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Chess Canada

Chess Canada (CCN) is the elec-
tronic newsletter of the Chess
Federation of Canada. Opinions
expressed in it are those of the
credited authors and/or editor,
and do not necessarily reflect
hose of the CFC, its Governors,
agents or employees, living or
dead.

subscriptions
CCN is distributed by email to
CFC members who have submit-
ted their email address to the
CFC:

admin@chess.ca

submissions

CCN is looking for contributions:
tournament reports, photos, an-
notated games. For examples,
see thisissue or read the 2013.06
Appendix for other ideas.

suggestions

If you have an idea for a story you

would like to write, email me:
cfc_newsletter_editor@chess.ca

- John Upper
editor Chess Canada

Chess Canada
2016 Olympiad
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Cover: Crystal Palace

Baku’s Crystal Palace is lit up in the Stars and
Stripes after the USA wins its first
Men’s Olympiad in decades.

photo: Paul Truong

CONTENTS

* 140 pages: the biggest issue
of Chess Canada ever!

* 100% Baku Chess Olympiad

e Featuring:

e Victor Plotkin’s detailed
Captain’s report

e Aris Marghetis’s colourful
behind-the-scenes report

 annotations from Bareey,
Hansen, Le Siege, Krnan,
Yuan and Zhou

* 45 annotated games

* 94 photos

318 diagrams

* PGN with all annotations+3

o chapter titles on the left are clickable, as are
page numbers (which return to this page)
¢ some photos are clickable, including the
interviews; and the one beiow, which takes
ou to the wonderful opening ceremony
rom Baku’s 2015 European Games. Why is it
called the “Land of Fire”? Click and watch.



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=nUi1_bGiJSg
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squares next to

e simple calculation exercises
went badly wrong.

e variation-rich middlegames

e moments when one player
each diagram indicate the player

to move.

The . and

Solutions appear in the game anal-
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ysis in this month’s CCN, in the red

diagrams in the reports named
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What happens after ..

see: Men’s Team
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tions usually feature significantly
more analytical commentary than

under the diagram. Critical pos-
the rest of the game.
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What happens after 52...2c7+

53.2c4?.

Hb4. White's pieces are as well placed
as they're going to get, but how

Ec4 or ..
see: Women'’s Team

What's better: ..

Black has a strong but very hard

to see combo.
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can he turn that into something
when Black is so solid?
Black has just pushed her

passed pawn with ...b4.
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Baku: the

Baku, Azerbaijan |

e “Land of Fire” named for natu-
ral gas that seeps and burns.

e oil-rich capital on Caspian Sea.

e Kasparov’s home town, but
he’s now a local semi-pariah.

42" Olympiad |

e Sept. 1-13, 2016
e 11 round Swiss:
e 170 teams in the Open
e 134 teams in the Women's
e TC:40/90 +G/30 + 30s
e not enough to complain about!

Top Teams |

1. USA first non-boycotted Olym-
piad win since 1937.

Ukraine (behind USA on TB)
Russia

India (TB)

Norway (TB)

e wN

=

China Defeated Russia in the
last round to win the Women’s
Olympiad for the first time.
Poland, with the better TB than
Ukraine

Russia (TB)

India (TB)

e wN

least you should know

Canadian Men: 11t

GM Evgeny Bareev
GM Anton Kovalyov
GM Alex Le Siege
GM Eric Hansen (+8 =2 -1)
IM Tomas Krnan (+4 =1 -0)
Captain: FM Victor Plotkin
Ranked 25"  Finished: =11-23"

(+3 =3 -4)
(+6 =4 -0)
(+4 =1 -3)

Canadian Women: 39

FM Qiyu Zhou (+3 =3 -4)
WIM Yuanling Yuan  (+7 =3 -0)
WFM Alexandra Botez (+2 =2 -4)
Lali Agbabishvili (+4 =3 -2)
Maili-Jade Ouellet (+5=0-2)
Captain: IM Aman Hambleton
Ranked 40"  Finished: =30-42"

Bd. Title

by the editor

10 Notable Facts

. Canadian Men: Board 1 in

final round (11*" on TB).

. Anton Kovalyov: Silver medal

on board 2.

. Yuanling Yuan: best % score

on board 2.

. Eugenio Torre, 64-year-old

Philippine GM, crushed his 23"
Olympiad: played every round,
scored +9 =2 -0, TPR of 2813,
board 3 bronze medal.

. Armenia did not play, citing

player security due to a politi-
cal disupte with Azerbaijan.

. Anand did not play, once again

leaving India (4™) without its
strongest player.

7. Ivanchuk did not play: the
#33-ranked player in the world
opted for a checkers tournament
instead of playing for Ukraine
(2™ on TB).

8. Judit Polgar was Captain of Hun-
gary’s Open Team.

9. Swedish Family-Team GM Juan
Bellon Lopez was Captain of the
Swedish Women’s team, his wife
Pia Cramling was board 1 and
daughter Anna was board 5.

10. Phil Haley — organizer, play-
er, International Arbiter, Olym-
piad official — was made a FIDE
Honorary Member, joining long-
time contributors as Max Euwe,
Victor Kortchnoi, Arpad Elo, and
John Prentice.

1 Bareev Evgeny

2|GM | Kovalyov Anton 2617
3|GM |Le Siege Alexandre |2512
41GM |Hansen Eric 2582
5 Krnan Tomas

1 Zhou Qiyu

2|WIM ([Yuan Yuanling 2205 :

3|WFM |Botez Alexandra 2092 0|% O(%|0 0 1130 1881
4 Agbabishvili Lali

5 Ouellet Maili-Jade
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Best Canadian Olympiad?

Was 2016 the best Canadian Olym-
piad result ever?

This article looks at four
ways to consider the question: fi-
nal rank, game score %, match
score %, and performance rating.

Einal.Rank

In 2016, the Canadian Men fin-
ished 11*". Canada has finished 11t
or higher at four other Olympiads:
8™ in 1976, 9" in 1980, 11* in 1970
and 1978.

StSHaitas1976

Canada’s highest-ever finish was
8" in 1976 in Haifa Israel; scoring
32/56 game points, only 1 point
out of 4" overall.

But the Soviet bloc boycot-

= ted that Olympiad, which had only

48 teams, down from 75 in the
previous Olympiad. It's not only
the numbers but the quality of the
teams that was down. To give an
idea of what difference it made: if
the same countries had also boy-
cotted the 1978 Olympiad, then
teams from Hungary (1%), the So-
viet Union (2"¢), Romania (6%), and

Poland (8") would not have attend-
ed; and instead of finishing 11",
the vacuum would have pulled the
Canadian team up to 7. The USA
won in 1976, but even most Ameri-
can commentators put an asterisk
next to that one.

Conclusion: big fish, small pond.

gihEMAIta1980

Canada finished 9™ out of 81 at the
1980 La Valetta Olympiad in Malta.

Final standings were based
on game score and Canada scored
32 game points; that compares
to 39 for top teams from the So-
viet Union and Hungary, but only
3 points behind bronze medalists
USA, with 35 points.

Thatis less impressive than it
sounds once you see how they did
it: Canada did not play any of the
top 7 teams, and it won only one
match against a team that finished
in the top 25 (Argentina, 2%5-1% in
the 14th round). Canada was held
to draws by #51 Scotland, and by
#31 Switzerland and #32 Colombia.

Conclusion: rank flatters results.

i

1S je'sent197.0

Canada finished 11*", but the fomat
was very different from today.

In 1970 it was a two-stage
round robin: the first stage were
10 team RRs to qualify for one of
the five group round robin finals.
Only teams that finished in the top
2 intheir preliminary RR would play
with the top teams for the medals.
Canada qualified for the top group
by finished second to Yugoslavia in
their preliminary group — partly
on the strength of a 3-1 win over
England, which was still years from
becoming a chess power.

Canada then finished sec-
ond-last in the A-group final, a 12-
team Round Robin. Canada man-
aged to draw the USA (Fischer sat
out that round) but won only two
matches, both by the minimum 2%-
1% score, and those were against
other bottom-dwellers.

Conclusion: Good preliminary, but
a poor final against contenders.

1

g151H0
Aires¥1'97:8

Canada scored 32 game points to
finish in a tie for 7*-11*" and 11" on
tie-break in 1978. That was only 3
points out of the bronze medal po-
sition, and only 1 point out of 4.
Canada played six of the top
eight teams: #2 Soviet Union (1-3),
#3 USA (1-3); #5 Israel (175-2%); #6
Romania (2%5-1%); #7 Denmark (%-
3%); #8 Poland (2-2). That’s 3/12
match points and 8%/24 (35.4%)
game points. Against top-9 teams
the 2016 team scored 0/6 match
points, 4%/12 (37.5%) game points.
In 1978, Peter Biyiasas won
the silver medal on board 2, and
Lawrence Day and Leon Piasetski
were 5th best on boards 3 and 4.

Conclusion: comparable to 2016.

The 2016 game score of 69.3% (+25
= 11 -8) is slightly higher than the
previous best of 68.2% (+24 =12
-8) from 2008, the only two times
Canada has scored more than 60%
in a non-B group final.

Conclusion: 2016 best by a hair.




Match.Roint.%

Olympiads have been run with
varying numbers of matches, rang-
ing from 22, to the most common
14, to the current 11; so the only
sensible way to compare them is
by percentages.

In 2016, Canada's match
score was 15/22 = 68.18%.

Thatis behind only the 73.8%
from the B-group final in 1972.
Clearly, a B-final % is not compa-
rable to the current Open format
where no team can avoid the best
opponents.

The 1990 and 2008 teams
scored only slightly worse than the
2016 team — 64% and 63% — so-
let’s look at them.

were demolished 0-4 by Colombia
and 0)2-3% by Sweden, with only
Nickoloff preventing a white wash.

1990=Novi:Sad

Canada finished 30" out of 108
teams, with 31/56 game points

=,
—= = (8 points behind the winners and

4% points off the podium). Their
18/28 = 64.29% match score was
only slightly worse than the 2016
team's match score %.

Butagain, acloserlook shows
this was not nearly as impressive a
performance: in 1990 Canada won
only 1 match against a top 40 team
(Israel, 2%-1% in round 3), and

2008 Dre'sden

A closer comparison is with the
2008 team, which scored 14/22 =
63.63% match points.

That 2008 team finished
=18-28™, but was 28th (last in their
score group) on tie-break. That
poor tie-break is because in 2008
Canada played only one team
among the top 40 finishers (#18 In-
dia, losing 2%:-1% in the first round).
Worse, Canada lost to 85' finisher
Irag, and only drew with #106 Ye-
men. So although the match score
% was close to the 2016 team, the
2008 result looks much worse.

20 1'6==B ku

In 2016, Canada won three
matches against teams finishing
in the top 25, and lost only three
matches, each one to a top-10
team, and each by the minimum
1%-2% score: gold medalists (USA),
silver medalists (Ukraine), and #9
(England).

Conclusion: 2016 was best result
in terms of match % and results.

Performance
Rating

The table of individual results on
the next page tells you all you
need to know: all five members
of the 2016 Canadian Olympiad
team had performances among
the best 15 ever, including the best
(Kovalyov) and the second best
(Hansen).

To put it another way: the
the worst TPR on the 2016 team
would have been the 9% best in Ca-
nadian history... if it hadn't been
for the excellent results of his oth-
er four teammates! As it is, Alex’s
TPR is "only" the 13" best in Cana-
dian history.

Conclusion: by far the best TPR.

Conclusion

By almost every metric the 2016
Olympiad Team had the best re-
sults ever, but the 1978 team is
comparable: they played a more
difficult set of opponents, but
scored slightly worse. Both teams
won silver medals on board 2.

i
Strategy

Link
http://www.olimpbase.org/teams/can_
tea.html
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Best Individual Results

Highest TPR Men Olympiad Board
1 2852 Anton Kovalyov 2016 2
2 2738 Eric Hansen 2016 4
3 2682 Kevin Spraggett 2000 2
4 2670 Anton Kovalyov 2014 1
5 2646 Eric Hansen 2012 4
6 2638 Mark Bluvshtein 2004 3
7 2634 Tomas Krnan 2016 5
8 2614 Yan Teplitsky 2002 4
9 2607 Peter Biyiasas 1976 1
10 2597 Evgeny Bareev 2016 1
11 2588 Thomas Roussel-Roozmon 2010 2
12 2587 Eric Hansen 2014 2
13 2585 Alexandre Le Siege 2016 3
14 2583 Jean Hébert 1982 3
15 2576 Mark Bluvshtein 2010 1
Highest TPR Women Olympiad Board
1 2355 Yuanling Yuan 2016 2
2 2328 Nava Starr 1994 1
3 2284 Yuanling Yuan 2014 1
4 2271 Yuanling Yuan 2010 1
5 2236 Nava Starr 2002 1
6 2234 Manon Léger 1996 3
7 2230 Nava Starr 1992 1
8 2216 Céline Roos 1988 2
9 2211 Nava Starr 1976 2
10 2192 Dina Kagramanov 2002 2

Gold

Board 2
Board 2

1984 Celine Roos
1976 Nava Starr

1958 Frank Anderson* Board 2
1954 Frank Anderson*  Board 2
1939 Daniel Yanofsky* Board 2

Silver

2016 Anton Kovalyov Board 2
2000 Kevin Spraggett Board 2
1978 Peter Biyiasas Board 2

*You'd think this would be simple, but...
e early Olympiads did not award medals.
e later, medals went only to players in
the A-Group Final.
e medals have been awarded for points
and (today’s standard) best Elo TPR.
* here, * = best %, but not A-Finalist.
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It is not easy to write about such
a successful event, probably the
best one | have ever participat-
ed as a player or as a captain. |
will try to express my personal
thoughts and opinions in chron-
ological order, before and during
the Olympiad.

Somewhere during my first
Olympiad in 2012 in Istanbul, we
got informed that Baku was se-
lected to host the tournament in
2016. | remember that | thought
it would be extremely unlikely to
serve as a captain 3 consecutive
times. | was not sure if | really
wanted it or needed it.

| was in Azerbaijan only once
before, in 1982, also for a chess
tournament. That time Azer-
baijan was a part of the Soviet
Union. The traditional “White
Rook” school tournament was
organized in a small town 300
km from Baku. With 18 teams —
one from each republic, an extra
team from Russia and separate

teams from Moscow and Len-
ingrad — our school from Len-
ingrad (now Saint Petersburg)
finished 2nd, which counted as a
big accomplishment at the time.
Luck is always in my favour when
| am in Azerbaijan.

Upon reflection, | remembered
that the organization of that
tournament was at a very high
level. | was sure that the Olym-

* by FM Victor Plotkin+

piad in Baku would also be well-
organized. Interestingly, 30 years
ago Azerbaijan was not a strong
team: usually ranked around
10th place among Republics
of USSR. Since then, they have
made huge progress, mainly
because of Gary Kasparov, who
was born in Baku, and now they
are second by rating, behind
only Russia, but above Ukraine
and Armenia. The huge popular-

10

ity of chess in Azerbaijan, com-
bined with a traditional eastern
hospitality promised a high level
of organization and they did not
disappoint.

Two years ago, the addition of
Anton Kovalyov made a signifi-
cant impact on our team. Now
it was Evgeny Bareev’s turn to
make us stronger. Canada would
have been ranked around 50th
without Bareev and Kovalyov,
but with them we were in the
top-30 this Olympiad. Being an
attractive target for immigration
from the former Soviet Union
definitely helps!

To be honest, | felt slightly un-
comfortable to be the captain
for Evgeny Bareev, who has huge
experience not only as a player,
but also as a coach and a cap-
tain. As a player Evgney won
four Olympiad gold medals (with
the USSR in 1990, with Russia in
1994, 96 and '98), and he was
Kramnik’s second in the histori-
cal 2000 World Championship



match against Kasparov, a
match which completely
changed the modern chess
history.

Evgeny had played just
2 tournaments in the last 5
years, but was able to main-
tain his very high rating of
2660+. Obviously, it was too
optimistic to expect that at
age of 50 Evgeny would sig-
nificantly improve his rating
at the Olympiad. However,
his addition made our team
much better. Thanks to Evg-
eny, we successfully col-
laborated during the Olym-
piad. He had an important
role to create a positive at-
mosphere for our team.

Our other two GMs, Anton
Kovalyov and Eric Hansen,
represented Canada in the
previous Olympiad. Anton
was great on 1st board 2
years ago with a stunning
2700 performance, prob-
ably the highest ever for
Canadian player (I do not
count this Olympiad.) Eric
was the only player who
survived from the 2012 Ca-

IFfeltislightly;uncomfortable tolbe
thelcaptainifor Evgeny/Bareev

nadian team. Eric,
who was very suc-
cessful in the 2012
Olympiad,  per-
formed close to
his 2580 rating in
2014.

who has huge experience not only as a
player, but also as a coach and a captain.

Neither Anton nor
Eric improved their
rating since Tromso,
which was a disap-
pointment for me.
They also did not play
much in 2016 prior
to the Olympiad. The
main reason for my
optimism about An-
ton was his ability to
play better in impor-
tant  tournaments.
While he often loses
rating points in some
random  American
events, he performs
much stronger in
tournaments like the
World Cup (he ad-
vanced to 3rd round
last year), Pan-Amer-
ican championships
(twice qualified to
World Cup), or the

11

Olympiad. The main question
about Eric for me as a captain
was if he will be hungry, like in
2012, or not-so-hungry, like in
2014. Now we all know the an-
swer, but as of a few months ago
it was absolutely unclear to me.

Tomas Krnan deserved the spot
in the Canadian Team by winning
the Canadian Closed last year.
Tomas won his last round game
with Black against tournament
leader IM Leonid Gerzhoy. As a
result, Tomas shared 1-3 place
with Hansen and Gerzhoy and
got a better tie-break thanks to
the win over Leonid (both play-
ers drew Eric). It was a very com-
plicated situation before the last
round, 5 players had a chance
to win a championship. In this
situation, Tomas’s ability to play
normally and beat a solid op-
ponent with Black should be re-
ally appreciated. Luck alone is
not enough to win such a strong
tournament. Like the other Ca-
nadian Olympians, Tomas did
not play much since 2015. Still,
| was fairly optimistic that he
would perform above his 2430
rating.




All 4 qualified players were will-
ing to play and accepted the in-
vitation. So now, it was the tradi-
tional moment for the Selection
Committee to make its decision.

Selection
Committee

Many months before the dead-
line, the decision the Selection
Committee (SC) had to make
was the only remaining ques-
tion about the Olympiad roster.
The gap between top 3 players
and the rest of the field was too
significant. All qualified players
accepted their invitations and
there were almost no rating
changes for the top Canadian
players since the 2015 Canadian
Closed.
‘ The Captain has absolutely
no impact on the choice of pick-
ing the fifth player to fit the ros-
ter. So, | waited for the end of
this process and created my own
predictions. | thought GM Bator
Sambuev was the favourite to
be selected, while Razvan Preo-
tu also had some real chances.
If | were to translate my predic-

tions into numbers, it would be
something like this: Bator - 70%,
Razvan - 25% and 5% for the rest
of the field, mostly for Alexandre
Le Siege and Nikolay Noritsyn.
Just a reminder, the FIDE rating
at that time for the players was:
Sambuev - 2540, Le Siege - 2500,
Noritsyn - 2480 and Preotu -
2460.

When the decision was
announced, | was beyond sur-
prised. To be honest, | was
shocked. Of course, | knew that
the SC is usually unpredictable. |
knew that many times in the re-
cent years, the decisions of the
SC were controversial. However,
this time it was likely the most
unpredictable decision of
the last 20 years. Thus, it
created a huge wave of
criticism of the SC in the
chess community.

After my initial dis-
appointment, | started to
re-evaluate the new situ-
ation. It did not look too
promising. Alex Le Siege
was a very talented and
strong player with a rat-
ing of almost 2600, but
that was 20 years ago.

He quit chess for more than
10 years and did not play from
2004 to 2015. | started playing
chess in Canada in 2004, where
he was already inactive, and Alex
was the only active elite Canadi-
an player | had never met up to
that point. In a few tournaments
since his great comeback, Alex
was performing of around 2300.
| saw some of his games from
that period: many blunders, and
too many losses to very low-rat-
ed opponents.

The decision of the SCis ir-
revocable, so | had no choice but
to try to find the best strategy for
our team with Le Siege. The first,
and very important, decision for

12

me as a captain was the board
order. | decided to wait with the
publication of the board order
until the last month before the
Olympiad. | was expecting more
information about the Alex’s cur-
rent shape with his performance
in other tournaments. Within
the last few months before the
Olympiad, he played only one
tournament, and it was the Que-
bec Open.

| was following the Quebec
Open, and actually found myself
in a very strange situation: | was
rooting for Alex. It clearly was a
difficult time for Alex with a lot
of negative comments on differ-
ent chess forums. | really wanted

Whenithe'decision'wasrannounced, llwasibeyond surprised:. Torberhonest, llwas shocked.


https://www.facebook.com/media/set/?set=a.1051796604905609.1073741841.731717656913507&type=1&l=a0a13f73ea

J

him to show his potential, not
only to everyone in Canadian
chess, but mainly for himself.
Hopefully, this would get back
some of his confidence.

He won the Quebec Open
with 7.5 out of 8, including 2
wins against GMs. | saw all of his
games, and | was very pleased.
Before this tournament, | was
thinking about how to minimize
the damage of the SC’s decision.
After the Quebec Open, | com-
pletely changed my approach.

4 Board Order

Two years ago | deviated from
the traditional board order
(higher-rated player plays on
a higher board) and put Sam-
buev on board 4 and Gerzhoy on

board 3, although Gerzhoy was

lower-rated than Sambuev. | had
enough reasons to do so. The
main reason was the well-known
ability that Bator had to score a
lot of points against lower-rated
opponents. The second
idea was to create more
flexibility with colour for
Bator, especially against
strong players: by plac-

ing an extra board ahead of him
there would be an extra option
each round of who to rest to give
Bator a favourable colour.

This time, | had only one
reason to switch from the tra-
ditional board order and place
Hansen on board 4 and Le Siege
on board 3. | wanted Eric to play
as many Whites as possible.
With Eric on board 3, my abil-
ity to manage the colour for him
would have been very limited,
but we had much more flexibil-
ity with him on board 4.

If team Canada plays
White, | can place the line-up of
Bareev-Kovalyov-Hansen-Krnan.
With Black on the first board,
the line-up could be Bareev-
Kovalyov-Le Siege-Hansen. In
both cases, Eric gets White. The
problem with this strategy is that
there will be a lot of Blacks for
Alex and Tomas. Their ability to
perform normally with Black is
critical. However, the main ques-
tion was: can Eric score a lot of

points with White?

| used this strategy with
Eric four years ago in Istanbul.
That time, he played White the
whole second half of the Olym-
piad. Noritsyn was playing on
board 3, and Hansen on board 4.
It worked well for both players
since Nikolay is one of the very
few Canadian players who plays
better with Black.

Usually, the White colour
is equal to around 40 extra rat-
ing points. For example, a 2500
player is supposed to score
around 50% with White against
a 2540 player and the same with
Black against a 2460 opponent.
So the gap between “White per-
formance” and “Black perfor-
mance” should be around 80
points. If a certain player “likes
White” then the gap is wider.
Among top Canadian players,
Hansen and Sambuev are better
with White, while Noritsyn and
Hambleton prefer Black.

| wanted Ericito play asimany Whitesias possible.
Tihe problem with thisi strategy’isithat there will'be

a lotiof Blacksifor Alex;and Tomas.
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Another advantage of this strat-
egy is the option for the captain
to stop it at any time. If Eric was
not scoring enough with White,
or if Le Siege/Krnan do not get
enough points with Black, | could
stop “colour managing” with
Hansen on board 4, and Le Siege
on board 3.

| exchanged emails with
Eric, and he fully accepted this
idea. | also got some positive re-
sponses from other team play-
ers. Later, | posted the board
order on the CFC cite and on
Chesstalk. As | expected, some
comments were negative, espe-
cially about Alex’s ability to play
on board 3. Obviously, | under-
stood that we were taking some
risk, but at the same time | also
saw great upside of this strategy,
and luckily it paid off.

The board order and the whole
strategy of having Eric to play
as White almost didn’t happen.
Here is the story about it.



My airplane was scheduled to
arrive at Baku after 7 PM, about
1 hour before the Captains’
Meeting, which started at 8:30
PM. | attended the Captains’
Meeting on 2 previous Olympi-
ads. Organizers use this meeting
to announce the rules. During
the meeting, the captains are
provided the “Fixed Board Or-
der” and get the password for
submitting the day-by-day team
composition. Unlike the Opening
Ceremony, the Captains’ Meet-
ing is rather short, and lasts only
about 45 minutes.

Every round, except the last one,
started at 3 PM, and the deadline
for submitting the line-up was
at 10 AM. If, for some reason,
the captain fails to submit the
team composition for a certain
' round or the Fixed Board Order
on time, then the “default” is
used. The “default” for the team
composition means that board 5
does not play. The “default” for
the Fixed Board Order is taken
according to the registration of

the team. In our case, this regis-
tration was sent by the CFC a few
weeks before the start of the
tournament. In this registration
we followed FIDE ratings and so
Hansen was ahead of Le Siege. |
had to go to the Captains Meet-
ing to change it or our whole
board order strategy could not
work.

| realized that | could miss
the Captains’ Meeting with the
delay of my airplane. A few days
before departure, | sent an email
to the Women’s Team Captain,
Aman Hambleton, and asked him
to submit the Fixed Board Order
for our National Team if | were
to miss the Captains’ Meeting. |
also sent a copy of this email to
Canadian FIDE Representative
Hal Bond.

After arriving in Baku an
hour later than expected due to
delay, it was clear to me that |
was missing the Captains’ Meet-
ing. Upon arrival, | immediately
switched on my cellphone and
checked my emails. One of them
was from Canadian Women’s

Aman had missed: his first flight!

Team player Alexandra Botez:
Aman had missed his first flight!
This was devastating news
because | thought that | wouldn’t
be able to submit the board or-
der that | spent weeks preparing.
| took a taxi to the arena, where
the Opening Ceremony and
the Captains’ Meeting were
taking place. As | expected, it
was too late and everything
was already closed. | took
another taxi to the hotel and
checked in. Ifound a lot of vol-
unteers in the lobby, but they
were unable to provide me
with any useful information.
They gave me some phone
numbers, but unfortunately it
was too late to reach anybody
from the Organizing Committee.

In the hotel, | met Alexandra
Botez and Yuanling Yuan from
the Women’s Team. They were
also unhappy with the situation
and asked me some questions
about badges and other things
that were given at the Captains’
Meeting that | missed out on. |
promised them that | would have
a team meeting for the Women'’s
Team as well. | also sent emails
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to the players of the National
Team about the team meeting.
Meetings for both teams were
arranged for 9 AM the next day.
My hope was that from 7-8 AM |
would get some help from orga-
nizers.

livelknowni\Viad for
almoesti10 years: At

nolotheritime was!
Solhappy.tolseelhim.

It was almost midnight already.
In my last attempt to get some
help, | went to the lobby again. |
saw Vlad Drkulec, the CFC Presi-
dent and the Head of Canadian
Delegation, in line for checking
in. And | was very pleased when
| saw that he was holding two
big White envelopes. | remem-
bered those envelopes. They are
distributed during the Captains’
Meeting and include all informa-
tion and, the most importantly,
the passwords.



I've known Vlad for almost 10
years. At no other time was |
so happy to see him. He and
Hal were informed that Aman
missed his flight and they de-
cided to go straight from the
airport to the Captains’ Meet-
ing before going to hotel. They
were on time and successfully
provided the Fixed Board Order
and got envelopes with badges,
passwords and other useful in-
formation. | gave a huge sigh of
relief when | realized that | was
able to get the proper board or-
der set into place.

A Good Start

Round 1:
Canada 4 - Honduras 0

After some adventures on the
arrival day, the first round went
really smoothly. The Olympiad is
paired as a swiss system, and the
first rounds always produce mis-
matches; a score of 4-0 is very
common in the 1st round and
it happens in about 75% of the
matches. We got a rather easy

opponent and everyone was
able to get good positions from
the opening, and we won 4-0.

Round 2:
Canada 4 -Tajikistan 0

Two years ago we also won 4-0
in the first round. This time,
thanks to our higher initial rank-
ing, the first round win gave us a
lower-rated opponent in the 2nd
round. Two years ago we got In-
dia.

Because our first two rounds
were easy in comparison to pre-
vious years, | was able to rest the
top players while giving our low-
er-rated teammates more games
to play. Anton did not play in the
1st round, while Evgeny did not
play against Tajikistan. It was a
somewhat risky decision to play
without the highest-rated player
inthe second round, but we were
still favourites to win the match.
Tajikistan’s top two players had a
rating a bit lower than Kovalyov
and Le Siege, but their 3rd and
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4th boards had ratings that were
approximately 300 points lower
than our 3rd and 4th boards.

Anton won a pawn in the
opening. While his game was
fairly long, computer analysis
showed that he was close to
winning the entire time. Alex
found a nice tactic and won a
central pawn and converted
very smoothly. With our expect-
ed victories on boards 3 and 4,
we won this match 4-0.

While team points are most im-
portant for the final standing,
individual points have significant
impact on it. Many participants
know about the Buchholtz sys-
tem as the most popular tie-
breaker for swiss events. The Bu-
chholtz works by using the total
number of points gained by the
opposition. However, in the
Olympiad, another system is
used, called Sonneborn-Berger.
This system works by counting
the number of the opponent’s
team’s points, multiplied by your
score against this opponent.
The first tie-break is counted as
a sum of those numbers. The
score against the worst team in
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the final standing is not counted.
In our case, usually our op-
ponent in the 1st round is the
worst team, and a score against
them is not counted for the tie-
break. Ourresultinthe 2nd round
gave us 44 points (4x11=44). Just
for comparison, our wins in later
rounds against strong teams like
Cuba or Belarus gave us fewer
points: Cuba “contributed” 42
points (3x14=42) and Belarus just
37.5 points (2.5x15=37.5). One
can see this system as a combi-
nation of the Buchholtz and indi-
vidual points. Usually, individual
points are more important for
the tie-break than Buchholtz.

Round 3:

difficult match of the Olympiad.
It was the only match we never
had any chances to win. After
only two hours it seemed like
the final match score would be
0.5-3.5. The “endgame miracle”
on board 2 gave us some hopes
for the draw, but Eric could not
create serious problems for Ni-

gel Short on
4th board.

After only two hours it seemed like the

final match score would be 0.5-3.5.

Interesting-
ly, our match
against  Eng-
land in Norway in 2014 had an
absolutely different scenario.
We got very promising positions
from the opening, but at the end
we lost 1-3. At that time, Bator’s
loss to Howell in a winning po-
sition was critical for the team.
This time, Howell’s game was
also the most interesting in the
match.

Anton got surprised in the
opening, and he spent 50 min-
utes for one move. He did not
find the best continuation and
found himself in a bad endgame.
In most cases Anton plays very
fast, but this was the first time
| ever saw him in time trouble.
Anton gave up a pawn, gained it
back and the game transposed
into the rook ending, which was
very difficult for him.

By that time, the score was
already 2-0 in favour of England,
due to our fast losses on boards
1 and 3.

Eric had a better position

on the last board, and Short
looked very unhappy. According
to the match situation, Howell
should have played safe and at-
tempted to avoid any complica-
tions because a draw in his game
guaranteed a match win for Eng-
land. Instead, he chose a risky
plan that gave Anton dangerous
counterplay. Even though Anton
and Howell were in time trouble,
Howell was the first to make a
big mistake and eventually lost
the game.

Eric drew his game, and
we lost the match 1.5-2.5, but
we gave England a good run for
its money. Two years ago, our
inability to fight in bad posi-
tions was very disappointing for
me. In Norway we lost 0.5-3.5
twice, against Brazil and India.
It was clearly different this time,
and so, despite the loss, | found
some reasons to be cautiously
optimistic going forward from
round 3.

- Victor Plotkin
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Adams,Michael (2738)
Bareev,Evgeny (2675)
C06
42nd Olympiad Baku (3.1),
04.09.2016
Notes by John Upper

A strange game. White offers
to play a gambit, Black declines
with a dubious side-line, and
White (should) have a winning
position by move 15. Adams
plays less incisively, missing sev-
eral opportunities for a winning
attack, but he is always clearly
better and wins by dominating
the light squares.

1.e4 €6 2.d4 d5 3.22d2 c5
4.@gf3 26 5.e5 Hfd7 6.c3
2c6 7.2d3

/, — /////// //////
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The game has transposed to
the Universal System of the
French Tarrasch. The critical
test used to be ...¥b6, when
White is prepared to give up the
d4-pawn for rapid development
after 7...%b6. However, White
clearly has enough comp for the
pawn, so Black has looked for
ways to avoid it:

7...f6

7...h6!? transposes to positions

more often arising from 3...h6.

7...95!? 8.h3 h5 when Black's

results have been OK.

7...g6 8.h4 h6 is recommended

by Berg in his GM Repertoire:

The French Vol.3, (Quality,

2015).

7...¥b6 8.0-0 cxd4 9.cxd4 Hxd4

10.)xd4 Wxd4 11.5f3:
Analysis Diagram

////// e
/7/:/// &
///// %

82/% % //8/8

/// ” ////
////// 2w HY
e f g

abcd

l\)OJ-b(J’lO)\IOO

—
NN

h

This is the main line of the
Korchnoi gambit, with a
position which is very similar to
the Milner—Barry gambit against
the Advance French, but here
Black's & is on d7 rather than
his £; that difference is bad for
Black, who cannot comfortably
complete development with

...\ g8-e7-c6 as in the MBG.

The following game shows just
how unpleasant Black's position

can become: 11...%b6 12.%a4
Wb4 13.Wc2 h6 (13...4¢5 is the
modern try, 14.2d2 Wa4 and
White scores well after either b3
or £xh7.) 14.£d2 Wb6 15.2ac1
£e7 16.Wa4 Wd8 17.8c2 &f8
(17...0-0 18.¥g4 with a huge
initiative.) 18.&fc1 H\b6 19.Wg4
£d7 20.£a5 Hc8 21.8xc8 £xc8
22.2b4 g6 23.Wh4 g5 24.9xg5
he8 25.84b5+ (25.8xe7! Wixe7
26.f4!+-) 25...2d7 26.29xe6! fxe6
(26...8xh4 27.0g7#) 27 . ¥h5+

¢bfg 28.2c3 Eh7 29.Wg6 Hg7
30.%xh6! £xb4 31.8g3 1-0
Kortschnoi,V-Udovcic,M
Leningrad, 1967.

8.exf6

8.%g57? was tried by Tal,

who bluffed Bronstein into
avoiding the critical (and hugely
advantageous for Black) ...fxg5.
Their game went: 8...%dxe5?!
9.dxe5 fxg5 10.Wh5+ &d7
11.0f3 g6 12.£xg6 g4 13.)g5

5 @
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Nxeb5 14.xh7 Dxg6 15.¥xg6
Le7t (Yo-Y, 34) Tal,M-
Bronstein,D Moscow, 1966.
8...fxg5! 9.Wh5+ g6:

Analysis Diagram

& x%m/ %x

6 %m%t/x/

s, A i/ﬁ/ ///// 7?

3 /é/é//

Tan B man
1% g & %z
a d e f

10.8xg6+ hxg6 11.Wxg6+
(11.%xh8 cxd4-+) 11...cbe7-+
with the critical line going:
12.9e4 Hdxe50 13.8xg5+ d7
14.9\f6+ b7 15.5)e8+ Wixe8
(15...2b8?? 16.8xd8 xg6
17.2c7#) 16.¥xe8 £97 trapping
the @1 17.£d8+ ¢bb8-+ (0-1, 34)
Rjabzev,K (2406)—-Kosyrev,V
(2537) St Petersburg, 2006.

8...2xf6 9.0-0 £d6?!
M9...cxd4 avoids the space
gaining pawn pushes and breaks
which tear apart Black's center in
this game. 10.cxd4 £d6 11.2e1%

or 11.b3%.

10.dxc5! £xc5 11.b4! 2d6
12.b5! He7 13.c4!

OTN O e

%7£%%7*% %”/
_jEamom
M% B Ron

/////////////
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Black's position is already
difficult. He lashes out, but it
does not confuse the unflappable
Adams.

13...e57?
013...0-0.

14.cxd5! Hexd5?! 15.HDed+
Good enough for a clear
advantage, but White is winning
if he switches to an attack on the
a2-g8 diagonal:

015.2c4! looks like a nearly
forced win; e.g. 15...2e6 16.4g5
(16.%b3+- is also very strong.)

16...£98 17.2b2+- | don't think
Black can survive long enough to
get his <& out of the firing lines.

15...2\xed 16.2xed Hf6
16...5)¢c3 17.9d3 Hxed 18.Wxed
W6 (18...0-0? 19.5)g5 g6
20.Wd5+ shg7 21.8b2+-)
19.£b2+.

17.295 0-0 18.2c1 We7

x/ @ /x
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/////////////

M
%ﬁ%‘%’//ﬁ /////
a b ¢ d e f 9 h
19.£xf6

19.%c2 bh8 (19...h62 20.2h7+
©h8 21.5)h4+-) 20.8xh7 e4!
21.2xf6 Wixfe 22.8xe4 £g4

looks like Black might get some
counterplay, though computers
rate White as nearly winning with
accurate defence; e.g. 23.Wb3
W4 24 BcdO £xf3 (024...2e6!
25.2d5 &xd5 26.8xf4 £xb3

18
27.8Bh4+%) 25.g30+- White gets
the piece back because of the
mate threat: 25...W%f7 26.2xf3
Wixf3 27.8h4+ mates.

19...gxf6 20.2h4 2b4

oy
////4%

////////////////
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21.8Bc4

21.8xc8! is more brutal, and

a surprising move for a player
of Adams' class to miss:
21...Bfxc8 22.5)f5+- and the ¥
is overloaded, so Black has to
give up the & to Wb3+ or an
exchange and a pawn to £xb7.

21...82a5 22.2f5 2xf5
23.8xf5 Rad8 24.%h5+ &h8
25.%h3 Ed4 26.2fc1 Efd8
27.93 Wf7 28.Exd4 exd4
29.5d1
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Material is equal, and Black has
a passed pawn, but White is
clearly better because Black's
pawn can't advance and Black is
very weak on the light squares.
Adams activates his & and the
game is over.

29...b67?!
29...2c3 30.2d3 is similar to the

30...2b4 31.2f3 Ef8 32.2f4
There's no defence to Zh4 or

axd4.

1-0

Kovalyov,Anton (2617)
Howell,David W L (2665)
D90

42nd Olympiad Baku (3.2),
04.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

A very lucky escape: White mis-
handles the early middlegame in
an anti-Grunfeld and is clearly
worse. Black trades down to a
winning Rook ending, but How-
ell grossly misplays it (in his ha-
bitual time trouble) and White
scores the win.

1.c4 Df6 2.3 g6 3.2c3

A popular anti-Grunfeld line.

3...d5
but Black insists on playing
Gruenfeld-style.

4.cxd5 Hxd5

Canada’s first-ever
all-GM Lineup

September 4, 2016

GM Evgeny Bareev
GM Anton Kovalyov
GM Alexandre Le Siege
GM Eric Hansen
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5.%b3

White has more savage options:
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5.% a4+ 2d7 6.%h4 Hxc3 7.bxc3
A cb Ya- (38) Vitiugov,N -
Svidler,P, Moscow, 2010.

5.h4 £g7 6.h5 H)c6 7.93 Lgde
(1-0, 39) Ding,L-Wei,Y Baku,
2015.

5...2b6 6.d4 297 7.2f4 2e6
8.%a3 c5!?

A good pawn sac for piece
activity. ...\c6 is also played,
but it doesn't pose the same
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challenge for White: 8...4\c6 2015. 14...fxe4 15.2g57! huge lead in development and
9.e3t. 15.2\xed4. that ought to turn into a few extra
11.2b5 pawns. (20...8e5? 21.Wd4z).
9.%xch5 11.Wa3 as in the Xiong game 15...2c4 16.£x97 xg7
9.dxc5 N4 10.Wad+ Hd7 and above and Radjabov game 20.0-0 €6 21.Hxe4 ¥b6
Black has too much activity below. 8 N H 22.82d4 ¥xb4 23.2xb4 a5
while White is too far behind in & ‘”% //// % ///// % Fy 24.2d4 Bc2 25.5\¢3 Exb2
development. 1;@062 12.£2xc6 Exc6 5 %E%% % 2/ 26.5\xd5 exd5
s A 7 )
9...5c6 10.e4 Vi, 0, R =
/ e & 8 Ee
- of W Ede V" ,g_/g//}/%/ 7 ‘/ % &
83/ ///// E 7Y TV W A 4 -
Bire /*/% '/g./ ////// 4%%% ////// /// //////// > o & K %// KAk 6 % / /‘/
////// / n s AE & & /%/ W % 5 X/ / Fy / /
6 4 /—g/ ‘ / 5 / % /% %// 1 E-é . = %E ///// / sy /
///// % 7 7 % a b ¢ d e f h 4 % ?ﬁ?
sp M // 4 @/g/% ’ X ”/ ///// v
4 /&/4 A 2@? //// B ENY White can't hold the pawn and A/w// % /
/7//// ////// Jay / 3l J% n > cal 2&?% % //é/&
3 % éﬁ % // 5 é% %/ ?/%/é;/g get his Klng to safety, so he 3 s~ -
5 é% % /é/é/é /w %/ %//// ////// ) = returns it to try to uncoordinate 1 / / AE @
& @i F 1 E% _u & Black a little.
j- I / = 8 Ol
a b ¢ d 27.a4
13...f5N 17.d5 27 HExd5 Exa2 28.Hb5 £f7-+
10...Bc8 13...Ec4 14.Wa3 &xd4 15.6)xd4 17.0-0-0?? £d3! or 17...Exf2!. pressure on f2 (and along the
10...2d7 11.Wa3 Hxd4 12_-@Xd4 Exd4 16.0-0 a6 17.b3 He8 17.8d1 e3! 18.fxe3 €6 19.h4 2nd rank after ...Ec7) prevents
2xd4 13.4b5¢ (1-0, 31) Xiong,J 18 Bfd1 Exd1+ 19.Bxd1% Wor-+. White from going after the
(2641)-Troff,K (2543) Saint Louis  Radjabov,T-Vachier Lagrave,M b-pawn.
US U20, 2016. Berlin (blitz), 2015. 17...22xd5 18.2\xd5
18.Wxc4 HExcd 19.59eb6+ ¢f6 27..%d8 28.%

He1 Bd7 29.h3
10...2xd4 11.2)xd4 &xd4 14.8e57! 20./xd8 Exd8+. Bf7 30.%e5 b6 31.Eexd5
12,805+ f8 13.Wa3 a6 14.262 14 B\ obe; Syd5 32 x5
Wc8 15.0-0 We5 16.2h6+ he8 14.d5? Ec4-+ followed by 18...2xd5 19.8d1 g8 X -2X
17.Wxch &xcb 18.Eacts (%%-%%, ..&xc3+ and ...Exe4. 19...8f5! 20.5)xe4 Wc7F

67) Radjabov,T-Sevian,S Baku, threatening ...Ec4, Black has a
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¢hes 37.8xh7 Exb5 38.8a7 b6
39.8a8 b7 40.Ed8 a4 White
has enough play for a draw.)
36.8c7+ d4 37.8b7 chc3-+.
33.2d3 b4 34.2a3 ¢od5

35.g4 ¢5 (35...b5? 36.axb5
35.94 g5 36.%2g2
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40.2f3! Exad 41.8f5+! d4

42.5f6 b5 43.2xh6 2a1
44.2d6+ sec3 45.82c6+ chd4

38...52¢c5 39.¢kg3 Hc4?
46.0g2

36...b5!7? 37.axb5 a4!¥F
(37...8xb5?7 38.h4!=).
37.h4! h6 38.h5?
38.hxgb! hxg5 39.f4
39...b5! 40.axb5 a4-+.

36...2c4
Canada spent most of the event there.

was where all the top teams played.

48 TVs and nothing on but chess!
The elevated area — the podium —
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Preventing ...2h1. Computers
rate this as equal, but Black may
already be lost.

