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Foreword 

Original Variations for your Repertoire 
Strategic Explanations and Surprise Weapons for Dynamic Chess Players 

The French Defence is a gem in any chess player's opening repertoire. The main 
difference in comparison to other great openings is the display of knowledge and 
concepts that are required here, instead of a constant memorisation and repetition 
of long, forced, ' theoretical ' lines. The middlegame and, with it, the real battle be­
gins at a very early stage. 

This 'Flexible French' book is an attempt to mix various aspects : my general expe­
rience in this opening, new concepts and analysis of several creative lines. Its pur­
pose is to offer a combative repertoire to black players , and also to offer white 
players some sharp ideas. 

With 1 . . . e7 -e6 ,  Black builds a fortress with a closed centre, so the main roads to 
success are those leading to a game where White 's extra tempo is not so important. 
This defence is also full of strategic as well as tactical resources , and according to 
many masters , its lines are among the most complicated in chess. There are also 
several forgotten systems that are still full of possibilities , sharp and exotic lines, 
original ideas and much more. 
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The current state of opening theory 
During the past few years - the computer days - many books by vanguard authors 
have seen the light, with ambitious names like : 'Beating the Spanish, the Sicilian, 
the French' and many others. Some authors even churn out books of this type up to 
3-5 times a year ! 

Please note that the Grand Masters , such as Botvinnik, Petrosian and also the best 
modern players , work on the study of their systems much more slowly, but with 
great depth - learning and practicing them year after year. The evaluations of their 
ideas hardly change, at least not as abruptly as in these new books. 

Also, I think that a new time has arrived for chess books on opening theory. In­
stead of copying thousands of games that are played each day and presenting the 
analysis by the engines , it is much more effective - and more positive - to compose 
a book with articles according to a different concept: with space for background 
information, an instructive selection of the material and conclusions drawn from 
this material . 

The reader of The Flexible French will find it the easiest and the most interesting to 
learn the main plans with the follOwing structure in each Part: 
* Historic origin of each variation 
* Main ideas , resources, advices 
* Analysis of the most interesting lines through model games 
* Illustrative games 
* Statistics, summaries and conclusions. 

I hope that my previous book The Fabulous Budapest Gambit and the present work 
can serve as good examples of this new method of writing opening books. 

of course, many questions will always remain open, for practical players as well 
as theoreticians. 

Good luck with the study and the practice of a genuine opening - The French De­
fence ! 

Greetings to you all! 
Grandmaster Viktor Moskalenko, Barcelona 2008 

My sincerest gratitude goes out to my oId friend and student Duis Delgado for his 
help with translating my texts from Spanish into English. 
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Part One 

The Black Queen's Musketeers 

Advance Variation -1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 
A Repertoire for Black 

Dedicated to Gioacchino Greco and Evgeny Sveshnikov 

A Bit of History 
The best way to learn the genuine French Defence is by playing the Advance Varia­
tion - 3 .eS , the most natural move for White, which closes the centre immediately 

The famous Italian master Gioacchino Greco 
(1600-1634) played the first genuine 
French game as long ago as 1620. 

and gains space. 
The stem game of the Advance Varia­
tion and, we could say, the first genuine 
French game, was played as long ago as 
1620! The famous Italian master 
Gioacchino Greco (1600-1634) at­
tacked with the white pieces - see the 
comments to Game 1. 

Strategies 
From this point on, both players must 
develop their main plans as qUickly as 
possible: White must get ready to castle 
kingside and to attack on the flanks, 
while Black looks for counterplay with 
the standard ... c7 -cS , and tries to de­
velop his queenside and exert pressure 
on the central pawn on d4. 
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Par t  One  - Advance  Va ria tion : 3 .  e S  

Lt Keep in Mind 

Among other important resources for 
Black, we find the classical break 
... £7 -f6, exerting pressure in the centre 
and, of course, the manoeuvre 
... tiJg8-e7 -fs or else ... tiJh6! 
With this simple strategy the battle be­
gins. 

• In many of the games that we will study here, the strategic plans do not 
work without tactical tricks. 

• Generally speaking, the two black knights and the white king's bishop are 
the most important pieces in the Advance Variation. 

Directions 
One of the 'small' advantages for Black when faCing the Advance Variation is that he 
just needs to know a couple of lines deeply, whereas White must make a thorough 
study of all the existing ideas. 

Throughout my career I have conducted a personal search for a weapon against 
the 3.eS system, analysing in several directions. 

l .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3 .e5 c5 4.c3 tiJc6 5.tiJf3 

After these natural moves, the key position in the Advance Variation is reached. 
Black must choose his strategy now, and in this book we will investigate two of the 
possible plans: 
1 )  First of all, we will investigate a semi-open set-up in the modern line with 

5 .. :ifb6 6.a3 tiJh6 or the direct 5 .. . tiJh6 (Chapter 1 - Looking for Satisfaction) , 
and here Black faces a second advance: 7.b4. 

2) Next, we will return to the classical paths in the French Defence, the blockading 
6 .. . c4, which avoids 7.b4 (Chapter 2 -Labyrinths of the Old System) . 

1 0  



Chapter 1 - Looking for Satisfaction 

l.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3 .e5 c5 4.c3 ttJc6 5 .ttJf3 
5 . . .  'iib6 6.a3 ttJh6 (diagram left) or deviations with 5 . . .  ttJh6 (right) 

History 
The author of the present book defeated Sveshnikov with the black pieces in his fa­
vourite Advance Variation of the French in 1987. In that game I prepared a totally 
new and very creative counter-plan and I obtained a very good position. But I fmally 
won only after a tense and spectacular fight. I felt as though I had killed a monster! 

The Russian grandmaster Evgeny Sveshnikov 
was born in 1 950 .  To the present day, he has 
tried to master the Advance Variation from 
the white side and he recently published a 
book on this variation. 

I would like to thank grandmaster 
Sveshnikov for his combative play in both 
of the games annotated in this chapter. It 
was a real pleasure to play against him! 

Introduction 
In this chapter I shall retrace the most 
important steps in my study of the Ad­
vance Variation. 

Of all the many possibilities in the 
opening I generally tend to choose the 
most aggressive plans with Black. With 
set-ups like S ... ttJh6, Black prepares a di­
rect attack against the d4 pawn, not al­
lowing White time to castle and forCing 
him to defend his centre first. Therefore 
the logical reaction is the move 6.a3!?, 
preparing 7.b4 and then .itb2, which 
seems to be the best way for White to 
fight for an advantage. 
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Par t  One - Advance Va ria tio n :  3 . e5 

This tense situation forces Black to look for satisfaction by entering into some quite 
forcing lines, where pieces will be fighting against pawns. 

On a historical note, this plan was suggested long ago by the well-known Ger­
man master Louis Paulsen, and introduced by him in 1879. Curiously, about 100 
years later, another master, of Moldavian origin, found a similar opening idea for 
Black in another opening: ... d5-c6-a6-b5 in the Slav. See Viktor Bologan's book The 
Chebanenko Slav According to Bologan (New In Chess, 2008) . 

Directions 

A) 5 .. Ji'h6 6.a3 tiJh6 
7.h4 White gains even more space and tries to control the entire board. After 
7 ... cxd4 8.cxd4 tiJfS 9.i.h2 we reach the key position of this line. 

The first question is: which bishop should be developed first? And the second is: 
what should Black do next? The answers can be found in Game 1: Sveshnikov­
Moskalenko (1987) and also in the comments to the important Game 2: 
Shirov -Gurevich. 

B) 5 ..• tiJh6 
This move, bringing the knight straight into play, is more flexible than the immedi­
ate S .. :iYb6, and gives several plans to choose from in this complex position - see 
Game 3: Sveshnikov-Moskalenko (1993) . 
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Chapter I - Looking for  Satisfaction : 5/6 ... ttJh6 

Looking for Satisfaction -
Games 

GAME l 

o Evgeny Sveshnikov 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Norilsk 1 98 7  (7 )  

This was a very hard test for me, since I 
was facing a great master of the Ad­
vance Variation. However, I had pre­
pared a 'surprise bombshell' at home. 
1.e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3 .eS cS 4.c3 tDc6 
4 .. :ilfb6!? is even playable right now. 
This move order avoids S .�e3, another 
popular plan for White. The stem game 
went as follows: 4 ... cxd4?! S .cxd4 
�b4+ 6.ttJc3 hc3+? 7.bxc3 ttJc6 
8 . ..td3 (8.'iYg4!?) 8 ... ttJge7 9.f4 ttJfS 
10.ttJf3 0-0 11.g4 ttJh4 12.0-0 ttJxf3+ 
13.'iYxf3 �d7 I4 .... h3! g6 lS.fS! (al-
ready winning) IS ... exfS 16.gxfS gxf5 
1 7 . .!::!.xfS Axf5 18.AxfS 1-0 Greco-NN, 
Europe 1620. 
S.tDf3 
With S .�e3 an interesting miniature 
went 5 ... 'ifb6 6:iVd2 �d7 7.ttJf3 cxd4 
8.cxd4.l:tc8 9.ttJc3 ttJaS!? 10 . .l:tcl �b4 
11..�d3 ttJc4 12 .... e2?? (1Ltxc4D 
l:rxc4=) 12 ... ttJxb2! 13.Ad2 ttJa4! 0-1 
Romero Ruscalleda-Pomes Marcet, 
Catalunya tt 200S. 
S . .  :'Wb61 

The pressure on d4 does not allow 
White to continue calmly. 
6.a31? 
This is the first key position in this line. 
White already has a space advantage in 
the centre and on the kingside because 
of his eS pawn, and he also wants to 
gain more space on the queenside by 
playing b2-b4. I am sure that both 
known developments of the king's 
bishop are weaker: 

A) 6 . .te2 ttJh6! (this is better than 
6 ... ttJge7) 7.b3 (after 7.ttJa3? cxd4 
8.cxd4 �xa3! 9.bxa3 ttJfS 10 . .te3 
"'as+ Black has the initiative. Cubles­
Moskalenko, Canovelles 2000; or 
7.iL.xh6 gxh6 (7 .. :iVxb2? 8.'iYd2 'iYxal 
9.0-0 is better for White) 8.'ifd2 Ag7 
9.ttJa3 cxd4 10.cxd4 0-0 11.0-0 f6 
12.exf6 l:.xf6 13.ttJc2 .id7 14.b4.ie8 
lS.bS ttJe7 16.ttJeS ttJg6! 17.ttJg4:f8 
18.g3 hS� Bakre-T.L.Petrosian, Dubai 
2007) 7 ... cxd4 8.cxd4.tb4+! 

analysis diagram 

9.<.t>f1D ttJfS (9 ... 0-0!?�) 10 . ..tb2 
Ae7 l1.ttJc3 0-0 12.ttJa4 'ifd8 13.g3 
f6! 14.exf6 Axf6 15.<.t>g2 'ifd6 16.l:.el 
b6 17 . .ibS .ib7 and Black has the 
better chances, Kupreichik-Piskov, Ger­
many Bundesliga B 1998/99; 

B) There is also the gambit line with 
6 .�d3, but fortunately Black is not 
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Par t  One - Advance Varia tion : 3 .  e5  

forced to accept the material: 6 ... ttJh6!? 
(6 ... cxd4 7.cxd4 �d7 8.0-0 ttJxd4 
9.ttJbd200) 7.0-0 cxd4 8.cxd4 ttJf5 

During the 1980s and 1990s theory fa­
voured White after 9 .�xfS exfS 
10.ttJc3 i..e6, but, thinking that the 
books might be wrong, I studied the 
position more closely and eventually 
managed to achieve outstanding results 
with Black from here. For instance: 
11.ttJe2 h6! (this avoids the simplifica­
tion with i..gS, and prepares ... g7 -gS!?) 
12.'iVa4 i.e7 l3.a3 0-0 14.b4 .!:tfc8 and 
Black is dominating every aspect of the 
game: 15.i.d2 a6 16.�fcl gS! 17.'iVb3 
ttJaS!? 18.�d3 ttJc4 19.ttJe1 f4 20.g3 
fxg3 21.hxg3 i.g4 22.ttJc3 �e6 
23.i.e3 bS 24.�fl .!:ta7 25.�g2 ttJxe3 
26.fxe3 l:I.ac7 winning easily, Schenk­
Moskalenko, Palma de Mallorca 2000. 
6 ... ttJh61  

This is a classic French manoeuvre, intend­
ing to attack the d4 pawn. Until 2005 the 
set-up ... �6-ttJh6 was my main plan 
against the Advance Variation. The play is 
completely different after 6 ... c4!?, which 
we will study in Chapter 2. 
I have never liked the line 6 ... �d7 7.b4 
cxd4 8.cxd4 l::i.c8 9.�b2, when White 
threatens ttJc3-a4 with the initiative, 
and now 9 ... ttJa5 10. ttJ bd2 ttJc4 
11.�xc4 dxc4 12.':'c1 'ifa6 13.0-0. 

1 4  

This is also better for White, because of 
his better development and the threat of 
d4-dS. 

l' il WEAPON: If 13 . . .  .ia4 14.'fIe2 r' �b5 15.rJ.fel c3 ? 1 6.�e3 cxd2 
1 7.l:I.xcB+ c:j;;d7 1B  . .!:txfB, White wins. 
7.b4 
Planning to conquer the board with 
his pawns. 7 . .ixh6? Vixb2! 8.�c1 
Vixa1 9.Vic2 �d7 must be better for 
Black. 
7 ... cxd4 8.cxd4 

8.i..xh6?! is still weak. White takes the 
chance to exchange the knight before it 
reaches f5, giving Black a bad pawn 
structure. But on the other hand White 
gives up the bishop pair. In my opinion 
that is more than enough compensation 
for Black's structural weaknesses: 
8 ... gxh6 9.cxd4 i..g7 10.ttJc3 0-0 
(10 .. .f6!?) 11.i..bS aS� Rozentalis­
Berg, Stockholm 2005/06. 
8 .. .ttJf5 
Black's pieces will fight against the wall 
created by the white pawns. 
9.�b2 
9 .�e3 can be met with: 

A) 9 ... �d7!? 
WEAPON: 1 O.ttJc3 ? ttJxe3 
l lfxe3 ttJxb4! 12 .axb4 i..xb4 

13 .J:Z.c1 l:i.cB 14.Vib3 Via5 15.c�d2 O-Ogg 
1 6.�3 f6! ?  and Black has the initiative. 



Chapter  1 - looking for  Sa tisfa c tion : 5/6 . . .  ttJh6 

10.�d3 ttJxe3 ( 10 ..  Jk8!? Scavo-Mos­
kalenko, Badalona 2002) l 1.fxe3 l::[c8 
12.0-0 �e7 13.ttJbd2 ttJd8!? 14.Vi'e2 
l:ic3� Baklan-Moskalenko, Donetsk 
Zonal 1998. 

B) Interesting is 9 ... f6!?�, a move 
very well explained in the Survey 
'Fighting for Equality' by grandmaster 
Carlos Matamoros in Yearbook 72: 

Bl) 10.bS?! ttJxeS! l 1.dxeS ttJxe3 
12.fxe3 Vi'xe3+ 13.'it'e2 'fWc 1 + 
14.'ifd1 V2- V2 Romanishin-Lputian, 
Yerevan 1988 and Movsesian-Lputian, 
New York Open 1998; 

B2) 10.exf6 gxf6 l 1.�d3 ttJxe3 
12.fxe3 �6 13.Vi'e2 �d7 14.ttJc3 ttJe7 
15.0-0 0-0 16.r�h1 �ac8 17.ttJd1 �g7 
18.ttJf2 eS 19.dxeS fxeS 20.e4 d4 
2 1.l::tac 1 ttJg6 22 . .t!.xc8 �xc8 23.g3 
�6 and Black was clearly better in Mo­
rozevich-Bareev, Monaco blind 2002. 
This is another key moment in the 
opening. Black faces a dilemma: which 
bishop should be developed fIrst? 
9 ... �e7 

Obviously a good move: now Black is 
able to castle and he also maintains his 
knight on fS by the possibility of 10 .g4 
ttJh4. However, nowadays the most 
fashionable move is 9 ... �d7!?, thanks 
to several famous victories for Black in 
2005. See Game 2. 
1 0.�d31  

The d4 pawn is  protected by tactical 
means. 10.h4!? (comfortably preparing 
l1.g4) is an idea of the Leningrad 
grandmaster Mark Tseitlin: 10 ... Ad7 
(10 ... hS?! l1.�d3;!;; 10 ... 0-0!?) l 1.g4 
ttJh6 12..]:[gl fS!?N ( 12 ... 0-0 is also 
playable: 13.ttJc3 �h8!?� b. ... ttJg8; 
13 .. .f6?! 14.ttJa4 'iid8 lS.exf6 �xf6 
16.gS l::txf3 17.Vi'xf3 ttJfSoo Grischuk­
Johannessen, Reykjavik 2000) 13.exf6 
( 13.gS ttJg4!) 13 ... gxf6 14.ttJc3 ttJf7 
with a complicated game, Lopez Marti­
nez-Moskalenko, Catalunya tt 2004. 
1 0  ... 851? 

My counterattack begins. 
The natural 10 ... 0-0!?oo has not yet 
been properly explored, although Black 
looks very solid here. 
Black still has time to go for complica­
tions with 10 ... �d7 1 1.0-0 g6 
12. ttJc3!? ( 12 .�xfS exfS 13. ttJc3 �e6 
14.ttJa4 'iid8 lS.ttJcS b6 16.'fWa4 l:i.c8 
17.ttJxe6 fxe6 18.l:I.ac1 'ifd7 19.1:ic3 
ttJd8= Erenburg-Moskalenko, Villa 
Salou 2003) 12 ... ttJfxd4 13.ttJxd4! (less 
good is 13.ttJxdS? exdS 14.e6? (better 
14.ttJxd4 ttJxd4 lS.e6 ttJxe6 16.i.xh8 
f6!=F) 14 ... fxe6 lS .ttJxd4 �f6!-+ 
Saldano-Moskalenko, Roquetas de Mar 
2004) , when White gets the better 
chances: 13 ... ttJxd4 (Black can consider 
13 ... Vi'xd4!? 14.Vi'e2oo) 14.'iVg4 ttJc6? 
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P a r t  One - Advanc e  Varia tion : 3 .eS  

( 14 ... ttJb3 !?) ISJ:tfel 'fVdS 16.bS ttJaS 
17 .ttJxdS!t (Jonkman-Moskalenko, 
Banyoles 2005) . 
A recent game with high-ranked players 
continued 10 ... a6 1 1.0-0 0-0 12.'iVd2 
h6 13 . .tc2 �d7 14.�xfS exfS IS.ttJc3 
.te6 16.ttJa4 'iVb5 17.ttJc3 'iYb6 
IS.ttJa4 'iVbS 19.ttJc3 1/2_1/2 Khairullin­
Volkov, Sochi tt 2007. 
1 1  . ..txf5 
I think that this typical exchange fa­
vours Black in almost every case. It 
should be borne in mind that the king's 
bishop is one of White's most impor­
tant pieces in the Advance Variation. 
Later another move for White was 
found: 1 1.'fVa4!? 0-0 12.bS ttJh4 
13.ttJxh4 .i.xh400 Kiik-Kortchnoi, 
Stockholm 2003/04. 
Or I I.bS ttJcxd4 12.ttJxd4 ttJxd4 with 
the point 13.'iVg4 ttJb3! 14.'iVxg7 �fS 
IS.11a2 .i.d7 � and Black is OK. 
1 1  .•• exf5 1 2.lLlc3 £LeS 

My own experience tells me that this 
bishop is not as bad as theory books say. 
1 3.b5 a41� 

This unexpected resource is the main 
idea of my plan: sacrificing the a-pawn 
will give Black the chance to improve 
his knight's position with the manoeu­
vre ... ttJaS-c4. He gains the initiative on 
the queenside. 

1 6  

1 4.'ifd3 
Later, opponents tried new moves 
against me: 

A) 14.0-0 ttJaS IS . .ic1 ttJc4 16.ttJxa4 
'fVxbS 17.ttJc3 'iYc6 ISJ:tbl ha3 
( IS ... h6) 19.ha3 ttJxa3 20.l:rb3 0-0+ 
Vasiukov-Moskalenko, Belgorod 1990; 

B) 14 . .Ilbl ttJaS IS .'fVxa4?! o-ot 
16.'fVdl? ttJc4 17.a4? ttJxb2 IsJhb2 
'ifaS-+ Garrido Fernandez-Moskalen­
ko, Barbera del Valles 2003. 
1 4  ••• ttJbS 
This might be a psychological mistake. 
Now the knight must spend more 
tempi to get to c4, but I did not want to 
sacrifice material against a grandmaster! 
The most active idea was to pursue my 
initial plan with 14 ... ttJaS! IS.ttJxa4 
'iVa 7 , with full compensation for the 
pawn. 
1 5  . ..tc1 hSI  

A very useful move in this position. The 
white queen's bishop is kept out of play. 
1 S.ttJg 1 
White is also looking for the best 
squares for his pieces. 
1 S  •.. ttJd7 1 7.ttJge2 'iVc7 1 S  • ..td2 ttJbS 
1 9.J:[c1 11 
Better was 19.0-0 0-0 20.ttJf4 :fcS�. 
1 9  ... 'it'd7 
19 ... ttJc4!? 
20.ttJa2 0-0 21 .�b4 



Chapter  1 - Looking for  Sa tisfac tion : 5/6 . . .  tLlh6 

White has found a way to exchange his 
passive bishop, but the knight on c4 
will be another reason for concern. 
21 .. .l::tfcS 22JlxcS+ l:lxcS 23.0-0 
.igSI? 24.f4 
Now the knight will never get to f4. 
24 ... �e7 
24 ... .id8!? was a more ambitious 
move. 
2S . .ixe 7 'iYxe 7 26.ttJb4 'ti'd7 27.l:I.c1 ? 
Now White loses his bS pawn. Better 
was 27. tLlc3 tLlc4�. 
27 ... .I:!.xc1 +1 2S.ttJxc1 ttJc4 
Winning material. Black keeps a clear 
advantage. 
29.ttJe2 'ii'xbS 30.ttJg3 g6 31 . 'itilf2 
'iWb6 32.lbf1 ? 
This allows a cool sacrifice which will 

A combination resembling draughts: 
you sacrifice a piece and in return you 
get to capture three or four pawns. 
33.'iWxa3 'fIxd4+ 34.rJife1 'ii'e4+1 
3S.'itild 1 'iWxf4 36.ttJd2 'iYxh2 37.'ifxa4 
�xg2 
A lone knight is protecting the 'naked' 
white king. The game is over. 
3S.'iWaS+ 'itilg7 39.'iYxb7 �g1 + 
40.We2 f4 41 .ttJc6 'ife3+ 42.rJifd1 
.ig4+ 43.�c2 .ifS+ 44.Wd1 f3 
4S.'fIbS ..td3 46.'fIxdS f2 0-1 

In this - for the author - unforgettable 
game, grandmaster Sveshnikov did not 
manage to demonstrate a single effec­
tive idea in his favourite variation 
against my counterattack 1 D . . .  aS and 
13 ... a4!' While fighting for the initia­
tive, he forgot to defend his advanced 
pawns. 

As a summary of the main plan with 
S ... Yi'b6, 6 ... tLlh6 and 9 . . .  .ie7, I can as­
sert that Black gains counterplay in al­
most all lines. Still, I was not completely 
satisfied and I thought that White could 
improve his play at certain points. 

conquer all White's pawns in return. If GAME 2 
32.ttJe2 'iYd8 or 32...f6!?, with advan-
tage to Black. 0 Alexei Shirov 

• Mikhail Gurevich 
Khanty-Mansiysk 2005 (3) 

In my opinion, this was an important 
game for the Advance Variation, which 
increased the popularity of 9 . . . .id 7. I 
recommend the reader to make a deep 
study of the secondary lines, since the 
alternatives given there are equally im­
portant as the game moves. 
1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.eS cS 4.c3 ttJc6 
S.tt:lf3 'fIb6 6.a3 ttJh6 7.b4 cxd4 

32 ... ttJxa31-+ S.cxd4 ttJfS 9 . ..ib2 ..id71? 

17 
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A creative continuation, allowing the 
advance g2-g4. Now the natural moves 
1 0 .�d3 , 1 0 .tZ'lc3 or 1 0 .tZ'lbd2 would 
simply lose the d4 pawn. 
1 0.g41 
Obviously, White chooses the most ag­
gressive move available. He achieves less 
than nothing after the alternatives : 

A) It is interesting to analyse the vari­
ation 1 0 .tZ'lc3 tZ'lfxd4 1 1 .tZ'lxd4 Vi'xd4! 
1 2 .'ifxd4 tZ'lxd4 1 3 .tZ'lxdS oo.  

This position i s  like a j igsaw puzzle ! 
1 3  . . .  tZ'lc2 +  1 4 . �d2 l::tcS ! ?  I S  . .!:.c l 
tZ'lxa3 ! 1 6 .tZ'lc7 + �dS 1 7  .tZ'lxe6+ �xe6 
I S  . .l:1xc8+ <;;f;jlxc8 1 9 .�xa3 �e7 ! ?t and 
Black is in excellent shape. He plans to 
continue with . . .  as-�bS-ld.cs-ld.d8 ; 

B) 1 0 .�e2 is too slow: 1 0  . . .  �e7 
1 1 . 0-0 0-0 1 2 .�d3 g6� ; 
C) On the other hand, 1 0 .�d3 is too 

aggressive : 1 0  . . .  tZ'lcxd4 ( 1 0  . . .  aS ! ?) 

1 8  

1 1 .tZ'lxd4 tZ'lxd4 1 2 .tZ'lc3 tZ'lc6 
( l 2  . . .  aS ! ?) 1 3 .tZ'la4 'ifd8 1 4. 0-0 b6 
I S .l:rc l g6 1 6 .tZ'lc3 �g7 1 7 .tZ'lxdS exdS 
I S .e6 hb2 1 9 .exd7+ �fS ! 2 0 .l:I.xc6 
�xd 7 =  Reinaldo Castineira-Mala­
khatko, Sanxenxo 2 0 0 7 ;  

D) 1 0 .h4 l:tcS 1 1 .hS �e7 l 2 .g4 is a 
bizarre line : 

1 2  . . .  tZ'lh6 ( l 2  . . .  tZ'lfxd4! ? 1 3 .tZ'lxd4 �cS ! 
1 4 .bxcS Vi'xb2�)  1 3 ..l:r g l f6 
( 1 3 . . .  0-0 ! ?  1 4.tZ'lc3 tZ'laS �) 1 4.exf6 
gxf6 I S .tZ'lc3 tZ'lf7 1 6 .tZ'la400 Shabalov­
Kraai , Connecticut 2 0 0 7 .  
1 0  ... ttJfe7 
A logical retreat , although the most dy­
namic option seems to be 1 0  . . .  tZ'lh6 ! ? ,  
preparing a classical counterattack 
against the centre, and now: 

A) 1 1 .�g l f6 l 2 .exf6 gxf6 1 3 .tZ'lc3 
tZ'lf7 1 4 .tZ'la4 'fic7 I s .l:k l  �f4� 
1 6 .  tZ'lcS .ixcs 1 7 .  dxcS tZ'lceS I S . tZ'lxeS 
tZ'lxeS ( 1 8  . . .  fxeS ! ?) 1 9  J:tg3 with a 
double-edged position, Short-Lputian, 
Batumi 1 999 ;  
B )  I I .h3 f6 ! (the classic French break. 

Slightly slow is 1 1 . . .�e7 l 2 .tZ'lc3 0-0 
1 3 .tZ'la4°o Haba-Kutsin, Wattens 1 999 ,  
but 1 1  . . .  J::tcS ! ?  1 2 .tZ'lc3 tZ'laS offers cre­
ative chances : 1 3 .tZ'la4 'ifc6 1 4  . .l:.c l 
tZ'lc4 I S  . .l:!xc4 ! ?  dxc4 1 6 .tZ'lc3 �b6 
1 7 .�g2 as ! + ,  Shirov-Sadvakasov, 
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Astana 200 1 )  1 2 .exf6 (if 1 2...�.d3 4Jfl 
1 3 .4Jbd2 as (or 1 3  . . .  4Je7 ! ?  with an­
other chance of playing . . .  i.b5 , ex­
changing the light-squared bishops) 
1 4 .b5  4Je7  1 5 . a4 4Jg6  1 6 .i.xg 6 
hxg6� Wiersma-Malakhatko, Belgium 
tt 2004/05)  1 2  . . .  gxf6 1 3 .4Jc3 4Jfl ! �  
and Black is solid, Shirov-Berg, Tallinn 
rapid 2006 .  
1 1 .4Jc3 

1 1  ... ttJa51? 
A well-known resource in these struc­
tures. Grandmaster Psakhis wrote in 
The Complete French:  'White got a few 
weaknesses on the queenside and Black 
tries to exploit them. This move has be­
come quite popular in the last couple of 
years ' .  
An equally good alternative is the jump 
with the other knight : 1 1 . . .4Jg6 ! ?  and 
now: 

A) 1 2 .h4 h5 ! 1 3 . g5 4Ja5 1 4.4Ja4 
'ifc6 1 5.4Jc5 4Jc4 is favourable for 
Black, Sveshnikov-Ostenstad, Oslo tt 
2 008  ( 1 ) ;  
B) 1 2 .4Ja4 'ifd8 1 3 .4JcS ( 1 3 .h4 h5 ! 

1 4.gS  b6 l S .i.d3 4Jf4 1 6 .i.a6 4Je7 
1 7  .ttJc3 4Jf5 �  Nevednichy-Lputian, 
Ohrid Ech 200 1 )  1 3  . . .  i.xc5 1 4.dxcS 
'fic7 1 5 .'iYe2 (Vysochin-Prezerakos ,  
Korinthos 2 004) and now the best so­
lution for Black is l S  . . .  0-0 ! ?  intending 

1 6 .h4 d4 ! with satisfactory counter­
play; 

C) 1 2 .nc 1 i.e7 1 3 .h4 'ilfd8 
( 1 3  . . .  hS ! )  1 4 .4JbS a6 l S .hS ? 
( l S .4Jd6+ i.xd6 1 6 .exd6 'ilb8 1 7 .hS 
ttJf4 1 8 .'fid2 'ifxd6 1 9 . ttJe5 gS  
20 .hxg6 4Jxg6 i s  unclear) l S  . . .  axbS 
1 6 .hxg6 fxg6 and Black is better, 
Sveshnikov-Agrest, Oslo tt 2 008  (3 ) . 
1 2.ttJd2 
A defensive move. That same year 
White tried 1 2 .  'iIf c2 ! ?  4Jc4 1 3  . .ixc4 
dxc4 1 4 .4Jd2 'fic6 l S .4Jce4 4Jc8 
1 6 .4Jxc4 b5 ! with good compensation 
for the pawn: 1 7  .4Je3 �xc2 1 8 .4Jxc2 
�c6 1 9 .f3 

analysis diagram 

1 9  . . .  4Jb6 !  (the alternative 1 9  . . .  h5 is 
probably worse, since this advance has 
no point and it allows the f8-bishop to 
be blocked in : 2 0 .g5 4Jb6 2 1 .'iitfl i.e7 
2 2 .h4 0-0 B .4Je3 4Ja4 24.�ab 1  aS gg 
Sveshnikov-Lopez Martinez, Stepana­
kert II 2005 )  20 .4Je3 ttJa4 (better was 
2 0  . . .  i.e7 !  2 1 .<;;t>fl hS � with a strong 
initiative for the pawn) 2 1 . 0-0-000 
(Molander-Johannessen, Stockholm 
2005/06) and now 2 1 . . .aS ! ?� .  
1 2  ... l:tc8 
1 2  . . .  'fixd4? !  1 3 .bxaS 'iYxeS + 1 4.'fie2 
is better for White. 
1 3.'!:!'c1 

1 9  
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Both sides can still call on many re­
sources for the waging of a serious bat­
tle. 
1 3  ... ttJg6 
Another possibility was 1 3  . . .  hS 
1 4 .l:!.c2 ! ?  ttJc4 ( 1 4  . . .  ttJac6 ! ?) I S .�xc4 
dxc4 1 6 .ttJce4 ttJdS ( 1 6  . . .  �a4 ! ?)  
1 7 .ttJxc4 .:z.xc4 1 8 .�xc4 as 1 9 .0 -0  
axb4 20 . axb4 'ifd8� with a very com­
plicated position , Ivanchuk-Bareev, 
Dubai 2 002 .  
1 4.h41? 
There is no way back! After 1 4 .'iVe2 ? !  
jle7 I S .'ife3 0 - 0  ( 1 S  . . .  ttJh4! )  1 6 .h4oo 
f6 1 7 .hS ttJh8 1 8 .l::r.c2 ttJc6 1 9 .ttJa4 
'iYd8 20 .exf6 hf6 2 1 .ttJcS eS ! +  Black 
very convincingly exploits the draw­
backs of White's set-up ! Motylev­
Ponomariov, Khanty-Mansiysk 2005 . 
But also after 2 1  . . .  ttJf7 Black's position 
is as solid as a rock - Psakhis. 
1 4  ... .ie7 
With a complicated game. The double­
edged piece sacrifice 1 4  . . .  'ifxd4! ? is 
also worthy of consideration : I S .bxaS 
ttJxeSoo - Psakhis. 
1 5.g5 
An odd move. 1 5  .hS ! ?  is obviously 
more interesting : I s  . . .  ttJf4 1 6 .'iff3 
( 1 6Jk2 ! ?) 1 6  . . .  i.gS 1 7 .ttJe2 ? (better 
1 7 .':'c2 ttJc6OO) 1 7  . .  Jhc 1 + 1 8 .ttJxc l 
0 - 0  1 9 .h6 g6  2 0 .ttJd3 ttJxd3 + 
2 1 .ii.xd3 ttJc6 2 2 .'iVg3 
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22 . . .  ttJxd4 (22 . . .  ttJxb4! would have 
won immediately) 2 3 . f4oo i.e7 
24.'iVf2 ttJc6 2 S .'iVxb6 axb6 2 6 .gS  
ttJa7 2 7.rJi;;e2 �c8 2 8 .':'c l  ':'xc l '12-'12 

Grischuk-Kruppa, Elista 2000  .. 
1 5  ... 0-0 
Again, 1 5  . . .  'ifxd4 is interesting, for in­
stance : 1 6 .bxaS 'ifxeS + 1 7  .'ife2 'iYb8GG.  
Black failed to  equalise after I S  . . .  h6  
1 6 .gxh6 .l:[xh6 ( 1 6  . . .  gxh6 ! ?  1 7 .l::r.c2 ttJc4 
1 8 .ttJxc4 dxc4 1 9 .hS ttJf4 20 .Vig4?? 
ttJd3 + 2 1 .hd3 cxd3 22 .�d2 l::[xc3 
23 .hc3 'iVc6-+ Panarin-Eraschenkov, 
playchess.com 2005)  1 7 .hS 

1 7  . . .  ttJh4 ( 1 7 . . .  ttJf8 ? !  1 8 .l::r.c2 ttJc4 
1 9 .ttJxc4 dxc4 20 . .icl 'uh8 ? !  2 1 .'iVg4 
as 2 2 .b S ±  Thipsay-Barua, Calicut 
ch-IND 2 0 0 3 ;  1 7  . . .  'iVxd4! ? 1 8 .bxaS 
ttJxeS 1 9 .'ife2 i.gS oo) 1 8 .'iVg4 ttJf5 
1 9  . .ltd3 .tf8 ? ( 1 9  . . .'�f8 2 0 J:tg l  g6�) 
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2 0 .ltJe2 ? !  (better is 2 0 .�xfS exfS 1 7.h5 ttJfS 
2 1 .'iff3 with the initiative) 2 0  . . .  ltJc4 
2 1 .ltJxc4 dxc4 2 2 .�xfS exfS 2 3 .'ifg2 
as 24.�c3 axb4 2 S .axb4 l:ia8 2 6 .dS 
':'a2 27 .<it>f1 ! 'ii'a6 2 8 .':'e 1 !± Grischuk­
Radjabov, Wijk aan Zee 2003 . 
1 6.tiJe21? 
With the idea of 1 7 .hS . If immediately 
1 6 .hS ltJf4�. 
1 6 .tl.g l ?  is dubious : 1 6  . . .  ltJxh4 
( 1 6  . . .  'ifxd4 ! 1 7 . bxaS 'iYxeS + t) 
1 7 .�d3 g6 ?  ( 1 7 . . .  'ifxd4 ! ?) 1 8 .'iYg4 
ltJfS 1 9 .�xfS exfS 20 .'iYh4oo Potkin­
Hug, Istanbul Ech 2 0 0 3 .  
Another key move i s  1 6 .'iYg4! ? iL.xb4! 
1 7  .axb4 'ifxb4� .  

1 8 .l:ib l l:ixc3 1 9 .hc3 Vi'xc3 20  . .l:.h3 
Vi'c7 2 1 .iL.d3 ltJe7 2 2 .hS (22 .Vi'f4 bS 
2 3 .hS ltJfS 24.hfs exfS 2 S .l:ia3 b4 
2 6  . .!:f.aa l J::[b8 2 7 .J::[c l ltJc4 28 .ltJb3 l::rbS 
29 .'iff3 as+ Solodovnichenko-Del Rio 
Angelis, Castelldefels 2006) 22  . . .  ltJfS 
2 3 .'iff4 ltJc6 24.hfs exfS 2 S .g6 fxg6 
2 6 .hxg6 h6 2 7 .ltJf3 ltJd8 with chances 
for both sides , Fluvia Poyatos-Gonzalez 
Garcia, Badalona 2005 .  
1 6  .. .1::tfdS! 
Vacating the f8-square. This manoeuvre 
is much more accurate than 1 6  . . .  ltJc4 
1 7 .ltJxc4 dxc4 1 8  .hS �c6 1 9  . .l::rh3 ltJh8 
20 .f4oo (Gurevich) . 

Now Black has the better chances , and 
in this game Shirov's pieces do not get 
to set fire on board. 
1 S.1:.91 l:txc1 ! 
Again, 1 8  . . .  ltJc4 was unclear: 1 9 .1tJxc4 
( 1 9 .l:ixc4? dxc4 20 .ltJe4 �c6 2 1 .ltJf6+ 
'it>h8 -+) 1 9  . . .  dxc4 2 0  .... d2 �c6 
2 1 .ltJf4oo - Gurevich. 
1 9.1tJxc1 
1 9 . 'ifxc 1 ? !  l:rc8 2 0 .  'if d 1 ltJc4 t ;  
1 9  .�xc l ? !  ltJc4 t .  
1 9  ... ltJc6 

1 9  . . .  l:tc8 ! ?  
20.1::[94 
2 0 . ltJcb3 as  2 1 .b S  a4 ! 2 2 .bxc6 
( 2 2 .ltJcS  ltJxd4 ! 2 3 .ltJxa4 'iYa7 +) 
2 2  . . .  hc6t .  
20 ... .!::!.c8 21 .ltJcb3 ltJdS! 

With the idea of 22 . . .  �bS ! ,  The rest of 
the game is amazing. It is played in vin­
tage French style by Black. 

2 1  
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An interesting tactical option was 
2 1 . . . aS ! ?  2 2 .bS  CiJa7 2 3 .a4 CiJxbS ! 
24.axbS �xbSgg with many chances 
for Black. 
22.CiJcS 
2 2 .'iVe2 .u.cFF; 2 2 .�d3 ! ?  �bS 
2 3 .�b l °o. 
22 ... i.bS 
Strategically, the exchange �c8x�£1 fa­
vours Black in most cases. 
Remember that in the Advance Varia­
tion, as well as in many other openings 
(especially the Open Games) the king 's 
bishop is White 's best piece ! 
23 . .!:f.g3?! 
23 . ..th3 aS � ;  2 3 .�g2 CiJc6 (23 . . .  aS ! ?  
24 .a4 ..te8 ! )  24 .g6 ? !  hxg6 2 S .hxg6 
CiJxg6 2 6 .l:lxg6 fxg6 2 7 .Vig4 CiJxeS !+ .  
2 3  ... i.xf1 24.<;;t>xf1 as!  

Engaging in a counterattack on the op­
posite wing. 
2S . ..ic3 axb4 26.axb4 l:taBt 27.<;t>g2 
'ifbS 
Intending 28 . . .  CiJc6 and 29 . . .  b6t 11 
2B.CiJd3 
In this game the white knights are very 
slow. No better was 2 8 .h6 g6 2 9 .Vi£1 
'iVx£1 + 3 0 .cj;>x£1 b6 3 1 .CiJd3 CiJc6�.  
2B ... ttJc6 
Or 2 8  . . .  hgS 2 9 .'iVg4�. 
29.'ifb1 .u.a3 30.i.b2 .!:.aB 3ViJf3?T 

White does not want to have to defend 
in time-trouble. Better was 3 1  . ..tc3 
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..id8 ! +  after which Gurevich was plan­
ning . . .  CiJc6-e7 -fs and . . .  �d8-b6 .  
3 1  ... ttJxb4 
Winning material and the game. 
32.ttJf4 'ifc41 
Aiming to exchange the queens with 
3 3  . . .  'iVc2 . 
33.g6 
At last White makes this advance, but it 
is too late. 
33 ... 'iVc2 34.gxf7+ <;t>xf7 3S.'ifxc2 
ttJxc2 36.ttJh2? 

Another knight going nowhere. 
36 .. .1:ta4 
3 6  . . .  bS ! -+ .  
37.l:!.f3?? ttJe1 + 0-1 

A fIne victory by the Ukrainian/Bel­
gian/Turkish grandmaster. 

Summary : with the modern 9 . . .  ..id7 
Black achieves a solid position. After the 
main answer 1 0 .g4 White 's pawns are 
very far advanced, but he still needs to 
complete his development and his king 
remains in the centre. 
In many variations the black knights are 
the key pieces in the search for 
counterplay, acting impressively at the 
critical moments in these complicated 
games , right up to the end. Typical ma­
noeuvres in this game were 1 0  . . .  CiJe7 
(CiJh6) , l 1 . . .CiJaS (CiJg6) , 2 1 . . .CiJd8 ! 
and 3 7  . . .  CiJe 1 + . 
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GAME 3 

D Evgeny Sveshnikov 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Rostov-on-Don Open 1 993  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.c3 t2Jc6 
5.t2Jf3 t2Jh61? 

6 .dxc51? 
According to GMs Sveshnikov. and 
Kortchnoi (specialists on this line for 
both sides) , this is the most dangerous 
answer. Let us check some other ideas : 
A) I think that the capture 6 .�xh6? !  is 

a mistake. For instance : 6 . . .  gxh6 7 . .td3 
(7 .dxc5 Yi'c7 ! ?) 7 . . .  'iWb6 (7 . . .  �g7 ! ?) 
8 .Yi'd2 �d7 ! ?+t 9 .dxc5 'lYc7 !  1 0 .'lYf4 
�g7 l 1 .Yi'g3 O-O !  and Black's pieces are 
excellendy positioned; 
B) Grandmaster Kupreichik tried 

against the author: 6 .�e2 ? !  lLlf5 7 .g4 
(White must attack the knight; if 7 . 0-0 
cxd4 8 . cxd4 'lYb6+t) 7 . . .  lLlh4 

I think that Black is better here : 8 .lLlxh4 
'iYxh4 9 . .te3 .td7 1 0 .lLld2 (or 1 0 . 0-0 
f6 l 1 .f4 fxe5 1 2 .dxe5 gS ! 1 3 .lLla3 
0 -0 -0  1 4 .lLlbS hS ! l S . fxgS hxg4 
1 6 .�f4 a6 1 7  .lLld6+ �xd6 1 8 . exd6 g3 
( 1 8  . . .  �dg 8 ! )  1 9 .�xg3 Yi'xg S -+  
Kupreichik-Moskalenko , Blago-
veschensk 1 9 88 )  1 0  . . .  cxd4 1 1 .lLlf3 
Yi'd8 ( 1 1 . . .Yi'xg4 ! ?  1 2  Jig 1 'lYxg l +  
1 3 . lLlxg l dxe3 +) 1 2 . cxd4 hS 
( 1 2  . . .  'iYb6 ! ?) 1 3 . gxhS lIxhS I 4.h400 
with a complicated game, Kupreichik­
Moskalenko, Lvov 1 98 8 ;  

C) The move 6 .a3 (after 6 . . .  lLlfS )  al­
most brings us back to Game 1 .  John 
Watson, in his book Dangerous Weapons: 
The French , deeply (and successfully) 
analyses the creative possibility 
6 .. .f6 ! ?+t ,  although only a few games 
have been played with this line; 

D) Surprisingly, the most common 
move is 6 .�d3 ? !  cxd4 (6 . . .  f6 ! ?  see also 
Watson's Dangerous Weapons: The French) 
7 .cxd4 lLlfS 8 .�xfS exfS 9 .lLlc3 .te6=F .  

White has nothing in this structure. See 
also similar examples in the notes to 
Game 1 .  
1 0 .lLle2 �e7 l 1 .h4 h6 1 2 .lLlf4 'iYb6 
1 3 .:h3 g6 1 4.cJtfl O-O-O ! ?  IS .<t>g l 
gS ! t  Nun-Moskalenko, Pardubice Open 
1 994. 
6 . . .  �xc5 
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ttl ( WEAPON: A well-known trick is 
6 . ..tbg4?  7.VJla4! and Black can­

not capture either pawn, Kupreichik­
Kaidanov, Lvov 1 988, and Sveshnikov­
Bareev, Cheliabinsk 1 991 . 
7.b41 
This advance is more logical than the 
direct exchange 7 .�xh6? !  gxh6 8 .b4 
i..f8 ! (.6. . . .  i..g7 )  9 .bS  CiJe7 1 0 .�d3 
i..g 7  1 1 . 0 - 0  CiJg6  1 2. .l:l.e l VJlc 7 
1 3 .'iVa4 0-0  1 4 .'iVd4 f6 ! with an ini­
tiative for Black in the centre , 
Almeida-Moskalenko, Fuerteventura 
1 99 2 .  
7 ... �b61 

The retreat 7 . . .  �f8 ? !  is absurd now, 
since White has not played �xh6.  
S.b5 
I have tried another interesting possibil­
ity after 8 .i..xh6 gxh6 9 .bS : 9 . . .  CiJaS ! ?N 
(9 . . .  CiJe7 is similar to the main game) 
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With the idea of sacrificing the 
h6 -pawn : 1 0 .i..d3  ( 1 0 .lIYd2 Vic7 
1 1 .'ifxh6 'iVcS �) 1 0  . . .  'ife7 1 1 . 0-0 
i..d7 1 2 .'iVc l Vif8 1 3 .VJlf4 O-O-O ! (.6. 
. . .  �b8 , . .  .1::. c8) 1 4 .CiJbd2 ..t;b8 I S .CiJd4 
VJlg 7 1 6 .l:Hd l ( 1 6 . .l:.fc 1  VJlgS ! )  
1 6  . .  Jk8 1 7 Jhc l  .!:tc7 with active 
counterplay along the c- and g-files , 
Nikolaidis-Moskalenko, Agios Nikolaos 
1 99 5 .  
S ... ttJe7 

, r 
WEAPON: An interesting re­
source is 8 . . .  CiJg4!?  9.bxc6 CiJxf2. 

1O.cxb7 i..xb7 ll .Via4+ �f8 

. . .  with an extremely complicated position. 
9.�d3 ttJg6 
Or 9 . . .  CiJg4 1 0 . 0 -0  Vic7 I 1 .Vie2 CiJg6 
1 2 .�xg6 hxg6 1 3 .i..a3 �d7 1 4.i..d6 
Vic8 1 S .a4. 
1 0.0-0 0-0 
Recently I have played 1 0  . . .  Vi c7 ! ?  
I 1 .VJle2 0-0  1 2 .�a3 �cS ( 1 2  . . .  l::rd8 ! ?  
1 3  .�d6  l::txd6 1 4 . exd6 VJlxd6�)  
1 3  . �xcS 'iYxcs  1 4 . CiJd4 f6 
( 1 4  . . .  CiJf4 ! ? 1 S .lIYf3 CiJxd3 1 6 . Vixd3 
f6� ;  1 4  . . .  i..d 7 ! ?=F) I S .i..xg6 hxg6  
1 6 . exf6 l::txf6� and Black has no 
problems ,  Roj as-Moskalenko , 
Badalona 2 0 0 7 .  
1 1 .�xh6 gxh6 1 2.a4 
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If White plays the natural 1 2 .ttJbd2 . 
Black can continue 1 2  . . .  ttJ f4 ! ? 
1 3 .'ifc2 �h8 ! t .  and if 1 4 .i..xh7 ?  f5 ! 
1 S . exf6 �xf6 with a strong initia­
tive . 
1 2  ... f6 

Guaranteeing Black counterplay. Ac­
tivating the queen firs t  by 
1 2  . . .  'iVc7 ! ?  with pressure on the 
white pawns on c3 and eS . is more 
ambitious .  
1 3.ii.xg6D 

There is no other way to defend the 
centre. 
1 3  ... hxg6 1 4.'it'd3 'it>g7 1 5.ttJbd2 

We can see that Sveshnikov has achieved 
no advantage in our second game ei­
ther. 
1 5  ... i.d7 1 6.c4 fxe5 1 7.cxd5 

1 7 .ttJxeS ..te8 1 8 .ttJdf3 .l::[c8�.  
1 7  ... exd5 1 S.'iVxd5 �f51 1 9.'iVxe5+ 

Not 1 9 .�xb7+ ?  :f7 . winning.  since 
the white queen has difficulty in escap­
ing. 
1 9  ... 'it'f6� 

Black has an equal game thanks to his 
active bishops. 
20 . .l:tfe1 'it'xe5 21 Jlxe5 ktaeS 
22.11xeS z:txeS 23.a5 ii.dS 24.ttJc4 
Jtf6 25.l:!.d 1 UdS 26.l:[xdS .ixdS 

The game is moving towards a draw 
(ttJ�9/d in the Encyclopaedia of Chess 
Endings) . 
27.ttJd4 ..id7 2S.f41? .ie7 29.ttJe5 ..icS 
30.'it>f2 ii.b4! 3 Vt:Jc4 ii.c5 32.�e3 
.id7 33.b6 axb6 34.ttJxb6 ii.c6 35.g3 

3 S .�d3 hb6 != .  
3 5  ... .ig2 36.�d3 .ib4 3VtJb3 �f6 
3S.�c4 �e1 39.g4 h5 40.ttJd7+ �e6 
41 .ttJdc5+ �d6 42.ttJd3 �d5+ 
43.�d4 .th4 44.ttJbc5 hxg4 45.ttJe4+ 
.txe4 46.Wxe4 g3= V2-V2 

25 



P a r t  One - Advance  Va ria tio n :  3 . e5 

Summary : 5 . . .  ti:Jh6 is an interesting al­
ternative for Black, with many possibil­
ities for both sides. However, White can 

Summary of Chapter 1 

play 6 .a3 and return to the paths of 
6 . . .  ifb6 7 .b4, a line that has already 
been analysed in Games 1 and 2 .  

The plans with 5 . . .  ti:Jh6 probably mark the most dynamic and effective defence 
against the Advance Variation. In the main line, the modern variation, with 6 .a3 
and 7 .  b4, White tries to control the entire board. He defends his d4 pawn and gains 
more space, and his minor pieces will be comfortably placed (�b2 / �e3 , 
�e2 1 �d3 , ti:Jc3 /ti:Jbd2) .  However, things are not so clear and Black has several 
ways of achieving counterplay. 

The three key positions in this variation are : 

A I )  9 . . .  i.e7 1 0 .i.d3 (Dl). 
A2) 9 . . .  �d7 1 0 .g4 (D2) ; since 2005  this has been the favourite line of black 

players. 
A3) 5 . . .  ti:Jh6 - (D3) ,  deviations. 

In my opinion, there are chances for both sides to improve their play in the ope­
ning, in view of the tactical resources at key moments mentioned in Games 1 -3 .  
The analyses contain many secondary lines that can be considered equivalent varia­
tions. Time and experience have shown me that there is another way for Black to 
achieve a satisfactory game after 6 .a3 ( ! ?) ,  which we will look at in Chapter 2 .  

2 6  



Chapter 2 - Labyrinths of the Old System 

l.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3 .e5 c5 4.c3 ttJc6 5 .ttJf3 'fWb6 6 .a3 c4! ? 

History. Strategies 
In the 1 95 Os ,  the leading specialists in the French such as grandmasters Tigran 
Petrosian and Wolfgang Uhlmann investigated a new strategy for Black, character­
ised by the blockading move 6 . . .  c4. Now Black is no longer pressing on d4, but he 
avoids the dangerous white set-up aimed at controlling the board. This change pro­
duced completely new positions, which can lead to very creative practical play and 
were interesting to study. 

German grandmaster Wolfgang Uhlmann 
(born in 1 9 35 )  was, along with the Armenian 
legend Tigran Petrosian, the leading player of 
the genuine French in his time. 

• Since the b3-square has been 
weakened. Black closes the centre 
and shifts the struggle to the flanks. 

• Curiously. the black knights have 
more space (and free squares!)  to 
manoeuvre. 

• At the moment there are neither 
points of direct contact nor forced 
lines with pawn moves. Both play­
ers must devote themselves to pre­
paratory manoeuvres. 

Typical ideas for Black 
* After 6 . . .  c4 the follow-up 7 . . .  ttJa5 is 

virtually forced, taking aim at the 
weakness on b3 . Then , after 
8 . . .  �d7 ,  Black always has available 
the option of castling kingside (but 
there is no need to hurry ! ) .  
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Par t  One - Advanc e  Va ria tion: 3 . e S  

* Sooner or later Black must prepare the classic break . . .  £7 -f6 (sometimes this is 
played immediately - Games 7 ,  1 3  and 1 4) or the blockading move . . .  £7 -fS 
(Games 6 ,  8 and 1 1 ) .  

* The king 's knight also has a very important role. Typical manoeuvres are : 
. . .  ttJg8-e7 -c6 preparing . . .  £7 -f6 and . . .  fxeS ;  or . . .  ttJg8-e 7 -c8-b6 with the in­
tention of . . .  �a4; or even . . .  ttJg8-h6 in order to play . . .  £7 -f6 1  ttJ£7 and exert 
pressure on the eS pawn or . . .  f7 -fS 1 ttJ£7 , intending to continue with 
. . .  g 7 -gS . 

* The king 's bishop is usually developed on e 7 ,  keeping an eye on White's ttJgS 
sortie and sometimes supporting the counterattack with . . .  g 7  -gS . 

* Black can also play . . .  h7 -h6 (a very useful move) in order to definitely prevent 
ttJ/.igS and to prepare the advance . . .  g 7  -gS . 

* The black queen and queen's bishop should look out for possible action along 
the h7 -b I diagonal. 

Typical ideas for White 
* White plays 7 .ttJbd2 ! ,  defending the b3 -square and threatening to push b2-b3 . 
* Next, there are two main plans: 

1 )  8 . .ie2 and 9 . 0-0 ,  playing for the centre or on the queenside with b2-b3 , or 
2)  The set-up g3 -h4-iLh3 1 iLg2 ,  preparing action in the centre and on the 

kingside. White can also combine both plans or transfer from one to another 
if necessary. 

* Other useful manoeuvres in the Labyrinth System involve the rooks : l:tfe I ,  
strengthening the centre and meeting . . .  £7 -f6 , and .l:r.ab I ,  with the idea of pre­
paring b2-b3 /b4. 

Theory 
After studying dozens of games played at all levels, I have noticed that there is 
hardly any theory on this line. 

This 'magic ' diagram is useful for visualising the most important movements in the 
opening. 
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Chapter  2 - L a b y rin ths of the Old System : 6 . . .  c4 

• The wonderful feature of this variation for both sides (especially for Black) 
is the huge number of different plans that can be used, even when the typical 
examples are known. You can discover your own labyrinths! 

Mistakes and Tactics 
In order to avoid the typical traps in this line, we will check the best-known exam­
ples : 
1 )  After 7 .tLlbd2 the natural move 7 . . .  tLlge7 ? ?  (3 3 games in MegaBase ! )  is an aw­

ful mistake, since it allows a thematic combination. 

After 8 .�xc4! (curiously, Garry Kasparov did not play this move, even though 
he got the chance twice in simultaneous displays in 2000 ! )  8 . . .  dxc4 9 .tLlxc4 
Vi'a6 1 0 .tLld6+ �d7 l 1 .tLlxfl White has a huge advantage (see Game S) . 

2) Another possibility after 7 .tLlbd2 is 7 . . .  �d7 ? ! ,  another 'hasty' move ( 7  . . .  tLlaS ! 
or 7 . .  .f6 ! ?  is better) , since it allows 8 .b3 ! ? ,  when White advantageously opens 
up the centre, as in Motylev-Hort, Hoogeveen 2003  and Sveshnikov-Timman, 
Tilburg 1 99 2  (see comments to Games S and 1 S ) . 

3 )  The premature sortie 7 .tLlgS ? !  is probably a waste of time. After 7 . . .  f6 ! 8 .exf6 
tLlxf6 Black gains the initiative (see comments to Game 4) . 

4) Black should be careful not to transfer too many pieces to the queenside. Often 
the most important operations take place on the other side of the board. 

S )  During the opening I think that Black's best option is to keep his king in the 
centre for as long as possible. This allows him to castle kingside if White breaks 
with b2-b3 . 

6) Generally speaking, piece exchanges and simplification favour Black! 

Directions and Games 
There is a detail which makes the study of this variation more difficult. In the initial 
stage both sides have several alternatives with independent ideas , but after a few 
moves many different continuations will lead to the same position. 

A) White 's most flexible moves are natural development with 7-S.tLlbd2/ �e2 
(Games 4-8) . 
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Par t  One - Advanc e  Va ria tio n :  3 . e S  

First of  all , we will investigate an aggressive method, where White tries to  open up 
the queenside with b2-b3 and c3 -c4 (Game 4 :  Tal-Petrosian) , or tries to play on the 
entire board, even without the queens (Game 5 :  Nakamura-Timman) . 

Black can defend against I O .:b l with the idea of b2-b3 , by means of 
1 O . . .  "iVc7 ! ? ,  using his queen as a ' submarine' ,  attacking the c3 pawn from 'beneath 
the surface' (Game 6 :  Dvoiris-Vaganian) . 

Other important examples and ideas can be found in: 
- Game 7 :  Lapshun-Moskalenko : The French Breakthrough 9 . . .  f6 ; 
- A weird plan by grandmaster Shabalov, pushing h4-hS (Game 8 :  Shabalov-

Akobian) . 

B) Quite often White prefers 7/S.g3 and h2-h4, seizing space on the kingside 
while his bishop takes up a comfortable position on g2 or h3 (Games 9- 1 2) .  

In the following examples White looks for better squares for his key piece, the 
king 's bishop : 

The 'Classical Fianchetto ' g3 -�g2 (Game 9 :  Clarke-Petrosian) . In this game we 
can see Black employing his pieces in the best manner. 

The 'Armenian Fianchetto' g3 -..ih3 ? ! ,  without h2-h4, and the defensive idea of 
the Azeri grandmaster Radjabov (Game 1 0 : Movsesian-Radjabov) . 

The 'Austrian Fianchetto' g3 -h4-..ih3 (Game 1 1 :  Klinger-Portisch) , featuring 
grandmaster Portisch's counter-plan in true Dutch Stonewall style. 

The 'Weird Fianchetto' ,  including other ideas connected with g3 -h4, played in 
blind, rapid and Internet games , etc. (Game 1 2 :  Ivanchuk -Bareev) . 

C) We conclude our study of the 'Labyrinth' System 6 . . .  c4 with the immediate 
. . .  f7 -f6 : The Uhlmann Plan - 7 .g3 /ttJbd2 f6 , a major resource in the French De­
fence which has been used by grandmasters Uhlmann (7 .g3  f6 in Game 1 3  vs 
Malaniuk) and Pelletier ( 7 .ttJbd2 f6 in Game I 4 vs Grischuk) . 

Summary A, B and C: Games by the Expert (Game 1 5) 
After studying most of the possibilities in the variation with ..ie2 and the one with 
g3 , I have not been able to find any effective plans for White. In many lines Black 
obtains dangerous counterplay on the kingside, advancing his f- , g- and h-pawns in 
order to prepare a central counterattack or an attack on the flank. 

Finally, I decided to study a safer path, using the games of a leading expert with 
white on this variation. 

The statistics of grandmaster Evgeny Sveshnikov against the blockading system 
with 6 . . .  c4 are fascinating : he has played several games against another Ukrainian 
grandmaster expert on this variation, Vereslav Eingorn, with the result of three 
draws and one win. Sveshnikov has played a total of 1 9  games with this line, win­
ning 1 1  ( ! ) , drawing 7 and losing only one. What was the secret of his victories?  
We will look for an answer to this question in Game I S :  Sveshnikov-Eingorn, 
Mallorca GMA Open 1 98 9 .  
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Chapter  2 - L a b yrin ths of the Old Syst em: 6 . . .  c4 

Labyrinths of the Old System­
Games 

Tigran Vartanovich Petrosian (also 
known as ' Iron Tigran' )  was the bril­
liant champion of blocked pawn struc­
tures ,  and his ability to play them with 
both sides yielded him a great number 
of points. 

GAME 4 

D Mikhail Tal 
• Tigran Petrosian 
Tbilisi 1 95 6  (7)  

First of all we investigate the system 
where White tries to open up the 
queenside with b2-b3 and c3 -c4. 
1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.c3 ttJc6 
5.ttJf3 'fib6 6.a3 
White 's main idea is to gain some space 
on the queenside, carrying out b2-b4. 
6 .. .  c41? 

Black prefers to close the queenside. A 
logical idea against a2-a3 and a good 
choice against Mikhail Tal ! 
White 's initiative is temporarily frozen. 
This advance became a popular plan in 
the 1 9 S 0s. 
The theory of this line was not very ad­
vanced, so players tended to make many 
mistakes here. Except for Petrosian ! 
7 . ..te2 

The more natural option is 7 .ttJbd2 ! ? , 
trying to achieve some activity with 
b2-b3 and c2-c4 - see the next games. 
A) 7 .ttJgS ? is premature : 7 .. .f6 !  8 .exf6 

ttJxf6 9 .f4 �d6 1 0 .g3 0-0 1 1 .�g2 �d7 
1 2 .�e2 �ae8 and Black is better, 
Acs-Kabatianski, Budapest 1 994; 

B) It is also too early for 7 .b4? !  cxb3 
8 .�b2 ttJaS 9 .ttJbd2 Ad7 1 0 .a4? (better 
is 1 0 .c4 ttJe7+) 1 0  . .  Jk8+ P.Littlewood­
Chandler, Portsmouth 1 9 76 .  

7 ... i.d7 
Now Black can castle queenside. My ad­
vice, however, is to wait and first play 
some more useful moves. 
Another idea is the classical French 
break 7 . . .  f6 ! ? , opening up the centre at 
once, although at this point it is still un­
clear which side will profit most from 
this manoeuvre. See Games 7 ,  1 4  and 
1 5 for similar ideas. 
8.lt:Jbd2 ttJa51 

ft jiJ WEAPON: Remember! 8 . . .  ttJge7? ? 
9.ihc4! - 21 games in MegaBase! 

Black's main trump is his continuous 
pressure on b3 . 
9.0-0 

White has easily deployed his pieces, 
but there is no way that he can profit 
from his lead in development. 
9 ••• tLJe7 

This is a very popular, flexible manoeu­
vre. The other knight retains a choice 
between four possible destinations 
(c6/c8 or g6/fS) . 
9 . . .  f6 ! ?  is still interesting, see Game 7 .  
Immediate castling i s  complicated : 
9 . . .  0-0-0 1 0  . .!:!.b l !  ttJb3 ! ?  ( 1 0  . . .  Wb8 
I l .b3 cxb3 1 2 .c4 ! ?  �a4 1 3 .�b2°o 
Delchev-Moreno Carnero , Andorra 
2002) I I .ttJxb3 �a4! 1 2 .�e3 �xb3 
1 3 .'iYc l as 1 4.ttJd2 a4 I s .f4 ttJe7 
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Par t  One - Advance  Va ria tion : 3 . e5 

1 6 .g4? ! h5� Mamedyarov-El Gindy, 
Dubai 2 003 . 
1 0.':b1 1? 
Now, White could continue 1 0 .tLlg5 h6 
1 1 .tLlh3 0-0-0 1 2 .tLlf4 g6 ( 1 2  . .  .f5 
( 1 2  . .  .f6 !  is better) 1 3 .exf6 gxf6 1 4 .Af3 
"'d6 1 5.tLlh5 e5+ A. Grosar-Bareev, 
Bled 1 99 1 )  1 3 Jlb 1 �b8 ! ?  

The position is blocked and White has 
no successful plans at his disposal. But 
Black has ! 1 4.g4? !  i.b5 ( 1 4  . . .  tLlb3 ! ?  I::". 
1 5.tLlxb3 i..a4�) 1 5J:te 1 tLlc8 1 6 .�f1 
�e7 1 7 .h3 �c6 ! ?  1 8 .Ag2 Aa4 1 9  .... e2 
�c2 20 .tLlxc4 hb 1 2 1 .tLlxaS "ffic7 
2 2 .b4 gS ! and Black won, I .Zaitsev­
T.V:Petrosian, Moscow ch-URS 1 969 .  
1 0  ... h61? 
A useful move in this kind of position: it 
prevents the white pieces from occupy­
ing gS and prepares an eventual . . .  g7 -g5 . 
Sometimes, the vacated h7 -square can 
be occupied by the black queen. 

l' iii WEAPON: 1O  . . .  tLlb3? is an awful 
r mistake: 1 1 .Axc4! tLlxc1 
1 2 .�xc1± Kerkhoff-Timman, Rotterdam 
1964. 

A) Another interesting move is 
1 0 . . .  tLlg6 ! ? ,  intending . . .  f7 -f6 ,  although 
there are no high-level games with it; 

B) The following line is unclear : 
1 0  . . .  tLlec6 1 1 . ... e 1 ! ?  (I::". 1 2..� d 1 )  

3 2  

( 1 1 .1::f.e 1  Ae7 1 2 .'fi'c2 0-000) l 1 . . .fs 
1 2 .exf6 ( 1 2 .�d 1 )  1 2  . . .  gxf6 1 3 .b4! ?  
cxb3 1 4 . c4 0 - 0 - 000 Gdanski­
Owczarzak, Warsaw 2002 .  
C )  The immediate 1 O . . .  O-O-O ? i s  dan­

gerous : 1 1 .b4 cxb3 1 2 .c4 ( 1 2 .�d3 ! ?) 
1 2  . . .  Aa4? ! (Lebedev-T.Y.Petrosian , 
Moscow 1 9 S 8) and now 1 3 .tLlg5± . 

1 1 .'iVc2 
For 1 1 .I:re 1 see the next game; 
1 1 . g3  tLlec6 1 2 .tLlh4 �e7 1 3  .tLlg2 
0 - 0 - 0  ( 1 3  . . .  0 - 0 ! ?=)  is unclear, 
Sveshnikov-Farago, Novi Sad 1 9 7 9 ;  
1 1 .b4? ! cxb3 1 2 .Ab2 x:!.c8+  Balkan-Ex­
press-CapNemo, playchess.com 2006 .  
1 1  ... 'iWc7 1 2.b3 

Mikhail Tal is obviously trying to open 
up the position in order to attack. 
1 2. .�e 1 ! ?  is a good waiting alternative. 
1 2  ... cxb3 1 3.lbxb3 �a4!  
This pin by the bishop is an important 
tactical resource against b 2 -b3 . 
1 4.lbfd2 



Chapter  2 - L a b yrin ths of the Old System : 6 . . .  c 4  

The position i s  balanced. White cannot 
exploit his lead in development. 
1 4  ... ttJec6 
More precise may be 1 4  . . .  l:!.c8 ! ?  
1 5 .'Wb2 ttJxb3 1 6 .ttJxb3 ttJg6�,  pre­
paring to castle kingside; or, for exam­
ple, 1 4  . . .  a6 ! ?  1 5 .'ifb2 ttJxb3 1 6 .ttJxb3 
ttJf5 1 7 .�d3 b5 with active play. 
1 S.'ifb2 0-0-0?1 
This must be a joke ! Only an optimist 
can play this and keep his nerve. More 
than suffident was 1 5  . . .  fie7 ,  when after 
1 6  . . .  0-0 Black's position is very solid. 
1 6.ttJxaS ttJxaS 1 7.c41 

Now Petrosian is forced to display his 
best defensive skills. 
1 7  ... .ie7 1 8.cxdS exdS 1 9.�d1 ..id7 
20 . .ic2 �b8 21 .�d3 �c8 22.ttJb3 
ttJc4 23.'fIa2 fia4 24 . ..ifS .td7 
25 . ..id3 ..ia4 26 . ..if5 ..id7 1/2-1/2 

Summary : 
With 1 2 .  b3 White starts action on the 
queenside, allowing Black the superior 
pawn structure. Logically, the correct 
counterplan for Black was to prepare 
kingside castling, which would have 
given him good prospects. However, 
the game continuation also demon­
strates the solidity of the set-up with 
6 . . .  c4. The analysis of other, secondary 
lines also shows that Black's fortress is 
made of hard rock! 

GAME 5 

o Hikaru Nakamura 
- Jan Timman 
MalmO/Copenhagen 2005  (8) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.c3 tDc6 
5.tDf3 'ifb6 6 .a3 c4 7.tDbd2 1  

This i s  the best move without a doubt, 
since it forces Black to show his inten­
tions. 
7 ... ..td7?1 

This is probably a mistake, since it al­
lows b2-b3 . 

� WEAPON: Another awful mistake 
would be 7 . . .  ttJge7? ? Remember: 

To play this move, the other knight must be 
on as or the black queen on c7f 33 games 
with this mistake can be found in MegaBase. 

Here a most surprising continuation 
was 8 .�e2 ? h5 ? ?  9 . 0-0 ?  (9 .Lc4! )  
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9 . . .  tbfS , Kasparov-Antwerpen Topsport, 
Deurne simul 2000 ;  
Of  course, White again has 8 . .txc4! 
dxc4 9 .tbxc4 'iVa6 1 0 .tbd6+ 'it'd 7 
1 1 .tbxf7 l:[g8 1 2 .'iYc2 with a decisive 
advantage, Sveshnikov-Milos , Budapest 
1 98 8 .  
The immediate 7 . . .  tbas ! is better, since it 
prevents all tactics, or else 7 . .  .f6 ! ? , press­
ing on the centre, see Game 1 5 . 
8 . .te2 
Unexpectedly, Hikaru Nakamura 
chooses a quiet plan. We do not get to 
know what Timman had prepared 
against 8 .b3 ! ? , seizing his chance. In 
these positions, opening up the game fa­
vours White in almost all cases ! 8 . . .  cxb3 
9 .tbxb3 tbas 1 0 .tbxas 'iYxas 1 1..� d2 

analysis diagram 

1 1 . . .'iYa4 (or, for instance, 1 1 . . .tbe7 
1 2 .1td3 ! it'c7 1 3 .0-0± Motylev-Hort, 
Hoogeveen 2003 )  1 2 .VWb l ! 1tc6 
1 3 .1td3 and White is better, for example : 
1 3  . . .  tbe7 1 4.0-0 h6 I s .l::rc l ! tbc8 1 6 .c4! 
dxc4 1 7Jhc4 'iVbs 1 8 .it'xbs hbs 
1 9Jhc8+ l:.xc8 20 .hbs+ winning, 
Sveshnikov-Tirnrnan, Tilburg 1 992 .  
8 ... ltJaSI 
Returning to familiar paths. 
9Jlb1 
Now the move order is not really im­
portant. 
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This was a sharp battle between a young ronin and a vet­
eran samurai. In this game we check several other rypical 
manoeuvres connected with �e2. 

9 ... ttJe 7 1 0.0-0 h6 
A move in Petrosian style : always safe. 
1 1 .l:!.e1 1? 

We have reached the key position, but 
we could still have continued in 'Poker 
style ' . . .  
1 1  ... 0-0-0 
As in the previous game, I think that 
this move is premature. According to 
grandmaster Psakhis, though, 'Practice 
has sufficiently proved that Black has no 
serious problems in this line ' .  These 
caves are full oflabyrinths ! 
A) I like the flexible 1 1 . . .1Vc7 ! ? ,  further 

preventing b2-b3 and preparing another 
common plan with . . .  tbc8-b6/1ta4, for 
example:  1 2 .tbfl ( 1 2 .'ifc2 tbc8 1 3 .tbfl 
tbb6 1 4.tbg3 g6 I s .Ml 0-0-0 1 6 .1te3 
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Wb8 1 7  .h4 �e7 1 8 .h5 .l:tdg8� 
Thipsay-Zillur Rahman, Calcutta 1 994) 
1 2  . .  .tt:lc8 ( 1 2  . . .  tLlb3 ! ?  1 3 .tLl3d2 �a4 
1 4.tLlxb3 hb3 =  Galyas-Koczka, Hun­
gary tt 1 994/95)  1 3 .i.f4 tLlb6 1 4.�g3 
�a4 1 5 .ifc 1 0-0-0= Haba-Naurnkin, 
Cappelle la Grande 1 998 ;  
B )  Another possibility i s  1 1 . . .�c6 

1 2 .tLlf1 'ifb3 1 3 .�f4 iLa4 1 4  .... c 1  
'iib6 1 5  .tLl3d2 tLlg6� Sveshnikov­
Eingorn, Riga ch-URS 1 98 5 ;  

C) Or, for instance, 1 1 . . .tLlf5 ! ?  creat­
ing weaknesses in White 's position, see : 
1 2 . g4 ( 1 2 .iLf1 iLe7 1 3 . g4 tLlh4 
1 4 .tLlxh4 �xh4 1 5 J:te3 O - O - O� 
Lyell-Brurnen, Bled 1 998)  1 2  . . .  tLle7 
1 3 . tLlf1 'ifb3 1 4 .'iYxb3 tLlxb 3 =  
Degraeve-Levacic, Bastia 1 99 8 .  
1 2.'iWc2 
A) Starting action in another area 

seems absurd: 1 2 .h4? !  Wb8 1 3 .h5 'lYc7 
1 4.'iic2 tLlc8 1 5 .tLlf1 tLlb6 1 6 .iLf4 �a4 
1 7 .'iic l  fle 7 =  Marzolo-Masserey, 
Cannes 2000 ;  
B )  Another odd move would be 

1 2 .tLlf1 , abandoning control of b3 
1 2  . . .  tLlb3 ( 1 2  . . .  f5 ! ?  1 3 . exf6 gxf6 
1 4.tLlg3 h5 +) 1 3 .iLe3 �a4 1 4.tLl3d2 
tLlf5 �  Fressinet-Radjabov, Oropesa del 
Mar 1 999 ;  

C )  Probably the critical move is 
1 2 .b4 ! ? cxb3 

1 3 .c4 ( 1 3 .tLlxb3 fla4�) 1 3  . . .  dxc4 
( 1 3  . . .  fi.a4! ?) 1 4 .tLlxc4 tLlxc4 1 5 .�xc4 
fla4 1 6 .flxb3 flxb3 1 7  Jhb3 'ti'a6°o 
and Black seems to have defended ev­
erything, Vlassov -Vysochin, Yalta 1 995  . 
1 2  ... 'iit>b8 1 3 .tt:Jf1 
White rejects b2-b3 . 1 3  . .i.d l l:!c8 
( 1 3  . . .  'ifc7 1 4.tLlf1 tLlc8 1 5 .�e3 tLlb6 
V2- V2 Sveshnikov-Vaisser, Sochi 1 985)  
1 4.tLlf1 tLlb3 1 5 .�f4 Was 1 6 .tLlg3 �a4 
( 1 6 . . .  f5 ! ?  1 7 .exf6 gxf6�) 1 7 .'iYe2 'iYb5 
1 8 .tLlh5 tLla5 1 9 .tLld2 l:lc7 20 .g4? !  was 
Sveshnikov-Casper, Moscow II 1 98 7 .  
1 3  ... 'iWb3 
This looks natural, but I would prefer to 
keep the queens on the board with 
1 3  . . .  tLlb3 ! ?  and prepare a counterattack 
with . . .  f6 or . . .  f5 . 
1 4.�d1 
White failed to gain any advantage after 
1 4.'ifxb3 tLlxb3 1 5 .flf4 tLlc8 1 6 .tLlg3 
'/2-V2 Sveshnikov-Nikolenko, Moscow 
ch-URS 1 99 1 ;  1 4.'lYd2 'iVa2 ! ?  
1 4  .. :t!hc2 1 S.bc2 ttJc8l? 

White has got nothing from the ope­
ning ; Black's pieces are well coordi­
nated (he is planning . . .  tLlb6/  i.a4) . 
1 6.a4 .!bb6 1 7J:ta1 Uc8 1 8  . .!b3d2 ii..e7 
1 9.f4 g6 
Timman prepares a blockade, not al­
lowing any weaknesses. The most am­
bitious move was 1 9 . . .  f5 ! ? ,  and if 
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20 . exf6 gxf6 2 1 .f5 e5 ! � ,  obtaining ac­
tivity in the centre. 
20.ttJe3 hS 21 .g3 .l:l.hgS 22.h3 l:[c6 
23.g4 1IhS 
Black has lost two tempi, but this is not 
so important in a closed position. 
24.ttJf3 .l:tcc8 2S . .l::ra2 hxg4 26.hxg4 
l:th3 27.Wg2 l:1.chS 2S.ttJf1 
2 8 .f5 gxf5 29 . gxf5 �f8 3 0 .f6+ .  
2S ... ttJb3?! 
28 . . .  �e8 ! ?  was a better option, with the 
initiative for Black. 
29.aS ttJxc1 
29 . . .  ttJc8+ was preferable. 
30J:txc1 ttJcS 

Now the main target is the as pawn. 
31 .ttJg3 a6 32.':aa1 ttJa7 33.lIh1  
l:[xh 1 34.ttJxh1 ttJc6 3S.ttJf2 wcSI 
The king runs along the back rank to 
protect the pawn on f7 - long live the 
king ! Not 3 5  . . .  .td8 3 6 .�a4 != .  
36.ttJh3 wdS 37.ttJhgS weS 3S.Wg3 
i..dS 39 . .ta4 ttJbS 40.b3 cxb3 
40 . . .  ha4 was stronger : 4 1 .l:I.xa4 cxb3 
42 .ttJd2 .l:[h l 43 .ttJxb3 ttJc6+ .  
4 1  . .bb3 .tc6 42.fSI gxfS 43.gxfS 
exfS 44.c4 
44.wf4! ? 
44 ... dxc4 4S.�xc4 .txf3 46.ttJxf7? 
This tactical blow only complicates 
White 's task. He should have played 
46 .ttJxf3 ttJc6 47 .'�f4 tiJxa5 48 . .td3 = 
with a probable draw. 
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46 ... l:I.h1 ! 
An unexpected intermediate move. 
47J:rxh 1  .txh 1 4S.ttJxdS wxdS 49.dS 
ttJd7 SO.�f4 ttJcS 
This soon leads to a draw. Possibly Black 
should have preferred 5 0  . . .  �e4 ! ? 
S1 .WxfS We7 S2.wf4 �g2 S3.We3 
ttJe4 S4.�b3 ttJgS SS.i..a2 ttJf7 
S6.wd4 i..f3 S7.�b1 �g2 SS.�fS wdS 
S9.i..d3= �xdS 60.�xdS ttJxeS 
61 .WxeS Wc7 62.WdS b6 63.axb6+ 
�xb6 64 . .txa6 Wxa6 1/2-1/2 

Summary: Obviously, without the 
queens on the board it is hard to tip the 
balance. White should have attacked 
with 8 /  1 2 .b3 ! ?  
In any case, I think that during the ope­
ning Black should always keep his king 
in the centre ( 1 1 . . .  0-0-0 ? ! )  until there 
is an appropriate moment to castle. In 
this way he can still castle kingside after 
White 's b2-b3 break, and profit from 
his superior queenside pawn structure. 

GAME 6 

D Semen Dvoiris 
• Rafael Vaganian 
Izmir tt 2 004 (7)  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.eS cS 4.c3 'iVb6 
S.ttJf3 ttJc6 6.a3 c4 7.ttJbd21 ttJaSI 
S.�e2 
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According to Sveshnikov, this develop­
ment is more flexible than the 
fianchetto with g3 -i.g2/  i.h3 . The 
main plus of �e2 is that it allows quick 
castling and the possibility of l:lb I ,  
b2-b3 and c3 -c4. Unfortunately, e2 is 
not the perfect square for the bishop. 
8 ... .id7 9.0-0 tbe7 1 0.l:[b1 'iVc71? 

A very useful move. The black queen is 
acting as a submarine, eyeing c3 'be­
neath the surface ' .  
1 1 .tbh4 
Semen Dvoiris applies the traditional 
method, preparing a possible £'2-f4. 
Other knight moves are 1 1 .tbg5 h6 
1 2 .tbh3 lLlc8 (equally good is 
1 2  . . .  0-0-0 ! ?  1 3 .tbf4 g6 1 4Jle 1 Wb8 
1 5  . .i.f1 tbb3 ! 1 6 .g3  �a4� Cardelli­
Nill , corr 2003 ) . 

This prepares the well-known manoeu­
vre . . .  lLlb6-�a4, for example :  1 3 .lLlf4 

tbb6 1 4.tbf3 .i.a4 1 5 .'fId2 g6 1 6 .h4 
0-0-0 1 7 .g3 .ie7+ with the possible 
break . . .  g6-g5 ! ,  Zude-Vaganian, Ger­
many Bundesliga 2 004/ 0 5 .  
In the event o f  1 1 .�e 1 Black can apply 
the same idea : 1 1  . . .  tbc8 ! ?  ( 1 1 . . .  lLlg6�) 
1 2 .lLlf1 tbb6 1 3 .�f4 ( 1 3 .'iVd2 0-0-0 
14 . .i.d 1 .i.a4 1 5  . .i.xa4 tbxa4 1 6 .'iVf4 
lLlb3 1 7  . .i.e3 h6= Meinhardt-Akopian, 
Mainz 2007 )  1 3  . . .  tbb3 1 4.lLle3 0-0-0 
1 5 .g3 �c6 1 6 .�f1 Wb8 1 7 .h4 c;j(a8 
1 8 .h5 h6 1 9 .tbh4 ..te7 20 .tbeg2 .l:ldg8 
2 1 ..i.e3 g6 2 2 .c;j(h 1  .i.e8 2 3 .�e2 g5 ! 
24 .lLlf3 lLld7 2 5 .tbh2 f5 2 6 . exf6 
tbxf6-+ Korneev-Pogorelov, Collado 
Villalba 2000 .  
1 1  ... tbg61? 
An unexpected meeting of the kings' 
knights. At this point 1 1 . . . 0-0-0 ! ?  is 
also playable :  1 2 .g3 (if 1 2 .f4 tbg6) 
1 2  . . .  f6 1 3 .f4 g5� .  
1 2.tbdf3 
It seems that this plan is not too prom­
ising. But 1 2 .tbxg6 hxg6 1 3 .tbf3 tbb3 
1 4  . .i.g5 ! ?  (trying to exchange dark­
squared bishops) 1 4  . . .  .i.a4 1 5 .�e 1 
.i.e 7 = doesn't offer White much either. 
1 2  ... tbxh4 1 3.tbxh4 .ie7 1 4.tbf3 

1 4  ... f51? 
Building a fortress in Dutch Stonewall 
style .  Another strategic move is 
1 4  . . .  h6 ! ? , preventing .i.g5 . 
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1 S.�gS 
White has equalised, but the 'moral ' ad­
vantage and the edge in space favour 
Black. 1 S .exf6 ? !  gxf6 1 6  . .l:.e 1 0-0-0 
would give Black a nice game. 
1 S  ... �c6 1 6.g3?1 
1 6 .�xe7 'iYxe7 1 7 .ttJd2 ttJb3 = .  
1 6  ... 0-0-0 1 7  . ..ixe7 'iVxe7 

Black has completed his development 
and he now has some advantage :  more 
space and greater piece activity. 
1 S.tt:lh4 

Displaying something of an obsession 
in bringing his knights to h4. Either 
White underestimated the danger, or he 
didn't see a decent alternative. 
1 S  ... gS! 1 9.ttJg2 f4!? 
Vaganian immediately takes the oppor­
tunity to seize space on the kingside 
and take the initiative there. 
20.'ii;,h 1  

2 0 . gxf4 gxf4 2 1 .�g4 .!:!.df8 t 6. 
. . .  �e8-g6 .  
20 .. JldfS 21 . .ihS ttJb3 22.f3 .ieS 
An even stronger option was to include 
2 2 . . . fxg3 !  2 3 .hxg3 1ie8 . 
23.�xeS 'ifxeS 24.gxf4 
24.�e2 fxg3 2 5 .hxg3 h5 -+ .  
24 ... gxf4 2S . .!:!.f2 .!:!.hgS 26.'iVc2 l:f.fS 
Black has excellent attacking chances , 
while White still has no real 
counterplay. 
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27.c;,tg 1 lUgS 2S.J:Id1 'ifhS 29.�h1 
l:USI?-+ 0-1 

In the Labyrinth System with 6 . . .  c4, 
you can also find your own paths. In the 
next game we see another idea for 
Black : the immediate break 9 . . .  f7 -f6 .  

