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Introduction

The Aim of this Book

Our main objective is to give Black a
complete repertoire with the opening
move 1..d6. The other aim is to pro-
vide amore detailed theoretical survey
of the opening lines 1d4 d6 2 c4 e5, 1
d4.d6 2 3 g4 and all the other 2nd
moves for White (except 2 e4). These
lines have been generally neglected by
the opening theory industry until now
and the theory in ECO is not of the
highest possible level, with some im-
portant lines missing entirely. We are
therefore about to jump into rather un-
explored territory. Our main objective
(providing Black with a complete rep-
ertoire) demands that we also provide
playable lines against the moves 1 e4
and 2 e4, and also against White’s
other first moves. This is why Chap-
ters 20-29 are necessary but they are
treated in a more selective manner
than the earlier core parts ofthe book.

History

There doesn’t seem to be much early
history inthe lines 1...d6 against 1 d4,
as some of the main systems only
started to appear in the period 1950-
1970.and somehaveonly acquired any
real popularity in the last two decades.
In The Oxford Companion to Chess

the opening 1 d4 d6 (D) is attributed
to Pillsbury for some reason but who
really has heard of the Pillsbury Open-
ing? Most players seem to think 1..d6
is not a specific opening at all but
rather a move to transpose 1o some
well-known openings such as the Pirc,
Modem, King’s Indian or Dutch, and
over the years many players have used
it for precisely this purpose.

The line 2 f3 g4 was popular-
ized by Julian Hodgson during the
1980s (although, e.g., Miles used to
play it earlier). This is why we call it
theHodgsonline. Theline 2 c4 e5 of-
ten leads to territory generally classi-
fied as part of the English Opening
(ECO code A21). However, it has little
in common with other English Open-
ing lines. This line also became more
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1) Our main recommendation is the
Pirc Defence, meaning the well-known
variations arisingaf ter the moves 1 e4
d6 2 d4 Mf6 3 Mc3 g6. The Pircis a
completely valid opening, as proved
by many games at grandmaster level—
this is a major benefit, as you can be
sure that your time spent leamning it
will not be wasted. For an amateur
player wishing to leamn and play the
1...d6 repertoire, the main problem
with the Pirc is that it demands a sig-
nificant amount of theoretical knowl-
edge. We do not discuss the Modem
move-order 2..g6 because we don’t
want to allow Whitetoheadfor King’s
Indian-type positions with 3 c4.

2) There is also the Endgame Sys-
tem, where Black plays either 1 e4 d6
2d4eS5orl e4d62 d4 &6 3 Mc3 (or
3 £3) 3..e5. We must emphasize that
to some players the quick liquidation
to an endgame with a slightly weak-
ened pawn-structure might seem a

nightmare. However, if you want to
have something against 1 e4 with a
minimal need for learning theory, or if
you want to test your opponent in a
long endgame, thenthis maybe agood
choice. However, you have to be pre-
pared to play the line of the Philidor
Defence which arises after 4 &f3.

3) Also worth noting is the Czech
Variation, which is characterized by
themoves | e4 d6 2d4 &6 3 Mc3.co.
This system is much easier to leam,
but Black has some theoretical prob-
lems at the moment in the sharpest
lines. However, the chance of White
having a detailed knowledge of the
theory of thisrare line is not very high,
whichmight make it aworthy surprise
weapon. However, we decided against
providing detailed coverage of a line
that we cannotreally recommend.

With 1 d4 the choice of system is
harder, as White controls the course of
the game with hissecondmove. But we
have included a minor choice, anyway.

Against 1 d4 d6 2 &f3

[ B )
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1) The main line with 2..2g4 is
reminiscent of some Old Indian or
Modem lines if White plays 3 c4,
though many independent position-
types are availableto both players, es-
pecially those where Black exchanges
on f3, creating an unbalanced position.
After 3 e4 we have a completely inde-
pendent position, which is regarded as
apeacefulone, though slightly passive
forBlack.

2) Theline of the Old Indian which
arises after 2.6 3 c4 &f5 offers
Black some active counterplay close
totheideas of the King’s Indian in the
main lines. However, there are many
quite dangerous options for White,
which Black should know, so if the
reader wants to play this variation, then
additional preparation is necessary.

3) The Portuguese Gambit 2...£.g4
3 c4 e5 is worth a closer look if Black
is looking for a surprise weapon.

Against 1 d4 d6 2 c4

1) Themainlinewith2..e5isafully
choice, with no

problems. However, the amount of
material is quite large there, so there is
a clear need for preparations. Theo-
retically the most critical line is 3 f3
ed 4 Mg5 f5.

2) Theline of the Old Indian which
runs 2...e53 Af3ed4 MgSAF65 Mc3
£f5 is possible here. It has occasion-
ally beenchosenby strong players, but
some problems have cropped up re-
cently. However, the whole line is
quite positional, offering good chances
for active counterplay in the main
lines.

3) Theline of the Old Indian which
runs 2. M6 3 Mc3 (or 3 Bf3) 3. 4f5
is also anoptionhere.

4) ThePortuguese Gambit, 2...e5 3
Af3 £ g4, isanother possibility at this
point.

Practical Results

Theline 1d4d62 c4 e5Shasbeenareal
gold-mine for Black. Especially the
exwemely bad statistics of the exchange
of gqueens after 3 dxe5 is one of the
most astonishing phenomena in chess.
Perhaps this can be partly explained
by the persistent delusion of many
weaker players that it is a good idea to
exchangethe queens at the firstoppor-
tunity when facing a higher-rated op-
ponent. But eventhe otherlines 3 &f3
and 3 Mc3arescoring relatively poorly
for White. This is why most 1..d6
players are happy to see 2 c4 on the
board and the need to use the trans-
positional possibilities to other open-
ings explained earlier is significantly
smaller than after 2 &f3.
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The Hodgson variation, 2 8f3 g4,
is scoring perfectly well for Black,
whose practical results are no worse
than with other second moves like
2..g6 or 2..Mf6. However, for a seri-
ous tournament player it is not a bad
ideato use some of the transpositional
possibilities every now and then be-
cause predictability is usually a weak -
ness in chess.

White has gained the best practical
results with 2 e4, and they are slightly
above the average. This may be a psy-
chological problem for some players.
For players who like to play the Pirc,
Modem or the endgame system regu-
larly against 1 e4 this should not be a
problem but the other players should
consider whether the opponent feels
comfortable in these openings. Many
1 d4 players don’t.

For Whom is this
Repertoire?

These lines have always attracted orig-
inal fighting players such as Hodgson,
Miles, Speelman, Adams, Gulko, Hickl,
Agrest, efc., and there is a lot of flexi-
bility to transpose to different kinds of
systems. Most of the lines are more
positional than tactical in nature but

they leave a lot of space for creativity
and aggressive play by Black. Players
who like sharp theoretical and con-
cretetactical battles where home prep-
aration plays a key role should prefer
systems like the Dragon, Najdorf or
Griinfeld. For players who don’t like
endings, our repertoire is hardly opti-
mal although the many endings dis-
cussed usually takerather a queenless
middlegame nature. The only ending
Black is obliged to accept in this rep-
ertoire arises after 1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3
dxe5 dxe5 4 Wxd8+ &xd8 (D)

i / ,/;

This ending is very easy and sys-
tematic for Black and by no means a
dead draw - indeed, Black can often
create winning chances surprisingly
quickly.
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In this part of the book (Chapters
1-10) we study what to play as Black
after 1 d4 d6 2 c4. Black’s most direct
approach is to play 2..e5 toattack the
strong centre that White hasformed in
his first two moves. This direct plan is
related to the endgame system | e4 d6
2d4 e5, but there is one ma jordistine-
tion. Here the endgame after 3 dxe$5 is
not dangerous for Black, so White must
seek other plans. These other plans,
focusing on the battle for the centre,
are 3 d5, closing the centre, and 3 e3
and 3 Df3 10 support the centre, either
with a pawn or with a knight. White’s
last main option, 3 c3, gives Black
the chancetoopenthecenwre.,and White
usually loses some time because he
has to take back on d4 with his queen.

Specialists

There are some specialists who have
played the variations presented in this
part of the book very often. These spe-
cialists include the British grandmasters
Jonathan Speelman, Michael Adams,
Colin McNab and Julian Hodgson, to-
gether with other strong players such
as Jorg Hickl, Zurab Azmaiparashvili,
Evgeny Agrest and Viktor Komliakov,
The most notable detail is that some of
these players have scored really well
with this opening, as a clear plus result
as Black is always a good achieve-
ment. It seems that some of these play-
ers use 1..d6 in a flexible manner
Either they try to playfora win against
weaker players, or they wish 1o trans-
pose to some known openings, but
without allowing-some variations they
want to avoid

Statistics

The generaltrend is that Black scores
very well: in my database Black has
made an incredible 56% result after |
d4 d6 2 c4 e5. Thetableon the follow-
ing page is how White has scored with
his various possibilities on the third
move. It shows the number of games
together with White's percentage score,
overall rating and performance.
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Variation Games Wsscore | W’srating | W’s Performance
3663 1143 49% 2376 _ 2399
3 dxe5 415 | 33% 2269 2234
3 &3 315 49% 2368 2386
3ds 170 39% 2287 2269
3e3 37 | 29% 2275 | 2196

Introduction to 3 Df3

In Chapters 2-6 we study the positions
after 1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 Df3 ed, with
Black continuing ..f5 to forin a pawn-
chain in the centre. In the Encyclo-
puedia of Chess Openings the main
lines of this variation can be found un-
der the code A2l, since they can also
bereached via the move-order 1 c4 e5
243 d6 3D f35 4 d4 ed. The main
feature of this variation is therapidad-
vance of Black’s pawns in the centre,
and the white counter-attack against
them before Black gets a chance to
support them too well.

Plans for White

White has a few general positional
plans to counter the black centre. He
can try a pawn-break, either with the
usual 3, or withtherare g4. Hecan try
to get an outpost for his knight, either
on the usual square f4, oron g5. Or he
can iry to stop Black’s central expan-
sion ...d5 by playing d5 himself. So, in
the first place it is White who chooses
the nature of the play.

In the following diagram we see a
basic position with White playing g3.
White’s main plansare 10 f3 to start
the attack against Black's centre, or 10

Cannes 1990

d5 torestrict Black's pieces and stop
Black supportingthecentre with ...d5.

In the diagram on the following
page, we see White adopting the plan
of occupying central outposts with his
knights. This is a basic position in the
variation with €3 and #e2. The f4-
knight controls the centre well, and
Black has no plans to undermine the
knight with a pawn.

Plans for Black
Black’s set of tools contains plans to
support the central e4-pawn, and plans
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toimprove the positions of his pieces.
The most common development for
the dark-square bishop is to placeit on
the long al-h8 diagonal, and Black's
queen’s knight isusually developed via
a6-c7 to support the centreand keep
an eye on the vulnerable e6-square.
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Madrid 1992

White has played d5, but Black’s
bishop is well positioned on the long
diagonal,andBlack’'sknightsare ready
tobecome active with usual plans such
as ..Qe5 or ..&e5 and ..Df6. The
d5-pawn can become a target, while
White’s bishops are ineffective for

7
|

BUIRSE

Zakharevich — Komliakov
Moscow /996

If Black has a chance to play ..d5
without the pawn becoming a target
for immediate attack by White, it is
generally useful for him tofix the cen-
we. The pawns on dS and e4 give Black
space to manoeuvre his pieces, and
‘White’s pawn-breaks are not so effec-
tive any more. White should probably
advance on the queenside and open
lines there, but Black can expect good
counterplay by an advance on the
kingside.
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In this chapter we study variations
where White plays the logical g3, #.g2
and0-0 before startinganyaction in the
centre. After these moves, White has
two general plans: the central break
(by playing f3) or the central build-up
(with the d5 advance)

Black has various possible counters
to these plans. In Line B1, we see the
standard plan for Black, namely ...c6,
..&Da6-c7 and ...d5, with play usually
gravitating to the queenside. The new
plans with Komliakov's ...&3bd7 (Line
A) and the flexible ..&h8 (Line B2)
are interesting although less-played
options for Black.

1d4d62cdeS35)M3ed45)g5155
De3 Ke76Dh3 c6 7g3 Of6 (D)

‘WS

Or:

a) Theimmediate 8 £)f4 seems to
be premature :

al) The sharp 8...g5'? is possible;
for example, 9 g2 h6 10 h4 Hg8 11
%d2 @b6 12 €3 &e6 13 b4 Dbd7 14
ad Wd8 15 a5 &f8 16 R e2 g7 17
Yad a618 bl Hf8 19 '&al d5 20 ¢S5
££721 $dl Deb 22 Fc2and the po-
sition is unclear, Delemarre-Christi-
ansen, Antwerp 1995

a2) Black can continue normally
with 8..0-0 9 h4 a6 10 e3 &c7 11
2d2 Th8 (11../De6!? looks good) 12
Hc2 2d713b4d514c5b515 cxb6
axb6 16 Bbl &e6 17 Dee2 Hxf4 18
&xf4 bS = Pachman-Matanovi¢, Por-
toroz1Z 1958

b) 8 &g5 is arare way to develop
the dark-squared bishop, but it is pos-
sible:

bl) 8..%a6 9 €3 0-0 10 D4 &7
11 h4 De6 12 e2 Dxf4 13 &xf4
&e6 14 Sf1 h6 15 h5 27 16 b4 &d7
17 g2 & Schlosser-Heinatz, Dresden
1995, though Black’s position is quite
solid.

b2) 8..%g4!79 i xe7 '#xe7 10 e3
85 (10. is possible) 11 #d2 Da6
12 0-0-0 &d7 (12..h6!? seems to be a
useful move) 13 c5 dxc5 14 Zxab
bxa6 15 a4 Leb6 16 DxcS 4dS 17
&bl Eb8 18 Hcl0-0 19 gl * Lput-
ian-Minasian, Protvino 1993.
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Wenowreturnto 8 &g2 (D):

a

Placing the bishop differently with
8.. Re6'? is perhaps playable; for ex-
ample, 9 d5 £f7 10 0-0 Hbd7, and
now:

a) 11 f3 exf3 12 exf3 De5 13 f4
Dxcd 14 dxc6 b6+ 15 Fhl bxco 16
b3Da517Eel Bd8 18 £a3 ¥c7 19
We2 is equal, Haba-Votava, Czech Cht
1997/8.

b) 1l Dg5 Ag8 12 3 h6 13 Deb
A xe6 14 dxe6 De5 15 fxed fxed 16
Ah3 ¥b6 17 &g2 Wb4 § Czerwon-
ski-Mikhaletz, Swidnica 1999.

c) 11 b3 Dg4 12 ¥d20-0 13 3
exf3 14 exf3 Dge5 15 &b2 ¢S5 16
Zael Af6 17 Af 4 Fuhrmann-U.Hel-
big, Bundesliga 1997/8.

A)

8. bd7!?

This move is the latest idea in-
vented by one of the specialists of this

variation, Komliakov. Black’s knight
goes eithertoe6 (via f8) or to b6.

90-0

Or:

a) 9%f4is not good, as Black can
start advancing on the kingside with
9..%f8 10 d5 g5 1l ©Dh3 h6 12 dxcd
bxc6 13 £3 d5 14 Re3 fe6 15 cxdS
cxd5 ¥ Lomineishvili-Komliakov, Mos-
cow 1997.

b) 9 f3, aiming to play in the cen-
tre, is not especially dangerous; for ex-
ample, 9...2Db6!? (9...exf3 10 exf3 0-0
is also a thematic position: 11 Mf4
He8 12 0-0 D8 13 Bel Dgb 14 Ded
Kxe6 15 Bxe6 Wd7 16 d5 &d8! =
Sorin-Slipak, SaltaClarin 1995) 10 b3
d5 11 5 ©bd7 12 ba &f 13 0-0 h6
(13..0e6!? leads to equality) 14 Df2
&e6 with a basic position-type with a
closed centre, in whichboth sides have
their trumps. However, White tried an
interesting idea to sharpen the game
on the kingside in Delemarre-Bolo-
gan, Wijk aan Zee 1996: 15 g4!? exf3
16 exf3 0-0 with a chaotic pawn-
formation.

c) 9dS andnow:

cl) 9..%e5 (the basic central plan
is possible here) 10 b30-0 11 0-0 £d7
12 2b2 Dfgd 13 '¥d2 a5 14 Phl a4
15 £3 ©f6 16 Babl axb3 /2-'2 Caf-
ferty-McNab, British League (4NCL)
1999/00.

c2) 9..4)b6! and then:

c21) After 10 b3? cxd5 11 cxdS
Dbxd5 12 Dxd5Was+ 13 £d2 ¥xd5
Black wins a pawn, for which White
doesn’t get enough compensation: 14
Af4 W7 15 L¢3 247 16 Hel Ec8 17
£d4 (Lazarev-Gofshtein, Oberwart
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1993) 17..26'7 18 &xf6 &xf6 19 MdS
Yes 7.

€22) 10dxc6bxc6 11b3dS5=Gof-
shtein.

c23) 10 &b3 Afd7! (10..a5 11 Re3
c5 12 #c2 a4 13 &bl Abd7 14 Ma3
Ae5 15 £3 £d7 16 Edl 0-0 17 0-0
e is OK for Black, Mastrovasilis-
Salmensuu, Rimavska Sobota 1996;
10...cxdS 11 cxd5 0-0 12 0-0 &c7 13
2d1¥c4 14 Xe3 £d7 = Dao-Anka,
Budapest 1994) 11 0-0 &e5 (11..c5'?)
12 dxc6bxc6 13 ¢5 dxc5 14 £f4 (14
EdI'? might be the most critical try
for counterplay) 14...c4 15 $c2 &f6
16 Badl #e7 17 3 exf3 18 exf3 &d3
F Michaelsen-Agrest, Firth 1999.

Wenow retumto® 0-0 (D):

g

2 @@/4!%

9...8b6

After 9..0-0'? 10 f3 b6 11 b3 d5
12 ¢S5 Mbd7 13 &f4, which seems to
be a playable alternative, there has
been a game with a curious knight ma-
noeuvre: 13.. b8 14 hd Ma6 15 b4
(15Ebl1!?) 15...Mxb4 16 &b3 Ma6 17
fxed fxed 18 Mxed Bxed 19 fxed
L6 20 &b2 Mxc5 21 dxc5 &xb2 22

xb2 dxe4 F Gloria-Komliakov, Ma-
nila OL 1992.

10b3ds

10..0-0 11d5%and 10...&e6 11d5
cxd5 12 A4 £ allow White o fix the
centreto his advantage.

11¢5

Or:

a) The tactical idea 11 a4 doesn’t
work because of 11 ...dxc4 12 a5 8bd5
13 Wxd5 Wxd5 14 a6 0-0 15Mf4 Wf7
16 bxcd Wxca 17 Eas $r7 18 axb?
#xb7 19 a5 MdS F Arsovié-Simié,
Belgrade 1994.

b) 11 cxdS5 MfxdS(11...Mhxd5 12
M2470-0 13 2b2h6 14 Yl g515f3
€3 16 Mc5 f4 7 D'Israel-Oratovsky,
Netanya 1993) 12 8xd5 MxdS and
now:

bl) 13 a4? g5' (13..Mc3!7) 143
e3 15 §d3 4 16 Yed 0-0 T Permia-
kov-Komliakov, Kemerovo 1995.

b2) 13 &f4and here:

b21) 13..85'7 14 Mxd5 cxd5 15 3
0-0 16 fxed fxed 17 Exf8+ Yxfs 18
fe3 fe6 19 Bcl Ec820@d2Excl+
21 ¥ xcl Yd8 = Radovici-Komliakov,
Romania 1993.

b22) 13..4f6!? 14 &h5 0-0 15
Axf6+ xf6 16 e3 Reb is also possi-
ble, Grechikhin-Komliakov, Cherepo-
vets 1997.

b23) 13...0-0 seems pretty safe for
Black: 14 Mxd5 &xd5 15 &f4 &f6 16
€3g517 £c7 &e6 witha slight advan-
tage for Black, Raeber-Oratovsky,
Switzerland 1994.

11..5bd7

Now theknighthas the strong post
e6 available.

12 b4 (D)
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12 £ g5 leaves thedark squares too
weak: 12..Df8 13 f4 De6 14 &xf6

£xf6 15 €3 Dxc5 T 16 'Yc2 Ded 0-1
Riedener-Klauser, Berne 1997.

X .&j@é// %%

12..4f8

This position is quite easy for Black
to play: ..&)f8-e6 improves the knight's
position, and White’s advance on the
queenside is easy to counter.

a) 12..h67 13 f3 g5 results in a
slightly more complicated version of
the same position-type: 14 fxed fxe4
15 8b3 &8 16 bS De6 17 €3 hS 18
Df2h4 19 bxet bxe6 20 Dfxed with
enough compensation since the black
king is stillin the centre, Volke-Green-
feld, Munich 1992.

b) 12..a67! 13 &X4 AF8 14 Dad =
and White can use the thematic weak
point on b6.

13 b5 Aeb

13..h6?' is arisky attempt to com-
plicate: 14 bxc6 bxc6 15 Ha4 '§d7 16
Bblg5 17 f3 &gb (17...exf3 18 exf3
Dg6 19 4 g4 20 AF2 0-0 21 Dd3 #)
18 fxedfxed 19 ©dl 0-020 De3 Ded
21 ©f2 Wc7 (Savchenko-Komliakov,

Russian Army Ch 1995) 22 Dxed!
Hxfl+ 23 Ixfl £

14 bxc6 bxe6 15 Wad Wd7 16 Af4
0-0

16..@c7 17 £3 g5 18 ©h3 h6 19
A2 0-0 1/2-/2 Roobol-Hartoch, Dutch
Cht 1995.

17 Ebl Ac7!

The final opening plan: Black aims
to finish his development with .. £a6
and ..Eb8, at the same time keeping
an eye on White's queenside activity.

18 hd #a6 19 &h3 g6 20 Ae3
Efb8 21 Exb8+ Exb8 22 Ebl Exbl+
23 Axbl W8 24 Whd

V2-V2 Zakharevich-Komliakov, Mos-
cow 1996.

Conclusion: The Komliakov plan
appears to be completely sound for
Black.

B)
8..0-0.9 0-0
Now:
B1: 9..4a6 17
B2: 9.%h8!? 20

B1)

9..Mab (D)

This is the older starting position of
the g3 variation. Black’s easiest devel-
opment is ...0-0 together with ...5a6,
aiming to support the centre through
...&c7. White’s sharpest try is proba-
bly to play f3 at once, as the older
main line seems to pose no difficulties
for Black.

10ds

After 10 £3!? Black must make a
major decision:



18 AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

/l/w
%g%‘%/%
2 a8 ne

& pugnh

a) 10..d5!? (this move is rare but
playable) 11 cxd5 cxdS 12 §b3 &h8
(12..9b6 13 Wxbbaxb6 14 £g5 Le6
15 &f4 27 16 a3 £ Hllescas-Lautier,
Linares 1994) 13 £f4 (13 £g5'7)
13..Db4 14 £Le5Dc6 15 Lxf6 Axf6
16 €3 g5 17 f4 (17 fxed!?) 17..g4 18
Df28e7 3 Vigus-Summerscale, Lon-
don 1999. Black has maintained d5 by
tactical means, and now he has a clear
space advantage.

b) 10..£c7'? (Black uses the hang-
ing white knight on h3 to centralize his
knight beforestarting any action in the
centre) 11 fxed (11 ¥b3 exf3 12 exf3
Bb8 13 a4 ©h8 14 d5 cxd5 15 cxdS bS
16 axb5 Dxb5 17 &4 Ded 18 Dce2
a6 19 Wd3 {Hec? = Franié-Biti, Zagreb
1999) 11.fxed (11..Dxed 12 Dxed
fxe4 13 Exf8+ £) 12 d5b5! (this sharp
move is Black’s main idea; 12...cxd5
13 cxd5 2) 13 dxc6 (13 cxb5 Hexd5!?
becomes quite messy) 13..bxc4 and
now:
bl) 14 £g5" £xh3 (14...d5 is not
s0 good in view of 15 &f4) 15 £xh3
d5 16 €3 '@d6 17 Yad 'Hc5 18 Af4
£d6 19 £xd6 Exd6 20 £d7 c5 21

Hael Hab8 and Black has counter-
play, Danner-Humer, Austria 1995.

b2) 14 b3 Hes 15 Df2 Yxco 16
Dexed (16 Dfxed!?) 16...d5 17 Dxf6+
Axf6 18 La3 Ed8 19 Hcl a6 20
b4 (Portisch-Gulko, Biel 1Z 1993)
and now Black should have no prob-
lems after 20...ke6! =

c) 10..exf3 1l exf3 &c7 (D) and
now:

w %‘ 4%

AR &
o //L/ s
Wy / ///
(i

cl) 1244 is best met by the flexi-
ble 12..Ee8 13 Hel 418 14 £e3 g6
15'%d2 £g7 16 Bacl £d7 17 b4 and
now 17..a5 18 b5 cxb5 19 cxb5 &xbS5
20 DxbS £xb5 21 d5 £d7 22 £d4
Hc8 23 Deb Bxcl 24 Yxcl Ye7 was
fairly unclear in Fuhrmann-Van der
Wiel, Bundesliga 1997/8, although the
game ended in a draw.

c2) After 12 Eel the only thing
that has been tried is 12...d5 13 c5 b5
14 &f4. Then:

c21) 14..b47 15 Dad@db5 16 Dd3
a5 17 @b6 Bb8 18 De5 £b7 19 L4
+ is definitely not to Black’s liking,
Hoang Thanh Trang-Wemer, Buda-
pest 1993,
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c22) 14..Be8!?, with the point 15
)d3 e, looks pretty good.

c3) 12 d5. Whiteis goingto fix the
centre and exploit his space advan-
tage, so Black must react quicK y.

c31) 12..b57 13 dxc6 bxcd 14
£e3d5 15 Yad Th8 16 Badl Leb 17
Thl Ybs 1844 g8 19Efel £c5
20 £e5 ¥'b6 leads to sharp play, but
Black seems to be fine, Matamoros-
Perez, Cienfuegos 1996.

€32) 12..cxd5 13 cxd5 (13 Mxd5
Afxd5 14 cxd5 &6 15 'Eb3 Hed 16
£d2 Ma6 17 Zael M5 18 Bxed+
‘Yxe8 19 '&c2'@ad = Urban-Chekhov,
Lubniewice 1995) 13..b5' and now
Black’s activity on the queenside gives
him good chances:

c321) 14b4?7'@d7 (14...a515Ebl
axb4 16 Exb4 £d7 is good for Black,
Gulko-Short, Burgas 1995) 15 £e3
L1616 £d4Ee8 17425 18 Ebl axb4
19 Exb4 Ha3 ¥ Rogozenko-Hickl,
Bundesliga 1996/7.

©322) 14 a3 a5 15 @f4 £b7 16
De6(16Eel Ze817 ¥b3b4 18 Mad
25 19 Ah3 2xd5 20 ¥d3 T Wieden-
keller-Mokry, Hilversum 1993; 16 '&b3
b4 17 axb4 axb4 18 Exa8 @xad 19
‘Hxb4 Afxd5 20 'Wb3 Th8 21 Mfxd5
Axd5 22 f4 Mb4 T Lomineishvili-
Kuporosov, Smolensk 1997) 16..8xe6
17 dxe6 @b6+ 18 Lhl b4 andnow the
position is unclear according to Short,
but Black seems to be doing fine in
view of his activity. Generally this po-
sition is quite dynamic, and Black’s
active position gives him good pros-
pects.

We nowretumto 10 d5 (D):

10..4¢7

;%

LW
//// 7

e
41

i T
A 0

. ge
swod

Or:

a) 10...c5 takes the dynamism out
of the position by closing the centre,
but White has a good target on e4
which he can exploit by 11 f3! exf3 12
exf3 &c7:

al) 1324 Md7 14 23 Me515b3
££6 16 &d2 Eb8 17 hl a6 18a5b5
19 axb6Exb6 20 Ba3 £d7 21 Af2
Ee® 224 &7 23 Acdl g6 24 Dd3
& b8 with counterplay, Golod-Jonker,
Dieren 1997.

a2) 13 @ c2Mh5 14 f4h6 15 £d2
a6 16 Mad De8 17 b4 cxbd 18 Lxbd
b5 19 Mb2 A6 20 c5 dxc5 21 Lxc5
Sxc5+ 22 'xc5 Md6 F Kahlert-Czer-
wonski, Germany 1997/8.

a3) 13Mf48e814b3 418 154b2
86 16 '&d2 &h6 17 Bfel £d7 18 a4
Ah5 19 Ace2 Ye7 20 Y2 Bxf4 21
Axfa 8f7 22 Dd3 L7 23 P12 Lxb2
24 xb2 Wg7 25 Yxg7+ Pxg7 with
equality, Czerwonski-Heiberg, Arhus
1998,

a4) 13 Bel Be8 (13..Md714a3 +
Lautier) 14 c2 £d7 15 a4 &h5 16
£e3 416 17 Phl g6 18 f4 £ Lautier-
Magem, Pamplona 1992/3.
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b) The flexible 10..&h8 is possi-
ble, but White gets some pressure after
11%hl (11£3 cxd5 12 cxd5 b6+ 13
@hl £d7 14 ©f4 exf3 15 exf3 Zaed
16 Hel &d8 17 Deb &xe6 18 dxe6
&7 19 &f4 Exe6 20 Bxe6 Dxe6 21
£xd6 He8 22 Dad Y2 3 Overeem-
Piket, Antwerp 1996) 11..£&.d7 12 f3
cxd5 13 cxd5 @b6 14 D4 Baed 15b3
#d8 16 £b2 &c5 17 Bbl £ Pinter-
Speelman, Debrecen Echt 1992.

11{3(D)

11 ©f4is not played much at the
moment, even though ECO gives it as
%e.g.. 11..g57" 12 Dh3h6 133 exf3
14 exf3 cxd5 15 cxd5 b5 16a3 &£b7 17
f4g4 18 Df2a519 Wb3 £ Razuvaev-
Gorbatov, Moscow 1991. Maybe one
of the following logical alternatives on
his 1 1thmoveis the reason for the lack
of popularity: 11..5g4!?, 11..4d7'?
and 11..cxd5!? (withthepoint 12 cxd5
bS).

11.exf3

Or:

a) 11..cxd5!? 12cxd5b5is similar
tonote ‘c32'to White's 10th move.

b) 11..b5!? is a sharper option for
Black, when the activity on the-queen-
side seems to give him good chances:

bl) 12 dxc6 bxcd4 13 fxed Hixed
(13..fxe4 transposes to note ‘b’ to
White's 10th move) 14 9)f4 is messy.

b2) 12 cxb5 Dxb5 (12..Dcxd5
13 Dxd5 cxd5 14 Le3 fe6 15 Yd2
#d716a4 Bfcs 17 £d4 £d8 18 Efcl
Hc4 19 €3 = Van Doeland-Riemens,
Dutch Cht 1994) 13 ®xb5 (13 dxc6
b6+ 14 Phl Dxc3 15 bxe3 Wxco is
OK for Black) 13..cxb5 14 &e3 @a5
(14..4b7 15 Df4! 1) 1504 2d8! =
CuHansen-Vaganian, Ter Apel 1993,

12 Axf3

12 exf3 transposes to note ‘c3’ to
White’s 10th move.

12..cxdS 13 cxdS &gd

13.Dd7"? 14 Le3 DeS 15 Ld4
L6 16 Df4 Hed 17 Xcl g5 18 Debd
Dxf3+ 19 exf3 Dxe6 20 dxe6 A xet
1/2-/2 Neurohr-Lau, Bundesliga 1989/90.

Black has many good squares avail-
able for his minor pieces, and the
slightly weakened whitepawn-saructure
gives him good targets.

14 &f4 MeS 15 Ag2 Ad7 16 ad
Af6

Black has equalized, Avshalumov-
Dorfman, Cannes 1990.

Conclusion: Theoretically, there
seem to be no special problems for
Black in the main line with ..%a6.
However, some players might not like
the sharp positions arising in the lines
where Black plays the active ..b5.

B2)
9..#h8!? (D)
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This flexible move, played mostly
by IM Georg Seul, is an interesting
idea. It has also been tested by Vladi-
mir Kramnik. Black invests time to
move his king to a safer square, which
allows him a wide choice of ways to
start countering White's plans.

10 ds

The thematic central break has also
beenplayed here: 10 £3d5 (10..2Da6!?
1l &85 Zeb 12 fxed Dxed 13 Dxed
fxed 14 Exf8+ Wxf8 15 Wd24xg5 16
Dxgs Lxcd 17 Dxed YeT 18 D3
&c719 e4 K8 20 Eel h6 21 d5 Wes
22 dxc6 bxc6 with an equal position,
Nenashev-Seul, Agios Nikolaos 1995)
11 cxdS cxdS 12 £g5 &6 13 Hf4
g8 14 Lxe7 Dexe? 15 W3 D6 16
fxe4 fxed is equal, as 17 Bacl g5 18
DfxdS fe6 19 Exfo Exf6 20 Sxed
He8 21 Bfl Exfl+ 22 &xfl Bxc3 23
bxc3 £xdS 24 Wc2 Wrs+ 25 dgl
W7 was good for Blackin SIvanov-
Agrest, Leningrad 1990.

10..25bd7

10...%)a6! ? is another option, which
transposes to note ‘b’ to Black’s 10th
move in Line B1.

-

/! %‘//

&

&

11b3

As Black has many good alterna-
tives in the main line, White should
maybe try some of the less-played op-
tions either here or on the next move.

a) 11 &f417cxdS (11..9e5'7 looks
pretty normal) 12 cxdS @eS 13 ¥b3
b6 14 Le3 Wa5 15 £d4 247 16
Dg5h6 17 Deb Lxe6 18 dxed Eabl
19 Efdl + Kveinys-Seul, Bonn 1995.

b) 1l 3¥? De5 12 ¥b3 Hfd7
(12...exf3!? is a safe option) 13 fxed4
De5 14 Yc2 Wbo 15 Thl Dxed 16
Dxed fxed 17 Bxf8+ Lxf8 18 Af4
cxd5 19 cxd5 £f5 20 £xe5 dxe5 21
Efl g6 22 Dg5 + Gonzalez Garcia-
Seul, Budapest 1995.

11..DeS 12 £b2(D)

12 ®h1!? 447 13 ©f4 (13 &4b2
Dg6! 14 Wd2 cxd5 15 cxd5 Wbb is
equal, Gretarsson-Zaichik, Moscow
OL 1994) 13..g5 14 %h3 h6 15 f3
exf3 16 exf3 §g6 and Black’s position
seems fine, though White got a small
advantageafter 17 dxc6 bxc6 18 £b2
©h7 19 ¥d2 ¥c7 20 Eadl Hads 21
Bfel £c822f4g423 D121 in Laza-
rev-Seul, Biel 1997.
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12..We8!?

Or:

a) 12..&d7 is a sensible develop-
ing move, though White may get some
advantage with 13 Wd2 cxd5 14 Hxd5
(14 cxd5 bS with activity) 14..8)xdS
15 Wxd5 &c6 16 Wd2Dg6! (16..Wes
17 Df42) 17 Badl Wes 183 exf3 19
Axf3Ed8204d5 £ Nikolié-CuHan-
sen, Wijk aan Zee 1994.

b) 12..Eb8 is regarded as a totally
sound altemative. Black threatens to
start counterplay on the queenside, and
when White opens the centre, Black is
well prepared for that: 13 dxc6 bxc6
14 c5 Degd 15 cxd6 Xxd6 16 Yc2
We7 17 Eadl Xa6 18 &cl Ebc8 19
Hfel Xe5 20 Dad Dd5 21 Ag5 &f6
22 &xf6 Dgxf6 has been evaluated as
unclear, Schwartzman-Agrest, Malmo
1993. Generally Black seems to be
OK.

13¥d2

13 &4 ©h5! is unclear, but 13 £3!?
(with the point 13..¥h5 14 ¥d2)
gives White a slight advantage accord-
ing to Kramnik, but this has never been
tested. However, Black seems to be
ready for White's actions in the centre.

13..447

This move is viable, but there are
two interesting alternatives:

a) Aiming some extra force to-
wards White's king with 13..&h5 14
£3 cxd5 15 cxd5 exf3 16 exf3 £d7 17
©Df4 Who 18 Badl Ad8! seems to be
playable, based on 19 Hce2 &b5 20

Efel Ze8 21 £)d4 &b6 22 a4 £d7 23
a5 &c5 24 $hl DhS 25 Dxh5 Wxh5
26 b4 Dcd 27 Yc3 Axd4 28 Wxdd
Dxb2 29 Wxb2 f4 T Bixquert Jime-
nez-Diaz Benitez, 1992.

b) 13..b5 (playing sharply on the
queenside and trying to gain some
spacethere) 14 cxb5 cxb5 1594 Eb
might be Black’s best, with the basic
idea ... & d8-b6.

1413

The positional 14 Eadl is asensible
move. 14..a5 and now:

a) 15 f3 &d8 gives Black dark-
square counterplay.

b) 15 dxc6!? bxc6 16 c¢5 d5 17
Hxd5 Dxd5 (17..cxd5'?) 18 Kxe5
Axc5 19 Wb2 ¥r7 20Df4 2.

c) 15 ©Df4 Dgb 16 3 Dxf4 17
@xf4 was played in Lautier-Kramnik,
Khalkidhiki 1992. Now 17..%h5 leaves
the fight for the centre totally unclear.

14..4d8!

This standard bishop manoeuvre to
theexcellenta7-gl diagonal works es-
pecially well here.

15 dxc6 Axc6 16 Hf4 b6+ 17
&h1 Dhs

Black has counterplay, AMeyer-
Seul, 2nd Bundesliga 1997/8.

Conclusion: The flexible ..&h8
gives Black good chances to use vari-
ous thematic plans depending on
White’s actions. The play can become
quite sharp, so Black also has good
chances to play fora win.
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1n this chapter we study positions in
which White develops with e3 and
&e2;usuallythis is connected withthe
knight manoeuvre £h3-f4. White tries
either to break up Black’s centre with
£3, or to develop more calmly with dS,

Black has usually continued with
the general plan ..c6, ..%a6-c7 and
...d5 which seems to work well against
all of White's various set-ups

In the main line with e3 there have
not been so many new games, so the
critical positions have not changed for
about ten years.

1d4d62cdeS3DM3ed 4g5155
©c3 Re7 6 D3 (D)

6..Df67 Df4c68h40-09 e3Dad
transposes to Line A, and there are

many other move-orders which arrive
at the same position

7e3

Or:

a) 7 f3 ©f6 transposes 1o the note
to Black’s 7th move in Line B of
Chapterd

b) 7 &f4is provocative:

bl) 7..%f6 8 €3 0-0 9 Xe2 h6 10
‘@b3 (Christiansen-Smejkal, Novi Sad
OL 1990) 10.. b6 11 Wc2(11¥a3?)
11..g5 12 &g3 is unclear

b2) 7..g58 &d2 h6 9 €3 &f6 and
Black’s activity should give him good
chances: 10 f3 exf3 (10..a6 11 fxed
fxed 12 ©f2 d5 13 ¥b3 b5 14 cxdS
cxd5 15 Bcl &b7 16 Re2 Db 17
Dcxed! dxed 18 Dxed, Gulko-Rivas,
Dos Hermanas 1994, 18..Dxed! 19
&h5+ £d7 20 Yds+ Dd6 21 Kga+
Des 22 Weo¥c7 23 d5 $d8 24 dxcd
£c825WeSisunclear) 11 gxf3d5 12
‘Wb3 W6 is unclear according to
Gulko.

7..%16

Now:
A: 844 24
B: 8 &e2 25

White can fix the centre immedi-
ately, but Black is OK: 8 3 0-0 9 fxe4
fxed 10 &4 a6 11 Le2 &x7 12 d5
g5 13 DhS Xf5 14 0-0 Ag6, Ree-
Quinteros, Amsterdam 1977.
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A)
8 Afd4 a6 (D)
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9h4

9 Ebl is a logical altemative, al-
though Black can just develop nor-
mally: 9..0-0 10 h4 &)c7 11d5&g4 12
g3Af6(12.c513 Ke2De5 14 Ad2%
Nikolaev-Samarin, Moscow 1992) 13
#£d2 #e5 14 Eb3 &6 15 fe2 YeT
with equality, Janjgava-Oratovsky,
Jurmala 1983.

9..0-0

9..4\c7 10d5 &g4 is premature be-
cause of 11 #e2 (11 g3 £f612 £d2
0-013 #e2@es 14 Ebl De5 15 b4
b5! allows Black too much activity,
Schwartzman-Rotshtein, Cannes 1992)
11.9e512g3 ¢

10 d5!?

Playing this thematic move at such
an early point leads to quite peaceful
positions, where both players start
manoeuvring their pieces towards the
most active squares in the centre. Al-
tematives:

a) 10 £d24c711'8b3 (11 d5Dgd
12 g3 &e5 13 &e2 c5 14 a3a5 15 Ebl

#d7 16 Sfl g6 V242 Babula-Jansa,
Czech Ch 1994) 11..2b8 12 d5 (12
Le2 Deb 13 Dh3d5 14 0-0-0 bS5 15
cxd5 cxd5 16a3b4 17 axb4 #xbd T
De Kok-Wockenfuss, Amsterdam
1985) 12..c5 13 &e2 a6 14 ad b6 15
@a34d7 165 £ Sideif-Zade - Lukin,
Pavlodar 1987. However, Black’s po-
sitionis quite dynamic, and as White's
kingdoesn’tfind a safe squaretoo eas-
ily Black has counterplay.

b) 10b3&c7 11 £b2(11d5¢c512
£b2 Dgd 13 g3 a6 14 R e2 De5 15
fl is unclear) 1 1...£e6 12 Hce2 Hgs
13 &xe6 fxe6 14 g3 417 15 Wd2dS
1614 &d7 17 £e2Df6 18 Bcl 121
Fischdick-Polihroniade, Thessaloniki
wom OL 1984.

c) 10 a3 &c7 11 b4 gives Black a
chance to follow the normal central
plans with 11..&e6 12 Hh3d5 13 g3
h6 14 'Wb3 g5 15 hxgs hxgS 16 #d2
&g7 17 cxd5 cxd5 18 0-0-0 Zhs 19
#e2 Wd6 20 b2 #4d7 F Povah-

Summerscale, British League (4NCL)
1996/7.
d) 10 & e2 transposes to Line B2.
10..2g4 (D)
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11 g3

11h5 2g5' 5

11...Ae5!?

The other main move is 11...&f6,
when White enjoys a small plus after
12 &d2 (12 Xe2? &xc3+ 13 bxc3
De5 F) 12..g6 (12..Eb8!?) 13 Ke2
De5 1423 BT

a) 15 b3!7 c5 16 Wc2 £d7 17
Bbl (17 b4 cxb4 18 axb4 b5'? gives
Black counterplay) 17..%e7 (Terrie-
Yudasin, Worchester 1990) 18 &f] .

b) 15 &c2'? has also been pro-
posed.

c) 15 b4 c5 16 bl b6 17 &fl =
Polugaevsky-Lukin, USSR 1974.

12 Re2 g6 13 L11 A6 14 Fg2 ¢S5
15 Ebl Ac7 16 £d2 b6 17 a3 We7 18
b4 226 19 bS 2820 ad a5 21 Yc2
£d7 22 Ebgl Ae8

/22 Lindenmaier-Espig, German
Ch (Bremen) 1998.

Conclusion: This type of closed po-
sition leads to manoeuvring and is not
especially dangerous for Black, though
there are not many chances of active
play for him either.

B)
8 #e2 0-0 (D)
Now:
B1: 90-0 26
B2: 9Af4 27

9 £d2 is an independent try, seek-
ing queenside play. 9..%)a6 and then:

a) 10 Hcl Dc7 11 '&b3 Shs 12
0-0Eb8 1313 exf3 14 &xf3 Re6 15
d5 &f7 16 @a4 cxd5 12-/2 Kaufman-
Benjamin, Parsippany 2000.

e

A & A
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b) After 10 0-0 &h8 it is probably
best for White to retum to the central
strategy by 11 3, when 1 1...£)c7 wans-
poses to the note to White's 10th move
inLine B1, while 11...d5 12 cxd5 cxd5
13 ¥b3 &7 allows Whitethe instruc-
tive additional plan 14 &el &d6 15
Ah4! £ Farago-Hawelko, Warsaw Z
1987.

c) 10%c2&h811a3d512c5Dc7
13 b4 leads to the closed position-
type, and Black gets counterplay with
13..4d7 14 a4 &8 15 g3 f4! 16 Dxf4
g5 17 g2 Ah3 18 Egl (18 0-0 Axg2
19 ©xg2 g4 20 Bhl Deb 21 h3 Hgo
gives Black an attack) 18..%g4 19
0-0-0 (19 &xg4 &xg4 20 h4 &h5 21
hxg5 '§h2 22 De2 Deb with an attack
for Black) 19..Exf2 ¥ Rober-Hen-
nings, Binz 1995.

d) 10Eb1&c711b4d5 120-0and
againBlack can choose the openposi-
tion-type with a lot of dynamic play:
12..dxc4!? 13 Axcd+Lh8 (13..Re617)
14 b5 £d6 15 bxc6 bxc6 16 Had £d7
17 8a5 g4 18 g3Ef6 19D g5Dxh2
20%xh2 Bh6+ 21 g2 Wxg5 22 xed
g4 23 Hixd6 'Whi+ 24 Sr3 Wga+




26 AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

/-2 Wang Yaoyao-Tong Yuanming,
Beijing 1996.

B1)
90-0(D)

AW AT

// 8%
9..0a6

is worth a closer look,
wug h%'le choice of plan accord-
ing to White's actions: 10 f3 (10 d5
&bd7 11 b3 De5 12 Ab2 ¢5 13 a3
‘Yes 14 DbS Yd7 15 b4 a6 16 D3
'Yc7 17 '¥b3 £d7 and Black is fine,
Braun-Agrest, Passau 1994) 10..d5 11
'b3 Da6 (11...8d6 12 £d2 dxcd 13
Axcdb5 14 Ae2 2e6 15 Yc2exf3 16
Sxf3Da6 17 Lel Db4 18 Yd2 Bads
19 4¢3 Wd7 20 Afdl Dbd5 21 Df4
Dxf4 22 Axfa DS 23 DxdS AxdS
24 £xd5 Yxd5 = Uhlmann-Lein, Bad
Liebenzell 1996) 12 £d2 &c7 13 cxdS
(13 fxedfxed 14 &4 dxcd 15 &xcd
£2d6 16 Ae2 Wes 17 Ydl Af5 18
©hl Ed8 19 'Yel g5 20 Dh3 'Yg6 7
Petursson-Hawelko, Dubai OL 1986)
13...cxd5 and then:
a) 14 f4h615 Bacl Eg8 (15..b6!7)
16 Bc2g5 17 g3 &ced 18 Efcl g4 19

&f2 hS5 20 DbS £d7 21 b4 £ Her-
raiz-Garza Marco, Torrevieja 1997.

b) 14Bacl £d615a4(15f4h6 16
Dadb617 £b4 La6 18 & xd6 112
Uhlmann-Watson, Bundesliga 1997/8)
15...%e7 (Pinter-Mokry, Dubai OL
1986) 16 fxed fxed 17 Df4 Ae6 with
an unclear position, in which Black
seems 10 have everything well under
control.

10£3(D)

White follows a central strategy,
hoping that the e4-pawn will be weak
if Black allows the exchange, or that if
Black exchanges on f3, then White
will have chances to build a strong
centre by playing e4 himself.

10 £d2 $h8 11 3 Dc7 12 fxed
fxed 13 Df4 d5 14 Kel (14 cxd5'?)
14...dxc4! (an instructive case where
Black gets a good position by reliev-
ing the central tension) 15 £xc4 b5 16
$e2b4 17 DadDfdS 18 Dxd5 Bxfl+
19 &xfl Dxd5 20 L2 &g5 F Zai-
chik-Mokry, Moscow OL 1994. Black’s
outpost on d5 is very useful.
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10...d5'? is a very logical move that
covers the centre, and brings Black
close to equality: 11 cxdS cxd5 12
fxed fxed 13 MF4Dc7 14 Ad2 447
(14..%e6!? is a possible improve-
ment), and now:

a) 15 Ael #c6 16 4g3 '§d7 17
‘gb3 £d6 (17..%h8 18 a4 a6 19 a5
@e6 = Uhlmann-Tseshkovsky, Leip-
zig 1975) 18 DhS Dxh5 19 &AxhS
#xg3 20 hxg3 @e7 with a slight ad-
vantage for Black, Polgar-Hort, Biel
1937.

b) 15 b4 Ke8 16 &b3 47 17 bS
Dced (17..b6!7) 18 b6!? a6 19 Dad
&d6 20 Eacl £ Uhlmann-Knoll, Linz
1997.

11 b3

11 d5 cxd5 12 cxd5 exf3 13 &xf3
leaves the white pawn-formation de-
stroyed: 13..%9g4 14 &£d2 (14 Af4
495 15 & xgd4 fxgd 16 e4 b6 17 4e3
#a6 18 Bf2 @d7 is level, lvanov-
Zaichik, Leningrad 1989) 14.. 4615
Eb3 Da6 16 M 4DcS5 17 Ye2 Ye?
18 Hael a5 = San Segundo-Popchev,
Mondariz 1994.

11..2h8 12 4.d2 Me6 13fxed Axed
14 Mxed fxed 15 Exf8+ Axf8

‘White has not found a way to keep
attacking e4, and Black equalizes.

16 Afd 2g517 211 We7

The game is equal, Portisch-Torre,
Manila IZ 1990.

Conclusion: Black seems to have
many ways to counter the early f3 plan,
though some caution is needed in or-
derto avoid positions where White has
managed to weaken the central e4-
and d5-pawns.

B2)
9 Afd4 Aab (D)

A

10 hd

Here White’s alternatives are not

good:
a) 10 f3 g5 11 Dh3 h6 12 Df2dS!
and Black’s strong centre gives him
better chances; for example, 13 cxdS
cxd5 14 '&b3 g7 15 £d2 Dbs 16
Bl Dcb 17 Dad 4d6 18 Des Te?
19 fxed fxed 20 &dl b6 21 Dab £d7
¥ Petkov-Komliakov, Yugoslav Cht
1994,

b) 10 '#b3 is a bit more unclear:
10..&c7 11 0-0 ¥h8 12 4d2 Eb8 13
d5c514a4 Yes 159bS Dxb5 16 axbs
Had 17 #c3 ¥f7 18 hd De8 19 g3
4f6 20 Ea3 a6 with activity, Soppe-
Benjamin, Oz.com 2000.

10...Ac7 11 d5 (D)

This brings about the critical posi-
tion of this variation. Again, White’s
alternatives are not as strong as the
text-move:

a) 11 '&b3 Eb3 12 £d2 Deb 13 ¢5
d5 and White’s pieces, especially his
queen, are not ideally posted in this
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closed position: 14 Mxe6 &xe6 15
Yadb6 16b4a5! 17 a3b 518 Yc2a4
19 g3 £f7 20 0-0-0 &h5 T Kosyrev-
Gelman, Moscow Ch 1996.

b) 11 b3 d5 12 g3 Me6 13 Pfl
&xf4 14 exf4 Le6andBlack is com-
pletely OK; for example, 15 &e3 Wes
16 ®g2 ¥f7 17 ¢5 b5 = Skembris-
Rukavina, Bor 1983.

c) 11 ba!? Be6 12 Mxe6 A xe6 13
23 Wes 14 bS5 Bf7 15 bxc6 bxc6 with
amoredynamic position,though Black
is OK after 16 Wa4 c5 17 d5 447 18
c2 Hab8 = Ubilava-Zaichik, Telavi
1982,
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11..cxdS
or:

a) 11..c5 closes the centre, and
leads to unbalanced play where both
players try to achieve a pawn-break
againstthe opponent’s pawn-chain: 12
a3 Md7 13 g3 £16 (13..Me5 14 £d2
£d7 15 b4 b6 seems to be too slow,
and White gets positional pressure on
the queenside: 16 %fl a6 17 bxcS bxcS
18 g2 Wha 19 'Hc2 a7 2024 2521
AbS + Magerramov-Popov, USSR

1979) 14 £.d2 Ae5 15 b4 and now
Black secures his fair share of the
chances with an interesting idea:
15...b5!? 16 cxb5 c4 17 ‘&bl Wes 18
a4 £b7 19 '&a2 Ec8 (Dlugy-Bagirov,
Palma de Mallorca 1989) 20 Bc1 with
a very unclear position.

b) 11..a5 has also been played,
with the idea of gaining some space on
thequeenside: 12 a3 a6 13 Ebl 4d7
14 b4 axb4 15 axb4c5 16 bS Mb4 and
‘White enjoys positional pressure on the
queenside; for example, 17 ¥b3 Aed
18 g3 (18 £a3? Exa3 —+) 18..4f6
19 4b2 Ae5 20 fl Af6 21 g2
Schwartzman-Levin, Groningen 1992,
though in the game Black got someat-
tacking chances on the kingside.

c) 11..Md7 is the old move, which
is playable. Black starts manoeuvring
his knights immediately, not closing
the centre:

cl) 12 g4 Me5' is not something
Black need fear.

c2) 12 b3 MeS 13 4b2 and now:

c21) 13..4xh4?” 14 dxc6 L6 (or
14 .bxc6 15 Exh4 @xhd 16 Wxdo
+-) 15 cxb7 & xb7 16 ¥c2 +

€22) 13..c5 14 h5 46 and then:

c221) 15 Y2 @e7 16 a3 £d7 17
b4 gives Black a chance to get coun-
terplay with a normalidea in this posi-
tion-type: 17..b5!718 cxb5 (18 MxbS
Axb5 19 cxb5 Bfc8 withenoughcom-
pensation) 18..c4 19 a4? (19 0-0'7)
19..4d3+20 £xd3 exd3 21 ¥cl Le5
22 g3 Me8! T lllescas-Vladimirov,
Logrofio 1991.

©222) 15%d2 £d7162d1¥e717
&1 Bfd8 18 a4 a6 and White's idea
of hindering Black’s queenside play
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seems quite logical: 19 a5'?Eab820  (Ruban-Anand, Palma de Mallorca

Eal b5 21 axb6 Bxb6 22 Wc2 Bdb8  1989) 25 Lxe5 Dxe5 T.

23 Ba3 a5 24 &.al % Gausel-Bologan, 15..56

Manila OL 1992. Again, a lot of manoeuvring. White
c3) 12 g3%e5 13 dxc6! (this move  has many weakened squares and this

has not been the main option for White, ~ gives Black easy targets and counter-

though it seems to be quite logical: in  play.

an open position, White has more tar- 16 b3 Xb8

gets to work with) 13 ..bxc6 14 b3 a5 16...%h8!? has alsobeen suggested.

15 b2 Dab 16 Dad Yc7 17 Sfl g6 17 a4 ¥h8 18 Lg2 Ad7 19 Zhcl

18 g2+ Haag-Myers, Ausialia 1999.  £a6 20 Wa3 &)cS 21 bdDa6! (D)
12 cxd5 £d7 13 g3 A6 14 £d2

(D)

1%

.

w

7
»

b

W ganen

Black has a lot of counterplay,
Salov-Romero, Madrid 1992. The re-
14..%e5 mainder of this classic battle was 22
Direct kingside expansionis alsoin- ~ Habl §c7 23 £.c47' Ec8 24 b5 Ke8
teresting: 14..%De5 15&f1 g6 16 g2 25 Dee2 £17 26 Wa2 h6 27 k3 We7
h6 17 Hel g5 18 hxgs hxg5 19 DhS 28 £b37! g5 29 hxgS hxgS 30 De6
£ h8 20 ¥h2 We7 with anunclear po-  Dxe6 31 LxeS dxeS 32 dxe6 &h5 33
sition, Murugan-Norwood, Calcutta  9gl Excl 34 Excl f4 35 Wd2 Hga!
1992, though Black seems to havethe 36 Wd7 fxe3! 37 ©h3 ¥f6 38 &.dl

initiative. exf2 0-1.
15 &1
15 Bcl was played in another clas- Conclusion: Black seems tobefine

sic game in this variation: 15..3f6 16  in the main line where White plays
Wb3dhs 17 a4Da6 18 Wa32d7 19 L.e2,Df4 and hd. The games by strong
b4 Ec8 20 a5?! Hc7 21 Wb3 a6! 22 players have shown Black the right
Scd WeB23 Hce2 Dga 24 L3 DS plans.



4 5th Move Alternatives

for White

1d4d62cdeS3Df3eddDg515(D)
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White's early alternatives 5 g3 and
5 f3 are usually quite harmless for
Black. In the former line the outpost
on g5 does not promise White's knight
too many things to do. In general, if
White plays f3 too early, his lack of
development might be a major prob-
lem for him, as we shall see.

Now:
A: 5g3 31
B: 513 32
Or:

a) 5 47 just loses a pawn: 5..h66
h3 fxgs 7 Df4 A5 8 h3 DF6 $Dc3
©bd7 10 hxgaxgs 11 4g2 Dgf6,
Moran-Strikovi¢, Zaragoza 1993

b) Sh4isararevariation, by which
White often plans e3, &2 and ©Dh3-
f4. There are plenty of transpositional
possibilities. Black can choose be-
tween:

bl) 5..h6? is not appropriate, as
White gets very good compensation
forthe pawn: 6 ©h3 ¥'xhd 7 &c3 c6 8
23 §ds (8..9r6 944 g6 10 g4 fxgd
11 g2 4512 Axed De7 13 4g2
a6 14 e4 withenough compensation
in the form of good central pawns,
Matveeva-Stanciu, Bled wom 1992) 9
Df4 a6 (V.Basagié-Deki¢, Manila
wom OL 1992) and now thesimple 10
©Dg6 Bh7 11 d5 looks best, when
Black’s pieces aretied up

b2) 5..4e7'? attacks the hd-pawn,
and so might narrow White’s choices:
6 g3 D6 7 Dh3 416 8 €3 g6 9 D4
Dh6 10 A3 0-0 11 K e2@e? 12 442

= Llanos-Dolezal, Buenos Aires
1992

b3) 5..&f6and now:

b31) 6 De3 c6 (6..Dc6 7e3 g6 8
b4 4g7 9 b5 De7 10 g3 h6 11 Dh3
K612 Ebl A7 13 8e2'#d7 14 a4
0-0 15 #a3 Hac8 16 c5 Efd8 is also
possible, Cebalo-Cabrilo, Yugoslav Ch
1989) 7 g3 (7 €3 g6 looks quite OK,
because after 8 #.e2 #h6 9 Dh3 Dad
10 a3 &c7 11 b4 d5 12¢50-0 13 g3
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&e6 § Black's pieces are well placed,
Tyni-Lehto, Jarvenpaa 1996) 7..%a6
8 282 D79 Af4h6 10 Dh3 Le6 11
Ecl £xc4 (11...£e7'? looks natural)
12 Dxed Lxa2 13 Dxfo+ Yxf6 14 b3
@f7 15 Ec4 DS 16 He2 &xb3 17
@xb3 Db6 18 Ec3 Yxb3 19 Exb3
£d7 + ] Christiansen-] Madsen, Dan-
ish Ch (Arhus) 1992.

b32) 6%Dh3 c67 Ag5(7 D3 Le?
8e3 0-0 99)f4 a6 transposes to Line
A of Chapter 3) 7..&2e7 8 e3 Qa6 9
De3De? 10 DF4De6 11 DxebLxed
12b40-0 13 Bbl d5 14 c5b6is satis-
factory for Black, Danner-Plachetka,
Prague 1938.

A)
5g3(p)

White has several different move-
orders in the early phases of this varia-
tion, but they usually transpose to the
main lines. The plan with h4, trying to
keep the white knight on g5, is a natu-
ral set-up that White often adopts ifhe
does not know any theory.

5.4e7

5..c6'? is worth atry, and after 6
&De3 (6 Dh3 Dab 7 De3 transposes
to Line C of Chapter 6) Black has a
choice:

a) The original development plan
6..%e7 7 Dh3 Lf6'7 (7..f6 trans-
poses to Chapter 2) 8 £g2 £e6is pos-
sible, but White found the surprising @
d5 &f7 10@b3 & d7 11 Dg5! and got
a big advantageafter 11..%3h6 12 0-0
0-0 13 £h3! &xc3 14 @xc3 cxd5 15
cxd5 £xd5 16 Bdl £c617 Lf4Ef6
18 '&b3+ &h3 19 Wa3 + in Krush-Kos-
teniuk, Cannes girls U-14 Wch 1997.

b) 6..d5! (justified because White
has lost amove with the early g3, and
his knight is not yet attacking d5) 7
cxd$5 cxdS 8 Dh3 De6 9 £g2 Leb 10
0-0 Df6 1l £g5 Ke7 123 Dgd 13
&4 41714 Lxe7 DxeT 15 Yads $d7
16 &xd7+ 2-1 Fahnenschmidt-Wock-
enfuss, Bundesliga 1986/7.

6 h4!?

6 Dh3 &6 7 £82 c6 8 D3 trans-
poses to Chapter 2.

6..Df6

6...c6!? is again a flexible move,
and now 7 &c3 Dab 8 £g2 (8 Ebl
&)f6 9 £g2 transposes to the main
line, while after 8 d5 &)c7 9 £g2 there
is also no reason for Black to avoid
9_O)f6) 8..45c7 9 Wb3 led to some
original play in Praszak-McNab, Kosz-
alin 1997. 9..%f6 10 3 h6 11 Dh3
D5 12 D12 Ded 13 d5 D5 14 Ye2
0-015 Df4 Dxf4 16 Axf4 exf3 17 exf3
b6 18 ©fl Dd7 19 Hel De5 with a
playable position for Black, whose
knight is doing most of the work.

783 c6(D)

8 4g2
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Or:

a) The odd alternative 8 £f40-0 9
Wd2 Da6 10 d5 Wb6 11 £h31? is a
tricky plan. Only played once, it leads
to complications: 11..83c5 12 &e3
‘@ba 13 Dexed Wxcd 14 Dxc5 dxcs
15 d62d8 16b3 ¥b5 17 £f4h6 18 e4
hxgS 19 &fl ZHxed 20 dxe7 He8 21
£xb5 Dxd2 22 $xd2 cxb5 23 £d6
Avshalumov-Titov, USSR 1983.

b) 8d50-0(8..2a6 % £g2 0-0 10
0-0Dg4 11 Dh3L4d712 Kbl De513
b3c5 14 Df4 Hc7 1524 L6 = Mas-
trovasilis-Nikolaidis, Greek Ch 1998)
9¢34)g4 10 Dh3HeS5 seems to favour
Black, whose pieces find good squares
without delay: 11 £e2 a5 1294 a6
13 b3 &6 14 £b2 Qc5 15 Zbl Ye7
16 &f1 g6 17 a3 &7 18 Wc2 247 19
g2 Bfc® 20 b4 axbd 21 axb4 Ped3!,
Lindinger-Velicka, Hamburg 1999.

8..4)a6 9 Eb10-0 10 0-05)c7

Black is well prepared to meet
White’s plans, and the knight doesn’t
have any special function on g5.

11b4h6 12 ©h3 Ke6 13.¢5 HedS
14 4)xdS 7)xdS 15 We2 a5 16 a3 axbd
17 axbd Af6

¥ Praszak-Markowski, Polish Cht

Conclusion: The plans with an
early h4 are not dangerous for Black.
However, there are some tricks based
on the white knight on g5 that Black
should avoid.

B)
Sf3(D)
gwc%g;
’ oy

7 4% 7 . //é/ 3
ﬁ% /&% .
2E2gvwde B8

White tries to attack Black’s centre
at once with the idea Dh3-f2 and Dc3.
Black can either develop normally, or
keep the e7-square for his queen, thus
overprotecting the e4-pawn.

S..8e7!

5..£)f6 isanotherimportant set-up,
by which Black reserves e7 for his
queen. 6 %)c3 and now:

a) 6..h6 7 ©Dh3 g5 8 D2 (8 fxed
fxe4 9 g3 c6 10d5 &e7 11 &g2 &f5
12 0-0 £.g6 = Schmidi-Marchio, Bad
Wildungen 1998) 8. ¥e7 9 fxed fxed
is the main position of the plan where
White directly attacks the ed-pawn.
He has the following options:
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al) 10 &e3 £.g7 112 (11 g3c6
12%b30-013 £g2£f5 14 0-0-0 a6
15 h3 £g6 16 g4 d5 was unclear in
Romanishin-Balashov, Odessa 1974)
11..4f5 12 h3 (12 g3 ¢6 13 £.g2 d5
14 0-0 0-0 =) 12..c6 13 g4 Lgb6 14
d5'? (14 £.82d5 =) 14..cxd5 15 cxd5
Abd7 16 £.g2 Zc8 17 Wad (17 Eb3
b6'?; 17 £.xa7 Mxd5'?) 17...a6 18 0-0
0-0 19 Radl Zfe8 is unclear, Tou-
zane-Douven, Sochi 1990.

a2) 10 Wc2'7 4.7 (10.. £f511g4!
Axgd 12 Bxgs L.xgd 13 BdSEFT 14
Wxed+ Le6 15 Lh3, Sutter-Wemer,
Switzerland 1994) 1l Mfxed Bxed
(11...c6'? 12 €3 0-0 13 £.d3 Mxed 14
fxe4 Md7 with enough compensa-
tion) 12 Md5 W7 13 Yxed+ $d8 14
€3 (14 £.d2 He8 15 Wd3 25 16 &3
c5) 14.. Be8 (14.. Ef8 15 f.e2) 15 a3
L6516 %d1! (16 ¥d2 Leb is OK for
Black, Levin-Klimenok, USSR corr.
Cht 1991) 16... £e6 (16.. Bf81?) 17 Le2
#xd5 18 £h5 Exe3+ 19 Lxe3 Feo
20 cxd5 Yxe3+ 21 We2 £

a3) 10e3 and then:

a3l) 10..c6 11 £e2 h5 12 0-0 g4
13 £d2 &h6 14 Wc2 415 15 Ah3
£.86 (15..gxh3!?) 16 Af4withaslight
advantage for White, Petran-Higats-
berger, Budapest 1992.

a32) 10..&g7 andnow:

a321) 11 £e20-0120-0c6 13 Zbl
(13 b4 a6 14 a4 25 15 £.a3Mbd7 16
el &ha 17 Mhl £g6 18 Mg3 Weo
19 b5 c5 20 MdS! BacB 21 dxc5 dxc5
22 £b2 % Ardiansyah-Yrjola, Thessa-
loniki OL 1988) 13... &5 14 b4 Mbd7
15¢5%h8 16 £.d2dxc5 17bxc5b618
cxb6 axb6 19 Mhl £.g6 T Siegel-Sok-
olov, Viernheim 1995.

a322) 11 g4!7h5 12 gxh5 &£f5 13
£g2 (13 £e2!7) 13..8bd7 14 Yad
00 15 0-0 ¢5 16 dxc5 dxc5 17 £.d2
Ead8 18 Wc2 Efe8 19 Ah1! + Meis-
ter-Tischbierek, Bundesliga 1991/2.

b) 6..8c6!? is maybe most to the
point:

bl) 7fxe4 and now:

bll) 7..fxed 8d5 (not 8 Mgxed?!
Axed 9Bxed YWha+ 10 Mg3 Wxdd 5)
8..Me5 9 g3 forces Black to try some
unclear counterplay as the e4-pawn is
hard to keep.

bl12) 7..h6!8d5(8 Mh3 fxed $Mf2
A5 is OK for Black) 8..2%5 9 &e6
£.xe6 10 dxe6 fxed is good for Black.

b2) 7 g3 h6 8 Mh3 g5 9 Af2 exf3
10 exf3 £.g7 = Matamoros-Klinger,
Gausdal jr Wch 1986.

6Dh32f67 Me3(D)

-
0

7

7..0-0

7..c6!? is another option, and it is
fully playable:

a) 8d50-09 &2 and now:

al) 9..Mbd7 and then:

all) 10 fxe4 Mgd!? 11 Wd3 (11
Axg4 fxgd with counterplay due to
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the very good knight one5) 11...fxe4
12 Mxe4 cxd5 13 cxd5 Wa5+ 14 A3
)de5 with activity.

al2) 10 f4 b6 11e3 De5 12 Le2
a5, Nikolaev-Titov, Budapest 1990, is
another typical possibility.

a2) 9.. e8! 10 g3 £.d8! (the bishop
manoeuvre .. £e7-d8-b6 targets the
weakened dark squares f2, e3 and d4
behind the white pawn-centre, and is a
normal plan in this position-type) 11
£g2 exf3 12 £xf3 Mhd7 13 dxc6 De5
14 282 bxc6 15 ¥xd6 £b7 16 Ebe
Eb8 17 0-0 Afd7 18 b3 £b6 gave
Black good compensation in Eng-
qvist-Agrest, Stockholm 1993.

b) 8e30-09 £e2 (the alternative 9
fxed fxed 10MF4Ma6 11 Le2Mc7 12
d5g513 M5 £f5140-0 £g6is good
for Black, Ree-Quinteros, Amsterdam
1977) 9..Ma6 10 0-0 transposes to
Line B1 of Chapter 3.

c) 8 fxed Mxed 9 Mxed fxed (Bis-
choff-Sakaev, Brno 1992) 10 &f4 0-0
1le3 &ha+ 12 g3 £g5 13 £g2 &xf4
14 exf4 3d7 15 0-0 M6 = Sakaev.

d) 8 &2 d5 9 cxd5 cxd5 10 fxed
fxed 11 285 Deb 12 €3 Leb 13 Le2
Wd7 140-00-0 15 £f4 Hac8 = Varga-
Vaulin, Paks 1999.

e) 8 4g5Ma69 e3 (9%d20-010
e3 Ac7 11 0-0-0d5 12 cxd5 MfxdS
13 &xe7 Wxe7 14 Lcd Leb 15 BF2
Axc3 16 Wxc3 exf3 17 gxf3 Lxcd 18
Wxca+ Lh8 F Kelly-Speelman, Brit-
ish Ch (Torquay) 1998) 9..exf3 10
Wxf3.(10gxf3!7)10..0-0 11 £.d3 Mgd
12 &f4 £h4+ 13 $d2 Hed is much

better for Black, Danielsen-Davies,
Danish Ch 1988.

812

893 c59 £g2 cxdd 10 Yxdd Ao
11 ¥d1 exf3 12 exf3 &bo 13 Df2 Le6
14 b3 d5 ¥ Birens-Delchev, Bastia
1992,

8..%h8

In some positions Black isready to
give up the ed-pawn, because White
has not developed yet, and his king-
side pawns are weakened.

8..Mc6? is a very active alterna-
tive:

a) 9 fxed fxed 10 d5 (10 Mfxed
Axed 1l Mxed d5' gives Black a very
active position) 10...Me5 11 &h3 £f5
with a mess.

b) 9e3exf3 10 gxf3 Mh5 11f4 g6
122 gl Mg7 13 a3 £h4 with counter-
play, Pieterse-Nogueiras, Tilburg 1992.

9 2g5¢610 ¥b3

10 £xf6 2.xf6 11 fxe4 Wb6! witha
lot of counterplay.

10..d5 11 0-0-0 dxcd 12 Yxcd
Dds

12..b5!7 has also been suggested.

13 Axe7 Yxe7 14 HHxdS cxdS 15
Wb3 Leb

F Schwanek-Cifuentes, Buenos Ai-
res 1991,

Conclusion: Black has many plans
to meet the very early f3. There is no
need to be afraid of the loss of the e4-
pawn, as Black gets a very activeposi-
tion by focusing on good develop-
ment.
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1d4d62cde53 DfIed (D)
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White has tried also some totally
different set-ups against the black ad-
vance in the centre.

The flexible 4 Mgl tries to weaken
the advanced black pawns further, while
developing the knight via e2 to f4, for
example. Generally Black copes well
with these positional plans, and 4 &gl
has never been a popular choice for
White.

4 Mfd2 aims at pressurizing the
centre more calmly behind the pawn-
front. Against this plan we have cho-
sen Khalifman’s 6...c5 as the main line,
as this sharp move leads to some active
play by both sides and Black hasn't
had too many problems so far.

Thus we discuss:
A: 49g1!? 35
B: 45fd2? 37

A)

45112

This move has been played mainly
by Smbat Lputian. As the route of the
knight to f4 is as long through gl as
g5, this quite often transposes back to
the 4 Mg5 main lines

4.5 (D)

Or:

a) 4..h6 5 Mc3 A6 is also possi-
ble, transposing to Line A of Chapter
32,

b) 4..g6!7 isaninteresting alterna-
tive which has only been played a few
times. 5 Mc3 and now:

bl) 5.f5 is playable: 6 h3 (6 h4
2877 2g5¥d7 8 3 Mc6 9 g4 fxgd
10 Mxed 'Yr7 11 'Yd2 Mge7 12 2d3
h6 13 L£xe7 Mxe7 14 Me2 0-0 15
0-0-0 £f5 ¥ Ward-King, British Ch
(Blackpool) 1988) 6.. 2877 g3 68
£g20-090-0andnow 9...c5 10 dxc5
dxc5 11 2e3 Ma6 1213 Le6 13 ¥b3
exf3 14 £xf3 Mg4 gave Black some
unclear counterplay in Elbilia-Delchev,
Bastia 1998

b2) 5..887 6 Mxed Wha 7 Md2(7
Ag3 Wxds 8 Yxdd Lxd4 9 A3 27
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3)7..¥xd4 8 Dgf3' b6 9 g3 Df6 10
#g2 0-0 11 0-0 a5 12 b3 &Dcb (or
12..8d5!7 13 cxd5 &xal 14 Ded Eab
3) 13 &b2 a4 = Gretarsson-Van der
Wiel, Wijk aan Zee 1996.

a) After 5 h4 it is probably best for
White to seek transpositions back to
4 &gS variations, as the independent
tries have not been too good: 5. &e7
(5..Df66 g3c67 &g5 £e78e30-09
h5 Dab 10 De3 D7 11 Dh3 Ded 12
£h4 g4 13 Lxe7 Wxe7 = Hofman-
Hartoch, Berlin 1988) 6 g3 ¢6 7 &c3
Da6 8 Dh3 Df6 % €37 0-0 10 Ebl
&c7 11 b4 h8 12 £d2 £d7 13 Le2
Wes T Hoffmeyer-Schlemmermeyer,
2nd Bundesliga 1994/5.

b) 583c66d5(6Dc3Dabd7 g2
47 8 {h3 transposes to note ‘b to
Black’s 5th move) 6...c5, fixing the
central pawns, led immediately to an
original position in Rogozenko-Nis-
tiriuc, Kishinev 1993: 7 ©c3 Df6 8
#9296 9 Dh3 Kg7 10 D4 'We7 11
h40-0120-0 Dg4 13e3 De5 14 'He2

Dab 15 a3 §c7 with no problems for
Black.

5..80f6

Or:

a) 5..%d7 is an independent try: 6
©h3 Le7 7 e3 HAf6!? (this original
positioning of the knights might be
quiteplayable, as theybothhave some
good squares) 8 bd Dh6 9 &f4 0-0 10
h4£2d711'8b3&h812 £e2@Dfgd 13
g3 &8 14 Ab2 Le8 15d5 Kf7 16
bS5 De5 17 Dd4 4f6 and Black is
OK, Lputian-Eingom, Kharkov 1985.

b) 5..%e7 6 Dh3 c6 7 g3 (7 €3
D6 8 Le2 Dab 9 )f4 0-0transposes
to Line B2 of Chapter 3) 7..9a6 8
492 \c7 9 £3 exf3 10 exf3 &6 was
not a success in Lputian-Mokry, Ma-
nila OL 1992, where White obtained
anadvantage with active play: 11 §f4
26 12 d5 &xc3+ 13 bxc3 c5 14 0-0
&f6 15 Bel+ $f7 16 Zbl He8 17
&e6! with the initiative.

c) 5..c6!7 isrecommended by Ribli
as the most precise move-order.

64gs

6 %3 £e7 transposes to Line A of
Chapter 6. Thetext-move offers White
some chances of an advantage.

6..%e7 7 €3 0-0 8 Dge2 (D)

White has developed his pieces a
bit differently from the main lines.

8...c6

8..h6!? represents one improvement
for Black, clearing the kingside at once:
9 &xf6 &xf6 10 D4 c6 (10...Dc6!?
11 h4 De7 12 h5c6 13'Eb3 Was5 14
0-0-0 Ed8 15 £e2 £g5 16 d5 &xf4
17 exf4 cxdS 18 cxdS5 £d7 19 Ed4
Hab8 20 f3 exf3 21 &xf3 b5 F Uusi-
Akopian, USSR 1967) 11 h4 a6 12
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h5 @c7 13 g3 De6 14 Le2 Dxf4 15
gxf4 26 16 Wc2c517 dxe5 dxc5 18
Ed1 Wa5 7 Puc-Mili¢, Novi Sad 1955.
‘White has not found clear compensa-
tion for the loss of the bishop-pair.

9 Afdlgd

Thelast alternative worth trying is
9..Da6!? 10 hd (10 Le2 Dc7 11 Yb3
h6 12 £xf6 £xf6 13 Dg6 Ee8 14 h4
&h7 15 h5 Eb3 is nothing for Black
to be afraid of, Shvedchikov-Iashvili,
Moscow 1991) 10...5c7 11 ¥b3 Ebs
12 fe2 $e6? (12...h6"? is possible)
13 ¢5! d5 14 Dxe6 Lxe6 15 Lf4 +
Lputian-Tischbierek, Dortmund 1992.

10 A xe7 Wxe7 11 hd Ad7 12 Wd2
2613 ad b6 14 Ae2 Adf6 15a5b5 16
cxbScxb5 17 McdS AxdS 18 AxdS
Wds 19g3

White has aslight advantage, Lput-
ian-Olafsson, Dortmund 1988.

Conclusion: White has had some
success with the surprising 4 Dgl.
However, there are not many players
who choose it as White, and it is also
difficult to believe that it should really
be a problem.

B)

4 Afd2!?

This is an interesting alternative,
popularized by Rogers, to the much
more studied 4 &g5. Black seems to
have no special problems, as the d2-
knight does not usually have a good
future ahead of it. However, the most
critical positions have only been tested
a few times, so there might be room
for new ideas.

4..f55¢3 Af6 6 Ac3 (D)

6...

Otherwise:

a) 6..c67&2e2(7b4a68Wb3c59
bxc5 dxc5 10 d5 &d6 11 &b2 Dbd7
12 €2 0-0 13 g4 Me5 14 gxf5 &xf5
is adynamic position with alot to play
for, Alterman-Greenfeld, Beersheba
1991)7..g6 80-0 £h6 9 b4 0-0 10 bS5
Hes 1l ©b3 Dbd7 12 Y2 7 13
$£d2 c5 = Boleslavsky-Bronstein, Zu-
rich Ct 1953.

b) 6..g6 is a more traditional ap-
proach which is also viable. 7 £e2 (7
b4 £g7 8 ¢57! d5 T Dlugy-Kavalek,
New York 1984) 7..2g7 8 b4 (8 f3
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exf3 9 £xf3 0-0 10 0-0 Dc6 11 Hel
&h8 = Ribli-Polugaevsky, Budapest
1975) 8..0-0 and now:

bl) 90-0 £e6 10 f3 exf3 11 £xf3
d5! 12 b3 b6 13 a4 Db 14 bS De?
15 £a3 He® 16 Hcl Ec8 gives Black
comfortable play, Tozer-Speelman,
London Lloyds Bank 1992.

b2) 9 £b2 Db (3..c6!? = ECO)
10 b5 De7 11 ¥b3 Le6 1224 ¢5 13
dxcS dxc5 14 0-0-0 Wc7 15 g4! &
Veingold-Adams, Manila OL 1992.

b3) 9 b3 Le6 10 Hc2 Dbd7 11
£b2c6120-0 £f713b5c514 Bfdl
cxd4 15 Exd4 Dg4 16 & xgd Lxd4 17
Dxd4 fxgd 18 Dxed De5 19 ¢S5 dxcs
20 ¥xcS with enough play for the ex-
change, Alburt-Zaichik, Philadelphia
1993,

7 fe2

Alternatively:

a) 7137 has been played, though it
seems quite risky: 7...cxd4 8 exd4 &b
(8...e3!? is the most critical approach)
9 fxed fxed (9..%xd4!?) 10 Ddxed
Dxed 1l Dxed Wha+ 12 Hg3 Wxd4
13 ¥xd4 Dxd4 14 £d3 Db (14.. &e6
15 0-0 0-0-0 16 #g5 Hed 17 Zael
@c7 18 Bed Dcb 19 Efel Des 20
£ £e7 21 £f4 L1622 c5! + Blag-
ojevi¢-Okhotnik, Prague 1988) 15 0-0
(15 fe4 #e6 16 b3 Le7 =) 15..De5
16 &e2 £e6 with counterplay.

b) 7d57! gives Black the e5-square,
and is not to be recommended. 7..g6
and now:

bl) 8 &e2 #g7 9fdexf3 10Dxf3
0-0 11 0-0 Dg4 12 e4f4 13h3%e5 14
DixeS A xe5 (14...dxe5!?7) 15 & g4 Dab
16 a3 &c7 17 Yf3 Ebs 18 De2 bS
(18..85'7) 19 #xc8 Wxc8 20 #xf4

bxcd 21 ¥g3 Hb3 is OK for Black,
Pastor-Bereziuk, Frydek Mistek 1998.

b2) 8 b3 £g7 (the sharp 8. &£h6'?
9 2b2 0-0, stopping f3 and aiming to
play _f4,is also possible) 9 £b23bd7
and now:

b21) 10 ¥c2a611 Le2%e7 1203
£e513 0-0-0 0-0 14 a4?! (144 exf3
15 gxf3 Df7 16 DF1 f4! ) 14.. 47
15 Edel Eae8 16 &bl (16 f3 exf3 17
gxf3 Df7 18 £d3 f4! F) 16...Dd3! 17
£xd3exd3 18 &xd3 Ded 19 Ehfl (19
Ddxed fxed 20 We2 b5 21 cxb5 axb5
22 axb5 Bb3 F) 19...b5! 20 cxb5 axb5
21 axb5 (21 Dxb5 & xb5 22 axb5 £xb2
23 &xb2Wg7+ 24 2 Hal wins for
Black) 21...#.xc3! 22 S&xc3 £xb5 23
&c4 Eb8 T Lautier-Rogers, Gronin-
gen 1988.

b22) 10 22 0-0 11 ¥c2 De5 12
h3£d7130-0-0¥e714 Edel a6 15f4
is a better try for White: 15...exf3 16
gxf3 f7 17 £d3 Bae8 (after 17..£47!,
18 exf4 attacks the black queen; but
17..b5!7 seems logical) 18 f4 &hS 19
Ehgl Yds 20 He2 Ee7 21 Df1 Dho
22 g3 Dxg3 23 Hxg3 22 Haus-
ner-Mokry, Zlin 1995.

c) White canalso play 7 b3 im-
mediately, when Black has 7..&e7'?
(7..&Dc6 84 cxd4 leads toan original
position: 9 £xd4 Le7 10 £e2 0-0 11
0-0 £h8 12h3d5 13 cxd5 Dxd5 14
Dxd5 &xd5 15 Db5 YcS5 T Lewis-
McNab, British Ch (Eastbourne) 1990)
8 dxc5 dxc5 9 Wxd8+ xd8 10 £d2
#e6 11 Ecl b6 12 De2 417 13 &3
©Dbd7 14 Dd2 £d6 1594 &e5 16 hd
&e7 with a nice queenless middle-
game, Nikolac-Belotti, Mitropa Cup
(Portoroz) 1998.
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7..2D¢6(D)

E%%%@Q%

AN
SN

8 &b3

8 d5 is the older option, but Black
has enough good squares in thecentre:
3. Me5 94 (90-0g6 10 £3 exf3 11
Axf3 Bxf3+ 12 Lxf3 £g7 is equal,
Vogel-Hodgson, Bundesliga 1993/4)
9..exf3 10 Mxf3 Mfgd! 11 0-0 Le7,
and then:

a) 12 Mxe5 Bxe5 13 e4 0-0 14
L47 (14 Le3 =) 14..8g6 15 exf5
Axf4 16 BExf4 £xf517 Lg4(17 £d3
£xd3 18 Bxf8+ Wxfs 19 Wxd3 &6
3) 17...2g6! 7 Lputian-Lukin, Blago-
veshchensk 1988.

b) 12 h3Mxf3+13 gxf3 (13 £xf3
Ae5 14 Lh5+ g6 15 Le2 0-0 16 ed
#g5 =) 13..Me5 14 {4 Mg6 15 2d3
0-0 '4-12 Kakageldiev-Lukin, Frunze

The main alternative is 90-0 0-0 10
f4 b6 11 h3 (after 11 £.d2a5 12 d5
Ab4 13 a3 Ma6 14 Bbl £d7 15 Bal
M3 16Mc2 26 17g4g6 18 g5 4 g7
19 el Mec7 20 Ma2 We7 Black has
no special problems, as there is always

the possibility ...b5, Meszaros-Rich-
trova, Czech Cht 1996/7) 11..4b7
(11..a5!'? is also more logical here, as
the bishop is better placed on c8 to
meet the later g4 advance) 12 d5 8b8
13 g4, when White is slightly better,
which was confirmed in the instruc-
tive game Rogers-Hartoch, Wijk aan
Zee 1985: 13..g6 14 Bf28f7 15 Bg2
£c8 16 Md2 418 17 b3 287 18 2b2
Abd7 19 g5 Med 20 hd4 Lf8 21 h5 e
22 Wc2 Af8 23 h6 Ah8 24 Bdxed
fxed 25 Wxed+ 2d7 26 Lgd+ $c7 27
Ab5+ b7 28 Lxch+ HxcB 29 Lxhs
W47 30 W3 a6 31 Ma3 A7 32 e4
a7 33 416 We8 34 e5 Md7 35 exd6
Axf6 36 gxf6 Mad 37 He2 Wrs 38
He7+©b839 Bael Bd840d7 1-0.
9..0-0100-0 (D)

XTsW Xel
cremE .

/// ; " %
/// %%1/
A 7
a/,,
////.@// /

C

&

g%

a) 10 .exf3?! 1l £xf34d712 £d2
He8 13 Md5 cxd4 14 exd4 Mxd5 15
£xd5+Ph816 417 Hf817&hS Aed
18 & xe88xe8 19 Wxf5 is much better
for White, Pachman-Hort, Hamburg
1920.
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b) 10...a5'7at once is also an inter-
esting possibility that has not been
tested.

c) 10..We8 11 £d5 cxd4 12 fxed
(12 De7 ¥d8 13 Bxa8 d3 T 12 Bxd4
Axd5 13 cxd5 Mxd4 F) 12..d3 is
speculative. After 13 Dxf6+ £xf6 14
Wxd3 Wxed 15 'Yxdo Bds 16 ¥4
Wxf4 17 exf4 a5 Black’s initiative
gave him sufficient compensation in
Mishra-Norwood,Dhaka 1993, but 13
£.xd3 fxed 14 £.c2!?ismore critical.

d) 10..Ph8isthe main alternative:

dl) 11 a3 a5 12 a4 &b4 13 £.d2
Sebiis close to equal, and Black even
achieved an advantage after 14 fxe4
fxed 15 Kel b6 16 d5 &Lf7 17 M2
$£.g6in Klimm-Agrest, Berlin 1993.

d2) 11 ¥c2 cxd4 12 exdd Ebo
(12..d5!? Khalifman) 13 ¥dl exf3 14
Exf3 £d7 15 &e3 Mgd 16 Dd5 Wds
17 &f4 £ Rossiter-McNab, Dublin Z
1993,

d3) 11 fxed fxed (11..Mxed!?isa
Khalifman recommendation that has
never been tested) 12 dxc5 dxc5 13
xd8 Bxd8 14 Dd2 £ Crouch-McNab,
Scottish Ch 1997.

11 &d2(D)

This brings about a critical posi-
tion. Alternatives:

a) 11 fxed Mxed 12 ££3 (12 Bxed
fxed 13 Exf8+ £.xf8 14 ¥c2 £15=)
12..8xc3 13 bxc3 £.d7 (13..4.b7 14
£.d5+®h815 Bbl £ with a pawn po-
sition closely reminiscent of a Nimzo-
Indian) 14 £.d5+ h8 is given by
Khalifmanas unclear. Both sides have
their trumps, as White's active bishop
on d5 compensates for his pawn weak-
nesses.

b) After 11 ¥c2 £b7 12 a3 Black
played the thematic queenside counter
12...a5 in Dreckmann-Oepen, Bundes-
liga 1986/7, and this scared White into
making a short draw: 13 &b5 &a7 14
De3 Deb 15 MRS Ha-th.

E 2l Xé
B%%/ 2 3

%
v k'
/&%3/
A

AR

i
7

%

AT
j ﬁg/&ﬁ
2 v 2%

11..a5! 12 fxed

12 a4!? might be possible.

12..24! 13Dcl fxed 14 DHxad cxdd
15 exdd ds!

15..Mxd4 16 Se3 Mxe2+ 17 Mxe2
%

16 Ae3 h8

Now:

a) 17 De3? isfineforBlack, Agde-
stein-Khalifman, Narva ECC 1998.

b) The critical try is 17 b3!? dxc4
18 bxcd Mxd4 19 Bxb6 (19 Exd4
Hxad 20 Wxb6 Wxb6 21 £xb6 Lab
=) 19...8xe2+ 20 Exe2 (20 Mxe2 Ha3
with enough compensation) 20.. £g4
21 Wel Ha6, when Black’s ackvepieces
compensate for the material deficit.

Conclusion: Although 6..c5 has
not been played much, it seems to of-
fer Black a very active position.



