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check CI candidates event 
++ double check lZ interzonal event 
• checkmate Z zonal event 

brilliant move Wcht world team championship 
good move E,h European championship 

" interesting move Echt European team championship 
" dubious move ECC European Clubs Cup 

bad move DL olympiad 
" blunder jt junior event 

White is winning women's event 
White is much better m,m memorial event 
White is slightly better tpd rapidpJay game 
equal position sim game from simultaneous display 
unclear position corr. correspondence game 
Black is slightly better 1-0 the game ends in a win for White 
Black is much better Ill-If. the game ends in a draw 

-+ Black is winning 0-1 the game ends in a win for Black 
Ch championship In) nth match game 
Chi team championship (D) see next diagram 
W,h world championship 





Introduction 

The Aim of this Book the opening 1 d4 d6 (D) is attributed 
to Pillsbury for some reason but who 

OUf main objective is to give Black a really has heard of the Pillsbury Open-
complete repertoire with the opening ing? Most players seem to think 1...d6 
move 1 ... d6. The other aim is to pro- is not a specific opening at all but 
vide a more detailed theoretical survey rather a move to transpose to some 
of the opening lines 1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5, 1 well-known openings such as the Pire, 
d4 d6 2 .!bf3 Ji.g4 and all the other 2nd Modem, King's Indian or Dutch, and 
moves for White (except 2 e4). These over the years many players have used 
lines have been generally neglected by it for precisely this purpose 
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 

The line 2 .!bf3 Ji.g4 was popular-

History ized by Julian Hodgson during the 
1980s (although, e.g., Miles used to 

There doesn't seem to be much early play it earlier). This is why we call it 
history in the lines 1 . ..d6 against I d4, the Hodgson line. The line 2 c4 e5 of-
as some of the main systems only ten leads to territory generally classi-
started to appear in the period 1950- fied as part of the English Opening 
1970,andsomehaveonly acquired any (ECO code A21). However, it has little 
real popularity in the last two decades in common with other English Open-
In The Oxford Companion to Chess ing lines. This line also became more 
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Summary of Lines Available 

Against 1 e4 and 1 d4 d6 2 e4 

nightmare. However, if you want to 
have something against I e4 with a 
minimal need for learning theory, or if 
you want to test your opponent in a 
long endgame, then this maybe a good 
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 
the moves 1 e4 d6 2 d4 tbf6 3 �c3 c6. 
This system is much easier to learn, 
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 this rare line is not very high, 

1) OUf main recommendation is the which might make it a worthy surprise 
Pire Defence, meaning the well-known weapon. However, we decided against 
variations arising after the moves I e4 providing detailed coverage of a line 
d6 2 d4 �f6 3 �c3 g6. The Pirc is a that we cannot really recommend. 
completely valid opening, as proved 
by many games at grandmaster level- With I d4 the choice of system is 
this is a major benefit, as you can be harder, as White controls the course of 
sure that your time spent learning it the game with his second move. But we 
will not be wasted. For an amateur have included a minor choice, anyway. 
player wishing to learn and play the 
l ...d6 repertoire, the main problem Against 1 d4 d6 2 �f3 
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 White to head for King's 
Indian-type positions with 3 c4. 

2) There is also the Endgame Sys­
tem, where Black plays either I e4 d6 
2d4 e5 or I e4d62 d4 �f6 3 �c3 (or 
3 f3) 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 



INTRODUCTION 

I) The main line with 2 . .  �g4 is 
reminiscent of some Old Indian or 
Modem lines if White plays 3 c4, 
though many independent position­
types are available to 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 
a peaceful one, though slightly passive 
for Black. 

2) The line of the Old Indian which 
arises after 2 ... �6 3 c4 �f5 offers 
Black some active counterplay close 
to the ideas 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 

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 
e4 4 �g5 f5. 

2) The line of the Old Indian which 
runs 2 ... e5 3 �f3e44 �g5�f65 �c3 
�f5 is possible here. It has occasion­
ally been chosen by 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)  The line of the Old Indian which 
runs 2 ... �f6 3 �c3 (or 3 �f3) 3 . . .  �f5 
is also an option here. 

4) The Portuguese Gambit, 2 ... e5 3 
�f3 �g4, is another possibility at this 
point. 

Practical Results 

The line I d4 d6 2 c4 e5 has been a real 
gold-mine for Black. Especially the 
extremely bad statistics of the exchange 
of queens 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 
exchange the queens at the first oppor­
tunity when facing a higher-rated op­
ponent. But even the other lines 3 �f3 
and 3 �c3 are scoring relatively poorly 
for White. This is why most l.. .d6 
players are happy to see 2 c4 on the 
board and the need to use the trans­
positional possibilities to other open-

1) Themainlinewith2 ... e5isafully ings explained earlier is significantly 
acceptable choice, with no theoretical smaller than after 2 �f3. 
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The Hodgson variation, 2 �f3 kg4, 
is scoring perfectly well for Black, 
whose practical results are no worse 
than with other second moves like 
2 ... g6 or 2 . . .  �f6. However, for a seri­
ous tournament player it is not a bad 
idea to 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 I 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, etc ., and there is a lot offlexi­
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
crete tactical battles where home prep­
aration plays a key role should prefer 
systems like the Dragon, Najdorf or 
Grtinfeld. For players who don't like 
endings, our repertoire is hardly opti­
mal although the many endings dis­
cussed usually take rather 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 41ifxd8+ Wxd8 (D) 

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. 



1 1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5: 
Introduction 

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 to attack the 
strong centre that White has formed in 
his first two moves. This direct plan is 
related to the endgame system 1 e4 d6 
2 d4 e5, but there is one major distinc­
tion. Here the endgame after 3 dxe5 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 tbf3 to support the centre, either 
with a pawn or with a knight. White's 
last main option, 3 tbc3, gives Black 
the chance to open thecenlre,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. lt seems that some of these play­
ers use l ...d6 in a flexible manner 
Either they try to playfora win against 
weaker players, or they wish to trans­
pose to some known openings, but 
without allowing some variations they 
want to avoid 

Statistics 
The general trend is that Black scores 
very well: in my database Black has 
made an incredible 56% result after 1 
d4 d6 2 c4 e5. The table on 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 W's score 

3 €lf3 1143 49% 

3 dxeS 415 � 
3 €lc3 315 49% 

3 d5 170 39% 
-

3 <3 87 29% 

Introduction to 3 �f3 
In Chapters 2-6 we study the pO!iitions 
after 1 d4 d6 2 c4 eS 3 €lf3 e4, with 
Black continuing .. .fS to fonn a pawn­
chain in the centre. In the Encyclo­

paedia of Chess Openings the main 
lines of this variation can be found un­
der the code A2l, since they can also 
be reached via the move-order 1 c4 eS 
2 €lc3 d6 3 €lf3 fS 4 d4 e4. The main 
feature of this variation is the rapid ad­
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 f3, or with the rare g4. Hecan try 
to get an outpost for his knight, either 
on the usual square f4, or on gS. Or he 
can try to stop Black's central expan­
sion ... dS by playing dS 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 plans are 10 f3 to start 
the attack against Black's centre, or 10  

W's ratin � W's Performance 

2376 �� 
2269 2234 -- -----

2368 2386 

2287 2269 

227S 2196 

Avshalumov - Dorfman 
Cannes 1990 

dS to restrict Black's pieces and stop 
Blacksupportingthecentre with ... dS. 

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 e3 and Si.e2. The f 4-
knight controls the centre well, and 
Black has no plans to undennine 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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Salov - Romero 
Madrid 1992 

to improve the positions of his pieces. 
The most common development for 
the dark-square bishop is to place it on 
the long al-h8 diagonal, and Black's 
queen's knight i s usually developed via 
a6-c7 to support the centre and keep 
an eye on the vulnerable e6-square. 

Madrid 1992 

White has played dS, but Black's 
bishop is well positioned on the long 
diagonal, and Black's knights are ready 
to become active with usual plans such 
as ... .!Des or ... iLeS and ... .!Df6. The 
dS-pawn can become a target, while 
White's bishops are ineffective for 

Zakharevich - Komliakov 
Moscow 1996 

If Black has a chance to play ... dS 
without the pawn becoming a target 
for immediate attack by White, it is 
generally useful for him to fix the cen­
tre. The pawns on d5 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. 



2 3 4Jf�: Main Line with g3 

In  this chapter we study variations 
where White plays the logical g3, S/..g2 
and 0-0 before starting any action in the 
centre. After these moves, White has 
two general plans: the central break 
(by playing (3) or the central build-up 
(with the d5 advance) 

Black has various possible counters 
to these plans. In Line B 1 ,  we see the 
standard plan for Black, namely . . .  c6, 

.1ba6-c7 and . . .  dS, with play usually 
gravitating to the queenside. The new 
plans with Komliakov's ... .1bbd7 (Line 
A) and the flexible ... �h8 (Line B2) 
are interesting although le�s-played 
options for Black 

1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 ftJr3e4 4 ftJg5 f5 5 
"Llc3 :1.e7 6 "Llh3 c6 7 g3 "Llf6 (D) 

8i.g2 

0, 
a) The immediate 8 lbi4 seems to 

be premature 
al) The sharp 8 ... g5!? is possible; 

for example, 9 lbg2 h6 10 h4 ttgS 1 1  
Ji.d2 'ab6 1 2  e3 i.e6 1 3  b4 lbbd7 14 
a4 111d8 15 a5 Wf8 16 1l.e2 Wg7 17  
'aa4 a6 IS 'u'bl  lbfS 19 'aal d5 20 c5 
Ji.f7 21  Wdl lbe6 22 Wc2 and the po­
sition is unclear, Delemarre-Christi­
ansen, Antwerp 1995 

a2) Black can continue normally 
with S ... O-O 9 h4 lba6 10 e3 1Dc7 1 1  
.fi.d2 �hS (11  . . .  ,'lJe6!? looks good) 1 2  
'ac2 .fi.d7 13  b 4  d 5  1 4  c 5  b 5  1 5  cxb6 
axb6 16 lIbl lbe6 17 lDce2 lbxf4 IS 
lbxf4 b5 = Pachman-Matanovic, Por­
torot IZ 1958 

b) S Ji.g5 is a rare way to develop 
the dark-squared bishop, but it is pos­
sible 

bl)  S ... lba6 9 e3 0-0 10 lbf4 1Dc7 
11 h4 lbe6 12 Ji.e2 lbxf4 13 Ji.xf4 

Ji.e6 14 Wfl h6 15 h5 Ji.f7 16 b4 'ad7 
17 Wg2 i Schlosser-Heinatz, Dresden 
1995, though Black's position is quite 
solid 

b2) S ... lbg4!?  9 Ji.xe7 'axe7 10 e3 
g5 (l0 ... 0-0!? is possible) 1 1  'ad2 lba6 
12 0-0-0 Ji.d7 ( l2  . . .  h6!? seems to be a 
useful move) 13 c5 dxc5 14 Ji.xa6 
bxa6 15 lba4 Ji.e6 16 lbxc5 .1i..d5 17 
�bl ttbSlS ttcl 0-0 19 lbgl tLput­
ian-Minasian, Protvino 1993 



3 fiJj3: MAIN LINE WITH !?3 15 

We now return to 8 kg2 (D): 

Now: 
A: 8 ... �bd7!? 15  
B:  8 . . .  0-0 17 

Placing the bishop differently with 
8 ... ke6!? is perhaps playable; for ex­
ample, 9 d5 �f7 10 0-0 <2.bd7, and 
now: 

a) 1 1  f3 exf3 12 exf3 <2.e5 13 f4 
<2.xc4 14 dxc6ffb6+ 15  'i£<hl bxc6 16 
b3 <2.a5 17  'u'el  'u'd8 18  �a3 'ii'c7 19 
ffe2 is  equal, Haba-Votava, Czech Cht 
1997/8. 

b) 11 <2.g5 kg8 12 f3 h6 13 <2.e6 
kxe6 14 dxe6 �5 15 fxe4 fxe4 16 
kh3 'ii'b6 17 'i£<g2 ffb4 =+ Czerwon­
ski-Mikhaletz, Swidnica 1999. 

c) 11 b3 <2.g4 12 ffd2 0-0 13  f3 
exf3 14 exf3 <2.ge5 15 kb2 c5 16 
llael kf6 17 �4 � Fuhrmann-U.Hel­
big, Bundesliga 1997/8. 

variation, Komliakov. Black's knight 
goes either to e6 (via [8) or to b6. 

9 0-0 
Or: 
a) 9 <2.f 4 is not good, as Black can 

start advancing on the kingside with 
9 ... <2.f8 10 d5 g5 11 <2.h3 h6 12 dxc6 
bxc6 13 f3 d5 14 ke3 �6 15 cxd5 
cxd5 =+ Lomineishvili-Komliakov, Mos­
cow 1997. 

b) 9 f3, aiming to play in the cen­
tre, is not especially dangerous; for ex­
ample, 9 . . .  <2.b6!? (9 ... exf3 10 exf3 0-0 
is also a thematic position: 1 1  �4 
'u'e8 12 0-0 <2.f8 13 'u'el <2.g6 14 �6 
kxe6 15 'u'xe6 ffd7 16 d5 kd8! = 
Sorin-Slipak, Salta Clarin 1995) 10 b3 
d5 1 1  c5 <2.bd7 12 b4 <2.f8 13 0-0 h6 
(13  ... �6!? leads to equality) 14 <2.f2 
�6 with a basic position-type with a 
closed centre, in which both 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) 9 d5 and now: 
c l )  9 ... <2.e5 (the basic central plan 

is possible here) 10 b3 0-0 1 1  0-0 �d7 
12 kb2 <2.fg4 13  'tIfd2 as 14 'i£<hl a4 
15  f3 <2.f6 16 'u'abl axb3 lfl-1f2 Caf­
ferty-McNab, British League (4NCL) 
1999100. 

c2) 9 . . .  <2.b6! and then: 
c21) After 10 b3? cxd5 1 1  cxd5 

<2.bxd5 12 <2.xd5 ffa5+ 13 kd2 'tIfxd5 
A) Black wins a pawn, for which White 

8 ... �bd7!? doesn't get enough compensation: 14 
This move is the latest idea in- �4 fff7 15 �c3 kd7 16 :tcll:c8 17 

vented by one of the specialists of this �d4 (Lazarev-Gofshtein, Oberwart 
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1993) 17 ... a6!? 18 kxf6 'a'xf6 19 �d5 
'ii'e5 l. 

c22) lO dxc6 bxc6 1 1  b3 d5 = Oof­
shtein. 

c23) lO 'a'b3 �d7! ( lO  ... a.'') 1 1  ke3 
c5 12 '&c2 a4 13  �bl �bd7 14 �3 
�e5 15 f3 .ii.d7 16 lIdl 0-0 17  0-0 
'ii'e8 is OK for Black, Mastrovasilis­
Salmensuu, Rimavska Sobota 1996; 
lO ... cxd5 11 cxd5 0-0 12 0-0 'a'c7 13 
J:l.d I '&c4 14 ke3 .ii.d7 = Dao-Anka, 
Budapest 1994) 1 1  0-0 �e5 ( 1 1  ... c5!?) 
12 dxc6 bxc6 13  c5 dxc5 14 �f4 (14 
lIdl!? might be the most critical try 
for counterplay) 14 . . .  c4 1 5  '&c2 .ii.f6 
16 lIadi 'Vlie7 17 f3 exf3 18 exf3 �d3 
+ Michaelsen-Agrest, Furth 1999. 

We now return to 9 0-0 (D): 

9 ... �b6 
After 9 ... 0-0!? l O  f3 �b6 1 1  b3 d5 

12 c5 �bd7 13 �f4, which seems to 
be a playable alternative, there has 
been a game with a curious knight ma­
noeuvre: 13 . . .  �b8 14 h4 �a6 15 b4 
( 15 lIbl!?) 15 ... �xb4 16 '&b3 �6 17 
fxe4 fxe4 1 8  �xe4 �xe4 19 .ii.xe4 
�f6 20 .ii.b2 �xc5 21 dxc5 .ii.xb2 22 

'ii'xb2 dxe4 + Oloria-Komliakov, Ma­
nila OL 1992. 

lOb3 dS 
lO . . .  O-O 1 1  d5 � and lO . . .  �e6 1 1  d5 

cxd5 12 � 4 � allow White to fix the 
centre to his advantage. 

11 cS 
Or: 
a) The tactical idea 11 a4 doesn't 

work because of 11 . . .  dxc4 12 as �bd5 
13 �xd5 'if'xd5 14 a6 0-0 15 �f4 iff? 
16 bxc4 'if'xc4 17 lIa4 'if'f? 18 axb7 
.1i.xb7 19 lIaS �d5 + Arsovic-Simic, 
Belgrade 1994. 

b) 11 cxd5 �fxd5 ( l l ...�xd5 12 
�a4?! 0-0 13 �b2h6 14 '&cl g5 1 5 f3 
e3 16 �c5 f4 l D'Israel-Oratovsky, 
Netanya 1993) 12 �xd5 �xd5 and 
now: 

bl) 13 a4?! g5! ( l3 . . .  �c3!?) 14 f3 
e3 15 'ii'd3 f4 16 'ii'e4 0-0 + Permia­
kov-Komliakov, Kemerovo 1995. 

b2) 13 �4 and here: 
b21) 13 ... g5!? 14 �xd5 cxd5 15 f3 

0-0 16 fxe4 fxe4 17 lIxf8+ '&xf8 18  
�e3 .ii.e6 19 lIci .u.c8 20 '&d2lIxcl + 
21 'ii'xcl '&d8 = Radovici-Komliakov, 
Romania 1993. 

b22) 13  ... �f6!?  14 �h5 0-0 15 
�xf6+ 'ii'xf6 16 e3 .1i.e6 is  also possi­
ble, Orechikhin-Komliakov, Cherepo­
vets 1997. 

b23) 13 ... 0-0 seems pretty safe for 
Black: 14 �xd5 'a'xd5 15  .ii.f4 .1i.f6 16 
e 3 g5 17  �c7 .ii.e6 with a slight advan­
tage for Black, Raeber-Oratovsky, 
Switzerland 1994. 

l1...ll:lbd7 
Now the knight has the strong post 

e6 available. 
12 b4 (D) 
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12 ii.g5 leaves the dark squares too 
weak: 12 . . .  o2if8 13 f4 �6 14 .1i.xf6 
.1i.xf6 15 e3 �c5 =+ 16 'if'c2 02ie6 0-1 
Riedener-Klauser, Berne 1997. 

12 ... QJfS 
This position is quite easy for Black 

to play: ... 02if8-e6 improves the J.Jight's 
position, and White's advance on the 
queenside is easy to counter. 

a) 12 . . .  h6?! 13 f3 g5 results in a 
slightly more complicated version of 
the same position-type: 14 fxe4 fxe4 
15  'ti'b3 02if8 16 b5 �6 17 e3 h5 18 
02if2 h4 19 bxc6 bxc6 20 02ifxe4 with 
enough compensation since the black 
king is still in the centre, Volke-Green­
feld, Munich 1992. 

b) 12 ... a6?! 13 02f4 �8 14 02ia4 � 
and White can use the thematic weak 
point on b6. 

13 b5 QJe6 
13 ... h6?! is a risky attempt to com­

plicate: 14 bxc6 bxc6 15 '&a4 'tifd7 16 
'u'bl  g5 17 f3 02ig6 ( l7 . . .  exf3 18 exf3 
02ig6 19 f4 g4 20 �2 0-0 21 �3:t) 
18  fxe4fxe4 19 02idl 0-0 20 02ie3 �8 
21 02if2 '&c7 (Savchenko-Komliakov, 

Russian Army Ch 1995) 22 02ixe4! 
'u'xfl+ 23 <bxfl ±. 

14 bxc6 bxc6 15 1Va4 'i!fd7 16 QJf4 
0-0 

16 ... o2ic7 17 f3 g5 18 02ih3 h6 19 
�2 0-0 1/2_1/2 Roobol-Hartoch, Dutch 
Cht 1995. 

17 lI bl QJc7! 
The final opening plan: Black aims 

to finish his development with ... ii.a6 
and ... 11 b8, at the same time keeping 
an eye on White's queenside activity. 

IS h4 .i.a6 19 .:ii:.h3 g6 20 .i.e3 
nibS 21 lhbS+ lhbS 22 .l:. bl lhbl+ 
23 QJxbl 'i!fcs 24 'i!fb4 

Ih_Ih Zakharevich-Komliakov, Mos­
cow 1996. 

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

B) 
S ... O-O 9 0-0 
Now: 

81: 9 ... QJa6 17 
82: 9 ... iohS!? 20 

B 1 )  
9 ... QJa6 (D) 
This is the older starting position of 

the g3 variation. Black's easiest devel­
opment is . . .  0-0 together with . . .  o2ia6, 
aiming to support the centre through 
...cDc7. White's sharpest try is proba­
bly to play f3 at once, as the older 
main line seems to pose no difficulties 
for Black. 

10d5 
After 10 f3!? Black must make a 

major decision: 



18 AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK 

J:l.ael lIab8 and Black has counter­
play, Danner,Humer, Austria 1995. 

W b2) 14 b3 'ii'e8 IS  ttJf2 a'xc6 16 
ttJcxe4 (16 ttJfxe4!?) 16 . . .  d5 17 ttJxf6+ 
�xf6 18 iLa3 lId8 19 lIc1 '�a6 20 
�b4 (Portisch-Gulko, Bie1 IZ 1993) 
and now Black should have no prob­
lems after 20 .... "-e6! = 

c) 10  ... exf3 11 exf3 ttJc7 (D) and 

a) 10  ... d5!? (this move is rare but w 
playable) 11 cxd5 cxd5 12 a'b3 'it>h8 
(12 . . .  a'b6 13 a'xb6axb6 14 iLg5 �e6 
IS ttJf4 �f7 16 a3;1; Illescas-Lautier, 
Linares 1994) 13 iLf4 ( 1 3  �g5!?) 
13  ... ttJb4 14 iLe5 ttJc6 IS iLxf6 �xf6 
16 e3 g5 17 f4 (17  fxe4!?) 17 ... g4 18 

ttJf2 ttJe7 + Vigus-Summerscale, Lon-
don 1999. Black has maintained d5 by 
tactical means, and now he has a clear 
space advantage. 

b) 1O ... ttJc7!? (Black uses the hang­
ing white knight on h3 to centralize his 
knight before starting any action in the 
centre) 11 fxe4 ( I I  'ii'b3 exf3 12 exf3 
'u'b8 13 a4 'it>h8 14 d5 cxd5 IS cxd5 b5 
16 axb5 ttJxb5 17 ttJf4 ttJe8 18 ttJce2 
a6 19 a'd3 ttJec7 = Franic-Biti, Zagreb 
1999) 1 1 ...fxe4 ( 1 1 ...ttJxe4 12 ttJxe4 
fxe4 13 lIxf8+ ±) 12 d5 b5! (this sharp 
move is Black's main idea; 12 . . .  cxd5 
13 cxd5 ;1;) 13 dxc6 (13  cxb5 ttJcxd5 !? 
becomes quite messy) 13 ... bxc4 and 
now: 

bl)  14 �g5!? iLxh3 (14 ... d5 is not 
so good in view of IS ttJf4) IS �xh3 
d5 16 e3 'ifd6 17  'ii'a4 'ifc5 18  �f4 
iLd6 19 �xd6 'ii'xd6 20 iLd7 'ii'c5 21 

c1) 1 2 ttJf4 is best met by the flex i­
ble 12 ... lIe8 13 l!el �f8 14 �e3 g6 
15 'ifd2 iLg7 16 lIac1 �d7 17 b4 and 
now 17 ... a5 18 b5 cxb5 19 cxb5 ttJxb5 
20 ttJxb5 �xb5 21 d5 iLd7 22 �d4 
l!c8 23 ttJe6 l!xc1 24 'ifxc1 a'e7 was 
fairly unclear in Fuhrmann-Van der 
Wie1, BundesJiga 1997/8, although the 
game ended in a draw. 

c2) After 12 l!el the only thing 
that has been tried is 12 . . .  d5 13 c5 b5 
14 ttJf4. Then: 

c21) 14 . . .  b4? IS ttJa4ttJb5 16ttJd3 
as 17 ttJb6 l!b8 18 ttJe5 �b7 19 �f4 
± is definitely not to Black's liking, 
Hoang Thanh Trang-Werner, Buda­
pest 1993. 
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c22) 14 ... Ii.e8!?, with the point IS 
�3 �e6, looks pretty good. 

c3) 12 dS. White is going to fix the 
centre and exploit his space advan­
tage, so Black must react quickly: 

c31) 12 ... bS!? 13  dxc6 bxc4 14 
�e3 dS IS 'm'a4'1£<h8 16 lIadl �e6 17 
othl 'm'b8 18  �f4 �g8 19 'u'fel �cS 
20 �eS 'm'b6 leads to sharp play, but 
Black seems to be fine, Matamoros­
Perez, Cienfuegos 1996. 

c32) 12 ... cxdS 13  cxdS (13 �xdS 
�fxdS 14 cxdS �f6 IS 'fib3 lIe8 16 
jLd2 �6 17 Itael �cS 18  .u.xe8+ 
'fixe8 19 'fic2 'fia4 = Urban-Chekhov, 
Lubniewice 1995) 13 . . .  bS! and now 
Black's activity on the queenside gives 
him good chances: 

c321) 14b4?! �7 (14 ... aS l S 'u'bl 
axb4 16 'u'xb4 �d7 is good for Black, 
Gulko-Short, Burgas 1995) IS �e3 
�f6 16 �d4'u'e8 17 f4 as 18J:tbl axb4 
19 J:txb4 lIa3 =+= Rogozenko-Hickl, 
Bundesliga 199617. 

c322) 14 a3 as IS 0.£4 �b7 16 
�6 ( 1 6 lIel J:te8 17 a'b3 b4 18  �4 
gS 19 �h3 �xdS 20 'fid3 '+' Wieden­
keller-Mokry, Hilversum 1993; 16 'ib3 
b4 17 axb4 axb4 18 J:t xa8 'fixa8 19 
'fixb4 �xdS 20 'if'b3 'l£<h8 21 �fxdS 
�xdS 22 f4 �b4 =+= Lomineishvili­
Kupora>ov, Smolensk 1997) 16 ... �xe6 
17 dxe6 'fib6+ 18 'l£<hl b4 and now 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 now retum to 10 dS (D): 
10 ... �c7 

Or: 
a) 10 .. cS takes the dynamism out 

of the position by closing the centre, 
but White has a good target on e4 
which he can exploit by 1 1  f3! exf3 12 
exf3 1Dc7: 

al) 1 3 a4 �d7 14 �e3 �eS I S b3 
�f6 16 'm'd2J:tb8 17 'l£<hl a6 18 aSbS 
19 axb6 J:txb6 20 l:ta3 �d7 21 �f2 
J:te8 22 f4 �7 23 �cdl g6 24 �3 
'm'b8 with counterplay, Golod-Jonker, 
Dieren 1997. 

a2) 13 'ii'c2 �hS 14 f4 h6 IS �d2 
a6 16 �a4 �8 17 b4 cxb4 18 �xb4 
bS 19 �b2 �hf6 20 cS dxcS 21 �xcS 
�xcS+ 22 'fixcs �d6 +' Kahlert-Czer­
wonski, Germany 1997/8. 

a3) 1 3 �f4'u'e8 14b3 �f8 1 S �b2 
g6 16 'fid2 �h6 17 lIfel �d7 18  a4 
�hS 19 �ce2 'if'e7 20 if'c2 �xf4 21 
�xf4 'l&f7 22 �3 �g7 23 'l£<f2 �xb2 
24 'm'xb2 'l&g7 2S 'l&xg7+ 'l£<xg7 with 
equality, Czerwonski-Hoiberg, Arhus 
1998. 

a4) 13  J:tel lIe8 (13 ... �d7 14 a3 ± 
Lautier) 14  'ii'c2 �d7 IS a4 �hS 16 
�e3 �f6 17 'l£<hl g6 18 f4 � Lautier­
Magem, Pamplona 1992/3. 
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b) The flexible to. .. Wh8 is possi­
ble, but White gets some pressure after 
1 1  <bhl ( 1 1  f3 cxdS 12 cxdS1i'b6+ 13  
Whl .ii.d7 14 .!Df4 exf3 15  exf3 'u'ae8 
16 nel .ii.d8 17 .!De6 .ii.xe6 18 dxe6 
.!Dc7 19 .ii.f4l:he6 20 'u'xe6 .!Dxe6 21 
iLxd6 'u'e8 22 .!Da4 'iWf2 =+ Overeem­
Piket, Antwerp 1996) 1 l ....ii.d7 12 f3 
cxdS 13  cxdS 'iWb6 14 .!bf4 'u'ae8 1S b3 
Si.d8 16 iLb2 .!Dcs 17  'u'bl � Pinter­
Speelman, Debrecen Echt 1992. 

11 f3(D) 
1 1  .!Df4 is not played much at the 

moment, even though ECO gives it as 
�;e.g., l l ...gS?! 12 .!Dh3h6 1 3 f3 exf3 
14 exf3 cxdS 15 cxdS bS 16a3 iLb7 17  
f4 g4 18  .!bf2 as 19 1i'b3 � Razuvaev­
Gorbatov, Moscow 1991. Maybe one 
of the following logical alternatives on 
his I lthmoveis the reason for the lack 
of popularity: 1 1  ... .!Dg4! ?, 1 1  ... .!Dd7!? 
and 11  ... cxdS!? (with the point 12 cxdS 
b5). 

l1...exf3 
Or: 

b) 1 1 ...bS!? is a sharper option for 
Black, when the activity on the queen­
side seems to give him good chances: 

bl) 12 dxc6 bxc4 13  fxe4 .!Dxe4 
(13 ... fxe4 transposes to note 'b' to 
White's 10th move) 14 .!Df4 is messy. 

b2) 12 cxbS .!DxbS (12 ... .!DcxdS?! 
13 .!DxdS cxdS 14 iLe3 .ii.e6 15 if'd2 
'iWd7 1 6  a4 'u'fc8 17 iLd4 iLd8 18 'u'fel 
'u'c4 19 e3 ± Van Doeland-Riemens, 
Dutch Cht 1994) 13 .!DxbS (13  dxc6 
'&b6+ 14 Whl .!Dxc3 15 bxc3 1i'xc6 is 
OK for Black) 13 ... cxbS 14 iLe3 '&as 
( l4 ... iLb7 15 .!bf4! �) 15  .!Df4 iLd8! = 
Cu.Hansen-Vaganian, Ter Apel l 993. 

12 iLxf3 
12 exf3 transposes to note 'c3' to 

White's 10th move. 
12 ••• cxdS 13 cxdS .!D g4 
13 ... .!bd7!? 14 iLe3 .!Des 15 iLd4 

iLf6 16 .!Df4 'iWe8 17 .:tel gS 18 .!De6 
.!Dxf3+ 19 exf3 .!Dxe6 20 dxe6 Si.xe6 
112_111 Neurohr-Lau, Bundesliga 1989/90. 

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

14 .!D f4 .!D eS 15 iLg2 iLd7 16 a4 
>l. f6 

Black has equalized, Avshalumov­
Dorfman, Cannes 1990. 

Conclusion: Theoretically, there 
seem to be no special problems for 
Black in the main line with ... .!Da6. 
However, some players might not like 
the sharp positions arising in the lines 
where Black plays the active ... bS. 

a) l l...cxdS!? 12 cxdS bS is similar 82) 
to note 'c32' to White's 10th move. 9 •.• Wh8!? (D) 
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This flexible move, played mostly 
by 1M 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 d5 
The thematic central break has also 

been played here: 10 f3 d5 (1O ... li:Ja6!? 
11 �g5 �e6 12 fxe4 .!bxe4 13  .!bxe4 
fxe4 14 ':'xf8+ 'ii'xf8 15 'ii'd2�xg5 16 
.!bxg5 �xc4 17  .!bxe4 'ii'e7 18  .!bc3 
.!bc7 19 e4 'u'f8 20 J:e! h6 21 d5 'ii'e5 
22 dxc6 bxc6 with an equal position, 
Nenashev-Seul, Agios Nikolaos 1995) 
1 1  cxd5 cxd5 12 �g5 .!bc6 13 .!bf4 
.!bg8 14 �xe7 .!bcxe7 15 'ii'b3 .!bf6 16 
fxe4 fxe4 is  equal, as 17 l:tacl g5 18  
.!bfxd5 �e6 19 nxf6 'u'xf6 20 �xe4 
nc8 21 lln 'u'xfl+ 22 �xfl 'u'xc3 23 
bxc3 �xd5 24 'ii'c2 'ii'f8+ 25 �gl 
'ii'f7 was good for Black in  S.Ivanov­
Agrest, Leningrad 1990. 

1O ... .!bbd7 
1O ... .!ba6! ? is another option, which 

transposes to note 'b' to Black's 10th 
move in Line B 1 .  

1 1  b3 
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) 1 1  �f4!? cxd5 ( l l ....!be5!? looks 
pretty normal) 12 cxd5 �5 13 'ii'b3 
'ii'b6 14 �e3 'ii'a5 15 �d4 �d7 16 
.!bg5 h6 17 .!be6 �xe6 18  dxe6 J:ab8 
19 J:fdl ± Kveinys-Seul, Bonn 1995. 

b) 11 f3!? .!be5 12 'ii'b3 .!bfd7 
( l2 ... exf3!? is a safe option) 13  fxe4 
�5 14 'ii'c2 'ii'b6 15 �hl .!bxe4 16 
.!bxe4 fxe4 17 ':'xf8+ �xf8 18 il..f4 
cxd5 19 cxd5 �f5 20 �xe5 dxe5 21 
'u'fl g6 22 .!bg5 ± Gonzalez Garcia­
Seul, Budapest 1995. 

1l •.• .!be5 12 �b2 (D) 
12 �hl!? �d7 13 .!bf4 (13 �b2 

.!bg6! 14 'ii'd2 cxd5 15 cxd5 'ii'b6 is 
equal, Gretarsson-Zaichik, Moscow 
OL 1994) 13 ... g5 14 .!bh3 h6 15 f3 
exf3 16 exf3 .!bg6 and Black's position 
seems fine, though White got a small 
advantage after 17 dxc6 bxc6 18 �b2 
�h7 19 'ii'd2 'ii'c7 20 lIadl lIad8 21 
lIfe! �c8 22 f4 g4 23 .!bf2 ! in Laza­
rev-Seul, Biel l 997. 
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12 ... 'iWe8!? 
Or: 
a) 12  ... kd7 is a sensible develop­

ing move, though White may get some 
advantage with 13 �d2 cxdS 14 tbxdS 
(14 cxdS bS with activity) 14  ... tbxdS 
IS �xdS .i.c6 16 �d2tbg6! ( 16  ... �e8 
17 tbf4;!;) 17 'u'adl �e8 1 8 f3 exf3 19 
.i.xf3 'u'd8 20 .i.dS ;!; Nikolic-eu.Han­
sen, Wijk aan Zee 1994. 

b) 12 ... ,U,b8 is regarded as a totally 
sound alternative. Black threatens to 
start counterplay on the queenside, and 
when White opens the centre, Black is 
well prepared for that: 13  dxc6 bxc6 
14 cS tbeg4 IS cxd6 .i.xd6 16 'a'c2 

�e7 17 'u'adl ka6 18 .i.cl  'u'bc8 19 
l:!.fel .i.eS 20 tba4 tbds 21 .i.gS .i.f6 
22 kxf6 tbgxf6 has been evaluated as 
unclear, Schwartzman-Agrest, Malmo 
1993. Generally Black seems to be 
OK. 

13'iWd2 
13 tbf4 tbhS! is unclear, but 13 f3!? 

(with the point 13  . . .  �hS 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 ... kd7 
This move is viable, but there are 

two interesting alternatives: 
a) Aiming some extra force to­

wards White's king with 13 ... 'a'hS 14 
f3 cxdS IS cxdS exf3 16 exf3 .i.d7 17 
tbf4 �h6 18 'u'adl .i.d8! seems to be 
playable, based on 19 tbce2 .i.bS 20 

'u'fel 'u'e8 21 lL'rl4 .i.b6 22 a4 .i.d7 23 
as kcs 24 �hl tbhS 2S tbxhS �xhS 
26 b4 tbc4 27 'ilfc3 .i.xd4 28 �xd4 
tbxb2 29 �xb2 f4 +' Bixquert lime­
nez-Diaz Benitez, 1992. 

b) 13 ... bS (playing sharply on the 
queenside and trying to gain some 
space there) 14 cxbS cxbS I S  tbf4 'u'b8 
might be Black's best, with the basic 
idea . . .  .i.d8-b6. 

14 f3 
The positional 14 'u'adl is a sensible 

move. 14 ... aS and now: 
a) IS f3 .i.d8 gives Black dark­

square counterplay. 
b) IS dxc6!? bxc6 16 cS dS 17 

tbxdS tbxdS ( l 7  . . .  cxdS!?) 18 .i.xeS 
.i.xcs 19 'a'b2 'a'f7 20 tbf4;!;. 

c) IS tbf4 tbg6 16 f3 tbxf4 17 
'tlVxf4 was played in Lautier-Kramnik, 
Khalkidhiki 1992. Now 17 ... 'tlVhS leaves 
the fight for the centre totally unclear. 

14 ... .i.d8! 
This standard bishop manoeuvre to 

the excellent a7-g1 diagonal works es­
pecially well here. 

15 dxc6 .Jtxc6 16 �r4 .Jtb6+ 17 
�hl '1lhS 

Black has counterplay, A.Meyer­
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 for a win. 
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In  this chapter we study positions in 
which White develops with e3 and 
ke2; usually this is connected with the 
knight manoeuvre tbh3-f4. White tries 
either to break up Black's centre with 
f3, or to develop more calmly with d5 

Black has usually continued with 
the general plan ... c6, ... tba6-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 

1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 �f3 e4 4 �g5 f5 5 
�c3 Ji.e7 6 �h3 (D) 

many other move-orders which arrive 
at the same position 

7 03 
0, 
a) 7 f3 tbf6 transposes to the note 

to Black's 7th move in Line B of 
Chapter 4 

b) 7 Ji.f4 is provocative 
hi) 7 ... tbf6 8 e3 0-0 9 JLe2 h6 10  

'tifb3 (Christiansen-Smejkal, Novi Sad 
OL 1990) 1O ... 'ii'b6 1 1 'ii'c2( l l 'ii'a3!?) 
l l ...gS 12 kg3 is unclear 

b2) 7 ... gS 8 kd2 h6 9 e3 tbf6 and 
Black's activity should give him good 
chances: 10 f3 exf3 (1O  ... a6 1 1  fxe4 
fxe4 12 tbf2 dS 13 '&b3 b5 14 cxdS 
cxdS IS .l::I.c l  kb7 16 ke2 tbc6 17  
tbcxe4! dxe4 18  tbxe4, Gulko-Rivas, 
Dos Hermanas 1994, 18 ... tbxe4! 19 
�hS+ 'l£<d7 20 'ii'dS+ tbd6 21 kg4+ 
'l£<e8 22 'ii'e6'ii'c7 23 dS 'l£<d8 24 dxc6 
kc8 2S 'l&eS is unclear) 1 1  gxf3 dS 12 
'ii'b3 'ii'b6 is  unclear according to 
Gulko 

7 ••• �f6 
Now 

A: 8 e:i4 24 
B: 8 ke2 2S 

White can fix the centre immedi­
ately, but Black is OK: 8 f3 0-0 9 fxe4 

6 ••• c6 fxe4 10 tbf4 tDa6 1 1  �e2lfJc7 12 dS 
6 ... tbf67 tbf4 c6 8 h4 0-0ge3tba6 gS 13 tbhS �fS 14 0-0 kg6, Ree-

transposes to Line A, and there are Quinteros, Amsterdam 1977 
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A) 
8 QJr4 llJa6 (D) 

w 

9 ' 4  
9 llbl is a logical alternative, al­

though Black can just develop nor­
mally: 9 .. J)"'O IO h4liJ.c7 1 1  dSltJg4 12 
g3 �f6 (12 . . .  c5  13  .1i.e2ltJe5 14 .1i.d2:t 
Nikolaev-Samarin, Moscow 1992) 13  
.1i.d2 .1i.e5 14 'i'b3 ltJf6 15  .1i.e2 'i'e7 
with equality, Janjgava-Oratovsky, 
lurmala 1983. 

9 ... 0-0 
9 . . .  liJ.c7 10 dSltJg4 is premature be-

cause of 1 1 .1i.e2 ( 1 1  g3 .1i.f6 12 �d2 
0-0 13  .1i.e2 'ti'e8 14 l:tbl ltJe5 15  b4 
b5! allows Black too much activity, 
Schwartzman-Rotshtein, Cannes 1992) 
l l...ltJe5 12 g3:t. 

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 &quares in the centre. Al­
ternatives: 

a) 10 .1i.d2ltJc7 I I  'ib3 ( 1 1  d5ltJg4 
12 g3llJe5 13 .1i.e2 c5 14 a3 as 15 J:r.bl 

.1i.d7 16 'Ot>fl g6 Ill_Ill Babula-Jansa, 
Czech Ch 1994) 1 l ...J:r.b8 12 d5 (12 
�e2 ltJe6 13  ltJh3 d5 14 0-0-0 b5 15  
cxd5 cxd5 1 6  a3 b4 17 axb4 .1i.xb4 =+= 
De Kok-Wockenfuss, Amsterdam 
1985) 12 ... c5 13 .1i.e2 a6 14 a4 b6 15 
'&a3 ltJd7 16h5 � Sideif-Zade-Lukin, 
Pavlodar 1987. However, Black's po­
sition is quite dynamic, and as White's 
king doesn't find a safe square too eas­
ily Black has counterplay. 

b) IO b3ltJc7 1 1 .1i.b2 ( l l d5 c5 12 
.1i.b2 ltJg4 13  g3 a6 14 .1i.e2 ltJe5 15 
�fl is unclear) l l  . . .  tbe6 12 ltJce2ltJg4 
13 ltJxe6 .1i.xe6 14 g3 �f7 15 �d2 d5 
16ltJf4 'i'd7 17 .1i.e2ltJf6 1 8  J:r.c l 1/2_lh 
Fischdick-Polihroniade, Thessaloniki 
worn OL 1984. 

c) 10 a3 ltJc7 11 b4 gives Black a 
chance to follow the normal central 
plans with l l . . .ltJe6 12 ltJh3 d5 13 g3 
h6 14 'i'b3 g5 15 hxg5 hxg5 16 .1i.d2 
'Ot>g7 17 cxd5 cxd5 18 0-0-0 nh8 19 
.1i.e2 �d6 20 �b2 .1i.d7 + Povah­
Summerscale, British League (4NCL) 
199617. 

w 

d) 10 .1i.e2 transposes to Line B2. 
lO . ..tiJg4 (D) 
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11 g3 
I l hS kgS! 'f 
11...QJe5!? 
The other main move is 1 1  .. kf6, 

when White enjoys a small plus after 
12 kd2 (12 ke2?! kxc3+ 13 bxc3 

ttJeS 'f) 12 ... g6 (12 ... nb8!?) 13  ke2 
ttJeS 14 a3 ttJc7: 

a) IS 'i'b3!? cS 16 'i'c2 kd7 17 
lIbl (17 b4 cxb4 18 axb4 bS!? gives 
Black counterplay) 17 ... 'fte7 (Terrie­
Yudasin, Worchester 1990) 18 Wfl �. 

b) IS 'ftc2!? has also been pro­
posed. 

c) IS b4 cS 16 nbl b6 17 Wfl � 
Polugaevsky-Lukin, USSR 1974. 

12 .Jte2 g6 13 Wfl .Jtr6 14 'it'g2 c5 
15 nbl QJc7 16 .Jtd2 b6 17 a3 'i'e7 18 
b4 .Jta6 19 b5 .Jtc8 20 a4 as 21 ·i'c2 
.Jtd7 22 J:tbgl QJe8 

112_112 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 .Jte2 0-0 (D) 
Now: 

81: 9 0-0 26 
82: 9 QJr4 27 

9 i.d2 is an independent try, seek­
ing queenside play. 9 . . .  ttJa6 and then: 

a) 10 net ttJc7 1 1  'a'b3 Wh8 12 
0-0 'u'b8 13  f3 exf3 14 i.xf3 ke6 I S  
d S  kf7 16 'fta4 cxdS 112_112 Kaufman­
Benjamin, Parsippany 2000. 

b) After 10 0-0 Wh8 it is probably 
best for White to return to the central 
strategy by 1 1  f3, when l l . . .ttJc7 trans­
poses to the note to White's 10th move 
in Line B l ,  while l l ...dS 12 cxdS cxdS 
13 'S'b3 ttJc7 allows White the instruc­
tive additional plan 14 i.el kd6 I S  
kh4! � Farago-Hawelko, Warsaw Z 
1987. 

c) 10 'i"c2Wh8 1 1 a3 dS I 2 cSttJc7 
13  b4 leads to the closed position­
type, and Black gets counterplay with 
13 ... kd7 14 a4 'fte8 I S  g3 f4! 16ttJxf4 
gS 17 ttJg2 kh3 18 ,U,gl ( 18 0-0 kxg2 
19 Wxg2 g4 20 .u.hl ttJe6 21 h3 'a'g6 
gives Black an attack) 18 ... ttJg4 19 
0-0-0 (19 kxg4 kxg4 20 h4 'fthS 21 
hxgS 'a'h2 22 ttJe2 ttJe6 with an attack 
for Black) 19 ... lIxf2 + Rober-Hen­
nings, Binz 1995. 

d) 1O .u.blttJc7 1 1 b4 d5 12 0-0and 
again Black can choose the open posi­
tion-type with a lot of dynamic play: 
12 ... dxc4!? 13 kxc4+ Wh8 (13 ... h6!?) 
14 bS i.d6 IS bxc6 bxc6 16 'a'a4 i.d7 
17 'a'aS ttJg4 18 g3nf6 19ttJgSttJxh2 
20 Wxh2 J:l.h6+ 21 Wg2 'a'xgS 22ttJxe4 
'ftg4 23 ttJxd6 'i"h3+ 24 Wf3 'ftg4+ 
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lh-1f2 Wang Yaoyao-Tong Yuanming, .!bf2 h5 20 .!bb5 �d7 21 il..b4 � Her-
Beijing 1996. raiz-Garza Marco, Torrevieja 1997. 

b) 14l:tacl �d6 15 a4(15 f4h6 16 
B1) .!ba4 b6 17  �b4 �a6 18 il..xd6 lh_1f2 

9 0-0 ( D) Uhlmann-Watson, BundesJiga 1997/8) 

9 ... .!ba6 

Wit�'li1'lPPib1�
s 
c:�r:: o� ;:��e:c�:�� 

ing to White's actions: 10 f3 (10 d5 
.!bbd7 11 b3 .!be5 12 il..b2 c5 13 a3 
'tife8 14 .!bb5 'tifd7 15 b4 a6 16 .!bc3 
'tifc7 17 'tifb3 �d7 and Black is fine, 
Braun-Agrest, Passau 1994) 10 ... d5 1 1  
'tifb3 .!ba6 ( 1 1  . . .  'tifd6 1 2 i1..d2 dxc4 13 
il..xc4 b5 14 il..e2 il..e6 15  'tifc2 exf3 16 
Jtxf3 .!ba6 17  �el .!bb4 18  'tifd2 Ilad8 
19 il..g3 fi'd7 20 'u'fdl .!bbd5 21 .!bf4 
.!bxf4 22 �xf4 �5 23 .!bxd5 il..xd5 
24 �xd5 '&xd5 = Uhlmann-Lein, Bad 
Liebenzell l 996) 12 �d2 .!bc7 13 cxd5 
( 1 3  fxe4fxe4 14 .!bf4 dxc4 15  �xc4 
�d6 16 il..e2 fi'e8 17 '&dl il..f5 18 
Whl l:td8 19 'tifel g5 20 .!bh3 'tifg6 + 
Petursson-Hawelko, Dubai OL 1986) 
13 ... cxd5 and then: 

a) 14 f4 h6 1 511acl11g8 (15 ... b6!?) 
16  J:!.c2g5 17 g3 .!bee8 1811fcl g4 19 

15 . . .  'tife7 (Pinter-Mokry, Dubai OL 
1986) 16 fxe4 fxe4 17  .!bf4 il..e6 with 
an unclear position, in which Black 
seems to have everything well under 
control. 

10f3 (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 il..d2 Wh8 1 1  f3 .!be7 12 fxe4 
fxe4 1 3 .!bf4 d5 14 il..el (14 cxd5!?) 
14 ... dxc4! (an instructive case where 
Black gets a good position by reliev­
ing the central tension) 15  �xc4 b5 16 
Jte2b4 17 .!ba4.!bfd5 1 8 .!bxd511xfl+ 
19 �xfl .!bxd5 20 �f2 Jtg5 =+ Zai­
chik-Mokry, Moscow OL 1994. Black's 
outpost on d5 is very useful. 

10 ... .!bc7 
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lO . . .  d5!? is a very logical move that 
covers the centre, and brings Black 
close to equality: 11 cxd5 cxd5 12 
fxe4 fxe4 13 �4 tDc7 14 Si.d2 Si.d7 
(14 ... tDe6!? is a possible improve­
ment), and now: 

a) 15 Si.el Si.c6 16 Si.g3 'i'd7 17  
'i'b3 Si.d6 (17  . . .  �h8 18 a4 a6 19 as 
�6 = Uhlmann-Tseshkovsky, Leip­
zig 1975) 18 tDh5 tDxh5 19 Si.xh5 
Si.xg3 20 hxg3 'i'e7 with a slight ad­
vantage for Black, Polgar-Hort, Biel 
1987. 

b) 15 b4 Si.e8 16 'i'b3 Si.f7 17 b5 
tDce8 (17 ... b6!?) 18 b6!? a6 19 tDa4 
tDd6 20 lIacl :t Uhlmann-Knoll, Linz 
1997. 

11 'S'b3 
11 d5 cxd5 12 cxd5 exf3 13  Si.xf3 

leaves the white pawn-formation de­
stroyed: 13 ... tDg4 14 Si.d2 (14 �4 
Si.g5 15 Si.xg4 fxg4 16 e4 b6 17 Si.e3 
Si.a6 18 lIf2 'i'd7 is level, Ivanov­
Zaichik, Leningrad 1989) 14 ... Si.f6 15 
'i'b3 tDa6 16 �4 tDc5 17 'i'c2 'i'e7 
18 lIael as = San Segundo-Popchev, 
Mondariz 1994. 

1l ... Wh8 12Si.d2 ttJe6 13fxe4 ttJxe4 
14 ttJxe4 fxe4 15 J:.xf8+ ttJxf8 

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

16 ttJf4 .:iI..gS l7 .:.n 'S'e7 
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 ttJf4 ttJa6 (D) 

10 h4 
Here White's alternatives are not 

good: 
a) lO f3 g5 1 1  tDh3 h6 12 tDf2 d5! 

and Black's strong centre gives him 
better chances; for example, 13 cxd5 
cxd5 14 'i'b3 �g7 15 .:iI..d2 tDb8 16 
ncl tDc6 17 tDa4 Si.d6 18 tDc5 'i'e7 
19 fxe4 fxe4 20 tDdl b6 21 tDa6 .:iI..d7 
'+ Petkov-Komliakov, Yugoslav Cht 
1994. 

b) 10 'i'b3 is a bit more unclear: 
10 ... tDc7 11 0-0 �h8 12 Si.d2 1Ib8 13  
d5 c5 14 a4 'i'e8 15 tDb5 tDxb5 16 axb5 
lIa8 17 Si.c3 'i'f? 18 h4 tDe8 19 g3 
Si.f6 20 lIa3 a6 with activity, Soppe­
Benjamin, Oz.com 2000. 

10 ... ttJc7 11 dS (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 'i'b3 nb8 12 Si.d2 tDe6 13 c5 
d5 and White's pieces, especially his 
queen, are not ideally posted in this 
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closed position: 14 �xe6 Si.xe6 15 
'ii'a4 b6 1 6 b 4 a5!  17 a3 b 5 1 8 'i'c2a4 
19 g3 iH7 20 0-0-0 Si.h5 + Kosyrev­
Gelman, Moscow Ch 1996. 

b) 11 b3 d5 12 g3 �e6 13 'l£<fl 
�f4 14 exf4 �e6 and Black is com­
pletely OK; for example, 15 Si.e3 fi'e8 
16 'l£<g2 fi'f? 17 c5 b5 = Skembris­
Rukavina, Bor 1983. 

c) 11 b4!? �e6 12 �xe6 Si.xe6 13 
g3 fi'e8 14 b5 'iff? 15 bxc6 bxc6 with 
amoredynamic position, though Black 
is OK after 16 'i'a4 c5 17 d5 Si.d7 18  
'&c2 l:I.ab8 = Ubilava-Zaichik, Telavi 
1982. 

11...cxd5 
ex, 
a) 1 1 ...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 �d7 13 g3 �f6 (13 . . .  �e5 14 Si.d2 
�d7 15 b4 b6 seems to be too slow, 
and White gets positional pressure on 
the queenside: 16 'l£<fl a6 17 bxc5 bxc5 
18 'l£<g2 'i'b8 19 'ifc2 'fia7 20 a4 a5 21 

�b5 ± Magerramov-Popov, USSR 

1979) 14 Si.d2 �e5 15 b4 and now 
Black secures his fair share of the 
chances with an interesting idea: 
15 ... b5!? 16 cxb5 c4 17 'i!fbl fi'e8 18  
a4 �b7 19 'i'a2 l:!.c8 (Dlugy-Bagirov, 
Palma de Mallorca 1989) 20 llc l with 
a very unclear position. 

b) 1 1 ...a5 has also been played, 
with the idea of gaining some space on 
thequeenside: 12 a3 �a6 13 l:!.bl Si.d7 
14 b4 axb4 15 axb4c5 16 b5 �b4 and 
White enjoys positional pressure on the 
queenside; for example, 17 'S'b3 �e8 
18 g3 ( 1 8  �a3? l:!.xa3 -+) 18 ... Si.f6 
19 Si.b2 Si.e5 20 'l£<fl �f6 21 'l£<g2 ;!; 
Schwartzman-Levin, Groningen 1992, 
though in the game Black got some at­
tacking chances on the kingside. 

c) 1 1  ... �d7 is the old move, which 
is playable. Black starts manoeuvring 
his knights immediately, not closing 
the centre: 

c I) 12 g4 �e5! is not something 
Black need fear. 

c2) 12 b3 �e5 13 Si.b2 and now: 
c2l) 13 ... Si.xh4?! 14 dxc6 �f6 (or 

14 ... bxc6 15 l:!.xh4 '&xh4 16 'i'xd6 
+-) 15 cxb7 Si.xb7 16 '&c2 ±. 

c22) 13 ... c5 14 h5 Si.f6 and then: 
c22l) 15 'ii'c2 'ii'e7 16 a3 �d7 17 

b4 gives Black a chance to get coun­
terplay with a normal idea in this posi­
tion-type: 17 ... b5 ! ? 1 8 cxb5 ( 1 8 �xb5 
�xb5 19 cxb5 l:!.fc8 withenoughcom­
pensation) 18 ... c4 19 a4? (19 O-O!?) 
19 ... �d3+20 �xd3 exd3 21 'ficl �e5 
22 g3 �e8! + Illescas-Vladimirov, 
Logrono 1991. 

c222) 1 5 'tif'd2 �d7 16nd l '&e7 17 
'l£<fl  l:!.fd8 18  a4 a6 and White's idea 
of hindering Black's queenside play 



3 CQf3: MAIN LINE WITH e3 29 

seems quite logical: 19 as!? l:ab8 20 
l:al b5 21 axb6 .u.xb6 22 'ii'c2 J:tdb8 
23 J:ta3 as 24 il..al ::! Gausel-Bologan, 
Manila OL 1992. 

c3) 12 g3 tbe5 13 dxc6! (this move 
has not been the main option for White, 
though it seems to be quite logical: in 
an open position, White has more tar­
gets to work with) 13 ... bxc6 14 b3 as 
15 il..b2 tba6 16 tba4 'iVc7 17 �fl g6 
18  �g2::! Haag-Myers, Australia 1999. 

12 cxd5 lLld7 13 g3 i..f6 14 i..d2 
(D) 

14 ... il..e5 
Direct kingside expansion is also in­

teresting: 14 ... tbe5 1 5 �fl g6 16 �g2 
h6 17 J:tcl g5 18 hxg5 hxg5 19 tbh5 
il..h8 20 �h2 'ite7 with an unclear po­
sition, Murugan-Norwood, Calcutta 
1992, though Black seems to have the 
initiative. 

15 m 
15l:cl was played in another clas­

sic game in this variation: 15 . . .  tbf6 16 
1i'b3�h8 17 a4tba6 18 'ita3i1..d7 19 
b4l:c8 20 as?! 1Dc7 21  'a'b3 a6! 22 
il..c4 'ite8 23 tbce2 tbg4 24 il..c3 tbb5 

(Ruban-Anand, Palma de Mallorca 
1989) 25 il..xe5 tbxe5 +. 

15 ... lLlf6 
Again, a lot of manoeuvring. White 

has many weakened squares and this 
gives Black easy targets and counter­
play. 

16 'i'b3 l:.b8 
16 ... Wh8!? has also been suggested. 
17 a4 'Oith8 18 �g2 i..d7 19 l:.hc1 

lLla6 20 'i'a3 lLlc5 21 b4lLla6! (D) 

w 

Black has a lot of counterplay, 
Salov-Romero, Madrid 1992. The re­
mainder of this classic battle was 22 
J:tabl 1Dc7 23 il..c4?! .u.c8 24 b5 il..e8 
25 lDce2 iH7 26 'it a2 h6 27 il..c3 'it e7 
28 .i..b3?! g5 29 hxg5 hxg5 30 tbe6 
tbxe6 3 1  il..xe5 dxe5 32 dxe6 il..h5 33 
tbgl J:txcl 34l:xcl f4 35 'itd2 tbg4! 
36 'itd7 fxe3! 37 tbh3 'itf6 38 il..dl 
exf2 0-1. 

Conclusion: Black seems to betine 
in the main line where White plays 
.i..e2, tbf4 and h4. The games by strong 
players have shown Black the right 
plans. 



4 5th Move Alternatives 
for White 

1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 lLlr3 e4 4 lLlg5 f5 (D) 

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: 5 g3 3 1  
B:  5 f3 32 

0, 
a) 5 g4?! just loses a pawn: 5 h66 

'1lh3 fxg4 7 0i4 Jif5 8 h3 '1lf6 9 '1lc3 
tbbd7 10 hxg4 tDxg4 11 Si.g2 tbgf6, 
Moran-Strikovic, Zaragoza 1993 

b) 5h4isa rarevariation, bywhich 
White often plans e3, Si.e2 and tbh3-
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 tbh3 1!i'xh4 7 tbc3 c6 8 
g3 1!i'd8 (8 ... '&f6 9 tbf4 g6 10 g4 fxg4 
11 Si.g2 Si.f5 12 Si.xe4 liJe7 13 Si.g2 

liJa6 14 e4 withenough compensation 
in the form of good central pawns, 
Matveeva-Stanciu, Bled worn 1992) 9 
liJf4 lfJa6 (VBasagic-Dekic, Manila 
worn OL 1992) and now the simple 10 
liJg6 l:!.h7 11 d5 looks best, when 
Black's pieces are tied up 

b2) S ... Si.e7 !?  attacks the h4-pawn, 
and so might narrow White's choices 
6 g3 liJc6 7 liJh3 Si.f6 8 e3 g6 9 liJf4 
liJh6 10 �3 0-0 1 1  Si.e2liJe7 12 Si.d2 
c5 = Llanos-Dolezal, Buenos Aires 
1992 

b3) 5 . . .  liJf6and now 
b31) 6 liJc3 c6 (6 ... liJc6 7 e3 g6 8 

b4 Si.g7 9 b5 liJe7 10 g3 h6 11 liJh3 
Si.e6 12  l:!.bl Si.f7 13  Si.e2 'ffd7 14 a4 
0-0 15  Si.a3 l:!.ac8 16  c5 l:!.fd8 is also 
possible, Cebalo-Cabrilo, Yugoslav Ch 
1989) 7 g3 (7 e3 g6 100ks quite OK, 
because after 8 Si.e2 Si.h6 9 liJh3 liJa6 
10 a3 1Dc7 11 b4 d5 12  c5 0-0 13 g3 
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.!be6 =+ Black's pieces are well placed, 
Tyni-Lehto, Hirvenpaa 1996) 7 ... .!ba6 
8 iLg2 .!bc7 9 Si.f4 h6 lO .!bh3 iLe6 1 1  
lIet iLxc4 ( l l ...iLe7!? looks natural) 
12 .!bxe4 iLxa2 13 .!bxf6+ '&xf6 14 b3 
'&f7 15 lIc4 .!bd5 16 '&c2 iLxb3 17  
'&xb3 .!bb6 1 8  lIc3 '&xb3 19 .l:1xb3 
Wd7 ± J.Christiansen-J.Madsen, Dan­
ish Ch (Arhus) 1992. 

b32) 6 .!bh3 c6 7 Si.g5 (7 .!bc3 iLe7 
8 e3 0-0 9.!bf4 .!ba6 transposes to Line 
A of Chapter 3) 7 ... iLe7 8 e3 .!ba6 9 
.!bc3.!bc7 lO .!bf4.!be6 1 1 .!bxe6iLxe6 
12 b4 0-0 13 lIb 1 d5 14 c5 b6 is satis­
factory for Black, Danner-Plachetka, 
Prague 1988. 

A) 
5 g3(D) 

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_.iLe7 

5 ... c6!? is worth a try. and after 6 
.!bc3 (6 .!bh3 .!ba6 7 .!bc3 transposes 
to Line C of Chapter 6) Black has a 
choice: 

a) The original development plan 
6 ... iLe7 7 .!bh3 iLf6!? (7 ... .!bi6 trans­
poses to Chapter 2) 8 iLg2 iLe6 is pos­
sible. but White found the surprising 9 
d5 iLf7 10 'ti'b3 'ti'd7 1 1  .!bg5! and got 
a big advantage after 1 l . ...!bh6 12 0-0 
0-0 13 iLh3! iLxc3 14 '&xc3 cxd5 15  
cxd5 iLxd5 16 lIdi iLc6 17 iLf4lIf6 
18 'i!fb3+ 'iioh8 19 'ii'a3 ± in Krush-Kos­
teniuk. Cannes girls U-14 Wch 1997. 

b) 6 ... d5! (justified because White 
has lost a move with the early g3, and 
his knight is not yet attacking d5) 7 
cxd5 cxd5 8 .!bh3 .!bc6 9 iLg2 iLe6 10 
0-0 .!bf6 11 iLg5 iLe7 12 e3 .!bg4 13 
.!bi4 iLf7 14 iLxe7 .!bxe7 15 'l&a4+ '&d7 
16 '&xd7+ Ill_Ill Fahnenschmidt-Wock­
enfuss. Bundesliga 198617. 

6 h4!? 
6 .!bh3 .!bi6 7 iLg2 c6 8 .!bc3 trans­

poses to Chapter 2. 
6 ... ILlf6 
6 ... c6!? is again a flexible move. 

and now 7 .!bc3 .!ba6 8 iLg2 (8 lIbl 
.!bf6 9 iLg2 transposes to the main 
line. while after 8 d5 .!bc7 9 iLg2 there 
is also no reason for Black to avoid 
9 ... .!bf6) 8 ... .!bc7 9 1i'b3 led to some 
original play in Praszak-McNab. Kosz­
alin 1997: 9 ... .!bf6 10 f3 h6 1 1  .!bh3 
.!bh5 12 'ito'f2 .!be6 13 d5 .!bc5 14 '&c2 
0-0 15 .!bi4 .!bxf4 16 Si.xf4 exf3 17 exf3 
1i'b6 18 'ito'n .!bd7 19 nel .!beS with a 
playable position for Black. whose 
knight is doing most of the work. 

7 .!bc3 c6 (D) 
8 Si.g2 
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Or: 
a) The odd alternative 8 �f4 0-0 9 

li'd2 4Ja6 10 d5 li'b6 I I  �h3!? is a 
tricky plan. Only played once, it leads 
to complications: 1 1 . ..4Jc5 12 �e3 
'ftb4 13 €lcxe4 li'xc4 14 4Jxc5 dxc5 
15 d6J:td8 16 b3 li'b5 17 �f4h6 18 e4 
hxg5 19 �fl 4Jxe4 20 dxe7 'u'e8 21  
�xb5 4Jxd2 22 Wxd2 cxb5 23 �d6 :t 
Avshalumov-Titov, USSR 1983. 

b) 8 d5 0-0 (8 ... lba6 9 �g2 0-0 10 
0-0 4Jg4 11 4Jh3 �d7 12 J:tbl 4Je5 13  
b3 c5 14 4Jf4 4Jc7 15 a4 �f6 = Mas­
trovasilis-Nikolaidis, Greek Ch 1998) 
9 e3 4Jg4 10 4Jh3 4Je5 seems to favour 
Black, whose pieces find good squares 
without delay: 1 1  �e2 a.''i 1 2 0i4 4Ja6 
13 b3 �f6 14 �b2 €lc5 15 J:tbl li'e7 
16 Wfl g6 17 a3 'a'g7 18 �c2 �7 19 
Wg2 l:I.fc8 20 b4 axb4 21 axb4 €lcd3!, 
Lindinger-Velicka, Hamburg 1999. 

8 ••• tLla6 9 'u'bl 0-0 10 0-0 tLlc7 
Black is well prepared to meet 

White's plans, and the knight doesn't 
have any special function on g5. 

11 b4 h6 12 tLlh3 i.e6 13 c5 tLlcd5 
14 tLlxd5 tLlxd5 15 'i'c2 as 16 a3 axb4 
17 axb4 i.r6 

+ Praszak-Markowski, Polish Cht 
1998. 

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) 
5 f 3 (D) 

White tries to attack Black's centre 
at once with the idea 4Jh3-f2 and 4Jc3. 
Black can either develop normally, or 
keep the e7-square for his queen, thus 
overprotecting the e4-pawn. 

5 ... i.e7! 
5 ... 4Jf6 is another important set-up, 

by which Black reserves e7 for his 
queen. 6 4Jc3 and now: 

a) 6 ... h6 7 4Jh3 g5 8 4Jf2 (8 fxe4 
fxe4 9 g3 c6 10 d5 'a'e7 1 1  .ii.g2 .ii.f5 
12 0-0 �g6 = Schmidt-Marchio, Bad 
Wildungen 1998) 8 . . .  �e7 9 fxe4 fxe4 
is the main position of the plan where 
White directly attacks the e4-pawn. 
He has the following options: 
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al) 1O .i..e3 .i..g7 1 1 1!i'c2 ( l l g3c6 
12 fi'b30-0 13 �g2�S 14 0-0-0 �a6 
IS h3 �g6 16 g4 dS was unclear in 
Romanishin-Balashov, Odessa 1974) 
1 l ....i..fS 12 h3 (12 g3 c6 13 .i..g2 dS 
14 0-0 0-0 =) 12 ... c6 13  g4 �g6 14 
dS!? (14 .i..g2 dS =) 14 ... cxdS IS  cxdS 
�bd7 16 .i..g2 l:!.c8 17 fi'a4 (17 'a'b3 
b6!?; 17 .i..xa7 �xdS!?) 17 ... a6 18 0-0 
0-0 19 l:!.adl :!'fe8 is unclear, Tou­
zane-Douven, Sochi 1990. 

a2) 10 'a'c2!? ii..g7 (1O ... .i.fS I I  g4! 
�xg4 12 �xg4 .i..xg4 13 �dS'a'f7 14 
1!t'xe4+ �e6 IS  .i..h3, Sutter-Werner, 
Switzerland 1994) 11 �xe4 �xe4 
( l 1 . ..c6!? 12 e3 0-0 13 .i..d3 �xe4 14 
�xe4 �d7 with enough compensa­
tion) 12 �dS 1!t'f7 13 'a'xe4+ 'l£<d8 14 
e3 (14 .i..d2 ne8 IS 1!t'd3 .i..fS 16 1!i'c3 
cS) 14 ... l:!.e8 (14 ... nf8 IS .i..e2) IS 'ifd3 
.i..fS 1 6 1!i'd l !  ( 16 1!i'd2 .i..efJ is OK for 
Black, Levin-Klimenok, USSR corr. 
Cht 1991) 16 ... �e6 (16 ... .l:lf8!?) 17 �e2 
ii..xdS 18 .i..hS nxe3+ 19 �xe3 'a' e6 
20 cxdS fi'xe3+ 21 'a'e2 ±. 

a3) lOe3 and then: 
a31) 10 ... c6 I I  �e2 hS 12 0-0 g4 

13 �d2 �h6 14 1!t'c2 �fS IS �h3 
.i..g6 ( I S  ... gxh3!?) 16 �4witha slight 
advantage for White, Petran-Higats­
berger, Budapest 1992. 

a32) 1O ... �g7 and now: 
a321) 1 1 .i..e2 0-0 120-0c6 13 l:!.bl 

( 13  b4 a6 14 a4 �fS IS .i..a3 �bd7 16 
l:!.c1  Wh8 17  �hl �g6 18  �g3 '&e6 
19 bS cS 20 �dS! lIac8 21 dxcS dxcS 
22 .i..b2 � Ardiansyah-YrjoHi, Thessa­
loniki OL 1988) 13 ... �fS 14 b4 �bd7 
I S cS 'I£<h8 16.i..d2 dxcS I 7 bxcS b 6 1 8  
cxb6 axb6 19 �hl .i..g6 '+- Siegel-Sok­
olov, Viernheim 1995. 

a322) 11 g4!? hS 12 gxhS �fS 13 
�g2 ( 1 3  .i..e2!?) 13  ... �bd7 14 'a'a4 
0-0 I S  0-0 cS 16 dxcS dxcS 17 .i..d2 
l:!.ad8 18 'a'c2 l:!.fe8 19 � I !  ± Meis­
ter-Tischbierek, Bundesliga 199112. 

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

bl)  7 fxe4 and now: 
b l l )  7 .. .fxe4 8 dS (not 8 �gxe4?! 

�xe4 9 �xe4 fi'h4+ 10 �g3 fi'xd4 :;:) 
8 ... �eS 9 g3 forces Black to try some 
unclear counterplay as the e4-pawn is 
hard to keep. 

b12) 7 ... h6! 8 dS (8 �h3 fxe4 9�f2 
�fS is OK for Black) 8 . . .  �S 9 �e6 
.i..xe6 10 dxe6 fxe4 is good for Black. 

b2) 7 g3 h6 8 �h3 gS 9 �2 exf3 
10 exf3 .i..g7 = Matamoros-Klinger, 
Gausdaljr Wch 1986. 

6tt:lh3tt:lf67 �c3(D) 

B 

7 ... 0-0 
7 ... c6!? is another option, and it is 

fully playable: 
a) 8 dS 0-0 9 �f2 and now: 
al) 9 ... �bd7 and then: 
a l l )  10 fxe4 �g4 !? 11 �d3 ( 1 1  

�xg4 fxg4 with counterplay due to 
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the very good knight on eS) 1 1 ...fxe4 
12 �xe4 cxdS 13 cxdS 'i'aS+ 14 �c3 
�eS with activity. 

a12) 10 f4 'i'b6 1 1  e3 �S 12 �e2 
as, Nikolaev-Titov, Budapest 1990, is 
another typical possibility. 

a2) 9 ... 'i'e8! 10 g3 �d8! (the bishop 
manoeuvre ... �e7-d8-b6 targets the 
weakened dark squares n, e3 and d4 
behind the white pawn-centre, and is a 
normal plan in this position-type) 1 1  
�g2 exf3 12 �xf3 �d7 13 dxc6 �S 
14 �g2 bxc6 IS 'i'xd6 �b7 16 'i'b4 
'u'b8 17 0-0 �fd7 18 b3 �b6 gave 
Black good compensation in Eng­
qvist-Agrest, Stockholm 1993. 

b) 8 e3 0-0 9 �e2 (the alternative 9 
fxe4 fxe4 1O�f4�6 1 1  �e2�c7 12 
dS gS 13  �hS �fS 14 0-0 �g6 is  good 
for Black, Ree-Quinteros, Amsterdam 
1977) 9 ... �a6 10 0-0 transposes to 
Line B 1 of Chapter 3. 

c) 8 fxe4 �xe4 9 �xe4 fxe4 (Bis­
choff-Sakaev, Brno 1992) 10 �4 0-0 
1 1  e3 �h4+ 12 g3 �gS 13 �g2 �xf4 
14 exf4 �7 I S  0-0 �f6 = Sakaev. 

d) 8 �n dS 9 cxdS cxdS 10 fxe4 
fxe4 1 1  �g5 �6 12 e3 �efj 13 �e2 
'i'd7 14 0-00-0 IS �f4 l::tac8 = Varga­
Vaulin, Paks 1999. 

e) 8 �gS �a6 9 e3 (9 '&d2 0-0 10 
e3 �c7 1 1  0-0-0 dS 12 cxdS �fxdS 
13 �xe7 'i'xe7 14 �c4 �e6 IS �f2 
�xc3 16 'i'xc3 exf3 17 gxf3 �xc4 18  
'i'xc4+ Wh8 =+ Kelly-Speelman, Brit­
ish Ch (Torquay) 1998) 9 ... exf3 10 
'i'xf3 (10gxf3!?) 10  . . .  0-0 11  �d3 �g4 
12 �f4 �h4+ 13 'i£<d2 ne8 is much 

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

8 '1lf2 
8 g3 cS 9 �g2 cxd4 10 'i'xd4 �c6 

1 1  'ii'd I exf3 12 exf3 'i'b6 13 � �e6 
14 b3 dS =+ Birens-Delchev, Bastia 
1998. 

8 ... ;'h8 
In some positions Black is ready to 

give up the e4-pawn, because White 
has not developed yet, and his king­
side pawns are weakened. 

8 ... �c6!? is a very active alterna­
tive: 

a) 9 fxe4 fxe4 10 dS (10 �fxe4 
�xe4 11 �xe4 dS! gives Black a very 
active position) 1O ... �e5 1 1  'ii'b3 �fS 
with a mess. 

b) g e3exf3 1O gxf3 �hS 1 1  f4 g6 
12l:!.gl �g7 13 a3 �h4 with counter­
play, Pieterse-Nogueiras, Tilburg 1992. 

9 �g5 c6 10 'i!Vb3 
10 �xf6 �xf6 1 1  fxe4 'i'b6! with a 

lot of counterplay. 
10",d5 11 0-0-0 dxc4 12 'ijlxc4 

'1ldS 
12 ... bS!? has also been suggested. 
13 ii.xe7 'ijlxe7 14 lLlxd5 cxd5 15 

'ijlb3 �e6 
'+- 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. 



5 4th Move Alternatives 
for White 

1 d4 d 6 2  c4 e5 3 ttJf3 e4 (D) 

White has tried also some totally 
different set-ups against the black ad­
vance in the centre 

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

4 �fd2 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', 
had too many problems so far 

Thus we discuss 
A: 4 ll:lg1!? 35 
B: 4 ll:lrd2!? 37 

A) 

4 ttJgl!? 
This move has been played mainly 

by 5mbat Lputian. As the route of the 
knight to f4 is as long through gl as 
gS, this quite often transposes back to 
the 4 �gS main lines 

4 ... f5 (D) 
0, 
a) 4 ... h6 S �c3 �f6 is also possi­

ble, transposing to Line A of Chapter 
32 

b) 4 ... g6!? is an interesting alterna­
tive which has only been played a few 
times. S �c3 and now 

bl) S .. .fS is playable: 6 �h3 (6 h4 
.il.g7 7 .il.gS 'ifd7 8 e3 �c6 9 g4 fxg4 
10 �xe4 'iff? 1 1  'ifd2 �ge7 12 .il.d3 
h6 13 .il.xe7 �xe7 14 �e2 0-0 I S  
0-0-0 .il.fS + Ward-King, British Ch 
(Black pool) 1988) 6 ... .il.g7 7 g3 �f6 8 
.il.g2 0-0 9 0-0 and now 9 ... cS 10 dxcS 
dxcS l l .il.e3 �a6 1 2 f3 .il.e6 13 '&b3 
exf3 14 .il.xf3 �g4 gave Black some 
unclear counterplay in Elbilia-Delchev, 
Bastia 1998 

b2) S ... .il.g7 6 �xe4 'ifh4 7 �d2(7 
�g3 'ifxd4 8 'ifxd4 .il.xd4 9 �f3 .il.g7 
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:;:) 7 ... 1i'xd4 8 .!bgf3 'i!fb6 9 g3 .!bf6 1O 
ii.g2 0-0 11  0-0 as 12 b3 .!bc6 (or 
12 ... .!bd5 !? 13 cxd5 ii.xal 14 .!be4 1!i'a6 
+) 13 �b2 a4 = Gretarsson-Van der 
Wiel, Wijk aan Zee 1996. 

5 '1lc3 
Or: 
a) After 5 h4 it is probably best for 

White to seek transpositions back to 
4 .!bg5 variations, as the independent 
tries have not been too good: 5 ... �e7 
(5 ... .!bf66 g3 c67 ii.g5 ii.e7 8 e3 0-0 9 
h5 .!ba6 10 .!bc3 .!be7 1 1  .!bh3 .!be6 12 
�h4 .!bg4 13 ii.xe7 1!i'xe7 = Hofman­
Hartoch, Berlin 1988) 6 g3 c6 7 .!bc3 
.!ba6 8 .!bh3 .!bf6 9 e3?! 0-0 10 lIbl 
.!be7 11 b4 Wh8 12 ii.d2 �d7 13  �e2 
1!i'e8 :;: Hoffmeyer-Schlemmermeyer, 
2nd Bundesliga 1994/5. 

b) 5 g3 c 6 6 d 5 ( 6 .!be3.!ba67 ii.g2 
ii.e7 8 .!bh3 transposes to note 'b' to 
Black's 5th move) 6 ... c5, fixing the 
central pawns, led immediately to an 
original position in Rogozenko-N is­
tiriuc, Kishinev 1993: 7 .!bc3 .!bf6 8 
ii.g2 g6 9 .!bh3 ii.g7 10 .!bf4 'ife7 1 1  
h4 0-0 1 2  0-0 .!bg4 1 3  e3 .!be5 1 4  'ife2 

.!ba6 15 a3 .!be7 with no problems for 
Black. 

5 ... /lor. 
Or: 
a) 5 ... .!bd7 is an independent try: 6 

.!bh3 �e7 7 e3 .!bdf6!?  (this original 
positioning of the knights might be 
quite playable, as they both have some 
good squares) 8 b4 .!bh6 9 .!bi4 0-0 10 
h4 �d7 I I  'ifb3 'it>h8 12 ii.e2.!bfg4 13 
g3 1!i'c8 14 ii.b2 �e8 15  d5 iH7 16 
.!bb5 .!be5 17  .!bd4 ii.f6 and Black is 
OK, Lputian-Eingom, Kharkov 1985. 

b) 5 . . .  ii.e7 6 .!bh3 c6 7 g3 (7 e3 
.!bi6 8 ii.e2 .!ba6 9 .!bf4 0-0 transposes 
to Line B2 of Chapter 3) 7 ... .!ba6 8 
ii.g2 .!be7 9 f3 exf3 10 exf3 ii.f6 was 
not a success in Lputian-Mokry, Ma­
nila OL 1992, where White obtained 
an advantage with active play: 1 1  .!bi4 
g6 12 d5 ii.xc3+ 13 bxc3 c5 14 0-0 
.!bf6 15  l:tel+ Wf7 16 l:tbl :e8 17 
.!be6! with the initiative. 

c) 5 ... c6!? is recommended by Ribli 
as the most precise move-order. 

6 ii.gS 
6 .!bh3 �e7 transposes to Line A of 

Chapter 6. The text-move offers White 
some chances of an advantage . 

6 ... ii.e7 7 e3 0-0 8 .!bge2 (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 ii.xf6 10 .!bf4 c6 (1O . . .  .!be6!? 
11 h4 .!be7 12 h5 c6 13  'ifb3 'ifa5 14 
0-0-0 lId8 15 �e2 ii.g5 16 d5 ii.xf4 
17 exf4 cxd5 18 cxd5 iLd7 19 lId4 
lIab8 20 f3 exf3 21 ii.xf3 b5 =!= Uusi­
Akopian, USSR 1967) 11 h4 .!ba6 12 
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hS liJc7 13  g3 liJe6 14 �e2 liJxf4 IS  
gxf4 �e6 16 'if'c2 cS 17  dxcS dxcS 18  
lIdl  'if'aS :;: Puc-Milic, Novi Sad 19S5. 
White has not found clear compensa­
tion for the loss of the bishop-pair. 

9 4Jf44Jg4 
The last alternative worth trying is 

9 ... liJa6!? 10 h4 (10 �e2 tDc7 1 1  'i&b3 
h6 12 �xf6 �xf6 13 liJg6 lIe8 14 h4 
'iIo'h7 IS hS lIb8 is nothing for Black 
to be afraid of, Shvedchikov-Iashvili, 
Moscow 1991) 1O. .. tDc7 1 1  'i&b3 lIb8 
12 Jte2 liJe6? ( l2 ... h6!? is possible) 
13  cS! dS 14 liJxe6 �xe6 IS �f4 ± 
Lputian-lischbierek, Dortmund 1992. 

10 i.xe7 'i!fxe7 11 h4 4Jd7 12 'i!fd2 
a6 13 a4 b6 14 i.e2 4Jdf6 15 a5 b5 16 
cxb5 cxb5 17 4Jcd5 4Jxd5 18 4Jxd5 
'i!fd8 19 g3 

White has a slight advantage, Lput­
ian-Olafsson, Dortmund 1988. 

Conclusion: White has had some 
success with the surprising 4 liJgl. 
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 4Jfd2!? 
This is an interesting alternative, 

popularized by Rogers, to the much 
more studied 4 liJgS. 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 ••• f5 5 e3 4Jf6 6 4Jc3 (D) 

6 ... c5! 
Otherwise: 
a) 6 ... c 6 7 �e2(7b4a68'&b3cS9 

bxcS dxcS 10 dS Jtd6 11  Jtb2 liJbd7 
12 Jte2 0-0 13 g4 lfJes 14 gxfS JtxfS 
is a dynamic position with a lot to play 
for, Alterman-Greenfeld, Beersheba 
1991) 7 ... g6 8 0-0 Jth6 9 b4 0-0 10 bS 
lIe8 11 liJb3 liJbd7 12 'i&c2 '&c7 13 
Jtd2 cS = Boleslavsky-Bronstein, Zu­
rich Ct 19S3. 

b) 6 ... g6 is a more traditional ap­
proach which is also viable. 7 �e2 (7 
b4 �g7 8 cS?! dS + Dlugy-Kavalek, 
New York 1984) 7 ... �g7 8 b4 (8 f3 
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exf3 9 �xf3 0-0 10 0-0 tbc6 11 nel 
�h8 = Ribli-Polugaevsky, Budapest 
1975) 8 ... 0-0 and now: 

bl)  9 0-0 �e6 10 f3 exf3 1 1  �xf3 
d5! 12 tbb3 b6 13 a4 tbc6 14 b5 tbe7 
15 �a3 'u'e8 16 tbel nc8 gives Black 
comfortable play, Tozer-Speelman, 
London Lloyds Bank 1992. 

b2) 9 .1i.b2 tbc6 (9 ... c6!? = ECO) 

10 b5 tbe7 11 1!i'b3 �e6 12 a4 c5 13 
dxc5 dxc5 14 0-0-0 'ifc7 15  g4! :t 
Veingold-Adams, Manila OL 1992. 

b3) 9 tbb3 �e6 10 1!i'c2 tbbd7 1 1  
�b2 c 6  1 2  0-0 �f7 1 3  b5 c 5  1 4  nfdl 
cxd4 15 'u'xd4 tbg4 16 .1i.xg4 �xd4 17 
tbxd4 fxg4 18 tbxe4 tbe5 19 c5 dxc5 
20 1!i'xc5 with enough play for the ex­
change, Alburt-Zaichik, Philadelphia 
1993. 

7 .1i.e2 
Alternatively: 
a) 7 f3?! has been played, though it 

seems quite risky: 7 ... cxd4 8 exd4 tbc6 
(8 ... e3!? is the most critical approach) 
9 fxe4 fxe4 (9 ... tbxd4!?) 10 tbdxe4 
tbxe4 11 tbxe4 'a'h4+ 12 tbg3 'ifxd4 
13 1!i'xd4 tbxd4 14 .1i.d3 tbc6 (14 ... .1i.e6 
15 0-0 0-0-0 16 .1i.g5 ne8 17 nael 
Wc7 18 ne4 tbc6 19 nfel tbe5 20 
.1i.fl .1i.e7 21 .if4 �f6 22 c5! ± Blag­
ojevic-Okhotnik, Prague 1988) 15 0-0 
(15  �e4 .1i.e6 16 b3 �e7 =) 15 ... tbe5 
16 �e2 �e6 with counterplay. 

b) 7 d5?! gives Black the e5-square, 
and is not to be recommended. 7 ... g6 
and now: 

bl) 8 .1i.e2 .1i.g7 9f4 exf3 1 O tbxf3 
0-0 1 1  0-O tbg4 12 e4f4 1 3 h 3 tbe5 14 
tbxe5 .1i.xe5 (14 ... dxe5 !?) 15  .1i.g4 tba6 
16 a3 tbc7 17 1!i'f3 nb8 18 tbe2 b5 
(18  ... g5!?) 19 .1i.xc8 'ifxc8 20 .1i.xf4 

bxc4 21 'a'g3 nb3 is OK for Black, 
Pastor-Bereziuk, Frydek Mistek 1998. 

b2) 8 b3 �g7 (the sharp 8 ... �h6!? 
9 �b2 0-0, stopping f3 and aiming to 
play _ f4, is also possible) 9 �b2tbbd7 
and now: 

b21) 10 1!i'c2 a6 1 1 �e21!i'e7 12h3 
tbe5 13  0-0-0 0-0 14 a4?! ( 1 4 f4 exf3 
15 gxf3 tbf7 16 tbfl f4! +) 14 ... �d7 
15 ndel 'u'ae8 16 Wbl (16  f3 exf3 17 
gxf3 tbf7 18 �d3 f4! :;:)  16 ... tbd3! 17 
�xd3 exd3 18  'a'xd3 tbe4 19 'u'hfl ( 19  
tbdxe4 fxe4 20 'ife2 b5 21 cxb5 axb5 
22 axb5 'u'b8 +) 19 . . .  b5! 20 cxb5 axb5 
21 axb5 (21 tbxb5 .1i.xb5 22 axb5 �xb2 
23 Wxb21!i'g7+ 24 Wc2 na8 wins for 
Black) 2l ....1i.xc3! 22 �xc3 �xb5 23 
tbc4 nb8 + Lautier-Rogers, Gronin­
gen 1988. 

b22) 10 .1i.e2 0-0 11 1!i'c2 tbe5 12 
h3 �d7 13 0-0-0 1!i'e7 14 'u'del a6 15 f4 
is a better try for White: 15 ... exf3 16 
gxf3 {jJf7 17 �d3 nae8 (after 17 .. .f4 ?!, 
18 exf4 attacks the black queen; but 
17 ... b5!? seems logical) 18 f4 tbh5 19 

nhgl  'ifd8 20 ne2 ne7 21 tbfl tbh6 
22 tbg3 tbxg3 23 nxg3 Ill_Ill Haus­
ner-Mokry, Zlin 1995. 

c) White can also play 7 tbb3 im­
mediately, when Black has 7 ... �e7!? 
(7  ... tbc6 8 f4 cxd4 1eads to an original 
position: 9 tbxd4 �e7 10 �e2 0-0 1 1  
0-0 �h8 1 2  h 3  d5 1 3  cxd5 tbxd5 14 
tbxd5 1!i'xd5 15  tbb5 1!i'c5 :;: Lewis­
McNab, British Ch (Eastbourne) 1990) 
8 dxc5 dxc5 9 'a'xd8+ �xd8 10 �d2 
.1i.e6 1 1  ncl b6 12 tbe2 .1i.f7 13 .1i.c3 
tbbd7 14 tbd2 �d6 15 {jJf4 .1i.e5 16 h4 
We7 with a nice queenless middle­
game, Nikolac-Belotti, Mitropa Cup 
(portoroz) 1998. 
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7...tbc6(D) 

w 

8 �b3 
8 dS is the older option, but Black 

has enough good squares in the centre: 
8 ... �eS 9 f4 (9 0-0 g6 10 f3 exf3 1 1  
�xf3 �xf3+ 1 2  �xf3 �g7 i s  equal, 
Vogel-Hodgson, Bundesliga 1993/4) 
9 ... exf3 10 �xf3 �fg4! 11 0-0 �e7, 
and then: 

a) 12 �xeS �xeS 13 e4 0-0 14 
�f4?! ( 14  �e3 =) 14 ... �g6 IS exfS 
�xf4 16 1Ixf4 �xfS 17 �g4 (17  �d3 
�xd3 18 l1xf8+ �xf8 19 �xd3 �f6 
�) 17 . . .  �g6! :j: Lputian-Lukin, Blago­
veshchensk 1988. 

b) 12 h3 �xf3+ 13 gxf3 (13 �xf3 
�eS 14 �hS+ g6 IS �e2 0-0 16 e4 
Si.gS =) 13 . . .  �eS 14 f4 �g6 IS �d3 
0-0 Ill-If. Kakageldiev-Lukin, Frunze 
1989. 

8 •• .ii.e7 9 f3 
The main alternative is 9 0-0 0-0 10 

f4 b6 11  h3 (after 11  Si.d2 as 12 dS 
�b4 13  a3 �a6 14 l1bl �d7 IS �al 
�e8 16 �c2 �f6 17 g4 g6 18 gS Si.g7 
19 �el �ec7 20 �2 'fie7 Black has 
no special problems, as there is always 

the possibility ... bS, Meszaros-Rich­
trova, Czech Cht 199617) 1 l .. .�b7 
( l l  ... aS!? is also more logical here, as 
the bishop is better placed on c8 to 
meet the later g4 advance) 12 dS �b8 
13 g4, when White is slightly better, 
which was confirmed in the instruc­
tive game Rogers-Hartoch, Wijk aan 
Zee 1985: 13 ... g6 14 l1f2l1f7 I S l1g2 
�c8 16 �d2 �f8 17 b3 �g7 18 �b2 
�bd7 19 gS �e8 20 h4 �f8 21 hS �e7 
22 1i' c2 �f8 23 h6 Si.h8 24 �dxe4 
fxe4 2S �xe4+ �d7 26 �g4+ �c7 27 
�bS+ �b7 28 �xc8+ ':'xc8 29 �xh8 
'a'd7 30 �f3 a6 31  �a3 �c7 32 e4 
�a7 33 Si.f6 �e8 34 eS �d7 3S exd6 
�xf6 36 gxf6 �8 37 l::te2 'a'f8 38 
l1e7+ �b839 l1ael l1d8 40d7 1-0. 

9 ... 0-0 10 0-0 (D) 

10 ... b6 
Or: 
a) 1O ... exf3?! II �xf3 Si.d7 12 �d2 

l1e8 13 �dS cxd4 14 exd4 �xdS I S  
�xdS+�h8 16 Si.f7 nf8 1 7  'a'hS Si.e8 
18 �xe8l1xe8 19 'ftxfS is much better 
for White, Pachman-Hort, Hamburg 
1980. 
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b) I O ... aS!? at once is also an inter­
esting possibility that has not been 
tested. 

c) 10 .. .'8'e8 1 1  �S cxd4 12 fxe4 
( 1 2  �7 �d8 13 02.xa8 d3 +; 1 2 02.xd4 
02.xdS 13 cxdS 02.xd4 +) 12 ... d3 is 
speculative. After 13 �f6+ .i.xf6 14 
'ii'xd3 'ii'xe4 IS 'fixd6 .:!.d8 16 'ii'f4 
�xf4 17 exf4 as Black's initiative 
gave him sufficient compensation in 
Mishra-Norwood,Dhaka 1993, but 1 3  
.i.xd3 fxe4 1 4  .i.c2!? i s  more critical. 

d) 10 ... 'io>h8 isthe main alternative: 
dl)  1 1  a3 as 12 a4 02.b4 13 .i.d2 

.i.e6 is close to equal, and Black even 
achieved an advantage after 14 fxe4 
fxe4 I S  .i.el b6 16 dS .i.f7 17 02.d2 
.i.g6 in Klimm-Agrest, Berlin 1993. 

d2) 11 'ii'c2 cxd4 12 exd4 'ii'b6 
(12 ... dS!? Khalifman) 13 �dl exf3 14 

b) After 1 1  �c2 .i.b7 12 a3 Black 
played the thematic queenside counter 
12 ... a5 in Dreckmann-Oepen, Bundes­
liga 198617, and this scared White into 
making a short draw: 13 02.bS 02.a7 14 
�3 �6 IS �S Ill_Ill. 

lIxf3 .i.d7 IS .i.e3 02.g4 16 �S �d8 H ... aS! 12 fxe4 
17 .if4 � Rossiter-McNab, Dublin Z 12 a4!? might be possible. 
1993. 12 .. .a4! 13liJc1 fxe4 14 liJxa4 cxd4 

d3) 1 1  fxe4 fxe4 ( 1 l . ..02.xe4!?  is a 15 exd4 dS! 
Khalifman recommendation that has IS ... 02.xd4 16 .i..e3 02.xe2+ 17 02.xe2 
never been tested) 12 dxcS dxcS 13 �. 
'ii'xd8 11xd8 14 �2 � Crouch-McNab, 16 .i.e3 'l£<h8 
Scottish Ch 1997. 

ll .i.d2 (D) 
This brings aoout a critical posi­

tion. Alternatives: 
a) 1 1  fxe4 02.xe4 12 .i.f3 (12 02.xe4 

fxe4 13 lhf8+ .i.xf8 14 'ii'c2 .i.fS =) 
12 ... 02.xc3 13 bxc3 .i.d7 (13  ... .i.b7 14 
.i.dS+ �h8 IS  J:!.bl � with a pawn po­
sition closely reminiscent of a Nimzo­
Indian) 14 .i.dS+ 'l£<h8 is given by 
Khalifman as unclear. Both sides have 
their trumps, as White's active bishop 
on dS compensates for his pawn weak-

Now: 
a) 17 �3?! isfineforBlack, Agde­

stein-Khalifman, Narva ECC 1998. 
b) The critical try is 17 b3!? dxc4 

18 bxc4 02.xd4 19 02.xb6 (19 'i'xd4 
l1xa4 20 �xb6 �xb6 21 .i..xb6 .i..a6 
=) 19 ... 02.xe2+ 20 'i'xe2 (20 02.xe2 na3 
with enough compensation) 20 ... .i..g4 
21 �el l::ta6, when Black's active pieces 
compensate for the material deficit. 

Conclusion: Although 6 ... cS 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 might make them a good choice 
for players wishing to build a reper­
toire with minimal effort 

1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 ll:lf3 e4 4 ttJg5 f55 
lLlc3(D) 

Now 
A: 5 ... .i.e7 41  

B:  S ... h6 43 
C: S ... c6 45 

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

A) 
5 ... .i.e7 6 ll:lh3 ll:lr6 (D) 
6 ... c5!? has been tried here, and it is 

by no means refuted: 7 dxc5 dxc5 8 
'ifxd8+ Si.xd8 9 �b5 (9 Si.e3 is one 
suggested improvement) 9 ... Si.a5+ 10 
Si.d2 Si.xd2+ 11  Wxd2 �6 12 e3 �6 
13 Si.e2 ri;e7 leads to an equal posi­
tion,Portisch-Larsen, Rotterdam Ct (8) 
1977 

7 .3 
Dc 
a) 7 �4 c6 8 h4 0-0 9 e3 �6 

transposes to Line A of Chapter 3 
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b) 7 f3 transposes to Line B of 
Chapter 4. 

c) 7 JtgS 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: 

c l )  7 ... �c6!? is also a good-Iook­
ingplan,as 8e3�g49 Jtxe7 �xe7 10 
Jte2 �f6 leads to the basic position 
without dark-squared bishops. White 
obtained only a small advantage by I I  
�4 c6 1 2  'ifb3 'a'b6 1 3  'ifa3 as 14 
�4 'ifc7 IS  cS! dS 16 �b6 in Okra­
jek-Dubois, Cappelle la Grande 1991. 

c2) 7 . . .  Jte6!? is  again an interest­
ingidea based on switching the bishop 
to the kingside: 8 e3 (8 'a'b3 �bd7 !?) 
8 . . .  �bd7 and now: 

c2l) 9 Jte2 0-0 10 b3 h6 I I  �f4?! 
Jtf7 12 h4? cS 13 Wfl cxd4 14 exd4 
hxgS IS hxgS g6 16 gxf6 Jtxf6 =t 
Hawelko-Lukin, Naleczow 1981. 

c22) 9 'ifb3 'u'b8 10 �4 Jtf7 I I  
'ifa4 a6 12 Jtxf6!? Jtxf6 1 3  g4 fxg4 14 
h3 (14 �xe4 'ife7 IS �xf6+ 'ifxf6 16 
llgl gS!?) 14 . . .  g3 IS  fxg3 0-0 16 'a'c2 
cS 17 0-0-0 cxd4 18 exd4 bS gives 
Black enough counterplay, Alburt­
Lukin, Tbilisi 1974. 

c23) 9 �4 i.f7 10 Jte2 ;t. 
c3) 7 ... h6!? is a logical move, as 

Black forces the immediate exchange: 
8 Jtxf6 Jtxf6 9 e3 0-0 10 �dS (10 
ke2 �c6 II a3 �e7 12 f4 exf3 13  
Jtxf3 gS + Bellon-Galego, Cienfuegos 
1997) 1O ... c6 I I  �xf6+ lIxf6 is the 
basic position with two pairs of minor 
pieces missing, which makes the game 
equal: 12 Jte2 'ifaS+ 13 'ifd2 'ifxd2+ 

14 Wxd2 gS IS f4 exf3 16 gxf3 f4!, 
Lazic-Botan, Biel 1990. 

w 

7 ... 0-0 
7 ... c6 transposes to Chapter 2. 
S Jtg2 c5!? (D) 

This independent idea. made possi­
ble by Black's move-order 6 ... �f6. has 
been used by some strong players. The 
main plan is to attack the centre in a 
different way from the nonnal ... �a6-
c7 and ... dS plans. 

• d5 
9 dxcS !? leads to a type of endgame 

we have seen before. but the latest ex­
amples suggest that White might keep 
an edge: 9 . . .  dxcS 10 'a'xd8 (10 0-0 
�6 I I  �f4 �c7 12 'a'xd8 .u.xd8 13 
f3 gS 14 �fdS �cxdS IS cxdS �xdS 
16 fxe4 �xc3 17 bxc3 fxe4 = Cebalo­
Tkachev. Solin 1 999) 1O ... .lIxd8 is 
close to equal. but it might be worth 
taking seriously as Tkachev had some 
problems in this latest game from this 
position: I I  �f4�a6 12 �fdS ! �xdS 
13 �xdS Jtd6 14 JtgS lle8 IS 0-0-0 ! 
Savchenko-Tkachev. Cannes 2000. 

