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Foreword to the English edition

This publication which is con-
cerned with the Caro-Kann Defence
has been commissioned by B. T. Bats-
ford Ltd, London. It is a revised edi-
tion of my book which was pu-
blished by Sportverlag Berlin in
1983.

This new edition is the result of a
thorough analysis of all the essential

theoretical and practical material
available since 1983, including the
1987 Candidates Super Final be-
tween Karpov and Sokolov. The
Caro-Kann Defence has been en-
riched in recent years by interesting
tactical and strategic ideas confirm-
ing its reliability.

A. Suetin






Caro-Kann Defence

1 e2-e4 c7-c6

The Caro-Kann Defence was
named in honour of the two chess
players M. Kann, Pécs, and G. Caro,
Berlin.

This line was first mentioned as
early as the 16th century. S. Wi-
nawer occasionally used it in the
1880s, and in 1891 Bilguer subjected
it to a general analysis in his well-
known "Handbuch der Schacheroff-
nungen”. In these days 1 e4 c6 2 d4
ds 3 9c3 was regarded as the best
continuation for White. Since that
time the Caro-Kann Defence has un-
dergone some major evolutionary
changes and has been played by a
number of international grandmas-
ters. It has held an eminent place in
the opening repertoire of Capa-
blanca, Botvinnik, Petrosian, and
currently Karpov.

The basic idea of the Caro-Kann
Defence is to prepare for an attack
on e4 without blocking the c8-h3 di-
agonal. What happens quite often is
that the bishop on c8 is developed to
g4 or f5. On the other hand, the con-
trol by the black pawns of the centre
is reduced, as the freeing move
c6-c5 involves a loss of tempo. In

some cases the player is obliged to
delay this move as long as possible
as the c6 pawn is forced to play an
important part in the defence and to
restrain the opponent’s d4-dS adv-
ance in the centre.

Notwithstanding an element of
passivity the Caro-Kann Defence has
enjoyed a good reputation over
many years. Its reliability and dura-
bility are confirmed in practice.
Black often succeeds in introducing
active counterplay.

Of all the possibilities for White's
second move, 2 d4 is the most im-
portant. After 2 ... d5 White has
three options: to retain the central
tension by 3 2c3, 3 9d2 or 3 f3;
to reduce tension by playing 3 ed cd
(and further 4 c4 or 4 ®&d3); or to
block the centre with 3 e5. These
continuations are all dealt with in the
first and most important part of our
study.

Moreover, White has a wide var-
iety of other continuations at his dis-
posal of which the system 2 2f3 d5
3 93 plays the most important
role.
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Part |
1edc6 2dads

These two moves initiate the major
portion of the Caro-Kann Defence.
Many different systems are develop-
ing rapidly, although the theoretical
framework has remained unchanged
for some time now. They include the
variations 1 e4 c6 2 d4 d5 3 2c3
de 4 Qxed Ad7 5 [Xc4 Dgf6
6 9g5e6 7 Me2 2b6 8 &d3, and
ledc6 2d4dS 3 Dc3 de 4 ) xed
Kf5 5 Dg3 kg6 6 ha he 7 Af3
£)d7 8 h5 Rh7 9 Kd3, etc.

3 9bl-c3

Apart from this most important
continuation which has spread
widely in the last decades, White can
also play 3 2d2 which, after 3 ...
de, transposes into the main varia-
tion. A difference between the
moves 3 9c3 and 3 9d2 is shown
in the continuation 3 ... g6 dealt
with in Chapter 4, Part |.

If, in reply to 3 49c3 Black
chooses the move 3 ... b5 intro-
duced by Gurgenidze, the following
continuations may arise:

mguegaﬁ

1) 4 a3 de 5 9 xed 2f6 (also possi-
ble is 5 ... Rf5 6 Kd3 X xed
7 Qxed fe 8 =d3 e6 9 Df3
Ke7 10 twe2 9bd7 11 0-0 0-0
12 Oel Oe8 13 SeS5 and White ex-
erts pressure, Tal-Gurgenidze, 36th
USSR Championship, 1968/69; also
worth considering is 8 ... #xd4
9 9)f3 ¥dS 10 0-0 e6; while 6 ...
thxd4 7 9f3 thd5 8 Me2 gives a
dangerous initiative to White, Petro-
sian and Suetin) 6 A xf6+ ef 7 a4
(Black obtains level play after 7 c3
2d6 8 =&d3 0-0 9 Hf3 QKeb
10 9e2 KdS, Schmit-Bronstein,
USSR 1970, or 7 9f3 Rd6 8 &d3
0-0 90-0 Qg4 10 a4 b4 11 c4 bc
12 bc 9d7 13 Ke4 5, Kupreichik—
Bokuchava, Dubna 1970) 7 ... b4
8 [c4 Kd6 9 the2+ the7
10 twxe7+ D xe7 11 De2 Keb
12 @d3 9d7 130-0 Dacs 14 Oel,
and White has a small advantage
(Klovan-Gurgenidze, 36th USSR
Championship, 1968/69).

2) 4e5¢e6 5 a3 a5 6 Dce2 Kab
7 9fa b4 8 R xa6 D xa6 9abab
10 9f3 @e7 11 ha h5 12 Dg5
= xg5 13 hg g6 14 g4 ha 15 Ke3,
and here, too, White retains some in-
itiative (1. Zaitsev—Gurgenidze, 36th
USSR. Championship, 1968/69).

(see diagram)

3 ... d5xe4
4 2c3xed
White has here a number of gam-
bit variations, although they arc less
correct and hardly used in practice:



1) 4 321 ef (Black also gets good
play with 4 ... e5 5 de ¥xdl+
6 9 xdl ef, Gunderam, or 4 ...
e3l?) 5 A xf3 K5 6 Kc4 (also bet-
ter for Black is 6 9Qe5 2d7 7 &f3
e6 followed by S xe5) 6 ... €6
70-0 Re7 8 De5 Kgb 9 Wf3 Dfp,
and Black retains the extra pawn
(Gunderam).

2) 4 Rc4 D6 5 f3 K5 (also good
is 5...ef 6 2Axf3 e6) 6 te2 ef
7 9Dxf3 e6 8 0-0 Ke7 9 Kg5
9bd7 10 Badl 0-0 11 Dhl c7,
and Black has a sound extra pawn.

3) 4 [e3 Af6 53 ef 6 Wxf3
Kga 7 Mf2 e6, and here, too White
has no compensation for the pawn
(Gunderam).

After the main variation 4 9 Xe4
Black can choose between three
equally popular continuations: 4 ...
4d7 (Chapter 1), 4 ... &f5 (Chap-
ter 2), and 4 ... 2f6 (Chapter 3).
The continuation 4 ... e5?l is less ad-
visable (4 ... f5? is bad because of
5 4¢3, and Black has seriously
weakened his central squares), for
example 5 931 Qg4 (by playing
5...ed 6 ™xd4, or 6 Rc4 White
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gains a distinct advantage in devel-
opment) 6 Sc4 KhS 7 g4l Kgb
8 9 xe5, and Black's prospects are
poor.

The continuation 4 ... g6 leads to
variations which are analysed in the
publication “Pirc-Ufimtsev Defence
and Scandinavian Opening*.

Chapter 1

led c6 2d4dS 3 Qc3de 4 D xed
Ad7

4 .. 2bs-d7

The standard continuation. Black
continues to mobilise his forces on
both sides logically and purpose-
fully, developing the plan 2gf6, e6
and c6-c5; or, depending on the cir-
cumstances, first &e7, 0-0, b6, &b7,
and then c6-c5. During these open-
ing variations there are hardly any
sharp tactical complications, each
side being preoccupied primarily
with solving the problem of his
own development. Black’s position,
which is somewhat cramped but
nonetheless solid, can be compared
with an elastic spring ready to be re-
leased. As in other openings the
choice of this system depends pri-
marily on the player's style and
taste, but extensive practical material
shows that the system is acceptable
for Black, and it is no coincidence that
the system has been used and is used
by a great number of strong chess
players.
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White has now two main continu-

ations at his disposal: 5 2f3 (I) and
5 Kca ().

But first let us look briefly at a few
rare moves:
1) 5 De2l? Dgfé 6 92g3 e6 (or
6..86 7 Rca Rg7 8c30-0 90-0
£)dS with approximately equal play,
Romanishin-Petrosian, USSR 1979)
7 Rc4 Ke7 80-0 Dxed 9 2 xed
2f6 10 A xfe+ Kxf6 11 3 0-0
12 Qf4 b6 13 Rd3 [Qb7 14 &f3
%c7 with approximate equality (De-
mentiev-Holmov, 37th USSR Cham-
pionship, 1970).
2) 5 &d3 Dgfe 6 Dg51? (Black has
no difficulties after 6 & xf6+
D xf6 7c3 Rgd) 6... €6 (6 ... h6
7 De6 Ma5+ 8 Kd2 b6 9 Df3
fe 10 Rg6+ Dd8 11 0-0 Wc7, fol-
lowed by b6 and b7 leads to un-
clear play, Tal) 7 91f3 (Black has
no trouble after 7 f4 h6 8 253 ¢5
9c3 cd 10 cd b4+, Filip; the con-
tinuation 7 2e2 h6 8 £f3 ¢5 9 0-0
SRe7 10 Kf4 has not been ad-
equately analysed to date) 7 ... h6
8 D xe6l te7 9 0-0 fe 10 Rgb+
dds 11 Kf4 tba 12 a3 yxb2

13 the2 Qd5 14 Kd2 RKQdé
15 t xe6 Dc7 16 Bfbl, and White
has a strong attack (Geller-Meduna,
Sochi 1986). Better is 14 ... %be6.
3) 5 %™e2l? e6 (naturally not 5 ...
Dgf6?? 6 2d6 mate) 6 Kf4 (or
6 23 Qgfe 7 Dxfe+ D xf6 8g3
c5 with equality) 6 ... 2df6é 7 0-0-0
AAxeq 8 Wxed 2f6 9 thf3 thas,
and Black has level play.

5 Agl-f3  Dgs-f6
Sometimes 5 ... 2df6? is played
to open quickly the c8-h3 diagonal
for the light-squared bishop.

This however disturbs of the har-
monious placement the black pieces
on the K-side giving White the better
prospects. Events can now take the
following course:

6 Deg51? (less energeticis 6 4¢3
KRgs 7 Ke2 e6 8 h3 Kxf3
9 Qxf3 Kd6 10 td2 De7
11 9ed 25 with equal chances;
Shishov-Kasparian, USSR 1956, the
game is also even after 6 2g3 g4
7 me2 e6 8 0-0 De7 9 Oel Agb,
Rabar-Trifunovi¢, Yugoslavia 1948,



or 6 9c5 e6 7 9d3 Kd6 8 Kf4
K xfa 9 Axfa De7 10 Dd3 b6
followed by b7, Trifunovi¢-Mata-
novi¢, Great Britain 1951) 6 ... =gd
(weak 1s 6 ... h62 7 2xf7 Dxf7
8 Qes+ he8 9 &d3; White also re-
tains a lasting advantage after 6 ...
e6 7 De5 Dh6 8 Kcd Ke? 9 0-0
0-0 10 t4d3, Bogdanovic - Bilek, Za-
greb 1955, or 6 ... Kf5 7 Qes
2h6 8 R4 e6 9 f3, etc.) 7 Ke2
2 xf3 (8 QAxf71 is the threat)
8 9xf3 e6 9 0-0 &d6 10 [g5
2e7 11 ¢4 2g6 12 d5 cd 13 cd,
and White cxerts strong pressure in
the centre (Gligoric-Rabar, Yugos-
lavia 1948).
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After 5 ... 2gf6 White has two
main lines:

6 2 xf6+ (A)and 6 Dg3 (B).

Let us first look at a number of
less popular continuations:
1) 6 9c3 2 b6 (the most precise line
to achiceve cquality; another possibil-
ity is 6 ... ¢6 7 &d3 ¢5 8 the2
cd 9 Dxdd Q5 10 Db3; Tal-
Shamkovich, USSR 1972, and now
Black is able to reach a sufficiently
solid position with 10 ... Re7l; or

4.. 9d7 13

6 ... thc7 7 £d3 c6 8 0-0 Kd6
9 Oel 0-0 10 tMe2 KXf4 11 Ded
S xcl 12 Baxcl be 13 Se5 with
advantage in development and space
for White; Smyslov-Fister, Moscow
1949) 7 Xf4 (or 7 Ke2 KAfS 8 0-0
e6 9 el Ke7 10 h3 D bdS with
equal chances; Konstantinopolsky—
Flohr, 16th USSR Championship,
1948) 7 ... Kf5 8 &d3 & xd3
9 xd3 c6 10 0-0 Ke7 11 Ofel
0-0 12 Qg5 he 13 Dged bds,
and the game is level (Antoshin-
Flohr, 22nd USSR Championship,
1955).

2) 6 ®&d3 DA xed 7 [Kxed 2f6
8 Rd3 Qg4 9 3 e6 10 h3 Kh5
11 Re2 ®d6, and Black has no diffi-
culties (G. Steiner-Flohr, Moscow
1946).

3) 6 QDed2 b6 7 c3 Kf5 8 Nes
e6, and herc, too, Black has an excel-
lent position.

A
6 Qeaxfe+ 9d7xf6

E fuwos =
A A AddA
:‘ % 2 : ’

AR A

i

AR

oD

£
}
2]

7 2f3-c¢5
The most important reply. Other
lines are also possible:
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1) 7 g31? (a new, scarcely analysed
continuation; White, instead of the
usual attack on f7, exerts pressure on
the Q-side, thus making the c6-c5
advancedifficult) 7 ... g4 (the game
Mestel-Flesch, Berne 1977, went
7...g6 8 Rg2 Ma5+ 9 3 Xf5?
10 0-0 e4 11 Del Qg7 12 b3
0-0 13 Kf4l, and White had a strong
initiative; necessary was 9 ... ™a6l,
for example 10 ®™e2 wWxe2+
11 Mxe2 Ke6 with roughly equal
play) 8 =&g2 g6 (in Sax—Christian-
sen, Tallinn 1979, White won the ex-
change after 8 ... e6 9 3 Ke7
10 b3 ®4dS? 11 txb7 [ xf3
12 W xa8+ thd8 13 K xf3 M xf3
14 0-0 h5 15 b8 h4) 9 c3 (9 0-0
g7 10 h3 &xf3 11 txf3 de-
serves consideration, with a small
but lasting advantage for White)
9 ... &g7 10 h3 @xf3 11 M xf3
™dSl 12 0-0 ¢wxf3 13 @xf3
0-0-0, and the game is level (Byrne-
Benkd, USA 1978).

2) 7 [c4 [f5 (somewhat passive
but sufficiently sound is 7 ... e6
8 0-0 RKe7 9 te2 0-0 10 c3 b6
11 xf4 @b7 12 Badl ®cs, and
Black achieves the freeing move
c6-c5), and now:

(see diagram)

2a) 8 Qe5 e6 9 0-0 (9 g4?l K6l
10 ha 2d7 11 Kf4 Dxes
12 = xe5 h5 gives Black comfort-
able counterplay) 9 =d6
10 e2 0-0 11 g5 tc71 12 Oadl
bS 13 &d3 2d5 14 2f3 @ xd3

15 %y xd3 c5 with equal prospects
(Spassky-llivitsky, Sochi 1965).

2b) 8 the2 e6 9 Kf4 (9 KXg5 de-
serves consideration) 9 g7
10 0-0-0 0-0 11 Rd3 K&xd3
12 tyxd3 2d5 13 Rd2 asl
14 ®Obl Db4 15 ™c4 tvds
16 % xd5 cd 17 a4? Rd6 18 el
Of8 19 c3 Dc6 20 9d3 bs, and
the end-game gives a clear advan-
tage to Black (Stolberg-Smysiov,
12th USSR Championship, 1940).

2c) 8 0-0 e6 9 h3 (worth considera-
tion is 9 g5 Ke7 10 te2 Kgd
11 Oad1 0-0 12 h3 & xf3 13 ¢ xf3
9d5 14 Re3l Kg5 15 Kb3 with a
slight pressure from White; the game
Balashov-Kharitonov, USSR 1983,
continued 9 Qe5 &d6 10 Del wc7
11 24 0-0 12 2b3 Dad8 13 &f3
g4l 14 c3 ¢S5 with equal chances)
9 ... RKe7 10 Oel 0-0 11 Dh4 (in
Bakulin-Sokolov, USSR 1973, the
chances were even after 11 c3 ¢5
12 Rg5 tc7 13 twe2 Dads
14 Dadl Qedl? 15 QeS5 cd 16 cd
2d5) 11 ... medl 12 mg5 &d5
13 &b3 & xb3 (the game Hennings-
Spiridonov, Sochi 1973, went 13 ...



a5? 14 c3 h6 15 [e3 Ked 16 Df3
9d5 17 &d2 Kh7 18 Ke2 Kxc2
19 ¥xc2 ™c7 20 DBadl a4
21 cl Bfd8 22 c4, and White
stands well; not bad, however, is
13 ... ¢5 14 dc K& xc5 15 @ xds
™ x d5 16 Q@xf6e #xdl
17 Baxdl gf with equalised play)
14 ab 9)d5, and Black has equality.
3) 7 c3 g4l 8 me2 e6 9 h3 (or
9 0-0 Re7 10 Kf4 0-0 11 Del
Ads 12 g3 Qaxfd 13 «xf3
2d6 with equal chances; Boles-
lavsky—Kotov, Saltsjobaden 1948)
9 ... &h5 10 De5 K xe2 11 ¥ xe2
=d6 12 g5 ™c7 13 0-0 9d7,
and Black has no trouble (Pilnik-Pe-
trosian, Amsterdam 1956).
7 .. =c8-e6

The modern variation, but other
black continuations are possible:
1) 7 ... xfs5

This move was regarded as the
main continuation until recently. It
has now become clear that in view of
White’s tactical threat Black needs to
overcome quite a number of diffi-
culties on the a2-g8 diagonal.

4..9d7 15

8 3 2d7 (in Karpov-Spassky,
Bad Kissingen 1980, White had a
slight advantage after 8 ... Rg61?
9 h4 2d7 10 Dcd — 10 D xg6 —
10 ... h5 11 Qg5 — 11 Kf4l1? —
11 ... f6 12 &f4 bS 13 RKd3 Kf7;
not good is 8 ... €67 9 g4 Kgb
10 h4 @d6 11 e2! c5 12 Kg2 cd
13 hS dc 14 b5+ Df8 15 hg,
Cirie, or 11 ... @xe5 12 de d5
13 Oh3l D xgs 14 yxgs txe5
15 De3 a5 16 tg51 b6 17 hS
with a clear advantage for White,
Mecking -Miles, Wijk aan Zee 1978)
9 4 xf71 (this is the most precise
way to play; 9 Rf4 e6 with a sound
black position does not promise
White anything) 9 ... & xf7 10 t4f3
e6 (bad is 10 ... g6 11 g4 Kc2
12 te2, and White wins) 11 g4
wfe 12 gf tyxf5 13 te3!? (also
good is 13 M xfS+ ef 14 Qa4+
dfe 15 Ogl Des+ 16 Dfl he
17 h4, and White has a positional
advantage) 13 ... c5 (Spassky-
Donner, San Juan 1969, went 13 ...
2f6 14 =d3 td5 15 f3 Qd6
16 t™e2 with some initiative for
White) 14 &h3 cd 15 cd b4+
16 Dfl b5+ 17 dgl Dhes
18 b3 b6 19 Ke3 2f8
20 Kg?2, and White has a slight ad-
vantage (Kavalek-Barcza, Caracas
1971).

2) 7 ... 2d7. A solid defensive move
giving rise to the following varia-
tions:

2a) 8 &f4 Dxe5 9 [Kxe5 KfS!
10 Rc4e6 110-0 Xd6 12 he2 0-0



16 2d4d5 3Dc3de 4 Qxed

13 Qadl Me7, and after B ad8 the
game is level.
2b) 8 9)d3 g6 (8 ... f6 9 3 gb
10 =e2 =g7 11 0-0 0-0 12 Kf3
&f5 is probably sufficient, too)
9 me3 (or 9 c3 mg7 10 Kf4 Mas
11 ™d2 0-0 12 Ke2 e5 13 de
D xe5 14 Dxe5 |xe5 15 K[Xg5
=e6 16 0-0 &g7 with Black in a
solid  position, Karpov-Sosonko,
Amsterdam 1980) 9 =g7
10 ¥d2 9b6I? (10 ... e5 11 Kh6!)
11 De5 Ke6 12 Ke2 0-0 13 0-0-0
f6 14 9d3 Scd 15 M3 2 xe3
16 fe @d5 17 9f4 KXh6 with ap-
proximately equal play (Timman-
Korchnoi, 1985).
2c) 8 Re3l? D xeS 9de KF5(9 ...
Wa5+ 10 ™d2 tMxe5?1 — better
is 10 ... ¥4xd2+ — 11 0-0-0)
10 twxdg+ DOxd8 11 @&xa7
Sxc2 12 =b6 Has8 13 Qca e6
14 f3 Da4 15 b3 Kba+ 16 de2
Ba3 17 &d4 0-0, and the position is
completely even (Sokolov-Karpov,
match 1987).

Harmless is 8 4 xd7 &xd7
9 &d3 e6 10 0-0 &d6 with easy
equality for Black.
3) 7...86 8 R4 Dd5 90-0 Kg7
10 ¢c2 0-0 11 &b3 a5 12 a3 b6
13 Odl Re6 14 KRa2, and the in-
itiative is on Whitc's side (Zakharov -
Fisch, Varna 1968).

see diagrann

After 7 ... Re6 the following var-

iations arise:
1) 8 =e2g6 90-0 K7 10 c4 0-0

11 Re3 Qeal? (after 11 ... Ded
12 ®b31? — interesting s
12 f417 — 12 ... @d6 13 Tadl
™c8 14 ¢wc3 0d8 15h3 f6 16 9)F3
td7 17 Ofel Des8 18 Qfl Xf7
19 2&cl White obtains a slight
advantage, Grinfeld; Belyavsky-
Korchnoi, Montpellier 1985, went
11 ... 9d7 12 9f3 9f6!1? 13 h3
fed 14 tycl bS1? 15 cb cb
16 = xb5 &dS with equal play for
Black) 12 %c2 9d6 13 b3 c51 (less
energetic is 13 ... 9f5 14 thed
9 xe3 15 fe with better prospects
for White) 14 Dadl 9f5 15 dS
(15 dc 2 xe3 16 fe a5 17 2d3
25 is favourable for Black) 15 ...
2 xe5 16 de ¥c7 17 ef+ B xf7
18 g3 Daf8, and Black has excellent
play (Sokolov-Karpov, match 1987).
2) 8c3g6 9 md3 Kg7 10 0-0 0-0
11 ®e2 ¢5 12 dc #c7 13 ¢6 bc
14 Oel Oab8 15 &c4 &dS with
equal play (Timoshchenko-Rasu-
vayev, USSR 1971).

B

(ledc6 2d4ds 3 Dc3de 4 9 xed
9d7 5 D3 Dgf6)



6 Ded-g3 e7-eb
Apart from this, the most import-
ant reply, Black has the following

possibilities:
1) 6... ¢5 7 K4l (Black obtains the
advantage after 7 d521 2bé6

8 [bS+ KXd7 9 KX xd7+ Wxd7
10 c4 9xc4 11 0-0 g6 12 thc2
4)d6, Tal-Savon, USSR 1970) 7 ...
b52I (better is 7 ... cd) 8 Re2 KXb7
9 0-0 c4 10 a4 a6 11 b3 &dS
12 9)e5, and White has a strong in-
itiative  (Timoshchenko-Rasuvayev,
USSR 1972).

2) 6 ...h521 7 &2d3lc6 8 the2 c5
9 Qg5 ™aS+ 10 ™d2 tybe
11 0-0-0 cd 12 Ohel Kc5 13 c3!
dc 14 @& xc3 with unpleasant white
threats on the K-side (Gurgenidze-
Kopylov, USSR 1958).

3) 6...g6 7ha h5S 8 Rcd KRg7
9 td3 e6 10 g5, and White's
pressure makes itself felt (Levenfish—
Ravinsky, USSR 1928).

7 Kf1-d3

Other possible lines are:
1) 7 Rc4 b6 (other moves are
weaker: 7 ... Re7 8 %4e2 0-0 90-0
¢5 10 Bd1; 7 ... ¢5 8 dc &K xc5

4..9d7 17

90-00-0 10 tMe2 b6 11 ed Ke7
12 Bdl tve7 13 Qegs DS
14 9e5, Boleslavsky; 7 ... =d6
80-00-0 9 the2 thc7 10 Ded Kf4
11 D xf6+ D xf6 12 K xf4 thxf4
13 Dadl b6 14 HDe5 Boles-
lavsky-A. Zaitsev, USSR 1969; in all
other quoted variations White has
the advantage) 8 b3 ¢5 9 c3 tc7
(with 9 ... cd 10 Qxd4 Ke7
11 0-0 0-0 12 ™f31 c7 13 Bel
and also with &f4 White retains a
small initiative) 10 dc (10 0-0 c4l)
10 ... 9Dbd7 (after 10 ... & xc5
11 0-0 0-0 12 %¢2 Rd7 13 Q[g5
White has slight pressure) 11 %4e2
QA xXc5 12 K2 Ke7 13 9e5 0-0
14 0-0 b6 and Black equalises easily
(Filip).
2) 7¢3¢5 8 Rd3cd 9 2 xd4 Ke7
100-0 9¢5 11 Kc2 Kd7, and Black
has no difficulties (Bronstein-Petro-
sian, Moscow 1967).
3) 7 =e2 ¢S5 8 0-0 cd 9 Mxd4
Se7 10 &f40-0 11 c4 b6 12 Des
b7 13 9c3 (Westerinen—Chris-
tiansen, Wijk aan Zec 1976), and
now Black was able to achieve com-
plete equality by playing 13
sl
7 ... c6-c5

The most active reply. But there
are other lines at Black’s disposal:
1) 7 ... Re7 8 0-0 (worth noting is
8 ™e2!? 0-0 9 Kg5 ¢5 10 0-0-0
c¢d — in a game Balinas-Filip, 1974
Olympiad, White had the initiative
after 10 Bes 11 &bl cod
12 &c4 b6 13 B xd4 — 11 Dbl
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9c5 — 11 ™a5 may be better —
12 9xd4 2xd3 13 O xd3, and
Black finds himself in a rather diffi-
cult position; Jovtic-Ciri¢, Yugos-
lavia 1971) 8 ... 0-0 (8 ... ¢5 9 Oel
b6 10 c4l cd 11 9 xdd Q[Xb7
12 9)dfsl gives White a dangerous
initiative) 9 ®e2 (with 9 c3 ¢5
10 9De5 cd 11 cd Db6 12 kg5
£ bd5, Becker-Déry, Vienna 1918;
or 9c4c5 10 b3 b6 11 b2 Kb7
12 tve2 Qe 13 Dadl 7
14 bl 2f8, Spassky-Ciri¢, Sochi
1965, Black has a solid defensive po-
sition) 9 ... ¢5 (not so active is 9 ...
b6 10 Rf4 &b7 11 Badl ¢5 12 dc
S2xc5 13 9eS5 with a strong white
initiative) 10 dc (if 10 Od1 tc7
11 c4 Oe8 12 dc 9 xc5, Tal-Ciric,
Budva 1967, or 10 c3 b6 11 Qel
2b7 12 9e5 cd 13 cd Dd5, Kash-
dan-Kotov, Moscow 1946, the
chances are equal) 10 ... 9 xc5
11 &c4 b6 12 Bdl #c7 13 Des
&b7, and Black achieves equal play
(Filip).
2) 7...2d6 80-0 %c7 9 Oel0-0
10 b3 ¢5 11 dc D xc5 12 Kl b6
13 b2 [b7 14 Kxf6 gf 15 Dh5!
with a dangerous white attack
(Cirie-Rodriguez, 1968 Olympiad).
8 0-0 c5xd4

In Spassky-Yanofsky (Winnipeg
1967) White obtained a slight advan-
tage after 8 ... =e7 9 c4 cd
10 9 xd4 Qe5 11 Ke2 0-0 12 Kf4
g6 13 [e3 a6 14 a3 ™ic7 15 ba.

White will also get the better pro-
spects after 8 ... #4c7 9 c3 Kd6

10 Oel 0-0 11 Me2 b6 12 Q5
=b7 13 Qg5 (Gurgenidze-Bagi-
rov, Tbilisi 1980).
9 9f3xdd KfB-c5

Black continues the fight actively.
Other continuations are:
1) 9 ... Re7 10 b3 0-0 11 Kb2
Ac5 12 K4l Kd7 13 the2 Mbe
14 Badl Bfe8 15 9f3 with a clear
advantage to White (Bradvarevit—
Trifunovi€, Yugoslavia 1964).
2) 9... 9c5 10 K4l Ke7 11 b3
0-0 12 &b2, and White is able to ex-
ert some pressure (Filip).

10 9da-f3

Apart from this manoeuvre White
can choose between the following
lines:

1) 10 c3 R xd4l (White obtains a
minimal advantage with 10 ... 0-0
11 ©hs a6 12 Oel me7 13 Rg5
9 xh5 14 ¥ xh5 g6 15 & xe7, Iv-
kov-Filip, Beverwijk 1964) 11 cd
0-0, and Black has a solid defensive
position.

2) 10 9b3 Qb6 11 Dh5 2 xhS
12 ¢y xh5 2f6 13 thh4 Rd7, and
Black has nothing to worry about
(Bilek-Smyslov, 1964 Olympiad).



3) 10 =e3 0-0 11 tve2 «9d5S
12 Badl 9 xe3 13 fe g6 14 Sed
Ke7, with better prospects for Black

(Cherepkov-Petrosian, 28th USSR
Championship, 1960).
10 ... 0-0
11 tdl-e2
A game Spassky-Filip (1974
Olympiad) continued 11 b3 b6

12 &b2 =b7 13 te2 Hc7, and
Black has a solid position.
11 .. b7-bé6
The most flexible move. After
11 ... ¢c7 12 Qed4 [e7 13 Kg5
b6 14 Badl White maintains some

initiative.
12 Rcl-f4  KXcB-b7
13 Oal-d1  ™ds-c8

A game Tal-Vasyukov (33rd USSR
Championship, 1965) continued
13 ... 9dS? 14 g5 ¥c7 15 DhS!
®h8 16 Ked f6 17 Kh4 Kd6
18 c4 a6 19 9 x g7l with a strong
attack by White.

14 dgl-hl1  a7-a6

Black has a secure position with
good chances of equalising (Boles-
lavsky).

(led c6 2dadsS 3 Qc3 de 4 9 xed
Ad7)
5 Xfl-ca

(see diagram|

Although the elaboration of this
continuation has started only re-
cently, its theory has immediately
developed an impetus. Currently it

enjoys immense popularity and the
theoretical discussion centering on it
continues unabated. White's idea
consists in the rapid organisation of
pressure on the a2-g8 diagonal
against the critical f7 and e6 squares,
and it includes a number of tactical
threats. With correct play Black is
able to defend himself successfully
against the white attack. The result-
ing struggle leads to the sort of posi-
tion of forces similar to that seen in
the previous section. (The play has,
of course, its peculiarities. White’s
minor pieces are in a slightly differ-
ent position, Black usually playing
h7-h6). Practice shows that Black
has a sufficiently solid position, al-
though the struggle is complex and
full of tactical refinement.
5 .. £ g8-f6

The main continuation for Black.
The following lines are also possible:
1) 5. 9dfe 6 Qg5 Qh6 (after
6 ... 2d5 7 Q1f3 XS 8 g4 g6
99e5f6 10 2 xg6 hg 11 Ded e6
12 c3 Rd6 13 te2 Black finds him-
self in a difficult position with his K-
side seriously weakened; Lutikov-
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Vasilyev, USSR 1962) 7 91f3 [g4
(after 7 ... e6 8c3 =me7 9 te2 0-0
10 hd ¢5 11 me3 2d5 12 the2
White’s prospects are clearly better,
Shamkovich-Livzhin, USSR 1961)
B8c3e6 9h3 RxFf3 10 thxf3 Qds
11 =d2 ¢f6 12 the2 Q4 13 tyed,
with a lasting white advantage (Vas-
yukov -Livzhin, Kharkov 1956).

2) 5... b6 6 =mb3 Q&f5 (or 6 ...
Af6 7 QA xfe+ cf 8 WhSI with
white  supcriority;  Hamann-Yan-
ofsky, Natanya 1969) 7 9g3 g6
8 ha h6 9 9f3 ¢6 10 De5 Kh7
11 e2 ve7 12 &d2 96 130-0-0
a5 14 a3 a4 15 ma2 9Dbds
16 Bdel ™c7 17 c4 Qb6 18 Kf4,
and White exerts strong pressure
(Liberson-Karasyev, 38th USSR
Championship, 1970).

6 Ded-g5

This manoeuvre is the start of
White's active plan. Black needs to
play very carefully in order to parry
the tactical thrcats.

6 Axfe+ A xf6 7 c3 eb is also
played (in a gamc Balashov-Kharito-
nov, USSR 1984, White achieved
some pressure after 7 W7
8 Qe2 e6 9 Q4 @d6 10 & xd6
% xdé 11 td3 0-0 12 twg3 twe7
13 0-0 ¢5 14 Bfel cd 15 2 xd4
™cs5 16 &b3 &d7 17 Bes5) 8 Af3
c5 9 [g5cd 10 Hxd4 a6 11 0-0
=c7 12 the2 0-0 13 Dadl ey
14 Qb3 4d5 with approximate
equality (Geller-Kislov, USSR 1971).
Spassky-Pfleger (Munich 1979) con-
tinued 6 ... ef 7 Qe2 Qb6 (7 ...

£d6 80-00-0 9 Xf4 b6 10 &Xd3
Se6 11 c3 9dS 12 K xd6 t xd6
13 tvd2 gives White a slight advan-
tage) 8 S[b3 Rd6 9 4 K7
10 Kf4 0-0 11 [Xxc7 thxcy
12 ¢5?t (12 0-0) 12 ... ©d7 13 0-0,
and here Black was able to equalise
with 13 ... Od8l 14 %c2 98 and
Keb.
6 ... e7-e6

One may also come across 6 ...
£ds, e. g. 7 21f3 (Honfi-Reschko,
Hungary 1961, continued 7 b3 h6
8 Q5f3 D7f6 9 De2 KI5 10 Dg3
Sh7 110-0e6 12 c4 b6 13 Kf4
Ke7 14 te2 with a slight but last-
ing white advantage) 7 ... h6 (Black
faces a difficult end-game after 7 ...
a6 8 ™e2 h6 9 %Ded ™7
10 &xd5 cd 11 D3 thca
12 ¢ xc4 dc 13 9dS, Schmid-Hén-
linger, FRG 1955) 8 9e4 27b6 (also
after 8...e6 9 Me2 thc7 100-0 Ke7
11 &b3 0-0 12 c4, Rooze-Dunkel-
blum, Belgium 1966, or 8 ... 27f6
9 Oxfe+ gf 10 Kb3 M7 11 c4,
Kavalek-Perez, 1964 Olympiad,
White's position is clearly prefer-
able) 9 Rb3 Qf5 10 Dg3 (also
good is 10 the2 e6 11 0-0 Ke7
12 9eS, Diickstein-Bouwmeester,
Switzerland 1962) 10 ... g4 (or
10... 2h7 110-0 e6 12 QeS Dd7
13 c4 Q5f6 14 KXf4 L xes
15 & xe5 &d6, Fischer-Portisch,
Stockholm 1962, and here White was
able to retain some initiative with
16 tf3) 11 h3 @ xf3 12 i xf3 g6
13 &d2 a5 14 a3 a4 15 Ra2 kg7



16 0-0-0 0-0 17 h4, and in view of
his attacking position on the K-side
White’s prospects are clearly better
(Suetin-Bronstein, 31st USSR Cham-
pionship, 1963).
7 thdl-e2

Another rather popular continua-
tion is 7 Qe2, from which the fol-
lowing variations may arise:

GALAS
%///
_ 0

i /
?,/ | B
Ve &f

7 ...h6 (if 7... b6 8 KXb3 5
9 c3 RKe7 100-00-0 11 Del Qbds
12 dc &xc5 13 2d4  tbe
14 Qgf3 Od8 15 Kg5 White has
the better chances) 8 2 f3 RXd6
(Bronstein—-Vasyukov, 32nd USSR
Championship, 1965, continued 8 ...
b521 9 &d3! &b7 10c3 b6 11 a4
a5 12 abcb 13 Qg3 Rd6 14 the2
0-0 15 9e5 Bfd8 16 f4 and White
has a clear advantage) 9 0-0 ¥c7
10 Oel 00 11 93 bs (after 11 ...
a6 12 9ed4 b5 13 9 xd6 M xd6
14 &f1 ¢5 15 dc wxdl 16 O xdl
A xc5S 17 Kke3, Geller-Smyslov,
USSR 1964, or 11 ... 9d5 12 Qe4
Afa 13 Qxf4 tyxfa 14 g3 —
also good is 14 Kfl — 14 ... b6
15 9e5 AxeS 16 O xe5 twh4
17 %d2 Qb7 18 Dael, the advan-

4..9d7 21

tage is clearly on White's side, Boles-
lavsky) 12 =d3 @&b7 13 Qed
S xed 14 K xed 5, and Black suc-
cessfully overcomes his opening diffi-
culties.
7. 2)d7-b6

Black needs to do something to
defend the €6 and f7 squares. 7 ...
Ke7, for example is impossible be-
cause of 8 9)xf7l Advantageous for
White is also 7 ... 2d5 8 9I1f3
Ke7 90-0 h6 10 Ded 0-0 11 Kb3

(Tarve-Randvir, Estonian SSR,
1961).
After 7 ... 2b6 White is able to

choose between 8 b3 (A) and
8 &d3 (B).

A

8 Rc4-b3

Consistent. White leaves the
bishop on the a2-g8 diagonal, in or-
der to build up an attack on the K-
side. If, however, Black is able to
parry White's tactical threats the res-
tricted mobility of the bishop on b3
will become the handicap of this sys-
tem. Initially Black must act very
carefully. 8 ... ¥ xd4? 9 Q1f3 is
bad, and it is difficult to fend off the
threat 10 9eS.

(see diagram}

8 .. h7-h6
A natural reaction. Black wishes to
push back quickly the white outpost,
the g5-knight. In addition, the fol-
lowing variations may arise:
1) 8...¢5 9 Q1f3 (White does not
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achieve anything with 9 Re3 #™c7!
10 ¢3 &d7 11 0-0-0 c4 12 RKc2
4bds with equal play; Neukirch-
Starck, German Democratic Republic
1962; worthy of consideration how-
ever is 9 dc &xc5 10 D1f3 Kd7
11 &d2 h6 12 Ded and White has a
slight but lasting advantage; in
Byrne-Mednis, USA 1984, the reply
to 10 91f3 was 10 ... h6 11 Ded
S xed 12 xed4 2d51? 13 QDe5
0-0 14 &d2 with a minimal advan-
tage to White) 9 ... cd (after 9 ...
h6 10 dcl & xc5 11 Ded 9 xe4
12 ¥xed 0-0 13 Rd2 followed by
0-0-0 White has the better chances)
10 0-0 Re7 11 Od1 with excellent
piece play and prospects for White
to obtain the initiative.

2) 8 ... Re7 9 D1f3 0-0 10 Kd2
a5 (Parma-Donner, Beverwijk 1963).
After 11 c4a4 12 Rc2and 13 Kc3
White extends his pressure in the
centre.

3) 8... 9Dbd5 9 &d2 a5 10 c4 a4
11 &dl 9c7 12 Q13 h6 13 Qed
Se7 14 &c2 b5 15 ¢5, and Black's
position is difficult (Spassky-Perez,
1964 Olympiad).

w

A
Z

V

Black has now the main plans
9...c5(a)and 9 ... a5 (b) to choose
between.

Other possibilities are:

1) 9... Ke7 10 Kd2 (in Tal-Benkd,
Amsterdam 1964, White played
10 9h31?, and Filip recommends
10 ... g51?) 10 ... a5 (risky is 10 ...
0-0?! 11 0-0-0 followed by 9)e5 and
g4 with a white attack) 11 c4 0-0
12 99h3 ¢5 13 dc & xc5 14 0-0-0
te7 15 2e5 2bd7 16 f4, and
White has good prospects for an at-
tack on the K-side (Khasin-Livzhin,
USSR 1958).

2) 9... Rd6 10 DeS5 the7 11 Dgf3
c5 (also after 11 ... Rd7 12 Kd2
¢5 13 dc &xc5 14 0-0 a6 15 a3
Oc8 16 c4 White has the better
game) 12 Q[e3 0-0 13 g4 2fdS
14 &d2 cd 15 g5 with the initiative
on White’s side (Yurkov-Chistyakov,
USSR 1962).

9 ... c6-c5
Now White can choose between



two main lines: 10 Re3 (1) and
10 Rf4 (2).

Also possible is 10 dc 2bd7 (af-
ter 10 ... &xc5 11 &d2 0-0 —
better is 11 ... ®c71? — 12 QeS
9bdS 13 9gf3 b6 14 0-0-0 Me?
15 g4l Black has a difficult game;
Trapl-Perez, Oberhausen 1961)
11 c6lI? bc 12 Qh3 Ke7 (12 ...
2d6 13 Re3 ™c7 14 0-0-0 0-0
15 g4 9 xgd 16 DBhgl 2df6
17 ®dbl e5 18 Kcl leaves White the
better chances, Ciocaltea-Barcza,
Debrecen 1961) 13 0-0 b6
14 9f4 Qa6 15 c4 c5 16 9d3 0-0
17 9de5 Ofd8 18 &c2 Kb7 19 b3
4)f8, and Black has equalised and
has a sound defensive position (Su-
etin—Petrosian, Moscow 1959).

Dvoiris—Kharitonov (USSR 1984)
continued 10 c3 ®c7 11 RKe3
2d67?! (betteris 11 ... 9bds) 12 dc
Kxc5 13 @xc5 WMxcS 14 Des,
with White exerting some pressure.

10 Kcl-e3  d8-c7
Another continuation is 10
a6l? A game Jansa-Pacl (Czechoslo-
vakia 1984) continued 11 dc!
(11 0-0-0 c4l) 11 ... 9bd7 12 c6!
bc 13 0-0-0 thc7 14 Dh3 Kd6
15 21d2! with better prospects for

White.
11 2f3-e5

tsee diagram;

11 .. a’-a6

4..9d7 23

The following lines are also possi-
ble:

1) 11 ... &d6 12 Dgf3 0-0 13 0-0
(13 g4 9fd71) 13 ... a5 (not bad is
13 ... 9bd5 14 3 b6 15 Dadl
Kb7 with approximately equal play,
Spassky-Benkod, Amsterdam 1964)
14 c4 9bd7 15 9 xd7 & xd7 with
equality  (Stein-Smyslov, USSR
1964).

2) 11 ... &d7 12 9gf3 B8 13 c4
cd 14 Qxd4 Qba+ 15 Df1 K5
16 [e3 K6 17 Dxc6b xc6
18 2e5 (Kupreichik—Petrosian, 37th
USSR Championship, 1969). Black
was able to equalise with 18 ...
7l

3) 11 ... cd 12 &xdd RKc5
13 ngB 0-0 14 0-0-0 a5 15 a3 a4
16 Ka2, and White's position is
slightly better (Spassky -Pfleger, Tal-
linn 1973).

4) 11 ... a5 12 a3 a4 13 Ra2
=d6 14 2gf3 Abd7 15 Kf4 0-0
16 Bd1 b6 17 mc4 9d5 18 xg3
2b7 19 &b5 27f6 20 dc be 21 c4
De7 22 Oxdé! ®yxd6 23 d7
with a strong white attack on the K-
side (Kavalek—Bukic, 1979).
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12 Dgl-f3  Qb6-d5
13 0-0 .

13 0-0-0 deserves consideration.
13 ... 2f8-d6
14 Qe5-c4 KXd6-e7
15 d4xc5 Ke7xc5
16 RXe3xc5 Mc7xc5

Gheorghiu-Filip (1964 Olympiad)
continued 17 a4 0-0 18 a5 Kd7
19 9ce5 Ofds 20 Ofdl Re8 with
equal prospects.

2

(1edc6 2d4ds 3 Dc3 de 4 D xes

9d7 5 Kcd Dgfe 6 Dg5 e6

7 %e2 9Yb6 8 R&b3 h6 9 253 ¢5)
10 Rcl-f4

This

continuation was
mended by the author in the early

recom-

sixties. 10 ... cd is now followed by
11 0-0-01; and White obtains excel-
lent prospects for an active develop-
ment of pieces. Black's task is to res-
trict the activity of the opponent’s
minor pieces.

10 ... 4b6-dsl
11 Xf4-e5 thd8-a5+
12 9f3-d2

Naturally 12 ¢3? Qxc3 13 thd2
£)fed is not to be recommended for
White.

13 ... c5xd4

Boleslavsky recommended the fol-
lowing interesting variation: 12 ...
b5 13 c4 bc 14 R xc4 cd 15 D3
Ke7 16 2xd4 Kd7 17 0-0 0-0
18 a3 with slight advantage to
White.

13 9gl-f3
13 0-0-0 can be effectively coun-

tered by 13 ... b5l 14 9gf3 A3I
15 bc dc, and White’s position is
poor.

13 ... f8-e7

14 0-0 0-0

15 2fixds RKc8-d7

16 a2-a3 ®WasS-c5

17 c2-c4 2 ds-f4

18 [QeSxfa  tyc5xd4

Black has an equal position (Sue-
tin-Fllip, Sochi 1973).

b

(1edc6 2d4dS 3 2c3 de 4 2 xed
9d7 5 K4 Dgfe 6 Dg5 eb
7 the2 b6 8 Kb3 h6 9 £5f3)
9z a’-as5

This flank operation is definitely
appropriate here. Black restricts the
mobility of his opponent’s light-
squared bishop and, in anticipation
of White castling on the Q-side, acti-
vates his forces on the Q-side.

(see diagram)

10 a2-a3
The most popular continuation.
Other possible lines are:



1) 10 a4 ¢5 11 Qf4 Qd6 12 Rg3
(in Tal-Petrosian, 41st USSR Cham-
pionship, 1973, Black achieved excel-
lent counterplay after 12 Re5 0-0
13 0-0-071 c4 14 R xcd 9 xa4
15 9h3 9b6 16 g4 a4l 17 g5 hg
18 Dhxg5 a3 19 b3 xbdl) 12 ...
Kxg3 13 hg #c721 (13 ... 0-0)
14 9e5 cd 15 9gf3 0-0 16 g4 d3
17 ¢y xd3 2bd7 18 2 xd7 ¢ xd?
19 ¥ xd7 Rxd7 20 9eS with pres-
sure from White (M. Tseitlin-Spirid-
onov, Bulgaria 1985).
2) 10 c4?1 a4 11 Rc2 b4+,
3) 10 c3 a4 11 RKc2 ®ds.

In both cases Black has excellent
counterplay.

10 ... a5-a4

in Gavrikov-Speelman (London
1985) the prospects were even after
0..g6I7 11 c3 Kg7 12 9e5 0-0
13 9gf3 ¢5 14 0-0 a4 15 K2 cd
16 Od1 ®e7 17 cd Dbds.

11 @b3-a2 c6-c5

(sec diagram)

An alternative is the cautious
. Re7, e. g 12 c3 (Mar3alek-
Smyslov, Oberhausen 1961, went

12 &d2 ¢5 13 dc 9bd7 14 Des5
QAxc5 15 Dgf3 ced 16 b5+
Rd7 17 Qxd7 ¢ xd7 18 &y xd7+

Axd7 19 Re3 KXc5, and the
end-game is slightly more in
Black’s favour) 12 ... ¢5 13 Qf4
2d6 14 Qg3 K*Xxg3 15 hg cd
16 9xd4 0-0 17 Dgf3 tc7
18 0-0-0. White’s prospects are

slightly better, though Black’s posi-

tion is very solid (Suetin-Ciri,
Budva 1967).
After 11 ... ¢S5 the following var-

iations are possible:

1) 12 dc &xc5 13 Qe5 0-0
14 9gf3 9bd7 15 0-0 2 xeS5
16 9 xe5 b6 17 tf3 Ra6 18 Hel
™d4 19 c3 ™h4 20 Re3 with

roughly equal chances (Tukma-
kov-A. Zaitsev, 37th USSR Champi-
onship, 1969).

2) 12 Ke3 AbdS 13 c3 Mc7 (also
sound is 13 ... Re7 14 Qe5 0-0
15 2gf3 $™c7) 14 De5 Kd6
15 9gf3 0-0 16 Kd2 (Karpov-Kav-
alek, Turin 1982). Black was able to
equalise with 16 ... b6.

3) 12 ¢3 &d7 (12 ... Ba5 13 RKe3
Abds5 14 Qe5 cd 15 cd Kd7



26 2d4ds 3Dc3de 4 D xed

16 2 xd7 ¥ xd7 deserves consider-
ation, and Black has a sound posi-
tion) 13 Se5 c¢d 14 cd Re?
15 9gf3 with some pressure from
White (Karpov-Petrosian, Tilburg
1982).

B

(ledc6 2dads 3 Dc3de 4 Dxed
9d7 5 K4 Dgfe 6 g5 eb
7 the2 Abe)

8 ®c4-d3  h7-hé

Not 8 ... ™ xd4? because of
9 2)1f3 ™d5 (9 ... Rb4+ 10 c3
& xc3+ 11 df11) 10 0-0.

9 9Dg5-f3  c6-¢c5

In this position White can choose
between two main lines: 10 dc (a)
and 10 Re3 (b).

The continuation 10 Kf4 is not
often chosen. A game Gipslis—Maro-
vi¢ (Tallinn 1975) continued 10 ...
9bd5 11 RKe5 cd 12 0-0-0 ¥was
(after 12 ... Re7 13 9 xd4 0-0
14 9gf3 White has some initiative)
13 &c4 93l 14 bc a3+ 15 Dbl
dc 16 [b5+ Dd7 17 K xc3
txc3 18 Qe5 Ka3z 19 A4
b4+ 20 MDal wwc3+ 21 Dbl
®ba+ 22 hal a6 23 Qxd7+
K xd7 24 ¥d3 Kb5, and the game
ended in a draw.

