Quality Chess Newsletter July 2012

We are not pretending that this is a book or anything of that standard, but for the few that like to print out the
newsletter I have spent 10 minutes making it more readable.

(1) 2.d4 does not work... C21 (Jacob Aagaard)

l.e4 e5 2.d4 exd4 3.2 f3

This was suggested as a repertoire idea for White in the Playing 1.e4 books on our blog. But it does not work.

3..¥b4d+ 4.c3
4.0bd2 8 c65.23 ¥xd2+ 6.£xd2 © 16 7.0 xd4

4...dxc3 5.9 xc3 ¥xc3+
5..01626.e50e47.£c20d5 8.¥d3 @ d7 9.0-0 ¥xc3 10.bxc3 & dc5 11.c4!?
XY

8r+lwgk+ - tr0
7zppzp - +pzpp0
6- +- +- +- +0
5+ - snpzP- + - 0
4- +P+n+ - +0
3+ - +L+N+ - 0
2P+Q+ - zPPzPO
1tR- vL- +RmK- O
xabcdefghy

11...¢6 (11..¥15 12.cxd5 @ xd3 13.£ xd3 @ g3 14.£ b5+ ¥d7 15.£b2 v xfl 16.¥¢5 £ c8 17.£ b4d+-) 12.¥a3 £ a5
13.cxd5 cxd5 14.¥xe4 (14.¥xc5 @ xc5 15.) bl ©xd3 16.£xd3 a6 17.] b2 0-0 18.} d1 f6) 14...0 xe4 (14...dxed
15.8d2+-) 15.£b3 b6 16.¥b4 £b5 17.0d4 £ c4 18.£ b2 B ¢5 19.¥xc5 bxc5 20.8 b5 0-0 21.0 ¢7+-

6.bxc3 @ 7

XY

8rsniwgk+ - trO
7zppzppsnpzpp0

6- +- +- +- 40
5+ - +- +- +-0
4- +- +P+ - +0
3+ - zP- +N+ - O
2P+ - + - zPPzPO
1tR- vLOmMKL+RO

xabcdefghy



7.¥c4
7.65 8 beoN 8.¥a3 0-0 9.¥ 4 d5 10.exd6 cxd6 11.£ xd6 ¥ g43

7..0-0,
7...d6? 8.8 g5+~ 1-0 Burckharde, K (1831)-Rose, H (1668)/Bad Sooden 2002/EXT 2006 (29)

7...d5? 8.exd5 0-0 9.0-0+ ¥g4 10.¥a3 a6 11 el | €8 12.£ €2 ¥xf3 13.£xf3 £d7 14.d6 @ bc6 15.£ xf7+ 1-0
Hurt, J-Lowe, W/corr 1981/Corr 2000;

7.8 be62IN 8.0 g5 1 €5 9.¥b3 h6 10.4 hxg5 11.fxe5 8 ¢6 12.0-0 8 xe5
Xy

8r+lwgk+ - tr0
7zppzpp+pzp -0
6- +- +- +- +0
5+ - + - sn- zp- O
4- + - +P+ - +0
3+LzP - +- +- 0
2P+ - + - +PzPO
1tR- VLQ+RmK - 0O
xabcdefghy
13.¥xf7+1 o xf7 14.) xf7:

2) 14...¢ xf7 15.£ d5+ € g6 (15...¢ £8 16.¥xg5 £ ¢8 17.! f1+) 16.£ f5+ ¢ h6 17.h4 d6 18 ¥xg5+ ¢ h5 19.g4#
b) 14...d5! 15.! xg7 £ d6 16.E xd5! £ xh2+ 17.¢ £2 | 8+ 18.¢ ¢3 £ g3+ 19.¢ d4+

8.0-0
8.e5 B bch! (8..d5 9.exd6 £ xd6 10.£xd6 cxd6 11.¥a3= 1-0 Viard, D (2472)-Chan, D (2396)/ICCF email
2004/Telechess CBM 122 (55)) 9.0-0 d5 10.exd6 £ xd6 11.£ xd6 cxd6 12.} d1 d53

8.h4 d6 9.1 g5 1-0 Petrovic, M (2016)-Rajcevic, S (2146)/Belgrade 2006/CBM 110 ext (28) 9...h6! 10.£ h5

£ e8l—+

XHHHTY

8rsnlwq - trk+0
7zppzppsnpzpp0o

6- +- +- +- 40
5+ - +- +- +-0
4- +L+P+ - +0
3+ - zP- +N+ - O

2P+ - + - zPPzPO
1tR- VLQ+RmK - 0O
xabcdefghy

8...d6



8..8bc6 9. b1N (9.¥g5 h6 10.¥h4 d6 11.2 d4 £ €8 1212 Malysheva, P (2094)-Stjazhkina, O (2310)/St
Petersburg 2001/EXT 2002 (36); 9.e5 d5 10.exd6 £ xd6® Y- Velimirovic, D (2558)-Motylev, A (2552)/Herceg
Novi 2000/EXT 2001 (34)) 9...d6 10.1 d4 (10.} el ¥g4!) 10...d5 11.¥d3 @ xd4 12.cxd4 dxed 13 ¥xed ¥£513

9. bIr?

9.¥¢5 0 be6 10.¥d5 (10.£ €2 ¥g4 11.] abl ¥xf3 12.gxf3 1-0 Campbell, J-Sheffield, E/Canada 1983/Corr 2000
(53) 12.., b8u) 10..¥g4 11.h3 ¥xf3 12.£xf3 £d7° 0-1 Blazkova, P (2214)-Navabi, S (2107)/Mallorca
2004/CBM 102 ext (50)

9.¥a3 ¥g4 10.h3 (10.e5 @ be6! 11.exd6 cxd6 12.£ xd6 ¥xf3 13.gxf3 @ g63)
XY

8rsn - wg trk+0
7zppzp - snpzppO
6- +- zp- + - +0
5+ - +- +- +-0
4- +L+P+I+0

3vL- zP- +N+PO
2P+ - + - zPP+0
1tR- +Q+RmK - O
xabcdefghy

10... ¥xf3N (10...¥e6 11.¥xe6 fxe6 12.£b3 £c8 13.8 g5 | 6 0—1 Auer, H-Horelik, L/Mehlingen 1998, 14.f4!IN
@ be6 15.651) 11.£xf3 @ beb 12.£ g3 @ a5 13.¥d3 0 ec6 14.44 {63

9...8 bc6 10.] el
1-0 Konnyu, J (2077)-Bakos, N (1884)/Budapest 1999/EXT 2004 (20)

Xy

8r+lwgq - trk+0
7zppzp - snpzppO
6- +nzp - + - +0
5+ - + - +- +-0
4- +L+P+ - +0
3+ - zP- +N+ - 0
2P+ - + - zPPzPO
1+RVLOQtR - mK O
xabcdefghy

10...% g4IN3
10..b6 11,0 d4 ¥d7 12¥g5 h6 13¥h4 0 €5 14.¥b3 0 Sg6 15.¥ g3 0 6 16.£4+

(2) Papadopoulos, I (2417) - Berg, Emanuel (2587) C06
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio Hotel (3.4), 01.07.2012 ( Jacob Aagaard)
Emanuel Berg shows his preparation in a sharp game in one of the most critical variations of the French.



l.ed4 6 2.d4 d5 3.0 d2 © 6 4.e5 @ fd7 5.¥d3 c5 6.c3 @ ¢6 7.8 €2 cxd4 8.cxd4 £6 9.exf6 @ xf6 10.0-0 ¥ d6
11.08 f3 £c7 12.g3 0-0 13.¥f4 0 g4 14.¥xd6 £ xd6 15.8 c3

15...e5!