6 What Else Can Black Play?

This section shows some alternative
plans for Black, differing from the main
repertoire introduced above. It is worth
noting that there are many transposi-
tions from these alternative variations
back to the main lines, which means
that the reader should be familiar with
the main lines anyhow. However, the
plans with an early ..c5 (Line A) as
well as the plans with an early ..h6
(Line B) don’t have as much theory
to be remembered as the main lines,
which mightmakethem a good choice
for players wishing to build a reper-
toire with minimal effort

1d4d62cde535)f3eddDg5155
@e3(D)

/

—
Y

E
s% '%%

Z

/ 7
//AZZS
% 7
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%

Now:
A: S.ARe7 41

B: 5..h6 43

5...c6 45

In Line A (and to a lesser degree
Line B) we are primarily interested in
plans with _.c5

A)

5..8e7 6 ©Hh3 &6 (D)

6...c5!? has been tried here, and it is
by no means refuted: 7 dxc5 dxc5 8
‘Wxd8+ A xd8 9 Mb5 (9 fe3 is one
suggested improvement) 9.. #a5+ 10
£d2 Axd2+ 11 xd2 Mab 12e3 A6
13 #e2 Pe7 leads to an equal posi-
tion, Portisch-Larsen, Rotterdam Ct (8)
1977.

a)7.f4c63h4009:3ﬂa6
transposes to Line A of Chapter 3.
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b) 7 f3 transposes to Line B of
Chapter 4.

c) 7 %g5 is the most important of
White's independent tries. The plan
is to develop the bishop outside the
pawn-chain. However, this move gives
Black the choice of which minor pieces
to exchange:

cl) 7..Mc6!7 is also a good-look-
ingplan,as 8e3Mg49 fxe7 Mxe7 10
Sie2 Mf6 leads to the basic position
without dark-squared bishops. White
obtained only asmall advantage by 1 1
Af4 c6 12 'Yb3 Ebo 13 Ya3 a5 14
Ma4'Yc7 15 c5! d5 16 Mb6in Okra-
jek-Dubois, Cappelle la Grande 1991.

c2) 7..%e6'7is again an interest-
ingidea based on switching the bishop
to the kingside: 8 e3 (8 '&b3 Mbd7!?)
8..Abd7 and now:

c21) 9 £e20-010 b3 h6 11 Af4N
%f7 12 h4? c5 13 fl cxd4 14 exd4
hxg5 15 hxg5 g6 16 gxf6 &xf6 T
Hawelko-Lukin, Naleczow 1981.

c22) 9'Yb3 Eb3 10 AF4 £f7 11
Wad a6 12 £xf6'? &xf6 13 g4 fxgd 14
h3 (14 Bxed Ye7 15 Bxf6+ 'Yxf6 16
Bgl g5'7) 14...83 I fxg3 0-0 16 ¥c2
c5 17 0-0-0 cxd4 18 exd4 b5 gives
Black enough counterplay, Alburt-
Lukin, Thilisi 1974.

c23) 9 A4 &7 10 &ke2 t.

c3) 7..h6!? is a logical move, as
Black forces the immediate exchange:
8 &xf6 &xf6 9 €3 0-0 10 Ad5 (10
Re2 Ac6 11 a3 Me7 12 f4 exf3 13
%xf3g57 Bellon-Galego, Cienfuegos
1997) 10..c6 11 Mxf6+ Exf6 is the
basic position with two pairs of minor
pieces missing, which makes the game
equal: 12 fe2 'WaS+ 13 '¥d2 '¥xd2+

14 &xd2 g5 15 f4 exf3 16 gxf3 f4!,
Lazi¢-Botan, Biel 1990.

7..0-0

7..c6 transposes to Chapter 2.

8 £g2 ¢517 (D)

2

i
o

&
y

.,

Y

This independent idea, made possi-
ble by Black’s move-order 6..8f6, has
beenused by some strongplayers. The
main plan is to attack the centre in a
different way from the nonnal .. 8a6-
c7and ..d5 plans.

9ds

9 dxc5!? leads to a type of endgame
we have seen before, but the latest ex-
amples suggest that White might keep
an edge: 9..dxc5 10 '#'xd8 (10 0-0
Aa6 11 Bf4 Ac7 12 '&'xd8 Exds 13
3 g5 14 MfdS Mcxd5 15 cxd5 MxdS
16 fxe4 Mxc3 17 bxc3 fxed = Cebalo-
Tkachev, Solin 1999) 10..Exd® is
close to equal, but it might be worth
taking seriously as Tkachev had some
problems in this latest game from this
position: 1 1 Mf4Ma6 12 Afd5! Mxd5
13 Mxd5 £d6 14 g5 Bed 15 0-0-0%
Savchenko-Tkachev, Cannes 2000.

9...Abd7
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9..%a6 10 0-0 ©Dc7 11 3 exf3 12
exf3 should be compared with note ‘a’
to Black’s 10th move in Line Bl of
Chapter 2.

100-0 e5 11 b3 De8

Or 11...26!7 12 a4 85 13 f3 46!
14 %42 e3 15 Wxe3 Bxcd 16 Yd3
@e5 17 Wc2 £d7 with counterplay,
Quinn-Mantovani, Bolzano 1999.

12f3exf3 13 exf3 416 14 Wc2

14 412 is not a problem for Black:
14 .. 8c7 15 A4 g6 16 Wd2 a6 17 a4
b6 18 Efdl Ebs 19 &d3 Mxd3 20
Wxd3 &d4+ 21 dhl ¥f6 22 Habl
BHe8 ¥ Wang-Stiazhkina, New Delhi
FIDE wom 2000.

14..%5¢7 15 D12 £d7 16 f4Df7
17 &b2 a6 18 ad b6 19 Hfel Ze8 20
#11 Exel 21 Exel ¥f822Hcdl

1/2-1/2 Lautier-Svidler, Tilburg 1996,

Conclusion: The plans associated
with an early ..c5 are an interesting
option for Black.

B)

5.h6

This introduces an independent
plan, namely ..h6 and .. g5. This set-
up is logical but risky, as Black ad-
vances his pawns before developing.

6 Dh3 (D)

6...85

It is most logical to grab some space
immediately, but 6... &e6!? also looks
possible, with the idea of improving
the bishop's position: 7 Mf4 &7 8§
b3 W8 9 hd (after 9 £3 g5 10 &h3
A6 11 fxed fxe4 12 Mf2 Black man-
aged activate his bishop with 12...& g6
= in JRichardson-RPert, London

1997) 9. &e7 10 McdS (10 h5'?, fix-
ing the black kingside, also looks pos-
sible) 10..c6 11 Me3 g6 12 g4 (12
h5!7) 12..fxg4 13 Mxgd bS5 with a
sharp fight, Billio-Karakas, Caorle
1981.

7Hg11?

‘White plans to weaken Black’s ad-
vanced pawns. Alternatives:

a) 713 A6 (7..exf3!?) transposes
tonote ‘a’ to Black’s Sthmove in Line
B of Chapter 4.

b) 7 g3 is not dangerous, because
after 7..Mf6 8 f3exf3 9 exf3 e7+ 10
We2 Wxe2+ 11 Mxe2 Black has the
normal counter in the centre: 11 ..c5!
12 b3 Mc6 13 b2 4g7 = Schmidt-
McNab, Thessaloniki OL 1984.

c) 7e3 is sharpideato fight forthe
centre,but 7. MFE8 3 (8 Ke2 &e6 9
b4 427 10 $c20-0 11d5 &f7 12 f3
exf3 13 gxf3 ¥d7 14 £d3 &g6 15 D2
¢6 T Sani-Berkmortel, Caorle 1988; 8
b4 £g7 9 4e2 0-0 10 ¥b3 Aco 11
Mgl Ae7 1204 g4 13¢5+ Phd 14 g3
a5 ¥ Schon-Hickl, Bundesliga 1987/8)
8..exf3 9 gxf3 &g7 10 M2 Wb 11
#d3 We7 12 Me2 £d7 1314 0-0-0is
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very good for Black, Pyhéla-Yrjola,
Helsinki 1991.

7..4¢7

After7..0)f6 8h4 Eg8 9 hxgs hxgs
‘White can force a weakening of Black's
kingside pawn-formation: 10 &h3 g4
(10..f4 11 €3 = is no good for Black,
but maybe 10.. & h6!? is worth a try)
11 &f4 + Illescas-Hodgson, Spanish
Cht 1993. This is White’s most dan-
gerous general plan, and Black must
beaware of it.

8hd (D)

8..g4

Black fixes the kingside, because
he canfightfortheoutpostf4.

a) 8..4e6is a flexible alternative:
9 hxgS hxg5 10 Exh® &xh8 11 e3 g4
(the calm 11..4 g7'? might be possi-
ble) 12 &b3 b6 13 Dge2 De7 14 Df4
££7 15 4.d2Dd7 16 Wad c6 17 Le2
a6 18 Wa3 &b3 19 Ddl b520 A bazx
Hiibner-Bohm, Telex 1977,

b) 8..2)c6!? has not proved suc-
cessful so far, but it might be possible
to find improvements in the subse-
quent complications:

bl) 9 hxg5 Dxd4 (%..hxg5?) 10
gxh6 De6 11 g4 Dxh6 12 A xh6 Exh6
(12.. &xh6'?) 13 Exh6 & xh6 14 gxfS
% Kalinichev-Vorotnikov, Wiirzburg
1992,

b2) 9 €3 Of6 10 hxg5 hxgs 11
Hxh8+ &xh8 12 Dh3 Dg4 13 Le2
©ho 14 4d2 £d715'Fb3b6 160-0-0
£ Farago-Ermenkov, Albena 1983.

9e3 26

The alternatives are slightly prob-
lematic for Black:

a) 9..23d710 Dge2 h511 D4 DF
12 Yad+ ¥q7 13 Y3 De7 and Black
has lost quite a lot of moves with his
knights, so White gets an edge with 14
c5' dxcS 15 dxc5 Dfgb (15..c6 16
Hcd Degb 17 DbS5! Dxf4 18 D6+
&d8 19 exf4 + Portisch-Seirawan,
Mar del Plata 1982) 16 Dxgb Dxgb
17 £.d2 £ according to Portisch.

b) 9..&e6 is another option, with
better chances for White after 10 &b3
W8 11 Dge2 D7 12 Df4 Af7 13
£.d2a6 1424 Dgf6 15 $c20-016 a5
Yes 17 Dce2Dh5 18 Dxh5 A xh5 19
)4 % Eingorn-Deev, Berlin 1992.

10 Dge2 Dh5! 11 DdS Ae6!?

11..c5 isnot as good because of 12
£d2Dc613 A3 Leb 14 dxc5 dxcS
15 &b30-0 16 £xg7 Pxg7 170-0-0 ¢
Portisch-Quinteros, Nice OL 1974.

12 Defd Dxf4 13 Dxf4 A7 14
b3 c5!? 15 dxc5

15 Wxb7 d7,intending...0-0 and
...Bb8, gives Black enough compensa-
tion.

15...dxcS 16 £d2 Wb6 17 Ac3

1242 1.Sokolov-Strikovi¢, Cadiz
1991. 17..@xb3 18 axb3 Lxc3+ 19
bxc3 leads to an equal position.
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Conclusion: The plan ...h6 and ...g5
is quite sharp and dangerous, but there
are not many games with it. It cur-
rently seems a viableoptionforBlack.

C)
5.6 (D)

P73
7

yz

. /x% |
/a%;/

E gwyaia

Black’s most commonapproach, at
least in the early 1990s, was to play
this move and wait for White's actions.
There is high probability of transposi-
tions to other lines, so here we present
only some independent move-orders
and plans.

6 Dh3

This is the most common movefor
White. Again, Black continues in a
flexible way. Other moves:

a) 6 '&b3 enjoyed a brief spell of
popularity about ten years ago. There
are some positional ideas connected
with it, so it is worth a closer look.
Firstly it stops ..d5, and secondly it
brings extra forces to the queenside.
6..%e7 (6..Mf67' 7 M3, intending
£g5, gives White some advantage) 7
Ah3 (after 7 h4 Black can equalize

with 7..:&b6 8 &xb6 axb6 9 b3 Af6
10 Ah3 Abd7 11 &f4 A8 12 £.b2
Ag6 13 g3 Mxf4 14 gxfa d5 15 e3
£e6 16 £.e2 h5 17 Mad £d8 18 5
b5 = Pugach-Rai.Garcia, Argentine
Ch (Buenos Aires) 1965) 7..Ma6 (the
alternative 7.. 867! is still slightly
premature, as White plays 8 £.g5 8a6
9 3 Ac7 10 Af4 with chances of get-
ting some pressure) 8 e3 M6 9 Le2
Ac7 10 £d2, Timman-Gulko, Reyk-
javik 1991, andnow 10...d5! = is most
logical, as Black’s knight is already
supporting this central move. It has,
however, never been played.

b) 6 d5 expands in the centre, pro-
viding strong posts for both player's
pieces: White gets the al-h8 diagonal,
especially the d4-square and some-
times also e6, while Black gets e5 and
c5 for his knights. 6..£.e7 (D) and

bl) 7h4 M6 8 £.f4h6 9 Mh3 0-0
10 ¢5!'? is an original idea, but Black
is quite OK after 10...cxd5 11 MxdS
Axd5 12 'Hxd5+ Lh8 13 cxd6 L6
14 '%d2 (14 £g5'7) 14..'8b6 15 Ebl
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f.e6 16 £.e3 Wa6 17 D4 Yxa2 18
EBcl Ed8 with good compensation,
Meyer-McNab, Norresundby 1992.

b2) 7 Dh3 Dab (7..Df6Y? is also
possible: 8 e3 £bd7 9 £.e2 0-0 10 b3
De5 11 £b2 Dfgd 12 ¥d2 Lh4!? 13
g34e7148glg5150d1Hg6 1603
D4e5 17 D3 c5 18 0-0-0 a6 19 f4
exf3 20 Dxf3 Dxf3 21 &xf3 b5 and it
is Black who is attacking, Cummings-
Watson, British Ch (Norwich) 1994)
and now:

b2l) 8 g3 is athematic developing
move: 8. 467 9 £g2 $e7 10 0-0
0-0 11 £.3 &c7 (11..9g6!? with the
point 12 £d4 Des) 12 £.d4 £xd4 13
Wxd4 c5 14 Yd2 Dg6 1513 exf3 16
exf3 £.d7 17 f 4 £ Nikolié-Speelman,
New York 1994.

b22) 8 e3 £.f6! (Black's best idea
is to develop his bishop on the long di-
agonal whenever possible) 9 £.d2 (9
£e2?) 9..%5h6 (9..De7'?) 10 Df4
0-011£e2 £d7120-0(12g3 We713
h4is playable for White) 12.. %e7 13
Bcl f£.e5 gives Black a comfortable
position; e.g., 14 f3 g5 15 ©h3 exf3 16
gxf3 f4 ¥ Johansen-Gulko, Copenha-
gen 1996.

6..%a6 (D)

6..5)f67 g5 enables White to im-
prove his bishop’s position.

783

Black has committed himself to
..&Da6 plans, so White tries to choose
aline with g3. Other moves:

a) 7 f3%f6 and then:

al) 8fxedfxed 9 fg5 &.e7 10 e3
0-0 11 §f2 allows the original idea
11..8d5!? (11...d5 12 cxd5 cxd5 13
W3 1) 12 fxe7 Dxe7 13 Dfxed,

48
Y,
g /
£ ‘Q%.@._ ZE
when Black gets quite a lot of activity
with 13..8f5 14 ¥d2 d5 15 cxd5 cxd5
16 £xa6! bxab 17 g3 Dxeld! 18
Wxe3Ee8 195 ged L1520 0-0 £.xed
= Neverov-Foigel, Kherson 1989.
a2) 852 d5 9 cxdS cxd5 10 £.g5
Se7 1l e3 Dc7 12 Le2 Lee6 13 0-0
0-0 is equal, though White developed
serious pressure after 14 Ecl Dfe8?
(14...exf3) 15 £f4)d6?! (15..Ec8!?)
16 £.e5! '@d7 17 ©h3 Hac8 18 &f4
%f7 19 Wel Hdes 20 Wg3 + in the
game Sitanggang-Komliakov, Manila
OL 1992.
a3) 8 kg5&e7 9e30-0(D).
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Here White has many options, but
none of them seems really dangerous:

a3l) 10 &xf6?! &xf6 11 fxed fxed
12 Mxe4 is bad due to 12...%xh3 13
gxh3 & hd+, which favours Black.

a32) 10 &e2exf3 11 gxf3 (not 11
£ xf37 Mgd 12 £f4 g5F) 11..8Dh512
4 (128174 %) 12...&xg5 13 Mxg5
Af6 T leaves White’s pawns seriously
committed.

a33) 10 'Wb3 exf3 11 gxf3 allows
Black to attack the centre quickly by
11..8g4! 12 &xe7 Wxe7 13fxgd fxgd
14 &gl Wxe3+ 15 Mge2 & e6, with an
attack.

a34) 10 Mf2 is a passive alterna-
tive: 10..exf3 1l ‘&xf3 h6 12 &xf6
&xf6 13 0-0-0 'Wa5 14 £d3 &e6 15
a3 Mc7 16g4 &g5 17 gxf5 &xf518
@g3 &xd3 19 Mxd3 Eae8 7 Uhl-
mann-S.Mohr, Bundesliga 1995/6.

a35) 10'%d2 A&c7 110-0-0d5 with
equality, Gulko-Speelman, Thessalon-
iki OL 1988.

b) 7 e3 &f6(D) andhere:

o
/
Or

%
7

TAKA
%

bl) 8 fe2 g6 (8..&e7 9 0-0 0-0
transposes to Line B1 of Chapter 3) 9

0-0 £g7 10 £d2 (10 Ebl &c7 11 b4
0-0 12 a4 h6 13 f3 '22-'/2 Sutter-Hort,
Switzerland 1996) 10..0-0 11 ¥b3
We7 12 Bacl ¥h8 1323 M7 14 Bfel
Ae6 15d5Mc5 16 W2 Bed717 dxcd
bxc6 18 Bedl Me5 19 el &e6 T
Kummer-Brestian, Moesern 1997.

b2) & Af4andnow:

b21) 8..&e79 &e20-0transposes
to Line B2 of Chapter 3.

b22) 8..86!79a3(9g3 &g7 10h4
0-0 1l $e2 Mc7 12 d5 ¢5 13 Y2
£d7 14 a4 Ye7 15 b3 Mab 16 &b2
Ab4 = Gaertner-Maiwald, Budapest
1994) 9. &c7 10 d5 '/-'2 Hynes-
McNab, Blackpool Z 1990.

b23) The active 8..g5'? is best.
After 9 h5 &e6 10 h4 Black seems
to be able toplaythe committal 10...g4
11 A4 &7 12d5 &g7 13 dxcbbxco
14 @c2 as he gets counterplay with
14..8c515b3a5 16 a3 Afd717 Bdl
ke5 18 &.e2Wf6 19 Ecl 0-0 20 g3
Bfb8 ¥ Ruban-Popchev, Sochi 1989.

c) 7d5 isbestmet by 7..8f6 8 e3
(8f3exf3 9exf3ke7 10 £.d3 &bo 11
A2 cxd5 12 cxd5 0-013 0-0 &d7 14
‘We2 Bae8is at least equal for Black,
Uhlmann-Van der Wiel, Austrian Cht
1995) 8..g6 9 b3 (% Af4 g7 10 he
Ag4!? 11 £d2 00 12 &e2 'We7 13
Ebl &c5 14 b4 Md3+ 15 &xd3 exd3
16&f1a517b5Me5 18 @3 &d7isa
messy position, but Black is probably
already better, Popov-Miles, Rome
1990) 9..&g7 10 &b2 0-0 11 ¥ad2
Mg4 12 &e2 M5 and the classic bat-
tle Knaak-Speelman, Thessaloniki OL
1998 continued 13 Edl '&h4 14 Mad
415 &xg7fxe3 16 Wc3 Bxf217 &h8
Exg2+ 18 $f1 Me50-1.
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‘We now return to the position after
783(D)
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7..8617

Theplan of fianchettoing the dark-
squared bishop is a fully playable op-
tion in this move-order.

The alternative is 7..&e7 8 £g2
Af6 9 0-0 Ac7 (9...0-0 transposes to
Line B1 of Chapter 2), and now:

a) 10 d5 0-0 11 f3 transposes to
Line B1 of Chapter 2.

b) 10 Af4 g5 (10..0-0'?) 11 Mh3
h6 12 f3 exf3 (12..d5'7) 13 exf3 &e6
14 d5!'cxd5 15 cxd5 MfxdS (the alter-
native 15..Mcxd5 16 Zel Mxc3 17
bxc3 ££7 18 Wc2 is good for White)
16 f4 Mxc3 17 bxc3 g4 18 Mf2 £6?
(18..0-0!?) 19 £a3!d5 20 Ebl b6 21
Bel &1722 Bxe6 &xe6 (the alterna-
tive 22.. Mxe6 23 £xd5 He8 24 Wb3
d725 Eel is not to be recommended
for Black) 23 Wd3 Wd7 24 c4' and

‘White conwols the game, Dao-Bezold,
Budapest 1994,

8 2g2

8 Af4!7 876 9 ha Ac7 10d5 is an-
other option, but Black develops his
pieces to good sequares: 10..£d7 11
282 c5'12 f3 We7 (12..exf31?) 13
fxed fxed 14 Wc2 £S5 (now the posi-
tion becomes quite complicated) 15
h5g5(15..2g8'7) 16 Me6! Lxe6 17
dxe6 Mxe6 18 Mxed Mxed 19 Yxed
0-0-0 20 0-0 He8 seems to be better
for White, Lputian-CuHansen, Wijk
aan Zee 1993.

8..4g79 0-0 Af6 10 g5

10 f3 0-0 11 fxed fxed 12 £g5
Wb6! shows one plan associated with
...%g7: the d4-pawn might be as weak
as the e4-pawn. After 13 Wd2 Le6 14
b3 Mg4 15 Zadl Exfl+ 16 £xfl h6
17 £e3 He8 18 £g2 Bxe3 19 Wxe3
Ab4 Black has enough activity: 20
Axed Bc2 21 Wd3 Yxda+ 22 Yxdd
Axdd+ 23 Bxd4 Bxd4 24 A6+ &7
25 Mxe8 Lxed 26 A4 S7 27 $f2
h-1h Schopper-Angermiiller, German
corr. Ch 1993.

10...h6 11 &xT6 Wxf6 12 €3 0-0

142-/2 Yusupov-Cu.Hansen, Hamburg
1993

Conclusion: 5...c6 is a sound alter-
native to the standard move-order. It
is worth noting that there are many
transpositions between these various
options for Black.




7 3 &%c3: Introduction

In Chapters 8 and @ we study the posi-
tionafter 1 d4d6 2c4 e5 3 D3, when
it is best for Black to break up the
whitecenwre immediately with 3..exd4
4 ¥xd4 (D).

R

Ak Aka
// i / /
% %

/% %8%

Hang

Now Black has a major decision: he
can either win a tempo for develop-
ment with 4...&)c6 or he can develop
his kingside first, starting with 4...)f6,
trying to use the central position of the
white queen to his advantage later.

The variations presented in this
chapter can also be reached via an
English Opening move-order: 1 c4 5
2 &c3 d6 3 d4. Because of this, the
ECO code for these variations is A2l .

Positional Plans
Looking at the following diagram, the
general plan for White is based on

Lukin

Czerwonski —
Miedzybrodzie 1991

free development together with strong
diagonals for his bishops. White has
fianchettoed both bishops and he is
going to continue with ©f4 and 0-0.
The bishops together with the d5-out-
post for his knights usually give White
his normal small opening advantage.
The general plan for Black is ...g6,
..%g7 and ..0-0. After securing his
king, Black usually has both tactical
and positional plans. The good thing
is that the general positional plans
usually give Black aplayable position,
and readers who wish to play only on
general grounds will be completely OK
here. In this example, the positional
approach contains plans like ..a5-
adxb3 or sometimes even ...a5-a4-a3,
together with ..&9e5 and .. &fd7-cS.
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Czerwonski — Lukin Franco — Romero
Miedzybrodzie 199/ Leon 1990

Here Black has implemented the
standard plans, and can start activating
the rest of pieces with moves like ...c6
and .. b6. The b3-pawn can alsoeas- W
ily become a clear target for Black.

Tactical Plans

Depending on what White plays, there
might be some exceptional tactical
plans for Black. In the following posi-
tions we see some of these ideas.

Lautier — Kramnik
Cannes(3) 1993

These plans are usually based on
the factthat Black is afew tempiahead
in development because of the addi-
tional moves by White’s queen. In
some lines White may also weaken his
position by playing b3, which leaves
the long diagonal open until White has
. i time for Ab2; yet another possibility
" hiibner=Kasparov — is that an early £dS5 by White might
Hamburg (1) 1985 weaken his central squares like e4.




8 3 %c3 exd4 4 Wxd4 Hcb

1d4d62cde53 Ac3

This position can also be reached
via 1 c4 e5 2 Mc3 d6 3 d4. White is
well centralized, but loses some time
with his queen

3..exdd 4 Wxdd

Our main repertoire is connected
with:
4..%¢6 (D)

This immediate gain of time for de-
velopment is the most logical move,
and it also serves to narrow White’s

options.

Now:
A: 5 ¥d1 51
B: 5¥d2 53

5@e3+ is best answered by 5. &e7,
when Black doesn’t have to worry
about 6 Md5 se6 7 Mxe7 Exe?. since

Black’s advantage in development
soon gives him good chances: 8 Wc3
(3b3Mf692b20-0-0 I0MF3d5F)
8. 816 9 Exf6? Mxf6 10 e3 Mb4 11
&dl MedandBlack wins, Corniere-
Prochazka, Massy 1993

A)

5 Wdl

Themainideaofthis move is to de-
velop the bishop actively with £g5
5..86 (D)

Or:

a) 5..f57 (this seriously weakens
Black's pawn-structure) 6 g3 &f6 7
£g2 Me5 (Schmidi-Helbig, Berlin
1994) 8 b3 intending Mh3-f4, £b2
and $d2

b) After 5../8f6 the kg5 plan is
not so effective: 6 £g5 (6 g3 is of
coursepossible, as is 6 Mf3)6... Leb6!?
(6..2e7 7€30-0 8 Af3 Le6 9 He2
§d7 10 a3 Efe8 11 Edl h6 12 &h4
Had8 13 b4 Mgd 14 fixe7 Hxe? 15
£e2 Mge5 16 A5 £xdS 17 Hxd5
Axf3+ 18 &xf3 Me5 19 £e2 c6 20
Bd2 a5 21 0-0 axb4 22 axb4 Ba8 23
‘&b3 Bed8 24 Bfd1 #1625 h3 Mg6 26
Bd4 £ Roos-Werner, Leipzig 1995) 7
€3 MeS5 8 M5 (8 AF3!7isan improve-
ment) 8..c6 9 Mc3 fxcd 10 fxcd
Axca 11 'c2 d5 is much better for
Black, Pichel Jallas-Alcaraz, Alicante
1989
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¢) 5..4e6'7 is possible, and gave
Black active play in the following ex-
ample: 6 e3 W67 MF3dS 8 MgS5 A bd
9 Axe6 fxe6 10 cxd5 exdS 11 &e2 d4
12 exd4 '&xd4 13 0-0 0-0-0 14 #e3
Wxdl 15 Efxdl a616 Exd8+Exd817
Edl Ze8 18 23 Me5 19 Ad5 BxdS 20
BxdS 6 21 Zdl c7 22 Lg2 bS5 with
counterplay, Babula-Freisler, Karvina
1929.

/%/ »
%/% 7.
B !

1
B o

ap man
B SWEHann

a) 6 23 £g77 #g2 Mge7 8e3 0-0
9 Apge2 fe6 10 AdS Me5 11 MxeT+
Wxe7 12 #xb7?is refuted by a basic
wick: 12..c6! 134 xa8Mf3+0-1 Dim-
itriadi-Zakhariev, Khania 1995.

b) 6b3 4277 £b2Af68g30-09
# g2 # d7 10 Wd2 isillogical; why did
the queen go to dl at all? A standard
plan gives Black an active position:
10...26 11 Mh3 Eb8! 120-0 b5 13 cxb5
axb5 14 Af4 MeS 15 Efcl Hed 16
Acd5MAxd5 17 MxdS c6 = Heissen-
buittel-Reicher, Bad Wildbad 1993.

c) 6ed4.£g77.4d3Mge7 8f40-09
Af3 allows Black to play the thematic

possibility 9.. 8d4! 10 &d2 c6 11 0-0
d5 12 cxdS5 cxdS 13 e5 &f5 14 &xfS
Mdxf5 15 M3 d4 16 Med &d517'Ed3
Ac6 with counterplay, Lombardy-
Quinteros, Haifa OL 1976.

6..4g77 #g5016!

It is best for Black to develop and
count on active counterplay with ...h6,
..g5and..&f5. Otherwise:

a) 7..Mge7?! is incorrect because
of 8 M55 (8. £xb27 9 A6+ A X6
10 £xf6 +; 8..0-0? 9 Af6+ Lh8 10
h4 h6 11 ed +) % e3 ho 10 A6 Axf6
11 Wxf6+ Lf7 12 MdS MeS5 13 Md4
c6 14 Mc3 a6 15 &e2 ¢S5 (15..b57 16
cxb5axb5 1714 Mc4 18 & xcd+ bxcd
19 Axc6! +) 16 M3 &e6 17 b3 Eas
18 '#d2 Ead8 19 Zd 1 Mxf3+20 £xf3
b5 21 cxb5 axb5220-0d5 (22..b4 23
Ac2 d5 24 Af4 £ Ribli) 23 bd! Exbd
(23...cxb4 24 Me2 is good for White
due to Black's weak pawns) 24 Ebl
a5 25 Exb5 @a7 26 Me2 + 1Soko-
lov-Topalov, Burgas 1992.

b) 7.f6 8 &4 (8 £h4 Mge7 9e3
0-0 10 #e2 Af5 11 £g3 Mxg3 12
hxg3 MeS, intending ..c6and .. f5, is
OK for Black according to Sokolov)
8. .Me59%9¢3 Me7 10 £e20-0 1l Ad4
8512 g3 £5 13 {4 gxf4 14 exf4 Mgd
15 d2Mc6 16 Mxco bxeod 17 h3 A6
180-0 Ze8 19 Hael £e620 £f2¢521
b3  Shapiro-Krant, Washington 1990.

8e3

83h69.£f40-0 10 £g2 is more
peaceful: 10. #f5110-0g5(11..Ee8'?)
12 £.d28e4 13 Ecl Ee8 14 hd Bxc3
15 #xc3 &ed 16 hxgs hxgs 17 ¥d2
6 18 b4 De5 19 x5 dxe5 20 Ee3
#g6 21 Md2 ed! = loseliani-Espig,
2nd Bundesliga 1998/9.
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8..h69 £hd 0-0 10 Re2

Black now starts an active plan that
works well here:

10...415 11 0-0 g5! 12 #g3 HhS
13d4 Dxg3 14 hxg3 DHxd415 exdd
6 16 g4 Ag6 17 Wd2 f5 18 gxf5
AxfS 19 £d3 Wb6 20 AxfS Hxf5 21
De2 Raf8

F I Horvath-Dobrovolsky, Harkany
1995,

Conclusion: 5 ¥dl is too passive
to give Black any real problems.

B)

5Wd2 56 (D)

5..£e6!7 is also possible; for ex-
ample, 6e4 g6 7b3 £.h6 8415 9 A3
X6 10 exf5 £.xf5 11 £.20-0 12 £.b2
‘#d7 13 0-0 Eaed 14 Hael £g7 15
£.d3 £xd3 16 'Wxd3 Ab4 17 a2
@r5 and Black is fine, Christiansen-
Blatny, Bremen 1996.

a
»

|
/%/

a
7

7
//a/

Now White has to choose which
fianchettoto start first:
Bl: 6b3 53
B2: 6g3 56

B1)

6b3

‘White is aiming for the basic set-up
with £.b2, g3, £.g2 followed by h3-
f4. Black’s best option is to act imme-
diately on the queenside.

6...aS!

Black’s general plan usually con-
tains themove ..a4,and here it can be
played immediately because of tacti-
cal motif's.

The standard plan of development,
starting with 6...g6, is of course possi-
ble. Playusually continues 7 £.b2 £.g7
88300 (D)

Az 1
2y
Al U
w %

7
w
v

a) 9 &h3 a5 10 &f4 is best met by
the same general plan: ..#MeS5 and a
quick ..a4; forexample, 10..Me5 11
£.2 a4, and now:

al) 120-0a3 (12..fd77) 13 &cl
c6 14 Bbl '&a5 15 Yc2Be8 16 £.d2
‘&a6 17 Ebdl d5 (17...4F5!7) 18cxdS
cxd5 19 MfxdS Mxd5 20 Mxd5 Wxe2
21 Edel &h5 22 ¥d1 £ Martin-Mes-
tel, British Ch (Hove) 1997.

a2) 12Edlaxb3 13axb3 £d7 (the
alternative 13..Mfd7!? also appears
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pretty logical here) 14 0-0 Ee8 15 Eal
Exal 16 Exal £.¢6 17 Dfd5 Ded7 18
Dxf6+ (18 Yc2 De5 198 d1 DHxd5 20
Dxd5 £xd5 21 Axd5 Axb222 Wxb2
b6 = Ruf-Hickl, W.German Ch (Bad
Neuenahr) 1989) 18 Dxf6 19 HdS
£xd520cxd5Dd721 A xg7Exg7 22
Bcl D5 23 b4 Dab 24 €3 Bel =
Cvetkovski-Guzijan, Yugoslav Cht
(Niksic) 1997.

b) 9 £g2 DeS! (this move, imple-
menting the plan ..a5-a4, has scored
especially well for Black) and now:

bl) 10 ©h3 a5 11 0-0 a4! 12 Eadl
axb3 13 axb3 §fd7 14 Kal Exal 15
Hxal Dc5 16 Wdl c6! 17 Df4 Wbo T
Czerwonski-Lukin, Miedzybrodzie
1991. Black has used the plan of at-
tacking the b3 weakness very well.

b2) 10 f4 Ded7 1l ©Dh3 D5 12
&2 a5 13 0-0 a4 14 b4 a3 15 Lcl
&cd7 16 Ebl Db6 17 Yd3 Le6 18
£d5 c6 19 Dxb6 Yxb6 20Eb3 Had
21 #xa3 Efa8 7 Telljohann-Smyslov,
Miinster 1993. Here the c4-pawn re-
mains weak, and Black gets good pros-
pects.

b3) 10 ©f3 Ded7 11 0-0 a5 12
Hadl Dc5 13 Dd4 Ze8 14 4al h515
&dS Dxd5 16 cxdSh4 17 Bfel £d7
18 Dc24 xal 19Exal b5 209h6 6
21 Y4 &g7 22 Yxfo+ Lxf6 with an
equal position, Karpov-Anand, Rogue-
brune Amber rpd 1992.

We now return 10 6...a5 (D):

74b2

7 e4leads to the sametype of posi-
tions:

a) 7..a4 has been popular lately,
but there are some problems forBlack:
8 8bl axb3 9 axb3 g6 (9..4e7'? 10

7
/%

1
/%

£d30-011 Dge2Db4120-0Ze8 13
&4 4814 Bdl c615 f3Ea516 4fl
d5!7 17 &hl Wbo 18 Dad Exad 19
bxa4 dxe4 20 £a3 c5 21 Zel exf3 22
Bxe8 Dxed 23 gxf3 Who 24 Edl Db
25 &b2 §d6 26 dS £ Anapolsky-
Nevednichy,Bucharest 1994) and then:

al) 10 g3 #g7 11 £g2 00 12
&)ge2 and here:

all) 12..4e6!? 13 0-0 Dd7 14
£d5 D5 15 bd Dad 16 Ye2 Des 17
Defs 247 18 Hel c6 19 De3 bS 20
cxb5 cxb5 21 7)dS Bc8 22 We2 &co
23 8b3 Db6 24 Bdl DxdS 25 exdS
447 26 &b2 Ee® = Bowyer-I.Wells,
English corr. Ch 1986.

al2) 12..%e5 13 f4 (13 0-0 &h3
14 £3 Axg2 15 Lxg2 Dfd7 16 4b2
©Dc517 Dcl c6 184 Dgd 19 bd Dad
20 Dxad Exad 21 #xg7 dxg7 22
De2 Wbo 23 Bf3 Bfa8 T Tabatadze-
Vorotnikov, Belgorod 1989) 13..&ed7
140-0 Ee8 15 b4 We7 16 Wd3 Db6 =
Korchnoi-Polugaevsky, Evian Ct (11)
1977.

a2) 10 A.d3 4.7 11 Dge2@Db4 12
0-0 0-0 13 &f4 Eed 14 Edl (14
£b2'7) 14..8xd3 15 Yxd3 Dxed! 16
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Dxed Bxed 17 Yxed AF5 18 Wxb7
Axbl 19 DdS5 Eb8! (19...&c2 20 Eel
Eb821 W6 Axb322h3 )20 Wa7
20 Wxc7 Wxc7 21 Dxc? K2 22 Hel
Axb3 =) 20..Exb3 21 Eel h6 (Kar-
pov-Epishin, Dos Hermanas 1993) 22
Dxc7 §d7 23 Yal+ $h7 24 Des
Ah8 25 &f4 2 (Karpov).

b) 7..&e6 is probably Black's saf-
est choice, with the standard plan of

adxb3 and ..&d7-c5 working well
almost against all of White's options:
8 &b2 (8 £d3 a4 9 Ebl axb3 10 axb3
g6 11 Dge2 &g7 120-0 0-0 13 &b2
Hes 14 £d5 Axd5 15 cxd5 De5 16
Kc2 c6 = Polugaevsky-Tseshkovsky,
USSR Ch (Leningrad) 1974; 8 Hge2
a4 9 Ebl axb3 10 axb3 g6 11 g3 kg7
12 £g2 0-0 13 0-0 Dd7 14 Dd5 Dc5
15 b4 Dad 16 c2 De5 17 Def4 Xd7
= Hiibner-Balashov, Rio de Janeiro 1Z
1979) 8..a4 9 Edl axb3 10 axb3 Dd7
11 Dge2 Dc5 12 Del LeT 13 Le2
&f6 14 0-0 0-0 = Anapolsky-A.Sok-
olov, Jurmala 1991.

7...ad! (D)

)

i

N

>

®©
bt
=]

Otherwise:

a) 8 Dxad?! d5! 9 cxdS (9cS Ded
10 Wcl Bxad 11 bxad &xc5 7)9...Ded
10 '®d3 (10 'We3 loses to 10.. Exad!
11 bxa4 Abd+ 12 &dl ¥xd5+)
10...Bxad 1123 ©Dc5 12 @dl (12 %3
Yxd5!) 12...Ee4 13 b4 Dxb4 14 axbd
Exb4!? looks good for Black.

b) 8 e4?! a3! 9 Acl g6 10 &d3
Xg711%Dge20-0120-0 Dd7 13 Fdl
D5 14 Ac2 Db4 15 Ke3 f5 16 exfS
Dxc2 17 Wxc2 4xf5 18 Yd2 We?
Manor-Oratovsky, Netanya 1993.

c) 8 &dS is possible. Black then
has the interesting option 8...3xd5!? 9
cxd5 §eS5 with an unclearposition; for
example, 10 £Xf3 (10e4!?) 10... Ke7 11
Dxe5 dxe5 12 &xe5 Af6 13 &xf6
Yxf6 14 ' Fe3+ 2d8 15 Bcl axb3 16
xb3 Ya6 17 Y3 Wa5 1823 Hed 19
€3 Hed 20''xa5 Exa5 21 Ae2 Head
22 0-0 ExdS 23 &c4 Hc5 24 &xf7
Excl 25 Bxcl Exa3 ¥ Popov-Tsesh-
kovsky, Becici 1994.

8...axb3 9 axb3 g6

9. &e7seemsaplayableoption: 10
e4 0-0 11 £d3 Dd4 12 Lc2 Dxc2+
13 Yxc2 £d7 14 Dge2 c6 15 Dd4
Be8 16 0-0 '2-1/2 Grabliauskas-Zagor-
skis, Vilnius 1994.

10ed4

After 10 dS &g7 11 g5 HxdS
12 Yxd8+ Hxd8 13 £xg7 g8 Black
has counterplay.

10..4g7 11 £d3

‘White’s pieces are not coordinating
well, so Black gets counterchances.

11...Ad4! (D)

12 &c2

12 b4?! 0-0 13 Dge2 Hch (alterna-
tively, 13..g4!? 14 0-0 &Hc6) 14
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Ad5 Ae5! 15 0-0 Mxed (15...BxdS!
16 £.xe5 {forced} 16.. £xe5 17 cxd5
£.d7 18 f4 £g7 F) 16 L.xe4 Bxcd 17
Lxg7Mxd2 18 Lxf8! (18 L6 Mxed
T) 18..8xed 19 L7 Wd7 20 Mg3!
Axg3 21 Bf6+ (21 fxg3? 'Wb5 is
much better for Black) 21...&g7 22
Axd7 (Norri-Yjola, FinnishCh (Hel-
sinki) 1996) 22..Me2+! 23 hl £.xd7
24 Hal Ze8 25 £.85 £b5 26 Hfel d5
27 £.d2 d4 and the mostprobable out-
come is a draw.

12..5xc2+ 13 Wxe2 0-0 14 Hge2
Dhs

14, Ze8 15 0-0 Mxed? 16 Mxed
£xb2 17 Mxd6 is much better for
White, but 14...8g4'? might be possi-
ble.

150-0f5 16 ¢S fxed

Now:

a) 17 cxd6 cxd6 (17 ..e3? is dubi-
ous because after 18 dxc7, 18...exf2+?
loses to 19 Exf2 Wxc7 20 &d5) 18
Axed (18 Yxed BF6 19 Wd3 Le6 =)
18..d5 19 fxg7 Mxg7 is approxi-
matelyequal.

b) 17 Mxedwasplayedinthegame
Lautier-Kramnik, Cannes (3) 1993.

Now17..£xb2 18 Wxb2We7! 19 cxd6
Wxed 20d7 We?! 21 dxcBW HaxcB is
equal.

Conclusion: The active plan on the
queenside should give Black enough
play in this line.

B2)
6g3(D)

‘a

& 7
%z

/// /
AW // e

* = %
WY B
& HaRE

White’s general plan is usually to
fianchetto both bishops and then to de-
velop the gl-knight by, for example,
Ah3-f4.

6..8e6!

Black constantly seeks tactical pos-
sibilities. It is best to start by attacking
the c4-pawn at once.

6...a5'? is another option: 7 £g2 a4
A3 (8 Ad5 Ne5 9 T2 c6 10 Af4
6 11 Mgh3 £g7 12 0-0 0-0 13 £.d2
£f5 14 Yl ho 15 £3 ' Ebo+ 16 Bf2
‘#d4 ¥ Khasanov-Vorotnikov, Alushta
1993) 8...g6 9 Md4 Me5 10 Y23 11
b3 £g7 12 0-0 0-0 13 Mdb5 £f5 14
e4 £.g4 15 f3¢6 16 Mxa3 Wbo+ 17
©hl £.e6 18 2b2'%b4 19 Mabl d5is
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total chaos with Black having the ini-
tiative, Hemdl-Komliakov, ManilaOL
1992.

Now (after 6 . &e6):
B21: 7 &dS 57
B22: 7ed 59

7b3d5! gives Black the initiative: 8
cxd5 Mxd59 £b2Adb4!? (9..Lbd s
alsosafeforBlack) 10 8f3 xd2+ 11
Pxd2 Bd8+ 12 cl Le7 13 a3 Ma5
14 axb4 Mxb3+ 15 ¥c2 Mxal+ 16
%xal £xb4 T Schacher-ZLehmann,
Siofok jr Ech 1996.

B21)
7 &dS(D)

i/%é%%
“ /%L

2 7
7
»
é%

/@//
/&/

/
%

a) 7 .£e7 is possible, as there is no
need for Black to be afraid of the ex-
change of his dark-squared bishop: 8
£g2 0-0 9 &f3 '&d7 10 0-0 and now
instead of 10..£&h3?, as played in
Kraai-Bermudez, USA 1990, which is
refuted by the calm 11 £xh3 '#'xh3 12
Axc7 Bg4a'? 13 Mxal Bce5 14 Tel,

Black couldtry 10 .8e4!? 11 &f4 f5
with some active play.

b) 7..g68b3 £g7 9 2b2 0-0 leads
to the same position-type as in Line
BL After 10 £g2 White has slightly
the better game, though Black's posi-
tion is quite stable:

bl) 10..Ze8 11 Ed1!? (11 €3 MeS
12 Me2 c6 = Levitt-Speelman, Dublin
Z 1993) 11..a5 12 &h3 a4 13 Ahf4
Ae5 (13..axb3'7) 14 LxeS5 dxeS 15
Axe6Exet 16 Mxf6+ Wxf6 17 Lxb7
Hbs 18 £d5 Heb6 19 c5 + Cvetko-
vi¢-Johnsen, Korinthos 1998.

b2) 10..a5 11 Mh3 Ze8 12 Mhf4
£xd5 13 Mxd5 MxdS 14 cxd5 Lxb2
15 &xb2 Ab4 16 0-0 'e7 17 Efel
Aa6 18 Zacl Ac5 19 a2 £520 Bc3
'Wg7 21 Hecl 722 &c2 Bf§23e32
Naumann-Weil, Giessen 1991.

8b3(D)

// é&é%
//@% %

/

//
v

//
P
///%

8..Med!

Withthis move, Black relies on tac-
tical devices.

8..%e7 is also playable. 9 £g2 c6
10 Mxe7 (10 Dxfo+ Lxf6 11 £Lb2
‘&Db6 12 Ebl 0-0 13 &f3 Bxf3+ 14
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Axf3 2xb215Wxb22h316e3 Rfed
17 ©e2 d5 18 Zhdl dxc4 19 bxcd Wc5
20 Yb4 W5 3 Koutsin-Czerwonski,
Frydek-Mistek 1994) 10..Wxe7 11
£a3 Bd8 124 g6 130-0-0c514ed
£.c815Me2 Mxed 16 Axed Wxed 17
Ac3 r5 18 Bhel+ £e6 19 Med 0-0
20 Mxd6 Wh3 21 Wf24g4 228d2b6
235 Mh4! was unclear in Ligterink-
Timman, Wijk aan Zee 1985.

9 We3

9 d4 is an improvement, but Black
is OK after9..McS5 (9..£5'7 10 £.g2g6,
Kristiansen-Reinert, Denmark 1985,
is also possible, but 11 Mf4 ishardto
meet) 10f4 Mc6 11 We3de7 12 Mxe7
Wxe7 13 £b2 0-0-0 and now:

a) 14 2xg77Bhe8 15 £b2 (15 £c3
d5' 162d1 dxcd¥; 15 Wc3 e 16 Wd3
d5 gives Black an attack) 15..Mb4 16
Wd2 45 7.

b) 14 &f3 Ehe8 15 Md4 Bxd4 16
Axd4 Wd717 Wc3 2h3!(17. ¥c6 18
Bgl&g4 19 W2, Taimanov-Smyslov,
USSR Ch (Tbilisi) 1966/7, 19..g6 F)
180-0-0 (18 £xg7? &xf1 19 Exfl f6!
wins for Black) 18..&xfl 19 Bhxfl
Aed 20 Wa5 a6 21 Wh5£522e3 (22
Wxh7 Bh8 23 Wxg7 Wxg7 24 &xg7
Bxh2 ¥) 22..g6 ¥ Lonoff-Read, corr
1939.

9..Mc5(D)

9...c6 also favours Black. 10 Wxed
cxd5 11 cxdS Wa5+ 12 £d2andnow:

a) 12..8xd5 13 %f4 (or 13 &£xa5
fixed 14 f3 £c6 15 £g2 Le7 with
equality, Ftaénik-Timman, Wijk aan
Zee 1985) 13..Wbo 14 &3 g5'7 15
WF5 297 168c10-0 17 £.g2 (17 Mxgs
Bfe8 18 Wxh7+ &f8 gives Black suf-
ficient compensation) 17..2fe8 18 0-0

h6 was unclear in Rajkovi¢-Jansa,
Kragujevac 1974,

b) 12..¥xd5!? 13 £g2 Wxed 14
Axed4d515 £g2Ec8(15..f6 16 Mh3
Ag6 17 0-0 £a3 18 Lcl £c5 19 Hdl
Le7 20Af4Mxf4 21 gxf4 12-/2 Bew-
ersdorff-Burkart, Bundesliga 1990/1;
15...&a3 16 M3 Bxf3+ 17 Lxf3 Ec8
18 0-0 Bc2 19 £e3 £b2 20 Hadl d4
21 Ed2 Exd2 22 £xd2 b6 23 £b4
©d7 24 Bbl 2c3 25 £a3 BcB withan
equal position, Janjgava-Lymar, Pol-
icka 1993) 16 Hcl Excl+ 17 £xcl
Abd+ 18 2d2 £xd2+ 19 $xd2 Bgd
20 Ah3 &d7 21 413 He8 22 Axg4
Rxg4 23 Wf4 L6 24 £3 L5 25 Hcl
Bxcl 26 &xcl g527 Mg2d4 ¥ Jakob-
sen-Laursen, corr. 1992.

10 &4b2

10 £g2" is probablythe last chance
for White to bail out from the compli-
cations. Black should then play 10...c6
11 &c3 a5 according to Kasparov.

10...c6 11 &f4

It is too late for 11 M3 according
[ Kasparov 11..Mgd12%Wd4Le7 3

41
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11..£e717 12 Dxe6Dxe6 13 &h3
&6 14 Lxe6 fxe6 15 Dh37 (15 417
might be a better try) 15...0-0 16 0-0
Hbo 17 Yed d5 18 ' Wc2 Eaed 19 Badl
Dgd 20 Lxf6 Dxf6 21 Dg5 h6 22
D3 Ded 23 Yb2 Bf6 24 g2 Hef8 25
@4 Yxd4 26 Bxd4 g5 ¥ Smejkal-
Rogoff, Amsterdam 1980.

12%dd

12 Dxe6 Dxe3 13 Hxd8 De2+ 14
Ldl Dxal 15 Dxf7&xf7 16 fxal
$e7 T Kasparov.

12..%%4! 13 £h3

Or:

a) 13 Yxed Wa5+ 14 Ddl Dxf2+
—+

b) 13 ©d3 d5 14 cxd5 &xd5 15
Df3c516 Wad+ fc6 17 Yed Was5+!
(17..b5 is also good: 18 &c2 c4 19
0-0-0, A Schneider-Z.Lehmann, Buda-
pest 1995, 19.'¥c87F) 18 b4 cxbd —+.

13..%as+ 14 21 Dexf2

Black is winning, Hiibner-Kaspa-
rov, Hamburg (1) 1985. The game con-
cluded 15 fxe6fxe6 16 Dxe6&d7 17
Dh3 Dxh3 18 Yxed He8 19 D5+
Yxc520% ga+Pc7 21 Wxh3 ke722
$xg7 Bhf8+ 23 &xf8 Exf8+ 24 el
W12+ 25 $dl Wda+26c2Wed+ 27
©d2 £g5+ 28 Pc3 Fes+0-1.

Conclusion: This classic game isa
good illustration of Black’s tactical
methods of solving his opening prob-
lems.

B22)

7ed (D)

Black also has many different tacti-
cal plans in this variation, and the most
spectacular of them is the main line.

i w
ey

Or:

a) 7..86 8b3 £g7 9 £b20-0 10
fg2a5is alsoplayable; for example,
11 &ge2 a4 12 Bbl axb3 13 axb3 )d7
14 {3b5 &xb2 15'@xb2 b4 16 c3
&6 17 0-0Dc5 18DF4%e5 19 Dxed
fxe6 20 b4 Dad 21 'Wb3 Ye7 2214 is
slightly better for White, Cebalo-
Smejkal, Zagreb 1985.

b) 7..%d7'? has been tried: 8 b3
xed 9 Dxed d5 10 cxd5 &b 11
D3 &£xd5 12 £3 0-0-07 (12...@e7+!
13 £€20-0-0, witha winning attack,
is the correct move-order) 13 £b2?
(13 2f2) 13.. Fe7+ 14 Le2&xf315
&xf3 Bxd2 16 ¥xd2 Bd8+0-1 Caru-
ana Font-Eslon, Javea 1992.

c) 7..a5 is also possible, employ-
ing the same ideas as in the main line.
8 b3 and now:

cl) 8..a4"? 9 Bbl axb3 10 axb3
xed 11 Dxed d5 12 cxd5 &bd 13
&c3 (13 dxe6 &xd2+ 14 £xd2 fxe6
-2 Gheorghiu-McNab, Dubai OL
1986) 13... &xd5 143 We7+ (14...00
15 $f2 Ba5 16 Sc4 Dd4 17 Yxds
£c5 18 Yxe5 Bxc5 19 Dxd5 b5 20
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£a3 bxcd 21 £xc5 Wxd5 22 Axf8
Wd4+ 23 &g2 12/2 Palatnik-Lputian,
Irkutsk 1983) 15 2e2 @c516 Lc4Bd8
17 ¥b2 h5 18 We2+ &f8 F Gasik-
Adamski, Warsaw 1991.

c2) 8..8xe4 9 Mxed d5 and here:

c21) 10 Mc3 d4 11 £b2 (11 Med
£b4 —4) 11..dxc3 12 £xc3 Wxd2+
13 &xd2 £b4 14 Me2 0-0-0+ 15 &2
Lf5+ 16 ©b2 Lxc3+ 17 Mxc3 Bd2+
18 a3 Bxf2 F Ilié-Majerié, Zlatibor
1929,

€22) 10 cxd5 £xd5 and now:

(:221) 11£g274b4 12 Wc3 £xg2

LZZZ) 11 Ye3? b4+ 12 Ac3+

e7 —+.

©223) 11 We2?7Lb4+ 12 £d2 Ye7
13 £3 (13 £g2 £xd2+ 14 $xd2 0-0-0
—+) 13..8d4 14 Yd3 Bxf3+ 15
Axf3 &xed 16 We3 £xf3 ~+ Polak-
Jansa, Lazne Bohdanec 1997.

©224) 11 £3'? £b4 (11...&xed 12
Wxd8+ Bxd® 13 fxed +) 12 Mc3 We7+
13 £e2 0-0-0 with good compensa-
tion.

‘We now return to the position after
7..%¢€7(D):

4 7
/%a%g% @

\, %A////

8f3

Otherwise:

a) 8 We2" is a suggested improve-
ment, to stop the tactics.

b) 8 b3 runs into the thematic
8..Mxed! 9 Mxed d5 (D), when White
has to try to survive:

7 Wel
l%%&%

7

7
7

bl) 10 cxd5? £xd5 11 f3 £b4 12
A c3 6 13 £b2 0-0-0 14 e2 (14
0-0-0 £xf3 —+) 14..2xf3 15 Bxf3
Exd2 16 ®xd2 Hd8+ 17 Lc2 g6+
18 &l &c5 19 Adl Yed 20 Eel 0-1
Benko-Psakhis, Aruba 1992.

b2) 10 Mc3?7d4 11 Mge2dxc3 12
Axc3 Yxd2+ 13 £xd2 Ad4 14 BbS
A3+ 15 De2 0-0-0 16 £f4 £g4 17
482 Mda+ 18 Of1 Le2+ 19 gl
Af3+ 20 £xf3 £xf3 is winning for
Black, Iskusnykh-Belikov, Moscow
1996.

b3) 10 £g2' is best, though Black
is better after 10...&b4 (10...dxe4?' 1 1
fxed =) 11 B3 d4:

b31) 12 Mge2dxc3 13 Mxc3Wxd2+
14 &xd2 MeS! 15 £xb7 (15 0-07
0-0-016 £el?! Md3-+) 15..Bd8 with
more than enough compensation.
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b32) 12 £b2 ¥f6 13 fge2 0-0-0
14 Wcldxe3! 15 fxc3 Yes! 16 Lxc6
bxc6 17 £xbd (17 We3 Wxe3 18 fxe3
#xc3+ 19 Axc3 Bd3 20 Hdl Bhds
—4) 17... £ h3! T Franco-Romero, Leon
1990.

8..4d7!? (D)

8...0-0 is a safe option; for example,
9 b3 a5 10 Hge2 a4 11 Bbl axb3 12
axb3 De5 (12..9Dd7'7 13 £g2 5 is
possible) 13 £g2 #h3 14 0-0 £xg2
15 &xg2Bed 16 £b2£8 17 Bbdl c6
18 Wc2 Wc7 and White has only a
minimal advantage, Bareev-Mokry,
Tmava 1989.

9 Ad5

White forgets to develop. 9 b3!? is
possible.

9..0-0 10 £g2 {5 11 exfS

Or: 11 De2 fxed 12 fxed Dde5 F:
11 f4c5 12 exf5 £xf5 F; 11 £h3
ee5 12 exf5 Axf5 13 Lxf5 Bxf5
with an attack.

11...&xfS 12 De3 L6 13 {4

The following opening of lines is
quite effective.

13...d5! 14 &AxdS He8 15 A3

15%e2 &gl —+.

15..8c516%f1

16 &dl AF6 17 Dxfo+ Wxf6 18
2 4g4 19 £d2 Dd4 20 a3 Hads
—+

16...Ab6!

Black has a very strong attack, and
won equickly in Psakhis-Gofshtein,
Israel 1996: 17 ©g5 &£5! 18 b3 Db4
19 £f3 D6xd5 20 Lxd5+ Dxd5 21
Wxd5+ Wxd5 22 cxd5 £d4 0-1.

Conclusion: The tactics in this line
are even more spectacular, but gener-
ally it is Black who has the initiative.
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In this chapter we study the position
after...

1d4d62 cd €5 3 &3 exdd 4 ¥xdd
©f6 (D)

2w

As Black missed his chance to win
atempo, White has choice of several
additional set-ups for his pieces.

Here Black is trying to play mostly
according to general plans, avoiding
the sharper tactical plans to be found
in Chapter 8. However, White's extra
freedom affords him some possibili-
ties to disrupt these general plans, for
example with moves like 5 &g5 and 5
ed4. White may also continue cau-
tiously, trying to stop Black from
reaching his goal in the positional
sense, and the plan of fianchettoing
both bishops is a good example of this.

Now:

62
63
64
65

5Mf3is arather planless move, and
Black easily secures good activity*

a) After 5..g6 various transposi-
tions are possible, but note that 6 &g5
%877 We3+ is not dangerous: 7. &8
83 h6 9 xf6 &xf6 10 &g2 Mcb 11
0-0 &g7 12 Badl Be8 13 Wcl fxc3
14 ¥xc3+ W6 15 Exfo+ xf6 16
Bd2 a5 = Aleksandrov-Belikov, Vos-
kresensk 1993

b) 5..Mc66 Ed2 Le67ed (Telis
met by an active break in the centre:
7..d5! 8 Mg5 sibd 9a3 sixc3 10 Wxc3
0-0 11 &e2 &g 12 AF3 et 13 00
Ac5 14 Mxe5 fixe2 15 Bel Med 16
2 Bxe5 17 Wxe2 dxcd 18 Wxcd Wha
19 g3 ¥f6 20 f4 He7 ¥ Uhlmann-
Klinger, Szirak 1985) 7..Me5 8 b3 (8
Axe5dxe5 9 Wc2 £c5 .Bxf3+9
gxf3 g6 10 b2 &g7 1l &e2 0-0 12
Edl Ee8 13 Ab5a6 14 Ad4 £d7 7.
In Hirzel-Markowski, Berne 1996 the
end was very quick: 15 Wcl We7 16
£d3£h3 17 Me2 £g20-1

A)

S&gS(D)

The bishop gets to g5 without delay,
pinning the knight, and a later Wd2
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has more point, as it will no longer
shut in the bishop oncl.

5.5e7

5..80c6 6 Yd2 Le6 7 e4 ho 8 Le3
©e5 9 b3 Degd 10 £d4 c5 1l Lxf6
Dxf6 12 Hge2 g6 13 g3 £g7 14 Lg2
0-0 15 Bd1! a6 (15...De8'?) 16 xd6
Wa517 $d2b5 (17..Bfd8 18 Dd5 +)
18 ©d5 Wxd2+ 19 Bxd2 £ Lautier-
Romero, Pamplona 1992/3.

6e3

6 Of3 De6 7 Wd2 fgd disrupts
White alittle, though after 8 d4&e5
9 e4h6 10 ke3 Wd7 11 f4 Dc6 12h3
£h5 13 DfS £g6 14 g4 0-0-0 15
0-0-0 h5 16 £e2 White had nothing
to complain about in Bosboom Lan-
chava-Kosteniuk, Elista wom OL 1998.

6..0c6'7 7 Wd2 Leb 8 DF3 DeS!
is an alternative, asthecentral symme-
try that arises is welcome for Black: 9
Dxe5 dxe5 10 We2 6 11 &e2 0-0
12-1/2 Flear-Davies, Tel-Aviv 1989.

7 A3 Ac68Wd2 AfS

8..h6 9 £h4 Lg4 (9..4f5 10 &e2
Ded 1l fxe? ‘h-2 Grivas-Jansa,
Gausdal 1993) 10 &e2 #d7 11 Bdl

Bfe8 12 0-0 a6 13 Hfel Zad8 14 b3
W 15 Ycl = Gasthofer-Obodchuk,
Pardubice 1993.

9 Ad3 Axd3 10 Yxd3 AeS

10..h6!?7.

11 &xes

11 We2!?

11..dxeS 12 YIS Me8 13 fxe7
Wxe7 14 AdS

14.0-0 &d6 15 Yd3 Bfds =

14...%d6 15 0-0 c6

White has a minimal advantage,
which he managed to exploit in Seira-
wan-Benjamin, USA Ch (Salt Lake
City) 1999. Generally, however, Black
should hold.

Conclusion: White's additional pos-
sibility with g5 and Wd2 is not ex-
tremely dangerous, but there is no clear
reason for Black to allow it.

B)
Sed(D)

Vg %
P 71%;
‘ % 7

//

_
L
%a/// A
7 77 ﬁ

5..8c6
5..86"7 6 &e3 g7 7¥d20-08f3
(this position can arise from a rare
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sideline of the Samisch King’s Indian)
8. Xe6 92 dl Mbd7 10b3c6 11 Mge2
a5 12 Md4 Had® 13 Ke2 MeS 14
0-0 ¢S5 15 Mc2 Med 16 Mad xd2 17
A xd2 Mc6, Douven-Miles, Wijk aan
Zee 1989.

6 Wdn?

White tries maintain a grip on the
centre and a slight space advantage.

6 '#d2 gives Black time to pursue
his usual plans successfully. 6.. Ke7,
and now:

a) 74d30-08b32e89Mge2a510
Ab2 A8 11 f3Mb4! 12 2d] Mxd3+
13¥xd3Md7! 140-08c5 15 Wd4co
16 Xa3 &e7 17 A4 Wg5 18 Md3ad!
19 Axc5dxc5 20 Wd3 £h3 21 Fe2
Kxg222 ¥xg2 Wed+ 23%hl Wxc3 T
Pinheiro-Galego, Lisbon 1995.

b) 7 Mf3 0-0 8 ke2 Hes 9 0-0
L1810 'E'c2 Agd 11 Le3 MeS5 12
AxeS dxe5 13 Efdl ‘Ec8 1413 Re6 15
Ad5 Ad7 16 a3 a5! = Zedek-Novak,
Bratislava 1991. Black’s idea is 17 b3
c6 18 Mb6 Mxb6 19 Lxb6 c5! 5.

6...8e6

6..867 2d3 227 8 Mge20-09 £c2
£ gives White a stable pawn-centre.

7013 g6

7..Me58Md4 .

8h3 £g79 Xe30-0 10 Re2 Dd7

10...Me5 11 Dd2 2

110-0

11 Ecl Mce5 12 b3 Mxf3+ 13 &xf3
c6 is not a problem for Black.

11..2b6 12 DdS!

White is forced to start tactical op-
erations, since the c4-pawn is weak.
However, it is hard to say whois closer
to getting an advantage in the forcing
lines.

12..4xb2 13 £g56 14 £ h6 A xal
15 Axf8 Ixf8

The game is unclear, I.Sokolov-
Marin, DebrecenEcht 1992.

Conclusion: 5 e4 leads to a sharp
fight in the centre, but Black has sur-
vived so far.

5..g6

Black can alsodevelophis kingside
quickly, trying to use the exposed po-
sition of the white queen to his advan-

6 MdS £g7 7 &h6 has been tried
once, leading to a short forced draw:
7..&xh6 (7..0-0'7) 8 Bxf6+ L8 9
Ad7+ Lg8 10 A6+ 8 11 Ad7+
g8 12 Af6+ Y22 Touzane-Bricard,
French Ch (Auxerre) 1996.

6..%g77g3

After 7 8d5? 8bd7 8 Ee3+ Black
has to move his king, but it turns out
that White’s loss of time is more
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significant, and grants Black a strong
initiative: 8. &f8 9 Hic3 (9 DI
Bxd5 10 £xg7+ Exg7 11 cxdS Y6
12 Zcl &b6 7 13 '#d2 £f5 14 Hxc?
Bac® 15 Exc8 Exc8 gave Black anat-
tack in Grotnes-Jansa, Gausdal 1992)
9..0c5 10 DFI? 4f5 11 Dd4?,
Omstein-Ree, Budapest 1977,and now
Black has the surprising and strong
11..5ga!.

7...0-08 £g2 Ee8 9 ¥d2 Dbd7

This is the starting pointfor Black’s
positional plan, which consists of
moves like ... &cS, ...aS, ...c6 and later
either ...a4 or ..Ded.

10 ©h3

10 &f3 transposes to note ‘d21' to
Black’s 2nd move in Line A of Chap-
ter 18.

10..Dc511 0-0

Or:

a) 11 ©f4 a5 12 Bdl a4 13 b4
BDed7 14 BedS Dxd5 15 Dxd5 DeS
16 @e3 a3 17 4¢3 Hg4 with counter-
play, Odessky-Tregubov, St Petersburg
1996.

b) 11 f3 d5 12 0-0-0 c6 13 cxd5
cxd5 14 g4 2d715e3 Ec8 16 D2 Lh6
17 Bdel 'He7 18 ©fdl d4 19 Exd4
#9720 bl Hed$ T Quinteros-Ree,
Amsterdam 1973,

11..a512 Badl ad 13 bd &ced 14
DxedDxed 15 We2 Axb2 16 Wxb2
a3!

Black makes full use of his far-
advanced pawn. After 17 b3 £xh3!
18 # xh3 &f6 19 Bd3 '&b2 20 Bel c5
21 3 @xb3 22 Hxb3 ©d2 23 Bd3

&)xc4 Black was winning in Wieden-
keller-Amason, Helsinki 1986.

Conclusion: Black’s general plans
seem to work well if Whitejust devel-
ops with normal moves.

D)

5g3g6

5...8)c6 is more precise, and will
transpose to lines of Chapter 8.

6 Ag2

6'@e3+ &e6 7 Dh3 (Zaichik-Ehl-
vest, Komotini 1992) 7..%e7 8 #g2
Wcs 9 D4 Axcd 10 b3 gives White
enough compensation according to
Ehlvest.

6..2g77 We3+!

This move seems to give Black
some problems, as his development is
disrupted.

7..9f8

7..e7 8 YxeT+ Dxe7 leads to an
endgame, but one where White main-
tains an edge: 9 b3 a5 10 £b2 c6 11
Dad! £e6 12 Df3Dbd713 Dd4 Ehcd
14 0-0 % Kasparov-Short, Barcelona
1939.

8 &3 ©bd7 9 0-0 h6 10 b3 &g8
11 £b2 ¥h7 12 Zadl Ze8 13 ¥Wcl!

White is a little better. His posi-
tional plans in Ribli-Mokry, Vienna
1991 proved that Black has some
problems.

Conclusion: Black has not found a
clear way to counter the disruptive 7
We3+.




10 3rd Move Alternatives

for White

In this chapter we study the other 3rd
moves for White after 1 d4 d6 2c4 e5.
‘We focus our attention upon 3 dxeS5, 3
d5and3e3.
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ung Aung — Krasenkow
Shanghai 2000

The endgame arising after 3 dxe5
dxe5 4 'Yxd8+ &xd8 favours Black.
Thefactthat White has played c4 turns
out to represent a significant weak-
ness, as d4 and some dark squares on
the queenside are controlled by Black.
Black gets a good endgame with plans
like ..c6 and ..%c7, ..f6 and ..Dh6-
f7, ..a5, ..@&d7-c5 and ...&e6. The
black king is useful in the centre, as
long as White doesn’t have too many
open linesagainst it.
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V. Mlkhavelskl Gulku
Beersheba /1993

With the move 3 d5, White is aim-
ing for King's Indian-type positions
with a closed centre and some space
advantage. This diagram shows a ba-
sic position from 3..g6 where Black
has simply developed, delaying the
..f5 pawn-break.

The other positional plan for White,
typical of King's Indian positions in
which Black has played the thematic
..f5, is the use of the e4 outpost. In
the following diagram, Black has left
White in total control of the light
squares, andin particular the e4-knight
is very strong. Black has no active play
and can only wait passively.
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Reshevsky — Tartakower
Amsterdam 1950

In our main line, 3 d5 f5, the play
focuses on the e4-square (see diagram
above). White can try to build a posi-
tional stronghold, but Black has some
means of fighting back, as there are
enough black pieces to support e4. If
White tries to attack the g6-bishop
with 9 h4, then this pawn may become
weak. And if White takes on f6, then
Black can take back with the pawn,

keeping the centre fluid. This latter
plan has been topical in grandmaster
games recently.

A7
Paasikangas —
Manila wom OL 1992

After 3 e3 the plans are usually
highly reminiscent of the plans against
the English Opening, as the white set-
up with g3 and e3 is quite passive.
‘White may transform the game tosome
other position-types, but Black has no
problems with them either. The end-
game positions after, for example, 3..f5
4 dxe5 are also a thematic possibility
here.

1d4d62cdeS(D)

Now:
A: 3 dxeS 67
B: 3d5 70
C: 3e3 74

A)

3 dxeS dxeS 4 Yxd8+

This queenless middlegame is not
dangerous for Black, as his king will
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be quite well placed on c¢7 and Black
has the useful outpost d4 available be-
cause of White's early pawn advance
c4. 1t is worth comparing this varia-
tion to other relevant endings in this
book, as here the move c4 proves to be
clearly useless for White.

4 Wc2offers White nothing special.
Black can just develop: 4..4)c6 S e3 g6
(5..43b4'? led to some fun in Rajié-
Wockenfuss, Munich 1992: 6 c3
D67 723 De6 8Dd2a59 £d3 LS5
10 De2 0-0 11 g3 g4 12 h3 Dxf2
13 &xf2 £5 14 Dgfl f4 15 DF3 fxe3+
16 £xe3 §d4 with a messy position)
6 a3 £g7 7 Dc3 D6 8 2d20-0 ¢
0-0-0 (now Black is ready to take the
initiative) 9...2f5 10 e4 ©d4 11 Wd3
Le6 12 bl D7 13 hd Dbb 14 D5
c6 15 @xb6 axb6 16 h5 b5 17 cxbS
Dxb5 18 Wg3Wbo 19 £.xb5 Wxb520
Dh3 Bfd8 21 £cl Lc4 T Medina-
Bermejo Collado, Spanish Cht 1993.

4..%xd8 (D)

593

Or:

a) 5f47! aims to open the position,
but leads to a chaotic pawn-formation

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK
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for White after 5...&.bd+ 6 Dc3 Lxc3+
7 bxc3 Le6 8 fxe5 De7 $ D3 h6 10
e4(10 {d4'?) 10.. ¢ 55 Janakiev-Pop-
chev, Podgorica 1991.

b) 5g3&e66£g2c67b3%Dab6 8
a3 {c5 99)d2as! 10 £b2f6 11 Dgf3
&h6! 12 0-0 D7 13 Del c7 and
Black has everything under control,
Kliewe-Hennings, Neubrandenburg
1998,

c) Sedc6 6DF3f67 Le3Dab B
De3 $c790-0-08e6 10 Le2fe7 11
&2 g6 12 g3 £h3!? = is the basic
queenless middlegame, with White's
bishop on e3 performing no special
role, Belokon-Agrest, Osterskars 1994.

d) 5 &c3 is the other main move,
when transpositions to the main line
are highly likely, but there are also
some independent ideas: 5...&e6 6 b3
&Dd77g3¢6(7..4b4 8 2d2c69 Lh3
£xh3 10 Dxh3 h6 11 3 Dgf6 12 Df2
£a3 13 Hdl %c7 14 €3, Gheorghiu-
Miles, Ostend 1988, 14..Zhe8 =) 8
£h3 £xh3 9 Dxh3 and then:

dl) 9..h6 10 £b2 Dgf6 11 f3 £c5
12 Bf2 Be8 13 Dfed Dxed 14 Dxed
£bd+ 15 43 Lxc3+ 16 Dxc3 T
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17 0-0-0 c5 & a very drawish posi-
tion, and Black was even playing for
winafter 18 Zd2 Zad8 19 Bxd8 Zxd8
20 Edl Ee8 21 &c2f522h4 a5 inMi-
chenka-Mokry, CzechRepublic 1992.

d2) 9.Dgf6 10 3 £b4 11 £d2
&e7isalso a quiet position, in which
White’s idea 12 g47 proved 1o be
wrong after 12..4c5 13 g5 Dfd7 14
Dd5+cxd515 Lxbddxcd 16Eclas!
17 £xc5+ (17 £a3b5 18bxc4 b4 )
17..Dxc5 18 Exc4 BacB 19 $d2 b5!
20 Ec2 Ehd8+ 21 e3 Da6 22 Khel
Exc2 23 Exc2 ©b4 24 Hc5 EdS! 25
Exd5 Dxd5+ 26 $d2 b4 T in Meul-
ders-Seret, Lyons 1990.

5.£6 6 Dc3 (D)

@ &
//// %’///

%
/

/

6..% €6

Black’s plan consists of moves like
..f6 and ...c6 to take control of the
centre, .. &e6 and ...4)d7 to develop,
and ...&c7 to place the king on a good
square.

6..%a6 7 £d2 Le6 8 e3 Dc590-0-0
h6 allows White an active plan: 10
Hgl'a5 11 e4 Df7 124! (12 Le3+
&c8 13 g4 g5 14 h4 h6 15 Le2 ad s

OK for Black, Meulders-Hort, Haifa
Echt 1989) 12..h6 13 h4 + intending
g5

7e3

White opens a diagonal for the f1-
bishop, and at the same time takes
contwol of the weakened d4-square, but
this move allows Black the new plan
..&Dh6-f7-d6, bnngingthenight nicely
to the centre.

7b3cbis also possible:

a) 8 £b2 Dd79 h3 (983 $c7 10
%2 h6 11 0-0a5 12 Bacl Dc513
d25e7 = Tisdall-Hodgson, Reykja-
vik 1989) 9...h5' 10 0-0-0 &c7 11 €3
h4 12 Le2 a5 13 Dd2 Dh6 14 Dded
&)f7 = Lehtivaara-Yrjol 4, Finnish Cht
2000.

b) 8 Hgl! Dd7 (8..h5!7) 9 g4 is
one of the most critical tries. White's
goal is to open lines on the kingside
in orderto get some activity against
Black's king and centre. Black has tried
many moves:

bl) 9..2e7 10 £b2 g6? 1l Ded
©g8120-0-0h6 13 Dha L7 14 Hg3
&c7 15 Bgd3 Bd® 16 &g2 + Rosch-
lau-Schirmer, 2nd Bundesliga 1994/5.

b2) 9..%c7 10 £e3 £a3!?, Mukié-
Jacimovié, Kladovo 1991.

b3) 9..2b4 10 £b2a511g5a4 12
0-0-0 axb3 13 axb3 De7 14 gxf6 gxf6
15 DedEf8 16 Zg3 OF5 17 Bh3 Bf7
18 Bh5 Le7 19 £h3 ©d6 (Roschlau-
Brecht, Germany 1997/8) and now
White has the interesting possibility
20 fxe6 Pxe6 21 HDfgs+ fxgs 22
Dxg5+ Le7 23 Dxf7 Dxf7 24 Exh7
+

b4) 9..a5 10 £b2&Dc511g5a4 12
gxf6 gxf6 13 Dd2a3 14 Lcl Dab 15
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Aded Mb4 16 Ebl 415 17 g2 and
‘White has pressure, Pirttilahti-Yrjola,
Jyvaskyld 1994.

We now return to 7 €3 (D).

@ &"@ﬁ/ﬁ

7..Ad7 8 Xe2 c6 9 0-0 Ah6 10
2d1

10 b3 £c7 11 4b2 is maybe more
precise, as it is not clear which are the
most useful squares for the rooks.

10..f7 11 b3 a5 12 £b2 #c7 13
Zacl &5

Black is a little better. He has made
all the basic moves, and his position is
very safe. It isdifficultto see aplan for
White, but Black can start a queenside
expansion without any risks. The fol-
lowing game is a model example: 14
Ad2 #e7 15 Mded Mxed 16 Mxed a4
17 Mc3 axb3 18 axb3 £a3 19 #xa3
Hxa3 20Ebl 2d8 21 Exd8 Mxds 22
fl 41523 Eb2 Me6 24 #.dl Bad 25
#c2 #xc2 26 Exc2 Mc5 27 bs Ad3
28 bS5 5 29 Le2 Mc5 30 f3 a3 31
bxc6 bxc6 32 Mdl Bal 33&d2 g5 34
De2 e4 35 £d2 h5 36 Pe2 exf3+ 37
gxf3 g4 38 Mf2 Egl 39 fxgd fxgds 40
Bd2 Bg2 41 $fl Exh2 42 Ed4 Bed

43 Mxgd Bhl+ 44 bg2 Bhd 45 bg3
Bxgd+ 46 Exgd hxgd 47 Exgs Ld6
48 &5 McS5 49 e4 Md7 50 Df4 D5
51&£5Pxcd 52 Le6 Mb6 53 Ld6 ¢S5
54 e5d4 55 e6Md50-1 Aung Aung-
Krasenkow, Shanghai 2000.

Conclusion: Black has no prob-
lems in this endgame.

B)
3ds(D)

This move fixes the centre at once,
and White is going to develop with
ideas that are familiar from the King’s
Indian. Black has many viable plans.
The fight for the centre, focusing on
the e4-pawn, is the most direct ap-
proach.

3.5

Or:

a) 3...4f5'7 with the idea ...e4 is a
different possibility: 4 Mc3 e4 5 '¥b3
(583'7)5..b66e3 Md7 7 Wad Le7 8
Age2 269 Mg3? L xc3+ 10 bxe3
£.g611c57 Mgf6 12 cxdbexd6 13 £bS
0-0 14 £xd7 ¥xd7 15 '&xd7 Bxd7 16
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£a3 De5 17 Lxd6 Dd3+ 18 Le2
Efd8 ¥ Puuska-Ylijoki, Finnish Cht
1996.

b) .e7!? is another typical move,
intending to exchange the bad bishop
with ..£.g5:

bl) 4 &c3 £g5 and now:

bll) 5e3!?7f56 g3 e4 7 f3 exf3”
(7..49)f6!7 is an improvement proposed
by Mikhalevski) 8 £)xf3 £f6 9 De2!
€5 10 dxc6 Dxc6 11 D4 g6 12 &.g2
Dge7? 13 0-0 0-0 14 Lhl W7 15
Ebl a516b3a4 17 .2b2 * Mikhal-
evski-Kantsler, Rishon le Zion 2000.

bl2) 5eda56Lxg5 (683 &xcl?
Bxcl De7 8 £.82 0-0 9 O3 Hab 10
0-0 c5 11 b3 h6 = Debnar-Novak,
Slovakia 1997) 6. Wxg5 7 Hf3 We7 8
c5!7 )6 9 cxd6 cxd6 10 £.b5+ £.d7
11 £d2 0-0 12 0-0 Hc8 13 We2 Dad
14 §ca Be5 15 £xd7 Dxd7 16a4 £
Mikhalevski-Fioramonti, Biel 1992.

b2) 4ed £g55Dd2Dd7 (5..c66
83 Df6 7 Dgf3 £.h6 8h4 0-0 9 Le2
a5 10 g5 a6 11 g4 &S 12 f3 a4
13 Ofl Ded 14 Le3 Was5+ 15 a2
Wxd2+ 16 ©xd2f6 17 Dh3 L.xe3+ 18
Dxe3 D7 19 D2 £.d7 20 Dd3 Dxd3
21 £.xd3 ¢5 = Milov-Hickl, Pula Z
2000) 6 Dgf3 £.h6 7 £.d3 (7b4 a5 8
bxa5 Bxa5 9 ©b3 £xcl! 10 Hxas
£b2=)7..a580-0Dgf69b3 Dc5 10
£.¢2 (Avrukh-Kantsler, Israel 2000)
10..0-0 11 a3 ¢6 12Bbl cxd5 13 cxd5
(13 exd5 e4 14 §d4 €3 15 D2f3 Deed
=) 13...b5 with equality.

Wenow retum to 3..f5(D):

4 ed!?

Or:

a) 4 e3?! is too passive, and stan-
dard play gives Black a good position;

%ﬁ%

4
fﬁ% ///%ﬁ/

2 og—%ﬁgﬁ

forexample, 4..g6 5 £e2 £.876 Dc3
Dd77 D3 Dh6'?78h40-09 Ye2ed
10 Dd4De5 11 £.d2c5 12dxc6dbxet
¥ Plass-Popchev, Val Thorens 1990.

b) 4&c3 isthe oldermainline, but
Black usually has very active centre
pawns which secure him a good posi-
tion; for example, 4..%f6 (4..g6 5 e4
£h6!? 6 exf5 £xf5 7 £.xh6 Dxh6 8
Ya2(79Dge2Dd710Dg30-0 11
£d3 Bf6 12 0-0 D5 13 &2 a5 =
!2-Y/2 Pogosian-Stojanovi¢, Rimavska
Sobota 1992) and now:

bl) 5 g3 ©bd7 6 Lg2 a5 7 Wad
2e7 8b47!0-0 %23 b6 10 Wb3 axbd
11 xb4 Yes + Armas Wohlers-Mar-
kowski, Lyons 1995.

b2) 5 Wc2 £.e7 6 f30-0 7 £d2
&)a6 8 a3 c69edfxed 10 fxed cxd5 11
cxd5 g4 12h3 £hd+ 13 g3 Dxh2
140-0-0 Dxfl 15 gxh4 £.xh3 16 Exh3
Bf2 is much better for Black, Sleisz-
Borsos, Eger 1993.

b3) 5f4ed 6e3 g6 7Dh34.g78
©Df2a59 £.e2%Dbd7 10 Ye2 D5 11
£d20-0 12Db5¢c613 Dd4 £47 14
0-0 &h8 = Fayard-McNab, Hastings
Challengers 1988/9.
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b4) 5ed4 Mxed 6 Mxed fxed 7 Me2
(7h4 Md7 8 £g5 £e7 9 Wh5+ g6 10
Wh6£xg5 11 hxgs Ee7 12 Me2Bc5
13 Mg3 a5 14 Bh4 L5 ¥ Cameiro-
Pereira, Lisbon 1995) 7..2¢e7 8 &g3
0-09 Mxed L1510 2d3 Ad7 11 Le3
fxed 12 fxed £.g5is equal, and sim-
ilar to note ‘c’ to Black’s 6th move.

bS) 5 £g5 Ke7 6 &xf6 (6 Yc2
Axd5'; 6 g3 Mxd5!)6.. £xf67 e40-0
8 £d3 g6 andhere:

b51) 9 Mge2f410f3 Ma6 11 ' Ed2
Sha+ 12 g3 £g5 13 gxfd Kxf4 14
Axf4 'What 15 Le2 Bxf4 16 Hagl
£d7 17 Hg3 Zafs 18 '&e3 &hs5 19
£.c2 Bxf3 -+ Tousif-McNab, Manila
OL 1992.

b52) 9 &f3 a6 10 Hcl Lh8 11
h4f4128h2c613 de2 L84 14dxchd
bxc6 15 Wad Wbo 16 Wa3 Ke7 17 Pel
Ac5 18 fc2 a5 F Petrovié-Medak,
Djakovo 1994.

b53) ¢ #c2 L5 10 A3 £h6 11
a3 a5 12 Bbl ¢5 is unclear, Thorfinns-
son-Bern, Hafnarfjordur 1995.

b6) 5Mf3 Le7andnow:

b61) 6 £g5 0-0 7 €3 Lh8 8 Le2
Ba6 9 Lxf6 (9 0-07 Mxd5 10 Mxd5
£xg5 T Grobovsek-Kodri¢, Portoroz
1995)9.. 2xf6 100-0e4 gives Black a
slight advantage.

b62) 6'&c2 Ma67b40-08a3c59
b5 Mc7 10 ad e4 11 Mgl Mgd 1213
Ae5 13 e3 g5 14 2e2 Yed 15 a5 o
16 £d2 £d7 17 &bl /-4 Ferking-
stad-F.Brunner, ZankagirlsEch 1995.

b63) 6 e4 Mxed 7 Mxed fxed §
Md2 4159 Ec2 a6 10 Bxed 0-0 11
£d3 b4 12 '&b3 Bxd3+ 13 &xd3
‘Wed 14 0-0'g6 15 f3 hS5 = Auchen-
berg-Vorotnikov, Copenhagen 1990.

We now return to 4 e4 (D):

N
TN
[ ]

A EE AT

a) 4. Mf6!? is playable: 5 exfS
Axf5 6 We3 (6 £d3 Lxd3 7 'Exd3
£e7 8 Mc3 0-0 9 3 Afd7 10 Le3
£ha+ 11 g3 £85 12 Med Lxe3 13
‘Exe3 Ma6 14 Me2Mdc5150-0 Mxed
16 fxe4 'Wd7 = Sanz Navarro-Moran
Rodriguez, Zaragoza 1998) 6...8bd7 7
Age2 296 (7..We7!?, with the point
8 Mg3 L6 9 2d3 ed, is playable) 8
Mg3c6(8..e49 Le2aS 10 h4ho 11
AhS Ac5 12 Af4 27 13 Le3 DFd7
14 £h5 816 15 Lxf7+ Exf7 16 c2
@15 17 0-0-0 0-0-0 18 Ab5 = Kelece-
vi¢ — Schmidt-Schaffer, Berne 1996)
£d3 ££7 10 0-0 &e7 11 Mged cxd5
12 cxd5 Mxed 13 Lxed 0-0 14 Le3
£g5 15 '#c2 + Mikhalevski-Van der
Wiel, Leeuwarden 1995.

b) 4..f4!7 5g3 and now:

bl) 5..fxg3 6 hxg3 g67 Mc3 Lg7
3 2e2Mf69 Le3 2d7 10 g4 e 11
3 £ Norevall-Ekstrom, Gotland 1997.

b2) 5..&Df6 might be possible, with
the point 6 Mc3 (6 gxf4 Mxed) 6...g57
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hd (7 £e2£g7)7..fxg3 8 hxg5 gxf2+
9 Lxf2 Mgd+.

5 De3 D6

5..4f5 6 Mge2 296 7 g3 Yha 8
Agxed + is a basic tactical trick.

6 Dge2 (D)

6 4g5Mbd7(6.. 41517 7g4 2868
£82h692h4 Mbd7 10Bxed e 11
£xf6 Mxf6 12 Mg3 WAT 13 Led Lxed
14 Bxed 0-0 15 Me2 A6 16 M2g3
Axed 17 BxedEfs 18 We2'&d7 1903
Eaf® 20 0-0 Ef3 gives Black coun-
terplay, Kelecevi¢-Espig, Schellenberg
1991) 7 Mge2 (7 Mxed Le7 8 Lxf6!7)
7..4e7 8 Mg3 allows Black a tactical
trick with 8..8xd5 9 Mxd5 £xg5 10
Axed4 Le7 F Soln-Tratar, Slovenian
Cht (Bled) 1999.

2

e

sWeE
%/

a) 6..Mbd7 7 g3 Mc5 8 £g5 (8
£e3 b6 9Le2aS 10 0-0 g6 11 &xc5
bxc5 12 Mgxed Lh6 13 Dxfo+ 'Exf6
14 Mb5 'He7 15 £g4 0-0 16 a4 &5 is
slightly better for Black, Gerber-Okh-
otnik, Prague 1988) 8..2e7 9 £xf6
£.xf6 10 Mcxed Mxed 11 Mxed 0-012

£d3 * Mikhalevski-Finkel, Beersheba
1996.

b) 6..g6 7 Mg3 4158 £g5 Mbd7
9 Apgxed Le7 10 Lxf6 Mxf6 11 £d3
0-0 12 0-0 Mh5 13 g3 '&d7 14 Le2
Ag7 15 g4 Lxed 16 Mxed Bf4 173
gives White a slight advantage, Kele-
Cevi¢-Mohr, Switzerland 1996.

c) 6..&e7 is a safe continuation,
if Black just aims to draw: 7 g3 0-0
8 Mgxed L5 9 2d3 Mbd7 10 Le3
Axed 11 Lxed 2g5 12 '&h5 Af6 13
'Hxg5 Mxed = Alburt-Miles, USA Ch
(Cambridge Springs) 1988.

79g3 Lg684gs ReT

.. Abd7?! is not correct:

a) 9 Mcxed Le7 10 Lxf6 Lxf6
(10..gxf6 11 '&f3 ; White controls
the f5-square) 1l £d30-0120-0 £h4
13 Me2 He7 (13 .46 14 M2c3 Bxed
15 &xed £) 14 'Hc2 Bf7 15 W23 (15
M4c3 4xd3 16 Yxd3 Me517Hc2ed
3) 15..Haf® 16b4 £ Avrukh-Bologan,
Biel 1999.

b) 9 MgxedLxed 10Mxed Le7 11
Axf6 Axf6 12 £e2 0-0 13 284 A5
14 Mxc5 dxc5 15 0-0 + Rapoport-
Vigus, Witley 1998. White's bishop
is clearly more active than its black
counterpart.

9h4

9 2xf6 gxf6 gives Black good cen-
tre pawns, and indeed he is already
slightly better unless sharp ideas to
fight for the light squares work:

a) 10 Mgxed £5 11 Mg3 Ad7 12
£e2 (12 Mh50-0 13 Le2 A6 14
Axf6+ Lxf6 is slightly better for
Black, Miiller-Albrecht, Crailsheim
1995) 12..4g5 13 £h5 &f6 14 0-0
0-0 15 £xg6 hxg6 16 Mge2 Lh6 17
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f4'Ye7 18 'Yd3 Haed 19 Yg3 &f7 5
Kolev-Ennenkov, Bankia 1992.

b) 10 ha!? ¥d7 (10..h6 11 Mf5!?
fights for the light squares; 10..h5 11
&e2! attacks the weakened h5-pawn;
10..e3 11 fxe3£5 12 h5 2h4 13 hxg6
Axg3+ 14 &d2 2) 11 £3! (11 h5 2f7
12 3 Bg8! ) and now:

bl) 11..exf3!? and then:

bll) 12 gxf3f513h5 &f7 14 243
(14 Xh3 2h4 F) 14..e4 15fxed {4 16
Af5 46 is unclear.

bl2) 12'¥xf3h5 13 &d3 £xd3 14
‘Wxd3 W4 15 X5 Yxg2 16 0-0-0
with enough compensation.

b2) 11..f5 12 h5 Xf7 13 fxe4 (13
'&b317) 13.. fxed 14 Mgxed £ Mikhal-
evski-Milos, Cappellela Grande 2000.

9..h5 10 A.xf6

10 @c2 Ma6 11 Mcxed Dxed 12
Axed A5 13 Lxe? Wxe? 14 2d3
Axd3+ 15 'Yxd3 0-0-0 16 3 Hdf8 =
Dive-Rogers, Wellington 1988.

10...2x56 11 Ae2 e3 12 AxhS ext2+
13 &f1 £xh5 14 HxhS Hd7 15 Ded
Ye7

¥ Danner-Yrjold,
1999,

Batumi  Echt

Conclusion: 3 d5 is an interesting
option, which has been played a few
times by some strong grandmasters
quite recently. Black should get a good
position in the main line.