A game Tseshkovsky-Chernin (Ir-
kutsk 1983) was roughly level after
10 ¢3 Re7 11 Ke3 QAbd5 12 Qe5
4) xe3 (also possible is 12 ... 0-0
13 9gf3 tc7) 13 fe 0-0 14 Dgf3
tc7 15 g4 9d7 16 0-0-0 2 xe5

17 Qxes QXfe 18 2f3 cd
19 4 xd4 be.
a

10 d4xc5

The game now branches off in two

directions: 10 ... 9bd7 (1) or 10 ...
£ xc5 (2).
1

10 ... 2)b6-d7

%Q,/

gﬁ&g///@,

11 b2-b4

The most popular and sharpest
continuation. Other possibilities are:

1) 11 Qe5 D xe5 (after 11
@ xc5 12 Kb5+ Black has some
difficulties) 12 ®xe5 a5+ (also
possible is 12 ... 9d7 13 e2
A xc5 14 Qb5+ &Xd7 15 Kd2
S xb5 16 tyxb5+ thd7 17 te2,
Radulov-Onat, 1974 Olympiad, and
Black was able to achieve approxi-
mate equality in the game by play-
ing 17 ... td5) 13 Qd2 $xc5
14 93 (or 14 the2 Rd6 15 23
Kd7 and Kc6 with equal prospects)
. ¥ xeS (weaker is 14 ... &d6
15 te2 b6 16 0-0-0 Kb7 17 Ke3
tc7 18 RbS5+ with an unpleasant



White initiative, Radulov-Sloth,
1972 Olympiad) 15 &) xe5 Kc5 (or
15 ... &d6 16 2c4 K5 17 f4 b6
18 0-0-0 0-0 19 Ohel Od8 20 Qe5
Kb7 with equality, Radulov-Filip,
1972 Olympiad) 16 SRe2 (unpromis-
ing is 16 b5+ Me7 17 Ke2 Ded
18 9d3 Qd6 19 RKe3 Kd7 20 Kd4
f6 21 Kf3 Kc6, with excellent play
for Black, Parma-Smyslov, 1968
Olympiad) 16 ... Qe4 17 9d3
2d6 18 Re3 Kd7, and the chances
are level (Filip).

2) 11 c6 bc 12 Rf4 b6?! 13 3
2d5 14 9h3 Ke7 15 0-0 D xf4
16 2 xfa 0-0 17 Qe5 with a slight
initiative to White (Ree-Filip, Wijk
aan Zee 1970). Simpleris 12 ... 9dS
and 13 ... f6, and the prospects
are level.

1 ... b7-bé
The main reply. Other possible
lines are:

1) 11 ... a5 12 c3 ab 13 cb be
14 9h3 (after 14 a4 Dd5! 15 Kd?2
Wf6e 16 ¢wdl bc 17 b5 2f4 Black
has excellent play) 14 4ds
15 0-0 2 xb4 16 c6! 9 xc6 (16 ...
4 xd3 17 yxd3 Dc5 18 thxd8+

4..9d7 27

@ xd8 19 Odi+ De8 20 RKe3 is
also advantageous for White)
17 b2 b4 18 b5 Kab
19 @xa6 9 xa6 20 2f4, and
White's prospects are clearly better
(Kremenetsky-Bykhovsky, Moscow
1978).
2) 11 ... 9ds5 12 &d2 f6 (Kefel-
Hahn, correspondence game, 1979,
continued 12 ... a5 13 c3 ™f6
14 Ocl ab 15 ¢b b2 16 Dbl
txa2 17 9h3 Ke7 18 0-0 with
white superiority) 13 Obl a5 14 a3
D3 15 [/xXc3 Mxc3 16 W™d2
W xa3 17 KbSI, and Black is in seri-
ous trouble (Hort-Bohm, Moscow
1975).
12 ©f3-da

After 12 Red4 QD xed 13 tyxed
236 14 cb ab 15 De2 B8 Black's
position is fully satisfactory (Filip).

12 ... 21f6-dS

12 ... bc? is not possible because
of 13 2c6 tc7 14 yxe6 +! with
mate next move  (Perenyi-Eper-
jesi, Hungary 1974). Let us look at
Black’s other possibilities on the 12th
move:
1) 12 ... %c7 13 b5 tc6 14 Qf4
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txg2 15 0-0-0 KXb7 16 Ac7+
®e7 (16 ... ©d8 17 Kb5I) 17 Kcal
Me4 18 tyxed D xed 19 KXbs
Ods8 20 c6 with advantage to

White  (Christiansen-Saidy, USA
1975).

2) 12 ... x5 13 QbS+ Dcd?
14 a3 (Wergel-Koch, correspon-
dence game 1977/80, continued

14 ®f3 9d5 15 Kc6?, and, based
on Christiansen’s analysis, Black was
able to obtain a winning position
with 15 Qxba+ 16 Kd2
2xd2+ 17 & xd2 Obs 18 Nge2
g5+ 19 el 0-0; instead of
15 Rc6? White should have played
15 a3l; also after 14 Rc6 X xb4 +
15 ®f1 Ob8 16 &f40-0 17 K xb8
2 xbs 18 Od1 9d5! Black has ex-
cellent play) 14 ... b7 15 Qgf3
Ke7 16 Kb2 a6. The following are
typical continuations for this posi-
tion:

2a) 17 &d3 0-0 18 0-0 (here, inter-
esting is 18 9 xe6l?, e. g. 18 ...
2 xf3 19 gf fe 20 txe6+ Dhs
21 0-0-0 ¢vc7 22 DOhgl thfa+
23 Obl Daes 24 txd71 9 xd7
25 @xg7+ g8 26 [ xh6+ Kg5
27 O xg5+, and White has a dang-
erous attack) 18 ... He8 19 Qc4
28 20 Ofdl tc7 21 Kb3 bS with
equal chances (Kasparov-Bagirov,
USSR 1978).

2b) 17 Rc4 b5 18 Kxe6? fe
19 Q) xe6 b6 20 9 xg7+ Df7
21 0-0-0 O hd8 (favourable for White
is 21 2d5 22 2h5 Dhes
23 d3 g6 24 M xge+ D xg6

25 Oxds, etc) 22 Ohel Qed
23 Oxd7 Oxd7 24 Qe5+ g8
25 2 xd7, and White has a won po-
sition (Sideif-Sade~Ivanov, Moscow
1979).

13 Rcl-b2

Confronts the opponent with ma-
jor problems.

13 9c6 is answered by 13 ...
%f6. Black also obtains the advan-
tage after 13 4 xe6?! (Balashov)
13 ... fe 14 g6+ PDe7, and White
finds it difficult to prove that he has
sufficient compensation for the sacri-

ficed piece.
13 .. £)d5 x b4
14 Qd3-e4
Another possibility is 14 c6

Axd3+ 15 txd3 Ac5 16 tf3
Qa4 17 0-0-0 Dxb2 18 dxb2
Wc7 19 tedl? (19 Dge2 Ke?
20 9bs te5+ 21 Qedd Kf6 22 c3
0-0 23 Ohel ™c¢5 24 a4 e5 is fa-
vourable for Black, Tseshkovsky-Ra-
suvayev, USSR 1980) 19 ... a6
20 Dgf3 Ke7 21 Qe5 0-0 22 f4
0ds 23 Od3 Ods 24 Ohdl bs
25 9 df3l kf6 26 Dbl Da7 27 g4
™e7 28 h4l, and White obtained the
advantage (Reinert-Kristinsson, Aar-
hus 1981). The continuation
19 %edl? awaits further practical
tests.
14 ... RcB-ab6
15 Me2-f3

In view of the threats 16 4) xe6
and 16 Q& xa8 White's position
looks dangerous. But an interesting



tactical counterplay has been found
for Black.
15 ... 2d7xc51?

Balashov recommended 15 ...
2 xc5 16 R xa8 K xds 17 & xd4
9 xc2+ with a strong attack by
Black. But White has a better contin-
uation, viz. 16 0-0-0l, and now there
is the threat 17 2 xe6 fe 18 g6 +.
After 16 ... g5+ 17 Dbl Oc8
18 9Yh3 twe7 19 a3 Black's position
is most unpleasant.

After 15 ... 9 Xxc51? the follow-
ing variations are possible:

1) 16 9c6l Q) xed (weaker is 16 ...
™d6 because of 17 Re5l)
17 2 xd8 (17 th xe4 Md5! is favou-
rable for Black) 17 ... @ xc2+
18 &d1 BExds+ 19 Dxc2 Oc8+
20 &Od1 Bds+, and the game is
drawish (Balashov).

2) 16 Rxa8 A xc2+! 17 Axc2
Ad3+ 18 ®Dd2? (correct is
18 tyxd3! yxd3 19 Rc6+ De7
20 Bd1 evxc2 21 Bd7+ Des
22 Bd6-+ with a probable draw; if
20 9e3 instead of 20 Bdl1, then
20 ... ™de6!, and the chances are
cqual) 18 ... QAxb2+1 (but not

4..9d7 29

18 ... Qe5+ 19 Ad4 Axf3+
20 Rxf3 e5 21 K6+ De7
22 Oel, and White seizes the in-
itiative) 19 el 9Dd3+ 20 Dbl
Kc5 21 9h3 0-0 22 Ked Des
23 ™c3 (more resistance is offered
by 23 Od1 9xf3 24 DOxds
Oxd8 25 Rxf3 g5, although this
end-game is also somewhat better
for Black) 23 ... ™d6 24 f4 Qc4
25 &d3 Qa3+ 26 A xa3 Kxd3+
27 9c2 Kba 28 b3 Ocs 29 Od1
B 30 @f2 Oxb3+ 31 ab
2xc2+ 32 dxc2 te5+, and
White resigned (van der Wiel-Bal-
ashov, 1980 Olympiad).

2

(led c6 2d4d5 3 2c3 de 4 ) xed
9d7 5 K4 Dgfe 6 g5 e6
7 te2 b6 8 &d3 he 9 253 ¢5
10 dc)

10 ... 28 xc5

11 2f3-e5
Another continuation used quite
frequently is 11 &d2, c. g 11 ...
™c7 (Fyodorov-Voltshok, USSR
1981, continued 11 2bd7
12 0-0-0 0-0? 13 9h3 thc7 14 g4!
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Qxg4 15 Bhgl Adfe 16 Kc3
Kd6 17 9d4 with good attacking
prospects for White on the K-side)
12 0-0-0 (but not 12 %e5?
Qxf2+1 13 Oxf2 txe5t, and
Black keeps a sound extra pawn)
2...9bd7 13 Qh3 g517(13 ... a6
14 b1 b5 15 Kf4 tyb6 16 DeS
Kb7, Ivkov-Filip, 1964 Olympiad,
leads to equal play) 14 9hgl (in
Black's favour is 14 Rc3? g4
15 9e5 gh 16 2xd7 =Kxd7
17 ®%f3 hg 18 DOhgl 0-0-01;
14 9ell? however, is worth consid-
ering) 14 ... Og8 15c4 b6 16 &3
=b7, and Black's prospects are
slightly better (Boleslavsky).
11 .. 2 b6-d7

11 ... 0-0 12 Qgf3 2bd5 13 a3
b6 leads to sharp play with attacking
prospects for White (worth consider-
ing is 13 ... a51? 14 0-0 b6 15 c4
Qe7 16 b3 Kb7 17 Qb2 AfS
18 thc2! d4 19 A xdd KX xd4
20 Oadl @xb2! 21 ¢yxb2 the7,
and Black has a defensible position,
Zuidema-Bouwmeester, Holland
1965) 14 g4l Kb7 15 Bgl Qd7
16 g51, and White has a dangerous
attack on the K-side (Darga-Filip,
1964 Olympiad).

12 9gl-f3

(see diagram)

12 .. 2)d7xe5
In this complex position, which is
of importance in the appraisal of the
variation, the following continua-
tions are also possible:

1) 12 ... ¥9c7 13 0-0 (not good is
13 Qd2? 9 xe5 14 4L xes
Kxf2+1; 13 Kf41? Kd6 14 0-0-01?
2)d5 leads to sharp play — after
4 ... 9h521 15 g3 0-0 16 Dbl
4)c5 17 9d4 White's prospects are
better, also favourable for White is
5...85 16 Ohel, or 15... 2 xf4
16 gf @ xe5 17 fe c5 18 Ohgl,
Popovi¢-Spiridonov, 1984  —
15 Rg3 — 15 g3 Qc3l — 15 ...
)3 16 bc ¥xc3 17 Dcd Mal+
with a draw, Chandler-Speelman,
London 1986) 13 ... 0-0, and now:
la 14 Oel 9de6 15 Kkf4 b6
16 9 xd7 Rxd7 17 Rxd6 tx d6
18 9e5 Ofds8 with a solid black de-
fence.

1b) 14 Rf4 Kd6 15 2 xd7 (after
15 Ofel 9c¢5 16 Dadl b6 17 KbS
9ds 18 RKXg3 KXb7 19 c4 Df6
20 O xd6 ¢y xd6 21 Dg6 d3 the
chances are equal, Klovan-Vyshma-
navin, Minsk 1984) 15 ... Rxd7
16 =xd6 #xd6 17 Qe5 Ofds
18 Oadl b6 (Jansa-Holmov, Bu-
dapest 1976). White was able to con-
solidate his marginal advantage
with 19 c4.



1c) 14 &d2 &d6 15 9 xd7' QR xd7
16 Oael Bfd8 17 Qe5 KbSI
18 R xb5 R xe5 19 xe5 4 xe5
20 O xe5 B xd2 21 &d3 the8, and
Black has no difficulties (Sokolov-
Karpov, match 1987).

2) 12 0-0 13 K&d2 Qxe5
14 9xe5 &d4 15 0-0-0 tydsl
(better than 15 ... b6 16 c3!

Kc5 17 gal, after which White has
fair prospects of an attack on the
K-side) 16 f4 yxa2 17 c3 Rc5
18 g4 2d5 19 g5 Ka3l, and Black
has sufficient counterplay to equalise
(Filip).
13 2f3xes5
14 Rcl-d2
Another popular continuation is
14 0-0 b6 (a game Matulovic-Pfle-
ger, 1968 Olympiad, continued
14 ... &d6, and here White was able
to consolidate his initiative by play-
ing 15 f4 followed by &d2 and
D ael) with the following variations:

0-0

) 15 Bd1 twe? %c7

(15
16 9ga!) 16 b4 (after 16 Kf4 Kb7
17 g3 [fds, Black has no prob-

Matanovi¢-Pfleger, 1964
2d6 17 &«b2

lems,
Olympiad) 16 ...

4...9d7 31

Qb7 18 a3 Ofd8 19 c4 a5 with
good counterplay for Black (Filip).
2) 15 Rf4 Qb7 16 Dadl tve7
17 3 Ofds 18 Od2 Rd6 (also
goodis 18 ... a6 19 Ofdl b5 with
equal play, Prandstetter~Speelman,
Taxco 1985 19 DOfdl Dacs
20 Rab6 Kxab 21 Hyxa6 ed
22 DOd4 tfel 23 9d3 Kxf4
24 2)xf4 e51 with equal prospects
(Mecking—-Hort, Las Palmas 1975).
3) 15 R xh6I? gh 16 #f3 2)d5 (af-
ter 16 ... Qb8 the move 17 9c¢6 is
strong, 16 ... &d7 is answered by
17 Bd1l) 17 c4 ¢wxgs 18 Dael
Kb4 19 Ded4 5 20 Oe2 Df4
21 W xa8 QAxe2 22 [ xe2 g7
23 9f3 tyxb2 24 Qd3 DOds
25 tyc6 g7, and the game is ap-
proximately equal.
4) 15 ¥f3 c7l (weaker is 15 ...
Obs 16 &f4 b7 17 tyh3l, after
which White has a dangerous initia-
tive) 16 Oel RQd6 17 twg3 9d7
18 Qf4 Qb7 19 Oe3 2 xe5
with equal play (Jansa-A. Zaitsev,
1965).
5 15 b4 Rd6l (15 ... R xba
16 ®f3 @&d7 17 K«xh6 gh
18 2 xd7 2 xd7 19 ted is danger-
ous for Black) 16 &b2 Rb7 17 a3
te7 18 Ofel a5 19 D4 KXc7
20 b5 a4! with level play for Black
(de Firmian-Dlugy, Tunis 1985).
14 ... %ds-ds!

The game now branches off into
two variations depending on the side
on which White castles: 15 0-0 (2a)
and 15 0-0-0 (2b).
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Chapter 2

ledc6 2dadS 3 Qc3 de 4 2 xed
fS

4 .. Kc8-f5

This system which has retained its
popularity over many years bears
Capablanca’s name. Black’s main
strategic idea is clear and simple:
he solves the problem of his light-
squared bishop, developing it to an
active post without further ado. But
he finds it difficult to overcome his
opening problems, as modern prac-
tice shows, since in the long term
White obtains a small but lasting
space advantage. It is, in general, a
quiet and rather positional struggle.

7

%

wt,,,,

5 Qed-g3

White’'s main continuation. The
following rarely played moves are
also possible:
1) 5 2c51? This manoeuvre recom-
mended by Bronstein deserves atten-
tion. White, eager to avoid simplifi-
cation and symmetry, wishes to ob-
tain an unusual position. The follow-
ing variations may arise:

la) 5 ... b6 6 9b3 (double-edged
play emerges from 6 %a6l? e6
7 %f3 Qe7 8 D xb8 Mxb8 9 R4
™b7 10 c3 9Dd5 11 g4 Dxf4
12 yxf4 Qg6 13 thg3 Re7 14 ha
h5, Timman-Pomar, Orense 1976)
6 ... e6 (in Bronstein-Lutikov, USSR
1978, White had a clear advantage in
development after 6 ... 2f6 7 Af3
9bd7 8 g3 a5?1 9 Kg2 e6 10 0-0
a4 11 9bd2; more cautiousis 8 ...
e6) 7 93 2d7 (or 7 ... =d6 8 g3
29e7 9 Rg2 h6 10 0-0 0-0 11 twe2
with a slight White advantage, Bron-
stein—Petrosian, USSR 1966) 8 g3
Dgfe 9 wg2 Oc8 10 0-0 Kd6
11 ®e2 t™c7, and the game is ap-
proximately equal (Schmit-Bir-
brager, USSR 1969).

1b) 5... cB 6 2f3 2f6 (6 ... e6?
7 95l b6 8 9cd3 2Af6 9 gal and
White is able to apply pressure)
7 Kd3 Qgd4l 8 h3 Qh5 9 Kf4
9bd7 10 Qb3 (worth noting is
10 2xd7 Wxd7 11 c3 followed
by 12 g4 and 9e5) 10 ... e6 11 c3
Ke7 12 te2 AdS 13 Qh2 td8
14 c4 2b4 15 Kbl bSI 16 cb (after
16 a3 bc 17 tyxc4 R xf3 18 gf



£)d5 19 ¥ xc6 0-0 Black has an ex-
cellent position) 16 ... cb 17 ¥ xb5
2 xf3 18 gf 0-0 with good compen-
sation for the pawn (Ermenkov-Bag-
irov, Titovo-Uzice 1978).

Ic) S ... b6 6 g4l Kg6 7 f4 €6
8 we2 Re7 9 ha hs 10 fSlef 11 g5
2d7 12 2b3 tc7 13 &h3 0-0-0
14 Qf4 Q&d6 15 tvd2l 2f8
16 0-0-0 Qe6 17 KX xd6 O xd6
18 Rca4 QAe7 19 Af4 Dxf4
20 v xf4 Odd8 21 txc7+ Dxc7
22 3 with lasting white pressure in
the end-game , which is good com-
pensation for the sacrificed pawn
(Bronstein-Belyavsky, 43rd USSR
Championship, 1976).

1d) 5 ... €521 6 QA xb7 te7 7 Qa5
ed+ 8 Re2 b+ 9 Rd2?I
txb2 10 Rd3 &xd3 11 cd Qb4
12 9f3 @xd2+ 13 Qxd2 (Klo-
van-Machulsky, USSR 1978). The
move 13 ... tbdl enabled Black to
obtain good play. 9 #4d21? R xc2
10 xb4 R xba+ 11 &d2 seems
to be better than 9 &d2, and White
has a substantial lead in develop-
ment for his sacrificed pawn.

le) 5 7 6 &d3 K xd3
7 9xd3 9f6 8 2f3 e6 9 0-0
2bd7 10 c4 [e7 11 Kf4 Has
12 b4 d8 13 2c5, and White has
a marginal advantage (Kurtenkov-
Rasmussen, Plovdiv 1986).

2) 5 t™f3 e6 (also possible is either
5 ... &g6, 5 ... %dS, or 5 ...
2 xed4 6 M xed 96, and Black has
no major difficulties) 6 Re3 (or 6 c3
Ad7 7 Kfa 2df6, etc) 6

4.. &fs 35

a5+ 7 ¢3 (not particularly good
is 7 &d2 tdS 8 Rd3 tyxd4
9 0-0-0 9d7, and White has no
compensation for his pawn) 7 ..
Ka3? 8 b4 tvds 9 Rd3 [b2
10 Obl @ xed 11 K xed [x3+
12 Df1 xa2 13 De2 with a sharp
position in which Black is two pawns
up but White has a lcad in develop-
ment and prospects for initiative (Tri-
funovig).
3) 5 =d3 ¢ xd4 (the logical continu-
ation; after S ... e6 6 4f3 2d7
70-0 Rxc4 8 Rxed Dgfe 9 Kd3
=d6 10 ™e2 White has a slight ad-
vantage) 6 2)f3 t4d8 (after 6 ...
tdS 7 te2 2f6 8 c4 Md8 9 0-0
White’s position is quite active)
7 Me2 26 (Black needs to play very
precisely; White has the initiative if
7. [xed 8 Rxed 2f6 9 0-0!
S xed 10 Mxede6 11 Rg5 Ke?
12 Badl tyc7 13 Ofel 0-0 14 Qf4
™aS 15 KeS, Trifunovie, or 7 ...
e6 8 Kf4 2d7 9 0-0-0 Dgf6, Per-
sitz—Porath, Israel 1961, and now
10 Dxfe+ twxfe 11 g5 tMgb
12 @xf5 dxf5 13 td2) 8 Rd2
(with 8 2 xf6+ gf 9 & xf5 Mas5+
10 Rd2 ¢ xf5 1 0-0-0 d7
12 Re3 a5 Black keeps his extra
pawn, Fajarowicz-Blimich, 1930}
8 ... [&xed 9 Qxed Dxed
10 Wxed4 e6 11 0-0-0 with some
compensation for the sacrificed
pawn (Trifunovi¢).
5 . Kf5-g6

In this position White can choosc

between various continuations of
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which 6 h4 (1) is the best. In addition
we shall examine 6 2f3 (Il) and
6 &c4 (lll) separately.

Let us first look at some other pos-
sible lines for White.

EA wagaz

1) 6 Q1e2. This reply often trans-
poses into the variation 6 h4 hé
7 Q1le2, etc. Here we deal with lines
which are significant in their own
right:

Ea waagi

la) 6 ... 9f6 7 9f4 e5 (Sue-
tin—Bronstein, Moscow 1964, con-
tinued 7 ... 9d5 8 2 xg6 hg
9 @e2 ANf6 10 td3 e6 11 Kd2
49bd7 12 0-0-0, and White’s posi-
tion improved slightly) 8 9 xg6 hg
9 de ™a5+| (weaker is 9 ...
txdl+ 10 ©xdl Dga 11 Des
A xe5 12 KXf4 Abd7 13 c3 f6

14 &2 0-0-0 15 Hel Des
16 RKe2, and the end-game is in
White’s favour, Stein-Holmov, 31st
USSR Championship, 1963) 10 &d2
™ xe5+ 11 tHe2 tyxe2+
12 Rxe2 4bd7 13 0-0 0-0-0
14 Badl 9b6 15 Qcl Bds, and
Black equalises the game (Tal-Bot-
vinnik, Moscow 1964).

1b) 6 ... e6 7 h4 (Dobosz-Onat, Pri-
morsko 1979, continued 7 4f4
2d6 8 3 9f6 9 ha 4ds5

10 2 xd5 Kxg3? 11 h5 with ad-
vantage to White) 7 ... 2f6(7 ... h6
transposes into the main variation)
8 hS Rfs 9 Oxfs WaS+ 10 3
tyxf5 11 Qg3 Wa5 12 Kf4 with a
small advantage to White (Tal-Bagi-
rov, USSR 1964).

1c) 6 eS? 7 de Wxdl+
8 dxdl K5 9 Afdl KXxf2
10 Qxg6 hg 11 SDes Kd4

12 9d6+ De7 13 Kca f6 14 Af7
(Prins-Szab6, Venice 1949).
1d) 6 ... d7 7h4 h6 8 f4 Qh7
9 Rc4e5 10 9d3led 11 0-0, Tal.
In both cases White has a danger-
ous initiative.
2) 6 Dh3 e6 (6 ... Df6 7 Af4 €5
8 2 xg6 hg 9 de ¥a5+ transposes
into the variation 1a) 7 9f4 RXd6
(after 7 ... ha 8 Qe2 2d7 9 Ke3
K2d6 10 td2 te7 11 9 xg6 hg
12 Qed4 &c7 13 c4 White has good
prospects for initiative, Novopashin-
Furman, 31st USSR Championship,
1963) 8 ¢3 2f6 9 ha Mc7 10 h5
2 xfa 11 Qxf4 #xfa 12 hg fg
13 tvd2 ¥wxd2+ 14 dxd2 Qbd7



15 el @®f7 with roughly'equal
play (Boleslavsky-Petrosian, Zurich
1953).

3) 6 f4 e6 (interesting is 6 ... h51?
7 2f3 ha 8 Qe2 Ad7 9 e
Qxe5 10 fe e6 11 2f4 Kf5, and
Black has good counterplay) 7 h4
(Marshall-Capablanca, New York
1927, continued 7 9)f3 Rd6 8 Kd3
Qe7l 9 0-0 2d7 10 Lh1 7
11 9e5 Od8 12 te2 Qxd3
13 9xd3 0-0 14 &d2 ¢5 15 Ded
4 f5, and Black controls important
central squares and has comfortable
play) 7 ... h5 8 2f3 9d7 9 Kc4
(in Black’s favour is 9 9eS5? 9 xe5
10 fe Re7, etc) 9 ... Ke7 10 0-0
c7 (not good is 10 ... & xh4?
11 fsI ef 12 @ xh4 thxh4
13 x5 @xfs 14 O xfs Dgf6
15 twe2+ Of8 16 DOfa thg3
17 Og3 tga 18 2f4 Oed8 19 thf2
with a dangerous white initiative)
11 92 0-0-0 12 3. The game is ap-
proximately equal.

6 h2-h4 h7-h6

The most frequently played reply.
The threat h4-h5 can also be parried
with 6 ... h5. However, this move
has been played very rarely so far. A
game Bottger-Wolfensberger (FRG
1967) continued 7 2h31? e5 8 de
™as5+ 9 c3 2d7. By playing 10 e6
teS+ 11 Re2 tyxe6 12 2f4
White was able to obtain a danger-
ous initiative.

After 6 ... h6 White can choose
between the main continuations
7 9f3 (A) and 7 2h3 (B).

The move 7 f412 is also possible.

Events may now take the follow-
ing course: 7 ... e6 8 2f3, and
now:

1) 8 ... 9d7 9 h5 &h7 10 Kd3
& xd3 11 tyxd3 ™c7 12 thd2
0-0-0 (in Kavalek—Saidy, Las Palmas
1973, White took over the initiative

after 12 ... Qgf6 13 0-0-0 c5
14 te2 0-0-0 — 14 2d6
15 9f51 — 15 Qe5 b6 16 dc

Qxcs 17 Dbl Rd4 18 Ras)
13 %Me2 c5! with approximate equal-
ity (Hort-Garcia-Palermo, Rcggio
Emilia 1984/85). After 13 te2,
13 ... 9gf6 is weaker owing to
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14 0-0 Rd6?71 15 2eS Ohf8 16 c4
5 17 Re3 b6 18 dcl K x5
19 b3 with advantage to White (Sax-
Rodriguez, Biel 1985).

2) 8 ... &d6 9 Qe5!? (not bad
either is 9 h5 @h7 10 Rd3 R xd3
11 thxd3 2f6 12 twe2 wc7
13 9e5 ¢5 14 dc x5 15 2f5I
0-0 16 Re3 tc7 17 4 xd6 ¥ xd6
18 g4 b4+ 19 c3 te4 20 0-0-0
with a marginal initiative for White,
Marjanovi¢-Groszpeter, Zenica
1986) 9 ... &K xe5 10 fe De7 11 hs
2h7 12 c3 ¢521 13 Kcd cd 14 0-01,
and White has the initiative (Arna-
son-Adianto, 1986 Olympiad).

A

7 Dgl-f3  2bs-d7

This reply is practically forced by
the strong positional threat 8 QeS.
White has now the option of two
main continuations: 8 &d3 (a) with
immediate exchange of the light-
squared bishop and 8 h5 Rh7
9 2d3 (b) which represents the mod-
ern version of this plan.

a

8 =fl-d3
An obsolete variation in this sys-

tem which is hardly played in prac-
tice. Nowadays the continuation
8 hS is by far the most popular. Prac-
tice shows that after the text move
Black does not encounter any special
difficulties.

8 ... Kg6xd3

9 thdlxd3 ®d8-c7

Often 9 ... e6 is played, which af-
ter 10 &d2 usually means transposi-
tion. In addition to 10 Rd2 White
can also play 10 f4 with a number
of independent variations:

. 9gf6 (here, Black may still
transpose into the main variation
with 10 ... a5+ 11 Rd2 #c7,
etc) 11 0-0-0 2d5 (also interesting
is 11 ... Re7 12 Ohel a5 13 4
bSI?) 12 Rd2 bSI? (12 ... c7
13 c4 95f6 14 Dbl White wins a
tempo as compared with the main
variations; Suetin-Aronin, Saratov
1948, continued 14 ... Re7 15 K3
0-0-0 16 the2 Dhes, and here
White was able to exert a lasting
pressure on the opponent’s position
after 17 2eSH) 13 Dbl Kd6
(Suetin—Kasparian, 20th USSR
Championship, 1952, went on 13 ...
Ke7 14 Dhs KXf6 15 g4 g6
16 Axfe+ 4QAxf6 17 g5 hg
18 & xg$5, and in view of his pres-
sure on the dark squares White has a
positional advantage) 14 2e4
27f6 15 Ohgl Obs 16 g4 b4
17 9 xd6+ ™xdé6 18 g5 2d7
19 Odel, after which White has a



lasting initiative (Matulovit-Wade,
Opatija 1953).

A long time ago a game Charou-
sek-von Popiel (Cologne, 1898)
went 9 e6 10 =f4 2gf6
11 0-0-0 a5 12 dbl 0-0-0
13 2fl RKe7 14 D1d2 A5
15 tye2 2d5 16 dcl QD xf4 17 thed
49d5 18 4e5!, and White obtained
a considerable advantage.

Worth mentioning are Black's re-
cent attempts to do without the
move Wd8-c7 after 9 ... e6
10 &d2. A game Hort-Larsen (Bue-
nos Aires 1980) went on 10 ...
Qgf6 11 0-0-0 KKe7 12 Dbl c51?
13 Ohel 0-021 14 Ded4 OB 15 dc
QAxc5 16 Axfe+ KR xf6
17 tyxds DOfxds 18 Re3
O xd1+ 19 B xdl a6 20 c3 with a
slight advantage to White.

10 &cl-d2 e7-e6
11 0-0-0

It is also possible to play immedi-
ately 11 c4 Dgf6 12 Kc3, after
which the continuations 12 ... c5 or
12 ... &dé6 are reasonable for Black.
In Fischer-Donner (1962 Olympiad)
Black, however, played 12 ... a5?l,
and after 13 0-01 Rd6 14 Qed
Q) xed 15 M xed 0-0 16 dSI? Des
17 dc bc 18 Badl White obtained a
clear positional advantage.

1 .. g8-f6

In Ljubojevi¢-Miles (1986 Olym-
piad) Black obtained good play after
11 ... 000 12 b1 Dgf6
13 Rcl?2 ¢5 14 tMe2 (it has been
known for some time that in such
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positions White normally plays
14 c4; if White omits this move,
Black significantly improves his posi-
tion structurally with the following
move) 14 ... c4l 15 2e5 2b6
16 c3 &ds.

12 c2-c4

The most frequently used plan.
White wants quickly to gain space
advantage in the centre and on the
Q-side.

Other possible lines are:

1) 12 Qed 0-0-0 13 g3 A5 (in
Matulovi¢-Hort, Sombor 1968,
White obtained a small but lasting
advantage after 13 ) xc4
14 thxe4 Qe7 15 Dbl Dhes
16 Ohel tb6 17 the2 b5 18 c4
fs+ 19 dal &d6 20 Kc3)
14 x5 [/xc5 15 Dbl Kd6
16 c4 c5 17 Kc3 a6 followed by
c5xd4 with cqual play (Boleslavsky).
2) 12 ™e2 Rd6 (the most precise
continuation, Black does not want to
concede ¢5 to his opponent; with
12 ... 0-0-0 13 Qc¢5 D xe5 14 de
4)d7, Rossolimo-Eliskases, Mar del
Plata 1949, White is able to maintain
his pressure by playing 15 c3)
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13 Qed4 Qfa 14 g3 K[ xd2+
15 Qe xd2 with equality (Averbakh-
Holmov, 16th USSR Championship,
1948).
3) 12 2eS? A xe5 13 de BxeS
14 Ohel tc7 15 2fs 2dS 16 c4
0-0-0 17 c¢d O xd5 18 9d4 QKcS,
and Black has a lasting advantage.
12 ... 0-0-0
Another possibility is 12 ... &ds6.
Black’s aim is a quick exchange of
the dark-squared bishops. Klovan-
Khussenov (USSR 1976) continued
13 2e4 Rf4 14 Dbl Qxd2
15 Oxd2 Qxed4 16 thxed 2f6
17 the3 g4 18 thed 2f6 19 twe2
tyf4 20 a1l Ods8 21 Oel 0-0
22 g3 ™d6 23 Oedl b4 24 a3
a4 25 eS| Dd7 26 Ma2 4 xe5
27 de O xd2 28 B xd2c5 29 Bde.
Notwithstanding the simplifications
White exerts persistent pressure ow-
ing to his secure control of the d-file.
Another continuation worth men-
tioning is the rather extraordinary
12 ... b5t 13 cb cb+ 14 Dbl
b7 15 Ohel Re7 16 Dcl a6
17 QeS, after which there are con-
siderable weaknesses in the black
camp (Kasparian-Smyslov, 15th
USSR Championship, 1947). The text
move 12 ... 0-0-0 leads to the criti-
cal point of the variation.

isee diagram)

Now the following lines are possi-
ble:
1) 13 bl c5 (the most energetic
continuation; with 13 *d6

GAaiaA

U

14 Qed Axed 15 thxed 2f6
16 the2 ¢5 17 &3 cd 18 D xd4
a6 19 4f31 White maintains his
pressure due to his control of e5),
and now:

la) 14 &c3 cdl (Fine-Hanauer,
USA 1940, continued 14 ... &d6
15 Qed xed4 16%xed 9f6
17 t™e2 a6 18 De5 K xe5 19 de
9d7 20 Odel 9b8 21 Ohdl Qc6
22 hs Og8 23 te3, and Black is al-
ready in a very difficult position; no
better either is 17 ... cd 18 & xXd4
Dc5 19 /X5 WXc5 20 Des
e7 21 c5l).

15 9xd4 (or 15 KX xd4 Kc5
16 Ded X xd4 17 ¢y xd4 Dbs with
equal play) 15 ... a6 (after 15 ...
AcS 16 tMe2 a4 17 Dbs



Axc3+ 18 4 xc3 DOxdi+
19 Oxdl a6 20 hs White has a
small advantage, Padevsky-Barcza,
Kecskemét 1966) 16 2f3 (if 16 b3
DS 17 ™f3 Qe7 18 Kas
Oxd1+ 19 Oxdl #e5 20 Kc3
®Wc7, Spassky-Portisch, Budapest
1961, or after 16 Me2 Rd6 17 Dea
xed 18 tyxed Q5 19 M2
Ke5 20 Ohel &f6 21 g3 Bd7, un-
zicker-Porath, 1958 Olympiad,
Black equalises) 16 ... &cS5 17 #c2
Kd6 (equal play is achieved with
17 ... Qg4 18 Ded 2 df6 19 2 xf6
gf 20 2d4 Bhga 21 ba teS, Soko-
lov-Su3i¢, Yugoslavia 1965) 18 Sed
RXe7l (a fine move; after 18 ...
Axeq 19 xes 2f6 20 the2
wc6 21 Odel &c7 22 Ld4 White
retains some initiative) 19 £ xf6
K xf6 20 & xf6. A game Spassky-
Petrosian, 1966, took this course. It
continued 20 ... Axf6 21 2eS
with a small advantage for White.
However, after 20 ... gfl Black was
able to get equal play.

1b) 14 tMe2 Kd6 (the clearest route
to equality; after 14 ... «cd
15 9xd4 a6 16 2b3l &d6 17 c5l
L xg3 18 KaSl twe5 19 2
B des8 20 c6 b8! 21 cb+ L xb7
22 fg White retains a marginal ad-
vantage, Parma-Vuki¢, Yugoslavia
1972; also with 14 ... a6 15 Qe5
A xe5 16 de 2d7 17 f4 Qbs
18 &c3 Oxdi+ 19 Oxdl Re7
20 h5! White's pressure is rather un-
comfortable, Parma-Barcza, Kap-
fenberg 1970) 15 2ed4 2 xed
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16 txed4 f6 17 We2 a6 (Matu-

lovic-Kolarov, 1966 Olympiad,
went 17 cd 18 D xd4 a6
19 &c3 — 19 Qb3 — 19 ...

Kc5 20 b3 Oxdl+ 21 Oxdl
Ods 22 Oxd8+ with a relatively
favourable end-game for White)
18 2c3 DOhes 19 DOhel cd
20 9 xd4 Kc5, and the game is le-
vel (Parma-Ivkov, Yugoslavia 1964).
2) 13 Qc3 [d6 14 Dea KXf4+
15 dbl De5 16 D xe5 K xeS
17 ®™e3 S xe4 18 de (after
18 twxed?l Kf6 19 Od2 Od7
20 Ohdl Bhds 21 g3 ®b6 Black
exerts strong pressure on the
d4-square, promising him the better
chances, Hennings—-Hort, Harrachov
1967) 18 ... Oxdi+ 19 Oxdi
Od8 with equal prospects (Szab6-
Barcza, Leningrad 1967).
3) 13 Qed Dgal? 14 tve2 A df6
15 2 xf6 gf 16 hs Qg8 17 Dbl
Ke7 18 Kcl f5 with equal chances
(Vuk€evi¢- Matanovi¢,  Yugoslavia
1958).
4) 13 tve2 Rd6 14 Des Kf4, and
Black has no difficulties (Trifunovic).
It should be mentioned at this
point that White has still the rare
continuation 13 DBhel at his dispo-
sal.

b

(ledc6 2d4 ds 3 Qc3de 4 D xed
Kf5 5 Qg3 KRgb6 6 ha he 7 2f3
4d7)
8 ha-h5 Kg6-h7
A modern continuation. It holds,
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without a doubt, the most important
place in the latest theory and prac-
tice of the Caro-Kann Defence. This
system has become one of the most
argued over lines in openings theory.
White immediately freezes the oppo-
nent's pawn position on the K-side
and intends, in due course, to make a
favourable transition into the end-
game. in view of the large volume of
practical material gathered in recent
years, an exhaustive analysis of this
system is very time-consuming and
complex. But a number of interesting
strategic ideas and sophisticated tac-
tical solutions have been found re-
cently.
9 Rf1-d3

The most common continuation
which is connected with the immedi-
ate exchange of the light-squared
bishops.

Black need not worry about
9 Rc4 e6 10 e2 Dgf6.

Now the following variations may
arise:
1) 11 b3 Kd6 12 2d2 #c7
13 9ded RKf4 14 Qxf4 (Keller-
Barcza, Zurich 1959, continued

14 %f3? @xcl 15 Oxcl 0-0-0
16 c3 2 xe4 17 2 xed €51, and the
initiative passed to Black) 14 ...
% xf4 15 &d2 with equal play (Tri-
funovie).
2) 11 Qe5 Axe5 12 de Ad7
13 &fa Qb6 14 Od1 thc7 15 Qb3
2d5 16 Kcl 0-0-0 17 0-0 Re7,
and the prospects are equal (Mnatsa-
kanian-A. Polyak, Leningrad 1957).
3) 11 0-0 Re7 12 el Dd5? (bet-
ter is 12 2d6  with equal
chances) 13 b3 0-0 14 c4, and
White has a small advantage.
9 ... Kh7xd3

in recent years 8 ... 9gf6l? has
also been played occasionally. It of-
fers White the chance to exchange
the light-squared bishops himself (it
should be noted that this idea dates
back to the thirties). After 10 & xh7
9 xh7 the following continuations
are possible:
1) 11 the2 e6 12 Qd2 Ke7
13 0-0-0 b6 14 2e5 (Ljubojevie-
Larsen, Bugojno 1984, continued
14 2fs ef 15 Ohel) 14 ... Bds
15 Dhel 0-0 16 Qg6 Dfes
17 Qxe7+ O xe7 18 2f5 Dees
19 9d6 Of8 20 &f4 Ddf6 21 Ke5
Bd7 22 Bd3, and White has a posi-
tional advantage (Belyavsky-Larsen,
London 1984).
2) 11 Qf4 e6 12 the2 tha5+
13 @d2 Qb4 14 c3 Ke7 15 0-0
2hf6 16 b4 thc7 17 Ofel 0-0
18 9e5 with better play for White
(Griinfeld—Murey, Israel 1986).

10 9d1xd3



The starting position of the main
variation with 8 h5. Black’s plan
consists usually in the following de-
ployment of forces #c7, e6, 2f6,
and also 0-0-0. But it is important to
know the sequence of moves from
which this position originates.

In each case there are specific nu-
ances in the opening stage.

We shall examine 10 ... #c7 (1)
and 10 ... 2f6 (2) as the main con-

tinuations.
But before, we shall deal with the
somewhat less common 10 ... €6

from which the following independ-
ent variations can arise:

11 &d2 (after 11 b3 Dgfe 12 Qb2
a5+ 13 Rc3 Kb4 14 Q xb4
Wxbd+ 15 thd2 yxd2+
16 M xd2 c51 Black has equal play,
Spassky—-Karpov, 1974) and now:

(see diagram)

1) 11 ... Dgf6 12 0-0-0 Ke7 (inter-
esting is 12 ... a5!?) 13 Dhel a51?
14 tve2 0-0 15 Dbl b6 16 Ne5
a4 17 c4 a3 18 b3 tyxd4 19 Kba
Y xe5 20 Wxe5 &) xe5 21 & xe?
Ofe8 22 Qb4 9ed7 with equal

play for Black (Hiibner-Larsen, Til-
burg 1980).

2) 11 ... b6?I 12 0-0-0 QDgf6
13 QeS (after 13 c4!? Wa6 14 Dbl
2d6 15 Qe2 Qg4 16 Kel 0-0-0
the prospects were even in a game
Tatai-Larsen, Palma de Mallorca
1971) 13 ... Ke7 14 Bhel (if
14 9d2 te7 15 Oh3 0-0-0
16 0-0-0 gfe 17 Dged 4 xed
18 Dxed Qf6 19 D5 2d7
20 9ed 2f6 21 tye2 2 xed
22 thxeq4 4Qf6 Black equalises,
Geller-Buki¢, Belgrade 1969) 14 ...
Ods 15 the2. White's position is
preferable (Mini¢).

In recent years the continuation
11 Kf4 emerged from which the fol-
lowing variations branch off:

1) 11 ... ™a5+ (after 11 ... Dgf6
12 0-0-0 Re7 13 Ded L xed
14 thxed a5 15 Dbl Af6
16 ™e2 White's position is prefer-
able, Gellery 12 ¢3 (Timman-
Miles, London 1984, continued
12 @&d2 tc7 13 0-0-0 Dgf6
14 te2 Qd6 15 Df5 Kf4
16 @ xf4 twxfa+ 17 9e3 0-0-0
18 Oha vc7 19 9Dc4 DOhes
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20 2fe5 9Ab6 21 Axb6+ ab
22 Bd3 with better play for White)
12 ... 9gf6 13 a4 c5 14 0-0 Ke7
15 Ofel Qds? 16 Kd2 o
17 2 xd4 0-0 18 c4 9b4 19 ¥b3
b6 20 2gf5!, and White has a
clear advantage (Ermenkov-Gomez,
1984 Olympiad).

2) 11 Sba+1?7 12 3 Ke?
13 0-0-0 Dgf6 14 De5 (a game
Ernst—-Larsen, Gausdal 1985, went
14 Dbl a5 15 Qed D xed
16 thxeq 2f6 17 td3 ™ds
18 2e5 te4 with excellent play for
Black) 14 ... 0-0 15 c4 ¢5 16 d5 ed
17 9f5 D xe5 18 & xe5 Dgd. The
position is complex (Andreas-Rodri-
guez, Palma Soriano 1983).

1

10 ... d8-c7

White has now two main lines
available: 11 &d2 (1a) and 11 Oh4
(1b).

But let us first look at the continu-
ation 11 0-01? which still needs
some testing. A game Vitolinsh—Mi-
khalchishin (47th USSR Champion-
ship, 1979) continued 11 ... €6
12 ¢4 0-0-0 (12 ... 9gf6 can be fol-
lowed by 13 c5I and subsequently
b2-b4a-b5) 13 dSI? 2c5 (after
13 ... 9b6 14 Ke3 ed 15 ¢5 Dca
16 =d4 White retains a slight advan-
tage).

14 ¥dd ed 15 Rf4 dcl 16 ¢y x4
(if 16 *Rxc7 Oxdd 17 Qxda
@ xc7 18 Bacl bs, Black’s chances
are preferable) 16 d6

17 @xd6 txd6. After 18 tuxf7
the two sides have roughly equal
chances. The game went 18 b4?
Qe6 19 b5 Qe7, and Black ob-
tained clear superiority.

la

11 Qcl-d2
The most frequently used plan.
White prepares to castle Q-side.
11 e7-eb
At this point the variations branch
off yet again: 12 0-0-0 (x) and
12 te2 (y).

12 0-0-0 :

More recently, 12 c4 Dgf6 is fre-
quently played. It usually transposes
into the main variation. Independent
variations may also emerge:

1) 13 Qedl? Ke7 14 0-0-0 OdsI?
15 2 xfe+ (15 Odgl c5 15 ...
A xf6 16 tc2 0-0 17 Bha2I (bet-
ter is 17 Ddgl followed by g4
with approximately equal play)
17 ... ¢5! 18 Re3 a6 19 dbl bs
20 cb ab 21 dc O xd1+ 22 ¢ xdl



K xc5. Black's chances are prefer-
able.

2) 13 the2 0-0-0 14 c51? 2d5
15 b4 Re7 16 Df1 e5 with unclear
double-edged play (Ciocaltea-Vale-
ro, Spain 1980).

3) 13 ¢51? b6 14 b4 a5 (also possible
is 14 ... bc 15 bc — 15 dc a5l —
15 ... Re7 16 0-0 0-0 17 Ofbl
Ofbs 18 Bb3 Ad5 19 Bel
B xb3 20 ab Ob8 with roughly
equal play, Vasyukov-Podgayets,
USSR 1975) 15 cb tyxb6 16 ba

a6 17 ¢yxa6 O xa6 18 2e5
Kd6 19 Qc4 Kxg3 20 fg 0-0
21 ®e2 ¢5 22 Bha B8, and the
prospects in the end-game are even
(Romm-Porath, Israel 1976).

12 ... Dgs-f6

The critical position in which the
following main plans are possible:
13 Qed (x1), 13 c4 (x2) and 13 Dbl
(x3).

The pawn sacrifice 13 9¢5? is un-
sound: 13 ... 2 xe5 14 de M xe5
15 Ohel tyc7 16 2f5 DdS 17 c4
0-0-01 (Shidkov-Podgayets, USSR
1971). The move 13 tMe2 transposes
into variation y.
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x1
13 9g3-ed

This common manoeuvre was
introduced into practice by Geller.

13 ... 0-0-0

The most frequent reply. Other
possible lines are:
1) 13 ... RKe7!? 14 Db (also worth
considering is 14 2 xf6+ 2 xf6 —
14 ... Rxf6 15 thed!? — 15 QeS
0-0 16 g4 Lfds8 17 g5 hg 18 hé
with good prospects for White)
14 ... ¢51 15 QA xf6+ 9 xf6 16 dc
K xc5 17 the2 (17 b5+ tc6)
17 ... 0-02 18 Qe5 Ofd8 19 f4
Bac8 20 g4, and White has the in-

itiative (Hiubner-Korchnoi, match
1980).
2) 13 ... Qxed 14 thxed Af6

15 te2 0-0-0 16 g3 OdS 17 Kkf4
2 dé6 (favourable for White is 17 ...
™a5 18 Wbl BbS 19 Qes5! or
18 ... Axh5 19 &d2 ™Ma6 20 c4
Afe 21 Qes5) 18 DeS5 (18 K xd6
Oxdé6 19 Qe5 Hhd8 20 c3 c5
leads to equality) 18 2 xe5
19 @xe5 a5 20 db1 Ohds
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21 g4, and Whitc's initiative makes
itself clearly felt (Trifunovie).
3) 13 ... &d6?1 14 A xd6+ (in a
game Chandler-Seirawan, London
1984, the chances were even after
14 g31?7 b5 15 Dbl a5 16 ) xf6+
Axfe 17 QeS51? Kxe5 18 de
Mxe5 19 &c3 tc7) 14 ... M xd6
15 ®™e2 (equal play results from
15 bl b5 16 ¥e2 td5, Adianto-
Seirawan, Indonesia 1983) 15
d5 16 Dbl QAxh5 17 Qes
hfe 18 f3 b5 19 g4 DOgs
20 Ohel 2b6 21 b3l, and White
has the better position.
14 g2-g3

After 14 c4 ¢S5 15 2 xf6 4 xf6l
16 &¢3 cd 17 9 xd4 a6 Black has
very good prospects of equality.

After the move in the main varia-
tion Black has two main lines at his
disposal:

14 ... 9 xe4 (variation 1) and
14 ... 9)c5 (variation 2).

Hardly favourable is 14 ... 9g4?
15 te2 4Qdf6 16 Kf4 Mas
17 2 xf6 gf 18 2d2 f5 (Geller-Pet-
rosian, Moscow 1967).

White was able to obtain an over-

whelming advantage by playing
19 3 2f6 20 2b3 tb5 21 c4.

In Tseshkovsky—Kasparov (46th
USSR Championship, 1978) Black
tested 14 ... ¢51? This was followed
by 15 Qf4 c4 16 ™e2 (after
16 &xc7 cd 17 Axfe Dxc7
18 2xd7 dc 19 dxc2 Dxd7
20 De5+ des 21 d5 Kd6 the pro-
spects are even) 16 L Td
17 2 xf6 gf 18 d5I ed 19 £d4
a6 20 Mbl Rd6 21 M3 R xf4
2 thxfa Qes 23 fs+ Db
24 f4 with somewhat better play for
White.