9 ... ttJbd7 
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9 ... .!ba6 10 0-0 .!bc7 1 1  f3 exf3 12 
exf3 should becompared with note 'a' 
to Black's 10th move in Line Bl of B 
Chapter 2. 

100-0 lLle5 11 b3 lLle8 
Or l l...a6!? 12 a4 �h5 13 f3 Si..f6! 

14 'tii'd2 e3 15  'tii'xe3 �xc4 16 'tii'd3 
�5 17 'tii'c2 i.d7 with counterplay, 
Quinn-Mantovani, Balzano 1999. 

12 f3 exf3 13 exf3 Ji.f6 14 �c2 
14 Si..b2 is not a problem for Black: 

14 ... �c7 15 �4 g6 16 'tii'd2 a6 17 a4 
b6 18  lIfdl lIb8 19 �d3 �xd3 20 
'tii'xd3 i.d4+ 21 'l£<hl 'tii'f6 22 lIabl 1997) 9 ... i.e7 10 �cd5 (10 h5!?, fix-
lIe8 =+= Wang-Stiazhkina, New Delhi 
FIDE worn 2000. 

14 ... lLlc7 15 lLll2 .ii.d7 16 f4lLlf7 
17 Ji.b2 a6 18 a4 b6 19 1He1 ne8 20 
.ii.f1 nxe1 21 lixel �f8 22lLlcdi 

112_112 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 lLlh3 (D) 
6 ... g5 
It is most logical to grab some space 

immediately, but 6 ... Si..e6!? also looks 
possible, with the idea of improving 
the bishop's position: 7 �f4 Si..f7 8 
'tii'b3 'tii'c8 9 h4 (after 9 f3 g5 10 �h3 
�f6 11 fxe4 fxe4 12 �f2 Black man­
aged activate his bishop with 12 ... i.g6 
= in lRichardson-R.Pert, London 

ing the black kingside, also looks pos­
sible) 1O ... c6 1 1  �e3 g6 12 g4 (12 
h5!?) 12  . .  .fxg4 13  �xg4 b5 with a 
sharp fight, Billio-Karakas, Caorle 
1981. 

7 lLlgl!? 
White plans to weaken Black's ad­

vanced pawns. Alternatives: 
a) 7 f3 �6 (7 ... exf3 !?) transposes 

to note 'a' to Black's 5th move in Line 
B of Chapter 4. 

b) 7 g3 is not dangerous, because 
after 7 ... �f6 8 f3 exf3 9 exf3 'tii'e7+ 10 
'tii'e2 'tii'xe2+ 11 �xe2 Black has the 
normal counter in the centre: 11 ... c5! 
12 b3 �c6 13  Si..b2 Si..g7 = Schmidt­
McNab, Thessaloniki OL 1984. 

c) 7 e3 is sharp idea to fight for the 
centre, but 7 ... �f6 8 f3 (8 Si..e2 i.e6 9 
b4 Si..g7 10 'tii'c2 0-0 1 1  d5 i.f7 12 f3 
exf3 13 gxf3 'tii'd7 14 Si..d3 i.g6 15 � 
c6 =+= Sani-Berkmortel, Caorle 1988; 8 
b4 i.g7 9 Si..e2 0-0 10 'tii'b3 �c6 1 1  
�gl �e7 1 2 h4 g4 1 3 c5+ 'l£<h8 14 g3 
as + Schon-Hickl, BundesJiga 1987/8) 
8 ... exf3 9 gxf3 i.g7 10 �f2 �c6 1 1  
Si..d3 'tii'e7 1 2  �e2 Si..d7 1 3  f4 0-0-0 is 
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very good for Black, PyhaUi-Yrjola, 
Helsinki 1991. 

7 ... i.g7 
After 7 ... .!bf6 8 h4 ng8 9 hxg5 hxg5 

White can force a weakening of Black's 
kingside pawn-formation: 10 .!bh3 g4 
( 1O .. .f4 11 e3 ± is no good for Black, 
but maybe 1O ... Si.h6!? is worth a try) 
11 .!bf4 ± Illescas-Hodgson, Spanish 
Cht 1993. This is White's most dan­
gerous general plan, and Black must 
be aware of it. 

8 h4 (D) 

8 ... g4 
Black fixes the kings ide, because 

he can fight for the outpost f4. 
a) 8 ... Si.e6 is a flexible alternative: 

9 hxg5 hxg5 10 nxh8 Si.xh8 1 1  e3 g4 
(the calm 1 l ...Si.g7!? might be possi­
ble) 12 'if'b3 b6 13 .!bge2 "be7 14 .!bf4 
Si.f7 15 Si.d2.!bd7 16 'if'a4 c6 17 Si.e2 
a6 1 8 'if'a3 'if'b8 19 "bdl b5 20 Si.b4± 
Htibner-Bohm, Telex 1977. 

b) 8 ... "bc6!? has not proved suc­
cessful so far, but it might be possible 
to find improvements in the subse­
quent complications: 

bl) 9 hxg5 "bxd4 (9 ... hxg5!?) 10 
gxh6 "be6 I I  g4 "bxh6 12 Si.xh6 Itxh6 
(12 ... Si.xh6!?) 13 nxh6 Si.xh6 14 gxf5 
± Kalinichev-Vorotnikov, Wtirzburg 
1992. 

b2) 9 e3 .!bf6 10 hxg5 hxg5 1 1  
.u.xh8+ Si.xh8 12 .!bh3 .!bg4 1 3  �e2 
.!bh6 14 Si.d2 Si.d7 I S  'if'b3 b6 16 0-0-0 
� Farago-Ermenkov, Albena 1983. 

ge3 "bf6 
The alternatives are slightly prob­

lematic for Black: 
a) 9 ... "bd71O "bge2 h5 1 1 "bf4 "bf8 

12 'if'a4+ 'if'd7 13 'if'b3 !iJe7 and Black 
has lost quite a lot of moves with his 
knights, so White gets an edge with 14 
c5! dxc5 IS dxc5 "bfg6 ( l5  ... c6 16 
Si.c4 "beg6 17 "bb5!  "bxf4 18  "bd6+ 
'iitd8 19 exf4 ± Portisch-Seirawan, 
Mar del Plata 1982) 16 "bxg6 "bxg6 
17 Si.d2 ;l; according to Portisch. 

b) 9 ... Si.e6 is another option, with 
better chances for White after 10 'if'b3 
'if'c8 1 1  "bge2 .'bd7 12 .!bf4 Si.f7 13 
�d2 a6 14 a4 "bgf6 IS  'if'c2 0-0 16 a''i 
'if'e8 17 "bce2"bh5 18 "bxh5 Si.xh5 19 
"bf4 ;l; Eingorn-Deev, Berlin 1992. 

10 qjge2 qjh5! 11 qjd5 i.e6!? 
1 1...c5 is not as good because o f l 2  

Si.d2 "b c 6  13 Si.c3 �e6 14 dxc5 dxc5 
IS 'if'b3 0-0 16 �xg7 "bxg7 17 o-o-o ;l; 
Portisch-Quinteros, Nice OL 1974. 

12 qjef4 qjxf4 13 qjxf4 i.f7 14 
'if'b3 e5!? 15 dxe5 

IS 'if'xb7 "bd7, intending ... 0-0 and 
... nb8, gives Black enough compensa­
tion. 

15 ... dxe5 16 i.d2 'if'b6 17 i.e3 
112_112 I.Sokolov-Strikovic, Cadiz 

1991. 17 ... 'if'xb3 18 axb3 �xc3+ 19 
bxc3 leads to an equal position. 
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Conclusion: The plan ... h6 and ... gS 
is quite sharp and dangerous, but there 
are not many games with it. It cur­
rently seems a viableoptionforBlack. 

C) 
S,.,c6 (D) 

w 

Black's most common approach, at 
least in the early 1990s, was to play 
this move and wait for White's actions. 
There is high probability of transposi-

with 7 . . .  'ib6 8 'itxb6 axb6 9 b3 �f6 
10 �h3 �bd7 1 1  �f4 �f8 12 il.b2 
�g6 13 g3 �xf4 14 gxf4 dS IS e3 
il.e6 16 il.e2 hS 17 �a4 il.d8 18 cS 
bS = Pugach-Rai.Garcia, Argentine 
Ch (Buenos Aires) 1965) 7 ... �a6 (the 
alternative 7 ... �f6?! is still slightly 
premature, as White plays 8 il.gS �a6 
g e3 �c7 1O �f4 with chances ofget­
ting some pressure) 8 e3 �f6 9 il.e2 
�c7 10 il.d2, Timman-Gulko, Reyk­
javik 1991, and now 10 ... dS! == is most 
logical, as Black's knight is already 
supporting this central move. It has, 
however, never been played. 

b) 6 dS 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 eS and 
cS for his knights. 6 ... il.e7 (D) and 

tions to other lines, so here we present W 
only some independent move-orders 
and plans. 

6 '1lh3 
This is the most common move for 

White. Again, Black continues in a 
flexible way. Other moves: 

a) 6 'itb3 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 ... dS, and secondly it 
brings extra forces to the queenside. 
6 ... il.e7 (6 ... �f6?! 7 �h3, intending 
.J1LgS, gives White some advantage) 7 
�h3 (after 7 h4 Black can equalize 

bl) 7 h4 �f6 8 il.f4 h6 9 �h3 0-0 
10 cS!? is an original idea, but Black 
is quite OK after 1O ... cxdS 11 �xdS 
�xdS 12 'itxdS+ 'l£<h8 13  cxd6 il.f6 
14 'itd2 (14 iLgS!?) 14 . . .  'itb6 l S l::r.bl 
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.i.e6 16 .i.e3 'if'a6 17 .!Df4 'if'xa2 1 8  
J::I.c 1 lId8 with good compensation, 
Meyer-McNab, Norresundby 1992. 

b2) 7 .!Dh3 .!Da6 (7 ... .!Df6!? is also 
possible: 8 e3 .!Dbd7 9 .i.e2 0-0 10 b3 
.!DeS 11 .i.b2 .!Dfg4 12 'if'd2 .i.h4!? 13  
g3 iLe7 14.!Dgl gS I S  .!Ddl .!Dg6 16 h3 
.!D4eS 17 .!Dc3 cS 18 0-0-0 a6 19 f4 
exf3 20 .!Dxf3 .!Dxf3 21 Jtxf3 bS and it 
is Black who is attacking, Cummings­
Watson, British Ch (Norwich) 1994) 
and now: 

b21) 8 g3 is a thematic developing 
move: 8 ... Jtf6!? 9 .i.g2 .!De7 10 0-0 
0-0 l l .i.e3 .!Dc7 ( 1 1  ... .!Dg6!? with the 
point 12 iLd4 .!DeS) 12 .i.d4 .i.xd4 13  
'if'xd4 cS 14 'if'd2 .!Dg6 I S  f3 !  exf3 16 
exf3 .i.d7 17 f4 � Nikolic-Speelman, 
New York 1994. 

b22) 8 e3 .i.f6! (Black's best idea 
is to develop his bishop on the long di­
agonal whenever possible) 9 .i.d2 (9 
Jte2!?) 9 ... .!Dh6 (9 ... .!De7!?) 10 .!bf4 
0-0 1 1 .i.e2 .i.d7 120-0 ( 1 2 g3 'if'e7 13 
h4 i s  playable for White) 12  . . .  'if'e7 1 3  
lI c  1 .i.eS gives Black a comfortable 
position; e.g., 14 f3 gS IS .!Dh3 exf3 16 
gxf3 f4 =+ Johansen-Gulko, Copenha­
gen 1996. 

6 ... .!Da6 (D) 
6 ... .!Df67 .i.g5 enables White to im-

prove his bishop's position. 
7 .3 
Black has committed himself to 

... .!Da6 plans, so White tries to choose 
a line with g3. Other moves: 

a) 7 f3 .!bf6 and then: 
al) 8 fxe4 fxe4 9 JtgS .i.e7 10 e3 

0-0 11 .!Df2 allows the original idea 
1 l ....!DdS!? ( I t ... dS 12 cxdS cxdS 13 
'if'b3 �) 12 .i.xe7 .!Dxe7 13  .!Dfxe4, 

when Black gets quite a lot of activity 
with 13 ... .!DfS 14 'if'd2 dS I S  cxdS cxdS 
16 Jtxa6! bxa6 17 .!Dg3 .!Dxe3! 1 8  
'if'xe3lIe8 1 9  .!Dge4 iLfS 20 0-0 .i.xe4 
= Neverov-Foigel, Kherson 1989. 

a2) 8 .!Df2 dS 9 cxdS cxdS 10 .i.gS 
Jte7 11 e3 .!Dc7 12 .i.e2 .i.e6 13 0-0 
0-0 is equal, though White developed 
serious pressure after 14 lIcl .!Dfe8?! 
( 14  ... exf3) IS .i.f4 .!Dd6?! ( I S  ... lIc8!?) 
16 .i.eS! 'if'd7 17  .!Dh3 lIac8 18  .!bf4 
Jtf7 19 'if'el .!Dde8 20 'if'g3 ± in the 
game Sitanggang-Komliakov, Manila 
OL 1992. 

a3) 8 JtgSJte7 g e3 0-0 (D). 
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Here White has many options, but 
none of them seems really dangerous: 

a31) 10 .ii.xf6?! .ii.xf6 1 1  fxe4 fxe4 
12 �xe4 is bad due to 12 . . .  .ii.xh3 13  
gxh3 .ii.h4+, which favours Black. 

a32) 10 .ii.e2 exf3 1 1  gxf3 (not 1 1  
.ii.xf3? �g4 1 2 .ii.f4 gS +) 1 l . ...!2JhS 1 2  
f4 ( l2l:tgl ? f4 +) 12 . . .  .ii.xgS I 3 �xgS 
�f6 =+= leaves White's pawns seriously 
committed. 

a33) 10 'if'b3 exf3 1 1  gxf3 allows 
Black to attack the centre quickly by 
1 l. ..�g4! 12 .ii.xe7 'if'xe7 13 fxg4 fxg4 
14 �gl 'if'xe3+ I S  �ge2.ii.e6, with an 
attack. 

a34) 10 �f2 is a passive alterna­
tive: 1O ... exf3 11 'if'xf3 h6 12 .ii.xf6 
.ii.xf6 13 0-0-0 'if'aS 14 .ii.d3 .ii.e6 I S  
a3 �c7 16 g 4  .ii.gS 17  gxfS .ii.xfS 1 8  
'if'g3 .ii.xd3 19 �xd3 .l::1.ae8 4= Uhl­
mann -S.Mohr, BundesJiga 1995/6. 

a3S) 10 'if'd2 �c7 1 1  0-0-0 dS with 
equality, Gulko-Speelman, Thessalon­
iki OL 1988. 

b) 7 e3 �f6(D) andhere: 

w 

bl) 8 .ii.e2 g6 (8 ... .ii.e7 9 0-0 0-0 
transposes to Line B 1 of Chapter 3) 9 

0-0 .ii.g7 10 .ii.d2 (10 l:tbl �c7 11 b4 
0-0 12 a4 h6 13 f3 Ill-Ill Sutter-Hart, 
Switzerland 1996) 10 . . .  0-0 1 1  'if'b3 
'if'e7 12 l:tacl �h8 1 3 a 3 �c7 14 .i::l.fel 
�e6 IS dS �cS 16 'if'c2 �cd7 17 dxc6 
bxc6 18  l:tedl �eS 19 .ii.el .ii.e6 4= 
Kummer-Brestian, Moesern 1997. 

b2) 8 �4 and now: 
b21) 8 ... .ii.e7 9 .ii.e2 0-0 transposes 

to Line B2 of Chapter 3. 
b22) 8 ... g6! ? 9 a3 ( 9 g 3 .ii.g7 1 O h4 

0-0 11 .ii.e2 �c7 12 dS cS 13 'if'c2 
.ii.d7 14 a4 'if'e7 I S  b3 �a6 16 .ii.b2 
�b4 = Gaertner-Maiwald, Budapest 
1994) 9 ... �c7 10 dS Ill-Ill Hynes­

McNab, Blackpool Z 1990. 
b23) The active 8 ... gS!? is best. 

After 9 �hS .ii.e6 10 h4 Black seems 
to be able toplaythe committal I 0 ... g4 
1 1 �4 .ii.f7 12dS .ii.g7 13 dxc6bxc6 
14 'if'c2 as he gets counterplay with 
14 ... �cS l S b3aS I6 .ii.a3 �d7 17 l:tdl 
.ii.eS 18 .ii.e2 'if'f6 19 l:tcl 0-0 20 g3 
l:tfb8 =+= Ruban-Popchev, Sochi 1989. 

c) 7 dS is best met by 7 ... �6 8 e3 
(8f3exf3 g exf3.ii.e7 1O .ii.d3 'if'b6 l l  
�2 cxdS 12 cxdS 0-0 1 3  0-0 .ii.d7 14 
'if'e2 l:tae8 is  at least equal far Black, 
Uhlmann-Van der Wiel, Austrian Cht 
1995) 8 ... g6 9 b3 (9 �4 .ii.g7 10 h4 

�g4!? 1 1  .ii.d2 0-0 12 .ii.e2 'if'e7 13 
l:tbl �cS 14 b4 �d3+ IS .ii.xd3 exd3 
16Wfl aS I 7 bS �eS I 8 'if'b3.ii.d7 isa 
messy position, but Black is  probably 
already better, Popov-Miles, Rome 
1990) 9 ... .ii.g7 10 .ii.b2 0-0 1 1  'if'd2 
�g4 12 .ii.e2 �cS and the classic bat­
tle Knaak-Speelman, Thessaloniki OL 
1998 continued 13 l:tdl 'if'h4 14 �a4 
f4 1S .ii.xg7 fxe3 16 'if'c3 l:txf2 17 .ii.h8 
.l::1.xg2+ 18 'l£<fl �eS 0-1. 
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We now return to the position after White controls the game, Dao-Bezold, 
7 g3 (D): Budapest 1994. 

7 ... g6!? 
Theplan of fianchettoing the dark­

squared bishop is a fully playable op-
tion in this move-order. 

The alternative is 7 ... �e7 8 �g2 
�f6 9 0-0 �c7 (9 . . .  0-0 transposes to 
Line B 1 of Chapter 2), and now: 

a) 10 dS 0-0 11 f3 transposes to 
Line B 1 of Chapter 2. 

b) 10 �4 gS (10 ... 0-0!?) 11 �h3 
h6 12 f3 exf3 (12 ... dS!?) 13  exf3 Si.e6 
14 dS! cxdS I S  cxdS �fxdS (the alter­
native IS . . .  �cxdS 16 nel �xc3 17 
bxc3 �f7 18 'ViIc2 is good for White) 
16 f4 �xc3 17 bxc3 g4 18 �f2 �f6? 
(18  ... 0-0!?) 19 �a3! dS 20 nbl b6 21 
nel Wf7 22 nxe6 Wxe6 (the alterna­
tive 22 ... �xe6 23 �xdS ne8 24 'ViIb3 
'ViId7 2S nel is not to be recommended 
for Black) 23 'ViId3 'ViId7 24 c4! and 

8 �g2 
8 �f4 ! ? �f6 9 h4 �c7 l O dS is an­

other option, but Black develops his 
pieces to good squares: 1O ... �d7 1 1  
�g2 cS! 1 2  f3 'ViIe7 ( l 2  ... exf3!?) 13  
fxe4 fxe4 14 'i'c2 �fS (now the posi­
tion becomes quite complicated) I S  
h S  g S  ( lS . . .  ng8!?) 16  �e6! �xe6 17  
dxe6 �xe6 18  �xe4 �xe4 19 'ViIxe4 
0-0-0 20 0-0 ne8 seems to be better 
for White, Lputian-Cu.Hansen, Wijk 
aan Zee 1993. 

8 .. iLg7 9 0-0 �f6 10 Jtg5 
10 f3 0-0 1 1  fxe4 fxe4 12 �gS 

'ViIb6! shows one plan associated with 
. . .  Jtg7: the d4-pawn might be as weak 
as the e4-pawn. After 13 'ViId2 �e6 14 
b3 �g4 IS nadl nxfl+ 16 �xfl h6 
17  �e3 'u'e8 18  �g2 �xe3 19 'ViIxe3 
�b4 Black has enough activity: 20 
�xe4 �c2 21 'ViId3 'ViIxd4+ 22 'ViIxd4 
�xd4+ 23 nxd4 �xd4 24 �f6+ Wf7 
2S �xe8 'Oitxe8 26 �f4 Wf7 27 'Oitf2 
Ill_I/} Schopper-Angermtiller, German 
corr. Ch 1993. 

10 ... h6 11 .:itxf6 �xf6 12 e3 0-0 
1/}_I/2 Yusupov-Cu.Hansen, Hamburg 

1993. 

Conclusion: S ... 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 ctJc3: Introduction 

In Chapters 8 and 9 we study the posi­
tion after 1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 tbc3, when 
it is best for Black to break up the B 

white centre immediately with 3 ... exd4 
4 'if'xd4 (D) 

Now Black has a major decision: he 
can either win a tempo for develop­
ment with 4 . . .  tbc6 or he can develop 
his kingside first, starting with 4 ... tbf6, 
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 e5 
2 tbc3 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 

Czerwonski - Lukin 
Miedzybrodzie 1991 

free development together with strong 
diagonals for his bishops. White has 
fianchettoed both bishops and he is 
going to continue with tbf4 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, 
kg? 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 aplayableposition, 
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-
a4xb3 or sometimes even . . .  a5-a4-a3, 
together with ... tbe5 and ... tbfd?-c5 
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w w 

Czerwonski - Lukin Franco - Romero 
Miedzybrodzie 1991 Leon 1990 

Here Black has implemented the 
standard plans, and can start activating 
the rest of pieces with moves like ... c6 
and ... 'iYb6. 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. 

Hamburg (1)  1985 

Lautier - Kramnik 
Cannes (3) 1993 

These plans are usually based on 
the fact that Black is a few tempi ahead 
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 
time for kb2; yet another possibility 
is that an early tbd5 by White might 
weaken his central squares like e4. 



8 3 CDc3 exd4 4 'i'xd4 CDc6 

1 d4 d 6 2  c4 eS 3 �c3 
This position can also be reached 

via 1 c4 e5 2 �c3 d6 3 d4. White is 
well centralized, but loses some time 
with his queen 

3 ... exd4 4 'iUxd4 
Our main repertoire is connected 

with 
4 ... ll:lc6 (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 '@'dl 51 
B: 5 '@'d2 53 

5 1li'e3+ is best answered by 5 ... iLe7. 
when Black doesn't have to worry 
about 6 �d5 JiLe6 7 �xe7 '@'xe7. since 

Black's advantage in development 
soon gives him good chances: 8 '@'c3 
(8 b3 �f6 9 �b2 0-0-0 10 �f3 d5 +) 
8 ... '@'f6 9 '@'xf6? �xf6 10 e3 �b4 11 
'l£<dl �e4 and Black wins, Corniere­
Prochazka, Massy 1993 

A) 
5 'iUdl 
The main idea of this move is to de-

velop the bishop actively with �g5 
S ... g6 (D) 
0, 
a) 5 .. .f5?! (this seriously weakens 

Black's pawn-structure) 6 g3 �f6 7 
JiLg2 �e5 (Schmidt-Helbig. Berlin 
1994) 8 b3 intending �h3-f4. �b2 
and '@'d2 ! 

b) After 5 ... �f6 the �g5 plan is 
not so effective: 6 �g5 (6 g3 is of 
course possible. as is 6 �f3) 6 ... �e6!? 
(6  ... �e7 7 e3 0-0 8 �f3 �e6 9 '@'c2 
'@'d7 10 a3 I:fe8 1 1  ndl h6 12 �h4 
'u'ad8 13 b4 �g4 14 JiLxe7 '@'xe7 15 
�e2 �ge5 16 �d5 �xd5 17 .u.xd5 
�xf3+ 18  JiLxf3 �e5 19 JiLe2 c6 20 
'u'd2 a5 21 0-0 axb4 22 axb4 na8 23 
'@'b3 'u'ed8 24 nfdl '@'f625 h3 �g6 26 
'u'd4 ! Roos-Werner. Leipzig 1995) 7 
e3 �e5 8 �d5 (8 �3!? is an improve­
ment) 8 ... c6 9 �c3 JiLxc4 10 JiLxc4 
�xc4 11 1li'c2 d5 is much better for 
Black. Pichel lallas-Alcaraz. Alicante 
1989 
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c) 5 ... .1i.e6!? is possible. and gave 
Black active play in the following ex­
ample: 6 e3 �f6 7 �f3 d5 8 �g5 .1i.b4 
9 �xe6 fxe6 10 cxd5 exd5 1 1  .1i.e2 d4 
12 exd4 'i'xd4 13 0-0 0-0-0 14 .1i.e3 
'i'xdl 15 nfxdl a616 !!xd8+nxd8 17 
:dl  ne8 18  g3 �e5 19 �d5 �xd5 20 
1:xd5 c6 21 l:f.dl Wc7 22 Wg2 b5 with 
counterplay, Babula-Freisler, Karvina 
1989. 

6 �f3 
Or: 
a) 6 g3 .1i.g7 7 .1i.g2 �ge7 8 e3 0-0 

9 �ge2 .1i.e6 10 �d5 �e5 1 1  �xe7+ 
'i'xe7 12 .1i.xb7? is refuted by a basic 
kick: 12 ... c6! 13.1i.xa8�f3+0-1 Dim­
itriadi-Zakhariev, Khania 1995. 

b) 6b3 .1i.g77 .1i.b2�6 8 g30-0 9 
.1i.g2.1i.d7 10 'i'd2 is illogical; why did 
the queen go to dl at all? A standard 
plan gives Black an active position: 
1O . . .  a6 1 1  �h3 'u'b8! 1 2 0-0 b5 13 cxb5 
axb5 14 �4 �e5 15 nfc! .l:le8 16 
�cd5 �xd5 17 �xd5 c 6 = Heissen­
btittel-Reicher, Bad Wildbad 1993. 

c) 6e4 .1i.g7 7 .1i.d3�ge7 8f40-09 
�f3 allows Black to play the thematic 

possibility 9 ... �d4! 10 �d2 c6 1 1  0-0 
d5 12 cxd5 cxd5 13 e5 .1i.f5 14 .1i.xf5 
�dxf5 15 �f3 d4 16 �e4 'i'd5 17 'i'd3 
�c6 with counterplay, Lombardy­
Quinteros, Haifa OL 1976. 

6..Ji.g77 .1i.gS llJf6! 
It is best for Black to develop and 

count on active counterplay with ... h6, 
... g5 and . . .  .1i.f5. Otherwise: 

a) 7 ... �ge7?! is incorrect because 
of 8 �d5 f5 (8 ... .1i.xb2? 9 �f6+ .1i.xf6 
10 .1i.xf6 ±: 8 ... 0-0? 9 �f6+ Wh8 10 
h4 h6 1 1  e4 ±) 9 e3 h6 10 .1i.f6 .1i.xf6 
11 �xf6+ 'l£<f7 12 �d5 �e5 13 �d4 
c6 14 �c3 a6 15 .1i.e2 c5 (15  ... b5? 16 
cxb5 axb5 17  f4 �c4 18  .1i.xc4+ bxc4 
19 �xc6! ±) 16  �f3 .1i.e6 17 b3 'i'a5 
18  'i'd2 'u'ad8 19 .u.d I �xf3+ 20 .1i.xf3 
b5 21 cxb5 axb5 22 0-0 d5 (22 ... b4 23 
�e2 d5 24 �f4 ;!:: Ribli) 23 b4! 'i'xb4 
(23 ... cxb4 24 �e2 is good for White 
due to Black's weak pawns) 24 !!bl 
'i'a5 25 'u'xb5 'i'a7 26 �e2 ± I.Soko­
lov-Topalov, Burgas 1992. 

b) 7 .. .f6 8 .1i.f4 (8 .1i.h4 �ge7 9 e3 
0-0 10 .1i.e2 �f5 11 .1i.g3 �xg3 12 
hxg3 �e5, intending . . .  c 6 and .. .f5, is 
OK for Black according to Sokolov) 
8 . . .  �e5 9 e3 �e7 10 .1i.e2 0-0 11 �d4 
g5 12 .1i.g3 f5 13 f4 gxf4 14 exf4 �g4 
15 'i'd2�c6 16 �xc6 bxc6 17 h3 �6 
18 0-0 ne8 19 .l:lael .1i.e6 20 .1i.f2 c5 21  
b3 ! Shapiro-Krant, Washington 1990. 

8 ,3 
8 g3 h6 9 .1i.f4 0-0 10 .1i.g2 is more 

peaceful: 10 .. Ji.f5 1 1  0-0 g5 (11  ... ne8!?) 
12 .1i.d2�e4 13 net lIe8 14 h4 �xc3 
15 .1i.xc3 .1i.e4 16 hxg5 hxg5 17 'i'd2 
f6 18 b4 �5 19 .1i.xe5 dxe5 20 'i'e3 
.1i.g6 21 �d2 e4! = Ioseliani-Espig, 
2nd Bundesliga 1998/9. 
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8 ... h6 9 .i.h4 0-0 10 .Jte2 
Black now starts an active plan that 

works well here: 
lO ... .i.f5 11 0-0 gS! 12 .Jtg3 lLlh5 

13 lLld4 lLlxg3 14 hxg3 lLlxd415 exd4 
c6 16 g4 .Jtg6 17 'i'd2 f5 18 gxfS 
.i.xf5 19 .Jtd3 'i'b6 20 .i.xf5 l:txf5 21 
lLle2 'u'af8 

=+= J .Horvath-Dobrovolsky, Harkany 
1995. 

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

B) 
5 'i'd2 lLlf6 (D) 
5 . . .  .i..e6!? is also possible; for ex­

ample, 6e4 g6 7 b3 .i..h6 8 f4 f5 9 �f3 
QY6 10 exf5 .i..xf5 1 1  .i..e2 0-0 12 .i..b2 
'ifd7 13 0-0 lIae8 14 lIael iLg7 15 
.i..d3 .i..xd3 16 'if'xd3 �b4 17 'ifd2 
'tiffS and Black is fine, Christiansen­
Blatny, Bremen 1996. 

w 

Now White has to choose which 
fianchetto to start first: 
81: 6 b3 53 
82: 6 g3 56 

B1)  
6 b3 
White is  aiming for the basic set-up 

with .i..b2, g3, .Jtg2 followed by �h3-
f4. Black's best option is to act imme­
diately on the queenside . 

6 .•. a5! 
Black's general plan usually con­

tains the move ... a4, and here it can be 
played immediately because of tacti­
cal motifs. 

The standard plan of development, 
starting with 6 ... g6, is of course possi­
ble. Playusuallycontinues 7 .i..b2 .i..g7 
8 g3 0-0 (D): 

w 

a) 9 �h3 as 10 �f4 is best met by 
the same general plan: ... �e5 and a 
quick ... a4; for example, 1O ... �e5 1 1  
.i..g2 a4, and now: 

at) 12 0-0 a3 (12 ... QYd7!?) 13 .i..cl 
c6 14 'u'bl 'ii'a5 15  'if'c211e8 16 .i..d2 
'ii'a6 17 'u'bdl d5 (17  . . .  .i..f5!?) 1 8  cxd5 
cxd5 19 �fxd5 �xd5 20 �xd5 'if'xe2 
21 l1del 'if'h5 22 'if'dl ! Martin-Mes­
tel, British Ch (Hove) 1997. 

a2) 12'u'dl axb3 13 axb3 .i..d7 (the 
alternative 13 ... �fd7 !?  also appears 
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pretty logical here) 14 0-0 lIe8 15 lIal 
lIxal 16 lIxal �c6 17 tbfd5 tbed7 18  
tbxf6+ (18  'if'c2 tbc5 19:dl  tbxd5 20 
tbxd5 �xd5 21 Si.xd5 Si.xb2 22 'if'xb2 
b6 = Ruf-Hickl, W.German Ch (Bad 
Neuenahr) 1989) 18  ... tbxf6 19 tbd5 
�xd5 20 cxd5 tbd7 21 Si.xg7 wxg7 22 
lIcl tbc5 23 b4 tba6 24 e3 l::te7 = 
Cvetkovski-Guzijan, Yugoslav Cht 
(Niksic) 1997. 

b) 9 �g2 tbe5! (this move, imple­
menting the plan ... a5-a4, has scored 
especially well for Black) and now: 

bl)  10 tbh3 as 1 1  0-0 a4! 12 lIadl 
axb3 13 axb3 tbfd7 14 lIal lIxal 15 
.:Ixal tbc5 16 'if'dl c6! 17  tbf4 'if'b6 =+= 
Czerwonski-Lukin, Miedzybrodzie 
1991. Black has used the plan of at­
tacking the b3 weakness very well. 

b2) 10 f4 tbed7 11 tbh3 tbc5 12 
tbf2 as 13 0-0 a4 14 b4 a3! 15 �cl 
tbcd7 16 lIbl tbb6 17 'if'd3 ii.e6 18  
tbd5 c6 19 tbxb6 'if'xb6 20 lIb3 lIa4 
21 Si.xa3 lIfa8 =+= Telljohann-Smyslov, 
Miinster 1993. Here the c4-pawn re­
mains weak, and Black gets good pros­
pects. 

b3) 10 tbf3 tbed7 1 1  0-0 as 12 
Itadl tbc5 13 tbd4 �e8 14 Si.al h5 15  
tbd5 tbxd5 16 cxd5 h4 17 �fel Si.d7 
18 tbc2Si.xal 19lIxal b5 20'if'h6 'if'f6 
21 'if'f4 wg7 22 'if'xf6+ wxf6 with an 
equal position, Karpov-Anand, Roque­
brune Amber rpd 1992. 

We now return to 6 ... a5 (D): 
7 �b2 
7 e4 leads to the same type of posi­

tions: 
a) 7 ... a4 has been popular lately, 

but there are some problems forBlack: 
8 �bl axb3 9 axb3 g6 (9 ... Si.e7 !? 10 

Si.d3 0-0 11 tbge2 tbb4 12 0-0 �e8 13 
tbf4 Si.f8 14 �dl c6 15 f3 lIaS 16 Si.f1 
d5!? 17 Whl 'ifb6 18 tba4 lIxa4 19 
bxa4 dxe4 20 i.a3 c5 21 �el exf3 22 
lIxe8 tbxe8 23 gxf3 'i'h6 24 lIdl tbc6 
25 Si.b2 tbd6 26 tbd5 � Anapolsky­
Nevednichy, Bucharest 1994) and then: 

al) 10 g3 Si.g7 1 1  �g2 0-0 12 
tbge2 and here: 

a l l )  12 ... Si.e6!?  13 0-0 tbd7 14 
tbd5 tbc5 15 b4 tba4 16 'if'c2 tbe5 17 
tbef4 �d7 18 �el c6 19 tbe3 b5 20 
cxb5 cxb5 21 41fd5 �c8 22 'if'e2 Si.c6 
23 �b3 tbb6 24 lIdl tbxd5 25 exd5 
Si.d7 26 Si.b2 lIe8 = Bowyer-J.Wells, 
English corr. Ch 1986. 

a12) 12 ... tbe5 13 f4 (13 0-0 �h3 
14 f3 Si.xg2 15 wxg2 tbfd7 16 Si.b2 
tbc5 17 tbcl c6 18 f4 tbg4 19 b4 tba4 
20 tbxa4 lIxa4 21 Si.xg7 wxg7 22 
tbe2 'if'b6 23 lIn lIfa8 =+= Tabatadze­
Vorotnikov, Belgorod 1989) 13 ... tbed7 
14 0-0 lIe8 15 b4 'if'e7 16 'if'd3 tbb6 = 
Korchnoi-Polugaevsky, Evian Ct ( 11)  
1977. 

a2) 10 Si.d3 Si.g7 11 tbge2 tbb4 12 
0-0 0-0 13  tbf4 lIe8 14 lIdl (14 
Si.b2!?) 14 ... tbxd3 15  'if'xd3 tbxe4! 16 
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tbxe4 l:txe4 17  'if'xe4 kf5 18  'if'xb7 
kxbl 19 tbd5 l:tb8! ( l9 . . .  kc2 20 l:tel 
l:tb8 21  'if'c6 kxb3 22 h3 ;1;) 20 'if'a7 
(20 'if'xc7 'if'xc7 21 tbxc7 kc2 22 l:tel 
kxb3 =) 20 . . .  l:txb3 21 l:tel h6 (Kar­
pov-Epishin, Dos Hermanas 1993) 22 
tbxc7 'if'd7 23 'if'a8+ Wh7 24 tbe8 
kh8 25 kf4 ;1; (Karpov). 

b) 7 ... ke6 is probably Black's saf­
est choice, with the standard plan of 
... a4xb3 and ... tbd7-c5 working well 
almost against all of White's options: 
8 kb2 (8 kd3 a4 9 l:tbl axb3 10 axb3 
g6 1 1  tbge2 .:itg7 12 0-0 0-0 13 .:itb2 
.ue8 14 tbd5 kxd5 15 cxd5 tbe5 16 
kc2 c6 = Polugaevsky-Tseshkovsky, 
USSR Ch (Leningrad) 1974; 8 tbge2 
a4 9 .ubi axb3 10 axb3 g6 1 1  g3 kg7 
12 kg2 0-0 13 0-0 tbd7 14 tbd5 tbc5 
15 b4 tba4 16 'if'c2 tbe5 17 tbef4 kd7 

= Htibner-Balashov, Rio de Janeiro IZ 
1979) 8 ... a4 9 l:tdl axb3 10 axb3 tbd7 
11 tbge2 tbc5 12 tbc 1 .:ite7 13 .:ite2 
kf6 14 0-0 0-0 = Anapolsky-A.Sok­
olov, Jurmala 1991. 

7 ... a4! (D) 

8 l:tdl 

Otherwise: 
a) 8 tbxa4?! d5! 9 cxd5 (9c5 tbe4 

lO 'if'cl 'u
'
xa4 1 1  bxa4kxc5 :i=)9.JiJe4 

lO 'if'd3 (10 'if'e3 loses to 10 ... lIxa4! 
11 bxa4 kb4+ 12 Wdl 'if'xd5+) 
lO ... l:txa4 1 1  a3 tbc5 12 'if'dl ( 12  'if'c3 
'if'xd5!) 12 ... ,U,e4 13 b4 tbxb4 14 axb4 
l:txb4!? looks good for Black. 

b) 8 e4?! a3! 9 kcl g6 lO kd3 
kg7 1 1  tbge2 0-0 12 0-0 tbd7 13 'if'dl 
tbc5 14 kc2 tbb4 15 ke3 f5 16 exf5 
tbxc2 17 'if'xc2 .:itxf5 18 'if'd2 'if'e7 =+= 
Manor-Oratovsky, Netanya 1993. 

c) 8 tbd5 is possible. Black then 
has the interesting option 8 ... tbxd5!? 9 
cxd5 tbe5 with an unciearposition; for 
example, 10 tbf3 ( lO e4!?) 10 ... ke7 1 1  
tbxe5 dxe5 1 2  kxe5 kf6 1 3  kxf6 
'if'xf6 14 'if'e3+ 'l£<d8 15 l:tcl axb3 16 
'if'xb3 'if'a6 17 'if'c3 'if'a5 1 8 a 3 l:te8 19 
e3 l:te4 20 'if'xa5 'u'xa5 21 ke2 l:tea4 
22 0-0 l:txd5 23 kc4 l:tc5 24 .:itxf7 
'u'xcl 25 ,u,xcl nxa3 + Popov-Tsesh­
kovsky, Becici 1994. 

8 ... axb3 9 axb3 g6 
9 . . .  ke7 seems aplayableoption: 10 

e4 0-0 11 kd3 tbd4 12 .:itc2 tbxc2+ 
13 'if'xc2 .:itd7 14 tbge2 c6 15 tbd4 
'u'e8 16 0-0 lh_lh Grabliauskas-Zagor­
skis, Vilnius 1994. 

10e4 
After 10 tbd5 kg7 11 'if'g5 tbxd5 

12 'if'xd8+ tbxd8 13 .:itxg7 'u'g8 Black 
has counterplay. 

10 ... .Jtg7 11 .Jtd3 
White's pieces are not coordinating 

well, so Black gets counterchances. 
11...4Jd4! (D) 
12 kc2 
12 b4?! 0-0 13 tbge2 tbc6 (alterna­

tively, 13 ... tbg4!? 14 0-0 tbc6) 14 
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w 

�d5 �e5! 15  0-0 �xe4 ( l 5  ... �xd5! 
16 .i.xe5 ( forced) 16 ... �xe5 17 cxd5 
.i.d7 18 f4 �g7 +) 16 .i.xe4 �xc4 17 
�xg7 �xd2 18  .i.xf8! (18 .i.f6 �xe4 
+) 18 ... �xe4 19 .i.e7 'if'd7 20 �g3! 
�xg3 21 �f6+ (21 fxg3? 'ifb5 is 
much better for Black) 2l . . .'iitg7 22 
�xd7 (Norri-Yrjola,FinnishCh (Hel­
sinki) 1996) 22...�e2+! 23 'l£<hl .i.xd7 
24 'u'al ne8 25 .i.g5 �b5 26 'u'fel d5 
27 .i.d2 d4 and the most probable out­
come is a draw. 

12 ... lLlxc2+ 13 �xc2 0-0 14 lLlge2 
q,h5 

14 . . .  oU.e8 15 0-0 �xe4? 16 �xe4 
.i.xb2 17 �xd6 is much better for 
White, but 14 ... �g4!? might be possi­
ble. 

15 0-0 f5 16 c5 fxe4 
Now: 
a) 17 cxd6 cxd6 (17  .. e3?! is dubi­

ous because after 18  dxc7, 18 . . .  exf2+? 
loses to 19 l1xf2 'if'xc7 20 �d5!) 18 
�xe4 ( 1 8  'if'xe4 �f6 19 'if'd3 �e6 =) 
18  ... d5 19 �xg7 �xg7 is approxi­
matelyequal. 

b) 17 �xe4wasplayedin the game 
Lautier-Kramnik, Cannes (3) 1993. 

Now 17 ... .i.xb2 18 �xb2�e7! 19 cxd6 
�xe4 20 d7 �e7! 21 dxc8� naxc8 is 
equal. 

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

B2) 
6 g3 (D) 

White's general plan is usually to 
fianchetto both bishops and then to de­
velop the gl-knight by, for example, 
�h3-f4. 

6 ... .i.e6! 
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 
8 �f3 (8 �d5 �e5 9 'if'c2 c6 10 �4 
g6 1 1  �gh3 .i.g7 12 0-0 0-0 13 .i.d2 
�f5 14 �cl h6 15 f3 'if'b6+ 16 �f2 
'if'd4 + Khasanov-Vorotnikov, Alushta 
1993) 8 . . .  g6 9 �d4 �e5 10 'if'c2 a3 1 1  

b 3  �g7 12 0-0 0-0 1 3  �db5 �f5 14 
e4 .i.g4 15 f3 c6 16 �xa3 'if'b6+ 17 
'l£<hl .i.e6 18  �b2 'if'b4 19 �abl d5 is 
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total chaos with Black having the ini­
tiative, Hemdl-Komliakov, ManilaOL 
1992. 

Now (after 6 .. iLe6): 
821: 7 �d5 57 
822: 7 e4 59 

7 b3 d5! gives Black the initiative: 8 
cxd5 �xd5 9 iLb2�db4!? (9 ... .iLb4 is 
also safeforBlack) l O  �f3 'ii'xd2+ 1 1  
'l£<xd2 l::!.d8+ 12 Wcl .iLe7 1 3  a3 �a5 
14 axb4 �xb3+ 15 'it.>c2 �xal+ 16 
iLxal .iLxb4 + Schacher-Z.Lehmann, 
Siofokjr Ech 1996. 

B21) 
7 �d5(D) 

7 ••• �e5 
Or: 
a) 7 ... .iLe7 is possible, as there is no 

need for Black to be afraid of the ex­
change of his dark-squared bishop: 8 
.iLg2 0-0 9 �f3 'if'd7 10 0-0 and now 
instead of 10 ... iLh3?, as played in 
Kraai-Bermudez, USA 1990, which is 
refuted by the calm l l .iLxh3 'ii'xh3 12 
�xc7 �g4!? 13  �xa8 �ce5 14 J:f.el, 

Black could try lO  .. �e4!?  11  'ii'f4 f5 
with some active play. 

b) 7 ... g6 8b3 iLg7 9 .iLb2 0-0 Ieads 
to the same position-type as in Line 
B 1. After lO .iLg2 White has slightly 
the better game, though Black's posi­
tion is quite stable: 

bl)  lO ... l::!.e8 l 1 l::!.d l !? ( 1 1  e3 �e5 
12 �e2 c6 = Levitt-Speelman, Dublin 
Z 1993) l l ...a5 12 �h3 a4 13 �hf4 
�e5 (13  . . .  axb3 !?) 14 iLxe5 dxe5 15  
�xe61he6 16 �xf6+ 'if'xf6 17  .iLxb7 
l::!.b8 18  iLd5 l::!.eb6 19 c5 ± Cvetko­
vic-Johnsen, Korinthos 1998. 

b2) W ... a5 11 �h3 'u'e8 12 �hf4 
iLxd5 13 �xd5 �xd5 14 cxd5 .iLxb2 
15 'if'xb2 �b4 16 0-0 'i'e7 17  'u'fel 
�a6 18 .l:tacl �c5 19 'i'd2 f5 20 'u'c3 
'i'g7 21 J:f.ecl J:f.e7 22 'ii'c2 l::!.f8 23 e3 � 
Naumann-Weil, Giessen 1991. 

8 b3 (D) 

8 ... �e4! 
With this move, Black relies on tac­

tical devices. 
8 ... .iLe7 is also playable. 9 iLg2 c6 

10 �xe7 (10 �f6+ iLxf6 11 iLb2 
'i'b6 12 'u'bl 0-0 13 �f3 �xf3+ 14 
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�xf3 �xb2 15 'tifxb2�h3 16 e3 11fe8 
17 We2 d5 18 It.hdl dxc4 19 bxc4 'tifc5 
20 'if'b4 'tiffS + Koutsin-Czerwonski, 
Frydek-Mistek 1994) 10 ... 'tifxe7 1 1  
�a3 lld8 1 2f4 �g6 13 0-0-0 c5 1 4 e4 
�c8 15 �e2 �xe4 16 �xe4 'tifxe4 17 
�c3 'tiffS 18  Ithel+ �e6 19 �e4 0-0 
20 �xd6 'i'h3 21 'tiff2�g4 2211d2 b6 
23 f5 �h4! was unclear in Ligterink­
Timman, Wijk aan Zee 1985. 

9 �e3 
9'tifd4 is an improvement, but Black 

is OK after9 ... �c5 (9 ... f5!? 10 �g2g6, 
Kristiansen-Reinert, Denmark 1985, 
is also possible, but 11 �f4 is hard to 
meet) lOf4 �c6 1 1  'tife3�e7 12 �xe7 
'tifxe7 13 �b2 0-0-0 and now: 

a) 14 �xg7?llhe8 15 �b2 (15 �c3 
d5! 1611dl dxc4+; 15 'tifc3 :tJe4 16 'tifd3 
d5 gives Black an attack) 15 ... �b4 16 
'tifd2 �f5 +. 

b) 14 �f3 llhe8 15 �d4 �xd4 1 6  
Ji.xd4 'tifd7 1 7  'tifc3 �h3! ( 1 7  . . .  �c6 18 
llgl  �g4 19 'tifc2, Taimanov-Smyslov, 
USSR Ch (Tbilisi) 196617, 19 ... g6 +) 
18 0-0-0 (18  �xg7? �xfl l 9  'u'xfl f6! 
wins for Black) 18 ... �xfl 19 llhxfl 
�e4 20 'tifa5 a6 21 'tifh5 f5 22 e3 (22 
'tifxh7 Ith8 23 'i'xg7 'i'xg7 24 �xg7 
llxh2 +) 22 ... g6 + Lonoff-Read, corr 
1989. 

9 ... �c5 (D) 
9 ... c6 also favours Black. 10 'tifxe4 

cxd5 1 1  cxd5 'tifa5+ 12 �d2andnow: 
a) 12  ... �xd5 13 'tiff4 (or 13  �xa5 

�xe4 14 f3 �c6 15  �g2 �e7 with 
equality, Ftacnik-Timman, Wijk aan 
Zee 1985) 13 ... 'i'b6 14 �f3 g5!? 15  
'i'f5 �g7 16.u.cl  0-0 17 �g2 ( 1 7 �xg5 
'u'fe8 18 'tifxh7+ Wf8 gives Black suf­
ficient compensation) 17 ... 11fe8 18 0-0 

h6 was unclear in Rajkovic-Jansa, 
Kragujevac 1974. 

b) 12 .. :;ji'xd5!? 13 �g2 'tifxe4 14 
�xe4 d5 15  �g2 llc8 (15  .. .f6 16 �h3 
�g6 17 0-0 �a3 18 �cl �c5 19 'u'dl 
We7 20�f4�xf4 21 gxf4 lh_ll2 Bew­
ersdorff -Burkart, BundesJiga 1990/1; 
15 ... �a3 16�f3 �xf3+ 17 �xf3 'u'c8 
18 0-0 llc2 19 �e3 �b2 20 'u'adl d4 
21  'u'd2 'u'xd2 22 Ji.xd2 b6 23 �b4 
Wd7 24 llbl Ji.c3 25 �a3 llc8 with an 
equal position, Janjgava-Lymar, Pol­
icka 1993) 16 'u'cl llxcl+ 17 �xcl 
�b4+ 18  �d2 �xd2+ 19 Wxd2 �g4 
20 �h3 Wd7 21 �f3 llc8 22 Ji.xg4 
Ji.xg4 23 �f4 Wd6 24 f3 �f5 25 llcl 
llxc 1 26 Wxcl g5 27 �g2 d4 + Jakob­
sen-Laursen, corr. 1992. 

lO �b2 
10 �g2 !? is probably the last chance 

for White to bail out from the compli­
cations. Black should then play 1O ... c6 
11 �c3 as according to Kasparov. 

lO ... c6 11 �f4 
It is too late for 1 1  �c3 according 

to Kasparov: 1 l. . .�g4 12'tifd4�e7 +. 
11 ... �g4! 
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I l. ..JiLe7 !? 12 .!Dxe6.!Dxe6 13 JiLh3 
JiLf6 14 �xe6 fxe6 1S .!Dh3?! ( 1S  f4 !?  
might be a better try) I S  ... O-O 16 0-0 
'if'b6 17 'if'e4 dS 18 'if'c2 'u'ae8 19 l:!.adl 
.!Dg4 20 �xf6 .!Dxf6 21 .!DgS h6 22 
.!Df3 .!De4 23 'if'b2 l:!.f6 24 Wg2 l:!.ef8 2S 
'if'd4 'if'xd4 26 l::1.xd4 gS + Smejkal­
Rogoff, Amsterdam 1980. 

12�d4 
12 .!Dxe6 .!Dxe3 13  .!Dxd8 .!Dc2+ 14 

Wdl .!Dxal IS  .!Dxf7 �xf7 16 JiLxal 
iie7 + Kasparov. 

12 ... <1:le4! 13 iih3 
Or: 
a) 13 'if'xe4 'if'aS+ 14 �dl .!Dxf2+ 

-+. 
b) 13 .!Dd3 dS 14 cxdS iixdS IS  

.!Df3 cS 16 'if'a4+ iic6 17 'if'c4 'if'aS+! 
(17 ... bS is also good: 18 'if'c2 c4 19 
0-0-0, A.Schneider-Z.Lehmann, Buda­
pest 1995, 19 ... 'if'c8 +) 18 b4 cxb4 -+. 

13 ... 'if'aS+ 14 �fl .!Dgxf2 
Black is winning, HiIbner-Kaspa­

rov, Hamburg (1) 1985. The game con­
cluded l S iixe6fxe6 16 .!Dxe6�d7 17 
.!Dh3 .!Dxh3 18  'if'xe4 l:!.e8 19 .!DcS+ 
'if'xcs 20'if'g4+ �c7 21 'if'xh3 JiLe7 22 
iixg7 l::1.hf8+ 23 iixf8 l::1.xf8+ 24 �el 
'if'f2+ 2S �dl 'if'd4+26Wc2'if'e4+ 27 
Wd2 iigs+ 28 �c3 'if'eS+ 0-1. 

Conclusion: This classic game is  a 
good illustration of Black's tactical 
methods of solving his opening prob­
lems. 

B22) 
7 e4 (D) 
Black also has many different tacti­

cal plans in this variation, and the most 
spectacular of them is the main line. 

7 ... ii..e7 
Or: 
a) 7 ... g6 8 b3 iig7 9 iib2 0-0 10 

JiLg2 as is also playable; for example, 
11 .!Dge2 a4 12 l::1.bl axb3 13 axb3 .!Dd7 
14 .!DbS JiLxb2 I S  'if'xb2 .!Db4 16 'if'c3 
.!Dc6 17 o-o.!Dcs 1 8 .!bf4.!DeS 19 .!Dxe6 
fxe6 20 b4 .!Da4 21 'if'b3 'if'e7 22 f4 is 
slightly better for White, Cebalo­
Smejkal, Zagreb 1985. 

b) 7 ... 'if'd7 !? has been tried: 8 b3 
.!Dxe4 9 .!Dxe4 dS 10 cxdS iib4 11 
.!Dc3 iixdS 12 f3 O-O-O? (12 ... 'if'e7+! 
13 iie2 0-0-0, with a winning attack, 
is the correct move-order) 13 iib2? 
(13 �f2!) 13 ... 'if'e7+ 14 iie2iixf3 1S 
.!Dxf3 l::1.xd2 16 �xd2 l::1.d8+ 0-1  Caru-
ana Font-Eslon, Javea 1992. 

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

c l )  8 ... a4!? 9 l:!.bl axb3 10 axb3 
.!Dxe4 1 1  .!Dxe4 dS 12 cxdS iib4 13 
.!Dc3 (13  dxe6 iixd2+ 14 iixd2 fxe6 
lh_lh Gheorghiu-McNab, Dubai OL 
1986) 13 ... JiLxdS 1 4 f3 'if'e7+ (14 . . .  0-0 
IS �f2 l::1.aS 16 iic4 �4 17 'if'xd4 
ii..cs 18 'if'xcS l::1.xcS 19 .!DxdS bS 20 
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�a3 bxc4 21  �xc5 'li'xd5 22 �xf8 
'ifd4+ 23 Wg2 112_112 Palatnik-Lputian, 
Irkutsk 1983) 15 �e2 'li'c5 1 6 �c41Id8 
17  iib2 h5 18  �e2+ Wf8 =+= Gasik­
Adamski, Warsaw 1991. 

c2) 8 ... �xe4 9 �xe4 d5 and here: 
e21) 10 �c3 d4 1 1  �b2 ( 1 1  �e4 

�b4 -+) l l ...dxc3 12 �xc3 'if'xd2+ 
13  'l£<xd2 �b4 14 �e2 0-0-0+ 15 Wc2 
�f5+ 16 Wb2 �xc3+ 17 �xc3 lId2+ 
18 Wa3 1Ixf2 =+= Ilic-Majeric, Zlatibor 
1989. 

e22) 10 cxd5 �xd5 and now: 
e22l) 1 1  iLg2? iLb4 12 �c3 iLxg2 

-+. 
c222) 11 'li'e3? iLb4+ 12 �c3+ 

'fie? -+. 
c223) 11 'ife2? iLb4+ 12 iLd2 'Vile? 

13 f3 ( 1 3  iLg2 iLxd2+ 14 Wxd2 0-0-0 
-+) 13 ... �d4 14 'li'd3 �xf3+! 15  
�xf3 iLxe4 16 'ii'e3 iLxf3 -+ Polak­
Jansa, Lazne Bohdanec 1997. 

c224) 11 f3!? iLb4 ( l l .. .iLxe4 12 
filxd8+ .u.xd8 13 fxe4 ±) 1 2 �c3 'ii'e7+ 
13  iLe2 0-0-0 with good compensa-
tion. 

We now return to the position after 
7 ... Ji..e7 (D): 

8 13 
Otherwise: 
a) 8 'if'e2!? is a suggested improve­

ment, to stop the tactics. 
b) 8 b3 runs into the thematic 

8 ... �xe4! 9 �xe4 d5 (D), when White 
has to try to survive: 

bl)  10 cxd5? Ji..xd5 I I  f3 Ji..b4 12 
�c3 'i'f6 13 Ji..b2 0-0-0 14 Ji..e2 ( 1 4  
0-0-0 Ji..xf3 - + )  14 . . .  Ji..xf3 I S  �xf3 
'u'xd2 16 'i£<xd2 'u'd8+ 17 'i£<c2 'li'g6+ 
18 Wei Ji..c5 19 �dl 'if'e4 20 'u'el 0-1 
Benko-Psakhis, Aruba 1992. 

b2) 10 �c3?d4 1 1  �ge2dxc3 12 
�xc3 'if'xd2+ 13  Ji..xd2 �d4 14 �b5 
�f3+ IS We2 0-0-0 16 Ji..f4 Ji..g4 17  
Ji..g2 �d4+ 18  Wfl  Ji..e2+ 19 'i£<gl 
�f3+ 20 Ji..xf3 Ji..xf3 is winning for 
Black, Iskusnykh-Belikov, Moscow 
1996. 

b3) 10 Ji..g2! is best, though Black 
is better after 10 ... Ji..b4 (10 ... dxe4?! I I  
Ji..xe4 =) I I  �c3 d4: 

b31) 12 �ge2dxc3 13 �xc3'if'xd2+ 
14 Ji..xd2 �e5! IS Ji..xb7 ( I S  O-O?! 

0-0-0 16 Ji..el?! �d3-+) 15 ... 'u'd8 with 
more than enough compensation. 
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b32) 12 �b2 'if'f6 13 .!Dge2 0-0-0 
14 'if'cl dxc3! IS �xc3 'ii'eS! 16 �xc6 
bxc6 17 ii.xb4 ( 17 'if'e3 'if'xe3 18 fxe3 
ii.xc3+ 19 0,xc3 lld3 20 .!Ddl llhd8 
-+) 17 ... ii.h3! + Franco-Romero, Leon 
1990. 

S ... <1:Jd7!? (D) 
8 ... 0-0 is a safe option; for example, 

9 b3 as 10 .!Dge2 a4 11 'u'bl axb3 12 
axb3 .!DeS (12 ... .!Dd7!? 13 �g2 fS is 
possible) 13 ii.g2 ii.h3 14 0-0 ii.xg2 
IS Wxg211e8 16 �b2�f8 17 llbdl c6 
18  'if'c2 'ii'c7 and White has only a 
minimal advantage. Bareev-Mokry, 
Tmava 1989. 

9 <1:Jd5 
White forgets to develop. 9 b3!? is 

possible. 
9 ••• 0-0 10 ii.g2 f5 11 exf5 
Or: 1 1  .!De2 fxe4 12 fxe4 .!DdeS +; 

1 1  f4 .!Dcs 12 exfS .i..xfS +; 1 1  ii.h3 
.!DceS 12 exfS ii.xfS 13 �xfS .l::I.xfS 
with an attack. 

11 ... .txf5 12 .!De3 �e6 13 f4 
The following opening of lines is 

quite effective. 
13 ... d5! 14 <1:Jxd5 'u'eS 15 <1:Jf3 
I S  .!De2 ii.g4 -+. 
15 ... .tc5 16Wn 
16 Wdl 0,[6 17 .!Dxf6+ 'if'xf6 18  

'ii'c2 ii.g4 19 ii.d2 .!Dd4 20 'ii'd3 'u'ad8 
-+. 

16 ... <1:Jb6! 
Black has a very strong attack. and 

won quickly in Psakhis-Gofshtein, 
Israel 1996: 17 .!DgS ii.fS! 18 b3 .!Db4 
19 ii.f3 .!D6xdS 20 �xdS+ .!DxdS 21  
'if'xdS+ 'if'xdS 22 cxdS ii.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 

1 d4 d62 c4 e5 3 <1:1c3 exd4 4 'i'xd4 
<1:1f6 (D) 

As Black missed his chance to win 
a tempo, 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 S JiLgS and S 
e4. 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 

A: 5 i.g5 
B: 5 e4 
C: 5 b3 
D: 5 g3 

62 
63 
64 
65 

S .!Df3 is a rather planless move, and 
Black easily secures good activity' 

a) After S ... g6 various transposi­
tions are possible, but note that 6 JiLgS 
JiLg7 7 'ii'e3+ is not dangerous: 7 ... 'I£<f8 
8 g3 h6 9 JiLxf6 JiLxf6 10 JiLg2 .!Dc6 1 1  
0-0 'l£<g7 1 2 lIadi lIe8 13  'ii'c l  JiLxc3 
14 'ii'xc3+ 'ii'f6 IS 'ii'xf6+ 'l£<xf6 16 
lId2 as = Aleksandrov-Belikov, Vos­
kresensk 1993 

b) S ... .!Dc66 'ii'd2 JiLe6 7 e4 (7 e3 is 
met by an active break in the centre 
7 ... dS! 8 .!DgS JiLb4 9 a3 JiLxc3 10 'ii'xc3 
0-0 11 Jte2 Jtg4 12 'ilf3 !le8 13 0-0 
.!DeS 14 .!DxeS JiLxe2 I S lIel .!De4 16 
'ii'c2 l1.xeS 17 'ii'xe2 dxc4 18 'ii'xc4 'ii'h4 
19 g3 'ii'f6 20 f 4 lIe7 + Uhlmann­
Klinger, Szirak 1985) 7 ... .!DeS 8 b3 (8 
.!DxeS dxeS 9'ii'c2 JiLcs +) 8 ... .!Dxf3+ 9 
gxf3 g6 10 JiLb2 JiLg7 11 JiLe2 0-0 12 
lIdl lIe8 13  .!DbS a6 14  �4 JiLd7 + 
In Hirzel-Markowski, Berne 1996 the 
end was very quick: IS 'ii'cl  'ii'e7 16 
JiLd3 JiLh3 17 .!De2 JiLg2 0-1 

A) 
5 i.g5 (D) 
The bishop gets to gS without delay, 

pinning the knight, and a later 'ii'd2 
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has more point, as it will no longer 
shut in the bishop on c l .  

5",iLe7 
5 ... liJc6 6 'if'd2 iLe6 7 e4 h6 8 iLe3 

liJe5 9 b3 liJeg4 10 iLd4 c5 11 iLxf6 
liJxf6 12 liJge2 g6 13 g3 iLg7 14 iLg2 
0-0 15 .l::!.dl ! a6 (15  . . .  liJe8!?) 16 'if'xd6 
'if'a5 17 'if'd2b5 (17  ... l:tfd8 18 liJd5 ±) 
18  liJd5 'ii'xd2+ 19 l:txd2 ± Lautier-

l:tfe8 12 0-0 a6 13 l:tfel l:tad8 14 b3 
'ii'c8 15 'if'cl = Gasthofer-Obodchuk, 
Pardubice 1993. 

9 iLd3 iLxd3 10 �xd3 ttJe5 
1O ... h6!? . 
11 ttJxe5 
11 'if'e2!?  
lL,dxe5 12 �f5 ttJe8 13 iLxe7 

�xe7 14 ttJd5 
14 0-0 liJd6 15 'if'd3 .l::!.fd8 = 
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 iLg5 and 'ii'd2 is not ex­
tremely dangerous, but there is no clear 
reason for Black to allow it. 

Romero, Pamplona 1992/3. B) 
6 e3 5 e4 (D) 
6 liJf3 liJc6 7 'if'd2 iLg4 disrupts 

White a little, though after 8 liJd4liJe5 
g e4 h6 1O iLe3 'ii'd7 1 1  f4 liJc6 12h3 
iLh5 1 3  liJf5 iLg6 14 g4 0-0-0 15 
0-0-0 h5 16 iLe2 White had nothing 
to complain about in Bosboom Lan­
chava-Kosteniuk, Elista worn OL 1998. 

6",0-0 
6 ... liJc6!? 7 'ii'd2 iLe6 8 liJf3 liJe5! 

is an alternative, as the central symme­
try that arises is welcome for Black: 9 
liJxe5 dxe5 10 'ii'c2 c6 11 iLe2 0-0 
lh_lh Hear-Davies, Tel-Aviv 1989. 

7 ttJf3 ttJc6 8 �d2 iLf5 
8 ... h6 9 iLh4 iLg4 (9 ... iLf5 10 iLe2 5",ttJc6 

liJe4 11 iLxe7 lh_l/� Grivas-Jansa, 5 ... g6!? 6 iLe3 iLg7 7 'ii'd20-0 8 f3 
Gausdal 1993) 10 iLe2 'if'd7 1 1  l:td I (this position can arise from a rare 
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sideline of the Samisch King's Indian) 12..ixb2 13 .Jtg5 f6 14 .Jth6.Jtxal 
8 ... ke6 9':dl �bd7 10 b3c6 1 1  �ge2 15 .Jtxf8 Wxf8 
'if'aS 12 �d4 l:!.ad8 13  ke2 �e5 14 The game is unclear, I .Sokolov-
0-0 c5 15 �c2 �e8 16 �a4 'if'xd2 17 Marin, DebrecenEcht 1992. 
kxd2 �c6, Douven-Miles, Wijk aan 
Zee 1989. Conclusion: 5 e4 leads to a sharp 

6 'fI'dl!? fight in the centre, but Black has sur-
White tries maintain a grip on the vived so far. 

centre and a slight space advantage. 
6 'if'd2 gives Black time to pursue C) 

his usual plans successfully. 6 ... ke7, 5 b3 (D) 
and now: 

a) 7 kd30-08 b3':e89�ge2aS l0 
kb2 kf8 11  f3  �b4! 12 'u'dl  �xd3+ 
1 3 'i'xd3�d7! 140-0�c5 15 'i'd4c6 
16 ka3 'i'e7 17 �4 'if'g5 18 �d3 a4! 
19 �xc5 dxc5 20 'if'd3 �h3 21 'if'e2 
kxg2 22 'i'xg2 'i'e3+ 23 'l£<hl 'i'xc3 + 
Pinheiro-Galego, Lisbon 1995. 

b) 7 �f3 0-0 8 ke2 l:!.e8 9 0-0 
�f8! 10  'ii'c2 kg4 11 �e3 �e5 12 
�xe5 dxe5 13 l:!.fdl 'i'c8 1 4 f3 ke6 15 
�d5 �d7 16 a3 as! = Zedek-Novak, 
Bratislava 1991. Black's idea is 17 b3 
c6 18 �b6 �xb6 19 �xb6 c5! +.  

6 ••• �e6 
6 ... g67 kd3 �g7 8 �ge2 0-0 9 kc2 

� gives White a stable pawn-centre. 
7llJf3 g6 
7 ... �e5 8 �d4 ±. 
8 h3 .Jtg7 9 .Jte3 0-0 10 .Jte2 llJd7 
10 . . .  �e5 1 1 �2 ;!:  
11 0-0 
11 .l:lc 1 �ce5 12 b3 �xf3+ 13 kxf3 

c6 is not a problem for Black. 
1l ... llJb6 12 llJd5! 
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. 

5 ... g6 
Black can also develop his kingside 

quickly, trying to use the exposed po­
sition of the white queen to his advan-
tage. 

6 .Jtb2 
6 �d5 �g7 7 kh6 has been tried 

once, leading to a short forced draw: 
7 ... kxh6 (7 ... 0-0!?) 8 �xf6+ 'l£<f8 9 
�d7+ 'iitg8 10 �f6+ 'l£<f8 11 �d7+ 
'l£<g8 12 �f6+ 112_112 Touzane-Bricard, 
French Ch (Auxerre) 1996. 

6 ... .Jtg7 7 g3 
After 7 �d5?! �bd7 8 'ii'e3+ 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 ... Wf8 9 lbc3 (9 lbf3?! 
lDxd5 10 �xg7+ wxg7 II cxd5 'i'f6 
12 ncl lbb6 + 13 'i'd2 �f5 14 'u'xc7 
l:!.ac8 IS .lIxc8 .u.xc8 gave Black an at­
tack in Grotnes-Jansa, Gausdal 1992) 
9 ... lbc5 10 lbf3?! �f5 II lbd4?!, 
Omstein-Ree, Budapest 1977, and now 
Black has the surprising and strong 
l l ...lbg4!. 

7 ... 0-08 i.g2 ne8 9 '*'d2 llJbd7 
This is the starting point for Black's 

positional plan, which consists of 
moves like . . .  lDc5, ... as, ... c6 and later 
either . . .  a4 or ... lbe4. 

lO llJh3 
10 lbf3 transposes to note 'd21' to 

Black's 2nd move in Line A of Chap­
ter l8. 

lO ... llJc5 11 0-0 
Or: 
a) II lbf4 as 12 lldl a4 13 b4 

lbcd7 14 lbcd5 lDxd5 IS lDxd5 lbe5 
16 lbe3 a3 17 Si.c3 lbg4 with counter­
play, Odessky-Tregubov, St Petersburg 
1996. 

b) II f3 d5 12 0-0-0 c6 13  cxdS 
cxdS 14 g4 �d7 IS e3 l::tc8 16 lbf2 �h6 
17 l:I.del 'i'e7 18 lbfdl d4 19 'i'xd4 
Si..g7 20 'l£<bl l::ted8 =+ Quinteros-Ree, 
Amsterdam 1973. 

11. . .a5 12 .l:1.adl a4 13 b4 liJce4 14 
liJxe4 liJxe4 15 "*,c2 i.xb2 16 'iVxb2 
a3! 

Black makes full use of his far­
advanced pawn. After 17 'i'b3 �xh3! 
18  Si..xh3 'i'f6 19 l::td3 'i'b2 20 .l:tel cS 
21 f3 'i'xb3 22 nxb3 lbd2 23 l::td3 

lbxc4 Black was winning in Wieden­
keller-Amason, Helsinki 1986. 

Conclusion: Black's general plans 
seem to work well if White just devel­
ops with normal moves. 

0) 
5 g3 g6 
S . . .  lbc6 is more precise, and will 

transpose to lines of Chapter 8. 
6 i.g2 
6 'i'e3+ Si..e6 7 lbh3 (Zaichik-Ehl­

vest, Komotini 1992) 7 ... Si..e7 8 Si..g2 
'i'c8 9 lbf4 Si..xc4 10 b3 gives White 
enough compensation according to 
Ehlvest. 

6 ... i.g77 "i'e3+! 
This move seems to give Black 

some problems, as his development is 
disrupted. 

7 ... 'I£<f8 
7 ... 'i'e7 8 'ii'xe7+ wxe7 leads to an 

endgame, but one where White main­
tains an edge: 9 b3 as 10 �b2 c6 I I  
lba4! Si..e6 1 2 lbf3lbbd7 1 3 lbd4 l::thc8 
14 0-0 ! Kasparov-Short, Barcelona 
1989. 

8 liJf3 liJbd7 9 0-0 h6 10 b3 'it'g8 
11 i.b2 Wh7 12 l:1.adl l::te8 13 "*,c1! 

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 
'i'e3+. 



1 0  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 dxe5, 3 B 

d5 and 3 e3 

The endgame arising after 3 dxe5 
dxe5 4 'if'xd8+ 'iitxd8 favours Black 
The fact that 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 .. . We?, .. .f6 and ... <2Ih6-
f7, ... as, ... <2Id7-c5 and . . .  .ii.e6. The 
black king is useful in the centre, as 
long as White doesn't have too many 
open lines against it 

V. Mikhavelski - Gulko 
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, and in 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 

Batumi Echt 1999 

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. 

w 

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 to some 
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. 

1 d4 d62  c4e5 (D) 
Now: 

A: 3 dxe5 67 
B: 3 d5 70 
C: 3 e3 74 

A) 
3 dxe5 dxe5 4 �xd8+ 
This queenless middlegame is not 

dangerous for Black, as his king will 
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be quite well placed on c7 and Black 
has the useful outpost d4 available be­
cause of White's early pawn advance 
c4. It 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 'tii'c20ffers White nothing special. 
Black can just develop: 4 ... .!Dc6 5 e3 g6 
(5 ... .!Db4!? led to some fun in Rajic­
Wockenfuss, Munich 1992: 6 'tii'c3 
.!Df6!? 7 a3 .!Dc6 8 .!Dd2 as 9 �d3 �.c5 
10 .!De2 0-0 1 1  .!Dg3 .!Dg4 12 h3 .!bxf2 
13 �xf2 f5 14 .!Dgfl f4 15 .!Df3 fxe3+ 
16 �xe3 .!Dd4 with a messy position) 
6 a3 �g7 7 .!Dc3 .!Df6 8 �d2 0-0 9 
0-0-0 (now Black is ready to take the 
initiative) 9 . . .  �f5 10 e4 .!Dd4 1 1  �d3 
�e6 12 �bl .!Dd7 13 h4 .!Db6 14 .!DdS 
c6 15 .!Dxb6 axb6 16 h5 b5 17 cxb5 
.!Dxb5 1 8 �g3�b6 19 �.xb5 �xb520 
.!Dh3 'u'fd8 21  �cl �c4 + Medina­
Bermejo Collado, Spanish Cht 1993. 

4 •.. �xd8 (D) 
s '1lf3 
Or: 
a) 5 f4?! aims to open the position, 

but leads to a chaotic pawn-formation 

for White after 5 ... �b4+ 6 .!Dc3 �xc3+ 
7 bxc3 �e6 8 fxe5 .!De7 9 .!Df3 h6 10 
e4( 10 .!Dd4!?) 10 .. .c 5 =+= Janakiev-Pop­
chev, Podgorica 1991. 

b) 5 g3 �e6 6 �g2 c6 7 b 3 .!Da6 8 
a3 .!Dc5 9.!Dd2a5! 10 �b2f6 1 1 .!Dgf3 
.!Dh6! 12 0-0 .!Df7 13 .!Del �c7 and 
Black has everything under control, 
Kliewe-Hennings, Neubrandenburg 
1998. 

c) 5 e4 c6 6 .!Df3 f6 7 �.e3 .!Da6 8 
.!Dc3 �c7 9 0-0-0�e6 10 �e2.!De7 1 1  
.!Dd2 .!Dg6 1 2  g3 �h3!? = is the basic 
queenless middlegame, with White's 
bishop on e3 performing no special 
role, Belokon-Agrest, Osterskars 1994. 

d) 5 .!Dc3 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 
.!Dd7 7 g3 c6 (7 ... �b4 8 �d2 c6 9 �h3 
�xh3 10 .!Dxh3 h6 1 1  f3 .!Dgf6 12 .!bf2 
�a3 13 'u'dl �c7 14 e3, Gheorghiu­
Miles, Ostend 1988, 14 ... ,U,he8 =) 8 
�h3 �xh3 9 .!Dxh3 and then: 

dl)  9 ... h6 1O �b2 .!Dgf6 1 1 f3 �c5 
12 .!Df2 lIe8 13  .!Dfe4 .!Dxe4 14 .!Dxe4 
�b4+ 15 �c3 �xc3+ 16 .!Dxc3 Wc7 
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17 0-0-0 <2Ics is a very drawish posi­
tion, and Black was even playing for 
win after 18 lId2 l:tad8 19 ':xd8 lIxd8 
20 l:tdl lIe8 21 'bc2fS22h4 as inMi­
chenka-Mokry, Czech Republic 1992. 

d2) 9 ... <2Igf6 10 f3 �b4 11 �d2 
'be7 is also a quiet position, in which 
White's idea 12 g4?! proved to be 
wrong after 12 ... <2IcS 13  gS <2Ifd7 14 
<2IdS+ cxdS IS �xb4 dxc4 16lIc 1 as! 
17  �xcS+ (17 �a3 bS 18  bxc4 b4 't) 
17 ... <2Ixcs 18 l:txc4 lIac8 19 'bd2 bS! 
20 lIc2 l:thd8+ 21 'be3 <2Ia6 22 l'thcl 
lIxc2 23 lIxc2 <21b4 24 l:tcs lIdS! 2S 
lIxdS <2IxdS+ 26 'bd2 b4 't in Meul­
ders-Seret, Lyons 1990. 

5 ... f6 6 <21c3 (D) 

6 .•. Jte6 
Black's plan consists of moves like 

.. .f6 and . . .  c6 to take control of the 
centre, ... �e6 and . . .  <2Id7 to develop, 
and . . .  'bc7 to place the king on a good 
square. 

6 ... <2Ia6 7 Jtd2 �e6 8 e3 <2Ics 9 0-0-0 
<2Ih6 allows White an active plan: 10  
l:tgl!  as  11  e4 <21f7 12 g4!  ( 12  �e3+ 
'bc8 13 g4 gS 14 h4 h6 IS �e2 a4 is 

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

7 03 
White opens a diagonal for the fl­

bishop, and at the same time takes 
control of the weakened d4-square, but 
this move allows Black the new plan 
... <2Ih6-n-d6, bnngingtheitrJight nicely 
to the centre. 

7 b3 c6 is also possible: 
a) 8 �b2 <2Id7 9 h3 (9 g3 'bc7 10 

Jtg2 <2Ih6 1 1  0-0 as 12 1hc I <2Ics 13 
<2Id2 Jte7 = Tisdall-Hodgson, Reykja­
vik 1989) 9 . . .  hS! 10 0-0-0 'bc7 1 1  e3 
h4 12 �e2 as 13 <2Id2 <2Ih6 14 <2Ide4 
<21f7 = Lehtivaara-Yrjohi, Finnish Cht 
2000. 

b) 8 l:tgl!  <2Id7 (8 ... hS!?) 9 g4 is 
one of the most critical tries. White's 
goal is to open lines on the kingside 
in order to get some activity against 
Black's king and centre. Black has tried 
many moves: 

hi) 9 ... <2Ie7 10 Jtb2 g6?! 11 <2Ie4 
<2Ig8 12 0-0-0 h6 13 <21h4 �f7 14 .u.g3 
'bc7 IS l:tgd3 l:td8 16 Jtg2 ± Rosch­
lau-Schinner, 2nd Bundesliga 19941S. 

b2) 9 ... Wc7 10 Jte3 Jta3!?, Mukic­
J acimovic, Kladovo 1991. 

b3) 9 ... �b4 10 �b2 as 11  gS a4 12 
0-0-0 axb3 13 axb3 <2Ie7 14 gxf6 gxf6 
IS <2Ie4lIf8 16 J:l.g3 <2IfS 17 l:th3 l:tf7 
18 l:thS We7 19 �h3 <2Id6 (Roschlau­
B recht, Germany 1997/8) and now 
White has the interesting possibility 
20 �xe6 Wxe6 21 <2IfgS+ fxgS 22 
<2IxgS+ 'be7 23 <2Ixf7 <2Ixf7 24 lIxh7 
;1;. 

b4) 9 . . .  aS lO �b2<21cS 1 1 gS a4 12 
gxf6 gxf6 13  <2Id2 a 3 14 �cl <2Ia6 I S  
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�de4 �b4 16 'u'bl .1i.f5 17 .1i.g2 and 
White has pressure, Pirttilahti-YrjoUi, 
Jyvaskyla 1994. 

We now return to 7 e3 (D): 

7 ... Qld7 8 .1i.e2 c6 9 0-0 �h6 10 
IIdl 

10 b3 Wc7 11 .1i.b2 is maybe more 
precise, as it is not clear which are the 
most useful squares for the rooks. 

10 ... �f7 11 b3 as 12 ii:.b2 Wc7 13 
'uac1 llJcS 

Black is a little better. He has made 
all the basic moves, and his position is 
very safe. It is difficult to see aplanfor 
White, but Black can start a queenside 
expansion without any risks. The fol­
lowing game is a model example: 14  
�d2 .1i.e7 15 �de4 �xe4 16 �xe4 a4 
17 �c3 axb3 18 axb3 �.a3 19 .1i.xa3 
.lIxa3 20.lIbl .l::1.d8 21 'u'xd8 �xd8 22 
'l£<fl .1i.f5 23 'u'b2 �e6 24 .1i.dl .l::1.a8 25 
.1i.c2 .1i.xc2 26 'u'xc2 �c5 27 b4 �d3 
28 b5 f5 29 We2 �c5 30 f3 'u'a3 3 1  
bxc6 bxc6 3 2  �dl .l:tal 3 3  'l£<d2 g5 34 
We2 e4 35 Wd2 h5 36 'l£<e2 exf3+ 37 
gxf3 g4 38 �f2 .l::1.g1 39 fxg4 fxg4 40 
.lId2 ,U,g2 41 'l£<fl 'uxh2 42 'u'd4 �e6 

43 �xg4 'u'hl+ 44 'l£<g2 'u'h4 45 'l£<g3 
,U,xg4+ 46 ,U,xg4 hxg4 47 �xg4 Wd6 
48 �f5 �c5 49 e4 �d7 50 'l£<f4 'l£<c5 
5 1  �f5 'l£<xc4 52 'l£<e6 �b6 53 Wd6 c5 
54 e5 Wd4 55 e6�d50-1 Aung Aung­
Krasenkow, Shanghai 2000. 

Conclusion: Black has no prob­
lems in this endgame. 

B) 
3 dS (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 .. .fS 
Or: 
a) 3 . . .  .1i.f5 !?  with the idea ... e4 is a 

different possibility: 4 �c3 e4 5 'if'b3 
(5 g3!?) 5 . . .  b6 6 e3 �d7 7 'if'a4 �.e7 8 
�ge2 .1i.f6 9 �g3?! .1i.xc3+ 10 bxc3 
.1i.g6 1 1  c5? �gf6 12 cxd6cxd6 13 .1i.b5 
0-0 14 .1i.xd7 'if'xd7 15 'if'xd7 �xd7 16 
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.i.a3 .!DeS 17 .i.xd6 .!Dd3+ 18 We2 
lIfd8 =1= Puuska-Ylijoki, Finnish Cht 
1996. 

b) 3 ... .i.e7 !? is anothertypical move, 
intending to exchange the bad bishop 
with . . .  .i.gS: 

bl) 4 .!Dc3 �gS and now: 
b l l )  S e3!? fS 6 g3 e4 7 f3 exf3?! 

(7 ... .!Df6!? is an improvement proposed 
by Mikhalevski) 8 .!Dxf3 �f6 9 .!De2! 
cS 10 dxc6 .!Dxc6 1 1  .!bf4 g6 12 .i.g2 
.!Dge7? 13 0-0 0-0 14 'l£<hl 'VIic7 I S  
lIbl a s  16 b 3  a 4  17 .i:.b2 ± Mikhal­
evski-Kantsler, Rishon Ie Zion 2000. 

b12) S e4 as 6 �xgS (6 g3 .i.xc l  7 
lIxcl .!De7 8 .i.g2 0-0 9 .!Df3 .!Da6 10 
0-0 .!Dcs 11 b3 h6 = Debnar-Novak, 
Slovakia 1997) 6 ... 'VIixgS 7 .!Df3 'VIie7 8 
cS!? .!Df6 9 cxd6 cxd6 10 .i.bS+ .i.d7 
11 .!Dd2 0-0 12 0-0 lIc8 13 'VIie2 .!Da6 
14 .!Dc4 lIcS IS  �xd7 .!Dxd7 16 a4 ! 
Mikhalevski-Fioramonti, Biel 1992. 

b2) 4 e4 �gS S .!Dd2 .!Dd7 (S ... c6 6 
g3 .!Df6 7 .!Dgf3 .i.h6 8 h4 0-0 9 .i.e2 
as 10 .!DgS .!Da6 1 1  g4 .!Dcs 12 f3 a4 
13 .!Dn .!De8 14 �e3 'VIiaS+ IS 'VIid2 
'VIixd2+ 16 Wxd2 f6 17 .!Dh3 .i.xe3+ 18 
.!Dxe3 .!Dc7 19 .!bf2 .i.d7 20 .!Dd3 .!Dxd3 
21 .i.xd3 cS = Milov-Hickl, Pula Z 
2000) 6 .!Dgf3 .i.h6 7 .i.d3 (7 b4 as 8 
bxaS lIxaS 9 .!Db3 .i.xc l !  10 .!DxaS 
�b2 =) 7 . . .  aS 8 0-0 .!Dgf6 9 b3 .!Dcs 10 
.i.c2 (Avrukh-Kantsler, Israel 2000) 
10 ... 0-0 1 1  a3 c6 12lIbl cxdS 13 cxdS 
(13  exdS e4 14 .!Dd4 e3 IS .!D2f3 .!Dce4 
=) 13 . . .  bS with equality. 

Wenow retum to 3 ... fS (D): 
4 e4!? 
Or: 
a) 4 e3?! is too passive, and stan­

dard play gives Black a good position; 

for example, 4 ... g6 S �e2 .i.g7 6 .!Dc3 
.!Dd7 7 .!bf3 .!Dh6!?  8 h4 0-0 9 'VIic2e4 
10 .!Dd4 .!DeS 11 .i.d2 cS 12 dxc6 bxc6 
=+ Plass-Popchev, Val Thorens 1990. 

b) 4 .!Dc3 is the older main line, but 
Black usually has very active centre 
pawns which secure him a good posi­
tion; for example, 4 ... .!Df6 (4 ... g6 S e4 
.i.h6!? 6 exfS .i.xfS 7 .i.xh6 .!Dxh6 8 
'VIid2 .!Df7 9 .!Dge2 .!Dd7 10 .!Dg3 0-0 1 1  
�d3 'VIif6 1 2  0-0 .!Dcs 13  .i.c2 as = 
1/2_1/2 Pogosian-Stojanovic, Rimavska 
Sobota 1992) and now: 

bl) S g3 .!Dbd7 6 �g2 as 7 'VIia4 
ii-e7 8 b4?! 0-0 9 a3 .!Db6 10 'VIib3 axb4 
1 1  'VIixb4 'VIie8 =+ Armas Wohlers-Mar­
kowski, Lyons 1995. 

b2) S 'VIic2 .i.e7 6 f3 0-0 7 �d2 
.!Da6 8 a3 c6 9 e4 fxe4 10 fxe4 cxdS 1 1  
cxdS .!Dg4 1 2  .!Dh3 .i.h4+ 1 3  g3 .!Dxh2 
140-0-0 .!Dxfl IS gxh4 .i.xh3 16 lIxh3 
lIf2 is much better for Black, Sleisz­
Borsos, Eger 1993. 

b3) S f4 e4 6 e3 g6 7 .!Dh3 .i.g7 8 
.!Df2 as 9 .i.e2 .!Dbd7 10 'VIic2 .!Dcs 1 1  
.i.d2 0-0 12 .!DbS c 6  13  .!Dd4 .i.d7 1 4  
0-0 Wh8 = Fayard-McNab, Hastings 
Challengers 1988/9. 
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b4) S e4 �xe4 6 �xe4 fxe4 7 �e2 
(7 h4 �d7 8 �gS �e7 9 'i'hS+ g6 10 
'i'h6�xgS 1 1 hxgS 'i'e7 12 �e2�cS 
13  �g3 as 14 ':'h4 �fS =+= Carneiro­
Pereira, Lisbon 1995) 7 ... �e7 8 �g3 
0-0 9 �xe4 �fS 10 �d3 �d7 1 1  �e3 
�xe4 12 �xe4 �gS is equal, and sim­
ilar to note 'c' to Black's 6th move. 

bS) S �gS �e7 6 �xf6 (6 'if'c2 
�xdS!; 6 g3 �xdS! ) 6  ... �xf67 e40-0 
8 �d3 g6 and here: 

bSl) 9 �ge2f4 1O f3 �a6 1 1  'i'd2 
�h4+ 1 2  g3 �gS 13 gxf4 .§Lxf4 14 
�xf4 'i'h4+ IS  'l£<e2 l:I.xf4 16 �agl 
�d7 17 �g3 l:I.af8 18  'i'e3 'i'hS 19 
�c2 J:!.xf3 -+ Tousif-McNab, Manila 
OL 1992. 

bS2) 9 �f3 �a6 10 J:!.et Wh8 1 1  
h4 f4 1 2J:!.h2c6 1 3  'l£<e2 �g4 1 4dxc6 
bxc6 IS 'i'a4 'i'b6 16'i'a3 .§Le7 17 Wei 
�cS 1 8  �c2 as =+ Petrovic-Medak, 
Djakovo 1994. 

bS3) 9 'i'c2 �gS 10 �f3 �h6 1 1  
a3 as 1 2  J:!.bl cS is unclear, Thorfinns­
son-Bern, Hafnarfjordur 1995. 

b6) S �f3 �e7 and now: 
b61) 6 .§LgS 0-0 7 e3 'l£<h8 8 �e2 

�a6 9 �xf6 (9 O-O? �xdS 10 �xdS 
�xgS =+ Grobovsek-Kodric, Portoroz 
1995) 9 . . .  �xf6 100-0 e4 gives Black a 
slight advantage. 

b62) 6 'i'c2 �a6 7 b4 0-0 8 a3 cS 9 
bS �c7 10 a4 e4 11 �gl �g4 1 2 h3 
�eS 13 e3 gS 14 �e2 'i'e8 IS as 'i'g6 
16 �d2 �d7 17 'i'bl lh_lh Ferking­
stad-F.Brunner, ZankagirisEch 1995. 

b63) 6 e4 �xe4 7 �xe4 fxe4 8 
�d2 �fS 9 'i'c2 �a6 10 �xe4 0-0 1 1  
�d3 �b4 12 'i'b3 �xd3+ 1 3  'i'xd3 
'i'e8 14 0-0 'i'g6 IS f3 hS = Auchen­
berg-Vorotnikov, Copenhagen 1990. 

We now return to 4 e4 (D): 

4 .. Jxe4 
Or: 
a) 4 ... �f6!? is playable: S exfS 

�xfS 6 �c3 (6 �d3 �xd3 7 'i'xd3 
�e7 8 �c3 0-0 9 f3 �fd7 10 �e3 
�h4+ 1 1  g3 �gS 12 �e4 �xe3 13  
'i'xe3 �a6 14 �e2�dcS l S  0-0 �xe4 
16 fxe4 'if'd7 '" Sanz Navarro-Moran 
Rodriguez, Zaragoza 1998) 6 . . .  �bd7 7 
�ge2 �g6 (7 ... 'i'e7 !?, with the point 
8 �g3 .§Lg6 9 �d3 e4, is playable) 8 
�g3 c6 (8 ... e4 9 �e2 as 10 h4 h6 1 1  
�hS �cS I 2 �f4 �f7 1 3 �e3 lbfd7 
14 �hS 'i'f6 1S �xf7+ 'i'xf7 16 'i'c2 
'i'fS 17 0-0-0 0-0-0 18 �bS ± Kelece­
vic - Schmidt-Schaffer, Berne 1996) 9 
�d3 .§Lf7 10 0-0 �e7 11 �ge4 cxdS 
12 cxdS �xe4 13  �xe4 0-0 14 �e3 
�gS IS 'i'c2 :t Mikhalevski-Van der 
Wiel, Leeuwarden 1995. 

b) 4 ... f4!? S g3 and now: 
bl) S .. .fxg3 6 hxg3 g6 7 �c3 �g7 

8 �e2�f6 9 �e3 �d7 10 g4 'i'c8 1 1  
f3 ± Norevall-Ekstrom, Gotland 1997. 

b2) S ... lbf6 might be possible, with 
the point 6 �c3 (6 gxf4 �xe4) 6 . . .  gS 7 
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h4 (7 �e2�g7)7 . .  .fxg3 8 hxgS gxf2+ 
9 '1£<xf2 �g4+. 

5 llJc3 llJf6 
S ... .:iUs 6 �ge2 �g6 7 �g3 �4 8 

�gxe4 ± is a basic tactical trick. 
6 llJge2 (D) 
6 �gS �bd7 (6 ... �fS!?  7 g4�g6 8 

�g2 h69�h4 �bd7 1O�xe4�e7 1 1  
�xf6 �xf6 12 �g3 0.d7 13 �e4 �xe4 
14 �xe4 0-0 IS �e2 �6 16 �2g3 
�xe4 17 �xe4I:f4 18 'ite2'itd7 19 h3 
I:af8 20 0-0 nf3 gives Black coun­
terplay, Kelecevic-Espig, Schellenberg 
1991) 7 �ge2 (7 �xe4�e7 8 �xf6!?) 
7 ... �e7 8 �g3 allows Black a tactical 
trick with 8 ... �xdS 9 �xdS �xgS 10 
�xe4 �e7 4= Soln-Tratar, Slovenian 
Cht (Bled) 1999. 

6 ... �f5!? 
Or: 
a) 6 . . .  �bd7 7 �g3 �cS 8 �gS (8 

�e3 b6 9 �e2 as 10 0-0 g6 1 1  �xcS 
bxcS 12 �gxe4 �h6 13 �f6+ 'itxf6 
14 �bS 'ite7 IS �g4 0-0 16 a4 �fS is 
slightly better for Black, Gerber-Okh­
otnik, Prague 1988) 8 . . .  �e7 9 �xf6 
�xf6 1O �cxe4 �xe4 1 1  �xe4 0-0 12 

�d3 � Mikhalevski-Finkel, Beersheba 
1996. 

b) 6 ... g6 7 �g3 �fS 8 �gS �bd7 
9 �gxe4 �e7 10 �xf6 �xf6 11 �d3 
0-0 12 0-0 �hS 13  g3 'itd7 14 �e2 
�g7 IS g4 �xe4 16 �xe4 I:f4 17 f3 
gives White a slight advantage, Kele­
cevic-Mohr, Switzerland 1996. 

c) 6 ... �e7 is a safe continuation, 
if Black just aims to draw: 7 �g3 0-0 
8 �gxe4 �fS 9 �d3 �bd7 10 �e3 
�xe4 1 1  �xe4 �gS 12 'ithS �f6 13 
'itxgS �xe4 = Alburt-Miles, USA Ch 
(Cambridge Springs) 1988. 

7 llJg3 �g6 8 .i.g5 .i.e7 
8 . . .  �bd7?! is not correct: 
a) 9 �cxe4 �e7 10 �xf6 �xf6 

(10 ... gxf6 1 1  'itf3 �; White controls 
the fS-square) 11 �d3 0-0 12 0-0 �h4 
13 �e2 'ite7 (13  ... �f6 14 �2c3 �xe4 
IS �xe4 �) 14 'itc2 nf7 IS �2c3 (1S  
�4c3 �xd3 1 6 'itxd3 �cS 1 7 'itc2 e4 
't) I S  ... .l:!.af8 16b4 � Avrukh-Bologan, 
Biel 1999. 

b) 9 �gxe4�xe4 1O�xe4 �e7 1 1  
�xf6 �xf6 1 2  �e2 0-0 1 3  �g4 �cS 
14 �xcS dxcS IS 0-0 ± Rapoport­
Vigus, Witley 1998. White's bishop 
is clearly more active than its black 
counterpart. 

9 h4 
9 �xf6 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 �gxe4 fS 11 �g3 �d7 12 
�e2 (12 �hS 0-0 13  �e2 �6 14 
�xf6+ �xf6 is slightly better for 
Black, Muller-Albrecht, Crailsheim 
1995) 12 ... �gS 13 �hS �f6 14 0-0 
0-0 IS �xg6 hxg6 16 �ge2 �h6 17  
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f4 'tife7 18 'tifd3 llae8 19 'tifg3 Wf7 +" 
Kolev-Ennenkov, Bankia 1992. 

b) 10 h4!? 'if'd7 (10 ... h6 1 1  �fS!?  
fights for the light squares; 10  . . .  hS  1 1  
Ji.e2! attacks the weakened hS-pawn; 
1O ... e3 1 1  fxe3 fS 12 hS Ji.h4 13 hxg6 
Ji.xg3+ 14 Wd2 ±) 11 f3! ( 1 1  hS Ji.f7 
12 f3 llg8! +) and now: 

bl)  1 1  ... exf3!? and then: 
b11) 12 gxf3fS 1 3 hS kf7 1 4 �d3 

(14 kh3 Ji.h4 +) 14 ... e4 IS fxe4 f4 16 
�fS �f6 is unclear. 

b12) 12 'tifxf3 hS 13 kd3 �xd3 14 
'tifxd3 'tifg4 IS QYS 'tifxg2 16 0-0-0 
with enough compensation. 

b2) 1 1 ...fS 12 hS kf7 13 fxe4 ( 1 3  
'tifb3!?) 13  . .  .fxe4 1 4  �gxe4 ! Mikhal­
evski-Milos, Cappellela Grande 2000. 

9 ... h5 10 .i.xf6 
10 'tifc2 �a6 1 1  �cxe4 �e4 12 

�xe4 �cS 13 �xe7 'tifxe7 14 Ji.d3 
�xd3+ IS 'tifxd3 0-0-0 16 f3 lldf8 = 
Dive-Rogers, Wellington 1988. 

10 ... .Jtxf6 11 .i.e2 e3 12ii.xh5 erl2+ 
13 Wfl �xh5 14 lLlxh5 lLld7 15 lLle4 
119,7 

+ Danner-YrjoHi, Batumi Echt 
1999. 

Conclusion: 3 dS 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) 
3 e3 (D) 

a) 3 . . .  �d7 aims for an Old Indian­
type position, with a very stable struc­
ture for Black: 

al) 4 �f3 g6 S �c3 kg7 6 �e2 
�e7 7 0-0 0-0 8 b3 h6 9 Ji.b2 fS 10 
dxeS dxeS 11 'tifc2 �c6 12 �dS e4 13 
�d4�xd4 14 kxd4�xd4 1S exd4 c6 
16 �f4 'tife8 17 dS �f6 18 dxc6 bxc6 
19 g3 gS 20 �g2 f4! gave Black an 
attack in Alonso-Vescovi, Sao Paulo 
1999. 

a2) 4 f4 g6 S fxeS dxeS 6 �f3 �g7 
7 �c3 �gf6 8 Ji.e2 0-0 9 0-0 'tife7 10 
b4 c6 11 bS �g4 is a complicated po­
sition, Bach-Berg, Hamburg 1996. 

a3) 4 �c3 �gf6 S �f3 (S �d3 g6 
6 �ge2 �g7 7 0-0 0-0 8 f4 lIe8 9 
�g3, Paasikangas-Lehto, Finnish Cht 
1996, might be possible for White, in­
tending 10 fS !?) S ... c6 6 �e2 �e7 7 
0-0 0-0 8 lIbl is a basic position from 
the Old Indian Defence, where Black 
has no problems. 

b) 3 ... �c6 4 �c3 (4 dS �ce7 is a 
3 ... f5!? Modem-type position, where White's 
This aggressive move is closest to e3 might be close to a loss of tempo; 

the spirit of the book, but there are also for example, S �c3 fS 6 kd3 �f6 7 
many safe moves. �c2 g6 8 QY3 kh6 9 b4 0-0 10 �b3 
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as 1 1  bxa5 .l::!.xa5 12 a4 'li<h8, Paasi­
kangas-Lindqvist, Finnish Cht 1996, 
and White's position looks a bitodd, but 
maybe it is possible to continue with 
nonnal plans like 13 .1i.a3 b6 14 .1i.b4 
.l::!.a8 15 as) 4 ... g6 5 0Jf3 .1i.g7 6 .1i.e2 
tbh6 is a line of the Modem Defence. 

4 llJc3 
Here too White can get an end­

game, but the most he can hope for is 
slight pressure. 4 dxe5 dxe5 5 �xd8+ 
'li<xd8 6 tbf3 tbc6 7 tbc3 h6 8 .1i.d2 e4 
9 tbd4 tbe5 (9 ... tbxd4!?) 10 0-0-0 c6 1 1  
.1i.e2 'li<c7 1 2  f4 tbf7 1 3  g4 g6 1 4  lIhgl 
t Akchelov-Shukan, Alushta 1997. 

