
 

B.S.C.C. 
The Bishop’s Stortford Chess Club  

 

Match Report 

B.S.C.C. T2 V Watford 3 

 

Date Opposition Team Score Opposition Grade 

Mon 18 
Nov 2019 

Watford 3 

153 Lara Osiyemi 1 - 0 Michael Luberto 167 
146 Laurie Mercer ½ - ½ Darrell Pigott 157 

137 Tim Acton ½ - ½ Alistair Taylor 150 

135 Andrew Cowlin (C) 0 - 1 Neil Dunlop 144 

 
Venue Result 120 Charles Willbe 0 - 1 Simon Charles 142 

Away Loss  B.S.C.C. T2 2 - 3 Watford 3  

Notes 
A good effort against a strong side that we came close to getting something out of, but fell just short. 

 

Individual Players Reports 

Board 1 
Lara 

My opponent been a strong player scared me when he used 12 out of the 15 minutes he gained on me 
for arriving late as usual to reply to my usual d4 with g6. 
 
He went kings Indian defence. On move 6 he allowed my pawn on d5 only to return his knight on c6 to 
b8. I thought I had a tempo but to my surprise!  it was all book moves so far; so said the software. 
 
The knight eventually got trapped on a6 and he eventually got mated on move 74 out stubbornness. 
My score so far 3.5 of 8 games. Not so good but catching up! 
 

Board 2 
Laurie 

My game against Watford. I played the Sicilian dragon. My opponent played a sort of sozinAlapin 
combination. 
It became very tactical and tricky for both of us. I sacrificed a pawn to allow the exchange of his dark 
squared bishop for a knight. 
With the bishop pair I managed to position my rook on the seventh rank with winning tactical threats. 
He defended well and with his two passed pawns to my one I was happy to agree a draw. We were both 
in time trouble. Laurie 

Board 3 
Tim 

I had the white pieces, and played the dynamic English.  It required careful play on both sides, as my 
opponent said afterwards, it was like a tightrope walk, with one false step on either side leading to 
disaster.  In fact my opponent mis-stepped, I won a pawn, but I didn't have the confidence to play it 
through with less time, an increasingly complex position, and his attack brewing nicely.  To my surprise, 
my opponent agreed to a draw, and I was happy with the outcome. 
 

Board 4 
Andrew 

Had the black pieces and my opponent replied to my dutch with the Staunton gambit. 
The exact same opening I faced last Thurs, so I was kicking myself for not looking at that game as I still 
don’t really know what I’m doing here. 
I ended up spending far too much time in the opening, but did come out better in the middle game 
winning an exchange and getting an attack against his king. 
Unfortunately after pieces got swapped off my attacked fizzled out and it went downhill rapidly in the 
end game when I was really short of time and needed it most, I ended up losing.    

Board5 
Charles 

I played f4 immediately against a Sicilian (Dragon variation?) and tension built up around d5 which if 
played, so I thought, would result in an exchange pawns and a couple of pieces each with the opening 
up of the king file. On move 8, Black duly played d5 and on move 16 I realised that I was a piece to a 
pawn down and couldn’t work out why! 
When I ran through the game again I realised that I had always been wrong about d5: at best it would 
have cramped my position; at worst it was what I played. Although I tried a couple of approaches to 
salvage a draw (first restricting access to his pair of Bishops then trying a desperate pawn-break on the 
Q-side) which might have worked on weaker players, being significantly outgraded they were always 
“forlorn hopes”. 0-1 

 

 