Variation 1
14 ... A fexed
15 d3xed Rf8-e7

Here, Black can also opt for other
alternatives:
1) 15 Af6 16 the2 Kd6l?
(Tal-Hiibner, Montreal 1979, went
16 ... ¢5 17 dc & xc5 18 Ohal
dbs? 19 Xfs &de 20 O xde
B xdé6 21 Qe5l, and White has a
strong attack; it would have been
correct to put up with 18 ... the7
and the slightly inferior play) 17 c4



5 18 &c3 cd 19 [Xxd4 (or
19 9 xd4 a6 20 9b3 tc6 21 Qa5
tc7 22 9b3 tc6 with equal play,
Magerramov-Pavadian, USSR 1979)
19 ... %asi? 20 bl Kc7 (20 ...
8)xh5 21 ¢5) 21 ¢5 %adl 22 b3
Mc6 23 De5 KX xe5 24 K xe5
B xd1+ or 24 ... Ohg8 (Polov-
odin-Kharitonov, USSR 1980) with
roughly equal prospects.

2) 15 ... &d6 16 c4c5 17 bl a6
18 d5 9)f6 19 tc2, and White has

superiority  (Matanovi¢—-Markovi¢,
Yugoslavia 1967).

16 ®c1-bl  Ohs-es

17 ™ed-e2

A new continuation. In earlier
years mainly 17 c4 was played, e. g.
17 ... ¢5 18 Rfa Qd6 19 e5
Be71 with equal chances (Ghe-
orghiu—Hort, 1966 Olympiad).

17 ... Re7-d6

A game Kasparov-Vuki¢ (Skara
1980) continued 18 Dhel De7?!
(18 ... 9f6 19 Qe5 c5 20 dc
K2 xe5 21 txe5 promises better
chances in the battle for equality,
and Black accepts the somewhat in-
ferior play, Geller-Kasparov, 46th
USSR Championship, 1978) 19 c4 ¢5
20 &c3 26 21 De5 cd. White was
able to achieve a clear advantage af-
ter 22 R xd4l @ xe5 (22 ... Kb4
23 Ohl is in White's favour)
23 @xe5 Oxdl+ 24 O xdl tc6
25 g4 Bd7 26 Del.
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Variation 2

(ledc6 2d4d5 3 c3 de 4 ) xed
Kf5 5 Qg3 Kg6 6 ha he 7 Af3
9d7 8 hs @h7 9 &d3 K xd3
10 tyxd3 c7 11 &d2 e6 12 0-0-0
gf6 13 Sed 0-0-0 14 g3)

14 ... A d7-c5
15 Qedxc5 RfBxCS

This original plan was introduced
into practice by Petrosian. It leads to
lively piece play, after which the fol-
lowing variations may arise:

1) 16 Mbl &d6 17 c4 ¢5 18 Kc3
(or 18 Ocl b6 19 the2 b7 with
equality, I. Zaitsev-Petrosian, Mos-
cow 1968) 18 ... a6, followed by
19 ... cd, and Black obtains free play
in the centre and good prospects of
achieving equality.

2) 16 &f4 Qd6 17 Ke5 K xe5
18 9 xe5 ¢5 19 tyeda OdS 20 f4
Sed with equal play (Belinkov—
Podgayets, USSR 1968).

3) 16 Oh41? Rd6 17 twe2 Bd7
18 2e5 [xe5 19 de 4dS
20 Ogat? Ohds 21 O xg7 Qbel,
and Black has sufficient counterplay
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for his pawn (Suetin-Shamkovich,
Tbilisi 1970).
4) 16 c3 Rd6 17 te2 9d7 18 c4
5 19 &3 cd 20 D xd4 a6
21 9b3l DOhgs 22 Od2 RKe7
with slightly better prospects for
White (Kapengut-Podgayets, Dubna
1970).
5) 16 twc4l? &d6 17 a4 Dbs
18 Qe5 2d5 19 f4 (19 2c4 2 bél)
... 9b6 20 b3 KX xe5 21 de
29)d5 (Ljubojevié-Karpov, Linares
1981). After 22 #f3 Od7 23 thgs
Ohd8 24 tyxg7 tbe 25 thgd
Qe3 26 KR xe3 Wxed+ 27 Dbl
Bxdi+ 28 Oxd1 DOxdi+
29 xdl dDc8! or 22 c4?1 Qe?
23 Qe3 ¢5 Black equalises the
game.
6) 16 we2 Qb6I?7 17 Kf4
(17 Oha1? Od7 18 c4c5 19 &3 is
not bad either) 17 ... ®e7 18 c4
Bhes 19 %e5 (19 Thar?) 19 ...
K7 20 tyxc7+ BXxc7 21 K7
®xc7 22 Oha with a slight white
superiority (Karpov-Miles, Amster-
dam 1985).
7) 16 c4 &b6 17 K3 (worth men-
tioning is 17 bl; de Firmian-
Miles, Tunis 1985, continued 17 ...
€521 18 Kf4] e7 19 d5 DOhes
20 DOhel tfg 21 Qe5 Kc7
22 ™f3 — 22 ™a3l? — 22 ... ed
23 cd &d6 24 Oe3 after which
Black had to fight for equality) 17 ...
B hes. After c6-c5 Black achieves
equal play (Tal-Miles, Bugojno
1984, and van der Wiel-Miles, Til-
burg 1984).

x2

(ledc6 2d4d5 3 2c3 de 4 2 xed
Kf5 5 g3 Kb 6 ha he 7 2f3
9d7 8 h5 &Qh7 9 Qd3 K xd3
10 4 xd3 tyc7 11 Rd2 e6 12 0-0-0
2 gf6)
13 c2-c4

This move has been played more

and more frequently in recent years.

/,/ , 5//
@ﬁ

Black now has the following lines
to choose between:
1) 13...0-0-0 14 &c3 c5 15 Dbl
cd 16 9 xd4 a6 17 b3 Ke7 (an-
other continuation is 17 ... 9c5
18 f3 Oxdl+ 19 Oxdl Re7
20 Ra5 Me5 21 Oel #wd6! with
approximate equality) 18 a5 (in-
teresting is 18 ®f31?) 18 ... b6
19 Rc3 D5 20 ™f3 b7
21 W xb7+ D xb7 22 A xc5+ be
23 f3 Oxdl+ 24 B xd1 ®c6, and
Black has good prospects of equalis-
ing (Spassky—Portisch, match 1980).
2) 13 ... bSI? 14 Qe521 QxeS
15 de W xe51 16 Bhel bc 17 #c2
Mb5 18 a4 (18 4Af5 1ds
19 Qxg7+1? K xg? 20 O xe6+
fe 21 ®g6+ dd7!1 is favourable for



Black) 18 ... ¥b71 with bl‘ack supe-
riority (Shakarov).

3) 13... Rd6 14 Qed K4 with ap-
proximate equality.

x3

(Led c6 2dads5 3 Dc3 de 4 D xed
Kf5 5 g3 Kg6 6 ha he 7 Af3
9d7 8 h5 &h7 9 &d3 &KX xd3
10 9 xd3 tc7 11 &d2 e6 12 0-0-0
gf6)

13 ®dcl1-bl

This prophylactive move is also of-

ten used in practice. After 13 ...
0-0-0 14 c4 the game often trans-
poses into the variation 13 c4. But
other independent lines can also
emerge after 13 ... 0-0-0:
1) 14 te2 Rd6 15 Ded 2 xed
16 tyxe4 2)f6 (weaker is 16 ...
€571 17 dcl 2xc5 18 thca Qhed?!
19 Re3 Q8 20 Xf4 6 21 De5
txg2 22 b4 f6 23 g6 ™f3
24 Odel with advantage to White,
Kurajica-Bagirov, Titovo Uzice 1978,
better is 18 ... Ohg8) 17 the2
Bhes 18 c4, and Black holds a solid
defensive position, but White's posi-
tion is more active.
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2) 14 c4 ¢5 15 ™e2 (or 15 ®™c2
£d6 16 Qed Dxed 17 tyxed
9f6 18 tMe2 tc6 19 De5 KX xe5
20 de t™ed4 21 thxed D xed
22 Qe3 O xdl+ 23 O «dl b6 with
roughly equal play, Vasyu-
kov-A. Zaitsev, USSR 1969) 15 ...
2d6 16 Qed Dxed 17 Wxed
[e7 18 KAfs Kd6 19 KA xdé6
Wxd6 20 ¢we3 Hhes 21 Od2 a6
22 Ohdl c7, and Black has a
sound position (Matulovi¢-Hort,
Palma de Mallorca 1970).

Y

(ledc6 2dadS 3 Dc3de 4 Dxced
Kf5 5 g3 Ke6 6 ha he 7 Df3
29d7 8 h5 @h7 9 Rd3 & xd3
10 ¢y xd3 #c7 11 Rd2 e6)
12 #d3-e2

This manoeuvre was used for the
first time by Spassky in the match
with Petrosian in 1966. It is his idca
to occupy ¢5 in order to fortify his
centre. A complex and strategically

and tactically sophisticated posi-
tional struggle ensucs.
12 .. 2)g8--f6

In addition to this move Black also
has the following continuations at
his disposal:

1) 12 ... 0-0-0 13 25 (13000 is
not bad either, e. g. 13 ... Rd6N
14 De4 Q7 1S ¢4 Dgfe 16 N3
Bhe8 17 g3 Kf8 18 &bl thas!
19 9e5 with advantage to Whitc,

Spassky-Barcza, 1970) 13 ... 2be
for 13 A xe5 14 de Qe?
15 0-0-0 ¢5 16 f4 Qc6 17 c3,
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and White’s position is Dbetter)
14 c3 2f6 15 0-00 Rd6 16 a4
Ohfs 17 a5 9bd7 18 f4 b8
19 b4 with a massive attack by White
on the Q-side (Nikitin-Lasaryev,
USSR 1966).
2) 12 2d6 13 Ded Kf4
14 QeSl @xd2+ (after 14
A xe5 15 *xf4 Nd3+ 16 tyxd3
%y xf4 17 g3 thc7 18 a3l White
has strong pressure on the dark
squares; also after 14 ... & xe5
15 de 2 xe5 16 Kb4 0-0-0 17 f4
c5 18 fecb 19 0-0 ¥ xe5 20 O xf7
Wda+ 21 2f2 Af6 22 Od1 Bbe
23 O xds+ O xds 24 B xg7 BdS
25 g4l Black’s position is difficult,
since the threats 26 DOg6 and
26 ®™f3 are very unpleasant)
15 2xd2 2xe5 16 de 0-0-0
17 9c4 b8 18 9d6 f6 19 f4, and
White exerts strong pressure on the
centre which promises him some ad-
vantage.
13 0-0-0

The following continuations are
also possible:
1) 13 c4 0-0-0 (Spassky-Karpov,
match 1974, went 13 2dé6
14 Qfs Qf4 15 x4 x4
16 Qe3 tc7 — 16 0-01?
17 0-0-0 b51 — 17 0-0-0 b5!? 18 cb
cb+ 19 Dbl 0-0 20 g4l with initia-
tive to White).

(see diagram)

White has now several alternatives
to choose between, including:
la) 14 c51? Og8 (after 14 ... dS

15 ba Qe7 16 Of11 Bhes 17 bl
e5 18 de &f8 19 Oel Be6 20 f5
Bdes 21 95d4 B6e7 22 e6, Cio-
caltea—Pranitsky, Sinaia 1976, or
14 ... €521 15 de Qe8 16 0-0
2 xc5 17 b4, Ciocaltea-Sribar, Is-
tres 1976, White’s prospects are bet-
ter) 15 b4 g6 16 BObl gh 17 df1
Bga 18 Ob3t db8 19 Qxhs
& xhs 20 Bxhs Af6 21 Bes
Kg7 22 bS 9d5 23 b6 ab 24 cb
%d6 with approximately equal pro-

spects  (Karpov-Hort, Ljubljana
1975).
1b) 14 2e5 2 xe5 15 de 2d7

16 f4 9¢5 17 0-0-0 Dd3+ 18 Dbl
A xb2t 19 A xb2 Mbe+ 20 Dc2
®™a6 21 Dbl (21 Kc3? Mag+
22 Obl &b4 or 21 Obl wxa2+
22 Ob2 tmaqa+ 23 @bl Bd4 is
dangerous for White) 21 ... %9b6+
22 ®dc2 with a draw (Klovan-An-

dreyev,  correspondence  game
1976).
I 14 Rc3 51 15 0-0-0 cd

16 9 xd4 a6 17 2f3 Ke7 18 Dbl
Ohes 19 Ohel b6 20 Rd4 Kc5
21 dc2 Hbsl 22 K xc5 M x5
23 Oxds+ DO xds, and Black has
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equal play (Haag-Barcza, Hungary
1975).

2) 13 Ohd 0-0-0 14 2e5 2 xe5
15 de £Yd7 16 f4 Re7 (a game Matu-

lovie-Nikolac, Yugoslavia 1978,
continued 16 ... 9¢5 17 0-0-0
Ods, and after 18 Bhhl Re7
19 c4l 9d3+ 20 db1 Bd7

21 me3 Ohd8 22 Qed f6 23 ef gf
24 221 Axf2 25 O xd7 B xd7
26 %4 xf2 the prospects were clearly
better for White) 17 B h3 (17 Ohlis
probably better for a later transfer-
ence of the rook to d1) 17 ... 9b6
18 0-0-0 Od5 19 R[e3 Oxdi+
20 twxdl Ods 21 thel QOds
22 Oh1 (Matulovie-Nikoli¢, Yugos-
lavia 1978). With 22 ... b8 Black
was able to equalise the game.

3) 13 Qe5 ¢5 14 A xd7 ¥xd7
15 0-0-0 0-0-0 16 RKas5I? Qe8 17 dc
™ad4 18 ba1? (simpler is 18 Kc3
K x5 with approximate equality)
8 ... Dd5 19 ca a3+ 20 Dd2
@bs 21 Qed4 Oc8 22 Oh3 hag
with  double-edged play (Mu-
rey-M. Tseitlin, Moscow 1975).
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Again it is not casy for Black to
choose between the following:
1) 13 Rd6 14 Afs Qf4
15 2 xg7+1? (15 2e3 0-0-0 16 g3
2 xe3 17 ¥ xe3 also merits consid-
eration, Mnatsakanian-Rytov, USSR
1970) 15 ... &f8 16 D xe6+ fe
17 2y xe6 with three pawns for the
piece. Klovan-Rytov (USSR 1970)
continued 17 ... td6! 18 tf5

f2xd2+ 19 Bxd2 with double-
edged play.
c5, and now:

2) 13 ...

2a) 14 Ohal Qb6 (14 ... 0-0-0
15 dc is favourable for White)
15 fa tc6 16 De5 Waa 17 Oel,
and White’s pressure is felt clearly.
This is demonstrated by the follow-
ing variation recommended by
Minic:

. %xa2 18 thb5+ <1bd7
19 2 xd7 9 xd7 20 ¢ xb7 tal +
21 hd2 a5+ 22 c3 ™d8 23 Qc7
™c8 24 ™c6, and White's threats
are very dangerous.
2b) 14 £)f517 0-0-0 (or 14 ... Oc8
15 Obl? cd 16 D3xd4 4
17 f3 with a strong white initia-
tive) 15 9e3 21b81? 16 Bha Ac6
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17 &c3 RXe7 18 dc K <c5 19 Oca
X xe3+ 20 tyxe3 Dxdl+
21 & xdl, and White has a small ad-
vantage (Faibisovich-Okhotnik,
USSR 1979).

2c) 14 c41? 000 (14 ... cd
15 2xd4 HBc8 16 bl promises
White some lively picce play in the
centre) 15 Qe5! 9b6 16 KXas
Oxd4 17 O xd4 cd 18 Dbl Dbs
19 Ocl Kc5 (19 ... &d6 20 c51)
20 a3 Oc8 with double-edged play
(Korsunsky—Bykhovsky, USSR 1979).
2d) 14 Dbl 0-0-0 (not good is
4 ... cd? 15 9xd4 a6 16 ) xe6!
fe 17 ¥ xe6+ Dd8 18 Bhel Oed
19 Qc3 ™6 20 Kxf6+! gf
21 O xd7+ ®xd7 22 ¥b6+1 with
a winning attack by White, Kuprei-
chik—Castillon, 1972) 15 c4 Rd6
16 Ded Dxed 17 tyxed 2Df6
18 te2 Ohe8 19 K3 DQe7
20 9e5 cd 21 & xd4 with a slight
advantage to White (Kavalek-Kar-
pov, Bad Kissingen 1979).

14 9f3-e5
eF &
A wa Akg%

A Ad A»

p,;wg
agaﬂ@g&
&n. 2o

Black now has two main lines:
. 9b6 (yl) and 14 ... 9 xe5

(y2).

4 ... 9)b8 (y3) has not been ana-
lysed much.

yl
14 ... 2)d7-b6
This is at present Black’s main con-
tinuation. Black avoids the cramping
exchange on e5 and wishes to altack
d4 with c6—c5 and organise counter-
play in the centre.
14 Qd2-a5
The plan used most frequently by
White. Another possible move is
15 Bh4, and now:

e g
ABAGWAL.

1) 15 ... Rd6 16 =a5 He7l (if
6 ... &xeS5, so 17 de B xdl+
18 Wxd1 Qfd7 19 Ded — or
19 Bgal? Og8 20f4 — 19... Bds
20 da D5 21 Bgar Ods
22 Oxg7 b3+ 23 ab Hxas
24 c4 Oxes 25 DOga+ dhd7
26 d2, and the threat of 27 & <he
is very unpleasant, Haag-Flesch,
Salgotarjan  1967) 17 c4 4fd7
18 Oga xe5 19 de Kc7
20 Oxg7 Oxd1+ 21 Dxdl #cs5
with equality (Kayumov-Peresypkin,
USSR 1975).

2) 15 ... ¢5 16 Ra5 cd (a game Ubi-



lava-Peresypkin, Daugavpids 1974,
went 16 ... &d6 17 dc & Xxe5
18 Oxds+ Oxds8 19 cb KXf4+
20 @bl ab 21 [Xxb6 yxbé
22 O xf4 with advantage to White)
17 Odxds Qc5 18 Oc4 Ods
19 2d3 dd71 (weaker is 19 ...
b8 20 ba QKe3+ 21 tyxe3
A xc4 22 [Axc7+) 20 Bc3 Ocd
21 Ded D xed 22 Mxed thbs
23 Axc5+ Bdxcs 24 Oxcs
B xc5 25 &c3 with a clear advan-
tage to White (Ubilava-Fyodorov,
USSR 1977).

After the move 15 a5 in the
main variation two lines may de-
velop: 15 ... Bd5 (variation 1) and
15 ... ¢5 (variation 2).

Variation 1

15 ... Bds-ds
The most common reply. Black ac-
tivates his rook and attacks the
bishop.
16 Ra5xbé
Unfavourable is the sharp continu-
ation 16 ba?! B xaSI 17 ba RKa3 +
18 bl Dad 19 Hf3 (19 el
951 19 ... Kb4 20 Od3 wxas
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21 9e2 9dS (a game Byrne-Saidy,
New York 1969, went 21 ... Ef8
22 Ob3 — 22 4l — 22 ... 9d5
23 2c4 with better prospects for

White) 22 Oh3 (or 22 t4xf7
Qac3+ 23 QAxc3 [«xc3
24 twxe6+ Db 25 O xc3

A xc3+ 26 Db2 Dd5 27 thde+
das 28 tc5 td2 29 9d3 Des,
and Black has dangerous initiative,

Tarnai) 22 ... f6 23 Qg6 DOds
24 Dgfa Ddc3+1 25 Q xc3 KA X3,
and White’s position is difficult
(Schepers-Tarnai, correspondence
game 1972).

16 ... a7xbé

17 c2-c4

17 f4 (1) was played in a game Ro-
manishin—-Bagirov (Lvov 1978). It is
rather interesting, but has not been
tested much to date. After 17 ...
2d6?1 18 Dbl Od8 19 3 dbs
20 Qfl [ xe5 21 fe Dh7 22 De3
05d7 23 9c4 Qg5 (or 23 ... OdS
24 9d6 ¢5 25 c4 B xda 26 Qb5
with advantage to White) 24 Dhfl
White's prospects are clearly better.

17 .. Ods-ds
Another possibility is 17
Basn, e g.:
(sce diagram)

18 Wbl &d6 19 f4 Bds 20 Bd2
(if 20 Ded D xed 21 Mxeq b8
22 b3 b5 23 c5 KX xe5 24 de Od5
25 O xdsS ed, the chances are even,
Jansa-Podgayets, Sombor 1970,
weaker is 21 ... f6 22 9d3 tud7
23 g3 &f8 24 9cl, and White's po-
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sition is preferable, Bednarsky-
Smyslov, Palma de Mallorca 1967;
worth mentioning is 20 Ohfl &e7
21 9e4, Widera-Tarnai, correspon-
dence game 1974, or also 20 Od3
¢5 21 Ohdi, Ciri¢, with slightly bet-
ter play for White) 20 ... b5 (20 ...
¢5 21 Ohdl gives White the better
chances) 21 c5 Rf8 22 9e4s, and
White’s  pressure  makes itself
strongly felt (Trifunovi€).
18 Qg3-e4 Sfexed

Bad is 18 ... ¢5? 19 9c3 Kd6

20 Qb5 the7 21 dc RKXcS

2 Qa7+ D7 23 Dxf1, and

White has a won position (Tatai-

Pomar, Malaga 1968).
19 tMe2xc4

Kf8-d6

The critical position in which the

following continuations are possible:
1) 20 9f3 Ohes 21 Dbl te7
22 DOhel #f6 23 g3 &c7 24 a3
(Spassky-Pomar, Paima de Mallorca
1968).
2) 20 fa f5 21 te2 Q[ xe5
22 txe5 Wxe5 23 de D7 (Meck-
ing—Pomar, 1968 Olympiad). In both
cases White retains a marginal ad-
vantage.

Variation 2

(ledc6 2dads 3 Dc3de 4 Q) xes
Kfs 5 g3 Kgb6 6 ha h6 7 f3
9d7 8 h5 KXh7 9 &d3 & xd3
10 yxd3 7 11 Rd2 e6 12 te2
gf6 13 0-0-0 0-0-0 14 Ne5 b6
15 Ras)
15 ... c6-c5
®cs-bs

16c2-c4

Other alternatives are:
1) 16 ... Oxd4 17 Dbl (after
17 Oxd4 cd 18 b1, 18 ... d6?
is not good because of 19 c5!; but
18 ... ®&c5 is playable) 17 ...
Oxdi+ (after 17 2d6
18 O xd4 cd 19 c5I Black’s position
is hopeless) 18 O xd1 Og8 19 f4



2d6 20 Dxf7 *xf4 21 Byxe6+
®b8 22 fs) Ded 23 txed+|
S xe8 24 Ods+ yxds 25 2 xds
QA xc4 26 Rc3 with advantage to
White (A. Rodriguez-Armas, Havana
1980).
2) 16 ... cd 17 Dbl Kd6 18 c5l,
and White has a strong attack.
17 d4xc5

A good alternative is also
17 db11? &d6 18 dc K xc5 19 f4
with a strong white initiative.

17 ... 28 x5

18 f2-fa4 Rc5-d4

19 ®c1-b1

A game Mari¢~Vuki€ (Yugoslavia

1967) went 19 QA xf7 Wxf7
20 Oxd4 Oxd4 21 Me5+ M7
with equality.

19 ... 2d4xes

20 faxe5 9 f6-d7

21 9g3-ed

White has the initiative (Runau-
Moghadam, Great Britain 1971/72).

y2
(lLed c6 2dad5 3 Dc3de 4 D xed
Kf5 5 g3 Kgb 6 ha he 7 Af3
d7 8 hs Kh7 9 KXd3 K xd3
10 ¢ xd3 thc7 11 Rd2e6 12 Me2
gf6é 13 0-0-0 0-0-0 14 Se5)
14 ... 9)d7 xe5
15 d4xeS A f6-d7
In a game Spassky-Botvinnik
(Moscow 1966) Black played 15 ...
AdS 16 f4 ¢5 17 c4 4ba
18 @ xb4 Oxdl+ 19 Bxdl cb
20 Des Ke7 21 Dd6+ Dbs, and
White has the edge. With 22 g3l|
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Of8 23 bl a6 24 ed f5 25 ef
White would have been able to con-
solidate his advantage.
16 f2-f4
17 9g3-e4 ...
Even after 17 Re3 a5 18 bl
£)c5 19 ¢3 White has a slight advan-
tage (Suetin).

[fs-e7

17 ... 9d7-c5
18 Qed-a3 (7-f6

19 e5xf6 [e7xf6
20 We2-c4 Mc7-b6

» ! %
3D
4

21 b2-ba4l

A game Spassky-Petrosian (1966)
continued 21 ... Qa6 (if 21 ...
a6 22 tyxa6l 2xa6 23 2ed
Ke7 24 a3 DBhg8 25 g3 RKc7
26 [e3 b6 27 =&d4 or also after
23 ... 0da 24 QD xfegf 25 c3 Des
26 g4 9c7 27 g5 2d5 28 Odfl
Black has a difficult defence in the
end-game) 22 9ed4 Ac7 23 Bhel.
White has a persistent positional su-
periority.

y3

(Ledc6 2d4adS 3 Dc3de 4 D xed
Kf5 5 2g3 Kg6 6 ha he 7 Af3
Qd7 8 hS &h7 9 Kd3 K xd3
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10 tyxd3 thc7 11 Rd2 e6 12 the2
£)gf6 13 0-0-0 0-0-0 14 Se5)
14 .. £d7-b8I?
This retreat looks paradoxical: the
black bishop retreats into a passive
position. Black, however, by aiming
at d4 wishes to launch counterplay
with &d6 and c6-c5.
15 Bhl1-ha Qf8-d6
16 2e5-c4l 2bs-d7
After 16 ... R xg3? 17fg ty xg3
18 Bdh1 White has dangerous
threats in store with 19 Rf4 (Bai-
kov-M. Tseitlin, Moscow 1974).
17 Dcaxd6+ ¥c7xd6
18 &d2-f4  td6-b4

19 d4-dsI? Qfexds
Other possibilities are:
1) 19 ... cd 20 Bd3 b6 21 Bb3!
We7 (21 ... Mf8 22 te5!) 22 AF5
c5 23 O b5 with a powerful attack
for White (lvanovi¢-Vukovi¢, Vuko-
var 1976).
2) 19 ... ed? 20 Od41 tvc5 21 Af5
Ode8 22 #dl, and Black’s position
looks poor.
20 2g3-c4

F 20 Rg5? D3l 21 d2

A xa2+ 22 Dbl Ac3+1 23 el

%a51, White even suddenly loses the
game (Knapp).
20 ... e6-e5
21 &d2 e7 22 Oh3 leads to a
complex position with slightly better
prospects for White.

1b

(ledc6 2d4d5 3 Dc3de 4 2 xed
Kf5 5 g3 Kg6 6 ha he 7 A3
9d7 8 h5 &h7 9 [d3 K xd3
10 ¥ xd3 thc¢7)

11 Oh1-ha

This manoeuvre was introduced

into practice in the late 1950s. White
tries to deploy the king’s rook in an
active position in conjunction with
the positional threat 12 Rf4. Black
has to seize every chance he gets in
order to obtain equality.

1 ... e7-eb6

V.

A

7%

12 Qcl-f4  KXfB-d6
Consideration deserves 12
™a5+ 13 Rd2 %b6 (in a game
Martinovi¢-Miles, Amsterdam 1985,
White obtained a small advantage
after 13 ... ?4c7 14 0-0-0 Re7 —
14 ... Qgf6e — 15 Bh3 0-0-0
16 the2 Rd6 17 Des Kf4



18 Oha — Qes? £ 18 ..
2xd2+ 19 Qexd2 Se7 20 Nc4
2fs 21 Ohhl DBhes 22 Bd3)
14 0-0-0 Re7 15 Bhh1 Vgfe 16 c4
(in a game Watson-Miles, Great Bri-
tain 1985, the continuation 16 Dhel
as?t 17 Qe5 a4 18 A xf7l a3
19 b3 MOxf7 20 O xe6 led to a
strong attack for White) 16 ... tha6
17 Dbl Kd6 18 De2 Dgd 19 Kel
0-0-0 with equality (Shelyandinov-
Sakharov, correspondence game
1977).

13 RQf4xdé6

14 9g3-ed

A game Geller-Buki¢ (Belgrade
1969) continued 14 9d2 te7
15 Oh3 0-0-0 16 0-0-0 2gf6
17 9ged D xed 18 L xed 2f6
19 )¢5 2d7 20 Ded (or 20 Hb3
g5+ 21 Dbl 4f6 with equal
chances) 20 ... 2f6 21 ¥e2 2 xe4
22 4 xed4 tf6, and Black gets equal
play.

14 ... wd6-e7

After 14 ... tdba+ 15 thc3
txc3+ 16 bc De7 17 Dcs Dgf6
for 17 ... b6 18 xd7 dxd7
19 Ogal) 18 2Axb7 Ohcd 19 De5
c5 20 Oas Bc7 21 0-0-0 White is
able to apply strong pressure
(Spassky-Botvinnik, Leiden 1970).

15 #d3-a31?

After 150-0-0 2gf6 16 £ xf6+
gf Black has a solid position (Gli-
goric—Petrosian, Candidates Tourna-
ment 1959).

15 s
16 b2xa3

®c7xd6

We7xa3
®des-e7
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A game Larsen-Addison (Palma
de Mallorca 1970) went 16
Dgfer? 17 2d6+ De7 18 D xb7
Bhce 19 Bbl Bc7 20 Ob3 Bacs
21 c4 5 22 Qa5 od 23 D xda
Bc5 24 Bbs a6, and Black had
good counterplay.

17 Bal-bl

17 95 2 x5 (weaker is 17 ...
b6 18 A xd7 dxd7 19 De5+ or
17 ... 9gfe 18 2 xb7 DOhbs
19 Qa5 Obe 20 Ses5 Db
21 0-0-0, Perenyi-Lérencz, Hungary
1973, each with advantage to
White) 18 dc a5 19 T bl transposes
into the main variation.

17 ... Oas-bs

Worse is 17 ... b6 18 %Se5
f1xe5 19 de f5 20 Qg3 Ods
21 Qa4 Od7 22 Od1 O xdi+
23 Oxdl a5 24 Od4 5 25 Od2
@f7 26 Bds Oh7, Belyavsky-
Pomar, Las Palmas 1974). White was
able to consolidate his advantage af-
ter 27 Bbasi

18 Qed-c5 A7 x5
19 d4xc5 a7-as

A game Bellon—Pomar (Olot 1975)
continued 20 9es (or 20 Baa 2 f6
21 O xas 9d7 with cqual chances)
20 ... 9)f6 21 Bd4 Bhes 22 Bb3
Bc7 23 g4 Ods 24 B xb7 8 xd4
25 Axc6+ D7 26 A xd4 O xb7
27 c6+ Dc7 28 cb Dgd 29 26
®xb7 30 A xas5+ dc7, and Black
has equalised.
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2

(1ed c6 2d4dS 3 9c3 de 4 9 xed
Kfs 5 Qg3 Qg6 6 ha he 7 Af3
9d7 8 h5 Kh7 9 &Xd3 KX xd3
10 & xd3)
10 ... Dg8-f6
The game now branches off into
11 &d2 (2a) and 11 Kf4 (2b).

2a

11 Rcl-d2
12 0-0-0
Another continuation is 12 te2,
which in a number of cases trans-
poses into variations arising after
10 ... tMc7 11 d2 e6 12 the2 (var-
iation 1a, y). Here, we shall study in-
dependent lines only.

e7-eb6

7 ///; ,"I/’
Z V27 /

78

1) 12 ... ¢5 13 Oha Qe7 14 dc
0-01 15 0-0-0 Oc8 16 bl thc7
17 Qfs ef 18 txe7 DOfe8 19 hd6
™ xc5 with equal play (Timman-
Dzindzhihashvili, Tilburg 1978).

2) 12 ... ®™c7 13 c4 (13 0-0-0 leads
to variations which have already
been examined) 13 ... &d6 14 Af5
0-0 (not bad either is 14 ... Rf4
15 Qxf4 Mxf4 16 el ¢S

17 2d5 — 17 d5 De51 — 17 ...
Axd5 18 c¢d 0-0 19 de DOfes
20 0-0 Oxe6 21 b5 ™7
22 Dacl a6 23 b3 b6 with equal
play, Tal-Portisch, Bugojno 1978)
15 9xd6 ®Wxd6 16 0-0-0 (if
16 &c3 b5 17 cb cb 18 ¥ xbs
9d5 19 9e5 9 xe5 20 de D xc3
21 bc ¥c7 Black has excellent play,
Belyavsky-Bagirov,  45th USSR
Championship, 1977) 16 ... b5
17 g4 bc 18 g5 hg 19 h6 g6
20 h7+1 @xh7 21 D xg5 D xgs
22 @xgs f6 23 twes @Df7
24 Oh7+ De8 25 Kf4, and White
has some initiative on the K-side

(Mnatsakanian-Bagirov, Kirovakan
1978).
12 ... c6-c5

A sharp and quite dangerous ex-
periment.

Better is 12 ... ®9c7 13 &¥e2 with
the following typical variations
emerging:

1) 13 ... ¢5 14 c4 (14 dc is possible)
14 ... cd 15 9xd4 Kc5 16 b5
™c6 17 9f50-0 18 Dxh6+1? gh
19 & xhe Ofds 20 Oha KXf8 (inter-



esting is 20 ... % xg2) 21 K x(8
Qxf8 22 twes O xd1+ 23 Dxdl
£8d7 24 g3+ D8 25 h6 with
sharp play and equal chances (Veli-
kov-Bagirov, Wroctaw 1976).

It should be mentioned that in a
game Gaprindashvili-Chiburdanidze
(1978) after 13 ... c5 the continua-
tion 14 Bha BOc8 15 AfSI? (inter-
esting is 15 %Qed) 15 ... cd
16 23xd4 tcd4 17 x4 Oxca
18 Oel DOcSI 19 Qg3 Ke7
20 9b3 OcBl 21 Kba4 KR xba
22 O xba Oc7 led to equalitiy.

2) 13 2d6 14 Afs K4
15 R x4 (Buljov&i¢-Vuki¢, Novi Sad
1976 went 15 9e3 Ded 16 Kel
9df6 17 g3 KR xe3+ 18 twxe3
0-0-0 19 %e5 c5 20 f4 cd
21 Oxda Oxda 22 twxda Dbs
with equal play; playable was
16 [ba a5 17 [Kell) 15

™ xf4+ 16 2e3 0-0-0 (a game Iva-
novi¢-Vuki¢, Yugoslavia 1978, went
on 16 ... b5I? 17 Bdgl, and here
17 ... 0-0 was necessary; Black
played instead 17 ... 0-0-0? 18 c4
a6 19 bl db7 20 Oc1 OcB
21 adl ba 22 ¢51 2dS 23 Oca Das
24 O hal f6 25 B x a4 with advan-
tage to White) 17 Dbl (a game Mi-
haljtidin—Nikolac, Vrnjatka Banja
1978, went 17 g3 ®c7 18 Qc4
Ohe8 18 Qfe5 b6 20 a3l
@b8; with 21 f4 White was able to
retain a small advantage) 17 ...
Qb8 (or 17 ... Bhed 18 Bd3 2d5
19 Sc4 tac7 20 Oa3 dbs 21 g3
f6 22 el c5 23 De3l with slightly
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better play for White, Ivanovi¢-Ni-
kolac, Yugoslavia 1978) 18 Qc4
Wc7 19 QfeS b6 20 Has Ohfs
21 2b3 2fd7 22 9d3 with a clear
advantage to White (Magerramov-
Vdovin, USSR 1978).

It should be noted that the contin-
uation 13 9e4 (instead of 13 te2)
does not promise much. A game van
der Wiel-Portisch (Budapest 1985)
continued 13 ... 0-0-0 14 b1 c5l
15 A xf6 A xf6 16 ™a3 Dbs, and
Black has at least equal prospects.

Recently the move 12 ... Re7 has
often been played, Black playing
possibly for castling K-side. In this
case the following variations arise:
1) 13 the2 OcB (after 13 ... ¢S
14 Bhel 0-0 15 2f5 ef 16 M xe7
Ded4 17 tyxds DOfxds 18 Ke3
2)df6 19 dc 2xh5 20 O xd8+
O xds 21 Od1 Oc8 22 Od7 white
has an advantage, Vogt-Dolezal,
Budapest 1985 14 Se5 ¢5
15 Dhell 0-0 16 g6l Des
17 2 xe7+ Wxe7 18 d5l, and
White has the initiative (Griinfeld-
Lobron, New York 1986).

2) 13 Dbl (if 13 Qes 0-0
14 2 xf6+ D xf6 15 Dbl c5I, the
chances are even, Chandler-Lobron,
Amsterdam 1983) 13 ... 0-0 14 tve2
OcB8 (14 ... ¢517) 15 c4 bS 16 c51?
a5?l 17 9f1 a4 18 9e3, and Black
needs to struggle for equality (Hort-
Lobron, Biel 1984).

13 Ohl-el

Not good on the other hand is
13 c4? cd 14 9 xd4 (14 ¢y xd4
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Kc5l) 14 ... D5 15 We2 A xcdl,
and Black wins a pawn.

13 .. f8-e7
Bad is 13 ... cd? 14 O xe6+ fe
15 tyg6+ De7 16 KXb4+, and
White wins the game.
14 d4-dsI?

An interesting pawn sacrifice, it
helps White achieve lively piece play
in the centre.

14 .. 2f6xds

Naturally not 14 ... ed? because
of 15 2SI

At this point White continued
with 15 O xe6 in a game Kavalek-
Hibner (Montreal 1979). After 15 ...
fe 16 g6+ DfE 17 tyxe6 Qc7
18 ®f5+ 4f6 19 Se5 tcsl
20 g6+ (20 td3 DcdSl) 20 ...
®f7 White would have been able to
obtain a decisive attack after
21 Oell

2b

(ledc6 2d4ads 3 c3de 4 QA xed
Kf5 5 g3 KXg6 6 ha he 7 Af3
9d7 8 h5 &h7 9 &d3 K xd3
10 ¢y xd3 Qgf6)

11 Kcl-f4

7% Y : 7
A 77
W Y

V/
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White tries to take advantage of
his opponent’s lack of control over
f4 and develops his dark-squared
bishop in an active position. Now the
following variations are possible:

1) 11 ... %a5+ 12 c31? (usually
12 ®&d2 is played, and after 12 ...
¥™c7 the game transposes into the
main variation; less attractive is
12 ba?l ¥ xb4+ 13 c3 b5 14 c4
a5+ 15 &d2 ®™a6 16 0-0 e6
17 Ofel Ke7 18 D52 — better is
18 a4 — 18 ... ef 19 Oxe7+
Dxe7 20 [Qba+ Dd8 21 Des
fedl, and Black easily shakes off
White's grip) 12 ... e6 13 a4 ¢5
14 0-0 Oc8 (White had a slight ad-
vantage in a game Vitolinsh-Arnton,
USSR 1978, after 14 Re7
15 Ofel cd 16 b4 ¢a6 17 b5 a5
18 £ xd4) 15 Ofel (also good is
15 b5 b6 16 Lfel with a slight
advantage) 15 ... c4 16 te2, and
White has some initiative (Gaprin-
dashvili-Nikolac, Wijk aan Zee
1979).

2) 11...e6 120-0-0 Re7, and now:



2a) 13 c4 a5!? (worth mentioning is
also 13 ... b51?) 14 Dbl a4?l
15 Qe5 Qxe5 16 K xe5 ™Mas52|
(16 ... 0-0) 17 2eS5 0-0-0 18 c5I
D xed 19 thxed KXf6 (or 19 ...
Ohgs 20 Oh3n 20 [ xf6 gf
21 ™f4, and White's position is
clearly better (Karpov-Larsen, Am-
sterdam 1980).

2b) 13 QeS51? 0-0 (playable is 13 ...
9ds 14 Kd2 Kg5 with approxi-
mately equal chances) 14 ®e2 (per-
haps White should play 14 c4 after
which 14 ... b5? is hardly advisable,
for after 15 £ xc6! bc 16 the2
™e8 17 dS! Black is in serious trou-
ble) 14 ... a5 15 Dbl Dads
16 c4 (interesting is 16 2g6l?)
16 ... A xeS 17 de 2d7 18 Od2
Kg5, and the game is even (Bel-
yavsky-Tal, USSR 1981).

2c) 13 bl aS (also possible is
13...0-0 14 Qed D) xed 15 M xcd
4)f6 16 te2 thd5 17 Qe5 thed
with  equality, Thorsteinsson-Lo-
bron, Rcykjavik 1985) 14 %Ded
Qxc4 15 yxed4 9)f6 16 td3 (af-
ter 16 Me2 a4 17 De5 Md5 18 g4
a3 19 b3 ted Black has an excellent
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game, Torre-Karpov, Moscow
1981} 16 ... 0-0 17 Qe5 2d5
18 Qcl R&g5, and the position is
even (Wedberg-Christiansen, Reyk-
javik 1985).
2d) 13 Ohel a5 14 c4 b5t 15 ¢5
9d5 16 Ke5 0-0 17 Des N7f6
18 A xf6+ D xf6 19 KX f6 K X f6
20 g4 tvds 21 Dbl B fd8, and here,
too, Black has the better chances
(Tal-Larsen, Tilburg 1980).

This completes the examination of
one of the most important chapters
of the Caro-i<kann Defence.

B

(led c6 2d4d5 3 c3 de 4 9 xed
Kf5 5 g3 Kb 6 ha he)
7 9gl-h3

The main variation arises after
7 91e2 e6 8 2f4. But White ob-
tains a dangerous initiative after
7 91e2 9d7 8 9f4 Kh7 9 K4
e5 10 2d3l ed 11 0-0 (Tal).

Against 7 =d3 Black does best to
transpose into the main variation by
7 ... R&xd3 8 xd3 e6 9 2f3;
White achieves a strong initiative if
he accepts the sacrifice: 7
txd4?l 8 2)f3 Md6 9 K xgb
Wxg6 10 thc2 d6 (or 10 ...
4d7 11 hs ®d6 12 Hh4 e6
13 Bd4 w7 14 Rf4 thasS+,
Mari¢-Susi¢, Yugoslavia 1966; after
15 DF1! White was able to achieve
an advantage) 11 0-0 e6 12 Bdl
tc7 13 Bd4 9f6 14 Qf4 #as
15 Qes.

7 ... e7-eb
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Another possibility is 7 ... e51?
8 de ™a5+ 9 3 (playable is
9 2d2; a game Espig-Bonsch, GDR
1979, continued 9 % xe5+
10 =e2 $xb2 11 0-017 twxc2
12 el Re7 13 Ocll Wad 14 f4
9d7 15 Kc4l Df8 16 D xgb
D xgh 17 f5 D8 18 K3 Df6
19 h51 2xh5 20 #e2 with advan-
tage to White) 9 % xe5+
10 Re2 9f6 (the initiative is also
clearly on White's side after 10 ...
Rc5 11 KXf4 tdS 12 HxdS cd
13 0-0 De7 14 Kf3, or 10 ... d7
11 Kf4 the6 12 0-0 0-0-0 13 Ma4,

etc) 11 b3 thc7 12 Kf4 KXb6
with a slight initiative to White (Kov-
acsy—Lepsenyi, correspondence
game 1963).

8 2h3-f4 Rxg6-h7

9 Rfl-ca4

£)g8-f6

10 0-0 .
Other possible lines are:
1) 10 tve2 Rd6 11 Ke3 (not good
is 11 & xe6? 0-01; a game Keres—
Olafsson, Bled 1961, went 11 c3
9bd7 12 K xe6 fe 13 2 xe6 We7
14 9f5 @xf5 15 Dxg7+ Df7
16 Qx5 axe2+ 17 dxe2, and

here Black was able to equalise by
playing 17 ... =f8) 11 ... 9bd7
12 9ghs 9xh5 13 QA xhs Ogsl
14 g4 ™c7 15 g5 Kg6 16 0-0-0
0-0-0 with equal chances (Tal-Bot-
vinnik, 1960).

2) 10 *b3 &d6 11 Afhs Ogs
12 f4 @xfa 13 Dxf4 Dbd7
14 tvd2 #c7 15 0-0-0 0-0-0, and
Black has equalised (Ciocaltea-Bot-
vinnik, 1964 Olympiad).

10 ... Xfs-d6
11 Dfaxe6 f7xe6
12 Rcaxe6 Dbs-d7I

After 12 ... c7 13 Oel Dbd7
14 Qg8+ Of8 15 &K xh7 O xh7
16 )5 the position is approximately
even (Tal-Botvinnik, match 1960).
But White could have obtained the
advantage with 13 2hS| (Kondrat-
yev).

13 Ofl-el  ®d8-c7
14 Re6-g8+ Des-f8

Black has equal play. The varia-
tion 15 & xh7 O xh7 16 9fS g6l
17 & xh6+ Dg8 18 4 xd6 t xd6
19 g5 Oe7 20 #d3 dg7 leads to
equality (Botvinnik).

(ledc6 2dad5 3 c3de 4 ) xed
2f5 5 Dg3 Kgb)
6 2gl-f3
Quite often this continuation
transposes into the variations ana-
lysed in Section | after 6 ... 9d7
7 h4 h6. There are, however, a con-
siderable number of independent
lines which we shall examine here:



6 ... £)b8-d7

Also played is 6 ... f621 7 h4
2hS (after 7 ... h6 8 DeS KXh7
9 Rcd e6 10 We2 and 0-0-0 White's
pressure  becomes  unpleasant)
8 Qe2l 9d7 9 g4 Dhfe 10 hS
Ked 11 Dg3 a5+ 12 Kd2 #d5
13 Qg2 xf3 14 W xf3 tyxd4
(slightly better is 14 th % f3
15 & xf3, although in the ensuing
end-game White has a considerable
positional advantage) 15 g5 4d5
16 0-0-0, and Black is in for a diffi-
cult defence (Suetin-Ratner, Lenin-
grad 1951).

After the text move 6 ... 2d7 the
following variations arise:
1) 7 &d3, and now:
la) 7 .. e6 (not good is 7 ...
™a5+? 8 &d2 ¥c7 9 R xg6 hg
10 te2 e6 11 9ed 0-0-0 12 g31 ¢S
13 Qf4 ®c6? — better is 13 ...
®™a5+ — 14 0-0-0 c4 15 2c3l
2h6 16 dS ed 17 O xd5 Qc5
18 DOhdl f6? 19 Dd6l K xdé
20 O xd6 tc5 21 Ods, and Black
resigned, Spassky-Larsen, Bugojno
1980; however, it is possible to play
7 ... &xd3 8 #xd3 e6 9 0-0
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Dgfe 10 Oel Re7 11 c4 0-0
12 &f4 Oe8 13 Oadl &b, and
White has a small advantage) 8 0-0
(a game Fuderer-Golombek, Bel-
grade 1952, went 8 [xg6 hg
9 e2 Dgf6 10 &d2 Wc7 11 0-0-0
2d6 12 dbl 0-0-0 with equality)
8 ... Dgf6 (after 8 ... ¥c7 9 c4
0-0-07 10 R xg6 hg 11 ¥a4 Dbs
12 ba 9h6 13 Oell D5 14 Mb3
Ke7 15 a4 98 16 KXb2 f6 17 a5
g5 18 b51 White had a strong initia-
tive in a game Neironov-Mandzda-
ladze, USSR 1980) 9 c4 (Black’s
chances for equality are good after
9 Oel Qe7 10 c4 0-0 11 KR xgb
hg 12 Qf4 OeB 13 ®c2 ¢S5
14 DOadl cd 15 Qxdd Qb4
16 &d2 R xd2 17 ¥xd2 a6, Naj-
dorf-Kotov, Zurich 1953, or 9 b3
Ke7 10 Kb2 0-0 11 K xg6 hg
12 c4 a5 13 ™e2 a4, Andri€-Trifu-
novi€, Yugoslavia 1951) 9 ... Rd6
10 b3 0-0 11 &b2 ™c7 12 K xgb
hg 13 the2 Ofe8 14 Ded 2 xed
15 % xed4 with a marginal space ad-
vantage for White (Spassky-Karpov,
1974).

1b) 7 ... Dgfé 8 K xg6 hg 9 0-0
e6 10 c4 Re7 11 b3 0-0 12 Kb2
%b6 13 Oel DOfe8 (13 ... ¢5?
14 dSI) 14 #c2 ¢S5 15 a3l a5 16 dc
QA xcs 17 Oabl Deds 18 Qd4
™c6 19 e2 Dcd7 20 Kb2 Dc5
21 QeS5 ™e8 22 b4, and White's
chances are preferable (Spassky-
Portisch, Montreal 1979).

2) 7 Kc4 e6, and now:
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2a) 8 0-0 Re7(!) (a game Torre-Vu-
ki¢, Biel 1977, went 8 ... Qgf6
9 @b3 &de? — better is 9 ...
Ke7 — 10 tve2 tvc7 11 Jel 0-0
12 9¢5 ¢5 13 Q) xg6 hg 14 Ke3
Oads 15 Dadl b6 16 dc & x5
17 X5 & xc5 18 Ded te5? —
18 ... Dxed 19 Mxed W7 —
19 9xf6+ ¢yxf6 20 c3 Oxdl
21 O xd1 Bds, and here White was
able to achieve a clear positional ad-
vantage after 22 ®ed! O xdl+
23 @ xdl the7 24 RKf3) 9 the2
9gfe 10 Bel 0-0 11 c3 (playable
is 11 &b3 and c2-c4) 11 ... 7
12 Qg5 he 13 =h4 Dads
14 Bad1 Bfes 15 Bd2 (15 Df1)
15 ... Rh7 16 D1 Ded 17 K xe?
Axd2 18 [Xxd8 QDxfI+
19 ¢y x f3 B xd8 with equal chances
(Hubner-Portisch, Montreal 1979).

2b) 8 tMe2 hc7 (more cautious is
8 ... Dgf6 followed by 9 ... Re7)
9 0-0 0-0-0?I (considering the present
position of White’s forces the long
castling plan is risky for Black) 10 c3
(more energetic is 10 &b3 with the
idea c4 and d5; after 10 ... c5
11 me3 Qgfe 12 DBadl Dga

13 Qg5! White has a strong initia-
tive) 10 ... Dgfée 11 Oel Ke7
12 a4l 9dS 13 a5 a6 14 &d2 Ohes
(worth noting is 14 ... h5) 15 b4 f6
16 &d3! K8 17 & xg6 hg 18 Nh4a
g5 19 Qg6 Kd6 20 Mg4 with pres-
sure from White (Holmov-Kasparov,
1978).

3) 7 h4 h5?1 (more favourable seems
to be 7 ... h6 transposing into varia-
tions analysed earlier.

2xd3 9 txd3 e6
10 Qed4 a5+ 11 Rd2 fSI?
12 0-0-0 0-0-0 13 Re3 4h6
14 Qegs txd3 15 Oxd3 Ke7
16 Oel Ohfs 17 Hh3 Dga (17 ...
2fs) 18 Kkgs5 Ofes 19 Kxe7
B xe7 20 Hfgs Hdfe 21 Bd2, and
White has a slight advantage in the
end-game (Karpov-Larsen, Bugojno
1978). Worthy of consideration is
10 =d2 9Dgf6e 11 0-0-0 ™c7
12 Qg5 instead of 10 9ed, and
White retains lasting pressure. In
Kapengut-Bykhovsky (USSR 1979)
White played 8 Kg51? After 8 ...
b6 9 Kd3 KX xd3 10 twxd3
Dgf6 11 0-0-0 e6 12 DeS me7
13 Ohel 9 xe5 14 de DOds

8 =d3



15 ®f3 Oxdl+ 16 O xdl Qg4
17 2 xh5 White achieved advan-
tage.