46...2e1 47.h6 Ee8
47...2ed 48.f3 He2+ 49.%g3 He7
(49...b4 50.2d6+ ¢4 51.2d8
Be7 52.f4+-) 50.2d6+! &c3
(50...6e5 51.E2g6!+-; 50...5¢ch
51.8g6+-) 51.f4 He3+ 52.%f2
gxf4 53.g5 Eh3 54.8d7 a4 55.h7
a3 56.g6 a2 57.8a7+-.

48.f4!+- gxf4 49.g5 kel
50.g6 f3+ 51.¢tf1 Bd8
52.2e6+ f4 53.97 Bd1+
54.5Ee1

1-0

Jones,Gawain C B (2635)

LeSiege,Alexandre (2497)
B13

42nd Olympiad Baku (3.3),
04.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

This is Alex's one bad game of
the Olympiad... and it's due pret-
ty much to one bad move.

1.c4 c5 2.5f3 ©Dc6 3.5 c3
g6 4.e3 Hf6 5.d4 cxd4
6.exd4 d5 7.295 £e6
8.2xf6 exf6 9.c5 £9g7
10.2b5 0-0 11.h3

//////

/////////////
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11...g5!?

Not as crazy as it looks. Black
has a choice of which of his &s
he will bury behind his pawns.

Le Siege buries the £g7 and
(maybe?) hopes for activity with
...g4 or (long term) ...2f8 over to
c’.

In the game below, Bolgan
played ...f5 and turned the £e6

into a big pawn and had no play:

11...5e7 12.0-0 f5 13.2e1 h6
14.¥d2 a6 15.2a4 b5 16.cxb6
Wxb6 17.2b3 Wb4 18.2ad1

a5 19.%Ha4 Efb8 20.We3 Wd6
21.4)¢5 f4! and although White
kept pressure he wasn't able
to turn it into anything. 22.We2
Vachier Lagrave,M—-
Bologan,V Melilla,
2011.

11...2f5 12.0-0 £e4
13.2h2 a6 14.2xc6
bxc6 15.Wa4 Wc7 (1-
0, 45) Jones,G (2642)
~Idani,P (2496)
Reykjavik, 2015.

12.0-0 De7
13.2d3 ¥d7

14.2e1 h5?7?
14...%g6 and
14...5\c6 were better.

Foreshadowing!!

see p.116

/////////////////////
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15.2\h2!

Black must have overlooked this
not—-too—uncommon defence
against ..

.g4, because he's

22




already almost lost: Black's
kingside is all targets and White
has an attack for free.

15...h4

15...g4 is bad, but maybe best;
e.g. 16.hxg4 hxg4 17.9xg4 &xg4
18.8xe7 Wixe7 19.Wixg4+ White
will win another pawn and have
excellent light square play.

16.¥¥h5! Zfe8 17.2b5! £f5
17...%)c8 defending d6 and 7
18.f4 gxf4 19.)f3+-.

18.2d6! 2xd3
18...f8 19.Exe7+-.

19.%xf7+ th8 20.2xe8
Hxe8 21.0g4

0 /E/ L

//// ///
////// //
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6 7/
%/%///
4

3

2

1

//////////

BB) but Black can hardly move
while White starts chopping.

21...%d8

21...f5 22.4e5 &xe5 23.8xe5+-
with threat of 2e6-h6 or doubling
on the e—file.

21...296 22.8xe70 Wxe7
23.%Wxg6 is a slower way to lose:
23...We4 24 Wh5+ ¢hg8 25.5e3
He7 26.82d1+- White's up a pawn
with a safer & and better minor
piece.

22 .9\ xf60+- &xf6 23.%xf6+
g8 24.Wxg5+ Hgb
25.8Bxe8+
W¥xe8
26.%xd5+
®h8

27 .¥xb7
2b5 28.%%f3
We7 29.a4

1-0

Suits

Hansen
and Short
dressed for

a fight.

Hansen, Eric (2582)

Short, Nigel D (2666)
C73

42nd Olympiad Baku (3.4),
04.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

English veteran Nigel Short —
about whom it seems obligatory
to note that he is the oldest play-
er in the FIDE top 100 — had a
good Olympiad: he scored 6.5/9
including wins as Black against
opponents from China and Azer-
baijan, losing only one game, to
Indian GM Sethuraman.

23

This was tough game. Short plays
a 4...d6 Lopez, White gets pres-
sure but Short's &7 holds him
together in the center and king-
side. Eric has chances to convert
in a Q and R position, but can't
find it in time pressure and the
game ends in a draw.

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.2b5
a6 4.2a4 d6 5.2xc6+ bxc6
6.d4

E oWeadeApE

////////////
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%%%%%
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//////////////

6...f6

6...exd4 7.%xd4 /\f6 8.0-0 £e7
9.e5 c5! 10.Wd3 dxe5!= (V2-%,

26) Kasparov,G-Short,N WCh

(919) London, 1993.

7.c4 g6
7..0e7 8.4)¢c3 c5 9.dxch dxch
10.Wxd8+ ¢hxd8 11.b3 HNc6 12.0-




0 Hd4 13.2e1 £d6 14.4)d3 &d7
15.8b1 a5 16.2a3 He6 17.2fd1

¢e7= (0-1, 59) Trott, A-Euwe,M
Beverwijk, 1953.

8.0c3 &g7

8...h6 9.Wa4 £d7 10.c5!

&7 11.0-0 dxc5 12.dxe5 fxe5
13.2e3+ 2d6 14.Wc4 We7
15.%a4 £e6 16.Wc2 c4 17.5d2
0-0 18.9xc4 led to an win at
the Olympiad for Canadian
champion Frank Anderson:
Anderson,F—De Greif,B
Amsterdam Ol, 1954 (1-0, 43).

9.h3 ©Hh6 10.£e3 0-0
11.¥d2 Hf7 12.0-0 We7

13.dxe5 fxe5 14.c5 h6
14...a5.

//////

//////////////////
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above, Short is unwilling to be
saddled with three weak pawns
on the c—file.

15.2fd1 26 16.¥c2 &h7
17.2d2 Efb8 18.2ad1 a5
19.b3 £f8 20.cxd6 cxd6
21.9)a4 We8 22.5e1 g5
23.2d3 £e7 24.5\db2 g7
25.9\c4 £xc4 26.%xc4 Eb4
27.Wc2 Ba6 28.f3+

/ /////W/
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A strange position: White looks
better (and computers rate this
as around +1.3) but Black seems
to have some kind of hanging
pawns fortress.

Even if White transfers his £
to a3, capturing the d6 pawn
would still cost an exchange.

Bringing the & to c4 would allow
counterplay with ...a4. White

could pile up on ¢6, but ...\d8
holds there. White has as much
d—file pressure as he can get,
but doesn't see a way to make
progress... so he starts shuffling.

28...%c8 29.9c3 Web
30.2d3 @98 31.5Ha4 Bbb
32.2c3 Eb4 33.%e2 Ha8
34.82c1 2f8 35.%c2 2a6
36.2cd1 Eb8 37.2¢c1 Ec8
38.%e2 Raa8 39.Ha4?!
N39.2e3.
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39...d5!
Breaks the bind.

40.%c2
40.2b67? 205+ 41.2e3 £xb6

42.2xb6 c5! traps the 2b6.

24
40.exd5!? cxd5 41.8b2 £d8z.

40...2ab8 41.2d2 Eb5
42.exd5 cxd5 43.2c3 Ebb8
44.8c1 Bxc3 45.%xc3 £a3
46.%c6 Wf5 47.2e1 d4
48.5\b6 £b4 49.g4 ¥d3

50.2xb4 axb4
[E e
n».' ¥
| mwe T
s 2%

4 /*/? ////// a A
s/g/g% %g
Jaf W

abcdefgh

51.2d7

51.40d5! Wd2 52.&f1 d3 53.Wc7
2f8 54.9e7+ &h7 55.Wc6+- with
a winning attack.

51...2d8! 52..\xe5
52.9)f6+1? ¢og7 53.0e4 keeps
more attacking units around

Black's . 53...Wixf3? 54.2f1+-.

52...2\xe5 53.8Bxe5 Ef8!
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At this point all the other games
had been decided, and England
led 2-1, so Eric needed to win
the game to draw the match.

54.¢0f2

54.Wd5+ ©h8 55.2e6 Wd1+
56.%f2 Wd2+ 57.2e2 W4
58.%2g2 £f7 and how does White
make progress?

54...2f7 55.%e4 ¥d2+
56.%e2

/%%%
9
%%%

oy

56...1f4

56...Wxe2+ 57.%xe2 (57.8xe2
Bd7 58.8d2 &f7 and how does
White make any progress?)
57...2a7 58.2d3 Hxa2 59.kxd4
Hc2z.

57.Ee8+®

N57.%g2 threatens Ze4 and

if ...%d6 then Ze6 wins the
h—pawn. 57...2d7 58.8xg5+!
hxg5 59.We8+ ©h7 60.Wxd7+
again, White is clearly better,
but Black's b4 and g5 pawns are
both blocking two White pawns.

57...ckg7 58.%We5+7?! ¥xe5
59.2xe5 Ha7 60.2b5

60.2e2 &f6 61.8d2 (61.2c2 eb
62.e2 ©f4=) 61...cbeb5=.

60...Exa2+ 61.52g3 Eb2
62.2xb4 d3 63.2b5 f6
64.h4 Eb1 65.2d5
Frustratingly good defence from
the English old-timer.

Y2="2

Round 4:
Canada 4 - Indonesia 0

Indonesia had a peculiar circum-
stance: their first board, and
only GM, did not show up to the
first three matches, and their
bottom board was just a 1900
player. Despite this, they were
able to achieve some respect-
able results, including a narrow
1.5-2.5 loss to England. So the
main question for us was if their
top player would arrive in time
for our match against them. It
was a huge difference of 600
rating points between the 1900
and their top board.

| wanted to avoid unneces-
sary risk and play with our top 3
highest-rated players, and | sat
Le Siege out in the 4th round.
Had | known that their GM would
arrive only after the 5th round, |
would have considered playing
with both Alex and Tomas and

resting Eric. Honestly, it was

too optimistic to expect

25

pected. The cumulative rating
difference was more than 1000
points, but it was clear that we
had a very underrated opponent
on our hands.

After the first 2 hours, we
had worse positions on board 1
and 4, and equal endgames on
board 2 and 3. Evgeny missed a
nicetrickinthe early middlegame
and lost a rook and 3 pawns for 2
minor pieces. With many pieces
on the board, | hoped that Evge-
ny would find something against
his 2400 rated opponent.

At approximately the 35th
move in his game, Eric asked me
if he should play on. As some
readers know, in the Olympiad,
players have an option to seek
advice from a team captain
about offering a draw or accept-
ing a draw offer. It must be a
simple question and a simple an-
swer — no discussion about the
position is allowed. A match ar-
biter should be around to moni-
tor the entire conversation.

a9 & This was not the only time
| was asked about a draw. It hap-
pened two or three times in each
of the two previous Olympiads.

Even with a rating difference of

that our results would be so
good that this was our last
opportunity to rest Eric.
The match was much
more difficult than ex-

i . % || itwas too optimistic to expect

w.» s would be so
7 mun || ot s was our lastop

Z > ..
7%, &

@Q

= ortunity to rest Eric.
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200-300 points between team
players and the captain, some-
times players found it useful to
ask for the advice. My answer
to Eric was “you must play on”. |
was not happy with the situation
in the match and wanted to keep
our options open, and | hoped
that sooner or later the better
team would turn the situation
around. Indeed, in the second
half of the match, our opponents
played according to their rating
and finally made some mistakes.
Evgeny created a strong attack
and won material. Both Anton
and Eric won equal endgames.
Tomas’s opponent blundered a
piece in relatively simple posi-
tion.

The final score of 4-0 does
not reflect the strong resistance
the opposition showed. At the
end of the Olympiad, their team
had gained more than 70 rating
points total. Indonesia was one
of the very few teams which
gained more rating points than
Canada.

- Victor Plotkin

Notes by

GM Evgeny Bareev
Bareev,Evgeny (2675)
Ali,Muhammad Lutfi (2411)
A4l

42nd Olympiad Baku (4.17),
05.09.2016

Before the game the captain of
our team admonished us about
the importance of winning every
game in this match. An advan-
tage in individual points should
have given us easier parings in
the last rounds.

1.d4 d6 2.3

Cowardly nevertheless; in my
prime, | played 2.e4.

2...96 3.2f4 H)f6 4.e3 £g7
5.h3 0-0 6.2e2 c5

/////////////
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7.5a3

White should have played: 7.0-0
| was intimidated by 7...%b6 but
after 8.9a3 Wxb2?! (8...2e6!
9.c4=) 9.c4 Wc3? 10.8b1+- the
Queen is trapped.

7...b6 8.0-0 2b7 9.2h2
NAbd7 10.2c1 ab

10...2c8 11.c4 Hed emphasizes
the clumsy position of the knight
on a3.

11.c4 Ec8 12.d5 b5

Ag/m%x%x

////////////
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13.2d2?!

Too optimistic. The reason for

it was that there was now only
30 minutes on the clock of my
contemplative opponent.

13.Wc2 He8 14.e4 b4 15.0b1 €5
16.2e1 a5 17.9d2 £h6= was
correct.

N
-
a [mg
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13...2\xd5!F

At this moment | noticed our
captain turn pale. His plan did
not seem to be working properly.
Black could force a draw after:
13...%a5 14.e4:

a) 14.5b3 Wa4 15.5d2 ¥xd1
(15...Wa5=) 16.2fxd1 Hb6=;

b) 14.%c2 b4 15.5b3 Wc7
16.2b1%;

C) 14...b4 15.5)c2 Wxa2

16.2a1 (16.b3 Wa53) 16...Wxb2
17.8b1=.

14.cxd5 £xb2 15.2ab1
&xc1 16.Wxc1 £xd5
17.9c3

- N W A OO N ®
\\ \&\\
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Black has a material advantage
and 3 connected passed pawns.
White has only his belief in the
endless resources of the game.

17...£2c6 18.e4 c4 (18...e5 19.f4
c43) 19.£f4 Nch 20.£h6 Ee87.

18.e4 D\b6
Wrong plan. Instead, the

primitive and straightforward:18...

c4 19.9f3 (19.a3 f6 20.Nf3 Hc5
21.9d4 &d7 22.8d1%F) 19...

b4 20.d5 £xd5 21.exd5 Wab
left White with few chances to
survive.

19.2f3 c4

19...b4 20.5)d5 £xd5 21.exd5 c4
22.8f4 a5 23.52e1 a4 24.£h6 He8
25.¥d12.
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20...d57?

It was not too late to
change the plan and
consider pushing his
queenside pawns: 20...
b4 21.)d5 a5 22.£h6
He8 23.8e1 ¢3 24.0b3
Ncd 25.9d4 Deb
26.2e2 £xd5 27.exd5 Bc5+.

21.exd5

| could breath freely now. White
has full compensation due to his
minor piece activity and threats
on the king side.

21...2xd5 22.£h6

KW Ee

'y %}%ﬁ
f{%{%@%Z /////
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/% 5 48 A
é%”% aa
» 4 B

c e f g

22...@3xc3?

Luring my Queen to the long
diagonal was not the best idea. A
bit strange, but rather balanced
position would arise after:

- N W O+~ 00 O N o

Black has a material advantage
and 3 connected passed pawns.

te has only his belief in the
\émlless resources of the game.

- Evgeny Bareev

22...0b4 23.0xb5 (23.£xf8=)
23...Nxa2 24.We1 Wb6 25.0c3
#Hxc3 26.We5 f6 27.%xc3 Bfd8=,
but | would prefer Black here.

23.%xc3 6 24.5\ed
24.&xf8 Hxf8 25.5\e4 &f5
26.Be1%.

24...2f5 25.We3

2%;% %x%

/*/@Jé%/
. W A
87///gé7
- / /zg

25...%d3!

25...2e8 26.82d1 Wc7 27.£f4 Wab
28.6\g3 £d3 (28...e5 29.2g5!%)
29.We6+ g7 30.2d5+.

- N W A OO O N @

27
26.%a7 Wd7!

26...8xed 27.2d1 Wa3 28.2xf8
2a8 29.Wd7 Bxf8 30.2xe4+.

27.%xa6 2fd8

White could still have kept
some initiative after: 27...2xe4!?
28.2xe4 2fd8 29.8e1 c3
30.8c2%.

28./c3

EE e
= /;%/%g

V V5%
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////////////

g//%g%
%5//%f%
B8 A
gA % %g%

/////
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28...b47?

A natural move, but wrong. The
less natural 28...f7! 29.g4

(29.22xb5 ¢322) 29...£d3 30.8e1
g5 31.h4 would have made our
pulses race.

29.0\d5 b3 30.axb3 cxb3
31.Wa3 &f7 32.H)b6 ¥b5
33.2xc8 Exc8 34.2e1
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34...236

More tenacious was 34...2e8!:

35.2e2 £d3 36.2xd3 Wxd3
37.2c1 e5 38.2e3 Wd1+
39.%h2+-;

35.2d1 35...2e6 36.2xe6!

b2 37.8xf6+! oxfé 38.Wf3+01
¢he6 39.2b3+0 ¢d6 40.Wd1+
e (40...50e5?7? 41.8g7+ #1)
41 Wc2+ b7 42.Wixb2+-.

35.2g4+- 5 36.Wb2 fxg4
37. @g7+ ce8 38.2xeb6 Wc5
39.2e3 ¥Wb4 40.2b6 We1+
41.%2h2 g3+ 42.bxg3 We3
43.%qg8+ @d? 44, ‘@e6+
Black resigned, and our 4-0
score became reality.

1-0

Taher,Yoseph Theolifus (2321)
Kovalyov,Anton (2617)

B52

42nd Olympiad Baku (4.26),
05.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

1.e4 c5 2.)f3 d6 3.2b5+
2d7 4.2xd7+ ¥Wxd7 5.c4
9Hf6 6.2c3 e6

////////////////////
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7.d4
7.0-0 £e7 8.d4 cxd4 9.5xd4 0-0

10.%e2 &Hc6 11.2d1 (11.2xc6!?)
11...a6 12.b3 Eac8 13.2b2 Zfd8
14.9¢c2 Wc7 15.9e3 Wa5 16.f3

N7 17.%h1 &c5 18.9cd5 exd5

19.20xd5 £95 (19...2f8 20.b4
Nxb4 21.£c3 gets the piece
back with a plus.) 20.£c3 Wa3
21.8b2 Wab 22.b4 (22.£¢3

Wa3=) 22...2xb4 23.2c3 Wa4
24.8xb4 Heb 25.2ab1 (25.We1!
Hxc4 26.2a5 and White gets an

exchange for the pawn.) 25...5f4
26.0xf4 &xf4 (V4-Y2, 59) Bruzon
Batista,L—-Ivanchuk,V Havana,
2014.

7...cxd4 8.2\xd4 £e7 9.2e3
0-0 10.0-0 a6 11.%e2 Wc7
12.2ac1 2bd7 13.Efd1 Efe8
14.b3 Zac8
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15.)f3

15.f3 £f8 16.¥d2 Wa5 17.h3 Ec7
18.f4 Bec8 19.0f3 (19.f5!) 19...
b5 20.e5 He8 (20...dxe5 21.fxe5

Ne8 22.9e4 Wixd2 23.Dexd2=)
21.90e4 ¥xd2 22.&xd2

(22.2exd2 d5!) 22...dxe5 23.&£a5
Bb7 24.c5 Ndf6 (24...%xc5

28
looks safe.) 25.c6 Za7 26.2)xf6+
Nxf6 27.82d8+ (1-0, 59) Anton
Guijarro,D (2627)-Gabuzyan,H
(2607) Martuni, 2016.

15...5)f8 16.2d4 H\g6
17.%d3 ¥a5 18.%d2 ¥h5
19.¥g5 W¥xg5 20.2xg5

/////////////
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A Hedgehog where White plays
for a draw is a great test of
Black's ability to get the most out
of a Sicilian pawn structure.

20...2c6 21.9f3 Bec8 22.a4
Nd7 23.93 £d8 24.¢f1

fab5 25.5%62 f6 26.2e3 Hc5
27.82xc5 dxc5 28.¢bd3 f8
29.%c2 %e8 30.2d3 Nh8
31.2cd1 D7 32.2d7 BE6c7
33.Bxc7 £xc7 34.De2 she?
35.0e1 gd 36.2d3 £d6
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37.f4 h5 38.8f1 47.ke2?! 59.He2 8 W =
47 b4l gives White's &\s 59.¢kd2 &g2 wins f4, when there = %%//Q//%/E%
8 %E % O, / something to do, and looks like will still be three weak pawns to oy am 7% 7
7 77 e 7 K 6| & //m/ A
1 4 /% //@/@ J a draw. 47...cxb4 48.2xb4 a5 attack. S ‘@/// ////// g v
6| & %/ ///gf} ;/%W/ 49.)d3 d7 50.c5=. 50...cbxh5 60.0g3+ g6 ; %% %;/ é”g”@ 7,
5 %/% t %// /%f///} 47 .25 61.51 H1g2 62.8d3 &2 i
48 %} %// /é%// Now White has three pawns to o| 58 %% % 8/7/
B A B target: b3, f4, and h4. 0-1 N
2 %%%@/%% ///8 " @fz ,,é”; - c/ - /Wé,/ f zé// -
1 3 %% g% 48 Hel Bf7 49.4g2 can Black Notes by 10...h6!?
' ' . 10...Be8 | h
38. 2h8 ereak tgt)ough if White keeps the GM Eric Hansen h theeSmys/srlr(])l:f more common
Black gets to choose which file on ge
opens on the kingside. 48.. HF7 49.5fh1 £d8 50.h5 Hansen,Eric (2582) 11.5\bd2 He8 12.a3
5a8 51.5f1 He7 52.5ha3 Irwanto,Sadikin (2327) | had a specific game | wanted to
39.h4 gxh4 40.gxh4 2g8 9 e 9 o . |
Nc6 53.52d3 Hd4 54.%¢c3 C93 . ollow in my preparation and th|§
41.2g1 Eg4 42.8xg4 hxg4 b & & 42nd Olympiad Baku (4.27) was an attempt to transpose to it.
43.52d2 b6 44.50e3 f5 @ﬂg 33 ;@Eg %?; 551? @é’? 05.09.2016 ’ Standard would be £f1-g3 here
45.2)g3 ©h6 46.e5 &c7 Del ' T '
. - Indonesia was no pushover. My A possible continuation would
7,,,0%,,,707,,, )i 8 opponent had just come off a  be: 12.f1 28 13.20g3 ©ab
7%¢ ) 2/2? /@/ﬁ /Q . /% %//// win against Luke McShane of  14.2c2 &Hc4 with many high—
s|ld & %/ % a /// England while the three other level games going b3 or a4.
5 /% ///// /% /% *@%/// ,,,,, 6/ /W/%// / boards were handled by under-
¢ 7w < sld & ,/8 i / g rated Indonesian teenagers. 12...£f8 13.d5 Hb8
W87 877 HL ALY
y NS 1 8/3/ //////////// 13...5a5 or 13...He7.
W AT ad gy 3| A& / @3 1.e4 €5 2.5)f3 H)c6 3.2b5 a6
ol 7 L W 4.2a4 )16 5.0-0 27 6.%e1  14.Hh2 Hbd7
v v v i /”/ > /// - b5 7.£b3 d6 8.3 0-0 9.h3 '
/b /d e///f g%h 1A / ﬁ%A ﬁ,b7.10d4 . .
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23...2b6 24.%d3 Hc4

o[ & E S [~ ERe ; TEs ...k
,,,,, Z ez 7 % Vet % % e
/ / 7wy e 7 Il hoping for a clean
7%/9/4 N & A ik | Ea id Still hoping fo)
/5// //*/W,,/ay/% %}- %% %W‘/f;é%// %% //E-/%%ﬂ*//;%y transposition into my prep:
old & A e 4 od A& W & old & M, i 24...ec8 25.a4 {\ch 26.axb5
AN / 4 z;/ _ s 4 @ / _ | awa axb5 27.$b3 Hxd2 28 tixd2
% 767 Y % N ) %
3| &4 %c,, % //%% S|8N & %/ A 3| &4 . i » (aboce)
| 8 B BAK 2 /@%/ Jiy 2 7@/ Ji )y |
4 AWwH & 2 AWH & 2 & B & 25.a4 g6 26.axb5 axb5
e e a - C e . .
7
15.2g4 We both had spent no time on 23.2d2 I B )i
1513 a5 16.0)df1 &c5 17.8a2=  our clocks at this poi i i i - ¥y
: : 8a2= point. | was The game in question which ", B &
Van Kampen,R (2636)-Ghaem following a game of Adams while | wanted to blindly follow was 6 7/ %/% @/ i3
Maghami,E (2586) Montreal, | wasn't sure if my opponent was Adams—Matlakov, 2015. | 5 ///// ? % """ /// /////
2014 (1-0, 63). in theory or just playing fast. assumed it was a clean win by / / %%/
Adams but | | should 4 737@/8%
ams but it turns out | shou L o
15...2\c5 19...cxd5 20.Ha5 Eab8 have checked the details: 3 ///&/j\%%/ ////%/8
15...5)xg4 16.hxgd &ic5 (16... 21.2xb7 Bxb7 22.%xd5 23.Wd3 Hec8 24.£d2 Hb6 2| &% /Z/% iy
» sy )
c6 17.dxc6 £xc6 18.6)f1 2c7 25.a4 104 26.axb5 axbl ai= % ?E? &
o 13 'th a strategic Hxc3 29.2e3 Hxe3 30.fxe3!
advantage.) 17.2c2 c6 18.%f1 ®c7 31.8d5¢ g6 32.%d3 27.§,b3?
cxd5 19.exd5 g6 20.4g3 £g7 Wg5 33.2f1 h5 34.2f3 ¥h4 Carelessly played without
21.0e3¢. 35.59h2+ £h6 36.9xb5 thinking.
bh7 37.We8 £g7 38.&xf7 Better is 27.2e3 Web (27...
1620266 | | challenge the readers to find an 57 39,808 1.0 Adams M- 052 28.Wxdl5 ixe3 29.Exe3
. atlakov, opje, 5.
Wxf6 energetic improvement that could P fgefgbgaﬁﬁefﬁgi ;’@g%ig .
18.b4 ‘D7 have been played before White | challenge the readers to find ' | e
19.2\b3!7 aChIEVEd the Squeeze an energetic improvement that 27...d5!
: could have been played before This obvious move shook me
- Eric Hansen White achieved the squeeze. on a few different levels. First




of all, I had just made a poor
move to allow this. Secondly, it
came to my realization that if my
opponent had entered 'my prep'
that this resource was probably
fully playable and equalizing.

| had expected: 27...8ec8
28.8xc4 bxcd 29.Wd5+.

28.2e3
White had other choices, but
none of them inspired:

28.Wixd5?? 2d8-+.

28.exd5 e4 29.Wc2 Hxd2
30.%xd2 ¥xc3 31.Wxc3 Exc3
32.8e3 Eec8+.

28.8xc4 dxc4 (28...bxc4!?

29.Wc2 d4=) 29.We2 Bd7 30.2a5
Wc6 31.2eal Zed8 32.2e3 Hd3
33.%We1 is barely equal.

28...dxe4

Precise was 28...d4 29.cxd4
&xb4 30.2ed1 Hxe3 (30...exd4)
31.fxe3 Wb6! 32.2d5 2c3=.

28...2xe3 29.fxe3 dxe4 30.Wxb5
Hec8 31.82f1 Wg5 32.8xf7.

29.%¥xe4
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The hope for a slightly better
opposite bishops endgame lives
on.

29...2d67?!

Black had far easier ways to
liquidate with equality:
29...8ec8=is fine, as is
29...)xe3 30.8xe3 Wf5! 31.Wxf5

(31.9d5 e4) 31...gxf5 32.8f3 f4=.

30.%d5
I'm happy to give up a pawn in
order to activate my rooks and
bishops.

30...Exc3 31.2a6 Web
31...We7 32.8xd6 Exb3 33.2c5+-

31...2d8 32.2b6 He8 33.2¢c5
Web 34.Wxe6 fxeb 35.2e3 Zxe3
36.8xe3 ¢f7 37.8b6 Ha8= Black

should hold here without a lot of
problems, but it isn't pretty.

32.%xe6 fxeb
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Despite being a pawn down, |
think only White can be preferred
here based on the pawn
structure. Now the key is to keep
pieces on the board and make
life as hard as possible for Black.

33.E2b1
33.£c5 would be a quick way to
draw.

33...0c47?!

33...8g7 and try to get in
...5bf6 and ...&2f5 with active
counterplay.

34.82xc4

31
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34...Exc4

Draw offer by Black. | got up
from my chair and consulted our
captain Victor Plotkin about it,
but | knew already what he was
going to say...

If you don't like the game
variation, then 34.bxc4 needs to
be seriously analyzed: 34...bxc4

35.b5 Bb3 36.Haal! (36.Exb3?
cxb3 37.2a1 b2 38.28b1 2a3
39.50f1 bf7 40.5he2 £c8 41.b6
g5%) 36...Ea8!? (36...2b87?!
37.b6+) 37.b6 (37.8xa8 Exb1+
38.5hh2 &7 39.b6 Le7 40.£c8
$g5/=) 37...Exal 38.8xal c3

Analysis Diagram
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39.2a7 £c5! 40.2xc5 c2 41.2e3
Hxe3 42.fxe3 c1%+ 43.¢kh2
Wxe3 44.82a8+ &f7 45.b7 W4+
46.50g1 Wc1+=;

39.¢6f1 39...8b2 40.ve1 (40.2a7
c2 41.8c7 £d6 42.5c6 2f8 looks
nice for White, but | don't see a
breakthrough.) 40...c2 41.8c1
Ab4+ 42.che2 hg7 43.¢0d3
£a5=,

' 35.2b6 £xb4?!

At this point it's clear that Black
is going to suffer a little either
way, so he might as well trade
pieces and make life a little
easier: 35...2xb4 36.5xb4 &xb4
37.8£xh6 £c3 38.8xb5 Ha8

39.¢bh2 (39.2b7 e4 40.2e7

Ha6z) 39...2d4 40.f3 a2 41.8b7
e4l=,

36.2xh6
36.8xb5 £f8 37.8xe5 £g7
38.5ab Be7=.

36...82¢c5 37.26xb5 Ec2
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c d e f g h
38.2b7!

I'm happy with this move as an
attempt to complicate things.

38.2e3 &xe3 39.fxe3 Ef8
40.Exe5 2ff2 41.8g5 g7 42.8b4
Hf5 43.2gg4 g5 I've analyzed
this endgame a bit more and

| just don't see anything. Of
course, | can always push
forever.

38...8Bxf2

38...2xf2+ 39.¢bh2 e4 (39...£d4
40.8g7+ ©h8 41.8d7 £b2
42.8b7 2d4 43.2g7+ g8

44.2f6 Bf2 45.2g7+ B8 46.2xg6
bf7 47.2h6+) 40.2g7+ ©h8
41.8d7 Analysis Diagram
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41...2h40 This move escaped
me during the game. Black is lost
otherwise. Now:

42.2g7+ ©g8 43.2e5 fe7
44.8bb7 Bc5! 45.8b2 £f8 46.82h7
2h5=.

42.8bb7 26 43.297+ &xg7
44 .2xg7 e3 45.5xg6 e2 46.5b1

(46.2h6+ and White can force

a draw.) 46...e5 47.8g3 &h7
48.2e1 h6 49.8e3 g5 50.93
e4 51.83xe2 Hxe2+ 52.8xe2 &f6
53.g4 e5 54.¢bg2= Black's king
and pawn are too fast.

39.2g7+

32
39.62h27?! £f7=.

39...¢th8 40.%2h2 £f8
41.8xg6 h7 42.2e3 &xg6
43.2xf2
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After a more-or-less forced
sequence, | was quite happy to
achieve this, since the connected
passers guarantee some winning
chances. | was also looking
forward to redeeming myself
after spoiling a winning endgame
against Short.

43...2h67?!

From this point on my opponent
starts to falter badly. The
endgame should be a draw
with precise play, which starts

by activating the &: 43...2c8!
44 8b2 (44.8e1 Bc4! 45.293 e4




46.8e2 £05=) 44...e4 45.g4 Ech
46.5hg2 Le7 47.8e2 (47.2e3

Bh4=) 47...2d6 48.h4 €3 49.h5+
hh7=.

44.2e1 £d2
44.. 218 45.55g1 (45.893 £f4

46.8xf4 exf4 47.82xeb6+ &f5 is yet
another endgame that he can

hold.) 45...<6f5 (45... 897 46.94
Ba8 47.8e2 Ba3 48.%g2 Ha4

49.893 e4 50.h4x) 46.g4+ bf6
47 .2h4+ f7 48.8xe5¢.

45.8e2 2c3
45... 84+ 46.93+.

46.g4 2d8 47.893 2d5
g2 £d4 49.h4 Eb5
50.2e1
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Ideally, | want to trade off the
rooks and bring my king to

e4. There is no real way to

force that, so White's goal is to
carefully nurture the two passers
while avoiding any tricks.

50...2b3 51.2d2
Transferring the bishop to a
better diagonal.

51...2d3 52.h5+ f6
52...89g7 53.g5 e4 54.&¢1 A
textbook-like defence would

be 54...8d1 (54...e3?! 55.2f3%)
55.8xe4 e5! 56.£e3 He1 57.¢bf2
(57.%f3 Ef1+ 58.¢hg4 Be1
59.8xd4 exd4 60.8xd4+ &h7=)
57...2h1 58.£xd4 exd4 59.h6+
¢bg6= and it looks good, but
there's no way to progress.

> v
%///j/
Caw

7 7% 7
o, //%/ /g/ . /8
. 2 A

7., e

% Mﬁ%g%

// / f{/h

- N W O~ 00 O N o

53.2h6!
Cutting the king off slowly but
surely.

During the game | thought
53.g5 was hasty: 53.g5+ &f5
54.96 e4 55.2h6 (But here |
totally missed... 55.2e3!! £a1

(55...8xe3 56.g7+-) 56.2f2+ hg4
57.h6+-) 55...55g4 56.97 Bg3+
57.5Hh2 £h3+ 58.50g2 Bg3+=.

53...Ed1

editor - 53...8c3!? 54.52e1

Bc2+ 55.¢0f3 B3+ 56.¢e4 Bg3
57.95+ Exg5 58.&£xg5+ ©xg5
59.2h1 ¢h6+- The white & goes

to g4 and the & flushes out the
blockader. If the pawn was on h6

and the Black & on h7 it would
be a Lomonosov tablebase draw.

54.5h2
54.¢f3 deserved a lot of
attention as well.

| decided against 54.g5+ &f5
55.96 8g1+ (55...e4 56.£2e3+-)
56.%h2 e4 57.2d200+- | once
again missed this move. Nothing

else is enough:
57.Eg2 Bxg2+ 58.¢txg2 Sgd=;

33
57.97 Bg4 58.59h3 Hg1 59.Eg2
Bh1+ 60.%2g3 &e5+ 61.¢0f2

&xg7 62.8xg7 Bxh5=.

54..2g1+
54...8g1 55.8g2+.

55.2293 £d4 56.5h2
56.g5+ &f5 57.96 e4.

56...291+ 57.%%h3

% %z/
%/E/i,.%;

a

57...2d3+?

Black forgot he was supposed to
repeat. This time, after 57...2d4

| was going to march to e4
58.¢kg2 Hg1+ 59.0f3¢.

o 7 7 7
7%//%{@/g
s// ////// T
1 / . %g%
3l ////@

58.5bg2 £d4
58...8d1 59.2d2 Eb1 60.g5+ hf5
61.96 hfe 62.8d7+-.




59.85e1+-

Getting rid of Black's back-rank
counterplay. The other main
benefit is now my rook gets
access to f1, and with that my
pawns roll way too fast.

59...%2e7 60.295+ &f7
61.2f1+ @98 62.2f6 e4
63.Exe6 2e3 64.2xe3 Exe3
65.%f2 Bf3+ 66.%2e2
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2f1 69.%xed+-.

67.2xe4 f7 68.2f2 a3
69.2e3 Had 70.¢kg3 &f6
71.2f3+ g7 72.©2h4 Ba5
73.82b3 Ea7 74.Eb6
74.2b6 Ba1 75.8b7+ g8
76.h6 ©h8 77.g5 ¢g8 78.96

a4+ 79.¢bg5 Bas5+ 80.¢bf4
Had+ 81.¢he3 Ha3+ 82.50d4
a8 83.2d7 Be8 84.¢hd5 ©h8
85.¢2d6 2a8 86.¢he7+-.

It doesn't feel good to blitz out
25 moves of preparation and
get an uncomfortable position
with White. Yet my opponent
relaxed far too much after the
opening and | was satisfied with
the pressure | put on in the later
stages of the game.

1-0

Pasaribu,IMP (1860)
Krnan,Tomas (2430)
C55

42nd Olympiad Baku (4.28),
05.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

For the first 25 moves Black gets
nothing against his U1900 oppo-
nent. Then he gets a huge pres-
ent on move 30.

1.e4 e5 2.0 f3 Hc6 3.8c4
9Hf6 4.d3 £¢5 5.¢3 0-0 6.0-0
d5 7.exd5 Hxd5 8.Ee1

£g4 9.5bd2 £b6 10.2b5
£d6 11.h3 £h5 12.5\e4 5
13.5\g3 &xF3 14.¥xf3 Wd7
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15.Df1

15.d4 exd4 16.2xc6 Vs-% Smirin,

| (2676)—Melkumyan,H (2640)
Warsaw, 2016.

15.a4 a6 16.2xc6 bxc6 17.c4
Hab8 18.a5 Hc8 19.¢c5 £xc5
20.2xe5 £d4 21.8e1 £d6 (0-1,
34) Wei,Y (2714)-Vidit,S (2648)
Abu Dhabi, 2016.

15...a6 16.2xc6 bxc6
17.2e3 c5 18.2ad1 a4
19.b4 ¥a3 20.bxc5 £xc5
21.8xc5 ¥ixc5 22.d4 exd4
23.cxd4 ¥d5

34

///////////////

7 A

A

%y //%/ 7 %%f/%ﬁ

8 s
__ nHE6g
d f

a b ¢

\
.
\
De-

N
x\

24.%xd5+
24 We2t when Black's pawns
are a teeny bit loose.

24...2\xd5 25.2e5 Had8
26.2c1 2Ed7 27.2c4 g6
28.20e3 H\f4 29.2f1 Eb8=
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Every round, the top 10 match-
es are played on a podium — a
slightly elevated area in the cen-
ter of the playing hall. Stronger
teams played almost all of their
games on the podium, and lower
ranked teams were able to visit
this area from time to time. Af-
ter a short visit in the 3rd round
against England, we got another
opportunity to play on the po-
dium in round 5 against Cuba.
Honestly, we did not expect to
spend the rest of the Olympiad
on the podium.

Round 5:
Canada3-Cubal

we were playing with board
one as Black against a strong
team. From the opening, we got
the advantage on our “White”
boards (2 and 4), while our op-
ponents tried to use the White
colour on board 1 and 3 to their
advantage. Quite quickly Anton

On the Podium

and Eric won their games, but
Evgeny lost to Dominguez, who
had a very strong tournament.

The score was 2-1 and Alex was
able to fully equalize with Black
on board 3. His opponent was not
satisfied with a draw because he
realized his team would lose, so
he tried to find some chances for
victory. Unfortunately for him,
the position remained equal. Ac-
tually, it was Alex who had more
reasons to play for a win. After
about 20 moves without any
progress, Alex offered a draw.
It's a team event, so of course
his opponent declined, but a few
moves later the Cuban made a
serious positional blunder. Ortiz
offered a draw, but it was too
late. Alex played very well in
what transpired to be a winning
endgame, thus achieving an im-
portant win for our team.

Alex’s game was one of
the longest in this round. Obvi-
ously, he was very tired. As soon
as the game ended, Alex went
to me and said: “What a relief”.
He said this not only because he
beat a higher-rated opponent in
a crucial situation, but he was

able to prove all of his doubters
wrong — the doubters who had
questioned the choice made by
the Selection Committee. His
performance in this tournament
was the best reply to everyone
who posted negative comments
about him. Alex really wanted to
prove that he is still able to play
good chess, and he did.

There was a day-off after round
5, and | got an opportunity to
evaluate our situation. The team
had played fantastically so far.
The strategy of giving Eric the
White pieces definitely helped
us. The team chemistry was
great, much better than 2 years
or 4 years ago. The only thing
that did not meet my expecta-
tion was the pairings. Usually,
more individual points leads to
easier pairings. However, we got
strong opponents at the +2 level:
both England and Cuba. | hoped
that the chess gods would be
more friendly with our pairings
in the second half of the tourna-
ment.

- Victor Plotkin

35
Dominguez,Leinier (2720)
Bareev,Evgeny (2675)
Cl1
42nd Olympiad Baku (5.37),
06.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

Leinier Dominguez is one of the
best attacking players in the
world. At the Baku Olympiad he
won the silver medal on board 1.

1.e4 €6 2.d4 d5 3.59c3 Hf6
4.e5 Hfd7 5.f4 c5 6.3
2c6 7.2e3 2e7 8.%d2 0-0
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9.dxc5 & xc5 10.0-0-0 a6 11.Wf2
b6 12.2)d4 ¥Wc7 13.2b1 &b7
14.)xc6 £xc6 15.2d4 &b7
16.2d3 b5 17.90e2 b4 18.49g3
Hac8 19.f5 foe 20.exf6 £xf6




21.8xc5 (V2-%, 36) So,W-
Nakamura,H US Ch., 2016.

9...b6 10.2\d"1

Preparing c2-c3, which would
leave Black struggling to create
queenside or central play. Black

now trades on d4 since the Hd1
is a long way from being able to
occupy d4.

10...cxd4 11.2xd4 Dxd4
12.2xd4
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12...@3c5

12...20b8! prepares both ...2a6
and ...%c6. 13.9e3 Hcb6 14.c3
b5!? 15.0-0 (15.£xb5?? & xd4

16.Wxd4[] 2b8F) 15...b4 16.£d3
bxc3 17.bxc3 £d7 18.2)g4 Hxd4
19.cxd4 g6 20.8ab1 &b8 21.h3
Y2-Y> Quesada Perez,Y (2634)-

Chandra,A (2489) Greensboro,
2016.

13.2f2 a5 14.0-0-0

14.0-0 £a6 15.£xab6 Zxab
16.%e2 Ha8 17.8ad1 Wc7
18.c3 Wc6 19..0g4 He4 20.f5
exf5 21.8xf5 Bae8 22.2df1»
White's pieces look menacing,

but the »e4 is a good defender;

Quesada Perez,Y (2645)-
Matamoros Franco,C (2525)
Montevideo, 2015 (1-0, 39).

14...2a6 15.294 Ec8
16.stb1 Ec6 17 Ehe1 ¥d7
18.We3 Wc7 19.%h3 28
20.2e2 £a6 21.2g4 2c8
22.8e2 2a6 23.2xab6 H\xab
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The pawn structure is typical for

opposite side castling attacks in

the French (and Scheveningen
Sicilian), but the piece

exchanges, particularly the light-

square &s, should favour Black.

What should White do about the

attack on c2?

24.5)\g4!?
White ignores the attack on c2

and launches his own. It is a rich
position, and White has choices:

24.2¢37?! gives Black a nice
choice between ...b5 and
...82b4, with the initiative in
either case.

24.15!? exf5 25.Wxf5 Wc8!
26.Wf3 Exc2!1? 27.2c3
#\b4 defending the & and

threatening ....%c4, 28.a3 &c5!

with a complex position.

24.¢3!7? this unnecessarily
gives Black a lever with ....
b5-b4, though White does

not seem to be worse in the
complications: 24...%\c5 (24...
b5 25.8d3 b4 26.2g3—) 25.94
b5 26.f5 Eb8 27.f6 £f80

28.fxg7 £xg7 29.951 b4 30.c4!

a pseudo—-pawn sac to close
the c—file. 30...e4 (30...

dxc4?? 31.g4+-) 31.9g4
Excd 32.0)f6+ ©fs0 33.Wxh7
Nc3+0 34.bxc30 bxc3+e.

