
 

 

 

 

 

 

Compiled by Carl S. Portman MBE 

 

Welcome to this bulletin which records some games and events 
of players in the Banbury B team in the Leamington league of the 
2025/26 season. 

The players 

Nathan Manley (Captain) 

Paul Rowan 

Carl Portman 

Danut Joian 

Sam Vega Estevez 

Mal Waddell  

Francesco Poderico 

Nick Martin 

Nathan Boyce 

Games have been submitted by the players, and put into ChessBase before appearing here. 
Annotations are mine unless stated otherwise. My thanks to the players for submitting their 
games and supporting this initiative. 

 

Banbury B chess team 
2025/26 SEASON 

Leamington League Bulletin 



Introduction 

Way back when I played chess in Shropshire, my club Shrewsbury some-
times published a bulletin containing games for the whole club over the 
season. This took time to compile and was onerous but it was a labour of 
love. I decided to write a bulletin for the Banbury B team in which I would 
feature the Leamington League and that’s what we have here. 

I could have annotated games but again that was very time consuming, so 
this time around please forgive me. I shall let you play through the games 
and arrive at your own conclusions. Several were not annotated to the 
end because of the disease that we all suffer from - time trouble. 

I have put some very basic !? and ? and !! or ?! etc to a few games and 
these are all engine annotations.  

Personally speaking I felt a sense of camaraderie throughout the season 
and that is first and foremost what it is about for me, a team journey. 
Sure we want to win (and we did come runners up after a losing start) , 
but I don’t want to do so in a group of individuals but a team. We were  
indeed a squad of fine fellows and each player contributed. Thanks to you 
all and to the captain and any stand ins for reports and getting the games 
to me. 

It’s just a bit of fun really but I hope you enjoy the games. 

 

Gens una sumus 

Carl 

June 2026 



Match 1 Rugby A  - Banbury B  

1st September 2025 

This was the team’s first match of the 2025/26 season and although it is too early to 
say, Rugby A must be the favourite for promotion but we shall see. The team was Carl, 
Paul, Nathan and Sam—a new member that visited the club only a couple of weeks ear-
lier. Sam is Spanish and a good chess player judging by the look of what we have seen 
in such a short time. We also have Danut and possibly Mal waiting in the wings so all in 
all we were looking for two things—a good season over the chessboard and an excel-
lent team/squad spirit. As Captain, Nathan will steer the good ship into the autumn and 
beyond. I must say it is good to get this away match out of the way whilst we can travel 
in the light—it would have been a tad miserable going that far on a dark rainy winter’s 
evening. 

The new grades were published by the ECF today and they are: 

Danut 1918 

Carl 1904 

Paul 1863 

Nathan 1833 

Mal 1813 

Sam unrated (yet) 

I will use the most up to date ECF grades throughout this bulletin 

So to the games then. They were put into ChessBase and then copied into this docu-
ment. 

Match 1 Rugby A V Banbury B 

1st September 2025 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Why must I lose to this idiot? 

Aaron Nimzovitsch after a defeat to Sämisch in Berlin  

 

 

 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1725 

1894 

1700 

1664 

Dmytro S Chernov 

Patrick Reid 

Mark Gilbert 

David Riley 

1-0 

1-0 

0-1 

0-1 

2-2 

Carl Portman 

Paul Rowan 

Nathan Manley 

Samuel Vega Estevez 

1904 

1865 

1835 

ung 



 

Captain’s report—delegated by Nathan to Paul! 

A tough first match. 

I was first to finish against Patrick Reid. Previously I have good results against him. In-
cluding last season 2 draws against his b3 system. This time he changed his move order 
and I managed to only equalise where previously I had done better. In a sharp middle 
game he outplayed me with his knights dominating. 

The 2nd match to finish was Sam who was facing a Rossolimo Sicilian that transposed 
into a Moscow. White avoided the critical lines of bishop takes knight but still got con-
trol of the centre with his knights. Slowly Sam managed to defend and then created a 
number of nasty pins on whites Queen and bishop. The liquidation of pieces gave him a 
material advantage which he converted precisely. 

Nathan played a Caro Kann and went into the advance variation along the lines of a fa-
mous Nimzo v Capablanca game. Where Capa won. But Capa wasn’t facing Nathan! It 
was a complex game with both sides having activity. Blacks queenside castling enabled 
Nathan to dominate the kingside and get a pawn up. Nathan understood the idea in 
knight and rook endgames is to liquidate the last rooks and with a knight each, the ex-
tra pawn tends to win. His opponent even helped by trading the rooks and allowing 
two connected passed pawns. Despite being low on time, it was very straightforward 
for Nathan to convert. 

Last to finish was Carl. Carl played a g3 system which generally aims at undermining 
the centre. So I was a bit surprised when his opponent did just that and built up a clas-
sical position with d5 and e5. But he did so with confidence and accuracy. I wasn’t 
quite sure how Carl was going to engineer a break but he did get space of the 
queenside. Some very patient build up left opposite coloured bishops and 2 rooks and a 
lot of pawns. Normally a recipe for a draw. But black had doubled rooks and managed 
to get Carl to have double isolated pawns.  

Carl seemed to do everything right. Trying to liquidate the rooks and exchange pawns. 
With opposite coloured bishops being notoriously hard to win with. His opponent 
seemed to be allowing it too. However the Ukrainian had seen that his path to victory 
was to open the centre for his bishop and was able to execute a masterful endgame  
exhibition of how to convert an ending many of us would have drawn. 

 

You’ve got to take your opponent into 

a deep dark forest where 2+2=5 and 

the path leading out is only wide 

enough for one. 

Mikhail Tal 



 

 

 

 

1.g3 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.d3 d5 4.Bg2 Bg4 5.Nbd2 Nf6 6.c3 h6 7.Qc2 Qd7 8.b4 Bd6 9.Bb2 Ne7 
10.a3 c6 11.c4 d4 12.Ne4 Nxe4 13.dxe4 Qe6 14.h3 Bxf3 15.Bxf3 0–0 16.c5 Bc7 17.Bg4 Qg6 
18.Bf5 Qf6 19.h4 g6 20.Bh3 h5 21.Bc1 Qg7 22.0–0 f5 23.Bg5 f4 24.Qc4+ Kh7 25.Bxe7? 
Qxe7 26.Qe6 Qxe6 27.Bxe6 Rf6 28.Bc4 Raf8 29.a4 Bd8 30.Rab1 Be7 31.e3 dxe3? 32.fxe3 
fxg3 33.Kg2 Rxf1 34.Rxf1 Rxf1 35.Kxf1 Bxh4 36.Kg2 Bg5 37.Be6 Bxe3 38.Bc8 Bd2 39.Bxb7 
Bxb4 40.Bxc6 Bxc5 41.Kxg3 Kh6 42.Bd7 g5 43.Bf5 g4 44.Bd7 Kg5 45.Be6 h4+ 46.Kg2 
Kf4 47.Bf5 h3+ 48.Kh2 Bf2 49.a5 Bg3+ 50.Kg1 Kf3 51.a6 Bf4 52.Kh1 h2 53.Be6 g3 54.Bh3 
Kxe4 55.Bg2+ Kd4 56.Bf3 e4 57.Bg4 e3 58.Bf3 Kd3 59.Kg2 Kd2 60.Kh1 e2 0–1 

 

 

 

 

1.Nf3 c5 2.e3 Nc6 3.b3 e6 4.Bb2 Nf6 5.d4 cxd4 6.exd4 d5 7.Nbd2 Be7 8.a3 0–0 9.Bd3 b6 
10.0–0 Bb7 11.Re1 Rc8 12.Nf1 Qc7 13.Rc1 Rfd8 14.Ng3 g6 15.h4 h5 16.Ng5 Ne4?! 17.Bxe4 
dxe4 18.Rxe4 e5? 19.d5 Nd4 20.Rxd4 exd4 21.Qxd4 f6 22.Qe4 1–0 

 

 

 

 

 

1.e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 Bf5 4.Bd3 Bxd3 5.Qxd3 e6 6.Nf3 Qa5+ 7.c3 Qa6 8.Qxa6 Nxa6 9.Be3 
Ne7 10.0–0 f5 11.exf6 gxf6 12.Bf4 Ng6 13.Bg3 0–0–0 14.Re1 Re8 15.Nbd2 Bg7 16.Re2 e5 
17.dxe5 fxe5 18.Rae1 e4 19.Ng5 Ne5?? 20.Bxe5 Bxe5 21.Ndxe4 dxe4 22.Rxe4 Bxh2+ 
23.Kxh2 Rxe4 24.Rxe4 Nc5 25.Rh4 Nd3 26.Rxh7?? Rxh7+ 27.Nxh7 Nxb2?? 28.f4 Kd7 
29.f5 Nd3 30.Kg3 Ne5 31.Kf4 Nf7 32.Ng5 Nh6 33.Ne4 b5 34.g4 a5 35.g5 Ng8 36.g6 b4 
37.cxb4 axb4 38.Ke5 Ke7 39.f6+ Nxf6 40.Nxf6 c5 41.g7 1–0 

 

 

 

 

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bb5 d6 4.0–0 Nf6 5.Re1 e5 6.h3 Bd7 7.c3 Qb6 8.Bf1 Be7 9.Na3 0–0 
10.Nc4 Qc7 11.d4 cxd4 12.cxd4 exd4 13.Nxd4 Nxd4 14.Qxd4 Be6 15.b3 Rfd8 16.Bb2 Ne8 
17.Qe3 b5 18.Na3 a6 19.Rac1 Qb7 20.Nc2 h6 21.Nd4 Bd7 22.Qg3 Bf6 23.Ba1 Rac8 24.Bd3 
Rxc1 25.Rxc1 Rc8 26.Rxc8 Qxc8 27.Qe3 Qc5 28.Nc2 Qxe3 29.fxe3 Bxa1 30.Nxa1 Bc6 
31.Kf2 Nf6 32.Kf3 g5 33.b4 Nd7 34.Ke2 d5 35.exd5 Bxd5 36.Bf5 Nb8 37.e4 Bxa2 38.Nc2 
Nc6 39.Bd7 Bc4+ 40.Kf2 Ne5 41.Bc8 Bd3 42.Nd4 Bxe4 43.Bxa6 Nd3+ 44.Ke3 Nxb4 
45.Bxb5?? (45.Kxe4)  45...Bxg2 46.Nf5 Bxh3 0–1 

 

White: Patrick Reid 1892 
Black: Paul Rowan 1863 

Opening: Reti 

White: Carl Portman 1904 
Black: Dmytro Chernov 1996 

Opening: Benko’s Opening - Reversed Alekhine 

White: Nathan Manley 1833 
Black: Mark Gilbert 1777 

Opening: Caro Kann—Advance Variation 

White: David Riley 1696 
Black:  Samuel Vega Estevez ung 

Opening: Sicilian - Moscow Variation 



Match 2 Banbury B v Shirley & Wythall 

18th September 2025 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Match report by Paul 

I was first to finish. A Sicilian Rossolimo where despite conceding the bishop pair 
white has an enduring positional lead that I failed to exploit. Leading to a locked posi-
tion. 