GAME 7 

D Yury Lapshun 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Banyoles 2 00 7  (9) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.eS cS 4.c3 'iVb6 
S.tt:lf3 tt:lc6 6.a3 c4 7.ttJbd2 ttJaS 
In my opinion, this reply is almost 
forced, see : 7 . . .  'iYc7 8 .b3 ! (8 .�e2 f6 ! ?) 
8 . . .  cxb3 9 .ttJxb3 t .  
For 7 . . .  f6 ! ?  see Game 1 4. 
S . .ie2 �d7 9.0-0 f6 !? 

An ultra-modern move order, mixing 
the blockade idea with that of the clas-
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sic French break. The text prepares 
. . .  ttJh6-f7 .  9 . . .  ttJe7 is more usual 
(Games 4--6 and 1 3 ) .  
1 0.11e1 

A logical move. In this line, other moves 
lead to complex play :  

A) 1 0 . exf6 gxf6 ! 1 1 . l:i.b l 0 - 0 - 0  
1 2 .b3 cxb3 1 3 .ttJxb3 ita4- !� Kosikov­
S .Liukin, Kiev 2005 ; 

B) 1 O.a4- 0-0-0 ( 1 0  . . .  ttJh6 ! ?) 1 1 .b4- cxb3 
1 2 .itb2 ttJe7 1 3 .c4- ttJec6 1 4-. .l:f.c1 !k.e7 
1 5 .!k.c3 �b8 1 6.c5 'iVc7 1 7 .itb5 g5 !� 
Rytshagov-M.Socko, St Vincent 200 1 ;  

C) 1 0 .l:!.b l ttJe7 l 1 .b3 cxb3 1 2 .c4- 'fWc7 
1 3  .c5 ttJg6 1 4-.exf6 gxf6 1 5 .!k.d3 ttJf4-
1 6 .ttJxb3 ttJxd3 1 7  .�xd3 ttJc6 1 8 .!k.e3 
O-O-O=F G.Wall-N.Pert, London 2 00 1 .  
1 0  ... ttJh61? 
It would be premature to play 
1 0  . . .  0-0-0 1 1 .l:1b l 6. b3 t . 
1 1 .b3 
My opponent tries to open up the 
game. He should have prepared this ad­
vance with 1 1.l::tb l ! ?  and if 1 1 . . .ttJf7 ? !  
( 1 1 . . .!k.e7 followed by . . .  0-0 is better) 
1 2 .b3 cxb3 1 3 .c4-! White has the initia­
tive. Or, for instance : 1 1 .!k.f1 ttJf7 
1 2 .g3 fxe5 1 3 .ttJxe5 ttJxe5 1 4- Jhe5 
!k.d6 1 5  . .l:f.e 1 0 - 0+  Mencinger­
Rattinger, Latschach 2 0 0 5 .  
1 1  ... cxb3 1 2.!k.b2 i.e71  

Preparing an escape route for the king 
in the centre. The idea 1 3  . . .  0-0 is the 

correct plan after b2-b3 . 1 2  . . .  l:f.c8 ! ?  is 
also possible. 
1 3.c4 O-Ol� 1 4.itd3 .!:lac8 
14- . . .  'iia6 ! ?  
1 S.cS 'fic7 1 6.i.c3 fS 
Black finally closes the centre. 
1 6  . . .  ttJc6 ! ?  was another option. 
1 7  . .txaS 'fixaS 1 8.ttJxb3 'fic7 1 9Ji'd2 
!k.a4 20 . .l:f.eb1 b6 21 .cxb6 axb6 
22.ttJc1 'fic3lt 

After the exchange of queens the game 
is played in just one half of the board, 
and it isn't mine ! 
23.'fixc3 .!:!.xc3 24.ttJe1 
24- . .thb6 was possible, but after 
24- . . Jifc8 ! 2 5 .l:tbb l itxa3 2 6 .ttJe l 
l:!.xc 1 2 7  .lha3 .!:!.xb 1 2 8  .!k.xb 1 l::[c4- ! ?=F 
(worse is 28 . . .  Uc 1 2 9 .�f1 =) Black 
keeps pressing. 
24 .. .l:tb8 
Or 24- . .  J:tc6 ! ?  
2S.ttJe2 l:lc6 26.!k.bS !k.xbS 27 . .l:r.xbS+ 
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A typical French ending. The white 
pawns on a3 and d4 are significant 
weaknesses. 
27 ... 1:.bcS 
2 7  . . .  1IaS += was better. 
2S.a4 �dS 29.Wf1 �f7 30.ttJd3 1:[aS 
31 .�e1 ttJgS 32.<Jtd2 ttJe7 33.l::t b3 
1:.ccS 34.l:lc3 l::rc4! 
White's pieces are very passive. 
35.l:r.xc4 dxc4 36.ttJb4 b5 37.<Jtc2 
bxa4 3S.ttJc3 a3 39.1:.a2 �b6! 40.ttJb1 
l:f.a4! 0-1 
The b4 knight is lost. 

Summary of the line with S .�e2 : In the 
variation with 6 . . .  c4 it is perhaps better 
to wait before playing 9 . .  .f6 and acti­
vate the minor pieces first. In practice, 
however, Black obtains very good re­
sults with this classic break. 
In the following game �e2 and 0-0 are 
combined with the advance h2-h4-hS . 

GAME S 

o Alexander Shabalov 
• Varuzhan Akobian 
Philadelphia 2004 (4) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.c3 'ifb6 
5.ttJf3 ttJc6 6.a3 c4 7.ttJbd2 
Or also 7 .h4 �d7 ( 7  . .  .f6 ! ?) S .hS f6 ! ,  re­
plying with action in the centre. 
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For example : 9 .'ife2 ttJaS (9 . . .  fxeS !  was 
stronger, see 1 0 .ttJxeS ttJxeS 1 1 .dxeS 
�cS 1 2 .ttJd2 ttJh6 ! ?  with a clear initia­
tive for Black) 1 0 .�f4 ttJb3 1 l .Iia2 
O-O-O� Djuric-Vaganian, Bled 1 99 1 .  
7 ... ttJa5 S.h4 
A weird move. In the French Defence 
this attacking method works better in 
the Winawer Variation (see Part Four) . I 
have encountered a similar idea: S .�e2 
�d7 9 . 0-0 ttJe7 1 0 .h4? ! '  

After kingside castling this move is dubi­
ous : 1 0  . . .  ttJec6 1 l .Vie 1 f6 !� (this break 
is very good against h2-h4 in almost all 
cases) 1 2 .�d 1 0-0-0  C 1 2  . . .  Vic7 ! ?) 
1 3 .�c2 'iVc7 1 4.Vi'e2 fxeS l S .ttJxeS 
ttJxeS 1 6 .dxeS h6 !  (preparing the 
. . .  g7-gS push) 1 7 .ttJf3 �e7 l S .l::te 1 .&!.df8 
1 9 .hS ttJc6 20 .�g6 �eS 2 l .heS l::!xeS 
22 .�e3 I:regS !  23 .ttJd4 ttJxd4 24.hd4 
g6 2S .'iVg4 'iVc6 26 .hxg6 hS !--+ 
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Black has a decisive initiative on the 
kingside. 
2 7 .'iVh3 .!:r.xg6 2 S  . .!:r.e2 ? l:ihgS 2 9 .f3 h4 
3 0 .�f1 l:tg3 3 1 .Vih i 'flfeS 3 2 .l:tfl 
Vi g6  0 - 1 Parmentier-Moskalenko , 
Banyoles 2 0 0 S .  
S ... �d7 9.h5?1 
White insists on his dangerous strategy 
based on the march of the h-pawn. 
9 .g3 ! ?  would revert to the fianchetto 
lines. 
9 ... f51? 

This advance enables Black to gain 
space. 
1 0.l:tb1 
If 1 0 .exf6 ? !  gxf6 ! 1 1. .�b l eS ! and Black 
seizes the initiative . For instance : 
1 2 .dxeS ? !  O -O-O !  1 3 .�e2 .ifS 1 4.l:ta l  
fxeS I S .tLlxeS tLlf6 1 6 .tLlf7 ?  .!:.eS+ .  
1 0  .. .ttJhS 
The knight can take a safe trip to f7 and 
prepare . . .  g7 -gS . 
1 1  . ..ie2 ..ie 7 1 2.0-0 litcS 
Preventing b2-b3 , White 's only threat. 
Another option was 1 2  . . .  Vi c7 ! ?  
1 3.l:te1 tLlf71 1 4.'ii'c2 "iic7 1 5.tLlh2 

Now it is hard to find useful moves. 
1 5  ... g51?t 

The f- and g-pawns will be heavy weap­
onry in the impending attack against 
White 's fortress. 
1 S.tLlhf1 g4 1 7.tLle3 tLlg5 1 S.'iVd 1 

This move signifies that the white 
pieces are in complete zugzwang. 
1 S  ... tLlb3 1 9.�f1 tLlxd2 20 . .ixd2 tLle4 
21 . ..tc1 g3 22.f3 tLlf2 23.'iVc2 0-01-+ 

Black completes his development, with 
a quick win in sight. 
24 . ..ie2 
If 24 .tLld l the simple 2 4  . . .  tLlxd l 
2 S .'ifxd l f4! decides matters, threaten­
ing mate in a few moves with 
. . .  �dS-eS-hS -h2 . 

24 ... 'ii'dS 25.l:tf1 <t>hS 2S.�d2 1:4gS 
27.l:[xf2 gxf2+ 2S.�xf2 ..th4+ 
29.�g 1 �g3 30.tLlf1 'iVh4 31 .tLlxg3 
'iVxg3 32.�f1 'ifxf3 33.hS 

The last of three ' aggressive ' moves by 
the American grandmaster in this game 
(h4-hS -h6) . 
33 ... 1:[gS 34.l:te1 .l:!.cgS 35 . ..ic1 ..ia4 
3S.'iVd2 'ifg4 37.lWf2 'ii'h5 3S.�f4 

.l:.g4 39.:e3 .l:.h4 40.'iff3 .l:f.h1 + 
41 .<t>f2 1:Lg4 0-1 

41  



Par t  One  - Advanc e  Va ri a t i o n :  3 . e S  

I t  i s  clear that Shabalov's plan, spending 
two tempi with the h-pawn in order to 
send it nowhere, is not very useful. The 
rest of the white army was not able to 
become active and Black comfortably 
prepared his counterattack on the 
kingside, by pushing his f- and g-pawns. 
Petrosian rarely attacked his opponents 
directly. At fIrst he would focus on not 
allowing them too much counterplay, 
and then he would take advantage of 
their mistakes. Combinations ,  sacrifIces 
and tactics could wait. The Tiger always 
attacked from the barricades ! 
The following game is an excellent ex­
ample, indicating the best path to fol­
low in this line. 

GAME 9 

D Peter Clarke 
• Tigran V Pen-osian 
Munich 01 1 95 8  (8) 

1 .e4 eS 2.d4 dS 3.eS cS 4.c3 'iYbS 
S.tZJf3 tZJcS S.a3 c4 
This blockading move brought Tigran 
Petrosian, the seventh World Cham­
pion, several outstanding strategic vic­
tories , and it certainly suited his style. 
7.g3 

White prepares the classical fIanchetto. I 
think that inserting 7 .tLlbd2 ! is better, 
forcing 7 . . .  tLlaS ! or 7 . . .  f6 ! ?  
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7 ... i..d7 
7 . .  .f6 ! ?  i s  an interesting try, see Game 1 4. 
S . .ig2 0-0-0 
8 .. .f6 ! ?� was still possible. 8 . . .  tLlaS 
would transpose into the usual posi­
tions : 9 .tLlbd2 tLle7 1 0 . 0-0 fS ! ?  (or 
1 0  . . .  h6 1 1 ..l:f.b 1 Vi'c7 1 2 .�e 1 tLlc8 
1 3 .tLlfI tLlb6 1 4.tLle3 O-O-O� Havra­
nek-Prandstetter, Decin 1 996) 1 1 . exf6 
( l l .tLlgS ! ?) 1 1 . . . gxf6 1 2 .tLlh4 O-O-O ! 
1 3 .Vi'hS ? !  ( 1 3 . f4?  e S =F )  1 3  . . .  i..e8  
1 4 .�e2 tLlg6 ( 1 4  . . .  i..g 7 ! ?  l S .i..h3 i..d7 
1 6  . .!:.e 1 eS =F) 1 5 . tLldf3 i..f7 (� 
1 5  . . .  tLlb3 1 6 . l::tb 1  itf7 =F) 1 6 .i..e3  
�b8 ! ?  Black retains the better chances 
in the centre, Golod-Finkel, Ramat 
Aviv/Modiin ch-ISR 2000 .  
9.0-0 tUaS 1 0.tbbd2 

1 0  ... hSI  
Or 1 0  . . .  �b8 1 1 .tLlg5 ! ?  11 1 2 .f4. 
1 1 .�e1 

In the Labyrinth System, two useful ma­
noeuvres are : l:!.e 1 ,  to face . . .  f7 -f6 ,  and 
.l:f.b 1 ,  preparing b2-b3 . 
1 1  ... tbe 7 1 2.tbf1 tbfS 1 3.tUe3 

1 3 . g4 tLle7 1 4.�b 1 tLlg6�.  
1 3  ... tbxe3 
SimplifIcation tends to favour Black in 
this line. 
1 4  . .l:i:xe3 
Worse would be 1 4.fxe3 ? !  f5 ! 11 1 5 .exf6 
gxf6 1 6 .e4 dxe4 1 7 .�xe4 e5 ! t .  How-
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ever, 1 4.he3 was possible : 14 . . .  ttJb3 
( 1 4  . . .  'i¥xb2?  l S J:tb 1 ±) l S .l:f.b 1 �e7�.  
1 4  ... �e7 1 5J:te1 �b31 1 6.'iVe2 
1 6 . 'iVxb3 ttJxb3 � bS , as , b4-+ . 
1 6  ... �a4 1 7  . .i.e3 ..t>b8 
Planning the manoeuvre . . .  l:rc8-c6-b6 ,  
pressing on b2 .  1 7  . . .  l!Vc2 ! ?+ was also 
possible. 
1 8.11ad1 ! 'ifc2 1 9.�d2 'iVf5 20 . .I::I.f1 g5!-+ 

The Tiger starts one of his famous 
counterattacks , this time with his g­
and h-pawns. 
21 .h3 h5 2Vt:'lh2 l::r.dg8 23.g41 
The blockade does not work. 2 3 .f4 g4 
24.h4 would have left White without 
counterplay. 
23 ... 'ifg6 24.�f3 
24.f4 gxf4 2S .U4 hxg4 26.tLlxg4 l::r.g7+. 
24 . . .  hxg4 25.�xg4 ttJc6! 26.f3 
2 6 .Wh 1 with the idea of 2 7 .f4 was 
slightly better. 
26 ... ..id8 27 . .tf2 ttJe7 28J::te1 1::[h6 
29.ltJf1 �gh8 30.�g3 

30 ... ld.xh3!-+ 
A well-prepared sacrifice which de­
stroys the enemy's fortress. 
31 .�xh3 l::r.xh3 32.'iVg2 'ifh7 33.ltJe3 
ltJg6 
The white pieces cannot protect their 
king. 34 . . .  g4 and 3 S  . . .  �gS will be next. 
34.ltJg4 ltJf4 35.bf4 gxf4 36.�f1 
.llg3 37.'iff2 
Or 3 7 .'iVh2 %hf3 + 3 8 JH2 l::th3 
3 9 .'iVxf4 l:f.h 1 + 40 . ..t>e2 'iYd3 mate. 
37 .. :iVh3+ 38.'lt>e2 1::[g2 39.�g1 

.!:l.xf2+ 40.ltJxf2 'ifh7 41 .11h 1 'ifg6 0-1 
A classic game, in which Petrosian dem­
onstrated a good set-up for Black, with 
his active pieces combining well with 
the march of the g- and h-pawn pair. 

In the next game an Azeri grandmaster 
found the best way to meet the 'Arme­
nian Fianchetto' (a bit of politics ! ) . 

GAME 1 0  

D Sergei Movsesian 
• Teimour Radjabov 
Sarajevo 2002  (6) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.c3 ttJc6 
5.ttJf3 'ifb6 6.a3 c4 7.ltJbd2 
7 . g3  ..id7 8 .�h3 ..ie 7 9 . 0 -0  hS 
1 0 .'i¥e2 ttJaS 1 1  . ..igS ttJb3 � 
Hermann-Van der Wiel , Bochum 1 9 8 1 .  
7 ... ltJa5 8.g3 
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8 . . .  i.d71  
In many variations of the French De­
fence the most natural plan for Black is 
to complete the development of his 
queenside, while White castles king­
side. 
8 . . .  fs is too hasty. Portisch waited until 
move 1 0  before playing this advance -
see the next game. 9 .tt:'lgS ! ?  gives White 
a slight initiative. 
However, 8 . . .  h6 is possible : 9 .ttJh4 
�d7 1 0 .ttJg2  0 - 0 - 0  I I .ttJe3 ? !  
Malaniuk-G.Kuzmin, Nikolaev Zonal 
1 99 5 ,  and now, the best move is 
1 1 . . . f6 !  1 2 .f4 gS ! � .  
9 . .ih3 

This way of developing the bishop, em­
ployed by several Armenian masters, is 
quite odd and could be called the 'Ar­
menian Fianchetto' .  The most natural 
option is to play 9 .h4 first. This we will 
call the 'Austrian Fianchetto' and it will 
feature in Games 1 1  and 1 2 . 
9 . .. .ie71 
The most efficient defence, preventing 
ttJgS and preparing . . .  gS and . . .  hS . 
A) Petrosian's old way of playing in 

typical 'Labyrinth fashion' would be 
9 . . .  ttJe7 1 0 . 0-0 g6 ! ?  ( 1 0  . . .  h6 ! ?  1 1..!:i.b 1  
ttJec6 1 2 .ttJe 1 �e7 with scope for cre­
ative play, Pinter-Farago ,  Budapest 
ch-HUN 1 9 7 6) 1 1 .l:[b l h6 1 2 .ttJh4 
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o� o - o  1 3  .ttJg2 �b8 1 4 .ttJe3 l::rc8 
1 S . ttJg4 �g7 1 6 .�g2 Y2- 1/2 I .Zaitsev-
T. V.Petrosian, Sochi 1 9 7 7 ;  

B) Things do not change much after 
9 . . .  h6 1 0 . 0 -0  ttJe7 1 1 ..u.e l ( l 1 .ttJe l 
0 - 0 - 0  1 2 . ttJg2  �b8 1 3 J lb l =  
Lobron-Hjartarson, Manila izt 1 99 0 ;  
I I .ttJh4 ttJec6 1 2 .f4 O-O-O� Psakhis­
Farago, Banja Luka 1 9 8 5 )  1 1 . . . 0 -0-0  
1 2 .l:tb l �b8 = ,  when Black can be 
happy with the outcome of the ope­
ning; 

C) The most complicated move order 
is 9 . . .  0-0-0 1 0 .0 -0  h6 l 1 .ttJe l hS ! 
1 2 .ttJdf3 ttJb3 1 3 . ':b l ttJxc l 
( 1 3  . . .  f6 ! ?�) 1 4 .'iVxc l �a4 I S .ttJgS 
ttJh6 1 6 .f4 g6 ( 1 6  . . .  h4 ! t) 1 7 .ttJg2 �e7 
with equal chances, Motylev-Balashov, 
Ekaterinburg tt 2 002 ;  

D )  Again, 9 . . .  fS ? !  i s  too hasty : 
1 0 .exf6 gxf6 1 1 . 0-0  ( l l .ttJeS fxeS 
1 2 .�hS + �e7 1 3 .'iVgS + �f7 =)  
1 1 . . . 0 -0-0 1 2  . .l::rb l  Ag7 1 3 J:te l ttJh6 
1 4. b3 ! cxb3 1 5 . ttJxb3 &f.de8 1 6  .�xh6 
�xh6 1 7 .ttJcS 'tWc6 1 8 .c4 ! -+  Svesh­
nikov-Simon Padros, Calvia 2 0 0 7 .  

1 0.0-0 
Castling followed by ttJe 1 looks the 
most solid. Another Armenian grand­
master unsuccessfully tried 1 0  Jib 1 hS ! 
1 1 . 0 - 0  ( 1 1 .�g2 h4 1 2 .h3 hxg 3 
1 3 . fxg3 ttJh6 1 4 . g4 0 - 0 - 0+  
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Etchegaray-Apicella , Nantes ch-FRA 
1 993 )  1 1 . . .�b5 ! ?  
Now Psakhis comments : 'Black wants to 
stop b2-b3 while preparing the typical 
manoeuvre 'fWc6 and �a4. In anticipa­
tion of the coming tLle 1 Black is ready to 
answer . . .  tLlb3 ! although maybe 
1 1 . . . g5 ! ?  would be good enough; 
1 2 .tLle l 0-0-0 1 3 .�g2 tLlh6 1 4.'fWe2 
..ta4! 1 5 .M cxb3 1 6 .tLld3 g4 1 7 .l:i.e l 
�b8-+ Stilling-Van Manen, corr 1 990 .  
1 2 .a4? !  stops Black's plan, but the 
a4-pawn will become a real target: 
1 2  . . .  �c6=i= 1 3  . .l:.e l g5 ! ?  1 4  . ..tfl ( 1 4.g4? 
does not work due to 14 . . .  tLlh6) 1 4  . . .  g4 
1 5 .tLlh4 �4 1 6 .gxh4 tLle7 .  There is a 
strong threat : tLle7 -f5 -h4, Art .  
Minasian-Kortchnoi, Ohrid Ech 200  I ,  
but I prefer 1 6  . . .  �d8 ! ?+ winning the 
h4-pawn at once.' 
1 0  .•. h51? 
This advance reveals the disadvantages 
of the plan with ..th3 without the pre­
liminary h2-h4. Now Black threatens 
. . .  h4 or . . .  g5 -g4. 
1 1 .'ife2 
Or 1 1 .tLle l g5 ! /}. 1 2 .f4? g4 1 3 .�g2 
tLlh6=F .  
1 1  ... 0-0-0=i= 
Or 1 1 . . . g5 ! ?  
1 2.ttJe1 

This is a key moment in the opening. 
1 2  ... g6?1 

This weak move allows White to block 
the kingside. 1 2  . . .  g5 ! was much stron­
ger, with a clear initiative for Black. 
1 3.f4 

Now the position is balanced. 
1 3  ... ttJh6 1 4.tLldf3 ttJb3 1 5  . .!:!.b1 ttJxc1 
1 6  . .uxc1 1:[dg8 1 7.tLlg5 'ifd8 1 8.'ifd2 
b5 1 9.ttJc2 �b8 20.1:[b1 fIIc7 2Vbb4 

<itJa8 22.1:[a1 a5 23.tLlc2 l:I.bS 24JUb1 
l:f.b6 25.�g2 �bS 26 . .tf3 1/2-112 

Summary : The 'Armenian fianchetto ' 
with �h3 and without h2-h4 must be 
incorrect. According to strategic rules, 
the bishop is better placed behind its 
pawns. 

Theory giant grandmaster Lajos 
Portisch ( 1 9 3 7) always demonstrated a 
fine knowledge of the French Defence. 

GAME 1 1  

o Josef Klinger 
• Lajos Portisch 
Dubai 01 1 9 8 6  (2) 

1 .e4 c5 2.c3 e6 3 .d4 d5 4.e5 ttJc6 
5.tLlf3 'fi'b6 6.a3 c4 
In the 1 9 5 0s Portisch often used the 
idea of 6 . . .  tLlh6 (see Chapter 1 ) .  
7.g3 i.d7 S.ttJbd2 ttJa5 9.h4 
Perhaps, this preparatory advance is 
more effective than the direct 9 .�h3 . 
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9 ... 0-0-01? 
Now queenside castling is logical . 
White has spent two tempi on g3 and 
h4. For continuations such as 9 . .  .f6 see 
Game 1 2 . Another original manoeuvre 
is 9 . . .  VWc6 with the idea . . .  �a4, see the 
comments to Game 1 s .  If immediately 
9 . . .  fS ? ! ,  1 O .ltJgS ! will cause trouble. 
1 0.�h3 
This looks natural, but it is still difficult 
to assess whether this is the best square 
for the bishop. 1 0  .hS ? !  is an absurd 
move. We already know that the march 
of the h-pawn only weakens White 's 
posltlon : 1 0 . . .  ltJh6 ! ?  1 1..�h3 f6 
( l l . . . fS ! ?) 1 2 .'iie2 ltJ£7 1 3 . 0 -0  fS ! + .  In 
the game Maslak-Asrian , Moscow 
2 0 0 7 ,  after constructing the 
'Portisch-Stonewall ' (see the main 
game) , Black won by preparing a typi­
cal attack with . . .  g7 -g6-gS . 
1 0  ... f5 1? 

This is Portisch's plan: an aggressive 
break in the spirit of the Dutch Defence. 
The bishop on h3 will face a ' stonewall' !  
More common was 1 0  . . .  ltJe7 1 1 . 0-0 h6 
1 2 .�b l ( 1 2 .VWe2 ltJec6 1 3 .hS ile7 
1 4  . .!::i.e l  .l:[dg8 I S .ltJf1 ltJb3 1 6 .l:lb l  g6 !  
1 7 .hxg6 .!::i.xg6 1 8 .�h2 hS  with the ini­
tiative for Black on the kingside, 
Flugzeug-CapNemo, playchess. com 
2007) 1 2  . . .  <t>b8°o with a satisfactory 
position, Sax-Knaak, Szirak 1 98 5 .  
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1 1 .0-0 
The critical moment in this line. Logi­
cally, the bishop on h3 should aid White 
in the fight against f6 or fS , by attacking 
the h3-c8 diagonal. But bad now is 
l 1 .exf6? !  gxf6 ! 1 2 .0-0 ltJh6 1 3  . .!::i.e l  eS ! 
(for 1 3  . . .  ilg7 ,  see Game 1 3 ) 

analysis diagram 

with a strong initiative for Black, who 
controls the greater part of the board : 
after 1 4 .ilxd7+ I:[xd7 I S  . .!le2 ltJfS 
1 6 .�c2 e4 1 7 .ltJe l .l:r.g8 1 8 .ltJg2 ild6 
he has a great advantage, Jonkman­
Lemos , Pinamar 2006 .  
1 1  ... tLlh61  
Preparing . . .  ltJ£7 and . . .  g 7  -gS . 
1 ViJe1 ?1 
A dubious manoeuvre. A more tense 
continuation for both sides is 1 2 .ltJgS 
ile7 1 3  . .l:!.b l ltJb3 ! ?  1 4 .ltJxb3 ila4� 
with excellent possibilities for Black. 
1 2  ... tLlf7 1 3.ttJg2 g51� 
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After only a few moves Black has 
achieved a very promising position. As 
in Game 8 ,  the f- and g-pawns start an 
assault on the white king 's fortress. 
1 4.hxgS tLlxgS 1 S.tLlf4 tLlxh3+1 
Exchanging White 's best piece. 
1 6.tLlxh3 i.e7 1 7  . .!:!.b1 
White 's counterplay is clearly too slow. 
1 7  .. JldgSI 
The second phase of the game begins : 
converting the advantage. 
1 S.tLlf3 h61  

Controlling the g5 -point. 
1 9.i.e3 tLlb3 

At the moment the knight on b3 blocks 
the queenside, but later it will have to 
return through the ' labyrinth ' :  
. . .  ttJb3 -a5 -c6-d8-£7 -g5 . 
1 9  . . .  'ifd8 ! ?+ .  
20.';i;Jg2 'fidSI 
The black queen helps her musketeers ! 
As in several other games in this chap­
ter, Black prepares a decisive attack on 
the kingside. 
21 .l:r.h1 hSI 22.'ife2 h4-+ 
The rest is a matter of style and taste. 
23.ttJf4 'ifeS 24J:th3 hxg3 2S.fxg3 
l:i:xh3 26.ttJxh3 'ifg6 27.�f4 ltJaS 
2S . .!:rh1 ttJc6 29.'ife3 ttJdS 30.�gS 
'ifg7 31 .1i'f4 i.a41 
Portisch releases the genie from the 
bottle ! 

This is a classic example of a successful 
game, with the �c8 traversing the route 
c8-d7 -a4-c2-e4. 
32.he7 'ifxe7 33.'iVh6 i.c21 34.tLlf4 
.te4 3S.tLlhS tLlf7 36.'iff6 1i'd7 37.ltJf4 
ltJg5 3S . .!:rhS ..txf3+ 39.�f1 l:txhS 
40.'YWxhS+ 'ifdS 0-1 

A model game by the Hungarian grand­
master. White 's strategy (the fianchetto 
g3 -h4-iLh3) was refuted with great el­
egance. The key moves of the 'Portisch 
Stonewall' are 9 . . .  0-0-0 ,  1 0  . . .  f5 ! and 
then an attack with the kingside pawns. 
Perhaps in this case the best square for 
the fl -bishop is e2 or g2 .  

More ideas with g3 -h4 : 

GAME 12  

D Vasily Ivanchuk 
• Evgeny Bareev 
Monaco blind 2003  ( 1 1 )  

1 .e4 e6 
An old favourite of Evgeny Bareev, who 
by this time had already switched to the 
Caro-Kann, with which he is now so fa­
miliar. 
2.d4 dS 3.eS cS 4.c3 ltJc6 S.tLlf3 'fib6 
6 .a3 c4 7.ltJbd2 ttJaS S.g3 
Quite rare is 8 . g4 h5 ! ?  9 . gxh5 ':'xh5 
1 0 .h4 .1:.h8 I l .ttJg5  iie7 1 2 .'iVf3 

47 



Par t  One - Advanc e  Va ri a t i o n :  3 . e5 

ttJh6 1 3  .1:1g  1 �d7 1 4 .�h3 O - O - O ! 
l S . ttJxf7 ttJxf7 1 6  . ... xf7 �xh4+ 
Kseroks -CapNemo ,  playches s . com 
2 0 0 7 .  
8 . . .  �d7 

Equally good would be 8 . . .  �e7 ! ?  9 .h4 
�d7 1 0 .�h3 fS , similar to the previ­
ous game (or, for instance ,  
1 0  . . .  0 -0-0 ! ?  1 1 . 0-0  fS 1 2 . exf6 gxf6 
1 3  . .l::!.e 1  eS ! 1 4 .�xd7+ l:lxd7 l S .dxeS 
�cS 1 6 .Yi'e2 fxeS 1 7  .ttJxeS l:!.g 7� 
Sprinkhuizen-Hyldkrog ,  cr 1 9 8 5 - 8 9) 
1 1 . exf6 (if l 1 .ttJgS ! ?  Black has the 
good reply 1 1 . . .ttJh6 ! ? , and now 
1 2 . 'fi'hS + does not work because of 
1 2  . . .  g 6 !  1 3 .'iYxh6?  �f8 , when the 
white queen has no retreat) 1 1  . . .  gxf6 
1 2 . 0-0  

analysis diagram 

1 2  . . .  hS (preparing the manoeuvre 
. . .  ttJh6-g4, but 1 2  . . .  0-0-0 ! ?  was also 
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good) 1 3 . l:.e 1 ttJh6 ! � ,  Grischuk­
Kortchnoi , Biel 200  1 .  
Psakhis comments : 'Grischuk has won 
many games in the Advance Variation, 
but in this case he meets with one of 
the greatest experts of the French De­
fence.' 
9.h4 
White has spent two tempi on the ad­
vance of his g- and h-pawns. 
9" 'ttJe7!? 
This is a typical, flexible manoeuvre in 
these positions , keeping four possible 
jumps for the knight : . . .  ttJc6/c8 /g6/fS .  
In the previous game Portisch played 
9 . . .  0-0-0 ! .  
The other logical option is to counterat­
tack in the centre immediately : 9 . . .  f6 ! ?  
1 0 .�h3 (with 1 0 .exf6 White can force 
a draw : 1 0  . . .  gxf6 l 1 .ttJeS ! ?  fxeS 
1 2 .'iVhS + �e7  1 3  . 'fi'g 5 + �f7 =) 
1 0  . . .  ttJh6 1 1 . 0-0 ttJf7 1 2  J:te 1 0-0-0 
1 3 .ttJf1 ? !  fxeS 1 4 .dxeS ( 1 4 .ttJxeS ttJxeS 
l S . l:!.xeS �d6 1 6 J:re2 .!::.de8 +) 
1 4  . . .  ttJb3 l S .l::rb 1  ( l S .�e3 �cS +) 
l S  . . .  �cS 1 6 .'iYe2 ttJxc 1 1 7 J:rbxc 1 gS ! t  

1 8 .hS g4 1 9 .�xg4 .!:.hg8 2 0 .�h3 .l:idf8 
(20  . . .  ttJgS ! -+) 2 1 .ttJe3 ttJgS 2 2 .ttJxgS 
::'xgS with a winning initiative for 
Black, Lapshun-Moskalenko, Banyoles 
2006 .  
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1 0.tLlg5 
A slow attempt to improve the knight's 
position. But the popular alternatives 
on the Internet don't offer too much: 

A) 1 0 . l::[b l  ttJec6 1 1 ..i.h3 �e7 
( 1 1 . . .'ifc7 1 2 . 0 -0  h6 1 3 .ttJh2 �e7 
1 4 .f4 0-0-0 I s .fS ?  exfS 1 6 .�xfS �xfS 
1 7  . .l:.xfs f6+ Gemini-CapNemo, play­
chess . com 2 0 0 6) 1 2 . 0 -0  O - O ! ?  
( 1 2  . . .  'ifc7 1 3 .ttJh2 0-0-0 1 4 .f4 fs 
I S .ttJhf3 h6 1 6 .g4? !  fxg4 1 7 .�xg4 g6 
1 8 . l:!.f2 l:tdf8 + Stevic-Moskalenko , 
playchess.com 2006) 1 3 .b4? ( 1 3 .ttJh2 
f6 1 4 .exf6 hf6 1 S .ttJg4 �e7� Stevic­
Moskalenko , playchess . com 2 0 0 6) 
1 3  . . .  cxb3 1 4. ttJxb3 ttJxb3 1 5  . l:!.xb 3 
'iVc7 +  Bregadze-Moskalenko , play­
chess. com 2006 ;  
B )  1 0  . .te2 ttJec6 1 1 . 0 -0  iLe7 1 2 .hS 

h6 1 3 .Wg2 0-0-0 1 4.ttJh2 f6 I S .f4 
.&l.dg 8 t  Panarin-Moskalenko , play­
chess. com 2006 ;  
C )  1 0 .�3 ttJec6 ( 1 0  . . .  h6 ! ?  1 1 .l:Ib l 

ttJec6 1 2 .ttJfl �e7 1 3 .hS ttJb3 1 4 .iLf4 
0-0-0 I S .ttJe3 ttJbaS 1 6 . 0-0 l:rdg8 
1 7 .ttJh2 'iVd8 1 8 .'iff3 gS 1 9 .hxg6 fxg6 
20 .ttJg2 gS 2 1 .�e3 hS 22 .g4 l:tf8 
2 3 .'iVe2 �e8 24.ttJe l 'iVg6 2 S .rJtg2 
'ii'xb l 0- 1 BenoitP08-CapNemo, play­
chess. com) 1 1 . 0-0 �e7 1 2 .ttJh2 0-0-0 
1 3  . l::r e 1 h6 1 4 .hS %ldg8 1 5  .l:rb 1 
( I S .ttJg4? !  'iVd8 1 6 .l:!.b l  g6 1 7 .hxg6 
l:!.xg 6 1 8 . ttJe3 hs -+ Poisseroux-

Moskalenko , playchess . com 2 0 0 7 ) 
I S  . . .  'ifd8 1 6 .ttJdfl g6 1 7 .hxg6 fxg6 
1 8 .ttJe3 hS 1 9 .ttJg2 gS-+ BenoitP0 8-
CapNemo, playchess.com 2 0 0 7 .  
1 0  ... h 6  1 1 .ttJh3 0-0-01 
Bareev continues his development 
without wasting any tempi. 
1 2.ttJf4 

1 2 .'iVf3 can be met with the interesting 
1 2  . . .  f6 ! ( 1 2  . . .  ttJfS ! ?) 1 3 . exf6 gxf6 
1 4.'ii'xf6 l:[g8t .  
1 2  ... wbS 1 3.il.e2?! 

lvanchuk keeps trying to solve this jig­
saw puzzle blindfolded! 
1 3  ... 'ii'c7 
This was a good chance to seize the ini­
tiative with 1 3  . . .  f6 ! 1 4.ttJf3 iLe8 ! ?t .  
1 4  . ..t>f1 

1 4  ... tLlcSI? 
With the idea of playing . . .  ttJb6/  il.a4. 
Breaking with 1 4  . .  .f6 ! +  was another 
correct plan. 
1 5  . ..ih5 g6 1 6.�e2 tLlb6 1 7.'ii'e1 il.a4 
1 S.Wg2 'iVc6 1 9  . ..td 1 ..te7 20.l:tb1 
il.xd 1 21 .'iVxd 1 + 1/2-1/2 
After exchanging iLc8x�fl , Black is 
better (2 1 . . . gS ! ?) .  

Summary of Games 1 1  and 1 2 :  It seems 
that the fianchetto with g3 and h4 does 
not prevent Black from successfully 
completing his plans. 
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We conclude the study of the 'Labyrinth 
System' by investigating the idea of the 
immediate break . . .  f7 -f6 ,  in several 
games of an expert on the French De­
fence, Wolfgang Uhlmann. 

GAME 1 3  

o Vladimir Malaniuk 
• Wolfgang Uhlmann 
Tallinn 1 98 7  (3)  

1 .e4 eS 2.d4 dS 3.eS cS 4.c3 ttJcS 
S.ttJf3 'ifbS S.a3 c4 7.93 
This fianchetto, without the moves 
7 . ttJbd2 ttJa5 , allows a direct coun­
ter-thrust in the centre. 
7 ... fS ! 

This classical French break is also 
Uhlmann's favourite weapon. Petrosian 
and Portisch preferred the closed line 
7 . . .  �d7 , playing on the flanks - see 
Games 9 and 1 1 . Uhlmann's plan is ap­
plicable after 7 .ttJbd2 f6 ! ? , as we will 
see in Game 1 4. 
8.�h3 
Similar to the 'fianchetto Armenio ' .  
,p Ii WEAPON: Not 8.ttJh4? !  fxeS! 

9.'fIhS+ g6 1O.ttJxg6 ttJj6 11.Wlh4 
l::rg8!+= and Black seizes the initiative. 
Here are a few examples from 
Uhlmann's experience with the line 
8 .exf6 tLlxf6 ! (Black is also OK after 
8 . . .  gxf6 ! ?) 9 .�g2 �d6 1 0 .0 -0 0-0 .  
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1 1 .'ife2 (there i s  no time to play 
l 1 .tLlbd2 e5 ! 1 2 .dxe5 he5 ! 1 3 .tLlxe5 ? 
tLlxe5 t Przewoznik-Uhlmann, POL­
DDR, Zakopane 1 9 8 0) 1 1 . . .';ii'h8 ? !  (a 
key moment. A more effective plan 
would have been to activate the queen 
with 1 1 . . .Wlb3 ! ?  or 1 1 . . .Wic7 ,  with ex­
cellent counterplay. An unclear line is 
1 1 . . .iLd7 1 2 .tLle5 �e8 1 3 .tLlxc4 ! 
tLlxd4D 1 4.cxd4 dxc4°o C.Alexander­
Uhlmann, Munich Olympiad 1 95 8) 
1 2 .tLle5 he5 1 3 .dxe5 tLld7 1 4.�e3 
tLlc5 1 5 .tLld2 'iYa5 1 6 .f4 �d7 1 7 .�xc5 
(or 1 7  . .l:!.ad 1 ;!;  Sax-Uhlmann, Sarajevo 
1 9 82 )  1 7  . . .  Wlxc5 + 1 8 .Wlf2 'iixf2 + 
1 9 .:txf2 g5 ! �  as played in c.Alexan­
der-Uhlmann in the fmals of the Mu­
nich Olympiad. The line with 1 1  . . .  �d7 
was tried earlier by Uhlmann, in the 
preliminaries. 
8 ... fxeS! 

The main idea of 7 . . .f6 is to open up 
the game in Black's favour. 
9.tLlxeS 
White is worse in the line 9 .dxe5 1tc5 
1 0 . 0-0 tLlge7 l 1 .tLlbd2 0-0 1 2 .Wle2 
�d7 1 3  . .!::!.b 1 tLla5 += Diickstein­
Uhlmann, Baden bei Wien 1 9 6 1 .  
9 ... ttJxeS 1 O.dxeS �cS 
This looks natural . Another option is 
1 0  . . .  tLle7 ! ? ,  activating the knight 
first. 
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1 1 .'1WhS+ g6 1 2.'iVe2 �d 7 1 3.ttld2 
ttle7 1 4.ttlf3 h61? 
This move always protects the dark 
squares .  
Another idea is 1 4  . . .  0-0-0 1 5 .�g5 
1:[df8 1 6 .�f6 l:lhg8oo.  

1 S.0-0 0-0-0 
1 5  . . .  ttlf5 ! ?  was more flexible, aiming to 
meet 1 6 .g4 with 1 6  . . .  tLle7 ,  achieving a 
superior pawn structure. 
1 6.1:[e1 ? 
White could have gained equality with 
1 6 .�e3 . 
1 6  ... ttlc6 
1 6 . . .  tLlf5 ! ?+ was better. 
1 7.'iVc2? 
A hasty manoeuvre. 1 7  .�e3 was still 
the only defence. 
1 7  ... �df8t 

Now Black is clearly better and he keeps 
the advantage until the end of the game. 

1 8.�g2 gSI 1 9.�e3 l:tfS 20.�xc5 
'1Wxc5 21 .h3 l:!.hf8 22.l:te3 hSI 23 . .!:i.f1 
g4 24.hxg4 hxg4 2S.ttlh2 l:txf21? 
26 . .l:xf2 'i!Vxe3 27.ttlxg4 'ife1 + 28.�f1 
�g8 29.'ife2 '1Wxe2 30.�xe2 1:[gS 
31 .l:U8+ �c7 32.�f2 bS 33.�e3 ttlxeS 
34.ttlxeS 1:[xeS+ 3S.�f2 .l:[gS 36.�f3 
as 37.g4 �d6 38.�g3 l:1.g7 39.�h4 b4 

40.axb4 axb4 41 .gS+ V2-V2 

The draw in this position is a gift to 
White. 

Summary of Uhlmann's plan : The im­
mediate 7 .g3 f6 ! offers dynamiC play. 
Black's idea is to open up the centre in 
order to exploit the weaknesses created 
by g2-g3 . However, I am not sure that 
this is absolutely necessary. Logically, 
the main idea behind 6 . . .  c4 is to play 
with a closed centre, at least until the 
end of the opening. 
In the variation with 6 . . .  c4 it is perhaps 
better to wait before playing . . .  f? -f6 
and develop the minor pieces first. 

GAME 1 4  

D Alexander Grischuk 
• Yannick Pelletier 
Biel 200 1 (4) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.eS cS 4.c3 ttJc6 
S.ttlf3 'ti'b6 6.a3 c4 7.ttlbd2 f6 

5 1  
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Black does not play the usual 7 .  . .  ttJaS , 
but instead exerts pressure on the cen­
tre. It's not clear at this point who will 
profit from the immediate opening of 
the centre. 

8.�e21 
The best reply. After castling White will 
be ready to engage in action in the centre. 
8 .g3 ? !  is similar to the previous game : 
8 . . .  fxeS !  9 .ttJxeS ttJxeS 1 0 .dxeS �cS 
I I .'i¥hS + g6 1 2 .li'e2 ttJe7 I 3 .�g2 
�d7 1 4.0 -0  O-O-O� Honfi-Uhlmann, 
Solingen 1 9 74. 
8 .b3 is also not very appealing : 8 . . .  fxeS 
9 .bxc4 e4 1 0 .ttJh4? ( I O .ttJgS il.e7 

Grandmaster Alexander Grischuk (here seen 
playing in Unares. 200 1 )  is another ·ex­
pert/fanatic· on the white side of the Ad­
vance Variation. 

S2  

1 1 .'ifg4 ttJf6 1 2 .'ifg3 O -O�)  1 0  . . .  ttJf6 
I l . g3 ? !  ile7 1 2 .l:1b l '(Wc7 I 3 .il.e2 0-0 
1 4.0 -0  ttJaS with advantage to Black, 
Enders-Uhlmann , Eggesin ch-DDR 
1 9 7 8 .  
8 ... fxe5 
This is Uhlmann's plan. Trying to mix 
. . .  f7 -f6 with other 'Labyrinth' plans 
would now be a serious mistake : 
8 . . .  �d7 ?  9 . 0-0  0-0-0 1 0 .b3 ! cxb3 
I l .ttJxb3 Vc7 1 2 .lab l ite8 I 3 .�f4 
with the initiative for White, 
Sveshnikov-Meshkov, Podolsk tt 1 990 .  
But 8 . . .  ttJh6 or 8 . . .  'iVc7 ! ?  are flexible 
replies. 
9.ttJxe5 
9 .dxeS ? !  is worse : 9 . . .  ttJh6 ! 1 0 . 0-0 
ttJg4!t  I l .b3 ? �cS 1 2 .'iYel cxb3 I 3 J:lb l  
0-0+ Rapcsak-E.Moser, Tallinn 1 99 7 .  
9 ... ttJxe51? 
Uhlmann's other idea is rapid develop­
ment with 9 . . .  ttJf6 ? ! ,  but White is more 
comfortable after 1 0 .f4 !  ( 1 0 . 0-0 �d6 
I I .ttJdf3 0-0 1 2 .'ifc2 'ifc7 1 3 .ilf4 
ttJhS 1 4.ttJxc6 ttJxf4� Teske-Uhlmann, 
Nordhausen ch-DDR 1 9 8 6) 1 0 . . .  �d6 
I l .ilhS + ( l l .ttJdf3 ;!;  f:j. 0-0 ,  'ifc2 , 
Wh l ,  ile3 Sveshnikov) 1 1 . . . g6  1 2 .i.f3 
0 -0  1 3 .  'if e2 'i¥ c 7  1 4 . g 3  ild7 
1 S .  ttJxd7 ! ?;!; T.Pahtz-Uhlmann, Nord­
hausen ch-DDR 1 9 8 6 .  
1 0.dxe5 
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Another key moment. 
1 0  ... �c5 
1 0  . .  .'tWc7 ? !  seems worse : 1 1 . 0 - 0 !  
( l l .tbf3 �c5 �) 1 1 . . .tbe7 ( 1 1 . . .'iYxe5 ? !  
i s  dangerous : 1 2 .l:te l 'iYd6 1 3 .b3 ! cxb3 
1 4-. c4- ! t  Casper-Knaak, Fiirstenwalde 
ch-DDR 1 9 8 1 )  1 2 .b3 ! ( 1 2..�.h5 +  g6 
1 3 .�g4- �g7 1 4.f4- 0-0 1 5 .tbf3 tbf5 
1 6 .'>ith l  �d7 1 7 .tbd4- tbxd4- 1 8 .cxd4-
Vz- l/z Kraft-Mischustov, Germany tt 
2003/04-) 1 2  . . .  cxb3 1 3 . c4-! 

and White has the initiative, Cas­
per-Uhlmann, East Berlin 1 98 2 .  

fr Ii WEAPON: Or 1 O  . . .  tbh6 ?  W''' 
I I . tbxc4! dxc4 12 .�xh6-

T.Piihtz-Uhlmann, Erfurt 1985. 
1 1 .0-0 tDe7 
Now 1 1  . . .  'iVc7 ! ?  1 2 .b4-! ?  �b6 1 3 .tbf3 
tbe7 is interesting. 
1 2.b41? 

In this way White gains the bishop pair 
and he can fight for the initiative, while 
Black will have the better pawn struc­
ture. 
A complicated option is 1 2 .�h5 + ! ?  g6  
1 3 .�g4- h5 ! ?  ( 1 3 . . .  �d7 1 4- .tbf3 ;t ;  
1 3  . . .  0 - 0  1 4- .tbf3 tbf5 1 5 .'if c 2 ;t) 
1 4- . �e2  ( 1 4- .�h3 ? !  g 5 )  1 4- . . .  �d7 
1 5 . .!::!.b 1 00  and the game ended in a 
draw on move 5 6 ,  Vallej o Pons­
Pelletier, Biel 2 002 .  

1 2  ... cxb3 1 3.tDxb3 0-0 1 4.tDxc5 'iYxc5 

Uhlmann has played this position three 
times. 
1 5.'ifd31 
This is the best square for the white 
queen. 1 5 .'iYc2 ? ! ,  played in Haba­
Uhlmann, Wattens 1 996 ,  is passive. 
Now 1 5 . . .  tbc6 ! �  was best. 
Also after 1 5 .'iVb3 ? !  tbf5 1 6 .a4- 'iYc7 
1 7 .�a3 :If7 1 8  Jbe 1 �d7 1 9  .�d3 
.!::!.c8 20 . ..tb2 'iVc6 Black's position is 
not worse, J.L .Roos-Uhlmann, Ger­
many Bundesliga 1 99 7 / 9 8 .  
1 5  ... 'iYc7 
The alternatives are worse :  

A) 1 5  . . .  �d7 ? !  1 6 .a4-±; 
B) 1 5 . . .  tbf5 ? !  can be met by 1 6 . g4- ! t ;  
C)  1 5  . .  J:tf7 ? !  1 6 .Ae3 ! ( 1 6 . a4- 'fIIc7 

1 7 .f4-;t Li Shilong-Arizmendi, Linares 
Open 2002 ;  1 6 .�g5 il.d7 1 7 .c4- 'iVxc4-
1 8 .'iYxc4- dxc4- 1 9 .�xe 7 klxe 7 
2 0 .iUc4-;t Predojevic-Pelletier, Turin 
Olympiad 2006 ;  1 6J:thl b6 1 7 .'iVh3 
'iVc7oo Conquest-Pelletier, France tt 
2002) 1 6  . . .  'iVc7 1 7 .f4- �d7 and after 
1 8 .c4- White has the better chances ; 
D) 1 5  . . .  b6 ? !  The white player later 

wrote : ' I 'm not sure if Black chose the 
best move.' 1 6 .a4- !± with the threat of 
1 7 .�a3 , Erenburg-Uhlmann, Dresden 
2004-. 
1 6  . ..tg51 
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Black i s  in good shape after 1 6 .f4 ..td7 
1 7 .Jl.e3 �e8 1 8  . .tg4 'ifc6 1 9 .Ufc 1  
..tg6 20 .'iVd4 h S  2 1 ..th3 .tfS =i= Ilij in­
Huss, Biel Open 2000 .  
1 6  ... l::tf711 1 7.f4 ..td711 
The plan with 1 7  . . .  tbfS seems to be 
worse :  1 8 . g4 !  h6 ( 1 8  . . .  Vics + 
1 9  . .!lf2±) 1 9 .9xfS hxgS 20 .fxgS± .  
1 S.�h51  'iVc5+ 1 9.�h1 
Or 1 9 .'ifd4 ! ?  "iYxd4+ 20 . cxd4 g6 
2 1 ..txe7 !± .  
1 9  ... l:!.ffS 20.J::!.ab1 b61 

Allowing a dangerous attack. 20 . . .  bS ! �  
was necessary. when Black has an al­
most ideal position. 
21 .c41 
With complicated play. 
21 ... tbf51 22.cxd5 h6� 

After a sharp and dramatic batde, the 
game ended in a draw on move 6 1 .  
23.dxe6 li.xe6 24 . .ig6 Vl'c4 25.'iYh3 

tbe7 26.i..d3 'ifa2 27.'iVh5 tbf5 
2S.�f6 .id5 29.VI'g6 'ir'xg2+ 
30.VI'xg2 �xg2+ 31 .�xg2 ttJe3+ 
32.'if.lh3 ttJxf1 33.i..e7 .!:tfeS 34.li.b4 
ttJe3 35 . .!:te1 a5 36.�d6 l:[adS 37.i..g6 
ttJc4 3S.�xeS .!:txeS 39.l:!.d 1 .!:.dS 
40.11c1 tLlxd6 41 .exd6 .l:[xd6 42.'if.lg4 
�f7 43.Wf5 l:I.d5+ 44.'if.le4 .!:td2 
45 . .!:tc7+ �gS 46.l:!.b7 l:txh2 47 . .!:txb6 
l:!.h3 4S.f5 :'xa3 49.l:!.bS+ 'if.lf7 
50J:i:b7+ �f6 51 .l:!.b6+ 'if.lf7 52.l::tb7+ 
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�gS 53.1:[bS+ 'if.lh7 54 . .!:tb7 lla4+ 
55.'if.le5 1:[a1 56.l:!.a7 <it>gS 57 . .!:taS+ 
�f7 5S . .1:I.a7+ 'if.lgS 59 . .:I.aS+ 'if.lh7 
60.l:!.a7 'if.lhS 61 . .!:taS+ <it>h7 1/2-1/2 

Summary of the breakthrough 7 . . .  f6 af­
ter 7 .tbbd2 : This is a dynamic option, 
but quite risky as well. In general, 
White gains a lead in development and 
the bishop pair. It is difficult to analyse 
all the sharp possibilities. 
In the 6 . . .  c4 variation, Black is quite 
solid, so after 7 .tbbd2 I recommend 
that he should wait before playing 
. . .  f7 -f6 and activate his minor pieces 
first. In Game 7 ,  for instance, the author 
successfully tried 7 .tbbd2 tbaS ! 8 . ..te2 
i..d7 ! 9 . 0-0 and now 9 .. .f6 ! ? ,  although 
this is still complicated. 

We will now take a look at the success­
ful career of the expert Evgeny 
Sveshnikov. We will check a whole se­
ries of his games against 6 . . .  c4 and try 
to understand his ideas. 

GAME 1 5  

D Evgeny Sveshnikov 
• Vereslav Eingorn 
Palma de Mallorca 1 989  (7)  

1 .e4 c5 2.c3 e6 3.d4 d5 4.e5 'iYb6 

5.ttJf3 ttJc6 6.a3 c4 7.ttJbd21 
Now the main threat is 8 .b3 ! .  
7 ... ttJa51 
In my opinion, this move is forced. The 
first wins by Sveshnikov are character­
ised by the harsh punishment of his op­
ponents for their typical mistakes : 

A) 7 . . .  tbge7 ? ?  8 . .txc4 dxc4 9 .tbxc4 
"iYa6 1 0 .ttJd6+ �d7 1 1 .ttJxf7 .!:tg8 
1 2 .'iVc2 ! ?± and Black's position is aw­
ful, Sveshnikov-Milos ,  Budapest 1 9 8 8 ;  
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B) Another dubious option is 
7 . . .  �d7 ? !  when the expert found 8 .b3 ! 
(if 8 .l':[b l  tba5 ! ,  returning to usual pat­
terns and White has the initiative : 
9 .�e2 tbe7 1 0 .tbfl 'ifb3 (the ex­
change of queens is sufficient for equal­
ity, but if Black prefers more ambitious 
play the best option is 1 0  . . .  f6 or 
1 0  . . .  tbb3 ) .  

1 1 .�f4 �a4 1 2 .'fi'xb3 �xb3 1 3 .tbe3 
tbg6= Sveshnikov-Eingorn, Sochi 
1 9 85 )  8 . . .  cxb3 9 .tbxb3 tba5 1 0 .tbxa5 
'fi'xa5 1 1 .�d2 'fi'a4 1 2 .'fi'b l !  .i.c6 
1 3  . .i.d3 ± (the desired set-up for 
White) 1 3  . . .  tbe7 1 4.0 -0  h6 1 5 .l:i.c l ! 
tbc8 ? !  1 6 .c4! dxc4 1 7  . .l:.xc4 'iVb5 
1 8 . Vixb5 �xb5 1 9 Jhc8 + l:rxc8 
2 0 .�xb 5 +  and wins , Sveshnikov­
Timman, Tilburg 1 99 2 ;  
C )  There was only one game with the 

French break 7 . .  .f6 (see the analysis in 
Game 1 4) 8 .�e2 .i.d7 ? !  (another typi­
cal mistake, mixing different plans. 
Better options are 8 .. .fxe5 and 8 . . .  Vic7) 
9 . 0-0  O-O-O?  1 0 .b3 ! t  cxb3 l 1 .tbxb3 
'if c7 1 2  . .l:.b 1 �e8 1 3  .�f4± , 
Sveshnikov-Meshkov, Podolsk 1 990 .  
8.�e2 
In recent years Sveshnikov has preferred 
the fianchetto 8 .g3 �d7 9 .h4 (9 .�h3 is 
the 'Armenian fianchetto ' :  9 . . .  f5 ? 

(9 . . .  �e7 !  is the most effective move, 
see Game 1 0) 1 0 .exf6 gxf6 1 1 . 0-0 
0 -0 -0  1 2  . .!:f.b l �g7 1 3  . .l:t.e l tbh6 
1 4.b3 ! cxb3 1 5 .tbxb3 l:lde8 1 6 .�xh6 !  
�xh6 1 7 .tbc5 'fi'c6 1 8 .c4 ! - Svesh­
nikov-Simon Padros ,  Calvia 2007 )  

and now: 
A) 9 . . .  h5 1 0 .�h3 ? !  tbh6 l 1 .tbfl 

tbb3 t 1 2  . .l:r.b l tbxc 1 1 3 .'iVxc l 0-0-0 
( 1 3  . . .  �a4! )  1 4.tbe3 <;i;>b8 1 5 .0 -0  �e7 
1 6 .tbg2  g 6  1 7  .tbf4 �a4 ! =F  
Sveshnikov-Balashov, Novgorod 1 99 5 ;  

B) 9 . . .  tbe7 ! ?  (see also Game 1 2) 
1 0 .�3 Vic7 1 1 . 0-0 tbc8 1 2 .tbe l h5 ? !  
1 3 .l:!.b l tbb6 1 4.tbdf3 0-0-0  1 5 .�gS 
':'e8 1 6 .tbg2 ..ta4 1 7 .'ife2 tbd7 1 8 .tbe3 
<;t(b8 1 9 .�f4 tbc6 20J:rbe l 00  Svesh­
nikov-Golovanov, Cheliabinsk 2004; 

C) The sharpest game continued : 
9 . .  .'iVc6 ! ?  1 0 .tbgS h6 l 1 .tbh3 Via4 
1 2 .'iVf3 'ifc2 1 3 .ttJf4 ttJe7 1 4.tbg2 'fi'h7 
1 5 .b4! ! cxb3 1 6  . ..td3 'ifg8 1 7 .ld.b l �a4 
1 8 .ttJe3 l:tc8 1 9 .c4! t  dxc4 20 .ttJdxc4 
ttJxc4 2 1 .ttJxc4 ttJdS 2 2 .�d2 �e7 
2 3 . 0-0 g5 ?  H.hS Vig7 2 S .tbe3 �c6 
26 .ttJxdS hd5 27 . ..te4 g4 2 8 .'ife2 
�c4 29 .�d3 �d5 3 0 .�b5 +  l:tc6? 
3 1 .�xc6+ bxc6 3 2 J:txb3 ! ?  .i.xb3 
3 3 .l:lb l O-O?  34  . .!::!.xb3 ±  Sveshnikov­
Eingorn, Sochi 1 986 ;  

D) 9 . . .  0-0-0 ! (the best plan, intending 
1 0  . . .  fS ! ,  which was discovered by 

SS  
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Portisch - Game 1 1 ) 1 0  . .th3 f5 ! 
I l . exf6 gxf6 1 2 . 0-0 tLlh6 1 3 J:te l  �g7 
( 1 3  . . .  e5 ! - Game 1 1 ) 1 4.l::rb l  l:.he8 
1 5 .'iYc2 e5 ! 1 6 .�xd7+  .uxd7 
1 7 . 'iYxh7 ? !  f5 1 8 .h5 ??  e4-+ . . .  this was 
Sveshnikov's only defeat (after 3 6  
moves) , Sveshnikov-Batchuluun, Turin 
Olympiad 2006 .  
Summarizing : In the fianchetto lines 
Sveshnikov has not demonstrated any 
advantage or, for that matter, any espe­
cially effective plans for White. He 
gained his points thanks to his oppo­
nents ' lack of knowledge or lack of at­
tention in the sharp middlegame. 
S ... i..d 7 9.0-0 

This is a key moment in the line with 
8 .�e2 (see Games 4- 7) . 
9 . ..ttje 7 1  O.r!e 1 
Awaiting the action in the centre. An 
equivalent alternative is 1 0  .l:.b 1 ! ? and 
now: 

A) 1 0  . . .  tLlec6 1 1 ..l:.e l �e7 1 2 .'ifc2 
l::rc8 ! ?  1 3 .tLlf1 "'b3 ! ?  ( 1 3  . . .  0 -0 ? !  
1 4 .tLlg5 ! )  1 4 .�d l 'iYxc2 1 5 .�xc2 
tLlb3 = Sveshnikov-Donchev, Lvov 1 98 3 ;  

B) 1 0  . . .  .tb5 ! ?  is an idea that looks 
odd to me: I I .tLle 1 tLlb3 1 2 .tLlxb3 �a4 
1 3 .i.f4 �xb3 1 4  .... d2 tLlc6 1 5 .g3 tLla5 
1 6 .tLlg2 �a4 1 7 .�h5 i.e7 1 8 .h4 h6 
1 9 .�e3 g6 2 0 . �f3 tLlb3 2 1 .'iYe2 
0-0-0= Sveshnikov-Ivkov, Sochi 1 9 8 3 ;  

5 6  

C) 1 0  . . .  h6 ! ?  (the old defence used by 
Petrosian) 1 1 . 'u'e l .tc6 ( 1 1 . . .tLlc8 
1 2 .tLlf1 'iVb3 ? !  1 3  .... xb3 tLlxb3 1 4.i.f4 
�a4 1 5 .tLlg3  b 5 ? !  1 6 . tLlh5 °o 
Sveshnikov-Lutz, Berlin 1 989)  1 2 .tLlf1 
'iYb3 ? !  (better is 1 2 . . .tLlb3 ; or 
1 2 . . . 0 -0-0) 1 3 .�f4 �a4 1 4.'iYc l 'ifb6 
1 5 .tLl3d2 tLlg6 1 6 .i.e3 tLlh4 1 7 .f4 h5 
1 8 .iH2 tLlf5 1 9 .tLlg3 tLlxg3 2 0 .Lg3 =  
Sveshnikov-Eingorn, Riga ch-URS 
1 9 8 5 .  
1 0  ... 'iVc6!? 
Showing a certain obsession with 
reaching the 'magical' square a4 and 
exchanging the queens, but 1 0  . . .  tLlec6 
( or 1 0 . . .  tLlg 6 !  ?) is more natural : 
1 1 .�fI �e7 1 2 .g3 O-O ! ?= .  
1 0 . . .  h6 ! ?  i s  also very solid, for example : 
1 1 .'ifc2 0-0-0 1 2 .l:.b l <t>b8 

1 3  . ..td l ( 1 3 .tLlfI 'iYb3 1 4.'iYxb3 tLlxb3 
1 5 .i.f4 tLlc8 1 6 .tLlg3 1/2_ 1/2 Sveshnikov­
Nikolenko, Moscow 1 99 1 )  1 3  . . .  l:I.c8 
( 1 3  . . .  'iYc7 1 4.tLlf1 tLlc8 1 5 .i.e3 tLlb6 
1/2- V2 Sveshnikov-Vaisser, Sochi 1 985 )  
1 4 .tLlfI tLlb3 ! ?  1 5  . ..tf4 <t>a8 1 6 .tLlg3 
�a4 ( 1 6  . . .  f5 ! ?) 1 7 .'iVe2OO Sveshnikov­
Casper, Moscow II 1 98 7 .  
1 1 .'iVc2 tbcS 
This manoeuvre is not forced, but 
Eingorn always brings his g8 knight to 
the queenside. 



Chap t e r  2 - L a b yr in ths  o f  th e  O ld  Sys t em : 6 . . .  c4 

1 ViJg5 
1 2 .�d l lLlb6 1 3 .lLlf1 ( 1 3  . .l::.b l  'iVa4 ! )  
1 3  . . .  lLlb3 1 4.l:rb l  lLlxc l ! ?� .  
1 2  ... h6 1 3'lLlh3 lLlb6 1 4.lLlf4 0-0-0 
1 5.tLlh5 'ilc7 1 6.a41 
The only move. If 1 6 .l:.b I ? ? �a4! and 
the white queen has great trouble in es­
caping. 
1 6  ... �c6 1 7.�d 1 �bS 1 S.lie31? 
Sveshnikov, on the other hand, always 
brings his army to the kingside. 

1 S  .. J:tcS 1 9  . .!:!.g3 g6 20.tLlf6 ttJd71 
Trying to exchange some pieces. 
21.tiJxd 7+ 'ii'xd7 22.l:!.f3 �c7 23.'ilb1 
'ii'eS 24.h4?1 
A dubious advance which weakens his 
king. However, the two players are play­
ing on different sides of the board. 
24.'iVa2 ! ?  
24 ... h5?1 
A symmetrical mistake. Why not 
24 . . .  g5 ! ?  or 24 . . .  �e7 ! ?  

25J:tg3 .td7 26.tLlf3 tLlb3 27 . .ixb3 
cxb3 2S.a5 .ib5 29 . .ig5 �e2 30 . .if6 
.1:[gS 31 .tLlg5 �h6 32.tLlh3 .tg4 
33 . .ig5 �xh3 

Sticking to the same strategy. 

34 . .l::.xh3 .ixg5 35.hxg5 'iVdS 36.l::rg3 
':'c6 37.'ilf1 l:ta6 3S.'ii'b5 IleS 39.c4 
dxc4 40.I:tc3 .l:.c6 41 .l:[xc4 l:!.xc4 
42:�i'xc4 'iixg5 43.a6 l:cS 44:�'xb3 
.u.c1 + 45 . .l:t.xc1 'ii'xc1 + 46.�h2 'iVf4+ 

V2-V2 
With perpetual check. 

Summary: 
* In most of his games Sveshnikov wins 
by taking advantage of his opponents ' 
mistakes , but he obtains positions with 
no advantage. 
* Grandmaster Eingorn, a reputed ex­
pert and 'fanatic' of this line, followed 
his own concepts : trying to exchange 
the queens and to simplify the position 
as much as possible. This is the reason 
why he made some mistakes at key mo­
ments in his games against Sveshnikov. 
* Tigran Petrosian has demonstrated 
some very rich possibilities in these po­
sitions, looking for creative plans in­
stead of exchanging pieces. 
* The most successful try was the 
'Stonewall ' set-up created by Portisch, 
and later also used by Rafael Vaganian. 
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� Statistics - Summary of  the Old Blockade System 

Nowadays the most popular continuation for Black is the blockading move 6 . . .  c4, 
preventing 7 .b4 - we can find almost 3 000  games (2 840 , approximately) in 
MegaBase, with an equal score for the two sides. 
• In this line the play is not spectacular during the initial moves, but it is a 

solid defence which allows for a sharp middlegame and enjoyable tactics at a 
later stage. 

• White has some space advantage, but this factor is not too relevant in the po­
sitions arising. 

• After castling queenside, Black often succeeds in developing an initiative on 
the kingside. 

• This seems to be another good and creative possibility for Black after 6.a3 -
as long as you do not get lost in the Labyrinth! 

Focus your attention on the games played by the experts ! 

Conclusions on the Advance Variation 
At the moment, and after a long study of the ways to play against 3 .e5 , I am satis­
fied with both lines ,  since they allow Black to play real chess. 

I would like to point out that nowadays the historic move 3 .eS is not as popular 
as 3 .tDc3 (see Parts Three and Four) , so you should simply choose one of the two 
systems ( 1 .  Forcing counterattack 5 .16  ••• 'ifb61 ttJh6 or 2.  Solid plan with 6 . . .  c4) 
and study it well, in order to develop a strong weapon against the ambitious Ad­
vance Variation. 
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Part Two 

Weapons and Dogmas 

Tarrasch Variation - 1.e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.ttJd2 
A Repertoire for White and for Black 

'Dogmas exist to camouflage defects and fears' - the author 

Dedicated to Siegbert Tarrasch, Vasily Ivanchuk and Michael Adams 

The illustrious grandmaster Dr. Siegbert 
Tarrasch ( 1 862 - 1 9  34) was well lmown as an 
'anti-dogmatic' chess player in the end of the 
1 9th-beginning of the 20th century He was 
the first to play 3 .lt:ld2 against the French. 

A Bit of History 
Over the period 1 89 1 -94, Dr. Siegbert 
Tarrasch played (in Germany) the historic 
first three games with the move 3 .ttJd2 and 
won them all . But during the rest of his ca­
reer he mainly played 3 .ttJc3 when facing the 
French Defence. It should be noted that the 
(French) line 3 .ttJd2 cS 4.exdS exdS is quite 
similar to the Queen's Gambit with an iso­
lated pawn on dS , and thus it resembles the 
Tarrasch Defence. 

The theoretical question is : Where in the 
French Defence is Tarrasch most conspicu­
ously present? 

Strategies and Problems 
3 .ttJd2 is undoubtedly more flexible than 
3 .eS . It supports the pawn on e4 and offers a 
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foundation for lines with very different structures and styles of  play. I t  i s  true that it 
allows Black secondary escapes such as 3 . . .  dxe4, or, for instance, going into the 
Tarrasch Variation with 3 . . .  c5 4.exd5 exd5 . However, as we have already com­
mented, the main aim of this book is getting to understand the genuine French 
Defence variations. 

The main problem for Black when facing 3 .tLld2 is how to achieve satisfactory 
counterplay. 

In order to solve this problem, in Chapter 3 we check the main lines after 
3 . . .  tLlf6 4.e5 tLlfd7 , analysing the most interesting and dynamic lines in my reper­
toire. 

In most of the variations in Part Two, the keys that lead to black counterplay are 
the thematic breaks . . .  c7 -c5 and . . .  f7 -f6 .  

Chapter 4 investigates modern ideas like 3 . . .  �e7 ,  an odd 'poker-style ' move. And, 
of course, 3 . . .  c5 4 .exd5 'ifxd5 ! ? , an interesting hybrid defence in French-Scandina­
vian style. 

This part is useful for increasing the second player's number of weapons against 
3 .tLld2 , in order to make his black repertoire more universal . 
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Chapter 3 - Beyond Tarrasch 

l.e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3 .tLld2 tLlf6 4.eS tLlfd7 

Introduction 
Ukrainian grandmaster Vasily Ivanchuk is one of the best-known modern chess 
players. In 2 00 7  he reached second place in the world rankings. He tends to use all 
theoretical variations without any clear preference. However, when facing the 
French Defence he used to play 3 .tLld2 very often; he played this move even in our 

Ukrainian top grandmaster Vasily Ivanchuk 
(born 1 969) is an Incredibly versatile open­
ing player. But against the French Defence, 
he used to prefer Tarrasch's move 3 ./tjd2 . 

last game in Barcelona 2005 ! - see Game 
1 6 . In this important key game we will 
discover some things about the French 
Defence; trying to expose some persistent 
dogmas and to show some new weapons. 

Directions and Concepts 
From my point of view (I play this ope­
ning with Black) , if Black wants to enjoy 
the natural spirit of the French Defence he 
should continue 3 . . .  tLlf6 ! ?  As usual, the 
pressure on e4 forces White to close the 
centre with 4.eS (4.�d3 cS S .eS tLlfd7 is 
a similar line) . After 4 . . .  tLlfd7 (see dia­
gram above) the genuinely French (tem­
porarily blocked) positions arise. 

The black knight on d7 is rather passive 
(whereas in the Advance Variation 3 .eS it is 
more flexible on its original g8-square) . For 
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Par t  Two - Tarrasch  Va ri a t i o n :  3 . ltJ d 2  

this reason, Black must attack the centre immediately with his pawns by . . .  c 7  -c5 and 
. . .  £7 -f6 , activating his minor pieces as well. 

In this position White has five interesting plans at his disposal , which we will 
investigate here. 

A) Dynamic alternatives in the most popular lines - S .c3 cS 6 .�d3 ltJc6 
7.ltJe2 cxd4 8.cxd4 f6 9 .exf6 ltJxf6 1 O.ltJf3 �d6 1 1 .0-0 

Here Black has two different possibilities : 1 1  . . .  0-0, see Game 1 6 , and 1 1  . . .  "ifc7 ,  see 
Game 1 7 . 

Black can prepare the thematic sacrifice . .  JhltJf3 . This is an important resource 
in the middlegame, but also after the queens are exchanged. 

B) Salto Mortale - 9.ltJf4 
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This acrobatic knight manoeuvre creates the threat of 1 O .'iYhS + .  This may be the 
most aggressive idea for White. 

Black can choose from three creative defences. 9 . . .  'ife7 and 9 . .  .fxeS are rela­
tively rare options. However, the counter-jump 9 . . .  tt:lxd4! offers more resources ,  
and therefore i t  i s  analysed more thoroughly in Games 1 8  and 1 9 . 

C) Fianchetto versus Symmetry - 7.tt:lgf3 g6 ! ?  

What are White 's intentions after 7 . tt:lgf3 ? I f  Black plays the 'logical' 7 . . .  ifb6 ? ! ,  his 
idea is to sacrifice the d4-pawn, gaining a long-term initiative. White is also posing 
a strategic threat to block the centre with his pieces : 0 -0 ,  .!:!.e 1 , dxcS and tt:l b3 , with 
a solid positional advantage. 

The black counter-plan with 7 . . .  g6 ! ?  looks rather artificial , but it is sound. Since 
White cannot support his eS pawn any further, Black uses the fianchetto to break 
later in the centre with . . . f? -f6 ,  first offering his bishop on g7 a powerful role. 
Beautiful , wouldn't you agree? 

For White 's reaction 8 . 0-0 see Game 20 ,  for 8 .h4 see Game 2 1 .  
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D) Plan with the Exchange iLc8xiLfl - 6 . . .  b6 

This i s  an old strategic method to avoid the main lines. Among the 9 1  5 games 
played in this line, we find the names of some specialists on the French Defence, 
such as Botvinnik, Petrosian, Kortchnoi , Portisch, Short, Yusupov, Knaak, 
Moskalenko . . .  and recently Socko. 

This non-standard move has a sound positional idea : Black is intending to force 
the favourable exchange of light-squared bishops by 7 . . . iLa6 .  However, this plan is 
rather slow and it gives White several additional tempi for his development. 

White can choose between two main plans : £'2-f4, strengthening his centre with 
a . concrete pawn wall' , or, alternatively, the knight manoeuvre 7 .  tLlh3 , preparing an 
attack with his pieces. The two resources can also be combined. 

The most dangerous set-up for Black is the one that prepares an attack with 
pieces: tLle2/tLlh3 -tLlf4-'ifg4. After a crisis was experienced in this uncomfortable 
(for Black) set-up, many grandmasters abandoned the 6 . . .  b6 variation. 

I have made a deep investigation of this favourite scheme, trying to reanimate it. 
I even delved into Mikhail Botvinnik's fundamental key ideas ! See Games 22 -2 3 .  

E) A Pawn Wedge - 5 .f4 

White makes solid preparations , creating a great chain of central pawns. This line has 
been very popular since the 1 960s (now there are already 5000  games in MegaBase 
with it) . So, we must study the best chances against (and with) the white wall. 
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After S . . .  cS ! White can play in classical style, without c2-c3 , trying to occupy the 
d4-square with his knights : 6 .ttJgf3 . See the comments to Game 24 and Part Three 
(Classical System) Chapter 5 ,  by transposition. 

However, the most appropriate move in this line is 6 .c3 ! ? ,  strengthening the 
centre with another pawn. Now Black must reveal his plans and resources : 

1 )  Black can revert to the plan with the exchange .icSxiH1 by playing 6 . . .  b6  (see 
examples in Game 24) . 

2) The forgotten (but still legendary) 'Nimzo-Botvinnik-Kortchnoi-Petrosian' 
method is 6 . . .  ttJc6 7 .ttJdf3 c4 (Game 24) . 

3 )  Another blockading line, creative and flexible, is 7 . . .  cxd4 S . cxd4 as ! ? , follow­
ing old (yet again fresh) paths. Or else S . .  .fs (Game 25 ) . 

4) Combining counterattacks with pieces ( 7  . .  .'ti'aS or 7 I s  . .  .'ii'b6 ,  9 . . . �b4+) and 
breakthroughs ( . . .  f7 -f6 or . . .  g 7 -gS)  (Games 2 5  and 2 6) .  

5 )  An important resource is the preparation of a spectacular knight sacrifice in the 
centre : . . .  ttJxeS ! .  See the attacks led by grandmasters Uhlmann, Vaganian, Co­
mas, Moskalenko, etc. (Game 2 6) .  

6) Also, Black can combine several ideas and resources as ifhe were making a salad 
(Game 2 6) .  

7) For his part, White has a dangerous counter set-up against the plan with 
7 . . .  Vib6 , devised by the strong master Sakharov and grandmaster Isaac 
Boleslavsky and developed by the latter 's pupil Boris Spassky : 
g3 -�f2-�g2-h4-i.d3 and a3 -b4, dominating the board (Game 2 6) .  
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Beyond Tarrasch - Garnes 
When analysing lvanchuk's games, I no­
ticed a little detail : sometimes he is un­
comfortable when his opponents coun­
terattack! In certain cases he prefers to 
play safer, technical lines, trying to ex­
ploit a minimal advantage. This knowl­
edge was the key to my preparation and 
my strategy during this important game 
(we had both won our three previous 
games in this short tournament) . 

GAME 1 6  

D Vasily Ivanchuk 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Barcelona 2005  (4) 

1 .d4 e61? 2.e4 
Played immediately. 
2 ... d5 3.ttJd2 ttJf61? 
Played genuinely! 
4.e5 ttJfd7 5.c3 c5 6.i.d3 ttJc6 7.ttJe2 

This is the most natural development. 
The other knight will go to f3 . 

7 ... cxd41? 

Historically, Black is forced to exchange 
the central pawns before playing 
. . .  f7 -f6 .  
A) Theory has always condemned 

7 . . .  f6 . Psakhis : 'This once popular move 
can today only be encountered in the 
fIrst rounds of open tournaments.' 
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However, we will continue our analysis , 
testing the dogmas : 8 .ttJf4 (the advan­
tage of 7 . .  .f6 is clear in the variation 
8 . exf6 'ifxf6 ! ?  (preparing . . .  e6-eS) 
9 .4Jf3 .td6 1 0 . 0-0 O-O+t;  the presence 
of the pawns on c3 and cS favours 
Black) 8 . . .  'iYe7 .  

This is the only defence. 9 .ttJf3 ! ?  (if 
9 .'ifhS + 'iff7+t Black looks OK in all 
variations , for example :  1 0 .�g6?  hxg6 
1 1 .Vi'xh8 fxeS =F) 9 . . .  cxd4 ! (a worse 
option is 9 . .  .fxeS ? !  1 0 .dxeS ! ttJdxeS 
1 1 . 4JxeS 4JxeS 1 2 . 'ifhS + 4Jf7 
1 3  .£t.xh7 ! Vi' gS  1 4 . 'iYxgS ttJxgS 
1 5  .�c2 4Jf7 1 6 . 4Jg6 with a solid ad­
vantage for White, Motwani-De Jager, 
Netherlands tt 1 99 6) 1 0 . cxd4 (or 
1 0 . exf6 'iYxf6 ! l 1 . cxd4 �b4+ ! 
1 2 .'.t.,fl D 0-0 1 3 .�e3 .td6 1 4.ttJhS 
'ife7t  Bernard-Szymczak, Porabka tt 
1 9 8 6) 1 0  . . .  fxeS  l 1 . dxeS ttJdxeS 
1 2 .4JxeS 4JxeS 1 3  .'fIhS + 4Jf7 1 4.0 -0  
(now 1 4.�xh7 ? does not work in view 
of 1 4  . . .  'iWb4+ ! I S .�d2 'fIxb2=F)  
14  . . .  g6 I S .'ife2 �g7 !  1 6 .�bS+  �f8 
1 7  .�e3 gg,  Danin-Kosyrev, Minsk 2006 .  
In return for his pawn, White has an 
edge thanks to his better development 
and the good positions of his pieces. 
However, things are not clear yet; 

B) I have tested 7 . . .  'iYb6 in several 
games , trying to exchange the queens : 
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8 .tLlf3 cxM 9 .cxd4 �b4+ 1 0 .�d2 (in 
the AVRO tournament of 1 93 8 ,  Alekhine 
defeated Capablanca with 1 0 . �f1 ! ? , but 
1 0  . .  .f6 ! instead of Capablanca's 1 0  . . .  �e7 
leads to a complicated position after 
l 1 .tLlf4 g6 ! ?N 1 2 .tLlxe6 fxe600 - analy­
sis) 1 0  . . .  hd2+ 1 1 .'ifxd2 'ifb4. 

In the ensuing endgame Black is 
slightly passive, but he has no weak­
nesses , for instance : 

B l )  1 2 .I:tc 1  'iixd2+ 1 3 .'Jilxd2 tLlb6 
1 4.b3 i.d7 I S .tLlf4 O-O ! ?  1 6 .h4 f6� 
Korneev-Moskalenko, Sants 1 999 ;  
B2 )  1 2 .a3 'iYxd2 + 1 3 .c;i;xd2 tLlb6 

1 4 .b3 i.d7 I S  . .l:.ac 1 f6� Narciso 
Dublan-Moskalenko, Catalunya tt 2 004. 
8.cxd4 fS 

9.exfS 
The immediate attack 9 .tt:lf4 will be 
analysed later, in Games 1 8 and 1 9 .  
9 . f4? !  does not work: 9 . . .  fxeS !  1 0 .dxeS 
and now, both 1 0  . . .  'iVb6 t  and 
1 O . . .  tLlcS + favour Black. 

pit & WEAPON: 9 . .  .fxe5 l O.fxe5 ? 
tt:lxd4! 11 .tt:lxd4 'iYh4+± .  