(ledc6 2dadS 3 Dc3 de 4 D xed
2f5 5 g3 Kgb)
6 Rfl-c4
Although this move is found only
rarely, it is already backed up by
quite an extensive body of theory.
And every chess player turning to-
wards the Caro-Kann Defence must
be aware of this. White is planning a
position with 2e2-f4 and h2-h4.
6 ... e7-eb6
Quite often the move 6 ... 9d7 is
played, e. g. 7 2f3 (worth mention-
ing is 7 ©1e2, and if 7 ... €512, so
8 0-0 or 8 f4 with white initiative)
7 ... Dgf6é 8 0-0 e6 9 Me2 Ke7
10 el 9d5 11 Kb3 0-0 12 c4
(equal play results from 12 &d2 a5
13 a4 Oes8 14 Dadl c7, Puc-Ko-
zomara, Yugoslavia 1960) 12
b4 13 a3 9d3 14 Od1 D xcl
15 Baxcl, and White has a minimal
advantage.
7 9gl-e2
A game Simagin-Dubinin (corre-
spondence game 1969) went 7 2h3
Af6 8 0-0 Xd6 9 KXb3 Dbd7
10 23f4 tc7 11 ¥f3 e5 12 D xgb
hg 13 c3 with equal play.
7 .. ) gB-f6
Another possiblility is 7 ... &d6.
There may follow 8 h4 h6 9 2f4
xfa (9 ... Rh7 10 DfhSI is un-
pleasant) 10 & xf4. White possesses
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a strong bishop pair and chances of
putting pressure on the dark squares.
A game Geller-Bagirov (27th USSR
Championship, 1960) continued
10 ... 9f6 11 h5I Kh7 12 Se2
Abd7 13 0-0-0 9d5 14 Kd2
276 15 KXd3 KX xd3 16 ¢xd3
tc7 17 Dbl 0-0-0 18 Oha the7
19 c4 with a strong white initiative.

Y
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After the move in the main varia-
tion 7 ... 2f6 the following lines
are possible:

1) 8 0-0 &d6 (worth mentioning is
8 ... 2bd71? 9 Kb3 Ab6 10 Nf4
&d6 11 Oel, Westerinen-Pomar,
Spain 1970, and here Black was able
to equalise with 11 ... %c7) 9 f4
™d7 (in White's favour is 9 ... RfS
10 2 xf5 ef as well as 9 ... thc7
10 51 ef 11 D xfS Q@xh2+
12 Dh10-0 13 g31 K xf5 14 O xfs
Qxg3 15 Oxfel Me7 16 tufl
ted+ 17 tf3 wha+ 18 Dg2
%h2+ 19 Ofl $wh3+ 20 thg2,
Keres-Golombek, 1956) 10 &d3
(10 5?1 ef 11 Ke3 Sedl leads to ad-
vantage for Black) 10 ... &xd3
11 % xd3 g6!, and Black has equal
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play (van der Wiel-Seirawan, Baden
1980).

2) 8 9f4 &d6 (White has the initia-
tive after 8 ... ¥c7 9 ™f3 Qd6
10 0-0 9bd7 11 K xebl? fe
12 Q) xe6, Westerinen—Larsen,
1971, or 8 ... 9d5 9 2 xg6 hg
10 Dedl ™ha 11 Me2 Ke7 —
11 ... 2f6 12 Qg5 txda
13 9 xf7 is favourable for White —
12 Rd2 2d7 13 0-0-0 276
14 g5, Boleslavsky) 9 Rb31? (after
9 9 xg6 hg 10 g5 9bd7 11 0-0
™a5 or 9 0-0 9d5I 10 Dghs5 0-0
11 &b3 9d7 12 D xg6 hg 13 g3
®ha4 14 %d3, which was tested in
two match games, Tal-Botvinnik,
1960/61, the game is equal) 9 ...
®c7! (after 9 ... Dd5 10 D xg6
hg 11 2ed4 White has uncomfor-
tably active play) 10 ®f3 Qbd7
11 h4 (Black obtains excellent coun-
terplay with 11 0-0 e51 12 9 xg6
hg 13 Oel 0-0-0 14 Qxf7 ed
15 Rxg6 De5 16 Kfs+ Dbs
17 tvdl g6 18 &h3 £dS, Kotkov-
Antoshin, USSR 1963) 11 ... e5 (a
game Keres—Petrosian, Los Angeles
1963, went 11 ... 0-0-0 12 h5 Rf5
13 9xf5 ™a5+ 14 3 txf5
15 ™d3 tyxd3 16 9 xd3 with a
slight  advantage to  White)
12 D xgh6 (if 12 de D xe5 13 te2,
Black seizes the initiative by 13 ...
0-0-01 14 b5 Qegdl 15 hg hg
16 B xh8 O xh8) 12 ... hg 13 Re3
0-0-0 14 0-0-0 ed 15 R xd4 2cS.
Black’s chances are not worse (Boles-
lavsky).

Chapter 3
led4c6 2d4dsS 3 Dc3 de 4 2 xed

4 ... g8-f6

Black aims at a quick development
and free play. In return he accepts a
weakening of his pawn position.

5 Deaxf6+

in the most important and natural
continuation White weakens his op-
ponent’s pawn structure on the K-
side and leaves Black the choice
either to let White have a Q-side
pawn majority after 5 ... ef (1), or, af-
ter 5 ... gf, to content himself with a
lasting although initially hardly
dangerous weakness on his K-side
(). These two situations are analysed
in this section.

But let us first look at a few other
white continuations on the S5th move:
1) 5 9g3 ¢5 (in addition, Black has
the following moves available: 5 ...
Kg4al? 6 me2 K xe2 7 D1xe2 eb
8 ™d3 9bd7 9 0-0 Ke7 10 c4 0-0
11 b3 OeB8 12 Qb2 tha5- 13 »f3
Oads 14 DOfdl, Unzicker-Lein,
South Africa 1980, and after 14 ...
a3l Black was able to obtain equal
chances; 5 ... e5 6 2f3 ed
7 9xd4 Qe7 8 Ddf5 #xdl+
9 D xdl Rf8 10 Kcd Re6 11 Del
®d7 12 *xe6+ fe 13 De3 with a
better end-game for White, Boles-
lavsky; 5 ... h5?! 6 h4 g4 (a game
Kupreichik-Skembris, Zenica 1985,
continued 6 ... ¥c7 7 R4 Kgd
8 Dle2 e6 9 f3 KXd6l) 7 Ke2
K xe2 8 Dlxe2 Abd7 9 td3,



and White has the better play, Spiel-
mann-Alekhine, Karlsbad 1911)
6 9f3 e6 (not bad either is 6 ...
96 7 Ke3 d5 8 Ke2 e6 9 0-0
Se7 10 Kcl 0-0 11 dc & xc5 with
equal chances, Tsvetkov-Sokolsky,
Moscow 1947) 7 Rd3 9c6 8 dc
2xc5 9 a3 0-0 10 0-0 b6 11 b4
Se7 12 Kb2 KXb7. Black has no dif-
ficulties (Spielmann-Hénlinger,
Vienna 1929).
2) 5 ™d3 QY xed4 6 Y xeq4 MdS.
3) 5 &d3 D xe4 6 KA xeq KASS.
4) 59g517€6 (5 ... KF5) 6f4 2d6
7 Rc4 0-0 8 De2 Dbd7 9 0-0
b6 10 KXb3 ¢5 (Ossichansky-Ki-
richenko, correspondence game
1968).

In all these variations Black has
equal chances.
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Now White has the choice be-
tween three main continuations:
6 =c4 (A), 6 c3 (B), and 6 2f3
(C).

Other possible lines include:

1) 6 g3 tvd5 (a game Rauser—Rabin-
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ovich, 5th USSR Championship,
1933, went 6 ... &d6 7 Rg2 0-0
8 9e2 Kf5 90-0 Oed 10 c4 Dab
11 9c3 #d7 12 a3 R*h3 13 Qe3
with white superiority; White also re-
tains a small advantage after 6 ...
Ke6 7 Kg2 Kd6 8 2e2 0-0 9 0-0,
Boleslavsky; worth considering is
6...c51? 7 Df3 Rd6 8 Re3 7
9 dc &xc5 10 Rxc5 #Wxc5
11 twe2+, Tal-Lekhtynsky, Tallinn
1979, and by playing 11 ... &f8
12 @g2 9c6 13 0-0 g6 or 12 0-0-0
£)c6l Black was able to equalise)
7 93 &d6 (White has the better
chances after 7 ... Rg4 8 Kg2
Ke7 9h3 QhS5 100-00r 7... &F5
8 c3 [e7 9 te2, Boleslavsky; defi-
nitely playable is 7 ... Re7 8 g2
0-0 9 0-0 ¥h5 10 c4 Rg4 with al-
most equal play) 8 g2 0-0 9 0-0
™hS 10 c4 g4, and Black has suf-
ficient counterplay.

2) 6 RKe2l? Xd6 7 3 0-0 8 0-0
Oes 9 Oel Qf5 10 Re3 d7
11 h3 Re4, and Black has sufficient
counter-chances (Karpov-Hort, Til-
burg 1979).

3) 6 Re3 K5 7 =d3 Kb 8 2!
Ke7? (better is 8 ... K& xd3, al-
though White’s position is still a little
preferable after 9 ¢ xd3 and 0-0-0)
9 2f3 2d7 10 0-0-0 Has?!
11 ®bl, and White has the better
chances (lvanovi¢-Matulovi¢, Bel-
grade 1985).

A
6 Xfl-ca
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This active bishop manoeuvre is
here the most popular continuation.
From it there originate four varia-
tions which are important for the as-
sessment of the whole system: 6 ...
£d6 (a), 6... RKe7 (b), 6... Me7 (c)
and the relatively new continuation
6 ... 9d7 (d).

Another possibility is 6 ... e6
7 xe6 fe 8 thS+ g6 9 the2
Qf7 10 9f3 kg7 11 0-0 Hes
12 Oel 9d7 13 Qe3 wuc7
14 Oad1 Oad8 15 ¥c4, and Black
is confronted with a difficult de-
fence (Matanovi¢-Lange, Hamburg
1965).

a

7 thdl-e2+
In addition to this most important
move White has also the following
lines available:
1) 7 Qe2 ®™c7 (meant to delay

White's castling, after 7 ... 0-0
8 0-0 tc7 9 2g3 2d7 10 Belcs
11 9fS White has some initiative,
Kaplan-Donner, San Juan 1969)
8 Re3 0-0 9 ™d2 Oes8 10 0-0-0

9d7 11 Kf4 Qb6 12 Kxdé
txde 13 Rd3 RKe6 with equal
chances.

2) 7 ™h512 (Keres' idea) 7 ... 0-0
8 9Qe2 2d7 (favourable for White is
8..g6 9 ™f3 OeB 10 Rh6 K5
11 0-0-0I, Keres—Mikenas, Buenos
Aires 1939; definitely playable is
8 .. [e6) 9 0-0 ¢5 10 dc K xc5
11 Qf4 g6 12 wha b6 13 b3
Ke6 14 Rh6 Des, and the position
is approximately level (Gheorghiu-
Donner, Hamburg 1965).

3) 7 %3 0-0 8 Qe2 Ad7 9 0-0
b6 10 Kd3 DdS 11 c4 De?
12 fs Dg6 13 Qxd6 *xd6
14 Ofel ¢5 15 Dadl cd 16 R xg6
hg 17 9 xd4 ®a6, and Black has
equalised (Robatsch-Flohr, Amster-
dam 1966).

After the move in the main varia-
tion Black is faced with the alterna-
tive of either withdrawing his bishop
to €7 (1) or simplifying into a difficult
end-game after 7 ... te7 (2).

1

7. Kd6-e7

Not good is 7 ... f821, as White
has a clear advantage after 8 A3,
8 Ke3, or also 8 Wh5.

Black avoids simplifications and
develops his pieces fast. He wishes to
exploit the open e-file for active
counterplay.

(see diagram)

At this point the following varia-
tions can develop:



1) 8 2f3 0-0 (in a game Bogolju-
bow-Alekhine, Munich 1942, White
had the better chances after 8 ...
Kga?21 93 2d7 10h3 KhS5 11g4
Kg6 12 Dha b6 13 Kb3 DdS
14 2&d2) 9 0-0 (this continuation
usually leads to positions of the sys-
tem with 2 9f3 d5 3 QA3 de
4 D xed f6) 9 ... Kgd 10 c3 (the
pawn sacrifice 10 DOell? Qxf3
11 % xf3 t4d4 does not promise
White any tangible advantage)
10 ... 9d7 11 Bel &d6 12 h3
Kh5 13 &d3 Db6 14 Kd2 &d7
15 %ed Rg6 16 Me2 Rh5 17 ted
Kg6 with equal chances (Anders-
son—Rytov, Tallinn 1973).

2) 8 Wh5120-0 9 De2 c5 (also pos-
sible is 9 ... g6 10 ®whé KfS|
11 &b3 ¢5 12 Ke3 D6 13 0-0-0
c4l 14 Qxc4 Dba 15 Qb3 OcB
with good black counterplay, Mnat-
sakanian-Simagin, Kiev 1965)
10 [e3 WaS+ 11 &d2 #c7
12 f4 ®a5+ 13 c3 g6 14 tha
cd 15 9 xd4 ¥c5, and the chances
are even (Matulovi¢ - Kuraijica,
Skopje 1969).

3) 8 %d3 0-0 9 De2 Kd6 10 0-0
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%c7 11 g3 b5 12 @b3 ¢5 13 &d5
c6 14 dc K x5 15 #xb5 Hb4
16 & xa8 Ka6 with sharp play in
which the chances are approximately
level (Boleslavsky).

2

(1ed4 c6 2dads 3 2c3de 4 2 xed
Af6 5 Axf6+ ef 6 KR4 Kd6
7 the2+)

7 g 3 Wwds-e7

There now develops a difficult

end-game with White's static advan-
tages emerging more clearly. There
is, nevertheless, a long way to go be-
fore the advantage of the pawn ma-
jority on the Q-side can be reali-
sed, if indeed this can be done at all.
But White's chances are better by far.

8 Me2xe7+ Dedxe7

9 Ygl-e2 KcB-eb

After 9 ... Oe8 10 0-0 (not bad

either is 10 Rf4) 10 ... &F5 11 3
as (11 ... dfs 12 Rkfal) 12 Dg3
2g6 13 fa bS 14 RKe2 h6 15 f5
Kh7 16 9ed White has clearly the
better chances.

10 Rc4-d3
This is more flexible than
10 &b31? 9d7 11 0-0 Bhes

12 Oel (Kurajica-Holmov, Skopje
1969). After 12 ... &d8I Black had a
slightly worse but nevertheless suffi-
ciently solid position.

(see diagram)

10 ... 4)b8 -d7
Other possibilities are:
1) 10 ... Od8 11 0-0 a5 12 Oel
Qa6 13 a3 he 14 &xd2 Dc7
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15 9f4 (15 c41?) 15 ... K xf4
16 & xf4 AYb5 with a small advan-
tage to White (Matanovi¢-Bronstein,
Portoroz 1958).

2) 10 ... ¢5 11 [e3 c4 12 RKed
£)d7 13 0-0 Oab8 14 Bhel 2b6
15 9c3 &d7 16 Kf3, and White ex-
erts strong pressure (Klovan-A. Zait-
sev, USSR 1969).

11 Kcl-f4

Now there may follow:
1) 11 ... Bhedl 12 000 f5
13 Bhel 9f6 14 X xd6+ D xd6
15 9fa Xd7 16 KXca4 Hed with

equality (Klovan-Holmov, USSR
1966).
2) 11 ... Db6 12 & xd6+ D xd6

13 b3 dc7 14 c4 Qads 15 ®d2
Ohes 16 Bael 9c8 17 dc3, and

White retains a small advantage
(Matulovi€~Smyslov, 1970 Olym-
piad).

b

(ledc6 2d4dS 3 c3 de 4 D xeq
Af6 5 Axf6+ ef 6 Kcd)
6 ... Kf8-e7
7 Dgl-e2
7 93 0-0 8 0-0 leads to varia-
tions analysed previously.
7 ... 0-0
8 0-0 2bs-d7
The following lines are now possi-
ble:
1) 9 Oel ¢5 10 c3 cd 11 cd b4
12 9c3 2b6 13 KXb3 X5 14 d5,
and White has a minimal advan-

tage (Stein-Bronstein, Amsterdam
1964).
2) 9 b3 Oes 10 2f4 2f8

11 Oel Od6 12 Oxe8 tyxes
13 Re3 thed 14 d2 g6 15 3
W5 16 9xg6 hg 17 c4, and
White's chances are slightly better
(Trifunovi€).

It should be noted that after
9 2f4 Oed 10 ¥d2 Black needs to
fight a long battle for equality.

C

(ledc6 2d4dS 3 Qc3 de 4 D xed
Af6 5 Dxfe+ ef 6 Kcd)

6 ... ®dg-e7+

7 thdl-e2

A game Vogt-Mohring (GDR

1973) went 7 RXe21? #Wc7 (7 ...
Kgdl?) 8 Hf3 Kd6 9 0-0 0-0
10 Re3 9d7 11 c4 Bes8 12 2



48 13 h3, and White has a small
advantage.
7 ... Kc8-€6

This is the most frequently used
continuation. But 7 ... g4 is also
possible, e. g. 8 ®xe7+ Qxe7
9 &f40-0 10 f3 &f5 11 0-0-0 2d7
12 9e2 2b6 13 Kb3 Ofd8 14 g4

g6 15 Kg3 5 with equality
(Nokso-Kaoivisto-Lipsanen,  Finland
1980).

A
77

_

i

The main continuation 7 ... Re6
may be followed by:
1) 8 Rxe6 Wxe6 9 Kf4 (Mata-
novic-Wade, Skopje 1972, went
9 9h3 g5 10fagd 11 Hf25 12 h3
g3 13 9d3 9d7 14 b3 0-0-0
15 tyxe6 fe 16 Rb2 with roughly
equal play) 9 ... 2a6 10 c¢3 0-0-0
11 yxe6+ fe 12 De2 ¢S5 13 RKe3
2d6 14 0-0-0 Ohes 15 D2 Kf8
16 Ohel b6 with equal chances (Ga-
prindashvili-Andersson, Dortmund
1978).
2) 8 &d3 c5! (also possible is 8 ...
c7 9 ®f3 Qd6 10 De2 0-0
11 g3 Ded 12 0-0 2d7 13 Kd2
2dsl with approximate equality)
9 dc xc5 10 9f3 2c6 11 0-0
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2d6 12 h3 0-0 13 Re3 HaS
14 Kd2 #h5 15 9d4 txe2
16 &) xe2 S e5, and Black has excel-
lent play (Jovti¢-Andersson, Titovo
UZice 1978).

3) 8 [&b3 Qa6l? (after 8 ... Ad7
9 2f4 b6 10 0-0-0 DS 11 Kd2
0-0-0 12 c4 Dc7 13 KXf4 QfS|
Black has equal chances, Kostrov-
Diinhaupt, correspondence game
1978/80; after 8 ... *xb3 9 ab
txe2+ 10 Qxe2 Kd6 11 Kf4
Kxfa 12 9 xfa, Kuijpers-Lekh-
tynsky, 1974 Olympiad, White has a
slight advantage) 9 Re3 R xb3
10 ab twe6 11 2f3 Rd6 12 0-0 0-0
13 Ofdl Bfe8 14 ¢vd2 £b4 with
equal chances (Sznapik-Lekhtynsky,
Detin 1979).

d

(led c6 2d4 d5 3 2c3 de 4 D xed
Af6 5 Dxf6+ ef 6 Kcd)
6 = 4)b8-d7
A relatively new continuation.
Black is in no hurry to develop his
f8-bishop, and he waits for White to
move his king's knight to either f3 or
e2.
7 Dgl-e2
A good way to reply to 7 23 is
7 ... 9b6 followed by 8 ... Rg4.
Worth considering is 7 ®h512 g6
8 the2 +.
7. K8-d6
A game Spassky-Pomar (Munich
1979) went 7 ... 2b6? 8 Kb3
£d6 9 cal K7 10 KXf4 00
11 [&xc7 Mxc7 12 ¢S Dd7
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13 0-0 b6 14 cb ab 15 Oel Kb7
(better is 15 td6) 16 2g3
Ofeg? 17 @xf7+1 DOxf7
18 Mh5+ g6 (18 ... Df8 19 ¥ xh7
and 20 £)f5 or 20 £Yh5, and White
obtains a strong attack) 19 &y xh7+
@f8 20 h4l, and the threat h4-hS is
very strong.

8 0-0 0-0

After 8 ... %c7 9 Qg3 0-0

10 %h51 9b6 11 &d3 g6 12 Mh4
the white initiative is very dangerous
(Barczay-Ciri¢, Warsaw 1979).

9 Qcl-f4 £d7-bé

10 Kc4-d3
Another continuation is 10 &b3

Ke6! (in a game Liberson-Korch-
noi, Lone Pine 1979, White had a
small but lasting advantage after
10 ... Rga 11 f3 K xf4 12 D xf4
25 13 c3 Mc7 14 9d3 Dads
15 Oel) 11 ®d3 (or 11 K xe6 fe
12 ¢3 He8 with equal chances)
11 ... [«xb3 12 ab Qxf4
13 A xf4 ™de 14 Se2 ¢5 and
White has a slight advantage.

10 ... KcB-e6

11 c2-c3 9 b6-d5

12 Qfaxd6  ®4d8xd6

13 %d1-d2 DOas-ds
14 Of1-el

A game Karpov-Korchnoi (match
1978) continued 14 ... g6 15 Badl
Lg7 16 Kea Ac7 17 b3 DOfes
18 @bl (18 Kf3 hSI 19 h3 K8
followed by 9c7 — e6-g5 gives
Black good counterplay on the
K-side) 18 ... g4 19 h3 (after
19 f3 Rc8 20 c4 De7l Black has a
solid position) 19 2 xe2
20 Oxe2 Oxe2 21 twxe2 9d5
22 tvd2. with 22 ... f5 Black was
here able to obtain approximate
equilibrium.

B

(ledc6 2d4ds5 3 Dc3 de 4 2 xed
4)f6 5 A xf6+ ef)
6 c2-c3

This continuation has quite a long
history. By placing his forces accord-
ing to the plan Rd3, #c2 and Qe2
White's plan is to castle long and to
attack on the K-side. This idea has re-
cently become more and more fash-
ionable, and practice shows that
Black has quite a difficult defence in
store.

6 ... 28-d6

After 6 ... Re6 7 2f3 Kd6
8 Rd3 2d7 9 ®c2 Wc7 10 Ke3
¢5 11 dc D xc5 12 Kb5+ RKd7
13 @ xd7+ 9 xd7 14 Od1 White
has the better chances (Mini¢-Ko-
vatevi¢, Belgrade 1978).

In a game Ivanovi¢-Matulovi¢
(Belgrade 1985) play was equal after
6 ... &Ffs 7 Af3 [Xd6 8 KXd3



2 xd3 9 xd3 0-0 10 Ke3 9d7
11 0-0-0 %c7 12 g3 Dads.
7 Kf1-d3  0-0

In addition to this development
move Black has the following lines
available:
1) 7 ... 517 8 De2 Dc6 9 Ke3
%e7 10 dc &xc5 11 LK Xc5
™xcS 12 tc2 Re6 13 0-0 with
a minimal advantage to White
(Gurgenidze-Holmov, 34th USSR
Championship, 1967).
2) 7 ... %7 8 De2 Rg4a?l 9 Ke3
9d7 10 twd2 KX xe2 11 Hwxe2
0-0-0 12 0-0-0 ®Mb8 13 Dbl Abs
14 g3 Das?! 15 ¥f3, and White has
a positional advantage (Karpov-
Smyslov, Tilburg 1979).

///

i

8 wdl-c2
An alternative here is 8 De2,
which usually transposes into the
main variation.

(see diagram)

Let us look at some independent
variations for this continuation:
1) 8 .. 9d7 9 ™c2 (after 9 0-0
Oes 10 g3 28 Black has no dif-
ficulties) 9 ... h6 10 Rf4 K xf4

11 9 xf4 ¢5 12 0-0-0 a5 13 dbl
4)b6 14 d5I, and White has strong

pressure  (Hort-Pfleger, London
1979).

2) 8 ... ™c7?21 9 ™2 gé 10 h4
Ke6 11 h5 f5 12 h6 Des

13 0-0-0 Yd7 14 hg fg 15 gal, after
which Black’s position is bad (Sue-
tin-Andersson, Sochi 1973).

Sometimes 8 ®h5I? is played. Af-
ter 8 ... g6 9 ™h4 c5 (a game Me-
dina-Donner, Beverwijk 1965, went
9 ... 9d7 10 2e2 c5 11 0-0 Hbs,
12 Rcd cd 13 cd f5 14 Dc3 b4
15 *b3 Ke7 16 KXg5 with a clear
white advantage) 10 fe2 2cb
11 @h6 De8 12 dc K xc5 the
chances are almost equal (Filip).

8 ... Ofe-e8+

Nimzowitsch recommended 8 ...
@h8 with the continuation 9 Qe2
tc7 10 Ke3 Ke6 11 0-0-0 bs, and
Black aims at getting counterplay on
the Q-side.

9 Sgl-e2

Here Black has the choice between
two continuations: 9 ... g6 (a) and
9 ... h6 (b).
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a
9 ... g7-g6
Until recently this was regarded as
the main continuation. Currently the
reputation of the move has been
somewhat undermined, as interest-
ing ways have been found for White
to achieve the initiative.
10 h2-h4 2)b8-d7
Little analysis has been done on
the sharp 10 ... ¢51? 11 h5f5 12 hg
hg 13 Qe3 (13 g4 f41 14 R xg6
e 15 Rh7+ DF8 with unclear
play, Mari¢) 13 ... f4 14 Rxg6
(Selevinsky-Goldberg, USSR 1961).
Here it was indispensable for Black
to play 14 ... ¥f6, and the game is
unclear, although White's chances
are better.

11 h4-hS Ad7-f8

////

///l////

12 Rcl-hé!

One of Kavalek's ideas. This is the
variation Black has most difficulties
with. A game Suetin-Augustin (So-
chi 1979) went 12 hg fg 13 Kd2
(13 b3+ Qe6 14 hxb7 KdS
15 ®f1 a6, and the white queen is
unable to escape and there follows

repetition of position, Szab6-Flohr,
Groningen 1946) 13 Wc7
14 0-0-0 Re6 15 Dbl b5 16 Odel
%7 17 Dcl Oabs 18 Oha &ds
19 f3 Oxel 20 KX xel 5 with
roughly equal play.

Worth noting is the continuation
13 ®f1 (instead of 13 &xd2 or
13 ™b3+) 13 ... Re6 14 Kh6
We7 15 Oel &7 16 b3 the7
17 c4 td7 18 93 Rb4 19 Oh4
Kfs1 20 Oxe8 (or 20 KX xf5
Oxel+ 21 dxel xfs
22 thxf5 gf with a good end-
game for Black) 20 B xe8
21 Ke3 X xd3+ 22 wxd3 Kxc3
23 tyxc3 ™f5 with approximate

equality (Gurgenidze-M®&hring,
Halle 1978).
12 ... td8-c72l

Probably better is 12 ... the?
13 0-0-0 Kf51 14 K x5 tyxe2 or
14 @ xf8 & xd3 15 #wxd3 O xf8
with chances to achieve equality
(Keene).

13 0-0-0 DcB-e6
Worth noting is 13 ... b5.
14 c3-c4l

White's position is better and the
following examples are typical:
1) 14 ... Oad8? 15 hg fg 16 c5I
Qe7 17 Df4 Q7 18 Kcal, and the
white attack breaks through (Kava-
lek-Andersson, Washington 1978).
2) 14 ... ¢5 15 d5 K8 (also after
5 ... &d7 16 hg hg 17 Bhal Black
has considerable difficulties) 16 hg
fg 17 Oha f5 18 Odhl f7
19 94 &d7 20 9h3, and here too



Black is faced with almost insur-
mountable problems (Sznapik-Kos-
tro, Poland 1980).

b

(Led c6 2dads 3 9c3de 4 Q) xed
4)f6 5 Axf6+ ef 63 Kd6 7 Kd3
0-0 8 2 Oes+ 9 De2)
9 ... h7-h6

By far less research has been done
on this continuation than on 9 ...
g6; but it definitely deserves consid-
eration.

10 Kcl-e3
A game Vogt-Lekhtynsky (Halle
1981) continued 10 0-0 49d7

11 Qfa Dfs 12 K xde txdé
13 DOfel e6 14 Dg3 Dads
15 Oe3 evd5 and Black gradually
equalised.

10 ... 4)bs-d7

In a game Asztalos-Nimzowitsch,

Bled 1931, Black had level play after
... ¥c7 11 vd2 9d7 12 Dg3
Dfal 13 00 K xe3 14 fe 9f8
15 Of2 ™e7 16 c4 RKe6 17 a3 c5.

11 0-0-0 wds-c7

12 ®dcl-bl b7-bs

13 h2-h3 9d7-b6

4..49f6 75

A game Suetin-Krutyansky (Mos-
cow 1958) went on 14 Rcl Keb6
15 Ohgl Kc7 16 g4 =&d6 with
roughly equal play.

C

(ledc6 2d4dS 3 2c3 de 4 2 xed
2f6 5 Axf6+ ef) ~
6 Dgl-f3

This continuation often means no-
thing but transposition. Here we
shall deal only with the lines particu-
lar to this continuation.

6 ... Kf8-d6

Interesting is 6 ... Da6l? 7 Ke2
Kd6 8 0-0 2c7 9 ¢4 0-0 10 Ke3
Oe8 11 tvd2 Qf5 12 Dadl Res
with equal chances (Wedberg-Lekh-
tynsky, 1980 Olympiad). A game Mi-
khaltshishin-Duri¢ ~ (USSR-Yugos-
lavia 1977) went 6 ... RKe6 7 Kd3
(also good is 7 Ke2 followed by 0-0
and c2-c4) 7 ... Da6 8 c3 A7
9 0-0 b5? (better is . =d6)
10 Oel &d6 11 vc2 Df8 12 Dha
®d7 13 9f5 h5 14 a4l ba
15 2 xd6 b3 16 tMe2 (even stronger
is 16 ™d2) 16 ... ¥9xd6 17 tf3
™d7 18 [ed with White applying
strong pressure in the centre.

{see diagram)

The move in the main variation

. &d6 can continue along the
following lines:

1) 7 KXe2 Da6! 80-0 Dc7 9c40-0

10 Ke3 DOes 11 w™d2 Qf5

12 Oadl Reda 13 el h6 14 9d2

Sh7 15 KXF3 (15 9f3) 15 ... f5!
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16 9b3 g5 with equal play for
Black (Torre-Korchnoi, 1978 Olym-
piad).

2) 7 Rd3 0-0 8 0-0 Rg4 9 Ke3
9d7 10 c4 c5 11 Kc2 c7 12 h3
2 h5, and Black has no worries (Kuij-
pers—Flohr, Amsterdam 1963).

3) 7 Rc40-0 80-0 g4 9 c3 Ad7
10 h3 &h5 11 Ke2 Oes 12 Del
2c7 13 9h4 the7 14 Re3 R xe2
15 4y xe2 g6 16 td2 b6 17 td3
f5 18 93 thedl 19 Oadl tvxd3
20 B xd3 f6 21 b3 9d5 22 Kd2
a5 23 a3 O xel+ 24 9 xel a4,
and the end-game is more in Black'’s
favour (Bikhanan-Lein, USA 1978).

(ledc6 2d4ad5 3 Dc3 de 4 2 xeq
Afe 5 A xf6+)
S g7xf6

(see diagram)

Not an easy system for Black, es-
pecially in the given situation in
which the white knight is still on gl
and, depending on how the game
proceeds, can be developed to f3 or
€2 and then to g3. The positional

structure of the black pawns shows
clearly that Black must aim for an
active counterplay on the K-side by
using the semi-open g-file. On the
other hand, it is the K-side where a
tangible weakness can be found in
the Black camp. Often double-
edged play develops which, as a
rule, offers White the more favou-
rable chances. White has now
several possible continuations, the
most important being 6 3 (A),
6 e2 (B), 6 Af3 (C) and 6 Ke2
(D).

But let us first look at some other
possibilities:
1) 6 g3 tdsl 7 Qf3 Kf5 (in a
correspondence game Simagin-Jan-
sen, 1968, White had the advantage
after 7 ... Rgd?l 8 kg2 4d7
9 0-0 e5 10 h3l &xf3 11 K xf3
tyxd4 12 te2 b6 13 Red) 8 c3
(after 8 c4 ted+ 9 te2 Lab
10 a3 0-0-0 11 &g2 e5 12 tyxed
S xeq 13 de, Lilienthal-Tolush,
14th USSR Championship, 1945,
Black had the slightly better chances
after playing 13 ... fel) 8 ... 9d7
9 2g2 Mc4 10 Ke3 Db6 11 Dd2



a6 12 Kfl ™Mas5 13 me2 2d5
with equal chances (Fletscher-Gli-
gori€, Venice 1949).

2) 6 &c4 Kf5 (hardly recommend-
able is 6 ... h5?21 7 &d3 Rd6
8 De2 [Xe6 9 KAb3 Na6 10 0-0
9ba 11 Kc3! and White has the
advantage, Miles-Hort, London
1983) 7 Qe2 (or 7 c3 e6 8 ™f3
4)d7 9 Qe2 h5 10 9f4 ha 11 Ke3
®c7 with equal play for Black, Ivan-
ovich-Bronstein, Tallinn 1979) 7 ...
e6 8 9g3 (after 8 0-0 Kd6! 9 Dg3
Kg6 10 f4 f5 or 9 el c7I Black
has equal play, Larsen) 8 ... Rg6
9 ha (if 9 f4 f5 or 9 0-0 &d6, the
game is even) 9 ... h5 10 Qf4 Rd6
11 %d2 %7 12 Qxd6 xde
13 0-0-0 2d7 14 Ohel 0-0-0, and
the position is level (Larsen).

3) 6 &f4 KFS (worth mentioning is
6 ... b61? 7 f317 M xb2 8 Kd3
with double-edged play, Poulsen-
Larsen, Copenhagen 1973) 7 Rc4
e6 8 2f3 (also possible is 8 #Wd2,
e. g 8 2d6 9 e2 ey
10 0-0-0 h5 11 Bhel 9d7 with
equal play) 8 ... Og8 9 0-0 Rd6
10 2xd6 ¥xd6 11 Dha Kg6
12 f4 f51 13 ¢3 9d7 14 %e2 (after
14 a4?1 0-0-0 15 a5 £)f6 16 a6 b6
17 t4b3 2h5 18 g3 c51 Black has
slightly the better chances, So-
kolsky-Konstantinopolsky, 18th
USSR Championship, 1950) 14 ...
0-0-0, and Black has good counter-
play (Larsen).

4) 6 ™d3 9d7 (also not bad is 6 ...
a6 7 Kkd2 A7 8 Df3 [g4a
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9 Re2 d7 10 ®b3 b5 11 A
£)d6 12 0-0-0 0-0-0 with equality)
7 Qe2 b6 8 2f4 (or 8 g3 h5I
9 h4a Qg4 10 Kd2 ™c7, and the
game is even) 8 ... e5 9 de fe
10 tved te7 11 9d3 Rg7 12 &d2
Ke6 13 Kba g5 14 ha ufs
15 95 B xed 16 2) X ed 0-0-0 with
equal chances Mari¢-Susi¢, Vrnjatka
Banja 1966).

5) 6 Re3 KfS 7 De2 (agame Rom-
anovsky-Levenfish, 1st USSR Cham-
pionship, 1920, went instead 7 &d3
Kg6 8 Le2 a6 9 Md2, and here
Black was able to equalise with 9 ...
)c7 10 0-0-0 &d5) 7 ... 2d7
8 ¥d2 2b6 (after 8 ... e6 9 Dg3
Kg6 10 Ke2 7, Bakulin-Bron-
stein, 32nd USSR Championship,
1965, roughly equal play resulted af -
ter 11 0-0-0 0-0-0) 9 g3 KXgb
10 c4 h5 11 h4 e6 12 Re2 Kd6
13 0-0 Re7 14 Dacl f5 15 mg5 €S
with roughly equal chances (Mata-
novi¢—Bronstein, Hastings 1953/54).

A

6 c2-c3 Kc8-f5

This is rightfully regarded as
Black’s main weapon.

The following variations are also
playable:
1) 6 ... ¥c7 (hardly any research
has been done on 6 ... b6I?, Vorot-
nikov) 7 Rc4 e6 8 ®h5I ¢5 9 d5
e5 10 Qe2 &d6 11 f4, and White
has the initiative (Kaplan-Rossolimo,
Puerto Rico 1967).
2) 6 ...e6 7 Qe2 9d7 8 Dg3
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b6 9 =d3 d5 10 0-0 hS
11 RKedq ™d8 12 QA xhS f5 13 KF3
Kd6 14 g3, and White has a clear
positional advantage (Bernstein-
Flohr, Groningen 1946).

3) 6...e5 7 Rcded 8 Mb3 the7+
9 Qe2 bS 10 Kd3 Ke6 11 M2,
and Black is in serious trouble (Nim-
zowitsch).

4) 6 ... d5 7 Qf3 K5 8 Ke2
followed by 0-0 and c3-c4, and
White exerts lasting pressure in the
centre.

7 Dgl-e2
This flexible move is White's main
continuation. But he also has several

other possibilities:
1) 7 Rcae6 8 De2 hS (also good is
8...9d7 9 9g3 Kkgb6 10 0-0 c7
11 f4 fSI with equality) 9 g3 g6
(9 ... Rg4l?) 10 He2 (or 10 h4
2d6 11 Re2 ™aS 12 b4 Hc7
13 9 xh5 2d7 followed by 0-0-0
and a5 with roughly equal play)
10 ... &d7 11 f4 f5 12 91 (also
playable is 12 0-01? and then Re3,
9g3-hl1-f2-d3-e5 12 ... h4
13 9d2 2f6 14 93 Kh5 15 Kd2
2d6 16 0-0 tc7 17 thel R xf3

18 O xf3 0-0-0 with approximate
equality (Larsen).
2) 7 &d3 Qg6 8 ha td5 9 & xgb
hg 10 #®f3 Qg7 11 Ke3 2d7
12 " xdS cd, and Black’s chances
are more favourable (Nedeljkovi¢-
Bronstein, USSR-Yugoslavia 1957).
3) 7 %b3 ®c7 8 Rcd e6 9 Df3
£)d7 with equal chances.
4) 7 9f3 2d7 (worth considering is
7...%c71? 8g3e6 9 Rg2 9d7
10 0-0 g4 11 Oel h5i 12 Kf4
Kd6 13 & xd6 ¥ xd6 with roughly
equal chances, Seitaj— Skembris, Ko-
wala 1985) 8 &f4 ¢4b6?1 9 Kd3I
K2 xd3 10 ®xd3 #xb2 11 0-0
®a3l 12 Ofbl b6 13 Kc7 Kh6
14 Rxb6 ab 15 B xb6 with posi-
tional advantage for White (Karpov-
Miles, Oslo 1984).

Worth consideration is also the
little tested 7 R f41? ¢b6I1?

7 .. h7-h5

A double-edged but consistent de-
cision. Other possible lines for Black
are:

1) 7...9d7 8 g3 Kgb6 9 ha h6
for 9 ... hS 10 Re2 ®aS5 11 b4



c7 12 Dxhs esl — "12 ... a5
13 2fal — 13 g3 0-0-0 14 h5
Sh7 15 b3 Qb6 with double-
edged play, Peters—Seirawan, USA
1984) 10 h5 Rh7 11 &d3 & xd3
12 ¢y xd3 tc7 13 f3 e6 14 R4
®™aS 15 0-0 ¥d5 16 te2 Kd6
17 R xd6 ¥wxdé6 18 Oadl 0-0-0
19 c4 Db8 20 Des tyc7 21 dsI,
and Black’s position is rather difficult
(Adorjan-Hiibner, match 1980).

2) 7 ... Rkgdl? 8 f3 Kfs 9 K3
Kg6 10 fa4 5, and the game is
roughly equal (Liberson-Hort, Mos-
cow 1963).

3) 7...e6 8 9g3 Kg6 9 h4 hS
10 Re2 ™a5 with chances for both
sides (Petrushin-Dorfman, USSR
1980).

8 De2-g3

In addition to this manoeuvre,
which is currently regarded as the
best continuation, the following lines
are possible:
1) 8 ha 9d7 9 Dg3 Kega 10 Ke2
2 xe2 11 thxe2 ¥a5 12 0-0 0-0-0
13 c4 e6 14 a3 (a game Gudmund-
son-Bronstein, Reykjavik 1974,
went 14 Rf4 2b6 15 Ofdl Kh6
16 *xh6 Oxhe 17 Qe4 DOgé
18 b4 tf5 19 Dg3 thgd with
slightly better play for Black) 14 ...
2d6 (also interesting is 14
®c71? 15 ¢5 RKe7 followed by
Odgs8 and Bga with chances for
both sides) 15 De4 Rb8 16 c5 f5
17 b4 a6 18 23 txe2
19 ) xc2 (Averbakh-Sokolsky, 18th
USSR Championship, 1950). Here
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Black was able to obtain equal play
after 19 ... Odgs 20 Kg5 Ogé.
2) 8 9f41? ha 9 ™f3 (9 Kd3I?)
9...49d7 10gahg 11fge5 12 g4
2h7 13 9e2 ed 14 o«d Kba+
15 ®f2 Me7, and Black obtained the
initiative (Bilek-Bronstein, Budapest
1955).
8 .. f5-g4

9 f2-f3
After 9 Re2 [ xe2 10 ¥xe2
%d5 11 0-0 h4 (also possible is
. 9d7 12 Qe3 Qb6 with ap-

proximately equal play) 12 Ded
£d7 13 &f40-0-0 14 h3 Ogs, and
Black has good counterplay on the
g-file (Boleslavsky).
9 ... Kgd-eb6
f 9 .. ha 10 fg hg 11 h3 €5
12 Re3 White has a lasting advan-
tage.
10 &f1-d3  ed8-c7
If 10 ... h4, so 11 Qe2 followed
by 12 Rf4, and White has the
slightly better game. 10 ... a5I?
deserves consideration (Larsen).

11 Dg3-e2 Kf8-h6
12 &clxhe Bhexhe
13 %dl-d2 Bhe-hs8
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14 2e2-f4  c7-d6
15 0-0
White's position is preferable

(Muchnik-Voronkov, Moscow 1957).

B

(ledc6 2d4ads 3 Dc3 de 4 &) xed
26 5 A xf6+ gf)
6 Dgl-e2

This knight manoeuvre is popular.
It is, however, not as effective before
the bishop move to f5, as it is in the
previous variation with 6 c3 QKf5
7 De2.

6 ... h7-~hSl

This is the reply that secures Black
good counterplay.

Alternatively, the following lines

may follow:
1) 6 ... &Ff5 7 g3 Kg6 8 ha h5
(another continuation is 8 ... hé

9 h5 &h7 10 c3 e6 — White had a
strong initiative in a game Horo-
witz-Flohr, radio match USSR —
USA 1945, after 10 ... b6 11 Rc4
4d7 12 a4 a5 13 ™f3 e6 14 0-0
Qc2 15 KXf4 Xb3 16 KXd3 €5
17 Qe3 Xd5 18 Red — 11 Ke3
9d7 12 %d2 Ma5 13 RKe2 0-0-0

14 Qxh6 K xh6 15 ¥ xh6, Meck-
ing-Larsen, San Antonio 1972)
9 Qe2 9d7 10 c3 ™a5 11 b4 tc7
12 9 xh5 (worth considering is
12 &xh51?) 12... &xh5(12 ... a5
13 Qf4l with double-edged play)
13 & xh5 a5 (Bo3kovié-Rohde, USA
1979). White was able to obtain
a small advantage with the con-
tinuation 14 Re2l ab 15 cb e5
16 bSs.

2) 6... g4 7 ®d3 KhS (a game
Browne-Kaviélek, USA 1971, went
7 ... 9d71? 8 h3 — 8 Dg3I? —
8..Rxe2 9 RAxe2 Mc7 10 Ke3
e6 11 0-0 &d6 12 c4 0-0-0 13 dsl,
and White had some initiative)
8 ™b3 ™c8 (after 8 b6
9 ™h3l Qxe2 10 Kxe2 2Dd7
11 &hSI Kg7 120-0 Hf8 13 Ke3l
White has the advantage, Marié-
KrZidnik, Vukovar 1966) 9 )f4 g6
10 Rc4 e6 11 0-0 Da6 12 el
Ke7 13 D xe6 fe 14 KR xe6 Mc7
15 Rh6 Dd8 (Bednarsky-Ermen-
kov, Varna 1972). With 16 Badl
b6 17 dSI White was able to
achieve a clear advantage (Minev).

If 6...c5 7d50r 6...e5 7 Re3
Ke6 8 Qg3 and also after 6 ... €6
7 9g3 ¢5 8 Re3 cd 9 Mxdd
% xd4 10 & xd4 White retains the
advantage.

(see diagram)

7 tvd1-d3
The following continuations are
also possible:
1) 7 ha Rg4 8 c3 (after 8 td3 eS|



9 Re3 9a6 10 a3? a5+ 11 &d2
Wb6 12 de Dc5 13 te3 0-0-0I
14 ba &h6 15f4 O xd2 16 t xd2
Qed 17 ™d4 Wxd4 18 2 xd4
2 xf4 Black has excellent play, Mi-
khaltshishin-Speelman, Frunse
1979; better is 10 c3) 8 ... 9d7
9 b3 b6 10 Kf4 ¥d7 11 0-0-0
Re6 12 2 a5 13 g3 ™dsS
14 a3 ™a2 15 bl ®xbl+
16 @ xbl 2dS with slightly better
chances for Black.

2) 7 *fa &f5 8 Dg3 KXgb 9 h4a
£d7 10 Re2 e5 11 de fe 12 g5
%a5+ 13 c3 f6 14 Ke3 0-0-0, and
White is in serious trouble (Batu-
rinsky-Simagin, USSR 1946).

3) 7 9c3 K4 8 Ke2 Ogs 9 RKe3
€6 10 h3 R xe2 11 Mxe2 a5
with equal play (Kopayev-Bronstein,
USSR 1947).

7 = Wdg-as+
8 Kcl-d2  as5-fs
9 %d3-b3 Rf8-h6

White may now choose between
10 R xh6 O xhe 11 Dg3 We6+
12 thxe6 KX xe6 13 h4 with
roughly equal play and 10 0-0-0
®xf2 11 @xh6 Bxh6 12 Dc3
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e6 13 Qe2 Wf4+ 14 Dbl White
has sufficient compensation for his
pawn.

C

(led c6 2d4d5 3 Dc3de 4 D xed
4)fe 5 A xf6+ gf)
6 Dgl-f3

The most flexible move. This posi-
tion frequently arises after a differ-
ent move order: 1ed4 ¢6 2 2c3 d5
3 9f3 de 4 D xed Af6 5 A xf6+
gf 6 d4, etc.

The most important replies for
Black are now 6 ... g4 (a) and
6 ... &F5 (b).

6 ... Rg71? also deserves consid-
eration, and if 7 &d3?l, then 7 ...
Kgd 8 3 9d7 9 K2 e6 10 Kf4
%b6 11 Obl 0-0-0 with good coun-
terplay for Black. Probably 7 Re2
Kf5 8 0-0 is better, and White re-
tains the better chances.

a

6 ... Kc8-g4
The most logical continuation.
Black immediately pins the knight on
f3 and intends to become active on
the g-file later.

(see diagram)

7 Rfl-e2
in addition the following varia-
tions are possible:
1) 7 Rcd e6 8 0-0 Og8 9 Kf4
2d6 10 g3 5 11 ™d3 K xf3
12 & xf3 with better play for White
(Boleslavsky—Khavin, USSR 1940).
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According to Larsen Black is able to
equalise with 8 ... ¥c7I
2) 7g3e6 8 Rg2 2d7 90-0 K7
10 Oel 0-0 11 Re3 Oed 12 tycl
£)f8 with equal chances (Konstantin-
opolsky-Flohr, 14th USSR Champi-
onship, 1945).
7 .. td8-c7

Often 7 ... e6 is also played, with

the following lines emerging:

0

. Y

1) 8 h3 @Qh5 9 0-0 Kd6 (if 9 ...
Kg7 10 Kf4 0-0 11 c4 White has a
clear advantage) 10 Re3 49d7
11 c4 Kg6 (also playable is 11 ...
®c71?) 12 dSI ed (or 12 ... cd
13 cd €5 14 b3 b6 15 KbS with
strong pressure by White, Tringov)
13 cd ¢5 14 Rh6 a5 15 Dd2
0-0-0 16 c4 tc7 17 tha4, and

Black has trouble equalising (Trin-
gov-Opotensky, Bratislava 1957).

2) 8 &fa 9d7 (also possible is 8 ...
Rd6 9 ®™d2 $c7 10 [ xd6
®xd6 11 c4 9d7 12 0-0 0-0I
13 Dadl dhsl with unclear play)
9 0-0 2b6 10 Oel 2d6 11 Kg3
S2xg3 12 hg ®d5 13 c3 hS
14 ¥cl 0-0-0, and the chances are
roughly equal (Bronstein—-Flohr,
USSR 1945).

3) 80-0 &d6 9 c4 (9 h3 hSI) 9 ...
Ogs 10 dh1 Dd7 11 d5 DS
12 2d4 (12 dc?) 12 ... f5
13 @xg4 Oxga 14 h3 tufe
15 93 Oxc4 16 dc Ded 17 cb
Bb8 with sharp play and equal
chances (Tringov-Smyslov, Havana
1965).

4 8 3 9d7 9 Dha Q[xe2
10 @xe2 ®a5 11 0-0 0-0-0

12 2e3 Og8 13 a3 f5 14 9f3
%dS, and Black has sufficient coun-
(Yanofsky-Szabo,

terplay Dallas

1957).

Here, mainly the following varia-
tions should be considered: 8 h3 (1),
8 0-0 (2) and 8 Re3 (3).

In addition to these continuations



we shall briefly examine!a number of
other possible lines:

1) 8 Dha? X xe2 9 txe2 eb
10 0-0 ©d7 11 c4 0-0-0 (or 11 ...
b6 12 g3 h5 13 Kf4 the7
14 Ofdl, and White exerts some
pressure, Olafsson-Bhend, Zurich
1959) 12 g3 (after 12 £)f3 Dg8
13 Rd2 ¢5 14 Ke3 c6 15 g3
ted 16 2d2 tgda the game is le-
vel, Hecht-Smyslov, Hamburg
1965) 12 ... h5 (after 12 ... Og8
13 dSI twe5 14 ®f3 od 15 QKf4
Black has considerable difficulties,
Matanovic-Ciri€, Yugoslavia 1965)
13dsI Oe8 14 &f4 Rd6 15 & xd6
% xdé 16 dc ¥yxc6 17 ba with a
marginal advantage for White
(Gurgenidze-Savon, 29th USSR
Championship, 1961).