C)

3e3(D)

3..f517

This aggressive move is closest to
the spirit of the book, but there are also
many safe moves.

AR

».
1%” % /%/ ;é//%/y/
iy

a) 3...Md7 aims for an Old Indian-
type position, with a very stable struc-
ture for Black:

al) 4 &f3 g6 5 Mc3 Rg7 6 Le2
Me770-00-08b3h69 2b2f510
dxe5 dxe5 11 '@c2 Mc6 12 MdS5ed 13
Ad4Mxd4 14 Axd4 4 xd4 15exddco
16 Bf4'Ye8 17 d5 MF6 18 dxc6 bxcd
19 g3 g5 20 Mg2 f4! gave Black an
attack in Alonso-Vescovi, Sao Paulo
1999,

a2) 4f4g65 fxe5dxe5 6 M3 L g7
7 B3 Mgf68 2e20-0 90-0'Fe7 10
b4c6 11 b5 Mg4 is a complicated po-
sition, B erg, Hamburg 1996.

a3) 4 Ac3 Mgf6 5 B3 (5 £d3 g6
6 Mge2 £2g7 70-0 0-0 8 f4 Ee8
g3, Paasikangas-Lehto, Finnish Cht
1996, might be possible for White, in-
tending 10 £5!?) 5..c6 6 Le2 £e7 7
0-0 0-0 8 Ebl is a basic position from
the Old Indian Defence, where Black
has no problems.

b) 3. Mc6 4 Mc3 (4 d5 MeeT isa
Modem-type position, where White’s
e3 might be close to a loss of tempo;
for example, 5 &c3 5 6 £d3 &f6 7
£c2 g6 8 )3 Ah6 9 b4 0-0 10 £b3
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a5 11 bxa5 Bxa5 12 a4 %h8, Paasi-
kangas-Lindgvist, Finnish Cht 1996,
and White's position looks a bitodd, but
maybe it is possible to continue with
normal plans like 13 #£a3 b6 14 &bd
Had 15 a5) 4..g6 5 53 £g7 6 &e2
Dh6 is a line of the Modem Defence.

49c3

Here too White can get an end-
game, but the most he can hope for is
slight pressure. 4 dxe5 dxe5 5 Wxd8+
Lxd8 6 D3 Dc6 7 Dec3h6 8. 4d2ed
9 &d4 DesS (9...Dxd4!7) 100-0-0¢6 11
#e2 D7 1214 5713 g4 g6 14 Ehgl
£ Akchelov-Shukan, Alushta 1997.

4..9f6 (D)

4..c6!? 5dxeSdxeS5 6 Wxds+Lxds
leads to anew version of this queen-
less middlegame, but Black is again
OK: 7b3 Dh6 8 &b2 ket 9 D3 DT
10 0-0-0+ &d7 11 h4 Pc7 12 g3 Ee8
13 £h3 &c5 14 bl AcB 15 b4 ed,
Psaras-Makropoulos, Serres 1990.

%
%

5g3

Or:
a) S&f3ed 6 £d2 is an important
transposition to Line B of Chapter 6.

b) 5 dxe5 dxe5 6 Wxd8+ dxds,
andnow:

bl) 7 £d2 and then:

bll) 7..c6 8 ©f3 Dbd7 ¢ 0-0-0
e7 (9..%c7'?) 10 Re2 g6 11 Del a5
123 £g7 13 ed f4 14 ©d3 b6 15 g3
85 16 gxfagxf4 17 Ehgl Eg8 18 &f1
#2a6 19 b3 &h8 20 &h3 * Nedelj-
kovi¢-Puc, Belgrade 1952.

bl2) 7..4e6 8 Df3Dbd7$0-0-0
c6 10 Dad 27 11 Ae2 Ded 12 Bhfl
#713Dc3 Dxd2 14 Exd2g57 Pina
Sierra-Antipova, Litohoro 1999.

b2) 7b3 c68 b2 ket (8..2c7 9
0-0-0 &bd7 10 £d3 e4!? 11 &c2 a5
12 ©h3 £d6 13 De2 He8 14 Defd
DeS5 15 Bd2 #b4 16 Bd4 h6 17 Bhdl
#£d7 1823 £.¢5 19 B4d2 Eads 20 Dgl
g5 ¥ Miles-Larsen, Las Palmas 1977)
9Df3Dbd710 Le2.4d6 110-0Pe?
12 Bfdl Bhd8 13 h3 h6 14 Dad 1h-14
Illescas-Magem, Barcelona 1990.

b3) 7Df3 D6 8.4.d2 &eb 90-0-0
@ed 10 h3 a6 (10..e41?) 11 e4 Dxed
12 Dxed fxed 13 D5 A5 14 g4 & g6
15 &2 Bd8 16 #e3 Exdl+ 17 Exdl
b4 and Black seems o be fine, Rub-
instein-Samisch, Baden-Baden 1925.

5..g668g2 R g77 Dge2 0-080-0
c6

Because White has no pressure
against e5, Black has afree handto de-
velop, more in the style of the English
Opening.

9 b4 Re6 10 d5 A7 11 Zbl Wd7
12 ad ed 13 a5 cxd5 14 cxdS Da6

¥ Paasikangas-Makropoulou, Ma-
nilawom OL 1992.

Conclusion: 3 e3 is too passive to
give Black anyreal problems.




11 The Hodgson Variation
(2 D3 £g4): Introduction

The variation 1 d4 d6 2 f3 £g4 (D)
was played in 1938 by Rudolf Spiel-
mann and used in the 1960s by Stein
and Kavalek among others

A Wed
w |4 2‘%

%7

%////
B

%% 2
LA
//%&%

For those who think that 2..£&g4
might be somewhat unsound, we would
like to mention that Mr Solid, Tigran
Petrosian, employed the move a few
times. But the towering figure of the
line is JulianHodgson, who popularized
it with many dynamic performances
Among the other practitioners, the
contributions of Miles, Adams, Hickl
and Jansa to the theoretical develop-
mentofthe line are worth mentioning

The line 3 c4 ©d7 brings to mind
the Torre Attack (1 d4 £f6 2 &f3 and
3 2g5). Here too the idea is to develop

the queenside first so that the queen’s
bishop doesn’t remain blockedbehind
the pawn-chain. The system is also
reminiscent of some Old Indian lines
where Black brings the bishop out at
anearly stage. However, inthe Old In-
dian Black has played .. )f6, which is
notouronlyoption here

Black can also opt for very uncom-

ising play with theearl:

3..£xf3, which has some similarity
with cerfain Nimzo-Indian Defence
lines. Black makes White's pawn-for-
mation clumsy and will then concen-
trates on limiting the power of White’s
bishop-pair with suitable pawn-chain
strategy

The other important line is 3 e4,
with positions more akin to Semi-
Open games after 3.6 4 Hc3

The statistics (see rable) suggest
that the third move alternatives to 3 c4
and 3 e4 are not very dangerous. It ap-
pears that the 1 d4 player’s standard
choice 3 c4 scores best but things are
not so clear. After 3 e4 &f6 4 Dc3 e6
the aggressive main line 5 h3 £h5 6
24 2267 We2 c6 8 h4 has scored well,
while with the more routine alterna-
tives like 5 .2 or 4 £d3 White usu-
ally doesn’t get anything at all
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Variation Games W's score W’s rating__|W's Performance
3c4 969 58% 2426 2474
3ed 734 55% 2406 ] 2443
3e3 203 45% 2355 2338
3 &bd2 185 43% 2345 2325
3g3 177 S52% 2361 2393
el




12 3 c4 Hd7

After]l d4d6 29Df3 £.g4 3 c4,3..d7
(D) has been more popular than the
immediate exchange, 3.. &.xf3.

]
A%

2 v/’y'////://
8, B0

EARA
HEWT S

However, some of the main practi-
tioners, such as Hodgson, tend to play
...§.xf3 after certain choices by White.
Especially after the move 4 g3 there is
nobetterreplythan 4...£.xf3, which is
considered in Line B of Chapter 13.

The table below gives the statistics
for White's most important moves.

The rather rare 4 d5 (Line A) has
scored surprisingly well in practice al-
though it doesn’t look theoretically
dangerous. The idea of the move (i.e.
totry to interfere with Black's general
plans) is basically good. 4 '#b3 has
also done well, and was White’s most
popular choice in the mid-1990s. Af-
ter4 .. Bb8, White can continue5 h3 or
5 g3 without allowing a doubling of
his f-pawns. However, the placing of
the queen on f3 looks a bit artificial.
Black tends to get active play to com-
pensate for the bishop-pair by playing
..c5.

The move 4 e4 is very logical, as it
occupies the centre immediately. The
drawback is the slight weakness of
White's d4-pawn, which the new idea
4..5.xf3'7 5 Exf3 g6 seeks 1o exploit.

Variation Games W’s score s rating _s Performance
e e S SCONE L S alng s erlonmance
| 4 @L 179 53% 2432 2457
4 b3 126 61% 2429 2508
4ed 113 54% 2445 2475
4g3 54 54% 2417 2451
4d5 35 64% 2460 2520
—
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This may be the reason why 4 e4 has
been much less in popular recent years
than it was at the beginning of the
1990s. However, there are still too few
examples of 4...£xf3!? to claim that it
is really better than the traditional
4..e5.

During the last few years, White's
most popular choice has been 4 &c3
€5 (4...8&xf3!?) 5 g3!, which is a very
solid option that scores quite well in
practice. The point is that after 5. & xf3
Black has already played the move

e5, which doesn’t seemtofitin very
well with the exchange on f3. Black
has tried several systems after this but
none of them looks good enough to
equalize fully or even give unclear
counterchances. It is quite difficult to
play for a win with Black except per-
haps with4... & xf3. At the moment the
ball is in Black’s court to find some-
thing inspiring. The more innocent
option 5 e3 leads to slow play typical
of the Old Indian, and this weakens
White’s statistics with 4 &3c3.

Black’s plans and some important
position-types

Depending on White's choice, Black
generally has three standard plans.

1) Black fianchettoes his king’s
bishop, pressing against the d4-pawn,
and strikes with ..c5. Usually Black
gets some sort of counterplay on the
queenside later on. Black may achieve
the ..b5 advance in a Benoni type of
position or sometimes the c4-pawn
becomes weak if White hasn't an-
swered with d5.

‘w
-

b3 Zb8 5h3 £xf36&xf3g6 73
£g7 8 €3, thefirstreaction attop level
was 8...e5 but after Naumkin got very
good play on the light squares against
Hodgson (Cappelle la Grande 1992)
with 9 d5 £5 10 e4 De7 11 g4!, the
move 8...c5! became accepted. After
the obvious 9 dS the controversial
question is whether Black should play
9. 2 xc3+!? Sometimesthis exchange
is the best idea in positions of this
type, but here it is not necessary as
Black gets a comfortable position with
normal moves like ..2gf6, ..a6 and
..e6 (see Line C2). Nevertheless, the
idea of saddling White with doubled
pawns at the cost of the strong bishop
is important in this line. After the ex-
change White has an inflexible struc-
ture and two passive bishops. However,
White might later achieve a central
breakthrough to activate the bishops,
getpressure on the b-file or manage to
eliminate all Black’s chances.

2) Black develops in anatural way
with ...e5 and ... Le7. Afterthat, Black
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strives for the exchange of the dark-
squared bishops.

This position can arise from more
than one line. White has probably given
up the central tension prematurely by
playing d5 and now Black happily con-
tinues 6.. £xf3! 7 Wxf3 £g5, which
looks positionally nice. Often Black
has to do much more work to getrid of
the passive dark-squared bishop. In
Line D12 Black often attempts to ex-
change the bishops with the manoeuvre
..&d8-b6 (see Khalifman-Gofshtein
in note ‘d2’ to White's 8th move).

There is an important line 4 e4 e5
(Line B1) 5 &e2 fe7 6 Dc3 &£xf3 7
£xf3 and now instead of the logical
7..£gS5, which leads to trouble here,
Black has 7..exdd4!? 8 'Yxd4 &f6 9
‘#d2 Me7 10 0-00-0 11 b3 Hcb (D).

Now it is obvious that in spite of
White’s slight space advantage Black
has managed to stifle White’s bishop-
pair and even gets some counterplay
with the plan ..#c5 and ...a5-a4: 12
£4b2@Dc513 £d1a5148blad 158el
axb3 16 axb3 b4 and now White

®

/////%
4 %o o
WAEAY B
5 A B /ﬁ/
AT W A

& /ﬁ%

doesn’t have anything betterthan 17
Dd5 Dxd5 (17...4xb2!7) 18 exd5
£xb2 19 Exb2 $f6 with a comfort-
able position for Black, Jackelen-
Hickl, Bundesliga 1992/3. This exam-
ple shows another important idea: it is
not always necessary to develop rou-
tinely with ..&f6 and ..&e7. Often
the knight finds better options via e7.
The counterplay with ..a5-a4 is also
an important weapon to remember, as
in many lines throughout the book.

3) Black exchanges on 3 and tries
tostifle White's bishop-pair. Those po-
sition-types are introduced in the next
chapterbut thereare some instances in
this chapter in Line D2.

1d4d62 Af3 Agd 3cd Ad7
Now:

A: 4d5 30

B: ded 83

C: 4 b3 39

D: 44c3 95

A)
4ds (D)
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This move is often part of White’s
plans in this line, but here it doesnt
stop Black playing ...e5.

4..eS

Or:

a) After 4..g6 5 ©d4 Ddf6 the
black knights look a bit clumsy, but in
Kaunas-Fridman, Riga Z 1995 Black
managed to equalize after 6 g3 £g7 7
£g2 Wct 8 O3 (8 h3?) 8.&h3 9
Wad+ £47 10 Wa5 c5 11 dxc6 bxct
12 0-0 ©h6 13 e4 Dhgd 14 Df3 Leb
15 €5 Dxe5 16 Dxe5 dxe5 17 Wxes
£xcd 18 Hel 0-0 19 W5 £d5.

b) Hodgson has played the inter-
esting alternative 4..a5'? a couple of
times:

bl) 5&c3g66Dd4Dc57f34d7
8 ed 5 9dxe6 fxe6 10 Le3 Lh6 11
£f2e5 12 Ddb5 Df6 13 DdS5 Dxd5
14 cxd5 0-0 15 &c3 a4 16 Le2 Wg5
with counterplay, Baburin-Hodgson,
Biel 1992.

b2) 5@d4 D5 (the knight likes to
be here) 6 &c3 g6 7 g3 £g7 8 £g2
D69 Le3 Wcs!? 10 h3 Ld7 11 g4
0-0 12 Wc2 c6 (12...5'? looks better)
13 Edl e5 14 dxe6 Lxe6 15 Dxed

Wxe6 16 b3 + Bates-Hodgson, British
League (4NCL) 1997/8.

c) 4..£xf3!? Sexf3 gb is a viable
alternative: 6 £d3 (6 ©c3 should be
compared withthe note to White’s 5th
move in Line C of Chapter 13) 6...2g7
7 0-0 Dgf6 8 Zel 0-0 9 D3 D5
(9..c6 10 £f1 D5 11 Le3 HFA7 12
Wd2 a5 13 h4! gave White a kingside
attack in LSokolov-Van der Wiel,
Dutch Ch (Rotterdam) 1998) 10 £c2
a5 1l f4 e6! 12 Wf3 Hfd7 13 £d2
&b6 14 b3 exd5 15 cxd5 5 16 Hadl
Wd7 17 £d3 ‘22 Baburin-AlPan-
chenko, Germany 1992/3.

S dxe6

5 &c3 £e7 6 e4 transposes to note
‘b3’ to White’s 5th move in Line B1.

5.8 xe6

5..fxe6!? leads to a more difficult
position-type; for example, 6 Hd4
(Wojtkiewicz considers 6 g3! to be
better) 6...We7 7h3 (7 &c3 Digf6 8 3
£hS5 9 h4 £f7 10 g4 g6 is unclear,
Edzgveradze-Jaracz, Mlada Boleslav
1994) 7..£h5 8 ©c3 c6 9 g4 £f7 10
S92 Wds 11Hed” h6 12g5d513 g6
dxed 14 gxf7+ &xf7 15 Lxed Dgf6
16 £c2 De5 T Radzievicz-Minasian,
Cappelle la Grande 1999.

6ed (D)

6..%g4

It seems exchanging the bishop is a
goodideainthistype of position where
Black has less space. Otherwise:

a) Black tends to drift into a pas-
siveposition after 6..c57 7 D3 D)6
3 Wc2 g6 ®.a59Dd4 £ 8. 267 9
&d4 0-0 10 £e2 c6 11 0-0a5 12 Ke3
Wc7 13 Bacl Bad8 14 h3 £c8 15 a3
86 16 b4 axb4 17 axbd De6 18 Hb3 £
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Shabalov-Sokolovs, Cappelle la Grande
1995) 9 &e2 £g7 10 0-0 0-0 11 Dd4
£d7122d1 Ee813 3 DhS5 14 &1l c6
15 &r2 Ee7 16g4 DF6 17 L4 b6 18
b4 b7 19b5 = Wojtkiewicz-Adams,
New York Open 1995.

b) Afterthealternative move-order
6..8Dgf6 7 &c3 g4 White has tried 8
£e3 (8 Le2 transposes to the main
line)8..g6 9 Wb3!7 8 10 Dd4 Lg7
113 &c5 12 We2 £d7 with equality,
Radziewicz-Wemner, Tallinn girls Ech
1997.

7 Ke2 Dgf6 8 D3 g6

Black was suffering in a passive po-
sition after 8...2xf37! 8 £xf3 c6 10
0-0 &e7 11 £e20-012 &e3 Hes 13
3 a5 14 &hl 418 15 Ed2 '&c7 16
Bfdl ©Dc5 17 Babl Ze6 18 b3 £ in
D.Gurevich-Bezold, Bermuda 1998.

90-0(D)

Or:

a) The most natural line is  h3
£xf310 £xf34g7110-00-012 Eel
He813 £d2 (13 £g5transposestothe
main line) 13...c6 14 '®c2 a6 15 Hadl
bS5 16 &f4 De5 17 Le2 '&'b8 18 a3
Ha7 = Schmidt-Jansa, 2nd Bundesliga

1993/4. White's bishop-pair is not too
active.

b) 9 Dd4 fxe2 10 'Exe2 £g7 11
%e30-0120-0c6 13'd2 /212 Wojt-
kiewicz-Benjamin, Philadelphia 1995.
Here Black could soon play ...d5 (for
example, 13..Be8 14 3 He5 15 b3
d5), or opt for ...a6 followed by ...b5.

B
LBABLATE 87
v AN
{ / %
Wz
9..4g710 4g5

After 10 £¢3 0-0 11 Dd4 (11 h3)
11..&xe2 12 @xe2 Ee8 13 f3 Black
can obtain good chances with a plan
familiar from the King’s Indian: 13...c6
14 Hadl a6 15 &d2 DeS 16 b3 b5 5
Mozeti¢-Damljanovic, Belgrade 1993.

10...0-0 11 el Ze8 12h3 Axf313
£xf3h6 14 2e3Dh7!

14..DeSM 15 Le2 DFd7 16 d2
&h7 17 f4was very good for White in
Lali¢-Fernando, Dos Hermanas 1998.

15 g3 DeS 16 2e2 Wd7 17 f4%c6
18 2gd Wds 19 413 g5!

Black gets some counterplay thanks
to White's somewhat vulnerable king-
side.

20 212 Fh8 21 ¥hl gxfd 22 gxfd
W16 23 De2?! Dg5! 24 Lhd Ye6
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¥ Christiansen-Benjamin, USA Ch
(Parsippany) 1996.

Conclusion: Although thisline has
been quite good for White in practice,
it seems theoretically quite innocent.
Even the 4th move alteratives look
perfectly playable.

B)
d4ed (D)

Ny

An active and quite important move.
Black has allowed White to occupy
the centre, so why not do so?

Now:

BlL: 4..e5 3
B2: 4. &xf31? 87

B1)

4..e55 fe2

This is the most natural move but
‘White has two primary alternatives:

a) 5 &e3 &e7 (our suggestion is
5..exd4!76 & xd4@e7 7 ke2fdcb =)
6&c3 £xf37 Wxf3 &g58g3 Axe3 9
Wxe3 ©e7 10d50-0 110-0-0f512 3
a5 13 &h3 f4 14 gxf4? (White should

not give Black the e5-square; 14 &f2!
D52 14...exf4 15 We2Dg6 16 Leb+
©h8 17 h4&c5 18 h5 De5 is unclear,
Zilberman-Agrest, USSR Cht (Azov)
1991

b) Closing the centre immediately
with 5d5 is animportant line but prob-
ably not so dangerous for Black:

bl) The appealing 5..f5?! is a bit
risky: 6 & e2 &\c5 (6..fxed 7 Dg5) 7
&g57! (Gershon gives 7 exf5 e4 8
Dd4 Dd3+ 9 Lfl A xe2+, when 10
Wxe2! looks very strong) 7..4e7' 8
fxgd Axg5 9 &xg5 Yxg5 10 exfs
©f6 11 &h3 &h4 12 0-0! (12 Yc2
©fed 130-0Dg5¥) 12.. Wxcd 13 Dc3
0-0 14 g3 Ef7 with a complicated po-
sition, Gershon-Azmaiparashvili, Saint
Vincent Ech 2000.

b2) 5..8gf6 6 &3 Hc5 7 Ye2 (or
7 h3 &h5 8 We2) 7..a5 8 h3 4h5
(8...&d7is possible) 9 g3 &7 10 £g2
c6 11 0-0 and then:

b21) 11..0-0 12 g4! £g6 13 Dhd
#xed 14 Dxed Dfxed 15 dxco! bxed
16 &5 d5 17 Bdl Ee® 18 #e3 gave
‘White more than sufficient compensa-
tion inLukacs-Hodgson,Lisbon 1988.

b22) 11..cxd5' is more accurate,
as Hodgson later showed: 12 cxd5 0-0
13 Bel a4 14 ¥f] @a5? (14..5fd7
=) 15 £d2%a6 16 DhaEfc8 17 D5+
Illescas-Hodgson, WijkaanZee 1993.

b3) 5..4e7 (the most logical) 6
@De3 Axf3!7 Yxf3 &g5 (D).

Black achieves the desired exchange
of his bad dark-squared bishop. In this
seemingly level position White has
tried:

b31) 8 £d3 Dh6'? (8. &xcl 9
Excl §e7 brings the knightto amore
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natural square)90-00-0 10 ¥h3 & xcl
11 Baxcl a5 12 Da4 ‘Fe7 13 Bfel
©h8 14 Zc3 b6 15 Kc2&cS 16 DxcS
bxc5 17 Ha3 Efbs 18 'c3 Zb4 19
&a4 £ Lobron-Hickl, Nussloch 1996.

b32) 8 '&g3 Axcl 9 Excl gb 10
Ke2 Dgf6 11 0-0 0-0 12 f4 exf4 13
Bxf4 c6 14 b3 We7 = brought White
nothing in Douven-Lali¢, Groningen
1991

b33) 8 g3 &xcl 9 Hxcl De7 10
£h3a5=110-0 0-0 12 '¥e3 g6 13
Hc2 b6 14 f3 We7 15 Hef2, Sorokin-
Torre, Elista OL 1998. White has
more space but there are no weak-
nesses in Black’s camp.

b34) 8 &xg5 Wxg5 and now:

b341) 9% b5 Wd8 seemsto achieve
nothing for White.

b342) The peaceful 9 g3 We7 10
Xg2 &gf6 11 0-0c6 12 Hacl 0-0 13
£h3 a5 14 We2 DcSis level, Jacke-
len-Maiwald, Bundesliga 1994/5.

b343) 9c5'? Dxc5 10 Lb5+ Fe?
(10..2f8!? 11 b4 Da6) 11 b4 a6 12
bxc5 axb5 13 Dxb5 Df6 14 0-0 dxc5
(14..Ehc8!?is unclear) 15 $xc7 Bac8
16 &b5 1 was a very interesting piece

of activity in d’Amore-Albano, Peru-
gia 1991,
Wenowretumnto 5 &e2 (D):

R ey wé%g%
» AAKA AR

7

£ %'@

ﬁ/fﬁs%
% /Q////
.@.%&
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For some reason the following sys-
tem has not been repeated even though
it doesn't look very illogical: 5... &xf3
6 &xf3 exdd 7 Wxd4 De7 8 Ke3 Do
9 W42 g6 10 Dc3 g7 11 0-0 0-0 12
Ke24)c5 13 3 De6 14 Zacl Lh8 (it
is hard to say if this is useful; at this
point the position looks quitelevel) 15
Xd3Hcdd 16 f4 £517 exf5 gxf5 18
W2 Wf6 + W1.Schmidt-Yrjola, Thes-
saloniki OL 1988.

6Dc3

6 ©gl!? is an interesting idea of
Gleizerov's. 6..&xe2 7 Hixe2 Hgf6
(7...exdd 8 Dxd4 &6 9 Dc3 De7 10
0-0, Tjomsland-Salmensuu, Rimavska
Sobota 1996, 10..0-0 11 &e3 Ee8 ap-
pears pretty solid) 8 ©bc3 0-0 9 0-0
EHe8 10 Dg3 £18 11 £e3 6 12d5 g6
13 f3h5 14 d2&h7 15 dxc6 bxed 16
b4 &b6 17 Wd3 gave White a tiny
space advantage in Gleizerov- Vezzosi,
Saint Vincent 2001
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6. &xf3

6..%0gf6 70-00-0 8 &e3 tleadsto
a well-known Old Indian line where
‘White is a move ahead compared with
the note to White’s 8th move in Line
»I12.

7 #xf3 (D)

!/ %*%M%

//%/ﬂ/
@ 08

7
/ %

ARG AT
| 11
A T RAK

. »
2 zwd 1
7..8g5

After Hickl's interesting continua-
tion 7...exd4!?8 Wxd4 &6 thereisno
evidence that White really gets any-
thing concrete, in spite of his bishop-

air:

a) 9 We3 De7 10 D5 Dxd5 11
cxd5 (11 exd5+!?) 11..0-0 12 0-0 a5
13 Bbl Be® 14 g3 c6 15 dxcb bxcb 16
Wa3 Wc717 A4 #e5 = Ruzele-Hickl,
Berlin 1997.

b) 9 ¥d2 He7 10 0-0 0-0 11 b3
@6 (11..4c5 12 & b2a5 13 Efel Ee8
14 &e2 D6 153 £g5!7 164 &6
17 £.dl a4 18 Bbl axb3 19 axb3@Db4
F Rey-Hodgson, San Francisco 1998)
12 4b2%c5 13 £.dl a5 14 Ebl a4 15
Hel axb3 16 axb3 b4 17 Dd5 Dxd5
(17...4xb2'7) 18 exd5 £xb2 19 Exb2
W6 = Jackelen-Hickl,

1992/3. The bishop-pair tends to re-
main inactive or else it is devalued by
the exchange of dark-squared bishops.
From these examples this idea looks
more atwactive for Black than the main
line, but further tests are needed.

8 AxgS

Less ambitious is 8 0-0 &xcl ¢
Excl Dgf6 (9..De7'?):

a) 10d50-0 11 b4 We7 (11...a5!7
=) 12 ¥d2 g6 13 a3 Efcd 14 Hfdl
g7 15 Wd3 h5 16 Bd2 Des 17 &dl
b6 18 Ab3 Df6 19 Ddl Dbd7 20
Edc2 ¢5 21 dxc6 bxed 22 Bd2 a2
Ionov-Belikov, Orel 1992.

b) 10g30-011 £g2Ee812%d2c6
13 Bcdl a6 14 d5 Ec8 15 b3 cxd5 16
Dxd5 Dxd5 17 cxd5 as Y22 Vukié-
Mokry,Graz 1991.

c) 10 ¥d20-011 #e2 Ee8 12 d5
@5 13 We3 a5 14 b3 6! 15 Ebl Wbo
16 a3 Hec8 17 Efcl Dcd?' = Vyzh-
manavin-Miles, Beijing 1991.

8...Wxgs 90-0(D)

l/ w Ak
Aa 2

}
Ny
wow W

AWK
e
wEa e

‘White has more spaceand better de-
velopment. Practice has shown Black

cannot equalize.
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9..Wd8

Or:

a) Black has suffered even more in
the line 9..c6?' 10 d5! c5 11 '&b3
b6 12a4'Fe7 13 a5 Dcd 14 a6 Ebs:

al) 15 &b5+17&f8 (15..9d7? 16
'Hxd7+&xd7 17 Kgd+ Ld8 18 Axcd
Lxc8 19 Db5 +-) 16 axb7 Bxb7 17
Wb+,

a2) 15 &g4 b6 16 axb7Exb717
Exa7' &f6 (17.. Exa7 18 'Yxb6 ¥c7
19 ‘&xc7 Bxc7 20 b5 Be7 21 Hal!
+-) 18 'Hb5+ Lf8 19 Exb7 Exb7
(J Horvath-Ruck, Budapest 1995) 20
b4! +- Ribli.

b) 9..43h6 10 b4! 0-0 11 dxe5 Dxe5
12 &e2 Degd 13 'Hd5'Er6 14 @d2 £
a5?! 15 ©d5 '&ds 16 bxa5 Ba7 17
Habl c6 18 Db6 + Stohl-Miles, Ma-
nila IZ 1990.

10 dxes!

10 Hcl transposes to the note to
White's 8th move.

10...dxes

Kramnik's suggestion 10..%xe5 11
KXe2)e7 124 2 doesn'tlook veryat-
tractive for Black either. Wherearethe
counterchances?

11 ¥b3 ¥bs

11..'¥c8is about thesame: 12 & g4!
(12 Badl Dgf6 13 '&a3 c6 14 Hd2
‘He7 15 Bfdl Df8 16 Wad D847 17
‘@a3 Df8 12112 Piket-Adams, Gronin-
gen 1990) 12..%9gf6 13 Axd7+ (13
Af5!7) 13...8xd7 14 $a3 c6 15 Eadl
‘#c7 16 Bd6 0-0 17 Efdl &6 18 §c5
"6 19 '&xb6 axb6 20 f3 and White
is much better, Khuzman-Dunnington,
Cannes 1992.

12 Wa3c6 (D)

13 Aga!

/Q/‘m

An important move. Less convinc-
ing is 13 Eadl Dgf6 14 Ed2 Df8 with
counterplay.

3..0¢f6

After 13..0df6 14 &Ah3 QDe7 15
Eadl '®c7 16 Ed6 (another ideais 16
W57, threatening both 17 b5 and

17 &d5) 16..0-0 17 Bfdl + White
dominates the d-file.

14 Ah3

Black’s position is not quite as diffi-
cult after 14 &xd7+7 Dxd7 15 Eadl

‘c7 & but 14 &f5!7 should not be

worse than the text-move.

14..%d8

14.'8c7 15 Badl D8 16 ¥cs5!
‘@e7 17 Bd6 * offers Black no relief.

15 Badl ¥e7 16 2d6 DI8

In the variation 16..0-0 17 Hxd7
‘@xa3 18 bxa3 Dxd7 19 &xd7 Bfds
20 Ed1 £ White gains material and af -
ter 16..83b6 17 ¢5! Dc4 18 Eba Hxd6
19 cxd6 a5 (19...&d8 20 d7+! Dxd7
21 Edl +-) 20 #a3!? (20 c5 Dd7
21 &xd7+ 'Yxd7 22 Dad! with good
compensation) 20..'#$f8 21 Edl +
‘White has superb compensation, and
should probably win.
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17 Wes M8d7

17..8g67 18 Exc6 +—.

18 Wa3 A8 19 Zrdl Ag6 20 g3

‘White makes the g6-knight an un-
happy piece and secures a big plus. In
Kramnik-Mokry, Bundesliga 1994/5,
‘Whiterealized his advantage convinc-
ingly: 20..0-0 21 c5 Efe8 22 b4 a5'?
23 bS' cxb5 24 Mxb5! (there is no
need 1o allow counterplay by 24 &d5
Axd5 25 exdS ed!) 24 Bxed 25 We3
Af6 26 Eb6 Eed3? (after 26...e4 27
Ad6 Eebd 28 £92!7 MeS5 29 Kxed
Axed 30 Yxed + White dominates the
board) 27 Md6Mes 28 &b3! +- Ea7?
29 M cB Exc8 30 Axc8 Yxc5 31 Rd8
‘@e7 32 Bd7 1-0.

Conclusion: The main line is un-
pleasant for Black, who has tooptfor
either the less tested altemative on the
7th move or choose Line B2.

B2)
4. 4x13!? (D)

This is a slightly surprising and
comparatively new idea. Black wants

to benefit from the weakness of the
d4-pawn and plans to play ...c5 later
instead of ...e5.

5 Wxf3

5 gxf3 5 6 Mc3 is untested but
maybe not as stupid as it looks.

5..86 6 Ac3

Or:

a) 6 Wdl £g7 7 Mc3 5 8 Ke3
transposes to the note to White’s 8th
move.

b) 6 &b3 can hardly be any good
if White has no time to take on b7:
6..Rg7 7 Ke3 Mh6!? 8 h3 (8 Exb7
Mg4 looks risky for White) 8..f5 9
A&c3 0-0 10 g3 ¢5 11 d5 fxed 12 g4
@a5 13 Ag2 &d4 14 0-0 Axe3 15
fxe3 @a6 16 Axed Af7 17 Gc2BdeS
18 b3 Mg5 19 &g2 'Wa5 = Kozul-
Adams, Pula Echt 1997.

6..2g77 Wdl

Or7 &e3c5.

7...c51(D)

8ds

This should be critical since White
can hardly hope for anything with 8
Ke3 &ho (8..cxd4 9 Axd4 Axd4 10
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'B'xd4 Dgf6 = is an even simpler route
1o equality) 9 Dad (9 Dd5 a5+ 10
Ad2'&ds=) 9. '%a5+ 10 Ad2 Wa6
11d5Dgf6 12 Dc3 0-0 13 Re2eb 14
0-0 exd5 15 exd5 (15 cxd5 is met by
15...c4) 15... Bae8 16 Wc2 He7 17 Bfel
Bfe® 18 &1 He5 = Khuzman-Benja-
min, Erevan OL 1996.

8. &Axc3+!

Without this idea there s not much
point in Black’s play. After 8..gf6
Black would most likely drift into a
position withouta plan.

9 bxe3 Dgf6

9. Wa5 10 W2 Hgfe 11 Xbl! £
isn’t entirely comfortable for Black.
11..0-0-0 12 &e2 b8 (another plan
typical for these positions is 12..43b6
intending ..'#'a4) 13 0-0 h6 14 f4&al
15 e3Ehg8 16 e5! (otherwise Black
would play ...g5 and befine) 16...dxe5
17 fxe5 Dxe5 18 Bb5Wat 19 Exc57
(19 &xc5+) 19..Degd 20 Adde521
dxe6 Wxe6 witha posi-

ArT
//ﬁ%&%

e N
N /&
= a8

16 €57 dxe5 17 fxe5 Dxe5 18 d6?
exd6 doesn’t work for White.
12...Hdg8!

Now Black will achieve the ...g5
advance, ensuring him a fair share of
the play.

13 Zbl Wc7 14 fe3

14 h4 hS! 15 f2 £5 gives Black
good play.

14..£b815 We2

T ing f4.

tion, Bareev-Gulko, Cannes 2001.

1013

After 10 c2'?, 10...%a5 transposes
to the previous note. Time will tell if
thereis anything better.

10..%as 11 ¥b3

11 §c2!?is still the alternative.

11...0-0-0 (D)

12 Re2

This is a complex position where
‘White can also try:

a) 12 $f2!? h6 13 h4 and it is not
easy to achieve ...g5.

b) 12 &d2 (intending 0-0-0) is pos-
sible, but it should not worry Black.

c) 12 Bbl Wc7 13 &d3 Edg8 1414
(14 h4!?) 14..h6 15 0-0 g5 = and now

15...5 16 0-0 Hg6 17 Eb2 a8 18
Bfbl b8!

This is better than the weakening
18..b6 19 &dl, when White can con-
tinue with We2 and &ad-c6.

Following the text-move (18..Zb8),
Black is a little better. Topalov-Adams,
Dortmund 1996 continued: 19 &hl h5
20 427 (better is 20 Bb5 with a more
unclear position) 20...g4 21 '&c2 gxf3
22 gxf3 De5 23 f4 Ycs! 24 Af17
(equally losingis2 4 fxe5? 'h3 25 Egl
{25 &fl Wxe3) 25..Ebg8 26 Ebbl
Wxe327 Exg6 Bxgb6 28 exfo W2 —+
but White should play 24 f5 Bg7 25
Aht Bg8 26 &4 Ded7¥) 24...Dxcd!
—+ 25 &xc4 Wh3 26 Bfl Wxe3 27
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@d3 Yxed+ 28 Yxed MxedandBlack
won.

Conclusion: This new but not so
original idea has frightened White away
from 4 e4 even though it is not abso-
lutely clear that Black can equalize. In
fact it seemsthat in these complicated
positions White has somewhat better
chances. Still, more tests are needed.

C)
4 ¥b3 Eb8(D)

AMA

ZA %//%}%

A AR

Now:
Cl: 5¢g3 3]
C2: 5h3 2

White also has the following less
popular possibilities:

a) 5Mc3 is aserious move (and has
something in common with 4 &c3):

al) 5..a6'7 6 e4 £xf3 7 gxf3 e6
(7..e5'7 deserves attention) 8 £e3 c5
9dxc5Bxc510 ' Ec2 Af6 11 Egl Was
12 0-0-0 g6 13 @bl ke7 14 Yd2 is
slightly better for White, Epishin-Bez-
old, Bad Wiessee 1997.

a2) 5..g6 (very logical if Black
doesn’t have to worry about the posi-
tion of the g4-bishop) 6 £g5'? (6 Wd2
e5) 6..587 7 e3 £xf3 8 gxf3 c6 9
Le2 '®a5 10 f4 Mgf6 (10..c5!7) 11
0-0-0¢512dxc5 Mxc5 13 &b5+ &xbS
14 Mxb5 Mfed 15 Lha a6 16 Md4
©d7 = Ortiz-Torre, Manila 1997.

a3) After5..&xf36exf3g67&e3
#g78 Edl Blackcan hardly be happy
with 8...e67' 9 d5, so he has continued
8..c69 Se2 Mgf6 100-00-0 11 f4 a6
12 d5 ®a5 13 £5 (13 dxc6! bxc6 14
'Hc2 is slightly better for White ac-
cording to Benjamin, though it would
be very hard to prove any meaningful
plus) 13..Mc5 14 'Hc2 cxd5 15 cxdS
Hfcs 16 Wbl Mad 17 Bxad Yxad
with an equal position, Miles-Benja-
min, Horgen 1994.

b) Lessnaturalis 5 2e3 c6:

bl) 6 Mc3 Mgf6 (here is an un-
usual way to lose: 6...b5?! 7 cxb5 cxb5
8 Mg5 £h5 9 g4 £g6 10 hd h677 11
h5 1-0 Matveeva-Guseinov, Russia
Cup 1999) 7 &d2&a5 8d5 (83 Leb
9 2f2b5isunclear)8...e5 (8..b6!?)
93 27510 4£f2ed 1184 £2g612¢g5
AhS 13 £h3 (Bareev-Adams, Biel
1991) and now 13..Me5! is unclear
according to Bareev.

b2) 6Mbd2 #a5!7h3 £xf3 8 exf3
Mgf69 fe2 e6 =10 0-0 £e7 11 Bfdl
0-0 12 Eacl '&c7 13 Med? d5 14
Dxf6+Mxf6 15 c5 Mh5and now Black
has a slight advantage, M.Gurevich-
Seul, Bonn 1996.

c1)
5g3(D)
5..g6
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7 ., 2
7

e

This is the most natural plan, striv-
ing for the ..c5 thrust, but there are
other moves Black has tried:

a) 5..e57' 6 &g2 and then:

al) 6..&xf3 7 &xf3 Mgf6 (7...exdd
8 Ged+ Ke7 9 Yxdd 1) 8 €3 d5?
(8..e4 9 &d] c6 10 Mc3 d5 11 cxd5
cxd5 12 %ad a6 13 f3 £ Dokhoian) 8
cxd5 &bd+ 10 Mc3 e4 (10...exd4 11
exd4 0-0 12 0-0 Mb6 13 Ag5+) 11
‘@e2 0-0 (Dokhoian-Hodgson, Wijk
aan Zee 1989) 12 0-0 % intending to
meet 12..&xc3 with 13 bxc3 Mxd5
14 Rxed Bxc3 15 Axh7+.

a2) 6..Mgf6 7 Ke3 exd4 8 Mxd4
c5 9 Af3 a6 10 a4 b5 11 axb5 axb5 12
cxb5 &e7 13 Ac3 0-0 14 0-0 Ab6 15
Efdl Xe6 16 &c2 Mbd5 17 2g5 Mxc3
18 bxc3 Hxb5 * Ruzele-Kveinys,
Bonn 1996.

b) 5.Mgf6 6 2g2 c67 Ke3 e5 8
Ac3 '%a590-0 Le7 10 a3 (altema-
tively, 10 Bfdl £ Salov-Adams, Ma-
nilalZ 1990) 10. a6 11 %a20-0 12
b4 Efc8 13 Bfcl £ Antunes-Urday,
Matanzas Capablanca mem 1994.

c) An interesting Benko-style con-
tinuation is 5..¢5'? 6 d5 b5!? (6...g6)

7 cxb5 a6 8 a4 axb5 9 axb5 Mgf6 10
Ac3g6 11 g2 (11 h3!? Axf3 12
exf3)11..4g7 120-00-0 13 &d2 Ab6
14 h3 £d7 15 &db1!? (15 Mcd Bxcd
16 Wxc4 Me8 with good compensa-
tion) 15 .. Me8 16 e4 Mc7 17 Ma3 ey
18 ©h2 '&b7 19f4Mc8 20e5 &xb5 =
A Mari¢-Chemiaev, Biel 1994,

6 kg2

Some sources recommend 6 Mbd2
but Black gets similar counterplay as
in the main line after 6..c5!. White
then has three options:

a) Black activates his pieces after 7
dxc57! Mxc5 8 'E'c3 A6 9 bd kg7
10 a3 Mced (10... Mcd7"?is unclear)
11 Ab2 Axf3! 12 Mxf3 0-0 13 kg2
'#'c7 (13..a5'7 14 bxa5 Ea® offers
Black a slight advantage) 14 Ecl £h6
(14..a5'7) 15 €3 Mg4 16 h3'? (16 0-0
Aexf2 17 Exf2? &xe3 F) 16.. Mgxf2
(16..@Dexf2 17 hxg4 Mxhl 18 'Ec3
followed by &xhl ) 17 0-0 a5 18
Exf2 axb4 19 &d3! (19 &b3? AcS!
20 '&xb4 A xe3 T) 19. Bxf2 20 $xf2
with a very complicated position, Lau-
tier-Adams, Manila 1Z 1990.

b) 7e3'%a5!7(7..4g7 8 h3 A xf39
Axf3 transposesto‘c2’) 8 A g2 Axf3
9 Axf3 g7 10 &d3 Mgf6 11 0-0 0-0
12 £g2 b5' 13 b3 bxcd 14 Mxcd EbS
= was quite comfortable for Black in
H.Olafsson-Kosten, Hastings 1990/1.

c) 7 h3!? &xf3 8 Mxf3 Kg7 (the
alternative 8...cxd4!? 9 Mxd4 Kg7 is
also worth considering) and now:

cl) After 9 dxc58xc5 10 %a3b5!?
(10...a5) 11 cxb5 Exb5 Black once
again becomes active.

c2) 9 e3 allows two promising op-
tions:
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c21) 9..a6"? 10 &g2 (another ap-
proach for White is 10 a4 Mgf6 11
Xe2) 10..Mgf6 110-00-0 12 'Hc2 Hc7
13 b3 Efc8 14 e2 b5 15 cxb5 axbs
16 &b2 c4 17 EBfcl d5 F Briickner-
Bezold, Bundesliga 1989/90.

€22) 9..Mgf6 10 Ke2!? (here the
bishop protects c4 and stops ..b5)
10..0-0 11 0-0e5 12 Bd1 @e7 13411
a6 14 a4 Hfed 15 Ad2 Med 16 Kel
exd4 17 exd4 h5 18 &g2 h4 19 g4
'#f620 '#c2, Vyzhmanavin-Gofshtein,
Debrecen Echt 1992. This complex
example has usually been considered
slightly better for White but the activ-
ity and harmony of Black’s pieces
should be respected in practical play.

6..2g7 (D)

Or:

a) 7 Xe3 c5 8 Mbd2 is unconvinc-
ing: 8..Mh6! 9 dxc5 Mxc5 10 &xcS
dxc5 11 0-0 (11 Yad+ £d7 12 'Exa?
b6 with good compensation) 11..0-0
12 Meda? '&a5 13 Efdl b5 and Black
is much better, Scarella-Bezold, Bue-
nos Aires 1992.

b) Interesting though not the most
naturalis 7d5!7 c6 8 8c3 Mgf6 (those
who like action can try 8.. 8c5? 9
'®a3 b5 with complications) 9 &e3
'@a5 10 Md4 c5'? (those who don't
like action should play 10..Mc5 11
@2 cxd5 12 cxd5 £d7=) 11 Mc2 a6
12 Ad2 b5 13 cxb5 axb5 14 f3 (14
h3!?)14..b4 158 d1 &5 16 e4 Ae5!
17 exf5 c4 18 'Ye3 Mxd5 19 Ee2
Ad3+ 20 Lfl Mxb2 21 Mxb2 Kxb2
22 Eel 0-0 23 'Hxc4 Efc 24 '#d3
'@xa2 with good compensation, Pfle-
ger-Jansa, 2nd Bundesliga 1994/5.

7..c58e3

Again, 8 dxc5 #xc5 offers Black
quite active piece-play. 9 '&a3 £d7!
(the ‘" was given by Lautier and Polu-
gaevsky though 9..a5! looks logical
100) 10 b3 Ma4 11 Mbd4 'Ebo! (this
is better than allowing compensation
after 11..'%a5+7" 12 ba! 'Hc7 13 0-0
'Hxc4 14 Ke3) 12 €3 Af6 13 0-0 0-0
14 b3 Ac5 15 Edl a5 16 £d2 Ha8 17
XelZfc8 18 Bable5' 19Me2 Af520
Eal a4! (20..4d37 21 &h4! £) 21 b4
Aced 22 Hacl Ke6 T and c4 was
weak in Anié-Hodgson, Metz 1994.

8..0gf6 (D)

90-0

924 0-0 10 0-0 e6 (10..%a5 1113
Axf3 12 Mxf3 Med 13 'Hd3 £5 14
Ad2Def6 15 d5 a6 16 Ea3 £ Razu-
vaev-Jansa, Prague 1992) 11 h3 &xf3
12 Bxf3 d5 13 Edl dxcd 14 'Fxcd
Hc3 15 @b5 ¥c7 = Polak-Jansa, Olo-
mouc 1995.

9..0-0

Ribli likes this move more than the
Benko-style possibility 9..b5'? 10
cxb5 a6 11 Mg5? (11 a4!? 0-0 gives
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Black compensation) 11..0-0 12 f3
Hxb5! 13 Wd3 cxd4! 7 14 Dxf7 Bxf7
15 fxg4 dxe3 16 Wxe3 Hxgd 17 Wa7
D5t 18 Bxf7 Xdd+ 19 Shl Lxf7,
Blatny-Jansa,Miinster 1992.

10h3 &xf3 11 Dxf3 We7

White’s queenside is weak, and this
compensates for the bishop-pair.

12 £d2 Ded

12...26 13 a4@ed 14 Bfdl Dxd2 15
Exd2 Efcs 16 &f1 Wa5 was level in
Chetverik-De Santis, Budapest 1999.

13 Rel Efc8 14 Wd3 Def6 15 b3
a6 16 Zcl bS 17 £d2 b4 18 Efdl a5

Though it was not obligatory for
Black to relieve the tension, he has a
solid position and space on the queen-
side, Vaganian-Speelman, Bundesliga
1997/8. The game is roughlylevel.

Conclusion: Black gets sufficient
counterplay, with the key move being
..c5. This line should also be OK in a
practical sense because the side with
an active position tends to score well.

c2)
Sh3(D)

e
///%y//%
2y )
”%ﬁW %}%
%g/ vaua
ﬁ%//&%&/
BoE $2 8

5.4xf3

Betterthan 5.. £h57! 6 g4! (White
also has good play after 6 £f4!7 &xf3
7 Wxf3 e5 8 dxe5 dxe5 9 £d2 Hgf6
10 %c3 &c5 11 g4' h6 12 h4! intend-
ing g5 and &h3, Miles-Kavnatsky,
Los Angeles 1988) 6... £g6, and then:

a) 7Af4h5!78g5¢e5! 9 We3f610
& hd §e7? (10..Xf 7! is unclear) 11
Gixg6 Dxg612 &h2 £513 §c3 c6 14
Bgl We7 150-0-0 is slightlybetterfor
White, Scherbakov-Khomeriki, Mlada
Boleslav 1994.

b) 7 &g2e58 Ke3!c690-0a6 10
He3We7 11 Badl  Hgf6?! (after the
superior move 11...&e7 the exchange
sacrifice 12 dxe5 dxe5 13 Exd7!?
Wxd7 14 §)xe5 gives White good com-
pensation) 12 {3h4 Ke7 13 f4 exf4 14
Axf4 0-0 15 e4 = Ivanov-Vorotnikov,
USSR 1991.

6 Yxf3

Now White has problems with his
clumsy queen.

6.6 (D)

Or:

a) 6...e5 doesn’t look very logical
inview of 7 €3 1.
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b) 6..c5 7 dxc5 Mxc5 should be
playable. White has tried the some-
what risky 8 b4!?8d7 9 £b2 Mgf6 10
Ad2g611 Med Who (after 11..£287!
‘White might suffer duetohis poor de-
velopment) 12 Bxf6+ Bxf6 13 Lxf6
exf6 and now 14 a3 £ is better than
14 Zbl d5!, Schwalfenberg-Sokolovs,
2nd Bundesliga 1995/6.
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o
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Or:

a) The rather inactive 7 e3 £g7 8
¥dl allows Black to equalize easily
with 8..c5 (or 8..e5 9 &e2 exd4 10
exd4d5!?110-0dxcd 12 &xcd MeT =
Zitnik-Vaulin, Zadar 2000) 9 dxc5 (%
d5)9..Axc5 10 Re2 AF6 11 Ac30-0
120-0a6 13 % c2%d7 14 £d2 (14b4
Aced 15 2b25xc3 16 Wxc3 Bfc8 =)
14..Efc8 15b4 Me6 16 &b3 Mg5! 17
Hadl b5 18cxb5axb5 19 el Mfed =
Timoshchenko-Jansa, Czech Republic
1999,

b) Interesting is 7 Wa3 £g78¢e3 (8
Wxa7'? is not a *human’ move but is
noteasytorefute immediately) 8..a67
(8...c5 9 dxc5 Mxc5 looks more active)

9 Se2 Mgf6 10 0-00-0 11 Bdl c6 12
£d2%c7 13 &el b5 14 La5 b7 15
Ad2c516 2 3 Wa7 17 dxc5 Bxc5 18
Bacl £ Karpov-Hickl, Baden-Baden
1995, though the placing of the white
queen on a3 is somewhat odd. How-
ever, it is very unusual if Karpovplays
positionally unjustified moves.

c) After 7ed £2g7 8 Wdl c6 (8..c5
9 d5 Mgf6 10 Mc3 £) 94 c3 Blackcan
force a draw with 9..&b6 10 &e3
Wxb2 11 Mad Wba+ 12 £d2 Wa3 13
Acl Wbd+ 14 2d2Wa3 15 Kcl 'a-ih
Votruba-M.S.Hansen, Tastrup 1992.

7..2g78 €3

The clumsy 8 &d37! c5 9 dS invites
complications: 9...8e5 10 Wc2 Mxcd
11 Wad+ b5 12 Mxb5 Ab6 13 M7+
(13 Wxa7'?) 13..5f8 14¥xa7%c8 15
Ab5 Axd5 16 Yad Bb4 (16.. Hco! is
much better for Black) 17¢ 4 M6 18 f3
and now 18...d5' (instead of 18...Mh5
19 &f2, WiSchmidt-Jansa, 2nd Bun-
desliga 1992/3) is good.

8...cS!

When this line became popular at
the beginning of the 1990s, 8...e5 was
considered obvious but practice has
shown it to be slightly suspicious as it
exposes the light squares:

a) 9 Wdl Me7 (9..exd4!? 10 exd4
Ae7) 10 dxe5 dxe5 11 £e20-0 12 0-0
€6 (12..£5!7) 13 e4 M8 14 Le3 YWe7
15 ‘@ad £ Sitnik-Maslak, Pardubice
1999,

b) 9 dxe5 dxe5 10 Wdl 5 11 g4!?
(11 e4 appears safer, with a slight ad-
vantage for White) 11..Me7 12 gxf5
Axf513 Med0-0 14c5 Lh8 15h4 led
to very complicated play in K. Arkell-
Hodgson, Dublin 1991.
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c) 945510 e4 De7 11 g4!0-0 12
oxf5 gxf5 13 &e3 (13 Bgl!?) 13..0g6
14 0-0-0 (14 exf5'? Dhd 15 Yg4)
14 ..8c5 (14..fxed £) 15 exf5 e4 16
ixea? (16 'Wh5 + leaves Black in dif -
ficulties) 16..5h4 17 @gd h5! 18
'HxhS Dxed gives Black a slight ad-
vantage, Naumkin-Hodgson, Cappelle
la Grande 1992.

9ds (D)

9...a6

It is tempting but somewhat unnec-
essary to play 9.. &xc3+!7 10 bxc3:

a) 10...%a5 11 £d2Hgf6 andnow:

al) 12 Re27'leaves White's queen
in trouble: 12..8e5 13 Wf4 Wad! (a
standard idea in this position-type,
blockading and pressing against c4 at
the same time; it is better than the un-
clear 13 ..b5 14 cxb5 Dxd5 15 'Whé)
14 0-0 £d8 15 Efcl 2c7 16 Kel h6
17 Rabl g5 18 '¥f5 Dxcd 19 §d3 b5
F Mchedlishvili-Gelman, Russia Cup
(Krasnodar) 1998.

a2) Better is the humble 12 #d 1!
Ded 13 £d3 £5 14 0-0 DeS5 15 Kel
0-0 16 f3 Df6 (16..Dxd3 17 'Yxd3

)6 18 ad 1) 17 Ke2  Flear-Adams,
London WFW 1990.

b) 10..8Dgf6!? 11 g4?! (11 ¥dl is
Ribli's recommendation; then 11...%a5
12 &d2 transposes to variation ‘a2’)
11..'%a5 12'%d] h5! 13 gxh5 (13 gl
hxg4 14 hxgd Ded 15 'Hc2 Des ¥)
13..Exh5 14 '&b3De4 is much better
forBlack, Miles-Adams, Tilburg 1993.

10 £d2 Qgf6 11 ad

Or:

a) 11 ed is a natural continuation
leading to a typical Old Benoni posi-
tion. 11...0-0 12 &e2 e6 13 0-0 DeS
14 @4 exd5 15 exd5 Ded 16 'Yg3 f5
17f4d7 18 a4 Xd4+ 19 Thl Dg7is
equal, KiGeorgiev-Hickl, Altensteig
1995.

b) 11 2e20-0 12 g4?! (12 e4 e6)
12..0e513 $g2 b5! 14 cxb5axb5 15
Dxb5c4 16 a4 DFd7 17 0-0 DS al-
lowed Black to gain too much Benko-
style compensation in Bagirov-Jacobs,
Gausdal 1991.

11...0-0 12 ¥d1 e6

Black leads the position to a rather
standard type of Modem Benoni where
the white pieces are not very actively
placed. 1n the Benoni Black is usually
quite happy to get rid of his light-
squared bishop.

13 &e2 exdS 14 cxdS He8

Ribli suggests playing 14..b5'? 15
axb5 axb5 16 £.xb5 (16 Dxb5 Db6 17
Da7? Had 18 Dc6 Exal 19 ‘Exal
'#d7%) 16..xd5 and after 17 Dxd5
Hxb5 18 Ac3 Axc3+ 19 bxc3 Dbo
the position simplifies into equality.

15 0-0 Ded

Black’s control over the central
squares is strong enough for equality
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in spite of White’s bishop-pair. Llva-
nov-Benjamin, USA Ch (Parsippany)
1996 continued 16 Dxed Exed 17 &2
He8 18 a5 Wg5 19 ficd bS! (more ac-
tive than 19..&h4 20 Efcl DeS5 21
£e22) 20 axb6Dxb6 21 Exaé Dxcd
22 '®'xc4 Bxb2 23 c3 (this move
leads to a drawish ending but White
must exchange Black’s strong bishop)
23 fxc3 24 Yxc3 Yes 25 WxeS
Hxe5 26 Exd6 Hd2 27 Ed8+ g7 28
d6 h5 29 d7 f6 30 Ecl Bf5 31 f4
Hfd5 32 Hc8 Bxd7 3 B8xc5 Be2 34
Bg5 Exe3 35 Ec6+ Be6 3 Hxeb+
Ya-Ya.

Conclusion: The same comments
apply to this line as to Line C1: ..c5is
still thekey move. Infact, after 4 &b3
Eb8, it may well be that Black has
most trouble after 5 @c3, which leads
one to ask if that move might be even
more logical a move earlier...

D)
493 (D)

i/ %

Afaka
% % 7 7
2B
/A% 2
B e
AR %&%&%
Swire 5

\
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Or:

a) 4..%&xf3 is discussed in Line C
of Chapter 13. If Black wants to play
for a win this may well be the most at-
tractive option. This is what Hodgson
usually does.

b) 4..g6 is aslightly tame version
of the Modem Defence. 5 e3! (5 g3
% xf3 6 exf3 transposes to note ‘a’ to
‘White’s 6th move in Line B of Chapter
13, while 5 e4 £2xf3 6 &xf3 transposes
to Line B2 of this chapter) 5...£g7 6
Le2 Dgf6 7 0-0 0-0 8 h3 &xf3 9
£xf3 c6 10 Hel # Schilstra-Hodgson,
Guemnsey 1991.

Now (after 4 ..e5):

DL 5e3 95
»2: 5g3! 101
Or:

a) 5d57' &e7 6 e4 transposes to
note ‘b3’ to White’s Sthmove in Line
Bl.

b) S e4?! is rather risky: 5...&xf3
(Black can also play safe with 5...exd4
6 &xd4De7 7 £e2@c6 8 Edl Le79
0-0 0-0 10 Dd4 &xe2 11 Ddxe2 Ked
= Moran-Perez, Matanzas Capablanca
mem 1995) 6 gxf3 g6 7 &e3 Lg7 8f4
exd4 9 £xd4 Dgfe 10 Ed2 0-0 11
0-0-0 He® 12 & g27' (12 f3isunclear)
12..9b6 13 '#'d3 DhS F Twardon-
Kuczynski, Lubniewice 1993.

D1)
Se3 (D)
Now:
D1l S.c6 %
D12: 5.9gf6 97
The former generally signifies that
Black intends ...f5.
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Altematives:

a) 5..f5” may be premature be-
cause of 6 h3 &hS5 7 dxe5 (stronger
than the unclear 7 &e2 &e7 8 b3 e4
9 Ad2 Axe2 10 Mxe2 Wcd 11 g4 g6
12 gxf5 gxf5 13 M4 c6 14 £3 Mgf6,
Pahtz-Miles, Bad Worishofen 1990)
7..dxe5 8 Wd5! (8 Ke2 Ab4 9 Wb3
Ye7 10 Mxe5 Axe2 11 Bxd7 Axcd
12 Wxcd Axc3+ 13 Wxc3 Wxd7 14 b3
Af6 150-00-0 16 &a3 A Petrosian-
Minnullin, St Petersburg 1993) 8...c6
9 Weo+ We7 10 Wxf5 + Fradnik.

b) 5..86" 6 Ke2 Xg7 7 0-0 (7
h3!? &xf3 8 &xf3 should be better)
7..8e78b30-09 Ab2 Axf310 Axf3
exd4 11 exd4 c6 12 Ag4 &f6 13 Ah3
d5 14 Eel He8 = Prakash-Speelman,
Calcutta 1999.

\\‘\

§C>

D11)

5.6 6 h3

‘White can include this move or play
straight away 6 &e2 &e7 70-0f5 8
e4!f4 9 c5' Axf3 10 Axf3 Mgf6 11
cxd6 &xd6. Then:

a) 12d5c5(12...cxd5) 13 b5 We7
14 b4 cxbd 15 a3 0-0 16 axb4 a6 17

Axd6 &xd6 18 &d2 b5 t Dautov-
Mokry, Bmo 1991.

b) Stronger looks 12 &xf4! exf4
13 €5 0-0 (13.. Mxe5? 14 dxe5 Kxe5
15 Hel We7 16 We2 +-) 14 exd6Mb6
15 Yb3+ Lh8 16 a4 Eb8?! (16...&xd6
17 a5 Mbd5 £) 17 a5 McB 18 Kxcb +
Chuchelov-Bezold, Dresden 1994.

6..8h57 Ke2 Re7

This is also a bad moment to play
7..f5 for a couple of reasons: 8 dxe5
(also 8 g4!?7fxg49 Mh2 Mgf6 10 hxgd
£.86 11 &fl 2followed by g3 looks
positionally nice for White) 8..dxe5
9 ed! 47 10 Mxe5 RAxe2 11 Wxd7+
Wxd7 12 Mxd7 Axcd 13 Mxf8 Lxf8
14 Axf4 +

80-0f5!? (D)

This move is risky but interesting,
and demands active play from White.
8..Mgf6 is still possible, leading to
solid Old Indian-style play.

i/// %é/ﬂ%
& ‘ %

7y | A
///}% % -
7 KA %
//&% / //
%@/zﬁ

7
a

9 ed!

White should avoid 9 c¢5? e4! 10
cxd6 &xd6 (10...exf37? 11 dxe7 Bxe7
12 Axf3 +) 11 Md2 Kxe2 12 Yxe2
Agf6 13 Mcd (after 13 f3 Black can
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continue 13...We7 oreven 13 _h5'7)
13..4&c7, and now:

a) 14 b37 b5! 15 Dd2 &e7 16 Edl
0-0 17 ©f1 @b6 leaves Black better.
Vera-Gulko, Lucerne Wcht 1993 con-
tinued nicely: 18 £b2&fdS5 19a4f4!
20 exf4 Dxf4 21 Yxed Wg5 22 W3
(both 22 Wxc6? Hxh3+ and 22 Hg3?
Hae8 23 & xc6Dxh3+are winning for
Black) 22..Hae8 23 &gd? (23 Eel)
23..%'xg4 24 hxgd b4 25 Da2 De2+
26 hl &5 27 3 Be6 28 &l Bff6
29 g5 Ef5 30 ©h2 £xh20-1.

b) 14 f410-0 (14...exf3?" 15 &xf3
g6 16 ed is worse) 15 De5 Hb6 T min-
imizes the damage, but is positionally
nice for Black.

9..f4

9. fxed 10 Dxed d5 (10.. g6 11
Deg5;10..Axf37 11 Axf3d512cxdS
cxd5 13 &c3 e4 14 £ hS5+ g6 15 Dxd5
gxh5 16 &f4) 11 cxd5 cxd5 12 Degs
Axf3 13 Qxf3 ed 14 De5Dgf6 15 'Eb3
&6 (15..%b6 16 Dxd7! £) 16 a4 £.

10 cS! Axf3 11 £xf3

Now:

a) 11.exd4 12 &xdd De5 13 &xf4
Oxf3+ 14 gxf3 +

b) 11..dxc5!7 12 dxe5 Dxe5 13
#xf4 (13 £h5+g6 14 Axf4 Dd3! 15
#¢3 gxh5 16 Wxh5+ &f8 17 Ef5+
$e8 18 e5 is unclear) 13..%xdl 14
Axdl ©d3 15 483 Dxb2 16 Ke2Zd8
is precarious for Black but he may
well survive.

c) 11..Dgf6 12 cxd6 & xd6 13 dxe5
(Ftaénik gives this but 13 &xf4! exf4
14 €5 should be possible; compare note
‘b’ to White’s 6th move) 13... &xe5 14
&b3 D5 15 'Yed Ye7 with an un-
clear position.

Conclusion: It is risky for Black to
opt for an early . f5 even if it is not
completely refuted. No wonder most
playersthese days arecontent with the
OId Indian-style play in Line D 12.

D12)
5..2gf6 (D)

7%

This is Black’s safest option. He
will geta well-known Old Indianposi-
tion with anexwa tempo if White plays
e3-e4 later on.

6 fe2 Ke7

After 6..c6 7 0-0 &e7 White has
also tried the idea 8 b4!? (8 b3 and 8 e4
lead to similar positions tothose in the
main line) 8..0-0 9 Ebl &5 10 Eb2
‘&c7 11 Wb3 ho 12 a4 Efed 13 &d2
Ded (13..e4'7) 14 Dxed kxed 15 &3
4f6 with equality, Krasenkov-Miles,
London Lloyds Bank 1993.

70-0

Including the moves 7 h3 & h5 at
this moment doesn’t help White much.
80-0 0-0, and then:

a) 9 e4? has not been tried here,
probably because of 9...& g6!.
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b) ® b3 Ee8 10 Eel!? (after 10
£b2, 10..exd4!? looks like a good
equalizing attempt because after 11
exd4 Black has the good-looking move
11..d5!) 10..4f8 11 e4 c6 (putting
pressure on e4 with 11..2.g6!? looks
good) 12 £b2 a5 13 d5 Dc5 14 &fl
Wb6 15 Bbl a4 16 Lcl axb3 17 axb3
Yb4 18 £d2 £ Van Wely-Jansa, Gaus-
dal 1992. Complicated King’s Indian-
type play has developed.

c) 9 b4!? Be8 10 a4 exd4 (10...e4
11 Dd2 Axe2 12 Yxe2 d5 13 Ka3 c6
14 Efbl A8 15 bS gave White more
play in Guliev-Mokry, Ceske Budejo-
vice 1992) 11 Hxd4 Kxe2 12 'Wxe2
27813 Bdl g6 14 £a3 c6 15 b5 W7
16 Bacl De5 17 Df3 Had8 = Liva-
nov-Miles, New York 1994.

7..0-0 (D)
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8b3

After 8 e4!? White is atempo down
compared with a similar Old Indian
line but it is hard to say if the tempo is
valuable enough for Black to equalize.
After 8..c6 % &e3 Black has a wide
choice:

a) 9..4h5'7 10 &2 (White could
consider playing 10 h3 £g6 11 $d2)
10.%5g4 11 el g6 12h3 Dgf6 13
Ke3 exd4 14 £xd4 BeB 15 Bfel DS
16 & xc5 dxc5 17 Badl @7 18 Dhe
Kd6 19 Dxgb hxgo 20 Lfl LeS =
and Black was fine with the bishop on
d4 in Azmaiparashvili-Romanishin,
USSR Ch (Moscow) 1983.

b) 9..&xf310 Axf3h611d5 &bs
12 b4 Ec8 13 Wb3 248 14 a3 &Ab6 15
K xb6 Dxb6 16 Bacl is very slightly
better for White because of his space
advantage, Vadasz-Bezold, Gyula Per-
enyi mem 1997.

c) 9..Ee8 10d5 @a5 11 Dd2 &xe2
12 '&'xe2 Db6! (exchanging a pair of
knights as White has the space advan-
tage) 13 Bfcl Dad 14 Hxad Wxad 15
3 Becd 16 dxc6 bxc6 17 Db1&Dd7 18
De3 Yb4 19 c2 Hc5 20 Ed] Ed8 21
©hl a522b3h623g3 28524 4f2
h5 = Andersson-Khalifman, Reykja-
vik 1991

d) 9...a6looks like a useful move:

dl) 10 Dd2 &xe2 11 'Exe2b5 12
a3 exd4 13 Axd4 Hed 14 f4 DS 15
Y3 Ded 16 Le3 Dd7 17 Badl W7
18 Wg3 4f6 gave Black good coun-
terplay in Gavrilov-Timoshchenko,
Moscow 1988 since 19 e5?7 embroils
‘White in unfavourable complications:
19...dxe5 20 Dded exf4 21 Lxf4Dxf4
22 Bxd7 £xc3 —+.

d2) 10 d5 cxdS 11 cxd5 &xf3 12
Axf3'%a513 a3 Bfc8 14 Yd2 248 15
b4 &7 16 Bfcl Y- Khalifman-Gof -
shtein, Ischia 1996. Black could con-
tinue with 16.. &b8 17 Bc2 £b6 =

d3) 10 a3!? He8 (maybe 10...b5!?
is a better idea; for example, 11 d5
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cxd5 12 cxd5 £xf3 13 &xf3 &bs fol-
lowed by .. Ec8 and ... £d8) 11 d5 cxd5
12 cxd5 Bc8 13 Dd2 sixe2 14 '@xe2
‘&7 15 Bfcl '8 16 a4 Hc7 17 a5 hé
18 3! ©h7 19 hd Dhf6 20 Pg2Eecs
21 a4 DcS5 22 Bcd Ded7 23 b4
&c5 24 Bal Ef8 25 Ecd Bfc8 26 Za3
h5 27 f3 g6 28 b4 Dcd7 29 b5 = Kor-
chnoi-Gi.Hemandez, Groningen FIDE
1997. This is a good example of how
routine play can lead to trouble.
8..2e89 &b2 (D)

Or:
a) 9..exd4!? 10 Dxd4 fxe2 11
‘&xe2 &8 has not been tried but looks
rather solid.

b) 9...5%f8 may be slightly prefera-
ble, with the following possibilities:

bl) 10 Ecl c6 11 b4 ed 12 Dd2
&f5 13 ©b3 d5 14 ¢5 g6 15 bShS 16
a4£h6 17252618 bxc6bxet 19 Dad
Ha7 20 b6 &'c7 leads 1o a closed po-
sition that is quite comfortable for
Black, who can create pressure on the
kingside: 21 h3 ¥g7 22 Ec3 Hh7 23
Scl g5 24 $hl DF6 25 Dal Ehs

2647 exf3 27 £ xf3 Dfed 0-1 Frois-
Hauchard, Linares 2000.

b2) 10 '&c2c6 (or 10...e4!? 11 Dd2
%512 Bfel ¢6 13 f1 d5 14 f4 exf3
15 &xfS fxe2 16 Exe2 Db6 = Viv-
aldo-Milos, Sao Paulo 1997) and now
White has not found anything con-
vincing:

b2l) 11 Eadl ed! 12 Dh4'? d5 13
h3 fixe2 14 @xe2 g6 15 f4 exf3 16
@xf3 £b4 17 cxd5 £xc3 18 &xc3
cxd5 19 g4 We7 20 Dg2 Wed  Hoi-
Jansa, Copenhagen 1991.

b22) 11 Bael &c7 12 Dg5 fixe2
13 Hxe2 exd4 14 exd4Exe2 15 Wxe2
He8 16'%4d2d5' 7 17 Eel? ¥r4! 18
Scl Bxel+ 19 '#xel '‘@xd4 ¥ Kosy-
rev-Chekhov, Moscow 1998.

b23) 11 dxeS dxe5 12 Badl &c7
(12..e4 1B Dd4 W7 14 h3 xe2 15
Dexe2 g6 16 fc3 £g7 = Pfleger-Lo-
bron, Bundesliga 1993/4) 13 h3 &h5
14 Dg5 g6 15 £d3 £xd3 16 'Exd3
D5 17 WS @cs 18 Yxc8 Raxcs 19
b4 @cd7 Y212 Uhlmann-Jansa, Leip-
2ig 1973.

b3) Rather unambitious is 10 dxe5
dxe5 11 '&c2 e4 12 Dd4 c5 13 DdbS
a6 14 a3 ¥c7 15 Badl fxe2 16
‘Exe2 Bad8 17 ©Dd5 DxdS 18 Exd5
b6 19 Exd8 !/2-1/2 Uhlmann-Tal, Le-
ningrad IZ 1973.

b4) The most critical looks 10 h3
%h5 11 g4 g6 12 Dhd Ded! 13
Dxg6 Dxc3 14 £ xc3 hxg6, when in
spite of White’s bishop-pair this posi-
tion was regarded as equal by Gulko,
maybe because of some weakness on
White's kingside. The game Pomes-
Jansa, Andoira 1996 continued 15 £f3
c6(15...e4 16 %g2d5 17 f3£) 16 kg2
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'&h4 17 b4 (however, it may be possi-
ble that White has a small edge after
17 f417) 17..0f6 18 'Yc2 ed 19 4
exf3 20 Exf3 Med =

10h3(D)

This is better than 10 b4 e4 11 &d2
Axe2 12 Yxe2d5 13 b5 K8 14 a4
Ab4 15 Bfcl dxcd 16 BMxcs Ad5 17
bxc6 bxc6 18 Ma2 Af8 = Kanel-Tuk-
makov, Biel 1999.

Instead, 10 Wc2 &f8 transposes to
note ‘b2’ to Black’s 9th move.
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10..&£h5?!

Black should continue 10..&xf3
11 &xf3 £f812 dxe5 (after 12 '®c2
‘We7 Black is ready to play 13..e4)
12...dxe5 13 '#c2 ' c7 14 Badl a5 15
g4h6 16 Ed2 Mc5 17 Bfdl Zad8 18
@f5 1212 Flaénik-Smejkal, Prague
1986. Black’s position is very solid.
However, maybe White could insert
the moves h3 and .. &h5 at an earlier
point so as to avoid this possibility.

11 ga!

This is certainly more critical than:

a) 11 &h4 Kxe2 12 Mxe2 £f813
Af5g6 14 Afg3 a5 15Mc3 b6 16
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Wc2exdd 17 Mad Yc7 18 Axd4d519
cxd5 Mxd5 = Tibensky-Jansa, Stary
Smokovec 1991.

b) 11d5e4!?12dxc6bxct 13 Md4
fixe2 14 Yxe2 Me5 15 3! exf3 16
Axf3 8 17 Badl ‘W7 18 Md4 Hcd8
19 Af5 Af8 20 Mh6+!? Lhd 21
Exf6!? gxf622 &h5 &xh6 23 Exho
Le6 24 Med with compensation for
the exchange, Larsen-Spassky, Malmo
Ct(6) 1968.

11...4g6 12 Dhd A8 13 Dxg6!

13 dxe5 dxe5 (not 13 .. Mxe5? 14 f4
Arxgd 15 fxgd +-) 14 Mxg6 hxgo
15 g57! Mh7 16 h4 is less dangerous
due to the drawing sacrifice 16.. Bxg5!
17 hxg5 Wxg5+.

13..hxg6 14 Af3ed

After 14...g5'7 15 d5 c5 the black
set-up is harder to break, though White
still enjoys a solid plus.

15 Rg2 dS

Now:

a) After 16 f3?!, White suffered
from the lack of kingside defence in
Tisdall-Gulko, San Francisco 1995:
16...%b4 17g5 Mh5 18 h4 Mg3 19 fxed
fxc3 20 fixc3 Mxed! (20.. Mdxfl 21
Wxfl dxed 22'8f4 gives White nice
positional compensation) 21 &b4?!
(the bishop is more effectively placed
onel)21..a522 a3 a4! 23 Ef4axb3
24 axb3 Wc7 25 cxd5 cxd5 26 Hcl
@a5 27 Axed? Exed! 28 Hxed dxed
29 Ad6 ¥r5! 30 Af4 Mb6 31 We2
Ad5 32 &g3 Wh3 33 &f2 Ha3 34
Yeq Wga+ 35 Ll Mxe3+! 36 &xe3
@3+ 37 &f2 Ba2 0-1.

b) A stronger continuation is 16
25! Mh7 17h4 Mb6 18 c5Md7 19 3
+
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Conclusion: It is not easy to give a
definite verdict on this positional line.
Although there are many move-orders
and the moves h3 and ...&h5 can be
included almost atanytime, White has
basically two main approaches. He can
go for an Old Indian a tempo down
with e3-e4 but it is not clear how im-
portant this tempo is. If White instead
fianchettoes his queen’s bishop, the
strongest idea seems to be exchanging
Black’s intrusive light-squared bishop
with g4 and &h4. However, this cre-
ates some weaknesses in White's own
camp. This line is important in prac-
tice because White has various move-
orders which reach the same line and
therefore no 2.. g4 practitioner can
expect to avoid it.

D2)

5g3

After Black has played ..e5, White
doesn’t usually have to be concemned
about the doubled-pawn formation.
Black cannot strive for the e6-d5-c6
formation any more and he has more
light-square weaknesses.

5.4 xf3

A characteristic move for our de-
fence. 5..Mgf6 6 fg2 c670-02 leads
to a line of the Old Indian that gives
‘White a solid plus.

6 exf3 (D)

6...exdd

Black has the following alterna-
tives, none of which can equalize con-
vincingly, although with some of them
Black comes very close:

a) 6..%e7 7 dxe5 MxeS (Ribli’s
suggestion 7...dxe5 8 & g2 Mgf6 9 0-0
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0-0 10 f4 c6 looks slightly better but
White still enjoys a small and endur-
ing plus) 8 f4 Md7 9 g2 c6 10 g4!
(using his pawn-majority) 10..8b6 11
Ye2 Mf6 12 g5 MFd7 13 &e3 £ 1Sok-
olov-Hickl, Jakarta 1996.

b) 6..g6 and then:

bl) In the closed position-type af-
ter7dS g7 8 £g2 Mgf6 (3. Me?) ®
0-00-0 104 Zthewhitebishopsdon't
work so well.

b2) 7 f4 is a more critical continua-
tion:

b21) After 7..5£g7!? 8 dxeS dxeS
9 $g2 & the position is the same as in
Hegde-Miles, Calcutta 1994 in which
Black came very close to equality after
9..4c7 10 00 (10 ¥b3!?) 10...c6 11
fxe5 Mxe5 12 Wb3 Wc7 13 &4 0-0
14 Efel &f5.

b22) 7..exf4 8 A xf4 &h6 (8..4g7
9 &2 We7+ 10 Df] +) 9 £xh6 Mxh6
10 @d2 &f5 11 &h3 g7 12 We3+
287 (12..e7 13 0-0 £) 13 0-0 Af6
14 @f3 Eb8 15 Efel + Dizdar-Hickl,
Erevan OL 1996.

c) 6..Mgf67 4g24780-00-09
f4c6 10 Hel (both 10 d5and 10 &e3
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are worth considering although the
text-move is more forcing) 10..exd4 11
'xd4 He8 is very similar to the main
line. Wells-Hickl, Austrian Cht 1997
continued 12 £d2'7 (12 b3) 12...%b6
13 #xb6 Dxb6 14 b3 Dfd7 15 He3
216 16 Bdl D5 =.

d) 6..8e7!7 is a notable idea:

dl) 7 £g2exd4 8 Wxd4 transposes
to note ‘a’ to Black’s 7th move.

d2) 7f4exd48 '¥xd4 transposes to
note ‘b’ to Black’s 7th move.

d3) 7 dxe5!? dxeS 8 f4 {6 leads
to equality.

d4) After7 £h3exd4 8 Wxd4Hc6
9 Wed+ &e7 10 Dd5 0-0 11 Dxe7+
&xe7 12 0-0 Ee8 (12...85c6!? may be
slightly more accurate; why force the
white queento a good square?) 13 #c3
a5 14 b3 D6 15 Ab2 D6 16 Hael £
Hxel (16...a4!7) 17 Exel d5 18 cxdS
b4 19 a3 Dbxd5 20 WS c6 Black is

passive but solid. In the game San
Segundo-Adams,Madrid 1998, he de-
fended without a problem.

7 Yxdd (D)

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

Black has to consider whether the
knight is well placed here. The serious
alternativeis 7..@De7'7:

a) 8 282 Dc6 9 Wed+ Le7 10
0-0?! (White should play 10 d50-0
11 ©Dxe7+; compare with note ‘d4’to
Black’s 6th move) 10..0-0 11 &dS
(saferis 11b3 £f6 12 #b2 a5 13'&d2
BDe5 14 Dd5 Lxb2 15 Wxb2 De?
12-1/2 Salo-Y1jola, Finnish Cht 2001)
11416 12 Dxf6+ &xf6 13 @g5 (13
Yr4)13... a4 14 Le3 Yxcd 15 Efcl
Yeb 16 f4 Df6 17 '@b5 abs F Clav-
ijo-R.Perez, Cienfuegos 1996.

b) 8 f4 Do 9 Yd2 Le7 10 252
0-0 110-04&£6 12 b3 a5 13 £b2&cS
14 ©d5 £xb2 15 Yxb2 Ze8 16 Efdl
&e7 = Anié-Hickl, Montpellier 1993.

c) 8 & h3 transposes tonote ‘d4’to
Black’s 6th move, and may well be
best.

8 282 2e790-00-0(D)

- Eer

7

»
1

%
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Even the alternatives may be un-
pleasant for Black:

a) 10 b3 He8 11 £b2 418 12 Ded
a5 13 £.c3 Yb3? (13..a4) 14 Hfel a4




3 c4 Dd7

15 b4 Mxed 16 fxed Wa7 17 Wxa7
Exa7 18 f4 + Portisch-Foldi, Hungar-
ian Ch (Budapest) 1966.

b) 10 #£e3!7 looks slightly strange,
because the bishop generally wants to
go to the long diagonal. However, it
has been very successful in practice:
10..Be8 11 f4 c6 12 h3a5(12..d57
13 cxd5 #c5 14 Wd2 #xe3 15 fxe3
cxd5 16 MxdS Bb6 17 Dxfo+ Exf6
18 Bacl + Eingom-Jansa, Hamburg
1999, was an unconvincing attempt
but maybe Black can try 12..8b6 13
Badl Wc7, intending ... Bad8 and ...dS)
13 b3 A&c5 14 Badl (14 Babl 4815
g4 g6 16 Bbdl  Vyzhmanavin-Mokry,
Tilburg 1994) 14.. &b6 15 Wd2 ¥c7
16 W2 £

10...c6 11 b3 He8 12 4b2 (D)

o WA e

Ada
% =

5 as

&% % ﬁﬂ%
g  B®

‘White has the bishop-pair and ac-
tive pieces. Only the g2-bishop is not
50 active because of the b7-c6 wall.
Black has a structural weakness on d6
and it doesn’t seem easy for him to
create counterplay except withtheplan
..a5-a4. Even though White's kingside
pawn-structure is somewhat inflexible,
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‘White has the plan of advancing his
kingside pawns. Thisshouldadd up to
a small advantage for White.

12.. 418 13 Af3

Black’s one hope is a well-timed
breakthrough with ..d5: 13 Bfdl Wb6
14 &xb6 Mxb6 15 Aa3 Hads 16 Ed3
d5! 17 Axf8 &xf8 18 Badl Ed7 19
cxd5 Bed8 20 £h3 Ed6 21 g4 MfxdS
22 #g2 B6d7 and Black has a slight
advantage, Stocek-Jansa, Czech Re-
public 1998.

13..Yb6

13 .h5 doesn’t stop the pawns: 14

It seems to be difficult for White to
advance after 14 &xb6 Mxb6 =. Black
has the plan ..a5-a4. Also, he may
soon be able to play ..d5, as in the
note to White’s 13th move.

4. Wc7

14...8e5 15 Bfel a5 seems more ac-
tive. With ..a4 Black can hope to cre-
ate some weaknesses in White's camp.

15 gd! Me5(D)

//
%’% | |
AL %a
A U
%»%ﬁ%w
16 Efel
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16 g5 Dfed 17 Dxed Hxed 18
Wc2d5! 19 &e5 Bxe520 fxeS Dxgs
F allows Black counterplay.

16...a5

Black secures the knight on c5 and
is ready to strike with ...a4 at a suitable
moment. After 16...Bxel+!? 17 Bxel
He8 18 Exe8 Hixe8 White has a slight
advantage; Black’s position is solid
but passive.

17 g5 ©fd7 18hd (D)

X //!%é/
/, /

18...%b6

Black doesn’t seem able to achieve
..a4. For instance, 18..a4 19 xe8
Hxe8 20 b4 £ or 18.. Hxel+ 19 Exel
a420 b4 a3 21 Lal +.

19 Aa3!

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

This move stops the only chance
for counterplay (19...a4 20 b4) which
could come after 19 ©g27! ad.

‘Whitenow has a solid plus. Therest
of Van Wely-Timman, Breda playoff
(3) 1998 is aniceexample of effective
realization but not very interesting
from our point of view: 19..%e6 20
Eadl '#d4 21 #g4! ¥xd2 22 Exd2
&dc5 23 £5 Df4?! (the seemingly ac-
tive knight gets into trouble; the pas-
sive continuation 23..&c7 24 Hedl
@D7a6 £ is better) 24 Zxe8 Exe8 25
# xc5 dxc5 26 @h2 % (the knight is
trapped!) 26..g6 27 f6 hS 28 g3 Hed
29 #xe6 Exe6 30 2d8 Hd6 31 Exd6
&xd6+ 32 f4 b6 33 Hf3 Lf8 34 Led
Le8 35 De2 Ld7 36 £5 b5 1-0.

Conclusion: Thisline is probably
the biggest challenge for Black after
3..)d7. Because Black's position is
so awfully passivein the main line, he
should seriously consider some of the
alternatives onmove 6 or 7, especially
6..0e7 or 7..De7. If Black wants to
play fora win he can try4...& xf3, but
in that case he might consider making
this exchange on the third move, when
there is considerably less theory to
study.




13 The Early

In this chapter we study lines after 1
d4 d6 2 ©Df3 #g4 3 c4 where Black
plays .. &xf3, either immediately or
after3...£)d7 and then making the cap-
ture after certain 4th moves by White
With this move Black gives up the
bishop-pair, but in return weakens
White's pawn-structure by giving him
doubled pawns

The general evaluation of the posi-
tions in this variation is probably close
to , as White has the bishop-pair, and
the position might become quite sta-
ble, with White activating his bishops
and conwolling the position with them

However, there are some motiva-
tions for Black to play an early ... & xf3.
Firstly, the pawn-structure becomes
nicely unbalanced. Secondly, the pawn
weaknesses require White to play ac-
tively, testing his understanding of the
position. And finally, Black usually
has more targets and plans, and his
play is more concretethan White's

Based onthese characteristics, some
strong players have used an early
...&xf3 as a weapon to play for a win
Again, these playersinclude British
grandmasters like Michael Adams and
especially Julian Hodgson, though
there are others too. Hodgson, for ex-
ample, has the habit of starting with
3...)d7 and in certain cases exchang-
ing on f3 (see Lines B and C)

.2xf3

Typical positions and plans
for White

§>
»

L b

o
e

.

o

" Lobron - Van der Wiel
Gran Canaria 1996

Usually it is useful for the player
with the bishop-pair to open the posi-
tion. However, sometimes it is far more
important first to stabilize the posi-
tion. In this position White has played
d5. which stops Black’s most active
counterplay with ..exd4 followed by
DeS/... DS,

The following diagram shows the
normal position after 4 exf3, where
White has again played the d5advance.
‘White's bishops control the queenside
effectively, and his plan is to exertin-
creasing pressure on Black’s position
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Gelfand — Ivanchuk
Belgrade 1997

4

with moves like Bfdl, Bacl and 4.
‘White hopes that Black will not find
any targets in the strong white posi-
tion.

Typical positions and plans
for Black

Schiissler — Agrest
Malmi 1993

Black can generate some pressure
against White’scenwewith ..g6, .. &7

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

and ..&c6. If White advances the d4-
pawn, then Black sometimes gains ac-
cess to squares like c5, d4 and e5. If
‘White supports the d4-pawn, then Black
gels very active play with the ..e5
break.

o
T
passoé%@

v~ Solozhenkin
Berga 1993

Sometimes it is useful to create
pressure by means of ..Zh6-fS in-
stead of ..&)c6. Black may wish to
play ...c6 and ..d5, or he might need
additional pieces in the centre; ...&c6
can always be played later. White usu-
ally has no clear way of stopping the
&5 plan, as g4 weakens his king
too much, and #.d3xf5 only improves
Black’s pawn-structure by bringing his
pawns closer to the centre.

In the following diagram, Black can
also continue in a flexible manner,
awaiting White's actions. In this posi-
tion White has an impressive centre,
but Black still has more targets than
White. Both of the breaks ..e5 and
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Allerman - Hadgsun
Bundesliga 1997/8

...5 are possible, as is the attack on
White’s centre with moves like ... &h4
and ...Df6-hS.

1d4d6 2 Df3 Agd3cd
We now discuss the following con-
tinuations:
A: 3.Axf3 107
B: 3..0d7 4g3 Axf3 114
C: 3.0d74 Dc3 AXf3 116

A)
3..Axf3 (D)

vaan

// i

. Rxf3 107

A logical optionfor Black is to take
on f3 at once, thus weakening White's
pawn-structure. There is an additional
motivation when White has played c4,
because it leaves the d4-pawn weak,
as White can no longer support it with

his c-pawn.

Now:
Al: 4gxf3 107
A2: d4exf3 1t
Al)

4 gxf3(D)

7
/

A
/
1

Now:
All: 4..c6 107
Al2: 4..g6 110

Whlle has doubled pawns, so Black
takes control of the centre and devel-
ops in a flexible manner. He is aiming
to create a solid structure with pawns
on c6, d5 and e6, which makes it diffi-
cult for White to improve his pawn-
structure.

5 ha!
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White wants to activate his pieces
and improve his pawn-formation with
the plan h5 and possibly hxg6.