9 ... ttJxfS 1 0.ttJf3 .idS 1 1 .0-0 
We have reached the key position of the 
main line 3 .tLld2 tLlf6 .  Black has several 
options available. 

1 1  ... 0-011 

This natural move allows the strategic 
exchange of the dark-squared bishops. 
1 1  . . .  'ifc7 is more ambitious , control­
ling the b8-h2 diagonal. See Game 1 7 . 
1 2.�f4 

According to theory, White has a slight 
advantage in this line, but I think that 
Black has enough resources to equa­
lise. 
1 2  ... i.xf4 

Here are some different ideas : 
A) My favourite line in order to com­

plicate is 1 2  . . .  tLlhS ! ? (see also Game 
1 7) 1 3 .i.xd6 'iVxd6 
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With the idea of the thematic sacrifice 
. . .  .l:.xttJf3 ! ?  
A I )  1 4 .ttJg3 ttJf4 1 5 .�c2 a6 1 6 .l::te l  

.td7 1 7 .l:.c l g 6  I S .a3 .!::!.aeS 1 9 .'iYd2 
ttJh3 + 2 0 .�h l  J::!.xf3 ! ?  2 1 .gxf3 .l:tfS 
2 2 .i¥h6? e5 ! 2 3 .ttJh5 J::!.f7 24 .dxe5 
ttJxe5 -+ Kobalia-Moskalenko, play­
chess. com 2005 ; 

A2) 1 4 .'iYd2 �d7 ! ?  (also 1 4  . . .  a6 
1 5 Jhcl  l::I.xf3 ! ?  1 6 .gxf3 Ad7 1 7  .... g5 · 
g6  I S .�h l  .l:.fS 1 9 .1:;[g l ? ! ttJf4� 
20 .'iYg3 'iYbs 2 1 .l:rgd l .l:.f6 22 .h4? !  
ttJxb4 2 3 .1:.b l ? ? .ta4 ! -+ Garrido 
Dominguez-Moskalenko, Roquetas Mar 
2 0 0 6) 1 5 .l::I.ad l ( 1 5  .... e3 ttJf4 ! ?) 
1 5  . . .  l:I.xf3 ! ?  ( 1 5  . . .  J::!.ae8) 1 6 .gxf3 1:[f8 
1 7 .'ife3 e5 l S .dxe5 ttJxe5 1 9 .f4 ttJxd3 
2 0  .... xd3 ttJxf4 2 1 .ttJxf4 .!:.xf4GG 
Wolff-Moskalenko, Wijk aan Zee B 1 992 .  

B) A curious continuation i s  
1 2  . . .  �h8 1 3 .'iYd2 ttJxd4 ! ?  1 4.ttJexd4 
ttJe4 1 5 .he4 .txf4 1 6 .'iYd3 dxe4 
( 1 6  . . .  e5 ! ?  1 7 .�xh7 exd400) 1 7 .'ifxe4 
'iff6 I S  . l::i.ae 1 l::i.b S  1 9 . b3 �eS 
2 0 .ttJe5 ;1; A.Sokolov-Lautier, Clermont­
Ferrand 1 9 89 .  
1 3.ttJxf4 ttJe4 
Another key position. 

1 4.'i¥c1 
The most important alternatives are : 

A) 1 4 .ttJh5 g6 ( 1 4  . . .  'ifb6 ! ?) 1 5 .ttJg3 
ttJxg3 1 6 .hxg3 'iYb6 1 7 .'iYa4 a6 ! =  
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1 8 .l:.ab l  �d7 1 9  . .te2 ttJe5 ( 1 9  . . .  e5 ! ?  
2 0 .dxe5 ttJxe5 2 1 .'iYd l ttJxf3 + 
2 2  . .txf3 d4=) 2 0 .'ifd l ttJxf3 + 2 1 .gxf3 
l::IacS 2 2  .... d2 Ab5 2 3 .l::tbc l ( 23 .'ifb4 
l:rc6 ! ?=F) 23 . . .  �xe2 1/2- 1/2 Rios Parra­
Moskalenko, Catalunya tt 2 002 ;  

B) If 1 4 . ttJe  2 ! ? Black can continue : 
B l )  1 4  . . .  Ad7 ! ?  with quiet play, for 

example : 1 5 .�xe4 dxe4 1 6 .ttJd2 'ifh4 
1 7 .'ifb3 (if 1 7  .... c2 ttJb4! I S .'iYxe4 
'ifxe4 1 9 .ttJxe4 �b5 �  20 .ttJ4c3 he2 
2 1 .  ttJxe 2 J::!.ac8 = ) 1 7 . . .  ':'ad8 ! ?  and the 
game is balanced , for instance : 
1 8  .... xb7 �eS 1 9 .ttJc4 'iYf6�;  
B 2 ) The typical sacrifice 14  . . .  '!::!'xf3 ! ? 

is more popular, but also more compli­
cated: 1 5 .gxf3 ttJg5 . 

In general, White must be slightly 
better, but there are plenty of complica­
tions : 1 6 .�h l ! ?  ( 1 6 .f4 ttJh3 + 1 7 .cJ,(h l 
'iYh4�) 1 6  . . .  e5 ( 1 6  . . .  ttJxf3 1 7 .Axh7 + 
cJ,(hS I S .1IId3 1IIf6 1 9 .'ifg6;1;)  
1 7  .... b3 ! ?  ( 1 7 .dxe5 ttJxe5 1 8 .ttJd4 
1IIf600) 1 7  . . .  cJ,(hS I S .�b5 ! ?  
( I S  . .tc2 ! ?) 1 8  . . .  �f5 ! ?� .  
C) Or 1 4.g3 "'f6 ! ?  1 5 .h4 h 6  1 6 .ttJe5 

ttJxd4 1 7 .ttJg4 ( I 7 .ttJfg6 l:[d8 I S  .... g4 
ttJc6�) 1 7  . . .  'ifd8 I S .he4 ( 1 8 .l::[e 1  
ttJf600) 1 8  . . .  dxe4 1 9 . ttJxh6+ ! ?  with lots 
of checks and a probable draw:  
1 9  . . .  gxh6 (if 19  . . .  c;fo1h7 ! ?  2 0 .'iVh5 'iYe8 
2 1 .'iVxe8 ! ?;1;) 2 0  .... g4+ c;fo1h7 (20 . . .  c;fo1f7 
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2 1 .'ifhS + !  'li;e 7 ?  2 2 .tDg6 + ! -+ ;  
2 0  . . .  'iiih8 ! ?  with the idea 2 1 .tDg6+ 'li;g7 
2 2 .  tDxfS + �xf8 23 . 'ifxe4 'if dS ! ?+:t) 
2 1 .Vig6+ �h8 2 2 .'ifxh6 +  'iiig8  
2 3 .'ifg6+ 'iiih8 24 .Vixe4 l:txf4 ! ?  
( 2 4  . . .  eS ! ?  2 S .tDg6+ �g8 2 6 .tDxf8 
'ifxf8OO) 2 S . gxf4 tDfS ?  (better is 
2 S  . .  :i!fdS ! 26 .f3 tDfS+:t;  but worse is 
2 S  . . .  tDc6 2 6 .Vig6 'ifg8 2 7 .'ifxg8+ 
'iiixg8 28  J:tad 1 t )  2 6  . .l:lfd l  with a win­
ning initiative, Szczepkowska-Khudaver­
dieva, Chisinau Ech-W 2005 .  
1 4  ... ttJgSI 
In the event of 1 4  . .  :il'f6 I S .tDe2 eS 
1 6 . dxeS tDxeS 1 7 .ttJxeS VixeS 
1 8 . 'if e3 ! ?;;!;; White maintains slight 
pressure. 
1 S.ttJxgS Vixgs 

1 6.ttJe2 
The tactical attempt 1 6 .ilxh7 + 'li;xh7 
1 7 .  tDxe 6 'if fs 1 8 . tDxf8 + Vi xf8 
1 9 .'ifgS 'iYfS 20 .'iYxfS + LfS gives 
equal chances , l/Z_ l/Z Barkhagen-Glei­
zerov, Stockholm 2002/03 . 
1 6  .. :iVxc1 1 7.l:taxc1 a61  
After this important prophylactic move 
Black equalises without trouble. The 
standard (and theoretical) 1 7  . . .  ild7 al­
lows 1 8 .�b5 !;;!;; and after the LtD ex­
change Black would be very passive. 
1 8  . .l:.fd 1 
Other important games do not change 
the evaluation of the position : 

A) 1 8 .a3 �d7 1 9 .f4 �ac8 20 .g3  tDa7 
( 20  . . .  tDaS ! ?+:t) 2 1 .l::rxc8 ! ?  (2 1 .�f2 
i.bS =) 2 1 . . . krxc8 2 2  . .J::[c 1  .l:.xc l + 
2 3 .tDxc 1 i.bS 24.'iiif2. hd3 2 S .tDxd3 
b6 !=  Korneev-Moskalenko, Salou 2000 ;  
B )  1 8  . .l:.fe l  ..td7 1 9 .f3 1::lac8 2 0 .�b 1  

tDa7  2 1 J �cd 1 tDbS 2 2 . �f2 l:rc7  
B .tDc 1 krfc8=  Tiviakov-Rahal , 
Sanxenxo tt 2 004; 

C) 1 8 . �c3 .ltd 7 1 9 . 1:ib3 .:lab 8 
20  . .!:!.b6 h6 2 1 .l:tc l  'iiif7 2 2 .l:f.c3 �e7 
23 . .l:t.cb3 tDaS 24 . .!:!c3 tDc6= Can­
M.Gurevich, Istanbul ch-TUR 2006 .  
1 8  ... �d7 1 9.f3 .:lac8 20.�f2 ttJa7 
21 . .ilc2 l:Ic6= 

As in many other examples , the simpli­
fication along the c-file leads to a draw. 
22.�e3 l:i.fc8 23.�d2 l:i.c4 24.�b1 
l1xc1 2S . .l:.xc1 l:txc1 26.'iit>xc1 h6 
27.'itd2 'itf7 28.'iit>e3 'itf6 29.g3 ttJc8 
30.ttJf4 .ile8 31 . .ild3 ttJd6 32.b3 1/2-112 

After this game and our post-mortem, 
Ivanchuk more often chose 3 .  tDc3 ! ?  

Summary of 1 1 . . . 0 - 0 :  Black's game is 
very solid, leading to a probable draw. 
The problem is that he is too passive to 
improve on this result. 
To test the 'dogmas' ,  it is very interesting 
to analyse almost forgotten possibilities 
such as 7 . .  .f6 ! ? , 1 2  . . .  tDhS , 1 7  . . .  a6 !  and 
many other lines after 1 1 . . . 0-0 ! ?  
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In the line played in the following 
game, Black changes his 1 1 th move, ac­
tivating his queen and trying to compli­
cate. In these lines the thematic sacrifice 
. .  Jhtt::lf3 can be an important resource, 
both in the middlegame and after the 
exchange of queens. 

GAME 1 7  

o Sergey Fedorchuk 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Alushta 1 999  (3) 

1 .e4 eS 2.d4 d5 3.ttJd2 ttJfS 4.e5 ttJfd 7 
5.�d3 c5 S.c3 ttJcS 7.ttJe2 cxd4 
8.cxd4 fS 9.exfS ttJxfS 1 0.ttJf3 .idS 
1 1 .0-0 ... c71? 

The ideas behind this move are analysed 
in many books on the French Defence, 
and are easy to understand: Black con­
trols the b8-hZ diagonal, reinforces his 
eS point and temporarily avoids the ex­
change of the dark-squared bishops. 
Also the black queen is more active on 
the seventh rank and does not disturb 
the development of the queenside. 
However, these factors are not too no­
ticeable at this point , and White 
controls the situation. 
1 2  . .ig5 
With the popular manoeuvre 
.igS -h4-g3 ,  White continues the fight 

7 0  

for the hZ-b8 diagonal. The main alter­
natives are : 
A) l Z .tt::lc3 (I think that this manoeu­

vre is too hasty. since the knight is more 
effective on eZ than on this square) 
1 2  . . .  a6 1 3  . .igS 0 -0  1 4 .�h4 tt::lhS ! ?  
( I 4  . . .  g 6  I S  . .!::i.c l  tt::lhS 1 6 .tt::la4 .id7 
1 7 .tt::leS l:If4 ! ? 1 8  . .igS lhd4 1 9 .tt::lxd7 
�Z+ Z O .�h l  .if4 Z l .tt::lf6+0 tt::lxf6 
2 2  . .ixf6 eS+ Kuijf-Moskalenko, Wijk 
aan Zee B 1 992)  I S  . .:!.e l g6 1 6J:tc l 
.if4 ( 1 6  . .  .'ifg 7 ! ?  may be better) 
1 7  . .!:!.cZ 'ifg7 1 8 .�fI .id7 1 9 .tt::le2 ? !  
�d6 

Z O .a3 h6 !  Z I .tt::lg3  tt::lf4 2 2 .tt::leZ tt::lhS 
( 2 2  . . .  tt::lh3 + ! ? ) B . .tg3  tt::lxg3 
Z4 .tt::lxg3 1:.f4 (24 . .  Jhf3 ! )  Z S .tt::leZ 
.l:!.f7 Z 6 .'iVd3 llaf8 f and Black is clearly 
ahead , as in Kruppa-Moskalenko , 
Kharkov 1 9 84;  
B) 1 2 .g3 , intending .tf4, brings us 

back to Simplification : 1 2  . . .  0 -0  1 3  . .tf4 
.id7 ( 1 3  . . .  tt::lg4 ! ?  1 4 .l:ic l .ixf4 
I S .tt::lxf4 .!:.xf4 1 6 .gxf4 'iYxf4 1 7  . .ieZ 
tt::lf6 ! 1 8 .�h l  tt::le4 !�  Azarov-Berescu, 
Djakovo ZOOS ; 1 3  . . .  eS ? !  1 4.dxeS tt::lxeS 
I S .tt::lxeS .txeS 1 6 . lIc l ;;!;; ) 1 4  . .l:te l 
( I 4 .':'c l ! ?) 1 4  . . .  tt::lg4 I s .11c l .ixf4 
1 6 .tt::lxf4 .!:.xf4 1 7 .gxf4 'iVxf4 1 8  . .ifI 
( 1 8  . .tbS l:ifS 1 9  . .ixc6 .ixc6 Z 0 .h3 
tt::lf6t) 1 8  . . .  .l:tf8�.  
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Black's posItIOn is quite satisfactory. 
1 9  .�g2 e5 ? (a tactical mistake ; 
1 9  . . .  tLlh6 ! ?  2 0 .'ii'd2 'ii'xd2 2 1 .tLlxd2 
tLlf5 2 2 .tLlb3 tLlfxd4=i=) 20 .dxe5 tLlcxe5 
2 1  Jhe5 ! ±  Rozentalis-Moskalenko , 
Lvov 1 9 8 5 .  
1 2  ... 0-0 1 3.11c1 ttJh511 
An original and effective manoeuvre. 
Other possible move orders are : 

A) 1 3  . . .  a6 (preventing � /tLl/ �b5)  
1 4 .�h4 tLlh5 ( 1 4  . . .  g6 1 5 .�g3 tLlh5 
1 6 .�xd6 'ifxd6 1 7 .'ti'd2 .l::!.xf3 
( 1 7 . . .  tLlf4 ! ? ;  1 7  . . .  �d7 ! ?) 1 8 .gxf3 .id7 
1 9 .Vi'e3 l:lf8 20 .rJi>h l 00  Kolev-Moska­
lenko, Castellar 1 999)  1 5 .Vi'c2 h6 
1 6  . .ih7 + rJi>h8 1 7  . .ig6 tLlf4 
( 1 7 . .  ..!hf3 ! ?  1 8 .gxf3 �xh2 + 1 9 .<;t>h l 
tLlf4 20 .tLlg3 Vi'd700) 1 8 .tLlxf4 �xf4 
1 9 .�g3 ( 1 9 .l:!cd l �d7=) 1 9  . .  .'�i'e7 
20 . .l:!cd l �d7 2 1 ..l:lfe l  'fi'b4 2 2..� xf4 
l:!xf4 2 3 .'iVd2 'iVxd2 H.l:f.xd2= Alsina 
Leal-Moskalenko, Barcelona 2 004; 

B) 1 3  . . .  �d7 ? !  This development is a 
little slow. 1 4 .tLlg3 ( 1 4:�'c2 h6=;  
1 4 .�h4 h6 1 5  . .ig3;;!;) 1 4  . . .  h6 
( 1 4  . . .  �f4 1 5 .�xf4 'iVxf4 1 6 Jle l a6) 
1 5 .�d2 'ifb6 ! ?  1 6  . .tc3 .tf4 
( 1 6  . . .  tLlb4=) 1 7 .l::tc2 tLlb4 1 8 .�xb4 
'iVxb4 1 9  .tLle5 �xe5 ? (� 1 9  . . .  �e8 ! ?  
2 0 .l:te l 'ii'b6=) 20 .dxe5 tLlg4? 2 1 .l:!.e2 
'iYf4 2 2 .'ii' c l ! ±  Korneev-Moskalenko, 
Moscow 1 99 5 ;  

C) Another popular line i s  1 3  . . .  tLlg4 ! ?  
1 4.tLlg3 ( 1 4.h3 l::txf3 1 5 .hxg4 l::tf7 �) 
1 4  . . .  'ti'b6 !  � 1 5. tLlh4 tLlf6 1 6 . tLlh5 tLle4 
1 7 .i.xe4 dxe4 1 8 .�6? ( 1 8 .'fi'g4 e5 
1 9 .'ifg3 tLlxd4 2 0 J He l  lifT +) 
1 8  . . .  gxh6 1 9 .'iV g4+ rJi>f7 =F Jobava­
Larino Nieto, Torrelavega tt 2 0 0 7 .  
1 4.�h4 

1 4  ... g611 
In my opinion, this move is quite use­
ful :  it defends the b I -h7 diagonal and 
prepares a queen's fianchetto with 
. . .  'ifg7 ,  attacking the pawn on d4. It 
also allows the manoeuvre . . .  tLlg7 -f5 . 
The immediate sacrifice is interesting : 
1 4  . . .  l:txf3 ! ?  1 5 .gxf3 �xh2 + 1 6 .<;t>h l 
.td6�. 
1 5.'iVd2N a6 
1 5  . .  :�i'g7 1 6 .�bS ! ? ; maybe less clear is 
1 6 .�g5 ? !  l::!.xf3 1 7 . gxf3 tLlxd4 
1 8 .tLlxd4 'ifxd4�; 
1 5 . .  Jhf3 ! ? deserves closer analysis : 
1 6 .gxf3 �xh2 + 1 7  .<;t>h l  �d6 , with the 
possible tactical line 1 8 .l::rg l ? ! (� 
1 8 .�g5 00) 1 8  . . .  'iVf7 ! 1 9  . .txg6?  (� 
1 9 .'ti'e3 �d7=i=) 1 9  . . .  hxg6 2 0 .'�'h6 
�xf3 + 2 1 .l::rg2 �e4 with advantage 
for Black. 
1 6.'iVe3 �d7 1 7.�g5 .!::!.ae8 1 8.�h6 
l:tf6 1 9.Wh 1 'iib8 

Black's queen acts as a submarine, pre­
venting tLle5 . 

7 1  
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20.i..c21? ttJg7 
20 . . .  eS 2 1 .�b3°o.  
21 .'ifd2 1:[efS 22.ttJeg1 i..f4 
Unexpectedly, Black offers to simplify, 
in order to profit from the passivity of 
the remaining white pieces. 
Another possibility was 2 2 . . .  bS ! ?  with 
the idea of . . .  Vib6 (pressing on d4) , 
. . .  �b8 and . . .  �c7-+ .  
23.i..xf4 'ifxf41? 24.'ifxf4 
24.�e3 gS ! .  
24 ... laxf4 
After the exchange of queens , the pawn 
on d4 is weaker than the one on e6 .  
25.ttJe2 J::r4f7 26 . .!:!.fe1 ttJeS! 27.'Jo>g 1 
ttJd6=l= 2S.l:.ed 1 
At this point my opponent was already 
rather short of time. 
2S ... �g7 29.i..a4 b5 30 . .ic2 h6 
31 . .I::1f1 g5 3Vug3? Ilxf31 
The most desired moment for a French 
Defence player ! 

33.gxf3 ttJc4 
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33  . . .  ttJxd4! was better, when the white 
pawns begin falling like ripe fruit. 
34.ttJe2 ttJxb2 35.�g2 tUc4 

� 3 S  . . .  �e8 . 
36 . .!:!.cd 1 
3 6 .h4! ?  
36 ... i..eSI 37.ttJg3 h51  
The army of black pawns decides the 
game. 
3S . .!:!.fe1 h4 39.ttJe2 i..h5 40.ttJg 1  llf6 
41 . .ib1 �f7 42.i..c2 nf4 43 . .id3 
ttJxd4 44.i..xc4 bxc4-+ 

White 's position is hopeless. 
45 . .!le3 g41 46.fxg4 .I::1xg4+ 47.'it>h3 
.!:!f4 4SJU1 ttJf31? 49.ttJxf3 i..xf3 
50.1:[a3 d4 51 .llxa6 d3 52.':a7+ �f6 
53 . .I::1d7 .id5 54.a4 c3 55 . .I::1c7 .I::1c4 0-1 

Summary of 1 1 . . .'fi'c7 : This move is 
more aggressive than 1 1  . . .  0-0 ,  and it can 
be used to change Black's way of playing 
the opening. White should try to sim­
plify with g2-g3 and �f4, but this does 
not guarantee him any advantage. 

GAME 1 8  

o Ni Hua 
. Wang Hao 
Singapore 2.006  (5) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.tUd2 tUf6 4.e5 tUfd7 
5 . .id3 c5 6.c3 ttJc6 7.ttJe2 cxd4 
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8.cxd4 fS 9.ttJf4 

With this knight jump, with contempt 
for death, White wants to launch a di­
rect attack with the threat of 1 o .  'iVhS + . 
In these original lines the black king 
moves forwards and backwards. 
9 ... tiJxd4 
The main response. Black is not afraid 
of entering the complications. 

A) 9 . .  .fxe5 ! ?  is a fresh idea : 1 0 .lLlxe6 
(White has nothing after 1 0 . �h5 + 
rtJe7 1 l .lLlg6+ ?  hxg6 1 2 .'iVxhB e4+ 
Schuster-Wehner, playchess.com INT 
2 004) 1 0  . . .  'iVb6 

1 l .�h5 + ( 1 l . 0 -0 ! ?) 1 1 . . .�e7 ! 
1 2 .lLlxfB (if 1 2 .lLlgS lLlf6 !  1 3 .1!ff7+ 
�dB and the black king is in great 
shape) 1 2  . . .  �xfB 1 3 . dxe5 lLldxe5 ! 
( 1 3  . . .  lLlcxe5 ? is a worse option, 
Sengupta-Owczarzak, Legnica 2 0 0 6 ,  
1 4.�e2 ! ?;j;;) 1 4.i.e2 ? (�  1 4. 0-0 ..tg4 

l S .'ifgS h6 ! ?  1 6 .'iVf4+ �gB�) 
14  . . .  ££.g4! l S .££.xg4 ttJd3 + 1 6 .�d1  
lLlxf2 + 1 7 .rtJe2 .l:leB + I B .�f1 
(Vysochin-Owczarzak, Warsaw rapid 
2007) , and now I B  . . .  �eS ! was winning; 
B) 9 . . .  'ife7 is an old line, which basi­

cally leads to Game 1 6 , see the analysis 
of 7 . .  .f6 there. For example : 1 0 .lLlf3 
fxeS 1 1 .dxe5 lLldxeS 1 2 .lLlxeS ttJxeS 
1 3 .'iVhS + lLlf7 1 4. 0-0 g6 I S .1!fe2 
�g7 ! ?  1 6 .££.bS+ �f8 1 7 .�e3 gg.  
1 0.�h5+ �e7 

1 1 .exfS+! 
I l .ttJg6+? !  hxg6 1 2 .exf6+ is a favour­
able transposition for Black: 1 2 . .  5,ii'xf6 ! 
1 3 .'iWxhB rtJf7+ ,  and the white queen 
must lose more time to get back into 
play. 
1 1  ... ttJxfS 1 2.ttJgS+ hxgS 1 3.'iWxh8 �f7! 
Now that the pOSition has stabilised, the 
play becomes calmer. 
1 3  . . .  eS ? !  would appear to be weak : 
1 4  . ..txg6 ( 1 4.lLlf3 transposes into the 
main line) 1 4  . . .  'iWaS l S . 0-0 ! lLle2+ 
1 6 .�h 1  lLlxc 1 1 7 .lLlf3 ± with the ini­
tiative for White. 
1 4.�h4 

Alternatives : 
A) The follOwing was a model game 

for Black : 1 4 . 0-0 eS I s .lLlb3 lLlxb3 
1 6 . axb3 i.fs ( 1 6  . . .  e4 ! ? 1 7  .�e2 
'ti'c7�) 1 7 .�xfS gxfS I B .i.gS i.cS ! 
with play typical of the 9 .  lLlf4 variation : 
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1 9 .'iVh3 ! ?  �d7 20 .b4 (20 . .I:I.ad l ttJe4! 
2 1 .�e3 d4+ Bednarski-Kosten, Lille 
1 9 8 5 )  2 0  . . .  �b6 2 1 .�xf6 ! ?  c;;t>xf6 
22 .l:r.a3 g6 2 3 .�h4+ c;;t>e6 ! H.g4 f4 
(H . .  .'iYe7 ! ?) 2 5 J:le l iVg7 2 6 .'iVh3 e4! 
2 7 .g5+ c;;t>d6 2 8 .'iVg4 .I:I.f8+ 29 . .I:I.c3 
�d7 ! ?  3 0 .'�·xd7+ c;;t>xd7+ 3 1 ..t!.h3 c;;t>e6 
3 2. .Uh7 l:.c8 33 . .t!.g7 .t!.c2 34 .1::[£1 c;;t>f5 
3 5 .h4 f3 3 6 JH7+ �g4 3 7  . .t!.f6 'it>h5 
3 8  . .l:I.d6 .l:.d2 39 .b3 �d4 40.b5 �c5 
4 1 .l:re6 �b6 42 .b4 .t!.e2 43 .c;;t>h2 c;;t>xh4 
0- 1 Kengis-Moskalenko, Lvov 1 984; 
B) 1 4 .f4? !  is met by the strong 

1 4  . . .  ttJh5 ! and now: 

__ WEAPON: 1S .0-0 ? ?  ttJe2+ 
1 6 . c;;t>h1 Wih4 0-1 Murillo­

Minero Pineda, Costa Rica ch play-off1997. 
B l )  1 5 . g 3 ? e5 ! t  1 6 . fxe5 ttJf3 + 

1 7 . c;;t>d 1 ttJxe5 1 8  .�e2 ttJf6 1 9  . .t!.£1 
�f5 2 0 .ttJb3 d4-+ Majdan-Arutyu­
nova, Heraklion jr 2 002 ;  
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B2) 1 5 .'iVh7 �h4+ 1 6 . g3  'iVg4t 
1 7  . 0-0 �d7 ! and White is lost because 
of the threat of 1 8  . . .  ttJxg3 ! ,  Barbitsky­
L.Smirnov, St Petersburg 2000 .  
1 4  ... eS 1 S.ttJf3 ttJxf3+ 
An automatic move. Analysis of the la­
tent resource 1 5  . . .  e4! ? can be found in 
Game 1 9 . 
1 6.gxf3 .tfS 1 7  . .txfS gxfS 1 8.�gS! 

The only chance of attacking the black 
fortress. The position is quite balanced. 
1 8  ... �aS+!? 

An evergreen check. 
The alternative is 1 8  . . .  �c5 1 9 . 0-0-0 d4 
( 1 9  . .  .'�'b6 ! ?  2 0 .�xf6 �xf2 2 1 .iVa4 
gxf6oo) 2 0 .iVh3 Wid7 ( 2 0  . . .  g 6 ! ?) 
2 1 .�xf6 c;;t>xf6 ? (� 2 1 . . . gxf6 !  2 2 .f4 e4 
2 3 .Wib 3 +  'it>e7 2 4  . .t!.hg l c;;t>d6 ! �) 
2 2  . .l:.hg l t and White 's heavy pieces 
guarantee him the initiative, Yandemi­
rov-Moskalenko, Kemerovo 1 9 8 5 .  
1 9.<oftf1 g6!? 

Taking advantage of tactical motifs, 
Black prepares . . .  ttJh5 or . . .  �g7 and 
. .  ..!::lh8 .  This is probably not the only 
possible plan. 
20.�xf6 
More testing was 2 0 .�h8 ! ?  Wia6+ 
2 1 .�g2 J:te8  2 2..l::!.ac 1 �e7 2 3 .'�·h6 
iVd6 H.l:rhd l d4 2 5 .�xf6 �xf6= 
2 6 .�e3 .!:!.e7 2 7 .�b3 + 'iVe6 2 8  . .t!.c4 
(Yandemirov-Iliushin, Ishevsk 2005 )  
and now, for instance, 2 8  . . .  e4! ?� .  
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20 .. :iVaS+ 21 .cJtg2 'iVxfS 22:ifa41 
White must keep the queens on the 
board. 2 2 .'ifxf6+? !  is worse :  2 2  . . .  cJtxf6 
2 3 Jbc l �d6� .  

A desirable endgame for Black. 
24 Jihd l  <it>e6 2 S .'u'c3 l:td8 26 .l:.dc l d4 
2 7 Jk 8  l:.d7 2 8  . .I:I.g8 cJtf6 29 .<.itf1 d3 
3 0 .l::rd l  �cS ( 30  . . .  �c7 ! ?) 3 1 .l::rc8 b6 
3 2 .a3 e4 3 3 .b4 iJ..e7 34 .l:.c4 <.iteS 
3 S .fxe4 fxe4 3 6 .l:.e l l::rd4 3 7 Jhd4??T 
(� 3 7 . I:rc7  .tgS 3 8 Jha7  l::rc4GG) 
3 7  . . .  <.itxd4-+ Salgado-Moskalenko , 
Catalunya tt 2000 .  
22 ... 'fi'cSI 23:it'b3 �hS 
This complicates matters. 23 . . .  �cS ! ?  
was safer, for example : 2 4  . .!:!.ac l b6=,  
holding off the white rooks. 
24J:!:ad1 l::ldS 25Jld31? �fS I 2S.l:tc3 
'iVd7 27:it'c2 d4� 

Black's central pawns are his main re­
source in the variation with 9. tLlf4. 

2S.l:tc7 'fi'd5 29.lld1 �f4 30J:tcS 
l:txcS 31 .'i'ixc8 <;t>g7 32:it'c7+ �hS 
33.'fVbS �g7 34.'ifxa7 d3 35:it'bS d 2  
Now Black's position i s  solid. 
3S:ifc7+ cJthS 37.b3 b5 3S:it'c3 g5 
39.h3 g4 40.hxg4 fxg4 41 .a4?? 
The only serious mistake in this game 
happens to be decisive. 4 1 . b4! was nec­
essary to keep the balance : 4 1 . . .<.itgS 
42 .'iVb3 = .  
4 1  ... b41-+ 
The white queen loses control over f3 .  
42.'ifc2 gxf3+ 43.�h3 e4 0-1 

After enjoying this great duel between 
two Chinese players , we will check an­
other key idea for Black in the Salto 
Mortale variation with 9 .tLlf4 :  a sur­
prising defence arising on move 1 S .  

GAME 1 9  

D Thomas Luther 
• Carlos Matamoros Franco 
Cienfuegos 1 9 9 7  (4) 

1 .e4 eS 2.d4 d5 3.liJd2 liJfS 4.e5 liJfd7 
5 . .iid3 c5 S.c3 ttJcS 7.liJe2 cxd4 
S.cxd4 fS 9.liJf4 ttJxd4 1 0:ifh5+ cJte7 
1 1 .ttJgS+?1 

White is not very inspired. I l . exf6+ !  
should be  played first. See Game 1 8 . 
1 1  ... hxgS 1 2.exfS+ ttJxfS 

7S  



P a r t  Two - Tarrasch  Vari a t i o n :  3 . ttJ d2 

Returning to the common paths. Ad­
vancing with the king is the best way to 
take advantage of White 's error : 
1 2  . .  .'Jo1xf6 ! ?  1 3 .1IfxhS �f7� ,  or else 
capturing with the pawn: 1 2  . . .  gxf6 ! ?  
1 3 .�xhS ttJeS t .  
1 3.'iVxh8 Wf7 1 4.'iVh41? e5 1 5.tLlf3 

e41? 

Certainly a creative idea. Its resources 
are based on the many intermediate 
checks in the position. Still , this move 
has not been played too often in 
practice. 
1 6.ttJxd4 ..tb4+1 
A check in the style of the Fabulous Bu­
dapest Gambit ! 
1 7.�f1 
Psakhis's recommendation for White is 
1 7 .�d2 ! ?  �xd2+ I S .�xd2 �aS + (an­
other intermediate check) 1 9 . �d 1 exd3 

and now, the best move is 20 .ttJb3 ! ?  (if 
2 0 .'iff4? 'fWb4+; or else 2 0 .f3 ? !  �d7 
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2 1 .�f2. .l:i.cS  2 2 .lae l ? l::tc4! 2 3 .'ife3 
'iVb4 0- 1 ,  And. Horvath-Bakk, Budapest 
1 99 7) 2 0  . .  .'ifc7 (20  . . .  'iVa6 ! ?) 2 1 .�c l 
Vi' eS 2 2  J:te 1 �g4+ !  ? (one more check. 
22 . .  .'tWxb2 is unclear : 2 3 .'ifd4 'ifxa2 
24J:tc7 + �d7 ! 2 S .'ifxd3 Anagnosto­
poulos-Emms, Southampton ch-GBR 
1 9 S6 ,  and now 2 S  . . .  �fS ! ?  is interest­
ing ,  with the idea 2 6 .l:hb7 �cS 
2 7 .'fJ.c7  �fS �) 2 3 . f3 ( 2 3 .'ifxg4 
'ifxe l + ! ) 23 . . .  ttJe4? (this is not good 
enough. The best idea was the tactic 
2 3  . . .  'ifxb2 ! 24J::t c 7 +  �gS 2 s Jiee7 
ttJeS 2 6 .'iVxg4 ttJxc7= ,  with a probable 
draw) 24 . fxg4? ( 24 .laxe4 !  'ifxe4 
2 S .'fJ.c7 + �gS 2 6 .'�'e7±) 24 .. .'iVxb2 
2S . .!:.xe4 dxe4 2 6 .'ife l ? ? ( 26 .�c7+  
'Ot>gS 2 7 .'ife 7 oo) 2 6  . . .  'ifxg2+  and 
Black has won too many pawns. Fergu­
son-C.Morris , England tt 2000/0 1 . 
1 7  ... exd3� 
We are on a very narrow path, where 
good analysis is still lacking. 

1 8.�g5 
I S .ttJf3 'ife7 1 9 .�e3 �fS 20 Jk l  laeS 
2 1 .�g l �g4? !  (� 2 1 . . .�gS ! ?  2 2 .h3 
b6 ! ?  with the idea 2 3 .'Ot>h2 ? !  �d6+t) 
2 2 .h3 °o And. Horvath-Dobcsanyi, Bu­
dapest 1 99 7 ;  I S .Vi'f4? !  Vi'b6 1 9 .ttJb3 
�d7 20 .�e3 1/2_ 1/2 Arzumanian-Cech, 
Brno 2004. Black has the initiative after 
2 0  . . .  'ifbS ! ?=i= .  
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1 8  ... �d7 
After this move the position is balanced. 
In the stem game with 1 5  . . .  e4 the con­
tinuation was 1 8  . .  .'iVb6 ! .  

This manoeuvre offers better chances of 
active counterplay: 1 9 .Lf6 ( 1 9 . ttJ b3 
ttJe4t) 1 9  . .  .'�!fxf6 2 0 .'ifxf6 +  gxf6 
2 1 .l:td l  b6�  0 - 1 Daberitz-Kosten , 
Avoine 1 9 8 5 .  The game could con­
tinue : 2 2 .a3 �c5 2 3 .ttJb5 �d7 ! with an 
excellent position for Black. 
1 9.93 �g8 20.cJtg2 'ifb6 21 . .txf6 

gxf6 22.�hd1 

22 ... g5 
Forcing the draw. 22 . .  .l::t e8 2 3 .lhd3 
�e4 24 .'iYh6 .l:[xd4 2 5 .'iVxg6+ �f8 
also leads to perpetual check. 
23.'iVh6 'ifxd4 24.'ilt'g6+ 
25.�xd3 'ilt'e5 26.'iWh6+ 
27.'iVg6+ cJtf8 28.'it'h6+ 
29.'it'g6+ 

�f8 
�g8 
�g8 

Summary of the 'Salto Mortale ' 9 .ttJf4 :  
I t  i s  obvious that White does not have 
enough resources to unleash a serious 
attack. After a forced sequence of 
moves, the resulting positions are bal­
anced, but the material is not. The ad­
vantage will be on the side of the player 
who has analysed these positions better 
and understands them more deeply. 
Key moments : Black can choose from 
three defences : 9 . . .  'ife7 .  In the main 
line, after 9 . . .  ttJxd4! 1 0 .'\i'h5 + We7 ,  
the move I l .ttJg6+? !  seems to b e  a 
mistake ( l l . exf6 + !  is better) , and 
1 5  . . .  e4 ! ?  is useful for its surprise value, 
but it probably leads to a forced draw, 
while 1 5  . . .  ttJxf3 is more flexible and 
offers many possibilities to both sides. 

GAME 20  

D Swayangsu Satyapragyan 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Andorra 2006  (9) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.lOd2 lOf6 4.e5 lOfd7 
5 . .td3 c5 6.c3 1Oc6 7.lOgf3 

Playing this way, White aims to block 
the centre with the follOwing plan : 0 -0 ,  
l:ie l ,  dxc5 and ttJb3 , a set-up that 
would guarantee a slight but solid posi­
tional advantage. 
7 ... g61? 
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In my opinion, this i s  the most effective 
answer. Black prepares the fianchetto 
. . .  �g 7 ,  . . .  0 - 0  and . . .  f7 -f6 ! with 
counterplay along the f-file and the 
long g 7 -a 1 diagonal. 
A) As usual, taking the central pawn 

straight away is dangerous : 7 . . .  'iVb6 
8 . 0-0 cxd4 9 .cxd4 lbxd4 1 0 .lbxd4 
'iVxd4 1 1 .lbf3 Vlib6 1 2 .'iVa4, with a last­
ing initiative for White. For instance : 
1 2  . . .  i.e7 ! ?  ( 1 2  . . .  'fi'b4 is more passive : 
1 3 .'iVc2 'iVcS ? !  1 4.Vlie2 �e7 ? !  I S .i.e3 
'iYaS 1 6J:rfc 1 t and Black does not have 
any counterplay, Nedev-Moskalenko, 
Barbera 2000) 1 3 .'ifg4! ? g6 1 4.�6 
lbcs I S .i.c2 ( I S .i.e3 hS ! 1 6 .'iVd4 
i.d7) I S  . . .  'it'xb2 ! 1 6 .�fc l  �d7 .  

analysis diagram 

The position is extremely sharp and 
complicated. 1 7 .a4 l:rc8 1 8  .J:.ab 1 'it' a2 
(or 1 8  . . .  fS ! ?) 1 9 .1bgS lba6 20 .i.d3 
':'xc 1 +  2 1 .l::txc 1 'iVb2 ?  (2 1 . . .ifa3 ! was 
better 2 2 .'ifd l lbcS =F) 2 2 .'iVf4 f6 
B .exf6 'fi'xf6 24.'iVg3 eS ! ?  2 S .�xa6 
bxa6 2 6 J:[e l  i.d6 2 7 .Vlid3 � Vajda­
Spiess, Balatonlelle 2 0 0 7 ;  

B) The most interesting alternative is 
to continue in the spirit of the French 
Defence with 7 . . .  f6 ! ?  and now: 

l '  WEAPON: The attacking move 
r"-' 8.lbgS? does not work: 8 . .  .fxgS 

9. 'it'hS+ g6 10.i.xg6+ hxg6 11 .  VIi xg6+ rJiJe7. 
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Black i s  ready to 
1 2 .lbe4 lbdxeS ! !  
1 4 . lbf6+ rj;c7 
1 6 .'ifxe8 i.g7-+ . 

play 1 2  . . .  lbdxeS ! :  
1 3 .�xg S +  rJiJd7 

I S . lbe8 + Vlixe8 

B l )  8 . 0 -0  is no better : 8 . . .  fxeS 
9 . lbxeS lbdxeS 1 0 . dxeS lbxeS 
1 1 .'iVhS +  lbf7 1 2  . .!:!.e l i.d6=F ;  
B2) 8 .exf6 lbxf6 (capturing with the 

queen is worse : 8 . .  .'ifxf6? !  9 . 0-0 �d6 
1 0  . .:!.e l ! t O - O ?  1 1 .�xh7 + !  rj;xh7 
1 2 Jhe6 !  �xh2 + 1 3 .rJiJxh2 'iYf4+ 
1 4. �g 1 ± Kasparov-Rodgaard, Torshavn 
simul 200 1 )  9 . 0-0 cxd4 1 0 .cxd4 �d6= .  

The knight on  d2 i s  slightly passive. 
I l .b3 ( l l. .l:te l 0-0 1 2 .a3 'iYb6� Gar­
cia Luque-De la Riva Aguado, Linares 
ch-ESP 1 99 3 ,  by transposition) 1 1 . . . 0-0 
1 2 .i.b2 'ifb6 1 3  . .l:r.c l i.d7 1 4.lbeS 
i.e8 I S .�b l ? ( l s . lbdf3 lbb4�;  
I s .lbxc6 .i.xc6 1 6 .'iYe2 l:!.ae8=)  
I S  . . .  �hS 1 6 .'fi'e l lbxd4 1 7 .�xd4 
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�xd4 1 8 .ttJef3 'ifb6+ 1/2_ 1/2 Lastin­
Kosyrev, Moscow 2006 ;  
C )  For 7 . . .  J..e7 ! ?  see Chapter 4, Game 2 7 .  

8.0-0 
White does not harass his opponent 
and continues in a natural way. The 
most aggressive reaction would be 
8 .h4 ! ? ,  a typical attacking plan against 
the fianchetto. See the next game. 
8 ... J..g7 9Jle1 
9 .b3 0-0 1 0 .J..b2 f6 ! would be an ideal 
set-up for Black. 

I l . exf6 'ifxf6 1 2 . c4? ( 1 2 . l:!.e l  
�f4 ! ?�) 1 2  . . .  cxd4 1 3 . cxdS exdS 
1 4 .J..bS 'ifd6 I S .�xc6 bxc6 1 6 .�xd4 
.ixd4 1 7 .ttJxd4 ttJeS 1 8 .'ife2 .ig4 
1 9 .f3 �d7 20 Jlfd l J::.ae8-+ with a 
winning initiative : 2 1 .'iYa6 'iVcs 
2 2 'ttJf1 �c8 2 3 .'ifa4 'iYb6 24.rJilh l .a:f4 
2 S .g3 llxf3 ! 2 6  . .t:!.d2 J..h3 0- 1 Vogt­
Bareev, Budapest 1 9 8 8 .  
9 ... 0-0 

From this point on, Black threatens 
. . . f7 -f6 . 
1 0.ttJf1 
A) In the event of 1 0 .'iVe2 , a possible 

answer is 1 0  . . .  f6 ! ?� I l .exf6 'ifxf6 
1 2 .�xe6+ ?  ( 1 2 .�bS ! ?  eS 1 3 .J..xc6 
'ifxc6 1 4.ttJxeS ttJxeS I S .dxeS b6 
1 6 .ttJb3 as 1 7  .a4 �a7gg with activity 
for the pawn) 1 2  . . .  'iVxe6 1 3 ..lhe6 cxd4 
1 4.cxd4 ttJxd4+ I S .:e7 ? ( I S  . .t:!.d6 
ttJcS 1 6 .l:txdS ttJxd3 1 7 .ttJxd4 ttJf4-+ ; 
1 S .ttJxd4 �xd4 1 6 .ttJf3 ttJcS +)  
I S  . . .  ttJcS -+ , Fluvia Poyatos­
Moskalenko, Catalunya tt 2 0 0 5 ;  
B )  Another good position for Black 

arises after 1 O .  dxcS ? ! ,  since this plan is 
not successful : 1 0  . . .  ttJdxeS (including 
1 0  . . .  b6 ! ?  is interesting from a tactical 
point of view) I I .ttJxeS ttJxeS 
1 2 .�c2 ? !  'iVc7+ ,  Chanwxt-CapNemo, 
playchess.com 2 0 0 7 .  
1 0  ... cxd4!  
Preparing a counterattack with the 
f-pawn. Another possibility is 
1 0  . . .  'ifb6 ! ?  and if 1 1 .dxcS 'iVc7 !� ,  
winning the e S  pawn . 
1 1 .cxd4 

1 1  ... f6 
The battle in the centre begins. A strong 
alternative is the favourite move of two 
specialists , grandmasters Mikhail 
Gurevich and Mikhail Ulibin, who de­
velop their queen first : 1 1 . . .1fb6 ! ?  
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1 2..� c2 ( 1 2  . .i.e3 f6 �) 1 2 . . . f6 ! �  
1 3 .exf6 ttJxf6 

1 4.�a4! ? 
Other moves have even less point: 
A) 1 4 .�b3 ? !  �d7 and now: 

,t' WEAPON: lS.ttJg3 ttJg4 1 6.h3 
�xd4! 1 7.hxg4 �xf2+ 18.c�h2 

'iVc7-+ . 
1 S .h3 ttJe4 t 1 6 .�e3 as 1 7  .:b 1 l::[xf3 
I S .gxf3 ttJd6 1 9 .�a4 ttJfS 20 .f4 .l::!.f8 
2 1 .ttJg3 ttJfxd4 22 .�g2 'iVdS 2 3 .hd4 
ttJxd4 24.�xd7 'ifxd7 2 S .'iYd2 eS 
26 . fxeS ttJf3 2 7 .e6 ttJxd2 2 S .exd7 
ttJxb l 29Jhb l .l:f.dS 3 0 .ttJe2 .l:f.xd7 with 
a winning endgame for Black, 
Nisipeanu-M.Gurevich, St Vincent 2 004; 

B) 1 4 .h3 ? !  i.d7 ( 1 4  . . .  ttJeS ! ?  I S .i.e3 
ttJd6+) I S .ttJg3 �acS 1 6 .a3 ? ttJeS 
1 7 .i.a4 ttJd6+ Murdzia-Socko, Warsaw 
ch-POL 2003 ; 

C) 1 4.':'b l ? ! �d7 I S .h3 ttJb4 1 6 .�b3 
�bS ( 1 6 . . .  ttJe4 ! ?) 1 7 .ttJeS ? ttJe4! 
I S .Ae3 ttJxf2 ! 1 9 .� l:rxf2 20 .�xf2 
heS 2 1 .'iii>g l  (2 1.l�xeS ttJd3 + 22 .'iii>g3 
'iixd4-+) 2 1 . . . .b:d4+ 2V ith2 ttJd3 
23 .l:.e2 �g l + 24.�h l  ttJf2+ 2S .:xf2 
�xf2 and Black won easily, 
Benjamin-M.Gurevich, Cap d'Agde 2000 ;  
D)  After 1 4.�a4 ! ?  the reply 14 . . .  ttJe4 

( 1 4  . . .  �d7 ! ?+) prepares a surprising 
stroke : 1 S .�xc6 bxc6 1 6 .ttJg3 

s o  

analysis diagram 

1 6  . . .  ttJxf2 . A thematic but perhaps un­
necessary sacrifice (a quieter alternative 
was 1 6  . . .  ttJd6 ! ?  1 7 .b3 ttJbS with slight 
pressure on d4, or else 1 6  . . .  eS ! ?) 
1 7 .�xf2 �xd4+ I S .�e3 �xe3 + ,  lead­
ing to a drawing line ( I S . . .  'iYxb2+ ! ?  
1 9 . 'iii>g 1 'iixa l 2 0 .Axd4 'iVxd l 
2 1  Jhd l �a6� with a complicated 
ending) : 1 9 .1he3 eS 2 0 .  'iVb3 !  e4 
2 1 .ttJxe4 'fi'xb3 2 2 .axb3 dxe4 2 3 .':'xe4 
�fS 24 .�e7 �g4 2 S .':'axa7 l::txa7 
2 6 Jha7 �xf3 2 7 .gxf3 �bS 2 S .':'c7 
�xb3 29 .':'xc6 l':I.xb2+ 1/2-V2 Mahjoob­
Ulibin, Teheran 2004. 
1 2.exf6 'ifxf6� 

In my analysis I believed Black's posi­
tion to be satisfactory. He needs to open 
up the position, preparing . . .  e6-eS , in 
order to take advantage of the fact that 
White is slightly passive at the moment. 
However, 1 2 . . .  ttJxf6 ! ?  is also playable. 
1 3.�e3 



Chap t e r  3 - B eyond Tarras ch : 3 . . .  ttJ f6 4 . e 5  ttJ fd 7  

From a tactical point of view, 1 3 .�g5 ! ?  
'iff7 1 4.�e3 was interesting, and if 
now 1 4  . . .  e5 , 1 5 .ttJg5 ! with certain 
complications after 1 5  . . .... f6 
( 1 5  . . .... e 7 ? !  is worse in view of 
1 6 .'iVb3 t) 1 6 .ttJxh7 ! ?  Wxh7 1 7 .'iVh5 + 
�g8 1 8 .hg6 1::[f7 and the position is 
double-edged. 
1 3  ... eSI 

Offering a real fight. 
1 4.'iVb31 

Playing on the Internet is always easier : 
1 4 .dxe5 ttJdxe5 1 5 . ttJxe5 ttJxe S t  
1 6 .�c2 ttJg4 ! ? 1 7 .£Lb3 ttJxe3 1 8 .fxe3 
'iYxb2 1 9  .... xdS + c;f;>h8 +  Sergey 
Azarov-CapNemo, playchess.com 2 0 0 7 .  
1 4  ... 'fWd61? 
1 4  . . .  exd4 transposes into the game : 
1 S .'iV�dS + 'iff7 1 6 .�c4 'iYxdS 
1 7 .�xdS + c;f;>h8 . 
1 S.�e4 
Or 1 5 . dxeS ttJdxeS 1 6 .  ttJxeS ttJxeS 
1 7 .�e2 £Le6�.  
1 S  ... exd4 
The game now goes into an extremely 
complicated endgame, whereas 
l S  . . .  ttJf6 ! ?  would have kept the queens 
on the board: 1 6 .dxeS ttJxeS 1 7 .ttJg3 
ttJxe4 1 8 .ttJxe4 ttJxf3 + 1 9 .9xf3 'ife6 
2 0 .ttJgS 'iYfS 2 1. .l::[ad 1 �d8:f with 
good chances for the black army: the 
bishop pair and the absence of the 
white pawn on d4 are good signs. 

1 6. 'fj'xdS+ 'iVxdS 1 7.�xdS+ �hS 
1 S.�d2 
1 8 .£LgS ttJb4! ?�.  
1 S  ... ttJdeS 

1 9.ttJgS? 
A step on the path towards defeat. After 
1 9 . ttJxeS ttJxeS 2 0 .�b4 l::[d8 2 1 .�e4 
�fs t Black has a slight initiative. Or 
1 9 .ttJg3 ttJd3 �.  
1 9  ... h6 20.ttJe4 ttJ d 3  2 1  . .l::[e2 I:.dSI:f 
And Black kept the initiative right to the 
end of the game. 
2 1  . . .  ttJxb2 ! ?  2 2 .�6 �xh6 2 3 Jhb2 
l:!.d8 24.�xc6 bxc6:f.  
22.�b3 
2 2 .ttJd6 Wh7:f .  
2 2  ... b6 
22 . . .  ttJxb2 ! ?  
23.ttJd6 ttJceS 
� 2 3  . . .  �h7 24.ttJf7+  l:[d7+ .  
24.f4 .u.xd6 2S.fxeS �d7 26.e6 .l::[e7 
27.ttJg3?T 
2 7  .�dS �b8:f .  
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27 ... .ta6 
2 7  . . .  tLlcS ! .  
2SJ:tb1 ? tLlc5 29J::tf2 tLlxb3 30.axb3 

Iixe6 31 . .l:1:a1 �b5 32"::[17 a6 33.l:I.c1 
.i.c6 34.h4 h5 35 . .i.g5 1US 
3 S  . . .  d3 ! .  
36J:ta7 a 5  37.ttJe2?? l:txe2 38.ttxc6 

l:[e1 + 0-1 

Summary of this game : When studying 
the line 7 .ttJgf3 it is interesting to begin 
with the immediate French break 
7 . .  .f6 ! ? , which offers both sides a lot of 
chances. Later, in the event of the solid 
7 . . .  g 6 ! ? ,  the continuation 8 . 0-0 is quite 
weak for White, since Black gains 
counterplay without trouble, by prepar­
ing the set-up . . .  �g7 ,  . . .  0-0 and 
. . .  f7 -f6 .  From move 1 0  onwards , 
. .  .'iYb6 ! ?  is an interesting preliminary 
move before attacking with the f-pawn. 
The final summary of 7 .tLlgf3 will be 
given after we have analysed the ad­
vance 8 .h4 ! ?  in the next game. 

GAME 2 1  

D Charles Monroy 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
lies Medes 2006  (3)  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.ttJd2 tLlf6 4.e5 tLlfd7 
5 . .i.d3 c5 6.c3 tLlc6 7.ttJgf3 g6 S.h41 
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This advance i s  more logical against the 
fianchetto. 
S ... h61? 
With the idea of repeating the plan ex­
amined in the previous game : . . .  �g7 ,  
. . . 0-0 ,  . . .  f6 . 
A) 8 . .  .'�·b6 is more fashionable, but 

in my opinion the resulting complica­
tions favour White : 9 .hS and now: 

A 1 )  Surprisingly, I have never tried 
9 . . .  cxd4 ! ?  1 0 .hxg6 ( 1 0 .cxd4 gS leads 
back to 9 . . .  gS )  1 0  . . .  tLldxeS ! ,  after 
which a possible continuation would 
be 1 1 .tLlxeS tLlxeS 1 2 .gxf7 + tLlxf7 
1 3 .�a4+ �d7 1 4.'i!fxd4 

and here both 1 4  . . .  �cS 1 S .  'iYh4 hS and 
1 4  . .  :�xd4 ! ? 1 S . cxd4 eS guarantee 
good counterplay; 
A2) 9 . . .  .i.g7 ? !  is weak: 1 0 .�fI ! cxd4 

1 1 . cxd4 tLlxd4 1 2 .tLlxd4 Vixd4 1 3 .tLlf3 
'iYb6 1 4.'iYa4 with a dangerous initia­
tive for a single pawn, Jirovsky-De 
Andres Gonalons ,  Hamburg 1 999 ;  
A3 )  9 . . .  gS This i s  the main resource 

of Black's defence. 1 0 .ttJxgS cxd4 
1 1 .cxd4 l!t'xd4 ! ?  (very complicated, but 
obj ectively necessary. If 1 1  . . .  tLlxd4 
1 2 .ttJdf3 ! ttJxf3 + ( 1 L  . .i.cS ? is virtu­
ally losing on account of 1 3 . 0 -0  h6 
1 4. ttJxf7 �xf7 1 5 . b4! +-) 1 3  . ttJxf3 
tLlcs 1 4.0 -0  tLlxd3 1 S .'iYxd3 ;;!;; . All this 
was played in Degraeve-Brynell, Leon 
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Ech-tt 2 00 1 .  White has successfully ex­
ecuted the main idea behind 7 .ttJgf3 . 
With a blocked centre, Black is passive 
and his king is unsafe) 1 2 .ttJdf3 'iVb4+ 
1 3 .�d2 'fIxb2 1 4 .:b l 1¥a3 I S .:b3 
was played in Fedorchuk-I.Rajlich, 
Warsaw rapid 2 0 0 5 .  And now the criti­
cal response is 1 5  . . .  'iVxa2 ! ?oo.  

This position is  hard to assess without 
deep analysis. With two extra pawns, 
Black is threatening . . .  ttJc5 or . . .  ttJdxe5 , 
but it is clear that his king will remain 
in the centre until the end of the game. 

B) The most suitable response may be 
8 . . .  �e7 ! ?  and if White continues ag­
gressively with 9 .h5 ? !  (9 .0 -0  O-O ! ?) ,  
9 . . .  g 5 !  is better for Black. 

For instance : 1 0 .dxc5 ? !  ttJdxe5 
( 1 0  . . .  g4! ?) I I .ttJxe5 ttJxeS 1 2 .ttJb3 
1!Vc7 1 3 .h6 iLd7 1 4.�e3 0-0-0 1 5 .ttJd4 
f5 !+  Jones-Sengupta, Gibraltar 2007 .  

9.ttJb1 !1 
Absurd, but not necessarily bad! The 
knight goes back to its home square to 
free the path for the queen's bishop. Let 
us check some important alternatives : 

A) The most popular continuation is 
quite absurd as well : 9 . 0 -0 ? !  

In my opinion, this move i s  not very 
logical after h2-h4. 
A I )  9 . . .  ..ig7 ! ?  (I cannot recommend ei-

ther 9 . . .  'iVb6?! 1 O . .I:!.e l �g7 I l .dxc5 
ttJxc5 1 2 .ttJb3;l;; , or 9 . . .  �e7 1 0 .g3 ifb6 
( . . .  g7 -gS ! ?  is always interesting here) 
1 1 .'!:!'e l cxd4 1 2 .cxd4 ttJxd4 1 3 .ttJxd4?! 
1¥xd4 1 4.ttJf3 1¥b6 1 5 .'iVa4 Wf8 
1 6 .�e3°o Mark Tseitlin-Simon Padros, 
Dresden 2007) 1 0 .:e l 0-0 (as before, 
1 0  . . .  g5 ! ?  is possible) 1 1 .ttJf1 ( 1 1 .�c2 f6 
1 2 .exf6 1!Vxf6 1 3 .dxc5 b6 !�) l l . . .cxd4! 
( 1 1 . . .f6?  1 2 .exf6 'iVxf6? 1 3 .ttJ l h2 cxd4 
1 4.ttJg4--+) 1 2 .cxd4 f6 !� 
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Black has reached his desired position. 
1 3 .exf6 (if 1 3  .iLxg6 fxeS 1 4 .dxeS 
ttJdxeS I S .ttJxeS ttJxeS 1 6 .I:!.xeS heS ! 
1 7 .iLxh6 'ti'xh4! 1 8  . .hf'8 �xf8 1 9 .Vi'b3 
Vi'f6�) 1 3  .. :ifxf6 1 4  . .ie3 eS ! I S .dxeS 
ttJdxeS 1 6 .ttJxeS ttJxeS 1 7  .�e2 ( 1 7  .�d4 
Vi'f4 1 8 .heS heS 1 9 .Vi'e2 �d4�) 
1 7  . . .  �e6 1 8  . .id4? (� 1 8 .hS ttJc4) 
1 8  . . .  Vi'xh4 1 9 .93 Vi'e4! 20 .heS 'ifxeS 
2 1 .iLf3 'iff 5 22 . .!::!.xe6 Vi'xf1=t= - analysis 
of the game Oratovsky-Moskalenko, 
Santpedor rapid 2004; 

A2) 9 . . .  gS ! ?  This is the move I advise ! 
Generally speaking, this is Black's best 
resource in this line. 1 0 . c4 ! ?  

A sharp attack, invented by the young 
star Fabiano Caruana. 1 0  . . .  ttJb4 (a gen-
uine duel arises after 1 0  . . .  g4! ? 1 1 .cxdS ! 
gxf3 (or 1 1 . . . exdS ! ?  1 2 . e6 ! ?  fxe6 
1 3 .�g6+ rtJe7 1 4.ttJh2 hS oo - staying 
cool is important here) 1 2 .dxc6 fxg2 
1 3 . cxd 7 +  �xd7 1 4 . �xg2 VWxh4 
I S J;[g l I:!.g8+  1 6 . rtJf1 lhg l + 
1 7 .  rtJxg 1 .ic6 1 8  .dS D .ixdS 1 9 . .ie4 
O-O-O ! 2 0 .'iYf3 .ig7 2 1 .iLxdS .l:lxdS 
2 2 .ifxf7 VWg4+ 2 3 . �f1 'ti'd l +  
24.�g2 'ifg4+ with a guaranteed draw 
for Black, Gopal-Ganguly, Dhaka Zonal 
2 0 0 7 )  1 1 .�b l g4 !  1 2 .ttJh2 �g8  
( 1 2  . . .  hS ! ?) 1 3 .cxdS ttJxdS 1 4.ttJe4 hS  
and the position i s  double edged. 
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B) 9 .VWe2 .ig7 (9 . . .  cxd4 ! ?  1 0 .cxd4 
ttJb4� ; 9 . . .  Vi'b6 ! ?  1 0 . dxcS ttJxcS 
I I .iLc2 ifa6 1 2 .Vi'xa6 bxa6�) 1 0 .ttJf1 
0-0 I I .hS 

analysis diagram 

1 1  . . .  g S ? ?  ( 1 1 . . .  cxd4 ! was necessary : 
1 2 .cxd4 gS with the idea 1 3  . .ixgS ?  
ttJxd4 ! )  1 2 .�xg S ! +- Fluvia-Mayo 
Martinez, Calella de Palafrugell 2004; 

D) Another important example is 
9 .a3 with a position similar to those in 
the Advance Variation (3 .eS) : 9 . . .  ifb6 !  
( 9  . . .  .ig7 ? !  1 0 .b4;!;;) 1 0 . 0 - 0  gS ! 
l 1 .hxgS hxgS 1 2 .ttJxgS cxd4 1 3 .cxd4 
'tWxd4! ?� ( 1 3  . . .  ttJxd4! ?) 

with very tactical lines, for example : 
1 4.ttJdf3 Vi'g4 I S .ttJxf7 ! ?  l:r.g8D 1 6 .ttJ7gS 
ttJdxeS 1 7 .�e2 ttJxf1+ 1 8 .Lf3 'tWh4 
1 9 .93 ? ?  l:!.xgS ! and Black won , 
Perunovic-Berg, Gothenburg 2 0 0 5 ;  
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E) Several strong players ,  even grand­
master Adams, used to play 9 .�c2 b6 ! ?  

analysis diagram 

Now, the most logical option is to acti­
vate the other bishop by way of a6 : 
1 0 .0-0 ( I O .�e2 a5 ! )  1 0  . . .  �a6 I l .�e l 
cxd4 1 2 .cxd4 tLlb4 ( 1 2  . . .  g5 ! ?) 1 3 .tLlb l 
( 1 3 .�b l g5 ! ?�) 1 3  . . .  �c7 ( 1 3  . . .  �e7 ! ?  
1 4.tLlc3 g5�) 1 4.tLlc3 tLlxc2 1 5 .'ifxc2 
0-0-0 ( 1 5  . . .  �g7 ! ?) 1 6 .�f4 Wb7°o with 
scope for creative play, Gopal-Ghane 
Gardeh, Visakhpatnam Ach-tt 2008 ;  
F )  Fritz I I  suggests 9 .b3 ! ?  followed 

by �b2 as the optimal set-up, but Black 
can do the same : 9 . . .  b6 ! ?  1 0 .�b2 �b7 
and the position is quite balanced. 
9 ... �g7 
Following the main plan. However, at 
this point in the opening Black could 
include 9 . . .  'ifb6 ! � ,  attacking d4, as in 
the Advance Variation. 

1 0.�e31 

Black is strong in the centre, so . . .  
1 0  ... a611 
1 0  . . .  0 -0 ? !  is a provocative option : 
1 1 .'ifd2 , with a potential attack. 
1 1 .tbbd2 

After an absurd intermezzo, we have 
landed in the variation 3 .tLld2 . with the 
'extra' 1 0 .�e3 . 
1 1  ... b51 
1 1 . . . 0 -0 is still dangerous. 
1 2.h5 g5 1 3.tt:lh211 0-01 

At just the right time! This is exactly 
what Black needs to achieve a comfort­
able position . 1 3  . . .  cxd4? !  1 4 . cxd4 
tLldxe5 1 5 .dxe5 d4 1 6  . .te4 !;t .  
1 4.tt:lg4 f511  

WEAPON: As in  many cases, the 
best option is to include the ex­

change 14 . . .  cxd4! 15.cxd4 and now 15 .. .f5! 
16.exf6 tLlxf6 1 7.tLlxf6+ 'fixf6 18.tLlj3 e5!. 
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1 5.exf6 ttJxf6 1 6.ttJxf6+ 'fixf6 1 7.ttJf3 
Going back to the set-up of the stem 
game. 1 7 .dxcS ! ?  was a good chance to 
take advantage of Black's error on move 
1 4 : 1 7  . . .  b4 1 8 Jk 1 bxc3 1 9 .bxc3 eS 
2 0 . 0-0 !:!.b8� .  
1 7  ... cxd4 

But now, best was 1 7  . . .  g4! 1 8 .tt:Jh2 es t .  
1 S.cxd4 e51 

Eventually, I have managed to execute 
the same plan as if White had played 
8 . 0-0 ,  and I have gained the initiative. 
The position is not so clear after 1 8  . . .  g4 
1 9  .':'c 1 ! .  
1 9.dxe5 ttJxe5 20.ttJd4? 
The blockade does not work. 20 .tt:JxeS 
was more natural : 20 . . .  Vi'xeS 2 1 . 0 -0  
Vi'xb2 ! ?  2 2..ii.e4, with chances of 
equalising. 
20 .. /og41 
Now my friend Charles faces a tough 
defence. 
21 .'i¥d2 ttJxe3 22.fxe3 i.g4 23.i.g6 
'iVe5 
23 . . .  l::tad8 ! ?  was more precise. 
24.ttJf3 'iVxb2 

The technical path was 24 . . .  i.xf3 ! ?  
2 S .gxf3 'iVg3 + 2 6 .Vi'D !:!.xf3 2 7 .Vi'xg3 
.lhg3 2 8 .�D i.eS + .  
25.�xd5+ �hS 26.0-0 .l:l:adS 27.'iVe4 
.txf3 2S.gxf3 lld2 
Time-trouble is the deciding factor in 
such situations: 28  . . .  i.eS ! 29 .f4 gxf4-+ . 
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29.f4 gxf4 30.11ab1 'iVe5 
3 0  . . .  'iVxa2 ! ?  
31 .':'xf4 .!:!.xf4 32.exf4 'ifd4+ 33.<it>h1 
'iVdS 34.'iVe1 i.c3 35.'iVeS+ 'fixeS 
36.�xeS .!:!xa2 37.�xb5?? 
3 7 .:g 1 �d2 ! + .  
3 7  ... axb5 3S.':xb5 �d2-+ 

And my opponent resigned soon after: 
39.l:IbS+ �g7 40.l::tb7+ 'it>gS 41 .llbS+ 
�f7 42J:[b7+ <it>eS 43.<it>g2 hf4+ 

44.�f3 �g5 45.�g4 1:a5 46.:'g7 �fS 
47.1:g6 �f7 4S.�g3 1:a4 0-1 

Conclusions regarding 'Fianchetto vs. 
Symmetry' - 7 .tt:Jgf3 g6 : 
It is clear that the best option for White 
is 8 .h4! . However, after the semi-block­
ading move 8 . . .  h6 ! ?  (8 . . .  �e7 is also in­
teresting, whereas the immediate 
8 . . .  'iVb6 is risky) , the h-pawn cannot 
progress and it becomes quite weak. 
White must revert to central action - his 
d4 pawn is in trouble - and solve the 
problem of his queenside development. 
In the attack against the centre Black can 
combine three important resources :  
. . .  f7 -f6 ,  . . .  'iVb6 and . . .  g6-gS , at any mo­
ment during the opening. The positions 
arising are very complicated and nei­
ther side is guaranteed success. Michael 
Adams, Liviu-Dieter Nisipeanu and 
other grandmasters won several games 
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with white, but later Mikhail Gurevich, 
Evgeny Bareev and the author of this 
book, among others, improved the line 
and its statistics. Since it is hard to imag­
ine a thematic tournament where all 
doubts will be resolved, we will have to 
wait for new games in this line ! 

In the follOwing game I was not able to 
improve my score against lvanchuk, but 
thanks to it I learned a great deal about 
the French Defence, and this knowledge 
was very useful to me in subsequent 
games. What I especially learned about 
was the kind of positions Black should 
avoid. 

GAME 2 2  

o Vasily Ivanchuk 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Lvov 1 98 8  ( 1 2) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.tLld2 ttJf6 4.eS ttJfd7 
S.c3 cS 6.�d3 b6 

The idea behind this move is to ex­
change White 's most dangerous piece 
with . . .  .ia6 and J..xJ.. and, from then 
on to block the position as much as 
possible. White has two different plans 
in this position, but he can also com­
bine them both. 
7.f4 

Vasily chooses the plan of maintaining 
the centre with pawns. Another useful 
move is the king 's knight manoeuvre 
7 .tLlh3 , with which White aims to at­
tack with his pieces. See Game 2 3 .  

t' Ii WEAPON: The automatic re­
r' sponse 7. 'if e2 ? ! temporarily 
avoids . . .  �6, but it allows a more serious 
counterattack: 7 . . .  tLlc6 (7 . . . cxd4!?  may be a 
better move order) 8. tLlgf3 cxd4 9.cxd4 tLlb4. 

Now Black succeeds in exchanging the terri­
ble �3 'for free'. Here, 1O.�b5? ? is another 
automatic response, played very often in my 
Internet games! After 10 . . .  tLlc2+! my oppo­
nents close the window! 
1 0 .0-0 tLlxd3 1 1 .'ii'xd3 tLlb8 ( l l . . .aS !=i=) 
1 2 .b4 �d7 1 3  J:tb 1 a6 1 4J:te l J..bS 
1 S .'it'b3 'it'd7 1 6  . .!if.e3 iLe7 1 7  .h4 �a4 
1 8 .'ifd3 'iYbS 1 9 .'ifc3 tLlc6 20 .tLlgS .!if.c8 
2 1 .l::tg3 0-0 22 .'iYe3 �c2 ! 2 3J:tb2 �g6 
24.tLldf3 'it'd3 2 S .'it'f4 tLlxd4! ? (all 
Black's dreams came true in this game) 
26 .tLlxd4 'it'dl +  2 7 .l;f;;>h2 .!if.xc1 28  . .!if.f3 
'ifhl +  29 .�g3 I:rg l 0- 1 Garda Padron­
Moskalenko, Maspalomas 2002 .  
7 .'ii'g4 ! ?  i s  a more interesting move. 
This is a dangerous queen manoeuvre, 
espedally in the Winawer Variation. See 
the next game. 
7 ... �a6 
The ball is again in White 's court. 
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8 . .tb1 1? 
A radical concept. White keeps his 
bishop as an extra attacking resource. 
Black must react in an ultra -active way. 
Natural moves would help Black to exe­
cute his plan : 
A) 8 .ha6 ttJxa6 9 .ttJdf3 ttJc7 ! ?  (my 

plan was to prepare the super-blockade 
. . .  f7 -fS and . . .  cS -c4. This idea does not 
work in the move order 9 . . .  jLe7 1 0 .ttJe2 
c4? (playing . . .  f7 -fS ! first works better) 
1 1 .0-0 0-0 1 2 .g4! ?  fS 1 3 .exf6 ttJxf6 
1 4.ttJeS ttJc7 I S .ttJg3 bS 1 6 .Vie2 �d6 
1 7 .�d2 ttJd7 1 8 .fS ! Vie7 1 9 .1:.ae l and 
White has the upper hand, Krogius­
Kortchnoi, Tbilisi 1 95 6) 1 0 .ttJe2 fS ! ?  

In Nimzowitsch style. l 1 .a4 ( l 1 . exf6 
ttJxf6 1 2 .ttJeS �d6�) 1 1 . . .ttJb8 !  1 2 .b3 
ttJc6 (a successful end to a long jour­
ney : . . .  ttJg8-f6-d7 -b8-c6) 1 3  .�a3 jLe7 
1 4.0 -0 0-0 I S .'iVc2 'iVd7 1 6 Jifd l  .l::r.fc8 
1 7 .'iVb2 !:!.ab8 1 8  . .l:lac l c4 1 9 .bxc4 
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dxc4 20 .ttJd2 �xa3 2 1 .'iVxa3 ttJaS 
2 2 .l:[fl ttJdS 2 3 .':'f3 bS ! 24 .axbS l:lxbS 
2 S .ttJfl ttJb3 2 6  . .!:i.d l l:taS 2 7 .'Wb2 
VibS +  2 8 .ttJe3 ? ttJxd4! 0- 1 Ortel­
Moskalenko, Cannes 1 990 ;  

B )  8 .ttJdf3 hd3 9 .'ifxd3 Vic8 ! ?  i s  a 
different strategy. 

Aiming to exchange the queens using 
the same exit. In this game there were 
some interesting hidden resources : 
1 0 . fS ! 'ifa6 !  1 1 .  'ti'e 3 ( 1  1 .  'ifxa 6 
ttJxa6=) 1 1 . . .ttJc6 1 2 .fxe6 fxe6 1 3 .ttJe2 

� WEAPON: 13 . . . cxd4!� with the 
idea 14.cxd4? ttJb4. 

1 3  . . .  �e7 1 4 .0 -0  0-0 I s .ttJf4 ttJd8 ? !  
(more tactics : I S  . . .  cxd4! with the idea 
1 6 . cxd4 l:f.xf4 !  1 7 .Vixf4 ttJxd4 ! +) 
1 6 .'Wf2 Kr.Georgiev-Moskalenko, Or­
ange 1 990 ,  and now 1 6  . . .  cxd4 1 7  .cxd4 
ttJcS ! � was another pretty resource. 
8 ... ttJc6 9.tt.Jdf3 
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9 ... cxd41? 
Theoretically, the development of the 
6 . . .  b6 system hardly changes. However, 
I have found a few fresh games with 
9 . . .  g6 ,  another way to prevent f4-f5 : 
1 0 .ttJe2 �e7 1 1 . 0-0 'lYc7 1 2 .l::tfl 0-0-0 
( 1 2 . . . 0-0 ! ?  i s  also good) 1 3 .�e3 �b7 
1 4.h3 1::tc8 1 5 .a3 with equal chances. 
Ramesh-Buchenau, Sitges 2006 ,  and 
(after 1 0 .ttJe2) 1 0  . . .  h5 1 1 .ttJg5 ttJe7 
1 2 .ttJg 1 ttJfS 1 3 .ttJ 1£'3 ii.e7 1 4. �fl 
ttJb8 I S .b3 ttJc6 1 6 .�b2 �c8 1 7 .a3 
'IY d7 1 8  J:te 1 (the position is balanced, 
but Black has no active counterplay) 
1 8  . . .  cxd4 1 9 .cxd4 ttJaS 2 0 .ii.xfS ! ?  gxfS 
2 1  . .l:le3 White is better in many ways, 
Vachier Lagrave-Akobian , Moscow 
2006 . 
1 0.cxd4 �c8 1 1 .ttJe2 

The critical position for the plan imple­
mented by Ivanchuk (8 .�b l ) .  
1 1  ... f5 
Since I could not fInd a single dynamic 
idea over the board, I decided to trust in 
the fabulous concept of the blockade. 
In the 1 9 80s I spent some time study­
ing the series of books about strategy 
written by Aaron Nirnzowitsch. I dis­
covered that he adhered to many dog­
mas and his concepts don't work well in 
dynamic positions. Chess might need a 
'New System' in the 2 1 st Century ! 

A) Of course, possibilities involving the 
check must be investigated: 1 1  . . .  �b4+ ! 
1 2 .�d2 (lV itfl f6 !�) 1 2  . . .  hd2+ 
1 3 .'iixd2 'ire7 ! ?  1 4.0-0 'ifb4�. 

I think that, with regard to the resulting 
ending, Black's position is satisfactory. 

B) 1 1 . . .�e7 ? !  is too slow: 1 2 .fS !  0-0  
1 3 .0-0 'lYc7 14 . .ltd2 ! ?  and White i s  in 
control. 
1 2.0-0 

The critical move was 1 2 .ttJgS �b4+ (an 

automatic defence; 1 2 . . .'ife7 !  1 3 .ttJc3 
g6�) I Ht.,fl ttJfB 1 4.�e3 h6 I S .ttJf3 
ttJg6 1 6 .h4 and White has a slight initia­
tive, Graf-Priehoda, Leipzig 2002 .  
1 2  ... ..ie7 1 3  . .l:.f2 0-0 1 4.h3 

The resulting pOSition is hard to assess. 
White prepares g2-g4 and Black should 
wait, since at the moment he has no 
counterplay. 

89 



Par t  Two - Tarrasch  Vari a t i o n :  3 . 4J d2 

1 4  ... �h4 
A slightly desperate move. 1 4  . . .  'iVc7 ! ?  
was probably better: 1 S .�e3 ( 1  S .4Jc3 
bS�) I S  . . .  4JaS 1 6 .b3 4Jc6 1 7 .a3 °o 
with a complex game. 
1 S.tLlxh4 'iVxh4 1 6.�e3 tLlaS 1 7.b3 
tLlbS 

1 7  . . .  l:!.c7 .  
1 S.�c2 ttJbc6 1 9.'ifd2 tlc7 20.�d 1 
.!:!.fcS 21 .a3 tLle7 

The position is balanced, but easier to 
play for White. 
22.l:r.f3 tLlg6 23.�f2 'iVe7 24.�e1 'it'fS 
2S.'iVe3 tLlc6 26.�d2 �bS 27.tLlc3 
�a6 2S . .!:!.f2 tLlge7 29.tLla2 i.bS 

29  . . .  4Jg6=.  
30.a4 i.a6 31 .i..c3 �b7?! 32.b4 as? 
3 2  . . .  4Jg6=.  
33.bS ttJb4 34.hb4 axb4 3S.tLlxb4± 
And White had no trouble in convert­
ing his advantage : 
3S ... tlc3 36.'iVd2 tLlg6 37.tLld3 lla3 
3S.J:�c1 .!:!.xc1 39.tLlxc1 'iWc8 40.�b3 
.!:!.a1 41 J:tf1 :a3 42.'it'b2 '+i'fS 43.tLld3 
hS 44.l:tf3 h4 4S.'ith2 cJth7 46.ttJc5 1 -0 
The truth is that I did not have many 
chances in this game. Ivanchuk in­
creased his advantage very carefully. 
From a theoretical point of view, the 
creative plan implemented by Ivanchuk 
with 8 .�b l  is interesting. I think that 
the easiest way to equalise is 
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1 1  . . .  �b4+ ! ,  but the blockade option 
1 1  . . .  fS is quite solid as well. 

In the following game we will analyse 
the natural knight manoeuvre 7 .  4Jh3 . 
White prepares to attack with his 
pieces , or he can combine this idea 
with the advance £'2-f4. For his part, 
Black has several defensive set-ups. 
There is a considerable number of good 
and bad examples ! 

GAME 2 3  

D Ihragim Khamrakulov 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Salou 2002  (8) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.ttJd2 tLlf6 4.eS tLlfd7 
S.i.d3 cS 6.c3 b6 7.tLle21? 
The knight's position on e2 is very flex­
ible, so this is the most practical move. 

A) The natural development 7 .  4Jgf3 
offers fewer ideas : 7 . . .  �a6 8 .ha6 (not 
8 . c4? cxd4 9 .0 -0?  4JcS ! 0- 1 Monroy­
Moskalenko, France tt-2 2002/03 , an 
ultra-miniature ! )  8 . . .  4Jxa6 9 . 0-0 iie7 
1 0 .'ife2 (for 1 0J:re l see Chapter 4, 
Game 2 7) 1 0  . . .  4Jc7 I I .dxcS bxcS 1 2 .c4 
0-0 1 3 JMl f6 ! (or, for example, 1 3  . . .  aS 
1 4.a4 'ifc8 I S .b3 'iVb7 1 6 .�a3 l:.fe8 
1 7  . .!::!.ac 1 .!::l.ad8=,  A.Frolov-Moskalenko, 
Lvov ch-UKR 1 9 88 )  1 4. cxdS ? !  (� 
1 4.exf6 hf6�) 1 4  . . .  exdS I S .e6 4JeS 
1 6 .tLlxeS fxeS 1 7 .'ifxeS �d6 1 8 .'iYhS 
'iYf6 1 9 .4Jf3 l:.ae8+ Black's pieces and 
pawns are more active, A .Frolov­
Moskalenko, Sirnferopol ch-UKR 1 990 ;  
B)  7 .  tLlh3 ! ? i s  another popular and 

strong move, with many similarities to 
the lines with 4Je2 : 7 . . .  �a6 8 .�xa6 
4Jxa6 9 . 0-0  and now we reach a very 
important position in the 6 . . .  b6 varia­
tion : 
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B l )  9 . . .  b5 is rather provocative : 
B 1 1 ) 1 0 . f4 'iVb6 I I .tLlb3 c4 1 2 .tLld2 

tLlc7 1 3 .<iith l  fs 1 4. exf6 tLlxf6 I s .fs 
�d6 ! 1 6 . fxe6 0 -0+ Siklosi-Moska­
lenko, Hungary 1 98 8 ;  

B 1 2 ) 1 0  .... g 4  tLl b 6  ( 1 0  . . .  cxd4 ! ? 
l l . cxd4 tLlb6 1 2 .b3 'iVd7 1 3 .a4? !  bxa4 
1 4.bxa4 tLlb4 1 S .aS tLlc4 1 6 .tLlxc4 dxc4 
1 7 .�e3 tk8 with good prospects for 
Black , Semeniuk-Moskalenko , Riga 
1 98 8) I I .tLlf3 'iVd7 1 2 .dxcS tLlxcs 
1 3 .tLlf4 g6 1 4.�e3 Akopian-Short, Cap 
d'Agde Ech rapid 1 996 ,  and now 
1 4  . . .  ttJe4! ?� was the best response ; 
B 1 3 ) 1 0 .a4 cxd4!N ( 1 0  . . .  b4 l l . c4 ! ?) 

1 1 . axbS ( l l . cxd4 "'b6) 1 1 . . .dxc3 ! 
1 2  Jha6 cxd2 1 3 .�xd2 'ifb8 !  
( 1 3  . . .  tLlxeS ? 1 4 .�e l t ;  1 3  . . .  �e 7 ! ?  
1 4.'iYg4 g600) 1 4.'iYhS ! g 6  I S .'iVe2 
�g7 ( I S  . . .  'iYxeS ! ?  1 6 .'iVxeS ttJxeS 
1 7 .�c3 �g7 1 8  . .l:!.fa l  d4! �) 1 6 .�b4 
( 1 6 .f4! ?  ttJcS 1 7 .l:.a3 0-0 1 8 .�e3 l:.c8) 
1 6  . . .  �f8 ( 1 6  . . .  Vi'xeS ! 1 7 .'iYc2 Vi'xb2 
1 8 .'iYc6 ( 1 8 ..lha7 Vi'xc2 1 9 Jha8 +  
ttJb8 2 0  . .uxb8+ Wd7 2 1..Ub7  + �c8 
2 2 .l:hfl �eS +) 1 8  . . .  'ii'xb4 1 9  .... xa8 + 
We7 20 .'i!fxa7 'i!fxbS +) 1 7  . .td2 .tg7 
1 8 .�b4 i/2 - V2 Fernandez Garcia­
Moskalenko, Solsona 2 0 0 3 .  