2) 8c3 9d7 9 a4 e6 10 RKd2 (if
10 0-0 Og8 11 Ke3 b6 followed
by £d5 and Black has good play)
10 ... Og8 11 0-0-0 Kf5I 12 h4
Ke4 13 3 b5 14 ®b3 &dS, and
the chances are roughly equal (Lisit-
sin—Konstantinopolsky, USSR 1947).
3) 8 t4d22! 2d7 9 f4 tyxf4
10 R xf4 b6, and Black has no
worries (Arnstein-Semyonov, USSR
1962).

8 h2-h3 Kg4-hs
A gamc Simyslov-Ratner (14th
USSR Championship, 1945) wecnt
8 ... &Ff5 9 c4 2d7 10 0-0 Hg8?
11 9ha! Qg6 12 2 xg6 hg 13 d5!,
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and White began an effective attack
in the centre.
9 0-0 2)b8-d7
Less flexible is 9 ... e6 10 c4
£d7 11 dsl, and again an unpleas-
ant situation is developing in the cen-
tre for Black.
10 d4-ds Oas-ds
After 10 ... 0-0-0 11 td4 c5
12 a4 followed by 13 f4 White
has good chances for an attack on
the Q-side.
10 ... cd 11 ¢y xdS g6 and then
€6 and 0-0-0 descrves attention, and
Black’s position is satisfactory (Boles-

lavsky).
11 2-c4 21d7-b6
12 Qcl-c3
White has a small advantage

which cannot be ecasily neutralised,
not even by trading off picces 12 ...
K xf3 13 R xb6l ab 14 K xf3 cd
15 cd.

2

(ledc6 2d4 dS 3 Dc3de 4D ~cd
2f6 5 Axfe+ gf 6 2f3 med
7 Re2 7

8 0-0

9 c2-c4

Here, White can proceed  with

9 2h4 transposing into the line just
examined. The move 9 h3 can be
followed by 9 ... hS!

9 ... Ehs-g8

S1b8-d7

see diagrann

10 d4-ds
10 &¢30-0-0 11 ™ad4 I,b8! lcads
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to double-edged play (but not 11 ...
e5? 12 Ofel e4 13 Qh4 Qd6
14 g3 &h3 15 Kf1 Kxfl

16 ® xf1, and Black is in serious dif-

ficulties, Levenfish-Sokolsky, 17th
USSR Championship, 1949) 12 Ofd1
(after 12 Dh1f5 13 d5 ¢5 14 bd €5
15 Dabl f4 Black obtained excel-
lent counterplay in a game Khudya-
kov-Selevinsky, USSR 1965) 12 ...
e6 13 b4 f5 14 dS c5 (Goldenov-
Konstantinopolsky, USSR 1937).

10 ... e7-e5

11 d5Xxc6

Euwe’s recommendation which se-

cures a slight advantage for White
after 11 ... #xc6 12 Dhl.

3

(ledc6 2dad5 3 Dc3de 4 9 xed

Qfe 5 Dxfe+ gf 6 DfI [Qga
7 Re2 )

8 Rcl-e3

9 c2-c4 .

If 9 h3 @fs 10 Sha g6

11 &c4 c6 12 te2 0-0-0 13 0-0-0

Abs-d7

{Keres—IKonstantinopolsky, 20th
USSR Championship, 1952) then
Black plays 13 ... 9b6 14 Rb3

£)ds which gives him a very solid
position.

A game Gufeld-Bronstein (USSR
1959) went 9 #d2 0-0-0 10 0-0-0
Ogs 11 fa b6 12 d3 Qeb
13 a3 with almost equal play.

9 .. e7-eb

Now the following variations can
arise:
1) 10 9d2 K xe2 11 txe2 f5
12 d50-0-0 13 Rd4 Og8 14 de fe
15 0-0-0 e5, and the chances are ap-
proximately even (Taimanov-Flohr,
16th USSR Championship, 1948).
2) 10 tb3 0-0-0 11 Oc1 Kd6l
(weaker is 11 ... ¥b6? 12 ¥ xb6
ab 13 9d21 K xe2 14 D xe2 Qe7
15 Ohd1 with initiative for White)
12 d5 Qe5, and Black obtains good
counterplay.
3) 10 %a4 Qg8 11 h3 K5I (after

. &f5 12 9Hh4 Ked 13 0-0-01

White has a strong initiative) 12 0-0
Kd6 13 b4 Rf4 14 b3 0-0-0
15 a4 f5 16 Bfbl Og7, and Black
has excellent chances on the K-side
(Abroshin-Konstantinopolsky, corre-
spondence game 1955).
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)6 5 Axfe+ gf 6 f3)
6 ... 2c8-f5

7 Rf1-d3

Other possibilities are:
1) 7 Kc4 tc71? (after 7 ... Dgs
8 R4l e6 9 0-0 Kd6 10 K3l
White has the better chances, Boles-
lavsky) 8 SRe3 49d7 9 thd2 e6
10 f4 2d6 11 & xd6?! (11 Kg3)
1 ... %9xd6 12 0-0-0 0-0-0 with
roughly equal chances for both sides
(Savage-Larsen, Washington 1972).
2) 7 Kf4 e6 (in a game Karpov-
Miles, Bath 1983, White had a mini-
mal advantage after 7 ... 9d7 8 c3
™b6 9 b4 e5 10 Kg3 0-0-0
11 Re2 h5 12 0-0 RKed 13 Dd2
Kd5 14 R xh5 ed 15 c4 RKeb
16 a3) 8 RKc4 Dabl 9 0-0 Ac7
10 2g3 &d6 11 Del d7 12 Hha
Kg6 13 ¢3 0-0-0 with equal play for
Black (Tal-Larsen, Riga 1979).

Pt f5-g6

Possibly better is 7 ... &xd3
8 tyxd3 #c7 90-0 2d7 10 c4 e6,
and Black builds up a solid defensive
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position (F. Nilsen-Pedersen, Den-
mark 1979).
8 0-0 Wds-c7
After 8 ... e6 9 c4 &d6 10 d5l
™c7 1ldefe 12 Oel Qf7 13 Qf5
e5 14 ¥d3 White is firmly in control
(Bitman-Rosanov, USSR 1962).

9 c2-c4 4)bs-d7
10 d4-ds 0-0-0
11 Kcl-e3 e7-e5
12 &d3-e2 Dcs-bs
13 Bal-c1 f6-f5
Or 13 ... ¢S5 14 9h4 5 15 fal

with strong pressure from White.
14 c4-c5l
White has undoubtedly the upper
hand (Radulov-Larsen, Hastings
1972/73). There may now follow for
example 14 ... cd 15 c6l bc 16 Qb5I

D

{1 e4c6 2d4d5 3 Dc3de 4 2 xed
2f6 5 D xf6+ gf)

6 Kfl-e2

This flexible move is also fre-

quently played in practice. But its
passive nature allows Black to obtain
sufficient counterplay for equality
without much effort.

6 ... Kc8-f5

. 9a6 is also possible, e. g.:

(see diagram)

7 Qf3 (after 7 3 Dc7 8 Af3
Kwea 9 Dha Kxe2 10 tyxe2
2d5 11 0-0 0-0-0 12 Re3 ted the
chances are equal, Matulovi¢-Cirig,
Yugoslavia 1964) 7 ... Qg4 8 0-0
2c7 9ca tud7 10 RKe3 (10 Kf417)

0 ... g7 (a game Matulovi¢-Hort,
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Sarajevo 1965, went 10 ... h5?
11 b3 b6 12d5c5 13 Badl ¥dé
14 Bfel Rg7 15 Qh4!, and White
obtained a clear advantage) 11 2h4
fSI 12 h3 Rxe2 13 tyxe2 4
14 @xfa De6 15 Ke3 D xd4
16 ¥h5 0-0-0 with chances for both

sides (Jangarber-Kopylov, USSR
1968).

7 Dgl-f3
A game Lasker—Nimzowitsch

(St. Petersburg 1914) continued
7 Qf3 ™Ma5+ 8 c3 h521 9 RxhS
9d7 10 [ga KRxgs 11 txgs
0-0-0 with double-edged play.

7 ... c7-€6
%ds-c7

In addition the following varia-
tions are possible:
1) 8... &g7 9 c4 (in a game Ciocal-

tea—Botvinnik, Hamburg 1965, equal
play resulted from 9 el 0-0
10 Rf4 b6 11 tcl 9d7 12 ad ¢5
13 Qe3 #c7)9 ... 0-0 10 Ke3 Nd7
11 d5, and White has some initiative
(Ivkov-Donner, Santa Monica 1966).
2) 8... 9d7 9c4 Rg6?21 (9 ... 7
is better) 10 dSI e5 11 2d2 ¢ c7
12 b3 RKd6 (Kavalek-Bronstein,
Szombathely 1966). White was able
to obtain the better chances by play-
ing 13 dc bc 14 Re3 0d8 15 tell

9 c2-c4 4)b8-d7
White obtains the more active
game after 9 ... &d6 10 d5 c5

11 9hal 2xh2+ 12 dhl Kb

13 de fe 14 g4 5 15 K xf5 ef

16 Del+ Qe5 17 &f4 (Matulovie-

Flesch, Yugoslavia-~Hungary 1964).
10 d4-d5

In a game Kaplan-Larsen (San An-
tonio 1972) Black seized the initiative
after 10 &d2 =&d6 11 dh1 Ogs!
12 ¢521 Re7 13 tycl Ked 14 K4
a5 15 =&g3 hS.

10 ... 0-0-0
11 d5Xc6

11 9d4 Qg6 12 de DeSl is fa-
vourable for Black.

Spassky-Larsen (Buenos Aires
1979) went 11 Re3? ¢S5 12 b4
Og8 13 bc?2l K xc5, and Black
seized the initiative.

1 .. b7xc6

12 Rcl-e3  KXfB-c5
13 vdl-c1 Bhs-gs
14 Jf1-d1  #c7-b6

Black has equal play (Kavalek-
Larsen, Solingen 1970).
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This system which represents a
conglomerate of the ideas of the
Caro-Kann Defence and the Pirc-
Ufimtsev Defence has become very
popular in the past decade. The
struggle now features complex posi-
tional character.

White has two main plans: 4 e5
(1), which gives the game a closed na-
ture, and 4 2f3 (1), which retains
the tension.

A rather rare continuation is 4 ed
cd 5 Df3 (after 5 KXf4 RKg7
6 2b521 a6 7 the2 2)f6 8 Dd6+
g 9 Axc8 OxcB8 10 A3 Ac7
11 f3 9)ce8 12 g4 h5I Black obtains
excellent counter-chances, Nur-
mamedov -Botvinnik, Moscow
1966) 5 ... Rg7, and now:

1) 6 f4 Qg4 (6 ... a61?) 7 DbsS
a6 8 h3 &Xxf3 9 Mxf3 Af6
10 &d3 0-0 11 ¢3 2e8 12 0-0 €6
13 g3 with a small plus for White
(Krnic-Notaro3, Krk 1976).

2) 6 K5+ KXd7 7 the2 2f6
8 g5 0-0 9 *xf6 ef 10 &xd7
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txd7 11 0-0 (Leonidov-Kogan,
Moscow 1969). Here Black was able
to achieve equal play after the move
1... 9c6l

3) 6 Qe5 9f6 7 ™f3 0-0 8 Kd3
26 9 9xc6 bc 10 0-0 4d7
11 ¢f4 b6 12 Oel Oed 13 Qe2
e5! with excellent black counterplay
(Lazarevi¢-Gaprindazhvili, 1970).

4 e4-e5

5 f2-f4

Also possible is 5 23 (worth con-
sideration is 5 &d3) 5... 9h6 (5 ...
fs 6 Rd3 X xd3 7 thxd3 Dh6?
8 e6l is in White's favour) 6 Re2 f6
7 KXfa Hf7 8 thd2 0-0 9 h3 fe
10 9 xe5 Ad7 11 Axf7 B xf7

f8-g7

12 Qe3 e5l, and Black has no
difficulties  (Bellin-Gipslis,  Thbilisi
1977).
ORCrT: h7-hS
After 5... 2h6 6 2f3 Kg4 7 h3

QX3 8 Mxf3 Dfs 9 De2 tabs
10 c3 e6 11 g4l White has good
chances on the K-side (Kupreichik-
Sveshnikov, Chelyabinsk 1974).

6 Rcl-e3

A game Fischer-Petrosian (Bel-

grade 1970) went 6 9f3 g4 7 h3
= xf3 8 4xf3e6 9g3 (worth con-
sidering is 9 &e3 h4 10 &d3) 9 ...
b6l 10 f2 Qe7 11 Kd3 Dd7
12 9e2 0-0-0 13 c3 f6!, and Black
had equal play.

6 ... £)g8-h6

7 9gl-f3  RKXcB-g4
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The critical position; the following
examples are typical:
1) 8 Re2 9d7 9 ™d2 e6 10 g3
K8 11 h3 *xf3 12 K xf3 DS
13 &f2 ha1? 14 g4 g3 15 Ogl
b6 16 0-0-0 ta6 17 Wd3 ¢ xd3
18 O xd3 c51 with roughly equal
chances (Arnason-Sigurjonsson,
Reykjavik 1986).
2) 8h3 @xf3 9 xf3h4 10 Rd3
e6 11 0-0 Rf8 12 Ne2 Hd7 13 b3
Dfs 14 Kf2 Bas5?l (14 ... Ke7 is
preferable) 15 a3 b5 16 c4 bc 17 bc
Obs 18 Bfbl Oxbl+ 19 B xbl
b6 20 cd cd 21 [KXbS5+, and
White’s chances are slightly better
(Sokolov-Seret, 1984 Olympiad).

(1ed c6 2dads 3 Dc3 gb)

4 Dg1-f3  Kfs-g7

5 h2-h3

Other possibilities are:

1) 5 Rd3 Qg4 65 (6edcd 7h3
2xf3 8 #xf3 e6 9 De2 Dcb
10 c3 9ge7 11 0-0 0-0 leads to al-
most equal play) 6 ... e6 7 h3
2xf3 8 Wxf3 Qd7 9 0-0 De7
10 2e2 ¢5 with equal chances

(de Firmian-Dzindzhihashvili, USA
1984).
2) 5 Re2 KXg4 6 0-0 de 7 A xed
Lxf3 8 [Qxf3 twxd4 9 we2
9d7 10 Odl ®eS, and it is not
easy for White to prove compensa-
tion for the pawn (Treybal-PFibyl,
Stary Smokovec 1976).

After 5 h3 Black has the following
replies to choose from:
1) 5... Dh6 6 KXf4 (if 6 Kd3 f6
7 0-0 0-0 8 Oel 2f7 Black has
good counterplay in the centre; in-
teresting is 6 e5 f6 7 f4 0-0
8 ¥™d2 2f7 9 0-0-0, M. Tseitlin—
Bukhman, Leningrad 1973, or also
6 gal?, Varnusz) 6 ... de (6 ... f6
7 ed cd 8 2b5 Qa6 9 cdl is in
White's favour, Keres—-Karner, Tal-
linn 1973) 7 9 xed 0-0 8 td2 Df5
9 ¢3 2d7 10 0-0-0, and White has a
small advantage (Suetin's recom-
mendation).
2) 5 .. Qf6 6 KXd3 (after 6 €S
Qed 7 D xed4 de 8 Dg5 5 Black
obtains active counterplay in the
centre, Spassky-Tseshkovsky, USSR
1974) 6 ... de 7 D xed 2 xed
8 R xe4 0-0 90-0 2d7 10 c3 (in a
game Chandler-Christiansen, 1986
Olympiad, the chances were even af-
ter 10 Rg51? h6 11 Ke3 c51? 12 dc
%™c7 13 te2 Ob8 14 b5 £)f6)
10 ... ¢S5 11 Kg5 (worth considering
is 11 R&c2 cd 12 Dxda e5?l
13 4b5 with better chances for
White, Bronstein-Tseshkovsky, 41st
USSR Championship, 1973) 11 ...
h6l 12 Rf4 cd 13 cd 2f6 14 K2



fe6 15 wd2 &dS, and Black has
solved his defence problems success-
fully (Kudrin-Dzindzhihashvili, USA
1984).

3) 5..de 6 Dxe4 Qbd7 (after
6 .. 6 7 Dxfe+ ef — 7 ...
Lxf6 8 Kh6l — 8 K4 We7+
9 Rellor 6... KFS 7 Ac51? Dd7
8 QA xd7 ¥xd7 9 2Qe5l, Urzica-
Honfi, Bucharest 1975, White retains
the initiative) 7 Rc4 2Dgf6
8 A xf6+ xf6 90000 10 Oel
c51 11 dc wxdl 12 O xdl1 Qd7,
and Black has good chances of equa-
lising (Konstantinopolsky).

Variation 3 9d2

ledc6 2dads 3 d2

This development of the knight
has not been used until recently, and
it is linked with the fast spread of the
system 3 2c3 g6. Often the game
now transposes into the main varia-
tions after 3 ... de 4 2 xed. We
shall deal only with variations linked
with the fianchetto of Black’s dark-
squared bishop.

There can now follow:
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1) 4 Dgf3 Ke7 5 3 Dh6 (after
5 ... 9d7 6 Rd3 de 7 Dxed
ngG 8 A xfe+ DA xf6 9 0-0 0-0
10 Oel White has a sound space ad-
vantage, Savon-Tseshkovsky, Vil-
nius 1975) 6 &d3 0-0 7 0-0 9d7
8 e5 DOed8l? 9 h3 f6 10 ef ef

. 11 b3 9)f8 12 K4 aS! with equal

play for Black (Prasad-—Skembris,
1986 Olympiad).

2) 4 c3 9f61? (in a game Geller-
Botvinnik, USSR 1967, White had the
freer play after 4 ... Qg7 5 &d3
de 6 D xed RF5 7 D5 b6 8 Ab3
K xd3 9 ¢xd3 Af6 10 2f3 0-0
11 0-0 9c7 12 Oel OcB 13 Qe5)
5 e5 9h5 6 g3 (also possible is
6 9df3 Qg7 7 h3 ¥be 8 De2)
6 ... 9g7 7 ha h5 8 Kke2 Kf5
9 9gf3 e6 10 g5 ¢5 with double-
edged play (Georgadze-Gurgenidze,
USSR 1986).
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Part |11

1edc6 2dads

This section comprises all varia-
tions which have not been analysed
so far and which start with the
moves 1 e4 c6 2 d4 dS. The Panov
Attack 3 ed cd 4 c4 enjoys a posi-
tion of eminence among them. Also
surveyed are the exchange variation
3 ed cd followed by c3 and the
closed system 3 e5. We shall deal
first with the rather rare variations
arising after 3 f3.

Chapter 1

ledc6 2dads 3f3and 3 eded
4 2d3

System 3 f3
(1e4 c6 2 d4ds)
3 f2-f3

A somewhat artificial fortification
of the pawn position in the centre.
The pawn prevents the king's knight
from going to f3. Due to the weak-
ening of White’s K-side Black, in
some cases, obtains counterplay.

(see diagram)

3 e7-eb6
Other possibilities are:
1) 3..de 4fee5 5 Df3 Re6l
(after 5 ... Rgd 6 Kc4 Dd7 73
or 5...ed 6 Rc4 White achieves a
dangerous initiative) 6 c3 (6 9)c3
Kb4) 6 ... A6 7 Kd3 Dbd7

8 te2 Qd6 9 Dbd2 We7 with
equal chances (Kasparian-Holmov,
Thilisi 1949).

2) 3...86 4 9c3 Rg7 5 Ke3 Wbb
(a -game Barczay-Vadasz, Hungary
1980, continued 5 ... de 6 fe 2f6
7 9f3 R4 8 Kg5 h6 9 Kh4
b6 10 ®d2l wxb2 11 Obl
®a3 12 Rc4l? with advantage to
White) 6 DObl (6 d2 e xb2
7 Obl a3 leads to double-edged
play) 6 ... de 7 fe e51? 8 2f3. Af-
ter 8 ...ed 9 9 xd4 tc7 10 Kc4
2)f6 11 0-0 0-0 Black was able to
achieve approximate equality.

3) 3...2f6 4 A3 de 5 fe e5
6 9f3 ed 7 D xd4 R4 8 Wd3
(Ozsvath-Popov, Bulgaria 1971). Af-
ter 8 ... 2bd7 the game is more or
less level.

{see diagram)

4 9bl-a3
The following moves are also pos-
sible:
1) 4 Qe3 2f6 (also good is 4 ... de
5 9)d2 ef 6 Agxf3 Dfe 7 Dca
Ke7! with a small advantage to
Black, Kasparov; or 4 Wbe
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5 9d2 ¢S5, and Black has good play,
Gereben) 5 2c3 Mb6 6 Dbl c5
7eded 8 Qb5+ 26 9 Dge2, and
Black has equal play.

2) 4 9d2de 5 D xed 26 6 KWg5
Qbd7 7 td2 Qe7 8 A xf6+
K xf6 9 = xf6 4 xf6, and the fight
is even (limenez-Barcza, Havana
1963).

4 .. g8-f6
4 ... *ba 5 &d3 de deserves con-
sideration, and Black has no difficult-
ies (Kasparov).
5 &cl-g5
5 e5 2fd7 6f4 c5 leads to a posi-
tion known from the French De-
fence.
5 - h7-hel
More accurate than 5 ... ®b6. A
game Lutikov-Gavrilov (USSR 1972)
continued 6 a3 c5 7 Ke3 Kd7 8e5
g8 9 ge2 f6 10 f4 with a white
advantage in the centre.

6 mg5-h4 ™d8-bé
7 a2-a3 c6-c5
A game  Smyslov-Botvinnik

(match 1958) continued 8 %ge2
A6 9 dc K xcS 10 Dad ™as +
11 Dec3 Ke? 12 Kxf6 K x(6
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13 ed 9d4! with good counterplay
for Black.

Exchange system

(1 e4c6 2d4dS 3 edcd)
4 f1-d3

The pawn structure is similar to
that of the Queen’s Gambit (1 d4 d5
2 c4 ¢6 3 cd ed) with opposite co-
lours and a plus tempo for White. It
is a known fact that early relieving of
the central tension facilitates Black's
struggle for equality. Here, however,
White has an important extra tempo
which allows him to move his light-
squared bishop to an active position.
The result is a securc white position
and, under certain circumstances
even some initiative.

Let us bricfly look at White’s other
continuations {excluding 4 Sd3 and
the Panov Attack 4 c4):

1) 4 c3 KfS (also after 4 ... 2c6
5 &f4 Q5 6 2f3 e6 7 b3 thes
8 9bd2 ¢f6 9 Ke2 e7 10 0-0
9ed Black has no worries whatso-
ever, Larsen-Spassky, San Juan
1969) 5 2f3 Af6 6 KbS+ Dbd7
7 9h4 Qp6 8 Kf4c6 9 Dd2 Dh5
10 2xg6 hg with equal chances
(Fischer—Hort, Vinkovci 1968).
2) 4 9)f3 L2gd 5 Rd3 D6 6c3 €6
7 %b3 tyd7 8 D bd2 with equality.
3) 4 D3 afs 5 Df3 Ac6 6 bS5
€6 7 DcS Mc7 8 g4 Rkeb 9 hd f6
10 9 xg6 hg with roughly equal
chances.

4 .. £)b8-c6

5 2-c3
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The starting position of this sys-
tem. Now the main variations are:
5...2f6()and 5 ... g6 ().

Other possibilities are:

1) 5 ... e5 (Holmov's move) 6 de
S xeS 7 te2 the7 8 Kb5+ L c6.
A typical pawn position has now
emerged which, with the isolated
black central pawn on d5, is charac-
teristic of the Tarrasch System of the
French Defence. White has a small
positional edge.

2) S...™c7 6e2e6 7 Kf4 Rd6
8 Rxd6 tyxd6 9 9)d2 eS (a game
Mieses-Carls, Baden-Baden 1925,
went 9 ... 2f6 10 2f3 0-0 11 0-0
e5 12 de QA xe5 13 9 xe5 W xes
14 Oel with a slight white pressure)
10 de Qxe5 11 KXbS5+ Kd7
12 @xd7+ ®xd7 13 0-0, and
White's chances are somewhat better
(Botvinnik).

|
5. g8-f6
6 Rcl-f4
In addition White has the choice
between the following continua-
tions:

1) 6 h3 e5 (after 6 ... g6 7 =f4
White has a small advantage, his op-
ponent’s dark-squared bishop not be-
ing as active as his own) 7 de
S)xe5 8 4f3 (unpromising is
8 the2 ™e7 9 QbS5+ RKd7 and
Black just gains time for develop-
ment) 8 ... &d6 (also possible is
8 ... Dc6 9 0-0 Ke7 10 Ke3 0-0
with equality) 9 0-0 0-0 10 9 xe5
Qxe5 11 9d2 Kc7 12 23 Ded
with good piece play for Black).
2) 6 Rg5 Kg4 (6 Dedl?
7 X xed de 8d5 De5 9 a4+ bS|
10 %xe4 f6 is interesting, with
double-edged play; if 10 & xb5+,
there follows 10 ... &d7 11 te2
2d3+1) 7 b3 Md7 (in a game Ra-
gozin-Petrosian, USSR 1949, White
had a slight advantage after 7 ...
Wb 8 9d2 e6 9 Dgf3 Kd6
100-0h6 11 tyxb6 ab 12 Ke3 0-0
13 Ofel) 8 De2 e6 9 Dg3 DhS
10 f3 D xg3 11 hg KFS 12 K xfS5
ef, and Black has no worries (van der
Bosch-Capablanca, Budapest 1929).
3) 6 9f3 Qg4 7 0-0 e6 8 b3
c7 9 Dbd2 Rd6 10 Hel 0-0
with slightly better chances for Black
(Botvinnik). It should also be men-
tioned that Black has comfortable
play after 6 9e2 e5| or 6 f421 g6
7 23 Q5.
6 ... Kc8-g4

Another common continuation at
this point is 6 ... g6 7 9f3 (after
7h3 Qg7 8 2f3 *FS 9 0-0 KX xd3
10 &xd3 0-0 11 9bd2 b6 Black
equalises easily) 7 ... Rg7 8 9bd2



Qhs (or 8 ... &fs ‘9 QxS gf
10 ®b3 with a slight positional ad-
vantage to White) 9 Re3 0-0 (after
both 9 ... f5 10 9b3 f4 11 Kd2
0-0 12 0-0 =g4 13 Ke2 ™d6
14 9cl 49fe 15 4d3, Hen-
nings-A. Zaitsev, Debrecen 1970,
and 9 ... %c7 10 0-0 0-0 11 Bel
f5 12 Qb3 f4 13 Kd2, Bronstein—
Dominguez, Las Palmas 1972,
White's chances are slightly prefer-
able) 10 0-0 f5 11 9b3 w™dé
12 Oel f4 13 Rd2 Rgd4 14 Qe2
Oaes.

At this Fischer-Czerniak

point
(Natanya 1968) continued 15 2cl
Q& xf3 16 & xf3 e5 with good play

for Black. He should not have
answered 17 &b3 with 17 ... ed?
18 21d31 Od8 19 c4 dc 20 ¢ xcd+
®h8 21 Oe6, which gave White an
advantage, but with 17 ... edl in-
stead, e. g. 18 Rxed? D xesd
19 Oxe4a DaS 20 a4 de
21 % xa5 e3l with a dangerous at-
tack. The following is a typical varia-
tion mentioned by Boleslavsky:
22 fe fe 23 R xe3 te6 24 RKf2
2)f4 25 tybs ted 26 tfl hc2.
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Therefore, instead of 18 & xe4, the
continuation 18 QO xe4 Qas
19 Oxe8l 9xb3 20 Oxfs+
2 xf8 21 ab is better with good
compensation for the queen.
15 QeS instead of 15 4cl can be
considered, offording White a slight
advantage.
7 tdl-b3

Other possibilities are:
1) 7 9f3 b6 8 b3 R xf3 9 gf
e6 10 49d2 4d7 (Milner-Barry-
Flohr, Hastings 1934/35).
2) 7 Qe2 td7 8 b3 Rh5 9 0-0
Kg6.
3) 7 f3 Rh5 8 Qe2 e6 9 Ad2
Kdsé.

In all cases Black has equal play.

44

7%

7 ¥b3 can be followed by:

1) 7... Qa5 8 Mad+ Kd7 9 2
a6 (a game Fischer—Petrosian, FIDE
select team-USSR 1970, went 9 ...
e6 10 2f3 b6 11 a4l QcB
12 2bd2 Qc6 13 bl with a per-
sistent white initiative) 10 2f3 b5
11 9bd2 g6 12 0-0 Kg7 13 Ofel
0-0 14 b4, and White maintains a
slight but lasting pressure.

2) 7... %8 8 2d2 e6 9 gf3
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Ke7 10 De5 (also good is 10 0-0
0-0 11 %e5, Browne-Larsen, San
Antonio  1972) 10 ) xe5
11 & xeS5 (after 11 de 9d7 12 0-0
95 13 *b5+ D8 Black has cqual-
ised, Hiibner-Smyslov, Hastings
1968/69) 11 0-0 0-0 12 thc2 KfS
13 @ xf5 ef 14 t4b3 tc6 15 adl
with a slight advantage to White
(Botvinnik).

3) 7. d7 8 9)d2 e6 9 Dgf3
(Tringov—-Pomar, Biisum 1968). After
9 ... a6l 10 0-0 &h5 11 Se5 White
has only a marginal advantage.

(1 edc6 2d4dS5 3 ed cd 4 Rd3
206 5 c3)
5 .. g7-g6

in this continuation frequently
played by Bronstein Black seeks to
build a secure fortification on the K-
side and, if the occasion arises, to de-
velop his queen’s bishop to g4, and
to exchange it for the white knight.
Here too Black finds it difficult to
equalise.

6 Dgl-f3 Kc8-g4

Another possibility is 6 ... g7
7 h3 (in a game Mecking-Ciocaltea,
vriac 1971, White had a small ad-
vantage after 7 Rf4 9h6 8 2 bd2
0-0 9 0-0 f6 10 c4; 8 t4d2 is also
good; in a game Kremenetsky -Rasu-
vaycv, Moscow 1971, Black achieved
exccllent play after 8 0-0 K&f5
9 Oel 0-0 10 1?2 — better is
10 Q¢5 — 10 ... f6 11 bd2 f7
12 g3 e5) 7 ... Dh6 8 Kkfa 0-0

9 ¢4d2 £)f5 100-0 f6 11 Hel Bes
12 c4 Dcxdd 13 Dxdd D xd4
14 cd with a slight advantage to
White (M. Tseitlin-Savon, 37th USSR
Championship, 1970).
The move 6 ... Rf51? awaits test-
ing.
7 ¢4d1-b3
A game Masionshik~Bronstein
(USSR 1969) continued 7 h3 & xf3
8 txf3 g7 9 0-0 e6 10 Dd2
2f6 11 e2 td6 12 2f3 2d7
13 Oel a6 14 g5 0-0 15 thvd2
Ofes 16 Qf4 tye7 17 Oe2 bs
18 a3 a5 19 Dael Dcd4 20 tucl
DOac8 21 Kh6 with a slight initiative
to White.
7 .. Rga xf3
8 ™b3xb7 ™d8-c8
9 b7xc8+ Dadxc8
A game Rossolimo-Bronstein
(Monte Carlo 1969) continued 10 gf
4 xd4 11 Xe3, and here Black
should have played 11 ... 9 xf3+
12 ®e2 Des, where his chances
would have been only slightly worse.
The game, however, went 11 ...
$c6 12 KbS5 €5 13 K xa7, and
White had a solid advantage in the
end-game.

Chapter 2

ledco 2d4dS 3edcd 4 c4 and
2c4

This chapter contains the Panov
Attack including the variations with
2 ca



Panov Attack Y

(led c6 2d4dS 3 ed cd)
4 c2-c4

This system which is similar to a
number of variations of the Queen’s
Gambit has been an integral part of
openings theory for some time. Fre-
quently positions arise from the im-
proved Tarrasch Defence, e. g. 1 d4
d5 2c4e6 3 D3 A6 4 DF3 ¢S5
5cd Dxd5 6 e3 Dc6 7 Kd3 cd
8 ed, etc.

But there are quite a number of in-
dependent ideas and variations for
both sides. One is, e. g. the plan of
an early advance c4-c5 which
creates the prerequisites for a white
attack on the Q-side. In a number of
lines Black develops the knight to c6
(before the exchange on c4) to press
quickly against d4.

4 .. 2g8-f6

Other moves have no independent
significance, e. g. 4 ... e6 5 93
2f6; 4 ... D6 5 cd (after 5 D3
e5 6 cd 2ba 7 Re3 Kf5 Black has
free play, Korn) 5 ... ¥ xd5 6 9f3,
and there emerges a position of the
Sicilian Defence (1 e4 ¢5 2 c3 dS
3 ed ®xd5 4 d4 cd 5 cd, etc.);

.dc 5 @xc4 Df6 6 Dc3 eb

7 Qf3 leads to a variation of the

Queen’s Gambit; after 4 ... e5?!

5dedd 6 Df3 Dc6 7 Kd3 Black’s
position looks bad.
5 9bl-c3

. 8)f6 5 Dc3e6 95

iaawea ¥

At this point Black has a number
of variations to choose from: 5 ... e6
), 5...9c6(ll)and 5 ... g6 (Il

5 ... e7-e6
6 Dgl-f3

The most natural and, without any
doubt, most frequently played
move. 6 c51? RKe7 7 Df3 awaits
further tests.

6 Kg5 can be followed by 6 ...
4)c6 7 ¢512? (White does not achieve
anything with 7 c¢d ed 8 =xf6
®xf6 9 QA xd5 ™d8 or 8 KXb5
Ke7 9 9Dge2 0-0 10 0-0, Pad-
evsky—Filip, Harrachov 1966) 7 ...
Ke7 8 KbS 0-0 9 Kxcb (in a
game  Keres-Alekhine, Holland
1938, the game was equal after
9 Qf3 Qeca4 10 K xe7 thxe?
11 c2 Qg5 12 Dxgs Mxgs
13 &xc6 bc 14 0-0 €5 9 ... bc
10 9f3 Qed 11 K xe? Mxe?
12 0-0 9 x¢3, and Black has no diffi-
culties.

{sce diagram:

6 ... Xfg-c7
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In addition the following varia-
tions can arise:
1) 6... Rb4 7 cd 9 xdS (after 7 ...
ed 8 %ad+ 9c6 9 RKb50-0 100-0
a5 11 Rd2 ¢xad 12 Qxad4
K5 the game is roughly even, Pere-
sypkin-Bagirov, USSR 1977) 8 =d2

(other variations include: 8 ®c2
26 — or also 8 ... Re7 9 a3
49d7, Suba-Smagin, Moscow
1986 — 9 Kd3 2f6 — or 9 ...

Se7 10 a3 &Xf6 — 10 0-0 h6
11 Od1 0-0 12 a3 &d6 13 Des
A xed 14 [ xed @&d7 15 d5,
Sveshnikov-Tal, USSR 1984; 8 ¥b3
9c6 9 &d3 00 10 0-0 D Xc3
11 bc RKe7 12 Oel, Mini¢-Spirido-
nov, Opatija 1984; in both cases
White’s position is slightly better)
8 ..00 9 &d3 b6 (9 ... Dcb
10 0-0 9fe 11 KXg5 is also
played, Banas-Navarovszky, Tren-
Cianske Teplice 1974, as well as 9 ...
Re7 10 9 xd5 W xd5 11 2, Iv-
kov-G. Garcia, Las Palmas 1979; in
both cases White has the better
play) 10 & xdS & xd2+ 11 9 xd2
ed 12 00 Ra6 13 Df3 (after
13 Qxa6 A xa6 14 a4 Nc7

15 23 Oes 16 Ofcl Dea the
game is even, Jansa-Spiridonov,
Athens 1969) 13 2 xd3
14 yxd3 2c6 15 Dacl, and White
has a small advantage.
2) 6... 2c6 7 c5 (this move is parti-
cularly good here) 7 ... Qed (after
7 ... Re7 8 Kb5 Kd7 9 0-0 0-0
10 a3 or 10 DBel White has a slight
yet lasting advantage) 8 QbS5 ®WaS5
(a game Holmov-Mili¢, Belgrade
1967, went 8 ... &d7 9 0-0 Re7
10 Oel 9 xc3 11 bc 0-0 12 Kf4,
and White’s chances are slightly bet-
ter) 9 b3 ®c7 10 0-0 RKe7
11 Del, and White’s prospects are
brighter (Botvinnik).
7 c4-¢5

This move is typical in the Panov
Attack.

Other possibilities include:
1) 7 cd ed (after 7 ... 9 xd5 there
arises a position of the improved Tar-
rasch Defence of the Queen’s Gam-
bit) 8 Kb5+ (a game Balashov-
Larsen, Buenos Aires 1980, pro-
ceeded 8 Rd3 9c6 9h30-0 100-0
2e6 11 Ke3; with the possible con-
tinuation 11 ... Bc8 12 ®e2 S)b4
13 [bl Dedl 14 O Dxca3
15 Oxc3 Oxc3 16 bc Q6
17 &d3 ™c8l Black obtains excel-
lent play; 12 Ocl needs testing)
8 ... &d7 (White also benefits from
8 ... 2c6 9 DeS Kd7 10 0-0 0-0
11 Oel Oc8 12 Kf4l with persist-
ent piece pressure in the centre)
9 & xd7+ (9 Yb3I? deserves atten-
tion) 9 ... 9bxd7 10 0-0 0-0



11 ¢b3 9b6 12 R4, and White
has a clear and long-term, though li-
mited positional advantage (Ale-
khine-Eliskases, Buenos Aires 1939).
2) 7 Kg5 0-0 (the most flexible re-
ply; after 7 ... Dc6 8 Oc10-0 9¢5
Qed 10 [ xe7 txe7 11 Ke2
Axc3 12 Oxc3 e5 13 D xes
&) xe5 14 De3 White retains a mini-
mal advantage) 8 c5 (with 8 Ocl
Sed! and also after 8 R&d3 dc
9 @& xc4 2c6 or 9 ... a6 Black ob-
tains equal chances) 8 ... b6 9 b4
a5 10 a3 Ded 11 QL xe7 Wxe7
12 9 xe4 (in Kan-Makogonov, 11th
USSR Championship, 1939, Black has
excellent play after 12 Qa4? ab
13 ab bc 14 bc a7 15 Kd3
%aS+ 16 9d2 Kd7) 12 ... de
13 Qe5 9d7!, and Black neutralises
White’s attempts to retain the initia-
tive (Botvinnik).
3) 7a3 00 8c52ed 9 te2 f5
10 Re2 D6 11 [bS  Kf6
12 R xc6 bc 13 0-0 g5I with sharp
black counterplay on the K-side
(Keres—-Konstantinopolsky, 16th
USSR Championship, 1948).

7 ... 0-0

8 &f1-d3 ..

8b4 Ded 9 tc2 2c6 10a3e5is

risky for White and by opening the
game very effectively in the centre
Black obtains good counter-chances.
The advance e6-e5 is a typical
strategic motif for positions of the
type presented here.

8 .. b7-b6

9 b2-b4 a7-a5

4..9f6 59c3e6 97

Somewhat premature is 9 ... bc
10 bc 9¢6 11 0-0 Kd7 12 h3 Ded
13 Qfa Rf6 14 KbS 7 (Fischer-
Ivkov, Buenos Aires 1960). By play-
ing 15 R Xxc6 R xc6 16 ¥d3 White

was able to obtain the better
chances.
10 9c3-a4

The critical position. Now Black
can choose between 10 ... 2bd7 (A}
and 10 ... 2)fd7 (B).

A

10 ... £)bs-d7
11 a2-a3
Another quite customary continu-
ation is 11 Sf4 with the following

variations:




98 Panov Attack 3 edcd 4 c4

1) 11 ... ab1? 12 &6 2c5 13 dc bc
14 0-0 (14 c7 tve8l) 14 ... Ba5
15 Qb2 Ka6 with sharp and unclear
play.

2) 11 ... 9hS5 12 &d2 (or 12 g3
fs 13 De5 Dxg3 14 Dc6 ted
15 D xe7+ thxe7 16 hg ab 17 c6
Afe 18 A xbe Ba3, and Black has
good counterplay) 12 ... ab 13 c6
with double-edged play (Simagin-

A. Zaitsev, correspondence game
1966).

11 ... asxb4

12 a3xb4 b6 X c5

13 b4 xc5 e6-e5l

14 2f3xe5

Or 14 de (14 c6 e4 15 cd R xd7
gives Black good chances) 14 ...
Axc5 15 ef Axd3+ 16 wxd3
xf6 17 9Dd4 %e8+ 18 Ke3
I x a4, and Black has excellent play.

14 .. Ke7xc5l
15 0-0 :

Black achieves excellent play after
15 2 xd7 *ba+ 16 Kd2 & xd2+
17 %y xd2 R xd7.

15 ... 2d7xe5
16 d4xe5

Bad is 16 dc? 9 xd3 17 #xd3
Kab.

16 ... 2f6-ed

Also possible is 16 g
17 Qfa @xf2+ 18 Dxf2 Axf2
19 Oxf2 ¢wha+ 20 RXg3 twda+
21 df1 Dh8 with ample counter-

play.

17 *d3xe4 d5xed
18 tvd1xds Dfexds
19 &cl-g5 DOds-ds

After 20 9 xc5 (20 Ofc1? Rd4)
20 ... Oxal 21 Oxal Oxc5 the
chances are completely equal (Boles-
lavsky).

B

(Ledc6 2dadS 3edcd 4 c4 2f6
5 93 e6 6 Df3 Ke7 7 ¢S5 0-0
8 2d3 b6 9b4 a5 10 Da4)
10 ... 2f6-d7

This manoeuvre in conjunction
with the ensuing counterplay against
White's central bastions and on the
Q-side promises Black sufficient
chances.

'y
W% Y

11 b4-b5
In addition White has the follow-
ing possibilities:
1) 11 ha f5 (if 11 ... h6 12 Bh3e5
13 R xh6 Kf6 14 Re3 e4 15 g5
g6 16 &b5, or 11 ... ab 12 9 xbé
Axb6 13 [Xxh7+1  White's
chances are clearly better) 12 2g5
%es 13 Dfl ab 14 QA xe6 L xc5
15 faxc5 bc 16 QxfB c4
17 Qxh7 cd 18 Dg5 Ka6 19 Dgl
2)c6 with equality (Karlsson-Mah-
lin, correspondence game 1970).
2) 11 ™c2 Qc6 12 b5 Qb4



13 @xh7+ Dh8 14 bl bc 15 dc
with approximately equal play (Nei-
stadt-Chernyshev, USSR 1959).
11 .. b6 X c5
12 daxc5 e6-e5
But not 12 ... 9 Xc5? 13 X5

xc5 14 RQ[xh7+ dDxh7
15 9g5+1, and White wins.

13 ¢5-c6 e5-ed

14 c6xd7 Qb8 xd7

15 0-0 edxf3

16 Wd1xf3 4d7-e5

17 ¥f3-g3  Qe5xd3

18 #g3xd3 d5-d4

The chances are approximately
equal (Sokolsky-Simagin, correspon-
dence game 1966).

(ledc6 2d4dS 3 edcd 4cd 26
5 9c3)
5 m £)b8-c6

This move underlines Black's eag-
erness to launch a quick attack
against the opponent’s fortifications
in the centre. But it is a committing
line for Black to take. As a rule, it
provokes lively piece play at an early
stage of the game which leaves Black
in a position in which he has to over-
come some difficulties.

It should be noted that White ob-
tains a dangerous initiative by play-
ing 5 ... Re6?l 6 Dge2l dc 7 Nf4
K8 8 *xcd e6 9 d5 e5 10 0-01
(Hebden-Martin,  Great  Britain
1985).

The main continuations for White
are 6 &g5 (A) and 6 2f3 (B).
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6 Kcl-g5
Here Black has two options to

launch counterplay: 6 ... ¥b6 (a)
and 6 ... %as (b).

But let us first analyse the follow-
ing moves:
1) 6...e6 7 c5 Re7 8 KbS 0-0
9 Qxc6 (after 9 Df3 ed
10 @xe7 D xe7t 11 DOcl bé6
12 9xed4 de 13 2eS5 Black has
good play, e. g. 13 ... bc 14 O xc5
®a5+ 15 ™d2 % xa2, and it will
not be easy for White to find comp-
ensation for the sacrificed pawn, Bo-
leslavsky) 9 ... bc 10 23 Qed
11 [xe7 #xel 12 0-0 Dxc3
13 bc with a small but tangible posi-
tional advantage for White.

2) 6 ... Reb6l?, and now:

2a) 7 %d2 g6 8 g3 Da5 9 Kxf6
ef 10 S hS 11 RKg2 Kh6 12 tc2
0-0 13 9ge2 Oe8 14 0-0 Kf5 with
a minimal advantage to White
(Sveshnikov—M. Tseitlin, Sochi 1985).
2b) 7 g3 %™asi? 8 kg2 Dedr?
9 & xe4 de 10 d5 0-0-0 11 &d2
b4 12 D xed K5 13 Wbl b6
14 Qe2 e6 15 Ke3 Ma6bl, and Black
has equalised (Tal-Hodgson, Sochi
1986).

2c) 7 Kxf6 gfl (after 7 ... ef 8¢5
KRe7 9 Kb5 0-0 10 Dge2 Hc7
11 0-0 f5 12 tc2 Kf6 13 K Xcb
bc 14 b4l, Botvinnik-Flohr, USSR
1965, or 8 ... g6 9 23 Kg7 10 h3
0-0 11 RbS5, I. Zaitsev-Shamkovich,
USSR 1967, White exerts a persistent
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pressure) 8 ¥4d2?! (8 c51, 8cd) 8 ...
™aSl 9 ¢5 0-0-00 10 Qb5 Dgs
11 f4 Qh6l 12 f2 9b4, and Black
has the advantage (Miles—Yusupov,
Tunis 1985).

2d) 7 9ge2 dc 8 2fs 4 xda
9 Qxe6 D xe6 10 KX xcd with
double-edged play (Velimirovié-
Ciri¢, Yugoslavia 1966).

3) 6...dc 7dS Qa5 (if 7... DeS
8 ¥d4 9d3+ 9 Rxd3 cd 10 Df3I
White has a perceptible advantage in
development and space, Botvinnik-
Flohr, match 1933) 8 b4l cb 9 ab b6
(or 9 ... b6 10 K[b5+ Kd7
11 @xf6 ef 12 *xd7+ dxd7
13 tvga+ Dd8 14 Dge2 with a
strong white attack) 10 b4 Qb7
11 Qb5+ Kd7 12 23, and White
has active play for the sacrificed
pawn (Boleslavsky).

4 6 ... Rga?2l 7 RKe2l Kxe2
8 9gxe2 dc 9 d5 De5 10 0-0 h6
(White gets a clear advantage after
0..g6 11d6ed 12 & xf6 t xf6
13 9dS ™ds 14 ™ad+ or 10 ...
e6 11 Qxf6 gf 12 a4+ thd7
13 9b5 Oc8 14 de fe 15 Dadl)
11 Kf4 g6 12 tMad+ ™d7
13 ¥xc4 Oc8 14 b3 e5 15 del,
and Black is in serious trouble (Tal-
Bronstein, 38th USSR Championship,
1971).

a

6 ... %ds-bel?
In this variation tactical man-
oeuvres and double-edged situations
abound.

7 c4xd5 Ac6xda
Not 7 ... #9xb2? 8 Ocl b4
9 Qa4 ™xa2 10 Kc4 g4

11 9f3, and Black had to resign
(Botvinnik-Spielmann, Moscow
1935).

,,,A/

At this point the game branches
off into 8 9f3 (1), 8 Ke3 (2) and
8 Sge2 (3).

1
8 9gl-f3
A new move which was intro-
duced into practice not long ago. It
looks as if it confronts Black with

some tough tasks. If 8 DOcl eSI
Black has free play.
8 ... Ad4xf3+
9 #d1xf3
Dangerous is now 9 ... t4xb2
10 Oc1 =g4 11 g3 DOcs
12 Qb5+ Kd7 13 0-0 e6

14 @ xd7+ ®xd7 15 Ofdl, and
White has a strong attack (Hecht-
Lange, FRG 1964). Hort recom-
mends 9 ... &d7, and Black con-
tents himself with the slightly worse
game.
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(Led c6 2d4d5 3 edcd 4ca f6
5 23 9c6 6 Kg5 Wb6I1? 7 cd
4 x da)

8 [Xg5-€3  e7-e€5
9 d5xe6 Xf8-c5
10 e6xf7+  DeB-e7

Weaker is 10 ... D xf7 because
11 Rca+ and 12 Dge2, and the po-
sition of the black king in the centre
will cause great difficulties for Black.

11 Qfl-c4 ..

Playing 11 9ge2 #wxb2 12 Ocl
Od8 13 O xd4 Qxd4 14 twe2
(14 @xd4 Oxda)) 14 ... yxe2+
15 = xe2 does not promise any ad-
vantage, and the chances are equal
(Mukhitdinov-Makogonov, USSR
1962).

1 ... Ohe-ds
Other alternatives are:
1) 11 ... 4 xb2?2I 12 Dge2 D2+

13 xc2 $xal+ 14 RKcl bs
15 Qb3 &Xb7 16 0-0 Dhcd
17 K41, gives White the advantage
(Dely-Sallay, Hungary 1964).

2) 11 ... Rgd?2l 12 Mcll (after
12 tyxgd? D2+ 13 Dfl D xga
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14 4Qds+ Ofs8 15 A xbé
Qgxe3+ 16 fe Kxb6 17 Dcl
Sxe3+ 18 De2 Oc8 19 b3

4) X c4l the advantage is on Black's
side) 12 ... &f5 13 @ xd4 K xd4
14 %d2 Ohc8 15 Kb3 Kb
16 2f3. White's chances are.clearly
better (Schardtner-Sallay, Hungary
1969).
12 Dgl-f3  KXcB-ga

Here too 12 ... % xb2 is risky ow-
ing to 13 0-0! W xc3 14 Ocl ¢b2
15 Bel fs 16 QA xd4 KXxd4
(16 ... Bxd4? 17 ™hSI is bad)
17 ®d3 b6 18 Ocdl K5 19 wxf5
2 xe3 20 fe Bd2 21 ®f3 Dads
22 Rb3, and Black has great diffi-
culties (Botvinnik).

13 Re3xds DOdexda
14 tdl-e2+ De7-f8
15 Rc4-b3  a7-a5
16 0-0 a5-a4
17 Xb3-dl1I

White’s position is clearly prefer-
able. But 17 Rc4? K xf3 18 gf
Bha is wrong, for it gives Black a
strong attack (Rothgen-Gelenczei,
correspondence game 1967).