4 ... llJf6 (D) 
4 ... c6!? 5 dxe5 dxe5 6 �xd8+ 'li<xd8 

leads to a new version of this queen­
less middlegame, but Black is again 
OK: 7 b3 tbh6 8 .1i.b2 .1i.e6 9 tbf3 tbf7 
10 0-0-0+ tbd7 1 1  h4 'li<c7 12 g3 .l::!.e8 
13 .1i.h3 tbc5 14 'li<bl .1i.c8 15 b4 e4, 
Psaras-Makropoulos, Serres 1990. 

b) 5 dxe5 dxe5 6 �xd8+ 'li<xd8, 
and now: 

b I) 7 .1i.d2 and then: 
b l l )  7 ... c6 8 tbf3 tbbd7 9 0-0-0 

'li<e7 (9 ... 'Ii<c7 !?) 10 .1i.e2 g6 1 1  tbel as 
12 f3 .1i.g7 13 e4 f4 14 tbd3 b6 15 g3 
g5 16 gxf4 gxf4 17 J::I.hgl .l::!.g8 18 .1i.fl 
.1i.a6 19 b3 .1i.h8 20 .1i.h3 t Nedelj­
kovic-Puc, Belgrade 1952. 

b12) 7 ... .1i.e6 8 tbf3 tbbd7 9 0-0-0 
c6 10 tba4 'li<c7 11 .1i.e2 tbe4 12 .l::!.hfl 
.1i.e7 13tbc3 tbxd2 14 .l::!.xd2g5+ Pina 
Sierra-Antipova, Litohoro 1999 . 

b2) 7 b3 c6 8 il..b2 .1i.e6 (8 ... 'Ii<c7 9 
0-0-0 tbbd7 10 .ii.d3 e4!? 11 .1i.c2 as 
12 tbh3 .1i.d6 13 tbe2 .l::!.e8 14 tbef4 
tbe5 15 .l::!.d2 .1i.b4 16 .l::!.d4 h6 17 .l::!.hd I 
.1i.d7 18 a3 .1i.c5 19 .l::!.4d2 .l::!.ad8 20 tbgl 
g5 =+ Miles-Larsen, Las Palmas 1977) 
9 tbf3 tbbd7 10 .1i.e2.1i.d6 1 1  0-0 'li<e7 
12 J:.fdl .l::!.hd8 13 h3 h6 14 tba4 Ill_Ill 

Illescas-Magem, Barcelona 1990. 
b3) 7 tbf3 tbc6 8 .1i.d2 .1i.e6 90-0-0 

'li<e8 10 h3 a6 (1O ... e4!?) 11 e4 tbxe4 
12 tbxe4 fxe4 13 tbg5 .1i.f5 14 g4 .1i.g6 
15 .1i.g2 J::I.d8 16 .1i.e3 .l::!.xdl + 17 .l::!.xdl 
tbb4 and Black seems to be fine, Rub­
instein-Samisch, Baden-Baden 1925. 

S ... g6 6 .Jtg2 .Jtg7 7 llJge2 0-0 8 0-0 
,. 

Because White has no pressure 
against e5, Black has a free hand to de­
velop, more in the style of the English 
Opening. 

9 b4 .Jte6 10 dS .Jtf7 11 .l:tbl iVd7 
12 a4 e4 13 as cxdS 14 cxdS llJa6 

=+ Paasikangas-Makropoulou, Ma-
S g3 nila worn OL 1992. 
Or: 
a) 5 tbf3 e4 6 tbd2 is an important Conclusion: 3 e3 is too passive to 

transposition to Line B of Chapter 6. give Black any real problems. 



1 1  The Hodgson Variation 
(2 ttJf3 itg4): Introduction 

The variation 1 d4 d6 2 tbf3 �g4 (D) 
was played in 1938 by Rudolf Spiel­
mann and used in the 1960s by Stein 
and Kavalek among others 

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
ment of the line are worth mentioning 

The line 3 c4 tbd7 brings to mind 
the Torre Attack ( 1  d4 tbf6 2 tbf3 and 
3 �g5). Here too the idea is to develop 

the queenside first so that the queen's 
bishop doesn't remain blocked behind 
the pawn-chain. The system is also 
reminiscent of some Old Indian lines 
where Black brings the bishop out at 
an early stage. However, in the Old In­
dian Black has played . . .  tbf6, which is 
notour only option here 

Black can also opt for very uncom­
promising play with theearlyexchange 
3 ... �xf3, which has some similarity 
with certain 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 ... tbf6 4 tbc3 

The statistics (see table) 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 tbf6 4 tbc3 e6 
the aggressive main line 5 h3 �h5 6 
g4 �g6 7 'if'e2 c6 8 h4 has scored well, 
while with the more routine alterna­
tives like 5 .i..e2 or 4 �d3 White usu­
ally doesn't get anything at all 
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Variation Games W's score W's ratine: W's Performance 

� 969 58% 2426 2474 -

3 ,4 734 1+--
5
-
""---- 2406 2443 -- --

3 <3 203 45% 2355 2338 - - --I-
3 .!bbd2 185 43% 2345 2325 

3 .3 177 52% 2361 2393 



1 2  3 c4 4:Jd7 

After 1 d4 d6 2.!bf3 .i..g4 3 c4, 3 ... .!bd7 The table below gives the statistics 
(D) has been more popular than the for White's most important moves 
immediate exchange, 3 ... .i..xf3 

However, some of the main practi­
tioners, such as Hodgson, tend to play 

.i..xf3 after certain choices by White 
Especially after the move 4 g3 there is 
no better reply than 4 . . .  .i..xf3, which is 
considered in Line B of Chapter 13 

Variation Games W's score 

4 .!bc3 179 53% 
- -

�3 126 61% 

4 ,4 1 1 3  54% 

� �� 54 54% 
"-� ----

4 d5 35 64% 

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 
to try to interfere with Black's general 
plans) is basically good. 4 'ii'b3 has 
also done well, and was White's most 
popular choice in the mid-J990s. Af­
ter 4 ... nb8, White can continueS 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 

,5 
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 ... .i..xf3 !? 5 'ii'xf3 g6 seeks to exploit 

W's ratine: W's Performance 

2432 2457 
-

2429 ------"-� 
2445 2475 

- -------

2417 2451 
---- - ---

2460 2520 

f-

f-

f-
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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 .!bc3 
e5 (4 . . .  �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 seem tofitin 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 tUc3. 

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. 

In this position, which arises after 4 
'ii'b3 'u'b8 5 h3 �xf3 6 'ii'xf3 g6 7 tUc3 
�g7 8 e3, the first reaction at top level 
was 8 ... e5 but after Naumkin got very 
good play on the light squares against 
Hodgson (Cappelle la Grande 1992) 
with 9 d5 f5 10 e4 .!be7 11 g4!, the 
move 8 . . .  c5! became accepted. After 
the obvious 9 d5 the controversial 
question is whether Black should play 
9 ... �xc3+!? ·Sometimes this 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 ... .!bgf6, ... 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, 
get pressure on the b-file or manage to 
eliminate all Black's chances. 

2) Black develops in a natural way 
with ... e5 and ... �e7. After that, 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 'if'xf3 �g5, which 
looks positionally nice. Often Black 
has to do much more work to get rid of 
the passive dark-squared bishop. In 
Line D I 2  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 B l )  5 �e2 il.e7 6 tbc3 il.xf3 7 
il.xf3 and now instead of the logical 
7 ... il.g5, which leads to trouble here, 
Black has 7 ... exd4!? 8 'if'xd4 il.f6 9 
'ifd2 0.e7 10 0-00-0 11 b3 tbc6 (D). 

Now it is obvious that in spite of 
White's slight space advantage Black 
has managed to stifle White's bishop-

w 

doesn't have anything better than 17 
!DdS !DxdS ( l7 ... �xb2!?) 1 8  exdS 
�xb2 19 lIxb2 'if'f6 with a comfort­
able position for Black, lackelen­
Hickl, Bundesliga 1992/3. This exam­
ple shows another important idea: it is 
not always necessary to develop rou­
tinely with ... tbf6 and ... �e7. Often 
the knight finds better options via e7. 
The counterplay with ... as-a4 is also 
an important weapon to remember, as 
in many lines throughout the book. 

3) Black exchanges on f3 and tries 
to stifle White's bishop-pair. Those po­
sition-types are introduced in the next 
chapter but there are some instances in 
this chapter in Line D2. 

1 d4 d6 2 ttJf3 .:itg4 3 c4 ttJd7 
Now: 

A: 4 d5 80 
B: 4 e4 83 
C: 4 'if'b3 89 

pair and even gets some counterplay D: 4 ttJc3 95 
with the plan ... !Dcs and ... as-a4: 12 
�b2!DcS I 3 �d l  aS l4J:!,bl a4 1SlIei A) 
axb3 16 axb3 !Db4 and now White 4 d5 (D) 
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This move is often part of White's 
plans in this line, but here it doesn't 
stop Black playing ... eS. 

4 ... e5 
Or: 
a) After 4 ... g6 S lbd4 lbdf6 the 

black knights look a bit clumsy, but in 
Kaunas-Fridman, Riga Z 1995 Black 
managed to equalize after 6 g3 il.g7 7 
il.g2 �c8 8 lbc3 (8 h3!?) 8 ... il.h3 9 
�a4+ il.d7 10 �aS cS 11 dxc6 bxc6 
12 0-0 lbh6 13 e4 lbhg4 14 lbf3 il.e6 
IS eS lbxeS 16 lbxeS dxeS 17 �xeS 
il.xc4 18 nel 0-0 19 �cS il.dS. 

b) Hodgson has played the inter­
esting alternative 4 ... aS!? a couple of 
times: 

bl) S lbc3g66lbd4lbcS 7 f3il.d7 
8 e4 eS 9 dxe6 fxe6 10 il.e3 �h6 11 
il.f2 eS 1 2 lbdbS lbf6 1 3  lbdS lbxdS 
14 cxdS 0-0 I s lbc3 a4 16 il.e2 �gS 
with counterplay, Baburin-Hodgson, 
Biel 1992. 

b2) S lbd4 lbcs (the knight likes to 
be here) 6 lbc3 g6 7 g3 il.g7 8 il.g2 
lbf6 9 il.e3 �c8!? 10 h3 il.d7 11 g4 
0-0 12 �c2 c6 (12 ... eS!? looks better) 
13 ndl eS 14 dxe6 �xe6 IS lbxe6 

�xe6 16 b3 ! Bates-Hodgson, British 
League (4NCL) 1997/8. 

c) 4 ... il.xf3!? S exf3 g6 is a viable 
alternative: 6 �d3 (6 lbc3 should be 
compared with the note to White's Sth 
move in Line C ofChapter 13) 6 ... �g7 
7 0-0 lbgf6 8 nel 0-0 9 lbc3 lbcs 
(9 ... c6 10 il.fl lbcs 11 �e3 lbfd7 12 
�d2 as 13  h4! gave White a kingside 
attack in I.Sokolov-Van der Wiel, 
Dutch Ch (Rotterdam) 1998) 10 �c2 
as 11 f4 e6! 12 �f3 lbfd7 13 �d2 
lbb6 14 b3 exdS IS cxdS fS 16 nadl 
�d7 17 �d3 112_1/2 Baburin-AI.Pan­
chenko, Germany 1992/3. 

5 dxe6 
S lbc3 �e7 6 e4 transposes to note 

'b3' to White's Sth move in Line B I .  
5 ... .:itxe6 
S .. .fxe6!? leads to a more difficult 

position-type; for example, 6 lbd4 
(Wojtkiewicz considers 6 g3! to be 
better) 6 ... �e7 7 h3 (7 lbc3 lbgf6 8 f3 
il.hS 9 h4 il.f7 10 g4 g6 is unclear, 
Edzgveradze-Jaracz. Mlada Boleslav 
1994) 7 ... il.hS 8 lbc3 c6 9 g4 �f7 10 
il.g2 �d8 1 1 lbe4?! h6 12gSdS I3 g6 
dxe4 14 gxf7+ 'l£<xf7 IS �xe4 lbgf6 
16 �c2 lbeS =+ Radzievicz-Minasian, 
Cappelle la Grande 1999. 

6 e4 (D) 
6 ... il.g4 
It seems exchanging the bishop is a 

good idea in this type of position where 
Black has less space. Otherwise: 

a) Black tends to drift into a pas­
siveposition after 6 ... lbcS?! 7 lbc3 lbf6 
8 �c2 g6 (8 ... aS 9 lL'rl4 ;1;; 8 . . .  il.e7 9 
lbd4 0-0 10 il.e2 c6 11 0-0 as 12 il.e3 
�c7 13 nac l Itad8 14 h3 �c8 IS a3 
g6 16 b4 axb4 17 axb4 lbe6 1 8 lbb3 ! 
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Shabalov-Sokolovs, CappeUe la Grande 
1995) 9 �e2 ii..g7 10 0-0 0-0 11 tbd4 
�d7 12l:l.dl ne8 13 f3 tbh5 14 ii..fl c6 
15 'i'f2 'i'e7 1 6 g4 tbf6 17 ii..f4 b6 18 
b4 tbb7 19b5 ± Wojtkiewicz-Adams, 
New York Open 1995. 

b) After the alternative move-order 
6 . . .  tbgf6 7 tbc3 �g4 White has tried 8 
�e3 (8 �e2 transposes to the main 
line) 8 . . .  g6 9 'i'b3!? 'i'c8 10 tbd4 ii..g7 
1 1  f3 tbc5 12 'i'c2 ii..d7 with equality, 
Radziewicz-Werner, Tallinn girls Ech 
1997. 

7 .Jte2 lbgf6 8 lbc3 g6 
Black was suffering in a passive po­

sition after 8 ... ii..xf3?! 9 �xf3 c6 10 
0-0 ii..e7 11 ii..e2 0-0 12 Jte3 ne8 13 
f3 as 14 'l£<hl Jtf8 15  'i'd2 'i'c7 16 
IUdl tbc5 17 nabl ne6 18  b3 ;!:: in  
D.Gurevich-Bezold, Bermuda 1998. 

9 0-0 (D) 
Or: 
a) The most natural line is 9 h3 

ii..xf3 10 ii..xf3 �g7 11 0-0 0-0 12 nel 
.l:!.e8 13  ii..d2 (13 �g5 transposes to the 
main line) 13 ... c6 14 'i'c2 a6 15 nadl 
b5 16 Jtf4 tbe5 17 �e2 'i'b8 18  a3 
.l:!.a7 = Schmidt-Jansa, 2nd Bundesliga 

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

b) 9 tbd4 Jtxe2 10 'i'xe2 Jtg7 1 1  
Jte3 0-0 12 0-0 c6 1 3  'i'd2 112_112 Wojt­
kiewicz-Benjamin, Philadelphia 1995. 
Here Black could soon play ... d5 (for 
example, 13  .. J:te8 14 f3 tbe5 15 b3 
d5), or opt for ... a6 followed by ... b5. 

9 ... �g7 10 .JtgS 
After 10 �e3 0-0 11 tbd4 ( 1 1  h3) 

1 l . . .�xe2 12 'i'xe2 ne8 13 f3 Black 
can obtain good chances with a plan 
familiar from the King's Indian: 13  ... c6 
14 nadl a6 15 'i'd2 tbe5 16 b3 b5 =+ 
Mozetic-Damljanovic, Belgrade 1993. 

10 .. .0-0 11 ne1 :e8 12 h3 .Jtxf3 13 
�xf3 h6 14 �e3lbh7! 

14 ... tbe5?! 15 �e2 tbfd7 16 'i'd2 
'l£<h7 17  f4was very good for White in 
Lalic-Fernando, Dos Hermanas 1998. 

15 g3 lbeS 16 �e2 'lifd7 17 f4lbc6 
18 �g4 'lifd8 19 �f3 gS! 

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

20 �12 Wh8 21 Wh1 gxf4 22 gxf4 
'lifffi 23 lbe2?! lbgS! 24 �h4 'life6 



3 c4 lbd7 83 

+ Christiansen-Benjamin, USA Ch 
(Parsippany) 1996. 

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

B) 
4 e4 (D) 

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

Now: 
81: 4 ... e5 83 
82: 4 ... .ii.xf3!? 87 

B1)  
4 ... e55 .Jte2 
This is the most natural move but 

White has two primary alternatives: 
a) S .ii.e3 .ii.e7 (our suggestion is 

S ... exd4!?  6 .ii.xd4liJe7 7 .ii.e2liJc6 =) 
6liJc3 Ji.xf3 7 'itxf3 .ii.gS 8 g3 Ji.xe3 9 
'itxe3 liJe7 10 dS 0-0 1 1  0-0-0 fS 12 f3 
as 13 .ii.h3 f4 14 gxf4? (White should 

not give Black the eS-square; 14 'ii'f2! 
liJcS �) 14 ... exf4 IS 'if'e2liJg6 16 Si.e6+ 
Wh8 17 h4liJcS 18 hS liJeS is unclear, 
Zilberman-Agrest, USSR Cht (Azov) 
1991. 

b) Closing the centre immediately 
with S dS is an important line but prob­
ably not so dangerous for Black: 

bI) The appealing S .. .fS?! is a bit 
risky: 6 .1i.e2 liJcs (6 .. .fxe4 7 liJgS) 7 
liJgS?! (Gershon gives 7 exfS e4 8 
lL'rl4 liJd3+ 9 �fl .1i.xe2+, when 10 
'itxe2! looks very strong) 7 . . .  .1i.e7! 8 
.ii.xg4 .1i.xgS 9 .ii.xgS 'if'xgS 10 exfS 
liJf6 11 .ii.h3 'ii'h4 12 O-O! (12 'itc2 
liJfe4 13 0-0 liJgS +) 12 ... 'itxc4 13 liJc3 
0-0 14 g3 1If7 with a complicated po­
sition, Gershon-Azmaiparashvili, Saint 
Vincent Ech 2000. 

b2) S ... liJgf6 6 liJc3 liJcS 7 'ii'e2 (or 
7 h3 .1i.hS 8 'ite2) 7 ... aS 8 h3 Si.hS 
(8 ... .ii.d7 is possible) 9 g3 .1i.e7 10 .1i.g2 
c6 1 1  0-0 and then: 

b2I) 1 1 ...0-0 12 g4! .1i.g6 13 liJh4 
.1i.xe4 14 liJxe4 liJfxe4 IS dxc6! bxc6 
16 liJfS dS 17 'u'dl lIe8 18  .1i.e3 gave 
White more than sufficient compensa­
tion inLukacs-Hodgson,Lisbon 1988. 

b22) 1 1 ...cxdS! is more accurate, 
as Hodgson later showed: 12 cxdS 0-0 
13 lIel a4 14 'itfl 'ii'aS?! ( 14  ... liJfd7 
=) IS .1i.d2'ita6 16 liJh41Ifc8 17 liJfS � 
Illescas-Hodgson, Wijk aan Zee 1993. 

b3) S ... .1i.e7 (the most logical) 6 
liJc3 .1i.xf3! 7 'ii'xf3 .ii.gS (D). 

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

b31) 8 .ii.d3 liJh6!? (8 . . .  .1i.xcl 9 
lIxcl liJe7 brings the knight to a more 
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of activity in d' Amore-Albano, Peru­
gia 1991. 

w We now retum to S ke2 (D): 

natural square) 9 0-0 0-0 10 'i'h3 kxcl 
11 lIaxcl as 12 lba4 'ite7 13  ruel 

'l£<h8 14 nc3 b6 IS kc2lbcs 16 lbxcs 
bxcS 17 Ita3 Itfb8 18 'itc3 Itb4 19 
ka4 ± Lobron-Hickl, Nussloch 1996. 

b32) 8 'ilfg3 kxcl 9 Itxcl g6 10 
ke2 lbgf6 11  0-0 0-0 12 f4 exf4 13 
llxf4 c6 14 b3 'ii'e7 = brought White 
nothing in Douven-Lalic, Groningen 
1991. 

b33) 8 g3 kxcl 9 'u'xcl lbe7 10 
�h3 as = 11  0-0 0-0 12 'ite3 lbg6 13  
nc2 b6 14 f3 fie7 I S  'u'cf2, Sorokin­
Torre, Elista OL 1998. White has 
more space but there are no weak­
nesses in Black's camp. 

b34) 8 �xgS fixgS and now: 
b341) 9 lbbS fi d8 seems to achieve 

nothing for White. 
b342) The peaceful 9 g3 fie7 10 

kg2 lbgf6 11  0-0 c 6 12 nacl 0-0 13  
�h3 as 14 fie2 lbcs is level, Jacke­
len-Maiwald, Bundesliga 19941S. 

b343) 9 cS!? lbxcs 10 �bS+ ri;e7 
( l 0  ... ri;f8!?  11 b4 lba6) 11 b4 a6 12 
bxcS axbS 13 lbxbS lbf6 14 0-0 dxcS 
(14 ... Ithc8!? is unclear) Is lbxc7 Itac8 
16 lbbS ! was a very interesting piece 

5 ... �e7 
For some reason the following sys­

tem has not been repeated even though 
it doesn't look very illogical: S . . .  kxf3 
6 kxf3 exd4 7 fixd4 lbe7 8 ke3 lbc6 
9 fid2 g6 IO lbc3 kg7 11 0-0 0-0 12 
ke2lbcS 13 f3 lbe6 14 nacl 'l£<h8 (it 
is hard to say if this is useful; at this 
point the position looks quite level) IS  
kd3 lbcd4 16 f4 fS 17  exfS gxfS 18 
fif2 'ii'f6 ;!:: WI.Schmidt-Yrjoi<i, Thes­
saloniki OL 1988. 

6 lbc3 
6 lbgl !?  is an interesting idea of 

Gleizerov's. 6 ... kxe2 7 lbxe2 lbgf6 
(7 ... exd4 8 lbxd4 kf6 9 lbc3 lbe7 10 
0-0, Tjomsland-Salmensuu, Rimavska 
Sobota 1996, 10 ... 0-0 1 1  ke3 ne8 ap­
pears pretty solid) 8 lbbc3 0-0 9 0-0 
Ite8 10 lbg3 �f8 1 1  �e3 c6 12 dS g6 
13 f3 hS 14 fid2lbh7 IS dxc6 bxc6 16 

b4 lbb6 17  fid3 gave White a tiny 
space advantage in Gleizerov-Vezzosi, 
Saint Vincent 2001. 
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6 ... Jl.xf3 
6 ... !bgf6 7 0-0 0-0 8 .1i.e3 ;t: leads to 

a well-known Old Indian line where 
White is a move ahead compared with 
the note to White's 8th move in Line 
012. 

7 .1i.xf3 (D) 

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 attractive for Black than the main 
line, but further tests are needed. 

8 .Jtxg5 
Less ambitious is 8 0-0 .ii.xcl 9 

l:txcl !bgf6 (9 ... !be7 !?): 
a) 10 dS 0-0 11 b4 'ViIe7 ( l 1...aS!? 

=) 12 'ViId2 g6 13  a3 l:tfc8 14 l:tfdl 
Wg7 IS 'ViId3 hS 16 l:td2 !be8 17 .1i.dl 
!bb6 18 .1i.b3 !bf6 19 !bdl !bbd7 20 
l:tdc2 cS 21 dxc6 bxc6 22 l:td2 112_1/2 
Ionov-Belikov, Orel I992. 

b) lOg30-0 1 1 .1i.g2l:te8 12'Vi1d2c6 
13  l:tcdl a6 14 dS lIc8 IS  b3 cxdS 16 
!bxdS !bxdS 17 cxdS as 112_112 Vukic­
Mokry, Graz 1991. 

c)  10  'ViId2 0-0 11  .1i.e2 l:te8 12 dS 
!bcs 13 'ViIe3 as 14 b3 c6! IS lIb I 'ViIb6 

7 .•• .Jtg5 16 a3 lIec8 17 lIfcl !bcd7! = Vyzh-
After Hickl's interesting continua- manavin-Miles, Beijing 1991. 

tion 7 . . .  exd4!? 8 'ViIxd4 .1i.f6 there is no 8 ... 'iWxg5 9 0-0 (D) 
evidence that White really gets any­
thing concrete, in spite of his bishop­
pair: 

a) 9 'ViIe3 !be7 10 !bdS !bxdS 1 1  
cxdS ( 1 1  exdS+!?) 1 1 ...0-0 12 0-0 as 
13 l:tbl l:te8 14 g3 c6 IS dxc6 bxc6 16 
'ViIa3 'ViIc7 17  .1i.f4 .1i.eS = Ruzele-Hickl, 
Berlin 1997. 

b) 9 'ViId2 !be7 10 0-0 0-0 11 b3 
!bc6 (I l ...!bcs 12 .1i.b2aS 13 lIfel lIe8 
14 .1i.e2 !bc6 IS  f3 .1i.gS !? 16  f4 .1i.f6 
17 .1i.dl a4 1 8 l:tbl axb3 19 axb3!bb4 
=+= Rey-Hodgson, San Francisco 1998) 
12 .1i.b2 !bcs 13 .1i.dl as 14 lIbl a4 IS 
l:tel axb3 16 axb3 !bb4 17 !bdS !bxdS 
(17  ... .1i.xb2!?) 18 exdS .1i.xb2 19 lIxb2 
'ViIf6 = lackelen-Hickl, Bundesliga 

White has more space and better de­
velopment. Practice has shown Black 
cannot completely equalize. 
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9" ,�d8 
Or: 
a) Black has suffered even more in 

the line 9 ... c6?! 10 dS! cS 11 'i'b3 
.'Db6 12a4 'i'e7 13 as .'Dc8 14 a6 .i::l.b8: 

al) IS 'i'bS+!? 'I£<f8 (1S  .. ."tifd7? 16 
'i'xd7+'I£<xd7 17 kg4+ 'l£<d8 18 kxc8 
'l£<xc8 19 .'DbS +-) 16 axb7 llxb7 17 
'i'c6 ± .  

a2) IS kg4 .'Db6 16 axb711xb7 1 7  
llxa7! .'bf6 (17  . . .  ,Uxa7 18  'i'xb6 'i'c7 
19 'itxc7 lIxc7 20 .'DbS ne7 21 lIal!  
+-) 18  'i'bS+ Wf8 19 lIxb7 'i'xb7 
(J Horvath-Ruck, Budapest 1995) 20 
b4! +- Ribli. 

b) 9 ... .'Dh6 10 b4! 0-0 11 dxeS .'DxeS 
12 ke2 .'Deg4 13 'itdS 'i'f6 14 'i'd2 ! 
as?! IS .'DdS 'i'd8 16 bxaS %ta7 17 
nabl c6 18  .'Db6 ± Stohl-Miles, Ma-
nila IZ 1990. 

10 dxe5! 
10 .tI.c 1 transposes to the note to 

White's 8th move. 
10 ... dxe5 
Kranmik's suggestion 1O ... .'DxeS 1 1  

ke2.'De7 1 2 f4 ! doesn'tlook veryat­
tractive for Black either. Where are the 
counterchances? 

11 '*'b3 'i'b8 
1 1  ... 'i'c8 is about the same: 12 kg4! 

(12 'u'adl .'Dgf6 13  'i'a3 c6 14 lId2 
'i'c7 IS lIfdl .'Df8 16 'i'a4 .'D8d7 17  
'i'a3 .'Df8 1/2_1/2 Piket-Adams, Gronin­
gen 1990) 12 ... .'Dgf6 13 kxd7+ (13  
kfS! ?) 13. . .  .'Dxd7 14 'i'a3 c6 1S lIadl 
'i'c7 16 lId6 0-0 17 lIfdl .'bf6 1 8 'i'cS 
'i'b6 19 'i'xb6 axb6 20 f3 and White 
is much better, Khuzman-Dunnington, 
Cannes 1992. 

12 'i'a3c6 (D) 
13 kg4! 

An important move. Less convinc­
ing is 13 lIadl .'Dgf6 14 lId2 .'Df8 with 
counterplay. 

13 ... i1lgf6 
After 13 ... .'Ddf6 14 kh3 .'De7 IS  

lIadl 'i'c7 16 lId6 (another idea i s 16  
'i'cS!?, threatening both 17  .'DbS and 
17 .'DdS) 16 ... 0-0 17 �fdl ± White 
dominates the d-file. 

14 Ji.h3 
Black's position is not quite as diffi­

cult after 14 .ii.xd7+?! .'Dxd7 IS lIadl 
'i'c7 ! but 14 .ii.fS !?  should not be 
worse than the text-move. 

14 .. ,,*,d8 
14 ... 'i'c7 IS  lIadl .'Df8 16 'i'cS! 

'i'e7 17  lId6 ± offers Black no relief. 
15 :tad 1 ,*,e7 16lId6 .'Df8 
In the variation 16 ... 0-0 17 lIxd7 

'i'xa3 18  bxa3 .'Dxd7 19 .ii.xd7 �fd8 
20 lId I ± White gains material and af­
ter 16 ... .'Db6 17 cS! .'Dc4 18 'i'b4 .'Dxd6 
19 cxd6 as (19 ... 'i'd8 20 d7+! .'Dxd7 
21 lIdl +-) 20 'i'a3!?  (20 'i'cs .'Dd7 
21 .ii.xd7+ 'i'xd7 22 .'Da4! with good 
compensation) 2O ... 'i'f8 21 lIdl ± 
White has superb compensation, and 
should probably win. 
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17 �c5 �8d7 
17 . . .  �g6? Is 1hc6 +-. 
18 'if'a3 �f8 19 IUdl ttJg6 20 g3 
White makes the g6-knight an un-

happy piece and secures a big plus. In 
Kramnik-Mokry, Bundesliga 1994/5, 
White realized his advantage convinc­
ingly: 20 ... 0-0 21 c5 lUeS 22 b4 as!? 
23 b5! cxb5 24 �xb5! (there is no 
need to allow counterplay by 24 �d5 
�xd5 25 exd5 e4!) 24 ... �xe4 25 'if'e3 
�f6 26 lIb6 lIedS?! (after 26 ... e4 27 
�d6 lIebS 2S kg2!? �e5 29 kxe4 
�xe4 30 'if'xe4 ± White dominates the 
board) 27 �d6�eS 2S 'if'b3! +- lIa7?! 
29 �cS lIxcs 30 kxcs 'if'xc5 31 'u'dS 
'if'e7 32 'u'd7 1-0. 

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

B2) 
4 ... kxf3!? (D) 

w 

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

5 �xf3 
5 gxf3 e5 6 �c3 is untested but 

maybe not as stupid as it looks. 
5 ... g6 6 ttJc3 
Or: 
a) 6 'if'dl kg7 7 �c3 c5 S ke3 

transposes to the note to White's Sth 
move. 

b) 6 'if'b3 can hardly be any good 
if White has no time to take on b7: 
6 ... kg7 7 ke3 �h6!? S h3 (S 'i'xb7 
�g4 looks risky for White) S .. .f5 9 
�c3 0-0 10 g3 c5 11 d5 fxe4 12 g4 
'i'a5 13 kg2 kd4 14 0-0 kxe3 15  
fxe3 'i'a6 16 kxe4 �f7 17 'i'c2�de5 
IS  b3 �g5 19 kg2 'if'a5 = Kozul­
Adams, Pula Echt 1997. 

6 ... kg77 'i'dl 
Or 7 ke3c5. 
7 ... c5! (D) 

8 d5 
This should be critical since White 

This is a slightly surprising and can hardly hope for anything with S 
comparatively new idea. Black wants ke3 'i'b6 (S ... cxd4 9 kxd4 kxd4 10 
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'ii'xd4 .!bgf6 = is an even simpler route 
to equality) 9 .!ba4 (9 .!bdS 'ii'aS+ 10 
kd2 'ii'd8 =) 9 ... 'ii'aS+ 10 kd2 'tii'a6 
I I  dS .!bgf6 12 .!bc3 0-0 13 ke2 e6 14 
0-0 exdS IS exdS (IS  cxdS is met by 
IS ... c4) IS ... nae8 16 'tii'c2 lIe? 17 J:Uel 
.l:lfe8 18 kfl .!beS = Khuzman-Benja­
min, Erevan OL 1996. 

8 ••• .i.xc3+! 
Without this idea there is not much 

point in Black's play. After 8 ... .!bgf6 
Black would most likely drift into a 
position without a plan. 

9 bxc3 .!bgf6 
9 ... 'tii'aS 10 'tii'c2 .!bgf6 II 'u'bl!  � 

isn't entirely comfortable for Black. 
11 ... 0-0-0 12 ke2 'l£<b8 (another plan 

typical for these positions is 12 ... .!bb6 
intending ... 'ii'a4) 13 0-0 h6 14 f4'1£<a8 
IS  ke3lIhg8 16 eS! (otherwise Black 
would play ... gS and be fine) 16 ... dxeS 
17 fxeS .!bxeS 18 'u'bS'tii'a6 19 'u'xcS?! 
(19 kxcs ±) 19 ... .!beg4 20 kd4 eS 21 
dxe6 'tii'xe6 with a complicated posi­
tion, Bareev-Gulko, Cannes 2001 .  

10 f3 
After 10 'tii'c2!?, 1O ... 'tii'aS transposes 

to the previous note. Time will tell if 
there is anything better. 

10 ••• 'tii'aS 11 'iWb3 
I I  'ii'c2!?is still the alternative. 
11 ••• 0-0-0 ( D) 
12 .i.e2 
This is a complex position where 

White can also try: 
a) 12 'l£<f2 !? h6 13 h4 and it is not 

easy to achieve . . .  gS. 
b) 12 kd2 (intending 0-0-0) is pos­

sible, but it should not worry Black. 
c) 12 .l:tbl 'tii'c? 13 kd3 lIdg8 14 f4 

(14 h4!?) 14 ... h6 IS 0-0 g5 = and now 

16 eS?! dxeS 17 fxeS .!bxeS 18 d6? 
exd6 doesn't work for White. 

12 ••• .l:tdg8! 
Now Black will achieve the ... gS 

advance, ensuring him a fair share of 
the play. 

13 'u'bl �c7 14 .i.e3 
14 h4 .!bhS! IS 'l£<f2 fS gives Black 

good play. 
14 ••• �b815 �c2 
Threatening f4. 
IS ••• g5 16 0-0 .l:tg6 17 .l:lb2 �a8 18 

.l:lfbl nb8! 
This is better than the weakening 

1 8  . . .  b6 19 kdl, when White can con­
tinue with 'tii'e2 and ka4-c6. 

Following the text-move (18  ... nb8), 
Black is a little better. Topalov-Adams, 
Dortmund 1996 continued: 19 Whl hS 
20 'tii'd2? (better is 20 l:.bS with a more 
unclear position) 20 . . .  g4 21 'ii'c2 gxf3 
22 gxf3 .!beS 23 f4 'ii'c8! 24 kfl? 
(equally losing is 24 fxeS? 'ii'h3 2S lIgi 
125 .i.fl 'tii'xe3) 2S ... lIbg8 26 lIbbl 

'tii'xe327 lIxg6 lIxg6 28 exf6 'tii'f2 -+ 
but White should play 24 fS .l:lg? 25 
kh6 'u'g8 26kf4 .!bed? +) 24 ... .!bxc4! 
-+ 25 kxc4 'tii'h3 26 .l:lfl 'tii'xe3 27 
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'if'd3 'if'xe4+ 28 'if'xe4 �xe4 and Black 

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 seems that in these complicated 
positions White has somewhat better 
chances. Still, more tests are needed. 

G) 
4 'i'b3 lIb8 (D) 

w 

Now: 
Cl: 5 g3 
C2: 5 h3 

89 
92 

White also has the following less 
popular possibilities: 

a) S �c3 is a serious move (and has 
something in common with 4 �c3): 

al) S ... a6!? 6 e4 iLxf3 7 gxf3 e6 
(7 ... eS!? deserves attention) 8 iLe3 cS 
9 dxcS �xcS 10 'if'c2 �f6 l l lIgl 'if'aS 
12 0-0-0 g6 13 Wbl iLe7 14 'if'd2 is 
slightly better for White, Epishin-Bez­
old, Bad Wiessee 1997. 

a2) S .. g6 (very logical if Black 
doesn't have to worry about the posi­
tion of the g4-bishop) 6 iLgS !? (6 �d2 
eS) 6 ... iLg7 7 e3 iLxf3 8 gxf3 c6 9 
iLe2 'i'aS 10 f4 �gf6 (lO ... cS!?) 1 1  
0-0-0 cS 1 2  dxcS �xcS 1 3  'ii'bS+ 'if'xbS 
14 �xbS �fe4 IS iLh4 a6 16 �d4 
Wd7 = Ortiz-Torre, Manila 1997. 

a3) After S ... iLxf3 6 exf3 g67iLe3 
iLg7 8 lIdi Blackcan hardly be happy 
with 8 ... e6?! 9 dS, so he has continued 
8 . . .  c6 9 iLe2 �gf6 10 0-0 0-0 1 1  f4 a6 
12 dS 'i'aS 13 fS (13  dxc6! bxc6 14 
'i'c2 is slightly better for White ac­
cording to Benjamin, though it would 
be very hard to prove any meaningful 
plus) 13 ... �cS 14 'if'c2 cxdS IS cxdS 
lIfc8 16 'if'bl �a4 17 �xa4 'if'xa4 
with an equal position, Miles-Benja­
min, Horgen 1994. 

b) Less natural is S iLe3 c6: 
bl)  6 �c3 �gf6 (here is an un­

usual way to lose: 6 . . .  bS?! 7 cxbS cxbS 
8 �gS! iLhS 9 g4 iLg6 10 h4 h6?? 1 1  
h S  1-0 Matveeva-Guseinov, Russia 
Cup 1999) 7 �d2'i'aS 8 dS (8f3 iLe6 
9 iLf2 bS is unclear) 8 . . .  eS (8 ... �b6!?) 
9 f3 iLfS l O iLf2e4 1 1  g4 iLg6 1 2 gS 
�hS 13  iLh3 (Bareev-Adams, Biel 
1991) and now 13 ... �eS! is unclear 
according to B areev. 

b2) 6 �bd2 'i'aS! 7 h3 iLxf3 8 exf3 
�gf6 9 iLe2 e6 = 10 0-0 iLe7 l l lIfdl 
0-0 12 lIacl 'i'c7 13 �e4?! dS 14 
.!bxf6+ �xf6 IS cS �S and now Black 
has a slight advantage, M.Gurevich­
Seul, Bonn 1996. 

Gl) 
5 g3 (D) 
5 ... g6 
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7 cxbS a6 8 a4 axbS 9 axbS �gf6 10 
�c3 g6 11  kg2 ( 1 1  h3!? kxf3 12 

B exf3) I I  ... kg7 12 0-0 0-0 13 �d2 �b6 

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

a) S . . .  eS?! 6 kg2 and then: 
al) 6 ... kxf3 7 'ii'xf3 �gf6 (7 ... exd4 

8 'ii'e4+ ke7 9 'ii'xd4 ±) 8 e3 dS? 
(8 ... e4 9 'ii'dl c6 10 �c3 dS 11 cxdS 
cxdS 12 'ii'a4 a6 13  f3 ! Dokhoian) 9 
cxdS kb4+ 10 �c3 e4 ( l 0  ... exd4 1 1  
exd4 0-0 1 2  0-0 �b6 1 3  kgS ± )  1 1  
'ii'e2 0-0 (Dokhoian-Hodgson, Wijk 
aan Zee 1989) 12 0-0 ± intending to 
meet 12 . . .  kxc3 with 13 bxc3 �xdS 
14 kxe4 �xc3 IS kxh7+. 

a2) 6 ... �gf6 7 ke3 exd4 8 �xd4 
cS 9 �f3 a6 10 a4 bS 11 axbS axbS 12 
cxbS ke7 13  �c3 0-0 14 0-0 �b6 IS  
lIfdl ke6 16 'ii'c2 �bdS 17 kgS �xc3 
18 bxc3 J:l.xbS !: Ruzele-Kveinys, 
Bonn 1996. 

b) S ... �gf6 6 kg2 c6 7 ke3 eS 8 
�c3 'ii'aS 9 0-0 ke7 10 a3 (alterna­
tively, 10 �fdl ! Salov-Adams, Ma­
nilaIZ 1990) 1O .. .'lIt'a6 1 1  'ii'a2 0-0 12 
b4 �fc8 13 .u.fcl ! Antunes-Urday, 
Matanzas Capablanca mem 1994. 

c) An interesting Benko-style con­
tinuation is S ... cS!? 6 dS bS!? (6 ... g6) 

14 h3 kd7 IS �db I !?  ( IS  �c4 �xc4 
16 'ii'xc4 �e8 with good compensa­
tion) IS ... �e8 16 e4 �c7 17 �a3 'ii'c8 
18 Wh2 'ii'b7 19f4�c8 20eS kxbS = 
A.Maric-Cherniaev, Biel 1994. 

6 kg2 
Some sources recommend 6 �bd2 

but Black gets similar counterplay as 
I in the main line after 6 ... cS! .  White 

then has three options: 
a) Black activates his pieces after 7 

dxcS?! �xcS 8 'ii'c3 �6 9 b4 kg7! 
10 'ii'a3 �ce4 (1O ... �cd7!? is unclear) 
1 1  kb2 kxf3! 12 �xf3 0-0 13 kg2 
'ii'c7 ( 1 3  ... aS!? 14 bxaS �a8 offers 
Black a slight advantage) 14 lIcl  kh6 
(14 ... aS !?) IS e3 �g4 16 h3!? ( 16 0-0 
�exf2 17 �xf2? kxe3 +) 16 ... �gxf2 
(16 ... �xf2 17 hxg4 �xhl 18 'ii'c3 
followed by kxhl ±) 17 0-0 as 18  
lIxf2 axb4 19 'ii'd3!  (19 'ii'b3? �cS! 
20 'ii'xb4 kxe3 +) 19 ... �xf2 20 'l£<xf2 
with a very complicated position, Lau­
tier-Adams, Manila IZ 1990. 

b) 7 e3 'ii'aS !?(7 ... kg7 8 h3kxf39 
�xf3 transposes to 'c2') 8 kg2 kxf3 
9 kxf3 kg7 10 'ii'd3 �gf6 11 0-0 0-0 
12 kg2 bS! 13 b3 bxc4 14 �xc4 'ii'bS 

= was quite comfortable for Black in 
H.Olafsson-Kosten, Hastings 199011. 

c)  7 h3!? kxf3 8 �xf3 kg7 (the 
alternative 8 . . .  cxd4!? 9 �xd4 kg7 is 
also worth considering) and now: 

c l) After 9 dxcS�xcS lO'ii'a3bS!? 
( lO  . . .  aS) 11  cxbS lIxbS Black once 
again becomes active. 

c2) 9 e3 allows two promising op-
tions: 
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c2l) 9 ... a6!? 10 kg2 (another ap­
proach for White is 10 a4 �gf6 1 1  
ke2) 1O ... �gf6 1 1  0-0 0-0 12 'ifc2 'fic? 
13 b3 lIfc8 14 'fie2 bS IS cxbS axbS 
16 kb2 c4 17 lIfcl dS =+ Bruckner­
Bezold, Bundesliga 1989190. 

c22) 9 ... �gf6 10 ke2!?  (here the 
bishop protects c4 and stops ... bS) 
10 ... 0-0 1 1  0-OeS l 2 lIdl  'fie? 13kfl 
a6 14 a4 lIfe8 IS  kd2 �e4 16 kel 
exd4 17  exd4 hS 18  kg2 h4 19 g4 
'fif620 'fic2, 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 ... kg7 (D) 

7 �bd2 
Or: 
a) ? ke3 cS 8 �bd2 is unconvinc­

ing: 8 ... �h6! 9 dxcS �xcS 10 kxcs 
dxcS 11 0-0 ( 1 1  'ifa4+ kd? 12 'fixa? 
b6 with good compensation) 11 ... 0-0 
12 �e4?! 'fiaS 13 lIfdl bS and Black 
is much better, Scarella-Bezold, Bue­
nos Aires 1992. 

b) Interesting though not the most 
natural is ? dS!? c6 8 �c3 �gf6 (those 
who like action can try 8 ... �cS!? 9 
'fia3 bS with complications) 9 ke3 
'fiaS 10 �d4 cS!? (those who don't 
like action should play 1O ... �cS 1 1  
'fic2 cxdS 1 2 cxdS kd? =) 1 1  �c2 a6 
12 kd2 bS 13 cxbS axbS 14 f3 (14  

h3!?)  14 . . .  b4 IS �dl kfS 16 e4 �eS! 
17 exfS c4 18 'fie3 �xdS 19 'fie2 
�d3+ 20 'l£<fl �xb2 21 �xb2 kxb2 
22 lIel 0-0 23 'fixc4 lIfc8 24 'fid3 
'fixa2 with good compensation, Pfle­
ger-Jansa, 2nd Bundesliga 19941S. 

7 ... c5 8 e3 
Again, 8 dxcS �xcS offers Black 

quite active piece-play. 9 'fia3 kd?! 
(the '!' was given by Lautier and Polu­
gaevsky though 9 ... aS! looks logical 
too) 10 �b3 �a4 11 �bd4 'fib6! (this 
is better than allowing compensation 
after 1 1 . ..'fiaS+?! 12 b4! 'fic? 13 0-0 
'fixc4 14 ke3) 12 e3 �f6 13 0-0 0-0 
14 b3 �cS IS lIdl as 16 kd2 na8 17  
kel  nfc8 18 lIabl eS !  19�e2 kfS 20 
lIal a4! (20 ... �d3? 21 �h4! �) 21 b4 
�ce4 22 nac 1 ke6 + and c4 was 
weak in Anie-Hodgson, Metz 1994. 

8 ... '1lgf6 (D) 
9 0-0 
9 a4 0-0 10 0-0 e6 ( l O  ... 'fiaS I 1 h3 

kxf3 12 �xf3 �e4 13 'fid3 fS 14 
�d2 �f6 IS  dS a6 16 lIa3 � Razu­
vaev-Jansa, Prague 1992) 11 h3 kxf3 
12 �xf3 dS 13 ndl dxc4 14 'fixc4 
lIc8 IS 'fibS 'fic? = Polak-Jansa, 010-
mouc 1995. 

9 ... 0-0 
Ribli likes this move more than the 

Benko-style possibility 9 . . .  bS!? 10 
cxbS a6 1 1  �gS? ( 1 1  a4!? 0-0 gives 
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w 

Black compensation) 1 1 ...0-0 12 f3 
.u.xbS! 13 'tii'd3 cxd4! + 14 .!Dxf7 'u'xf7 
IS fxg4 dxe3 16 �xe3 .!Dxg4 17 'tii'a7 

.!DcS! 18 nxf7 kd4+ 19 Whl Wxf7, 
Blatny-Jansa, Munster 1992. 

10 h3 kxf3 11 .!Dxf3 �c7 
White's queenside is weak, and this 

compensates for the bishop-pair. 
12 kd2 .!De4 
12 ... a6 13 a4.!be4 14 llfdl .!Dxd2 IS 

'u'xd2 nfc8 16 kfl 'tii'aS was level in 
Chetverik-De Santis, Budapest 1999. 

13 kel l:.fc8 14 �d3 .!Def6 15 b3 
a6 16 l:.c1 b5 17 kd2 b4 18 l:.fdl as 

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 roughly level. 

Conclusion: Black gets sufficient 
counterplay, with the key move being 
... cS. This line should also be OK in a 

practical sense because the side with 
an active position tends to score well. 

e2l 
5 h3 (D) 

5 ... "-xf3 
Better than S ... khS?! 6 g4! (White 

also has good play after 6 .1i.f4 !?  kxf3 
7 'tii'xf3 eS 8 dxeS dxeS 9 kd2 .!Dgf6 
10 .!Dc3 kcs 11 g41 h6 12 h4! intend­
ing gS and kh3, Miles-Kavnatsky, 
Los Angeles 1988) 6 ... kg6, and then: 

a) 7kf4hS!? 8 gS eS! 9 �e3f61O 
.!Dh4 .!De7?! ( l o  ... kf7! is unclear) 1 1  
.!Dxg6 .!Dxg6 1 2  .1i.h2 fS 1 3  .!Dc3 c6 14 
,U,gl 'tii'e7 1S 0-0-0 is slightlybetterfor 
White, Scherbakov-Khomeriki, Mlada 
Boleslav 1994. 

b) 7 kg2eS 8 ke3! c 6 9 0-0 a6 10 
.!Dc3 'tii'c7 11 nadl ! .!Dgf6?! (after the 
superior move 1 1 . . .ke7 the exchange 
sacrifice 12 dxeS dxeS 13 J:f.xd7 !?  
'tii'xd7 14 .!DxeS gives White good com­
pensation) 12 .!Dh4 ke7 13 f 4 exf 4 14 
kxf4 0-0 IS e4 ± Ivanov-Vorotnikov, 
USSR 1991. 

6 'tii'xf3 
Now White has problems with his 

clumsy queen. 
6 ... g6 (D) 
Or: 
a) 6 . . .  eS doesn't look very logical 

in view of 7 e3 !. 



3 c4 Cfjd7 93 

b) 6 . .  cS 7 dxcS �xcS should be 
playable. White has tried the some­
what risky 8 b4!?�d7 9 iLb2 �gf6 1O 
�d2 g6 1 1  �e4 'if'b6 (after l l ...iLg7! 
White might suffer due to his poor de­
velopment) 12 �xf6+ �xf6 13 iLxf6 
exf6 and now 14 a3 ;t is better than 
14 J:!.bl dS!, Schwalfenberg-Sokolovs, 
2nd Bundesliga 1995/6. 

w 

7 ll:lc3 
Or: 
a) The rather inactive 7 e3 iLg7 8 

�dl allows Black to equalize easily 
with 8 ... cS (or 8 ... eS 9 iLe2 exd4 10 
exd4 dS!?  11  0-0 dxc4 12 iLxc4 �e7 = 
Zitnik-Vaulin, Zadar 2000) 9 dxcS (9 
dS) 9 ... �xcS 10 iLe2 �6 11 �c3 0-0 
12 0-0 a6 13 �c2�d7 14 iLd2 (l4 b4 
�ce4 IS  iLb2 tt:Jxc3 16 'if'xc3 1Ifc8 =) 
14 ... J:!.fc8 1S b4 �e6 16 �b3 �gS! 17 
J:!.adl bS 18  cxbS axbS 19iLel �fe4 = 
Timoshchenko-Iansa, Czech Republic 
1999. 

b) Interesting is 7 'if'a3 iLg7 8 e3 (8 
�xa7!? is not a 'human' move but is 
not easy to refute immediately) 8 ... a6?! 
(8 ... cS 9 dxcS �xcS looks more active) 

9 iLe2 �gf6 10 0-0 0-0 1 1  J:!.dl c6 12 
iLd2 �c7 13 iLel bS 14 iLaS �7 IS 
�d2c S 16 i.f3 �a7 17  dxcS �xcS 18  
J:!.acl ;t Karpov-Hickl, Baden-Baden 
1995, though the placing of the white 
queen on a3 is somewhat odd. How­
ever, it is very unusual ifKarpovplays 
positionally unjustified moves. 

c) After 7 e4 iLg7 8 'if'dl c6 (8 ... cS 
9 dS �gf6 10 �c3 ;t) 9�c3 Blackcan 
force a draw with 9 ... �b6 10 ke3 
�xb2 11 �a4 �b4+ 12 iLd2 �a3 13 
kcl �b4+ 14 kd2 �a3 IS kcl 1h_lh 
Votruba-M.S.Hansen, Tastrup 1992. 

7 ... kg78 e3 
The clumsy 8 �d3?! cS 9 dS invites 

complications: 9 . . .  �eS 10 �c2 �xc4 
1 1  �a4+ bS 12 �xbS �b6 13 �c7+ 
(13  �xa7!?) 13 ... Wf8 14�xa7�c8 1S 
�bS �xdS 16 �a4 �b4 (16 . . .  �c6! is  
much better for Black) 17  e4 �f6 18  f3 
and now 18 ... dS! (instead of 18 ... �hS 
19 Wf2, WI.Schmidt-Iansa, 2nd Bun­
desliga 1992/3) is good. 

8 ... c5! 
When this line became popular at 

the beginning of the 1990s, 8 ... eS was 
considered obvious but practice has 
shown it to be slightly suspicious as it 
exposes the light squares: 

a) 9 �dl �e7 (9 ... exd4!? 10 exd4 
�e7) 10 dxeS dxeS 11 ke20-0 12 0-0 
c6 ( l2 .. .fS!?) 13 e4 �c8 14 iLe3 �e7 
IS 'i'a4 ;t Sitnik-Maslak, Pardubice 
1999. 

b) 9 dxeS dxeS 10 �dl fS 1 1  g4!? 
( 1 1  e4 appears safer, with a slight ad­
vantage for White) 1 l ...�e7 12 gxfS 
�xfS 13 �e40-0 14cS Wh8 1 S h4 led 
to very complicated play in K.Arkell­
Hodgson, Dublin 1991. 
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c) 9 dS fS 10 e4 tbe7 1 1  g4! 0-0 12 
gxfS gxfS 13  ke3 (13 l:tgl !?) 13  ... tbg6 
14 0-0-0 (14 exfS !? tbh4 IS 'tifg4) 
14 ... tbcS (14 .. .fxe4 ;1;) IS exfS e4 16 
tbxe4? (16 'tifhS ± leaves Black in dif­
ficulties) 16 . . .  tbh4 17 'tifg4 hS! 18  
'tifxhS tbxe4 gives Black a slight ad­
vantage, Naumkin-Hodgson, Cappelle 
la Grande 1992. 

9 d5 (D) 

9 ... a6 
It is tempting but somewhat unnec­

essary to play 9 ... kxc3+!? 10 bxc3: 
a) 1O ... 'tifaS I I  kd2tbgf6 and now: 
al) 12 ke2?! leaves White's queen 

in trouble: 12 ... tbeS 13 'tiff4 'tifa4! (a 
standard idea in this position-type, 
blockading and pressing against c4 at 
the same time; it is better than the un­
clear 13 ... bS 14 cxbS tbxdS IS 'tifh6) 
14 0-0 'iitd8 IS nfc l 'l£<c7 16 kel h6 
17 'u'abl gS 18 'tiffS tbxc4 19 'tifd3 bS 
+ Mchedlishvili-Gelman, Russia Cup 
(Krasnodar) 1998. 

a2) Better is the humble 12 'tifd l !  
tbe4 13  kd3 fS 14 0-0 tbeS I S  kel 
0-0 16 f3 tbf6 (16 . . .  tbxd3 17 'tifxd3 

tbf6 18 a4 ;1;) 17 ke2 ;1; Flear-Adams, 
London WFW 1990. 

b) 1O ... tbgf6!? 11 g4?! ( 1 1  'tifdl is 
RibJi's recommendation; then 11 ... 'tifaS 
12 kd2 transposes to variation 'a2') 
1 l . ..'tifaS 12 'tifdl hS! 13 gxhS (13  ngl 
hxg4 14 hxg4 tbe4 IS  'tifc2 tbeS +) 
13 ... l:!.xhS 14 'tifb3 tbe4 is much better 

for Black, Miles-Adams, Tilburg 1993. 
10 il..d2 tbgf6 11 a4 
Or: 
a) 11 e4 is a natural continuation 

leading to a typical Old Benoni posi­
tion. 1 l . ..0-0 12 ke2 e6 13 0-0 tbeS 
14 'tiff4 exdS IS exdS tbe8 16 'tifg3 fS 
17 f4 tbd7 18 a4 kd4+ 19 'l£<hl tbg7 is 
equal, Ki.Georgiev-Hickl, Altensteig 
1995. 

b) 11 ke2 0-0 12 g4?! (12 e4 e6) 
12 ... tbeS 13  'tifg2 bS! 14 cxbS axbS IS 

tbxbS c4 16 a4 tbfd7 17 0-0 tbcs al­
lowed Black to gain too much Benko­
style compensation in Bagirov-Jacobs, 
Gausdal 1991. 

11. .. 0-0 12 �dl e6 
Black leads the position to a rather 

standard type of Modem Benoni where 
the white pieces are not very actively 
placed. In the Benoni Black is usually 
quite happy to get rid of his light­
squared bishop. 

13 il..e2 exd5 14 cxd5 l:!.e8 
Ribli suggests playing 14 ... bS!? IS 

axbS axbS 16 �.xbS (16 tbxbS tbb6 17 
tba7?! na8 18  tbc6 nxal 19 'tifxal 
'tifd7 +) 16 ... tbxdS and after 17 tbxdS 
nxbS 18  kc3 kxc3+ 19 bxc3 tbb6 
the position simplifies into equality. 

15 0-0 tbe4 
Black's control over the central 

squares is strong enough for equality 
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in spite of White's bishop-pair. I.Iva­
nov-Benjamin, USA Ch (Parsippany) 
1996 continued 16 lbxe4 .l:lxe4 17 'ii'c2 
ne8 18 as 'ii' g5 19 Jtc4 b5! (more ac­
tive than 19 ... 'ii'h4 20 nfcl lbe5 21 
Jte2!) 20 axb6lbxb6 21 1ha6 lbxc4 
22 'ii'xc4 nxb2 23 Jtc3 (this move 
leads to a drawish ending but White 
must exchange Black's strong bishop) 
23 ... Jtxc3 24 'ii'xc3 'ii'e5 25 'ii'xe5 
.l:lxe5 26 'u'xd6 nd2 27 nd8+ 'l£<g7 28 
d6 h5 29 d7 'l£<f6 30 ncl lIf5 31 f4 
l::i.fd5 32 nc8 lIxd7 33 lI8xc5 lIe2 34 
lIg5 lhe3 35 lIc6+ .l:le6 36 'u'xe6+ 
1/2-1f2. 

Conclusion: The same comments 
apply to this line as to Line C 1 :  ... c5 is 
still the key move. In fact, after 4 'ii'b3 
'u'b8, it may well be that Black has 
most trouble after 5 lbc3, which leads 
one to ask if that move might be even 
more logical a move earlier . . .  

0) 
4 lbc3 (D) 

4 ... e5 

Or: 
a) 4 ... Jtxf3 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 a slightly tame version 
of the Modem Defence. 5 e3! (5 g3 
Jtxf3 6 exf3 transposes to note 'a' to 
White's 6th move in Line B of Chapter 
13, while 5 e4 �xf3 6 'ii'xf3 transposes 
to Line B2 of this chapter) 5 ... �g7 6 
�e2 lbgf6 7 0-0 0-0 8 h3 �xf3 9 
�xf3 c6 10 'u'el ! Schilstra-Hodgson, 
Guernsey 1991. 

Now (after 4 .. e5): 
01: 5 e3 95 
02: 5 g3! 101 

Or: 
a) 5 d5?! Jte7 6 e4 transposes to 

note 'b3' to White's 5th move in Line 
B I .  

b )  5 e4?! is  rather risky: 5 . . .  Jtxf3 
(Black can also play safe with 5 ... exd4 
6 'ii'xd4lbe7 7 Jte2lbc6 8 'ii'dl �e7 9 
0-0 0-0 10 lL'd4 �xe2 I 1 lbdxe2 'u'e8 
= Moran-Perez, Matanzas Capablanca 
mem 1995) 6 gxf3 g6 7 Jte3 Jtg7 8 f4 
exd4 9 Jtxd4 lbgf6 10 'ii'd2 0-0 1 1  
0-0-0 .l:le8 1 2  i.g2?! ( 1 2  f3 i s  unclear) 
12 ... lbb6 13 'ii'd3 lbh5 + Twardon­
Kuczynski, Lubniewice 1993. 

01) 
5 e3 (D) 
Now: 

011: 5 ... c6 96 
012: 5 .•. lbgf6 97 

The former generally signifies that 
Black intends ... f5. 
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Alternatives: 
a) S .. .fS?! may be premature be­

cause of 6 h3 khS 7 dxeS (stronger 
than the unclear 7 ke2 ke7 8 'if'b3 e4 
9 �d2 kxe2 10 �xe2 'if'c8 1 1  g4 g6 
12 gxfS gxfS 13  �4 c6 14 f3 �gf6, 
Pahtz-Miles, Bad Worishofen 1990) 
7 ... dxeS 8 'if'dS! (8 ke2 kb4 9 'if'b3 
'if'e7 10 �xeS kxe2 11 �xd7 kxc4 
12 'if'xc4 kxc3+ 13 'if'xc3 'if'xd7 14 b3 
�f6 IS 0-0 0-0 16 ka3 ;!; A.Petrosian­
Minnullin. St Petersburg 1993) 8 . . .  c6 
9 'ii'e6+ 'if'e7 10 'if'xfS ± Ftacnik. 

b) S ... g6!? 6 ke2 kg7 7 0-0 (7 
h3!? kxf3 8 kxf3 should be better) 
7 ... �e7 8 b3 0-0 9 kb2 kxf3 l O kxf3 
exd4 1 1  exd4 c6 12 kg4 �f6 13 kh3 
dS 14 nel ne8 = Prakash-Speelman, 
Calcutta 1999. 

0 1 1 )  
S ... c6 6 h3 
White can include this move or play 

straight away 6 ke2 ke7 7 0-0 fS 8 
e4! f4 9 cS! kxf3 10 kxf3 �gf6 1 1  
cxd6 kxd6. Then: 

a) 12 dS cS ( l2  ... cxdS) 13 �bS 'if'e7 
14 b4 cxb4 IS a3 0-0 16 axb4 a6 17  

�xd6 'i'xd6 18  kd2 bS ;!; Dautov­
MokrY, Bmo 1991. 

b) Stronger looks 12 kxf4! exf4 
13 eS 0-0 (13  . . .  �xeS? 14 dxeS kxeS 
IS nel 'i'e7 16 'ii'e2 +-) 14 exd6�b6 
IS 'ii'b3+ 'l£<h8 16 a4 lIb8?! ( 16  ... 'ii'xd6 
17 as �bdS �) 17 as �c8 18  kxc6 ± 
Chuchelov-Bezold, Dresden 1994. 

6 ... .i.hS 7 .i.e2 .i.e7 
This is also a bad moment to play 

7 .. .fS for a couple of reasons: 8 dxeS 
(also 8 g4!?fxg49 �h2 �gf6 1O hxg4 
�.g6 1 1  �fl ! followed by �g3 looks 
positionally nice for White) 8 ... dxeS 
9 e4! f4? 10 �xeS kxe2 11 'if'xd7+ 
'if'xd7 12 �xd7 kxc4 13 �xf8 Wxf8 
14 kxf4 ±. 

8 0-0rS!? (D) 
This move is risky but interesting, 

and demands active play from White. 
8 ... �gf6 is still possible, leading to 
solid Old Indian-style play. 

9 e4! 
White should avoid 9 cS? e4! 10 

cxd6 kxd6 ( IO  ... exf3?? 1 1  dxe7 �xe7 
12 kxf3 ±) 11 �d2 kxe2 12 'if'xe2 
�gf6 13 �c4 (after 13 f3 Black can 
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continue 13. .. 'ii'e7 or even 13 .. lbhS!?) 
13  ... kc7, and now: 

a) 14 b3?! bS! Is lbd2 'ii'e7 161Idi 
0-0 17  lbn lbb6 leaves Black better. 
Vera-Gulko, Lucerne W cht 1993 con­
tinued nicely: 18 kb2lbfdS I 9 a 4 f4! 
20 exf4 lbxf4 21 'ii'xe4 'ii'gS 22 'ii'f3 
(both 22 'ii'xc6? lbxh3+ and 22 lbg3? 
Itae8 23 'ii'xc6lbxh3+ are winning for 
Black) 22 ... .lIae8 23 'ii'g4? (23 .lIel) 
23 ... 'ii'xg4 24 hxg4 b4 2S lba2 lbe2+ 
26 'l£<hl lbdS 27 f3 11e6 28 kcl Itff6 
29 g5 J:fS 30 lbh2 .1i.xh2 0-1. 

b) 14  f4! 0-0 (l4 ... exf3?! IS  'ii'xf3 
g6 16 e4 is worse) IS lbeS lbb6 =+ min­
imizes the damage, but is positionally 
nice for Black. 

9,.,f4 
9 .. .fxe4 10 lbxe4 d5 ( l 0  ... kg6 1 1  

lbegS; 1 0 ... kxf3?! 1 1  kxf3 dS 1 2  cxdS 
cxdS 13 lbc3 e4 14 .1i.hS+ g6 1 S lbxdS 
gxhS 16 kf4) 11 cxdS cxdS 12 lbegS 
kxf3 13 lbxf3 e4 14 4JeSlbgf6 IS 'ii'b3 
lbb6 ( l S  ... 'ii'b6 1 6 lbxd7! ±) 16 a4 �. 

10 c5! kxf3 11 .1i.xf3 
Now: 
a) l l ...exd4 12 'ii'xd4 lbes 13 .1i.xf 4 

lbxf3+ 14 gxf3 ±. 
b) l l ...dxcS!? 12 dxeS lbxeS 13 

.1i.xf4 (13 .1i.hS+ g6 14 kxf4 lbd3! IS 

.1i.e3 gxhS 16 'ii'xhS+ 'l£<f8 17 'ii'fS+ 
'l£<e8 18 eS is unclear) 13 ... 'ii'xdl 14 
kxdl lbd3 1S .1i.g3 lbxb2 16 ke2.u.d8 
is precarious for Black but he may 
well survive. 

c) l l  ... lbgf6 12 cxd6 .ii.xd6 13 dxeS 
(Ftacnik gives this but 13 .ii.xf4! exf4 
14 eS should be possible; compare note 
'b' to White's 6th move) 13 ... kxe5 14 
'ii'b3 lbcs IS 'ii'c4 'ii'e7 with an un­
clear position. 

Conclusion: It is risky for Black to 
opt for an early .. .fS even if it is not 
completely refuted. No wonder most 
players these days are content with the 
Old Indian-style play in Line D 12. 

012) 
5 • ..Illgf6 (D) 

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

6 .1i.e2 ke7 
After 6 ... c6 7 0-0 ke7 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 .lIbl kfS 10 .u.b2 
'ii'c7 11 'ii'b3 h6 12 a4 .lIfe8 13 .1i.d2 
lbe4 (13 ... e4!?) 14 lbxe4 .1i.xe4 IS .1i.c3 
.ii.f6 with equality, Krasenkov-Miles, 
London Lloyds Bank 1993. 

7 0-0 
Including the moves 7 h3 .1i.hS at 

this moment doesn't help White much. 
8 0-0 0-0, and then: 

a) 9 e4?! has not been tried here, 
probably because of 9 ... .1i.g6!. 
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b) 9 b3 .l::I.e8 10 .l::I.el !? (after 10 
�b2, 1O  ... exd4!? looks like a good 
equalizing attempt because after 1 1  
exd4 Black has the good-looking move 
l l ...d5!) 1O ... .ltf8 1 1  e4 c6 (putting 
pressure on e4 with 1 1  ... �g6!? looks 
good) 12 �b2 as 13 d5 <2.c5 14 �fl 
'if'b6 15 .l::I.bl a4 16 �cl axb3 17 axb3 
'iIfb4 18 �d2 � Van Wely-Jansa, Gaus­
dal 1992. Complicated King's Indian­
type play has developed. 

c) 9 b4!? .l::I.e8 10 a4 exd4 ( l O  . . .  e4 
1 1  <2.d2 kxe2 12 'if'xe2 d5 13 ka3 c6 
14 .l::I.fbl �8 15 b5 gave White more 
play in Guliev-Mokry, Ceske Budejo­
vice 1992) 1 1  <2.xd4 kxe2 12 'if'xe2 
�f8 1 3  .l::I.dl g6 14 �a3 c6 15 b5 'if'c7 
16 .l::I.acl <2.e5 17 <2.f3 .l::I.ad8 = I.Iva­
nov-Miles, New York 1994. 

7 ••• 0-0 (D) 

8 b3 
After 8 e4!? White is a tempo 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 9 ke3 Black has a wide 
choice: 

a) 9 . . .  �h5!? 10 'if'c2 (White could 
consider playing 10 h3 �g6 1 1  <2.d2) 
1O ... <2.g4 11 kcl �g6 12 h3 <2.gf6 13  
ke3 exd4 1 4  �xd4 ne8 1 5  :fe I <2.c5 
16 kxc5 dxc5 17 nadl 'if'c7 18  <2.h4 
kd6 19 <2.xg6 hxg6 20 �fl �e5 = 
and Black was fine with the bishop on 
d4 in Azmaiparashvili-Romanishin, 
USSR Ch (Moscow) 1983. 

b) 9 ... �xf3 10 kxf3 h6 1 1  d5 'if'b8 
12 b4 nc8 13 'if'b3 �d8 14 a3 kb6 15  
kxb6 <2.xb6 16 .l::I.acl is very slightly 
better for White because of his space 
advantage, Vadasz-Bezold, Gyula Per­
enyi mem 1997. 

c) 9 ... .l::I.e8 10 d5 'if'a5 11 <2.d2 �xe2 
12 'if'xe2 <2.b6! (exchanging a pair of 
knights as White has the space advan­
tage) 13 .l::I.fc l <2.a4 14 <2.xa4 'if'xa4 15 
f3 .l::I.ec8 16 dxc6 bxc6 17 <2.bl <2.d7 18  
<2.c3 'if'b4 19 .u.c2 <2.c5 20 .l::I.dl  .l::I.d8 21 
'l£<hl as 22 b3 h6 23 g3 �g5 24 �f2 
h5 = Andersson-Khalifman, Reykja­
vik 1991. 

d) 9 . . .  a6 looks like a useful move: 
dl)  10 <2.d2 �xe2 11 'if'xe2 b5 12 

a3 exd4 13 kxd4 .l::I.e8 14 f4 <2.f8 15  
'if'f3 <2.e6 16 �e3 <2.d7 17 'u'adl 'if'c7 
18 'if'g3 �f6 gave Black good coun­
terplay in Gavrilov-Timoshchenko, 
Moscow 1988 since 19 e5? embroils 
White in unfavourable complications: 
19 ... dxe5 20 <2rle4 exf4 21 �xf4 <2.xf4 
22 .l::I.xd7 �xc3 -+. 

d2) 10 d5 cxd5 11 cxd5 kxf3 12 
kxf3 'if'a5 13 a3 .l::1.fc8 14 'if'd2 �d8 15 
b4 'if'c7 1 6 'u'fcl 1h-1h Khalifman-Gof­
shtein, Ischia 1996. Black could con­
tinue with 16 ... 'if'b8 17 'u

'
c2 �b6 =. 

d3) 10 a3!? .u.e8 (maybe 1O ... b5!? 
is  a better idea; for example, 11 d5 
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cxd5 12 cxd5 Jtxf3 13 Jtxf3 'ii'b8 fol­
lowed by ... lIc8 and ... Jtd8) 1 1  d5 cxd5 
12 cxd5 lIc8 13 tbd2 Jtxe2 14 'ftxe2 
'i'c7 15 .l:!.fc! 'i'b8 16 a4 .l:!.c7 17 as h6 
18 g3! tbh7 19 h4 tbhf6 20 Wg2lIec8 
21  Ita4 tbc5 22 .l:!.c4 tbcd7 23 .u.b4 
tbc5 24 'u'al lIf8 25 lIc4 lIfc8 26 Ita3 
h5 27 f3 g6 28 b4 tbcd7 29 b5 ± Kor­
chnoi-Gi.Hemandez, Groningen RDE 
1997. This is a good example of how 
routine play can lead to trouble. 

8 ... t:e8 9 Jtb2 (D) 

9 ... c6 
Or: 
a) 9 ... exd4!? 10 tbxd4 Jtxe2 1 1  

'i'xe2 Jtf8 has not been tried but looks 
rather solid. 

b) 9 ... Jtf8 may be slightly prefera­
ble, with the following possibilities: 

bl) 10 lIc! c6 1 1  b4 e4 12 tbd2 
Jtf5 13 tbb3 d5 14 c5 g6 15 b5 h5 16 
a4 Jth6 17  as a6 18  bxc6 bxc6 19 tba4 
.l:!.a7 20 tbb6 'i'c7 leads to a closed po­
sition that is quite comfortable for 
Black, who can create pressure on the 
kingside: 21 h3 Wg7 22 lIc3 tbh7 23 
Jtc I tbg5 24 Whl tbf6 25 tbal lIh8 

26f4? exf3 27 Jtxf3 tbfe4 0-1 Frais­
Hauchard, Linares 2000. 

b2) 1O 'ftc2 c6 (or lO. . .  e4 !? l l tbd2 
Jtf5 12 lIfe I c6 13  tbn d5 14 f4 exf3 
15 'i'xf5 fxe2 16 lIxe2 tbb6 = Viv­
aldo-Milos, Sao Paulo 1997) and now 
White has not found anything con­
vincing: 

b21) l l lIadl e4! 12 tbh4!? d5 13  
h3 Jtxe2 14 'i'xe2 g6 15 f4 exf3 16 
'i'xf3 Jtb4 17  cxd5 Jtxc3 18  Jtxc3 
cxd5 19 g4 'fte7 20 tbg2 'fte4 +' Hoi­
Jansa, Copenhagen 1991. 

b22) 11  .l:!.ael 'ii'c7 12 tbg5 Jtxe2 
13 .u.xe2 exd4 14 exd4lIxe2 1 5 'ftxe2 
lIe8 16 'ii'd2 d5! +' 17 lIel? 'ftf4! 18 
Jtc! 'u'xel+ 19 'ftxel 'ftxd4 =+= Kosy­
rev-Chekhov, Moscow 1998. 

b23) 11 dxe5 dxe5 12 lIadl 'ii'c7 
( l2 . . .  e4 13 tbd4 'ftc7 14 h3 Jtxe2 15 
tbcxe2 g6 16 Jtc3 Jtg7 = Pfleger-Lo­
bran, Bundesliga 1993/4) 13 h3 Jth5 
14 tbg5 Jtg6 15 Jtd3 Jtxd3 16 'ftxd3 
tbc5 17 'ftf5 'ftc8 18 'ftxc8 .u.axc8 19 
b4 tbcd7 lh_lh Uhlmann-Jansa, Leip­
zig 1973. 

b3) Rather unambitious is  10 dxe5 
dxe5 I I 'ftc2 e4 12 tbd4 c5 13 tbdb5 
a6 14 tba3 'i'c7 15 lIadl Jtxe2 16 
'i'xe2 lIad8 17 tbd5 tbxd5 18 .l:!.xd5 
tbb6 19 lIxd8 lh_lh Uhlmann-Tal, Le­
ningrad IZ 1973. 

b4) The most critical looks 10 h3 
Jth5 11 g4 Jtg6 12 tbh4 tbe4! 13 
tbxg6 tbxc3 14 Jtxc3 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, Andorra 1996 continued 15 Jtf3 
c6 ( l 5  ... e4 16 Jtg2 d5 17 f3 :t) 16 Jtg2 
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'ij'h4 17 b4 (however, it may be possi­
ble that White has a small edge after 
17 f4!?) 17 ... �6 18 'if'c2 e4 19 f4 
exf3 20 nxf3 �e4 = 

10h3 (D) 
This is better than 10 b4 e4 1 1  �d2 

kxe2 12 'if'xe2 dS 13 bS .u.c8 14 a4 
kb4 IS l::r.fcl dxc4 16 �xc4 �dS 17 
bxc6 bxc6 18 �a2 kf8 = Kanel-Tuk­
makov, Biel 1999. 

Instead, 10 'i' c2 iLf8 transposes to 
note 'b2' to Black's 9th move. 

10 ... i.h5?! 
Black should continue 1O . . .  kxf3 

11 kxf3 iLf8 12 dxeS (after 12 'if'c2 
'i'e7 Black is ready to play 13 ... e4) 
12 ... dxeS 13 'if'c2 'if'c7 14 l::r.adl as IS  

g4 h6 16 nd2 �cS 17  nfdl nad8 18  
'i'fS 1/2_1/2 Ftacnik-Smejkal, Prague 
1986. Black's position is very solid. 

However, maybe White could insert 
the moves h3 and ... khS at an earlier 
point so as to avoid this possibility. 

11 g4! 
This is certainly more critical than: 
a) 1 1  �h4 kxe2 12 �xe2 iLf8 13  

�fS g6 14 �fg3 as IS  �c3 'if'b6 16 

'if'c2 exd4 17 �4 'if'c7 1 8 kxd4 dS 19 
cxdS �xdS = Tibensky-Jansa, Stary 
Smokovec 1991. 

b) l l dSe4! ? 1 2 dxc6bxc6 13 �d4 
iLxe2 14 'if'xe2 �eS IS f3! exf3 16 
�xf3 l::r.c8 17  nadl 'if'c7 18  �d4 l::r.cd8 
19 �fS kf8 20 �h6+ !?  Wh8 21 
nxf6!?  gxf6 22 'i'hS iLxh6 23 'if'xh6 
'u

'
e6 24 �e4 with compensation for 

the exchange, Larsen-Spassky, Malmo 
Ct(6) 1968. 

11...i.g6 12 l2Jh4 i.f8 13 l2Jxg6! 
13 dxeS dxeS (not 13 ... �xeS? 14 f4 

�xg4 IS iLxg4 14 �xg6 hxg6 
IS gS?! �h7 16 h4 less dangerous 
due to the drawing sacrifice 16 ... �xgS! 
17 hxgS 'if'xgS+. 

13 ... hxg6 14 i.f3 e4 
After 14 ... gS!? IS dS cS the black 

set-up is harder to break, though White 
still enjoys a solid plus. 

15 i.g2 d5 
Now: 
a) After 16 f3?!, White suffered 

from the lack of kingside defence in 
Tisdall-Gulko, San Francisco 1995: 
16 ... iLb4 1 7 gS �S I 8 h4 �g3 19fxe4 
iLxc3 20 iLxc3 �xe4! (20 ... �xfl 21 
'if'xfl dxe4 22 'if'f4 gives White nice 
positional compensation) 21  kb4?! 
(the bishop is more effectively placed 
onel) 2l . . .aS 22 ka3 a4! 23 nf4axb3 
24 axb3 'if'c7 2S cxdS cxdS 26 .lIcl 
'if'aS 27 kxe4?! nxe4! 28 nxe4 dxe4 
29 kd6 'i'fS! 30 kf4 �b6 31  'if'e2 
�dS 32 iLg3 'if'h3 33 iLf2 na3 34 
'if'c4 'i'g4+ 3S Wfl �xe3+! 36 iLxe3 
'if'f3+ 37 iLf2 na2 0-1. 

b)  A stronger continuation is 16  
gS! �h7 17 h4 �b6 18  cS �d7 19 f3 
±. 
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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 . . .  iLh5 can be 
included almost at any time, 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 ... iLg4 practitioner can 
expect to avoid it. 

02) 
5 g3! 
After Black has played ... e5, White 

doesn't usually have to be concerned 
about the doubled-pawn formation. 
Black cannot strive for the e6-d5-c6 
formation any more and he has more 
light-square weaknesses. 

5 ... iLxf3 
A characteristic move for our de­

fence. 5 ... �gf6 6 iLg2 c6 7 0-0 � leads 
to a line of the Old Indian that gives 
White a solid plus. 

6 exf3 (D) 
6 ... exd4 
Black has the following alterna­

tives, none of which can equalize con­
vincingly, although with some of them 
Black comes very close: 

a) 6 ... iLe7 7 dxe5 �xe5 (Ribli's 
suggestion 7 ... dxe5 8 iLg2 �gf6 9 0-0 

0-0 10 f4 c6 looks slightly better but 
White still enjoys a small and endur­
ing plus) 8 f4 �d7 9 iLg2 c6 10 g4! 
(using his pawn-majority) 1O ... �b6 1 1  
'tii'e2 �f6 1 2  g5 �d7 1 3  .1i.e3 � I.Sok­
olov-Hickl, Jakarta 1996. 

b) 6 ... g6 and then: 
bl) In the closed position-type af­

ter 7 d5 iLg7 8 iLg2 �gf6 (8 ... �e7) 9 
0-0 0-0 10 f4 � the white bishops don't 
work so well. 

b2) 7 f4 is a more critical continua­
tion: 

b21) After 7 ... iLg7!?  8 dxe5 dxe5 
9 iLg2 � the position is the same as in 
Hegde-Miles, Calcutta 1994 in which 
Black came very close to equality after 
9 ... 01:7 10 0-0 (10 'tii'b3!?) 1O ... c6 1 1  
fxe5 �xe5 1 2  'tii'b3 'tii'c7 1 3  .1i.f4 0-0 
14 nfel �f5. 

b22) 7 ... exf4 8 .1i.xf4 .1i.h6 (8 ... .1i.g7 
9 .1i.g2 'tii'e7+ 10 'l£<fl ±) 9 .1i.xh6 �xh6 
10 'tii'd2 �f5 11 .1i.h3 �g7 12 'tii'e3+ 
'l£<f8?! ( 12  ... 'tii'e7 13 O-O �) 13 0-0 �6 
14 'tii'f3 'u'b8 15 nfel ± Dizdar-Hickl, 

Erevan OL 1996. 
c) 6 ... �gf6 7 .1i.g2 .1i.e7 8 0-0 0-0 9 

f4 c6 10 .u.el (both 10 d5 and 10 iLe3 
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are worth considering although the 
text-move is more forcing) 1O ... exd4 1 1  
'if'xd4 ne8 i s  very similar to the main 
line. Wells-Hickl, Austrian Cht 1997 
continued 12 �d2!? ( 1 2  b3) 12 . . .  'if'b6 
13 'if'xb6 tbxb6 14 b3 tbfd7 15 'u'e3 
�f6 16 ndl tbc5 =. 

d) 6 . . .  tbe7 !? is a notable idea: 
d1) 7 �g2exd4 8 'if'xd4 transposes 

to note 'a' to Black's 7th move. 
d2) 7f4exd48 'if'xd4 transposes to 

note 'b' to Black's 7th move. 
d3) 7 dxe5 !? dxe5 8 f4 tbc6 leads 

to equality. 
d4) After 7 �h3exd4 8 'if'xd4tbc6 

9 'if'e3+ Si.e7 10 tbd5 0-0 11 tbxe7+ 
tbxe7 12 0-0 ne8 (12 . . .  tbc6!? may be 
slightly more accurate; why force the 
white queen to a good square?) 13 'if'c3 
as 14 b3 tbc6 15 Si.b2 tbf6 16 J:Iael ! 
'u'xel (16 ... a4!?) 17 nxel d5 18  cxd5 
tbb4 19 a3 tbbxd5 20 'i'c5 c6 Black is 
passive but solid. In the game San 
Segundo-Adams,Madrid 1998, he de­
fended without a problem. 

7 �xd4 (D) 

7 ... '1lgf6 

Black has to consider whether the 
knight is well placed here. The serious 
alternative is 7 . ./iJe7!?: 

a) 8 �g2 tbc6 9 'i'e3+ �e7 10 
O-O?! (White should play 10 tbd5 0-0 
11 tbxe7+: compare with note 'd4' to 
Black's 6th move) 10 ... 0-0 11 tbd5 
(safer is 1 1  b3 �f6 12 Si.b2 as 13 'i'd2 
tbc5 14 tbd5 �xb2 15 'if'xb2 tbe7 
1/2_1/2 Salo-YrjoUi, Finnish Cht 2001)  
1 l. ..�f6! 12 tbxf6+ 'i'xf6 13 'if'g5 (13  
'if'f4) 13 .  . .  'if'd4 14 �e3 'if'xc4 15  nfc! 
'if'e6 16 f4 tbf6 17 'if'b5 'u'ab8 =+ Clav­
ijo-R.Perez, Cienfuegos 1996. 

b) 8 f4 tbc6 9 'if'd2 �e7 10 �g2 
0-0 1 1  0-0�f6 12 b3 as 13 �b2tbc5 
14 tbd5 �xb2 15 'if'xb2 ne8 16 nfdl 
tbe7 = Anie-Hickl, Montpellier 1993. 

c) 8 Si.h3 transposes to note 'd4' to 
Black's 6th move, and may well be 
best. 

w 

8 �g2 �e7 9 0-0 0-0 (D) 

10f4 
Even the alternatives may be un­

pleasant for Black: 
a) 10 b3 ne8 11 �b2 �f8 12 tbe4 

as 13 �c3 'if'b8?! ( 13  ... a4) 14 nfel a4 
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IS b4 �xe4 16 fxe4 fia7 17 fixa7 
.l:lxa7 18 f4 ± Portisch-Foldi, Hungar­
ian Ch (Budapest) 1966. 

b) 10 Si.e3 !?  looks slightly strange, 
because the bishop generally wants to 
go to the long diagonal. However, it 
has been very successful in practice: 
1O . . .  l:!.e8 11 f4 c6 12 h3 as (12 ... dS?! 
13  cxdS il..cs 14 fid2 il..xe3 IS  fxe3 
cxdS 16 �xdS �b6 17 �f6+ fixf6 
18 l:!.ac1 ± Eingom-Jansa, Hamburg 
1999, was an unconvincing attempt 
but maybe Black can try 12 . . .  �b6 13  
l:!.adl fic7, intending . . .  l:!.ad8 and . . .  dS) 
13 b3 �cS I4 .l:ladl (14 l:!.abl Si.f8 1S 
g4 g6 16 .l:lbdl ;!; Vyzhmanavin-Mokry, 
Tilburg 1994) 14 ... fib6 IS fid2 fic7 
16 fic2 ;!;. 

10 ... c6 11 b3 .l:te8 12 Si.b2 (D) 

White has the bishop-pair and ac­
tive pieces. Only the g2-bishop is not 
so 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 with the plan 
... as-a4. Even though White's kingside 
pawn-structure is somewhat inflexible. 

White has the plan of advancing his 
kingside pawns. This should add up to 
a small advantage for White. 

12 ... i.f8 13 il..f3 
Black's one hope is a well-timed 

breakthrough with ... dS: 1 3 l:!.fdl fib6 
14 fixb6 �xb6 IS il..a3 l:!.ad8 16 l:!.d3 
dS! 17 Si.xf8 'l£<xf8 18 l:!.adl l:!.d7 19 
cxdS l:!.ed8 20 Si.h3 l:!.d6 21 g4 �fxdS 
22 Si.g2 l:!.6d7 and Black has a slight 
advantage, Stocek-Jansa, Czech Re­
public 1998. 

13 .. ,'i'b6 
13 ... hS doesn't stop the pawns: 14 

h 3 ;!;. 
14 �d2! 
It seems to be difficult for White to 

advance after 14 fixb6 �xb6 =. Black 
has the plan ... as-a4. Also, he may 
soon be able to play ... dS, as in the 
note to White's 13th move. 

14 ... �c7 
14 ... �S I S l:!.fel as seems more ac-

tive. With ... a4 Black can hope to cre­
ate some weaknesses in White's camp. 

IS g4! �cS (D) 

w 

16 l:!.fe1 
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16 g5?! lDfe4 17 lDxe4 lDxe4 18  
'i'c2 d5!  19 .1i.e5 l::!.xe5 20 fxe5 lDxg5 
=+= allows Black counterplay. 

16 ... a5 
Black secures the knight on c5 and 

is ready to strike with ... a4 at a suitable 
moment. After 16 . . .  l::!.xel+!? 17 l::!.xel 
l::!.e8 18 l::!.xe8 lDxe8 White has a slight 
advantage; Black's position is solid 
but passive. 

17 g5 eJfd7 18h4 (D) 

18 ... 'i'b6 
Black doesn't seem able to achieve 

... a4. For instance, 18 . . .  a4 19 l::!.xe8 
.lIxe8 20 b4 ± or 18 .. Jhel+ 19 .u.xel 
a4 20 b4 a3 21 .1i.al ±. 

19 .Jta3! 

This move stops the only chance 
for counterplay (19 ... a4 20 b4) which 
could come after 19 'iiitg2?! a4. 

Whitenow has a solid plus. Therest 
of Van Wely-Timman, Breda playoff 
(3) 1998 is a nice example of effective 
realization but not very interesting 
from our point of view: 19 ... lDe6 20 
'u'adl 'i'd4 21 .1i.g4! 'i'xd2 22 'u'xd2 
lDdc5 23 f5 lDf4?! (the seemingly ac­
tive knight gets into trouble; the pas­
sive continuation 23 ... lDc7 24 l::!.edl 
lD7a6 :;!; is better) 24 .u.xe8 .u.xe8 25 
.1i.xc5 dxc5 26 'iiith2 ± (the knight is 
trapped!) 26 ... g6 27 f6 h5 28 'l£<g3 lDe6 
29 .1i.xe6 :xe6 30 l::!.d8 l::!.d6 31 ':xd6 
.�xd6+ 32 f 4 b6 33 'iiitf3 'l£<f8 34 'l£<e4 
'l£<e8 35 lDe2 'l£<d7 36 f5 b5 1-0. 

Conclusion: This line is probably 
the biggest challenge for Black after 
3 ... lDd7. Because Black's position is 
so awfully passive in the main line, he 
should seriously consider some of the 
alternatives on move 6 or 7, especially 
6 ... lDe7 or 7 . . .  lDe7. If Black wants to 
play fora win he can try4 . . .  .1i.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 . . .  �xf3 

In this chapter we study lines after I 
d4 d6 2 tbf3 .1i.g4 3 c4 where Black 
plays ... .1i.xf3, either immediately or 
after3 . . .  tbd7 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 ;l:, as White has the bishop-pair, and 
the position might become quite sta­
ble, with White activating his bishops 
and controlling the position with them 

However, there are some motiva­
tions for Black to play an early ... .1i.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 concrete than White's 

Based on these characteristics, some 
strong players have used an early 

.1i.xf3 as a weapon to play for a win 
Again, these players include 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 . . .  tbd7 and in certain cases exchang­
ing on f3 (see Lines B and C) 

Typical positions and plans 
for White 

Lobron - Van der Wiel 
Gran Canada 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 

liJe51. .. tbc5 

The following diagram shows the 
normal position after 4 exf3, where 
White has again played the d5 advance 
White's bishops control the queenside 
effectively, and his plan is to exert in­
creasing pressure on Black's position 
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Gelfand - Ivanchuk 
Belgrade 1997 

with moves like l:tfd l ,  l:tacl and f4. 
White hopes that Black will not find 
any targets in the strong white posi­
tion. 

Typical positions and plans 
for Black 

and ... tbc6. 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 
gets very active play with the ... e5 
break. 

Berga 1993 

Sometimes it is useful to create 
pressure by means of ... tbh6-f5 in­
stead of ... tbc6. Black may wish to 
play . . .  c6 and ... d5, or he might need 
additional pieces in the centre; . . .  tbc6 
can always be played later. White usu­
ally has no clear way of stopping the 
... tbf5 plan, as g4 weakens his king 
too much, and .1i.d3xf5 only improves 
Black's pawn-structure by bringing his 
pawns closer to the centre. 

In the following diagram, Black can 
Schussler - Agrest also continue in a flexible manner, 

Malmo 1993 awaiting White's actions. In this posi­
tion White has an impressive centre, 

Black can generate some pressure but Black still has more targets than 
against White'scen .. ewith ... g6, ... .1i.g7 White. Both of the breaks ... e5 and 
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Alterman - Hodgson 
Bundesliga 199718 

. . .  c5 are possible, as is the attack on 
White's centre with moves like ... 'i'h4 
and ... tbf6-h5. 

I d 4 d6 2 lLlfJ .i.g4 3 c4 
We now discuss the following con­

tinuations: 
A: 3 ••• .i.xf3 107 
B: 3 ••. lLld7 4 g3 .i.xf3 1 14 
C: 3 ... lLld7 4 lLlc3 .i.xf3 1 16 

A) 
3 ... .i.xf3 (D) 

A logical option for 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: 
AI: 4 gxf3 107 
A2: 4 exf3 I I I  

AI) 
4 gxf3(D) 

Now: 
All: 4 ... c6 
AI2: 4 ... g6 

All)  
4 ... c6 

ID7 
l ID 

White 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. 

S h4! 
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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 .!Dc3: 
a)  5 ... .!Df6 is too committal at this 

stage, and White can open some lines 
for his bishops: 6 f4! (6 e4 g6 7 �e3 
�g7 8 'i'd2 .!Dbd7 9 �e2 0-0 10 �h6 
e5 1 1  �xg7 Wxg7 12 0-0-0 'i'b6 13 f4 
'i'xd4 14 'i'xd4 exd4 15 nxd4 .!Dc5 16 
e5 dxe5 17 fxe5 .!De8 18  b4 .!De6 19 
l::!.d7 a''i with good dark-square counter­
play, Ali-Leski, Saint Afrique 1997) 
6 ... .!Dbd7 7 d5! cxd5 8 .!Dxd5 e6 9 
.!Dxf6+ .!Dxf6 10 Si.g2 (10 'i'a4+ 'tifd7 
1 1  'i'xd7+ Wxd7 12 �g2 l::!.b8 13 �e3 
b6 14 0-0�e7 15 l::!.fdl lIhc8 16 b3 g6 
17 �d4, Drasko-Petronic, Yugoslavia 
1994, 17 ... We8 = intending ... .!Dd7) 
10 . . .  'tifd7 11 'i'd3 nb8 12 Si.e3 with a 
slight advantage for White. 

b) 5 ... g6 (D) is correct: 

bl) 6 f4 Si.g7 and then: 
b l l )  7 l::!.bl e6 8 d5exd59cxd5.!De7 

10 �g2 0-0 1 1  0-0 .!Da6 ( l l ...c5!?) 12 
a3 lIe8 13 dxc6 bxc6 14 f5 gxf5 15  
Whl d5 16 Si.g5 .!Dc5 17 lIgl  'i'd6 18  

e4 fxe4 19 Si.xe4 .!Dg6 '+' Szilagyi-Bor­
sos, Hungary 1997. 

b12) 7 e3 e6 8 �d3 .!De7 9 �d2 
.!Dd7 is a typical example of a flexible 
set-up for Black, where White's bish­
ops lack targets: 10 'i'b3 'tifc7 I I .!De4 
0-0 12 0-0-0 (12 Si.c3!?) 12 ... c5 13 dxc5 
d5! 14 cxd5 (14 .!Dc3? .!Dxc5 15 'tifc2 
.!Dxd3+ 16 'i'xd3 dxc4 +) 14 ... exd5 15 
.!Dc3 .!Dxc5 16 'i'c21lfc8 17Wbl a6 18 
.!De2 'tifd7 19 .!Dc3 b5 gave Black an at­
tack in Kryshilovsky-Bagrunov, StPe­
tersburg 1996. 

b2) 6 h4 is too late, and Black can 
stabilize the position with 6 ... .!Df6 7 
Si.g5 .!Dbd7 8 Si.h3 Si.g7 9 'i'd2 'tifb6 10 
b3 'tifc7 11 �xd7+ 'i'xd7 12 lIdl h5 
13 Si.xf6 Si.xf6 14 .!De4 �g7 15 'tife3 
'i'c7 16 lIgl d5 17 .!Dg5 'i'h2 + Grus­
kovnjak-Medak, Bled 1999. 

b3) 6 e3 e5 7 dxe5 dxe5 8 'tifxd8+ 
Wxd8 9 a3 .!Dd7 10 b4 as (1O .. .f5 1 1  e4 
fxe4 12 .!Dxe4 Wc7 13 .1i.b2 lIe8 14 
lIdl ± Drasko-Popchev, Cacak 1991) 
I I  lIbl axb4 12 axb4 f5 13  e4 Si.h6 14 
�b2 Wc7 15  c5 is  unclear according 
to Drasko. 

b4) 6 Si.g5 Si.g7 7 e3 .!Dd7 8 Si.e2 
'i'a5 9 lIgl c5 gives Black counterplay 
on the long diagonal, though the game 
gets quite unclear after 10 d5 h6 1 1  �h4 
g5 12 Si.g3 �xc3+ 13 bxc3 'tifxc3+ 14 
Wfl .!Dgf6 15 lIbl b6 16 'i'a4 Wf8 17  
Wg2 'i'd2 18  'i'b3 lIg8 19 1Igdi 'i'a5 
20 'tifd3 'i'a6 21 'tiffS, as in the game 
Piket-Ki.Georgiev, Wijk aan Zee 1988. 

We now return to 5 h4 (D): 
5 ... '1lr6 
Or: 
a) 5 . .  g6?! 6 h5 :t is what White 

wants. 
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b) S ... hS is possible: 6 .!Dc3 .!Dd7 7 
�gS .!Dgf6 8 'if'd2 e6 9 dS cxdS 10 cxdS 
eS l l  0-0-0�e7 12 Wbl a6 13 �h3 bS 
14 �xd7+ 'if'xd7 lh_l/� Schmidt-Che­
khov, Lubniewice 1994. 

6 hs lLlbd7 
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 
.!Dc3 eS 8 dS �e7 9 e4 .!Dh7. White 
then has to complicate with 10 f4 0-0 
(10 ... exf4!?) 11 cS!? exf4 12 �xf4 
dxcS 13 d6 �f6 14 'if'g4 �7 IS �xh6 
�xc3+ 16 bxc3 'if'f6 17 �d2 .!DeS 18  
'if'g3 .!Df3+ 19 'i£<e2 .!Dxd2 20 'i£<xd2 
llfe8 with a messy position in which 
Black appears to be fine, Chatalba­
shev-Popchev, Bulgaria 1994. 

7 lLlc3 e5 8 dS! 
By closing the centre White stops 

Black's counterplay and gains time to 
put his bishops on efficient squares to 
control the position. 

8 e3 �e7 9 �d3 exd4 10 exd4 al­
lows Black to fix the centre by means 
of 1O ... dS! 11 cxdS .!DxdS 12 .!DxdS 
cxdS, when the position is balanced: 
13 'if'b3 O-O! ( 13  ... .!Db6 14 �bS+ ± 

Lobron-Rivas, Debrecen Echt 1992) 
14 'if'xdS (14 'ii'xb7 .!Db6 with good 
compensation) 14 ... .!DcS IS �xh7+ 
(1S 'if'xd8 .!Dxd3+ 16 'i£<d2 naxd8 17 
'i£<xd3 .:iU6 18 �e3ndS=) I S  . . .  'i£<xh7 
16 'i'fS+ Wg8 17 dxcS 'if'aS+ 18 'i£<fl 
'if'xcs with equality. 

8 ... .i.e7 g e4 'i'b8! (D) 

w 

The thematic plan ... �d8-b6xe3 
seems to make this position playable 
for Black. 

10 .i.e3 .i.d8 11 �d2 .i.aS 
If Black wants toplayfor a win then 

1 1 ...cxdS!? might be an option: 12  
.!DxdS (12 cxdS h6+ intending . . .  �b6) 
12 ... .!DxdS 13 'if'xdS �b6 14 �h3 (14 
'u'dl �xe3 IS  fxe3 'i£<e7! +)  14 ... 'if'c7 
with a lot to play for. 