The rest of the games went deep into time controls. Nathan had a Sicilian defence 
where he didn’t castle in order to attack on the kingside. A rare option for black. Na-
than went an exchange down to gain a vicious combination of rook queen knight and 
bishop. It was winning but unfortunately Nathan’s flag dropped in the middle of the 
combination. 

Carl was in a real battle on top board. Black against a very good player. Carl tried to use 
the Nimzo Indian but Purcell played to avoid the bishop pin. Carl played it anyway as 
they went into the rarer Bogo Indian.  Then instead of the usual Qe7, Carl quickly 
played a5. I knew     Marcus Harvey was an expert in the sideline and suspected Carl 
knew it well. White played a3 to force the swap but used the queen to recapture. The 
most common line most theorists prefer the knight. A long battle ensued Carl getting 
space on the kingside and white looking to exploit the queenside. In the end it was Carl 
pushing the past d pawn that made Purcell offer the draw. A fine result for Banbury.  

That left Sam to yet again save the team result. In a Grünfeld defence, Sam played the 
rare Bg5 move that has often been played at the highest level. It seemed for a while 
that Sam had the better position but it drifted into what seemed to be a drawn rook and 
pawn ending. However with both players low on time and Sam’s rooks slightly more 
active Sam managed to get a past pawn which he sacrificed to get two connected pass 
pawns. They say in rook endings, don’t count the pawns count the past pawns. So it 
proved to be here. 

 

 

 

1.d4 e6 2.c4 Bb4+ 3.Bd2 a5 4.Nf3 Nf6 5.a3 Bxd2+ 6.Qxd2 d5 7.Nc3 Nbd7 8.e3 Ne4 9.Qc2 
Nxc3 10.Qxc3 0–0 11.Rc1 c6 12.Bd3 f5 13.0–0 Qf6 14.b4 axb4 15.axb4 g5 16.Ne5?! Nxe5 
17.dxe5 Qe7 18.Ra1 Bd7 19.f4 gxf4 20.exf4 Rfc8 21.c5 Qf8 22.Be2 Kh8 23.Qg3 Qh6 
24.Qf3 Rg8 25.h3 Rgb8 26.Qe3 Be8 27.Ra3 Bf7 28.Rfa1 Qf8 29.Ra7 Rxa7 30.Rxa7 Qc8 
31.Qa3 Kg8?! 32.Qg3+ Kf8 (many more moves were played and both players agreed a 
draw with around one minute each remaining on the clock.) ½–½ 

 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1904 

1863 

1833 

ung 

Carl Portman (B) 

Paul Rowan 

Nathan Manley 

Sam Vega Estevez 

½-½ 

½-½ 

0-1 

1-0 

2-2 

Philip Purcell 

Jonathan Dale 

Owen Coll Tompkins 

David Thomas 

2075 

1878 

2012 

1789 

White: Philip Purcell 2075 
Black: Carl Portman 1904 
Opening: Bogo Indian-Keres Line  



 

 

 

 

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bb5 e6 4.Bxc6 bxc6 5.d3 Be7 6.Qe2 a5 7.Nbd2 Ba6 8.b3 d5 9.c4 Nf6 
10.Bb2 0–0 11.0–0 Bb7 12.a4 Nd7 13.e5 Rb8 14.Rac1 Ba8 15.Ba3 Re8 16.Ne1 Bf8 17.f4 f5 
18.Rf3 Qh4 19.g3 Qh5 20.Qg2 g5 21.h4!? g4 22.Re3 Qf7 23.Nc2 h5 24.Ree1 Rb6 25.Qf2 d4 
½–½ 

 

 

 

 

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 Nc6 6.Be2 g6 7.Be3 Bg7 8.Qd2 a6 9.Nxc6 
bxc6 10.Bh6 Bxh6 11.Qxh6 Qa5 12.0–0 Be6 13.a3 g5 14.h4 Rg8 15.hxg5 Rxg5 16.Nd5?? 
Rxg2+?? 17.Kxg2 cxd5 18.exd5 Bxd5+ 19.Bf3?? 0–0–0 20.Qh3+?? Be6! 21.Qh4 Qf5 22.Be2 
Rg8+ 23.Kh1 Bd5+ 24.f3 Rg4 25.Qh3 Kc7! 26.Rf2 Qf4 27.Rh2 Rg3 28.Qf1 Ng4 29.Rh5 Ne5 
30.Rd1 Bc6 Sadly here, Nathan lost on time. 1–0 

 

 

 

 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 d5 4.Bg5 Bg7 5.e3 Be6 6.Nf3 0–0 7.Rc1 c5 8.cxd5 Nxd5 9.Nxd5 
Bxd5 10.Rxc5 Nc6 11.Bd3 Qd6 12.Bb5 e5 13.Bxc6 Bxc6 14.0–0 exd4 15.exd4 Rfe8 16.Be3 
Rad8 17.a3 Qd7 18.b4 Bb5 19.Re1 Bc6 20.Rc1 Qg4 21.h3 Qf5 22.Kh2 a6 23.a4 Bxf3 24.Qxf3 
Qxf3 25.gxf3 Bxd4 26.Kg3 h5 27.Rc4 Kh7 28.Kg2 Bxe3 29.fxe3 Rd2+ 30.Kg3 Re7 31.h4 
Kg7 32.Kf4 Rh2 33.Kg3 Rd2 34.e4 Kf6 35.Rb1 Red7 36.Rb3 Ra2 37.b5 Rdd2 38.bxa6 bxa6 
39.Rb6+ Ke5?? 40.Rc5+ [40.f4#] 40...Kd4 41.Rd5+?! Ke3 42.Rxd2 Kxd2 43.Rxa6 Ra1?? 
44.Rf6 Rg1++– More moves were made in time trouble and Sam eventually won. 0–1 

 

Match 3 Solihull B v Banbury B 

1st October 2025 

White: Paul Rowan 1863 
Black: Jonathan Dale 1878 

Opening: Sicilian Rossolimo  

White: Owen Coll Tompkins 2012 
Black: Nathan Manley 1833 

Opening: Sicilian Dragon  

White: Sam Vega Estevez ung 
Black: David Thomas 1789 

Opening:  Grünfeld defence 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1854 

1863 

1773 

1759 

Julian Summerfield (B) 

Muhammed Mehmood 

Tony Sadler  

Iain Brodie 

0-1 

½-½ 

½-½ 

1-0 

2-2 

Danut Joain 

Carl Portman 

Mal Waddell 

Sam Vega Estevez  

1925 

1905 

1816 

ung 



Match Report from Mal 

Banbury B had a tough game against Solihull B tonight. Although we outgraded them 
on each board it was closely contested. Carl was first to finish gaining a draw with 
pieces being swapped off leading to a drawn endgame.  

Danut had a nice win against Julian Summerfield with some tactics in middle game.  

I drew against Tony sadler. I felt that I was attacking throughout but it petered out and 
if anything, I felt that he was better at the end although a draw was probably fair.     
Putting it through the computer it did show I had a +2 advantage positionally earlier in 
game, although it took many moves on playing it out before any material compensa-
tion. At end the game was level on computer also. 

Sam looked good early on but dropped a pawn and although it looked for a while that 
he might hang on for a draw his opponent was able to force through.  