3

(led4c6 2d4dS 3 edcd 4 ca4 2)f6
5 9c3 D6 6 KXg5 Mb6 7 cd
4) xd4)
8 9gl-e2 42da-fsl

8 ... Axc2 9 [/xe2 Yyxb2
10 9b5 Qe4 11 Bbl twxa2
12 QA7+ &dd8 13 De6+ fe
14 de+ M7 15 Bel+ dbs
16 t4d81 would not be good for Black.
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9 tvdl-d2 h7-h6
10 Rg5xf6
Worth noting is 10 Kf4 g5

11 Qe5 Dgd4 12 Kd4!: it promises
White a small advantage.

10 ... e7xf6

11 De2-g3 Kfs-d6
12 &f1-bS+ De8-f8
13 Dg3-e4 xd6-€5

A game Polugayevsky-Bagirov
(36th USSR Championship, 1969)
then continued 14 0-0 g6 15 a4 a6,
and the opponents agreed on a
draw.

b

(1 e4c6 2dads 3edcd 4c4 Df6
5 9c3 9Dcb 6 KXg5)
6 ... ®ds-as
7 Kg5xf6

The following continuations have
also been tested:
1) 7 %d2 Re6l? (a game Keres—
Czerniak, 1939 Olympiad, continued
7 ..dc 8 @xc4e5 9 d5 Dd4
10 f4l with a strong white initiative;
White has also a slight advantage
after 7 ...e5 8 Rxf6 gf 9 9 xdS
% xd2+ 10 &xd2 *Kh6+ 11 Dc3
ed+ 12 Mb3 0-0 13 RKd3, Hort; it
would be interesting to test 7 ...
Kf517) 8 2f3 dc 9 K xf6 ef 10 d5
0-0-0 11 & xc4 b4 12 Od1 #c5!
(weaker is 12 ... 9e7 13 Oc1 b8
14 ®f4 with white superiority)
13 b3 De7 14 0-0 &K xc3 15 bc
A xd5 16 2d4 Dhes, and the
struggle is almost equal (Skrobek-
Lechtynsky, Pamporovo 1981).

2) 7 2f3 Qg4 8 K xf6 (in Black's
favour is 8 Re2? dc 9 KX xf6 ef
10 d5 & xf3 11 gf 0-0-0!, Heuer-
Tal, Viliandi 1972) 8 ... ef 9 cd
2b4 10 9b3 @ xf3 11 dc K xc6
12 R c4 R a4, and the better chances
are on Black’s side (Alburt-Ruderfer,

USSR 1970).
7 e e7xf6
8 c4xds 2f8-ba
9 Mdl-d2 Kbaxc3

Worth noting is 9 ... Qe7
10 @bs+ dfs 11 Kca Kgal
12d6 9dS 13 Bcl Oc8 14 R xdS
Oes+ 15 Ofl a6+ with excel-
lent counterplay for Black (Sanz-
Bellon, Las Palmas 1979).

10 b2xc3 ™a5xds
11 Dgl-f3

In a game Ornstein-Shamkovich
(Gausdal 1984) the chances were
equal after 11 9e2 00 12 Df4
td6 13 Qe2 Kf5.

11 ... Kc8-g4
12 Kfl-e2  0-0
13 0-0

White’s chances are preferable
(Boleslavsky).

B

(ledc6 2d4dS5 3edcd 4c4 2f6
5 9c3 2c6)

6 Dgl-f3

A solid development move on

which there is a rich store of theoreti-
cal and practical knowledge. But
practice has shown that it poses less
problems to Black than 6 =g5.

6 ... Kc8-ga



The consistent reply. Black consol-
idates his pressure on d4 and permits
some weakening of his Q-side, com-
mitting himself to uncompromising
counterplay. White obtains better
chances after 6 ... g6 7 g5 Sed
Bcd Dxc3 9 bc xds 10 db3.

7 c4xds

The following variations promise
no advantage for White:

1) Black obtains the advantage after
7 [e3 e6 8 h3 Qxf3 9 Wxf3
b6 10 0-0-0 &b4 11 c5 tas
12 9b5 0-0 13 Dbl Dedl 14 f4
a6 15 2d6 2 xd6 16 ¢ xd6 eSl
17 Wxd5 ed 18 QKf4 xc5
(Larsen-Trifunovi¢, Belgrade 1964).
2) 7 Re2e6 Bc5Ded 9h3 *xF3
10 xf3 Hxc3 11 bc Ke7 with
equal play.

7. 2f6xds

8 ™d1-b3

After 8 &b5 OcB8 9 h3 R xf3
10 % xf3 e6 11 0-0 the game is level
(Krause—Nimzowitsch, correspon-
dence game 1925).

8 ... gaxf3

A game Abramovi¢-Matulovi¢
(Yugoslavia 1984) continued 8 ...
Qb61? 9 Ke3 K xf3 10 gf e6
11 0-0-0 &e7 12 b1 (12 B gl 0-0)
12 ... 0-0 13 d5 ed 14 2 xd5
A xd5 15 #xdS Kf6l with equal
chances.

9 g2xf3 e7-€e6

. Qf6 53 Dc6 103

Black needs to play very precisely
as can be seen from the following
continuations:

1) 9... 2b6 (bad is 9 ... 9 x44?
10 Kb5+1 or 9 2 xc3?
10 wxb7 9 xd4 11 bc D2+
12 de2 Obs 13 6+ d7
14 wxd7+ Oxd7 15 KXh3+ e6
16 Qf4, after which Black’'s pro-
spects look rather gloomy) 10 d5 (a
game Short-Miles, Great Britain
1984, went 10 Re3 e6 11 0-0-0
Re7 12 d5 ed 13 X xb6 abl? —
also possible is 13 % x b6
14 &xb6 ab 15 2 xdS 0-01, Ja-
kobs-Iklicki, London 1986 —
14 9xd5 0-0 15 Ogl Kf6 with
good play for Black) 10 ... 9d4
11 tdl e5 12 de fe 13 Re3 RKc5
14 b4 tf6 15 bc D xf3+ 16 De2
0-0 17 cb ¥xc3 18 RKg2 Mca+
19 vd3. White's advantage is obvi-

ous (Shuravlev-Gutman, USSR
1972).
2) 9 ... 9db4 10 =we3 S xd4

11 Qxd4 ¥xd4 12 QbS5+ Dc6
13 0-0, and here too Black has con-
siderable difficulties.

10 b3xb7 SDc6xd4
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11 Kfl1-b5+ £d4xbs
12 Mb7-c6+ Ded-e7
13 ¥c6xbS =
But not 13 9 xbs5? Obs 14 2d4
®™d7 15 Qe3 Oxb2 16 tc4 f6
17 Bd1 ®f7 18 Qb3 Ke7 19 0-0
B8, and White is doomed to lose
the game (Shuravlev-Stetsko, USSR
1971).
13 ... ds-d7
After 13 ... 9xc3 14 bc #ds
(after 14 ... ¥4d7 15 Bbll the ad-
vantage is on White’s side, Fischer—
Euwe, 1960 Olympiad) 15 DObl
Bds 16 Re3 twxb5 17 B xbs
Black is confronted with a difficult
defence (Cortlever—Karaklaji¢, Wijk
aan Zee 1972).
14 Dc3xd5+ ™d7xds
Weaker is 14 ... ed 15 #b4+
(15 te2 + is also good) 15 ... Qesd
16 #d4, and White has a clear ad-
vantage (Fischer).
15 tb5xd5
16 Kcl-e3
A game Belyavsky-Wells (London
1985) went 16 0-0 De6 17 Del+
&fs 18 Bd11? Ods 19 Qe3 Bd7
20 Dacl with a slight advantage to
White.
16 ... De7-e6
In a game Rogulj-Bellon (Buchar-
est 1979) there followed 17 0-0-0
2b41? (also possible is 17 ...
Oc8+ 18 bl Kc5 19 Dhel
®d6 20 Od3 Ohds 21 Kg5 fel
22 Qfa+ D6 23 Bee+ Dby
24 Bb3+ ®as with equal chances)
18 &bl Bhds 19 Od3 Od7

e6xd5S

20 Oc1 Obs 21 Bce+ Dfs
22 Bae Obb7, and Black has a se-
cure defensive position.

(ledc6 2d4ds 3edcd 4 c4 6
5 9c3)
SREH g7-g6

This continuation is also very pop-
ular. Black’s play has a kind of
‘Griinfeld-Indian’ approach. In a
number of cases this continuation is
linked with a positional pawn sacri-
fice. Usually the game is very com-
plex and strategic.

The main continuation for White is
now considered to be 6 #1b3 (A). In
section B we shall be analysing the
variations with 6 cd.

Let us first look at some more un-
common continuations:

1) 6 Kg5 =mg7 7 D3 (after
7 Qxfe *xf6 8 AxdS Qg7
9 £9)f3 2c6 Black has equal play)
7...%9e4 8cd A xg5 99 xg50-0
10 Rc4 (a game Enevoldsen-Karak-
laji¢, Beverwijk 1967, went 10 tvd2
9d7 11 Kc4 a6 12 a4 thbe
13 2f3 b4 14 Qe2 b6 15 a5
Qc4 16 R xc4 yxcd, and Black's
chances are better) 10 ... e5 11 2f3
ed 12 9 xd4 ¥ha 13 Sce2 KRga
14 Ocl 9d7 with equal chances
(Bessenay—Mari¢, France 1971).

2) 6 9f3 mg7 7 Ke2 0-0 8 0-0
2c6 9 h3 dc 10 & xc4 b6, and the
game is equal (Burger-Benkd, USA
1969).



A ¥
6 %dl-b3 Rfg-g7

It is inadvisable for Black to leave
the centre: 6 ... dc 7 & Xxc4 €6
8 dsed 9 2xdS 2 xdS 10 &xdS
te7+ 11 Re3 Kg7 12 9f3 0-0
13 0-0 9c6 14 DOfel, enabling
White to apply strong pressure in the
centre. Black is therefore forced to
sacrifice his central pawn in this var-
iation.

7 c4xd5

0-0

. White has now three main op-
tions: 8 S&e2 (a), 8 g3 (b) and
8 Dge2 (c).

Also played are:

1) 8 Rg5™as5 9 Rxf6ef 10 0-0-0
Qd7 11 &bl Qb6 12 &d3 Kg4
13 Bcl @h6 14 Bc2 Qads 15 h3
Ofe8 16 2ge2 K xe2, and Black
has equal play (Vasyukov- Bronstein,
Kislovodsk 1968).

2) 8 &fa. This position results quite
often from the Griinfeld-Indian De-
fence: 1 da 9)f6 2 c4 g6 3 Dc3 dS
4 2f4 Qg7 5e30-0 6 Mb3c5 7cd
cd 8 ed. Now the following lines are
possible:
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2a) 8 ... 9bd7 9 d6 ed 10 & xd6
Be8+, and Black has good counter-
play for the sacrificed pawn (Hort).

2b) 8 ... a517 9 2f3 a4 10 2 xa4
A xd5 11 &d2 (or 11 Ke5 2cb
12 2xg7 Lxg7 13 Ke2 a5+
14 9c3 QKXeb6 with roughly equal
chances) 11 ... 9c6 12 Qc4 Das
13 @xa5 #yxaS+ 14 D3 Dxc3
15 bc (Mikhalchishin-Bagirov, USSR
1979).

Black was able to obtain good
counterplay after 15 =ga
16 Re2 Rxf3 17 & xf3 e5l
2c) 8 ... e61? 9 d6 (Lputian-Wein-
gold, USSR 1979). After 9 ... 9h5I
10 Re5 f6 11 g3 A xg3 12 hg
% xd6 Black would have had suffi-
cient counterplay.

3) 8 Rd3 Qa6 9 Dge2 Dc7
10 9f4 b6 11 0-0 &Kb7 12 RKc4
®d6, and Black wins back the pawn
on favourable terms.

4 8 Qf3 QAbd7 9 Kg5 2bé
10 & xf6 (in a game Tal-Bronstein,
29th USSR Championship, 1961,
Black had excellent play after
10 Qc4 &f5 11 Bd12! Ded 12 0-0
9 xc3 13 bc Bc8) 10 ... eft, and
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the chances are roughly equal (Bot-
vinnik).

a

8 Rfl-e2  Db8-d7
In addition Black has the following
possibilities:

1) 8...b6 9 Kf3 Qb7 10 Dge2
td7 11 Kf4l (after 11 0-0 Ods
12 9f4 Da6 13 a4 Dabs8 14 Qe3
4 c7 Black regains the pawn with
ease; a game Zinn-Brimmer, GDR
1964, went 11 g5 9a6 12 0-0
Ofds 13 Bfel 9 xds 14 QxdsS
2 xd5 15 #a3l c7 16 Df4 Wf5
17 %xe7 Bd7 18 9fxdsl, and
White's position was better) 11 ...
Ods 12 Ocl a6 13 a3 Kf8
14 b4, and White's position is clearly
better. Boleslavsky suggests the fol-
lowing variation: 14 ... e6 15 de fe
16 R xb7 M xb7 17 b3l tyxg2
18 twxe6+ g7 19 Ogl b7
20 QeSS ™f7 21 9f4, and White has
a won position.

2) 8... Qe 9 D3 d6 10 KXf4
Ke4 11 Od1 Qxf3 12 K*xf3
£d7 13 0-0 b6 14 Ofel Dbca
15 b5 ®d7 16 2 xd6 42 xd6
17 h3 Ofe8 18 Kga, and White's
prospects are better (Vasyukov-
Doda, Belgrade 1961).

3) 8 ... Dabl? 9 Kf3 (in a game
Fischer-Yanofsky, Natanya 1968,
White played 9 Rg51?; after 9 ...
b6 10 % xb6 ab 11 a3 [Ods
12 @xfe &*xfe 13 Od1 Kfs
14 &c4 Bacs 15 &b3 b5 16 Df3
b4 17 ab 9 xba4 Black had excellent

counterplay) 9 ... t4b6 10 ¥ xb6
ab 11 Qge2 (11 Kf4 is answered
by 11 ... Qb4 12 Dd2 Qf51 with
Black in a strong attacking position)
11 ... 2b4 12 0-0 Od8 (or 12 ...
R4 13 [xgs D xgd4 14 K5,
and White retains the extra pawn)
13 d6 ed (after 13 O xdé6
14 @fa Od7 15 Ke5 White obtains
a considerable positional advantage)
14 Qg5 De8 15 b5, and Black is
in great difficulties (Boleslavsky).
9 Qe2-f3  2d7-b6

10 Qcl-g5
At this point there are also quite a
number of lines to choose from:
1) 10 Dge2 KfS (the more favour-
able prospects are also with White

if 10 ... Rg4 11 K xgs Dxgd
12 a4 9)f6 13 9f4 ¥d7 14 a5 Dc8
15 0-0 2d6 16 Oel Af5s — 16 ...
Oad8, Hort, is better — 17 Qa4
Hort-Hennings, GDR 1972; or
10 ... a521 11 fa Xfs 12 Odl
O 13 00 Oca 14 thbs,
Pietzsch-Spiridonov, Sofia 1967)
11 0-0 (not bad either is 11 £)f4 g5
12 9h5 Q xh5 13 R xh5 e6 14 g4
Kg6 15 de ™ xd4 with a small ad-



vantage to White) 11'.. &d3 12 d6
ed 13 @xb7 Obs8 14 Rf3 Des
15 dl ®a6 16 Bel, and White
has a clear advantage (Hort-Dolma-
tov, Amsterdam 1980).

2) 10 Qf4 Qg4 11 R xgs D xgd
12 9f3 2f6 13 d6 with a slight in-
itiative to White. Worth noting is
10 ... e61? 11 de R xe6 12 #dl
£)fdS, recommended by Boleslavsky,
and Black has active play for his
pawn.

After the move in the main varia-
tion 10 g5 the following lines are
possible:

1) 10 ... a5 11 a4 (in a game Grab-
czevsky-A. Zaitsev, Albena 1970,
White had a slight advantage after
11 @ xf6efl 12 Dge2 Kf5 13 dl
9c4 14 b3 2b2 15 Wd2 Nd3+
16 Df1 b4 17 a3 Da6 18 h3)
1 ... &F5 (11 ... td6 12 bS5
®ba+ 13 xbg ab 14 d6 is also
possible, with double-edged play)
12 Od1 dé6 followed by #b4, and
Black has good counterplay (Boles-
lavsky).

2) 10 ... &f5 11 Odl1 B (11 ...
®d7 12 h3 h5 13 Qge2 Dads
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14 d6 ed 15 0-0 d5 16 g3 is
weaker with advantage for White,
Levenfish; White also has better pro-
spects after 11 ... a5 12 a4 Oc8
13 9ge2 Oc4 14 a2 #d7 15 b3
Oc7 16 @xfe Qxfe 17 td2,
Zinn-Spiridonov, Krakov 1964, or
. 9e8 12 Sge2 9d6 13 0-0)
12 h3 ¥cd 13 W xc4 9 xc4 14 g4
(Vasyukov-Gurgenidze, 37th USSR
Championship, 1969). With 14 ...
2d7 15 Kcl Black's position would
have been only slightly worse.
3) 10 ... Qg4 11 Qxfe Kxf3
12 9 xf3 ef (after 12 ... Qxf6
13 a4l White has a clear advantage)
13 0-0 tvd7 14 Bel, and Black has
a hard time trying to equalise.

b -
(le4 c6 2d4ds 3edcd 4ca 96
5 9c3 g6 6 b3 Qg7 7 cd 0-0)
8 g2-g3
At this point Black has the choice
between two lines: 8 ... &bd7 (1)

and 8 ... e6l? (2). Less customary is
8 ... 9a6, e g

9 Qg2 ™b6 10 Mxb6 ab
11 9ge2 b4 12 0-0 Zd8 13 d6
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O xd6 (a game Tal-Botvinnik, USSR
1966, went 13 ... ed 14 g5 Oesd
15 a3 9Dc6 16 Ofel Kga 17 X x (6
2 xf6 18 9dS with advantage to
White) 14 Q&f4 Od7 15 Ofdl
2bds (or 15 ... 2fd5 16 a3 D x4
17 9xf4 Dc2 18 Dacl xd4
19 9)fdS with a clear advantage to
White, Spassky-Petrosian, match
1966) 16 Se5, and White's pressure
is quite strong (Spassky-Petrosian,
match 1966).

1
8 ... 2)b8-d7
9 Qfl-g2 9d7-bé
A game Makarychev-Tseitlin

(USSR 1974) proceeded 9 ... 9e8?I
10 Dge2 9d6 11 K f4 with a small
advantage to White.
10 Dgl-e2
11 De2-f4
Worth considering is 11 0-0 #4d7
(11 ... &d3 withtheidea 12 ... Rc4
is probably better) 12 a4 (a game
Fuchs-Bronstein, Berlin 1968, con-
tinued 12 Oel h6 13 a4 Dads
14 d6 ®xd6 15 4b5 ®d7
16 4 xa7, and White has a minimal
advantage) 12 ... &h3 (or 12 ...
2d3 13 d6 ed 14 a5 Kc4 15 b4
with roughly better prospects for
White) 13 &xh3 ¢yxh3 14 2f4,
and White’s position is preferable.
11y h7-hé
In a game Matanovi¢-Vuki¢ (Yu-
goslavia 1967) Black had serious dif-
ficulties after 11 ... a5 12 0-0 g5
13 9fc2 h6 14 Oel OcB 15 h3.

R8-S5

12 0-0 g6-g5
13 9f4-e2  ¥ds-d7
14 f2-f4 g5-g4
15 a2-a4

The struggle is double-edged.
2

(l1edc6 2dad5 3edcd 4c4 2f6
5 9c3 g6 6 Mb3 Kg7 7 cd 0-0
8 g3)

8 ... e7-e6l?

A relatively new continuation.
Black sacrifices a pawn in the centre
for a fast opening. In this manner he
intends to exploit White's lack of de-
velopment on K-side.

9 d5xeb6 .

After 9 Rg2 9xd5 10 Dge2
£)¢6 the chances are equal (Gipslis-
Zhelesnyev, USSR 1961).

9 ... £)b8-c61?

The consistent implementation of
Black’s plan: 9 ... Rxe6 10 ¢4 xb7
£)bd7 also deserves consideration.

10 e6xf7+  Dg8-hs
11 Qgl-e2 Hds-e7
12 Kcl-e3 Df6-ga

13 del-d2



After 13 9d5 ™ xf7 Black has
excellent play.

13 ... RcB-e6
14 d4a-ds Re6 x 7
15 Qfl-h3  Dgs-e5
16 Bal-d1

Thus went a game Gheorghiu-Jo-
hannessen, 1966 Olympiad). Black
was able to obtain equal play after
16 ... 9as.

C

(led c6 2d4d5 3ed cd 4 c4 2f6
549c3 g6 6 Mb3 Rg7 7 cd 0-0)
8 9gl-e2 [Ofs-e8
After 8 ... 2bd7 White can play
9 g3 and then transpose into the var-
iations just analysed. Not bad either
is 9 9f4 Ab6 10 Ke2 Kga
11 R xg4 9 xg4 12 h3 Dh6 13 gal
2xd4 14 Dh5 Df5 15 gf gh
16 Rh6 after which White has the
slightty more active play (Anikayev-
Seoyev, USSR 1979).
9 g2-g3
9 £)f4 deserves consideration. Alt-
ernatively 9 g5 e6 10 de & xe6
11 %xb7 9bd7 12 0-0-0 *has5
13 b5 tyxb5 14 9 xb5 R xa2
and Black has good compensation
for the pawn (Boleslavsky).
9 ... e7-eb6
10 dSxe6
After 10 Rg2 ed 11 Re3 or
10 d6 % xd6 11 Kg2 c6 12 0-0
£)dS the chances are equal (M. Tseit-
lin-Bukhman, Leningrad 1973).
10 ... Kc8xeb
11 ¢b3xb7 2bs-d7

4...9f6 5%9c3g6 109

das-bs

12 2f1-g2

13 Mb7-a6

Other possibilities are:
1) 13 %3 Qg4 14 f4 (14 td3
fes5) 14 ™Ma5 15 f3 4dS
16 ¥d2 4 xc3 with black superior-
ity.
2) 13 "Wxa7 Q4 14 Kf3 DdS
15 9 xd5 (15 %aq4 Q7b6l) 15 ...
Bxe2+ 16 Kxe2 &KX xdS, and
White is in serious trouble.

13 ... 4)d7-b6

There can now follow: 14 b3
&fd5 15 0-0 9xc3 16 D xc3
™ xd4 17 R4 (after 17 Kb2 Md2
18 Oabl [ xc3 19 Ofdl #wc2
20 Odcl #wxb2 21 Oxb2 Qxb2
the advantage is on Black's side)
17 ... wxc3 18 Kxbs DO xbs
19 ¢ xa7 ReS 20 Oacl Wb4. This
position is regarded as approxi-
mately equal by Botvinnik, while Bo-
leslavsky gives Black the edge.

B

(le4dc6 2d4 dS 3edcd 4c4 Df6
5 2c3 gb)
6 c4xdS
This continuation poses less prob-
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lems to Black than 6 t4b3, but here
too he needs to give careful consid-
eration to the opening stage.
6 ... 9 f6xds
Another popular reply is 6 ...
g7, e. g

1) 7 Qc4o 08 Qgez 9bd7 9 2f4
b6 (in a game Padevsky-Bilek,
1974 Olympiad, White had a mini-
mal advantage after 9 ... %e8
10 0-0 9d6 11 &b3 9b6 12 RKe3)
10 Rb3 KfS (after 10 ... #del?
110-0 &d7 12 Oel a5 13 a4 Ofc8
14 h3 h6 15 Oe5 Q¢4 16 We2 the
advantage is, without any doubt,
with  White, Tal-Wade, Tallinn
1971) 11 0-0 98 (also after 11 ...
wd7 12 Bel a5 13 a4 Ofd8 14 ha
h5 15 %we2 White has an advantage
in development, Szabé-Kostro, Lu-
hatovice 1971) 12 Bel 9d6 13 h3
Oc8 14 Rd2 Dfeda 15 D xed
4) xe4 (Tseitlin-Rytov, USSR 1972).
After 16 Re3 White maintains a
small advantagc.

2) 7 Qb5+ 9bd7 8 d6 0-0 (also
possible is 8 ... ed 9 We2+ the7
10 &fs Wxe2+ 11 Dxe2 de7t,
with approximate equality, Nunn-

Stean, Hastings 1979/80) 9 de
% xe7+ 10 Dge2 a6 11 &Kd3 b5
12 0-0 b7 13 Kg5 (or 13 a3 Ofes
with equality, Minié-Bronstein, Vin-
kovci 1970) 13 ... 9b6 14 td2
Ofes 15 2g3 td7 16 Hce2 Ded
17 R xed R xed4 18 b3 2d5, and
Black has equalised (Bronstein-
Gurgenidze, USSR 1972).

After 6 ... @ xd5 White can
choose between two main continua-
tions: 7 b3 (a) and 7 RKc4 (b).

a

7 %d1-b3  2dS5-b6
A game Tal-Pohla (Viliandi 1972)
went 7 ... 9 xc3 8 RKc4l e6 9 bc
Qc6 10 Df3 Qg7 11 Ka3 KXf8
12 00 ®xa3 13 ®Wxa3 e
14 ¥cll, and White puts pressure on
the dark squares.

8 Rf1-b5+
Worth considering is 8 d51? A
game Sveshnikov-S. Garcia (Cienfu-

gos 1979) continued 8 ... Rg7
9 Qe3 0-0 10 Od1 Qa6 (10 ...
2d7) 11 & xa6 ba 12 Yge2 Kd7
13 0-0 Ob8 14 Qf4 OcB8 15 Dda
Kga 16 f3 *d7 17 Ofel O xc321



18 bc Rad 19 ™a3 @ xdl 20 L6
®d7 210 xdl Oe8 22 b3 with
strong pressure from White.
8 ... Rc8-d7

In a game Velimirovi¢-Vuki¢ (Yu-
goslavia 1970) Black played 8 ...
£)8d7, and White seized the initiative
after 9 a4 a5 10 ha g7 11 hS 0-0
12 hg hg 13 9ge2 e5 14 Qea.

9 Qgl-f3  Kkfs-g7

10 2f3-e5 0-0
After 11 9 xd7 98xd7 12 Re3
2f6 13 0-0 Afd51 (13 ... e6

14 d5I) 14 9xds £ xdS Black has
a solid position. The chances are
equal. Bearing this in mind the new
continuation 8 d5! is of great inter-
est.

b

(1edc6 2dads 3edcd 4 ca 2f6
5 9c3 g6 6cd 2 xdS)
7 Kfl-ca
A check with the bishop does not
get White anywhere: 7 b5+ &d7
8 ¥b3 Qb6 9 2f3 Kg7, and Black
completes his development success-
fully. In a game Karpov-Miles (Am-
sterdam 1981) Black answered
7 Kb5+ with 7 ... 9c6. After
8 ™a4 9xc3 9 bc Kg7 10 Af3
0-0 11 0-0 Reb6 (better is 11 ...
QasI?) 12 & xc6 bc 13 Ka3 #c7
14 Ofel White's chances were bet-
ter.
- £)1d5-b6
8 Qca-b3  Kfg-g7
9 9gl-f3
After 9 Qge2 0-0 10 0-0 KfS

4..9/f6 5%c3g6 111

11 d5 Qa6 12 RKe3 A8 the

chances are equal (Bisguier—Larsen,
Palma de Mallorca 1971).
9 ... £1b8-c6

There can now follow:
1) 10 0-0 e6 11 d5 ed 12 9 xdS
2 xdS 13 R xd5 0-0 14 Re3 K6
with equal play for Black (Nunn-
Stean, Hastings 1979/80).
2) 10 a4 9 xd4 11 9 xd4 ¢y xda
12 wxd4 Qxd4 13 a5 d7
14 9d5 R[XeS 15 0-0, and the
chances are equal (Mark Tseitlin—Vo-
rotnikov, Leningrad 1973).

System 2 c4

(1 e4 c6 2 c4)

The ideas bechind the system 2 c4
are closely related to the Panov At-
tack, and quite often the game trans-
poses directly into the main variation
of the Panov Attack after 1 e4 c6
2c4d5 3 edcd 4d4. But a number
of other variations can also arise, al-
though, in terms of content, they
may be similar to the Panov Attack.
This is why we are dcaling with the
system 2 c4 at this point.

2 .. d7-ds
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In addition, Black has here the fol-
lowing possibilities:
1) 2 ... €621 3 Qc3l (after 3 d4 dS
4 cd ed 5 €517 Da6l 6 Ac3 D7
7 Dge2?1 Qe7 8 Df4 Df5 9 Kel
De6 10 D xe6 Kxe6 11 KXd3
S1xe3 12 fe twha+ 13 g3 g5
Black has excellent play, Tal-Bis-
guier, Bled 1961; 4 23 de
5 9 xe4 Kba+ leads to the Slav
Defence; instead of 7 %ge2?|,
7 &d3l is better) 3 ... d5 4 cd ed
S5edcd 6 f3 2f6 7 KbS+ Db
(if 7 2d7, so 8 [xd7+
9bxd7 9 0-0 Ke7 10 d4 0-0
11 b3 Qb6 12 KXg5 or also
8 Mb3 QxbS 9 Mxb5+ Wd7
10 Qe5! with white initiative) 8 0-0
Ke7 9 QeS Kd7 10 d4 0-0
11 K5 DxeSl 12 de Ded
13 R xe7 A xc3 14 K xd8 4 xdl
15 X xd7 DOfxds 16 e6, and
White’s  position is  preferable
(Hibner-Petrosian, match 1971);
even better is 11 DOell Oc8
12 Rg5 and Black has serious diffi-
culties.
2) 2 ... e5 With this move Black
steers the game in the direction of
the King's Indian Defence, e. g.
3 Qf3 d6 4 d4 Dd7 5 D3 Dgfb,
etc. A game Tal-Nei (Parnu 1971)
went 3 d4 Qba+1? 4 Qd2
2 xd2+ 5 ¢¥xd2 d6 6 Dc3 2f6
7f4 00 8 9f3 ed 9 Wxd4 c5
10 ¥d2 9c6 11 0-0-0, and White
has the initiative.
3 e4xdS
4 c4xdS

c6xdS

i,
w

7% 7 7
wh,, i,
7 7

2 Y

YW

Here the game branches off in
three directions: 4 ... ¢ xdS (I),
4 ... 9f6 (I)and 4 ... a6 (lll).

4 o ®d8 xds

This variation of the Caro-Kann
Defence is very similar to the lines of
the Scandinavian and the Sicilian De-
fences.

5 2bl-c3  @d5-ds

After 5 ... ™a5 6 [Xc4 2f6
7 9f3e6 8 0-0 Ke7 9 d4 White has
fair chances to seize the initiative. A
game Sax-Speelman (Skara 1980)
went 5 tder? 6 d4 2f6
7 Dge2l? (after 7 9f3 e6 8 KXd3
£)c6 90-0 Re7 10 Del Black has a
solid position) 7 ... e6 (if 7 ... &d7,
so 8 2f4 Mb6 9 g3 eSI? 10 Kxe5
Rc6 11d5 K5 12 K2l [ xf2+
13 Of1 &d7 14 & xf6, and White
keeps a marginal advantage; 7 ...
g6!? needs testing) 8 g3 &d7 9 Kf4
%b6 10 Rg2 K6 11 d5 2 xd5?
(better is 11 ... ed 12 0-0 &b4
13 Qg5 Dbd7 14 A xd5 9 xds5
15 & xdS 0-0 16 a3 with a small ad-
vantage to White) 12 & xdSl ed
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13 0-0 Re7 14 ReSl and Black’s
position is very difficult.
6 d2-d4 gs-f6
7 Dgl-f3  e7-e6
White’s position is better after
. &g4 8 h3 &Qh5 9 KXbS5+
9bd7 10 g4l Kg6 11 DeS a6
12 9xg6 hg 13 Ke2.

In White's favour is also 7 ...
Kfs 8 %Qe5l with the threats
9 Qb5+ or 9 Wb3.

8 Rfl-d3

After 8 Rc4 Re7 9 0-0 the game
transposes into the Queen’s Gambit,
while 8 ... &b4l1? 9 0-0 0-0 leads to

the Nimzowitsch-Indian Defence.
8 .. Kfe-e7

We now have a situation which is
characteristic of a number of varia-
tions of the Queen’'s Gambit. The fol-
lowing is an example: 9 0-0 0-0
10 Rg5 9c6 11 Del b6 12 a3
b7 13 Kc2 DeB (a game Sax-
Haag, Budapest 1976, went 13 ...
Oc8 14 ®d3 g6 15 Dacl 9d5
16 2h6 De8 17 KRa4 with white in-
itiative) 14 ¢d3 g6 15 Dadl Oc8
16 &b3 Ad5 17 Qes Dg7
18 &cll White is successful in retain-
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ing the tension with prospects for an
attack on the K-side (Balashov-Hort,
Vinkovci 1976).

(le4c6 2c4dS 3edcd 4 cd)
4 .. 2)g8-f6

The most common continuation.
Black wants to recapture the
d5-pawn on more favourable terms
than in line I. But White is able to
make it difficult for his opponent to
implement his plan with either of
two main lines: 5 ®a4+ (A) and
5 =&b5+ (B). Another possibility is
5 9c3. After 5 ... 9xd5 6 Kc4
for 6 9f3 9c6 7 KXbS e6 8 0-0
Ke7 9 d4 0-0 10 Oel Kd7
11 9xd5 ed 12 Kf4 QKe4
13 Qxc6 bc 14 Oc1 Oed with
equal chances, Keres-Filip, Moscow
1967; in a game Sokolov-Karpov,
match 1987, Black answered 6 9)f3
with 6 Axc3 7 bc gb
8 h4?1 —better is 8 d4 — 8 ...
g7 9h5 c6 10 Obl tc7 and
obtained an excellent position) 6 ...
2b6 7 KXb3 N6 8 Df3 e6 (favour-
able for White is 8 ... e5?1 9 0-0
Kg4? 10 Oel Qd6 11 9 xeSl or

... 9d4 9 9xd4 yxda 10 d3
Kga 11 tc2 Ods 12 Rke3) 90-0
Ke7 10 d4 0-0 11 a3 (worth noting
is 11 td3 K&f6 12 Ke3 DdS
13 9ed with some initiative to
White) 11 ... Qf6 12 =e3 9dS
Black has a sound position (Sax-
Lein, Amsterdam 1979).

It should be mentioned that 5 ...
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g6?1 in answer to 5 2c3 is weaker.
After 6 Rc4 Qg7 7 Dge2 (in a
game Kalinichev-Tischbierek, Berlin
1986, White obtained a slight super-
iority after 7 ©f3 0-0 8 0-0 2bd7
9 d3 b6 10 b3 Kf5 11 Kf4
Ocs 12 Del Qfd7 13 K5 D5
14 %a3) 7 ...0-0 8 0-0 Dbd7 @8 ...
b6.9 2fa *b7 10d4 Da6 11 b3
4)c7 12 a4 and White has a clear ad-
vantage) 9 9f4 9b6 10 Kb3 KfS
(or 10 ... Rg4 11 f3 KXf5 12 gal
2c8 13 d4, and White keeps the ex-
tra pawn, Cafferty—Ermenkov, Al-
bena 1971) 11 d4 9c8 12 Del
£)d6 13 h3 Oc8 White has the bet-
ter play (Tseitlin-Rytov, Leningrad
1972).

A

5 Wdl-ad+ 4Sbs-d7

5 ... &d71? 6 ¥b3 Qa6 7 d4
also merits attention (in Black's fa-
vour is 7 & xa6 ba 8 Ac3 Obs
9 tdl QbSI or 7 Wxb7? A5
8 b4 e6l) 7 ... b6 8 Kc4 OB
9 93 b4 10 Ke2 with double-
edged play and roughly equal
chances (Botvinnik).

6 9bl-c3 g7-g6

(see diagram)

7 d2-d4
Other possibilities are:
1) 7 317 Rg7 8 Mb30-0 9 K4
9c5?21 10 ™a3 b6 11 0-0 Kb7
12 d4 Dced 13 D xed 2 xed
14 RXfal with initiative to White
(Kusmin-Dolmatov, USSR 1980).

2) 7g3 [g7 8 Kg2 0-0 9 Dge2
(9 d4 &bél) 9 ... Ab6 (also interest-
ingis 9... 9¢c51? 10 OcBlor 9 ...
e6l? 10 2f4 b6 11 Wb3 ed, Mus-
satov-Korchmar, USSR 1968, and in
both cases Black has promising coun-
terplay; instead of 10 £)f4, 10 de
Ac51 1l ef+ O xf7 12¥c4 Dd3 +
is not better, but the game is equal
after 10 d6) 10 ¥b3 a5 11 2f4 a4
12 b5 d7 13 b4 OeB 14 0-0
28 15 d4 Qf5 16 WeS Qg7,
and Black has dangerous counter-
play promising him the better pro-
spects (Suetin-Gurgenidze, Kislo-
vodsk 1972).

3) 7d621ed 8 Df3 Rg7 9 Ke2
0-0 10 d4 2b6 11 ¥dl 2 bds
12 0-0 h6 13 L xd5 4L xds
14 Mb3 Se7, and Black’s chances
are preferable (Matulovi¢-Udovic,
Yugoslavia 1963).

4) 7 ha?l Qg7 8 hS A xh5 9 g4
Qf6 10 g5 Qg8 11 da Dfs
12 Qe3 Qb6 13 b3 Q&f5, and
Black's prospects are again clearly
better (Littleton-Filip, Praia da
Rocha 1969).

5) 7 g4? Kg7 8 g5 Dh5 9 Age2



00 10 9g3 e6 11 Axh5 gh
12 Wh4 De5 13 Kg2 g6, and
White has considerable difficulties
{(Gurevich-Rytov, USSR 1967).

7 .. f8-g7

8 ™aj-b3 0-0

After 8 ... 9b6 9 Rb5+ Kd7
10 Qge2 White stands better.

9 Qcl-g5

10 Rg5xf6

4d7-b6
g7 xf6

The game has tranposed into the
Griinfeld-Indian Defence (1 d4 £f6
2c4g6 39c3d5 4 Qfs Qg7 Se3
0-0 6 b3 c5 7 cd cd 8 ed 2bd7
9 Qg5 b6 10 KX xf6 K xf6). Fi-
nally the move 10 ... ef deserves
consideration for transferring the
knight to dé.

A game Larsen—Karpov (Montreal
1979) continued 11 93 Kg7 (11 ...
e6 12 d6) 12 Re2 e6l? 13 de
R xe6 14 ¥b5 a6 15 ¥ba (15 a5
2ds1) 15 ... 2d5 16 ¥y xb7 Obs
17 tyxa6 O xb2 18 2 xd5 ¢ xds
19 0-0 Das 20 wd3 Daxa2
21 Oxa2 #wxa2 22 Oel &f8
23 &f1l, and White has a small ad-
vantage, although Black has suffi-
cient defensive resources.
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B

(Ledc6 2c4d5 3edcd 4cd 2f6)
5 &f1-b5+
At this point Black can choose be-
tween two lines: 5 ... 9bd7 (a) and
5... &d7 (b).

a

5 .. £1bs-d7
This position has occurred with in-
creasing frequency in recent years.

6 2bl-c3
6 2f3 is followed by 6 ... a6l
6 ... g7-g6

Often, 6 ... a6 is also played, giv-
ing rise to the following variations:
1 7 a4 g6 (or 7 ... Obs
8 Kxd7+ Kxd7 9 ™fal g6
10 9f3 Qg7 11 0-0 0-0 12 d4 KfS
13 thd) 2 xdS 14 Kh6, and White
has a marginal advantage; if 9 #b3
b5 10 d4 ba 11 Rf4 Oc8 the
chances are roughly equal; White
has no superiority after 12 d6 ed
13 ¢y xd6 Rc6l) 8 Df3 Kg7 9 0-0
0-0 10 & xd7 ¢ xd7 (after 10 ...
2 xd7 11 ¢b3 ¢c7 12 d4 Dads
13 Qg5 h6 14 Rha K8 15 Ofel
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White has strong pressure in a corre-
spondence game, Yevdokimov-Gor-
enstein, 1962) 11 ®yxd7 [ xd7
12 De1 Ofes 13 d4 Dads 14 g5
&f5 15 [ xf6 Kxf6 16 DeS hs
17 h3 Qg7 18 Badl ha 19 Dga
K xg4 20 hg with slightly better
play for White (Tringov-Pfleger,
Moscow 1977).
2) 7 Raa? b5 8 Kc2 b6 9 N3
9bxd5 10 d4 e6 11 0-0 RKe7
12 Qgs, and the chances are equal
(Day-Bordonada, Peking 1974).
3) 7 &xd7+?1 $yxd7 8 b3
thgd 9 Sge2 b5 10 0-0 e6 11 d4
2d6, and Black has no difficulties
(Varnusz- Flesch, Hungary 1963).
7 d2-d4
Worth noting is 7 2f3 Rg7 8 d6
ed 9 te2+ ™e7 10 d4 with
slightly more favourable chances for
White.
7 .. f8-g7
8 d5-dé e7xdé
In a game Sax-Boronada (1974
Olympiad) White obtained a small
advantage after 8 ... e6 9 4f3 0-0
10 0-0 a6 11 Re2.
9 9dl-e2+
9 2f4 can be considered.
9 .. tds-e7
10 Rcl-f4  the7xe2+
11 *b5xe2 Ded-e7
A game Tringov-Skembris (Asen-
ovgrad 1986) continued 12 Qf3
b6 13 Dge2 Keb6l 14 0-0 Dd7
with equal play for Black.

b
(ledc6 2c4d5 3edcd 4 cd 26
5 &b5+)

5 ... c8-d7

6 Xb5-c4 WdB-c7

7 d2-d3

Naturally not 7 #4b3? b5, after
which Black wins.

with 7 Qb3 QAxd5 8 Qa3
Axc3 9 bc Dc6 10 A3 g6 the
chances are equal (Botvinnik).

7 .. b7-b512
8 Rca-b3  a7-as
9 a2-a3 41bs-ab
10 2bl-c3 g7-g6
11 Dgl-f3 KXf8-g7
12 0-0 0-0

A game Gusseinov-Vdovin (USSR
1980), continued 13 Hel b4 14 ab
ab 15 9ed, and White had a slight
edge.

(1e4c6 2c4d5 3edcd 4 cd)
4 v a7-ab
Black radically prevents the varia-
tions with &f1-b5+, but he loses
valuable time. This gives White an
opening advantage.
5 9bl-c3
6 tdl-ad+
Also good is 6 ®b3 g6 (maybe
6 ... 9bd7 is better; after 7 Re2
2)c5 8 tcde6 9 Rf3ed 10 2 xdS
Ke6 the game is roughly equal)
7 9ge2 Kg7 8 2fa 0-0 9 Ke2
£)bd7 10 0-0 b5 (Keres-Vuki¢, Sar-
ajevo 1972). By playing 11 a4l White

Dg8-f6



was able to maintain his advantage.
It should be mentioned that 6 d4
Axd5 7 Rc4 is favourable for
White.

6 .. 41b8-d7

7 g2-g3

in a game Randvir-Kotov (Parnu

1947) Black had equal play after
7 9f3 g6 8 d4 KXg7 9 d6 ed

10 24 0-01 11 Re2 Des 12 0-0
bs.

7 g g7-g6

8 Rfl-g2 Kf8-g7

9 d2-d4 0-0

10 Dgl-e2 f6-e8

In  Diickstein-Miiller  (Vienna
1966) the game continued 11 0-0
9dé6 12 Kf4 with strong white
pressure in the centre.

The variations mentioned show
that the move 2 c41? confronts Black
with some problems, e. g. after 2 ...
d5 3edcd 4cd Qf6 5 K5+, itis
not easy for Black to equalise the
game.

Chapter 3

Closed system
ledc6 2d4d5 3 e5

The move 3 e5 introduces the
closed system, one of the first to find
wide application in practice and to
be analysed theoretically. There
arises a pawn formation characteris-
tic of the French Defence, the differ-
ence being that Black's light-squared
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bishop is transferred to an active po-
sition on f5 rather than being
hemmed in. This circumstance is of
greater importance than the slight
delay of the counterplay in the cen-
tre with c7-c5. Currently, White's
strategic ideas are very extensive in
scope. Nevertheless, Black can ob-
tain equal play each time if he plays
with precision.
3 .. Kc8-f5

The most logical and best way for
Black.

If 3 ... c52I the following varia-
tions can arise after 4 dc:

ARUORA]

1) 4 ... 9c6 5 KXb5 (weaker is
5 9f3 Rga 6 KXb5 Wa5+ 7 D3
e6 8 Qe3 Ne7 9 Kd2 7
10 Re2 a6 11 0-0 9g6, and Black
even has the slightly better chances,
Spassky—Kotov, 22nd USSR Champ-
ionship, 1955) 5 ... ™a5+ 6 2c3
e6 7 Re3 Kd7 8 2f3 (also good is
8 Qxc6 Rxc6 9 Df3 XxcS5
10 @xc5 txcs 11 tdh, and
White controls the dark squarces in
the centre) 8 ... 9 xe5 (or 8 ...
ge7 9 a3 Ngb 10 [ xc6 K xcb
11 2&d4 with positional advantage
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for White) to 9 L xe5 K XxbS
10 ¥h5 g6 11 Q) xg6 Dfe 12 tha
Qea 13 4 xf8, and White's advan-
tage is incontestable (Boleslavsky).

2) 4...e6 5 Re3 (if 5 tga Nd7I
6 9f3 De7 7 [Xg5 he 8 K xe?
txe7 9 2c3 #xc5 10 0-0-0 a6
11 Obl Qb6 or 5 N3 N6 6 Kf4

Qge7 7 QAf3 Qg6 8 KXe3?!
gxe5 9 Axe5 L xeS
10 wh5 — 10 %d4l? — 10 ...

£c6 11 0-0-0 Ke7 12 f4 g6 and
Black has equal play; thus went two
games, Tal-Botvinnik, match 1961)
5 .. 9e7 (or 5... Ac6 6 KbSI
®™a5+ 7 9c3 with white advan-
tage) 6 c3 25 7 &d4 Wc7 8 Kd3
X5 9 /x5S Wxc5 10 /XSS
ef 11 Qf3 QA6 12 00 0-0
13 9bd2, and White has a tangible
positional advantage (Boleslavsky).

It should be mentioned that after
3 ... e6 there arises a system of the
French Defence, but with the rather
unpromising move 3 ... c7-c6?

After 3 ... &fS White has a great
number of possible lines available of
which 4 &d3 (1), 4 Qc3 (), 4 De2

" Tal, Tbilisi 1986)

(), 4 c4 (IV) and 4 h4 (V) we shall
discuss here.

But first let us look at a number of
other lines:
1) 4 c3e6 5 Re3 (or 5 Ne2 ¢5
6 Re3 Ac6 7 f4 tMbel with excel-
lent play for Black, Iljin-Genevsky)
5 ... ¥b6 (interesting is 5 ... c51?
6 dc Qc6 7 KXb5; after 5 ... Nd7
6 9d2 Qe7 7 f4 f6 8 Dgf3
fe 9 QAxe5 AxeS 10 fe g6
11 %h5 b6 12 b4 Re7 13 Ke2
0-0 the game is equalised, Saichik-
6 #Wb3 4d7
7 9d2 a5 8 ¥ xb6 QA xb6 9 adl
Qe7 10 f4 Dd7 11 Ke2 Kgb
12 Qf2 h5 13 Dgf3 Afs 14 0-0
Ke7 15 g3 f6l with equal play for
Black (Gurgenidze-Bagirov, USSR
1981).
2) 4f4c5 5 2f3 Dh6 6 KRe2 Wbe
7 00 e6 8 c3 26 9 Dhl «d
10 9xdd X5 11 Axf5 AxfS
12 &d3 g6, and Black has the upper
hand.
3) 4 2f3 e6 5 RXd3 Qe7 6 0-0
9d7 7 3 *xd3 8 ¥xd3 Qg6
9 Oel Re7 10 Ke3 00 11 Abd2
¢5, and Black has nothing to worry
about (Matanovi¢-Mili€¢, Yugoslavia
1955).
4) 4 g4?! Redl (also possible is 4 ...
2d7 Scde6 6 D3 De7 7c521b6
8 b4 a5 9 Qa4 B 10 Obl ab
11 Oxb4 bc 12 dc #c7, and
Black's chances are better, Bron-
stein—Petrosian, 27th USSR Champ-
ionship, 1959) 5 f3 &g6 6 h4 hS
7 Xd3 (7 e6? Wd6! B ef+ & xf7 is



in Black’s favour, Alekhine) 7 ...
2 xd3 8 ¥xd3e6(8... hg? 9ebl)
9 g5 Qe7, and Black’s chances are
clearly better (Filip).

4 Qf1-d3

One of the oldest and most tested
continuations. White immediately
forces the exchange of the light-
squared bishops and is aiming for
quick development.

This, however, causes the weaken-
ing of the light squares in White's
camp, which promises Black comfor-
table and equal play.

4 .. 2f5xd3

Unfavourable is 4 ... Rg6? S €6
®d6 6 ef+ Rxf7 7 f3 Nd7
8 0-0 followed by 9 Bel (Richter-
Engels, Wiesbaden 1924) or 4 ... €6
s Rxfsef 6 De2 Na6 7 0-0 Dc7
8 b3 Qe7 9 Ka3l (Vasilchuk-Bron-
stein, Moscow 1961).

5 t4dlxd3 e7-e6

In Ufimtsev—Ravkin (USSR 1961)
White exerted strong pressure in the
centre after 5 ... ™aS+ 6 493
Wa6? (6 ... e6) 7 e6l tyxd3 8 ef+
Oxf7 9cdeb 10 fa.

‘see diagram)

6 9bl-c3
Other possibilities are:
1) 6 9e2 c5 (not bad either is 6 ...
Wb6 7 0-0 a6 8 tdl ¢5 9 c3
2c6 10 2d2 ¢d 11 cd #d3 with
good play for Black, Atkins-Capa-
blanca, London 1922) 7 c¢3 9c6
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8 0-0 Qge7 9 f4 cd 10 cd hS, and
Black has a marginal advantage
(Vestol-van Scheltinga, 1952 Olym-
piad).

2) 6 93 a5+ (also good is 6 ...
b6 7 0-0 a6l 8 b3 2d7 with
equal chances) 7 9bd2 a6 8 c4
£d7 9 0-0 RKe7 10 Qel h5 11 cd
txd3 12 Qxd3 cd with equal
chances (Stoltz-Flohr, Saltsjobaden
1948).

3) 6f4 a5+ 7c3 a6 8 tdl c5
9 9e2 D6 10 9d2 cd 11 cd Bd3,
and Black stands better (Boles-
lavsky).

In all cases Black has good
chances to obtain play on the light
squares.