24...2c8
24...8xc2?! 25.5)\f6+! &@xfer]

(25...gxf6 26.Wg4+ ©h8 27.exf6
is mating.) 26.exf6 Zc8 27.f5-.

25.c3 Hc5 26.5
%E ., =
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26...exf5?!

26...2f8! 27.f6 (27.fxe6 fxe6=)
27...96 looks scary, but how
does White break through?

27.2e3! Bd8 28.5Hxf5 &8
29.Wf3 He6 30.22 Hig5
31.%d3 2d7 32.h4 Heb
33.%f3 Ec4 34.g3 Hed
35.8Exd5 Exe1+ 36.2xe1
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36...g6

36...%c6 37.c4 g6 38.%d1!
Exd5 39.cxd5 W4 (39...Wd7?
40.9e3+-) 40.dxeb We4+
41.%a1 gxf5lt.

37.5e3 897
37...8xd5 38.%xd5 £g7
39.5\c4+.
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40...%xd57?!

40...We8 41.2c3 H\d7+ A42.9)g4
h5 43.2f6+ &\xf6 44.exf6 2xf6!
45.&xf6 We1+ 46.¢bc2 Wf2+=,

41.9xd5 £2xe5 42.9xb6
Nd3

5
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43.2d7

43.8xa5 seems to win for White,
but it's sensible not to go into a
race when you can keep your
one pawn advantage. 43...2xb2

(43...8xg3 44.55¢2 H)c5 45.b4
5\e6 46.50d5 &xh4 47.c5+-)

44 .¢hc2 15 45.8c3 £xc3 46.¢hxc3
Nd1+ 47 .dad+-.

- N W O~ OO0 O N o

43...8c7 44.5f6+ &f8
45.0\d5 Hxe1 46.9)\xc7 e7
47.sbc1 DNd3+ 48.¢bc2 Hf2
49.)d5+
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49...®e6
49...¢2d6 50.bb3+.

50.2c3
50.%b3!

50...ske5 51.c5 5 52.a3

a4 53.b4 axb3+ 54.2xb3
¢ke6 55.¢2c4 h6 56.2b5 g5
57.hxg5 hxg5b 58.c6

58.c6 Hd3 59.c7 ¢d7 60.¢kb6
hc8 61.4b5+-.

1-0
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Kovalyov,Anton (2617)
Bruzon,Lazaro (2623)
A20

42nd Olympiad Baku (5.38),
06.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

Bruzon has been above 2700
more than once. Here, he tries
to bully White with a pawn sac;
Anton coolly consolidates then

begins his own attack.

1.c4 e5 2.g3 Df6 3.&92 h6
zﬁg

/ % ﬂ %
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Does 3 ...h6 look ridiculous?

This not a fast 1.e4 e5 opening
where Black can get blown off
the board. In fact, all of White's
moves so far have been about
attacking the light squares on the




38

queenside, so slightly weakening  17...Ee8? 30, 37, and 42. 37...2d5 38.Wf2 Wh5 39.&2b4+-
the kingside light squares is An unnecessary pawn sac. to play £d6 and start pushing the
hardly a problem. 3...h6 is a N17...2f5 and if 18.f3 23...We6 24.2\b2 f5 25.20d3 e—pawn.
semi-useful waiting move which  exf3 19.%xf5 fxg2 20.cxg2 Wc8 ¥ g6 26.2e5 Wh5 27.¥g2
helps Black decide where to put 21.%xc8 Baxc8 with equality, Had8 28.g4 fxg4 29.5xg4 38.Wg3 ¥d8 39.2g2 2g8
his f8-Bishop, and even Carlsen and possibly some play against 29.Wixg4 Wixgd+ 30.2xg4 c5 40.9e3 Bg5 41.2g4 Exg4
has played this against Kramnik.  White's center, e.g. 22.8xf6?! 31.dxc5 (31.9e5 cxd4 32.exd4 42.hxg4+-
gxf6 23.6)d7 Bfd8 24.0x16+ £97 5.8 31 sc6e
4.b3 £¢5 5.0c3N 25.5f1 LeTx. R s /g  Ee
5.63 0-0 6.2b2 Be8 7.5)e2 ! A W eA&
d5 8.cxd5 £xd5 9.0-0 £c6 18.2xe4! Hxe4 19.¥xe4 f6 §996ﬂ336h§0@?: 4‘%1:; g;zf 4 & & ///% ‘2'4”@///
10.a3 &8 11.d3 £66 12.0d2 20.¥c2! We7 3515 1 dood too. 6 / 'y » %/// 4
W7 13.8c2 &£h3 14.5fd1 20...fxe5? 21.dxe5 did Black sac | | B ?&éﬁ .
Bad8 15.2f3 Wg4 (V2- Y%, 70) the pawn because he missed 33...82b6 4 / ﬁ/ % & _
Gurevich,M-Anand,V Bastia, this? | doubt it, since itis a There's no way to capitalize on | A& W
" e »
2002. ggmmon enough tactic: 21..2d5 oinned £g4: 33..h5 34.15 2| & 4 7 %Eﬁ%
.exd6 Wxd6 23.e4 Wg6 24.f3+. - Sel+ 1 / 7
5...26 6.03 d5 7.0xd5 95 35.8et+- mEE =R
xd5 8.cxd5 £\b4 9.d3 21.5c4 £d5 22.8de1! &c7 )
Axd5 10.2f3 2b4+ 11.2d2 23.f3 34. ghﬂzgi 3753%71:4 &h8 White is completely winning as
gdﬁw12.d4 e4 1§.@3§ Nf6 - 36. c ed there's no way to undermine his
14.%¥c2 0-0 15.2¢c3 2e6 8 & pawn mass.
16.2d1 c6 17.0-0 7%%%//%@%}% 8 //%M//E o
| {7 / ‘ / ////, ///// 7 ‘é%‘ /{g{/// %;-%‘é%// 42@’95
o[E~ W Hd i / ////// @% ////// o, & ~_ A 42...057 43.d5 &xd5 44.5d2+-
7 & //% i 3 ) /@}% > _ 5 %/ ///@ //gz/g/ggz gets another piece.
6 //%*;//Z ///% //A/ 3/ ////// 7% %é%% 4 /%/ . //gé %ﬁé@?@iﬂ 43.2d2 %d8 44.&¢c3 Wg5
) " % /////// A VA U : £¢3 ¥g
%% %%/ ,,,,, » _ » 5 / @ / % /g %// “ %% =) 45.5c2 2d5 46.2d2 Wd8
4 %%/ /%} 0, // W HB& 2| &4 7, %/ﬁ //%f == 47.2e2 Ef8 48.2f4 g8
s Al BHOK - .. 1 = - = 49.5%h3 h5 50.e6 hxg4+
2| & %//@///% %@?g a b c d e f g h Now White gets to attack on the
i\ % i % o @ H(_are come thg pawns. Compare 37.. 8h5 g—file too.

= b ¢ 0 o T g T this position with those at moves




51.%xg4 2xf4

- N W A OO0 O N ©

&7

2

% @@/

//,,, //////

/x%g/ 7
//%%&/
wow
%QVE/

@ / /

a

b ¢

52.e7 ¥d6 53.@’96
53.e8% also wins.

53...2f7
53...Wxg6 54.exf8 W+ xf8
55.fxg6+-.

54.%xd6 £xd6 55.exf8%+
¢bxf8 56.52g4 &£c7 57.He3
2b6 58.2\c4 £xc4 59.bxc4

.;ﬂ,xd460ﬂd2

8
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White lets the fish
wriggle on the line
before reeling him in.

60...c5 61.2e2 f7
62.2f4 216 63.2e1
£2¢3 64.2b1 b6
65.2b3 £b4 66.cke5
£e1 67.2a3 £a5 68.2xa5!
bxa5 69.%d5 &6 70.%xc5
che5 71.a4 xf5 72.2d6
Calm and sound play from White
to convert an unwise pawn sac
by Black. With the win, Anton
goes to 4/4!

1-0

One of the best games in my
career, especially if judged with

sesthetics in mind.

- Eric Hansen

editor:

The following game is, IMHO,
The Canadian game of the Olym-
piad. Hansen plays an exchange
sac, followed by a pawn sac, fol-
lowed by a series of quiet moves
while ignoring his opponent’s
desperate offers of pieces, be-
fore dominating Black's minors
and going for mate.

39

Notes by
GM Eric Hansen

Hansen,Eric (2582)

Gonzalez Vidal,Y (2553)
B12

42nd Olympiad Baku (5.10),
06.09.2016

1.e4 c6

Already a big surprise — one
which | was absolutely not
prepared for. My opponent rarely
plays the Caro and, besides that,
| have quite a reasonable score
against the Caro. For someone
whose job was presumably to




hold with Black this seemed like
a riskier and more provocative
choice.

2.d4 d5 3.e5 &5 4.3 e6
5.2e2 N\d7 6.0-0 h6

/////////////////
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The advance variation allows

a lot of options for both sides,
which makes for a pretty
interesting struggle. A slow move
such as 6... h6 is completely
playable. Usually it prepares g5
or makes room for the bishop to
retreat to h7.

7.2bd2 He7 8.2\b3 g5!?
This aggressive line justified the
decision to enter this opening. |
not only have zero experience in
this variation but | also could not
remember a thing.

9.0 e1

Potentially rerouting the knight
to d3 and also opening up the
possibility of f4. 9.£d2 Wc7.

9..%c7

/////////////
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10.2h5

Played after a thirty minute think.

The alternatives didn't look great
to me and | wanted to avoid
preparation. The only thing |
could really understand was that
if Black could queenside castle
then he can follow up with ...f6
and get great counterplay. My
move tries to buy some time.

10.2d3 9g6 11.2d2 Here is
another example of Black's
decent chances in this line
(11.294 &xg4 12.¥xg4 c5
13.)bxc5 £xc5 14.dxc5

Axch 15.9xc5 Wixch 16.2e3
Wc7= Vachier Lagrave,M -
Rodshtein,M Drancy FRA 2016)
11...0-0-0 12.a4 f6 13.exf6 £d671
Antipov,M-Rambaldi,F Khanty-
Mansiysk, 2015.

10.f4 0-0-0! (10...gxf4?! 11.8.xf4
0-0-0 12.)d3 Ng6 13.£293%)
11.fxg5 (11.d3 £ g6 12.fxg5
(12.£94 £xd3 13.cxd3 gxf4
14.2xf4 Dxf4 15.8xf4 f5 16.2h5
&\f63 Black was comfortable in
Nakamura,H-Shankland,S Saint
Louis 2015) 12...hxg5 13.£xg5
f6—) 11...hxg5 12.£xg5 f6— is
too easy for Black.

10...c5!

Energetic and correct. Everything
else leads to a comfortable
space advantage for White:

10...5\g6? 11.g4+-;

10...£96 11.2d3 0-0-0 12.f4 gxf4
13.9\xf4;

10...Eh7 looked wrong to

me because of the natural
continuation 11.f4 0-0-0 12.fxg5
hxg5 13.£xg5 f6 14.exf6 and |
thought this was good for White
because I've artificially stopped
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the tactics against h2. However,
the computer thinks Black
has great compensation and

counterplay after 14./g8!
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11.f4

At this point we were both
already spending a lot of time
on the clock in what unfamiliar
territory to us and where natural
moves are mistakes, e.g.
11.£e3? cxd4 12.9xd4 &Hxeb
13.f4 &\caT.

While 10.2h5 is very rare, it
turns out it has still been played
at the top level recently:

11.c¢3 297 12.f4 ¢4 13.)d2
gxf4 14.0df3 Hgb 15.2xg6 fxgb
16.20h4 0-0 (16...2e4 17.Wg4
&8 18.8xf4—) 17 .8xf4!? g5
18.9xf5! gxf4 19.9xg7 xg7




20.Wg4+ ©h7 21.Wxe6 Hb6e
Anand,V-Giri,A Shamkir, 2015
(Va-"2, 40).

The variation | was worried
about when contemplating 11.¢3
was: 11...c4 12.0d2 £g7 13.)c2
0-0 14.2e3 £d3 15.£e2 £g6 my
pieces looked too clumsy for my
liking, though the computer says
White's a bit better.

11...c4
Imprecise is 11...cxd4 12.5)xd4

gxf4 13.8xf4 £q7 (13...5)xe5
14.We2 £g7 15.5)d3 £xd3
16.cxd3 0-0 17.52h11+- Pin to win
17..%1d6 18.2ae1 16 19.2g4! 5!

20.£h5) 14.0xf5 Dxf5 15.4)d3
Hxe5 16.g4 ¥b6+ 17.2h1 He3
18.We2 Hxf1 19.5)xe5+-.

| spent serious time calculating
the consequences of 11...£g97
12.g4! £96 13.£xg6 fxg6 14.fxg5
cxd4 15.gxh6 £xh6 16.£xh6
Exh6 17.%d2 g5 18.4f3t | was
ready to go for this as White but
some caution is still required to
handle the delicate position of
the king.

12.d2

//////////////
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12...gxf4

12...897 13.g4 £96 14.8xg6
xg6 (14...fxg6 15.fxg5 h5
16.gxh5 Exh5 17.5)df3 0-0-0
18.6\g2+) 15.f5 £ gxe5!? 16.fxe6
(16.dxe5 D xeb5 17.fxe6 Wb6+!

18.¢6h1 Wxe6=) 16...fxe6 17.dxe5
Pxe5 18.We2z Black has come
comp, but | don't think it's
enough.

Last year, Sjugirov played

the correct sequence, which
disallows what | managed

to achieve during this game:
12...¥b6! 13.0df3 gxf4 14.8xf4
g6 15.293 £g7 16.h1 0-0

17 W1 6 Black comfortably took
over with his active position in
Nakar,E-Sjugirov,S Jerusalem,
2015.

13.8xf4 §g7 14.51
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This knight has two available
squares while the other only has
f3, so deciding how to activate
my knights seemed obvious. My
opponent tanked a lot before
playing his next move after
finding out what | had in mind.
He wanted to castle kingside and
rush ...fé before seeing...

14...%b6

14...0-0 15.%e3 6 16.2)xf5
Hxf5 17.8xf5 exf5 18.e6+- This
is a better version of what was
achieved in the game as | retain
the e—pawn.

15.2e3 0-0 16.0f3 f6?
The logical break in many of
these positions, but also the
losing one.

41
16...£g6 17.2h4! with Hg4
coming up next. 17...f6 (17...&f5
18.82h3 Dxe3 19.£xe3 Wxb2
20.£xg6 fxg6 21.8b1 Wa3
22.90\h4+-) 18.9)g4 fxe5 19.£xg6
ANxg6 20.Dxh6+ 2xh6 21.8xh6+-

Superior is 16...2e4 17.c3 6.

17.2xf5 Dxf5
17...exf5 18.e6 Wxe6 19.. h4+-.

18.2xf5! exf5 19.e6! ¥xe6

/////////////
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Here we have a position where
Black is up an exchange and a
pawn. When | decided to go for
this position | assessed it as very
good compensation. After we
reached the position | upgraded
my evaluation to strategically
winning. Some positive factors
that | considered before




sacrificing:
1. Safer king
2. Superior pieces and
coordination
3. No foreseeable trading of
pieces
4. Easier to play.

20.£f4

Necessary to stop Black's ideas
of ...f4 and ...f5 activating the
bishop. The beautiful part about
White's position is that there is
no rush to prove compensation:
White's advantage is almost
entirely positional and will not
go away unless there is a big
change in the pawn structure
or an exchange of pieces, and

Black can't force either of those...

even though he can try.

easier as we approached zeitnot.

20...2ae8 21.4h4 We4 22 Wd2+,

21.2h4

From here until the end | spent
nearly no time- the position truly
seemed to play itself. White has
the luxury of time, and with that,
the ability to try to place all his

editor:

GM Daniel King analyzed this in
British Chess Magazine, where
he says he thinks this is where
Black went wrong. Instead he
suggests Black try: 20...c3!?

Analysis Diagram
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If 21.bxc3 then 21...2fc8 at least
gives the rooks something to bite

on, or 21...%b6 and the knight
has found a square. Objectively
the position is still better for
White, but there is counterplay;
and that might have driven
Hansen into closing the position.

21.b37?! is tempting if White is
playing for complete control as
in the game, but it would have
been an error: after 21...We4,
Black has counterplay against
the d—pawn.

— Daniel King, BCM 2016 #11.

pieces on good squares.

For those wondering: 21.dxe5
fxe5 22.We2 Whe+ 23.2e3 Wxb2
24 Bf1 o,

21...50¢c6 22.Wd2 Hae8
Another attempt to exchange
pieces — at the cost of an
exchange this time — but my
light-square pressure is worth
more than an exchange, so...

23.c3
...offer declined.

23...%e4 24.h3
%  EEde |
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There are many acceptable ways
to play this as White. | decide

to keep the queens on the

board and slowly make my way
towards Black's king. The weak
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light squares and pawns near
the king allow many points of
penetration.

24, Bf7
24..Wd3 25.Wf2 With £f3 and

2d1 coming up to trap the
Queen.

25.%f2 Bfe7 26.%g3 Ed7
26...Wc2 27 . £xe8 Bxe8
28 Wg6+-.

27.296 Hd8 28.)\xf5 Web
29.2xh6 Eee7 30.2xg7
Exg7 31.2e1
My opponent threw in the towel
before | could play 2e8 mate.

One of the best games in
my career, especially if judged
with aesthetics in mind. | did not
include a lot of variations after
16.f6 because | consider the
resulting position lost for Black,
but | do invite the reader to look
for counterplay.

After my game ended
we won on two other boards to
win the match 3-1 over Cuba.
This upset result gave us a lot
of confidence heading into the
second half of the tournament.

1-0
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Ortiz Suar(ez ,Is?n ;31.@3;?2 ?gg é{2.a51 @3& ;3.;3 After the exchange of light 29.@d1@ Abd7 %0.@’%1 Ah7
Reynaldo (2581 xe3 14.1xe3 He7 15. C square £s Black's position will 31.h4 ¥g4 32.Wd1 ¥xd1
Lesiege,Alexandre (2512) 16.d4 2e6 17.2xe6 fxe6 18.2ad1  pe solid but inflexible. White has ~ 33.Exd1= Qhf8 34.2b1
C54 ' ﬁaGS 19\@b4 eXd4 20CXd4 65 problems flndlng Something for
42nd Olympiad Baku (5.39), 21.dxe5! dxe5 22.Wixe7 Bxe7 his & to do. (E7 7 /é | -
06.09.2016 23.8d6t (1-0, 38) Carlsen,M- 4 oaE &
Anand,V Leuven, 2016 o % =",
Notes by John Upper ! , 2016. 19..é.3§,xb% 20.2xb3 2b6 6 /% iid &2 1
21- d2 h8 /% 70 /// 4 ///// / //////

A closed maneuvering game 9.895 We7 21...0xa4?? 22 Wcd++-. e o ///””Z //
with the first pawn exchange on ~ ozH© 10.2h4 g5 11.293 294 44 / 8 =] é / //////
move 34 (l) tErns into an gqua| 12.9¢2 d5 13.exd5 Dxd5 14.d4 22.b3 @96 23.5ae1 Efe8 3 /, /, /8/ //
R RO ) 1 o
misplays when the match situa- : | W5 19, 5\ra5! 1 26.293 1 %@S///%g%g
Gom forced him t o wi (18.8xd5! Wixd5 19.5\xg5!! f4 a7

on Ohrce IM TO PressTorwin= 50 5\h31+-) 18...H)xe5 19.5)xe5 (B E //
ning chances. (Y-, 45) Dragun,K-Gajewski,G Yy /////// The first pawn capture of the
1.e4 e5 2.5\f3 5)c6 3.8c4 Poznan, 2016. 7 %/‘///%é@%///%*/?%/ game!
85 4.0-0 26 5.43 46 6.3 ° /51\ 4 AV

67.a4 8a7 8.0a3 10.2b3 h6 11.2h4 Le6 &k | KX 34...exd4
ab /.a4 Zafl o.2a 12.9c4 %bs 13.@353 fxe3 4 g% /g/é” / 7 34...5e6 35.dxe5?? dxe5-+ and

14.fxe3 Dbd7 15.£c2 a5 w & ¢ will pick White's pawn
/ 7 & o a 2)c5 will pic e's pawns

o E R\Q;@ . 16.We2 We8 17.5\d2 Hh7 i o éé %@ » @@&é} apart,

1244 Akk 18.d4 f6 19.£b3 Py

6 ‘%m% ;m/ % 1 / / 7/ / 35.8xd4

s\, / A . B~ WEe 35.exd4 Hxe4 36.5)c3 He3

4 / A / 7 7 AdA 1A 26...c6 37.8f3=.

3|63 ” /é/ %@// s 223 X This gives White a way to

N /% ////// ' //g/g/g K 5/‘/% //// = activate his dark-square £ with ~ 35...0e5 36.2h37!

" 7 ey / ///// //// ////// . 8/5/// %/é/?/é/// %@ an eventual c4-c5; in return, that 36.2xd6 @g4+ 37.@91 Nxe3
=t g@/ f =g ' /Qg?/g% ////// %%%% — will concede the €5 square to a 38.52e1 ixe4 39.9)d2 Eee8
a e g 3 g

5 00 ) %é//é/%/@% é//ﬁ/g Black 4. 222’323: f5 41.Exe8 Exe8
8...5%7 9.0)c2 0-0 10.2e3 £xe3 d= % / ﬁ @5 27.Wf3 Ee7 28.c4 Hf8

a 9
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36...0e6 37.2xd6 8 %// %/E /%7/ . /%% %/E/%%% o @é %% %
X7 T 7 & q //x . - B i 4 B & q - o,
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; ieai i ‘A A A & 5/%, > 5/ &  HEe &
. @ 244 & s é%&@&ﬁ A nry g/ // s // //  AF
& % ah 1< %% B, - &7 » %%/
4 8 / é/%/é //// 4%/ W /é /%// %/%/ //%/ W8 //Eﬁ/ R E/&é/ /gé/
Pol B me | peEaE 4 E . o / B s
2 / %/, ///// %8% 1 % /%%/e% g/% 1 % / / 1 / %
1 // % a C a
/@/ < //g g% n Black's minor pieces are A "dead drawn" rook ending... if 80.2xe5+?7?
more active than White's, but both sides play right. Not the sort of mistake you'd
3?---_@35? _ there's no way to increase expect from a 2580 GM, but at
Missing a chance to win a pawn: that advantage or turn it into 72...0f5 73.¢0f3 g5 74.g3 this point White knew he had to
material... and although it can't He5 75.2d7 b5 76.cxb5 play for a win to draw the match.
37...4)f7! 38.8dd1 (38.2d3 &c5 go anywhere, White is still up a cxb5 77.827d5 bxa4 78.bxad4  Every other reasonable move
also wins a pawn.) 38...4c5 pawn. 78.e4+! g6 79.5xe5 Exe5 draws.
39.d2 Ed8F will win the b3- 80.bxad=.
pawn as White can't allow Black 46...2g8 47.2h1 Bge8
to double on the d-file. 48.8b1 D7 49.2d1 Heb 78...g4+
50.2f1 ©g6 51.£9g3 Ea8 79.2e2
38.2d2= Rae8 52.2d1 Zae8 53.2h2 h7 2b8
| 38..0f7 39.2d4. 54.2f4 &g6 55.2b1 Hf7
56.2g1 Deb5 57.82d1 Df7
39.8f5 g8 40.2d4 &f7 58.2b1 He5 59.8g1 h7
41.2f1 h5 42.8f4 g6 60.293 g6 61.2b1 H)f7
43.s2g3 &h7 44. 51 BT 62.2h2 He5 63.5f3 Hf7
45.%f2 He5 64.5)d2 §e5 65.21 Has Sweets
45...g9!7? 66.293 H)f7 67.2d6 N\xd6 A lgte
68.2xd6 Nxe4 69.2\xe4 round treat
46.%e2 Bxed 70.2f4 Be7 71.8fd4  from Cuba.

Hae8 72.2d3




80...fxe5!

Suddenly it's a fairly simple
technical win: Black now has the
more active &2, and more active
B, and targets on €3 and g3,
and (sitting on g4) the furthest
advanced pawn.

81.2d5

81.8c3 He4! 82.8c4+ &d5
83.%d3 (83.8c2 Bb4-+)
83...Eb3+ 84.8c3 Exc3+
85.%xc3 thed-+.

81...bed 82.8xa5 Eb2+
83.cbd1 Bg2 84.8b5 Bxg3
85.2b4+ £f3 86.2b5

gV//
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86...2h3
86...e4 87.8xh5 ¢hxe3 also wins.

87.8xe5 Exh4 88.52d2 g3

89.2f5+ g4 90.2f8 ©h3
91.29g8 g2 92.cke2 Bg4

0-1

Round 6:
Canada 2.5 - Belarus 1.5

It was a difficult decision for
me when choosing the lineup
against Belarus. After some con-
sideration, | chose to continue
with our strategy and give an-
other White to Eric. That meant
another rest day for Alex, even
after his great win in the previ-
ous round. | discussed this de-
cision with Alex, and | was very
happy with his positive reaction.

We played against Belarus four
years ago in Istanbul. They had
a similar lineup as in 2012, but
our team was much stronger
this time around, so the average
rating was very close between
us. They had also played well in
the Olympiad so far, losing just 1
individual game in the first five
rounds.

On board 4 Belarus had more

than 100 rating points advan-
tage and the White colour. How-
ever, Tomas successfully avoided
any problems
and equalized
the game after
the opening.

There was a
funny pairing on
board 2: Kova-
lev - Kovalyov.
Anton was un-
der  pressure
with Black: his
opponent won
a pawn, but traded too many
pieces and gave Anton some se-
rious chances for the draw. An-
ton easily held rook endgame “2
on 3"

Eric was outplayed in a sharp
Sicilian and he was forced to
sacrifice the exchange. He was
in deep time trouble and made
one of his moves with just 2 sec-
onds remaining on his clock. If |
could be frank, when the time
started ticking off of his clock, |
became so nervous with the fact
that he might flag that | had to
look away. Being down the ex-
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change and playing on the incre-
ment only, Eric continued fight-
ing. The position remained very

Eric was outplayed in a sharp Sicilian...
He was in deep time trouble and made
one of his moves with just 2 seconds

remaining on his clock.

| becamel so nervous that|
had to lookiaway-

sharp with a lot of strong threats
for both sides. His opponent also
got into time trouble, and made
a few weak moves which led him
to eventually blundering a piece
due to a relatively simple tactic.
The rest was easy, and another
nice combination by Eric gave
him an extra bishop in a simple
endgame.

Evgeny got an advantage on
board 1 with White. Evgeny even-
tually lost some of his advantage,
but his position remained better.
However, the match situation
did not force him to take any risk
and a draw was agreed.



With 3 consecutive wins, we
were tied for 3rd-12th place
in the standings after round
6. There were no weak teams
at this level, and we got a very
strong opponent again.

- Victor Plotkin

Notes by
GM Eric Hansen

Hansen, Eric (2582)
Zhigalko, Andrey (2591)
B81

42nd Olympiad Baku (6.5),
08.09.2016

Belarus was a similar team to us
in terms of ranking. They were
also relatively young and well-
prepared. Anything could hap-
pen

1.e4 c5 2.3 d6 3.d4
Already a risky for me, since
Zhigalko is a Najdorf specialist,

whereas | normally play 3.£2b5+.

3...cxd4 4.2xd4 9f6 5.2c3
a6 6.h3
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6.h3 is very fashionable these
days, which makes it easier to

prepare.

6...e6
6...e5 7.)de2 or 7.)b 3.

7.94 2e7 8.g5 Hfd7
9.2e3 b5

9...8xg5 10.%xeb fxeb
11.%h5+ g6 12.Wxg5z.

10.a3 £b7 11.h4 b6

Belarus Bailout

Draws for Bareev,

Kovalyov and Krnan le
Canada in desperate
trouble as Hansen was
totally losing.

But not lost!
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More aggressive would have
been 12.f4 Ha4 13.%9xa4 &xed
14.xb5 0-0 15.8g1 axb5
16.4)¢c3 £c6 17.h5 Nd7= Oparin,
G-Zhigalko,S Jerusalem, 2015.

12...98d7 13.0-0-0 Hc8
14.Eh3

14.%5b1 Wc7 15.We1 The setup
| wanted to achieve was: Zh3,
£c¢1 and then start to push on
the kingside without worrying
about Black's queenside play.




Unfortunately, I'm just not in time
to achieve it. 15...%c4 (15...2e5
16.2h3 Hec4 17.£c1 0-0 18.h5
Looks nice for White.) 16.£c1?
Dxa3+-+,
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14...%c7

Black has utilized a flexible move
order quite successfully. | was
not comfortable at all here and
as a result soon found myself in
serious time trouble.

I'd expected something like:
14...5e5 15.We1 Hecs 16.%b1
?Nxe3 17.8xe3 0-0 18.f4 This was
a position | had actually prepared
before the game. | never came
close to achieving it since Black
didn't help me out by playing
..%)e5 and ...0-0.

15.h5
Just drifting here as |
didn't see anything else.

15.%b1 Hca 16.8xc4
Wxc4 17.0b3 b4 18.axb4
Wxb4 Black should be
preferred with the two
bishops, although in retrospect
maybe | should have bailed
out and gone for it; e.g. 19.%d4
Wxd4 20.2xd4 f6 White has
nothing to complain about.

15...9c4 16.82xc4 ¥ixc4
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It is fair to say Black has won
the opening phase decisively. By
withholding castling, Black has
left me without a constructive
way to attack, and therefore

my developmental advantage

is insignificant. Black can enjoy

| found myself wishing | was

playing Black in this position

rather than working hard at
the board to fight it out.

- Eric Hansen

the two bishops and natural
queenside play.

17.82dh1?!

A poor and unnatural move
which shows my discomfort. It
was one of those cases where
| found myself wishing | was
playing Black in this position
rather than working hard at the
board to fight it out.

Perfectly playable was: 17.2g3
b4 (17...96 18.2b3 (18.8h3!?)
18...b4 19.axb4 Wixb4 20.We2«)
18.axb4 ¥xb4 19.g6 hxgb
20.hxg6 £f6 (20...20e5 21.gxf7+
bxf7 22.295 N4 23.Wif4+ Le8
(23...2f6? 24.0b3+-) 24.2)b3%)
21.gxf7+ ©xf7 22.£95 Wxd4
23.Wxd4 &xd4 24.8xd4 Eh1+
25.%d2 Hc6 26.2b4 £c8 27.2e3
I'd give a slight preference to
White here.

47

17...b4%

Don't think anybody is going to
castle after I've pre—emptively
doubled my rooks on the h-file.

18.axb4 ¥xb4 19.96
%E/ / @

x// /%é/
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| wasn't happy to play 19.g6
because | didn't think it
threatened anything.

19...h6!?

An inaccuracy. Unfortunately

| was already in extreme time
trouble at this point and did not
have time to catch it.

| spent the bulk of my time
worrying about the more direct
19...%e5!?:

Black may have been worried
about 20.h6 but Black maintains
a comfortable edge with the cool




20...fxg6 (20...%¢c4?? 21.hxg7
®g8 22.gxh7 Wixb2+ 23.5bd1+-)
21.hxg7 Hg8 22.5\b3 (22.8xh7
Nc4-+) 22...8xed 23.9)xe4 Wixed
24 .8xh7 £f63.

20.gxf7+ xf7 21.We2 £f6% or
21...8xc3!?.

20.gxf7+ ©xf7
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21.2f3+7?

Better is 21.8g1 ©e5 22.4b3
&xed (22...0c4 23.Wd4 &f6
24.8f3 Threatening £xg7 24...e5
25.Wd3 Nxe3 26.Wxe3t and the
roles have reversed, as White
ends up with an easier attack.)
23.8hg3 Bhg8 24.2d4 &f5 25.f4
9 c6 26.8xg7+ Exg7 27 .Bxg7+
he8 28.2g8+ &f8 (28...2d7?
29.9\c5+!1) 29.297 &f7 30.Exf8+
Exf8 31.£xf8 bxf8% the end-

game is better for Black, but with
the king positions as they are

| think White retains excellent
chances to hold if queens stay
on the board.

21...2f6¥

Now | can't stop ...2e5-c4 while
my pieces also look sloppy. In
truth, this was all based on a
miscalculation.

22.8g1 He5
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Honestly, | was about to resign
here. The threats of ...\c4 and
...Axf3, plus the utter disgust

| had with myself for failing to
generate any play had built up to
a climax. Everything | calculated
seemed to fail. However, with 3
seconds on my clock | changed
my mind...

23.%e2

My original intention was
23.Bxg7+ xg7 24.8xf6 Hxf6
25.d5+ exd5 26.¥xb4 which
would be totally winning, except
I'd missed 26...2d3+0-+ Oops.

My second, and better, try
was 23.8xf6+ gxf6 24.f4 Nc4

25.8g7+: Analysis Diagram
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During the game | had hoped
for this: 25...cexg7 26.%g2+

bf8 (26...¢0f7 27.Wig6+ he7
28.Wg7+ che8 29.Wixh8+ e7
30.Wh7+ e8=) 27.5)\xe6+ e8
(Not 27...cee7?? 28.Wg7+ xeb
29.f5+ che5 30.We7#) 28.W g6+
¢bd7 29.Wf7+ he6-+ Turns out
Black is winning here, but it
certainly looked appealing to my
thin calculation.
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But | overlooked this: 25...&e8! |
missed this move until | thought
about the position a few moves
later. White is desperately trying
to get Black's king in range of the
knight on c3 26.8e7+ (26.Wg2?
Wxb2+ 27.€2d1 Hxe3+-+)
26...2f8! (26...2xe7? 27.5d5+0
&xd5 28.Wxb4 &xed 29.2f2
2hg8 30.b3 e5=) 27 .4\ xeb+
cbxe7 28.9d5+ &xd5 29.¥xb4
a5!!l-+ and Black gets an extra
piece out of the trades compared
to the ....cexe7 line.

23...9xf3 24.¥ixf3
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It was a team game after all, so
this was not the time to feel sorry
for myself. | managed to reset
my brain and made it my goal to
make this conversion as difficult
as possible for Black.




24...e7

| realized my position was not
without chances when | saw the
following variation 24...2xc37?
25.bxc3 Wa3+ (25...%xc3
26.8xg7+ soxqg7 27.2xh6+

Bxh6 28.Wxc3+-) 26.56d2 Ec8?
27.8xg7+! ©xg7 28.0xe6+ &Hf7
29.8d4! bxe6 30.Wf5+!+-,

25.5ce2

Black's technical task isn't too
easy because until his king is
safe he needs to keep his bishop
on f6 to hold the g7-pawn. That
means Black doesn't have any
clear way of trading off White's
more active minor pieces.

25...2he8 26.%g4 od7

At this point Zhigalko was getting
low on time himself, but he was
on the

////////////////
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27...@c7??
A simple plan would be 27...
a5 followed by moves such as

...a4 and ...Eb8, and | don't see
how White can hold. | have no
threats.

28.e5+-

| had seen this shot a few moves
back when | was desperately
looking for tricks to get myself

iaht mentally back in

| rig ) th . Whit
path to | was about to resign... thfeii‘er?,i exf6l °
victory... _ and Hxe6+ with
o7 By However, with 3 seconds [ an attack on the
: on my clock | changed [ undefended b4,

my mmd sp White wins a

piece.
- Eric Hansen

Andrey had calculated 28.2xe6+
b8 29.%2d4 Where Black's
king is safe and White's position
overextended for the cost of a
pawn. Now ...a5-a4 would be a
very natural and strong attack.

28...2d7 29.exf6 gxf6
30.%g7+ Ze7 31.Wxf6 £d5
32.2)f4 Bb8 33.Wxe7+ cbxe7
34.5xd5+

What can | say — | got very
lucky. | only woke up and got into
a healthy frame of mind after |
got a losing position.

This game ended up being the
tie—breaker: we drew on the
other three boards and so won
the match 2.5 - 1.5.

1-0
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Round 7:
Canada 1.5 - Ukraine 2.5

It was a funny situation for me
when | found myself sitting next
to the Ukrainian captain in the
bus from our hotel to the tourna-
ment site. We had talked a few
times at the previous Olympiad.
This time, we did not talk about
chess. When speaking about the
match between our teams he
said: “We do not underestimate
your team. Canada plays great
here”. To put that compliment
in context, before facing us, the
Ukraine’s three previous oppo-
nents were: Russia, China, and
USA — all top-3 teams.

Canada was never so close to
beating one of the best teams in
the world.

Canada was never so close to beating

one of the best teams in the world.




Wegotagreatwinonboard 1this
round, where Evgeny showed
his fantastic technigue and beat
Pavel Eljanov with the Black
pieces. White was better initially
with 4 pawns for a knight, but
played too slowly and allowed
Black to capture one pawn after
another.

With our loss on board 3 and
a quiet draw on board 2, Eric’s
game, as in a match against Be-
larus, was decisive for the match.
Unfortunately, the scenario was
the exact opposite this round:
Eric missed a win in the mid-
dlegame and made a few weak
moves in the endgame.

- Victor Plotkin

Eljanov,Pavel (2739)
Bareev,Evgeny (2675)
D11

42nd Olympiad Baku (7.1),
09.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.2f3 H\f6
4.e3 £94 5.49c3 €6 6.h3
axf3 7.¥xf3 Hbd7 8.2d3
£b4 9.0-0 0-0
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In his 2008 Everyman book Play
the Slav, James Vigus called this
line the "Errot", since Black is
playing a Torre reversed.

'.“\L;‘
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10.a3

23 minutes on this move. That's
long for a theoretically known
position, but White has a choice
of very different middle games
here:

a) 10.e4? dxc4 and White loses
one of his center pawns; e.g.
11.82xc4 Db6 12.Wd3 &xc3
13.bxc3 Hxca 14.Wixcd Hxed .

b) 10.%d1 dxc4 11.&xc4 c5
12.%b3 cxd4 13.exd4 ¥a5
14.2d1 ZEac8 with an IQP
middlegame in Anand,V-
Aronian,L Mainz, 2009.
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c) 10.2d2 Ze8 11.%d1 We7
12.¥b3 dxc4 13.2xc4 Db
14.2e2 Zad8 15.2ad1 £d6 16.a4
e5 17.a5 »bd5= White has the

£ pair, but couldn't find anything
to do with it: 18.2c4 a6 19.2xd5
cxd5 20.£xd5 Hxd5 21.%xd5
exd4 22.Wbh3 £c5 23.exd4 &xd4
24.8c3 &xc3 V4-% Vallejo Pons,F
-Wang,H Pattaya, 2015.

10...2a5

Vigus recommended: 10...2xc3
11.bxc3 Wa5! 12.2d2 e5 13.cxd5
cxd5 14.Wd1 Wc7 15.Wb3 ed
16.2e2 Db6 17.8fb1 Bab8=
(0-1,43) Gelfand,B—Henriquez
Villagra,C Baku World Cup,
2015.
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White has four pawns for the

19...axb6 20.2c2 Ned

- 17.£d2?!

15.W1f5 &xd3 16.5xd3 Wb6=.

&, though the d7-pawn can't be

saved.

21.2ac1 Of6 22.2¢7 Zab8

Here and at move 19 White
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pon
winning Knight sac
vs Pavel Eljanov.

He’s still got it!
Victor Plotkin watch-

es as Ev




25...e7

Black can avoid giving White the
protected passer by trading on
a5 now; but that trade would also
reduce the number of targets
that the Black pieces can attack:
25...bxa5 26.bxa5 &e7 27.2a7
Exd7 28.2cc7 Black is nominally
better, but it's hard to imagine
White losing this so long as he

keeps one £ active.

26.26 »d5 27.Ec8
27.87¢4 b5! 28.Ec8 txd7
29.28c5%.

27...5oxd70 28.8xb8?2F
N28.88c6=.

28...Exb8 29.b5
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A position Black had to correctly

assess at move 25.

29...Ec8 30.2b1

30.8xc8 $xc8-+ and the & wins
the b—pawn.

30...2c4! 31.Eb3
31.e4 Hc7 32.2a1 Bxd4.

31...9c7 32.82a3 Eb4 33.a7
Ha8-+
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34.d5 Eb1+ 35.®h2 Exb5

36.e4 Ea5 37.2f3 ¢ke8
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38.2c3 <d8 39.d6 Exa7
40.e5 b5 41.f4 b4 42.2c5
Eb7 43.2a5
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43...Dc70-+

43...2b67?! 44.2b507F d7
45.8xb4 f6F this is probably
winning, but not as clearly as the
B ending in the game.

43...8b87? 44.2a7 b3 45.8xf7
Bb6O (45...b2?77 46.8f8++-)
46.2a7 (46.2f8+ ©d7 47.2xa8
b2 48.8a7+ shc8 49.8c7+

d8 (49...2b8?? 50.8c3 b1¥
51.d7+-) 50.e6 Exd60 51.2b7=)
46...b2 47.8xa8+ &d7 48.8a7+
beb6 49.8e7+0 (49.d7 Le7-+)
49...56f5 50.d7 Eb80 51.Ef7+
be6 52.d8W (52.d8\+?77?

&d5 53.e6 b1 54.e7 We4-+)
52...Exd8 53.2b7 Ed2=.

Post-game interview with Susan Polgar.



http://www1.bakuchessolympiad.com/videos/60#lg=1&slide=39

44.dxc7+ sexc7 45.52g3

b3 46.2a1 ¢c6 47.f5 b2
48.2b1 &d5 49.f6

49.%f4 Bb4+ and Black takes the
pawns.

49...gxf6 50.exf6 2ed
51.sth4 Eb5!

Cutting off the & stops White
from even dreaming about a
race.

0-1

Hansen,Eric (2582)
Volokitin,Andrei (2647)
B51

42nd Olympiad Baku (7.4),
09.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

Before the rise of Magnus
Carlsen, some talked about An-
drei Volokitin as a potential
World Champion. He certainly
displayed his talents in Baku:
winning the gold medal on board
4 with an absolute best TPR of
2992 (see table).

However, that might have
been very different had Eric not
been too clever for his own good
in a position | would expect him

to crack in bullet...

1.e4 ¢5 2.2f3 d6 3.2b5+
Nd7 4.c3 Dgf6 5.%e2 a6
6.2a4 b5 7.2c2 £b7 8.0-0
g6 9.d4 £g7

8
7
6
5
4
3
2/ 7. Z
a b ¢ d e f g h

10.2d1

A third round game in Baku
continued: 10.2e1 e5 11.a4
0-0 12.dxe5 Hxe5 13.9xeb5
dxe5 14.axb5 axb5 15.8xa8

Ha8 19.2xa8 £xa8 20.f3
d5 21.e5 Dxg5 22.£xg5
Wc7 23.f4 Dd7 24.%f2 Hch
25.5\e2 Eb8 26.2\d4

% 77
YT

8

7 ///////
6

4

3

2

1

,,,,,,,,,,,

¢ e

a b f g h

A £b5-Sicilian has turned into a
very unbalanced middlegame,
where White has kingside
chances and Black can create
pawn weakness then a passer
by attacking c3.
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26...b4 27.%h4 bxc3
28.bxc3 Neb
28...2e4 makes sense, hoping to

activate the £a7. 29.2xe4 dxed
30.£f6=.

29.4f6 £2xf6 30.W¥xf6 Hxd4
31.Exd4 b6 32.¥g5 Eb2
33.2d1 £c6 34.h4

A Z
% %
I’

= %% %//%//

a b d f g h

8
7
6
5
4
3
2
1

What should Black play:...%a5,
...Eb8, or ...&d7.