XIUHHHIY

8r+l+ - trk+0
fzpp+ - + - zppO
6- +nwgp+ - +0

5+ - +p+ - +- 0
4- + - zP- +n+0
3+ - sNL+NzP - O
2PzP - + - zP- zPO
1tR- +Q+RmK - 0
xabcdefghy

Black has to go forward (or backwards) as after 15...¥d7? 16.¥xh7+! he just loses.

16.dxe5 £ h6

16...0 gxe5 17.8 xe5 @ xe5 18 ¥ e4lx

17.h4 o gxe5 18.2 g5 d4!

I am quite sceptical about Black's chances after 18...¥ g42!. The two critical lines go:

a) 19.¥xh7+ ¢ h8 20.£xd5 (20.£ b1? Heedt - Jurek, Biel 2000, could have lost immediately, had Black played
20...a d4!N followed by ...a f3+, winning.) 20...} ad8 21.£ ¢5 g6© was Losev - Moskalenko, Moscow 1995. The
critical line now seems to be 22.f4 @ d3 23.£ €3 | fe8 24.8 ce4 £ g7 25. ad1!?

b) 19.¥€2! ¥xe2 20.£ xd5+ ¢ h8 21.0 xe22 Haslinger - Berg, Liverpool 2007. Black drew, but the position is not

comfortable.

19.¥xh7+IN

XIUHHHIY

8r+l+ - trk+0
fzpp+ - + - zppO
6- +n+ - + - wqO

5+ - + - sn- sN O
4- + - zp- + - zPO
3+ - sNL+ - zP- O
2PzP - + - zP- +0
1tR- +Q+RmK - 0
xabcdefghy



The main line, but I am a bit out of my depth here :-).
19.8 €2 was played in Kudrin - Ryan, Port Erin 1999. Here Black is at least equal after 19...¥ g4!+.

19...¢ h8 20.2 ce4
20.£41? 0 g4 (20..¥g4 21.£2!12 0 f3+ 22.0xf3 £xh7 23.£xh7+ ¢ xh7 24.0e4) 21.0b5 @ e3 22.£b3 v xfl
23.} xf1+ is another interesting variation that Berg has no doubt analysed deeply.

20..¥g4 21.£ a4

So far we are following Houdini's recommendations.

21...) ad8®
21..¥e2 22.| fel d3©is also worth more analysis. For example: 23.f4 | xf4!? 24.gxf4 £ xh4 25.fxe5 £ gd+=

2264 0 f3+ 23.) xf3?
23.a xf3 £xh7 24.0 eg5 would have forced Berg to show his preparation. I personally believe Black is ok, but
should White not be so as well?

XTI Y

8- + - tr- tr- mkO
(zpp+ - + - zpLO

6- +n+ - + - wqO
5+ - +- +- sN O
4Q+ - zpNzPIzPO

3+ - +- +RzP - 0O
2PzP - + - + - +0

1tR- +- +- mK O
xabcdefghy

23..¥xf3 24.£ b3 d3! 25.¢ h2?

This fails tactically in quite a number of ways.
25.8 x{3 was forced, but after 25...£ xh7 26.1 {g5 £ h5 White will scruggle for a draw.

25...) xf4!
A nice shot. The bishop on h7 is truly far away from the action.

26.gxt4 £ xh4+ 27.0 h3 @ d4 28.£ xd3 £ xh7 29.0 ef2
29.} el £ g6! and White cannot both defend the knight and the g2-square.

29..£ h4
Preparing ...¥ c6 and ...0 f3+.

30.] el



30.; gl ¥c6 31.] g3 would probably have forced Black to win the queen with 31...2 f3+ 32.} xf3 | xd3 33.} xd3,

when some technical challenges remain.

XY

8- +- tr- +- mkO
fzpp+ - +- zp- O
6- +- +- +- +0
5+ - +- +- +-0
4- + - sn- zP- wqO
3+ - +Q+I+NO
2PzP- + - sN mKO
1+ - +- tR- +- 0
xabcdefghy

30...¥c6
30...¥ g4! with the idea 31.] 3 @ {5 is brilliant computer chess.

31.] e3 £ h5!

It is not even necessary to win the queen; the attack is thus much to be preferred.

32.) g3 | d7?

32...; d6! 33.£ €3 @ f3+ 34.¢ g2 | g6! would have carried the attack to its conclusion.

33.£ a3 a62!

33..¢ g8l
XHHHY
8- +- +- +- mk0
[+p+r+ - zp- 0
6p+I+ - +- +0
54 - +- +- +qg0
4- + - sn- zP- +0
3wQ + - + - tRNO
2PzP - + - sN mKO
1+ - +- +- +-0
xabcdefghy

34.] g52?

A sad end to an interesting game. 34.£ f8+ ¢ h7 35.] €3% would not be so easy to refute.

34...0 f3+ 0-1



(3) Istratescu, A (2636) - Khetsuriani, B (2336) B42
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio Hotel (2.16), 01.07.2012 ( Jacob Aagaard)
Today's two annotated games comes a bit late; I apologise, as there were technical problems in getting the games to
me (in PGN form — going through everything on the live site of a Greek website is beyond my patience, I fear) I
suddenly had to cook for two ungrateful scoundrels, who were subsequently sent early to bed...
l.ed ¢5 2.0 {3 6 3.d4 cxd4 4.0 xd4 a6 5.¥d3 2 {6 6.0-0 £c7 7.£ ¢2 d6 8.c4 ¥¢7 9.b3 0-0 10.¥b2 b6
11.0. d2 ¥b7 12.f4 0 c6

XHHHY

8r+ - + - trk+0
7+lwqg - vlpzppO
6pzpnzppsn - +0
5+ - +- +- +-0
4- +PsNPzP - +0
3+P+L+ -+-0
2PvL - sNQ+PzPO
1tR- + - +RmK- O
xabcdefghy

13.a 23!
13.8 xc6 ¥xc6 14.¢ hl @ d7 and ...¥f6 is Black's plan. But White does not have to be so compliant.