The final score was 2-2 

 

 

 

 

1.d4 e6 2.c4 f5 3.g3 Nf6 4.Bg2 Be7 5.Nc3 d5 6.Nf3 0–0 7.0–0 Ne4 8.Nxe4 fxe4 9.Ne1 Bf6 
10.Be3 Nc6 11.Rc1 Qe7 12.f3 exf3 13.Nxf3 Rd8 14.Qa4 a6 15.Rfd1 Kh8 16.Bf2 Bd7 17.Qc2 
Be8 18.a3 Bg6 19.Qa4 Be8 20.Qc2 Bg6 21.Qc3 Qd6 22.b4 Rdc8 23.g4 Bf7?! 24.Bg3 Qd7 
25.b5 Ne7?? 26.g5 dxc4 27.gxf6 gxf6 28.bxa6 Rxa6 29.Nd2 Nd5 30.Qf3 c3 31.Ne4 f5 
32.Nc5 Qe7 33.Be5+ Kg8 34.Nxa6 bxa6 35.Qg3+ Bg6 36.Bxd5 1–0 

 

 

 

 

 

1.d4 e6 2.c4 Bb4+ 3.Bd2 a5 4.Nc3 Nf6 5.Qc2 d5 6.e3 0–0 7.Bd3 dxc4 8.Bxc4 b6 9.Nge2 
Bb7 10.0–0 Qe7 11.Bd3 Na6 12.a3 Bxc3 13.Bxc3 h6 14.Rac1 Rfc8 15.Ng3 c5 16.Qe2 cxd4 
17.Bxd4 Nc5 18.Bb1 Ba6 19.Bxc5 Rxc5 20.Bd3 Bxd3 21.Qxd3= ½–½ 

 

 

 

 

 

1.d4 g6 2.c4 d6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 Nf6 5.f3 0–0 6.Bd3 a6 7.Be3 e5 8.d5 Nfd7 9.Qc2 Nc5 
10.Bxc5 dxc5 11.0–0–0 f5?! 12.exf5 gxf5 13.g4 Qg5+ 14.Kb1 fxg4? 15.Bxh7+! Kh8 16.fxg4? 
Bxg4 17.Nge2 Bf5? 18.Bxf5 Qxf5 19.Ne4 Nd7 20.N2g3 Qh7 21.Qe2 Rf4 22.Ka1 Qh4 
23.Rhg1 Raf8 24.Qg2 Rg4 25.h3 Rg6 26.Rdf1? Rf4 27.Qe2 Nf6 28.Nxf6 Rfxf6 ½–½ 

 

 

 

White: Muhammed Mehmood 1863 
Black:  Carl Portman 1905 

Opening: The Keres Defence 2...Bb4+  

White: Danut Joian 1925 
Black:  Julian Summerfield 1854 

Opening: Classical Dutch—Stonewall 

White: Mal Waddell 1816 
Black:  Tony Sadler 1773 

Opening:  King's Indian Defence, Sämisch Variation 



 

 

 

 

1.d4 d5 2.Bf4 e6 3.e3 Nf6 4.c4 Be7 5.Nc3 a6 6.h3 b6 7.cxd5 exd5 8.Rc1 Bb7 9.Nf3 0–0 
10.Be2 Nbd7 11.0–0 c5 12.Re1 Rc8 13.Ne5 b5 14.dxc5 Nxc5 15.Bf3 Ne6 16.Bh2 Ng5 17.Bf4 
Ne6 18.Bg3 b4?! 19.Nxd5 Rxc1 20.Nxe7+ Qxe7 21.Qxc1 Bxf3 22.Nxf3 Ne4 23.Be5 N6c5 
24.Rd1 Qe6 25.Bd4 Nb7 26.Qc7 Nd8 27.Qe5 Qxe5 28.Bxe5 Ne6 29.Nd4 a5 30.Nc6 (Game 
notes unfinished/incomplete but White eventually won.) 1–0 

 

Match 4 Banbury B v Olton B 

16th October 2025 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Match report by Paul Rowan 

Sam was first to finish. A Queen’s Gambit. A strange move order that calls it the de-
clined Marshall defence. But it was d takes c followed by e4 a very sharp line and Sam 
exchanged his black-squared bishop for the knight on f6 and dominated the centre. 
With a clear edge in activity well worth the loss of a bishop pair. Soon his opponent 
blundered and Sam had a straightforward win when his queen forced its way through. 

Nathan was next in a very sharp position. His opponent moved very quickly and gave 
up a pawn to try to overload Nathan’s queen. Nathan took white’s h2 pawn and calcu-
lated that he could save the bishop when White tried to trap it. It seemed that Nathan 
was always able to keep the material but his time was low. Eventually managing to 
force through his f and g pawns. Winning an exchange in the process. 

I was third to finish. I had a very slight edge against Rob Reynolds but as I proved on 
Monday I can lose such games when my time was low. I turned down a draw, confi-
dent  

Carl was better, but as time trouble approached for him I thought I’d better secure the 
team win.  

Shortly afterwards, Carl did win. A very interesting Tarrasch French where Carl played 
the very rare 3...h6 line.  I had seen Nigel Short play and beat Mickey Adams with this 
many years ago. It is a clever waiting move. Richard Reynolds played 4. c3 which I am 
fairly sure is not the best move. Carl played very aggressively and was soon attacking 
down the kingside, which is also odd as in the French its famous for White’s kingside 
onslaughts. Although Carl did sac, he seemed to know what he was doing and refer-
enced Korchnoi’s play in similar positions. Reynolds defended resourcefully but in the 
end was unable to hold out. 

White: Iain Brodie 1759 
Black:  Samuel Vega Estevez ung 

Opening:  Queen’s Gambit Declined 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1905 

1861 

1838 

2035P 

Carl Portman (B) 

Paul Rowan 

Nathan Manley 

Sam Vega Estevez 

1-0 

½-½ 

1-0 

1-0 

3½-½ 

Richard Reynolds 

Robert Reynolds 

Andrew Cottam 

Warren Archibald  

1785 

1744 

1708 

1550 



 

 

 

 

 

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nd2 h6!? 4.c3 c5 5.exd5 exd5 6.Ngf3 Nf6 7.Be2 Bd6 8.0–0 0–0 9.Re1 Nc6 10.h3 Re8 
11.dxc5 Bxc5 12.Nb3 Bb6 13.Nbd4 Nxd4 14.Nxd4 Qd6 15.Be3? Rxe3! 16.fxe3 Bxh3! 17.Bf3 Qg3 18.Qc2 Bc7 
19.Kf1 Bd7 20.a4 Re8 21.Qd3 Ne4 22.Bxe4 Rxe4 23.Qd2 Rh4 24.Qf2 Qg4 25.Qf3 Qg6 26.Qd1 Rh2 27.Qc2 
Qh5 28.Qd1 Bg4 29.Nf3 Bg3 30.Nxh2 Bxd1 31.Raxd1 Bxh2  0–1 

 

 

 

 

 1.c4 Nf6 2.Nc3 e6 3.e4 d5 4.e5 d4 5.exf6 dxc3 6.dxc3 Qxd1+ 7.Kxd1 gxf6 8.Be3 a5 9.f4 
Rg8 10.Nf3 Nd7 11.g3 Nc5 12.Kc2 Bd7 13.Be2 0–0–0 14.Rhd1 Be7 15.b3 Bc6 16.Bxc5 Bxc5 
17.Nd4 Be4+ 18.Bd3 Bxd4 19.Bxe4 Bc5 20.f5 Rxd1 21.Rxd1 c6 22.Rf1 e5 23.Bf3 Kd7 24.Bh5 
Ke7 25.Bf3 Rd8 26.Re1 h6 27.Be4 Bf2 28.Re2 Bc5 29.Bd3 Rg8 30.Re4 Bg1 31.Rh4 Be3 
32.a3 Kd6 33.Re4 Bg1 34.Re2 Ke7 35.Be4 Rd8 36.Bf3 Bc5 37.b4 axb4 38.axb4 Bg1 39.h3 
Ra8 40.Kb2 Rd8 41.Rg2 Be3 42.Kc2 Ra8 ½–½ 

 

 

 

 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.Nf3 e6 3.e3 b6 4.Bd3 Bb7 5.Nbd2 d6 6.c3 Nbd7 7.0–0 c5 8.Re1 d5 9.a3 Qc7 
10.b4 Ne4 11.Bb2 Bd6 12.Rc1 c4 13.Bb1 h6 14.Nxe4 dxe4 15.Nd2 Bxh2+ 16.Kh1 Nf6 17.Qa4+ 
Ke7 18.Nxc4 Ng4 19.Qc2 Qxc4 20.g3 h5 21.Kg2 h4 22.Qe2 Qxe2 23.Rxe2 f5 24.c4 h3+ 
25.Kh1 Rhd8 26.c5 Bd5 27.Ba1 g5 28.Ba2 f4 29.Bxd5 exd5 30.exf4 gxf4 31.f3 Bxg3 
32.fxg4 f3 33.Rec2 Rf8 34.cxb6 axb6 35.Rc7+ Bxc7 0–1 

 

 

 

 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 d5 3.Nc3 dxc4 4.e4 e6 5.Bg5 Be7 6.Nf3 h6 7.Bxf6 Bxf6 8.Bxc4 Nc6 9.e5 
Be7 10.0–0 0–0 11.Rc1 b6 12.d5 Na5 13.Bd3 exd5 14.Nxd5 c6 15.Nf4 c5 16.Re1 Bg5 
17.Nxg5 hxg5?? 18.Qh5! f5 19.exf6  1–0 

 

 

White: Paul Rowan 1838 
Black:  Robert Reynolds 1744 

Opening:  English Opening 

White: Andrew Cottom 1798 
Black:  Nathan Manley 1838 

Opening:  Torre, London and Colle 

White: Samuel Vega Estevez 2035P 
Black:  Warren Archibald 1550 

Opening:  Queen’s Gambit Declined 

White: Richard Reynolds 1785 
Black:  Carl Portman 1905 

Opening:  French Tarrasch 



 

Match 5 Banbury B v Leamington B 

13th November 2025 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Match Report from Paul  

Banbury B got a nice 3-1 win against Leamington B 

First to finish was Francesco which I think was a queens gambit that turned into a    
Tarrasch variation. It looked complicated with Francesco playing g3 and just seemed to 
have a better coordinated plan. 

Carl had a very interesting game on board two. Playing the colle system. I actually liked 
the line his opponent played. His kings Indian stopped the normal kingside onslaught. 
Then he managed to get the white squared bishop exchanged for a knight and Carls got 
d pawn off the board. Carl kept things interesting on the queenside and briefly had 
control the only open file. As pieces liquidated Carls knight was a better piece than his 
opponents bishop as the play was concentrated. However with time low, a draw was 
agreed. My game finished shortly afterwards. My opponent started off playing like the 
black pieces with a double fianchetto. But then decided launched a speculative attack 
that went wrong. He fought well but was an exchange down. 

Nathan faced the English and his opponent played it more like a Sicilian taimanov. With 
flank expansions on both sides. Nathan had a lovely control of the centre and went a 
pawn up. But his opponent kept the game alive with some clever repositioning of his 
rook and knight. He managed to save a draw. 