Wxa8 16.9a3z (0-1,

46) Svetushkin,D- Prize | Board 4 | Name Team Rtg Rp Pts. % Games
Nepomniachtchi,l Baku, 1 GM | Volokitin Andrei | Ukraine 2647 2992 8.5 94.4 9
2016. 2 IM | Khader Sami Jordan 2373 2932 8 100 8

3 GM | Aleksandrov A. Belarus 2547 2760 6.5 81,3 8
10...0-0 11%bd2 Hc8 4 GM [ Safarli Eltaj Azerbaijan 1 2688 2747 5.5 78,6 7
12.d5 c4 13@171 @cs 5 GM [ Halkias Stelios Greece 2565 2739 7 77,8 9

14.g3 e6 15.dxeb

@Bxeﬁ 16.a4 Ze8 7 GM | Grischuk Alex Russia 2754 2719 6,5 72,2 9
17.axb5 axb5s 18@95 8 GM | Short Nigel D England 2666 2681 6.5 72,2 9
9 IM | Vedmediuc S. Moldova 2437 2669 6.0 85,7 7
10 GM [ Shankland Sam USA 2679 2661 5.5 68,8 8




34...%a5??

34...2b1 isn't bad, but it doesn't
change much after the calm
35.%h2.

34...8d7 is tricky. Black is hoping
for counterplay against the white

¢, and he'd get it if White takes
on d5 35.8xd5? h6! 36.%xh6
(36.We7?? Wa7+! 37.Wc5

(37.52h1 W2 38.8F3 Wif1+

39.%2h2 Wixf3-+) 37...Wixc5+
38.8xc5 2b1 39.2d5 2a4-+)
36...2c6 37.8d4 Hxg2+=.

But after 34...2d7 so long
as White keeps cool with 35.2f3!
Black's position is even more
desperate than before.

034...Eb8 guards the back rank

so the black ¥ can go after c3
(or defend the dark squares with

...1d8). 35.h5!T Wd8 36.%g31
and White is ready to peel open
the black kingside with hxg and
f4-f5 or e5-e6.

35.h5!+-

Obviously the right pawn; f4-f5
threatens f6, which also creates
mating threats on g7, but it also

blocks the ¥'s route to the back
rank.

35...2d7
As good as any; stopping e5-
€6, and possibly hoping for

..."b6+ forking f6... or maybe
encouraging the game blunder.

35...%xc3? 36.%d8+ ¢hg7 37.h6+
¢hxh6 38.Wf8# Is it possible that

Black overlooked this simple line
when playing his previous move?

36.2xd5??

A major move-order error. White
had two winning moves, but this
isn't either of them.

36.h6+- bf8 37.2xd50 W7
(A37...%xd5 38.Wd8++- winning

the Wd5.) 38.Wf6+- it's not mate,
but White can win the h—pawn or
continue the attack with e5-e6.

36.We7! Eb7 (36...Wc7 37.66!+-)
37.e6+- or 37.8xd5+- Wic7
38.h6.

36...h60=

Attacks the ¥ when it has no
checks and creates an escape
square on h7.

36...Exg2+ 37 .Wixg2d+-.
36...%%xd5 fails to a mate we

saw before: 37.Wd8+ g7
38.h6+ xh6 39.W8#.

54

37.Exab
<37.Wxg6+ fxg6 38.2xa5 Eb1
39.hxg63.

37...hxg5

- N W A OO0 N

38.2f37

N38.8d5= e.g. 38...2e6 39.2d8+
¢bg7 40.fxg5 gxh5 41.8xh5 Hc2
42.2d6 Zxc3 43.96=.

38...g4! 39.2d5 g3
Instead of White having a coffin
nail on h6, Black has one on g3.

40.¢ef1
40.8xc4 Eb1+ 41.8f1 £gd-+ (Not

41...gxh5?? 42.e6(1= and the
Ha5 saves the day.)

40...2g4 41.2f3 Bf2+




42.5g1 Ec2 43.2a8+ g7
=] »

_ %z//i’%
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44.2a1
44 h6+! prevents Black from
getting a useful h—pawn, but the
result shouldn't be any different
after 44...%xh6 45.2a1
Bh5-+.

44...gxh5 45.2xg4
hxg4 46.f5 Ze2
47.e6 fxe6 48.fxeb

- f6 49.0f1 Bf2+
50.2g1 xe6
51.2e1+ f5 52.8f1
cheq-+

0-1

Stupid Karma

Elianov and Plotkin
watch as Eric pays for
his Round 6 break.

Round 8:
Canada 2 - Vietham 2

After Cuba, Belarus, and Ukraine
we got our 4th consecutive op-
ponent from a Communist or
“former Communist” country.
We could have gotten Russia or
China to continue this streak,
but Vietnam was strong enough.

Vietnam had a former student of
Evgeny, a 2720 player, on board
1. Another interesting player for
them was on board 4, a very tal-
ented junior who won the WYCC

twice and performed close to a
GM norm in this Olympiad. My
concern about board 4 was the
reason to deviate from the tra-
ditional strategy and put Eric on
board 4 with Black against this
WYCC champion.

It was likely our least entertain-
ing match in Baku. Very quickly,
draws were agreed on boards
1, 2, and 4. Alex, while playing
White, got a good position from
the opening and won a pawn.
His knights were very active and
created a lot of strong threats,
but his own king was not so safe.
One weak move was enough
to allow Black to start a strong
counter attack. After that, a per-
petual check was the best prac-
tical choice for White.

While a draw against a very solid
team could not be counted as
a bad result, | was slightly dis-
appointed. For the second con-
secutive round we missed our
chances at the final hour of the
game. During the first six rounds,
we gained a lot of points near
the end of the round.

- Victor Plotkin
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Lesiege,Alexandre (2512)
Nguyen,Huynh Minh Huy
(2435)

D10

42nd Olympiad Baku (8.3),
10.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.cxd5
cxd5 4.2c3 Hf6 5.2f4 Hc6
6.e3 215 7.%b3 Hab 8.Waq+
£d7 9.%c2 e6 10.f3 Ah5
11.2e5 6 12.293 Hcb
13.a3 2e7 14.2d3 f5 15.2e5

7
Z/ < //// 2/ % / % 7,
%%@%%Z%é%

W @
h

- N W A OO0 O N o

The exchange Slav is not a
recipe for excitement, but the
middlegames are something
any 1.d4 d5 player should
understand.

White is a bit better here
because the £d7 is not a model
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citizen. A typical way to activate 20.%b3 2c6 25...95 26.9e2 We8 g %z
that £ is for Black to play ...2)f6, 27 .2ac1 a6 28.Bhf1 We6 i’ {//} %%/ %;%5%
...00, and ...2e8-g6/h5. White's s|]  HEillde @ H 29.2f3 gxf4 30.2xf4 g8 %// %% /%% %y/
attack with h3 and g4 crosses 74 & %/ //// ;{/gj %* 31.Wd3+- JFy //% y _
- L e e AT B A 7 & 7 & PR

this plan while improving his ] /g/ // 7 5| & %‘ @%f %
own £d3. Black usually has to o sf]  E @ EWe . ;/g/é AN
play ...2)f6-e4 to shut down this 5 // Iy . /‘/ /// ///// / N /%/ ///// {E%// a
diagonal, and exchanges on e4 4 // /é/m/ o - 7 = %///7 ////// & %/

, | . » Y " | % 1
create an asymmetrical pawn 3 /g/ng@ fof & / A » s~ %,
structure where Black has to of // ///// / //// /// 7 5 % /‘% ) % ) W7 /%7-/2-/ //%

. - L » - o A ra—— g
play actively to have chances; 1 %ﬁé % @ // E 4 0. /gé 9\ 8

/ L, J AN

e.g. Sokolov-Navara (below). = b c d e i %@% g % What happens after ...2a4+

,,,,, w e :

? /ﬁ/ <z

15...2f6 21.£xe4! fxed 22.@3xe4 0-0 1 ,ﬁ? / / 34... a4+ 35.59e22?
15...0-0 16.h3 &)f6 17.94 (17.8f4  23.f41t ©h8 24.9c3 £h4+ / = 35 b3+~ deflects the £ so there
He4 18.0-0 Bc8 19.8fc1 &6 25.¢0d2 s no safe check from the a6-f1
20.¥p3 Hab 21.Wa2 &Hxc3 White has kept his pawn, diagonal: 35... &xb3+ 36.e2!
22.bxc3 b5= (0-1, 50) Adams,M- /% EW E o stabilized the center, and has (36g@xe%7 @’E]HD: 37 el

Eljanov,P Biel, 2015.) 17...%2e4

h\
N\
\

,,,,, D )
////// ry % %/é‘ two dangerously placed &)s. If his 2eo+0] 38.Wxc2] &xc? 39 566

8
18.gxf5 8xf5 (18...0xc3!?7=) & ¢ 1it Id be a fairl
.gxf5 Bx ... xc31?= 7 wy % was on a1 it would be a fairly
19.8xe4 dxe4 20.Wxe4 Wb6= ° //@/g P simple win.
Black is down a pawn, but has 5%/ %/‘/ ,,,,,, » ,/%W/ i
the & pair and with no white 4 . %/é ///é 2 31...2b5
. pawns in the center Black's LSB 3%@% }/% % £ 32.2xc8
will be very strong. 21.b4 (21.0- o A @ 7 Bxc8
0-0? $xa3!¥; 21.d5? Exf3-+) w7 /% 32...8xd3
21...Hafg 22.5g1 £8f7 23.4f4 e 33.5)fg6+
Axb4 getting the pawn back £xg6
by threatening ...£c6; Sokolov, |- White has won a pawn and has 34.2fxf8+-.
Navara,D Saint-Quentin, 2014 a strong 9 e5 but his & is a little
(V2-Y2, 35). loose. Black has the two £s, so 33.%f5
his next aims to loosen the He5  &e1+
16.h3 Zc8N 17.94 HNxeb and open lines to attack White's 34.<0d1

18.2xe5 Hed 19.gxf5 exf5 .




White's pieces keep the Black

¢ boxed in; the most amusing
draw is: 39...2d 7+ 40.2d3 &xf3
41.5f7+ g8 42.5\h6+ £h8
43.5f7+=) 36...Hc2+ 37.5f11+-
(37.cbxe1?2? Wg1+ 38.5F1
Wxe3+-+; 37.2d1?? Ha2+-+)
37...Wq7 38.5\f7+ $g8 39.5)g5+-

White has a deadly attack and
Black's £e1 is now hanging.

35...Bc2+ 36.¢6f1 2b5+
37.Hed3 £h4
37...8xd3+? 38.%xd3+-.

38.%e5+
38.90e2!1? &xd3?? 39.We5++-.

38...Wg7 39.%b8+ g8
40.¥e5+ Wg7 41.Wb8+ Wg8
42 ¥e5+

YVa="2

Round 9:
Canada 3% - Denmark %

Statistically, a good tie-break is
supposed to make your tourna-
ment life easier. Our tie-break
was great during the entire
Olympiad, but it did not trans-
late into friendly pairings for
the first 8 rounds. Finally, in the
money rounds, we got very com-
fortable pairings in both round 9
and 10. | also liked the fact that
we got a second White in a row.
This allowed me to give a game
to Tomas after two days-off and
to have Eric play White at the
same time.

Scoring only 1 team point
in the previous 2 rounds moved
us to the bottom end of the po-
dium, so only a win would allow
us to continue our tournament in
the top area. | remember that we
discussed the tourna-

The most important game for us
in this round was Tomas’s with
Black on the bottom board. It was
the only board where our oppo-
nents had a rating advantage.

ment situation at the
team meeting. | told
our team members
that our tie-break is
so good and should
give us the highest
final position in any
“points group”. Eric

asked me, “So will you be satis-
fied with the narrow 2.5 -1.5 win
against Denmark?” My answer
was, “Sure, three wins of 2.5-1.5
in remaining three rounds and
we will be on the podium. Not
on the podium with 20 teams,
but on the real podium with 3
top teams only”.

The most important game
for us in this round was Tomas’s
game with Black on the bottom
board. It was the only board
where our opponents had a rat-
ing advantage. Tomas was forced
to give up an exchange, but got
good compensation with two
pawns and a very active knight.
His opponent made a few weak
moves and his rook was trapped
in the middle of the board. 0-1
for Tomas.

At one moment we were
close toscoringa4-0victory with
our wins on boards 2 and 3 and
a very good position on board 1;
but Evgeny missed good winning
chances, and the final score was
“only” 3.5-0.5. Honestly, | felt
good about this match as it was
easier and a bigger margin than |
had expected.

- Victor Plotkin
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Notes by
GM Evgeny Bareev

Bareev,Evgeny (2675)
Hansen,Sune Berg (2595)
D37

42nd Olympiad Baku (9.10),
11.09.2016

1.2f3 96 2.c4 €6 3.2c3 d5
4.d4 2e7 5.2f4 0-0

z? %? xzf

/////////////

//x& %

z; /f
Z?SZ%g

/ T R 7
/E% /%%”g@/ /%ﬁ

a b c¢c d e f g h

6.%c2

In the previous round, playing
against the former Blitz World
Champion, | almost equalized in
the modern line: 6.e3 Hbd7 7.c5
£ e4! Creating a manuevering
battle where | almost outplayed
him: 8.£d3 f5 9.9e2 ¢6 10.0-0
g5 11.£g3 &Hxg3 12.9xg3 a5
13.Wa4d b5 14.cxb6 £b7 15.2ac1

A\
. \&
& \\\\
b
§\
\




Nxb6 16.¥d1 Hd7 17.2c3 &b4
18.52c2 £d6 19.We2 We7 20.2fc1
Zfc8 21.a3 h6 22.8c3 ¢5 23.dxch
Exch 24.5d4 Eac8

Analysis Diagram

T e

/;/ =

/////////////

< 7 V1 S/
% %%§%¢ 2
/////, ////// / ////// / /// ,,,,,, //
////// / %% i) %ﬁ

/ ) e ///%
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\S \\\\\\\\
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But here my old disease — poor
tactical vision - raised its head
and | did not find: 25.Wh5! ¥f6
26.%xe6!!+; | considered only

26.9xf5.

Instead, we drew after | played:
25.2a6 25...8xc3 26.8xc3 Exc3
27.bxc3 Db 28.2xb7 Wxb7
29.Wh5 2f8 30.Wg6+= Wg7
31.We8 W7 32.%a8 a4 33.h3
Wh7 34.We8 We7 35.%a8 Wb7
36.We8 Wd7 37.Wa8 Wh7 V1-1%
Bareev,E-Le,Q Baku, 2016.

6...c5

Also good are: 6...4bd7 and
6...0c6.

7.dxc5 ¥a5 8.2d2 ¥xc5

9.e3
s EAE Eu
dad S4aka
64{g/>@%/
5 % /,,,,,/// » %/
LA m
BN
2|8 BWEY A AR
- %%%{

a b

9..2d7

A bit too clever. Simpler was,
9...%c6!, which would have been
more threatening: 10.a3 e5 11.b4

Wh6 12.£93 d4 13.c5 (13.0)a4

Wd8 14.2e2 £g45) 13...1d8
14.2)d1 and Black looks better.

10.a3 Ec8 11.b4 ¥b6
11...Wc6 12.2e2 dxc4d 13.b5 Wch
14.2f3 Hd5 15.9)ded2.

12.2e2 Hc6 13.0-0 ¥d8
13...d4 14.Hced Hxed 15.Wxed
e5 16.b5 exf4 17.bxc6 £xcb
18.Wxe7 dxe3 19.8ab1+.

////////

///////

2 % %Eg

14.2ad1?!

The problem was that | could not
guess even a single move of my
colleague and had little time (|
think approximately 30 minutes
left) at that moment. So | made
a "Capablanca" move. Or so it
seemed to me...

- N W AN OO N ™

N

\, \
[

\

N

N
N

14.293 d4 15.%ced Hxed
16.5\xed e5 17.)d2%;

14.8fd1 d4 15.exd4 Hxd4
16.%d3 Hxe2+ 17.Wxe2 We8
18.2e5 b6 19.b5 a6 20.a4.

14... %87

Even worse. The simple 14...

d4 15.9ced Hxed 16.9)xe4 e5
17.293 5 18.b5 fxe4 19.%¥xe4
216 (editor — 19...0a5? 20.8xe5
and the tactics on the d—file
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leave Black worse.) 20.bxc6
&xc6 21.Wb1 Wb6 equalized.

15.293 d4 16.5ced4 Dxed
17.2xe4 5 18.22d2 dxe3
19.fxe3 £e8

,,,,,

///////////////////

Ax%
%&%/////

i % ﬁ

///////////////////
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20.c5

20.%e4 2d8 (20...a5 21.b5)
21.c5+.

20...2d8 21.5Hc4 Exd1
22.2xd1 a6 23.2f3
23.4)d6 £xd6 24.cxd6 £d7
25.Wc5 Wif6 26.Wb6+.

23...1Yf6 24.%b3

An unnecessary move. Simpler
was: 24.9d6 £xd6 25.cxd6 £d7
26.h3+.

24...2d8 25.5xd8 Hxd8
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26.8e5 Wh6 27.22d6 8 7/ 8 %‘ 43.%xb6 ¥d7
W sia & ‘s
/ 7 ¥ 7 & 313 /
. /%/ m///%/ 6 Crem / //X///é/f/ ////// A . /%/ = /%)/
) //i /%/ 2 13 . W & ) //8 / ////// 1 / 7 %/%‘%%9 _ //i
ok A W | % 7 ”% /”%// ) / . of W e
s\, A A& 3//%/%///%5@3 s ///g 5/8/ A3
/ ////// 7 /////// 2 / 7 é A é / 2 Ve 7
o A / 7 U i ///%W//é/// ; // % ,,,,, /ﬁé{/g = - - B
.
314 %/// ////// % 1%/ // 1 %/ 3////%/@-%%
2 % / //8/ ////// a b c¢c d e f c 2 % / /é%
I B R B 1/////%/
= b o d e T g h 33...%d8 34.a4! b6 35.@c4 39.e4! Hf7 40.exf5 exf5 —— T
Wc8 36.%h4 41.8e2
27...82xd6 36.2e2! a5 37.b5 £bd 38.Whd+-.  41.e71? £xb5 42.2d5 Wes 44.2h5
Black also had not much time, 43 .Wxe8+ £xe8 44.2e6+-. 44 ¥b8+ &g7 45.b6 f4 46.2f2
and did not even try to find: 36...52g8 37.b5 axb5 Wxd6 47.Wa7 f3+ 48.293 fxe2
27...2a4!?. The complications 38.axb5 H\d8 41...95 42.%d4 2e6 49.2xd6 e1¥ 50.b7+-.

are in White's favour
nevertheless: 28.%Wxa4
Wxe3+ 29.%f1 b5

44...f4 45.8xf7+?7?
It could have been a good hunt...
(29...%ixe5 30.We8+ &f8 but Akela missed the shot. The
31.@Xd8+') 30.cxb6 Wxe5 4 F - _ * move 45.2f2! fell out of my Slght
31.We8+ 418 32.Wixds:. PR T L Ul LS 5 o completely. After 45...f3 46.&b8+
: P by ) g7 47.2d4+ £h6 48.8xf3
Wxd6+ 49.Wxd6 & xd6 50.b6+-
White wins.

i
»

28.cxd6 2c6 29.%c3
. £d7 30.h3 &f7
31.%h2 g5 32.293

W6 33.Wc5+ 45...oxf7 46.2f2

| think even 46.2e1 does not
give any chances: 46...2d5
Canada - Denmark 47.2b4 d2g6=.

46...2d5 47.%c5 eb=
Bareev, Kovalyov,

Hansen, Krnan.
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48.b6 Wxd6 49.Wc8+ Wd7
50.%%h8 £b7 51.% g8+ &f5
52.%f8+ g6 53.W g8+ &f5
54.h4 h6 55.hxg5

A great disappointment from an
advantageous QGD.
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Notes by
IM Tomas Krnan

Schandorff,Lars (2515)
Krnan,Tomas (2430)
E63

42nd Olympiad Baku (9.4),
11.09.2016

1.d4 )f6 2.5)3 g6 3.93 297
4.@92 0-0 5.c4 d6 6.0-0
2c6 7.9¢c3 ab 8.b3 EbS8

9.d5
" Ak Aded
Jd Mk Ak
N, 8
4 /%/8////%/ /%////
of 881 9K
208 AR AN
a b ¢c d e f g h

| have played many games in
the Panno variation of the King's
Indian Defense over the past two
years, but | was unfamiliar with
this specific move order. The d4-
d5 advance is one of the main
alternatives for White on move

8 (along with 8.b3), but after
8.b3 Eb8, the two most popular
continuations by far are 9.2\ d5
and 9.2b2. (I have annotated

a game with 9.2b2 earlier -

see Buscar-Krnan from the
Canadian Closed 2015 in Chess
Canada 2015.8).

However, my opponent was a
very experienced grandmaster
and playing the opening quickly,
so | knew this sideline must have
been prepared...

9...5Ha5 10.2g5
It's not clear if prompting ...h7-h6

benefits White or Black. 10.£d2
at once was another alternative.

10...h6 11.2d2 c5 12.dxc6
Nxcb 13.2c1
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13...‘2,96?!

The first of a series of doubtful
moves from me. By threatening
d6-d5 and solving all opening
problems, | wanted to encourage
White to play 14.e2-e4, after
which Black can continue
14....Wd7 followed by ...£h3 with
a good position. However, White
is not obliged to play this way.

Better was: 13...2f5 14.%e1 Wd7
15.2d5 Hed 16.2e3 h5 with
complex position.
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14.5He1!

A logical and strong multi-
purpose move. It prevents d6-d5
and supports N c3-d5, while

the other knight transfers to d3
where it will support the c4-c5
advance.

14...2d7

Allowing 9 c3-d5 with bishop
being on €6 would be
unpleasant, so admitting my
mistake on the previous move
was necessary.

14...2f5 was also an option,

but Black isn't fully equalizing
anymore after 15.2d3 ¥d7
(15...e5 16.e4 £g4 17.3 £e6
18.2e3%) 16.20d5 Ded 17.2e3%.

15.2d3 e6?

Protecting the d5 square and
planning to solidify with ...%e7,
but again underestimating the
strength of White's next move.

15...5c8 was better, for example
16.h3 (16.c5 &f5 17.e4 £g4
18.f3 £e6=) 16...8e8 17.2e3 h5
18.%d2 &5 and Black is only
slightly worse.
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16...@395!?

In a tough position | chose a
move that is objectively not the
strongest, but it turned out to be
a good practical bluff.

16...dxc5 17.2xc5! (17.2f47?!

b6! 18.£xb8 Wxb8 followed
by £d8 and Black has
almost sufficient positional
compensation for the

exchange.) 17...%e7 18.4xd7
B\xd7 (18...Wixd7 19.£f4 £bc8
20.a4 Bfd8 21.Wixd7 D xd7

22.8fd1+) 19.2xc6! bxc6
20.%c2 and long suffering lies
ahead for Black.

16...d5 17.2f4 Ha8 18.%d2 &h7

19.£d6 followed by e2-e4 and
Black is again suffering greatly
without any counterplay.

17.2xe5?
And the bluff was successful.
White makes an incorrect
positional assessment that
his pawn majority on the
queenside and Black’s doubled
e—pawns will secure him lasting
advantage, which optically might
look like the case.

As a result, he probably
only briefly looked at 17.cxd6
7N xd3 18.exd3, where it appears
that Black will easily get the d6
pawn back and White will also
be left with a weakness on d3.
However, White’s d6 pawn is
actually impossible to recover
in a convenient way for Black,
making it a very strong pawn
instead: 17.cxd6! £Hxd3 18.exd3
2e8 (18..Wb6 19.We1l+)
19.0e4 &cb6 (19...f5 20.)¢c5
Nxd6 21.8e1 Be8 22.d4!+ and
Black’s position seems almost
unplayable.) 20.d7! followed by
2b4.

17...dxe5 18.e4 £¢c6 19.8¢e3
ta5!
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And suddenly Black's pieces
begin to occupy excellent
squares.

Without the bishop on b2,
White's queenside is actually
very vulnerable. Pawns on ¢c5
and a2, as well as the knight
on c3, all have to be protected.
White was hoping to create a
passer by advancing his pawns
to a4 and b5, but the queen on
ab prevents all of it. Meanwhile,
the doubled e—pawns are
strong as they control the very
important squares d4 and d>5.

20.%e2 Ebd8

Clearing the b8-square for a
knight maneuver.

20...2fd8 was also interesting,
for example 21.f3 £f8

61
(21...8d4!?7=) 22 Wc4 Hd5!
23.exd5 exd5 24.b4 Wa3 25.Wb3
Wxb3 26.axb3 d4 27.£d2 dxc3
28.2xc3=.

21.f3 A7 22.¥c4 £b5!
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Excellent reply. Black clears
path for his knight to transfer

to d4, while at the same time
preventing the advance of
White's queenside pawns.
Despite two doubled pawns and
White's bishop pair, Black is not
worse at all.

23.2\xb5 axb5 24.%c3 b4
25.%c4 N\b8! 26.2f2 Nc6
27.2f1 Hd4 28.@92 Hc8
29.2d2!
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White uses a nice tactical
resource to force a liquidation
into an unbalanced but equal
endgame. Any other move would
result in Black getting the upper

hand, as ...2fd8 followed by ...b6
or even ...b5! was threatened.

29...¥xa2 30.2xb4 txb3
31.%xb3 Hxb3 32.2c3 Hd4
33.¢c6 bxc6 34.&2xf8 £xf8

/z/ M@%
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A forced sequence has resulted
in an endgame that is objectively
equal and should result in a fairly
easy draw. But my opponent
perhaps thought he was still
somewhat better and tried to
play actively, losing his own
sense of danger...

35.8b2 Bc7 36.2a6 Ea7
37.2b67?!

37.2a2= giving up the b-file, but
not giving Black's rook an open
file either.

37...£d6 38.5f27?!

38.£c4 was more advisable.

38...2c7!

8
7
6 7,
4
3
2
1
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39.8b7
Perhaps White thought that
the exchange of the bishops

benefits him? It should be noted,
however, that 39.2Ebxc6 is not

a dead draw: 39.8bxc6 £a5!
40.2c8+ ¢bg7 41.83c6 Hxcb
42.Exc6 Bd7 43.82c2 £b6+

44 ¢bg2 2d1% and Black can still
try without any risk.

39...Bxa6 40.2xc7 Za2+

%W%
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///x%

///m///

////////////
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41.¢ke3?
A mistake, after which White is
more or less lost.

41.%f1! was necessary,

preventing Black's rook from
getting to the f3—-pawn, after
which White is able to create

counterplay against the f7—pawn:

41...8xh2 42.5a3:
Analysis Diagram
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42...2b5 43.Ha8+ g7 44.2d7
(44.8xc6 Dd4 45.8¢c3 h5 46.2e3
¢bf6 47.2a5 g5 and Black still
retains winning chances.) 44...
h5 45.2e8 Hd4 46.2ee7 ©h6
47 BExf7 Ne2 48.g4 (editor

- 48.f4 threatens mate and
looks like it might leave Black's
pieces hanging, but the tactics
are actually good for Black:
48...0xg3+ 49.¢bg1 Bh1+
50.%2g2 exf4 51.Exf4 He2!z or
51...h41?.) 48...h4 49.Eh7+ g5
50.2d2! Hg3+ 51.e1 Bh1+
52.%f2 ¢5 53.¢2g2= seems to
hold for White.

- N W A OO O N @
N

42...hS5:

43.82a8+ ©g7 44.2aa7 vh6
45.8xf7 He2 46.94 h4 47.2ab
Nf4! 48.8d7 h3 49.8xe5 g5!




50.2d6 Hc2 51.8g1 teg7!

and White needs study-like
precision to force a draw:
52.Hxg5+ &f6 53.2f5+!
(53.8a5? Bg2+ 54.59h1 He2)
53...%e7 54.8xf4 &xd6 55.Ef8!
Bg2+ (55...cte5 56.2h8 b4
57.8xh3 c5 58.8h6=) 56.%h1
c5 57.2h8 c4 58.8xh3 Be2
59.f4! Bxe4 60.g5 Exf4 61.2g3
he7 62.96 2f8 63.g7+ g8
64.%g2 Bf7 65.2e3 Bxg7+
66.2f3=)

43.2aa7 H\b5:

Analysis Diagram
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44.8a8+ g7 45.8xc6 Hd4
46.8c3 He2 47 .Hc7 Hxg3+
48.85g1 Hd2 49.2aa7 bf6
50.2xf7+ $g5 and Black retains
good practical winning chances.
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44.8c8+ g7 45.82d7 Hd4!
46.8cc7 De2 47 8Bxf7+ Hh6
48.5xcb Hxg3+ 49.%g1

Ba2 50.E2xe6 eg5! 51.8g7
(51.8xe5+?? h4 followed by
®h3 -+.) 51...0e2+ 52.%2f1 &f4
53.2xe5+ ©h43 followed by
...8g3 and despite the temporary
material deficit it is still Black
who is pushing.

From the above variations it is
clear that Black has the upper
hand even after 41.¢6f1 and
White seems to hold only with
very precise play.

41...2e2+! 42.§d3 Exh2
43.f4
There is nothing better.

43...5\b5 44.8c8+ g7
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45.8c5
45.82c2 Eh3-+.

45.83xc6 Hg2 46.Eb6 Exg3+
47.<2d2 Nd4 48.fxe5 HHf3+
49.¢he3 Bh3-+ is a technical win.

45...29g2 46.Exe5

46.fxe5 would have taken longer
to convert, but after 46...8xg3+
47.%c4 h5 Black is also winning.
The text move allows a beautiful
example of chess geometry.

46...8xg3+ 47.0e2 Nd4+
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48.che1
48.5f2 Bf3+ 49.%2g2 Exf4-+ is
hopeless.

—

g h

48...2e3+! 49.2d1 Eh3!
Threatening 50....8h1+, after
which Black forks the rook
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everywhere on the 5th rank: ¢2d2
A3+ when the rook stays on e5,
or b3+ when the rook moves to
either ¢5 or ab5! Therefore White's
next move is forced...

50.ckc1 f6!
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A very aesthetic final position.
All of Black's pawns are on

6th rank, covering all 5th rank
squares except two. And Black's
knight takes care of the rook on
either of those two squares with
..Db3+,

White only has a few checks
available, therefore...

0-1




Round 10:
Canada 3 - Latvia 1

There is 40 minutes between the
announcement of pairings and
the team meeting, but we didn’t
need it. The decision about our
line-up was easy: we continued
with the same “Eric with White”
strategy. | spent some time ana-
lyzing the tournament situation.
Unfortunately for us, | could not
find any realistic scenario where
a win in our match against Lat-
via would not pair us with Rus-
sia or the USA in the final round.
The option with USA in the fi-
nal round was much more likely
of the two, and the USA would
probably be playing us with the
gold medal on the line.

A draw in round 10 could give
us comfortable opponents in
the last round, but we did not
want to think about the idea of
intentionally playing for a draw
against Latvia.

Latvia had been playing well
in the tournament. They beat
Hungary and Netherlands. Their
board 2 player, GM Kovalenko

was leading the team with a
very strong performance and
7/9 points. The winner of the
“Kovalyov-Kovalenko” game
would most likely get a medal
for individual performance on
board 2.

Our match with Latvia was very
similar to our match with Cuba.
Again, it was a great win for
Anton against a dangerous op-
ponent. Evgeny could not hold
the game with Black, this time
against Alexei Shirov. Eric gave
his opponent some chances at
the end of the game, but Black
did not take advantage of this
opportunity. Once again, the
decisive game of the match was
the game on board 3, where
Alex was Black against a 2600+
player.

In the two previous Olympiads
we beat the higher-rated team
only once: in 2012 we beat Ka-
zakhstan. At the same time, we
never lost to a lower-rated oppo-
nent. We made 3 draws against
stronger teams and 2 draws
against lower-rated teams. This
data proves that it is very difficult

to have a surprise win against a
higher-rated team, as it usually
requires at least two surprise re-
sults in one match.

It was one of the most impor-
tant games in Baku and Alex
played extremely well. His op-
ponent did not get an advantage
from the opening. The players
traded queens on move 9. Later,
White sacrificed a pawn to cre-
ate threats to Alex’s king. Alex
found a few strong moves and
his king was placed on a safe
square: h5. Alex forced White to
trade the rooks and bishops and
the game transposed to a knight
ending with an extra pawn for
Alex. | was not sure if an extra
pawn would be enough for a win
for Black, but White had abso-
lutely no chance to win. At this
moment, the score was 2-1 in
our favour, so a draw would have
given us a win in the match. Alex
played precisely until the very
end and beat a solid opponent,
who had not lost in any previous
round.

With 15 team points after 10
rounds, (+5) we shared 4th-10th
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place before the last round. USA’s
round 10 win against Georgia
was no surprise, so | was almost
sure that we would play against
USA on board 1 in the last round.

- Victor Plotkin

Shirov,Alexei (2673)
Bareev,Evgeny (2675)
B12

42nd Olympiad Baku (10.1),
12.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

This is a deceptively deep game.

Shirov is known and loved for his
attacking play. But you don't get
opportunities to attack unless
you can exploit small advantag-
es well enough that opponents
avoid such positions and risk
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playing double-edged positions  might explain Black's next s|E & W 7 =7 d7 and c6. 11...0-0 and ...c5 are
against you. In this game, Shirov  strange-looking move, which , }?7\%% %%% both reasonable too.
shows that he can create a small ~ Shirov had never before faced. /%% %V/ /y//%

itional plus. and turn it int o Ak 1 12.h41?
positional plus, and turn it into e . _
a very smooth-looking win...  6..2c8 5 *@ %}/Q %// (13:41) Computers don't like this,
and in doing so he gives future ~ GM Vladimir Burmakin has 4| £ % Z/gé % //' but it's a pretty standard idea,
opponents reason to pause be-  played this many times. The idea 3| %@%/@///% creating the positional threat of

. . 7 Z Z 7
fore adopting a solid-but-passive IS to play ...23b6 to discourage of A BVA AR 495, trading White's bad £ and
opening against him. c2-c4, then finish developing with 1 zg //// 7// ///”ﬁ// 27 preparing to go after Black's
idi = = /
- $e7 before deCIdIng to break = Z " weakened dark squares.
You might never be able to learn ~ With ...c5 or ...f6
to play combinations like Shirov, 11...@36d7 12...¢5 13.¢3 cxd4 14.cxd4
but | think you can learn a lot 7-$d3!? . Black prepares French-style £xh4 15.2xh4 ¥xh4
from this game. Eh'rol‘; spent 18:49 on this counterplay with ...c5 and Hson  16.¥b5
ovelty.

1.e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 &f5

4.9\f3 e6 5.2e2 He7 6.0-0 7.b3 is a principled move,
planning to attack d5 without

?E allowing Black to create an
///// outpost there. 7...2e7 8.c4

g| =
7 i1
0-0 9.5c3 Hd7 10.£d3 £xd3
6 / 11.¥xd3+ White has more space
5 and easier development, and
4 / the c4-pawn gives extra options
3 % if Blac5k tries t|\7 breask(vzvgtgéj.m
g // /// % or ...c5; see: Maze, -
2 %@;%7@%@//3 Burmakin,V (2549) Helsingor,
HOhaW BY 2016 (1-0, 53).
a b c¢c d e f g h
Since 2010, Shirov has scored 7...2xd3 8.¥xd3 2b6 9.a4
8.5/9 from this position, a5 10.2c3 2e7 11.2e2
conceding only one draw: to
Anand in a rapid game. This RU Bareev enough?

.. to play the Caro vs Shirov?
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16...2a7

Perhaps not a good sign that

Black spent 7 minutes on this
move after taking only 1:31 on

8xh4.

16...b6 is possible, but makes it
hard to develop the queenside
and doesn't allow Black to block
the c—file on c6.

17.2a3 0-0 18.2g3 &h8
. 19.£95 Weq 20.2\c3 Wf5
20...Wxd4?? 21.2e3 skewers the

21.We2
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The position resembles an
Alekhine—Chatard attack in the
French, where White gives up his
h—-pawn to trade dark-square £s
and get a lead in development.
One big difference is that here
White still has his own DSB. So
Black reasonably tries to fight for
some dark squares with...

21...f6
21...82a6 22.2e7 He8 (22...2c8
23.9\b5%) 23.2a3 Hc6 24.0b5+.

22.\b57?!

White gets a bigger advantage
with the direct 22.exf6 Hxf6
(22...gxf6? 23.2h6 Eg8 24.Exg8+
¢hxg8 25.g4+- wins the e6-pawn
and Black collapses.) 23.2xf6
Wxf6 (23...Bxf6? 24.8f3+- Wg6
(24.. g4 25.8xf6+-) 25.Vixe6+-)

24 83 Wd8 25.8xf8+ Wxf8
26.%xe6+.

22...2ab 23.exf6 Hxf6
24.2xf6
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24...2xf6

All three recaptures are equally
good, and White keeps a plus

due to his pressure on the e—file.

25.8f3 WQG 26.%e5! HNd7
27 .Bxf6!

27.8c3 BEcb 28.2xc6 bxcb
29.Wc7 H)f8=.

27...2xf6 28.%b8+!
<28.Wc7 also wins the b—pawn,
but after 28...2a8 29.Wxb7 2f8«
and Black gets some play with

...\h5-f4,
28...%e8[1 29.%¥xb7 Ec6

30.2c7!

A nice little two—step maneuver,

after which...

30...%d7 31.%a8+ Hg8

32.2b5

...White wins the a-pawn and

has deactivated Black's &).

32...Bc2 33.¥xa5 BExb2

34.%c3!

.
DA

- N W A OO0 OO N o

"o

r

8%/”/?/ 5

/@

////// / //H,,@

34...2e2

Material is equal, but White's

outside passer and much better

& give him a large advantage.
No better was 34...2a2 35.Wb3

2e2 36.a5+-.

35.82e1
Safety first?

35.%a1! leaves the Black rook
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looking more dangerous than it
is: 35...Wf7 (A35...)f6 36.%b3

Kovalyov,Anton (2617)
Kovalenko,lgor (2651)

2...0f6 3.292

An interesting nuance.
Normally, Black continues 3...d5

Ned 37.9)c3!+- threatening mate A20 8| = ‘g@ @// / transposing to a true reversed
and the &.) 36.Wf3!+- Black 42nd Olympiad Baku (10.18), - * / * 7 Sicilian. 3...c6 is logical. Black
would be fine if his £ was on 12.09.2016 % % b intends to continue with 4...d5
35, but with the % on 98 he's NOteS by Elias Oussedik 6 %% %7/7%%% //I and build an impressive pawn
just lost: 36...¥xf3 37.gxf3 2b2 s T > mass.
i AT

38.4)d6 — threatening mate! | am honoured to have the op- B3y
— 38...5e7 39.a5 Bb8 40.a6 : : 3 7, W %Y 3...d5 4.cxd5 Hxd5 5.9¢3 Hbb

portunity to annotate this game 7 7 % //
Ha8 41.a7 Hc6 42.82a6 Hxa7 for the CEC Newsfeed. This was 2| & % ;/g/g A /%/gg 6.9f3 &c6 7.0-0 £e7 8.d3 0-0
43.0b5+-. Canada's best showing at the g&@@@vw ///// @/E 9.3 %66 10.5c1 6 11.a32 A

=Y\ E e e ) . .
Olympiad, ever. This was Cana- = b ¢ d main fabiya of sorts. Numerous

35...Exe1+ 36.%xe1 He7
37.%b4 bg8 38.%c5 Wd8
39.2\d6 Wa8 40.%c7

da's 10th round match vs Latvia.
Kovalyov, playing on board 2,
was playing Kovalenko, a

move—orders have been
essayed.

former 2700 player. Kova-
g A //@% lenko is known as a streaky
; A ii player while Kovalyov is as

8

d ,

6 % %}%@ 7 solid as they get.
4
3
2

1

| B 1.c4
A % > /%/ o W Kovalyov rarely changes
_ 7 /% % his openings. He usuall
7 W e pening y
_ - %% i ///8// opts for his 1.c4 English.
a b C . 1...e5
40...5\f5 A reversed Sicilian.
40...$2f8 41.¥d7 wins e6 with
293
huge threats. 1 o4 and 2.03. Kovalvoy'
40...5)f5 41 W7+ bh8 42.5\e8 ‘; I.a” 93, Rovalyov's
h6 43.Wf8+ bh7 44.5\f6+ wins petiine.

the Wa8.
1-0




4.d4

Kovalyov is known as a
speedster at the board. Many
players are impressed by the
speed at which he makes

his moves. 4.d4 took him 28
seconds, an eternity by Anton's
standards!

4...exd4 5.%xd4 d5 6.9f3
#e6 7.cxd5 cxd5 8.0-0 Hc6

////////////
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All natural and sensible.
Personally, | prefer White's
position. He has a clear target
in the d5-pawn. This position
vaguely resembles a Tarrasch.
White intends to develop his
pieces naturally and plant a
piece on d4 to blockade Black's
d5 pawn. Meanwhile, Black
intends to utilize his active
pieces and either manage to

push the d5-pawn to d4 or to
utilize the e and c—files to his
advantage.

9.%d3

A novelty! Prepared novelty,

or an at-the—board novelty?
Looking at the time it took
Kovalyov to make the move,

it would seem like a prepared
novelty: it took him all but a cool
14 seconds to gently retreat his
queen to the d3-square.

9.Wa4 £c5 10.2g5 h6 11.2xf6
Wxf6 12.4)c3 0-0= This is

the mainline. Kovalenko has
numerous games on the black
side. This further supports the

idea that Kovalyov's 9.%d3 was
indeed a novelty prepared at
home prior to the game.

| personally feel that Black's
position here is completely
acceptable and that he has
equalized. His active pieces fully
compensate for his weak d5
pawn.

9...h6

Preventing the possibility of a
White bishop installing himself
on g5 and exchanging himself for

the f6 knight, the guardian of the
d5 pawn.

10.a3

Preventing any possible ...\b4
tricks.

10...2e7 11.4c3

White intends to play a Hb5-d4
maneuver and slowly activate his
rooks to the c1 and d1 squares.

11...0-0 12.2d1
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Kovalyov is playing bully. He is
"ganging-up" on the weak d5
pawn.

12...Ec8 13.2f4 He8

As mentioned before, Black's
idea in this opening is to use the
c and e files to his advantage.
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14.R2ac1 ¥b6

14...a6 would have been normal.
It accomplished two goals:

1) Prevents a white knight from

using the b5 square to maneuver
to d4, and,

2) Prevents the ensuing Wb5 that
occurs after Black's 14...%b6.

15.%b5!

_ / 7
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A well known idea in these
positions. The dynamic potential
of the isolated queen pawn (IQP)
is greatly diminished once pieces
are exchanged. With queens
exchanged, White's advantage
only grows.

15...Ha5?
Black is trying to utilize the c4
square for his knight. A mistake




considering that after White
takes on b6 Black is left with
"nasty" pawns on b6 and b7. Not
only the pawns, but the squares.
A permanent outpost for a White
knight is secured on b5.

15...Wxb5 would have been a
more prudent approach. 16.2xb5
Ned 17.0fd4 Hxd4 18.2)xd4
White is slightly better here. This
is a typical IQP position. White
will try to exchange pieces while
keeping rooks on the board and
attempt to create a "second
weakness". With one weakness,
the d5—pawn, it is not enough

to win. With the creation of a
second weakness, which can

be accomplished by pushing his
kingside pawns and creating a
passed pawn, White would have
clear winning chances.

16.%xb6 axb6 17.2\b5%
After 17 moves, White is better.
No doubt about it: a beautiful
knight on b5 coupled with Black's
weak pawns.

17...95

Kovalenko realized he was in
trouble and spent 20 minutes
coming up with this move.

The idea is not clear. White
will continue with his plan of
exchanging pieces and will
continue 18. 2d6.

18.£d6 Exc1 19.Exc1 £d7
20.&xe7 Exe7

Logical chess. Exchange pieces
to negate all of Black's potential
dynamic play.

21.5\¢c31+
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Exclamation mark for the
counter—intuitive nature of

the move. | had previously
mentioned that typically in such
positions, the knight should
reroute itself to d4 to blockade
the d—pawn. However, in this
case, the d—-pawn is such a
weakness that White intends

to attack and win it! He intends

to bring his f3-knight to d4 and
thus be attacking the d5 pawn
with two pieces, notably the
g2-bishop which has just been
unleashed.

21...2c4 22.5d4 Dxb2
23.2xd5 Dxd5 24.2xd5
Eeb5 25.e4

Note Black's weak pawns.. yuck!

White's rook will soon invade on
the 7th.