12 0-0-0 cxdS 13 exdS "'iIc7 14 Wbl 
a6 15 ':'c1 0-0 16 .i.d3 Wh8 17 �c2 
.i.b6 

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) 

Black's plans are similar to those in 
Line A2: quick development and coun­
terplay in the centre. 

s ILl" 
Or: 
a) 5 �g2 c6 6 .!Dc3 §l.g7 7 0-0 .!Dd7 

8 lIel .!Dgf6 9 e4 e5 10 �e3 0-0 1 1  
'ifd2 .!Dh5 ( a  thematic example of 
Black's plans to slow down the play in 
the centre) 12 lIadl exd4! 13 �xd4 
�xd4 14 'ifxd4 'ifg5 15 .!De2 .!De5 16 
'l£<hl .u.ad8 =+ Belamaric-Puljek Salai, 
Poree 1994. 

b) 5 e3 �g7 6 'ifb3 'ifc8 7 .!Dc3 
.!Dd7 8 �g2 c6 9 �d2 .!Dgf6 10 f4 0-0 
11 0-0 .!De8 12 .!De4 lIb8 13 .ti.acl c5 
14 'ifd3 .!Dc7 15  b4 b6 = Ros-Craig, 
corr. 1992. 

c) 5 'ifb3 attacks the weakened b7, 
but Black has no special problems: 

c l )  5 ... b6!? is possible: 6 f4 �g7 7 
�g2 c6 8 e3 e6 9 a4 (9 d5!?) 9 ... .!De7 

10 a5 .!Dd7 1 1  'ifa3 d5 12 axb6 .!Dxb6 
13 cxd5 cxd5 14 .!Dc3 0-0 =+ Koski­
nen-Tella, Finnish Cht 2000. 

c2) 5 ... 'ifc8 is the main move: 6 
�h3 (6 h4 .!Df6 7 �h3 .!Dbd7 8 .!Dc3 
�g7 9 f4 c6 10 e4 .!Dh5 11 �e3 'ifc7 
12 f5 a6 13 �g4 .!Dhf6 14 �f3 c5 is 
good for Black, Clavijo-Spangenberg, 
Paranana 1993) 6 ... .!Dd7 7 �xd7+ Wxd7 
8 c5 'l£<e8 9 cxd6 cxd6 10 .!Dc3 'ifd7 1 1  
.:iU4�h6( 11 ... �g7!?) 1 2�xh6 .!Dxh6 
13 .!Dd5 (Liogky-Popchev, Val Thorens 
1990) 13 ... lIc8! =+= with the point that 
14 'ife3 .!Df5 15 .!Df6+ 'l£<d8 16 .!Dxd7 
.!Dxe3 17 fxe3Wxd7 isgoodforBiack. 

d) The thematic 5 f4 might give 
White some advantage; for example, 
5 ... .!Df66 'ifb3 .!Dc6!?7 e3 'ifc8 8 �g2 
(8 .!Dc3 �g7 9 h4 e6 10 �h3 .!De7 1 1  
e4 .!Dh5 12 �e3 f5 leaves the battle for 
the centre still open, Schone-Lorenz, 
Karl Marx Stadt 1990) 8 ... �g7 9 .!Dc3 
0-0 10 �d2 lIb8 and now the play 
seems to become quite slow and posi­
tional: 1 1  0-0 a6 12 lIacl 'ifg4 13 'ifdl 
'ifh4 14 'iff3 e5 15 d5 .!Da5 16 .!De2 b6 
17 'ifg3 'ifh5 1 8  f3 .!Db7 19 fxe5 dxe5 
20'ifh3 ! Matlak-Woda, Slupsk 1989. 

e) 5 h4 .!Df6 6 'ifb3 'ifc8 7 �h3 
.!Dbd7 8 .!Dc3 c6 9 �g5 �g7 10 0-0-0 
'ifc7 1 1  'l£<bl 'ifb6 = 12 'ifc2 and now 
Black should avoid 12 ... 0-0? 13 h5!, 
Pushkov-Savon, Ore! 1995 . 

5 ... �g7 6 f4 (D) 
6 e4?! .!Dc6 7 �e3 e5 is again a mis­

guided plan, as White closes the cen­
tre himself, and Black is better after 8 
d5 .!Dd4 9 .!Db5 .!Dxb5 10 cxb5 .!Df6 1 1  
'ifd2 .!Dh5 1 2  h4 �f6 1 3  0-0-0 �xh4 + 
Leiber-Hartoch, Ostend 1987. 

6 ... ll:lc6!? 
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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: I S  
cxb6 cxb6 16 'ii'b3liJc8 1 7  h4liJd6 18  
hS liJf6 19 .ii.f3 nc8 20 bxaS bxaS 21 
ncl 'ii'd7 22 'l£<e2 nb8 23 'ii'dl .u.fc8 
and Black was OK. 

Conclusion: Black gets sufficient 
counterplay after 4 gxf3 g6 though the 

This active move gives Black good positions can become quite sharp. 
counterplay. 

A more positional approach is also A2) 
possible with 6 ... c6: 4 exf3 (D) 

a) 7 'ii'd3 e6 8 e3 liJe7 9 .ii.e2 liJd7 
10 .ii.d2 dS 11 nc I liJfS 12 cxdS exdS 
13 liJa4 0-0 14 .ii.g4liJd6 IS .ii.b4 liJf6 
16 .ii.f3 ne8 17 .ii.xd6 'ii'xd6 18 'l£<fl 
J:r.e7 :;: Vokac-Okhotnik, Marianske 
Lazne 1989. 

b) 7 h4!? 'ii'b6 (7 ... hS!?) 8 e3 liJd7 
9 hS 0-0-0 10 .ii.d2 liJgf6 1 1  h6 .ii.f8 
12 b4 eS 13 cS! ± Gerber-Ireneusz, 
Geneva 1994. 

c) 7 e3 liJd7 8 .ii.d3 e6 9 liJe4 liJdf6 
10 liJg5 li3:7 is sound for Black, Pin­
ter-Christiansen, ReggioEmilia 1987/8. 

7 03 
7 dS!? Agrest. 
7 ... e5 8 fxeS dxe5 9 d5 lLlce710 c5 

lLlf6 11 e4 
11 .ii.c4 !?  Agrest. 
11 ... 0-0 12 .Jte2 b6 13 .Jte3 
13 b4 as 14 .ii.a3 axb4 IS .ii.xb4 

bxcS 16 .ii.xcs c6! gives Black good 
counterplay. 

13 ... lLld7 14 b4 
14 c6 liJf6 is also good for Black. 

As White'sstrongcentre might just 
be an obstacle for his bishops, 4 exf3, 
immediately opening the f l-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 ... liJh6-
fS and . . .  liJc6 offer some chances to at-
tack the d4-pawn. 
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4 ... e6 is less flexible: S lbc3 (S 'ifb3 .1i.e2 cS 10 0-0 0-0 11 'ifc2 lbd7 12 
'ifc8 6 dS eS 7 f4 lbd7 8 .1i.e2lbgf6 9 J:!.ael ne8 13 .1i.d3lbes 14 f4 lbxd3 IS 
0-0 .1i.e7 10 lbc3 0-0 1 1  .1i.e3 as 12 'ifxd3 a6 16 'u'e2 'ifd7 17  J:!.fel bS + 
J:!.adl exf4 13  i.xf4 lbcs 14 'ifc2 Vaillant-Frick, Avoine 2000. 
lbfd7 IS J:!.fel 'ifd8 1 6 lbbS .1i.f6 17 b3 7 i.e2 (D) 
J:!.e8 = Gavrikov-Miles, Horgen 1994) 
S ... lbd7 6 .1i.d3 g6 7 h4! .1i.g7 8 .1i.e3 
lbe7 9 hs lbfS 10 .1i.xfS gxfS 1 1  g4! 
fxg4 12fxg4 'ife7 13 h6 .1i.f6 14 'iff3 � 
Sokolov-Miles, Groningen 1994. 

5 lbc3 .1i.g7 6 .1i.e3 
6 .1i.e2 allows Black to become ac­

tive' 
a) 6 ... lbc6 7 ds lbd4 8 0-0 lbxe2+ 

9 'ifxe2 .1i.xc3 10 bxc3 'ifd7 11 'u'el 
'l£<f8 with an unusual position in which 
the chances should be about equal, 
Grabarczyk-TeUa, Stockholm 2000. 

b) 6 ... lbd7 7 f4 cS 8 dxcs lbxcs 9 
i.e3 i.xc3+ 10 bxc3 lbf6 11 .1i.d4 0-0 
12 .1i.xf6 \/2-\/2 Sosonko-Van der Wiel, 
Rotterdam 1997. 

c) 6 ... lbh6! 7 0-0 lbfS 8 dS 0-0 9 
.1i.d2 c6 10 .1i.d3 'ifd7 11 'u'el 'u'e8 12 
J:!.bl lba6 13  b4 lbc7 14 i.e4 cxdS IS  
cxdS 'u'ac8 16 J:!.c I lba8 17 a4lbb6 18  
as lbc4 :;: L.Spassov-Solozhenkin, 
Berga 1993. 

6 . ..tiJf6 
Alternatives: 
a) Standard development by means 

of 6 . . .  lbd7 7 'ifd2 lbgf6 is somewhat 
careless. White gets the better chances 
by 8 dS!  c 6 9 .1i.e2 J:!.c8 10 0-0cxdS l l  
cxdS 0-0 12 a4 'ifaS 1 3  J:!.a3 a6 (Van 
der Sterren-Plaskett, London Lloyds 
Bank 1993) 14 'u'b3 with some pres­
sure. 

b) 6 ... lbh6!?, with the very concrete 
plan of attacking d4, is also worth con­
sidering here: 7 'ifb3 'ifc8 8 ds lbfS 9 

7 ... c6 
7 . . .  0-0?! is premature, as White can 

start a kingside attack with 8 f4 (8 0-0 
lbbd7 9 'u'cl eS 10 dxeS lbxeS 11 f4 
lbc6 12 .1i.f3 'ifd7 13 cS J:!.ad8 14 cxd6 
cxd6 IS lbbS 'u'fe8 16 h3 dS 17 a4 
.!be4 18 lbxa7 i.xb2 19 .u.c2 kg7 20 
lbxc6 bxc6 21 .1i.b6 J:!.b8 22 as ± Pet­
ursson-Hodgson, London 1979) 8 . . .  c6 
9 h4 'ifaS 10 'l£<fl eS 11 hS lbbd7 12 
hxg6 fxg6 13  fxeS dxeS 14 dS e4 IS  
'ifd2 cxdS 16 cxdS 'ifb4 17  J:!.h4 'u'ad8 
18 J:!.dl lbb6 19 lbxe4 'ifxd2 20 .:r.xd2 
'u'xdS 21 lbcs 'u'c8 22 b4 J:!.xd2 23 
il..xd2lbbdS 24 J:!.c4 ± Vaganian-Mi­
los, Moscow OL 1994. 

8 0-00-09 d5 tiJbd7 10 �b3 
Other moves: 
a) 10 f4 is logical, and may offer 

White a slight advantage: 
al) 1O ... 'ifaS 1 1  'u'bl!  'u'fc8 12 b4 

'ifc7 13 J:!.cl as 14 dxc6 bxc6 IS bS cS 
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16 11..[3 is much better for White, Van 
der Sterren-Jansa, Prague 1992. 

a2) 1O ... a6!? 1 1  lIe 1 cxd5 12 cxd5 
b5 13 a4 b4 14 tba2 as 15 il..b5 tbe4 16 
il..d4 il..xd4 17 'if'xd4 tbec5 18  lIce! 
tbb6 19 f5! and despite Shariyazda­
nov-Spangenberg, Roque Saenz Pena 
1997 being agreed drawn immediately, 
the position is very unclear. 

a3) 1O ... cxd5 1 1  cxd5 ( 1 1  tbxd5 
tbc5 12 tbc3 tbfe4 13 tbxe4 tbxe4 14 
il..f3 tbc5 15 Itbl  as 16 b3 'if'c7 17 h4 
e6 18 h5 IUd8 = Sorokin-Spangen­
berg, Villa Gesell 1996) 1 l ...'if'a5 12 
a3 lIfc8 13 il..d4 tbe8 14 il..xg7 (14 
il..g4 f5 15 il..f3 il..xd4 16 'if'xd4 'if'b6 
17 'if'd2 tbef6 18 lIael 'l£<f8 19 lIe3 
tbg8 20 tbe2 tbc5 21 b4 tbd7 22 tbd4 
:j; Farago-Davies, Silkeborg 1988) 
14 ... tbxg7 15 il..g4 f5 16 il..f3 J:!.xc3!? 
17  bxc3 'if'xc3 18  lIel 'if'f6 19 lIe3 
tbc5 20 lIbl lIc8 21 'if'e2 lIc7 22 lIel 
'l£<f8 23 g4!? fxg4 24 il..xg4 tbf5 25 
il..xf5 gxf5 (Naumkin-Jansa, Names­
tovo 1987) 26 f3 gives White some ad­
vantage. 

b) lO lIb l ! ? i s also alogical move: 
1O ... tbb6 ( lO  ... aS !? is an improvement) 
1 1  'if'd2 cxd5 12 cxd5 'if'd7 13 il..b5 

'if'f5 14 lIfdl lIfc8 15 il..xb6 axb6 16 
'if'e3 ± Benkovic-Jovic, Kragujevac 
2000. 

c) 10 lIcl !? is possible; for exam­
ple, 1O ... 'if'a5 1 1  dxc6 ( 1 l lIel cxd5 12 
tbxd5 tbxd5 13 'if'xd5 'if'xd5 14 cxd5 
lIfc8 15 b3 a6 16 a4 il..c3 17 lIedllIc7 
18  f4lIac8 19 g3 il..a5 20 lIxc7 lIxc7 
21 il..c4 il..b6 22 il..d2 as 23 'l£<fl tbc5 
24 lIal tbe4 25 il..el il..d4 26lIdl il..c3 
=+= Stern-Slobodjan, Heringsdorf 2000) 
l l ...bxc6 12 f4 lIab8 13 b3 tbc5 14 

il..f3 lIbc8 15 lIel tbe6 16 'if'd2 lIfd8 
17 lIedl lId7 18 g4 'l£<f8 19 tba4 112_112 
Bukal-Medak, Pula 2000. 

We now return to the position after 
10 'if'b3 (D): 

lO ... 'if'b8!? 
This is 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) 1O ... cxd5?! is not good, opening 
the queenside to White's advantage: 
1 1  cxd5 'if'b8 ( 1 l . . .'if'aS 12 a3 a6 13 
lIacl lIac8 14 'if'xb7 �b8 15 'if'xa6 
'if'xa6 16 il..xa6 lIxb2 17 a4 tbc5 18  
il..b5 ± Bacrot-Markotic, Nice 1994) 
12 lIfcl lIc8 1 3 f4a6 14 a4b6 15 il..f3 
tbc5 16 'if'dl lIa7 17 b4 tbcd7 18 tbe2 
'u'ac7 19 tbd4 'if'b7 20 tbc6 ± Stohl­
Pribyl, BundesJiga 1993/4. 

b) 1O ... 'if'c7 is also quite slow, and 
White has a normal advantage after 1 1  
lIfdl ( 1 1  lIaci e 6  1 2  dxe6 fxe6 13  
lIfdl 'i'b8 14 f4 d5 1/2_1/2 Gagarin­
Rashkovsky, Zadar 2000) 11 ... a6 12 
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l::!.acl 'u'fc8 13 f4 !Kharitonov-Agrest, 
Pinsk 1993. 

11 l:.fdl l::!.c8 12 l::!.ac1 a6 13 nd2 
cxd5 14 tLlxd5 

14 cxdS bS gives Black counter­
play. 

14 ... tLlxd5 15 ':'xd5 l::!.c6 16 f4 �c7 
17 J:tddl as 18.i.f3 tLlc5 19 �c2 %1b6 
20 l::!.bl a4 21 h4 e6 

21 ... �b4!? might be possible. 
22 h5 
! 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 ... tbh6-fS, are our 
recommendation for Black. 

B) 
3 ... tLld7 4 g3 .i.xf3 5 exf3 (D) 

5 ... g6 
With the knight on d7, Black's main 

plan is to challenge White's centre with 
a pawn-push, either ... eS or . . .  cS. 

S ... e6 is another move: 
a) 6 f4 tbb6 7 tbc3 tbf6 8 a4 as 9 

iLg2 l::!.b8 10 'if'e2iLe7 1 1  0-00-0 12 b3 
dS 13 cS tbc8 14 fS exfS 15 'if'eS b6! 
leaves the result totally open, though 
D.Gurevich-Benjamin, Chicago 1991 
ended after 16 'if'xfS bxcS 17 tbxdS 
tbxdS 18 iLxdS iLf6 19 iLc4 iLxd4 20 
iLgS 112_112. 

b) 6 dS eS 7 tbc3 g6 8 f4 iLg7 9 
fxeS tbxeS 10 iLh3 tbf6 1 1  0-00-0 12 
b3 tbfd7 1 3  iLd2 tbcs 14 'u'bl as 15 
iLg2 .l:le8 16 tbbS tbed3 17  iLe3 'if'd7 
18 'if'd2 b6 19 'u'fdl 112_1/2 Pieniazek­

Maiwald, Bundesliga 199617. 
c) 6 tbc3 and now: 
c l )  After 6 . . .  c6 White gets activity 

in the centre with 7 dS! exdS 8 cxdS 
tbgf6 9 iLf4 tbeS (9 . . .  cS!? Greenfeld) 
10 iLg2 iLe7 11 iLxeS dxeS 12 dxc6 
bxc6 13 f4 'if'c7 14 O-O! exf4 15 tbbS 
'if'b6 16 tbd6+ ± Greenfeld-Sokolovs, 
Baile HerculaneECC 1994. 

c2) 6 ... tbgf6 7 d5 eS and now White 
can always attack the centre with f4, 
though Black also has a safe position: 
8 iLg2 g6 9 0-0iLg7 1 0 f4 0-0 11 fxeS 
tbxeS 12 b3 tbfd7 13 'if'c2 'if'f6 14 iLb2 
tbf3+ 15 'l£<hl l::!.fe8 16 'if'dl tbdeS 17  
tbbS 'u'e7 18  iLxf3 'if'xf3+ 19 'if'xf3 
tbxf3 20 iLxg7 'l£<xg7 21 Wg2 tbeS 22 
.l:lfel a6 23 tbc3 l::!.ae8 with an equal 
position. Gunawan-Hodgson, Jakarta 
1996. 

6 .i.g2 
Or: 
a) 6 tbc3 iLg7 and now: 
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al) 7 h4 �gf6 8 .1i.e3c6 9 g 4 h6 1O 
.1i.e2 dS! I I  cxdS �xdS 12�xdS cxdS 
13 'ifb3 (the alternative 13 f4 'ifb6 14 
hS gxhS I S  'u'xhS �f6 16 nh3 has 
been suggested as an improvement by 
Dautov) 13 ... 'ifb6 14 'ifxb6 �xb6 = 
Dautov-Adams, Ter Apel 199S. 

a2) 7 ke3 c6 8 .1i.e2 �gf6 allows 
White to get some space in the centre 
with 9 dS! 0-0 10 0-0 'ifaS I I  'ifb3 
nfc8 12 nfdl nab8 13 a3 a6 14 nac1 
cxdS IS �xdS �xdS 16 nxdS 'ifc7 17 
'ifa2 � Pieniazek-Hennings, 2nd Bun­
desliga 1998/9. 

b) 6 kh3 is an interesting idea, to 
maximize the effect of the bishop: 
6 ... kg7 7 0-0 �gf6 8 dS 0-0 9 �c3 c6 
10 ke3 'ifaS I I  'ifb3 .l:tab8 12nfd l ! ?  
( 1 2 nadl �b6 1 3  nfel � )  1 2  . . .  �b6 13 
kf! nfc8 14 kd2�bd7 I S  f4 'ifb6 16 
nel  'l£<f8 17 'ifd I !?  cxdS 18  cxdS 'ifxb2 
19 nbl 'ifa3 20 ne3 with good com­
pensation, Skomorokhin-Sakaev, St 
Petersburg 1996. 

6 ... .1i.g7 (D) 

7 0-0 
White has many alternatives: 

a) 7 �c3 e6 8 f4 c6 9 dS exdS 10 
cxdS cS with a complicated position: 
11 fS �e7 12 fxg6 hxg6 13 0-0 a6 14 
nel 'l£<f8 IS �e4 'ifb6 16 h4 �eS 17 
kgS �fS 18 �f6 'i'xb2 19 nbl 'ifd4 
(Tager-Miles, Bad Worishofen 1989) 
20 'ifxd4 �xd4 21 nxeS! dxeS 22 
nxb7 with good compensation. 

b) 7 dS hS 8 0-0�h6 9 �d2 (9 f4!?  
Gleizerov) 9 . . .  cS I0 .1i.h3�fS II  kxfS 
gxfS 1 2 f4 (12 'ifc2 e6 13 nel 'iff6 =+=) 
12 ... h4 13 nel hxg3 14 hxg3 �f6 I S  
nbl 'l£<f8 16 �f3 'ifd7 17  'ifd3 e 6  is 
OK for Black, Gleizerov-Tunik, Vos­
kresensk 1993. 

c) 7 f4 c6 8 0-0 �gf6 9 �c3 0-0 1O 
dS (10 nel !?) and now: 

c l )  1O ... nc8 1 I nel ( l l ke3 'ifaS ! 
provides Black with counterplay, Sok­
olov-Hickl, Nussloch 1996) l l ...ne8 
12ke3�.  

c2) 1O . . .  �b6 1 1  'i'e2cxdS l2 cxdS 
nc8 13  .1i.e3 �d7 14 nadl .1i.xc3 I S  
bxc3 nxc3 16 .1i.d4 nc7 17  nfel �6 
18 kxb6 axb6 19 nd3 'ifd7 20 ne3 
ne8 21 nb3 nec8 22 'iff! 'ifa4 23 nb2 
'ifd4 =+= Schone-Maiwald, Bundesliga 
1997/8. 

7 •.• tLlh6! (D) 
Black is going to bring his knight to 

fS, generating counterplay against the 
white centre. 

7 . . .  c6 is another option, aiming to 
build a safe central set-up with ... c6 
and ... dS: 8 �c3 �gf6 9 ke3 0-0 10 
'ifd2 dS II 'ife2 dxc4 12 'ifxc4 e6 13 
�e4 �dS 14 nadl 'ifb6 IS  kc1 as 16 
'u'fel 'ifb4 17 kf!  nfd8 18 .1i.gS ndb8 
19 b3 a4 =+= Born-Bagirov, Deizisau 
1999. 

8 "-xh6 
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w 

Or: 
a) After 8 f4 Black has a choice: 
al) 8 ... c6 9 �c3 (9g4 'ifb6 10 �e3 

f5 and 9 d5 cxd5 10 cxd5 �f5 1 1  �c3 
are other unclear suggestions by Ivan­
chuk) 9 ... �f5 1 0 d5 c5 1 1  .l:tel 0-0 12 
nbl .l:le8 13 'ifd3 �d4 and the central 
knight gives Black counterchances, 
Lopushnoi-Khakhinov, Novosibirsk 
1998. 

a2) 8... �5! gives Black good ac­
tivity after 9 ii.xb7 .l:lb8 10 .Jtg2 �xd4 
11 �c3 0-0 12 nbl,  and now: 

a2l) 12 . . .  c5 13 ii.d2 �b6 14 b3 e6 
15 'u'el d5?! ( l 5  ... 'ifc7 !? Gofshtein) 
16 cxd5 exd5 17 a4 as 18 �e2�c6 19 
f5! �b4 20 �f4 ± Gofshtein-lansa, 
Prague 1993. 

a22) 12 ... c6 13 b3 'i'c7 14 ii.b2 
�c5 = Ivanchuk-Speelman, Debrecen 
Echt 1992. 

b) 8 g4!? stops ... �f5, but White's 
pawn-structure is very committed. Af­
ter 8 . . .  0-0 9 ii.e3 f5 10'ifd2�f7 1 1  h3 
e5 12 dxe5 �dxe5 13�a3f4 1 4 ii.xf4 
'i'f6 15 b3 g5 16 ii.g3 �g6 17 .l:ladl 
�fe5 Black has good compensation, 
Klebel-Mirschinka, Bundesliga 1997/8. 

8 ... i.xh6 9 f4 
Here is a thematic example cf how 

Black can gain the advantage: 9 �c3 
0-0 10 f4 c6 I i nel ii.g7 12 d5 cxd5 13  
�xd5 e6 14 �c3 ii.xc3! 15  bxc3 'i'c7 
16 h4 llad8 17 'ifd4 b6 =+ Brennink­
meijer-Hodgson, Dutch Cht (Breda) 
1998. 

9 ... c6 10 Q:\c3 ii.g7 11 �d2 0-0 12 
d5 

12 11fel e6 13 d5 cxd5 14 cxd5 e5 is 
OK for Black: 15 �e4 exf4 16 �xd6 
�e5 17 �xb7 'ifb6 18 gxf4 �g4 19 
Itadl, Heim-Hodgson, Slough ECC 
1997. 

12 ... ':'c8 13 ':'ac1 �a5 14 l:.fdl 
':'fe8 15 b3 .l:ic7 16 h4 .Jtxc3 17 �xc3 
�xc3 18 ':'xc3 cxd5 19 ':'xd5 Q:\f6 20 
l:.b5 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 �d7 4 g3 �xf3 5 
exf3 g6 seems to be completely sound 
for Black. Again, the plans with ... �h6 
work well. 

C) 
3 ... Q:\d7 4 Q:\c3 i.xf3 (D) 
5 gxf3 
5 exf3 leads to somewhat different 

positions after 5 . . .  g6: 
a) 6 �e2 S/..g7 7 0-0 �h6! looks 

sound for Black, though complications 
are possible: 

al) 8 d5 �5 9 ii.d3 o2rl4 10 nel 0-0 
11 �g5 ne8 12 f4 �c5 13 �e2 112_112 

Lautier-Hodgson, Harplinge 1998. 
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a2) 8 il..d3 e6 9 il..e3 0-0 10 'i'd2 
tbf5 1 1  .lhf5 exf5 12 il..g5 il..f6 13 h4 
c6 14 l:!.fel l:!.e8 is equal, Vyzhmana­
Yin-Hodgson, London ECC 1996. 

a3) 8 g4!?e6(8 ... e5!?)9 i1..e3 f5 1O 
.:Iel  0-0 11  g5 tbf7 12 f4 c 6  13 'i'd2 
'i'c7 14 .::tadl l:!.ad8 15 h4 .::tfe8 == 
Eperjesi-Bree, Budapest 2000. 

b) 6 f4 i1..g7 and then: 
bl) 7 il..e3 e6 8 'ii'b3 tbe7 9 0-0-0 

b6 10 g4 tbf6 1 1  l:!.gl d5 12 cxd5 
tbfxd5 13 tbxd5 'if'xd5 14 il..c4 'if'c6 
15 Wbl 0-0 + Samarin-Belikov, Smol­
ensk 1992. 

b2) 7 il..e2 tbh6 8 g4 e5 9 dxe5 
dxe5 10 fxe5 tbxe5 11 'ii'xd8+ .::txd8 
12 il..xh6 il..xh6 13  l:!.dl c6 + Gleize­
rov-Epishin, Podolsk 1992. 

b3) 7 g4!? is an interesting sharp 
idea, which made Black react wrongly 
with 7 ... e5?! (7 ... c5!? and 7 ... h5!? look 
like natural improvements) 8 dxe5 
dxe5 9 il..g2 tbe7 10 0-0 0-0 1 1  il..xb7 
l:!.b8 12 il..g2 exf4 13  il..xf4 l:!.xb2 14 
tbb5 tbe5 15 l:!.el tbxc4 16 'i'xd8 .lIxd8 
17 tbxc7 ;t in Garcia Ilundain-Mell­
ado, Spanish Cht 1992. 

c) 6 il..e3 il..g7 (D) and now: 

w 

c l )  7 'i'd2 is best met by the stan­
dard set-up 7 ... e6! 8 il..d3 tbe7, when 
Black is doing fine; for example, 9 0-0 
(9 h4 h5 10 d5 e5 1 1  f4 tbf5!?  12 il..xf5 
gxf5 13  tbe2 exf4 14 il..xf4 tbc5 with 
counterplay, Itkis-Nevednichy, Kishi­
nev 1993) 9 ... 0-0 10 il..h6 il..xh6 1 1  
'i'xh6 tbf5 12 il..xf5 exf5 1 3  'i'd2 l:!.e8 
= Ovseevich-Borsos, Simferopol l 99 1 .  

c2) After 7 h 4  h 5  the position may 
become quite complicated, although 
Black's plan with ... tbh6-f5 appears 
very natural: 

c2l) 8 g3 tbh6 9 il..h3 c6 10 0-0 
tbf5 1 1  il..xf5 gxf5 12 il..g5 tbf8 13  
.::tel tbg6 14 tbe2 'if'd7 15  tbf4 e6 16 
tbxg6 fxg6 17 d5 e5 == Eingom-Agrest, 
Berlin 1993. 

c22) 8 'i'd2 tbh6 9 il..d3 c5 10 dxc5 
tbxc5 11 Si.c2 tbf5 12 Si.xf5 gxf5 13 
Si.d4 Si.xd4 14 'if'xd4 l:!.g8 15  0-0-0 
tbe6 16 'ii'd5 'i'b6 with good activity, 
Pogorelov-Izeta, Linares open 1995. 

c23) 8 l:!.cl tbh6 9 g4 hxg4 10 fxg4 
f5 1 1  il..e2 tbxg4 12 Si.xg4 fxg4 13  
'i'xg4 tbf8 14 'i'e4 c6 15  Wd2 112_1/2 
Komarov-Hodgson, French Cht 1999. 

S .•. g6 6 f4 
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The alternatives are not dangerous 
for Black: 

a) 6 b3 Si.g7 7 �b2 tbgf6 8 e3 0-0 
9 f4 eS 10 fxeS dxeS 1 1  Si.g2 exd4 12 
'if'xd4 c6 13 'if'd2 'if'aS 14 tbe4 'if'xd2+ 
IS tbxd2 .l:lad8 16 .l:ldl tbcs 17 'l£<e2 
.l:lfe8 = Vladimirov-Rivas, Salamanca 
1991. 

b)  6 h4 tbgf67 'if'b3 .l:lb8 8 �e3c6 
9 Si.h3 Si.g7 10 0-0-0 and now 1O . . .  a6 
allows 11 cS!? 0-0 12 Si.f4 eS 13 dxeS 
tbxcs 14 'if'c4 tbhS (Kirov-Delchev, 
Bulgarian Ch (Sofia) 1996) IS exd6±. 
Probably Black should continue with 
1O ... 'if'b6!?; e.g., 1 1  'if'a4 'if'a6. 

6 ... i.g7 (D) 

w 

e3 eS 10 fxeS dxeS 11 dS 0-0 is un­
clear according to Epishin. 

b) 7 e3 c6 8 Si.d2 e6 9 'if'b3 'if'c7 1O 
tbe4 tbdf6? ( l 0  ... b6!?) 11 �xb7 ! Wd7 
12 'if'xc7+ 'ittxc7 13 tbgS is much 
better for White, Gomez Esteban­
Romero, Elgoibar 1997. 

7 ... c6!? 
This logical move, blocking the long 

diagonal, seems to give Black excel­
lent counterplay. 

7 . . .  ,U,b8 is another option: 8 0-0 (8 
'if'd3 tbgf6 9 b3 0-0 10 �b2 a6 1 1  0-0 
cS 12 e3 cxd4 13 'if'xd4 bS 14 cxbS 
axbS IS 'u'fcl b4 16 tba4 'if'aS is OK 
for Black, Panno-Miles, Buenos Aires 
1994) 8 ... e6 9 dS tbgf6 10 �e3 a6 1 1  
'if'b3 e S  1 2  fxeS tbxeS 1 3  Si.a7 .l:la8 1 4  
Si.d4 tbhS I S  e 3  0-0 1 6  �xb7 'if'e7 17  
'if'b3 'u'fb8 1 8 'if'c2tbxc4 19 tbe2tbeS 
20 �c3 fS 21 'u'ael 'if'h4 22 h3 1/2_1/2 

Sakaev-Svidler, St Petersburg 1997. 
8 0-0 tL\h6 9 e4 0-0 10 i.e3 e6 11 

.!:tel �h4 
Black's pieces nicely attack the 

white position, and the strong-looking 
centre is not effective. 

12 �f3 eS 13 fxeS dxeS 14 dS tL\g4 
15 �h3 'iWxh3 16 i.xh3 tL\xe3 17 he3 
'iloS 

7 i.g2 =+ Alterman-Hodgson, BundesJiga 
White has some alternatives: 1997/8. 
a) 7 'if'd2 tbh6 (7 ... c6 8 b3 'if'b6 9 

e3 tbh6 10 h4 eS 11 fxeS dxeS 12 dS Conclusion: Black should not be 
tbf6 13  Si.g2 tbfs 14 Si.b2 0-0 IS 0-0-0 too worried about the strong white 
'u'ad8, San Segundo-Epishin, Madrid centre in the variation 4 tbc3 �xf3 S 
1992, 16 hS!? tbxhS 17 'u'xhS gxhS 18 gxf3 g6 6f4 as this centre might easily 
.l:lgl with good compensation - Epi- become a target for active counterplay 
shin) 8 b3 (8 e4 cS 9 dS fS =) 8 . . .  tbfS 9 by Black. 



1 4  The Portuguese Gambit 

1 d4 d6 2 4Jf3 .Jtg4 3 c4 e5 4 dxe5 a) 5 h3?! .1i.xf3 6 exf3 is not good, 
4Jc6 (D) because Black plays for activity with 

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 tbc3 
c5 4 cxd5 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 applied in the move­
order 2 c4 e5 3 tbf3 Jig4 

5 i.g5!? 
This zwischenzu/i, developing the 

bishop with tempo, seems to be the 
strongest, but there have only been a 
few examples The alternatives for 
White are 

6 ... dxe5! (6 ... tbxe5 7 .1i.e2 � allows 
White to stabilize his advantage in the 
form of the bishop-pair) 7 'ifa4 Si.b4+ 
8 Si.d2 Si.xd2+ 9 tbxd21?td4 with ad­
vantage to Black 

b) 5 e6?! just gives away the pawn 
S ... .1i.xe6 (S .. .fxe6 6 tbc3 'ifd7 7 e4 
Si..e7 8 Si.e2 0-0-0 9 .1i.e3 h6 10 a3 
.1i.xf3 1 1  Si.xf3 Si.g5 12 'ifd2 Si.xe3 13  
'if'xe3 e5is also possible, Guerra-Char­
neira, Honra 1998) 6 e3 g6 7 Si.d2 
Ji.g7 8 Si.c3 tbf6 9 tbbd2 0-0 10 e4 
'Vile? 11 Si.e2 �.d7 12  'ViIc2 nae8 + 
Silva-Leonardo, Portugal 1993 

c) 5 tbc3 also gives the pawn back 
too easily. 5 ... dxe5 6 'ViIa4 and then 

c l )  6 ... ii.c5 7 Si.g5 (7 tbxe5 !?  is 
another idea) 7 ... tbf6 8 ndl Si.d7 9 
'ViIc20-0 10 e3 ± Pfaff-Blum, Baunatal 
1999 

c2) 6 ... .1i.b4! 7 .1i.d2 Si.xf3 8 exf3 
'ifd4 with counterplay 

d) 5 exd6 is the most natural move 
After 5 ... Si.xd6 Black can expect some 
compensation in an unclear position 

dl)  6 e3 'ife7 7 Si.e2 tbf6 8 0-0 
0-0-0 9 'ifa4 tbe4 10 tbbd2 f5 11 tbxe4 
fxe4 12 tbd4 Si.xe2 13 tbxe2 'ife5 14 
tbg3 nhe8 15 'ifb5 'ife7 16 b3 Si.e5 17 
nbl a6 18 'ifa4 h5 19 b4 h4 20 b5 
hxg3 21 bxc6 gxf2+ 22 nxf2 Si.xh2+! 
+ Durao-Chameira, Honra 1998 
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d2) 6 .!Dbd2 'fIIe7 7 e3 .!Df6 8 i.e2 
0-0-0 9 .!Dd4 .!Dxd4 10 i.xg4+ 'i£<b8 1 1  
i.e2 .!bf5 1 2  'if'c2.!Dxe3 1 3 fxe3 'if'xe3 
14 .!Df3? (14 'if'b3!? and 14 .!Dbl !?  
are better) 14 . . .  i.b4+ 15 'i£<fl .!Dg4! =+ 
Damasceno-Chameira, Lisbon 1996. 

d3) 6 .!Dc3 .!Df6 7 e3 'if'e7 8 �e2 
0-0-0 (8 ... ,U,d8 9 �d2 0-0 10 0-0 .!DeS 
11 .!Dxe5 'ii'xe5 12 f4 'ii'e6 13  i.xg4 
.!Dxg4 14 'if'e2 �c5 15  .!DdS f5 16 h3 
c6 17 hxg4 cxd5 18  b4 �e7 19 gxf5 
'u'xf5 20 c5 'if'h6 21 g4 'fIIg6 22 'ii'g2 ± 
Van Wely-Damaso, Strasbourg 1994) 
9 'f11b3 (9 'fIIa4 'i£<b8 10 a3 h5 11 i.d2 
llhe8 12 .!Db5 .!De4 13 lIdl �c5 14 
'u'fl??.!bxd2 15 .!Dxd2�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: 1O ... h5 1 1  
.!Db5 �c5 1 2  a3 a6 1 3  .!Dc3 �d6 1 4  
.!Dxe4 'if'xe4 15 c 5  �xc5 16 'ii'xf7 �d6 
17 'ii'c4 'fIIe7 18 h3 �xf3 19 i.xf3 
.!DeS 20 'fIIe4 .!Dxf3+ 21 'fIIxf3 g5 and 
despite the simplifications Black had 
activity in Kaabi-Rocha, Algarve 199 5. 

5 ... 'i'd76 exd6 
6 .!Dc3 �xf3 7 exf3 .!Dxe5 8 �e2 

�e7 9 �xe7 .!Dxe7 112_112 Tella-Ribeiro, 
Athens 1997. 

6 ... .i.xd67 lLlc3 (D) 
7 ... lLlge7 
Or: 
a) 7 . . .  h6?! doesn't seem to have 

much of an idea behind it: 8 �h4 f5 9 
c5 i.xc5 10 'if'xd7+ 'i£<xd7 1 1 0-0-0+ 
Wc8 12 e3 .!Dge7 13 �c4 a6 14 �g3 b5 
15 �e6+ 'i£<b7 16 lld7 llac8 17  .!DeS 
�h5 18 .!DdS llhe8 (Santos-Rocha, 
Portuguese Cht (Evora) 1995/6) and 
now 19 .!Dxc6 wins. 

b) The unnatural 7 ... 'ii'f5?! is not 
good: 8 'fIId5 'ii'g6 (8 ... 'if'd7 9 .!Dd4 
.!Dge7 10 �xe7 .!Dxe7 1 1  'fIIe4 0-0-0 12 
0-0-0 a6 13 g3 c5 14 .!Db3 f5 15 'if'c2 
'if'e6 16 �g2 ± Perez-Ribeiro, Matan­
zas 1995) 9 'fIIe4+ 'fIIxe4 10 .!Dxe4 
i.b4+ 1 1  �d2 �xd2+ 12 'i£<xd2 0-0-0+ 
13 'i£<c3 f5 14 .!Deg5 .l:ld7 15 h3 �h5 16 
g4 h6 17 gxh5 hxg5 18 .!Dxg5 .l:lxh5 19 
.!De6 .!Df6 20 �g2 ! Arlandi-Rocha, 
Pula Echt 1997. Black should keep 
more pieces on the board. 

c) The so far untested move 7 .. .f6!? 
might be worth a try, as there seem to 
be some problems in the main line. 

S e3 (D) 
8 'if'a4!? 
Now (after 8 e3): 
a) 8 ... .!Dg6 (the tactical operation 

started by this move does not work) 9 
h3 �xf3 (9 ... �e6 1 0 e4 ;1;) 10 'if'xf3 h6 
11 O-O-O! hxg5 12 c5 .!Dge5 13 'if'e2 
(13  'fIIe4 lIh4! gives Black counter­
play) 13 ... 0-0-0 14 cxd6 cxd6 15 f4 ± 
Tella-Conquest, Stockholm Ril ton Cup 
1998/9. 

b) 8 ... 0-0-0 deserves a closer look. 
Black's activity has led to some success 
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in practice, though objectively it looks 
quite speculative. 9 .1i.e2 f6 10 .1i.h4 
Wb8 ( 1 0  ... hS 11 .1i.g3 'if'e6 12 .1i.xd6 
nxd6 13 'ifa4 il..xf3 14 .1i.xf3 02teS I S  
.1i.e2 02tg4 1 6  c S  ndd8 17  'if'xa7 c6 1 8  
'ifa8+ Wc7 19 'ifa4 02tdS 2 0  'ife4 'iff? 

21 02txdS+ 'if'xdS 22 'itxdS nxdS 23 b4 
± Arlandi-Ribeiro, Athens rpd 1997) 
and now: 

bl)  11 'if'a4 gS 12 .1i.g3? (12  O-O-O! 
is an improvement, with White claim­
ing an advantage after 12 ... gxh4 13 cS 
h3 14 cxd6 cxd6 IS g3) 12 ... .1i.xf3 13 
.1i.xf3 .1i.xg3 14 ndl �xf2+ I S  'l£<xf2 
'itfS 16 g4 'if'e5 17 �bS .u.xdl 18 �xdl 
nd8 19 'ii'xeS 02txeS + Pereira-Dam­
aso, Lisbon 1995. 

b2) 11 �g3!? ± is best, although 
Black might still have some chances 
of complicating the position. 

Conclusion: The gambit is proba­
bly not completely sound, but as a sur­
prise weapon it might be a reasonable 
choice. 



15 3 e4 

1 d 4 d 6  2 llJf3 kg4 3 e4 (D) 

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 �c3 early on. Lines B l and 
B21 are rather positional and don't 
cause any major danger to Black's life 
Typically Black aims for a well-timed 

d5 after which the position either 
simplifies or after 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 d5, 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 ... ll:ld7!? 122 
B: 3 ... ll:lf6 123 

The latter is very much the main 
line 

A) 
3 .ll:ld7!? 
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 fact is in 
Black's favour, but sometimes the 
bishop gets in trouble or has to be ex­
changed for the knight 

4 '1l<.3 
Both 4 h3 kh5 5 �3 e5 6 �e3 

�e? ? �e2�gf68 0-0 0-0 9 a4 c6 10 
as 'fIIc? 11  lIe]  lIfe8 12�d2 kxe2 13  
lIxe2 b5 14  axb6 axb6 15  �b3 b5 = 

Demina-Ionov, Moscow 1991 and 4 
ke2 e5 lead to a similar sort of posi­
tion 

4 ... e5 (D) 
5 "<4 
White obtained a slight initiative in 

R.Schulz-Belikov, Berlin 1994 with the 
apparently tamer 5 ke2 �gf6 6 0-0 
�e? ? �e3 0-0 8 �d2 kxe2 9 'fIIxe2 
c6 10 a4 lIe8 1 1  lIadl JU8 12 dxe5 
dxe5 13 �c4 lIe6 14 lId3 'fIIc? 15  
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w 

�g5 :il..c5 16 .!be3 g6 17 .!bg4 .!bxg4 
1 8  'if'xg4 .iLe7 ;1;. 

S ... c66 .ii.e3 
With 6 a4 exd4 7 'if'xd4 :il..xf3 8 

gxf3 White takes a big risk. 
6 ... b5 7 .ii.e2 ttJgf6 8 tiJd2 .ii.xe2 9 

�xe2 a6 10f4 :ii.e7 11 dxe5 dxe5 12 
f5i.c513 0-0 .ii.xe3+ 14 �xe3 �b6 = 
15 �xb6 tiJxb6 16 tiJf3 tiJrd7 17 b3 
f6 

There is ll) 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 COR­
sider this cautious possibility but White 
is likely to get some spatial advantage. 

B) 
3 .. /iJf6 (D) 
Now: 

81: 4 i.d3 123 
82: 4 ttJc3 125 

4 .!bbd2 e6 usually transposes to 
Line B 1 by 5 .ii.d3 or 5 c3 .iLe7 6 :il..d3. 

B 1)  
4 i.d3 e6 5 tiJbd2 
Or: 
a) 5 0-0 is a natural move, but it is 

not very dangerous: 
al) After 5 ... d5 ! ? 6 .!bbd21Le7 it is 

better to play 7 c3 = than to go for a 
closed position with 7 e5?! .!bfd7 8 
lIel c5 since the attempt to complicate 
with 9 c4!? (9 c3 .!bc6 is positionally 
fine for Black) 9 ... dxc4 10 .!bxc4 cxd4 
11 lIe4 �h5 12 �e2?! d3 13 'if'xd3 
�g6 =+ led to the loss of an exchange in 
Akesson-Karpachev, Jyvaskyla 1996. 

a2) After 5 ... �e7 White has: 
a2l) 6 J::I.el  c6 7 .!bbd2 d5 8 e5 

(White should play 8 c3 = or 8 exd5 
cxd5 = ) 8 ... .!bfd7 9 c3 c5 (this may 
already be slightly unpleasant for 
White) 10 'if'a4 ( lO .!bn cxd4 1 1  cxd4 
.!bc6 =+ 12 �e3 �b4) 1O ... �h5 1 1  c4 
.!bc6 12 cxd5 .!bb6 13 'if'b5 a6 14 'if'b3 
.!bxd5 15 dxc5 �xc5 =+= 16 .!be4?! �b4 
=+ 17 �g5 'if'd7 18 lIedl ?  :il..xf3 19 
gxf3 .!bd4 20 'if'c4 .!bxf3+ 0-1 Baga­
turov-Ki.Georgiev, Biel lZ 1993. 

a22) 6 c3 c6 7 .!bbd2 �h5 (7 ... d5 
here or next move looks slightly more 
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accurate; there is no hurry to castle) 8 
net 0-0 9 �fl dS 10 exdS cxdS 1 1  
�g3 Si.g6 12 Si.xg6 hxg6 1 3  �e2 Si.d6 
(13  ... �c6 with the logical plan ... bS­
b4 should be close to equality) 14 Si.f4 
�c6 IS 'if d3 with a slight advantage 
for White, B .Schmidt-Bezold, Bun­
desliga 19941S. 

b) s Si.gS!? �e7 6 �bd2 (D) is an­
other approach: 

bl) 6 .. O-O?! (as is often the case in 
practice, Black castles too early) 7 c3 
dS 8 eS (8 exdS �xdS 9 Si.xe7 'ifxe7 
10 'ifc2 ;!;:) 8 ... �fd7 9 �xe7 (the ag­
gressive 9 h4! is interesting: 9 ... h6 10 
�e3 cS 1 1  'if'bl lthreatening �h2) 
11 ... �xf3 12�xf3 �c6 13 hS cxd4 14 
cxd4 ;!; Dautov) 9 ... 'ifxe7 and White 
has some initiative: 

b l 1 )  lO 'ifc2h6 1 1 'if'b3 �b6 12a4 
as (l2 . . .  cS! 13 dxcS'ifxcs 14 as �6d7 
IS 'ifxb7 Si.xf3 16 �f3�c6 17 'ifxd7 
nfd8 18 'ifc7 nac8 19 'ifb7 ':b8 =) 13  
h3 Si.xf3 14 �xf3 �8d7 IS  0-0 cS 16 
�e2?! ( 16  �bS ;!;:) 16 ... nfc8 17 'ifa3 
'l£<f8 = Dautov-Tischbierek, Dortmund 
1992. 

b12) More accurate is 10 'ifb3! 
�b6 11 a4 as 12 0-0 �8d 7 13 'if'c2 
�xf3 ( 1 3  ... h6 14 �el! ± leaves the 
g4-bishop in trouble) 14 �xf3 h6 I S  
'ife2 cS 16 �bS lIfc8 17  dxcS �xcS 
18 �d4 ;!;: Dautov. 

b2) It is the right time for 6 . . .  dS! 7 
eS (7 exdS =)  7 ... �fd7 8 �e3?! (8 
�xe7 'if'xe7 9 0-0 cS 10 c3 �c6 =) 
8 ... cS 9 c3 �c6 10 0-0 c4 11 �c2 bS 
12 'ifbl b4 13 cxb4 �xb4 14 h3 �hS 
IS g4 �g6, which gave Black a nice 
position in Yuferov-Bliumberg, Minsk 
1993. 

S. . .  Si.e7 6 c3 (D) 
White has also tried: 
a) 6�flO-0(6 ... cS 7 dxcS 'ifaS+ 8 

c3 'ifxcs 9 h3 Si.xf3 10 'if'xf3 �bd7 1 1  
'ife20-0 1 2  �d2 �eS I 3 Si.c2nfc8 14 
f4 �c4 IS  �xc4 'if'xc4 16 �d3 'ifc6 
17 0-0 ;!;: Polugaevsky-Short, Reykja­
vik 1987)7 �g3 cS! (White's slow ap­
proach invites this) 8 dxcS dxcS 9 h3 
Si.xf3 10 'if'xf3 �c6 = 1 1  'if'dl ? !  'ifc7 
12 c3 nfd8 13 'if'e2 �d6! 14 �fl �eS 
I S  �c2 c4 gives Black a slight advan­
tage, Dizdarevic-Groszpeter, Zenica 
1987. 

b) 6 0-0 �bd7 !? (6 ... c 6 7 c3 trans­
poses to note 'a22' to White's Sth 
move and may be preferable; 6 ... dS 7 
c3 transposes to note 'b3' to Black's 
6th move) 7 nel 0-0 8 h3 �hS 9 �fl 
�g6 10 �g3�hS I I  �xhS ( I I  �fS!?  
gains the bishop-pair) 1 1 .. .Si.xhS 12 
c 3  ne8 13 Si.e3 c6 14 'ife2 1/2_1/2 An­
dersson-Miles, Benasque 1995. 

6. .. �hS 
This is a standard manoeuvre with 

the idea of exchanging light-squared 
bishops with . . .  �g6. Other options: 
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a) The dangers of the tempting but 
premature 6 ... 0-0?! were demonstrated 
by 7 'i'c2 h6?! (7 ... 'I£<h8!?; 7 ... .!Dbd7) 8 
h3 .1i.xf3 9 .!Dxf3 c5 10 dxc5 dxc5 1 1  
e 5  .!DdS 12 'i'e2 'i'd7 1 3  'i'e4 f5 1 4  
exf6 .!Dxf6 15 'i'g6 ± in  W.Richter­
Bezold, Bundesliga 199112. 

b) The immediate 6 ... d5!? is the­
matic, but it allows White to compli­
cate: 

bl) 7 'i'a4+ c6 8 .!DeS .1i.h5 9 0-0 
.!Dbd7 10 .!Dxd7 .!Dxd7 11 f4 dxe4 12 
.!Dxe4 0-0 13 'i'c2 .1i.g6 = Nemet-Bel­
oui, Elista OL 1998. 

b2) 7 'i'b3!? .1i.xf3 8 'i'xb7?! (8 
gxf3!?  leads to a position that is diffi­
cult to assess) 8 ... .1i.xg2 9 lIgl .1i.xe4 
10 .1i.xe4 .!Dbd7 1 1  .1i.f3 0-0 12 .!Db3 
'i'b8 13 'if'xb8 naxb8 14 .1i.h6 .!De8 + 
Sarosy-Liebowitz, COIT. 1990-2. 

b3) 7 0-0 dxe4 8 .!Dxe4 is safest: 
b31) 8 . . .  .!Dxe4 9 .1i.xe4 c6 10 'i'b3 

'i'c7 (1O . . .  'if'b6!?) 1 1  .!DeS! .1i.h5 12 g3 
.!Dd7 13  .1i.f4 'if'c8 14 .!Dc4 .!bf6 15 
.1i.g2 .1i.e2 16 nfel .1i.xc4 17 'i'xc4 0-0 
18 'if'b3 J:td8 19 .l:tadl � Dizdar-Milj­
anie, Yugoslav Ch (KJadovo) 1990. 
White has a useful bishop-pair. 

b32) 8 ... .!Dbd7 looks better: 9 .!Dg3 
0-0 (9 . . .  c5! =) 10 h3 .1i.xf3 1 1  'i'xf3 c6 
� 12 'if'dl 1/2_1/2 Lengyel-Sulskis, Bu­
dapest 1995. 

7 .!Dfl .i.g6 
Even here 7 ... d5 !? seems to be quite 

OK: 8 e5 .!Dfd7 9 .!Dg3 .1i.g6 10 .1i.xg6 
hxg6 1 1  'i'b3 .!Db6 12 a4 as 13 .1i.e3 
.!D8d7 14 0-0 0-0 15 .!Dd2 c5 16 dxc5 
.!Dxc5 112_1/2 Dautov-Bezold, Altensteig 
1994. 

8 lLlg3 d5 9 exd5 .i.xd3 10 �xd3 
�xd5 11 e4 

1 1  0-0 c5 12 c4 'if'd7 looks OK for 
Black. 

11 ... �a5+ 12 .i.d2 �a6 13 0-0 0-0 
14 l:.fe1 l:.d8 15 �e2 lLle6 16 .i.e3 

White enjoys a small space advan­
tage. However, the next move offers 
some relief and Black doesn't suffer 
from any structural weaknesses. 

16 ... .i.b4! 17 .i.xb4 lLlxb4 18 a3 
lLle6 19 l:.adl 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) 
4lLle3e6 (D) 
Now: 

821: 5 .i.e2 126 
822: 5 h3 131  

5 .:il..e3 tends to reach similar posi­
tions to Line B21; e.g., 5 ... .1i.e7 6 h3 
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w w 

Jl..hS 7 Jl..e2 dS (7 ... 0-0 transposes to 
the note to White's 7th move in Line 
B21 1) 8 .!DeS Jl..xe2 9 'if'xe2 c6 10 exdS 
.!DxdS?! ( 1O  ... exdS =) 1 1  .!DxdS exdS 
12 'if'g4 0-0 13 Jl..h6 Jl..f6 14 0-0-0 

'if'c8 IS 'if'g3 � Miladinovic-Hebert, 
Montreal 2000. 

B2l) 
5 Jl..e2 J1..e7 (D) 
It is too early for S . . .  dS?! 6 exdS 

.!DxdS (6 . . .  exdS 7 .!Des Jl..xe2 8 'if'xe2 
'if'e7 9 0-0 c6 10 lIel 'if'e6 1 1  Jl..gS 
Jl..e7 12 Jl..xf6 gxf6 13 'if'hS fxeS 14 
.u.xeS 'if'f6 IS lIael + - is even worse, 
Filippov-Kovaliov, Gistrup 1996) 7 
.!DxdS exdS 8 .!DeS! Jl..e6 9 0-0 Jl..e7 10 
f4 0-0 1 1  Jl..d3 fS 12 'if'e2 ± Filippov­
Arkhangelsky, Moscow 1994. 

Now (after S ... Jl..e7): 
8211: 6 0-0 126 
8212: 6 d5 129 

Or 6 Jl..e3, and now: 
a) 6 ... 0-0 7 'if'd2 (7 0-0 transposes 

to Line B21 1 ) 7  ... dS 8 exdS exdS 9 a3 
.!Dbd7 10 0-0 c6 11 lIadl .tI.e8 12 h3 
Jl..hS 13 .u.fel 'if'b6 14 'if'cl Jl..d6 with 

an equal position, Lang-Pribyl, Nur­
emberg 1989. 

b) 6 . . .  dS!? 7 eS (7 .!DeS Jl..xe2 8 
'if'xe2 c6 leads to equality) 7 ... .!Dfd7 8 
.!Dd2 Jl..xe2 9 .!Dxe2 cS 10 c3 .!Dc6 1 1  
0-0 cxd4 ( l l...bS i s  another plan) 12 
cxd4 'if'b6 13 lIbl 0-0 14 b4!? 'if'c7 IS 
a3 bS! 16 .!Dg3 as resulted in a typical 
kingside vs queenside fight, where 
Black's counterplay was strong, in the 
game Zsu.Polgar-YrjoHi, Kecskemet 
1988. 

B211) 
6 0-0(D) 
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6 ... 0-0 
Or: 
a) Possibly the thematic 6 . . .  dS?! is 

still premature in view of7 tbeS! il..xe2 
8 'ii'xe2 O-O?! (though 8 ... c6 may be 
solid enough) 9 'ii'bS!, and now: 

aI) 9 ... dxe4?! 10 'if'xb7 'ii'xd4 1 1  
il..f4! (after I I  'ii'xa8? 'ii'xeS Black gets 
a strong attack with moves like ... tbg4 
and ... il..d6 according to Ribli) 1 1  ... il..d6 
12 'ii'xa8 il..xeS 13 il..xeS 'ii'xeS 14 h3 
cS IS 'ii'b7! ± Lesiege-Norwood, Ber­
muda 1995. 

a2) 9 ... b6 is a better chance ac­
cording to Ribli: 10 exdS exdS I I  tbc6 
(Donev's recommendation II il..f4 ! 
is also good) l l ...tbxc6 12 'if'xc6 'ii'd6 
13 'ii'xd6 il..xd6 14 tbbS !. 

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 dS, for 
example. Then: 

bI) 7 eS!? dxeS 8 dxeS 'if'xd l  (an­
other idea is 8 ... tbdS!?) 9.l::1.xdl tbdS =. 

b2) 7 il..e3 dS and now: 
b2I) 8 exdS il..xf3!?  9 il..xf3 cxdS 

is at least equal for Black: 10 tbe2 
tbc6 I I  c3 0-0 12 tbf4 bS with coun­
terplay, Seybold-Pfibyl, Schellenberg 
1991. 

b22) 8 tbd2 il..xe2 9'ii'xe2 = 0-0 10 
eS tbfd7 11  f4 cS 12 tbf3 tbc6 13  tbdl 
cxd4 14 tbxd4 nc8 IS c3  tbxd4 16 cxd4 
'if'c7 17 tbc3 'ii'c4 18 .l::I.acl tbb6 19 
b3?! 'ii'xe2 20 tbxe2 il..a3 + E.Berg­
Blatny, Gausdal 1992. 

b23) After 8 eS tbfd7 Black is 
ready to break with ... cS: 

b23I) 9tbd2i1..xe2 1O tbxe2 cS I I  
c4!? ( I I  c3 = is a less ambitious move) 

l l ...cxd4 12 il..xd4 tbb6 13 cS?! ( 1 3  
il..xb6 axb6 is  unclear) 1 3 .  .. tb6d7 1 4  
b 4  tbc6 IS  'ii'a4 a s !  16 'ii'bs axb4 + 
Reis-Lalic, Seville 1993. 

b232) 9 tbel il..xe2 10 tbxe2 cS I I  
c3 'if'b6! 12 b3 tbc6 1 3  tbf4 g6 14 tbf3 
cxd4 I S  cxd4 as 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) 7 dS!? cxdS 8 exdSeS (alterna­
tively, 8 ... il..xf3 !? 9 il..xf3 eS 10 il..e3 
0-0 11 a4 tbe8, intending .. .fS and 
... il..f6, is not a bad idea, Somogyi­
Ruck, Oberwart 1996) 9 tbd2! il..xe2 
10 'ii'xe2 O-O?! ( l 0  ... tbbd7 11 tbc4 
tbb6 is more accurate) 1 1  tbc4 tbbd7 
12 il..e3 a6 13 a4 .l::I.c8 14 as ! 011-
Yrjolii, Helsinki 1989. 

We now return to 6 .0-0 (D): 

7 il..e3 
Or 7 h3 il..hS 8 il..e3 dS (8 ... il..g6 9 

tbd2 may be risky because of the plan 
f4-fS) 9 exdS tbxdS! (9 ... exdS?! 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 tbxd5 exd5 I I  g4 
( I I  tbe5 kxe2 12 'if'xe2 lh_lh Che­
khov-Epishin, Moscow 1992) l l...kg6 
12 tbe5 tbd7 13  tbxg6 (13 f4? !  �e4) 
13  ... hxg6 14 Si.f4 'u'e8 15 'if'd2 tbf8 16 
kg3 tbe6 17  c3 kd6 18  kd3 g5 19 
'u'ael kf4 20 'if'dl 'if'd6 = Callergard­
Mokry, Gausdal 1988. 

7 ... d5 
This is another opportunity to play 

the more testing 7 . . .  c6 8 tbd2 (8 d5 !?) 
8 ... �xe2 9 'if'xe2 d5, with similar po­
sition-types as after 6 ... c6. 

8 exd5 (D) 
8 e5?! tbfd7 9 tbel �xe2 10 tbxe2 

c5 I I  c3 tbc6 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 'if'b6 14 tbf3 (14 f5?is premature 
owing to 14 . . .  cxd4) 14 .. .f6! 15 'l£<hl 
cxd4 16 exf6? (16 tbexd4 is unclear) 
16 ... tbxf6 17 tbfxd4 tbxg4 18 �gl 
tbxd4 19 tbxd4 tbf6 20 'if'e2 tbe4 =t. 

8 ... exd5 

Black has two other moves, both of 
which seem to equalize without trou­
ble: 

a) 8 ... tbxd5 (the simplest way to 
make a draw) 9 tbxd5 exd5 10 tbe5 
Si.xe2 1 1  'if'xe2 tbd7 12 tbxd7 (12 f4? 
tbf6 +) 12 . . .  'if'xd7 13  'if'd2 (13  Si.f4 
l/�_lh Goldin-Khalifman, Sochi 1989) 
13 ... 'if'b5 = Hulak-Miles, WijkaanZee 
1987. 

b) Because of the solid natureofthe 
black position, even 8 ... �xf3!? 9 kxf3 
exd5 is possible, depriving White of 
the chance to occupy e5: 

bl) 1O 'if'd3 c6 1 1 tbe2tbbd7 12c3 
ne8 13 tbg3 g6 14 Si.f4 tbf8 15 'u'fel 
tbe6 1 6 kd2kd6 1 7 tbn 'if'b6 18 'if'c2 
c5!? ( I 8  ... ne7 = ) 19 dxc5 Si.xc5 20 
Si.h6 d4 21 'u'adl 'u'ac8 with an active 
position, Lechtynsky-Bezold, Bmo 
1993. 

b2) 10 'u'el c6 II 'if'd3 tbbd7 12 
tbe2ne8 13  tbg3 g6 14 Si.g5 lh_l/� Van 
der Sterren-Hort, Amsterdam 1987. 
Black can continue comfortably with 
. .. tbf8-e6. 

9 4Je5 
The biggest danger for Black is to 

drift into a position where the bishop 
becomes a target for a pawn-storm on 
g6: 9 h3!? Si.h5?! (9 ... kxf3 10 kxf3 
c6 should be at least as good as note 
'b' to Black's 8th move) 10 g4! Si.g6 
I I  tbe5 c6?! ( 1 1  . . .  Si.b4!?  fights forthe 
e4-square) 12 f4 �e4 13  g5 tbe8 14 
tbxe4 dxe4 15  kc4 ± tbd6 16 Si.b3 
tbf5 17 'if'h5!  tbxe3 18 Si.xf7+ 'u'xf7 
19 'if'xf7+ 'l£<h8 20 'if'b3 1-0 Maki­
Puranen, Tampere 1997. 

9 ... kxe2 10 4Jxe2 4Jbd7 11 4Jg3 
i.d6 12 i.f4 
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12 f 4 is a positionally risky continu­
ation, because it weakens some light 
squares. 

12 ... :te8 13 tbd3 
This leads to inevitable simplifica­

tions, but White cannot maintain the 
eS strongpoint: 13 nel tbe4! 14 tbd3 
(after 14 tbxe4 dxe4 Black threatens 
... f6) 14 . . .  kxf4 IS tbxf4 'tii'gS 16 tbd3 
g6 1 7 'tii'cl 'tii'f6 18 c3 c6 19 'tii'f4 'tii'xf4 
20 tbxf4 <2rl6 21 <2rl3 hS = 1/2_1/2 

D.Johansen-Speelman, Manila OL 
1992. 

13 ... kxf4 14 tbxf4 4Jf8 15 J:tel 
':'xel+ 16 �xe1 �d6 17 4Jd3 :te8 18 
�a5 �b6 

1/2-1/2 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 .. dS with the help of 
. . .  c6 first. 

B212) 
6 d5 (D) 

With this move White gains some 
space advantage but Black's formation 
remains solid enough. 

6 •.• exd5 
6 . . .  eS?! 7 ke3 c6 (7 . . .  kxf3 8 kxf3 

c6 9 'tii'd3 0-0 10 h4 tba6 II dxc6 tbb4 
12 'ii'e2 tbxc6 13 'u'dl 'ii'aS 14 0-0 �b4 
IS 'tii'bS ± Loginov-Maiwald, Buda­
pest 1993) 8 tbd2 cxdS 9 exdS kxe2 
10 �xe2 a6 11 a4 tbbd7 12 as 0-0 13 
tbc4 gave White a positional grip on 
the queenside in Neverovsky-Vaulin, 
Kstovo 1994. 

7 exd5 0-0 
In Filippov-Jacimovic, Elista OL 

1998 Black gave up his bishop too eas­
ily: 7 . . .  kxf3?! 8kxf3 0-0 9 0-0 tbbd7 
10 g3 'u'e8 II a4aS 12 tbbS tbcs 13 c3 

tbfd7 14 .:tel tbeS IS ke2 kf6 16 
ke3 tbed7 17 kfl J:l.e7 18 kg2 � and 
Black was doomed to passivity. 

8 0-0 
White has also aimed to castle 

queenside but that naturally involves 
some risk: 

a) 8 ke3 tbbd7 9 'tii'd2 a6 10 
O-O-O!? kxf3 11  kxf3 tbb6 12 ke2 
c6 13 dxc6 bxc6 14 kd4 dS IS �e3 
l:!.b8!? 16 kxa6 ne8 17 'u'hel tbbd7 
18  'tii'g3 cS 19 kxf6 tbxf6 with practi­
cal chances and some compensation, 
Miralles-Seret, French Cht 1991. 

b)  8 tbd4 kxe2 9 �xe2 l:!.e8 10 
ke3 tbbd7 I I  0-0-0 kf8 12 g4 tbe4 
13 tbxe4 l:!.xe4 14 f3 ne8 IS l:!.hel a6 
16 'l£<bl tbeS 17 tbfS �d7 = Petkov­
Zakhariev, Bankia 1991. 

8 ... l:.e8 
8 ... tbbd7 9 ke3 ne8 10 a4 iLf8 I I  

a s  a 6  1 2  l:!.a4!? tbcs 1 3  l:!.b4 'tii'c8 
(13 ... l:!.b8) 14 h3 khS IS  l:!.f4 kg6?! 
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(it is not easy to see what White is go­
ing to do after IS . . .  'if'd8, for instance) 
16 �h4 c6 17 �xg6 hxg6 18 �f3 ± 
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 lIei �bd7 10 .1i.gS .1i.xf3 
1 1  .1i.xf3 �eS 12 .1i.e3 �fd7 13 .1i.e2 
.1i.gS ! 14 .1i.d4 �g6 IS .1i.fl .u.xel 16  
'if'xel .1i.f6 17  lIdl  a6 18  �e4 .1i.eS 
112_1/2 Korchnoi-Miles, Wijk aan Zee 
1987. 

9 ... .i.xf3?! 
According toRibli, Black has better 

chances to equalize after9 . . .  .1i.hS. Per­
haps Black feared the bishop would be 
in trouble but after 10 g4 �g6 1 1  �d4 
(to play f4)there is 1 l . . .�e4 =. 

10 .i.xf3 
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 

Black's counterplay. White enjoys an 
enduring spatial plus because of the 
dS-pawn. 

10 ... tLlbd7 11 g3!? tLlc5 12 a4 
By provoking ... as, White secures 

a finn base for his knight. If Black 
avoids . . .  as, White gains space. 

12 ... a5 13 .i.g2 tLlfd7 14 ':'el .i.f6 
15 .i.d2 tLle5?! 

The activity of the knight is only 
temporary and it will be pushed back . 
More sensible is IS ... �b6 16 b3 ;1;. 

16 b3 �d7 17 tLlb5! b6?! 
This is too passive and weakens the 

c6-square. 17 ... c6 is essential, when 
White should choose 18 �c3 � (and 
not 18 dxc6 bxc6 19 �d4 dS =). 

18 .i.c3! 
Now the advance f4 is threatened, 

emphasizing Black's problems. Black 
cannot avoid structural weaknesses and 
gets no counterplay, Malaniuk-V.Iva­
nov, StPetersburg Chigorin mem 1999. 
This positional dominance was possi­
ble only after many inaccuracies from 
the black side. The rest was easy for 
White: 18 ... lIe7 19 f4 �g6 20 �xf6 
gxf6 21 lIxe7 'if'xe7 22 'if'el lIe8 23 
'itxe7 lIxe7 24 Wf2 Wf8 25 h4! �e8 
26 hS �f8 27 lIdl Wd8 28 �a7 ± lIe8 
29 �h3 �fd7 30 h6 �b8 31  .1i.fS 
�ca6 32 Wf3 �b4 33 �bS lIh8 34 c3 
�4a6 35 �d4 J:l.e8 36 lIhl lIh8 37 
lIel lIf8 38 .ii.c2 �cS 39 Wg4 lIh8 40 
�h4�cd7 41 Wh3�f842 b4axb443 
cxb4 �g6 44 .1i.d3 lIe8 45 .u.xe8+ 
Wxe8 46 as bxaS 47 bxaS �d7 1-0. 

Conclusion: There is more spirit in 
6 dS than in the previous line. Still, in 
the static position-type arising, Black 
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shouldn't have much trouble with ac- dxe6 i.xa4 16 exd7+ lbxd7) 15 . . .  exd5 
curate play. White has only a small 16 .lIc l i.g6 is unclear, Pogorelov-
space advantage and there are no Miles, Andorra 1994. 
weaknesses in the black camp. a2) 1O ... b5 1 1  a3 iLe7 12 iLf4lbb6 

13 i.g3 c6 1 4 0-00-0 15 lbd2 d5 led to 
822) a complicated position in Zsu.Polgar-

5 h3�h56 'iWe2!? (D) Anand, Amsterdam OHRA 1990. 

This aggressive method is the one 
many players are afraid of when con­
sidering 2 ... i.g4. However, this line 
also gives Black more play than some 
of the more solid ones. 

6 •.. c6 
White was threatening 'ii'b5+, and 

6 ... lbbd7?! 7 g4 i.g6 8 h4 h5 9 g5 ± is 
hardly a viable option. 

However, the not so obvious plan 
starting with 6 ... a6!? has scored well 
in practice. After 7 g4 i.g6 8 h4 (8 
�g5!? i.e7 9 h4 h5 10 i.xf6 i.xf6 
1 1O ... gxf6!?) 11 g5 i.e7 12 0-0-0 b5 
13 'if'e3 lbd7 = Hennig-Hickl, Ham­
burg 1995) 8 ... h5 9 g5 lbfd7 White has 
tried the following moves: 

a) 10 i.h3 and then: 
al) 1O ... i.e7 l 1 �e3 b5 12 lbd2b4 

13 lba4 d5!? 14 exd5 �xc2 15 b3 ( 1 5  

b )  A natural way t o  develop is 10  
i.e3 b5 I l lbd2 lbb6, and now: 

bI) 12f4is wellmetby 12 ... d5!. 
b2) 12 �h3 b4 13 lbdl d5 14 f3 

lbc6 15 c3 i.e7 was unclear in K.Berg­
Jansa, Heming 1991. 

b3) 12 d5!? is  a very notable idea. 
12 ... e5 (since this looks positionally 
bad, maybe Black should play 12 . . .  b4 
13 lbdl exd5 14 i.xb6 cxb6 15 exd5+ 
�) 13 a4 b4 14 lbdl c6 15 a5 lb6d7 16 
'if'c4 c5 17 c3 bxc3 18 lbxc3 iLe7 19 
b4!  ± l.Farago-Mokry, Austria 1992. 
White has a big positional plus. 

We now return to 6 ... c6 (D): 

7 g4 
White can develop the bishop first: 
a) 7 �f4 iLe7 (Stohl's suggestion 

7 . . .  d5!? looks better) 8 g4 iLg6 9 Si.g2 
d5 10 exd5 lbxd5 (1O ... cxd5!?) 1 1  
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tbxd5 'if'xd5 12 tbh4 'if'a5+ (12 . . .  'if'xd4 
13 .1i.e5 ±) 13 .1i.d2 'if'a6 14 tbxg6 
'ii'xe2+ 15 'l£<xe2 hxg6 16 b4! tbd7 17 
a4 and White has the initiative, Alek­
sandrov-Sakaev, USSR jr Ch (Kher­
son) 1991. 

b) 7 .1i.g5 is  liable to transpose to 
Line B221. After 7 . . .  .i.e7 (7 ... tbbd7 8 
0-0-0 'i'a5 9 g4 .i.g6 transposes to 
note 'c' to Black's 8th move in Line 
B221) 8 0-0-0 Black should not be 
tempted by 8 ... tbxe4?! 9 'if'xe4 iLxg5+ 
10 tbxg5 'i'xg5+ (or 1O ... il..xdl 1 1  
tbxe6!) 1 1  f4 'if'h4? 12 g4 d 5  1 3  'if'el 
winning a piece, Molander-Puranen, 
Jyvaskyla 1996. 

7 ... Jl.o6 
Now: 

8221: 8 .1i.gS!? 132 
8222: 8 h4 134 

The former is rather dangerous for 
Black, but the latter is played more of­
ten, and is also highly critical. 

B221) 
8 iLgS!? (D) 

8 ... .1i.e7 

8 ... tbbd7!?  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 'if'b6! and after 1 1  0-0-0 
tbd5 Black is fine. 

b) 9 .1i.g2.1i.e7 1Otbd2e5! 1 1 tbb3 
tbf8 12 .1i.e3 (12  O-O-O!? and 12 d5!? 
are both interesting alternatives) 
12 ... tbe6 13 0-0-0 tbd7 14 h4 h6 15 
lId2 tbf4! 16 'if'f3 tbxg2 17 'if'xg2 f6 
18 llhdl Q.O 19 dxe5 tbxe5 20 .1i.d4 
tbc4 21 .u.e2 b5 gives Black counter­
play, Lutz-Epishin, Tilburg 1992. 

c) Most natural is 9 O-O-O!?  'if'aS 
(9 ... .1i.e7 is more solid) 10 iLg2 (10 
iLd2! may be more troublesome for 
Black, but 10 d5 cxd5 1 1  exd5 e5 is 
perfectly comfortable for him: 12 tbd4 
.1i.e7 13 tbb3 'if'd8 14 f4 exf4 15 iLxf4 
0-0 16 h4 h5 17 g5 tbg4 18 iLh3 tbde5 
= Plaskett-Benjamin, Bermuda 1998) 
10 ... d5 11 il..xf6 tbxf6 12 exd5 tbxd5 
13  tbxd5 cxd5 14 tbe5 .1i.d6 15  tbxg6 
hxg6 16 'l£<bl 0-0-0 17 c4 dxc4 18 
'if'xc4+ 'l£<b8 = Summerscale-Benja­
min, Internet ICC 2000. 

In summary, the rather untested 
move 8 ... tbbd7!?  is well worth consid­
ering. 

9 .i.xf6 
9 'if'e3!? is an important alternative: 
a) 9 ... tbbd7 1OiLxf6(1O .1i.d3 or lO 

0-0-0 might be worth trying) 1O ... tbxf6 
1 1  0-0-0 d5 12 exd5 (12 e5 tbe4 +) 
12 ... tbxd5 13 tbxd5 'if'xd5 14 'l£<bl 
iLe4 15 .1i.e2 0-0 16 :thel il..xf3 17 
iLxf3 'if'g5 18 .1i.g2 'if'xe3 112_11z Tondi­
var-Dunnington, Ostend 1993. 

b) 9 ... d5 10 .i.xf6 .1i.xf6 11 .1i.d3 
and then: 
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bI) l l ...tba6 12 a3 tbc5!? 13 dxc5 
d4 14 'ii'f4 dxc3 15 b4 'ii'b8 16 �e3 
( 1 6  e5 !) 16 ... b6 17 0-0 0-0 18 nfdl 
bxc5 19 bxc5 e5 20 nabl 'ii'c7 21 nb3 
;!; Tunik-Vorotnikov, Krasnodar 1991. 

b2) 1 l ...'ii'a5 12 0-0-0 tbd7 13  Wbl 
(13 tbd2? c5! +) 13 ... �e7 14 tbd2 
dxe4 15  �xe4! tbf6 16 tbc4 'ii'c7 17 
tbe5 �xe4 18  tbxe4 tbxe4 19 'ii'xe4 is 
slightly better forWhite, Tunik-Mesh­
kov, Russia 1992. 

9 ... .i.xf6 10 h4 (D) 

Now: 
82211: 10 ... h6?! 133 
82212: 10 ... h5 134 

The evidence so far strongly sug­
gests that the latter is superior. 

B22 1 1 )  
1 0  ... h6?! 1 1  0-0-0 4Jd7 
1 l .. .'ii'a5 12 e5 dxe5 13  dxe5 �e7 

14 tbd4!?  (intending f4-f5 and nh3; 
14 tbd2 tbd7 15 f4 0-0-0 16 tbc4 is a 
little better for White, Porrasmaa­
Puranen, Finnish Cht 1997) gives 
White a strong initiative: 14 ... �b4 15 
h5 �h7 16 nh3! tbd7 17 f4 0-0-0 18  

a3 �e7 19 �g2 tbc5 20 'ii'c4!  nd7 21  
�xc6 l:txd4 22 nxd4 bxc6 23 b4 
'ii'xa3+ 24 Wd2?! (24 Wdl) 24 . . .  tbb7? 
(24 ... tbe4+ is equal) 25 'ii'xc6+ Wb8 
26 nd7 'ii'xb4 27 'ii'c7+ 'l£<a8 28 l:txe7 
'i'xf4+ 29 WeI 'ii'b4 30 l:tf3 nb8 31  
nfxf7 'ii'xg4 32 'ii'xb8+ 1-0 Norri­
Puranen, Jyvaskyla 1993. 

12 �bl 
Better than 12 'ii' e3 'ii'b6 13 �e2 e5 

= Stangl-Bezold, B ad Homburg 1996. 
The brutal continuation 12 e5!? 

�e7 13 exd6�xd6 14tbe5�h7 1 5 f4 
f6?! ( l 5  ... �e7) 16 f5! 'ii'e7 17  tbc4 
�f4+ 18 Wbl �g8 19 fxe6 �xe6 20 
nel �g3 21 d5 �xel 22 dxe6 ± was 
successful in the game Halkias-Biti, 
Aviles 2000. 

12 .. ,'i'c7 13 ngl!? h5 
On 13 . . .  0-0-0, 14 h5 �h7 15 g5 

hxg5 16 tbxg5 �g8 17 f4 ;!; is strong. 
However,Black's bishops are now shut 
out of play. 

14 g5 .i.e7 15 d5! e5 16 .i.h3 0-0-0 
17 4Jd2 Wb8 18 4Jc4 4Jb6 19 4Jxb6 
'i'xb6 20 lld3 Was 21 a3 ltdf8 22 
.i.f5 .i.h7 23 llgdl 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 tbd5 'i'd8 26 
nb3) 25 �d7 'ii'c7? (Black is hoping 
for 26 �h3 f6 with a good game but 
25 ... nb8 26 b3 'ii'c7 was necessary, al­
though after 27 �h3 White keeps the 
edge because 27 .. .f6 is not playable) 
26 �xc6+! !  'ii'xc6 27 tbd5 �d8 28 
nc3 'ii'b7 29 J:tb3 'ii'c6 30 ndd3 �a5 
31 ndc3! �xc3 32 'ii'a6! !  1-0. 
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Conclusion: This line is difficult 
for Black, and 10 .. hS is therefore rec­
ommended . . .  

B2212) 
10 .. .h5 11 g5 iLe7 12 0-0-0 �d7 

(D) 

w 

13 �h3 
The idea is to play 14 dS. Other­

wise: 
a) A solid idea is 13  'if'e3 0-0 14 

i.d3 'if'aS ( l4  . . .  'if'b6 IS  �d2 eS looks 
better) IS �d2 eS 16 f4 exf4 17 'if'xf4 
bS 18 '1£<bl .l:lae8 19 'if'g3 with a slight 
advantage for White, Grivas-Christi­
ansen, Erevan OL 1996. 

b) 13 dS!?, with similar ideas to 
Line B2211, is untested. In compari­
son, 'l£<bl is probably more useful for 
White than ... 'if'c7 is for Black. Black 
could then consider l 3  . . .  exdS 14 exdS 
0-0. 

13 .. ,d5 
After B ... O-O?! 14 o2rl2 d5 IS �f1!? 

dxe4 16 �g3 White can exploit the 
weakness ofhS. 

14 �e5 

14 exdS cxdS IS .l:lhel nc8 affords 
Black counterplay while 14 nhel dxe4 
IS �xe4 'if'aS 16 Wbl 0-0-0 is equal. 

14 .. ,QJxe5 15 dxe5 'if'a5 16 exd5 
cxd5 

Black seems to be doing well in this 
position: 

a) 17 'l£<bl il..b4 18 �bS nc8 gives 
Black serious counterplay. 

b) 17 f4 and then: 
bl) 17 . . .  i.b4!? is critical: 18 'if'bS+ 

( 1 8 fS ! ?  i.xfS 19 i.xfS i.xc3 20i.d3 
i.b4 is rather complicated, though 21 
g6? 'if'xa2 22 c 3 nc8 =+= is  too risky for 
White) 18 ... 'if'xbS 19 �xbS nc8 20 
fS!? with unclear play. 

b2) 17 ... 0-0 18 fS exfS 19 .l:lxdS 
(according to Stohl, 19 �xdS is better, 
though after 19 . . .  .l:lfe8 Black is threat­
ening to play both . . .  'if'xa2 and ... il..d6) 
19 ... 'if'b4 20 i.g2 ':'fe8 (eS and h4 are 
now weak) 21 �bl (21 .l:ld7 'if'f4+ 22 
'l£<bl i.cs gives Black the initiative) 
2l . . .il..f8 + 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) 
Sh4 (D) 
This is the main line of the whole 3 

e4 system. It seems most players con­
sider this more natural than 8 i.gS. 
Black is immediately forced to decide 
between 8 ... hS and 8 ... h6 and, as in 
other similar situations, the former ap­
pears to be better. 

S ... h5 
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8 . . .  h6 tends to lead to a passive po­
sition: 9 h5 Si.h7 10 g5 hxg5, and now: 

a) 1 1  �xg5 'i'b6! ( 1 1 . . .'i'a5 12 
Si.d2) 12 0-0-0 �bd7 leads to unclear 
play according to Goldin. 

b) I I �xg5 ! d5 12e5 �g8 1 3 �h3 
�h6 14 �xh7 .u.xh7 15 'i'd3 .l:lh8 16 
Si.e3 'i'a5 17 0-0-0 'i'a6 18 'i'd2 �d7 
19 �g5 b5 20 'i'd3 �b6 21 'l£<bl 'i'b7 
(after RibJi's suggestion 21. . .�c4!? 
things are maybe not so clear) 22 �e2 
'i'd7 23 f4 ± I.Farago-Nevednichy, 
Bled 1992. 

9 g5 �d7 10 i.h3 
10 �e3 allows Black to play 1O ... d5 

immediately. After 11 �d2 we have: 
a) In reply to Malaniuk's sugges­

tion 11 ... �a6, White can choose be­
tween 12 �g2!?, 12f4and 12 a3 �c7 
13 Si.g2. 

b) 1 1 ...�b4!? 12 Si.g2 'i'a5 (safer 
is 12 ... �b6 13 0-0 �a6or 12 ... �a6) 13  
0-0 il..xc3 14 bxc3 'i'xc3 15 f4!  with 
compensation according to Goldin. 

10 ••• i.e7 (D) 
11 i.e3 
The most natural developing move 

but White has other important options: 

w 

a) I l d5!? cxd5 12exd5 e5 1 3 �e3 
0-0 14 �d2 (14 .l:lgl �a6 15 0-0-0 
.l:lc8!? 16  'i'b5 l:txc3 17 bxc3 �dc5 
gives Black fair compensation, Tregu­
bov-Nogueiras, Linares 1996) 14 ... �a6 
15 �b3?! (both 15 �fl!? �b4 1 6 � c l  

.l:l c 8  17 �g3 l:txc3 18  bxc3 �xd5, 
with compensation for the exchange, 
and 15 �de4!?  are better according to 
Chekhov) 15 ... �b4 16 !tel �b6 17 
il..g2.uc8 1 8 a 3 �a6 19�a511xc3! 20 
bxc3 'ii'c7 21 0-0 (21 'i'd2 �a4 22 
�b3 b6 23 0-0 �xc3 also offers Black 
good compensation, but Chekhov's 
suggestion 21 il..d2!? looks better) 
21. . .'i'xc3 with strong compensation, 
Damljanovic-Hodgson, Cacak 1996. 

b) With 11 �d2!?, White hurries 
to push the f-pawn, and this may well 
be the most critical line: 

bl) Goldin gives 1 1 ...e5 12 dxe5 
dxe5 (12 ... �xe5 13 f4 ±) 13 �fl!, 
with �g3 to follow, as unpleasant for 
Black. 

b2) l l ...d5 12 f4 dxe4 13  �dxe4 
(13 �cxe4!?  �b6 14 c3 is unclear) 
13 ... �b6 (13  ... 'i'a5?!  14 Si.d2 �a6 15 
0-0-0 0-0-0 16 �g3! ± allows White 
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to push fS soon) 14 ke3 .!bdS (D) and 19 ... fxg6 20 lIxf8+ kxf8 = Goldin­
Epishin, New York 1993. 

b222) 17 lIadl is stronger accord­
ing to Goldin: 

b2221) 17 ... 'i'b6 18 fS! exfS 19 
w .!bd6+ ± Goldin. 

b21) I S  O-O-O!?is somewhat risky: 
b21 l )  IS ... 'i'aS!?  16 kd2 'i'a6?! 

17 'i'f3! kxe4 18 'i'xe4 g6 ( l 8  ... .!bxc3 
19 kxc3 'i'xa2 20 fS ±) 19 kxe6! 
fxe6 20 'i'xe6 ± Scherbakov-Hasan­
gatin. Decin 1996. White has a strong 
attack. 

b212) IS ... .!ba6! 16 'u'hfl 'if'd7 17 
kgl 0-0 18 a3 lIfe8 19 'i'f3 .l:lad8 
(19 ... bS!? is interesting) 20 .!bg3 bS 21 
fS exfS 22 .!bxfS 'i'b7 23 .!be4 b4 24 
a4 kf8 = Pogorelov-Urday, Cordoba 
1994. 

b22) IS 0-0 .!bxe3 ( l S  ... .!ba6 16 
.!bxdS cxdS 17  .!bg3 ± intending fS; 
IS  ... .!bxc3 16 .!bxc3 'if'aS 17 fS kxfS 
18 kxfS exfS 19 kf4 ±) 16 'if'xe3 
.!ba6! (considerably stronger than both 
16 ... .!bd7 17 fS! kxfS 18 kxfS exfS 
19 .!bd6+ Wf8 20 .!bxfS ± and 16 . . .  0-0 
17 lIadl ± as hS is in trouble after'if'e2 
and .!bg3). Now White has two op­
tions: 

b221) 17fS!?exfS I8 kxfS O-0! 19 
kxg6 ( l9 lIadi transposes to 'b2224 ') 

b2222) 17 ... kxe4 18  .!bxe4 g6 19 
c4 is also unpleasant for Black - Gol­
din. 

b2223) 17 ... .!bb4 18 lId2 .!bdS 19 
.!bxdS 'i'xdS ( l 9  ... cxdS 20 .!bg3 ±) 20 
.!bg3 ± and White is about to achieve 
f5. 

b2224) 17 ... O-O! 18 fS exfS (112_112 
Lukacs-Jansa, Austrian Cht 1994) 19 
kxfS kxfS 20 lIxfS 'i'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...dS 12 ttJd2 (D) 

12 ... .!ba.6! 
Another logical idea is 12  . . .  bS!? 13  

a3 .!bb6 140-0 ( l 4 f4!?) 14  ... .!b8d7 I S  
f4dxe4 16fS!?exfS 17 kxfSkxfS 18 
lIxfS g6 1 9 lIf4 (after 19 lIf2 fS!? 20 
gxf6 .!bxf6 21 .!bcxe4 .!bg4 Black gets 
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a strong knight) 19 ... 0-0 20 .!Ddxe4 
.!Dc4 21 'u'afl .!Dxe3 (more unclear is 
2l ....!Dxb2!? 22 dS .!DeS) 22 'if'xe3 � 
Lagunow-Gausel, Berlin 1991. 

13a3 
This cautious move is maybe not 

the best. White has two more aggres­
sive options: 

a) 13 0-0 (D) and then: 

aI) 13 ... .!Dc7 14 f4 dxe4 and now 
instead of the unclear IS fS exfS 16 
�xfS .!DdS, Yennolinsky-Blocker, USA 
1995, Black cannot fully equalize af­
ter I S  .!Dcxe4 fS ( l S  ... �fS 16 �xfS 
exfS 17 .!bf2 �) 16 .!Df2 � according to 
Yermolinsky. 

a2) After the more active 1 3  ... .!Db4 
White has: 

a2I) 1 4 f4!? dxe4 ( l 4  . . .  .!Dxc2 I S fS 
looks wild) IS .!Ddxe4 'if'aS = places 
the vital fS-square under control. 

a22) 14 'u'acl dxe4 IS a3 .!DdS 16 
.!Ddxe4 .!Dxc3 17  .!Dxc3 .!Db6 18 f4 
'if'c7 19 'l£<hl 0-0-0 20 'u'cel 'u'he8 21 
�gl �d6?! (2l. . .'if'd7 = again places 
fS under control) 22 fS exfS 23 'if'xe8 
'u'xe8 24 'u'xe8+ 'l£<d7 2S 'u'g8 ± l/�_lh 

Szekely-Hillarp Persson, Hampstead 
1998. 

b) 13 f4 dxe4 14 .!Ddxe4 andnow: 
bI) 14 ... �fS? IS �xfS exfS 16 

.!Dg3 g6 17  0-0-0 is  catastrophic for 
Black as there is no move to stop dS: 
17 ... 0-0?! 18 dS! cxdS 19 .!DxdS .!Dc7 
20 .!DxfS! gxfS 21 'if'xhS .!De6 22 �d4 
.!Dxd4 23 'u'hgl .!DeS 24 .!bf6+ 1-0 
Damljanovic-D.Fernando, La Conllla 
1998. 

b2) 14 ... 'if'aS is the right move, to 
stop fS and to play ... i.fS if necessary. 
Yennolinsky-Benjamin, Chicago 1995 
continued IS 0-0 �fS 16 �xfS 'if'xfS 
17 a3 .!Dc7 18 I:l.f2 l/�_lh. 

Wenow return to 13  a3 (D): 

13 ... tZ'lc7 14 f4 dxe4 15 tZ'ldxe4 
IS .!Dcxe4 .!DdS 16 0-0 �fS! 17 

�xfS exfS 18 .!Df2 0-0 19 c 4 .!Dxe3 20 
'if'xe3 'u'e8 21  l:tael .!Df8 22 'if'd3 g6 23 
dS cxdS 24 cxdS 'if'c7 2S 'if'c4 'if'b6! 
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 ... tZ'ld5 16 0-0 tZ'lxc3 
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16 ... tbxe3 17 'ii'xe3 0-0 18 f5 exf5 
19 .1i.xf5 tbb6! 20 il..xg6 fxg6 21 tbc5 
il..xc5 22 dxc5 tbd5 = Agamaliev­
Malaniuk, Swidnica 1997. 

17 llJxc3 llJb6 18 f5 .i.xf5 19 .i.xf5 
exf5 20 Uxf5 g6 21 ':12 0-0 22 ':afl 
1!I'd7 

Once again the typical position-type 
of this line. White cannot benefit from 
his positional pluses because of his 
vulnerable king. 

23llJe4':ae824 �f3llJd5 25 .i.d2 
b5 

= Szekely-Baburin, Cappelle la 
Grande 1996. Black has managed to 
fix the queenside majority. 

Conclusion: This line (8 h4) is more 
important in practice than Line B 221. 
The play is extremely complicated, but 
many lines lead to positions where 
Black can expect some counterplay. 
For most players it will probably be 
impossible to memorize all the 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. 



1 6  3rd Move Alternatives 
for White 

I d4 d6 2 lLlf3 �g4 A) 
In this chapter we look at the fol- 3 liJbd2liJf6 (D) 

lowing moves 
A: 3 liJbd2 139 
B: 3 �d3 140 
c: 3 h3 141 
D: 3 g3 143 
E: 3 c3 144 
F: 3 e3 145 
G: 3 �gS 146 
H: 3 iU4 147 
(, 3 b3 148 

I t must be noted that some methods 
may transpose to Chapter 12 or 15; for 
example, 3 tbc3 tbf6 4 e4 transposes 
to Line B of Chapter 15 

The rather odd-looking 3 lbfd2 
avoids ... �xf3 and the doubling of 
pawns, and it has some logical ideas; 
for example, f3 and e4. However, it is 
too slow, as Blackjust continues 3 ... d5 
4 c4 c6 5 tbc3 e6 6 'i'b3 'i'b6 with a 
stable position, which is quite equal, 
though White can easily try too hard; 
for example, 7 f3 �h5 8 e4 dxe4 9 
fxe4 tbd7 10 'i'xb6 axb6 1 1  tbf3 �d6 
12 e5 �b8 13 .iLe2 liJe7 14 iLe3 c5 15 
lbb5 lbf5 16 Jif2 cxd4 17 lbfxd4 
tiJxd4 18 Jtxd4 Jtxe2 19 �xe2 We? 
and Black is much better, Belotelov­
Dovzhik, Paks 2000 

4 .3 

a) 4 e4 is considered in Line B of 
Chapter IS, and is probably White's 
best option 

b) 4 c3 tbbd7 and now 
bI) S e4 eS 6 �c4exd4 7 cxd4 dS ! 8  

exdS tbb6 9 iLbS+ iLd7 10 'i'e2+ �e7 
I I  d6 cxd6 12 0-0 �xbS 13 'ii'xbS+ 
'i'd7 14 'i'd3 0-0 IS nel tbfdS = Ulak­
Rogovski, Pardubice 1996 

b2) S h3 �hS 6e4e6 7 �d3�e78 
0-0 0-0 9 nel cS Ih_lh Kindl-Dietz, 
Giengen 1987 

b3) S g3 e6 6 �g2 �e7 7 0-0 0-0 8 
tbel?! dS = 9 h3?! iLfS =+ 10 g4 �g6 
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1 1  f4?! c5 =+= (due to the weak point e4) 
Gutman-Miles, Wijk aan Zee 1987. 

c) After 4 g3 the best plan for 
Black is 4 ... .!Dbd7 5 ii.g2 e5 (D), when 
White has tried various plans but with 
no great success: 

e l )  6 0-0 ii.e7 and here: 
c l l) 7 c3 c 6 8 'ftb3 'i'c7 9 .!Dg50-0 

10 f3 ii.h5 11 e4 b5 12 a4 a6 13 ndl 
d5! and Black is OK, Ruffenach-

c3) 6 c4 c6 7 'ifc2ii.e7 8 0-0 0-0 9 
b3 is an Old Indian-type position, with 
Black getting a comfortable position 
with the useful plan 9 ... Si.h5! 10 Si.b2 
ii.g6 11 e4 exd4 12 Si.xd4 d5! 13 .!Dh4 
ii.xe4 14 .!Dxe4 .!Dxe4 15 ii.xe4 dxe4 
16 .!Df5 ii.f6 17 J:tadl �xd4 18 J:xd4 

'i'f6 = in Ormos-E.Lendvai, Hungary 
1993. 

4 ... Si.hS 5 g4 
5 e4 e6 is similar to Line B 1 of 

Chapter 15, but White's h3 is prema­
ture. 

S ... .Jtg6 6 llJh4 i.e4! 7 .!Dxe4 .!Dxe4 
8 ii.g2 dS 

Black controls the light squares in 
the centre, and the position is equal. 
After 9.!Df3 e6 10 .!Dd2 .!Dxd2 1 1  ii.xd2 
c6 12 c3 .!Dd7 13 ii.f4 ii.e7 14 e3 0-0 
15 'fte2 ne8 16 Si.h2?! Si.f6 17 O-O-O?! 
(Ravikumar-Hodgson, British Ch (East­
bourne) 1990), 17 ... b5 is better for 
Black. 

Benoit, France 1994. B) 
e l 2) 7 h3 ii.h5 8 dxe5dxe59 .!Dh4 3 'i'd3 (D) 

c6 10 .!Df5 0-0 11 .!Dc4 ii.g6 12 g4?! 
ii.xf5 13 gxf5 'ftc7 14 e3 e4! and Black 
is better, Giffard - Schmidt-Schaffer, 
Cannes 1995. B 

el3)  7 b3 0-0 8 ii.b2 e4! 9 .!Del d5 
10 c4 c6 11 .!Dc2 ne8 12 .!Dbl dxc4!? 
13 bxc4 'ftb6 14 ii.c3 nad8 15  .!Dd2 
ii.f8 16 J:tel 'i' a6 17 .!De3 ii.h5 with 
chances for both players, O.Knudsen­
Hirtsgaard, Danish League 1989190. 

c2) 6 h3 ii.h5 7 c3 e4! 8 .!Dh4 d5 9 
.!Df5 ii.g6 10 .!De3 c6 11 b3 �d6 12 
ii.b2 .!Dh5 13  .!Defl f5 14 e3 0-0 is 
much better for Black, Nguyen-Vadasz, 
Budapest 1998. 3 ... c6 
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Or: 
a) 3 ... .!Dd7!?4 �gS c6 S .!Dc3 .!Dgf6 

6 e4 eS 7 .il.e2 �e7 8 0-0 0-0 is a 
Philidor-type position, but White has 
placed his queen quite ineffectively, 
and Black soon got the upper hand af­
ter 9 a4 l:I.e8 10 l:.fel 'i'c7 1 1  h3 �hS 
12 dS?! cxdS 13 exdS e4! 14 .!Dxe4 
.!Dxe4 I S 'i'xe4 �xgS I6'i'fS �xf3 17  
�d3 g6 -+ in B.Hansen-Hoiberg, 
Arhus 1993. 

b) 3 ... .!Dc6!? is interesting; for ex­
ample, 4 dS .!Db8 S h3 �d7 6 e4 eS 
(6  ... g6!?) 7 dxe6 fxe6 8 �gS �e7 9 
�xe7 .!Dxe7 10 'i'b3 .!Dbc6 11 .!Dbd2 
.!Dg6 ( 1 1  . . .  0-0!?) 12 h4 'i'f6 13 g3! 0-0 
14 0-0-0 Wh8 IS hS .!DgeS 16 .!DxeS 
.!DxeS 17 f4 ! Ciglic-Novacan, Slo­
venian Cht 1994. 