6 ... %d8-b6
7 Dgl-e2  HMb6-a6bl

A well-known game Nimzo-
witsch-Capablanca (New York 1927)
proceeded 7 ... ¢5 B8 dc & xc5
90-0 De7 10 ad! tc6 11 D xcS5
tyxc5 12 Re3 $c7 13 f4 A5,
and here, instead of playing 14 c3?
Dc6 15 Badl g6, which lcaves
Black the better chances, White
should have continued 14 &f2! h5
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15 Bacl 9c6 16 c4l, and the centre
is opened in his favour.
8 De2-f4
8 ®9h37 is best answered by Black
with 8 71, by which he
thwarts White's attempts to obtain
the initiative on the K-side.

8 ... ™a6 xd3
9 9faxd3 4bs-d7
10 Qcl-e3 g-e7?
11 f2-f4 Ne7-f5
12 Qe3-f2  h7-h5
13 Mel-e2 b7-b6
14 b2-ba a7-as
15 a2-a3

The game is even (Boleslavsky).

(1 e4 c6 2dads 3e5 RfS)
4 2bl-c3
This move is one of the modern
continuations the theory of which is
developing fast. As a rule there arises

a sharp ‘irrational’ game with
chances for both sides.
4 ... e7-eb6
If 4 ... h5721 5 &d3I K xd3

6 M xd3e6 7 2f3 AAh6 8 0-0 Af5
9 Qe2 Ke7 10 b3 Ad7 11 c4 f8
12 &d2 9g6 13 ¢5 White obtains a
clear space advantage (Glek-Vysh-
manavin, USSR 1985). Also favour-
able for White is 4 ... h6 5 g4
2h7 6 e6l.fe 7 Af3 Nf6 8 KXd3
9e4 9 ™e2 (Nunn-Bellon, 1984
Olympiad).

5 g2-g4

6 Dgl-e2

f5-g6

6 ... c6-¢c5

Other possible lines are:
1) 6 ... f61? 7 Qf4 (after 7 f4 fe
8 fe ®ha+ 9 Qg3 h5l Black seizes
the initiative; sharp play ensues after
7 h4 fe 8 h5 Rf7 9 de 2d7 10 f4,
e g 10 wb6?21 — 10 ...
Kc51? — 11 2d4 0-0-0 12 a3 ¢S
13 2f3 9e7 14 b4 cb 15 ab L6
16 Qa4 ¥xbd+ 17 Rd2 thed+
18 df2 Ddxe5 19 fe 4L xe5
20 £d3 with initiative to White,
Marjanovi€-Campora, Ni3 1985).
7 ... fel? (a game Blumenfeld-Ka-
sparian, USSR 1937, continued 7 ...
Kf7 8 9d3 hs 9 gh KXxhs
10 Re2 &7, and the chances were
equalised) 8 de (in a game Bal-
ashov-Bellon, Karlovac 1979, White
played 8 9 xg62l hg 9 de K5
10 Qf4 ¥b6 11 d2; by playing
11 ... ¢xb2l? 12 Obl a3
13 Ob3 %as 14 &d3 Qe7 15 0-0
Oh4 16 Re2 bs Black was able
to achieve slightly the better game)
8 ... &f7 9 KXh3 (interesting is
9 h4l?) 9 ... 2d7 10 Me2 W7
11 g5 M xe5 12 9 xeb (12 K xeb
2de6l) 12 2xe6 13 K[xeb



Kd6 14 Rd2 De7 15 0-0-0 tyxe2
16 Qxe2 Ac5 17 g4 0-0, and
Black's chances are slightly better
(Kapengut-Bagirov, USSR 1981).
2) 6... Rb4 7 h4 Red 8 Oh3 hs
(more cautious is 8 ... h6) 9 g3l
c5 10 Rg5f6 11 &d2 & xc3 (not
. cd? because of 12 Dcxedl)
12 bc ©c6 13 ef, and White has the
better play (Vasyukov-Rasuvayev,
USSR 1961), or 9 ... 9d7 10 QA xh5
g6 11 Rg5 a5 12 94 ¢5 13 a3
Qxc3+ 14 Oxc3, and White is
clearly in a better position (Plaquet-
Roos, Austria 1981).

7 9f4 Qe7 8 a3 *xc3+ 9 be
tha5 10 Rd2 9d7 11 h4 #adl?
12 Oa2 h6 13 D xg6 2 xgé
14 &d3 Qe7 15 Ob2 bS leads to
complex play with roughly equal

chances (van der Wiel-Hort, Bo-
chum 1981).
7 h2-h4

The continuation 7 Re3 c6
8 dc (weak is 8 h4 cd 9 Rxd4 h6
10 %d2 Qb4 11 a3 a5 12 hS
2h7 13 @2 ge7 14 Oa
2xc3 15 Mwxc3 OB, and Black
has excellent play, Lyublinsky-So-
kolsky, 17th USSR Championship,
1949) 8 ... D xeSI? 9 Dd4 Df6
10 f4 Qexgs 11 KXbS+ De7
12 Rgl c7 13 c6l b6 14 tve2
x4 15 c7 Ded 16 h3 Mg3+ led,
after considerable entanglements, to
a draw in Braga-Timman, Mar del
Plata 1982).
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In this critical position the continu-
ations 7 ... h6é (Al and 7 ... cd (B)
are the main variations.

Apart from these, the following
moves are possible:

1) 7...h5 8 Qf4 *Kh7 9 QA xh5 cd
10 thxd4 Dc6 11 KXbSI K xc2
12 g5.

2) 7...9c6 BhS Red 9 £ xed de
10 i3 cd 11 2xd4 A xd4 12 d
b4+ 13 Rd2 & xd2+ 14 W xd2
%dS 15 b4 (analysed by Boles-
lavsky). He evaluates both variations
as favourable for White.

3) 7...f617 8 2f421 (8 hS Kf7 9 ef
leads to unclear play) 8 ... &f7 9 ef
cdl 10 tyxd4 gf 11 a4+ 46,
and Black has an excellent position
(Nunn-Cocozza, 1984 Olympiad).

A

7 .. h7-h6
8 Kcl-e3
Little research has been done on
Boleslavsky's recommendation
8 2f4 Rh7 9 Ke3 De7 10 dc
Qec6 11 KbS Dd7 12 the2 M7
13 0-0 twxe5 14 Oadl KX xcS
1S 9fxdS. The game develops in
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White's favour. Black’s play can
however be improved upon, e. g.
9 ...cd 10 Rxd4 Qcb6 or immedi-
ately 9 ... 9)c6.
8 .. ®ds-b6
Less energetic is 8 ... 92c6 9 hS
2h7 10 f4l with space advantage
for White (Boleslavsky).
9 h4-hs
In a game Sokolov-Karpov (match
1987) Black obtained the better
chances after 9 #d2 9 c6 10 0-0-0
hSl 11 dc &xc5 12 & xc5 Wy xc5
13 Qf4 Dge7 14 Dxgb Dxgb
15 f4 hg 16 hs Qge7 17 R[e2
%a5l 18 a3 g3l and b7-bs.

9 ... g6-h7
10 tvd1-d2
If 10 dc?2l &Xxc5 11 KX Xc5

W c5 12 twd4 a5l 13 ba #beél,
the difficulties are already on White’s
side (Oll- Tukmakov, USSR 1986).
10 ... £)bB-c6

Unclear are the consequences of
10 ... ¢4xb2 11 Obl txc2
12 tyxc2 & xc2 13 B xb7 withthe
threat 9bs.

11 0-0-0 c5-c41?
12 f2-f4 ®b6-as
13 f4-f5 b7-b5

14 9c3xd51? b5-b4
It is by means of practical testing

only that the variations 14 % xa2
15 9dc3 Wal+ 16 bl Kb4 or
14 ... #xd2+ 15 [ xd2 ed
16 g2 Nge7 17 c3 can be ap-
praised.

15 9d5-c7+

16 fe2-f4

Was5xc7
c4-c3l

There arises a sharp game with
Black's chances not being worse
(Nunn-Seirawan, Lugano 1983).

B

(1 edc6 2dads 3e5 Rf5 4 Ac3
€6 5 g4 Rgb 6 ge2 c5 7 ha)
7 ... c5xda
8 Qe2xd4
The continuation 8 ¥ xd4 9c6
9 ™a4 hS 10 2f4 Kh7 11 QA xhS
a6 (Boleslavsky) is double-edged and
not unfavourable for Black.
8 ... h7-h5
9 f2-f4
After 9 b5+ 9d7 10 f4 (if
10 Qg5 Re7 11 f4 hg 12 B xga
K xg5 13 fg Kh5 both sides have
chances, Hort-Seirawan, Bad Kis-
singen 1981) 10 ... hg 11 f5 O xha
12 Of1efl 13e6fe 14 L xe6 Me7
15 twe2 DO h2t Black has sufficient
counterplay (Kotliar—Petter, Israel
1986).

/ //A/ »
%n//

Now the following variations
arise:
1) 9 ... %d7 10 f517? ef 11 gf

2 xfS 12 AXfS txfs 13 thxdsS
A6 14 Xh3 Mxe5+ 15 thxeS



AxeS 16 KXf4 [Xd6l with equal
play for Black (Kastarionov-Korol-
yov, correspondence game 1986).

2) 9 ... hg 10 *b5+ d7 115
Oxha (after 11 & xf5
12 xfs ef 13 Kf4 White's posi-
tion is better, Sax-Vadasz, Hungary
1985 12 Ofu Oh2 13 @xd7+
®xd7 14 twxga ef 15 Dxf5
2xf5 16 Mxfs+ dc6 17 K5,
and White has a clear advantage
{Moare~Mills, USA 1984).

(led c6 2 dads 3 e5 RfS)
4 Dgl-e2
An apparently modest but in real-
ity quite ‘poisonous’ manoeuvre
linked with active plans on the K-
side.
4 . e7-eb
5 De2-g3 ...
After 5 2f4 cSI 6 dc & xcS5
7 Rd3 9e7 80-0 00 9 c3 (in a
game Krogius-Ilivitsky, USSR 1957,
Black had excellent play after
9 9d2 Qb6 10 K xf5 xf5
11 93 Qb6 12 9d3 f6l) 9 ...
£d7 10 te2 tyc7 11 Del Dacs
12 £)d2 a6 the game is even (Ciocal-
tea—Golombek, Moscow 1956).
B o f5-g6
Also possible is 5 ... Qe7 6 h4
(6 DxfS AxfS 7 c3c5 8 Kd3 g6
leads to equal play, O’Donnel-
Larsen, USA 1970; also after 6 &d3
[ xd3 7 &xd3 a5+ 8 c3 a6
9 tyxa6 4 xa6, Simagin-Gufeld,
28th USSR Championship, 1960, or
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6c4 Rg6 7 Dc3 a6 8Bhahe 9h5
2h7 10 #yb3 b6, Henkin-Flohr,
USSR 1960, Black has no difficulties)
6...h6 (if 6...c5 79c3ab 8 Kg5
cd 9 Axf5 ef 10 Mxd4 bcb
11 ¥vf4 tyc7 12 0-0-01 the initiative
is clearly on White's side) 7 h5 &h7
8 &d3 &xd3 9 ¥xd3, and White
has a slight advantage (Boleslavsky).
6 h2-h4 h7-h6
The alternative is 6 ... h5, e. g.:

7 Qez (7 Qda 2xd3 8 #yxd3
®™aS+ 9 c3 ®™a6l or 7 9d2 ¢5
8 dc & xc5 does not promise White
anything — also good is 8 ...
D6 — 9 b3 b6 10 Dxc5
txc5 11 c3 Q6 12 Ke3 Was,
Spassky-Bronstein, USSR 1961) 7 ...
c¢5 8 dc (after 8 D xh5 KX xhs
9 &xh5 g6 10 Re2 DOxha
11 Oxha xhd 12 Re3 4ch,
Espig-Golz, GDR 1967, or 8 & xh5
2 xh5 9 9 xhS g6 10 Kg5 Ke?
11 Rxe7 tyxe7 12 9g3 Oxhg,
Brzoszka-Veresov, Polanica 2droj
1958, Black has excellent play) 8 ...
2xc5 9 Dd2 (or 9 D3 Qb
10 K5 Ke7 11 td2 b4
12 @b5+ fs 13 Ka4 with equal
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chances, Vuki¢) 9 ... 9c6 10 Qb3
b6 11 R xh5 Axe5 12 Kxgb
QA xg6 13 Kg5 td6 14 te2 te5
15 ¥ xe5 Qxe5 16 f3 f6, and the
game is even (Bronstein-Botvinnik,
USSR 1966).

7 ha-hs Kg6-h7

8 Kf1-d3  KXh7xd3

There now arise two lines: 9 cdl?

(A) and 9 yxd3 (B).

A

9 c2xd3I?

White weakens his pawn position
in the centre in order to initiate in
some case play on the K-side with
mdl-g4.

Besides, Black has the following
possibilities:
1) 9 Qd7 10 93 ™be
11 9ce2 ¢5 12 dc & xc5 13 d4
Sba+ 14 Of1 OB 15 Ke3 Af8
16 Ocl 9Qe7 17 Bxc8+ D xc8
with equal play (Spassky-Liberson,
Rostov 1960).
2) 9 ... b6 10 RKe3l? xb2
11 9d2 b4 (or 11 ... b6 12 0-0
Se7 13f4 Qfs 14 D xf5 ef 15 g4l

with a strong white initiative, Asat-
urjan—-Hodos, USSR 1969; worth
noting is 11 ... #c31?) 12 0-0
2xd2 13 Obl #xa2 14 Qxd2
b6 15 &b4 with unclear Gambit
play (Kusmin-Bordonada, 1974
Olympiad).
10 &bl-c3 4bB-ab
0 ... 95 merits consideration.
11 0-0 Wwds-d7
12 c3-e2  Qe7-f5
Black has a good position and in-
tends castling long and to play on
the K-side.

B

(1edc6 2dads 3e5 Xf5 4 De2
e6 5 Qg3 KQg6 6 ha h6 7 h5S Kh7
8 &d3 & xd3)
9 ¥™dlxd3 c6-c5

A game Arutyunov-Khalilbeili
(USSR 1960) continued 9 ... a5+
10 c3 %a6 11 ¥ xa6l & xa6 12 f4l
c5 13 f5 cd 14 fe fe 15 cd Kba+
16 Me2 QNe7 17 a3 Kas5 18 Of1
B8 19 ®d3, and White has an ad-
vantage in the end-game.

10 c2-a3 ®ds-b6
11 0-0 AbB-c6
12 Bfi-d1 ...

If 12 dc, so 12 ... ¥c7I
12 ... Oas-c8

Black’s chances are not worse (Fi-
lip).
v

(1ed4 c6 2 dads 3e5 KfS)
4 c2-c4
This continuation was first intro-



duced in the nineteen fifties. Once
White has closed the centre he is the
first to liven up the game. However,
in a number of variations Black ob-
tains a good central outpost on d5
which secures him sufficient counter-
play.
4 ... e7-e6
5 9bl-c3 dSxc4

Also not bad is 5 ... 99d7 6cd cd
7 Dge2 (or 7 Df3 De7 8 Kg5 a6
9 Qha KRg6 10 Ke2 Wb6 11 Wd2
2c6 12 Od1 Bc8 13 0-0 Ke7 with
equal play, Unzicker-Golombek,
Munich 1954) 7 ... Qe7 8 g3
K6 9 Kd3 (or 9 h4 h5 10 KXg5
a6 11 &d3 Qxd3 12 tyxd3 dbe
13 0-0 4 ¢6, and the position is equa-
lised, Boleslavsky) 9 ... 9c6 10 0-0
Wwh4 11 Qb5 RKe7 12 Ke3 0-0
13 f4 f51, and Black’s position is quite

sound (Stoltz-Golombek, 1954
Olympiad).

6 Rflxca Qbs-d7

7 Qgl-e2

After 7 9f3 2b6 8 Kb3 Ne7
90-0 DedS 10 e2 Ke7 11 Ded
0-0 Black has a sound defensive
position (Johannessen-Porath, 1960
Olympiad).

7 .. fgs-e7
8 0-0 9)d7-b6
9 Rc4-b3  Wde-d7
10 Qe2-g3 Kf5-gb6
11 Kcl-e3 0-0-0

Black has equal play (Konstantino-
polsky).
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\"

(1 ed c6 2dads 3e5 Rf5)
4 h2-h4l?

Even its outer appearance betrays
that this move is heading for a
double-edged play. Now Black has
two main lines: 4 ... h6 (A) and 4 ...
h5 (B).

A
4 i h7-h6
In addition the following lines are
playable:

1) 4... ®d7?21 5 Dc3 h6 6 Re3 e6
7 g4 Rh7 8 Dge2 a6 9 Df4
9c7 10 td2 0-0-0 11 0-0-0 b6
12 Qg2 with some pressure by
White (Aronin-Shatskes, Moscow
1961).

2) 4...c5 5dcl c7 6 D3 Dcb
7 ©f3 Ods 8 Qb5 M8 (Tal-Bot-
vinnik, match 1961). White was able
to obtain the advantage after 9 c3.

5 g2-g4

White does not achieve anything
by playing 5 9e2 e6 6 2g3 e’
7 Qc3 9d7 8 Ke3 Kh7 9 Kd3
K2xd3 10 cd h5I (Tal-Botvinnik,
match 1961).

Worth noting is Boleslavsky’'s re-
commendation 5 &d3I1? & xd3
6 ™ xd3e6 7 hs.

5. 2f5-d7

Other possibilities include:

1 5.. QB 6 Dc3 b6 7 Kh3
e6 8 2ge2 c5 9 0-0 Dc6 10 me3
with space advantage for White (Ar-
onin-Bronstein, USSR 1961).
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2) 5 ... Rh7?21 6 e6l fe 7 Kd3
2xd3 8 ¥xd3 #d6 9 f4 Dd7
10 23 0-0-0 11 De5 2 xe5 12 fe,
and Black’s position is very cramped
(Gufeld-Spiridonov, Helsinki 1961).

6 h4-hS

Apart from this White can choose
between the following lines:
1) 6 3¢5 7 Rg2e6 8 Ne2 KbS
9 Da3? Qxe2 10 wwxe2 cd 11 cd
2 xa3 12 ba 9c6 with a positional
advantage to Black (Tal-Botvinnik,
match 1961).
2) 6 Re3c5 7¢34c6 Baz a5 9b3
e6 10 h5 bsI 11 9)f3 b8 12 Rg2
c4 13 bc bc, and the game is
roughly equal (Bronstein-Donner,
Budapest 1961).
3) 6 c4 e6l 7 Qc3 (Bronstein-Por-
tisch, Moscow 1961). Black was able
to obtain excellent play after 7 ...
c51 8 dc *xc5 9 cd ed.

6 ... e7-e6
7 f2-f4 c6-c5
8 c2-a3 4 b8-c6
9 Qgl-f3  tdB-b6

10 dgl-f21?

A new continuation. Also possible
is 10 &h3 0-0-0 11 0-0 Dbs
12 9a3 cd 13 cd OcB with equal
play.

10 ... 0-0-0

Interesting intricacies result after
10 ... fe1? 11 ®g3 0-0-0 12 a3 c4
13 9bd2 Qa5 (in a game Malan-
yuk-Psakhis, USSR 1979, White had
strong pressure after 13 ... Qb8
14 b3l cb 15 9 xb3 #c7 16 Kd3
KB 17 a4 Da5 18 £ xa5 ¥y xas
19 #b3) 14 Obl 29b3 15 2 xb3
Ra4 with complex, double-edged

play.

11 df2-g3  Qgs-e7
Worth noting is 11 ... dbs.
12 a2-a3 c5-c4

Okhotnik-Bereshnoi (USSR 1981)
continued 13 Qbd2 9as5 14 Dbl
4b3 15 K xc4l Axd2 16 2 xd2
dc 17 9 xc4 ®c7 with sharp
play.

B

(led c6 2d4ad5 3 e5 Xf5 4 hdg)
4 ... h7-h5
5 c2-c4



After 5 Se2 e6 G‘an g6
arises the variation with 4 Qe2 e6
5 9g3 K6 6 ha hs.

Aronin-Smyslov (USSR 1961) con-
tinued 5 9c3 e6 6 DfI [g4
7 Re2 ¢5 8 Re3 N6 9 dc [x 3
10 & xf3 £) xe5 with equal play for
Black.

5 .. e7-e6

Also possible is 5 ... dc 6 & xc4
e6 7 A3 Ad7 8 Dgel? Ke7
9 Qg3 KXgb6 10 QDced Aheél
11 Dg571 (11 KXg5) 11 ... Mas+
12 @d2 Qb4 13 DSed Qxed
14 2 xe4 2f5 with good play for
Black (Chandler-Speelman, Great
Britain 1985).

6 9bl-c3 QKfB-e7

After 6 ... 2d7 7 cdcd 8 Rg5
Qe7 9 td2 [xg5 10 Hxgs
txgs 11 hg a6 12 Re2 Kgb6
13 g4 White maintains some initia-
tive.

7 Dgl-f3  KXf5-g4
8 [cl-e3  LQgB-hé

A game Nunn-Miles (Amsterdam
1985) then continued 9 cd cd
10 b3 tvd7 11 Rd3 Qf5 (also
goodis 11 ... 9c6) 12 Dh2 9 xe3
13 fe 96 with excellent play for
Black.
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Part 1l

Other white 2nd move con-
tinuations

(1 ed c6)

In this part we shall be analysing
the quite large group of variations in
which White dispenses with the
move 2 d4. Among them 2 9f3 d5
3 93 Kga is the most important
line.

2 9gl1-f3  d7-d5
3 9bl-c3
The principal continuation. In

practice this position often arises af-
ter such continuations as 2 9c3 d5
3 2f3, etc.

Sometimes 3 e5I? is played (White
achieves nothing by 3 ed cd 4 d4
26 or 4 b3 f6 5 Kb2 e6) e. g.
3 ... Rpg4 (worth noting is 3 ...
&f5, and if 4 2d421, then 4 ...
Rg6 5 e6 b6 6 g c51 7 ef+
Dxf7 8 Af3 6 with excellent
play for Black, Tolush-Kotov, 11th
USSR Championship, 1939; better is
4 Qe2 e6 5 0-0 with equal play; also
possible is 3 ... c5) 4 dd e6 5 3
9d7 6 9bd2 5 7 dc Kxc5
8 a4 R xf3 9 D xf3I Ne7 10 Kf4
(in a game Tolush-Konstantino-
polsky, 11th USSR Championship,
1939, play was equal after 10 thga
Dg6 11 KXb5 00 12 Kxd?
% xd7) 10 ... 0-0. Black has equal
play (Tolush-Goglidze, USSR 1939).
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After 3 2c3 Black has three main
continuations: 3 ... g4 (A), 3
2)f6 (B) and 3 ... de (C).

Less advisable is 3 ... d4?1 After
4 De2 ¢5 5 Dg3 (not bad either is
5c3dc 6bc 9f6 7 Dg3 e6 8 d4
with better play for White, Grln-
feld) 5 ... 9c6 6 Rcd e5 7 d3
Re7 80-0 Df6 9 Dha. White has
piece pressure on the K-side which
gives him the initiative (Keres-Tar-
takover, Paris 1954).

A

3 .. Rc8-ga
This is one of the cases where the
early development of the bishop be-
fore the knights represents the best
plan for Black's play. Black solves
the development problem of his
light-squared bishop and sets up
a solid defensive line. Thus, he com-
plements the impact of his pawn
chain on the light squares with piece

control over the dark squares.

EA W

| @
7 .t//// %%

JEA /%
/

i, %‘A

4 h2-h3
Without any doubt the most im-
portant continuation for White.

Other moves hold little promise for
White:
1) 4d4 e6l 5Sh3 RhS 6 ga (6 Ke2
2)f6) 6 ... K6 7 DeSI? K xed
8 QA xed de 9 Rg2 Nd7 10 L xd7
®xd7 11 Rxed Df6 12 KXg2
Ods, and Black has no difficulties
(Planinc-Kurajica, Skopje 1969).
2) 4edcd Sh3 &xf3 6 Wxf3 e6
7d4 9c6 B De2 Aba 9 Wb3 OcB
10 9c3 tc7 11 Kb5+ 2c6, and
here too Black has excellent play.
3) 4 Re2e6 50-09f6 6h3 KxF3
7 *xf3 Re7 8 d4 0-0 9 e5 Nfd7
10 9e2, and Black's position is very
flexible.

After 4 h3 Black has two alterna-

tives: . ®xf3 (@) and 4 ...
Kh517 (b).
a

4 ... Sgaxf3

5 #d1xf3

Tal's experiment 5 gf?l found no
followers. After 5 ... e6 6 d4 (it may
be worth trying out 6 d3 and f3-f4)

. 9d7 7 &f4 (here the plan
7 Re3 followed by ¥d2 and 0-0-0
deserves attention) 7 ... &b4 8 h4
9gf6 9 a3 (Tal-Botvinnik, 1960,
continued 9 e5? 9h5 10 Kg5 Wa5
11 &d2 #b6 12 a3 Re7 13 Qe3
g6, and, in view of the opponent’s
pawn weakness Black obtained posi-
tional advantage) 9 ... &Xxc3+
10 bc de 11 fe 9 xe4 12 ¢f3 Mas
13 Bh3, and Black's chances are bet-
ter (Trifunovic).

After the text move Black has two



main variations available: 5 ... 26
(1)and 5 ... €6 (2).

5 ... de is also played. With this
early surrender of the centre Black,
however, gets the somewhat worse
play: 6 Qxed Dd7 7 d4 Dgf6
8 Axfe+ Axf6 9 c3 e6 10 g3
Ke7 11 [g2 0-0 12 0-0 tMbe
13 Bel (Trifunovig).

The most active continuation by
which Black immediately exerts pres-
sure on the centre. White has now
the choice between a number of
answers. The most important are
6 d4 (1a) and 6 d3 (1b).

Let us also look at the following
possible lines:

1) 6 Re2 e6 7 0-0 Kc5 8 Odl
Kd4! 9 ed cd 10 Qb5+ 26
11 De2 K5 12 d4 QeT.

Black has a solid position and no
difficultics.

2) 6 g3 Qxed 7 Axcd de
8 ™ xe4 tdS (also possible is 8 ...
£d7 9 g2 e6 followed by Rd6
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with equal play) 9 ®xd5 cd
10 Rg2 e6 11 c4 Dc6 12 cd Db4,
and the game is equal (Boleslavsky).
3) 6 g4l Qxed 7 D xed de
8 "xed 9d7 9 KXg2 e6 10 d4
2d6 followed by 0-0 and e6-e5
with good play for Black.

4) 6 €521 2fd7 7 e6?l (or 7 d4 e6
8 Rf4 ¢S 9 dc Dc6 10 thg3 Mas
11 =d2 ¥ xc5 124 g6, and Black's
chances are clearly better, Sergi-
yevsky—Stolyar, USSR 1961; 7 t4g3
e6 8 Re2 ¢5 9 f4 Dc6 10 b3 Nd4
is also in Black's favour) 7 ... fe
8 d4 eS! 9 de ) xe5 10 tg3 Af7
11 Qf4 d7 12 0-0-0 e5 13 Hel
f6 14 Rxe5 Dfxes 15 f4 Rd6
16 fe 9 xe5, and Black’s position is
very good.

la

5 d2-d4

For a long time this continuation
fcatured gambit character. In 1961
however, Fischer found a way to
calm down the game. In both cases
Black has every reason to hope to
get equal chances.

6 .. ds xe4
7 ®f3—-e3l1?
tsee dhagram)
Fischer's move. If 7 2 xe4?!

™ xd4 8 &d3 9bd7! 9 Re3 td5
10 Odl e6 110-0 &e7 12 D xfo+
2 xf6 13 g3 &d6 14 ¢wha M5
15 g3 K5 Black kecps his extra
pawn (Dubinin-Ilivitsky, Union of
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Socialist Federal Soviet Republics,
1957).
? £bs-d7

The following moves are also pos-
sible:

1) 7 ... %a5 8 Rd2 f5 9 0-0-0
€6 10f3ef 11 g4 %aS 12 &c4 with
double-edged play and roughly
equal chances (Messing—Nemet, Yu-
goslavia 1967).

2) 7...9d5 8 thxed Dxc3 9 bc
9d7 10 Obl B 11 c4 e6
12 &d3 Re7 13 0-0 with better
play for White (Boleslavsky).

8 Dc3xed e7-eSI?

A game Fischer-Keres (Bled 1961)
continued 8 ... 9 xed 9 Wxed
2f6 10 thd3 ™d5 11 c4 d6
12 Qe2 e5 13 d5 e4 (worth noting
is 13...cd 14 cd ¥ xd5 15 ¢ xd5
2 xds 16 b5+ de7 17 0-0 with
roughly equal play) 14 $c2 Re7
15 dc M xc6 16 0-0 0-0 17 Ke3,
and White's position is slightly better.

Also after 10 ... e6 (instead of
10 ... tvd5) 11 Re2 Ke7 12 0-0
0-0 (Boleslavsky) White has the
slightly more favourable chances.

9 d4xeS

After 9 D xf6+ tyxfe6 10 f4l?
trxfa4 11 ¢ xfaef 12 R xf4 b6
13 0-0-0 0-0-0 Black has no trouble
(Suetin).

9 .. A f6xed
10 Me3xe4 HMdB-a5+
11 Rcl-d2 a5xe5

Black has every hope of equality
(Suetin).

1b

(Ledc6 2 2f3dS 3 Lc3 Kgd 4h3
xf3 5 &xf3 Aff)
6 d2-d3

This cautious white path in the
centre has become quite popular re-
cently. White wants to fortify e4 in
order to close the game in the cen-
tre. He then plans a pawn attack on
the K-side. Black on his part would
normally reply with a pawn advance
on the Q-side and at the same time
try to contain his opponent’s attack-
ing efforts on the K-side. The man-
oeuvre £)f6-eB-c7 and the blockade
move f7-f5 are in line with these
aims. In some cases Black's counter-
play is strengthened by playing
2f8-ba.

A rather complex positional
struggle develops with roughly equal
chances for both sides.

6 ... e7-€e6

(see diagram)

In this critical position White has
several continuations in hand: 7 g3
(vh, 7 g4 (w), 7 &d2 (x), 7 a3 (y)
and 7 Re2 (2).



7 g2-g3

With this move White is aiming at
a King’s Indian structure in order to
expand his activities on the K-side
gradually. This very slow advance
leads to good chances for Black to
take over the initiative on the Q-side.

7. 2f8-ba

By far the most active method of
counterplay. Apart from this move,
Black has the following equally safe
defensive possibilities available:
1) 7 ... 9bd7 8 K2 K5 9 0-0
0-0 10 tve2 Rd4 11 Dh2 *xc3
12 bc de 13 de ¥a5 with equal play
(Smyslov-Flohr, 18th USSR Champ-
ionship, 1950).
2) 7...g6 8 Qg2 Qg7 9 0-0 0-0
10 Rg5 9bd7 11 Dael h6 12 Kcl
b5 with complex play and equal
chances for Black (Vasyukov-
Ilivitsky, USSR 1958).
3) 7... Re7 8 g2 0-0 90-0 a6
10 e2 2e8 11e5 2ac7 12 h4 hé
13 9d1 %d7 14 c4 f5, and Black
has a solid defensive position (Aver-
bakh-Flohr, 19th USSR Champion-
ship, 1951).
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8 &cl-d2 d5-d4
9 9c3-bl  ™d8-bé

A game Fischer-Petrosian (Candi-
dates Tournament 1959) continued
9. &xd2+ 10 9 xd2 e5I (weaker
is 10 ... a5 11 a3 9bd7 12 twe2
hS 13 h4 Qg4 14 Q[h3 Adf6
15 0-0 0-0-0 16 9c4 ™7 17 e5
S)eB 18 a4, with good chances for a
white attack, Boleslavsky-Mikenas,
24th USSR Championship, 1957)
11 Qg2 ¢5 12 0-0 Dc6 13 te2
Me7 14 f4 0-0-0 15 a3 Sedl 16 ba
cb 17 9c4 f6 18 fe fe 19 ab Dc7
with slightly better chances for
Black.

10 b2-b3

Black also maintains the slightly
better chances if 10 c3 &c5 11 Rcl
2bd7 12 te2 (bad is 12 Kg2?
9e5 13 e2 dc 14 bc QK xf2+1;
also in Black's favour is 12 9d2
9e5 13 the2 0-0-0 14 c4 g5l)
12 ... 0-0-0 13 e5 9d5 14 Rkpg2
™c7 15 f4 f6.

10 ... 4b8-d7
11 Kf1-g2  a7-as

12 a2-a3 b4 xd2 +
13 9blxd2 Wb6-c5
14 ¢f3-d1  h7-hS

Thus went a game Fischer-Keres
(Candidates Tournament 1959). After
15 932 tc3+ 16 De2 e
17 %d2 Se5 18 bd 2xf3
19 & xf3 te5 Black had a clear ad-
vantage. White should have played
15 h4l Qg4 16 0-0 9deS, and
Black’s advantage is small.
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w

(ledco6 2 2f3d5 3 Dc3 Kgd 4 h3
K xf3 5 Mxf3 Df6 6 d3 e6)
7 g2-g4nr
A sharp continuation. White
launches an immediate attack on the
IK-side without any consideration for
the weakening of his pawn position.
Practice has shown that Black has ex-
cellent resources for counterplay.
7. K8-ba
8 Kcl-d2
Not advisable is 8 g5?1 a5l
9 &d2 d4 10 gf dc 11 bc & xc3,
and the chances for Black are clearly
better.

8 ... ¥d8-a5
9 a2-a3 d5-d4

10 9c3-bl  [Xbaxd2+
11 &blxd2 h7-h5

Black’s position is slightly better
(Boleslavsky).

X

ledc6 2 Df3d5 3 Dc3 Kgad 4 h3
Kxf3 5 ¢xf3 f6 6d3 e6)
7 Rcl-d2
White preventls a pin on the a5-el
diagonal and, if the occasion arises,
can castle long. But this continuation
is somewhat passive and does not
pose any serious problems to Black.
7 .. 2)bs-d7
Also worth noting is 7 ... Rba4,
and if 8 a3, then 8 ... &d6 with
good play for Black.

8 g2-g4 2(8-ba

The most active counter-measure
at this point. Black needs to be cau-
tious, or else the white threats on the
K-side can become very dangerous,
e g:

1) 8...g6 90-0-0 2g7 10 h4a hS
11 g5 9gd 12 Kh3 b6 13 Odel
S)ge5 14 ™g3 with a dangerous
white initiative (Darga-Donner,
Beverwijk 1964).
2) 8 ... h6?1 9 0-0-0 (interesting is
9 h4l? Qe5 10 g3 Dexgd 11 e5
Kc5 12 9d1 $c7 13 f4, and Black
loses material, Timman-Miles, Am-
sterdam 1985) 9 ... Qb4 10 a3
Ra5 11 hal ¢e7 12 g5, and Black’s
defence is difficult (Planinc-Kuraijica,
Sarajevo 1970).

9 a2-a3

Double-edged play also results af-
ter 9 g51? 9g8 10 ha d4 11 Dbl
b6 (Suetin-Shamkovich, Kalinin-
grad 1972).

9 ... Kba-as
10 g4-g5

The position is double-edged (Tri-

funovic).



. v
(led c6 2 3 dS 3 Dc3 Kgd 4 h3

2 xf3 5 Wxf3 Qf6 6 d3 e6)

7 a2-a3

In conjunction with 8 g41? this is
probably the most common plan. It
was introduced into practice in 1958
by Smyslov during a game with Bot-
vinnik. White prevents the sally with
the bishop to b4 and is eager, on his
part, to proceed on the K-side. But
practice has shown that Black has
sufficient resources to achieve equal
play.

: [ f8-e7

Also possible are the following
lines:

1) 7... &c5 8 Ke2 (or 8 g4 0-0
9 h4 9bd7 10 g5 DeB 11 Kh3
e7 with complex play and approxi-
mately equal chances) 8 ... 0-0
90-0 9bd7 10 g3 &d4 11 KXh6
Ded 12 g5 Ddf6 13 Kf3 tde6
14 Qf4 ¢S, and the game is equal
(Fischer—Larscn, Zurich 1959).

2) 7... %a5 8 &d2 b6 9 0-0-0
d4 10 De2 a5 11 g4 K5 12 g5
9fd7 13 h4 @b5 14 93 dc
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15 *xc3 b6 16 Kxg7 Ogs
17 Qc3 Qd4 18 Qxd4 tyxd4
19 c3 b6 20 d4 Da6, and Black's
position is sufficiently solid (Much-
nik-Khalilbeili, USSR 1958).
3) 7... ©bd7 8 g4 g6 (Fischer-Ka-
gan, Natanya 1968, proceeded 8 ...
2d6 9 g5 2g8 10 h4 Qe7 11 h5
%be6 12 &h3 0-0-0 13 a4 a5 14 0-0
with a clear advantage to White;
worth noting is 8 ... d41? 9 Qe2
™a5+ 10 &d2 b6 11 b3 a5
12 g5 Qg8 13 KXg2 KXd6 14 0-0
e7 15 Mh5e5 16 h4a 0-0 17 thga
™c7 with approximately equal
chances, Beloussov-Perelstein, USSR
1986) 9 h4 hS 10 g5 9g4 11 Kh3|,
and White exerts strong pressure on
the K-side (Boleslavsky).
8 g2-g4
If 8 g3, then 0-0 9 Rg2 Sed
10 0-0 f51 11 the2 9c7 12 Kd2
9d7 13 Dael Kf6 and Black
stands solid (Boleslavsky-Bagirov,
Moscow 1959).
8 ... 2f6-d7
Also possible is 8 ... de 9 de
Qfd7 10 R&d2 (or 10 KXe3 Kg5
11 0-0-0 R xe3+ 12 tyxe3 te?)
10 ... &g5 110-0-0 *xd2+ (11 ...
h6) 12 B xd2 %h4? (betteris 12 ...
We7 or 12 ... ¢5) 13 tve3 e5 14 f4!
ef 15 ®xf4 Me7 16 h4 hé
17 9c2! DS 18 2d4 g6 19 hs
with a strong initiative to White (Sue-
tin-Spiridonov, Brno 1975).
9 d3-d4 % d8-bé
After 9 ... g5 10 =e3 @xe3
11 fcor 9 ... f8 10 Ke3 Dgb
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11 g3 @h4 12 &h2 49d?
13 0-0-0 (Smyslov-Botvinnik, match
1958) White’s chances are clearly
better.

10 #f3-d3  e6-e5
11 e4xd5 e5xd4
12 9c3-e2 0-0

13 &fl-g2  Ad7-f6

The chances are equal, e. g. 14 dc
2 xc6 15 0-0 O ad8 (Trifunovic).

4

(ledc6 2 Df3dS5 3 Dc3 Kgd 4 h3
K xf3 5 xf3 Of6 6 d3 e6)
7 RKfl-e2
This relatively little analysed deve-
loping move is currently hardly

played.
7. 2)b8-d7
8 ™f3-g3 g7-gb6
9 0-0

In a game Gurgenidze-Petrosian
(Moscow 1961) Black had excellent
play after 9 h4?l h5 10 0-0 #b6
11 Obl Qh6 12 Qg5 K xg5 13 hg
$)h7 14 ed ed.

By playing 9 f4 Rg7 10 Rd6?
tyb6l 11 Obl d4 12 2d1 ®as5+
Black wins a pawn.

9 ... f8-g7
10 Rcl-f4  td8-be
11 Bal-bl o0-0

12 Ke2-f3

After 12 &c7 %d4al 13 Rf3 e5
14 @d6 Ofe8 15 Ra3 de 16 de b5
Black seizes the initiative (Smyslov-
Botvinnik, match 1958).

12 e5 2)e8 is not dangerous, and
Black has a sound position.

12 ... e6-e5
13 Kf4-d2  dSxes
14 d3xe4 a7-as5

Karpov-Portisch (Montreal 1979)
continued 15 Ofdl a4 16 ®™h4
tc5 17 Qe3 te7 18 a3 Ofds
19 Re2 Nc5 20 KAf1 De6 21 f3 b
with approximately equal chances.

2

(ledc6 2 2f3d5 3 Dc3 Kg4d 4h3
K xf3 5 Wxf3)
! iz e7-eb6

A solid defensive move. The con-
tinuation 6 d3 £)f6 now leads to the
variation just examined. But there
are also several independent continu-
ations here.

6 d2-d4

The following are a number of
rare replies:
1) 6 g3 Qf6 7 Kg2 de 8 2 xed
£ xed (or 8 ... 2bd7 9 d4 2 xed
10 ¢ xeq 2f6 11 Bd3 Re7 12 0-0
0-0 13 b3 b6 with equality, Alex-
ander-Golombek, Great Britain
1951) 9 t4xed4 9d5S 10 d4 2d7
11 0-0 txed 12 Rxed 2f6
13 &3 0-0-0, and Black’s position is
very secure (Lutikov-Ilivitsky, USSR
1957).
2) 6a3l? d7 7d4ag6 8 Re3 Kg7
9 0-0-0 De7 10 g4 a5 11 h4 hé
12 g3 0-0-0 13 Re2 with a mar-
ginal advantage to White (Panno-
Pomar, Palma de Mallorca 1971).
3) 6 Re2 96 70-0 Dbd7 8 d4 de
9 QAxed Dxed 10 Wyxed Af6
11 d3 7 12 4 Re7 13 Rd2
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00 14 Rc3 Dads 15 &f3 thd7,
and the position is level (Mili¢-
Clarke, 1956 Olympiad).

6 -x d5xed

The principal reply: Black accepts
the pawn sacrifice. Alternatives are
the following:

1) 6 .. 9Qf6 7 Rd3 Ke7 8 €5
(worth considering is 8 SRe3 0-0
90-0) 8... 2fd7 9 tMg3 g6 (a game
Bronstein—Makogonov, USSR 1947,
continued 9 ... Rf8 10 Qe2 ¢5
11 ¢3 9c6 12 0-0 cd 13 cd b6
14 Qe3 twxb2 15 Dabl, and
White has a strong initiative for the
pawn) 10 h4 ¥b6 11 De2 ¢5 12 hS
Og8 13 c3 9c6 14 twe3 0-0-0
15 h6, and White's pressure on the
dark squares makes itself felt (Bron-
stein—Makogonov, Tbilisi 1951).

2) 6...g6l7 7ed?lcd 8 Rf4 Dcb
9 Qb5 KXg7 10 0-0 De7 11 Ke5
00 12 Rxg7 Dxg7 13 De2 a6
14 R xc6 Dxc6 15 3 Hf6 with
equal chances (Konstantinopolsky-
Kasparian, 20th USSR Championship,
1952).

3) 6 ... ®ba 7 e5 (interesting is
7 tg31?, Keres) 7 ... c5 8 a3 ¥a5
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9 abl ®xal 10 &b5+ 9c6 11 0-0
cd 12 99xd5 ed 13 b3 De7
14 g5, and White's initiative looks
very dangerous (Ciocaltea-Soos,
Roumania 1952).
4) 6 ... b6 7 &d3 2f6 8 0-0 de
9 Q) xed4 M xd4 10 D xf6+ M xf6
11 thg3 the7 12 Kf4 Dd7
13 Dadl Qf6 14 Ke5 0-0-0
15 Ke2, and the advantage is on
White's side (Panov-Kopylov, USSR
1946).
7 Dca3xed ...
After 7 ¥ xed )6 8 ®d3 a6
Black has no serious difficulties.
7 .. ®dexd4
If 7 ... 9f6 8 &d3 Dbd7 9 3
Axed 10 wxed 2Df6 11 te2
Wd5 12 0-0 Wh5 13 ¥ xhS & xhs
14 Re3 White has a small though
lasting advantage for the end-game
(Boleslavsky—-Bronstein, match
1950).
8 Kf1-d3  Qbs-d7
After 8 ... 2f6 9 Re3 (or 9 3
%d8 10 0-0 Ke7 11 Od1 Dbd7
with approximately equal prospects)
9 ... d8 (a double-edged struggle
develops if 9 ... t4xb2 10 0-0
A xed 11 Mwxes tf6 12 Dabl)
10 0-0-0 9bd7 11 RKc4, and White
has excellent development and in-
itiative for the pawn (Boleslavsky-

Flohr, 18th USSR Championship,
1950).

9 Qcl-e3  ™d4-dS

10 0-0-0 £)g8-f6

It would be interesting to test
10 ... %y xa2|?



136 2 Qf3d5 3 93

11 ®cl-bl
in this double-edged position the
chances are approximately even (Tri-
funovic).

b

(1 ed c6 2 93 d5 3 Dc3 K4
4 h3)
4 .. Kga4-hs1?

This bishop’s manoeuvre leads to a
double-edged game. Its theoretical
repute is questionable. It is hardly
possible to calculate the arising tacti-
cal entanglements with precision and
they are therefore difficult to assess.
Up until recently this plan was one
of the ‘stepchildren’ of the openings
theory. Latest practice shows that re-
search into this system will not be
concluded for a long time to come.

¥4 uaaam
e

5 e4xds
The principal reply. White is eager
to exploit the weakness of Black's
Q-side and, at the same time push his
opponent’s light-squared bishop a-
side by g2-g4, 2f3-¢5 and h3-h4.
If White plays immediately 5 g4?!,
the answer 5 ... de 6 gh (6 9) xe4
g6 is favourable for Black) 6 ... ef

7 9 xf3 e6 is possible with double-
edged play.

After 5 dd4 e6 6 Re2 26 7 e5
£)fd7 80-0 RKe7 9 Dh2 Kg6 10 f4
fel 11 Kga f5 12 Kf3 b6 Black
has equal play (Solontiev-Volovich,
USSR 1961).

5. c6xd5
6 .Qfl bs+ S bB-c6
7 g2-g4 h5-g6
8 2f3-e5

The continuation 8 d4 gives Black
time to help him organise his de-

fence. Keres-Filip (Buenos Aires
1964) continued 8 ... e6 9 2e5
Qe7 10 ha f6 11 L xg6 hg

12 2e3 OcB 13 Qd3 Qb4 14 Qf]
@f7 15 a3 Dbc6 16 Kd3, and here
Black was able to equalise the game
with 16 ... e5.

8 ... Da8-c8
Other possibilities are:

1) 8 ... d6 9 d4 f6 (10 Rf4 was
threatened) 10 9 xg6 hg 11 ®d3
0-0-0 (naturally not 11 ... Df7? be-
cause of 12 @ xdS) 12 RKxc6
Wxc6 13 tyxgb e5 14 td3l
(14 =&d2 is not so convincing be-
cause of 14 ... e4l 15 tf5+ Dbs



16 0-0-0, and White has only a slight
advantage) 14 ... b4 15 Kd2 ed
16 b5 R xc3 17 tyxc6+ be

18 bc, and Black has no compensa-

tion for his lost pawn (Keres—Boles-
lavsky, match tournament 1941).
2) 8 ... ™c771 9 d4 e6 10 te2
4)f6 11 ha RXba 12 hs Ked 13 3
0-0 14 & xc6 bc 15g5c5 16 Re3l
[Qxf3 17 Axf3 De4 18 0-0
Axc3 19 bc K/xc3 20 Dadl
Babs 21 Bf2 Bb2 22 hél, and
White has a won position (Suetin-
Veresov, Minsk 1955).
3) 8... b6? 9 4 xd5l, and Black's
position is hopeless.
9 d2-d4 e7-eb

Not 9 ... f6? 10 9 xg6 hg
11 vd3 DFf7 12 9 xd5l, and Black
has a lost position.

10 ®vdl-e2

It is important to prevent the
move f7-f6. If White plays 10 h4
straight away, Black answers 10 ...
f6, and after 11 9 xg6 (a game
Moses—Kelbeck, Harrachov 1967,
proceeded 11  hS21 Q& Xxc2
12 2 xc6 bc 13 Hxc2 cb 14 te2
b4 15 Wwxe6+ tMe7 16 Mxe7+
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D xe7 17 De2 Dc6 18 Kf4 Dd7
19 d2 Kd6 with equal chances)
1 ... hg 12 Qe3 (after 12 ¢d3
@f7 13 hS? gh 14 gh Dge7
15 Re3 4fS, Fischer-Smyslov,
Candidates Tournament 1959, or
13 Qe3 a5 14 h5 gh 15 gh Qge7,
Usachi-Usov, USSR 1959, White is in
a difficult position) 12 b4
13 Ol *xc3 14 bc De7 15 the2
a6 16 &d3 9a5 Black obtains equal
play (Liberson-Smyslov, 27th USSR
Championship, 1960).

10 .. 2f8-ba
Other possibilities are:
1) 10 2d6? 11 D xgé hg

12 9xds Kb8 13 D3 txda
14 Qe3 b4 15 0-0-0 with a clear
advantage for White (Gurgenidze-
Liberson, 27th USSR Championship,
1960).

2) 10 Ke7 11 Kf4 QDf8
12 9xc6 bc 13 Ka6, and White
wins the exchange.

11 h3-h4 g8-e?

11 ... b6 is most effectively
answered by 12 0-0 (after 12 a3
S xc3+ 13 bc De7 14 h5 Red
15 0-0 a6l 16 &d3 — in Black’s fa-

vour is 16 RXc6+ QXc6
17 9xc6 xc6 18 f3 Mxc3
19 &d2 Wxd4+ — 16 ... *Kxd3

17 cd Qxe5 18 tyxe5 f6 19 Ml
Qf7 Black definitely has sufficient
counterplay, Boleslavskyje. g. 12 ...
S)e7 (other continuations are unsa-
tisfactory for Black: 12 ... a6
13 [Qxc6+ bc 14 h5 Red
15 9 xe4 de 16 c3 Ke7 17 31, Klo-
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van-Zirzenis, Riga 1960; 12 ... 96
13 Da4 MaS 14 h5 Ked 15 3 a6
16 [ xc6+ bc 17 b3 Kc3
18 Axc3 ¢xc3 19 Re3 $xc2
20 ™ xa6l, Boleslavsky; 12

®xd4? 13 HOdl followed by
14 9xdS) 13 hS Red 14 2 xed
de 15 3 &d6 16 Qc4 ds
17 9 xd6+ Mxd6 18 ¥ xed, and
White has a clear advantage (Trifu-
novi¢). However, 11 ... & Xc3+
12 bc ™a5 merits attention, with the
following possible continuations:

1) 13 &b2 De7 14 h5 Ked 15 3
f6 16 fe (if 16 9 xc6 bc 17 Ka6
Ob8 18 0-0-0 *Xxf3 19 ¥ xf3
™ x a6 Black has excellent play)
16 ... fe 17 0-0 with sharp play (Tri-
funovi¢ and Minev).

2) 13 00 Wxc3 14 KX xc6+ bc
15 a6 Qe7 16 RKa3 thxd4
17 [Qxe7 Mxe7 18 Ma3+ 5
19 9 xa7+ f8 20 wvd7 Oes, and
Black seizes the initiative.

3) 13 Bh3 Qe7 14 h5
15 &d2 h6 16 c4 ds.