25...9ad 26.2c7 Dch
27.2b3
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Removing the defender

of the d7-bishop. Fischer

first introduced us to the
Rook+Bishop vs Rook+Knight
domination and this is precisely
what Kovalyov is aiming for.
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27...82¢67?

A blunder. Take a second and
try to find how White can win the
exchange. Not an easy solution.

27...2xb3 28.8xd7 &c5 29.8c7
Nxed 30.8xf7+ 2f8 31.296

£ c5+ would have offered better
resistance, although White still
is better with his better pawn
structure and better pieces.

28.5xc5!
It took Kovalyov a mere 35
seconds to play this move.

28...bxch
28...&xd5 29.9\d7 Bxed
30.)\f6++-.

29.f4
Where does the rook go?

29...2xd5
29...He8 30.8xf7++-.

30.fxe5 £xe4 31.2f2 26
32.8xc6!

A cute way to finish the game.
The a—pawn will queen. A logical
and frankly speaking, easy game
for Kovalyov.




Coupled with a Hansen and

Le Siege win, Canada won

the match 3-1 vs Latvia, and
impressive showing. This led for
quite the thrilling finale — Canada
vs USA on Board 1!

1-0

Round 11:
Canada1.5-USA 2.5

It was a great accomplishment
for the Canadian Team to finish
the Olympiad on the 1st board.
However, psychologically, the
tournament situation was not so
comfortable. If the tournament
had finished after the 10 round,
we would have placed 4th, due
to our excellent tie break. In the
last round we had a very slim
chance to improve our standing:
we would have been awarded
the bronze only if we defeated
the USA and Russia lost to Ita-
ly. | believed that we had some
chances to surprise USA, but
ltaly had absolutely no chances
to beat Russia. So, even with a
victory over the Olympiad lead-
ers, the final standings would

not have improved for us. At the
same time, a draw would have
sent us to the 5th-6th position,
according to my calculations.
As it turned out, a draw would
have been good enough for 4th
place. A loss would have sent us
outside of the top-10. So we had
much more to lose in the last
round than we had to gain.

Before the last round, the USA
was tied for first with Ukraine
with 18 team points, and they
had a slightly better tie break
than Ukraine, so if the two teams
had the same result for the last
round, the Olympiad gold would
likely go to the Americans. Rus-
sia, with 16 points, barely had
any chance to win the Olympiad.

The beginning of the match with
USA was not too promising. Evg-
eny was under pressure from
the opening against Caruana,
the second best player in the
world. Our position on the sec-
ond board was around equal. In-
terestingly, Anton played against
Nakamura two years ago, also as
White. That time Anton got a big
advantage and won a pawn, but

Hikaru survived. This time, Na-
kamura played very cautiously,
despite having a 150 FIDE rating
point advantage. It looked like a
draw on the second board was
part of the team strategy for the
Americans. | did not like Alex’s
position most of the time, and he
was also in serious time trouble.
Eric decided to decline a pos-
sible 3-fold repetition, gained an
extra pawn, but Black had some
compensation.

With a loss on board 1 and a
draw on board 2, the score was
0.5-1.5 for the USA. Eric im-
proved his position and was very
close to achieving another victo-
ry. On board 3 Wesley So started
playing on Alex’s time trouble
and made a few weak moves. At
some moment, Alex got a bet-
ter position, but was still very
low on time. Unfortunately, Alex
could not find the best continu-
ation and lost. Eric won, and we
lost for only the 3rd time at the
Olympiad to a very good team
with the same narrow score: 1.5-
2.5

- Victor Plotkin
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Notes by
GM Alexandre Le Siege

So,Wesley (2782)

Le Siege,Alexandre (2512)
B13

42nd Olympiad Baku (11.3),
14.09.2016

This was the 11th and final round
of the Olympiad and Canada was
playing board 1 against the Unit-
ed States.

The stakes were pretty high: a
win by the United States would
mean a gold medal for them,
and a win for Canada would give
us 4th place. As it turned out a
draw would also have secured
4th place, because of other
teams' results, since our tie-
break was through the roof. The
second tie-break (after matches
won) is calculated by multiply-
ing the number of points scored
against a country by the number
of games they won. Since we
beat a lot of teams 4-0 and lost
by the smallest margins in our
defeats, we would be ahead of
most of the teams at the finish
line.




My task wasn't easy: | was play-
ing Black against the in-form
Wesley So, rated 7th in the world
who just achieved a smooth vic-
tory in the Sinquefield cup 2016,
arguably one of the strongest
tournaments in the world. We
didn't have much time to pre-
pare since the last round was
being played at 11 am instead of
the usual 3pm. | just did a quick
preparation trying to find any
obvious holes in my repertoire.
The task was complicated by the
fact that So has a very balanced
repertoire, alternating between
1.e4, 1.d4, and 1.c4/&f3.

| was going to face the strongest
player | ever played. Prior to this,
| held Topalov to a draw some 15
years ago at the Olympiad. Obvi-
ously | was a little nervous and
was realistically afraid of getting
smashed out in the opening. |
was joking with Tomas Krnan
the night before that | would be
live on stream in time trouble by
move 12th in a completely hope-
less position. Fortunately, things
turned out much better for me
than that, as you will soon see.

1.c4

A pleasant surprise, | feel it's
easier to solve one's problem vs
2700 players against this move
than 1. d4 or 1.e4.

Everybody had been playing
1.c4 against me in this Olympiad,
presumably because I've had
some terrible theoretical gap

in my games... 15 years ago.

In fact | did! (see for example

my game against Ftacnik).

On the other hand, it's a little
presumptuous to think | wouldn't
have worked on this part of my

repertoire. Actually, | equalized
pretty comfortably against 1.c4
in all my games, and whatever
troubles | got were due to my
poor play in the middlegame.

1...c5

| think it was Bologan who said:

against 1.e4 the best move

is 1.e5, against 1.d4 d5 and
against 1.c4 c5. There is some
truth to that statement: the
classical openings give you the
best chance to neutralize the
advantage of the first move.
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2.5)f3 {c6

You have to blame Anton
Kovalyov for this choice.... at
least indirectly. I'd decided to
have a close look at this system
one week before the Olympiad
when | saw one of his White
games in Abu Dhabi where

he was lost against a weaker
opponent after only 20 moves.

3.5c3 g6

Before playing ...g6, | noticed
that on board 2 Kovalyov vs
Nakamura had the following
position: 3...%f6 4.g3 d5 5.d4
e6 6.cxd5 Hxd5 7.£92
cxd4 8.9 xd4 Hxc3 9.bxc3
Axd4 10.Wxd4 ¥Wxd4
11.cxd4 £d6 Kovalyov,A-
Nakamura,H Baku, 2016
(72-Y2, 38).

| thought about playing

this line too, which is the
preferred way to defend the
black side of this variation
by the likes of Caruana.

It would have been funny
to see the exact same
position on board 2-3 and
see who would dare to
deviate first. :)

Final round, Board 1
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This is the so—called "refutation’
of this system that has been
recommended for many years.
But things are not so clear, and
computers have rehabilitated
the whole variation for Black.
I've seen commentators on this
game say 3... g6 is dubious,

but nobody has yet to come out
with a refutation to back up their
claim.

4...5)f6 5.d4 cxd4
Otherwise White plays d4-d5
with a space advantage.

6.exd4 d5 7.2g5

The other main line goes: 7.cxd5
Axd5 8.Wb3 Axc3 9.2c4 Hd5
10.£xd5 e6 11.2xc6+ bxc6
where Black has the bishop

pair and a nice d5 square for

his queen. But there is also a
real positional danger to end up
worse with the weak pawn on c6,
and especially if White succeeds
in trading the dark—square
bishop.

7..82e6

There is no other decent way to
protect the d5 pawn. Incidentally,
this opening can also come from
a Panov Caro—Kann.

8.2xf6 exf6

So far we've been following mQOy
game against Gawain Jones
from England from round 3. | did
lose very badly in that game,
but it wasn't the opening's fault. |
was curious to see what kind of
preparation Wesley had in store
for me. | hadn't found anything
clearly promising for White, so |
wasn't that worried.

9.h37?!

Jones prefered: 9.c5 £g7 10.2b5
0-0 11.h3 with a balanced
position. Honestly, | don't
understand So's preparation, as
Black can obtain a comfortable
position with the correct
sequence of moves.

9...2b4!
Stronger than ...£g7.

10.¢5 0-07?!

| played this obvious move pretty
quickly, but Black has a clear
way to reach a nice position
with: 10...£xc3+! 11.bxc3 0-0
12.£d3 b6 13.cxb6 axb6 14.0-0

#ab follow by ...Wc7, ...2fc8 and

...&%\c4; Black's position plays
itself.

11.8c1
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As mentioned by Anton Kovalyov
after the game, even though
Black was OK, in practice the
position is not so simple to

play for Black. The situation is
strategically unbalanced and

the queenside pawn majority of
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White could prove a factor in the
future. Obviously the computer
gives many ways for Black to
play, but over the board after
having missed the strategically

simple ...2xc3+ | was left in an
uncomfortable situation.

| thought for a long time here
and should probably just have
played the obvious ...b6 and
just hope for the best. There

is no point in trying to work

out the complications before
they happen. My indecision on
obvious moves in this game will
result in an uncomfortable and

costly zeitnot later in the game.

11...b6
| was attracted by: 11...%e7

12.2e2 Hfe8 13.a3 (13.0-0? £xc3

14.8xc3 £xh3!3) 13...2xc3+
14.8xc3 &f5 but wasn't sure
how good it was. | also took
some time deciding if | should

throw out ...%e7 or ...He8 before
playing ...b6. Anyway, like | said,
it's pretty pointless spending
time on such subtleties, since
the complications are too hard to
work out for a human.




12.2b5 Ha5 13.a3 &xc3+
14.8xc3 Hc4 15.b4
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We've reached a position more—
or-less forced after ...b6 that

is strategically balanced. White
has a nice trump with his passed
c—pawn, but Black has a superb
knight on c4, plus he is slightly
ahead in development. | still
needed to make something
happen quickly because in

. the long term the c5-pawn will
guarantee White a positional
advantage.

a b

15...a57?!

Kovalyov was critical of this
move after the game: for him it
appeared that opening up the
queenside made no sense. He
was actually right, exchanging a
couple of pawns doesn't really

help my cause.

It happens that | am still OK, but
a simpler solution existed: 15...
a6! 16.2xc4 dxc4 17.0-0 b5 gives
Black a comfortable position.
The plan is simple: blockade

the d—pawn with ...2d5, then
double my rooks on the d-file to
exert pressure on the d4 pawn.
| saw this obvious line, but and
thought it would be fine, but
didn't like giving my opponent
two connected passed pawns.

16.0-0 axb4 17.axb4 ¥b8?!
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Esthetically this move looks
wrong, but it also introduces
some concreted tactical threats
against the bishop on c4, and

| couldn't see a refutation so |

Alexandre Le Siege

went for it. As it turned out, like
in most cases, the intuitive and

harmonious move ...2Zb8 was
best.

18.&xc4!

After a prolonged thought So
finds the right solution. It appears
at first sight that Black gets a lot
of pressure on the white pawn
center, but the displacement of
my queen to b8 has created a
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nice tactical opportunity on the
f6-pawn.

18...dxc4 19.2d2

The logical follow up: the knight
is ready to jump to e4 at the first
opportunity.

19...bxc5 20.bxc5 ¥b4
20...2d8 is simply answered by
21.9xc4 and White keep both of
his pawns alive.
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As soon as So played this move
| realised | was in trouble. | was

counting on the simple ...2d5

to meet W3, but unfortunately
hadn't analysed any further. With
the confidence So exuded when

playing ¥f3 | immediately saw

#e4 look deadly once my queen
takes on c3.

21...2d5!
Unwillingly | played this move,
realising the alternatives
are even worse. A good
decision from my part, since
the unbalanced nature of the
resulting position will give me
more chances than simply
getting ground down in a simply
worse position.

22.¥xd57?!

Wg3 was stronger, but | think
most grandmasters would take
on db5. It's really hard to see the
computer-like defense that Black
has on move 26.

22...%xc3 23.0e4 ¥d3
24.)\xf6+ ©h8
24...2g7 25.We5! is deadly.

25.)d7 Bfe8
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Preventing We5+ and praying
that my opponent may miss the
treat of ...¥xf1+ followed by
...&a1 mate!

26.2e5 Wf5?
The silicion beasts are quick to

point out that ...%e2! would save
Black: 26...%We2! 27 O\xf7+ g7

28.2e5 ¢3 and the c—pawn gives
enough counterplay according

to the computers. But honestly,

it looks incredibly scary to play
this way in a game with such an
exposed king.

27.%xc4?

27.Dxf7+! g7 28.9e5+- and
Black can't really hold to his
c—pawn because his king is too
weak.

27...g7

Now | am back in the game,
White is obviously better, but it's
not so easy to tell what's the best
way to proceed...

28.%c3?

Here, So began playing very
fast — and very badly — trying
to exploit my time trouble. This
was really not warranted, since
he has a clearly better position.
Maybe he was feeling the
pressure of the occasion and
was hoping for a mistake and a
quick victory!?

28.2g4!+ followed by He3 is
a nice way to reorganize the
pieces and stop any counterplay,
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after which White can start
pushing his pawns.

28...2a2!
Suddenly Black has serious
counterplay!

29.)d3?
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A historic position: | now had the
chance to help Canada change
the fate of the whole Olympiad.
This is how the situation looked
on the other boards:
1.Bareev was dead lost,
2. Kovalyov was slightly worse,
but a draw was the likely result,
3. Hansen was close to winning.

| just needed a draw to stop the
Americans from winning the gold
medal and propel Canada to 4th
place.




| was down to 3 minutes (+30
second increment) to make 12
moves. At the time | didn't realise
that the position had changed
dramatically from much worse to
winning for Black. | guess | was
too pessimistic, just one move
away and | couldn't reassess
correctly the position in time
trouble. | unfortunately played

a practical, fast move to give

me more time for the rest of the
game and forgot to calculate
lines properly. There was quite
an obvious move that simply
wins for Black:

29...%f6?

29...8ee?2! Simple and strong.
| would probably play this way
even in bullet chess.

The rooks suddenly acquire
incredible power by targeting

, f2 and by stopping the passed

pawns from behind. The threat

is simply ...Eed2 to kick the
knight and then take on f2.
White has no choice but to go
on a suicidal mission just to stay

alive: 30.d5+ f6 31.c6! (31.d6?7

Had2-+) 31...Eed2 32.c7 Zac?2!
33.c8W1 Wixc8 After this forced
sequence, Black will eventually

win the d—pawn and get an
easily winning position. This miss
is really heartbreaking, since
everything is more or less forced
after ...2ee2 and the extra 30s
would have given me ample

time to make the time control
comfortably.

30.2b4 Hae2 31.22d5 ¥g5
32.4c7 B8e3 33.¥c1 h6
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34... We5?7?

Very low on time | missed a
second chance to change

the fate of the Olympiad. This
mistake is really bad since White
has three different ways to win
after it.

34...2d3! was a clear draw. |

saw it, but | wasn't completely
sure during the game that

it was a draw. For example:
35.¥xg5 hxg5 36.8c1 Edd2!
and the classic repetition on

the second rank saves Black.
Every line goes more or less
like this. If White tries to prevent
the perpetual he risks losing his
pawns.

35.fxe3+- ¥g3 36.%a1+

| saw this move but missed
the simple ¥a8+ on ...c2g8.
Nevertheless 36.9e6+ and
36.2f7+ also win.

Unfortunately, | didn't make use
of my chance handed
to me on a gold platter
by So. | guess it's just
the learning curve of
adapting to 2700+
opponent and also

a reminder... to play
faster!

1-0

Tense Eleventh

Nakamura scowls

Plotkin and Drkulec
watch.
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editor: On Board 1, Caruana
made short work of Bareev’s
Caro Kann, achieving a strategi-
cally winning game by move 17,
and forcing resignation by move



Onboard 2, Kovalyovwas making
Nakamura uncomfortable, but it
wasn’t the kind of head-shaking
discomfort that might presage
an upset, and Naka equalized
and the game was drawn in a
dead equal Rpp v Rpp ending on
move 38... Anton’s second draw
with Nakamura at an Olympiad.

The remaining game — Hansen
-Shankland — could not deter-
mine the outcome of the match,
but could determine the gold
medal winners. Shankland, who
had won the gold medal on board
4 at the 2014 Tromso Olympiad,
blitzes out a line he had prepared
up to move 24 — sacrificing a a
pawn which he should be able to
recover — but gets outplayed as
soon as he gets out of his home

prep.

Hansen,Eric (2582)
Shankland,Samuel L (2679)
C65

42nd Olympiad Baku (11.4),
13.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

The numbers in parentheses
indicate the time per move, and

help convey some of the tension
of the final round.

1.e4 e5 2.3 Nc6 3.2b5
f6 4.d3
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An increasingly popular anti-
Berlin line. It doesn't give White
any advantage, but it keeps more
pieces on the board.
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4..2¢55.¢30-0

6.0-0 (00:41)
6...d6 (00:03)
7.h3 (00:26)
7..2e7 (00:28)
8.d4 (02:07)
8...2b6 (00:04)
9.2d3 (00:11)

(01:04)
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Shankland might well have
expected Eric to play this line, as
he had done so before:
10...2e8 (00:10)
10...20h5 11.2e3 Ahf4 12.2f1
exd4 13.2xd4 (13.cxd4!=)
13...f51? 14.e5 dxe5 15.%xe5
Nxeb 16.£xe5 Hg6 17.2d4
(17.2a3z) 17...c5! 18.2e3 f42
(0-1, 56) Hansen,E-McShane,L
Bundesliga, 2014.

10...c5 was Fressinet,L-
Kramnik,V Paris, 2016.

11.2bd2
11...c6

(02:22)
(00:32)
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12.5f1 (00:58)
12...d5 (00:23
13.295 (01:13)
13...dxe4 (00:05)
14.2xe4 (00:27)
14...h6 (00:05)
15.2xf6 (01:21)
15...%¥xf6 (00:04)
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16.2e1 (04:37)
16.2e3 &f5 17.&xf5 Wxf5 18.49g3
Wd7 19.9xeb5 &Hxeb 20.Exe5
Exeb 21.dxeb5 We7 22.Wh5

g6 23.We2 (23.Wxh6 Wxe5=)
23...Wg5 24 .51 &f8 25.2e1
He8= Karjakin,S—So,W Bilbao,
2016.




16...2f5

17.82xf5
17...%xf5

18.2g3
18...¥f6

19.2h5
19... %5

20.5g3

(00:05)

(00:28)
(00:05)

(00:06)
(00:04)

(02:00)
(00:04)

(26:47)

Eric spent almost 27 minutes
on this move, clearly deciding

whether or not to force

a draw.

(00:08)

(00:16)
(00:06)

(01:33)
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Of course, this is an obvious
move, avoiding a repetition and
winning a pawn. The problem
for White is that the GM playing
Black had been moving almost
instantaneously so far, and that
pretty much guarantees that
White would be playing into
Black's home preparation. So
the question isn't whether Eric
thinks the position is better for
him or just equal, but whether his
position and his nerves are good
enough that he can risk playing

it against Sam Shankland's

computers.
22...%c8

23.5\xe5
23...xe5

24.dxe5
24..%c7

25.%e2
25...Bad8

(00:16)

(03:48)
(00:05)

(00:07)
(00:21)

(02:24)
(08:51)
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Black took almost 9 minutes

for this move, the first move of
the game where he had spent
more than half a minute. Black
spends nearly
an hour on his
next four moves,
a clear indication
that he was now
out of his home
preparation... and
that he wasn't
enjoying his
position.

26.2f4 (05:50)
26...2d7 (16:17)

16 minutes 17
seconds, and not
the computer's
top choice.




Stockfish and Houdini both

prefer ...We7 and rate it equal:
Black threatens to continue with

...2c7 and ...f6.

26...f67 27 ¥cl4++.
26...%e7 27.a4 ¥c51?

(27...£67=) 2803 Wo4 29.a5

...‘@’g3+ and ...ﬁdZ.) 29...8c7=.

27.seg2
27...2h8

(01:24)
(22:40)

— N w N (6)] (o] ~ oo
N
\ W\ §\ \%\\\ L s\‘\
N R \\\ mé
N
\

a b ¢ d e f

28.2ac1!

«Q
N
>

(09:37)

A "mysterious rook move"? Not
really: it improves the rook and
prepares to defend the second
rank. Remember: White has an
extra pawn; he doesn't have to
do anything active, he just has to

finish developing, hold onto the
pawn, and not fall for any tactics
on the dark squares.

28...a6 (06:47)
29.2c2 (03:19)
29...%d8 (00:58)

29...8Bde7 30.9)d3 White is ready
to play f4 with an extra pawn and
the initiative, and Black's only try
to break up the pawns doesn't
work:
30...f6? 31.5)f4! g8 (31...2h7
32.%d3+ transposes) 32.Wc4+

' ‘»“Ihul

‘I'V,'.‘L “ Ilr

Wﬂfﬂl .

bh7 33.e6+- Ag5 34.Wed++-.

30...g5!7 stops f4, but after
31.h4! White can attack along
the h-file.

30.%f3 (03:38)
30...8c7 (01:02)
31.2Ece2t (00:07)

White has coordinated his pieces
and kept the pawn.

31...2d2 (05:43)
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32.8xd2 (05:06)
32...Wxd2 (00:01)
33.8e2 (02:06)
o|d /}/ ////////”%4
| @ m nae
3 /ﬁ/\g//%%f/% é
2| A8 MRS A

1 / / /

33...%d7?! (01:01)

33...%d8+ avoids White's next.

34.e6! (03:00)
Changing gears! White has spent
the last 15 moves defending

this pawn, and a weaker player
would get stuck with that as

his goal; but as soon as he can
trade it for a different advantage
Eric takes his chance. A few
elementary tactics allow White

to establish a & outpost on €6
while retaining his extra pawn.




34...fxeb (02:53)
35.2\xeb6 (01:47)
35...2d6 (00:18)
35...Hxe6? 36.Wf8+ ¢hh7
37 .Wf5++-,
36.%f5! (01:13)
36...2e7 (02:43)
37.f4 (04:55)
37...%e8 (02:06)
Threatening ...&xf4.
38.¢0f3 (03:36)
38...%¢g8 (01:18)
L EE
A K /
: x@ | {f
5%/@//
4/@%%%®%é
S BB 4/
2 M/ iy
'S .
a c e g
39.%d3 (01:12)
39...2b8 (01:24)

39...8xe67? 40.Wca &bf7 41.f5+-,

40.f5 (00:00)
Time control and White is in full
control.

40...2d7 (00:00)

41.Wed (17:24)

17:24 for this... possibly most
of it spent trying to relax, or on

a bathroom break after making
the time control, or just enjoying
the moment: winning on the top
board in the final round at the
Olympiad.
41...We7?! (03:22)
42.)c5! (00:34)

White wins another pawn and
Black resigns.

1-0

I've been a very good boy wﬂch
IS very rare

a0 e 11t

While alossis always unpleasant,
|, as a captain, was fairly proud
of our team. We gave a really
good fight to the winner of the
tournament and were very close
to changing chess history: an ex-
tra % point in this match would
have made Ukraine the winner,
USA would have been 2nd, and
Canada 4th overall.

As expected, the loss moved
us out of the top-10 in the final
standings: 11th place. It was a
very good result, one of the best
in history for Team Canada. We
got 4th place by the number of
individual points, after Russia,
USA and Ukraine. Our Buch-
holtz, which shows the quality
of our opponents, was the 6th
highest in the Olympiad, after
India, USA, Ukraine, Russia and
Azerbaijan.

Anton won a silver medal for
individual performance on 2nd
board. His performance rating
of 2852 was the second-highest,
after Vladimir Kramnik’s tremen-



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ggRmKH6DcbE

dous 2903. Anton’s performance
was also the 6th highest among
all players, and higher than the
performance of both the World
Champion  Magnus Carlsen
(2805) and the title contender
Sergey Karjakin (2782). Eric got
6th place on 4th board with a
performance of 2738.

Just for comparison, the
top 2 Canadian performances in
previous Olympiads were made
by Kevin Spraggett in 2000 with
a performance rating of (2682)
and by Anton Kovalyov in 2014
(2670).

Evgeny Bareev

Evgeny was the only player on
our team who lost a few rating
points at the Olympiad. He was
disappointed with his perfor-
mance, but for me it was a de-
cent result. He played mostly
with the Black pieces (6 out of 10
times), against stronger, young-
er, and more active opponents.

Despite being isolated from the

team (as he didn’t eat, nor hang
out with the team often) he al-
ways got huge respect from
other team members. His funny
stories helped create a positive
atmosphere at team meetings.
His phrase at the end of team
meetings — “Let’s enjoy life” —
became a motto for our team.

With his very healthy life-
style, | am positive that he will
hold his high rating much lon-
ger than most of the top players
around his age.

Anton Kovalyov

Two years ago | wrote about An-
ton after the Tromso Olympiad:
“I believe, he would have been at
least top-30 player in the world
had he immigrated from Argen-
tina to a more chess-friendly
country”. | think his performance
at this Olympiad proves it.

Over the past two Olym-
piads, Anton has lost only one
game out of 21 — and that in-
cludes games against 2700+
GMs Adams, Gelfand, and Na-
kamura (twice). He plays ex-
tremely strongly in weaker posi-
tions. | remember his great save
against Boris Gelfand two years

ago. Twice in Baku he was very
close to losing (against England
and Belarus), but at the end
he scored 1.5 points in those 2
games.

Probably, the opening is
not the strongest part of his
game, but in Baku, he consis-
tently outplayed his opponents
in equal or even slightly worse
positions.

Alex Le Siége
Alex’s good performance was
very important for our team.
He fully accepted his role as a
“Black” player and was a very
good teammate. He was the only
occupant of the double-room in
our hotel in Baku, but he spent
most of the time preparing with
Anton and Tomas in their room.
Five times he got Black
against a higher-rated oppo-
nent and he won twice. His win
in round 5 against Cuba proved
that we can compete with very
good teams. His victory in round
10 against Latvia was, in my
opinion, the most valuable for
our team in Baku. Unfortunately,
consistently getting in time trou-
ble did not allow him to score
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more points in our matches with
Vietnam or USA.

Eric Hansen
| got a fast answer to the ques-
tion of whether Eric would be
hungry, like in 2012, or not-so-
hungry, like in 2014. This time he
proved to be determined from
the very beginning. The strategy
of giving him mostly the White
pieces not only helped him
to perform well, but also put
some pressure on him. Eric was
ready for the pressure. In many
matches against stronger teams,
Eric’s board was the only one on
which we had an initial advan-
tage thanks to the White colour
and the rating. Some teames, like
Latvia and USA, had their 4th
board much weaker than the
top 3 boards. This created an
imbalance in those matches and
actually gave us more chances
against higher-ranked teams.
There was an extremely
strong correlation between our
team performance in matches
and Eric’s individual result in his
game. In 9 rounds the result was
the same. Only twice, against
England and USA, was the final




score different.

Being a very social and am-
bitious player, Eric really enjoyed
our great performance. | hope
this tournament, and the fact
that he finally crossed 2600 level,
will help him to make additional
improvements in his game. He is
definitely capable of doing so.

Tomas Krnan

| feel really bad that Tomas played
only five games in Azerbaijan,
and three of them were against
very low-rated opponents. Our
strong performance and very
tough opponents forced me to
rely more on our higher-rated
line-up. His solid draw against
Belarus, and a great win against
Denmark were critical for our
team.

| have known Tomas for
more than 10 years, we played
some games, but before the
Olympiad | never got a real op-
portunity to talk much with him.
He really is a nice person and a
good teammate.

The success of many teams
in team’s competition, like ice-
hockey, basketball or chess, de-
pends highly on role players.

In our case, Alex and Tomas
contributed a lot to our team
success. Our strategy of giving
Eric White against opponents’
middle boards could not have
worked without their great per-
formance with the Black pieces.

a little about

the others

The Canadian Women’s Team,
after a very successful previ-
ous Olympiad, finished close to
its initial ranking position. Only
Yuanling Yuan showed a strong
performance with 8.5 points in
10 games. She played well two
years ago in Norway as well.

This was the first time in mod-
ern history that USA won a
chess Olympiad. | do not count
the 1976 Olympiad, where the
USA finished 1st because strong
teams from communist coun-
tries, like USSR and Hungary, did
not show up. USA successfully
acquired two more top-10 play-
ers, Caruana and So. Now, with
three very strong and young

players — Caruana, So, Nakamu-
ra — they have greater chances
to win future Olympiads than
any other team, including Russia.
Actually, Russia still has higher
average rating for top-10, top-8,
or even top-5 players... but with
just 4 boards, the USA should be
the favourite.

Usually, 19 or even 18 points is
enough to win the Olympiad. But
this year, Ukraine scored 10 wins
and only 1 loss (to USA) to fin-
ish with 20 team points, but fin-
ished only second overall. Their
tie break was very close to USA’s
due to a big 3.5-0.5 win in the
last round against Slovenia. At
one moment, after Eljanov beat
Beliavsky on board 1, they were
sure that their team would be
the gold medalists. At the end,
Ukraine did not win the Olym-
piad because of the match Ger-
many-Estonia on team board 28
(editor - see “Around the Hall”).
Ukraine’s reserve player,
Andrei Volokitin, had the best
performance on any board at
the Olympiad: 8% /9 with a 2992
performance. Eric, in round 7,
missed a chance to slightly re-
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duce this fantastic number.

Russia performed much better
than in the previous Olympiad,
and they even gained 10 rating
points combined. However, it
was not enough, and Russia has
yet to become champions since
the retirement of Gary Kasparov.
It will be more difficult for them
to win future Olympiads, be-
cause they probably will lose the
status of rating favourites to the
USA.

China could not repeat their suc-
cess from 2014. They finished
13th, two positions below our
team. It shows how difficult and
unpredictable a team competi-
tion is.

Netherlands, one of the very
strong teams, finished way down
in 36th position. They started
the tournament with 5 consecu-
tive wins, but earned only 3 team
points (one win and one draw)
in the last 6 rounds. Definitely,
the second half is much more
important for the final standing
than the first half.




Many teams had significantly
fewer Russian-speaking players
than usual. The winner, USA had
no Russian-speakers (compared
to three players in Tromso in
2014). Germany had only 1. Isra-
el had just 3 — usually they have
all five. Canada had only two,
after having 3 in 2014, and 4 in
both 2012 and 2010. The whole
Canadian delegation, including
players and captains, had just 4
members who speak Russian. It
was seven in Norway only two
years ago, and eight in 2012 in
Istanbul.

| am fairly happy with the pre-
dictions | made two years ago in
my article in Chess Canada:
“... we can expect the average
rating of the Canadian Team
be around 2580-2600 level.
This average must be enough
for something like 30th start-
ing position and in case of
successful tournament, for a
top-20 finish”.
We had the average rating of
2597 (based on the top-4 play-
ers), 25th starting rank, and 11th
position in the final standing. So
my prediction was really close.

The Canadian Team will likely be
very different in 2018 in Batumi,
Georgia. The new CFC require-
ment of 20 games in a year be-
fore the Olympiad makes it more
difficult for a semi-retired player
like Evgeny Bareev to qualify for
the next Olympiad team. Unfor-
tunately, | am not sure if Anton
will continue his chess career.
| really hope he will play for us
in future Olympiads. Canadian
youngest GM, Razvan Preotu
will likely be a valuable addition
to the Canadian Team.

About myself, | can say that it is
not easy to find additional mo-
tivation for another run. One
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needs a really great imagination
to even hope for a better re-
sult than we had this year. That
leaves me asking myself a crucial
question: what do you appreci-
ate more, the final goal or the
process? If the goal was to show
a great final result, the mission
has been accomplished. If the
process is more important, then
there might be reason to try
again.

In closing, | want to thank my
son Mark Plotkin for editing this
article.

- Victor Plotkin

phetoes

Chess Canada facebook
https://www.facebook.
com/ChessCanada/
photos/?tab=album&album_
id=1083866601698609

Google page
https://plus.google.com/
photos/109802875639835440521/
albums/6329649545002102065

Canadian Men’s Team Results
http://chess-results.com/tnr232875.asp
x?lan=1&art=20&fed=CAN&flag=30&
wi=821

thanks

Most of the photos are from of-
ficial Olympiad photographers
who posted them online, includ-
ing: Paul Truong, Eteri Kublash-
vili, David Llada.

Some of the photos are from

Canadian players, including Yu-
anling Yuan and Qiyu Zhou.

The washed out ones are scre-
encaps from the online feed.

Specia] Thanks

Victor Plotkin, for his excep-
tional report (and results).

The players who annotated
their games.

Eric and Aman for the Vlog.

Paul Truong (photographer and
Susan Polgar’s husband) who
made an extra effort to get pix
of the Canadian players when
our on-site folks were not per-
mitted access, and posted them
in high resolution online.



http://chess-results.com/tnr232875.aspx?lan=1&art=20&fed=CAN&flag=30&wi=821
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=J3g76Ttt8HA
https://photos.google.com/share/AF1QipPKASeujQ2-eJ4triglJFq0bHyajGZz8wmYkf-EMFru1rvuGsM25RJXJoFFKs-0LQ?key=YXlNUHU5YmppNTdvVTBrNmpocjBpNDV1TmVtZFZn

The Canadian women did not
provide the Cinderella story of
the men’s team, but it would be
unfair to judge any team by such
an outstanding standard.

The Canadian Women fin-
ished =30-42 and 39th on tie-
break. They went in ranked 40th,
but as a team they played below
their rating until the last two
rounds, which they won 8-0.

The highlight for the Canadian
women, as in Tromso 2014, was
WIM Yuanling Yuan, who scored
+7 =3 -0 which was the best per-
mmm centage score on board 2!
a Yuanling graduated from
Yale this year, and just before
the Olympiad she started a job
in New York City and so had little
h time to work on chess prior to
—= = the Olympiad. The fact that she
still played 10 rounds and went
undefeated is mind-boggling!
Unfortunately for Yuan-

1 WIM Yuan Yuanling

2  GM Gunina Valentina
3 IM Daulyte Deimante
4
5

Kannappan Sigappi

IM Vega Gutierrez Sabrina Spain
Hong Kong 77

ling, Olympiad board prizes are
now awarded based on tourna-
ment performace rating, and so
her 85% score did not get a med-
al because her opponents were
not rated high enough.

Qiyu Zhou was the
Selection  Com-
mittee’s  choice

in 2014, and she
played board 4
in Norway. Since
then, she has been
by far the most ac-
tive woman player
in Canada, and
raised her FIDE
rating to be the #1
woman in Cana-
da, and so played
board 1 for the
Canadian Women
in  Baku. Qiyu’s
Olympiad results
were not helped

| Beeard 23 Seore [bx %
Rk. Name Team % Rtg Rp Pts. Games

Canada
Russia
Lithuania 80 2421 2481 8.0 10

85 2205
80 2520

2355 8.5 10
2643 8.0 10

77 2411
1864

2420 8.5 11
2027 8.5 11

b by John Upper_

by the fact that her luggage was
lost by the airline, and she didn’t
get it until a week into the event.
Even so, her result in Baku was
disappointing: +3 = 3 -4, and a
big loss of rating points.

Alexandra Botez did not fare

much better than Qiyu, scoring
+2 =3 -4 on board 3 and losing

a lot of rating points.
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Creditable performances were
turned in by both Lali Agbabish-
vili (+4 =3 -2) on board 4, and
Maili-Jade Ouellet (+5 =0 -2
on board 5) playing in her first
Olympiad as the Selection Com-
mittee’s choice.

Closing Ceremony Team Selfie

Yuanling Yuan, Alexandra Botez,
Qiyu Zhou, Maili-Jade Ouellet,
Lali Agbabishvili.



The event started with some
unnecessary excitement for

the women as their captain, M
Aman Hambleton, got to the air-
port too late to board his plane,
and did not arrive in Baku until
the next day. This had no ma-
terial effect on the first round
games, where Canada had a
huge rating advantage on every
board.

Their round 1 result does,
however, entitle CFC President
Vlad Drkulec, who substituted
as Captain for the first round,
to lay claim to title of Most
Successful Captain in Canadian
Olympiad history: 1-0 match
record with a perfect 4-0 score!

Notes by FM Qiyu Zhou
~Joshi, Sindira (1574)
Zhou, Qiyu (2367)

C54

Women's Olympiad Baku (1.39),
02.09.2016

1.e4 e5 2.3 H\c6 3.d4 exd4
4.2c4 £c5 5.¢3 Hf6 6.cxd4
8bd+ 7.2d2

- N W A O N
\\ x\‘\

A5 & ABAH

/// ///// % /////// /////// ///// % vy,

B W /@

a b ¢ d e g h
7..2\xed

editor — 7...2xd2+ is playable,
but doesn't give Black much
chance to fight for a win:

8.4 bxd2 d5 9.exd5 Dxd5
10.%b3 Hab is a very common
GM draw: 11.Wa4+ Nc6 12.Wh3
Hab 13.Wad+ Hc6 Y-V Short,N
- Korneev,O Bunratty, 2016.

8.2xb4 Dxb4 9.8xf7+ bxf7
10.%b3+ d5

z%ggy%/@
ek

//////////// eid
//%{/%//
/ an
min A,
B B AN
%E@V {/ﬁ |

g h

- N W O+ 00 O N o

11.%xb4

editor — a position with a very

long and lively history:

11.De5+:
11...$g8 12.Wxb4 Wif6 13.0-0
c5 14.Wb5 b67? 15.We8+ Wf8
16.Wc6 £a6 17.Wxd5+ Wf7
18.Wxf7# 1-0 Greco,G-NN
1620.
11... eb6 12.Wxb4 Wf8 13.Wxf8
Exf8 14.f3 g5 15.4¢c3 c6
16.h4 &7 17.5)d3 £d6 18.¢6f2
#d8 19.93 Neb 20.20e2= (¥4-1,
55) Hou,Y—-Aronian,L Wijk aan
Zee, 2015.

11...8f8 12.c3

% % /
//8

\\
\ e
R

7/

[ o

abcde

12...2xc37?
Much better was 12...&2g8
13.2)xe4 dxed 14.5e5 ¥d

o,
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13_.bxc3?! 8 E %‘g . Zzg@ 18.¥xa7 2b2-+; 17...2f5 looked extremely strong
editor - Natural, but the wrong 4 & % 7, A& too 18.2ad1 (18.8hf1 Bf8 19.94
recapture. After Wxc3!'the®™ ™ @/ //4// %% %W@/ 18.f4 Wf5 19.Wa6 2b2 20.%d3 Red+ #3.) 18...2e4+ 19.@94
defends the third rank with ° 0w ) Wh3 21.0-0-0 £e4-+; 18.Wixc7 We2+ 20.52h4 h6-+.
protects against kingside attacks 5 %/// 32 - Eb2 19.f4 Wf5-+ with mate in a
with ...Exf3 or ...¥g5 and ...&h3. o W N 7 few moves; 18.Ead1
13.9e5+ g8 14.Wxc3!: Now s ;/gé % ;/g% 18.2hd1 £g2+ 19.66g4 We2+
Black would have an extremely ’ & %/ //% / ?/g 18.%c6: 20.5eh4 Wed+ 21.5g4 h8
tough time playing this position, & //% @ ////// 7§ 18..Wf5 19.Exg2 Wed+ 20.5f1  White gets mated: 22.¥/b1 We7+
with White's knight dominating a/ - % — . Bxf2+ 21.¢bxf2 Bb2+ 22.¢bf1 23.%2h5 W7+ 24.9h4 g5+ #4.
on e5. Wxg2+ 23.50e1 We2#;
15...Bxf2! 18...292+ 19.¢tg4 We2+
13...sbg8 14.5\e5 | spent a bit more than 20 18...Bxf2 also works 19.He6+ 20.2h4 £xh1 21.8xh1
At first | was a bit confused as minutes on this move. ©h8 20.2f7+ Exf7 21.Wxf7 Wed+ 22.2h3 ¥xh1
to why White played this after We3+-+; 18...8b27? doesn't '
a long think instead of 0-0, but The other move | looked at was work now 19.We6+ 2h8 8 z 7 T T e
then | realized White can't castle 15...2h3 16.Wxb7 (16.f4 Wh5 20.0\7+ g8 21.\h6+ hh8 / .
because of ...Exf3 and upcoming  17.Wxb7 £g2-+; 16.%b2 Wh6 22.Wg8+ Bxg8 23.Df7#. Ur Yy ?/ . /A/}
mate: 14.0-0?? Exf3 15.gxf3 £h3 17.2g1 2ae8 and it becomes 6 / / /
16.bh1 Wie-+. very tough for White to play.) 16.oxf2 Wd2+ 17.f3 5| / t N
16...292 17.82g1 Hab8 4 ’@; O
14...%g5 Analysis Diagram 8 E & e | ;//z ///// / @
White's king is looking extremely 7 ‘ ‘//? % ///‘ 5 é/ //// / / //// /é
 weak. o| B @@% 6 // 7 /% - W/ / ////
15.g37? ) 6 %// /// // Y . /@ //g/é” ””” % /
15.0-000 £h3 16.g30%. | A0 W //// %{ w 23.We7
) %// //é/ ////// %///// 3 %% ////// ) //// ///// » 23.Wxb7 2f8 24 .Wxc7 Wi+
»e » 2 %%% w 25.sh4 W6+ 26.52h3 W5+
B % ’ /fﬁ” =18 % / / E 27.55g2 (27.g4 Wf1+-+)
2 8// //////.2/8 TR 27.. W14,
1%@ % //; g 17..8h3

a c e g h 23...%Wf1+ 24.%h4 Wf6+
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25.%xf6 gxf6 26.2d7

g E/ 7 7 15.a4
&7 27.5¢5 b6 28.5)d3 7/////’@/ /{%/ 15.0-000 2h3 16.g307. 16.2h2
2e8 29.5f4 c6 30@ 4 7,00, = 7 /7 // 16.axb5 axb5 17.2h2 Wd7
g o| & / Ak 2. a

b nps @~ e A& <A - 15.d4 cxd4 16.cxd4 exd4 18.0h5 Ha8 19./0\xf6+ £xf6

He3 31.¢f5 Exc3 32.2h5 sV /x/ 77 /
//////////// 17.5xd4 (17.5e2 §\b4 18.8b1 20.2e3 Hxa1 21.Wxal 0-1
Rc2 33.h4 Exa2 34.:2f4 4 / % n / / d3 19.5\ed4 £8 20.a3 Hc2 Baumegger,S (2413)-Sokolov,|
a5 35.%e3 b5 36.2f4 a4 3/ e VLA 21.5xc2 dxc2 22.8xc2 £c8 (2663) Izmir, 2004. 21...¥b75.
37.2d3 a3 38.2b4 Eb2 , 8/?/8% ///// ’ / /g/ N 23.9)d4 £b7 24.5)f5 Ec8
1 %/ ,,,,, s 7 @@/ ///// & 25.293 d5 26.65 De4z (0-1, 16...d5
0-1 ?a === = 38) Svidler,P-Leko,P Monte | got ...d5 in pretty comfortably,
? Carlo (rapid), 2007.) 17...4xd4 and | would say | even had a
18.%/xd4 Ec8 19.8b3 d5 slight plus here.

Notes by (19...£xb3 20.axb3 d5= (1/2-

: s ' ' 1/2, 34) Leko,P—Aronian,L 17. ] 18.5e4 b4
FM Qlyu Zhou Morelia/Linares, 2008.) 20.e5 19 g’:‘gs@’dgdjo §e3e b
Vazquez Maccarini Nd7 21.Wd1 Hb63s (21...4¢5 ) )

’ 22.2e3= (V»-Ys, 37) Lutz,C-
Danitza (2142) oo= e s 51 L 8 /E}QE/
! Kramnik,V Brissago, 2004.) // /// //
Zhou, Qiyu (2367) 15.4b3 c4 16.4c2 cxd3 W W 2is
90 17.8xd3 £f8 18.a24 b4 19.c4 6 %m% L] d //A
Women's Olympiad Baku Hd7=. 5| 3 /‘/
(3.1), 04.09.2016 % A /'”// ///// // //
15...8c8 ) él/%//%/ ////

- 1.e4 e5 2.3 N\cb | had played a game in this Z %/g/féj% i”@%{; 8%%
3.2b5 a6 4.2a4 Hf6 line last year at the World f/% ? )=
5.d3 b5 6.2b3 Le7 Youth, which went: 15...2f8 = -
7.0-0 d6 8.c3 0-0 16.50h2 d5 17.exd5 &xd5 a boc de T gh

18.23g4 21xg4 19.Wxg4 2e6 This was a critical moment.
2:‘; éag 160 '1%‘:@23;:2 20.Wed £d5 21.Wg4 g67!
-5€1 72C0 2. (021...£e6=) 0-1 Buiza 20...b37!