4 Qlg5 
Alternatives: 
a) 4 .:itf4 .!Dd7 S .!Dbd2 'i'c7 6 h3 

�hS 7 e3 .!Dgf6 8 �e2 �g6 9 'i'b3 
.!DdS 10 �g3 as 11 c3 a4 12 'i'a3 'i'aS 
13 0-0 bS :;: Malek-Ruf, Cannes 1990. 

b) 4e4.!Df6 S .!Dbd2(S.!Dc3e66h3 
�hS 7 �gS �e7 8 �e2 .!Dbd7 is ap­
proximately equal; then 9 g4 �g6 10 
.!bh4? allows 1O . . .  �xe4 1 1  .!Dxe4 .!Dxe4 
12 'i'xe4 �xgS 13 .!DrS .!Df6 ( 1 3  ... dS!) 
14 .!Dxg7+ Wf8 IS 'i'f3 Wxg7 1 6  h4 
'i'aS+ 17 c3 h6 =+ Bugajski-Czerwon­
ski, Warsaw 1997) S ... e6 6 c3 �e7 is a 
safe way to play, and after 7 g3 0-0 8 
�g2 the thematic central push 8 . . .  dS is 
even more effective than usual, and 
gives Black a very good position: 9 
0-0 �hS 10 .!DeS .!Dbd7 11 f4 .!DxeS 12 
fxeS .!Dd7 13  exdS cxdS 14 .!Df3 lIb8 
IS h4 bS 16 �gS b4 :;: Lagrotteria­
Miles, Toscolano 1996. 

c) 4 .!Dc3 dS (4 ... .!Dd7 !? S e4 eS) S 
.!DeS �hS allows White the trick 6 
'i'h3 .!Df6 7 g4 �g6 8 .!Dxg6, when 
Black has to take back with the f -pawn, 
and White gets a clear advantage after 
8 .. .fxg6 9 gS .!DhS 10 e4 dxe4 1 1  �c4, 
Hubert-Liitke, Germany 1997/8. 

d) 4 c4!? has been tried in some re­
cent games. 4 ... .!Dd7 S g3 and now: 

dl)  S ... .!Dgf6 6 �g2 eS 7 .!Dbd2 �e7 
8 0-0 0-0 9 e4 exd4 10 .!Dxd4 .!Dcs 1 1  
'i'e3 'i'b6 1 2  h 3  �d7 1 3  lIbl .!De8 
(13  ... aS!?) 14 b4 .!De6 I S .!DrS �gS 16 
'i'd3 ! Kruppa-Jossien, Cappelle la 
Grande 2000. 

d2) S ... �xf3!? 6 'i'xf3 e6 7 �g2 
.!Dgf6 8 0-0 �e7 (8 ... dS!?) 9 e4 0-0 10 
.!Dc3 eS 1 1  �e3 lIe8 12 lIadl 'i'c7 
(pataki-Dovzhik, Paks 2000) 13  dS! 
gives White some advantage. 

4 ••• e6 5 f3 .:ith5 
S . . .  �fS 6 e4 �g6 7 'i'b3 'i'b6 8 

�e3 .!Df6 9 .!Dd2 dS 10 �d3 .!Da6 1 1  
'i'xb6 axb6 1 2  c 3  �e7 1 3  .!Dh3 dxe4 
14 fxe4 .!Dg4 IS We2 eS 16 a3 0-0 17  
.!Df3 .!Dxe3 18  Wxe3 exd4+ 19 cxd4 
lIfe8 20 .!Df4 lIad8 21 .!Dxg6 hxg6 = 
Zurek-Jansa, Czech Cht 1998/9 . 

6 Qlh3 d5 7 Qlf4 .:itg6 
Black has a safe structure. 
8 'i'b3 'i'b6 9 Qlxg6 hxg6 10 .:itf4 

Qld7 11 e3 Qle7 12 c3 Qlc8 13 .!Dd2 
.:itd6 14 .:itxd6 Qlxd6 15 'i'xb6 axb6 
16 .:itd3 b5 

:;: Gil Capape-Danailov, Zaragoza 
1992. 

C) 
3 .3 
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 ... Si..xf3 (D) 

w 

4 exf3 
4 gxf3 doesn't work in conjunction 

with h3: 4 ... tbd7 S Si..g2 tbgf6 6 f4 dS 
7 c4 c6 8 tbc3 tbb6 9 cxdS cxdS 10 
'ii'b3 e6 11 a4 as 12 fS i.b4! 13 fxe6 
fxe6 14 0-0 0-0 and Black has good 
activity, Fuller-Keene, Coventry 1970. 

4 ... g6 
Black is going to develop flexibly 

with ... Si..g7, ... e6, ... tbe7 and ... tbd7, 
and later start playing against White's 
weakened pawns. 

4 ... e6 S �d3 g6 (S ... dS 6 Si..f4 Si..d6 
7 'ftd2 tbf6 8 tbc3 tbc6 9 Si..xd6 cxd6 
10 tbe2 0-0 11 0-0 l:tc8 12 c3 a6 is 
equal, Ehrke-Gustafsson, 2nd Bundes­
Jiga 199617) 6 Si..e3 Si..g7 7 tbc3 tbe7 8 
'ii'd2 tbbc6 9 tbe2 'ftd7 10 c3 eS 1 1  h4 
exd4 12 cxd4 tbfS 13 �bS a6 14 Si..a4 
dS again with equality, Fancsy - Har­
Zvi, Trier 1989. 

5 03 
White has many alternatives: 

a) S f4 Si..g7 6 Si..d3 e6 7 c3 tbd7 8 
tbd2 tbe7 9 tbf3 cS 10 dxcS dxcS 1 1  
0-0 0-0 12 'fte2 'ftc7 1 3  l:f.el l1ad8 14 
Si..c4 tbc6 IS Si..e3 a6 = Obsivac-Okh­
otnik, Stare Mesto 1992. 

b) S Si..d3 Si..g7 60-0e6 7 c3tbd78 
l:tel tbe7 9 f4 0-0 10 tbd2 cS 1 1  dxcS 
tbxcs 12 Si..fl 'ftc7 13  tbf3 l1fd8 14 
Si..d2 dS IS  'ii'e2 tbe4 16 Si..e3 tbfS = 
Obsivac-Jansa, Olomouc 1995. 

c) S Si..c4 Si..g7 6 c3 dS 7 Si..b3 tbf6 
(7 ... e6!?) 8 0-0 0-0 9 l:tel e6 10 Si..gS 
h6 1 1  Si..f4 'fte7 12 'G'd2 �h7 13 'G'e3 
l1c8 14 tbd2 tbbd7 I S  Si..c2 cS 16 dxcS 
tbxcs 17 tbb3 is slightly better for 
White, Fraser-Spraggett, Quebec 1989. 

d) S Si..e3 Si..g7 6 'ftd2 tbd7 7 tbc3 
eS (7 . . .  e6!?) 8 dxeS tbxeS 90-0-0 'ftd7 
10 Si..d4 �f8 1 1  f4 tbc6 12 Si..xg7+ 
�xg7 13 tbdS f6 14 'ftc3 l:tf8 IS g4 ± 
Vokroj-Werner, Vienna 1996. 

e) S dS tbf6 6 Si..bS+ c6 7 dxc6 
bxc6 8 Si..a4 Si..g7 9 c3 0-0 10 0-0 'ftc7 
11 Si..f4 eS I2 Si..h2tbbd7 1 3 tbd2 tbcS 
14 Si..c2 dS was unclear in David-Fon­
dain, Saint Quentin 1998. 

5 ••• i.g7 6 'i'b3 'i'c8 7 lLld2 
7 Si..c4 e6 8 0-0 dS 9 Si..e2 tbe7 10 

Si..f4 0-0 II l1el tbd7 12Si..fl cS  13 �d6 
l:te8 14 dxcS tbfs I S  'if'b4 as 16 'ftbS 
'ftc6 17 tba3 tbxd6 18 cxd6 'if'xd6 19 
l:tadl 'if'c6 = Silva-Damaso, Lisbon 
1995. 

7 ... e6 8 lLlc4 lLle7 
Black develops flexibly, offering 

White no targets. 
9 �d3lLld7 10 i.f4 0-0 11 0-0 d5 

12 lLle5 lLlxe5 13 i.xe5 i.xe5 14 dxe5 
,5 

=+ Konarski-Hodgson, Aberdeen 
1998. 



3RD MOVE ALTERNATIVES FOR WHITE 143 

D) 
3 g3 kxf3! 4 exf3 e6 (D) 

w 

In this basic position White has tried 
almost every possible move. 

S kg2 
The following should also be taken 

seriously: 
a) 5 c4 tbd7 transposes to the note 

to Black's 5th move in Line B of Chap­
ter 13. 

b)  5 c3?! d5 6 'VIib3 'VIic8 7 tba3 
tbf6 8 kf4 c6 9 kd3 ke7 1O 'VIic2b5! 
1 1  g4 tbbd7 12 tbbl 'VIib7 13  tbd2 c5 
14 h4 l::!.c8 15 'VIidl 'VIib6 is slightly 
better for Black, Casadei-Bezold, Cat­
tolica 1992. 

c) 5 h4?! d5 6 f4 c5 7 f5?! exf5 8 
kb5+ tbc6 9 0-0 tbf6 10 kg5 ke7 1 1  
dxc5 0-0 12 tbc3 d4 1 3  kxc6 bxc6 14 
tbe2 (14 tba4 h6+) 14 . . .  kxc5 15  'VIid3 
h6 16 'VIixf5 hxg5 17 'i'xc5 l::!.e8 18 
'VIic4 (18  tbxd4 tbe4 19 'i'c4 tbd2 -+; 
18 hxg5 tbd7 19 'VIic4 tbe5 +) 18 ... gxh4 
19 tbxd4 l::!.e4! + Gutman-Miles, Bun­
desliga 1985/6. 

d) 5 d5!? exd5 6 'VIixd5 c6 7 'VIib3 
'VIib6 8 ke3 'i'xb3 9axb3 a6andnow: 

dl) 10 tbd2 d5 11 c3 tbd7 12 b4 
kd6 13 f4 tbe7 14 kh3 'l£<d8 15 kd4 
l::!.e8 16 0-0 f6 17 tbb3 Wc7 18 ke3 g6 
19 tbd4 f5 20 tbe6+ Wc8 21 kd4 tbg8 
22 l::!.fel tbdf6 23 tbg5 Wd7 24 kfl 
l::!.xel 25 l::!.xel l::!.e8 26 l::!.dl  l::!.e7 = 
Magerramov-Lukin, Pavlodar 1987. 

d2) 10 b4 tbf6 11 b5 d5 12 bxc6 
tbxc6 13 c3 ke7 14 tbd2 0-0 15 kh3 
l::!.ad8 16 kb6 l::!.de8 17 0-0 kd6 18 
l::!.fel tbe5 19 kf5 g620 kc2 tbed7 21 
ke3 l::!.e7 is  OK for Black, Garcia 
Paolicchi-Ribeiro, Linares Z 1995. 

e) 5 f4!?c6 6 kg2(6 kd3 g67 0-0 
kg7 8 c3 tbe7 9 tbd2 tbd7 10 tbf3 0-0 
11 ke3 l::!.c8 12 c4 tbf5 = Zsu.Polgar­

Torre, New York 1989) 6 ... g6 7 tbd2 
(7 0-0 kg7 8 a4 tbe7 9 tbd2 tbd7 10 
tbc4 'VIic7 1 1  c3  0-0 12 h4 l::!.ad8 13  
'VIie2 h5 14 kh3 l::!.fe8 15 l::!.el tbf6 16 
kd2 tbf5 17  'VIid3 b6 18  kg2 c5 19 
dxc5 bxc5 =+= Bischoff-Hickl, Baden­
Baden 1992) 7 ... kg7 8 c3 tbd7 9 a4 
tbe7 10 0-0 (10 as 0-0 1 1  a6?! b5 =+=) 
10 . . .  0-0 I I l::!.el 'VIic7 12 tbf3 l::!.ac8 13  
kd2 l::!.fd8 14 'VIic2 c5 = Polugaevsky­
Miles, Biel 1990. 

Wenow return to 5 kg2 (D): 
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5 ... c6 
5 ... .!Df6 6 f4 d5 7 'i'd3 .!Dbd7 8 0-0 

�d6 is also safe; for example. 9 b3 0-0 
10 �b2 as 11 c4 c6 12 a4 �b4 13 
.!Dd2 dxc4 14 .!Dxc4 .!DdS 15 f5 exf5 16 
'if'xf5 .!D7f6 17  .!De3 lie8 18  .!Dxd5 
.!Dxd5 19 'if'd3 'ii'd6 20 �cl lIad8 =+= 

Bus-Popchev. Hradec Kralove 1988. 
6 0-0 CiJe7 
Black has a very safe position. with 

plans such as . . .  g6 . .. .  .iLg7 • ... .!Dd7 and 
... 'fHc7. developing nicely. 

6 . . .  g67 .!Dd2 (7 c4 .!De7 8 .!Dc3 d5 9 
c5?! .iLg7 10 g4 b6 11 b4 as 12 .!Da4 
.!Dd7 13 nbl b5 14 .!Dc3 axb4 1 5  lIxb4 
.!Dxc5 16 dxc5 .iLxc3 =+= Csulits-HiIm­
mer. Bundesliga 199112) 7 ... .!Dd7 8 
lIel d5 9 f4 .!De7 10 .!Df3 .iLg7 11 c3 
'if'c7 12 .!DeS 0-0 13 'tii'e2 (13  h4 lIac8 
14 b3 lIfe8 15 h5 .!Df6 16 hxg6 hxg6 
17 g4 c5 18 �a3 cxd4 19 cxd4 .!Dc6 20 
lIe3 .!Dd7 21 �b2 .!Ddxe5 22fxe5 'tii'b6 
=+= Sale-Ruck. Harkany 1994) 13 . . .  .!bf5 
14 .iLd2lIfe8 15 �h3 .!bf8 16 'if'd3 �6 
= Kneievic-Bagirov. Moscow 1991. 

7 :e1 g6 8 c3 i1..g7 9 i1..g5 0-0 10 
'ijfb3 h6 11 i1..xe7 'ijfxe7 12 f4 'ijfc7 13 
CiJd2 CiJd7 14 CiJf3 c5 15 :adl 

lh_lh Salo-Yrjola. Finnish Cht 
1995/6. 

E) 
3 c3 (D) 
3 ... CiJd7 
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 . ... .iLg7 
and ... .!Dc6: 4 exf3 .!Dd7 (4 ... c6 5 .iLd3 

e6 6 .iLf4.!De7 7 'tii'b3 .!DdS 8 .iLg3 �6 
9 'tii'c2 .!Dd7 10 .!Dd2 .!D7f6 11 .!Dc4 
'tii'c7 12 .!De3 ;!; Ledger-Barton. Lon­
don 1995) 5 .iLd3 g6 6 �g5 h6 7 .iLe3 
.iLg7 8 'if'c2 .!Dgf6 9 .!Dd2 0-0 10 �3 
c5 11 'tii'xb7 cxd4 12 cxd4 lIb8 13 
'tii'xa7 na8 14 �7 lIb8 15 'tii'a6 lIxb2 
16 lIb I 'tii'b8 17 'l£<e2 .!DdS is unclear. 
Ferry-Moingt. Montpellier 1991. 

b) 3 . .  .c 6  4 .!Dbd2 .!Dd7 5 e4 e6 
(5 ... e5?! 6 .iLc4 .!Dgf6 7 'tii'b3) 6 .iLe2 
d5 is simple and good - compare Line 
B l  of Chapter 15. 

4 ,4 
Alternatively: 
a) 4 'if'b3 lIb8 5 .!Dbd2 .!Dgf6 6 h3 

.iLh5 7 g4 .iLg6 8 .!Dh4 e5 9 .!Dxg6 hxg6 
10 .iLg2 c6 I I  .!Df3 �e7 12 dxe5 dxe5 
13  .iLe3 'tii'a5 14 lIdl .!DdS 15  .!Dg5 
.iLxg5 16 .iLxd5 cxd5 17  .iLxg5 .!Db6 
18 Wfl 0-0 = Radosevic-Vaulin. Bel­
grade 1993. 

b) 4 .!Dbd2 e65e4d56.iLd3 dxe4 7 
.!Dxe4 .!Dgf6 8 h3 �h5 9 .iLg5 .iLe7 10 
.!Dxf6+ .iLxf6 11 .iLxf6 'tii'xf6 12 �e4 
c6 13 'tii'b3 'tii'f4 14 .!Dd2 lIb8 15 g3 
'tii'd6 16 0-0 0-0 17 lIfe I lIfd8 = Kurr­
Shaw. Hastings Challengers 1995/6. 
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c) 4h3�hSS �gS h66 �h4 �gf6 
7 �xf6 �xf6 8 'if'b3 'if'c8 9 �bd2 
.1i.g6 10 g3 e6 1 1  .1i.g2 c6 12 0-0 .1i.e7 
13 a4 0-0 14 lIfe I 'if'c7 I S  e4 �d7 16 
eS dS 17 c4 dxc4 18 �xc4 �b6 =+ 
Silva-Santos, Lisbon 1996. 

4 ... ILlgf6 (D) 

w 

5 ttJbd2 
S .1i.d3 eS 6 0-0 .1i.e7 7 �bd2 0-0 8 

lIel c6 9 h3 .JthS 10 �n exd4 11 cxd4 
dS 12 eS �e4 13 .Jtxe4 dxe4 14 lIxe4 
�cS IS lIe3�e6 16 �lh2.JtcS I7 lId3 
�g6 18 lId2 .1i.b6 19 b3 'if'dS gives 
Black good compensation, Backwin­
kel-Tischbierek, Bundesliga 1992/3. 

5 ••• c6 
Otherwise: 
a) S ... e6 6 .1i.e2 (6 .Jtd3 �e7 7 0-0 

0-0 8 lIei eS 9 �n �hS 10 �g3 .1i.g6 
1 1  �h4 dS 12 �xg6 hxg6 13 'if'b3 
dxe4 14 �xe4 exd4 I S  cxd4 �b6 16 
.JtgS .l:lb8 = Jurica-Novak, Slovakian 
Cht 1997/8) 6 . . .  �e7 7 0-0 0-0 8 �el 
.Jtxe2 9 'if'xe2 cS 10 eS lh_l/� Robatsch­
Mokry, Austrian Cht 1991. 

b) S . . .  eS 6 �e2 �e7 7 0-0 0-0 is 
also possible. 

6 h3 .Jtxf3 7 �xf3 e5 8 dxe5 dxe5 
9 .Jtd3 .Jte7 10 .Jtc2 0-0 

Black is well developed. 
11 �f1 ttJe8 12 h4 ttJd6 13 .Jtg5 

ttJc4 14 ttJe3 ttJxe3 15 .Jtxe3 ttJc5 16 
0-0 ttJe6 17 .:tfdl "Vi!Ic7 18 g3 .Jtc5 19 
.Jtxc5 ttJxc5 20 �e3 b6 

= Nikolic-Adams, Burgas 1993. 

F) 
3 e3 (D) 

3 ... e6!? 
Black can continue in a flexible 

manner, sometimes reaching positions 
similar to a Queen's Gambitor Slav by 
playing ... dS. 

a) 3 ... �d7 4 c4 eS S �c3 trans-
poses to Line Dl of Chapter 12. 

b) 3 ... �c6!? is sometimes reached 
via the move-order 1 . . .  �c6 2 �f3 d6 
3 e3 .1i.g4, and it is a possible alterna­
tive for Black; for example, 4 .Jte2 eS 
(4 ... �f6S �bd2'if'd7 6 c3 eS 7 0-0 e4 
8 �el hS 9 f3 exf3 10 �dxf3 dS 1 1  
�bS .Jtd6 1 2  'if'a4 0-0 1 3  �d3 .Jtxf3 
14 lIxf3 �e4 IS �f4 .Jtxf4 16 lIxf4 
gS 17 lIn fS is much better for Black, 
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Kilpio-Fant, Gausdal 1991) 5 c4 f5 6 
tbc3 e4 7 tbd2 Si..xe2 8 'i'xe2 tbf6 9 
0-0 g6 10 f3 exf3 1 1  tbxf3 looks good 
for White; for example, 1 1 .. . .1i.e7 (or 
11 ... Si..g7 12 d5 tbe5 13 tbd4 ±) 12 e4 
fxe4 13 tbxe4 0-0 (Andreev-Pantal­
eev, Bulgarian Ch (Sofia) 1960) 14 
tbeg5 ±.  

. ,. 
4 Si..e2 c6 5 0-0 tbf6 6 c4 d5! reaches 

a QGD-type position where Black has 
no problems: 7 tbc3 .1i.d6 8 c5 .1i.c7 9 
b40-0 l O a4 a6 1 1 .1i.b2 tbbd7 12 'if'c2 
.1i.f5 13 .1i.d3 Si..xd3 14 'i'xd3 e5 = 
Uhlendorf-Sautter, Bundesliga worn 
1992/3. 

4 ... lLld7 (D) 
4 . . .  c6 5 tbc3 (5 'if'b3 'if'b6 6 Si..e2 

tbd7 7 tbc3 d5 8 0-0 tbgf6 9 Si..d2 .1i.e7 
10 nfc! tbe4 = Bochev-Andonov, 
Bankia 1992) 5 ... tbf6 6 il..e2 .1i.e7 7 
d5!? 0-0 8 0-0 tba6 9 dxe6 Si..xe6 10 
tbd4 Si..d7 11 'i'c2 ne8 12 ndl .1i.f8 13 
a3 g6 14 b4 tbc7 15 Si..b2 lIVe7 16 tbb3 
nad8 17 tba5 il..c8 = Karlsson-Gau­
se!, Oslo 1988. 

w 

5 lLlc3 

5 .1i.e2 tbgf6 6 tbc3 Si..e7 7 0-0 0-0 8 
e4 e5 (play has transposed to an Old 
Indian) 9 .1i.e3 c6 10 d5 cxd5 1 1  cxd5 
.1i.xf3 12 .1i.xf3 'i'b8 13  a4 nc8 14 
lIVbl Si..d8! 1 5  l:I.c! .1i.b6 =+ Wirthen­
sohn-Korchnoi, Lugano 1989. 

5 ... .Jte7 
5 ... tbgf66 h3 .1i.h5 (6 ... .1i.xf3 7 'i'xf3 

c6 is a recommendation of Curt Han­
sen, with a very stable though slightly 
passive position for Black) 7 g4 Si..g6 8 
tbh4 c6 9 .1i.g2 d5 is a Slav-type posi­
tion. White gained a slight advantage 
after 10 cxd5 cxd5 11 tbxg6 hxg6 12 
g5 tbg8 13  e4!  dxe4 14 Si..xe4 .1i.d6 15  
.1i.xb7 nb8 16 .1i.g2 tbe7 17  0-0 tbb6 
18  tbb5 a6 19 tbxd6+ 'i'xd6 20'if'e2 in 
Keitlinghaus-Klaric, Prague 1990. 

6 h3 
6 .1i.e2 c6 7 d5!? (7 0-0 a6 8 b3 

tbgf6 9 Si..b2 d5 10 tbd2 .1i.xe2 1 1  
'if'xe2 0-0 12 e4 dxe4 1 3  tbcxe4 tbxe4 
14 tbxe4 tbf6 15 nfdl lh_lh Zliger­
Lau, Graz 1993) 7 ... e5 8 dxc6 bxc6 9 
'i'a4 'i'c8 10 h3 .1i.f5 11 e4 Si..g6 12 
Si..e3 tbgf6 13  c5 dxc5 14 tbh4 0-0 15 
tbxg6 hxg6 16 'if'c2 c4 17  Si..xc4 .1i.c5 
18 Si..xc5 tbxc5 19 0-0 'i'c7 = Korch­
noi-Miles, Horgen 1994. 

6 ... .i.h5 
6 . . .  Si..xf3!? 
7 g4 .Jtg6 8 h4 h6 9 h5 .i.h7 10 

.i.d3 .i.xd3 11 "i'xd3 lLlgf6 12 llgl c6 
13 .i.d2 

lh_lh Portisch-Spee!man, Reykjavik 
1988. 

G) 
3.Jtg5 (D) 
This move is not very logical here, 

as Black has not played ... tbf6 yet. 
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3 ... ttJd7 
Or: 
a) 3 . . .  c6 4 lbbd2 (4 e3?? il..xf3 5 

'if'xf3 'if'a5+ 0-1 Frosch-Peisser, Leiner 
1996, is too good to be true) 4 ... h6 5 
il..h4 g5 6 il..g3 lbf6 7 h4 lbh5 8 lbe4 
f5 9 lbh2fxe4 1O lbxg4lbxg3 1 1  fxg3 
il..g7 12 e3 lbd7 is a typical Torre-type 
mess, Patuzzo-Brunner, Silvaplana 
1993. 

b) 3 . . .  h6!? 4 il..h4 lbd7 5 lbbd2 
lbgf66 h3 il..f5 7 e3 makes it possible 
to develop the bishop to h7, where it 
functions well together with the plan 
of . . .  e6 and . . .  d5: 7 ... il..h7 8 il..c4 e6 9 
c3 il..e7 10 'if'e2 d5 11 il..d3 lbe4 12 
il..xe7 'if'xe7 13  lbe5 lbxe5 14 dxe5 
lbxd2 15 il..xh7lbc4 16 il..c2 lbxe5 + 
Springer-Wockenfuss, Passau 1998. 

4 ttJbd2 
4 e4 c6 5 'if'd2 'if'b6 6 c4 g6 7 lbc3 

il..g7 8 il..e3 il..xf3 9 gxf3 lbgf6 (an­
other idea is 9 ... c5 !?) 10 il..e2 'if'c7 1 1  
f4 c 5  12 d5 ! Kekki-Couso, Helsinki 
1997. 

4 ... h6! 
It is already possible for Black to 

try active plans. He can also play it 

safe: 4 ... lbgf6 5 e4 h6 6.11..[4 e5 7 dxe5 
dxe5 8 il..e3 il..c5 9 il..xc5 lbxc5 10 h3 
il..xf3 1 1  'if'xf3 'ii'd4 12 c3 'if'a4 13 b4 
lbe6 = Marszalek-Vorotnikov, Mos­
cow 1991. 

5 il..h4 g5 6 il..g3 il..g7 
Black has an active position. 
7 c3f5! ? 8 e3 e5 9 h3 .:ith5 1O'if'b3 

f4 11 il..h2 lbgf6 12 dxe5 dxe5 13 
exf4 exf4 14 0-0-0 .:itf7 15 ':'el+ Wf8 

+ Piankov-Vorotnikov, Moscow 
1996. 

H) 
3 il..f4 (D) 

3 ... il..xf3 
3 ... lbf6 4 lbbd2 lbh5!? (4 . .  e6 is 

also a safe move, intending to meet 5 
e4 with 5 ... d5) 5 il..g5 (5 il..e3 lbd7 6 
h3 il..xf3 7 lbxf3 e5 8 dxe5 dxe5 9 
'if'd5 c6 10 'if'b3 'ffic7 11 g3 lbhf6 12 
il..g2 lbd5 13 0-0, Cibulka-Dolezal, 
Czech Republic 1992, 13 ... lbxe3 =) 
5 ... h6 6 il..h4 g5 7 il..g3 il..g7 8 c3 lbc6 
9 e3 e5 10 il..b5 0-0 1 1  0-0 lbe7 12 h3 
lbxg3 13 fxg3 il..d7 = Teichmann-Chi­
gorin, Karlsbad 1907. 
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4 exf3 
4 gxf3 g6!? S e4 il.g7 6 c3 tbd7 7 

�b3 nb8 8 tbd2 tbgf6 9 ndl 0-0 10 
il.e2 a6 11  tbc4 dS 12 tbd2 e6 13 c4 
tbhS 14 il.e3 cS! + Kieboom-Hodg­
son, San Bernardino 1992. 

4 ... lLld7 
Black has many other playable 

moves and plans: 
a) 4 ... e6 S il.d3 tbc6 6 c3 dS 7 �c2 

il.d6 8 il.xd6 �xd6 9 tbd2 tbf6 10 0-0 
0-0 1 1  b4 a6 12 tbb3 b6 13 nfel lIfe8 
14 lIe3 eS + Kagan-West, Melbourne 
1990. 

b) 4 ... c6 S c3 tbd7 6 il.d3 e6 7 0-0 
dS 8 il.g3 g6 9lIei il.g7 10 f4 tbe7 1 1  
il.h4 tbf6 12 tbd2 0-0 gives Black a 
position without weaknesses, De Sal­
lier-Nelis, Val Thorens 1994. 

5 i.c4 
S tbc3 c6 6 il.c4 is not natural, as 

after 6 . . .  dS 7 il.b3 e6 8 0-0 Black has a 
safe structure, though the following 
variation is anything but quiet: 8 ... gS !? 
9 il.e3 il.d6 10 tbe2 h6 11 c4 dxc4 12 
il.xc4 �c7 13  h3 tbe7 14 lIcl tbb6 I S  
il.b3 0-0-0 16 d S  tbexdS 17  Si.xdS 
tbxdS 18 Si.xa7 il.f4 19 tbxf4 tbxf4 + 
Vasilev-Delchev, Dupnica 1998. 

5 ... c6 
S ... e6 6 0-0 dS is equivalent. 
6 0-0 d5 7 i.b3 e6 8 lLld2 iVf6 9 

i.e3 i.d6 10 c4 lLle7 11 ':'e1 0-0 12 
cxd5 exd5 13lLln lLlf5 14 iVd3 lIfe8 
15 i.c2 g6 16 lLlg3 lLlg7 

+ Gralka-Kiedrowicz, Augustow 
1996. 

I) 
3 b3 (D) 
3 ... lLlf6 

3 ... il.xf3 is the most testing move, 
though it has only been played a cou­
ple of times: 4 exf3 (4 gxf3 g6 S tbc3?! 
il.g7 6 tbe4 dS 7 tbcs b6 8 tba4 e6 9 
il.f4 tbe7 10 h4 tbfS 1 1  il.gS �d6 12 
c 3 h6 13 il.cl eS + Kapp-Spiess,Chem­
nitz 1998) 4 . . .  g6 S il.b2 il.g7 6 �d2 dS 
(6 ... cS!?) 7 tbc3 tbc6 8 il.bS tbf6 9 0-0 
0-0 10 il.xc6 bxc6 1 1  lIfel tbe8 12 
tba4 tbd6 13 lIadl e 6 14 tbcs l:f.e8 I S  
tbd3 � Stobik-Ksieski, 2nd Bundes­
liga 1995/6. 

4 lLlbd2 
4 il.b2 e6 S tbbd2 il.e7 6 g3 cS 7 

il.g2 tbc6 8 0-0 cxd4 9 tbxd4 lIc8 10 
tbc40-O 11 �d2 dS 12 tbxc6 bxc6 13 
tbeS il.hS = Sorri-Kanko, Helsinki 
1989. 

4 ... e5!? 5 lLlc4 
S dxeS dxeS 6 il.b2 (not 6 tbxeS?? 

�d4 -+) is a better option for White, 
but Black gets activity and good com­
pensation after 6 ... e4 7 il.xf6 �xf6 8 
tbxe4 �b4+ 9 tbfd2 �xd2+ 10 tbxd2 
tbc6. 

5 ... e4 6 lLlfd2 d5 7 lLle3i.e6 8 i.b2 
i.d6 9 c4 c6 10g3h5 

=+ Heuser-Chekhov, Dresden 1997. 



1 7  Other 2nd Moves for 
White: Introduction 

In the next two chapters we study 
White's other options on the 2nd move 
(apartfrom2 e4) after 1 d4 d6 (D) 

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 

Firstly, there are 'serious' moves, for White's 2nd moves. We have used 
which havescored well for White, and these statistics to partition the material 

Variation Games W's Score W's Ratine: W's Performance 

2 g3 410 55% 2391 2422 

2 Si.g5 125 58% 2364 2446 

2 tbc3 68 49% 2339 2357 

2 03 44 52% 2375 2397 

2 ;\f4 37 39% 2259 2244 

2 <3 27 33% 2157 2078 

2 14 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. 

1) Black plays an immediate .. e5-
endgame positions: 2 g3 with a slight 
advantage to White; 2 tbc3, 2 b3 or 2 
e3 with equality. 

2) Black plays a later . . .  e5 - Old 
Indian I advanced centre positions: 2 
.§Lf4with an unclear position; 2 c3 or 2 
e3 with normal positions; 2f4 with an 
advantage to Black. 

3) Black plays ... c5 - Benoni posi­
tions: 2 .§Lg5 or 2 .§Lf4 with equality. 

4) Black plays .. .f5 - Dutch posi­
tions: 2 g3 with likely transpositions 
to main lines of the Dutch. 

5) Black plays ... h6 and ... g5 -
flank positions: 2 .Jtg5 with an active 
position for Black. 



1 8  Serious Alternatives 
for White 

1 d4 d6 
We regard the 2nd move alterna-

tives for White presented in this chap- B 

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 Torren'rompowsky-type move 2 
iLg5 might be a valuable tool for a 
Torre specialist. 2tbc3 canalso lead to 
the endgame system, if Black wishes, 
but otherwise there are many transpo­
sitions, for example to a pure Pire, 
available 

Wediscuss these moves as follows 
A, 2 g3 
B: 2 iLgS 
C: 2 tbc3 

A) 
2 g3 (D) 

151  
156 
157 

This developing move is  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 ... e5 
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 

c) 2 ... tbf6 aims for King's Indian 
or Old Indian positions 

d) 2 ... tbd?!? 3 Jig2 e5 is a way to 
play the thematic ... e5 without allow­
ing White the ending. Then 

dl)  4 e4 g6 5 tbe2 Jig? 6 tbbc3 
tbgf6 ? h3 0-0 transposes to a line of 
the g3 Pirc, but not the one we recom­
mend for Black in Line C3 of Chapter 
25. However, Black's position is solid 
here; for example, 8 Jie3 c6 9 a4 b6 10 
0-0 Jib? II 'if'd2 'litc? 12 'u'adl 'u'ad8 
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13 �g5 Itfe8, J.Miiller-Heibig, 2nd 
BundesJiga 199617. 

d2) 4 c4 exd4 5 'if'xd4lbgf6 6lbc3 w 
g6 7 lbf3 �g7 leads to positions that 
can arise via 1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 lbc3, 
though the move-order is a bit rare. 
Play can continue: 

d21) 8 b3 0-0 9 �b2 'u'e8 10 'if'd2 
lbc5 1 1  0-0 as 12 lbd4 c6 ( l 2  . . .  a4 13  
lladl  axb3 14 axb3 c6 = Rumpl-Bei­
kert, Austria 1998) 13 llabl a4 14 e3 
axb3 15 axb3 lbfe4 16 lbxe4lbxe4 17  
'if'c2 f5 18  Ital  llxal 19 llxal i.d7 = 
Adorjan-Smejkal, Szirak 1986. 

d22) 8 'if'e3+ 'if'e7 and then: 
d22l) 9 lbb5 'tii'xe3 10 �xe3 Wd8 

1 1  h3 a6 12 lbc3 'u'e8 13 Itcl lbc5 14 
0-0 lDfe4 I S  lbxe4 lbxe4 16 lbg5 
lbxg5 17 �xg5+ f6 18 i.e3 i.e6 19 c5 
c6 20 llfdl d5 21 �d4We7 22 e3 Wf7 
= Christiansen-Ree, Wijk aan Zee 
1982. 

d222) 9 'tii'xe7+ Wxe7 10 �e3 c6 
11 llcl lbg4 12 �g5+ i.f6 13 i.xf6+ 
lbgxf6 14 lbd4 h5 I S  h3 lbb6 16 b3 as 
17 0-0 a4 is equal although Black en­

joys the initiative, Toth-Tischbierek, 
BundesJiga 1998/9. 

We now return to 2 ... e5 (D): 
3 dxe5 
Or: 
a) 3 lbf3 is best answered by 3 . .  e4, 

which leads to the position-type stud­
ied after 1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 lbf3, al­
though here Black has even better 
prospects due to the fact that his d­
pawn can move to d5 without loss of 
time. White has two moves: 

al) 4 lbfd2 lDf6! (4 .. .f5 5 c4 c6 6 
lbc3 lbf6 is also possible; for exam­
ple, 7 �g2 g6 8 f3 exf3 9 �xf3 �g7 

10 0-0 1/2_112 Steckner-Meyer, Ham­
burg 1992) 5 �g2 d5 6 c4 c6 7 lbc3 
lba6 8 cxd5 cxd5 9 0-0 lbc7 10 f3 exf3 
1 1  lbxf3 i.e7 12 �g5 0-0 13 �3 
lbg4 14 �d2 h6 15  h3 lbf6 16 lbe5 
�d6 17 lbb5 lbxb5 18  'if'xb5 'if'e7 19 
Itf2 i.e6 20 Itafl lbe4 21 �xe4 dxe4 
22 Wh2 llac8 + Pfleger-Miltner, 2nd 
BundesJiga 1994/5. 

a2) 4 lbg5 and then: 
a2I) 4 .. .f5 5 f3!? (5 c4 i.e7 6 lbh3 

c6 7 lbc3, Kopylov-Rogers, Hamburg 
1999, transposes to Chapter 2) 5 . . .  exf3 
(5 . . .  d5 !?) 6 exf3 i.e7 7 'tii'e2 c6 8 lbc3 
lba6 9 .iU4lbc7 10 d5 cxd5 11 0-0-0 
h6 12 lbh3 lbf6 13 i.e3 g5 14f4g4 15 
lDf2 Wf7 16 h3 h5 17 �g2 ;!:: Grim-
Hiimmer, BundesJiga 1990/1. 

a22) 4 ... d5 and now: 
a22I) 5 �g2 h6 6lbh3 g6 7 c4 c6 8 

lbc3 lbe7 9 0-0 �g7 10 cxd5 cxd5 1 1  
f3 f5 ( l l ...exf3!?) 1 2  fxe4 dxe4 1 3 e3 
0-0 14 lDf4 Wh7 is at least equal for 
Black, Bonnafous-Hari, Murek jr Ech 
1998. 

a222) 5 c4 il.e7 6 lbh3 dxc4!? 7 
'tii'a4+ lbc6 8 e3 lDf6 9 �d2 0-0 10 
'tii'xc4 as (l0 ... il.g4!? looks good) 1 1  
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iLg2 iLe6 12 'i'c2 .!Db4 13 iLxb4 axb4 
14 .!Dd2 .!DdS IS 'i'xe4 with a slight 
advantage for White, Pichler-Spreng, W 
Tirschenreuth 1982. 

b) 3 iLg2 allows Black to take 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: 

b l l )  4 ... .!Dc6 5 .!Dxd4 iLd7 6 b3 .!Df6 
7 c4 is a safe continuation for Black: 
7 . . .  'if'c8!? (this active plan works well 
here) 8 0-0 iLh3 9 .!Dc3 iLxg2 10 'l£<xg2 
ii.e7 II iLb2 0-0 ( l l ...h5!?) 12 e4 
.!Dxd4 13 �xd4 c6 14 nfel �c7 is 
equal, Teske-Perez, Cienfuegos 1997. 

b12) 4 ... c5 5 c3 dxc3 6 .!Dxc3 .!Df6 
7 0-0 ii.e7 8 e4 .!Dc6 9 iLf4 0-0 10 l:tel 
iLg4 I I  h3 iLxf3 12 'i'xf3 ne8 13 'i'd I 
�a5 14 ii.e3 nad8 IS  f4 b5 16 'l£<h2 
iLf8 17 iLf2 'if'b6 18 �d3 with some 
positional compensation, Epishin-Cha­
talbashev, Cutro 1999. 

b2) 4 'i'xd4 places the white queen 
in the centre, and Black can win a 
tempo with 4 ... .!Dc6 (D) (4 ... .!Df6!? is 
also possible: 5 ii.g5 iLe7 6 c3 0-0 7 
.!Df3 ne8 8 0-0 .!Dc6 9 'i'd3 h6 10 iLf4 
and now Black implemented a stan­
dard plan to attack the e4-pawn with 
1O . . .  .!Dd7 1 1  e4 iLf6 12 .!Dbd2 .!Dc5 13 
�c2 �e7 14 .!Del  iLg4 IS  B iLd7 16 
'u'dl a5 1 7 .!Dc4 .!De5 18 .!Dxe5dxe5 19 
iLe3 iLb5 20 l:tf2 iLg5 21 iLxg5 hxg5 =+= 
in Schouten-Borm, Leeuwarden 1975) 
and here: 

b21) 5 'i'd2 .!Df6 and now: 
b21l) 6 c4 iLe6 is problematic for 

White. 
b212) 6 b3 d5! gives Black better 

chances in the centre; for example, 7 

.!Dc3 ii.e6 8 ii.b2 iLb4 9 a3 ii.a5 10 b4 
iLb6 II .!Da4 0-0 12 .!Dxb6 axb6 13 
.!Dh3 ii.xh3 14 ii.xh3 ne8 IS ii.g2 .!DeS 
16 iLd4 .!Dc4 17 �c3 c6 18 e3 .!Dd6 19 
�d3 .!Dg4 20 0-0 .!DeS 21 'i'e2 b5 =+= 

Galliamova-Vaulin, Koszalin 1997. 
b213) 6 .!Dh3 g6 7 .!bf4 ii.g7 8 0-0 

0-0 9 .!Dc3 l:te8 10 l:tel .!DeS II b3 c6 
12 iLb2 d5 = Donchenko-Chekhov, 
Moscow 1996. 

b214) 6 .!Df3 iLe7 7 0-00-0 8 .!Dc3 
.!DeS 9 b3 c6 10 iLb2 .!Dxf3+ I I  iLxf3 
d5 12 nadl ii.f5 = Iglesias-Szmetan, 
San Luis 1995. 

b22) 5 'if'dl g6 6 iLd2 (6 .!Df3 iLg7 
7 c3 .!Dge7 8 .!Dbd2 iLd7 9 .!Db3 �c8 
10 e40-0 II 0-OiLg4 12 'if'c2 'if'd7 13 
.!Dbd4 l:tae8 =+= Tennstedt-Lorenz, 2nd 
Bundesliga 1994/5) 6 ... iLg7 7 iLc3 .!bf6 
8 .!DB ii.f5 gives Black a very active 
position. He had no problems after 9 
.!Dd4 .!Dxd4 10 'i'xd4 c6 I I  e4 ii.e6 12 
0-00-0 13  .!Dd2 b5 14 b3 'i'b6 IS  a4 
�xd4 16 iLxd4 a6 = in Komiushin-
Vorotnikov, Vladivostok 1994. 

b23) 5 �e3+ii.e7 6.!DB .!Df6 7 0-0 
0-0 8 c4 ii.e6 is also OK for Black, as 
White's pieces are poorly coordinated: 
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9 tba3 tbg4 10 'if'd2 tbgeS 11 b3 
tbxf3+ 12 .1i.xf3 kf6 13 .1i.b2 'u'b8 14 
kxf6 'if'xf6 1S tbbS 1?te7 16 kg2 'if'd7 
17 'u'fel a6 18 tbc3 bS with active play 
for Black, Romanishin-Tomczak, 2nd 
Bundesliga 199112. 

3 ... dxeS 4 'iVxdS+ 'OitxdS (D) 

Now Black has many options. His 
basic plan is to develop, put the king in 
a safe place (usually c7), and fight to 
maintain control over the vital eS­
square. 

S tbc3 
Or: 
a) S tbd2?! is illogical, as it blocks 

in the c l-bishop. S ... c6 and now: 
al) 6 tbc4f67f4 ke6 8 e4 tbd7 9 

tbf3 bS 10 tbaS (this plan might be too 
aggressive, as the knight remains out 
of play on as for along time) 1O ... 'I£<c7 
1 1  c3 .1i.cs 12 fxeS tbxeS 13 .1i.f4 .1i.d6 
14 0-0-0 gS IS .1i.xeS kxeS 16 'l£<c2 
tbh6 17 tbxeS fxeS 18 ke2 'u'hf8 + 
Kistella-Matthaei, 2nd Bundesliga 
1994/S. 

a2) 6 f4 .1i.d6 (6 ... exf4!?) 7 tbgf3 
tbd7 8 tbe4 kc7 9 kd2 fS 10 tbegS 

We7 1 1  fxeS h6 12 e6 tbcs 13 kb4 
hxgS 14 .1i.xcS+ 'l£<f6 I S  kd4+ 'l£<g6 16 
.1i.eS kxeS 17 tbxeS+ 'l£<f6 18  tbf7 
'u'h7 19 tbd6 kxe6 20 kg2 g6 21 0-0-0 
'l£<eS = Lerner-Sulskis, Koszalin 1999. 

b) S kg2 c6 6 f4!?  has the thematic 
idea of taking the safe c7-square away 
from the black king, but it is not so ef­
fective because of 6 ... exf4 (6 ... tL'rl7 7 
tbf3 .1i.d6 8 tbbd2 exf 49 tbc4 kc7 10 
kxf4 .1i.xf4 1 1  gxf4 tbgf6 12 0-0-0 
We7 13 11d4 tbcs ;!; Drasko-Jacimo­
vic, Yugoslav Cht (Cetinje) 1992) 7 
.1i.xf4 tbe7! 8 tbc3 tbg6 9 0-0-0+ tbd7 
10 tbf3 tbxf4 11 gxf4 kb4 12 tbe4 
'l£<e7 13 11d4kaS 14 tbd6 .1i.b6 with a 
slight advantage for Black, Shneider­
Bagirov, USSR Ch (Moscow) 1991. 

c)  S f4!? is the most direct ap­
proach, and it also seems to test Black 
most: S ... exf4 6 .1i.xf4 kd6 7 .1i.xd6 
cxd6 leads to an instructive position, 
which Black should be able to hold; 
for example, 8 tbc3 tbf6 9 'u'dl We7 
10 tbbS tbe8 11 .1i.g2 tbc6 12 tbh3 a6 
13 tbd4 tbeS ( l 3  . . .  .1i.xh3!?) 14 tbf4 
tbf6 IS b3 11b8 16 0-0 kd7 17 'u'd2 
'u'hc8 18 tbd3 tbc6 19 11f4 'u'c7 20 c4 
tbxd4 21 'u'xd4 .1i.c6 22 tbb4 kxg2 23 
'l£<xg2 'u'd8 ;!; Reschke-Lorenz, Bun­
desliga 1997/8. 

Wenow return to S tbc3 (D): 
S ... tbd7 
Or: 
a) S ... kd6 6 .1i.g2 c6 7 tbe4 'l£<e7 8 

tbxd6 'l£<xd6 is too risky, as White can 
either open the centre or activate his 
pieces too quickly: 9 f4 .1i.e6 10 tbf3 
e4 1 I tbgS fS 12 b3 h6 13 ka3+ 'l£<d7 
14 0-0-0+ kdS IS tbf7 'u'h7 16 c4 +­
Rausis-Cruz, Lisbon 1999. 
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b) S .. .f6, with the principled plan 
of holding on to the strong point eS, is 
possible, though6 f4! �d6 7 .!Df3 .!Dc6 
8 �d2 .!Dge7 9 0-0-0 h6 10 �g2 �e6 
11 �e3 �e8 12 fxeS fxeS 13 .!De4 ! 
K.Arkell-Dunnington, London 1992, 
is slightly problematic for Black. 

c) S ... �e6!? is probably the best 
try for Black, when there is a new 
game that changes the old evaluation: 
6 f4 .!Dd7 7 .!Df3f6! 8 fxeS.!DxeS 9 �f4 
.!Dg6! (this move, renouncing the eS­
square but attacking the bishop, is 
best) 10 0-0-0+ �c8 11 �e3 .!D8e7 12 
.!Dd4 �d7 13 .!DdbS .!DeS! (13 ... .!Dc6? 
14 lIxd7! ± Romanishin-Kindermann, 
Munich 1992, is a good example of 
the tactical possibilities Black must be 
aware of) 14 �g2 c6 IS .!Dxa7+!? ( 1S  
.!Dd6+ �c7 =) I S  . . .  �b8 and now White 
must seek complications, as his direct 
approach has not succeeded: 16 lIxd7 
.!Dxd7 17 lIdl .!bfs 18 �gl �cS 19 
.!Dxc6+ bxc6 20 �h3 �xgl 21 lIxgl 
.!Dd4 22 �xd7 lIxa2 23 .!Dxa2 .!Dxe2+ 
24 'Oitdl .!Dxgl 2S �xc6 .!Dh3 + 1/2_1/2 
Romanishin-Sokolovs, CappeUe la 
Grande 1995. 

d) S ... c6 6 f4 and again Black has 
many options: 

dl) 6 ... �b4 ! ? 7 fxeS (7�d2exf4 8 
0-0-0 .!Df6 9 gxf 4 1/2_1/2 Godes-Oratov­
sky, Tel-Aviv 1993) 7 . . .  �fS 8 �gS+ 
�c7 9 �f4 �e6 1O .!Df3 .!De7 I I  .!DgS 
.!DdS 12 .!Dxe6+ fxe6 13 �d2 �xc3 14 
bxc3 .!Dd7 IS �h3 lIae8 = Skomor­
okhin-Helbig, Mlada Boleslav 1992. 

d2) 6 ... �e6!? 7 fxeS .!Dd7 8 .!bf3 h6 
9 �d2 gS 10 0-0-0 �g7 11 �4 �xeS 
12 .!Dxe6+ fxe6 13 �h3 �e7 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. 

e) S ... �fS!? is an interesting idea, 
as after 6 e4 �e6 the long diagonal is 
blocked, and following 7 f4 �b4 8 
.!bf3 .!Df6! 9 .!DgS lIe8 10 �e3 exf4 1 1  
gxf4 �xc3+ 1 2  bxc3 �dS! Black sud­
denly has threats of his own; forexam­
pie, 13 0-0-0 .!Dbd7 14 �h3 �xe4 IS  
lIhgl �g6 1 6 �d4�e7 17 �eS .!DxeS 
18 fxeS, 1/2_1/2 Bezold-Dutschak, Wilrz­

burg 1997, and now 1 8  . . .  .!DhS seems to 
be good for Black. 

6 f4 llJgf6 
6 ... �b4!? 7 .!DB f6 8 fxeS .!DxeS 9 

�f 4 gives White some initiative. 
7 llJf3 
7 fxeS !? has also been suggested. 
7 ... .Jtd6 S llJb5 We7 9 llJxd6 cxd6 

10 b3 
White has some advantage due to 

his bishop-pair, but the unconventional 
pawn-structure gives Black some pros­
pects forcounterplay. After 1O ... .!DdS !? 
11 fxeS .!DxeS I2 .!DxeSdxeS, 13 �a3+ 
�f6 14 e4 .!De3! IS �d3 �h3! gave 
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Black good counterplay in Yu�upov­
Riva�, La� Palma� 1993, but 13 e4!? 
and 13  .Jtg2!? have been �ugge�ted a� 
improvemenb. 

Conclusion: 2 g3 i� a very tlexible 
move, with many tran�po�itional po�­
�ibilitie� Black may have �ome prob­
lem� in the endgame, �o one of the�e 
tran�po�ition� might be the be�t choice. 

B) 
2 .Jtg5 (D) 

Thi� move, in the �pirit of the Trom­
pow�ky, i� quite common. Again, Black 
ha� many po��ible tran�po�ition�, but 
our main game �how� an independent 
alternative . 

2 ... h6 
Or: 
a) 2 .. g6 3 lUo i� �imilar to Torre 

po�ition�. 
b) 2 ... lUd7 3 e4lUgf6 4 lUc3 might 

tran�po�e to a Pirc or Philidor. 
c) 2 .. .fS!? tran�po�e� to a line of 

the Dutch Defence, but thi� particular 
po�ition i� not very common. 

d) 2 .. .cS!? i� another option worth 
noting. After 3 dxcS (3 dS!?) 3 . .  'i'aS+ 
4 lUc3 'liVxcs Black �hould be quite 
OK, though S �d2 h6 6 iU4lUf6 7 e4 
a68 0-0-0 eS!? 9 .Jte3 'liVc7 10 f4 lUbd7 
l l lUo .Jte7 12 lUdS lUxdS 13  exdS 
e4! 14 lUd4lUf6 IS 'Otbl bS(IS  O-O!?) 
16  c4 bxc4 17  nc l lUxdS 18  .Jtxc4 
'liVb7 19  lUfS wa� unclear in Koma­
rov-Sakaev, Kher�on 1991, a� White 
ha� �ome activity for hi� pawn. 

3 .Jtb4g5!? 
Black ha� �cored well u�ing thi� 

active move. Other, more po�itional 
move�: 

a) 3 ... c6 4 c3 (4 lUO �b6 S lUbd2 
�xb2 i� like the normal poi�oned 
pawn line of the Torre Attack, but with 
the blackd-pawn more flexibly placed 
on d6 than on dS: 6 llbl 'liVxa2 7 e4 
�aS 8 .Jtd3 g6 9 0-0 .Jtg7 10 c4 lUd7 
l 1 l:.el �c7 12 .Jtg3eS I3 �c2 cS I4 
dxeSdxeS IS lUfl lUe7 16lUe3 0-0 =+= 
Zwick-Werner, Lenk 1994) 4 .. �b6 
(4 ...  lUd7 S lUd2 lUgf6 6lUgO eS 7 e3 
.Jte7 8 a4 i� a �afe Torre po�ition, al­
though 8 ... e4 9 lU gi gS 10 .Jtg3 lUf8 
11 as lUg6 12  h3 dS 13  �a4 0-0 14 

lUe2 lUhS IS  .Jth2 fS += Kovacevic­
Benoit, Canne� 1993 illu�trate� �ome 
danger� for White) S �c2lUd7 6lUd2 
lUgf6 7 lUgO gS!? 8 .Jtg3 lUhS 9 e4 
.Jtg7 10 a4lUf8 l I lUc4 �c7 12 lUe3 
lUg6 13 as .Jtd7 i� unclear, Kovace­
vic-Belikov, Alcobenda� 1993. 

b) 3 .. .JtfS !?  i� a �ound po��ibility 
for Black; for example, 4 lUc3 dS S e3 
c6 6 .Jtd3 �xd3 7 'liVxd3 lUd7 8 e4 
dxe4 9 lUxe4 'liVaS+ 10 lUd2 e6 I I  
lUgO .Jte7 1 2  .Jtg3 lUgf6 1 3  0-0 0-0 
14lUc4 �a6 1S nfdl cS with an equal 
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position, M.Gurevich-Azmaiparash­
viii, Manila OL 1992. 

4 .Jtg3 iLg7 (D) w 

w 

5 03 
S e3 also leads to quiet play; forex­

ample, S . . .  cS 6 c3 'i'b6 7 'ii'b3 'ii'xb3 8 
axb3tbd7 9tba3a6 1O tbbS!?lIb8 1 1  
tba7 tbgf6 12 iLd3 tbhS 13  tbe2 tbxg3 
14 tbxg3 tbf6 IS tbxc8 tl.xc8 16 tbfS 
iLf8 = Boissonet-Nogueiras, Buenos 
Aires 1991. 

S ... lLlf6 
S ... fS!? should probably be recom­

mended only to adventurous players, 
though there is nothing clearly wrong 
with it: 6 e3 tbf6 7 tbd2 tbc6 8 h4 eS! 
9 hxgS hxgS 10 Itxh8+ iLxh8 I I  'ii'b3 

Si.d7 IS a4 0-0-0 16 Si.bS e6 17 0-0-0 
exdS 18 exdS tbf6 19 Si.xd7+ 'i'xd7 
20 tbc4 lIhe8 21 fxgS hxgS 22 tbf3 
'ii'g4 23 'ii'd3 wc7 :;: Czemicki-Slapi­
kas, Polanica Zdroj 1996. 

8 ... cS 9 dS lLld7 10 .i.e2 bS!? 11 
.JtxbS :b8 12 a4 a6 13 .i.xd7+ .i.xd7 
14 lLlc4 ':'xb2 15 lLlxb2 .i.xc3+ 16 
'.t>f1 .i.xb2 17 1Ibi .Jtg7 18 h4 g4 19 
'i'd3 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 iLgS, namely 
2 ... h6 intending . . .  gS, and 2 . . .  cS. 

f4 12 exf4 exf4 13 iLh2 'ii'e7+ 14 iLe2 C) 
Si.d7 I S  dS tbaS 16 'i'a3 b6 17 0-0-0 2 lLlc3 eS!? 
'ii'h7! 1 8  tbn 'i'e4 and Black is active, 
Wells-Urban, Budapest 1993. 

6lLld2 lLlhS 7 e4 lLlxg3(D) 
8 fxg3 
8 hxg3 c6 9 'ii'c2 tbd7 gives rise to a 

Torre-type position, leading to some 
manoeuvring after 10 f4 tbf8 I I  iLe2 
'ii'c7 12 iLhS cS 13 dS tbh7 14 Si.e2 

Black can choose a transposition if 
he so wishes, but this thematic push 
seems to be enough to equalize. 

2 ... g6 3 e4 tbf6 transposes to a Pirc, 
as does 2 ... tbf6 after 3 e4, although 
Black should be careful about 3 Si.gS, 
which has similarities to the Trom­
powsky. 
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w 

3 dxeS dxeS 4 �xd8+ Wxd8 (D) 

5 ,. 
Ck 
a) 5 tbf3 f6 6 e4 (6 .ii.d2 .ii.c5 7 

0-0-0 .ii.d7 8 e3 tbh6 9 .ii.c4 tbc6 10 a3 
<be8 1 1  tbe4 .ii.b6 12 h3 'u'd8 13 .1i.a2 
We7 14 tbel .ii.f5 15 tbc3 .ii.e6 with 
equality, Cuevas Rodriguez-Sanchez, 
Cienfuegos 1991) 6 ... .ii.e6 allows Black 
to use the standard plans and achieve 
easy equality: 7 .ii.e3 tbd7 8 tbd2 c6 9 
a4 �c7! 10 .ii.c4 .ii.xc4 11 tbxc4 tbb6 
12 tbxb6 axb6 13 We2 .ii.b4 Ih_1f� 

Rakic-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 ... exf 4 
(5 ... tbc6 6 .ii.d2 tbge7 7 tbf3 f6 8 0-0-0 
gives Black some problems: 8 . . .  exf4 
9 .ii.xf 4+ .ii.d7 10 g3 tbc8 1 1  tbb5 
tbd6 12 tbxd6 .ii.xd6 13 .ii.xd6 cxd6 

14 'u'xd6 Wc7 15 'u'd2 llae8 ± Arenci­
bia-Ermenkov,Calcutta 1988) 6 .ii.xf4 
c6 7 0-0-0+ We8! 8 tbf3 tbf6 9 e4 
.ii.b4 10 e5 .ii.xc3 1 1  exf6 .ii.xf6 12 
.ii.c4 .ii.e6 13 'u'hel tbd7 14 .ii.xe6 fxe6 
15 'u'xe6+ Wf7 16 lled6 tbb6 17 tbe5+ 
.ii.xe5 18 .ii.xe5 'u'he8 = Khenkin-Appel, 
Leningrad 1991. 

S ... c6 (D) 
5 . . .  tbf6 transposes to Line B of 

Chapter 33. 

w 

6 .Jtc4 f6 7 .Jte3 Wc7 
Another queenless middlegame has 

arisen. Black has a stable position. 
8 a4 .Jtb4 9 llJge2 llJd7 10 f3 as 11 

WrzllJe712llJa2 .Jtc5 13llJac1 .Jtxe3+ 
14 Wxe3 llJb6 15 .Jtd3 .Jte6 

=+ Sohnle-Villing, Baden 1992. 

Conclusion: Black can choose be­
tween the endgame or a transposition 
to a Pirc. 



1 9  Odds 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 to 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 

1 d4d6 
Now 

A: 2 f4?! 159 
B: 2 .i.f4 160 
C: 2 c3 161  
D :  2 b3 162 
E: 2 e3 162 

A) 
2 f4?! (D) 

This move is simply bad, as Black's 
first move is a good preparation for a 

quick . . .  e5, which leaves White's cen­
tre destroyed after the premature f4 

2 ... .Jtg4!? 
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 
Ji.g7 5 .1i.d3 �f6 60-0 .1i.f5 ! 7 c4 e6 8 
.1i.e2 .1i.xbl 9 .u.xbl c6 10 b4 a6 II a4 
0-0 12 'if'b3 �bd7 13 .1i.d2 �g4 14 
'u'fcl ne8 IS .ii.d3 f5 16 b5 with a 
slight advantage for White, T.Geor­
gadze-Kudrin, Salamanca 1989 

b) 2 . . .  �6 stops e4,and by contin­
uing this plan with 3 c4 c6 4 �f3 g6 5 
�c3 .1i.f5! 6 e3 .1i.g7 7 .1i.d3 .ii.xd3 8 
'if'xd3d5! 90-0 0-0 1O b4 �bd7 1 1  c5 
b6 12 �e5 'if'c7 = Black is OK, Bach-
Davies, Gausdal 2000 

c) 2 . . .  e5!? is 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 

e5 or ... c5) 3 e3 g64 .1i.d3 .1i.g7 5 c3 
�f6 6 �f3 0-0 7 0-0 �c6 8 �bd2 
e5! +. In Pinto-Galego, Lisbon 1999, 
Black's strategy soon prevailed: 9 fxe5 
dxe5 10 �e4 cxd4 I I  exd4 �xe4 12 
.1i.xe4 exd4 1 3  .ii.g5 'if'b6 14 'if'c l 
dxc3+ IS .1i.e3 cxb2 0-1 

3 lLld2 e5!? 
Secondly he strikes at the white 
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4 fxeS dxeS S lLldf3 e4 6 lLleS .i.fS 
7 .i.f4 .i.d6 8 �d2 f6 9 lLlc4 .i.xf4 10 
�xf4 lLle7 

=+ Fakkel-De Hoop, Hengelo jr 1999. 
Blackhas better central pawns, and his 
development is OK. 

Conclusion: 2 f 4 is not areal move, 
and Black can easily get some advan­
tage. This variation is just to illustrate 
some standard plans for Black. 

B) 
2 .i.f4 (D) 

White is going to continue with the 
set-up tbf3, e3, h3 and �h2. 

2 ... g6 
2 .. c5!? is possible, and scored a 

quick victory in the following exam­
ple: 3 c3 cxd4 4 cxd4 'if'b6 5 'i'd2 tbc6 
6 d5 tbe5 7 e4 tbf6 8 tbc3 �d7 9 �e3 
'if'd8 10 f4 tbeg4 11 �d4 e5 12 fxe5? 
(12 dxe6!) 12 ... dxe5 13 �f2 tbxf2 14 
'if'xf2 tbg4 15 'if'd2 �c5 16 tbdl 'if'b6 
17 a3? �xgl 0-1 Crea-Rossi, Bozen 
1998. 

It should be mentioned, at least as a 
curious detail, that in a game Tella­
YrjoHi, Tampere rpd 200 1, just days 
before the deadline for this book, 
White tested this odd variation and the 
game soon developed an independent 
character: 4 h3 f5 5 tbc3 tbf6 6 e3 
0-0 7 �d3 tbc6 8 �h2 tbh5 9 e4 f4 
(9 .. .fxe4!?) 10 e5 dxe5 1 1  dxe5 tbxe5 
12 tbxe5 �xe5 13 'if'e2 �g7 (Black 
could consider 13  ... �xc3+!?) 14 0-0-0 
and White had excellent compensation. 

4 ••• lLld7 
Planning a quick ... e5, which gives 

Black a good game. 
S .3 
5 c4 e5 6 �g3 tbe7 7 h3 tbf5 allows 

Black's pieces to get to very active 
squares; he might even be better: 8 
�h2 0-0 (8 ... exd4!?  9 exd4 'i'f6 sug­
gests itself, attacking the d4-pawn) 9 
tbc3 exd4 10 exd4 tbh4 1 1  tbxh4 'if'xh4 
12 tbb5 'if'e7+ 13 �e2 tbf6 14 0-0 a6 

= Alburt-Kavalek, USA Ch (Estes 
Park) 1986. 

S •• .eS 6 .i.h2 (D) 

3 lLlf3 �g7 4 e3 6 .•. �e7 
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6 ... e4 7 lbfd2 f5 is an active option; 
e.g., 8 c4 lbgf6 9 lbc3 0-0 10 b4 'tife7 
1 1  c5 d5 ( l l ...dxc5!?) 12 'if'b3 c6 13  
�d6 'tifd8 14 �xf8lbxf8 15 b5 lbe6 1 6  
g3 lbd7 17 lIcl lbdf8 18  'tifa4 �d7 ;!; 
Sapis-Pfibyl, Marianske Lazne 1989. 
Black should, however, be careful about 
White's dark-squared bishop, as it is 
placed actively outside the pawn-chain. 

7 .i.e2 f5 
7 ... lbgf6 8 c4 0-0 9 lbc3 b6 10 0-0 

�b7 is a safe option; for example, 1 1  
b4 lbe4 12 lbxe4 �xe4 1 3 lbd2 �b7 
14 �f3 e4! 15 �e2 c5! 16 bxc5 dxc5 
17 lbb3lIad8 18 lIbi cxd4 19 exd4 f5 
20 'if'd2 g5 gave Black an attack in 
Ragnarsson-Hickl, Reykjavik 1997. 

8 0-0 llJh6 9 c4 0-0 10 llJc3 c6 11 
b4 g5! 12 dxe5 dxe5 13 c5 llJf7 14 
�b3Wh8 15':'adl h5 16 .i.c4 g4 

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 c3(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 ••• llJd7 
Or: 
a) 2 ... g6 3 �g5 (3 e4 lbf6 4 �d3 

�g7 5 lbf3 0-0 6 0-0 transposes to 

Line A of Chapter 25) 3 .. .f5 !?  (3 ... �g7 
4 lbd2 lbf6 5 lbgf3 lbbd7 6 e4 0-0, 
Bogza-Grigorieva, Bucharest 1999, 
transposes to a line of the Torre vs KI) 
4 e3 (4 e4 fxe4 5 lbd2 liJf6 6 f3 exf3 7 
lbgxf3 �g7 8 �d3 0-0 9 0-0 c6 10 
'tifel lba6 11 'if'h4 lbc7 12 lIaei �f5 
13 �xf5 gxf5 14 lIe2 'if'd7 15 lbel 

lIae8 is unclear, Zurek-Jansa, Czech 
Cht 1993) 4 ... lbh6 5 �c4 c6 6 lbd2 d5 
reaches a sort of Stonewall Dutch po­
sition that is OK forBlack; e.g., 7 �b3 
lbf7 8 �h4 lbd7 9 c4 lbb6 10 cxd5 
lbxd5 I l lbgf3�g7 12 0-00-0 13 lbc4 
�e6 14 lIcl as 15 a4 lIa6 16 �g3 
lbb6 17 lbce5 112_1/2 Hracek-Jansa, 
Rimavska Sobota 1991. 

b)  2 . . .  liJf6 3 lbf3 (3  �g5 lbbd7 4 
lbd2 e5 5 e4 �e7 6 �d3 gives Black 
the opportunity to play 6 ... d5! 7 �xf6 
�xf6 8 exd5 exd4 9 'if'e2+ 'if'e7 10 
cxd4 �xd4 1 1  'if'xe7+ Wxe7 12 0-0-0 
�xf2 =+= Hodgson-McNab, London 
WFW 1989) 3 ... lbbd7 4 �g5 is best 
met by 4 . . .  e5, when a thematic set-up 
gave Black a safe position after 5 'if'c2 
�e7 6 lbbd2 0-0 7 dxe5 dxe5 8 e4 
lbg4! 9 �xe7 'if'xe7 10 �c4 lbb6 1 1  
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il.d3 as 12 0-0 .!bf6 = in Costa-Hodg­
son, San Bernardino 1989. 

3 il.f4 
3 il.gS h6 is OK for Black, but White 

should play 3 e4!?, with a Pirc-type 
position. 

3 ... e5 4 il.g3 <1:Jgf6 5 e3 <1:Je4 6 <1:Jd2 
<1:Jxg3 7 hxg3 

Black has a bishop-pair and a stable 
position: he has solved his opening 
problems. 

7 ... g6 8 <1:Jgf3 il.g7 9 il.e2 ·lWe7 10 
0-0 0-0 11 a4 l::e8 12 as a6 13 ·lWc2 e4 
14 <1:Jh2 <1:Jf6 15 nlbl h5! 

Black has a slight advantage, Pothig­
Bialas, Bundesliga 198112. 

Conclusion: 2 c3 gives White at 
best a quiet variation of the Pirc, where 
he has no real chances of an opening 
advantage. 

0) 
2 b3 (D) 

2 ... e5! 

2 ... g6 3 �b2 il.g7 leads to quiet 
positional play, with Black easily ob­
taining a normal playable position; for 
example, 4 .!Dd2 (4 .!Df3 fS S e3 .!Df6 
6 .!Dbd2 0-0 is a form of Leningrad 
Dutch, and Black does best to con­
tinue in the Dutch spirit: 7 il.d3 .!Dc6 8 
0-0 'l£<h8 9 a3 eS! 10 dxeS .!Dg4 1 1  
.!Dd4 .!DcxeS 1 2  �e2 cS 1 3  .!DbS a6 14 
.!Dc3i1.e6 1 S .!bf3 d S I6 .!DxeS.!DxeS I7 
.!ba4 'ffic7 + Koshy-Conquest, Dhaka 
1995) 4 ... cS S e3 b6 6 'ffif3 dS 7 il.bS+ 
il.d7 8 il.d3 (8 'ffixdS �xbS 9 'ffixa8 
il.c6 10 'ffixa7 il.xg2 +) 8 ... .!Df6 9 dxcS 
bxcS lO 'ffie2 (lO �xf6i1.xf6 1 1  'ffixdS? 
il.xal 12  'ffixa8 il.c6 -+) 10 ... 0-0 1 1  
lldl 'ffic7 with equality, Flohr-Brinck­
mann, Rogaska Slatina 1929. 

3 il.b2 
3 dxeS dxeS 4 'ffixd8+ 'l£<xd8 S il.b2 

f6 is equal since White's bishop has no 
real role on b2. 

3 ... <1:Jc6 
3 ... exd4!? 4 �xd4 .!Dc6 S il.b2 .!bf6 

is an active approach for Black that 
gives him at least an equal position. 

4 d5 <1:Jce7 5 c4 f5 6 <1:Jc3 <1:Jf6 7 
<1:Jf3 c6 8 dxc6 bxc6 

Black has more pawns in the centre, 
and White lacks coordination to get 
the initiative. Black has no problems. 

9 e3 <1:Jg6 10 il.e2 il.e7 11 'i'c2 'i'c7 
12 0-0 0-0 

+ Mittelstedt-Fernengel, Pocking 
1996. 

Conclusion: 2 b3 isnotareal threat 
to Black's opening plans. 

This is in keeping with the spirit of E) 
our repertoire. 2 e3 (D) 
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This move is also very flexible, with 
possible transpositions to many differ-

'u'dl+ 'l£<c7 9 <2Ibd2 <2Id7 10 <2Ie4 .1i.e7 
11 �d2 <2Ih6 12 �c3 <2Ib6 13 .1i.b3 

�fS 14 <2Ig3 Si.g6 l/�-l/� Lisovik-Bor­
suk, Alushta 1992. 

3 <4 
3 f4? !  eS is good for Black. 
3 ... e5 4 Q\c3 
After 4 <2If3 g6 Black gets a satis­

factory game by continuing in King's 
Indian fashion with ... .1i.g7, ... <2Igf6 
and ... 0-0. 

4 ... <2Igf6 5 Q\f3 (D) 

ent openings such as the Old Indian or B 
some lines of the Dutch Defence. 

2 ... <2Id7 
Or: 
a) With 2 .. .fS!? Black hopes to 

reach variations of the Dutch Defence 
where the move e3 might not be very 
useful; for example, 3 .1i.d3 (3 f4 g6 4 
<2If3 .1i.g7 S .1i.d3 <2If6 6 <2Ibd2 0-0 7 
0-0 <2Ibd7 8 c3 h6 9 b3 'l£<h7 10 'if'el 
eS '+' N .Martinez-Xu Yaping, Istanbul 
worn OL 2000) 3 ... eS! 4 c3 <2If6 S f3 

�e6 6 <2Id2 .1i.e7 7 e4 fxe4 8 <2Ixe4 
<2Ixe4 9 �xe4 dS 10 .1i.c2 exd4 1 1  
'if'xd4 .1i.f6 1 2  'if'e3 'if'e7 with equality, 
Ovezova-Adam, Szeged girls U-14 
Wch 1994. 

b) 2 ... eS!? is the standard way to 
get an ending. After 3 dxeS dxeS 4 
'if'xd8+ 'l£<xd8 the position is equal; for 
example, S <2If3 (S �c4 f66 <2Ic3 c6 7 
�d2 Wc7 8 0-0-0 <2Id7 9 <2Ige2 <2Ie7 
10 <2Ig3 <2Ib6 1 1  .1i.b3 .1i.d7 12 <2Ice4 
<2IfS 13 .1i.aS <2Ixg3 14 <2Ixg3 .1i.e7 I S  
nd2 'u'hd8 = Simon-Bagirov, Germany 
199617) S .. .f6 6 .1i.c4 c6 7 0-0 �cS 8 

5 ... �e7 
S ... c6 6 �e2 .1i.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 
nbl 'u'e8 (8 ... e4 9 <2Id2 d5 10 b4 ne8 
1 1  bS cS!? 12 cxdS cxd4 13 exd4 .1i.d6 
14 <2Ic4 <2Ib6 I S  <2Ixd6 "ii'xd6 16 'if'b3 
<2IfxdS 17 .1i.a3 'if'd8 18 <2IxdS <2IxdS 
19 �c4 .1i.e6 is unclear, Kallai-Hodg­
son, French Cht 1999) 9 b4 .1i.f8 10 bS 
e4 1 1  bxc6 bxc6 12 <2Id2 'u'b8 13 'if'c2 
dS 14 'if'a4 'u'xbl IS <2Icxbl 'if'c7 16 
.1i.a3 <2Ib6 17 'if'aS .1i.g4 18 <2Ic3 �xa3 
19 'if'xa3 .1i.xe2 20 <2Ixe2 <2Ig4 21 <2Ig3 
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hS with the initiative for Black, Vera­
Hodgson, Lucerne Wcht 1989. 

6 .1i.d3 0-0 7 0-0 oU.e8 8 'i'c2 .1i.f8 
8 ... h6 also leads to a quiet position: 

9 h3 b6 lO dxeS dxeS 1 1  oU.dl .1i.b? 12 
.1i.fS .1i.xf3 13 gxf3 .1i.d6 14 .!De4 �e? 
15 .!Dxd6 cxd6 16 b3 .!Dcs favours 
Black, Kolarov-Pirc, Gyula 1965. 

9 b3 g6 
This position is similar to an Old 

Indian. Now lO .1i.a3? is a bad tactical 

mistake due to lO ... e4! 1 1 .!Dxe4 .!Dxe4 
12 .1i.xe4 11xe4 ( l2 ... dS!) 13 �xe4 dS 
14 �xdS c6 15 �gS �xgS 16 .!DxgS 
.1i.xa3, when Black has an advantage, 
Michenka-Vokac, Ceske Budejovice 
1996. 

Conclusion: After 2 e3 there are 
many transpositional possibilities, al­
though the 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 ... lbf6 3 lbc3 g6), the Czech system 
(2 . . .  lbf6 3 lbc3 c6) or the Modem 
(2 . . .  g6). The main line of the Czech (4 
f4) seemed to us too dubious for Black 
although some of the sub lines (espe­
cially 4 lbf3 .ii.g4) fit together with 
the repertoire very well. The Modem 
move-order 2 ... g6 3 lbc3 iJ..g7 gives 
Black additional weapons in some Pirc 
variations, especially against 4 .ii.e3 
and4 .ii.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 to return to a 1 d4 opening 
after he 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 endgamelPhilidor variation with 
2 . . .  lbf6 3 lbc3 e5 briefly discussed in 
Line B of Chapter 33, which fits well 

with our repertoire 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 

1 e4 d6 2 d4 liJf6 3 liJc3 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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This is why the popularity of the lines 
4 iLe3 and 4 iLg5 is gradually increas-

w ing. Especially the former is a flexible 

White, with 4 iLg5 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 CDf3 and 5 
il..e2. Although positionally very dif­
ferent, these are quite concrete lines 
with not so many chances for White to 
lead a well-prepared opponent into 
unknown territory right from the start. 

Variation Games W's score 

� 1242 56% 

3 13 921 55% 

4 14 4144 58% 

4 CDf3 3697 55% 

4 il..e3 1604 60% 

4 il..g5 1510 58% 

4 g3 1101  57% 

4 il..e2 973 54% 

move, retaining options of many dif­
ferent plans. The latter is probably 
more appealing than 4 f4foran attack­
ing player who wants to play fora win. 
4 g3 followed by iLg2 and CDge2 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 iLe2 and h4 
seems to be quite popular beneath the 
top levels. Also, 4 iLc4 has a some­
what dubious reputation because the 
active c4-bishop tends to become ex­
posed or blocked. 

The third-move alternatives to 3 
CDc3, namely 3 iLd3 and 3 f3, should 
also be taken seriously. The latter is 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 

W's ratine: W's Performance 

2335 2380 

2313 2356 

2324 2384 

2355 2394 

2363 2419 

2334 2380 

_ ��:: �f-t---�::�--� � 
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from other openings. Against 3 �d3 
Black is likely to get a comfortable 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, 4 ... �g7, is not doing 
well. With our recommendation 4 ... c6 
Black has performed more acceptably. 
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 or maybe it is a 

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 much but 4�e3 and 4 �g5 are 
close in popularity to 4 f4 and 4 41f3. 
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 PirclModem 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 occasionally. There are also 
some players just below the world's 
absolute elite who specialize (or have 
specialized) in the PirclModem, such 
as Chemin, M.Gurevich, Azmaipar­
ashvili and of course Nunn. 



2 1  The Austrian Attack 
with S . . .  cS 

OUf 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
tempt in Line A at move 8 to play for a 
win but strong nerves are needed. In 
Line B we have better chances for a 
fight, but this is White's choice 

1 e4 d6 2 d4 liJf6 3 lLlc3 g6 4 f4 
Ji.g7S lLlf3 

5 e5 �d7! 6 �f3 c5 transposes to 
note 'b' to White's 6th move 

5 ••• c5 (D) 
This is our recommendation. The 

main alternative is S ... O-O, which de­
mands even more hours with the the­
ory books 

Now (after S cS) 
A: 6 .i.bS+ 169 
B: 6 dxcS 172 

The alternatives don't promise White 
much 

a) The Benoni-type system 6 dS 
0-0 7 Si.d3 (7 JI..c4? !  allows the typical 
trick 7 ... bS! 8 Si.xbS �xe4 9 �xe4 
'if'aS+ 10 �c3 Si.xc3+ 1 1  bxc3 'if'xbS, 
which is fine for Black) 7 ... e6 8 0-0 (8 
dxe6 fxe6 9 0-0 �c6 is OK for Black) 
8 ... exdS 9 exdS �a6 = doesn't offer 
White much because of the trick 10 fS 
c4! 1 1  Si.xc4 Si.xfS 

b) 6 eS �fd7! 7 exd6 (with 7 e6 
fxe6 8 �gS �f6 9 dxcS 0-0 10 Si.c4 dS 
White has destroyed his own centre 
but 7 dxcS dxeS 8 fxeS �xeS 9 'if'xd8+ 
'l£<xd8 10 �xeS.il.xeS 11 Si.c4 Si.e6!? 
12 .1i.xe6 .1i.xc3+ 13 bxc3 fxe6 leads to 

an interesting unclear ending, Velim­
irovic-Vujadinovic, NiS 1994) 7 . . .  0-0 
8 .1i.e3 (8 dxe7 'iVxe7+ 9 'if'e2 'if'd8 is 
risky for White) 8 . . .  exd6 9 'if'd2 �c6 
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10 O-O-O'ii'aS 1 1  Wbl tbf6 gives Black 
at least equality. 12 h3 and now: 

bl) 12 ... �e6!? 13 a3 (13 dS tbb4 
14 �c4 �fS +) 13 ... l:Ife8100ks inter­
esting. because 14 dS? tbxdS doesn't 
work. 

b2) 12 ... Itb8 13 dxcS dxcS 14 tbdS 
tbxdS I S  'ii'xaS tbxaS 16 ItxdS b6 17 
tbeS 1/2_1/2 Y.Fedorov-Manion. Phila­
delphia 1992. 

A) 
6 .i.bS+ .i.d7 (D) 

7 05 
Here the alternative for White is 

another Benoni-style continuation. 7 
�xd7+ tbfxd7 8 dS. but Black imme­
diately achieves the ideal Benoni move 
8 ... bS!. Then: 

a) White cannot hope much with 9 
tbxbS 'ii'aS+ 10 tbc3 �xc3+ 11 bxc3 
'ii'xc3+ 12 �d2 'ii'c4 13 'ii'e2 tbb6 14 
a4 as IS 'ii'xc4 tbxc4 16 �c3 0-0 17  
'l£<e2 tbd7 18  tbd2 tbcb6 19 g4 e6 = 
R6tSagov-Agrest. Stockholm 1997. 

b) 9 0-0 b4 10 tbe2 tbb6 11 fS!? 
( 1 1  tbg3 tb8d7 12 'ii'e2 'ii'c7 is  equal) 

l l  ... tb8d7 12 tLf4 .:iU6! (stoppingtbgS) 
13 'ii'e2 'ii'c7 14 a3 as = D.Popescu­
G.Popescu, Bucharest 1993. 

c) 9 'ii'e2 b4 10 tbdl tbb6 11 0-0 
0-0 12 tbf2 (12 c4!?) 12 ... 'ii'c8 13 'u'el?! 
( 13  fS 'ii'a6 14 'ii'el offers White better 
counterplay according to Shirov) 13 ... aS 
14 Itbl e6?! ( l4  ... tb8d7 is good for 
Black) IS c4 bxc3 16 bxc3 ! Shirov­
Beliavsky, Madrid 1997. 

White has scored very well in prac­
tice with 7 �xd7+ but theoretically it 
doesn't look dangerous. 

7 .•. tbg4 8 e6 
White has two important alterna­

tives: 
a) 8 �xd7+ (solid but rather draw­

ish) 8 ... 'ii'xd7 9 dS dxeS 10 h3 e4 (D) 
and then: 

w 

al) 11 hxg4!? (relatively unpopu­
lar) l l ...exf3 12 'ii'xf3 tba6 13 �d2 
tbb4!?  14 0-0-0 0-0-0 IS tbe4 and 
now Black should play IS ... 'ii'bS (not 
IS ... tbxa2+? 16 Wbl 'ii'bS 17 'ii'a3 tbb4 
18 tbxcs ±) according to Nunn. After 
16 'ii'b3. 16 ... l:IxdS seems to be tacti­
cally justified. 
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a2) 1 1  �xe4 �f6 is the main line: dxe5 10 �xb5 transposes to line 'b2') 
all) 12 �e5 'if'a4 (12 ... 'if'c7) 13  9 ... dxe5 (D) is highly unclear: 

�xf6+ .1i.xf6 14 0-0 �d7 =. 
al2) 12 �xc5 'i'xd5 13 'i'xd5 �d5 

14 �b7 �c6 gives Black nice com-
pensation; for example, I S  0-0 'u'b8 16 w 
�c5 .1i.xb2 =+=. 

a23) 12 �xf6+ .1i.xf6 13 0-0 0-0 
and then: 

a23 1) 14 c4 e6 (or 14 ... 'ii'd6 IS f5 
�d7 16 .1i.h6 'u'fd8 17 fxg6 hxg6 18  
'i'e2b5 =) IS  �e5 'i'd6 16 'i'b3 b6 17  
�g4.1i.g7 18 'if'f3 (18 .1i.e3 =) 18 . .  .f5 19 
�e5 �d7 20 �c6 'u'fe8 21 'u'dl �6 =+= 
Cuijpers-Van der Sterren, Dutch Ch 
(Hilversum) 1983. 

a232) After 14 �e5 'ii'd6 IS  c4! 
(15 .1i.e3 �d7) 15 ... �d7 16 �g4 .1i.d4+ 
17 .1i.e3 .1i.xe3+ 18 �xe3, Dvoretsky 
gives 18 .. .f5! = as a solid equalizer. 

a233) 14 .1i.e3 .1i.xb2 (less reliable 
looks 14 . . .  �a6 IS �e5 'if'd6 16 �g4 
.1i.xb2 17 'u'bl .1i.g7 18 f5 with good at­
tacking chances for White, Yusupov­
Hort, Bundesliga 1993/4) I S  'u'bl .1i.g7 
16 .1i.xc5 'u'd8 17 c4 (after 17 �e5 
'if'c7 18 .1i.a3 Black has the nice move 
18 ... �c6!; for example, 19 'ii'f3 o2rl4 
20 'ii'e4 �f5 21 'u'b3 'u'ac8 =+= Liss­
Chemin, Rishon Ie Zion 1994; 17 nel 
'ii'xd5 18 .1i.xe7 'if'xdl  =) 17 ... 'ii'c7 18 
.1i.d4 'ii'xc4 19 .1i.xg7 �xg7 20 'u'xb7 
'ii'xd5 21 'ii'xd5 'u'xd5 22 'u'xe7 (22 'u'cl 
�d7 23 'u'cc7 �c5 24 'u'xa7 'u'xa7 25 
'u'xa7 �d3 = Gara-Zimmerman, Bu­
dapest 1994) 22 ... �c6 23 'u'c7 �d8 
with equality, Acs-Chemin, Hungar­
ian Ch 1999. 

b) 8 h3 .1i.xb5 (8 ... cxd4 9 'ii'xd4 
�h6 10 g4 .1i.xb5 1 1  �xb5 0-0 is also 
very complicated) 9 �xb5 (9 hxg4 

bl) 10 'ii'e2is unconvincing: 1O ... e4 
1 1  �e5 ( 1 1  hxg4 exf3 12 'ii'xf3 'if'd7 
+) 1 l ...�6 12 'ii'c4 0-0 13 dxc5?! ( 13  
'ii'xc5 may be better, although Black's 
position looks active) 13 ... �c6! 14 
�xc6 bxc6 IS  �c3 e5! 16  fxe5 �h5 
17 0-0 .1i.xe5 with a slight advantage 
for Black, Bednar-Zimmerman, Kom­
amo 1997. 

b2) 10 hxg4 'ii'a5+ is the main line. 
White has three options, two of which 
look slightly suspect: 

b21) 1 1  .1i.d2 'ii'xb5 12 dxe5 'if'xb2 
13 nbl 'ii'xa2 14 'u'xb7 'ii'd5! (Black is 
a little better due to his strong central­
ized queen) IS 'i'bl 0-0 ( l 5  ... �c6!? 
16 'u'c7?! 0-0 + Antal-Zimmerman, 
Budapest 1996) 16 'ii'b3 c4 (why not 
16 ... 'if'xb3 17 cxb3 �c6 =+=?) 17 'ii'b5 
'ii'e4+ 18 �f2 c3!? 19 .1i.xc3 'ii'xf4 20 
'u'xe7 with a complex position, Grosar­
Chemin, Austrian Cht 1995/6. 

b22) 1 1  �f2 e4 12 'ii'el ( 12  �g5?! 
'ii'xb5 13  dxc5 �a6 14 �xe4 �xc5 =+=) 
12 ... 'if'xb5 13 'ii'xe4�d7 14 'u'el O-Ois 
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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: l l ...e4 12 'i'e2 exf3 13 tbd6+ (13  
gxf3 cxd4 14 tbd6+ Wf8 + Belikov­
Kubanov, St Petersburg 1993) 13 ... Wd7 
14 tbxb7 'i'b6 IS 'if'xf3 cxd4 is very 

hard to evaluate. VFedorov-Ma.Tseit­
lin, USSR 1977 continued 16 'if'dS+ 
Wc7 ( 1 6  ... Wc8) 17 'i'xf7 'if'xb7 18  
'i'xg7 'i'xg2 19 'if'eS+ Wb7 20'u'f1 (20 
'if'xe7+) 2O ... tbc6 21 'if'bS+ �c7 and 
Black could be quite happy. 

8 ... fxe6 
If Black really has to play for a win, 

there is the line 8 . . .  �xbS 9 exf7+ �d7 
10tbxbS'if'a.''i+ 1 1  tbc3 hS (or 1 1  ... cxd4 
12 tbxd4 hS) 12 h3 cxd4 13 tbxd4 
tbc6 14 tbde2 (14 tbf3!?  tbh6 IS 0-0 
ii..xc3 16 bxc3 is unclear) 14 ... tbh6 IS 
ii..e3 'u'af8!? 16 'if'd3 tbfs 17 ii..f2 'u'xf7 
18 O-O-O!? ( 18  0-0) 18 ... h4, OIl-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 lLlg5 i.xb5 (D) 

10 lLlxb5 
In the line 10 tbxe6 ii..xd4 1 1  tbxbS 

( 1 1  tbxd8 ii..f2+ 12 Wd2 ii..e3+ is a 
well-known forced draw) 1 1 . ..'if'aS+ 
12'if'd2 (12c3 iI..f2+ 13 �d2�e3+ 14 
�c2 'i'a4+ IS �bl 'i'e4+ 16 'i'c2 
'if'xc2+ 17 Wxc2 Wd7 18 tbec7 a6 19 
tbxa8 axbS 20 a4 bxa4 21 'u'xa4 Wc6 
is much better for Black, Lanc-Pahtz, 
Dresden 1988) 12 ... ii..f2+ 13 �dl 
tbe3+ 14 We2 'if'xbS+ IS  Wxf2 tbg4+ 
16 Wg3 Wd7 17 'if'dS (Dlugy gives 
17 'u'el tbh6 18 h3 tbc6 19 Wh2 tbfS 
20 c3 tbd8 + defending successfully) 
17 ... tbf6 18 tbxcS+ We8 19 'if'xb7 
'if'xb7 20 tbxb7 as + the knight gets 
into trouble. 

10 .. .'�ta5+ 11 c3 'iWxb5 12 lLlxe6 
12 'i'xg4 cxd4 13 tbxe6 'if'c4 trans­

poses to the main line. 
12 .. .'�'c4 
The more natural move 12 ... tba6!? 

is  a little risky in view of 13  tbxg7+ 
Wf7 14 tbe6 (14 'if'xg4Wxg7 IS �e3!? 
'if'xb2 16 0-0 'i'xc3 17  'u'ael lIhf8 18 
'if'h4! also gives White an initiative for 
the sacrificed material) 14 ... Wxe6 IS  
'i'xg4+ Wf7 16 �e3 'if'xb2 17  0-0 
'if'xc3 18 'u'ael with a strong initiative 
for White (Nunn and McNab). 

13 �xg4 cxd4 (D) 
14 lLlxg7+ 
14 fS �f6 IS fxg6 'u'g8 16 g7 tbc6! 

17  tbc7+ Wd8 18  tbe6+ (the alterna­
tive 18 tbxa8 ,U,xg7 19 'if'e4 tbeS is too 
risky for White) 18 ... We8 = Shirov­
Khalif man, Groningen 1990, is an­
other practically forced draw. 

14 ... Wf7 15 f5 
The ending after IS  tbfs 'if'e6+ 16 

tbe3 dxe3 17  'i'xe6+ Wxe6 18  �xe3 is 
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w 

quite pleasant for Black, who has an 
active king. 

lS ••. Wxg7 16 'ifh4 lbc6 
Now: 
a) 17  l::tfl?! nhf8! 18 .1i.h6+ Wh8 

19 �xf8 .u.xf8 20 0-0-0 gxfS 21 Wbl 
b5 gives Black good compensation for 
the exchange, BeJiavsky-Hodgson, 
Belgrade 1993. 

b) Hodgson's suggestion 17 .1i.h6+ 
is untested. Then: 

bl)  17 ... 'I£<g8?! 18 'ii'e4! ( 18  l::tfl b5 
19 0-0-0 dxc3 20 f6! is interesting) is 
good for White given that the natural 
18 ... gxfS?! 19 'if'xf5 dxc3 loses to 20 
nn ! 'ifh4+ 21 ':'f2 'iff6 22 'ii'd5+ e6 
23 'u'xf6 exd5 24 0-0-0. 

b2) l7 ... Wf7!? 18 l::tn 'l£<e8 19 f6 
'ife6+ 20 'l£<dl dxc3 21 f7+ 'l£<d7 is a 
suggestion by Nunn and McNab, 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 
theory to study here. For some players 
it might be a problem that White can 
take a draw in this line if he wants. 

B) 
6 dxc5 (D) 

This is the more positional choice, 
if anything can be described as posi­
tional in the Austrian Attack. 

6 •• .'�ta5 7 .i.d3 
Or: 
a) The endgame after 7 'if'd3 'if'xc5 

8 .1i.e3 'if'a5 9 'ii'b5+ 'if'xb5 10 liJxb5 
(10 .1i.xb5+ liJc6 =) 1O ... liJa6 11 .1i.d3 
0-0 is not dangerous because 12 iLxa7 
liJh5 13 iLe3 iLxb2 14 J:!.bl .1i.g7 offers 
Black at least equality, A.Sokolov­
M.Gurevich, USSR Ch (Riga) 1985. 

b) Equally tame is 7 iLb5+ .1i.d7 8 
.1i.xd7+ liJbxd7 9 0-0 'if'xc5+ 10 �hl 
0-0, with an easy life for Black. 

7 •• .'�txc5 8 �e2 .1i.g4 9 .i.e3 �a5 
10 0-0 llJc6 11 h3 

White has some alternative ideas 
instead of this obvious-looking move: 

a) The committal 1 1  a3 0-0 12 b4?! 
(12 h3 .1i.xf3 13 'ii'xf3 transposes to 
the main line; in Kuznetsova-M.Gure­
vich, Cappelle la Grande 2001 Black 
generated counterplay in an instruc­
tive way: 12 J:!.abl liJd7 13 b4 'ii'd8 14 
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'if'd2 �xf3 IS .lIxf3 as! 16 bS .!Dd4 17  
nffl nc8 18  .!De2 .!Dxe2+ 19 'if'xe2 
nc3 20 'u'b3 'if'c8 =j:) looks like a suspi­
cious way to create weaknesses in 
White's own camp: 12 . . .  'if'd8 13 nadl 
.!Dd7 14 'if'd2 nc8. 

b) 1 1  'l£<hl 0-0 (D) and then: 

w 

bI) 12a3.!Dd7 1 3 'if'el .!DcS I4 fS?! 
(sounder is  14 h3 .!Dxd3 IS cxd3 Si.d7 
=) 14 . . .  .!Dxd3 IS cxd3 gxfS 16 'if'g3?! 
( 16  'if'h4!? f4 ! 17 Si.xf4 'if'hS + Kasim­
dzhanov) 16 .. .fxe4 17 dxe4 (17  'if'xg4 
fS) 17 ... �hS? (Kasimdzhanov gives 
17 ... 'if'hS! 18 .!DdS Si.d7 19 h3 'if'g6 20 
'i'h4 fS! +) 18 b4 'i'd8 19 bS Si.g6 20 
bxc6 �xc3 21 cxb7 nb8 with compli­
cated play, Kotsur-Kasimdzhanov, Is­
tanbul OL 2000. 

b2) 12 'if'el nac8 ( l2 ... .!Db4!? 13  
h3 .!Dxd3 14 cxd3 Si.d7 certainly looks 
playable) and now: 

b2l) There is little point in 13 a3 
nfd8 14 h3 (14 .!Dd2!?) 14 ... Si.xf3 I S  
nxf3 e6! 16  'if'gl .!De8 17  .!Ddl?! (ac­
cording to Ribli 17 nafl �xc3 18 
bxc3 'if'xc3 19 fS, with compensation, 
is more critical) 17 ... dS! 18 eS fS 19 

exf6 .!Dxf6 + Glek-Ribli, Bundesliga 
199617. 

b22) 13 .!Dd2 intending to trap the 
bishop with fS seems to force a retreat: 

b22I) 13  ... �e6!?14fS�d7 IS .!Dc4 
'if'd8 16 'i'h4?! (Mortensen's sugges­
tion 16 a4 stops the most obvious coun­
terplay) 16 ... bS! 17 .!DxbS .!Db4 18  
.!Dxa7 nxc4 19 �xc4 .!Dxc2 with a 
messy position, Mortensen-Cu.Han­
sen, Espoo Z 1989. 

b222) 13 ... �d7 14 .!Db3 'if'd8 I S  
a4! ( I S  'if'h4 .!Dg4 1 6  � g l  fS 17 nael 
e6 = Agnos-McNab, London Lloyds 
Bank 1990) IS ... �e6 (or IS ... .!Db4 16 
Si.xa7) 1 6 .!Lxi4 .!bxd4 17 �xd4 a6 18  fS 
ju;4 19 as .!Lxi7 20 �xg7 �xg7 (Mor­
tensen-Sokolovs, Copenhagen 1997) 
and according to Mortensen White 
should play 21 'u'a4! �xd3 22 cxd3 
.!Dcs 23 'u'd4 .!Db3 24 'u'b4 .!DxaS 2S 
.!DdS with attacking chances, but this 
all looks rather complicated and un­
clear. 

c) A very similar idea is 11 'if'el 
0-0 12.!Dd2(12 'l£<hl transposes to line 
'b2'), and now: 

c l )  12 ... .!Db4!? 13 .!Db3 'if'd8 (Black 
could consider 13 ... 'if'hS!?) 14 fS is 
risky because the bishop is in trouble. 

c2) 12 ... �d7 1 3 .!Db3 'if'd8andnow: 
c2l) 14 'l£<hl!? .!Dg4?! ( l4 ... .!Db4 

should be OK) I S  �gl fS 16 exfS gxfS 
17 �c4+ �h8 18 'u'dl � M.Anders­
son-Burwick, Stockholm 1998. 

c22) 14 h3 .!Db4 IS 'if'f2 bS! 16 a3 
.!Dxd3 17 cxd3 'if'b8! 18  d4 b4 19 axb4 
'if'xb4 20 .!Dc 1 �c6 was fine for Black 
in Mortensen-YrjoHi, Espoo Z 1989. 

11 ... �xf3 12 'i'xf3 0-0 13 a3 .!Dd7 
14 �d2 (D) 
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14 ... 'i!Vd8 
This is the current trend, and is fa­

vouredespecially by Chernin. The plan 
is to continue with solid moves like 
... e6, ... J::I.c8, ... a6 and ... b5, and to wait 
for White to commit himself with some 
active move like f5. However, there 
doesn't seem to be anything wrong 
with the old line l4 . . .  'ifb6+ IS 'l£<hl 
<2Ic5 16 J::I.abl <2Ixd3 17 cxd3 f5! 18  g4 
e6. After, for example, 19 gxf5!?  exf5 
20 <2rl5 'ifd8 21 i.c3 <2Ie7 22 e5!? 
dxe5 23 <2Ixe7+ 'ifxe7 24 i.b4 'iff? 25 
i.xf8 J::I.xf8 26 fxe5 i.xe5 Black has 
sufficient compensation, Glek-Cher­
nin, Neu Isenburg 1991. 

lS'I£<hl 
15 'u'ael e6 16'1£<hl J::I.c8 17 f5a6 18 

'ifg3 �e5 19 �f4 �6 20 �xe5 <2Ixe5 
21 <2Ie2 <2Ih5 22 'ife3 'ifh4 23 'l£<gl 
J::I.fe8 = Fierz-M.Gurevich, Cappelle la 
Grande 200 1. 

lS ... e6 
Now: 
a) 16 'ifg3 a6 17 f5 �e5 18 .:iU4 

<2If6! 19 �xe5 <2Ixe5 (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 
'ifh4 'l£<g7 21 <2Ie2 h6! 22 <2Id4 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 ... <2Id4!?  (the two alternatives 
16 ... a6 17 �a2 'ifc7 18 J::I.adl b5 19 
�el <2Ib6 20 'ifd3 'u'ad8 = Arnason­
J.Kristiansen, Gausdal Z 1987 and 
16 ... J::I.c8 look solid enough) 17 'ifdl 
( 17  'iff2!?<2Ixc2 18 nacl <2Id4 19 �e3 
<2Ic6 20 J::I.fdl gives White compensa­
tion) 17 ... d5! 18 exd5 <2Ib6 19 i.a2?! 
(19 �d3 <2Ixd5 =) 19 ... exd5 20 <2Ie2 
<2If5 =+= 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. 