13...0 xd4 14.0 xd4 =@ d7IN
I find this move pleasant and natural. A previous game saw 14...g6 15.8 ¢2 d5 16.cxd5 exd5 17.e5 @ e4 18.f5
| 28 19.¢ h1? Palac - Martorelli, Formia 1994, but probably there were improvements for both sides.

15.] adl | fe8
This move looks standard, but I suspect it is an inaccuracy. As we shall see the rook might still have a function
on 8, so 15... ¥ {6 with something like equality was probably better.

16.¢ h1 ¥£6 17.¥b1 ! ad8 18.! d3

XY
8- + - trr+k+0
7+lwgn+pzpp0

6pzp - zppvl - +0
5+ - +- +- +-0
4- +PsNPzP - +0
3+P+R+ - +-0
2PvL - +Q+PzPO
1+L+ - +R+KO
xabcdefghy



18...g6
It is already not so easy to suggest good moves for Black, for instance: 18...e521 19.8 f5 @ ¢5 20.| g3+

19.) g3!
Istratescu eyes the weakness of the ¢6/f7/g6 constellation; a typical example of what I once called "the missing
bishop” (the ¥b7 is out of this part of the game).

19..¥g7
Or 19...¢ h8 20.! h3 ¢ g8 21.£ d2 ¥g7 22.f5.

20.15
It is obvious that White's play is easier at this point.

XUHY

8- + - trr+k+0
7+lwqn+pvip0

6pzp - zpp+p+0

5+ - +- +P+ -0
4- +PsNP+ - +0
3+P+ - +- tR- 0
2PVL - +Q+PzPO
1+L+ - +R+KO
xabcdefghy

20...¥ 52!
20...8 6! was better, but I do not feel that Black has solved all of his problems.

21.fxeb fxe6 22.| gf3? | e7
Black has a lot of poisoned chalices to drink from, e.g. 22...8 ¢5? is just bad because of 23.b4!+.

22...¥¢7 can be met with a nice combination leading to a preferable rook ending:

XY
8- + - trr+k+0
7+lwgn+ - vilp0

6pzp - zpp+p+0
5+ - +- +- +-0
4- +PSNP+ - +0
3+P+ - +R+ - 0
2PVL - +Q+PzP0
1+ L+ - +R+KO
xabcdefghy
23.8 xe6! | xeb 24.¥xg7 € xg7 25.| 7+ € g8 26.£{3 | de8! 27.£c3 | €5 28.£h3 | h5 29.£xd7 £xd7 30.] xd7



¥xed 31.¥xed | xe4 32.h3? and White has serious winning chances in the endgame.

23.£12 | de8
23...£ ¢5 is bad for a number of reasons. The human line goes: 24.£ h4 | de8 25.8 xe6 | xe6 26.| £7 h5 27 ¥xe5
£ xe5 28.] xd7+ and White has won a pawn.

XUy
8- + - +r+k+0
7+lwqntr - +p0

6pzp - zpp+p+0

54+ - + - vl- +- 0
4- +PsNP+ - +0
3+P+ - +R+ - 0
2PvL - + - wQPzPO
1+L+ - +R+KO
xabcdefghy

24 ¥ cl!j
I like this regrouping quite a bit, even if a computer might not pick it for the best possible continuation.
24.£ h4!? was another idea, but I do not see a direct kill after 24...; g72.

24..¥g7

24...d5 25.¥h6!x is very unpleasant for Black He has to find 25...£ d8!, where 26.£ €3 and 26.] {7 still favours
White. The main point is 25...£ ¢8 26.exd5 exd5 27.8 5! | €6 (27...gxf5 28.¥x{5+-) 28.¥¢5! dxc4 29.0 h6+ ¢ h8
30, £7 ¥¢3, (30...cxb3 31.} xd7 £xd7 32.£ £8+!+-) and now either 31.0 g4! or 31.£ g3 ¥b2 32.£ h4! with the

threat | xh7+, winning.

25¥g50¢e5
25..£ 5 26.¥xe7 | xe7 27.£ h4 g5 28.£ h5 also gives White a winning attack.

26.¥xe7 o xf3

XY

8- + - +r+k+0
7+lwq - vL- vipO
6pzp - zpp+p+0

5+ - +- +- +-0
4- +PsNP+ - +0
3+tP+ - +n+ - 0
2P+ - + - wQPzPO
1+L+ - +R+KO
xabcdefghy



27.9 xe6!!
The great tactical point of White's play up to this point.

27...E xe7 28.0 xg7 ¢ xg7

The continuation of the desperado sequence fails to work after 28...8 xh2 29.0 xe8 @ xf1 30.0 {6+ ¢ g7 31.0 d5,
when the black knight is in trouble. For example: 31..¥xd5 32.cxd5 £ 8 33.¢ g1 £xf2+ 34.¢ xf2 @ h2 35.¢ ¢3
a f1+ 36.¢ f4 and the threat of ¥d3, trapping the knight and attacking the a6-pawn forces Black to play 36...g5+
37.¢ xg5 @ €3, which seems to be quite unrealistic after 38.g3.

29.gx{3+

White's extra pawn constitutes a significant advantage. The next ten moves did not change much, but Black
failed to demand a sign of technique for White by losing on time.

XHHHIY

8- +- +r+ - +0
7+l+ - wg mkpO
6pzp - zp- +p+0
5+ - +- +- +-0
4- +P+P+ - +0
3+P+ - +P+ -0
2P + - +- wQ zPO
1+L+ - +R+KO
xabcdefghy

29...£c7 30.£d4+ ¢ g8 31.; d1 | e6 32.¥d3 £ c5 33.¥e2 £xd4 34.) xd4 g5 35.b4 ¢ 8 36.C g2 ¢ e7
37.¢C g3 ¢ {6 38.f4 gxf4+ 39.¢C xf4 ¢ 7 40.¥ g4 1-0

(4) Postny, E (2651) - Rapport, R (2577) D48
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio Hotel (4.6), 02.07.2012 ( Jacob Aagaard)
1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.0 13 0 f6 4.8 c3 e6 5.3 @ bd7 6.¥d3 dxcd 7.¥xc4d b5 8.¥d3 a6 9.¢4 ¢5 10.d5 c4

11.dxe6 fxe6 12.¥ c2

Xy

8r+lwqgkvl - tr0
7+ - +n+ - zppO
6p+ - +psn - +0
5+p+ - +- +-0
4- +p+P+ - +0
3+ - sN +N+ - 0
2PzPL+ - zPPzPO
1tR- vLOmk +RO
xabcdefghy



This is of course a main line in modern theory, but the next move has been played only a handful of times
throughout the 20th century.