Ze8 13.2f1 h6

Prieto,E (2057)-Zhou,Q
14.g3 2e6

(2328) Porto Carras WYCC,
2015.

For some reason | thought this
was a great move.




20...d7% is more typical for

Spanish positions. Black's knight

protects both ¢5 and adds
support for €5, while threatening
...T5, after which the knight can
return to f6. Black has more
space, and therefore | shouldn't

want to trade pieces. 21.£d2 just

to step out of any ...\d4 tactics.
Also, it's not that easy for White
to make a move. (21.g4 Dd4!)
21...f5(21...b3 22.2d1 (22.2b1
f5) 22...c4 23.dxc4 f5 24.5g3
e4¥) 22./)g3 &f8%.

But even better is the
untypical 20...2d4!F which |
did not see: 21.cxd4 (21.£xd4
exd43) 21...cxd4 22.£xh6
Hxc2 23.Wg3 28 24.4\xf6+
(24.2c1 Dxe4d) 24...Wxf6
25.295 Wg6 26.2c1 (26.2xe5
f6-+) 26...Wxg3 27.fxg3 £d5

. White's pawn structure is in
shambles.

21.2d1= Hxe4 22.dxed
HNab5?!

Rd.3 vs Puerto Rico
Zhou, Yuan, Botez, Ouellet

standing at back, the “late”
Aman Hambleton

 EWE
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////////////
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My plan was to get a knight
onto c4, where White would be
practically forced to exchange

the it for her bishop. | went for
this plan because | thought the
pair bishops would be useful in
this position... however this was
not the case as my light-squared
bishop was a liability on c4.

23.2e2 Nc4?!

23...c4 24.5g4 9 c6 25.82ed1
Wc7 26.Wg3 &h7 27.a5
Black's position is extremely
uncomfortable.

24.8xc4 &xc4 25.0) g4

EWE

/7 /7/ 7/ 7 %
i &

O LN L Y L

% &
4 2

////// 7. /g

7 7
8 8 al By
AR AW oA

///////

a8 BA
g2 % &

////// L

a b ¢ d g h

- M W A OO N ®

Black's kingside is just too weak
without a knight on f6, and three
of White's pieces are already
aimed there.

25...2d67?!

25...2f8 26.Wg3 h5 27.5xe5 h4
28.Wh2 (28.%f4 £d6F) 28...2d6
29.f4 &xe5 30.fxe5 Wc7.

26.2ad1 2e6?

Honestly, | think at this point
everything is kind of bad,
whether or not | see the tactics:
26...h5 27.5f6+ Wixf6 (27...
gxf6? 28.2h6 ©h7 29.Wxh5
Bh8 30.8e3+-) 28.Wxf6 gxf6
29.8xd6i.

27.8xh6'+ gxh6 28.5e3
26 29.%¥ g4+ Eg6 30.2xd6!
Exg4 31.2xd8+ Exd8
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32.hxg4 £e6 33.2f1 a5
34.f3 Ed2 35.2e2 BEd3

T el

7
%,/

z/i/

ﬁyVﬁ%ﬁV
_ /z %%/

a b c f g

36.2d5?
She was happy with the draw.

- N W A OO0 O N ©

x

She had a win with 36.¢ke1:

a) 36...¢tf8 37.2d2+- leads to
the same as ...f6 and ...&¢g7.

' b) 36...f6 37.2d2 Exd2
(37...Bxe3+ 38.55f2+-) 38.%xd2
c4 39.5f5 ¢bh7 40.9)d6 Black's
light-squared bishop is useless
against White's knight, which is
about to win the a5-pawn.

C) 36...ceg7 37.2d2 Exe3+
38.%f2 Hxc3 39.bxc3 £c4
40.2d6 f6 41.2Eb6+- White's king

goes to c1 leaving white's rook
free to take all of Black's pawns.

d) If | try 36...2d7 37.2f5 &xf5
38.exf5 f6 39.8d2 &c7 (39...8xd2
40.%2xd2+- and White's & will get
to the queenside pawns through
c4 or d5.) 40.2d6 &f7 41.2a6+-.

36...2xd5 37.exd5 Exd5
38.cke1 c4 39.8e4 Bc5
40.2e2

8
[ %///

/
5/%/%//* /////
48 & &
o, A& /é%
2;&//%/ﬁ/
1% % 5/%& /%

a e f g h
40...f8?

I'm not sure what | was thinking.

40...2d5 41.28d2 Bxd2 42.¢exd2
¢bf8 (42...f6? for some reason

| was convinced | had to play
...fé to make sure my king got to
the center in time, but it would
result in me getting zugzwanged

after 43.9e3 2f7 44.5be4 Heb
45.f400+-) 43.ce3 che7 44.cbe4
¢he6= this could have appearing

in the game, if we had played on.

41.82d2 ®e7 42.5ce2 eb

%7”/@?”4
% //////

»
/ E / >

/ A A
ot

ez Y

4 y/% b

e

—*I\)OJ-PU‘IO)\IOO

43.%e3?
43.82d8 was necessary, after
which White should be winning.

a) 43...f5 44.gxf5+ (44.2h8 fxg4
45.8xh6+ f5 46.8h5+ 2f6
47.fxg4 Ec7 could be unclear.
White is most likely still better,
but it would be more difficult to
score the full point.) 44...¢bxf5
45.%e3 h5 46.2h8 g5 47.cke4
¢hg6 48.2e8 2f6 49.g3+- and
Black gets in zugzwang.

b) 43...55e7 44.2h8 £c6 (44...16

88
45.8h7+ beb 46.E2xh6+- pawn
down... this should be impossible
to hold.) 45.¢be3 (45.2a8 Bch
46.2a7+ Bf6 (46...55f8 47.2a6
g7 48.8d6) 47.8b7 eb (If
anything else, eg. 47...<tg6
48.8b5+-) 48.8b6+ e7
49.8xh6+-) 45...2d6! going for
2d1, in order to capture some of
White's pawns. (45...2e6 46.52e4
d6 47.2a8+- | just have too
many weaknesses.) 46.5be2 is
necessary, which just transposes
to Za8 straightaway. (46.2¢8
Bd1 47.8xc4 He1+ 48.66d2
2b1 49.8c5 Exb2+ 50.2d3
¢d6 51.2xab Bxg2=) 46...5c6
(46...52d7 47.2a8 Ed5 48.8a7+
beb 49.2ab+ 2d6 50.2xa5+-)
47.2a8 Hch 48.2a7+ &f8
(48...56f6 49.8b7 transposes.)
49.8b7 f6 (49...52g7 50.8b5+-)
50.2h7 g8 51.8xh6+-;

c) 43...¢6f6 is the natural move,
but White has a choice of ways
to win:

Analysis Diagram
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White has a choice of ways to
win.

a) 44.cbe3 e7 45.2h8 Ed5 As
long as White doesn't let Black
get any counterplay, she should
be winning. 46.8xh67?= (46.te2
2d6 47.8c8+-) 46...BEd1002

47 .Hab (47.e4 2d2 48.¢bxe5
Bxb2=) 47...Be1+ 48.52d2 Eb1
49.Exa5 HExb2+ 50.%2e3 &2d6
51.8a6+ cbc7 52.8a50 (52.5f6?7?
Bc2 53.Exf7+ ©b6-+) 52...2b1
53.BEb501 (63.8xe57?? Ee1+-+)
53...Be1+ 54.¢2d2 Eg1 55.%e3
Exg2 56.2b4 b2 57.a5 ©d6
58.a6 2c2 59.¢e4 (59.a77?
Bxc3+ 60.%%e2 Ha3 61.8xb27F)
59...f5+ 60.%2xf5 (60.gxf5??
He2#) 60...8Exc3 61.8xb2 (61.a7
Bxf3+ 62.52g5 Ba3F) 61...8xf3+
62.ed=.

b) 44.8b8 the idea is to play
Eb6, followed by Eb5 if Black
plays ...&g7 to protect the h6
pawn. 44...e4172 (44...e7
45.8b7+ Re8 46.2b6+-) 45.fxed
295 46.%2f3 h5 47.2c8 (47.
gxh5 Bxh5 48.2c8 Bh1 49.8xc4
Bb1 50.82cb Exb2 51.5xab Ec2
52.2b5 Bxc3+ 53.%f4 Hc4 54.a5
Ha4 55.94 b2 56.Exb2 &xa5=)
47...hxgd+ 48.¢6f4 Bh5 49.8xc4
2h2 50.E2c6+ (50.¢g3 Eh1)
50...%e7 51.8b6 Hxg2 52.Exb3
g3 53.%f3+-,

C) 44.2d6+ bg5 45.¢be3 6
46.5bed h5 (46...52g6 47.2d5+-)
47 .2d8 (47.gxh5 5+ 48.be3
cbxh5 49.f4! e4 50.g3 sbg4
51.8g6+ ©h3 52.02+-) 47 ...

hxg4 48.8g8+ ©h6 49.8xg4 hh7

50.¢bf5 Hcb+-;

43...2d5

Later, one of my friends told

me that my opponent was quite
unhappy with the end result, as
by then she had realized she
was winning. Luckily for me, she
didn't see 43.2d8 during the
game.

Y2="/2

Yuan, Yuanling (2205)
Morales Santos, Natasha
(1908)

Ci1

Women's Olympiad Baku (3.2),
04.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

1.e4 €6 2.d4 d5 3.2c3 &6
4.e5 Nfd7 5.f4 c5 6.2f3
b 7.2e3 2e7 8.¥d2 0-0
9.2e2 b6 10.0-0 f5 11.exf6
Hxf6 12.h1 £b7
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13.2d3

13.Bad1 &c8 14.2b5 £d6 15.93
#Nab 16.2e2 a6 17.%9eb5 Wc7
18.%2g1 Efd8 19.We1 b5 20.£3
cxd4 21.8xd4 £c5= (0-1, 44)
Hjartarson,J—Short,N Nuuk,
2016.

13.2ae1 &©h8 14.2b5 a6
15.£2xc6 &xc6 16.2)g5 Wd7 17.a3
(17.291 De4 18.%gxe4 dxe4
19.9xe4 cxd4 20.¥ixd4 Wb72)
17...2ad8 18.8d1 £d6 19.We2
Hde8 20.8de1 Wc7 21.Wf2 h6
22.Wh4 og8 23.0f3 &b7 Va-Vs
Caruana,F-Kazhgaleyev,M
Khanty—Mansiysk, 2010.

13...2b4
13...c4 keeps the center closed
and Black is OK. 14.£2e2 £b4!?

13...a6 14.a3?! "A loss of time.
During the game, it seemed

to me important to prevent

the possibility of a black piece
jumping to b4, for example
after c4 £e2; £b4, but now
White does not manage to
create pessure on the e6-pawn,
which is more important." -
T.Kosintseva, in ChessBase;
game cited in Watson's Play the
French (4th ed.). (14.2ae1!?)
14...Wc7 15.%e1 c4= (1-0, 39)
Kosintseva, T-Rajlich,| Novi Sad,
2009.

14.2ae1 Hxd3 15.cxd3 £2d6

16.2b5 2b8
16...c4! 17.dxc4 dxce.




17.dxc5 Wd7

L -t
A /4
s H & zgé@/ ; /;/// E/AZ Black much better ' "}
71@/%/%{% 2/%/‘ ) ///*/ v chances to hold.
* h 7 %y
z /%;//% %}/ o 7// 4 /% / @; 7%@//// 39.8xc8+ &f7 * ! ’
D - ’ % » 3 / 40.2c5+- Ad6
7, Y % Y i _ o
' PP | 4oa o0 arExdsdes R
) G | = 7 / @4@ 42.2e5+ bf6
» / 43.d5 Hcd
1 // et
— /ﬁ = g/%) 32...%xd3? 44.2ed Da3
32..1d7! leaves both Es 45.94 2b5
18.2c3 attacked and White has to give 46.2e6+ f7
18.c6! turns d4 into an outpost up an exchange: 33.5fe3 He4d 47.82b6 Hc3
after 18...2xc6 19.2bd4. 34.56xe47 (not 34.8xb6? Hal-+ 48 BbT+ He8
threatening ...%f2+ and ...Exg1.)
18...2h5 19.cxb6 axb6 gg'ggidé?fa
20.2\d4 2d6 21.22db5 33.8xd3 De4 34.82d1t b5 51.ic5 Dad
£c5 22.d4 2b4 23.a3 2a6 35.8b6 Eab5?! (n35...8cb8.) 52.ﬂa7 Bxc5
24.axb4 £xb5 25.2f3 H)f6 36.b4 a2 37.8xb5 Nc3 53.bxc5 he8
26.291 £¢6 27.b5 £xb5 38.2c1 54.ﬂxg7 B2
- 28.2\xb5 ¥xb5 29.2xe6 '
Deds 30.Wc2 e Wbl | /E L / >5.8¢7 Bod
N2 32 Wd3 d B // i1 g 56.c6 Exf4
' s\ . T 57.2c8+
5 A ﬁ / i / A Highest Women’s TPR in Canadian Olympiad history.
sl A ) (&{ » - 1-0 Chess in the Library started in high-school.
3|, A % /// Businesss started while in college.
2| B / A // g ///g” Degree from Yale.
B i Job in NYC.
a b c¢c d e f g h

What do | say when | attack the King
Y
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Comas Colon, Rinelly M 13.2d2 But White can and should take to—imagine tactics here...
(1773) After 13.295 £e6 the stem the pawn: 14.9xe5!N o |
Botez, Alexandra (2092) game went: 14.e4 d4 15.5)d5 14...¥c7 looks like it just wins
A24 Nbd7 16.2xf6+ &xf6F 0-1 (35) Ribli gives this a ?? in a pie%;g, but: 1%.§,xf6 ixg

' ; Vaganian,R-Kasparov,G Riga, ChessBase, but chess analysis (15...Wxc3 16.2b3+) 16.9xd5!!
gll/;.)(r;;o'egoslglymp/ad Baku (3.3) 1995. ° has come a very long way since Wxe5 (16...8xd5 17.4\g4+-)
Notes by John Upper 1995, and there are some hard- 17.d4!t and the Black ¥ can't

defend both f6 and c7.

1.c4 &)f6 2.g3 g6 3.292 £g7

4.9c3 0-0 5.d3 d6 6.2 f3 e5 13...2e6 14.2b3 b6 15.b5

7.0-0 6 2a7 16.8d2
7...%¢c6 is much more popular, T
but the game line scores just as
well for Black. 16...d4 17%94
8.2b1 a5 9.a3 Be8 10.b4 5 E
.Eb1 a5 9.a3 Ee8 10. / ,,,,,, !
axb4 11.axb4 d5= 12.cxd5 7|8 ? % s i
Y Y
cxd5 o| A& LAl
° %7& /%7 % ///*é/ /%/
ERALUE & |7 woe ¢
A A4 | %ﬁ/ -y
| B = man |~ aamen
5 %//@1%% //@ 1 ﬁ/ng/%§¢ )
e B » Te T e
L Pals gy 17..2Dxed
2 //% //% £ %/é/égﬁ/é/ 17...5)d5! keeps the pieces on
1 % hmg Q/%@/% hmg @ to enjoy the extra space; and if
a b ¢ d e f g h 18.4)g5 £f5% followed by ...h6

and a nice position with more

After 13.2g5 2e6, should White squares for Black's minors.

capture on €57

Alexandra Botez




18.2xe4 £2d5 19.Wc2 Ec7
20.%b2 £2xe4 21.dxe4 d3
22.exd3 ¥xd3 23.2fc1
Exc1+ 24.%¥xc1

White is missing her £g2, but
with the ©\b8 so far away, there

) will be no time to take advantage

of it.

24...¥ixe4 25.82e3 Hd7
26.2d2 Wf5 27.%c6 Eb8

d m/x ,,,,,
6 {/ 7 /x/
s 8 A /

x

A//
/
z/ ,,,,,, A ///// /// //////

9

28.2d1

28.9e41? 28 29.82d1 &cb
30.£2xc5 £xc5 31.9xc5 bxch
32.Wxchz.

28...%d3= 29.Wc4 ¥xc4
30.9xc4 Bb7= 31.2d6 218
32.8c6 £c5 33.2xc5 Hxch

34.2xe5 Heb 35.2d6 Hc5
36.2\c4 Ha4 37.sg2 Hc3
38.2xb6 Exb6 39.2xb6
Dxb5 40.2d7 sg7 41.h3
Nd4 42.94 £6 43.2c5 &f7
44.52g3 Deb 45.)e4 ke7
46.h4 Dg7 47.50f4

V22

Ouellet, Maili-Jade (1992)
Vega Jimenez, Keyshla M

(1641)

D36

Women's Olympiad Baku (3.4),
04.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

A smooth game by Ouellet: she
builds a nice center in a QGD ex-
change variation, her opponent
sacs a pawn to relieve the pres-
sure, and she nicely converts to
attack.

1.d4 d5 2.c4 €6 3.5c3

\f6 4.cxd5 exd5 5.%%c2 c6
6.295 2e7 7.3 0-0 8.2d3
h6 9.2h4 H\bd7 10.2f3 Ee8
11.0-0 Hed 12.2xe7 Wxe7

- N W A OO0 OO N o

13.2ae1
Although not unknown, this
move iS more common when

White has developed ...Age2,
preparing f2-f3 and eventually

e3-e4. With the & already on
f3, playing the minority attack
seems more natural.

13.b4 &df6 14.b5 c5 15.dxc5
Nxch 16.8ac1 Dced 17.Wb2 &d7
18.h3 Hac8 19.9e2 &c5 20.£c2
Nced 21.a4 Ng5 22.5)fd4 Bc4
23.%f4% (0-1, 62) Van Wely,L-
Sokolov,| Wijk aan Zee, 1995.

13...20df6 14.De5 £d77?!
14...2f5 15.f3 Hxc3 16.Wxc3
(16.82xf5 Hxa2) 16...2xd3=
trades some pieces before White
can start squeezing with e4.

92

15.f3 Hd6

15...0¢5 16.49xd7 Dexd7 17.e4+.
15...2xc3 exchanging pieces
when short of space, though
White is still better after either
recapture.

16.e4

- N W A OO0 O N o

16...dxe4d

This exchange means that if
White ever pushes e4-e5 then
Black can put a piece on d5; but
it also opens the f-file.

<16...Eac8 17.2xd7 Dxd7
18.e5%.

16...2e6!? 17.Wf2 Zad8
challenges White to find a way
through.

17.fxed L6 18.2)f3%
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23...2d5 24.We4 Ve6
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TECTY ™Y Y 495, which poses Black difficult 12...95 15.8Eh4
; 'E/ mg‘ %@ %@ E problems." 12...0f51? 15.Wxb77?? Bb8 16.Wc7 Wxc2-+
or 16...2c8 and Black can force a
: %// 8...2¢c6 9.h5 h6 10.f3 13.hxg6 fxg6 14.%b1 c4 repetition.
7, Nge7
4 ’ o E/// %m //Eé 15...h5 16.5)g5 HHf5 17.8h3
Jise > o & & K 2i ¢4 &e7 18.2e2 b5 19.g3 Rafs
// %/é ///// 007 i I e / ,,,,,, "
2| 8 ////// /////éé%/g 44 Ak Z&é _ #I\/ 2 %/x i 20.f1 d8 21.s2g2 7
1 E% / "@%7 %@ﬁ 6 / &‘\A A » A iy 22 W2 a5 23.5)f3 b8
i : o Ak %&4 / R gf/ ry A H | 242an
Watson calls this the "Portisch- 4 g% " /g/ 7 @3/ 24.£95.
Hook variation" after two of 3 i Y 7% /
the first players to try it, and é /é /@% / =) //// Js - =4 2b1 W
_ 2 / i§ o g . @/ @g/ 24...Ehg8 25.2b1 ¥bh6

Moskalenko calls it "Black 1 Z /@//%g/ // 26.\h4 Hfe7 27‘@95 a5
Queen Blues". Black's Wa4 does = % /

more than blockade the a—pawn:

it pressures a3, c2 and d4.

Almost all legal moves have

been tried by White, a sign that

there's no consensus on how
best to tackle this defence.

8.h4

Negi's excellent 1.e4 repertoire
book for Quality Chess
recommends: 8.%g4 g6 (8...f8
9.Wd1 &c6 10.¥b1) 9.3 N6
10.£e2 and concludes, "The
key to White's play here is to
prevent Black from carrying out

long castling... involving ¥h4 and

11.Eh4

11.8b1 c4 12.9g3 b6 13.2h3 &d7
14.0-0 0-0-0 and White spent
the rest of the game shuffling his
pieces, unable to come up with
a promising plan in Karjakin,S-
Radjabov, T Shamkir, 2016 (V2-7%,
33).

11...2d7 12.8g4

12.5f4 g5 13.hxg6 Hxgb 14.£16
cxd4 15.2d3 & gxe5 16.2xe5
Bxe5 17.8h5 Hixd3+ (17...dxc3!)
18.cxd3 &h7 (2-V2, 62) Zeng,C

(2400)-Hoang, T (2435) Chennai,

2012.
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28.0f3

28.%c11? heading for the
kingside now that the pressure is
off c2 and c3.

28...5f5 29.2h4 Dfe7
30.2f3 o5 31.2h4

Ya='2

Fronda, Jan Jodilyn (2128)

' Yuan, Yuanling (2205)

B52

Women's Olympiad Baku (4.2),
05.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

White builds slowly to an attack
in a b3 Sicilian, Black plays an
exchange sac then outmaneu-
vers her opponent in a QR v QB

ending. Odd fact: Black's Queen
travels all over the board, but
never once lands on or crosses
any of the four center squares.

1.e4 c5 2.5f3 d6 3.2b5+
2d7 4.8xd7+ Hxd7 5.b3
N gf6 6.%e2 e6 7.2b2 2e7
8.c4 0-0 9.0-0
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9...e5

Black could allow White to play
d4, but with the £b2 it makes
some sense to block the dark
squares and ask White if she can
activate her own £.

9...a6 10.d4 cxd4 11.&9xd4

He8 12.6c3 Ec8 13.2ad1 Wa5
14.2h1 Wh5 15.%xh5 &xh5
16.93 Dhf6 (V2-Y2, 56) Anand,V -
Carlsen,M Mainz, 2008.

10.%c3 He8
10...g6 11.a3 & h5 12.g3 Ag7
13.b4 b6 14.)d5 5 15.exf5

Nxf5 16.bxch (16.d4!?) 16...
bxc5 17.£c3 &6 18.9)xf6+ £xf6
19.We4 Wd7 20.2ab1 2ab8
21.d3 De7 22.8d2 Wf5 23.¢hg2=
(1-0, 43) Kamsky,G—-Alterman,B
Tilburg, 1993.

11.De1
A standard regrouping against

95
c5 and e5: Hf3-e1-c2-e3-d5.

11...2f8 12.f4 Heb 13.f5
Nd4 14.%d1 a6 15.d3 b5
16.g4 h6 17.2g2 bxc4
18.dxc4 Eb8 19.2e3 Hh7
20.%9cd5 295 21. g2 a5
22.2c3 Hf6 23.H)xf6+ £xf6
24.Qe3 £295 25.2d5 Eb7
26.2b1 Ra7 27.8b2 ¥d7

28.%e1 Wd8 29.f6
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but Black can attack them only
with her ¥. What should she

play?
gives White a chance to muddy

Forcing the white ¥ up to b3 to
the waters: 58.2h3!? Wxed+

defend c4.
55.%b3 Wa8! 56.f3 Wh8!

This is the point of 54...%a4: if
White's ¥ was still on b2 White

59.¢0f2 2e3+ 60.2xe3 dxe3+
61.%xe3 and the computer

could play ¥g2 to defend the
57...%h7 looks good too, but it

White has four isolated pawns,
h—file.

54...%a4[]
57.c2g2 Wh2+!

is an attempt to cover all

F.

3

Does Black have any weak
anywhere because her pieces
will be too tied up defending
against threats from the black ¥.

pawns?
51.axb3 Wa2+ 52.¢bf1 Wh2

50.%d1 axb3 51.%xb3
White now has a passed
53.Wf3

a—pawn, but it won't go
51...%a8 52.2f3 g7

53.%b2 ¥a5 54.che2?

the entry points.
54.We2

Not any more.

49...a4!

39.Eef2 Ef6

=

been worried about dropping
the e—pawn, but the tactics
work for her: 34...2e3+ 35.¢bh1
Exed 36.%b1 Wbh7 and Black
would just need to move her
King to win, but it's White's turn:
37 .Exf7O+-.

40.2xf6 £xf6 41.8f5 2e5
42.%f1 Wd7 43.We1 Wa7
44.2f3 Wa8 45.We2 Wa7

36.%2g2 ¥a8 37.h4 ¥d8
46.2d3 £f4 47.%f3 g5

38.¢th3 2e5
48.hxg5 hxg5 49.¢2g2

34.fxg7!= White might have
34...2xf6 35.2f3 ©g8

34.2e2

30...Bexe7=.

also exposed; e.g. 30.2xf6+ gxf6
31.%h4 (31.2xd4 exd4! 32.Wh4
Hxe4 33.8bf2 We7 34.8xf6 a42)
31...2e6 32.8bf2 ¥a8!?.
31.2xd4 exd4 32.2c6 ¥b6

seems to be OK, as White's & is
33.0xa7 Wxa7

29...82xf6 looks bad, but Black

©

®
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o
N

30.De7+
030.fxg7.




says Black is winning, but she
definitely has a harder job ahead
of her than with the game line.

58.c0f1 ¥h1+
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hree corners in four moves and
lack is winning.

o -

59.¢0f2 Wha+
59...Wxe4 60.2h3 transposes to
he previous variation.

~

60.2f1 ¥xg4 61.%c2
61.2h3!7? d5!! 62.exd5 (62.cxd5
c4-+) 62...2e3 63.5xe3 dxe3
64.Wxe3 Wxca+-+,

61...%e6

61..."%h5! is more active, and the
Black ¥ goes back to the h—file
soon.

62.2f3 2e5 63.a4 g4 64.5f5
Whe! 65.2f2 g3 66.2f3

Wh1+ 67.%e2
The next few moves might be
recording errors.

67...92!7 68.8g3+ 2h6!?
69.8xg2 Wxg2+ 70.2d1
W1+

0-1

Mendoza, Shania Mae (1965)

Ouellet, Maili-Jade (1992)
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Women's Olympiad Baku (4.4),
05.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

A horror show for Black, who
tries to play a ...d5 “break” in the
Sicilian... but times it to allow
White to close the center with
ed—e5, leaving Black with no
central or queenside play. White
piles up on the kingside then
blasts through with a piece sac.

1.e4 ¢c5 2.2f3 €6 3.d4 cxd4
4.9\xd4 a6 5.2)c3 b5
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6.a3

6.£d3 is by far the most common
move. 6...Wb6 7.3 &c6 8.0-0
Wh8 9.295 Hge7 10.a4 b4
11.9e2 Ngb 12.9ed4 Hxd4
13.5\xd4 £d6« Ponomariov,R-
Svidler,P Almaty, 2016.

6...2b7 7.g3 Hf6 8.292 Wc7
9.0-0 d6
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10.2e3

10.2e1 2e7 11.a4 b4 12.Ha2 0-0
13.295 (13.29xb4!? d5 14.2f4N
(14.e5 £xb4 15.exf6 £xe 1w
Boidman,Y (2411)-Siebrecht,S
(2453) Lausanne, 2008.) A14...
e5 15.xd5 Dxd5] 16.£xe5!1)
13...20bd7 14.Wd2 a5= (V2-%, 43)
Topalov,V-Short,N Dortmund,
1997.

10...2bd7 11.8e1 fe7
11...0b67? 12.e5! dxe5 13.Hdxb5!
axb5 14.9xb5+.

12.f4 0-0 13.g4 £\b6 14.g5
Hfd7 15.%2h1 Hc4 16.8c1
Bfd8 17.%g4 £f8 18.8f1
5db6 19.¥g3

x% %z% |

- N W A OO0 OO N o




After this Black will struggle to
create meaningful queenside or
central play.

20.e5! Eac8 21.Hce2 Ad7

22.b3 Nch6
22...%ab heading to ¢6 to
pressure the center would give

the & something to do.

23.2d2 g6 24.%h4 Hc5
25.8f3 Ned 26.2h3

//////
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The position resembles a
horrible Steinitz French, where

White's £\d4 shuts down play
on the c—file and on the a8-
diagonal.

26...h5
Black was banking on this to

stop the attack, but that was only
the first wave.

26...h6!? might be a good
practical try to surprise White,
who wouldn't want to take on h6,
but couldn't sac a piece on h5.

27.82a5

27.gxh6? 2e7 makes the
White h—pawn an unbreakable
defender.

27.2f3!? sacs a piece for a
strong attack, but White has
no reason to hurry, 27...49xd2
28.8xh5 gxh5 29.%xh5 £g7
30.8g1

27...Bd77?

27...8g7!? is a normal defensive
move (guarding h8 and
preparing to escape via f8) but

it doesn't seem good enough

to stop White, who can build up

with £f1 and £f3xh5 anyway.

27...8c5! indirectly helps
defend the h-file. 28.2f3 ¢bg7
A29.2xh57 Eh8-+

28.2f3+- £a8 29.2g2
Gets out of ...\ f2+ before taking

on hb.

29...2b8 30.2xh5 gxh5
31.¥xh5 £g7

A 4
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Black's queenside pieces have
nothing to do, so even though
White has "only" two pawns for

the £, computers show mutiple
ways to win and rate this around
+10.

32.Wh7+
32.8b4! H\c5 33.15 exf5 34.Wh7+
Hf8 35. D xf5+-.

32...2f8 33.8b4+ Be7 34.96
Wd7 35.gxf7 soxf7 36.%h5+

g8 37.Wh7+
37.%g6 also wins.
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37...f7
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38.f5
38.8g1! also wins: 38...8h8
39.Wixg7+! oxg7 40.f3++-,
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38...exf5 39.2xe7
39.2xf5!+- also wins, but White
gives the impression that she
wants to win while never giving

the £a8 even a hope at fresh air
(via ...d4).

39...2h8 40.¥xh8

Again, not the only win: 40.e6+
Wxeb 41.9xe6 Bxh7 42.8xh7
cbxe7 43.02d4+-.

40...2xh8 41.e6+ ¥xeb
42.2h7+ g6 43.2f4+
xh7 44.5fxe6 Hc8




45.2h4 Hcd6 46.2g1 g6
47 .2f3+ f7 48.9)\d8+
White will win the £h8 too.

1-0

Ramirez, Maria Eugenia (2104)
Zhou, Qiyu (2367)

C49

Women's Olympiad Baku (5.25),
06.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

1.e4 e5 2.0f3 Hc6 3.59c3

Nf6 4.2b5 £b4

4...9d4 is the second most
common move, and scores
about as well.
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5.2xc6

with this, but she's much lower—
rated and Black's chances are a
long way off with the B—pair.

5.0-0 0-0 6.d3 d6 7.%e2 (7.295
&xc3 8.bxc3 We7 9.2e1 &H\d8
10.d4 %e6 11.2c1 ¢5 12.a4
Bd8 13.8c4% (1-0, 34) Shirov,A
(2740)-Lesiege,A (2460) North
Bay, 1994.) 7...9e7 8.c3 £a5
9./g3 %g6 10.d4 £b6 11.8e1
c6 12.2d3 (1-0, 43) Anand,V-
Mamedyarov,S Shamkir, 2015.

5...dxc6 6.d3

6.2xe5 We7 7.)d3 £xc3 8.dxc3
Wxe4+ 9.We2= 0-0 10.%xe4
Nxed 11.2f4 Hd6 12.0-0-0 £f5
¥2-Y> Munoz Pantoja,M (2457)-
Gonzalez Perez,A (2466)
Cornella, 2013.

6...%e7 7.h3 2d7

7...0-0 8.295 We6 9./)d2 He8
10.a3 £xc3 11.bxc3 Nd6 12.2e3
Hasangatin,R (2400)-Moizhess,|
(2445) Moscow, 1996.

8.2e3 a6N 9.a3 £d6 10.5e2
c5 11.5g3 0-0-0
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Computers like this, but it's very
risky, and not very savvy, since
it makes it easy for White to
choose a plan.

12.¢3 h6 13.%c2 b8
013...g6.

N13...95 14.b4 &b8 (14...94
15.0h4! Hxed? 16.Dhf5+-)
15.bxc5 £xc5 16.d4 (16.8xc5
Wxc5) 16...exd4 17.cxd4 2b6
18.0-0 g4 is the opposite—side
action Black was probably
hoping for.

14.b4 g6

Changing gears?

14...g5! 15.8b1 (15.0d2!?) 15...
cxb4 (15...g4«=) 16.axb4.

15.0-0 cxb47??
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Strategic suicide. Black opens
the a—file and now White gets a
strong attack. 15...2h5!?

16.axb4 g5
e H E
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17.b5!+- a5?!
Had Black missed this:
17...2xb5? 18.c4 £c6 19.c5

trapping the £d6.

- N W DA O O N
N & A

17...94 is trickier, but White wins
if she just piles up against the
black King: 18.bxa6 b6 (18...gxf3

19.axb7+-) 19.)d2 gxh3 20.%c4
hxg2 21.5fb1 and White crashes
through first.

18.2xa5 b6 19.2a8+!

The rest is a slaughter.




19...5eb7
19...cbxa8 20.Wa4+ bb7
21.Wa6+ bb8 22.2a1+-.

20.2a7+ b8 21.8fa1
21.Wa4 &xb5 22.Wxb5 dhxa7
23.Ba1+ shb7 24 Wa6+ Hc6+-
25.Wc4+ Hd7 26.Wb5+ cheb
27.d4+ exd4 28.Wif5#.

21...2xb5 22.c4 2¢c6
23.2xb6! ¥eb 24.2e3 &c8
25.81a6! 2b7 26.c5! £xab

27.8Exab
27.c6 is #10

27...%d7 28.cxd6 cxd6
29.2\f5 Ec8 30.%a4+

1-0

Monroy G., Nataly A. (2105)

B36

Women's Olympiad Baku (5.26),

06.09.2016
Notes by John Upper

1.e4 c5 2.9f3 Hc6 3.d4
cxd4 4.5xd4 g6 5.c4 Hf6
6.2¢c3 d6 7.2e2 Hxd4

8.%xd4 £g7 9.2e3 0-0
10.%d2 a5 11.2d1 Le6
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There is a ChessBase DVD by
Tiviakov on the Maroczy which
covers these structures and
middlegames. It's not a very
exciting DVD or system, but

as Tiviakov keeps reminding
viewers, it's solid enough to help
him draw against 2700 players.

12.a4

This stops ...a4 and ...%¥a5
(Tiviakov's favourite strategy);
but making the queenside static
while Black has good control
over c5 should leave Black
comfortably equal, and a Black
A c5 will constantly attack a4
and b3, and so restrict White's
freedom.

Charmed, I’'m sure. Yuanling and Danny King

12.0-0 a4 13.f4 Wa5 14.2d4
Hfe8 15.%d3 Zad8 (15...2ec8
16.b3 axb3 17.axb3 ¥b4 18.f5
8d7 19.8xf61+) 16.55h1 &d7
17.We3 Ec8 18.h3 £c6 19.e5
Ad7 20.exd6 (20.e6!) 20...exd6
21.Wf2 &fe 22.f5 g5 23.h4 g4
(23...%e4!) 24.h5 Hed 25.0xe4
£xd4 26.8xd4 Bxed 27.8xed
&xed 28.8xg4+ 1-0 (42) Giri,A-
Tiviakov,S Hoogeveen, 2010.

12...2d7 13.2b5 Qc5

100

With the &c5 it is hard to see
how White can make any
progress.

14.%c2 Wc8 15.2d4 £d7
16.b3 ¥c7 17.0-0 £c6
18.2d3 b6 19.f3 Ead8

20.82d2
20.Wif217?

20...2d7 21.2fd1 Efd8
22.8f1 ¥b7 23.De2 Deb



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=TuIOa2lGNOM


24.5\c3 Ee8 25.2d5
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The double attack on b6 looks
like it necessitates ...£xd5, but
the computer shows that's not
SO:

25...2xd5
A computer line is: 25...2dd8!?

26.2)xb6 (26.2xb6 Eb8 or

26...$Xd5!?°°) 26...Eb8 27.2d3
&\ ch 28.4xc5 dxch 29.2d5 e6

30.%e3 f5!?72 or 30...2d42 A...f5.

26.cxd5
26.exd5 Hcb 27.93 (27.£d4?

&xd4+ 28.8xd43) 27...e5
28.dxeb 9\xeb 29.8xd6 Exd6
30.8xd6 2f8 31.82d1 ¥xf3

32.2xb6 Hg5= threatening ...2e2
and ...2h3.

26...2c7 27.%b1

27.dxeb6 is not so stupid, but
27...8xc2 28.exf7T+ oxf7 29.8xc2
this doesn't give White any
realistic winning.

27...0)c5 28.2b5 Eec8
29.82c2 a7 30.2dc1 fe5
31.8c4 b8 32.%c2 Ebc8
33.f4 297 34.%d1 ¥b8
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35...2a7?

Doesn't 35...%xe4 just win a
pawn? Maybe the game score is
wrong, and the actual sequence

was 35.%f3 then 36.2f2.

36.%f3 Wic7
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37.2d4

This trades both the good &s,
and leaves White unable to
budge the gatekeeper on c5.
That's not necessarily bad,
but it might be better to begin
opening lines on the kingside

first, as the absent £g97 makes it
easier for Black to get defenders
around her King. For instance,
37.84c2!? preparing to switch to
the kingside with h2-h4-h5.
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37...2xd4+ 38.8xd4 ¥d8
39.8dc4 ¥f8 40.e5 Wg7
41.2e1 2d8 42.£c6 e6!
43.b4 axb4 44.Exb4 dxe5
45.8xe5 exd5 46.2xd5
Rad7 47.8Exb6 Hxa4 48.2b1
#f8 49.%2h1 Exd5 50.Exd5

101
Exd5 51.%xd5 Hc3 52.%d3
2xb1 53.%xb1 ¥d6 54.%c1
h5 55.h3 kg7 56.¥c3+ W6
57.%e3 Wa1+

YVa="2

Cordero, Daniela (1954)

Botez, Alexandra (2092)
E69

Women's Olympiad Baku (5.27),
06.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

1.d4 56 2.5\f3 g6 3.c4 £g7
4.93 0-0 5.292 d6 6.0-0

////////////////////////
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6...c6
This is the Boleslavsky system
against the g3-KID. It's less




102

popular than 2e8 12.8b1 a5 13.b3 h6 8
the Yugoslav §
system (with s|E ;/@/} %% / 6
"'%.06 aqd ...cH) 7 %/‘ /%////%/* 7 //g%/ i
but its fluid pawn 6 /%‘%/*é A il
Centel" makeS 5 ‘///% /%é ,,,,, /%//A ///// %/ ////// 4
it strategically ////// 7 9 7/ s %% %% 3
more complex, 4 %%g/@ ; /%%/// _ ,
and should give 3 %8 % % ) %&%& 1
the better player 2| & //% %% ?/ég/
decent. changes 1/ H @é@%ﬁ% g//gf/;
from either side. a b c d e f g nh From a classical point of view it

looks like White is comfortably
6...50c6 7.6)c3 ab 14.2b2 better, with significantly more
8.d5 Dab5 9.4d2 c5 14.¢bh2 &£d7 15.2f4 Wc7 16.a3 space and options for her Rooks.
10.Wc2 2b8 11.b3 Nh5 17.2e3 Nf6 18.2f4 Hh5 But Black's position is like the
b5 is the Yugoslav 19.8e3 &6 20.Wc2 He7 (20... Hedgehog — no weaknesses
system, with h5!?) 21.8bd1 Bae8 22.24 and constantly pressuring
thousands of games. g5 23.2db5 cxb5 24.£xd6 White's pawns.

Wc8 25.8xe7 Bxe7 26.9xb5z
7.2¢c3 Hbd7 8.e4 Pigusov,E—Akopian,V 20.Wc2 ¥c7 21.9a4 d57!
e5 9 h3 eXd4 NOVOSibiI’Sk, 1993. 21...b512:
- 9..8e8 10.2e3 a5
11.d5 Wc7 12.9d2 b6 14...2d7 15.a3 ¥b6 16.2a1 22.e5 dxe5 23.2xe5 Hdd!
13.Mc2 &)c5 14.Efc 16.2a4!? Dxa4 17.bxad Wc7 24.£xd4) (24.5)xd4? Exeb
£d7 15.dxc6 £xc6 tion it 18.2¢3 and White has another 25.8xe5 Exd4!F and White is
16.9b3 &Hcd7 17.6Hd2 Now that you men _"_’" ’ half-open file for pressure. hanging on a4 and e5.) 24...2f5
h5 18.0,d5 Hb8 19.b3 there was the traditional 25.Wb2 &xb1 26.2xb1 (26 £xf6
@)c5 20.a3 (V2-12, 42) Bermuda Party. 16...2ad8 17.b4 axb4 Bxe1+ 27.%xe1 £xf6 28.%xf6)
Melkumyan,H-Kamsky,G 18.axb4 Heb 19.2f3 2c8 26...Bxd4 27.2)xd4 bxa4=;
e Baku 2015
22.cxb5 cxb5 23.%xc7 Hxc7

24 .\ c3 White still has better
structure.




22.2e5 We7 23.exd5 cxd5
24.c5t Hed 25.2xg7 ©xg7
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26.2bd1
26.%b2+ aiming to simplify and
leave Black with weak pawns
with no dynamic
compensation:
26...Wif6 27 .Wixfe+
Nxf6 28.2b6xE.

26...19f6
27.2b6 %Hc3

28.2c1
28.2d3!? Hd4
29.8Exd4! Exe1+
30.¢bh2+.

28...d4

29.c4?
29.Wd2!
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29...2\b5

Black misses a strong but very
hard to see combo: 29...0g5!
30.2xg5 d3! 31.Wd2 He2+
32.8xe2 (32.2h2 hxg5-+ or

32...Wixf2-+) 32...8xe2 33.%e4
Hxd2 34.2\xf6
Hc2-+ White has
two pieces for the
exchange, but is
hanging on c1, c4
and f6.

30.2\fe5 d3!?

A clearance sac

to activate her
pieces, making the
game even more
complicated.

31.Hxd3 Dbd4
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Al Eiw

/////
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T %
0 %ﬁ}%

//
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/ /////

7.
T sy 2%
-
7 = = e

/////////////////

- N W A 00O N

32.%b27?!

n32.Wc3 £g5 33.5xe8 Exe8
34.d6! allowing the fork on e2
in return for one on e8 34...5e2+
35.66h2 Wxc3 36.5)xe8+ &f8
37.8xc3 Hxc3 38.2)d6+- Black
loses b7 and White's queenside
pawns win.

32...2\g5!2 33.2de5
33.59)d6? H\df3+!-+ 34.¢bf1

Wixb2 35.5\xe8+ Exe8 36.5)xb2
Nd2+0 37.s2g1 Hgf3+ 38.2xf3
Nxf3+ 39.%f1? saves the Rook?
39...8xh3#.

33...2xh3+
33...2xe5 34.8xe5 &xh3 35.&2xh3
Nxh3+ 36.%2g2 Ng5e.

34.¢bf1
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34...2g5?
34...b5! A35.cxb6 £able 36.f4
Defending €5 and hoping to

trap the ©h3, (36.£xh3 Exe5%)
36...8xe5! 37.52xe5 &xc4+
38.8xc4 NxfaO=,

35.Bcd1
0 35.f41+-.