 

 

 

 

1.Nc3 c5 2.b3 Nc6 3.Bb2 Nf6 4.g3 d5 5.Bg2 e5 6.d3 d4 7.Nb1 Bd6 8.Nd2 0–0 9.Ngf3 Be6 
10.Ng5 Bd5 11.Nge4 Nxe4 12.dxe4?! Be6 13.h4 Qd7 14.h5 h6 15.a3 b5! 16.Nf3 c4 17.Nh4 
Rac8 18.Nf5 Bc5 19.Rh4 Rc7 20.b4 Bxf5 21.exf5 Be7 22.Rg4 Qxf5 23.Bf3 Bg5 24.Bc1 Nd8 
25.Bxg5 hxg5 26.a4 Ne6 27.axb5 Rd8 28.Re4 d3 29.cxd3 cxd3 30.exd3 Nd4 31.Bg4 Qh7 
32.Rc1 Rxc1 33.Qxc1 f5 34.Qxg5?? Rf8 35.Rxd4 exd4 36.Bf3 Qh6 37.Qxh6?? gxh6 
38.Bd5+ Kg7 39.Kd2 Kf6 40.f3 Kg5 41.Kc2 Rc8+ 42.Kb2 Rb8 43.Bc6 0–1 

 

 

 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1864 

1891 

1827 

1802 

Paul Rowan (B) 

Carl Portman 

Nathan Manley 

Francesco Poderic0 

 1-0 

 ½-½ 

 ½-½ 

 1-0 

  3-1 

Andrew Collins 

Jon M Griffiths 

Alex Kagkalis 

Bhavesh Patel  

1837 

1782 

1684 

1691 

White: Paul Rowan 1838 
Black:  Andrew Collins 1837 

Opening:  English Opening 



 

 

 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.e3 c5 3.Bd3 g6 4.c3 Bg7 5.Nd2 0–0 6.Ngf3 d5 7.0–0 Nc6 8.Re1 Qc7 9.h3 a6 
10.b3 b5 11.dxc5 Nd7 12.Bb2 Nxc5 13.Nf1 Nxd3 14.Qxd3 Rd8 15.Qd2 Bb7 16.Ng3 Rac8 
17.Rac1 Qb6 18.Ne2 a5 19.Ned4 e5 20.Nxc6 Bxc6 21.Ba1 Qb7 22.Qe2 a4 23.bxa4 bxa4 
24.Rb1 Qa8 25.Rec1 Rb8 26.Rb4 a3 27.Ne1 Rxb4 28.cxb4 Qb7 29.Qc2 Bb5 30.Qc7 Qxc7 
31.Rxc7 Bc4 32.Ra7 Bxa2 33.Rxa3 Bc4 34.Nf3 d4 35.exd4 exd4 36.Nd2 Be2 37.f4 Rb8 
38.Kf2 d3 39.Bxg7 Kxg7 40.Rb3 Bd1 41.Rxd3 Rxb4 42.g3 Rb7 43.Nf1 Bb3 44.Ne3 Be6 
45.h4 h5 46.Rd2 Rc7 47.Rc2 Rxc2+ 48.Nxc2 Kf6 ½–½ 

 

 

 

 

 

Scoresheet not submitted 

 

 

 

 

 

1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 c5 4.cxd5 exd5 5.Nf3 Nf6 6.a3 Nc6 7.dxc5 Bxc5 8.b4 Bd6 9.Nb5 0
–0 10.Nxd6 Qxd6 11.g3 Re8 12.Bg2 Qe7 13.e3 Bg4 14.0–0 Qd7 15.Bb2 Ne5 16.Bxe5 Rxe5 
17.Nxe5 1–0 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Faust plays Mephistopheles  

by Friedrich August Moritz Retzsch (19th century) 

White: Francesco Poderico 1802 
Black:  Bhavesh Patel 1691 

Opening:  Tarrasch Defence 

White: Alex Kagkalis 1684 
Black:  Nathan Manley 1827 

Opening: N/A  

White: Carl Portman 1864 
Black:  Jon Griffiths 1782 

Opening:  Colle System 



Match 6 Shirley v Banbury B 

24th November 2025 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Match Report from Paul  

The B team had a bad night going down 3½ - ½ 

First to finish was new Nathan (Boyce) playing a much higher and more experienced 
opponent with the black pieces. He faced a King’s Gambit and declined it, setting up 
very sensibly but alas he was doomed, being quite cramped, and his pawn structure 
weakened. He still fought well and lasted long enough to learn some key lessons. 

I finished shortly after. I made too many basic mistakes yet still could have got a draw 
had I not carried on blundering. 

Mal’s game was a far better effort. I have seen Mal get some very good results against 
strong players with his play against the Grünfeld. This looked to be another example. It 
was the classic Seville variation and Mal was flashing out moves that Karpov would 
have been proud of. Unfortunately even his opponent didn’t quite know how he        
survived but Dave Thomas came out with a won bishop and pawn endgame. 

Nathan had a very complex game against Keith Ingram’s closed Sicilian. Conceding 
space early on but then stabilizing with an e5 push. If anything it looked as if Nathan 
might break through but with very little time left a draw was agreed. 

 

 

 

 

 

1.c4 e5 2.g3 Nf6 3.Bg2 Be7 4.Nf3 Nc6 5.0–0 0–0 6.Nc3 Re8 7.d4 exd4 8.Nxd4 Bc5 
9.Nxc6 dxc6 10.Bg5 Be6 11.Qxd8 Raxd8 12.Ne4 Nxe4 13.Bxe4? f6 14.Bf4 Bh3 15.Bg2 Bxg2 
16.Kxg2 Rxe2 17.Rab1 g5! 18.Kf3 Rxf2+?! 19.Rxf2 Bxf2 20.Bxc7 Rd2 21.Ba5 Rc2 22.Bc3 
Bb6 23.Kg4 Kf7 24.Rf1 Bd8 25.h4 gxh4 26.gxh4 Rg2+ 27.Kf5 Rh2 28.Kg4 Kg6 29.Kg3 
Bc7+ 30.Kf3 Rxh4 31.Rd1 Rf4+ 32.Ke3 Rxc4 33.Rd7 Bb6+ 34.Kd3 Rf4 35.a4 h5 36.a5 Bg1 
37.Rxb7 h4 38.Rb8 Kf5 39.Rh8 Bf2 40.Ke2 Bg3 41.Ke3 Rf1 42.Ke2 Rf2+ 43.Ke3 Rf4 
44.Rh6 Kg5 45.Rh7 Rf5 0–1 

 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1858 

1850 

1788 

1685 

Darren Whitmore (B) 

Keith Ingram 

David Thomas 

Fred Dickson 

  

  

  

  

  

1-0 

½-½

1-0 

1-0

3½-½ 

Paul Rowan 

Nathan Manley 

Mal Waddell 

Nathan Boyce  

1864 

1827 

1820 

1471 

White:  Paul Rowan  1864 
Black: Darren Whitmore 1858 

Opening:  English Opening 



 

 

 

1.e4 c5 2.Nc3 g6 3.g3 d6 4.Bg2 Nc6 5.d3 Nf6 6.f4 Bg7 7.Nf3 e5 8.Rb1 Be6 9.0–0 Qd7 
10.fxe5 dxe5 11.Be3 b6 12.Ng5 0–0 13.Nxe6 Qxe6 14.Nd5 Rac8 15.Bg5 Nd7 16.Qd2 f6 
17.Bh6 Ne7 18.Nc3 Rf7 19.a4 c4 20.Bxg7 Kxg7 21.b4 cxb3 22.cxb3 Nc6 23.Nd5 Nd4 
24.Rb2 Nc5 25.Rfb1 Qg4 26.Ne3 Qe6 27.Nd5 Qg4 28.Ne3 Qd7 29.a5 Qb7 The players 
went below five minutes now, and stopped recording but it ended in a draw. ½-½ 

 

 

 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 d5 4.cxd5 Nxd5 5.e4 Nxc3 6.bxc3 Bg7 7.Bc4 c5 8.Ne2 0–0 9.Be3 
Nc6 10.0–0 cxd4 11.cxd4 Bg4 12.f3 Na5 13.Bxf7+ Rxf7 14.fxg4 Rxf1+ 15.Kxf1 Nc4 16.Qb3 
b5 17.Rd1 Rc8 18.Kg1 a5 19.Bf2 Qd7 20.h3 a4 21.Qb4 Bf8 22.Nc3 Nd6? 23.e5 Rc4 24.Qa5 
b4 25.exd6 Rxc3 26.Qxb4 Rc2! 27.dxe7 Bxe7 28.Qb8+ Rc8 29.Qe5 Bd6 30.Qe3?! Qf7 
31.d5 Rc2 32.Qe6 Rxa2 33.Rf1 Qxe6 34.dxe6 Re2 35.Re1?? Rxe1+ 36.Bxe1 Kf8 37.Kf2 0–1 

 

 

 

 

1.e4 e5 2.f4 d6 3.Nf3 Nc6 4.Bc4 Bg4 5.0–0 Nf6 6.Nc3 g6 7.d3 Bg7 8.Bb5 0–0 9.Bxc6 
bxc6 10.fxe5 dxe5 11.Qe1 Nd7 12.Qg3 Be6 13.Ng5 h6 14.Nxe6 fxe6 15.Qxg6 Rxf1+ 16.Kxf1 
Qf8+ 17.Kg1 Qc5+ 18.Kh1 Nf8 19.Qg3 Kh7 20.Qe3 Qxe3 21.Bxe3 Ng6 22.Rf1 Rb8 23.b3 a6 
24.Na4 Rf8 25.Rxf8 Bxf8 26.g3 h5 27.h4 Bb4 28.Kg2 Nf8 29.Bc5 Bxc5 30.Nxc5 a5 
31.Na6 Kg7 32.Nxc7 Kf6 33.c3 Ke7 34.b4 Kd8 35.Na6 axb4 36.Nxb4 Ke7 37.Kf3 c5 
38.Nc2 Ng6 39.Ke3 Kd6 40.d4 c4 41.dxe5+ Nxe5 42.Kd4 Nf3+ 43.Kxc4 Nd2+ 44.Kd4 
Nf3+ 45.Ke3 Nh2 46.Kf4 Kc5 47.Ne3 Kd6 48.a4 e5+ 49.Kg5 Nf3+ 50.Kxh5 Nd2 51.a5 
Nxe4 52.a6 Kc7 53.Nc4 Kb8 54.Nxe5 Nxg3+ 55.Kg6 Ka7 56.h5 Nxh5 57.Kxh5 Kxa6 
58.Kg5 Kb5 59.Kf5 Kc5 60.Ke4 Kd6 61.Kd4 Ke6 62.c4 Kd6 63.c5+ Kc7 64.Kd5 Kb7 
65.Kd6 Kc8 66.Kc6 Kd8 67.Kb7 1-0 