12...8 c51?

The reason why this is not wildly popular is immediately clear. White can exchange the queens and Black is left
with three pawn islands in the endgame. But on the other hand he is quite active, so the evaluation of this endgame
is not immediately clear.

12...£ ¢7 is the big main line.

13.£ e2!N
A horrible reaction to the surprise. Black immediately takes over the initiative.

White needs to find an improvement after 13.£ xd8+ ¢ xd8, when one game continued: 14.¥¢3 ¢ e8 15.] d1 ¥b7
16.0 g5 @ fd7 Averbakh - Szabo, Hamburg 1965. White won this game, but his position is nothing special at this
point.

13...0 d3+! 14.¥xd3
14.€ f1 was possible, but Black is of course a lot better already.

14...cxd3 15.£ 3 b4"?
Black fights for the initiative constantly. 15...¥b7% seems a bit more natural to me; Black will be able to play

Xy

8r+lwqgkvl - tr0
/+ - +- + - zppO
6p+ - +psn - +0
5+ - +- +- +-0
4- zp- +P+ - +0
3+ - SNpwQN+ - 0
2PzP - + - zPPzPO
1tR- vL- mK +RO
xabcdefghy

... ¥c5 at some point.

16.2 d1?
But of course if this is the reaction, Black should be very happy with his last move.

[ am not really sure why Postny did not play 16.9 a4® with ideas such as @ b6 and @ ¢5. And against 16...¥b7,
17.8 g5 would muddle the waters somewhat.

16..¥b7 17.8 g5 £ d71

Black is in control.



18.e5
After 18.0-0 | c8 19.£ h3 ¥d6 Black would keep control. White has no strong way to gain counterplay; for
example: 20.e5 ¥xe5 21.} el | xcl! 22.} xcl d2 23.] c8+ £ xc8 24.| xe5 ¥d5 and Black wins.

18...0 g4 19.£ h3
19.£ f4 © h6 20.0-0 @ £5 and ...2 d4 would also secure a close to winning advantage.

19...h5 20.¥d2

White does not want to lose a piece, but this is even worse. White does not have enough compensation for the
piece after 20.0-0 d2 21.¥xd2 £xd2 22.0 ¢3 | h6 23.8 xe6 £ d7 24.0 xf8 ¢ xf8, but 20...¥¢7 might be even
stronger!

20...¥e721.0-0| c822.8f3 | c4
Black has many ways to win the game at this point.

Xy
8- +- +k+ - tr0
7+l+qvl -zp- 0

6p+ - +p+ - +0
5+ - + - zP- +p0
4- zpr+ - +n+0
3+ - +p+N+QO0
2PzP - vL- zPPzPO
1tR- +N+RmK - 0O
xabcdefghy

23.8 €3
23.b3 | e4 24.8¢3 is refuted by 24..0 xe3 25¥xe3 g5!! (25..£d5 and ...g5 is also strong) 26.¥xg5 ¥xg5
27.8xg5 | g4 28.1 f3 Black has a choice of wins, but nicest is 28...£ d5 29.¢ h1 | xg2! and White is mated.

23...! f421
Black could have won immediately with 23...0 xe3 24.¥xe3 (24.fxe3 | 2 25.] adl | xb2 is quite clear cut as well.)
24...g5! 25 ¥xg5 ¥xg5 26.8 xg5 | g4 27.8 f3 and either 27...] hg8 or 27...£ d5 again.

240 el
After this White's last hope is gone.

White could fight on a bit with 24.9 xg4 | xg4 25.8 el, although his position is greatly unpleasant.

24...0 xe5 25.£ g3 g5
Patient play, ignoring the tactics. Also possible was 25...0-01? 26.2 d5 £ xd5 27 ¥xf4 h4 28.£ ¢3 @ ¢4 and Black

wins a piece.

26.h4 o g6 27 .hxg5 ¥d6 28.0 d1 | g4 29.£ h3
29.£ 3 o f4 and Black wins.



29..., h4 30.£ xd3 ¥h2+ 31.¢ hl £ xd3 32.2 xd3 ¥ f4+ 33.¢ gl ¥xd2

0-1

(5) Navara, D (2706) - Svetushkin, D (2597) E54

40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio Hotel (6.7), 04.07.2012 ( Jacob Aagaard)

Just a nice litde ending that I enjoyed.

1.d4 @ £6 2.c4 6 3.0 ¢3 ¥b4 4.¢3 0-0 5.¥d3 ¢5 6.2 {3 cxd4 7.exd4 d5 8.0-0 dxc4d 9.¥xc4 b6 10.¥ g5 ¥b7
11.£ €2 @ bd7 12.8 €5 ¥xc3 13.bxc3 £ ¢7 14.0 xd7 £ xd7 15.¥xf6 gxf6 16.] ad1 ¢ h8 17.d5 | g8 18.£ {3
f5 19.g3 £c7 20.¥b3 | ad8 21.} d4 £ €5 22.] fd1 | d7 23.£ h5 ¥xd5 24.¥xd5 exd5 25.c4 | gd8 26.] h4
£ g7 27.£xf5 £ g6 28.£ xgb fxgb 29.| hd4 ¢ g7 30.cxd5 ¢ 6 31.f4 € €7 32.g4 ¢ d6 33.] c4 ¢ €7 34.] ed+

¢ d6 35.¢ £f2 ¢ 5 36.¢C 3 | xd5 37.] xd5+ | xd5 38.] 7

38...h5

Xy

8- +- +- +- 40
/zp- + - tR- +p0
6- zp- + - +p+0
5+ - mkr+ - +- 0
4- + - + - zPP+0
3+ - +- mK +-0
2P+ - +- +- zPO
1+ - +- +-+-0
xabcdefghy

38...25 39.! xh7 b5 40.g5 a4 41.h4 b4 42.h5 gxh5 43.66 | d8 44.F5+-

39.g5 a5

39..! d1 40.! xa7 hd 41.! 7+ ¢ d6 42.! g7

40.} €6 | d6 41.} xd6 ¢ xd6 42.a4!+-

Xy

8- +- +- +- 40
7+ - +- +- +-0
6- zp- mk +p+0
S5zp- + - + - zPp0
4P+ - + - zP- +0
3+ - +- mK +-0
2- +- +- +- 2zP0
1+ - +- +- +-0
xabcdefghy



42...h4 43.C e4 € €7 44.15 gxf5+ 45.¢ xf5 b5 46.axb5 a4 47.b6 a3 48.b7 a2 49.b8E al£ 50.£ e5+ £ xe5+
51.C xe5 ¢ f7 52.¢ f5
1-0