The alternative is 5 ©c3:

a) 5..8f6 is too committal at this
stage, and White can open some lines
for his bishops: 6 f4! (6 e4 g6 7 &e3
£g78'#d25bd7 9 £e2 0-0 10 £h6
€5 11 &xg7 &xg7 120-0-0 'Ebo 13 f4
@xd4 14 Wxd4 exd4 15 Exd4 D5 16
€5 dxe5 17 fxe5 De8 18 bd eb 19
Bd7 a5 with good dark-square counter-
play, Ali-Leski, Saint Afrique 1997)
6..bd7 7 d5! cxdS 8 DxdS e6 ¢
Dxf6+ Dxf6 10 £g2 (10 Wad+ ' &d7
11 Wxd7+ &xd7 12 £g2 Eb8 13 Le3
b6 140-0&e7 15 Efdl Ehc8 16 b3 g6
17 £d4, Drasko-Petronié, Yugoslavia
1994, 17..%e8 = intending .. 4Hd7)
10...%d7 11 '&d3 Eb8 12 &e3 with a
slight advantage for White.

b) 5..86 (D) iscorrect:

iA a7
w%,x/// %L/A
AR AU
v //,/ 7
7,&%« oy
// B AL
A AR K

B s ﬁ,@,/g

bl) 6f4 #g7and then:

bll) 7Eble6 8dSexd5%cxd5De?
10 £g2 0-0 11 0-0 &a6 (11...c5'7) 12
a3 He8 13 dxc6 bxet 14 f5 gxf5 15
©hld5 16 £g5 Dc5 17 Egl &do 18

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

e4fxed 19 A xed Dgb T Szilagyi-Bor-
sos, Hungary 1997.

bl2) 7 e3 e6 8 £2d3 De7 9 £d2
&)d7is atypical example of a flexible
set-up for Black, where White's bish-
ops lack targets: 10 '#b3 '&c7 11 Ded
0-0120-0-0(12 £.¢3'?) 12...c5 13 dxc$§
ds! 14 cxdS (14 Dc3? Hixe5 15 'We2
Dxd3+ 16'E'xd3 dxcd ¥) 14 ..exd5 15
De3 Dxe5 16 We2Bfc8 178 bl a6 18
e2'¥d7 199)c3 b5 gave Black an at-
tack in Kryshilovsky-Bagrunov, StPe-
tersburg 1996.

b2) 6 h4is toolate,and Black can
stabilize the position with 6..2f6 7
#g50bd78 4h3 479 Ed2' W6 10
b3 'Hc7 11 £xd7+ ¥xd7 12 Edl hS
13 Axf6 Axf6 14 Ded Lg7 15 Ye3
'Hc7 16 Egl d5 17 Dg5 Wh2 F Grus-
kovnjak-Medak, Bled 1999.

b3) 6 e3 e5 7 dxeS5 dxeS5 8 'Wxd8+
Lxd89a3d7 10 b4 a5 (10..f511e4
fxed 12 Dxed Pc7 13 4b2 Hed 14
Bdl ¢ Drasko-Popchev, Cazak 1991)
11 Ebl axb4 12 axb4 f513e4 &h6 14
£b2%c7 15 ¢S is unclear according
to Drasko.

b4) 6 4g5 #g7 73 Hd7 8 Ae2
'#'a59 Egl cS5 gives Black counterplay
on the long diagonal, though the game
getsquiteunclearafter 10 d5 h6 11 £h4
g5 12 #g3 £xc3+ 13 bxc3 'Wxc3+ 14
fl Dgf6 15 Ebl b6 16 ‘Had Lf8 17
g2 Wd2 18 'Wh3 Eg8 19 Egdl Was
20 'Yd3 @a6 21 Wf5, as in the game
Piket-KiGeorgiev, Wijk aan Zee 1988.

Wenow return to 5 hd (D):

5..0f6

Or:
a) 5.867 6 hS £
wants.

is what White
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b) 5..h5 is possible: 6 §c3 Hd7 7
£85Dgf68'Wd2e69dS cxd5 10 cxd5
€5110-0-02e7 12 &bl a6 13 £h3 bS5
14 £xd7+ 'Wxd7 12-'/2 Schmidt-Che-
khov, Lubniewice 1994.

6hS Dbd7

It is a bit surprising that the logical
6...h6!? has not been played more of -
ten, as Black seems to be OK after 7
&3 e5 8 d5 Le7 9 e4 Dh7. White
then has to complicate with 10 f4 0-0
(10...exf4!?7) 11 c5!'7 exf4 12 &xf4
dxc5 13 d6 216 14 Yga d7 15 Lxh6
£xc3+ 16 bxe3 @6 17 £d2 DeS5 18
W3 D3+ 19 Pe2 Dxd2 20 Lxd2
Bfe8 with a messy position in which
Black appears to be fine, Chatalba-
shev-Popchev, Bulgaria 1994.

7 He3 5 8 d5!

By closing the centre White stops
Black’s counterplay and gains time to
put his bishops on efficient squares to
control the position.

8e3 £e7 9 2443 exd4 10 exd4 al-
lows Black to fix the centre by means
of 10..d5! 11 cxd5 Dxd5 12 Dxd5
cxd5, when the position is balanced:
13 'Eb3 0-0! (13..2b6 14 £b5+ +

23 109

Lobron-Rivas, Debrecen Echt 1992)
14 Yxd5 (14 ¥xb7 Dbb6 with good
compensation) 14..%8c5 15 &xh7+
(15 Yxd8 Hxd3+ 16 Ld2 Zaxds 17
xd3 &f6 18 2e3Ed5=) 15..&xh7
16 'Ef5+ Lg8 17 dxc5 ' Fa5+ 18 fl
WxcS5 with equality.
8..8e79 ed Wn8! (D)

...2.d8-b6xe3

The thematic plan
seems to make this position playable
for Black.

10 Ae3 Ad8 11 Wd2 &a5

If Black wantstoplay for a win then
11...cxd5!? might be an option: 12
&xd5 (12 exd5h 6 F intending ... £b6)
12..%xd5 13 Yxd5 £b6 14 £h3 (14
Bdl fixe3 15 fxe3 de7'3) 14. W7
with alot to play for.

12 0-0-0 cxdS 13 exdS Wc7 14 &bl
a6 15 Hcl 0-0 16 £d3 #h8 17 We2
Ab6

Both sides have chances, Lobron-
Van der Wiel, Gran Canaria 1996.

Conclusion: The variation 4 gxf3
c6 should not give Black too many
problems. White's thematic active plans
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seem to lead to equal positions, with a
lot of play still left.

A12)
4..g6 (D)

z////
Bogwuwga B

Black’s plans are similar to those in
Line A2: quick development and coun-
terplay in the centre.

53

Or:

a) 5&g2c66Dc3 £.8770-0Hd7
8 Eel Dgf6 9 ed e5 10 £e3 0-0 11
‘®d2 ©DhS (a thematic example of
Black’s plans to slow down the play in
the centre) 12 Badl exd4! 13 £xd4
£xd4 14 'Yxd4 Bg5 15 De2 De5 16
&hl Had® T Belamari¢-Puljek Salai,
Poret 1994.

b) 5 e3 £g7 6 b3 ' Wc8 7 D3
d7 8 £g2c6 % £d2%gf6 10 f4 0-0
11 0-0 De8 12 De4 Ebs 13 Hacl c5
14 '8d3 %c7 15 b4 b6 = Ros-Craig,
coir. 1992.

c) 5'#@b3attacks the weakened b7,
but Black has no special problems:

cl) 5..b6!?is possible: 6 f4 g7 7
£g2c68e3e69ad (9d5?) 9. De7

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

10 a5 d7 11 ‘a3 d5 12 axb6 Dxb6
13 cxd5 cxd5 14 &3 0-0 F Koski-
nen-Tella, Finnish Cht 2000.

c2) 5..'%c8 is the main move: 6
£h3 (6 h4 f6 7 £h3 Dbd7 8 D3
287 9f4c610 ed DhS 11 Le3 Y7
12 £5 a6 13 £g4 Dhf6 14 L3 ¢S5 is
good for Black, Clavijo-Spangenberg,
Paranana 1993)6..5)d7 7 &.xd 7+ &xd7
8¢5 PeB 9 cxd6 cxd6 10 De3 'Bd7 11
AF42h6(11...287'7) 124xh6 Dxh6
13§)d5 (Liogky-Popchev, Val Thorens
1990) 13..Ec8! T with the point that
14 He3 DS 15 Df6+ Ld8 16 Dxd7
&)xe3 17 fxe3&xd7 isgoodforBlack.

d) The thematic 5 f4 might give
White some advantage; for example,
5..%f66 '&b3 c6!77 e3 ' Ycl 8 g2
(8 Dc3 287 9hd e6 10 £h3 De7 11
e4 Dh5 12 £e3 f5 leaves the battle for
the centre still open, Schone-Lorenz,
Karl Marx Stadt 1990) 8.. 287 9 {c3
0-0 10 £d2 Eb% and now the play
seems to become quite slow and posi-
tional: 110-0 a6 12 Bacl '¥g4 13 ¥d1
'Bh4 14 8f3e5 15 d5 Da5 16 De2 b6
17 '8g3 Wh5 18 £3 Db7 19 fxeS dxeS
20'%h3 2 Matlak-Woda, Slupsk 1989.

e) 5 h4 D6 6 'Yb3 'Wc8 7 Lh3
Dbd7 8 Dc3 c6 9 £g5 £g7 10 0-0-0
‘#c7 11 bl '@bo = 12 '¥c2 and now
Black should avoid 12..0-07 13 hS!,
Pushkov-Savon, Orel 1995.

5..2g76f4(D)

647 §c6 7 Le3 e is again amis-
guided plan, as White closes the cen-
tre himself, and Black is better after 8
d5d4 9 b5 Dxb5 10 cxb5 DF6 11
‘#d2 Dh512h4 2613 0-0-0 Lxhd ¥
Leiber-Hartoch, Ostend 1987.

6..8c6!?
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This active move gives Black good
counterplay.

A more positional approach is also
possible with 6...c6:

a) 7'%d3e6 8e3 De7 9 fe2 Dd7
10 £d2 d5 11 Hcl Hf5 12 cxd5 exd5
13 Dad 0-0 14 &g4@d6 15 &bd D6
16 &f3 He8 17 &xd6 '&xd6 18 fl
He7 T Vokac-Okhotnik, Marianske
Lazne 1989.

b) 7h4!7'&b6 (7..h5'7) 8 €3 Dd7
9 h5 0-0-0 10 &£d2 &gf6 11 h6 &f8
12 b4 e5 13 c5' + Gerber-Ireneusz,
Geneva 1994.

c) 7e3d78 &.d3e6 9 Ded Ddf6
10 g5 @e7 is sound for Black, Pin-
ter-Christiansen, ReggioEmilia 1987/8.

Te3

7 d5'7 Agrest.

7...e5 8xeS dxeS 9 d5 Hce710 5
Df6 11 ed

11 &c4!? Agrest.

11..0-0 12 &e2 b6 13 Re3

13 b4 a5 14 &a3 axb4 15 &xbd
bxc5 16 &xcS5 c6! gives Black good
counterplay.

13..4d7 14 b4

14 ¢6 &§)f6 is also good for Black.

23 1

14..a5

White has quite an impressive cen-
tre, but Black’s lead in development
gives him good chances of active coun-
terplay. The game Schiissler-Agrest,
Malmo 1993 continued sharply: 15
cxb6 cxb6 16 &b3&c8 17 h4Dd6 18
h5 &6 19 &f3 Ec8 20 bxa$ bxa5 21
Hcl 47 220e2 b8 23 &dl Zfct
and Black was OK.

Conclusion: Black gets sufficient
counterplay after 4 gxf3 g6 thoughthe
positions can become quite sharp.

A2)
4 exf3 (D)
5
/’ A

- -
%/’

a
3

A
& #

7
o B
/&/%
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///

%%/
% //Zy
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As White’sstrongcentre might just
be an obstacle for his bishops, 4 exf3,
immediately opening the f1-a6 diago-
nal for his bishop, is more logical.

4..g6

Black’s most natural plan is to place
his bishop on the long diagonal, and
develop. Sometimes the moves ...&3h6-
f5and...Dc6 offer some chances to at-
tack the d4-pawn.
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4..e6is lessflexible: 5 @c3 (5 ' b3
‘Y8 6d5e57 4 Dd7 8 Le2Dgf6 9
0-0 £e7 10 ©c3 0-0 11 &e3 a5 12
Hadl exf4 13 &xf4 Oc5 14 'Yc2
©fd7 15 Bfel '$d8 16 DbS 416 17 b3
He® = Gavrikov-Miles, Horgen 1994)
5..8d7 6 £d3g6 7 h4! 4g78 kel
&e7 9 hS DF5 10 &xf5 gxf5 11 g4!
fxgd 12fxg4'Pe7 13 h6 41614 ' Yr3
Sokolov-Miles, Groningen 1994.

5Dc34g7 6 4e3

6 #e2allows Black to become ac-
tive:

a) 6..@c6 7 d5 Dd4 8 0-0 Dxe2+
9 'Yxe2 #xc3 10 bxc3 #d7 11 Bel
&f8 with an unusual position in which
the chances should be about equal,
Grabarczyk-Tella, Stockholm 2000.

b) 6..8d7 74 c5 8 dxc5 Dxc5 9
%e3 Lxc3+ 10 bxe3 ©f6 11 £d4 0-0
12 & xf6 1212 Sosonko-Van der Wiel,
Rotterdam 1997.

c) 6..0h6! 70-0 DF58d50-0 9
£d2 c6 10 £d3'%d7 11 Hel He8 12
bl &b 13b4 &c7 14 Ledcxd515
cxd5 Bac8 16 Hcl Da8d 17 a4Db6 18
a5 &c4 T L.Spassov-Solozhenkin,
Berga 1993.

6..f6

Alternatives:

a) Standard development by means
of 6..83d7 7'8d2 §gf6 is somewhat
careless. White gets the better chances
by8d5'c69 &e2 Hc8 10 0-0cxd5 11
cxd5 0-0 12 a4 'Ha5 13 Ha3 a6 (Van
der Sterren-Plaskett, London Lloyds
Bank 1993) 14 Eb3 with some pres-
sure.

b) 6..8Dh6!?, withthe very concrete
plan of attacking d4, is also worth con-
sidering here: 7 '§b3 ‘@8 8 d5 D59

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

#e2 ¢5 10 0-0 0-0 11 'Hc2 Hd7 12
Hael Ze8 13 £.d3De5 14 f4 Dxd3 15
'Yxd3 a6 16 Be2 '¥d7 17 Bfel b5 ¥
Vaillant-Frick, Avoine 2000.

7 %e2(D)

// ?23 /
iy i /%’%ﬁ
%, 4 /ﬁ

7..c6

7...0-0?" is premature, as White can
start akingside attack with 8 f4 (8 0-0
©Dbd7 9 Ecl e5 10 dxe5 Dxe5 11 f4
&c6 12 413 Wd7 13 ¢5 Zad8 14 cxd6
cxd6 15 ©b5 Efes 16 h3 d5 17 a4
Qed 18 Dxa7 &xb2 19 2 Ag7 20
@Dxc6 bxed 21 #b6 Hb8 22 a5 + Pet-
ursson-Hodgson, London 1979) 8...c6
9 h4 'Ja5 10 fl e5 11 h5 Dbd7 12
hxg6 fxg6 13 fxe5dxe514 d5e4 15
‘#d2 cxd5 16 cxd5 b4 17 Eh4 Bad8
18 2d1 Db6 19 Dxed 'Yxd2 20 Ixd2
Bxd5 21 ©c5 Ec8 22 b4 Exd2 23
#.xd2&bd5 24 Ec4 £ Vaganian-Mi-
los, Moscow OL 1994.

80-00-09 d5 ©bd7 10 ¥b3

Other moves:

a) 10 f4 is logical, and may offer
‘White a slight advantage:

al) 10..'%a5 11 Ebl! Zfc8 12 b4
'#c7 13 el a5 14 dxe6 bxc6 15 b5 ¢S5
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16 A£3 is much better for White, Van
der Sterren-Jansa, Prague 1992.

a2) 10..a6'? 11 Bc1 cxd5 12 cxdS
bS5 13 a4 b4 14 Da2a5 15 A b5 Ded 16
£d4 Axd4 17 'Exd4 DecS 18 Bcel
&b6 19 £5! and despite Shariyazda-
nov-Spangenberg, Roque Saenz Pena
1997 being agreed drawn immediately,
the position is very unclear.

a3) 10..cxd5 11 cxd5 (11 DxdS
De5 12 De3 Dfed 13 Dxed Dxed 14
A£3 &c5 15 EblaS 16 b3 &c7 17 hd
e6 18 h5 Hfd8 = Sorokin-Spangen-
berg, Villa Gesell 1996) 11..%a5 12
a3 Bfcs 13 Ad4 Ded 14 Axg7 (14
224515 A3 Axd4 16 &xd4 &bo
17 %42 Def6 18 Bael Hf8 19 Ee3
g8 20 De2 D5 21 b4 D7 22 Dd4
£ Farago-Davies, Silkeborg 1988)
14..Dxg7 15 g4 1516 A.£3 Exc3!?
17 bxe3 Wxc3 18 Hel Wf6 19 He3
3¢5 20 Ebl Ec8 21 We2 Bc7 22 Eel
D8 23 ga17 fxgd 24 Axgd D525
A xfS gxfS (Naumkin-Jansa, Names-
tovo 1987) 26 13 gives White some ad-
vantage.

b) 10 Eb1'?isalso alogical move:
10..4Db6 (10...a5!7 is an improvement)
11 ¥d2 cxdS 12 cxd5 ¥d7 13 AbS
'&514 Bfdl Efc8 15 &xb6 axb6 16
‘We3 + Benkovié-Jovié, Kragujevac
2000.

c) 10 Ecl!?is possible; for exam-
ple, 10..'%a5 11 dxc6 (11 Eel cxdS5 12
Dxds Dxd5 13 'ExdS Yxd5 14 cxdS
Efc815b3a6 1624 4¢3 17 BedlEc7
18f4Eac8 19 g3 £a520 Exc7 Exc7
21 Ac4 Ab6 22 £d2 a5 23 D1 DcS
24 Eal Ded 25 el £d4268d] Ac3
F Stern-Slobodjan, Heringsdorf 2000)
11..bxc6 12 f4 Eab8 13 b3 Hc5 14

A3 13

££3 Ebc8 15 Eel De6 16 Yd2 Efds
17 Bedl Ed7 18 g4 8 19 Dad 121/
Bukal-Medak, Pula 2000.

‘We now return to the position after
10 ¥b3 (D):
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10...%b8!?

This s the latest try from a top-level
grandmaster game, and Black man-
aged to hold, though he faced some
difficulties. The game, however, is a
model example of the positions aris-
ing in this variation. Older moves:

a) 10...cxd5?! is not good, opening
the queenside to White's advantage:
11 cxdS '&b8 (11..%a5 12 a3 a6 13
Hacl Eac8 14 '&xb7 Eb8 15 &xa6
Wxa6 16 Axa6 Exb2 17 a4 Dc5 18
4b5 + Bacrot-Markoti¢, Nice 1994)
12 Efcl Ec8 13f4a6 14 adb6 15 4£3
&5 16 &dl Ea7 17 b4 Ded7 18 De2
Hac7 19 Dd4 '%'b7 20 Dcb + Stohl-
Pfibyl, Bundesliga 1993/4.

b) 10..¥'c7is also quite slow, and
‘White has anormal advantage after 11
Efdl (11 Eacl e6 12 dxe6 fxe6 13
Efdl '&b3 14 f4 d5 1»- Gagarin-
Rashkovsky, Zadar 2000) 11..a6 12

FA
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Bacl Efc8 13 f4 £ K haritonov-Agrest,
Pinsk 1993.

11 Zfdl Bc8 12 Eacl a6 13 Bd2
cxdS 14 &xdS

14 cxd5 b5 gives Black counter-
play.

14...Axd5 15 ExdS Ec6 16 {4 We7
17 Eddl a5 18413 &cS 19 We2 Zb6
20 Ebl ad 21 hd e6

21..Eb4!? might be possible.

22 hS

1 Gelfand-Ivanchuk, Belgrade 1997.
White's bishops have found some di-
agonals, and together with his stable
position, they grant White some ad-
vantage. Black has good chances to
defend, and in some lines also of ac-
tive counterplay.

Conclusion: 4 exf3 offers White
some positional advantage, although
Black usually has a stable and play-
able position. Some new ideas, con-
nected with the plan ... Dh6-f5, are our
recommendation for Black.

B)
3..Ad74 g3 Axf35exf3(D)
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AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

5..g6

Withthe knight on d7, Black’s main
planis tochallenge White’s centre with
a pawn-push, either ..e5 or...c5.

5..e6 is another move:

a) 64 Db67 D3 Df68adas5 9
£g2 Bb3 10 ¥e2£e7110-00-0 12b3
d5 13 5 Dc8 14 f5exf5 15 Fe5 bo!
leaves the result totally open, though
D.Gurevich-Benjamin, Chicago 1991
ended after 16 &xf5 bxc5 17 DxdS
Dxd5 18 £xd5 £f6 19 &c4 £xd4 20
285 Y2

b) 6d5e5 7 Dc3 g6 8 {4 £g7 9
fxe5 Dxe5 10 Lh3 DF6 11 0-00-0 12
b3 Dfd7 13 £d2 &cS5 14 Bbl a5 15
£g2Ee816Db5Ded3 17 Le3 Wd7
18 ¥d2 b6 19 Efd] /2-Y: Pieniazek-
Maiwald, Bundesliga 1996/7.

¢) 6 &c3 and now:

cl) After 6...c6 White gets activity
in the centre with 7 d5' exd5 8 cxd5
Dgf6 9 L4 De5 (9...c5'? Greenfeld)
10 £g2 £e7 11 &xeS dxe5 12 dxc6
bxc6 13 f4 @c7 14 0-0! exf4 15 Db5
‘@6 16 Dd6+ + Greenfeld-Sokolovs,
Baile HerculaneECC 1994.

c2) 6..9¢gf6 7d5 e5and now White
can always attack the centre with f4,
though Black also has a safe position:
8 2929690-02g710f40-0 1 fxe5
Dxe512b3DFA7 13 W2 Wr6 14 £b2
D3+ 15 Lhl Bfes 16 Ydl Dde5 17
Db5 Be7 18 £xf3 Yxf3+ 19 Yxf3
Dxf3 20 £xg7 dxg7 21 Yg2 De522
Bfel a6 23 {c3 Haed with an equal
position, Gunawan-Hodgson, Jakarta
1996.

a) 6 &3 £g7 and now:
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al) 7h4 Mgf6 8 Le3c69g4ho 10
#e2d5! 11 cxd5 MxdS5 12 Mxd5 cxd5
13 Wb3 (the alternative 13 f4 Wb6 14
h5 gxh5 15 Exh5 &f6 16 Eh3 has
been suggested as an improvement by

Dautov) 13..#b6 14 xb6 Bxb6 =
Dautov-Adams, Ter Apel 1995.

a2) 7 Ke3 c6 8 Le2 Mgf6 allows
‘White to get some space in the centre
with 9 d5! 0-0 10 0-0 Wa5 11 ¥b3
Bfc8 12 Bfd] Hab8 13 a3 a6 14 Racl
cxd5 15 MxdS5 Mxd5 16 Exd5 W7 17

Wa2 £ Pieniazek-Hennings, 2nd Bun-
desliga 1998/9.

b) 6 &h3 is an interesting idea, to
maximize the effect of the bishop:
6..42g770-0Mgf68d50-0 9 Mc3ch
10 &e3 Wa5 11 Wb3 Zab8 122fd1!?
(12 Zad] Wb6 13 Bfel £)12..Mb6 13
Af]Bfc8 14 £d28bd7 15 f4 b6 16
Zelrs 17 ¥d1!? cxd5 18 cxd5 Yxb2
19 Ebl Wa3 20 He3 with good com-
pensation, Skomorokhin-Sakaev, St
Petersburg 1996.

6..487 (D)
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‘White has many alternatives:
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a) 7Mc3e6 8f4c69d5exd510
cxd5 ¢5 with a complicated position:
11 f5 Me7 12 fxg6 hxgo 13 0-0 a6 14
Hel 8 15 Med Ybo 16 ha Me5 17
K5 A5 18 A6 Exb2 19 Ebl Wd4
(Tager-Miles, Bad Worishofen 1989)
20 Wxd4 Mxd4 21 HxeS! dxe5 22
Exb7 with good compensation.

b) 7d5h580-08h6 9 Md2 (9 f4!?
Gleizerov) 9..c510 £ h38f5 11 &xf5
gxf5 1214 (12 c2 e6 13 Bel Wf6 )
12..h4 13 Eel hxg3 14 hxg3 &f6 15
Hbl &8 16 A3 Wd7 17 Wd3 e6 is
OK for Black, Gleizerov-Tunik, Vos-
kresensk 1993.

c) 7f4c680-0 Mgf69 Mc30-0 10
d5(10 Eel!?) and now:

cl) 10..Ec8 11 el (11 Xe3 Wa5!
provides Black with counterplay, Sok-
olov-Hickl, Nussloch 1996) 11..Ze8
124 e32.

c2) 10..Mb611 We2cxd5 12 cxd5
Hc8 13 4¢3 Afd7 14 Badl &xc3 15
bxc3 Exc3 16 #d4 Bc7 17 Efel Af6
18 Axb6 axb6 19 Zd3 Wd7 20 Ee3
He8 21 2b3 Hec8 22 Wl Wad4 23 Eb2
Wd4 T Schone-Maiwald, Bundesliga
1997/8.

7...4h6! (D)

Black is going to bring his knight to
5, generating counterplay against the
white centre.

7...c6 is another option, aiming to
build a safe central set-up with ..c6
and ..d5: 8 &c3 Mgf6 9 Re3 0-0 10
Wd2d5 11 We2 dxcd 12 xcde6 13
At Ad5 14 Zadl Wb6 15 Kcla516
Efel Wb4 17411 Bfd8 18 4g5 Zdbs
19 b3 a4 ¥ Born-Bagirov, Deizisau
1999,

8 #xh6




116

X Wer X
Y rYIE Ty
% am
// i
7&% B
,// /g%
e / %

a) After 8 f4 Black has a choice:

al) 8..c69Mc3 (9g4 Who 10 Le3
f5and 9 d5 cxd5 10 cxdS5 Af5 11 Ac3
are other unclear suggestions by Ivan-
chuk) 9..8f510d5c5 11 Bel 0-0 12
Hbl Ee8 13 '%d3 Md4 and the central
knight gives Black counterchances,
Lopushnoi-Khakhinov, Novosibirsk
1992,

a2) 8..AfS! gives Black good ac-
tivityafter® & xb7Eb3 10 &g2 Mxd4
11 &c3 0-0 12 Bbl, and now:

a2l) 12..c5 13 £d2 Ab6 14 b3 e6
15 Bel d5?' (15..'"8c7!? Gofshtein)
16 cxdS exdS 17 a4 a5 18 Me2Mc6 19
5! Mb4 20 Mf4 £ Gofshtein-Jansa,
Prague 1993.

a22) 12..c6 13 b3 7 14 Ab2
A5 = Ivanchuk-Speelman, Debrecen
Echt 1992.

b) 8 g4'? stops .S, but White's
pawn-structure is very committed. Af-
ter 8..00 9 &3 5 10 @d2Mf7 11 h3
€5 12 dxe5 MdxeS 13Ma3f4 14 Axf4
W6 15 b3 g5 16 £g3 Mg6 17 Hadl
Afe5 Black has good compensation,
Klebel-Mirschinka, Bundesliga 1997/8.

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

8..4xh6 914

Here is a thematic example of how
Black can gain the advantage: 9 &c3
0-010f4c6 11 Zel £g7 12d5cxdS 13
AxdSe6 14 Mc3 4 xc3! 15 bxe3 Ee7
16 h4 Had8 17 ‘@d4 b6 F Brennink-
meijer-Hodgson, Dutch Cht (Breda)
1992,

9..c6 10 Ac3 £g7 11 ¥d20-012
ds

12 Bfel e6 13d5cxd5 14 cxdSeSis
OK for Black: 15 Me4 exf4 16 Mxd6
Ae5 17 Bxb7 'Ybo 18 gxf4 Mgd 19
Radl, Heim-Hodgson, Slough ECC
1997.

12..Hc8 13 Zacl Was 14 Zfdl
Xfe815b3 Hc7 16hd Axc3 17 Wxe3
Wxc3 18 Xxc3 cxdS 19 XxdS Af6 20
EbS b6

= Temirbaev-Adams, Elista OL
1998. The position is balanced, since
‘White’s bishop is a plus, but the dou-
bled pawns are a clear minus in an
endgame.

Conclusion: 3 c4 Wd7 4 g3 £xf3 5
exf3 g6 seems to be completely sound
for Black. Again, the plans with ..&h6
work well.

C)

3..4d7 4 &c3 Axf3(D)

5gxf3

5 exf3 leads to somewhat different
positions after 5...g6:

a) 6 Le2 #4g7 7 0-0 Mh6' looks
sound for Black, though complications
are possible:

al) 8d5Af59£d3Dd4 10 Zel 0-0
11 £g5 He8 124 &cS5 13 Me2 122
Lautier-Hodgson, Harplinge 1998.
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a2) 8 £d3 e6 9 4e30-0 10 ‘Ed2
DF5 11 &xfS exf5 12 £g5 &f6 13 hd
6 14 Bfel Hed is equal, Vyzhmana-
vin-Hodgson, London ECC 1996.

a3) 8g4!7e6(8...5!7)9 &e3 {510
Zel0-0 11 g5 DF7 12 f4c6 13 &a2
‘#c7 14 Zadl Hadd 15 h4 fed =
Eperjesi-Bree, Budapest 2000.

b) 6f4 £g7 and then:

bl) 7 Ae3 e6 8 '&b3 De7 9 0-0-0
b6 10 g4 &f6 11 Bgl d5 12 cxdS
DfxdS 13 Dxd5 Yxd5 14 Acd Yo
15 &bl 0-0 F Samarin-Belikov, Smol-
ensk 1992.

b2) 7 &e2 Dh6 8 g4 e5 9 dxeS
dxe5 10 fxe5 Dxe5 11 Wxds+ Ixds
12 &xh6 £xh6 13 Bdl c6 F Gleize-
rov-Epishin, Podolsk 1992.

b3) 7 g4!? is an interesting sharp
idea, which made Black react wrongly
with 7...e5?! (7..c5!7 and 7...h5!? look
like natural improvements) 8 dxe5
dxe5 9 g2 £e7 10 0-0 0-0 11 &xb7
Hbs 12 Ag2 exf4 13 Axf4 Exb2 14
Db5De5 15 Bel Dxcd 16 E'xd8 Exds
17 ©xc7 £ in Garcia Ilundain-Mell-
ado, Spanish Cht 1992.

c) 6 23 47 (D)and now:

L &xf3

1 Weoax
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cl) 7'#4d2 is best met by the stan-
dard set-up 7..e6! 8 %d3 De7, when
Black is doing fine; for example, 9 0-0
($h4 h510d5eS 11 f4 DFS5!? 12 &xf5
gxf5 13 De2 exf4 14 &xf4 DS with
counterplay, Itkis-Nevednichy, Kishi-
nev 1993) 9..0-0 10 &£h6 Axh6 11
“Exh6 D5 12 &xfS5exf5 13 §d2 Hed
= Ovseevich-Borsos, Simferopol 1991.

c2) After 7h4hS5 the position may
become quite complicated, although
Black’s plan with ..%3h6-fS appears
very natural:

c21) 8 g3 ©Dh6 9 &h3 c6 10 0-0
D5 11 &xf5 gxf5 12 &g5 DS 13
el Dgb 14 De2 Yd7 15 Dfde6 16
&xg6 fxg6 17d Se 5 = Eingom-Agrest,
Berlin 1993.

c22) 8'&d2Dh69 A d3c5 10dxcS
DxcS 11 Ac2 DFS 12 &xfS gxfs 13
£d4 Sixd4 14 Yxd4 Hg8 15 0-0-0
De6 16 '&'d5 Ebo with good activity,
Pogorelov-Izeta, Linares open 1995.

c23) 8 Hcl Dh69 g4 hxg4 10 fxgd
5 11 Re2 Dxgd 12 Sixgd fxgd 13
Exgd DY 14 Wed c6 15 Ld2 Y2
Komarov-Hodgson, French Cht 1999.

5..86 6 f4
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The alternatives are not dangerous
for Black:

a) 6 b3 4g77 £b2 Dgf6 8 €3 0-0
9f4e5 10 fxe5dxe5 11 & g2exd4 12
Wxdd c6 13 Yd2 Yas5 14 Ded Yxd2+
15 Dxd2 Eads 16 Bdl Dc5 17 Pe2
Hfed = Vladimirov-Rivas, Salamanca
1991

b) 6h4 Dgf67 Yb3 Zbd 8 Le3ct
9 #h3 407 10 0-0-0 and now 10..a6
allows 11 ¢5!7 0-0 12 #f4 e5 13 dxe5
Dixc5 14 Wed DhS (Kirov-Delchev,
Bulgarian Ch (Sofia) 1996) 15 exd6=.
Probably Black should continue with
10..¥b6'7%; e.g., 11'Had Wat,

6..2¢7 (D)
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White has some alternatives:

a) 7'¥d2 Dh6 (7..c6 8 b3 b6 9
€3 Dh6 10 hd e5 11 fxe5 dxe5 12 d5
Df613 &g2 OFS5 14 £b20-0 15 0-0-0
Bad8, San Segundo-Epishin, Madrid
1992, 16 h5'? Dxh5 17 Exh5 gxh5 18
Bgl with good compensation — Epi-
shin) 8b3 (8 e4 c59d5f5=) 8..2DF59

7

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

e3 e5 10 fxe5 dxe5 11 d5 0-0 is un-
clear according to Epishin.

b) 7e3c68 4d2e6 9 W3 ¥c710
Ded DAf67 (10..b6!7) 11 Wxb7! &d7
12 Wxc7+ &xc7 13 &g5 is much
better for White, Gomez Esteban-
Romero, Elgoibar 1997.

7..c617

This logical move, blocking the long
diagonal, seems to give Black excel-
lent counterplay.

7...Bb8 is another option: 8 0-0 (8
#d3%gf69b3 0-0 10 £b2 a6 11 0-0
c5 12 e3 cxd4 13 'Exd4 b5 14 cxb5
axb5 15 Efcl b4 16 Da4 @a5is OK
for Black, Panno-Miles, Buenos Aires
1994) 8.6 9 d5 Dgf6 10 Le3 a6 11
Wh3e512fxe5 Dxe513 #a7 Ba8 14
#d4 Dh515e30-0 16 Wxb7 Fe717
b3 Efb8 18 W c2Dxcd 19 De2De5
20 £c3 £5 21 Bael $ha 22 h3 2-1h2
Sakaev-Svidler, St Petersburg 1997.

80-0 AMh6 9 ed 0-0 10 Ae3 e6 11
Hel Wha

Black's pieces nicely attack the
white position, and the strong-looking
centre is not effective.

12 %3 e5 13 fxeS dxeS 14 d5 Agd
15 Wh3 Wxh3 16 Axh3 Axe3 17fxe3
Acs

¥ Alterman-Hodgson, Bundesliga
1997/8.

Conclusion: Black should not be
too worried about the strong white
centre in the variation 4 Hc3 £xf3 5
gxf3 g6 6f4 as this centre mighteasily
become atargetforactive counterplay
by Black.
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This gambit has mostly been tried
by some Portuguese players, and it is
reminiscent of the notorious Hennig-
Schara Gambit(1 d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 &c3
c5 4 cxdS cxd4). Black sacrifices a
pawn, but White will be behind in de-
velopmentfor some time. This gambit
is probably not completely correct, but
it might be a good choice as a surprise
weapon for a must-win situation. The
gambit can also be appliedinthe move-
order 2 c4 e5 3 Df3 & g4,

5 4gs1?

This zwischenzuy;, developing the
bishop with tempo, seems to be the
strongest, but there have only been a
few examples. The alternatives for
White are:

a) 5h3? &xf3 6 exf3 is not good,
because Black plays for activity with
6..dxeS! (6..Dxe5 7 &e2 £ allows
White to stabilize his advantage in the
form of the bishop-pair) 7 Wad & b4+
8 442 Axd2+ 9 Dxd2¥d4 with ad-
vantage to Black

b) 5 e6? just givesaway the pawn:
5..#xe6 (5..fxe6 6 Dc3 Wd7 7 ed
#e7 8 4e2 0-0-0 9 £e3 h6 10 a3
#xf3 11 Axf3 45 12 W2 Axe3 13
Wxe3 e Sis also possible, Guerra-Char-
neira, Honra 1998) 6 e3 g6 7 #d2
£g7 8 Ac3 Df6 9 Dbd2 0-0 10 ed
Ye7 11 Ae2 247 12 Wc2 Haed 7
Silva-Leonardo, Portugal 1993

¢) 5%c3 also gives the pawn back
tooeasily. 5..dxe5 6 Wad and then:

cl) 6..4c5 7 A5 (7 Dxe5!? is
another idea) 7..8f6 8 Bdl 4d7 9
¥c20-0 10 €3 + Pfaff-Blum, Baunatal
1999

c2) 6..4b4! 7 £d2 Axf3 8 exf3
Wd4 with counterplay

d) 5exd6 is the most natural move.
After5.. #xd6 Black can expect some
compensation in an unclear position:

dl) 6 ¢3 We? 7 4e2 &6 8 0-0
0-0-0 9 §ad Hed 10 Dbd2 £5 11 Dxed
fxed 12 Dda Axe2 13 Dxe2 Wes 14
g3 Bhes 15 b5 We7 16 b3 4e5 17
Ebl a6 18 Wa4 h5 19 b4 h4 20 bS
hxg3 21 bxc6 gxf2+ 22 Bxf2 &xh2+!
¥ Durdo-Chameira, Honra 1998
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d2) 6 Dbd2 We7 7 e3 Df6 8 ke2
0-0-0 94)d4 Dxd4 10 Lxgd+ b 11
£e2 D512 ¥ c2%xe3 13 fxe3 Wxe3
14 D37 (14 ¥b3!? and 14 Dbl11?
are better) 14...&bd+ 15 Rfl Hga! T
Damasceno-Charmeira, Lisbon 1996.

d3) 6 Dc3 D6 7 e3 Ye7 8 Le2
0-0-0(8..Ed8 9 £d2 0-0 10 0-0 De5
11 Dxes Hxe5 12 f4 We6 13 fixgs
Dxgd 14 Ye2 £.c515Dd5£5 16 h3
c6 17 hxg4 cxd5 18 b4 £e7 19 gxf5
Bxf520 c5'Who 21 g4 Wg6 22'W'g2+
Van Wely-Damaso, Strasbourg 1994)
9 b3 (9 Wad b8 10 a3 h5 11 &Ld2
Ehed 12 ©b5 Ded 13 Bdl Lc5 14
Bf17?78xd2 15 ©xd2 £ xe20-1 Quar-
esma-Vitor, Odivelas 1995) 9..De4 10
0-0 with a basic position-type of this
variation. Black gets compensation by
playing very aggressively: 10..h5 11
b5 £c512 a3 a6 13 D3 £d6 14
ixed Yxed 15¢ 5 Axc5 16 Exf7 £d6
17 'H'c4 We7 18 h3 Lxf3 19 &xf3
De5 20 Wed Hixf3+ 21 Wxf3 g5 and
despite the simplifications Black had
activity in Kaabi-Rocha, Algarve 199 5.

5..%d76 exd6

6 De3 Lxf3 7 exf3 Dxe5 8 Lel
£e79 2xe Dxe/2-2 Tella-Ribeiro,
Athens 1997.

6..4xd67 D3 (D)

7..2ge7

Or:

a) 7..h67" doesn’t seem to have
much of an idea behind it: 8 £h4 {5 ¢
c5 &xc5 10 Yxd7+ ©xd7 11 0-0-0+
P8 12 e34)ge7 13 £cdab 14 £g3bS
15 Le6+ Lb7 16 Bd7 Bac8 17 De5
£h5 18 &d5 Bhe8 (Santos-Rocha,
Portuguese Cht (Evora) 1995/6) and
now 19 &xc6 wins.

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK
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b) The unnatural 7..%f5?! is not
good: 8 Wd5 'Eg6 (8.'8d7 9 Hd4
)ge7 10 &xe7 Dxe7 11 Wed 0-0-0 12
0-0-0 a6 13 g3 ¢5 14 b3 £5 15 Ye2
'e6 16 £g2 + Perez-Ribeiro, Matan-
zas 1995) 9 Wed+ Wxed 10 SDxed
%bd+ 11 £d2 £xd2+ 12 $xd2 0-0-0+
13 &3 £5 14 Deg5 Bd7 15 h3 £hS 16
g4h617 gxhS hxg5 18 ixg5 Exh5 19
D6 96 20 £g2 * Arlandi-Rocha,
Pula Echt 1997. Black should keep
more pieces on the board.

c) The sofaruntested move 7..f6!?
might be worth a try, as there seem to
be some problems in the main line.

8e3(D)

8 Waq?

Now (after 8 e3):

a) 8..4)g6 (the tactical operation
started by this move does not work) &
h3 £xf3(9..8e6 10e4 £) 10'&xf3 ho
11 0-0-0' hxg5 12 c5 &Dge5 13 Ye2
(13 Wed Eh4! gives Black counter-
play) 13..0-0-0 14 cxd6 cxd6 15 f4 +
Tella-Congquest, StockholmRiltonCup
1998/9.

b) 8..0-0-0 deserves a closer look.
Black’s activity has led to some success
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21 Axd5+ Wxd5 22 Wxd5 Exd5 23 b4
+ Arlandi-Ribeiro, Athens rpd 1997)
and now:

bl) 11 Yad g5 12 £g3?(120-0-0!
is an improvement, with White claim-
ing anadvantage after 12..gxh4 13 c¢5
h3 14 cxd6 cxd6 15 g3) 12..&xf3 13
#xf3 fxg3 14 Edl Lxf2+ 15 &xf2
W5 16 g4 We5 17 Wb5 Axdl 18 Lxdl
Hds 19 @xe5 Mxe5 F Pereira-Dam-
aso, Lisbon 1995.

b2) 11 £g3'? # is best, although
Black mlghl still have some chances

in practice, though objt it looks
quite speculative. 9 #e2 f6 10 &£h4
b8 (10..h5 11 £g3 Web 12 &xd6
Hxd6 13 Wad 2.xf3 14 £xf3 Me515
#e2 Mg4 165 Bdd8 17 Yxa7 c6 18
Was+ Lc7 19 Wad Ad520 Wed Y7

of the position.

Conclusion: The gambit is proba-
bly not completely sound, butas a sur-
prise weapon it might be a reasonable
choice.




15 3 e4

1d4d62Df3 Agd 3ed (D)

a0
a4 & %

This move leads to rather different
position-types from 3 c4. It is more
like a semi-open system because gen-
erally White leaves the c-pawn on c2
and plays Mc3 early on. Lines Bl and
B21 are rather positional and don't
cause any majordanger to Black’s life.
Typically Black aims for a well-timed
..d5 after which the position either
simplifies orafter White plays e5 there
arises a French-type position where
Black has put his bad bishop outside
the pawn-chain, which, in itself at
least, is highly beneficial for him. In
Line B212 White manages first to
push dS, which is slightly more dan-
gerous for Black. The real test for the
black system is the complicated Line
B22, where White attempts to put the

bishop in trouble with the plan of h3,
g4 and h4, and sometimes aims to cas-
tle queenside.

Here we discuss:
A: 3.5d71? 122
B: 3..5f6 123

The latter is very much the main
line.

A)

3.8d71?

This is a rare move with some prac-
tical value. It will be some kind of Phi-
lidor where Black has got the bishop
out. One may think that this factis in
Black’s favour, but sometimes the
bishop gets in trouble or has to be ex-
changed for theknight

443

Both 4 h3 &hS 5 M3 e5 6 Se3
2677 5e2Mgf680-0 0-09 a4 ¢6 10
a5¥c7 11 Bel Efed 12Md2 Axe2 13
Exe2 bS 14 axb6 axb6 15 Mb3 bS5 =
Demina-lonov, Moscow 1991 and 4
Ke2 e5 lead to a similar sort of posi-
tion

d...e5(D)

5%c4

White obtained a slight initiative in
R Schulz-Belikov, Berlin 1994 with the
apparently tamer 5 &e2 Mgf6 6 0-0
£e77 2e3 00 8 Md2 Kxe2 § Wxe2
6 10 a4 Be8 11 Badl &f8 12 dxeS
dxe5 13 Mc4 Be6 14 Bd3 @7 15




£g5 &5 16 De3 g6 17 Dgd Dxgd
18 Wxgd Le7 £

5.c66 fe3

With 6 a4 exd4 7 Wxd4 &xf3 8
gxf3 White takes a big risk.

6..b5 7 fe2 Mgf6 8 Dd2 Axe2 9
Wxe2 a6 1014 &7 11 dxeS dxeS 12
fSRc5130-0 Axe3+ 14 Wxe3 Wh6 =
15 Wxb6 Dxb6 16 Df3 Dfd7 17 b3
f6

There is no reason why Black should
lose this ending, although he in fact
did so in Khalifman-Belikov, Russian
Cht (Podolsk) 1992.

Conclusion: If Black dislikes the
complexities of Line B, he may con-
sider this cautious possibilitybut White
is likely to get somespatial advantage.

B)

3..8f6 (D)

Now:
Bl: 4 Ad3 123
B2: 44c3 125

4 {bd2 e6 usually transposes to
Line Blby 5 £d3 or5c3£e76 &d3.

4

B1)

4 4d3 e6 5 Dbd2

Or:

a) 50-0 is anaturalmove, but it is
not very dangerous:

al) After5..d5!76 Dbd2 &e7itis
better to play 7 ¢3 = thanto go fora
closed position with 7 e5?' &fd7 &
Eel cS5sincethe attempt to complicate
with 9 c4!? (9 c3 &c6 is positionally
fine for Black) 9..dxc4 10 Dxc4 cxd4
11 Eed4 £h5 12 £e2? d3 13 Wxd3
£.g6 Fled tothe loss of an exchange in
Akesson-Karpachev, Jyviskyla 1996.

a2) After5..£e7 White has:

a2l) 6 Hel c6 7 ©bd2 d5 8 e5
(White should play 8 ¢3 = or 8 exd5
cxd5 =) 8..%fd7 9 c3 c5 (this may
already be slightly unpleasant for
White) 10 $ad (10 Df1 cxd4 11 cxd4
&6 F 12 Le3 £b4) 10..4h5 11 c4
&6 12 cxdS Db6 13 b5 a6 14 Wb3
&xd5 15 dxc5 £xc5 T 16 Ded? Lbd
F 17 4g5 Wd7 18 Hedl? &xf3 19
gxf3 9d4 20 Wcd Hxf3+ 0-1 Baga-
turov-KiGeorgiev, Biel IZ 1993.

a22) 6 ¢3 c6 7 Dbd2 £h5 (7..d5
here or nextmove looks slightly more
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accurate; there is no hurry to castle) 8
Hel 0-0 9 &fl d5 10 exd5 cxd5 11
Ag3 40612 Axg6 hxg6 13 Me2 446
(13..Mc6 with the logical plan ..bS-
b4 should be close to equality) 14 &4
A&c6 15 Wd3 with a slight advantage
for White, B.Schmidt-Bezold, Bun-
desliga 1994/5.

b) 5 4g5'? £e7 6 Mbd2 (D) is an-
other approach:

BE)

bl) 6 ..0-07 (as is often the case in
practice, Black castles too early) 7 ¢3
d5 8e5 (8 exd5 Mxd5 9 fxe7 Wxe7
10 @c2 ) 8. . Mfd7 9 Lxe? (the ag-
gressive 9 h4! is interesting: 9..h6 10
e3¢5 11 Wbl {threatening Mh2}
11..&xf3 128xf3Mc6 13 h5cxd4 14
cxd4 £ Dautov) 9..'%xe7 and White
has some initiative:

bl1) 10 '#c2h6 11&b3 Mb6 1224
a5(12...c5' 13 dxc5'%xc5 14 a5 M6d7
15'8xb7 Axf3 16 Dxf3Mc6 17 'Wxd7
Hfds 18 Wc7 Zac8 19 Wb7 Zb8 =) 13
h3 &xf3 14 Mxf3 MBA7 15 0-0c5 16
£e27' (16 4b5 %) 16..Efc8 17 ¥a3
f8 = Dautov-Tischbierek, Dortmund
1992,

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

bl2) More accurate is 10 '¥b3!
Ab6 11 a4 a5 12 0-0 A8d7 13 ¥e2
£xf3 (13..h6 14 Mel! % leaves the
gd-bishop in trouble) 14 Mxf3 h6 15
We2 ¢5 16 £b5 Bfc8 17 dxc5 Mxc5
18 Md4 £ Dautov.

b2) Itis the right time for 6...d5! 7
e5 (7 exd5 =) 7..Mfd7 8 Le3?” (8
fixe7 Wxe7 9 0-0 ¢c5 10 c3 Wb =)
8..c59c3Mc6100-0cd 11 £c2 b5
12 '@bl b4 13 cxb4 £xb4 14 h3 Lh5
15 g4 £g6, which gave Black a nice
position in Yuferov-Bliumberg, Minsk
1993,

S..4e76¢3(D)

White has also tried:

a) 6Mf10-0(6..c5 7 dxc5 Pa5+8
c3'Exc5 9h3 &4xf3 10 Wxf3Mbd7 11
@e20-012Md2 Me513 Ac2BfcB 14
f4Mc4 15 Bxcd Yxed 16 2d3 ‘Yo
17 0-0 £ Polugaevsky-Short, Reykija-
vik 1987)7 Mg3 5! (White’s slow ap-
proach invites this) 8 dxc5 dxc5 9 h3
A xf3 10 'Yxf3 Mc6 = 11 Yd1?! @c7
12 c3 Efd8 13 We2 £.d6! 14 Af] MeS
15 £c2 c4 gives Black a slight advan-
tage, Dizdarevi¢-Groszpeter, Zenica
1987,

b) 60-0 Mbd7'? (6..c67 c3 trans-
poses to note ‘a22’ to White’s 5th
move and may be preferable; 6..d5 7
c3 transposes to note ‘b3’ to Black’s
6thmove) 7 Zel 0-0 8 h3 2h5 9 &f1
£g610Mg3Mh5 11 Mxh5 (11 Af5!7
gains the bishop-pair) 11...#&xh5 12
c3Ee813 fe3 c6 14 We2 1512 An-
dersson-Miles, Benasque 1995.

6..&hS

This is a standard manoeuvre with
the idea of exchanging light-squared
bishops with ...&g6. Other options:




a) The dangers of the tempting but
6...0-07! were
by 7'&c2h6? (7..%h8!7,7..0bd7) 8
h3 #xf3 9 Dxf3 c5 10 dxc5 dxe5 11
e5 Dd5 12 We2 ¥d7 13 Wed £5 14
exf6 Dxf6 15 Wgb + in W.Richter-
Bezold, Bundesliga 1991/2.

b) The immediate 6...d5'? is the-
matic, but it allows White to compli-
cate:

bl) 7 '&ad+c6 8 De5 £h5 9 0-0
@bd7 10 Dxd7 Dxd7 11 4 dxed 12
&xe4 0-0 13 2 £g6 = Nemet-Bel-
otti, Elista OL 1998.

b2) 7 b3!? &xf3 8 Wxb7? (8
gxf3!? leads to a position that is diffi-
cult to assess) 8..&xg2 9 Egl &xed
10 #xed4 Dbd7 11 ££3 0-0 12 Db3
‘&b8 13 'Wxb8 Haxbd 14 £h6 Ded T
Sarosy-Liebowitz, corr. 1990-2.

b3) 7 0-0 dxed 8 Sixed is safest:

b31) 8..Dxed 9 Axed c6 10 &b3
‘#c7(10..9b6!?7) 11 De5! £h5 12 g3
Dd7 13 Af4 HeB 14 Ded D6 15
#g2 #e2 16 Bfel #xc4 17 &xcd 0-0
18 '&b3 2d8 19 Badl * Dizdar-Milj-
ani¢, Yugoslav Ch (Kladovo) 1990.
‘White has a useful bishop-pair.
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b32) 8..%3bd7 looks better: 9 g3
0-0(9...c5'=) 10 h3 &xf3 11 &xf3 c6
£ 12 '¥dl 1/2-Y/2Lengyel-Sulskis, Bu-
dapest 1995.

7851 g6

Evenhere 7...d5!? seems to be quite
OK: 8 e5 fd7 9 Dg3 #g6 10 Axgb
hxg6 11 b3 Db6 12 ad a5 13 Ke3
&)8d7 14 0-0 0-0 15 @d2 c5 16 dxc5
&xc5 /2-/2Dautov-Bezold, Altensteig
1994,

8 g3 dS 9 exdS Axd3 10 Yxd3
Wxds 11 ¢4

110-0 ¢5 12 c4 ¥d7 looks OK for
Black.

11..%a5+ 12 £d2 a6 130-0 0-0
14 Efel Hd8 15 We2 &6 16 Ac3

‘White enjoys a small space advan-
tage. However, the next move offers
some relief and Black doesn’t suffer
from any structural weaknesses.

16...4b4! 17 Axbd Hxbd 18 a3
&c6 19 Xadl h6

= Miles-Van der Wiel, Wijk aan
Zee 1996. The game was drawn after
103 moves.

Conclusion: This system is not
dangerous for Black, who can most
likely equalize with a well-timed ...d5.
However, Black should usually avoid
castling prematurely.

B2)
4%c3e6 (D)
Now:
B21: 5 fe2 126
B22: 5h3 131

5 K3 tends to reach similar posi-
tions to Line B21; e.g., 5..&e7 6 h3
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A hS5 7 &e2 d5 (7..0-0 transposes to
the note to White’s 7th move in Line
B211) 8 53e5 Lxe2 9 Wxe2 c6 10 exds
xd5?! (10..exd5 =) 11 Hxd5 exd5
12 @g4 0-0 13 &Ah6 &f6 14 0-0-0
‘W8 15 g3 £ Miladinovi¢-Hébert,
Montreal 2000.

B21)

54e24e7(D)

It is too early for 5..d5?' 6 exd5
§ixd5 (6...exd5 7 De5 Axe2 8 Wxe2
'He7 9 0-0 c6 10 Hel 'Web 11 4g5
Ae7 12 2xf6 gxf6 13 WhS fxe5 14
Hxe5 @6 15 Bael +- is even worse,
Filippov-Kovaliov, Gistrup 1996) 7
xd5 exd5 8 Des! Le6 90-0 Le7 10
£40-0 11 £d3 15 12 We2 + Filippov-
Arkhangelsky, Moscow 1994.

Now (after 5. &e7):

B211: 60-0 126
B212: 6d5 129

Or 6 &e3, and now:

a) 6..0-0 7'%d2 (7 0-0 transposes
to Line B211)7..d5 8 exd5 exd5 9 a3
&bd7 10 0-0 c6 11 Eadl He8 12 h3
Ah5 13 Hfel Wb6 14 Ycl 246 with

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

%x%
m/ %)

A
&% /ﬁ%&%
2 av¥g E

an equal position, Lang-Pfibyl, Nur-
emberg 1989.

b) 6..d5'7 7 €5 (7 De5 Axe2 8
‘Bxe2 c6 leads to equality) 7..4)fd7 8
&d2 Axe2 9 Dxe2 ¢5 10 ¢3 Db 11
0-0 cxd4 (11...b5 is another plan) 12
cxd4 @b6 13 Eb10-014 ba!? &7 15
a3b5! 16 ©g3aSresulted in a typical
kingside vs queenside fight, where
Black’s counterplay was strong, in the
game ZsuPolgar-Yrjola, Kecskemet
19228,

%1
7

B211)
60-0(D)

7
7 W
%




a) Posslbly the thematic 6...d57' is
still premature in view of 7 DeS5! & xe2
8 '&'xe2 0-07! (though 8..c6 may be
solid enough) 9 &b5!, and now:

al) 9..dxed? 10 Exb7 Yxd4 11
Af4! (after 11 Exa8? &xe5 Black gets
a strong attack with moves like ...&g4
and .. &d6 according to Ribli) 11.. £d6
12 xad Axe5 13 Axe5 &xe5 14 h3
c5 15 b7! + Lesiége-Norwood, Ber-
muda 1995.

a2) 9..b6 is a better chance ac-
cording to Ribli: 10 exd5 exd5 11 Hc6
(Donev’s recommendation 11 #f4 %
isalsogood) I 1..3xc6 12 Wxco &d6
1B &xd6 Axd6 14 DbS £.

b) If Black wants to play for a win,
6...c6!? might be a good choice, with
the idea of taking back with the c-
pawn if White exchanges on d5, for
example. Then:

bl) 7e5'? dxe5 8 dxe5 Wxdl (an-
otheridea is 8..£)d5!?) 9 Exdl d5 =.

b2) 7 Ae3 d5and now:

b21) 8 exd5 Axf3!7 9 Axf3 cxdS
is at least equal for Black: 10 He2
6 11 ¢3 0-0 12 D4 b5 with coun-
terplay, Seybold-Pfibyl, Schellenberg
1991

b22) 8&d2 Axe2 9¥'xe2=0-010
e5Dfd7 11 f4c512 D3 De6 13 Ddl
cxd4 14 Dxd4 Ec8 15 c3Dxd4 16cxd4
‘@717 D3 Eed 18 Bacl Dbo 19
b3? '&xe2 20 Dxe2 4a3 F EBerg-
Blatny, Gausdal 1992.

b23) After 8 e5 ©Dfd7 Black is
ready to break with ...c5:

b231) 9Dd2£xe2 10 Dxe2c511
c4!'?7 (11 c3 = is a less ambitious move)

ed 127

11..cxd4 12 #xd4 ©b6 13 ¢57 (13
4 xb6 axb6 is unclear) 13..96d7 14
b4 D6 15 Gad a5! 16 Yb5 axbd T
Reis-Lali¢, Seville 1993.

b232) 9 Del Axe2 10 Dxe2c511
c3 &b6! 12b3 Db 134 g6 14 DF3
cxd4 15 cxd4 a5 16 h4 hS = Cabrilo-
Novoselski, Royan 1989. In this type
of ‘improved French® White is usually
the one who has to play more accu-
rately. The absence of light-squared
bishops compared to the true French is
highly favourable for Black.

b3) 7d5'?cxd5 8 exdSe5 (alterna-
tively, 8. #xf3!7 9 #xf3 e5 10 fe3
0-0 11 a4 %ed, intending ..f5 and
.&f6, is not a bad idea, Somogyi-
Ruck, Oberwart 1996) 8 d2! #xe2
10 '&xe2 0-07 (10..Dbd7 11 Ded
b6 is more accurate) 11 Dcd Hbd7
12 #e3 a6 13 a4 Ec8 14 a5 £ Oll-
Yrjsla, Helsinki 1989.

Wenow return 10 6...0-0 (D):

/
a%a%
B ﬁ@%ﬁﬁ

74e3

Or7h3 Ah58 4e3d5 (8..4869
£)d2 may be risky because of the plan
f4-£5)9 exd5 Dxd5! (9..exd5?" 10 g4
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transposes to the note to White’s 9th
move, which is about the only trap for
Black in this line) 10 ©xd5 exdS 11 g4
(11 De5 Axe2 12 'Wxe2 Y22 Che-
khov-Epishin, Moscow 1992) 1 1.. & g6
12 De5 Dd7 13 Dxg6 (13 47! Led)
13..hxg6 14 Af4 He8 15 Yd2 Df8 16
Ag3 De6 17 ¢3 Ad6 18 Xd3 g5 19
Hael £f420 Wd] ¥d6 = Callergard-
Mokry, Gausdal 1988.

7..d5

This is another opportunity to play
the more testing 7...c6 8 £)d2 (8 d5'7)
8..5xe2 9 Wxe2 dS, with similar po-
sition-types as after 6...c6.

8 exdS (D)

857 D7 9 Del Lxe2 10 Dxe2
€5 11 ¢3 &)c6 is not very logical since
‘White has lost a tempo compared with
the lines with 6...c6. Kiviaho-Herm-
lin, Tampere 1992 continued 12 f4 b5
13 g4 &b6 14 f3 (14 £57is premature
owing to 14...cxd4) 14..f6! 15 ©hl
cxd4 16 exf6? (16 Dexd4 is unclear)
16..Dxf6 17 Dfxdd Dxgds 18 &gl
Dxd4 19 Dxd4 D6 20 Ye2 Ded 7.

1 7
X

A
% 7%

Y iR

NG
¥ ¢

A

>
9
Y

&
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8...exds

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

Black has two other moves, both of
which seem to equalize without trou-
ble:

a) 8..8DxdS (the simplest way to
make a draw) 9 Dxd5 exd5 10 De5
Hxe2 11 Yxe2 D7 12 Dxd7 (12 f47
Df6 3) 12..'¥xd7 13 Wa2 (13 4f4
Y22 Goldin-Khalifman, Sochi 1989)
13..'8b5 = Hulak-Miles, WijkaanZee
1987,

b) Because of the solid natureofthe
black position, even 8... £xf3!? 9 &xf3
exd5 is possible, depriving White of
the chance to occupy e5:

bl) 10 @d3c611 De2@Dbd7 12¢3
Ee813 Dg3 g6 14 414 S 15 Bfel
De6 16 Ad24d6 17Df1 &bo 182
c5!7 (18..Ze7 =) 19 dxc5 &xc5 20
#h6 d4 21 Badl Eac® with an active
position, Lechtynsky-Bezold, Bmo
1993,

b2) 10 Hel c6 11 ¥d3 Dbd7 12
De28es 13 Dg3 g614 A g5 Yot/ Van
der Sterren-Hort, Amsterdam 1987.
Black can continue comfortably with
..Df8-e6.

9 Aes

The biggest danger for Black is to
drift into a position where the bishop
becomes atarget for a pawn-storm on
g6: 9 h3!? Ah57! (9. &xf3 10 &xf3
c6 should be at least as good as note
‘b’ to Black’s 8th move) 10 g4! &g6
11 8eS c6?! (11...4b4!? fights forthe
ed-square) 12 f4 £ed 13 g5 Ded 14
Dxed dxed 15 Aca + Dd6 16 4b3
D5 17 h5! Dxe3 18 Axf7+ Exf7
19 'Wxf7+ ohs 20 b3 1-0 Maki-
Puranen, Tampere 1997.

9..2xe2 10 Axe2 Abd7 11 Ag3
Ad6 12 Af4
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12f4 is a positionally risky continu-
ation, because it weakens some light
squares.

12..He8 13 Hd3

This leads to inevitable simplifica-
tions, but White cannot maintain the
5 strongpoint: 13 el Hed! 14 Hd3
(after 14 &xe4 dxed Black threatens
...f6) 14... &xf4 15 Dxf4 g5 16 DHd3
86 17%cl W6 18 c3 c6 19 Wre Wxfe
20 Dxf4 Q6 21 ©d3 h5 = Va2
D.Johansen-Speelman, Manila OL
1992,

13..24xf4 14 Oxf4 Af8 15 Zel
Hxel+ 16 Wxel Wd6 17 Md3 He8 18
Was Wb6

/-2 Andersson-Speelman, Volmac-
Lyon ECC 1991.

Conclusion: This is rather a rou-
tine approach by White, and Black has
several ways to equalize. The line is
not an absolute draw if Black carries
out the standard ..d5 with the help of
.6 first.

B
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With this move White gains some
space advantage but Black’s formation
remains solid enough.

6...exds

6..657' 7 Re3 c6 (7...&xf3 8 Axf3
c69 #d3 0-0 10 h4 Dab 11 dxc6 Dbd
12 &e2 Dxco 13 Kdl a5 140-0 Wha
15 ¥b5 + Loginov-Maiwald, Buda-
pest 1993) 8 1d2 cxdS5 9 exd5 &Kxe2
10 Wxe2 a6 11 a4 ©Dbd7 12 a50-0 13
&)c4 gave White a positional grip on
the queenside in Neverovsky-Vaulin,
Kstovo 1994,

7 exdS 0-0

In Filippov-Jacimovi¢, Elista OL
1998 Black gave uphisbishoptooeas-
ily: 7... &xf37 8 Xxf30-0 90-0 Dbd7
10 g3 Hed 11 a4a5 12 Db5 D5 13 3
Dfd7 14 Bel De5 15 Ke2 Af6 16
Ke3 Ded7 17 Af1 He7 18 Ag2 + and
Black was doomed to passivity.

80-0

White has also aimed to castle
queenside but that naturally involves
some risk:

a) 8 Ke3 Dbd7 ¢ Wd2 a6 10
0-0-0!? &xf3 11 &xf3 Db6 12 Ke2
€6 13 dxc6 bxc6 14 £d4 d5 15 We3
Eb8!?7 16 Axa6 Ze8 17 Ehel Dbd7
18 Wg3 c5 19 Axf6 Dxf6 with practi-
cal chances and some compensation,
Mirallés-Seret, French Cht 1991

b) 8 d4 kxe2 9 Wxe2 Bed 10
Xe3 Dbd7 11 0-0-0 A8 12 g4 Ded
13 Dxe4 Exed 14 {3 He8 15 Bhel a6
16 bl De5 17 D5 Wd7 = Petkov-
Zakhariev, Bankia 1991.

8..Ze8

8..23bd7 9 Ke3 He8 10 a4 &£f8 11
a5a6 12 Ba4!? &c5 13 Bbd Ycs
(13..Eb®) 14 h3 &h5 15 Bf4 &g6?
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(it is not easy to see what White is go-
ing to do after 15...%d8, for instance)
16 Mh4 c6 17 Bxg6 hxgbd 18 43 +
Boidman-Krivoshei, Prievidza 1998.
Here we saw a very interesting rook
manoeuvre by White.

9 h3!? (D)

White asks what Black is going to
do with his bishop. Instead, he achieves
nothing by 9 Eel Mbd7 10 £g5 & xf3
11 &xf3 Me5 12 £e3 Bfd7 13 Le2
#g5' 14 £d4 Mg6 15 &1 Txel 16
Yxel 416 17 Edl a6 18 Med #£e5
1/2-1/2 Korchnoi-Miles, Wijk aan Zee
1987,

//

A%,
o AT
%%

Ji¥ 1 72
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9..Axf32!

AccordingtoRibli, Black has better
chances 1o equalize after9... £h5. Per-
haps Black feared the bishop would be
introublebut after 10 g4 £.g6 11 &d4
(to play f4)there is 11...Med =

10 &Axf3

Now White has a small but solid
positional advantage. Even if the bish-
ops don’t work well just now, they can
prove powerful later on after some
manoeuvring and they can eliminate

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

Black’s counterplay. White enjoys an
enduring spatial plus because of the
d5-pawn.

10...43bd7 11 g3!? 43¢5 12 ad

By provoking ...a5, White secures
a firm base for his knight. If Black
avoids ...a5, White gains space.

12..a5 13 g2 4)fd7 14 Rel A16
15 A.d2 &res?!

The activity of the knight is only
temporary and it will be pushed back.
More sensible is 15..8b6 16 b3 £.

16 b3 Wd7 17 £3b5! b6?!

Thisis too passive and weakens the
c6-square. 17..c6 is essential, when
White should choose 18 c¢3 £ (and
not 18 dxc6 bxc6 19 Md4 d5 =).

8 Ac3!

Now the advance f4 is threatened,
emphasizing Black’s problems. Black
cannot avoid structural weaknessesand
gets no counterplay, Malaniuk-V Iva-
nov, St Petersburg Chigorin mem 1999.
This positional dominance was possi-
ble only after many inaccuracies from
the black side. The rest was easy for
White: 18...Ee7 19 f4 &g6 20 Lxf6
gxf6 21 Exe7 'Wxe7 22 'Wel Eed 23
‘Wxe7 Exe7 24 $f2 $f8 25 he! el
26 h5 Af8 27 Edl £d8 28 Ma7 + Hed
29 £h3 Afd7 30 h6 Ab8 31 Af5
Aca6 32 &f3 b4 33 b5 Eh8 34 3
Ada6 35 Md4 Hes 36 Ehl Ehs 37
Hel Bf8 38 &c2 Mc5 39 g4 Ehd 40
©h4Mcd741 Lh3Mf842bdaxbdd3
cxb4 Mg6 44 £d3 Hel 45 Hxed+
$xe846 a5bxa547 bxa5Md7 1-0.

Conclusion: There is more spirit in
6 d5 than in the previous line. Still, in
the static position-type arising, Black
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shouldn’t have much trouble with ac-
curate play. White has only a small
space advantage and there are no
weaknesses in the black camp.

B22)
Sh34h56 We2!? (D)

XA we
21%
uoma
5 B 5 ®r
@ mam B
Py e A
a%g%y%g%

o

This aggressive method is the one
many players are afraid of when con-
sidering 2..%g4. However, this line
also gives Black more play than some
of the more solid ones.

6...c6

White was threatening b5+, and
6..00bd77 7g4 £g68hah59 g5+ is
hardly a viable option.

However, the not so obvious plan
starting with 6..a6!? has scored well
in practice. After 7 g4 &g6 8 hd (8
£g5'7 &e7 9 h4 h5 10 &xf6 &xf6
110..gxf6!7) 11 g5 Se7 12 0-0-0 bS
13 'We3 §d7 = Hennig-Hickl, Ham-
burg 1995)8...h5 ¢ g5 &fd7 White has
tried the following moves:

a) 10 £h3 and then:

al) 10..%e7 11 £e3b5 12 Hd2b4
13 Da4 d5'? 14 exdS £xc2 15 b3 (15
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dxe6 & xa4 16 exd7+ Dxd7) 15..exdS
16 Ecl $g6 is unclear, Pogorelov-
Miles, Andorra 1994,

a2) 10..b511a3 Le7 12 £f4&Db6
13 £.83¢6 140-00-0 15 ©Dd2 d5 ledto
a complicated position in Zsu.Polgar-
Anand, Amsterdam OHRA 1990.

b) A natural way to develop is 10
£e3 b5 11 Dd2 Db6, and now:

bl) 12f4is wellmetby 12..d5".

b2) 12 £h3 b4 13 Ddl d5 14 f3
&)c6 15 3 $e7 was unclear in K Berg-
Jansa, Heming 1991.

b3) 12 d5!'?7is a very notable idea.
12..e5 (since this looks positionally
bad, maybe Black should play 12...b4
1383 d1 exdS 14 &xb6 cxb6 15 exdS+
£) 13 a4 b4 14 &dl c6 15 a5 D6d7 16
@ed ¢517 ¢3 bxe3 18 Dxc3 Le7 19

b4! + 1Farago-Mokry, Austria 1992.
‘White has a big positional plus.
We now return 1o 6...c6 (D):

7g4

‘White can develop the bishop first:

a) 7 £f4 Le7 (Stohl's suggestion
7...d5'7 looks better) 8 g4 £g6 9 492
d5 10 exd5 Dxd5 (10..cxd5'?) 11
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Dxd5 Wxd5 12Dh4 a5+ (12.. ¥xd4
1B #e5 1) 13 4d2 a6 14 Dxg6
Wxe2+ 15 dxe2 hxg6 16 ba! Dd7 17
a4 and White has the initiative, Alek-
sandrov-Sakaev, USSR jr Ch (Kher-
son) 1991.

b) 7 &85 is liable to transpose to
Line B221. After 7...&e7 (7..80bd7 8
0-0-0 '#'a5 9 g4 £g6 transposes to
note ‘c’ to Black's 8th move in Line
B221) 8 0-0-0 Black should not be
tempted by 8..Dxed? 9 Wxed Lxg5+
10 Dxgs WxgS+ (or 10..4xdl 11
Dxe6!) 11 f4 'Wha? 12 g4d 513 Yel
winning a piece, Molander-Puranen,
Jyviaskyld 1996.

7.4g6

Now:

B221: 8 4g5!? 132
B222: 8hd 134

The former is rather dangerous for
Black, butthe latter is played more of -
ten, and is also highlycritical.

B221)
8 4g5!17 (D)

i /1%:%},”//

//,,,%8//&////
LAl 1Y
&% A % /////

/
f 2

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

8..43bd7!? is a very notable alter-
native even though rare in practice.

a) Maybe it is rare because not ev-
eryone knows the tactical point 9 e5
dxe5 10 dxe5 @bo! and after 110-0-0
£d5 Black is fine.

b) 9 &g24e710Dd2e5! 11 Db3
&8 12 £e3 (12 0-0-0'7 and 12 d5'?
are both interesting alternatives)
12..%e6 13 0-0-0 £d7 14 h4 h6 15
Ed2 Df4! 16 Yf3 Dxg2 17 Wxg2 f6
18 Ehdl 00 19 dxe5 DxeS 20 &d4
&4 21 He2 bS gives Black counter-
play, Lutz-Epishin, Tilburg 1992.

c) Most natural is 9 0-0-0!7 a5
9...2¢7 is more solid) 10 £g2 (10
£d2! may be more troublesome for
Black, but 10 dS cxd5 11 exd5 €5 is
perfectly comfortable for him: 12 3d4
#e7 13 b3 Yd8 14 f4 exf4 15 Lxf4
0-0 16 h4 h5 17 g5 Dg4 18 £h3 DdeS
= Plaskett-Benjamin, Bermuda 1998)
10...d5 11 & xf6 Dxf6 12 exdS DxdS
13 ©DxdS cxdS 14 DeS5 £.d6 15 Dxgb
hxg6 16 bl 0-0-0 17 c4 dxc4 18
Wxc4+ b8 = Summerscale-Benja-
min, Internet ICC 2000.

In summary, the rather untested
move 8...3bd7!?is well worth consid-
ering.

9 Axf6

9 &e31? is an important alternative:

a) 9..0bd7 10£xf6(10 £d3 or 10
0-0-0 might be worth trying) 10..)xf6
11 0-0-0 d5 12 exd5 (12 e5 Ded 5)
12..Dxd5 13 Dxd5 @xd5 14 &bl
Led4 15 £e2 0-0 16 Hhel Axf3 17
£xf3'YgS5 18 & g2 Wxe3 1/2-/2 Tondi-
var-Dunnington, Ostend 1993.

b) 9..d5 10 &xf6 &xf6 11 &d3
and then:




bl) 1.6 12 a3 Dc5'? 13 dxc5
d4 14 %14 dxc3 15 b4 '&b8 16 We3
(16 5 %) 16..b6 17 0-0 0-0 18 Efdl
bxc5 19 bxc5 e5 20 Habl '&c7 21 Eb3
2 Tunik-Vorotnikov, Krasnodar 1991.

b2) 11..%a5 12 0-0-0d713 bl
(13 Dd2? 5! 3) 13..4e7 14 Dd2
dxed 15 Lxed! DF6 16 Ded 'Ee7 17
De5 Lxed 18 Dxed Dxed 19 Yxed is
slightly better for White, Tunik-Mesh-
kov, Russia 1992.

9..4xf6 10 hd (D)

%@Qﬁ§ﬁyw

l@%l&)‘

N

N

%
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Now:
B2211: 10..h6?! 133
B2212: 10..hS 134

The evidence so far strongly sug-
gests that the latter is superior.

B2211)

10..h6?! 11 0-0-0 &Ad7

11..'%a5 12 e5 dxe5 13 dxe5 Le7
14 §d4!? (intending f4-f5 and Eh3;
14 ©d2 ©d7 15f40-0-0 16 Ded is a
little better for White, Porrasmaa-
Puranen, Finnish Cht 1997) gives
White a strong initiative: 14.. £b4 15
hS £h7 16 Eh3! ©d7 17 f4 0-0-0 18

ed 133

a3 £e7 19 £g2 Dc520Yed! Bd721
£xc6 Bxd4 22 Exd4 bxc6 23 b4
Wxa3+ 24 d27 (24 Ldl) 24..Db7?
(24..Ded+ is equal) 25 Wxcob+ be
26 2d7 '&'xb4 27 Gc7+ La8 28 Exe?
Wxfa+ 29 Lel Ybd 30 Bf3 Ebs 31
Bfxt7 '#xgd 32 Wxb8+ 1-0 Norri-
Puranen, Jyvaskyld 1993.

12 &bl

Betterthan 12 &e3 &b6 13 fe2eS
=Stangl-Bezold, Bad Homburg 1996.

The brutal continuation 12 e5!?
£e7 13 exd6Lxd6 14De54h7 1564
67 (15..%e7) 16 5! e7 17 Ded
£f4+ 18 &bl L8 19 fxe6 Lxe6 20
Hel £g3 21 d5 &xel 22 dxe6 £ was
successful in the game Halkias-Biti,
Aviles 2000.

12..Y¢7 13 Egl!? hS

On 13..0-0-0, 14 hS £h7 15 g5
hxg5 16 Dxg5 £.g8 17 f4 £ is strong.
However,Black’s bishops are now shut
out of play.

14 g5 Ae7 15 d5! 5 16 £h3 0-0-0
17 &d2 Fb8 18 Acd Ab6 19 Axb6
Wxb6 20 Xd3 La8 21 al Tdfs 22
AfS Ah723 Hgdl g6

The bishop on h7 looks awful, but
Black is hoping to break out with ...f6.
The end of the classic game Rogers-
Milos, Manila OL 1992 is enjoyable:
24 dxc6! bxc6 (24...gxf5 allows a rapid
mating attack with 25 $dS '&d8 26
Eb3) 25 £d7 '&c7? (Black is hoping
for 26 £h3 f6 with a good game but
25...Eb8 26 b3 'Hc7 was necessary, al-
though after 27 £h3 White keeps the
edge because 27..f6 is not playable)
26 &xco+!! Wxco 27 DS Ld8 28
Zc3 '%b7 29 2b3 &6 30 Edd3 La$
31 Edc3! &xc3 32 Ha6!! 1-0.
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Conclusion: This line is difficult
for Black, and 10 ..h5 is therefore rec-
ommended...

B2212)

10..hS 11 g5 & e7 12 0-0-0 Ad7
(D)

%Wé//

z/
A

13 4h3

The idea is to play 14 d5. Other-
wise:

a) A solid idea is 13 '®e3 0-0 14
5d3 a5 (14...8b6 15 Md2 e5 looks
better) 15 Md2 e5 16 f4 exf4 17 Wxf4
b5 18 &bl Baed 19 W3 with aslight
advantage for White, Grivas-Christi-
ansen, Erevan OL 1996.

b) 13 d5'?, with similar ideas to
Line B2211, is untested. In compari-
son, @bl is probably more useful for
White than .. #¢7 is for Black. Black
could then consider 13...exd5 14 exd5
0-0.

13..d5

After 13..0-07! 14 ©d2d5 15 &f1!?
dxe4 16 Mg3 White can exploit the
weakness of hS5.

14 Aes

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

14 exd5 cxd5 15 Bhel Zc8 affords
Black counterplay while 14 Ehel dxe4
15 Mxed a5 16 Lbl 0-0-0 is equal.

14..8xeS 15 dxeS Wa5 16 exdS
cxdS

Black seems to be doing well in this
position:

a) 17 &bl &b4 18 b5 Ec8 gives
Black serious counterplay.

b) 17 f4 and then:

bl) 17...5&b4'7is critical: 18 Wb5+
(18£5'? &xf5 19 &xf5 &xc3205%d3
% b4 is rather complicated, though 21
267 Wxa2 22¢3 Ec8 Fis too risky for
White) 18..%xb5 19 &xb5 H8 20
£5'7 with unclear play.

b2) 17..0-0 18 f5 exf5 19 Exd5
(accordingto Stohl, 19 Mxd5 is better,
though after 19.. Bfe8 Black is threat-
ening to play both ... xa2 and ...&d6)
19..'8b4 20 & g2 Hfed (e5and hd are
now weak) 21 ®bl (21 Ed7 ¥f4+ 22
&bl LcS5 gives Black the initiative)
21..%f8 5 Epishin-Mokry, Vienna
1991

Conclusion: Black’s defences seem
to be holding up in this line, though
there is still plenty of unexplored terri-
tory.

B222)

8hd (D)

This is the main line of the whole 3
ed system. It seems most players con-
sider this more natural than 8 £g5.
Black is immediately forced to decide
between 8..h5 and 8..h6 and, as in
other similar situations, the former ap-
pears to be better.

8..hS
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8..h6tends tolead to apassive po-
sition: 9hS &h7 10 g5 hxg$, and now:

a) 11 &xg5 '#be! (11..%a5 12
#d2) 12 0-0-0 Mbd7 leads to unclear
play according to Goldin.

b) 11xg5'd512e5Mg8 13213
Ah6 14 Axh7 Exh7 15 '&d3 Bhs 16
#e3'#a5 17 0-0-0 ‘a6 18 Ed2 Ad7
19 £g5 b5 20'&d3 Ab6 21 bl ‘b7
(after Ribli’s suggestion 21..8c4!?
things are maybe notso clear) 22 Me2
'§d7 23 f4 + LFarago-Nevednichy,
Bled 1992.

9 g5 ©)fd7 10 &h3

10 £e3allows Blacktoplay 10..dS
immediately. After 11 4d2 we have:

a) In reply to Malaniuk's sugges-
tion 11..#Ma6, White can choose be-
tween 12 £g2!?, 12f4and 12 a3 &c7
13 4g2.

b) 11..£b417 12 4 g2 'Wa5 (safer
is 12...4b6 13 0-0 Mabor 12...8a6) 13
0-0 #xc3 14 bxc3 '&xc3 154! with
compensation according to Goldin.

10..&e7 (D)

11 fe3

The most natural developing move
but White has other important options:

mm

ed

<7

N

N em
Neep
wyiE

n

a) 11d5'7cxd5 12exdSeS5 13 &e3
0-0 14 &d2 (14 Egl Ma6 15 0-0-0
Hc8!? 16 '@b5 Exc3 17 bxc3 MdcS
gives Black fair compensation, Tregu-
bov-Nogueiras, Linares 1996) 14..8a6
15 Mb3?! (both 15 Mf1!? Mba 16 Ecl
Bc8 17 Mg3 Exc3 18 bxc3 MxdS,
with compensation for the exchange,
and 15 Mde4!? are better according to
Chekhov) 15..8b4 16 Ecl &b6 17
Ag2Bc81823Ma6 19Ma5Exc3! 20
bxc3 Wc7 21 0-0 (21 '&d2 Mad 22
Ab3 b6 23 0-0 Mxc3 also offers Black
good compensation, but Chekhov's
suggestion 21 #.d2!? looks better)
21...¥xc3 with strong compensation,
Damljanovi¢-Hodgson, Ca¢ak 1996.

b) With 11 &d2!?, White hurries
to push the f-pawn, and this may well
be the most critical line:

bl) Goldin gives 11..e5 12 dxe5
dxeS (12..8xe5 13 f4 +) 13 &I,
with 8g3 to follow, as unpleasant for
Black.

b2) 11..d5 12 f4 dxe4 13 Mdxed
(13 Mcxed!? Mb6 14 c3 is unclear)
13..8b6 (13..'#a57! 14 £d2 Mab 15
0-0-0 0-0-0 16 Mg3! + allows White
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to push f5soon) 14 &e3 Hd5 (D) and
now:

b21) 150-0-0'?is somewhatrisky:
b211) 15..#a5!? 16 Ad2 @a6?
17 913! Axed 18 Yxed g6 (18...Dxc3
19 Axc3 'Wxa2 20 f5 +) 19 Kxe6!
fxe6 20 '@xe6 * Scherbakov-Hasan-

gatin, Decin 1996. White has a strong
attack.

b212) 15..Daé! 16 Ehfl Yd7 17
Agl 0-0 18 a3 Efed 19 '¥f3 Hadd
(19..b5'?is interesting) 20 g3 b5 21
£5 exf5 22 Dxf5 &'b7 23 Ded ba 24
a4 Xf8 = Pogorelov-Urday, Cordoba
1994,

b22) 15 0-0 Dxe3 (15..Da6 16
&xd5 cxd5 17 Dg3 + intending f5;
15..8xc3 16 Dxc3 Wa5 17 5 AxfS5
18 Axf5 exf5 19 Af4 +) 16 Yxe3
&a6! (considerably stronger than both
16..Dd7 17 5! Axf5 18 Kxf5 exfS
19 Dd6+ DB 20 Dxf5 + and 16...0-0
17 Badl + ash5 is in trouble after@e2
and ©g3). Now White has two op-
tions:

b221) 17f5'7exf5 18 Axf50-0'19
K xg6 (19 Eadl transposesto b2224")

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

19..fxg6 20 Exf8+ Axf8 = Goldin-
Epishin, New York 1993.

b222) 17 Badl is stronger accord-
ing to Goldin:

b2221) 17..'¥b6 18 f5' exf5 19
&d6+ * Goldin.

b2222) 17..&xed4 18 Dxed g6 19
c4 is also unpleasant for Black — Gol-
din.

b2223) 17..b4 18 Bd2 Dd5 19
Dxd5 Wxd5 (19...cxd5 20 Dg3 +) 20
g3 + and White is about to achieve
f5.

b2224) 17..0-0' 18 f5 exf5 (/2-/2
Lukacs-Jansa, Austrian Cht 1994) 19
Axf5 &xf520 Exf5 &d7 might look
positionally good for White because of
his pawn-majority and active pieces,
but he also has some problems with
his vulnerable king.

11..d5 12 &d2 (D)

N g

N
N

12..2a6!

Another logical idea is 12...b5!? 13
a3 b6 140-0(144!7) 14..8d7 15
f4dxed 16f5!'7exf5 17 Axf5Kxf518
Bxf5g619 Ef4 (after 19 Bf2 £5!7 20
gxf6 Dxf6 21 Dexed Dgd Black gets
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a strong knight) 19..0-0 20 Hdxe4
&ca 21 Bafl Dxe3 (more unclear is
21..Dxb2'7 22 d5 De5) 22 'Yxe3
Lagunow-Gausel, Berlin 1991.

13a3

This cautious move is maybe not
the best. White has two more aggres-
sive options:

a) 130-0 (D) and then:

al) 13..4%c7 14 f4 dxe4 and now
instead of the unclear 15 f5 exf5 16
£xf5 §)dS, Yermolinsky-Blocker, USA
1995, Black cannot fully equalize af-
ter 15 Hexed £5 (15..4f5 16 Lxf5
exf5 17 &2 £) 16 f2 * according to
Yermolinsky.

a2) Afterthe more active 13..3b4
White has:

a2l) 14f4!7dxed (14..Dxc2 15f5
looks wild) 15 &dxe4 Wa5 = places
the vital f 5-square under control.

a22) 14 Hacl dxe4 15 a3 &d5 16
Ddxed Dxc3 17 Dxe3 Dbo 18 f4
‘#c7 19 ©hl 0-0-0 20 Ecel Ehe8 21
fg1 £d67 (21...9d7 = again places
5 under control) 22 5 exf5 23 Wxe8
Hxe8 24 Exe8+ ©d7 25 g8 + Va-i
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kely-Hillarp Persson, F
1998,

b) 13 f4 dxe4 14 Ddxed andnow:

bl) 14..4f5? 15 &xf5 exf5 16
g3 g6 17 0-0-0 is catastrophic for
Black as there is no move to stop d5:
17..0-07! 18 d5! cxd5 19 Dxd5 Dc7
20 Dxf5! gxf5 21 Wxh5 Ded 22 £d4
©xd4 23 Bhgl De5 24 D6+ 1-0
Damljanovi¢-D.Fernando, La Conufia
1998,

b2) 14..%a5 is the right move, to
stopfS5andto play ... &f5 if necessary.
Yermolinsky-Benjamin, Chicago 1995
continued 15 0-0 £f5 16 &xf5 @xf5
17 a3 @c7 18 Bf2 Ya-ita

Wenow return to 13 a3 (D):

X
5 %t/‘l%
/A%

13..2¢7 14 f4 dxed 15 Ddxed

15 @Dcxed Dd5 16 0-0 LS5 17
Axf5 exf5 18 Df20-019 c4 Dxe3 20
‘Yxe3 Be821Bael Hf822'¥d3 623
d5 cxd5 24 cxd5 c7 25 Yed Who!
26 b4 £d6 ¥ Babu-Hodgson, Novi
Sad OL 1990 is an instructive example
where White's weaknesses turned the
game in Black’s favour.

15..d5 16 0-0 Dxc3
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16..2Dxe3 17 'Exe3 0-0 18 £5 exf5
19 & x5 Db6! 20 Axgb fxg6 21 DS
A xcS 22 dxc5 DdS = Agamaliev-
Malaniuk, Swidnica 1997.

17 Dxc3Db6 1815 AxIS519 AxfS
exf520 Exf5 g6 21 K2 0-0 22 Xafl
Wd7

Once again the typical position-type
of this line. White cannot benefit from
his positional pluses because of his
vulnerable king.

23DedXae824 WI37dS 25 Ad2
bs

= Szekely-Baburin, Cappelle la
Grande 1996. Black has managed to
fix the queenside majority.

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

Conclusion: This line (8 h4) is more
important in practice than Line B221.
The play is exwemely complicated, but
many lines lead to positions where
Black can expect some counterplay.
For most players it will probably be
impossible to memorize allthe precise
sequences and often it is impossible to
pinpoint the best move, but here are
some general rules for Black:

1) ..h5 is usually the best answer
to h4.

2) a6 is often a good route to de-
velop the queen’s knight.

3) In many cases it is important to
stop White playing f4-f5.




16 3rd Move Alternatives

for White

1d4d62 913 2g4
In this chapter we look at the fol-
lowing moves:

A: 3Dbd2 139
B: 3 ¥d3 140
C:3n3 141
D: 3g3 143
E: 3¢3 144
F: 3e3 145
G: 34g5 146
H: 3 Af4 147
I: 3b3 148

1t must be noted that some methods
may transpose to Chapter 12 or 15; for
example, 3 &c3 Of6 4 ed transposes
to Line B of Chapter 15.

The rather odd-looking 3 &fd2
avoids .. &xf3 and the doubling of
pawns, and it has some logical ideas;
forexample, f3 and e4. However, it is
too slow, as Black just continues 3..d5
4c4c65Dc3 e6 6 'Yb3 Wbo witha
stable position, which is quite equal,
though White can easily try too hard;
for example, 7 f3 £h5 8 e4 dxed 9
fxed ©d7 10 Exb6 axb6 11Df3 Ld6
12 e5 2b8 13 Le2 De7 14 ke3c5 15
DbS DfS 16 L2 cxd4 17 Dfxdd
Dxd4 18 2xd4 Lxe2 19 oxe2 de?
and Black is much better, Belotelov-
Dovzhik, Paks 2000.

A)
3 ©bd2df6 (D)

%

/

%

%ty/ ’,

w

a) 4 e4 is considered in Line B of
Chapter 15, and is probably White's
best option.

b) 4¢3 &bd7 and now:

bl) 5ede56 Lcdexdd 7cxd4d5!8
exd5 Db6 9 &b5+ £d7 10 He2+ Le7
11 d6 cxd6 12 0-0 £xb5 13 Hxb5+
'Hd7 14 '§d3 0-0 15 Eel fd5 = Ulak-
Rogovski, Pardubice 1996.

b2) 5h3 Rh56ede67 Ld3Rke78
0-00-0 9 Hel c5 .42 Kindl-Dietz,
Giengen 1987.

b3) 5g3e662822e770-00-08
Del? d5 = 9h3? &5 F 10 g4 Lgb
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11f47' c5 ¥ (due tothe weak pointe4)
Gutman-Miles, Wijk aan Zee 1987.

c) After 4 g3 the best plan for
Black is 4...2)bd7 5 £g2 e5 (D), when
‘White has tried various plans but with
no great success:

X
Y

%é%

///%

i /,% /
/A//// L A
ABALY

T e

cl) 60-0 £e7 and here:

cll) 7c3c68&b3 Hc79Hg50-0
10 f3 £.h5 11 e4 bS5 12 a4 a6 13 Edl
d5! and Black is OK, Ruffenach-
Benoit, France 1994.

c12) 7h3 &h5 8 dxeSdxe59 Dh4
c6 10 D5 0-0 11 s g6 12 g4?!
A xf513 gxf5'@c7 14 e3 e4!and Black
is better, Giffard — Schmidt-Schaffer,
Cannes 1995.

c13) 7b30-08 £b2 ed! 9 el dS
10 c4 c6 11 Dc2 He8 12 Dbl dxcd!?
13 bxc4 ‘@b 14 £ .c3 Zads 15 Dd2
A8 16 Zel &a6 17 De3 £S5 with
chances for both players, O.Knudsen-
Hirtsgaard, Danish League 1989/90.

c2) 6h3 £h57 c3ed! 8Hh4d5 9
DfS £g6 10 De3 c6 11 b3 £d6 12
#b2 Dh5 13 Defl £5 14 €3 0-0 is
much better for Black, Nguyen-Vadasz,
Budapest 1998.

