not sure where the rook should be. d-file? c-file? So, giving myself flexibility, I decided to just put pressure
on the weak e5-pawn.

21.¥d3 a f4!

Starting a forced sequence that gives a better endgame.

22.¥b1 ! d8!
I did not want to complicated things. With the heavy pieces off the board White lacks active counterplay and the
two small advantages of the bishops and the weak e5-pawn will start to be major advantages.



XY

8- + - tr - +k+0
7zplwq - vlpzppO
6- zp- +p+ - +0
b+ - +-zP- +- 0
4- + - +Nsn - +0
3zPQ+ - +N+ - 0
2- zP- + - zPPzPO
1+L+R+ - mK O
xabcdefghy

23.! xd8t ¥xd8 24.£ d1 ¥e7 25.h3 0 g6!
Forcing White to take the queens off the board.

26.£c2
26.0 eg5 ¥d5! would prevent all tricks and give Black a clear edge.

26...£ xc2 27 ¥xc2 ¥d8!
Putting pressure on the e5-pawn and forcing White to make another concession.

28.0 ed2
28.0 d6 ¥xf3 29.¥xg6 hxgb 30.gxf3 ¥c7 and Black just wins.

28...¥c7 29.¥xgb hxg6 30.¢ 1 ¥a61 31.¢ el ¢ f8

I am sure that in the hands of a strong endgame player, this is simply winning, no matter who defends the white
position. But in my hands there were a few inaccuracies. I played a bit too fast for sure, waiting for something to
calculate on before I was going to go deeper. Obviously this was wrong; I should have been deeply prophylactic in

my thinking.
XY
8- +- +- mk +0
7zp- vl- +pzp - O
6lzp - +p+p+0
ot - +- zP- +- 0
4- + - + - + - +0
3zP- + - +N+PO
2- zP- sN zPP+0
1+ - +- mK +- 0
xabcdefghy

32.¢d1 ¢ e7



32..¥d3 was my plan, but after 33.0 el! T have achieved very little. It might still have been worth it, as the
bishop is a bit better placed on b5 in some lines. But I actually preferred not to do anything complicated.

33.¢ c2 16 34.b4
34.h4! should have been played. Now, and later.

34...¥b5
34...g5! should have been played. This is what I intuitively wanted to play, but instead I went for something a bit
more abstract. It worked well in the game, but was objectively weaker.

35.¢ c3

Here the computer comes up with 35.¢ b3!? with the strange idea 35...a5?! (35...g5!%) 36.24 ¥e2 37.0 d4! ¥d1+
38.¢ a3 fxe5 (38..¥xe5? 39.0 61 ¢ d6 40.0 xe5! and 41.8 c41 and White is playing for a win) 39.2 b5 ¥d8
40.0 c3 ¥c2 41.¢ b2 ¥d3 42.¢ b3 axb4 43.¢ xb4 and after @ c4 White does not look worse at all.

35..¥e2
Again the computer does not like this much. My opponent was short on time and the tactics the computer
comes up with are so far beyond me that I don't really care about them.

36.¢ d4 b5 37.¢ 32!
White is losing his chances. Maybe he would have drawn had he played: 37.¢ ¢4 ¥b6 38.0 d4 ¥c4 39.¢g4 ¥d57
40.¢ d3 a6 41.f4 and White's pawns are well structured at last.

37..%d1 38.¢ {42
38.0 d4! a6 39.1 e4! was something neither of us were close to seeing. After 39...xe5 40.8 ¢61 ¢ d7 41.9 a5 ¥c2
I think Black is a bit better, but it is not much.

Xy

8- +- +- +- 40
7zp- vl- mk zp- O
6- + - +pzpp+0
5tp+ - zP- +- 0
4- zP- + - mK +0
3zP- + - +N+PO
2- + - sN zPP+0
1+ - ++ - +-0
xabcdefghy

38...g51 39.¢ g3?
39.¢ e4 was the last chance. 39..¥c21 40.¢ e3 ¥b671 41.¢ €2 ¢ d7U and the game goes on.