22 The Classical Pirc with 
6 . . .  itg4 

1 e4 d6 2 d4 Q:\f6 3 Q:\c3 g6 4 Q:\f3 has better chances to create some open-
:ii.g7 5 :ii.e2 0-0 6 0-0 :ii.g4 (D) ing problems for Black 

We have chosen to recommend this 
reliable move instead of 6 ... c6, which 
is more unclear in nature. We believe 
that the line 6 ... .!Dc6 7 d5 .!Db8 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 :ii.e3 176 
B: 7 h3 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 ... .!Db8 in Line A2. In Line B, White 

White has several other possibili­
ties 

a) 7 �g5 is not very popular. The 
play after 7 ... .!Dc6resembles Line A 

al) 8h3 �xf3 9�xf3 h 6 1 O �e3e5 
II dxe5 dxe5 12 .!De2 .!Dh7 (l2 ... 'if'e7 
13 c3 .l:I.fd8!? 14 ·ii'a4 .!Dd7 15 l:tadl 

.!Db6 16 'i'c2 'l£<h7 17 b3 �f6 18 �c I 
�g5 19 �b2 was very close to equal­
ity in Vukovic-Bogdanovsky, Niksic 
1992) 13 g3 .!Dg5 14 �g2 .!De6 15 c3 
a5 16  'i'xd8 l:tfxd8 17 l:tad I �f8 = 

Abramovic-Todorcevic, Yugoslav Ch 
1993 

a2) The other option is 8 'i'd2 e5 
(8 ... .!Dd7 9 .!Dd5 .!bf6 is also playable) 

a2I) 9 dxe5 dxe5 and then 
a21I) 10 l:tadl �xf3 1 1  �xf3 �4 

12 'i'e3 112_112 Kavalek-Benko, USA 
Ch (Oberlin) 1975 

a212) 10 'i'xd8 naxd8 II �xf6 
�xf6 12 .!Dd5 �g7 13 .!Dxc7 �xf3 14 
�xf3 J::I.d2 15  J::I.acl .!Dd4 16 nfdl? !  
( 16  .!Dd5) 16 . . .  nxdl + 17 �xdl  �h6 
18 J::I.bl .!Dxc2 '+' gave Black active play 
in Salai-Novak, Slovakian Ch (Barde­
jov) 1981 

a22) 9 d5 .!De7 10 nadl 'l£<h8!? 11 
.!Del �d7 12 �h6 .!Deg8 13  �xg7+ 
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'l£<xg7 14 tDd3'ite7 15 f4exf4 16 'u'xf4 
.ii.e8 17 lldfl tDd7 = gives Black a 
solid position and control of e5, Comas 
Fabrego-Magem, Spanish Cht (Linares) 
1991. 

b)  Another rather rarely played 
possibility, 7 a4 tDc6 (D), is more ob-

bl) After 8 d5 Black can use the of­
fered b4-square: 8 ... tDb4! 9 as, and 
now: 

b l l )  9 ... c6 10 a6 (10 na4!? tDa6 
1 1  dxc6 tDc5 12 cxb7 llb8 13 a6 may 
be dangerous for Black) 1O ... bxa6 1 1  
dxc6 tDxc6 12 llxa6 tDb4 1 3  lla4 as 
14 tDd4 .ii.d7 15 lla3 'itb8 = Beliav­
sky-Speelman, Linares 1992. 

b12) 9 ... �d7!, not allowing ':a4, 
is better according to Speelman. Mor­
ovic-Chernin, Buenos Aires 1992 
continued 10 a6 bxa6 1 1  �xa6 tDxa6 
12 llxa6 c6!? 13  �e3 'itc8 14 'ital 
'itb7 15  'ita2 tDxe4 ( l 5  ... llfb8!) 16 
tDxe4 cxd5 17 tDxd6 exd6 1/2-1/2. 

b2) 8 as looks more logical. It is 
hard to say whether Black should now 
block White's a-pawn: 

b2l) 8 ... a6 (very natural) 9 .ii.e3 (9 
d5 tDa7 10 h3 .ii.d7 l l 'u'el e5 12 dxe6 
.ii.xe6 13 .ii.fl lle8 14 �f4 tDd7 = 
Benjamin-Chemin, New York Open 
1997) 9 ... e5 10 d5 tDe7 1 1  tDd2 and 
here' 

b21l)  1 l ...�d7 12 tDa4 �xa4!? 13 
llxa4 tDd7 14 b4 (Glek gives 14 c4 c5 
15 b4 !) 14 .. .f5 15 f3 'u'f7! 16 c4 (ac­
cording to Glek, 16  g4! 'tiff8 17 h4 is 
stronger) 16 ... 'itf8 17 c5 �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 1 l ...�xe2 
12 'ii'xe2 'itd7 13  tDa4 tDh5 14 c4 f5 
15  f3 fxe4!? 16  tDxe4 tDf5 17 g3 ztf7 
18 �f2 �h6 19 'itd3?! ( 19  Whl is un­
clear) 19 ... llaf8 with counterplay since 
f3 is weak, Palac-Lechtynsky, Rimav­
ska Sobota 1990. 

b22) 8 ... e5 (aliowingWhitetoplay 
a6) 9 d5 tDe7 10 a6 b6 and then: 

b22l) 1 1  �g5 h6 12 .ii.xf6 �xf6 
13 tDel �d7 14 �g4 �e8! 15 tDd3 
�g7 16 tDb4 f5 :;: Benjamin-Gufeld, 
Honolulu 1998. 

b222) 11 tDel �d7 12 tDd3 c6!? 
13  dxc6 �xc6 14 il..f3 llc8 (better is 
14 ... tDxe4! 15 tDxe4 d5 =) 15 tDb4 
il..a8 16 'itd3 ! Wolff-Manion, Phila­
delphia 1994. 

A) 
7 �e3 tDc6 (D) 
Now: 

A1: 8 'itd2 177 
A2: 8 d5 180 

There are a few alternatives: 
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a) 8 h3 �xf3 9 �xf3 transposes to 
note 'b' to White's 9th move in Line B.  

b)  8 tbd2 (a  rather unambitious 
move) 8 ... �xe2 9 'if'xe2 tbd7 (9 . . .  e5) 
10 tbb3 e5 1 1  d5 lfJe7 12 lIadl Wh8 
13 lba5 'ifc8 14 b4 f5 15 f3 lbg8 = 
Rozentalis-Lugovoi, Neum ECC 2000. 

c) The clumsy-looking 8 'ifd3 al­
lows Black to equalize easily with 
8 . . .  e5 9 dS lfJe7: 

c l )  10 h3?! �c8 l l tiJd2 tiJd7 12 
lbc4 f5 gave Black rapid counterplay 
in G Jigoric-N unn, Baden 1980. 

c2) l O nadl tiJh5!? l l tiJbl tbf4 12 
�xf4 exf4 13  c3 �xf3 14 �xf3g5 15 
lbd2 lbg6 = Sulskis-lSchmidt, Ger­
many 1995/6. Black has a nice grip on 
the e5-square. 

c3) 10 lbd2 �xe2 11 lbxe2 lbg4 
12�g5 c6!? 13 h3�f6 14 �xf6lbxf6 
= GJigoric-Azmaiparashvili, Erevan 
1989. 

AI) 
8 'i'd2 
This is the most natural move. 
8 ... e5 (D) 
• d5 

w 

The conclusion has been reached 
that there is not much life in the line 9 
dxe5 dxe5 10 lIadl 'tifc8 11 'i'c l ( 1 1  
h3 lId8 1 2 1li'cl �xf3 13  �xf3 tbd4 = 
14 �xd4 exd4 15 tbd5 tbxd5 16 exd5 
'tifd7 17 'i'd2 'tifb5 and Black even pos­
sesses a slight initiative, Britton-Law­
ton, London 1984) 11 ... J:Id8 12 lIxd8+ 
and now both recaptures are OK: 

a) The most popular 'equalizer' 
has been 12 ... 'tifxd8 13 lIdl 'tiff8 14 h3 
�xf3 15 .1i.xf3 h5 with the plan of 
... 'I£<h7 and ... .1i.h6. However, the posi­
tion is far from dead as yet. The logi­
cal continuation is 16 tbb5 lIc8 17 c3 
'l£<h7 18 tba3 (18 g4!?) 18 ... .1i.h6 19 
tbc4.1i.xe3 20 tbxe3 lId8 21 tbd5 tbe8 
with a very slight initiative for White, 
Motwani-Emms, British Ch (Edin­
burgh) 1985. 

b) 12 ... tbxd8 is a good plan since 
e6 is an ideal square for the knight. 
Now: 

bl) After 13h3 �xf3 14�xf3tbe6 
15 .ndl ( 1f�_lh 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 'ftc7 17 c3 a5 18 'ii'c2 il..f8 19 
il..g4 "Dxg4 20 hxg4 il..c5. 

b2) l 3 lIdl  "De6= 14 "Dxe5 (adraw 
was agreed here in the game Atalik­
McNab, Moscow OL 1994) 14 ... il..xe2 
15 "Dxe2 "Dxe4 16 "Dd3 'fte8 is very 
drawish since neither side has any 
weaknesses. 

9 ... "De7 10 J::l.adl (D) 
The main idea of this move is to 

stop Black playing ... c6. Experience 
has shown that allowing this gives 
Black good counterplay: 

a) 10 h3?! il..d7 II "Dh2 c6! (better 
than 1 l ..."Dxe4 12 "Dxe4f5 13 f3�) 12 
dxc6 il..xc6 13 il..f3 d5! 14 il..c5 J::I.e8 
15 il..xe7 J::I.xe7 16 "Dxd5 il..xd5 17 
exd5 e4 18  il..e2 'if'xd5 with a slight 
advantage for Black, Kobaliya-Guba­
nov, St Petersburg 1995. 

b) 10 "Del?! il..xe2 I I  'ftxe2 c6! 12 
dxc6 bxc6 13 J::I.dl  d5 14 il..c5 J::I.e8 15  
"Dd3 'ftc7 16 il..a3 J::I.ad8, Vokac-Jansa, 
Czechoslovak Ch 1986. 

10 ... il..d7 

1O ... b5?! was popular after Azmai­
parashvili beat Karpovwith Black, but 
it has been considered dubious because 
of II a3 (or the immediate I I  il..xb5) 
l l...a5 12 il..xb5 (12 b4 axb4 13 axb4 
J::I.a3 14 il..g5 1Ixc3 15 il..xf6 il..xf3 16 
il..xf31Ia3 17 il..xg7 Wxg7 = Karpov­
Azmaiparashvili, USSR Ch (Moscow) 
1983) 12 ... il..xf3 (12 ... "Dxe4 13 "Dxe4 

f5 14 "Deg5 ±) 13 gxf3"Dh5 14 Whl f5 
15 il..g5 il..f6 16 J::I.gI il..xg5 17 'ftxg5 
"Df4 18 'fth4 � 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 I I  Si.h6 Black has several op­

tions including 1 l . ..il..xh6 (other pos­
sibilities are 1 l ..."Dh5, 1 l ..."De8 and 
1 1  ... "Dc8) 12 'ftxh6 Wh8 13 "Del "Deg8, 
and then: 

a) 14 'if'd2'if'e7 1 5 f4exf4 16 .lIxf4 
Si.e8 17 'if'd4 'if'e5 18 'if'f2 (Plan inc­
Ree, Wijk aan Zee 1974) 18 ... 'if'e7 19 
Iild3 1ild7 =. 

b) 14 'if'e3'if'e7 15 f4 exf4 16 'if'xf4 
J::I.ae8 l 7 lId4 a6 18  a4 il..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 ... b5! (D) 
In this position the ... b5 advance, 

coupled with the plan of ... 'if'b8, ... J::I.d8 
and ... c6, has been considered sound 
for Black. 

12 a3 
White has also tried: 
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a) 12 f3 'if'b8 13 eJd3 lId8!? (or 
13 ... aS 14 eJf2?! eJhS! IS g4 �4 16 
il..xf4 exf4 17 eJbl gS! 18 b3 eJg6 19 
c4 b4 + Sicker-Rinaldi, curr. 1990) 14 
a3 as IS  �2 c6 16 dxc6 il..xc6 17 b4 
axb4 18  axb4 'if'b7 19 ltal (Mus-Paul, 
corr. 1991) and now 19 ... dS! is good. 

b) 12 eJd3 'tlYb8 13 b4 c6 14 f4!? 
and now: 

bl)  There is a long variation lead­
ingtoadraw: 14 ... cxdS!? IS fxeSeJxe4 
16 eJxe4 dxe4 17 eJcS (17 exd6 'tlYxd6 
18 il..cs il..d4+ +) 17 ... dxcS 18 'if'xd7 
eJfS 19 il..xcs il..xeS 20 'u'xfS gxfS 21  
il..xf8 il..xh2+ 22 'i£<hl 'tlYxf8 23 'i£<xh2 
'if'h6+ 24 'i£<gl 'if'e3+ 2S 'i£<fl 'tlYf4+ =. 

b2) 14 ... exf4 IS eJxf4?! (critical is 
IS il..xf4 cxdS 16 eS dxeS 17 eJxeS 
with a complicated position) IS ... cxdS 
16 eJfxdS eJexdS 17 exdS lIe8 =F 
Perez-Schussler, Santa Clara 1996. 

12 ... a5 13 ttJd3 
13  b4 axb4 14 axb4 lIa3 IS  il..gS 

(IS  f3 'tlYb8 16 eJd3 c6) IS ... lIxc3! 16  
il..xf6 lIa3 17 il..xg7 �xg7 18  f4 f6 
with equality, Brunner-Fioramonti, 
Switzerland 1992. 

13 .. .'�tb8 14 f3 c6! (D) 

This typical plan of coumerplay is 
sometimes prepared with ... lId8. Here, 
however, 14 ... l:Id8 is met by IS b4 
axb4 16 eJxb4! 'u'xa3 17 lIal 'u'xaI 18  
I:xai, when Black's counterplay has 
been prevented at the cost of a pawn, 
Kuczynski-Chemin, Polanica Zdroj 
1992. 

15 dxc6 iLxc6 16 b4 
Or: 
a) 16 eJf2!? ':d8 transposes to note 

'a' to White's 12th move. 
b) The idea 16 il..h6 b4 17 il..xg7 

'i£<xg7 18 axb4 axb4 19 eJbl 'if'b6+ 20 
�hl I:ab8 21 c4 bxc3 22 eJxc3 'u'fd8 
= doesn't look very logical for White, 
Barlov-Jansa, Bor 1985. 

16 ... d5! 
The other key move of Black's 

counterplay. 
17 iLc5 lle8 
Now: 
a) 18 eJf2?! axb4 19 axb4 d4 20 

eJbl lIa2 21 eJd3 eJd7 + Kuczynski­
Chemin, Budapest Z 1993. 

b) White should perhaps content 
himself with thedrawish line 18 il..xe7 
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nxe7 19 exd5 tbxd5 20 tbxd5 .1i.xd5 
21 bxa5 'if'a7+ 22 'l£<hl 'if'xa5 23 'if'xa5 
nxa5 24 tbb4 .1i.b7 25 nd8+ �f8 00. w 

c) There is also the very compli­
cated line 18 bxa5 dxe4 19 tbb4 exf3 
20 gxf3 �d7 21 a6 (Kaminski-Finkel, 
Groningen open 1993) 21 ... tbf5!, 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 9 dxe5. 

A2l 
8 dS 
This move became very popular af­

ter White's possibilities were exhausted 
in the 8 'if'd2 line. 

8 ••• '1lb8 (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 . . .  �xf3 9 .1i.xf3 tbe5 
10 .1i.e2c6 1 1  f4 (or 1 1  a4 'if'a5 12 na3 
tbed7) 1 1  ... tbed7 12 dxc6 bxc6 13 'if'd3 
! Black has encountered some prob­
lems though the last word has hardly 
been said yet. 

• •• 
Maybe the most critical, but White 

has several other more or less sensible 
moves: 

a) 9 h3 .1i.xf3 10 �xf3 c6 (alterna­
tively, 1O ... tbbd7 1 1  a4 as 12 .1i.e2 c6 
13  l::tel 'if'c7 = Kindermann-Anand, 
Munich 1991) 1 1  a4 ( 1 1  g3 tbbd7 12 
.1i.g2 'if'a5 13 'if'd2 nfc8 14 l::tadl cxd5 
15 exd5 tbe5 16 'if'e2 tbc4 17 .1i.cl  b5 

gives Black counterplay, Unzicker­
Roth, Bavaria 1994/5) 1 1  ... a5 12 tbbl !? 
(a surprising regrouping plan but it is 
better than no plan at all) 12 ... tbbd7 13 
g3 tbb6 14 �g2 'if'c7 15 na2 nfe8 16 
b3 tbfd7 17 c4 tbb8 18 'if'd2 tb6d7 19 
tbc3 tba6 00 Arbakov-Chernin, Berne 
1995. 

b) 9 tbd4 .1i.xe2 10 'if'xe2 c5!? (an­
other idea is 1O ... c6) 1 1  tbf3 ( 1 1  dxc6 
tbxc6 oo) 1 l . ..'if'b6 12 nabl 'if'a6 00 
Chatalbashev-Popchev, Cacak 1991. 

c )  9 'if'd2 c6 l O nadl ( l O a4 i s pos­
sible) 1O ... 'if'a5 1 1  a3 nc8 ( l l  ... tbfd7!?  
is unclear) 12  b4 '¥Iic7 1 3  .1i.d4 tbbd7 
14 nfel as with counterplay, Blatny­
Chemin, Pardubice 1993. 

d) 9 nel c6 10 'if'd2 'if'c7 I I  nadl 
tbbd7 12 .1i.h6 �xh6 13 '¥Iixh6 .1i.xf3 
14 �xf3 a6 = RotSagov-Chernin, Ere­
van OL 1996. 

e) 9tbd2�xe2 1O tbxe2!? (after 10 
'¥Iixe2 c6 White cannot play 11 tbc4? 
due to l l ...tbxe4! 12 tbxe4 cxd5 :i=) 
10 . . .  c6 1 1  c4 tbg4 (since the exchange 
of bishops only benefits White, Black 
should try either 1 1  . . .  ne8 followed by 
... e6 or the natural 1 1  ... tbbd7) 12 .1i.d4 
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tbd7 13 �xg7 �xg7 1 4 tbf3 ;t Moldo­
van-Marin, Bucharest Ciocaltea mem 
1997. 

f) The most interesting of White's 
knight moves is 9 tbgS!? �xe2 10 
'ii'xe2 c6 1 1  lladl 'i'aS !?  12 f4 'ii'a6 
(l2 ... 'i'b4!?  13 �cl tbbd7) 13 'i'f3 
tbbd7 14 'ii'h3 h6 I S  tbf3, Ziatdinov­
Chemin, New York Open 1998, and 
now according to Yudasin Black should 
play IS ... tbb6 with some counterplay 
(c4 and dS are weak) to compensate 
for White's pressure on the kingside. 

9 ••• a5 (D) 
9 ... �xf3 !?  10 �xf3 as (112_112 Golu­

bev-Chernin, Biel 199S) 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. 

Now: 
a) 10  tbd4 is not dangerous for 

Black at all. There are no weak points 
in Black's position and his pieces are 
well placed. I 0 . . .  �xe2 1 1  'i'xe2 c6 12 
f3 'ii'c7 l 3 lIadl tba6 14 'i'd2 (intend­
ing to exchange dark-squared bishops 

with �h6, which explains Black's 
next move) 14 ... l:.fe8 IS l:.fel tbb4 = 
16 tbb3 tbd7 17 �d4 l:.ac8 18 �xg7 
�xg7 19 'ii'd4+ �g8 20 l:.d2 'ii'b6!? 
(basicallyi tis a good idea to exchange 
queens in this type of position but be­
cause of the as-pawn this tactical solu­
tion leads to complications) 21 'i'xb6 
tbxb6 22tbxaS lIa8 23 tbxb7 1Ieb8 24 
dxc6 (Kaspi gives the following long 
variation: 24 as tbc4 2S 'u'd4 cxdS 26 
tbxdS tbxc2 27 lIxc4 tbxel 28 tbxe7+ 
�g7 29 .l::!.c7 lIa7 30 a6 llxa6 31 tbc8 
.l:lal 32 �f2 tbd3+ 33 We3 .l::!.c l  34 
lIxcl tbxcl 3S tbcxd61Ia8 with equal­
ity) 24 . . .  tbxc6 2S tbxd6 exd6 26 1Ixd6 
tbb4 27 b3 tbxc2 28 .l:lcl 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 tbd2 �xe2 
1 1  'ii'xe2 c6 12 tbc4, is somewhat more 
dangerous. Because of the b6-square, 
12 ... tbxe4 is not possible now. Black 
must decide which knight belongs on 
d7. In Sutovsky-Chernin, Rishon Ie 
Zion 1994, Blackdecided that it is im­
portant to eliminate the strong knight 
on c4: 12 . . .  tbfd7 13 .l:ladl tbeS (the al­
ternative 13 ... 'i'c7 14 �d4 tba6 I S  
�xg7 �xg7 16 llfel tbb4 17  eS ;t 
gave White some initiative in Mali­
shauskas-Marin, Elista OL 1998) 14 
tbxeS �xeS IS �d4 ( I S  'ii'd2!? tbd7 
16f4 or the immediate I S  f4 might be 
slightly more promising) IS ... �xd4 16 
llxd4 tbd7 17  lld3 'i'b6 = 18  .l:lh3 tbf6 
19 'ii'd2 hS 20Whl cxdS 21  exdS 'ii'xb2 
22 llbl 'ii'a3 23 g4?? (instead of this 
desperate attack, the position is less 
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clear after 23 l:!.xb7) 23 ... tbxg4 24 l:!.gl 
l:!.ac8 -+. 

Conclusion: This approach has be­
come popular in recent years and White 
has not yet found a very critical test, 
although he might have something af­
ter 10 tbd2. In most cases Black gets a 
very solid position. 

B) 
7 h3 (D) 

7 ... Si.xf3 8 �xf3 tbc6 9 tbe2 
It is important to protect d4 with a 

pawn. Otherwise: 
a) The somewhat strange move 9 

tbb5, aiming forthe same thing, is not 
a big problem for Black: 9 ... e5 10 c3 
a6 (l0 . . .  Wh8!?) 11  tba3 exd4 12 cxd4 
tbd7 13 �e3 tbb6 14 'ifd2 d5! 15 e5 
f6 16 exf6 'ifxf6 = Okhotnik-Petran, 
Cappelle la Grande 1989. 

b) 9 �e3 e5 10 dxe5 dxe5 11 tbe2 
'ife7 12c3 is ratherdrawish: 12 ... J::I.fb8!? 
(this keeps the d8-square free for the 
knight which heads for e6; of course, 
the more natural 12 ... a5 and 12 . . .  l:!.fd8 

13 'ifc2 as = are not bad either) 13 'ifc2 
( 1 3  b4 a5 14 b5 tbd8 15 'ifa4 tbe6 16 
l:!.fdl h5 17 l:!.d2 'i£<h7 18  l:!.adl .�h6 = 
Plachetka-Azmaiparashvili, Stary Smo­
kovec 1983; 13 tbcl a5 14 'ifc2 tbd8 
15 tbb3 tbe6 16 tbd2 tbe8 17 'u'fdl 
�f6 18  g3 Si.g5 = Short-Azmaipar­
ash viii, Baku 1983) 1 3  ... a5 14 a4 tbd8 
15 .u.fdl tbe6= Karpeshov-Azmaipar­
ashvili, Volgodonsk 1983. 

9 ... e5 10 c3 (D) 

lO ... tbd7 
Or: 
a) 10  ... l:!.e8 invites White to close 

the position with some spatial advan­
tage after 1 1  d5 tbe7 12 c4 tbd7 13  
tbc3 'i£<h8 14 g3 tbg8 15  h4 (15  �g2 
�h6 =) 15 ... Si.h6 16 �xh6 tbxh6 17 
'ifd2 'i£<g7 18 Si.g2 as (though 18 .. .f5 
19 exf5 tbxf5 20 tbe4 h6 is level ac­
cording to Gavrilov) 19 �.h3 tbc5 20 
l:!.ael � Keitlinghaus-Gavrilov, Pardu­
bice 1995. 

b) 10 ... 'i£<h8!? will be amore useful 
move if White closes the position; for 
example, 11 b4 'ife8 12 d5 (after 12 
l:!.bl  Black should continue 12 . . .  exd4 
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13 cxd4 tbxe4 14 b5 tba5 15 'itc2 d5 
16 'itxc7 'itd8 = according to Yuda­
sin) 12 ... tbe7 13 c4 as 14 bxa5 lIxa5 
15 �b3'ita8 ( l 5  . . .  b6! is better accord­
ing to Stohl) 16kd2 lIa6 17 tbc3 tbd7 
18 tbb5 �b8 19 .1i.b4 f5 (19 . . .  tbc5 20 

'ite3 b6 is unclear) 20 lIfdl b6 21 a4! 
Hracek-Chernin, Brno 1993. 

c) Another option is 1O  ... 'ite8!? 1 1  
d5 tbe7 1 2  c 4  tbd7 13  tbc3 f5 14 lIbl 
(Illescas-Stohl, Khalkidhiki 1992) and 
after 14 ... a5 White's advantage is very 
small at best. 

11 b3 (D) 
This move is generally considered to 

give White a slight advantage. There 
are alternatives: 

a) l l lIbl a5! 12ke3(l2 b3�h4!? 
13 'l£<h2 lIae8 14 d5 tbcb8 15  c 4 f5 16 
tbc3 tbc5 = Petursson-Azmaiparash­
viii, Philadelphia 1994) 12 ... a4 1 3 'itd3 
'l£<h8 = is OK for Black. Now White 
blundered with 14 g3? exd4 15 cxd4 
tbde5 + in Kamsky-Azmaiparashvili, 
Brussels rpd 1992. 

b) The natural 11 ke3 tbb6 seems 
quite safeforBlack: 

bI) 12 b3 exd4 13 cxd4 d5! 14 e5 
f6 15 exf6'itxf6 = 

b2) 12 d5 tbe7 13 'itd3 f5 14 c4 
tbd7 15 tbc3 tbf6 ( l 5  ... a5!? is proba­
bly better: Black should fix the queen­
side first) 16 b4 f4 17 kd2 h5 18 h4 ;!:: 
De Jong-Berelovich, Groningen 1995. 

b3) 12 'itb3 tba5 13 'itc2 tbac4 14 
.1i.cl exd4 15  tbxd4'ith4 16 .1i.e2nfe8 
17 b3 tbe5 18 f4 tbc6 19 tbxc6 bxc6 
20 .1i.f3 nab8 gave Black counterplay 
in Gomez Esteban-Morovic, Mesa 
1992. 

Now (after 11 b3): 

a) II .. tbb6?! (the knight is not well 
placed here in the forthcoming closed 
position) 12 d5 tbe7 13 c4 f5 14 tbc3 
tbd7 15 lIbl as 16 a3 tbf6 17 b4 axb4 
18 axb4 fxe4 19 tbxe4 tbxe4 20 .1i.xe4 
tbf5 21 g3 ! Ivanchuk-Timman, Lin­
ares 1989. White has some spatial ad­
vantage. In the typical King's Indian 
position the e4-square is usually more 
important than d4 for the black knight. 

b) I l . . .Wh8 is more interesting (al­
though adraw was agreed here in Vol­
zhin-Yakovich, Barbera 1999). After 
the natural 12 .1i.e3 the active response 
12 .. .f5 13 exf5 gxf5 14 dxe5 dxe5 15  
.1i.xc6 bxc6 16 f4 ;!:: gives White a more 
solid pawn-formation. Black can also 
experiment with 12 ... tbe7!? 13 'itd2 
c6 or 12 ... 'ith4!?  13 'itd2 h6. 

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 .ie3 

�e3 is a flexible move which enables 
White to choose between vanous plans 
One of the main ideas for White is to 
exchange the dark-squared bishops with 
'ii'd2 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 
on the queenside. 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 .!bf3 .iJ..g7 5 
.iLe3 (since after 4 .iLe3 we are recom­
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 

1 e4 d 6 2  d4ttJf63 .!bc3 g6 
Now we consider three systems with 

.iLe3 
A: 4 h3 i.g75 .iLe3 184 
B: 4 ttJf3 .iJ..g7 5 i.e3 188 
C: 4 i.e3 190 

Naturally, there are plenty ofpossi­
ble transpositions between these three 
lines 

A) 
4 h3�g75 �e3 (D) 
5 •.• c6 6 a4 
0, 
a) 6.!bf30-07 'ii'd2.!bbd7 (7 bS 8 

�d3 .!bbd7 9 eS! is rather dangerous 

for Black) 8 �d3 (8 �h6 eS 9 0-0-0 
'if'aS 10 �xg7 Wxg7 1 1  Wbl bS 12  
.!be2 'ii'xd2 13  .!bxd2 �b7 = Tivia­
kov-Shirov, Linares I99S) 8 ... 'if'c7 9 
0-0 bS transposes to Line C2 

b) 6 f4!? is a sharp move, trying to 
argue that . . .  c6 is no more useful for 
Black in the Austrian Attack than h3 is 
for White. Now 

bl) 6 ... 'ib6!? (taking the challenge) 
7 'ii'c l  .!bhS !? (7 ... 0-0) 8 .!bge2 fS 9 eS 
O-O?! (Marin thinks 9 ... .!ba6 10 ngl 
gS 1 1  g3 cS gives Black counterplay 
though the hS-knight might get into 
trouble after 12 dxcS .!bxcs 13 .!bdS 
'ii'd8 14 .!bec3) 10 ngl gS 11 g3 ± 
Hracek-Marin, Krynica Z 1998 

b2) 6 ... 0-0 (this is safer) 7 .!bf3 (7 
'ii'f3 'if'aS 8 �d3 bS 9 .!bge2 b4 10 
.!bdl �b7 11 0-0 cS 12 dS .!bbd7 13 c4 
bxc3 I4 .!bexc3 �a6 IS �xa6 'if'xa6= 
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Sveshnikov-Ponomariov, Bled 1999) 
7 . . .  tbbd7 and then: 

b21) 8 e5 seems to give White noth­
ing: 8 . . .  dxe5 9 dxe5 tbd5! 10 tbxd5 
cxd5 1 1  .il..d3 ( 1 1  'if'd2 tbb6) l l ...b6 
12 0-0 tbc5 1 3 b4 tbxd3 14cxd3f6= 
Sveshnikov-Ibragimov, Bled 1996. 

b22) 8 .il..d3 e5!? (8 ... 'i'a5) 9 dxe5 
dxe5 10 fxe5 tbe8 II e6 ( I I  .il..g5 'i'b6 
12 .il..e7 tbxe5 gives Black compensa­
tion) 1 1 ...fxe6 12 0-0 (12 .il..c4 'i'e7) 
12 ... tbd6 13 'i'e2 tbf7 14 .il..c4 'i'e7 IS  
a4 tbde5 = Cu.Hansen-Hoi, Copenha­
gen 1995. 

6 ... 0-0 7 tbf3 
Or: 
a) 7 a5ismetby7 ... d5 ! 8 e5 tbe49 

tbxe4 dxe4 10 .il..c4 c5 II dxc5?! (II 
c3 cxd4 12 cxd4 tbc6 13 'i'd2 = is 
better according to Olek) 1 1  ... 'if'c7 ! 12 
e6?! f5 13  c3 f4 14 .il..d4 tbc6 =+= Piket­
Glek, Wijk aanZee 1997. 

b) 7 g4 ! ? (D) i s a dangerous ideaof 
OM Rantanen's which is usually ne­
glected by theory. 

bl)  The most natural move, 7 ... e5, 
may be somewhat inadequate, as cur­
rent practice shows: 

bl!)  8 .il..g2 d5!? (routine moves 
tend to lead to trouble) 9 exd5 tbxd5 
10 tbxd5 cxd5 I I  dxe5 .il..xe5 12 c3 
.il..e6 13 tbf3 (13  tbe2 tbc6 14 0-0 f5 
is unclear) 13 ... .il..g7 14 .il..d4 tbc6 IS  
.il..xg7 'l£<xg7 16 0-0 'i'b6 was close to 
equality in Pulkkinen-Maki, Finland 
1993. 

b12) 8 dxe5!? (this is aninteresting 
moment to exchange queens because 
of the vulnerability of f7) 8 ... dxe5 9 
'i'xd8 nxd8 and now White has sur­
prisingly good chances after either of 
the sensible developing moves: 

b12!) 10 tbf3 h5? (certainly the al­
ternative plan suggested by Maki is 
better: 1O ... tbfd7 I I  0-0-0 h6 12 .il..c4 
ne8 �) II .il..c4 hxg4 12 tbg5 .l::i.f8 13 
.il..c5 +- R.Lehtivaara-Hodgson, Lon­
don Lloyds Bank 1989. 

b122) 10 .il..c4 tbbd7?! (1O ... tbe8 
I I  tbf3 h6 12 g5 h5 13 tbh4! tbd6 14 
0-0-0 ± is not good, so Black should 
try 1O ... tba6!?  � or 1O ... tbfd7 !?) 1 1  
0-0-0 b6 1 2 tbf3 .il..b7? 1 3  tbg5 J:l.f8 14 
tbxf7 +- Norri-Keskisarja, Helsinki 
Ch 1996. 

b2) 7 ... d5!? is a straightforward 
strike in the centre, and offers Black 
more hope. After 8 e5 tbe4 9 tbxe4 (9 
tbce2 f6) 9 ... dxe4 10 .il..g2, 1O .. .f5 needs 
testing, while in Rantanen-Wedberg, 
Eksjo 1981, 1O ... c5!? 1 1  .il..xe4 ( 1 1  
c3!?) 1 1 . ..cxd4 12 .il..xd4 tbc6 1 3  
.il..xc6 bxc6 14 .il..c3 'tifc7 IS  'i'e2 of­
fered Black some compensation. 

No simple equalizer has been dem- b3) 7 ... 'i'a5 is another possibility. 
onstrated yet: 8 'i'd2 (8 .il..g2?! d5 9 e5 tbe4 =) 8 ... e5 
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(8 ... bS 9 b4! 'tii'xb4 10 J:!.bl 'tii'aS I I  
axbS is pretty dangerous for Black) 9 
il..g2 .!Dbd7 (maybe 9 ... il..e6!? 10 .!Dge2 
il..c4 to activate the bishop is worth 
trying, though in Aleksandrov-Suls­
kis, Minsk 1996 Blackgotinto trouble 
after I I  'u'dl .!Dbd7?! 12 dxeS .!DxeS 
13 f4±) 10 .!Dge2 'u'e8 II 0-0 .!Db6 12 
b3 exd4 13 il..xd4 dS 14 exdS .!DbxdS 
IS 'u'adl .!Dxc3 16 .!Dxc3 (16 il..xc3! 
'tii'c7 17 'u'fel !) 16 ... 'tii'c7 17 'tii'gS h6 
18  'i'h4 .!Dh7 = Rantanen-Yrjolii, Hel­
sinki 1984. 

7 ... dS (D) 

w 

This is the most straightforward 
and logical approach. 

8 ,5 
Not very ambitious is 8 �d3 dxe4 9 

.!Dxe4 .!Dxe4 (or 9 ... .!DdS 10 il..d2 as = 
II 0-0 b6, Espig-Bologan, Dresden 
1996) 10 �xe4 cS!? (lO . . .  �fS I I  �xfS 
'tii'aS+ is the simplest equalizer) II c3 
.!Dd7 12 dxcS 'tii'c7 13 'tii'b3 .!Dxcs 14 
'tii'c4 b6!? IS  .!Dd4 il..a6 16 .!DbS 'u'ac8 
= Espig-Schmidt, 2nd Bundesliga 
199112. 

8 ... .!iJe4 9 .!iJxe4 

9 il..d3 .!Dxc3 10 bxc3 cS usually 
leads to closed positions: 

a) II 'tii'd2.!Dc6 12 h4!? and then: 
al)  12 . . .  c4 13 il..e2 f6?! ( 1 3  ... hS) 

14 hS fxeS IS hxg6hxg6 16 il..h6 gave 
White a dangerous attack in Murshed­
Nogueiras, Cienfuegos Capablanca 
mem 1991. 

a2) 12  . . .  'tii'aS 13  hS cxd4 should be 
an adequate antidote. Andonov-Zilber­
man, Frunze 1989 continued 14 cxd4 
'tii'xd2+ IS il..xd2 il..g4 16 .!Dh2 �xhS 
17 g4 (17 c3 gS) 17 ... .!Dxd4 18  gxhS 
il..xeS with an unclear position. 

b) 1 1 0-0 and now: 
bl) 1 l ....!Dc6 12 'tii'd2 (now White 

could play 12 'u'el!  c4 13 il..fl) 12 ... c4 
13 �e2 f6 14 exf6 exf6 IS 'u'fel il..e6 
16 .!Dh2 'tii'd7 17 �g4 'u'ae8 and Black 
equalized without trouble in Wemer­
Stangl, Budapest Elekes mem 1990. 

b2) The immediate 11 ... c4 may be 
slightly more accurate: 12 �e2 f6 (or 
12 ... .!Dc6) 13 exf6exf6 14 'tii'd2 .!Dd7!? 
IS as 'u'e8 16 'u'fel .!Df8 = Gomez 
Baillo-Rechlis, Novi Sad OL 1990. 

9 •.• dxe4 10 .!DgS 
Probably better than 10 .!Dd2?! cS 

II .!Dxe4 ( 1 1  c3!? cxd4 12 cxd4 fS!? 
gives Black counterplay) 1 1  ... cxd4 12 
'tii'xd4 'tii'xd4 13  �xd4 �fS 14 .!Dcs 
.!Dc6 IS  �c3 �xeS '+' Grishanovich­
Gubanov, St Petersburg Ch 1997. 

10 ... cS (D) 
11 c3 
After this move Black gets enough 

activity with accurate play. Another 
approach is I I  dxcS 'tii'c7, and now: 

a) Very unclear and rather unex-
plored is 12 'i'dS .!Dc6 13 'i'xe4 .!DxeS 
(or 13 ... �fS 14 'tii'f4 .!DxeS IS 0-0-0 
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b6!?) 14 0-0-0 �f5. White has an 
extra pawn but his king position looks 
a bit 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 .!Dxe4 'if'xe5 13 .!Dc3 .!Dc6 
seems to give Black enough compen­
sation no matter where White puts his 
bishop: 

bI) 14 �d3 f5! 15 0-0 f4 16 �d2 
f3 17 nel 'if'xc5 18 �e3?! ( 1 8 .!De4) 
18 ... 'if'b4 19 .!DdS 'if'h4 20 g3 'if'xh3 21 
.!Df4 nxf4? (better is 2l . ..'if'g4 +) 22 
�fl 'if'h5 23 �xf4 is unclear, Sutov­
sky-Hodgson, York 1999. 

b2) 14 �c4 �f5 15 0-0 nad8 16 
'if'e2 .!Dd4 17 �xd4 nxd4 (17  ... 'if'xd4 
is equal) 18 'if'xe5 �xe5 19 nfel �f6 
20 �b3 h5 21 ne2 nfd8 and Black's 
bishop-pair and active pieces provide 
compensation, Lorenz-Espig, Chem­
nitz 1998. 

b4) 14 �b5 nd8 (14 ... �f5!?) 15 
'if'e2 �e6 16 �xc6 bxc6 17 0-0 ndb8 
18 .!Ddl 'if'e4 19 f3 'if'c4 = Smyslov­
Speelman, Hastings 1988/9. 

11...'tlVd5! (D) 

This is considered best as 11 . . .cxd4 
12 cxd4 'if'd5 13 ncl enables White to 
play �c4. 

w 

12 �c2 
The other possibilities are: 
a) 12  dxc5?! 'if'xe5 13  'if'd4 'if'xd4 

14 cxd4 (14 �xd4 �xd4 15 cxd4 f5 is 
more unclear) 14 ... h6! 15 .!Dxe4 f5 16 
.!Dc3 f4 + 17 �d2 �xd4 18  .!DdS .!Dc6 
19 �xf4 (19 .!Dxf4 ?!, Iiincic-Chemin, 
Prague 1989, 19 ... e5 20 .!Dd3 e4 21  
.!bf4 g5 +) 19 . . .  �e6! 20 .!Dc7 nxf4 21  
.!Dxa8 �xf2+ 22 'l£<d2 nb4 gives Black 
strong compensation. 

b) 1 2 f4!? exf3 (12 ... h6 1 3 c4 ±) 13 
'if'xf3 'if'xf3 (13. .. 'if'b3!?  looks attrac­
tive) 14 gxf3 cxd4 15 cxd4 .!Dc6 16 
�c4 �f5 17 'l£<e2 nac8 (17  . . .  nad8!? 
may be better) 18  nac l h6 19 .!De4 
nfd8 20 .!Dg3 e6 (20 ... �d7!?) 21 .!Dxf5 
gxf5 22 nhdl t Kostakiev-Pyrich, 
corr. 199l. 

12 ... h6 
Also logical is 12 ... cxd4 13  cxd4 

.!Dc6 14 'if'xe4 'if'b3 15 'if'd3 (15 �b5 
h6 16 .!Df3 �f5 17 'if'h4 g5 18 'if'g3 
'if'b4+ +) 15 . . .  'if'xb2 16 .tr.bl 'if'a2 17  
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'i'bS a6 1 8  'i'b3 �xb3 19 l:txb3 h6 20 
4Jf3 .1i.e6 (20 . . .  bS!?) 21 :'xb7 l:tfb8 
with good compensation, Rantanen­
Maki, Tampere 2000. 

n llJxe4 jU5 14 f3 cxd4 15 cxd4 
llJc6 16 :dl nac8 

Now: 
a) White should avoid 17 .1i.c4 4Jb4 

18 .1i.xdS l:txc2+ 
b) 17 'i'bl �aS+ 18  Wf2 'i'xa4 19 

b3 �b4 20 .1i.c4 4JaS 21 .1i.d2 'i'b6 22 
.1i.xaS 'i'xaS is a little better for Black. 
In Petrov-Delchev, Sofia 1992, White 
suffered for his king position: 23 'if'al 
'i'b6 24 4Jc3 lIfd8 2S 4JdS :'xdS 26 
.1i.xdS lIc2+ 27 �e3 .1i.xeS 28 g4 .1i.f4+ 
29 Wxf4 %te2 30 Wg3 'if'd6+ 31 f4 
�xdS 32 lIhgl 'if'xb3+ 33 'l£<h4 lIh2 
34 lIg3 gS+ 0-1. 

c) 17 'if'd2 .1i.xe4 18  fxe4 'if'xe4 19 
.1i.d3 �dS 20 0-0 = is  White's best. 

Conclusion: Against this method 
(7 4Jf3) the central break seems to be 
an adequate antidote but the subline 7 
g4!?, called 'the refutation of the Pirc' 
in Finland, is usually underestimated. 

B) 
4 llJf3.1i.g75 .i.e3(D) 
5 ... 0-0 
This is our recommendation for 

Black in this position. However, S . . .  c6 
is an important alternative, especially 
since Black will need to play this posi­
tion if he follows our proposed reper­
toire (this position arises via 4 �e3 c6 
S 4Jf3 �g7). After 6 'i'd2, Black has a 
difficult choice: 

a) 6 ... 0-0 7 �h6 bS (7...�g4 8 .1i.xg7 
Wxg7 9 4JgS is also slightly better for 

White) 8 �xg7 'l£<xg7 9 .1i.d3 ± is 
hardly to be recommended . 

b) 6 ... �g4 and then: 
bI) 7 h3!? .1i.xf3 8 gxf3dS! 9 0-0-0 

e6 10 h4 4JhS?! ( 1 0  ... 4Jbd7 is unclear) 
II 4Je2! 4Jd7 12 4Jg3 4Jxg3 13 fxg3 

hS 14 'l£<bl ;!:: Piket-Minasian, Monte­
catini Terme 2000. 

b2) 7 .1i.e2 0-0 8 h3 �xf3 9 .1i.xf3 
4Jbd7 10 0-0 'i'c7 11 a4 ( 1 1  lIadl bS 
12 l:tfel lIad8 13  a3 a6 14 g3 cS is 
equal, Emms-Nunn, Isle of Man 1994) 
I LlIfe8 12 l:tfdl lIad8 13  g3 eS 14 
dS!? 4Jb6 I S  'i'd3 as ;!:: Gallagher­
Cu. Hansen, Reykjavik 1998. Black is 
quite solid but White has the bishop­
pair. 

c) 6 ... 'i'a5!? is an interesting move 
favoured by some specialists such as 
Hodgson and McNab. Then: 

c l )  Black's idea is to meet 7 .1i.d3 
with 7 ... �g4. After8 eS!? dxeS 9 4JxeS 
4Jbd7 10 h3 .1i.e6 I I  4Jxd7 4Jxd7 120-0 
0-0 13  l:tadl l:tad8 Black didn't have 
any trouble at all in L.Webb-McNab, 
British League (4NCL) 200011. 

c2) 7 h3 may be more unpleasant, 
though after 7 ... 0-0 (7 . . .  4Jbd7 8 a3?! 
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0-0 9 �d3 e5 10 0-0 'u'e8 1 1  �c4 exd4 
12 .!Dxd4 'i'c7 13 .!Df3 .!DeS = Heb­
den-McNab, London MSO 2000) 8 
�d3 e5 9 0-0 .!Dbd7 10 'u'fdl exd4 1 1  
.!Dxd4 .l:le8 1 2  �h6 il..xh6 1 3  'i'xh6 
�6 14 .!Db3 as 15 a4 .!DeS 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 (D) White has: 

w 

d l )  9 .!De2!? (underestimated by 
some OMs) 9 ... .!Dd5 10 �h6 0-0 1 1  
h4! with fair attacking chances: 

d l l )  1 l ...�xf3 12 gxf3 dxe5 13  
�xg7 (13  h5 �f6! gives Black com­
pensation) 13 ... Wxg7 14 h5 transposes 
to 'dI2' but gives White less choice. 

d12) 11 ...dxe5 12 �xg7 Wxg7 13  
h5 ( 1 3  .!Dxe5 �) 13. . .  �xf3 14 gxf3 
.!Dd7! (Black is practically forced to 
start a king-march towards the queen­
side) 15 hxg6 hxg6 16 'i'h6+ Wf6 17 
.l:lgl !? ( 17  .l:lh5!? 'i'c7 is  also verycrit­
ical: Black's position is dangerous but 
he might survive) 17 ... We6 18 0-0-0 

Wd6 19 dxe5+ Wc7 20 e6 fxe6 21  
l1xg6 'u'f6 � S.B.Hansen-Yrjola, Rey­
kjavik Z 2000. 

d2) 9 .!De4 .!Dxe4 (9 ... .!Dd5?! 10  
�h6 is  dangerous for Black) 10 �xe4 
and now: 

d2l) 1O ... �xf3 (for some reason 
top players have ignored this line) 1 1  
�xf3 dxe5 1 2  0-0-0 exd4 (according 
to Ftacnik, Black has problems after 
12 ... a5 13 d5) 13 �xd4 �xd4 14 'i'xd4 
'i'xd4 15 'u'xd4 as 16 'u'hdl 0-0, with 
the plan of . . .  e5 and .. .f5, is worth con­
sidering, though White's compensa­
tion guarantees him at least equality. 

d22) 1O . . .  d5 11 �d3 �xf3 12 gxf3 
'i'b6 13 h4 (13  a3!? bxa3 14 b4 .!Da6 
15 c3 .!Dc7 16 'u'xa3 0-0 17 'u'a5 � 
Nguyen Anh Dung-Postny, Budapest 
2000) 13 ... .!Dd7 14 h5 c5 ( l4  ... e6 may 
be safer) 15 dxc5 .!Dxc5 16 �e20-0 17  
'i'xd5 'u'ac8 18  hxg6 hxg6 19 'i'd4 g5!  
with dubious complications though 
Black managed to get a draw in Deep 

Junior 6-Khalifman, Dortmund 2000. 
6 'i'd2 e5! 
More reliable than 6 . . .  �g4 7 .!Dg5!? 

h6 8 h3 .1i.c8 9 .!Df3 ±,  when Black has 
targets on the kingside. 

7 dxe5 
7 O-O-O!? is an aggressive alterna­

tive: 
a) 7 ... exd4 8 .!Dxd4 'u'e8 9 f3 .!Dc6 

10 g4 leads to a line of the Philidor 
that is rather dangerous for Black. 

b) 7 ... 'i'e7 !? is probablybest. 8 �g5 
(8 .1i.h6?! .1i.g4 9 d5?! �xh6 10 'i'xh6 
.1i.xf3 1 1  gxf3 .!Dh5 + was positionally 
excellent for Black in Breutigam­
WWatson, Bundesliga 1999100) 8 ... c6 
9 Wbl (9 h3 b5! 10 dxe5 dxe5 1 1  'ii'd6 
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'if'xd6 12 Itxd6 �e6 13 tbd2 lIc8 14 
�e2 tbbd7 IS J::I.dl tbe8 +' Lemmers­
Carlier, Belgium 2000) 9 ... �g4 (9 ... bS! 
should be better) 10 h3 �xf3 II gxf3 
tbbd7 12 h4 .t:r.fd8 13 dS cS 14 hS gave 
White a dangerous initiative in Dup­
pel-Lederle, SchwabischGmund 1999. 

7 ... dxeS 8 'if'xd8 lIxd8 9 .:itc4 
The alternatives are not dangerous: 
a) 9 tbxeS?! tbxe4 10 tbxe4 �xeS 

+' (then I I  �gS is met by 1 l ...�xb2). 
b) 9 �gS 'u'e8 10 �d3 h6 II �h4 

tbc6 12 tbbS lIe7 lh_lh Ottosen-Camp­
bell, North Bay 1999. 

9 ••• lLlc6 (D) 

w 

d4. In this ending Black has nothing to 
worry about. Now: 

a) 12 1:l.fdl tbd4 13 �xd4 exd4 14 
tbdS �e6 IS  �b3 (the knight gets 
trapped after IS tbxd4? �xd4 16 lIxd4 
c6 17 tbe7+ Wg7) IS  ... tbd6!? (this 
may be unnecessary since Black has 
several simple moves such as any of 
the king moves or IS ... c6) 16 tbxc7 
�xb3 17 cxb3 (17 axb3 lIac8 18 eS is 
worth considering) 17 ... lIac8 18 tbdS 
lIcs 19 b4 'u'c2 20 tbxd4?! (after 20 
eS tbfS 21 tbxd4 tbxd4 22 lIxd4 Wf8 
23 f4 Itxb2 the active pieces provide 
compensation for the pawn) 20 . . .  ,U,xb2 
21 tbf3 lIe8 22 eS tbe4 23 lIac I? !  
tbxf2 24 'u'd4 �xeS + 2SlIel tbxh3+! 
26 Whl tbf2+ 27 'l£<gl f6 28 tbxeS 
fxeS 29 lIc4 lIf8 30 'u'xeS hS 31 tbe3 
lIxa2 32 J::I.e7 .u.al+ 33 Wh2 0-1 Heb­
den-Sutovsky, Port Erin 1999. 

b) 12 lIadl tbd4 13 �xd4 exd4 14 
tbe2 tbd6 IS  �d3 cS 16 eS tbfs 17  
tbf4 gS 18  tbhS �e6 = Emms-Ftacnik, 
Bundesliga 199617. 

Conclusion: The main line is not 
dangerous for Black after 6 ... eS but 
the problem is that White has good 

10 0-0 chances to lure Black into the some-
The obvious continuation 10 tbgS what unpleasant sublines discussed in 

lId7 l l 'u'dl lIxdl+ ( 1 1  ... tbd4!?  12 the note to Black's Sth move. In these 
O-O! tbe8 13 f4 tbd6 should also be lines the theory is not yet in a static 
considered) 12 'iitxdl tbd8 13 'iite2 h6 state. 
14 lIdl might be more testing, but 
14 ... �g4+! IS f3 �d7 seems good C) 
enough to keep the balance. Still, it is 4 �e3 (D) 
very strange no one has tried this. 4 •.• c6 

10 ... h6 11 h3 tbe8! The motive of this move is not to 
Defending c7 and heading for d6. lose a tempo in the lines where White 

The other knight is ready to occupy exchanges the bishops with 'if'd2 and 
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il..h6, as in the line 4 ... il..g7 S 'if'd2 c6 
(S ... O-O 6 0-0-0 is even riskier for 
Black) 6 il..h6 (6 f3 also has more sting 
than when ... il..g7 has not been played) 
6 ... il..xh6 7 'if'xh6 'if'aS 8 il..d3 !. 

5 �d2 
Or: 
a) S tbf3 and then: 
al) S . . .  il..g7 transposes to the note 

to Black's Sth move in Line B.  
a2) S ... tbbd7!?  6 'if'd2 transposes 

to the note to Black's Sth move. 
b) S f3 (this often comes to the 

same thing as S 'if'd2) S ... bS 6 g4 (6 
'if'd2 transposes to Line C l )  6 . . .  il..g7 
(the immediate 6 ... hS!? is not so stu­
pid: 7 gS tbfd7 8 f4 tbb6!? 9 tbf3 dS 
10 tbeS b4 1 1  tbe2 dxe4 12 tbg3 tbdS 
with an unclear position, Dimitrov­
Liopis, Castello 1995) 7 'if'd2 hS 8 
gxhS (Beliavsky gives 8 gS tbfd7 9 
il..d3 i1..b7 1Of4b4 1 1  tbce2 cS 12 tbf3 
as unclear) 8 . . .  tbxhS 9 tbge2 tbd7 10 
,U,gl? !  (according to Beliavsky, White 
should play 10 a4 b4 11 tbdl as 12 
tbf2 tbb6 13  b3 cS 14 c4! with coun­
terplay) 1O. .. 'if'c7 11 tbg3 il..b7 12 0-0-0 
a6 (aiming for . . .  cS is often a good 

plan) 13 f4!? b4 14 tbxhS lIxhS I S  
tbe2 c S !  16 tbg3 nh7 =+= Beliavsky­
Chemin, Reggio Emilia 1995/6. 

5 ... b5 
S ... tbbd7 6 tbf3 'if'c7 (D) is an in-

teresting system successfully tried out 
many times by McN ab. White then 
has two main options: 

a) 7 il..d3 eS!? (7 ... bS transposes to 
Line C2) 8 0-0 (8 O-O-O!? bS!? leads to 
wild complications: 9 dxeS dxeS 10 
il..xbS! cxbS 11  tbxbS 'if'c4 12 'if'aS 
il..b4 13  tbxeS 'if'xe4 14 tbc7+ Wf8 I S  
il..h6+ 'l£<g8 16 'if'bS! il..f8 17 il..xf8 
nb8! with an unclear position, Grasso­
May, corr. 1997; 8 h3 il..g7 9 dxeS 
tbxeS 10 tbxeS dxeS 11 il..c4?! 0-0 12 
il..cS lId8 =+= L.Cooper-McNab, British 
Ch (Dundee) 1993) 8 ... il..g7 9 dxeS (9 
il..h6!? 0-0 10 il..xg7 'l£<xg7 =) 9 ... tbxeS 
10 tbxeS dxeS 1 1  a4 ( 1 1  il..cs il..e6) 
1 l . . .il..e6 12 as 0-0 13 tba4tbd7 14 b4 
bS = Waitzkin-McNab, London 1998. 

b) 7 O-O-O!? is aggressive and might 
be the toughest test. The following 
pawn sacrifice seems almost forced: 
7 . . .  bS (7 ... eS 8 h3 il..g7 9 il..h6 ;1;:) 8 eS 
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b4 9 02.bS cxbS 10 exf6 02.xf6 1 1  
.1i.xbS+ .1i.d7, and here: 

bl)  12 .1i.xd7+ 'i'xd7 ( l 2  . . .  02.xd7 !?  
13  'i'xb4 lIb8 transposes to 'b22') 13  
'i'xb402.dS 14 'i'aS 02.xe3 IS fxe3 .1i.h6 
16 lId3 0-0 gave Black some compen­
sationin Calzetta-Gual, Terrassa 1999. 

b2) 12 'i'xb4 and now: 
b21) 12 ... .1i.g7?! 13 'i'c4 'lib6 14 

.1i.xd7+ 02.xd7 IS  lId3! 0-0 16 'u'b3 
'liaS 17  'l£<bl ± and Black's compensa­
tion proved insufficient in Nguyen­
YrjOla, Istanbul OL 2000. 

b22) 12 ... 'u'b8 13 .1i.xd7+ 02.xd7 14 
'lic3 'lixc3 IS bxc3 02.b6 16 'l£<d2! :t. 

b23) 12 . . .  lIc8!? 13  'u'd2 .1i.g7 sees 
Black relying on pressure along the 
open lines in front of the white king. 

We now return to the position after 
S ... bS (D): 

w 

Now: 
Cl: 6 f3 
C2: 6 .Jtd3 

ell 
6 f3 liJbd7(D) 
7 g4 

192 
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White has a range of other plans: 
a) 7 O-O-O?! (having delayed play­

ing ... .1i.g7, Black is quite well pre­
pared to meet this) 7 .. .'if'aS (there is 
nothing in particular wrong with the 
natural 7 ... b4!? 8 02.ce2 as either) 8 
'l£<bl and then: 

al) 8 ... .1i.a6!? 9 02.xbS (9 g4 b4 10 
02.ce2 02.b6 1 1  b3 hS 12 gxhS 02.xhS 
13  .1i.g2 .1i.g7 14 f4 02.f6 =+ Enklaar­
Timman, Dutch Ch 1976) 9 .. .'if'xd2 1O 
02.c7+ 'l£<d8 11 lIxd2 .1i.xfl 12 02.xa8 
.1i.a6 13 02.h3 h6 is unclear. 

a2) 8 ... b4 9 02.ce2 .1i.a6 = 
a3) 8 ... 02.b6 9 02.dS 'if'xd2 10 �f6+ 

exf6 11 .1i.xd2 dS 12 exdS 02.xdS 13  
02.e2 �e6 = Marciani-Berebora, Cro­
atian Cht 1996. 

b) 7 h4 (to provoke a weakness on 
gS) 7 ... hS!? (this is not forced since 
7 ... 02.b6 8 g4 hS 9 gS �d7 transposes 
to the main line) 8 02.h3 .1i.g7 9 02.gS 
'if'aS 10 .1i.e2 02.b6 11 02.dl 'lixd2+ 12 
.1i.xd2 0-0 = McShane-Gufeld, Lon-
don 1995. 

c) 7 a4 (White starts action on the 
queenside) 7 ... b4 8 02.dl (8 02.ce2?! as 
9 g4 02.b6 10 b3 hS 11 gS 02.fd7 12 f4 
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�.b7 13 iLg2 cS 14 tbh3 iLg7 IS 0-0 
iLa6! gives Black counterplay, Van der 
Wiel-M.Gurevich, Linares Z 1995) 
8 ... aS 9 c3 (9 iLd3 iLg7 10 tbe2 0-0 1 1  
0-0 iLa6!? =) 9 ... bxc3 (9 ... l:1b8 is less 
logical, though 10 g4 eS 1 1  h4 hS 12 gS 
tbh7 13 tbh3 iLg7 14 f4 bxc3 1S bxc3 
tbb6 16 iLd3 was unclear in GJigoric­
Popchev, Belgrade 1996) 10 bxc3 
hS!? 11 iLd3 iLa6 = (generally this 
exchange eases Black's life) 12 tbe2 
iLg7 13 0-0 iLxd3 14 'i'xd3 0-0 I S  
tbf2 'i'c7 16 f4 eS is unclear, Ki.Geor­
giev-Leuw, Katerini 1992. 

d) A very positional plan is 7 tbh3 
iLg7 8 tbf2 0-0. Now: 

dl) 9 a4!? b4 10 tbcdl as 11 iLe2 
eS 12 c3 bxc3 13 bxc3l:1e8 140-0 dS!? 
I S  dxeS l:1xeS (1S  . . .  tbxeS?! Ki.Geor­
giev-Torre, Leningrad 1987) 16 iLd4 
'u'e6 = 

d2) 9 iLe2 as!? (another sensible 
plan is ... iLb7, ... a6 and ... cS) 10 0-0 
'i'c7 11 'u'acl iLa6 12 tbbl eS 13 dxeS 
dxeS 14 c4 b4 IS cS iLxe2 16 'i'xe2 
tbhS 17 ':fdl 'u'fd8 18 tbd2 tbf4 = 
Granda-Rivas, Malaga 1991. 

7 ... tbb6 (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 .. .'i'aS!?  8 gS 
(8 iLd3 tbb6 9 tbge2 hS 10 gS tbfd7 1 1  
tbbl 'i'a6 1 2  'i'c3 tba4 1 3  'i'b3 nb8 i s  
equal, Tiviakov-GipsJis, Podolsk 1992) 
8 ... tbhS 9 tbge2 iLg7 10 tbg3 tbxg3 1 1  
hxg3 b4 1 2  tbdl c S  = 1 3  tbf2 cxd4?! 
(13 ... iLa6) 14 iLxd4 tbeS (Khezhum­
ian-Arnold, Budapest 1998) IS iLe2 
;1;. 

8 h4 

The main alternatives are: 
a) 8 gS tbhS (8 ... tbfd7 !? 9 h4 iLg7 

10 hS J::.g8 1 1  f4 'i'c7 1 2 a4 b4 13 tbdl 
as 14 tbf2 cS IS tbf3 iLb7 is also play­
able, Mateo-Marin, Andorra la Vella 
1999) 9 b3 (9 iLd3 eS 10 tbge2 iLg7 
11 dxeS dxeS 12 a4 b4 13 tbdl as 14 
c3 b3 1 S c 4 iLe6 16 'i'c3 0-0 17 'i'xb3 
tbd7 1 8  'i'c2 'i'e7 with compensation, 
XieJun-Torre, Shenzhen 1992) 9 ... eS? 
(according to Zakharevich, 9 ... 'i'c7 10 
tbge2 eS II  tbg3 tbf4 12 iLxf4 exf4 
13 'i'xf4 iLg7 is much better, when 
Black's dark-square domination pro­
vides compensation) 10 a4 b4 1 1  tba2 
cS 12 dxcS dxcS 13 'i'xd8+ Wxd8 14 
0-0-0+ ± Zabanov-Zakharevich, Kal­
uga 1995. 

b) 8 b3 iLb7 (Black has many play­
able alternatives, such as 8 ... hS 9 gS 
tbfd7, 8 ... aS!? and 8 . . .  'i'c7 9 tbge2 hS 
10 gS tbfd7 1 1  iLg2 iLg7 { 112_112 Madl­
Tella, Augsburg 200 l }  and now 12 f4 
iLb7, with the plan . . .  b4 and ... cS, is 
logical) 9 h4 hS 10 gS tbfd7 1 1  f4 iLg7 
12 fS!? 0-0 13 iLh3?! ( 13  iLg2 is supe­
rior though after 13  ... b4 14 tbce2 cS 
Black is fine) 13 ... cS! + GaZik-Chemin, 
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Budapest 1993. White's e4-pawn is a 
problem. 

8 ... hS 9 gS Q\rd7 10 dS!? (D) 
The most critical move. After 10 f4 

ii.g7 ( lO  ... b4!? 11 �dl cS is OK for 
Black, Mazi-Kogan, Bled 1998) 1 1  fS 
b4 12 �dl cS 13 c3 bxc3 14 bxc3 
ii.b7 I S fxg6fxg6 16�f20-0+ 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. 

16 �d2 il.g7 17 'i'd3 �xb2 18 �S, 
which is still unclear) 16 ... 'if'a3?! (ac­
cording to Smirin, B lack should ac­
cept the challenge with 16 ... 'i'xb4 17 
lIbl 'i'aS 18 il.d2 ii.g7 19 'i'd3 �xd2 
20 �xd2 dS!, when he continues 21 
exdS(?) O-O-O! !  =t, but 21 c7 is less 
clear) 17 ii.c! 'i'xb4 18 'u'bl 'i'aS 19 
�ge2 �g7 20'i'd3 'i'cs 21 �bS 'u'c8! 
22 �bd4 il.xd4 23 'i'xd4 'i'xc6 24 
�f2 Wf8 2S c3 'u'c7 26 il.f4? 'u'b7? 
(26 ... il.c8 +) 27 lIb3 l/�_lh Nijboer­
Smirin, Pula Echt 1997. 

b) The position remains compli­
cated after 14 �ge2 il.g7 ( l 4  ... 'i'aS 
and 14 ... �a6 are the unclear alterna­
tives mentioned by Smirin) IS 'i'd3 
ii.a6 16 �dS! �xb2 17 'i'a3. 

Conclusion: The systems with �e3. 
'i'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. 

10 ... Q\eS! 11 dxc6 C2) 
11 ii.d4 leads to very murky play. 6 il.d3 (D) 

but Black got the upper hand in Nij­
boer-Timman. Dutch Ch (Rotterdam) 
1997: 1 l ...il.g7 12 dxc6 �bc4 13 c7 

'i'd7 14 'i'c! 0-0 IS �dS �b7 16 il.h3 
'i'e8 17 f4 �d7 18 ii.xg7 �xg7 19 b3 
�cb6 20 'i'b2+ Wh7 +. 

ll .. ,Q\ bc4 12 .i.xc4 Q\xc4 13 'iW d4 
'ug8! 

Now: 
a) 14 �xbS?! 'if'aS+ IS �c3 �e6 

16 b4?! (the b-file is insufficient com­
pensation for the pawn and additional 
weaknesses; White should continue 
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6 ... .!bbd7 7 .!br3 'i'c7!? 
This useful move prevents eS and 

avoids playing ... il.g7 prematurely. In­
stead: 

a) 7 ... ii.g7 8 ii.h6 0-0 9 ii.xg7 Wxg7 
10 eS ! offers White some initiative. 

b) 7 ... eS 8 dxeS dxeS 9 h3 is the 
theoretical main line; e.g., 9 ... il.b7 10 
0-0 il.g7 1 1  a4 a6 12 .!be2 0-0 13 .!bg3 
'fIIe7 14 c4 b4 IS cS as 16 'fIIc2 !: 
Palac-Ftaenik, Ljubljana 1998. 

8 0-0 
Or: 
a) 8 h3 il.g7 is hardly an improve­

ment for White. Tischbierek-Hickl, 
Bundesliga 1995/6 continued 9 0-0 0-0 
10 llfel ii.b7 11 ii.h6 eS 12 ii.xg7 
Wxg7 13 dxeS .!bxeS 14 .!bxeS dxeS I S  
a4 b4 16 .!be2 c S  17  .!bg3 h 6  = .  

b) 8 il.h6 admits that Black has won 
the tempo-fight! Still, things are not 
very clear after 8 . . .  b4 9 .!be2 ii.xh6 10 
'fIIxh6 cS 11 dxcS 'fIIxcs 12 0-0 ii.b7 
13 .!bg3 e6! (the idea is to connect the 
rooks with ... We7) 14 a3 as (the un­
clear 14 ... bxa3!? IS llxa3 We7 was 
suggested by Pein) IS .!bd2 (IS  axb4 !? 
may be more unpleasant) IS . . .  We7 16 
.!bb3 'fIIb6, Gipslis-Gofshtein, WiIrz­
burg 1996. 

8 ... il.g7 (D) 
8 ... ii.b7 is logical but has not been 

tested in high-level games. There is a 
moment when Black has to start think­
ing about castling and the queenside is 
hardly the right place for the king. 

• •  4 
Or: 
a) Less dangerous should be 9 h3 

0-0 10 a4 b4 I I .!be2 as ( l l. . .cS! is at 
least equal) 12 c3 llb8 13 .!bg3 cS 14 

il.h6 ;t Hjartarson-Karason, Reykja­
vik blindfold 1997. 

b) Queenside action is typical in 
this line but this is also a logical mo­
ment to play 9 ii.h6, when after 9 . . .  0-0 
White has a wide choice: 

bl) 10 .!be2cS 1 1  c3 a6 ( l l ...aS 12 
.!bg3 b4 13 ii.xg7 Wxg7 14 'fIIgS bxc3 
IS bxc3 e6 16 eS .!bg8! 17 exd6 'fIIxd6 
18 .!be4 'fIIe7 = Hodgson-Webster, 
British Ch (Millfield) 2000) 12 .!bg3 
'u'e8 13 ii.xg7 Wxg7 14 .!bh4 eS IS dS 
c4 16 ii.c2 .!bcs 17 'fIIgS .!bg8! = 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 llfel eS 11 .!be2 a6 12 .!bg3 
cS 13 c3 ii.b7 14 lladl l:l.fd8 IS ii.xg7 
Wxg7 16 'fIIgS .!bg8! = lh_lh Orlov­
Schekachev, St Petersburg 1994. 
White's knight checks lead nowhere. 

b3) l O a4b4 1 1 .!be2 c S I 2 c3 c4 13 
il.bl b3 14 'fIIgS?! eS I S  .!bg3 .!be8 16 
il.xg7.!bxg7 1 7 h4 .!be6 1 8 'f11d2.!bf6+ 
Tissir-Tkachev, Shenyang 2000. This 
is an example of the buried bishop. 
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b4) 1O .1i.xg7 Wxg7 1 I a4 ( I I .1be2!? 
cS 12 c3 a6 13  .1bg3 is similar to line 
'bl '; 11 'u'fel is met by l l ...eS =) 
l l ...b4 12 .1be2 cS 13 .1bg3 ( 1 3  c3 c4!? 
14 .Jtbl b3 IS  .1bg3 .1bg8 16 h4 eS bur­
ies the bishop on bl ,  which is rather 
committal for White, Belikov-Glian­
ets, Russian Ch (Orel) 1992) 13 ... cxd4 
14 .1bxd4 'if'b6 IS �bS .1bcs 16 lIfe I 
.1be6 17 .1bf3 'if'cs 18 .1i.d3 (18  eS dxeS 
19 lIxeS 'if'd6 =) 18 ... .1bd4 19 .1bxd4 

'if'xd4 20 b3 as = Pavasovic-Galla­
gher, Pula Z 2000. 

We now return to 9 a4 (D): 

9 ... b4 10 ftJe2 as 11 c3 bxc3 
Black has another way to defend: 

II . . .  .1i.a6 12 .Jtxa6 lIxa6 13 .1bg3 bxc3 
14 bxc3 0-0 IS .1i.h6 cS 16 .1i.xg7 Wxg7 
17 'if'gS e6 18 eS .1bg8 19 .l:lfel h6 20 
'if'f4 cxd4 21 cxd4 dxe5 22 dxe5 .u.c6 
with equality, Emms-Webster, British 
Ch (Scarborough) 1999. 

12 bxc3 0-0 13 .Jth6 e5 

Black shouldn't risk 13 ... .1i.xh6 14 
'if'xh6 .1i.a6 IS .1i.xa6 'u'xa6 16 .1bgS, 
when White gets an attack with the 
plan of f4 and eS. 

14 ftJg3 l:te8 15 IUe1 ftJf8 16 ftJh4?! 
Blac.k's position is defensible and 

this is obviously a hit into the air. The 
black knight occupies the strong square 
f4 . 

16 ... ftJe6 17 .Jtxg7 �xg7 18 dxe5 
dxe5 19 .Jtc4 .1bf4 (D) 

w 

Black is much better. Charbonneau­
Zubov, Oropesa del Mar U-16 Wch 
1999 did not last long: 20 .1bf3 �e6 21 
�xe6 .l:lad8 22 'if'e3 .l:lxe6 23 'u'adl 
.1bg4 24 'I'd .1bd3 2S 'if'gS .1bgxf2 26 
lId2 f6 27 .1bhS+ 'it'h8 28 .1bxf6 .1bxel 
29.1bxeS .1bh3+ 30 gxh3 'u'xeS 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
sivepJan starting with 4 �g5 followed 
by moves like 'ifd2, 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 [4, which is a less natural 
square and hardly a real problem 

1 e4 d6 2 d4QJf63 QJc3 g6 
Now' 

A: 4 i.f4 197 
B: 4 i.g5 198 

4 <2If3 .iJ..g7 5 .iLf 4 is more innocent 
than Line A but occurs a little more 
frequently. Black has some active re­
sponses, including 5 ... <2Ic6 (D)' 

a) After 6 d5 e5! 7 dxe6 .iLxe6 
Black equalizes straight away; for ex­
ample, 8 'if'd2 0-0 9 0-0-0 �xa2!? (a 
more traditional approach is 9 ... a6 10 
<2Ig5 �g4 1 1  f3 �d7 12 g4 b5 13 'l£<bl 
l:te8 14 h4 b4 15 <2Ie2<21e5 16 <2rl4 h6 
17  <2Ih3 <2Ixf3 !? 18 <2Ixf3 ttJxe4 19 
'if'g2 'if'f6 with attacking chances, Gro­
sar-Avrukh, Elista OL 1998) 10 �g5 
(10 ttJxa2 <2Ixe4 11 'if'e3 'if'f6 12 c3 
<2Ixf2 13 'if'xf2 'if'xf 4+ with three pawns 

and a solid position as compensation) 
1O ... �e6 1 1  'if'f4 'if'e7 12 'i'h4<21e5 13 
<2Ixe5 dxe5 14 lId3 1/2_1/2 Am.Rodri­
guez-Mowsziszian, Terrassa 1996 and 
now Mowsziszian gives as a possible 
continuation l4 ... h6 15 �xh6 �xh6+ 
16 'if'xh6 c6 intending . . .  b5 

b) 6 'if'd2 �g4 7 d5 (Black has no 
problems after 7 �e2�xf3 8 �xf3 e5 
= or 7 0-0-0 �xf3 8 gxf3 e5 9 dxe5 
dxe5 10 'if'xd8+ l:txd8 I I  l:txd8+ Wxd8 
12 �e3 ttJd4=)7 ... �xf3 8 gxf3 ttJe5 9 
�e2 c6 10 0-0-0 (10 dxc6 bxc6 1 1  
0-0-0 �a5 +) 1 0  ... 0-0 1 1  �h6 �xh6 
12 'if'xh6cxd5 13 <2Ixd5 ttJxd5 14 lIxd5 
l:tc8 15 f4 'if'c7 16 c3 e6 17 l:td4 <2Ic6 
18  l:td2 f5 = Grosar-Smirin, Bratto 
1997 

A) 
4 .i. f4 (D) 
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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 'ii'd2 
S h3 is sometimes a waste of time 

andafterS ... �g7 6 'ii'd20-07 <2If3 bS 8 
�d3 <2Ibd7 9 �h6 eS 10 kxg7 Wxg7 
11 0-0 ( 1 1  0-0-0 exd4 12 <2Ixd4 'ii'b6 
13  <2Ice2 <2Ics 14 f3 as leads to a more 
lively position, but Black has nice coun­
terplay) l l ...kb7 12 a4 a6 = Black 
was perfectly OK in Zubov-Rakhman­
gulov, Alushta 1999. 

S ... b5 
S ... <2Ibd7 6 <2If3 'ii'aS is another in-

teresting method but S . . .  kg7 loses the 
tempo mentioned earlier if White re­
plies 6 kh6. 

6 �d3 
Less active is 6 a3 <2Ibd7 7 <2If3 

<2Ib6 8 h3 �g7 9 kd3 0-0 10 0-0 a6 
(preparing . . .  cS) 1 1  eS dxeS 12 dxeS 
�dS = Lutikov-Karasev, Rostov 1976. 

6 ... QJbd7 7 QJf3 QJb6 
7 ... kg7 8 0-0 0-0 9 .l:lfel?!  (9 kh6 

'ii'c7 transposes to note 'b' to White's 

9th move in Line C2 of Chapter 23) 
9 ... <2Ib6 10 h3 b4 1 1  <2Ie2 cS 12 dxcS 
dxcS 13  eS <2IfdS gave Black good 
counterplay in Kamber-Piket, Lugano 
1989. 

Now (after 7 ... <2Ib6): 
a) 8 O-O?! kg4 (now this move is 

unpleasant) 9 eS <2IhS 10 exd6 kxf3 
1 1  gxf3 �f4 12 'ii'xf4 'ii'xd6 13 'ii'xd6 
exd6 + O.Kuzmin-Conquest, London 
Lloyds Bank 1985. 

b) It seems White should play 8 h3 
kg7 9kh60-0 l O kxg7 Wxg7 1 1  0-0 
'ii'c7 12 a4 b4 13 <2Ie2 as 14 <2Ig3 eS 
( l4  ... cS!? IS eS dxeS 16 dxeS <2Ig8 
looks playable and more solid) IS c3 
bxc3 16 'ii'xc3 ! Kuzmin-Ponomariov, 
Donetsk Z 1998. 

Conclusion: 4 kf4 is theoretically 
not so dangerous as 4 �e3, although 
White has scored very well in practice. 

B) 
4 kgS (D) 

4 ... �g7 5 'ii'd2 
Or: 
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a) S 'ii'e2!? is rare but might be 
more dangerous than it looks. Thenat­
ural continuation is S ... O-O 6 0-0-0 c6 
7 h4 bS, when 8 eS?! b4 9 exf6 exf6 is 
good for Black. 

b) There are certainly players who 
hate the line S eS dxeS (after S ... .!bfd7 
6 exd6 cxd6 7 'ii'd2 � White usually 
gets some initiative) 6 dxeS even if 
Black has excellent chances for equal­
ity in the ending after 6 ... .!bg4 (not 
6 . . .  'ii'xdl +? 7 nxdl .!bg4 8 .!bdS .§LxeS 
9 .!bf3 .§Ld6 10 .§Lxe7, which is simply 
bad for Black) 7 'ii'xd8+ 'i£<xd8 (D). 
Then: 

w 

bl)  After the genuine pawn sacri­
fice 8 .!bf3 .!bxeS (8 ... .§Le6?! 9 .§Lh4 
.!bxeS 10 .!bgS .§Ld7 11 .§Lg3 .!bbc6 12 
.§LbS gives White the initiative, Raaste­
Parma, Nice OL 1974) 9 0-0-0+ .§Ld7 
10 .!bxe5 00 .!bdS .!bbc6 1 1  .§LbS .!iJxf3 
12 gxf3 f6 13 .!bb4 fxgS 14 .!bxc6+ 
'i£<e8 :i=) 1O ... .§LxeS 11 .§Lc4 il..xc3!? 
0 1 ...f6 12 il..h6 'i£<c8 13  .!be4 il..d6 14 
nhel .!bc6 IS il..dS = lIe8 16 .1i.f7 nd8 
17 il..dS, Mayr-Berelovich,Beriin 1994) 
12 bxc3 f6 13 il..h6 'i£<c8 14 nhel .!bc6 

IS f4 nd8 Black has at least equality, 
Kolenbrander-Neuvonen, Netherlands 
1991; for example, 16 il..dS as 17  
il..xc6 il..xc6 18  ,the7 il..xg2. 

b2) 8 ndl+ il..d7 and then: 
b21) White can try 9 .!bdS .!bc6 10 

.i.bS 00 f4 h6 1 1  il..h4 gS gives Black 
counterplay, Haubt-Hort, Bundesliga 
198011) 1O ... .!bgxeS 11 f4 h6! 12 Jih4 
a6 02 ... .!bg4!?  looks less clear) 13  
il..e2 gS = 

b22) 9 e6 fxe6 10 il..c4 'i£<e8 1 1  
.!bf3 (the alternatives give Black coun­
terplay: 1 1  .!bbS .!ba6 12 �4 .!bb4 13 
.!bxe6 .§Lxe6 14 il..xe6 .!bxc2+ IS 'i£<fl 
.!beS 't; 1 1  .!bge2 .!beS! 12 il..b3 .!ba6 13 
�4 .!bf7) 1 1  . . .  .!bc6 120-0 (or 1 2 .!bbS 
.u.c8 13 .!bbd4 .!bxd4 14 .!bxd4 'i£<f7 :;: 
IS h4?! .!beS 16 il..e2 cS + Schellhorn­
Chandler, Hamburg 1980) 12 ... .!bgeS 
(after 12 ... a6!? 13 mel .!bgeS 14 .!bxeS 
.!bxeS IS il..b3 White has strong pres­
sure on the central files as compensa­
tion) 13 .!bxeS .!bxeS 14 .!bbS 04 il..b3 
cS) 14 ... l:.c8 IS lIxd7! .!bxd7 (and not 
IS ... 'i£<xd7? 16 ndl+ 'i£<c6 17 .!bxa7+ 
+-) 16 il..xe6 .1i.eS 17 f4!? (worse are 
17 ndl J:td8 18 f4 .!bcs + and 17 nel 
a6! +) 17 ... il..d6 18 il..h6 .u.d8 (Black 
can consider 18 ... 'i£<d8!?) 19 il..g7 nf8 
20 .!bxd6+ 1/2_1h Magem-Chernin, New 
York Open 1998. After 2O ... cxd6 21 
il..xf8 .!bxf8 22 il..dS nc8, intending 
... e6, . . .  nc7 and . . .  'i£<d8, an equal end­
ing is very close. 

c) White also has the aggressive S 
f4 (D): 

c l )  After the immediate S ... cS, 6 
eS is quite unpleasant. 

c2) S ... O-O 6 'ii'd2 (6 .!bf3 cS 7 dxcS 
'ii'aS 8 il..d3 'ii'xcs should be OK for 
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Black) 6 ... cS 7 dxcS (7 eS �g4 8 dxcS 
dxeS 9 'if'xd8 .l:!.xd8 10 Si.xe7 .l:!.e8 1 1  
Si.d6 exf4+ +') 7 . . .  dxcS 8 0-0-0 �c6 is 
not so bad for Black. 

c3) S ... h6 6 .ii.h4 cS is the most 
critical and perhaps best. Then: 

c31) 7 dxcS 'ii'aS leads to rather 
standard and comparatively positional 
Pirc play: 8 Si.d3 (a risky plan is 8 'ii'd2 
'if'xcs 9 h3 �bd7 10 �f3 0-0 1 1 0-0-0 
a6 12 g4 bS 13 Si.d3 Si.b7 +' 14 gS hxgS 
IS .ii.f2'ii'c7 16 �xgS b4 17 �e2�cS 
18 �g3? b3 + Kokkila-Yrjolii, Finnish 
Cht 2000) 8 ... 'i'xcs 9 'if'd2 0-0 10 
�ge2�bd7 11 h3 a6 12 a4 b6 13  .ii.f2 
'if'c7 14 0-0 Si.b7 = Schmittdiel-Gulko, 
Geneva 1997. 

c32) 7 eS leads to wild complica­
tions: 7 ... �hS 8 dxcS �xf4 9 exd6 gS 
10 .ii.f2 (equally messy is 10 .ii.g3 0-0 
1 1  Si.xf 4 gxf4 12 'i'f3 �c6 13 0-0-0 eS 
14 �ge2 Si.e6 IS g3 fxg3 16 'i'xg3 fS 
17 l1gl 'ii'f6, Hall-Agrest, Harplinge 
1998) 10 ... 0-0 11 'i'd2 exd6 12 0-0-0 
.ii.g4 13 �f3�c6 14 cxd6 ( l 4 h4 dxcS 
IS 'if'e3 'if'f6 16 'if'xcs �e6 is equal) 
and now Black's activity appears to 
compensate for the dangerous-looking 

d6-pawn: 14 ... �eS!? (after 14 . .  nc8 
IS h4, Sorokin-Jansa, Ostrava 1992, 
Nunn and McNab recommend IS ... 'ii'aS 
16 Wbl with a complex position) IS  
�dS �xf3 16 gxf3 .ii.xf3 17  �xf4 
.ii.xhl 18 �hS iH3 19 �xg7 .ii.xdl 20 
'if'd4 (20 �fS!?) 20 ... .ii.g4 led to a 
murky position in Cranboume-Molo, 
COIT. 1994. 

S ... h6 (D) 
The main line S ... O-O 6 f4 c6 7 �f3 

bS 8 Si.d3 Si.g4 9 eS! has been unsuc­
cessful for Black in practice. This is 
why we avoid it with the text-move, 
which has scored reasonably well. 

w 

6 i.h4 
Or: 
a) The modest move 6 Si.e3?! al­

lows 6 ... �g4 7 .ii.f4 eS 8 dxeS �xeS 9 
0-0-0 �bc6 10 �dS (both 10 h3 Si.e6 
11 Si.e3 �c4 1 2 Si.xc4 Si.xc4 13 �f3 = 
I.Zaitsev-Savon, USSR Ch (Erevan) 
1962 and 10 �f3 Si.g4 1 1  Si.e2 'if'd7 
12 �xeS dxeS 13 'if'e3 'i'c8 14 .ii.g3 
Si.xe2 IS 'if'xe2 0-0 = Sucher-Pribyl, 
Liechtenstein 1997 are comfortable for 
Black) 1O . . .  Si.e6 1 1  h3 .l:!.b8! (a nice 
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idea: b2 is a target) 12 .ii.e3 bS 13 f4 e6 9 tbge2 tbd7!? followed by ... tbb6 
tbc4 14 .ii.xc4 bxc4 IS c3 0-0 16 tbf3 and ... dS should be OK for Black) 
fS + Lugovoi-Sakaev, St Petersburg 8 ... tbd7, transposing to the main line. 
1995. This move-order avoids thenextnote. 

b) A more dangerous line forWhite 7 0-0-0 
is 6 .ii.f4 !?  tbbd7 (6 ... gS 7 .ii.e3 tbg4 is 7 f4 cS 8 dS 'i'aS 9 tbf3 (9 a3 tbhS is 
likely to come to the same thing after unclear) 9 ... 'if'b4! 10 .ii.d3 c4 1 1  .ii.e2 
8 0-0-0 tbd7) 7 0-0-0 gS 8 .ii.e3 (8 'if'xb2 12 0-0 tbg4 13 tbd4 'i'b6 14 
.ii.g3 tbhS transposes to the main line) lIfdl and now, instead of 14 ... tbgf6 
8 ... tbg4 9h4 tbxe3 10 'if'xe3 (10 fxe3!?  (Shabalov-Smirin, Philadelphia 1997), 
g4 11  hS is a suggestion byStohl; now Black can try 14 ... gS IS .ii.xg4 gxh4 
Black could play 1 1  ... tbb6 to stop with a very unclear position . 
.ii.c4) 1O ... g4 and then: 7 ... g5 8 .ii.g3 tbh5 (D) 

bl) Black got a powerful bishop 
after 1 1  hS cS 12 tbge2 a6 (12 . . .  'if'aS !?  
to  continue . . .  bS)  13  dxcS tbxcs 14 
tbd4 'if'aS (Stohl thinks 14 . . .  .ii.d7 IS  
.ii.c4 .u.c8,  with counterplay, is even 
better) IS .ii.c4 .ii.d7 16 tbdS tba4 in 
J.Polgar-Smirin, Groningen PCA 1993. 

b2) 1 1  f4!? is more dangerous: 
b21) l l . ..gxf3?! 12 tbxf3 cS 13  

'u'h3?! (13 dxcS tbxcs 14 eS is  critical 
according to Yudasin because Black's 
position is ragged after 14 ... 0-0 IS exd6 
exd6 16 .ii.c4 ±) 13  ... 'if'aS 14 'l£<bl a6 
I S  lIg3 cxd4 16 tbxd4 .ii.eS 17 tbdS, 
Sutovsky-Agrest, New York Open 
1998, and now 17 ... tbf6 100ks at least 
equal with the strong bishop on eS. 

b22) l l ...cS!? looks better. After 
12 dxcS (12 tbge2 'if'aS) 12 ... tbxcs 13  
.ii.bS+ (13 eS 0-0 +) 13  . . .  .ii.d7 14 eS 
0-0 (ortheunclear 14 ... .ii.xbS IS  tbxbS 
'if'b6) I S  .ii.xd7 tbxd7 16 exd6 exd6 17 
tbge2 lIe8 Black's piece activity and 
the strong g7-bishop compensate for 
his weaknesses. 

6 ... tbbd7 
An alternative move-order for Black 

is 6 ... gS 7 .ii.g3 tbhS 8 0-0-0 (8 .ii.c4 

Now Black's most promising coun­
terchances are usually based on the 
move . . .  cS and the power of the dark­
squared bishop. 

9 tbge2 
Or: 
a) 9 f3 tbxg3 10 hxg3 cS 11 dxcS 

( 1 1  tbge2 transposes to the main line) 
l l . . .tbxcS 12 .ii.bS+ 'l£<f8 13 tbge2 a6 
14 i.c4 1/2_1/2 Leko-Chernin, Hungar­
ian Ch (Budapest) 1997. 

b) 9 .ii.c4 cS (less active is 9 ... e6?! 
10 tbge2 tbb6 11 .ii.b3 .ii.d7) 10 tbge2 

'if'aS 1 1  lIhfl ( I I  tbdS'if'xd2+ 12 lIxd2 
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'u'b8 +) 1 l ...�b6 12 �bS+ �d7 13 
.ii.xd7+ 'l£<xd7?! (l3  ... �xd7 100ks solid 
enough) 14 'ii'd3 llac8 IS eS gives 
White an initiative, Motylev-Marin, 
Bucharest Ciocaltea mem 2000. 

c) The straightforward move9 eS!? 
should be taken seriously: 9 ... dxeS 
(Beliavsky prefers 9 ... �b6) 10 dxeS 
e6 II .ii.e2 ( I I  'if'e2!? �xg3 12 hxg3 
'if'e7 13 f4 �b6 14 'ii'f3! fS IS exf6 
'ii'xf6 16 'ii'hS+ looked unpleasant for 
Black in Motylev-Marin, Bucharest 
Ciocaltea mem 2O0l) 1 l ...�xg3 12 
hxg3 'if'e7 13 f4�b6 14 �f3 (14 a4!?; 
14 �h3!?) 14  . . .  .ii.d7 IS �bS �xbS 16 
.ii.xbS+ c6 17  .ii.e2 nd8 = Z.Almasi­
Beliavsky, Yugoslavia 1997. 

9 ... c5 10f3 
In BeJiavsky-Chemin, Portoroz Vid­

mar mem 1997, the g7-bishop began 
to dominate the battlefield: 10 'l£<bl a6 
I I  dxcS �xcS 12 h4 'if'b6 13 'if'e3 
�xg3 14 �xg3 �e6 IS �S �xfS 16 
exfS �d7 17 'if'el (17 'if'xb6 �xb6 +) 

17 ... nc8 18 J:!.h3 g4 19 ne3 Wf8 +. 
10 ... Q:\xg3 11 hxg3 a6 
1 l . ..'if'aS 12 Wbl �b6 is another 

logical method. Gwaze-Marin, Istan­
bul OL 2000 continued 13 �c I cxd4 
14 �bS 'if'xd2 IS 'u'xd2 0-0 16 �xd4 
dS 17 �fS .ii.xfS 18 exfS e6 19 g4 
nac8 =. 

12 f4 �a5 13 'l£<b1 g4 14 Q:\d5 
Now: 

a) 14 ... 'if'd8!? IS �e3�6andhere: 
al) 16 �c3?! cxd4 17 'if'xd4 �hS 

18 eS �xg3 19 ,U,gl .ii.e6 20 �e4 
dxeS?! (20 ... �fS 21 �xfS .ii.xfS 22 
�g3 is better, though White has suffi­
cient compensation) 21 'if'xd8+? (White 
should play 21 'if'b4 'if'c7 22 �xg3 
exf 4 23 �hS .ii.eS 24 �dS .ii.xdS {or 
24 ... 0-0-0!?J  2S llxdS ± according to 
Kaspi) 2l.. .lIxd8 22 'u'xd8+ Wxd8 23 
�xg3 exf4 24 �hS .ii.d4 -+ Tiviakov­
D.Gurevich, Las Vegas FIDE 1999. 

a2) 16 'if'd3 cxd4 17 �xd4 is a lit­
tle better for White because of the fS­
square . 

b) The safer 14 ... 'if'xd2 IS 'u'xd2 
lla7 should be good enough for equal­
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 S 
eS is somewhat irritating and some 
other lines like S f 4 lead to extremely 
complex positions. In the main line, 
Black tends to gain counterplay on the 
dark squares. Against this system 
Black can exert much more pressure if 
he can adopt the Modem move-order. 
After I e4 d6 2 d4 g6 3 �c3 .ii.g7 4 
�gS Black can comfortably play 
4 ... a6, 4 ... c6 or even 4 . . .  o2rl7. 
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Here we examine all other lines after 1 
e4 d6 2 d4 .!bf6, 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 kc4 (Line C2) and 4 ke2 intend­
ing h4 (Line Cl)  are quite aggressive 
systems which don't have totally 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-style approach from several alter­
natives 

3 f3 (Line B) doesn't allow Black 
any Pirc-style options, so we adopt an 
approach (3 ... d5) which often leads to 
French-type play. Another Old Indian­
style approach is discussed in Chapter 
33 

1 e4 d6 2 d4 tLlf6 
Now 

A, H .d3 203 
B:  3 f3 207 
C: 3 tLlc3 210 

In  Line C we deal with all lines for 
White after 3 .!bc3 g6 that have not al­
ready been discussed in earlier chap-

A) 
3 Jl.d3 (D) 

3 ... g6 
Black has quite a reliable equalizer 

in 3 ... e5 4 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 .!bxe4 6 .!bf3 .!bc6 
7 .!bbd2.!bc5 = 8 �bl !?(8 kc2�g49 
0-0 ke7 10 'u'el �d7 11 b4 .!be6 12 
.!bb3 a5 13  b5 .!bcd8 14 a4 c5  is  equal, 
Egiazarian-Marin, Bucharest 1998; 8 
kb5!?) 8 ... kg4 9 b4 .!be6 10 �a4 
kh5 1 1  0-0 (A.Fedorov-Khalifman, 
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Maikop tt 1998) and now 1 1  .. a6 is un­
clear according to Fedorov. 

4 .!bf3 W 
Or: 
a) 4 .!be2 (this move is more pas­

sive) 4 ... .1i.g7 S c3 0-0 6 0-0 eS 7 f4 
.!bc6 8 fxeS dxeS 9 d5 .!be7 10 .1i.gS 
.!be8 1 1  c4 cS 12 .!bbc3 b6 13 'ii'd2f6= 
Tomczak-Rosenthal, 2nd Bundesliga 
1997/8. 

b) After 4 f4 Black tends to get 
counterplay against the pawn-centre: 
4 . . .  cS!? S c3 (S dxcS 'ii'aS+) S . . .  �g7 6 
.!bf3 cxd4 7 cxd4 0-0 8 .!bc3 .!bc6 9 0-0 
.1i.g4 10 .1i.e3 and now the most logical 
is 1O ... eS!? (also possible are 1O ... �xf3 
1 1  'ii'xf3 eS and 1O ... 'ii'b6) 11 fxeS 
dxeS 12 dS .!bd4 13 .1i.e2 .1i.xf3 14 
�xf3 .!be8 IS .!be2 .!bxf3+ 16 gxf3 
.!bd6 = with a nice blockading knight, 
Milliner-McNab, curr. Wch 1990-S. 

4 .. SLg75 0-0 0-0 6 c3 
White can also attempt to do with­

out this move: 6 lIel .!bc6 7 dS (7 h3 
eS 8 c3 transposes to the main line) 
7 . . .  .!bb4 8 .1i.f1 as (or 8 . . .  .1i.g4 9 .!bbd2 
as =) 9 c4 .1i.g4! 10 .!bbd2 c6 1 1  h3 
�d7 12 a3 .!ba6 13 lIbl cxdS 14 cxdS 
a4 IS  b4 axb3 16 .!bxb3 .1i.a4 is equal, 
Landa-Ehlvest, Beijing 1996. Black 
has a very comfortable position. 

6 ••• .!bc6 (D) 
The alternative 6 ... .!bbd7, with the 

plan of ... eS, ... b6 and . . .  �b7, is also 
quite solid. 

7 lIel 
Here White has plenty of other 

moves: 
a) 7 .!ba3 eS 8 .!bc2 .1i.g4 9 lIel 

transposes to note 'b' to White's 8th 

b) 7 h3 eS 8 lIel transposes to the 
mainline. 

c) ltis maybetooearlyto play 7 b4 
.1i.g4 8 h3?! (better is 8 .!bbd2 eS 9 dS 
.!be7 10 h3 �d7 11 c4 .!bhS 12 .!bb3 
.!bf4 13 .1i.c2 with an unclear position 
according to Leko) 8 ... .1i.xf3 9 'ii'xf3 
.!bd7 10 .!bd2 (10 bS?? .!bxd4 was a 
surprising blunder in Korchnoi-Azmai­
parashvili, Amsterdam 1990) 1O ... eS 
11 dS .!be7 12 'ii'e2 c6 13  c4 cxdS 14 

cxdS .!bxdS! IS exdS e4 16 lIbl exd3 
17 'ii'xd3 + Leko-Cu.Hansen, Copen­
hagen 1995. 

d) 7 dS .!bb8 leads to a different 
type of play. Now White can either stop 
... .1i.g4 or continue his normal plans: 

d l )  8 h3 c6 (8 . . .  eS 9 dxe6 �xe6 is 
possible) 9 c4 e6 (9 ... .!ba6!?) 10 dxe6 
.1i.xe6 11 .!bc3, Korchnoi-Cu.Hansen, 
Biel IZ 1993, and now 1 l ....!ba6 12 
lIel .!bcs 13 �f1 as is about level. 

d2) 8 c4 and then: 
d21) After 8 . . .  eS!?, 9 .!bc3 leads to 

some kind of King's Indian, while 9 
dxe6 fxe6!? 10 eS .!bhS! 11 exd6 cxd6 
12 g3 .!bc6 was fine for Black in Leko­
Smirin, Wijk aanZee 1994. 
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d22) 8 ... kg4 9 h3 (9 <2.bd2 <2.a6 10 
h3 kd7 11  l::!.el e5 12 dxe6 kxe6 13 
<2.b3 <2.d7 = Landa-Schekachev, Jur­
mala 1991) 9 ... �xf3 10 'if'xf3 <2.a6 1 1  
<2.c3 <2.d7 12 ke2 (12 kd2e6 1 3 lIaei 
f5 is unclear, Cybulak-Schekachev, 
Moscow 1991) 12 ... <2.ac5 13 �d2 as 
14 l::!.abl 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 kh4 e5 
(D) (8 ... <2.h5!?, with the plan of ... <2.f4, 
... g5 and ... e5, is certainly worth con­
sidering but is also a riskier way to 
play for a win) and now: 

el)  9 <2.bd2 'if'e8 (with the idea of 
playing ... <2.h5 without weaJ.1esses but 
Black may also consider the more ag­
gressive 9 ... g5!? 10 kg3 <2.h5 since 1 1  
<2.xe5!? dxe5 1 2  'if'xh5 exd4 doesn't 
look unattractive for Black) 10 dxe5 

e2) 9 dxe5 �e5 (of course 9 ... dxe5 
can be played, but the text-move is 
very solid) 10 <2.xe5 dxe5 and now: 

e2l) I I  <2.a3 'if'e8 12 �b3 (White 
even has chances to get into trouble 
here: 12 f3?! <2.h5 13 kf2 'if'e7 14 g3 
�h3 15 l::!.el l::!.fd8 + Popchev-Azmai­
parashvili, Albena 1986) 12 ... <2.h5 13  
l::!.fdl �f6 14 �xf6 �f6 15 <2.c4 'if'e7 
1 6 a4 ke6!?  17 as (17 'if'xb7 ! ? may be 
possible) 17 ... lIab8 1 8  �c2 <2.xe4 19 
<2.xe5 <2.c5 = King-Burgess, British 
Ch (Black pool) 1988. 

e22) 11 a4 'if'e8 12 <2.a3 ke6 13 
'if'c2 <2.h5 14 l::!.fel �f6 15 �xf6<2.xf6 
16 as a6 17 'if'cl 'l£<g7 18 'if'e3 'if'c6 19 
<2.c2 <2.g4 20 �g3 �c5 = O.Rodri­
guez-McNab, Thessaloniki OL 1988. 

e23) 11 'if'c2 ke6 12 <2.d2 (or 12 
�e2!?) 12 ... 'if'e8 13 l::!.fdl <2.h5 14 kc4 
<2.f4 15 f3 �c6 16 kxe6 'if'xe6 17 <2.fl 
kf6 18 �f2 lh_lh Kharitonov-Koro­
tylev, Moscow 1996. 