B2) 9 . . .  cxd4! ? is a very interesting try 
to solve Black's problems : 1 0 .cxd4 tLlb4 
1 1 .tLlf3 lk8 1 2 .tLlfgS ? !  (Kruppa-Kutsin, 

Lvov ch-UKR 1 98 8) ,  and now best was 
1 2  . . .  ttJc2 1 3  . .!:.b l h6 1 4.ttJf3 lIc4�; 
B3) 9 . . .  tLlc7 . This manoeuvre main­

tains the centre and prepares the usual 
plans in this line : . . .  c4/ . . .  bS I . .  .fS .  
1 0 .ttJf4 ( 1  0 .'iYg4 ttJb8 I l .ttJf4 g 6  1 2 .ttJf3 
ttJc6 1 3 .�e3 c4) 1 0  . . .  �e7 1 1 .'iVg4 

1 1  . . .  g6 1 2 .tLlf3 c4. In my opinion, clos­
ing the centre is very risky from the tac­
tical point of view. White begins to ex­
ert pressure on the kingside, where his 
pieces are well placed to unleash an at­
tack. 
I have tried 1 2  . . .  hS ! ?  1 3 .'iWg3 ? !  (� 
1 3  .... h3 tLlb8OO) 1 3  . . .  gS ! 1 4.tLle2 g4� 
Siklosi-Moskalenko, St Ingbert 1 990 .  
1 3 .h4 hS 1 4.'iVg3 bS ( 1 4  . . .  ttJb8 ! ?  
1 S .b3 tLlc6) I S .tLlh3 

Starting from this pOSition, there are 
two games of theoretical interest, but 
with a dismal outcome for Black : 

9 1  
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A)  I S  . . .  a S  1 6 .4JfgS l:rg8 ? ( 1 6  . . .  b4 
was obligatory : 1 7  . .!:re l ( 1 7 .�d2 
.!:rb8 �) 1 7  . . .  bxc3 1 8 .bxc3 .!::i.b8 1 9 .1ie3 
0-0 2 0 .�f4 4Jb6 2 1 . g4) 1 7 .l:re l  4Jf8 
1 8  . .l::I.e3 .l::I.g7  1 9 .1::tf3 "iYd7 20 . .itd2 4Ja6 
2 1 .l:[e l 4Jb8 22 .l:ree3 �xgS B ."iYxgS 
with a massacre on the kingside, 
Berelovich-Yusupov, Germany Bundes­
liga 2002/03 ; 

B) I S  . . .  4Jf8 ! ?  is the best defensive 
move, and now: 1 6 .a4 bxa4? !  ( 1 6  . . .  b4 
is better) 1 7 .l:rxa4 a6 1 8 .4JfgS 4Jh7 
1 9 .'iVf3 4JxgS 2 0 .i.xgS .!:!.b8 2 1 ..l:la2 
.itxgS  2 2 .4JxgS �e7 B .l:.e l 0 -0  
24  . .t1e3  4Je8  2 S .g4 hxg4 2 6 .'ifxg4 
4Jg7 2 7 .l:1xa6 .l:i:xb2 2 8 J:tf3 J:tb l +  
29 .\t>h2 "iYb7 3 0 .�d6 

analysis diagram 

with a sharp position , Rublevsky­
Kosyrev, Kazan 2 0 0 5 .  

Back t o  the position after 7 .4Je2 . 
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7 ... �a6 8.�xa6 
If White combines 4Je2 with Ivanchuk's 
idea, he achieves nothing : 8 .i.b l 4Jc6 
9 .4Jf3 cxM I 0 .cxM ..ib4+ ! ?  

Simplifying the position with gain of 
tempo is always interesting. 1 1 .i.d2 
�xd2+  1 2 .�xd2 'We7 1 3 . a3  (if 
1 3 . 0 - 0 ,  then 1 3  . . .  "iYb4 ! � ;  against 
1 3 .4Jc3 a possible answer is I 3  . . .  4JaS 
1 4.�d3 hd3 I S .'iVxd3 0-0 1 6 .0 -0  
.!::!.fc8 1 7  .�ac 1 a6 with equal chances , 
Baron Rodriguez-Moskalenko, Alcudia 
2003 )  I 3  . . .  4JaS ! �  1 4.i.c2 llc8 I S .b3 
0-0 ( I S  . . .  f6 ! )  1 6 . 0-0 .!:rc7 ( 1 6  . . .  f6 ! ?) 
1 7  . .l:.fb l i.xe2 ( 1 7 . . .  �fc8 ! ?) 1 8 .�xe2 
.l::I.fc8 with a slight initiative for Black, 
Rozentalis-Moskalenko, Odessa 1 9 8 9 .  
8 ... tt:lxa6 9.0-0 
A key moment in the 6 . . .  b6 variation. 
White can also show his cards before 
castling : 

A) 9 . f4 bS (9 . . .  4Jc7 ! ?  1 0 . 0 -0  fS) 
1 0 . 0-0 g6 I l . g4 �b6 I 2 .4Jf3 fs 
1 3 .exf6 4Jxf6 1 4 .4JeS 1/2- 1/2 Banikas­
Barsov, Athens 2 0 0 7 ;  

B) 9 .4Jf4 cxd4! ?  ( 9  . . .  b S  1 0 .0 -0  c4 
1 1 .'iWg4 4Jc7 I 2 .a4 bxa4 1 3  . .l::I.xa4 as 
1 4.h4 4Jb6 I S  . .!:ra l g6 1 6 .hS ± Adams­
Nguyen Chi Minh, France tt 2003 )  
1 0 .cxM 4Jb4 1 1 . 0-0 .!:rc8 1 2 .4Jf3 i.e7 
I 3 .i.d2 4Jc6 1 4."iYa4 0-0 I S .b4 a6 !� 
Hracek-Kutsin, Czechia t t  1 994/ 9 5 ;  
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C) 9 .ltJf3 b5 ? !  (� 9 . . .  �e7)  1 0 .0 -0  
ltJb6 I l .a4 c4 1 2 .axb5 ltJc7 1 3 Jh 5  
lIVd7 1 4.ltJf4 g 6  1 5 .h4 ltJxb5 1 6 .h5 
0-0-0 1 7 .ltJg5+- Nisipeanu-Yusupov, 
Germany Bundesliga 2 0 0 3 / 04. 

9 . . .  tLlc7 
We already know the objective of this 
manoeuvre. 
A) However, we still have to study the 

fundamental method of Mikhail 
Botvinnik! 9 . . .  g6 1 0 .ltJf3 (immediately 
attacking the centre would be more ag­
gressive : 1 0 .c4! ? �g7 I I .cxd5 exd5 
1 2 .f4 0-0 1 3 .f5 ! ?  l:f.eS 1 4.f6 .tf8 1 5 .ltJf3 
cxd4 1 6 .ltJexd4 ltJxe5 1 7  .ltJxe5 �xe5 
I S .ltJc6 'fieS 1 9 .1tJxe5 'iVxe5 20 .M4 
'iVe6 2 1 .�e l and White is slightly better, 
Miroshnichenko-Savon, Ordzhonikidze 
ch-UKR 200 1 )  1 0  . . .  �g7 (another World 
Champion played 1 0  . . .  lIVc7 ! ?  1 1 .'ifa4 
lIVb7 1 2 .c4 dxc4 1 3 .lIVxc4 b5 1 4.lIVc3 
�g7 !  1 5 .�e3 .l::ks 1 6  . .l::!.fd l o-o� and 
Black is OK, Daniliuk-Smyslov, Elista 
ch-RUS 1 995) 1 1 .�g5 'iVcs 1 2 .'iVd2 h6 
1 3  . .te3 'ifb7 1 4.ltJe l ltJabS ! 1 5 .f4 ltJc6 
1 6 .b3 ltJe7 1 7 .ltJd3 .l:t.cs I S  . .1:.f3 h5 
1 9  . .iU2 ltJf5 20 .ltJe l �h6 2 1 .ltJc2 �f8 
22 .ltJe3 iLe7 B .ltJxf5 gxf5 H.l:f.h3 ttJf8 
25 .:b l ltJg6 26 .';iih l  �f8 27 .ltJg3 cxd4 
2s .Ld4 h4 29 .ltJe2 �c5 30 .'it>g l 'it>g7 
3 1 .a4 'iie7 3 2 .�f3 lic7 3 3 .'iVd3 112- V2 

Ragozin-Botvinnik, Leningrad m-6 1 940 ; 

B) Another logical continuation is 
9 . . .  �e7 ! ?  1 0 .f4 f5 ( l 0  . . .  0-0 ! ?  1 1 .ttJf3 
lIVcS) I I . exf6 �xf6 1 2 .ltJf3 0 - 0  
1 3 .�e3 ltJc7  1 4.lIVd3 lIVcS ! ?  1 5 .ltJg3 
'iVa 6 1 6 .'iVd2 with equal chances. 
Botvinnik-Petrovs , Moscow ch-URS 
1 940 . 
1 0.f4 

This attacking method is the most pop­
ular in practice. 

A) The main alternative is 1 0 .ltJf4! ? , 
to bring the pieces into play. Note that 
the resulting position is the same as in 
the event of 7 .ltJh3 - see the analysis 
there. Here we give some different 
examples : 
1 0  . . .  .ite7 1 1 .'iVg4 ( l l . c4 ? !  cxd4 
1 2 .cxd5 ltJxd5 ( 1 2  . . .  ltJxe5 ! )  1 3 .ltJxd5 
exd5 1 4.f4 ltJc5 1 5 .ltJf3 0-0 1 6 .ltJxd4 
ltJe6 1 7 .ltJf5 .tc5 + I S .coth l  cothS 
1 9 Jif3 f6 20 . .l:!.h3 "'eS 2 1 .ttJh4 f5 ? !  
(2 1 . . . g5 ! 2 2 .f5 gxh4 B .fxe6 fxe5 +) 
2 2 .Ud3 d4 B . .itd2 as H.b3 g6  112- 1/2 

Munoz Pantoja-Moskalenko, Catalunya 
ch 2003 )  1 1 . . . g6  1 2 .l::te l  

1 2  . . .  c4 (a different strategy would be to 
open the c-file : 1 2  . . .  cxd4! ?  1 3 .cxd4 
ttJbS 1 4.ttJf3 ttJc6 1 5 .iLe3 ltJb4 1 6 .l:te2 
h5 1 7 .'iVh3 �cS� I S .a3 ltJc6 1 9 .�c2 
ltJa5 2 0 .b4? !  ltJc4 2 1 .ltJd2 b5 2 2 .ltJb3 
l:taS 23 Jhc 1 cotfS 24  . .itd2 ltJeS 
2 5 .ltJc5 ltJg7 2 6 .g4?? �xc5 2 7 .bxc5 
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lLlxd2 2 8 Jhd2 'iYgS and Black won, 
Renaudin-Foisor, Bourbon Lancy 1 998)  
1 3 .lLlf3 bS 1 4 .h4 h6 ! ?  

This defence is more creative than the 
blockade 1 4  . . .  hS . 1 s .lLlh3 as 1 6 .hS gS 
1 7 .lLlh2 fS ! ?  1 8 .exf6 lLlxf6 1 9 .'iVe2 
l:i:g8  ( 1 9  . . .  �d7 ! ?  2 0 . lLlg4 lLlxg4 
2 1 .'iVxg4 O -O -o�)  2 0 . lLlg4 lLlxg4 
2 1 .�xg4 c;l;Jd7 2 2 .f4 gxf4 2 3 .'iVe2 
�d6 24 .�xf4 �h4 2 S .�xd6 c;l;Jxd6 
2 6 .'iVeS + �c6 2 7 .lLlf4 l:tgS 2 8 .'iVe3 
�g4 2 9 .IIe2 'it'd6 3 0 J:tfI l::te8 1/2-V2 

Grischuk-Zakharov, Moscow 1 99 7 ;  
B) The manoeuvre 1 0 .lLlg3 is slightly 

odd : 1 0 . . .  �e7 I l .lLlf3 hS ( l 1 . . .'iVc8 ! ?) 
1 2 .�e3 lLlb8 ( 1 2 . . .  h4! ? 1 3 .lLle2 h3 �) 
1 3  .lLle 1 g6 1 4.lLld3 c4 I S  .lLle 1 lLlc6 
1 6 .'tWd2 bS 1 7 .lLlf3 as 1 8 .�gS �xgS 
1 9 .1LlxgS b4 with counterplay, Aver­
bakh-Botvinnik, Moscow m-2 1 95 6 .  
1 0  ... f51 

I think this is the best defence. 
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1 1 .exf6 
A different response by another classical 
player was I I .lLlf3 �e7 1 2..te3  c4 
1 3 .�h l bS 1 4.J::f.g 1  lLlb6 I S .g4 fxg4 
1 6 .l:txg4 g6 1 7 .h4 �d7 ! .  

analysis diagram 

Black gets the better chances thanks to 
the exchange of ..tc8x�fl . 1 8 .'iVc2 
'iff8 1 9 Jhg l lLle8 20 . .l:.4g2 lLlg7 
2 1 .lLlg3 'iffl 2 2 .hS .!:f.af8 2 3 .hxg6 
hxg6+ 24.l:i:h2 gS 2 S  . .!:.xh8 laxh8+ 
2 6 .lLlh2 gxf4 2 7 J:m  �gS 2 8 .'iff2 lLlfS 
2 9 . lLlxfS fxe3  3 0 .'iVg2 e2  0 - 1 
Bednarski-Petrosian, Lugano Olympiad 
1 9 6 8 .  This game shows the best aspects 
of the 6 . . .  b6  plan. 
1 1  ... tt:lxf6 1 2.tt:lf3 �d6 1 3.tiJg3 0-0 
Another satisfactory position for Black. 

1 4.b3 
I guess that the idea of this move was to 
prepare c3 -c4. During my visit to Cuba 
(a wonderful country! )  I faced 1 4.'ife2 
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'it'e8 1 5 .iLd2 tbh5 ! 1 6 .tbxh5 'ifxh5 
1 7 .g3 c4 1 8 J:[ae 1 �ae8 1 9 .'iVg2 'iVg6 
2 0 .l:I:e2 b5 2 1 .l:tfe 1  as 2 2 .a3 h6 ! ?  
2 3 .tbh4 'it'd3 24.f5 b4! � and I won 
this game thanks to the very creative at­
mosphere of the tournament, Martin 
del Campo-Moskalenko, Holguin 1 9 89 .  
Another success for Black was 1 4.tbe5 
cxd4 ( 1 4  . . .  tbe4 ! ?) 1 5 . cxd4 tbe4 
1 6 . tbg4 ? !  'ife8 1 7 . tbf2 'ifg6 
( 1 7 . . .  ttJxg3 ! ?) 1 8 .'iVb3 .l:.f7 1 9 .ttJfxe4 
dxe4 20  . .ie3 l':laf8 2 1 .f5 'iYg4 2 2 .fxe6 
tbxe6 2 3 .tbf5 ?  �f4 !  and Black stands 
better, Kan-Botvinnik, Soviet Union 
1 9 5 2 .  
1 4  ... 'iWeSI? 

A very useful queen manoeuvre in this 
kind of position. 
1 5.tiJe5 UdS 
Strengthening the centre. 1 5  . . .  h5 ! ?� .  
1 6.'iYe2 ttJb51? 

Improving the situation of the knights : 
the idea is . . .  iLc7 -ttJd6-ttJe4. 
1 7  . .ib2 .ic7 1 S.dxc5 bxc5 1 9.c4 ttJd6 
20J�ae1 ttJde4 21 .ttJg4?1 
2 1 .  tbxe4 tbxe4 2 2 .  'if g4 h5 ! ?� .  
2 1  ... ttJxg3 22.ttJxf6+ l:txf61 23.hxg3 
d4+ 
After the knight duels , Black has ob­
tained an advantageous position. The 
bishop on c7 is stronger than its oppo­
site number on b2 .  

24.'iVe4 'iVg6 
24 . .  .'ifh5 ! ?t. 
25.'iVf3 
2 5 .ihg6 hxg6 followed by . . .  g5-+ .  
25 ... h51 26.'iYc6 ..td6 27JU3 h41 
The strategic phase is over ! 
2S . ..ta3? 

There is no time to activate the bishop; 
now the game is tactically lost. The 
pawn had to be captured: 2 8 . gxh4 
.ixf4 ! ? ,  with the initiative for Black. 
2S ... hxg3 29 . .ixc5 

29 ... ..txf4? 
Complicating the situation. I was very 
short of time at this point. There was an 
easy win by 2 9  . . .  'iVh5 3 0  . .ixd4 
(3 o .iLxd6 �xd6) 3 0  . . .  �xf4 ! .  
30 . .te71  
There i s  no mate, but now incredible 
complications begin. 
30 ... 'iYh5 
30 . . .  d3 ! ?  3 1.. �xf6 (3 1 .iLxd8 'iVh6 ! )  
3 1  . . .  'ifxf6+ .  
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31 .�xf6 
Only move : 3 1 .bd8 ??  'ifh2+ 3 2 .wfl 
� l +  3 3 .We2 'ifxg2+ 34.Wd3 'iVd2+ .  
3 1  ... 'ti'h2+ 32.Wf1 'ti'h1 + 33.We2 
'ti'xg2+ 34.'it>d3 �d2+ 35.We4 
'ti'xe1 + 36.'it>xf4 1:[f81 37.'it>g41 g21  
38.i.xd4 g 1 'if+ 39.�xg 1 'iYxg 1 + 

40.1:[g3?? 
These things always happen on the last 
move before the time control . 
40 .  W h3 ! = would have saved the game. 
40 ... 'ti'd1 +? 
I repeat my last words ! 40 . . .  'iVd4+ ! 
4 1 .Wh3 1::[f6-+ . 
41 .1:[f31 
4 1 .Wh3 'ifhS + 42 .Wg2 'ife2 + 43 .Wh3 
trf6-+ .  
41 ... "ife21 .... 

Black must start from scratch again. 
42.Wg3 'ti'e5+ 43.Wh3 l:td81 
44.'ti'b7?? 

My opponent was tired. 44.'iVbS ! 'iVe l 
4S .1i'b7 holds. 
44 ... "ifh5+ 45.'it>g3 'ifg6+? 
4S . . .  'i¥gS + !  46 .�f2 (46 .�h3 trd4) 
46 . . .  1i'h4+ 47 .'ot>e2 'ifh2 + 48 .:f2 
'ifeS + 49 .r;t>fl .I:l.d l + S O .r;t>g2 1i'gS + .  
46.Wh3 
46 .�f2 ! .  
46 ... l:td 1 47.'ifxa7 'ti'h5+1? 
Enjoying the attack and time-trouble at 
the same time. 47 . . .  :h 1 mate was better. 
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48.'it>g2 'ifg4+ 49.1:[g3 1:[d2+ 50.'ti'f2 
'ti'e4+ 5U :lf3 1:[xf2+ 52.'it>xf2 'iYc2+ 
53.We3 'ti'xa2 54.We4 'ifa3 55 . .l:rc3 
'ifc5 56.Wd3 e5 57.b4 'ti'd4+ 58.'it>c2 
e4 59.c5 e3 60.c6 e2 61 .c7 'fi'xc3+1  

The last hit in this memorable game. 
62.�xc3 e1 'iY+ 63.Wc4 'ti'c1 + 
64.'it>b5 'ifxc7 0-1 
Exactly on the 64th move ! 

Summary of the �c8dfl exchange 
plan with 6 . . .  b6 : Even if Black gets to 
exchange White 's best piece, he loses 
some tempi and has little space. Nowa­
days , the best French Defence players 
hardly use 6 . . .  b6 .  This might be due to 
the difficulty of obtaining serious 
counterplay and also to its bad statistics 
(Short and Yusupov have lost nearly all 
the games they played in this variation) . 
The most dangerous plan is 
ttJe2 /ttJh3-ttJf4-'ifg4, which promises 
White a long-term initiative and a pos­
sible attack on the kingside. At this 
pOint, closing the centre with . . .  cS -c4 is 
very risky, but Black cannot afford to 
open up the game either ! From a dy­
namic point of view, in many lines 
White has more tempi available. 
Some advice to fans of the . . .  b6/  . . .  �a6 
plan : analyse all possibilities in the 
opening (see again Game 2 3 ) . The old 
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Botvinnik idea of . . .  g6/  . . .  �g7 ,  for in­
stance, could be interesting, returning 
to the idea of fianchetto versus symme­
try. Otherwise, Black can try other vari­
ations against 3 .  tLld2 . 
The dogma according to which the c8 
bishop is bad might not be correct. As 
yet there is no evidence of this rule ! 

In their classic games, Botvinnik, 
Petrosian and Kortchnoi demonstrated 
the best defensive qualities of the 
French Defence. 

GAME 24 

D Predrag Ostojic 
• Mikhail Botvinnik 
Wijk aan Zee 1 969 ( 1 )  

1 .e4 e6 
Botvinnik's favourite reply to 1 .e4. 
2.d4 d5 3.ttJd2 ttJf6 4.e5 ttJfd7 5.f41 

A very solid plan. Usually in this line 
Black tends not to get too much space 
for his pieces. The knight on d7 suffers 
a lot, but never the bishop on c8 ! 
5 ... c5 6.c3 
Maintaining the centre with pawns, ac­
cording to the concept behind f2.-f4 .  A 
somewhat independent idea is the ma­
noeuvre 6 .tLlgf3 ! ? , which was excel­
lently analysed by John Watson in his 

World Champion Mikhail Botvinnik 
( I 9 1 1 - 1 99 5 ) .  The French Defence was his 
favourite opening against l .e4. Many of 
Botvinnik's ideas still retain their value . 

book Dangerous Weapons: The French (for 
white players) .  Let's look a bit deeper 
for Black: 

A) In the game Smagin-Moskalenko, 
Moscow 1 99 5 ,  I played 6 . . .  cxd4! ?  In 
this way Black can simplify and improve 
his passive tLld7 . 7 .tLlb3 tLlc6 8 .tLlbxd4 
tLlxd4 9 .tLlxd4 �cs 1 0 .c3 �b6 1 1 .a4 as 
1 2 .�bs 0-0 1 3 .�e3 f6 ! �  

1 4.'iihS (if 1 4.exf6 ttJxf6 1 5 .0-0 �d7 
with a balanced position, or 1 4.'iVg4 
fxes !  l s .tLlxe6 �f7 1 6 .tLlxcs tLlxcs 
1 7 .'iVf3 exf4 1 8 . 0-0 �e6 1 9 .�d4 'iVd6 
20 .J::[ae 1 :af8 ! ?=F ,  which is excellent for 
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Black) and now the best continuation 
was 1 4  . . .  g6 !  I S .WVe2 fxeS 1 6 .fxeS .l:.f7 ! 
1 7 . 0-0-0 ttJxeS with an extra pawn in a 
complex position . For example : 
1 8 J:the l gg  ( 1 8J:thfl ? !  �d7 !) 1 8  . . .  i..d7 
(or 1 8  . . .  ttJc4 ! ?  1 9 .�xc4 dxc4 20 .ttJxe6 
he3 + 2 1 .'iVxe3 'iVxe3+ 22 .lhe3 �d7 
2 3 .ttJgS �xa4! =) 1 9 .ttJxe6 �xe3 + 
20  .• xe3 �xe3 + 2 l ..l:!xe3 ttJg4+:t; 
B) 6 . . .  ttJc6 7 .ttJb3 and now: 

B l )  7 . .  :flb6 8 .dxcS (if 8 . c3 ! ?  (Wat­
son) 8 . . .  aS 9 .a4 �e7 1 0 .�e2 , 1 0  . . .  0-0 ! ?  
is better than 1 0  . .  .f6 (Moskalenko) 
1 1 . 0-0 f6 ! 1 2 .'iit>h l  ( 1 2 .exf6 :xf6 ! )  
1 2  . .  .fxeS 1 3 .fxeS Vi'd8 ! ?  1 4.�e3 cxd4 
I S .cxM ttJb400 with a typically com­
plex game) 8 . . .  �xcS !N 

An anti-dogmatic move. Watson sug­
gests 8 . . .  ttJxcS ? !  9 .�e3 as 1 0 .a4t with 
a slight advantage for White due to the 
pin and his control on d4. 
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9 .�d3 (in the event of 9 .ttJxcS ttJxcS 
1 0 .c3 0-0 1 1 .Vi'e2 Vi'c7 ! ?  1 2 .�e3 b6 !+:t 
Black i s  OK) 9 . . .  i..f2+ (9 . . .  aS ! ?+:t ;  
9 . . .  ttJb4=) 1 0 .�e2 ? !  ( l O .�£1 i s  better) 
1 0  . . .  f6 ( 1 0  . . .  0-0 1 1 .:£1 �cS 1 2 .ttJxcS 
ttJxcS 1 3 .�e3 .l:rd8+:t) 1 1 .11£1 �cS 
1 2 .ttJxcS 'lYxcs ( 1 2  . . .  ttJxcS ! 1 3 .�e3) 
1 3 .�e3 'lYe7 1 4.exf6 ttJxf6 with equal 
chances, Cabrera Trujillo-Moskalenko, 
Tenerife rapid 2006 .  
B2 )  Another main response i s  the 

blockading move 7 . . .  c4! ? , quite similar to 
the main game but saving a few tempi: 
8 .ttJbd2 bS 9 .�e2 \i'b6? !  (this might not 
be necessary. Black wastes an important 
tempo. 9 . . .  Vi'aS ! ?  was interesting, pre­
venting the manoeuvre ttJd2 -£1 : 1 0 . 0-0 
�e7 1 l ..!:lfl. 0-0 1 2 .ttJ£1 b4 1 3 .ttJe3 
f6 ! ?+:t;  or else a dynamic line: 9 . . .  i..e7 ! ?  
with the idea 1 0 .ttJ£1 'iVaS+ !+:t) 1 o .ttJ£1 ! 
f6 I I .ttJe3 fxeS 1 2 .fxeS �e7 1 3 .c3 0-0 
1 4.0-0 b4 I S .Vi'e l bxc3 1 6 .bxc3 'lYaS 
1 7  .�d 1 ! , intending �c2 , with the initia­
tive for White, Smagin-M.Gurevich, Essen 
200 1 .  
As usual in 'classical' lines like 6 .  ttJgf3 , 
domination and balance go together. 
Other knight moves, such as 6 .ttJdf3 ttJc6 
7 .ttJe2 , lead to the Classical System, 
which can be found in Part Three, Chap­
ter 5 ,  the game Morozevich-Moskalenko. 
6 ... ttJc6 
Reverting to the plan �c8x�£1 is still 
possible with 6 . . .  b6 ? ! ,  but White can 
save a tempo by keeping his bishop on 
£1 : 7 .  ttJh3 ! ?  (if 7 .  ttJdf3 �a6 8 . .ba6 
ttJxa6 9 .ttJe2 ttJc7 1 0 . 0-0 fS l 1 .exf6 
ttJxf6 1 2 . ttJeS �d6 1 3 .ttJg3  0 - 0  
1 4.�e3 , the extra tempo, compared 
with Game 2 3 ,  does not alter the bal­
ance, Dobrovolsky-Moskalenko, Odessa 
1 9 89)  7 . . .  .ia6 ? !  (the waiting move 
7 . . .  �e7 ! ?  is better) 8 .�xa6 ttJxa6 9 . 0-0 
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tbc7 (9 . . .  g 6 ! ? ,  with the idea 1 0 . g4 cxM 
I l .cxd4 h5 1 2 .f5 gxf5 1 3 .gxf5 'fIh4 
1 4. tbf4 ..th6 1 S .fxe6 fxe6�) 1 0  .fS !  
and White starts his attack, Glek­
Moskalenko, Odessa 1 9  S 9 .  
Vtjdf3 c4 

This is the old concept. Black puts an end 
to the central tension by blocking the po­
sition. We will check the modern choices 
in the two following games, 25 and 26 .  
8.94 

Of course, this is not the only way. 
S .tbh3 ..te7 9 . ..te2 bSoo,  with many 
possibilities for both players. 
8 ... b5 
Beginning an attack on the opposite 
flank. A classic defence is provided by 
Petrosian's move S . . .  hS ! ?  9 .gxhS J:r.xhS 
1 0 .tbe2 tbb6 1 1 .tbg3 l::thS 1 2 .b4 �d7 
1 3 .a4 as 1 4.bS tbe7 l S .�a3 tbg6 
1 6 .hf8 tbxfS ( 1 6  . . .  �xf8 ! ?) 1 7 .'fIc 1 
tbg6 l S  . ..te2 'fIe7 1 9 .i.d 1 0-0-0 .  

From here, Black won in fascinating 
strategic style. The whole game de­
serves to be given : 20 .I:!.a2 f6 2 1 .I:!.fl. 
.l:.df8 22 .0-0 f5 23 . .l:.g2 ..te8 24.l:.ff2. 
tbh4 2 S . tbxh4 ':xh4 26 .tbfI .ihS 
2 7 .�c2 l:lli8 28 . .!:i.g3 �b8 29 .l::rfg2 g6 
30 .l:.fl. rJ;;a7 3 1 ..:tfg2 �f8 32 . .l:.g5 �6 
3 3 .l:.2g3 ..tg4 34.'ifd2 tbd7 3 S .l:lg2 
(3 S .i.d l i.xd 1 3 6 .Vi'xd 1 l:.xh2 !) 
3S . . .  tbf8 36 .tbe3 in 3 7 .b6+ �b8 
3S .�c 1 hg2 3 9 .�a3 �7 40 .'ifd6+ 
�c8 4 1 .'iYcS+ �d8 42.hfs lhh2 
43 .Vi'd6+ 'tid7 44.Vi'b8+ rt;e7 4S . ..tc2 
..tf3 46.l:.g3 l:.xc2 47 .tbxc2 ..te4 48 .tbe3 
l:.h 1 +  49 .rt;f2 'iVxa4 0- 1 Kupper­
Petrosian, Tel Aviv Olympiad 1 9 64. 
9.ttJe2 
Some unexpected resources arise after 
9 . fS �e7 (9 . . .  tbb6 ! ?) 1 0 .tbe2 hS ! ?  
I l .fxe6 hxg4! 1 2 .exfl + ( 1 2 .exd7+ 
.ixd 7 �) 1 2  . . .  rt;xfl 1 3 .�c2 ? tbf8 
( 1 3  . . .  tbcS ! would have won; or else 
1 3  . . .  gxf3 ! ?  1 4.'iffS +  ..tf6 ! )  1 4 .tbfg 1  
.ih4+ l S .rt;d l tbe7 1 6  . .ig2 .ifS + 
Dukurs-Bodisko, corr. 1 9 7 6 .  
9 ... ttJb6 

1 0.i.h3 

With 1 0 .tbg3 ! ?  .ie7 ! ?  the chess pro­
gram 'Dragon' lost a 5 2-move game 
against Seirawan, The Hague 1 99 7 .  
That same year Viktor Kortchnoi scored 
another victory for the defence with the 
blockading move 7 . . .  c4 : 1 0  . ..tg2 hS ! ?  

99 
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1 1 . gxhS l:.xhS 1 2 .tt:Jg3 .u.h8 1 3 .�e3 
tt:Je7 ! ?  ( 1 3  . . .  �e7 ; 1 3  . . .  b4) 1 4 .'iVd2 
tr.bS I S  .b4 tt:Jg6 !  1 6 .�f2. as ! 1 7 .a3 l::taS 
l S . 0-0 tt:Jh4 !+ .  

This was another very interesting game, 
similar to the Labyrinths in Part One, 
Chapter 2 .  After gaining control over 
the entire board, Black won slowly but 
without relaxing for a moment : 
1 9 .�h 1 g6 20 .tt:JgS �e7 2 1 .l:[fe 1  �d7 
22 .tLlf1 �f8 2 3 .�e3 l:1a6 24.�f2. \tg7 
2 S .l:!.ac 1 �c6 2 6 .tt:Jg3 'iVaS 2 7 .'iVe2 
.l:.h6 2 S .'iYg4 �hS 2 9 .l:[e2  �d7 
3 0 .�e3 �f8 3 1 ..l:.f1 axb4 3 2 .axb4 l:.a3 
3 3 .�d2 �eS 3 4.l:.ef2. tt:Ja4 3 S .'iVd 1 
tt:Jxc3 3 6 .  'iY c 1 �xb4-+ 3 7 .fS ! ?  gxfS 
3 S .tt:Jxfl �xfl 3 9 .�xh6 �e7 40 .�gS 
tt:Ja2 4 Uha2 ? .u.xa2 42 .�xe7 �xe7 
43 .'iVgS + �fl 44.h3 l:!.a3 4S .:f2. b4 
46 .1:[f4 b3 47 .l:.xh4 'iVg7 4S .tr.h7 
�xh7 49 .�f3 l:laS 0- 1 Garcia Marti­
nez-Kortchnoi, Havana 1 9 69 .  
1 0  ... h51� 

1 0 0 

A common defence against the attack 
with the f- and g-pawns. 
1 1 .gxh5 l:!.xh5 1 2  . .ig4 llhS 1 3 .ttJg3 
ttJe7 
Quite similar to the Kortchnoi and 
Petrosian games. 1 3  . . .  .ie7 ! ?  1 4.�c2 g6 
l S .�e3 b4 1 6 .h4°o . 
1 4.'tWc2 
1 4 .tt:JgS ! ?  
1 4  ... gS 1 5.h4 
Looking for new attacking resources. 
l S .�d2 �d7 1 6 .h4 tt:JfS ! .  
1 5  ... ttJf51 1 S.bf5 
1 6 .'iVh2 tt:Jxh4 ( 1 6  . . .  b4 ! )  1 7 .tt:Jxh4 
�e7 Botvinnik. 
1 S  ... gxf5! 

'Now Black's position on the kingside is 
secure. He has sufficient space for ma­
noeuvring, while the white h-pawn is 
not only blocking the enemy forces , but 
is also a target: - Botvinnik. 
1 7.ttJg5 fS l 1 8.exfS 'fixfS 1 9.'iVe2 .idS 

20.h5 l:!.hSI 
'The h-pawn must be blockaded, since 
it is restricting three of its own pieces : 
queen, rook, and knight at g 3 :  -
Botvinnik. 
21 .ttJf3 .id7 22.ttJe5 0-0-0 
=+= (Gligoric) . 
23.�e3 .l:.gS 24.�f2 .ieS 25 . .!::i.ag1 
llgh8 2S.l::!.h3 Wc7 27J:Igh 1  .!:!.Sh7 
2S.1:[1 h2 'iYhS 29.Wg2 ttJcSI 30.�d2 
ttJe7 31 .ttJf3 £t.d7 32.ttJg5 
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'White has returned his knight to its 
former position, from where it at least 
prevents the opponent from tripling on 
the h-file.' - Botvinnik. 
32 .. .1::1.g7 33.t2Jf1 t2JgS 34.cJth 1  l:[e7 
35.l:th4 ttJf6+ 

'From this point until the time control 
White does not do anything, since he 
has no such opportunity, and Black 
waits for the end of the time scramble.' 
- Botvinnik. 
36J:t2h3 'it;lcS 37.t2Jg3 'iffS 3S.cJtg2 
�c6 39.cJtf1 a5 40.l:th2 
4 0 .t2Jxe6 ?  'if e8  4 1 . t2Jxf5 .u.xe 6 !  
(4 1 . . . t2Je4? 4 2 . 'ifxe4 ! )  42 . t2Jxd6 +  
l:!xd6 winning. 
40 ... 'irYeS 41 .'ife1 tbe4 42.ttJ5xe4 dxe41 

43.'iVe2 �d5 44.a3 .!:i.b7 45.�f2 ':g7 
46.tbf1 i.e7 47 . .!:i.4h3 'irYgS 4S . .!:i.g3 

l:I.xg3 49.tbxg3 'fWdS 50.'iVf1 �h4 
51 .'ifh3 ':xh5 52.'it;le2 ':'hS 53.tiJxf5? 

exf5 54 . .te1 .tf6 55.'fWxf5+ �c7 
56.l:txh8 �xh8 57.�h4 'fWd7 58.'iif8 
'iVg4+ 59.�d2 e3+ 60.�xe3 'ifxh4 
61 .'fWc5+ 0-1 
6 1 . . .itc6 62 .d5 'iYe l +  6 3 .<;tJf3 'iYh l +  
64.'itJg4 'iYxd5 -+ . 

Summary of the blockading 7 . . .  c4: 
In all honesty, I have not been able to 
fmd a Single immediate refutation of 
this legendary, but forgotten plan. How­
ever, I greatly enjoyed analysing the 
games of the best players of that period! 
I doubt whether the authors of books 
like 'Beating the French Defence '  (and 
other good defences) could actually 
have defeated heroes such as Petrosian, 
Kortchnoi or Botvinnik. The value of 
their ideas will be retained for as long 
as our game is played! 

GAME 2 5  

D Vitaly Pesotsky 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Chernigov 1 985  (7)  

1 .e4 e6 2.�4 d5 3 .tbd2 ttJf6 4.e5 ttJfd7 
5.f4 c5 6.c3 tbc6 7.ttJdf3 cxd4 8.cxd4 

a51? 

With this advance Black prepares an at­
tack on the queenside, while keeping 
the usual possibilities open. As yet this 

1 0 1  
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idea has not been very widely devel­
oped (3 S games in total) . 
In some games I have practised the 
blockading possibility 8 . .  .fS ? ! ,  and now: 
A) 9 .a3 ? !  t2Jb6 1 0 .i.d3 i.e7 1 1 .t2Je2 

0-0 1 2 .h3 il.d7 ( 1 2  . . .  aS ! ?) 1 3 .g4 �e8 
1 4 . 0 -0  ( 1 4 . gxfS exfS �) 1 4  . . .  �g6 
I S .'ifc2 ? (better is I S .t2Jg3 :c8�) 
I s  . .  .l:lc8 was better for Black, Alonso 
Moyano-Moskalenko, Catalunya tt 200 1 ;  

B) 9 .�d3 i.e7 1 0 .t2Je2 ? !  t2Jb6 1 1 . 0 -0  
.td7 1 2 .t2Jc3 0-0 1 3 .<;i(h l  �e8 1 4 .h3 
�hS I S .�e2 .!:!.c8 1 6 .l:.g 1 a6 1 7 . g4 
i.g6 1 8 .�d3 'iVe8 1 9 .a3 t2JaS 20 Jlb l  
fxg4 2 1 .hxg4 �xd3 2 2 .'iVxd3 'iVg6 
2 3 .'iVxg6 hxg6 24 .'if;(g2 t2Jb3 + Moroz­
Moskalenko, Alushta 1 999 ;  

C) 9 .  t2Jh3 ! il.e7 1 0 .�d3 0 - 0  l 1 .%:rg 1 ! ? 

Preparing a quick g2-g4 is the best plan 
for White. 1 1 . . .t2Jb6  1 2 . a3  �d7 
1 3 .g4 ! t 'ife8 ( 1 3  . . .  fxg4? ! 1 4 Jhg4 .l:[c8 
I S .b3 'ife8 1 6 .l::ra2 ! intending l:!.g2) 
1 4 .b3 fxg4 ( 1 4  . . .  aS is too slow: I S  . .l:[a2 
a4 1 6 .gxfS exfS 1 7 Jhg2 g6 1 8 .M 
t2Jd8 1 9 .t2JhgS ! intending h2-h4, with 
an unstoppable attack) I s Jhg4 'iVhS 
1 6  . .l:[g3 ±  White keeps the initiative and 
continues '!:!'a2 -l:[g2 ! ,  Parligras­
Moskalenko, Sitges 2 006 .  
9.�d3 
Some alternatives which turned out 
successfully for Black were : 

1 0 2 

A) 9 .a4 f6 ! 1 0 .h4 Yi'b6 1 1..�. bS 
�b4+ 1 2 .<;i(f2 0 - 0  1 3 .<;i(g3  'ifc7 
1 4.'iVc2 fxeS I S .fxeS t2Jf6 ! .  

Black's initiative has become very dan­
gerous. 1 6  . .td3 �d7 1 7 .�h3 I!ac8 ! ?  
(also, 1 7 . . .  t2Je4 t) with a cascade of sac­
rifices and checks : 1 8 .exf6 eS+ 1 9 .94 
e4 2 0 .fxg 7 ? ?  (if 2 0 .'iVb3 �xg4+ !  
2 1 . 'if;(xg4 hS + ! --+) 2 0  . . .  �xg4+ ! 
2 1 .'if;(xg4 'iVxg 7 +  2 2 . 'if;(h3 'ifd7 + !  
2 3 .'if;(g2 t2Jxd4! 24 .'iYf2 t2Jxf3 (or else 
24 . .  .'ifg4+ ! 2 S .'ifg3 exf3 + 2 6 .t2Jxf3 
'ifxg3+  2 7 .'if;(xg3 .l:txf3 + ,  winning lots 
of material) 2 S .'it'g3 + 'if;(h8 2 6 .tLJxf3 
.td6 ! 2 7 .t2JeS Yi'e6 2 8 .t2Jg6+ hxg6 
29 .'iVe3 'iVg4+ and mate is coming, 
0- 1 Heinel-Bukal, Pula 1 99 7 ;  
B) 9 .tLJe2 a4 1 0 .g4? !  hS ! l 1 . gxhS 

laxhS 1 2 .t2Jg3 lah8 1 3 .h4 t2Jb6 1 4 .hS 
tLJc4+ Laubsch-Becker, Germany 
Bundesliga B  2006/0 7 .  
9 ... a4 
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1 0.a3 
This natural blockade weakens the 
squares b3 and c4, which will be the 
next destinations of Black's knights. 
Another option for White is to ignore 
the advance of the a-pawn: 1 0 .4Je2 ! ?  
4Jb6 1 1 .0-0 �e7 !  ( 1 1 . . .4Jb4? !  1 2 .�b 1 
�d7 1 3 .4Jc3 4Jc6 1 4.�c2 4Jb4 1 5 .�b 1 
4Jc6 1 6 .g4 hS 1 7 .4JgS hxg4 1 8 .fS !�  
Sax-Bukal, Tucepi tt 1 996) 1 2 .g4 h5 
( 1 2  . . .  4Jc4 ! ?  1 3 .fS 4Jb4 14 . .tb 1 hS �) 
1 3 .gxhS l:txhS 1 4.4Jg3 l:th8 l S .fS 4Jc4 
1 6 .fxe6 .I1t.xe6 1 7 .4Jf5 �xfS 1 8  . .I1t.xf5 
'ifb6� with a sharp pOSition, Mot­
wani-Dolezal, Luxembourg 1 990 .  
1 0  ... tLlb6 
Now Black gets good counterplay with 
the manoeuvres . . .  4JaS-b3 and . . .  4Jbc4. 
1 1 .tLlh3 
Alternatively, 1 1 .4Je2 4JaS 1 2 . 0-0 g6 
1 3  . .:!.b 1 �d7 1 4 .g4 'lYc7 l S .4Jg3 
O-O-O ! ?  1 6 .'iie 1  4Jbc4 1 7 .�d2 Wb8 
( 1 7 . . .  4Jxd2 ! ?) 1 8 .�xa5 4Jxa5 1 9 .'lYf2 
'ifb6 2 0 . <it>g2  4Jb3 2 1..�. c2 �b5 
n J Hd 1  ':'c8 2 3 .4Jf1 hS ! + ,  
Mongontuul-Benitah, Moscow 2004. 
11  . . .  tLlaS 1 2.0-0 tLlb3 1 3Jlb1 tLlc4 

Black celebrates his opening success. 
1 4.i.c2? 
White is in trouble and he fails to find a 
suitable plan. If 1 4 . 'lYe 1 bS ! ? ; or, for in­
stance : 1 4 .fs exf5 l S .i.xc4 dxc4 

1 6 .l::!.e 1  b5 1 7 .4Jf4 �e7 1 8 .dS 4Jxc 1 
1 9  . .!:!.xc 1 �cS + 20 .Wh 1  O-O� .  
1 4  ... 'iVb6 1S  . .bb3 axb3 1 6.tLlf2 i.d7 

1 7.tLld3 i.e 7 1 0 . .!::!.f2 0-0+ 

Black has a comfortable advantage. 
1 9.i.d2 tLlxd21  20J:txd2 l:tfcO 21 .tLlc1 
i.a4 22.tLle2 'ifaS 23.tLlc3 llxc31 
24.bxc3 'ifxc3 2S . .l::f.d3 'iVc4 
2s  . .  :ifc2 ! .  
26 . .lIe3? 
Better was 2 6 .l::!.bxb3 ! ?  b5 ! ?  2 7 .'lYb 1 
i.xb3 2 8  . .I:!.xb3 .l:.aS !+ .  
2 6  ... i.xa3 27.'iVd3 i.c1 20.tLld2 'iVxd3 

29.l:txd3 b2 30.tLlb3 �xb3 0-1 

Summary of 7 .cxd4 cxd4 8 .aS ! ? :  At the 
moment, this plan has not yet been 
widely explored. It may present a new 
field for investigation by black players. 

With a 'mixed salad' of lines we con­
clude the study of 3 . . .  4Jf6 .  Here Black 
combines all his resources in the fight 
against the pawn wedge created by 
5 / 6 .f4.  

GAME 2 6  

D Leonid Yudasin 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Lvov 1 9 84 (2) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.tLld2 tLlf6 4.eS tLlfd7 
S.c3 cS 6.f4 tLlc6 7.tLldf3 

1 0 3 
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7 . . .  cxd41? 
In order to determine White 's pawn 
structure. 
First, we must study some famous 
games in the French Defence, to un­
derstand its great popularity. Black pre­
pares the sacrifice of his d7 knight : 
. . .  ttJdxeS . 
A) 7 . . .  Vi' as is a very original manoeu­

vre. This is probably not the best idea, 
but in this line I like the immortal game 
by virtuoso Rafael Vaganian in A3 . 

A I )  If 8 .dxcS , Black has the interest­
ing 8 . . .  'iVc7 ! ?N 9 .b4 as I O .�d2 axb4 
I l . cxb4 f6 1 2 .exf6 ttJxf6GG;  
A2) 8 .�e3 ! ?  i s  another critical move, 

with the idea 8 . . .  bS ? 9 . dxcS b4 
1 0 .ttJd4! "'xcS 1 1 . ... a4 ! bxc3 1 2  .... xc6 
cxb2 1 3  .�b 1 'iVa3 1 4. rJ,(f2 - this is fatal 
for Black, Adorjan-Watson, New York 
1 98 1  ; 
A3) 8 .';i;>f2 is the most popular reply : 

8 . . .  �e7 9 .ii.d3 �b6 I O . ttJe2 f6 
I l .exf6 ? ( 1 1 .rJ,(g3 gS ! ?  is a new but 
probably important resource : 1 2 .1:e l 
cxd4 13 .ttJexd4? !  gxf4+ 1 4.�xf4 fxeS 
1 5 . ttJxeS ttJdxeS I 6  . .u.xeS ttJxeS 
1 7 .heS 1:g8 + 1 8 .\ti>h3 .u.gS ! with the 
initiative for Black, Adorjan-Vaganian, 
Teesside 1 9 74; 1 1 .ii.e3 ! ?  is unclear) 
I l . . .ii.xf6 ( 1 1 . . .ttJxf6 ! ?� is also good) 
1 2 .\ti>g3 cxd4 1 3 .cxd4 0-0 I 4J:te I 
eS ! ! --+  

1 04 

A fascinating attacking resource. 
I S . fxeS ( I S . ttJc3 exf4+ I 6 .�xf4 
..ixd4t;  I S .dxeS ttJdxeS ! )  I S  . . .  ttJdxeS ! 
I 6 .dxeS ..th4+ ! (the decisive move) 
1 7 .<oitxh4 (forced ; 1 7 .ttJxh4 'iff2 mate) 
1 7 . . .  �xf3 ! and Black won after some 
spectacular moves : 1 8 .1:£1 ( 1 8 .gxf3 
Vi'f2 + 1 9 .ttJg3 �xh2 + 20 .'iitgS �h6 
mate) 1 8  . . .... b4+ 1 9 .�f4 Vi'e7 +  
2 0  . .ltgS �e6 ! 2 1 .�fS �xfS 2 2 .ttJf4 
"'xeS 2 3 .'iVg4 �f7 24 .... hS ttJe7 2 S .g4 
ttJg6+ 2 6 .\ti>g3 ..id7 2 7 .':'ae l "'d6 
28 . ..ih6 l:laf8 0- 1 Reshevsky-Vaganian, 
Skopje 1 9 7 6 .  
In time, Vaganian changed his defence 
from 7 . . .  �aS to Tarrasch's idea of 
3 . . .  cS 4 .exdS exdS . 
B) The most effective manoeuvre is 

7 . . .  �b6 !  (the best square for the 
queen) 8 .ttJe2 (8 .g3 ! ?  similar to the 
main game) 8 . . .  f6 ! 9 .g3 . 
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This is one of the tactically important po­
sitions in the 'Pawn Wedge' variation. 
9 . . .  cxd4! ? 1 0 .cxd4? !  (� 1 0 .tbexd4 fxeS !  
1 Uxe5 tbcs 1 2 .�3 iLe7 1 3 .0-0 0-0 
1 4.'ife2 tbxd4 1 S .tbxd4 I:r.xf1 + 1 6 .Wxf1 
�d7+% Adas-Luther, Austria tt 200 1 /02) 
10 . . .  �M+ 1 1 .�d2 ? (allowing a frontal 
attack in the centre. Better was 1 1 .tbc3 
fxeS !  1 2 .fxeS 0-0 1 3 .i.f4 Sl.e7 1 4.�3 
'iVxb2 ! ,  although also in Black's favour, 
Anand -Sisniega, Philadelphia 1 98 7 .  If 
now 1 5 .iLxe6+? ?  Wh8 1 6 .tbxdS 
tbdxeS ! ;  1 1 . �f2 ?? is another error: 
1 1 . . .fxeS 1 2 .fxeS tbdxeS !) 1 1 . . . fxeS 
1 2 .fxeS 0-0 1 3 .�g2 tbdxe5 ! ! -+  

One solution to the problem of the d 7  
knight in the 'Pawn Wedge ' i s  to give it 
away. 1 4.dxeS tbxeS l s .iLxb4! (the 
best chance. After l S .tbf4? 'ife3 +  
1 6 . Wfl �xd2 1 7 . tbxeS 'iVxeS 
1 8 .'ifxd2 gS 1 9 .I:re 1 'iff6 Black had 
gained two pawns and continued at­
tacking in Slobodjaniuk-Moskalenko, 
Alushta tt 1 994. The oldest example is 
1 S . tbed4? tbd3 + 1 6 . �e2 tbxb2 
1 7 .'ifb3 'if a 6 + 1 8 . Wf2 Sl.xd2 
1 9 .'ti'xb2 'ti'd3 2 0 Jhd l  'iVe3 + 2 1 .�fl 
b6 !  (winning) 2 2 .�xd2 iLa6+ 2 3 .tbe2 
I:r.xf3 + H.hf3 'ifxf3 + 2 S . �g l  Sl.xe2 
2 6 .l:re 1 Sl.d3 0- 1 Hamann-Uhlmann, 
Halle Zonal 1 963 )  I s  . .  .'iixM+ 1 6 .Wf2 

and now Black has several ways of con­
tinuing :  1 6  . . .  'ti'b6+ 1 7 .'ti'd4 tbxf3 
1 8 .i..xf3 eS 1 9  .... xb6 axb6=i=,  always 
with a slight advantage;  or 1 6  . . .... e4 ! ?  
1 7 .tbc3 tbg4+ 1 8 .wfl �b4K; or 
1 6  . . .  gS 1 7 .h3 hS t 1 8 .tbd4? ( 1 8 .g40) 
1 8  . . .  g4-+ M. Mayer-Lindorfer, 
SchOneck 1 99 8 .  
8.cxd4 

This must be the main reply. In the 
event of 8 .tbxd4 tbc5 !+% Black frees his 
passive knight on d7 . 
8 .. :iVb61? 

The black queen is activated, but the d7 
knight still does not have any squares 
available. Maybe, for that reason, the 
most flexible move is 8 . . .  aS ! ? , which 
we saw in the previous game. 
9.g3 
Another white pawn move which sup­
ports the centre, at the same time vacat­
ing the g2-square for the king. 
The continuation 9 .tbe2 f6 ! ?  (9 . . .  Sl.b4+ 
1 0 .tbc3 t) 1 0 . a3  is analysed in 
Morozevich-Moskalenko, Part Three, 
Chapter S ,  Game 3 7 .  
The advance 9 .h4 is quite popular. Now: 
A) A classic example is 9 . .  .f6 1 0 .a3 

Sl.e7 1 1.. �d3 0-0 1 2 .tbe2 h6 1 3 .M Wh8 
1 4.Sl.b l fs I S .i..d3 ! 'iVd8 1 6 .hS tbb6 
1 7 .c;;t>£'2 i..d7 1 8 .'iYg l tbc4 1 9 .94 bS 
20 .gxfS exfs 2 1 .'iYg6 Sl.e8 22 .'ifg2 'iYd7 

I DS 



Par t  Two - Tarrasch  Va ri a t i o n :  3 . ttJ d2 

23 .&l.g l .i.d8 24.ttJg3 ttJxd4?? 2 s .ttJxd4 
�b6 26 .�e3 -+ and White won easily. 
Spassky -Yusupov, Belfort 1 988 ;  

B )  9 . . .  �b4+ ! ?  1 0 .�f2 (forced :  
1 0 .Ad2 ? ttJxd4) 1 0  . . .  f6 1 1 .Ae3 o-o� 

analysis diagram 

With a different move order we have 
arrived in the game Drazic-Cebalo, 
Bratto 2 002 .  Now, typical play ensued 
after 1 2 .ttJe2 'ifd8 ! ?  1 3 .�g l ttJb6 
1 4 .ttJg3 fs l s .�d3 �d7 1 6 .�f2 as ! ?  
1 7 .hs a4 1 8 .a3 �e7 1 9 .ttJe2 ttJas !+ .  
Black dominates on the queenside 
(similarly to Game 25 ) . 
9 . . .  �b4+1 
The most dynamic option. 

A) 9 . .  .f6 is a little slow: 1 0 .�h3 ! ?  
�b4+ 1 1 . �fI ! O - O ! ?  ( I 1 . . . fxes 
1 2 .fxeS ttJf8 ? !  1 3 .ttJe2 ttJg6 1 4.�g2 
0-0 l s .�g4! �d7 1 6 .h4 ! and White is 
better, Portisch-Tal , Oberhausen Ech-tt 
1 9 6 1 )  1 2 .�g2 

1 06 

1 2  . . .  fxes ? !  (Black has delayed this move 
and he should now have dedicated him­
self to the blockade with 1 2  . . .  fs ! ?) 
1 3 . fxes ttJdxes ? 1 4 .dxes ttJxes 
l s .'iYe2 ttJc4 1 6 .b3 �c3 1 7  . .l::!.b 1  es 
1 8 .'iVd3 ! �e 1 1 9 .�e2 ? ( 1 9 .�xc8 ! +-) 
1 9  . . .  �c3 2 0 .  'iW d3 Y2- Y2 Moroz­
Moskalenko, Marganets 1 999 ;  
B )  9 . . .  �e7 ! ?  leaves the white king on 

its original square : 1 0 .�h3 0-0 1 1 .�fI 

l 1 . . . f6 ( l 1 . . .ttJb4 ! ?  1 2 .�f2 ! OO ;  
1 1 . . .fs ! ?  is always a solid option) 
1 V ; tg2 <;th8 1 3 .b 3  as 1 4 . a4 
( 1 4 .ttJe2 ! ?) 1 4  . . .  fs l s .ttJe2  ttJb4 
1 6 .�e3 ttJb8 ! 1 7 . g4 �d7 1 8 J:tg 1 
ttJ8a6 1 9 .�h 1 l::[ac8� and Black has a 
strong position, Adams-Illescas Cor­
doba, Yerevan Olympiad 1 996 .  
1 0.�f2 
Now Black must start tactics with the 
help of his foot soldiers . 
1 0  . . .  g511 
An important resource invented by the 
American 1M Edward Formanek. Nowa­
days , this fantastic idea has been trans­
ferred to the Classical Variation 3 .  ttJc3 
ttJf6 (see the famous games by Alexan­
der Morozevich in Part Three) . Starting 
the counterattack with the other pawn is 
insufficient: 1 0  . .  .f6 1 1 .'it>g2 ! ( 1 1 .�3 ? 
fxes 1 2 . fxes ttJdxes ! ;  1 1 . a3 �e 7 
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1 2 .�g2 gS ! ?�) 1 1 . . .  0 -0  1 2 .h4! ? 
( 1 2 .�d3 ! is also possible : 1 2  . . .  �e7 
1 3 .ttJe2 g6? (there is no good advice for 
Black) 1 4.�c2 iVd8 I S .h4 'fie8 1 6 .hS 
fS 1 7 .'ifg l ttJb6 1 8 .hxg6 'iYxg6 1 9 .�f2 
�d7 2 0 . g4 ! -+  Yudasin-Vladimirov, 
Tilburg rapid 1 994) 1 2  . . .  .1:.£7 1 3  . .id3 
(only in the event of 1 3 .�h2 ? fxeS 
1 4.dxeS �e7� I S .ttJgS hgS 1 6 .hxgS 
is the sacrifice on e5 possible again: 
1 6" 'ttJdxe5 ! ?  1 7 .fxe5 ttJxe5 1 8 .�g2 
'iYb4 1 9St)h3 ttJg4 20 .'iYxg4?? e5 and 
Black won, Gomez Esteban-Comas 
Fabrego, Burgos ch-ESP 2003)  1 3  . . .  ttJf8 
1 4.a3 il.e7 1 5 .b4 �d7 1 6 .ttJe2±.  

White dominates the board. 1 6  . . .  l:rc8 
( 1 6 . . .  a6 1 7 .�d2 ± Olsson-Berg , 
Gothenburg ch-SWE 2004) 1 7 .�e3 h5 
1 8 .iVd2 ttJd8 1 9 .b5 a6 20 .a4 g6 
2 1 .exf6 .ixf6 2 2 .ttJe5 l:Ig7 2 3 .a5 'ifd6 
24.bxa6 bxa6 2 5 J lhb l with a great ad­
vantage for White, Boleslavsky-Laurine, 
Stockholm 1 9 63 / 64. 

1 1 .h3 
A defence against . . .  g5 -g4! Other criti­
cal replies are : 
A) l 1 .fxg5 ! ?  ttJdxe5 1 2 'ttJxe5 ttJxe5 

1 3 .Wg2 ttJc6 ! ?  ( 1 3  . . .  ttJc4 1 4 .ttJf3 
.id7°o Yakovich-Gleizerov, Kursk 1 98 7) 
1 4'ttJf3 .if8 1 5 .b3 il.g7 1 6  . .ib2 il.d7 
1 7 .�c l h6 1 8 .iVd2°o Almeria Vivo­
Camarena Gimenez, Madrid 2006 ;  
B )  1 1 .�h3 ! ?  h5 1 2 . fxg5 ttJdxe5 

1 3 ' ttJxe 5 ttJxe 5 1 4 . � g 2  ttJg4 
( 1 4  . . .  ttJ g 6 ! ?  1 5  .ttJe2  �d6�) 
1 5 . �xg4 ( 1 5 . ttJ f3 �d6 1 6  . .!:!.e l 
.id7 �)  1 5 . . . hxg4 1 6 . iVxg4 e 5 ! 
(Black has the initiative for the pawn) 
1 7 .'iYe2 �xd4 ( 1 7  . . .  e4! ?) 1 8  . .if4 
.if5 ( 1 8  . . .  � e4+ ! ?  1 9 . 'ifxe4 dxe4 
2 0  . .ixe 5 0 - 0  2 1 . .if6 b 6 � )  
1 9 .'iVxe 5 +  'iVxe5 2 0  . .ixe5t  Varta­
petyan-Moskalenko, Yalta 1 9 9 6 ;  

C) A very interesting game went 
1 1 ..ie3 f6 ( 1 1 . . . g4;  1 1 . . . gxf4) 1 2  . .ih3 
0-0 

1 3  . .ig4 ( 1 3 .he6+ <;t>h8 1 4  . .ixd5 
fxe5 ! �) 1 3  . .  .fxe5 ( 1 3  . .  .f5 ; 1 3  . . .  ttJa5) 
1 4 .fxe5 .ic5 1 5  . .ixe6+ <;t>h8 1 6 .dxc5 
'iVxb2+  1 7  . .id2 ( 1 7 .�f1 ) 1 7  . . .  g4 
( 1 7  . . .  ttJxc5 )  1 8  . .ixd5 ? ?  ( 1 8  . .ixg4 
'iVd4+ ; 1 8 .lIb l ! ?) 1 8  . . .  ttJdxe5 and 
Black wins in all lines, Emms-Kosten, 
Edinburgh ch-GBR 1 98 5 .  

1 0 7 
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1 1  ... gxf4 
1 1  . . .  f6 ! ?� .  

1 2.�xf4 
The development of the pieces is a nat­
ural concept. In the event of 1 2 .gxf4, 
supporting the centre, Black continues 
to bomb the 'Pawn Wedge' : 1 2  . . .  f6 ! 
1 3 .i.e3 i.e7 ( 1 3  . . .  fxeS ! ?  1 4 . fxeS 
tDf8� preparing queenside casding) 
1 4 .'iYd2 tDf8 l S  . .id3 .id7 1 6 .tDe2 
0-0-0 1 7 Jhc 1 �b8 1 8 .tDc3 fxeS 
1 9 .fxeS tDg6 20 .tDa4 'ifb4 2 1 ..ixg6 
Vi'xa4 2 2 .b3  'iVa6 2 3  . .id3 'iYb6 
24.Wg2 �e8 2 S .l::!.hfl �hS 26 .Wh2 
.l:i:df8 2 7 .�e2 .ia3 2 8 .l:[cd 1 tDe7 
29 .i.h6 l:1c8+ with a clear initiative on 
all parts of the board, Vasiukov­
M.Gurevich, Moscow 1 98 7 .  
1 2  .. .f6 1 3.Wg2 

The king 's fianchetto has been success­
fully carried out. 

1 0 8 

1 3  ... ..tfS 
This counter-argument was my home 
preparation. However, other options are 
also interesting : 

A) 1 3  . .  .fxeS ! ?  1 4.dxeS ? !  (� 1 4.tDxeS 
tDdxeS 1 S . dxeS .id7 �) 1 4  . . .  i.e7 
l S J:tb l  tDf8 ( l S  . . .  0-0 ! ?) 1 6 .tDgS tDg6 
1 7 .Vi'hS i.xgS 1 8 .�d3 �xf4 
1 9 .�xg 6 +  'it.td8 2 0 .i.xh7 'iVc7 
2 1 .'iYh4+ Vi'e 7 2 2 .'iYxf4 'iVxh7 
2 3 .  'iYf6+  Wc7 0 - 1 Delchev-Dreev, 
Arnhem Ech-jr 1 9 8 8 ;  

B) 1 3  . . .  �e7 ! ?  1 4 .b3 fxeS l S .tDxeS 
( l S .dxeS ? !  0-0+) l S  . . .  tDdxeS 1 6 .dxeS 
�d7 1 7 .'iVhS + 'iit>d8�.  
1 4.l:!b1 
1 4  . .id3 fxeS  l S . tDxeS ( l S . dxeS 
tDcS ! ?) l S  . . .  tDdxeS 1 6 .dxeS 'iVxb2+ 
1 7  .tDe2 .ig7+ .  
1 4 .'iYd2 ! ?  fxeS ( 1 4  . . .  i.g7=) l S .tDxeS 
( l S .dxeS .ig7 1 6 .l::te 1  tDcS ! ?  1 7 .�e3 
tDe4!)  l S  . . .  Vi'xd4+. 
1 4  ... �g7 1 S.i..d3 0-01 

Black is well prepared for the tough 
fight ahead. The wedge will soon dis­
solve.  1 S . . .  fxeS ?  1 6 . tDxeS tDdxeS 
1 7 . dxe S ±  /::". tDf3 ; l S  . . .  tDxd4? 
1 6 .tDxd4 fxeS  1 7 .'ifhS + 'iit>f8 
1 8 .i.h6+- . 
1 6.exf6 
1 6 .'iYc2 ! ?  fxeS  ( 1 6 . . .  tDxd4 ? !  
1 7 .�xh7 + �h8 1 8 .'ifg6 fxeS  
1 9 .i.h6t) 1 7 .bh7 +  �h8 1 8 .dxeS 
ttJdxeS 1 9 .ttJxeS ttJxeS 20  . .ixeS .i.xeS 
2 1 .tDf3 i..g7  2 2 .ttJh4 :f6oo.  
1 6  ... ttJxf6 1 7.�d6 
1 7 .tDe2 tDb4! 1 8 .tDeS tDd7 !� ;  1 7 .a3 
tDe4 1 8 .tDe2 eS ! ?  
1 7  . .  J:i: d S !  1 S.i..cS 'ilc7 1 9 . ttJ e 2  
ttJe4!  
1 9  . . .  eS ? 2 0 .tDxeS ! tDxeS 2 1 .dxeS 'iYxcs 
2 2 .exf6 i.xf6 2 3 .tDf4t .  
20.it.a3?1 eS!t 
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The culmination of Black's strategy. 

21 .dxe5 tLlxe5 22.tLlxe5 i.xe51 
23 . .l:.c1 'ifb6 24.'ifg1 'ifh6 
14 . . .  'iVg6 ! ?  2 S .'iVe3 �fst .  
25.l:tc2 
Or, for instance, 2 S .he4 dxe4 2 6 .'iVcS 
�g7� .  
25 ... �f5 
2 S  . . .  b6 ! ?+ .  
26.g4 'iVg71  

This seems like a strong move. Another 
good continuation was 2 6  . .  .'�h8 ! ?  
2 7 .�cS d4! 2 8 .�xd4 (28 .'iVc 1  'iVg7 
2 9 .ttJf4 l:!.ac8) 28 . . .  �xd4 29 .ttJxd4 
'ifd6 ! (29 . . .  �g6 ! ?+) 3 0 .ttJxfs 'iVxd3 -+.  
27.'ife3 .!le8 28.'iff3 .id7 29.tLlf4 .ic6 
30.tLlh5D 'ifh6 31 .h4? 

31 ... \t>h8? 
Too slow. The correct move was 
3 1 . . .l:tf8 ! 3 2 .�xf8 .l::rxfS 3 3 .�xe4 dxe4 
34.'iVb3 + '>ii>h8 3 S  . .l:!.f1 e3 + 3 6 .'>ii>g l  
J:!.g8 with a decisive advantage. 
32.g5 .l:tg8 33.tiJg31 'ifg6 34.l:!.e1 
34.ttJfS ! ?  'iff6 ! .  
34 ... bg31  35.'ifxg3 tLlxg3 36 . .ixg6 
hxg6 37.�xg3;;!; .l:[ge8 1/2-1/2 
A really interesting and dramatic game. 

Summary of the 'Pawn Wedge' - 5/6 .  f4: 
In any database you can find almost 5 000 
games with this scheme. I offer three 
model-games (14-26) , with (almost) all 
the important themes for both colours. 
Enjoy the very complicated positions and 
the sometimes quite bizarre play! 

General Conclusions to Chapter 3 - Beyond Tarrasch (3 .ttJd2 tLlf6) 
In my opinion, the main dilemma for both sides in this complex opening is the 
choice between solid but passive positions on the one hand, and attacking ideas 
that force the player to take extreme risks on the other. 

Grandmaster Psakhis, in his book The Complete French, says about 3 . . .  ttJf6 ! ? :  'A sharp 
and complex variation, which has had, still has, and I am sure always will have, its sup­
porters. Black provokes the advance e4-eS and thereby permits his opponent to create a 
powerful pawn centre. If White succeeds in consolidating this centre, the advantage 
will be on his side; if not, the consequences for him may be truly catastrophic.' 

If the ideas mentioned in Chapter 3 were not enough for you, we will present in 
Chapter 4 a brief update of some very special variations against 3 .ttJd2 . Let's leave 
the closed battles aside and open the game up ! 

1 09 



Chapter 4 - Exotic Deviations 

1 .e4 e6 2 .d4 d5 3 .tiJd2 �e7!?  1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3 .tiJd2 c5 4.exd5 �xd5 ! ?  

Directions/Ideas 
In general, players use these variations to avoid their opponents' home preparation. 
However, some 'exotic' lines have grown to be so popular that they have become 
main weapons ! 

English grandmaster Michael Adams (born 
1 9 7 1 ) .  A great expert on the 3 .lOd2 varia­
tion with the white pieces and a 'Termina­
tor' in exotic lines. 

110 

A) Romanishin Variation l .e4 e6 2.d4 
d5 3 .tiJd2 .ie7 ! ?  - History 
Ukrainian GM Oleg Romanishin is a spe­
cialist in exotic variations in all kind of 
openings. In the mid- 1 9  7 Os he rediscov­
ered 3 . . .  �e7 .  

The French with 3 . . .  .ie7 ! ?  is Alexan­
der Morozevich's main weapon against 
l .e4. Everybody knows this well in ad­
vance before the game, but no one has 
been able to claim a serious opening ad­
vantage against him here. 

The Russian grandmaster Ian 
Nepomniachtchi (born 1 990) is a new 
generator of ideas , for and against the 
French Defence. The young Russian star 
does not mind repeating the move 
3 . . . .ie7 against any player (Games 2 9 ,  
3 0) .  



Chap t e r  4 - Exo t i c  Devi a t i ons : 3 . . .  � e 7 ; 3 . . .  c 5  4 . exd5 'iYxd 5 

3 . . .  �e7 is an asymmetrical response !  Although, it is very similar to a poker-style 
waiting. 

Nowadays it is very fashionable, because of its peculiarity, but also thanks to the 
support given to it by grandmasters Romanishin in the 1 9 70s ,  Rainer Knaak in the 
1 9 8 0s and more recently Morozevich, Lputian , Radj abov, Pert and 
Nepomniachtchi. They have enriched the line with new and unusual ideas. 

Grandmaster Psakhis writes : 'The main idea of 3 . . .  �e7 is that Black first wants 
to see what plan White will adopt, before deciding on a corresponding course of 
action. Another point of some Significance is that in this line Black avoids the nu­
merous exchanges that can occur following 3 . . .  c5 .' Author's note : But the tempo 
spent is very important here. White must try to take advantage of this. 

Grandmaster Arizmendi writes : 'This variation is becoming popular nowadays, 
but it was Romanishin, back in the seventies , who first began to use it frequently. 
The main idea behind 3 . . .  �e7 is to wait and see White 's piece setting, and react ac­
cordingly, while having developed the bishop (admittedly not to such an active 
square, but a normal one in the French) . Thus after 4.tLlgf3 tLlf6 5 .e5 tLlfd7 we 
reach a Tarrasch with the knight on f3 ,  something which is not to everyone 's liking. 
Or 4.c3 c5 5 .dxc5 �xc5 6 . exd5 exd5 , which leads us to a normal 3 . . .  c5 Tarrasch 
where White has committed himself to an early c2-c3 , which is not considered to 
be dangerous for Black at all . I guess 4 .e5 c5 5 .'iYg4 is the most 'principled' varia­
tion, but Black has scored quite OK with Morozevich's 5 . . .  wfS , making use of 
White 's misplaced queen to develop a quick initiative.' Author's note : I am sure that 
the most critical positions arise after the flexible move 4 .�d3 ! ?  On the other hand, 
many positions in the 3 . . .  �e7 variation can be defended thanks to unexpected 
tactical resources ! 

� Statistics with 3 •.. �e7 

Total 2 8 1 2  games 1 -0=96 3 , 0- 1 =8 1 6 , 0 , 5 = 1 03 3  
Line 4.tLlgf3 = 1 062  games=5 2 . 3 %  
Line 4.�d3 = 1 0 3 7  games=5 3 . 2% 
There are some transpositions between these two moves. 
Line 4.e5 = 343 games=54. 7% 
Line 4.c3 = 3 1 8  games=5 0 . 9%.  

White Terminators 
Michael Adams: total 1 2  games=70.8% 4.�d3 = 5 games=90%,  4.e5 = 5 
games=50%, 4.tLlgf3 = 1 game= 1 00%, 4.c3 = 1 game=5 0% 
Peter Svidler: 6 games=50% 4.�d3 = 2 games=50%,  4.eS = 2 games=50%,  
4.tLlgf3 =  1 game=50%,  4.c3 = 1 game=5 0% 
Sergey Tiviakov: 6 games=80.3% 4.�d3 = 5 games=90%,  4.c3 = 1 game=50% 
Vasilios Kotronias: 4.�d3 = 9 games = 77.8% 

1 1 1  
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Black Heroes 
Oleg Romanishin : total 7 games=SO% 
Rainer Knaak : 1 7= 3 5 . 3 %  
5mbat Lputian : 3 0=6S% 
Alexander Morozevich : 1 9=60 . 2 S% 
Teimour Radjabov: 8=S6 . 3%  
Ian Nepomniachtchi : 20=60% 
Nicholas Pert : 1 9=47 .4% 
Yannick Pelletier : 1 2=4 1 .  7% 

The Most Interesting Novelties 
These novelties will be examined in the main lines. 
First playing with the pawns : 
* 4.eS - an 'ambitious' line, Game 2 7 :  Adams-Morozevich. 
* 4.c3 - a 'discreet-modest' line, Game 2 8 :  Onischuk-Morozevich. 
And two different moves with pieces that merit serious attention are : 
* 4.tDgf3 The most natural move, Game 2 9 :  Andriasian-Nepornniachtchi. 
* 4.�d3 This move is more flexible. With the idea 4 . . .  cS S .dxcS tDf6 6 .'iVe2 . 

This popular set-up is perhaps the most dangerous for Black. Game 3 0 :  
Kotronias-Nepomniachtchi. In this game, Black followed in the footsteps of 
Romanishin and Morozevich with the manoeuvre . . .  tDc6-b4. 

But Black also has other possibilities, as is shown in the notes. 

1 12 
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In Game 3 1 :  Cheparinov-Riazantsev, White played 8 . 0-0 ! ?  with the idea of exploit­
ing his lead in development and the active placing of the white pieces. 

What are the possibilities after White 's castling? This has the appearance of being a 
positional refutation of the manoeuvre . . .  ttJc6-ttJ b4- (Games 2 7  -3  1 ) .  

B) A French-Scandinavian Hybrid: l .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3 .ttJd2 c5 4.exd5 'ifxd5 ! ?  

Introduction 
The Italian player Davide Marotti was the fIrst to discover this unusual move on the 
board in 1 92 3 .  Soon the idea was developed by grandmasters such as the Austrian 
Argentine Erich Eliskases, the Armenian Tigran Petrosian and the Swede Ulf 
Andersson. Now this popular system has a base of 4700  games ! 

The Italian player Davide Marotti was the 
fIrst to discover the unusual move 4 . . . "lIV xdS 
on the board in 1 92 3 .  

� Statistics : 

Petrosian played 1 7 games in this line, 
scoring 1 6  draws ( ! )  and one win. Pecu­
liarly, Andersson also played 1 7  games , 
with the result : 7 wins , 1 loss and 9 
draws - of course his opponents were 
not so strong . . .  

1 1 3 
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If  we compare these positions with those that arise in the Scandinavian Defence, we 
can observe that Black is better here ! The added moves are : ttJb 1 -d2 and d2-d4 for 
White and the pawn moves . . .  c7 -c5 and . . .  e7 -e6 for Black. However, White keeps a 
lead in development after 5 .ttJgf3 cxd4 6 .�c4 'VWd6 .  

Play in this line i s  similar to  the Rubinstein Variation 3 . . .  dxe4. But both sides have 
an additional possibility : that of castling queenside. At this point White has three 
main ideas : 
1 )  The sharp line 7 .'ile2 , preparing the development ttJb3 /�g5 and queenside 

castling (Game 3 2 ,  De la Paz-Moskalenko) . This modern set-up mainly owes its 
resurrection to grandmaster Eduardas Rozentalis, who has used it successfully 
in extremely important games. However, for many years this plan was sidelined 
by theory, and the only continuation to be employed at high level was the classi­
cal : 

2) 7 . 0-0 ttJf6 8 .ttJb3 ttJc6 9 .ttJbxd4 ttJxd4. 

Now White can choose between: 
A) A modest ending : 1 0 .'VWxd4 tr'xd4! (Game 3 3 ,  Velicka-Moskalenko) , or 
B) 1 0 .ttJxd4 ! ,  without a doubt the strongest and most popular move, which we 

will examine in the three last games ( 34-3 6) . Black's natural replies are 
1 0  . . .  ile7 ,  1 0  . . .  �d7 and 1 0  . . .  a6 (Games 3 2 - 3 6) .  
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Chap t e r  4 - Exo t i c  Dev i a t i ons : 3 . . .  � e 7 ; 3 . . . c 5  4 . exd5 'YWxd 5 

Exotic Deviations - Games 

GAME 2 7  

o Michael Adams 
• Alexander Morozevich 
Sarajevo 1 999  (5)  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.tbd2 

Michael Adams is one of the leading ex­
perts on the French Defence for the 
white side. Strangely enough, he gets 
excellent results playing this modest 
move. 
3 ... .te7 

Playing hide-and-seek! This is Moro­
zevich's main weapon against 3 .  tbd2 . 
4.eS 
White chooses an ambitious but risky 
line. This has been the main move in 
the sharpest encounters between Ad­
ams and Morozevich. 
However, we have now reached a posi­
tion typical of the Advance Variation 
with the extra moves 3 .tbd2 Ji...e 7 .  I am 
sure that this favours Black, since the g8 
knight i s  more flexible on its original 
square ( . . .  4Jh6-4Jf5) , whereas it is hard 
for the knight on d2 to find a way out. 
For 4.c3 , see Game 2 8 ;  
For 4.4Jgf3 , see Game 2 9 ;  
For 4.ltd3 , see Games 3 0  and 3 1 .  
The attacking idea 4.'YWg4? !  fails after, 
for instance, 4 . . .  tbf6 !  5 .'YWxg7 .l:rg8 

6 .'ifh6 dxe4 7 .'lVe3 'ifd5 8 .tbe2 (8 .c3 
c5 ! )  8 . . .  tbc6 9 . 4Jc3 (9 . c3 e5 ! )  
9 . . . 'IV xd4 1 O .  4Jdxe4 4Jxe4 1 1 . 'if xe4 
'lVxe4+ 1 2 .4Jxe4 4Jb4=F with the ini­
tiative for Black . 
4 .. .  cSI 
The first move that must be studied. 
The second is 4 . . .  4Jh6 ! ?  5 . .td3 c5 6 .c3  
4Jc6 7 .4Je2 cxd4 8 .cxd4 4Jf5 9 .4Jf3 
ltd 7 1 0 .g4 4Jh4 1 1 .4Jxh4 ltb4+ ! 
1 2 .Wfl Wxh4t Zhou Weiqi-Yu Shao­
teng, Hyderabad 2 0 0 5 .  
4 . . .  �f8 5 .4Jb l  c 5  would b e  a strange 
move order, leading us back into the 
Advance Variation! 
S.1ifg4 
This idea from the Winawer Variation is 
not a panacea for the entire French! 

A) A powerful demonstration of 
Black's possibilities is 5 .dxc5 tbc6 
6 .tbgf3 �xc5 7 .4Jb3 �b6 8 . .td3 f6 ! .  

The critical moment in this line. The 
battle for the strategic e5 point begins. 
9 .'ife2 fxe5 1 0 .tbxe5 tbf6 ( 1 0  . . .  tbxe5 ! ?  
1 1 .'iYxe5 4Jf6� is an easier way; there 
is also room for creativity : 1 0  . . .  'iff6 
1 1 .4Jg4 'ii'e7oo) and now: 

< ,  
1$ WEAPON: 11 ..ib5? We7! with 

the idea 12 . .tJ4 0-0 13 . .tg3 4Jxe5 
14 . .he5 hf2+!. 
� 1 1  . .tf4 0-0=.  
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P a r t  Two - Tarrasch  Va ri a t i o n :  3 . tLld2  

The inaccuracy 1 1 . 0 -0 ? !  has tragic con­
sequences , since Black gets a chance to 
develop a dangerous initiative : 
1 1 . . .tLlxeS ! 1 2 .'ifxeS 0-0 1 3 .�gS �c7 !  
1 4.'ifd4 h 6  ( I 4  . . .  eS ! I S .Vi'h4 h6:f: was 
also good) I S .�h4 ( I S .�f4 �b6 ! ?) 
I S  . . .  eS ! t .  

After succeeding in playing this impor­
tant advance, Black is clearly in a com­
fortable posltlon. 1 6 .�cS �e6 
1 7 Jhd l I!cS ? !  I S .'ife3 ( I S .Vi'xa7 
�b6 ! ?) I S  . . .  e4 1 9 .�xe4 �xh2 + 
20 .'it>h l  Vi'd6 (I think Morozevich must 
have overestimated the tactical potential 
of his active position ; 2 0  . . .  tLlg4 
2 1..�. xdS tLlxe3 2 2 . fxe3 I:f.xfI + 
2 3 JhfI dxe4 24.'it>xh2 �xb3 2 S .axb3 
l::txdS 2 6 .1::1 f4=) 2 1..�. xf6 �f4 
( 2  1 . . Jhf6 =) 2 2 . Vi'f3 ? ( 2 2 .�xa7 ! 
.!:.xf6 2 3 .�xb 7 .l:!.bS 24 . l:.xdS ! ±) 
2 2  . .  J:[xf6 2 3 .�xdS �eS ! 24 .�xb7 
'ife7 ! .  It is probable that Adams did not 
sense the danger clearly enough. He 
lost dramatically after 2 S . 'if e4 .:rfS ! 
2 6  . .l::[fe l ? ? .l:.f4 !  2 7 .�e3 .l:.h4+ 0- 1 
Adams-Morozevich, Dortmund 200 1 ;  

B) In the event of S .c3 ttJc6 6 .ttJgf3 
cxd4 7 .cxd4 tLlh6 S .�d3 tLlfS 9 .tLlb3 
as ! 1 0 .a4 ttJb4� Black gets good 
chances. 
5 . .  .'�f81? 

1 1 6 

Black loses the right to castle, but 
White's central pawn chain is about to 
fall apart. The text is preferable to 
. . .  g7  -g6, in order not to weaken the dark 
squares. Practical results in master tour­
naments confIrm this point of view. But 
it is not the only reasonable move here : 

A) S . . .  �fS ! ?  Dancing with the genie! 
In the Winawer, . . .  �f8-b4-fS is a typi­
cal manoeuvre. All the pieces on the last 
rank are ready to reload! For example : 

A I )  6 .tLldf3 tLlc6 7 .dxcS �c7 S .Vi'g3 
tLlge7 9 .c3 tLlg6 (9 . . .  ttJfS ! 1 0 ."'f4 
�xcS is good for Black) 1 0 .b4 as 
( 1 0  . . .  b6 ! ? ; 1 0  . . .  ttJcxeS ! ?) 1 1..�. bS axb4 
1 2 .cxb4 �d7 1 3 .�xc6 �xc6 1 4.h4! b6 
1 S .hS ttJe7 1 6 .tLld4 bxcS 1 7 .bxcS oo 
Adams-Krist j ansson, Reykjavik 2003 ; 

A2) 6 .dxcS �c7 (6 . . .  ttJh6 ! ?) 7 .ttJgf3 
ttJd7 S .ttJb3 ttJxeS 9 .tLlxeS 'iVxeS + 
1 0 .�e3 �d7 1 1 .0 -0-0 tLlf6� Kham­
rakulov-Lopez Martinez , Ayamonte 
ch-ESP 2 0 0 7 ;  

B) We can also check S . . .  g6  6 .dxcS 
tLld7 ! ?  (6 . . .  fS ? !  is bad in view of 7 .�g3 
tLld7 S .�bS Vi'aS 9 .�xd7+  hd7 
1 0 .c3 Vi'xcs I I .tLle2 �dS 1 2 .tLlb3 'ii'e7 
1 3 .h4 !± Adams-Short, Sarajevo 1 999)  
7 .ttJdf3 ttJxcS S .�d3 'iVaS + 9 .�d2 
�b6 1 0 .b4 tLlxd3 + l 1 . cxd3 �d7 
1 2 .a4 hS ! 1 3 .Vi'd4 ttJh6 1 4.tLle2 tLlfs 
I S .�b2 0-0 1 6 .0 -0  I:f.fcS= Svidler­
Lputian, playchess.com blitz 2004; 



Chap t e r  4 - Exo t i c  D evi a t i ons : 3 . . .  � e 7 ; 3 . . .  c 5  4 .  exd5 'IY xd5  

C) 5 . . .  g5  

The most creative move and a typical 
advance in this line. 

