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The most defining characteristic of the Jobava-London System is that it is still a very new opening.

Although the opening was occasionally tried in the late 1800s and early 1900s by some leading players of the era, in those years it was considered by theory as a variant of the Queen's Pawn Opening or the Richter-Veresov System. Its emergence as an independent opening and gaining popularity dates back only fifteen or twenty years.

The greatest credit for the spread of the Jobava system undoubtedly belongs to GM Baadur Jobava and GM Richard Rapport. Both players are known for their creative, innovative, and unconventional playing styles, which suits the spirit of our opening.

The reason the opening takes "half" its name from the London System is the undeniable similarity between them. Comparing the Jobava-London with the standard London System will be extremely beneficial for understanding it well. For example, in the London System, White's d2-knight is somewhat passive, whereas in the Jobava-London, this knight is developed to c3 and can cause Black serious difficulties if ...b5 is played. On the other hand, in the London System, the c3-d4-e3 pawn structure that emerges gives White an unshakable center, while in the Jobava, since the c3 square is occupied by the knight, the c2-c3 (or c2-c4) pawn push cannot be made, at least for a while.

Another feature of the Jobava-London is that, like the London System, it is easy to learn. The player can achieve success by understanding the basic ideas without drowning in endless theoretical studies or memorizing specific variants.

The opening's innovative, confusing for the opponent, and tactical nature often results in Black, who has no idea what to do in many cases, collapsing already in the opening phase. (This can be true even for the world's best players.) In cases where Black has very good theoretical preparation, White may not emerge from the opening with an advantage, but even then, the player with the white pieces will play a typical middlegame position equal, knowing the typical ideas better than the opponent. This is all that modern chess expects from openings...

––––––––
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Although the players who have recently revealed the basic strategic ideas of the Jobava London System and systematized the variants are Richard Rapport and Baadur Jobava, of course, the players who "invented" or first used the moves 2.Nc3 and 3.Bf4 are not them.

The foundations of the "standard" London System were laid by the practice of players like James Mason and Joseph Blackburne in the 19th and 20th centuries. In the same years, the moves 2.Nc3 and 3.Bf4 were tried many times but not accepted as an independent opening.

While the unique theory of the London System developed gradually over the years, we can say that the Jobava-London System was not taken seriously theoretically until the early 2000s, when the Georgian* grandmaster Baadur Jobava frequently used it in rapid and blitz games. Interestingly, Jobava himself rarely used this system in classical games at first and viewed it more as "fun."

However, as games where White had a high winning percentage accumulated in the ChessBase database, it attracted players' attention. As a result, from the 2010s onward, the Jobava System began to be seen frequently in classical tournaments, and in the following years, books and CDs analyzing the opening were published by GM Eric Prié (France) and GM Simon Williams (England); in the same years, the system began to become the main weapon of young stars over 2700 rating like Giri, Dubov, and Artemiev.

In this section of our book, a few games played in the late 19th century and early 20th century have been examined. Naturally, the reader should not expect the Jobava System to be treated in these games in line with modern theory.

GAME-1

William Atkinson vs Henry Bird

Simul, CAN 1877

1.d4 d5 2.Nc3 g6?!  

One of the important masters of the era with an unconventional understanding, Henry Bird prefers to play flexibly instead of bringing a pawn to the center.

3.Bf4

[image: Your Generated Chess Board]

Although there is nothing wrong with White's move, as a general principle, in similar positions, the e4 push can be said to be more effective.

3...Bg7 4.Nf3 Nc6?

[image: Your Generated Chess Board]

It would not be an exaggeration to say that even an average player today could easily spot that the move played is a mistake. However, the game we are examining was played a century and a half ago.

The correct moves were 4...Nf6 5.e3 O-O 6.Be2 c5 7.O-O b6 8.Nb5 Nc6 9.Nc7 Rb8 or 4...c5 5.e3 Nf6 6.Nb5 Na6 7.h3 O-O 8.c3 Bd7 9.a4 c4 10.Nd2 Bxb5.

5.e3?  

White fails to exploit the mistake. 5.Nb5! e5 6.dxe5 a6 7.Nbd4 Nge7 8.e3 O-O 9.h4 Bg4 10.Qd2 Re8 11.Be2 h5 12.c3 Qd7 13.O-O Nf5 14.Nxf5 Bxf5 15.Rfd1 and White should win.

5...Nf6? 6.Be2?

[image: Your Generated Chess Board]

Black once again gives White the Nb5 chance, and White once again fails to take it.