39...¢ £7
I anticipated the game finish when I played this move. Maybe this is why I did not discover the other direct win:
39...¥xf3 40.0 xf3 5! White is in zugzwang, a concept [ did not consider at this stage of the game. Black wins a



pawn after 41.9 xg5 ¥xe51 42.C {3 ¥b2 43.C €2 ¥xa3 44.0 {3 ¥xb4 45.0 d4 ¥c5 46.8 xb5 ¢ d7 and wins the

game easily.

40.¢ h2
40.19 ¢4 was the best chance according to Komodo. I am happy after 40...¥xf3 41.¢ xf3 ¥xe5 . The extra pawn

will win.

40...¢ g6
40..¥x{3 41.0 xf3 ¥xe51 42.0 xe57 fxe5 43.¢ g3 was not entirely clear to me. 43...e4! 44.¢ g4 ¢ g6 and White
runs out of moves. [ played the way I did in the game to take away the g4-square. It is just simplest.

41.g4

41.¢ g1 would give Black two tempos over the previous line and was not something I feared.
XHHHIY
8- +- +- +- 10
7zp- vl- +- zp- O
6- + - +pzpk+0
5Stp+ - zP- zp- O
4- zP- + - +P+0
3zP- + - +N+PO
2- + - sN zP- mKO
1+ - +[|+ - +-0
xabcdefghy

41...¥xf3!

Time to liquidate.

42.0 xf3 ¥xe51 43.0 xe5T
43.¢ g2 ¥b2 and Black picks up another pawn. Winning takes a bit of time, but I got time.

43...0xe5 44.C g3 ¢4
44...¢ 6 45.¢ f3 € €7 46.¢ €4 € d6 also wins, but this is simplest. Domination.

45.h4 ¢ £6 46.¢ h3
46.hxg51 I was considering to answer with 46...¢ €5 to get the king to f4.

46...¢ ¢5 47.hxg5 C f4 48.¢ g2 g6
0-1



1)

2)

Puzzles

XHHHIY

8- tr- + - +k+0
tR- + - wQp+p0
6- +- +LtR - +0
5+p+ - +- + 10
4- zP- + - + - +0
3+ - +- + - zPPO
2- +- +- zP- mKO
1+ - +r+g+ -0
xabcdefghy

White to play and win

XY

8- tr - tr - wgk+0
7+p+ - +pzpp0
6p+I+psn - wQO
5zP- sNnsN- + - 0O
4- zP- zP- + - +0
3+ - +- +-tR-0
2- +- + - zPPzPO
1+L+R+ - mK O
xabcdefghy

White to play and win



3)
X Y
8- +l+qtrk+0
7+p+ - +-vl- 0
or+ - zp- + - zp0
5zp- +Pzp - +QO0
4- + - +N+ - sNO
3+ - +-tR- +-0
2PzP - + - zPP+0
1+ - + - +K+RO
xabcdefghy

White to play and win

Solutions

(1) Ju,Wenjun - Stefanova,Antoaneta
(analysis) Ankara, 22.09.2012
Jacob Aagaard

XHHHTY

8- tr- + - +k+0
7tR- + - wQp+p0
6- +- +LtR - +0
5+p+ - + - +I0
4- zP- + - + - +0
3+ - +- +- zPPO
2- +- + - zP- mKO
1+ - +r+g+ -0
xabcdefghy

33.) g6t After 33.¥xf7122 ¢ h8 it is White who will be mated. 33...¥xg6 34.¥xf71 ¢ g7 35.¥e8t ¢ h6
36.£ e3T ¢ h5 37.) xh7# 1-0



2) Nigalidze,Gaioz (2460) - Kotanjian, Tigran (2533) D27

Jacob Aagaard

Jacob Aagaard

XY

8- tr - tr - wgk+0
/+p+ - +pzpp0
6p+Il+psn - wQO
5zP- sNnsN- + - 0O
4- zP- zP- + - +0
3+ - +- +-tR-0
2- +- + - zPPzPO

1+L+R+ - mK O
xabcdefghy

£ 1-0

XY

8- +Il+qtrk+0

7+p+ - +-vl-0

6r+ - zp- + - zpO
ozp- +Pzp - +QO0
4- + - +N+ - sNO
3+ - +-tR- +-0
2PzP - + - zPP+0
1+ - + - +K+RO
xabcdefghy

£ ¢ £

Cel -