C 1 )  It is interesting to look for a refu­
tation with 6 .'iYh5 ! ?  The queen will 
block the kingside. After 6 . . .  cxd4 
(6 . . .  lLlc6 7 .lLlgf3 cxd4 8 .lLlb3 ;!;;) 
7 .lLldf3 ! ( 7 .lLlgf3 'ifc7 ! ?) 7 . . .  lLlc6 
8 .lLlh3 (8 .hg5 ! ?) 8 . . .  'iVc7 ?  9 .lLlhxg5 
lLlxe5 1 0 .�b5 +  �d7 ( 1 0  . . .  �f8 ? 
l 1 .lLlxh7 +)  l 1 .lLlxe6 ! +- lLlxf3 + 
1 2 . gxf3 'iYxc2 1 3 .�xd7+  �xd7 
1 4.'iVxd5 + White is absolutely winning, 
Blehm-Ionescu, Budapest Zonal 2000 ;  

C2 )  6 .dxc5 h5 ! (I love irrational posi­
tions ! )  7 .�b5 +  �d7 8 .'iVe2 'lYc7 
(8 . . .  'ifa5 ! ?) 9 .lLlb3 �xb5 1 0 .'iVxb5+  
lLlc6 ( 1 0  . . .  lLld7 ! ?) l 1 .f4 ( 1 1 .lLlf3 0-0-0 
1 2 . 0-0 g400) 1 1  . . .  0-0-0 ! 

analysis diagram 

This position was the setting for an­
other of Morozevich's popular hits. 

1 2 .lLlf3 g4 1 3 .lLlfd4 lLlxd4 1 4.lLlxd4 
hc5 1 5 .�e3 �xd4 1 6 .�xd4 �b8 
1 7  .�c5 �a8 1 8 .�d6 ? 'iVxc2 1 9 . 0-0 
z:tc8 2 0 .f5 lLlh6 2 1  . .!:!.f2 'iVe4 2 2 .fxe6 
fxe6 2 3 .l:.afl h4 24.'ifd7 'iVd4! 2 5 .g3 
hxg3 2 6 .hxg3 ttJf5 2 7 .'iVxe6 lLlxg3 0- 1 
Adams-Morozevich, Frankfurt 1 999 .  
6.dxc5 

Another key moment. 6 .c3 ? !  ttJc6 must 
be good for Black. 
6 ... lLlc6 

The usual move in this position, but 
there are some quite interesting alterna­
tives : 
A) 6 . . .  lLlh6 ! ? - no games ; 
B) A totally new concept is 6 . . .  lLld7 ! ? ,  

an important improvement recently 
played by Nicholas Pert: 7 .lLlgf3 ! ?  (the 
right answer. In the first game with this 
fresh line, something weird happened : 
7 .lLldf3 ? ! lLlxc5 8 .lLlh3 f5 ! 9 . exf6 ? (� 
9 .'iff4 lLlh6 1 0 .�e2 lLle4t) 9 . . .  gxf6 ? !  
(9 . . .  lLlxf6 ! with a clear advantage) 
1 0 .'iVh4 e5 1 1 . g4? h5 ( 1 1 . . .'ti'a5 + ! ?  
1 2 .lLld2 h5) 1 2 .gxhS ? 'iVd7 !+  Black is 
about to win the game, but . . .  Vz- Vz Fer­
guson-Pert, England tt 2 006/07) 7 . . .  hS 
8 .'iVg3 ( 8 .'iVf4 g5 ! ?  9 .'iVe3 �xc5 
1 0 .lLld4 lLlh6 1 1 .lLl2b3 lLlg4 1 2 .'iVxgS 
�e7 1 3 .'iVd2 lLldxe5� with an irratio­
nal position) 8 . . .  h4 (8 . . .  lLlxc5=) 9 .'iff4 
g5 ! ?� 
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Par t  Two - Tarrasch  Va ri a t i o n :  3 . ttJ d2 

1 0 .'iVe3 �xcS 1 1 .'iVe2 ? !  (� 1 1 .ttJd4 
Wic7 1 2 .ttJ2f3 g4 1 3 .'fif4 �xd4 ! )  
1 1 . . . g4 1 2 .ttJg 1 �d4 1 3 .'iYxg4 �xeS 
1 4.ttJgf3 �g7 ( 1 4  . . .  �d6 ! ?) l S .'iYb4+ 
�e7 1 6 .'iVxe7+ ttJxe7 1 7 .ttJb3 b6 
1 8 .�bS ? !  ttJe5 1 9 .ttJxeS �xe5 2 0 . 0-0 
ttJg6 2 1 ..!::le 1  .if6 2 2 .�d3 ? !�  1/2_ 1/2 

Gormally-Pert, Hastings 2 0 0 7 1 0 8 .  
7'ttJgf3 
A logical response. 
A) On the other hand, the recently 

played 7 .'fig3 , and then 7 . .  .f6 ! ,  is also 
critical and more tempting :  8 .ttJgf3 
ttJh6 ! ?  9 .ttJb3 (the line 9 .�d3 ttJf7 
1 0 .exf6 gxf6 1 1 .0-0 e5 1 2 .ttJh4 e4 looks 
excellent for Black, Nevednichy-Pelletier, 
Gothenburg Ech-tt 2 0 0 5 )  9 . . .  ttJfs 
1 0 .'iVf4 g5 ! ?  1 1 .Wid2 ttJxe5 1 2 .ttJxe5 
fxeS Black's pawn structure is stronger 
than the Great Wall of China, Wang 
Yu-Lputian, Beer-Sheva Wch-tt 2005 ; 

B) A new, creative French/Benkol 
Volga idea is 7 . . .  b6 ! ?  8 . cxb6 'iVxb6 
9 . .id3 .ta6g§;  
C)  7 . . .  ttJh6 appears to be  a bad novelty: 

8 .�d3 ! �4? !  9 .�f4 �g5 1 0 .'iYg3 �4 
1 1 .�f4 �g5 1 2 .'iYa4 ttJxeS 1 3 .ttJgf3 
ttJxd3 + 1 4.cxd3 and White's position 
must be preferable, Svidler-Nepom­
niachtchi, Moscow ch-RUS 2006 ;  
B)  7 .ttJdf3 is  not very successful: 7 . .  .f6 

( 7  . . .  �xc5 ! ?  8 .�d3 f6 9 .Wig3 fxeS 
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1 0 .ttJxeS ttJxe5 1 1 .'iVxeS ttJf6 1 2 .�g5 
�d6 1 3 .'iYe2 e5� Jo. Armas-Knaak, 
Cienfuegos 1 9 80 )  8 .�g3 ( 8 .�f4 ! 
(Akopian's improvement) 8 . . .  'iYa5 + !  
9 . c3 'iYa4 1 0 .'iYg3 �c2) 8 . . .  fxe5 
9 .ttJxe5 ttJxe5 1 0 .'iYxe5 hcs 1 1 .ttJf3 
ttJf6 1 2  . .ie3 .id6 1 3  .Wic3 Wie7�.  

f' WEAPON: 12 .�d3 ? !  �xf2+! ,"- 13 . rj;;dl �c5 14 .�f1 .id6 
Akopian-Pelletier, Aubervilliers rapid 2002. 
7 ... hSI? 

Morozevich prefers to play with pawns. 
8.'ifg3 h41 
An incredible Internet blitz game went 
8 . . .  ttJh6 ! ?  9 .�d3 h4 1 0 .'fif4 gS ! 
1 1 .  'iYe 3 ttJf5 1 2  . .ixfS exf5 1 3 .ttJb3 f4 
1 4.'iYc3 h3 1 5 .g3 d4! 1 6 .ttJfxd4 Wid5 
1 7 .'iYf3 'iYxeS + 1 8 .ttJe2 �f5 1 9 .9xf4 
'iYe6 20 .l::tg 1  g4 2 1 .Wie3 Wid5 2 2 .�d2 
:e8 B .'iYc3 l:.h6 24 . .ie3 �f6+ Zhang 
Zhong-Shipov, ICC 2 0 0 7 .  
9.'iYf4 gSI 



Chap t e r  4- - Exo t i c  Dev i a t i on s :  3 . . .  � e 7 ;  3 . . .  c S  4- . exdS  'ifxdS  

The key to Black's counterplay. 
1 0.'iVa4 
Against 1 0 . 'if e3 it would be interesting 
to continue playing with the pawns : 
1 O . . .  d4! ?  ( 1  O . • .  l2Jh6 is the normal move 
here) 1 1 .'iVe4- fS ! 1 2 . exf6 t2Jxf6 
1 3 .'ifd3 g4! 1 4.t2JgS 'ifdS l S .l2Jde4 
l2Jb4! 1 6 .'ife2 l2Jxe4 1 7 .l2Jxe4 b6 ! +t  
Black uses almost all his resources in 
this line. 
1 0  ... �d7! 1 1 .�b5 a61  1 2.�xc6 �xc6 
1 3.'iVd4 tLJh6!  
Now the black pieces fmd their way 
out, entirely in harmony with his previ­
ous play. 
1 4.lLlb3 tLJf5 1 5.'fj'd3 d4! 

A nice anti-blockade sacrifice. But 
l S  . . .  �bS ! ?  1 6 .'ifc3 l::rc8 1 7 .�e3 b6+t 
was also interesting. 
1 6.1::[g 1  'fj'c7! 1 7.lLlfxd4 �xe5+ 
Normally this central pawn is more im­
portant than the one on cS . 
1 8.�e3 'ifxh2 
And this one . . .  
1 9.0-0-0 lLlxd4 
1 9  . . .  l2Jxe3 ! ?  was a better exchange; 
20 . fxe3 .l:[d8+t with a strong position 
for Black. 
20.'ifxd4 �h6 2U i'g4 'fj'e5 
2 1 . . .fS was in the spirit of the previous 
play. 
22.lLld4 

As usually happens in the games be­
tween these two players, the fmal stage 
is attractive and dramatic. 
22 ... �f6 23.c3 'ife4 24.�e2 �a4 
25.b3 �e8 26.'ittb2 'ittg8 27Jige1 
:'g6 28.'iff1 'ife5 29.'iVc4 'iVc7 
30.lLlf3 l:lc8 31 .'iYg41? 

31 ... b6 32.�d4 �xd4 33.cxd4 bxc5 

Recovering this pawn at last. 3 3  . .  .fS 
3 4.ifhS :g7 3 S .'iYh6 .l:.g6= .  
34.d5 
34.l2JeS ! ?  .l:.g7 3 S .dS . 
34 ... c4! 35.'ifxc4 'ifxc4 36.bxc4 exd5 
37.cxd5 Ud8 38Jle5 f6 39 . .:te 7 'ittf8?! 
39 . . .  1:[g7 !  4-0 . .:xg7 + Wxg7 41 .t2Jd4 �+t. 
40.l1a7 f5 41 . .!:Ih7 'ittg8 42 . .l::tb7 �b5 
43Jic1 1:[g7 44Jlxg7+ 'ittxg7 
45.lLlxg5 l:[xd5 46.tLJf3 'ittf6 47.lLlxh4 
l::td4 48.lLlf3 1::[g4 49.g3 f4 50.lLlh2 
l::tg8 51 .1::[c3 fxg3 52.l::txg3 1::[xg3 
53.fxg3 �f5 54.�c3 �e4 55.�d2 
�d7 56.a3 .ie6 57.lLlf1 1/2-1/2 

Summary 4.eS : The many games men­
tioned here are a fantastic window dis­
play of modern chess, full of resources !  
After S .  'if g4 the most important moves 
in the opening are those made by the 
black pawns : . . .  h7-hS , . . .  g 7 -gS , . . .  f7 -f6 
and also the knight manoeuvre 
. . .  lLlh6-t2JfS .  After 6 .dxcS Black does 
not recover this pawn, but looks for tac­
tical possibilities instead. 
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P a r t  Two - Tarrasch  Vari a t i o n :  3 . ttJ d2 

GAME 28 

D Alexander Onischuk 
• Alexander Morozevich 
Germany Bundesliga 1 998/99  (8) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.ttJd2 �e 7 4.c3 

A modest try for technical players .  The 
present game is the most interesting 
and attractive played in this line. 
4 ... cSI? 

4 . . .  dxe4 (analogous to the Rubinstein 
Variation) is a good way to equalise : 
S .ttJxe4 ttJf6 (S . . .  ttJc6) 6 .ttJxf6+ �xf6 
7 .ttJf3 ttJd7 8 .�f4 0-0 9 .�e2 b6 
1 0 .0 -0  i.b7 1 1 ."ifd2 cS 1 2 .dxcS ttJxcS 
1 3 .'iVe3 li'dS 1 4.'u'fd l 'iHe4 I S .'iHxe4 
ttJxe4 1 6 .�eS l:.fd8 1 7  .�xf6 ttJxf6 
1 8 . ttJeS c;i(f8 1 9 .f3 ttJdS 20 .  c;i(f2 f6 
2 1 .ttJg4 c;i(e7 V2- V2 A.Sokolov-Kortch­
noi , Madrid 1 9 8 8 .  
S.dxcS 
S .eS ? !  leads to the line with 4.eS cS 
S .c3 ? ! ,  see the comments to the previ­
ous game. 
The other option is S .exdS : 

A) S . . .  exdS ! ?  6 .dxcS �xcS 7 .ttJgf3 
ttJf6 8 .�bS + ttJc6 (8 . . .  �d7=) 9 . 0-0 
0-0 1 0 .ttJb3 �b6 ( 1 0  . . .  �d6=) 1 1 .�gS 
a6 1 2 .i.a4 i.c7 1 3 . ttJbd4 "ifd6 
1 4.�xf6 'iVxf6 1 S .'iHd3 �g4 1 6 .�c2 
g6 1 7 .h3 i.d7 Black's counterplay 
compensates for his isolated pawn on 

1 20 

dS , Drabke-Fluvia Poyatos ,  Oropesa del 
Mar jr 2000 ;  

B) After S . . .  'iVxdS we have actually 
reached a position from one of the main 
C0 7 lines (with 3 . . .  cS 4.exdS 'iVxdS) , 
with the inclusion of the moves c2-c3 
and . . .  �f8-e7 .  This difference seems to 
slightly favour Black, so he should not 
have any problems in equalising : 6 .ttJgf3 
(6 .dxcS 'iVxcs 7 .ttJe4 'ifc6 8 .i.d3 ttJd7 
9 .ttJf3 ttJgf6 1 0 .'ife2 ttJxe4 1 1 .he4 
"ifc7 1 2 .0-0 0-0 1 3 .a4 ttJf6 1 4.�c2 b6 
1 S .�gS �b7 =  Dvoiris-Morozevich, 
Samara 1 99 8) 6 . . .  cxd4 7 .�c4 'iVhS 
8 .ttJxd4 li'xd 1 + 9 .<;txd l a6 1 0  . .l:I.e l 
ttJf6 1 1 .a4 b6 1 2 .�e2 i.b7 1 3 .�f3 
� +  1 4.ttJ2xf3 0-0 1 S .c;i(c2 ttJbd7 
1 6 .ttJc6 �cS 1 7  .�e3 'u'fc8 1 8 .�xcS 
':xc6 1 9 .i.d4 ttJdS 20 .g3 l:[ac8 2 1 .<;tb3 
f6 22 .l:.ad 1 �f7 23 .�e3 l:tc4 24.�f4 
l::!.xc3 + 2 S .bxc3 .!:i.xc3 + 26 .c;i(b2 .!:.xf3=F 
Khamrakulov-Caruana, Dos Hermanas 
2006 .  
S ... �xcS 

6.tZlgf3 
6 .ttJb3 i.b6 7 .eS (7 .exdS exdS 8 .ttJf3 
ttJf6 9 .�e2 0-0 1 0 .0-0 ttJc6 1 1 .ttJfd4 
( l 1 .. �gS? !  l:.e8 1 2 .�4 h6 1 3 .l:[e l gS 
1 4 .�g3 ttJe4 I S .ttJfd4 'iVf6t  
Smeets-Shipov, ICC 200S )  1 1  . . .  l::re8 
1 2 .i.e3 ttJeS 1 3 .�e 1 h6 1 4.'ii'c2 i.d7 
1 S .l:.ad l 'iVc7=F Black is more active, 
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1/2- 1/2 Tiviakov-Kasimdzhanov, Kerner 
2007) 7 . J iJc6 8 .4Jf3 f6 (very similar to 
the line played by the same contestants in 
Game 2 7 ;  8 . . .  Vic7 ! ? ; 8 . . .  4Jge7) 9 . .ibS ! ?  
(the bishop was on d 3  earlier - see the 
line 4 . .td3) 9 . . .  �d7 1 0 .hc6 bxc6 
1 1 .0-0 4Je7 1 2 .i.e3 0-0 (Black's position 
is very comfortable) 1 3 J1e l 4Jg6 
1 4.4JcS (Adams-Morozevich, Cannes 
rapid 200 1 )  and now 1 4  . . .  fxeS I S .4Jxd7 
'iVxd7 1 6 .hb6 e4! 1 7  . .l:.xe4 axb6=. 
6 ... tLlf6 

7.e51? 
This advance always leads to sharp and 
double-edged positions. 7 .�d3 dxe4 
(7 . . .  4Jc6 ! ?) 8 .4Jxe4 4Jxe4 9 .'iYa4+ ! 
�d7 1 0 .'ifxe4 �c6 1 1 .'iYe2 4Jd7 
1 2 . 0-0  as 1 3 .l:i.d l Vic7 1 4.M �e7 
1 S .i.b2 =  Svidler-Shipov, Moscow blitz 
2006 .  
7 ... 'iYb6I S.tLld4 tLlfd7 9.'ifg4 
This is a very provocative manoeuvre. 
After 9 .4J2b3 4JxeS Black wins a pawn; 
9 .4J2f3 4Jc6�.  
9 ... 0-01 
Thanks to his lead in development, 
Black soon obtains a dangerous initia­
tive after preparing an exchange 
sacrifice. 
1 0.tiJ2f3 tiJc61 1 1 .�h6 g6 1 2.0-0-0 
1 2 .�xf8 ? "@fxb2 ! .  
1 2  ... tLldxe5 1 3. 'iff4 f61 

1 4  . .txfS .txf8 1 5.'ifxf6 tiJg41 1 6.'iYh4 
e51 
The attacking machine is turned on, but 
tactical mistakes are also about to appear. 
1 7.tiJg5 
1 7 .4Jxc6 bxc6 1 8  . .l:.d2 �6 1 9 .4JgS 
tJ;(g7 !=F .  
1 7  ... h51 1 S.tLldf3 .tf5? 
Too optimistic. 1 8  . . .  lbxf2. ? was weak in 
view of 1 9 J1xdS ! 4Jxh l 20 .'ifc4 ! t .  But 
1 8  . . .  4Je 7 ! ,  defending and attacking at 
the same time, and intending 
. . .  4JfS -'iYh4, would have won tacti­
cally : 1 9  . .id3 �h6 ! 20 . ..t>b l J.fs -+ .  
1 9.a:xd5 
Suddenly White is back in the game. 
1 9  ... tLlb4 20 . .ic41 tJ;(g7?? 
Another serious mistake. Black should 
have played 2 0  . . .  4JxdS , with a compli­
cated position. 
21 .llhd1 ? 
2 1 ..lheS ! .  
21 ... tLlxd5 22Jbd5 .l::!.c8 
2 2  . . .  �cS ! ?  
23.tLlxe5 .te 7 24 . .id3? 
� 24 .�b3 ! 4Jxf2. ! ( 24  . . .  4JxeS ? 
2 S  . .!:i.xeS .tf6 2 6  . .!:i.xfS ! +-) 2 S .'iVf4 
'ifa6 2 6 . c4 !oo - 2 6 .4Jg£7 is parried by 
2 6  . . .  'iYe2 ! (not 2 6  . . .  'iYf1 + ?  2 7  . .l:.d l 
'iYxg2 2 8 .Vih6+ tJ;(f6 29 .4Jd7 + !  i.xd7 
3 0 .'iYf4+ tJ;(g7 3 1 .lhd7 +-) 2 7 .'iVh6+ 
<;t>f6 2 8 .4Jd7 + !  .txd7 2 9 .'iVf4+ tJ;(g7 
3 0 .'iVh6+ tJ;(f6 with a perpetual. 

1 2 1  



Par t  Two - Tarrasch  Va ri a t i o n :  3 . ttJ d2 

24 .. :ii'xf2?? 
24 . . .  i.a3 2 S .�xfs l:rxc3 + or 2 S .bxa3 
lhc3 + both lead to perpetual check; 
24 . .  J�d8 !+ .  
2S.ttJeS+ �hS? 
And Black resigned without waiting for 
26 .ttJxg4+ itxg4 2 7 .'iVxf2 , winning 
the queen. 
2 S  . . .  Le6 2 6 .Vi'xe7+ � 2 7 .'iVxf7+ 
'iYxf7 28 .ttJxf7 Wxf7 29 . .l::i.d7+ �e6 
30 .lhb 7 is not really saving Black either. 

1 -0 

Another sharp and dramatic game by 
Alexander Morozevich. 

Summary of 4 .c3 : 
This move is not especially useful in 
these lines. The game is still very bal­
anced. If White plays the advance 
e4-eS , the ariSing positions are very 
similar to those of the Advance Varia­
tion with 4 .eS , but the extra move ttJd2 
is not very appropriate here. 

GAME 2 9  

D Zaven Andriasian 
• Ian Nepomniachtchi 
Kirishi 2007  (6) 

1 .e4 eS 2 .d4 dS 3 .ttJd2 ..ie71? 
4.tiJgf3 

A natural and therefore popular devel-

1 22 

The talented Ian N epomniachtchi (born 
1 990) is a new generator of ideas, for and 
against the French Defence. His score with 
black in the 3 . . . �e7 line is 60% 

opment of the knight, but it does not 
grant any advantage. 
4 ... ttJfSI? 
Black does not have a great deal of 
choice, since, for example, 4 . . .  ttJc6 
S .c3 ! ?  dxe4 6 .ttJxe4 ttJf6 7 .itd3 t ,  and 
also 4 . . .  cS ? !  S .exdS exdS 6 .dxcS ttJf6 
7 .ttJb3 0-0 8 .ite3 ;;!; are both better for 
White. 
S.eS 
White closes the centre. An alternative 
to keep the position open would be 
S .itd3 ! ?  



Chap t e r  4 - Exo t i c  Devi a t i on s :  3 . . .  � e 7 ; 3 . . .  c 5  4 . exd5  'ti'xd 5 

A) S . . .  b6 ? !  is too hasty : 6 .eS lLlfd7 
7 . c4 cS 8 . cxdS exdS 9 . 0 -0  �a6 
1 0 .i.xa6 lLlxa6 1 1 .lLlb 1 !  lLlc7 1 2 .lLlc3 
lLlf8 1 3 .�e3 lLlfe6  1 4 .'ti'c2 0 - 0  
1 S .�ad 1 c4 1 6 .lLle 1 fS 1 7 .exf6 l!xf6 
1 8 .f4 'tWd6? 1 9 .fs ±  Adams-Rivas Pas­
tor, Dos Hermanas 1 99 3 .  But there is al­
ways a way out, such as S . . .  dxe4 ! ? ;  

B) S . . .  c S  6 . exdS (Black seems O K  af­
ter 6 .dxcS dxe4 (simplest) 7 .lLlxe4 
lLlxe4 8 .�xe4 'ti'xd 1 + 9 .  <iitxd 1 �xcS 
1 0 .�e2 lLld7 1 1 ..id.d 1 lLlf6 1 2 .i.d3 0-0 
1 3 .lLleS  b6= Kobalia-Morozevich, 
Elista Olympiad 1 99 8 ;  6 .eS lLlfd7 trans­
poses into the main game) and now: 

B l )  6 . . .  'ifxdS 

Activating the queen as in the 'Scandina­
vian Hybrid' .  This is also a position from 
a main C07 line, this time with the in­
clusion of the moves �d3 and . . .  i.e7 .  
This difference also seems to slightly fa­
vour Black: 7 .dxcS lLlbd7 8 .M (trying to 
get something out of nothing. The usual 
variation is 8 . 0-0 ! ?  lLlxcs 9 .�c4 'ti'd6 ! ?  
1 0 .lLlb3 with equal chances. Or, for in­
stance, 8 .'ife2 lLlxcs 9 .�c4 'ti'd6 
1 0 .lLlb3 0-0 1 1 .�e3 'ifc7 1 2  . .id4 b6 
1 3 .�eS �d6 1 4. 0-0-0 lLlce4 I s .hd6 
lLlxd6 1 6 .�d3 �b7 1 7  .lLleS �ac8 
1 8J:thg l lLldS 1 9 .�b l f6 20 .lLlg4 eS 
2 1 .£3 lLlf4 2 2 .'iVf2 as+ with a big ad-

vantage for Black, Shulman-Morozevich, 
Elista Olympiad 1 998)  8 . . .  aS (Black will 
obtain satisfactory counterplay) 9 .i.c4 
'\ins 1 0 .c3 lLldS ( 1 0  . . .  axb4 l 1 . cxM 
b6 ! ?) 1 1 ..ixdS 'ti'xdS 1 2 .�b3 i.f6 ! 
1 3 .l:f.b l ttJeS !�  Khohnov-Morozevich, 
Omsk/Perm 1 998 ;  

B2 )  6 . . .  lLlxdS ! ?  i s  also sufficient : 
7 .dxcS lLld7 8 .lLlb3 lLlxcs 9 .lLlxcs 
'iVaS + ! ?  1 0 . c3  'ti'xcs 1 1 . 0 - 0  0 -0  
1 2 .'ti'e2 l:r.d8 1 3 .lLleS g6 1 4.l:te l 'ifc7 
I S .�6 f6� preparing . . .  eS and . . .  i.e6 ,  
Abdelnabbi-Lputian, Abu Dhabi 2003 .  
5 ... ttJfd7 
S . . .  lLle4? !  is insufficient: 6 .�d3 lLlxd2 
7 .hd2 O-O? !  (if 7 . . .  cS 8 .dxcS !;!; ,  or 
7 . . .  b6 8 .c3 0-0 9 .b4;!;) 8 .h4! with a nice 
attack: 8 . . .  h6 9 .c3 lLld7 1 0 .lLlgS ! cS 
1 1 .'ifhS ( l 1 .lLlh7 ! ?) 1 1 . . .cxd4 1 2 .cxd4 
'iVb6 1 3  .�c3 �b4 1 4 . <iitfl �xc3 
I S .bxc3 'ti'b2 1 6 .lId l 'ti'xa2 1 7 .l:rh3 b6 
1 8 .�7+ �h8 1 9 .:g3 �a6+ 20 .�g l 
'ti' e2 2 1 .  lLlxf7 + !  .id.xf7 22 .  �xf7 'it'xd 1 + 
2 3 .�h2 gS 24.�g6 lLlf8 2 S .'tWf6+ �g8 
2 6 .�f7+ �h7 2 7 .hxgS 1 -0 Chandler­
Short, Brighton 1 98 1 .  
6.�d3 
A) 6 .c4? !  is rather ambitious : 6 . . .  dxc4 

(6 . . .  cS ! ?  7 . cxdS exdS 8 .�d3 lLlc6 9 . 0-0 
cxd4 1 O .lle 1 lLlcs l 1 .lLlb3 (Godena­
Caruana, Cremona ch-ITA play-off 
2 0 0 6) 1 1  . . .  lLlxd3 1 2 .'ifxd3 lLlb4 
1 3 .'ifd l d3 �) 7 .lLlxc4 ( 7 .�xc4 lLlb6 
8 . .id3 �d7 9 . 0-0  �c6 1 0 J:le l �dS ! 
1 1 .�c2 lLlc6= Mahj oob-Lputian , 
Yerevan Wch-tt 2 00 1 )  7 . . .  lLlb6 8 .lLlxb6 
axb6 9 .�d3 �d7 1 O .  0-0 �c6 1 1. .!::!.e 1 
i.dS ! 1 2 .�e3 lLlc6 1 3 .a3 0-0 1 4 .lLld2 
fS !=  and Black is quite comfortable in 
this completely blocked position , 
Svidler-Visser, Groningen 1 990 ;  
B )  6 . c 3  c S  7 .i.e2 ! ?  i s  quite a rare 

continuation compared with iLd3 . 

1 2 3 
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analysis diagram 

White's main idea is to keep a stable 
centre, protecting the d4 pawn with 
tLlb3 . In this case, Black cannot punish 
White with . . .  cS -c4. 
7 . . .  tLlc6 8 . 0-0 0-0 9 J:te 1  (9 .tLlb3 c4 
1 0 .tLlbd2 bS 1 1 . a3 as 1 2 .l:.e 1 tLlb6 
1 3 .tLlfl i.d7 1 4 .i.f4 b4 l S ."ifc l bxa3 
. 1 6 .bxa3 a4 1 7 .i.gS tLlaS 1 8 .l:ra2 .l:.b8 
1 9 .tLlg3 tLla8 2 0 .tLlhS c;t>h8 2 1..� xe7 
'iixe 7 2 2 .i.d 1 l:rb3 � Erenburg­
Kuraszkiewicz, Warsaw Ech 2 0 0 5 )  
9 . .  .f6 (9 . . .  aS ! ?) 1 0 .exf6 tLlxf6 1 1 .tLlfl 
(transferring the knight to the kingside; 
1 1 .i.d3 'ijfb6 ! ?) 1 1 . . . cxd4 ! ?  (after 
White has moved the knight from the 
centre to fl , there is no point in Black 
delaying the capture on d4) 1 2 .cxd4+ 
(Erenburg-Timman, Reykjavik 2 006) 
and now 1 2  . . .  VWb6 ! ?  1 3 .tLlg3 �d7 and 
Black's prospects are better. 
6 ... c5 7.c3 

7 ... b6!? 

1 24 

An excellent idea in this position, trying 
to return to the exchange plan �c8dfl 
(Game 23 ) , where the knight at f3 is not 
on its best square. 7 . . .  tLlc6 (transposing 
into C06 .  In the same chapter (Games 
20  and 2 1 )  we studied a different posi­
tion with the theme 'Fianchetto versus 
Symmetry' - with the pawn on g6 and 
the bishop on fS) 8 .0-0 
A) 8 . . .  aS ! ?  (this advance is quite use­

ful. It prepares tactical operations over 
the entire board: . . .  cxd4 and . . .  gS)  
9 J:[e 1 ? !  (allowing a direct counterat­
tack. 9 .a4 ! ? would be a better idea, for 
instance : 9 . .  :iYb6  1 0 .dxcS tLlxcs 
1 1 .i.c2 'fic7 1 2 J:te l tLld7 1 3 .'iie2 b6 
1 4 .tLlb3 i.a6 I S .'ife3 O-O-O? 1 6 .tLlbd4 
i.cs 1 7  .i.d2 �b7 1 8 .l:.ac l  ± intending 
b2 -b4 ! ,  Fedorchuk-Giaccio, Lorca 
2007 )  9 . . .  cxd4 1 0 . cxd4 gS ! �  

A common resource in this position. 
1 1 . g4 (if I l .tLlb3 ? a4; or 1 1 .tLlb 1 g4 
1 2 .tLlfd2 hS � ;  or I l .h3 ! ?  hS 1 2 .tLlfl 
g4 1 3 .hxg4 hxg4 1 4.tLl3h2 tLlxd4 
I S .'fixg4 �cS 1 6 .i.gS 'ifb6 1 7 .'ijff4 
tLlc600 Halasz-Knaak, Kecskemet 1 985 )  
1 1 . . .hS 1 2 .h3 'fib6 1 3 .tLlfl ? ( 1 3 .'iia4! ? 
was a better option , and then 
1 3  . . .  tLldb8 ! ?� ,  intending . . .  i.d7-tLla6) 
1 3  . . .  hxg4 1 4 .hxg4 tLlxd4+ favours 
Black, Shirov-Kasimdzhanov, Moscow 
blitz 2 0 0 7 ;  
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B) The active 8 . . .  g5 ! ?  remains another 
popular choice : 9 .dxc5 ttJdxe5 1 0 . ttJxe5 
ttJxe5 1 1.. �b5+ i.d7 1 2 .hd7+ ttJxd7 
1 3 .  b4 b6� Rublevsky-Morozevich ,  
Togliatti tt 2003 ; 

C) 8 . . .  'iVb6 9 .dxc5 'lYc7 ! ?  (9 . . .  ttJxc5 
1 0 .i.c2;l;) 1 0 .ttJb3 ttJdxe5 1 1 .ttJxe5 
'iVxe5 1 2 . f4 ( 1 2  . .l:[e 1 ! ?) 1 2  . . .  'iVc7 
1 3  . ..te3 ( 1 3 . f5 e5  1 4 .�e2 'fWd8 
1 5 .�e3 0 -0=)  1 3  . . .  �d7 °o  Tisch­
bierek-Knaak, Halle 1 9 8 1 ;  8 . . .  ttJf8 ? !  
9 .I:te 1  �d7 1 0 .dxc5 Lc5 (Geller­
Romanishin, Minsk ch-URS 1 9 7 9) and 
now 1 1 .h4! ± .  
S.O-O 
The only move to take advantage of 
White 's temporary lead in development 
is 8 .ttJe4 ! ?  

Going for tactics ! 8 . . .  'iVc7 (8 . . .  0-0 ! ? ; 
8 . . .  i.a6 9 .i.xa6 ttJxa6 1 0 .ttJd6+ i.xd6 
1 1 .exd6°o - the pawn on d6 can be 
powerful) 9. ttJg 3 i.a6 with a lot of play 
for both sides. 
Or perhaps 8 .'lYe2 a5 (8 . . .  ttJc6 ! ?  9 . 0-0  
cxM 1 0 .cxd4 ttJb4�) 9 . c4 (9 . 0-0 �a6 
1 0 . c4 ttJc6�) 9 . . .  ..tb7 1 0 . cxd5 �xd5 
1 1 .�e4 (Smirin-Pelletier, Biel 2002) , 
and now 1 1 . . .ttJc6 ! = .  
S ... �a6 9 . .txa6 ttJxa6 1 0.1:.e1 
1 0 .'fWe2 would transpose into Chapter 
3 ,  Game 2 3 ,  Kharnrakulov-Moskalenko. 

1 0  ... bS 
1 0  . . .  0-0 probably equalises , but Black 
keeps playing hide-and-seek. 
1 1 .'ii'e2 
If I l . a4 b4 1 2 .c4 ttJc7 1 3 .b3 0-0 
14 . .tb2 =  there is  no way to make 
progress. 
1 1  ... c41 1 2.a3?1 

After this move the game heads back to 
the Labyrinths explained in Chapter 2 ,  
but without the light-squared bishops. 
� 1 2 .b3 ! ?  
1 2  ... ttJc7 1 3.ttJf1 ttJb6 1 4.g3 h 6  1 S.h4 
\t(d71? 

This is the ideal square for Black's king, 
while the queen travels to h7 : 
. . .  'lYg8-'iYh7 . 
1 6.ttJ3h2 'iVgS 1 7.ttJd2 'fWh7 1 S.b3 
cxb3 1 9.ttJxb3 1:.hcS 20.1:.d 1 �eSI? 
Central castling. 
21 .J::[ d3 .!:I.abS 22.ttJf1 ttJcaS 23.ttJe3 

ttJa4 24.ttJd1 ttJSb6+ 
Black dominates on the queenside. 
2S.f3 1:.c7 26.\t(g2 llbcS 27.�d2 a6 
2S.1:.a2 'fWgS 29.ttJa 1 ttJc4 30.�c1 
'fWh7 31 .ttJb3 \t(fS 32.�h2 �gS 

Kingside castling at last! 
33.ttJa1 ttJaS 34.�d2 \t(hS 3S.ttJc2 
ttJc4 36.i.c1 'fWgS 37.ttJb4 as 3S.ttJc2 
'iYeS 39.\t(h3 ttJcb6 40.�d2 'iYc6 

41 .ttJce3 ttJc4 42.f4 ttJxa3 43.g4 b4 
44.cxb4 axb4 4S.fS 'iVbS-+ 

1 2 5 
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Black wins after a few tactical skir­
mishes. 
4S.fS b31 47.l:!.xa3 .txa3 48.fxg7+ 
<Jtxg7 49.tLlf5+ <Jtf8 50.'iYe3 exf5 
51 . 'iYxhS+ <Jte8 52.1:.f3 'iY e2 53 . .!d.xf5 
'ti'xd 1 0-1 
A very instructive game by the young 
and talented Ian Nepomniachtchi. 

Summary of 4.tLlgf3 : This is the normal 
continuation. White is not trying to re­
fute Black's system, and his only aim is 
to gain a slight space advantage and play 
on from there. Although natural, this 
does not seem dangerous for Black. 

GAME 3 0  

D Vasilios Kotronias 
• Ian Nepomniachtchi 
Moscow 200 7  (8) 

1 .e4 eS 2.d4 d5 3.ttJd2 .te 7 4.�d3 

1 2 6 

Another popular set-up, which is prob­
ably more flexible and more dangerous 
for Black. The difference with 4.tbgf3 is 
that the text move allows 1!.f e2 at a fa­
vourable moment. 
4 ... c5 1 
The most dynamic response. 

A) Romanishin's original idea was 
4 . . .  tbc6 , but this manoeuvre is some­
what slow: S .tbgf3 (now S .c3 can be 
met by S . . .  dxe4! 6 . .txe4 (6 .tLlxe4 eS ! is 
fine for Black) 6 . . .  tLlf6 7 . .tf3 0-0 
8 .tbc4 and now interesting is  8 . . .  .l::!.e8 ! ?  
9 .tLle2 eS ! ?  1 0 .�xc6 bxc6 1 1 .tbxeS 
.td6 1 2 .0 -0  �a6 1 3 .f4 tbg4 1 4.h3 
tLlxeS I S .fxeS .txeS=) S . . .  tLlb4 ! ?  

Later Morozevich used this resource in 
a more sensible set-up. See the com­
ments to move 7 in this game. 6 .�e2 
dxe4 (6 . . .  cS ! ?  is slightly weird but play­
able, since it carries with it several 
structural choices, for instance : 7 .exdS 
tLlxdS 8 .tLlb3 cxd4 9 . 0 -0  tLlgf6 
1 0 .tLlbxd4 0-0 I I . c4 tbb4 1 2 .b3 'ikc7 
1 3 .tLlbS 'iVb8 1 4.iLb2 tbc6 1 S .tbbd4 
�d7 1 6 . tbxc6 .txc6= Kotronias­
Lputian, Yerevan Zonal 2000) 7 .tLlxe4 
tLlf6 8 .tLlxf6+ �xf6 9 . 0-0 0-0 1 0 .c3 
tbdS 1 1  . .td3 . Black's position is tem­
porarily passive (Radulov-Romanishin, 
Leningrad 1 9 7 7 ;  8 games in 
MegaBase) . My advice here is to con-
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tinue 1 1 . . .'ife7 ! ?  (instead of . . .  b6 ? ! ) , 
preparing . . .  l:.d8 and . . .  c 7 -cS , with an 
equal game; 

B) 4 . . .  ttJf6 is more appropriate in the 
French, but after S .eS (S .ttJgf3 leads 
back to 4 .ttJgf3 ) s . . .  ttJfd7 6 . c3 ! ?  
(6 .'ifg4 g 6  7 .h4 cS 8 .c3 cxd4 9 . cxd4 
ttJc6 1 0 .ttJe2 'ifb6 1 1 .ttJf3 ??  1/2- V2 

Abergel-Farago, Scanno 2005 ,  but now 
1 1  . . .  Vi'b4+ ! and 1 2  . . .  ttJdxeS gains ma­
terial) we reach the usual position of 
Chapter 3 ,  with the added move . . .  �e7 
which does not seem useful here : 6 . . .  cS 
7 .ttJe2 ttJc6 8 . 0-0  must favour White, 
even though this position is quite new 
in practice ; 

C) 4 . . .  dxe4 would follow the same 
idea as in the 3 . . .  dxe4 Rubinstein Varia­
tion (or also the Petroff Defence) ;  Black 
tries to equalise without allowing any 
weaknesses : S .ttJxe4 ttJd7 6 .ttJf3 ttJgf6 
7 .'iVe2 (preparing to castle queenside) 
7 . . .  cS 8 . ttJxf6 + ttJxf6 9 .�e3 0 -0  
1 0 .dxcS ttJdS 1 1 . 0-0-0 'iVaS 1 v iio>b 1 
ttJxe3 1 3 .  'if xe3 'if xcS = N avara -Shirov, 
Prague blitz 2 0 0 5 .  
5.dxc5 
The logical continuation (after . . .  �e7)  
and also the main one. S .exdS ? !  i s  noth­
ing to worry about : S . . .  Vi'xdS ! 6 .ttJgf3 
is similar to the previous game with 
4.ttJgf3 , but after 6 . . .  cxd4 ! we arrive in 
a theoretical variation with the extra 
moves �d3 and . . .  �e7 .  This should fa­
vour Black, since White 's normal move, 
with the bishop on fl , would be itc4. 
Now, that would mean the loss of a 
tempo. 
5 . . .  lDf6!? 
Black prefers to develop. After the solid 
move S . . .  ttJd7 he has to reckon with 
6 .b4! (� 6 .exdS exdS 7 .ttJb3 ttJxcS 
8 .ttJf3 ttJf6 9 . 0-0 0-0 1 0 .�e3 ttJce4 !oo 

l 1 .�e2 itd6 1 2  . .l:!.e 1 .l:le8 White has no 
advantage at all , and he may even be 
slightly worse, Adams-Lputian, Manila 
Interzonal 1 990) 6 . . .  aS 7 .itb2 ! (7 .a3 ? is 
dubious : 7 . . .  axb4 8 .�b2 bxa3 ! 9 .itxg7 
�f6 1 0 .�8 �xh8 1 1 .l::ra2 ttJxcS is in 
Black's favour, Parligras-Rocha, Calvia 
Olympiad 2004) 7 . . .  �f6 8 .�6 'ifxf6 
(8 . . .  ttJgxf6 ! ?  9 .a3 ttJeS�) 9 .ttJgf3 axb4 
1 0 .exdS exdS 1 1 .0-0 ttJe7 1 2 .ttJb3 0-0 
1 3 .'iVd2 'ifc3 ( 1 3  . . .  ttJc6 ! ?) 1 4 .'iVgS 
( 1 4.VWxc3 ! ?  bxc3 l S J:rfe 1  ttJc6 1 6  . .tbS 
ttJb4 1 7  .ttJfd4�) 1 4  . . .  ttJf6= Wolff­
Lputian, Tilburg rapid 1 992 .  
6.'iVe2!? 
This possibility is the difference be­
tween 4.�d3 and 4.ttJgf3 . 

6 ... lDc6 
The older but more solid theoretical 
line here is 6 . . .  0-0 ! ?  Black is not in a 
hurry to take on cS , but he prepares to 
capture the pawn with his queen's 
knight : 7 .ttJgf3 as ! ?  

A) The advance 8 .eS ? !  does not seem 
to disturb the black army: 8 . . .  ttJfd7 
9 .h4 h6 ! ?  1 0 . c 3  ttJxcS l 1 .�c2 
(Rozentalis-Vallejo Pons , Calvia Olym­
piad 2 004) and now after 1 1 . . .b 6 ! t  
White i s  in trouble, since he faces 
threats such as . . .  �a6 ! ;  

B) 8 .a4? !  ttJa6 9 .eS ttJd7 1 0 .ttJd4 
ttJdxcS 1 1 .itxa6 l:.xa6+ Navara­
Pelletier, Plovdiv Ech-tt 2003 ; 

1 2 7 
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C)  8 . 0-0 tLla6 9 .eS (9 .exdS exdS 
1 O . .u.e 1 l:!.e8 1 1 .tLlb3 tLlxcs 1 2 .iLbS 
iLd7= Naiditsch-De la Riva Aguado, 
Pamplona 2004) 9 . . .  tLld7 . 

analysis diagram 

This is the key position in the old line 
and perhaps in the entire 3 . . .  �e7 varia­
tion. 
C 1 )  1 0 .tLld4 tLldxcS 1 1 .tLl2f3 ( 1 l .f4 

'iVb6 1 2 .tLl2f3 �d7 1 3 . a3 tLle4 
( 1 3  . . .  tLlxd3 ! was good for Black) 1 4.:a2 
tLlacS l S .�e3 a4 1 6 .�h1  f6 1 7 .exf6 
�xf6� Kotronias-Barsov, Montreal 
2002) 1 1 . . .tLlxd3 1 2 .cxd3 �d7 1 3 .�e3 
a4 1 4.a3 tLlcs l S  . .l:.ac 1 b6 1 6 Jk3 fS !  
1 7 .'iVd2 h 6  1 8 .tLle 1 'iVe8 =  Y2- Y2 

Satyapragyan-Pert, Hastings 2007/08 .  
But this i s  not the only move here; 

C2) 1 0 .c3 tLlaxcS 1 1...�.c2 f6 ! ?  (a very 
typical push in the French. Black removes 
White's eS -pawn, gaining more space for 
his pieces. 1 1 . . .b6 is unclear: 1 2 J:le 1 �a6 
1 3 .'iVe3 f6 1 4.M fxeS l S .tLlxeS tLlxeS 
1 6 .bxcS hcS 1 7 .'fi'xeS �+ 1 8 .<;t>h1 
he 1 1 9 .'iYxe6+ ( 1 9 .Vi'xe l ! ?) 1 9  . . .  <;t>h8 
20 .'ifxe 1 d4!� 2 1 .�b2 d3 22 .�d1 
'iYgS 2 3 .tLlf3 l:.ae8 24.'fi'f2 d2 2S .�a4 
l:!e2 26 .'iYg 1  Vi'e7 2 7 .c4 �b7 2 8 .11f1 
l:re 1 29 .�d1 lhf3 3 0 .gxf3 ':'xd l ! 0- 1 
Kristjansson-Caruana, Reykjavik 2008) 
1 2 .exf6 hf6 1 3 .tLlb3 b6 !  1 4.tLlxcS 
tLlxcs 1 S Jld1 �a6� Black's pieces are 

1 2 8 

more active, Kotronias-Ni Hua, Khanty­
Mansiysk 2005 ;  

C3)  1 0 .c4 ! ?  tLlaxcS ( 1 0  . . .  tLldxcS fails 
to 1 1 .�b 1 !  d4? (� 1 1 . . . tLlb4oo) 
1 2 Jld 1 d3 1 3 .'iVe3 tLlb4 1 4.tLle4 "fIIc7 
l S .tLlxcS hcS 1 6 .'iYe4 'iVb6 1 7 .a3 
�xf2 + 1 8 . <;t>f1 tLlc6 1 9  .�xd3 g6  
20 .�h6 fS 2 1 .�e2 �cS 2 2 .i.xf8 hfS 
B .cS �xcS 24.�c4 a4 2 S . :d3 'iYc7 
2 6 .l::rad 1 Sle7 2 7 .:d6 tLld8 2 8 .tLld4 
�xd6 2 9 . exd6 'iff7 3 0 .d7  ilxd7 
3 1 .tLlxe6+- Vachier Lagrave-Baklan, 
Paris 2 004) 1 1 .ilc2 b6 ! ?  1 2 .b3 Slb7 
1 3 .�b2 fs 1 4.tLld4 'fi'b8 l S .l:f.ad 1 
�xeS 1 6 ."fllxeS tLlxeS  1 7 .tLlxfS 
(Vachier Lagrave-Sprenger, Germany 
Bundesliga 2 0 0 7 / 0 8) , and now 
1 7  . . .  �f6 ! 1 8 . tLld6 �a6 1 9  . .:t.fe 1 tLled3 
20 .Slxd3 tLlxd3 2 1 .�6 l:1xf6t with a 
slight initiative for Black. 
It is dubious to change the move order 
with 6 . . .  aS 7 .tLlgf3 tLla6? !  (it is remark­
able that top players sometimes play the 
opening so carelessly. . .  7 . . .  0 -0 !  is prefer­
able) 8 .ilbS +  ( 8 . exdS ! ?) 8 . . .  �d7 
9 .  tLleS tLlxcs 1 0 . tLlxd7 tLlfxd7 1 1 .exdS 
exdS 1 2 ."flleS with a comfortable advan­
tage, Gelfand-Aronian, Monaco rapid 
2008 .  Levon Aronian is a great specialist 
in the Ruy Lopez, but in the French he is 
still quite a • green' participant! : -) 
VtJgf3 

7 ... tLlb41? 
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Following in the footsteps of 
Romanishin and Morozevich. After one 
of his games Morozevich mentioned this 
move as being a new theoretical course. 
The alternatives are suffering a crisis : 

A) 7 . . .  a5 S . O-O 0-0 and now: 
A I )  9 . c4 a4 ! 1 0 Jld l  hc5 I l .exd5 

exdS 1 2 .cxdS ttJb4 1 3 .ttJe4 ttJxd3 
1 4 . ttJxf6 + 'ifxf6 I S .'ifxd3 �fS 
1 6 .'iYbS b6 with good compensation 
for the pawn, Asrian-Lputian, Yerevan 
ch-ARM 2000 ;  
A2 )  9 .a4! Tiviakov : 'The point of  my 

idea is that White has to stop Black's 
counterplay on the queenside, prevent­
ing the black pieces from becoming too 
active.' 9 . . .  ttJd7 1 0 .ttJb3 ttJxcS 1 1 .ttJxcS 
i.xcs 1 2 .c3 i.d7 1 3 .i.f4 ttJe7 1 4.eS 
ttJg6 I S .�g3 . 

White 's prospects are better. I S  . .  .fS 
1 6 .exf6 gxf6 (� 1 6  . .  .'iVxf6;;!;;) 1 7 .c4 ! t  
dxc4 1 S .i.xc4 WHe7 1 9 .h4 ! ( a  decisive 
attacking resource which introduces a 
fIne conclusion) 1 9  . . .  l:!.feS 20 J:tfd l 
<JihS 2 1 .hS ttJfS 2 2 .ttJeS ! l:ladS 
B .�h4 �c6 24.ttJg4 l:[xd l + 2 S .I!xd l 
ttJd7 2 6  . .l:.xd7 ! 'iYxd7 2 7 .�xf6+ '>tgS 
2 S .ttJh6+ �f8 29 .'iYg4 1 -0 Tiviakov­
Lputian, Ohrid Ech 2 00 1 .  
B) 7 . . .  0-0? !  S .eS ! ttJd7 9 .ttJb3 ttJxcS 

1 0 .ttJxcS 'iVaS+ (TriCks : 1 0  . . .  hcS ? al­
lows the famous sacrifice I I .hh7 + !  

<Jixh7 1 2 .ttJgS + Wg6 1 3 .h4!+-) I l .c3 
'iVxcs 1 2 .h4! ?  f6 1 3 .exf6 hf6 1 4.ttJgst 
Adams-lSoza, Internet blitz ICC 2000 .  
8.ttJb3 
White tries to defend his extra pawn on 
cS . The developing move S .O -O ! ?  will be 
examined in the next game. In the event 
of S .eS ttJd7 9 .ttJb3 ttJxd3 + 1 0 .'ifxd3 
( 1 0 .cxd3 as ! ?  with the idea I l .d4? a4 
1 2 .ttJbd2 b6 ! t) 1 O . . .  aS 1 1..� e3 a4 
1 2 .ttJbd2 0-0 1 3 . 0-0 ttJxcS 1 4.'iVd4 
�d7 I S .'iYg4 �hS 1 6 .l:f.ad l l:f.cS 1 7 .c4 
fS ! I S .exf6 1ixf6 1 9 .cxdS exdS+ .  

analysis diagram 

Black has a clear initiative : 2 0 .�b4 
ttJd3 ! ?  2 1 .'ifxb7 kg4 2 2 .h3 i.hS 
B .ttJb l �xf3 24.gxf3 .ubS 2 S .'iYc6 
ttJb4 2 6 .'iYxa4 WHcs 2 7 .�f4 l:[b6 
2S . .l:.fe l  kh4 2 9 .Wg2 'iYfS 30 . .l:!.d4 
ttJc2 3 1. .l::[eS ttJxd4 3 2  . .l:.xfS + 'iYxfS 
3 3 .'�'xd4 .ub4 0 - 1 Zagrebelny­
Morozevich, Moscow 2003 . 
8 .. .  ttJxd3+ 9.cxd3 a5 

1 29 
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1 0.�g5 

The most popular move at the moment. 
A) Another interesting idea is 

1 0 .0 -0 ! ? ,  with which only one single 
game has been played so far !  1 0  . . .  a4 
l l .ttJbd4 hcs 1 2 .eS ttJd7 1 3 .�d2 
( 1 3 .�e3 ! ?) 1 3  . . .  0-0 1 4.a3 ( 1 4 .b4 ! ?) 
1 4  . . .  b6 ?  (Ma. Pavlov-Firman, Alushta 
2002) . Now l S .�gS ! t ;  
B) The blockading move 1 0 .a4 can be 

met by a clear reply : 
B 1 )  A sharp tactical duel arises after 

1 0  . . .  b 6  l 1 . eS  ttJd7 1 2 . c6 ttJcS 
1 3 .tbbd4 ita6 1 4 .tbbS tbb3 l S .:tb 1 
�b4+ 1 6 .�f1 0-0 1 7 .d4 f6 1 8 .'iie3 ? !  
(wasting an important tempo. 
1 8  .ite3 ! ?  or 1 8 . 'IV d3 ! ?  was probably 
better) 1 8  . . .  �xbS+  1 9 .axbS a4 2 0 .g3 
'lVe8 2 l .'iVd3 ttJxc 1 n Jhc 1 a3 ! �  Ad­
ams-Morozevich, Wijk aan Zee 2000 ;  
B2 )  The improvement 1 0  . . .  dxe4 ! ?  

solves virtually all Black's technical prob­
lems : 1 1 .dxe4 0 -0  1 2 . 0 - 0  b6  
( 1 2  . . .  Vic7 ! ?  1 3 .�gS eS�)  1 3 J:td 1 'iYc7 
1 4.�gS ( 1 4.cxb6 'iYxb6GG) 1 4  . . .  bxcS 
l S .l:.ac 1 (if l S .eS ! ?  lta6 ! ?  1 6 .'ifc2 ttJdS 
1 7 .he7 'iixe7 1 8 .Vixcs (or 1 8 .tbxaS 
tbb4 1 9 .Yi'e4 .id3 ! �) 1 8  . . .  'lVxcs 
1 9 .tbxcS �e2 and then . . .  hf3 , Black 
gains sufficient counterplay) I S  . . .  �a6 
1 6 .Vic2 l:tfc8 1 7 .�4 l/Z_ l/Z Rublevsky­
Radjabov, Hyderabad 2002 .  
1 0  ... a4 1 1 .ttJbd2 h6 1? 

1 3 0 

It is very important to force White 's 
bishop to choose a diagonal. 
1 2.�xf6 
If 1 2..�.e3  'iVaS 1 3 . 0 -0  �XCS 1 4.exdS ! ?  
�xe3 { 1 4  . . .  tbxdS l S .tbc4 Yi'c7 
1 6  . .l:i:ac 1 t) l S .ttJc4! Via6 1 6 .'iixe3 0-0 
1 7  .dxe6 �xe6= we reach a tactical po­
sition where White has an extra pawn 
but Black has active pieces in compen­
sation, Ganguly-Hanley, Torquay 
ch-BCF 2002 .  
Or  1 2 .�h4 gS ! ?  1 3 .�g3 ltxcs 1 4.exdS 
ttJxdS l S . 0 -0  f6 ( l S  . . .  a3 ! ?) 1 6  . .l:[ac 1 
i.e 7 1 7 J He 1 0 - 0  1 8 .tbd4 l:ta6 
1 9  .ttJ2f3 �d7 20 .h4 'iVe8 and the posi­
tion is equal, Aagaard-P.H.Nielsen, Den­
mark tt 2 000/0  l .  
1 2  ... �xf6 

1 3.exd5 
Another logical idea is 1 3 .eS (Nicholas 
Pert in Yearbook 84 :  'The hero of the 
line, Morozevich, had previously strug­
gled against 1 3 .eS against England's Mi­
chael Adams, but appeared to reach a 
reasonable position when he improved 
with 1 4  . . .  'ifaS against Godena. Here he 
gained piece activity and the bishop 
pair in return for a pawn - a common 
theme - and eventually went on to re­
gain his pawn and later to win. A word 
of warning, though: this endgame was 
later repeated in the game Bauer­
Libiszewski and this time round the ex-
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tra pawn counted for White !
,
) 1 3  . . .  �e7 

and now: 
A) 1 4 .d4 'tWaS I S . 0-0 0-0 1 6 .lafc 1  

b6 1 7 .�e3 l:[b8 1 8  . .l:!.c2 jLa6 1 9 .11ac l 
l:Hc8 2 0 .h3 bxcS 2 1 .dxcS l:t.bS 2 2 .c6 
"'b6 2 3 .'fid4 ':'b4 24 .... xb6 1:hb6 
2 S .ttJd4 .id3 2 6 .l:t.c3 �g6 and with the 
bishop pair Black has an initiative com­
pensating for the pawn, Losev­
Radjabov, Alushta 2 00 1 ;  

B) 1 4.l::!.c 1  .l:.aS ? !  I S .'i¥e3 0-0 1 6 . 0-0 
�d7 1 7 .':'c2 'fi'a8 1 8 .l:tfc 1  ':c8 1 9 .ttJf1 
'ilfa7 20 .d4 "'a6 2 1 .ttJg3 b6 2 2 .c6± 
Adams-Morozevich, Saraj evo 2 0 0 0 ;  

C) 1 4.'tWe3 WaS I S .l:r.c 1 b 6  1 6 .cxb6 
�d8 1 7 .WcS 'fi'xcs 1 8 .l:txcS i.xb6 .  

Black's bishops prove their worth in the 
ending : 1 9 Jic6 ( 1 9 .':'c2 0-0 20 .ttJf1 
�a6 2 1 .�e2 jLbS 2 2 .ttJe3 fS ! ?  
2 3 .�hc 1 l:t.ab8 24 .a3 gS ! �  Godena­
Morozevich, Istanbul Olympiad 2000) 
1 9  . . .  �b8 20 .  �e2 �d7 2 1 ..l:k2 0-0 
2 2 .b3  fs (22 . . .  f6 ! ?) 2 3 .bxa4 g S ?  
( 2 3  . . .  �xa4=) 24 . l::!.b l  g 4  2 S . ttJh4 
�d4? 2 6 .ttJg6 l::!.xb l 2 7 .ttJxf8 ! .l:.b7 
2 8 .ttJxd7 l:rxd7 2 9 .':'c6 �f7 3 0 .ttJb3 
jLxeS 3 1 .g3 ± with an almost winning 
ending, Bauer-Libiszewski , Besancon 
ch-FRA 2006 .  
1 3  ... 'iVxd51? 
A) GM Nicholas Pert in Yearbook 84: 

' In the game I came up with a very in-

teresting and probably quite powerful 
novelty' :  1 3  . . .  0-0 ! ?  (author's note : In 
my opinion, with this move Black can 
only fight for equality. Central action is 
more important than the tempo in­
vested in castling) 1 4 .ttJe4 ( 1 4.d6 ! ?) 
1 4  . . .  exdS I S .ttJxf6+ 'iVxf6 1 6 .0 -0  b6 
1 7 .l:rac 1 bxcS 1 8 .':'xcS �g4 1 9 .'iVeS 
'tWb6 2 0 JhdS �xf3 2 1 .gxf3 l:rab8= 
Rozentalis-Pert, Dublin ch  -IRL 2 0 0 7 ;  

B) The intermediate 1 3  . . .  a3 ! ?  might 
just introduce a new line, with many pos­
sibilities : 1 4.ttJe4 ( 1 4.dxe6 he6 1 5 .0-0 
O-O�; 1 4.d6 axb2 I S .lab l l:t.xa2oo) 
1 4  . . .  axb2 ! ( 1 4  . . .  'fWxdS ! ?  I S .ttJxf6+ gxf6 
1 6 .b4 �d7 1 7 .'iVe4 �c6 1 8  .... xdS 
hdS Vachier Lagrave-Marzolo, Chartres 
ch-FRA 2005)  I s .11b l "'xdS ! ?� (using 
Nepomniachtchi's idea again. I S  . .  .l:ha2 
1 6 .ttJd6+ �f8 1 7 . 0-0 b6 1 8 .ttJeS heS 
1 9  .... xeS bxcS 20 .ttJxc8 'fIxc8 
2 1 .dxe6;t) 

analysis diagram 

1 6 .ttJxf6+ gxf6 1 7 Jhb2 lIg8 ! 1 8 . 0 -0  
i.d7 !GG with good chances for Black to 
take the initiative via the g-f:tle. 
1 4.ttJe4 .id71? 
This was another interesting novelty. 
1 4  . . .  �e7 ? !  I S .d4 0-0 1 6 .ttJc3 'iVd8 
1 7 . 0-0 'ilfaS 1 8 .ttJeS a3 1 9 .b4 'tWxb4 
2 0  .... e3 "'as 2 1 .l:rab l ±  Kotronias­
Ostenstad, Gausdal 2002 .  

1 3 1  
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1 5.0-0 
In the second game of this new line the 
move chosen was 1 S .d4 i.c6 1 6 .4Jd6+ 
WfB ( 1 6  . . .  'it>e7 ! ?  1 7 . 0 - 0  �hdB+Z)  
1 7 . ttJeS .ixeS 1 B .'ifxeS 'ifxeS + 
( 1 B  . . .  VWxg2 1 9 .:£1 ) 1 9 .dxeS ..txg2 
20 Jlg 1  .idS 2 1 .l:.g4 gS 2 2 J:tb4 <:J;;e7 
2 3 .a3 l::thbB 24 .Wd2 f6 2 S .exf6+ 'it>xf6 
2 6 J:tb6 l::[a6 2 7 .We3 lhb6 2 B .cxb6 
UdB=F Korbut-Tairova, Moscow ch-RUS 
2 0 0 7 .  
1 5  ... ..ic6 1 6  . .l:!.ac1 l:tdS 
1 6  . . .  'iVxa2 ! ?  1 7 .ttJd6+ WfB 1 B .ttJeS 
.ixeS 1 9 .'fi'xeS 'iVdS = .  
1 VtJd6+ WfS 1 S.b4 axb3 1 9.8Xb3 
'iYxb3 20.ttJe5 
20 .�c4 ! ? 
20 ... .ixe5 21 .'iYxe5 'iYxd3 22.f411 

A terrible blunder. Kotronias was prob­
ably obsessed with his own attack. 
2 2 .f3 = .  
22 ... 'iYd2-+ 0-1 

1 3 2 

2 3 .4Je4 'fi'e3 + 24 .4Jf2 'ifxeS 2 S .fxeS 
We7 is a technical win. 

Summary of 4.i.d3 and Black's 
counterplay : 
This offers richer and more dynamic 
play than 4.ttJf3 .  Both sides can vary 
their opening moves. Objectively, 
Morozevich's plan with 6 . . .  ttJc6,  
7 . . .  ttJb4 is an especially tactical opera­
tion. In this line, the possibility of 
White castling should be constantly 
reckoned with ( B . O-O ! ?  - see next 
game) . The classical plan of 6 . . .  0 -0 ,  
7 . . .  as ! ? , B . . .  ttJa6 and recovering the 
pawn is much safer. 

GAME 3 1  

D Ivan Cheparinov 
• Alexander Riazantsev 
Hoogeveen 2002  (6) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.ttJd2 .ie7 4 . .id3 c5 
5.dxc5 ttJf6 6:fle2 ttJc6 VtJgf3 ttJb4 
S.0-011 

White does not try to hold on to the 
pawn anymore, but prefers to exploit 
his lead in development. This is a posi­
tional attempt against Morozevich's 
. . .  4Jc6-4Jb4 set-up. 
For B .ttJb3 see the previous game. 
S ... ttJxd3 9.cxd3 .ixc5 1 0.ttJb3 ..te7 
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1 1 .�g5 
The most popular move. Svidler's idea 
I I .eS has not been very successful : 
1 1 . . .tDd7 1 2 .tDfd4 0-0 1 3  .�f4 tDcs 
1 4.'iig4? �h8 ( 1 4  . . .  fS ! ?) I S .tDxcS 
.itxcs 1 6 .tDf3 �e7 1 7  . .!:[fe l  �d7 
1 8 .'ti'hS f6 1 9 Jbc l �e8 ! 2 0 .'iVh3 fS = 
Svidler-Radjabov, Moscow rapid 2 002 .  
But an interesting alternative (in serious 
or non-serious games) is 1 1 .�f4 ! ?  with 
the idea of attacking along the c-file : 
l:hc 1 )  1 1 . . .'ti'b6 1 2 .I!ac l ( 1 2 . eS ! ?) 
1 2  . . .  'iia6 ( 1 2  . . .  dxe4 1 3 .dxe4 'iYa6) 
1 3 .eS tDd7 1 4Jk7 tDb8 ? ?  I s Jhc8 + 
1 -0 Berczes-Rendle, Budapest 2 002 .  
1 1  ... h6 1  
In order to force the white bishop to 
choose a diagonal again. 
1 2.�h4 

The critical moment in this line. Black 
must find an effective defence. 
1 2  ... �d71? 

The most usual and logical move. Other 
ideas should be carefully analysed : 

A) Black now has the possibility of 
playing 1 2  . . .  'Wb6 ,  without having to 
worry about an immediate �gS -�e3 : 
1 3 .eS ! tDg8 (very striking, but also the 
only move) and now: 

A I )  After 1 4 .�xe7 Black gets an easy 
game : 1 4  . . .  tDxe 7 1 S .tDfd4 �d7 
1 6 .�ac l 0-0 1 7 .'iVd2 .l:i.fc8 1 8 .'ti'aS 
'ti'xaS 1 9 .4JxaS b6 2 0 .4Jab3 gS ! .  

It is clear that White has many prob­
lems , the most critical being his pawn 
on eS : 2 1. .!:tce l 4Jg6 2 2 .g3 as 2 3 .4Jd2 
a4 24J:te3 a3 2 S .b3 .i::rc7 2 6 .�g2 bS 
2 7 .b4 l:la4 2 8 .l:lb l f6 ! (after this fine 
and unexpected stroke Black is com­
pletely winning) 29 . exf6 eS-+ Leko­
Morozevich, Sarajevo 1 999 ;  
A2 )  1 4 .i.g3 ! (this i s  the critical 

move, with the idea of bringing the 
bishop to e3 to gain some tempi. Black 
will have to move his queen and king 's 
bishop to be able to develop his knight. 
1 4  . . .  i.d8 proved catastrophic in the fol­
lowing game : 1 s .�f4 'ti'bS ? !  1 6 .l:lfc 1 
4Je7 1 7 .4Jbd4 'iYa4 1 8 .b3 'ti'd7 1 9 .a4 
0-0 20 .�d2 as 2 1 .�e3 4Jc6 22 .4Jxc6 
bxc6 2 3 .�cS �e8 24 . .!:.c3  'ti'b7 
2 s Jhc l �d7 26 .M �e7 2 7 .�xe7 
lhe 7 2 8 . 4Je 1 'Wb4 2 9 .'iVe3 1:.f8 
3 0 .tDd3 'Wb6 3 1 .4Jf4 �h7 3 2 .'iYd3 + 

1 3 3 
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�h8 3 3 .ttJh5 i.e8 34 .tLlf6 g6 3 5 .'iVd2 
�g7 3 6 .'iVf4 'iVd8 3 7 .'iVxh6+ !  and 
mate in 6 moves ,  Brodsky-Jened, 
Krasnodar 1 999 .  
After 14  . . .  i.d7 1 5  . .if4 tfa6 1 6 .a4 .:rc8 
1 7 .ttJbd4 �c5 1 8 .i.d2 'iVb6 ? !  
( 1 8  . . .  .ixd4 1 9 .ttJxd4 tLle7 with an 
equal game) 1 9  . .ie3 ( 1 9 . a5 ! ±) 
1 9  . . .  'ifd8 20 .!lfc l White 's advantage is 
obvious , Anisimov -N epomniachtchi , 
Krasnoyarsk 2 0 0 7 .  
B )  1 2  . . .  g5 is very provocative; after 

1 3 .i.g3 things are very unclear. No 
games have been played in this line, 
perhaps for this reason; 

C) The natural continuation is 
1 2  . . .  0-0 1 3 .e5 ttJd7 l 4 .Le 7 !  'iYxe7 
1 5 .tLlfd4 ( 1 5 Jhc l ! ?;t) 1 5  . . .  a5 1 6 .f4 
( 1 6 .tLlb5 ! ?) 1 6  . . .  a4� Nguyen Ngoc 
Truongson-Nepomniachtchi , Moscow 
2 0 0 7 ;  
D )  1 2  . . .  dxe4 ! ?  1 3 .dxe4 - there are no 

games with this line ; 
E) The most recent game with this 

line went : 1 2  . . .  a5 ! ?  1 3 .e5 ! tLlg8 

1 4.i.xe7 ( 1 4.i.g3 h5 1 5  . .if4 tLlh6 
1 6 .tLlbd4;t) 1 4  . . .  tLlxe7 1 5  . .l:!.ac 1 0-0 
1 6 .ttJbd4 .id7 1 7 .'iVc2 and Black equa­
lised easily after 1 7  . .  :1Wb8 1 8 :ti'c7 l:ld8 
1 9  :iVxb8 l:taxb8 20 .1:.c5 b6 2 1 .1:.c7 
�f8 2 2 .g3 �e8 2 3 .tLld2 ':'dc8 24.':'fc l  
Uxc7 2 5 .Uxc7 �d8 2 6  . .l::I.c3 g5 ! ?= 
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Renet-Vitiugov, Cappelle la Grande 
2008 .  
1 3.eSI 
The best solution. 1 3  . .l:tac 1 allows Black 
to equalise : 1 3  . . .  dxe4! 1 4.dxe4 'iVb6 
1 5 JHd l �a4 1 6 .'ifc4 ( 1 6 .':c3 .l::I.d8 
1 7 Jhd8 + 'iYxd8 1 8 .tLlc5 .ic6 1 9 .tLle5 
i.xc5 2 0 . ttJxc6 bxc6 2 1  Jhc5 g5 
22 . .ig3 tLlxe4! =  Zhang Pengxiang­
Pert, Liverpool tt 2007 )  1 6  . . .  i.xb3 
1 7 .axb3 0-0 1 8 .�xf6 �xf6 1 9 .e5 .ig5 ! 
2 0  . .!::!.d6 'iVa5 2 1 .b4 'iYa4 2 2 .ttJxg5 
hxg5 2 3 .g3  .l::I.ac8 !  24 .'iYxc8 I::f.xc8 
2 5 Jhc8 + �h7= Ponomariov-Moroze­
vich, Istanbul Olympiad 2000 .  
1 3  ... ttJg8 

1 4.�g31  
Exchanging pieces is  not in White 's in­
terests , since it would simplify the posi­
tion too much: 1 4 .�xe7 ttJxe7 1 5 .ttJc5 
'iVb6 1 6  . .!::!.fc 1 �c8 1 7 .d4 i.c6 1 8 .1:.c3 
'iYd8 1 9 Jhc l 0-0 2 0 .'ifd2 b6 2 1 .tLld3 
'iVd7 2 2 . tLlf4 i.b5 2 3 .h3 lhc3 
24.':xc3 ':c8= Baklan-Arizmendi Mar­
tinez, St Vincent 2 0 0 3 .  
1 4  ... hSI? 

An imaginative decision. 1 4  . . .  i.f8 ! ?  
would lead to a new set-up if followed 
up by . . .  ttJg8-tLle7 .  No games , no the­
ory! 
1 4  . . .  a5 would be more solid : 1 5 .�ac l 
a4 1 6 .tLlc5 
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1 6  . . .  �xc5 1 7  J:!.xc5 t:tJe7 and the positi­
on is almost equal. 
1 5.ttJfd4 
Another idea is 1 S .�f4- ttJh6 1 6 .ttJfd4-
ttJfS 1 7 . ttJxfS exfS 1 8 .�e3 �e6 
1 9 J1ac 1 h4- 20 . f4- h3 � Lipka-Vavrak, 
Slovakia tt 2 002/03 . 
1 5  ... g6 
A slightly passive but quite solid 
method. 1 5 . . .  a5 ! ?  is more creative, in-
tending 1 6  . . .  a4- to chase t:tJb3 away; or 
inserting 1 S  . . .  h4- ! ?  1 6 .�f4- h3 1 7 .g3 
and only now 1 7 . . .  as 00 .  
1 6.l:tac1 b 6  1 Vuc6 
1 7  .�f4- t:tJh6°o.  
17  ... �xc6 1 8.l::txc6 ttJh6 1 9.�f4 ttJf5 
20.:fc1 0-0= 

White dominates the c-file, but Black is 
not worse here because of other factors : 
his minor pieces are better and he has 
no major weaknesses. 
21 .d4 �g5 22.'ifd2 

2 2 .�d2 aS ! .  
22 ... .txf4 23.�xf4 'iVd7 24.:1 c2 l:1.fc8 
25.�c1 ttJe7 26 . .llc7= 1/2-1/2 
The black knight on e7 is more effective 
and flexible than its opposite number 
on b3 . 

Summary of 8 . 0 - 0 :  Even though Black 
is behind in development, he retains 
good chances of equalising. In the 
middlegame his position is slightly pas­
sive, but simplification is in his favour. 
White 's weak central pawns can be­
come a liability in the endgame. 

GAME 3 2  

D Frank De La paz 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Montcada 2003  (7 )  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.ttJd2 c5 4.exd5 

Against 4-.t:tJgf3 Black can play 4-. . .  cxd4-
5 .ttJxd4- (S .exdS 'iYxdS transposes into 
the main line) S . . .  ttJc6 6 .�bS �d7 
7 .ttJxc6 �xc6 ! ?  (7  . . .  bxc6 8 .�d3 00) 
8 .�xc6+ bxc6 9 . c4-!  dxe4 ! ?  1 0 .'iVa4-? 
(� 1 0 . ttJxe4- 'iVxd 1 +  1 1 . �xd l 
.l:ld8 +�) 1 0  . . .  fS ! .  

Black has an excellent position. 1 1 .f3 ?  
(� 1 1 .'iVxc6+ �f7 1 2 . 0-0 t:tJf6=i=) 
1 1 . . .'iVb6 1 2 .fxe4- ttJf6 ! 1 3 .exfS O-O-O ! 
1 4- .cS �xcS I S .ttJc4- 'iVbS !  1 6 .'iYxbS 

1 3 5  



P a r t  Two - Tarrasch Va ri a t i o n :  3 . tD d2  

cxbS 1 7 .�e3 �b4+ ! 1 8 .�d2 �xd2 + 
1 9 . tDxd2 exfS =+= with an extra pawn, 
Kolev-Moskalenko, Montcada 200 1 .  
4 ... 'iVxd51? 

This ingenious Scandinavian-style move 
is quite popular in practice. 
5.tDgf3 cxd4 6.�c4 'iVd6 

The most usual retreat. However, Black 
has the alternative 6 . . .  �d8 ! ?  There are 
only a few grandmaster games in this 
line, that has proved successful : 7 . 0-0 
tLlf6 8 .tLlb3 tLlc6 9 .tLlbxd4 (9 .'iYe2 Jl.e7 
1 0 .l:ld 1 0-0 l 1 .tDfxd4 �c7 1 2 .tLlxc6 
'iVxc6 1 3 .tLld4 'iVe4 1 4.�gS 'ifxe2 
l S .�xe2= Kornev-Lysyj , Serpukhov 
2 0 0 7 ) 9 . . .  tDxd4 1 0 . tDxd4 �cS ! ?  
( 1 0  . . .  a6 1 1 . c3  �cS 1 2  .�e3 'if c7  
1 3 .Jl.b3 0-0 1 4.'iff3 Jl.d7 l S JUe 1 
�d6 1 6 .h3 eS ! �  1 7 .tLlc2 �c6 1 8 .'ife2 
h6 with a playable position for both 
sides - however :  1/2 - Y2 Hiibner­
Petrosian, Bugojno 1 9 8 2) l 1 .tDb3 
�xd 1 1 2  . .l:.xd 1 �b6 1 3 .�bS+ ( 1 3 .a4 
�d7 =) 1 3  . . .  �d7 1 4 .�xd7+ tDxd7 
l S .�d2 l:[c8 1 6 .�c3 = 1/2- Y2 Solo­
zhenkin-Hiibner, Finland tt 2 0 0 7 / 0 8 .  
7.�e2 
White prepares tLlb3 -�gS and 0-0-0 .  
The main continuation 7 . 0-0  tLlf6 
8 .tDb3 will be examined in the next 
four Games 3 3 - 36 .  
7 . . .  tDf6 8.tDb3 ttJc6 9.�g5 
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9 ... �e7 
A very solid concept (Black intends 
. . .  0-0) , but this move is no stronger 
than : 

A) 9 . . .  �b4+ ! ?  (a tactical manoeuvre 
to improve the queen's position) 
1 0 .�d2 li'b6 1 1 . 0 -0-0 �d7 1 2 .Jl.gS 
(if 1 2 .�f4 �cS 1 3 .tLleS 0-0 1 4.g4 
l:rfd8 1 S . .!:.hg 1 �e8=F  Black defends his 
extra pawn on d4, Koscielski­
Malakhatko , Bad Zwesten 2 0 0 5 )  
1 2  . . .  �cS (or else 1 2  . . .  h6 ! ?  1 3 .�h4 
�cS 1 4.tLleS tLlxeS l S .li'xeS �d6 
1 6 .�e2 �cS 1 7  .'ifeS �d6 1 8 .'iYxd4 
'iVxd4 1 9 .tLlxd4 (Oleksienko-Ni Hua, 
Calvi 2007 )  and now 1 9  . . .  0-0-0=) 
1 3 .'iitb 1  ( 1 3 .tDes tDxeS 1 4.'ifxeS �d6 
1 S .'iVxd4 'iYxd4 1 6 .tLlxd4 (Oleksienko­
Malakhatko, Cappelle la Grande 2005 )  
and now 1 6  . . .  0-0-0=) 1 3  . . .  0-0-0 != .  

There is nothing special for White in 
this position. A good illustration is : 
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1 4 .ttJe5 ttJxe5 I S .'iVxeS �d6 1 6 .Vi'e2 ? !  
( 1 6 .'ifxd4 Vi'xd4 1 7 .ttJxd4 h6 1 8 .�h4 
gS 1 9 .�g3 ttJe4=) 1 6  . . .  h6 ( 1 6 . . .  eS ! ?  
1 7 .�xf7 �b8 1 8 .f3 �c8t) 1 7 .�d2 
�b4 1 8 .hb4 Vi'xb4 1 9 .ttJxd4= Ad­
ams-Akopian, Enghien les Bains 2 0 0 3 .  

B) Black could also try 9 . . .  a6 ! ?  in­
tending to push . . .  b7 -bS on the next 
move - the most optimistic and com­
plicated Sicilian-style plan is imple­
mented here. 1 0 . 0-0-0 bS . 

The main trick is that the d4 pawn is in­
directly defended by the attack on the 
bishop. 1 1 .J.d3 �e7 ( 1 1 . . .  .id7 ! ?  holds 
the d4-pawn, for example : 1 2 .�xf6 
gxf6 1 3 .�e4 'iVf4+ 1 4 . �b l fs 
I s .Lc6 �xc6�) and now: 
B l )  In the event of 1 2 .�b l , Black can 

choose from several options : 
B l l )  1 2  . . .  �b 7 ! ?  1 3 .ttJbxd4 ttJxd4 

1 4.ttJxd4 "iYcs I S .ttJf3 �d8 1 6 .h4 h6 ! ?  
1 7  .�e3 'if c 7  1 8  .�d2 ttJd7 1 9  .�c3 
0-0= Zinchenko-Malakhatko, Cappelle 
la Grande 2 0 0 8 ;  

B 1 2) 1 2  . . .  �d7 ! ?  1 3 .�he l �d8 ! ?oo ;  
B 1 3 )  1 2  . . .  e S  1 3 .:he l ( 1 3 .c3 ! ?  dxc3 

1 4 .�xbS �fS + ! oo) 1 3  . . .  �g4 
1 4.j.xf6 ? !  ( 1 4 .c3 0-0=) 14 . . .  �xf6 
I S .'iVe4 �xf3 1 6 .gxf3 �f8 1 7 .c3 g6 !  
and Black is better, Rozentalis­
Khalifman , Germany Bundesliga 
200010 1 .  