THE TABLE AT CHRISTMAS 

 

 

 

White:  Keith Ingram  1850 
Black: Nathan Manley 1827 

Opening:  Closed Sicilian 

White:  Mal Waddell 1820 
Black: Dave Thomas 1788 

Opening: Exchange Grünfeld  

White:  Fred Dickson 1685 
Black: Nathan Boyce 1471 

Opening:  King’s Gambit 



 

Match 7 Olton B v Banbury B 

24th February 2026 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Match Report from Paul 

First to finish was Mal who had a very quick win with the black pieces.  He had equal-
ized against a passive d4 opening and then pushed in the centre. Very soon he created 
a pin on the queen and knight which was fatal. 

Quite a long time afterwards, I gifted Richard Reynolds a win after he had got into     
severe time trouble in a poor position, losing my queen for a rook. This was my first   
ever loss against a Reynolds brother. 

Nick had a centre-counter against Robert. I thought Nick misplayed the opening, but 
when the dust cleared he was clearly more active and had the better coordinated    
pieces and pawn structure. It took a long time to get his passed queens pawn moving, 
but in the end Nick got a crucial win. 

Fortunately Carl was playing very well in a very complicated elephant gambit and 
slowly getting a very slight positional plus, which turned from a weird position where I 
had no clue who was better. It became a very technical one with just pawns. Carl’s 
queenside majority was seemingly balanced by his opponents kingside one. Carl at-
tacked on the kingside leaving his opponent’s pawns unable to lever an attack. Then he 
activated and pushed on his queenside to get a passed pawn, using the opposition of 
kings to win to finish off a good night. 

 

 

 

 

1.e4 e5 2.Nf3 d5 3.Nxe5 Bd6 4.d4 dxe4 5.Nc4 Nf6 6.Bg5 h6 7.Bxf6 Qxf6 8.Nxd6+ Qxd6 
9.Qd2 Nc6 10.Bb5 0–0 11.Bxc6 Qxc6 12.Qc3 Qg6 13.Nd2 c6 14.0–0–0 Bf5 15.Rhg1 Qe6 
16.Qb3 Qxb3 17.Nxb3 b6 18.Nd2 Rad8 19.c3 Rfe8 20.Rde1 Re6 21.Re3 Kf8 22.a3 g5= 
23.Rge1 Rde8 24.f3 exf3 25.Rxe6 Rxe6 26.Nxf3 Rxe1+ 27.Nxe1 Be4 28.Kd2 f5 29.Ke3 Ke7 
30.g3 Ke6 31.Nd3 Bxd3 32.Kxd3 b5 33.b3 h5 34.c4 a6 35.a4 Kd6 36.a5 Ke6 37.Ke3 Kd6 
38.h4! bxc4 39.bxc4 gxh4 40.gxh4 Ke6 41.Kf4 Kf6 42.d5 cxd5 43.cxd5 Ke7 44.Kxf5 Kd6 
45.Ke4 Kd7 46.Ke5 Ke7 47.Kd4 Kd6 48.Kc4 Kd7 49.Kc5 Kc7 50.d6+ Kb7 51.Kd5 Kc8 
52.Ke6 Kd8 53.d7 1-0  

 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1791 

1744 

1743 

1729 

Tayeb Kazemi (B)  

Richard Reynolds  

Robert Reynolds  

Abdrew Cottam 

 0-1 

 1-0 

 0-1 

 0-1 

  1-3 

Carl Portman 

Paul Rowan 

Nick Martin 

Mal Waddell 

1888 

1840 

1828 

1803 

White:  Carl Portman 1888 
Black:  Tayeb Kazemi 1791 

Opening:  Elephant Gambit 



 

 

 

 

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nc6 5.Nc3 Nf6 6.Ndb5 d6 7.Bd3 a6 8.Na3 b5 9.Ne2 
Ne5 10.c3 Nxd3+ 11.Qxd3 Bb7 12.f3 Qc7 13.Bg5 Nd7 14.Bf4 Rd8 15.0–0 Be7 16.Rac1 0–0 
17.Ng3 Ne5 18.Qe2 Ng6 19.Be3 d5 20.Rfd1 dxe4 21.Nxe4 Rxd1+ 22.Qxd1 Rd8 23.Qc2 Bd5?! 
24.Qf2 Qc6 25.Nc2 Ne5 26.Nd4 Qb7 27.Qg3 Ng6 28.Ng5 h6 29.Ngxe6 Re8 30.Nxg7 Bh4? 
31.Nxe8 Bxg3 32.Nf6+ Kf8?? 33.Bxh6+? Ke7 34.Nxd5+ Qxd5 35.hxg3 Qxa2 36.Re1+ Kd7 
37.Re2 Qb1+ 38.Kf2 Qd3 39.Nc2 Qd6?? 40.Rd2  1–0 

 

 

 

 

1.e4 d5 2.exd5 Nf6 3.Nc3 Nxd5 4.Bc4 c6 5.d3 Be6 6.Ne4 Nc7 7.Bxe6 Nxe6 8.Nf3 Nd7 9.0
–0 Nf6 10.Neg5 Nxg5 11.Bxg5 e6 12.Re1 Be7 13.Qe2 Nd5 14.Bxe7 Qxe7 15.Ne5 0–0 16.Qf3 
Rad8 17.a3 Qf6 18.Qg3 Qf4 19.Qh3 Nf6 20.Re3 Rd5 21.Rae1 Re8 22.b4 Nd7 23.g3 Qf6 
24.Nf3 Qf5 25.Qg2 Nf6 26.Nh4 Qh5 27.h3 Red8 28.Nf3 h6 29.Ne5 Nd7 30.Nf3 Qg6 
31.Nh4 Qf6 32.Nf3 Qb2 33.c4 Rf5 34.d4 a5 35.g4 Rf6 36.bxa5 Ra8 37.Qg3 Nf8 38.Qc7 
Rg6 39.Ne5 Rf6 40.Nf3 Rg6 41.Kg2 Rf6 42.R1e2 Qa1 43.Qxb7 Rxa5 44.Ne5? Rxa3 
45.Rxa3 Qxa3 46.Qxc6 Qc3 47.Qe4 Qc1? 48.c5 Rf4 49.Qd3 Qa1 50.Re4 Qa8 51.c6 Rxe4 
52.Qxe4 f6 53.Nc4 Kf7 54.d5 exd5?! 55.Qxd5+ Kg6 56.Ne3 Qc8 57.Nf5 Ne6?? 58.Ne7+  
1–0 

 

 

 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.e3 c5 3.Bd3 d5 4.c3 cxd4 5.exd4 Nc6 6.h3 g6 7.Nf3 Bg7 8.Nbd2 Qc7 9.0–0 0–
0 10.Re1 Bd7 11.Nf1 Nh5 12.Bg5 e6 13.Qd2 f6 14.Bh6 Rae8 15.Bxg7 Kxg7 16.Ne3 Nf4 17.Bf1 
Ne7 18.g3 Nh5 19.Kg2 e5 20.dxe5 fxe5 21.Nxd5?? Nxd5 22.Qxd5 Bc6 23.Qd2 Rxf3! 24.Kg1 
Ref8 25.Re2 Qb6 26.b3 Nxg3 27.Rxe5 Rxf2 28.Re7+ Kg8 29.Qh6 Rg2# 0–1 

 

 

White:  Richard Reynolds 1744 
Black: Paul Rowan 1840 

Opening: Sicilian Defence—four knights 

White:  Nick Martin 1828 
Black: Robert Reynolds 1743 

Opening: Centre Counter 

White:  Andrew Cottam 1729 
Black: Mal Waddell 1803 

Opening: Queen’s Pawn Game 



Match 8 Banbury B V Rugby A 

5th March 2026 

 

Match defaulted by Rugby A as they could not raise a team. 

 

TAKE A BREAK 

Since there are no games from the above match I thought I would share what many call 
the greatest chess move of all time. Levitsky versus Marshall, also known as the       
Gold Coins Game is a famous game of chess played by Stepan Levitsky and Frank Mar-
shall. It was played in Breslau (now Wrocław) on July 20, 1912, during the master's 
tournament of the DSB Congress. According to legend, after Marshall's winning last 
move of the game, gold coins were tossed onto the board by spectators. 

 

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 c5 4.Nf3 Nc6 5.exd5 exd5 6.Be2 Nf6 7.0–0 Be7 8.Bg5 0–0 9.dxc5 
Be6 10.Nd4 Bxc5 11.Nxe6 fxe6 12.Bg4 Qd6 13.Bh3 Rae8 14.Qd2 Bb4 15.Bxf6 Rxf6 16.Rad1 
Qc5 17.Qe2 Bxc3 18.bxc3 Qxc3 19.Rxd5 Nd4 20.Qh5 Ref8 21.Re5 Rh6 22.Qg5 Rxh3 
23.Rc5  

And here we have it. What did Frank Marshall play? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Qg3!! 0–1 

I will let you dear reader find the game online and play through the myriad lines now. 
There are videos on YouTube including one from Simon Williams—the Ginger GM. 