7 ... e5 (D) 

w 

<2.xe5 1 1  <2.xe5 dxe5 12 <2.c4 <2.h5 13 8 h3 
<2.e3 c6 14 �c4 'l£<h7 = Todorovic- After White's alternatives he tends 
Kosanski, Belgrade GMA 1988. to suffer due to the weakness of d4: 
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a) 8 .!Dbd2 .!bh5! 9 .!Db3 .1i.g4 (9 ... h6 
10 .1i.e3 'if'f6 is possible) 10 .1i.e2 h6 
(10 ... .!Df4!? 11 .1i.xf4 exf4 is unclear) 
11 h3 .1i.c8 12 il..e3 .!Df4 13 .1i.fl g5!? 
14 dxe5 .!Dxe5 15  .!Dxe5 .1i.xe5 16 .!Dd4 

'if'f6! 17 .!bf3 .1i.e6 18 .!Dxe5 dxe5 19 
'if'a4 'l£<h8 gives Black typical kingside 
counterplay, Blodshtein-Belov, Vosk­
resensk 1993. 

b) 8 .!Da3 .1i.g4 9 .!Dc2 .!Dh5 10 d5 
.!De7 1 1 c 4 h6 12 .!De3.1i.d7 13 g3 'if'e8 
14 .!Dh4 (after 14 c5?!, Bruzon-Becerra 

Rivero, Havana Capablanca mem 1999, 
Black should take the pawn: 14 ... dxc5! 
15 'litc2 b6 16 b4 f5 with counterplay) 
14 .. .f5 15 exf5 gxf5 16 .!Deg2 ;1;. 

8 ... h6 (D) 
Or: 
a) The very natural 8 . . .  .!Dh5 9 .1i.g5 

tends to favour White. 
b) 8 ... .1i.d7 is also quite playable, 

and usually transposes to the main 
line. In Kramnik-Timman, Wijk aan 
Zee 1998 Black equalized easily after 
9 .!Dbd2 .!Dh5 10 .!Db3 as 1 1  a4 ne8. 

w 

9 .!Da3 
Instead: 

a) Opting for a King's Indian-type 
position with 9 d5?! is not very good 
here; for example, 9 . . .  .!De7 10 c4 .!Dh7 
1 1  .!Dc3 f5 +. 

b) 9 .1i.e3 allows an interesting 
break in the centre: 9 ... d5!? (9 ... .!Dh5 
10 .!Dbd2 'if'f6 is a typical method) and 
now: 

bl) 10 .!Dxe5 .!Dxe5 11 dxe5 .!Dxe4 
12 .!Dd2 il..f5 13 'if'c2 (13 .!Dxe4 dxe4 
14 .1i.c2 'if'h4 =) 13 ... .!Dxd2 14 .1i.xd2 
.1i.xd3 15 'if'xd3 'lite7 = de la Villa-San 
Segundo, Pamplona 1997/8. 

b2) 10 exd5 exd4 1 1  .1i.xh6 'if'xd5 
12 .1i.f4.1i.f5 13 c4 (13 .1i.xf5 'if'xf5 14 
.1i.xc7 .!DdS 15  g4 'i'f6 16 il..g3 dxc3 is 
unclear) 13  ... 'if'd7 14 .1i.xf5 'if'xf5 15 
.1i.xc7 l:!.ac8 16 .1i.h2 'u'fd8 and the d­
pawn represented good compensation 
in Svirin-Diachkov, Russian Cht (Pod­
olsk) 1992. 

9, .. a6 
This is quite a logical moment to 

play 9 ... ,U,e8 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 
.1i.d7 11 .1i.d2 ( 1 1  b4?! allows l l ...d5! 
12  exd5 .!Dxd5 13 dxe5 .!Dxc3 with a 
slight advantage forBlack) 1 1  ... a5! (it 
is important to get space on the queen­
side) 12 b3 .!Dh5 13 'if'cl g5 14 .1i.fl 
'if'f6 15 dxe5 dxe5 16 .!De3 .!bf4 17  
.!DdS .!Dxd5 18  exd5 .!Da7 and Black 
has counterplay with ... e4 or .. .f5 and 
... e4, Rublevsky-Krasenkow, Polanica 
Zdroj Rubinstein mem 1996. 

10 lLlc2 ne8 11 .i.d2 
White can hardly hope for anything 

more than a half-point with 1 1  dxe5 
dxe5 12 .!De3 .1i.e6 13 'i"c2 (13 b3 .!Dh5 
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14 .1i.fl �xdl 15  .u.xdl 'u'ad8 16 .1i.b2 
f5 17 exf5gxf5 18 �h4 ':xdl 19 ':xdl 
�e7 20 .1i.a3 f4 with counterplay for 
Black, G.Kuzmin-Grigorov, Cappelle 
la Grande 1993) 13 ... �d7 14 �g4'1£<h7 
= Baimuratov-Tustanowski, Bratis­
lava 1993. 

11.. . .Jtd7 12a4 as 
Now: 
a) 13 �a3?! allows Black to equal­

ize easily or even get more. 13 . . .  exd4 
14 �xd4 (14 cxd4 �b4 15 .Jtbl d5!? 
1 15 .. .  .1i.c6 =)  16 e5 �e4 17 .1i.xe4 dxe4 
18 .lIxe4 .1i.c6 with nice positional 

compensation) 14 ... d5 (here too the 
positional pawn sacrifice 14 . . .  �xd4!? 
15 cxd4 d5 16 e5 �e4 17  .1i.xe4 dxe4 
18 'u'xe4 .Jtc6 + is very good) 15 exd5 
.l:lxel + 16 'if'xel �xd4 17 cxd4 �xd5 
18 �c4 .Jtxd4 19 �e4 �f6 2O 'u'fl c6 
(20 ... .1i.c6 +) 21 �xa5 .l:le8 22 'if'f3 
�xf3 23 gxf3 +. Now, instead of the 
incorrect 23 . . .  .1i.xh3? (Magem-Tka­
chev, Las Vegas FIDE 1999), the accu­
rate 23 . . .  b6 24 �c4 .1i.xh3 keeps more 
of an advantage. 

b) 13 dxe5 dxe5 14 .1i.e3 .1i.e6 15 
�a3 �e7 16 �c2 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) 
3 f3 (D) 

3 ... d5!? 
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 c3) or Benoni (4 d5) posi­
tions. In fact, after 4 c3 �c6 5 .1i.e3 (5 
dxc5 d5 =) 5 ... d5 6 e5 �d7 7 f4cxd4 8 
cxd4 �b6 9 �c3 .Jtf5 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!? is 
discussed in Line C of Chapter 33. 

4 ,5 
Or: 
a) 4 exd5 is a Dlugy speciality, but 

it leads to positions akin to the Scandi­
navian Defence except that White's 
pawn is on f3, which should favour 
Black. 4 ... �xd5 5 c4 �f6 (5 ... �b6 6 
�c3 g6 7 .Jte3 .1i.g7 is also possible) 6 
�c3 e6 (6 ... .Jtf5 !?) 7 .Jte3 .1i.b4 8 
�ge2 0-0 9 a3 .1i.e7 10 'if'c2 �bd7 1 1  
0-0-0 c 6  1 2  �4 (112_112 Dlugy-Anand, 
Wijk aan Zee 1990) and now maybe 
12 ... 'if'a5!?  is Black's best move, since 
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the active 12 ... bS?! 13  cxbS kb7 14 
bxc6 kxc6 IS dS! ! cannot be recom­
mended. 

b) 4 Qjc3 dxe4 S fxe4 (S kgS) 
S ... eS! 6 dxeS 'if'xdl  + 7 Wxdl (7 Qjxdl 
Qjxe4 leads to equality) 7 ... Qjg4 8 QjdS 
Wd7 9 WeI c6 10 Qjc3 QjxeS 11 Qjf3 
lh_1f� Cherepanov-Malinin, Arkhan­
gelsk 1996. After 1 l ....1i.d6 Black is 
fine. 

4 ... tt:lfd7 (D) 
The very hypermodern 4 ... Qjg8!? 

has been a speciality of Valeri Beim. 
However, some players may not like to 
play such a move. 

w 

S f4 
Or: 
a) After S .1i.d3?! cS 6 c3 Qjc6 7 

Qje2 e6 8 0-0 cxd4 9 cxd4 'if'b6 10 
Whl Qjxd4 11  Qjxd4 'if'xd4 12 Qjc3 a6 
Black was a pawn up in Boissonet­
Adams, Buenos Aires 1991. 

b) S Qjc3 cS 6 �gS?! (6 QjxdS e6 7 
Qjc3 cxd4 8 'if'xd4 Qjc6 9 'if'a4 QjdxeS 
=) looks suspect: 6 ... h6 7 �h4 gS 8 
�g3 cxd4 9 QjbS e6 10 f4 'if'aS+ 1 1  
'l£<f2 Qjc6 1 2  Qn3 QjcS (12 ... 'if'b6!?) 

13  'l£<gl Qje4 =+= Timman-Hodgson, 
Amsterdam Donner mem 1996. 

c) S c4 is an important alternative: 
c l )  S ... e6 6 cxdS exdS 7 f4 (or 7 

Qjc3!?) 7 ... cS 8 Qjf3 Qjc6 transposes to 
the main line and may be best. 

c2) S ... dxc4 6 .1i.xc4 e6 (6 ... Qjb6 7 
.1i.b3 Qjc6 8 Qje2 .1i.fS transposes to a 
line of the Queen's Gambit Accepted 
- ECO code 020) 7 f4 cS 8 dxcS !?  (8 
Qn3 cxd4 9 0-0 Qjc6 10 a3 as 1 1  Qjbd2 
Qx;s was fine for Black in the game 
L.B.Hansen-Adams, Wijk aan Zee 
1993) 8 ... .1i.xcs 9 Qjf3 a6 10 Qjc3 bS 
11 .1i.d3 �b7 12 a3 Qjc6 13 Qje4 0-0 
(13 ... 11c8!?) 14 h4 �e7 IS .1i.e3 f6 16 
.1i.c2 gave White the initiative in Kas­
parov-Cu.Hansen, Tasinge (1) 1990, 
though things didn't look so clear 
around move 9. 

S ... cS 6 tt:lf3 
This is hardly a good moment for 

the aggressive 6 e6?! fxe6 7 .1i.d3 g6 8 
h4 .1i.g7 9 hS Qjc6 10 Qjf3 (10 hxg6 h6 
is unclear) 1O ... Qjxd4 1 1  QjgS c4 12 c3 
QjcS 13 .1i.fl QnS 14 hxg6 hxg6 IS  
l1xh8+ .1i.xh8 16 g4 Qjd6 =+= Nepomni­
shay-Rashkovsky, St Petersburg 1994. 

6 ... tt:lc6 (D) 
7 04 
This is maybe too sharp. Alterna­

tives: 
a) 7 c3 cxd4 8 cxd4 Qjb6 should be 

OK for Black as he now gets his light­
squared bishop out; for example, 9 
Qjc3 (9b3 .1i.fS l 0 .1i.d3 .1i.e4! I I .1i.b2 
fS 12 0-0 e6 =+= Kaspi-Gofshtein, Tel­
Aviv Czerniak mem 1998) 9 . . .  �fS 
(9 ... .1i.g4 10 .1i.e2 e6 is also logical) 10 
.1i.e2 e6 1 1  0-0 .1i.e7 12 b3 0-0 13 .1i.b2 
f6 14 exf6.1i.xf6 IS QjeS Qjd7 with an 
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w 

equal position, Hoeksema-Hodgson, 
Leeuwarden 1993. 

b) The most critical move seems to 
be 7 Jte3, when Blackhas two moves: 

bl) 7 ... e6 8 .1Dc3 transposes to a 
main line of the French Defence (ECO 
code C I I).  The main options are then 
8 ... 'if'b6 9 .1Da4 'if'aS+ 10 c3, 8 ... a6 9 
'if'd2 bS and 8 ... cxd4 9 .1Dxd4, when 
9 ... 'if'b6 leads to sharp tactics, while 
9 ... JtcS 10 'if'd2 is generally a little 
quieter. See a good book on the French 
for details. 

b2) 7 ... cxd4 8 .1Dxd4 .1Dxd4 9 Jtxd4 
.1Db8! (without this regrouping there is 
no point in Black's play) 10 .1Dc3 .1Dc6 
and then: 

b21) 1 1  JtbS e6 12 a3 (12 0-0 Jtd7 
13 fS 'if'h4 is unclear - Gelfand) 
12 ... Jtd7 13 Jtxc6 Jtxc6? (according 
to Gelfand Black should play the sur­
prisingqueen sacrifice 13 ... bxc6 14 €!a4 
'if'aS+ 15 c3 cS 16 .1Dxcs JtxcS 17 b4 
Jtxd4!! 18 bxaS Jtxc3+ 19 Wf2 O-O! 
20 ncl Si.xaS with compensation due 
to White's vulnerable king and Black's 
active pieces) 14 0-0 g6 15 'if'd2 ± 
Gelfand-Adams, Wijk aan Zee 1994. 

b22) 1 1  Jtf2 e6 12 Jtd3 transposes 
to a line of the French that is consid­
ered bad for Black. 12 . . .  d4?! 13 .1De4 
Jtb4+ 14 c3 dxc3 15 bxc3 Jte7 16 0-0 
± was Sadler-Hodgson, Bundesliga 
1998/9, while 12 ... gS is risky in view 
of 13 'if'hS!? gxf4 14 0-0-0. Speelman 
suggested 12 ... b6. 

7 ... e6 8 exd5 exd5 9 .1De3 
Or: 
a) 9 Si.d3? cxd4 10 0-0 .1Dcs (to 

play ... 'if'b6 and ... .1Db4) 1 1  a3 'if'b6 
12 b4 .1Dxd3 13 'if'xd3 g6! + Sjodahl­
Hodgson, Harplinge 1998. 

b) 9 a3!? 'if'b6 (9 ... cxd4?! 10 b4) 
10 b4! cxb4 11 Jte2, with compensa­
tion, is an untested recommendation by 
Seirawan. Black could play 1 l ...'if'c7 
with ... .1Db6 to follow. 

9 ... exd4 10 Q:\xd4 (D) 

lO ... Q:\dxe5! 
This tactical strike is far better than 

1O ... .1Db6 1 1  Jte3 ;1;. 
11 i.b5 
1 1  .1Dxc6 .1Dxc6 12 'if'xdS led to an­

other Hodgson victory: 12  ... Jte6 13 
'if'xd8+ nxd8 14 JtbS Si.cs 15 Jtd2 
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�f2+ 16 'iite2 0-0 17 �e3 �xe3 18  �a6 =, which is quite comfortable for 
'l£<xe3 l:tfe8 =1= Lodhi-Hodgson, Dhaka Black. This is why players aiming for 
1993. Of course 1 1  fxeS? is not possi- this system usually play 4 �e3 first. 
ble either in view of 1 1  ... 'ii'h4+ 12 g3 
�xd4 13 �xd4�xd4 14�xdS�g4!. C1) 

11 . . .  �d7! 12 liJxd5 .i.c5 13 liJb3 4 .i.e2 .i.g7 (D) 
i..g4! 14 'iVd2 'iVh4+ 15 'iitll 0-0-0 16 
liJxc5 .i.e6 17 liJxe6fxe6 18 g3 'iVh3+ 
19 'iVg2 'iVxg2+ 20 Wxg2 l:txd5 

= Seirawan-Adams. Bermuda 1999. W 
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: After 3 f3 there are 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 ... eS. 

C) 
3 liJc3g6 
Now: 

Cl: 4 i..e2 210 
C2: 4 i..c4 212 
C3: 4 g3 21S 

In Line Cl we focus on White fol­
lowing up with S g4 or S h4. 

The 'extended' fianchetto 4 h3 .iJ..g7 
S g4 0-0 6 .iJ..g2 is probably premature 
at this point because of the typical 
strike 6 ... cS! (6 ... eS 7 �ge2 �c6 8 
Ji.e3 is what White wants) 7 dxcS (7 
dS?! �a6 is not a very good form of 
Benoni and 7 �ge2 cxd4 8 �xd4 �c6 
leads to a slightly suspicious form of 
Dragon) 7 . . .  dxcS 8 �xd8 l:txd8 9 �e3 

5 h4 
Instead, S �f3 is of course a Classi-

cal Pirc. 
The other flank attack idea S g4 in­

vites an active answer: 
a) The Benoni-style S ... cS 6 gS (6 

dS �a6 7 gS �d7 comes to the same 
thing; 6 dxcS 'ii'aS should be fine for 
Black) 6 ... �d7 7 dS �a6 (another 
plan is possible: 7 . . .  a6 8 a4 �aS 9 
�d2 h6 10 gxh6 .iJ..xh6 11 .iJ..xh6 1 1 1  
f4 i s  unclear) 1 l ...l:txh6 12 �f3 �f6 
+ Tahkavuori-Lehtinen. Finnish Cht 
1996) 8 h4 �c7 9 hS (9 a4 a6 10 'ii'd3 
l:tb8 1 1  hS bS gives Black counterplay, 
M.Nieisen-Andreasen. Roskilde 1998) 
9 . . .  bS 10 h6 �xc3+ 1 1  bxc3 0-0 12 f4 
�b7 13 � e6 14 dxe6 fxe6 IS 'ii'xd6 
�xe4 gave Black counterplay in the 
game G.Portisch-Boronyak, Zalaeger­
szeg 1993. 
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b) The central strike S ... dS!? 6 eS 
<2Ie4 is another attractive idea against 
White's hazardous play; for example, W 
7 <2Ixe4 (7 f3 <2Ixc3 8 bxc3 hS +; 7 
f4!?) 7 ... dxe4 8 �e3 cS 9 c3 cxd4 10 
cxd4 <2Ic6 II  'ii'd2 .1i.e6 12<21h3 'ii'd7 13 
<2If4! �xg4 14 e6 �xe6 IS  dS �xdS 
16 <2IxdS e6 17 <2Ic3 'ii'xd2+ 18 'l£<xd2 
0-0-0+ 19 'l£<c2 fS is unclear, Einars­
son-Karason, Reykjavik 1998. 

S ... hS (D) 
This is the safest move. 
a) S ... cS 6 dxcS 'ii'aS, as recom­

mended by Nunn and McNab, is a 
playable option. 

b) S . . .  <2Ic6 is an interesting alterna­
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 .1i.e3?! eS 7 dS <2Id4 8 .1i.xd4 
exd49 'ii'xd4 0-0 10 'ii'd2 ne8 I I  f3 c6 
with standard compensation. 

b2) 6 hS gxhS 7 .1i.bS (7 .1i.e3 <2Ig4 
8 ItxhS <2Ixe3 9 fxe3 e6 10 'ii'd2 Si.d7 
1 1 0-0-0 'ii'e7 12 <2If3 0-0-0 =; 7 <2Ih3 
eS 8 dxeS <2IxeS is unclear, as is 7 .1i.gS 
h6 8 .1i.h4 �g4 9 f3 Si.d7) 7 ... Si.d7 
(7 ... a6!? 8 .1i.xc6+ bxc6 9 <2Ige2 nb8) 
8 <2Ige2 a6 9 �xc6 .1i.xc6 10 <2Ig3 bS 
11 .1i.gS. 

6 QJh3 
It is logical to play the knight to gS. 

White has two main alternatives: 
a) 6 <2If3 .1i.g4 7 <2IgS (7 �e3 <2Ic6) 

7 ... .1i.xe2 8 'ii'xe2 <2Ic6 and then: 
al) 9 eS!? <2Ih7 10 <2If3 dxeS 1 1  

dxeS <2If8 (or 1 l ...'i'd7 12 0-0 0-0-0) 
12 0-0 'ii'd7 13 Itdl 'ii'g4 = Vratonjic­
Vadasz, Budapest 1990. 

a2) 9 �e3 <2Ig4 10 0-0-0 eS I I  
dxeS <2Ixe3 1 2  'ii'xe3 <2IxeS = Nadezh­
din-Nalesny, Russia Cup (Novgorod) 
1997. 

b) 6 .1i.gS c6 7 'ii'd2 (after 7 a4 
Black has the plan 7 . . .  aS 8 'ii'd2 <2Ia6 
with . . .  <2Ib4 tofollow) 7 ... bS and here: 

bl) 8 Si.f3 !?  eS (8 ... �b7 9 0-0-0 
<2Ibd7 = might be preferable) 9 <2Ige2 
'ii'c7 10 0-00-0 I I  dxeS dxeS 12 Itfdl 
.1i.e6 13 'ii'd6 with a slight advantage 
for White, Donev-Mittelberger, Vor­
arlberg Ch 1995. 

b2) 8a3 <21bd7 (Blackcanoptforthe 
standard plan of ... a6, ... .1i.b7, ... 'ii'c7 
and ... cS, starting with 8 ... a6) 9 f4 <2Ib6 
10 eS <2Ig4 1 1  dS?! (White's plan is too 
aggressive) 1 1  ... dxeS 1 2 fxeS <2IxeS 13 
dxc6 'ii'xd2+ 14 .1i.xd2 a6 IS 0-0-0 
<2Ixc6 + Potterat-Iordachescu, Odor­
heiu 1993. 

6 ... QJc6 
6 ... Si.xh3 7 nxh3 0-0 is also possi-

ble. 
7 QJgS 0-0 8 .i.e3 eS (D) 
• d5 
White's plan to castle queenside by 

9 dxeS <2IxeS 10 'ii'd2 (10 f3 c6 I I  a4 
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+ Wade-Smyslov, Havana Capa­
blanca mem 1965. White had to give 

w up his queen after 19 e5 d5 20 g3 �g4. 

allows Black to equalize with the ef­
fective central break 1 1 ...d5 12 0-0 

Conclusion: Black has enough 
counterplay against these flank attack 
ideas. Against 5 h4, 5 ... h5 is a safe an­
swer while 5 ... �c6 is a more obscure 

e2l 
4 .i.c4 .i.g7 (D) 

dxe4 13 'ii'xd8 'u'xd8 14 �gxe4 �e8 w 
= Mdtrovic-Praznik, Bled 1995) 
10 ... .ii.d7 11 0-0-0 b5! 12 f3 b4 13 �d5 
a.''i 14 �d4 �xd5 15 exd5 a4 16 f4 b3 
17 cxb3 axb3 18 a3 �g4 gave Black 
plenty of play in Kobaliya-V.Fedorov, 
Russia Cup (Moscow) 1996. 

9 ••• QJd4! 
This kind of pawn sacrifice is a very 

important weapon in Black's arsenal, 
especially in this line. 

10 .i.xd4 exd4 11 'i'xd4 c6! 
Black has at least adequate com­

pensation because of his domination 
of the dark squares. 

12 dxc6 
12 'ii'd2 cxd5 13 exd5 �f5 14 0-0 

'u'c8 15 �d3 �xd3 16 'i'xd3 �g4 17  
l:tael 'if'b6 and Black won easily in  
Kiik-Maki, Helsinki 1993 - a nice ex­
ample. 

12 ... bxc6 13 0-0 QJd5 14 '/ifc4 QJf4! 
15 'i'xc6!? .i.xc3 16 .i.f3 

16 �c4!? 
16 ... .i.xb2 17 'i'xa8 .i.xa1 18 lhal 

1I'b6 

5 QJf3 
A very sharp variation starts with 5 

'ii'e2�c6: 
a) 6 �f3 �g4 and then: 
al) 7 �e3 is not too critical: 7 ... 0-0 

8 �.b3 (8 0-0-0 �xe4 9 �xe4 d5 10 
�d3 dxe4 11 �xe4 'if'd6 = Beyer­
Buchal. Bundesliga 1994/5) 8 ... e5 9 
dxe5 dxe5 10 �c5 �d4 1 1  'if'e3 �xf3 
12 gxf3 �d7! 13 �xf8 'if'xf8 14 �e2 
�h6 with excellent compensation for 
Black. 

a2) 7 e5!? �xf3 8 gxf3 (8 'i'xf3?! 
�xd4) 8 ... �xd4 9 exf6 �xe2 10 fxg7 
'u'g8 leads to a type of position that is 
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very hard to assess. B lack has a mate­
rial advantage but three pieces can 
easily beat the queen ifB lack weakens 
his pawn-structure. 1 1  'l£<xe2!? ( 1 1  
.1i.xe2 nxg7 1 2  .1i.e3 c 6  13  0-0-0 'i'aS 
14 f4 0-0-0 is equally unclear, Rocha 

Jorge-Silva, Brazil 1997) 1 l . ...lIxg7 12 
h4hS 13  .1i.h6.lIh7 14 .1i.gS c 6 1 S  nhel 
dS 16 .1i.d3 'ii'd7?! (l6 ... 'i'd6 17 'iitfl  
e6 is less weakening) 17 'iitfl fS?  18  
.lIeS ± Ze1cic-Z.Horvath, Pula 1996. 

b) 6 eS andnow: 
bl) 6 . . .  .!bxd4 7 exf6 .!bxe2 8 fxg7 

ng8 9 .!bgxe2 leads to obscure play. 
b2) 6 . . .  .!bg4 7 e6 is very sharp, al­

though after 7 . . .  .!bxd4 (7 .. .fS 8 dS .!baS 
is unclear) 8 'ii'xg4 .!bxc2+ 9 'iitfl (9 
'iitdl !?)9 ... .!bxal 10 exf7+'I£<f8 1 1  'ii'h4 
dS! 12 .1i.xdS c6 the position is very 
good for Black according to Nunn and 
McNab. 

b3) 6 .. .!bd7 (D) is safer: 

Now the tactical attempts are sus­
pect: 

b31) 7 e6? fxe6 8 'ii'xe6 .!bdeS -+. 
b32) 7 .1i.xf7 +?! 'l£<xf7 8 e6+ 'iitg8 

(8 . . .  'I£<e8 9 exd7+ Si.xd7 =+= may be even 

better) 9 exd7 Si.xd7 10 .!bB h6 1 1  
.1i.e3 iLg4!? ( l l ...'iith7 1 2 0-0-0 e S  is 
playable) 12 h3 Si.xf3 13 'ii'xf3 'l£<h7 = 
Norqvist-Andersson, Osterskar 1994 . 

b33) Therefore White should settle 
for 7 .!bB .!bb6: 

b331) 8 Si.bS!? 0-0 9 iLxc6 (9 Si.f4 
dxeS 10 dxeS .!bd4 =) 9 ... bxc6 10 0-0 
iLg4 11 nel ( 1 1  h3 .1i.xf3 12 'i'xf3 
dxeS 13  dxeS 'i'd7 14 nel 'i'e6 =+= 
Eiber-Koch, Finkenstein 1993) 1 1  ... f6 
12 e6 (12 exd6 exd6 13 h3 .1i.fS 14 .1i.f4 
ne8 =+=) 12 .. .fS 13 h3 Si.hS 14 'ii'd3 h6?! 
IS  .!bh2 gS 16 f4 g4 ;t Herbrechts­
meier-OI.Schmidt, 2nd BundesJiga 
199617 may be somewhat nasty though 
one game doesn't prove much. 

b332) 8 .1i.b3 0-0 and now: 
b3321) 9 e6 is too straightforward: 

9 .. .fxe6 10 Si.xe6+ .1i.xe6 11 'ii'xe6+ 
'iith8 12 .!bgS .!bxd4 13 'ii'h3 h6 + Hol­
zer-Zimmerman, Oberwart 1998. 

b3322) 9 h3 .!baS 100-0transposes 
to a line oftheAlekhinethat is accept­
able for Black: 1O ... h6!? ( l O  ... .!bxb3 
1 1  axb3 .1i.fS 12 Si.f4 is considered 
good for White; e.g., 12 .. .f6 13 exd6 
exd6 14 dS! ± Kapengut-Barkovsky, 
Minsk 1984) 1 1 .!be4 .!bxb3 12 axb3 f6 
(12 .. .fS) 13 c4 fxeS 14 dxeS .!bd7 led 
to an odd and rather messy position, in 
the game Kveinys-Speelman, Mos­
cow OL 1994. 

5 ••• 0-0 (D) 
6 'i'e2 
The natural 6 0-0 is tame because of 

the standard trick 6 ... .!bxe4!: 
a) 7 .!bxe4 dS 8 Si.d3 (8  Si.xdS 

'ii'xdS 9 .!bc3 'ii'd8 10 h3 .!bc6 11 .1i.e3 
Si.fS =) 8 . . .  dxe4 9 iLxe4 .!bd7 10 c3 cS 
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w 

b) 7 .ii.xf7+ .u.xf7 8 tbxe4 h6 9 
'ii'd3!? (the classic exchange sacrifice 
9 h3 'ii'f8 10 ':el tbc6 1 1  dS ':xf3 12 
gxf3 <2rl4 13 'i£<g2 gS 14 c3 tbfs gave 
Black excellent compensation in the 
game Honfi-Adorjan, Hungarian Ch 
1974) 9 ... .ii.fS 10 'ii'e3 tbc6 1 1  c3 ( 1 1  

n e l  tbb4!) l l ...eS 12 dxeS tbxeS 1 3  
tbxeS .ii.xeS 1 4  tbg3 .ii.g7 I S  tbxfS 
nxfS = Anastasian-Ehlvest, New York 
Open 1998. Black has no problems at 
all. 

6 ... c6 7 e5 
Other moves are not dangerous for 

Black, especially if White allows ... dS: 
a) 7 a4?! dS 8 .ii.b3 .ii.g4! geS tbfd7 

10 h3 �xf3 1 1  gxf3 e6 12 f4 cS + 
Kovaeevic-Nikolac, Croatian Ch (Pula) 
1998. 

b) 7 .ii.b3 .ii.g4 8 h3 .ii.xf3 9 'ii'xf3 
tbbd7 10 .ii.e3 e6! (with the idea of 
blocking the b3-bishop) 11 a4 dS 12 
exdS tbxdS 13  tbxdS exdS 14 as (14 
0-0 as) 14  . . .  bS IS  axb6 axb6 16 0-0 
bS = Skripchenko-Av.Bykhovsky, Tel­
Aviv Czerniak mem 1998. 

c) 7 0-0 dS 8 .ii.b3 �g4 9 eS tbfd7 
l O h3 �xf3 1 1  'ii'xf3 e6 12 tbd l ? !  cS 

13  c3 tbc6 14 �e3 cxd4 IS cxd4 f6 + 

lurkovic-Vismara, Cannes 1997. 
7 ... dxe5 
7 ... tbdS tends to transpose to the 

main line after 8 .ii.d2 (8 h3!? tbxc3 9 
bxc3 cS is unclear) 8 ... dxeS 9 dxeS. 

8 dxe5 lLld5 9 �d2 .ii.g4 (D) 

w 

10 0-0-0 
An important alternative is 10 h3 

.ii.xf3 11 gxf3 ( 1 1  'ii'xf3 e6 12 'ii'e2 
tbd7 13 f4 'ii'h4+ 14 'ii'f2 'ii'xf2+ IS 
'i£<xf2 f6! 16  exf6 �xf6 17  ':ael bS 18  
�b3 tbcs 1993 as + didn't work well 
for White in Sermek-Nogueiras, Mos­
cow OL 1994) l l ...e6 12 f4 (12 0-0-0 
transposes to the main line) 12  ... tbd7 
13 h4 tbxc3 14 �xc3 tbb6 1S .ii.b3 (1S  
�d3 tba4!) IS  . . .  hS 16 �d2 as!  17 a3 
tbdS (17 ... a4!? 18 �a2 tbdS 19 0-0-0 
bS also looks positionally nice) 18 c4 
tbe7 19 0-0-0 tbfS 20 Ji.c3 and now, 
instead of20 ... 'ii'e7 = Rublevsky-Khal­
ifman, Russian Cht (St Petersburg) 
1999, Black could even fight for the 
advantage with themoreambitious line 
20 ... 'ii'b6!? 21 �c2 ':fd8 22 Ji.xfS exfS 
23 .u.xd8+ .u.xd8 24 'ii'e3 1?tb3! +. 
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10 ... e6 11 h3 i.xf3 12 gxf3 liJd7 13 
f4 'i'h4! 

This is even stronger than the neu- W 
tral 13  . . .  tb7b6. 

14 'i'g4 
Because even White's alternatives 

haven't worked well, it seems Black's 
blockading strategy is getting its re­
wards. Both 14 tbxd5 cxd5 15  �b5 
tbb6 16 l:tdgl 1lfc8 17 lIg2?! tbc4 18  
'fig4 'fie7 =+= Adam-Freisler, Prague 
1986 and 14 �xd5 cxd5 15 ndgl a6 
16 ng4 'fie7 17 h4 h5 18  ng2 nfc8 19 
'fid l nc4 20 tbe2 l:tac8 21 Wbl  d4 =+= 
Brumen-Mohr, Ljubljana 1998 are ex­
cellent for Black. 

14 ... 'fixl2 15 i.xd5 cxd5 16 liJxd5 
h5 17 liJe7+ 

The knight gets into trouble after 17 
'figl 'fixgl  18  tbe7+ 'l£<h7 19 nhxgl 
nfe8 20 �b4 tbb8 +. 

17 •.• rtth718f5exf5 19�b4liJxe5 
+ Sosna-M.Phbyl, Czech Cht 

1997/8. 

Conclusion: There are some quite 
obscure sublines but the main line, 
which is the most common in practice, 
seems to be fine for Black. 

C3) 
4 g3 i.g75 i.g2 0-0 (D) 
6 liJge2 
6 tbf3 is not very logical. The sim­

plest answer is 6 . . .  �g4 7 �e3 (7 0-0 
tbc68 �e3 e5 9 d5 tbe7 1O 'fid2 b5!? 
gives Black counterplay, Garcia Cano­
Marin, Badalona 1997) 7 ... tbc6 8 h3 
�xf3 9 'if'xf3 e5 10 dxe5 dxe5 1 1  0-0 
tbd4 12 'fidl 'fie7 (or 12 ... c6 13 tbe2 
tbe6 with equality, Pachow-I.Belov, 

Katowice 1993) 13 tbbl?! (13 �xd4 
nad8 14 tbd5 =) 13 ... h5! 14 tbd2 h4 
with good play for Black, Spassky­
Timman, Tilburg 1978. 

6 .. .e5 7 h3 
Or: 
a) Naturally, the simplifying 7 dxe5 

dxe5 8 'fixd8 l:txd8 9 �g5 c6 10 0-0 
lIe8 1 1  nadl tbbd7 12 �h3 tbc5 13  
�xc8 naxc8 = Bykhovsky-Ponomar­
iov, Torshavn 2000 is very easy for 
Black. 

b) Generally 7 0-0 has not been 
considered very dangerous because 
after 7 ... tbc6 (D) White cannot play 
.1i.e3, so his options are: 

bI) 8 h3 exd4 9 tbxd4 tbxe4 10 
tbxc6 tbxc3 11 tbxd8 tbxdl 12 tbxb7 
�xb7 ( l2  ... tbxb2 13 .1i.xb2 �xb2 14 
nabl �g7 15 tba5 �a6 16 .1i.xa8 �xfl 
17 'l£<xfl l:txa8 18 tbc6 also leads to 

equality) 13  �xb7 nab8 14 l:!.xdl 
nxb7 = Gadjilu-Fridman, Pula Echt 
1997. 

b2) 8 d5 tbe7 9 f4 (9 h3 c6! 10 g4 
cxd5 11 exd5 h5! 12 g5 tbh7 13  tbg3 
tbf5 14 tbxf5 �xf5 15 h4 f6 :;: was 
pleasant for Black in Pulkkinen-Maki, 
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b321) 10 'u'axd 1 lbb4 11  'u'd2 ( 1 1  
a 3  lbxc2 12 nd2 lbd4 13  lbxd4 exd4 

W 14 nxd4 h6 1S .1i.cl .ii.e6=) 1 l...c6 12 

Finnish Cht 1995) and Black has a 
couple of good moves: 

b21) 9 ... lbe8 10 .ii.e3 (10 'l£<hl fS 1 1  
exfS gxfS i s  unclear) 1 0  ... fS 1 1  'if'd2 
lbf6 12 fxeS dxeS 13 .ii.g5 'if'd6! 14 
'l£<hl .1i.d7 = Kochiev-Yrjolii, Jyvaskyla 
1991. 

b22) After 9 . . .  exf4 10 .1i.xf4 (10 
gxf4 c6 11  dxc6 bxc6 +) 1O . . .  lbg4 11 
'if'd2 cS 12 dxc6 lbxc6 = Black con­
trols theeS-square, which compensates 
for the weakness of d6. Gulko-Van der 
Wiel, Amsterdam OHRA 1987 con­
tinued 13 h3 lbgeS 14 b3 .ii.e6 I S  nadl 
nc8 16 'l£<hl 'if'aS 17 lbdS 'if'xd2 18 
'u'xd2 .ii.xdS 19 exdS lbb4 20 lbd4 
lbxa2 21 lbbS 'u'f d8 22 lbxa 7 na8 23 
Iilb51ilb4. 

b3) 8 dxeS dxeS 9 .ii.gS (9 lbdS 
lbe7 10 .1i.gS lbfxdS 11 exdS h6 12 
.1i.e3 lbfS 13  .1i.cS lbd6 =) and now: 

b31) The popular line 9 ... .1i.e6 10 
lbdS Jl..xdS 11 exdS lbe7 12 c4h6 13 
.1i.d2 lbfs 1 4 ii..c3 ne8 may be slightly 
better for White but leads to compli­
cated play. 

b32) 9 ... 'if'xdl is more reliable. Now 
we have: 

'u'fd 1 .1i.e6 = Hille-Baunennann, Ham­
burg 1993. 

b322) 10 nfxdl lbb4 l 1 lbdS ( 1 1  
lbbS lba6 =;  1 1  nd2 c6 12 'u'adl i s  the 
same as 'b321') l l ...lbfxdS 12 exdS 
.1i.g4 13 f3 .1i.fS 14 c3 (14 ii..e7 lbxc2 
l S ii..xf8.1i.xf8 16'u'acl .1i.cS+ 17 'l£<hl 
.ii.e3 is at least equal; for example, 18 
ii..h3 ii..xcl  19 .1i.xfS gxfS 20 'u'xcl 
tai4 21 lbxd4 exd4 22 .l:lxc7 'u'd8 =) 
14 . . .  lba6 IS 'u'd2 f6 16 ii..e3 nfd8 17  
'u'adl �f8 = Marcelin-Royer, Argen­
teui1 1997. 

7 ... lbc6 8 .i.e3 exd4 
8 ... .1i.d7 9 0-0 a6 will generally 

transpose: 1 Of4 exd4 I 1 lbxd4 'u'e8 12 
'u'el is note 'b' to White's 12th move; 
10 a4 exd4 1 1  lbxd4 'u'e8 and now 12 
'l£<h2 is note 'a' to White's l Ith move, 
while 12 'u'el transposes to the main 
line. 

9 liJxd4 .ii.d7 10 0-0 ne8 (D) 

II l1el 
Or: 
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a) 11 'l£<h2 a6 12 a4 �eS!? 13  b3 cS 
14 �de2 iLc6 IS  'if'd2 bS 16 axbS 
axbS 17 nxa8 'i'xa8 18 'G'xd6? (18  
�dS =) 18  . . .  �xe4 19 �xe4 iLxe4 + 
gave Black a lot of play in Koelman­
Rausis, Haarlem 2000. 

b) There is an important alternative 
which has been more popular in recent 
years, viz. 11 �de2 (motif: White has 
more space) l l ...bS! 12 a3 as, and 
now: 

bl) 13 �f4?!nb8(13 . . .  b4!?) 14 f3 
b4 (14 ... �eS!?) I S  axb4 axb4 16 �ce2 
�eS 17 �d3 �c4 18 .1i.d4?! (18 iLf2) 
18 . . .  cS 19 iLf2 iLc6 '+' Gabriel-Hickl, 
Bad Homburg 1997. 

b2) 13 �d4!? b4 14 eS! �xeS 
(perhaps Black should try 14 ... �xd4 
IS exf6 bxc3 16 fxg7 cxb2 17 nbl 
�S 18 iLd2nb8 19 iLc3 though Sad­
ler thinks White has enough compen­
sation) IS axb4 c6 16 bS cxbS! 17  
�dxbS and now: 

b21) 17  ... �xbS 18  �xbS dS 19 
�d4 t. 

b22) 17 ... dS (Sadler-Nevednichy, 
Erevan OL 1996) and now 18 �d6 
ne6 19 �b7 'i'c7 20 �cS gives White 
some plus. 

b3) 13 g4 (the most thematic move) 
13 ... b4 14 axb4 axb4 IS nxa8 'if'xa8 
16 �dS �xdS 17 exdS �eS 1 8  b3 cS! 
19 �93 (bad is 19 nel?! fS 20 gS �f7 
21 h4 .lIxe3!? 22 fxe3 'i'e8 23 'if'd2�eS 
with nice compensation, Relange-Cha­
banon, French Ch (Narbonne) 1997, 
while 19 dxc6? iLxc6 looks like sui­
cide). Now Black has a difficult but 
pleasant choice: 

b31) 19 .. fS 20 gxfS �xfS! 21 �fS 
gxfS is a comfortable way to equalize; 

the favourable pawn-structure com­
pensates forthe bishop-pair. 

b32) 19 ... 'if'c8 20 �e4 'if'b8 21 f4 
�xg4 22 hxg4 fS 23 gxfS gxfS 24 
�gS nxe3 2S 'i'hS h6 (Black can try 
2S ... 'if'e8 26 'if'xh7+ 'l£<f8 27 �f3 with 
an unclear position) 26 'i'f7+ 'l£<h8 
27 'if'xd7 hxgS 28 fxgS t Gelfand­
Adams, Madrid 1996. 

b33) 19 ... c4 20 bxc4 'if'a6 21 iLd4 
'i'xc4 22 �e4 'i'xd4 (1/2-1/2 Krantzl­
Schmidt, Reiffeisen 1997) 23 'if'xd4 
�f3+ 24 �.xf3 iLxd4 2S �xd6 na8 
with counterplay. 

We now retumto 11 nel (D): 

11...a6 
Maybe Black can also equalize with 

1 l . . .�xd4 12 �xd4 cS! (12 ... �c6 ;t) 
13 �e3 �c6 14 �f4 (though 14 'i'd3!?  
may be something for White) 14  . . .  ne6 
IS �dS 'if'd7 16 �xf6+ iLxf6 17 c3 
nae8 = 18 'if'd2 (18  f3 dS +) 1 8  ... iLxe4 
19 J:l.xe4 lIxe4 20 iLxe4 lIxe4 21  
'i'xd6 'if'xd6 22 �xd6 lIe2 23 lIbi c4 
24 �cS lIe6 1/2_1/2 Relange-Gadjilu, 
Pula Echt 1997. 

12 a4 
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Or: 
a) After 12 'l£<h2 the safest line is 

12 ... tDxd4 (12 ... tDeS and 12 ... lIb8 are 
also possible) 13 �xd4 cS 14 �e3 
�c6 IS �f4 lIe6 as the d6- and e4-
pawns are equally weak. 

b) 12 f4 is the main alternative: 
bI) 12 ... tDaS!? 13 �f2! (13  �d3 

cS 14 tDde2 bS! gives Black a useful 
initiative because after I S  �xd6? tDc4 
16 'if'xcs llc8 17�a7 llc7 the queen is 
trapped) 13 ... cS 14 tDb3 (14 tDf3!?) 
14 ... tDc4 IS eS! dxeS 16 fxeS tDxeS 17 
tDxcs 'if'c7 (17 ... �c6! 18 'if'xd8 .u.axd8 
19 �xc6 tDxc6 20 tDxb7 llb8 = is 
better according to Svidler) 18 tDxd7 
tDexd7 19 llxe8+ 'uxe8 20 �f3 ! Sol­
ozhenkin-Svidler, St Petersburg Ch 
1995. 

b2) 12 ... tDxd4 13 �xd4 cS 14 �xf6 
�xf6 I S �xd6 �4+ 1 6 '1£<h211e6 17 
�dS �c6 (17 . . .  lIb6!? 18  tDe2 �c6 19 
�xd8+ 'uxd8 also gives Black com­
pensation, Byrne-Mednis, USA Ch 
1984) 18 �xd8+ llxd8 19 1Iadl lled6 
20 eS 116d7 21 �xc6 bxc6 22 lIe2 (22 
tDe4? �gl+, Honfi-Zimmerman, Bu­
dapest 1995) 22 ... �xc3 23 .l:lxd7 llxd7 
24 bxc3 llb7, which is a likely draw. 

12 ... tDaS (D) 
12 ... tDb4 is another route to equal-

ity with the same plan: ... cS, . . .  �c6 
and exert pressure on the e4-pawn. 

13 g4 
White has also tried: 
a) 13 �d3 cS 14 tDde2 �c6 I S  

.l:ladl b S !  16  axbS axbS 17  tDxbS (af­
ter 17 �xd6 �xd6 18 llxd6 �xe4 19 
�xcS Black can at  least force a draw 
with 19 . . .  �xg2 20 'l£<xg2 tDb7 21 llc6 
tDd8) 17 . . .  tDxe4 18 tDxd6 �xd6 19 

�xd6 tDxd6 20 �xc6 tDxc6 21 lIxd6 
tDeS 22 'l£<fl (lh-lh Khenkin-Tkachev, 
French Cht 1998/9) 22 . . .  tDc4 +. 

b) After 13 f4 cS 14 tDb3 tDxb3 (or 
the unclear 14 ... tDc4!? IS �cl �c6 
16 as �c7 17 'if'd3 �bS) IS cxb3 �c6 
16 �f2 �c7 17 as lle7 the e4-pawn 
will become a real weakness follow-
ing 1 8  . . .  11ae8. 

13 ... cS 
Now: 
a) 14 tDde2?! �c6 I S tDg3 tDc4 16 

�cl  dS 17 �fl? (White is  still alive 
after 17 exdS llxel + 18 �xel tDxdS 19 
tDxdS �xdS +) 17 . . .  d4 18 �xc4 dxc3 
19 'if'f3 �e7 20 �xc3 tDxg4 is much 
better for Black, Khenkin-Tischbierek, 
Las Palmas 1997. 

b) According to the Las Palmas 
tournament bulletin, White should play 
14 tDb3tDxb3 1S cxb3 �c6 16f3dS!? 
(16 . . .  lIe6 = ) 17  �xcS f#·c7 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 to the 
systems where White plays c4, .!Dc3 
and .!Df3. 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 
can also skip theactived4, and play in 
the style 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 1 f4 although 
they are rather unusual in practice 

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 

.!bf6, ... �e7 and . . .  0-0. This is the 
basic system suitable against every­
thing else except 1 f4. In that case we 
adopt the system of Part 2: 1 ... d6 with 
2 . . .  .llg4 to 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 ... .!ba6 (possibly with ... as 
first), and maybe ... .lle6. Another plan 
is to develop 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' 

'if'e8-h5, .. .f4 and . . .  .llh3 
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, 

I may be at our disposal if White plays 
really slowly. In the early phase before 

This is in fact the easiest part of the the move .. .f5 we can often transpose to 
whole repertoire. We have avery logical various kinds of Modem systems, too 



27 The Reti and English 
with t2Jf3 

1 ftJf3 d6 (D) 

w 

There are of course many move­
orders available to both sides in lines 
where the forces do not come into con­
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: 2 g3 220 
B: 2 c4 221 

In Line A we are mainly interested 
in lines where White plays Jig2 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 1 1-16 via the move­
order 1 d4 d6 2 .1bf3 

A) 
2 g3 e5 3 Jtg2 f5 (D) 

4 0-0 
4 d3 .1bf6 5 c3 .1ba6!? (both 5 ... Jte7 

6 'i'b3?! .1ba6 and 5 . . .  g6 are playable) 
6 0-0 Jte7 7 b4 and now· 

a) There is nothing wrong with 
7 ... 0-0 8 'i'b3+ Wh8 9 .1bg5?! (9.1bbd2 
=) 9 ... d5 10  .1bf3 e4 11 .1bd4 c5 12 
bxc5 .1bxc5 13 'ifc2 itd7 14 Jia3 a.c8 
+ Felegyhazi-Rinberg, Nyiregyhaza 
1994 
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b) 7 ... c6 8 a4 �c7 9 �bd2 0-0 
(9 ... �e6!?works against b5) 10b5 e4! 
1 1  �d4 c5 12 �c2 d5 13 c4 �e6 14 
cxd5 �cxd5 15 Si.b2 exd3 16 exd3, 
Pihlajasalo-TeUa, Finnish Cht 2000, 
and Black's superior structure (d3 is 
weak) should count after the active 
16 .. .f4 +. 

4 ... lLlf6 5 d3 �e7(D) 

w 

6 ,. 
White has several alternatives; some 

more active, some less active: 
a) 6 c4 0-0 7 �c3 transposes to 

Line B 1 .  
b )  6 c3 0-0 7 'ii'b3+ 'l£<h8 8 �bd2 

(8 �g5 d5 +) 8 . . .  �a6 is not dangerous 
for Black. 

c) Rather passive is 6 �bd2 0-0 7 
e4 �c6 8 c3 a5! (preventing b4 for a 
while) 9 a4 Wh8 10 'ifc2 'ii'e8 11 .:r.bl 
'ii'h5 12 J:!.el?! (12 b4) 12 ... fxe4 13 
dxe4 Si.g4 14 b4 �d7 15  J:!.e3 �b6 16 
b5 �d8 17 �a3 �e6+ Iliadis-Kotron­
ias, Komotini 1993. 

d) 6 �c3 0-0 7 e4�c6 (7 ... fxe4 8 
dxe4 transposes to the note to Black's 
6th move) 8 .::tel (8 �d5 'l£<h8 9 �xe7 

'ii'xe7 10 �el f4! 11 gxf4 exf4 12 f3 
�h5 13 d4 'ifg5 14 c3 �e7 gives 
Black the initiative, S.Nikolic-Nikce­
vic, Belgrade 1991) and now there are 
two logical options: 

dl)  8 ... 'ii'e8 9 exf5 (9 �d5 �d8) 
9 ... �xf5 10 h3 'ii'd7 11 'l£<h2 J:!.ae8 
with an equal position, Karlik-Jaku­
biez, Litomysl 1995. 

d2) 8 .. fxe4 9 dxe4 �g4 10 h3 �h5 
11 g4 Si.g6 12 'ifd3 (12 �h4 Si.xe4) 
12 ... �d7 13 �e3 a6 14 J:!.adl 'l£<h8 15 
�d5 �c5!? 16 �xc5 dxc5 17 c 3 Si.d6 
= Sorokin-Vyzhmanavin, Moscow rpd 
1992. 

6 ... 0-0 
6 ... fxe4 !? 7 dxe4 0-0 (7...�xe4!? 8 

�xe5 �f6 = should be playable al­
though there is a weakness on e6) 8 
�c3 c6 9 a4 a5 10 h3 �a6 11 'ii'e2 
'l£<h8 12 b3 �e6 = Bukhman-Goldin, 
Philadelphia 1991. 

7 exf5 .i.xf5 S lLlbd2 
8�h4!? Si.g4 9f3 Si.e6 1Of4�c6= 

is more active. 
S ... lLlc6 9 lLlc4 'ii'd7 10 J:!.el Si.h3 

11 �hl �g4! 
Pressure on the f-file is unpleasant 

for White: 12c3 'it'h8 13 b4 b5! (Black 
opens another front) 14 �cd2 (14 �e3 
a5 15 bxa5 11xa5 1 6 �d5 +) 14 . . .  a5 15 
bxa5 J:!.xa5 16 �b2?! 'ii'f5 17 'ife2 d5 
+ Seeman-Poluliakhov, St Petersburg 
Chigorin mem 1997. 

Conclusion: These systems with 
�f3 and e4 are rather modest, and 
White often has to fight for equality. 

B) 
2 c4 e5 3 �c3 f5 (D) 
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w 

Now: 
81: 4 d3 222 
82: 4 d4 224 
83: 4 g3 226 

In Line B3, we consider lines where 
White follows up with a later d4, 
rather than d3. Lines with g3 and d3 
are covered in Line B 1. 

B1)  
4 d3 .1Df6 5 g3 
S e4!? �e7 6 �e2 0-0 7 0-0 cS!? 

(Black has of course several playable 
possibilities like 7 ... .1Dc6, 7 ... .1Da6 8 a3 
fxe4 9 dxe4 .1Dcs 10 b4 .1De6 = or 
7 ... aS) 8 a3 .1Dc6 9 lIbi .1Dd4 10 exfS 
�xfS 1 1  .1DgS h6 12 .1Dge4 .1Dxe4 13 
dxe4 �e6 14 b3 a6 IS �g4 �f7 is 
equal, G.Mohr-Srebmic, Slovenian Ch 
1992. 

5 ... i1..e7 6 �g2 0-0 7 0-0 (D) 
7 cS Wh8 8 cxd6 cxd6 9 0-0 €x::6 10 

�gS 'if'e8 1 1  e3 �e6 12 .1Dd2 :b8 13 
.l:!.cl 'if'f7 14a3h6 I S �xf6 �xf6was 
fine for Black in Sherwin-Conquest, 
British League (4NCL) 1999/00 be­
cause of his large pawn-centre. 

7 ... 'if'e8 

With this move Black starts an ag­
gressive general plan: ... 'if'hS, ... f4, 
. . .  �h3 and . . .  .1Dg4. 

7 ... .1Da6!? 8 ':bl c6 9 b4 .1Dc7 is 
quite a solid plan: 

a) 10 cS!? 'l£<h8 11 cxd6 �xd6 12 
bS cxbS 13  .1DxbS .1DxbS 14 lIxbS a6 
Is lIbl ':b8 16 a4 bS = Kamsky-Mal­
aniuk, Moscow Intel rpd 1994. 

b) 10 bS cS ( l0  ... 'if'e8!?) 1 1  �gS 
.1Dg4 12 �xe7 'i'xe7 13 b6 axb6 14 
l1xb6 lIa6 IS 'if'bl � Alterman-Van 
der Wiel, Erevan OL 1996. 

8 ,5 
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 ... 'if'hS 9 .1Dd2 'if'xdl 10 
':xdl as ( l0  ... .1Da6!?) 1 1  f4 .1Da6 12 
.1Df3 Ill_Ill Spraggeu-Ivkov, Cannes 
1990. 

b) 8 €IdS �d8! (a beautiful study­
like prophylactic move) 9 �gS (9 
.1Dxf6+�xf6 IOnbl as 1 1  b3c6 1 2 a3 
.1Da6 13 b4 axb4 14 axb4 .1Dc7 IS �b2 
�d7 16 ·ii'c2 f4 =+= Stoll-Milov, Berne 
1994) 9 ... .1Dbd7 lO .l:lcl c6 11 .1Dxf6+ 
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�xf6 12 �xf6 �f6 13 b4 f4! 14 'ii'd2 
h6 I S  e3 (Black's attack is strong after 
IS gxf4 exf4 16 'if'xf4 <2ms 17 'ii'xd6 
�4) I S  .. .fxg3 16 fxg3 'i'hs with a 
slight advantage for Black, Vaganian­
Lobron, Frankfurt rpd 1997. 

c) After 8 b4 Black can play: 
cl) 8 ... aS!? 9 bxaS (9 bS <2Ibd7) 

9 ... �d8 10 a4 c6 1 1  �a3 �xaS 12 'if'c2 
�xc3 13 'ii'xc3 cS 14 as <2Ic6 IS �cl 
'ii'hS = Zilberman-Nenashev, USSR 
Cht (Azov) 1991. 

c2) 8 . . .  'ii'hS is  logical: 
c2l) 9 'ii'c2f4! IObS ( l O gxf4�h3 

gives Black an attack) 1O ... �h3 1 1  
<2IdS <2IxdS 1 2  cxdS .ii.d8 =+= (Black has 
carried out his general plan unhin­
dered) 13 .ii.xh3 'ii'xh3 14 d4 fxg3 I S  
fxg3 <2Id7 1 6  �b2 exd4 17 <2Ixd4 (17 
�xd4) 17 . . .  .ii.gS! 18  'ii'c3 <2IeS =+ Bar­
celo-Eslon, Palma de Mallorca 1991. 

c22) Again 9 <2IdS should be met 
by 9 ... �d8! 10 <2Ixf6+ �xf6 1 1  �b2 
<2Ic6 (l l...f4!, with ... �h3 to follow, 
looks good) 12 bS <2Id8 13 a4 gS 14 
<2Id2 = Seibold-Burkhardt, Bavaria 
199617. 

c23) 9 cS (sharp action is needed) 
9 ... dxcS 10 bxcS <2Ic6 1 1  d4?! ( I I  <2IbS 
.ii.xcs 12 <2Ixc7 nb8 13 'ii'b3+ Wh8 is 
slightly better for Black) l l ...e4 12 
<2IeS <2IxeS 13 dxeS <2Ig4 14 'ii'dS+ 
'ii'f7 IS c6 ( I S  h3 <2IxeS) IS ... �e6 16 
'ii'bS bxc6 =+ Supatashvili-Kovaliov, 
Leningrad Cht 1989. 

8 .. .'oPh8 
This is a useful 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 ... <2Ic6 

9 cxd6 �xd6, when White must worry 
about the ... e4 break: 

a) 10 a3 Wh8 1 1  b4?! e4! 12 dxe4 
fxe4 13 <2Id4 <2Ixd4 14 'i'xd4 �eS =+ 
IS 'ii'cs b6 16 'i'e3 and now instead of 
16 ... �fS (Wenzel-Seul, Bundesliga 
1994IS), the strike 16 ... <2Ig4 17 'ii'd2 
':xf2 -+ is murderous. 

b) 10 <2IbS is critical, but doesn't 
stop Black's general plan. 

c) 10 <2Id2 �e6 11 'ii'a4 'ii'hS 12 
<2Ic4 <21d4! 13  <2Ixd6 cxd6 14 'ii'd 1 f4 ! 
IS  �xb7? dS 16 �xa8 f3! and Black 
got a decisive attack in Stefanopou­
los-Ibragimov, Athens 1993. 

9 �gS!? (D) 
Another, maybe more natural con­

tinuation is 9 cxd6cxd6 (perhaps more 
solid is 9 ... �xd6 =, when 10 a3 c6 1 1  
b4 as gave Black counterplay i n  Dinh­
Tu, Melbourne 1995) 10 a3 (why not 
10 b4!? <2Ic6 1 1  bS <2Id4 12 a4 in­
stead?) 1O ... <2Ic6 1 1  b4 a6 12 bS axbS 
13 <2IxbS 'ii'd8 14 a4 �e6 I S  .ii.a3 dS!? 
16  d4 e4 17 <2IeS <2Ig4! 18 <2Ixg4 fxg4 
19 f3 gxf3 20 exf3 exf3 21 ':xf3 with 
equality, Spiridonov-Gofshtein, Paris 
1998. 
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9 ... e6 
A solid move, although 9 .. .!Dc6 10 

.!Db5 'if'd8 is more according to the 
spirit of the line. Black can use his 
massive pawn-centre. 

10 exd6 .i.xd6 11 ':'c1 tL\a6 12 e4?! 
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 'if'g6!? 13  b4 .!Dc7 = is  quite logical. 

12 .. .fxe4 13 tL\xe4 tL\xe4 14 dxe4 
.i.e5 15 "'fIIb3 .i.b616 "'fIIe3!? 

Things are quite easy for Black af­
ter 16 Jte3 Jtg4 +. 

16 ... .i.g4! 
This is Sammalvuo-Yrjolii, Helsinki 

2000. White hadn't sacrificed the ex­
change deliberately, but still he got 
some compensation, which grew rap­
idly after Black played active moves at 
the wrong moments: 17 .!Dxe5 Jte2 18  
.!Dc4 Jtxfl  19  .l:!.xfl .!Dc5 20 e5! 'ii'e6 
21 b3 .!Dd7 22 Jtcl !  Jtc5 23 b4 Jte7 
(23 ... Jtb6) 24 f4 b5?! (24 ... .!Db6) 25 
.!De3 lIac8 26 Jtb2 c5 27 f5 'ii'h6 28 f6 
cxb4 29 'ii'd3 .�c5 30 'if'xd7 Jtxe3+ 31  
'iith I gxf6? (31  . . .  l:tc2 32 e6 ±)  32 exf6 
Jtd2 33 'if'g7+ 'if'xg7 34 fxg7+ 'iitg8 
35 Jtd5+ 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 
a clear-cut general plan which tends to 
work well if White doesn't react ac­
tively enough. 

B2) 
4 d4e45 .i.g5 

This is the only independent possi­
bility in this move-order. Otherwise: 

a) 5 .!Dg5 transposes to Chapters 2, 
3 and 6. 

b) 5 .!Dd2 .!Df6 6 e3 transposes to 
Line B of Chapter 5 .  

5 ... .i.e7 
Better than 5 ... .!Df6 6 .!Dd2 �. 
6 .i.xe7 "'fIIxe7 (D) 
6 ... .!Dxe7 is less natural though it is 

playable. A set-up with the queen on 
e7 and the knight on f6 is more active . 

7 tL\d2 
Or: 
a) White doesn't benefit much from 

the knight adventure 7 .!DdS 'if'd8 8 
.!Dd2 c6 9 .!Dc3 .!Df6 10 e3 0-0 1 1  Jte2, 
when, compared with the main line, 
Black has played ... c6 instead of 
... 'if'e7 . 1 l ....!Da6 12 'i'b3 .!Dc7 13 0-0 
'if'e8 !?  ( l3  ... 'iith8 intending ... d5 100ks 
natural) 14.l:lael 'if'g6 15 Jtdl 'l£<h8 16 
'i'b4 c5! 17  'if'a3 b6 gave Black a good 
position in Rozsnyai-Nagy, Hungary 
1998. 

b) White can also head for the f4-
square: 7 .!Dgi .!bf6 8 e3 c6 (in the game 
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Ibragimov-Sakaev, Sao Paulo 1991, a 
closed strategy worked well: 8 . . .  0-0 9 
lbh3 c6 10 lbf4 lba6 11 h4lbc7 12 d5 
c5!? 13 a3 'ife5 14 nbl .1i.d7 15 'ifd2 
as 16 .1i.e2 nfb8 1/2_1/2) 9 h4 lba6 10 
lbh3 lbc7 1 1  d5 ( 1 1 lbf4 lbe6 is level) 
l l ...cxd5!? 12 cxd5 'ife5 13 lbf4 0-0 
14 'ifd2 .1i.d7 15  a4 a6 16 as .1i.e8 
(l6 ... nfb8!?, with ... b5 to follow, is 
another plan) 17 �c4 .1i.f? 18 ndl 
nad8 19 lba4 g6 20 'ifd4nfe8 21 lbb6 
h6 22 lbe2 lba8 = Knott-Rowson, 
British Ch (Torquay) 1998. 

7 ... ll'lf6 
Interesting, somehow natural but 

probablyunnecessary is 7 ... e3!? 8 fxe3 
lbf6 9 e4 f4 (9 .. .fxe4 10 e3 0-0 1 1  .1i.e2 
;t) 10 'ifb3 lbc6 I l lbd5?! ( l l lbf3 
lbxe4 12 lbd5 'iff? 13  e3;t looks better) 
l l ...lbxd4 12 'ifd3 lbxd5 13 cxd5 c5 
14 dxc6 lbxc6 15 0-0-0 lbe5 16 'ifd4 
0-0 17 'l£<bl .1i.e6 + Tarasenko-Vaulin, 
Moscow 1995. 

8 e3 0-0 9 .te2 
The value of9 b4!? depends on how 

much counterplay 9 ... f4!? gives Black 
(note that 10 exf4?allows 1O ... e3). 

9",c5!? (D) 
Of course the natural moves 9 ... a5 

and 9 . . .  lbc6 are also possible. 
10ll'lb3 .te6 
Rogers's 10 ... b6! is preferable, since 

it makes the b3-knight look clumsy: 
a) After 1 1  dxc5? dxc5! 12 lbd5 

'ife5 ! 13 lbxf6+ 'u'xf6 + Black has a 
strong centralized queen. 

b) 1 1  'ifd2 .1i.b7 and now White 
should play safe with 12 0-0. Instead. 
the ambitious 12 O-O-O?! is very risky: 
12 . . .  lbc6 13 f4 exf3 14 .1i.xf3 Wh8 15  

'iff? 18  'ife2 .1i.a6! 19 'ifc2 cxd4 20 
exd4 b5! 21 cxb5 'ifxd5 22 bxc6 nac8 
23 Wbl nxc6 24 'ifd2 �d3+ 25 Wal 
'ifxb3 0-1 Uhlmann-Dunnington, Zil­
lertal 1993. 

11 0-0 .tf7 
Black wants to play ... lbc6 but... 
12 .'!::tel! ll'la6 (D) 
The c5-pawn becomes weak after 

12 . . .  lbc6? 13 dxc5 dxc5 14 lbd5! ±. 
Both 12 ... lbbd7 13 lba5 ;t and 12 ... b6 
13 f4 ;t also look less active for Black 
than the text-move. 

'u'hel lbe4! 16 .1i.xe4 fxe4 17 lbd5 Now: 
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a) 13 'ii'd2.l:!.adS 14 �al?! (Lautier 
thinks that 14 a3 = intending �a5 and 
b4is better) 14 ... �b4! 15 d5?! (15 a3 W 
�c6 16 �c2 d5 =+= is also promising for 
Black) 15  ... �h5 16 f3 exf3 17  gxf3 
and then: 

al) 17 . . .  ndeS?! IS a3 �a6 19 �c2 
f4! 20 exf4 (20 e4?! g5 + followed by 
. . .  �bS-d7-e5 is positionally very bad 
for White) 20 ... �g6 21 �el! �h5 22 
f5 nxf5? (22 ... �xf5 23 f4 'ii'f7 =+= is 
more natural and better) 23 f4 ± 
Lautier-Cu.Hansen, Biel 1992. 

a2) 17 .. .f4 ! is better: I S exf4 (I S e4 
g5 +) IS ... �g6 + followed by ... �h5. 

b) According to Lautier White 
should play 13 �d5! �xd5 14 cxd5 
�b4! 1 5 a3 (15 dxc5?! �xa2! 16 nc4 
dxc5 17 �xc5 nadS =+=) 15 ... �xd5 16 
dxc5 dxc5 17 nxc5, but Black seems to 
geta lot of counter play after 17  . . .  nadS 
(17 ... nfdS IS 'ii'c2 ;t) IS 'ii'c2 b6 19 
.l:!.c4 (19 nc6? f4 +) 19 . . .  'ii'g5 20 Whl 
f4. 

Conclusion: Black need not be 
worried about this possibility since the 
exchange of the dark-squared bishops 
is not unfavourable for him. 

B3) 
4 g3 .!iJf6 5 .i.g2.i.e760-00-0( D) 
7 d4 
7 c5 �c6 S cxd6 cxd6 9 d4?! (9 

b4?! e4; 9 d3) 9 . . .  e4 10 �g5 d5 =+= gives 
Black a strong centre, Taimanov-Bala­
shov, USSR Ch (Leningrad) 1974. 

7 ... e4 8 .!iJel 
S �g5 c6 9 d5 (9 �h3) 9 ... WhS 10 

Whl?! (10 �h3 transposes to Line B2 
of Chapter 2) 1O . . .  �xd5 1 1  �gxe4 

�b6 12 �d2 �e6 13 b3 d5 14 cxd5 
�xd5 15 �xd5 �xd5 16 �xd5 'ii'xd5+ 
17 �3 'ii'xdl IS nxdl �f6 = Vogt­
Ztiger, Zurich 1999. 

8 ... c6 9 d5 
Allowing Black to play ... d5 usu-

ally doesn't promise White anything: 
a) 9 �c2 d5 10 cxd5 �xd5 = 
b) 9 'ii'b3 �hS 10 f3 d5 and now: 
bI) 11 �f4?! dxc4 12 'ii'xc4 b5 13 

'ii'b3 b4 14 �dl 'ii'xd4+ + Friedman-
Bologan, New York 1993. 

b2) Better is 11 cxd5 cxd5 12 �g5 
�c6 13 �xf6 (13 e3 �a5 is also equal) 
13 ... �xf6 14 e3 �e7 = 

9 ••• .!iJbd7 10 .!iJc2 (D) 
10 f3 �e5 11 fxe4?! 'ii'b6+ 12 Whl 

�fg4 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 ... .!iJe5 11 b3 c5!? 
Now Belov considers the position 

completely equal, since the c2-knight 
doesn't look very active. However, 
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Black has some alternatives to test: 
1 1  ... .Jtd7 and 1 1  ... 'I£<h8, for example. 

12 f3 exf3 13 exf3 fjje8 
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 . . .  .Jtd7 14 f4 <2Ieg4 15 h3 <2Ih6 16 
'i'd3 <2Ih5 17  Wh2 .Jtf6 18  .Jtf3, Lupu­
Bern, Haifa Echt 1989. 

14 f4 fjjg6 
Black is going to over-protect the 

weak e6-square, but more natural is 
14 ... <2If7 15 .Jtb2 .Jtf6 16 .1=tbl g6 with 
the regrouping plan .. .Jtg7, ... �6and 
... l::!.e8. 

15 .Jtb2 .Jtf6 16 ':'bl 
Black gets counterplay after 16 'i'd2 

.Jtd7 17 .1=tael b5!? 
16 ... .Jtd7 1 7 a 3 fjjc7 1 8 b4 b6 19 

1il'd2 
After 19 bxc5 bxc5 20 .Jtal l::!.b8 21 

'i'd2 <2Ia8! with ... <2Ib6 to follow, Black 
can regroup his pieces nicely. 

19 ... ll:e8 20 .Jtf3 fjjf8 21 fjje2 
Or 21 bxc5 bxc5 22 <2Ie2 nb8 23 

.Jtxf6 'i'xf6 = 24 'i'a5 .1=tb2!. 
21.. . .Jtxb2 22 l:!.xb2 'iWf6 23 .1=tlbl 
After 23 <2Ic3!?<2Ia624.1=tel ! 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 ... l::!.xel+ 25 'i'xel (25 <2Ixel l::!.c8) 
25 ... .l:le8 26 'i'd2 .Jtc8 27 .1=tbl <2Ic7. 

23 ... fjja6! 24 fjjc3 l:!.e7 
= Dragomaretsky-Ibragimov, Al­

ushta 1993. 

Conclusion: This line is very simi­
lar to the ones in Part 1 except that the 
knight comes toc2 instead 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 ct:Jf3 

l c4 d 6 2 QJc3 0-0 �e6 12 b3 ! Suba-Yepes Marti-
Of course, 2 d4 is discussed under 1 nez, Castellar 1995 

d4 d6 2 c4 4 ... <2Iffi 
2 ... e5 (D) 

3 .3 
For 3 d4, see 1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 <2Ic3 
3 •• .f5 4 �g2 
White can also play the immediate 

4 d4 �e7 5 dxe5 dxe5 6 'if'xd8+ �xd8 
7 e4!? (7 �g2 <2If6 transposes to Line 
A)7 ... <2Ic6 8�e3 (Suba's idea; 8 �d2 
<2If6 9 �d3 0-0 10 exf5 e4 11 <2Ixe4 
ne8 12 f3 �xf5 13 0-0-0 <2Ixe4 14 
fxe4 <2Ie5 IS �c2 �g4 1 6 1Iei <2Ixc4 
=+= Varberg-Rowson, Copenhagen Poli­
tiken Cup 1996) 8 ... <2If6 9 ii.d3 g6?! 
(9 .. .fxe4 10 <2Ixe4 0-0 11  <2Ie2 �g4 
looks at least equal) 10 <2Ige2 0-0 1 1  

Now' 
A: 5 d4 229 
B: 5 d3 230 

Another plan is 5 e3 �e7 6 <2Ige20-0 
7 0-0 c6 8 d4 <2Ia6 (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' 

a) 9 a3 <2Ic7 10 b4 �e6! 1 1  b5 
�xc4 12 bxc6 bxc6 13  Si.xc6 nb8 14 
'if'a4 d5! 15 dxe5 <21e4 16 <21xe4?! fxe4 
17 'i'dl 'i'c8 with a massive attack for 
Black, Reinderman-Van der Wiel, 
Dutch Ch 1996 
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b) 9 b3 e4!? (9 ... fbc7 10 .1i.a3 e4 
1 1  'if'd2 d5 12 .1i.xe7 'if'xe7 = Urday-
Pomes, Oviedo rpd 1992) 10 d5 c5 1 1  W 
f3 exf3 1 2 .1i.xf3 fbc7 1 3  a4 fbd7 14 
.1i.g2 fbe5 15  lbf 4 .1i.f6 = Idigoras­
Slipak, Buenos Aires 1992. 

c) 9 ,U,bl fbc7(9 ... .1i.e6?! lO d5) 10 
b 4 (less logical is  10  b3 e4 11  .1i.b2 d5 
1 2 'u' c l  g5 13 'if'c2 J1..d6 14c5 J1..e7 15 
f4 h6 = Spraggett-Vaganian, Montpel­
lier Ct 19S5) 1O ... ,U,bS!? (now the nat­
ural idea 1O ... .1i.e6 1 1  b5 .1i.xc4 12 bxc6 
bxc6 1 3  .1i.xc6 'u'bS 14 'u'xbS 'if'xbS 15  
'if'a4 ;l; is not so good for Black, but 
1O ... e4!? looks playable) 11 b5 c5 12 
dxe5 dxe5 13 b6 axb6 14 'u'xb6 'if'xdl  
15 'u'xdl 'u'dS 16 'u'xdS+ .1i.xdS 17  .1i.a3 
fbe6 IS l:!.b5 e4 = Williams-Ansell, 
British League (4NCL) 1999100. 

A) 
5 d4 iLe7 
Better than 5 .. e4?! 6 f3 exf3 7 

fbxf3 ;l;. 
6 dxe5 
6 fbf3 e4 7 fbg5 c6 is likely to 

transpose to Chapter 2 or Line A of 
Chapter 4. Hjartarson-Psakhis, Ice­
land-Israel 1996 continued S d5 fba6 9 
fbh3 fbc7 10 a4 0-0 11 0-0 and now 
Black's most solid idea is 1 1 ...a5 fol­
lowed by . . .  fba6. 

6 ... dxe5 7 �xd8+ iLxd8 (D) 
Black doesn't seem to have any 

trouble at 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 c7. 
Here Black usually castles but the king 

also has the more central f7-square at 
its disposal. 

8 b3 
The other moves are not dangerous 

either: 
a) White even got into trouble after 

S e4?! c6 (s . . .  lZk6 9 fbge2 0-0 =) 9 
fbge2 fba6 10 0-0 fbc5 1 1  .1i.g5 0-0 12 
exf5 .1i.xf5 13  h3 .1i.d3 =+= in Bilek­
Barcza, Hungarian Ch (Budapest) 1957. 

b) S fbf3 fbc6 9 0-0 e4 10 fbg5 
fbe5 11 b3 c6 12 Jl..b2 h6 13 fbh3 .1i.c7 
14 f3 exf3 15 exf3 .1i.d7 16 'u'adl 0-0-0 
17 fba4 b6 IS lbf4 l:f.heS = Schan­
dorff-Gulko, Copenhagen Politiken 
Cup 2000. 

8 ••• c6 9 Jl..b2 0-0 
9 ... fba6 10 fbf3 e4 11 fbd4 �f7 is 

also level. After 12 fbc2 fbc5 13 b4 
fbe6 14 f3 exf3 15 exf3 as! 16 a3 f4! 
Black took the initiative in Salaun­
Gofshtein, French Cht 1995. 

10 lLlf3 :c.e8 
Black can also play: 
a) 1O ... e4 1 1 lL'rl4 .1i.b6 12.u.dl 'u'dS 

13 fbc2 'u'xdl+ 14 fbxdl �f7 with an 
equal position, McNab-Gayson, Brit­
ish League (4NCL) 200011 .  
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b) 1O ... �bd7 11 0-0 .l:le8 12 .l:ladl 
�c7 13  �h4 g6 14 e4 f4 1S �f3 fxg3 
16 hxg3 �8 (l6 ... �cS 17 b4�e6 18 
.l::I.fel �g4 = 19 �dS? cxdS 20 exdS 
�b6! 21 cS �xcS 22 bxcS �xcS + 
Taimanov-Vaganian, Leningrad 1977) 
17 lId3 �g4 18 �h2 �e6 19 �a4 
.l:!.ad8 20 .l:lfdl .l:lxd3 21 lIxd3 �8d7 = 
Agrest-Nenashev, New York Open 
1998. 

11 0-0 llJa6 12 .l:!.adl :ii.c7 13 e4? 
This idea doesn't work, though after 

normal moves Black can ensure at 
least equality with a quick ... e4; e.g., 
13 mel e4 14 0.d4 f4!?  (l4 ... 'I£<f7 =) 
IS gxf4 �xf4with unclear play or 13 
�4.ii.e6 14 e4 (l4 .ii.h3 gS!) 14 .. .f4 =. 

13 ... fxe4 14 llJg5 :ii.g4 15 ':'de1 llJc5 
+ Erwich-Psakhis, Vlissingen 2000. 

Conclusion: This ending offers 
White nothing. 

B) 
5 d3 :ii.e7(D) 

6 ,3 
Alternatively: 

a) A fairly standard plan from 
White's point of view is 6 e4 c6 7 
�ge2 0-0 8 0-0 �a6 (8 . . .  aS first is cer­
tainlyplayable) 9 d4!? (the solid moves 
9 lIbl and 9 b3 are good enough for 
equality while the plan 9 h3?! 'tife8 10 
�e3?! 'tifhS 1 1  �cl f4! 12 gxf4 exf4 
13 �xf4 �xh3 14 'tifxhS �xhS IS  
.ii.xh3 �xf4 =+= proved unsuccessful in  
S.Horvath-Ibragimov, Szekszard 1995) 
9 ... 'tife8 andnowtheslow 10 a3?! fxe4 
1 1  dxeS dxeS 12 �xe4 �xe4 13 .ii.xe4 
�cS 14 .ii.g2 .ii.fS + allowed Black im­
mense activity in Varberg-Gulko, Co­
penhagen 1996. 

b) Some strong players seem to 
like 6 f4!?: 

bl) 6 ... exf4 7 .ii.xf4 0-0 8 �f3 c6 9 
'tifd2 �a6 10 0-0 �cS 11 �d4 �g4! 
12 h3 �eS 13 .l:lf2 �f6 14 �e3 g6 IS 
.l:lafl .ii.g7 = Serper-Dolmatov, Manila 
OL 1992. 

b2) 6 ... 0-0 7 �f3 exf4 (7 ... �c6 8 
0-0 .l:lb8 9 e3 'tife8 10 a3 a6 11 'tifc2 
�d7 � Makarychev-Cherepkov, USSR 
ArmyCht 1990) 8 gxf4 (8 .ii.xf4 trans­
poses to 'bl ' )  8 ... c6 9 0-0 �a6 10 'l£<hl 
�c7 11 b3 'tife8 12 'tifd2 'tifhS 13  e3 
�d7 14 �b2 .l:!.ae8 IS �e2 �g4 16 
�g3 'tifh6 17 .l:lael cS  1/2_1/2 Makary­
chev-Vaulin, Russian Cht (Kazan) 
1995. Black's pieces are placed har­
moniously and he is at least equal. 

6 ... 0-0 7 llJge2 c6 
7 ... aS 8 0-0 c6 9 b3 �a6 10 �b2 

.ii.d7 11 .l:lcl �c7 12 'tifd2 'l£<h8 13 f4 
�g4 14 h3 �h6 IS �a4 exf4 16 exf4 
.ii.f6 17 .ii.xf6 .l:lxf6 18 �b6 .l:la6 19 
�xd7 'tifxd7 � was not quite as con­
vincing in Hjartarson-Christiansen, 
Reykjavik tt 1990. 
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8 0-0 iLe6 (D) 

9 14 
Slow moves like 9 b3 allow Black 

to play 9 ... dS (9 ... .!Dbd7 10 d4!? t) 10 
f4 (both 10 �b2 "2lbd7 11 cxdS cxdS 
12 d4 e4 13  "2lf4 �f7 = and 10 cxdS 
cxdS 11 d4 e4 12 �d2 .!Dc6 13 f 4 exf3 
14 �xf3 gS IS �g2 'ifd7 =+= Raicevic­
Vaulin, Nis 1993, are fine for Black) 
1O ... e4 1 1  "2ld4 �d7 12 cxdS "2lxdS 
( l2  ... cxdS!?) 13 "2lxdS cxdS 14 dxe4 
dxe4 IS g4 fxg4 16 �xe4 .!Dc6 though 
this position is far from clear, S.Far­
ago-Vaulin, Budapest 1994. 

9 .. ,QJa6 
Black can also play 9 . . .  .!Dbd7 10 b3 

'ife8 11 'ifd2 ( 1 1  �a3!? gS?! 12  'ifd2 
'ifhS 13 fxeS "2lxeS 14 h3 is slightly 
better for White, Sznapik-Fridjonsson, 
Stockholm 1964) 1 l . ..'ifhS 12 �b2 
nae8 with harmonious development. 

10 b3 �d7 11 �d2 ':'ae8 12 iLb2 
iLd8! 

Once again Black finds a function 
for this bishop: there is a weakness on 
<3. 

13 h3 iU7 14 Wh2 iLb6 15 l;.ae1 
exf4 16 ttJxf4 �d8 (D) 

16 ... gS!? is risky because after 17 
"2la4 gxf4 18 "2lxb6 fxg3+ 19 Whl 
axb6 20 �xf6the black king is vulner­
able. 

17 e4 fxe4 18 ttJxe4 ttJxe4 19 iLxe4 
iLa5 20 iLc3 iLxc3 21 �xc3 ttJc5 

2l.. .dS!? 22 cxdS cxdS 23 �g2 d4 
= doesn't look bad either. 

22 iLg2 lhe1 23 lhe1 l;.e8 24 d4 
ttJe6 25 ttJxe6 :i.xe6 26 .lhe6 iLxe6 

This ending should be a draw, 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. 



29 Rare First Moves 

Here we consider' 
A: 1 b3 232 
B: 1 b4 234 
C: 1 f4 235 

Instead, 1 g3 d6!? will often trans­
pose to variations considered in the 
previous two chapters, but here is an 
independent possibility: 2 .il..g2 e5 3 
e4 (3 c4 f5 4 �c3 transposes to Chap­
ter 28) 3 . . .  �c6 4 �e2 f5!? 5 d4 (5 exf5 
helps Black's development: 5 ... .il..xfS 
6 0-0 �f6 7 d4 iie7 8 c3 'ifd7 9 dxe5 
dxe5 10 .il..e3 'if'xdl  11 Itxdl �g4 +' 
Minich-Franzen, Tmava 1989) 5 .. .fxe4 
6 d5 �ce7 7 c4 �f6 8 �bc3 .il..f5 9 h3 
h5 10 Jtg5 'ifd7 1 1  'ifd2 0-0-0 led to a 
rather unconventional position that is 
difficult to assess in Mowsziszian­
Granados Gomez, Paretana 1999 

A) 
1 b3 d6 2 i.b2 e5 (D) 
3 03 
0,' 

a) 3 c4 f5 4 g3 (4 d4 e4 5 e3 trans­
poses to the main line) 4 ... �f6 5 i/..g2 
transposes to 'cl'  

b)  3 d4 transposes to Line D of 
Chapter 19 

c) Against the double fianchetto 3 
g3 Black can naturally continue with 
the standard 3 .. .fS, leading to the fol­
lowing possibilities· 

w 

cl) After 4 .il..g2, Black's basic set­
up is especially good, and he gets a 
very active position: 4 ... �f6 S c4 iLe7 
6 e3 c6 7 �e2 0-0 8 0-0 'if'e8 ! (8 ... �a6 
9 �bc3 �c7 10 d4 e4 11 dS cS 12 f3 
exf3 13 .il..xf3 nb8 14 a4 �d7 IS JiLg2 
�eS = L.Schneider-Ziegler, Stockholm 
1987) 9 d4 e4 10 dS cS 11 a3 gS 12 
�d2�bd7 13 'if'c2 'if'hS 14f3 exf3 I S  
iLxf3 �g4 1 6  JiLxg4 'if'xg4 17  nf2 �eS 
+ Brunsch-Weisenburger, Baden 199 S 

c2) 4 d4 e4 and then· 
c2l) Se3�f66�e2 c 6 7 �f4dS 8 

h4.i1..d69c4 0-0 1O�c3 iLxf4 1 1  gxf4 
iLe6 12 JiLa3 nf7 13 'if'd2 �bd7 14 
cxdS �xdS IS JiLd6 �7f6 16 JiLeS 
�xc3 17 'if'xc3 �g4 = Hecht-Bilek, 
Budapest 1973 

c22) 5 d5 �f6 and here· 
c22l) 6 e3?! .il..e7 7 �h3 �bd7 8 

�gS �eS 9 JiLe2 0-0 10 h4 �fg4 1 1  
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.!Dh3 �f6 12 .!Dc3 cS + Bellon-Bilek, 
Palma de Mallorca 1972. 

c222) 6 .!Dh3!? .!Dbd7 !? (6 ... g6!? 7 
.!Df4 ii.g7 is another plan) 7 ii.g2 ii.e7 
8 .!Dc3 .!DeS 9 f3 0-0 10 'tifd2 c6 1 1  .!bf4 
exf3 12 exf3 lIe8 13 0-0-0 � Kallio­
Fogarasi, Budapest 200 l .  

3 .. .fS 
This is also quite a good moment to 

play in Modem Defence style: 3 ... g6 4 
.!Df3 ii.g7 S d4 e4 6 .!Dfd2 fS 7 c4 .!Df6 
8 .!bc3 0-09 'tifc2 � 10 ii.e2.!Db4 1 1  
'tifbl f4!? ( l l ...c6 1 2  a3 .!Da6 = )  1 2  a3 
fxe3 13 fxe3 .!Dd3+ 14 �xd3 exd3 IS  
0-0 .!Dg4 16 'tifxd3 'tifh4 17 h3 .!bf2 
with attacking chances for Black, Pla­
ninc-Szabo, Amsterdam 1973. 

4 d4 e4 (D) 

w 

This position is again very similar 
to the 1 d4 d6 2 c4 eS 3 .!Df3 main 
lines, but White has used two moves 
to develop his bishop at once to b2, 
which may tum out not to be time well 
spent if Black manages to play . . .  dS. 
This is why in many examples White 
aims to play dS first. 

S ,4 

Other options: 
a) S .!De2 .!Df6 6 dS ii.e7 7 .!bf4 0-0 

8 .!Dc3 (8 ii.e2 as 9 0-0 .!Da6 10 c4 .!Dcs 
11 .!Da3 gS 12 .!Dh3 .!Dg4 13 .!DbS .!DeS 
't Mephistu-Suetin, Dortmund 1990) 
8 ... c6 9 ii.e2 as 10 'tifd2 .!Da6 1 1  dxc6 
bxc6 12 .!Da4 .!Dc7 13 ii.d4 gS 14 .!DhS 
�S I S  �xhS .!DdS with unclear play, 
M.Nei-Yrjola, Helsinki 1995. 

b) S .!Dh3 .!Df6 6 c4 (6 .!Df4 ii.e7 7 
h4 c6 8 c4 .!Da6 9 .!Dc3 .!Dc7 10 'tifd2 
.!De6 1 1  g3 .!Dxf4 1 2 exf4 dS 't Ashley­
Hoang Thanh Trang, Budapest 1997) 
6 ... g6 7 .!Df4 ii.g7 8 h4 0-0 9 .!Dc3 .!Dc6 
10 a3'tife7 1 1 lIcl .!Dd8 12 b4 .!De6 = 
Emodi-Berkovich, Budapest 1992. 

c) S dS .!Df6 6 .!Dh3 (6 h4 ii.e7 7 
.!Dh3 0-0 8 �e2 .!Dbd7 9 .!Dc3 a6 10 hS 
.!DeS lh_lh Vckac-Marin, Krynica 1998) 
6 ... c6 7 .!bf4 ii.e7 8 h4 0-0 (8 ... aS!? 9 
a4 .!Da6 10 ii.c4 .!Dc7 1 1  .!Dc3 .!Dg4 12 
.!DhS ii.xh4 13 .!Dxg7+ �f8 1 4 g 3 ii.f6 
IS .!bhs ii.eS 16 'tifd2 bS is unclear, 
M.Nei-Paasikangas, Espoo 1996) 9 
.!Dc3 'l£<h8 10 'tifd2 ii.d7 1 1  ii.e2 cxdS 
12 .!DcxdS .!DxdS 13 .!DxdS ii.c6 14 
.!Df4 ii.f6 IS c4 �xb2 16 'tifxb2 'tifaS+ 
17 'tifd2 'tifxd2+ 1 8  'l£<xd2 .!Da6 = Van­
devoort-Dal Borgo, Huy 1993. 

S ... .!Df6 
Positionally very logical is S ... dS!? 

6 ii.a3 (6 cxdS .!Df6) 6 ... ii.xa3 7 .!Dxa3 
.!Df6 8 'tifd2 0-0 9 cxdS .!DxdS 10 ii.c4 
ii.e6 1 1 .!De2.!Dd7 12lIcl  c6 13 ii.xdS 
ii.xdS lh_lh Hug-Kneievic, StarySmo­
kovec 1974. 

6 .!Dc3 ii.e7 7 .!Dge2 
7 .!Dh3 ii.e6 (7 ... c6, with the same 

plan as in the main line, is certainly 
possible) 8 .!Df4 ii.f7 9 h4 .!Dbd7 10 
.ii.e2 .!Df8 11 'tifd2 c6?! (it is time to 
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exchange White's best piece by means 
of 1 l ...�g6) 12 dS cS 13  f3 exf3 14 
i.xf3 'it'd7 IS 0-0-0 a6 16 a4 (16 e4! 
±) 16 ... 0-0-0 17 'u'del �g6 18  �ce2 
�eS 19 �g3 as Ill-V. Dorr-Vetemaa, 
USA 1995. 

7 .. 1:6 s llJf4 lLla6 
Black continues with standard plans, 

including support for ... dS. If White 
plays dS himself, Black will try to cre­
ate counterplay with . . .  �c7 and . . .  bS. 

9 d5 0-0 10 i.e2 lLlc7 11 h4 c5 12 
'iVc2 nbS 13 h5 a6 14 a4 'iVe8 15 as 
i.dS 

with a level but difficult positional 
fight, Hodgson-Agrest, Harplinge 1998. 

Conclusion: This seems to be a 
perfectly viable option against 1 b3, 
especially because this is hardlyanap­
proach that NimzolLarsen players are 
likely to be well prepared for. 

B) 
1 b4 d6 2 i.b2 e5 (D) 

namely quick kingside activity with 
... d6, ... eS, .. .fS, ... �f6, ... i.e7 and 
... 0-0. 

3 0. 
Other moves: 
a) 3 f4? !  exf4 4 �f3 �f6 S g3!? 

fxg3 6 hxg3 i.g4 7 i.g2 c6 8d3 i.e7 9 
�bd2 'it'c7 10 a3 �bd7 'j: Gross-Zuch, 
Germany 1988. 

b) 3 e3 fS 4 �f3 �6 S d4 e4 6 
�f d2 dS 7 bS i.d6 8 i.e2 0-0 9 0-0 
i.e6 10 a4 c6 11 �a3 'it'c7 12 g3 
�bd7 13 f4 .u.fc8 '+' Gemet-Medwed, 
Wolfstein 1994. 

c) 3 e4 fS 4 d3 (4 �c3�f6S i.c4 
fxe4 6 i.dS �xdS 7 �xdS c6 8 �e3 
i.e6 =+ Culverhouse-Friesen, Soest 
1996;4 .1i.c4 �f6S f4fxe4 6 fxeS �g4 
7 e6 'it'gS 8 �c3 �f6 9 �ge2 dS is 
also much better for Black, Solano­
Ugalde, Costa Rica 1997) 4 ... �f6 S 
�d2 g6 6 i.e2 i.g7 7 c4 0-0 8 h3 �c6 
'+' Rajewski-Eckl, Bad Worishofen 
1992. 

3 ... f5 4 e3 lLlf6 5 lLlf3 
S �c3 g6 6 d3 i.g7 7 'it'b3 0-0 8 

i.e2 c6 9 �f3 i.e6 = Feldman-Bur­
rows, New York 1999. 

5 ... i.e7 6 d4 
Or6 �c3 0-0 7 'it'b3 Wh8 8 d4 e4 9 

�gS c6 = with a familiar position­
type, Sokolsky-Persitz, corr. 1968. 

6 ... e4 7 lLlfd2 d5 (D) 
This position is quite similar to 1 d4 

d6 2 c4 eS 3 �f3 main lines, and Black 
continues applying the ideas that are 
well known there. 

8 b5 
Or: 

Here we follow our basic preferred a) 8 'it'b3 c6 9 �c3 0-0 10 g3 'bh8 
set-up against the English Opening, 1 1  h4 dxc4 12 i.xc4 bS 13 i.e2 �a6 
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14 a3 lfJc7 IS 'ifc2 .1i.e6 =+= Sokolsky­
Suetin, USSR Cht (Leningrad) 19S3. 
This is a nice example of how to gain 
control of dS. 

b) Closing the position with 8 cS 
makes life easy for Black: 8 ... 0-0 9 
lfJc3 c6 10 a4 'ifc7 1 1  g3 il..e6 12 lfJe2 
lfJhS 13  .1i.g2 lfJd7 with equality, Reu­
ter-Von Oppen, Koblenz 1990. 

8 ... c6 9 a4 0-0 10 �b3 .i.e6 11 lLlc3 
lLlbd7 12 .i.e2 Wh8 13 h3 �c7 14 cS 
f4!? IS lfJdl 

IS  lfJcxe4 fxe3 16 fxe3 lfJxe4 17 
lfJxe4 b6 is certainly risky for White 
because of his vulnerable king. 

IS ... .:.ab8 16 exf4 �xf4 17 g3 �h6 
18 �e3 �g6 

=+= Roczniak-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) 
I f4 d6 (D) 
Well, l...d6 is possible after every 

first move by White. After 1 f4 it is 

w 

especially useful, as the plan of ... eS 
offers good activity, provided Black 
avoids transpositions to certain other 
openings. Especially the King's Gam­
bit Declined (in the form of 1 e4 eS 2 
f4 d6) should be avoided without spe­
cial preparations. 

2 lLlf3 
Or: 
a) Moves like 2 g3 and 2 e3 are ef­

fectively met by 2 . . .  eS. 
b) 2 d4?! transposes to Line A of 

Chapter 19. 
c) After 2 e4 we recommend ei­

ther: 
c I) 2 . . .  lfJf6 and then: 
c l l )  3 d3 eS (3 ... g6 4 lfJf3 .1i.g7 S 

g3 cS transposes to a Closed Sicilian) 
4 lfJf3 lfJc6 S g3 exf4 6 .1i.xf4 dS! 7 eS 
lfJhS 8 .1i.g2 .1i.g4 9 c3 .1i.e7 10 0-0 
lfJxf4 1 1  gxf4'ifd7 12 d4'iffS 13 'ifd2 
0-0 14 lfJel 'ifg6 IS lfJc2 .1i.h4 with the 
plan ... lfJe7-fS leads to an unclear po­
sition, Danielsen-lAndersen, Danish 
League 1998/9. 

e l 2) 3 lfJc3 g6 4 d4 transposes to 
the Austrian Attack of the Pirc (Chap­
ter 21). 
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c2) 2 ... dS!? challenges White's cen­
tre at once. The loss of tempo means 
nothing, as the premature f 4 is a weak­
ness in quite a number of theoretical 
positions. White now has: 

c21) 3 exdS?! .!bf6 (3 ... 'fixdS!? is 
also possible) 4 .!bc3 (4 c4 c6 S .!bc3 
cxdS 6 cxdS .!bxdS 7 .!bf3 .!bc6 8 Si.c4 
e6 9 d4 Si.b4 10 Si.xdS exdS 11 0-0 0-0 
=+= Montell-Oratovsky, Salou 2000) 
4 . . .  .!bxdS S 'if'f3 e6 (S . . .  .!bxc3!? looks 
possible) 6 Si.c4 .!bb4 7 �b3 .!b8c6 + 
Mas-Reilly, Genting Highlands 1998. 

c22) 3 .!bc3?! dxe4 4 .!bxe4 .!bd7 S 
.!bf3 .!bgf6 6 .!bf2 e6 7 g3 �d6 8 Si.g2 
0-0 :;: Petraki-Djuric, Athens 1997. 

c23) 3eS cS 4 .!bf3 .!bc6 Sc3 (S .!bc3 
�g4 6 �bS e6 7 �xc6+ bxc6 8 d3 
.!bh6 9 0-0 .!Drs 10 'if'el hS =+= Daniel­
sen-Skytte, Copenhagen 1999) S ... Si.g4 
6 h3 Si.xf3 7 'if'xf3 e6 8 d3 f6 9 exf6 
.!bxf6 10 .!ba3 �d6 1 1  �e2 0-0 12 g4 
'if'e7 13  �d2 'u'ae8 l4  0-0-0 a6 IS .!bc2 
bS with an initiative for Black. Besh­
ukov-T.Ivanov, Novgorod 1999. 

2 ... �g4!? (D) 
Now we can tum to the ideas of the 

Hodgson System. Otherwise: 
a) After 2 . . .  eS !?, 3 fxeS transposes 

to a line of the From Gambit, while 3 
e4 transposes to a King's Gambit De­
clined. 

b) 2 . . .  .!bf63 .!bc3 g64 e4 �g7 S d4 
is an Austrian Attack (Chapter 21). 

3 04 
White has some alternatives: 
a) 3 b3?! �xf3 4 exf3 .!bd7 S Si.b2 

.!bgf6 6 .!ba3 g6 7 c4 �g7 8 g3 c6 9 
�h3 e6 10 'if'e2 'fie7 gives Black a 
slight advantage, Mashiri-J.M.Nieisen, 
Copenhagen 1998. 

b) 3 g3?! �xf3 4 exf3 .!Dr6 S fS dS 
6 d4 cS 7 c3 'if'b6 8 dxcS 'if'xcs 9 'if'd4 
'if'xd4 10 cxd4 .!bc6 + Petro-Okhotnik, 
Saros patak 1 99 S. 

c) 3 e3 eS 4 h3 �xf3 S 'if'xf3 c6 6 
b3 �e7?! (6 ... exf4 7 exf4 .!Dr6 8 �b2 
dS = is more accurate) 7 �b2 �f6 8 
fxeS dxeS 9 .!bc3 .!bd7 10 0-0-0 'if'aS 
1 1  Wbl .!be7 12.!be4! Klauser-Novo-
selski, Zurich 1988. 