5...a6 was necessary.

6...O-O 7.O-O Nh5 8.Bg3 Nxg3 9.fxg3  

9.hxg3 is better.

9...Kh8 10.h3 f5?!  

Ambitious but strategically wrong. While chasing attacks that will not yield results, it blocks the c8-bishop and weakens the e7-pawn. 10...e5 should have been played.

11.Kh2 e5  

Better. Due to space advantage, bishop pair, and pawn structure without weaknesses, Black's position is better, and with steady play, he should win the game.

12.Nxe5 Nxe5 13.dxe5 Bxe5 14.Nxd5 Bxb2 15.Bc4 Bxa1??

[image: Your Generated Chess Board]

A blunder that ruins a sack of figs.

After both sides' acceptable oversights for the era's conditions in the opening phase, a middlegame position was reached where Black was positionally advantageous. He should have won with correct play:

15...c6 16.Nf4 Bxa1! 17.Qxa1+ Qf6 18.Qc1 b5 19.Bb3 a5 20.a4 b4 21.Rd1 Ra7 22.Rd4 Rd7 23.h4 Rxd4 24.exd4 Re8 etc.

16.Qxa1+ Kg8?  

Although the result would not change, there was no need for Black to be mated "immediately"; 16...Rf6 17.Nxf6 Qd4 18.Qxd4 c5 19.Qd8+ Kg7 20.Qe7+ Kh6 21.Qxh7+ Kg5 22.Qh4#

17.Ne7#

1-0

GAME-2

Frank Marshall vs Stanley Chadwick

USA 1897/98

1.d4 d5 2.Nc3 c5 3.dxc5

[image: Your Generated Chess Board]

3.e4! playing a "reverse-colored Albin Counter-Gambit" would be more correct.

3...e6 4.Bf4 Bxc5 5.e4 d4?

[image: Your Generated Chess Board]

Black is practically forcing his opponent to make moves that will lose him the game.

The correct continuation was 5...Ne7 6.exd5 Qb6 7.Qf3 Nxd5 8.Nxd5 exd5 9.O-O-O O-O 10.Ne2 Bxf2 11.Rxd5 Be6 12.Nc3 Bxd5 13.Nxd5 Qe6=.

6.Nb5 Qa5+ 7.c3 dxc3 8.bxc3  

8.Bc7 c2+ 9.Bxa5 cxd1Q+ 10.Rxd1 Na6 11.e5 Bd7 12.Nf3 Ne7 13.b4 Nc6 14.bxc5 Nxa5 15.Nd6+ is also an interesting variant.

8...Na6 9.Be5?!  

Of course, developing moves like 9.Nf3 or 9.Bd3, or supporting the knight with 9.a4, would have been better.

9...f6 10.Bd4 e5?  

10...Bxd4 11.Qxd4 Nh6 12.Nd6+ Ke7 13.Bxa6 Qxa6 14.e5 Nf5 15.exf6+ gxf6 16.Nxf5+ exf5 should have been played.

11.Bxc5 Nxc5 12.Qd5

[image: Your Generated Chess Board]

White's advantage is decisive.

12...Qb6 13.Nd6+ Ke7 14.Qf7+ Kxd6 15.Rd1+ Kc6 16.Bc4 Bd7 17.Qxg7 Qb2 18.Ne2 Nh6 19.Qxf6+ Kc7 20.Qxe5+ Kb6 21.O-O Qa3 22.Rxd7 Nxd7 23.Rb1+ Kc6 24.Nd4#  

1-0

GAME-3

Henri Weenink vs Rudolf Loman

NED 1929

1.d4 d5 2.Nc3 Bf5 3.Bf4 a6 4.e3 Nf6 5.Bd3 Bg6 6.Nf3 e6 7.O-O Nbd7 8.Re1 Ne4 9.Bxe4 dxe4 10.Nd2 f5 11.f3 Bh5 12.g4 fxg4 13.fxg4 Bg6 14.Ncxe4 Be7 15.Qe2 Nb6 16.c4 O-O 17.Rf1 Qd7  

With the development of Black's queen, the opening phase is finally complete.

First, we must note that, although it may not fully align with modern understanding, both players have generally handled the opening well. In the resulting middlegame position, considering White's space advantage, the more harmonious appearance of his pieces, center control, and the weaknesses in Black's pawn structure, we can say White is slightly better. On the other hand, taking Black's bishop pair into account, it is still too early for White to claim a winning advantage.
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