(6) Macieja, B (2614) - Hammer, ] (2630) D38
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio Hotel (6.3), 04.07.2012 ( Jacob Aagaard)

1.0 3 d5 2.d4 © £6 3.c4 e6 4.9 c3 ¥b4 5.¥ g5 h6 6. ¥ h4 dxc4 7.a3 ¥ xc3+ 8.bxc3 b5 9.a4 ¢6 10.¥ xf6 £ xf6
11.0 €5 a6 12.g3 ¥b7 13.¥g2 £ €7 14.0-0 0-0 15.f4 | e8 16.£ b1 f6 17.£ g6 | a7 18.¥e4 f5 19.¥f3 | d8
20.g4 c5 21.axb5 ¥xf3 22.0 xf3 fxg4 23.£ xg4 cxd4 24.9 xd4 axb5 25.] xa7 £ xa7 26.E£ xe6+ ¢ h8 27.e3
£ a5 28.f5 | g8 29.| cl1 b4 30.cxb4 £ xb4 31.£ xc4 £2a3 32.| c3 £al+ 33.| cl £a3 34.£c3 £a8 35.£c7
£ ed 36.C £2 0 a6 37.£d6 £ hd+ 38.C €2 £ g4+ 39.¢ £2 £ hd4+ 40.¢ €2 £ g4+ 41.¢ d3 | a8 42.| bl | €8

43.£c6) e5
XY
8- +- +- +- mkO
7+-+-+-2p- 0
6n+Q+ - + - zp0
54 - +- trP+ - 0
4- + - sN +qg+0
3+ - +KzP - +- 0
2- +- +- +- zPO
1+R+ - +- +-0
xabcdefghy

44.¢ d2

Here White had a computer solution. 44.h3!! £ xh3 (44...£ g3 45.£ xa6+-) 45.£ xa6 £ xe3+ 46.C c4 | e8 47.£ c6
| d8 48.£ 5+
I

44..£h3 45.) el 9 ¢5 46.C c2 0 ed 47.C b2 0 £f6 48.£ a8+ | €8 49.£ f3 £ xh2+ 50.] €2 £c7 51.£c6 £ a5
52.e4 | a8 53.2 b3 £ a3+ 54.¢ c2 | b8 55.8 cl £ b2+ 56.¢ d1 £ d4+ 57.C el £ gl+ 58.¢ d2 | d8+ 59.¢ 2
£d1+ 60.¢ bl £d4 61.2 b3 £ d3+ 62.£ c2 £b5 63.e5 2 d5 64.] d2 | b8 65.f6 gxf6 66.¢ b2 © €3 67.£ c3
o c4+ 68.¢ cl @ xd2 69.8 xd2 £ xe5

0-1

(7) Lubbe, N (2410) - Rapport, R (2577) B54
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio Hotel (6.6), 04.07.2012 ( Jacob Aagaard)

The second game by Rapport to be annotated during this event. Again he showed great aggressive positional play
with Black and won a good game.

l.e4 c5 2.0 f3 €6 3.d4 cxd4 4.0 xd4 d6 5.9 c3 a6 6.g3

Not a very aggressive variation as the best of times.

6..b5 7. ¥ g2 ¥b7 8.0-0 ¥e7 9., el



9.£ g4 is the type of move I would naturally gravitate towards here. But Black has a reasonable resource in 9...h5!
10.£ €2 Barczay - Mueller, Balatonbereny 1995. And now 10...h41?N with good counterplay.

9...0 ¢6 10.8 xc6

10.24 seems the most normal reaction. 10...b4 11.8 a2 a5 12.8 xc6 ¥xc6 13.¢3 bxc3 14.8 xc3 £ d7 was played in
Rublevsky - Dominguez Perez, Poikovsky 2005. Interesting is now 15.2 b5I?N, with the idea 15...¥xb5 16.axb5
£ xb5 17.¥f11 £d7 18.£b30

10...¥xc6 11.£ d4

I am not sure what the queen is supposed to achieve here.

11..0 6 12.¥ g5 £ c7 13.] adl | c8
A very slight inaccuracy. 13...0-0 was the right move. Black has no problems.

XY

8- +r+k+ - tr0
7+ - wg VlpzppO
6p+lzppsn - +0

5+p+ - +- vL- O
4- + - wQP+- +0
3+ - sN +- zP- 0O
2PzPP+ - zPLzPO
1+ - +RtR - mK O
xabcdefghy

14.} e3?
An odd move. This usually makes sense when the rook can go to g3 or h3 only.

White had a chance to improve his only misplaced piece with 14.2 d5!, forcing Black to play 14..¥xd5 (14...exd5?
15.exd5 ¥a8 16.¥xf6 gxf6 17.£xf6 | 8 18.¥h3 ¢ d8 19.£ f5+- gives White a devastating attack.) 15.exd5 €5

16.£ d2
XY
8- +r+k+ - tr0
7+ - wag VlpzppO
6p+ - zp- sn- +0
5+p+Pzp - vL- O
4- + - +- +- +0
3+ - +- +-2zP- 0
2PzPPwQ- zPLzPO
1+ - +RtR - mK O
xabcdefghy

when I would rather have the two bishops. The tactical point is that 16..£xc2 17.; c1 £f5 gives White
18.} xc8+ £ xc8 19.] c12? and | ¢6 with pressure.



14...0-0
Whicte is slighty oddly placed and has probably already missed the chance to be equal. If T saw this position for
the first time, [ would consider | eel...

15.¥xf6

The question is: does this makes things better or worse?

15... ¥ xf6!
Obviously Black is happy to give up his only weakness for dark-squared control.

16.£ xd6 £ b7
No endgame at this point.

17.£ f4
17.a3 is maybe better, not to have a weak a-pawn later on. 17...a5 18.} ed3 with the idea 18...b4 19.axb4 axb4
20.9 a2 ¥xed 21.¥xe4 £ xe4 22.£ xb4 £ xb4 23.0 xb4 ¥xb2 and White has reasonable drawing chances here.

17...b4 18.e5
18.1 €2 £ €73 also points to the e3-rook being badly placed.

18..¥g5! 19.¥ xc6
19.£ xg5 ¥xg2 20.8 €2 | xc2 and White's position is falling apart faster than the austerity economies.

Xy

8- +r+ - trk+0
/+q+ - +pzpp0
6p+L+p+ - +0
5+ - +- zP- vl- 0O
4- zp- + - wQ +0
3+ - sN tR- zP- O
2PzPP+ - zP- zPO
1+ - +R+ - mK O
xabcdefghy

19..£ e7!
Black picks up a fully earned material advantage.