6=

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

c3) 6cdc67Wc24e780-0009
b3 isan Old Indian-type position, with
Black getting a comfortable position
with the useful plan 9.. £hS! 10 4b2
#2611 e4 exdd 12 Axd4 d5' 13 Dhd
fxed 14 Dxed Dxed 15 Axed dxed
16 &fS5 4f6 17 Radl £xd4 18 Exd4
in Ormos-E.Lendvai, Hungary
1993,

4.4h55g4

5 e4 e6 is similar to Line B1 of
Chapter 15, but White's h3 is prema-
ture.

5..8g6 6 Dhd Ked! 7 Dxed Hxed
8 #g2ds

Black controls the light squares in
the centre, and the position is equal.
After 993 e6 10 Dd2Dxd2 11 & xd2
c6 12 ¢3 Dd7 13 &4 &e7 14 €3 0-0
15 @e2 Ze8 16 £h2?' 46 17 0-0-07
(Ravikumar-Hodgson, British Ch (East-
bourne) 19%0), 17..b5 is better for
Black.

B)
3Wd3(D)

W
7/ 7

L

» 7
/
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3RD MOVE ALTERNATIVES FOR WHITE

Or:

a) 3..8Dd7'74 £g5 c6 5 D3 Dgfe
6ede5 7 fe2 fe7 8 0-0 00 is a
Philidor-type position, but White has
placed his queen gquite ineffectively,
and Black soon got the upper hand af-
ter 9 a4 He8 10 Bfel Wc7 113 £h5
12 d57! cxd5 13 exdS ed! 14 Gxed
Dixed 15 Yxed Lxg516 Y5 2xf317
£d3 g6 —+ in B.Hansen-Hsiberg,
Arhus 1993.

b) 3..4c6!? is interesting; for ex-
ample, 4 d5 b8 5 h3 £d7 6 ed e5
(6...86!7) 7 dxe6 fxe6 8 £g5 Le7 9
Lxe7 Dxe7 10 ¥b3 Dbeo 11 Dbd2
g6 (11...0-0'7) 12 ha ¥f6 13 g3! 0-0
14 0-0-0 £h8 15 h5 Dge5 16 Dxe5
&xe5 17 f4 & Cigli¢-Novacan, Slo-
venian Cht 1994.

4 Ags

Alternatives:

a) 4 Af4 Hd7 5 Dbd2 ¥c7 6 h3
4h5 7 e3 Dgf6 8 Le2 fg6 9 Wh3
4)d5 10 £g3 a5 11 c3a4 12 Wa3 Was
13 0-0 b5 ¥ Malek-Ruf, Cannes 1990.

b) 4e4Df65Dbd2(5Dc3e66h3
£h572g58e78 Le2 Dbd7 is ap-
proximately equal, then % g4 £g6 10
D47 allows 10...&xed 11 Dxed Dxed
12 Wxed £xg5 13 DFS5 Df6 {13..d5")
14 Dxg7+ L8 15 W3 &xg7 16 he
Was+ 17 3 h6 ¥ Bugajski-Czerwon-
ski, Warsaw 1997) 5..e6 6 ¢3 £e7isa
safe way to play,and after 7 g3 0-0 8
£ g2thethematiccentral push 8...d5is
even more effective than usual, and
gives Black a very good position: &
0-0 £h5 10 De5Dbd7 11 f4 Dxe5 12
fxe5 d7 13 exd5cxd5 14 Df3 Ebs
15 h4 b5 16 £g5 b4 T Lagrotteria-
Miles, Toscolano 1996.
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c) 4c3d5(4..Dd71? 5ed e5) 5
&e5 Lh5 allows White the trick 6
Wh3 f6 7 g4 £g6 8 SHixg6, when
Black has to take back withthe f-pawn,
and White gets a clear advantage after
8. fxg6 9 g5 Dh5 10 ed dxed 11 Lcd,
Hubert-Liitke, Germany 1997/8.

d) 4c4!7has beentried in some re-
cent games. 4..43d7 5 g3 and now:

dl) 5..8Dgf6 6 £.g2e5 7 Dbd2 Le7
80-00-0 9 e4 exd4 10 Dxdd Hc5 11
We3 Wb6 12h3 2d7 13 Ebl Ded
(13..25'7) 14 b4 De6 15 f5 L85 16
Wd3  Kruppa-Jossien, Cappelle la
Grande 2000.

d2) 5..&xf317 6 Wxf3 e6 7 g2
Dgf680-0 Le7 (8...d5'7)9ed 0-0 10
D3 e5 11 Le3 Hes 12 Eadl W7
(Pataki-Dovzhik, Paks 2000) 13 d5!
gives White some advantage.

4..e6 513 &hS

5..8f5 6 e4 £g6 7 &b3 ¥bo 8
Le3 D6 9 Dd2 d5 10 £d3 Dab 11
Wxb6 axb6 12¢3 Le7 13 DHh3 dxed
14 fxed g4 15 Le2 5 16 a3 0-0 17
D3 Dxe3 18 Pxe3 exdd+ 19 cxd4
Bfe8 20 &34 Bads 21 &Hxgb hxgb =
Zurek-Jansa, Czech Cht 1998/9.

6 Ah3dS 7 Afd Ag6

Black has asafe structure.

8 b3 Wb6 9 Mxg6 hxg6 10 Af4
Ad7 11 e3 Me7 12 c3 Ac8 13 Dd2
£d6 14 Axd6 Axd6 15 Wxb6 axb6
16 &d3 b5

¥ Gil Capape-Danailov, Zaragoza
1992,

C)

3h3

White forces Black to define the
pawn-formation at once, but it is hard
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to see any compensation for the dou-
bled pawns, as White lacks targets in
Black’s camp.

3..4xf3 (D)

XA WeEaX]

AR XAk
4 %

-
#

»
f /
7

7
/%///

% 72 A
ARATZ AL

BHEwde X

4 exf3

4 gxf3 doesn’t work in conjunction
with h3: 4..83d7 5 &g2 Dgf6 6 {4 d5
7 ¢4 c6 8 Dc3 Db 9 cxd5 cxd5 10
‘&b3 e6 11 ad a5 12 f5 &b4! 13 fxe6
fxe6 14 0-0 0-0 and Black has good
activity, Fuller-Keene, Coventry 1970.

Black is going to develop flexibly
with .. &7, ..e6, ..De7 and ..Dd7,
and later start playing against White’s
weakened pawns.

4..665 £d3 g6 (5..d5 6 A4 £d6
7'#d2 Df6 8 D3 Db ¢ Axd6 cxd6
10 ©e2 0-0 11 0-0 Hc8 12 ¢3 ab is
equal, Ehrke-Gustafsson, 2nd Bundes-
liga 1996/7) 6 &.e3 27 7 Dc3 De7 8
&d2 Dbcd 9 De2 'Wd7 10 c3e511h4
exd4 12 cxd4 DF5 13 £b5 a6 14 Kad
d5 again with equality, Fancsy — Har-
Zvi, Trier 1989.

Sc3

White has many alternatives:

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

a) 5f4 #g76 £d3e6 7c3 Dd7 8
Dd2 De7 9 DF3 c5 10 dxc5 dxc5 11
0-0 0-0 12 We2 '®c7 13 Zel Hadd 14
#c4Dc6 15 #e3 a6 = Obsivac-Okh-
otnik, Stare Mesto 1992.

b) 54d3 £760-0e67c3Dd78
Hel De79 f40-0 10 Dd2 c5 11 dxc5
Dxc5 12 411 'Fc7 13 D3 Bfds 14
#d2 d5 15 @e2 Ded 16 £e3 DIS =
Obsivac-Jansa, Olomouc 1995.

c) 5&c4 £g76c3d57 2b3Df6
(7..€6!7) 80-0 0-0 % Eel e6 10 &g5
h6 11 &f4 'e7 12 Wd2 $h7 13 Ye3
Hc8 14 Dd2 Dbd7 15 &c2c5 16 dxc5
&xc5 17 Db3 is slightly better for
‘White, Fraser-Spraggett, Quebec 1989.

d) 54e3 £g7 6 ¥d2d7 7 D3
€5(7...e6!?) 8 dxe5 Dxe5 90-0-0 Fd7
10 £d4 8 11 f4 Db 12 AxgT+
xg7 13 Dd516 14 Y3 Bf8 1584 +
Vokroj-Werner, Vienna 1996.

e) 5 d5 D6 6 Ab5+ c6 7 dxcd
bxc6 8 £a4 £.g79c30-0 100-0'&c7
11 Af4 €512 £h2Dbd7 13Dd2 D5
14 #c2 d5 was unclear in David-Fon-
dain, Saint Quentin 1998.

5..8g7 6 Wb3 Yc8 7 Hd2

74cde680-0d59 4e2De7 10
££40-0 11 Bel Dd7124.f1c513 £d6
He8 14 dxc5 DS 15 '@b4 a5 16 '&b5
"B 17 Da3 Dxd6 18 cxd6 Yxd6 19
Badl '&c6 = Silva-Damaso, Lisbon
1995.

7...66 8 Hcd DeT

Black develops flexibly, offering
‘White no targets.

9 £d35d7 10 £14 0-0 11 0-0 d5
12 Des HxeS 13 AxeSAxeS14dxes
c5

5 Konarski-Hodgson, Aberdeen
1998,
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D)
3 g3 Axf3! 4 exf3 6 (D)
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Inthis basic position Whitehas tried
almost every possible move.

54g2

The following should also be taken
seriously:

a) 5 c4 {)d7 transposes to the note
to Black’s 5th movein Line B of Chap-
ter 13.

b) 5 ¢37 d5 6 Yb3 'Wct 7 Da3
D68 Xf4c69 Xd3 Re7 10 Hc2b5!
11 g4 Dbd7 12 Dbl Yb7 13 Hd2c5
14 h4 Hcd 15 @d1 'Ybo is slightly
better for Black, Casadei-Bezold, Cat-
tolica 1992.

c) Sh4? d56f4c57 5 exf58
bS5+ Dc690-0Df6 10 Xgs Ke7 11
dxc5 0-0 12 c3 d4 13 &xc6 bxc6 14
De2 (14 Dad h67F) 14... & xc5 15 Hd3
h6 16 '&xf5 hxgS 17 xcS He8 18
B (18 Dxd4 Ded 19 'Eed D2 —+;
18 hxg5 Dd7 19 Y4 DeS5 7) 18...gxh4
19 Hxd4 Ee4! ¥ Gutman-Miles, Bun-
desliga 1985/6.

d) 5 d5!? exd5 6 '&xdS5 c6 7 '&b3
'Bb6 8 Xe3 Wxb3 9axb3abandnow:
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dl) 10 ©Hd2 d5 11 ¢3 Dd7 12 b4
Ad6 13 f4 De7 14 Ah3 2d8 15 Xd4
He8 16 0-016 17 b3 2c7 18 Ke3 g6
19 Dd4 £5 20 De6+ Lcd 21 Kd4 De8
22 Hfel Ddf6 23 Dg5 Ld7 24 Afl
Bxel 25 Oxel Ze8 26 Bdl Re7 =
Magerramov-Lukin, Pavlodar 1987.

d2) 10 b4 &f6 11 bS d5 12 bxc6
Dxc613 c3 Ke7 14 ©d20-0 15 Xh3
Ead® 16 &£b6 Ede8 17 0-0 &d6 18
Hfel De519 52620 &c2 Ded7 21
&e3 Be7 is OK for Black, Garcia
Paolicchi-Ribeiro, Linares Z 1995.

€) 5f4!7c66 Xg2(6 Xd3 g670-0
Kg7 8c3De7 9Dd2Dd7 10DF30-0
11 Ke3 Ec8 12 c4 OHFS = Zsu.Polgar-
Torre, New York 1989) 6..g6 7 d2
(70-0 2g7 8 a4 De7 9 Dd2 Dd7 10
&Dc4'8c7 11 ¢3 0-0 12 h4 Badd 13
‘We2 h5 14 Ah3 Hfed 15 Hel &f6 16
Xd2 DF5 17 Wd3 b6 18 Xg2 c5 19
dxc5 bxc5 F Bischoff-Hickl, Baden-
Baden 1992) 7..&g7 8 ¢c3 Dd7 9 a4
&e7 10 0-0 (10 a50-0 11 a6? bS5 3)
10...0-0 11 el @c7 12 &f3 Hacs 13
&d2 Bfd8 14 Wc2 ¢S5 = Polugaevsky-
Miles, Biel 1990.

Wenow returnto S 2g2 (D):

E% w*”a%
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S..c6

5..%f6 6 f4 d5 7'&d3 ©bd7 8 0-0
£d6 s also safe; forexample, 9 b3 0-0
10 £b2 a5 11 c4 c6 12 a4 £bd4 13
d2 dxcd 14 Dxcd Dd5 15 f5exf5 16
YxfS D6 17 De3 Hed 18 DxdS
Dxd5 19 ¥d3 '&d6 20 Lcl Badd 7
Bus-Popchev, Hradec Kralove 1988,

60-0 &e7

Black has a very safe position, with
plans such as ...g6, ...&g7, ..&)d7 and
... c7, developing nicely.

6..867 Dd2 (7 c4 De7 8 Dc3 d5 9
c57 £g7 10 g4 b6 11 b4 a5 12 Dad
&d7 13 Ebl b5 14 3 axb4 15 Exb4
x5 16 dxc5 &xc3 F Csulits-Hiim-
mer, Bundesliga 1991/2) 7..d7 &
Hel d59f4 De7 10 D3 £g7 11 3
#c7 12 De5 0-0 13 We2 (13 h4 Eacs
14 b3 Efed 15 h5 D6 16 hxg6 hxgb
17 g4 ¢5 18 £.a3 cxd4 19 cxd4 6 20
He3 d7 21 £b2 Ddxe5 22fxeS Hbo
F Sale-Ruck, Harkany 1994) 135S
14 £d28fe815 2h3 D8 16 Yd3 Dd6
= KneZevic-Bagirov, Moscow 1991.

7Eelg68c34g79 £g50-010
Wb3h6 11 Axe7 Yxe7 12f4¥c713
Ad2Ad7 14 Af3c515 Eadl

-1z Salo-Yrjold, Finnish Cht
1995/6.

E)

3¢3(D)

3.04d7

Or:

a) 3..£xf3!? might not be very
useful here, as White’s pawn being on
c3 improves his central pawn-structure,
taking away Black’s possible counter-
play based on, for example, ...g6, ... 287
and ..%c6: 4 exf3 Dd7 (4...c6 5 £d3

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

ta%@%.@//z

e6 6 £f49e77 &b3 Dd5 8 L¢3 Wbo
9 Wc2 Hd7 10 Dd2 D6 11 Ded
Wc7 12 De3 £ Ledger-Barton, Lon-
don 1995) 5 2d3 g6 6 &85 h6 7 Le3
£g7 8 Wc25)gf69%d20-0 10 Yb3
c5 11 Wxb7 cxd4 12 cxd4 Eb8 13
Wxa7 Ba8 14 b7 Eb8 15 Ya6 Exb2
16 Bbl &b8 17 de2 £d5 is unclear,
Ferry-Moingt, Montpellier 1991.

b) 3..c6 4 Dbd2 Dd7 5 ed e6
(5..e57' 6 Lc4 Dgf6 7 Wb3) 6 Le2
d5 is simple and good — compare Line
B1 of Chapter 15.

ded

Alternatively:

a) 4'®b3 Ebs 5 Dbd2 Dgf6 6 h3
£h57 g4 286 893h4 e5 9 Dixg6 hxgh
10 £82 ¢6 1143 Le7 12 dxe5 dxeS
13 &e3 Wa5 14 Edl Dd5 15 Dgs
£xg5 16 £xdS cxdS 17 £xg5 Hb6
18 &f1 0-0 = Radosevi¢-Vaulin, Bel-
grade 1993.

b) 4%bd2e65e4d562d3dxed 7
Dxed Dgf6 813 Lh59 £g5 Le7 10
Dxfo+ Lxf6 11 Lxf6 Wxfo 12 Led
c6 13 Wb3 Wrq 14 Hd2 Ebs 15 g3
d6 16 0-0 0-0 17 Efel Efd8 = Kurr-
Shaw, Hastings Challengers 1995/6.
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©) 4h3£h55 £g5h66 Lh4 Mefo
7 Axf6 Mxf6 8 Yb3 Wcs 9 Mbd2
#9610 g3 e6 11 £g2 c6120-0 fe7
13 a4 0-0 14 Efel 'Wc7 154 Bd7 16
€5 d5 17 c4 dxcd 18 Mxcd Bb6 F
Silva-Santos, Lisbon 1996.

4..Dgf6 (D)

%

/// %

P

»
7&K
L 3

5 Abd2

54d3e560-0 £e77 Mbd20-08
Eel c69h3 £h5 10 &fl exd4 11 cxd4
d5 12 e5 Med 13 Lxed dxed 14 Exed
A5 15 e3Me6 16 Mh24c5 17 Ed3
£g6 18 Ed2 Ab6 19 b3 '#d5 gives
Black good compensation, Backwin-
kel-Tischbierek, Bundesliga 1992/3.

S..c6

Otherwise:

a) 5..e66 #e2(6 Ld3 fe7 70-0
0-0 8 Eel e5 9 Af1 £h5 10 g3 £g6
11 &h4 d5 12 Bxg6 hxgo 13 Eb3
dxed 14 Mxed exd4 15 cxdd Mb6 16
%g5 Bb8 = Jurica-Novak, Slovakian
Cht 1997/8) 6...£e7 7 0-0 0-0 8 Ael
%ixe2 9 Yxe2c510e5 122 Robatsch-
Mokry, Austrian Cht 1991.

b) 5.e56 £e2£e770-00-0is
also possible.

145

6 h3 Axf37 Wxf3 eS 8 dxeS dxeS
9 £d3 Re710 £c20-0

Black is well developed.

11 &f1 Ae8 12 hd Ad6 13 Ag5
Acd 14 Ae3 Axe3 15 Axe3 Ac5 16
0-0 Me6 17 Hfdl W7 18 g3 A5 19
A xS AxeS 20 We3 b6

= Nikoli¢-Adams, Burgas 1993.

3...e6!?
Black can continue in a flexible

manner, sometimes reaching positions
similar to a Queen’s Gambitor Slav by
playing ..d5.

a) 3.8d7 4 c4 e5 5 &c3 trans-
poses to Line D1 of Chapter 12.

b) 3..Mc6!? is sometimes reached
via the move-order 1...M8c6 2 &f3 d6
3 e3 #g4,and it is a possible alterna-
tive for Black; for example, 4 £e2 e5
(4. 65 Mbd2'¥d76 c3 e570-0 ed
8 Acl h5 9 f3 exf3 10 Mdxf3 d5 11
£bS5 &d6 12 Wad 0-0 13 Md3 £xf3
14 Exf3 Med 15 B4 &xf4 16 Exf4
g5 17 Bf1 £5 is much better for Black,
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Kilpio-Fant, Gausdal 1991) 5 c4 f5 6
De3 ed 7 Dd2 Axe2 8 Yxe2 DF6 Y
0-0 g6 10 f3 exf3 11 xf3 looks good
for White; for example, 11...&7 (or
11..4g7 12d5%De5 13 Dd4 +) 12 e4
fxe4 13 Dxed 0-0 (Andreev-Pantal-
eev, Bulgarian Ch (Sofia) 1960) 14
Deg5 +.

dcd

4 #e2¢6 50-0Df6 6 c4 d5! reaches
aQGD-type position where Black has
no problems: 7 Hc3 £d6 8 c5 £c7 9
b40-0 1024 a6 11 £b2 Dbd7 12 Yc2
#£5 13 £d3 Axd3 14 ¥xd3 e5 =
Uhlendorf-Sautter, Bundesliga wom
1992/3.

4..8d7 (D)

4.6 5 Dc3 (5 Wb3 Who 6 Ae2
Dd77 Dc3d580-0Dgf6 9 4d2 &e?
10 Bfcl ©Ded4 = Bochev-Andonov,
Bankia 1992) 5..f6 6 Xe2 #e7 7
d5!? 0-0 8 0-0 a6 9 dxe6 &xe6 10
Dd4 £d7 11 W2 Be8 12 2d1 4813
a3 g6 14 b4 Dc7 15 Ab2 We7 16 Db3
Had® 17 Da5 &.c8 = Karlsson-Gau-
sel, Oslo 1938.

X Wega
7 &xa

pan
w o

50c3

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

5 4e2Dgf66Dc3 £e770-00-08
e4 e5 (play has transposed to an Old
Indian) 8 £ e3c6 10 d5 cxd5 11 cxdS
#xf3 12 &xf3 @b 13 a4 Zc8 14
Wbl 4d8! 15 Hcl 4b6 F Wirthen-
sohn-Korchnoi, Lugano 1989.

5.7

5..&gf66 h3 &5 (6...4xf3 7 Wxf3
c6 is a recommendation of Curt Han-
sen, with a very stable though slightly
passive position for Black) 7 g4 468
&h4 c6 9 £.g2dS is a Slav-type posi-
tion. White gained a slight advantage
after 10 cxd5 cxdS 11 Dxg6 hxg6 12
g5Dg8 13e4!dxed 14 & xed £d6 15
#xb7 Eb3 16 &2 De7 17 0-0 Dbo
18 &3b5 a6 19 Dxd6+ ¥xd6 20¥e2 in
Keitlinghaus-Klari¢, Prague 1990.

6h3

6 &e2c6 7 d5Y? (7 0-0 a6 8 b3
Dgfo 9 Ab2 d5 10 Dd2 #xe2 11
Wxe20-0 12 e4 dxed 13 Dexed Dxed
14 Dxed D6 15 Bfdl -1 Zuiger-
Lau, Graz 1993) 7..e5 8 dxc6 bxct ¢
Waq Wc8 10 h3 &15 11 ed4 &g6 12
#e3 Dgf6 13 c5dxc5 14 Dh40-0 15
Dxgb hxg6 16 Yc2 c4 17 fxcd &S
18 #xc5 Dxc5 19 0-0 Wc7 = Korch-
noi-Miles, Horgen 1994.

6...8h5

6. 4xf317.

7 g4 £g68 hd h6 9 hS &Ah7 10
#d3 Axd3 11 Wxd3 Dgf6 12 Xgl c6
13 Ad2

12-1/2 Portisch-Speelman, Reykjavik
1928,

G)

34g5(D)

This move is not very logical here,
as Black has not played .6 yet.
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a) 3 6 4 Dbd2 (4 e377 A xf3 5
Wxf3Wa5+0-1 Frosch-Peisser, Leiner
1996, is too good to be true) 4..h6 5
£h4 g56 483 Df67 hd DhS 8 Ded
£5 9 Dh2fxed 10 DxgaPxg3 11fxg3
497 12 €3 3d7 is atypical Torre-type
mess, Patuzzo-Brunner, Silvaplana
1993,

b) 3..h6!7 4 Ah4 D7 5 Dbd2
& gf66 h3 A5 7e3 makes it possible
to develop the bishop to h7, where it
functions well together with the plan
of .e6and..d5: 7.4h7 8 &kcde6d
c3 &e7 10 We2 d5 11 4d3 Ded 12
#xe7 Yxe? 13 De5 DxeS5 14 dxeS
Dxd2 15 £xh7Dc4 16 A2 DxeSF
Springer-Wockenfuss, Passau 1998.

4 &bd2

4ed.c65Yd2 Wbo 6 c4 g6 7 D3
g7 8 #e3 Axf3 9 gxf3 Dgf6 (an-
otherideais 9..c5'?) 10 22 Wc7 11
f4 ¢ 512 d5 £ Kekki-Couso, Helsinki
1997,

4...h6!

It is already possible for Black to
ury active plans. He can also play it
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safe: 4..0)gf6 S e4 h6 6 Af4 €57 dxeS
dxe5 8 #e3 Ac5 9 Axc5 Dxc5 10 h3
£xf3 11 Wxf3 d4 12 3 Wad 13 b4
&e6 = Marszalek-Vorotnikov, Mos-
cow 1991

SAhdg564g3 Ag7

Black has an active position.

7¢3f5!?8e3 eS9h3 &hS 10¥b3
f4 11 A.h2 Agf6 12 dxeS dxeS 13
exfd exfd 14 0-0-0 £17 15 Hel+ Ff8

F Piankov-Vorotnikov, Moscow
1996,

H)
3 414(D)
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3. 8xf3

3.0f6 4 ©bd2 DhS? (4. .e6 is
also a safe move, intending to meet 5
e4 with 5..d5) 5 g5 (5 ke3 D7 6
h3 Axf3 7 Dxf3 e5 8 dxe5 dxe5 9
Wd5 c6 10 Wb3 Wc7 11 g3 Dhf6 12
4g2 §dS 13 0-0, Cibulka-Dolezal,
Czech Republic 1992, 13..&4)xe3 =)
5..h66 Ah4 g57 Ag3 g7 8c3 Db
9e3e510 £b50-0 110-0 De7 12 h3
&xg3 13 fxg3 £d7 = Teichmann-Chi-
gorin, Karlsbad 1907.
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4exf3

4 gxf3 g6!? 5ed4 £g7 6¢3 Dd7 7
b3 Zb3 8 Dd2 Dgf6 % Zdl 0-0 10
£e2 a6 11 Ded d512 Dd2e6 13 c4
&h5 14 £e3 c5' ¥ Kieboom-Hodg-
son, San Bernardino 1992.

4..5d7

Black has many other playable
moves and plans:

a) 4..e652d3 D66 c3d5 7 We2
£d6 8 £xd6 Wxd6 9 Dd2 D6 10 0-0
0-0 11 b4 a6 12 Db3 b6 13 Efel Efed
14 He3 e5 ¥ Kagan-West, Melbourne
19%0.

b) 4..c65c3Dd76 £d3e67 0-0
d58 g3 g69Eel &g7 104 De7 11
£h4 &6 12 §d2 0-0 gives Black a
position without weaknesses, De Sal-
lier-Nelis, Val Thorens 1994.

54&cd4

5 &c3 ¢6 6 Lcd is not natural, as
after6...d57 £b3 e6 8 0-0 Black has a
safe structure, though the following
variation is anythingbut quiet: 8...g5'?
92e3£2d610De2h6 11 c4dxcd 12
£xcd4 Wc713h3De7 14 Bcl D615
£b3 0-0-0 16 d5 Dexd5 17 Axd5
Dxd5 18 Axa7 L4 19 Dxf4Dxf4 T
Vasilev-Delchev, Dupnica 1998.

S...c6

5..e6 6 0-0 d5 is equivalent.

6 0-0 dS 7 &b3 e6 8 Hd2 Y6 9
Ae3 £d6 10 cd4 De7 11 Hel 0-0 12
cxdS exdS 1301 HfS 14 Yd3 Efes
15 &c2 g6 16 g3 D7

F Gralka-Kiedrowicz, Augustow
199%6.

n
3b3(D)
3.6
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3..&xf3 is the most testing move,
though it has only been played a cou-
ple of times: 4 exf3 (4 gxf3 g6 5 Hc3?
£876Ded d57 D5 b6 8 Daded §
£f4%De7 10 ha DF5 11 2g5 Wd6 12
c3h6 13 £cl e5 T Kapp-Spiess,Chem-
nitz 1998)4...g6 5 £b2 g7 6 Wd2d5
(6...c5!7) 7 Dc3 Db 8 £bS5 D6 9 0-0
0-0 10 f&xc6 bxct 11 Efel Ded 12
a4 ©Dd6 13 Eadl e6 14 Dc5 He 15
{d3 & Stobik-Ksieski, 2nd Bundes-
liga 1995/6.

4 Dbd2

4 £b2 6 5 Dbd2 Le7 6 g3 ¢57
£82 9c6 8 0-0 cxd4 9 Hxd4 Ec8 10
©c40-0 11 ¥d2 d5 12 Dxc6bxct 13
De5 &h5 = Sorri-Kanko, Helsinki
1989,

4..e51? 5 Hcd

5 dxe5 dxe5 6 £b2 (not 6 Dxe5?7?
Wd4 —+) is a better option for White,
but Black gets activity and good com-
pensation after 6..e4 7 £xf6 Wxf6 &
Dxed £ba+ 9 DFd2 £xd2+ 10 Dxd2
6.

5..e4 6 Dfd2d5 7 De3Ahe68 Ab2
Ad69cd c610g3h5

F Heuser-Chekhov, Dresden 1997,




17 Other 2nd Moves for
White: Introduction

In the next two chapters we study
‘White’s other options on the 2nd move
(apartfrom2 ed) after 1 d4 d6 (D)
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Firstly, there are ‘serious’ moves,
which havescored well for White, and

there are ‘odd’ moves that are seen
only occasionally. Another way to di-
vide up the moves is to consider those
that aim for a concrete opening plan,
and those that are of a more flexible
nature.

The move 1...d6 is also flexible, in-
troducing no direct contact between
the armies of White and Black, and be-
cause of this flexibility there are still
many transpositions available in these
rare variations. Especially against the
move 2 g3 Black has many transposi-
tional possibilities

Statistics

Below we have collected some statistics
for White's 2nd moves. We have used
these statistics to partition the material

Variation Games W’s Score | W’s Rating | W’s Performance
2g3 410 55% 2391 2422
2 g5 125 58% 2364 2446
253 68 49% 2339 2357
2c3 44 52% 2375 2397
24f4 37 39% 2259 2244
2e3 27 33% 2157 2078
2 fa 6 33% 2345 2145
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into two chapters, the first of which
covers the ‘serious’ alternatives with
the second covering the odds and
ends.

Position-types

Black usually has many different plans
available in these variations, since the
theory goes far less deep than in the
main lines, where the play might focus
on some variations that have been
proved to be critical. This means that
Black can choose the position-type
quite freely. Below we summarize
these various plans to give the reader
an overview of which plan to choose
and when.

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

1) Black plays animmediate ..e5—
endgame positions: 2 g3 with a slight
advantage to White; 2 ©c3, 2 b3 or 2
e3 with equality.

2) Black plays a later ...e5 - Old
Indian / advanced centre positions: 2
&f4withanunclear position; 2 c3or 2
e3 withnormalpositions; 2f4 with an
advantage to Black.

3) Black plays ...c5 — Benoni posi-
tions: 2 &g5 or 2 &f4 with equality.

4) Black plays ..f5 — Dutch posi-
tions: 2 g3 with likely wanspositions
to main lines of the Dutch.

5) Black plays ..h6 and ..g5 -
flank positions: 2 .2.g5 with an active
position for Black.




18 Serious Alternatives

for White

1d4dé

We regard the 2nd move alterna-
tives for White presented in this chap-
ter as serious tries for an opening
advantage. Especially the flexible 2 g3
offers some chances of an advantage
against the thematic endgame system,
and against other plans by Black there
exist many different transpositions.
The Torre/Trompowsky-type move 2
£g5 might be a valuable tool for a
Torre specialist. 2)c3 canalso leadto
the endgame system, if Black wishes,
butotherwisethere are many transpo-
sitions, for example to a pure Pirc,
available

Wediscussthese moves as follows:

A: 2g3
B: 2 &gS5 156
C: 2Dc3 157
A)

2g3(D)

This developing moveis a very nat-
ural and flexible choice for White.
Black has two basic ideas: either he
transposes to another opening, hoping
to get a variation White doesn’t usu-
ally play, or he tests the ending pre-
sented in the main line

2..e§

Alternatively:

a) 2..g6 is likely to reach Modem
or King’s Indian positions, with White
committed to a king’s fianchetto.

b) 2..f5 is a form of Dutch, but
Black has avoided the Staunton Gam-
bit, and a number of other sharp possi-
bilities.

¢) 2..8f6 aims for King's Indian
or Old Indian positions.

d) 2..8d7'7 3 #g2 e5is away to
play the thematic ..e5 without allow-
ing White the ending. Then:

dl) 4 e4 g6 5 &2 4g7 6 Dbc3
©gf6 7 h3 0-0 transposes to a line of
the g3 Pirc, butnot the one we recom-
mend for Black in Line C3 of Chapter
25. However, Black’s position is solid
here; forexample, 8 £e3 c69 ad b6 10
0-0 £b7 11 '§d2 §c7 12 Badl Bad8
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13 £g5 Efe8, JMiiller-Helbig, 2nd
Bundesliga 1996/7.

d2) 4cdexdd S Wxd4Dgf6 643
g6 7 &f3 £g7 leads to positions that
can arise via 1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 @3,
though the move-order is a bit rare.
Play can continue:

d21) 8b30-09 £b2 Xe8 10 Wa2
&5 11 0-0 a5 12 Dd4 c6 (12...4 13
Badl axb3 14 axb3 c6 = Rumpl-Bei-
kert, Austria 1998) 13 Habl a4 14 €3
axb3 15 axb3 Dfed 16 DxedDxed 17
We2 15 18 Bal Exal 19 Bxal £d7 =
Adorjan-Smejkal, Szirak 1986.

d22) 8 We3+ We7and then:

d221) 9 ©bS5 Wxe3 10 Lxe3 Hd8
11h3 a6 12 Hc3 Ke8 13 Bcl D5 14
0-0 Dfed 15 Dxed Dxed 16 Hgs
Dxg5 17 £xg5+16 18 &e3 se6 19¢S
c620 Bfd1 d521 £d4$e722e3 $f7
= Christiansen-Ree, Wijk aan Zee
1982,

d222) 9 Wxe7+ $xe7 10 Le3 c6
11 Bcl Dgd 12 £g5+ &f6 13 &xfo+
gxf6 14 £3d4 hS 15 h3 &b6 16 b3 a5
17 0-0 a4 is equal although Black en-
joys the initiative, Toth-Tischbierek,
Bundesliga 1998/9.

We now return to 2..e5 (D):

3 dxes

Or:

a) 3 @f3isbest answered by 3. .e4,
which leads to the position-type stud-
ied after 1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 &f3, al-
though here Black has even better
prospects due to the fact that his d-
pawn can move 1o d5 without loss of
time. White has two moves:

al) 4 Dfd2 D! (4..£5 5 ¢4 c6 6
&3 &f6 is also possible; for exam-
ple, 7 £82 g6 8 f3 exf3 9 &xf3 £g7

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK
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10 0-0 2> Steckner-Meyer, Ham-
burg 1992) 5 £g2 d5 6 ¢4 ¢6 7 D3
a6 8 cxd5 cxd590-0 Dc7 10 f3 exf3
11 Dxf3 &e7 12 £g5 0-0 13 Yb3
Dga 14 £d2 h6 15 h3 D6 16 DeS
£d6 17 DbS Dxb5 18 Wxb5 e7 19
Bf2 &e6 20 Bafl Ded 21 fxed dxed
22 $h2 Hacs T Pfleger-Miltner, 2nd
Bundesliga 1994/5.

a2) 4 §g5 and then:

a2l) 4.£5513!7 (5c4 &e7 6 Dh3
¢6 7 D3, Kopylov-Rogers, Hamburg
1999, transposes to Chapter 2) 5...exf3
(5...d517) 6exf3 &e7 7 We2 c6 8 N3
£a6 9 &f4&)c7 10 dS cxdS 11 0-0-0
h6 12 ©h3 &6 13 &e3 g5 14f4g4 15
©f2 &f7 16 h3 h5 17 £g2 £ Grun-
Hiimmer, Bundesliga 19%90/1.

a22) 4..d5 and now:

a221) 54g2h66@Dh3g67cdc6 8
&3 §e790-0 £g7 10 cxdS5 cxd5 11
f3 £5 (11...exf3!?) 1 2 fxe4 dxe4 13e3
0-0 14 ©f4 &h7 is at least equal for
Black, Bonnafous-Hari, Murek jr Ech
1998,

a222) 5 c4 Ke7 6 Dh3 dxcd'? 7
Wad+ Db 8 €3 DF6 9 £d2 0-0 10
Wxcd4 a5 (10...£g4!? looks good) 11

iy 1 )

.
7
A
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£g2 e6 12 'Ec2 Hbd 13 £xbd axbd
14 §d2 9dS 15 Exed with a slight
advantage for White, Pichler-Spreng,
Tirschenreuth 1982.

b) 3 £g2allows Black totake con-
trol of the centre with 3..exd4. Then:

bl) 4 ©Df3 offers Black a gambit
pawn. He can choose a reply accord-
ingto taste:

bll) 4..8c6 5Dxd4 £d76b3 D6
7 c4 is a safe continuation for Black:
7...9c8!7 (this active plan works well
here) 8 0-0 £h39 &3c3 £xg2 10 ¥xg2
#e7 11 £b2 0-0 (11..h5'7) 12 e4
Dxd4 13 Wxd4 c6 14 Bfel WeT is
equal, Teske-Perez, Cienfuegos 1997.

bl2) 4..c55 c3 dxc3 6 Dixc3 HH6
70-0 &e78 e4 Dc6 9 L4 0-0 10 el
£g4 11h3 £xf3 12 &xf3 He8 13 ¥d1
Wa5 14 #e3 Had8 15 f4 b5 16 $h2
£f8 17 £72'%b6 18 Wd3 with some
positional compensation, Epishin-Cha-
talbashev, Cutro 1999.

b2) 4'&xd4 places the white queen
in the centre, and Black can win a
tempo with 4..9)c6 (D) (4..06'7 is
also possible: 5 £g5 £e76¢30-07
&f3 Hed 80-0 D6 9 &d3 ho 10 £f4
and now Black implemented a stan-
dard plan to attack the e4-pawn with
10..2d7 11 e4 £f6 12 Dbd2 Hc5 13
Wc2We7 14 Del £g4 15324716
Hdl a5 17 Dcd De5 18 DxeSdxe5 19
£e3 £b5208F2 £g521 £xg5hxg5 T
in Schouten-Borm, Leeuwarden 1975)
and here:

b21) 5'%d2 §f6 and now:

b211) 6 c4 Leb6 is problematic for
White.

b212) 6 b3 d5' gives Black better
chances in the centre; for example, 7
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De3 he68 £b24b4%a3 £a510bd
&b6 11 Dad 0-0 12 Dxb6 axb6 13
Dh3 & xh3 14 & xh3 He8 15 & g2 e
16 £d4 §ca 17 W3 c6 18 €3 Dd6 19
Wd3 g4 20 0-0 De5 21 Fe2 b5 F
Galliamova-Vaulin, Koszalin 1997.

b213) 6%h3 g6 7 D4 478 0-0
0-0 9 %c3 He8 10 Zel fe5 11 b3 c6
12 £b2 d5 = Donchenko-Chekhov,
Moscow 1996.

b214) 6%f3 Le770-00-0 8 D3
De59b3 c6 10 £b2 Dxf3+ 11 &xf3
d5 12 Hadl &5 = Iglesias-Szmetan,
San Luis 1995.

b22) 5'%dl g6 6£d2 (6 D3 kg7
7 ¢3%ge7 8 Dbd2 £d7 9 Db3 Wcs
10 e40-0 11 0-0&g4 12'¥c2 W47 13
{\bd4 Hae8 T Tennstedt-Lorenz, 2nd
Bundesliga 1994/5)6...£87 7 £c3 &6
8 5)f3 &5 gives Black a very active
position. He had no problems after
Dd4 Dxd4 10 Exdd c6 11 ed Ae6 12
0-00-0 13%d2b5 14 b3 &6 15 a4
Wxd4 16 £xd4 a6 = in Komiushin-
Vorotnikov, Vladivostok 1994.

b23) 5 We3+4e7 613 D6 70-0
0-0 8 c4 #e6is also OK for Black, as
‘White's pieces are poorly coordinated:

&
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9 Da3 Dga 10 Yd2 Hges 11 b3
Dxf3+12 Axf3 Af6 13 £b2 Eb8 14
Axf6 Wxf6 15 Db5 Ye7 16 £g2 Wd7
17 Bfel a6 18 &c3 bS5 with active play
for Black, Romanishin-Tomczak, 2nd
Bundesliga 1991/2.

3..dxe5 4 Wxd8+ &xd8 (D)
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Now Black has many options. His
basic plan is todevelop, putthekingin
a safe place (usually c7), and fight to
maintain control over the vital e5-
square.

5De3

Or:

a) 5&d2? is illogical, as it blocks
in the c1-bishop. 5...c6 and now:

al) 6 Dc4f67f4 Re6 Bed D7 9
&f3b5 10 a5 (this plan might be too
aggressive, as the knightremains out
of play on a5 for along time) 10..%c7
11c3 #c512fxe5Dxe5 13 414 4d6
14 0-0-0 g5 15 #xe5 &xe5 16 c2
Dho 17 Dxe5 fxe5 18 Ke2 Bhf8 7
Kistella-Matthaei, 2nd Bundesliga
1994/5.

a2) 6 f4 £d6 (6..exf4!?) 7 Dgf3
Dd7 8 Des Xc7 9 Kd2 £5 10 Degs

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

@e7 11 fxe5 h6 12 e6 Dc5 13 Xbs
hxg5 14 #xc5+ 6 15 Kd4+ Lg6 16
fes5 &xe5 17 Dxe5+ Ff6 18 Of7
Eh7 19 D6 Axe6 20 g2 g6 210-0-0
e5 = Lerner-Sulskis, Koszalin 1999.

b) 5 Xg2c66f4'?hasthethematic
idea of taking the safe c7-square away
from the black king, but it is not so ef-
fective because of 6...exf4 (6..03d7 7
Df3.4.d68 Dbd2exf 49 Dcd A7 10
Axf4 &xf4 11 gxf4 Dgf6 12 0-0-0
@e7 13 Bd4 DcS5 £ Drasko-Jacimo-
vi¢, Yugoslav Cht (Cetinje) 1992) 7
#xf4 De7! 8 Dc3 D6 90-0-0+ Dd7
10 DF3 Dxf4 11 gxf4 Xbs 12 Ded
@e7 13 Bd4&a5 14 Dd6 & b6 with a
slight advantage for Black, Shneider-
Bagirov, USSR Ch (Moscow) 1991.

c) 5 f4!? is the most direct ap-
proach, and it also seems to test Black
most: 5..exf4 6 #xf4 &d6 7 #xd6
cxd6 leads to an instructive position,
which Black should be able to hold;
for example, 8 Hc3 D6 9 Bdl Le?
10 b5 De8 11 £g2 D6 12 Dh3 a6
13 Dd4 De5 (13...4xh317) 14 D4
&f6 15 b3 Ebs 16 0-0 Xd7 17 Ed2
Ehc8 18 Dd3 D6 19 Bf4 Ec7 20 c4
Dxd4 21 Exd4 40622 Dbs Axg2 23
&xg2 Bd8 £ Reschke-Lorenz, Bun-
desliga 1997/8.

Wenow returnto 5 &c3 (D):

5..0d7

Or:

a) 5.8d66 Rg2 67 Ded e 8
&xd6 xd6 is too risky, as White can
either open the centre or activate his
pieces too quickly: 9 f4 &e6 10 D3
e4 11Dg5f5 12 b3 h6 13 Ka3+ &d7
14 0-0-0+ &d5 15 ©Df7 Bh7 16 c4 +~
Rausis-Cruz, Lisbon 1999.
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b) 5..f6, with the principled plan
of holding on to the strong point €5, is
possible, though6 f4! £d67 Df3 &c6
8 2d2 %ge7 90-0-0h6 10 £g2 Leb
11 fe3 ded 12 fxe5 fxe5 13 Ded £
K.Arkell-Dunnington, London 1992,
is slightly problematic for Black.

c) 5..£e6'7 is probably the best
try for Black, when there is a new
gamethat changes the old evaluation:
6f4Dd77DI3{6! 8 fxe5Dxe59 Lf4
&)g6! (this move, renouncing the e5-
square but attacking the bishop, is
best) 10 0-0-0+ Pc8 11 Le3D8e7 12
§Dd4 £d7 13 Ddb5 DeS! (13...Dc6?
14 Bxd7! + Romanishin-Kindermann,
Munich 1992, is a good example of
thetactical possibilities Black must be
awareof) 14 £g2 c6 15 Dxa7+? (15
&d6+ Pc7 =) 15... b8 and now White
must seek complications, as his direct
approach has not succeeded: 16 Exd7
Dxd7 17 Bdl ©Of5 18 Lgl &c5 19
GixcH+ bxe6 20 £h3 Lxgl 21 Exgl
d422 4xd7 Bxa223 Dxa2 Dxe2+
24 &dl Dxgl 25 Lxc6 Dh3 F a2
Romanishin-Sokolovs, Cappelle la
Grande 1995.

155

d) 5..c6 6 f4 and again Black has
many options:

dl) 6..8b4!177fxe5 (72d2exf4 8
0-0-0)f69 gxf 4 '/2-/2 Godes-Oratov-
sky, Tel-Aviv 1993) 7. 4f5 8 £g5+
7 9 4f4 Le6 10 DFI De7 11 Dg5
&d5 12 Dxeb+ fxed 13 £d2 £xc3 14
bxc3 §d7 15 £h3 Hae8 = Skomor-
okhin-Helbig, Mlada Boleslav 1992.

d2) 6..82e6'7 7fxe5Dd7 8 DfIh6
9£d2g5100-0-0&2g7 11 Dd4 &xe5
12 Dxe6+ fxe6 13 £h3 de7 with an
unclear position, Vandrey-Dudas, Bu-
dapest 1997. Black has managed to
bring his king to a safe place, but
‘White’s bishops might still offer him
some advantage.

€) 5..&f5'7 is an interesting idea,
as after 6 e4 £e6 the long diagonal is
blocked, and following 7 f4 £b4 8
DFID6! 9 g5 Eed 10 Le3 exfd 11
gxf4 &xc3+ 12 bxc3 £d5! Black sud-
denly has threats of his own; forexam-
ple, 13 0-0-0 {3bd7 14 £h3 Lxed 15
Bhgl £g6 16 £d4de7 17 Le5 Hixes
18 fxeS5, '/2-42 Bezold-Dutschak, Wiirz-
burg 1997, and now 18...83h5 seems to
be good for Black.

6 f4 Dgf6

6..2b4'7 7 D3 £6 8 fxe5 Dxe5 9
£ f4gives White some initiative.

7913

7 fxe5!? has also been suggested.

7...8d6 8 DbS Fe7 9 Dxd6 cxd6
10 b3

White has some advantage due to
his bishop-pair, but the unconventional
pawn-structure gives Black some pros-
pects forcounterplay. After 10...3d5!?
11 fxe5 DxeS5 12 Dxe5dxes, 13 La3+
Df6 14 e4 De3! 15 £d3 Lh3! gave
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Black good counterplay in Yusupov-
Rivas, Las Palmas 1993, but 13 e4!?
and 13 & g2'7have been suggested as
improvements.

Conclusion: 2 g3 is a very flexible
move, with many transpositional pos-
sibilities Black may have some prob-
lems in the endgame, so one of these
transpositions might be the best choice.

B)
24g5(D)

7

10 WEend

This move, in thespirit of the Trom-
powsky, is quite common. Again, Black
has many possible transpositions, but
our main game shows an independent
alternative.
2..h6

a

AL ’

BATAKAR

9

(]
a) 2 .g6 3 &f3 is similar to Torre
positions.

b) 2..5d7 3 e4@gf6 4 &c3 might
transpose to a Pirc or Philidor.

©) 2..f5'7 transposes to a line of
the Dutch Defence, but this particular
position is not very common.

AN EXPL@OSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERT@IRE FOR BLACK

d) 2...¢5'? is another option worth
noting. After 3dxcS (3d5!?) 3. WaS+
4 &3 Yxc5 Black should be quite
OK, though 5 Wd2 h6 6 R{45)f6 7 e4
2680-00e5'79 &e3 WcT 10 f4 Hbd7
1183 Re? 12 HdS Hxd5 13 exdS
ed! 14DAAD615 Fb1 b5(15..0-0'7)
16 c4 bxc4 17 Bcl HxdS 18 Axcd
Wb7 19 OfS was unclear in Koma-
rov-Sakaev, Kherson 1991, as White
has some activity for his pawn.

3 &bdgst?

Black has scored well using this
active move. @ther, more positional
moves:

a) 3..c6 4¢3 (4 D3 Wb6 5 Hbd2
Wxb2 is like the normal poisoned
pawn line of the Torre Attack, but with
theblackd-pawn more flexibly placed
on d6 than on d5: 6 Bbl Yxa2 7 e4
Was 8 8d3 269 0-0 857 10 c4 &d7
11 Zel W7 12 8g3e5 13 W25 14
dxeSdxe5 15 Df1 De7 163 0-0%
Zwick-Wemner, Lenk 1994) 4 . ¥b6
(4..Dd75Dd2Dgf6 6Dgf3 eS Te3
#e7 8adis asafe Torre position, al-
though 8..e4 9 &gl g5 10 Ag3 &8
1l a5 ©g6 12 h3 d5 13 Wad 0-0 14
De2 DhS 15 A h2 5 F Kovadevié-
Benoit, Cannes 1993 illustrates some
dangers for White) 5 Wc28d7 62 d2
figf6 7 Grgf3 g517 8 Ag3 hS 9 ed
Rg7 102488 11 Dcd YT 12 Qe3
&g6 13 a5 Ad7 is unclear, Kovade-
vi¢-Belikov, Alcobendas 1993.

b) 3.. A£517 is a sound possibility
for Black: for example, 4 Dc3d5 5 €3
c6 6 Rd3 Kxd3 7 Yxd3 Dd7 8 ed
dxed 9 Dxed YaS+ 10 Dd2 €6 11
fgf3 Ke7 12 Ag3 &gf6 13 0-0 0-0
14&)c4 Wa6 15 Bfd] ¢S with an equal
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position, M.Gurevich-Azmaiparash-
vili, Manila OL 1992.
4 4¢3 4g7(D)
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Sec3

5 e3 alsoleads to quiet play; forex-
ample,5...c5 6¢3 Wb6 7 Wh3 Wxb3 8
axb3Dd7 9Da3a6 10 Db5!7Eb8 11
a7 Dgf6 12 £d3 Dh5 13 De2 Dxg3
14 Dxg3 Df6 15 Dxcd Axc8 16 DS
£f% = Boissonet-Nogueiras, Buenos
Aires 1991

5..916

5...f5!? should probably be recom-
mended only to adventurous players,
though there is nothing clearly wrong
with it: 6 €3 Df6 7 Dd2 Dc6 8 h4 5!
9 hxg5 hxg5 10 Exh8+ &xh8 11 &b3
f4 12exf4exf4 13 £h2 We7+ 14 Le2
#d7 15 d5 Da5 16 ¥a3 b6 17 0-0-0
Yh7' 18511 Wed and Black is active,
Wells-Urban, Budapest 1993.

62d2 DhS 7 ed Dxg3(D)

8 fxg3

8hxg3 c69 Wc2 Hd7 gives rise to a
Torre-type position, leading to some
manoeuvringafter 10 f4 f8 11 &e2
W7 12 &£h5 ¢5 13 d5 Dh7 14 fe2

Khsue

v BAK 3

N

ZE’E

.

D&f
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%

M‘?

447 15 a4 0-0-0 16 &b5 e6 17 0-0-0
exd5 18 exd5 Df6 19 #xd7+ Wxd7
20 4 Ehe8 21 fxg5 hxgs 22 Hf3
g4 23 Wd3 Lc7 F Czemicki-Slapi-
kas, Polanica Zdroj 1996.

8..c5 9 d5 Hd7 10 Ke2 bS? 11
A xb5 Eb8 12 ad a6 13 Axd7+ Axd7
14 &Hcd Xxb2 15 DHxb2 Axe3+ 16
&fl Axb2 17 Ebl Ag7 18 hd gd 19
Wd3 0-0

Black has good compensation be-
cause of his active pieces, Patuzzo-
Klauser, Swiss Cht 1996.

Conclusion: Black has at least two
good ideas against 2 £g5, namely
2..h6 intending ...g5, and 2...c5.

c)

2Dc3esN?

Black can choose a transposition if
he so wishes, but this thematic push
seems to be enough to equalize.

2...g6 3 e4 Dfb transposesto a Pirc,
as does 2.6 after 3 e4, although
Black should be careful about 3 #g5,
which has similarities to the Trom-
powsky.
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3 dxeS dxe5 4 Wxd8+ @xds (D)

1% EAE
T
w5 R
s
)

£ %Q%ﬁ

Y
7
@ o

v
7
2y 1

-

Sed

Or:

a) 5 D3 f6 6 ed (6 &£d2 &c5 7
0-0-0 £.d78 €3 Dh6 9 &c4 Db 10 a3
e 11 Ded &b6 12 h3 Hd8 13 La2
e 14 Del &f5 15 D3 febd with
equality, Cuevas Rodriguez-Sanchez,
Cienfuegos 1991) 6...&e6 allows Black
to use the standard plans and achieve
easy equality: 7 &e3 Nd7 8 Dd2c6 9
a4 @c7' 10 &cd &xcd 11 Dxcs Db
12 Dxb6 axb6 13 Le2 &bd iz
Raki¢-Rukavina, Berlin 1988.

b) 5 f4! is the most active ap-
proach, and Black should be careful
because the opening of lines may give
‘White some attacking chances: 5...exf4
(5..8Dc6 6 £d2 Dge7 7DF3f6 8 0-0-0
gives Black some problems: 8...exf4
9 &xf4+ £d7 10 g3 DB 11 DbS
BDd6 12 Dxd6 &xd6 13 &xd6 cxd6

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

14 Bxd6 &c7 15 Bd2 Bae8 + Arenci-
bia-Ermenkov,Calcutta 1988) 6 & xf4
c6 7 0-0-0+ Led! 8 DfI D6 9 ed
b4 10 e5 &xc3 11 exf6 &xf6 12
fc4 fe6 13 Bhel D7 14 fxe6 fxe6
15 Bxe6+ £f7 16 Bed6 Db 17 DeS+
% xe5 18 & xe5 Bhe8 = Khenkin-Appel,
Leningrad 1991.

5...c6 (D)

5..&Df6 transposes to Line B of
Chapter 33.

v %37 %l

oy
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6 Acdf67 Ae3 Ic7

Another queenless middlegame has
arisen. Black has a stable position.

8ad Ab4 9 Dge2 Dd7 10f3a511
@2De712Da2 AcS13Dacl Axed+
14 &xe3 Db6 15 Ad3 Keb

5 Sohnle-Villing, Baden 1992.

Conclusion: Black can choose be-
tween theendgame or a transposition
to a Pirc.




19 0dds and Ends

In this chapter we study White's mis-
cellaneous alternatives on the 2nd move
The best White can hope for with these
moves is 1o transpose to other well-
known systems. Black should have
no theoretical problems against these
moves, and they are presented here
just so as to provide a full repertoire.
1d4deé

Now:
A: 242! 159
B: 2 Af4 160
C: 2c3 161

2b3 162
E: 2e3 162
A)
2142 (D)

This move is simply bad, as Black’s
first move is a good preparation for a

quick ...e5, whichleaves White's cen-
tre destroyed after the premature f4
2..4ga1?

First Black prevents e4. There are
other moves:

a) The paradoxical 2...d5 is possi-
ble. as White's f4has its drawbacks in
this type of position: 3 &f3 g6 4 e3
£275 £d3 &6 60-0 £f5! 7cde6 8
#e2 #xbl 9 Bxbl c6 10 b4 a6 11 a4
0-0 12 ¥b3 Abd7 13 442 Mgd 14
Efcl Hed 15 £d3 f5 16 bS with a
slight advantage for White, T.Geor-
gadze-Kudrin, Salamanca 1989

b) 2...f6 stopse4,and by contin-
uing this plan with 3 c4 c6 4 &f3 g6 5
Ac3 A5 6 e3 £g7 7 Ad3 &xd3 8
¥xd3d5! 90-00-0 10 b4 Mbd7 11 ¢S5
b6 12 Me5 Wc7 = Black is OK, Bach-
Davies, Gausdal 2000

c) 2...e5'7is a logical move

d) 2..c5 (when White is playing
the Stonewall, one of the best ways to
hit it is the plan of ...d6 with a quick
.eSor ..c5) 3e3 gb4 £d3 #5753
Af6 6 A3 0-0 7 0-0 Mc6 8 Abd2
e5! 3. In Pinto-Galego, Lisbon 1999,
Black’s strategy soon prevailed: 9 fxe5
dxe5 10 Med cxdd 11 exdd Mxed 12
#xed exdd 13 kg5 ¥bo 14 Wl
dxc3+ 15 #e3 cxb2 0-1

342 es!?

Secondly he strikes at the white
centre.
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4 fxe5 dxeS 5 Ddf3 ed 6 Des5 A5
7 Afd4 2d6 8 Wd2 £6 9 2icd Axfd 10
Wxfd De7

5 Fakkel-De Hoop, Hengelo jr 1999.
Blackhas better central pawns, and his
development is OK.

Conclusion: 2f4is not areal move,
and Black can easily get some advan-
tage. This variation is just to illustrate
some standard plans for Black.

B)
2 414 (D)

man
@@%@%g%ﬁ

White is going to continue with the
set-up Df3, e3, h3 and £h2.

2..g6

2..¢5!? is possible, and scored a
quick victory in the following exam-
ple: 3 ¢3 cxd4 4 cxd4 b6 5 d2 Ded
6d5De57e4 D68 Dc3 L2479 Le3
' d8 10 f4 Degd 11 £d4 5 12 fxe5?
(12 dxe6!) 12..dxe5 13 £f2 Dxf2 14
Wxi2 Dgd 15 Yd2 Lc5 16 Ddl ‘Ybo
17 a3? fxgl 0 Crea-Rossi, Bozen
1998,

3Of3 4gTdel3

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

It should be mentioned, at least as a
curious detail, that in a game Tella-
Yrjola, Tampere rpd 2001, just days
before the deadline for this book,
White tested this odd variationand the
game soon developed an independent
character: 4 h3 f5 5 ©c3 &f6 6 €3
0-0 7 £d3 Dc6 8 Lh2 Dh5 9 ed f4
(9..fxe4!?) 10 ¢S dxe5 11 dxe5 DxeS
12 Dxe5 &xeS 13 We2 £g7 (Black
could consider 13...&xc3+'?) 14 0-0-0
and White had excellent compensation.

4..5d7

Planning a quick ...e5, which gives
Black a good game.

Sh3

ScdeS6£g3 DeT 7 h3 HDFS allows
Black’s pieces to get to very active
squares, he might even be better: 8
£h2 0-0 (8..exd4'? 9 exdd W6 sug-
gests itself, attacking the d4-pawn) ¢
D3 exd4 10 exdd Dhd 11 Dxha Yxha
12 DbS Yer+ 1B Le2 D6 14 00 a6
= Alburt-Kavalek, USA Ch (Estes
Park) 1936.

5..e56 &h2 (D)

E tle ax

’ %x% /
%/
%/
/ 4
6w
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6..e4 7fd2fS5is anactive option;
e.g., 8 c4 Dgf6 9 &c3 0-0 10 b We7
11 ¢5 d5 (11...dxc5!?) 12 &b3 6 13
£d6'Yd8 14 Axf8Dxf8 15 b5 De6 16
83 Dd7 17 Bcl ©Ddf8 18 Yad £47 2
Sapis-Pfibyl, Marianske Lazne 1989.
Black should, however, be careful about
White's dark-squared bishop, as it is
placed actively outsidethe pawn-chain.

7 Re2 5

7..8gf6 8 c4 0-0 9 &c3 b6 10 0-0
4b7 is a safe option; for example, 11
b4 Ded 12 Dxed Lxed 13 Dd2 £b7
14 £f3 e4! 15 Le2 c5! 16 bxc5 dxcS
17 ©b3Ead8 18 Ebl cxd4 19 exd4 5
20 ¥d2 g5 gave Black an attack in
Ragnarsson-Hickl, Reykjavik 1997.

8 0-0 2h6 9 c40-0 10 Dc3 6 11
b4 g5! 12 dxeS dxeS 13 ¢5 D7 14
Wb3Fh8 15Kadl hS 16 Acdgd

Black is already better, Lenz-Szen-
etra, Baden-Baden 1990.

Conclusion: It is very hard to see
the point of 2 £f4, as it invites Black
to play a quick and effective ...e5 ad-
vance, when it is often White who is
fighting for equality.

C)

2¢3(D)

This move is played quite often,
usually transposing to other openings
such as the Torre or Pirc. In the Pirc,
lines with an early c3 are usually not
very sharp, so Black should seriously
consider transposing.

2..0d7

Or:

a) 2..86 3 £g5 (3 e4 D6 4 £.d3
£g7 5 &f3 0-0 6 0-0 transposes to
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&% %
@@%‘Q%%ﬁg

Line A of Chapter 25) 3..f5!7 (3..&g87
4 §d2 D6 5 Dgf3 Dbd7 6 e4 0-0,
Bogza-Grigorieva, Bucharest 1999,
transposes to aline of the Torre vs KI)
4e3(4edfxed 5DA2DI6 63 exf3 7
Dgxf3 4g7 8 £d3 0-0 9 0-0 c6 10
‘Wel Da6 11 Yhd Dc7 12 Bael Lf5
13 &xf5 gxf5 14 Ee2 @d7 15 Del
Hae8 is unclear, Zurek-Jansa, Czech
Cht 1993) 4..h6 5 Lcd c6 6 D2 d5
reaches a sort of Stonewall Dutch po-
sition that is OK forBlack; e.g., 7 £b3
&f7 8 £ha Dd7 9 c4 Bb6 10 cxdS
©Dxd511&gf34g7120-00-0 13 Ded
fe6 14 Hcl a5 15 a4 Hab6 16 £g3
b6 17 &ceS 122 Hratek-Jansa,
Rimavska Sobota 1991.

b) 2..%f6 3 &f3 (3 L85 Dbd7 4
)d2 e5 5 e4 £e7 6 £d3 gives Black
the opportunity to play 6...d5' 7 £xf6
£xf6 8 exdS exd4 9 We2+ Ye7 10
cxd4 Sxd4 11 Wxe7+ Pxe? 12 0-0-0
£xf2 ¥ Hodgson-McNab, London
WFW 1989) 3..&bd7 4 £g5 is best
met by 4...e5, when a thematic set-up
gave Black asafe position after 5 82
£e7 6 ©bd2 0-0 7 dxe5 dxe5 8 ed
Dgd 9 Lxe7 Wxe7 10 Lcd Db 11
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£d3 a5 12 0-0 ©f6 = in Costa-Hodg-
son, San Bernardino 1989.

3 414

3 £g5 h6 is OK for Black, but White
should play 3 e4!?, with a Pirc-type
position.

3..e54 £g3Mgf6 5 e3 Aed 6 Ad2
Axg3 7 hxg3

Black has abishop-pair and a stable
position: he has solved his opening
problems.

7..86 8 Mgf3 £g7 9 Ke2 We7 10
0-00-0 11 ad Re8 12a5a6 13 Wc2ed
14 &h2 Af6 15 Efbl hS!

Black has a slight advantage, Pothig-
Bialas, Bundesliga 1981/2.

Conclusion: 2 c3 gives White at
best a quiet variation of the Pirc, where
he has no real chances of an opening
advantage.

D)
2b3(D)
x
%}/,@ 1y 7]
7 /27 //// ///a

»
7

//
v a//
A7TA
B8

W %
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BABKAD
SAnE

2...e8!
This is inkeeping with the spirit of
our repertoire.

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

2..86 3 £b2 £g7 leads to aquiet
positional play, with Black easily ob-
taining a normal playable position; for
example, 4 $d2 (4 DF3 £5 5 e3 P
6 §bd2 0-0 is a form of Leningrad
Dutch, and Black does best to con-
tinue in the Dutch spirit: 7 £d3 &c6 &
0-0 ®h8 9 a3 e5! 10 dxe5 g4 11
&d4 Pexe5 12 Le2 ¢513 Db5 ad 14
De3he6 15D3d516 Dxe5Dxe517
Ma4 Y7 F Koshy-Conquest, Dhaka
1995) 4...c5 5 e3 b6 6'Hf3d5 7 &Lb5+
£d7 8 £d3 (8 &xd5 £Lxb5 ¢ Yxad
£c6 10 Wxa7 £xg2 7) 8..Df6 9 dxc5
bxc5 10 He2 (10 Lxf6Axf6 11 Wxd5?
fixal 12 Wxa® £c6 ~+) 10..0-0 11
Bdl ¥Wc7 with equality, Flohr-Brinck-
mann, Rogaska Slatina 1929.

34b2

3dxe5 dxe5 4 Wxds+ xd8 5 £b2
f6 is equal since White’s bishop has no
real role on b2.

3..4c6

3..exd4!? 4 £xd4 D6 5 £b2 D6
is an active approach for Black that
gives him at least an equal position.

4 dS Mce7 5 cd 56 Ac3 A6 7
A3 c6 8 dxc6 bxcé

Black has more pawns in the centre,
and White lacks coordination to get
the initiative. Black has no problems.

9e3 Mg 10 he2 Re7 11Wc2We7
12 0-0 0-0

F Mittelstedt-Fernengel,
1996.

Pocking

Conclusion: 2b3 isnotareal threat
to Black’s opening plans.

E)
2e3(D)
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This moveis also veryflexible, with
possible transpositions to many differ-
ent openings such as the Old Indian or
some lines of the Dutch Defence.

2..d7

Or:

a) With 2..f5'7 Black hopes to
reach variations of the Dutch Defence
where the move e3 might not be very
useful, for example, 3 £d3 (3 f4 g6 4
D3 &g7 5 £d3 DF6 6 Dbd2 0-0 7
0-0 ©bd7 8 c3 h6 9 b3 Th7 10 el
€5 ¥ N.Martinez-Xu Yaping, Istanbul
wom OL 2000) 3..e5! 4 ¢3 &f6 5 3
£e6 6 Dd2 AeT T ed fxed 8 Dxed
Dxed 9 Lxed d5 10 Ac2 exdd 11
‘Yxdd &6 12 Ye3 We7 with equality,
Ovezova-Adam, Szeged girls U-14
Wch 1994,

b) 2..e5'7 is the standard way to
get an ending. After 3 dxe5 dxe5 4
Wxd8+ Pxd8 the position is equal; for
example, 5 Df3 (5 Lcd f66 Hc3 c6 7
£d2 ©c7 8 0-0-0 Dd7 9 Dge2 De?
10 Dg3 Db 11 £b3 £d7 12 Dced
D5 13 £a5 Hxg3 14 Hxg3 ke 15
Ed2 Ehd?® = Simon-Bagirov, Germany
1996/7) 5..£6 6 #cd c67 0-0 £c5 8
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Hdl+ $c7 9 Dbd2 Dd7 10 Ded e
11 £d2 Dh6 12 £c3 Db6 13 b3
Af5 14 Dg3 A g6 12/ Lisovik-Bor-
suk, Alushta 1992.

3cd4

3 f47! €5 is good for Black.

3..e545¢c3

After 4 Df3 g6 Black gets a satis-
factory game by continuing in King’s
Indian fashion with ..&g7, ..gf6
and ...0-0.
.Dgf6 5 D3 (D)

&

%

%&%
WEa B

5...Q.e7

5..c66 fe2 #e7 7 0-0 0-0 trans-
poses to a harmless variation of the
Old Indian, with which Julian Hodg-
son has scored well. For example, 8
bl He8 (8..e4 9 £)d2 d5 10 b4 Hed
11b5¢5'? 12 cxd5 cxd4 13 exd4 £d6
14 Dcd D6 15 Dxd6 Wxd6 16 &b3
Dfxd5 17 #a3 ds 18 Dxd5 Dxd5
19 £.c4 & e6isunclear, Kallai-Hodg-
son, French Cht 1999) 9 b4 8 10 b5
e4 11 bxc6 bxe6 12 Dd2 Hbs 13 Wc2
d5 14 Wa4 Exbl 15 Dexbl Fe7 16
# a3 b6 17 Was5 #g4 18 Hc3 £xa3
19 Wxa3 # xe2 20 Dxe2 Dgd 21 Hg3
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h5 with the initiative for Black, Vera-
Hodgson, Lucerne Wcht 1989.
6£d30-070-02e88Wc2 £f8
8...h6 also leads to a quiet position:
9 h3 b6 10 dxeS5 dxe5 11 Edl &b7 12
A15 &xf3 13 gxf3 £d6 14 Ded We7
15 &xd6 cxd6 16 b3 &c5 favours
Black, Kolarov-Pirc, Gyula 1965.
9b3g6
This position is similar to an Old
Indian. Now 10 #a3? s a bad tactical

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

mistakedue o 10...e4! 11 Dxed Dxed
12 & xed Bxed (12..d5") 13 Wxed d5
14 Wxd5 c6 15 Wg5 Wxg5 16 Dxgs
#xa3, when Black has an advantage,
Michenka-Voka¢, Ceske Budejovice
199%6.

Conclusion: After 2 e3 there are
many transpositional possibilities, al-
thoughthe quiet Old Indian-type posi-
tions are playable for Black.




20 The Pirc Defence:
Introduction

When planning this book, one major
discussion dealt with the repertoire
choice against 1 d4 d6 2 e4 and 1 e4
We had three options: the normal Pirc
(2..9Df6 3 &c3 g6), the Czech system
(2..8f6 3 &c3 c6) or the Modem
(2...86). The main line of the Czech (4
f4) seemed to us too dubious for Black
although some of the sublines (espe-
cially 4 &f3 &g4) fit together with
the repertoire very well. The Modem
move-order 2..g6 3 &c3 & g7 gives
Black additional weapons in some Pirc
variations, especially against 4 fe3
and4 &g5. However, Blackhas to take
into consideration some additional op-
tions for White, especially 3 c4, which
leads to either a King's Indian or to
some Modem line. There is an impor-
tant psychological point not to allow a
1 d4 player toreturnto a 1 d4 opening
afterhe has ‘gambled’ with 2 e4. How-
ever, there certainly do exist plenty of
1 d4 players who are quite confident in
playing the Pirc with White. Even-
tually, partly because of Nunn's rec-
ommendation, the more forcing Pirc
was chosen. Only later did we recall
that there is a fourth option, namely
the endgame/Philidor variation with
2..5f6 3 &c3 5 briefly discussed in
Line B of Chapter 33, which fits well

with ourrepertoire as a simple alterna-
tive to the Pirc. There may be players
who feel uneasy with some compli-
cated Pirc lines and players who find
the Pirc too theoretical

The Pirc Defence is a theoretically
respected and positionally well-founded
system with a lot of material to study
Our coverage here is therefore highly
selective, since our primary aim has
been just to provide Black with a via-
ble repertoire. We have chosen only
solid lines with tolerable practical re-
sults for Black. For those who require
more detail, we can recommend the
fairly recent book The Ultimate Pirc
by Nunn and McNab. However, we do
have plenty of new material compared
with that book: new examples, origi-
nal suggestions and even some varia-
tions that are not discussed there

1ed d6 2 dd 916 3 D3 g6 (D)

Unfortunately, the Pirc is not always
a perfect choice from the psychologi-
cal point of view. In the diagram posi-
tion (and a move earlier) White has a
wide choice of variations and systems
leading to quite a variety of position-
types. White has a few choices with
good chances to make a draw at will
There are also excellent chances for
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White, with 4 £g5 for instance, to
make the game terribly difficult from
either the positional or the tactical
point of view.

In the Pirc there are historically two
main lines: the Austrian Attack (4 f4)
and the Classical Pirc, which features
natural development by 4 ©f3 and 5
4e2. Although positionally very dif-
ferent, these are quite concrete lines
with not so many chances for Whiteto
lead a well-prepared opponent into
unknown territory right from the start.

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

This is why the popularity of the lines
4 2e3and 4 £g5 is gradually increas-
ing. Especially the former is a flexible
move, retaining options of many dif-
ferent plans. The latter is probably
more appealingthan 4 f4foranattack-
ing player who wants to play fora win.
4 g3 followed by £g2 and &ge2 is a
positional system, but it seems White
has trouble getting anything if Black
has done his homework well. The im-
portance of the other 4th move alter-
natives is more marginal though the
flank attack idea with 4 £e2 and h4
seems to be quite popular beneath the
top levels. Also, 4 £c4 has a some-
what dubious reputation because the
active c4-bishop tends to become ex-
posed or blocked.

The third-move alternatives to 3
&)c3, namely 3 £d3 and 3 f3, should
also be taken seriously. The latteris a
useful weapon for a universal player
who knows something about every-
thing. Black has several options — but
all of them can lead to position-types

Variation Games W's score W’s rating_|W's Performance
3443 1242 56% 2335 2380
3f3 921 55% 2313 2356
4f4 4144 58% 2324 2384
4.Df3 3697 55% 2355 2394
4 4e3 1604 60% 2363 2419
4 4g5 1510 58% 2334 + 2380
4g3 1101 57% 2365 | 2410
4 Ke2 973 S54% 2288 | 2335
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from other openings. Against 3 £d3
Black is likely togetacomfortable po-
sitional fight with standard moves.

The table at the bottom of the pre-
ceding page gives statistics for White's
main lines.

The statistics provide some useful
information but there is also some un-
certainty because of the many transpo-
sitions between lines. It seems that 4
£e3 is the most effective of the main
choices but the high performance is
mainly caused by the fact that the nat-
ural response, £g7, is not doing
well. With our recommendation 4...c6
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good ploy to force a Pirc specialist to
play something else. It must be noted
that if we take statistics from the last
five years, the performances don't
change muchbut4 £ e3and4 £gSare
close in popularity to 4 f4 and 4 §)f3.
It is therefore logical to pay most at-
tention to these four moves.

Most of the lines introduced here
are also applicable with the Modem
move-order. The Pirc/Modem is quite a
popular opening in the hands of play-
ers who want to play for a win and
who like pawn-chain strategies and
manoeuvring. Some top players use
the Pirc i . There are also

Black has performed mor
Besides, the badly performing 4 f3
normally transposes to £e3 lines. We
also see the practical value of 3 f3.
Maybe Black is not always well pre-
pared for such a move ormaybeit is a

some players just below the world’s
absolute elite who specialize (or have
specialized) in the Pirc/Modem, such
as Chemin, M.Gurevich, Azmaipar-
ashvili and of course Nunn.




21 The Austrian Attack

with 5...c5

Our choice against the Austrian At-
tack is 5..c5 (rather than 5...0-0). The
theoretical and practical value of these
two lines is about the same but the
variation tree of 5...c5 is narrower and
easier to control. For someone who re-
ally hates draws we can recommend
5...0-0 (not covered here) because there
is a forced draw after 5..c5 (see the
note to White's 10th move in Line A)
and some other lines lead to a drawish
position. Black has a desperate at-
temptin Line A atmove 8 to play fora
win but strong nerves are needed. In
Line B we have better chances for a
fight, but this is White’s choice

1ed dé 2 dd &f6 3 Ac3 g6 44
Ag75 &3

5e5 Mfd7' 6 Af3 c5 transposes to
note ‘b’ to White's 6th move

5..c5(D)

This is our recommendation. The
main alternative is 5..0-0, which de-
mands even more hours with the the-

ory books

Now (after 5...c5):
A: 6 b5+ 169
B: 6 dxcS 172

The alternatives don't promise White
much:

@‘Q%Q// =4

a) The Benoni-type system 6 d5
0-0 7 £d3 (7 R.c4?!allows the typical
trick 7..b5! 8 #xb5 Mxed 9 Mxed
‘@a5+ 10 Mc3 Axc3+ 11 bxe3 Exbs,
which is fine for Black) 7...e6 8 0-0 (8
dxe6 fxe6 9 0-0 Mc6 is OK for Black)
8..exd5 9 exd5 Mab = doesn’t offer
White much because of the trick 10 5
cd! 11 fixcd Axf5.

b) 6 e5 Mfd7! 7 exd6 (with 7 e6
fxe6 8 Mg5 M6 9 dxc50-0 10 Acd d5
White has destroyed his own centre
but 7 dxc5 dxe5 8 fxe5 Mxe5 9 Wxds+
Dxd8 10 Mxe52.xe5 11 Acd Aeb!?
12 & xe6 & xc3+ 13 bxe3 fxe6 leads to
an interesting unclear ending, Velim-
irovi¢-Vujadinovic, Nis 1994) 7...0-0
8 #e3 (8 dxe? Wxe7+ 9 'We2 Wds is
risky for White) 8...exd6 9 ‘#d2 Mc6
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10 0-0-0'%a5 11 &bl Hf6 gives Black
at least equality. 12 h3 and now:

bl) 12..4e6'? 13 a3 (13 d5 Db4
14 £c4 45 F) 13..EfeBlooks inter-
esting, because 14 d5? ©xd5 doesn’t
work.

b2) 12..Eb8 13 dxc5 dxc5 14 D5
Dxd5 15 §xa5 Dxa5 16 Bxd5 b6 17
e5 12-1/2 V.Fedorov-Manion, Phila-
delphia 1992.

A)
6 Ab5+ Ad7 (D)

Tes

Here the alternative for White is
another Benoni-style continuation, 7
£.xd7+ Dfxd7 8dS, but Black imme-
diately achieves the ideal Benoni move
8..b5!. Then:

a) White cannot hope much with @
Dxb5 Wa5+ 10 De3 Lxc3+ 11 bxe3
Wxc3+ 12 £d2'8'c4 13 He2 Dbo 14
a4 a5 15 Wxcd Dxcd 16 £¢3 0-0 17
e2 Dd7 18 Dd2 Dceb6 19 g4 eb =
Rotsagov-Agrest, Stockholm 1997.

b) 90-0 b4 10 De2 BDb6 11 £5'7
(11Dg3 D87 12 e2 &c7 is equal)
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11..9)8d7 12 0¥ 4 &f6! (stoppingDgS5)
13 He2 '®c7 14 a3 a5 = D.Popescu-
G.Popescu, Bucharest 1993.

c) 9 e2 ba 10 Ddl Db6 11 0-0
0-012 D2 (12 c4!?) 12..'&<c8 13 el?!
(1315 %a6 14 Wel offers White better
counterplay according to Shirov) 13...a5
14 Bbl e6” (14..%8d7 is good for
Black) 15 c4 bxc3 16 bxc3 £ Shirov-
Beliavsky, Madrid 1997.

‘White has scored very wellin prac-
tice with 7 £xd7+ but theoretically it
doesn’t look dangerous.

7..Dgd 8eb

White has two important alterna-
tives:

a) 8 £xd7+ (solid but rather draw-
ish) 8..'%'xd7 9 d5 dxe5 10 h3 e4 (D)
and then:

z% /t/ £

XL WEAR
'y /;/
/,%/% 7
/%w71%ﬂ/
» /&
a%&% /a/
2wy 8

al) 11 hxg4!? (relatively unpopu-
lar) 11..exf3 12 '&'xf3 Ha6 13 £d2
&b4a!? 14 0-0-0 0-0-0 15 De4 and
now Black should play 15..&b5 (not
15..8Dxa2+7? 16 &bl '&'b5 17 a3 Dbd
18 Dxc5 +) according to Nunn. After
16 ¥b3, 16...Exd5 seems to be tacti-
cally justified.

\n-

&

\
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a2) 11 Mxe4 AF6 is the main line:

a2l) 12 Mes Wad (12..8c7) 13
Axf6+ £xf6 14 0-0 Ad7 =.

a22) 12 Mxc5'¥xdS 13 ' &xd5 Dxd5
14 ©xb7 Mcb gives Black nice com-
pensation; forexample, 1 50-0 Eb8 16
Ac5 Axb2 3.

a23) 12 Mxf6+ & xf6 13 0-0 0-0
and then:

a231) 14 c4 e6 (or 14..8d6 15 f5
Ad7 16 £h6 Bfd8 17 fxgb hxg6 18
He2b5=) 15 Me5 &d6 16 Eb3b617
Agatg718 W3 (18 4e3=)18..£519
Ae5Ad720 Mt Bfed 21 Zdl A6 F
Cuijpers-Van der Sterren, Dutch Ch
(Hilversum) 1983.

a232) After 14 Me5 &d6 15 c4!
(15 £e34d7) 15..8d7 16 Mgd £ dd+
17 #e3 #xe3+ 18 Mxe3, Dvoretsky
gives 18..f5' = as a solid equalizer.

a233) 14 fe3 £ xb2 (less reliable
looks 14...Ma6 15 MeS5 'Hd6 16 Mgd
#xb2 17 Hbl #£g7 18 f5 with good at-
tacking chances for White, Yusupov-
Hort, Bundesliga 1993/4) 15 8bl #g7
16 #xc5 Ed8 17 c4 (after 17 MeS
‘@7 18 443 Black has the nice move
18..Ac6!; for example, 19 Ef3 Dd4
20 @ed AfS 21 Eb3 Hac8 3 Liss-
Chemin,Rishon le Zion 1994; 17 Hel
Wxds 18 & xe7 Wxdl =) 17..%c7 18
#£d4 Excs 19 #xg7 xg7 20 Bxb7
Wxd5 2] Wxd5Exd5228xe7(22 Bcl
Ad723 Ecc7Mc524Exa7Exa7 25
Hxa7 8d3 = Gara-Zimmerman, Bu-
dapest 1994) 22. Mc6 23 Ec7 Bd2
with equality, Acs-Chemin, Hungar-
ian Ch 1999.

b) 8 h3 &xb5 (8..cxd4 9 'Exdd
Ah6 10 g4 #xbS 11 Mxb5 0-0 is also
very complicated) 9 MxbS5 (9 hxg4

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

dxe5 10 MxbS transposes to line ‘b2")
9...dxeS5 (D) ishighly unclear:

A%

) 1146 12 &cd 0-0 13 dxc5?' (13
WxcS may be better, although Black’s
position looks active) 13..Mc6! 14
Axc6bxc6 15 Mc3 e5! 16 fxe5 MhS
17 0-0 & xeS with a slight advantage
for Black, Bednar-Zimmerman, Kom-
amo 1997.

b2) 10hxg4 Wa5+isthemainline.
‘Whitehas three options, two of which
look slightly suspect:

b21) 11 £d2&xb5 12 dxe5 &xb2
13 Ebl &xa2 14 Exb7 &dS5! (Black is
alittle better due to his strong central-
ized queen) 15 "&bl 0-0 (15..Mc6!?
16 Ec7?' 0-0 ¥ Antal-Zimmerman,
Budapest 1996) 16 '&'b3 c4 (why not
16.. Wxb3 17 cxb3 Mc6 3?7) 17 EbS
Wedr 18 D12 c3!7 19 &xc3 Exf4 20
Exe7 with a complex position, Grosar-
Chemin, Austrian Cht 1995/6.

b22) 11f2e4 12'&el (12 g5
'B'xb5 13 dxc5 Mab 14 Mxed Mxc5 7)
12..8xbS 13 &xe4Md7 14 Eel 0-0is
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unclear though Black apparently has a
safer king, Sathe-Hennigan, British
Ch(Swansea) 1987.

b23) 11 c3 is probably the stron-
gest: 11..e4 12 We2 exf3 13 Dd6+ (13
gxf3 cxd4 14 Dd6+ Lf8 F Belikov-
Kubanov, St Petersburg 1993) 13..$d7
14 Dxb7 Wbo 15 Wxf3 cxd4 is very
hard to evaluate. V.Fedorov-Ma Tseit-
lin, USSR 1977 continued 16 Wd5+
Dc7 (16..&c8) 17 xf7 Wxb7 18
Wxg7 ¥xg2 19 We5+ $b720Ef1 (20
Wxe7+) 20..8c6 21 Wb5+ c7 and
Black could be quite happy.

8...fxe6

If Black really has to play for a win,
there is the line 8... £xb5 9 exf7+ &d7
10D xb5Wa5+ 11 &c3h5 (or 11..cxd4
12 Dxd4 h5) 12 h3 cxdd 13 Dxd4
D6 14 Dde2 (14 DF3!? Dho 15 0-0
£ xc3 16 bxc3 is unclear) 14..5h6 15
%e3 Baf8!? 16 Wd3 Of5 17 &2 Exf7

18 0-0-0? (18 0-0) 18..h4, Oll-Gure-
vich, Tallinn 1987, but of course Black
has to be very careful in such a high-
risk position. This line has been rather
unpopular in recent years.

9 &)g5 AxbS (D)
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10 &Hxb5

In the line 10 Dxe6 &xd4 11 DxbS
(11 Dxd8 &2+ 12 &d2 &ed+ is a
well-known forced draw) 11..%a5+
129d2(12c3 412+ 13 d24e3+ 14
P2 Wad+ 15 bl Wed+ 16 W2
Yxc2+ 17 Pxc2 ©d7 18 Dec? a6 19
xa8 axb5 20 a4 bxa4 21 Bxa4 &c6
is much better for Black, Lanc-Pahtz,
Dresden 1988) 12..&f2+ 13 dl
De3+ 14 Le2 Wxb5+ 15 xf2 Dga+
16 g3 ©d7 17 Wd5 (Dlugy gives
17 el ©h6 18 h3 Do 19 Lh2 DFS
20 c3 d8 F defending successfully)
17..Df6 18 Dxc5+ Led 19 Yxb7
Wxb7 20 Hxb7 a5 F the knight gets
into trouble.

10..WaS+ 11 ¢3 Wxbs 12 Hxe6

12 Wxg4 cxd4 13 Dxe6 Yed trans-
poses to the main line.

2.Yca

The more natural move 12..9a6'?
is a little risky in view of 13 Dxg7+
D714 QDe6 (14 Yxgaxg7 15 Le3!?
Wxb2 16 0-0 ¥xc3 17 Bael Ehf8 18
Wha!alsogives White aninitiative for
the sacrificed material) 14...&xe6 15
Wxgd+ &f7 16 Le3 Wxb2 17 0-0
Wxc3 18 Hael with astrong initiative
for White (Nunn and McNab).

13 Wxgd cxdd (D)

14 HxgT+

14 £5 26 15 fxg6 Egh 16 g7 Dc6!
17 Dc7+ £d8 18 Deb+ (the alterna-
tive 18 Dxa8 Exg7 19 Yed Des5 is too
risky for White) 18..%e8 = Shirov-
Khalifman, Groningen 1990, is an-
other practically forced draw.

14.. 217155

The ending after 15 Of5 We6+ 16
De3 dxe3 17 Wxet+ Lxe6 18 Lxe3 is
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quite pleasant for Black, who has an
active king.

15..3xg7 16 Whd De6

Now:

a) 17 Bf1?! Zhf8! 18 £h6+ $hs
19 2xf8 Exf8 20 0-0-0 gxf5 21 &bl
b5 gives Black good compensation for
the exchange, Beliavsky-Hodgson,
Belgrade 1993.

b) Hodgson's suggestion 17 & h6+
is untested. Then:

bl) 17..5g87 18 &ed! (18 Bf1 bS
19 0-0-0 dxc3 20 f6! is interesting) is
good for White given that the natural
18 ..gxf57" 19 'WxfS5 dxc3 loses to 20
Hf1! 'Yha+ 21 B12 816 22 'EdS+ e6
23 Bxf6 exd5 24 0-0-0.

b2) 17..&f77 18 Bfl Led 19 f6
‘e6+ 20 Ddl dxc3 21 f7+ $d7 is a
suggestion by NunnandMcNab, which
gives Black compensation in the form
of his safer king.

Conclusion: All the lines are prob-
ably OK for Black but there is a lot of
theorytostudy here. For some players
it might be a problem that White can
take adraw in this line if he wants.

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

B)
6 dxc5 (D)
AR We X
5 %x% %xwx
% Ar
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This is the more positional choice,
if anything can be described as posi-
tional in the Austrian Attack.

6..Yas 7 &d3

Or:

a) The endgame after 7 &d3 &xcS
8 4e3 Wa5 9 Wbs+ WxbS 10 DxbS
(10 &xb5+ Db =) 10..Ha6 11 £d3
0-0 is not dangerous because 12 £xa7
&hS 13 £e3 £xb2 14 Bbl #g7 offers
Black at least equality, A.Sokolov-
M.Gurevich, USSR Ch (Riga) 1985.

b) Equally tame is 7 £b5+ £d7 8
# xd7+ ©bxd7 9 0-0 Wxc5+ 10 Phl
0-0, withan easy life for Black.

7..4xc5 8 We2 £gd 9 Ae3 Was
10 0-0 6 11 h3

White has some alternative ideas
instead of this obvious-looking move:

a) The committal 11a3 0-0 12b4?!
(12 h3 #&xf3 13 &xf3 transposes to
the main line; in Kuznetsova-M Gure-
vich, Cappelle la Grande 2001 Black
generated counterplay in an instruc-
tive way: 12 Habl ©d7 13 b4 ''d8 14

\
N

§
8

N

\
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THE AUSTRIAN ATTACK WITH 5..c5

Ha2 &xf3 15 Exf3a5! 16 b5 Dd4 17
Bffl Zc8 18 De2 Dxe2+ 19 Yxe2
Hc3 20 Bb3 '8 3) looks like a suspi-
cious way to create weaknesses in
White’s own camp: 12...%d8 13 Zadl
Dd7 14 Yd2 Ecs.

b) 11 %hl 0-0(D)and then:

X T Ke]
A A
/h &i7
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#, Honesn
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bl) 12a35d7 13 el &c5 14 £57
(sounder is 14 h3 §xd3 15 cxd3 &d7
=) 14..xd3 15 cxd3 gxf5 16 Wg3?
(16 @ha!7 f4! 17 &xf4 h5 5 Kasim-
dzhanov) 16. fxed 17 dxed (17 Exgd
£5) 17..£h5? (Kasimdzhanov gives
17../8h5! 18 )d5 £d7 19 h3 g6 20
‘&hd £5' T) 18 b4 Ed8 19 b5 g6 20
bxc6 £xc3 21 cxb7 Eb8 with compli-
cated play, Kotsur-Kasimdzhanov, Is-
tanbul OL 2000.

b2) 12 Wel Bacd (12..Db4? 13
h3%xd3 14 cxd3 £d7 certainly looks
playable) and now:

b21) There is little point in 13 a3
Hfds 14 h3 (14 Dd2Y7) 14. . 4xf3 15
Bxf3 e6! 16 gl He8 17 Dd1?! (ac-
cording to Ribli 17 Bafl £xc3 18
bxc3 Wxc3 19 £5, with compensation,
is more critical) 17..d5' 18 e5 f5 19

@
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exf6 Dxf6 F Glek-Ribli, Bundesliga
1996/7.

b22) 13 {d2 intending to trap the
bishop with 5 seems toforce aretreat:

b221) 13..£e6!714f52d7 15 e
'Wds 16 Wha?! (Mortensen's sugges-
tion 16 a4 stops the most obvious coun-
terplay) 16..bS! 17 &xb5 ©b4s 18
Dxa7 Bxcd 19 Lxcd Dxc2 with a
messy position, Mortensen-Cu.Han-
sen, Espoo Z 1989.

b222) 13..4d7 14 ©b3 ¥ds 15
ad! (15 '%hd Dga 16 L g115 17 Rael
e6 = Agnos-McNab, London Lloyds
Bank 1990) 15... £e6 (or 15..8b4 16
Hxa7) 16 Dd4 Dxd4 17 £xd4a618f5
Scd 19 a5 D7 20 £xg7 Pxg7 (Mor-
tensen-Sokolovs, Copenhagen 1997)
and according to Mortensen White
should play 21 Ha4! £xd3 22 cxd3
&c5 23 Ed4 b3 24 Ebd Dxa5 25
&)d5 with attacking chances, but this
all looks rather complicated and un-
clear.

c) A very similar idea is 11 'el
0-0 124)d2(12 %hl transposes to line
‘b2’), and now:

cl) 12..b4!? 13%3b3 ¥ d8 (Black
could consider 13..%h5!?) 14 f5 is
risky because the bishop is in trouble.

c2) 12..£d7135b3 Wd8andnow:

c21) 14 $h1'? DHga? (14..Db4
should be OK) 15 &gl £5 16 exf5 gxf$5
17 Zc4+ &h8 18 Rdl £ M.Anders-
son-Burwick, Stockholm 1998.