B2) 1 2 .ttJbxd4 (the most reasonable 
option) 1 2  . . .  ttJxd4 1 3 .ttJxd4 'ifcS ! (the 
most effective manoeuvre. 1 3  . . .  'if dS ? !  
i s  more risky : 1 4.Lf6 ! ?  ( 1 4.f4 "iYxa2 
I S .c3 �d7 1 6 .j.b l 'ifaS 1 7 .'iVeS 0-0 
1 8 .ttJb3 'iVa4+ 1/2- 1/2 Akopian-Roiz, 
Sochi tt 2 006) 1 4  . . .  hf6 I S .�b l ! 'ifcs 
1 6 .�e4 t with the unavoidable check 
1 7 .�c6+) 1 4.j.e3 'ifc7 .  

analysis diagram 

The position is sharp, and typically Si­
cilian. At the moment the chances are 
equal. Both sides have a lot to say, 
though: I S .g4 �b7 1 6 .�hg l ttJdS ! ?  
1 7 .gS ttJb4 1 8 .�b l �dS 1 9 .a3 ttJxd3 
2 0 ."iYxd3 1:r.d8 ! ?  2 1 .f4 0-0 2 2 .h4 Vi'b7 !  
2 3 .�f2 M ! - 24.axb4 .L:b4 2 S .hS 
.l:[b8 and Black arrives first; 2 6 .g6 ? ?  
fxg6 (26  . . .  �e 1 ! ) 2 7  .hxg6 �e 1 ! -+ , 
winning a piece, Korneev-Matamoros ,  
Malaga 200 1 .  
1 0.0-0-0 

1 3 7  
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1 0  ... eS?! 
A dubious advance. During the game I 
thought that . . .  �g4 was a good defen­
sive resource, but unfortunately it is in­
adequate. 
1 0 . . .  h6 !  was necessary. This move order 
offers different possibilities : 

A) I I .tLlbxd4? is bad : 1 1  . . .  hxg5 
1 2 . tLlxe6 �b8 !  1 3 .tLlexg5 �f4+ ! 
1 4 .'it'b l 0-0 1 5 .g3 'ilc7 1 6 .�xf7 + 
'!:'xf7 1 7 . � c4 �f8 and Black gains a de­
cisive advantage, 0- 1 Tischbierek-Lu­
ther, Bremen ch-GER 1 99 8 ;  

B )  1 1 .�h4 'ilf4+ ! ?  ( 1 1 . . . e 5 ! ?  
1 2..�. g 3  �g4 1 3 .�b5 0-0 1 4.�xc6 
'ifxc6 1 5 .�xe5 l:lfe8oo) 1 Vit'b l 'iYe4 
1 3  . .l:l.he l 'iYxe2 1 4.l:he2 �d7 with a 
typical , quite balanced ending. 
1 1 .h3?! 
Perhaps my opponent was afraid of the 
possibility . . .  �g4, but this is a passive 
option. 
1 1 .�b5 ? !  O-O ! ;  
1 1.l:r he I !  is the critical move : 1 1 . .  .h6 
( 1 1 . . .�g4 1 2 .�b5 ;t) 1 2 .�h4 �g4 
1 3 .�b5 !  �xf3 1 4.gxf3 0-0-0 1 5 .�xc6 
'i¥xc6 1 6 .'i¥xe5 d3 1 7 .c3 ! ?  and it seems 
that White is better here. 
1 1 ...0-0 

Black can be very satisfied with the ope­
ning. In the remainder of this dramatic 
encounter, both players made many 
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mistakes right up to the end . . .  
1 1 . . .�e6 ! ?  
1 2.g4? 
A pseudo-aggressive advance. � 
1 2 .l:the l h6 1 3 .�h4 e4! with strong 
counterplay. 
1 2  ... tLldS 
The alternative 1 2  . . .  �e6 ! was also 
strong. 
1 3  . .!:!.he1 �xgS+ 1 4.tLlxgS h6 
14 . . .  tLlf4! 1 5 .'ile4 'ifh6 ! would have 
won easily. 
1 S.ttJf3 tLlf4 1 6.'iWe4 ttJxh3 1 7.ttJxeS 
'iYxeS 1 S. 'ilxeS tLlxeS 1 9J::txeS tbxf2 
20J1f1 tbxg4 

20  . . .  �e6 ! ?  
21 .�xf7+ ..t>hS 22.:e7 ttJe3 23.11g 1 
d3T 24.cxd3 tLlfS 2S.l:f.c7 ttJd6 26 . ..idS 
.ifS 27J:rcxg7 i.xd3 2S.l:!.d7 l:!.adS 
29.ttJcS .l:[xd7 30.ttJxd7 

30 ... Ii:cS+? 
Allowing White to finally escape. 
3 0  . .  JHl ++.  
31 .'iitfd2 i.c4 32.l:tg6 ..ixdS 33.l::i.xh6+ 
Wg7 34Jixd6 .txa2 3S.ttJeS �b1 
36.Ii:d7+ Wf6 37.ttJd3 .!:!.c2+ 3S.Wd 1 
.l::rh2 39.'iitfc1 l:!.h1 + 40.�d2 .l::rh3 
41 .tbcS Uh2+ 42.We3 b6 43.ttJa4 
.llh7 44 . .llxh7 .txh 7  4S.�d4 We6 
46.ttJc3 ..t>d7 47.ttJbS as 48 . ..t>c3 Wc6 

49.ttJd4+ 'iitfcS SO.ttJb3+ �bS 
S1 .tbd4+ Wa4 S2.ttJe6 1/2-1/2 
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Summary of the plan with 7 .'fie2 and 
0-0-0 : This is a fashionable and inter­
esting set-up, which deserves much at­
tention, but it does not guarantee 
White any advantage in all the lines that 
arise after 9 . . .  �e7 or 9 . . .  'ifb4+.  And it 
does not even guarantee White an easy 
life after 9 . . .  a6 ! ?  and the Sicilian 
advance . . .  b7 -b5 ! 

GAME 3 3  

D Petr Velicka 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Solsones open 2003  (9) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.ttJd2 c5 4.exd5 
'ifxd5 5.ttJgf3 cxd4 6.�c4 'fid6 7.0-0 
ttJf6 S.ttJb3 ttJc6 9.ttJbxd4 ttJxd4 
1 0.'iYxd4 

Quite a modest continuation. The most 
ambitious try is 1 0 .tt:Jxd4! - see the next 
three games. But in the last game of this 
tournament my opponent needed a 
draw to achieve his grandmaster norm -
whereas I needed the prize money! 
1 0  ... 'iVxd41 

1 0  . . .  �d7 1 l .ifh4! ? 
1 1 .ttJxd4 
The main idea for White after the 
queen exchange is to reach a better 
ending : three pawns against two on the 
queenside and more active minor 
pieces. However, historically and tech-

nically this rule only prevailed in 
Capablanca's day. 
1 1  ... .!td7 

With an equal position. 1 1 . .  .�c5 ! ?  is 
another developing strategy : 1 2 .tt:Jb3 
( 1 2 .tt:Jb5 ? !  ..ti>e7 !  1 3 .�f4 a6 ! ?  1 4 .tt:Jc3 
b5�) 1 2  . . .  �e7 1 3 .�f4 �d7 1 4.�e2 
tt:Jd5 1 5  .�g3 h5 ! ?  1 6 .h3 h4 1 7  .�h2 
0-0-0 1 8 .l:f.fd l  tt:Jb6 1 9 .ttJa5 �b4 
20 .tLlc4 tLlxc4 2 1 .�xc4= Akopian­
Shirov, Merida 2000 .  
1 2.�e2 

If 1 2 .tLlb5 ? !  l:!.c8 ! .  Or, for instance, 
1 2 .�b5 ? !  .l:[d8 ( 1 2  . . .  �cS ! ?) 1 3 . c4 
�xbS 1 4 .tLlxbS a6 I S .tLlc3 + .  Here 
Black has many moves to gain a slight 
advantage,  Rios Parra-Moskalenko, 
Barbera 2003 . 
Or else 1 2 .�f4 l:f.c8 1 3 .�e2 ( 1 3 .�b3 
�c5 1 4  . .!:lad l 0-0 1 5 .h3 l:!.fd8 1 6 .�e5 
a5 1 7 .a4 �e8 1 8 .�xf6 ? !  gxf6=F Rios 
Parra-Moskalenko, Montcada 2 0 0 5 )  
1 3  . . .  �cS 1 4 .tLlb3 �b6 1 5 .c4 tLle4� 
1 6 .tLld2 tLlxd2 1 7  .�xd2 �d4! 1 8 .�e3 
�xe3 1 9 . fxe3 <j;e7 = Fluvia­
Moskalenko, Catalunya 2003 . 
1 2  ... �c51? 

Attacking the knight with gain of 
tempo is a logical decision. 
1 3.ttJb3 .tb6 1 4.a4 a61? 
The blocking move 1 4  . . .  a5 is more 
complicated : 1 5 .c4 i.c6 1 6  . .tf4 tt:Je4 
1 7  . .tf3 tLlcs 1 8 .�xc6+ bxc6 1 9 .tLlxcS 
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Par t  Two - Tarrasch  Va ri a t i o n :  3 . tt::J d 2  

�xcS 2 0  . .&!.fd l  �e7 2 1 .l:.d3 �hd8 
2 2 . l:.ad l lhd3 1 3 .l::rxd3 f6 24.Ad2 
l:f.b8 2 S .b3 �b4 2 6 .�e3 and a draw 
was agreed very soon , Motylev­
Ivanchuk, Moscow 2002 .  
1 S.�f3 0-0-0 

Black has solved all his opening prob­
lems and his position is quite flexible 
for a change. 
1 S.�gS?1 
1 6 Jie l  cJtb8 ( 1 6 . . .  Ac6 ! ?=) 1 7 .aS Aa7 
1 8 .�f4+ Y2- Y2 Nevednichy-Akopian, 
Heraklion Ech-tt 2 0 0 7 .  
1 S  ... hS 1 7.i.xfS 
A dubious exchange, after which Black 
will play for a win. In the event of 
1 7 .�h4 �c6 1 8  .�xc6 bxc6� the 
game has only just started. 
1 7  ... gxfS 1 S.11fd 1 fS 1 9.tt::Jd2 eS 
20.tt::Jc4 �c7 21 .tt::JdS+ �xdS 22.l:f.xdS 
'itc71? 
2 2  . . .  �e6=.  
23 . .r!dd 1 
White wants to simplify l:[xl:i along the 
d-file. 2 3 . lif6 ! ?  was a more active at­
tempt. With 1 3  . . .  jLe6 24.�hS l::!.d7 
2 S .�g6 l:[hd8 Black gets good chances 
along the d-file and the second rank. 
23 ... f4 
1 3  . . .  e4 ! ?  24.�e2 f4t .  
24.aS fS 2S.�dS �cS 2S.�xcS 
bxcSI=i= 
More pawns towards the centre ! 
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27.<it>f1 1:[dSI 2S.<;f.Je2 �bS 29.11xdS 
29 .b3 �b4 ! ?  3 0 .g3 lics t .  
29 ... cxdS 30.b3 'itdS 
3 0  . . .  e4 ! ?  
31 .g3 l::rc81 32.'itd2 f3 33.1:[a4?1 
The decisive mistake. White should 
have tried 3 3 .c3 0 .  If 3 3 .b4 d4 34 .'u'b l 
�c6 3 S  . .l:f.b3 e4 3 6 .c3 cJtbS t .  
33 ... d4 34.11b4 'itdSI-+ 3S . .!::i.b7 

Or 3 S J:[b6 e4! 3 6 .l::!f6 cJteS 3 7 Jha6 
e3 + 3 8 .fxe3 l:hc2 + !  3 9 .�xc2 £'2 -+ .  
3S ... e4 3S.l:f.d7+ <it>eS 37.c4 dxc3+ 
The b-pawn has changed direction 
many times in this game ! Before its cap­
ture , let us remember its route : 
bxc6-cxdS -d4-dxc3 . 
3S.<it>c2 ':'cS 39J:rdS 1:[xaS 40.<it>xc3 

.!:!.a2 41 .l:IeS+ 'iiWS 42.g4 Uxf2 43 . .!:!.f8+ 
'itgS 44.1:[gS+ <;f.Jf4 4S.gxfS .1:[g2 0-1 
The endgame is extremely important. 
After the queen exchange 1 0 .'iVxd4 
'ii'xd4! , the only thing the two players 
can demonstrate is their technique ! 

GAME 34  

o Michael Stean 
• Jonathan Mestel 
Marbella zt-B 1 9 8 2  (3)  

1 .e4 eS 2.d4 dS 3.ttJd2 cS 4.exdS 
'tWxdS S.t2Jgf3 cxd4 S.�c4 'iVdS 7.0-0 

ttJcS S.ttJb3 ttJfS 9.t2Jbxd4 t2Jxd4 
1 0.t2Jxd4 �e71? 



Chap t e r  4 - Exo t i c  Dev i a t i ons : 3 . . .  ..t e 7 ; 3 . . .  c 5  4 . exd5  'iVxd5  

This possibility i s  not very popular 
(only 40 games in the MegaBase) , but it 
can be useful for players looking for a 
quick draw, just as in the Rubinstein 
Variation with 3 . . .  dxe4. 
Instead, 1 0 . . .  �d7 would be more am­
bitious , or even 1 0 . . .  a6 - see Games 3 5  
and 3 6 .  
1 1 .b31? 
With the idea of defending the bishop 
on c4 and preparing .ib2 . There are 
three alternatives that should be 
checked: 

A) I l .ttJb5 ! ?  The most aggressive 
move, looking for some tricks. The 
truth is that White will not fInd any­
thing effective : 1 1 . . .'ifc6 ( 1 1 . . .'iVb8 ! ?  is 
another good option : 1 2 .'iVf3 a6 
1 3 .ttJc3 'ifc7 1 4.�d3 0-0=) 1 2 .'ife2 
0-0 1 3 .�f4 a6 ( 1 3 . . .  b6 ! ?  1 4.ttJd4 'ifc5 
1 5 Jlad l  �b7 =) 1 4 .ttJd4 'ifc5 I S .ttJb3 
'iYc6 1 6 .ttJd4 'ifcS 1/2_ 1/2 Tal-Petrosian, 
Tbilisi 1 9 7 6 ;  

B)  1 1 .�e3  0 -0  1 2 .'iff3 'ifc7  
( I 2  . . .  eS ! ?  1 3 .ttJbS 'iIIb4 1 4 .�e2 .ig4 
I s . f3 �cS 1 6 .b3  a6+t) 1 3  . .ib3 �d7 
1 4 .h3 and the position is completely 
equal , Onischuk-Gulko , New York 
Open 1 9 9 8 .  Now the Simplest contin­
uation is 1 4  . . .  .ics  1 S . l:!.ad 1 e S  
1 6 .ttJfS �xfS 1 7 .'ifxfS �xe3 1 8 . fxe3 
l:[ad8 = ;  

C) I I . c3 0-0 

1 2 .'illf3 ( 1 2 .'ille2 �d7 1 3 .�d l 'iIIc7= ;  
1 2 .�e l �d8 ! ?) 1 2  . . .  'ifc7  1 3 .J.b3 �d7 
( 1 3 . . .  eS 1 4 .ttJfS �xf5 I S .1i'xf5 g6 
1 6 . 'ifh3 l:tfd8 1 7  . .ie3 bS 1 8  .lifd 1 
as+t) 1 4.�gS ( 1 4.�e l ? ! �d6 1 S .h3 
eS ! t  Tiviakov-Makarov, Podolsk 1 99 2 ,  
by transposition) 1 4  . . .  .!:!.ad8 ( 1 4  . . .  h6 ! ?  
1 5 .�h4 �c6 1 6 . tLlxc6 bxc6oo) 
I s Jlfe l =  Aagaard-I.Almasi , Budapest 
1 9 9 6 .  Now I S  . . .  �c6 ! ?  ( I S . . .  h6 ! ?) 
1 6 .ttJxc6 bxc6 1 7 .Ibd l  ttJdS +t.  
1 1  ... 0-01 
Now 1 1  . . .  a6 ? !  would be a waste of 
time : 1 2  . .tb2 0 -0  1 3 .'iff3 'ifc7 
1 4.l:.fe l bS ? !  l S .�d3 �b7 1 6 .'ifh3 g6 
1 7 .a4 ! bxa4 1 8 .Uxa4 ttJhS 1 9 .ttJxe6 ! �  
Stein-Uhlmann, Moscow 1 96 7 .  
1 2.�b2 

1 2  ... i.d7 

1 2  . . .  �f4 ? !  1 3 .�e2 ! ?  ( I 3 .ttJf3 b6  
1 4.�e5 1i'g4 l S .ttJd4 �xd l 1 6  . .l::!.axd l 
�b7 1 7 .ttJb5 �cS 1 8 .�d6 �xd6 

14 1  



Par t  Two - Tarrasch  Va ri a t i o n :  3 . ttJ d2 

1 9 Jhd6 IUc8 20 .l:.fd l 'it>f8 V2- 1/2 

Tal-Petrosian, Biel Interzonal play-off 
1 9 7 6) 1 3  . . .  �e4 1 4.�d2 ! J::[d8 I S  . .l:!.fe l 
�h4 1 6 .l:!.ad l �cS 1 7 .':'eS ± Geller­
Vaganian, Moscow ch-URS 1 9 7 6 .  
1 3.'iYe2 'iYf4 
1 3  . .  J:!Je8 ! ?  1 4 .l:r.ad l 'iVb6 1 s .ttJf3 
.l:rad8 1 6 .ttJeS itc8 1 7 .ttJg4 ttJxg4 
1 8 ."ifxg4 �f8 1 9 .h3 Y2- 1/2 Khalifman­
Kholmov, Minsk 1 98 S .  
1 4J:tad 1 V2-V2 
But I found the following interesting 
game which reached this position by 
transposition ( . . .  �d7 / �e7) : 1 4.�ad l  

1 4  . . .  .:.fd8 I S .':'fe l �b4 ( 1 S  . . .  �cS ! ?) 
1 6 .c3 �d6 1 7 .g3 'iVg4 1 8 .'iVf1 ? !  (� 
1 8 .'iVxg4 ttJxg4 1 9 .h3 ttJf6 2 0 .�f1 ;!;) 
1 8  . . .  eS 1 9 .�e2 �g6 2 0 .ttJbS �cS 
2 1 .�a3 �b6 2 2 .ttJd6 ttJg4 
( 2 2  . . .  �c6 ! ?) 2 3 .�xg4 �xg4+ , 
A.Sokolov-Smagin, Riga ch-URS 1 98 5 .  
In my opinion (and also that of Akiba 
Rubinstein) , the plan with 1 0  . . .  �e7 and 
1 1  . . .  0-0 is slightly passive but very solid. 

GAME 3 S  

o Magesh Chandran 
Panchanathan 

• Zviad Izoria 
Philadelphia 2007  (4) 

1 .e4 eS 2.d4 d5 3.tiJd2 c5 4.exd5 
�xd5 5.tiJgf3 cxd4 S . .ic4 'ifdS 7.0-0 

1 42 

tLJfS 8.ttJb3 tLJcS 9.tLJbxd4 tLJxd4 
1 0.tiJxd4 .id71? 

This development is quite useful as 
well, since it defends bS and enables 
Black to castle queenside. 
1 1 .c3 
I cannot figure out why this modest 
move is the most popular. 

A) I I .ttJbS has been played in just a 
few games : 1 1 . . .'iYb6 ! ?  1 2...t e3 �cS 
1 3 .�xcS �xcS = ;  
B) However, the fianchetto l 1 .b3 ! ?  is 

quite active: 1 1  . . .  .:.d8 ! ?  (successfully em­
ployed by Kruppa. � 1 1 . . . 0-0-0 1 2 .�b2 
"ifc7 1 3 .�e2 �d6 1 4.h3 �2+ I S .'it>hl  
.if4 1 6 .l:.adl;:!;; Black does not get 
enough counterplay. Jobava-Khamra­
kulov, Spain tt 2007) 1 2 .�b2 'iYf4 
( 1 2  . . .  �e7 ! ?  is more solid) 1 3 .g3  
( 1 3 .�fj ? !  'iVxD 1 4.ttJxD �cS I S .tLJeS 
0-0 1 6 .ttJxd7 V2- V2 Yandemirov-Kruppa, 
St Petersburg 2004) 1 3  . . .  �6 

analysis diagram 



Chap t e r  4 - Exo t i c  Devi a t i on s :  3 . . .  .i e 7 ;  3 . . .  c5  4 . exd5  Vi'xd5  

The queen switches to the kingside and 
becomes a secret weapon: 1 4.'iff3 .ics 
I S  . .:lad l ( I S .'iYxb7 O-O�) I S  . . .  0-0 
1 6 .l:!.fe l .ixd4 1 7 .l:[xd4 .ic6� 1 8 .'iYf4 
'iYhS ! ?  1 9 .h4 h6  2 0  . .l::rxd8 .l::rxd8 
2 1.. �xf6 gxf6 2 2 .. �d3 ( 2 2 .'iYxf6 
l:td l t) 2 2  . .  .'i!ttg 7  2 3 .'i\fe3 1/2_ 1/2 

Solak-Kruppa. Predeal 2 0 0 7 ;  
C )  Some attractive tactical ideas have 

been seen in the line 1 1 .�b3 Vi'c7 
1 2  . .igS ttJe4 1 3  . .ih4 .id6 1 4.'iYg4 
�xh2+ I S .�h l 'iWf4 

analysis diagram 

1 6 . 'iYxg 7 Vi'xh4 1 7 . Vi'xh8 + <Ji;e7 
1 8 .ttJf3 Vi'h6 1 9 .'iYxa8 ttJg3 + 20 . fxg3 
�xg3+  2 l .�g l 'iYe3 + 2 2 .�h l 'iYh6+ 
V2- V2 Stean-Mestel . Llanelli ch-BCF 
play-off 1 9 74; 

D) And. last but not least. 1 1 .�e3 
'iYc7 ! ?  1 2 .�d3 a6 ( 1 2  . . .  �d6 ! ?) 1 3 .l:le l 
.id6 1 4.h3 0-0 I S  . .igS .ieS 1 6 .c3 h6 
1 7 .ttJf3 .ixc3 1 8 .!:.c l hxgS 1 9 Jhc3 
�c6 =  Armas-Vaganian . Germany 
Bundesliga 1 990/9 l .  
1 1  .. :iVc7 
A typical manoeuvre in this line. aim­
ing to prepare a set-up with . . .  .id6 .  
controlling the b8-h2 diagonal. 
A) 1 1 . . .�e7 ! ?  is a solid choice. after 

which some games finished after just a 
few more moves : 1 2 . l:te l  0 - 0  
( 1 2 . . .  'iYc7 1 3 .�b3 0 - 0  1 4 .�gS ttJdS 
I S  . .ixe7 ttJxe7 1 6 . 'iYhS l:I.ad8 1/2_ 1/2 

Balashov-Spassky. Munich 1 9 7 9) 
1 3  . .ib3 .ic6 1 4  . .igS 1/2_ 1/2 Adams­
Seirawan. Bermuda m-S 2000 ;  
B )  1 1 . . . 0-0-0 ! ?  would be  a sharper 

and more risky option : 1 2  . Vi' f3 ? !  (or 
else 1 2 .�e3 'iYc7 1 3 .'iWe2 ttJg4! ? 
1 4.'iYxg4 'iWxc4� Matanovic-Klinger. 
Vienna 1 9 8 6) 1 2  . . .  'iYc7 1 3  . .ib3 hS 
( 1 3  . . .  eS ! )  1 4 .Vi'e2 ttJg4t. 

A dream position in the . . .  Vi'xdS ! varia­
tion. I S .g3 eS 1 6 .ttJf3 h4! ?  1 7  . .ie3 hxg3 
1 8 .hxg3 ttJxe3 ! 1 9 .'iYxe3 �cS 20 .'iYxeS 
�c6 !-+ .  Zapata-Klinger. Havana 1 986 ;  
C)  Also popular i s  1 1  . . .  a6 with a 

quiet game : 1 2 .Vi'e2 .ie7 1 3  . .igS 0-0 
14 . .l:tad l Vi'c7 I s .f4 �fe8 1 6 .<Ji;h l 
l:[ad8= Black won a queen ending on 
move 60 .  Adams-Andersson. Bie1 1 99 1 .  
1 2.'iVe2 

Continuing to play natural moves. 
1 2  . .ib3 ? !  offers aggressive play : 
1 2  . . .  �d6 1 3 .h3 and now: 
A) We can always follow the standard 

plan. employed by former World Cham­
pion Tigran Petrosian: 1 3  . . .  0-0 1 4.'fi'e2 
�2+ I S .�hl .if4 1 6  . .ixf4 Vi'xf4 
1 7  . .!:tfe l  !:.fe8 1 8 .'iff3 'ifxf3 1 9 .ttJxf3 
!:.ed8 20 .ttJeS .ie8 2 1 .l::rad l �f8 V2- 1/2 

Radulov-Petrosian. Moscow Ech-tt 1 9 7 7 ;  
B) 1 3  . . .  �2+ ! ?  1 4.�hl  .if4 I S  . .ixf4 

'iYxf4 1 6 .�a4 O-O-O ! (with a psychologi­
cal initiative!) 1 7  .Ld7 + l:[xd7 1 8 .'iYb3 

1 43 



Par t  Two - Tarrasch  Va ri a t i on :  3 . lb d 2  

&rhd8 1 9 .'ifa4?? e5 !-+ and Black won 
the knight on d4, Erenburg-Izoria, 
Khanty-Mansiysk 2005 . 
1 2  .. .  0-0-011 

Let us check the other resources :  
A) 1 2  . . .  �d6 leads to positions with a 

slight but clear advantage for White : 
1 3 .lbb5 ! ?  hb5 ( 1 3 . . .  hh2+?  1 4.<it;h 1  
'iVe5 1 5 .g3±) 1 4.hb5+ rJi;e7 1 5 .g3 
&rhd8 ( 1 5 . . .  h5 1 6 .h4 lbg4 1 7 .<it;g2;!; 
Psakhis-Herzog, Vienna 1 99 1 )  1 6 .l:Ie 1 
<it;f8 (this manoeuvre does not change 
the character of the position) 1 7 .  'if f3 ! ? 
(intending �f1 -g2) 1 7  . .  :ffe7 1 8 .a4 
as ? !  1 9 .�e3 lbd5 2 0 .�d4;!; it.c5 ? 
2 1 .hc5 'ifxc5 22 .Yi'h5 ! and Black sim­
ply lost a pawn (by c2-c4! or llfxh7) , 
Adams-Seirawan, Bermuda m-3 2000 ;  

t.:f 6 WEAPON: 12 . . .  1:.cB? !  13 . .Yl.b3 
�d6 14 .h3 .Yl.h2 + ? !  lS .ri;h1 

�f4? (Rublevsky-Rustemov, Internet 2004) 

1 44 

And now 16.it.xe6! was winning. 

t«1' WEAPON: 12 . . .  a 6  13.h3 �d6 
14 .lbfS ? !  �h2+ l S.rJi;h1 0-0 

1 6. lbxg7? ?  rJi;xg7 1 7.g3 �xg3-+ 
Korneev-Fernandez Romero, Pamplona 
2002. If1B.fxg3 'if xg3 and .. . �c6+. 
1 3.a4 

1 3  ... h511 

1 3  . . .  lbg4? !  seems to be a mistake. 1 4.g3 ! 
h5 1 5 .�g5 ! t  ( 1 5 .h3 is unclear in view 
of 1 5  . . .  lbe5 1 6 .�f4 �d6 1 7 .he5 
�xe5 1 8 .lbb5 �xb5 1 9 . axb5 °o ,  
Kudrin-Bonin , Philadelphia 1 9 89 )  
1 5  . . .  &re8  1 6 .lbb5 'iVc5 1 7 .�f4+­
Rachels-Rahman, Los Angeles 1 99 1 .  
1 4.ttJb5 .i.xb5 1 5.axb5 i.c51 

11 WEAPON: ls  . . .  lbg4 ? !  1 6.g3! " u  
�cS 1 7.rJi;g2 ! ?  (or 1 7.�gS!?  :r:!d7 

1B.c�g2 �b6 19 .I:Z.a4 'iVeS 20.�f4 'iVxe2 
21 .i.xe2;!; Wolff-Bonin, Philadelphia 1990) 
1 7  . . .  rJi;bB (1 7 . .  :iieS 1B.h3!) 1B.:r:!a4 !± .  



Chap t e r  4 - Exo t i c  Dev i a t i on s :  3 . . .  � e 7 ; 3 . . .  c 5  4 . exd5  'ifxd5  

This i s  a key game for white players. 
1 8  . . .  .l::r.he8 1 9 .h3 ttJf6 2 0 .�g5 .l::i:d7 
2 1 ..l:f.fa l  ttJd5 2 2 .Axd5 ! ?  �xd5 2 3 .�f4 
e5 24.b4! (a decisive attack with the 
two b-pawns and the c-pawn) 
24 . . .  'ifd7 2 5 .�g5 �b6 2 6 .c4 :d3 
2 7 .c5 'iYxb5 2 8 .�h2 ! Ac7 2 9 .l::rxa7 
�c8 3 0 Jh8+ �b8 3 1 .l:td l ! 1 - 0 
Adams-Lautier, Bie1 1 99 1 .  
1 6.l:ta4 
1 6 .g  3 ! ?  could be another key move in 
this line : 1 6  . . .  h4! ? 1 7  .�f4 ! 'iYe7 1 8 .b4 
�b6 and since Black threatens 
1 9  . . .  ttJd5 , White 's reply 1 9 .Iifd l is 
forced, but then Black simplifies with 
1 9  . . .  hxg3 2 0 .hxg3 ':'xd l + 2 1 ..:!.xd l 
.!:f.d8 ! ? , and with correct play he will 
achieve an equal position. 
1 6  ... �bS 
Now the sortie 1 6  . . .  ttJg4 ! ?  had more sig­
nificance: 1 7 .M4 e5 1 8 .Ag3 �b8 !�.  
1 7.�d3 

1 7 .�b3 ! ? ttJg4 1 8 .g 300 .  
1 7  ... ttJg41 

At this point we can already assess the 
outcome of the opening. White 's attack 
has been delayed, his pieces are passive 
and the b- and c-pawns cannot advance 
yet .  
1 S.g3 fS I 1 9.�gS h41 20 . .txdS l:%.xdS 
21 J:l.xg4 fxg4 22.b4 .tb6 23.c4 
'it'd6?1 

This leads only to a draw. 
Tactics : � 2 3  . . .  hxg3 ! 24.c5 0 gxh2+ 
2 5 .�h l  'iYd7 !  2 6 .cxb6 'iYxd3=F with 
winning chances in the endgame. 
24.cS 'iYxd3 2S.'it'xd3 l:txd3 26.cxb6 
l:tb3 27 . .!:!.e1 l:txb4 2S.gxh4 J:[xbS 
29.bxa7+ �xa7 30.l:txe6 l:thS 31 .1:[g6 

.l:r.xh4 32.:xg7 �a6 33.'iit>g2 bS 
34J:[gS b4 3S . .!:!.bS �aS 36.�g3 l:th6 
37.�xg4 '!::!'xh2 3S.f4 �a4 39.fS b3 
40.f6 l:tf2 41.<it>gS b2 42.f7 �a3 

43.�g6 l:txf7 44.�xf7 V2-V2 
As we have seen, the move 1 0  . . .  Ad7 is 
quite flexible, and it offers a good range 
of continuations and ideas with very 
different concepts . 
For Black it is very important to study 
the counterattacking set-up with 
. .. h7 -h5 and . . .  ttJf6-g4 at every mo­
ment in the game. 

GAME 3 6  

o Michael Adams 
• Livin-Dieter Nisipeann 
Sofia 200 7  (3 )  

This brilliant game is  the last one in our 
study of the . . .  'iYxd5 variation and also 
the last game in Chapter 4.  
1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.tLid2 cS 4.exdS 
'ifxdS S.ttJgf3 cxd4 6.�c4 'ifd6 7.0-0 

ttJf6 S.ttJb3 ttJc6 9.ttJbxd4 ttJxd4 
1 0.tLixd4 a6 

1 45 



Par t  Two - Tarrasch  Vari a t i o n :  3 . ttJ d2 

The real idea behind this move i s  hard 
to understand (is it aggressive or defen­
sive?) , but it is the most popular move 
in practice. It forestalls any tricks on bS 
and prepares the Sicilian-style advance 
. . .  b7 -bS . However, according to general 
rules , White should be able to take ad­
vantage of his lead in development and 
he must attack at any price. 
1 1 .l:!.e1 !? 

A forceful manoeuvre which obliges 
Black to abandon his original plans and 
to take good care of his e6-square. 

A) 1 1 .�b3 is an unnecessary ma­
noeuvre, but the follOwing game is a 
very good example : 1 1  . . .  'fic7 1 2 .'iYf3 
�d6 and now: 

A I )  1 3 .h3 0-0 1 4  . .igS ttJd7°o is the 
main line : 1 S .c3 bS 1 6 .�c2 �b7 
1 7 .1!fhS g6 1 8 .Vih4 .l:tfe8 1 9 .Ufe 1 
ttJb6 2 0 .:e2 �e7=  and the position is 
equal, Tiviakov-Lalic, Port Erin 2 0 0 S ;  

A2) 1 3 .�h 1 ! ?  An interesting idea in­
troduced in the game Ivanchuk-Anand, 
Reggio Emilia 1 99 1 / 9 2 ,  which contin­
ued 1 3  . . .  0-0 ! ?  1 4 .�gS ttJd7 l S .c3 ttJeS 
1 6 .'ifhS ttJg6 1 7 .�c2 h6 1 8 .ttJf3 bS 
1 9  . .l:tad 1 �f4 20 .itxf4 ttJxf4 2 1 .'fieS 
'iYxeS 2 2 .ttJxeS .ib7 2 3 .f3 �fd8= and 
later the game was drawn. 
A second game with this line continued 
1 3  . . .  �d7 1 4.�gS iteS l S .l::!.ad 1 h6 
1 6  . .ih4 0-0 1 7 JUe 1  l:r.fd8 1 8 .c3 .!::i.ac8 
( 1 8  . . .  .ie8 1 9 .'iVe3 ! ?  �f4 20 .'iYe2;t) 
1 9 .h3 �xd4 20 .lhd4 �c6 2 1 .'fie3 
l:ixd4 2 2 .'fixd4 'iYd8 . Exchanging the 
queens is a good idea, but after 
2 3  . .ixf6 ! ?  the reply 2 3  . . .  'fixf6? ?  meets 
with a tactical refutation. Good or bad, 
Bareev had to play 2 3  . . .  gxf6 24 .'fie3 
c;;f;;>h7;t .  After 24.Vi'xf6 gxf6 , 2 s Jhe6 !  
terminated the game ( 1 - 0 ) , Ad­
ams-Bareev, Wijk aan zee 2 004. 

1 46 

analysis diagram 

B) 1 1 .b3 'irc7 1 2 .�b2 �d6 1 3 .h3 
( 1 3 .ttJf3 bS ! ?  1 4.�d3 �b7 with the 
idea l S .a4 O-O�) 1 3  . . .  0-0 1 4.l:te 1 bS 
l s .�f1 11d8 1 6 .'iYe2 �b7+ - this is the 
only game won by the former World 
Champion in the . . .  'fixdS variation, 
Lobron-Petrosian, Plovdiv Ech-tt 1 98 3 .  
1 1  ... i.d7 
Compared to the position reached in 
the previous game, White has an active 
rook on e l and Black has a pawn on a6 .  
The other option is  1 1 . . .'iVc7 ! ?  Gener­
ally speaking, the queen tends to con­
clude its manoeuvres ( . .  .'ifxdS -d6-c7) 
with this move. 1 2 .�b3 and now: 

A) 1 2  . . .  �d6 ! ?  1 3 .ttJfS hh2+ 1 4.'it>h l  
O-O� is the most popular, most compli­
cated line. It has been analysed in many 
books and articles, but to my mind it has 
always been slighdy weird and unnatural; 
B) 1 2  . . .  �d7 1 3 .1!ff3 �d6 1 4.h3 0-0-0 



Chap t e r  4 - Exo t i c  Dev i a t i ons : 3 . . .  � e 7 ; 3 . . .  c S  4 . exdS  ii'xdS  

The position i s  equal. 
B l )  I S  . .igS ? !  'ifcs 

,t r WEAPON: 1 6  . .ixf6 ? gxf6 
1 7 .ii'xf6 1:.hg8 18.tDf3 1:ig6!-

19.'iHd4 �c6 20.ii'xc5 �xc5 21 .tDh4 I:!h6 
22.g3 I:rd2 23.I:!f1 

B2) I S .c3 h6 1 6 .a4 �bS 1 7 .'iYe2 
gS+! - this was one of the few games 
lost by the 'Terminator ' ,  Adams­
Akopian, Las Vegas 1 999 .  
1 2.�g51? 
A modern move, more aggressive than 
the alternatives. 

1 2  ... ii'c5? 
This move allows a beautiful, but the­
matic combination. 1 2  . . .  0-0-0 ! ?  seems 
to be Black's best chance, but after 
1 3 .I:!e3 ! the 'Capablanca Rook' goes 
mad and attacks along the third rank: 
1 3  . . .  ii'c7 ( 1 3  . . .  �bS ? 1 4 .l:1b3 :rcS 
I S .'iHf3 ! .tc6 1 6 .tDxc6+ 'iYxc6 
1 7  . .ixf6 gxf6 I S .'iYxf6 I:rgS 1 9 .iHl 
I:!g6 2 0 .'iHxf7 .tcS 2 1 .'iYf3 ±  Asrian­
Wang Hao, Taiyuan 2006) 1 4  . .ixa6 ! ?  
(safer is 1 4 .ii'e2 ! ?  .ics I S . c 3oo)  
14  . . .  �cS ! (not 14  . . .  .tc6 ?  I S .l:!.c3 ! bxa6 
1 6Jhc6 and White soon converted his 
material advantage ,  Warakomski­
Krensing , Pardubice 2 0 0 7 ;  or 
1 4  . . .  bxa6 ?  I S  . .l:tc3 )  I S  . .ixb 7 +  
( I S  .l:!.c3 tDe4! 1 6 .�xdS .lhdS 1 7  .�e2 
tDxc3 I S .bxc3 eS +!) I S  . . .  ii'xb 7 ?  

( I S  . . .  �xb7D 1 6 .'iYf3 + ! ?- with a dan­
gerous initiative in exchange for the 
sacrificed piece) 1 6 .hf6 gxf6 1 7 .I:!c3 
ii'b6 I S .'ifhS eS 1 9 .tDb3 winning,  
Venevtsev-Nakhapetian, Moscow 200S .  
1 3.i.xe61 1  
Adams sacrifices his bishop to destroy 
the opponent's fortress. 

1 3  ... fxe6 1 4.hf6 gxf6 1 5.tLJxe6 be6 
1 6J:txe6+ �e 7 
The only defence. 1 6  . . .  �f7 loses even 
more quickly : 1 7 .'iYd7 + �e7 I S .:rae l 
l:!.heS ( I S . . .  l:!.aeS 1 9 .c3 +-) 1 9 .b4! 
'iYxb4 2 0 .I:r6e4 with a decisive advan­
tage in all lines .  
1 7.b41 
A very strong resource which com­
pletely diverts the black queen. 
1 7  ... 'iYc3 
1 7  . . .  'ifbS I S .'iYg4 ! ; 1 7  . . .  'iixb4 
I S J:tb l +- .  
1 8  . .1:[e31 "iic7 1 9."iih5+ <it'f8 20.':ae1 ± 

1 47 



Par t  Two - Tarrasch  Vari a t i on :  3 . lLl d2 

White holds onto the initiative right to 
the end of the game. 
20 ... l:teS 21 .�h6+ 
2 1 ..l:[g3 ! ?  
21 ...'itf7 22.'ifh5+ 'itfS 23.'fIh6+ Wf7 
24.c3 l:thgS 25.'fIxh7+ llg7 26.'fIh5+ 
�fS 27.g3 
2 7 .h4 ! ?  
2 7  . .  :t/Vd 7  2S.l:te6 l:tg5 29.'iVhS+ 
�f7 30 .'iV h 7 +  llg7 31 .'fIh5+ llg6 
32 .c4 
3 2 .f4 ! ? 'itg7 3 3 .f5 �h6 34 .'iVxe8 ! ,  
winning. 

32 ... �g7 33.'ifd5 'ifc7 34.'iVe4 wf7 
35.c5 'fId7 36.'fIf5 �g7 37.'ife4 'itf7 
3S:�f5 �g7 39. 'fIh5 1 -0 

After studying (and enjoying) several 
easy wins by grandmaster Michael Ad­
ams, I cannot understand the idea be­
hind the popular advance 1 0  . . .  a6 ? ! .  It 
seems to be a significant waste of time 
that allows White to develop his initia­
tive, forcing Black to revert to safer 
ideas , such as . . .  Yl.e7 ,  . . .  �d7 etc. (see 
again Games 34 and 3 5 ) .  

--=- Statistics/Summary of the 'Hybrid Line' 3 . . .  cS 4.exdS 'fIxdS 

Total MegaBase: 4700  games , White wins= 1 68 5 = 5 6%,  Black= 1 1 40=44%, 
Draw= 1 8 7 5 .  

At the moment, this variation is the most popular of the exotic deviations after 
3 .lLld2 . But it is also remarkable that lately there have been no wildly courageous 
heroes in these lines. We see only terminators and their victims. 

Dogmas and Weapons 
After studying this chapter of weapons versus 3 .lLld2 , you can use the following 
repertoire with the black pieces : 
* against Vasily Ivanchuk, respond with the authentic 3 . . .  lLlf6 .  
* against Michael Adams, revert to tactics with 3 . . .  fie7 .  
* and finally, against Tarrasch, use the wild ideas of the Scandinavian-style 3 . . .  c5 

4 .exd5 'fIxd5 . 
Good luck with your combats ! 

Postscriptum - Opinion about 3 .lLld2 
Statistically speaking, during the last 1 0  years most of the world's best players 
(Anand, Svidler, Shirov et al . )  have hardly ever placed their knight on the 
d2-square. They prefer developing it at c3 . This may be the most accurate move, 
and we will study it in the next two Parts. 
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Part Three 

French Magic 

Classical System -1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.ttJc3 ttJf6 
A Repertoire for White and for Black 

Directions 
We already know that French Magic works from the very first moves. After 1 .e4 e6 
2 .d4 dS White must spend an important tempo on defending, sacrificing, ex­
changing or advancing his e4-pawn. Therefore the game can very soon become 

The first World Champion Wilhelm Steinitz 
( 1 8 3 6- 1 900) was the inventor of the move 
4.e5 against the dassical System 3 .lllc3 lllf6. 

quite complicated . . .  

3 .ttJc3 - a good move at last ! However, 
Black can reply in vintage French style 
with 3 . . .  lLlf6 and the discussion contin­
ues ! 

Chapter 5 (CO 5 and C 1 1 ) is a brief 
study of the main resources after 4.eS 
lLlfd7 . 

Chapter 6 (C 1 2) 'A Legendary Pin' : 
the MacCutcheon 4.�gS �b4 completes 
Black's repertoire in the Classical French. 

Chapter 7 (C 1 1 ) 'Russian Roulette ' :  
White sacrifices his centre : 4 .eS ttJfd7 
and now S .  ttJf3 (White repertoire) , a po­
sition that usually arises from the Two 
Knights Variation 2 .ttJf3 dS 3 .ttJc3 ttJf6 
4.eS lLlfd7 S .d4. 
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Chapter 5 - Morozevich's Resources 

Practical possibilities in the classical line 3 .4Jc3 4Jf6 4.e5 4Jfd7 

Directions/Resources 
In the diagram position there are three main directions and some deviations. We 
will give a brief description of the typical games and strategic ideas for both sides. 
* Apparently, Morozevich is delighted to play these positions with either colour. 
* We will observe that Morozevich's typical tactical resource in many games is the 

'Black Jet ' advance . . .  g 7  -gS , but he prepared it specially for the 'Roulette' tour­
nament in Monaco. 

The hero of the French Defence: the Russian 
grandmaster Alexander Morozevich (born 
1 9 7 7 ) .  He often chooses less popular lines, 
aiming for a complicated fight. 

I S O 

A) 5 .4Jce2 
This manoeuvre maintains the possibility of 
the 'Pawn Wedge' seen in Part Two, Chapter 
3 .  Transpositions lead to similar examples. 
I think the most interesting way for Black 
to create counterplay is : S .4Jce2 cS 6 .c3 
4Jc6 7 .f4 and now 7 . . .  'iYb6 ! ?  



Chap t e r  5 - Morozevi ch ' s Resou rces : 4 .  eS  ttJ fd 7 

And then he continues depending on the circumstances , for example :  8 .ttJf3 �e7 
9 .a3 or 8 .ttJf3 f6 ! ?  9 . g3  (Game 3 7) .  

B) 5 .f4 c5 6.ttJf3 ttJc6 7.�e3 a6 8.'iVd2 b5 

This is a solid, important plan in the Classical Variation : Black plays . . .  a6 and . . .  bS , 
preparing an attack similar to those in the Sicilian Defence, especially when castling 
takes place on opposite sides. 
* One of Black's possible resources is the knight manoeuvre . . .  ttJcS -ttJe4! ? 
* Common replies for White are : 9 .a3 /dxc5 / �e2 /h4 (Game 3 8) .  

C) The popular line 7 . . .  cxd4 and the classical deviation 7 . . .  116b6.  

After 7 . . .  cxd4 8 .ttJxd4 itc5 Black will soon castle and look for counterplay on all 
sides (Game 3 9) .  
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Par t  Three  - Cla s s i c a l  Sys tem : 3 . ltJ c 3  ltJ f6 

Morozevich's Resources -
Games 

This is a game I played during a private 
match against Alexander Morozevich. It 
was an agreement between us and a 
sponsor, and also a match intended to 
improve his strength before playing 
some important tournaments. 'Moro' is 
a very ambitious and aggressive player, 
and when playing he does not enjoy just 
winning the game, he also wants to de­
stroy his opponent's mind! During play 
he applies a lot of pressure and looks ag­
gressively into his opponent's eyes - a 
bad tendency that arose in the era of Tal, 
continued in the Fischer-Spassky match 
and was further developed, in my opin­
ion, by Karpov and Kasparov. I felt very 
uncomfortable in the Central Chess Club 
of the Russian capital . . .  

GAME 3 7  

D Alexander Morozevich 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Moscow m 1 994 (2) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.ltJc3 

The most aggressive move against the 
French Defence, and the most popular. 
3 ... ltJf6 
The main alternative is the Winawer 
Variation 3 . . .  �b4 ! ?  - see Part Four. 
4.e5 ltJfd7 

15 2 

5.ltJce2 
Similarly to the idea of the 'Pawn 
Wedge' (see Game 2 6) ,  White chooses 
a plan which strengthens his pawn 
structure in the centre, at the same time 
preparing an attack on the kingside. 
However, Black can profit from his lead 
in development by starting counterat­
tacks all over the board. 
Here there are possible transpositions to 
the line with S .ltJce2 , for example : S .f4 
cS 6 .ltJf3 ltJc6 7 .ltJe2 and now: 
A) 7 . . .  'iYb 6 !  ? I think that this move 

order is more interesting and dynamic, 
since it attacks d4, prevents �e3 and re­
tains certain tactical chances, such as 
. . .  �b4+/ . . .  f6/ . . .  g S .  
8 .c3 ( 8 . g3 gS ! ?  9 . .ih3 ? hS ? I O . fxgS ?  
cxd4 I I .�f4? �g 7 +  H .Matthias­
M.Berg , Germany tt 2 0 0 2 1 0 3 )  and 
now: 

A I )  8 . . .  .ie7 ! ?  9 .a3 f6 1 0 .b4 cxd4 
I l .ltJexd4 ltJxd4 1 2 .cxd4 0-0 1 3  . ..td3 
fxeS . 

t«mc WEAPON: 14.fxe5 'llxf3! 15.gxf3 
..th4+ 1 6. ri;;f1 ltJxe5�. 

I 4 .dxeS as l S .bS a4 1 6 .h4 h6 1 7 .Wfl 
ltJcs 1 8  . ..te3 �d7 1 9 .11b 1 + , but draw 
agreed in Morozevich-Zhukova, Mainz 
2 004. 
A2) 8 . .  .f6 ! ?  9 .g3  
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The only way to get the bishop out and 
castle. 9 . . .  cxd4 (opening up the centre 
by 9 . .  .fxeS ! ?  is interesting) 1 0 .cxd4? !  
(after this move White can find himself 
in trouble. Black gets many tactical pos­
sibilities. Better was 1 0 .lbexd4 and now 
I o  . . .  lbc5 ! ?�) 

• ( WEAPON: 1O . . .  �b4+ 11 .�d2? !  
ro '  fxe5 12.fxe5 0-0 13.�g2 lbdxe5 

14.dxe5 lbxe5t Finkel-Holzke, Groningen 
1996. 

A22 )  I O  . . .  fxeS  I I . fxeS �b4+ 
1 2 .lbc3 0-0 1 3 .jlf4 �e7 ! ?  1 4.�h3 
( 1 4 .lba4 �d8 ! ?  I S .�d3 lbb6 � ;  
1 4.li'd2 ? gS ! t  Dolmatov-Bareev, Elista 
ch-RUS 1 99 7 ;  1 4 .a3 gS ! ?) 1 4  . . .  �xb2 

h Ii WEAPON: 15.�xe6+ ? WhB 
r" 16.I:!c1 rIxf4 1 7.gxf4 lbxd4-+ . 
I S .Vic I D Vixc l + 1 6 J:hc I lbb6 
1 7 .lbbS (Anand-Sisniega, Philadelphia 
1 98 7) and now 1 7  . . .  h6 ! ?  1 8 .c;i;>e2 lab8=F .  
B)  7 . . .  jle7 has also been played :  8 .c3 

0-0 9 .a3 (a strange move) 9 . . .  aS 
(9 . . .  f6 ! ?  could be the most logical re­
ply) and now: 

B l )  1 0 .lbg3 fS l 1 .exf6 lbxf6 1 2 .�d3 
Vib6 1 3  .�c2 cxd4 1 4 . cxd4 Ad6 
I S .'ifd3 Ad7 1 6 .0 -0  g6=F Pahtz-B. 
Socko, Port Erin 2006 ;  
B2 )  1 0 .h4 f6 l 1 .lbeg l cxd4 1 2 .cxd4 

'iYb6 1 3 .�d3 fxeS 1 4 .fxeS lbdxeS ! ?  
I S .dxeS lbxeS 1 6 .�c2 �d7 1 7 .'iYe2 
J:tac8--+ and Black won after some fa­
vourable tactics , Maciej a-Ivanchuk, 
Moscow 200 1 ;  

B3)  1 0 .g3 cxd4 ( 1 0 . .  .f6 ! ?  1 1 .�h3 
fxeS 1 2 .dxeS lbb6 1 3 . 0-0 a4 1 4.li'c2 
lbc4+ Baramidze-Short ,  Khanty­
Mansiysk 2 0 0 7) I l . cxd4 f6 1 2 .Ah3 
fxeS  1 3 . dxeS ( 1 3 .�xe 6 +  Wh8 
1 4.AxdS lbxd4oo) 1 3  . . .  'iYb6 

",f Ii WEAPON: 14 .�xe6+ WhB 
I s :flxd5 ? (15 .�xd5 lbc5GG) 

15 . . .  lbc5 1 6.�xcB l:.dB+ Baramidze­
Prusikin, Bad Konigshofen ch-GER 2007. 

1 4  .lbc3 lbdxeS ! ?  ( 1 4  . . .  lbcS ! +) I S  .fxeS 
lbxeS gg Bologan-M. Gurevich, Cap 
d' Agde 2002  . 

C) Or else 7 . . .  bS ! ? , gaining a tempo 
by omitting . . .  a7 -a6 : 8 .�e3 b4 9 . g4 
..ia6 I o .lbg3 Axfl 1 1  Jhfl 'ifb6 
1 2 .Vid2 cxd4 1 3 .lbxd4 �cS 1 4. 0-0-0 
as I S . :f3 lbxd4 1 6 .�xd4 �xd4 
1 7  .�xd4 li'xd4 1 8 . lhd4 W e7=  
Short-Navara, Prague m- l 2 00 7 .  
S ... cS 6 .c3 lbc6 
6 . . .  cxd4! ?  7 .cxd4 f6 8 .lbf4! ? �b4+ 
9 .�d2 �xd2+ 1 0 .Vixd2 'fie7 l 1 .exf6 
lbxf6 1 2 .�d3 lbc6 1 3 .lbge2 0 -0  
1 4. 0-0  �d7 I S .l:.ad l  'ifd6 1 6 .�b l  
l::!.ae8 1 7 .lbd3 e S =  Morozevich­
Moskalenko, Moscow m-6 1 994. 
7.f4 

The key positlOn. Now Black must 
choose his plan. 

"... WEAPON: 7.lbf3 led to a spectac-
ular game against another attack­

ing player: 7 . . .  cxd4 B.cxd4 f6 9.lbf4 ..ib4+ 
10.�2 'fIe7 11 .�xb4 �xb4+ 12.�d2 
Vie7! 
Black is fightingfor the initiative. 
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Par t  Three  - Cla s s i c a l  S ys t em : 3 .  tLJ c 3  tLJ f6 

analysis diagram 

13 . exf6 tLJxf6 14 .�d3 tLJe4! lS.'ife3 
( l S .�xe4 dxe4 16.tLJeS O-O�) ls .. .'ikb4+ 
1 6 . �f1 0-0 1 7.l:!el (17.be4 dxe4 18.'illxe4 
'fIIxb2�) 1 7  . . .  "iYd6! ?  18.g3 ? (18.tLJe2 est) 
18  . . .  gS! 1 9.tLJe2 1i.xj3!. 
1 7  . . .  'fllxb2 1 8 .he4 dxe4 1 9 .'ifxe4 
"iYxa2 2 0 .g4?  tLJb4 ? !  ( 2 0  . . .  e5 ! I::!. 
2 1 .tLJg5 ? .lhf4 2 2 .'illxf4 h6 ! -+)  
2 1  Jle2 �a5 22 .h4 tLJd5 B .tLJg5 tLJf6 
24.'iVd3 b6 2 5 . tLJh5 g6 26 .tLJxh7 !  
�xh7 (26  . . .  tLJxhS ? 2 7 .'fllxg6+ tLJg7 
2 8 .tLJg5+-) 27 .tLJf4 .ia6 (2 7 . . .  1i.g8 ? 
2 8 .hS--+) 2 8 .�xg6+ <iiih8 29 .�h6+ 
tLJh7 3 0 .tLJg6+ �g8 3 1 .tLJe7+ �h8 
3 2 .tLJg6+ V2- 112 Velimirovic-Moska­
lenko, Belgrade 1 98 8 .  
7 ... cxd4 

of course, there are many possibilities 
here (see again the transpositions to 
7 .tLJe2 mentioned after 5 .tLJce2) : 7 . . .  bS 
8 .a3 c4 (we recommend the blockading 
idea of Botvinnik and Petrosian, see Part 
Two, Game 24. Unclear is 8 . . .  'i!Vb6 
9 .tLJf3 c4 1 0 .g4 f6 1 1..�.h3 Golubev­
Relange, Groningen 1 993)  9 .tLJf3 tLJb6 
1 0 .g4 fs (a possibly better idea was 
1 0  . . .  hS ! ?  l 1 . gxhS l:txhS 1 2 .tLJg3 
.l:[h8°o) 1 1 .gxf5 exfS 1 2  . .ig2 (a  slighdy 
passive move) 1 2  . . .  �e7 1 3 . 0-0 h6 ! ?  
1 4.:£'2 �e6 1 5  . ..tfl g S  1 6 .fxgS hxg5 
1 7 .h4!oo with chances for both sides , 
Anand-Morozevich, Frankfurt 2000 .  

1 54 

8.cxd4 
8 .tLJxd4 allows 8 . . .  tLJcS , activating 
Black's passive knight. 
8 ... 'iVb6 
8 . . .  fS is an attempt to block all play in 
the centre and play on the flanks : 9 .tLJf3 
..te7 1 0 .g3 tLJb6 1 1 .b3 �d7 1 2 .�h3 
0-0 1 3 . 0-0 as 1 4.a4 tLJb4 1 5 .�e3 tLJc8 
(preparing . . .  b7 -b5) 1 6 .g4! b5 ! 

analysis diagram 

The two sides launch their attacks : 
1 7 .axbS hbS 1 8 .tLJgS (an aggressive 
jump; 1 8 .gxf5 exf5 1 9 .1::[£'2 .l::i.a6 ! ?�) 
1 8  . . .  �xg5 ( 1 8  . .  J:ta6) 1 9 . fxgS tLJe7 
20 .  'i!V d2 ? (looks natural, but it  is  a serious 
mistake: 20 .gxfS tLJxfS 2 1 .�S l:txfS 
2 2 .l:txf5 exf5�) 20  . . .  .:.c8 ! t  2 1 .l::[fc 1 
he2 !  22 .'fllxe2 f4!+  and White's bish­
ops are out of the game! Fernandez 
Aguado-Moskalenko, Sants Open 2006 .  
9.tLlf3 f61 

Black wants to open up the centre. 
1 0.83 



Chap t e r  5 - Morozevi c h '  s Res ou rces : 4- .  e 5  ttJ fd 7  

Preventing the check on b4-. 
A) If 1 0 .ttJc3 i.e7 1 1 .�d3 0-0 1 2 .a3 

fxeS and now: 

rt!' II WEAPON: 13.fxe5 ? 1J.xf3 ! 
1 4-.�xf3 �xd4t .  

A2)  Better i s  1 3 .dxeS ttJcS ! 1 4- .b4-
ttJxd3 + 1 S .Vi'xd3 �d7 1 6 .i.e3 'iVd8 
1 7 . 0-0  i.e8�;  
A3) 1 3 .ttJa4- 'iVc7  1 4-.dxeS bS ! ?� 

Hellers-Andersson, Haninge m-4- 1 99 3 ;  
B) 1 0 .exf6 ttJxf6 l 1 .ttJc3 �d6 1 2 .�e2 

0-0 1 3 .0-0 a6 1 4-.<;t;>h l  i.d7 I S .a3 
:ac8� Gostisa-Mohr, Slovenia ch 1 992 .  
1 0  ... ..te71 
1 0  . . .  fxe S ? !  1 1 . fxeS �e 7 1 2 . ttJf4-t 
Milicevic-Hadj iyiannis ,  Novi Sad 
Olympiad 1 990 .  
1 1.ttJ c3 
A reasonable move. White is behind in 
development and he prepares 
�d3 / �e2/0-0 .  
A) There i s  no time to play I I .g3 ? !  0-0 

1'1""- WEAPON: 12 .i.h3 ? fxe5! 
1 3 .i.xe6+ (1 3 .dxe5 ttJc5=i=) 

13 . . .  rJith8 14.bd5 exd4t . 
1 2 .exf6 ttJxf6 1 3  . ..tg2 ttJe4-t 1 4-.0 -0  
i.d7 ! ?  ( l 4- . . .  eS ! ?  I S . fxeS �g4-� 
Tischbierek-Knaak , Zittau ch-DDR 
1 9 8 9 ;  l4- . . .  i.f6 ! ?  I S .i.e3  ttJe7+) 
I S .ttJc3 �e8+ . 
B) I I .h4- is slightly odd, but aggres­

sive : 1 1 . . . 0 -0  ( l 1 . . .ttJaS ! ?) 1 2 .:i:h3 
ttJaS ! ?  (or 1 2  . . .  fxeS ,  preparing to sacri­
fice the knight on eS , which is typical 
for this kind of position : 1 3 .fxeS l:.fS ! ?  
1 4-.ttJf4- ttJcxeS 1 S .dxeS ttJxeS 1 6 .ttJd4-
.l:.f7 00  Nijboer-M.Gurevich, Escaldes 
Zonal 1 998)  1 3  . b4- ttJc4- 1 4-. ttJc3 as ! ?  
1 S .bS fxeS 1 6 .fxeS �f7 ! ?+ or 1 6  . . .  a4-, 
with mutual chances. 
1 1  . . .  0-0 1 2.tba4 "fIc7 1 3  . ..td3 

We have arrived at a position which was 
presumably well prepared by Alexander 
and his trainer. Morozevich played his 
moves very quickly and without hesita­
tion. 
1 3  ... tbb6 

This reply is more solid than the knight 
sacrifices on eS or d4-. 

it II WEAPON: However, the possibil­
r ities after 13 . .  fxe5! ?  are highly in­
teres ting. 14.fxe5 ? 04 .dxe5 b5! ? �  
Andersson) 14  . .  JJ.xf3 ! (14 . . .  ttJxd4! ?)  
15.gxf3 (15.�xf3 ttJxd4 1 6.�h3 �xe5+ 
1 7.i.e3 �h4+!t) 15 . . .  ttJxd4 1 6f4 ttJxe5! 
1 7.0-0 (1 7fxe5 �xe5+ 18.r;i;;j2 �d7�) 
1 7  . . .  ttJxd3 18.'iVxd3 iLf6 19.�d2 �7 and 
Black is winning, Vergun-A.Rabinovich, 
Rimavska Sobota jr 1996. 
1 4.ttJc3 ..td7 1 5.tbe2 

If l S . 0-0 then I S  . . .fS ! ?  
1 5  ... f5 1? 

I S S 



Par t  Three  - Cla s s i c a l  Sys tem : 3 .  tiJc 3  tiJf6  

My idea was to  block the centre and 
play on the queenside. 
1 6.1::[ g 1 1 
Starting an attack on the enemy king. 
1 6  ... �eS 
The bishop goes to g6 in order to main­
tain the blockade. 
1 7.h3 l:tcS 1 S.g4 �g6 1  1 9.12Jg3 fxg41 

20.hxg4 i.xd3 
Now that the light-squared bishops are 
gone, Black can breathe more easily! 
21 . 'Wxd3 lLJa5 22.b4 
There is no time to play 2 2 .l:[h l ? !  be­
cause of 22 .. :ti'c2 ! with a great advan­
tage. 
22 ... 'Wc41 
Exchanging the queens as well is the 
best option. 
23.VWxc4 lLJaxc4 24.f5 ttJa4 25.�g51  

�xg5 26.lLJxg5 exf5 27.gxf5 lLJe3 
2S.lLJe6 

It seems as if White has the initiative, 
but calm down, there are still some re­
sources available to Black. 
2S ... l:!.c21 
A very strong reply. We have 
counterplay! I did not like the check 
2 8  . . .  tiJc2+ because of 29 .'�f2 tiJxa l 
3 0 . lLJxf8 l:[c2 + 3 1 . '�e3  'i!t>xf8 
3 2  Jha I ;!;; and the white king is more 
active. 
29.lLJf1 ? 

1 5 6  

Perhaps this was brought on by nerves, 
but I think that my opponent did not 
expect such a fierce struggle. 

A) If 2 9 .tiJxf8 tiJb2 ! 3 0 J:td l  tiJbxd l 
3 1 .tiJe6 tiJb2 f ;  
B)  A better option was 2 9 .f6 tiJg2+ 

3 0 Jh g 2  l:txg2 3 1 .tiJxf8 �xf8 
3 2 .:c l � ,  or; 
C) 2 9 .tiJe2 tiJb2 3 0 .Ir.xg 7 +  �h8 

3 1 Jh h 7 + �xh7 3 2 . tiJxf8 + �g8  
3 3 .�f2 tiJbd 1 +  3 4.'i!t>e l tiJb2 with a 
draw. 
29 ... lLJxf51 30.Wd1 ? 
3 0 .tiJxf8 was the only move, to which 
Black replies 3 0  . . .  tiJxd4, with the initia­
tive. 
30 ... l:tf2 
3 0  . .  Jifc8 ! -+ . I saw this move, but I 
wanted to save time on the clock! 
31 .We1 l:1.c2 32.'ii;>d 1 .1::tf2 
We repeated moves in time-trouble. 
33.We1 Uc2 34.�d 1 

White couldn't claim a draw here, as on 
move 3 0  he still had the right to castle ! 
34 .. J:tfc81 
Finally the winning move. 
35.lLJc5 ttJxc51 

This exchange sacrifice is decisive. 
36.Wxc2 ttJxd4+ 37.Wd 1 lLJe4 
The two black knights are very strong in 
the centre of the board. 
3S.l:tg2 lLJc3+ 39.'lte1 lLJb3 
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There are no squares available for the 
rook. 
40.ltJe3 ltJxa1 41 .ltJfS 'JJ.c7 42.e6 g61 0-1 
My opponent resigned at last and left 
the room at once . . .  
After S / 7 .ltJce2 White is behind in de­
velopment, so in many cases knight sac­
rifices on e5 or d4 will favour Black. 
The blockade with . . .  fS offers him a 
solid game. 
I think the best move order is first 
. . .  "@fb6/  . .  .f6 ,  etc. 

GAME 3 8  

o Karsten Rasmussen 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Estartit Open 2007/08  (5)  

This game is typical of the Classical 
French with 3 .ltJc3 ltJf6 .  Apart from the 
opening, we should take note of the 
good middle game and also of the clas­
sic endgame, which helps the chances 
for both sides to be understood. 
1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.lLlc3 ttJf6 4.e5 lLlfd7 
5.f4 c5 6.lLlf3 lLlc6 7 . ..ie3 a61? 

An important idea in this system, pre­
paring the advance . . .  b7-bS . I discov­
ered this plan in the 1 9 80s. 
8.'ii'd2 
The most flexible reply, keeping all op­
tions open. 

8 .  ltJe2 would be similar to Game 3 7 ,  
aiming to consolidate the d4-square at 
the cost of delaying queenside develop­
ment : 8 . . .  'fi'b6 9 ."@fc l gS ! ?  

A well-known resource in the French, 
but also in accordance with Moroze­
vich's creative style. 1 0 .c3 ( 1 0 .fxgS cxM 
I I .ltJexd4 ltJcxeS�)  1 0  . . .  cxd4 
( 1 0 . . .  g4! ? l l .ltJd2 f6�) l l .cxM �b4+ 
1 2.'� f2.  f6 !00  Black radically solves the 
problems of searching for counterplay 
and it is difficult for White to find a con­
tinuation over the board, Topalov­
Morozevich, Morelia/Linares 2007 .  
The typical break 9 . .  .f6 !  also leads t o  a 
fierce struggle for the central squares , 
for instance : 1 0 .c3 ..ie7 I I . g3 0-0 
1 2..�h3 cxd4 1 3 .cxM fxeS 1 4.itxe6+ 
�h8 t and the black king finds a really 
safe square. 
8 ... b5 

I S 7  
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Now White can choose from several 
continuations. 
9.a3 
A matter of fashion. Those who have no 
time to study. and who do not have an 
opinion of their own, follow the fashion. 

A) In former times 9 .dxcS used to be 
the main reply : 9 . . .  bcS 1 0 .�xcS 
ttJxcS 1 1 .�fl. 

and now 1 1  . . .  Vib6 with a different 
idea: 1 2..�.d3  l:tb8 1 3 . 0-0 ttJa4 (Black 
proposes to enter an endgame. 
1 3  . . .  0-0 ! ?  1 4.ttJe2 ttJb4�) 1 4.ttJxa4 
bxa4 I S .b3 f6 ! ?  (or I S  . . .  'ii;le7  1 6 JHb l 
a3 1 7 . c3  Vixfl. + 1 8 . 'ii;lxf2 as ! �  
Videki-Moskalenko, Balatonbereny 
1 9 94) 1 6 Jhe l ( 1 6 .bxa4 'iYxf2 + 
1 7 .�xfl. l:.b4�) 1 6  . .  .'tWxfl.+ 1 7  . .&!.xfl. 
O-O ! ?  with an equal game, Perpinya 
Rofes-Moskalenko, Barbera 2 004. 

'g 
j41; WEAPON: 11 . . .'iYe7? !  is a weak 

move: 12 .�d3 b4 13 .ttJe2 a5 
14.0-0 �6 15. VlIe3 ! b. 15 . . .  0-0 ? ?  (� 
15  . . .  ttJxd3 1 6. cxd3 0-0 1 7.ttJed4-;t) 
1 6 .bh7+! (a thematic sacrifice) 16 . .  /Ji1xh7 
1 7.ttJg5+ cJi;g6 18.f5+ and mate in four, 
Svidler-Renner, Germany Bundesliga B 
2001/02. 

B) The attacking player's choice has al­
ways been 9 .h4 M 1 0 .ttJe2 �e7 l 1 .dxcS 
ttJxcS !+  1 2 .ttJg3 hS ? !  1 3 .�e2 g6 1 4.0-0 

I S 8  

ttJa4 I S . c3 bxc3 1 6 .bxc3 'iYaS � 
Anand-Morozevich, Monaco blind 2004; 
C) But the computer move is 9 .�e2 

'ifb6 (9 . . .  �b7 ! ?  1 0 .0-0 �e7 1 1 .cJi;h1 
0-0 1 2 .a3 Vic7 1 3  . .l::l.ae l l::.ac8 1 4.�d3 
cxd4 I S .ttJxd4 ttJcS= Nijboer-Visser, 
Tilburg 2003)  1 0 .ttJdl M 1 1 .0-0 as 
1 2 .c3 iLe7 1 3 .il.f2 0-0 1 4.fS bxc3 
l S .bxc3 cxd4 1 6 .cxd4 ..L.6 1 7 .La6 
Vixa6 1 8 .ttJe3 and the position is equal, 
Svidler-Morozevich, Monaco rapid 2005 .  
We now reach a popular position in 
practice. 
9 . . .  Vib6 
A) 9 . . .  �b7 ! ?  Another positive move. 
A I )  After 1 0 .dxcS �xcS I 1 .LcS 

ttJxcS Morozevich showed in the follow­
ing game that he favours dynamic factors 
(rapid development) over static ones (the 
exchange of the dark-squared bishops) : 
1 2 .�d3 M ( 1 2 . .  :iVb6 ! ?) 1 3 .ttJe2 (after 
this voluntary retreat, all the aspects men­
tioned in the previous comment seem to 
become valid; 1 3 .axM ttJxM 1 4.�e2 
'ifb6�) 1 3  . . .  'ifb6 1 4.'iYe3 ? !  d4! (a the­
matic pawn sacrifice in order to activate 
the pieces) I S .ttJfxd4 ttJxd4 1 6  .... xd4 
bxa3 1 7 .l:.xa3 l:!.d8 ! 1 8 .'iVe3 'iYxb2 
1 9  .... xcS ? ?  ( 1 9 .�fl. =) 1 9  . . .  'iYb l + 
20 .'Ji1d2 VlIxhl and Black won, Svidler­
Morozevich, Morella/ linares 2007 ;  

A2) 1 0 .�e2 'fib6 1 1 .ttJd l ? ! l:tc8 
1 2 .c3 cxd4 1 3 .ttJxd4 (Karjakin-Wang 
Hao, Taiyuan 2005 )  1 3  . . .  ttJcS ! � ;  
A 3 )  1 0 .g3 'iYaS ! ?  1 1. .:a2 (Ponoma­

riov-Bareev, Khanty-Mansiysk 2005 )  
1 1 . . .'ifc7 ! ?� ;  1 0 .ttJe2 'iYc7 ! ?  l 1 .g3  
cxd4 1 2 .ttJfxd4 ttJxd4 1 3 .ttJxd4 ttJcS ! 
1 4.�d3 ttJe4 I S .'iVe2 b4! 1 6 .�xe4 
dxe4 1 7 .axb4 Lb4+ 1 8 .c3 iLe7 1 9 .fs 
'fixeS 20 .fxe6 0-0 2 1 .exf7 + '&!'xf7 
22 .1:1£1 VidS Yz- Yz Lopez Martinez­
Moskalenko, Catalunya tt 2 0 0 8 ;  
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A4) 1 0 .�d3 "iYc7 1 1 . 0 - 0  0 - 0 -0  
(there are not enough games played to 
draw any conclusions, but this seems to 
be risky) 1 2 . 4Jd 1 ? cxM 1 3 .  4JxM g S ! ? . 

analysis diagram 

The 'Black Jet' in Monaco? The rest is 
almost forced! 1 4.4Jxc6 li'xc6 I S .�M 
gxf4 1 6 .�xf4 .l:!.g8 1 7 .4Je3 f6 1 8 .exf6 
eS 1 9 .f7 l:I.xg2+ 0- 1 Svidler-Moro­
zevich, Monaco blind 2 0 0 7 .  
B )  9 . . .  cxd4 introduces play similar to 

the next game : 1 0 .4Jxd4 4Jxd4 
1 1 .�xd4 �cS 1 2 . 0 -0-0  ( 1 2 .�xcS 
4JxcS 1 3 .'iVf2 'iVc7 1 4.�d3 0-0 I S . 0 -0  
f6 Perpinya Rofes-Moskalenko, Sabadell 
2 008) 1 2  . . .  �b7 1 3 .h4 0-0 1 4 .'iVe3 
�xd4 I S .l:!.xd4 f6 1 6 .exf6 'iVxf6 1 7 .g3 
.l:[ae8 1 8 .�3 ? !  4Jb8 ! ?  1 9 .�d2 4Jc6 
20 .l:!.d3 4JaS 2 1 .l:!.e l 4Jc4t Kogan­
Moskalenko, La Gomera 2006 ;  

C )  The French experts ' choice has al­
ways been the more aggressive 9 . . .  gS . 

analysis diagram 

A dubious blow, but prepared by 
Morozevich especially to play a 'Black Jet' 
roulette game in Monaco! 1 0 .fXgS cxd4 
1 1 .4Jxd4 (the main reply. The stem game 
continued I I .hM �g7 1 2 . 0-0-000 
Anand-Morozevich, Monaco blind 200S ;  
1 2  . . .  4Jxd4 ! ?�) 1 1 . . .4JdxeS ! ?  
( 1 1 . . .  4JcxeS 1 2 .�d3 �b7 ( 1 2 . . .  �g7 
1 3 .4Jce2 0-0 1 4.4Jg3 4Jxd3+ I S .cxd3 
�b6 1 6 .1Wf2 Yakovenko-Bareev, Sochi tt 
2006 ;  and now 1 6  . . .  eS ! 1 7 .4JdfS d4 
1 8 .�d2 4JcS�) 1 3 . 0-0 'lYc7 1 4.'.t>hl 
�g7 I S .l:.ae l O-O� Motylev-Volkov, 
Moscow ch-RUS 200S )  1 2 .�e2 
( 1 2 .4Jce2 �aS 1 3 .c3 b4 1 4.cxb4 hb4 
I S .4Jc3 oo Dworakowska-Malakhatko, 
Cappelle la Grande 2006) 1 2  . . .  h6 1 3 .g6 ! ?  
fxg6 1 4.0-0GG with very good compensa­
tion for the pawn, Bracker-Jacoby, Ham­
burg 2007 .  
1 0.tbe2 'iVc71? 

1 1 .g3 
1 1 .4Jg3 �b7oo.  
1 1  ... cxd4 
of course Black can also wait before ex­
changing and develop his bishops first .  
1 2.tbexd4 tbc5 1 3.i.d3 

• ( WEAPON: 13 .  � c3 iLd7 
tr' 1 4 . 4Jxb5 axb5 15.�xc5 b4!+ . 
Or, for instance, 1 3 .4Jxc6 4Je4 1 4.'iVaS 
�xc6 I S .4Jd4 'lYb7= .  
1 3  ... �b7 1 4.0-0 tbe41? 

1 5 9 
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A common manoeuvre in these posi­
tions. 
1 5.'We2 tLlxd4 1 6.ttJxd4 
1 6 .�xd4 �cS 1 7  .c3 �xd4+�. 
1 6  ... �c5 1 7.c3 0-0 

I think that this position is equal. How­
ever, if White tries to open up the game 
his king will be in a dangerous position. 
1 S.l:lfc1 
Or 1 8 .a4 bxa4 ( 1 8 . . .  b4? !  1 9 .cxb4 hb4 
20 .l:.ac 1 'WaS 2 1 .fS t) 1 9 .1:.xa4 as= .  
1 S  ... l:[fcS 1 9.a4 bxa4 2 0  . .l:Ixa4 as 
21 .l:[ca1 g6 
2 1  . . .  'ifb6 ! ?  
22.tLlb3 �b61 23.�b5 ttJc51? 
A provocative manoeuvre. 23 . . .  �c6= .  
24.ttJxc5 �xc5 2 5  . ..id4 
2 S .'iff2 'Wb6 2 6 .�xcS 'iWxbS ! ?oo .  
2 5  ... �xd4+ 26.Uxd4 'ifb6 27.l:ta2 
..ic6 2S.�xc6 Uxc6 29.<;i;>g2 
Some small problems are starting to ap­
pear. 
29 ... l:tbS 30.<;i;>h3 l:tc5 31 .l:tda4 l:[b5t 

1 60 

This is what I had hoped for from this 
line. Now the white king is quite weak. 
32.c4 dxc4 33.'Wxc4 �g71 
A very useful manoeuvre, preparing a 
bold attack by the h-pawn. 3 3  . . .  l:.d8 ! ?  
34.'i¥e2T 
In time-trouble the dangers are better 
hidden. 34 .'iWd4 'iWc7'+ .  
34 ... h5!  
A fresh resource. 
35.'ifd2 l:td5 36.'tWe1 'i¥dS 
3 6  . . .  h4 !--+ .  
37 . .l:Ie4? 
3 7 .l:IxaS l:Id l (3 7 . . .  h4 ! ?--+) 3 8 .'We4 h4 
3 9  . .I:!.a8 hxg3 40 .trxb8 'ifxb8t .  
3 7  ... h41 0-1 
White should be losing in many ways, 
but the most elegant would have been . . .  
on time ! 

GAME 3 9  

o Dmitry Yakovenko 
• Alexander Morozevich 
Moscow ch-RUS 200 7  ( 1 )  

1 .e4 e 6  2.d4 d 5  3.tLlc3 tLlf6 4.e5 ttJfd7 
5.f4 c5 6.ttJf3 ttJc6 7.�e3 cxd4 

After this exchange Black wants to exert 
pressure on d4 with his pieces. 

A) 7 . . .  'iVb6 is an almost forgotten 
idea : 8 .'tWd2 ? !  (the main line is 8 .ttJa4 
'tWaS + 9 .c3 cxd4 1 0 .b4 ttJxb4 1 1 .cxb4 
�xb4+ 1 2  . ..td2 ..txd2+ 1 3 .ttJxd2;;!; and 
Black does not get enough compensa­
tion for the piece) 8 . . .  'iVxb2 ! 9 .:lb 1  
'iWa3 1 0 .�e2 a6 l 1 .fS cxd4 1 2 .fxe6 ?  
dxe3 winning too much material, Fluvia 
Poyatos-Vaganian, Barcelona 2007 ;  

B) 7 . . .  �e7 ! ?  is another old, natural 
method, recently popular : 8 .'ifd2 ! ?  
( 8 .�e2 0-0  9 . 'fi'd2 b6 ! ?  Nijboer­
Narciso Dublan, Barcelona 2007) 8 . . .  0-0 
9 .g3 (9 .a3 b6 ! ?  1 0 .�d3 f6 l 1 .exf6 
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tLlxf6 1 2  . .tbS 'iVc7 1 3  . .ltxc6 'iYxc6 
1 4-.tLle5 'iVe8� Macieja-Morozevich, 5t 
Petersburg 1 99 7) 9 . . .  l:I.b8 1 0 .a3 b6 ! ?  

This strategic concept, strengthening 
the centre, is the key to Black's defence. 
1 1..�. e2 f6 1 2 .exf6 tLlxf6 1 3 .J::!.d 1 ? 
( 1 3 . 0-0-000) 1 3  . . .  tLlg4-=F Bologan-Lu­
ther, Moscow 2 0 0 7 .  
8.ttJxd4 �c5 
A sharp line arises after 8 . . .  'iVb6 ! ?  
9 .'iVd2 (9 .a3 i.c5 1 0 .tLla4 'iWaS +  1 1 .c3 
i.xd4 1 2 .i.xd4- tLlxd4 1 3 .'iVxd4- b6 
1 4- .'fi'b4 'iixb4- 1 S . axb4-= Aguas-
5anmartin-Moskalenko , Benasque 
1 99 3 ;  9 .i.e2 tLlxd4- 1 0 .i.xd4- i.cs 
1 1 .tLla4 'iVa5 + 1 2 .c3 �xd4- 1 3 .'iVxd4-
b6� Dreev-Moskalenko, Lvov 1 985 )  
9 . . .  'iVxb2 1 0 .l::tb 1  'iVa3 1 1 .  tLlcb 5 'iVxa2 
1 2 . l::tb3  l::tb 8  1 3 .tLlc7 + ?  <it>d8 
1 4- . tLlcxe6+  fxe6  1 5 . tLlxe6 +  <it>e7 
1 6 .tLlg5  'iVa 1 +  1 7 . 'it>n d4- ! -+ 
Levchenkov-Moskalenko, Riga 1 984.  
9.'iWd2 0-0 1 0.0-0-0 

The key position in this line. 
1 0  . . .  a6 

Preparing . . .  b 7 -b5 . 1 0  . . .  tLlxd4 ! ? 
1 1 .i.xd4- a6 ( 1 1 . . .b6 ! ?  is an idea that 
deserves attention) 1 2 . Wb 1  (for 
1 2 .'iVn . see the main game) 1 L .b5 
1 3  . .txc5 tLlxc5 1 4 . 'iVd4 'iVb6 
( 1 4  . . .  'iVc7 ! ?) 1 5 .a3 l':.b8 1 6 .g3 b4 
1 7 .axb4- 'iVxb4 1 8 .'iVxb4 �xb4- 1 9 .tLla2 
l:I.b6 20 .l:I.d4- as 2 1 .b3 .ltd7 2 2 .i.g2 
.l:!.fb8t  Kruppa-Moskalenko. Chernigov 
1 98 5 .  
1 1 .'fi'f2 

This move was brought back into fash­
ion by Krarnnik. after he scored a very 
convincing win with it over Radjabov 
in Linares. 

A) 1 1 .h4 ! ?  (this advance is always rel­
evant) 1 1  . . .  tLlxd4- 1 2  . .txd4 b5 1 3 .h5 

analysis diagram 

1 3  . . .  b4 ( 1 3  . . .  i.b7 is also playable :  
1 4 .h6 g6 1 5 . 'ii e3 ':c8  1 6  .�xc5 tLlxc5 
1 7 .l:rd4- 'iie7 1 8 .'it>b 1  .l:[c7 1 9 .93 b4 ! 
2 0 .tLld 1 as 2 1 .tLlf2 a4- 2 2  . .ig2 l':.fc8� 
2 3  .tLlg4- a3 24 .tLlf6+ <it>h8 2 5 .bxa3 
tLla4-! 26 .l:I.xb4 (A.Ivanov-Moskalenko. 
Frunze 1 9 8 7) and now 2 6  . . .  tLlc3 + 
2 7 .<it>b2 d4-! 2 8 .'iVf2 tLlxa2 ! +) 1 4 .tLle2 
( 1 4-.tLla4 .ixd4- 1 5 .'iixd4- 'ifa5 1 6 .b3 
.ib 7 00 f::,. 1 7  . . .  .ic6 De la Riva 
Aguado-Campos Gambuti. Barcelona 
1 993 )  14- . . .  a5 1 5 .'iWe3 'iVc7 !  

1 6 1  
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1 6 .�b l  �a6 1 7  . .txcS ttJxcS 1 8 .ttJg3 
(covering the e4-square ; 1 8 .ttJd4 a4 
1 9 .�xa6 .lha6 2 0 .f5 ttJe4 2 1 .�f4 
a3 -+) 1 8  . . .  l:{fc8 1 9 .1:lc l a4 2 0 .�xa6 
.l:!.xa6 2 1 .l::!.hd l a3 2 2 .b3 l:tc6t and 
soon after, Black won the game, 
Topalov-Morozevich, Sarajevo 1 999 ;  
B )  I I .ttJce2 White 's idea is to ex­

change the dark-squared bishops ,  re­
ducing Black's attacking potential on 
the queenside : 1 1  . . .  �e7 1 2 .ttJb3 �xe3 
1 3  .... xe3 f6 ! (starting counterplay in 
the centre) 1 4 .exf6 ttJxf6 I S .h3 (White 
is forced to waste a tempo since . . .  ttJg4 
is not so easy to meet, for example :  
I S .ttJed4 ttJg4 1 6 .�f3 ttJxd4 1 7 .ttJxd4 
eS ! �) I S  . . .  aS ! 1 6 .a3 bS 1 7 .g4� with a 
double-edged position, Svidler-Moro­
zevich, Moscow ch-RUS Superfinal 
200S . 
1 1  .. .'tWe7 1? 

1 62 

An important improvement : the queen 
is much better placed on e 7 .  