20£ e4 ¥xe3 21,0 a4 £ c7
21...; fd8! was slightly more accurate: 22.] xd8+ £ xd82 based on 23.fxe3? £ d1+ 24.¢ g2 | d8!—+.

22.¥b7 | b8 23.¥xa6?
The final mistake. White is also worse after 23.¥ c6 ¥b6 24.; d7 £ c82, but a bit of hope exists.

23.. ¥ xf2+! 24.C g2 ¥a7 25.¢ h3 5 26.exf6 | xf6 27.¥d3 | h6+ 28.¢ g2 £ a5 29.b3 £h5 30.| hl £ h3+
31.¢ 3



XUy

8- tr- + - +k+0
- +- + - zpp0
6- +- +p+ - tr0
5+ - +- +- +-0
4Nzp - +Q+ - +0
3+P+L+KzPq0
2P+P+ - + - zPO
1+ - + - + - +RO
xabcdefghy

31...! h4!

A nice if unnecessary trick shot, leading to mate in 13!

32.£ xh4 | £8+ 33.E f4 £ h5+
0-1

(8) Caruana, F. (2770) - Macieja, B. (2614) B48
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio Hotel (5), 04.07.2012  (Jacob Aagaard)

l.e4 c5 2.0 3 6 3.d4 cxd4 4.0 xd4 @ c6 5.8 c3 £ ¢7 6.¥e3 a6 7.£ d2 @ £6 8.0-0-0 ¥e7 9.£3 0-0 10.g4 b5
11.g5 2 h5 12.¢ bl

XHHHY

8r+l+ - trk+0
7+ - wqgpvlpzppO
6p+n+p+ - +0

5tp+ - + - zPn0
4- + - sNP+ - +0
3+ - sN vLP+ - O
2PzPPwWQ- + - zPO
1+K+R+L+RO
xabcdefghy

12...0 xd4”?
This is a novel approach.

The main line has for some time been 12...8 5 13.f4 @ g4 14.e5, when equality is a bit elusive. 14..¥b7 (14...b42!
15.0 ¢4 ¥b7 16.¥g2 d6 17.1 f6+! ¥xf6 18.¥xb7 £ xb7 19.exf6? Quesada Perez - Laznicka, Havana 2012.) 15.] gl
a xe3 (15...b4 16.] xg4 bxc3 17.£ xc3 £ xc3 18.bxc3 | fc8 19.c4 g6 20.¢ al | ab8 21.} bl d6 22.¥e2 @ g7 23| ggl
dxe5 24.fxe5) 16.£xe3 b4 (16..g6 17.¥g2 ¥xg2 18.] xg2 d5 19.exd6 £xd6 20.8f5 £c5 21.8 xe7+ £ xe7
22.} gd22 N. Kosintseva - Munguntuul, Nalchik 2011.) 17.9 e4 ¥xe4 18.£ xe4 with two branches:



Xy

8r+ - + - trk+0
7+ - wqgpVvlpzppO
6p+ - +p+ - +0
5+ - + - zP- zPnO
4- zp- sNQzP- +0
3+ - +-+-+-0
2PzPP+ - + - zPO
1+K+R+LtR - 0
xabcdefghy

a) 18...d5 19.exd6! (19.£ e3? g6 20.¥e2 0 g73 Inarkiev - Movsesian, Rogaska Slatina 2011.) 19...¥xd6 20.£52 exf5
21.8xf5 | fe8 22.£ 3 ¥ 52 23.] g4lt Motylev - Laznicka, Poikovsky 2011.

b) Believe in the classics. Black's best chance probably arises after 18...g6!1? 19.¥¢2 @ g7+ Erdogdu - Miladinovic,
Skopje 2002. It would have been interesting to see what the opening expert Motylev had prepared here. 20.h4
(20.£d3 ¥c5 21.) gel | ac8 22.8 b3 | fd8 23.8 xc5 £ xc5 24.] d2 d6 25.exd6 @ 5 26.d7 | ¢7 27.£xa6 | dxd7
28.1 edl | d5) 20...d5 21.£ d3 ¥¢5 22.h5 | £c8 23.] cl

13.£ xd4 g6
13...} d8 14.£ b6 £ xb6 15.¥xb6 ¥xg5 16.] gl ¥e7 17.¥xd8 ¥xd8

Xy

8r+l+ - trk+0
7+ - wqgpvlp+p0
6p+ - +p+p+0
5+p+ - + - zPnO
4- + - wQP+- +0
3+ - sN vLP+ - O
2PzPP+ - + - zPO
1+K+R+L+R0
xabcdefghy

14.£ d2N

I find it hard to believe that this slow manoeuvre is going to put Black theoretical problems, but of course there
are some practical problems to pay attention to. 14.¥h3 b4 (14...0 {4 15.¥g4 @ g2 16.¥cl ¥c5 17.£d3) 15.0¢2
(15.18 a41?) 15...d5 16.exd5 | d8 17.£ b6 £ xb6 18.¥xb6 | xd5 19.] xd5 exd5 20.¥ g4 with two choices:

a) 20..¥d6 21.¥xh5 (21.} d1 ¥xg4 22.fxg4 | €8 23.0 c1 @ f4) 21...gxh5 22.} d1 ¥xh2 23.] xd5 ¥b7 24.] d3 | €8
25.8 cl h4

b) 20...8 g7 lead to equal chances in Saric - Movsesian, Porto Carras 2011.



14...] d8!?
I do not particularly like the rook here, as there are later problems with ¥b6. But it has its plusses as well.

14...; b8! is probably an improvement here. Black awaits 15.£ {2, against which he can play 15...¥b7= with the
idea of ...b4 and ...d5.
Perhaps White should prefer 15.19 €2 intending 15...d5 16.8 g3 @ g7 17.e5.

15££2! b8 16¥d3

White has seemingly not achieved much, but Black is not forced to come up with a plan.

Xy

8- tritr - +k+0
7+ - wqgpvlp+p0
6p+ - +p+p+0
S5+p+ - + - zPnO
4- + - +P+ - +0
3+ - sNLvVLP+ - O
2PzPP+ - wQ zPO
1+K+R+ - +RO
xabcdefghy

16...d5!

The only move that makes sense out of the last few Black moves.
16...; f8 is a Houdini suggestion. The point is to play ...¥b7 and then ...} fc8.

17.exd5 b4!
17...exd5 18.14?

18.d6!?
I think Black would have found it harder to meet 18.2 a4 | xd5 19.f4, although after 19...e5 20.fxe5 ¥e6 21.b3
| xe5 22.¥b6 £ ¢6 23.h4 his position is only marginally worse.

18...; xd6 19.8 €4 | d7 20.] hel ¥b7
20...a f41? makes sense too. Get the bad knight to d5 and let it control the board.