 

Enjoy! 



Match 9 Shirley B v Banbury B 

12th March 2026 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Match Report from Nathan 

In last night’s fixture we played our familiar foe Shirley. We were outgraded on the 
first three boards so it was no surprise when Nick had an easy win on board 4. He 
played the French Winawer. I didn’t see much of the game but it looked like a strong 
performance. I offered my opponent a draw seeing the other two games in play looked 
favourable/drawish. He declined for the same reason I offered. Going back to the order 
of sequence the games finished we come to Mal’s game. All his games look interesting 
and this one was no exception.  

Mal played the white pieces and in the middle game had a pawn on g5 and bishop on f6 
in a position where his opponent fianchettoed on the king side. With other supporting 
pieces this is where the position stood out for me. I think at this point he won the        
exchange? Anyhow it looked like an exciting match to take part in. The result              
disappointingly for Mal ended in a draw.  

Danut finished next, playing a 2100 opponent in a King’s Indian. The position looked 
solid for both players going into the middle game. His opponent made a kingside pawn 
push creating a lot of space for him to manoeuvre. It looked like Danut could hold on 
for the draw but with both players short on time his opponent had superior activity and 
was able to squeeze Danut for a win for Shirley on board one. That left only my game 
in play with the match evenly poised at 1.5 apiece.   

I was playing Johnathan Dale on board 2 with the black pieces and it was a Queen’s    
Indian. My opponent exchanged queens earlier into the game which I took back with 
my king making it a position redundant for castling. The centre got locked which didn’t 
help my white squared bishop. However, it allowed me to push on the king side with 
my rook pair and knight pair hovering around. I was deflated when I didn’t turn a 
promising position into a tangible advantage. This was most probably because I          
exchanged my dangerous knight for his dormant knight which was forced back on the 
e1 square.  

As mentioned earlier, I offered a draw after the position petered out to a rook, bishop 
and four pawns each endgame. He declined and had the better activity even though the 
position was shouting out a draw. Jonathan liquidated into a rook and one pawn end 
game with an advanced e-pawn which looked strong but it was still a drawn position. 
He tried to convert the pawn but made a mistake and lost it, with his king now out of 
position to stop my pawn from promoting. In the end we won 2.5 - 1.5 leaving us with a 
good chance to win division 2. 
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2 

3 

4 

1791 

1744 

1743 

1729 

Philip Purcell (B)  

Jonathan Dale 

 Marcus Walsh 

Arnold Peace 

 1-0 

 0-1 

½-½ 

 0-1 

 1½-2½ 

Danut Joain 

Nathan Manley 

Mal Waddell 

Nick Martin 

1888 

1840 

1828 

1803 



 

 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.Be2 0–0 6.Nf3 Nbd7 7.0–0 e5 8.d5 Nc5 9.Qc2 a5 
10.b3 Bd7 11.Be3 Ng4 12.Bg5 f6 13.Bh4 h5 14.h3 Nh6 15.Ne1?! g5 16.Bg3 h4 17.Bh2 f5 18.f3 
g4 19.hxg4? fxg4 20.fxg4 Rxf1+ 21.Kxf1 Qf6+ 22.Kg1 Nxg4 23.Bxg4 Bxg4 24.Nd3 Nxd3?! 
25.Qxd3 Rf8 26.Rf1 Qg5 27.Rxf8+ Bxf8 28.Ne2 Bh6 29.Kf1 Qh5 30.Bg1 h3 31.gxh3 Bxh3+ 
32.Ke1 Bg5 the game went on for some moves - players stopped writing down. Danut 
blundered in time trouble. 0–1 

 

 

 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.Bd2 b6 5.Nf3 Nc6 6.Qc2 Bb7 7.e4 d6 8.Bd3 Bxc3 9.Bxc3 
Ne7 10.0–0 Ng6 11.Qa4+ Qd7 12.Qxd7+ Kxd7 13.Rfe1 Nf4 14.Bc2 h6 15.Rad1 Nh7 16.Bd2 
g5 17.c5 Raf8 18.Re3 Ng6 19.b4 g4 20.Ne1 a6 21.Bc3 d5 22.a4 b5 23.e5 h5 24.g3 Ng5 
25.Kg2 h4 26.Bd2 hxg3 27.Rxg3 Nh4+ 28.Kf1 Ngf3 29.Be3 Nxe1 30.Kxe1 Nf5 31.Rg2 Nxe3 
32.fxe3 Rh3 33.Kd2 Rfh8 34.Rxg4 Rxh2+ 35.Kd3 Rf2 36.Rd2 Rxd2+ 37.Kxd2 0-1 Game 
recording ended and another 25–30 moves were played. Jonathan made a mistake in a 
drawn position and Nathan capitalised and converted with an extra pawn. 

 

 

 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nf3 c5 4.d5 exd5 5.cxd5 d6 6.Nc3 g6 7.e4 a6 8.Bd3 Bg7 9.Bg5 b5 
10.Qd2 0–0 11.h4 b4 12.Ne2 Qc7 13.h5 Bg4 14.h6 Bh8 15.Bxf6 Bxf3 16.Qf4 Bxe2 17.Bxe2 
Nd7 18.Bg7 f5 19.Bxf8 Rxf8 20.0–0–0 Ne5 21.Rh3 c4 22.Qd2 Nd3+ 23.Bxd3 cxd3+ 24.Kb1 
fxe4 25.Rc1 Qa7 26.f3 exf3 27.Rxf3 Rxf3 28.gxf3 Qd4 29.Rc8+ Kf7 30.Rc7+ Kg8 31.Rc8+ 
Kf7 ½–½  In time trouble 

 

 

 

 

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e5 c5 5.a3 Bxc3+ 6.bxc3 Qc7 7.Bd2 Nc6 8.Qg4 f5 9.Qh4 
Nge7 10.Bb5 Bd7 11.Bxc6 Qxc6 12.Ne2 Ng6 13.Qg3 0–0–0 14.0–0 c4 15.a4 Qc7 16.Rfb1 
Bc6 17.Bc1 Qf7 18.Rb4 h6 19.Rab1 Ne7 20.f4 Qh5 21.Kf2 Rdg8 22.Qe3?! g5 23.Ng3?? Qh4 
24.Kf3 gxf4 25.Qxf4 Rg4 26.Qd2 Qxh2 27.Nxf5?? exf5 28.e6 Rg3+ 0–1 

White:  Danut Joian 1928 
Black:  Jeremy Fallowfield 2118 

Opening:  King’s Indian Defence 

White:  Jonathan Dale 1888 
Black: Nathan Manley 1809 

Opening: Queen’s Indian Defence 

White:  Mal Waddell 1814 
Black: Marcus Walsh 1907 

Opening: Queen’s Pawn Game 

White:  Nick Martin 1791 
Black: Arnold Pearce 1605 

Opening: French Defence Winawer Variation 



 

Match 10 Leamington B v Banbury B 

17th March 2026 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Match Report from Nathan 

Not surprisingly Nick finished first with another convincing win. He had an almost   
unmovable knight on an imposing d3 square with pawns on e4 and c4 protecting it. 
Additionally, an open f-file left Nick’s opponent unable to defend the f2 pawn. When 
the pawn eventually fell, Nick’s opponent was checkmated. I was looking good against 
Andy Collins but the other two boards looked like we were battling. The three of us 
went deep and were negotiating with the time controls. Carl finished with a surprising 
win. I didn’t see how it played out after looking much earlier when Carl seemed to be 
defending and waiting for his opponent to turn the screw. It was announced by Nick 
we only needed a draw to win the match. I was only thinking of a win as I had won 2 
pawns in the middle game approaching a routine end game. However, I let my position 
slip into a drawn game after both were playing off increments. I miss calculated and 
lost which I still feel fairly bitter about. Mal also lost which looked like a difficult game. 
His opponent gained good control of the centre. I’m unsure how his opponent won as 
my game took the majority of my attention. The match draw keeps us in contention to 
win the league with two games left to play. 

 

 

 

1.g3 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.c4 Nf6 4.d3 d6 5.Bg2 g6 6.0–0 Bg7 7.Nc3 0–0 8.Bg5 Ne7 9.Bxf6 
Bxf6 10.Qb3 c6 11.Rad1 Qc7 12.a4 Bg7 13.Rfe1 Be6 14.Ng5 Bd7 15.e3 h6 16.Nf3 f5 17.Rd2 
Kh8 18.Qa3 a5 19.Ne2 g5 20.Rf1 Ng6 21.Ne1 f4 22.exf4 exf4 23.d4 Rf7? 24.f3? Re8 25.g4 
Re3 26.Qa2 Rfe7 27.Rf2 Qb6 28.Nc2 Nh4 29.Nc3 Bxg4?? 30.fxg4 f3 31.Nxe3? Rxe3 32.c5 
lots more moves were played in time trouble. White eventually won. 1–0 

 

 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.Qc2 b6 5.Nf3 Bb7 6.Bg5 h6 7.Bh4 Bxc3+ 8.Qxc3 d5 9.cxd5 
Bxd5 10.Rc1 Nbd7 11.Ne5 Nxe5 12.Bxf6 Qxf6 13.dxe5 Qg5 14.e4 Bxe4 15.Bb5+?! Kf8! 
16.Rd1 Qxg2 17.Rf1 c6 18.Be2 Bd5 19.Rd4 Qg5 20.Rg4 Qe7 21.Rfg1 g6 22.Bd3 Ke8 23.Qc2 
Kd7 24.Rd4 Rad8 25.Be4 Kc8 26.Bxd5 Rxd5 27.Qxc6+ Kb8 28.Rxd5 exd5 29.Qd6+ Qxd6 
30.exd6 Rd8 1-0 Black is winning. Time trouble. Nathan was below 5 minutes here and 
stopped recoding the moves. He eventually lost after a blunder with seconds to go. 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1853 

1794 

1775 

1562 

Simpson Joshua (B)  