©22) 14 h3 b4 15 E12 b5! 16 a3
Dxd3 17 cxd3 &b8! 18 d4 b4 19 axb4
@xb4 20 §cl Lcb was fine for Black
in Mortensen- Yrjola, Espoo Z 1989.

11..4xf312 Wxf30-0 13 a3 Dd7
14 £d2(D)
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14..9d8

This is the current trend, and is fa-
vouredespecially by Chemin. The plan
is to continue with solid moves like
..e6, ..Ec8, ..a6 and ..bS, and to wait
for White tocommithimself with some
active move like f5. However, there
doesn’t seem to be anything wrong
with the old line 14...@b6+ 15 Phl
&c516 Babl Dxd317cxd3 5! 18 g4
eb. After, for example, 19 gxf5!7 exf5
20 ©d5 Wd8 21 &c3 De7 22 e5'?
dxe523 DxeT+ Yxe7 24 kbd @725
S xf8 Bxf8 26 fxeS &xe5 Black has
sufficient compensation, Glek-Cher-
nin, Neu Isenburg 1991.

15&h1

15 Hael e6 16%h] Ec8 17 f5a6 18
‘g3 Le5 19 Lf4 A6 20 Lxe5 DxeS
21 De2 Dh5 22 Ye3 'Yh4a 23 gl
Efe8 = Fierz-M.Gurevich, Cappelle la
Grande 2001.

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

15...e6

Now:

a) 16 'Wg3 a6 17 {5 Le5 18 &f4
D6 19 LxeS DxeS (the position is
very similar to the note to White’s
15th move; Black has at least equal-
ized thanks to his dominant knight) 20
'h4 g7 21 De2 h6! 22 Dd4 exf5 23
exf5 g5 ¥ Van der Poel-Chernin, San
Bernardino 1994.

b) After the slightly illogical move
16 £c4, Black has many attractive op-
tions: 16...3d4!? (the two alternatives
16..a6 17 £a2 '@c7 18 Eadl b5 19
Sel Db6 20 'Yd3 Rad8 = Amason-
IKristiansen, Gausdal Z 1987 and
16..Ec8 look solid enough) 17 '#di
(17 '8£2!7%xc2 18 Hacl Dd4 19 Le3
&)e6 20 Bfdl gives White compensa-
tion) 17..d5! 18 exd5 b6 19 £La2?!
(19 £d3 HxdS =) 19..exd5 20 De2
&f5 ¥ Campora-Chernin, San Bernar-
dino 1991.

c) 16 f5 most likely offers Black
the e5-square prematurely.

d) 16 g4 is more logical but un-
tested. Maybe White has time to do
something useful before playing f5.

Conclusion: Here White has better
chances for fighting for an advantage
than in Line A but in practice Black
has done OK and theoretically there
are no lines that are terribly frighten-
ing.
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6...52g4

1ed d6 2 dd A6 3 Ac3 g6 4 A3
4875 Xe2 006 0.0 £gd (D)

We have chosen to recommend this
reliable move instead of 6...c6, which
is more unclear in nature. We believe
that the line 6...8c6 7 dS b8 is not to
everyone’s taste, and the same com-
ment applies to the Schmid Benoni,
which arises after 6..c5 7 d5.

Now:
A: 7 Re3 176
B: 7h3 182

The former is the most popular
move, but it seems at the moment that
White is struggling to find anything
promising at all. An important new
discovery is the solidity of the move
8..Ab8 in Line A2. In Line B, White

has better chances to create some open-
ing problems for Black.

White has several other possibili-
ties:

a) 7 £g5 is not very popular. The
play after 7...Mc6resembles Line A:

al) 8h3 2xf39&xf3h610 Le3eS
11 dxe5dxe5 12 Me2 Mh7 (12.. We7
1B ¢3 Zfd8? 14 @ad A7 15 Hadl
Ab6 16 'Wc2Lh7 17 b3 &6 18 Lcl
£g5 19 £b2 was very close 1o equal-
ity in Vukovic-Bogdanovsky, Nikié
1992) 13 g3 Mg5 14 Lg2 Meb 15 c3
a5 16 'Wxd8 Bfxd 17 Badl &8 =
Abramovi¢-Todorevi¢, Yugoslav Ch
1993.

a2) The other option is 8 '&d2eS
(8...d7 9 Ad5 96 is also playable):

a2]) 9dxe5 dxeS5 and then:

a211) 10 Eadl £xf311 &xf3 Ad4
12 '#e3 142 Kavalek-Benko, USA
Ch (Oberlin) 1975.

a212) 10 ‘¥xd8 Baxdd® 11 &xf6
£xf612 MdS 2g7 13 Bxc7 £xf3 14
£xf3 Bd2 15 Bacl &d4 16 Bfd17!
(16 Md5) 16.. Bxdl+ 17 £xd1 Lh6
18 Bb1 Mxc2 T gave Black active play
in Salai-Novak, Slovakian Ch (Barde-
jov) 1981.

a22) 9dS Me7 10 Badl $h8!? 11
Ael £d7 12 .6 Megd 13 Lxg7+
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xg7 14 Dd3Ye7 15f4exf4 16 Axf4
%e8 17 Bdfl ©d7 = gives Black a
solid positionandconwolof e5, Comas
Fabrego-Magem, Spanish Cht (Linares)
1991

b) Another rather rarely played
possibility, 7 a4 &c6 (D), is more ob-

z/ %é/

o

bl) After 8d5 Black can use theof-
fered bd-square: 8..4b4! 9 a$, and
now:

bll) 9..c6 10 a6 (10 Had!? Dac
11 dxc6 &cS 12 cxb7 BbS 13 a6 may
be dangerous for Black) 10...bxa6 11
dxc6 Dxc6 12 Bxab Obs 13 a4 a5
14 ©Dd4 £d7 15 Ba3 '&b8 = Beliav-
sky-Speelman, Linares 1992.

b12) 9..£d7, not allowing R a4,
is better according to Speelman. Mor-
ovi¢-Chernin, Buenos Aires 1992
continued 10 a6 bxa6 11 £xa6 Dxat
12 Bxa6 c6!? 13 Le3 'Hc8 14 'Hal
‘b7 15 ‘a2 Dxed (15..Efb8Y) 16
Dxed cxd5 17 Dxd6 exd6 Va-Va.

b2) 8 a5 looks more logical. It is
hard to say whether Black should now
block White’s a-pawn:

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

b21) 8..a6 (very natural)® &e3 (9
d5%a7 10 h3 £d7 11 Zel e5 12 dxe6
fixe6 13 &fl He8 14 £f4 Dd7 =
Benjamin-Chemin, New York Open
1997) 9..e5 10 d5 De7 11 Hd2 and
here:

b211) 11..£d7 12 Dad £xad? 13
Hxad d7 14 b4 (Glek gives 14 c4 c5
15 b4 £) 14 .f5 15 £3 Bf7! 16 c4 (ac-
cording to Glek, 16 g4! "¥f8 17 hd is
stronger) 16..'¥f8 17 c¢5 £h6 is un-
clear, Glek-Gurevich, Vlissingen 1997.
This is not such a bad King’s Indian,
though White’s queenside pawns look
threatening.

b212) Perhaps better is 11..&xe2
12 Yxe2 '#d7 13 Dad DhS 14 ¢4 5
15 £3 fxe4!? 16 Dxed Df5 17 g3 Bf7
18 212 £h6 19 %d3?! (19 Lhl is un-
clear) 19..Haf8® with counterplay since
f3 is weak, Palac-Lechtynsky, Rimav-
ska Sobota 1990.

b22) 8...e5 (allowing Whitetoplay
a6) 9 d5&e7 10 a6 b6 and then:

b221) 11 £g5 h6 12 &xf6 £xf6
13 Del £47 14 Lg4 Led! 15 Dd3
£g7 16 Db4 £S5 T Benjamin-Gufeld,
Honolulu 1998.

b222) 11 Del £d7 12 Dd3 c6!?
13 dxc6 £xc6 14 £ f3 Hc8 (better is
14..Dxed! 15 Dxed d5 =) 15 Dbs
#a8 16 ¥d3 £ Wolff-Manion, Phila-
delphia 1994.

A)
7 £e3 9c6 (D)
Now:
Al: 8 ¥d2 177
A2: 8d5 130

There are a few alternatives:




THE CLASSICAL PIRC WITH 6..8.g4

i)
B swiE®

a) 8 h3 £xf3 9 £xf3 transposes to
note ‘b’ to White’s thmove in Line B.

b) 8 &d2 (a rather unambitious
move) 8. &xe2 9 Wxe2 Hd7 (9...e5)
10 b3 €5 11 d5 De7 12 Eadl h8
13 ©a5 'Yc8 14 b4 5 15 3 g8 =
Rozentalis-Lugovoi,Neum ECC 2000.

c) The clumsy-looking 8 '#d3 al-
lows Black to equalize easily with
8..e59d5 DeT:

cl) 10 h3?' &c8 11 Dd2 D7 12
&c4 5 gave Black rapid counterplay
in Gligori¢-Nunn, Baden 1980.

c2) 10 Zadl ©h5!?11 Dbl Hf4 12
£xf4 exf4 13 ¢3 £xf3 14 £xf3g5 15
&d2 Dg6 = Sulskis-J Schmidt, Ger-
many 1995/6. Black has a nice grip on
the eS-square.

c3) 10 Hd2 f£xe2 11 Hxe2 Dgd
12285¢6'? 13 h3416 14 Lxf6Dxf6
= Gligori¢-Azmaiparashvili, Erevan
1929,

Al)
8 Wd2
This is the most natural move.
8..e5 (D)
94ds
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The conclusion has been reached
that there is not much life in the line &
dxe5 dxe5 10 Eadl '%c8 11 ¥cl (11
h3 Bd8 12 Wcl £xf3 13 £xf3Dd4 =
14 £xd4 exd4 15 DS DxdS 16 exdS
'#d7 17'§d2'¥bS and Black even pos-
sesses a slight initiative, Britton-Law-
ton, London 1984) 11 .. 8d8 12 Exd8+
and now both recaptures are OK:

a) The most popular ‘equalizer’
hasbeen 12..'%xd8 13 Ed1 '¥f8 14 h3
£xf3 15 #xf3 hS with the plan of
..&h7and .. £h6. However, the posi-
tion is far from dead as yet. The logi-
cal continuation is 16 £3b5 Ec8 17 ¢3
©h7 18 Da3 (18 g4!?) 18..&h6 19
Ded fxe3 20 Dxe3 Bd8 21 DS Ded
with a very slight initiative for White,
Motwani-Emms, British Ch (Edin-
burgh) 1985.

b) 12..£xd8 is a good plan since
e6 is an ideal square for the knight.
Now:

bl) After 13h3 £xf3 14 2xf3De6
15 Bdl (%-': Varga-C.Horvath, Bu-
dapest 1994) 15..c6 the solid nature
of the position and strong knight on
e6 compensate for the bishop-pair. In
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Kaidanov-Wolff, Hastings Masters
1990, Black even got slight plus after
16 De2 Wc7 17 c3 a5 18 Yc2 A8 19
494 Bxg4 20 hxgd A5

b2) 13Bd1 Deb= 14 Dxe5(adraw
was agreed here in the game Atalik-
McNab, Moscow OL 1994) 14 . fixe2
15 Dxe2 Dxed 16 Dd3 Wes is very
drawish since neither side has any
weaknesses.

9..8e7 10 Eadl (D)

The main idea of this move is to
stop Black playing ..c6. Experience
has shown that allowing this gives
Black good counterplay:

a) 10h37! £d7 11 Dh2 c6! (better
than 11..0xe4 12 Dxedf5 13 f3%) 12
dxc6 &xc6 13 &f3 dS! 14 Ac5 Bes
15 #xe7 Bxe7 16 Dxd5 &xd5 17
exdS e4 18 &e2 WxdS with a slight
advantage for Black, Kobaliya-Guba-
nov, St Petersburg 1995.

b) 10 Del? fxe2 11 Wxe2 c6! 12
dxc6 bxc6 13 Edl d5 14 Ac5 Ee8 15
&d3 ¥c7 16 £a3 Bad8, Vokac-Jansa,
Czechoslovak Ch 1986.

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

10...b57! was popular after Azmai-
parashvili beat Karpovwith Black, but
it has been considered dubious because
of 11 a3 (or the immediate 11 £xb5)
11..a5 12 &xb5 (12 b4 axb4 13 axb4
Ha3 14 £g5 Bxc3 15 Axf6 &xf3 16
£xf3Ha3 17 ixg7 &xg7 = Karpov-
Azmaiparashvili, USSR Ch (Moscow)
1983) 12..£xf3 (12..Dxed 13 Dxed
£5 14 Deg5 +) 13 gxf3@hS 14 Lhl f5
15 £g5 Af6 16 Bgl sixg5 17 WxgS
©f4 18 Wha £ Enders-Buchal, Ger-
man Ch (Binz) 1995. However, the
practical results have been good for
Black since not many players dare to
take the pawn.

11 Del

After 11 £ h6 Black has several op-
tions including 11...# xh6 (other pos-
sibilities are 11..®h5, 11..&e8 and
11..4c8) 12 ¥xh6 ©h8 13 Del Degs,
and then:

a) 14 Wd2We7 15f4exf4 16 Exf4
et 17 Wd4 Wes 18 Wf2 (Planinc-
Ree, Wijk aan Zee 1974) 18 5e7 19
Dd3 Dd7 =.

b) 14 We3We7 15 f4 exf4 16 Wxf4
Hae® 17 Bd4 a6 18 a4 4 c8 = threaten-
ing to occupy e5 with the knight, Deg-
erman-Kaiszauri, Stockholm Rilton
Cup 1980.

In this type of closed position it is
not usually logical for White to ex-
change the dark-squared bishops.

11..bS! (D)

In this position the ..bS advance,
coupled with the plan of ... &b8, .. BEd8
and ...c6, has been considered sound
for Black.

12a3

White has alsotried:
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a) 12 f3 Wbs 13 Hd3 Eds!? (or
13..a5 14 D27 Dh5! 15 g4 Af4 16
A xfdexfd 17 Dbl g5 18 b3 Dg6 19
c4b4 7 Sicker-Rinaldi, corr. 1990) 14
a3a515Mf2c6 16 dxc6 Axch 17 b4
axb4 18 axbd 'Wh7 19 Kal (Mus-Paul,
corr. 1991) and now 19..d5! is good.

b) 12 ©d3 Wb 13 bs c6 14 f4!?
and now:

bl) There is a long variation lead-
ingtoadraw: 14..cxd5!? 15 fxe5@xe4
16 Dxed dxed 17 Dc5 (17 exd6 Wxd6
18 #c5 Ad4+ F) 17..dxc5 18 @xd7
D5 19 Axc5 Axe5 20 Exf5 gxf5 21
A xf8 Axh2+22%h1 Yxf8 23 &xh2
Who+ 24 Sgl Wed+ 25 Df1 Wid+=.

b2) 14..exf4 15 Dxf4?! (critical is
15 #xf4 cxd5 16 e5 dxe5 17 Dxe5
with acomplicated position) 15...cxd5
16 Dfxd5 Dexd5 17 exd5 Hed 7
Perez-Schiissler, SantaClara [996.

12..a513 &d3

13 b4 axb4 14 axbd Ha3 15 4g5
(15 3 Wb 16 Dd3 c6) 15..Exc3! 16
Axf6 Ha3 17 Axg7 Pxg7 18 f4 f6
with equality, Brunner-Fioramonti,
Switzerland 1992.

13..%b8 14 £3 ¢6! (D)
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This typical plan of counterplay is
sometimes prepared with .. Ed8. Here,
however, 14..Ed8 is met by 15 b4
axbd 16 Dxb4! Bxa3 17 Eal Exal 18
Exal, when Black’s counterplay has
been prevented at the cost of a pawn,
Kuczynski-Chemin, Polanica Zdroj
1992.
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15 dxc6 Axc6 16 bd

Or:

a) 16 &f2!? Rd8 transposes to note
‘a’ to White's [2th move.

b) The idea 16 &h6 b4 17 Axg7
xg7 18 axb4 axb4 19 Dbl Wbo+ 20
Shl Eab8 21 c4 bxc3 22 Dxc3 Kfds
= doesn’t look very logical for White,
Barlov-Jansa, Bor 1985.

16...ds!

The other key move of Black’s
counterplay.

17 fc5 Re8

Now:

a) 18 @f27 axb4 19 axbs d4 20
&bl Ba2 21 Hd3 Hd7 7 Kuczynski-
Chemin, Budapest Z 1993.

b) White should perhaps content
himself with thedrawish line 18 #xe7

Y2

A é

W

N
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Hxe7 19 exd5 Dxd5 20 Hxd5 £ xdS
21 bxa5 'Wa7+ 22 $hl Yxas5 23 Yxa5
Hxa5 24 b4 &b7 25 Zd8+ Lf8 =

c) There is also the very compli-
cated line 18 bxa5 dxe4 19 b4 exf3
20 gxf3 £d7 21 a6 (Kaminski-Finkel,
Groningen open 1993) 21..83£5!, when
White's ragged position guarantees
Black counterplay.

Conclusion: The old main line is
perfectly OK for Black and White can
expect no advantage after 9 d5 or after
the almost dead ® dxe5.

A2)

8ds

This move became very popular af-
ter White's possibilities were exhausted
in the 8 '&d2 line.

8..20b8 (D)

This surprising approach has be-
come popular during the last few years
and no refutation or any definite ad-
vantage for White has been found yet.
In the old line 8...2xf3 9 #xf3 De5
10 &e2c6 1114 (or 11 a4 'Wa5 12 Ea3
Ded7) 11..8Ded7 12 dxc6 bxc6 13 ¥d3
2 Black has encountered some prob-
lems though the last word has hardly
been said yet.

9ad

Maybe the most critical, but White
has several other more or less sensible
moves:

a) 9h3 &xf3 10 £xf3 c6 (alterna-
tively, 10...23bd7 11 a4 a5 12 #e2 c6
13 Bel ¥c7 = Kindermann-Anand,
Munich 1991) 11 a4 (11 g3 Hbd7 12
#g2 Wa5 13 a2 Efc8 14 Hadl cxdS
15 exd5 De5 16 We2 Hcd 17 Ll bS
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gives Black counterplay, Unzicker-
Roth, Bavaria 1994/5) 11...a5 12 &bl !?
(a surprising regrouping plan but it is
better than no planat all) 12..3bd7 13
23 Db6 14 282 Wc7 15 Ba2 Efe8 16
b3 Dfd7 17 c4 Db8 18 Yd2 D647 19
&c3 Dab = Arbakov-Chemnin, Berne
1995,

b) 9Dd4 & xe2 10 Wxe2 c5'7 (an-
other idea is 10..c6) 11 f3 (11 dxc6
Dxc6 =) 11..'8b6 12 Zabl a6 =
Chatalbashev-Popchev, Cacak 1991.

c) 9%d2c610Zadl (10adispos-
sible) 10.. %a5 11 a3 Ec8 (11..8fd7!?
is unclear) 12 b4 '&c7 13 £d4 Hbd7
14 Efel a5 with counterplay, Blatny-
Chemin, Pardubice 1993.

d) 9 Zel c6 10 &d2 &7 11 Zadl
©bd7 12 £h6 £xh6 13 'Exh6 &xf3
14 £.xf3 a6 = Rét3agov-Chemin, Ere-
van OL 1996.

e) 9 d2 4 xe2 10 Dxe2? (after 10
"&xe2 c6 White cannot play 11 Dc4?
due to 11..Dxed! 12 Dxed cxd5 F)
10...c6 11 c4 &g (since the exchange
of bishops only benefits White, Black
should try either 11...He8 followed by
..e6orthe natural 11..83bd7) 12 & d4
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©d7 13 £xg7 dxg7 14 Df3 £ Moldo-
van-Marin, Bucharest Ciocaltea mem
1997.

f) The most interesting of White's
knight moves is 9 Dg5? Lxe2 10
@xe2 c6 11 Badl @a5!? 1214 @ac
(12..'8b4!? B &cl Dbd7) 1B ¥M3
@Dbd7 14 &3 h6 15 Df3, Ziatdinov-
Chemin, New York Open 1998, and
now according to Yudasin Black should
play 15..&3b6 with some counterplay
(c4 and d5 are weak) to compensate
for White's pressure on the kingside.

9..a5(D)

9. &xf317 10 £xf3 a5 (V/2-/2 Golu-
bev-Chernin, Biel 1995) leads to simi-
lar positions as note ‘a’to White's 9th
move. White has saved a tempo but it
is not very important in such a static
position.

RIUN.
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Now:

a) 10 &d4 is not dangerous for
Black at all. There are no weak points
in Black’s position and his pieces are
well placed. 10... £xe2 11 &xe2 c6 12
£3 Wc7 13 Eadl Dab 14 '#d2 (intend-
ing to exchange dark-squared bishops
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with £h6, which explains Black’s
next move) 14.. Efe8 15 Bfel Hbd =
16 ©b3 ©Dd7 17 £.d4 Bacs 18 Lxg7
xg7 19 Wdd+ g8 20 Hd2 Yho!?
(basicallyitisa good ideatoexchange
queens in this type of position but be-
cause of the a5-pawn this tactical solu-
tion leads to complications) 21 ‘&xb6
Dxb6 220 xa5 BaB 23 Dxb7 Eeb8 24
dxc6 (Kaspi gives the following long
variation: 24 a5 §c4 25 Bd4 cxd5 26
Dxd5 Dxc2 27 Bxcd Dxel 28 DxeT+
g7 29 Ec7 Ea7 30 a6 Bxat 31 Dcd
Eal 32 $f2 Dd3+ 33 Pe3 Hcl 34
Bxcl Dxcl 35Dcxd6Eas with equal-
ity) 24...@xc6 25 Dxd6 exd6 26 Exd6
b4 27 b3 Dxc2 28 Ecl and from
here Rozentalis-Ponomariov, Belfort
1998 was soon drawn. This material
balance (three pawns for a knight)
doesn't give either side an advantage.

b) The other plan, 10 d2 Lxe2
118 xe2 c6 12&c4, is somewhat more
dangerous. Because of the b6-square,
12 ..%Dxe4 is not possible now. Black
must decide whichknightbelongs on
d7. In Sutovsky-Chemin, Rishon le
Zion 1994, Black decided that it is im-
portant to eliminate the strong knight
on c4: 12..45fd7 13 Badl &e5 (the al-
ternative 13.'%c7 14 £d4 Dab 15
fxg7 dxg7 16 Bfel Db4 17 e5 ¢
gave White some initiative in Mali-
shauskas-Marin, Elista OL 1998) 14
Dxe5 Lxe5 15 £d4 (15 §d2!? Hd7
16f 4 or the immediate 15 f4 might be
slightly more promising) 15.. 2xd4 16
Bxd4 £d7 17 Bd3 ¥b6 = 18 Bh3 &6
19°%d2h520%hl cxd5 21 exd5 Wxb2
22 Bbl Wa3 23 g47? (instead of this
desperate attack, the position is less
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clear after 23 Exb7) 23..0xg4 24 B gl
ac8 —+.

Conclusion: This approach hasbe-
come popular in recent yearsand White
has not yet found a very critical test,
although he might have something af -
ter 10 £Dd2. In most cases Black gets a
very solid position.

B)
7h3(D)

AR R
v

7..8x38 &xf3 Dc6 9 De2

It is important to protect d4 with a
pawn. Otherwise:

a) The somewhat strange move &
b5, aiming forthe samething, is not
a big problem for Black: 9..e5 10 ¢3
a6 (10...%h8!?) 11 Da3 exd4 12 cxd4
Dd7 13 Le3 Db6 14 Wd2 d5! 15 €5
6 16 exf6 Wxf6 = Okhotnik-Petran,
Cappelle la Grande 1989.

b) 9 £2e3e5 10 dxeS dxe5 11 De2
We7 12c3is rather drawish: 12... Bfb8!?
(this keeps the d8-square free for the
knight which heads for e6; of course,
the more natural 12...a5 and 12...2fd8

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

13 Wc2 a5 = are not bad either) 13 Wc2
(13 b4 a5 14 bS Dd8 15 Wad Ded 16
Efdl h5178d2&h718 Badl Rh6 =
Plachetka-Azmaiparashvili, Stary Smo-
kovec 1983: 13 Dcl a5 14 Wc2 Dd8
15 ©b3 De6 16 Dd2 Ded 17 Kfdl
£f6 18 g3 4g5 = Short-Azmaipar-
ashvili, Baku 1983) 13...a5 14 a4 )d8
15 Bfdl Deb= Karpeshov-Azmaipar-
ashvili, Volgodonsk 1983.
9..e510¢3(D)

77

a) 10..Ee8 invites White to close
the position with some spatial advan-
tage after 11 dS De7 12 c4 ©Dd7 13
Dc3hs 14 83D g8 15 ha (15 g2
£h6 =) 15..4h6 16 Lxh6 Dxh6 17
W42 g7 18 Ag2 a5 (though 18..f5
19 exf5 Dxf5 20 Ded h6 is level ac-
cording to Gavrilov) 19 £h3 {c5 20
Eael 2 Keitlinghaus-Gavrilov, Pardu-
bice 1995.

b) 10..%h8!? will be amore useful
move if White closes the position; for
example, 11 b4 We8 12 dS (after 12
bl Black should continue 12...exd4
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13 cxd4 Dxed 14 b5 Das 15 Y2 d5
16 'xc7 '&d8 = according to Yuda-
sin) 12...8e7 13 c4 a5 14 bxa5 Exa5
15 Wb3'&a8 (15...b6! is betteraccord-
ing to Stohl) 16 £d2 Ba6 17 {c3 Dd7
18 b5 Wha 19 &b4 £5(19...4c5 20
‘@e3b6 is unclear) 20 Bfdl b6 21 a4
Hracek-Chernin, Brno 1993.

c) Another option is 10...'#e8!? 11
d5 De712c4Dd7 13 De3 £5 14 Ebl
(Illescas-Stohl, Khalkidhiki 1992) and
after 14...a5 White’s advantage is very
small at best.

11b3(D)

This move is generally considered to
give White a slight advantage. There
are alternatives:

a) 118blas! 124e3(12b3%h41?
13&h2Eae8 14d5Dcb815c4f5 16
Dc3 §c5 = Petursson-Azmaiparash-
vili, Philadelphia 1994) 12..a4 13 &d3
&h8 = is OK for Black. Now White
blundered with 14 g3? exd4 15 cxd4
&)de5 ¥ in Kamsky-Azmaiparashvili,
Brussels rpd 1992.

b) The natural 11 &e3 D b6 seems
quite safeforBlack:

bl) 12 b3 exd4 13 cxd4 d5! 14 e5
16 15 exf6'&xf6 =

b2) 12 d5 De7 13 'Hd3 f5 14 c4
&d7 15 De3 DE6 (15...a5'7 is proba-
bly better: Black should fix the queen-
side first) 16 b4 f4 17 Ad2h5 18 hd £
De Jong-Berelovich, Groningen 1995.

b3) 12'&b3 a5 13 'c2 Hacd 14
#.cl exd4 15 Dxd4&h4 16 R e2Bfe8
17 b3 De5 18 f4 Do 19 Dxc6 bxcd
20 .4 f3 Hab8 gave Black counterplay
in Gomez Esteban-Morovi¢, Mesa
1992,

Now (after 11 b3):

B 2
Ak A
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£d7 15 Ebl a5 16 a3 Df6 17 bd axbd
18 axbdfxed 19 Dxed Dxed 20 & xed
&5 21 g3 % Ivanchuk-Timman, Lin-
ares 1989. White has some spatial ad-
vantage. In the typical King's Indian
position the ed-square is usually more
important than d4 for the black knight.

b) 11..%h8 is more interesting (al-
though adraw was agreed here in Vol-
zhin-Yakovich, Barbera 1999). After
the natural 12 &3 the active response
12..f5 13 exf5 gxf5 14 dxeS5 dxe5 15
# xc6 bxc6 16 f4 £ gives White a more
solid pawn-formation. Black can also
experiment with 12..9e7'? 13 '#d2
o6 or 12..'%h4!? 13 #d2 hé.

Conclusion: This is probably the
theoretically best way for White to
play the Classical Pirc and is quite
solid. White has some chances for a
small plus but Black has several possi-
bilities and the theory has not yet been
exhausted. Very often the play will
take on a King'’s Indian nature.




23 The Pirc with £e3

Le3 is a flexible move which enables
White to choose between vartous plans.
One of the main ideas for White is to
exchange the dark-squared bishops with
Wd2 and £h6 and in some cases build
up an attack on the kingside. It makes
sense for Black to wait with the bishop
on f8 and develop his own counterplay
onthequeenside. This idea works quite
well after the immediate 4 £e3 (Line
C). The main line of B is quite solid
but can be reached in our repertoire
only in the move-order 4 f3 £g7 5
Le3 (since after 4 3 we arerecom-
mending 4..c6). In Line A, White plays
an earlyh3, which may be followed by
various plans that tend to be more po-
sitional in nature

1e4d62d4163 De3 g6

Now we consider three systems with
Se3:
A: 4h34g75 Le3 184
B: 49)f32g75 &e3 138
C: 4 4e3 190

Naturally, there are plenty of possi-
ble transpositions between these three
lines.

A)

4n35g75 Le3 (D)

S..c6 6 ad

Or:

a) 6€f30-07 Wd2bd7 (7..b5 8
£d3 bd7 9 e5! is rather dangerous

%&/ A
B wgans

for Black) 8 £d3 (8 £h6 e5 9 0-0-0
Wa5 10 2xg7 ¥xg7 11 $bl b5 12
De2 Wxd2 13 Hxd2 &b7 = Tivia-
kov-Shirov, Linares 1995) 8. c7 9
0-0 b5 transposes to Line C2.

b) 6f4!?is a sharp move, tryingto
argue that ...c6 is no more useful for
Black in the Austrian Attack than h3 is
for White. Now:

bl) 6..¥b6'? (taking the challenge)
7 ¥cl ©Dh5'? (7...0-0) 8 Dge2 {59 €5
0-0?' (Marin thinks 9..%a6 10 Egl
g5 11 g3 c¢5 gives Black counterplay
though the h5-knight might get into
trouble after 12 dxc5 Dxc5 13 DdS
Wds 14 Dec3) 10 Bgl g5 11 g3 =
Hragek-Marin, KrynicaZ 1998.

b2) 6...0-0 (this is safer) 7 @f3 (7
W3 Wa58 2d3 b5 9 Dge2 bs 10
&dl £b7 110-0c5 12d5@Dbd7 13 c4
bxc3 14 Dexc3 Kab 15 Lxa6 Yxab=
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Sveshnikov-Ponomariov, Bled 1999)
7...bd7 and then:

b21) 8e5seemstogive White noth-
ing: 8..dxeS 9 dxeS ©dS5! 10 DxdS
cxd5 11 £d3 (11 '&d2 Dbs) 11..b6
12 0-0 &c5 13b4 Dxd3 14cxd3f6=
Sveshnikov-Ibragimov, Bled 1996.

b22) 8 £d3 e5'? (8. %a5) 9 dxeS
dxe5 10 fxeSDe8 11 e6 (11 £.85 &bo
12 £e7 DxeS5 gives Black compensa-
tion) 11..fxe6 12 00 (12 &c4 '@e7)
12..0d6 13 §e2 D714 Lca' e 1S
a4 {deS = CuHansen-Hsi, Copenha-
gen 1995,

6..0-0 7 Df3

Or:

a) 7aSismetby7..d5!'8e5Ded9
Hixed dxed 10 £cd c5 11 dxc5? (11
c3 cxd4 12 cxd4 D6 13 @d2 = is
better accordingtoGlek) 1 1. %c7! 12
e6?'f513 ¢3 f4 14 2d4 Dc6 T Piket-
Glek, Wijk aanZee 1997.

b) 7g4!?(D)isadangerousideaof
GM Rantanen’s which is usually ne-
glected by theory.

////
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No simple equalizer has been dem-
onstrated yet:
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bl) The most natural move, 7...e5,
may be somewhat inadequate, as cur-
rent practice shows:

bll) 8 £g2 d5'7 (routine moves
tend to lead to wrouble) 9 exd5 &xdS
10 ©xd5 cxd5 11 dxe5 £xe5 12 c3
Leb 13 DI (13 De2 Db 14 0-0 f5
is unclear) 13..£g7 14 £d4 Dc6 15
£xg7 Pxg7 16 0-0 'Eb6 was close to
equality in Pulkkinen-Maki, Finland
1993,

bl2) 8 dxe5'? (thisisaninteresting
moment to exchange queens because
of the vulnerability of f7) 8..dxe5 ¢
"xd8 Exd8 and now White has sur-
prisingly good chances after either of
the sensible developing moves:

bl21) 10 &f3 h5? (certainly the al-
ternative plan suggested by Maki is
better: 10..8fd7 11 0-0-0 h6 12 &c4
He8 ) 1l £cd4 hxgd 12 Dg5 Bf8 13
£c5 + RLehtivaara-Hodgson, Lon-
don Lloyds Bank 1989.

bl22) 10 £c4 Dbd7? (10..2De8
11Df3h6 12 g5 hS 13 Dh4! Dd6 14
0-0-0 % is not good, so Black should
try 10..826!? £ or 10..9fd7'?) 11
0-0-0 b6 12Df3 £b7713 Dg5 Afs 14
&xf7 +— Norri-Keskisarja, Helsinki
Ch 1996.

b2) 7..d5!7 is a straightforward
strike in the centre, and offers Black
more hope. After 8 e5 De4 9 Dxed (9
&)ce2 f6)9..dxed 10 £.g2, 10..£5 needs
testing, while in Rantanen-Wedberg,
Eksjo 1981, 10..c5!'7 11 fxed (11
€3'7) 1l..cxd4 12 &xd4 Dceb 13
Sxc6 bxc6 14 £.c3 'YcT 15 Fe2 of-
fered Black some compensation.

b3) 7..¥a5 is another possibility.
3'Yd2 (8 2827 d5%e5Ded =) B..e5
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(8..b5 9 b4! Wxb4 10 Ebl Wa5 11
axb5 is pretty dangerous for Black) ¢
492 §bd7 (maybe9.. £ e6!? 10 Hge2
44 1o activate the bishop is worth
trying, though in Aleksandrov-Suls-
kis, Minsk 1996 Blackgotintotrouble
after 11 Bdl §bd7?! 12 dxe5 DxeS
13f4+) 10 ge2 He8 11 0-0 Db6 12
b3 exd4 13 #xd4 d5 14 exd5 Dbxd5
15 Eadl &Hxc3 16 Dxc3 (16 & xc3!
Wc7 17 Bfel 2) 16..%c7 17 g5 ho
18 Wh4 §h7 = Rantanen-Yrj6la, Hel-
sinki 1984.

7..d5(D)

This is the most straightforward
and logical approach.

8eS

Not very ambitious is 8 £d3 dxe4 9
Gixed Gixed (or 9..40d5 10 £d2 a5 =
11 0-0 b6, Espig-Bologan, Dresden
1996) 10 &xed c5'7 (10...£f5 11 &£xf5
a5+ is the simplest equalizer) 11 c3
&d7 12 dxc5 Y7 13 Wb3 Dxc5 14
Wed b6!? 15 Dd4 Ra6 16 Db5 Back
= Espig-Schmidt, 2nd Bundesliga
1991/2.

8..Med 9 Bxed

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

9 243 HHxc3 10 bxc3 c5 usually
leads to closed positions:

a) 1l Wd2&)c6 12 h4'? and then:

al) 12..c4 13 Re2 67 (13..h5)
14 h5 fxe5 15 hxg6hxg6 16 Ah6 gave
‘White a dangerous attack in Murshed-
Nogueiras, Cienfuegos Capablanca
mem 1991

a2) 12..%a5 13 h5cxd4 should be
an adegquate antidote. Andonov-Zilber-
man, Frunze 1989 continued 14 cxd4
Yxd2+ 15 Axd2 Ag4 16 Dh2 Lxh5
17 g4 (17 3 g5) 17..%xd4 18 gxh5
4 xe5 with anunclear position.

b) 110-0 and now:

bl) 11..%c6 12 ¥d2 (now White
could play 12 Eel! c4 13 &f1) 12..c4
13 £e2 f6 14 exf6 exf6 15 Bfel #e6
16 ©h2 Wd7 17 £g4 Hae8 and Black
equalized without trouble in Wemer-
Stangl, Budapest Elekes mem 1990.

b2) The immediate I ...c4 may be
slightly more accurate: 12 £e2 f6 (or
12..%c6) 13 exf6exf6 14 Wd2 Hd7'?
15 a5 He8 16 Efel D8 = Gomez
Baillo-Rechlis, Novi Sad OL 1990.

9..dxed 10 g5

Probably better than 10 §d2? c5
11 @Dxed (11 c3!? cxd4 12 cxd4 £517
gives Black counterplay) 11..cxd4 12
Wxd4 @xd4 13 Lxd4 £15 14 DcS
&c6 15 Lc3 Axe5 T Grishanovich-
Gubanov, St Petersburg Ch 1997.

10...c5(D)

1c3

After this move Black gets enough
activity with accurate play. Another
approach is 11 dxc5 ¥c7, and now:

a) Very unclear and rather unex-
plored is 12 ¥d5 {c6 13 Wxed Hxes
(or 13..£f5 14 Yf4 Hxe5 15 0-0-0
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a7

b6!?) 14 0-0-0 LS. White has an
extrapawn but his king position looks
abit shaky. It must be noted thatNunn
and McNab consider this line some-
what better for White but in practice it
has been somewhat rare.

b) 12 Dxed WxeS 13 Hc3 Db
seems to give Black enough compen-
sation no matter where White puts his
bishop:

bl) 14 £d3 f5! 15 0-0f4 16 £d2
£3 17 el ¥'xc5 18 Le3? (18 Ded)
18...%b4 19 ©d5'Eha 20 g3 Wxh3 21
&4 Exf4? (better is 21..¥'gd ¥) 22
4f1 Wh5 23 &xf4 is unclear, Sutov-
sky-Hodgson, York 1999.

b2) 14 £c4 £f5 15 0-0 Zad8 16
He2 Dd4 17 £xd4 Bxd4 (17... ¥xd4
is equal) 18 WxeS £xe5 19 Hfel £f6
20 £b3 h5 21 Ee2 Efd8 and Black's
bishop-pair and active pieces provide
compensation, Lorenz-Espig, Chem-
nitz 1998.

b4) 14 £b5 Bd8 (14..2f5?) 15
We2 fe6 16 Lxc6bxc6 170-0 Edb8
18 {hdl 'Wed 19 £3 &4 = Smyslov-
Speelman, Hastings 1988/9.

11...%ds! (D)

187

This is considered best as 11...cxd4
12 cxd4 '¥d5 13 Ecl enables White to
play &c4.

%
/

12 %2

The other possibilities are:

a) 12 dxc5?' 'Wxe5 13 'Wd4 'Wxd4
14 cxdd4 (14 £xd4 £xd4 15 cxd4 f5 is
more unclear) 14...h6' 15 &ixed 5 16
&3 f4 7 17 £d2 £xd4 18 Dd5 Ded
19 £.xf4 (19 xf4 2, llingié-Chemin,
Prague 1989, 19..e5 20 9d3 e4 21
Df4g57)19...Le6' 20 Dc7 Bxf4 21
)xa8 £.xf2+22%d2 Eb4 gives Black
strong compensation.

b) 12f4!?exf3 (12..h6 13¢4 £) 13
"Wxf3 Wxf3 (13..%b3!? looks attrac-
tive) 14 gxf3 cxd4 15 cxdd4 De6 16
fc4 45 17 de2 Hac (17...Bad8!?
may be better) 18 Hacl h6 19 Qed
Hfd8 20 Dg3 6 (20..£d7'?) 21 DxfS
gxf5 22 Bhdl * Kostakiev-Pyrich,
corr. 1991

12..h6

Also logical is 12..cxd4 13 cxd4
D6 14 Yxed b3 15 &d3 (15 LbS
h6 16 Df3 45 17 Yha g5 18 g3
‘Wba+ 3) 15..¥xb2 16 Ebl Wa2 17
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&b5 a6 18 '&b3 Wxb3 19 Exb3 h6 20
Df3 Ae6 (20..b5'7) 21 Exb7 Efb8
with good compensation, Rantanen-
Maiki, Tampere 2000.

13 Dxed A15 14 3 cxdd 15 cxdd
Dc6 16 Ed1 Zacs

Now:

a) Whiteshouldavoid 17 & c4 b4
18 #xd5 Exc2F

b) 17 @bl Wa5+ 1812 'Exad 19
b3 Wb420 &cd Da52]1 £d2 &bo 22
# xa5 &xa$5 is a little better for Black.
In Petrov-Delchev, Sofia 1992, White
suffered for his king position: 23 '&al
&bo 24 D3 Efds 25 HdS Exd5 26
#xd5 Hc2+ 27 De3 #xe5 28 g4 Af4+
29 &xf4 He2 30 g3 Wdor 31 f4
Wxd5 32 Ehgl Yxb3+ 33 $hd Eh2
34 Eg3 g5+ 0-1.

c) 17 Wd2 #xed 18 fxed Wxed 19
#d3 Wd5200-0 = is White’s best.

Conclusion: Against this method
(7 &f3) the central break seems to be
an adequate antidote but the subline 7
g4, called ‘the refutation of the Pirc’
inFinland, is usually underestimated.

B)

ADf34g75 Ke3(D)

5.0-0

This is our recommendation for
Black in this position. However, 5...c6
is an important alternative, especially
since Black will needto play this posi-
tion if he follows our proposed reper-
toire (this position arises via 4 £e3 c6
5f3 £g7). After 6 '8d2, Black has a
difficult choice:

a) 6..0-07 Lh6b5 (7. 2848 &xg7
Lxg7 9 Dg5 is also slightly better for

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK
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White) 8 £xg7 dxg7 9 &d3 £ is
hardly to be recommended.

b) 6..&g4 and then:

bl) 7h3!? &xf3 8 gxf3d5' 90-0-0
€6 10 h4 DHh57! (10...&bd7 is unclear)

11 De2! Hd7 12 Dg3 Dxg3 13 fxg3
h5 14 &bl £ Piket-Minasian, Monte-
catini Terme 2000.

b2) 7 £e20-0 8 h3 £xf3 9 &xf3
Dbd7 10 0-0 &c7 11 a4 (11 Eadl bS5
12 Bfel Ead8 13 a3 a6 14 g3 c¢5 is
equal, Emms-Nunn, Isle of Man 1994)
11..Efe8 12 Bfdl Had® 13 g3 e5 14
d5'? &b6 15 ¥d3 a5 * Gallagher-
Cu.Hansen, Reykjavik 1998. Black is
quite solid but White has the bishop-
pair.

c) 6..%a5!? is an interesting move
favoured by some specialists such as
Hodgson and McNab. Then:

cl) Black’s idea is to meet 7 £d3
with 7...2.g4. After8e5!? dxe5 9 DxeS
Dbd710h3 fe6 11 Dxd7 Dxd7 120-0
0-0 13 Badl Had8 Black didn't have
anytrouble at all in L. Webb-McNab,
British League (4NCL) 2000/1.

c2) 7 h3 may be more unpleasant,
though after 7..0-0 (7...82bd7 8 a3?!
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0-09£d3e5100-0 He8 11 £c4 exd4
12 Dxd4 'Ec7 13 D3 De5 = Heb-
den-McNab, London MSO 2000) 8
£d3 e590-0 ©bd7 10 Bfdl exd4 11
Dxd4 Be8 12 £h6 £xh6 13 'Exho
Wbo 14 b3 a5 15 a4 De5 Black has
almost equalized, Kindermann-Shirov,
Biel 1995.

d) 6..b5 is the most natural move
but not the most solid. 7 £d3 £g4 8
e5! is the only worry for Black. After
8..b4 (B) White has:

7

//
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dl) 9 $e2!? (underestimated by
some GMs) 9..4d5 10 £h6 0-0 11
h4! with fair attacking chances:

dll) 11.£xf3 12 gxf3 dxe5 13
£xg7 (13 hS £f6! gives Black com-
pensation) 13..&xg7 14 hS wansposes
to ‘d12’ but gives White less choice.

d12) 11..dxeS 12 £xg7 ¥xg7 13
hS (13 DxeS ) 13..4xf3 14 gxf3
&d7' (Black is practically forced to
start a king-march towards the queen-
side) 15 hxg6 hxg6 16 Who+ &f6 17
Bgl!?7 (17 BhS5'? Hc7isalso verycrit-
ical: Black’s position is dangerous but
he might survive) 17..%e6 18 0-0-0
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©d6 19 dxeS+ Pc7 20 e6 fxe6 21
Exg6 Ef6 + S.B.Hansen-Yrjold, Rey-
kjavik Z 2000.

d2) 9 Ded Dxed (9..Dd5S! 10
£ h6is dangerous for Black) 10 £&xed
and now:

d21) 10..&xf3 (for some reason
top players have ignored this line) 11
£xf3 dxeS 12 0-0-0 exd4 (according
to Fta¢nik, Black has problems after
12..a5 13 d5) 13 £xd4 £xd4 14 Exd4
‘#xd4 15 Bxd4 a5 16 Ehdl 0-0, with
the plan of ...e5 and .. f5, is worthcon-
sidering, though White's compensa-
tion guarantees him at least equality.

d22) 10..d5 11 £d3 &xf3 12 gxf3
‘#b6 13 h4 (13 a3!? bxa3 14 b4 Dad
15 ¢3 Hc7 16 Bxa3 0-0 17 Has £
Nguyen Anh Dung-Postny, Budapest
2000) 13..43d7 14 h5 c5 (14..e6 may
be safer) 15 dxc5 &xc5 16 £¢20-0 17
Wxd5 Bac8 18 hxg6 hxg6 19'8d4 g 5!
with dubious complications though
Black managed to get a draw in Peep
Junior 6-Khalifman, Dortmund 2000.

6 Yd2es!

Morereliablethan6...&.g4 7 9)g5'?
h68h3 #c8 $4)f3 +, whenBlack has
targets onthe kingside.

7 dxes

7 0-0-0'7 is an aggressive alterna-
tive:

a) 7..exd4 8 Hixd4 Hed 9 3 c6
10 g4 leads to a line of the Philidor
that is rather dangerous for Black.

b) 7..8e7'? is probably best. 8 £g5
(8 £h67 £g4 9d57! Lxh6 10 Exho
#xf3 11 gxf3 ©hS T was positionally
excellent for Black in Breutigam-
W.Watson, Bundesliga 1999/00) 8...c6
9 ©bl (913 bS! 10 dxe5 dxe5 11 do




190

'Wxd6 12 Exd6 Le6 13 Dd2 Hc8 14
£e2 ©bd7 15 Bdl Ded 7 Lemmers-
Carlier, Belgium 2000) 9. £.g4 (9..b5!
should be better) 10 h3 £xf3 11 gxf3
&bd7 12 h4 Bfd8 13 d5c5 14 hS gave
White a dangerous initiative in Dup-
pel-Lederle, SchwébischGmiind 1999.
7...dxe5 8 Wxd8 Exd89 &cd
Thealternatives are not dangerous:
a) 9 Dxe57 Dxed 10 Dxed Lxes
F (then 11 £g5 is met by 11..&2xb2).
b) 9 &85 Ee8 10 £d3 h6 11 £h4
&6 12 &D3b5 Be7 1/2-1/2 Ottosen-Camp-
bell, North Bay 1999.
9..8¢6 (D)
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The obvious continuation 10 &g5
Ed7 11 Bdl Exdl+ (11..d4!? 12
0-0! Ded 13 4 &d6 should also be
considered) 12 &xdl &d8 13 ®e2 h6
14 Edl might be more testing, but
14.. &84+ 15 f3 £d7 seems good
enough to keep the balance. Still, it is
very strange no one has tried this.

10..h6 11 h3 De8!

Defending c¢7 and heading for d6.
The other knight is ready to occupy

AN ExPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

d4. Inthis ending Black has nothing to
worry about. Now:

a) 12 Bfdl ©Dd4 13 £xd4 exd4 14
©Dd5 £e6 15 £b3 (the knight gets
trapped after 15 ©xd4? £xd4 16 Exd4
c6 17 De7+ Lg7) 15..Dd6"7 (this
may be unnecessary since Black has
several simple moves such as any of
the king moves or 15..c6) 16 Dxc?
£xb3 17 cxb3 (17 axb3 Bac8 18 5 is
worth considering) 17..Bac8 18 &d5
Ec5 19 b4 Ec2 20 Hxd4?! (after 20
€5 Df5 21 Dxd4 Dxd4 22 Exd4 Sf8
23 f4 Bxb2 the active pieces provide
compensation for the pawn) 20...Exb2
21 Df3 He8 22 e5 Ded 23 Hacl?!
Dxf2 24 Bd4 Lxe5 725Kl Dxh3+!
26 ©hl D2+ 27 Pgl {6 28 DxeS
fxe5 29 Ec4 Ef8 30 Exe5 h5 31 De3
Exa2 32 e7 Ral+ 33 ©h2 0-1 Heb-
den-Sutovsky, Port Erin 1999.

b) 12 Eadl Dd4 13 £xd4exd4 14
De2Dd6 15 £d3 ¢5 16 e5 DS 17
&4 g5 18 DhS £e6 = Emms-Fiaénik,
Bundesliga 1996/7.

Conclusion: The main line is not
dangerous for Black after 6..e5 but
the problem is that White has good
chances to lure Black into the some-
what unpleasant sublines discussed in
the note to Black’s 5th move. In these
lines the theory is not yet in a static
state.

C)

4 2e3(D)

4...c6

The motive of this move is not to
lose a tempo in the lines where White
exchanges the bishops with #¥d2 and
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4 h6, as in the line 4.. 4.7 5 §d2 c6

(5..0-0 6 0-0-0 is even riskier for

Black) 6 & h6 (6 f3 alsohasmoresting

than when ... & g7 has not been played)

6.. 2xh6 7' &xh6 Ya5 8 443 2.
5Wd2

Or:

a) 5&f3 and then:

al) 5...%g7 transposes to the note
to Black’s 5th move in Line B.

a2) 5..4bd7!? 6 Wd2 transposes
to the note to Black’s 5th move.

b) 5 f3 (this often comes to the
same thing as 5'&d2)5..b5 6 g4 (6
Wd2 transposes to Line Cl) 6..4g7
(the immediate 6..h5'? is not so stu-
pid: 7 g5 Dfd7 8 f4 Db6!? ¢ Df3 d5
10 De5b4 11 De2dxed 12 Dg3 Dd5
with an unclear position, Dimitrov-
Llopis, Castello 1995) 7 #d2 h5 8
gxh5 (Beliavsky gives 8 g5 Dfd7 ¢
£d3 £b710f4b4 11 Dce2 c5 12 D3
as unclear) 8...xh5 9 Dge2 Hd7 10
2 g1?! (according t o Beliavsky, White
should play 10 a4 b4 11 &dl a5 12
&2 ©b6 13 b3 5 14 c4! with coun-
terplay) 10..'8c7 11 g3 4b7120-0-0
a6 (aiming for ...c5 is often a good

91

plan) 13 f4%? b4 14 ©xh5 Exh5 15

De2 ¢5' 16 Hg3 Bh7 F Beliavsky-

Chemin, Reggio Emilia 1995/6.
5..b5

5..80bd7 6 ©f3 W7 (D) is an in-

teresting system successfully tried out

many times by McNab. White then

has two main options:
a
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w
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a) 7 £d3 e5'7(7..b5 transposes to
Line C2) 80-0(8 0-0-0'? b5!?leads to
wild complications: 9 dxe5 dxe5 10
#xb5! cxb5 11 Dxb5 Fed 12 Wa5
b4 13 Dxe5 Yxed 14 D7+ SAB 15
&h6+ Lg8 16 Yb5! Lf8 17 &xf8
Eb®! with an unclear position, Grasso-
May, corr. 1997, 8 h3 #g7 9 dxe5
Dxe5 10 Dxe5 dxe5 11 £c4?! 00 12
£c5 Bd8 7 L.Cooper-McNab, British
Ch (Dundee) 1993) 8. %27 9 dxe5 (9
Ah6'70-0 10 fxg7 Txg7=)9..Dxe5
10 Dxe5 dxe5 11 ad (11 £c5 &eb)
11...%e6 12 a50-0 13 DadDd7 14 b4
b5 = Waitzkin-McNab, London 1998.

b) 70-0-0'7is aggressive and might
be the toughest test. The following
pawn sacrifice seems almost forced:
7..b5 (7..e5 813 &g7 9 Lh6 ¥) 8 e5

'
akaa
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b4 9 AbS cxb5 10 exf6 Mxf6 11
# xb5+ #d7, and here:

bl) 12 #xd7+ &xd7 (12..Bxd7!?
13 '&'xb4 Eb8 transposesto ‘b22°) 13
WxbaMd5 14 a5 Mxe3 15 fxe3 Ah6
16 Ed3 0-0 gave Black some compen-
sation in Calzetta-Gual, Terrassa 1999.

b2) 12 ¥xb4 and now:

b21) 12..4g77 13 'Ecd 'Eh6 14
#xd7+ &xd7 15 Ed3! 0-0 16 Eb3
'Wa5 17%bl +andBlack’s compensa-
tion proved insufficient in Nguyen-
Yrjola, Istanbul OL 2000.

b22) 12..Eb8 13 £xd7+ &xd7 14
'#c3 '@xc3 15 bxc3 Mb6 16 Ld2! .

b23) 12..Ec8!?7 13 Bd2 #g7 sees
Black relying on pressure along the
open lines in front of the white king.

‘We now return to the position after

5..b5 (D):
™
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Now:
CL: 613 192
C2: 6 £d3 194

c1)
63 DbA7(D)
Tgd

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK
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‘White has a range of other plans:

a) 7 0-0-07! (having delayed play-
ing ...& g7, Black is quite well pre-
pared to meet this) 7..%a5 (there is
nothing in particular wrong with the

natural 7..b4!? 8 ce2 a5 either) 8

bl and then:

al) 8..4a6!7 9 Axb5 (9 g4 b4 10
Ace2 Ab6 11 b3 h5 12 gxh5 Mxh5
13 g2 #g7 14 f4 &f6 T Enklaar-
Timman, Dutch Ch 1976)9. . ¥'xd2 10
Ac7+ &ds 11 Exd2 £xf1 12 Mxad
#26 13 Wh3 h6 is unclear.

a2) 8..b4 9 Mce2 &a6 =

a3) 8..Ab6 9 Ad5 Yxd2 10 Dxf6+
exf6 11 #xd2 d5 12 exd5 Mxd5 13
Ae2 Le6 = Marciani-Berebora, Cro-
atian Cht 1996.

b) 7 h4 (to provoke a weakness on
g5) 7..h5"? (this is not forced since
7..8b6 8 g4 h5 9 g5 Afd7 transposes
to the main line) 8 Mh3 &7 9 Mg
a5 10 Le2 Ab6 11 Adl Yxd2+ 12
#xd2 0-0 = McShane-Gufeld, Lon-
don 1995,

c) 7 a4 (White starts action on the
queenside) 7...b4 8 &d] (8 Mce2?! a5
9 g4 Ab6 10 b3 h5 11 g5 Afd7 12 f4
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£b7 13 £g2 5 14 ©Dh3 £g7 15 0-0
46! gives Black counterplay, Van der
Wiel-M.Gurevich, Linares Z 1995)
8.a59c3(9£d3 £g710De20-011
0-0 £a6!7 =) 9...bxc3 (9..Eb8 is less
logical, though 10 g4 e5 11 h4h5 12 g5
©Dh713 Dh3 £g7 14 f4bxc3 15 bxc3
b6 16 £d3 was unclear in Gligorié-
Popchev, Belgrade 1996) 10 bxc3
h5'? 11 £d3 £a6 = (generally this
exchange eases Black's life) 12 e2
£g7 13 0-0 £xd3 14 &xd3 0-0 15
2 @c7 164 e5 is unclear, KiGeor-
giev-Leuw, Katerini 1992.

d) A very positional plan is 7 £3h3
£g7 8 Df2 0-0. Now:

dl) 9a4? b4 10 Dcdl a5 11 Ke2
€512 ¢3 bxc3 13 bxc3Ee8140-0d5'?
15 dxe5 Exe5 (15...8xe5? KiGeor-
giev-Torre, Leningrad 1987) 16 £d4
Be6 =

d2) 9 &£e2 a5"? (another sensible
plan is .. £b7, ..a6 and ..c5) 10 0-0
7 11 Bacl £a6 12 Dbl 5 13 dxe5
dxe5 14 c4 b4 15 c5 Lxe2 16 Wxe2
©Dh5 17 Ardl Efds 18 Dd2 D4 =
Granda-Rivas, Malaga [991.

7...Db6 (D)

This is very natural, as the knight
heads for c4 and frees the d7-square
for the other knight.

Black can also play 7..#a5!? 8 g5
(8 £d3 b6 9 Dge2 h5 10 g5 Dfd7 11
&bl Ea612'¥c3 Dad 13'Eb3 Hbdis
equal, Tiviakov-Gipslis, Podolsk 1992)
8..Dh59Dge2 £g7 10 Hg3 Dxg3 11
hxg3 b4 12 &dl 5 =13 &f2 cxd4?!
(13..£26) 14 £xd4 De5 (Khezhum-
ian-Amold, Budapest 1998) 15 £e2
+

8hd
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The main alternatives are:

a) 8g5 Dh5 (8..Dfd7!? $hd Lg7
10h5 g8 11 f4'&c712a4 b4 13 Ddl
a5 14 Df2¢5 15 HF3 Lb7 is alsoplay-
able, Mateo-Marin, Andorra la Vella
1999) 9 b3 (9 £d3 e5 10 Dge2 Lg7
11 dxe5 dxe5 12 a4 b4 13 @Ddl a5 14
c3b315c4 Le6 16 'Ec30-0 17 &xb3
&d7 18 '&c2'Ee7 with compensation,
XieJun-Torre, Shenzhen 1992)9...e5?
(according to Zakharevich,9..'&¢c7 10
Dge2 e5 11 Dg3 D4 12 Lxf4 exfs
13 '#xf4 £g7 is much better, when
Blacks dark-square domination pro-
vides compensation) 10 a4 b4 11 Da2
€5 12 dxc5 dxc5 13 Exd8+ xd8 14
0-0-0+ + Zabanov-Zakharevich, Kal-
uga 1995.

b) 8b3 £b7 (Black has many play-
able alternatives, such as 8..h5 9 g5
£)fd7, 8...a5'? and 8... &c7 9 Dge2 h5
10 g5 &fd7 11 &2 £g7 (22 Madl-
Tella, Augsburg 2001} and now 12 f4
£b7, with the plan ...b4 and ..c5, is
logical)9h4 hS5 10 g5 Dfd7 1114 Lg7
12£5!70-0 13 £h37! (13 £g2 is supe-
rior though after 13..b4 14 Hce2 c5
Black is fine) 13...c5' ¥ Gazik-Chemin,
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Budapest 1993. White's e4-pawnis a
problem.

8..h5 9 g5 Hfd710d5!? (D)

The most critical move. After 10 f4
#27 (10..b4!? 11 Adl c5is OK for
Black, Mazi-Kogan, Bled 1998) 11 f5
b4 12 Mdl ¢5 B c3 bxc3 14 bxc3
#b715fxg6fxg6 16Mf20-0F Black
was better developed in Blatny-Pla-
chetka, Czechoslovak Ch (Bratislava)
1991. 10 b3 should be compared with
note ‘b’ to White’s 8th move.

//&% Ka

o
T mana

10...2%5! 11 dxc6

11 £d4 leads to very murky play,
but Black got the upper hand in Nij-
boer-Timman, Dutch Ch (Rotterdam)
1997: 11..82g7 12 dxc6 Mbcd 13 c7
‘#q7 14 Ecl 0-0 15 Md5 £b7 16 Lh3
'H'e817 {4 Md7 18 A xg7 Pxg7 19 b3
Acb6 20 Eb2+ h7 3.

11...2bcd 12 Axcd Dxed 13 Wdd
Hg8!

Now:

a) 14 Bxb57 'Was+ 15 Mc3 Leb
16 ba?! (the b-file is insufficient com-
pensation for the pawn and additional
weaknesses; White should continue

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

16 £.d2 £g7 17 '&d3 Mxb2 18 Ybs,
which is still unclear) 16..%a3?! (ac-
cording to Smirin, Black should ac-
cept the challenge with 16.. &xbd 17
Ebl ¥a5 18 £d2 &7 19 '¥d3 Bxd2
20 $xd2 d5!, when he continues 21
exd5(?) 0-0-0'' F, but 21 c7 is less
clear) 17 #.cl Wxb4 18 Ebl ‘a5 19
Age2 2272083 &c521 Mb5 Hcd!
22 Wbd4 £xd4 23 'xdd Exco 24
&2 f8 25 3 Hc7 26 £f47 Bb7?
(26..&c8 F) 27 Eb3 242 Nijboer-
Smirin, Pula Echt 1997.

b) The position remains compli-
cated after 14 Mge2 £g7 (14.. a5
and 14...£a6 are the unclear alterna-
tives mentioned by Smirin) 15 '§d3
#2616 MdS! Mxb2 17 'Ea3.

Conclusion: The systems with &e3,
'#'d2 and f3 are quite popular, but
Black doesn’t seem to have any prob-
lems at all, at least from a theoretical
viewpoint. However, there are many
alternatives and different move-orders.

c2)
6 £d3 (D)
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6..23bd7 7 DIIYcT?

This useful move prevents e5 and
avoids playing ... £g7 prematurely. In-
stead:

a) 7..4g78 216 0-09 & xg7 Hxg7
10 €5 % offers White some initiative.

b) 7..e5 8 dxe5 dxe5 9 h3 is the
theoretical main line; e.g., 9..&b7 10
0-0 £g7 11 a4 a6 12 De2 0-0 13 Dg3
e7 14 c4 b4 15 ¢5 a5 16 @2 &
Palac-Ftacnik, Ljubljana 1998.

80-0

Or:

a) 8 h3 £g7 is hardly an improve-
ment for White. Tischbierek-Hickl,
Bundesliga 1995/6 continued 9 0-0 0-0
10 Bfel £b7 11 £h6 e5 12 £xg7?
Dxg7 13 dxe5 DxeS 14 Dxe5 dxe5 15
a4 b4 16 De2c517 Dg3h6=.

b) 8 £h6 admits that Black has won
the tempo-fight! Still, things are not
very clear after 8...b4 9 e2 #xh6 10
Hxh6 ¢5 11 dxe5 &xc5 12 0-0 £b7
13 &)g3 e6! (the idea is to connect the
rooks with ..&e7) 14 a3 a5 (the un-
clear 14..bxa3!? 15 Exa3 e7 was
suggested by Pein) 15 £)d2 (15 axb4!?
may be more unpleasant) 15...%e7 16
b3 Wb6, Gipslis-Gofshtein, Wiirz-
burg 1996.

8..2g7(D)

8..4b7 is logical but has not been
tested in high-level games. There is a
moment when Black has tostartthink-
ing about castling and the queenside is
hardly the right place for the king.

9ad

Or:

a) Less dangerous should be 9 h3
0-0 10 a4 b4 11 De2 a5 (11...c5!is at
least equal) 12 c3 Eb% 13 §g3 c5 14

P

&h6 * Hjartarson-Karason, Reykja-
vik blindfold 1997.

b) Queenside action is typical in
this line but this is also a logical mo-
mentto play 9 & h6, when after 9...0-0
White has a wide choice:

bl) 10 De2c511c3 a6 (1l..a5 12
g3 b4 13 Axg7 Hxg7 14 g5 bxc3
15 bxc3 6 16 e5 Dg8! 17 exd6 &xd6
18 Ded4 We7 = Hodgson-Webster,
British Ch (Millfield) 2000) 12 g3
He8 13 #xg7 $xg7 14 Dhd 5 15 dS
c4 16 £c2 D5 17 Wg5 Dgd! = Fres-
sinet-Tkachev, Bordeaux rpd 2000.
The knight retreat seems to be a very
standard defence in this line, which
has a lot in common with the Breyer
line of the Spanish.

b2) 10 Bfel e5 11 De2ab 12 Dg3
c5 13 c3 £b7 14 Badl Zfd8 15 &xg7
&xg7 16 Wg5 Hgd! = 112-/: Orlov-
Schekachev, St Petersburg 1994.
‘White’s knight checkslead nowhere.

b3) 10a4b411De2c512c3c413
&bl b3 14 Hg52te515 Dg3 Ded 16
£xg7Dxg7 17h4 Deb 18 W2 (63
Tissir-Tkachev, Shenyang 2000. This
is an example of the buried bishop.
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b4) 10 #xg7¥xg7 11a4 (115e2!?
c5 12 ¢3 a6 13 Hg3 is similar to line
‘bl 11 Rfel is met by 11..e5 =)
11..b4 12 De2c5 13 Dg3 (13 ¢3 c4!?
14 £b1b3 15 Dg3 Dg8 16 h4e5 bur-
ies the bishop on bl, which is rather
committal for White, Belikov-Glian-
ets, Russian Ch (Orel) 1992) 13...cxd4
14 Dxd4 @6 15 £b5 D5 16 Efel
De6 17 DF3 W5 18 £d3 (18 5 dxe5
19 Exe5'#d6 =) 18..5d4 19 Dxd4
'@xd4 20 b3 a5 = Pavasovit-Galla-
gher, Pula Z 2000.

We nowreturnto a4 (D):
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9...b4 10 &e2 a5 11 ¢3 bxc3

Black has another way to defend:
11...8a6 12 &xa6 Exa6 13 g3 bxc3
14 bxc30-0 15 &£ h6c5 16 & xg7 &xg7
17 '#g5 e6 18 e5 Dg8 19 Hfel h6 20
W4 cxd4 21 cxd4 dxeS 22 dxe5 Bcb
with equality, Emms-Webster, British
Ch (Scarborough) 1999.

12bxc30-0 13 Ah6eS

%S\

Black shouldn't risk 13..#&xh6 14
‘Yxh6 a6 15 fxa6 Exa6 16 Hg5,
when White gets an attack with the
plan of f4and e5.

14 G)g3 He8 15 Bfel 58 16 G3hd?!

Black’s position is defensible and
this is obviously a hit into the air. The
black knight occupies the strong square
4.

16..5%6 17 Axg7 Exg7 18 dxeS
dxeS 19 £cd DF4(D)

X2 K7
. » %&

7y
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Black is much better. Charbonneau-
Zubov, Oropesa del Mar U-16 Wch
1999 didnot last long: 20Df3 £Le6 21
4xe6 Bads 22 We3 Hxe6 23 Hadl
g4 24 Wel Dd3 25 Wg5 Hgxf2 26
Ed216 27 Dh5+ $hs 28 Dxf6 Dxel
29D xe5 Dh3+ 30 gxh3 Exe5 0-1.

Conclusion: This style of natural
development is the modem option for
White. It demands very accurate play
from Black.
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In this chapter we discuss the aggres-
siveplan starting with 4 £g5 followed
by moves like '#d2, f4 and often e5
Black has good defensive resources
and chances forcounterplay but some
of the lines are extremely sharp
Usually Black can somehow benefit
from the bishop's position. In our main
recommended response Black erases
it from the board and strives to use the
dark squares. In Line A White puts the
bishop on f4, which is a less natural
square and hardly a real problem

1edd62d4Af63 Ac3 g6
Now"

A: 4414 197

B: 44gS 198

44)f3 287 5 £f4 is moreinnocent
than Line A but occurs a little more
frequently. Black has some active re-
sponses, including 5...4)c6 (D).

a) After 6 d5 e5' 7 dxe6 fxe6
Black equalizes straight away; for ex-
ample, 8 '¥d2 0-0 90-0-0 £xa2'? (a
more traditional approach is 9...a6 10
g5 £ga 113 £d712 g4 b5 13 bl
He8 14 hd b4 15 De2De5 16 Dd4 h6
17 ©h3 Dxf31? 18 Dxf3 Dxed 19
Wg2 W6 with attacking chances, Gro-
sar-Avrukh, Elista OL 1998) 10 &g5
(10 Dxa2 Dxed 11 'We3 W6 12 3
Dxf2 13 Wxf2 @xf4+ with three pawns

and a solid position as compensation)
10...2e6 11 ¥4 We7 12 $haDe513
Dxe5 dxe5 14 Bd3 ‘-2 AmRodri-
guez-Mowsziszian, Terrassa 1996 and
now Mowsziszian gives as a possible
continuation 14..h6 15 Xxh6 Xxh6+
16 '@xh6 c6 intending ...bS.

b) 6 #d2 Sg4 7d5 (Black has no
problems after 7 £e2 & xf3 8 &xf3 e5
= or 7 0-0-0 &xf3 8 gxf3 e5 9 dxeS
dxe5 10 Wxd8+ Zxd8 11 Exd8+ &xd8
12 4e3Dd4=)7.. Lxf38gxf3QDe59
£e2 ¢6 10 0-0-0 (10 dxc6 bxc6 11
0-0-0 &a5 5) 10..0-0 11 £h6 Lxh6
12 Exh6 cxdS 13 DxdS Dxd5 14 ExdS
HcB 15 f4 'Wc7 16 ¢3 e6 17 Bdd Db
18 Bd2 f5 = Grosar-Smirin, Bratto
1997.

A)
481f4(D)
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A

This is not a very well known idea
but it is not so easy to face. The poten-
tial problem compared with £e3 is
that the bishop is on a more vulnerable
square.

4..c6 5 a2

5 h3 is sometimes a waste of time
andafter5..£g7 6 Wd20-07Hf3b5 8
£d3Dbd7 9 2h6 e5 10 Axg7 xg7
11 0-0 (11 0-0-0 exd4 12 Dxd4 '&b6
13 @ce2 D5 14 3 a5 leads to a more
lively position, but Black has nice coun-
terplay) 11..&b7 12 a4 a6 = Black
was perfectly OK in Zubov-Rakhman-
gulov, Alushta 1999.

5..bS

5..&dbd7 6 D3 a5 is another in-
teresting method but 5... £g7 loses the
tempo mentioned earlier if White re-
plies 6 &h6.

6 4d3

Less active is 6 a3 ©bd7 7 O3
&b6 8 h3 287 9 £d3 0-0 10 0-0 a6
(preparing ...c5) 11 e5 dxe5 12 dxe5
Afd5 = Lutikov-Karasev, Rostov 1976.

6..Abd7 7 &f3 Ab6

7..4g7 80-00-0 9 Bfel?! (9 £h6
'#c7 transposes 1o note ‘b’ to White’s

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

9th move in Line C2 of Chapter 23)
9..%b6 10 h3 b4 11 De2 ¢5 12 dxc5
dxc5 13 e5 ©fdS gave Black good
counterplay in Kamber-Piket, Lugano
1989,

Now (after 7...8)b6):

a) 8 0-07' 2g4 (now this move is
unpleasant) 9 €5 ©hS5 10 exd6 &xf3
11 gxf3 ©xf4 12 '&xf4 &xd6 13 Exd6
exd6 ¥ G.Kuzmin-Conquest, London
Lloyds Bank 1985.

b) Itseems White should play 8 h3
X979 4h60-010 &xg7 &xg7 110-0
‘B'c7 12 a4 b4 13 De2 a5 14 Dg3 €5
(14..c5'7 15 5 dxe5 16 dxe5 &gd
looks playable and more solid) 15 c3
bxc3 16 &xc3 £ Kuzmin-Ponomariov,
Donetsk Z 1998.

Conclusion: 4 £f4 is theoretically
not so dangerous as 4 £e3, although
‘White has scored very well in practice.

B)
44g5(D)

4..8g7 5 Wd2
Or:




THE PIRC WITH Rg5 OR Rf4

a) 5 We2!? is rare but might be
moredangerous than it looks. Thenat-
ural continuation is 5...0-0 6 0-0-0 c6
7h4 b5, when 8 e57' b4 9exfbexf6is
good for Black.

b) Therearecertainly players who
hate the line 5 e5 dxe5 (after 5..4)fd7
6 exd6 cxd6 7 Wd2 + White usually
gets some initiative) 6 dxe5 even if
Black has excellent chances for equal-
ity in the ending after 6..%g4 (not
6. Wxdl+7 7 Exdl Dgd 8 HdS &xe5
9 O3 £d6 10 Lxe7, which is simply
bad for Black) 7 Wxd8+ ©xd8 (D).
Then:

bl) After the genuine pawn sacri-
fice 8 Df3 Dxe5 (8..ke6? 9 Lhd
Dxe5 10 Dg5 £d7 11 £g3 Dbed 12
£b5 gives White the initiative, Raaste-
Parma, Nice OL 1974) 8 0-0-0+ £d7
10 DxeS (10 DdS5 Dbed 11 £b5 Dxf3
12 gxf3 f6 13 Dbd fxg5 14 Dxcob+
ed T) 10..%Lxe5 11 Kcd Axc3?
(11...f6 12 A h6 Lc8 13 Ded £.d6 14
Hhel Dc6 15 4.d5= Hed 16 417 Ed8
17 £d5, Mayr-Berelovich,Berlin 1994)
12 bxc3 6 13 Ah6 $c8 14 Hhel Db
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15 f4 Bd® Black has at least equality,
Kolenbrander-Neuvonen, Netherlands
1991; for example, 16 #d5 a5 17
A xc6 Axch 18 Bxe7 £xg2.

b2) 8 Edl+ Ad7 and then:

b21) White can try 9 ©d5 Hc6 10
&b5 (10 f4h6 11 &h4 g5 gives Black
counterplay, Haubt-Hort, Bundesliga
1980/1) 10..%Dgxe5 11 f4 h6! 12 Ahd
a6 (12..9g4!? looks less clear) 13
Re2g5=

b22) 9 €6 fxe6 10 Acd ed 11
&3 (the alternatives give Black coun-
terplay: 11 b5 Da6 12 Hd4 Hb4 13
Dxe6 Kxe6 14 Axe6 Dxc2+ 15 Lfl
De5 7 11 Dge2 De5! 12 4b3 Dab 13
Ded Df7) 11..8c6 120-0 (or 12Db5
Hc8 13 Dbd4 Dxd4 14 Dxd4 f7 F
15 h4?! De5 16 A e2 5 F Schellhom-
Chandler, Hamburg 1980) 12..%ge5
(after 12..a6'7 13 Bfel Hge5 14 Dxe5
&xe5 15 b3 White has strong pres-
sure on the central files as compensa-
tion) 13 Dxe5 Dixe5 14 b5 (14 b3
c5) 14 ..Ec8 15 Bxd7' £Hxd7 (and not
15..%xd7? 16 Edl+ c6 17 DxaT+
+-) 16 A xe6 &e5 17 f41? (worse are
17 Edl Zd8 18 f4 ©c5 ¥ and 17 Eel
a6! ¥) 17..4.d6 18 £h6 Zd8 (Black
can consider 18..%d8!7) 19 &7 Ef
20 Dxd6+ Y- Magem-Chernin, New
York Open 1998. After 20..cxd6 21
Axf8 Dxf8 22 #d5 Ec8, intending
..e6, ..Bc7 and ...&d8, an equal end-
ing is very close.

c) White also has the aggressive 5
f4(D).

cl) After the immediate 5..c5, 6
e5 is quite unpleasant.

€2) 5..0-06Wd2 (6 Df3 c57 dxc5
Wa5 8 4d3 Yxc5 should be OK for
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Black) 6..c5 7dxc5 (7 e5 Mg4 8 dxc5
dxe5 9 Wxds Hxds 10 #xe7 He8 11
#d6 exf4+ F) 7...dxc5 8 0-0-0 Mcb is
not so bad for Black.

c3) 5..h6 6 &h4 c5 is the most
critical and perhaps best. Then:

c31) 7 dxc5 %a5 leads to rather
standard and comparatively positional
Pirc play: 8 £d3 (arisky planis 8 &d2
Hxc5 9 h3 Mbd7 10 &f3 00 110-0-0
a6 12 g4 b5 13 £d3 £b7 T 14 g5 hxg5
15 &££2%c716 Mxg5 b4 17 Me2Mc5
18 Mg3? b3 ¥ Kokkila-Yrjola, Finnish
Cht 2000) 8..%xc5 ¢ ¥d2 0-0 10
Age2Mbd7 11 h3a612a4b6 13 &2
‘#c7140-0 4b7 = Schmittdiel-Gulko,
Geneva 1997,

c32) 7 e5leads to wild complica-
tions: 7...Mh5 8 dxc5 Mxf4 9 exd6 g5
10 &2 (equally messy is 10 &g3 0-0
11 Axf4 gxf4 12 &3 Mc6 13 0-0-0e5
14 Mge2 A e6 15 g3 fxg3 16 Wxg3 5
17 Bgl &f6, Hall-Agrest, Harplinge
1998) 10..0-0 11 ‘&d2exd6 12 0-0-0
g4 13 MF3Mc6 14 cxd6 (14 hd dxc5
15 We3 W6 16 Wxc5 Meb is equal)
and now Black’s activity appears to
compensate forthe dangerous-looking

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

d6-pawn: 14..8e5!? (after 14..Ec8
15 h4, Sorokin-Jansa, Ostrava 1992,
Nunn and McNab recommend 15... &a5
16 bl with a complex position) 15
Ad5 Bxf3 16 gxf3 &xf3 17 Mxf4
& xhl 18 Mh5 213 19 Bxg7 & xdl 20
‘@d4 (20 Mf57) 20..%g4 led 1o a
murky position in Cranboume-Molo,
corr. 1994,

S..h6 (D)

The main line 5...0-0 6 f4 c6 7 &f3
bS8 #d3 #g4 9 e5' has been unsuc-
cessful for Black in practice. This is
why we avoid it with the text-move,
which has scored reasonably well.

7

yﬁy///zyw% % %
mnn

'%”%3/ Y7

)
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ABAW BAK
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a) The modest move 6 #.e37 al-
lows 6..Mgd 7 &f4e5 8 dxeS Mxe5 9
c6 10 Md5 (both 10 h3 Le6
11 £e3Mcd 12 Axcd Axcd 13Mf3=
1 Zaitsev-Savon, USSR Ch (Erevan)
1962 and 10 &f3 &g4 11 4e2 &d7
12 Mxe5 dxeS 13 'We3 et 14 kg3
#xe2 15 Wxe2 0-0 = Sucher-Pfibyl,
Liechtenstein 1997 are comfortable for
Black) 10...#e6 11 h3 Hb8! @@ nice




THE PIRC WITH g5 OR Rf4

idea: b2 is a target) 12 &e3 b5 13 f4
e 14 fxcd bxed 15 ¢3 0-0 16 DF3
f5 ¥ Lugovoi-Sakaev, St Petersburg
1995,

b) A more dangerous line for White
is 6 £f4!?7 Dbd7 (6..857 &e3 Dgdis
likely to come to the same thingafter
8 0-0-0 Dd7) 7 0-0-0 g5 8 &e3 (3
% g3 h5 transposes tothe mainline)
8..%g4 9h4 Hxe3 10 Wxe3 (10 fxe3!?
g4 11 h5is a suggestionby Stohl; now
Black could play 11..83b6 to stop
$c4) 10..g4 and then:

bl) Black got a powerful bishop
after 11 h5 c5 12 Hge2 a6 (12... Wa5!?
to continue ..b5) 13 dxc5 Dxc5 14
&d4 @a5 (Stohl thinks 14...%d7 15
%c4 Bc8, with counterplay, is even
better) 15 &cd4 £d7 16 Dd5 Dad in
JPolgar-Smirin, Groningen PCA 1993.

b2) 11f4!? is more dangerous:

b21) 11..gxf3? 12 &xf3 c5 13
Eh37! (13 dxc5 Dxc5 14 e5is critical
according to Yudasin because Black’s
position is ragged after 14..0-0 15 exd6
exd6 16 &c4 +) 13..%a5 14 Lbl a6
15 Bg3 cxd4 16 Dxd4 &e5 17 DdS,
Sutovsky-Agrest, New York Open
1998, and now 17..8)6 looks at least
equal with the strong bishop on e5.

b22) 11...c5'? looks better. After
12 dxc5 (12 Dge2 'Wal) 12...0Dxc5 13
%b5+ (13 €50-0 3) 13..&d7 14 €5
0-0 (ortheunclear 14 .. & xb5 15 &xb5
‘Wb6) 15 & xd7 Dxd7 16 exd6 exd6 17
&)ge2 Ee® Black’s piece activity and
the strong g7-bishop compensate for
his weaknesses.

6..Dbd7

An alternative move-order for Black
is 6..85 7 &g3 ©h5 8 0-0-0 (8 fcd
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e6 9 Dge2 DA77 followed by ... /b6
and ..d5 should be OK for Black)
8..%)d7, transposing to the main line.
This move-order avoids thenext note.

70-0-0

7f4c58d5'Ha59DI3(%a3Dh5is
unclear) 9. &b4! 10 £d3 c4 11 &e2
Yxb2 12 0-0 Dg4 13 Dd4 'Ebo 14
Efdl and now, instead of 14..%gf6
(Shabalov-Smirin, Philadelphia 1997),
Black can try 14..g5 15 & xg4 gxh4
with a veryunclear position.

7..g5 8 &g3 DhS (D)

///a e X
%3%

Now Black’s most promising coun-
terchances are usually based on the
move ...c5 and the power of the dark-
squared bishop.

9Dge2

Or:

a) 9 f3 Dxg3 10 hxg3 ¢5 1 dxc5
(11 &ge2 transposes to the main line)
11..8Dxc5 12 &b5+ Lf8 13 Hge2 a6
14 %c4 /-2 Leko-Chernin, Hungar-
ian Ch (Budapest) 1997.

b) 9 &.c4 c5 (less active is 9...e67!
10 Dge2 Db6 11 &3 £.d7) 10 Dge2
'®a511 Bhfl (11 Dd5¥xd2+ 12 Exd2
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Eb8 3) I1..Ab6 12 £b5+ £d7 13
% xd7+ xd77! (13..8xd7 looks solid
enough) 14 Wd3 Hac® 15 e5 gives
White an initiative, Motylev-Marin,
Bucharest Ciocaltea mem 2000.

c) The swaightforward move9 e5'?
should be taken seriously: 9...dxe5
(Beliavsky prefers 9...8b6) 10 dxeS
e6 11 &e2 (11 We2!? Mxg3 12 hxg3
We7 13 f4 Mb6 14 W3! 5 15 exf6
Wxf6 16 Wh5+ looked unpleasant for
Black in Motylev-Marin, Bucharest
Ciocaltea mem 2001) 11..8xg3 12
hxg3 We7 13 f4Mb6 14 B3 (14 a4!?;
14 Mh3!7) 14...£d7 158b5 £xb5 16
&xb5+ c6 17 &e2 Ed8 = Z Almasi-
Beliavsky, Yugoslavia 1997.

9..c5 1013

In Beliavsky-Chemin, PortoroZ Vid-
mar mem 1997, the g7-bishop began
to dominate the battlefield: 10 &bl a6
11 dxc5 Mxc5 12 h4 @bo 13 We3
Axg3 14 Mxg3 Leb 15 A5 Lxf5 16
exf5 Wd7 17 Yel (17 Yxb6 Mxb6 7)
17..2c8 18 Bh3 g4 19 He3 $f8 5

10...Axg3 11 hxg3 a6

11..%a5 12 &bl b6 is another
logical method. Gwaze-Marin, Istan-
bul OL 2000 continued 13 Mcl cxd4
14 Wb5 Yxd2 15 Exd2 0-0 16 Mxd4
d5 17 M5 &xf5 18 exf5 e6 19 g4
Hacs =

1214 Wa5 13 &bl g4 14 &d5S

Now:

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

a) 14..8d8!715 Me3Mf6andhere:

al) 16 Mc3? cxd4 17 Yxd4 BhS
18 e5 Mxg3 19 Hgl &e6 20 Med
dxe5?' (20..4f5 21 Bxf5 &xf5 22
g3 is better, though White has suffi-
cientcompensation) 21 ¥xd8+? (White
should play 21 Wba Hc7 22 Mxg3
exf4 23 Mh5 &e5 24 Md5 &xd5 {or
24..0-0-0!'?} 25 Bxd5 * according to
Kaspi) 21...Exd8 22 Exd8+ &xd8 23
Axg3 exf4 24 Mh5 & d4 —+ Tiviakov-
D.Gurevich, Las Vegas FIDE 1999.

a2) 16 Wd3 cxd4 17 Mxd4 is alit-
tle better for White because of the f5-
square.

b) The safer 14.. Wxd2 15 Exd2
a7 should be good enough forequal-
ity. The endings are generally quite
good for Black in this line.

Conclusion: Some players might
consider this line rather unpleasant for
Black. While it is not clear White can
get any advantage at all, the line with 5
€5 is somewhat irritating and some
other lines like 5 f4 lead to extremely
complex positions. In the main line,
Black tends to gain counterplay on the
dark seuares. Against this system
Black can exert much more pressure if
he can adopt the Modem move-order.
After 1 e4 d6 2 d4 g6 3 Mc3 kg7 4
£g5 Black can comfortably play
4..26,4..c6 oreven 4...d7.




25 Pirc: Miscellaneous Lines

Here we examine all other lines after 1
e4 d6 2 d4 §f6, which vary consider-
ably in nature. C3 is the line with most
practical importance. Many players
consider the systems starting with 4 g3
as a good positional way to play for a
win and it often works well when
Black doesn't have a sufficiently con-
crete and active plan. There are a few
such plans and here we focus on one

4 &4 (Line C2)and 4 Xe2 intend-
ing h4 (Line C1) are quite aggressive
systems which don’t havetotally sound
reputations but especially in Line C2
there are some extremely messy varia-
tions and these lines can thus be dan-
gerous if Black is unprepared

3 £d3 (Line A) is a positional plan
which is not particularly dangerous if
Black is prepared. We take the most
Pirc-styleapproachfrom several alter-
natives

3 f3 (Line B) doesn’t allow Black
any Pirc-styleoptions, so weadopt an
approach (3...d5) which often leads to
French-type play. Another Old Indian-
style approach is discussed in Chapter
33

1ed d6 2 d4 Af6

C: 34c3

In Line C we deal with all lines for
White after 3 &)c3 g6 that have not al-
ready been discussed in earlier chap-
ters.

A)
3 Ad3 (D)

AR ,
kA P
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3..86

Black has quite a reliable equalizer
in3..e54 c3 d5'?, which leads to po-
sitions akin to the Petroff Defence.
However, a Pirc player may feel un-
comfortable in these positions. The
main line runs 5 dxe5 Dxed 6 D3 D6
79bd2%c5 =8 Lbl!7(8 Kc22g49
0-0&e7 10 Bel Wd7 11 b4 De6 12
@Db3a513b5Dcd8 14a4cSisequal,
Egiazarian-Marin, Bucharest 1998; 8
ADb517) 8..4%g4 9 b4 De6 10 Wad
4Ah5 11 00 (A.Fedorov-Khalifman,
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Maikoptt 1998) andnow 11 ..a6isun-
clear according to Fedorov.

493

Or:

a) 4 9e2 (this move is more pas-
sive) 4..2g7 5¢30-0 6 0-0 e57 f4
&b 8 fxe5 dxe5 9 d5 De7 10 £g5
@e8 11c4c512 Dbe3 b6 13 &d2f6=
Tomczak-Rosenthal, 2nd Bundesliga
1997/8.

b) After 4 f4 Black tends to get
counterplay against the pawn-centre:
4..c5'7 5¢3 (5 dxc5 Wa5+)5..4876
Df3cxd4 7 cxd40-0 8 De3 D6 90-0
#£g4 10 #e3 and now the most logical
is 10...e5'? (also possible are 10... &£.xf3
11 '®xf3 e5 and 10..'%b6) 11 fxe5
dxe5 12 d5 Dd4 13 Ke2 £xf3 14
£xf3 Ded 15 De2 Dxf3+ 16 gxf3
&)d6 = with a nice blockading knight,
Miillner-McNab, corr. Wch 1990-5.

4..4g75 0-00-0 6¢3

‘White can also attempt to do with-
out this move: 6 Eel &c6 7d5 (7 h3
e5 8 c3 transposes to the main line)
7..40b4 8 &1 a5 (or 8...4g4 9 Dbd2
a5 =) 9 c4 g4l 10 Dbd2 c6 11 h3
£d7 12 a3 Dab6 13 Ebl cxd5 14 cxd5
a4 15 b4 axb3 16 Dxb3 &ad is equal,
Landa-Ehlvest, Beijing 1996. Black
has a very comfortable position.

6.6 (D)

The alternative 6..%bd7, with the
plan of ..eS, ..b6 and ... &b7, is also
quite solid.

7 Bel

Here White has plenty of other
moves:

a) 7 Da3 e5 8 Hc2 £gds 9 Hel
transposes to note ‘b’ to White's 8th
move.

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

b) 7h3 e5 8 Eel transposes tothe
mainline.

c) Itismaybetooearlyto play 7 b4
# g4 8 h3?! (better is 8 Dbd2e59 dS5
@e7 10 h3 £d7 11 c4 Dh5 12 Db3
&)f4 13 #c2 with an unclear position
according to Leko) 8.. &xf3 9 '#xf3
&d7 10 ©Dd2 (10 b5?? Dxd4 was a
surprising blunder in Korchnoi-Azmai-
parashvili, Amsterdam 1990) 10..e5
11 d5 De7 12 &e2 6 13 c4 cxd5 14
cxd5Dxd5! 15 exd5 e4 16 Ebl exd3
17 '#'xd3 F Leko-Cu.Hansen, Copen-
hagen 1995.

d) 7 d5 &b8 leads to a different
type of play. Now White can either stop
...#&g4 or continue his normal plans:

dl) 8h3c6 (8...e5 9 dxe6 Lxeb is
possible) 9 c4 e6 (9..2a6!?) 10 dxe6
#xe6 11 Hc3, Korchnoi-Cu.Hansen,
Biel 1Z 1993, and now 11..Da6 12
Eel Hc5 13 &1 a5 is about level.

d2) 8c4 and then:

d21) After8..e5'7,9 &c3 leads to
some kind of King’s Indian, while &
dxe6 fxe6!? 10 e5 BhS! 11 exd6 cxd6
12 g3 &6 was finefor Black in Leko-
Smirin, Wijk aanZee 1994.