21.¥b6 ££422.h4 | c823.b3 ¥18 24.¥d4
Black is ok, but he cannot really do much. The same is the case with his opponent. The important thing is
therefore not to hang anything.



XHHHITY

8- +r+ - vlk+0
7+l+r+p+p0

6p+ - +p+p+0

5+ - + - + - zPnO
4- zp- vLNwg- zPO
3+P+L+P+ - 0
2P+P+ - wQ +0
1+K+RtR - +- 0
xabcdefghy

24...) cd8?
But this is exactly what Black starts to do!

24...; d512= is a pleasant looking non-doing sort of move, which covers the c5-square as a bonus.

25 ¥ 16! ¥e7

Black should maybe consider the exchange sacrifice 25...¥xe4!? 26.¥xd8 ¥xd3 27.| xd3 | xd3 28.cxd3 £ d62?,
where Black can fight for a draw with a real chance of success.

26¥xe7 | xe7
Xy
8- + - tr - +k+0
7+l+ - trp+p0
6p+ - +p+p+0
5+ - +- + - zPnO
4- zp- +Nwq - zPO
3+P+L+P+ - 0
2P+P+ - wQ +0
1+K+RtR - +- 0
xabcdefghy

27.£ b62!

This shows how difficult chess is. White wins a pawn and gets winning chances. Of course the Italian no. 1 goes
for it. But actually there was a much stronger move:

27 ¥xa6!!'t The b4-pawn is still exposed after this blow. The main point to it is that 27...} xd1+ 28.] xdl ¥xa6?
fails to 29.; d8+ € g7 30.£ d4+ 6 31.] d7! with mate in not too many moves.

27...! ed7?
A further blunder; one mistake is a rare sight, they usually travel in pairs.



27...£ c7 was necessary. After 28.£ xb4 | ed7 White has won a pawn, but still have some structural problems.
Winning this is not going to be easy; for example: 29.¥¢2 ¥xe4 30.fxe4 | xd1+ 31.} xd1 | xd1+ 32.¥xdl @ g3

33.¢ b2 £ f42
XY
8- + - tr- +k+0
7+|+r+p+p0
6pwQ- +p+p+0
5+ - +- + - zPn0
4- zp- +Nwq - zPO
3+P+L+P+ - 0
2P+P+ -+ - 40
1+K+RtR - +- 0
xabcdefghy

28.a ¢5!

White just wins material. What did Black miss?

28..¥xf3 29.0 xd7 | xd7 30.! f112
Even simpler was 30.¥e2! on account of 30...] xd1+ 31.} xd1! ¥xe2 32.] d8+ ¢ g7 33.£ ¢5 with mate.

30...£ g3 31.} d2 e5 32.£ xb4 ¥ g4 33.¥c4
1-0

(9) Kotronias, V (2595) - Kapnisis, S (2480) C78
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio Hotel (7.2), 05.07.2012 ( John Shaw)

l.ed e5 2.0 f3 0 c6 3.¥b5 a6 4.¥a4 0 {6 5.0-0 b5 6.¥b3 ¥c5 7.a4 ¥b7 8.d3 d6 9.0 c3 @ a5 10.¥a2 b4

11.0 e2
XY
8r+ - wqgk+ - trO
7+lzp - +pzpp0
6p+ - zp- sn- +0
5sn- vl- zp- +- 0
4Pzp - +P+ - +0

3+ - +P+N+ -0
2LzPP+NzPPzPO
1tR- vLQ+RmMK - 0O
xabcdefghy

11...b3



A common idea in various lines, but in this case I don't believe Black gets enough compensation.

Black has various alternatives, but one sensible option is 11...| b8 planning to meet 12.c3 with 12...b3.

12.¥xb3 o xb3 13.cxb3 0-0
13..h6 avoids the nasty pin that occurs in the game, but I sdll prefer White. For example: Hagarova —
Skripchenko, Halle 1995, continued 14.2 g3 0-0 15.¥e3 ¥xe3 16.fxe3?

14.¥ g5 h6 15.¥h4 g52!

Black is unafraid, but maybe he should be. However, the pin was a major irritation.

XY
8r+ - wg trk+0
T+lzp - +p+ -0
6p+ - zp- sn- zpO
5+ - vl- zp- zp- O
4P+ - +P+ - vLO
3+P+P+N+ -0
2- zP- +NzPPzPO
1tR- +Q+RmK - 0
xabcdefghy

16.2 xg5!

White will immediately have three pawns for the piece, plus a vicious pin, a beautiful outpost for the knight on
f5 and an exposed king to fire at. It should be enough...

16...hxg5 17 ¥ xg5

A major decision point for Black.

17...d5
This feels right. 17...¢ g7 is also plausible, heading for g6, but Black is struggling to hang on.

18.0 g3 £ d6?

Unpinning but now Black loses by force. A tougher defence was 18...¥¢e7, for example: 19.0 {5 (19.41? ¥¢8
20.fxe5 @ g4) 19..¥c8 20.0 xe7+ £ xe7 Now White has various ways to grab more material but the black king is
less likely to get quickly mated. One good way to start is 21.£ clz

19.} cll+-

All the action seemed to be on the kingside, but Kotronias plays across the whole board. Black's pawn sac on
move 11 opened the c-file which is now highly relevant, much more so than the weakness of White's doubled
b-pawns.

19...¥b6
This bishop is performing a vital role pinning the f2-pawn (thus stopping £2-f4) and defending the ¢7-pawn.
When one notes that this double role is only possible from b6, an idea springs to mind...



Xy

8r+ - + - trk+0
7+lzp - +p+ - O
6pvl - wg sn- +0
5+ - +pzp - vL- O
4P+ - +P+ - +0
3+P+P+ - sN O
2- zP- + - zPPzPO
1+ - tRQ+RmMK - 0
xabcdefghy

20.a5!

A clever deflection. To end the game White just needs to get one of his rooks near the enemy king, and there are
various ways to do that. For example: 20.0 512 £e6 21.¥xf6 £ xf6 22.£ g4+ ¢ h7 23.d4! Planning | c3-h3.
23..¥xd4 24.) xc7+-

20...¥xa5
Also hopeless is 20...¥a7 as c7 eventually drops after: 21.0 f5 £ ¢6 22.¥x{6 £ xf6 23.£ g4+ ¢ h8 24.£ h5+ ¢ ¢8
25.) xc7

21.a {5 £ e6 22.¥ xf6 £ x{6 23.£ g4+ ¢ h8
Of course 23...£ g6 allows 24.0 e7+.