Andrew Collins 

Jon Griffiths h 

Shrisha Tarihalkar 

 0-1 

 1-0 

 1-0 

 0-1 

 2-2 

Carl Portman  

Nathan Manley 

Mal Waddell 

Nick Martin 

1895 

1809 

1814 

1791 

White:  Carl Portman 1895 
Black:  Joshua Simpson 1853 

Opening:  English Opening 

White:  Andrew Collins 1794 
Black:  Nathan Manley 1809 

Opening:  Queen’s Indian Defence 



 

 

 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 5.e3 axb5 6.Bxb5 Qa5+ 7.Nc3 Bb7 8.Bc4 e6 9.Bd2 
Qb6 10.e4 Nxe4 11.dxe6 dxe6 12.f3 Nxd2 13.Qxd2 Be7 14.Nge2 0–0 15.0–0 Rd8 16.Qe3 
Nc6 17.f4 Bf6 18.f5 Ne5 19.Bb5 Ng4 20.Qf4 c4+ 21.Kh1 Ne3 22.Rf2 e5 23.Qg3 Rac8 24.b3 
cxb3 25.axb3 Rd2 26.Na4 Qxb5 27.Qxe3 Rcd8 28.Qb6 Qc6 29.Raf1 Qxb6 30.Nxb6 Bh4 
31.Ng3 Rxf2 32.Rxf2 Rd1+ 33.Rf1 Rd2 34.Rg1 Be7 35.Nc4 Ra2 36.Nf1?? Bc5 37.Nfe3 Re2 
38.Rd1 h6 39.Kg1 Bxe3+ 40.Nxe3 Rxe3 41.Rb1 Bd5 42.b4 Rb3 43.Rd1 Be4 0–1 

 

 

 

 

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.exd5 exd5 4.Bd3 c5 5.c3 Nc6 6.Be3 c4 7.Be2 Nf6 8.Nf3 Bd6 9.b3 b5 
10.b4 Ne4 11.Nfd2 f5 12.Nxe4 fxe4 13.Bg4 0–0 14.Bxc8 Qxc8 15.Na3? Nxb4! 16.Nxb5 Nd3+ 
17.Kf1 Bf4 18.Bxf4 Rxf4 19.Qe2 Rxf2+ 20.Qxf2 Nxf2 21.Kxf2 a6 22.Na3 Qf8+! 23.Ke3 Qxa3 
24.Rhe1 Qb2 25.g3 Rf8 26.Rf1 Qxc3+ 27.Ke2 Qd3+ 28.Ke1 Rxf1# 0–1 

 

Match 11 Banbury B v Solihull B 

09th April 2026 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Match Report from Paul 

Banbury B had a very crucial 3.5 — 0.5 win tonight against Solihull B, setting up the    
final match as a title decider against Shirley. 

First to finish was Carl, who continued his fine form this season against the very        
capable Julian Summerfield. As usual Julian played the English and Carl played a type 
of delayed classical Dutch set up, but it was also very similar to a lot of King’s Indians 
with a5 slowing down White’s plans. Carl’s rapid development down the kingside 
meant that he played as if he had the white pieces and had the better of the activity. 
But as so often when you have options, time started to drift. When Julian forced a 
queen exchange, there seemed little opportunity for black to find the win, so a draw 
was agreed. 

Second to finish was Mal, playing against another Dutch setup, but Mal played a very 
tricky gambit with an early e4. I was a bit concerned when the queens came off,    
knowing that Mal is one of the club’s best players with this piece.  

White:   Shrisha Tarihalkar 1562 
Black:  Nick Martin 1791 

Opening:  French Defence Exchange Variation 

White:  Mal Waddell 1814 
Black:  Jon Griffiths 1775 

Opening:  Benko Gambit 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1904 

1838 

1830 

1803 

Carl Portman (B) 

Paul Rowan 

Nathan Manley 

Mal Waddell 

½-½ 

1-0 

1-0 

1-0 

3½-½ 

Julian Summerfield  

Anthony Sadler 

Matthew Allen 

Mike Nevin 

1824 

1774 

1684 

1662 



However I soon saw why Mal was happy to swap. His knights were dancing all over the 
position creating havoc in a very undeveloped Black position. It was rooks pressuring 
the position that created the fatal mistake and black very soon crumbled. 

Nathan had a Nimzo-Indian that transposed into some Queen’s Indian ideas. White had 
strong play down the queenside and at first it seemed that Nathan’s kingside               
advantage was probably not enough. However white failed to keep the tension and 
some clever relocation of pieces by Nathan meant that he slowly gained control of the 
kingside and the centre. Nathan went a piece up at the cost of a couple of pawns but he 
soon exploited White’s back rank weaknesses and in the end converted the win quite 
easily. 

I was last to finish in a very tough grind with both of us short on time in the end. A 
blunder by black meant that a difficult to defend position became impossible. 

If we beat Shirley we gain promotion to the top division, so the points difference        
tonight was very good news. 

(Editor’s note: I personally thought these games were the most interesting/fun that I had seen so far. Paul was try-
ing to bludgeon his opponent to death and then finish him off with a cluster bomb, but Tony held on manfully until 
Paul broke through. Nathan is so good tactically that I just knew he was going to find a path to victory in the end-
game and Mal—well one never quite knows with Mal other than the fact he will go for the win. Often he simply 
frightens his opponent to death. Great games, great result). 

 

 

 

 

1.c4 e5 2.Nc3 d6 3.g3 f5 4.d3 Nf6 5.Bg2 Be7 6.e3 0–0 7.Nge2 a5 8.0–0 c6 9.f4 Nbd7 
10.h3 Qe8 11.b3 Qg6 12.Bb2 Nh5 13.Kh2 Nc5 14.Qc2 Ne6 15.Qd2 exf4 16.exf4 Bf6 17.Qe3 
Bxc3?! 18.Bxc3 Re8 19.Qf3 Bd7 20.Rfe1 Nf6 21.Nd4 Nxd4 22.Bxd4 Rxe1 23.Rxe1 Re8 
24.Rxe8+ Qxe8 25.Qe3 c5 26.Qxe8+ Nxe8 27.Bc3= ½–½ 

 

 

 

 

 

1.c4 g6 2.d4 Bg7 3.e4 d6 4.Nc3 Nc6 5.d5 Nd4 6.Be3 c5 7.Nge2 Nxe2 8.Bxe2 Qa5 9.Qd2 
Nf6 10.h3 0–0 11.0–0 a6 12.a4 Ne8 13.g4 f5 14.exf5 gxf5 15.f4 fxg4 16.hxg4 Nf6 17.f5 
h5?! 18.gxh5 Nh7 19.Bd3 Bd4 20.Kh1 Bd7?? 21.Bh6?! Rf7 22.Rf3 Kh8 23.Be3? Be5 24.Rg1 
Raf8 25.Bh6 Re8? 26.Qc2 Nf6 27.Bf4 Bxf4 28.Rxf4 Qd8 29.Rg6 Rh7 30.h6 Rg8 31.Rh4 
Qf8 32.Qd2 Be8 33.Qg5 Rf7 34.Ne2 Nh7 35.Rxg8+ Qxg8 36.Qxg8+ Kxg8 37.Nf4 Nf6 
38.b3 Nd7 39.Ne6 Ne5 40.Be4 Bd7 41.Ng5?! Rf6 42.h7+ Kh8 43.Rf4 Rh6+ 44.Kg2 Rh5 
45.Ne6 Rxh7 46.f6 exf6?? 47.Bxh7 Kxh7 48.Rxf6 the game went on for a few more 
moves and Black resigned. 1–0 

 

Did you know? 

Banbury Chess Club hosted a team from Oxford University in January 1894 beating 
them 14-6. It was played at the Cadbury Memorial Hall  

 

White: Julian Summerfield 1824 
Black: Carl Portman 1904 

Opening:  English Opening  

White: Paul Rowan 1838 
Black: Anthony Sadler 1774 

Opening:  Modern opening—Averbakh variation  



 

 

 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nf3 Bb4+ 4.Bd2 Bxd2+ 5.Nbxd2 b6 6.e4 d6 7.Bd3 Bb7 8.Qc2 Qe7 9.0–
0 Nbd7 10.a4 e5 11.d5 Nh5 12.a5 Nf4 13.b4 0–0 14.a6 Bc8 15.Rfe1 Nf6 16.Bf1 N6h5 17.c5 
f5 18.cxd6 cxd6 19.Rec1 fxe4 20.Nxe4 Bf5 21.Nfg5 h6 22.Nf3 Rac8 23.Bc4 b5 24.Nfd2 
bxc4 25.Qd1 Nf6 26.Ng3 Bg4 27.f3 Bd7 28.Nxc4 N6xd5 29.Ne4 Rxc4 30.Rxc4 Ne3 
31.Qxd6 Qxd6 32.Nxd6 Nxc4 33.Nxc4 e4 34.fxe4 Ne2+ 35.Kh1 Bb5 36.Nd6 Bxa6 37.h3 
Bd3 38.Rxa7 Ng3+ 39.Kh2 Nxe4 40.Nxe4 Bxe4 41.Ra2 Rb8 42.Rb2 Kf7 43.Kg3 Rb5 
44.Kf4 Bb7 45.Ke3 h5 46.Kd4 Rg5 47.b5 Rxg2 48.Rb3 Rg5 49.b6 Ke6 50.Re3+ Kd6 
51.Rf3 0–1 

 

 

 

 

1.d4 e6 2.c4 f5 3.e4 g6 4.e5 c5 5.d5 d6 6.f4 dxe5 7.fxe5 Qh4+ 8.g3 Qe4+ 9.Qe2 exd5?! 
10.Nc3 Qxe2+ 11.Ngxe2 d4 12.Nb5 Na6 13.Nf4 Bg7 14.Nd6+ Kf8 15.Bg2 Rb8?? 16.Bd2 Bxe5 
17.Nxc8 Rxc8 18.Bxb7 Re8 19.0–0 Nc7 20.Bc6 Re7 21.g4 g5?! 22.Nh3 Nf6?! 23.Rxf5! h6 
24.Re1 Bxh2+ 25.Kxh2 Rxe1 26.Bxe1 Kg7 27.Kg3 Rd8 28.Nf2 Ne6 29.Ne4 Nxe4+ 30.Bxe4 
d3 31.Bc3+ Nd4 32.Bxd3 Kg8 33.Rd5 Rxd5 34.cxd5 Kf7 35.Bxd4 cxd4 36.Kf3 Kf6 37.Ke4 
a5 38.Kxd4 h5 39.gxh5 g4 40.Be4 1–0 

 

Match 12 Banbury B v Shirley B 

30th April 2026 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Match report from Paul 

The crucial promotion match went down to the wire. With Mal defending desperately 
on board 4 with both players needing the time increment. Hoping for a miracle that 
sadly never came. 