35...0f5 36.2g1 Heb

37.2f3

37.2xd8 Exd8 38.2b6+
threatening both £ d5 and £ xc8
then &xb7.

37...%¥xb2 38.2\xb2 Nc7
39.50c4 Exe1+ 40.Exe1 Hab
41.g4 Hd4 42.5d6 Deb
43.0e5
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8 %g%zg o % A s. White is winning. 8 E////g.g@@ 7 better than your opponent...
i % N e v T _
A /% A @/ 47...52f6 48.06 Hab */‘ o %%/} 6...cxd4
em% /// ,,,,, g m %‘//* 6 %m%‘// ,,,,, 1 1
. % % 7 49 N\xb7 Bb4 . %*%/ /// In the following game White
%////é% 25 %y/ 49 &axc5 50.5xc5 Hixc5 %% - . %7 needed a draw to advance to the
4 //ﬁ/?% /%% %/8 51.%c1+-. 4 /// /8/4 // //' next round of the World Cup:
3 %% /@ %W/ %% 3 %% //// / %{g{%/ 6...2e7 7.295 7...cxd4 8.cxd4
| LAe | sEctomsamos  fid L AGLA| S0oM T 00 oo
I B BN 52.5xc5 £d5 53.b7 she7? 1@?@,@%@7 = %? 1323 b6 14.Wd3 Bacs 15.5fc]
=P e de oo 54.292 M4 55.8e1+ Bf7 L & 16.5%057 Natural. but ve
- -82e A\b8 16.2e5? Natural, but very
43...Dac7?? 56.2e4 Hh3+ 57@92 Nfa+ This is a Schlechter Slav/ bad. Black exploits White's weak
043...0xb4 44.Dexf7 Ef8 58.2g3 g5 59.9a6 b3+ Grunfeld reversed, which is back rank and offside ©a4 to
45.5\xc8 oxf7 46.0)d6+ Le7 60.2f3 h5 61.b8% ha+ about as solid an opening as take control of the c—file and
47.9xb7 Hd3 and Black has 62.5h2 possible. But if you can get a the game: 16...Exc1+ 17.8xc1
good chances to hold. ' middle game which you know Ec8!¥ 18.2d1 (18.8xc8? We 1+
44.5exf71+- £f8 45.5)xc8 1-0
|
Exf7 46.0d6 2f4 47.b51 Agbabishvili, Lali (2064)
8 / / / ) I[\)Iloozlma, Jessica (1883)
7 % * 74 / / /// ’ .
Y Y / 4 Women's Olympiad Baku (5.28),
of %@9 _ /* i 06.09.2016
s AA » /% / Notes by John Upper
: %/ w_EaE
v, //%/ /% b 1.53 £f6 2.g3 d5 3.2g2 c5
2 %/ 4.d4 e6 5.0-0 H\c6 6.c3
= %ﬁ? @ 6.c4 would be aiming for a
a b c d e f g h Grunfeld reversed (aka: Catalan)
Advancing the pawns with Taking a Team Out
tactical threats against the black clockwise: Ouellet, Yuan,

Cristian Chirila, Hombleton, Botez,
Hansen, Zhou, Agbabishvili
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is mating.) 18...&xa4 19.&xe4 27...%xa2t. 31.£92 De7? 32.¥d4 £c57.c3 d6 8.d4 2b6
(19.bxa4 ¥ixa4 Black is just Safetys the queen with tempo
up a pawn for nothing.) 19... 25.8xd7 ¥xd7 26.2d1 We7 gain, winning the & and the 8| & %2%@ /% / =
dxe4 20.%xe4 iC6-+ (0-1, 71) 27ﬂd6 ﬂd8 zswd,li game. 7 % /*/ 7//% * i/% *
Azmaiparashvili,Z-Bareev,E 5 {’@?&W /{ﬁ //// 7
a—4 4
(A, Shenyang, 2000. o 7 E | e 39 hf8 33.dxeT+ ) /‘/ ,,,,, /‘/ ,,,,,, ///%
" 7exdd 8068003 a69.095 1| b WE |7 ﬁ/&/ _
‘ .CX .2\c3 a6 9.9 6*/@/@ / /* 1-0 » v /
. 0-0 10.%c1 h6 11.2e3 = /g/ ////// e o &8 / /
2d7 12.h1 Hga 13.2d2  °| O A 2 8 A // ﬁf 2y &
4 / / Notes by R @
f5 1g.e3§5 15.@2; 06 e //é/ WIM Yuanling Yuan 2 @%‘%f/ﬁ h
16.5)\d3 £e8= 17.5ad Bf7 //// ////// i Yuan. Yuanlin (2205)
Jen” T pap|  Yuan,Yuanling
18.Dac5 Be7 19.2c3 Hed ) - /@/ ///// %Z%? Unuk, Laura (2332) 9.2e3
m | C78 9.a4 £g4 10.h3 £h5 11.£95 £b8
8| & %// ﬁf% %;@ _ | Women's Olympiad Baku (7.24), ~ 12-%d3 2xf3 13.2d5 xd4z
3 7 /% F /% Zgé //% White has the only open file, 09.09.2016 (13...2xe4!?) Kostenluk,,f\. (2525)
YTy BT the Bishop pair, and a mobile —Stefanova,A (2548) Beijing
s\ 1k &k queenside majority. Black The Canadian women's team (blitz), 2008 (1-0, 40).
= 4 ///// """ %&Zm% - collapses quickly. was paired against Slovenia in
»-. 3 round 7 after defeating Portqual  9--0-0 10.h3 h6 11.2bd2
3y ME A 28...Bxd67?! o - 9 orod
m %%/// ////// 0 - 4%///// ///// 4%,// 8...2xd67?! in the previous round. Two years He8 12.2e1
2| & %é/?// ., %&@@j& 28...e3t. ago at the Norway Olympiad we ,
u W HW B b had lost to Slovenia but this time s|E SWE oo
a b ¢ d e f g h 29.cxd6 ¥d7 30.2xe4!+- was different. We had a much d 3 7/% 2//4
m 20 Sxed dxed Making the best use of the stronger team and we were all 5 ‘/;//é/m% % //// ;/‘/
. Xe Xe unopposed QCB prepared tO f|ght' I was pa|red Vi /// // 4 /? ,,,,,, 7 //////
m 20...fxe4 21.8¢5 b6 22.20b3=. against Laura Unuk, a talented > % * % * /
a 215065 8xc5 22.dxc5 Hd7 30...h5 17-year-old. She was my 4 / ////// /&// >
23.@;3 g;(;24 ﬂ.fdx1c hoy 30...fxed 31.Wixgd+ bfg 32 Wg7+ toughest opponent yet. 3 / g/&/ // //// %/é
i — ' aratgss De8 33.1hg+ £g8 34.Wxg8H. 2| 5 Z/ z@;ﬂ/&éﬁ
(24...65 25.Exd7 Wxd7 26.8d1 1.4 65 2.3 Hc6 3.8b5 a6 1 5 ng@ @
0 We7 27.Wb6 (27.Wa3 Bd8=) 4.2a4 5)f6 5.0-0 b5 6.2b3 e f g h
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12...exd4 o]  HE e / 22..5d5 26.9)d4 He7 27.e6 £e8 28.2e5t%.
Up until this point everything W ///// ////// %/ /% 22...8xf3 is better 23.Wxf3 ¥b2
was still in my prep book. After %7/ %%/ %Z&//C// (23...0)d7 24.8ad1 &Hf8= (0-1, 24...2a4 25.8xad ¥xa4d
...exd4, | was on my own! 6| & %;/2 %%// ,,,,, v - 45) Mammadzada,G (2316)-
5 //%% %&é /%% Durarbayli,V (2621) Doha, 2014.) 8 / gg /
13.cxd4 Ha5 14.8c2 J g W 24.Wf5 (24.exf6 Bxe1+ 25.Exe1 , / " 3 //
>-d5 ¢6 16.b4 e %/ R L 26 5ibd1 Wc3 27.f4=. o(h Ak
17.5xc4 bxc4 18.dxcé da 8 A4 P L:5
= N (PP e /
JE Y Vﬁfb //zf%)h 23.We4 g6 24.0\d4 4\!%1@5// _
. /,2/,/ ’’’’ /*x/ Sh ¢ 2 lona time thinki | was debating between £ d4 and 8 %// /%%///%/ //}
A A& e spent a long time thinking . 5 5
6| & g./ ‘ A i here. as if she iust discovered Wh4 here, but eventually decided 8/ 7, /%//g///%/
////////////// s i o, o go with Hd4 - the knight looks |2 H &
d / / _ what f've been scheming. too good on that square to turn it @b cde T gon
@x/g% _ ; ;
4 s %M %% down! 24.Wh4 chg7 25.2ab1 W5
i mgme _, — —
zé%g%/@g ///// STl T R Sl
//é,, C d ///e/// f //é, h ; ' { . rhy “l - d I - .I : - : T " 4
18...2xc6

18...2xe37? looks good initially
~but is actually disastrous for
Black after: 19.cxb7 &xf2+
20.6xf2 Wb6+ 21.Wd4 Wxb7
22 .Wxd6 Zad8 23.%c5 Hc8
24 .Wif5+- White's up a piece
and my King is safe and I'm
threatening e4-e5 next move.

19.2xb6 ¥xb6 20.%xd6
Bad8 21.¥f4 ¥xb4 22.e5




26.€6 ©h7?

26...f5 the move | was expecting
27 We5t.

27.Wf3 16

Black's queen is totally stuck
on the side and away from the
action.

27...52? 28.5\xf5! gxf5 29.Wixf5+
h8 30.%g6 Ee7 31.%xh6+ Eh7
32.e7!+- Black's ¥ is a distant
spectator, and 32...2e8 33.W {8+
is lights out.

/////

8
7
6
Y O
18 '35
4
3
2
1

29.e77?

At this point | was already in time
pressure. The formula is simple:
complex position + time trouble =
e6—e7 was not the best move.

29.%e2 is the best move,
according to the computer.
29...Wc4 30.2xc3!! Wxc3

31.e7! Wxf3 32.exd8W¥+- a
brilliant tactic, but seriously:

who would've thought to retreat
the knight in an ATTACKING
position? #counterintuitive

29...Exe7 30.Bxe7+ Hxe7
31.2e1
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31...2d5?

31...4g8 is a much better move
for Black 32.2e6 threatening

Wh7 32...Eb8 (32...Ee8 33.Wib7+

Be7 34.9)f8++-) 33.Wxc3 &b7
34.2c5 Wc6t Still slightly more
pleasant for White, but | would've
lost all of my advantages.

32.9e6 2d6 33.2f8+
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i E iii
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Z

B &
a b ¢ d

e f g h

33...¢g7?

33...8g80 34.¥g3 (Hxg6
transposes) 34...2d8 35.4xg6
Hf7 36.5h4 He7 (36...2e8
37.¥g6+=) 37 We3 2d7 38.93 c2
39.Wxh6 ¥b4

editor — According to the
computer, it's unbalanced
but equal after 40.%h5+ ¢bg7
41.8xe7+0 Bxe7 42.Wg6+=.

34.¥g3 Hf4 35.5\xg6 Bd3

36.2e7+

36.%xf4 is also winning 36...%xf4
37.5xf4 Bd2 38.¢bf1 Exa2
39.%c1 Ea3 40.2d5.

36...52g8
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37.f3!

editor — 37.¥g4?? Hxh3+-+,
trades the ¥'s and promotes.

37..%d1+ 38.5h2 Hh5
39.Wg4 2d5 40.We6#

Overall, | was very happy with
my play in this game. What an
exciting one! The Canadian team
went on to win the match against
Slovenia 2.5 - 1.5!

1-0

Leonardi, Caterina (2024)

Ouellet, Maili-Jade (1992)
E17

Women's Olympiad Baku (7.4),
09.09.2016

Notes by John Upper
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1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.3 6 Bac8 12.cxd5 exd5 13.9e5 majority started. White has more 19...2c5+ 20.2d4! cxd3 21.&xc5

4.93 £e7 5.292 0-0 6.0-0 than one reasonable way to play,  &fd8 22.d6 ¥d7 23.£xb7 Wixb7
8 o 4 //% ggé@ and chooses to trade center 24 b4 Black is better, but it would
s| & g;m/ g// 7 4 %g j j/ g % Y pawns, giving her pieces the use pe an interesting challenge to
ladd $akd| o & % ////// a | o ines for her malors. 1
@/ %7//% ,,,,, /% %/A /////////// / // 16.e4
s, A T, i B _ " 16.£h3!7 hits d7 and c8, and 17...£xd5 18.bxc4
4 % i) Z/éé % . 3 A % / ///// 4 gives White another way to 18.8xd5 W5+ 19.2f2 Wxd5
3 % % %@% 2 / ////////// ?//g/g undermine Black's pawns; e.g. 20.bxc4 bxcd 21.Wed Hb6e It's
5 8% ) %& %QJ/&/ 1% %ﬁg /%E j////; e5-e6. hard tg tell if Black's pissed
1 EZ@@?@%/E@ a b o6 d e T g 1 pawn is strong or weak.
> b o d e T g h 16.e3 and &f3 to restrain Black's
13...2xe5!? center pawns also makes sense.  18...bxc4 19.2d4 £xg2
6...b6 Not the safest move — ...&fe8 or 20.sexg2 Hb6 21.We4 Bfd8
6...dxc4 7.¥c2 a6 is the start ... d6 — but definitely the most 16...c4! 22.5\f3
gf tthT main-line in the open interesting, as the resulting pawn  16...d4? 17.8xd4+.
atalan. structure is very unbalanced. 8 7
After the exchange on e5 the 8 /E . Hde | . Z/%'i/z & f% Iy
7.%¢c2 game follows its normal strategic 7 */2 g. m g/? ///// g/ 7 { %/f > > %%
White continues to play in course: Black pushes her sl //// """ // /////// %/” ///// ////. 6 A > %//%%%
Catalan style, ensuring the queenside majority to create %% %/ / /// S /% % ) %/é ) /%
safety of the c4 pawn; but now a passed pawn while White 5 %/ %/‘ ////// w 4 /% F 3 @é@% %
that Black has played ...b6 White pushes her central majority to 4 //% F 3 /% £ /8/ / 3 % //// ////// 0 ' Q/z
doesn't have to worry about create attacking chances. 3 % %// % ////// 0 8//// /%// - /%} /8
getting the pawn back after 2| & @2@/ < ///gj/ 1 %5§? o E/ /////
...dxc4 — since £ e5 would be 14.dxe5 Hd7 15.f4 W éﬁé """ y// E/g//g// ///// % = % /
strong — so here £ c3 is a more 1 _ = L a b "
_ 5.0f3 Wc6 and ...We6 to attack a b c e T g
testing move. e5. 17 oxds 22..8¢c5
.eX 1? |1?
7...8b7 8.b3 c5 9.2b2 Wic7 15...b5! 17.8fd1?! &c5! 18.exd5 Nd3 ;g%d?%, 2@256'(5)3?2?15(;6)03
10.5\bd2 H\bd7 11.2ac1 Bla.c-:i( ge.ts her queenside 19.Wxd3 (19.d6? ¥Wc5+ and P
there's a smothered mate.) 25.8Bc2 Wabz threatening ...%a4




and ...2c4.

23.Efd1 h6 24.f5 Wc6

25.%h47?!
25.W¥xc6=.

25...8xd4 26.2xd4 Exd4
27.%xd4 c3F 28.f6 t¥b5

- N W A OO0 O N o

29...%b1! 30.%f2
30.We4 Hc4! 31.Wd3 Hd5! is
similar to the game.

30...2d5

31.2d4

Setting up tactics with ... e3+.

%z% %/@

. / Wﬁ %
Py ) /

///%//

c d e

- N W A+~ OO0 O N

What's better: ...Ec4 or ...2\b4

31...Ec4!

31...2b4?7? actually throws
away all of Black's advantage
as now White's f6-pawn and

W give enough play to draw,
though the full line has to be
seen to be believed: 32.Wf50]
Bc7! 33.Wg4 g6 34.Wf3=
Hxc2 35.Wa8+ ¢bh7 36.%f8
De3+ 37.2f3 Ws5+1? (37... W1+
38.oxe3 Wig1+=) 38.2)xf527
(38.%2e20 W1+ 39.%xe3
Wg1+=) 38...20xf5 39.%d8
Nd4+0 40.2e3 Heb-+ the &
defends everything and White's
W will be stuck doing blockade
duty on c1.

32.e6
32.55 defends e3, 32...gxf6

(32...g67 33.2e7+1 Dxe7
34.fxe7 ¥b7+ 35.Wf3 Wixe7
36.2xc3%) 33.exf6 2h7!-+ and
White has no tactics and no
defence to ...Ec6xf6 or ...2\b4.

32...Exd4! 33.exf7+
33.fxg7 f6!-+ and White has no
more tricks.
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33...oxf7
33...¢kf877 34.fxg7++-.

34.fxg7+ Hf4+!
34...5\f4+! 35.gxf4 (35.56f3 Wib7+

is mating.) 35...%xc2 36.%xc2
Bd2+-+.

0-1

Maili-Jade Ouellet




Black makes a couple of indif-
ferent moves in an IQP position
and White finishes her off with a
crisp combo.

Botez, Alexandra (2092)

Laubscher, Anzel (1814)
D46

Women's Olympiad Baku (11.2),
13.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.9f3 Hf6
4.2c3 e6 5.3 Abd7 6.2d3
£2d6 7.0-0 0-0 8.b3 e5
9.cxd5 cxd5 10.2b5 2b8
11.dxe5 Dxeb

Es oW M@%

,,,,,, }/ /5%}
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/////////////

12.h3N
12.2e2 is more common,

keeping the & and getting ready

for a standard IQP middlegame.

With 12.h3 White avoids a
classic trap (which I've seen
more often with colours
reversed): 12.8b2 Dxf3+:

13.¥ixf3?2? 13...294 14.2xf6
Wd7! 15.2f5 &xf5 The £f6 is
hanging, and Black threatens
...&2g4 (again) trapping the V.
16.8fd1 g4 17.8xd5 &xf3

18.8xd7 £c¢6 0-1 Mikhalevski,V

— Motylev,A Minsk (rapid), 2015.

N13.gxf3 £h3 14.2e1 Hed!t
15.f4 Wh4! 16.W%f3 Hd2!
(<16...8d8 17.8ed1 £g4
18.Wig2 Hg5= Polugaevsky,L —
Kaidanov,G Groningen, 1993.)
A17 We2 &xf4ll 18.exf4 Zae8
19.2e5 Bxeb5-+.

12...0e4 13.2b2 ¥f67?!

Before Rd 11. Good try, but Fabi still beat the Canadian.
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The piece exchanges and
exposed ¥ don't help Black.

13...20xd3 14.Wxd3 Le6t.

13... D xF3+ 14 Wxf3 a6
(14...@d2? 15.@h5!—>) 15.2)c3t.

14.2\xe5 £xe5 15.82xe5
txe5 16.2c1 2d77?

8| & E oo

& g/x@

6 /

5| &) AW

4 % %m/

3%%@@%//&

&7 T A

d ?ﬁé%”%ﬁ@
a b ¢ d g h

17.f4)

There are no good squares for
the black ¥,

17.. . We7

17...%b8? 18.5)c7+-.

17...%b2 18.5c7 Had8
19.9xd5+.

17...9f5 18.5)d61? (18.5)c7 Bad8

19.94 Wg6 20.%5xd5 We6t Black
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might get some play against CE T 30.2h2 2fd8 31.2g3+ f8 ‘h / ‘ ‘
the White kingside.) 18...%/g6 7;%%%/.{? /%%) _ 32.Wc5+ e8 33.2g8+ vd7 @BD O Wﬁd:l
19.2xe4 dxe4 20.f5¢. sl 2%/ %”/// %% %%/I 34.Exd8+ @de 35.h4 @C? Eoog'e page photos
» »w ) ttps://plus.google.com/
T 36.h5 2d8 37.We7+ Bd7 hotos/109802875639835440521/
18.2¢7 D5 19.2xd5 ¥d6 j %y/’)@i/// %;/é %% 38.%xf6 &c8 39.%f5 glb?Jr?]ss/6329649545002102065
7 »~ Z
W %

8 /-z-/ 3|/%78 // » /8/ » %7& 1-0 . .

! ‘/ i /.2./1 X/ 2| & /%% % %//%/ Danny King Inteviews:

6 <o :

// & / // 1 / = {% 5 /%// = ... Yuanling Yuan
5 % oA % 9 I:Iﬁml:k@ https://www.youtube.com/
4 %// %// ////// / / White is completely winning, watch?v=TulOa2IGNOM&t=2s
Y // /// )

° /%%é 0 5‘/% /%%é :,::L't SI :dti?]m event, so Black Canadian Women'’s Results . Qiyu Zhou

e wwe o R e CAna e o Mtps//wuwyoutube com/

1 i .9 Hlan= = = = watch?v=VOn agpj

% 5 E 3 // — 24...2¢6 25.%f5 g7 wi=821
26.W g4+ 2h7 27.%f5+ g7

20.&xc5!!

Alexandra took under 2 28.e4 2ad8 29.2f3 Ed1+

minutes for this move.

20...%xc5
20...2e6 21.5)6+ gxf6
= 22 &xh7+ also wins

the ¥,

21.8xh7+ sbxh7
22 ¥h5+ shg8
23.5\f6+ gxf6
24 ¥ixc5



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=VOnUNQagpjk
http://chess-results.com/tnr232876.aspx?lan=1&art=20&fed=CAN&flag=30&wi=821

Arbiter.inthe.lLand.of Fire

Day 0
Augusti31
Departure

As an International Arbiter
based in Canada, one thing you
get used to is that when you're
invited to a remote (relative to
Ottawa) part of the world, you're
not going to have an optimal
amount of money to work with
in planning your travel. FIDE and
the Organizers do give you fund-
ing, which increases the further
away you are from the location,
but it rarely increases as sharply
as the prices of flights increase
when one has to vault over an
ocean.

- 8

-

>
]

d

Vinnia

E

' This led me to an overall plan
that echoed what | did for Nor-
way in 2014. | drove to JFK air-
port in New York City, for a direct
flight to Baku, Azerbaijan. Due to
various commitments, | didn't
start driving until after sunset
on August 31st, such that | drove
through the night, right into the
JFK parking lot as the sun was

2036 O
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),
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coming up. There was some-
thing "urban beautiful" about
driving through Times Square
before dawn, and | strangely rec-
ommend making it a bucket list
activity!

Day 1
Septemberi

Arrival

This was the official Arrival Day
for the Olympiad, but given my
special direct flight plans, | was
able to fly out from North Amer-
ica on this day, and arrive the
next day before any Arbiter ac-
tivities were scheduled.

| flew the flagship Azerbaijan
Airlines direct flight from New
York to Baku, which was eas-
ily the most luxurious flight OF
MY LIFE! We were served seven
times!

It is true that the temperature
in Baku, at least at that time of
year, is always the same, day or
night, in the mid-twenties.

For some reason, it doesn't re-
ally heat up in the day, nor cool
down at night.

Another cool climate feature of
Baku is continuous fresh winds.
They were not too strong, but
when they lapsed, the smell of
oil in the air was so pervasive
that you could sometimes smell-
taste the oil in your mouth. As
our mini-bus drove, you could
periodically see tall flames in

by IA Aris Marghetis
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the sky from oil equipment. The
locals call this area The Land of
Firel

There is a lot of oil money in
Baku, translating into a lot of
people working a lot. For exam-
ple, there are "manual” cleaners
everywhere, even on the high-
ways, even overnight.

| found the various local architec-
tures rather pleasing to the eye,
a successful blend of historical-




traditional and hyper-mod-
ern. One interesting common
element is that much of the
supporting structures, includ-
ing marble, were of a unique
sandy-yellow colour, reflect-
ing local mineralization.

guests!
Day 2
Round'1i

get going! Security is ev-
erywhere, and the arbi-
ters benefit from a police
escort to the Crystal Hall,
for the Arbiters' Meeting
at 10am. There are even
fully-armed soldiers dur-
ing our route, especially
on this first day. Baku traf-
fic is not brutal, but every
day these police

The Boulevard Hotel, along with
accommodating some teams,
was the "arbiter ho-
tel". | can honestly
| say this hotel was
the most luxuri-
ous OF MY LIFE!
My room seemed
to be one of the
best available, and
reminded me — in
not one way — of
where we stayed
in Norway in 2014.

participants a sig-

time. One strange
security measure
is that everyone
is scanned before
the place where
electronics are
checked in. With
the worldwide

Words cannot do justice to how
well we were treated as valued

September'2

After days of travel, we finally

escorts will save all @ QURE 4w

nificant amount of |
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general obsession with taking
photos, this sequence will come
back to haunt us. Although we
never caught anyone cheating
in my section, the infestation of
little cameras was exasperating!

The Arbiters' Meeting was well
conducted, with Chief Arbiter
Faik Gasanov (multiple spellings,
AZE) speaking only in Russian,
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with translations into English.
Practically all communications
during this Olympiad will be in
only Russian and English. Virtual-
ly no visitors to Azerbaijan could
speak Azeri, a language very spe-
cific to this country. However, |
did make use of Turkish friends |
made in Istanbul in 2012, as they
could help me with Azeri, a Tur-
kic tongue.

Tournament Director Takis
Nikolopoulos (GRE) does a great
job, as usual. | am grateful to be
assigned to Sector 1, which in-
cludes Boards 1-10 of the Open
Section. | have been blessed to
watch the best chess players on
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the planet!

After the meeting, the arbiters
swarm into the playing area,
to finalize preparations for the
players, who begin play in a few
hours. | am especially impressed
with the top boards having spe-
cial playing tables, with a divider
underneath, shelves for drinks,
etc. The rest of the playing tables
have nice tight covers, signifi-
cantly avoiding annoying shifting
tablecloths.

Then out of nowhere, a very per-
sonal issue! My gastro-intestinal
region is uncomfortable. | sud-
denly recall that during the 11-

hour flight, | never at-
tended a restroom. | felt
lucky at the time, but |
don't feel so lucky now.
Within minutes that felt
like many more minutes,
the discomfort turns
to pain, then vicious
pain. My body tries to
persevere, but there's
no hope. A VIP driver
rushes me to the hotel,
where | sleep for fifteen
hours straight, missing Round 1
completely.

On the positive side, this gives
me time to set up the room that
will be used for the FA Arbiter's

Seminar starting the next day,
and on my very first night in
Baku, | get to see their astonish-
ingly magnificent nighttime sky-

11A




Day'3

September’'3
Roundi2

| awaken wonderfully refreshed
at 3am local time. | guess the
time zone adjustment thing will
take some, well, time. Given my
superb room view, | get to watch
dawn over the Caspian Sea,
which is bigger than many coun-
tries. Although landlocked, as
it is salt water, it is a sea rather
than a lake. The many oil tank-
ers remind me of the Bosphorus
in Turkey, the critical waterway
strait between Europe and Asia.
For the first time, | also notice
the wonderfully crafted "back
yard" of the hotel, leading down
to the Caspian. | also notice the
- occasional midsize feral dog!

| start my official work day as As-
sistant Lecturer at the FA Arbi-
ters' Seminar, at the arbiter ho-
tel. There's a noticeable lack of
garbage receptacles throughout
this trip, which is a common se-
curity measure. The conference
room for the seminar is accessed
via a lobby that doubles as ac-

cess to wedding receptions. The
hotel staff insist that | am wel-
come to drop in on any of the
weddings there! After the habit-
ually heavy heat of August, they
run weddings on a daily basis in
September. Back to the semi-
nar, everything is very comfort-
able, and the staff is genuinely
very helpful, solving any issues
promptly.

For my match, | am on Board 8,
for Ireland-France. Everything
starts on time, all logistics are
well organized with very many
bodies in play. | especially notice
the security staff demonstrating
special politeness towards wom-
en, like never walking right in
front of them, but rather detour-
ing out of their personal space.
There's great physical spacing
between matches, and these are
the best scoresheets, scorepads,
and timesheets

three Irish players getting into
ferocious time trouble, all lead-
ing to losses en route to a 0.5-
3.5 loss as a team. Both teams
are personable, making for a
very pleasant round.

On the return bus to the hotel, |
have a special conversation with
Bulgaria's Veselin Topalov. To my
amazement, he has many ques-
tions about Vancouver, and what
the market for chess lessons is
like there. So, to be clear here: if
Veselin moves to Vancouver, and
especially if he switches to Team
Canada — he did NOT say that
— | expect FULL CREDIT!

To end the day, | take my first
walk along the spectacular
boardwalk between the hotel
and the Caspian, encircling the
Baku harbour for miles. Even
though it is quite dark and omi-
nous, | find my-

that | have ever
worked  with.
This is already
my  favourite
Olympiad! My
actual match is
uneventful, with

Veselin Topalov... has

many questions about
Vancouver, and what
the market for chess
lessons is like there.

self strangely
drawn to the
end of the lon-
gest  marble
pier. It reminds
me of the big
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pier at La Roche Perce near
Gaspe, Quebec, which | visited
pre-dawn a couple of years ago.
There's that same sensation of
unimaginable power flowing just
below, and then a big feral dog
scares me!

Day 4
September'4

Round'3

My day again starts with the
FA Arbiters' Seminar. Given the
relative inexperience of some
of the attendees, we are already
falling behind schedule. My Sec-
tor Arbiter is also feeling sick all
the time, and | decide to strict-
ly continue with the BRAT diet.
This will continue until | land
back in North America. Even in
the midst of virtually continuous
scrumptious buffets, | will lose
five pounds. It staggers what a
good gastro-intestinal mess can
do.

My match is Board 5, Nether-
lands-Vietnam, which finishes
2.5-1.5 relatively smoothly. But



the added bonus of the
day for me, is that Cana-
da is right beside me on
Board 7. I'm not allowed
to cover for their arbiter,
if, for example, he has to
go to the restroom, but |
get to really soak in their
games.

One thing that is
very obvious all of the
time, is the passion-
ate engagement of our
Captain, Victor Plotkin. This is in
huge contrast to many other na-
tional captains, some of whom
sit around reading general mag-
azines, or who even depart with-
out ever returning that round.

During the round, | was also
pleasantly surprised by our FIDE
Rep Hal Bond, who slipped me
Victor's new FIDE Trainer card,
which | slipped to Vic-
tor. With different hotels
and all kinds
of security
measures,
there are
disappoint-
ingly few op-
portunities
to socialize
with people
like Hal, stay-
ing at other
hotels. So it's
good fun to

spend a few
minutes to-
gether!

After the
round, after
Alexandre
had lost, he
was whisked
away for a
random an-
ti-cheating
check. When
he emerged, we both had a
good chuckle, talking in nostal-
gically fun Montreal joual, that
they should have been checking
the winner?!
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As | approach the return bus to
the hotel, | recall that the previ-
ous evening, a man approaching
the bus tripped on the sidewalk,
and stumbled into the bus. He
was out of my sightlines at mo-
ment of impact, but | had feared
that the collision had been head-
long. When | asked him if he was
OK though, he brushed it off.
Well now | see him again, and he
has a huge bandage in the middle
of his forehead. It had all unfold-
ed in an unpredictable instant,
and | start wondering what kind
of coverage Blue Cross can en-
sure for me here? We don't even
have an embassy in Azerbaijan.
The Government of
Canada website actu-
ally refers you to Anka-
ra, Turkey. Wonderful.
That's 1900 km around
Armenia and through
Georgia. | step care-
fully.

Round 3:

Vietham vs Netherlands

Canada vs England

IA Aris Marghetis




DEVAS

September'S
Roundi4

After FA Arbiters' Seminar in
the morning, it turns into a
deeply enjoyable day for me, as
my match is Board 9, Greece-
France, 2-2. Most of the games
are very entertaining, and | get
to spend the rest of that day and
evening talking my first and third
languages, Greek and French. It
felt like a fun family reunion!

Other highlights included seeing
very many old chess friends who
were arriving for commission
meetings, the Congress, etc.
| also started really earnestly
playing WWTGMM (what will
| the Grandmaster move), where
in my head | am trying to pre-
dict the next move in each of
my four games. Whereas | am
only a mediocre chess player,
it was still cheerfully amusing
just how often | was incorrect,
and just how often | had no

idea why a player had made a

particular move!

iy ¢

Day 6
September. 6
Round 5

No FA Arbiters' Seminar this
morning, but instead the meet-
ing of the FIDE Arbiters' Com-
mission, of which | am the
Secretary. Then my
match was supposed
to have been Board
1, Ukraine-China, but
| was pulled away to
attend the meeting of
the FIDE Rules Com-
mission, which en-
tailed very interesting
discussions!

QA
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City", which is a glorious rebuild
Day 7 after decades and decades of ac-

Septem ber 7 cumulated oil pollution. The sea

water looks very oily, and frank-
no round ly, very dead. But then there's

local men fishing in it! However,
An all-day FA Arbiters' Seminar  they must be too close to the
includes my first genuine lunch-  hotel, because shortly a security
time break of the whole trip. guard confronts them to move
along. | walk
back with a
young cou-
ple  (both
players)
from Leso-
tho (South
Africa), who
tell me that
they feel
bad for us
in  Canada
because it
so hot this
summer!

| can still clearly remember
the brilliantly sunny warmly
windy outdoor patio over-
looking the Caspian. Fol-
lowed by anice daytime walk

bkl from Black Gold
of the mottos here is "from to the Whlte Clty

Black Gold to the White




At the end of the day, | am de-
lighted to go for another walk,
this time westward along the
White City Boulevard board-
walk, almost 3km each way. It is
very safe and convenient for pe-
destrians thanks to underground
crosswalks, and the presence of
many "civic sentinels". | made up
that term,
as they are
not police-
men, but
are clearly
there to
ensure no
problems
could even
possibly
brew.  As
per  Wiki-
Travel, it is cul-
turally inappro-
priate  around
here to make
eye contact with
strangers, which
makes it difficult
to start friendly
chats. | finally
succeed at a soc-
cer and basket-
ball park area!

Day'8

September'8
Round 6

A few months ago, | had needed
assistance rebuilding some chess
diagrams for a rules proposal

that | was preparing. At the time,
our resourceful John Upper had
helped me out, leaving me with
some tools that | could use later.
Well they came in very handy
today, as | used them to rebuild
diagrams needed for the test for
the FA Arbiters' Seminar, which
were corrupted due to local un-
availability of certain chess soft-
ware. Thanks John!

After the day off yesterday, there
is a strong refreshed energy in
the playing hall today. My match
is Board 6, Germany-Russia,
1-3. This is my first time really
getting to witness the Filatov-
Kramnik effect. They are both
very intriguing men, in very dif-
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ferent ways. From a chess spec-
tator viewpoint, it was incred-
ible watching Kramnik, allowing
a pawn fork of two minors, going
into a deep think with his fore-
head on crossed arms on the ta-
ble, coming up with an extended
combo that eventually reduced
into a winning endgame. Phe-
nomenally impressive stuff!

Canada is right beside us on
Board 5, which is also right be-
side the bleachers, and wins to
be tied for 3rd place!

Day'9

September'9
Round 7

The last day of the FA Arbiters'
Seminar before their exam, now
a day later than originally sched-
uled. There is an awkwardness
when a teaching example is
posted on the projector, includ-
ing the line: "player from Arme-
nia". For most of the world, that
is completely inconsequential,
but in Azerbaijan, there are in-

credibly strict laws regarding any
reference to anything Armenian.
Note that Armenia did not even
participate in this Olympiad.

After arbiter group photos, |
make special preparations for
my match on Board 4, Croatia-
Azerbaijan, as the press cover-
age for the local national team
is unprecedented. The final
score is a relatively predictable
0.5-3.5 but it fascinates me that
the losing Croatians seem to
be generally happier than the
winning Azeris. The Croatians

BAKU2016

1R AR

Chess, like love and music, has the
power to make men unhappy.
Aleksey Dreev, Captain of the Azeri
team, tense even while winning.

almost never leave their games,
seemingly fascinated with them,
while the Azeris arise repeated-
ly, seemingly in anxiety. For the
last game of the match, there is
a separate TV camera dedicated
fulltime to each player. Even af-
ter the match ends, and [ am just
posting the results, there are
two TV cameras filming me do
that from different angles. Pres-
sure!




In a completely separate inci-
dent, in the middle of the round
many of us were moved by the
sight of the Turkish captain,
stumbling by, literally weeping
into his hands. One of his play-
ers had missed a winning mid-
dlegame tactic.

L atakin

As | drift back to the hotel, | think 2769

about how serious this Olympiad
is for many countries. Lives are
being changed.

Day 10
September 10
Round 8

After the uneventful FA Arbi-
ters' Seminar exam, | receive
probably my highest profile
assignment ever: Board 1,
Russia-USA! The press cover-
age is like nothing | have ever
felt before, and the resulting
pictures are a testament to
that. The round finally starts,
and the fun really begins.
Officially, just over a
dozen photographers re-
ceived authorization to work
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the top boards. However, as
the rounds progressed, and es-
pecially for the big Russia-USA
match, there were many people
with non-professional cameras,
who had somehow slipped past
security.

| find out later that the
upper arbiters had (correctly)
predicted an insane amount of
traffic around this match. | had
not expected to be assigned this
match, as Canada is a very close
neighbour of the USA, but the
overriding criteria was deemed
to be to assign an arbiter will-
ing to quietly confront a slew
of people into giving the play-
ers their space. Repeatedly. For
hours. And hours.




It is exhausting, but | remember
it as exhilarating! Other arbi-
ters give me the nickname "The
Bodyguard'".

| will never understand it when
high-level chess players, and
former high-level chess play-
ers, physically approach on-
going games intrusively. That
makes my blood boil! To add to
the excitement, for some un-
fathomable reason, Alexander
Grischuk, who is playing Ray
Robson on board 4, goes behind
the American team four times.
Everyone knows this is illegal,
and his captain Andrey backs me
up 100%

The match ended 2-2. As it was
impossible for my attention to
stray away for even a few sec-
' onds, | would like to take a mo-
ment here to thank Open Captain
Victor for periodically providing
me with Team Canada updates,
and to Women's Captain Aman
for providing me cans of Tran-
quini, a super energy drink avail-
able onsite in only limited quan-
tities. Thanks guys!

Day 11
September'1l

Round 9

For the first day since arriving
in Azerbaijan, | get to sleep in! |
am deliriously happy about this,
and plan a run of approximately
6km. It seems like a pretty good
idea, until | cross a small pack
of feral dogs. And then anoth-
er one. They seem to be mov-
ing into position, like a nature
show on timber wolves, to inter-

cept me. Objectively speaking,
that fear is unreasonable, but |
change my running route on the
fly, shortening it. In addition to
the feral dogs, there's something
different about the
alleged birds here.
Back home, when |
run towards a flock
of birds, they will
scatter. But here,
they look like cross-
es between crows
and badgers, so |/
run around them!
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There is absolutely no local
mention of 9/11. North Ameri-
cans, and some Western Euro-
peans speak of it, but that's all.




My match today is Board 1,
Ukraine-India. The first three
games are all draws, and before
Ukraine wins the deciding last
game, | get pulled away for a
special disciplinary meeting re-
garding an Americas conflict. |
prefer chess!

After days of mocking by Aman
and Eric, | finally hit the ho-
tel gym, mentally converting
pounds-kilograms many times.
Back to my room, | turn on the
TV, go take a shower, and there's
a TV speaker in the bathroom!
Best. Hotel. Ever.

Day 12
September 12
Round 10

My match is Board 3, India-
Russia, 2-2. The Indian team ar-
rives much earlier, and we have
a most pleasant chat before the
round [photo previous page].
During the round, the In-
dian players seem to be at their
games more often than the Rus-
sians, and incredibly, Grischuk

goes behind the Indian team
three times. That is an improve-
ment from Round 8. Regardless,
| am fortunate to be right beside
Canada-Latvia on Board 5, again
right beside Canadian chess his-
tory in the making. Unfortunate-
ly, | don't get to immerse myself
into it, even after my match has
concluded. My Deputy Chief Ar-
biter informs me that my Sec-
tor Arbiter is so sick that he was
returned to the hotel, and he
offered me to take over for the
rest of the evening, which also
included the top 6 boards in the
Women's section.

This development caused me
to depart from the playing hall
much later than usual. There-
fore, it was much darker dur-
ing the return bus to the hotel,
and | couldn't help but notice
the widespread darkened build-
ings. In other words, there very
well might be huge vacancy rate
in Baku, which has relatively re-
cently seen enormous amounts
of construction funded by oil.

Day 13
September 13

Round 11

My last match is perfectly
placed: | have direct view to
Board 1 Canada-USA, to Board 2
Slovenia-Ukraine, and to Board
3 ltaly-Russia. My mind knows
that it is unlikely that Canada will
have a miracle medal finish, but
my heart is ready for it! My own
match is Board 4, Turkmenistan-
Azerbaijan, 1-3. In all my years
as International Arbiter, this is
my first time meeting Turkmeni-
stan, and | am astonished that
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their team captain is the father
of their first three players. And
he has a daughter on their wom-
en's team. | wonder what that
family does for fun?!

From the viewpoint of Team
Canada, the very last Olympiad
game is Eric Hansen winning as
White. This is a fitting tribute
to the extraordinarily success-
ful team strategy implemented
by Victor, and the whole team
banding together to make it hap-
pen!

After my last match ended, it was
awesome to chat with Hal and
Vlad Drkulec, a timeless sharing




of how we felt about what Team
Canada had just achieved. But
then on the return bus to the
hotel, | guess my body figured |
was all done, and it went quite
sick quite fast. Even that wasn’t
all bad: Vlad needed a closing
ceremony ticket, so | gave him
mine.

Day 14
September 14
Departure Day

Normally after such big chess
events, especially when flying in-
ternationally westward, there's
often an exhausting rush to a
departure sequence that can get
somewhat extensive. However,
this time, | am leaving very early
N the next day. This rests me, as
| recover in my sweet room all
day long.

| finally leave my room for the
gym, just before sunset, and for
the first time, through the huge
gym windows, | appreciate the
timeless beauty of the sun set-
ting over the Caspian Sea. Sym-

bolically announcing the end of
the trip, the sky actually appears
darker than usual, overwhelmed
with a pure white almost full "su-
per harvest" moon.

Memory of a lifetime.

Day 15
September 15

extralday for Aris
to get home

The final plan comes together. |
don't bother going to sleep, as |
would have to be ready at 2am
for my 5am flight, and | want to
sleep on the plane, hopefully fa-
cilitating my return to the East-
ern time zone. The plan seems to
be going well. Checkout is easy.
Airport bus is smooth. It seems

all of Baku is lit up most beauti-
fully. The airport is opulent. Yes,
the plan seems to be going per-
fectly... then airport security get
its hands on me.

In the space of less than one
hour, | have to proceed through
three detection stations, | am
very thoroughly physically in-
vestigated twice, with good old
fashioned manual checking. |
don't mind, better safe than sor-
ry. However, | must admit, when
they then asked me to remove
all clothes from my upper body
for yet another manual check-
ing, | start worrying!

The 12-hour direct flight from
Baku to New York went well. We
left in darkness, arcing over the
top of the world, but in the gen-
eral direction opposite the plan-
et's rotation, so the sun caught
up. | landed in sunny Unit-

the plan seems to be
oing perfectly... then

airport security gets its
hands on me.

ed States of America, 2016
Olympiad champions. Finally,
| drove straight home to Ot-
tawa. | love driving. Just say
no to driverless cars!

- Aris Marghetis
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Of course, Canadians weren'’t
the only ones playing in Baku :-)

Here are seven highlights from
Around the Hall:

Torre’s ageless play
Jobava’s Gold Medal Attack
Kramnik: KID Killer

Raggar’s KID Attack
Caruana’s Close Call

China vs Russia for Gold
Unofficial Gold Medal Game
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One for.the ages Torre, Eugenio (2447)

One of the big stories of the
Baku Olympiad was the play of
64-year-old Philippine GM Eu-
genio Torre. It is not simply that
he played in his record 23rd
Olympiad, he crushed it:

e played every round,

e scored +9 =2 -0,

e board 3 bronze medal,

e huge TPR of 2813!

| don’t know, but suspect this is

the highest performance ever
achieved by anyone over the age
of 60... possibly of any over 50!