4) 13 &d2 De7 14 c4 Ma3 15 h5
K xc2 160-00-0 17 9 xc6 D Xcb
18 &xc6 O xc6. In the two last

ed

mentioned variations Black has ex-
cellent counterplay.
12 h4a-h5
13 0-0
After 13 f3 0-01 14 2 xc6 (14 fe
Axd4) 14 ... Axc6 15 Ke3l? (if
15 &xc6 Oxc6 16 0-0 RKxc3
17 bc Oxc3 18 &d2 Oxc2 19 fe
de 20 Ofcl Ob2 21 Ocbl Bc2
Black’s position is not worse) 15 ...
f6l 16 fe xd4 17 KXxd4
xd4 18 Odl Qxc3+ 19 be
xc3+ 20 DFfl de 21 ¥ xedq f51
(weaker is 21 ... ¥ xc2 22 #yxc2
Bxc2 23 Bd71, Sikora-Lerch-
Gralka, Leczczyny 1985) 22 & xe6+
Dhs 23 &d3 ¢vd4l Black has a
clear advantage (van der Wiel-Tim-
man, Amsterdam 1986).
13 ... 0-0
A game Romanishin-Bagirov
(USSR 1974) proceeded 13
2xc3 14 bc a6 (14
15 9xXc6 DXc6b 16 KXcb+
Oxc6 17 f3 Oxc3 18 Qd2
O xc2 19fede 20 Dadl 4 xd4+
21 Re3 b2 22 Od2 Oxd2
23 t9yxd2 ¢wxd2 24 K xd2 0-0
25 g5 with a slight advantage to
White.
14 QbS5xc6
14 Q%6 DxXc6 15 KXch
2 xc3 16 bel O xc6 transposes into
the main variation.

Rg6-e4

heé)

14 ... [baxc3
15 b2xc3 Se7xc6
16 DeSxc6 DBc8xch
17 f2-f3 Bcoxc3

After 18 &d2 O xc2 19 fe de



there ensues a double-'édged position
with approximately equal chances
(Bagirov).

B

(1 ed c6 2 Df3 d5 3 D3)
3. g8-f6
An unusual system of dubious re-
pute. All the same White needs to
steer clear of a number of cliffs. In
the main variation the black knight
audaciously intrudes on e4, and a
struggle for its encirclement ensues.
At the same time this outpost re-
quires White to exercise great tacti-
cal caution in his endeavours to
achieve a favourable position.
4 ed-e5 2 f6-ed

Not good is the retreat 4 ...

£)fd7. As compared with the French
Defence Black has to use an extra
tempo for c6-c5. Besides, White has
still the dangerous move 5 €6l? in
hand. The following variations can
arise:
1) Se6l?fe 6d4e5 7dee6 8 Rf4
Ke7 9 Dg5 Kxg5 10 Mh5+, and
White has a clear positional advan-
tage (Boleslavsky).
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2) 5d4e6 6 De2 ¢S5 7c3 2cb 8g3
cd 9 cd Rbd+ 10 Dc3 f6 11 ef
th xf6 12 @g2 0-0 13 0-0, and this
position of the French Defence is fa-
vourable for White.
5 2c3-e2

The strongest continuation. The
following variations do not promise
White much:
1) 5 2bll? KF5 6 d3 D5 7 Ke3
e6 8 bd2 Ke7 9 Ke2 0-0 10 0-0
9cd7 11 c4 a6 12 a3 Ac7
13 b4, and White has only a mar-
ginal advantage.
2) 5 Qxe4 de 6 Dg5 td5 7 d3
ed.
3) 5 Re2 A xc3 6dc KXg4.

Black has good play in the two
last mentioned cases.

5. %d8-bé

in addition Black has the following
lines at his disposal:
1) 5... g4, and now:

W ///4/ ‘ &
I ’//", ’ q

ﬁgé&@&gg
|G

la) 6 h3! *Xxf3 7 gf AcS5 (after
7... Qg5 8 D4 De6 9 2 xeb fe
10 d4 g6 11 h4 White has an over-
whelming advantage) 8 d4 %ca6
9 h4l €6 10 h5, and White’'s pressure
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makes itself very much felt (Boles-
lavsky).
1b) 6 d4 e6 7 h3 @xf3 8 gf Dgs
9 94 h6 10 ha Dh7 11 3 Ke?
12 hS, and the position resembles the
preceding variation where the Black
position is very difficult.
1) 6 9fgl D5 6 ... Kxe2
7 Qxe2l followed by d2-d4 is
clearly in White's favour) 7 f3 &d7
8 d4 %ca6 9 c3, and White's
chances are better.
2) 5. =f5 6d4e6 7 Dfgl hS
8 ha Re7 9 g3 ¢S5 10 f3 D xg3
11 9Dxg3 Qxha 12 Dle2 Dc6
13 ¢3, and Black has no compensa-
tion for the piece.
3) 5...e6 6d3 9c5 7 d4 Dcd?
8 2f4 ¢5 9 c3cd 10 cd Kb4+
11 Qd2 ™as 12 a3 Kxd2+
13 ¢ xd2 tyxd2+ 14 D xd2 b6
15 b3, and White has a clear advan-
tage in the end-game.
6 d2-d4 c6-c5
7 daxc5 Dedxc5

Another continuation is 7 ...
t xc5. After 8 Dedd Dc6 9 KbSI
Kd7 (a game Shabashov-Geduld,
Vitel 1972, proceeded 9 ... a6?
10 & xc6+ bc 11 0-0 b6 12 e6!
fe 13 %Qe5 with strong pressure
from White) 10 0-0 9 xe5 (or 10 ...
€6 11 Re3 b4 12 4 dc 13 Q2
2c5 14 a3 a5 15 R xc4 with a
clear advantage to White, Boles-
lavsky) 11 Q) xe5 & xbS 12 9 xb5
tyxbs 13 Hel 2f6 (13 ... e6
14 c4!) 14 Qg5 e6 15 c4! MaS
16 = xf6 gf 17 2 xf7! and White

has a very strong attack (Neshmetdi-
nov-Kamyshov, Gorki 1950).
8 2e2-f4
Black has good piece play for his
pawn after 8 ®xdS £ c6.

8 ... e7-€e6
9 Qfl-e2 KXfB-e7
10 0-0 0-0

11 c2-c4 d5xc4
12 Qe2xcd DbB-c6
13 tdl-e2

White's position is preferable (Filip).

C

(ledc6 2 2f3 d5 3 Dc3)
3 .. ds xed
4 9c3xc4

This variation bears much resem-
blance to the system 2 d4 d5 3 9c3
de 4 9 xe4, and it often transposcs
into it. There are, however, differ-
ences. Thus, for instance, the varia-
tion 4 &) xed4 K5 is not very tempt-
ing for Black: he would soon have to
put up with the exchange of his
light-squared bishop for his oppo-
nent's knight, which guarantees
White a lasting positional advantage.

Black has the choice between
several continuations:

4 ... Rgd (a), 4 ... Dd7 (b) and
4 ... 9)f6 (c). Here we shall deal only
with lines which do not transposc
into the analoguous variations after
2d4ads 3 Dc3 de 4 D xca.

4 .. Kc8-ga



After 4 ... Rf5 52g3 Kg4 6h3
2 xf3 7 xf3 White has a small
though clear advantage.

5 h2-h3

It is important to get an immediate
answer from the black bishop g4.
Other replies from White do not
cause any concern to Black, e. g.:

1) S Rcde6 6c3 Dd7 7da Dgf6
8 Dg3 Mc7 9 h3 *xf3 10 ¥y xf3
2d6 (Smyslov-Makogonov, 12th
USSR Championship, 1939).
2) 5 da1? e6 (also possible is 5 ...
Qxf3) 6 &d3 2f6 7 h3 KhS
8 00 Dxed 9 Q[xcd Dd7
(Spassky-Pctrosian, USSR 1955).
3) 5 Dg3 Af6 6 KXe2 c6 7 DeS
Qxe2 8 Mxe2 td5 9 Af3 ¢S5
(Lasker—Flohr, Zurich 1934). In all
cases Black can equalise easily.

5. Rga xf3

After 5 ... ®hS 6 9g3 R xf3
(Lasker-Miiller, Zurich 1934, contin-
ued 6 ... Rg6? 7 ha h6 8 e5
Kh7 9 Mh5 g6 10 Mf3 2f6
11 ¢wb3 b5 12 ¢ x b7, and White
has a winning position; also good
is 10 Rcd) 7 B xf3 A6 8 Rcd e6
9 c3 (or 9 0-0 Dbd7 10 Del tyc7
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11 d4 0-0-0 12 a4 c5 13 a5 with in-
itiative to White, A. Zaitsev-Bron-
stein, Moscow 1968) 9 ... Rd6
10 d4 0-0 11 Rg5 9bd7 12 0-0
®a5 13 h4, and Black faces an up-
hill struggle for equality (Boles-
lavsky—-Panov, USSR 1943).

6 Wd1xf3 2bs-d7

7 d2-d4

Fischer-Cardoso (Portoroz 1958)

continued 7 9g51? Dgf6 8 tb3?
e6 9 ™ xb7 9dSI and Black has

equalised.
7 .. g8-f6
8 Qf1-d3  e7-e6
9 c2-c3 fs-e7
10 0-0 2)f6x ed
11 Wf3xed 4Sd7-f6

Tal-Portisch (match 1965) contin-
ucd 12 thha 9d5 13 g4, and
White has a slight initiative.

b
1 ed c6 2 93 d5 3 A3 de
4 Q) xed)

4 .. 9)b8-d7

5 &fl-c4  DgB-f6

6 Ded-g5 c7-eb6

7 ¢vdl-c2  2f6-dS

Badis 7 ... h6? 8 9 xf7! or also
7 ... 9b6? 8 Qes.

8 d2-d4 h7-h6é
9 Qg5-e4 RKfs-e7
10 0-0

Interesting is 10 &d2 followed by
0-0-0.
10 .. 0-0
In a game Smyslov-Golombek
(Venice 1950) White secured lasting



142 2 9f3dS 3 Qc3

pressure after 10 ... ¢4c7 11 Qb3
0-0 12 c4.
11 a2-a4 a’-as

White has a small though lasting
advantage (Tseshkovsky-Dzindzhi-
hashvili, Kaliningrad 1972).

C

(1 ed c6 2 A3 d5 3 D3 de
4 2 xed)
4 ... £)g8-f6
5 Dedxf6+
Often White also plays 5 2g3
with the following variations arising:

1) 5...c5 6 b3 (after 6 d4 b
7dc wxdl+ 8 Mxdl RKgs 9 Ke2
0-0-0+ or 6 RKbS5+ KXd7 7 te2
£)c6 8 0-0 ¢6 9 b3 the chances are
equal) 6 ... 9c6 7 *Kb2 e6 8 KbS
£d7 9 00 Ke7 10 the2 0-0
11 Rxc6 K xc6 12 De5 W7 with
equal prospects (Lutikov-Botvinnik,
Moscow 1966).

2) 5... h51? 6 h4 (Kan-Flohr, USSR
1944, proceceded 6 Rc4 hd 7 De5
e6 8 De2 Ma5 9 f4 Ad7, and the
game was equal) 6 ... Rgd4 7 Ke2
4)bd7 8 d4 e6, and Black has equal

play.

5 ... e7 xf6
The other continuation s
double-edged 5 ... gf (2).

6 Xfl-c4 KXf-e7

The move 6 ... &d6 is also fre-
quently used, with the following var-
iations: 7 ¢e2+ (also goodis 7 0-0
0-0 8d4 Re6 9 R xe6 fe 10 Del
Oes 11 c4 Qa6 12 Kd2 #d7
13 &c3 with a clear positional ad-
vantage to White, Fischer—Panov,
Skopije 1967) 7 ... Re7 (Klovan-Vis-
taneckis, USSR 1964, continued 7 ...
te7 8 twxe7+ MDxe7 90-0 Keb
10 Oelt Od7 11 Qe2 a5 12 d4 a4
13 Re3 Qa6 14 c3, and the com-
plex end-game is in White’s favour)
8 0-0 0-0 9 Hel (Black also has
some difficulties after 9 d4 Kg4
10 ¢3 Oe8 11 Oel ©d7 12 h3
2 xf3 13 ¥ xf3, Kurajica-Holmov,
Skopije 1969) 9 ... &d6 10 d4 g4
11 ted f5 (11 ... Rh5 12 Qh4l,
and the threat 13 &f5 is very un-
pleasant, Ragozin-Boleslavsky,
Sverdlovsk 1942) 12 thd3 Qxf3
13 Wxf3 hg 14 ¢ xf5 wxh2+
15 Of1 ®™ha 16 Re3 ¢S5 17 g3,
and Black has considerable difficult-

the

ies (Novopashin-Kuvaldin, USSR
1966).
(see diagram)
7 0-0 0-0
8 d2-d4 Ke7-d6
Weaker is 8 ... g4 9 3 Kd6

10 h3 &h5 11 g4 Qg6 12 Dh4



9d7 13 %f3 Oe8 14 9 xg6 hg
15 h4 9f8 16 &d2, and White has
substantial threats on the K-side (Bo-
leslavsky —Batuyev, USSR 1939).

It is interesting to follow up the
changes in the strategic approach to
this type of position. In a text book
which appeared in 1926, Lasker gave
the following assessment of the
opening variation 1e4 c6 2 2f3 dS
39c3de 4 Dxed D6 5 Dxf6+
ef 6 Rca Rd6 7 we2+ RKe7 8 d4
0-0 9 0-0: “White’s plan is to exploit
his pawn superiority on the Q-side
while he remains passive on the K-
side. Black, on the other hand, at-
tempts to force his opponent to
move a pawn on the K-side in order
to attack it with his own pawns.” The
last mentioned games Ragozin-Bo-
leslavsky and Boleslavsky-Batuyev
are in sharp contrast to that plan.
Undoubtedly, the strategic horizons
have been expanded considerably
with the present type of position.

9 Ofl-el ..

Or 9 @b3 9d7 10 Oel tyc7
11c4c5 12 Re3 OdB 13 the2 b6
14 Badl 28 15 h3 2g6 16 Bd2
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Kb7 with equal prospects (Boles-
lavsky).

9 .. Wde-c7
10 ¢wd1-d3 fs-ds
11 t™d3-e4 4SbB-d7

In a game Suetin—Sokolsky (Minsk
1959) there followed 12 Rd2 £f8
13 &d3 Qg6 14 4 ¢S5 15 dc
2 xc5 16 b4 &f8, and Black's posi-
tion is sufficiently flexible and solid.

(1 e4 c6 2 Af3 d5 3 D3 de
4 Dxeq D6 5 DxF6+)
5 ... g7 xf6
6 Kfl-c4

Besides, White has the choice be-
tween the following continuations:
1) 6 g3 Kkgd4 7 KXg2 d7 (after
7 ... e6 8 dd 2d7 9 00 mg7
10 Oel White maintains a small po-
sitional  advantage, Konstantino-
polsky—Flohr, 14th USSR Champion-
ship, 1945) 8 h3 (in a game Rauser-
Budo, 10th USSR Championship,
1937, the prospects were even after
8 00 Rh3 9 b3 Qa6 10 =mb2
L xg2 11 Hxg20-0-0 12 el hs
13 tve2 9c7) B... RKeb 9 b3 Dab
10 &b2 0-0-0 11 tMe2 RKh6, and
Black obtains equal play (Rauser-
Konstantinopolsky, 10th USSR
Championship, 1937).
2) 6 b3 Bg8 (not bad either is 6 ...
Sgd) 7 Rb2 Qh6 8 the2 Ked
9 0-0-0 £d7, and Black has good
play  (Pcnrose-Larsen,  Hastings
1956).

After the move in the main varia-
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tion 6 Sc4 there are two alterna-
tives, 6 ... Og8 (2a) and 6 ... KFS
(2b).

Not good is 6 ...
7 Qesl

White also obtains the better pro-
spects after 6 ... g7 7 h3 Kf5
8 0-0 e6 9 Oel 00 10 d4 2d7
11 &fa Oed 12 thd2 the7 13 Rb3
a5 14 a3 f8 15 c4. White has
more space and the better piece posi-
tion: his advantage can not be dis-
puted.

Kg4 because of

2a
6 ... Bhe-gs
7 0-0 KcB-g4
8 d2-da4 ™d8-c7
9 ™dl-d3 e7-€6
After 9 ... 9d7 10 h3 Qxf3
(10 ... &xh3 11 ¥xh7 Oxg2+

12 ®h1 White has a clear advan-
tage) 11 ¢ xf3 a5 (12 ¥h5 was
threatened) 12 #b3 White’s initia-
tive is very clear.
10 &f3-h4l  f6-fS

If 10 Bhe 11 Bel 9d7
(11 ... Re7 12 Kh6l) 12 thedl
Sh5 13 KXf4 tas (favourable for
White is 13 ... &d6 14 R xd6
™ xd6 15 2)f5 Mf8 16 tfd) 14 d5
9c5 (or 14 ... cd 15 K xdS5 A5
16 Rc6+ with advantage to White)
15 ™f5 od 16 ™xhS dc
17 B xe6+! Black’s position is bad

(Boleslavsky).
11 h2-h3 2ga-hs
12 Ofl-el Kf8-e7

/f/

" /"‘f
,%1%!

g
/Q

13 Qhaxfs|

At this point the following varia-
tions are possible:
1) 13 .. [g6 14 thg3 tyxg3
15 9Oxg3 K/xc2 16 KXf4 Ad7
17 Bacl Kg6 18 dSI, and Black's
position is very difficult.
2) 13 ... ef 14 @d2 Dd8 15 d5
®d7 (or 15 ... ¢5 16 % xfS Rg6
17 d6l with a devastating assault by
White) 16 O xe7 ®xe7 17 Bel+
®ds 18 d6 Oes 19 Oxes+
Mxe8 20 Kxg5, and Black will
hardly be able to find a satisfactory
defence (Boleslavsky).

2b

(1 ed c6 2 Qf3 d5 3 Ac3 de
4 D xed Df6 5 Dxfe+ gf 6 Kcd)

6 ... cB-f5
7 d2-d4 td8-c7
8 Qf3-h4al? Kf5-g6
9 tvd1-f3

The entanglements arising after
9 f4 e6 10 f5 Rxfs 11 xfS
%a5+ are in Black’s favour.

B ... £)b8-d7
. R Xc2 is dangerous because
of 10 0-0!



10 Qcl-f4 ..
After 10 0-0 e6 11 Kf4 Kd6
12 Rg3 5 13 & xd6 ™ xd6 Black
obtains sufficient counterplay.

10 ... ®c7-a5+
11 KXf4-d2 ...
After 11 ¢3 9be 12 &Xb3

(12 Re2 ds) 12 bs|
13 0-0-0 a5 14 D xg6 hg 15 td3
arises an unusual position with equal
prospects.
1 ... %a5-a4

Dangerous is 11 ... ¥c7 12 0-0-0
e6 13 ™h3 Qg7 (14 D xg6 is
threatened) 14 & xe6 fe 15 9 xg6
hg 16 tyxe6+ Dds 17 Dhel
2b6 18 d51 #d7 19 dc ®xe6
20 O xe6 with a decisive white at-
tack.

12 Dh4axg6 h7xgé
13 ™f3-d3  RXf8-h6
14 &d2xh6 TOhsxhé

According to Boleslavsky, Black
has good dcfensive resources and
chances for equality after 15 0-0-0
a6 16 te3 Ohs 17 Qb3 a5
18 d5 cd 19 O xdS ¢bé.

(1 e4 c6)
2 9bl-c3
3 td1-f31?

d7-ds5

sce diagrany

This carly queen move does not
posc any particular problems to
Black. He has a number of possibili-
tics to obtain cqual play:

1) 3. 9f6 4e5 2fd7 5 d4 e6
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3y
ABAE BAA
&2 e R
6 Mg3 ¢5 7 Qb5 cd 8 2f3 a6
9 9bxdd Dc6 10 KXd3 e
11 9xc6 bc 12 0-0 Ac5 13 b4
£ xd3 14 cd with a positional ad-
vantage to Black (Schmidt-Delan-
der, Berlin/West 1970).
2) 3...d4 4 Qc4 D6 5e5dc 6ef
cd+ 7 Rxd2 ef 8 0-0-0, and the
prospects are cven (Trifunovic).
3) 3...de 4 Qxe4 2d7 5 b3 (or
5 d4 2df6 6 c3 2Axed 7 Hxed
2)f6 with equality) 5 ... Dgf6 (also
possible is 5 ... 9df6 6 2 xf6+
QAxfe 7 Kb2 [ga 8 g3 c6
9 Qe2 K5 10 Kdl Kegb 11 2f3
2d6 12 ¥h4 Qc7, and Black has a
very sound position, Csom-Navar-
ovszky, Kecskemét 1969) 6 2g3 e6
7 Rb2 ™as, and Black has good
chances to equalise the game (Trifu-
novic).

(1 e4 c6)
2 d2-d3
Although this continuation is mod-
est, it does pose Black a few prob-
lems. White develops in the spirit of
a King's Indian structure and obtains
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a very flexible position. If Black orga-
nises the mobilisation of his forces
with precision however, he has every
chance of obtaining equal play.
2 . d7-ds
Often 2 ... e5 toois played, where-
upon the following variations arise:

) 4
A A
, /// L
) HAE
/ //

_ &/

///&/
ﬁ’g'” A

1) 3g3 9f6 4 Kg2d5 5 Nd2 Kd6
(Stein-Jimenez, Havana 1969, con-
tinued 5 ... &c5 6 Dgf3 0-0 7 0-0
Oe8 8 c3 9bd7 9 ba Qfs
10 &b2 ¥c7 11 a3 a5; White was
able to obtain a lasting initiative
with 12 #c2) 6 Dgf3 Dbd7 7 0-0
0-0 8edcd 9 Oel De8 10 4f1 he,
with equal chances (Stein-Barcza,
Tallinn 1971).

2) 349f3d6 4g3 9f6 5 Kg2 Ke7
6 0-0 0-0 7 h3 (if 7 ©bd2 bd7
8 c3 Oe8 9 thc2 Q8 10 a4 a5,
Tringov-Shamkovich, Varna 1970,
or, after 79c3 ™c7 8 a4 a5 9 d4
a6 10 h3 Oes, Shamkovich-
Barcza, Salgotarjan 1967, the pro-
spects are even) 7 9bd7
8 9bd2 Oe8 9 a4 K8 10 a5 d5
11 tve2 g6 12 Od1 O b8, and Black
is in no particular difficulty (Ljuboje-
vi¢-Bilek, Bath 1973).

3) 3f4dSI 4 fede 5 9c3 Qb4
6 &d2 Kf5 7 e6l? Dh6 8 ef+
A xf7 with approximately equal
play (Robatsch-Ortega, Havana
1967).

3 9bl-d2

87-86

In addition Black has a number of
other continuations:
1) 3.. Qf6 4 Dgf3 Qg4 5 h3
(also good is 5 e5 2fd7 6 e6 fe —
6..Rxe6 7 Dd4l — 7 h3 KhS
8 g4 Qf7 9 Dg5 K8 10 d4 €5
11 de @ xe5 12 f4 e6 13 te2
9bd7 14 9b3 with slightly better
chances for White, Maslovsky-Bir-
brager, USSR 1973) 5 ... & xf3 (if
5... Rh5,s0 6g4 Kg6 7 e5 Dfd7
8 e6) 6 Mxf3 e6 7 g3 4bd7
8 [g2 Ke7 9 0-0 vb6 10 e
with a slight advantage to White
(Konstantinopolsky-Sokolsky, corre-
spondence game 1965).
2) 3 ... de 4 de (after 4 D xeq
2d7 5 23 Dgf6 Black has nothing
to worry about) 4 ... e5 5 Qgf3
Kc5 (sufficient for equality would
alsobe 5... %c7 6 Rca Ke?7 70-0
9fe 8 b3 Qg4 9 Kb2 ADbd7
10 Oe1 Ods8 11 h3 &h5 12 Kd3



0-0, Neshmetdinov—-Baranov, USSR
1964) 6 Ke2 (after 6 Kc4 Me7l
7 0-0 9)f6, or 6 Kd3 Df6 7 Me2
9bd7 8 Dc4 ™c7, Karner-Korch-
mar, USSR 1968, Black encounters
no difficulties to speak of; unfavour-
able is, of course, 6 % xe5?
£ x f2+1, and Black seizes the initia-
tive) 6 ... the7 7 0-0 2f6 8 c3 a5
9 b3 0-0 with equal play for Black
(Sax-Markland, 1974 Olympiad).

3) 3...e5 4 9gf3, and now:

3a) 4 ... &d6 5 g3 512 (after 5 ...
fe7 6 Kg2 0-0 70-0fS 8 ed cd
9 ¢4 dc 10 D xc4 Dbc6 11 Del
£)g6 12 halthe pressure from White
becomes unpleasant, lvkov; how-
ever, 5 ... 2f6 6 &g2 0-0 7 h3
Bes 8 0-0a5 9 Oel ©a6 10 d4
4) xe4 merits consideration, with ap-
proximately equal prospects, Sax-
Martin, Hastings 1983/84) 6 g2
4)f6 7 0-0 0-0 8 c3 Dhe 9 Del
fel? 10 de Rg4 11 h3 Kh5 12 g4
Qg6 13 ed Dxd5 14 D4 ed
15 9fe5 K5 16 Ke3 KX xel
17 9 xe3 tg5| with equality (Hib-
ner-Miles, Tilburg 1986).

3b) 4... 9d7 5d4lde(or 5 ... ed
6edc5 7 Dc4 Ke7 8 d6 KAf6
9 Qf4 with advantage to White)
6 Dxed ed 7 RKc4 (also good is
7 txd4 Dgfe 8 Qg5 Ke7 9 0-0-0
0-0 10 9d6, and White has seized
the initiative, Tal-Smyslov, Candi-
dates Tournament 1959) 7 ... df6
8 Deg5 2h6 9 0-0 Ke7 10 £ xd4
00 11 3 95 12 Dge6l K xe6
13 QA xe6 tyxdl 14 O xd1 Ofcs
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15 &f4, and White has a perceptible
superiority (Ljubojevi€-Marovi¢, Yu-
goslavia 1972).
4) 3 ... 9d7 4 Dgf3 Mc7 Sed cd
6 d4 g6 7 &d3 Kg7 8 0-0 €6
9 Oel 9e7 10 2f1 2c6 11 ¢3 0-0
12 g5 with a slight advantage to
White (Fischer—Marovi¢, Zagreb
1970).

4 Dgl-f3

One may also come across the fol-

lowing continuations:
1) 4 g3 Qg7 5 Kg2 26 6 €5
9gd 7 d4 h5 8 Qe2 Dab with
complex play (Stein—-Hort, Sousse
1967).
2) 442 f6 5 Dgf3 Kg7 6 €5
9ga 7 Db3 hS 8 Ke2 2h6 9 0-0
%b6 10 d4 Kgd 11 Ke3 eb6
12 &f2 Qf5 with good play for
Black (Shamkovich-Sokolov, USSR
1963).

4 .. f8-g7

5 g2-g3

The most logical continuation in

the spirit of the King's Indian De-
fence. The following variations are
also possible:
1) 5 c3 e5 6 a4 (Ljubojevic-Hort,
Madrid 1973, went 6 Re2 Qe?
7h4 h6 8 hS g5 9dded 10 9 xda
0-0 11 0-0 c5 12 9c2 2bc6 13 f4
gf 14 O xf4, and now Black would
have been able to obtain an advan-
tage by playing 14 ... 9e5) 6 ...
fe7 7a50-0 8 Re2 h6 9 0-0 f5
10 b3 Dh7 11 Ka3 Ogs with ap-
proximatcly equal play (Ljubojevi¢-
Savon, Petropolis 1973).
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2) S Re2 ¢S 6 b3 QNe7 7 Kb2
£)d7 80-00-0 9d4 ed 10 KX xd4
4)f6 11 ed QexdS with approxi-
matcely equal play (Florian-Filip,
Brno 1974).
3) 5dadc 6 D xed KF5 7 D5 b6
8 9b3 2f6 9 g3 tcB8 10 h3 0-0
with exccllent play for Black (Malis-
Filip, Ostrava 1972).
4) 5e5¢5 6¢3 2c6 7d4cd 8 cd
®be 9 9b3 Kgd 10 Ke2 Dh6,
and Black has strong piece pressure
on the immobile white centre (Ro-
batsch-Portisch, Kecskemét 1962).

5 e7-e5

Not bad either is 5 ... de 6 de
bél, e. g 7 Rc4 (7 Rg2? Kabl)
7 ... 9f6 80-000 9 Ocl he7
10 ¢3 ¢5 11 a4 a5 12 b3 Dds
13 ™c2 h6, and Black has no diffi-
cultics (Neshmetdinov-A. Zaitsev,
35th USSR Championship, 1967).

In a game Fischer-Ibrahimoghu
{1970 Olympiadi Black attempted
5 ... 9621, however, after 6 g2
00 7 00 Qg4 B8 h3 Rxf3
9 tyxf3 9bd7 10 2 de 11 de
™c7 12 a4 Bads 13 Qb3 b6
14 Q¢3 ¢S5 15 a5 White has some
pressurc.

6 =fl-g2  Dg8-c7

6 ... ©h6?I is artificial. In a game
Ribli-Barcza (Budapest 1971) White
had a clcar advantage after 7 0-0
0-0 Beded 9cd Dc6 10 cd  xdS
11 94 tyee 12 kxhe KXxhé
1320 ¢S~ ¢S5 14 Belfe 15 fa.

7 0-0 0-0
8 bL2-Db4

The sharpest continuation. One
may also come across the following
lines:

1) 8c3 9d7 9bab6 10 Kb2 Kb7
11 Bel DOes, and Black has a
solid defensive position (Stein—Hort,
Los Angeles 1968).

2) 8 Oel d4 9 a4 a5 10 Dcd bs
11 9 a3 RKa6, and the position is ap-
proximately in equilibrium (Hibner).

8 ... a7-as

The correct reaction.

If 8 ... 9d7 9 &b2 b6 10 Bel
d4 11 c3 dc 12 R xc3 Kab
13 b3 ™c7 14 d4 White obtains
an advantage in the centre (Bron-
stein-Saidy, Tallinn 1973).

9 b4xas5 ¥™ds x a5

In a game Stein-Haag (Tallinn
1973) White obtained a clear advan-
tage after 9 ... OxaS? 10 Rb2
Wc7 11 ™e2 d4 12 3 dc
13 & xc3 Oaa 14 Qca bs 15 2
2e6 16 Qcxes f6 17 Dca.

10 a2-a4

If 10 &b2 9d7 11 Bel, then
Black obtains equal chances by play-
ing 11 ... &c7 (Filip).

10 ... ®a5-c7
11 Kcl-b2 d5-d4

Black has a solid position, the
chances for both sides being approxi-
mately cqual. There could now fol-
low 12 c3 dc 13 fxc3 Ods
14 9 c4 9)d7 followed by c6-c5 and
£)c6 with equal play (Filip).

The move 12 c3 can also be
answered by 12 ... ¢5 13 cd cd
14 9c4 Dec6 15 Ka3 Des, where-



upon the chances are again equal
(PFibyl- Filip, Czechoslovakia 1974).

v

(1e4 c6)
2 Qgl-e2
Thus White evades the pin on the
h5-dl diagonal. The knight, how-
ever, takes a passive position and
also blocks the path for the light-
squared bishop. It is easy for Black to
obtain equal play.
2 d7-d5
In a game Stolyar-Dubinin (USSR
1961) Black had no difficulty after
2 ...e5 3 dd4 d6 4 Qb3 Af6

5 Qg3 Ke7.
3 ed4-e5 c6-¢c5
4 d2-d4 4 b8-c6
5 c2-a3

There can now follow: 5 ... &f5
(somewhat premature is 5 ... cd
6cd Kf5 7 9bc3 e6 8 a3 Dge?
9 9g3 Kg6 10 h4 h6 11 hS =h7
12 Re3, and White’s prospects are
better, Neshmetdinov- Ilivitsky,
USSR 1963) 6 9g3, and now:

1) 6... g6 7dce6 8 Re3 2 xe5
9 b4 6 10 [d3 K xd3

22¢2; 2b3; 2(4; 252! 149

11 % xd3 2f6 12 2d2 Ke7 13 0-0
(Rossetto—Bronstein, Amsterdam
1964). The continuation 13 ... a5l
gives Black the better prospects.

2) 6... &d7 7 dc (7 Re3?) 7 ...
e6 8 Re3 Q) xe5 9 f4 Nc6 10 Kd3
4)f6 11 9d2 g6 12 0-0 kg7, and
Black’s position is very good (Ros-
setto-Filip, Havana 1967).

3) 6... &xbl 7 D xble6 8a3c4
9 h4 ™c7 10 h5 0-0-0 11 &34
b8 12 Ke2 with a slight advan-
tage to White (Bronstein-Simagin,
USSR 1961).

v

Rare white 2nd move continuations
(1 e4 c6)

1) 2 b3 d5 (not bad cither is the
King's Indian structure with 2 ... ¢5
3 Qb2 d6 4 d4 2f6, etc) 3 Xb2
de 4 9e2 K5 (also possible is 4 ...
feor 4...f517) 5 g3 KXg6 6 hd
he 7 9c3 2f6 8 h5 Kh7 9 the2
e6 10 0-0-0 D bd7 11 Dgxed (Bo-
kuchava-Holmov, USSR 1967).
Black was able to equalise with
11 ... %as 12 bl Ke7 13 g3
0-0-0 14 Rg2 d5.

2) 2fads 3e5S QF5 4daec6 5 D3
5 6 c3 D6 7 &d3 Dh6, and
Black has good prospects (Krause-
Konecke, 1952).

3) 2e5?1d5 3 ed e6 (also possible is
3 ...ed or 3 .. thxde) 4 b3
K xd6 5 Kb2 2f6 6 a3 b5 7 4
a6 8 g3 0-0 9 Kg2 ™7 10 D2
€5, and White goes on the defensive
(van Geet-Hort, Beverwijk 1968).
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Sample games

Game No. 1 (p. 44)
Ljubojevié-Karpov
Linares 1981

1 ed c6 2 dd d5 3 23 de
4 D xe4 Qf5 5 g3 Kgb 6 2f3
9d7 7 h4 h6 8 h5 Rh7 9 RKd3
Sxd3 10 txd3 e6 11 Kf4
a5+ 12 &d2 ¥c7 13 0-0-0 Dgf6
14 9ed 0-0-0 15 g3 9c5 16 2 X5
& xc5 17 thed Rd6 18 thad Dbs
19 Qe5 9d5 20 f4 2b6 21 b3
& xe5 22 de 9d5 23 c4(?)

A definite error, though hardly no-
ticeable at this point. There should
have followed 23 ®f3 DOd7
24 thga DOhd8 25 thxg7 thbé
26 thgd el 27 KR xe3 tyxed+
28 @bl Oxdi+ 29 DOxd1
O xd1+ 30 wxdl ®c8, and ac-
cording to Karpov Black equalises
the game.

23 ... Qel 24 RKe3 S
25 DOxds+ DOxd8 26 0Odl
Oxdl+ 27 #xdl b6 28 t™d3
(better is 28 g4 whereupon Black’s
simplest path to equality is 28 ...
%b7I1) 28 ... g6l (the beginning of a
profound plan by which Black oc-
cupies the light squares and restricts
his opponent’s dark-squared bishop;
the end-game proves to be in Black’s

favour) 29 hg fg 30 a3 a5 31 b3
hsl

.”/,’Z ;i 7 V7
72

? Y /7 ,,,/’ //{,//,' % ’/
7 %x %

32 theq 5 33 Rf2 d7 34 a4
®c7 35 ®c2 (also in Black’s favour
is 35 ™a8? ¥d3l 36 a7+ D8
37 ag+ Dd7 38 b7+ Desd
39 ®wba+ DF7 40 b7+ Qe7)
35 ... vd8 36 (Dcl g5 37 fg
Mxgs+ 38 D2 De7 39 Mh7
Dd7 40 tves tuf5 41 wd3+ Do
42 W xf5 ef

The game has been simplified still
further. There now ensues a duel be-
tween the black knight and the white
bishop. Karpov demonstrates brilli-
ant technique in converting his ad-
vantage.

43 Re3 g6 44 e6 Dd6 45 K5
QD xe6 46 Dd3 f4 47 gf ha 48 De3
h3 49 f3 Ofs 50 g3 2 xfal
51 &d8 Qe2+ 52 Dxh3 Dda
53 @ xb6 (or 53 Mg2 Mes 54 Df1



®d3 55 del Axb3 56 Ddl
dxca4 57 D2 Ada+ 58 Db2
Qe6 59 K/xbe Dba 60 Ka7
®xa4, and Black wins, Karpov)
53 ... 2xb3 54 &d8 Ded 55 g4
dda 56 Dfs Dxca 57 Desa D3
58 Qf6+ Dc2 59 Kes5 c4 60 De3
c3 61 &f6 Nc5 62 De2 (if 62 Dd4a
S xa4 63 Mc4, then 63 ... Ab6+1
leads to victory) 62 ... ®b3, and
White resigned.

Game No. 2 (p. 60)
Belyavsky-Tal
USSR 1981

1 e4 c6 2 dd d5 3 23 de
4 D xeq R&f5 5 Ng3 KXg6 6 ha h6
7 9f3 2d7 8 hs Kh7 9 KXd3
2 xd3 10 twxd3 Dgfe 11 Kf4 e6
12 0-0-0 Re7 13 De517? (a little ana-
lysed continuation, usually 13 c4 is
chosen instead) 13 ... 0-0

Committal but certainly playable.
Also worth noting was 13 ... 9d5
14 &d2 Qg5, and Black forces the
important exchange of the dark-
squared bishops. It should be men-
tioned that the complex end-game
after 13 ... Qxe5 14 de ¥xd3
15 O xd3 9d5 16 &d2 b5 17 Ded
offers better chances to White.

14 %e2 twas 15 &bl Dads
16 c4

Worth considering was 16 £ g6l?
fg (the defensive continuation 16 ...
Ofe8 17 Qxe7+ O xe7 18 &d6
Oee8 19 c4 bSI is quieter)
17 txe6+ Dh8 18 txe7l DdS
(after 18 ... 2g8 19 the3 Odes
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20 tcl White has a clear advan-
tage) 19 &d2 #wxa2+ 20 M xa2
Qxe7 21 KXb4 5 with complex
play and approximately equal
chances for both sides.

16 ... D xe5 17 de 2d7 18 Bd2
(Tal recommends 18 a3 45
19 2 and assesses the position as
being slightly better for White)
18 ... g5 19 K xg5 hg 20 h6
QA xe5l (but not 20 ... thxe5?
21 h7+1 ®h8 22 O xd7 #xe2
23 O xds, and White wins the
game; White also has an advantage
after 20 ... g621 21 h7+ h8
22 Ohd1)

-

21 Bd5I (rescues the game) 21 ...
O xd5 (not good is 21 ... ed
22 ™ xe51, and Black's K-side is fall-
ing apart) 22 cd ¥ xd5 23 hg
D xg7, and in view of the following
variation the partners agreed on a
draw: 24 9h5 +1 g6 25 Dfa + gf
26 ths+ Df6 27 twha+ Qfs
28 ®hs+ Ded 29 te2+ Dd4
30 Od1+ ®dcs 31 O xds+ Dxds
32 d2+. Or 28 ... Af6 with a
draw by repetition.
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Game No. 3 (p. 63)
Suetin—-Ratner
Leningrad 1951

1 ed c6 2 d4 d5 3 D3 de
4 Dxeq Q5 5 Dg3 Kgb 6 Af3
4)f6 7 ha QhS? (this variation was
quite popular in its time; it was

played successfully by Ratner vs Ko-

blenz in a game of the 14th USSR
Championship, 1945; after the pres-
ent game, however, the idea was
completely rejected) 8 e2l

There is now the threat of 9 g4
2)f6 10 2g3 or 10 h5 and Black's
pieces are pushed aside and White
launches a pawn assault on the K-
side. Not good is, e. g. 8 ... h6?
9 g4 9)f6 10 De5 Ked 11 f3 Kh7
12 9)f4, and the white initiative is
rather unpleasant. 8 ... e6 is rela-
tively better, although even after this
move White has still more than suffi-
cient compensation for the pawn
after 9 g4 9)f6 10 h5 Red 11 Dg3
2xf3 12 Mxf3 #xd4 13 g5
£d5 14 gé!.

8 ... 2d7 9 g4 Dhf6 10 h5 Ked
11 Qg3 ®as+ (11 2xf3
12 yxf3 e6 13 g5 9dS 14 g6l is
bad for Black) 12 Rd2I d5
13 Rg2

(see diagram)

13 ... X xf3 (White also has a
strong attack after 13 ... 9 xg4
14 c4 Kxf3 15 [Qxf3 te6+
16 Df1 Dgfe 17 tyb3l) 14 W xf3
™ xd4 15 g51 2d5 16 0-0-0 De5
17 ¥b3

In spite of the extra pawn Black's
position is strategically lost. White
has a development advantage which
secures him a strong attack on the
king.

17 ... 0-0-0 18 Q[a5 fa+
19 @bl Bd7 (after 19 ... b6
20 @xd5 cd 21 Oxds Bxds
22 % xdS ba 23 Od1 White’s attack
quickly settles the issue) 20 & xdS
Oxd5 21 Oxd5 cd 22 txds
9c6 23 Odl td6 24 &3 the6
25 Rc3 f6 26 Ded M7 27 DcS5 eb
28 Od7 ™e8 29 ™f4l e5 30 tvgd
Dbs 31 2 xb7 B 32 te6 [ b4
33 @xbd QA xb4 34 tvd6+ Las
35 9c5 ™Mb8 36 a3 ™xdé6
37 O xd6, and Black resigned.

Game No. 4 (p. 114)
Karpov-Miles
Amstcrdam 1981

led c6 2 c4d5S 3 edcd 4 cd
Qf6 5 QAc3 QAxd5 6 d4 g6
7 Kb5+ D6 8 Mad D xc3 9 be
(here and on the next move too the
pawn gain 9 &Xxc6+ bc
10 tyxc6+ =d7 is not very enti-
cing, since Black is well compensated



for the pawn, the bctter develop-
ment giving him a lasting initiative)
9 ... g7 10 2f30-0 11 0-0 Keb
This is a blunder. Correct was
. 9a5 followed by a7-a6 with
equal prospects. Now White creates
a substantial weakness in the oppo-
nent’s camp.

12 @xc6 bc 13 Ra3 7
14 Ofel Ofe8 15 2e5 Dabs 16 c4
Bb6 (also after 16 Bbes
17 &c5 a5 18 Oabl Black’s posi-
tion is difficult) 17 &c5 Ob2
18 %xc6 Oc8 19 twad4 b7
20 Oadl Qxe5 21 DO xe5 thc6
22 v xa7 Ob7 23 a3

White has obtained a clear mate-
rial advantage which he converts en-
ergetically.

3 ... Qxc4 24 Qxel KXdS
25 Odel Qg7 26 Me3 Ocb8 27 ha
Obl (bad is 27 ... R xg2? 28 d5
2 xd5 29 ™d4, and White wins)
28 Oxbl Oxbl+ 29 dh2 he
30 f3 @xa2 31 K5 Ob8 32 d5
6 33 Ohs1 g8 34 Rd4 tvd6+
35 &5 OeB8 36 thxh6 thxeS
37 Oxe5 Oxe5 38 d6 [Keb
39 td2 R&d7 40 td4 DOe6
41 a7, and Black resigned.

Game No. 5 (p. 122)
Hort-Seirawan
Bad Kissingen 1981

1.cAc6 2d4dS 3e5 RKf5 4 Hc3
e6 5 g4 Kg6 6 Dge2 ¢S5 7 hd cd
8 2 xd4 h5 9 *Kb5+ Ad7 10 KgS
Ke7 11 fa hg 12 ¢y xgd @ xg5l

The correct decision. Black fixes
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his opponent’'s pawns on the dark
squares and obtains excellent coun-
terplay on the light squares. He can

then set up threats on the Q-side.
13 fg RhS5 14 ¢h3 (14 tg3 may
be better) 14 ... Qe7t 15 Dd2
Oce 16 Dael b6 17 b3 a6
18 @xd7+ ®dxd7 19 Dcl (in
Black's favour is also 19 te3
% xe3+ followed by 20 ... Qf5)
. Oca 20 2d2 Oba 21 a3(?)

. B
A @345

21 ... O xb2l

The beginning of the dccisive as-
sault. The white king is defenceless.

22 Qa4 Oxa2+ 23 &xe2
B8+ 24 9c3 d4 25 Obi t™c6
26 Ob3 9d5 27 bl K4 28 th2
dc 29 Ml a5 30 Of1 KXF5 31 a4
2 32 Qa3 twxa4 33 Bxb7+
Qc6 34 O xf5, and White resigned.

Game No. 6 (p. 1201)
Vasyukov- Rastvaycy
USSR 1981

1c4c6 2ddd5 3¢5 K5 4 Ac3
¢6 5 g4 KXgb 6 g2 Kb 7 ha
De4 8 Bh3 h52 (more cautious is
8 ... h6) 9 g3l ¢5 10 Qg5 f6
11 &d2 & xc3 (11 ... cd? is bad be-
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cause of 12 9cxedl) 12 bc 2cb 17 ... 9ge7 18 gf 2fs5 19 Bd3
13 ef gf (also favourable for Whiteis cd 20 cd DOhgs 21 Rg5 Dba
13 ... Oxf6 14 g5 9d7 15 Dxea 22 Od2 dbs 23 Bbll Dd5 24 c4
de 16 te2) 14 D xed de 15 e2 b6 25 5 2dS 26 Odb2 Das

Wd7 16 ¥4 xed4 0-0-0? 27 71 ®xf7 28 [«Xxd8 DO xds
After this move Black's position 29 O xb7 #f6 (White also wins af-
becomes critical. Better was 16 ... ter 29 ... % xb7 30 O xb7 ®xb7

hg 17 g6+ t4f7 18 xga 0-0-0. 31 Wxe6 L xd4 32 Ra6+ Das
17 g5l 33 &f7) 30 &yd3. Black resigned.
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Index of openings and variations

Caro-Kann Defence 1 e4 c6 9

Part |

led c6 2d4dS 10

Chapter 1

led c6 2d4ad5 3 Dc3 de 4 Q) xed Dd7 1
I 52f3 Agf6 12
A 63xfe+ 13
B 62%g3 16
Il 5=&c42gf6 62g5e6 7™e2 b6 19
A 8 b3 h6 9 53 21
a 9..¢ 22
1 10 Re3 23
2 10 &f4 24
b 9...a5 24
B 8 &d3h6 9 953 ¢S5 26
a 10dc 26
1 10... 9bd7 26
2 10 ... *Xc5 11 Qe5 Dbd7 12 Dgf3 D xe5 13 L xe5 0-0

14 &d2 tdsl 29

2a 150-0 32
2b 150-0-0 32
b 10 Re3 33

Chapter 2

led c6 2d4 d5 3 Dc3 de 4 D xed K5 5 Ng3 Kb 34
I 6h4ahe 37
A 7 9f3 d7 38
a 8d3 38
b 8h5 &h7 9 Rd3 K xd3 10 v xd3 a1
1 10... 4c7 44

la 11 Rd2e6 44



156

x 120-0-0 Dgf6

x1 13 Se4 0-0-0 14 g3
Variation 1: 14 ... 9 xe4
Variation 2: 14 ... 9¢5

x2 13 c4

x3 13 Dbl

y 12 te2 9gf6 13 0-0-0 0-0-0 14 De5

yl 14 .. 9b6 15 Qa5
Variation 1: 15 ... BdS
Variation 2: 15 ... ¢5

y2 14 ... 9)xe5

y3 14 .. 9)bsI?

1b 11 Oha

2 10.. Dgf6

2a 11 &d2

2b 11 f4

B 749h3

I 642f3

n 6 Rxca

Chapter 3

ledc6 2d4ads 3 Dc3de 4 D xed Af6 5 D xf6+

5S...ef

6 Kca

6... Rd6 7 te2+
... Re?

... Me7

... Re?

... Me7+

... 9d7

... g6
9...h6

6 93

5..8f

6c3

6 Qe2

6 9f3

6.. gd 7 Xe2 Wc7

NOoL AN ONMED D>~
oo NN

L AN D>

c3 &d6 7 Rd30-0 8 twc2 DeB+ 9 De2

44
45
46
47
48
49
49
52
53
54
55
55
56
58
58
60
61
62
65

66
67
67
68
68
69
70
70
71
72
74
75
75
76
77
80
)
81



8 h3 ¥
80-0

8 Re3

6.. Rf

D 6Re2

Chapter 4

ledc6 2dads 3 Dc3 gb
I 465
I 49f3

Variation: 3 9d2

O W N =

Part Il
ledc6 2d4ads

Chapter 1

System 3 f3

Exchange system

ledc6 2dads 3edcd 4 &d3 9cb 5c3

I 5..48f6
Il 5..g6
Chapter 2

Panov Attack

ledc6 2dad5 3edcd 4c4 2f6 5 D3
I 5...e6 6 9f3 RXe7 7¢50-0 8 Xd3 b6 9bsas 10 Da4
A 10... 9bd?

10 ... fd7

5...9c6

6 Rg5

6... %b61? 7cd 2 xd4

8 Af3

8 Ke3

8 Dge2

6 ... Mas

6 9f3

5...g6

6 b3 g7 7cd0-0

8 Re2

8g3

=@

DT WN =D >
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83
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88
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92
94
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95
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98
99
99
100
100
101
101
102
102
104
105
106
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1 8..%bd7

2 8..e6I?

c 8 %ge2

B 6cd 2 xd5

a 7%b3

b 7Rc4
System 2 c4
ledc6 2c4d5 3edcd 4cd

| 4. tMxds

I 4.. 9f6

A 5 ™ag+

B 5&b5+

a 5..49bd7

b 5. Rd7

I 4...a6
Chapter 3

Closed system
ledc6 2d4ads 3e5 Rf5

I 4Qd3
Il 449c3e6 5g4 Rgb 6 Nge2c5 7hd
A 7..h6
B 7..cdd
N 4%e2e6 5Dg3 KXg6 6 ha h6 7 hS [h7 8 Kd3 & xd3
A 9cdl?
B 9tyxd3
IV 4c4
vV  4hal?
A 4..h6
B 4..h5
Part 1ll
Other white 2nd move continuations
1 ed c6
I 249f3d5 3 c3
A 3..R2g44h3
a 4. Qxf35Mxf3
1 5..9f6
la 6d4

108
108
109
109
110
111
111

112
113
114
115
115
116
116

117

119
120
121
122
123
124
124
124
125
125
126

127

127
128
128
129
129
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6d3eb b
7g3

7 gan

7 &d2

7a3

7 Ke2

5...e6

.. &h5I?

.. 8)f6

.. de D xeq

.. =g

.. &d7

.. 8)f6 5 QA xf6+
.. ef

.. gf 6 Rca

. Og8

6... &f5

29c3

2d3

2 Qe2

Rare white 2nd move continuations
(2b3, 2f4and 2 e5?l)
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