The evening had started promisingly. Although both Carl and myself were prepared to 
play Darren Whitmore and Keith Ingram in that order. They had switched, rendering 
our prep useless. But also I had a very good record against Keith and a disastrous one 
against Darren. 

 

White: Matthew Allen 1684 
Black: Nathan Manley 1830 

Opening: Nimzo-Indian Defence   

White: Mike Nevin 1662 
Black: Mal Waddell 1803 

Opening: Dutch Defence   

1 

2 

3 

4 

1904 

1838 

1830 

1803 

Carl Portman (B) 

Paul Rowan 

Nathan Manley 

Mal Waddell 

½-½ 

1-0 

0-1 

0-1 

1½-2½ 

Keith Ingram  

Darren Whitmore 

Gordon Christie 

Arnold Peace 

1880 

1822 

1798 

1610 



All openings looked promising by move two! Mal played the Staunton gambit against 
the Dutch. A line he has done well in the past. It looked good too, as a Dutch player I 
thought that black needed to play d5 and when he didn’t and refused to take the      
second pawn offered I thought Mal was better. 

It was the same on board 3 where Nathan’s Sicilian illustrated why white shouldn’t    
really play Bc4. Nathan grabbed the centre and the bishop retreated. I had control of 
the centre in the English and Keith had played a rare sideline against Carl’s French, 
that is normally so solid. 

Things then started to go wrong as Mal was leaving many weak squares in an attempt 
to give us the early win he so often does. Then Nathan made a blunder that collapsed 
his strong centre. Giving away a free pawn that led to another pawn being eaten. Carl 
had weakened the white squares on his queenside, not the best when White’s bishop 
was sat on g2. 

Nathan’s position never recovered from the disaster and a rare early loss left us 1-0 
down in a match we had to win. 

Carl also looked lost. He had solved the queenside problems but at a cost of develop-
ment and king safety. Keith is a very good player at late middle game and it seemed 
Carl’s defence was overloaded. King in the centre and Keith opening up with superior 
development. How he escaped I am not sure. Carl said Keith wasn’t precise in his move 
order but I’m not sure what exactly he did wrong. But the main pieces came off and a 
draw was agreed. Meaning two wins were needed. 

My opponent sacrificed a piece for two pawns and a very active position. At one stage 
almost doing enough to equalise. Then he sac’d another piece for another two pawns 
and he was then much worse. He played on for a while but it was hopeless for him. 

Mal had continued to create a chaotic position. Blacks king was stuck in the centre. I 
thought he had to play d5. Earlier Mal had been down on time but his opponent was 
finding it increasingly hard to solve the problems. But gradually he succeeded. Finally 
though it was Mal whose infamous love of keeping his king in the middle of the board, 
who had to dance his king on nearly all the squares on his queenside before being  
checkmated with his opponent having only seconds left on the clock. 

Thus, we lost. Next year we have to go one better. 

 

 

 

1.e4 e6 2.g3 d5 3.Bg2 c6 4.d4 Nf6 5.e5 Nfd7 6.Ne2 c5 7.c3 Nc6 8.0–0 b6?? 9.c4 Ne7 
10.Bg5 Bb7 11.Nf4 Qc7 12.cxd5 Nxd5 13.Bxd5 Bxd5 14.Nxd5 exd5 15.Qf3 h6 16.Qxd5 Rc8 
17.e6?? hxg5 18.exd7+ Qxd7 19.Re1+ Be7 20.Qxd7+ Kxd7 21.dxc5 Bxc5 22.Nc3 Rhe8 
23.Rad1+ Kc6 24.a3 Rxe1+ 25.Rxe1 Rd8 26.Kf1 Rh8 27.Kg2 Rd8 28.Kf1=  ½–½ 

 

Then here’s to chess: and a cheer again 
For the man who fought on an April day 

With never a thought of sordid gain 
England’s proud of you Edward Bray 

 
A.A.Milne 

 

White: Keith Ingram 1880 
Black: Carl Portman 1904 

Opening: French Defence   



 

 

 

 

1.c4 Nf6 2.Nc3 e6 3.e4 d6 4.d4 Be7 5.Be3 0–0 6.Be2 Nc6 7.d5 exd5 8.cxd5 Ne5 9.f4 
Neg4 10.Bd4 Re8 11.h3 Nxe4 12.Nxe4 Bh4+ 13.Kf1 Rxe4 14.hxg4 Rxf4+ 15.Bf3 Bxg4 16.Be3 
Rf5 17.Qd3 Qf6 18.Qe4 Qxb2 19.Rb1 Qxa2 20.Rxh4 h5 21.Bd4 Kf8 22.Rxg4 hxg4 23.Qxf5 
gxf3 24.Nxf3 Re8 25.Rb2 Qc4+ 26.Kf2 c5 27.dxc6 bxc6 28.Qg4 f6 29.Rb7 Qe2+ 30.Kg3 
Re7 31.Rb8+ Re8 32.Bxa7 c5 33.Rb7 Re7 34.Qc8+ Kf7 35.Bb8 Qe6 36.Rxe7+ Qxe7 37.Qf5 
g6 38.Qd5+ Qe6 39.Qxe6+ Kxe6 40.Bxd6 c4 41.Bb4 Kd5 42.Bc3 Ke6 43.Nd2 g5 44.Nxc4 
Kf7 45.Bxf6! Kxf6 46.Kg4 1–0 

 

 

 

 

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 e6 4.c3 d5 5.exd5 exd5 6.Be2 Be6 7.0–0 Qc7 8.Na3 a6 9.Nc2 
Nf6 10.d4 c4 11.Ng5 Bf5 12.Ne3 Bg6 13.f4 h6 14.Nf3 Ne4 15.Nxd5 Qd8 16.Bxc4 Na5 17.Ne3 
Bd6 18.Ne5 Bxe5 19.fxe5 Qc7 20.Bd3 0–0–0 21.Qg4+ Qd7 22.Nf5 Ng5 23.Bxg5 hxg5 
24.Nd6+ Kb8 25.Qxd7 Rxd7 26.Bxg6 fxg6 27.Rf7 Rxf7 28.Nxf7 Rf8 29.Nxg5 Nc4 30.Rf1 
Re8 31.b3 Ne3 32.Rf7 Nf5 33.Ne4 Ne3 34.Rxg7 Rf8 35.Nf6 Nd1 36.Nd7+ 1-0 

 

 

 

 

1.d4 f5 2.e4 fxe4 3.Nc3 Nf6 4.Bg5 g6 5.Bc4 Bg7 6.f3 Nc6 7.fxe4 Nxe4 8.Nxe4 d5 9.Bb5 
dxe4 10.d5 a6 11.Qe2 axb5 12.dxc6 Qd5 13.cxb7 Bxb7 14.Nh3 0–0 15.Rd1 Qe5 16.c3 0–1 

 

 

White: Paul Rowan 1838 
Black: Darren Whitmore 1822 

Opening: English—Mikenas-Carls Variation 

White: Gordon Christie 1798 
Black: Nathan Manley 1830 

Opening: Sicilian Defence 

White: Mal Waddell 1803 
Black: Arnold Peace  1610 

Opening: Dutch Defence—Staunton Gambit 



Nathan’s end of year report for the AGM 
 

Banbury B Report 

The 2025–2026 season was both successful and rewarding for Banbury B, and I would 
like to extend my thanks to all players who represented the team during the campaign. 
The core membership of the side comprised Carl, Paul, Mal, and myself, with additional 
players drawn from the wider club squad to provide cover and ensure that individuals 
were not tied unnecessarily. 

The team concluded the season with a record of six wins, four draws, and two losses, 
accumulating 16 points and finishing second in the division, narrowly behind Shirley B. 
Promotion and the divisional title were ultimately decided in the final fixture of the 
season, contested between the top two teams. A win in this match would have secured 
the championship; however, following a defeat on the evening, we finished as runners
-up. 

 

Individual performances throughout the season were commendable: 

 

• Board 1 – Carl: 5.5 points from 9 games 

• Board 2 – Paul: 4 points from 8 games 

• Board 3 – Nathan: 5 points from 9 games 

• Board 4 – Mal: 3 points from 7 games 

 

Additional contributions were also noteworthy.  

 

Sam played on four occasions, scoring three points, while Nick made an excellent im-
pact with a perfect score of three points from three games. 

I would also like to acknowledge Carl’s efforts in compiling a season bulletin, which 
will serve as a valued record of the team’s performance and achievements. 

Further thanks to Paul, particularly contributing with his detailed and accurate match 
reports. 

In summary, it has been a privilege to captain Banbury B this season. The commitment 
and consistency shown by all players were instrumental in our strong league finish. 
With this foundation, we will look to build further and aim to improve upon our posi-
tion in the forthcoming season. 

 

Nathan Manley 

 

At the end of the day the kings and pawns go  

back in the same box 

Italian proverb 



 

Final Table 

 

English Chess Players 

Antti Favén 1882-1948 

Finland 

Source: Wikimedia Commons 