PIRC: MISCELLANEOUS LINES

d22) 8..%g4 9h3 (9Dbd2Dab 10
h3 &d7 11 Bel e5 12 dxe6 &xe6 13
b3 Dd7 = Landa-Schekachev, Jur-
mala 1991) 9. &xf3 10 Exf3 Da6 11
De3 Dd7 12 Ke2 (12 Ad2e6 13 Hael
f5 is unclear, Cybulak-Schekachev,
Moscow 1991) 12 .. Dac5 13 £d2 a5
14 Eabl e6 = Korchnoi-Sznapik, Lu-
cerne OL 1982 In this line Black gets
active knights and central play as com-
pensation for the bishop-pair.

e) 7 £g5 is another important and
logical continuation, with similarities
to lines of the Torre. 7..h6 8 &h4 e5
(D) (8..53h5'"?, withtheplan of ..&)f4,
...5 and ...e5, is certainly worth con-
sidering but is also a riskier way to
play for a win) and now:

RO K

%t% A
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el) 9 &bd2 Wed (with the idea of
playing ...2)h5 without wealmesses but
Black may also consider the more ag-
gressive 9..5'7 10 23 Dh5 since 11
Dxe5'? dxe5 12 Wxh5 exd4 doesn't
look unattractive for Black) 10 dxe5
Dxe5 11 Dxe5 dxe5 12 Ded DhS 13
De3 c6 14 Lc4 Fh7 = Todorovic-
Kosanski, Belgrade GMA 1988.

N
X \\
\\

i
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€2) 9dxe5 Dxe5 (of course 9...dxeS
can be played, but the text-move is
very solid) 10 &xeS dxe5 and now:

e2l) 115a3 Yes 12 Wb3 (White
even has chances to get into trouble
here: 12 £37' ©h5 13 &f2 ' We7 14 g3
£h3 15 Bel Efd8 F Popchev-Azmai-
parashvili, Albena 1986) 12..%h5 13
Hfdl ££6 14 £xf6 Oxf6 15 Dcd We?
1624 &e6'? 17 a5 (17 Wxb7!? may be
possible) 17..Eabs 18 Wc2 HHixed 19
Dxe5 @c5 = King-Burgess, British
Ch (Blackpool) 1988.

€22) 11 a4 Hed 12 Da3 Keb 13
Hc2 Dh5 14 Bfel L1615 Lxf6Dxf6
16 a5 a6 17 Ycl g7 18 We3 et 19
De2 Hgd 20 We3 WS = ORodri-
guez-McNab, Thessaloniki OL 1988.

€23) 11 Wc2 Xe6 12 Dd2 (or 12
£e2'7) 12..9e8 13 Bfdl Dh5 14 Kcd
D415 £3 W6 16 Kxe6 Wxe6 17 DI
Af6 18 £f2 ‘212 Kharitonov-Koro-
tylev, Moscow 1996.

7...

@3’%@

8h3
After White's alternatives he tends
to suffer due to the weakness of d4:
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a) 84bd2 DhS!' 9Hb3 Agd (9..h6
10 #e3 'Hf6 is possible) 10 #e2 h6
(10..5)f4'? 11 #xf4 exf4 is unclear)
11 h3 &8 12 £.e3%f4 13 &1 g5'7
14 dxe5 Dxe5 15 Dxe5 A xe5 16 Dd4
W6 17 D3 Ke6 18 DxeS dxe5 19
‘Wad $h8 gives Black typical kingside
counterplay, Blodshtein-Belov, Vosk-
resensk 1993,

b) 8 %Da3 &.g49HDc2 Dh5 10 dS
De7 11c4h6 12 De3 £.d7 13 g3 Yes
14 &h4 (after 14 ¢5?!, Bruzon-Becerra
Rivero, Havana Capablanca mem 1999,
Black should take the pawn: 14...dxc5!
15 '%c2 b6 16 b4 5 withcounterplay)
14..£5 15 exf5 gxf5 16 Deg2 £.

8..h6 (D)

Or:

a) The very natural 8..53h5 9 g5
tends to favour White.

b) 8..£4d7 is also quite playable,
and usually transposes to the main
line. In Kramnik-Timman, Wijk aan
Zee 1998 Black equalized easily after
9 %bd2 DhS5 10 Db3 a5 11 a4 e8.

i,

9%a3
Instead:

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

a) Opting for a King’s Indian-type
position with 8 d5?! is not very good
here; for example, 9...2e7 10 c4 §h7
11 D3 f5%

b) 9 #e3 allows an interesting
break in the centre: 9..d5'? (9..%h5
10bd2 f6 is a typical method) and
now:

bl) 10 Dxes Dxe5 11 dxe5 Sixed
12 Dd2 ££5 13 Hc2 (13 Dxed dxed
14 Ac2 Yhd =) 13.Dxd2 14 &xd2
#xd3 15 &xd3 Ye7 = dela Villa-San
Segundo, Pamplona 1997/8.

b2) 10 exdS exd4 11 #xh6 Exds
12 AF4.4F5 13 c4 (13 &xf5 Yxf5 14
#xc7Dd515 g4 ¥r6 16 £.g3dxc3is
unclear) 13..%d7 14 & xf5 ¥xf5 15
#xc7 Bac8 16 #h2 Bfd8 andthed-
pawn represented good compensation
in Svirin-Diachkov, Russian Cht (Pod-
olsk) 1992.

9...a6

This is quite a logical moment to
play 9...Be8 since Black hardly has to
worry about a closed King's Indian-
type position after White has put the
knight on a3; for example: 10 Dc2
#£d7 11 £d2 (11 b4?" allows 11...d5!
12exd5DxdS5 13 dxe5 Dxc3witha
slight advantage forBlack) 11...a5! (it
isimportant to get space on the queen-
side) 12 b3 ©h5 13 Yl g5 14 &1
Yr6 15 dxe5 dxe5 16 De3 Df4 17
&d5 DxdS 18 exdS a7 and Black
has counterplay with ..e4 or ..f5and
...e4, Rublevsky-Krasenkow, Polanica
Zdroj Rubinstein mem 1996.

10 &c2 Be8 11 Ad2

‘White can hardly hopefor anything
more than a half-point with 11 dxe5
dxe5 12 De3 &e6 13 'e2 (13 b3 DhS
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14 411 Wxd] 15 Zxd] Bad8 16 £b2
517 exf5gxf5 18 Mha Exdl 19 Exdl
Ae7 20 #.a3f4 with counterplay for
Black, G Kuzmin-Grigorov, Cappelle
la Grande 1993) 13 ..4d7 14 &g4dh7
= Baimuratov-Tustanowski, Bratis-
lava 1993.

11...4d7 12a4 a5

Now:

a) 13 Ma3?! allows Black to equal-
ize easily or even get more. 13...exd4
14 Mxd4 (14 cxd4 Mb4 15 Lbl d5!7
{15. & c6=} 16e5Med 17 K xed dxed
18 Bxe4 #c6 with nice positional
compensation) 14..d5 (here too the
positional pawn sacrifice 14.. Mxd4!?
15cxd4d5 16 e5 Med 17 A xed dxed
18 Hxed £c6 ¥ is very good) 15 exdS
Bxel + 16 'Yxel Mxd4 17 cxd4 MxdS
18 Mc4 £xd4 19 Wed Wi6 20 Bl c6
(20...4c6 ¥) 21 MxaS Hed 22 '¥f3
Wxf3 23 gxf3 T. Now, instead of the
incorrect 23...#&xh3? (Magem-Tka-
chev, Las Vegas FIDE 1999), the accu-
rate 23...b6 24 Mc4 & xh3 keeps more
of an advantage.

b) 13 dxeS dxe5 14 fe3 fe6 15
Aa3 We7 16 Wc2 is a recommenda-
tion by Gershon, offering White a
minimal plus.

Conclusion: It seems this posi-
tional line doesn’t offer White much.
In many cases Black has more than
one promising continuation at his dis-
posal and he can even choose a good
form of the Petroff Defence at move
four.

B)
313(D)

3..ds1?

This move usually leads toa French
type of position, although Black has
good chances to avoid the theoretical
French positions.

Black can choose between a variety
of different set-ups. 3...c5 may lead to
Sicilian (4 ¢3) or Benoni (4 d5) posi-
tions. Infact, after 4 c3 Mc6 5 & e3 (5
dxc5d5=)5..d56e5 Md7 7 f4cxd4 8
cxd4 b6 9 Mc3 LS we get similar
position-types as in our main line here.
3..g6 may lead to the Samisch Varia-
tion of the King’s Indian. 3...e5'7 is
discussed in Line C of Chapter 33.

des

Or:

a) 4 exd5 is a Dlugy speciality, but
it leads to positions akinto the Scandi-
navian Defence except that White's
pawn is on f3, which should favour
Black. 4...8xd5 5 c4 &6 (5...8b6 6
A&c3 g6 7 &e3 & .g7is also possible) 6
Ac3 e6 (6..4f5'7) 7 ke3 £b4 8
Mge20-09a3 £e710 Yc2Mbd7 11
0-0-0c6 12 &f4 (/2-/2 Dlugy-Anand,
Wijk aan Zee 1990) and now maybe
12..'#a5!7 is Black's best move, since
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the active 12..b57' 13 cxb5 &b7 14
bxc6 &xc6 15 d5! £ cannot be recom-
mended.

b) 4 M3 dxed 5 fxed (5 &g5)
5..e5' 6dxe5 Wxdl+ 7 &xdl (7 Mxdl
Axed leadsto equality) 7. g4 SMd5
©d7 9 Del c6 10 Mc3 Mxe5 11 Af3
-2 Cherepanov-Malinin, Arkhan-
gelsk 1996. After 11...#£d6 Black is
fine.

4..9fd7 (D)

The very hypermodern 4..8g8!7
has been a speciality of Valeri Beim.
However, some players may notliketo
play such amove.

Aka 'y
////////
i GAK @
w_R @
© B BAG
&%a% N
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Or:

a) After 5 £d37' ¢5 6 c3 Mc6 7
Ae2 e6 8 0-0 cxd4 9 cxd4 Ebo 10
Lhl Axd4 11 Mxd4 Exd4 12 Ac3ab
Black was a pawn up in Boissonet-
Adams, Buenos Aires 1991

b) 5Mc3c56 £g57 (6 Mxd5e67
Ac3 cxd4 8 Yxds Bco 9 Yad MdxeS
=) looks suspect: 6..h6 7 &hd g5 8
£g3 cxd4 9 Ab5 e6 10 f4 Was+ 11
2f2 Mc6 12 A3 Adc5 (12..9b6'7)

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

13 &gl Med4 T Timman-Hodgson,
Amsterdam Donner mem 1996.

c) 5c4is an important alternative:

cl) 5..e6 6 cxd5 exd5 7 f4 (or 7
Ac317) 7..c5 8 Mf3 Mcb transposes 1o
the main line and may be best.

c2) 5..dxc4 6 fxcd e6 (6..8b6 7
#£b3 Mc6 8 Me2 &5 transposes 1o a
line of the Queen’s Gambit Accepted
— ECO code B20) 7 f4¢5 8 dxc5!? (8
A3 cxd4 9 0-0 Mc6 10 a3 a5 11 Mbd2
A5 was fine for Black in the game
L.B.Hansen-Adams, Wijk aan Zee
1993) 8. #£xc5 9 &f3 a6 10 Ac3 bS5
11 £d3 £b7 12 a3 &c6 13 Med 0-0
(13..Hc8!?) 14 h4 £e7 15 £e3 f6 16
#c2 gave White the initiative in Kas-
parov-Cu.Hansen, Tésinge (1) 1990,
though things didn’t look so clear
around move 9.

5..c56 Df3

This is hardly a good moment for
the aggressive 6 e67! fxe6 7 £d3 g6 8
h4 £.g79h5 &c6 10 &f3 (10 hxg6 h6
is unclear) 10..Mxd4 11 Mg5c4 12 ¢3
Ac5 13 411 A5 14 hxg6 hxg6 15
Bxh8+ & xh8 16 g4 Md6 T Nepomni-
shay-Rashkovsky, St Petersburg 1994.

6..2¢6 (D)

Ted

This is maybe too sharp. Alterna-
tives:

a) 7c3 cxd4 8 cxd4 b6 should be
OK for Black as he now gets his light-
squared bishop out; for example, 9
Ac3 (953 41510 £d3 fed! 11 £b2
f5 12 0-0 e6 F Kaspi-Gofshtein, Tel-
Aviv Czerniak mem 1998) 9. 4f5
(9...24 10 #e2 eb is also logical) 10
#e2e6110-0 &e7 12b30-0 13 £b2
6 14 exf6.4 xf6 15 Me5 Md7 with an
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equal position, Hoeksema-Hodgson,
Leeuwarden 1993.

b) The most critical move seems to
be 7 &e3, when Blackhas twomoves:

bl) 7..e6 8 &c3 transposes to a
mainline of the French Defence (ECO
code C11). The main options are then
8. %b6 9 Dad Fa5+ 10 ¢3,8..26 ¢
@d2 b5 and 8..cxd4 9 Dxdd4, when
96 leads to sharp tactics, while
9. %c5 10 '¥4d2 is generally a little
quieter. See a good book on the French
for details.

b2) 7..cxd48 Dxd4 Dxd4 9 &xd4
&)b8! (without this regrouping there is
no point in Black’s play) 10 &c3 Db
and then:

b21) 11 b5 e6 12 a3 (12 0-0 £d7
13 5 'Wh4 is unclear - Gelfand)
12..£d7 13 fixc6 £xc6? (according
to Gelfand Black should play the sur-
prisinggqueen sacrifice 13..bxc6 14 Qa4
Ha5+ 15 ¢3 ¢5 16 Dxc5 &xc5 17 b4
S xd4! 18 bxa5 &xc3+ 19 $f2 0-0!
20 Ecl #xa5 with compensation due
toWhite's vulnerable king and Black’s
active pieces) 14 0-0 g6 15 '§d2 =
Gelfand-Adams, Wijk aan Zee 1994.

v
o
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b22) 115f2 e6 12 £d3 transposes
to a line of the French that is consid-
ered bad for Black. 12...d47' 13 Ded
Sba+ 14 ¢3 dxc3 15 bxc3 £e7 16 0-0
+ was Sadler-Hodgson, Bundesliga
1998/9, while 12...g5 is risky in view
of 13 Wh5!? gxf4 14 0-0-0. Speelman
suggested 12...b6.

7..€6 8 cxdS exdS 9 De3

Or:

a) 9 £d3? cxd4 10 0-0 &5 (to
play .. %b6 and ..2b4) 11 a3 #bo
12 b4 Dxd3 13 Yxd3 g6! ¥ Sjodahl-
Hodgson, Harplinge 1998.

b) 9 a3!? Who (9..cxd4?' 10 b4)
10 b4! cxb4 11 £e2, with compensa-
tion, is an untested recommendation by
Seirawan. Black could play 11..%¢7
with ..@b6 to follow.

9..cxd4 10 Axdd (D)

F/xwﬁ
re Yy
Al
%,71

A
B
N

% %

Z

%
N%&%
B gwgs §

m\“

10...&dxes!

This tacticalstrike is far betterthan
10..2b6 11 &e3 t.

11 &bS

11 Dxc6 Dxc6 12 Yxd5 led to an-
other Hodgson victory: 12..5e6 13
Yxds+ Hxd8 14 £b5 &.c5 15 &d2
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£f2+ 16 &e2 0-0 17 Le3 fxe3 18
&xe3 Bfe? ¥ Lodhi-Hodgson, Dhaka
1993. Of course 11 fxe5? is not possi-
ble either in view of 11..%h4+ 12 g3
Wxd4 13 xd4Mxd4 14Bxd52g4!.

11...2d7! 12 DxdS ¢S 13 Db3
Aga! 14 Wd2 Wha+ 15 A1 0-0-0 16
DxeS Ke6 17 Dxebfxe6 18 g3 Whi+
19 Wg2 Wxg2+ 20 Ixg2 BxdS

= Seirawan-Adams, Bermuda 1999.

After the tactical struggle the game
was transformed to an ending where
the activity of Black’s pieces compen-
sated for the advantage of the bishop-
pair.

Conclusion: After3 f3 thereare no
Pirc-style options but this French-
style solution is quite interesting, the
critical continuation being 7 &e3. If
Black likes more peaceful play, maybe
he should consider 3...e5.

C)

3&c3g6

Now:
Cl: 4 &e2 210
C2: 44cd 212
C3: 4g3 215

In Line Cl we focus on White fol-
lowing up with 5 g4 or 5 h4.

The ‘extended’ fianchetto 4 h3 £g7
584 0-0 6 £g2 is probably premature
at this point because of the typical
strike 6..c5! (6..e5 7 Mge2 Mc6 &
#e3 is what White wants) 7 dxc5 (7
d5?! Mab is not a very good form of
Benoniand 7 Mge2 cxd4 & Mxd4 Mcd
leads to a slightly suspicious form of
Dragon) 7...dxc5 8 Wxd8 Exd8 9 £e3

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLack

Aa6 =, which is quite comfortable for
Black. This is why players aiming for
this system usually play 4 Ze3 first.

cl)
4 &e2 Ag7(D)

Instead, 5 f3is of course a Classi-
cal Pirc.

The other flank attack idea 5 g4 in-
vites an active answer:

a) The Benoni-style 5..c5 6 g5 (6
d5 Ma6 7 g5 Md7 comes to the same
thing; 6 dxc5 Wa5 should be fine for
Black) 6..8fd7 7 d5 Ma6 (another
plan is possible: 7..a6 8 a4 Wa5 9
£d2 h6 10 gxh6 £xh6 11 £xh6 {11
f4isunclear} 11..Exh6 12 &f3 &f6
F Tahkdvuori-Lehtinen, Finnish Cht
1996) 8 h4 Mc7 9 h5 (% a4 a6 10 Wd3
Bb3 11h5b5 gives Black counterplay,
M Nielsen-Andreasen, Roskilde 1998)
9..b5 10 h6 £xc3+ 11 bxc3 0-0 12 f4
Ab7 13 @3 6 14 dxe6 fxe6 15 Wxd6
£ xe4 gave Black counterplay in the
game G.Portisch-Boronyak, Zalaeger-
szeg 1993.




PIRC: MISCELLANEOUS LINES

b) The central strike 5..d5'? 6 5
&e4 is another attractive idea against
White’s hazardous play, for example,
7 Dxed (7 £3 Dxc3 8 bxc3 h5 T 7
£4!7) 7..dxe4 8 £e3 c59 c3 cxd4 10
cxd4Dc6 11 &d2 &e6 123 Ed7 13
D4 £xg4 14 e6 Lxe6 15 d5 LxdS
16 Dxd5 e6 17 Dc3 Exd2+ 18 Txd2
0-0-0+ 19 c2 f5 is unclear, Einars-
son-Karason, Reykjavik 1998.

5..h5(D)

This is the safest move.

a) 5..c5 6 dxc5 '#a5, as recom-
mended by Nunn and McNab, is a
playable option.

b) 5..43c6 is aninterestingalterna-
tive, which is for some reason con-
demned by Nunn and McNab. Almost
every line seem to lead to an unclear
position with practical chances for both
sides:

bl) 6 &e3? e5 7 d5 Dd4 8 Lxd4
exd49 &'xd4 0-0 10 &d2 He8 113 c6
with standard compensation.

b2) 6 h5 gxh5 7 £b5 (7 Le3 Dgd
8 Bxh5 Dxe3 9 fxe3 e6 10 Yd2 447
11 0-0-0'&e7 12 ©f3 0-0-0 =;
€5 8 dxe5 xe5 is unclear, as is 7 £g5
h6 8 £h4 24 9 3 £d7) 7. 4d7
(7..26'7 8 & xcH+ bxcod 9 Hge2 Ebs)
8 Dge2 a6 9 Lxc6 &xchd 10 Dg3 b5
1 &g5.

6An3

It is logical to play the knight to g5.
White has twomain alternatives:

a) 6 Df3 &4 7 N5 (7 Le3 Deb)
7..5xe2 8 Wxe2 Dc6 and then:

al) 9 e5!? Dh7 10 D3 dxe5 11
dxe5 D8 (or 11..%d7 12 0-0 0-0-0)
12 0-0'%4d7 13 Edl '&'g4 = Vraton
Vadasz, Budapest 1990.

a2) 9 £e3 ©Dgd4 10 0-0-0 e5 11
dxe5 Dxe3 12 'Yxe3 Dxe5 = Nadezh-
din-Nalesny, Russia Cup (Novgorod)
1997.

b) 6 £g5 c6 7 Hd2 (after 7 a4
Black has the plan 7...a5 8 &d2 Ha6
with ... b4 tofollow) 7...b5 and here:

bl) 8 &f3!7 e5 (3..2b7 9 0-0-0
&bd7 = might be preferable) 9 Dge2
'#'c710 0-00-0 11 dxe5dxe5 12 Bfdl
Se6 13 '#'d6 with a slight advantage
for White, Donev-Mittelberger, Vor-
arlberg Ch 1995.

b2) 8a3{Dbd7 (Blackcanoptforthe
standard plan of .26, ..&b7, .'&c7
and ...c5, starting with 8...26) 9 f4 3b6
10 €5 g4 11d5?! (White's plan is too
aggressive) 1 1..dxe5 12 fxe5 xe5 13
dxc6 Wxd2+ 14 £xd2 a6 15 0-0-0
Dxc6 T Potterat-lordachescu, Odor-
heiu 1993.

6..Ac6

6..4.xh3 7 Exh3 0-0 is also possi-

ble.

7 Ag50-08 Ae3eS (D)

9ds

White’s planto castle queenside by
9 dxe5 &xe5 10 Wd2 (10 f3¢6 11 a4
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allows Black to equalize with the ef -
fective central break 11..d5 12 0-0
dxed 13 Wxd8 Exd8 14 Mgxed Mel
= Mestrovi¢-Praznik, Bled 1995)
10..£.d7 110-0-0b5! 12f3b4 13 Ad5
a5 14 £2d4 BxdS 15 exdS a4 16 f4 b3
17 cxb3 axb3 18 a3 Mg4 gave Black
plenty of play in Kobaliya-V.Fedorov,
Russia Cup (Moscow) 1996.
9..Ad4!

Thiskind of pawn sacrifice is a very
important weapon in Black’s arsenal,
especially in this line.

10 Axd4 exdd 11 Wxdd c6!

Black has at least adequate com-

because of his
of the dark squares.

12 dxc6

12 '#4d2 cxd5 13 exd5 &5 14 0-0
Hc8 15 £d3 £xd3 16 'E'xd3 Mg 17
Bael &b6 and Black won easily in
Kiik-Maki, Helsinki 1993 — a nice ex-
ample.

12...bxc6 130-0 AdS 14 Yed Afa!
15 Wxc6!? Axc3 16 A3

16 &c4!?

16...8xb2 17 Yxa8 A xal 18 Exal

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

F Wade-Smyslov, Havana Capa-
blanca mem 1965. White had to give
up his queen after 19 e5d520g3 £g4.

Conclusion: Black has enough
counterplay against these flank attack
ideas. Against 5 h4, 5..h5 is a safe an-
swer while 5...8c6 is a more obscure
one.

c2)
4 Kcd Ag7 (D)

5 A3

A very sharp variation starts with 5
He2Mco:

a) 6 &f3 £gdand then:

al) 7 &e3is nottoocritical: 7...0-0
8 2.b3 (8 0-0-0 Axed 9 Mxed d5 10
£d3 dxed 11 f£xed Wd6 = Beyer-
Buchal, Bundesliga 1994/5) 8..e5 ¢
dxe5 dxe5 10 £.c5 Md4 11 Fe3 £xf3
12 gxf3 Md7! 13 Lxf8 Wxf8 14 Me2
£h6 with excellent compensation for
Black.

a2) 7 e5'? &xf3 8 gxf3 (8 Wxf37
Axd4) 8. Bxd4 9 exf6 Mxe2 10 fxg?
Bg8 leads to a type of position that is
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very hard toassess. Black has a mate-
rial advantage but three pieces can
easily beat the queen if B lack weakens
his pawn-structure. 11 ®xe2!? (11
#xe2 Hxg7 12 #e3c6 13 0-0-0 a5
14 f4 0-0-0 is equally unclear, Rocha
Jorge-Silva,Brazil 1997) 11..Exg7 12
h4h513 £h6Eh7 14 £g5c615 Ehel
d5 16 £.d3 &d7? (16..'d6 17 Lf1
e6 is less weakening) 17 &f1£57 18
Be5 + Zel&ié-Z Horvath, Pula 1996.

b) 6e5andnow:

bl) 6..8xd4 7 exf6Dxe2 8 fxg7
Bg® 9 Dgxe2 leads to obscure play.

b2) 6..%g4 7 6 is very sharp, al-
though after 7. )xd4 (7..f5 8 d5 Da5
is unclear) 8 '&xgd Dxc2+ 9 Lfl (9
2d1!7)9..Dxal 10 exf7+&f8 11 &he
dS 12 #xd5 c6 the position is very
good for Black according to Nunn and
McNab.

b3) 6..8d7 (D) is safer:
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Now the tactical attempts are sus-
pect:

b31) 7 e67 fxe6 8 Exe6 Dde5 —+.

b32) 7 &xf7+7 &xf78eb6+Lgd
(8..e8 9 exd7+ A xd7 T may be even

MISCELLANEOUS LINES
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better) 9 exd7 #xd7 10 &Of3 h6 11
#e3 £g4'? (11..%h7 120-0-0e5 s
playable) 12 h3 & xf3 13 '&xf3 &h7 =
Norgvist-Andersson, Osterskar 1994.

b33) Therefore Whiteshouldsettle
for 7 &f3 Dbé:

b331) 8 4b5!70-09 &xc6 (9 Af4
dxe5 10 dxe5 ©d4 =) 9...bxc6 10 0-0
&g4 11 Zel (11 h3 #xf3 12 &xf3
dxe5 13 dxe5 ¥d7 14 Zel ¥eo 3
Eiber-Koch, Finkenstein 1993) 11...f6
12e6(12exd6 exd6 13 h3 &5 14 &f4
He8 ) 12..£5 13 h3 &h5 14 ' Ed3h6?!
15 ©h2 g5 16 f4 g4 + Herbrechts-
meier-Ol.Schmidt, 2nd Bundesliga
199%6/7 may be somewhat nasty though
one game doesn’t prove much.

b332) 8 £b3 0-0 and now:

b3321) 9 e6 istoo straightforward:
9..fxe6 10 Axe6+ &xe6 11 Exe6+
©h8 12 Dg5 Dxd4 13 &h3 h6 T Hol-
zer-Zimmerman, Oberwart 1998.

b3322) 9h3%Da5100-0transposes
to aline ofthe Alekhinethat is accept-
able for Black: 10..h6!? (10..%xb3
11 axb3 A5 12 44 is considered
good for White; e.g., 12..f6 13 exd6
exd6 14 d5! = Kapengut-Barkovsky,
Minsk 1984) 11%ed xb3 12 axb3 f6
(12..£5) 13 c4 fxe5 14 dxe5 Dd7 led
toan odd and rather messy position, in
the game Kveinys-Speelman, Mos-
cow OL 1994,

5..0-0(D)

6 '&e2

The natural 6 00 is tame because of
the standard trick 6..Dxe4!:

a) 7 Dxed d5 8 £.d3 (3 &xd5
Hxd5 9 Dc3EdB10 h3 D6 11 fe3
Af5=) 8. dxed 9 fxed ©d7 10 ¢3 ¢5
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b) 7 &xf7+ Rxf7 8 Dxed h6 9
Wd3!7 (the classic exchange sacrifice
9h3'&f8 10 el D6 11d5 Exf3 12
gxf3 Dd4 13 2g2 g5 14 ¢3 OS5 gave
Black excellent compensation in the
game Honfi-Adorjan, Hungarian Ch
1974) 9..4£5 10 &e3 Hc6 11 ¢3 (11
Hel ©b4!) 11..e5 12 dxe5 Hxe5 13
DxeS &xe5 14 Dg3 kg7 15 Dxf5
Ixf5 = Anastasian-Ehlvest, New York
Open 1998. Black has no problems at
all.

6..c67 eS

Other moves are not dangerous for
Black, especially if White allows ...d5:

a) 7a47'd5 8 &b3 &gd! %e5 Dfd7
10 h3 £xf3 11 gxf3 e6 12 f4 ¢5 5
Kovacevi¢-Nikolac, Croatian Ch (Pula)
1998,

b) 7 &b3 g4 8h3 &xf39 &xf3
©Dbd7 10 &e3 e6! (with the idea of
blocking the b3-bishop) 11 a4 d5 12
exd5 Dxd5 13 Dxd5 exdS 14 a5 (14
0-0a5) 14..b5 15 axb6 axb6 16 0-0
b5 = Skripchenko-Av.Bykhovsky, Tel-
Aviv Czerniak mem 1998.

c) 70-0d58 &b3 £g49e5 Dfd7
10h3 £xf3 11 &xf3 e6 12 Dd17?! c5

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

13 c3 &c6 14 Le3cxd4 15cxd4f6 5
Jurkovié-Vismara, Cannes 1997.

7...dxeS

7..%3d5 tends to transpose to the
main line after 8 &£d2 (8 h3!? Hxc3 9
bxc3 c5 is unclear) 8..dxe5 ¢ dxe5.

8 dxeS £dS 9 £d2 &gd (D)

10 0-0-0

An important alternative is 10 h3
&xf3 11 gxf3 (11 &xf3 e6 12 @e2
Dd7 B f4 Gha+ 14 Y12 Exf2+ 15
Lxf2£6!16 exf6 Lxf6 17 Zael b5 18
£b3 Dc5 19g3a5F didn’t work well
for White in Sermek-Nogueiras, Mos-
cow OL 1994) 11..e6 12 f4 (12 0-0-0
transposes to the main line) 12..83d7
13 h4 Dxc3 14 £xc3 Db6 15 £b3 (15
£d3 Dad!) 15...h5 16 £d2a5! 17 a3
£d5 (17..a417 18 La2 Hd5 19 0-0-0
b5 also looks positionally nice) 18 c4
De7 19 0-0-0 DfS5 20 &.c3 and now,
instead of20..'%'e7 = Rublevsky-Khal-
ifman, Russian Cht (St Petersburg)
1999, Black could even fight for the
advantage withthemoreambitious line
20..9b6'? 21 £c2 Bfd822 Axf5exfs
23 Exd8+ Exds 24 &e3 &p3! 5.
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10...e6 11 h3 Axf3 12 gxf3 DHd7 13
f4 &ha!

This is even stronger than the neu-
tral 13...27b6.

14 Wga

Because even White’s alternatives
haven't worked well, it seems Black’s
blockading strategy is getting its re-
wards. Both 14 &xd5 cxd5 15 £b5
b6 16 Bdgl Bfcs 17 Eg2?! Dcd 18
‘Yg4 @e7 T Adam-Freisler, Prague
1926 and 14 £xd5 cxdS 15 Bdgl a6
16 Hg4 @e7 17 h4 h5 18 Hg2 Efc8 19
@d1 Hcd 20 De2 Bacd 21 bl d4 F
Brumen-Mohr, Ljubljana 1998 areex-
cellent for Black.

14..¥x12 15 &xdS cxdS 16 DxdS
hS 17 De7+

Theknightgetsinto trouble after 17
'Hgl Yxgl 18 He7+ h7 19 Bhxgl
Hfe820 £b4 b3 F.

17..2h718fSexfS 19 W bdDxeS

¥ Sosna-M.Pfibyl, Czech Cht
1997/8.

Conclusion: There are some quite
obscure sublines but the main line,
which is the most commonin practice,
seems to be fine for Black.

c3)

4g34g75 4g20-0(D)

6 Dge2

6 O3 is not very logical. The sim-
plest answer is 6...&g4 7 &e3 (7 0-0
D68 Le3 59dS De7 10 Hd2 b5!?
gives Black counterplay, Garcia Cano-
Marin, Badalona 1997) 7..&c6 8 h3
£.xf39 Wxf3e5 10 dxeS5dxe5 110-0
©Dd4 12 Yd1 ‘He7 (or 12..c6 13 De2
&e6 with equality, Pachow-I1Belov,
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Katowice 1993) 13 &b1?! (13 £xd4
Hads 14 ©dS =) 13..h5' 14 Dd2 hd4
with good play for Black, Spassky-
Timman, Tilburg 1978.

6..e5S7h3

Or:

a) Naturally, the simplifying 7 dxe5
dxe5 8 '@xd8 HExd8 ¢ £g5 c6 10 0-0
He8 11 Hadl Dbd7 12 £h3 &c5 13
£ xc® Baxc8 = Bykhovsky-Ponomar-
iov, Torshavn 2000 is very easy for
Black.

b) Generally 7 0-0 has not been
considered very dangerous because
after 7..%c6 (D) White cannot play
#e3, 50 his options are:

bl) 8 h3 exd4 9 Dxdd Dxed 10
Dxc6 Dxe3 11 Dxds Dxdl 12 Dxb7
£xb7 (12..9Dxb2 13 £xb2 £xb2 14
Babl £g7 15 a5 La6 16 & xa8 Lxfl
17 &xfl Exa8 18 &c6 also leads to
equality) 13 £xb7 Eab8 14 Exdl
Exb7 = Gadjilu-Fridman, Pula Echt
1997.

b2) 8d5%De79f4 (9 h3 c6! 10 g4
cxd5 11 exd5 h5! 12 g5 ©h7 13 Dg3
DS 14 Dxf5 £xf5 15 hd £6 T was
pleasant for Black in Pulkkinen-Maki,
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Finnish Cht 1995) and Black has a
couple of good moves:

b21) 9..0e8 10 £e3 102h1f511
exf5 gxf5is unclear) 10..f5 11 ¥d2
@Df6 12 fxe5 dxe5 13 &g5 Wdo! 14
&hl £d7 = Kochiev-Yrjola, Jyvaskyla
1991

b22) After 9...exf4 10 #&xf4 (10
gxf4 c6 11 dxc6 bxc6 F) 10..Dg4 11
Wd2 ¢5 12 dxc6 Dxco = Black con-
wolsthe e5-square, which compensates
forthe weakness of d6. Gulko-Van der
Wiel, Amsterdam OHRA 1987 con-
tinued 13 h3 {ge5 14 b3 Ke6 15 Hadl
Hc8 16 hl a5 17 Dd5 Yxd2 18
Hxd2 &xd5 19 exd5 @b4 20 Dd4
Dxa2 21 ©b5 Efds 22 Hxa7 a8 23
Db5Db4.

b3) 8 dxe5 dxe5 9 &g5 (% DdS
De7 10 £g5 Dfxd5 11 exd5 h6 12
#e3 Bf5 13 £.c5&Dd6 =) and now:

b31) The popular line 9...&.e6 10
&d5 2.xd5 11 exd5 De7 12 c4h6 13
#£d2 &f5 14 &.c3 Eed may be slightly
better for White but leads to compli-
cated play.

b32) 9. %xdl is more reliable. Now
we have:

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

b321) 10 Eaxd1 &b4 11 Bd2 (11
a3 Dxc2 12 Bd2 Dd4 13 Dxd4 exd4
14 Bxd4 h6 15 & cl Xe6=) 11...c6 12
Efd] #e6 = Hille-Baunermann, Ham-
burg 1993.

b322) 10 Efxdl &b4 11 &d5 (11
&b5 Dab =; 11 Bd2 c6 12 Badl isthe
same as ‘b321') 11..8fxd5 12 exd5
#g4 133 &5 14 c3 (14 Re7 Dxc2
15 & xf8 & xf8 168acl &c5+ 17 &hl
&e3 is atleast equal; forexample, 18
#h3 #xcl 19 &xf5 gxf5 20 Hxcl
©Dd4 21 Dxd4 exd4 22 Exc7 Ed8 =)
14..2a6 15 Zd2f6 16 &e3 Hfd8 17
Badl £f8 = Marcelin-Royer, Argen-
teuil 1997.

7..8Dc6 8 Ae3 exdd

8..#£d7 9 0-0 a6 will generally
transpose: 10f4 exd4 11 Dxd4 He8 12
Hel is note ‘b’ to White’s 12th move;
10 a4 exd4 11 Dxd4 Ee8 and now 12
h2 is note ‘a’ to White’s 11th move,
while 12 Eel transposes to the main
line.

9 Dxd4 £d7 10 0-0 Ze8 (D)
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PIRC:

a) 11&h2a6 1224 Me5!713b3c5
14 Mde2 £c6 15 Wd2 bS5 16 axbs
axb5 17 Bxa8 Wxa8 18 Wxd6? (18
AdS5 =) 18 Mxed 19 Bxed Lxed T
gave Black a lot of play in Koelman-
Rausis, Haarlem 2000.

b) There is animportant alternative
which has been more popular in recent
years, viz. 11 Mde2 (motif: White has
more space) 11..b5! 12 a3 a5, and
now:

bl) 13Mf47'Eb8(13..b4!?) 14 {3
b4 (14..Me5'?) 15 axbd axbd 16 Mce2
A5 17 Ad3 Acd 18 £d47! (18 £12)
18..c5 19 £f2 £c6 T Gabriel-Hickl,
BadHomburg 1997.

b2) 13 Md4"? b4 14 e5' Bxe5
(perhaps Black should try 14.. 8xd4
15 exf6 bxc3 16 fxg7 cxb2 17 Ebl
Af518 £d2Eb8 19 £c3 though Sad-
ler thinks White has enough compen-
sation) 15 axb4 c6 16 b5 cxb5!' 17
Adxb5 and now:

b21) 17..&xb5 18 Mxb5 d5 19
fdat

b22) 17..d5 (Sadler-Nevednichy,
Erevan OL 1996) and now 18 &d6
He6 19 Ab7 Wc7 20 McS gives White
some plus.

b3) 13 g4 (the most thematic move)
13..b4 14 axb4 axb4 15 Exad Wxad
16 Wd5 Mxd5 17 exd5 Me5 18 b3 5!
19 g3 (bad is 19 Zel?! {52085 Mf7
21 h4 Bxe3!?22 fxe3 Ye8 23 Wd2Me5
with nice compensation, Relange-Cha-
banon, French Ch (Narbonne) 1997,
while 19 dxc6? £xc6 looks like sui-
cide). Now Black has a difficult but
pleasant choice:

b31) 19..£5 20 gxf5 £xf5! 21 DxfS5
gxf5 is acomfortable way to equalize;

MISCELLANEOUS LINES
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the favourable pawn-structure com-
pensates forthe bishop-pair.

b32) 19..%c3 20 Med Ybs 21 f4
Axgd4 2 hxgd 5 23 gxf5 gxf5 24
Ag5 Hxe3 25 Wh5 ho (Black can iry
25.. e 26 Wxh7+ Lf8 27 £f3 with
an unclear position) 26 f7+ h8
27 Yxd7 hxg5 28 fxg5 t Gelfand-
Adams, Madrid 1996.

b33) 19..c4 20 bxcd Wa6 21 £d4
Wxcd 22 Bed Yxd4 (-2 Krantzl-
Schmidt, Reiffeisen 1997) 23 Wxd4
Af3+ 24 Lxf3 £xd4 25 Mxd6 Hal
with counterplay.

We now retumnto 11 Eel (D):

[xy e

&
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11...a6

Maybe Black can also equalize with
11..M8xd4 12 £xd4 c5! (12..8c6 %)
13 £e3 £.c6 14 £f4 (though 14 ¥d3!?
maybe something for White) 14.. Ee6
15 Md5 Yd7 16 Bxf6+ Lxf6 17 3
Hae8 = 18 Wd2(18f3d57) 18..&xed
19 Rxed Hxed 20 Lxed Exed 21
Wxd6 Wxd6 22 £xd6 Ee2 23 Ebl c4
24 4c5 Be6 12 Relange-Gadjilu,
Pula Echt 1997.

12 a4
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Or:

a) After 12 ©h2 the safest line is
12..5xd4 (12..HDe5and 12...EbS are
also possible) 13 £xdd4 5 14 Le3
£c6 15 £f4 Heb as the d6- and ed-
pawns are equally weak.

b) 12 f4is the main alternative:

b)) 12.%Ha5"7 13 &f2! (13 ¥d3
c5 14 §de2 bS! gives Black a useful
initiative because after 15 Wxd6? Dcd
16 Wxc5 Bed 17Wa7 Bc7 the queen is
trapped) 13..c5 14 ©b3 (14 Df31?)
14..8c4 15 5! dxe5 16 fxe5 Dxe5 17
Dxc5Wc7(17...4c6! 18 Wxd8 Baxds
19 fxc6 Dxc6 20 Dxb7 BbS = is
better according to Svidler) 18 ©xd7
Dexd7 19 Exe8+ Exe8 20 W3 2 Sol-
ozhenkin-Svidler, St Petersburg Ch
1995,

b2) 12..%xd4 13 £xd4 c5 14 Lxf6
£xf6 15 Wxd6 2d4+ 16 $h2Be6 17
Wd5 £c6(17..Eb6!7 18 De2 £L.c6 19
Wxd8+ Exd8 also gives Black com-
pensation, Byme-Mednis, USA Ch
1984) 18 Wxd8+ Exd8 19 Eadl Bed6
20 e5 B6d7 21 &xc6 bxc6 22 Ee2 (22
&e4? Lgl+, Honfi-Zimmerman, Bu-
dapest 1995) 22.. & xc323 Bxd7 Bxd7
24 bxc3 Bb7, which is a likely draw.

12..%a5 (D)

12..4b4 is another route to equal-
ity with the same plan: ..c5, .. &c6
and exert pressure on the e4-pawn.

13g4

White has also tried:

a) 13 Wd3 c5 14 Dde2 Lc6 15
Eadl b5' 16 axb5 axb5 17 §xb5 (af-
ter 17 Wxd6 Wxd6 18 Bxd6 Lxed 19
£.xc5 Black canat least force a draw
with 19...£xg2 20 Pxg2 Hb7 21 Bed
Dds) 17..Dxed 18 Dxd6 Yxdo 19

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

Wxd6 Dxd6 20 Lxc6 Dxc6 21 Exd6
&e5 22 %f1 (/2-2 Khenkin-Tkachev,
French Cht 1998/9) 22..%c4 %

b) After 13 f4 ¢5 14 b3 &xb3 (or
the unclear 14..Dcd!? 15 Lcl Lcb
16 a5 Wc7 17 Wd3 £b5) 15 cxb3 Lcb
16 22 Wc7 17 a5 Be7 the ed-pawn
will become a real weakness follow-
ing 18... Bae8.

13...c5

Now:

a) 14Dde2?! £c6 15Dg3 Ded 16
fcl d5 17 &£17 (White is still alive
after 17 exd5 Bxel + 18 Wxel Dxd5 19
@xd5 £xd5 F) 17...d4 18 Lxcd dxc3
19 W3 We7 20 Wxc3 Dxgd is much
better for Black, Khenkin-Tischbierek,
Las Palmas 1997.

b) According to the Las Palmas
tournament bulletin, White should play
14 Db3%Dxb3 15 cxb3 Lc6 16f3d5!?
(16...Ee6 =) 17 &xc5 &7 with com-
pensation.

Conclusion: 4 g3 has a solid and
positional reputation but theoretically
it seems White can get nothing if Black
plays accurately enough.




26 Other First Moves for
White: Introduction

In Chapters 26-30 we concentrate on
White’s first-move alternatives to 1 d4
and 1 e4. First we pay attention 1o the
systems where White plays c4, Mc3
and Mf3. After those moves White
may still play d4 at some point; this
can easily transpose to lines we have
considered earlier but there are also
some independent possibilities. White
canalso skip theactived4, and play in
thestyle of the English Opening. Also
important are the flexible English sys-
tems where White brings his king’s
knight into the arena via e2. We also
deal with 1 b3, 1 b4 and 1f4 although
they are rather unusual in practice.
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This is in fact the easiest part of the
whole repertoire. We have avery logical

plan against most of White’s slow ap-
proaches. First we occupy the centre
with the moves ..d6, ..e5 and ..f5
Then we develop the kingside with
&6, ..&e7 and ...0-0. This is the
basic system suitable against every-
thing else except 1 f4. In that case we
adopt thesystem of Part 2: 1..d6 with
2...4g4 10 follow

After the standard moves of our
repertoire there might be several rea-
sonable approaches depending on the
system White has chosen. A very typi-
cal way to mobilize the queenside is
..c6 and ..&ab (possibly with ..a5
first), and maybe ...&e6. Another plan
is todevelop the queen’s knight via c6
Sometimes Blackcan find more inter-
esting and unconventional things to
do. For example, Black might adopt
the active attacking plan on the king-
side familiar from the Dutch Defence’
.Yes-h5,..f4and ... &3

In fact, we play a system which
Dutch players can usually only dream
about when they desperately try to
play ...e5. The fianchetto of the king’s
bishop, in the Leningrad Dutch style,
may be at our disposal if White plays
really slowly. In the early phase before
the move ...f5 we canoften wanspose to
various kinds of Modern systems, too




27 The Réti and English

with 53

14f3d6 (D)

////

There are of course many move-
orders available to both sides in lines
wherethe forces donot come intocon-
tact in the initial stages. However,
there is no reason for Black to deviate
from the plan, as described in the pre-
vious chapter, of ..d6 intending ..e5,
with ..f5 and natural, aggressive de-
velopment to follow.

We divide the material into two sec-
tions as follows:

A:2g3 220
B: 2c¢4 221

InLine A we are mainly interested
in lines where White plays g2 and
d3, intending to make the e4 advance,
and omits c4.

2 d4 is of course a very common
move, but it has already been dealt
with in Chapters 11-16 via the move-
order 1 d4 d6 2 Df3.

A)
2g3e53 2g215(D)

40-0

4.d3 &f6 5 ¢3 Dab'? (both5...2.67
6 ¥b3? Daband 5...g6 are playable)
60-0 £e7 7 b4 and now:

a) There is nothing wrong with
7..0-0 8 ¥/b3+ L8 9 D57 (9Dbd2
=) 9..d5 10 Df3 e4 11 Hd4 5 12
bxcS Dxc5 13 We2 £d7 14 &a3 Bcd
7 Felegyhazi-Rinberg, Nyiregyhaza
1994,
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b) 7..c6 8 a4 Mc7 9 Mbd2 0-0
(9...8e6!? works against bS) 10bS ed!
11 Md4 c5 12 Mc2 d5 13 o4 Leb 14
cxd5 Mcxd5 15 Ab2 exd3 16 exd3,

Pihlajasalo-Tella, Finnish Cht 2000,
and Black’s superior structure (d3 is
weak) should count after the active
16..f4 3.

7
",

%

6ed

White has several alternatives; some
more active, some less active:

a) 6 c4 0-0 7 Mc3 transposes to
Line B1.

b) 6 ¢3 0-0 7 &b3+ Lh8 8 Mbd2
(8 Mg5d5 7) 8...Mab is not dangerous
for Black.

c) Rather passive is 6 8bd2 0-0 7
e4 McH 8 c3 a5! (preventing b4 for a
while) 9 a4 &h8 10 ‘@c2 &es 11 Zbl
hs 12 Hel?! (12 b4) 12..fxed 13
dxe4 £g4 14 b4 Md7 15 Ze3 Bb6 16
b5Md8 17 £.a3 Me6F Iliadis-Kotron-
ias, Komotini 1993.

d) 6 Mc30-07e4Mch (7...fxed 8
dxed transposes to thenote to Black’s
6thmove) 8 el (8 Md5 Phs 9 Axe7

221

‘Bxe7 10 el f4! 11 gxfd exf4 12 3
AhS 13 d4 ‘g5 14 3 MeT gives
Black the initiative, S.Nikoli¢-Nik&e-
vi¢, Belgrade 1991) and now thereare
two logical options:

dl) 8. e 9 exf5 (9 MdS Ld8)
9..&4xf5 10 h3 '&d7 11 $h2 Haed
with an equal position, Karlik-Jaku-
biez, Litomysl 1995.

d2) 8..fxe4 9dxed 2g410h3 Lh5
11 g4 4.g612'%d3 (12 Mhd Axed)
12..8d7 13 Le3 a6 14 Hadl &h8 15
Ad5 Wc5'? 16 £xc5 dxe5 17¢3 £d6
= Sorokin-Vyzhmanavin, Moscow rpd
1992,

6...0-0

6..fxed4!? 7 dxed 0-0 (7..8xed'? 8
Axe5 Af6 = should be playable al-
though there is a weakness on e6) 8
Ac3 c6 9 ad a5 10 h3 Ma6 11 'Ee2
&h8 12 b3 Le6 = Bukhman-Goldin,
Philadelphia 1991.

7 exfS AxfS 8 §bd2

3&h4!7 424973 Ae6 10f4Mcb=
is more active.

8..%3c6 9 Zcd Yd7 10 el £h3
11 &h1 Aga

Pressure on the f-file is unpleasant
for White: 12c3 &h8 13 b4 b5! (Black
opens another front) 14 Mcd2 (14 Me3
a5 15 bxa5 Bxa5 16 Md5 ) 14...a5 15
bxa5 Exa5 16 £b27" &f5 17 We2dS
¥ Seeman-Poluliakhov, St Petersburg
Chigorin mem 1997.

Conclusion: These systems with
Af3 and e4 are rather modest, and
‘White often has to fight for equality.

B)
2cd4e53McIfS(D)
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AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

Now:
Bl: 4d3 222
B2: 4d4 224
B3: 4g3 226

InLine B3, we consider lines where
White follows up with a later d4,
ratherthan d3. Lines with g3 and d3
arecoveredin Line B1.

B1)

4d3 0065 g3

5 e4!? Le7 6 £e2 0.0 7 00 c5'7
(Black has of course several playable
possibilities like 7...4)c6, 7...%a6 8 a3
fxed 9 dxed Dc5 10 b4 Deb = or
7..a5) 8 a3 Dco6 % Ebl Dd4 10 exf5
£xf5 11 Dg5 h6 12 Dged Dxed 13
dxed Le6 14 b3 a6 15 £gs Lf7 is
equal, GMohr-Srebmi¢, Slovenian Ch
1992,

5..8e7652g20-070-0(D)

7 ¢5 $h8 8 cxd6 cxd6 9 0-0 Dc6 10
L5 Wes 11e3 £e6 12 DHd2Eb8 13
Hcl @7 14a3h6 15 2xf6 Lxf6was
fine for Black in Sherwin-Conquest,
British League (4NCL) 1999/00 be-
cause of his large pawn-centre.

7. Ye8

With this move Black starts an ag-

gressive general plan: .. Wh5, _.f4,
..&h3and ..Hg4d.

7..2a6'7 8 Ebl c6 9 b4 D7 is
quite a solid plan:

a) 10 c5'? $h8 11 cxd6 Lxd6 12
b5 cxb5 13 DxbS5 Dxb5 14 Exb5 a6
15 Ebl Zb8 16 a4 b5 = Kamsky-Mal-
aniuk, Moscow Intel rpd 1994.

b) 10 b5 c5 (10.. Wed!?) 11 &g5
Dga 12 fxe7 Yxe7 13 b6 axb6 14
Exb6 Ha6 15 bl * Alterman-Van
der Wiel, Erevan OL 1996.

8¢S

This is the most critical move, by
which White tries to open lines. How-
ever, White has alternatives:

a) The tame 8 e3 is certainly not
very critical: 8. %h5 9 Hd2 Wxdl 10
Exdl a5 (10..5a6'?) 11 f4 Da6 12
&f3 1h-h Spraggett-Ivkov, Cannes
1990.

b) 8 4d5 £d8' (a beautiful study-
like prophylactic move) 9 £g5 (9
Dxf6+4xf6 10Ebla511b3c6 1223
a6 13 b4 axbd 14 axbd D7 15 £b2
£d7 16 ¥c2 f4 7 Stoll-Milov, Berne
1994) 9..%5bd7 10 Bcl c6 11 Dxfo+
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Axf6 12 £xf6 Oxf6 13 b4 f4! 14 ' Hd2
h6 15 €3 (Black's attack is strong after
15 gxf4 exf4 16 Yxf4 ©h5 17 Exdo
Af4) 15. fxg3 16 fxg3 WhS with a
slight advantage for Black, Vaganian-
Lobron, Frankfurt rpd 1997.

c) After 8 b4 Black can play:

cl) 8..a5'7 % bxa5 (9 b5 Dbd7)
9..5d8 10a4c6 11 a3 £xa5 12 2
Sxe3 13 xc3 5 14 a5 Db 15 Lcl
‘&h5 = Zilberman-Nenashev, USSR
Cht (Azov) 1991

c2) 8. %h5is logical:

c21) 9Ec2f4! 10b5 (10gxf42h3
gives Black an attack) 10..&h3 11
©d5 DxdS5 12cxd5 &d8 7 (Black has
carried out his general plan unhin-
dered) 13 &xh3 ‘&'xh3 14 d4 fxg3 15
fxg3 ©d7 16 £b2 exd4 17 Dxd4 (17
£xd4) 17...4.85' 18 &3 De5 7 Bar-
celo-Eslon, Palma de Mallorca 1991.

c22) Again 9 Dd5 should be met
by 9.. £d8' 10 Dxf6+ Lxf6 11 £b2
&c6 (11..£4!, with ..£h3 to follow,
looks good) 12 b5 £)d8 13 a4 g5 14
d2 = Seibold-Burkhardt, Bavaria
1996/7.

c23) 9 c5 (sharp action is needed)
9...dxc5 10 bxc5 D6 11 d4?! (11 Db5
fxc5 12 Dxc7 Eb8 13 b3+ $hd is
slightly better for Black) 11..e4 12
Des Dxe5 13 dxe5 Dgd 14 'Hds5+
Ef7 15 c6 (15 h3 Dxe5) 15...4e6 16
‘&b5 bxct6 F Supatashvili-Kovaliov,
Leningrad Cht 1989.

8..¥h8

This is auseful move, since White
often has some tactics based on the
king’s position on g8.

Black has various other playable
moves but a very logical one is 8..4c6

223

9 cxd6 £ xd6, when White must worry
about the ...e4 break:

a) 10 a3 &h8 11 ba? ed! 12 dxed
fxed 13 ©Dd4 Dxd4 14 Exd4 Le5F
15 &c5 b6 16 We3 and now instead of
16..&f5 (Wenzel-Seul, Bundesliga
1994/5), the strike 16..Dg4 17 Ed2
Exf2 —+ is murderous.

b) 10 &b5 is critical, but doesn’t
stop Black’s general plan.

c) 10 Dd2 Le6 11 &ad &h5 12
Ded Dd4! 13 Dxd6 cxd6 14 d1 fa!
15 £xb77 d5 16 £xa8 3! and Black
got a decisive attack in Stefanopou-
los-Ibragimov, Athens 1993.

9 2g5? (D)

Another, maybe more natural con-
tinuation is 8 cxd6¢cxd6 (perhaps more
solid is 9. £xd6 =, when 10 a3 ¢6 11
b4 a5 gave Black counterplay i n Dinh-
Tu, Melbourne 1995) 10 a3 (why not
10 b4!? &6 11 b5 Dd4 12 a4 in-
stead?) 10..4c6 11 b4 a6 12 b5 axb5
13 Dxb5'E'd8 14 a4 Le6 15 ka3 d5!?
16d4ed 17 De5 Dga! 18 Hxgd fxgd
19 £3 gxf3 20 exf3 exf3 21 Exf3 with
equality, Spiridonov-Gofshtein, Paris
1992,
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9..c6

A solid move, although 9 .%c6 10
&b5 @ds is more according to the
spirit of the line. Black can use his
massive pawn-centre.

10 cxd6 £xd6 11 Xcl Ma6 12 ed?!

This is a strange decision duetothe
bad bishop on g2 and weakness of f2,
though it is not easy to find a con-
structive idea for White. However, 12
a3 Wg6!? 13 b4 §)c7 =is quite logical.

12..fxed 13 Axed Axed 14 dxed
£c515 Wb3 Ab616 We3?

Things arequite easy for Black af-
ter 16 fe3 &g T

16...48g4!

This is Sammalvuo-YTjila, Helsinki
2000. White hadn't sacrificed the ex-
change deliberately, but still he got
some compensation, which grew rap-
idlyafter Black played activemovesat
the wrong moments: 17 Dxe5 fe2 18
4 5 xf119 Bxfl c520e5! Heod
21 b3 Dd7 22 &cl! £c5 23 b4 &e?
(23..4D6) 24 f4 bS?' (24..Db6) 25
&e3 Bac8 26 &b2 ¢5 2715 '&h6 28 f6
cxbd 29 Wd3 Rc5 30 Wxd7 &xe3+ 31
©h1gxf6? (31..HBc232e6+)32exf6
£d2 33 W7+ WxgT 34 fxgT+ gk
35 £d5+ 1-0.

Conclusion: This is an important
line in practice and Black has scored
well even though White's developing
moves are the most natural. Black has
aclear-cut general plan which tendsto
work well if White doesn’t react ac-
tively enough.

B2)
4ddeds hgs

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

This is the only independent possi-
bility in this move-order. Otherwise:

a) 5%)gS5 transposes to Chapters 2,
3and 6.

b) 5 &d2 f6 6 e3 transposes to
Line B of Chapter 5.

5..8e7

Better than 5..f6 6 Dd2 £.

6 Axe7 Wxe7 (D)

6..%xe7 is less natural though it is
playable. A set-up with the queen on
e7 and the knight on f6 is more active.

%%.ﬁ/// /‘l

» //2// /
;7// j

a) White doesn’t benefitmuch from
the knight adventure 7 {d5 &ds 8
Dd2c69Dc3DI6 10 e30-0 11 &e2,
when, compared with the main line,
Black has played ..c6 instead of

We7. 11..Da6 12 b3 &7 13 0-0
Wes!? (13..&h8 intending ..d5 looks
natural) 14Bael 'Wg6 15 &dl ®h8 16
b4 c5! 17 Wa3b6 gave Black a good
position in Rozsnyai-Nagy, Hungary
1992,

b) Whitecan alsohead for the f4-
square: 7 gl D6 8 €3 c6 (in the game
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Ibragimov-Sakaev, Sio Paulo 1991, a
closed strategy worked well: 8..0-0 ¢
&h3 c6 10 Df4 Dad 11 hadc7 12 dS
©5'7 13 a3 'Ye5 14 Ebl £47 15 ¥d2
a5 16 #e2 Efbd Y2/2) 9 hd Dab 10
&h3 &c7 11d5 (1194 Deb is level)
11...cxd5!? 12 cxd5 'He5 13 &f4 0-0
14 '#d2 £d7 15 a4 a6 16 a5 &ed
(16..Efb8'?, with ..bS to follow, is
another plan) 17 £c4 #f7 18 Edl
Ead8 19 Dad g620'Ed4Efe8 21 Dbo
h6 22 De2 ©ad = Knott-Rowson,
British Ch (Torquay) 1998.

7..4f6

Interesting, somehow natural but
probablyunnecessary is 7...e3!? 8 fxe3
Df69edf4 (9. fxed 10e30-011 ke2
2) 10 'Eb3 &6 11 HAS? (11 HDF3
Sixed 12 d5 Wf7 13 e 32 looks better)
11..85xd4 12 '8d3 Dxd5 1B cxd5 cS5
14 dxc6 Dxc6 15 0-0-0 DeS 16 Yd4
0-0 17 &bl &e6 T Tarasenko-Vaulin,
Moscow 1995.

8e30-09 .2e2

The value of® b4!? depends on how
much counterplay 9...f4!? gives Black
(notethat 10 exf4?allows 10...e3).

9..e51?2 (D)

Of course the natural moves 9..a5
and 9...8c6 are also possible.

104b3 Le6

Rogers’s 10..b6! is preferable, since
it makes the b3-knight look clumsy:

a) After 11 dxc5? dxc5' 12 &dS
Wes! 13 Dxf6+ Exf6 T Black has a
strong centralized queen.

b) 11 '¥d2 £b7 and now White
should play safe with 12 0-0. Instead,
the ambitious 12 0-0-0?" is very risky:
12..%c6 13 f4 exf3 14 & xf3 Lh8 15
Hhel Ded! 16 fxed fxed 17 DdS

P

-

P nd

///7

'B17 18 He2 fac! 19 Wc2 cxd4 20
exd4 b5! 21 cxb5 'xd5 22 bxc6 Bac8
23 &bl Exc6 24 '¥d2 £.d3+ 25 Fal
'#xb3 0-1 Uhlmann-Dunnington, Zil-
lertal 1993.

110-0 .27

Black wants to play ...&3c6 but...

12 Ecl! Maéb (D)

The c5-pawn becomes weak after
12..8c67 13 dxc5 dxc5 14 DdS! +.
Both 12...bd7 13 &a5 £ and 12..b6
13 f4 £ also look less active for Black
than the text-move.
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a) 13 %d2Zads 14 Mal?! (Lautier
thinks that 14 a3 = intending a5 and
bais better) 14..8b4! 15 d57 (15 a3
Ac6 16 M2 d5 F isalso promising for
Black) 15...&h5 16 f3 exf3 17 gxf3
and then:

al) 17..Ede8?' 18 a3 Mat 19 Ac2
f4! 20 exf4 (20 e4?! g5 F followed by
...b8-d7-e5 is positionally very bad
for White) 20... 2g6 21 Mel! Mh522
£5 Bxf5? (22..&xf5 23 f4' &7 % is
more natural and better) 23 f4 +
Lautier-CuHansen, Biel 1992.

a2) 17..f4'isbetter: 18exf4 (18e4
g5 %) 18..£.g6  followed by .. 8h5.

b) According to Lautier White
should play 13 &dS! Mxd5 14 cxd5
Ab4! 15a3 (15 dxc5?! Mxa2! 16 Hcd
dxc5 17 Mxc5 Had8 ) 15..Mxd5 16
dxc5 dxc5 17 Exc5, but Black seems to
getalot of counterplay after 17...Bad8
(17..8fd8 18 ¥c2 2) 18 '&c2 b6 19
Hcd (19 Zc6? f4 ) 19../%g520 $hl
f4.

Conclusion: Black need not be
worried about this possibility since the
exchange of the dark-squared bishops
is not unfavourable for him.

B3)
4g3Af65Rg24e760-00-0(D)
7d4
7 5 Mc6 8 cxd6 cxd6 9 d4?! (9

b4? e4:9d3)9...e4 10 Mg5dS F gives

Black a strong centre, Taimanov-Bala-

shov, USSR Ch (Leningrad) 1974.
7...e4 8 Ael
23 &g5c69dS (9 Ah3) 9. Lh8 10

&h1?! (10 Mh3 transposes to Line B2

of Chapter 2) 10..8xd5 11 Mgxed

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK
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Ab6 12 Ad2 Le6 13 b3 d5 14 cxd5
Axd5 15 BxdS £xd5 16 LxdS ExdS+
17 &f3 ¥xdl 18 Exdl £f6 = Vogt-
Ziiger, Zurich 1999.

8.6 9 dS

Allowing Black to play ...d5 usu-
ally doesn’t promise White anything:

a) 9 Mc2d5 10 cxd5 MxdS =

b) 9 '&b3 &hs 10 f3 d5 and now:

bl) 11 £f47! dxc4 12 &xc4 bS5 13
‘&b3 b4 14 Md] Exd4+ F Friedman-
Bologan, New York 1993.

b2) Betteris 11 cxdScxdS 12 £g5
Ac6 13 £xf6 (13 e3 Ma$ is also equal)
13.. £xf6 14 €3 Me7 =

9..AAbd7 10 &c2 (D)

10 £3 Me5 11 fxed?! &bo+ 12 £hl
Afg4 looks risky for White.

This position can be compared with
the similar one in Line B2 of Chapter
2 where White’s knight is on h3 in-
stead of c2. Which one is better? From
h3 the knight has a shorter route to e6
at least.

10...AeS 11 b3 c5!?

Now Belov considers the position
completely equal, since the c2-knight
doesn’t look very active. However,

%
7
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7

%L

Black has some alternatives to test:
11..%d7 and 11..%h8, for example.

12 f3 exf3 13 exf3 Me8

White has some space advantage
but it is not easy to benefit from the
only weakness in Black’s camp: the
e6-square. White is slightly better af-
ter 13...£d7 144 Degd 15 h3 Dh6 16
@43 Dh5 17 $h2 &6 18 &f3, Lupu-
Bern, Haifa Echt 1989.

1414 Bg6

Black is going to over-protect the
weak e6-square, but more natural is
14..Df7 15 £b2 &f6 16 Bbl g6 with
the regrouping plan . £&g7, .. &f6and

Hes
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15 &b2 £16 16 Zbl

Black getscounterplay after 16 '#d2
£d7 17 Bael b5!7.

16..4d7 1723 &c7 18 b4 b6 19
Wad2

After 19 bxc5 bxc5 20 &al Eb8 21
@d2 Dad! with ...Db6 to follow, Black
can regroup his pieces nicely.

19...2e8 20 £13 Af8 21 Ae2

Or 21 bxc5 bxcS 22 De2 Hbs 23
&xf6 Wxf6 = 24 a5 Bb2!.

21..4xb222 Exb2 Wf6 23 bl

After 23 De3!7Da624Eel £ White
still has some advantage according to
Belov, though it is not easy to see what
is he going to do after, for example,
24 Bxel+ 25 ¥xel (25 Dxel Ec8)
25..Be8 26 ¥d2 £c8 27 Bbl Dc7.

23..Ma6!24 Ac3 Xe7

= Dragomaretsky-Ibragimov, Al-
ushta 1993.

Conclusion: This line is very simi-
lar to the ones in Part 1 exceptthat the
knightcomestoc2instead ofh3. White
gains a small space advantage in the
closed position but can hardly benefit
from the only weakness in Black’s po-
sition, namely the e6-square.




28 The English Opening
without an Early Hf3

1c4d62 Ac3

Of course, 2 d4 is discussed under 1
d4.d62c4.

2..e5(D)

3g3

For3d4, see 1d4d62cde53 De3.

3.054 2g2

‘White can also play the immediate
4.d4 Le7 5 dxe5 dxe5 6 Wxd8+ Lxd8
7 e4'? (7 £g2 &6 transposes to Line
A)7..%0c6 8 e3 (Suba’s idea; 8 £d2
©Df6 9 £d3 0-0 10 exf5 e4 11 Dxed
He8 12 f3 £xf5 13 0-0-0 Dxed 14
fxed De5 15 Lc2 g4 16 Bel Dxcd
F Varberg-Rowson, Copenhagen Poli-
tiken Cup 1996) 8..Df6 9 d3 g6?!
(9..fxed 10 Dxed 0-0 11 He2 fgs
looks at least equal) 10 Hge2 0-0 11

0-0 £e6 12 b3 £ Suba-Yepes Marti-
nez, Castellar 1995.

4..516

Now:
A: 5d4 229
B: 5d3 230

Another plan is 5 e3 £e7 6 {ge20-0
7 0-0 c6 8 d4 Dab (D), when White's
c4-pawn is vulnerable, and Black may
be able to exploit this. White now has
time to do something on the queenside:

XTaW Eew
CEal o aa
BE wAm
[

A
i % %

//

B gw%zﬁ“

a) 9 a3 &c7 10 b4 Le6' 11 bS
£xc4 12 bxc6 bxc6 13 &xc6 Bbs 14
Wad d5! 15 dxeS Ded 16 Dxed?! fxed
17 Wdl W8 with a massive attack for
Black, Reinderman-Van der Wiel,
Dutch Ch 1996.
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b) 9b3 ed!? (9. &c7 10 a3 ed
11 '%d2d5 12 #xe7 Wxe7 = Urday-
Pomes, Oviedo rpd 1992) 10d5¢511
3 exf3 12 &xf3 Ac7 13 a4 Ad7 14
#22 Me5 15 Of4 A6 = Idigoras-
Slipak, Buenos Aires 1992.

c) 92bl Ac7(9..4e67 10d5) 10
b4 (less logical is 10b3e4 11 £b2 d5
12Ecl g5 13 Hc2 £d6 14c5 Ke7 15
f4 h6 = Spragget!-Vaganian, Montpel-
lier Ct 1985) 10...Eb8!? (now the nat-
uralidea 10.. €6 11 b5 # xc4 12 bxct
bxc6 13 #xc6 b8 14 Exb8 &xbs 15
Wad4 2 is not so good for Black, but
10..e4!? looks playable) 11 bS5 c¢5 12
dxe5 dxeS 13 b6 axb6 14 Exb6 @xdl
15 Exdl Ed8 16 Exd8+ & xd8 17 &a3
Ac6 18 Bb5 e4 = Williams-Ansell,
British League (4NCL) 1999/00.

A)

5dd4 fe7

Better than 5 .e4?' 6 f3 exf3 7
Axf3 i

6 dxeS

6 &f3 ed4 7 MgS c6 is likely to
transpose to Chapter 2 or Line A of
Chapter 4. Hjartarson-Psakhis, Ice-
land-Israel 1996 continued 8 d5 Ma6 9
Ah3 &c7 10 a4 0-0 11 0-0 and now
Black’s most solid idea is 11...a5 fol-
lowed by ...Ma6.

6..dxeS 7 Wxd8+ Axd8 (D)

Black doesn’t seem to have any
troubleat all in this ending. As in the
other typical endings in our repertoire,
Black has the central squares under
control and the queenside pieces can
be placed harmoniously: typically the
knight comes to a6 and bishop to ¢7.
Here Black usuallycastles butthe king

ﬁ FETT I

QU
S\

also has the more central f7-square at
its disposal.

8b3

The other moves are not dangerous
either:

a) White even got into trouble after
8 ed4? 6 (8. M6 9 Mge2 00 =)
Age2Ma6 10 0-0 Ac511.£850-0 12
exfS #xfS 13 h3 #d3 ¥ in Bilek-
Barcza, Hungarian Ch (Budapest) 1957.

b) 8 &3 Ac6 9 0-0 e4 10 AgS
Ae5 11 b3 c6 12 Ab2 h6 13 Ah3 & c7
14 f3exf3 15exf3.4.d7 16 Badl 0-0-0
17 Ma4 b6 18 &f4 Rhed = Schan-
dorff-Gulko, Copenhagen Politiken
Cup 2000.

8..c6 9 £b2 0-0

9..%a6 10 Af3 e4 11 Ad4 Df7 is
also level. After 12 &c2 &c5 13 b4
Ae6 14 3 exf3 15 exf3 a5! 16 a3 f4!
Black took the initiative in Salaun-
Gof'shtein, French Cht 1998.

10 &Hf3 He8

Black can also play:

a) 10..e4 11 ©d4 &b6 12X d1 Ed8
13 &c2 Exdl+ 14 Mxdl $f7 with an
equal position, McNab-Gayson, Brit-
ish League (4NCL) 2000/1.
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b) 10..Mbd7 11 0-0 Ee8 12 Eadl
£c7 13Mhd g6 14 e4 £415Bf3 fxg3
16 hxg3 M8 (16..Mc5 17 baMe6 18
Hfel Mgd = 19 Md5? cxd5 20 exdS
£b6 21 c5 Mxc5 22 bxc5 Lxc5 F
Taimanov-Vaganian, Leningrad 1977)
17 Bd3 284 18 Ah2 Le6 19 Mad
Had8 20 Efdl Exd3 21 Exd3 &8d7 =
Agrest-Nenashev, New York Open
1998,

11 0-0 5a6 12 Eadl &7 13 ed?

Thisideadoesn’twork, though after
normal moves Black can ensure at
least equality with a quick ..e4; e.g.,
13 Bfel e4 14 A&d4 f4!7 (14..2f7 =)
15 gxf4 £xf4with unclearplay or 13
Ahde614ed (14 £h3 g5 14..f4 =

13..fxed 14 5)g5 Agd 15 Hdel &c5

¥ Erwich-Psakhis, Vlissingen 2000.

Conclusion: This ending offers
‘White nothing.

B)
5d3 &e7(D)

6e3
Alternatively:

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

a) A fairly standard plan from
White’s point of view is 6 e4 c6 7
Mge20-080-0Mab (8...a5 first is cer-
tainlyplayable) 8 d4!? (the solid moves
9 Ebl and 9 b3 are good enough for
equality while the plan 9 h37?' &e8 10
£e37 Wh5 11 Al f4! 12 gxf4 exfd
1B &xf4 £xh3 14 'Yxh5 Bxh5 15
% xh3 Mxf4 F proved unsuccessful in
S.Horvath-lbragimov, Szekszard 1995)
9. YeSandnowtheslow 10 a3?! fxed
11 dxe5 dxe5 12 Mxed Mxed 13 &xed
Ac5 14 &g2 &f5 ¥ allowed Black im-
mense activity in Varberg-Gulko, Co-
penhagen 1996.

b) Some strong players seem to
like 6 f4!7:

bl) 6...exf4 7 &xf40-0 8 Mf3c69
'§d2 a6 10 0-0 Mc5 11 Md4 Mgd!
12 h3 Me5 13 Bf2 416 14 Le3 g6 15
Hafl &g7 = Serper-Dolmatov, Manila
OL 1992.

b2) 6..0-0 7 Bf3 exf4 (7..Mc6 8
0-0 Eb8 9 €3 'Yed 10 a3 a6 11 '@c2
£d7 £ Makarychev-Cherepkov, USSR
ArmyCht 1990) 8 gxf4 (8 &xf4 trans-
poses 1o ‘b1’) 8...c6 9 0-0 a6 10 Lhl
Ac7 11 b3 'Yed 12 'Yd2 'h5 13 3
£d7 14 2b2 Zae8 15 Me2 M4 16
A&g3 'Who 17 Bael c5 1h-12 Makary-
chev-Vaulin, Russian Cht (Kazan)
1995. Black’s pieces are placed har-
moniously and he is at least equal.

6..0-0 7 @)ge2 c6

7..a5 8 0-0 c6 9 b3 Ma6 10 £Lb2
£d7 11 Bcl &c7 12'%d2 ©h8 13 f4
Ag4 14 h3 A6 15 Mad exf4 16 exf4
&£6 17 &xf6 Bxf6 18 Mb6 Ha6 19
Axd7 '¥xd7 £ was not quite as con-
vincing in Hjartarson-Christiansen,
Reykjaviktt 1990.
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80-0 fe6 (D)

914

Slow moves like 9 b3 allow Black
toplay 9..d5 (9..bd7 10 d4'? ) 10
f4 (both 10 £b2Dbd7 11 cxd5 cxd5
12d4 e4 13Df4 417 = and 10 cxd5
cxd5 11 dd e 12 £d2 Hcb 13 f4exf3
14 £xf3 g5 15 £.g2 Wd7 3 Raicevi¢-
Vaulin, Ni§ 1993, are fine for Black)
10..e4 11 Dd4 £d7 12 cxd5 DxdS
(12..cxd5'?) 13 Dxd5 cxd5 14 dxed
dxed 15 g4 fxg4 16 £xed §)c6 though
this position is far from clear, SFar-
ago-Vaulin, Budapest 1994.

9..2a6

Black can also play 9..&bd7 10 b3
‘es 11 'd2 (11 £a3'? g57' 12 ¥d2
'Bh5 13 fxe5 2xe5 14 h3 is slightly
better for White, Sznapik-Fridjonsson,
Stockholm 1964) 11..%h5 12 £b2
Bae® with harmonious development.

10 b3 Wd7 11 Wd2 Zae8 12 4b2
Ad8!
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Once again Black finds a function
for this bishop: there is a weakness on
e3.

13 h3 A7 14 @h2 Ab6 15 Hael
exfd 16 Axfd Wds (D)

16..g5!7 is risky because after 17
Dad gxf4 18 Dxb6 fxg3+ 19 Lhl
axb6 20 £ xf6the black kingis vulner-
able.

17 ed fxed 18 Axed Axed 19 Axed

#2520 fc3 Axc3 21 Wxe3 AcS
d5!7 22 cxd5 cxd5 23 £g2 d4

= doesn’t look bad either.

22 #g2 Hxel 23 Hxel Ee8 24 dd4
Ae6 25 Axe6 Hxe6 26 Exe6 Axe6

This ending should be adraw, albeit
with a little accuracy needed from
Black, Markowski-Seul, Biel 1997.

Conclusion: This slow continuation
is solid for White but Black should
equalize with our standard, flexible
development system.
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Here we consider

A: 1b3 232
B: 1bd4 234
C: 1f4 235

Instead, 1 g3 d6!? will often trans-
pose to variations considered in the
previous two chapters, but here is an
independent possibility: 2 £g2 e5 3
e4 (3 c4 f54 Mc3 transposes to Chap-
ter28) 3. Mc6 4 Me2 517 5d4 (S exfS
helps Black's development: 5. &xf5
60-0 Af6 7 d4 e7 8 c3'Wd79 dxe5
dxe5 10 £Le3 Wxdl 11 Exdl Mgd ¥
Minich-Franzen, Tmava 1989) 5...fxe4
6 dS Mce7 7 c4 Mf6 8 Mbc3 £59h3
h5 10 £g5'%d7 11 ¥d20-0-Oledtoa
rather unconventional position that is
difficult to assess in Mowsziszian-
Granados Gomez, Paretana 1999

A)

1b3d6 2 Ab2eS (D)

3e3

Or

a) 3c4f54g3(4d4ed 5e3 trans-
poses to the mainline) 4. Mf6 5 g2
transposes to ‘cl”

b) 3 d4 transposes to Line D of
Chapter 19

) Against the double fianchetto 3
23 Black can naturally continue with
the standard 3...f5, leading to the fol-
lowing possibilities’

cl) After 4 £g2, Black’s basic set-
up is especially good, and he gets a
veryactive position: 4. 865 c4 e7
6e3c67 Me20-080-0 e8! (
9 Abc3 Ac7 10 d4 ed 11 d5c5 12 f3
exf3 13 £xf3 Bb3 14 a4 Md7 15 ig2
A5 = LSchneider-Ziegler, Stockholm
1987) 9 d4 e4 10d5 ¢5 11 a3 g5 12
Ad28bd7 13 §c2 Wh5 14f3 exf3 15
fixf3 Mgd 16 ixgs Wxgd 17 Bf2 MeS
¥ Brunsch-Weisenburger, Baden 199 5.

c2) 4d4edandthen:

c2]) 5e3M66Me2c6TMI4d5 8
h4£.d69c40-0 10Mc3 &xf4 11 gxf4
fe6 12 &a3 Bf7 13 &d2 Mbd7 14
cxd5 Mxd5 15 £d6 M6 16 Le5
Axc3 17 Wxc3 Mgd = Hecht-Bilek,
Budapest 1973.

€22) 5d5 Mf6 and here:

€221) 6 37 ke7 7 Mh3 Abd7 &
Ag5 Me5 9 se20-0 10 ha Afgd 11




RARE FIRST MOVES

&h3 416 12 Dc3 c5 F Bellon-Bilek,
Palma de Mallorca 1972.

€222) 6 h3!? Dbd7'? (6..867 7
&)f4 &7 is another plan) 7 £g2 &e7
8 &3 De59£30-0 10 Wd2 c6 11 D4
exf3 12 exf3 He8 13 0-0-0 £ Kallio-
Fogarasi, Budapest 2001.

This is also quite a good moment to
play inModem Defence style: 3...g6 4
D3 £g75d4 e4 6 DFA2{5 7 c4 Df6
8 3 0-09 Wc2 436 10 £e2Dbd 11
Wbi £417 (11...c6 1223 Dab=)12a3
fxe3 13 fxe3 d3+ 14 £xd3 exd3 15
0-0 Dg4 16 Wxd3 Wha 17 h3 Df2
with attacking chances for Black, Pla-
ninc-Szabo, Amsterdam 1973.

4dded (D)

/42
4,%//
e
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ABAE BAK
BO WEanE

This position is again very similar
to the 1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 Hf3 main
lines, but White has used two moves
to develop his bishop at once to b2,
whichmay tum out not to be time well
spent if Black manages to play ...d5.
This is why in many examples White
aims to play d5 first.

Scd
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Other options:

a) 5De2 D6 6d5 e 7 D4 0-0
84)c3 (8 £e2a590-0 a6 10 c4 &5
11 a3 g5 12 Dh3 g4 13 b5 DeS
¥ Mephisto-Suetin, Dortmund 1990)
8.c69Ae2a5 10 Wd2 a6 11 dxco
bxc6 12 Dad c7 13 £.d4 g5 14 Dh5
&xh5 15 £xh5 §)d5 with unclear play,
M.Nei-Yrjold, Helsinki 1995.

b) 5%Dh3 Df6 6 c4 (6 Df4 KeT 7
h4 c6 8 c4 Da6 9 Dc3 De7 10 a2
De6 11 g3 Dxf4 12 exf4 d5 F Ashley-
Hoang Thanh Trang, Budapest 1997)
6...86 74 £g7 814 0-09 Dc3 Db
10 a3%e7 11 Ecl Dd8 12 b4 Deb6 =
Emodi-Berkovich, Budapest 1992.

c) 5d5Df6 6 Dh3 (6 h4 Ke7 7
©Dh30-0 8 2e2Dbd7 9 Dc3 a6 10 h5
&e5 122 Vokat-Marin, Krynica 1998)
6..c6 7 Df4 £e78h4 0-0 (8..a517 ¢
a4 §a6 10 fcd De7 11 93 g 12
&h5 & xh4 13 Dxg7+ Lf8 1483 46
15 ©hS #&e5 16 Wd2 b5 is unclear,
M.Nei-Paasikangas, Espoo 1996) 9
&c3 $hs 10 Wd2 £d7 11 Le2 cxd5
12 Dexd5 Dxd5 13 Dxd5 Lo 14
Df4 A£6 15 c4 4xb2 16 Wxb2 Was+
17 ¥d2 Wxd2+ 18 &xd2 Dab = Van-
devoort-Dal Borgo, Huy 1993.

5..5f6

Positionally very logical is 5...d5'?
6 £2a3 (6 cxd5 Df6) 6. & xa3 7 Hixa3
D6 8 Wd2 0-0 9 cxd5 Dxd5 10 A4
#e6 11De2Dd7 12Ecl 6 13 £xd5
# xd5 1/2-/2 Hug-KneZevi¢, StarySmo-
kovec 1974

69c3 £e77 Hge2

7 §h3 fe6 (7..c6, with the same
plan as in the main line, is certainly
possible) 8 )4 &7 9 hd4 Dbd7 10
ke2 O3 11 Wd2 67 (it is time to
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exchange White’s best piece by means
of 11..Mg6) 12 d5 c5 13 f3 exf3 14
S xf3 @d7 15 0-0-0 a6 16 a4 (16 e4!
+) 16..0-0-0 17 Edel Mg6 18 Mce2
Ae5 19 Ag3 a5 2-Y2 Dorr-Vetemaa,
USA 1995.

7..26 8 Dfd Da6

Black continues withstandard plans,
including support for ..d5. If White
plays d5 himself, Black will try to cre-
ate counterplay with .. #8c7 and ...b5.

9d50.0 10 Ae2Dc7 11 hdce512
W2 Bb8 13 h5 a6 14 ad Wes 15 a5
Ads

witha level but difficult positional
fight, Hodgson-Agrest, Harplinge 1998.

Conclusion: This seems to be a
perfectly viable option against 1 b3,
especially becausethis is hardlyanap-
proach that Nimzo/Larsen players are
likely to be well prepared for.

B)
1b4d62&b2e5(D)

Here we follow our basic preferred
set-up against the English Opening,

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

namely quick kingside activity with

.d6, ..e5, .f5, M6, ke and
...0-0.

3cd

Other moves:

a) 3 f47! exf4 4 Mf3 Bf6 5 g37
fxg3 6hxg3 $g47 &g2c68d3 &e79
Abd2 ¥c7 10 a3 Mbd7 ¥ Gross-Zuch,
Germany 1988.

b) 3 €354 Af3 A6 5d4ed 6
Afd2 d5 7 b5 £d6 8 &e2 0-0 9 0-0
%e6 10 a4 c6 11 Ma3 Wc7 12 g3
Abd7 13 f4 Zfc8 T Gemnet-Medwed,
Wolfstein 1994.

c) 3e4f54d3 (4 Mc3MF65 &cd
fxe4 6 £d5 Mxd5 7 Mxd5 c6 8 Me3
&e6 ¥ Culverhouse-Friesen, Soest
19964 &.cd MI65 f4fxed 6 fxe5 Mgd
7 e6 Wg5 & Mc3 A6 9 Mge2 d5 is
also much better for Black, Solano-
Ugalde, Costa Rica 1997) 4. &f6 5
Md2g66 ke2 g7 7c40-08h3 Ao
F Rajewski-Eckl, Bad Worishofen
1992,

3..£54 €3 &f6 5 Df3

5 Mc3g66d3 kg77 Wb30-08
e2c6 9 M3 &e6 = Feldman-Bur-
rows, New York 1999.

5.Ke76d4

Or6Mc30-07 &b3 Lh8 8dded
Ag5 c6 = with a familiar position-
type, Sokolsky-Persitz, corr. 1968.

6..e47 Dfd2 d5 (D)

This position is quite similar to 1d4
d6 2 c4 e5 3 f3 main lines, and Black
continues applying the ideas that are
well known there.

8 bS

Or:

a) 8 '#b3c6 9 Mc30-0 10 g3 The
11 h4 dxcd 12 fxcd bS5 13 se2 Mab
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14 a3 &c7 15 'Yc2 fe6 5 Sokolsky-
Suetin, USSR Cht (Leningrad) 1953.
This is a nice example of how to gain
control of d5.

b) Closing the position with 8 c5
makes life easy for Black: 8..0-0 ¢
De3 610 a4 'Ec7 11 g3 £.e6 12 De2
©h5 13 & g2 3d7 with equality, Reu-
ter-Von Oppen, Koblenz 1990.

8..c69240.010 Wb3 Ae6 11 Hc3
bd7 12 Ae2 Fh8 13 h3 Wc7 14 ¢S
41? 15 Hdl

15 Dcexed fxe3 16 fxe3 Dxed 17
&xed b6 is certainly risky for White
because of his vulnerable king.

15..2ab8 16 exfd Wxfd 17 g3 Whe
18 We3 Wg6

FRoczniak-Walczak, Poland 1981.

Conclusion: Although there are
certainly many viable options against
the Sokolsky, this is a way to lead the
game into familiar position-types.

C)

1fadé6 (D)

Well, 1...d6 is possible after every
first move by White. After 1 f4 it is

E%

/%&%g
NEW %g%

especially useful, as the plan of ..e5
offers good activity, provided Black
avoids transpositions to certain other
openings. Especially the King's Gam-
bit Declined (in the form of 1 e4 5 2
f4 d6) should be avoided without spe-
cial preparations.

Or:

a) Moves like 2 g3 and 2 e3 areef-
fectively met by 2...e5.

b) 2 d4?! transposes to Line A of
Chapter 19.

c) After 2 e4 we recommend ei-
ther:

cl) 2..&f6 and then:

cll) 3d3e5(3..g6 4 Df3 #g75
g3 c5 transposes to a Closed Sicilian)
4 Bf3 D6 5 g3 exf4 6 Axf4d5 7e5
Dh5 8 hg2 kg4 9 c3 Ae7 10 0-0
Dxfa11 gxf4'¥d7 12 d4' 8513 @42
0-0 14 Del 'Yg6 15 Dc2 Ahd with the
plan ...&23e7-f5 leads to an unclear po-
sition, Danielsen-J.Andersen, Danish
League 1998/9.

cl2) 3 §c3 gb 4 d4 transposes to
the Austrian Attack of the Pirc (Chap-
ter 21).
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c2) 2..d5"? challenges White's cen-
tre at once. The loss of tempo means
nothing, as the premature f4is a weak-
ness in quite a number of theoretical
positions. White now has:

c21) 3 exd5? Df6 (3. Wxd5'? is
also possible) 4 D3 (4 ¢4 c6 5 De3
cxd5 6cxd5 Dxd5 7 D3 Dc6 8 Acd
e69d4 4 b4 10 Axd5 exd5 11 0-00-0
¥ Montell-Oratovsky, Salou 2000)
4..xd5 5 Wf3 e6 (5..Dxc3!? looks
possible) 6 &c4 Dbd 7 £b3 Do T
Mas-Reilly, Genting Highlands 1998.

€22) 3 ©Dc3? dxed 4 Dxed Dd75
DFIDF66Df2e67 g3 Ld6 8 A g2
0-0 ¥ Petraki-Djuri¢, Athens 1997.

€23) 3e5c54Df3 N6 5¢3 (5De3
L4 6 4b5 e6 7 LxcH+ bxcb 8 d3
&h690-0Df5 10 Wel h5 7 Daniel-
sen-Skytte, Copenhagen 1999) 5. & g4
6h3 &xf3 7 Wxf3e6 8 d3 f6 $ exf6
@Dxf6 10 Da3 £d6 11 £e2 0-0 12 g4
‘We713 £.d2 Hae8 14 0-0-0 a6 15 Dc2
b5 with an initiative for Black. Besh-
ukov-T.Ivanov, Novgorod 1999.

2..4g417 (D)

Now we cantum totheideas of the
Hodgson System. Otherwise:

a) After2..e5'?, 3 fxe5 transposes
to a line of the From Gambit, while 3
e4 transposes to a King’s Gambit De-
clined.

b) 2..2f63 Dc3 g64 ed £g75 d4
is an Austrian Attack (Chapter 21).

3ed

White has some alternatives:

a) 3b37' &xf3 4 exf3 Dd7 5 4b2
Dgf6 6 Da3 g6 7 c4 L2878 g3c6 9
£h3 e6 10 'We2 'e7 gives Black a
slight advantage, Mashiri-J.M.Nielsen,
Copenhagen 1998.

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK
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b) 3 g37 &xf3 4 exf3 f6 5£5d5
6d4c57c3'&b6 8 dxe5 Wxe5 9 Fd4
@xd4 10 cxd4 &6 7 Petro-Okhotnik,
Sarospatak 1995.

c) 3e3e54h3 &xf35Wxf3c66
b3 £e7? (6..exf4 7 exf4 Df6 8 Lb2
d5 = is more accurate) 7 £b2 £f6 8
fxe5 dxe5 9 Dc3 Dd7 10 0-0-0 Was
11 &bl De7 12D e4 Klauser-Novo-
selski, Zurich 1988.

3...e5

In addition to this very logical move,
Black has also two fair alternatives:

a) 3..4d7!? is playable though a
little less active: 4 £.c4 5 5 Dc3 Hgfe
60-0 £e7 7d3 0-0 8 h3 &.xf3 9 '¥xf3
exf4 10 &xf4c6 11a3 Db6 12 La2d5
13 exd5 (13 e5%?) 13..%bxd5 14 £.xd5
Dxd5 15 @2 Lh4 16 Y3 v
Mozes-Korpics, Budapest 1992.

b) 3..8f6!? looks interesting. The
ideais tomeet 4 Dc3 with4..e6 5d4
(5h3!7) 5..d5!; forexample, 6 e5 De4!
7 £d3 £b4 8 Ad2 Dxd2 9 Yxd2
£xf3 10 gxf3 Wha+ 11 Le2 c5 with a
slight advantage for Black, Le Floch-
Okhotnik, Guichen 1993.