A )  1 1  . . .  ttJxd4 i s  rather different : 
1 2 .�xd4 'ifc7 ? !  1 3  . .td3 bS 1 4  .... h4! 
(this is White 's idea : to create a couple 
of weaknesses on the kingside and to 
push his pawns to open up the position 
of the black king) 1 4  . . .  h6 ( 1 4  . . .  g6 ! ?  
I S .ttJe2 .tb7 1 6 .<;itb L t) I S .ttJe2 f6 
( 1 S . . .  ii..b7  1 6 .g4!)  1 6 .�g4;!; Kramnik 
has won the theoretical discussion. 
White has developed a dangerous ini­
tiative on the kingside, while Black is 
deprived of any counterplay, Kramnik­
Radjabov, Linares 2003 ; 

B) Or 1 1 . . .hd4 1 2 .hd4 bS 1 3  . .te3 ! 
( 1 3 . .td3 b4 1 4.ttJe2 aS � 
Kharitonov-lliushin, Krasnoyarsk ch-RUS 
2003)  1 3  . . .  M! ? (considerably better than 
1 3  . . .  �b7 1 4  . .td3 f6 ( 1 4  . . .  ttJb4 I S .�d4 
];lc8 1 6 .�b l "'as 1 7 .a3 ttJc6 1 8 .fS 
ttJdxeS ?? 1 9  . .tb6 1 -0 Kramnik-Shirov, 
Monaco blind 2003)  1 5 .exf6 �xf6 
1 6 .�g3 ;!;  Dominguez Perez-Narciso 
Dublan, Barcelona 2 0 0 7) 1 4 .ttJa4 ! 
( 1 4.ttJe2 as I S .ttJd4 ttJxd4 1 6 .hd4 
.ta6=.  After exchanging the light­
squared bishops Black has no problems at 
all, Shirov-Radjabov, Leon 2004) 1 4  . . .  a5 ! ?  
I S .h4 �a6 1 6 .ha6 ( 1 6 .hS �c7 1 7 .h6 
g6 1 8 . <;itb 1 .txfl 1 9 .':hxfl fs 00 

Ragger-Stellwagen, Yerevan Wch-jr 
2007)  1 6  . . .  .l:txa6 1 7 .�e2 l:!a8 1 8 .h5 
�c7 1 9 .h6 g6 20 .Wb l ttJa7 2 1 .La7 
.lha7 2 2 .�f2 :a6 2 3 .l:the l l:I.c6� 
Yakovenko-Ni Hua, Taiyuan 2006 .  
1 2.�d3 
1 2 .Wb l ttJxd4 1 3 .Ld4 b5 1 4  . .td3 b4 
( 1 4  . . .  hd4 ! ?  I S .�xd4 .tb7) I S .ttJe2 
as ! ?  1 6  . .l:.he l .ta6 1 7 .fS hd3 1 8J:txd3 
exfS 1 9 .ttJf4 .txd4 2 0 .'ifxd4;!; 
(Radj abov-Ivanchuk, Morelia/Linares 
2008) and now 20  . . .... cS=.  
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1 2  .. .f6 1 3.exf6 tLlxf6 1 4.h3 
14- . .l:!.he 1 t2Jg4- ! ?  ( 14- . . .  .ib4- 1 5 .'iYh4-oo 
Karj akin-Morozevich, Tomsk 2 0 0 6) 
1 5 .t2Jxc6 'iYf6 ! .  
1 4  ... ..id6 1 5J:�hf1 i..d 7  1 6.l:rde1 tLlb4 
1 7.'it'd2 tLlxd3+ 1 S.cxd3? 
1 8 .'ifxd3 �ac8� .  
1 S  ... b 5 1  1 9.�b1 b4 20.t2Jce2 a 5  
21 .t2Jf3 a41 22.tLled4 b 3  23.a3 
�xa31?-+ 
Black is already OK, but this thematic 
sacrifice enables him to launch a dan­
gerous attack against the enemy king. 

24.bxa3 'iYxa3 25.t2Je5? 
2 5 .f5 ! ?  was a better defence : 25 . . .  exf5 
2 6 .t2Je5 � with a sharp position. 
25 ... l:rfbSI 26.f5 b2 27.t2Jc2 "ifd6 
2S.ttJxd7 tLlxd7 29 . .!::i.f4 a3 30.Wa2 e5 
31 . .l:rb4 d4 32.�xd4 exd4 33.l:txd4 
'iYf6 34.'iWc3 'iYxf5 35.ttJb4 <;,th8 
36 . .!::!.e7 'iff1 37J;[e1 

37 ... 'it'f2? 

The game becomes uncontrollable. As 
we can see, on many occasions ,  
Morozevich lacks resources to fmish a 
game properly. There was an easy win 
by 3 7  . . .  Vi'f7+ 3 8 .J:.c4- (3 8 .'ii'c4- 'ii'fl 
3 9  . .l:I.b 1 .l:I.c8)  3 8  . . .  t2Jb6 or else 
3 7  . . .  'iff6 ! with zugzwang. 
3S.l:txd7 'it'xg2 39 . .llb1 h6 40 . .!::i.c7 .!::i.fS 
41 .h4 'it'g4 42.l:tc4 'it'g2 43 . .!::i.c7 'ifg4 
44J:tc4 'it'g2 45.l:rc6 �h7 46.d4 "ifg4 
47.d5 l:!.f4 4S.'ilfc2+ WhS 49.t2Jd3 .l:rf5 
50.rIc4 'iff3 51 .ttJb4 .l:I.ffS 52.'iWc3 
'it'f5 53.'ilfd3 'ilfd7 54.'iYc3 .!::!.f7 55 . .!::i.c6 
WgS 56."ifc4 "iff5? 57.d6 �hS 
5S . .!::!.c5 

5S ... 'ifg6? 59.t2Jd3? 
It was White 's turn to win: S9 . .!::i.c8 + !  
l:!.xc8 60 .'i!fxc8+ �h7 6 1 .'tWc2 ! +- .  
5 9  ... Ufa7 60J;[d5 l:ta4 61 .h5 'iYxd6 
62Jbd6 .l:Ixc4 63.�d5 Wh7 64 . .l:[d7 

lIg4 65J:tc7 lIa5 66.ttJc5 J:!.aS 67.tLld 7  
Uf4 6S.tLlb6 !la5 69.ttJc4 Uxh5 1/2-112 

Summary of 7 . . .  cxd4- : After castling 
queenside White controls the centre 
and the kingside, while his opponent 
must fmd some counterplay on the 
queenside. Sometimes Black plays 
. . .  £7 -f6 ! ?  in order to open up the centre. 
The positions arising are very similar to 
the sharper lines of the Sicilian Defence, 
but with a closed centre. 
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Chapter 6 - A Legendary Pin 

MacCutcheon Variation 1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5  3 .ttJc3 ttJf6 4.�g5 �b4 

Introduction 
Historically, the MacCutcheon Variation emerged at the end of the 1 9th Century. 
The first recorded game with it was in a simultaneous display against William 
Steinitz at the Manhattan Chess Club on Thanksgiving Day, November 1 8 8 5 .  

For a long time a refutation by White of this popular variation has been sought, 
but I think that the old MacCutcheon still has many resources and several unex­
plored ideas. This is the reason why the variation stays alive year after year and has 

Legendary grandmaster Viktor Kortchnoi 
has been a champion of the MacCutcheon. 
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been successfully defended even at the 
highest levels by super grandmasters 
such as Viktor Kortchnoi and Alexander 
Morozevich. 

The Variation's Secret 
The opening begins with a few tactical 
tricks (such as S . eS h6 ! ) ,  but after that 
almost the entire game is based on the 
strategy of preparing attacks ; 

The main positions become very 
closed if Black blocks the centre by play­
ing . . .  c7 -cS -c4 (see Kortchnoi's games 
in the examples) , or semi-open after 
. . .  c7 -cS-cxd4/'iVaS (Morozevich's pre­
ferred plan) or White 's move dxcS . In all 
cases the game develops quite progres­
sively; 
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In contrast t o  other, similar variations in the French, in this line two minor pieces 
are exchanged ( . . .  �xc3 and . . .  ttJxd2) , so the potential to play for an attack dimin­
ishes, although the major pieces remain on the board, as do most of the pawns 
(usually, 1 4- 1 6  of them) ; 

A feature of this variation is that White can easily increase the number of his 
pieces on the kingside ; 

Meanwhile, after exchanging his f8 bishop and his g8 knight, Black is slightly 
passive and must prepare counterplay in the centre with his usual French break 
. . .  c7 -c5 or block the centre with . . .  c7 -c5 -c4, preparing a counterattack on the 
queenside with . . .  b5 -a5 -b4; 

With the centre closed, White can also advance his f-g-h-pawns to attack on the 
kingside; 

Finally, the best part of this variation is that the kings can move freely ! 

Analysis of the Main Lines with 6.�d2. 8.'iYg4 
The opening continues with 5 .e5 h6 ,  after which 6 .,ild2 ! ?  is the most usual move 
for White. Now, after 6 . . .  Axc3 7 .bxc3 ttJe4 White attacks g7  with 8 .'iYg4 ! .  This is 
the most aggressive move against the French Defence. 

We have arrived at the main pOSition in the system. White is preparing action on 
the kingside. 

1 65 



Par t  Three  - Cla s s i c a l  Sys tem : 3 .  ttJ c 3  ttJ f6 

� Some Statistics 

Black has two normal ways of defending his g7  -pawn: 
A) 8 . . .  �f8 (700  games in Mega Base, with the result=43 . 2%) 
B) 8 . . .  g6 ( 1 S 3 1 games=46%) . 

Morozevich used to play 8 . . .  �f8 , but later he replaced it by 8 . . .  g6 ,  whereas 
Kortchnoi did the opposite, opting for 8 . . .  �f8 . 

White usually plays 9 .�d3 /ttJf3 /h4 and sometimes 'fIf4/'f1d 1 without worry­
ing about the order of these moves. 

Analysis of the Old Lines : 6 . exf6/6 .�h4 (Game 48) 
Analysis of the Modern Lines : 6 .�e3 (Game 49) 

One of Black's main resources in many lines of the MacCutcheon Variation is the 
'Black Jet' plan with the pawn moves . . .  hS , . . .  gS . 

See Games 43 , 47 and 49 (the black king may be on e8 or f8 and the white 
a2-pawn may be on a3 ) .  Other examples are Games 40 , 42 , 44, and 46 .  

Finally, there i s  a magical/optical secret in the MacCutcheon that may be of 
practical interest: there is not so much difference between 6 .�d2 and 6 .�e3 , since 
after 6 .�d2 �xc3 7 .bxc3 ttJe4 8 ."iYg4 �f8 White can always surprise Black by 
playing 9 .�e3 ! ?  and the same position arises, the only difference being the 
a-pawn's position: a2/a3 . 
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A)  8 . . .  'i£t fS  - the 'modern' defence 

This is a ' strategic' defence of the g7  -square. Black loses the right to castle, but he 
keeps his kingside free of weaknesses and retains a flexible pawn structure. Today, 
this is the favourite option of Kortchnoi and Volkov, two MacCutcheon experts 
(Garnes 40-44) . 

B) 8 . . .  g6 - the most popular move 

With this move Black keeps the option to castle queenside, but the price is the 
weakening of his kingside and, especially, of the f6-square. This line has been used 
by Morozevich recently. 
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A Legendary Pin - Games 9.ttJf3 e5 1 O.�d3 ttJxd2 1 1 .�xd2 
First we study White 's natural develop­
ment move 9 .ttJf3 . In my opinion, the 
following has been the sharpest game 
in this line. 

GAME 40 

o Nigel Short 
• Alexander Morozevich 
Germany Bundesliga 1 998/99  (3)  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.ttJe3 ttJf6 4.£t.g5 
�b4 5.e5 h6 6.�d2 
Two almost forgotten old methods are 
6 .exf6 (see Game 48) and 6 . .th4 (see 
Game 49) . 
But another popular move for White is 
6 . .te3 , which will be examined in 
Game S O .  
6 ... �xe3 7.bxe3 

Incidentally, 7 .�xc3 ? !  does not seem to 
be a successful idea : 7 . . .  ttJe4 8 .ttJe2 0-0 
9 .�b4 cS ! 
rfi WEAPON: 10.dxc5 ? ?  "fih4!. 

1 0 .�a3 and now: 
A) 1 0  . . .  ttJc6 ! ?  This move promises 

Black good chances in the forthcoming 
s truggle : 1 1 . f3 bS ! 1 2  . fxe4 b4 
1 3 .ilxb4 ttJxb4 1 4.c3 ttJc6 I S .exdS 
"fixdS 1 6 .dxcS fixcs 1 7 .ttJc 1 ( 1 7 .'iVd6 
�b6 ! )  1 7  . . .  'iYxeS+ 1 8 .�e2 'iVc7 and 
Black's lead in development begins to 
play a significant role, Svidler­
Morozevich, Frankfurt 1 999 .  
B )  1 0  . . .  bS ! ?  i s  also good: I l .LcS 

( l l . dxcS b4! 1 2..� xb4 'iYh4 ! )  
1 1 . . .ttJxcS 1 2 . dxcS 'iYc7 �  Yz - Yz 

Velicka-S.Petrosian, Hamburg 2000 .  
7 ... ttJe4 8.'iVg4 �f8 
Keeping the pawn structure intact. 
Later, Morozevich chose 8 . . .  g6 (see 
Games 46-48) . 
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1 1  ... c4 

1 1 . . .ttJc6 ! ?  is similar to the main game: 
1 2 .'iVf4 c4 1 3 .�e2 bS 1 4.a3 l:ib8 
l S .h4 as 1 6 .hS b4? !  (this advance 
should be well prepared) 1 7 .axb4 axb4 
1 8 .cxb4 �xb4 1 9 .�e3 with a slight 
initiative for White, because of the inse­
cure position of the black king, De 
Firmian-Kaidanov, Salt Lake City 
ch-USA 1 999 .  
1 2.£t.e2 lUe6 

The critical position in this line. 
1 3.a411 
To prevent . . .  b7-bS . Some alternatives, 
leading to typical play, are : 

A) 1 3  . .l:i.hb l .l:i.b8 1 4. a4 a6 l S .h4 bS 
1 6 .axbS axbS 1 7 ."f4 �e8 1 8 .g4 �e7 
1 9 .9S hxgS 20 .ttJxgS fs (20 . . .  f6 ! ?) 
2 l .ttJf3 l/Z - Yz De Firmian-Volkov, Stock­
holm 2004 

B)  1 3 .h4 bS 1 4 .a3 
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and now Black has the following possi­
bilities : 

B 1 )  1 4  . . .  �d7 l S .hS (or l S .'iWf4 �e7 
1 6 .hS �e8 1 7 .tLlh4 as 1 8 .'iVg3 .!d.g8 
1 9 .'iWe3 �d7 20 .f4 b4 2 1 .l:[hb 1 00  and 
this tense game ended in a draw, 
JPolgar-Kortchnoi, Wijk aan Zee 2000) 
l S  . . .  aS 1 6 .l:r.hb 1 (or 1 6 .'iWf4 Ve7 
1 7 .'We3 l:r.b8 1 8J:thb 1 �e8 1 9 .94 �d8 
20 .gS �c7 2 1 .l:tg 1 hxgS n .Vi'xgS 
Vi'xgS+ B .tLlxgS l:tbf8= without any 
possibilities of improving the position, 
Hernandez Guerrero-Moskalenko, Evry 
rapid 200 1 )  1 6  . . .  l:tb8 1 7 .Vi'f4 �e7 
1 8 .g4 Vi'f8 1 9 .Vi'e3 �d8 20 .tLle 1  �c7 
2 1 .f4oo b4 n.axb4 axb4 B.cxb4 l::txb4 
24.tLlf3 g6 2S .'iWc3 l:i.xb 1 2 6 .l:r.xb 1 
gxhS 2 7 . gxhS 'iVe7 2 8 .iVa 1 l::tb8  
29 .l:txb8 �xb8 3 0 .c3 fs� and Black 
took advantage of the pawn weaknesses 
c3 , f4 and hS , Christiansen-Kortchnoi, 
Reykjavik 2000 ;  
B2)  14  . . .  aS  l S .'iVf4 'iVe7 1 6 .hS l::ta7 

1 7 . g4 b4 1 8 .'We3 bxa3 ( 1 8 . . .  b 3 )  
1 9 .Ita2 a4? !  ( 1 9  . . .  .llb7  2 0 .l:tha l �d7 
2 1 .lha3 f6 ! ?�) 20J:tha 1 �d7 2 1 .li!.xa3 
tLlb8 n .IBa2 l:4b7oo with a complex 
game, JPolgar-Lautier, Madrid 1 99 3 .  
1 3  ... .id7 

1 3  . .  . f6 ! ?  could be a new try - or 1 3  . . .  fS , 
in Nimzowitsch style. 
1 4.h41 

There's no other way. 

1 4  ... a6 

Volkov has preferred: 
A) 1 4  . . .  'iWe7 l S .hS b 6  1 6 . tLlh4 

'iVgS + 1 7 .f4 Vi'xg4 1 8 .�xg4 tLle7 
1 9 .aS bS ! �  Akopian-Volkov, Port Erin 
2006 , and; 
B) 1 4  . . .  �e8 l S .l:th3 l:tg8 1 6 .hS �e7 

1 7 .tLlh4 'iWaS oo T.L.Petrosian-Volkov, 
Moscow Aeroflot 2006 .  
But 14  . . .  'iWaS ! ?00 and 14  . . .  Itb8  are the 
options given by Fritz 1 0  and 1 1 . 
1 5. 'iff4 b5 1 6.94 
Symmetrically, Short replies by attacking 
on the other flank. If 1 6 .l::thb l bxa4! ? 
1 6  ... b41? 
This advance is always interesting. But 
1 6 . . .  bxa 4! ? is also possible. 
1 6  . . .  tLle7 1 7 .axbS axbS 1 8 .hS Ita4� is 
a strong defensive concept, Antok­
Baches , Barcelona 2003 . 
1 7.cxb4 ttJxb4 1 8.c3 tLJc6 1 9.1i!.hb1 
r!b8 20.�d1 tLJa5 
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The position is balanced, but there is a 
long game still to be played . . .  
21 .'>i;Je1 1 tLlb3 22.i.xb3 cxb3 23.'iYc1 
g51? 
I assume that Morozevich did not want 
to draw, as in the variation 2 3  . . .  c;;t>g8 
24 .ifa3 ifb6 2 S .ttJd2 'tWd8= .  
24.'iYa3+ 'iiti>g7 25 . .!::txb3 
This allows Black to open the game on 
the opposite wing. 2 S .  �d2 ! ?00 .  
2 5  ... rt.xb3 26.'iVxb3 h5!  

Now Black's counterplay becomes very 
dangerous. 
27.gxh5 g4 2S.tLld2 .l:[xh5 29.c;;t>e2 
'iVxh4 30 . .!:!.g1 nf5 
3 0  . . .  if g S ! ,  to activate the queen. 
31 .1:[g3 1:[f4 32.tLlf1 f5 
This plan is too risky; 3 2  . . .  'ilh 1 ! ?  
33.1!fb71  "fife7 34.1!fxa6 lle4+ 35 . .l:.e3 
llxe3+? 
3 S . . .  if a3 � was the only move. 
36.ttJxe3 
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36 ... ..teS? 
The decisive mistake. Black had to try 
3 6  . . .  'fWa3 3 7 .'fWd6 ! (3 7 .ttJxfS + exfS 
3 8 .'ilf6+  �h7=)  3 7  . .  .'ifxd6 ! ?  
(3 7 . . .  'tWxa4 3 8 .'tWe7+  �h8 3 9 .�f1 ± 
t::,. Wg2-g3 -f4-gS ,  etc.) 3 8 .exd6 ba4 
3 9 .c4 dxc4 40 .ttJxc4 �f7 4 1 :�e3 ;!; 
with possibilities of escaping. 
37.a5 ..th5 3S.'iYd6 'iYf7 39."fifdS g3+ 
40.Wf1 f4 41 .'iYg5+ 'iiti>fS 42.ttJg2 
.te2+ 43.c;;t>e1 f3 44.tLlf4 g2 45.ttJxe2 
fxe2 46.'ifxg2 'iff5 47.'ifg3 'ifc2 
4S.'ii'f4+ '>i;JeS 49."fifd2 1!fa4 50.Wxe2 
'iYxa5 51 .'iYd3 litdS 52.litf3 'iVa 1 

53.'>i;Jg4 'ifh1 54.'iff3 'i!fh7 55.'iffS+ 
1 -0 

Summary of 9 .  ttJf3 : Black has no seri-
0us weaknesses , but when complica­
tions arise White's spatial advantage 
will show its power, since he can bring 
his pieces to either wing more quickly 
This is White 's main advantage. 
Black must prepare . . .  bS -b4 carefully In 
any case, there are many possibilities 
and resources in the complicated play 

The critical line begins when White 
plays h2-h4 and .l:[h3 . 

GAME 4 1  

D Andrey Volokitin 
• Viktor Kortchnoi 
Igualada 2005  ( 1 )  

1 .e4 e 6  2.d4 d 5  3.ttJc3 ttJf6 4 . .tg5 
.tb4 5.e5 h6 6.i.d2 ..txc3 7.bxc3 
ttJe4 S.'iYg4 'iiti>fS 9 . ..td3 tLlxd2 
1 0.'iiti>xd2 c5 1 1 .h41? 
A logical move. White brings his rook 
to the third rank - this is the plan fa­
voured in the Encyclopaedia of Chess Ope­
nings . 
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1 1  . . .  ttJc6 
Kortchnoi invariably closes the position: 
1 1 . . . c4 1 2 .i.fI ! ?  (this is another im­
portant possibility, in order to play 
ttJe2-ttJf4-ttJhS . 1 2 .�e2 is the move in 
the present game) 1 2  . . .  ttJc6 1 3 .ttJe2 bS 
1 4.a3 as l S .�h3 

analysis diagram 

It is dangerous for Black to delay seek­
ing counterplay for too long : 

A) l S  . .  Jig8 prepares an escape route 
for the king : 1 6 .ttJf4 ttJe7 ( 1 6  . . .  l:.a7 
1 7 .1:[f3 'it'd7 1 8 .l::!.b 1  l:.b7 1 9 .�e2 ttJe7 
2 0 .'iVhS <;;tJe8 2 1 .'iVg4= was a draw in 
6 S  moves , Aronian-Vallej o Pons ,  
Menorca jr 1 996) 1 7 .1:[f3 ttJfS 1 8 .  ifh3 
�e8 ( 1 8 . . .  gS ! ?�) 1 9 .hS 'ifh4 20 . g4 
'it'xh3 2 1 .ttJxh3 ttJe7 2 2 .gS l:[h8 and 
Black retains counterplay - the ending 
is equal , J.Polgar-Kortchnoi, Zurich 
blitz 2006 ;  

B )  I S  . . .  �d7 1 6 .ttJf4 

analysis diagram 

A) 1 6  . . .  ttJe7 ! ?  A typical defensive re­
source. However, it reduces Black's pos­
sibilities of counterattacking on the op­
posite wing. 1 7 .ttJhS l:tg8 ( 1 7 . . .  ttJfS ! ?  
1 8 .'it'f4 b4 ! �  Fressinet-Belozerov, 
Izmir tt 2 004) 1 8 .'it'f4 b4! 1 9 . axb4 
axb4 20 .l:.xa8 bxc3 + 2 1 .Uxc3 �xa8 
2 2 .g4 'iraS ! and Black has made the 
best of the MacCutcheon; B .gS hxgS 
24.hxgS 1:[h8 ! (activating the rook) 
2 S  . .te2 (Muzychuk-E.Pahtz , Krasno­
turinsk 2 0 0 7) . Now 2 S  . . .  g6 2 6 .ttJf6 
�a4 is completely winning. 
There are two famous examples by 
Kortchnoi : 

B) 1 6  . . .  �g8 1 7 .�f3 <;;tJe7 1 8 .ttJhS b4 
1 9 .'it'f4 bxc3 + 20 .<;;tJe 1  �e8 2 1 .Uxc3 f 
Leko-Kortchnoi , Essen 2002  (2) ; 

C) 1 6  . . .  b4 1 7 .1:[f3 bxc3 + 1 8 .�d l hS 
1 9 .ttJxhS l:.g8 20 .�e l ? 'iVb6� Lutz­
Kortchnoi , Essen 2002  (S) . 
1 2J:th3 c4 
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The plans for both sides are perfectly 
plaID: White tries to create something on 
the kingside, while Black plays on the op­
posite side, aiming to advance . . .  bS-b4. 
1 3.jLe2 
For 1 3  .�1 , see the comments to 1 1 . . .c4. 
1 3  .. . bS 
I'm sure that Kortchnoi has tried out all 
the possible moves in this line : 
A) 1 3  . .  J:tgS 1 4."'f4 jLd7 I S .�hS 

�eS 1 6 .ttJe2 ( 1 6 . .!::!.f3 fS ! )  1 6  .. .fS ! ?  
1 7 . g4 ( 1 7 .�xeS 'iitxeSoo) 1 7  . . .  ttJe7 
I S  . .l:.g l .hIls 1 9 .9xhS 'iVeS 20 .'iVf3 (.6-
ttJf4-g6) 20 . . .  llcs 2 1 .ttJf4 �c6 22 . .i::thg3 
l':!.a6 2 3 .'ifg2 'iff7 24 .'iff1 'ifeS 
(24 . .  J:!.xa2 ? 2 S .'ifb l )  2 S  . .l:i. l g2 'iitf7 
26 .:g 1  1:ha2 2 7 .Vg2 'iff8 2S .lab l  
�cS (2S . . .  b6?  29 .l:rg6 !±) 29  . .i::tg l  1/2_ 1/2 

Anand-Kortchnoi, Dos Hermanas 1 999 ;  
B )  1 3  . . .  ttJe7  1 4 .hS ttJfS (a  premature 

move) I S .ttJf3 �d7 1 6 .'iff4 bS ? 1 7 .g4 
ttJe7 I S .ttJh4 �gS 1 9  . .l:i.g 1 -+  Vysochin­
Moskalenko, Yalta 1 996 .  
1 4.'ilff4 
1 4.l:!.f3 as I S .a3 ttJe7 1 6 .'iff4 ttJfS ! ?  
1 7 .hS 'iVgS 1 8 .�xgS hxgS 1 9 .1:!.h3 
.td7 20 .g4 ttJh6 2 1 .f4 gxf4 22 . .l::tfl with 
a slight initiative for White in the end­
ing, J.Polgar-Panno, Buenos Aires 1 992 .  
1 4  . .  :ife7 1 S.jLhS �eS 1 6.a3 as 
1 7J:tg3 1:!.gS 1 S.tLlf3 .!:!.a7 1 9.tLlh2 �dS 
1 9  . . .  b4! ? 
20.jLe2 b4� 
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The chances are equal. 
21 .axb4 axb4 22.l:txa7 'fi'xa7 23.cxb4 
tLlxd4 24:it'e3 'ilfa1 
24 . . .  c3 + ! ?  
2S:ifa3 tLlb3+ 2 6  . .I:l.xb3 'iVd4+ 
27.'iitc1 cxb3 2S.'iVaS+ �e7 29:ti'c7+ 
.id7 30:ii'd6+ �eS 31 :ir'bS+ �e7 
32:ifd6+ 1/2-112 

A study of this interesting collection of 
games by experts such as Viktor 
Kortchnoi (Black) and other elite play­
ers with White will always help the 
reader. In my opinion, Black's position 
is solid, but somewhat passive, behind 
the barricades. 
Black's maID alternative is to play a 
semi-open game without the blockad­
ing move . . .  cS -c4, but with . . .  cxd4 for 
Black or dxcS for White, as shown in 
the following game. 

GAME 42 

o Ara Minasian 
• Sergey Volkov 
Jurmala ch-URS U 1 8  1 992 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.tLlc3 tLlf6 4.�gS 
i.b4 S.eS h6 6.jLd2 i.xc3 7.bxc3 
tLle4 S:it'g4 �fS 9 . .id3 
Here are some possibilities involving 
dxcS by White : 9 .tLlf3 cS 1 0 .�d3 
ttJxd2 1 1 . �xd2 tDc6 ! ?  and now: 
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A) 1 2 .'iVf4 'ife7 ! ?  (for 1 2  . . .  �a5 ! ?  see 
the present game; 1 2  . . .  c4 is similar to 
Game 40) 1 3 .a3 �d7 1 4.l:lhb l b6 
1 5 .'iVe3 ttJa5 1 6 .�e l  .l:lc8= 1 7 .�fI 
�e8 (Black could also close the posi­
tion now with 1 7  . . .  c4 ! ?= ,  when he will 
have gained several tempi compared 
with Kortchnoi's· ideas mentioned in 
Games 40 and 4 1 ; 1 7  . . .  cxd4! ?  is another 
reasonable idea) 1 8 . 'Oitg 1 'itJd8 and now 
Black committed a significant error, 
leaving his king in danger: 1 9 .h3 <JiJc7 ?  
2 0  . .ia6 .l:l b 8  2 1 . dxc5 ! ? t Anand­
Ivanchuk, Iinares m-8 1 992 ;  
B )  1 2 .dxc5 (trying to  open the positi­

on) 1 2  . . .  'iVa5 1 3 .'iVf4 �xc5 1 4 .ttJd4 
ttJxd4! (exchanges simplify Black's task. 
1 4  . . .  �d7 ! ?  would be a slightly risky al­
ternative : 1 5  . l::rhb 1 (Morozevich­
Vallejo Pons , Pamplona 1 998 /99) and 
now 1 5  . .  J:tb8=) 1 5 .'iVxd4 (if 1 5 .cxM 
�a5 + 1 6 . 'it>e2 b6 ! ?  f::1 1 7  . .ig6 
'iVb5 +�) 1 5  . . .  'iVxM ( 1 5 . .  .'ife7=  or 
1 5  . . .  �c7 =  amount to the same) 
1 6 .cxd4 �d7 1 7 .1:lhb l .l:.b8 != .  

White retains slight pressure on the 
queenside, where there is nothing to at­
tack. A draw is the most likely result. 
Lacasa Diaz-Moskalenko, Catalunya 
2006 .  
Summary of  dxc5 : in a semi -open game 
Black does not have the aggressive re-

sources that arise in the c5 -c4 blocked 
positions. His king is not very safe on 
f8 , but White also lacks attacking re­
sources. After a few exchanges , unbal­
ancing the position becomes an 
impossible task. 
9 ... tiJxd2 1 0.'it>xd2 c5 1 1 .h4 'iVa511 

Surprisingly, this counterattack is not 
used by the best players .  Perhaps they 
are afraid of a white attack . . .  
1 2.J:[h311 
White surrenders his centre. The main 
alternative, 1 2 .dxc5 , is given in the 
comment to 9 .�d3 . 
1 2  ... cxd4 1 3.1::[g3 
The critical position in this line. If there 
is no mate, Black is OK. . .  
1 3  ... g51 
Panic. Let's check some other resources : 

A) 1 3  . . .  'i¥xc3 + !  could be the critical 
move : 1 4 .c;t>e2 �g8 .  

1 7 3 
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.,.;" TRICK: 15.�h7? d3+! and Black is 
• winning, Salgado Lopez-Diaz Rodri­

guez, Sevilla 2006. 
I S .l:le l ! ?  ltJd7 ( I S . . .  �d7 ! ?) I 6 .<iitfI 
ltJcS ? ( I 6  . . .  'iVb4 !  1 7  .ltJf3 ltJcS �) 
1 7  .ltJe2 t Keres-D.Keller, Zurich 1 96 8 ;  
B) 1 3  . . .  dxc3 +?  is a mistake : I 4.<iite l  

g6  1 S .�xg6  � g 8  I 6 .'iYf4 Vi'c7 
I 7 .ltJf3 -+;  
C) 1 3  . . .  g6 ! ?  

• TRICK: 14 . �xg6 ? J:!g8 15 .rJ./3 
J:!xg6! 1 6.Vi'xg6 Vi'xc3+! winning in 

all lines. 
I 4 .'iYxd4 ltJc6 l S .'tWf4 d4�. 
1 4.hxg5 dxc3+ 
If I 4  . . .  'iVxc3 + I S .�e2 Vi'xa l I 6 .g6 
<iite 7  1 7 .gxf7 .tl.f8 I 8 .'iVh4+ <iitd7 
I 9 .l:lg8 ,  winning for White. 
1 5.<iitd 1  ? 

I S .<iite2 ! was the easy way : I S  . . .  hxgS 
I 6 .'fi'xgS with a decisive attack. 
1 5  ... hxg5 1 6.Vi'xg5 �e8 1 7.'iVg7 l::tf8 

1 8.ltJh3 

With the initiative for White. We will 
give the rest of the game without com­
ment. 
1 8  ... 'iYb4 1 9  . .1:.94 'iYe7 20 . .I:I.f4 ltJd7 
21 .�b5 'ii;>d8 22.ltJg5 f6 23.ltJxe6+ 
'iVxe6 24.�xd7 'iVf7 25.'iVxf7 l:txf7 
26 . .ixc8 l:[xc8 27.l:[xf6 l:I.xf6 28.exf6 
.l::[c6 29 . .l:i.b1 llxf6 30.'ii;>e2 'ii;>c7 
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31 .l:Z.b3 d4 32.l:Z.b4 l::tf4 33.l:I.c4+ 'ii;>d6 
34.g3 .l::[e4+ 35.�d3 �d5 36J:tb4 a6 
37.a3 b6 3S.a4 �e5 39.�xb6 l:Z.e1 
40.':'xa6 l:[d1 + 41 .�c4 l:ld2 42 . .l::[a5+ 

�e6 43Jld5 l:I.xf2 44.l::rxd4 .l::txc2 
45 . .l:td3 1:.a2 46.�b3 l:I.a1 47.J:!xc3 
l:tb1 + 4S.�c4 �d6 49JIb3 l:la1 
50.'ii;>b5 'ii;>c7 5Ulc3+ 'ii;>d6 52.a5 
l:I.b1 + 53.�a6 l:lb4 54.�a7 �d7 

55.a6 \t>d6 56.�a8 �d7 57.a7 �dS 

5S.g4 �d7 59.l:Z.g3 �c7 60.g5 �b6 
61 .g6 lld4 62.l:I.b3+ 'ii;>a6 63.g7 .l:IdS+ 
64 . .l::tbS l:Z.d7 65 . .!:lb6+ 'ii;>xb6 

66.g8='iV 1 -0 

Summary : 
The sharp possibility 1 1 . . .Vi'aS ! ?  
1 2 .l:Z.h3 has not been well explored. 
The king on f8 is now not very safe, but 
White does not have great attacking re­
sources either. Both sides should inves­
tigate 1 3  . . .  'iVxc3 , a line full of interest­
ing resources. 

An attacking plan worked out by Peter 
Svidler is 9 .�e3 , imitating the popular 
idea of 6 .�e3 (another possible plan 
for White is 9 .'iVf4/'ifd i with the idea 
. . .  ltJxd2 , 'tWxd2 and kingside castling) . 
We will begin the study of Black's de­
fensive resources against the modern 
6/9 .�e3 with the follOwing game, and 
we will analyse this plan more deeply in 
Games 47 and 49 . 

GAME 43 

o Peter Svidler 
• Nigel Short 
Internet rapid 2000  (2) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.ltJc3 ltJf6 4.it.g5 
it.b4 5.e5 h6 6.�d2 it.xc3 7.bxc3 
ttJe4 8.'iVg4 �f8 9 . .ie3 
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Peter Svidler's attack. 6 .�e3 i s  more 
popular, but at first sight the same posi­
tion arises ! Only, here the white pawn is 
on its original square instead of a3 , and 
both players may be able to take advan­
tage of this difference. 
A) 9 .'ifd 1 is another strange plan. 

This manoeuvre allows White to castle 
(if . . .  4:Jxd2 , 'ti'xd2) ,  but he wastes sev­
eral tempi and some attacking chances ; 

B) 9 .'iVf4 has the same problem: 
9 . . .  cS 1 0  . .id3 4:Jxd2 1 1 .'ifxd2 Black has the better chances thanks to 

analysis diagram 

1 1  . . .  4:Jc6 ! ( l l . . .  4:Jd7 ? !  is more passive : 
1 2 .f4 c4 1 3 .�e2 4:Jb6 1 4.�f3 .id7 
l S .4:Je2 hS 1 6 .�e3 g6 1 7 .'iiid2 4:Ja4 
l S .fS ! ?  gxfS 1 9 .h4 'iVe7 20 .a3 'iiieS 
2 1 .4:Jf4 'iiidS 2 2 . 4:JxhS ± Motylev­
Prusikin, Dresden Ech 2007 )  1 2 .4:Jf3 
c4! ? (as usual, semi-open play was the 
main alternative : 1 2  . .  .'ifaS 1 3 .dxcS 
'ti'xcs 1 4J:tb 1 playing for the centre 
and the queenside, Kurnosov-Volkov, 
Dresden Ech playoff rapid 200 7 .  How­
ever, Black is very solid and has no 
weaknesses , for example 1 4  . . .  b6 ! ?) 
1 3 .i.e2 �e7 ! ?  (the black queen could 
also go 1 3  . . .  'iYa3) and now 1 4.a4 b6 
l S .g3 'iiiteS ( l S . . .  'iiigS  was another way 
to 'castle ' )  1 6 .4:Jh4 c;,f;;dS 1 7 .f4 g6 
l S .4:Jg2 hS 1 9 .h3 'iiic7 2 0  . ..tf3 .ib7 
2 1 .'iiif2 l::!.h7 (2 1 . . .f6 ! ?) 2 2 .g4? !  hxg4 
2 3 .hxg4 l:!.ahS 24.l:f.xh7 .l:f.xh7�.  

his control of  the h-file, Ricardi­
Kortchnoi , Buenos Aires 2 00 1 .  
9 . . .  tLlxc3 
Capturing the pawn is not forced, and it 
is certainly out of place in the 
MacCutcheon! I am sure that 9 . . .  cS ! ?  
will always be the most creative reply, 
giving Black many interesting re­
sources : 1 0  . .id3 and now Black must 
take profit of his extra move : 
1 0 . . .  4:Jxc3 ! ?  ( 1  0 . . .  hS ! ?  would be in the 
spirit of the variation : 1 1 .'iff4 'fi'aS 
( l l . . . gS ! ?  is a famous resource in the 
MacCutcheon Variation; 1 2 .'iVf3 
4:Jxc3 oo) 1 2 .4:Jf3 ! ?  ( 1 2 .4:Je2 4:Jxc3 ! �) 
1 2  . . .  'fi'xc3 + 1 3 .�e2 4:Jc6 1 4.dxcS b6 
l S  . .l:lhd 1 °o  Veresov-Kluger, Minsk tt 
1 9 S 7) 1 1 .dxcS 'iVaS ! ?� ( 1 1 . . .4:Jc6 ! ?) 

Now it is clear that the position is dif­
ferent from those arising after 6 .�e3 , 

1 7 S 
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since White 's a-pawn should be on a3 
in order to play 1 2. 'ifb4. 
1 2 .tLlf3 ( 1 2 .£d2 'ifa4 ! )  1 2  . . .  tLle4+ 
1 3 .  wfl tLlxc5 . and from here on, both 
sides can try to show what they're worth. 
1 0.£d3 
1 0 .tLle2 ! ?  
1 O • • •  ttJcS 1 1 .ttJf3 ttJb4 1 2.�d2 ttJxd3+ 
1 2  . . .  tbbxa2 is very risky, since the black 
knights are not safe on enemy territory. 
1 3 .0 -0�.  
1 3.cxd3 ttJa4 1 4.0-0 iLd7 1 5J:tab1 bS 
1 S.ttJh4 'ife8?1 
1 6  . . .  c5 ! ?  
1 7  . .l:fe1 1? 
Svidler chooses to attack with his 
pieces. 1 7  .f4 g6°o.  
17  ... �g8 1 8Jle3 l:th71  
A truly spectacular move. 
1 9.1:.g3 Wh8 20JIe1 

White needs more material for his at­
tack. 
20 ... .l::i.c8 21 .l;tee3 c51 22 . .l::i.ef3 cxd4 

23.'iVxd4 ':'c2+ 

Black has a clear advantage in this posi­
tion. Both players are deploying their 
rooks to maximum effect. 
24Jlff4 l:txa2 25.h3 l;txd2? 
Now, however, Svidler's rooks will fmally 
manage to gain control of the board. 
25 . . .  �g8 26 .£b4 ttJcS + was better. 
2S.'ifxd2 g5! 
A typical MacCutcheon advance. 
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27.'ifb4 a5 
Of course, Black cannot take the knight : 
2 7  . . .  gxh4? 2 8 .'ifxh4 followed by 
'iYf6+ and mate. 
28.'iVd4 'ifc8 29.l;te3 'fic3 30:ti'g4 d4 
31 . .l::i.e4 ttJc5 32.l:txd4 a4? 
3 2  . .  .'ti'e 1 + ! ?  
33.ttJf3 'ilt'c1 + 34.�h2 h5? 
If 34 . . .  a3 3 5 .tbxg5 'iYxg5 (3 5 . . .  hxg5 
3 6 .'iff3 +-) 3 6 .'iVf3 'tWd8 3 7 .:dg4 
and White wins. 
35.'iYxg5 'ifxg5 3S.ttJxg5 .l::i.g7  37 . .l::i.dS 
.l::i.xg5 38.:'xg5 a3 39.d4 a2 40.dxc5 
81 'iY 41 .l;txd7 'ilt'c1 42.l:.xh5+ �g7 

43.l:th4 bxc5 44.g3 'i£i>fS 45J:;[f4 �eS 
4SJ:tfxf7 1 -0 
In my opinion, the 9 .�e3 manoeuvre is 
dubious in this situation. Black gains a 
tempo, a pawn and sufficient counter­
play. In any case, we should analyse 
more deeply the reply 9 . . .  c5 , simply be­
cause it is more in the MacCutcheon 
spirit! More analysis of similar posi­
tions after 6 .�e3 tbe4 7 .'iYg4 �f8 will 
be given in Game 1 0 . 

After 8 . . .  �f8 9 .�d3 ttJxd2 1 O .  �xd2 
Black has a peculiar alternative : 
l o  . . .  1V g 5 + ! ?  - endings are basic ! 

GAME 44 

o Jorge Iglesias 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Sant Feliu Open 200 1 (3)  

1 .e4 eS 2.d4 d5 3 .ttJc3 ttJfS 4.�g5 
�b4 5.e5 hS S . .id2 �xc3 7.bxc3 

ttJe4 S:ii'g4 �fS 9 . .id3 
The immediate attack against the knight 
on e4 allows the exchange of queens after: 
9 ... ttJxd2 1 0.'it>xd2 'ilt'g5+1? 
A possibility that has not been used 
very often. However, I think that the 
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ending offers interesting motifs. 1 0  . . .  cS 
is the usual move. 
1 1 .  'iVxg5 hxg5 

1 2.t2J h31? 
A) Slightly passive is 1 2 .tbe2 cS ! .  

"f' WEAPON: 13f4?  c4 winning a 
piece, Capablanca-Stearns, Cleve­

land simu1 1922. 
B) Against the critical move 1 2 .g4 ! ?  a 

good option seems to be 1 2  . .  .f6 !  1 3 .h4 
fxeS 1 4.dxeS tbc6 ( 1 4  . . .  tbd7 I S .tbf3 
gxh4 1 6 .Il.ae l h3 ! 1 7 .tbgS rJ;;e 7  
1 8 .l:.xh3 ];[xh3 1 9 .tbxh3 cS �) I S .tbf3 
gxh4 1 6  . .l:rae l h3 1 7 .:h2 iL.d7 1 8 .l:.eh l  
rrtJe7 1 9 .1:txh3 .l:.xh3 20  . .l:.xh3 l:.g8 
2 1 .  rrtJe3 tbaS (2 1 . . .�e8 ! ?=) 22 .:h7 
with an equal position, Gdanski-Dittmar, 
St Vincent Ech 2000 ,  for instance : 
2 2  . . .  tbc4+ 2 3 .hc4 dxc4=. 
1 2  ... g41 
1 2  . .  .f6? is a mistake here: l 3 .f4! g4 
1 4.tbf2 f5 I S .g3 ! cS 1 6 .h3 and White is 
better. 
1 3.tLlf4 
l 3 .tbgS l::rhS ! ?  
1 3  ... g51  
The 'Black Jet ' attack is a famous re­
source in the MacCutcheon Variation. 
The alternative is 1 3  . . .  cS and now: 

A) 1 4  . ..ie2 tbc6 I S .rrtJe3  tLlaS 
1 6  . ..ixg4 tbc4+ 1 7 .  rrtJe2 b6 1 8 . tbd3 

�a6� Jackova-Repkova, Turin Olym­
piad 2006 ;  

B) Less good is 1 4 .h3 g3 ! 

,;-- WEAPON: 15.fxg3 ? g5 1 6.tbe2 
c4, trapping the �d3. 

1 4.tLle2 c5� 

The game is quite balanced, but Black 
also has chances of gaining the full 
point. 
1 5.tLlg3 tLlcS 1 S.\t>e3 ..td7 

1 6  . . .  b6 ! ?  
1 7.l:Iab1 bS! 1 S.h3 gxh3 1 9  . .!:Ixh3 
.!:Ixh3 20.gxh3 �e71+ 21 .tLlh5 l:thS 
22 . ..te2 tLla51 23J:tg1 

2 3 .f4 tbc4+ 24 .rrtJf2 tbd2 ! is winning 
for Black. 
23 ... tLlc4+ 24 . ..txc4 lixh5 25 . ..tf1 fS I 
2S.exfS+ \t>xfS 27.1:1g3 
2 7 . :g4 :th4! ? 2 8 .:txh4 gxh4=F. 
27 ... .!:i.h4 2S . ..td3 l:[f41 29 . .I:[g4 J:[xg4 
30.hxg4 ..ta41 

1 7 7  
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White has problems in saving this posi­
tion. 
31 .'�d2 
Or also 3 1 .f4 c4 3 2..�.e2  (3 2 .�h7 ?  
�g7) 32  . . .  �xc2+ .  
3 1  ... e51 32.dxe5+ �xe5 33.'Ji(e3 d4+1 
Winning easily after: 
34.cxd4+ cxd4+ 35.'J;jJf3 ii.cS+ 
3S.cJ;jJg3 .te41 37.f3 �xd3 38.cxd3 b51 

Pawns are the soul of chess ! 
39.f4+0 gxf4+ 40.cJolf3 a5 41 .g5 b41 
42.gS �fS 0-1 
This can be an interesting line for those 
who like to play endgames. If White 
wants to avoid this ending,  he will have 
to play 9 .tLlf3 , which considerably nar­
rows his options in the opening. 

Summary 8 ••• �f8 
This king move allows Black to control 
the situation, equalising the game in 
many lines ,  but in order to win he 
needs superior endgame technique. 
White must attack without any let-up. 
The critical line is characterised by the 
white moves h2-h4 and :h3 . 

In the following games we will investi­
gate the most popular move : S . . .  g6 .  
First we will check the classical block­
ade . . .  cS-c4 in another game by Viktor 
Kortchnoi. 

GAME 4S 

D Vasily Panov 
• Viktor Kortchnoi 
Leningrad tt 1 95 3  

1 .e4 e S  2.d4 d5 3.tLlc3 tLlfS 4.ii.g5 
ii.b4 5.e5 hS S.�d2 �xc3 7.bxc3 
ttJe4 8.'iYg4 gSI? 
As we can see, the veteran grandmaster 
Kortchnoi used this move early on, but 
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later he replaced it by the king move 
S . . .  �f8 . 
Weaker is S . . .  g S ? !  9 .h4 !  tLlxd2 
1 0 .�xd2 :gS 1 1 .tLlf3 cS 1 2 .hxgS 
hxgS 1 3  . .l:[hS ± and Black does not have 
enough time to organise counterplay. 
9.�d3 tLlxd2 1 0. cJi>xd2 c5 1 1 .h41? 

White must do something. Another, 
more recent attempt is 1 1 .tLlf3 c4 
1 2  . ..ie2 tLlc6 1 3 .�f4 �e7 1 4.'iff6 
�xf6 1 S . exf6 Wd7 ( 1  S . . .  tLlbS ! ?  
1 6 . tLleS tLld7=)  1 6 .tLleS + tLlxeS 
1 7 .dxe5 �c6 l S .�e3 <it>cS = and soon 
a draw was agreed in Guseinov­
Rodshtein, Moscow 200S .  
1 1  ... ttJcS 
A standard move. For the alternative 
idea 1 1 . . .l!VaS I recommend a study of 
the next game, Leko-Morozevich. 
The direct 1 1 . . . c4 is an interesting op­
tion with the idea 1 2 .�e2 tLld7 ! ? ,  con­
trolling the f6-square and preparing 
. . .  £7 -f6 and/or . . .  fs (unusual according 
to Kortchnoi , who mentions 1 2  . . .  tLlc6 
as ' the well-known alternative' )  There 
could follow: 1 3  J:rh3 

f' Ii WEAPON: 13.h5? !  g5 14f4 is 
r b fSr � - d met y 14 . . . . 15. §g3 g4� an 

White's minor pieces cannot get into play. 
1 3  . . .  'iYe7 (counterattacking with the 
queen by 1 3  . . .  'ifb6 ! ?  could be an inter-



Chapt e r  6 - A L eg endary  P i n :  4 . .tg S �b4 

esting alternative; Black plans to  follow 
up with . . .  'iVb2)  1 4 .f4 �g8 ! 

Now . . .  fl -fS is coming. I s Jig3 (with 
I S  .�f3 White would make up his mind 
to take on f6 : I S  . . .  fS ! 1 6 .exf6 ttJxf6 
1 7 .  'iY g 3 Ad 7 =+= Sedlak -Delchev, 
Subotica 2003 )  I S  . . .  fS 1 6 .'iYh3 bS 
1 7 .hS gS 1 8 .fxgS hxgS 1 9 .h6 g4 
20 .'iYhS + 'iYfl 2 1 .'ifh4=F Yz- l/z Van der 
Weide-Tereick, Senden 2006 .  
1 2.ttJf3 c4!? 
Kortchnoi's favourite option, closing 
the position as usual. 1 2  . . .  'ifaS was still 
possible, see next game. 
1 3.�e2 

1 3  ... �d7 
Or, for instance, 1 3  . . .  'iYe7 ! ?  1 4  . .!::!.hb l 
b6 ( 1 4  . . .  'ifa3 ! ?) I S .a4 .td7 1 6 .'iVf4 
0-0-0 1 7 .'iff6 'iYxf6 1 8 .exf6 �c7 
1 9. ttJeS ttJxeS 20 .dxeS as 2 1 .  �e3 hS 
2 2.'J" d4 l:ta8 2 3 .f4 bS ! ?  24 .axbS �b6=F 

Castella-Moskalenko, Ampolla rapid 
2006 .  
1 4.'iVf4 
If 1 4.:ab l  b6 ( 1 4  . . .  b5 ! ?) I S .'iVf4 "fIe7 
1 6 .hS gS 1 7  .'iVe3 ? !  O-O-O=F Nakamura­
Laznicka, Oropesa del Mar jr 1 999 ;  
1 7  . . .  'iVa3 ! ?  
1 4  .. :iie7 

We have reached the critical position of 
this line. 
1 5:ii'f6 

A) I S .ttJh2 hS = ;  
B )  I S . g4 b5 1 6 .a3 a s  1 7 .'ife3 <ii;>f8 

1 8 .ttJe l �g7 1 9 .f4 b4� Su7 3 3 8-
CapNemo. playchess.com 2006 ;  

C )  I S . a3 0 - 0 - 0  1 6 .ttJh2 gS ! ?� 
1 7 .hxgS hxgS 1 8 .'iYf3 l:ldg8 1 9 .'iVf6 
'iYxf6 2 0 . exf6 eS ! t  2 1 .ttJf3 exd4 
2 2 .cxd4 g4 2 3 .ttJeS ttJxeS 24.dxeS .!:!.e8 
(24 .. Jhh l 2 s Jhh l l:igS =F) 2 S  . .!:!.xh8 
l:[xh8 26 .�e3 ':'hS 2 7 .�d4 .ie6 2 8 .c3 
l:[h2 2 9 . 1:[g l  �c7 = Golubev­
Moskalenko, Alushta 1 994. 
1 5  ... 0-0-0 
The main characteristic of 8 . . .  g6 is that 
it retains the option of castling 
queenside. I s  . . .  'iVxf6 1 6 .exf6 0-0-0 
gave equal chances. 
1 6.h5 g5 1 7.'ifxe7 ttJxe7 1 8.ttJh2 ttJg8! 

An important manoeuvre. 
1 9.ttJg4 .l::[f8!� 
Preparing . . .fl-fs . 
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20.liJf6 
20 . f4 fS !  2 1 .exf6 gxf4=. 
20 . . .  tDxf6 21 .exf6 e51 22.dxe5? 
2 2 .l:!.ae 1 was a little better: 22 . . .  l:.e8 
2 3 .�d 1 e4+ .  
2 2  ... .!:!.e8 2 3  . .!:!.af1 l:[hg81?+ 
Black now has the better ending and the 
great endgame specialist Viktor 
Kortchnoi hauls in the point. 
24.g4 l:[xe5 25.f4 l:[e4 
2 S  . . .  gxf4 26 .':'xf4 \t>c7+ was even 
better. 
26.�f3 l:[xf4 27.�xd5 �xg4 28J:txf4 

gxf4 29 . ..ixf7 IU8 30..l:l.g1 l:I.xf7 
31 .i:txg4 l:[xf6 

32.i:tg6 .!:i.c6 33.<it>e2 wd7 34.i:tg7+ 
�e6 35Jlxb7 .l:la6 36.<it>f3 .l:[xa2 
37.Wxf4 1::[a5 38.�e4 .!:[xh5 39.l:[xa7 
.!::!.h4+ 40.We3 h5 41 . .!:!.a6+ �f5 
42.�a5+ �g4 43Jlc5 1:[h3+ 44.�d4 
1:[f3 45.cJtxc4 .!:tf4+ 46.<it>d3 h4 47J:tc8 
h3 48.l:th8 <it>g3 0-1 
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Good technique is an important quality 
in the MacCutcheon Variation. 
This blockade line with . . .  cS -c4 is very 
safe;  its evaluation has not changed for a 
century. 

In the follOwing line Black aims for a 
semi-open centre either without the 
possibility of castling, or preparing 
queenside castling. 

GAME 46 

o Peter Leko 
• Alexander Morozevich 
Morelia/Linares 2 00 7  (2) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.tDc3 liJf6 4.�g5 
.ib4 5.e5 h6 6 . ..id2 �xc3 7.bxc3 
liJe4 8.�g4 g6 

Both players had some experience with 
the main alternative 8 . . .  \t>f8 . 
9 . ..id3 
A famous classic battle went: 9 .ttJf3 cS 
1 0 .dxcS (instead of the traditional flank 
attack, White gets ready to open up the 
centre) 1 0 . . .  tDd7 1 1..�. d3 tDxd2 
1 2 .\t>xd2 ttJxcS 1 3 Jihe 1 .id7 1 4  . .l:[e3 
'lYc7 1 S J:rb 1 O-O-O ! ?  (1 S . . .  .l:.c8 ! ?  trying 
to attack down the c-file) 1 6 . 'fWb4 .l:[hf8 
1 7 .c4 (similar to the present game) 
1 7  . . .  tDa6 (this was a good moment to 
undertake action in the centre with 
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1 7  . . .  f6 ! ? t) 1 8 .'ifc3 dxc4 1 9 .'ifxc4 
'ifxc4 20 .�xc4 �c6+ and Marshall's 
army had the better of it in Lasker-Mar­
shall , World Championship, 4th match 
game, United States 1 90 7 .  
9 . . .  ttJxd2 1 O.\¥;>xd2 cSI 
Black would not be able to breathe 
without this resource. 

1 1 .h4 
We have already seen this move in the 
previous games , but this advance may 
not be as effective now as in the event 
of 8 . . .  �f8 . 
If 1 1 .dxcS ttJd7� .  The main alternative 
is l l .ttJf3 'YWc7 ! ?  ( l 1 . . .'ifaS ! ?  is similar 
to the main game) with a very interest­
ing idea : 1 2 .h4 cxd4 1 3 .cxd4 4Jc6 
1 4 .'iff4 fS ! .  

With this blockade White cannot make 
progress on the kingside : 1 S .'ifg3 4Je7 
1 6 .l:rhc 1 �d7 1 7 .We2 �c6 1 8 .4Jg 1 
0-0-0 1 9 .ttJh3 'ifd7 2 0 .a4 �b8 2 l .aS 

�bS 2 2 .4Jf4 Uc8 23 Jbb 1 �xd3 + 
24.cxd3 4Jc6 2 S .We3 l:.hg8t  Black is 
better in many respects : he has possibil­
ities such as . . .  gS or . . .  4JxaS - ,  Aseev­
Dolmatov, Odessa ch-URS 1 98 9 .  
1 1  .. :iVaSI? 

Black opts for a semi-open game. As 
usual , Morozevich aims for as compli­
cated a fight as possible. Other options , 
apart from closing the centre, are : 

A) 1 1 . . .4Jc6 ! ?  

I'll*"- WEAPON: 12.hS? !  gS 13.f4?  
cxd4 14.cxd4 'YWaS+! ?  with the 

point IS.We3 f5! 16.exf6 eS! and Black is 
winning. 

A I )  The manoeuvre 1 2 .llh3 ? !  is not 
very effective because of 1 2  . . .  cxd4 
( 1 2  . . .  'iVaS 1 3 .hg6 4Jxd4 is unclear, but 
1 2  . . .  �d7 ! ?  is interesting) 1 3  .cxd4 'ifb6 ! ?  

.-'.6 _ WEAPON: 14. 4Je2 ?  "fIIb4+ tt' 1 5. �dl ttJxeS=F Felgaer-
Montoro, Villa Ballester 1996. 
1 4 . ttJf3 �d 7 1 S . Uhh 1 =+= Spas sky -
L.Grigorian, Moscow tt 1 9 6 7 .  

A2) Or, for instance, 1 2 .ttJf3 cxd4 
1 3 .cxd4 'iVaS + 1 4.�e2 b6 I S .'iVf4 
�a6 1 6 .Uhc 1 'iVa3 1 7 .'iVe3 .l:lc8 with 
counterplay, Feygin-Gharamian, Bel­
gium tt 2 0 0 7 / 0 8 ;  

A3) 1 2 .'iVf4 ! ?  (controlling f6 and h6) 
1 2  . . .  cxd4 ! ?  (with the strategic idea 
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. . .  �a6 ,  to exchange the bishops) 1 3 .cxd4 
'iVaS + 1 4.c3 ( 1 4 .�e2 b6) 1 4  . . .  b6 
( 1 4  . . .  bS l S .'iff6 .!:.g8 1 6 .ttJf3 b4 
1 7 .Uhc 1 �6OO) l S .'iYf6 ( l S .hS gxhS) 
l S  . . .  .!:i.g8 1 6 .t2Je2 �a6 1 7 .ha6 �xa6 
1 8 .hS .l::!.c8� and Black has a strong posi­
tion, 1/2_ 1/2 Rodriguez Cespedes­
Moskalenko, Catalunya tt 2008 .  
B)  1 1 . . .�d7 i s  also playable :  1 2 .hS gS 

1 3 . f4 t2Jc6 1 4 .fxgS 'ifaS l S .dxcS d4 
1 6 .t2Jf3 0-0-000 Leko-Radjabov, Linares 
2 0 0 3 .  
1 2.tLlf3 
If 1 2 .hS ? !  gS 1 3 .f4? cxd4 1 4.t2Jf3 
dxc3 + l S . �e2 'ifa4 ! +  Seirawan­
Makarichev, Reykjavik 1 990 .  
1 2  ... ttJd7N 

It would be interesting to know how 
Morozevich came to choose this move. 
1 2  . . .  t2Jc6 ! ?  would be more natural : 
1 3 .'iif4 cxd4 (or 1 3  . . .  b6 ! ?  with the 
same idea : . . .  �a6 followed by the ex­
change of bishops) 1 4.t2Jxd4 t2Jxd4 
l S .'iVxd4 �d7 1 6  . .!:.hb 1 'iVc7=  Nyysti­
Glek, Helsinki 2002 .  
1 3.l::!.hb1 
A logical reaction, preventing Black 
from taking the initiative on the 
queenside. The tempting 1 3 .hg6 ! ?  
could have been met by the cool­
headed 1 3  . . .  ttJb6 ! ?  ( 1 3  . . .  fxg 6 ?  
1 4 .'iVxe6+  �d8 l S .'ifxdS t) when 
Black gains time for his development, 
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whereas the small material disadvantage 
is of a temporary nature ; 1 4.�d3 t2Ja4 
l S .'ifg7OO with complicated play. 
1 3  ... cxd4 1 4.'ifxd4 
From a structural point of view the ope­
ning has been quite a success for Black. 
1 4  ... a6 1 5.l::tb4 'fIc7 
To improve the queen's position before 
playing . . .  b6 and . . .  �b7 .  
1 6.c4 
White must open up the game. 
1 6  ... a5 1 7.l::tb3 dxc4 1 8.'iVxc4 ttJc5 
1 9.1::!.c3 b6 20. �f4 .tb 7 

Black has almost completed his devel­
opment. But now he needs to bring his 
king into safety. 
21 .ttJd4 'if d8 22.f3 g511 
This resource was an idea of 
MacCutcheon himself 
23.\i'e3 gxh4 24.ttJb5 �f8 25.ttJd6 
.td5 26J�b1 'ii'g5 27 . .tf1 'fIxe3+ 

28J:txe3 l::tb8 29.�c4 l::!.g8 
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Black's plan has been crowned with 
success. White does not have any 
chance of an advantage. 
30.l::!.e2 �xc4 31 .tLJxc4 h3 
3 1  . . .  tLJa4 ! ?=F .  
32.gxh3 .!:!.g3 33.c;;i(e3 tLJa4 34.Wf4 
1:[g5 35.1:[b3 rJ;;e7 3S.h4 1:[f5+ 37.�g3 
l::rg8+ 38.�f2 1:[f4 39.ti::lxbS 1:[xh4 
40.tLJxa4 .!:!.xa4 41 .'!:!'b7+ 112-1/2 
As we have seen in many examples ,  a 
semi-open game is also acceptable for 
Black. 

In the next game, we will analyse 
White 's try to keep his dark-squared 
bishop on the board. 

GAME 47 

D Ruben Felgaer 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Barcelona 2005  (2) 

1 .e4 eS 2.d4 d5 3.tLJc3 ti::lfS 4.�g5 
�b4 5.e5 hS S . ..td2 

6 .�e3 is another popular move, which 
we will look at in Game 49 . 
S ... �xc3 7.bxc3 tLJe4 8:ifg4 gS 9.�e3 
Finkel on ChessBase : ' I  don't think 
White can fight for an opening advan­
tage by wasting another tempo to keep 
the bishop on the board.' 
Just as in the event of 8 . . .  Wf8 , let us 
look at White 's alternative 9 .'iff4. 

This move has the aim of recapturing 
on d2 with the queen in order to castle 
kingside. 9 . . .  cS ! 1 0 .i.d3 and now: 

A) 1 0  . . .  tLJxd2 1 1 .'iVxd2 tLJc6 1 2 .tLJf3 
c4 ! ?  ( 1 2  . . .  'ifaS is an equivalent alterna-
tive) 1 3 .�e2 ..td7 1 4. 0-0 (completing 
the main idea of the 'iYf4 plan. The 
truth is that White has nothing in this 
situation) 1 4  . .  .'ife7  ( 1 4  . . .  fS ! ?) .  

analysis diagram 

The position is balanced and it is hard 
to make progress right away : 1 S .a4 
a-a-a ! ?  1 6 .aS gS 1 7 .a6 ? !  b6=F The a6 
pawn will be another weakness in the 
ending, Korneev-Moskalenko, Roquetas 
Mar 2006 .  

B) Also, 'fif4 can always be met by 
1 0  . . .  gS ! ? , an interesting alternative to the 
'Black Jet' plan, gaining space. Now, for 
instance: 1 1 .'iie3 tLJxd2 1 2 .'iixd2 tLJc6 
1 3 .�bS ( 1 3 .h4 g4) 1 3  .. :iYas 1 4.a4 i.d7 
l s .hc6 hc6 with equal chances , 
Demchenko-Skorchenko, Sochi 2005 .  
Summary of  the idea 'iVg4-f4xd2 :  After 
castling kingside, White cannot pro­
ceed with his attack on that flank, so at 
many points Black can improve his 
game (and also his king 's position) , 
whereas White cannot do the same. 
9 ... c51 

If Black accepts the pawn with 
9 . . .  tLJxc3 , White will gain good com­
pensation after 1 0 .�d3 ( 1 0 .tLJe2 ! ?� 
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has never been tried yet) 1 0  . . .  ttJc6 
1 1 .ttJf3 �d7 ( 1 1 . . .  ttJb4! ?) 1 2 .�h3 
( 1 2 .�d2 ! ?) 1 2  . . .  "Ve7 1 3 .�gS 'fia3 
1 4.0 -0  ttJe4°o Sutovsky-Nakamura, Tu­
rin Olympiad 2006 .  
1 0.�d3 

1 0  ... h51? 
The attack against White 's queen be­
gins. 1 0  . . .... aS ? !  is a weaker option on 
account of 1 1 .ttJe2 ttJxc3 1 2 .�d2 cxd4 
1 3 .ttJxd4 with the initiative. However, 
1 0  . . .  ttJxc3 ! ?  is interesting,  and if 
l 1 .dxcS �aS 1 2 .�d2 'ifa4! , Black is 
OK. As in the line 8 . . .  �f8 9 .�e3 , 
White lacks his pawn on a3 in order to 
continue with �b4! (see Game 43 ) .  
1 1 .�f4N 

If 1 1 .'fid 1 ttJxc3 1 2 .'iYd2 cxd4 ! 
1 3  .hM ttJe4 1 4.�xe4 dxe4 with equal 
chances. Or, for instance, 1 1 .�f3 ttJxc3 ! 
1 2 .dxcS ttJc6� and Black is doing fine. 
1 1  ... g51  

1 84 

A typical attack in MacCutcheon style ! 
1 2.'iff3 ttJxc3 1 3.'ir'g3? 
If 1 3 .ttJe2 ttJc6 ! � .  The best alternative 
was 1 3 .dxcS when Black has a pleasant 
choice : 1 3  . . .  ttJc6 ! ?  with excellent 
counterplay, see 1 4.'iYf6 'iYxf6 l S .exf6 
eS ! ,  or including the advance 1 3  . . .  d4 ! ?  
with an unclear position, or else 
1 3  . . .  ttJd7 ! ?  1 4 .�d4 'iYaS � .  
1 3  ... c41 1 4.ttJe2 
More tenacious was 1 4.�d2 ttJbS ! 
1 S .�e2 ttJxM, but Black is clearly 
better anyway. If 1 4 .�xgS 'ifb6 ! +  
1 S .ttJe2 'ilb2 ,  winning material . 
1 4  ... h41 

Combining pawn thrusts , Black com­
mands the board. 1 4  . . .  ttJa4 1 S . .txgS�.  
1 5.'ifg4 
In the event of 1 5 . 'iYxgS 'ii'xgS 
1 6 .�xgS ttJbS 1 7 .�f6 cxd3 1 8 .�xh8 
dxe2 the resulting position is dismal for 
White. 
1 5  ... ttJa4 1 6.0-0 
Or 1 6 .hgS 'ug8 1 7 .f4 cxd3 1 8 .cxd3 
'iVaS + ,  winning. 
1 6  ... cxd3 1 7.cxd3 f51? 1 8.exf6 'ifxf6 
1 9.�xg5 'iff51? 

The simplest option. 
20.'iYxf5 exf5 21 .ttJf4 tZlc6 22'ttJxd5 
<it>f7+ 

White does not have enough compen­
sation for his piece. 
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23.ttJc7 �d7 
B . .  Jib8 ! ?  
24.ttJxaS l:i:xaS 2S.dS ttJe7 2S.dS ttJgS 
27 . .!lfe1 ttJcS 2S.i:[ac1 ttJeSI 
28 . . .  ttJxd3 ? 2 9 Jlc7 ttJxe l 3 0 Jhd7 + 
'it>e6 3 1 ..!!!.g7  ttJe5 3 2 .d7�.  
29.�d2 �cSI 30.�aS ttJgf4 
� 3 0  . .  J:tg8+ .  
3 1  Jie3?T 
3 1 ..!!!.xc6 ! ?  bxc6 3 2 .d7 h3 !+ .  
3 1  ... ttJxg2 32.J:reS .l:[gS 33.'it>f1 ttJgf4 

34.rtxfS+ �gS 3S.l:i:xcS bxcS 3S.l:teS 
wfS 37.�c3 �f7 3S.d7 �e7 39.t!.aS 
�xd7 40.l:txa7+ 'it>dS 4U :ra4 .!lfS 
42.d4 'it>dS 43.'it>e1 'it>e4 0-1 

Conclusion: Among other disadvantages, 
9 .�e3 ? !  wastes an important tempo. 

Summary of 8 . . .  g6 
This may be a more adventurous option 
due to the possibility of queenside cas­
tling. In some variations (such as �e3 
or . . .  'iVa5) the play becomes quite 
forced. White moves such as 9 .�e3 are 
more effective against 8 . . .  �f8 , but in 
this line they can become a waste of 
time. In my opinion White should look 
for continuations where he can exploit 
the weakness of the f6-square. 

Now for some general conclusions about 
the MacCutcheon with 6 .�d2 , 8 .'iVg4. 

- Both 8 . . .  c;,t>f8 and 8 . . .  g6 are perfectly 
playable for Black, although in the line 
with 8 . . .  Wf8 we can find more ideas for 
both sides. 
- When the centre is closed, the game 
becomes quite strategic. Both sides have 
limited attacking resources and they 
have to engage in lengthy preparatory 
manoeuvres. 
- White's position is very solid, but ifhe 
wants to win he should look for risky 
continuations which allow Black some 
counterplay. 
- This line of the French Defence can be 
suitable for Black when he is playing 
against a strong player and a draw is a 
satisfactory result. Some examples of 
players using the MacCutcheon are 
Kortchnoi and Morozevich. 

In the follOWing games we investigate 
several other MacCutcheon lines. 

GAME 48 

o Konstantin Landa 
• Alexander Morozevich 
Samara 1 998  ( 1 )  

1 .e4 e S  2.d4 d S  3.ttJc3 ttJfS 4.�gS 
�b4 S.eS hS S.exfS 

An old method. Or else 6 .�h4 g5 
7 .�g3 ( 7 . exf6 ? !  gxh4+) 7 . . .  ttJe4 
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8 .ttJe2 and now: 
A) 8 . . .  fS ! ?  (aiming for counterplay 

on the kingside) 9 .exf6 'iYxf6 1 0 .a3 
ttJxg3 ! ?  l 1 .hxg3 ( l 1 .ttJxg3 ? !  O-O ! t  
Galkin-Belozerov, Tomsk 2 0 04) 
1 1  . . .  �f8 ( 1 1 . . .  �e7 !  ?=F) with good 
prospects for Black thanks to the pres­
ence of the dark-squared bishop. 
1 2 .ttJb l ?  �d7 1 3 .ttJd2 ttJc6 1 4 .c3 
0 - 0 - 0  I S . f4 �d6 1 6 . fxg S hxgS 
1 7 Jlxh8 Ihh8 1 8 . g4 eS 0 - 1 
Deutsch-Volkov, playchess.com 2006 ;  
B )  8 . . .  ttJd7 ! ?  can be  a good alterna­

tive : 9 .a3 ttJxg3 1 0 .hxg3 �e7 1 1 .b4 as 
1 2 .bS cS 1 3 .f4 a4 1 4.'iVd2 'iYaS 
I S .Wf2 ttJb6=i= Karj akin-Volkov, 
Panormo Ech blitz 2 0 0 2 ;  
C )  The typical advance 8 . . .  cS ? !  does 

not work here : 9 .a3 it.xc3 + 1 0 .ttJxc3 
'ifaS 1 1 .'ifd3 ttJc6 1 2 . dxcS �d7 
1 3  . O-O-O± Landa-Ara Minasian, Linares 
1 999 .  
6 ... hxg5 7.fxg7 l:rgS S.h4 

8 .'iVhS ? !  'iVf6 . 
S ... ttJc61? 
A new approach in a well-known posi­
tion. The text move simply promises 
Black a chance to start a tough struggle 
at this early stage of the game. However, 
the classical move 8 . . .  gxh4! ?  

A) 9 .'ifg4 �e7 Alekhine's complicated 
move. (9 . . .  'iff6 is sufficient for Black: 
1 0 .l:!.xh4 l:!.xg7 1 1 .l:ih8+ We7 1 2 .'iYf3 
ttJd7�) 1 O .ttJf3 �f6 I I .ttJxh4?! .l:i.xg7 
1 2 .'iYf4 �gS 1 3 .'iVeS .l:.h7=F Prochaska­
Rogulj , Oberwart 2000 ;  
B)  9 .ttJf3 ttJc6 1 0  . .l:.xh4 'iYf6 1 1 .'ifd2 

it.d7 1 2 .0-0-0 0-0-0 1 3 .Wb l 'iVxg7=F  
Hodgson-Garbarino, Benidorm 1 99 1 ;  

C) 9 .'iYhS ! ?  'iVf6 (9 . .  J:!.xg7 1 0 .ttJf3 
ttJd7 1 1  Jhh4 ttJf6 �  Tartakower­
Vidmar, Vienna 1 907 )  1 0 .'iYxh4 'iYxg 7 !  
l 1 .ttJf3 ( 1 1 .0 -0-0 it.e7 ! ?) 1 1 . . .ttJc6 
1 2 .0-0-0 it.d7 1 3 .ttJbS .taS 14 . .td3 
( 1 4 .c4 ttJe7 ! ?) 1 4  . . .  a6 I S .ttJc3 .tb4 
1 6 J!de l .te7 1 7 .'iYf4 0-0-0 and Black 
won this comfortable position, Kan­
Verlinsky, Odessa ch -URS 1 92 9 .  
9.h51? 
This looks like a natural and aggressive 
move. In case of 9 .ttJf3 gxh4 1 0 .l:.xh4 
�f6 1 1 .�d3 .i..d7 1 2 . 0-0-0 0-0-0 a 
complicated position arises where 
Black's chances should be preferable. 
9 ... .l:.xg7 

1 0.h6 
A) 1 0 .�d3 ! ?  (probably the best try 

for White) 1 0 . . .  �f6 l 1 .h6 l:.g8 1 2 .h7 
( 1 2 . 0 - 0 - 0  ':'h8 1 3 .h 7 )  1 2  . . .  l:.h8 
1 3 .0-0-0 �d7 1 4.ttJbS 0-0-0 I S .'iYg3 
�aS I 6 .ttJf3 'iYg7 ;  

also offers Black very good B )  1 O . �bS  �f6 I I .ttJf3 .td7 
counterchances : 1 2 .'iVd3 .td6 ! (taking eS under con-
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trol) 1 3 .h6 ? !  (after this move Black is 
probably better; 1 3  .�xc6 �xc6 
1 4.tL'lbS g4! ?  with chances for both 
sides) 1 3  . . .  l:f.g6 ! 1 4 .h7 0-0-0 and Black 
won the pawn on h7 and also the game, 
Finegold-Kraai , Seattle ch-USA 2 0 0 3 ;  
C )  1 0 .'ifd2 'iVf6 1 1 . 0-0-0 �d7 1 2 .g4 

0-0-0 1 3 .�g2 tL'laS :J: Abadia Pascual­
Torres ColI , Cala Mendia 200 1 .  
1 0  .. Jlh7 

1 1 .�d3 

1 1 .'ifd3 fS 1 2 .0-0-0 'iVf6 1 3 .g4 �xc3 
( 1 3  . .  Jhh6 ! ?  1 4..!:hh6 'ifxh6 I S .gxfS 
�d7�)  1 4 .bxc3 ? !  lhh6 I s Jhh6 
'iVxh6 1 6 .gxfS g4+ favours Black, 
l 'Ami-Barsov, Wijk aan Zee 1 999 .  
1 1  ... l:thS 1 2.'iVh5 'fifS 
1 2  . . .  tL'lxd4! also looks fine for Black. 
1 3.liJf3 
1 3 .tL'le2  tL'lxd4 1 4 . 0 - 0 -0  tL'lxe2 + 
I S .tL'lxe2 �d7 and Black is better, Oms 
Fuentes-Rodriguez Fontecha, Oropesa 
del Mar jr 2 00 l .  
1 3  ... tL'lxd4 1 4.tbxg5 
If 1 4.tL'lxd4 'iYxd4 I S .'iVxgS �d7 ! ?  
1 6 . 0-0-0 �e7 !� .  
1 4  ... tbf5 1 5.h7 
A risky advance. Better was I S  .�xfS ! ?  
iYxfS 1 6 .l:!.h4oo. 
1 5  ... �xc3+ 
I S  . . .  d4 ! ?  1 6 . 0-0-000.  
1 S.bxc3 �xc3+ 1 7.'itJe2 'ii'e5+ 
1 S.\tld2 'ii'f4+ 1 9.We2 liJdSI? 

True to his combative character, 
Morozevich decides to play on . 
1 9  . . .  'if eS + only repeats moves. 
20Jlae1 �d7 21 .�f1 0-0-0 22.'iYhS 
Trying to prevent eS . 2 2 .l:!.h3 ! ?  
2 2  ... .ib5 2 3  . .ixb5 liJxb5 24Jlh4 'iff5 
25.�g7 tbdS 2S.g3 
2 6 .l:!.eS ? 'ifxc2 27 .tL'lxf7 tL'lfS=F .  
2S ... l:tdeS 27.c3? 
2 7 J:re3 ! ?  'iVxc2 2 8  . .l:if3 �.  
2 7  . .  :ii'd3+ 2S.'.t>g1 �d2 

2 8  . . .  tL'lfS ! .  
29.11e5 'iVxc3 30.l:tf4 �c2 31 .Wg2 b5 
32.a3 a5 33J:tfS? b4 34.axb4 axb4 
35.l:[exeS fxeS 3SJ:beS .uxh7 
37.�xeS+ tbxeS 3S.�e5 tbdS 0-1 

The old MacCutcheon lines are consid­
ered by modern opening theory to lead 
to very comfortable positions for Black. 
The follOwing game, with the fashion­
able 6 .�e3 , merely supports this theo­
retical evaluation. 
In this fmal game we will check White 's 
(modern) attempt to keep his dark­
square bishop. We will use the knowl­
edge acquired in Games 43 and 47 of 
the main lines with 6 .�d2 to suggest 
the best options for Black. 
The sharp 6 .�e3 is Rudolf Spielmann's 
move against the MacCutcheon. White 
wants to keep his bishop on the board 
and is ready to sacrifice the pawn on c3 
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The great attacker Rudolf Spielmann was 
one of the first grandmasters to introduce 
the sharp move 6 .�e3 in the MacCutcheon. 

in order to obtain good piece play and a 
dangerous initiative. The main differ­
ence with 6 .�d2 is the presence on the 
board of 3 + 3 minor pieces (on the black 
and the white side) , a detail that allows 
more tactical possibilities. However, this 
does not mean that Black must defend. 

GAME 49 

o Dmitry Yakovenko 
• Nikita Vitiugov 
Moscow ch-RUS 2007  ( 1 0) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.tLlc3 ttJf6 4.�g5 
�b4 5.e5 h6 6 . ..te31? 
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6 ... ttJe4 7.'ii'g4 
After 7 .ttJe2 cS ! 8 . dxcS (if 8 .a3 cxd4 ! 
9 .�xd4 �aS 1 0 .b4 ttJxc3 ! ?  1 1 .ttJxc3 
�b6�)  8 . . .  ttJc6 ( 8  . .  .'ifaS ! ?) 9 . a3  
�xc3 + 1 0 . ttJxc3 ttJxc3 1 1 . bxc3 
ttJxeS � Black is OK. 
Black basically has three ways of an­
swering the text move. 
7 ... g61  

I recommend this defence. The game 
will soon acquire a more dynamic char­
acter and the possibility of castling 
queenside is an important resource. 

A) 7 . . .  cS ? is very risky: 8 .'iVxg7 l:tf8 
(8  . . .  �e7 ! ?) 9 .�xh6 cxd4 (9 . . .  ttJd7 
1 0 . a3  �aS )  1 0 . a3 ! ±  Magem­
Moskalenko, Catalunya tt 2 0 0 5 ;  

B )  7 . . .  g S ? ! ,  from Reggio-Albin, 
Monte Carlo 1 90 2 ,  one of the first 
games with the move 6 .�e3 , is the op­
tion recommended by many authors ,  
but i t  is  also dubious : 

B l )  8 .ttJe2 ! hS ( 8  . . .  cS 9 . 0 -0-0 ! ?) 
9 .'iVf3 fS (9 . . .  cS 1 0 . 0-0-0) 1 0 .h4 ! '  By 
fixing Black's structure, White achieves 
a clear advantage. 

1 0  . . .  g4 (if 1 0  . . .f4 1 1..�. c 1  g4 1 2 .'iVxf4 
l::rf8 1 3 .'iVh6±) 1 1 .'iVf4± Black has no 
serious counterplay, Aroshidze­
Moskalenko, Banyoles 2 0 0 7 ;  
B 2 )  8 .h4 is also interesting, with the 

attractive idea of sacrificing the queen. 
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l' Ie WEAPON: B . . .  cS 9.hxgS? ttJxc3. 

8 . . .  hS 9 .hxgS ! ?  hxg4 1 0 Jhh8+  .if8 
1 1 .ttJxe4 dxe4 1 2 .ttJe2 . If Black gets to 
complete his queenside development, 
he can win, but things are not so easy in 
practice : 1 2  . . .  cS (or, for instance, 
1 2  . . .  �d7 ?? 1 3  . 0-0-0 c6 1 4.ttJg3 'ife7 
l S .ttJxe4 �c7 1 6 .11h7 ! ttJd7 1 7 .g6+­
Ganguly-Nakamura , ICC 2 0 0 6) 
1 3 . 0-0-0 'ifaS ( 1 3  . . .  tiJd7 1 4 .g6 fxg6 
l S .ttJf400) 1 4 .ttJc3 cxd4 l S .bd4 ttJc6 
1 6. ttJxe4 ttJxd 4 Y2 - Y2 Shirov -Volkov, 
Rethymnon tt 2 003 ; 

B3) 8 . a3 ! ?  bc3 + 9 .bxc3 cS 1 0 .�d3 
hS 1 1 . 'if d l !  ttJxc3 1 2 . 'if d2 ttJe4 
1 3  . .ixe4 dxe4 1 4.ttJe2± is similar to the 
main game, but the gS pawn is weak. 