3 ... eS 
In addition to this very logical move, 

Black has also two fair alternatives: 
a) 3 ... .!bd7 !?  is playable though a 

little less active: 4 �c4 eS S .!bc3 .!bgf6 
6 0-0 �e7 7 d3 0-0 8 h3 �xf3 9 'fixf3 
exf4 10 'fixf4 c6 1 1  a3 .!bb6 12 �a2 dS 
13 exdS (13 eS!?) 13 ... .!bbxdS 14 �xdS 
.!bxdS IS 'if'f2 �h4 16 'if'f3 lh_lh 
Mozes-Korpics, Budapest 1992. 

b) 3 ... .!bf6!? looks interesting. The 
idea is to meet 4 .!bc3 with 4 ... e6 S d4 
(S h3!?) S ... dS ! ;forexample, 6 eS .!be4! 
7 �d3 �b4 8 Si.d2 .!bxd2 9 'if'xd2 
�xf3 10 gxf3 'if'h4+ 1 1  We2 cS with a 
slight advantage for Black, Le Floch­
Okhotnik, Guichen 1993. 

4 fxeS 
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Safer is 4 d3 .iLe7 S .iLe2 tbc6 6 0-0 
tbf6 7 �.e3 0-0 (7 ... exf4 8 .iLxf4 dS! 
looks logical) 8 tbc3 .iLc8!? 9 h3 exf4 
10 .iLxf4 dS 1 1  exdS (11 tbxdS! wins a 
pawn and is unclear) l l . . .tbb4 12 'li'd2 
tbfxdS 13  tbxdS tbxdS +' Durst-Mahdi, 
Velden 1996. 

4 ... dxe5 5 .i.c4 lLl c6 6 c3 
6 O-O? is a tactical mistake due to 

6 ... .iLxf3 7 .iLxf7+ (7 'li'xf3 'li'd4+ 8 
'iith l  'li'xc4 -+) 7 ... Wxf7 8 'if'xf3+ tbf6 
9 'li'b3+ 'l£<e8 10 'li'xb7 tbd4 =t. 

6 ... .i.xf3?! 
This is hardly necessary, as Black 

has natural moves such as 6 ... .iLcS and 
6 . . .  'li'd7 at his disposal. 

7 �xf3 lLlf6 8 b4? (D) 
Instead of this careless move White 

should play 8 0-0 .iLcS+ 9 'l£<hl with an 
equal game. 

8 ... .i.xb4! 9 cxb4 �d4 10 �c3 
�xe4+ 11 Wdl 

11 Wfl 'li'f4+ 12 'l£<el 'li'h4+ 13  
'iitfl tbe4 =t. 

11...�xg2 12 �el lLle4 13 �e3 
tild. 

It is understandable Black didn't 
find 13 ... tbf2+! 14 'l£<c2 tbxb4+ IS 
'iitc3 tbfd3! -+ in practical play but he 
retains a huge plus. 

14 .i.e2 �xh2 15 .i.f3 f6 16 .i.b2 
1I'h4 

+ Grimm-M.Hermann, Germany 
199617. 

Conclusion: Against Bird's Open­
ing, the continuation with 1...d6 and 
2 ... .iLg4 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 Pire 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 2 d4 tbf6 3 
lbc3 c6, could be an excellent alterna­
tive to the Pire in our repertoire be­
cause after the natural move 4 tbf3 
Black plays 4 . . .  �g4 which will very 
likely lead to lines in Chapter 15  
However, there are some theoretical 
problems for Black after the aggres­
sive 4 f4 (D) 

a) 4 . . .  'i'b6?! became unpopular af­
ter the game Leko-Hodgson, Cacak 
1996: S eS! tbdS 6 tbxdS cxdS 7 �d3 
g6 8 tbe2! tbc6 9 c3 �fS 10 �xfS 
gxfS 1 1  tbg3 ± 

b) 4 ... 'i"aS is the thematic reply­
b I) S �d3 eS 6 tbf3 and then· 

b l l )  After 6 �g4 7 �e3 tbbd7 8 
0-0 �e7 9 h3 Black has an unpleasant 
choice. The exchange 9 ... �xf3 10 'i'xf3 
0-0 1 1  tbe2! seems to give White the 
bishop-pair for nothing and after 
9 . . .  �hS 10 'i'el Black may not have 
anything better than going in for a 
similar position with 1O ... �xf3 since 
1O ... exf4 I I  �xf4 �g6?! 12 eS! led to 
unfavourable complications for Black 
in Browne-Benjamin, USA Ch (Mod­
esto) I99S 

bI2) However, the rare 6 ... exd4 7 
tbxd4 g6 looks more playable and dy­
namic; for example, 8 tbf3 �g7 9 0-0 
0-0 10 'i'el tbbd7 1 1  fS tbcs 12 'i'h4 
gxfS 1 3  �h6 tbcxe4 14 �xe4 fxe4 I S  
tbgS �fS with complicated play, Sion 
Castro-Azmaiparashvili, San Roque 



OTHER OPTIONS FOR BLACK: INTRODUCTION 239 

1996. Maybe 8 lbb3 'ftc7 9 0-0 .i.g7 who is better developed and has a 
10 a4 is slightly better for White. strong centre. 

b2) Anotherproblem is S eS!? lbe4 All these lines look rather suspi-
6 'ftf3, when 6 ... lbxc3 7 .i.d2 .i.fS 8 cious at the moment but theoretical 
.i.d3 .i.xd3 9 cxd3 'ftdS 10 bxc3 dxeS evaluations tend to change from time 
11 fxeS 'ftxf3 12 lbxf3 gave Black an to time and some new ideas might 

unpleasant ending in Motwani-Adams, make everything look brighter. There 
Moscow OL 1994. The more compli- is always some surprise value with 
cated possibility 6 ... dS 7 .i.d3 lba6 8 systems like the Czech, which in fact 
lbge2 lbb4 9 0-0 lbxc3 10 bxc3 lbxd3 may be an attractive choice for a cre-
1 1  cxd3 g6 still looks good for White, ative player. 



3 1  The Old Indian with . . . �f5 

In this chapter we study the positions 3 tbf3 iLf5 4 tbc3 transposes to 
arising after I d4 d6 2 c4 tbf6 3 tbc3 Line C 
iLf5 (or 3 tbf3 iLf5). This variation is 3 ... i.fS (D) 
a fully playable minor alternative to 
the main variations presented in this 
book 

The main idea of the move ... Jtf5 is w 
to stop White expanding in the centre 
with e4, at least for a while. In practice 
the move . . .  Jtf5 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 
activecounterplayifWhite tries to re-
fute the opening directly. White has, 
of course, many more positional op­
tions, but the most he can hope for 
with them 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, as there are 
many flexible transpositions to well­
known positions. Also in Line C2 there 
can arise main lines of the Classical 
King's Indian, but with an extra move 
( ... .ltd7) for Black, which offers scope 
for creative new ideas 

1 d4 d6 2 c4 4Jf6 3 4Jc3 

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: 4 g3 241 
B: 4 f3 242 
C: 4 4Jf3 247 

White has many alternatives, but 
they are not especially dangerous for 
Black· 

a) 4 'i'b3?!, attacking the b7-pawn, 
is one of the standard plans for White, 
and Black must continue actively with 
4 ... tbc6 5 e3 (5 tbf3 as 6 d5 tbb4 7 
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�d4 �d7 is also a logical variation) 
S ... aS! 6 a3 (6 'i'xb7 �b4 7 'l£<d2 c6 
leaves the white queen in too much 
danger) 6 ... 'if'c8 7 �f3 eS 8 dS �b8 9 
�h4 �g6 (9 ... �d7!? is also OK) 10 
�xg6 hxg6 1 1  'ii'c2 �bd7 12 nbl c6 
1 3 e 4 �e7 14 �e2 �d8! l S 0-0�b6 
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 S �xe4 �xe4 6 
e'f3 dS 7 'i'b3 e6 8 'i'xb7 �d7 9 cS (9 
cxdS nb8 10 'i'c6 :b6 1 1  'ii'c2 �b4+ 
12 'l£<d I exdS 13 �d3 0-0 with good 
compensation, Kargoll-Lenz, Baden­
Baden 1990) 9 ... nb8 (9 . . .  �e7 10 �f3 
0-0 11 �e2 .l:lb8 12 'i'c6 �dxcS! 13  
dxcS�xcS I4 �e3':b6 1 S 'i'xcS�xcS 
16 �xcS .l:lxb2 -+ Bonin-Fedorowicz, 

6 ... gS! 7 �g3 �g7 8 h3 cS 9 dS 'ii'b6 
10 'i'b3 �e4 + Milkovic-Zivkovic, 
Bosnjaci 2000. 

d2) S f3 h6 and then: 
d21) 6 �xf6 �xf67 e4 is a natural 

idea to give up the bishop-pair in 
exchange for a couple of moves, but 
Black seems to be OK after 7 ... �h7 8 
eS!? (8 �ge2 eS =) 8 ... dxeS 9 dxeS 
e'xdl+ (9 ... �d7 10 e6 is unclear) 10 
nxdl �d7 1 1  �bS 0-0-0 12 �xa7+ 
'l£<b8 13 �bS e6, when Black has the 
initiative. 

d22) After 6 e4 hxgS 7 exfS the cu­
rious pawn-structure gives Black suf­
ficient targets to obtain counterplay: 
7 ... c6 8 g4 e6 9 fxe6 'i'e7 10 e'e2fxe6 
11 'i'e3 0-0-0 1/2_1/2 Appleberry-Ghe­

orghiu, Ventura 1971. 

London Lloyds Bank 1987) 10 'i'c6 A) 
�xf2! 1 1  �f3 �xhl 12 �bS, Bode- 4 g3 e5! (D) 
Fiagel, 2nd Bundesliga 199011, and 
now 12 . . .  �e7 should be winning. 

c) 4 h3 is possible, intending g4: 
4 . . .  eS! S dxeS (S g4 exd4 6 e'xd4 �c6 W 
7 'i'f4 �e6 8 �g2 �e7 9 �f3 0-0 was 
at least equal for Black in Pelikan-Ru­
binetti, Buenos Aires 1965) S ... dxeS 6 
'i'xd8+ Wxd8 is yet another queenless 
middlegame, but Black should be quite 
OK after 7 g4 �e6 8 �g2 c6 9 b3 
�fd7 10 �b2 f6 1 1  0-0-0 'l£<c7 12 �f3 
as 13  �h4 �a6 = Raetsky-Walek, 
Mlada Boleslav 1992. 

d) 4 �gS ! ? �bd7 andnow: 
dl)  S �f3?! is slightly passive, and 5 �g2 

Black takes the initiative with S ... h6 6 S �f3 leads to a slightly different 
�h4 (6 �f4 cS 7 dS gS! 8 �g3 'i'aS 9 position-type where the centre remains 
�d2 �g7 is slightly better for Black, closed: S ... �c6 6 dS �e7 7 �gS (7 
Mtiller-Stichlberger, Finkenstein 1992) �g2 �e4 8 �xe4 �xe4 9 'i'b3 'i'c8 = 
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Obodchuk-Bielczyk, Hlohovec 1993) 
7 . ..liJg6 8 e4 kd7 9 h4 h6 10 kxf6 
'if'xf6 1 1  hS 0.e7 12 0.bS Wd8 13 kh3 
kxh3 14 ':xh3 0.c8 == Hort-Kavalek, 
Bugojno 1980. 

5 ... 4:lc6 
S . . .  exd4!?  is worth noting, as in ev-

ery forcing variation there can be a 
forcing refutation: 6 kxb7! is the only 
move for White and now 6 ... dxc3 7 
kxa8 is a mess, 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 kxb2 c6 9 'if'a4 
± is not good, but 7 ... c2!? might be 
possible) 8 bxc3 0.fd7 9 'if'a4 'if'c7 10 
ke3 0.cs 1 1  kxcs dxcS 12 f3 hS 
(12 ... kd6!?) 13 e4 kc8 14 0.e2 ':h6 
15 :bl 0.d7 16 kb7! +- Mozetic­
P.Kovacevic, Yugoslav Cht (Tivat) 
1995. 

6 d5 4:ld4 7 e4 Ji.g4 
It is useful for Black to block the 

long diagonal in front of the g2-bishop, 
because 7 ... kd7 8 0.ge2 kg4 9 h3 
gives White a small advantage. 

8 f3 Ji.d79 4:lge2 c5! (D) 
Black gets either a good central post 

for his knight, or in case of an en 

pun'unt capture, enough activity on the 
queenside. Instead 9 ... 0.xe2 10 'if'xe2 
ke7 1 1  f4c6 12 fS! was clearly better 
for White in Andruet-Benoit, Val Mau­
buee 1990. 

10 dxc6 4:lxc6 11 Ji.e3 Ji.e7 12 0-0 
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 

13 a4 (13 a3 0.aS 14 b3 bS with coun­
terplay) 13 ... 0-0 14 g4! 0.aS 15 b3 
with an advantage for White. 

Now (after 12 ... 0-0): 
a) 13 'if'd2 a6 1 4 ID"dl 0.aS lS b3 bS 

gives Black good counterplay, Piket­
Sokolov, Amsterdam 1996. 

b) 13 g4!? is a suggested improve­
ment. 

c) 13 0.dS!? 0.xdS 14 exdS (14 
cxdS!? 0.aS seems to b e an improve­
ment, as 15 b3 ! leaves the as-knight 
quite badly placed) 14 ... 0.b8 15 b4 as 
16 a3 kgS!? 17 f4 kf6 18 fxeS kxeS 
19 kd4 'if'e7 == Norri·YIjolii, Finnish 
Cht 2001 .  

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) 
4 13 
White's most natural plan is to 

play e4 at once, supporting it with f3. 
Black's fS-bishop would look quite 
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stupid were it not for the following for Black, though White has some ini-
tactical operation: tiative with 15 g4!? 

4 ... eS! (D) a2) 8 tbd5 tbfd7! 9 g3 c6 10 tbe3 
kb4+ 1 1  .1i.d2 Si.xd2+ 12 'l£<xd2 f6 = 
Dermann-Mohring, Eger 1988. 

a3) 8 .1i.e3 c6 and here: 
W a31) 9 a3 tbbd7 1Ol:!.dl Wc7 1 1  b4 

This is the only move for Black. 
White now achieves the e4 advance, 
but Black can insert ... exd4 to mix 
things up. 

5 ,4 
Otherwise: 
a) White can also go for the end­

game again, but it is OK for Black: 5 
dxe5 dxe5 6 'if'xd8+ (6 'if'b3 is harm­
less: 6 . . .  'if'c8 7 e4 ke6 8 kd3 tbbd7 9 
ke3 c6 10 'if'c2 kc5 11 'if'f2 b6 12 
tbge2 0-0 13 0-0 .1i.xe3 14 'if'xe3 tbc5 
15 b3 l:!.d8 16 kc2 'if'c7 + Buck-Ber­
ger, Finkenstein 1996) 6 ... 'I£<xd8 7 e4 
(7 .1i.g5 is illogical, as the exchange on 
f6 just strengthens Black's centre; for 
example, 7 . . .  c6 8 0-0-0+ Wc7 9 g3 
ke6 10 b3 kc5 = Visier-Tal, Palma de 
Mallorca 1966) 7 ... ke6 and then: 

al) 8 kg5!?c69 0-0-0+ 'l£<c7 1Of4! 
meets the demands of the position well, 
but 1O ... .1i.c5 1 1  f5 .1i.c8 12 h3 tbbd7 
13 tbf3 l:!.e8 14 ke2 as, Paroulek-
Kubanek, Podebrady 1936, is playable 

tbb6! 12 c5 tbc4 13 Si.xc4 .1i.xc4 14 
tbge2 ke7 15 'l£<f2 l:!.hd8 =+= Wittke­
Kountz, Badenweil 1988. 

a32) 9 c5!? tbbd7 10 tba4 'l£<c7 1 1  
b3 b5! 1 2  cxb6+ axb6 1 3  l:!.c 1 'l£<b7 1 4  
l:!.c2 b 5  1 5  tbc3 .1i.b4 '+- Kovacs-Gyur­
kovics, Hungarian Cht 1993. 

a33) 9 0-0-0+ 'l£<c7 and this end­
game is quite pleasant for Black, and 
closely reminiscent of the positions 
arisingafter l d4d6 2c4 e5 3 dxe5. The 
king is safe at c7, and Black's pieces 
can easily find some good squares. For 
example: 10 g3 tba6 I I  tba4 tbd7 12 
kh3 tbdc5 13 .1i.xe6 tbxe6 14 tbe2 
tbac5 15 tbac3 g6 16 nd2 as! + Mick­
iewicz-Bielczyk, Polish Cht (Suwalki) 
1999. 

b) 5 d5 closes the centre, attempt­
ing to deny Black any counterplay. 
Black's best try is the thematic counter 
5 . . .  e4! (D), when White has a choice: 

bl)  6 kg5 wins the centre for 
White, but Black gets counterplay af­
ter 6 ... exf3 7 gxf3 ke7 8 e4 kg6 9 h4 
h6 10 .1i.e3 tbbd7 1 1  'if'd2 tbh5 be­
cause of the weakened dark squares; 
for example, 12 kf2 .1i.f6 13 tbge2 
tbe5 14 tbd4 kh7 15 ke2 g5 16 hxg5 
kxg5 17 Si.e3 .1i.h4+ 18 kf2 kg5 19 
.1i.e3 kh4+ lh_1f� Doncheva-Shikova, 
B ankia 1992. 

b2) 6g4 seems tobe a forced draw: 
6 ... tbxg4 7 fxg4 'i'h4+ 8 'l£<d2 e3+ 9 



244 AN EXPLOSIVE CHESS OPENING REPERTOIRE FOR BLACK 

'l£<xe3 'ifg5+ lh_lh Ulybin-Anand, 
Prestwich 1990. Neither side has a 
good way to deviate. If White's king 
advances, it will be mated. 

b3) After 6 'ifd4 Black has many 
playable moves: 

b31) 6 . . .  �g6!? 7 lbh3 lba6 8 fxe4 
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 ... lbb4 (8 ... c5!? 9 dxc6 
lbb4 10 'ifdl lbxc6 gives Black com­
pensation because of White's weak 
doubled pawns) 9 'ifdl as 10 lbf2 ii..e7 
1 1  g3 lbd7 12 ii..g2ii..f6 13 ii..d2 h5 14 
lIbl lbe5, Van der Werf-VI.Georgiev, 
Andorra 1997. 

b32) 6 ... c5!? 7 'iff2 ii..e7 is also 
possible, with an unclear position. 

b33) 6 ... exf3 7 gxf3c5 8 'ii'f2 ii..e7 
9 h4 0-0 10 e4 ii..d7 11 ii..d3 b5 12 
lbge2 ( l 2 lbxb5 !?) 12 . . .  bxc4 13 ii..xc4 
�c8 14 �gS lbbd7 Is lbf4 lbeS 16 
�e2 'u'b8 17 0-0-0 'i'b6 18  'u'd2 �a6 
19 ,U,gl �xe2 20 'i'xe2 c4 gives Black 
a slight advantage, Videki-Bernard, 
Cannes 1989. 

5 ... exd4 (D) 

w 

This is the point. Black now obtains 
quite attractive play based on his ac­
tive pieces. 

6 �xd4 
N ow Black can gain time on the 

white queen. Other moves: 
a) 6 lbdS !? is best answered by 

6 ... �g6!? 7 'ii'xd4 �e7, when White 
should probably play something other 
than 8 lbxe7?! as Black gets too much 
activity with 8 ... if'xe7 9 �gS lbc6 10 
'if'd2 h6 1 1  �e3 0-0 12 lbh3 'u'ae8 13 
O-O-O? lbxe4! =+= Schussler-Keene, 
Skara Echt 1980. 

b) 6 lbbS �d7 7 lbxd4 and now: 
b I) Black can also try to get to the 

Samisch King's Indian with 7 ... g6; for 
example, 8 lbge2 �g7 9 lbc3 0-0 10 
�e2 lbc6 11 �e3 lbxd4 12 �xd4 
lbhS 13 0-0 �xd4+ 14 'if'xd4 'if'gS IS  
f4 lbxf4 16 .u.xf4 'i'xf4 17 lbdS 'i'eS 
18  'ii'xeS dxeS 19 lbf6+ Wg7 20 lbxd7 
'u'fe8 = Bodiroga-Jovic, Kragujevac 
2000. 

b2) 7 ... lbc6 8 lbge2 �e7 9 �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 
a choice: 

b21) 10 �c3 �xd4 (10 ... �h5!?) 
1 1  �xd4 �e6 12 �e2 �d7 is equal, 
with the plan ... �f6 to weaken White's 
dark squares. 

b22) 10 �xc6 bxc6 (10 ... �xc6? 1 1  
�d4 �d7 1 2 �d3 Ite8 1 3 0-0 c5 14 
�e2 �c6 15 �c3 ± Houdart-Callens, 
Antwerp 1997) 11 �c3 Ite8 is also 
equal, as the doubled pawns control 
the centre very well. 

b23) 10 �4 'u'e8 1 1  �e2 �e5 12 
0-0 c6 13 Itel �f8 14 'if'd2 as and 
now: 

b231) 15 Itfd l ? !  and now Black 
can seize the initiative with a thematic 
central break: 15 ... d5! 16 exd5 (16 cxd5 
cxd5 17 �b5 dxe4 18 �c7 exf3 19 
�xe8 'if'xe8 20 gxf3 �c6+) 16 . . .  cxd5 
17 �xd5 (17 c5 a4 18  �b5 Ji.c6 19 
�d4 'if'd7 is the last playable option 
for White) 17 ... �xd5 18 cxd5 �b4 19 
'if'c2 �xf3+ 20 �xf3 Itxe3 =+= Feige­
Tella, Augsburg 2001 .  

b232) The careful 15Ji.f2isWhite's 
best, reaching a typical position. After 
15 ... 'if'c7 16 Itfdl Itad8 17 �g3 �c8 
= all the black pieces stand very well. 

6 ••• �c6 (D) 
6 . . .  �e6 7 b3 (7 f4 g6 8 �e3 �c6 9 

'if'd3 �g4 10 �d2 �b4 11 'if'bl �g7 
12 �f3 c6 13  h3 �f6 14 a3 �a6 15 
'if'c2 0-0 16 f5 �d7 17  g4 �c5 18 
0-0-0 'u'e8 was unclear in  Portisch­
Christiansen, Szirak lZ 1987; 7 �d3 
�c6 8 'if'e3 �b4 9 �d5 �xd3+ 10 
'if'xd3 �d7 1 1  'if'c2 g6 12 �d2 �g7 
13�c3 �xc3+ 14 'if'xc3 0-0 15 �e2 � 
Balashov-Tal, Moscow 1971) 7 ... �c6 
8 'if'd2 transposes to the main line. 

7 'if'd2 
This is the main line of the �c3 and 

f3 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 
'if'f2 !? �e6: 

a) 8 b3 g6 9 Ji.b2 �g7 10 Itdl 'if'e7 
1 1  �d3 0-0 12 �bl a.''i 13 �d5 �xd5 
14 cxd5 �b4 15 'if'e2 (15 �e2, as 
played in Ganbold-Bayarsaihan, Erde­
net 1994, may be met by 15 ... �xe4 =+=) 
15 . . .  �h5 gives Black enough activity. 

b) 8 �d5!?�e7 9 �e20-0 1O�g3 
�e5 (1O ... .u.e8!? seems pretty natural) 
1 1  Ji.e2 c6 12 �xe7+ 'if'xe7 13 f4 (13 
0-0�xc4 14 �xc4�xc4 1 5 � 5 'if'e5 
16 �e3 c5 17 Itfdl 'u'fd8 is slightly 
better for Black, Kerpf-Lenz, 2nd 
BundesJiga 1988/9) 13 ... �eg4 14 'if'd4 
Itfd8 15 O-O �. 

c) 8 �e3 (planning to castle queen­
side) 8...�e7 (8 ... �e5!?) 9 0-0-0!? 0-0 
10 Wbl a6 1 1  g4�e5 12�d5 (12 c5!? 
is unclear) 12 . . .  b5 13  �xe7+ 'if'xe7 14 
c5 Itfd8 15  cxd6 Itxd6 16 Itxd6 'if'xd6 
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17 �e2 �c4 18 �h3 �d3 19 .Jtxd3 
'i'xd3+ 20 'l£<al 'u'd8 :;: Johannes-Meul­
ders, Antwerp 1997. 

7 ... .Jte6 (D) 

w 

This is the critical variation after 
3 ... �f5 4 f3, but Black also has an ac­
tive position here. 

8 b3 
8 �d3 �e5 (8 ... g6!? will probably 

transpose to the main line) 9 b3 �xd3+ 
10 'i'xd3 �e7 1 1  �ge2 0-0 12 0-0 c6 
13 �b2 'i'b6+ 14 �hl J:!.ad8 (another 
idea is 14 ... �d7!?) 15 'u'adl 'i'c7 16f4 
a6 17 f5 �c8 18 'i'g3 b5 with an equal 
position, Levin-Radovici. Romanian 
Cht 1994. 

8 ... g6 9 .:itb2 
9 �ge2 �g7 10 �b2 0-0 11 h4!? 

( 1 1  g3 �e5 12 �g2 �h3 13 0-0 �xg2 
14 Wxg2 a6 15  'u'adl b5 16 �d5 bxc4 
17 �xe5 dxe5 18  bxc4 c6 19 �dc3 
'i'a5 = Chabanon-l.Ivanov, Escaldes Z 
1999) 11 ... a5 12 h5 �xh5 13 g4 �e5 
14 �g2 �f6 15  �f4 �xc4 16 bxc4 
�xc4 17 'i'e2 �xb2 18  'i'xb2 b5 19 
'i'cl b4 20 �ce2 d5 and the strong 
g7-bishop together with the exposed 

white king give Black enough activ­
ity, Maksimovic-Petrovic, Novi Sad 
1996. 

9 ... �g7 10 .Jtd3 
10 �ge2 0-0 1 1  �g3 is best met by 

the active l l ...h5! 12 �e2 h4, when 
White's pieces can't get to their best 
squares in the centre: 13  �f1 as (or 
13  ... �d7 14 �d5 �xb2 15 'i'xb2 as 
16 �fe3 �b4 17 J:!.dl .Jtxd5 18  �xd5 
�xd5 19 'u'xd5 �6 20 lIdl �h5 21 
'i'd2 'i'f6 22 0-0 �f4 23 g3 hxg3 24 
hxg3 �xe2+ 25 'i'xe2 �fe8 = Kou­
atJy-Fedorowicz. Brussels 1987) 14 
�e3 �h6 15 �cd5 �xd5 16 cxd5 
�e5 17 g3 J:!.e8 18 'i'c3 c6 19 dxc6 
J:!.c8 20 'i'd4 'u'xc6 with a slight advan­
tage for Black, Azmaiparashvili-Vas­
iukov, USSR 1981. 

10 ... 0-0 11 �ge2 as! 
ECO gives l l ...a6 12 0-0 �e5 13  

J:!.adl �xd3 ( l3  . . .  'i'b8 ! Krogius) 14  
'i'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 c'tJd7 
12 ... �5!? 13 J:!.adl a4 14 o2rl4 axb3 

15 axb3 �h5 16 f4 �c6 17 �xc6 
bxc6 18 �a4 'i'b8 19 �xg7 �xg7 20 
�c2 f5 is also possible. Garcia Pal­
ermo-Lebredo, Bayamo 1983. 

13 J:!.adl �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 �4 
a4 15 �cd5 �e5 16 �xe5 dxe5 17 
�xe6 fxe6 18  �e3 axb3 19 axb3 'i'd4 
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20b4 �a4 21 ,l:!.f2 iLh622�c2 iLxd2 Cl: 5 g3 249 
23 �xd4 iLe3 24 �xe6 �b2 0-1. C2: 5 ttJh4 2S1 

Conclusion: 4 f3 is best met by ac­
tive queenside counterplay, similar to 
that frequently seen in the King's In­
dian. The Sth move alternatives S dxeS 
and S dS lead to roughly equal play. 

C) 
4 '1lf3 
This move, simply developing a 

piece, seems to be White's strongest 
option, as Black's plans here are 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 I �f3). 

4 ... g6 (D) 

This is Black's best option, aiming 
for a set-up similar to a King's Indian. 
The other possibility is to go for an Old 
Indian-type position with ... �bd7, 
... eS, ... iLe7 and ... c6, but this allows 
White to play e4 and obtain a small 
advantage. 

Now: 

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) S it..gS �e4 6 �xe4 it..xe4 7 
'ii'b3 (7 �d2!? !) 7 ... b6 8 'ii'e3 iLb7 9 
iLh6 �d7 10 it..xf8 Wxf8 11 g3 �g7 
12 iLg2 eS 13 dxeS �xeS 14 0-0 ne8 
IS 'ii'c3 'ii'f6 16 �el iLxg2 17 �xg2 
�d7 18 'ii'c2 'ii'eS 19 �f4 �f6 = 
HOlzI-Blatny, Klagenfurt 1997. 

b) S e3 �e4 6 �xe4 iLxe4 7 iLe2 
(7 'ii'b3 b6 8 dS it..g7 9 �gS it..fS 10 e4 
it..d7 1 1  f4 �a6 12 it..d2 �cS 13 'ii'c2 
0-0 14 iLc3 iLxc3+ I S  bxc3 eS 16 dxe6 
fxe6 17 g3 eS + Breutigam-Bosch, 
Amstelveen 1994) 7 ... it..g7 8 0-0 0-0 
9 b3 eS 10 dxeS �c6 1 1  iLb2 dxeS 12 
'ii'c l ne8 1 3 'ii'c3 'ii'e7 14 �d2 it..fS I S  
iLf3 iLd7 16 a3 f S  = Rogers-Mestel, 
British Ch (Swansea) 1987. 

c) S �d2it..g7 (S ... eS!?; S ... it..h6!?) 
6 e4 iLg4 7 f3 iLd7 8 �b3 as! 9 iLe3 
a4 10 �cl 0-0 11 it..d3 a3 12b3 cS 13 
�le2 �c6 14 iLc2 'ii'aS IS 'i'd2 eS 16 
dxcS dxcS 17  �dS �xdS 18  'ii'xaS 
�xe3! 19 'ii'c3 �d4 and the strong 
black knights compensate for the sac­
rificed material, Kobylkin-Tseshkov­
sky, Krasnodar 1999. 

d) S h3!? iLg7 (S ... �e4!?) 6 g4 
iLc8 7 e4 cS 8 dS e6 9 iLe3 0-0 10 �d2 
(10 iLd3 exdS 11 exdS �e8 12 'ii'd2 
�d7 13 iLgS f6 14 iLe3 fS I S  gxfS 
�b6 was unclear in Yusupov-Dizdare­
vic, Dresden Z 1998) 10 ... ne8 1 1  iLe2 
�a6 12 0-0 �c7 13 a4 exdS 14 cxdS 
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hS I S .1i.f4 hxg4 16 hxg4tbh7 17 .1i.g3 
tbgS 18 Wg2 fS 19 exfS gxfS 20 tbc4 
.1i.xc3 21 bxc3 tbe4 and the active W 
pieces compensate for the weakened 
king, Kozul-Benjamin, Toronto 1990. 

e) S tbgS!? .1i.g7 (S ... .1i.d7 !?) 6 e4 
.1i.g4 (D) and now: 

w 

el)  7 .1i.e2 .1i.xe2 8 'i'xe2 tbc6 9 dS 
(9 eS tbxd4 10 exf6 tbxe2 11 fxg7 
lIg8 12 'l£<xe2 lIxg7 + Bonin-Shirazi, 
New York 1991) 9 ... tbd4 10 'i'dl cS 
I I  tbf3 tbd7 12 0-0 0-0 13 tbxd4 cxd4 
14 tbe2 'if'b6 IS lIbl J:fc8 16 b3 lIxc4 
17 .1i.b2 lIb4 18  'l£<hl d3 + Zaltsman­
Shirazi, New York 1991. 

e2) 7 f3 .1i.d7 8 eS! (8 f4 eS 9 fxeS 
dxeS 10 dS 1 10 dxeS tbg4 11 'i'dS 
tbxeS 12 'i'xb7 .1i.c6 gives Black com­
pensation) 1O ... c6 11 .1i.e2 0-0 12 0-0 
tba6 is at least OK for Black, Lputian­
Dizdarevic, Sarajevo 1998) is critical, 
but Black can try 8 . . .  tbg8 9f4 dxeS 10 
fxeS f6!? with some counterplay. 

f) S 'i'b3!?'if'c8 (D) and White has 
tried almost everything here: 

fl) 6 tbh4 .1i.d7 7 e4 tbc6 8 dS 
should give Black counterplay because 

of the white knight on h4 and the 
weakened dark squares in the centre: 
8 ... tbd8 (8 . . .  tL'rl4!?) 9 .1i.e2 .1i.g7 10 h3 
0-0 I I .1i.e3 e6 12lIdl b6 13 'if'c2tbb7 
14 g4 c6 is OK for Black, Tratar-Luc­
iani, Nova Gorica 2000. 

f2) 6 h3 .1i.g7 7 g4 is an interesting 
extended fianchetto, but White is also 
weakening his own position: 7 ... .1i.d7 8 
.1i.g2 tbc6 9 'ii'dl eS 10 dS tbe7 1 1  .1i.e3 
b6 12 'i'd2 hS! with counterplay, 
Daloz-Blatny, Corsica rpd 1997. 

f3) 6 .1i.gS .1i.g7 7 e3 h6 8 .1i.h4 is 
again best met by the thematic 8 . . .  gS! 
9 .1i.g3 tbhS 10 .1i.e2 tbd7 11 'i'dl e6 
12 0-0 .1i.g6 13 tbel tbxg3 14 fxg3 0-0 
IS g4 cS =+= Meister-Hickl, BundesJiga 
1988/9. 

f4) 6e3 .1i.g7 7 .1i.e2 0-08tbd2eS9 
dS as 10 e4 .1i.d7 is a King's Indian­
type closed position, but the white 
pieces are not ideally posted and Black 
has counterplay: 1 1  'if'c2 tba6 12 tbfl 
tbe8 13 .1i.e3 fS 14 f3 tbf6 1S tbd2 b6 
16 a3 tbcs = Campos-Morales, Gran 
Canaria 1989. 

fS) 6 g3 .1i.g7 7 .1i.g2 tbc6 8 dS tbd8 
9 0-0 0-0 and Black controls e4 and 
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the h3-c8 diagonal, and this gives him 
typical counterplay against all White's 
options: 

fS I)  10 kd2lbe4! l l lbxe4 kxe4 
12 'i'e3 fS 13 kc3 kxc3 14 'i'xc3 eS 

fS2) 10 ke3 kh3 1 1  cS kxg2 12 
Wxg2 'i'd7 13h3 dxcS 14 kxcSb6 1S 
kd4 cS! 16 keS lbb7 = Epishin-Bauer, 
Bad Zwesten 1997. 

fS3) 10 .l:lel lbe4! 11 lbxe4 kxe4 
12 'i'e3 fS 13 kh3 e6 14 'i'b3 c6 IS  
dxe6 lbxe6 16 ke3 dS 17 lbd2 dxc4 
18 lbxc4 kdS 19 kg2f4!? with active 
play for Black, Krasenkow-Roman­
ish in, Cutro 1999. 

g) White can also try to close the 
centre immediately with S d5 (D), when 
Black can choose the position-type he 
wishes to have: 

!.I.. �.11 .1 
I. , • •  ' I U i  

I _ � _I 
-I 

, 

gl) S .. lba6!?isthe latest example, 
in line with King's Indian fashion: 6 
lbd4 kd7 7 e4 lbcs 8 f3 kg7 9 ke3 
0-0 10 ke2 (10 b4 lba6 1 1  a3 cS 12 
dxc6 bxc6 with counterplay) 1O ... eS 
I 1 lbb3 b6 12 'i'd2 lbhS (12 . . .  aS!?) 13  
g3 fS 14 exfS gxfS I S  f4 'i'e8 16 fxeS 

( l 6 lbxcS bxcS 17 fxeS ;t) 16 ... lbxb3 
17 axb3 dxeS 18 0-0-0 lbf6 19 kh6 
kxh6 20 'i'xh6 'i'g6 21 'i'e3 'u'ae8 
with chances for both players, Ftaenik­
Conquest, Hastings 200011. 

g2) S ... kg7 6 lbd4 kd7 7 e4 and 
now: 

g21) 7 ... lba6 8 ke2 lbcs 9 f3 as 
secures the cS-post for the knight in the 
spirit of the Classical King's Indian: 
10 ke3 0-0 1 1  0-0 c6 12 ,u,cl a4 13  
'i'd2 'i'aS 1 4 J:tfdl 'u'fc8 l S  kfl t Ceb­
alo-Dizdarevic, Solin 1999, though 
Black is not completely out ofchances 
here. 

g22) 7 ... cS closes the centre in Ben­
oni fashion: 8 lbc2 0-0 9 ke2 a6 
(9 ... lba6 10 0-0 lbc7 1 1  f4 a6 12 a4 b6 
13  'i'el ;t; 9 ... bS 10 cxbS a6 11 bxa6 
lbxa6 12 0-0 'i'aS ;t) 10 a4 lbe8 1 1  
kgS i s  slightly better for White, Ftac­
nik-Stratil, Czech Cht 1994. 

g23) 7 ... 0-0 8 ke2 e6 (8 ... cS!?) 9 
kgS (9dxe6!?)9 ... h6 1 0 kh4 exdS 1 1  
cxdS 'u'e8 1 2 f3 cS 1 3 lbb3 a6 1 4  a4 b6 
Is lbd2 kc8 16lbc4 .l:la7 17 0-0 .l:lb7 
18 'l£<hl gS 19 kf2 ;t Polugaevsky­
Gurgenidze, USSR Ch (Baku) 1961. 
White has a normal Benoni-type posi­
tion, with asmall advantage, butBlack 
has counterplay. 

ell 
5 g 3 lbe4 (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. 

S . . .  'i'c8!? is possible, and S . . .  kg7 
6 kg2 will normally transpose to a 
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positional variation of the Fianchetto 
King's Indian, but there are also some 
independent ideas. 

6 liJxe4 
White has a variety of other moves 

here: 
a) 6 Ji.d2 Ji.g7 7 Ji.g2 �xc3 8 Ji.xc3 

Ji.e4 is good for Black: 9 0-0 0-0 lO 
ncl dS!? II  �eS?! Ji.xg2 12 Wxg2 
dxc4 13 'ifa4 'ifdS+ 14 Wgi bS IS  e4?? 
'ifxeS 0-1 Ru.Rodrigues-y'Georgiev, 
Faro 1999. 

b) 6 'ifb3 �xc3 7 bxc3 (7 'ifxc3 
Ji.g7 8 Ji.g2 'ifc8 9 0-0 lh_1h Filippov­
Malaniuk, Russian Cht (Smolensk) 
2000) 7 ... �e4! 8 �g2 (8 Ji.h3 �g7 9 
0-0 b6 10 'ifa4+ Ji.c6 II 'ifc2 0-0 12 
e4 eS 13 dxeS dxeS 14 Ji.a3 ne8 I S  
'u'ad I 'iff6 =+= Alexandrov-VI.Georgiev, 
Dupnica 1998) 8 ... �g7 9 0-0 0-0 10 
�e3 �d7 I I  nfdl b6 12 cS 'ifb8 13 
cxd6 cxd6 14 �eS Ji.xg2 IS �xd7 
'ifb7 16 �xf8 Ji.h3 17 f3 'u'xf8 18 a4 
nc8 19 nacl Ji.d7 20 nd2 'ifa6 21 as 
bxaS 22 'u'b2 Ji.c6 23 'u'al a4 and the 
passed pawn together with the strong 
bishop compensates for the exchange. 

Lanzendorfer-Hakshenas, Germany 
1990. 

c) 6 Ji.g2 �xc3 7 bxc3 Ji.e4! (the 
alternative 7 ... Ji.g7 8 �h4 �c8 is too 
passive, and White gets the initiative 
with 9 0-0 0-0 10 f4! fS I I  e4 fxe4 12 
Ji.xe4 e6 13 nbl c6 14 dS! ! Norri­
Tella, Helsinki rpd 20ot) 8 0-0 �g7 9 
.:iU4 0-0 l O 'ifcl ne8 I I  �h6 eS 12a4 
�c6 13 ndl 'ife7 14 Ji.xg7 Wxg7 IS 
as b6 16 axb6 cxb6 17 �f1 �aS 18  
�d2 Ji.b7 19 'ifb2 nac8 =+= Cantore­
Y.Georgiev, Turin 2000. 

6 ... Ji.xe4 7 .i.h3 
7 �g2 �g7 8 0-00-0 transposes to 

a line of the King's Indian. 
7 ... .i.g7 
7 ... dS!?, with a radical change in 

the position, might appeal to some 
players. 8 0-0 and now: 

a) 8 ... dxc4 9 'ifa4+ c6 10 'ifxc4 
�xf3 II exf3 �g7 12 �gS 'ifxd4? 
(12 ... 0-0!? is a better try) 13 'ife2 'ifeS 
14 'ifd2 'ifc7 IS nfel eS 1 6 'u'adl f6 17 
'u'xeS+ fxeS 18  Ji.d8 'iff? 19 'ifd6 b6 20 
�gS 1-0 Fahnenschmidt-Stohl, Bun­
desliga 1992/3. 

b) 8 ... �xf3 9 exf3 �c6 10 'ifb3 
�xd4 I I  'ifxb7 Ji.g7 12 Ji.e3 (12 cxdS 
0-0 13 Whl 'u'b8 14 'ifxa7 'ifxdS gives 
Black sufficient play) 12 ... �xf3+ 13 
Wg2 �eS 14 cxdS (14 nadl 'u'b8 I S  
'ifxdS 'ifxdS+ 16 cxdS nxb2 17  nbl 
=) 14 ... ,U,b8 IS  'ifxa7 'ifxdS+ 16 f3 

'u'xb2+ 17 Wgi 0-0 18  �g2 na8 19 
'i'xc7 �g4 0-1 Maurer-Sharif, Liech­
tenstein 1996. 

8 0-0 0-0 9 d5 .i.xf3 10 exf3 liJd7 
ll nel 

II nbl 1h_1h Iskusnykh-Khalifman, 
Russian Cht (St Petersburg) 1999. 



THE OLD INDIAN WITH ... iLj5 251 

11...ttJc5 12 :bl as 13 b3 :e8 14 
iLb2 e5 15 dxe6 ttJxe6 16 iLxe6 ':xe6 
17 lhe6 fxe6 18 f4 iLxb2 19 lhb2 
1Vf6 20 ':'e2 ""f7 

The position is equal, Yennolinsky­
Hodgson, Rakvere 1993. 

Conclusion: 5 g3 leads topositional 
lines, in which Black should do quite 
well with a common-sense approach. 

e2l 
5 �h4(D) 

This move, chasing the bishop and 
securing White a chance to play e4, is 
probably the most critical option. 

5 ... iLd76 e4 iLg7 
Or: 
a) 6 ... c5!? is not played so often, 

but is one of the main challenges for 
White. 7 d5 e6 8 ill (8 dxe6!? iLxe6 
9 �f3 �c6 10 iLf4 100ks quite criti­
cal) 8 . . .  exd5 9 exd5 (9 cxd5?! iLg7 10 
iLd3 0-0 11 0-0 b5! 12 iLxb5 �xe4 
13 iLxd7 �xc3 14 bxc3 �xd7 '+ Kal­
inichev-Varavin, Novosibirsk 1989) 
9 ... iLg7 10 iLe2 0-0 11 0-0 and now a 

typical position has been reached, but 
with an extra tempo . . .  iLd7 for Black, 
so the critical question is if there are 
ways to make use of this tempo. The 
idea l l  ... �a6!?, with thenonnal well­
scoring plan of ... �c7, .. JIb8, ... a6 
and . . .  b5, suggests itself as the bishop 
is already supporting the ... b5 break. 

b) 6 ... e5 7 �f3 iLg7 (7 ... exd4 8 
�xd4 iLg7 9 iLe2 0-0 10 0-0 trans­
poses to note 'b' to Black's 9th move; 
7 ... �c6?! 8 d5 �e7 lets White play 9 
c5!, which gives him positional pres­
sure: 9 ... iLg7 10 'i'b3 'i'b8 1 1  cxd6 
cxd6 12 iLb5 0-0 13  iLg5 iLg4 14 
�d2 h 6 1 5 iLe3iLc8 16 iLe2 �g4 17 
iLxg4 iLxg4 18 0-0 iLd7 19 a4 f5 20 
f3f421 iLf2g5 22:fcl :f7 23 �b5 ± 
Nikitin-Malaniuk, St Petersburg 2000) 
8 iLe2 (8 dxe5 dxe5 9 �xe5 �xe4 10 
�xe4 iLxe5 11 iLg5 f6 12 iLci ·�e7 
+) transposes to the main line. 

7 iLe2 e5 
7 ... 0-0 8 �f3 ·�e8?! is one idea to 

use the extra tempo, but White has 9 
e5! dxe5 10 �xe5 iLf5 11 iLf3 c6 12 
0-0 �bd7 13  iLf4 �xe5 14 iLxe5 � 
Sosonko-Riemersma, Dutch Ch (Rot­
terdam) 1997. 

8 ttJf3 0-0 (D) 
9 0-0 
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) 9 dxe5 dxe5 10 �xe5 is not dan­
gerous for Black because 1O ... �xe4 
11 �xe4 ( 1 1  �xd7? �xc3 wins for 
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w 

Black) 1 1 ...�xeS 12 �gS 'if'e8 13 
�6+ �xf6 14 �xf6 'ii'e6 1S �d4 (15 
�c3 'u'e8 +)  IS . . .  .u.e8 16 �e3 �c6 fa­
yours Black according to Khalifman. 

b) 9 �e3 �g4 10 �gS f6 has been 
tried, but with no effect: 11 �cl ( 1 1  
�h4 �c6 12 dxeS dxeS 13  'if'dS+'i£<h8 
14 0-0-0 was unclear in Khalifman­
I.Sokolov, Pamu 1996) 1 l ...�c6 1 2  
d S  �e7 13  �d2 �h6 14 c S  �f7 15  
'if'b3 'u'b8 16 cxd6 cxd6 17  a4fS 18  f3 
�h6 = Schiissler-Benjamin, Reykja­
vik tt 1990. 

9 ... llJc6 
Or: 
a) 9 ... 'if'e8 10 dxeS dxeS 11 �e3 

�a6 12 �d2 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 ... 'ii'e7!? 13 �dS �xdS 14 cxdS c6 
15 l:.cl (IS 'if'b3!?) IS ... cxdS 16 �xa6 
d4 17 �xb7 'u'ab8 18 �dS (18 'u'c7!?) 
18  . . .  dxe3 19 �c4 exf2+ 20 llxf2 �h6 
21 'u'c3 'i£<g7 is unclear, Southam­
Whitehead, North Bay 1998. 

b) 9 ... exd4!? 10 �xd4 'u'e8 11 f3 
�c6 gives White a slight advantage 

according to Khalifman, but there is 
the interesting plan 12 �e3 �hS! 13 
'if'd2 �f4, and now: 

bl) 14 �xc6 is a move that is not 
considered very dangerous for Black 
in the position where the bishop is on 
cR 14 ... �xe2+ 15 �xe2 bxc6 (an­
other idea is IS ... �xc6!?) 16 l:tadl 
�e6 (16 ... 'ii'b8!?, with the point 17 b3 
as 18  cS a4!?, is one possible idea 
where ... �d7 is useful) 17 b3 cS 18 
�4 'ii'c8 (l8 ... aS!? looks a safe im­
provement) 19 'if'aS!, Cebalo-Loncar, 
Makarska Tucepi 1995. 

b2) 14 .u.fd l ! ?  is the main move 
when the bishop is on c8, but here 
Black has a clear extra tempo after 
14 . . .  �xe2+ 15 �cxe2 and now a suit­
able plan might be IS ... a6 16 .u.acl 
�xd4 17 �xd4 bS!?·  

10d5 llJe7 11 llJel 
Black has no problems after 1 1  

�d2?! a s  o r  1 1  b4?! �hS 1 2  'u'el fS 
13 �gS �f6 14 �f3 'if'c8. 

11...llJe8 
l l ...c6 12 �d3 �e8 13 �e3 ;1;. 
12 .i.e3 f5 13 f3 f4 
13  . . .  cS?! 14 dxc6 bxc6 15  cS !. 
14 �f2 h5 15 c5 dxc5 16 .i.xc5 

llJd6 17 llJd3 g5 18 Whl llJg6 
D.Ourevich-VOeorgiev, Bermuda 

1998. Now 19 a4! gives White some 
advantage according to Khalifman. 

Conclusion: The variation starting 
with the slightly surprising 5 �h4 
seems to be one of the most critical 
tries against the Old Indian with 
... �fS. However, besides the quite 
playable main line, there also seem to 
be many unexplored ideas. 



32 1 d4 d6 2 c4 4:Jf6 3 4:Jc3 
e5 4 4:Jf3 e4 

Besides the 1 d4 d6 2 c4 eS 3 tbf3 
main line, Black has another, more po­
sitional approach available, namely 
the variation 3 ... e4 4 tbgS tbf6. 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 S tbc3 .ii.fS 6 
g4. However, Black has some targets 
for his counterplay, and some strong 
players have played this variation 
quite frequently 

1 d4 d6 2 c4lLlf6 3 lLlc3 eS 4 lLlf3 
e4 (D) 

Now 

A: S lLlgl 2S3 
B: S lLld2 2S4 
C: S lLlgS 2S6 

Line C can also be reached via the 
move-order 1 d4 d6 2 c4 eS 3 tbf3 e4 4 
tbgS tbf6 S tbc3 .ii.fS, though then 
White doesn't have the sidelines (S 
tbgl and S tbd2) available. This is im­
portant, as the most critical position at 
the moment seems to be in precisely 
the 'sideline' S tal2 .ii.fS 6 'if'b3 

A) 
S lLlgl 
White is going to regroup with e3 

and tbge2-g3. Black has committed 
his knight to f6, which means that it 
will not be possible to support the cen­
tre with ... fS 

S ... h6 6 e3 
0,' 
a) 6 g3 c6 7 dS .ii.fS 8 .ii.g2 tbbd7 is 

equal according to Epishin, as Black's 
e4-pawn is quite strong 

b) 6 .ii.f4 gS!?7 .ii.d2.ii.g7 8 e3 .ii.fS 
9 tbge2 .ii.g6 10 'i'b3 b6 11 tbg3 0-0 
12 .ii.e2 cS is fine for Black because of 
his active piece-play, Bisguier-Bron­
stein, Budapest 1961 

6 ... c6 (D) 
Black's main plan is to support the 

centre with ... dS. However, this should 
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w 

be done carefully, as the d5-pawn can 
become weak sometimes. 

7ttJge2 iUS! 
7 ... d5 8 .!bf4 ± Epishin. 
8 ttJg3 .i.g6 9f3 dS 
9 ... exf3 10 gxf3 ± intending e4 

(Epishin). Black should fight for the 
centre as long as possible. 

10 cxdS 
Epishin gives 10 'if'b3!? as an alter­

native; for example, 1O . . .  'if'b6 1 1  cxd5 
'if'xb3 12 axb3 cxd5 13 .!bb5 �d7 14 
lIxa7 lIxa7 15  .!bxa7 .!bc6 16 .!bxc6 
bxc6 and Black's better pawn-structure 
gives him enough compensation. 

10 ..• exf3! 11 gxf3 
1 1  dxc6 fxg2 12 cxb7 gxhl'if' 13  

.!bxhl .!bbd7 14 bxa8'i' 'if'xa8 is  quite 
a mess, and it has not been tested yet. 

11...cxdS 12 .i.d3! 

Black, though it might result in some 
sharp positions. 

B) 
S ttJd2 
At the moment this logical, though 

slightly passive, way of attacking e4 is 
the best choice for White. 

S ... �fS (D) 
5 ... 'if'e7 develops too slowly, allow-

ing White to take the initiative with 6 
e3 g6 7 Si.e2 h5 8 0-0 �h6 9 f3! 
Si.xe3+ 10 'l£<hl 0-0 (I 0 . . .  exf3 1 1  lIxf3 
�h6?! 1 1 1  ... �xd4 12 .!bde4 �xc3 13 
.!bxc3 ±) 12  .!bde4 .!bxe4 13  .!bxe4 
'if'xe4 14 �xh6 .u.xh6 15 'i'd2 +-) 1 1  
.!bdxe4 �xcl 12  'if'xcl .!bc6 1 3  'if'd2 
.!bh7 14 .!bd5 'i'd8 15 f4 ± I.Sokolov-
Gheorghiu, Kavala tt 1990. 

w 

12 'i'b3 'if'd7 13 �b5 .!bc6 14 e4 a6 6 e3 
+. This is the old main line, but line 'b' 

12 ... .i.xd3 13 'if'xd3 ttJc6 may render it irrelevant: 
with possibilities for both players, a) 6 'i'c2 �g6 (6 . . .  c6 7 f3 d5 8 

Lputian-Epishin, Rostov 1993. cxd5 cxd5 9 e3 .!bc6 10 �b5 l1c8 1 1  
0-0 �g6 1 2  fxe4 dxe4 1 3  .!bdxe4 .!bxe4 

Conclusion: The continuation 5 14 .!bxe4 a6 15 �xc6+ l1xc6 16 'if'b3 
.!bgl is not especially dangerous for 'if'c7 17 'if'd5 �e7 18 .!bc3 0-0 gives 



J d4 d6 2 c4 fOf6 3 fOc3 e5 4 fO/3 ,4 255 

Black sufficient compensation, Sho­
cron-Wexler, Buenos Aires 1958). and 
now White must avoid the variation 7 
�dxe4? �xe4 8 �xe4 d5 9 cxd5 (9 
'ii'a4+ b5 10 'ii'xb5+ c6 11 'ii'b7 dxe4 
12 'if'xa8 .1i.b4+ 13 .1i.d2 .1i.xd2+ 14 
'l£<xd2 'ii'xd4+ -+ Radzenko-Nisman, 
USSR 1971) 9 ... .1i.b4+. when Black 
has the advantage. 

b) After 6 'ifb3 !, Black's position 
is critical: 6 ... �c6 (6 . . .  'ii'c8 7 e3 c6 8 
h3 h5 9 .1i.e2 §i.e? 10 a3 �a6 11 f3 ;t 
Plaskett-Dunnington, Hastings 1987/8) 
7 e3 and now: 

bl) 7 . . .  a5 and here: 
b I l )  8 'if'xb7 �b4 (better than 

8 ... :!.b8 9 'ii'xc6+ .1i.d7 10 'ifa6 1Ia8 1 1  
'ifb7 lIb8 12 'if'xb8 'ii'xb8 13  �dxe4 
;t) 9 �b5 1Ib8 10 �xc7+ 'l£<d7 =t. 

bI2) 8 a3 1Ib8 9 g3 'Vile? 10 Jig2 g6 
and then: 

bI2l) 1 1  'ViIc2 .f/..g7 ( l l ...�xd4 12 
exd4 e3 13 �de4 ±) 12 �dxe4 �xe4 
13 .fI..xe4 (13  �xe4 0-0 14 O-Ol:Ue8 15 

f3 ±) 13  . . .  0-0 14 0-0 .1i.xe4 15  'if'xe4 ± 
bI22) 11 �d5 �xd5 12 cxd5 �d8 

13 h3 h5 14 'if'c2 ± Grdinic-Kovace­
vic, Pula 1990. 

b2) 7 ... n b8 and now: 
b21) 8 'ii'a4?!  'ii'd7 9 d5 �e5 10 

'if'xa7 'ii'c8 11 'if'd4 c5 12 dxc6 �xc6 
13 'ii'b6 �e7 is probably good enough 
for Black, Yusupov-Ljubojevic, Lin­
ares 1988. 

b22) 8 g3! (White simply attacks 
thee4 weakness, and there is not much 
Black can do) 8 . . .  d5 (8 ... 'if'e7 9 .1i.g2 
a6 10 d5 �d8 1 1  'if'c2 ± Khalifman) 9 
cxd5 �b4 10 .1i.c4 .1i.d6 1 1  a3 �a6 12 
'if'a4+ 'l£<f8 13  b4 ± Aleksandrov-Var­
avin, St Petersburg 2000. 

6 ••. c67 .1i.e2 (D) 

7 ... 'ii'd7 
Black gains counterplay thanks to 

this queen move before making the 
. .. d5 push. 

7 ... d5 8 'ii'b3 'if'd7 9 cxd5 (9 f3 exf3 
10 �xf3 �d6 1 1  �e5 .1i.xe5 12 dxe5 
�g4 ;t GJigoric-Schmid, Zurich 1961) 
9 ... cxd5 10 f3 exf3 11 �xf3 .1i.d6 12 
�e5 .1i.xe5 13  dxe5 �e4 14 0-0 �c6 
15 ndl t Smyslov-Bronstein, USSR 
Ch (Moscow) 1949. 

8 g4 
Other options : 
a) 8 d5 �a6 9 �b3 nc8 10 �d2 

Si.e7 1 1  �d4 Si.g6 12 a3 0-0 (the alter­
native I2 ... �c5!? 13 0-0 �d3 is un­
clear) 13 b4 cxd5 14 cxd5 �c7 1 5 'ii'b3 
�g4 16 �e6 �xe6 ( l6 .. .fxe6! 17  
dxe6 'ii'xe6 18  'if'xe6+ �xe6 19 Si.xg4 
'l£<f7 t) 17 dxe6 'if'xe6 18  'if'xe6 fxe6 
19 Si.xg4 Si.f5 20 .1i.xf5 exf5 21 �d5 
1-0 Lundin-Vestol, Helsinki 1947. 

b) 8 b4 �a6 9 nbl c5 (9 ... �c7!? 
10 b5 c5 might be possible) 10 dxc5 
dxc5 11 a3 cxb4 12 c5 bxc3 13  �b5 
cxd2+ 14 'if'xd2 �xc5 15 0-0 Si.e7 16 
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�xd7+ .!Dfxd7 17 �b2 0-0 is much 
better for Black, Regis-Degenhardt, 
Germany 1997/8. 

8 ... llJxg4 9 llJdxe4 d5 10 llJg3 �e6 
11 e4 llJf6 12 cxd5 cxd5 13 �g5 �b4 
14 �xf6 gxf6 15 a3 �xc3+ 16 bxc3 
�c7 17 �d2llJd7 

Black is OK, P.Schlosser-Hickl, 
w.German Ch (Bad Neuenahr) 1989. 
The rest of the game was 18 exd5 
�xd5 19 ngl 0-0-0 20 c4 lh_1h. 

Conclusion: 5 .!Dd2�f5 6 'if'b3 is a 
real problem for Black at the moment. 

C) 
5 llJg5 �f5 (D) 

6 g4 
Or: 
a) 6 'if'c2?! is very well answered 

by the thematic tactical operation 
6 ... h6! 7 .!Dgxe4 .!Dxe4 8 .!Dxe4 'if'h4!, 
when Black has at least equality: 9 
.!Dxd6+ (9 'if'a4+ �d7 10 'if'c2 �f5 1 1  
'if'a4+ �d7 1 2  'if'c2 lh_lh Cruz-Rubin­
etti, Buenos Aires 1964; 9 g4?! 'if'xg4 
10 f3 'if'h4+ 11 'iitdl .!Dc6 1 2 e3 g6 13  

'if'f2 'if'd8 14 .!Dg3 �d7 15  �d2 �g7 
and Black is slightly better, Schon­
Davies, W.Beriin 1987) 9 ... �xd6 10 
'if'xf5 �b4+ and then: 

al) I I  �d2 �xd2+ 12 Wxd2 
'if'xd4+ 13  Wcl 'i'xc4+ 14 Wbl 'if'd4 
( l4  ... 0-0!? 15 e3 'if'b4 16 �d3 g6 17  
'i'f6 .!Dd7 18  'ii'c3 'i'b6 19 l:tcl c6 20 
a4 as 21 lta3 nfe8 22 h3 l:tad8 = 
Ward-Nay, Paris 1988) 15  a3 .!Dc6 16 
e3 'if'dl+ 17  'l£<a2 .!Db4+ lh_lh Mosko­
witz-Smook, Hollywood 1954. 

a2) 11 Wdl 'if'xd4+ 12 Wc2 'if'xc4+ 
13 Wbl .!Dd7 14 e4 'if'c5 15 'if'xc5 
�xc5 16 f3 We7 17 �f4 c6 18 Wc2 
nhd8 19 ndl .!Df8 20 �c4 .!De6 21 
�xe6 Wxe6 lh_lh Boleslavsky-Bron­
stein, Budapest Ct 1950. 

b) 6 f3!? is possible butit should not 
be too dangerous for Black: 6 . . .  exf3 7 
exf3 (7 gxf3 c5 8 d5 g6 9 e4 �c8 10 
�e3 �g7 11 'if'd2 .!Dbd7 12 f4 0-0 13 
ngl a6 14a4l:te8 15 �d3 .!Df8 16l:tg3 
.!Dg4 17 �gl h6 18  .!Dh3 f5 19 0-0-0 
�xc3 20 'i'xc3 fxe4 '+' Gulko-Benja­
min, USA Ch (Los Angeles) 1993) 
7 ... �e7 8 �d3 �xd3 9 'if'xd3 c6 10 
0-Od5 1 1  c5b6 12b4h6 13 .!Dh3 as 14 
.!Da4 .!Dbd7 15 b5 (not 15 �f4? axb4 
16 .!Dxb6, Delamarre-Van der Wiel, 
Wijk aan Zee 1995, 16 ... .!Dxc5! -+) 
15 ... cxb5 16 'if'xb5 bxc5 is good for 
Black. 

6 ... �xg4 (D) 
White will collect the e4-pawn, mak­

ing the pawn-formation nicely unbal­
anced. White has more pawns in the 
centre, which basically guarantees him 
some advantage, though Black has 
been getting counterplay even against 
very strong opposition. 
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Xli! fil.. � 
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I� IL_ 
7 �g2 
7 0.gxe4?! 0.xe4 (7 ... 0.bd7 8 'tifd3 

�e7 9 'tifg3 �f5 10 kg2 .l::i.b8 1 1  
0.xf6+ �xf6 1 2  'tife3+ 'i'e7 13  0.b5 
'i'xe3 14 �xe3 'l£<d8 15 0.xa7 c6 16 
�xc6 bxc6 17 0.xc6+ 'l£<c7 18  0.xb8 
0.xb8 19 'l£<d2 ± Alburt-Ginsburg, 
Lone Pine 1979) 8 0.xe4 allows cen­
tral counterplay by 8 ... d5! :  

a) 9 0.c3 dxc4 10 'i'a4+ 'i'd7 
(1O . . .  0.c6!? 1 1  d5 �d7 12 'i'xc4 0.b4 
is unclear; 1O ... c6!? 1 1  'i'xc4 �e6 12 
'i'd3 0.a6 =) 1 1  'i'xc4 'i'c6 12 'i'b5 
'tifxb5 13 0.xb5 0.a6 14 �f4 c6 15 
0.c3 0-0-0 16 l:tgl �e6 = Lein-Lisit­
syn, USSR Cht 1968. 

b) 9 cxd5 'i'xd5 1O �g2 �b4+ 1 1  
'l£<fl ( 1 1  �d2?'i'xd4 1 2 'i'b30.c6 13 
0-0-0 �e6 14 �xb4 'i'xb4 15  'i'xb4 
0.xb4 16 a3 0.d5 17 0.c5 0-0-0 + Dol­
ezal-JeZek, Podebrady 1956) 11 ... 'i'd7 
12 'i'b3 0.c6 13 �e3 (13  d5 0.d4 14 
'i'e3 ( 14 'i'xb4 �xe2+ 15 'l£<gl 0.f3+ 
16 �xf3 �xf3 +j 14 ... 0.c2 15 0.f6++ 
'l£<d8 16 0.xd7 0.xe3+ 17 �xe3 �xd7 
=) 13 ... �e6 14 'i'd3 �d5 15 a3 �e7 16 
h 4 f5 = Poldauf-Vesely, Prague 1989. 

7 ... �e7 

7 ... 0.c6 8 0.gxe4 0.xe4 9 0.xe4 
'i'd7?! (9 ... �e7 transposes to Line CI) 
10 h3 �f5 1 1  0.g3 �g6 12 h4 h6 13  
'i'b3 ± Schmid-Westerinen, Bamberg 
1968. 

8 llJgxe4 llJxe4 (D) 

w 

This is the basic position, where 
White can take with knight or bishop. 
Cl: 9 llJxe4 257 
C2: 9 .i.xe4 258 

Opinions differ as to which is best. 

Gil 
9 llJxe4 llJc6 
9 ... 'i'd7 10 'i'b3 c6 1 1  0.g3 'i'c7 12 

0-0 0-0 13 �f4 'i'd7 14 e4 �f6 15 
�e3 �h4 16 l:tael ;1;, Pinter-McNab, 
Malta OL 1980. 

10 .i.e3 
Or: 
a) 10 0-0'tifd7 1 1 0.g3 ( l l f4 �h3 

12 �xh3 'i'xh3 13  d5 0.d8 14 l:tf3 
'i'h4 15 0.g3 'i'g4 16 'l£<hl h5 17 'i'd3 
g6 18 �d2 h4 19 0.e4 'i'f5 20 �c3 l:th5 
and Black is fine, Nogueiras-McNab, 
Malta OL 1980) 1 l . ..�f6 12 d5 0.e7 
13 a4 0.g6 14 l:ta3 0-0-0 15 as l:tde8 
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(Nikolic-Benjamin, Horgen 1994) 1 6  
f3 .1i.h3 17 e4 �. 

b) 10 lbg3 .ii.f6 11 .ii.e3 0-0 12 
'if'd2 l:tb8 13  h3 .1i.d7 14 lbhS .ii.h4 IS 
::tgl g6 16 0-0-0 'l£<h8 17 lbf4 � Piket­
Van der Wiel, Dutch Ch 1995. 

c) 10 'if'd3 0-0 11 lbg3 dS!? 12 
cxds lbb4 13  'if'b3 c6 14 dxc6 lbxc6 
IS e3 .1i.b4+ 16 'l£<fl 'if'e7 17 a3 .ii.aS 
1 8  'if'd3 Aad8 19 b4 .ii.b6 20 .ii.b2 'if'f6 
21 'u'bl l:!.fe8 gives Black a lot of com­
pensation, Tuomala-Lehto, Finnish 
Cht 1989. 

d) 10 h3 .1i.d7 11 0-0 0-0 12lbc3 fS 
13 lL'rls .1i.h4 14 cS 'l£<h8 IS  cxd6 cxd6 
16 .ii.f4 .ii.e6 17 lbc3 lbe7 18  lbbS 
�dS 19 f3 lbg6 20 �xd6 .1i.e7 21 
.1i.xe7 'if'xe7 22'if'd2 f4 and Black's ac­
tivity is worth more than a pawn, Far­
ago-Jacobsen, Silkeborg 1988. 

10 .. .0-0 11 �d2 jus 12 lbc3 
12 0-0-0!?  
12 ... �h4 
There is an interesting 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 evaluation as � 
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. 

13 0-0 
13 O-O-O!?· 
13 ... �d7 14 Whl ':'ae8 15 ngl 

.i.g6 16 l:tafl !iJe7 17 .i.gS !iJfS 18 
.i.xh4 !iJxh4 19 �f4 !iJxg2 20 l:txg2 
c6 21 f3 

� Salov-Speelman, Brussels 1988. 
White has blockaded the centre and 
controls the g-file, while Black's pieces 

are slightly passive. The game con­
cluded 2l . ..l:te7 22 l:tfgl f6 23 h4 dS! 
24 cxdS cxdS 2S 'l£<h2 bS! 26 a3 Ih_1h. 

Conclusion: White may get a small 
positional advantage here because of 
his strong centre, but Black has good 
chances of holding the position. 

e2l 
9 .i.xe4 (D) 

9 ... c6 
9 . . .  lbc6!? is a fairly logical move, 

but it has only been played once: 10  
'if'd3�hS 11  l:tgl .1i.g6 12lL'rlS 'if'd7 13  
lbxe7 'if'xe7 14 ,U,g4? 0-0-0 I S  .1i.fS+ 
'l£<b8 16 .1i.gS f6 17 .1i.e3 lbb4 18 'if'bl 
.1i.xfS 19 'if'xfS g6 20 'if'bl  'if'e6 21 l:tf4 
dS and Black is much better. Rotteler­
Werner, B adenweil 1990. 

10 �d3 
10 'if'c2 is worse due to 10 . . .  .ii.hS 1 1  

l:t g l  .1i.g6, when the white queen is 
more passive than in the main line, and 
Black had strong counterplay after 12 
.:iU 4 lba6 13  0-0-0 'if'd7 14 �xg6 fxg6 
IS e4 0-0 16 �e3 .1i.h4 17 f4 'if'h3 18  



J d4 d6 2 c4 COf6 3 COd e5 4 COf3 ,4 259 

'tifd2 l:tae8 in Neurohr-Hickl, Bundes­
liga 1989190. 

10 ... iLh5 
Not 1O ... �d7? 1 1  iLxh7 +-. 
11 �h3 
White forces a weakening of Black's 

pawns, as the h-pawn is pinned. 
a) I I l:tgl iLg6 1 2 f 4 dS ! =. 
b) 11 iLf4 iLg6 12 0-0-0 �a6 (or 

12 ... �d7 13 'tifg3 �f6 14 iLf3 intend­
ing h4) 13 h4 (13  iLxg6 hxg6 14 dS 
l:th4 15 e3 'tifaS 16 Wbl nc8 17 �g3 
l:thS 18 e4 Wf8 19 nhel Wg8 gives 
Black counterplay, Brenninkmeijer­
Blees, Dutch Ch (Hilversum) 1989) 
and now: 

bl) 13  ... iLxh4 14 iLxg6 fxg6 15 
'tife4+ Wf7 (IS ... iLe7? 16 11xh7 +-) 
16 �xd6 � 

b2) B ... 'tifd7 14 hS �xe4 IS li'xe4 
�. 

b3) B ... dS 14 cxdS �b4 15 'tife3 
iLxe4 (IS  . . .  cxdS? 16 iLxg6 hxg6 17 
a3 �c6 18 li'f3 nhS 19 e4 is much 
better for White, Polugaevsky-Hickl, 
Haifa Echt 1989; IS ... �xdS? 16 iLxdS 
cxdS 17 hS iLfS 18 li'eS +-) 16 li'xe4 
�xdS 17 �xdS li'xdS 18 'tifxdS cxdS 
19 Wd2 � Polugaevsky. 

11.. . ..Itg6 
1 l ...�h4? 12 l:tgl 0-0 13 iLgS +-. 
12 ..Itxg6 fxg6 
White's better pawn-sncture should 

give him a small advantage, but Black 
has some tactical ideas that can easily 
give him counterplay. 

13 ..Itf4 
13 e4 �a6 14 iLe3 0-0 15 0-0 �c7 

16f4Wh8 17 dS �f6 1 8 l:tadl cxdS 19 
cxdS 'tife8 20 .lIfe 1 �bS!? and Black 
has counterplay, Reich-Hickl, Bad 
Worishofen 1990. 

13 ... 0-0 
The alternative 13 ... li'd7!?  has also 

been suggested. 
14 e3 
14 li'e6+ Wh8 15 iLg3 �a6 16 h4 

nfS 17 0-0-0 1f�_112 Psakhis-Hickl, 
Dortmund 1989, but 14 iLg3!? might 
be an improvement. 

14 ... llJa6 15 0-0-0 llJc7 16 Wbl a6 
17 llJe4? 

17 Wal gives White a slight advan­
tage according to Speelman. 

17 ... g5! 18 ..Itg3 �e8 19 Wal �g6 
20 'tifg2 llJe8 

The position is unclear, Kasparov­
Speelman, Belfort 1988. The rest of 
the game was 21 11dgl bS 22 cS dxcS 
23 �xcS �xcS 24 dxcS l:td8 25 h4 
gxh4 26 nxh4 l:td2 27 l:td4 l:te2 28 
li'hl 'tifc2 29l:tbl 'tifxcS 30 li'e4�f6 
31  'tife6+ Wh8 32 .1i.e5 h6 33 l:thl 
nxf2 34 a3 'tifc2 35 l:tdh4 'tifg6 36 
'tifxc6 'tiffS 37 Uf4 l:txf4 38 exf4 'l£<h7 
39 J:l.gl l:tf7 40 'tifxa6 b4 41 'tifc4 �d7 
lh_ll2 

Conclusion: White probably also 
has a small advantage here, but again 
Black has good chances of making his 
counterplay real. 



33 Endgame Systems when 
Wh ite Plays e4 

In  this book we study the endgame 
system in many different forms. After 
1 d4 d6 2 c4 e5 3 dxe5 dxe5 4 'i'xd8+ 
'l£<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 'i'xd8+ 'l£<xd8 White might get 
some pressure against Black's king in 
the centre, especially with the early 
break f4. The most principled forms of 
this endgame, 1 e4 d6 2 d4 e5 and 1 e4 
d6 2 d4 �f6 3 �c3 e5, are studied in 
this chapter 

Black's Main Ideas 

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, 

We?, ... �f6 and . . .  �bd? Since the 
centre is totally closed, Black can cre­
ate activity eitheron thequeenside with 

J:thb8 and ... b5, or on the kingside 
with ... nag8 and ... g5, for example 
The doubled pawns guard the central 
squares very well, though Black should 
keep an eye on the weak e5-pawn 

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 tbbd2-c4, b3 and 
.1i. b2, and tbh3-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 e5, 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. 

l e4 d6 2 d4 
We now discuss: 

A: 2 ... e5 261 
B: 2 ... lLlf6 3 lLlc3 e5 263 
C: 2 ... lLlf6 3 f3 e5 266 

A) 
2 .. .e5 (D) 

3 dxe5 

3 tbf3 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 ... tbf6?! 4 dxe5 tbxe4 is well 
met by the tactical move 5 'if'd5! ;  for 
example, 5 ... �5 6 .1i.gS 'i'd7 (6 ... .1i.e7 
7 exd6 �) 7 exd6 .1i.xd6 8 tbc3 0-0 9 
0-0-0 tbc6 10 tbb5 'i'g4 1 1  tbxd6 cxd6 
12 .1i.e3 ± Tiviakov-Barbero, Imperia 
1993. 

b) 3 ... tbd7 4 .1i.c4 c6 (4 ... .1i.e7?! 5 
dxe5 dxe5 6 'fid5! +-; 4 ... h6?! 5 dxe5 
dxe5 6 .1i.xf7+! �xf7 7 tbxe5+ ±) 5 
0-0 .1i.e7 (5 ... 'fic7 !?) 6 dxe5 dxe5 (not 
6 ... tbxe5?! 7 tbxe5 dxe5 8 'fih5 g6 9 
'i'xe5 ±) and now the tactical idea 7 
tbg5! secures White the bishop-pair and 
an advantage; for example, 7 ... .1i.xg5 8 
'fih5 'fie7 9 .1i.xg5 tbgf6 10 'if'e2 � 
Gipslis-Csom, Budapest 1977. 

c) 3 ... exd4!?  might be Black's best 
line but tends not to equalize. 

3 ... dxe5 4 '/ifxdS+ WxdS 
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. 

5 .Jtc4 
Or: 
a) 5 tbf3?! 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 .. .f6 6 .1i.e3 .1i.e6 7 tbbd2 tbd7 
8 .1i.c4 .1i.xc4 9 tbxc4 .1i.c5 10 0-0-0 
.1i.xe3+ 11 tbxe3 tbe7 12 J:!.d3 �c8 13  
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tbd2 tbc5 14 nc3 b6 15 f3 J:td8 16 
tbb3 tbe6 17  ndl  nxdl+ 18  �xdl 
�b7 with equality, Tribuiani-Mordig­
lia, Fonnia 1995. 

b) 5 tbc3 tbf6 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 to support the e5-square with 
5 . . .  tbd7 6 tbf3 .1i..d6, which should give 
him good chances to equalize: 7 tbbd2 
tbgf6 8 .1i..c4 (8 tbc4!? exf4 9 tbxd6 
cxd6 10 .:ihf4tbxe4 1 1 .1i..c4withcom­
pensation) 8 ... exf4 9 .1i..xf7 nf8 10 �b3 
h6 11 0-0 g5 12 nel lle8! 13  h3 tbe5 
( 1 3  ... a5!? 14 a4 c6 15 �hl g4 is also 
possible for Black) 14 tbxe5 nxe5 1 5  
.1i..c4 �f5! and Black was O K  i n  Hec­
tor-Gretarsson, Nordic Ch (Reykjavik) 
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 .. .f6?! does nothingtochallenge 
White's advantage, and White secures 
the better game with the active plan 6 
f4; e.g., 6 ... �d6 7 fxe5 �xe5 8 tbf3 
tbc6 9 tbc3 .1i..g4 10 �e3 tbge7 1 1  
0-0-0+ �e8 1 2  h3 .1i..h5 1 3  g4 �g6 14 
tbb5 a6 15 tbxe5 axb5 16 tbxg6 hxg6 
17 .1i..xb5 lIxa2 18  �bl lIaS 19 c4 ;!; 
Bronstein-Beni, Munich 1958. 

b) 5 . . .  �.e6 Ieads to the provocative 
endgame with doubled e-pawns, but 
here it is not to be recommended, as 

White's bl-knight has a clear route 
d2-c4 via which to attack the e5 weak­
ness; for example, 6 .1i..xe6 fxe6 7 tbf3 
.1i..d6 8 tbbd2! tbf69 0-0 tbc6 10 a3 as 
1 1  b3! �e7 12 �b2 tbd7 13 a4! ± and 
White has implemented the general 
plan tbbd2, b3, .1i..b2, a4 with tbc4 to 
follow, and Black has no counterplay, 
D.Paulsen-C.D.Meyer, 2nd Bundes­
Jiga 1993/4. 

We now return to 5 .. We8 (D): 

6 '1lf3 
Alternatives: 
a) 6 tbc3 c6! 7 tbge2 tbd7 8 �e3 

.1i..c5 9 .1i..xc5 tbxc5 10 0-0 as! 1 1  a4 
tbf6 12 tbg3 g6 13 f3 �e7 14 llfdl 
tbfd7 15 b3 h5 16 h4 tbb6 17 �e2 
.1i..e6 = 18 tbn f5 19 g3 lIaf8 20 �g2 
f4 21 tbd2 nhg8 22 nhl g5 and Black 
now even has the initiative, Pokorna­
Novak, Bratislava 1998. 

b) 6 .1i..e3 tbd7 7 tbc3 c6 8 a4 as 9 
0-0-0 �c5! 10 �xc5 tbxc5 1 1  tbf3 f6 
12 nd2 tbh6! 13 tbel �e6 14 �xe6 
tbxe6 15 tbd3 �f7 16 f3 J:thd8 17 
J:thdl We7 18 tbe2 tbf7 = Sarana­
Novak, Slovakian Cht 1995/6. 
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6 ... liJd7 
6 .. .f67 ke3 �d7 8 a3 kcs 9 kxcs 

�xcS 10 �c3 c6 I I  b4 Si.e6! 12 Si.xe6 
�xe6 13 0-0-0 �h6 14 h3 We7 IS g3 
�f7 16 nd2�d6 17 l:thdl l:thd8 = 18  
nd3 as 19 �d2 axb4 20 axb4 l:tal+21 
'l£<b2nxdl 22 �xdl �gS! gave Black 
the better game in Pajer-Novak, Bra­
tislava 1995. 

7 O-Okc5 SliJg5 liJh6 9liJc3 c6 10 
a4 as ll liJe2 We7 12 liJg3 liJb6 13 
kb3 f6 14 liJf3 liJf7 15 liJelliJd6 16 
liJd3liJd7 17 kd2 kb6 1Snadl liJfS 
19Whi liJe6 

The game is equal, Papanetz-Novak, 
Slovakian Cht 1995/6. 

Conclusion: I e4 d6 2 d4 eS is 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 S ... We8 is worth 
noting, and is more challenging than 
S ... Si.e6. 

B) 
2 ... liJf6 3 liJc3 e5 (D) 

w 

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 dxe5 
4 �f3 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 ... �bd7 
S Si.c4 Si.e7 6 0-0 0-0 7 a4 c6 8 nel 
'ftc7 9 ka2 b6 10 h3 Si.b7 II Si.gS ( I I  
�h4 �Je8 12 �fS Si.f8 13  dxeS dxeS 
14 'i'f3 ! Sergienko-Belikov, Voron­
ezh 1998) I l . . .a6 12 dS l:tac8 13 dxc6 
kxc6 14 ne2 h6 IS  Si.xf6 �xf6 16 
'ftd3 'ftb7 17  l:tdl :t Zakharov-A.Hor­
vath, Murek U-18 Ech 1998. 

4 ... dxe5 5 'iVxdS+ WxdS 6 kc4 
Naturally, White has many alterna­

tives here: 
a) 6 f4 is also an important direct 

move here, and again the eS-square is 
key to Black's defence: 6 ... �c6 (or 
6 ... �bd7!?  7 �f3 Si.d6 8 fS c6 9 Si.d3 
h6 10 g4 lh_lh VIvanov-Belikov, 
Moscow 1994) 7 �3 kd6 8 fS h6 9 
Si.e3 a6 10 0-0-0 We7 II ngl bS 12 a3 
Si.b7 13 g4 �b8 14 Si.d3 �bd7 IS h4 
hS I6 gxhS �xhS 17 a4 b4 1 8 �e2 
naf8 19 l:tg2 �hf6 20 l:txg7 kxe4 21 
Si.xe4 �xe4 = Hector-Buhr, 2nd Bun­
desliga 1997/8. 

b) 6 Si.gS is one of the tricky lines, 
but Black can continue with the stan­
dard plan ... Si.d6, ... �bd7, . . .  'ii?e8 and 
his position seems to be quite stable. 
6 ... kd6!? and now: 

bl) 7 �dS �bd7 8 Si.c4 We8! 9 f3 
�xdS 10 exdS a6 I I  a4 b6 12 �e2 
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iLb7 13 0-0 f5 14 J::I.ael 'li<f7 IS  iLd2 
tbf6 =+= Sasu Ducsoara-Litinskaya, 
Dresden worn 1997. 

b2) 7 iLc4 iLe6 (7 ... 'Ii<e7? 8 tbd5+ 
±) 8 Jtxe6 fxe6 9 0-0-0 'li<e7 10 tbge2 
h6 I I  iLh4 tbc6 = Lednicky-Zapletal, 
Prievidza 1998. 

b3) 7 0-0-0 tbbd7 (7 ... Jte6?! 8 f4 ! 
gives White the initiative) 8 f3! a6 9 
tbge2 h6 10 Jte3 'li<e7 and Black's po­
sition seems to be quite stable, though 
White seized the initiative with I I  g4! 
in Veresagin-Akhmetov, Russian Cht 
(Ore!) 1996. 

c) 6 tbf3 develops quickly and nat­
urally. 6 ... iLd6 (D) and now: 

w 

c1) 7 iLc4 is not so strong any 
more, as the black king finds a good 
central square with 7 . . .  'be7; for exam­
ple, 8 ii.g5 c6 9 0-0-0 ii.c7! 10 tbh4 h6 
I I  Jte3 ( I I  ii.xf6+ 'bxf6 12 J::I.d3 'be7 
13 tbf5+ Jtxf5 14 exf5 tbd7 IS tbe4 
'u'ad8 16 'u'hdl tbf6 17 tbxf6 gxf6 18  
l::txd8 .u.xd8 19 'u'xd8 Jtxd8 = Kara­
sev-Komliakov, St Petersburg 1996) 
1 1 ...Jtb6! 12 'u'hel g6 = Geller-Nev­
ednichy, Tiraspol 1994. 

c2) 7 ii.g5 ii.e6 8 0-0-0 and now it 
is best for Black to play the careful 
8 ... tbbd7! to stabilize the centre: 

c2l) 9 tbb5 'be7 10 tbxd6 cxd6 is 
generally useful for Black, as his cen­
tre becomes even stronger: I I  tbd2 h6 
12 Jth4 g5 13 Jtg3 l::tac8!? 14 f3 'u'c7 
IS Wbl 'u'hc8 16 c3 d5! 17 exd5 tbxd5 
18  l::tel f6 19 tbb3 as =+= Kljako-Can­
der, Bled 1993. 

c22) 9 ii.xf6+ forces a weakening 
of Black's pawns, but it also allows the 
black king a safe square on e7: 9 ... gxf6 
(9 ... tbxf6? 10 tbxe5 ±) 10 tbh4 ii.c5 
I I l:td2 c6 12 tba4 Jtf8 13 Wbl 'bc7 
14 .Jte2 b5 IS tbc3 iLb4 16 l1d3 tbc5 
17 l::te3 ii.xc3 18 bxc3 11ad8 with an 
equal position, Inkiov-Spasov, Sofia 
1996. 

c23) 9 ii.b5 'bc8 is slightly incon­
venient for Black, but with precise 
moves he is OK; for example: 10  
.Jtxf6 tbxf6 I I  tbg5 a6 12 ii.e2 J::I.f8 13  
tbxe6 fxe6 14 f3 'li<d7 15 11d3 We7 16 
tbdl tbd7 17 tbe3 b5 = Bjornsson­
Rausis, Cappelle la Grande 1993. 

6 ... iLe6 7 iLxe6 
7 Jtb3 doesn't make a great deal of 

sense, and Black has no problems after 
7 ... tbc6 8 JtgS <2rl4 9 0-0-0 'be8 10 
.Jtxf6 gxf6 II tbd5 Jtxd5 12 ii.xd5 c6 
13 Jtc4 b5 14 c3 tbe6 IS ii.b3 .Jtc5 = 
Varavin-Chuprov, Omsk 1996. 

7 ... fxe6 (D) 
8 13 
White's main plan is to develop his 

pieces to exert pressure on e5 (tbh3-
f2-d3, tbdl -e3-c4, .Jte3) 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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w 

a) 8 �e3 is natural, but Black some­
times has an option of playing . . .  �cS 
to exchange the bishop; for example, 
8 ... lbbd7! 9 f3 �cS (9 ... �b4!?) 10 
'l£<e2 'l£<e7 I I lbh3 �xe3 12 'l£<xe3 lbe8 
13 lbf2 lbd6 ;j; Bancod-Bauer, Weil­
burg 1996. 

b) After 8 �gS lbc6! 9 0-0-0+ 
�d6 10 lbge2 We7 II f3 a6 Black has 
no problems: 12 �e3 bS 13 lbbl lbaS 
14 lbd2 h6 IS c3 .l:lab8 16 Wc2 cS 17  
b3 'u'hc8 1 8  'u'bl  c4 19 b4 lbc6 = 
Rossetto-Leskovar, Cipolletti 1993. 

c) 8 lbge2 is a flexible move, but 
Black has no special problems: 8 ... a6 
9 �e3 �d6 10 0-0-0 lbbd7 I I  f3 We7 
12 l:.d2 h6 13  .l:lhdl bS! 14 Wbl �b4 
I S  a3 �aS 16 'u'd3nhc8 17 g4�b6 18 
gS hxgS 19 �xgSlbcS 20 .l:l3d2 Wf7 = 
Panchenko-Bologan, Gausdal 1991. 

d) 8 lbh3 commits the knight pre­
maturely, since on gS it usually has no 
clear purpose, while the plan off3 and 
lbf2 is quite slow: 8 . . .  �d6 9 �e3 We7 
10 0-0-0 lbc6 I I  f3 a6 12 lbf2lbhS 13  
lbd3 nhf8 14 lbe2lbf4 IS lbexf4 exf4 
16 �f2 .l:lg8 17 g4 lbeS 18 lbxeS �xeS 
19 �cS+ �d6 20 �d4 eS 21 �f2 We6 

with an equal position, Olsson-Berg­
strom, Stockholm 1994. 

8 ... �c5!9llJa4 .i.d6 10�e3llJbd7 
Otherwise: 
a) 1O ... b6!? offers Black a chance 

to play a different set-up. After I I  
lbh3 We7 1 2 lbf2 cS 1 3  b 3  h e  can 
challenge the white plan of attacking 
the weak point eS with 13 ... lbc6 14 
lbd3 lbb4. Black managed to hold the 
position after IS Wd2 lbxd3 16 Wxd3 
Wd7 17 lbb2 Wc6 1 8 c4 lbd7 19 '1£<c3 
Wc7 20 lbd3 lbb8 21 a3 as 22 b4 
axb4+ 23 axb4 cxb4+ 24 lbxb4 lbd7 
2S lbd3 nhf8 26 'u'hbl h6 27 'l£<c2 
Wc6 28 .1i.d2 .1i.cs in Ryskin-Belikov, 
Czestochowa 1992. 

b) 1O ... lbfd7 !?  aims to overprotect 
eS with I I  lbh3 'l£<e7 12 lbf2 lbc6 
when again Black can counter White's 
build-up against eS with 13lbd3 lbb4; 
for example, 14 lbxb4 �xb4+ IS We2 
bS!? 16  a3 �aS!? ( l6 ... .1i.d6 17 lbc3 
a6 18 a4! c6 19 .l:lhdl gaveWhitepres­
sure in Va'lsser-Epishin, Novosibirsk 
1993) 17 lbcs .1i.b6 and according to 
Stohl, Black has sufficient counter­
play. 

11 0-0-0 
I I  lbe2 We7 12 b3 is best met by 

the thematic queenside counterplay 
with 12 ... bS! 13 lbb2 �b4+ 14 .1i.d2 
.1i.xd2+ IS Wxd2 .l:lhd8 16 'l£<e3 lbcs 
and Black has no problems; for exam­
pie: 17 a4 a6 18 b4 lbxa4 19 lbxa4 
bxa4 20 'u'xa4 cS 21 bxcS 'u'dc8 22 
.l:!.c4 lbd7 23 c6 lbb6 24 .l:!.c3 lba4 2S 
'u'b3 'u'xc6 26 'u'b7+ Wf8 27 .l:lal lbcs 
28 'u'b2lbd7 29 nb7 lbcs 30 .l:!.b2lbd7 
31 nb7 lh-1f2 Vai:sser-Gallagher, French 
Cht 1998. 
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11...We7 (D) 

w 

This is the basic set-up for Black. The 
centre is blocked, all Black's pieces 
have been developed, and his back rank 
is free for manoeuvring. So Black has 
time to start thinking about some coun­
terplay, usually on the queenside. 

Now: 
a) 12  �e2 a6 lh_l/� Belikov-Kom­

liakov, Russian Army Ch 1995. 
b) 12 �h3 b5! 13 �c3 !thb8 14 

�f2 and then: 
bl) 14 ... b4?! 15 �e2a5 16'1£<blh6 

17  nd2 a4 18  nel �b6 19 c4 gives 
White the initiative. In Gipslis-Mos­
kalenko, Alushta 1993 Black man­
aged to draw, but only because after 
19 . . .  bxc3 20'u'xc3 �d7 21 0.d3 'u'a5 
22 ndc2 �c8 23 'l£<el �a7 24 !tc4 
�b6, White missed 25 lIxc7+!. 

b2) 14 ... a6! is  better. 

Conclusion: The endgame system 
1 e4 d6 2 d4 �f6 3 �c3 e5 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 3 f3 
Against this move there are some 

options given in Line B of Chapter 25, 
but the endgame system is also possi­
ble here. 

3 ... eS (D) 

4 dxeS 
The other, more strategic, approach 

is 4 d5 but Black should be quite OK 
with the continuation 4 ... .ii.e7 5 .ii.e3 
0-0, and now: 

a) 6 .1i.d3 c6 7 c4 b5 8 �c3 b4!? 
(8  ... bxc4 9 .ii.xc4 .ii.b7 10 'if'b3! 'if'c7 
1 1  �ge2 �bd7 12 !te l !  � Gelfand­
Adams, Tilburg 1996) 9 �ce2 as 10 
�g3 �a6 11 �le2 �c5 12 0-0 cxd5 
13 cxd5 �fd7 14 .1i.c4 .ii.g5 15 'if'el 
.1i.xe3+ 16 'if'xe3 g6 = Van den Doel­
Hartoch, Netherlands 1994. 

b) 6 c4 c6 (6 ... �e8!? is also possi­
ble, with the plan 7 'ii'd2 h6! 8 �c3 
.1i.g5! 9 .ii.xg5 'if'xg5 10 'if'xg5 hxg5 1 1  
g4 �6 1 2  �h3 �h7 1 3  �b5 �a6 = 
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Starostits-Voloshin, Trinec 1998) 7 
lbc3 (7 'if'd2 bS 8 cxbS cxdS 9 exdS 
lbbd7 10 lbc3 .ii.b7 11 .ii.c4 'u'c8 12 
.1i.b3 a6 13  bxa6 .ii.xa6 gives Black 
counterplay, Ivanchuk-Khalifman, Til­
burg 1994) 7 ... a6! 8 'if'd2cxdS! 9 cxdS 
lbbd7 10 .ii.d3 bS I 1 lbge2lbb6 12 b4 
.1i.d7 13 0-0 'if'b8 14 .l:lfcl 'if'b7 I S  
lbdl .l:lfc8 16 lbb2 .ii.d8 = Votava­
Mokry, Turnov 1996. 

4 ... dxe5 5 �xd8+ Wxd8 6 .ii.c4 
We7!? 

In this position this move, connected 
with the plan of . . .  .ii.e6 and ... r3;xe6, 
seems to be the best option. 

a) 6 ... .ii.e6 7 .ii.xe6 fxe6 leads an 
endgame that is slightly suspect for 
Black; for example, 8 lbh3!, and now: 

al) 8 ... .1i.cS 9lbf2.1i.xf2+ 10 Wxf2 
lZ:x:6 (1O ... lbbd7!?  is another idea) 1 1  
.ii.e3 We7 1 2  lba3! a6 13  c 3  'u'hd8 
(13  . . .  ,U,ag8!?) 14 r3;e2 h6 I s lbc2 'u'd7 
16 'u'hdl .l:lad8 17  .l:lxd7+ .l:lxd7 18 
lbel! lbe8 19 lbd3 lbd6 20 .ii.f2! b6 
21 .ii.g3 (Yusupov-Christiansen, Las 
Palmas 1993) 2l . ..r3;f6 ;!; Stohl. 

a2) 8 ... .ii.d6 9 lbd2! We7 10 lbc4 
lbc6 11 .ii.d2 bS 12 lbe3 a6 13 lbf2 
lbb8 14 a4! ± Bezgodov-S.Kasparov, 
Minsk 1998. 

b) 6 ... We8 is a bit too passive, de­
spite the fact that Black has chances to 
equalize; for example, 7 .1i.e3 lbbd7 8 
lbd2 (8 lbc3 c6 9 a4 as 10 lbge2 .1i.cs 
11 lbdl We7 12 lbcl lbe8 13 lbd3 
.ii.xe3 14 lbxe3 lbd6 IS .1i.b3 b6 16 c3 
.1i.a6 17 .1i.c2 g6 18 0-0-0 lbc4 19 'u'hel 
lbxe3 20 .l:lxe3 'u'ad8 21  lbf2 lbcs = 
Blatny-Ftacnik, Bundesliga 19941S) 
8 ... .ii.cS 9 .1i.gS (9 .ii.xcs lbxcs 10 b4 
lbe6 l 1 lbe2 as 12 bxaS 'u'xaS 13 lbb3 

'u'a3 14lbecl We7 IS lbd3 lbd7 leads 
to equality, Czebe-De Santis, Budapest 
1997) 9 ... h6 10 .1i.h4 and now: 

bl) 1O. .. !2lh5 !? I 1 lbe2lbf4 12 lbxf4 
exf4 13 lbb3?! ( 13  O-O-O!?) 13 ... .1i.e3 
14 'u'dl gS IS .1i.f2 .1i.xf2+ 16 Wxf2 
lbe5 gives Black a slight advantage, 
Blatny-Jansa, Zlin 1997. 

b2) 1O ... .1i.e7 11 i.f2 and now: 
b2l) 1 l . ...ii.cS 12 lbh3 .ii.xf2+?! 

( l2 ... .1i.b6! = Kramnik) 13 lbxf2 We7 
14 0-0-0 ;!; Kramnik-Speelman, Biel 
IZ 1993. 

b22) l l ...lbhS! 12 lbe2 lbf4 13 
lbxf 4 exf 4 = Kramnik. 

We now return to the position after 
6 ... r3;e7 (D): 

7 .i.e3 
7 lbc3 gives Black two ways to cover 

the dS-square: 
a) 7 ... .ii.e6!? 8 lbdS+ .ii.xdS 9 exdS 

Wd6 10 b3 lbxdS 1 1  .1i.a3+ We6 12 
.1i.xdS+ WxdS 13 'u'dl+ r3;e6 14 'u'd8? 
.ii.b4+ 0-1 Reilly-Leskiewicz, Mel­
bourne 1998. 

b) 7 ... c6 8 .1i.e3 .1i.e69 .ii.cS+r3;e8 1O 
.ii.xf8 'u'xf8 11 .1i.xe6 fxe6 12 lbh3 as 
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13 tbdl We7 14 tbe3 tbbd7 = Bojko­
vic-Shumiakina, Yugoslav Cht (Igalo) 
1994. 

7 ... .i.e6 8 tba3 (D) 
8 tbd2 is more passive than the text­

move: 8 ... tbbd7 9 0-0-0 .1i.xc4 (9 ... g6!? 
l O tbe2hS l l .1i.f2 .1i.h6 1 2 Wbl 'u'hd8 
13  .1i.d3 tbe8 14 tbc4 b6 IS a4 f6 16 
tbcl c6 = T.Georgadze-Rivas, Malaga 
1991) 10 tbxc4 'i£<e6 1 1  tbh3 h6 12 f4 
tbg4 13 fS+ 'i£<e7 14 tbf2 tbxe3 IS  
tbxe3 'i£<e8 16 tbd3 c6 17 tbc4 f6 18  g4 
tbb6 = Sveshnikov-Panchenko, Mos­
cow 1994. 

8 ••• ll:lbd7 

8 ... .1i.xc4 is premature, and only 
helps White develop: 9 tbxc4 tbc6 10 
a4! 'i£<e6 11 tbh3 h6 12 c3 a6 13  tbf2 
.1i.e7 14 as J:!.ad8 I S  We2 tbd7 16 g4 
hS 17 gS fS 18 gxf6 gxf6 19 l:!.hgl 
l:!.dg8 20 tbd3 fS 21 exfS+ 'i£<xfS 22 
'u'adl We6 23 .1i.f2 .1i.d6 24 b4 tbe7 2S 
tbd2 � Ionescu-Nevednichy, Bucha­
rest 1994. 

9 0-0-0 
9 .1i.xe6 'i£<xe6 10 tbbS tbe8 1 1  

tbxa7?c6 :t. 
9 ... a6 10 .i.xe6 Wxe6 
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 the more simplified end­
game. 

1l ll:lc4 
Thus far Ionescu-Nevednichy, Bu­

charest 1995. Now the logical route to 
equality seems to be 1 1 . .  . .:il..cS 12 tbh3 
h6 13 tbf2 .1i.xe3+ 14 tbxe3 nhd8. 

Conclusion: The endgame system 
is also possible against 3 f3, and espe­
cially the new approach with 6 ... We7 
is worth noting. Black should also be 
aware of the sideline with 4 dS. 
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