4 fxeS
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Saferis 4 d3 £e7 5 £e2 D6 6 0-0
Df6 7 Le3 0-0 (7..exf4 8 &xf4 d5!
looks logical) 8 Dc3 £c8'? 9 h3 exf4
10 &xf4d5 11 exd5 (11 Dxd5' wins a
pawn and is unclear) 11..b4 12 §d2
Dfxd5 13 DxdS5 Dxd5 T Durst-Mahdi,
Velden 1996.

4..dxe5 5 AcdDc66 3

6 0-0? is a tactical mistake due to
6..8xf3 7 &xf7+ (7 Yxf3 Wda+ 8
Sh1¥'xcd —+) 7..Oxf7 8 Yxf3+ D6
9 Wh3+ Ded 10 ¥xb7 Dd4 T.

6. Axf32!

This is hardly necessary, as Black
has natural moves such as 6... £¢5 and
6..4'd7 at his disposal.

7 Wxf3 &6 8 ba? (D)

Instead of this careless move White
should play 80-0 £c5+ 9 hl withan
equal game.

8..4xbd! 9 cxbd Wdd 10 Yc3
Yxed+ 11 2d1

11 &f1 ¥4+ 12 Lel Wha+ 13
Sfl Ded 7.

11..Wxg2 12 Hel Hed 13 We3
Ddé
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It is understandable Black didn’t
find 13..Df2+! 14 &c2 Dxba+ 15
&3 fd3! —+ inpractical play but he
retains a huge plus.

14 Ae2 Wxh2 15 Af3 f6 16 Ab2
Wha

¥ Grimm-M Hermann, Germany
1996/7.

Conclusion: Against Bird's Open-
ing, the continuation with 1...d6 and
2..£g4 is interesting but not so well
known.




30 Other Options for Black:
Introduction

In Chapters 30-33 we study some vari-
ations that are closely related to the
other material in this book. These vari-
ations may overlap partly with the
main repertoire introduced earlier, but
we think that it might be very useful
for the reader to have some extra op-
tions. Also some ‘lazy’ players, not
wishing to spend time studying the
masses of theory of the Pirc Defence
or Hodgson Variation, may find these
simpler alternatives very much to their
liking

A Short Word About the
Czech System

The Czech System, 1 e4 d6 2d4 Df63
&3 ¢6, could be an excellent alterna-
tive to the Pirc in our repertoire be-
cause after the natural move 4 &f3
Black plays 4...2g4 which will very
likely lead to lines in Chapter 15
However, there are some

|
,/ “man
LWL

4

bll) After 6..2g4 7 L¢3 Dbd7 8
0-0 £e7 9 h3 Black has an unpleasant
choice. The exchange 9... & xf3 10 ¥xf3
00 11 De2! seems to give White the
bishop-pair for nothing and after
9..2h5 10 el Black may not have
anything better than going in for a
similar position with 10... &xf3 since
10..exf4 11 £xf4 igé"' 12 e5! led to
unf ions for Black

problems for Black after the aggres-
sive 4 f4 (D).

a) 4...¥b67?' became unpopular af-
ter the game Leko-Hodgson, Cacak
1996: 5 e5! ©d5 6 Dxd5 cxd5 7 Ld3
g6 8 De2! D6 9 ¢3 Af5 10 Lxf5
gxf511 Qg3 +

b) 4..%a5 is the thematic reply:

bl) 5£d3e56&Df3andthen

in Browne-Benjamin, USA Ch (Mod-
esto) 1995.

b12) However, therare 6...exd4 7
xd4 g6 looks more playable and dy-
namic; forexample, 8 Df3 £g7 90-0
0-0 10 '&el Hbd7 115 Dc5 12 ¥ha
2xf5 13 Xh6 Doxed 14 Rxed fxed 15
g5 Lf5 with complicated play, Sion
Castro-Azmaiparashvili, San Roque
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1996. Maybe 8 ©b3 ¥c7 9 0-0 &.g7
10 a4 is slightly better for White.
b2) Anotherproblemis 5 e5'? Hed
6 W3, when 6..Dxc3 7 2d2 2f58
2.d3 @.xd3 9 cxd3 @d5 10 bxc3 dxe5
11 fxe5 Wxf3 12 §xf3 gave Black an
ending in Motwani-Adams,
Moscow OL 1994. The more compli-
cated possibility 6..d5 7 £d3 a6 &
&ge2 @ib4 90-0 HHixc3 10 bxc3 Dxd3
11 cxd3 g6 still looks good for White,
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who is better developed and has a
strong centre.

All these lines look rather suspi-
cious at the moment but theoretical
evaluations tend to change from time
to time and some new ideas might
make everything look brighter. There
is always some surprise value with
systems like the Czech, which in fact
may be an attractive choice for a cre-
ative player.




31 The Old Indian with ...2f5

In this chapter we study the positions
arising after 1 d4 d6 2 c4 §f6 3 Hc3
&f5 (or 3 ©f3 &f5). This variation is
a fully playable minor altemative to
the main variations presented in this
book

The main idea of the move ... &S is
to stop White expanding in thecentre
with e4, atleastfora while. In practice
the move...&f5 might also trick oppo-
nents into King's Indian lines for
which they are unprepared, thus offer-
ing good practical chances for players
who know the basic ideas well. In the
critical lines Black usually gains quite
activecounterplayif White tries 1o re-
fute the opening directly. White has,
of course, many more positional op-
tions, but the most he can hope for
withthem is the normal small opening
advantage

The variation is playable as a sepa-
rate opening, and in this chapter we
have a full repertoire for Black. How-
ever, some knowledge of the King's
Indian is especially useful, asthere are
many flexible transpositions to well-
knownpositions. Alsoin Line C2 there
can arise main lines of the Classical
King's Indian, but with an extra move
(... %d7) for Black, which offers scope
for creative new ideas

1d4.d6 2 cd Af6 3 Ac3

3 D3 &fS 4 Dc3 transposes to
Line C.
3..Af5(D)

This is the starting position of this
variation. Black’s last move might ap-
pear a bit illogical, as White's e4 may
kick the bishop quite badly later on.
Black, however, is seeking active coun-
terplay. We now consider:

A: 4g3 241
242
C: 4413 247

White has many alternatives, but
they are not especially dangerous for
Black:

a) 4'#b37!,attacking the b7-pawn,
is one of the standard plans for White,
and Black must continue actively with
4..80c6 5 €3 (5 Df3 a5 6 d5S Db4 7
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Ad4 £d7 is also a logical variation)
5..a5 6 a3 (6 ¥xb7 b4 7 Ld2 c6
leaves the white queen in too much
danger) 6..%c8 7 Mf3e58 d5 AbY 9
Ah4 £g6 (9..4d77 is also OK) 10
Axg6hxg6 11 Yc2 Mbd7 12 Ebl c6
13e4 2e7 14 Le2 £d8! 150-02b6
and Black is OK, Levit-Multhopp,
Chicago 1990.

b) 4 e4?' has been tested a few
times but Black should not have any
problems: 4..&xe4 5 Mxed Mxed 6
Wf3d57 &b3 e6 8 Wxb7 Md7 9 c5 (9
cxd5 Eb8 10 Wco Hb6 11 &e2 £ba+
12 %d1 exd5 13 £d3 0-0 with good
compensation, Kargoll-Lenz, Baden-
Baden 1990) 9..Eb3 (9...2¢7 10 &f3
0-0 11 £e2 Eb3 12 Wco Mdxc5! 13
dxc5Bxc5 14 £e3Hb6 15 Wxc5Lxc5
16 £xc58xb2 —+ Bonin-Fedorowicz,
London Lloyds Bank 1987) 10 $c6
Axf2! 11 Af3 Axhl 12 &bS, Bode-
Flogel, 2nd Bundesliga 1990/1, and
now 12...&e7 should be winning.

c) 4 h3 is possible, intending g4:
4...e5' 5dxe5 (5 g4 exd4 6 Wxd4 Mcod
T4 fe6 8 Lg2 £e79Mf30-0was
atleastequalfor Black in Pelikan-Ru-
binetti, Buenos Aires 1965) 5..dxe5 6
Wxd8+ &xd8 is yetanother queenless
middlegame, but Black should be quite
OK after 7 g4 £e6 8 £g2 c6 9 b3
Afd7 10 £b2f6110-0-0c7 124f3
a5 13 &h4 Ma6 = Raetsky-Walek,
Mlada Boleslav 1992.

d) 4 £g5!7@bd7andnow:

dl) 5Mf3?is slightly passive,and
Black takes the initiative with 5..h6 6
£h4 (6 £f4c57d5g5' 8 g3 Wa59
Ad2 £g7 is slightly better for Black,
Miiller-Stichlberger, Finkenstein 1992)
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6..g5 7 g3 227 8 h3c59d5 Who
10 ¥b3 Meds F Milkovié-Zivkovié,
Bosnjaci 2000.

d2) 5f3 h6 and then:

d21) 6 &xf6 Mxf67 ed is anatural
idea to give up the bishop-pair in
exchange for a couple of moves, but
Black seems to be OK after 7..&h7 8
e5!7 (8 Mge2 e5 =) 8...dxe5 9 dxeS
Wxdl+ (9..8d7 10 e6 is unclear) 10
Hxdl Md7 11 Ab5 0-0-0 12 Mxa7+
b8 13 b5 6, when Black has the
initiative.

d22) After 6 ed hxg5 7 exf5 the cu-
rious pawn-structure gives Black suf-
ficient targets to obtain counterplay:
7..c6 8 g4 e6 9 fxe6 We7 10 We2fxe6
11 We3 0-0-0 '2-'2 Appleberry-Ghe-
orghiu, Ventura 1971,

A)
4g3es! (D)

1A A
ALK
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5 Af3 leads to aslightly different
position-type where the centre remains
closed: 5..8c6 6 d5 Me7 7 £g5 (7
g2 Med 8 Mxed Lxed W3 Wes =




242

Obodchuk-Bielczyk, Hlohovec 1993)
7..0g6 8 e4 £d7 9 hd h6 10 Axf6
‘@xf6 11h5 Me7 12 b5 Ld8 13 Ah3
#xh3 14 Exh3 &cB = Hort-Kavalek,
Bugojno 1980.

5..8c6

5...exd4!? is worth noting, as in ev-
ery forcing variation there can be a
forcing refutation: 6 &xb7! is the only
move for White and now 6..dxc3 7
A xa®is amess, in which Black’s only
try so far was not a success, but there
might be room for a tactical novelty
here: 7..c6 (7...cxb2 8 &xb2 c6 9 Wad
+ is not good, but 7...c2!? might be
possible) 8 bxc3 Mfd7 9 Wad Wc7 10
Ae3 Mc5 11 Axc5 dxe5 12 3 hS
(12 &d6'?7) 13 e4 Ac8 14 Me2 Eh6
15 Ebl Md7 16 &b7' +— Mozeti¢-
PKovacevi¢, Yugoslav Cht (Tivat)
1995.

6d5SAdd7ed Agd

It is useful for Black to block the
long diagonal in front of the g2-bishop,
because 7..&d7 8 Mge2 kg4 9 h3
gives White a small advantage.

813 Ad79 Age2 c5! (D)

Black gets either a good central post
for his knight, or in case of an en
passant capture, enough activity on the
queenside.Instead .. Mxe2 10 Wxe2
KXe7 11f4c6 12 f5! was clearly better
for White in Andruet-Benoit, Val Mau-
buée 1990.

10 dxc6 Mxc6 11 Ae3 Ae7120-0
0-0

This is the critical position. Black
has had no special problems in the
games played so far, but there are
some interesting ideas for White that
need further testing. Worse is 12..a6

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK
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13 a4 (13 a3 Ma5 14 b3 b5 with coun-
terplay) 13..0-0 14 g4! Ma5 15 b3
with an advantage for White.

Now (after 12...0-0):

a) 13 @d2a614 Efd1 Ma515b3 bS5
gives Black good counterplay, Piket-
Sokolov, Amsterdam 1996.

b) 13 g4!? is a suggested improve-
ment.

c) 13 Ad5'7 Mxd5 14 exd5 (14
cxd5!? Ma5 seems tobe an improve-
ment, as 15 b3 % leaves the aS-knight
quite badly placed) 14 .. b8 15 b4 a5
16 a3 Xg5!7 17 f4 Af6 18 fxe5 Kxe5
19 &d4 'We7 = Norri-Y1jola, Finnish
Cht 2001.

)
\\

b
ﬂ@
?&

Conclusion: 4 g3 is not especially
dangerous for Black. However, our
main line here has not been played
much, so there is still room for new
ideas.

B)

413

White's most natural plan is to
play e4 at once, supporting it with f3.
Black’s f5-bishop would look auite
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stupid were it not for the following
tactical operation:
4...e5! (D)

XA Wek X
KLk  AKA

”/ﬁ// i
o %.ﬁ-
/% /Zﬂ% 1
AB T ALAR
LUELNE

This is the only move for Black.
White now achieves the e4 advance,
but Black can insert ..exd4 to mix
things up.

Sed

Otherwise:

a) White can also go for the end-
game again, but it is OK for Black: 5
dxe5 dxe5 6 Wxd8+ (6 b3 is harm-
less: 6./ Wc8 7 e4 Ke6 8 £d3 Dbd7 9
Ke3 c6 10 Ye2 Ac5 11 Yr2 b6 12
)ge2 0-0 13 0-0 & xe3 14 Wxe3 N5
15 b3 2d8 16 &£c2 'Wc7 F Buck-Ber-
ger, Finkenstein 1996) 6..%xd8 7 e4
(7 #g5 isillogical, as the exchange on
f6 just strengthens Black’s centre; for
example, 7..c6 8 0-0-0+ &c7 9 g3
Ke6 10 b3 &c5 = Visier-Tal, Palma de
Mallorca 1966) 7..&e6 and then:

al) 8 £g5'7c690-0-0+%c7 10f4!
meets the demands of the position well,
but 10..4c5 11 f5 &c8 12 h3 Dbd7
13 f3 He8 14 Ke2 a5, Paroulek-
Kubanek, Podebrady 1936, is playable

\\\

%

N\

N
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for Black, though White has some ini-
tiative with 15 g4!?

a2) 8 D5 Dd7! 9 g3 c6 10 De3
Abd+ 11 £d2 &xd2+ 12 Dxd2 f6 =
Dermann-Mohring, Eger 1938.

a3) 8 &3 c6andhere:

a3l) 9a3 Dbd7 108d1 $c7 11b4
Db6! 12 ¢5 Ded 13 Axcd Axcd 14
Dge2 Ke7 15 L2 Ehds T Wittke-
Kountz, Badenweil 1938.

a32) 9 c5'7 Dbd7 10 Daddc7 11
b3 b5! 12cxb6+ axb6 13 Ec1 &b7 14
Hc2b515%c3 #b4 § Kovacs-Gyur-
kovics, Hungarian Cht 1993.

a33) 9 0-0-0+ $c7 and this end-
game is quite pleasant for Black, and
closely reminiscent of the positions
arisingafter | d4d6 2c4 e5 3 dxe5. The
king is safe at c7, and Black’s pieces
caneasily find some good squares. For
example: 10 g3 Da6 11 Dad Hd7 12
Ah3 Ddc5 13 fxedt Dxe6 14 De2
acs 15 Dac3 gb 16 Bd2 a5 T Mick-
iewicz-Bielczyk, Polish Cht (Suwalki)
1999,

b) 5 d5S closes the centre, attempt-
ing to deny Black any counterplay.
Black’s best try is the thematic counter
5...ed! (D), when White has a choice:

bl) 6 &g5 wins the centre for
‘White, but Black gets counterplay af -
ter 6..exf3 7 gxf3 Re7 8ed Kg6 9 hd
h6 10 #e3 Dbd7 11 Wd2 DhS be-
cause of the weakened dark squares;
for example, 12 &f2 &6 13 Dge2
DeS5 14 ©d4 Xh7 15 Re2 g5 16 hxg5
Axg5 17 fe3 &hd+ 18 Af2 Ag5 19
#¢3 Xh4+ Y-z Doncheva-Shikova,
Bankia 1992.

b2) 6g4 seems tobe aforced draw:
6..Dxg4 7 fxgd '@ha+ 8 Ld2 e3+ 9
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&xe3 'gS+ 12 Ulybin-Anand,
Prestwich 1990. Neither side has a
good way to deviate. If White’s king
advances, it will be mated.

b3) After 6 '8d4 Black has many
playable moves:

b31) 6..2g6'? 7 ©h3 Dab 8 fxed
leads to a position where White's extra
pawn is of no importance, as it remains
a good target for the well-developed
black pieces: 8..83b4 (8..c5!'? 9 dxc6
&b4 10 Yd1l Dxc6 gives Black com-
pensation because of White's weak
doubled pawns) 8 '#dl a5 10 Hf2 &e7
11g3®d712 £g2 £f6 13 £d2h5 14
Ebl De5, Van der Werf-V1Georgiev,
Andorra 1997.

b32) 6..¢57 7 W2 &e7 is also
possible, withan unclear position.

b33) 6..exf37gxf3c5 8 W2 &ke7
9 h4 0-0 10 e4 £d7 11 £d3 b5 12
Bge2 (126xb5'7) 12...bxcd 13 Lxc4
Lc8 14 £g5 Dbd7 15 Df4 De5 16
£e2 Eb8 17 0-0-0 &b 18 Hd2 La6
19 Egl £xe2 20 Wxe2 c4 gives Black
a slight advantage, Videki-Bernard,
Cannes 1939.

S...exdd (D)

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK
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This is the point. Black now obtains
quite attractive play based on his ac-
tive pieces.

6 Wxdd

Now Black can gain time on the
white queen. Other moves:

a) 6 §d5'? is best answered by
6.. 286" 7 Wxd4 £e7, when White
should probably play something other
than 8 $xe7?! as Black gets too much
activity with 8. Wxe7 9 £g5 Dc6 10
@d2 h6 11 £3 0-0 12 Dh3 Haed 13
0-0-0? @xed4! F Schiissler-Keene,
Skara Echt 1980.

b) 6 @b5 £d77 Dxd4 andnow:

bl) Black canalsotryto get to the
Samisch King’s Indian with 7...g6; for
example, 8 Hge2 £g7 9 &3 0-0 10
fe2 De6 11 Le3 Dxdd 12 Axdd
©h5 13 0-0 Lxdd+ 14 Wxd4 @g515
f4 Dxf4 16 Axf4 Exf4 17 Dd5 Ees
18 Wxe5 dxe5 19 Df6+ Lg7 20 Dxd7
Bfe® = Bodiroga-Jovi¢, Kragujevac
2000.

b2) 7..8c6 8 Dge2 £e79 £e3 0-0
and now Black seems to have at least
an equal position, but this is not a big
surprise as all his moves have been
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normal developing moves. White has
achoice:

b21) 10 Ac3 Mxd4 (10...4h57)
11 £xd4 Leb 12 Le2 M7 is equal,
withtheplan ..£f6 to weaken White's
dark squares.

b22) 10 Mxc6 bxc6 (10.. &xc6? 11
Ad4 £d7 12 2d3 He8 130-0c5 14
A2 46 15 M3 £ Houdart-Callens,
Antwerp 1997) 11 &c3 Ee8 is also
equal, as the doubled pawns control
the centre very well.

b23) 10 Af4 Ked 11 Le2 Me5 12
0-0 c6 13 Ecl £f8 14 ¥d2 a5 and
now:
b231) 15 Efd1?! and now Black
can seize the initiative with a thematic
cenwral break: 15..d5' 16 exd5 (16 cxdS
cxd5 17 bS5 dxed 18 Mc7 exf3 19
Axe8 Wxe8 20 gxf3 £¢63) 16..cxdS
17 &xd5 (17 c5 a4 18 Mb5 £c6 19
£.d4 47 is the last playable option
for White) 17...8xd5 18 cxdS £b4 19
‘W2 Mxf3+ 20 £xf3 Exe3 T Feige-
Tella, Augsburg 2001.

b232) The careful 152 f2is White's
best, reaching a typical position. After
15.'%c7 16 Bfdl Had® 17 £g3 &8
= alltheblack pieces stand very well.

6...8¢6 (D)

6..8e67b3 (74868 Le3 McH 9
@d3 Mgd 10 242 Mb4 11 Wbl £g7
12 Mf3 c6 13 h3 A6 14 a3 Ma6 15
Hc2 0-0 16 f5 £d7 17 g4 M5 18
0-0-0 He8 was unclear in Portisch-
Christiansen, Szirak IZ 1987, 7 £d3
Aco 8 'Ye3 Mbs 9 Ad5S Bxd3+ 10
Wxd3 Ad7 11 @26 12 2d2 Lg7
1343 &xc3+ 14 Wxc30-0 15 Me2 £
Balashov-Tal, Moscow 1971) 7.
8 Wd2 wansposes to the main line.

7¥ad2

This is the main line of the #c3 and
3 variation. White has lost a move
with his queen, but Black must give
this tempo back with his bishop. How-
ever, the white queen has committed
itself to d2, blocking the cl-bishop.

‘White has another option, namely 7
Y217 Leb:

a) 8b3g692b2 £g7 10 Edl Fe7
11 £d3 0-0 12 &bl a5 13 MdS £xd5
14 cxd5 Mbd 15 We2 (15 Me2, as
played in Ganbold-Bayarsaihan, Erde-
net 1994, may be met by 15...8xe4 T)
15...MhS gives Black enough activity.

b) 3Md5!72e79Me20-0 104g3
Ae5(10...Be8!? seems pretty natural)
11 Ze2 c6 12 Mxe7+ Wxe7 13 f4 (13
0-0Mxcd 14 LxcdLxcd 15Af 5WeS
16 &e3 ¢5 17 Bfdl Efds is slightly
better for Black, Kerpf-Lenz, 2nd
Bundesliga 1988/9) 13..8eg4 14 Wd4
Bfds 15 0-0 £.

c) 8 %&e3 (planningto castle queen-
side) 8...2e7 (38..Me5'?) 90-0-0? 0-0
10 &bl a6 11 g4MeS5 12MBd5 (12 ¢5!7
is unclear) 12..b5 13 &xe7+ ¥xe7 14
c5Efd8 15 cxd6 Exd6 16 Exd6 'Exd6
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17 £e2 £c4 18 &h3 Ad3 19 £xd3
'xd3+20 al Ed8 T Johannes-Meul-
ders, Antwerp 1997.

7..%e6 (D)
x//, 2&%%
Ak /

w/,,y

%

This is the critical variation after
3..4f5 4 3, but Black also has an ac-
tive position here.

8 2.d3 MeS5 (8...g6!7 will probably
wranspose to the main line) 9 b3 Mxd3+
10 '&xd3 £e7 11 Mge2 0-0 12 0-0 c6
13 £b2 '@b6+ 14 Phl Zad8 (another
ideais 14..8d7'?) 15 Badl ‘§c7 16f4
a6 17£5 £.¢c8 18 'Hg3b5 with anequal
position, Levin-Radovici, Romanian
Cht 1994.

8..869 4b2

9 Age2 £g7 10 £b2 0-0 11 h4V?
(11 g3Me512 £g2 413 130-0&xg2
14 ©xg2 a6 15 Hadl b5 16 MdS5 bxcd
17 &xe5 dxe5 18 bxcd c6 19 Mdc3
‘#a5 = Chabanon-JIvanov, Escaldes Z
1999) 11 ..a5 12 h5 Mxh5 13 g4 Me5
14 282 A6 15 Mf4 Lxcd 16 bxcd
Axcd 17 Ee2 Bxb2 18 'Exb2 b5 19
‘&cl b4 20 Mce2 dS and the strong
g7-bishop together with the exposed

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

white king give Black enough activ-
ity, Maksimovi¢-Petrovi¢, Novi Sad
1996.

9..4g710 Ad3

10Mge20-0 11 Mg3isbestmet by
the active 11..h5! 12 £e2 h4, when
White’s pieces can’t get to their best
squares in the centre: 13 #fl a5 (or
13..4d7 14 AdS £xb2 15 Exb2 a5
16 Afe3Mb4 17 Hdl £xdS5 18 MxdS
Axd5 19 Exd5 Af6 20 Edl &h5 21
‘#d2 ¥r6 220-0 Af4 23 g3 hxg3 24
hxg3 Mxe2+ 25 Yxe2 Bfe8 = Kou-
atly-Fedorowicz, Brussels 1987) 14
Ae3 £h6 15 Med5S Lxd5 16 cxdS
Me5 17 g3 Hed 18 'Hc3 c6 19 dxcd
Hc8 20 &d4 Exc6 with aslight advan-
tage for Black, Azmaiparashvili-Vas-
iukov, USSR 1981.

10..0-011 Mge2 as!

ECO gives 11..a6 12 0-08e5 13
Hadl &xd3 (13..'§b8 % Krogius) 14
'xd3 + Krogius-Suba, Sochi 1977,as
Black has exchanged his active knight
for the worse of White’s bishops. The
text-move seems to have more point.

12 0-0 Dd7

12..%e5!? 13 Hadl a4 14 ©d4 axb3
15 axb3 MhS 16 f4 Ac6 17 Bxcod
bxc6 18 Mad 'Ybs 19 &xg7 Mxg7 20
£c2 f5 is also possible, Garcia Pal-
ermo-Lebredo, Bayamo 1983.

13 Badl A&cs

Black has developed his pieces well,
and his active minor pieces neutralize
White’s slight space advantage. The
plan ...a4xb3 gives him good activity.
The rest of the instructive game Tella-
Ubilava, Benasque 1997 was 14 &f4
a4 15 McdS5 Me5 16 LxeS dxe5 17
Axet fxe6 18 Me3 axb3 19 axb3 Ydd4
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20b4 Mad 21 Bf2 £h6228c2 £xd2
23 Mxd4 Le3 24 Mxet Mb2 0-1.

Conclusion: 4f3isbestmetby ac-
tive queenside counterplay, similar to
that frequently seen in the King’s In-
dian. The 5th move alternatives 5 dxe5
and 5 d5 lead to roughly equal play.

C)

49

This move, simply developing a
piece, seems to be White’s strongest
option, as Black’s plans hereare not so
clear as in Lines A and B. Of course
one should note that the positions in
this line can also be reached via 3 &f3
(or indeed 1 &f3).

4..g6 (D)

'%i/

%‘fﬁ%//
g %ﬁ%
@W@g%

This is Black’s best option, aiming
fora set-up similar to a King'’s Indian.
Theotherpossibility is to go for an Old
Indian-type position with ..#8bd7,

5, ..&e7 and ..c6, but this allows
White to play e4 and obtain a small
advantage.

Now:
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Cl: 5g3 249
C2: 54n4 251

The latter is the line most likely to
give Black problems, and is also the
most frequently played.

White has a variety of other moves,
some of which are quite important:

a) 5 &g5 Med 6 Mxed sixed 7
‘&3 (7 Md2'72)7..b6 8 We3 2b7 9
£h6 Md7 10 &xf8 Lxf8 11 g3 g7
12 £g2 €5 13 dxe5 Mxe5 14 0-0 Ee8
15 'E'c3 816 16 Mel £xg2 17 Bxg2
Ad7 18 Ec2 Fe5 19 A4 Bf6 =
Holzl-Blatny, Klagenfurt 1997.

b) 53 Med 6 Bxed Lxed 7 Le2
(7 '&'b3 b6 8d5 g7 9 Mg5 &f510ed
£d7 1114 Ma6 12 £d2 Wc5 13 2
0-0 14 £c3 £xc3+ 15bxc3 e5 16 dxe6
fxe6 17 g3 e5 F Breutigam-Bosch,
Amstelveen 1994) 7..5g7 8 0-0 0-0
9 b3 e5 10 dxe5 Mc6 11 b2 dxe5 12
Wel Be8 133 We7 14 M2 4515
£f3 £d7 16 a3f 5 = Rogers-Mestel,
British Ch (Swansea) 1987.

c) 5Md2£g7(5...e5!7; 5..%h6!7)
6e42g47f32d78Mb3as5!® Le3
a4 10 Mcl 0-0 11 £d3a3 12b3¢513
Ale2 Ao 14 £c2'Ya5 15 Ed2e516
dxc5 dxc5 17 Md5 Mxd5 18 Exa5
Axe3' 19 &c3 Md4 and the strong
black knights compensate for the sac-
rificed material, Kobylkin-Tseshkov-
sky, Krasnodar 1999.

d) 5 h31? £g7 (5..Med!?) 6 g4
Lc87edc58d5e69Le30-0 10Md2
(10 £d3 exd5 11 exd5 Me8 12 'Ed2
Ad7 13 £g5 f6 14 £e3 £5 15 gxf5
Ab6 was unclear in Yusupov-Dizdare-
vi¢, Dresden Z 1998) 10 .. He8 11 £e2
Ma6 12 0-0 Ac7 13 a4 exd5 14 cxdS
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h5 15 &f4hxgd 16 hxgd@Dh7 17 & g3
g5 18 g2 £5 19 exf5 gxf5 20 Hed
#xc3 21 bxc3 Ded and the active
pieces compensate for the weakened
king, Kozul}-Benjamin, Toronto 1990.

e) 5 Dg5!? Ag7 (5..4d7!7) 6 ed
#.g4(D)and now:

el) 7 &e2 & xe2 8 Wxe2 Do 9d5
(9 e5 Dxd4 10 exf6 Dxe2 11 fxg7
Bg# 12 Pxe2 Exg7 T Bonin-Shirazi,
New York 1991) 9..43d4 10 '&4dl c5
11©f38d7120-0 0-0 13 Dxd4 cxd4
14 ©e2 &b6 15 Ebl Jfcd 16 b3 Exc4
17 £b2 Eb4 18 ©hl d3 T Zaltsman-

Shirazi, New York 1991.

e2) 713 £d7 8e5! (8f4e59 fxe5
dxe5 10 d5 {10 dxe5 Dgd4 11 'd5
Dixe5 12 '&xb7 &6 gives Black com-
pensation} 10..c6 11 &e2 0-0 12 0-0
a6 is atleast OK for Black, Lputian-
Dizdarevi¢, Sarajevo 1998) is critical,
but Black cantry 8...)g8 9f4 dxe5 10
fxe5 f6!? with some counterplay.

f) 5 @b317%c8 (D) and White has
tried almost everything here:

fl) 6 ©Dhd £d7 7 e4 Do 8 dS
should give Black counterplay because
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l%%/ x

X
i

4 Kb
Ly .9.7
g By
/@%/
TABAR

ZE

of the white knight on h4 and the
weakened dark squares in the centre:
8.8 (8...60d4!7)9 &e2 £g7 10 h3
0-011#&e3e612Edl b6 13 Ec2Db7
14 g4 c6 is OK forBlack, Tratar-Luc-
iani, Nova Gorica 2000.

2) 6h3 &g7 7 g4 is an interesting
extended fianchetto, but White is also
weakening his own position: 7..&d7 8
2269 %dl e510d5De7 11 £e3
b6 12 '&d2 hS5! with counterplay,
Daloz-Blatny, Corsica rpd 1997.

£3) 6 & g54g77e3h68 &hdis
again best met by the thematic 8...g5!
9 £235h5 10 &e2 Dd7 11 ¥dl e6
120-0 £g6 13 Hel Dxg3 14 fxg3 0-0
15 g4 c5 T Meister-Hickl, Bundesliga
1933/9.

f4) 6e3 4277 £e20-083d2e59
d5 aS 10 e4 £d7 is a King's Indian-
type closed position, but the white
pieces are not ideally posted and Black
has counterplay: 11 &c2 Ha6 12 HfI
De8 13 Le3 £5 14 £3 D6 15 Dd2 b6
16 a3 &c5 = Campos-Morales, Gran
Canaria 1989.

£5) 63 £.g77 £g2 Dc68d5 Dds
9 0-0 0-0 and Black controls e4 and

|
/

i
/@%

/
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the h3-c8 diagonal, and this gives him
typical counterplay against all White's
options:

f51) 10 £d2&Ded! 11 Dxed Kxed
12'@e3f5 13 Ac3 &xc3 14 Wxc3 e5

£52) 10 Ae3 Xh3 11c5 &xg2 12
©xg2 &d7 13h3 dxc5 14 Axc5b615
Ad4c5! 16 Xe5 b7 = Epishin-Bauer,
Bad Zwesten 1997.

£53) 10 Eel Ded! 11 Dxed Kxed
12'%e3 5 13 Ah3 e6 14 Eb3 c6 15
dxe6 Dxe6 16 Ke3 d5 17 Dd2 dxcd
18 Dxc4 £d5 19 Rg2f4!? withactive
play for Black, Krasenkow-Roman-
ishin, Cutro 1999.

g) White can also try to close the
cenwe immediately with 5 d5 (D), when
Black can choose the position-type he
wishes to have:

gl) 5.5a6!?isthe latest example,
in line with King’s Indian fashion: 6
©d4 Kd7 7 e4 Dc5 83 X7 9 Ke3
0-0 10 &e2 (10 b4 Dab 11 a3 5 12
dxc6 bxc6 with counterplay) 10..e5
11@b3 b6 12 &d2 Dh5 (12...25'7) 13
g3 5 14 exf5 gxf5 15 f4 &e8 16 fxeS
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(16 &xc5 bxc5 17 fxe5 £) 16..8Dxb3
17 axb3 dxe5 18 0-0-0 &6 19 Xh6
A xh6 20 Wxh6 g6 21 'We3 Haed
with chances for both players, Fta¢nik-
Conquest, Hastings 2000/1.

g2) 5..&g7 6 ©d4 £d7 7 ed and
now:

g21) 7..5%a6 8 Re2 {c5 9 f3 a5
secures the c5-post for the knight inthe
spirit of the Classical King’s Indian:
10 %€3 0-0 11 0-0 c6 12 Ecl a4 13
‘@42 ¥a5 14 Bfdl Bfc8 15 &1 £ Ceb-
alo-Dizdarevi¢, Solin 1999, though
Black is not completely out of chances
here.

822) 7...c5closesthecenwein Ben-
oni fashion: 8 Hc2 0-0 9 Ke2 a6
(9..826 100-0 Dc7 11 f4 a6 1224 b6
13'@'el £, 9..b5 10 cxb5 a6 11 bxa6
Dxa6 12 0-0'#'a52) 10 a4 De8d 11
Kg5isslightly better for White, Ftag-
nik-Stratil, Czech Cht 1994,

823) 7..0-0 8 Xe2eb (3..c57) 9
Xg5(9dxe6!?)9..h6 10 Xh4 exd5 11
cxd5 Ze812f3 c513@Db3 a6 14a4 b6
15 ©d2 &c8 16&c4 Ba7 17 0-0 Eb7
18 &hl g5 19 Af2 £ Polugaevsky-
Gurgenidze, USSR Ch (Baku) 1961.
‘White has a normal Benoni-type posi-
tion, with asmall advantage, butBlack
has counterplay.

c1)

5g3%ed (D)

Black’s only problem here is that
the game may transpose to the well-
known g3 variations of the King’s In-
dian, which require some theoretical
knowledge.

5.. %87 is possible, and 5... kg7
6 &g2 will normally transpose to a
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positional variation of the Fianchetto
King's Indian, but there are also some
independent ideas.

& T
//

47// 47/

/
e

/8%6

A%

|

6 Dxed
‘White has a variety of other moves

here:

a) 62d22g77 282 Mxc3 8 & xc3
Zed is good for Black: 9 0-0 0-0 10
Hcl d5'7 11 MeS?" &xg2 12 &xg2
dxcd 13 Bad WdS5+ 14 Sgl b5 15e47?
'@xe5 0-1 Ru.Rodrigues-V.Georgiev,
Faro 1999.

b) 6 '&b3 Mxc3 7 bxe3 (7 'Wxc3
2878 22 'Wc8 90-0 1h-11 Filippov-

Russian Cht (! lensk)
2000) 7..82e4! 8 282 (8 2h3 287 9
0-0 b6 10 ‘Fad+ 2c6 11 'Hc20-0 12
e4 e5 13 dxe5 dxe5 14 Ra3 He8 15
Had1 '#f6 T Alexandrov-V1Georgiev,
Dupnica 1998) 8..2g7 % 0-0 0-0 10
£e3 Md7 11 Bfd] b6 12 5 b3 13
cxd6 cxd6 14 Me5 2xg2 15 Mxd7
‘b7 16 Mxf8 2h3 17 £3 Hxf8 18 a4
Hc8 19 Zacl 2d7 20 2d2 a6 21 a5
bxa5 22 Bb2 &c6 23 Eal a4 and the
passed pawn together with the strong
bishop compensates for the exchange,

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

Lanzendorfer-Hakshenas,
199%0.

c) 6 2g2 Mxc3 7 bxc3 Ked! (the
alternative 7.. 2g7 8 Mh4 L.c8 is too
passive, and White gets the initiative
with® 0-0 0-0 10 f4! f5 11 e4 fxe4 12
Zxed e6 13 Bbl c6 14 d5! £ Norri-
Tella, Helsinki rpd 2001) 8 0-0 £g7 9
£f40-010%cl Be8 11 £h6e512a4
Ac6 13 Bdl We7 14 2xg7 Sxg7 15
a5b6 16 axb6 cxb6 17 Lf1 Ma5 18
Ad2 2b7 19 'Yb2 Bac® F Cantore-
'VGeorgiev, Turin 2000.

6..2xed 7 &h3

7 £82 227 80-00-0 transposes to
a line of the King’s Indian.

7..%g7

7..d5!'7, with a radical change in
the position, might appeal to some
players. 8 0-0 and now:

a) 8..dxcd 9 'Wad+ c6 10 'Wxcd
£xf3 11 exf3 £g7 12 £g5 'Wxd4?
(12...0-0'7 is abettertry) 13 'He2 We5
14 @d2 @c7 15 Efel e5 16 Hadl {617
Exe5+ fxe5 18 2.d8 '#f7 19 8d6b620
£ g5 1-0 Fahnenschmidt-Stohl, Bun-
desliga 1992/3.

b) 8..4xf3 9 exf3 Mco 10 'Eb3
Axd4 11'Yxb7 27 12 2e3 (12 cxd5
0-0 13 %hl Zb8 14 'Exa7'&xdSgives
Black sufficient play) 12..8xf3+ 13
g2 Me5 14 cxd5 (14 Hadl Zbs 15
'Yxd5 'Yxd5+ 16 cxd5 Exb2 17 Ebl
=) 14..8b8 15 'Yxa7 'Yxd5+ 16 f3
Hxb2+ 17 gl 0-0 18 £g2 Zad 19
Wxc7 Mg4 0-1 Maurer-Sharif, Liech-
tenstein 1996.

80-0 0-0 9 d5 Axf3 10 exf3 Dd7
11 Bel

11 bl !/-Y; Iskusnykh-Khalifman,
Russian Cht (St Petersburg) 1999.

Germany
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11..4c5 12 Ebl a5 13 b3 Ee8 14
£b2 S 15 dxe6 Axe6 16 Sxe6 Xxe6
17 Exe6 fxe6 18 f4 &xb2 19 Exb2
Y620 Ze2 wf7

The position is equal, Yermolinsky-
Hodgson, Rakvere 1993.

Conclusion: 5 g3 leads to positional
lines, in which Black should do quite

well with a common-sense approach.

c2)
5&hd4(D)

w4
2

)

Y i 2 e O

This move, chasing the bishop and
securing White a chance to play e4, is
probably the most critical option.

5.5d76 ed fig7

Or:

a) 6..c5!7 is not played so often,
but is one of the main challenges for
White. 7 d5 e6 8 A3 (8 dxe6!? Lxe6
9 Af3 Ac6 10 £14 looks auite criti-
cal) 8...exd5 9 exd5 (9 cxd5?! £g7 10
£d3 0-0 11 0-0 bS' 12 £xbS5 Mxed
13 £xd7 Mxc3 14 bxc3 Mxd7 F Kal-
inichev-Varavin, Novosibirsk 1939)
9..£g710£e20-0 110-0andnowa

251

typical position has been reached, but
with an extra tempo ...£d7 for Black,
so the critical question is if there are
ways to make use of this tempo. The
idea11..Ma6'?, withthenonnal well-
scoring plan of ..Mc7, ..Eb8, ..a6
and ...b5, suggests itself as the bishop
is already supporting the ..b5 break.

b) 6..e5 7 Mf3 Lg7 (7..exd4 8
Axd4 £g7 9 £e2 0-0 10 0-0 trans-
poses to note ‘b’ to Black’s 9th move;
7..8c6” 8d5 Me7 lets White play 9
c5!, which gives him positional pres-
sure: 9..&2g7 10 '&'b3 '&b8 11 cxd6
cxd6 12 £b5 0-0 13 £g5 kg4 14
Ad2h615 Le3LcB 16 Le2 Mgd 17
Lxg4 £xg4 18 0-0 £d7 1941520
£3f4214£f2g5228fcl Ef723Mb5+
Nikitin-Malaniuk, St Petersburg 2000)
8 £2e2 (8 dxe5 dxe5 9 Mxe5 Bxed 10
Axed Lxe5 11 £g516 12 Lcl Ye?
F) transposes to the main line.

7 fe2eS

7..0-0 8 &f3 Wes?! is one idea to
use the extratempo, but White has 8
e5' dxe5 10 Mxe5 &5 11 £f3 c6 12
0-0 Mbd7 13 L4 Mxe5 14 LxeS
Sosonko-Riemersma, Dutch Ch (Rot-
terdam) 1997.

8 &Af30-0(D)

90-0

This position is well known in the
Classical King's Indian, except for the
small difference that the black bishop
is on d7 here. Black can play ideas
similar to the main lines of the King’s
Indian, but there are also some more
creative tries.

a) 9dxe5dxe5 10 MxeS5is notdan-
gerous for Black because 10..8xed
11 &xed (11 Mxd7? Bxc3 wins for
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Black) 11..&xe5 12 £g5 Yes 13
A6+ Lxf6 14 Lxf6 e 15 £d4 (15
£c3Ee83)15. 2e816 Le3 Lcb fa-
vours Black according to Khalifman.

b) 9 £e3 Mg4 10 £g5 f6 has been
wied, but with no effect: 11 £cl (11
£h4 W6 12 dxeS dxe5 13 Wd5+Ph8
14 0-0-0 was unclear in Khalifman-
L.Sokolov, Pamu 1996) 11..&c6 12
d5 Me7 13 Ad2 Bh6 14 c5 Bf7 15
b3 EbB 16 cxd6 cxd6 17 a4f5 18 3
£h6 = Schiissler-Benjamin, Reykja-
vik 1t 1990.

9..43c6

Or:

a) 9. Wes 10 dxe5 dxe5 11 fe3
26 12 Md2 is a little better for White
according to Khalifman, but the only
example looked OK for Black and fea-
tured some original tactical ideas:
12..%e7'7 13 Md5 Bxd5 14 cxd5 c6
15 Ecl (15 ¥b3!?) 15...cxd5 16 &xab
d4 17 £xb7 Eab8 18 £d5 (18 Bc7'?)
18...dxe3 19 Mcd exf2+ 20 Bxf2 Lh6
21 Hc3 g7 is unclear, Southam-
‘Whitehead, North Bay 1998.

b) 9..exd4!? 10 Mxd4 Bed 11 3
A gives White a slight advantage
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according to Khalifman, but there is
the interesting plan 12 £e3 MhS! 13
Wd2 Af4, and now:

bl) 14 Mxc6 is amovethat is not
considered very dangerous for Black
in the position where the bishop is on
c8 14.8xe2+ 15 Mxe2 bxcb (an-
other idea is 15..&xc6!?) 16 Badl
£e6 (16, Wb8!?, withthepoint 17 b3
a5 18 c¢5 a4!?, is one possible idea
where ...&2d7 is useful) 17 b3 c5 18
Ar4 ey (18..a5'7 looks a safe im-
provement) 19 Wa5!, Cebalo-Loncar,
Makarska Tucepi 1995.

b2) 14 Bfd1!? is the main move
when the bishop is on c8, but here
Black has a clear extra tempo after
14...8xe2+ 15 Mcxe2 and now a suit-
able plan might be 15..a6 16 Racl
Axd4 17 Mxd4b5'?.

10d5 £e7 11 &el

Black has no problems after 11
Ad27aSor 11 b4?! M5 12 el f5
13 Mg5 A6 14 213 Ycs.

11..%e8

11..c6 12 Md3 Med 13 Le3 2.

12 Ae3 5131314

13..¢57! 14 dxc6 bxc6 15¢5 .

14 £f2 h5 15 ¢S dxeS 16 &xcS
4)d6 17 £)d3 g5 18 &hl &)g6

D.Gurevich-V.Georgiev, Bermuda
1998. Now 19 ad! gives White some
advantageaccording to Khalifman.

Conclusion: The variation starting
with the slightly surprising 5 Mh4
seems 1o be one of the most critical
tries against the Old Indian with

Af5. However, besides the quite
playable main line, there also seem to
be many unexplored ideas.




32 1d4d6 2 c4 %Hf6 3 Hce3
e5 4 Hf3 ed

Besides the 1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 ©f3
main line, Black has another, more po-
sitional approach available, namely
the variation 3..e4 4 g5 &f6. White
usually gets some advantage because
of his strong centre, as Black’s main
plan is to protect the e4-pawn with his
pieces, not pawns, and usually the
game has focused on the sharp play
that White initiates with 5 Dc3 &5 6
g4. However, Black has some targets
for his counterplay, and some strong
players have played this variation
quite frequently

1d4.d6 2 cdDf63 De3 e54 D3
ed (D)

3
W

//&//

N
N

&

A: 50gl 253
5pd2 254
C: 55g5 256

Line C can also be reached via the
move-order 1 d4d62cd e53 Df3ed 4
g5 Df6 5 &c3 &f5, though then
‘White doesn’t have the sidelines (5
&gl and 5 §d2) available. This is im-
portant, as the most critical position at
the moment seems to be in precisely
the ‘sideline’ 5 ©d2 &f5 6 &b3

A)

59gl

White is going to regroup with 3
and {ge2-g3. Black has committed
his knight to f6, which means that it
will not be possible to support the cen-
tre with ..f5

5..h6 63

Or

a) 6g3c67d5 &f58 &g2@bd7is
equal according to Epishin, as Black's
ed-pawn is quite strong

b) 6 &f4g5'77 &d2&g78e3 &f5
8 Gige2 g6 10'Wb3 b6 11 Dg3 0-0
12 &e2 c5 is fine for Black because of
his active piece-play, Bisguier-Bron-
stein, Budapest 1961

6..¢6(D)

Black's main plan is to support the
centre with ...d5. However, this should
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be done carefully, as the d5-pawn can
become weak sometimes.

TAge2 AfS!

7..dS 8 )f4 * Epishin.

8 Mg3 g6 913 dS

9 ..exf3 10 gxf3 % intending e4
(Epishin). Black should fight for the
centre as long as possible.

10 cxds

Epishin gives 10 &b3!? as an alter-
native; for example, 10.."8b6 11 cxd5
Hxb3 12 axb3 cxd5 13 DbS5 &d7 14
Hxa7 Exa7 15 Dxa7 Dcb 16 Dxcod
bxc6andBlack’s better pawn-structure
gives him enough compensation.

10...exf3! 11 gxf3

11 dxc6 fxg2 12 cxb7 gxhl¥ 13
Dxhl Dbd7 14 bxa8'¥ Wxal is quite
a mess, and it has not been tested yet.

11...cxd5 12 £d3!

12'8b3 §d7 13 £b5 Db 14 ed a6

F
12..4xd3 13 ¥xd3 Ac6
with possibilities for both players,
Lputian-Epishin, Rostov 1993.

Conclusion: The continuation 5
&gl is not especially dangerous for

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

Black, though it might result in some
sharp positions.

B)

5ad2

At the moment this logical, though
slightly passive, way of attacking e4 is
the best choice for White.

5..&f5 (D)

5..We7 develops too slowly, allow-
ing White to take the initiative with 6
e3 g6 7 Ae2 h5 8 0-0 &h6 9 f3!
#xe3+ 10 $hl 0-0(10..exf3 11 Exf3
Ah67 {11...2xd4 12 Dded Lxc3 13
Dxc3 2} 12 Dded Dxed 13 Dxed
Wxed 14 Lxh6 Zxh6 15 §d2 +-) 11
Ddxed Lxcl 12 Yxcl Ded 13 Yd2
©h7 14 ©d5 '§ds 15 4 + LSokolov-
Gheorghiu,Kavala tt 1990.

Weore =
f //A/L

& /&@m/z

6e3

This is the old mainline, butline ‘b*
may render it irrelevant:

a) 6 W2 £g6 (6.c6 73 d5 8
cxd5 cxd5 9 e3 Dc6 10 £b5 Bcd 11
0-0 286 12 fxed dxed 13 Ddxed Dxed
14 Dxed a6 15 Lxco+ Exco 16 Wb3
‘W7 17 WdS Le7 18 D3 0-0 gives
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Black sufficient compensation, Sho-
cron-Wexler, Buenos Aires 1958), and
now White must avoid the variation 7
Adxed? Bxed 8 Bxed d5 9 cxd5 (9
‘@ad+ b5 10 &xbS5+ c6 11 'Eb7 dxed
12 'Yxa8 &bd+ 13 £d2 #xd2+ 14
&xd2 Wxd4+ —+ Radzenko-Nisman,
USSR 1971) 9..&bd+, when Black
has the advantage.

b) After 6 '®b3!, Black's position
is critical: 6..Mc6 (6. 887 e3 c6 8
h3h59 &e24e7 10 a3 Mab 11 {3 ¢
Plaskett-Dunnington, Hastings 1987/8)
7 e3 and now:

bl) 7...a5 and here:

bll) 8 @xb7 Mbd (better than
8..Zb89 Wxco+ £.47 10 Wat Za8 11
‘b7 Eb8 12 Yxbs &xb8 13 Mdxed
£) 9 Ab5 b8 10 Bxc7+ Ld7 F.

b12) 8a3 Ebs9g3We7 10 £g2 g6
and then:

b121) 11 Wc2 &g7 (11..Mxd4 12
exd4 e3 13 Mded =) 12 Mdxed Mxed
13 &xe4 (13 Mxe4 0-0 14 0-0Efe8 15
£3+)13..0-0 14 0-0 fxed 15 Yxed +

b122) 11 &dS5 Mxd5 12 cxd5 Mds
13 h3 h5 14 @c2 £ Grdinié-Kovade-
vi¢, Pula 1990.

b2) 7..Eb& and now:

b21) 8 &aq?!'&d79 d5 MeS 10
Wxa7 Y8 11 Ydd 512 dxc6 Bxcd
13 ''b6 £e7 is probably good enough
for Black, Yusupov-Ljubojevi¢, Lin-
ares 1988,

b22) 8 g3! (White simply attacks
thee4 weakness, and there is not much
Black can do) 8..d5 (8. %e79 £g2
a6 10 d5 Md8 11'%c2 £ Khalifman) 9
cxd5 Mb4 10 £.c4 £.d6 11 a3 Ma6 12
‘Wad+ Lf8 13 b4 £ Aleksandrov-Var-
avin, St Petersburg 2000.
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6..c67 &e2 (D)

) 4
ZAKA
5

AR
/% wam
PAmAT

" CERY A

& mes o=

7..%d7

Black gains counterplay thanks to
this queen move before making the
...d5 push.

7...d5 8'&'b3 Wd7 9 cxd5 (93 exf3
10 Mxf3 £.d6 11 MeS5 £ xe5 12 dxeS
Ag4 £ Gligorié-Schmid, Zurich 1961)
9..cxd5 10 f3 exf3 11 Mxf3 £d6 12
Ae5 #xe5 13 dxe5 Med 140-0 Mco
15 Edl £ Smyslov-Bronstein, USSR
Ch (Moscow) 1949.

8¢gd

Other options:

a) 8d5 Ma6 9 Ab3 Hcd 10 £d2
#e711Md4 g6 12 a3 0-0 (the alter-
native 12..8c5!? 13 0-0 A&d3 is un-
clear) 13 b4 cxd5 14 cxd5 8c7 15%b3
Ags 16 Me6 Mxe6 (16.. fxed! 17
dxe6 'E'xe6 18 Exe6+ Mxet 19 Axgd
f7 £) 17 dxe6 Yxeo 18 'Wxed fxed
19 Axgd Af5 20 AxfS5 exf5 21 MdS
1-0 Lundin-Vestol, Helsinki 1947.

b) 8 b4 Ma6 9 Zbl c5 (9..Mc7'?
10 b5 ¢5 might be possible) 10 dxc5
dxc5 11 a3 cxb4 12 ¢5 bxc3 13 £b5
cxd2+ 14 'Yxd2 Mxc5 150-0 Ae7 16

/%«
A&7
A

o




256

£xd7+ Dfxd7 17 £b2 0-0 is much
better for Black, Regis-Degenhardt,
Germany 1997/8.

8..2xgd 9 Ddxed dS 10 g3 Leb
11 ed Df6 12 cxdS cxd5 13 £.g5 £bd
14 £x16 gxf6 15 a3 &xc3+ 16 bxe3
We717 Wd2nd7

Black is OK, P.Schlosser-Hickl,
'W.German Ch (Bad Neuenahr) 1989.
The rest of the game was 18 exd5
£xd5 19 Egl 0-0-0 20 c4 'A-1f.

Conclusion: 5 Dd24f56 @b3isa
real problem for Black at the moment.

C)
5 9gs 415 (D)

=
N

a) 6 Wc2? is very well answered
by the thematic tactical operation
6..h6! 7 Dgxed Dixed 8 Hxed Wha!,
when Black has at least equality: &
Dxd6+ (9 Wad+ £d7 10 Ye2 41511
Wad+ £4712¥c2 12-: Cruz-Rubin-
etti, Buenos Aires 1964; 9 g4?' Wxg4
10 3 Wha+ 11 $d1 Dc6 12e3 g6 13

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

Wr2 Wds 14 g3 £d7 15 242 487
and Black is slightly better, Schon-
Davies, W.Berlin 1987) 9. £xd6 10
Wxf5 £b4+ and then:

al) 11 £d2 £xd2+ 12 &xd2
Wxd4+ 13 Dcl Wxca+ 14 Sbl Yda
(14..0-0'? 15 €3 Wb4 16 £d3 g6 17
Wr6 ©d7 18 &c3 bo 19 Ecl c6 20
a4 a5 21 Ha3 Hfed 22 h3 Hadd =
Ward-Nay, Paris 1988) 15 a3 &)c6 16
e3 Wdl+ 17 a2 Db4+ -2 Mosko-
witz-Smook, Hollywood 1954.

a2) 11 Ldl Wxda+ 12 Dc2 Wxcd+
13 &bl Dd7 14 e4 Wc5 15 YxcS
£xc5 16 £3 Le7 17 £f4 c6 18 Sc2
Hhd3 19 Zdl D8 20 Lcd Debd 21
£ xe6 $xe6 Y:-1/2 Boleslavsky-Bron-
stein, Budapest Ct 1950.

b) 6 f3!7is possible butit should not
be too dangerous for Black: 6...exf3 7
exf3 (7 gxf3 c5 8.d5 g6 9 ed £c8 10
Le3 g7 11 Wd2 Hbd7 1214 0-0 13
Hgl a6 14a4He8 15 £d3 D8 1623
g4 17 £gl h6 18 Dh3 £5 19 0-0-0
£xc3 20 ¥xc3 fxed T Gulko-Benja-
min, USA Ch (Los Angeles) 1993)
7..82e7 8 £d3 £xd3 9 Yxd3 c6 10
0-0d511c5b612b4h6 13 Dh3 a5 14
Dad Dbd7 15 bS5 (not 15 £f4? axbd
16 ©xb6, Delamarre-Van der Wiel,
Wijk aan Zee 1995, 16..DxcS' —+)
15..cxbS 16 WxbS bxcS is good for
Black.

6...2xgd (D)

‘White will collect the e4-pawn, mak-
ing the pawn-formation nicely unbal-
anced. White has more pawns in the
cenwe, which basically guarantees him
some advantage, though Black has
been getting counterplay even against
very strong opposition.
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7 Bgxed? Mxed (7..Mbd7 8 Wd3
Le7 9 Wg3 A5 10 Ag2 Hbs 11
Bxf6+ Lxf6 12 We3+ e7 13 MbS
Wxe3 14 Lxe3 Ld8 15 Mxa7 c6 16
£xc6 bxc6 17 Mxco+ Lc7 18 Mxbs
Axb8 19 Ld2 + Alburt-Ginsburg,
Lone Pine 1979) 8 &xe4 allows cen-
tral counterplay by 8..d5":

a) 9 &c3 dxcd 10 Wad+ Wd7
(10..Mc6!? 11 d5S £d7 12 Wxcd Bb4
is unclear; 10..c6!? 11 Wxc4 Le6 12
Wd3 Ma6 =) 11 Yxcd Yo 12 Ebs
Wxb5 13 Mxb5 Ma6 14 £f4 c6 15
A3 0-0-0 16 Bgl Le6 = Lein-Lisit-
syn, USSR Cht 1968.

b) 9 cxd5 ¥xd5 10 £g2 £bd+ 11
@fl (11 £d27%xd4 12 Eb3&c6 13
0-0-0 £e6 14 2xbd Wxbd 15 Exba
Axb4 16 a3 Ad5 17 Ac5 0-0-0 7 Dol-
ezal-Jezek, Podebrady 1956) 11..%d7
12 ¥b3 McH 13 Le3 (13 d5 Ad4 14
We3 {14 Wxbd Lxe2+ 15 gl M3+
16 £xf3 £xf3 T} 14..8c2 15 BDf6++
©d8 16 Mxd7 Mxe3+ 17 Lxe3 Lxd7
=) 13..4e6 14 Wd3 £d5 15 a3 £e7 16
h4f5 = Poldauf-Vesely, Prague 1989.

7..4e7
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7..8c6 8 Mgxed Mxed 9 Mxed
Wd77 (9...&2e7 transposes to Line C1)
10 h3 £f5 11 Mg32g612h4h6 13
b3 + Schmid-Westerinen, Bamberg
1968.

8 Digxed Hxed (D)

7 g
7Y

1 & W
2

49

This is the basic position, where
‘White can take with knight or bishop.
CL: 9 Dxed 257
C2: 9 Axed 258

Opinions differ as to which is best.

c1)

9 Dxed Deb

9. ¥d7 10 ¥b3 c6 11 Mg3 ¥c7 12
0-0 0-0 13 &f4 ¥d7 14 e4 &6 15
£e3 2h4 16 Bael £, Pinter-McNab,
Malta OL 1980.

10 &e3

Or.

a) 100-0%d711 Mg3 (1114 £h3
12 &xh3 ¥xh3 13 d5 Ad8 14 Ef3
Wha 15 Mg3 Wg4 16 Thl h5 17 a3
86 18 £d2h4 19 Med ¥f520 L¢3 EhS
and Black is fine, Nogueiras-McNab,
Malta OL 1980) 11..£6 12 d5 Me7
13 a4 Mg6 14 Ha3 0-0-0 15 a5 Hded
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(Nikoli¢-Benjamin, Horgen 1994) 16
f34h317e4 £

b) 10 Dg3 &f6 11 &e3 0-0 12
@42 Eb813h3 £d7 14 HDh5 &hd 15
Egl g6 16 0-0-0%h8 17 &4 £ Piket-
Van der Wiel, Dutch Ch 1995.

c) 10 ¥d3 0-0 11 Dg3 d51? 12
cxd5 @bd 13 b3 c6 14 dxc6 Dxcd
15 €3 & bd+ 16 2fl We7 17 a3 &a5
18 '¥d3 Bad® 19 b4 £b6 20 &b2 Wfe
21 Bbl Efed gives Black a lot of com-
pensation, Tuomala-Lehto, Finnish
Cht 1989.

d) 10h3.4.d7 11 0-00-0 12&c3 f5
13 ©d5 &h4 14 ¢5 Lh8 15 cxd6 cxd6
16 &f4 &e6 17 Dc3 De7 18 DbS
£d5 19 f3 ©g6 20 Lxd6 Ke7 21
# xe7 Wxe722%d2f4 and Black’s ac-
tivity is worth more than a pawn, Far-
ago-Jacobsen, Silkeborg 1988.

10..0-011 Wd2 &5 12 De3

12 0-0-0!?

12..4h4

There is aninteresting imbalance in
the position: White has the better cen-
tre, but Black is well developed and
White’s king doesn’t always know
where to go. The basic evaluationas £
because of White's centre is maybe
closest to the truth, though some play-
ers, especially Hickl and Speelman,
have argued that Black is OK.

130-0

13 0-0-0!7-

13..%d7 14 #hl Zae8 15 Hgl
#g6 16 Zafl Me7 17 A g5 Af5 18
Axhd Axhd 19 Wi4 Axg2 20 Bxg2
c6 2113

£ Salov-Speelman, Brussels 1988.
White has blockaded the centre and
contwols the g-file, while Black s pieces

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BIACK

are slightly passive. The game con-
cluded 21..He7 22 Bfgl f6 23 h4 d5!
24cxd5cxd525%h2b5! 2623 ¥a-1a.

Conclusion: Whitemay getasmall
positional advantage here because of
his strong centre, but Black has good
chances of holding the position.

c2)
9 A xed (D)

XN /wg/ x
A A4
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9...c6

9..4c6!? is a fairly logical move,
but it has only been played once: 10
d34h511 Hgl £g6 1245 4713
Dxe7 Yxe7 14 Bg4? 0-0-0 15 A5+
b8 16 £g56 17 &e3 Dbd 18 Wbl
£ x5 19 Yxf5g620 @bl Yeo 21 Bf4
d5 and Black is much better. Rotteler-
Werner, Badenweil 1990.

10 Wd3

10 &2 is worse due to 10...&h5 11
Bgl #g6, when the white queen is
more passive than in the main line, and
Black had strong counterplay after 12
&4 Dab 13 0-0-0 Yd7 14 Lxg6 fxgb
154 0-0 16 £e3 £hd4 17 f4 &h3 18
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‘#d2 Hae8 in Neurohr-Hickl, Bundes-
liga 1989/90.

10...4h5

Not 10..8d7? 11 £xh7 +-.

11 Wh3

White forces a weakening of Black’s
pawns, as the h-pawn is pinned.

a) 11 Bgl £g612f4d5!=.

b) 11 £f4 £g6 12 0-0-0 Mab (or
12..4d7 13 Yg3 A6 14 £f3 intend-
ing h4) 13 h4 (13 £xg6 hxgb 14 d5
Eh4 15 e3 @a5 16 bl Zc8 17 L¢3
BhS 18 e4 &f8 19 Ehel Lg8 gives
Black counterplay, Brenninkmeijer-
Blees, Dutch Ch (Hilversum) 1989)
and now:

bl) 13..&xh4 14 &xg6 fxg6 15
‘Hed+ L7 (15..£e7? 16 Axh7 +-)
16 &xd6 &

b2) 13..%d7 14 h5 Lxed 15 Yxed
+

b3) 13..d5 14 cxd5 Mb4 15 'He3
£xed (15..cxd5? 16 sxg6 hxgé 17
a3 Mc6 18 Wf3 Bh5 19 e4 is much
better for White, Polugaevsky-Hickl,
Haifa Echt 1989; 15..8xd5? 16 &£xd5
cxd5 17 h5 &5 18 &e5 +-) 16 Y'xed
Axd5 17 Mxd5 E'xd5 18 ExdS cxds
19 $£d2 £ Polugaevsky.

11..8g6

11..£h47 12 Bgl 0-013 &85 +-.

12 #xg6 fxgb

‘White's better pawn-structure should
give him a small advantage, but Black
has some tactical ideasthat can easily
give him counterplay.
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13 414

13 e4 Ma6 14 £e3 0-0 15 0-0 Ac7
16f4%h8 17 d5 ££6 18 Hadl cxd5 19
cxd5 ‘Ye8 20 Efel Mb5!'? and Black
has counterplay, Reich-Hickl, Bad
Worishofen 1990.

13..0-0

The altemative 13..8d7!? has also
been suggested.

14e3

14 e6+ $h8 15 £g3 Mab 16 hd
Bf5 17 0-0-0 Y22 Psakhis-Hickl,
Dortmund 1989, but 14 £g3'? might
be an improvement.

14...%)a6 15 0-0-0 %7 16 &bl a6
17 Ded?

17 al gives White a slight advan-
tage according to Speelman.

17..g5! 18 £g3We8 19 Ial Wg6
20 Wg2 Hes

The position is unclear, Kasparov-
Speelman, Belfort 1988. The rest of
the game was 21 Bdgl b5 22 ¢5 dxc5
23 Mxc5 £xc5 24 dxc5 Bd8 25 h4
gxh4 26 Hxh4 Bd2 27 Bd4 He2 28
hl @c2 298b1 'Yxc5 30 EedMf6
31 'Yebr $h8 32 #eS h6 33 Ehl
Hxf2 34 a3 Wc2 35 Bdh4 ¥g6 36
"Yxc6 Y5 37 Bf4 Exf4 38 exf4 Th7
39 gl Hf7 40 Yxab b4 41 'Ycd Md7
-t

Conclusion: White probably also
has a small advantage here, but again
Black has good chances of making his
counterplay real.




33 Endgame Systems when
White Plays e4

In this book we study the endgame
system in many different forms. After
1d4d6 2 cde53 dxeS dxeS 4 'Exds+
&xd8 the endgame is already good for
Black, as White has lost the possibility
of controlling the d4-square with his
c-pawn. After 1 d4 d6 2 g3 e5 3 dxe5
dxe5 4 §xd8+ £xd8 White might get
some pressure against Black’s king in
the centre, especially with the early
break f4. The most principledforms of
this endgame, 1 e4 d6 2d4 e5and 1e4
d6 2 d4 Mf6 3 Mc3 e5, are studied in
this chapter.

Black’s Main Ideas

X7 7

W' 9 b,
% o

. % #

/
&%é/ A
i, EES 9E

Glpslls — Moskalenko
Alushta 1993

The main idea for Black in the end-
game positions in this chapter is intro-
duced in the diagram above. Black is
ready to accept doubled isolated pawns
in the centre, and later to build an ul-
tra-solid central formation with ... &d6,
..&e7, . Af6 and .. Mbd7. Since the
centre is totally closed, Black can cre-
ateactivity eitheronthequeenside with
..Ehb8 and ..bS5, or on the kingside
with ..Bag® and ..g5, for example.
The doubled pawns guard the central
squares very well, though Black should
keep an eye on the weak e5-pawn.

//%
%’%
//ﬁfa/

/ﬁ

i//

ﬁf 8 ,” '
@
Papanetz - Novak

Stovakia 1996

The most direct way to reach the
endgame is 1 e4 d6 2 d4 e5. In this
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move-order it is less wise for Black to
accept doubled pawns, as White can
target the e5-weakness more effec-
tively with plans like &bd2-c4, b3 and
#b2, and ©Dh3-f2-d3. However, after
5...%e8 it is difficult for White to gain
anything concrete from his develop-
ment advantage, since the structure is
completely symmetrical.

White’s main plan is to pressurize
Black’s weakness on €5, and control
the position all over the board. How-
ever, White’s task is not very easy, as
there no clear concrete plans that are
always good. Probably White is forced
to seek winning chances in a long
‘physical’ endgame.

ledd62dd4
We now discuss:
A X 261
6 3 De3 e5 263
C: 2.6 3f3e5 266
A)
2..e5 (D)
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3 dxes
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3 &f3 is the standard Philidor De-
fence, which is regarded as good for
White. Here is a very brief summary
of the main problems facing Black in
this opening:

a) 3..8f67 4 dxeS Dxed is well
met by the tactical move 5 ¥dS!; for
example, 5.5 6 £g5 ¥d7 6...&e7
7 exd6 1) 7 exd6 #£xd6 8 Dc3 0-0 9
0-0-0 @6 10 Db5 Egd 11 Dxd6 cxd6
12 #e3 + Tiviakov-Barbero, Imperia
1993,

b) 3..8d7 4 fcd c6 (4..4e7?' S
dxe5 dxe5 6 Wd5! +-; 4..h67! 5 dxeS
dxe5 6 &xf7+ Pxf7 7 DxeS+ 1) §
0-0 &e7(5.."%c7'?) 6 dxe5 dxeS (not
6...8Dxe5?” 7 Dxe5 dxeS 8 hS g6 9
‘#xeS +) and now the tactical idea 7
g5 secures White the bishop-pair and
anadvantage; forexample, 7...&.xg5 8
'WhS 'He7 9 &xgs Dgfo 10 We2 ¢
Gipslis-Csom, Budapest 1977.

c) 3..exd4!? might be Black’s best
line but tends not to equalize.

3...dxeS 4 Wxd8+ $xd8

The game has transformed into a
queenless middlegame after just four
moves. Black’s king will stay in the
centre, which is good if he can sim-
plify the game further to a genuine
endgame. This means that White has
to play actively.

SAcd

Or:

a) 5 &f3? gives Black no prob-
lems, as White loses his most active
option to attack the centre with f4, and
Black just continues with standard
plans: 5.6 6 #e3 &e6 7 Dbd2 Hd7
8 #cd fxcd 9 Dxcd Ac5 10 0-0-0
#xe3+ 11 Dxe3 De7 12 Bd3 dcd 13
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£Dd2 Dc5 14 Bc3 b6 15 3 Bd8 16
b3 De6 17 Zdl Exdl+ 18 Pxdl
b7 with equality, Tribuiani-Mordig-
lia, Foriia 1995.

b) 5 &c3 Df6 transposes to Line
B. which is generally a better move-
order for Black.

c) 5 f4!'? is logical here, trying to
open the position while the black king
remains in the centre. Black’s best ap-
proach is tosupport the e5-square with
5..80d76 ©f3 446, which should give
him good chances 1o equalize: 7 ©bd2
Dgfo & Aca (8 Dcd!? exfs 9 DHxd6
cxd6 10 2xf4@xed 11 Acdwithcom-
pensation) 8...exf4 9 & xf7 Ef8 10 £b3
h6 11 0-0 g5 12 Hel He8! 13 h3 Des
(13...a5!? 14 a4 c6 15 Phl g4 is also
possible for Black) 14 xe5 Exe5 15
#.c4 45! and Black was OKin Hec-
tor-Gretarsson, Nordic Ch (Reyk javik)
1997,

5..%e8!?

This move has mainly been played
by Ivan Novak, and his results show
no reason to complain, though basi-
cally the position should be evaluated
as £. However, Novak’s logical plans
are hard to break. Alternatives:

a) 5..f67! does nothingtochallenge
‘White's advantage, and White secures
the better game with the active plan 6
f4; e.g., 6...8d6 7 fxe5 Lxe5 8 DF3
D6 9 De3 kgd 10 Le3 Dge7 11
0-0-0+ e8 12h3 £h513 g4 £g6 14
DbS5ab 15 HxeS axb5 16 Dxg6 hxgd
17 Axb5 Hxa2 18 &bl Ha5 19 c4
Bronstein-Beni, Munich 1958.

b) 5...£.e6 leads to the provocative
endgame with doubled e-pawns, but
here it is not to be recommended, as

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

White’s bl-knight has a clear route
d2-c4 via which to attack the e5 weak-
ness; for example, 6 &xe6 fxe6 7 Df3
Ad6 8 Dbd2! DF6 0-0 Db 10 a3 a5
11b3! &e7 12 £b2 Dd7 13 ad! + and
White has implemented the general
plan ©bd2, b3, &b2, a4 with Dcd to
follow, and Black has no counterplay,
D.Paulsen-C.D.Meyer, 2nd Bundes-
liga 1993/4.
We now return to 5 .&e8 (D).
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Alternatives:

a) 6 Dc3 6! 7 Dge2 Dd7 8 Le3
£c59 Axc5 Dxc5 10 0-0 a5! 11 a4
D6 12 Dg3 g6 13 3 Le7 14 Hfdl
&fd7 15 b3 h5 16 hd Db6 17 Le2
Ae6 = 18 DI {5 19 g3 Eaf8 20 dg2
4 21 ©d2 Ehg8 22 Ehl g5and Black
now even has the initiative, Pokorna-
Novak, Bratislava 1998.

b) 6 £e3Dd77Dc3c68a4a59
0-0-0 £¢5! 10 £xc5 Dxc5 11DF3f6
12 Ed2 Dh6! 13 Del Le6 14 Lxed
Dxe6 15 Dd3 Lf7 16 {3 Bhds 17
Zhdl e7 18 De2 Df7 = Sarana-
Novak, Slovakian Cht 1995/6.
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6..2d7

6..f67 Xe3Md78a3 Ac59 Axc5
Axc5 10 Mc3 c611b4 A e6! 12 Axed
Axe6 13 0-0-0 Mho6 14 h3 Le7 15 g3
Af7162d2Md6 17 Ehdl Ehds = 18
Hd3 a5 19 Md2 axb4 20 axb4 Bal+21
©b2Exdl 22 Mxdl Mg5! gave Black
the better game in Pajer-Novak, Bra-
tislava 1995.

7 0-0&c5 8DgS Dh6 9Dc3c610
ad a5 11 De2 Fe7 12 Dg3 Db6 13
Ab316 14 D3 DT 15 DelDd6 16
Dd3Dd7 17 £d2 &b6 18Eadl DI
193h1 De6

The game is equal, Papanetz-Novak,
Slovakian Cht 1995/6.

Conclusion: 1 e4 d6 2 d4 e5is a
slightly suspect move-order for Black,
firstly because of the transposition to
the Philidor by 3 &f3, and secondly
because of the endgame. In the latter,
the Novak plan with 5...&e8 is worth
noting, and is more challenging than
5..%eb.

B)
2..5f6 3 De3eS (D)
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By playing the endgame system in
this move-order Black gets a better
version of the possible Philidor, and in
the pure endgame system White has
committed his knight to c3.

4 dxes

4 Af3 transposes to a form of the
Philidor Defence that is difficult to
reach via standard move-orders. Black
has quite a stable position, but it is
slightly passive. For example: 4...8bd7
5 #c4 #£e760-00-07 a4 c6 8 Hel
‘79 2a2b6 1034 b7 11 &g5(11
Ah4 Btes 12 Af5 418 13 dxe5 dxe5
14 '#f3 £ Sergienko-Belikov, Voron-
ezh 1998) 1 1..a6 12 d5 Bac® 13 dxc6
Kxc6 14 He2 h6 15 &xf6 Bxf6 16
‘&d3 ¥b7 17 Bdl £ Zakharov-A Hor-
vath, Murek U-18 Ech 1998.

4..dxe5 5 Wxd8+ &xd8 6 Acd

Naturally, White has many alterna-
tives here:

a) 6f4 is also an important direct
move here, and again the e5-square is
key to Black’s defence: 6..8c6 (or
6..8bd7!? 7 M3 4d6 8 f5c6 9 £d3
h6 10 g4 '~-2 Vdvanov-Belikov,
Moscow 1994) 7 &f3 &d6 8 f5 h6 &
#e3a6100-0-0%e7 11 Egl b5 123
#b7 13 g4 Ab8 14 4d3 Abd7 15 h4
h5 16 gxh5 Mxh5 17 a4 b4 18 Me2
Haf8 19 Hg2 Mhf6 20 Exg7 &xed 21
#xe4 Mxed = Hector-Buhr, 2nd Bun-
desliga 1997/8.

b) 6 g5 is one of thetricky lines,
but Black can continue with the stan-
dard plan .. 4.d6, ..8bd7, .. &e8 and
his position seems to be quite stable.
6..2d6!? and now:

bl) 7 Md5 Mbd7 8 Acd LeB! 93
Axd5 10 exd5 a6 11 a4 b6 12 Me2
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£b7 13 0-0 f5 14 Hael $f7 15 £d2
&f6 3 Sasu Ducsoara-Litinskaya,
Dresden wom 1997,

b2) 7 &cd Le6 (7..2e7? 8 DdS+
+) 8 fxe6 fxe6 90-0-0%e7 10 Dge2
h6 11 £h4 §c6 = Lednicky-Zapletal,
Prievidza 1998.

b3) 70-0-0Dbd7 (7..%e67 8 f4!
gives White the initiative) 8 f3! a6 9
& ge2h6 10 se3 e and Black's po-
sition seems to be quite stable, though
‘White seized the initiative with 11 g4!
in Veresagin-Akhmetov, Russian Cht
(Orel) 1996.

c) 6&f3develops quicklyandnat-
urally. 6..£d6 (D) and now:

R

cl) 7 £c4 is not so strong any
more, as the black king finds a good
central square with 7...&e7; for exam-
ple, 8 £g5 c690-0-0 &c7' 10 Dhd ho
11 &e3 (11 &xf6+ &xf6 12 Bd3 Le?
13 Df5+ £xf5 14 exf5 Dd7 15 Ded
Hads8 16 Zhdl D6 17 Dxf6 gxf6 18
Hxd8 Hxd8 19 Exd® £xd8 = Kara-
sev-Komliakov, St Petersburg 1996)
11..5b6! 12 Bhel g6 = Geller-Nev-
ednichy, Tiraspol 1994.

AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

c2) 7 g5 #e6 80-0-0and now it
is best for Black to play the careful
8..bd7' o stabilize the centre:

c21) 9 &b5 &e7 10 Dxd6 cxd6 is
generally useful for Black, as his cen-
tre becomes even stronger: 11 $d2 h6
12 h4 g5 13 g3 Bac8!? 14 3 Bc7
15 &bl Bhc8 16 c3 dS5! 17 exdS Dxd5
18 Eel f6 19 ©b3 a5 F Kljako-Can-
der, Bled 1993.

c22) 9 &xf6+ forces a weakening
of Black’s pawns, but it also allows the
black king asafesquareon e7: 9...gxf6
(9..Dxf6? 10 Dxe5 =) 10 Dhd KcS
11 Bd2 c6 12 Dad &8 13 &bl Sc7
14 22 b5 15 Dc3 £b4 16 Bd3 DS
17 Be3 #xc3 18 bxc3 Bad8 with an
equal position, Inkiov-Spasov, Sofia
1996.

c23) 9 &b5 B is slightly incon-
venient for Black, but with precise
moves he is OK; for example: 10
Axf6 Dxf6 11 Dg5a612 ke2 B8 13
Dxe6 fxe6 14 f32d7 15 Bd3 Le7 16
&dl ©d7 17 De3 b5 = Bjornsson-
Rausis, Cappelle la Grande 1993.

6..8e67 Axe6

7 %b3 doesn't make a great deal of
sense, and Black has no problems after
7..8c6 8 g5 ©d4 9 0-0-0 Led 10
2xf6 gxf6 11 DS &xd5 12 £xdSch
13 &c4 b5 14 ¢3 Deb 15 £b3 &S5 =
Varavin-Chuprov, Omsk 1996.

7..fxe6 (D)

813

‘White’s main plan is to develop his
pieces 1o exert pressure on e5 (Dh3-
£2-d3, ©dl-e3-c4, 2e3) while at the
same time keeping Black’s counterplay
under control. This overall plan has re-
sulted in many different moves:
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a) 8 fe3is natural, but Black some-
times has an option of playing ... &c5
to exchange the bishop; for example,
8. Dbd7 9 3 Lc5 (9..4b417) 10
Pe2 de711Dh3 fxe3 12 &xe3 Ded
13 ©f2 &d6 £ Bancod-Bauer, Weil-
burg 1996.

b) After 8 £g5 ©c6! 9 0-0-0+
£d6 10 Dge2e7 11 £3 a6 Black has
no problems: 12 &3 b5 13 &bl Has
14 ©d2 h6 15 c3 Habs 16 ©c2c517
b3 Hhc# 18 Ebl c4 19 b4 Db =
Rossetto-Leskovar,Cipolletti 1993.

c) 8 &ge2 is a flexible move, but
Black has no special problems: 8...a6
9 2e3 £d6100-0-083bd711 f3 Le?
12 Bd2 h6 13 Ehdl bS5! 14 &bl Lbd
1523 22516 Hd3Zhc8 17 g4 4b6 18
g5hxg519 £xg5@c520 B3d2 &7 =
Panchenko-Bologan, Gausdal 1991.

d) 8 Dh3 commits the knight pre-
maturely, since on g5 it usually has no
clear purpose, while the plan off3 and
©f2is quite slow: 8..2d6 9 Le3 Le7
10 0-0-0 &c6 11 £3 a6 12 D 26315 13
&)d3 Bhf8 14 De2&f4 15 Dexf4 exf4
16 ££2 Bg8 17 g4 He5 18 Gixe5 LxeS
19 £c5+ £d6 20 £d4 e5 21 42 Deb

pe 7

\

\
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with an equal position, Olsson-Berg-
strom, Stockholm 1994.
8..2c5!9%ad £d6 10 2e3Dbd7

Otherwise:

a) 10..b6'? offers Black a chance
to play a different set-up. After 11
©Dh3 $e7 12 Df2 ¢5 13 b3 he can
challenge the white plan of attacking
the weak point e5 with 13..&c6 14
&)d3 ©b4. Black managed to hold the
position after 15 £d2 &xd3 16 $xd3
©d7 17 Db2 $c6 18 c4 Dd7 19 L3
©c7 20 Dd3 Db 21 a3 a5 22 bé
axbd+ 23 axb4 cxbd+ 24 Dxbd Hd7
25 ©d3 Zhfs 26 Ehbl h6 27 c2
D6 28 #£.d2 £c5 in Ryskin-Belikov,
Czestochowa 1992.

b) 10..%)fd7!? aimsto overprotect
e5 with 11 ©h3 e? 12 D2 Do
when again Black can counter White's
build-up againste5 with 133d3 b4,
for example, 14 Dxbd £ xbd+ 15 Le2
b5!? 16 a3 £a5'? (16...4.d6 17 Dc3
a6 18 a4! c6 19 Bhdl gaveWhitepres-
sure in Vaisser-Epishin, Novosibirsk
1993) 17 &c5 £b6 and according to
Stohl, Black has sufficient counter-
play.

11 0-0-0

11 De2 $e7 12 b3 is best met by
the thematic queenside counterplay
with 12..b5! 13 ©b2 Lbd+ 14 442
£xd2+ 15 xd2 Bhd8 16 Le3 D5
and Black has no problems; forexam-
ple: 17 a4 a6 18 b4 Dxad 19 Hxad
bxa4 20 Exad c5 21 bxc5 Bdc8 22
Hcd Dd7 23 6 Db6 24 B3 Dad 25
Eb3 Exc6 26 Eb7+ Lf8 27 Hal &c5
28 Zb2&d7 29 Eb7 &c5 30 Eb2Dd7
31 Bb7 Y-z Vaisser-Gallagher, French
Cht 1998.




266 AN ExPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK

11...%e7 (D)

» . /%
dad

//{/

//ﬁg

This is thebasic set-up for Black.The
centre is blocked, all Black’s pieces
havebeendeveloped, and his backrank
is free for manoeuvring. So Black has
time to start thinking about some coun-
terplay, usually on the queenside.

Now:

a) 12 Me2 a6 '/2-'/z Belikov-Kom-
liakov, Russian Army Ch 1995.

b) 12 Mh3 b5! 13 Ac3 Ehbs 14
Af2 and then:

bl) 14..b47' 15 Me2a516@blh6
17 Bd2 a4 18 Ecl Ab6 19 c4 gives
White the initiative. In Gipslis-Mos-
kalenko, Alushta 1993 Black man-
aged 1o draw, but only because after
19...bxc3 20Exc3 Afd7 21 Md3 Ha5
22 Hdc2 M8 23 cl Ma7 24 Bed
Ab6, White missed 25 Bxc7+!

b2) 14..a6!is better.
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Conclusion: The endgame system
1 e4 d6 2 d4 Mf6 3 Mc3 5 is a sound
opening for Black. The Philidor posi-
tions in this move-order are playable,
and it is difficult to point out a clear

plan for White to guarantee an advan-
tage in the endgame system.

C)

2..6)%6 313

Against this move there are some
options givenin Line B of Chapter 25,
but the endgame system is also possi-
ble here.

3..e5(D)

4 dxes

The other, more strategic, approach
is 4 d5 but Black should be quite OK
with the continuation 4. &e7 5 &e3
0-0, and now:

a) 6 &£d3 c6 7 c4 b5 8 M3 ba!?
(8..bxc4 ® fxcd &b7 10 Wb3! 7
11 Mge2 Mbd7 12 Bcl! £ Gelfand-
Adams, Tilburg 1996) 9 &ce2 a5 10
Ag3 a6 11 Ale2 Mc5 12 0-0 cxdS
13 cxd5 Mfd7 14 &cd g5 15 Yel
# xe3+ 16 Yxe3 g6 = Van den Doel-
Hartoch, Netherlands 1994.

b) 64 c6 (6...Me8!? is also possi-
ble, with the plan 7'%'d2 h6! 8 &c3
£95'9 & xg5 Wxg5 10 Wxg5 hxg5 11
24 Af6 12 Mh3 Ah7 13 AbS Mab =
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Starostits-Voloshin, Trinec 1998) 7
@3 (7 ¥d2 b5 8 cxb5 cxd5 9 exdS
&bd7 10 Hc3 &b7 11 fcd Ecd 12
#b3 a6 13 bxab &xa6 gives Black
counterplay, Ivanchuk-Khalif man, Til-
burg 1994) 7...a6! 8 Wd2cxd5! 9 cxdS
©bd7 10 £d3 b5 11 Dge2@b6 12 bd
#£d7 13 0-0 Ybs 14 Bfcl Wb7 15
&dl Bfcs 16 Db2 &d8 = Votava-
Mokry, Tumov 1996.

4..dxeS 5 Wxd8+ Ixd8 6 fcd
Fe7!?

In this position this move, connected
with the plan of ...&e6 and ..%xe6,
seems to be the best option.

a) 6..%e6 7 fxe6 fxe6 leads an
endgame that is slightly suspect for
Black; forexample, 8 ©h3!, and now:

al) 8..8c59Df2 Axf2+ 10 $xf2
&6 (10...43bd7!? is another idea) 11
$e3 Le7 12 Da3! a6 13 ¢3 Hhds
(13..2ag8?) 14 Le2 h6 15 Dc2 Bd7
16 Bhdl Ead8 17 Exd7+ Exd7 18
Del' Ded 19 Dd3 Dd6 20 12! b6
21 &g3 (Yusupov-Christiansen, Las
Palmas 1993) 21..&f6 * Stohl.

a2) 8..%d6 9 Dd2! Le7 10 Ded
&c6 11 £d2 b5 12 De3 a6 13 Df2
&b3 14 ad4! + Bezgodov-SKasparov,
Minsk 1998.

b) 6..%e8 is a bit too passive, de-
spite thefactthat Blackhas chancesto
equalize; for example, 7 £e3 ©bd78
&d2 (8 Dc3 c6 9 ad a5 10 Hge2 A5
11 &dl Le7 12 el Ded 13 D3
i xe3 14 Dxe3 Dd6 15 £b3 b6 16 3
#2617 &.c2g6 18 0-0-0 Dc4 19 Ehel
Dxe3 20 Bxe3 Had8 21 DF2 De5 =
Blatny-Ftacnik, Bundesliga 1994/5)
8. %c59 £g5 (9 &xc5 Hxc5 10 be
De6 11 De2 a5 12 bxa5 Exa5 13 Db3
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Ha3 14Decl Pe7 15 Dd3 Dd7 leads
to equality, Czebe-De Santis, Budapest
1997) 9 h6 10 £h4 and now:

bl) 1020517 11De2Df4 12 Dxf4
exf4 13 &b37 (13 0-0-0!7) B3..4e3
14 Edl g5 15 &2 &xf2+ 16 &xf2
&5 gives Black a slight advantage,
Blatny-Jansa, Zlin 1997.

b2) 10..&e7 11 &f2 and now:

b21) 11..&c5 12 ©h3 &xf2+47
(12..£b6' = Kramnik) 13 Dxf2 Le7
14 0-0-0 £ Kramnik-Speelman, Biel
1Z 1993.

b22) 11..8h5 12 De2 &4 13
&xf4 exf4 = Kramnik.

‘We now return to the position after
6..%e7 (D):

7 4e3

7 &§)c3 gives Black two ways to cover
the d5-square:

a) 7..&e6!? 8 Dd5+ &xd5 9 exdS
©d6 10 b3 Dxd5 11 #a3+ e6 12
# xd5+ $xd5 13 Ed1+ e6 14 Hd8?
&b4+ 0-1 Reilly-Leskiewicz, Mel-
bourne 1998.

b) 7.c68e38e69 Xc5+Ped 10
Axf8 Exf8 11 #xe6fxe6 12 Dh3 a5
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13 Ddl Le7 14 De3 Dbd7 = Bojko-
vié-Shumiakina, Yugoslav Cht (Igalo)
1994,

7..8€68 Da3 (D)

8 {)d2 is more passive than the text-
move: 8...&3bd7 9 0-0-0 & xc4 (9...g6!7
10De2h511 &2 #£h6 12 b1 Ehd8
13 £d3 Ded 14 Dcd b6 15 a4 6 16
el c6 = T.Georgadze-Rivas, Malaga
1991) 10 Dxcd Le6 11 Dh3 h6 12 f4
Dga 13 £5+ LeT 14 D2 Dxe3 15
Dixe3 Le8 16 Dd3c6 17 D4 6 18 g4
b6 = Sveshnikov-Panchenko, Mos-
cow 1994,

Wﬁ////%
% %

U
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8..#xc4 is premature, and only
helps White develop: 8 Dxc4 Hc6 10
a4! e6 11 Dh3h6 12 c3 a6 13 Df2
#¢7 1425 Ead8 15 $e2Dd7 16 g4
hS 17 g5 f5 18 gxf6.gxf6 19 Ehgl
Hdg8 20 Dd3 5 21 exf5+ ©xf522
Eadl ©e623 412 £d624b4De725
&d2 £ Ionescu-Nevednichy, Bucha-
rest 1994.

9 0-0-0

9 #xe6 dxe6 10 DbS Desd 11
Dxallc6 F.

9..a6 10 Axe6 Lxe6

Black has good chances of neutral-
izing White's initiative, and if this suc-
ceeds, then Black’s king might be a
good piece in themore simplified end-
game.

11 Ded

Thus far Ionescu-Nevednichy, Bu-
charest 1995. Now the logical route to
equality seems to be 11...2.c5 12 Dh3
h6 13 Df2 & xe3+ 14 Dxe3 Zhds.

Conclusion: The endgame system
is also possible against 3 f3, and espe-
cially the new approach with 6..%e7
is worth noting. Black should also be
aware of the sideline with 4 d5.
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4 W3 247) 3. 415 240

A:d4g324]

B: 413242

C: 4 D13 247 4...86 247
C1:53249

C2:5 Mh4251

32: 1d4 d6 2 c4Af6 3 Ac3e5
4Af3ed

1d4.d6 2 cd &6 3 )3 e5 2534
&3ed 253

A5 &gl 253

B:54d2 254

C: 54)g5 256 5.. 415 6 g4 Axgd 7
Ag2 Ke78)gxed Gixed 257
C1:9 Axed 257

C2:9 &xed 258

33: Endgame Systems when White
Plays e4

led d62dd

A:2.e526]

B: 2.6 3 &c3 e5 263

C: 2..0f63 f3 e5 266