XY

8r+ - + - tr- mkO
7+lzp - +p+ - O
6p+ - +- wg +0
5vl - +pzpN+ - O
4- + - +P+Q+0
3+P+P+ -+-0
2- zP- + - zPPzPO
1+ - tR- +RmK- 0O
xabcdefghy

24.f4!

Black resigned, as he has no answer to | f3-h3, and White has other threats also. 24.f4 £ g6 fails simply to
25.£ h4+ € g8 26.0 ¢7+.
1-0



Puzzle Section

(1) Vlahos, K (2243) - Hadzimanolis, A (2290)

A34

40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio

Hotel (3.14), 01.07.2012

XY

8r+lwg - trk+0
/zp- + - zppt+ - O
6- +- + - +p+0
5+psnN+ - sN O
4- +L+P+ - +0
3+ - +-+-+-0
2Pvl - + - zPP+0
1tR- +Q+K+RO
xabcdefghy

White to play

(2) Videnova, I (2313) - Socko, M (2484) C11
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio

Hotel (3.3), 01.07.2012

XY

8- trlwg - trk+0
7zp- + - vl- zpp0O
6- snnsNp+ - +0
5+ - +pzP - vL- O
4- +pzP - + - +0
3+ - +- +N+ -0
2PzPPwQ- +PzPO0
1+ - mKR+L+RO
xabcdefghy

Black to play

(3) Kalaitzoglou, P (2154) - Nikolaidis, I (2557)

B17

40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio

Hotel (3.3), 01.07.2012
XY
8- +- +- +- 40
7+ - +-+-+-0
6- +- +- +p+0
5+ - vl- +p+p0
4- zp- +pzP - zPO
3+P+ - mk zP- O
2P+ - +L+ - +0
1+ - +- 4K+ -0
xabcdefghy

White to play

(4) Guramishvili, S (2408) - Sarandos, V (2241)
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio

Hotel (2.11), 01.07.2012

Xy

8- trl+ - trk+0
7+ - +n+psnp0
6p+ - +p+p+0

5+ - zp- + - zPPO
4- + - +N+ - +0
3wgL+ - zPN+ - O
2P+QzP - zP- +0
1tR- + - mK +RO
xabcdefghy

White to play



(5) Zawadzka - Papadopoulou

40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio

Hotel (3.2), 01.07.2012

Xy
8r+ - +r+k +0
7+lwqgnvilpzpp0

6p+ - +p+ - +0
5+ - zppzP- +- 0
4- + - + - zP- +0
3+PsNL+ - +- 0
2PvLP+Q+PzPO

1+ - + - tRR+KO
xabcdefghy

White to play

(6) Socko, M (2484) - Moser, E (2469) A84
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio

Hotel (6.3), 04.07.2012

XY

8- +- + - tr- mkO
/+-tr-+-2zp- 0
6- + - zp- + - zp0
5+p+P+P+ -0
4- zP- wQnzP wq0
3+ - +-tR- +-0
2- VLR+ - + - zPO
1+ - +- +- mK O
xabcdefghy

Black to play

(7) Miton, K (2622) - Kapnisis, S (2480) E16
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio

Hotel (6.2), 04.07.2012

XY

8r+ - + - tr- +0
7+l+ - wgp mkpO
6p+ - zp- snp+0
5+pzpPsn - + - 0
4- + - +P+ - wQO
3+ - sN +- zP- 0
2PzP - sN zPLzPO
1+ - +RtR - mK O
xabcdefghy

White to play



Solutions to Puzzles

(1) Vlahos, K (2243) - Hadzimanolis, A (2290) A34
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio Hotel (3.14), 01.07.2012

18.a f6+! Threatening ¥xf7+. 18.8 xf71? ¢ xf7 19.] h7+ ¥g7 20.£ 3+ ¢ 8 21.£¢3 £d6!2 18...¢ g7 18..¥xf6

19.¥xf7+
XUy
8r+lwg - tr- +0
7zp- + - zppmk- O
6- + - + - SNp+O
5+psn - +- sN O
4- +L+P+ - +0
3+ - +-4+-+-0
2Pvl - + - zPP+0
1tR- +Q+K+RO
xabcdefghy

19.2 h5+!! gxh5 19...¢ h8 20.2 xf7+; 19...¢ g8 20.¥x{/+ 20.£ xh5 £ b6 21.£ h7+ ¢ {6 22.£ h6+ ¢ €5 23.0 {3+
1-0

(2) Videnova, I (2313) - Socko, M (2484) C11
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio Hotel (3.3), 01.07.2012

14...c3! The game continued 14...0 a4? 15.¥xe7 £ xe7 16.b3? and 1-0 on move 48.

Xy

8- trlwq - trk+0
7zp- + - vl- zppO
6- snnsNp+ - +0
5+ - +pzP - vL- O
4- + - zP- + - +0
3+ - zp- +N+ - O
2PzPPwQ- +PzPO
1+ - mKR+L+RO
xabcdefghy

15.bxc3 (* 15.£ €3 cxb2+—+) 15...¥xd6 16.¥xd8 16.exd6 £ xd6—+ 16...¥a3+ 17.C bl o c4+ 18.¢ al ¥b2+
19.¢ bl @ a3#

(3) Kalaitzoglou, P (2154) - Nikolaidis, I (2557) B17
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio Hotel (3.3), 01.07.2012

White to play and draw, but how? In the game he faltered:



55.%d12 55.¢ el! ¥d4 56.¢ 1 ¥c3 57.¥d1 ¢ d2 58.¥€2 3 59.¥a6=55...¢C d2 56.¥ €2

XY
8- +-+-+- 40
7+ - +- +- +-0
6- +- + - +p+0
5+ - vl- +p+p0
4- zp- +pzP - zPO
3+tP+ - +-zP- 0O
2P+ - mkL+ - +0
1+ - +- 4K+ - 0
xabcdefghy

56.. ¥ gl 57.¥ c4 ¥h2 57...e31? 58.¥{7 €3 0-1

(4) Guramishvili, S (2408) - Sarandos, V (2241) Al1l
40th Greek Team Championship 2012 Porto Rio Hotel (2.11), 01.07.2012

White is obviously better, but what is the most convincing way to proceed?
208 5! f5 21.m ¥ a -1 a i £
27.E -0

( Zawadzka, - ,

,01.07.2012
’ XY
8r+ - +r+k+0
7+lwgnvlpzppO0

6pt+ - +- +- +0
5+ - zppzPp + - 0
4- + - +- +- +0
3+PsNL+ - +- 0

2PVLP+Q+PzP0
1+ - + - tRR+KO
xabcdefghy
! £ ¢ o ¥ £
£ - ¥ a 18.¥% a
! L ¥ ¥ o ¥ £d3 o ¥ ¥ £
¥ o o ¥ LE Ly L E £