The following game was not
Torre's biggest win of the Olym-
piad. That was his round 7 win
over Spanish GM Ivan Salgado
Lopez (2662). It's complicated,
but it's hardly a fan-friendly at-
tacking miniature. | picked this
game because combines all the
things that made Torre's
2016 Olympiad so re-
markable:

e Torre played every
game at the Baku Olym-
piad, and this was his
11th game;

e This was the last
round, so fatigue should
(?) be an issue;

e Torre was 40 years
older than his opponent,
who was born in 1991;

e Torre's opponent
out-rated him by 76
points;

e jt’sverysharp, and
long, and Torre won.

Ly, Moulthun (2513)
B0O7

42nd Olympiad Baku (11.3),
13.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

1.d4 g6 2.e4 297 3.5)f3 d6
Still learning...!?

Torre has had this position as
White 15 times in his career, first
in 1973, but he has never played
the following move.

4.2d3 Hf6 5.0-0 0-0 6.h3
2 c6 7.c3 e5 8.2e1 Hh5
9.8e3

8 //////

7 //////////////////
6 i Z

7 7% 7

5 // // 4/ ///m
4

3 ///////////////////

2

1

//////

9...h6
9...d5?! 10.2g5 f6 11.exd5




Wixd5 (11...fxg5 12.dxc6 exd4
13.Wp3+ Hh8 14.cxb7 &xb7
15.Wxb7 dxc3 16.2xc3! Wixd3
17.Bad1+ Wr5 18.Wixc7 g4
19.hxg4 Wixg4 20.%d7+ (1-0, 79)
Beliavsky,A—Azmaiparashvili,Z
Portoroz, 1997) 12.bd2 ¢h8
13.2e3 exd4 14.2c4+ (Vo-V2, 74)

////// -

% 77
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/////////////
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Y 47/// 2 e
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. A
Watanabe,A (2358) - Berry,J y s
(2269) Carlos Torre Memorial, 2  ¥E &
2003. a b ¢ d e f g h
White has more space and
10.2a3 a6

10...2d7 11.€th2 HHf4 12.8f1
g5 13.2c4 5 14.8xf4 exf4
15.exf5 d5 16.2ce5 &xf5
17.2d3 ¥d6 18.Wb3 £xd3
19.8xd3 b6 20.¢2g1t Black
would perfer to have his
pawns on f7 and g6. Smirin,|
(2640)—-Nijboer,F (2555)
Tilburg, 1993 (1-0, 58).

' 11.5¢c2 b6 12.a4 ¥e8
13.b4 £h8 14.b5 axb5
15.axb5 Hab5 16.5b4
£e6

It’s not easy... today |

mostly play with my
grandchildren.

- Eugenio Torre

Black's %'s are not great.

17.dxe5

Another way to play is to keep
the position closed with: 17.d5
£d7 18.c4 &\f4 19.9abz or
19.8f1%.

17...dxe5 18.2d5 £xd5
19.exd5 ¥d7 20.c4 2ae8
21.21
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White is threatening c4-c5

with queenside pressure and

a passed d—pawn. Pushing

his kingside pawns looks like
the only way to create any
counterplay for Black, but Torre
exploits the weakened squares
very skillfully.

21...f5

21...20b7 22.8a7 %c5 23.8xc5
bxch 24.9)d2 and He4 or Nb3
will leave Black straining to
defend the c5-pawn.

22.2¢c1 e4?!

Conceding the d4-square isn't
something Black wants to do,
but it's hard to suggest what to
do. Regrouping the a5 looks
reasonable: 22...\b7 23.8a7
A ch 24.9h4 Remakably, all



https://youtu.be/xDxd4w1nbgw

of White's pieces are on the
edge of the board, but they're

all doing something useful.
24...%h7 25.2e3! Defends f3 and
threatens »xf5!. 25...0f6 (25...
f4?? 26.8xc5 bxch 27.£2d3+-)
26.2xc5 bxc5 27.b6x.
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26...Exe6!

8 26...&xa1 gives White the option
of regaining the exchange on f8
or sac—ing the exchange with
Wxa1 then £xc5, with advantage
either way.

27.dxe6 W¥xe6 28.2a6!

7, 7
5 B B

/7// /7 7 /y ///
O

//////////// 7.

%/ 7 &
2 w3 g

%M@/ /%////fx
&8 A

By
>
__ % @ &

- N W A 00O N o

28...We7
Black gives the g6-pawn for
piece activity.

28...%7e8 saves the g6 pawn, but
does not solve all the problems.
Not because of 29.Ec6?, which
is too soon: 29...£d4! 30.Wc1 f4
31.£d3 &Hg3!e,

Instead, after 28...%e8 White
can target other weaknesses
after 29.W¢1! attacking the c1-h6
diagonal keeps Black's £ off d4
and & off f4:

29...f4? 30.2d3!+-;

29...52h7 30.8e2 9)f6 31.5c64;
29...2f6 30.We3 Hd7 31.8c64;

29...g5 30.2c6 Black can hope

for something with ...2g4,
but White can give back an
exchange to eliminate Black's

Q.

29.5xg6 O\f4 30.2c6 Wg5

31.h4!?
31.8e3! protects the 3rd rank
and Kkills Black's threats.

31...%xh4 32.g3 ¥g5

‘\\
\Dso
&

’%
_ %

a b c

The players were probably in
time pressure here, but Torre
plays the next few tricky moves
accurately.

33.Wc1! 2e5 34.We3! 2d8
34...8g8 35.8xc5+-.

35.2b1!

Preparing to create another open
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file for his extra E.

35...2d2 36.b6!
36.%Wxd2?? H\h3+ 37.2xh3
Wxd2%.

36...cxb6 37.Ebxb6 Ed1
38.82xh6+ g7

8

7

6

5

4

3

2 ., ke,
B ad
a b c¢c d e f g h

39.2bg6+?!

n39.%xc5 and White wins with
an attack:
39...2d4 40.Wc7+0 is mating.
39...9e2+ 40.@92 oHf4+
41.h20+-.

39...%xg6[1 40.2xg6+ Hxg6
41.%xc5 4!

Trades a potential target pawn
and exposes both &s.

42.gxf4 &xf4 43.%a3




o

N

7
Z %%ﬂ/%
7&%:% o

,,,,, _ %//
/////M/

//////

_ /z/g@ﬁ

a b ¢ d e

43...5e5

43...8c17? drops the e—pawn:
44 Wb2+ He5 (44...h6
45.We2+-) 45 Wb7+ ¢bf6
46.Wxed4+-.

7

\

- N OD A OO0 O N o©
\

44.@92
Natural, but this doesn't help.

44.c57 Hf3+0 45.¢bg2 BEd50
46.c677 loses to a long string
of only moves: (46.Wa7+=)

| 46...2g5+ 47.%9h3 Eh5+ 48.¢bg4
2h4+ 49.%2f5 Hd4+ 50.cbxed

. 2d6+ 51.%d5 £xa3 52.c7 Hf5!-+

(52...8h8?? 53.82h3=).

44...2d2!
Threatening ...e3.

45.We7+ g6 46.%e8+!
ceg5 47.Wg8+! Ng6

47 ...of6 48.Wf8+ chg5 49.Wg7+
bf5 50.Wh7+ Hgb 51.Wh5+ f6
52.¢bg1.

48.52g1 e3 49.fxe3 £xe3+
50.2h1

-y |
% % % é

/%/@ )
/&/////%/

27y
%/% %M// ///// - %//
5 B

B //w%///%

White is better, but this is

an exhausting nightmare of
almost 100% calculation. And
remember: White is 64-years—
old, and this is his 11th game of
the Olympiad....

- N W A~ 00O N o

50...2f47
... but his 25-year-old opponent
cracks first!

50...8¢c2?? 51.2d3+-;
50...2d1! 51 .Si?gZ Hd2+ 52.¢0f3

£91 and the £ does double duty,

attacking the & and controlling

the c—pawn.

51.c5 s&f6 52.c6 £c7
53.%c8 Bh2+ 54.¢2g1 Bh7
55.2d3

//////////%%
/////8//@///
" 5 v
// /// ///

% K
/// / |
n

a b ¢ d e f

55...2b6+

55...8g7 56.Wf5+ che7 57.Wg5+
¢hf7 58.2c4+ the8 59.¢0f1!

£e5 60.c7! &xc7 61.Wf6 £e5
62.2b5++-.

&

- N W A OO O N @
k

\ \\

h

«

56.52f1 Bf7
Now Wf5+ self-skewers after

...&eg7.

57.2c4 Ef8 58.We6+ chg5+
59.¢ke10 2d8 60.%f7 2a5+

61.cke2[]
61.0f277 £f8=.
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61...2f4+ 62.¢2f3 Ng6
63.52e4 £b6 64.%f5+ h6
65.2d5 Be8+

B I // )
%7 ////% / 7%// 7
@g% A

//////
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/////
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%/ /, /
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a b ¢ d e h
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White has made a lot of
progress: his pawn is only one
dark square from promotion
and his < is out of the box and
Black's pieces are losing their
coordination.

66.2e60]
66.2d3? He50=.

66...2c7 67.%2d4 Bd8+
68.%2c3 Bd6 69.2d7 He5
70.%f8+ g5 71.%c8 a5+
72.0b3 Bd3+ 73.¢kad £d2
74.%e8 &f4 75.%e6 Bd4+
76.2b3 Hxd7 77.cxd7 fa5
78.%f6+ ched 79.%a6 Bd5
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80.%xa5! Exd7 _ ?\b5 can leave Black's pieces continued: 3...e6 4.9b5 (4.e3
JObava AttaCk misplaced after responding to £b4 5.%ge2 0-0 6.a3 £d6 7.93

8 . the attack on c7. b6 8.£g2 £b7= Jobava,B-

, Georgia’s Baadur Jobava won Caruana,F Wijk aan Zee, 2015.)
the gold medal on board 1, scor- 5 .5 4..5a6 (4...&b4+ 5.c3 2ab 6.a4

ol ing 8/10 with a 2926 TPR. Here Jobava's round 4 game at a6 7.b4= (1-0, 48) Jobava,B-

=3 is his most spectacular win, com- oy, Olympiad against a Gelfand,B Almaty, 2016.) 5.a3 c6

4 ing from his own harmless-look- ¢ "' FIDE World Champion 6.4)c3 £d6 7.e3 Hc7 8.9f3 &xf4

3 Ing pet opening.

2

1 Jobava,Baadur (2665)

Ponomariov,Ruslan (2709)

B13
It's a book win, but it's harder Baku ol (Men) 42nd Baku (8.1),
to win than most players think. 10.09.2016
One useful heuristic when the Notes by John Upper

£ is separated from the <&: play

checks on squares adjacent to 1.d4 56 2.5¢3 d5 3.2f4
the diagonal leading to the &. ] . .

81.Wag+ e’ 82.WeB+ bd6 | 2 ﬁ%\g%?%%/{
il g3 ®C4 Bb7 84 @96"' ®C7 ////// % ///// / ,,,,, fm,,///
85.s2c5 b8 86.Wed tc7 P %% ﬁ%
Y 87.Wf3 Eb1 i % %% ey @
87...6b8 88.5¢6 Hc7+ 89.cob6+- ¢ %/ A ’ & ) _
3 /%/ /%/ //%/ 7
88.8f4+ bd8 89.Wg5+ b7 2 % & ARAA
90.We5+ 1@( %\gf@ ZiK

90.We5+ ¢ to the 8th loses the & d e f h

to &h8+ and Hh7+. The Jobava System (?)
It's a Veresov with £f4 instead of
1-0 £g5. One point is that the crude




9.exf4 ¥d6 10.9e5 b6 11.Wf3
c5 12.9b5 Hxb5 13.&xb5+ £d7
14.%xd7 $xd7 15.0-0-0 0-0
16.2xd7 ¥xd7 17.f5!1 White had
some pressure on Black's center
pawns, and eventually won,
Jobava,B-Topalov,V Baku, 2016
(1-0, 42).

4.e3 cxd4 5.exd4 a6
5...e6?! 6.2\b5! Again, this
move. 6...9ab 7.c3 2e7 8.H)f3
0-0 9.2d3 (9.h3t) 9...2d7 10.a4
faxb5 11.axb5! £ c7 12.0-0 £d6
13.5e5 %ed 14.f3+ White has
the Bishop pair and Black's &s
have nowhere to go; (1-0, 61)
Jobava,B—Kovalenko,| Almaty
(blitz), 2016.
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7...e6

7..£94 8.f3 £h5 9.h4 €6 10.g4

£96 11.h5 £xd3 12.Wxd3:
Analysis Diagram
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The position resembles a Caro—
Kann. Jobava has had this
position three times against very
strong GMs, though two of the
games were blitz:

12...2d6 13.0-0-0 ¥c7 14.We3
h6 15.%b1 0-0-0 16.£xd6 Wxd6x
White has more space and it

will take Black time to create
play on the c—file. 17.%c1 b8
18.9)d3 Hd7 19.5e2 a8 20.f4
6 21.95 b6 22.b3 Hd7 23.gxf6
A\xf6 24.2eb5 Bc8 25.9f7 Wa3[™
26.9xh8?? A\b4 27.8)c3 HNed
0-1 Jobava,B—-Nepomniachtchi,l
Almaty (blitz), 2016.

12...h6 13.0-0-0 Ec8 14.¢tb1 b5
(14...2e7 15.2c1 Wa5 16.We3
b52 Jobava,B-Grischuk,A
Almaty (blitz), 2016.) 15.2c1
#ab 16.b37?! Y\cb6 (16...Wb6!?
A...%\c4) 17 .We3 b4 18.2d2
2e7 19.9)3e2 Wb6 20.c3

#\c6 21.9d3« Jobava,B-
Mchedlishvili,M Izmir, 2016 (-
Y2, 58).

8.%d2 b5 9.0-0 2e7 10.a3
£d7 11.h3 0-0 12.8fe1 Hab
13.2ad1 Wb6 14.2g3 &fc8

Ty ¥ %

/ /g_jj?// ////// !
%xﬁ W
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7
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sfx/ /
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gé@ﬂ ///// %/
T AR ©
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Natural and ambitious, but
Jobava refutes it. 014...E2fe8.

15.2f5!

The beginning of a model attack.

White has four pieces which are

ready to attack the dark squares
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around Black's & (25, &f4, W,
and the E(s) which can lift to
the g—file). Black has only two
pieces (£e7 and Ag7) defending
the dark squares around his &,
so White sacrifices to eliminate
both. A key point in many lines is
the poor placement of the Black
W which not only doesn't help
defend along the sixth rank, but
is actually exposed to attack
across it.

15...exf5
15...2f8 16.2h6+!! gxh6 17.£xh6
Analysis Diagram

EE L

%/%g /////// he
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% . 4
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////// » A
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7 // // 7
% /% % éﬁé 7%

a c e g h
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Black can't defend his dark
squares:
17...2xh6 18.%xh6 Exc3
19.82e5+-;




17...9\e4 18.5\xe4d dxe4d
19.@95+ $h8 20.£xf8 Bxf8
21.Wfe+ @gS 22.Bxed+-;

17...h5 18 .&xf8 0 bxf8
19.Wh6+ Ag7 20.2xd5! Wc6
21.5)f6+-;

17...%d8 18.Wg5+ &h8 19.£xf8

Wxf8 20.Wxf6++- White's up a
pawn with an attack.

16.Exe7 267!

e
. % @x;/“

8
6
s%;/x%x%/

/////////////

A maw ma

ﬁ/ & ‘@ aa
ErEE
a g

Black plays to trap the Ze7.

n16...%d8 17.8e5% White might
have to give up the £ pair, but
Black will remain weak on the

dark squares; e.g.:
17...2c47? 18.82xc4 dxcd

19.2954;

17...5e4 18.We1 (18.4xe4 dxed
19.8c5%) 18...46xc3 19.bxc3
£e6 20.Exe6!1t

17.£h6!!

Just like Alekhine, who frequently
conjured attacks by putting
pieces on squares where they
could be taken by pawns only

at the cost of fatally weakening
the squares around them; e.g.
23.2f6!! in Alekhine—Sterk
(1921), which also exploited an
undefended black ¥ on the other
side of the board.

17...gxh6

17...¥d8 18.2xg70 Wxe7
19.Wg5+-;

17...2e8 18.Wg5 g6 19.2xe8+
Exe8 20.Wf6+- Black can't
defend his dark squares;
17...20h5! 18.Wg5 g6? (18...2c6!
19.8xe6 fxe6 20.2e2!-) 19.94
fxg4 20.hxg4 f6 (20...2g7
21.%f6+- Black can't defend his
dark squares.) 21.%h4 and takes
on h5 next. (21.2xd5+- also
wins)

18.%xh6 Exc3 19.¥g5+ f8
20.%xf6

8 .
/y////////”
7 Z 7
% V77
law el
shd i &
4 /// % % %
» W 5 Z > A%
3 &@ E ;% o . /7/ @8
| maT ma
™ e
Em =

a b ¢c d e f g h

20...2xd3

20...2c7 21.8xf5! Bxe7 22.Wh8#.

21.cxd3

21.cxd3 Eb8 22.5e1 there's no
defence to 21xe6.

21.cxd3 ¥d8 22.2e1! Wxe7
23.Wh8#.

1-0

Board 2
medalists
Viadimir
Kramnik
(Russia) and
Jorge Cori
(Peru) may
have to wait
‘til the next
Olympiad to
meet Anton
Kovalyov.

Kramnik:

KID Killer

Vladimir Kramnik won the gold
for best performance on board
2. Here he squashes a good GM
with inventive play and sus-
tained pressure.

This is a scary game for KID
players. Kramnik plays a non-
theoretical line where Black is
supposed to be OK. Black plays
perfectly natural moves, when
Kramnik suddenly gives up two
minors for a & and pawn! He lat-
er gives an exchange for a pawn,
and Black’s pieces have so little
space that they can’t stop White

from  pro-
moting his
queenside
passers.
It's almost
enough to
make you
think Black
shouldn’t
concede
so  much
space by
playing the
KID.
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Kramnik, Vladimir (2808) ~ — Dembo, Fighting the Anti- g e EE on f6 then on e4, so Black's next
Vocaturo, Daniele (2583) King's Indians (Everyman, 2008). , %‘/% ////// % */% is forced.
A49 ////// 47/ %% %;/ //9 ////// //
42nd Olympiad Baku (11.1), 8.2a3 o\ 4 %% ?I\/} . 17...8xd4!
13.09.2016 8.£b2 e4 9.Wixd8 Bxd8 10.5)g5 s, ... A 17...Bxe7? 18.xc6+- with the
Notes by John Upper £f5% (0-1, 58) Fuster,G- 4 %% ! f/” 7 // intermediate check on e7.
Gligoric,S Portoroz, 1958. sl ALY A % /48
ez //// Waaes! ZW/Q/ ////// / ////// 18.ﬂxd4 ﬂxe7 19_ﬂd8+ Qes
1.d4 @26 2.2f3 g6 3.93 297 8.2\xe5!? looks nuts, but after A H g/ ' i i
4.£92 0-0 5.0-0 d6 6.b3 e5 a . ; o 1 / /ﬁ// @ It's hard to know if trading a
7 dxe5 8...20g4 9.9xg4 2xa1 10.2e3 — pair of &s helps Black, but in
Stockfish 8 rates the position the game, Black's £ doesn't
= — 0.00. For example: 10...¥xd1 White's pieces are as well placed  get a whiff of activity. 19...2e8
° ‘E mg’/@/ ?Eé@ 11.8xd1 2f6 12.2d5 2d8 as they're going to get, but how 20.8xe8+ Hxe8 21.2d8 &f8
FY A 7Y 7 13.4g5le into somethi 22.5)xed £e6 23.0)d6 He7
////// ™ %7////;,,”;% -=2gO:=. can he turn that into something Axed Le : e’
6 % %/é %‘ when Black is so solid? 24 . xb7 is also better for White.
s, J ¥ 8..Wxd1 9.5xd1 Ee8 10.c4
A /% /// ///// 7 10.9c3 a6 11.e4 Hic6 12.6)d5 17.8e71? 20.5\xed
3l 8/% %/Z@/Z/é @ng! 129@5 ?g 14.dxc6 2xaft Threatening the 2d8 and to take 20.8xc87? £xc33.
o ) % 15.2095 297 16.2xe4
2 8%/%/% /%y/é A ;%/& bxc6? (0716...b5%)
HasW BY 17.8xc6 £g4 18.13
b e f g h

c d £f5 19.£xa8 Hxa8

20.5e4+ (1-0, 31)

7...dxeb ,

7..9fd7?! Used to be considered ggﬁ?lgé\/rlir\]/?;ﬁg)
good enough to equalize, but 2015. ’
White gets an advantage with

precise play: 8.£g5! We8 9./¢c3

h6 10.6)d5 hxg5 11.8xc7 ¥d8 10...e4 11.2)d4
12.¥xd6! g4 13.6601 H)ab c6 12.2¢3 Dab
14.5)xa8 gxf3 15.e7! Wa5 13.e3 294 14.82d2
16.exf8W+ &xf8 17.Wf4 fxg2 Had8 15.h3 £c8

18.@x92 (018.8fd 1!+ SF8) "and 16.2ad1 hb5
Black is busted."
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20...2e6 21.2a8 2e5 = N Y s] & m@ % 32.b6 e7 33.b7 &c7
22.2dd8 ©f8 d %/ ézz i /// 7|// / éz 34.2a8 7\f6 35.2c8!
5 {@f/g ‘7//2_% {%/ o|f / //// // i / 35.b81?? &xb8 36.8xb8 Hxd5z.
8 é % 2// ) / ;///,///7 %y 7 7
dre x/ /m/ ry ", //// //// %//‘ i /é a2 /// 2 35...2d6 36.2c6! Hd8 37.a4
ol & // //// (/ ) %//8 »» ) //8 ///// o £d7 38.a5 £b8 39.a6 Ne5
”// AT oy A A KA f // /ﬁ ;&/é
.2 i o| &7 /// %? // > / i
) /g/@/ = A @ @ ,,,,, % 4 / %/ L : ,%E////// /
2§///% ////// //{gﬂ/ e T g a e gh 684@% /‘/
1 /% / ///// @ White has given back the Black's pieces are as nimble as 5V ///74 /
/ - / _ /g/ . exchange to win a pawn, and overfed Pandas. 4 /é% //% %/
now has two pawns for the &, s % /g// A
23.8xa7 but he also has a terrible bind on 31...Bd7 , / 7 ////// /8/ ////// %
One line, not forced, which Black. Right now he threatens 31...8c7 32.2d60 He8 0 7y ////
shows Black's difficulties: £xc6, winning the 2)e8. (32...0e8? 33.8c6++-) 33.2c6 "W - /// / /%% _
23.5)g5 &c7 24.5)xe6+ fxeb $e7 34.2d7 Hc8 (34...0e6 2 ¢
25.5dc8 £b6 26.2e4 Hac? 26...2d7 27.b4 c5 28.22d5 35.a4+-; 34...0a8 35.8a7+-) 40.8xb8! Bxb8 41.2d5
27.8xg6 ?xa8 28.2xa8 and 2c6 35.2b7+-.
Black can't get out of the pin on 28...2eb 29.8b8 £a7 1-0
the &. 30.8b7+-.
| 23...2c7 24.2da8! 29.Exab! : ]
24.%d2 £b8 and White will have 20.5\xb6? £xa8 30.£xa8 Swedish Royal Famlly?
to give the exchange when his cxb4-+.

GM Juan Bellon Lopez
was Captain of the Swed-
ish Women'’s team, his
wife GM Pia Cramling
(right) won bronze on
board 1, and their daugh-
ter Anna (left) played
board 5.

second & is less active on d2.

29...8xd50 30.&xd5
24...2b6 25.2xa6 bxa6 30.cxd5? £a7 31.b5 £b8

26.2f6 and Black might survive.

30...2d8 31.b5!
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T 7 KID move: defending the 7th A
Raggar vs KID By ding o[ W Eer |
YT A rank and preparing ...£f8 and 7 s &, U 7
naddAh i Bixc5 15.0) 1ada 0 %14
|* - " // ,,,,, // ///// %/. H_éﬁé%l;;léc?? b)(4(:|5A15. >;c5ddx05 5 %/ // 7 % m /
» Da .b4! A standar A A
Markus_ Raggar i.s.an Austrgin 5| %&% % KID sacrifice to accelerate 5 %8% ?/%
et bl B S e ol B )
w ' ' ' I 7 & % 18.82xb4 &h8 19.Wb32 (1-0,30) ./ <X\ & 7
: - st BN 3
the KID, sacing material on the %///%%/%; %7/, Ragger,M-Savenkov,K (2325) 0 7 / ,,,,, ,//% é/
B8 B8 AHA - A A He AL
queenside for plece acnwty in ///% %%// Minsk, 2015. 25 ¥ o
the center before winning with a i EW BEY d : ?ﬁ/‘géﬁ ,,,,, :
double promotion combo. a b c d e f g h 14.c5 5\f6 a c 5
"ve included it ¢ £ hi Raggar is the highest-rated .14...dXC5 15.b417? cxb4 16.@[‘.)51‘ 15.5\b5
ve Incluged qui eha EW OT NIS player to regularly go for this is a common KID sac for White 15.cxd6 cxd6 16.4)b5 Ef7
freV'OUS 8tartf|‘q95t n tbe,l'lr!Otesr Jll}kSt position as White. Although to accelerate queenside play. 17.Wc2 H)e8 18.a4 h5 19.0)2 is
ﬁ. sygges q d aI rl :cancy K€ the &d2 s less actively placed a common line; see lvanchuk,V-
this Is based on a lot of practicé  ¢or queenside pressure than it . Cheparinov,| Sofia, 2008.
and even a lot of failure. would be on 2, White Raggar promotes to King

can play »f2 and h3 to
 Ragger, Markus (2697) have 5 pieces placed

Maze, Sebastien (261 7) to stop Black's thematic

E99 ...g4. But, as we see in
42nd Olympiad Baku (7.1), the main game and the
09.09.2016 examples embedded
Notes by John Upper in the notes, Raggar
does not play this line
to defend the kingside,
:Iﬁ';; ?:i 3; 45 %36f§ ? g 3 but to attack the

queenside, often by
6.2e2 e57.0-0 %c6 8.d5 sacrificing a pawn or a

NeT 9.2e1 Dd7 10.0d3 5 piece for two pawns.
11.f3 f4 12.2d2 g5 13.8c1

13...22g6
13...8f7 a standard



https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=2PFqSoMU7dU
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15...B2f7 18.2e1 g4 28.¢bh1 97 29.h3 £d7 30.0f3 37.%xe5 Wf6 38.4)f3 (38.4f2!
In this game Raggar sacs a 18...a6 19.9c3 a5: #g5 31.£h4 he: 225 39.8d4 £xd4 40.2g4-)
piece for two passed centre Ana/ysis Diagram Analysis Diagram 38...2d7 39.Wd2? 2xf5 40.%xf4
pawns: 15...a6 16.cxd6 axb5 _ £h6 41.exf5 Hcd8= (0-1, 59)
17.dxc7 We8 18.%b3 g4 8| & W o 8| = N Lo Ragger,M-Grischuk,A (2774)
19.5)c5 Hih4 20.fxgd+ Hxgd? qd / V/ Ee i q / B Skopje, 2015.
21.8e1+ (021.d6+! Hh8 | & & /ﬁm% o &f ;//4 % ///// ‘2
22.Wh3+-) 21...6xg2 22.¢hxg2 //wf% ~ %//« ///// Y7 o 7 ///// ’ 7/1/ 7 W ///// 19.fxg4 Nxed 20.2\b4 a6
b6 (22...0e3+ 23.50h1 Hixf1 h LA & ° */ﬁg %//é ™ : 21.8f3 Hig3!
24.d6+ hh8 25.8xf1+-) 23.5)e6 o 7 A 4 é o 4 _ %/8 4 ¢
Dest24.bnt Ugp 25520 %e8 o H\EY A 3 %W ///8 (B W
26.2f3+- (1-0, 32) Ragger,M-Al a0 4 ak 2| AW /% & § T wag
Sayed,M (2505) Dubai World 1%4 ,,,,, Zﬁ%@?@% E/@ ////// ] % // /z/ %7////% %%///% %/// S /’7/
Rapid Ch., 2014, _ =Y — _ (hd 4 A
d A 1Y
16.£a5 b6 17.cxd6 20.5f2 £18 21.6\b5 h5 22.50h31?  32.2xd6 £xc6 33.0f50 s BN T AL
(22.h3 looks normal.) 22...5e8 £2e8 Asking White to prove 3V, U Y /g%
s[B 7/ Y @/ 23.¢bh1 Bg7 24.8c3 £d7 25.a4 it. (33...8xd5!?; 33...8c7=) ) @///4 o) %
= - 2 / 7 Hh8 th ical - 34.4\xh6+ ©h8 35.4\f5 Ec8 & //8¢ 2 7 & //8
2 % /4 // E, // gno er typlca maneuver: : ] %ﬁ? Zé/? @
////// W %// rerouting the &) to support ...g4. 36.%d3 White has only two 2 - = = = =0
6 //A 2 W 26.0\f2 £)f7 27.n3 Hih6= Ragger, ~Pawns for the &, but can get an abode tg
5|8 @/8 4 / M-Szabo,K (2545) Haguenau, exchange back on g5. 36...5g8 It would be easy to get boggled if
4 % / 8 i /% 2013. you're just seeing a position like
3| /@A A // this for the first time. For Raggar,
5 8 /g/ %g/ & /g 20.2f2 Bb8 21.a4 it was the second time he had
- @@ / E - £f8 22.4)b5 this position OTB in 2016.
__£ g4 23.8c6 Bg7
2 ¢ n 24 Wc2 &d7 22 5\c6N
17...cxd6 25.fxg4 Dxg4 22.5\xd6 Wxd6 23.2c6 Hf8
17...bxa57! 18.dxc7 Wig 19.6\c5!  26.8xg4 2xg4 (23...W1d8 24.hxg3 a5 25.5d3
a6 20.5)e6+ with an exciting 27.2e1 ©h8 £b7t) 24.hxg3 fxg3 25.d6! e4
position that is much more fun to 26.2e2 Bxf1+ 27.8xf1 &xg4
play as White. It looks so easy 28.Wd5+ (28.Wixg4?? Ld4+-+)

from way up here




28...52h8 29.2c7 £e6 30.Wxe4
25 31.Wd5 2e4 32.Wd2
(32.Wixe4? He8%) 32...2e5
33.2c4 £b7 34.d7 Bd8 35.4)c6
&xc6 36.8xc6 Wf5 37.2c8 Exc8
38.Wd3!1? W8 39.dxc8W Wxc8
Y2-Y> Ragger,M—Nakamura,H
(2787) Gibraltar, 2016.

22...Wf8=
22...W%g5?? 23.0)xd6+-.

23.2xd6 Dxf1 24.9)xf7 De3
25.%b3

PP %@%%%}
s|ld 2\ /m/
5 %// . %8 ?/i%/ /@/
: %7% M;

| w s
diS iy //é/é

25...cexf70d
25...Wxf7 26.9)d8+-.

26.h4 e4?!

Totally reasonable — giving
up the pawn to activate the
minors — but not necessary.

N26...We8=.

27.2xe4d We8 28.d6+ 2e6

28...h827 29.d7 &xd7

30.8b4++-.

29.%xb6
| & %% /%%/ %w
U _ 7
s|A WL & A

,,,,, % //W%% /%
)0 ) e
Y
3 %//// e
A8 88 8
a

White has three pawns for the
piece, but the lack of structure
and exposed s make this all
about tactics.

29...Ec8

29...2xa2? 30.Wb7+ g8

31.d7 W¥xe4 threatening mate

on g2 32.Wxa8+ &f8 (32...%f7
33.d8%+! and Black gets mated.)
33.2e7+0 Wxe7 34.d8W+-.

30.h57
30.Wxa6? £d7 31.Wb7 &f8s.

30...2f8 31.g5!
o[ X ///\!ﬁ/
’ %/// /%%%’/// /%7/@ ég?%‘
6 @%%}%///
sV % r %78
. / 'y
v, /), &
Z /- 7
234/4%2%%% /////
W H 2 &

Black has three pieces
controlling d7, so it's a bit
surprising that White's d—pawn
will promote.

31...d7

n31...£d7 attacking e4 and c6
takes some pressure off h7.
32.Wh3+ (32.8f3172) 32.. Web
33.96+ hxg6 34.hxg6+ e8]
(34...5xg6?? 35.8xg6+ bxgb
36.Wxeb+ £xe6 37.De7++-)
35.8c3%.

32.%ba+ &fg?
32...4f5 33.Wb3+ £eb
(33...We6? 34.g6++-) 34.Wd3.

33.h6 £h8 34.£c3!

eliminating a defender of the
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weakened dark squares around
Black's 5.

34...8xc3 35.%xc3 ¥f7
36.#d4+- g8

/////

AV
/ oa %x
//g//g//

s

iy & / &7
» 3
RE B

a b c¢c d e f g h

37.E2c5!

Defends g5 and prepares to
consolidate with b2-b4.
37.2c3! AW¥xg5 38.Wh8+ Wg8
39.9e7!+-,

- N W A OO0 O N @

37...2xc5 38.d7! ¥xg5
38...8xd7 39.%d6+ bf7
40.WeT#.

39.%h8+! &f7
39...Wg8 40.%Wf6e+ W7
41.dxc8W+ &xc8 42.Wd6++-.

40.%xh7+ &f8 41.Wh8+ &f7
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42.296+

Fancy.

White also wins with the prosaic:

42 . Ne5+ Wxe5 43.dxc8W.

42...shxg6 43.Wg7+ h5
44.Wxg5+ ©xg5 45.dxc8¥
£xc8 46.h7

o Ewm ma
// // )
//%5@ // /%

8
7
6
4
3
2
1

//w///
4//@/%

// % Y %
égz% A
// Y 77
A // =

e g

6...2b7 47.5\d4 ing
8.h8¥ Hed 49.We5+

Ivanisevic, lvan (2650)
Caruana, Fabiano (2808)

A40
42nd Olympiad Baku (5.1),

Caruana’s

Close,Call

Teams play 44 games in the 06.09.2016

Olympiad. It should be no sur-  Notes by John Upper
prise that a few of those games

were close to having different re- = "

sults; and if they had, then those
matches and tie-breaks would
have been different.

o
= oy

8
7
6
7 7 W
d %@%x%
4
3
2
1

As we saw earlier, in the final
round against Canada, Wesley So
was a move away from a loss and
(later) a move away from a draw,
either of which would have cost
the USA the gold medal. Here
was an earlier close call...

What happens after 52...8c7+
53.20¢c4?

Fabiano Caruana played his first
Olympiad for the USA, and he
left with two medals: Gold for
the top Team, and Bronze on
board 3 (7/10; 2838 TPR).

Both of those would have been
different if his opponent found
a study-like win in the following
game.

Shh. Be very quiet....

The guy on the right doesn’t know he will
have a chance at a famous brilliancy.

136

52...Bc7+ 53.c4 Bb7?7?
53...che4?? 54.%d2 d5 55.4\d6+
f3 56.50d3+-.

53...Bc8! 54.2d3 b8 and Black
should hold the draw.

54.\d27?

54.e4+!1+- wins. The point is to
create two passers on th 6th:
54...fxe4 55.f5 gxf5 56.96+-.

Y
i



54..Bc7+ 55.%2d3 Ec1
56.b4 Bd1 57.ske2 Eh1
58.0\f1 shc4 59.¢0f2 xb4
60.2g2 Eh5

L
%7 ////7///% /%//
By

8
7
6
5 %%‘%ég
5 5 Y.
4
3
2
1

@ % ,/ ////// %/

/ / =
% @d%@%
e f g h

a b c

61.2h2?

61.20g3! &h4 and the & can't be
caught, but 62.e4!! wins again:
62...fxe4 63.f5 gxf5 64.Dxf5+-.

61...%c5 62.)f3 od5

- 63.52g3 2eb 64.2d4+
64.2h4 &f7 and the King gets
back just in time.

64...2f7 65.2\b5 she7
66.52g2 Hh4 67.5)c7 &f7
68.5d5 Hgd+ 69.2f3 Hg1
70.e2 Ba1 71.2c3 Ba5
72.¢2d3 Bc5 73.¢2d4 Ba5
74.¢bc4 Yo=Y

China v Russia

In 2014, the Russian women took
the gold after beating the Chi-
nese in their individual match.
This year, the China-Russia show-
down came in the final round,
and this time the result was dif-
ferent.... because of this game.

Tan, Zhongyi (2475)
Goryachkina, Aleksandra
(2475)

EO1

Women’s Olympiad Baku (11.3),
13.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

N
s

- N W A 00O N
N
\
\\\\

47/4

Black has just pushed her
passed pawn with ...b4. What
should White play?

Zhongyi Tan, about to make history.

46.2b500+-

46.Wxe5? &xeb5 47.%g2! and
White has to play accurately to
hold.

46...%¥xb5

46...%xe3 47 .fxe3 Black is faster

in the pawn race, but White
promotes with check:
47...b3 48.)xd6 b2 49.c7 b1W
50.c8W+ g7 51.Wc7++- Black
gets mated.

47...2e5 48.c7 £xc7 49.9xc7
chf7 (49...b3 50.2b51+- and

# a3 stops the pawn.) 50.2b5
e5 51.0d6+! eb 52.5)c4 2d5
53.d20+- without ¥xe3 and
fxe3, the Black & could now
dislodge the blockading & with
...sbd4-d3.

46...2b8! looks
like it might simply
lose a tempo,
but it sets up an
amazing drawing
idea which White
has to play very
accurately to
defeat. 47.%xe5
&xe5 Analysis
Diagram
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a b c¢c d e f g h

48.c7? £xc7 49.9xc7 &f7
50.5\b5 (50.50g2 he7 51.5)b5
e5! now the %) has no way

back and Black threatens to

win it. 52.%f3 ¢ed7 53.¢he4

che6 54.Da7+ ©b7=) 50...e5
51.9c7!! b3 52.5b5 be6 53.5)c3
¢d6 (53...b2? makes it too

easy, 54.52g2 e4 55.¢2f1 e5




56.cce2 &d4 57.9\b1+-) 54.52g2
¢heh 55.%2f3 e 56.He40
(56.2b1 £d3=) 56...b2 57.%e30
(57.9d2+? ©d3=) 57..b1AQ1?
and White has more active
pieces, but it's not clear (to me)
if it's a win. Maybe readers can

N\ find a solution?

Instead, from the Analysis
Diagram, White wins with
48.f4!!+- gaining a tempo on

the & and preventing Black from
fencing in the horse with ...e5 as
in the variations above.

47 .¥xe6+

The W ending is hopeless:
White’s passer is much further
advanced and the black & is
exposed.

7...52g7 48.%xd6 ¥b6

4
| 49.c2g2 b3 50.We7+ g8
51.%b7! 1-0

The unofficial

gold medal
game

Because the Olympiad tie-breaks
are not the result of head-to-
head matches, but Sonnen-Berg-
er, the gold and silver medals
were undecided until the end of
this game... even though neither
of these teams was eligible for
any medal. If Black could draw,
then Ukraine would take the
gold on tie-break; if White won,
then the USA would.

Bluebaum, Matthias (2626)

Seeman, Tarvo (2407)
E90

42nd Olympiad Baku (11.3),
13.09.2016

Notes by John Upper

1.d4 5)f6 2.c4 g6 3.5)c3
297 4.e4 d6 5.h3 0-0
6.2e3 e5 7.d5 Hab 8.2 f3
£d7 9.g4 c6 10.0d2 cxd5
11.cxd5 ¥b8 12.a3 Ec8
13.2e2 Nc5 14.a4 Ec7
15.%2f1 ¥d8 16.s2g2 He8

17.2b5 Ecc8 18.b4 £xb5
19.axb5!? Hd7 20.2a3 £f6
21.5f3 fe7 22.2d3 Hg7

23.%e2 h5 24.95 h4

It may not look like much, but
this pawn is key to the game
ending tactics.

25.2ha1 Hh5 26.Exa7 Eab$8
27.%d2 Hfa+ 28.2xf4 exfd
29.%xf4 Heb5 30.2\xe5 dxeb5
31.%xe5 £xg5 32.81a2 26
33.%f4 We7 34.2c2 Le5
35.8xc8+ Exc8 36.Exb7
Wxb7 37.%xe5

v / /x7

8
7
6
Y
4
3
2
1

Ut 7 V 7%
" %é/// 4

////// Z /-

% 7 7
J %%ﬁ///@/%//é
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37...% b6
Stopping d5-d6.

38.%b2
38.d6 now drops the d—pawn to
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38...2d8 39.d7 Web.

38...%d6 39.%d4 ¥f4?
Black has to stop e5, and tries
it with piece activity. ©39...f6
buttressing the dark squares.

40.b6! Wg5+

The players have reached the
time control, but this is the last of
11 rounds, and fatigue tells.

41.50f3 Wh5+ 42.¢hg2 Wg5+
43.50f3 Wh5+ 44.ce3+-
Wg5+ 45.50e2 ¥h5+ 46.f3

/;/ o
o, %% /x/

/// Y
“u @

%/%g%ﬁ%é
el
5 om @

a b c¢c d e f g h

46...%g5
46...2b8 47.d6+-.

- N W A OO O N @

47.b7
47.d6? Wg2+0 48.Wf200 Wxh3
49.e5x.

Chinese Women, first Olympiad gold after several Women’s World Championships.




47...2b8 48.%a77?
N48.%ch Wd8 49.2a6+-.

48...Wg2+ 49.2e1 Wg3+
50.c2d2 Wf4+ 51.ce2 Wc7!
52.2a6

P SN %/

=, %/ Y
%7 %// /%Wé %7&
v By 7

a b ¢ d e f g h
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N

If Black draws then Ukraine gets
the gold medal. If White wins
then the USA gets the gold med-
al.

52...%c2+! 53.%2e3 ¥c1+?
53...Wc3+!=:
a) 54.£d3?? We1+ 55.¢bf4
Wg3+ 56.%2e3 Wg1+-+;

b) 54.%f4?? g5+0-+ 55.¢bxg5
We5+0 56.%xh4 W4+ 57.¢0h5
Wxf3+ 58.%2h6 (58.¢0g5 f6+-+)
58...Wf4+ 59.6bh5 Hh7-+;

2. Ukraine 1. USA 3 Russia

C) 54.56f2 Wb2+! 55.¢bg1
(55.2e2 We5 56.¢0e3 Wc3+
57.bf2 (57.£d3?? We 1+ and
...¥g1+ skewers the ¥.))
55...%a1+! Checks from the
a—file prevent White from
blocking checks with the ¥ or
8. 56.¢2g2 Wa2+=,

54.%f27?
54.52d31+-.
54.52d4?2? Wig1+-+.

54...%c2+!

54..Wd2+?! 55.2e2 Wf4 56.Wc5
and White can still press for a
win.

55.5291
55.2e2 Wc7=.

55...%c1+ 56.5g2
Wd2+

- N W A OO O N @

57.¢bf1
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57 W2 Wg5+ (57...Wixf2+2?
58.¢bxf2 ©f8 59.d6!+- and

the black & can't cross to the
queenside without allowing £b5+
and &£c6, when the £ and pawns
dominate the £.) 58.¢bf1 Wc1+
59.%e1 Wa3= forking f3 and
£a6.

57..%c1+ 58.50e2 Wc2+

59.%e3 Hc1+2?

As above, 59...%c3+ draws....
and Ukraine becomes 2016 Baku
Olympiad gold medalists.

60.ced31+- ¥d1+ 61.¢bc4
W1+ 62.2b3 ¥d1+ 63.2b2
Wd2+ 64.%2a3 ¥c3+ 65.0a4
Wc7 66.%c5! ¥h2
67.%2a5 g7 68.52b6
txh3 69.%c7 Exb7+
70.2xb7 ¥xf3 71.d6 h3

72.e5
Now the £ covers h1...

72...%f4

... and the USA takes the
gold medal on tie—break over
Ukraine.

1-0

Pro Tip: bring a flag next time.



https://youtu.be/KqHYvgOrgDQ
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