C) Defending with the king by 
7 . . .  �f8 ! ?  is a solid option. A particular 
possibility is the advance . . .  f7 -fS : 8 . a3 ! ?  
(the most common move; 8 .ttJe2 cS !+t ;  
9 .f3 ? !  ttJxc3 1 O .  bxc3 cxd4 1 1 .�xd4 
�aS + ,  B.Savchenko-Volkov, Sochi tt 
2 0 0 8) 8 . . .  .ixc3 + 9 .bxc3 

The key position in this line. 
Personally, I do not like accepting the 
pawn, but this has recently become 
popular: 

C 1 )  9 . . .  ttJxc3 1 0 .itd3 ( 1 O .ttJe2 ! ?  has 
never been tried) 1 0  . . .  ttJc6 (Black can re­
turn to the main line with 9/ 1 0  . . .  cS) 

1 1 .h4 (if 1 1 .ttJh3 fS ! ?  1 2 .'ifg3 gS 1 3 .f4 
g4+t Areschenko-Volkov, Gibraltar 2006 ;  
1 1 .ttJf3 ttJa4 ! ?  1 2 .0-0 ttJb2 1 3 .�e2 ttJc4 
1 4.h4 ttJe7 l S .hS b6 1 6 .'iff4 �a6= 
Nestorovic-Kiselev, playchess.com 2007) 
1 l . . .ttJe7 ! ?  ( l 1 . . .fS ! ?  1 2 .'iff3 ttJe7 1 3 .g4 
cS+t Bezgodov-Kortchnoi, Cheliabinsk 
2007)  1 2 .f3 ttJa4 1 3  . .!:rb 1 ttJb6 1 4.ttJe2 
ttJc4 l S .�c 1 ttJfS 1 6 .'iVf4 hS 1 7 .ttJg3t 
I.Popov-Andreikin, St Petersburg ch-RUS 
jr 2007 .  
C2)  9 . . .  cS ! i s  the most active move, 

and an appropriate choice in this type 
of position. 1 0 .�d3 and now: 

C2 1 )  1 0  . . .  ttJxc3 has recently been ex­
periencing a crisis : 1 1 .dxcS ttJc6 1 2 .ttJf3 
fs 1 3 .'fi'hS ! ?  (before this well-known 
game, White would automatically take 
on f6 : 1 3 .exf6 'ifxf6 1 4.ttJh4 ( 1 4.'iihS 
eS l S  . .ig6 �g8oo) 1 4  . . .  eS l S .ttJg6+ 
cJ;>g8 1 6 .'iff3 l:th7 ! 1 7 .ttJf8 llh8=) 
1 3  . . .  d4 ( 1 3  . . .  �d7 1 4.g4 �e8 l S .'ti'h3 
d4 1 6 .�f4 fxg4 1 7 .'iVxg4 gS 1 8  . .l:.g 1 t  
Fressinet-Iibiszewski, France tt 200S)  
1 4.�d2 'ifdS ? ( 1 4  . . .  ttJe4! ?oo was the 
best chance) l S .�xc3 dxc3 1 6  . .l:.d l !  
'iYxcs 1 7 . 0-0t (now all the white pieces 
take up comfortable positions) 1 7  . . .  �g8 
( 1 7 . . .  ttJxeS 1 8 .ttJxeS 'ifxeS 1 9  .l:lfe 1 -) 
1 8  . ..txfS ! (a strong tactical blow) 
1 8  . . .  exfS 1 9 .1:!.d6 ! �e6 ( 1 9  . . .  bS  
20 .'iVe8+ �h7 2 1 .'iVg6+ �g8 2 2 .11fd 1 
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�b7 2 3  . .l:!.d7+-) 20J;;[xe6 winning, 
Goloschapov-Volkov, Istanbul Ech 2003 ; 

B2 )  1 0  . . .  hS ! ?  (Black begins the 
MacCutcheon counterattack) l 1 .�f4 
(alternative queen moves are : 1 1 .'iVf3 
ttJxc3 ! 1 2 . dxcS ttJc6 1 3 ."'f4 d4 
1 4 .�d2 ttJdS ! ?  l S .'ife4 h4 1 6 .h3 fS ! �  
or l 1 .�h3 ttJxc3 1 2 .dxcS d4 1 3 .�d2 
�dS ! ?  1 4 . f4 ttJc6 1 S .�xc3 dxc3 
1 6 .ttJe2 'iYxcs 1 7  .�e4 �d7 with 
chances for both sides. Fressinet -Vaisser, 
France tt 2 00 1 )  1 1 . . .'fi'aS ( l l . . . gS ! ?  
would be more in MacCutcheon style : 
1 2 .'iYf3 ttJxc3 1 3 .dxcS (after 1 3 .'fi'g3 
the game would be similar to Game 47 ,  
but with a pawn on a3 )  1 3  . . .  d4 1 4.�d2 
ttJd7 ! ?  and there are neither games nor 
theory on this line) 1 2 .ttJe2 ttJxc3 
1 3 . 0 -0  ttJxe2+ 1 4.�xe2 ttJc6 l S .c4 
cxd4 1 6 .�xd4 ttJxd4 1 7 .'iVxd4 �d7 
1 8 .cxdS exdS 1 9 .�f3 �c6 and Black 
maintains the balance, Y2- Y2 Kasparov­
Kortchnoi, Kopavogur 2000 .  
8.a3 
After 8 .ttJe2 we have only few games : 
8 . . .  cS ! (8  . . .  ttJxc3 ? !  9 .ttJxc3 cS 1 0 .dxcS 
�aS 1 1 .�d2;t) 9 . 0 -0 -0 ! ?  ( 9 .dxcS 
ttJc6 ! ?) 9 . . .  ttJxc3 1 0 . ttJxc3 �xc3 
( 1 0  . . .  ttJc6 ! ?) l 1 .bxc3 'iVaS 1 Vit>b2 
ttJc6� with scope for creative play. 
8 ... 1txc3+ 9.bxc3 

9 ... c5 
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Black declines any gifts and fights for 
the initiative, in the true spirit of the 
MacCutcheon. Also popular is the cap­
ture of the pawn: 9 . . .  ttJxc3 ! ?  1 0 .�d3 
ttJc6 (or 1 0  . . .  b6 l 1 .h4 �a6 1 2 .hS gS 
1 3 .f4 gxf4 1 4.'iVg7 �d7 l S .'iYxf7 + 
Vie7 1 6 .'tWxe 7 +  �xe 7 1 7 .�xf4;t 
Naiditsch-Stellwagen, Wijk aan Zee II 
2 006) 1 1 .h4 (an automatic move; 
l 1 .ttJf3 b6 ! ?  1 2 .�d2 ttJe4oo) 1 1 . . .ttJe7 
1 2 .hS gS and now: 
A) 1 3 .�d2 ? !  ttJe4 !  1 4.�xe4 dxe4 

1 S .'iVxe4 (Cuijpers-Buchenau, Sitges 
2007 )  and now l S  . . .  �d7 !� ;  
B) Recently White has also played 

1 3 .ttJe2 ! ?  ttJxe2 1 4. 'tWxe 2 (LPopov­
Nepomniachtchi , Sochi tt 2 008) and 
here instead of the game move 
1 4  . . .  cS ? ! ,  1 4  . . .  ttJfS ! ?  was better; 
C) 1 3 .f3 ? ! cS ! 1 4.dxcS ttJc6 . 

Another interesting position. 1 S .f4 
( 1 S .�d2 ? !  fS ! 1 6 .'f6g3 ttJa4 1 7 .f4 g4+ 
LPopov-N epomniachtchi , Krasnoyarsk 
2007 )  1 S . . .  d4 (a solid central concept. 
Worthy of attention is : 

ptE ii WEAPON: lS . . .f5!? 16 .exf6 eS 
1 7.�g6+ rJ;;f8 18 .'tWf3OO 

Zawadzki-Vysochin, Polanica Zdroj 2001 . 
Or l S  . . .  ViaS ! ?  1 6 .�f1 d4 1 7 .�f2 
gxf4oo) 1 6 .�d2 'iYdS 1 7 .ttJf3 �d7 
1 8 . 0 - 0  gxf4 1 9 .'tWh4 ( 1 9 . 'iVxf4 ! ?) 
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19  . . .  �xcS 2 0 .'tWf6 (or 2 0 .�xf4 ttJdS 
2 1 .ttJd2 Vi'e7 2 2 .'iYxe 7 + ?  r:J;;xe 7 
2 3  . .ig3 lIagS 24.�h4+ r:J;;fS+ Roma­
nov-A .Rychagov, Moscow 2 0 0 7 ) 
2 0  . .  .l::t gS ! 2 I  . .ixf4 ttJdS 2 2 .�xh6 
O-o-ot  (Black has more active possibili­
ties) 2 3 .�gS .1:.hS 24 .'tWg7 l:tdgS 
2 S .'tWxfl Vl- Vl Amonatov-Nepomni­
achtchi , Moscow 200S .  After 2 S  . . .  ttJe3 ! 
Black is probably winning here . . .  
1 0.�d3 h5!? 

The right method in the MacCutcheon 
is the 'Black Jet' counterattack with 
. . .  hS and . . .  gS ! Only three games have 
been played with this concept. 
1 0 . . .  'iY as ?! 1 1 .  ttJe 2 !  is better for White. 
1 1 .'iVf4 

Or I l .'tWh3 ttJxc3 1 2 .dxcS d4 1 3 .�d2 
ttJd7 ! ?� ;  and if 1 1 .'tWd I ttJxc3 1 2 .'iiid2 
ttJe4 ( 1 2  . . .  cxd4 ! ?  1 3 .�xd4 ttJe4 is sim­
ilar) 1 3  . .ixe4 dxe4. 
1 1  ... g51  
1 1 . . .ttJxc3 ? 1 2 .dxcS 'tWaS 1 3 .'iVb4±. 

A highly interesting position has arisen. 
1 2.'iVf3 tLlxc3 1 3.dxc5 

If 1 3  . ttJe 2 ttJc6 ! .  
1 3  ... d4 
1 3  . . .  ttJc6 ! ?  1 4.'iYg3 VWaS I S .�fl oo ;  
1 3  . . .  ttJd7 ! ?  1 4 .�g3 ( I 4  . .id4 'iVaS 
I S .'iti'fl ttJbS )  1 4  . . J�gS I S .h4 g4 
1 6 .ttJf3 oo with a complicated position. 
Vogler-Hess , Germany Bundesliga B 
1 994/ 9 S .  

1 4  . .id2 tLlcS 
1 4  . . .  g4 ! ?  
1 5.�fS 'ifxfS 1 S.exfS 

A critical moment after the opening . 
1 S  ... g4?1 
After this inaccurate move White is 
slightly better. 1 6  . . .  ttJa4 ! , attacking the 
cS -pawn, was a better idea, for exam­
ple : 1 7  .�xgS ttJxcS ( 1 7  . . .  eS ! ?) I S .ttJf3 
ttJxd3 + 1 9 .cxd3 b6 ! ?  2 0  . .!:!c 1 �b7 
2 1 .  �d2 l:tdS 2 2  J:k2 l::[dS 2 3  . .1:.hc 1 
�d7 24  . .if4 .!:!cS= Areschenko­
Smerdon, Port Erin 2 0 0 7 .  
1 7.�xc3 dxc3 1 8.ttJe2 ttJe5 1 9  . ..ie4 
llb8 20.h3 wd8 21 .ttJxc3 �d7 22.a4 
J:i.c8 23 . .ixb7 J:i.xc5 24.ttJe4 lIxc2 
25.hxg4 9i;c7 2SJ:bh5 .!:!.xh5 27.gxh5 
9i;xb7 28.hS �cS 29.ttJdS+ 9i;c7 30.h 7 
ttJd3+ 31 .9i;d 1 J:[xf2 32.:a3 ilxg2 
33.l:[xd3 l:[h2 34.ttJxf7 �xa4+ 35.We1 
l:1xh7 3S.ttJg5 .l:[h1 + 37.9i;f2 .ie8 
38.ttJxeS+ 9i;cS 39.11d8 llhS 
40.ttJd4+ 9i;c5 41 .':xe8 Wxd4 42J:teS 
9i;d5 43 . .I:I.aS 9i;e5 44.l::i.xa7 .!::txfS+ 

1/2-112 

Possibly the modern line 6 .�e3 is the 
future of the MacCutcheon Variation. 
The possibilities are very rich and there 
are many resources for both sides. 
The option 9/ 1 O . . .  cS is always more ac-
tive than 9/ 1 0 . . .  ttJxc3 , but the latter 
leads to more complicated play. 

1 9 1  



Chapter 7 - Russian Roulette 

Classical System: l .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3 .4Jc3 4Jf6 4.eS 4Jfd7 S .4Jf3 cS 6 .dxcS 
4Jc6 7 . .tf4 hcs 8 . .td3 f6 9 .exf6 4Jxf6 1 0:iVe2 !?  0 - 0  1 1 .0 -0 -0 !  

In this chapter we will investigate a sharp idea for White in the Classical Variation, 
which usually arises on the board by transposition from the Two Knights Variation : 
2 .4Jf3 dS 3 .4Jc3 4Jf6 4.eS 4Jfd7 S .d4 cS , etc. The fIrst player surrenders his pawn 
centre in order to develop quickly and smoothly. 

Sergey Volkov (born 1 9 74) is one of the 
present-day champions of the dassical 
French. 
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Introduction: Zakharov's idea 
Not long ago a young Russian player, Al­
exander Zakharov, devised an interesting 
idea in this complex variation. This new 
idea, in my opinion, will soon be very 
popular, and can be useful for players 
who are looking for a real fIght. 

In the old days, great masters such as 
Steinitz , Nimzowitsch, Tarrasch and 
later Keres and others , discovered a 
powerful but now practically forgotten 
way of fighting with white against the 
French Defence : by sacrifIcing or, in our 
case, simply exchanging his central 
pawns. 

What concepts lie behind this idea? 
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1 )  By vacating the d4- and e5-squares, White secures control over them, gaining 
the possibility of establishing his minor pieces or queen on those squares. 

2)  The two half-open files allow White to quickly activate his rooks. 
3) Black has many weaknesses in his pawn structure. 
4) The above-mentioned factors , in addition to his space advantage, allow White 

to start an attack quickly on any side of the board, especially in the centre and 
on the kingside. 

5) The play becomes much more dynamic than in other variations of the French 
with a closed or semi-open centre. 

6) Also, the line which we analyse in this part is sharper, due to the fact that the 
kings castle on opposite sides ( 'Russian Roulette' ) . 

7 )  The middlegame starts very early, and lengthy theoretical variations are 
avoided! 

Directions and Plans 
After 1 1 . 0-0-0 Black has several plans to choose from: 

A) 1 1  . . .  .id7 
Nowadays this natural move is the most popular response for Black, preparing the 
development of his heavy pieces. 

From the stem game of this variation, Game 5 0  (Zakharov-Potkin, also a model 
game) , we can understand Zakharov's main idea. 
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This i s  a very aggressive plan, but also a risky one, beginning with 1 2 .tLJeS ! ?  and 
preparing the sharp g-pawn thrust g2-g4-gS . Black, for his part, can choose from 
several interesting defences. 

We will find other possibilities for White in the line with 1 1  . . .  �d7 in Game 5 1 : 
N epomniachtchi -Volkov. 

Here we will analyse more solid plans : 
* I Viitib I ! ? ,  a normal move in this kind of position; 
* 1 2. .l:[he 1 with pressure against the centre, and 
* 1 2 .h4 ! ? ,  another possible attack on the kingside. 

B) 1 1 . •. 'iVa5 and 1 1 . .. tLJh5? 
The move 1 1 . . .'iYaS ! ?  is a direct counter-action on the queenside. 1 1 . . .tLJhS ? looks 
dubious , since it allows the brutal blow 1 2 .�xh7 + ! .  

Both moves are analysed in Game 5 2 :  Kosteniuk-Giddins. 

C) 1 1  . . . a6 
The analysis of the other popular response 1 1 . .  .a6 demonstrates a typical plan for 
Black in the French Defence, preparing a set-up with �d6/�c7 and fighting for 
control of the e5-square. After 1 2 .tLJeS �d6 1 3 .�g3 'fi'c7 ! the knight can no lon­
ger stay on eS . 
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(Game 5 3 :  Rodriguez Guerrero-Cuenca Jimenez) 
Other possibilities for both sides after 1 1  . . .  a6 ( 1 2  . g4) can be found in the notes 

to Game 54 :  Esplana-Schneider. 

D) Novelties: 1 1 . .. ttJb4, 1 1 . .. ild6, 1 1 . . :iVe7 
Game 5 5 :  Slovineanu-Warner, concludes our study of the Zakharov Variation 
1 1 . 0-0-0 .  It provides an update with several novelties for Black on move 1 1 . Re­
cently, we have seen 1 1 . . .ttJb4 ! ? ,  a fresh manoeuvre, with the idea of exchanging 
ttJxd3 . The move 1 1 . .  . ..td6 looks slightly hasty, while 1 1 . . .'ijfe7 prepares central 
action. 

Strategy and Tactics! 
After 1 1 . 0-0-0 the positions that arise are very flexible, so during the opening both 
players can change their strategic plans, play waiting moves or enter very specific 
tactical lines. 
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Russian Roulette - Games 
The main ideas of a new system are 
usually investigated and developed by 
young players. 

GAME S O  

D Alexander Zakharov 
• Vladimir Potkin 
Moscow jr 1 99 7  

1 .e4 e 6  2.tt:lf3 
Also possible is 2 .tbc3 , for Closed Sicil­
ian adepts. 
2 ... d5 
Black can still transpose into a Sicilian 
with 2 . . .  cS . 
3.tbc3 tDf6 
The advance 3 . . .  d4 is another option 
with which Black can aim for an Indian 
structure, for example :  4 .tbe2 cS S .c3 
dxc3 (S . . .  tDc6 6 . cxd4 cxd4 7 .'tWa4! ? 
�cS 8 .b4 ! )  6 .bxc3 tbf6 7 .tbg3 �e7 
( 7  . . .  tbc6 8 .�bS ! ?) 8 . d4 tbc6 9 .�d3 
cxd4 1 0 .cxd4 'tWaS + ( 1 0  . . .  0-0 1 1 . 0 -0 ! ?  
b. 1 1 . . .tbxd4? !  1 2 .eS ! t) 1 1 .�d2 'tWa3 
1 2 .'tWe2 tbb4 1 3 .�bS+ tbd7 1 4 . 0-0 a6 
l S .�c4 tbb6 1 6 .l:I.ab 1  �d7 1 7 .tDeS ! 
l:!.c8 1 8 .tbhS -+ Ljubojevic-Garcia Mar­
tinez, Palma de Mallorca 1 9 7 1 .  

4.e5 tDfd7 
If 4 . . .  tbe4 S .tbe2 ! ?  
5.d4 c5 6.dxc5 tt:lc6 7.�f4 �xc5 
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The most popular continuation. Black 
develops his bishop and prepares 
. . .  f7 -f6 .  The main alternative is 
7 . . .  tbxcs 8 .'iYd2 ! ?  (8 .h4; 8 .a3) 8 . . .  a6 
9 . 0-0-0 bS 1 0 .'ile3 �b7 

1 1 .h4 'tWaS 1 2.<� b 1 h6 1 3  . .l:h3 0-0-0 
( 1 3  . .  Jk8 ! ?OO) 1 4.tbe2 tbe4 l S .tbfd4 
�cS ? 1 6 .f3± G.Guseinov-Noori, Teh­
ran 2 0 0 5 .  
8.�d3 f61? 
Theoretically the best recipe. 

fit 6 WEAPON: 8 . . .  0-0? would be a Jatal 
mistake because of 9.hh7+! �xh7 

1O.tbg5+ '>i;>g6 (10 .. St;g8 11.'iYhS) 11.'iYd3+j5 

analysis diagram 

12 .tbxe6! (12 .exf6+ �xf6 13 .0-0-0 �a5oo) 
12 . . .  tbdxe5 13 .'tWg3+ (13 . tbxf8+! ? t) 
1 3  . . .  tbg4D 14 . tbxd8 Jl.xJ2+ 15 .'tWxJ2 
tDxJ2 1 6 .tbxc6 tbxhl 1 7.tDe5+ �h5 
1 8 .�3! �e8 19.�d4 and soon rJitf1-g1, 
winning the knight on hl .  
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9.exf6 ttJxf6 

Nowadays in the French Defence it is 
usual to steer towards positions with a 
closed or semi-open centre, giving the 
game a strategic character. This line, 
however, requires very dynamic play in 
view of the open centre. 
1 0.'iVe21? 
In most of the games White continued 
automatically with 1 0 . 0 -0 ,  but here 
Zakharov initiates a new line that has 
come to be used recently by players 
who are looking for a direct attack. 
1 0  ... 0-0 1 1 .0-0-01 
The key : queenside castling is a com­
mon idea in the Sicilian, but it is com­
pletely new in this variation of the 
French, although the plans in the posi­
tions that now arise are quite similar. 
This is the critical position of the varia­
tion, and Black must quickly take some 
serious decisions. 
1 1  . • .  �d7 
This looks like the logical response. 
However, Black has also other options, 
which will be studied in Games 5 2-S S .  
1 2.ttJe51? 
This move is perhaps slightly prema­
ture, but still it is very energetic. The 
idea is to follow up with g2-g4-gS . 
Other important possibilities are 
1 2 .Wb l ,  1 2  . .l:.he l , and 1 2 .h4. We will 
analyse them in Game S 1 .  

1 2  .. .ttJxe5 
Black simplifies and prepares a counter­
attack on the queenside. There are other 
interesting tries here for both sides : 

A) 1 2  . . .  'ife7 1 3 . l:I.he l ! ?  �ae8 
( 1 3  . . .  ttJxeS ? !  1 4 .�xeS �c6 I S . g4? 
( I S .f4 ! t) I S  . . .  ttJd7 ! 1 6 .�g3 l:I.ae8 and 
Black is OK, Romero Holmes-Zlotnik, 
Salamanca 200S )  1 4.g4 ! ? 

1 4  . . .  .id6 I S  .h3 ( 1  5 . g5 ! ?) 1 5  . . .  ttJe4 
1 6 .�xe4 .!:.xf4 1 7 .ttJxd7 dxe4 1 8 .li'd2 
'ifxd7 1 9 .'iYxd6 'iYxd6 20 .l:ixd6 .!::!.xf2 
2 1 .  ttJxe4 with a slight edge for White, 
G.Guseinov-Farakhov, St Petersburg 
2000 ; ) 
B) 1 2  . . .  l:I.c8 ! ?  1 3 .ttJxc6 ( 1 3  . .!:f.he l ! ?) 

1 3  . .  Jhc6 1 4 . g4 ?  ( 1 4 .Wb l OO) 
1 4  . . .  ttJhS ! I S .gxhS l::[xf4 with a great 
advantage for Black, Bachin-Chuprikov, 
Sochi tt 2005 ; 

C) 1 2  . . .  ttJd4 1 3 .'iVd2 lic8 ? 1 4 .�e3 ! 
iL.e8 1 5 .�xd4 �xd4 1 6 .�7 + !  ttJxh7 
1 7 . �xd4± Rendle-Curien , Davos 
200S ; 

D) 1 2  . . .  .id6 1 3 . ttJg6  (maybe 
1 3 . Wb l ! ?) 1 3  . . .  �xf4+ 1 4 . ttJxf4 
'iYaS � I S .a3 a6 1 6 .h4 bS 1 7 .g4 b4! 
1 8 .axb4 �xb4 1 9 .ttJhS ttJxhS 20 . gxh5 
l:I.ab8-+ Sengupta-Rodshtein , Erevan 
Wch-jr 2006 .  
1 3.he5 b51? 

1 9 7 
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1 3  . . .  'ifb6 has also been played : 
1 4 .l:lhfl a6 I S .g4 i.bS ? !  1 6 .tLlxbS 
axbS 1 7 .gS ! t  tLld7 1 8 .'iVhS +- and 
White won quickly after l 8  . .  JUS 
1 9 .i.xfS exfS 20  JIxdS tLlxeS 2 1..l hes 
l::txa2 2 V;t>b l  "iYa6 B .'ife8 + �f8 
24.'ife6+ 'iVxe6 2 s Jhe6 �aS 2 6 .�eS 
g6  2 7 .J:.d l 1 -0 G.Guseinov-Roj as , 
Calvia Olympiad 2 004. 
1 4.g41? 
Who will get there first? !  An instructive 
attacking game ensues, with castling on 
opposite sides of the board. A possibil­
ity that should be studied is 1 4 . tLlxbS ! ?  

1 4  ... b4 
The time for direct contact has arrived. 
1 5.g51? 
l S .tLlbS i.xbS l 6 .i.xbS tLle4�. 
1 5  ... bxc3 1 6.gxf6 g6?1 
1 6  . . .  cxb2 + !  was obligatory, for exam-
ple : 1 7 .�b l ! ?  .!:!.xf6 ! with a very com­
plicated position. 
1 7.'ifg41? 
Continuing the attack without hesita­
tion. If 1 7  .jLxc3 d4� , but 1 7  .h4 ! ?  was 
another interesting possibility, for in­
stance : l 7  . . .  cxb2+ ( 1 7 . . .  d4 ! ?) 1 8 .'iiib l  
l:.xf6 1 9 .f4 !  and White threatens h4-hS 
with a dangerous initiative. 
1 7  ... I!xf6 
l 7  . . .  cxb2+ .  
1 S  . .bc3 d 4  1 9.�xd41 e 5  2 0  . .ic4+ 
�g7 21 . .txc51 .ixg4 22.�xdS l:!.xdS 
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23 . .ie7 �f4?1 
23 . . .  .:.d4! was a better resource, for ex­
ample H . .txf6+ 'iiixf6 2 S .b3 :f4 with 
counterchances. 
24 . .txdS l:txc4;! 

White has every chance of winning this 
ending. 
25 . .tg5 i.f5 26.c3 a6 27.l:re1 ':'g4 

2S.h4 h6 29 . .tdS �g2 30.�b6 � 
31 .c4 �e6 32 . .id4 �d6 33 . ..be5+ 
�c5 34 . .ig3 �xc4 35.�d2 �d4 36.b3 
.ie4 37.l:!.c1 g5 3S.hxg5 hxg5 
39.'iiie2+- g4 40.�f1 .tf3 41 Jic7 'itd3 

42.b4 �d2 43.a4 �d1 44J:[d7+ 1 -0 
This was an important battle, where a 
new aggressive weapon against the 
Classical French was born. White plays 
in 'Russian roulette' style. The key 
moves of Zakharov's plan are 1 1 . 0-0-0 ,  
1 2 .tLleS , l 4 .g4 and I S .gS . 

In the next game a strong Russian ex­
pert on the French, grandmaster Sergey 
Volkov, is beaten by another young pio­
neer of the Zakharov Variation. 

GAME S I  

D Ian Nepomniachtchi 
• Sergey Volkov 
Tomsk 2006  ( 1 )  

1 .e4 e 6  VZJf3 d 5  3.tLlc3 ttJf6 4.e5 
ttJfd7 5.d4 c5 6.dxc5 tLlc6 7.i.f4 �xc5 
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8.�d3 f6  9.exf6 tbxf6 1 0. 'iV e2 0-0 
1 1 .0-0-0 i..d7 1 2.r;tJb1 
A prophylactic move which is very 
common in the Sicilian Defence. Other 
important options (besides 1 2 .tbeS 
from Game S O) are : 

A) 1 2 .l:r.he l ! ?  (a solid move; White is 
well prepared for central action) 1 2  . . .  a6 
(with the idea of playing . . .  b7-bS at his 
leisure. 1 2  . . .  i..b4 ! ?  is an interesting 
move : l 3 .tbeS ? ( l 3 .�d2 ! ?) l 3  . . .  d4? !  
( l 3  . . .  �xc3 ! 1 4.bxc3 tbe4� i s  prefera­
ble) 1 4.tbe4 i..xe l I S .l:r.xe l °o  Nepom­
niachtchi-Zorko, Herceg Novi jr 2005 )  
l 3 .tbeS ! tbxeS 1 4 .�xeS bS . 

Here White pursued a path similar to 
Zakharov's main plan : I S .g4 ( I S .'iff3 ! ?  
b4 1 6 .tbe2 ifb6 1 7 .tbf4 .l::rfl 1 8  . .l::re2 
tbe4??  1 9  Jhe4! �d6 20 .l:r.e2 i..xe5 
2 1  JheS 1 - 0 Zakharov-Alavkin , 
Novgorod 1 99 7  (S) )  and now: 

A I )  The intermediate 1 S . . .  �e8 ! ?  is a 
defensive idea, for example : 1 6 .f4 b4 
1 7 .tbb l ( 1 7 . gS ? �h5 ! )  1 7  . . .  tbd7 . 

ft s WEAPON: Now 18.�d6? looks 
W'" 

strong, but Black has good re­
sources for holding the position (18.tbd21 ?  is 
a better move, with a whole game ahead): 
1 8  . . .  l:r.f61 19 .9S i..xd6 20.gxf6 �xf4+ 

2 1 .tbd2 'ifxf6 22.'fi;b1 (22 .'ifxe6+ ? 'ifxe6 

23.l:r.xe6 tbcS-+) 22 . . .  tbcS+ Zakharov­
Dolmatov, Novgorod 1997 (1). 

A2) 1 5  . . .  b4! (this should perhaps be 
considered the main line) 1 6 .gS bxc3 
1 7 .gxf6 cxb2+ 1 8 .\t>b l  l:r.xf6 ! 1 9 .1:[g 1 
�e8 ( 1 9  . . .  g 6 ! ?  was interesting) 
2 0 .�g4 �f8 2 1 .'ifh4 .l::rg6  2 2 .ifh3 
�b6 2 3  . 1:1g2  l::rc8 24 . l:r.dg 1 �f7 
2 S  . .l:txg6 hxg6 2 6 .l:!.xg6 'iYxf2 . 

analysis diagram 

From this sharp position the game 
ended with an amusing perpetual 
check : 2 7 .ifh8 + ! ?  \t>xh8 2 8 .l:!.h6+ 
�g8 29 .�h7+ \t>h8 3 0 .i..g6+ cJolg8 
V2- V2 I .  Smirnov-Erd6s, Denizli 2 0 0 3 .  
B) 1 2 .h4 ! ?  

analysis diagram 

Strategically I like this advance, as it 
does not weaken the white position and 
it prepares action on the kingside. In 
two games Black now tried out differ­
ent queen moves : 

1 99 
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B l )  1 2  . . .  Wb6 1 3 .ttJa4 'iVb4 1 4.ttJxcS 
'iVxf4+ 1 S .'�b l 'iVd6 1 6 .ttJxd7 'iVxd7 
1 7  J:rhe 1 l::[aeB I B . ttJeS ;t Van de Oude­
weetering-Holzke, Amsterdam 2006 ;  

B2 )  1 2  . .  .'ifaS 1 3 .�b l a6 1 4.ttJeS 
ttJxeS 1 S .�xeS bS 1 6 . g4 !  �eB 
1 7 .�xf6 lhf6 I B .ttJe4! dxe4 1 9 .'i!fxe4 
:tdB 2 0 .'iVxh7+ WfB 2 1 .'iVhB + wfl 
2 2 .  'iVhS + 1 -0 Fernandez Romero­
Linan Baena, Leon 2006 ;  

B3)  A third possibility i s  1 2  . . .  a 6  
1 3 .hS bS 1 4 .ttJeS ( 1 4.h6 ! ?) 1 4  . . .  ttJxeS 
1 S .£t.xeS b4 1 6 .ttJb 1 'iVb6 1 7  .h6 !--+ .  

analysis diagram 

White 's threats look much more serious 
than Black's : 1 7  . . .  g6 I B .bg6 !  hxg6 
1 9 .h7+ WhB 20 .'iff3 �e7 2 1 .g4!  d4 
2 2 .gS 'iVc6 2 3 .'iVd3 'iVdS 24.'iVxd4 
'iVxd4 2 S J:l:xd4 �c6 2 6  . .l:!.hh4 with a 
decisive advantage for White, Sambuev­
Pottin, St Petersburg 2 00 1 .  
Back to the game. 

200  

1 2  ... l::[cSI? 
Other typical examples are : 

A) 1 2  . . .  'ife7 1 3 .ttJeS  l:t.aeB 
( 1 3  . . .  ttJxeS 1 4 .�xeS bS  I s . f4 a6 
1 6 .'�·f3 b4 1 7 :ttJe2 �bS I B .ttJd4 
ttJd7 � Grabarczyk-Bobula, Opole 
ch-POL 200 7 ,  1 9 .hg7 ! ?) 1 4.g4 ttJxeS 
l S .heS £t.c6 1 6 .gS 
� WEAPON: 

1 7 .�xh7+!. 
1 6  . . .tLJd7? 

1 6  . . .  ttJe4 1 7 .f4 ! ?  ttJxc3 + I B .bxc3 .l:lfS 
1 9 .£t.xfS exfS 20  .l:.he 1 ± Rodrigues­
Foisor, Grenoble 2006 .  

B )  1 2  . . .  a 6  1 3 .ttJeS ( 1 3 .�eS ? !  bS  
1 4.h4 ttJxeS 1 S .'iVxeS h6 1 6 .'iVg3 'ifbB 
1 7 .'iVxbB l:.axb B +  Bellon Lopez­
Gleizerov, Stockholm 2 0 0 6 / 0 7 )  
1 3  . . .  ttJxeS 1 4 .�xeS b S  I S .g4 'ifeB 
1 6J:tdg l ! ?  �c6 1 7 .gS ttJe4 ( 1 7 . . .  ttJd7 
I B  . .itxh7 + ! ?) I B .ttJxe4 dxe4 1 9 .�xe4 
l:hf2 2 0 .'iVd3 �xe4 2 1 .'iVxe4 l:.dB 
2 2 .g6 !±  

With the initiative for White. The game 
concluded : 2 2  . . .  h6 2 3  . .itxg 7 !  l:t.fS 
24.£t.xh6 �xg l 2 S ..lhg l l:t.hS 2 6  . .itf4 
eS 2 7 .'iff3 ! .l:lfS 2 B .'iVh3 ! 'iVd7 29 . g 7 !  
and White won, Maximov-Drozdovsky, 
Kiev jr 1 999 .  
1 3.ttJe5 
Of course, this is not the only possible 
move. 1 3  .tr.he 1 ! ?  is an interesting option. 
1 3  . . .  i.eS 
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1 3  . . .  a6 1 4. tbxc6 l::!.xc6 1 5 .�eS .ie8 
1 6 .f3 tbd7 1 7  .�g3 �e7 ( 1 7 . . .  'iVf6 ! ?  
1 8 .�f2 .Lf2 1 9 .�xf2 tbcs 20 .�a 1 ? !  
bS ! with advantage to Black, Zubarev­
Chuprikov, Alushta 2 0 0 1 )  1 8 .'iYd2 
.igS ( 1 8  . . .  i.b4! ?) 1 9 .'iYe 1 .if6�.  

With good counterplay for Black, even 
though in the end White won after a 
great fight : 2 0  . .if2 .ifl (20 . . .  .ixc3 ! ?) 
2 1 .tbe2 tbcs 2 LtxcS ltxcs 2 3 .tbc 1 
'iYb6 24 .tbb3 �fc8 ? !  2 S .g4 g6 2 6 .f4 as 
2 7 .a4 �e8 2 8 .fS exfS 29 . gxfS .ixa4 
3 0 .'iVe2 lte8 (3 0 . . .  .ixb3 ! ?) 3 1 .�g2 
.ixb3 3 2 .cxb3 'iVxb3 3 3 .fxg6 h6 3 4.g7  
J::[c7 3 S .l:[he 1 ltd8 3 6 .�d2 l::txg7 ?  
( 3 6 . . .  �xb2 ! -+)  3 7 .'iYh3 i.gS ? 
3 8 . J::[de2 'iVb4? ?  ( 3 8 . . .  'iVa4D) 
39 . .!:Ie8 + .l:!.xe8 40Jhe8 +  �fl 4 1 . ... e6 
mate, Lastin -Volkov, Tomsk tt 2 00 1 .  
1 4.ttJxc6 llxc6 1 S.ttJa4 iLe7 1 6.iLbS 
ttJe4 1 7.f3 J::[xf4 1 8.fxe4 

In this game we can observe a very 
sharp fight right to the end. At the key 
moments , pressure forced Volkov to 
stray from the correct path. 
1 8  ... .l:ld6 
1 8  . . .  �g6 ! ?  1 9 .1Lxc6 l:1xe4� with a 
good position for Black. 
1 9.�xe8 'fWxe8 20.tLlc3 d4 21 .g3 l::tf8 
22.eSD �d8 23.tLle4 'ifc6 24 . .!:l.he1 
lIdS 2S.tLlf2 .l:!:aS 26.tLld3 'iWa4 

27.tLlc1 D 1:[fS 28.'ife4 .l:!:dS 29.ttJb3 
Uf2 30.'iVg4It 

30 . . .  'iWd 7 31 .h4 d3 32.c4 'ifc6 33.'iVe4 
lId7 34.'iVxc6 bxc6 3SJ:i:e3 gS1 
36.hxgS d2 37.\itlc2 i.xgS 38.':e4 
Wf7 39.ttJcS �d8 40 . .l:!:g4 iie7 41.liJ d3 
l:[fS 42 . .l:!:xd2± 

Now White obtains good winning 
chances. 
42 ... hS 43.l:f.f4 ':'g8 44.l:1h2 �xf4 

4S.tLlxf4 h4 46.gxh4 :g4 47.':'f2 
iixh4 48 . .l:lf3 \itle7 49.\itlc3 iLe1 + 
SO.Wb3 iLaS S1 .tLld3 .l:!:h4 S2.':g3 \itlf7 
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53.ltJb4 c5 54.tLld3 �b6 55.a3 &i.e4 
56J:tf3+ �g7 57.'it>c3 �a5+ 58.b4 
cxb4+ 59.axb4 j,c7 60.c5 .l:r.g4 
61 . .l:r.f2 i.b8 62.c6 l:.h4 63.'it>b3 .l:.e4 
64 . .l:.a2 .l:.d4 65.ltJc5 �f7 66.c7 1 -0 
Summary of 1 2 .'it>b I / 1 2 .l:.he I / 1 2 .h4 : 
With these alternative moves White 
looks for different plans. But many lines 
simply lead to very similar positions. 

In 1 999 ,  young analysts incorporated 
the system into their repertoire. 

Former Women·s European Champion 
Alexandra Kosteniuk incorporated the 
Zakharov system into her repertoire at an 
early age. 

GAME S 2  

o Alexandra Kosteniuk 
• Stephen Giddins 
Port Erin 1 999  (6) 

Here we have an interesting fight be­
tween youth and experience. Giddins 
tries an alternative on the 1 1  th move. 
1 .e4 e6 2.tLlf3 d5 3.tLlc3 ltJf6 4.e5 
tLlfd7 5.d4 c5 6.dxc5 tLlc6 7.j,f4 j,xc5 
8.�d3 f6 9.exf6 ltJxf6 1 0.�e2 0-0 

In order to start hostilities on the 
queenside. 

rY a 

b
WEAPOr; I

h
l . . .  ltJh�? 

l
iS dUbi

ifi
o�s 

ecause oJ t e typlca sacTl ce 
12 .�xh7+! 'it>xh7 13.ltJgS+ rJitg6 14.ltJxe6! 
with a decisive advantage for White: 
1 4  . . .  i.xe6 (14 . . .  ltJxf4 lS."fig4++-) 
I S ."fi xe6+ �h7 

16.11xdS ( 1 6 ."fih3 ! ?  g6?  1 7 .lhdS 'ire8 
1 8 .g4 Vi'e6 1 9 .!ixhS + gxhS 20 .'iVxhS + 
Wg7 2 1 .�xcS+- Pablo Marin-Narciso 
Dublan, Barbera del Valles 2 0 0 S )  
1 6  . . .  ltJxf4 1 7 .�e4+ �h8 1 8 .l:r.xd8 
l:taxd8 1 9 .93 .ld.de8 20 .'irc4 ltJe6 2 1 .f4 
�b6 22 .ltJe4 ltJcd4 B .c3 ltJfS 24.Wb l 
ltJe3 2 S .�bS ltJxf4 2 6 .ltJd6 l::l.e6  
2 7 .�d7 l:r.ef6 28 . gxf4 .i:[xf4 29 .a3 l:!.g4 
3 0 .l::te l  l::tf3 3 1 .ltJf7+ 1 -0 Kosteniuk­
Stellwagen, Wijk aan Zee 2000 .  

1 1 .0-0-0 �a5 1? 1 2.�b1 ltJb41? 
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This seems to be a logical move. In the 
event of 1 2  . . .  �d7 the game reverts to 
usual Zakharov lines : 1 3 .ttJeS ! ?  ttJxeS 
H.i.xeS bS I S .g4! ? b4 

analysis diagram 

1 6 .gS ! bxc3 1 7 .gxf6 �ab8 1 8 .b3 ! 
( 1 8 .i.xb 8 ? ?  1:hb8 -+)  1 8  . .  J lxf6 
( 1 8 . . .  g 6  1 9  . .l:hg l +- ;  1 8  . . .  gxf6 
1 9 .'ifhS 1 -0 Stukopin-Stella, Sibenik jr 
2007 )  1 9 .i.xf6 gxf6 20 . .l:!.hg l +  <iitf8 
2 1 .'iYg4 <iite8 2 2 .'tWg8+ ..if8 2 3 .11g 7 !  
1 - 0 Alagulian-Sambuev, Moscow 
ch-city 1 999 .  

Back to the game. 

1 3  . ..ieS ..id 7 
1 3  . . .  d4? is an unsuccessful counter­
attack : 
1 4.ttJxd4 ttJfdS l S .ttJb3 ( I S .i.c4! ?) 
I S  . . .  ttJxc3 + 1 6 .�xc3 'iVxa2 + 1 7  . ..tc 1 
':'xfl . 

analysis diagram 

And now it is White's turn : 1 8 .'tWeS 
i.f8 1 9 .,ixb4 �xb4 20 .i.xh7+ ..txh7 
2 1 .'ife4+ ..tg8 2 2 .'ifxb4+- Navarro­
Stella, Fiuggi ch-ITA-jr 2 0 0 7 .  
1 4.tUd4 �xd4 1 S.i.xd4 

This may be the critical position in the 
1 1 . . .  'if as line. 
1 S  ... ttJc6 
flIl""'- WEAPON: The trap 15 . . .  e5? !  

does no t  work because of 
1 6 .'ifxe5! (but not 1 6 .i.xe5 .l::[ae8�) 
16 . . .  ttJc6 1 7.Wif4 ttJg4 18.'ifg5 ttJxd4 
1 9  .i.c4!! and White is better in all lines. 
The most natural move would be 
I S  . . .  Uac8 ! ?  with lots of possibilities for 
both players. 
1 6  . ..ieS tUxeS 
1 6  . . .  bS ! ?  was a sharper option. 
1 7.'ifxeS l:rac8 
According to my engine, 1 7  . . .  ttJg4 
1 8 .'ifhS ttJf6 offers better chances of 
equalising. 
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1 S.f31;;!; 

White has a classic strategic advantage, as 
Black's minor pieces are now inactive. 
1 S  .. :ii'c7 1 9Jlhe1 'i¥xe5 20 . .l:.xe5 ttJeS 

In the ending that now arises White has 
a clear advantage, but Kosteniuk failed 
to do the technical job properly. 
21 .ltJe2 
2 1.. �b5 ! ?  �xb5 22 .ltJxb5 .&[f6 23 .l::tde 1 
with pressure for White; 2 1 .ltJb5 ! ?;;!;. 
21 . . .  ltJdS 22.f4 .!:!.ceS 23 . .!:!.e3 ..tb5 
24 . ..txb5 ltJxb5 25.g3 r:tif7 2S.b3 hS 
27.l::!.e5 r:tifS 2S.c4 ltJc7 29.ttJc3 g51� 
Changing the character of the game. 
30.cxd5 gxf4 31 .gxf4 exd5 32.ltJxd5+ 
ltJxd5 33J:texd5 1:[e2 34J:tdS+ 'iitf5 
35J:txhS ld.c81 3S.1:[f1 l:tcc2= 
Even though Black is two pawns down, 
the ending is still a draw. The active po­
sition of his rooks on the second rank 
compensates for the missing material . 
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37.Ith5+ �fS 3S . .!::!.a5 as 39.h4 .!:!.h2 
40.h5 llb2+ 41 .<;t;>a 1 1:[bd2 42.b4 
J:tde2 43.l::tb1  1:[ef2 44.b5 .!::!.xh5 
45.l::!.a4 
Not 45 .bxa6 ? ?  .!::!.xa5 46 .axb7 Uaxa2 
mate. 
45 ... l::!.xb5 4S.l::!.xb5 axb5 47 . .l:.b4 r:tieS 
4S.l::txb5 !:.xf4 49.:xb7 <;t;>dS 50.<;t;>b2 
<;t;>cS 51 .l::!.bS <;t;>c7 1/2-1/2 

Summary : After 1 1  . . .  'ifa5 and 
1 2 . . .  ltJ b4 Black was unable to create any 
support for his active pieces and he 
soon had to switch to passive defence. 
In any case, this was a complicated 
game right up to the last move. 

Later, in the year 2 004, Spanish young­
sters improved their repertoire with 
this line. 

GAME 5 3  

o Enrique Rodriguez Guerrero 
• Jose Cuenca Jimenez 
Seville 2004 (7 )  

1 .e4 eS 2.ltJc3 d5 3.ttJf3 ltJfS 4.e5 
ttJfd7 5.d4 c5 S.dxc5 ..txc5 7 . .id3 
ttJcS S . .i.f4 fS 9.exfS ltJxfS 1 0:fi'e2 0-0 
1 1 .0-0-0 as I? 
Quite a useful move in these lines. Ac­
tually this is the most common re­
sponse. 
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1 2.ltJe5!? 

White chooses Zakharov's plan, just like 
after 1 1 . .  . .id7 .  1 2 .h4 ! ? ,  1 Vi£jlb 1 , 
1 2 .l:!.he l and 1 2 .g2-g4 have also been 
played - see the next game. 
1 2  ... �d6!? 
Continuing in proper French style, 
fighting for the control of the central 
square eS . Other tries are : 

A) 1 2  . . .  'fWaS l 3 .ltJxc6 ! ?  bxc6 1 4  . .ieS 
�e7 ? !  I S . g4 ltJd7 1 6  . .id6 �gS + ?  
( 1 6  . . .  .l:.f7)  1 7 .f4- !  .uxf4 and now: 

analysis diagram 

A I )  l S .'fWxe6+ ? !  l:f.f7 + 1 9 .';£jlb l ltJf6 
2 0 .'ifeS 'fWdS 2 1 .h4 .if4-? (the only 
move was 2 1  . . .  .ie3 with counterplay) 
2 2 .  'fWxf4- ltJe4- 2 3 .  'fWxf7 + !  Wxf7 
24.ltJxe4-+- G.Guseinov-Romon Poves, 
Aviles Ech-jr 2000 ;  
A2 )  l S .h4 ! !  l:te4+ 1 9 .hxgS l:txe2 

2 0  . .ixh 7 +  �f7 2 1 . l::tdfI + ltJf6 
2 2 .ltJxe2 winning. 

B) 1 2  . . .  tLlxeS l 3 .LeS .id7 1 4-.g4-
.ieS 

If we included the moves l:the 1 and 
. . .  bS now, we would find ourselves in 
the Zakharov-Dolmatov game seen in 
the comments to Game 5 1 .  
I S .l:.hfI ? !  (an unnecessary move. 
I s .f4-! ? was a better option) I S  . . .  bS ! 
1 6 .f4- b400 with equal chances, Alcazar 
Jimenez-Brynell, Calvia Olympiad 2004-; 

C) 1 2  . . .  ltJb4 1 3  . .ig S ? !  ( 1 3 . a3 ! ?  
ltJxd3 + 1 4 . ltJxd3 �d4 I S  . .ieS t) 
l 3  . . .  bS and now: 

' (  WEAPON: 14  . .ixh7+ Wxh7 ,5 15.a3. 
1 4.a3 ltJxd3 + I s Jhd3 'fWc7 1 6 .f4 
.ib7 1 7  .�xf6 .l:.xf6� Black is OK, 
Berg-J. Akesson, Gothenburg ch-SWE 
2006 ;  
D )  1 2  . . .  ltJd4? !  l 3 .Vi'd2 bS ? !  1 4- .g4-? 

( 1 4- . .ie3 ±) 1 4- . . .  b4-� Green-Yardley, 
Swansea 2006 .  
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Par t  Three  - Cla s s i c a l  Sys tem : 3 . ltJ c 3  ltJ f6 

1 3.�g3 

ft WEAPON: 13 .'iifbl 'fIe7! F 1 4.l::the1 ? ltJxe5 15.he5 he5 
16."fIxe5 "fIxe5 17.l:!xe5 ltJg4 18.l:!e2 IDj2+ 
OUlrodej-CapNemo, playehess.eom 2007. 
1 3  .. :ifc71 

1 4.tiJg4 

Black's pressure forces White to abandon 
the eS-square. 1 4.f4? !  is weak because of 
1 4  . . .  g6 !� ,  intending I S  . . .  ltJhS . 

' ; Ii WEAPON: 14 . r:1hel ? ltJxe5 r'" 
15.�xe5 �xe5 1 6.�xe5 VWxe5 

1 7.I!xe5 ltJg4 18.r:1e2 ltJxf2.+.  
1 4  ... ltJxg4!? 
This exchange reduces White 's initia­
tive. Another try had been played ear-
lier : 1 4  . . .  �d7 I S .'it>b l 

A) I S  . . .  ltJaS ? !  1 6 . l::the l l::!.aeS 
1 7 .ltJxf6+ ':xf6 I S .VWhS ! g6  1 9 .'iVgS 
'it>g7 2 0 .�xd6 'fixd6 2 1 .g3  bS 

analysis diagram 
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2 2 . ltJe4 ! +- dxe4 23  . .ixbS 'iVb4 
24  Jhd 7 + 'it>gS 2 S . 1:r.ed l 'iffS 
2 6 .l::txh7 !  axbS 2 7 .'iVh4 1 - 0 Vega 
Gutierrez-Olaizola Ortega, San 
Sebastian 200S ; 

B) I S  . . .  bS 1 6 .AfS ! ?  l::taeS 1 7 .ltJxf6+ 
l::txf6 I S  .it.xd6 (TactiC : I S  . it.xh 7 + 
'it>xh7 1 9 .1tJe4 dxe4 20 .l:.xd6 'it>gS 
2 1 .I:l.hd l .icsoo) I S  . . .  'ifxd6 1 9 .�g4 
l::tff8 20 .g3 b4 2 1 .ltJe4 'iVe7 22 .ltJd2 eS 
2 3 .it.xd7 'iVxd7 24.ltJb3 d4 2 S .'iYc4+ 
VWe6 2 6 .'iVxe6+ l:!xe6 2 7 .ltJcS l:te7 
2 S .ltJe4 with approximate equality, 
Zakharov-Kashtanov, St Petersburg 1 99 7 .  
1 5:i1xg4 ltJe5 1 S:i1h5 
1 6 .VWd4 ! ?  ltJxd3 + 1 7 .l:!xd3 l:!fS 
I S .l:te l  Ad7 1 9 .'it>b l  l:.afS 20 .ltJd l 
V2- V2 Fox-Palmer, Dublin ch-IRL 2 0 0 7 .  
1 S  ... tiJxd3+ 1 7.l:txd3 l:!f5 1 S:i1e2 
�d7� 

The chances are equal. The game con­
tinued : 
1 9.�xdS 'ii'xdS 20.g3? 

Tactics : White has no time to build a 
strong pawn structure. 
20 ... 'ilbS 
2 0  . . .  d4! ?t .  
21 .f4 d41 
Now Black gets strong counterplay. 
22.b3?! 
2 2 Jh d4 ! ?  VWxd4 2 3  . .i:rd l  VWb6 
24 .l:.xd7 VWc6 2 S .VWd l l:.eS=F .  



Chap t e r  7 - Russ ian  R o u l e t t e :  4 . e5  ttJ fd 7  5 . ttJ f3 c 5  6 . dx c5  

2 2  ... l::tc8 
2 2  . . .  �e8 ! ?  
23.�hd1 �e8+ 

A draw was agreed here, but Black is 
better. 

Summary of 1 1 . . .a6 1 2 . ttJeS : A flank 
attack should be met by an attack in the 
centre ! Following this classical concept, 
Black played . . .  a6/ . . .  �d6/ .. .'tWc7 , and 
defended his pOSItIOn against 
Zakharov's dangerous plan. After this 
White did not have enough time or re­
sources to attack the opponent's king. 

In the next game we investigate the var­
ious possibilities after 1 1  . . .  a6 .  

GAME 54 

D Christian &plana 
• Dmitry Schneider 
Yucay jr 200 1 (7 )  

1 .e4 e6 2.ttJc3 d5 3.ttJf3 lUf6 4.e5 
ttJfd7 5.d4 c5 6.dxc5 ttJc6 7.�f4 �xc5 
8.�d3 f6 9.exf6 ttJxf6 1 0.'iVe2 0-0 
1 1 .0-0-0 a6 1 2.h41? 

In my opinion, this advance is a strong 
alternative. As in the line with 1 1  . . .  �d7 , 
we will check the alternatives : 

A) 1 2.'Jifb l  �b4 ! ?  1 3 .ttJe5 ? ?  
( 1 3 .�d2OO) 1 3  . . .  �xc3 1 4.bxc3 

r ..... '-... WEAPON: 14 . . . ttJe4! (14 . .  .'ifa5 
15.�2oo Skorchenlro-Pipnikov, 

Belorechensk 2007) 15.�xe4 11xf4-+ . 
B) 1 2  . .!:.he l b S  1 3 .ttJeS  ttJxeS 

( 1 3  . . .  ttJd4 1 4.'ii'd2 �a5 1 5 .�e3 b4 
1 6 .ttJb l oo  Hammer-Time,  Gausdal 
2006) 1 4.�xe5 �d7 1 5 .g4 ttJe8 ? 1 6 .f4 
b4 

1 7 .ttJb l ttJd6 1 8 .ttJd2 ttJf7 1 9 .ttJb3 
�b6 2 0 .�d4 ttJd6 2 1 .'iVeS Axd4 
22 .ttJxd4 'fie7 2 3 .ttJxe6+- Mirzoeva­
Khudaverdieva, Chisinau Ech-W 2 0 0 5 ;  

_�.6 _ WEAPON: 1 7. ttJe4 dxe4 
r 1 8 .'iVxe4 g6 19 .�c4+- . 
C) 1 2 .g4! ? (an interesting move for 

blitz play) 1 2 . . .b 5  ( 1 2 . . .ttJxg4 
1 3  . .bh7 + <Jifh8) 1 3 .�d2 �d6 .  

All i s  ready for a Russian Roulette game! 
Yuzhakov-Pogosian, Sochi tt-2 2 0 0 7 .  
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Par t  Three  - Cla s s i c a l  Sys t em : 3 . ttJ c 3  ttJ f6 

1 2  ... .ib41? 
Playing in MacCutcheon style. Other 
ways to gain counterplay are : 

A) I 2  . . .  b5 (a normal counterattack) 
I 3 .ttJe5  ttJxe5 ( 1 3  . . .  ttJd4 I 4 .'iYd2 
'iith8 ? I 5 .h5  Vie8 (Klimov-Toth , 
Heraklion j r  2 0 04) I 6 .�g6 ! +-)  
14  . .ixe5 �d6  1 5 . f4 Vic7 °o  
Vrublevskaya-Tereick, Pardubice 2006 ;  

B) 1 2  . . .  .id6 ! ?  1 3  . .ie5 ( 1 3  . .ixd6 ! ? 
Vixd6 1 4 .h5) 1 3  . . .  ttJxe5 1 4.ttJxe5 'iVc7 
1 5 .f4 b5 Ashton-Miedema, Amsterdam 
2006 .  
1 3  . .id2 'iic7 

1 4.g4 
Too risky. Of course, 1 4 .h5 ! ? was a 
more natural move, with the idea of 
playing 1 5  .h6 ,  and if 1 4  . . .  e5 ? 
1 5 .  ttJxd5 ! .  
1 4  ... �d7 
1 4  . . .  e5 ! ?oo .  
1 5.'i&7b1 11aeB 1 6.g5 ttJg4 1 7.ttJe1 1? 
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After this move incredible complications 
arise. 1 7 .h5 ! ?oo was a slightly calmer 
option, waiting for Black's reaction. 

1 7  ... ttJge51? 

Without deep analysis it is impossible 
to evaluate 1 7  . . .  ttJxf2. ! ? , which would 
be met by 1 8 .�xh7 + !  'iitxh7 1 9  .... h5 + 
�g8 20 .g6 llf5 ! 2 1 .  ... h7+ �f8 with 
an extremely complicated position. 
1 B.f4 

1 8  . .ixh7+ ! ?  'iitxh7 1 9 .'iVh5 + �g8 
20 .g6  ttJxg6 2 1 .Vixg600.  
1B  ... ttJxd3 1 9.tbxd3 .id6 1  

And Black won after a tough battle : 
20.'iVg2 tbd4 21 .i.e3 tbf5+ 22 . .ic1 
�c6 23J:lde1 b51 24.l:th3 b4 25.tbe2 
i.b5 26 . .id2 a5 27.11c1 'iVbB 2B.'iVg 1 
.l:[cB 29.h5 .l:[c4 30.b3 l:te4 31 .'iVg2 a4 
32.c4 bxc3 33.tbxc3 l:td4 34.tbxb5 
'fIxb5 35.Ilc3 :aB 36 . .ic1 'iVa6 37.g6 
h6 3B.'iVe2 .t!e4 39.'iVc2 axb3 
40.'iVxb3 l:I.bB 41 .'iVxbB+ .ixbB 
42.tbc5 .l:[b4+ 0-1 
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Summary: The alternatives 1 2 .h4, 
1 2 .�b l , 1 2 .l:the l and 1 2 .g4 merely pro­
vide more bullets for Russian Roulette! 

In recent years there has been consider­
able activity in this variation, with the 
introduction of several new ideas. 

GAME S S  

o Viacheslav Slovineanu 
• Delisle Warner 
Turin 01 2006  ( 1 )  

1 .e4 e 6  2.d4 d 5  3 .tLlc3 tLlf6 4.e5 ttJfd7 
5.tLlf3 c5 6.dxc5 tLlc6 7 . .if4 ..bc5 
8.�d3 f6 9.exf6 tLlxf6 1 0.'fi'e2 0-0 
1 1 .0-0-0 tLlb4 
A new move - only two more games 
have been played with this line so far. 
Black abandons control of the strategic 
eS-square, but he can exchange the 
dangerous bishop on d3 . 
Two other novelties are : 
A) 1 1  . . .  .id6 (this manoeuvre may be 

slighdy premature. The best option is to 
wait until White moves his knight to eS) 
1 2  . ..txd6 ( 1 2  . .ig3 ! ?) 1 2  . . .  'iVxd6 
1 3  . .!:.he 1 ( l 3  J:tde I ? ! .id7 1 4 .tUbS 
'fi'f4+ l S .rJi)b l l:tae8 1 6 .c4? ! tUb4+± 
Eggleston-Brown, Liverpool 2 0 0 6) 
1 3  . . .  ..td7 1 4.'�b l  %:tae8 l S  . .ibS �h8 
1 6 .hc6 hc6 1 7 .tUeS tUd7 1 8 .f3 tUxeS 
1 9 .'fi'xeS 'ifxeS 20 .lheSt  and step by 
step White managed to win this ending, 
Madan-Castaldo, Torre del Greco 2006 ;  
B)  1 1  . . .  'iVe7 (a  waiting move to see 

the opponent's plan) 1 2 . tUeS 
( 1 2 .1:.he l ! ?) 1 2  . . .  .id4 l 3 .tUxc6 bxc6 
and now: 

'" WEAPON: 14 .�xh7+ tUxh7 rJ' 
1 5.1:!xd4 c5 1 6 .tUxd5 "fi[7 

1 7 .tUe7+ 'iYxe7 18  . .id6°o. 

1 4 .�eS �xeS I S .VWxeS 'fi'b4 
( 1 S  . . .  tUd7 ! ?  1 6 .'iVg3 .l:{b8 1 7 .a3 eS+±) 
1 6 .f3 l:tb8 1 7 .tUe2 cS 1 8 .a3 'iYb6 1 9 .c4 
tUd7 20 .'fi'c3 d4 2 l .'iYc2 tUeS 2 2 .':'d2 
tUxd3 + 2 3 J:lxd3 �d7 with a huge ad­
vantage, Bellini-Garcia Palermo, Porto 
San Giorgio 2006 .  

1 2.tLle5 
In the most recent game Black won af­
ter 1 2  Jlhe 1 tUxd3 + l 3 .'ifxd3 hfl 
1 4Jle2 �b6 I S .tUgS �c7 1 6  . ..txc7 
'iYxc7 1 7  .tUxe6 �xe6 1 8  . .t:!.xe6 .!:.ad8 
1 9 .h3 'iff7 2 0 J:teS ? ( 20 .1:.ee l d4 
2 l .<J;>b l ! t) 20 . . .  d4 2 l .tUb l tUg4! 0- 1 
Lopez Rodriguez-Rodriguez Fontecha, 
Cartagena 2 0 0 7 .  
1 2  .�e3 ! ?  is interesting. 
1 2  ... ttJd71? 
1 2  . . .  'ifaS ? !  is no good: l 3 .a3 tUxd3 + 
1 4.l:f.xd3 tUd7 l S ."fig4 ! t  tUf6 1 6 .'iYh4 
�d6 1 7 J:te l bS 1 8 .':'g3 �a6 

209 



Par t  Three  - Cla s s i c a l  Sys tem : 3 .  tLJ c 3  tLJf6  

1 9 . 1:i:xg 7 + !  <iio>xg 7 2 0 .i.h6+  <iio>h8  
2 1 .tLJg6+  hxg6 2 2 .i.xf8 + <iio>g 8  
2 3  .�xd6 +- Savitsky-Cherniuk , 
Salekhard 2 0 0 7 .  

1 3.tLJxd7 

...... '_ WEAPON: 13 .hh7+! ?  <iio>xh7 ttJ 14 ."iHh5+ <iio>g8  15 .tLJg6 'fIf6 
1 6.g4OO • 

1 3  ... �xd7 1 4.i..e3 tLJxd3+ 1 S.'it'xd3 
�xe3+ 1 6.'ibe3 'it'f6 1 7.f3 'it'f4 
1 S.'�·xf4 .l:!.xf4 1 9.l1he1 ;t 
White's game is easier. 
1 9  .. J:tcS 20.l:i:eS l:[h4 21 .h3 .tIhc4 

22 . .l::rd2 'iittf7 23.tLJd 1 ? 'iittf6 24 . .lle1 hS 
2S.tLJf2 �eS 26.b3? l:[4c6 27.f4 �g6 
2SJ:tee2 bS 29.g4 .!:!.c3 30.gxhS ..ixhS 
31 .tLJg4+ WfS?? 

A mistake typical for an Olympiad game. 
32J:teS+ liitxf4 33 . .!:.xhS as 34.ttJeS 
a4 3S.ttJd3+ liitg3 36 . .l:!.gS+ 'it>xh3 
37.ttJf4+ 'it>h4 3S.trxg7 1 -0 

Summary : Black's latest alternatives , 
1 1 . . .tLJb4, 1 1 . . .i.d6 and 1 1 . . .'fIe7 ,  do 
not essentially change the evaluation of 
the variation. Play is very similar to the 
usual lines after 1 1 . 0-0-0 .  

� Statistics and Summary of the Zakharov Variation ( 1 1 .0-0-0) 

Total in the period 1 99 7  -20 0 8 :  86 games. 
White wins =45 =6 7% Performance 2400 
Draw =25  
Black wins = 1 6=3 3 % Performance 2 1 8 7 

The sharpest and most intense fight occurs in the lines where White uses 
Zakharov's plan beginning with tLJe5 ! ?  followed by the advance of his kingside 
pawns. For his part, Black must choose the effective counter-plan that can be found 
in my notes, and study it thoroughly. 

As we can see after a brief study of this variation, the theory is as yet not devel­
oped, so it is very difficult to assess the huge amount of sub-variations , full of pos­
sibilities for both players .  But the idea of 1 1 . 0-0-0 ! ?  should be investigated. We can 
expect rapid practical and theoretical advances in this line. 

Even though in many lines the position is more or less balanced, it is interesting 
that White has more than one original plan available : he can develop an attack on 
the kingside or play in classical style in the centre. His advantage lies in the strategic 
points given at the beginning of this chapter. 

Since this new variation is now being played quite often, we can expect a rapid 
evolution of the line. 

2 1 0  



Part Four 

Behind the Barricades 

Winawer Variation - 1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.tt£3 ilb4 
A Repertoire for Black 

'Barricades always have two sides' 

Introduction 

The first player who investigated the 3 .lLlc3 �b4 variation in the French Defence 
was the well-known Polish master Szymon Winawer ( 1 8 3 8 - 1 920) . He defended 

from both sides of the 
barricades , playing this 
line both as White and as 
Black. 
Another specialist in the 
French Defence, and the 
author of My Sys tem , 
Aaron Nimzowitsch 
( 1 8 8 6- 1 9 3 5 ) ,  was one of 
the strongest dogmatic 
chess players of his time. 
Both in his games and his 
concepts , he preferred us­
ing one colour or the 
other : White or Black, but 
not both. 
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Par t  F o u r  - Winawer Vari a t i o n :  3 . tt:l c 3  it b 4  

Meanwhile, another main character of  that period of  chess history, the fourth 
World Champion Alexander Alekhine ( 1 892 - 1 946) , often liked to play openings 
with both colours and he made investigations beyond dogmas and general rules. 

In my opinion, the main debate has carried on until the present day, only the 
protagonists have changed. This clash of concepts will be the key subject of Part 
Four, where we will learn how to play using 'both colours ' in the Winawer Varia­
tion of the French Defence. 

Ideas 
The main ideas of the 3 . . .  �b4 pin are quite simple : attacking the centre and not 
wasting any tempi (as in the Classical Variation 3 . . .  tt:lf6 4 .eS) . In this way, the king 's 
knight stays on its most flexible square : g8 .  In the event of . . .  �b4xtt:lc3 -bxc3 Black 
will obtain a favourable pawn structure. The other bishop can be exchanged after 
. . .  b6 and . . .  �a6 ,  or activated by manoeuvres such as . . .  �d7 -a4 or . . .  �d7-e8-g6 .  
For his part, White must take advantage of his space advantage, the weakness cre­
ated on g7 (with Yi'g4! )  , the mobility of his minor pieces , and also the attacking 
resources offered by the h-pawn with h2-h4. 

Directions 
In this Part we will investigate two directions : 

Chapter 8 (CI 6) My System in the Winawer - 4.e5 b6 5 .�g4 �f8 

Chapter 9 (CI 8) Black Queen Blues - 4.e5 c5 5 .a3 �xc3+ 6.bxc3 Yi'a5 7.�d2 
'fi'a4 
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Chapter 8 - My System in  the Winawer 

l .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3 .4:Jc3 �b4 4.e5 b6 

This is a typical plan in the Winawer, with a couple of strategic ideas : it is based on 
trying to exchange the light-squared bishops by . . .  �a6 , thereby reducing White 's 
initiative, or else playing in Petrosian's fianchetto style with . . .  �b7 / . . .  4:Jc6/ . . .  �d7 
followed by queenside castling. In both cases the position remains very closed 
(Games 5 6  and 5 7) .  

Black always has the option of playing the typical French advance . . .  c 7  -cS . Then, 
after dxcS bxcS , a wonderful pawn centre is created for him: cS -dS (Games 

The well-known Polish master Szymon 
Winawer ( 1 83 8 - 1 920)  was the first to in­
vestigate the system with 3 .ti:lc3 �b4. He 
defended from both sides of the barricades. 
playing this line both as White and as Black. 

S 6-S8) . There is very little theory on 
these lines ! 

5 .  'if g4 �f8!?  Genie returns to the Bot­
tle - a bishop is a long-striding piece 
In this theoretically important position, 
after the natural move 5 .a3 the bishop 's 
retreat was probably first used by 
Petrosian and Kortchnoi in 1 9  S 7 . But in 
the most aggressive line with S .  'if g4 the 
idea was known much earlier; see Alex­
ander-Alekhine, Margate 1 9 3 8 ,  in the 
notes to Game S 6 .  

I t  may seem that Black has just 
wasted two full tempi, but he can claim 
that 4:Jc3 and a2-a3 are not very useful 
moves in the closed structure, and he 
may just be right. . .  
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Par t  F o u r  - Winawer Vari a t i o n :  3 . ttJc 3  �b4  

My System - Games 

GAME 5 6  

D Alexander Chistiakov 
• Tigran V Petrosian 
Moscow ch-city 1 9 5 6  

The following old game is a perfect ex­
ample for demonstrating the main ideas 
in the Winawer line with . . .  b6/  . . .  �f8 . 
1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.ttJc3 i..b4 4.e5 b61? 
A clever sideline. 
5.�g4 

The most aggressive manoeuvre in the 
French Defence. The pawn on g 7 is un­
der attack. The well-known alternative 
is 5 .a3 ! ? , a move we will examine in 
Games 5 7  and 5 8 .  
5 ... .tfSI 
The genie returns to the bottle and the 
barricades are reinforced. This was 
Alekhine's preferred choice. In the stem 
game the choice was 5 . . .  g6 ,  the 'dog­
matic' way of defending the kingside in 
old times , Thomas-Nimzowitsch, 
Carlsbad 1 92 9 .  
6.ttJf3 
Other attempts are more or less eqUiva­
lent : 

A) 6 .�g5 ; although this move has its 
own tactical ideas. It is very popular in 
practice, also on the Internet. 

2 1 4  

" 
I'JJ a WEAPON: 6 . . .  ttJe7? 7.i.xe7 

'iVxe7 8.ttJxd5!. 

6 . . .  'iVd7 7 . 0-0-0 �a6 

WEAPON: 7 . . . h6! ? b. 8.�h4 ? ?  t' I'L 
g5! winning material and Internet 

coinage, Padevsky-Portisch, Varna Olym­
piad 1 962 . For example 9 .Jl.g3 h5! 
1 0 .'iVxg5? �h6. 
8 .ttJh3 (8 .i.xa6 is similar : 8 . . .  ttJxa6 
9 .�b 1  h6 1 0 .i.c 1 ttJe7 1 1 .  'iVe 2 ttJb4 
1 2 .f4 hS = Lopez Martinez-Moskalen­
ko, Mataro 2004/05 )  8 . . .  �xf1 9 . .llhxf1 
ttJc6 1 0 . f4 ttJge7  1 1 .i.xe 7 ttJxe7 
1 2 .lWe2 h5 1 3 .ttJg5 ttJf5 with an equal 
position, Alexander-Alekhine, Margate 
1 9 3 8 ;  
B )  6 . ttJh3 introduces the most flexi­

ble manoeuvre : 6 . . .  'iVd7 7 .�g5 (or 
7 .Jl.e3 �a6 8 .�xa6 ttJxa6 9 .ttJf4 ttJb4 
1 0 . 0 -0 -0  0 -0-0  1 1 .'iVe2 c;i;;>b 7 =  Vehi 
Bach-Moskalenko , Badalona 2 0 0 3 )  
7 . . .  ttJ c 6  8 . 0 - 0 - 0  �b 7 9 . c;i;;>b 1  h 6  
1 0 .i.h4 ttJge7 1 1 .ttJf4 ttJf5 ! 1 2 .ttJh5 
ttJxh4 1 3 . 'iVxh4 'iVe7 1 4 .'iVg4 
0 -0 -0= .  

analysis diagram 

This is a key game: 1 5 .h4 �b8 1 6 .l:th3 
ttJa5 1 7 .ttJe2 c5 1 8 .dxc5 bxc5 1 9 .'iVf4 
'iVc7 2 0 .ttJc 1 ttJc6 2 1 .l:te 1  d4 2 2  . .llb3 ? !  
ttJaS  2 3  . .llg3 g6 24.ttJf6 c4  2 S  . .l:.d 1 



Chap t e r  8 - M y  Sys t em in the  Winawer - 4 . eS b 6  S .  'if 9 4  �f8 

gS ! +  and with this 'Black Jet' , Black 
soon won, Makarichev-Timman, Am­
sterdam 1 9 7 5 ;  

C) 6 . f4 - the pawn wedge; 6 . . .  ttJh6 ! ?  
7 .'ifd 1 ttJc6 8 .ttJf3 �b7 9 .�e3 �e7 
1 0 .iYd2 'tid7 with equal chances. 
6 .. :tVd7 

7.a3 
In order to play b2-b4. If 7 . .ibS ttJc6 ! .  

A) Or else, for instance : 7 .a4 ttJc6 ! ?  (a 
common alternative is 7 . . .  .ia6 8 .ttJbS 
ttJe7 ! 9 . c4 ttJbc6 ! 1 0 .�d2 .ib 7 !  
1 1 . cxdS ttJxdS � Montell Lorenzo­
Moskalenko, Catalonia tt 2006) 8 .�d2 
ttJge7 9 .�e2 ttJfS ! 1 0 . 0 -0  hS 1 1 .'iVf4 
g6 !=  and the barricades are built, Tal-
T. VPetrosian, Leningrad ch-URS 1 9 7 7 ;  

B )  7 .�d3 ttJc6 ! ?  (alternatively, 
7 . . .  �a6 8 . 0 - 0  ttJe7  9 .ttJe2 �xd3 
1 0 .cxd3 ttJbc6°o Kamsky-Zugic , Bue­
nos Aires 2005 )  8 .a3 �b7 9 .�gS h6 
1 0 .�e3 0-0-0 with equal chances , Sax­
Bronstein, Budapest 1 9 7 7 .  
7 ... tt:lc6 
The main alternative is the exchange of 
the bishops : 7 . . .  �a6 ! ?  8 . ..txa6 ttJxa6 
9 . 0-0 ttJe7 1 0 .ttJe2 ttJb8 l 1 .�gS ttJbc6 
1 2 .b3 ttJfS 1 3 .ttJg3 h6 !  1 4 .�d2 g6 
( 1 4  . . .  0-0-0 ! ?) l S .'iVf4 .ie7 1 6 .:fd 1 
gst  - a new Black Jet, Matanovic­
Kortchnoi , Uppsala 1 9 5 6 .  
8.�e3 ..tb7 

Tigran Vartanovich Petrosian ( 1 929- 1 984) 
never attacked his opponent direcdy. He 
liked to attack from behind the barricades. 

Remarkably, Petrosian never offered to 
exchange his queen's bishop. His fa­
vourite set-up was the fianchetto : . . .  b6 ,  
. . .  ttJc6 and . . .  .ib7 .  
9.�b5?! 
A useless move. There is nothing to at­
tack here. 
9 ... 0-0-0 1 0.0-0 ttJge7 1 1 .b4 ?1 f6!� 

Black is ready for action. 
1 2J:tfe1 ttJf5 1 3:fi'h3 h5! 1 4.g3 
Not 1 4.g4? hxg4 1 S .'ifxh8 �xb4! .  
1 4  ... a6 1 5.�a4 

Or l S .�d3 ttJxe3 1 6 .fxe3 ( 1 6Jhe3 
gS ! )  1 6  . . .  gS !+ .  
1 5  ... g5! 

2 1 5  
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The Black Jet i s  jumping from the barri­
cades ! Black controls the game. 

1 6.g4 hxg4 
1 6  . . .  ttJxe3 ! ?  1 7  .lhe3 f5 ! also wins. 
1 7.'ifxh8 gxf3 1 8.'ifhS 
Or else 1 8 .�xf6 b5 1 9  . .tb3 ttJcxd4 
with a great advantage. 
1 8  ... bS 1 9.tiJxbS axbS 20.�xbS fxeS 
21 .<it>h1 'ifg7 22.be6 be6 23.dxeS 
.ie7 24.bS .ib71 2S.'ifg4 .!:th8 
26.'ifg1 d4 27.�d2 g4 28.�f4 g31 
29.�xg3 tDxg3+ 0-1 
A typical, excellent win by Tigran ('the 
Tiger ' )  Petrosian. 
The opening ends after 5 .'iig4 .if8 . 
However, the main question for Black is 
which of the two plans to choose : the 
strategic exchange of the queen 's 
bishop or the powerful Petrosian plan 
. . .  tDc6/ . . .  .tb7 .  Both choices offer pos­
sibilities of a creative defence. 
Potentially, the set-up with . . .  b6/  . . .  .if8 
offers dynamic play quite soon, thanks 
to the fact that all the pieces and pawns 
(and squares ! )  remain on the board. 

GAME 5 7  

o Garry Kasparov 
• Vasily Ivanchuk 
Horgen 1 99 5  (6) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.tDe3 �b4 4.eS b6 
S.a311 

2 1 6  

A logical and automatic move to clarify 
the two sides ' strategies. 
5 ... �f811 

Vasily Ivanchuk, one of the greatest 
champions of modern chess, sets his op­
ponent tough tasks in all kinds of games. 
5 . . .  �xc3 + ! ?  remains a popular alterna­
tive : 6 .bxc3 ttJe7 7 .'iVg4 tDg6 8 .h4 h5 
9 .'iig3 �a6 1 0 .ttJe2 ( 1 0 .ha6 tDxa6 
1 1 .ttJe2 c5 � Retinsky-Moskalenko, 
Alushta 1 995)  1 0  . . .  �f8 1 1 .a4 ttJc6 ! ?  
1 2 .ttJf4 .txf1 ! 1 3 .ttJxg6+ fxg6 1 4.�xf1 
'iYe8 °o  1 5 .'iYd3 Wg8 1 6 . c4 dxc4 
1 7 .'iYxc4 .l::[d8 1 8 .c3 �h7 1 9 .1:Ih3 .l::[f8 
20 .�g5 l:Id5 2 1 .Wg 1 ttJa5 2 2 .�a6 Y2- 1/2 

Leko-Moskalenko, Copenhagen 1 99 5 .  
6.tDf3 

A very natural developing move. The 
follOwing examples from my own 
games may also be instructive : 
A) 6 .h4 c5 ! ?  7 .ttJf3 �a6 8 .ha6 ttJxa6 

9 .'iid3 tDc7 1 O .h5 h6 1 1 .tDe2 ttJe7 
1 2 .c3 tDc6 1 3 .b4 c4! 1 4.'iie3 a5 1 5  . .&r.b 1 
axb4 1 6 .axb4 ttJb5 1 7  . .id2 l:la2 1 8 . 0-0 
.te7 1 9 .ttJh2 �a8 20 .f4 'ifa3 2 1 .ttJc 1  
l:!.xd2 ! 22 .'iYxd2 tDxc3-+ Baches Gar­
cia-Moskalenko, Catalonia-ch 2003 ; 
B) 6 .iL.e3 ttJe7 7 . .id3 .ta6 8 .tDge2 

'iYd7 9 .tDg3 .ixd3 1 0 .'ifxd3 ttJbc6 
1 1 .b400 Colovic-Moskalenko, Mont­
cada Open 2003 ; 
C) 6 .�b5+ (avoiding the exchange of 

the light-squared bishops) 6 . . .  c6 7 .iL.a4 
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�d7 8 .tbce2 cS 9 .i£.b3 i£.bS 1 0 .c3 lLlc6 
1 1 .tbf3 tbge7 1 2 .0-0 tbfS= Korneev­
Moskalenko, Montcada Open 2003 ; 
D) Or else 6 .b4- cS ! ?  7 .1L1f3 tbc6 ! ?  

8 .i£.d3 c4- 9 .�fl bS ! .  

In Nimzowitsch's 'System' style. 1 0 .g3 
( 1 0 .tbxbS as 1 1 ..tgS 'ifb6�) 1 0  . . .  aS 
1 1 .tbxbS axM 1 2 .a4- .L6 1 3  . .td2 'iiaS 
1 4J:tb 1 hbS l S .axbS 'iYxbS+ Baron 
Rodriguez-Moskalenko, Mataro 2004-/0S .  
6 ... ttJe7!? 
The right manoeuvre, waiting for one 
more tempo. We will examine the risky 
advance 6 . . .  cS ! ?  in the next game. 
The strategiC idea 6 . . .  .ta6 could be too 
hasty, but it has its good points : 7 . .txa6 
tbxa6 8 .tbe2 ! ?  (the knight heads for f4-. 
Or, for instance, 8 .h4- tbe7 9 .hS h6 
1 0 .'iYd3 tbb8 1 1 .tbe2 cS 1 2 .dxcS bxcS 
1 3 .c4- tbbc6 1 4-. 0-0  gS ! 

�d7 � threatening . . .  tbcxeS , Berzinsh­
Moskalenko, Solsona 2003 )  8 . . .  'iid7 
9 . 0-0 c6 1 0 .tbf4- �e7 1 1 .'ifd3 tbc7 
1 L .td2 hS 1 3 Jlac 1 0-0-0 1 4-.c4 �b7 
( 1 4  . . .  gS ! ?  (Black Jet) l S .tbe2 g4-�) 
1 5  . .l:lc3 t preparing .!::!.fc I ,  increasing the 
pressure along the c-file, Leko­
Vaganian, Yerevan 2 00 1 .  
7.h4 
However, we all know that Kasparov 
will never wait for you! 
After 7 .�d3 a possible answer is 
7 . . .  tbbc6 ! ?  (Petrosian's favourite plan. Or: 
7 . . .  i£.a6 8 .ha6 tbxa6 9 .0-0 cS ? !  1 0 .tbe2 
tbc6 1 1 .tbf4-OO Lopez Martinez-Moska­
lenko, Salou 2006) 8 .0-0 �b7 9 . .id2 
'ifd7 1 0 .M tbg6 1 1 .I:.e 1 1/2_ 1/2 Nedelj­
kovic-Petrosian, Vienna Ech-tt 1 9S 7 .  
7 ... h6!? 
This move seems to be useful, since it 
defends the gS-square. On the other 
hand, after 7 . . .  hS 8 . .tgS ! White gained 
a slight initiative in A.Sokolov-Portisch, 
Moscow GMA 1 990 .  
8.hS aSI? 

As usual , Ivanchuk finds his own path 
instead of chOOSing between . . .  .ia6 or 
. . .  tbc6/ . . .  .tb7 .  
9 . .ibS+ 
A thematic check, avoiding the ex­
change of the light-squared bishops. 
9 ... c6 1 0.�a4 ttJd7 1 1 .ttJe2 bS 1 2.�b3 

l S .hxg6 tbxg6 1 6 .cxdS 'ifxdS 1 7 .'ifbS c5 1 3.c3 ttJc6 1 4.0-0 'fic7 1 S.l:!.e1 c4 
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1 6.�c2 
With a position very similar to the Lab­
yrinths seen in Part One, Chapter 2 .  
White will have a hard time trying to 
find an effective plan. 
1 6  ... tbb6 1 7  . .tf4 .te 7 1 8 . .tg3 .!::!.b8! 
Everything is ready for the 'barricades ' 
attack . . .  b5 -b1. 
1 9.tbh2 'if d8?1 

Lacking confidence. 1 9  . . .  b1! was a 
good move. 
20.tbg4 b4! 

21 .axb4 axb4 22.cxb4? 

After this unfortunate exchange Black 
gains the initiative on the queenside. 
22 ... tbxb4 23 . .tb1 .td7 24.b3 lla8 
25 . .!::!.xa8 'ifxa8 26.bxc4 tbxc4 27.tbc1 ? 
The white knights ' manoeuvres have 
not been very successful in this game. 
27 ... �a4 28.'iVe2 'iVa7!  
Winning the d1 pawn. 
29.tbe3 'iYxd4 30.tbxc4 dxc4 31 .'iVf1 

�O O� 
This was one of Kasparov's last losses 
with white. 

GAME 5 8  

D Viktor Moskalenko 
• Jorge Gonzalez Rodriguez 
Montcada Open 2006  (5)  

'Barricades always have two sides.' 
1 .e4! 

2 1 8  

I usually play l .d1, but I took this deci­
sion because I knew that against l . e1 
my opponent always chooses the 
French Defence, which is also part of 
my repertoire. 
1 ... e6 
Now I do not care about the colour of 
my pieces ! 
2.d4 d5 3.tbc3 �b4 4.e5 b6 5.a3 �f8 

6.tbf3 c5!? 

An almost unknown move invented by 
Kortchnoi back in 1 9 7 6 .  Black changes 
his plan and goes back to the usual 
French paths by attacking the centre. 
7.�g5!? 
In another game against 6 . . .  c5 White 
continued 7 .�d3 tLlc6 8 . 0-0 tLlge7 
9 .tLlbS tLlg6 1 0 .tLlg5 ? !  (too ambitious) 
1 0  . . .  a6 I l .tLld6+ .ixd6 1 2 .exd6 c1 
1 3 .hc1 Golubev-Nosenko, Klaipeda 
1 98 5 .  And here 1 3  . .  .f6 ! ?+ could have 
refuted White 's play entirely. 
7 ... "fid7 
A novelty. My opponent in this game is 
a very creative player who always finds 
his own paths , even if they are (too) 
risky. I have also played this line with 
the black pieces ,  but I preferred 
7 . . .  �e7 ! ?  8 .�xe7 ( 8 .h1 ! ? ,  threatening 
tLlb5 , was somewhat better for White in 
Kuraj ica-Kortchnoi, Amsterdam IBM 
1 9 7 6) 8 . . .  tLlxe7 9 .tLlbS O-O ! =  Fluvia 
Poyatos-Moskalenko, Badalona 2 0 0 5 .  
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8.dxc51? 

From this point onwards I felt that 
White should open up the position as 
much as possible, in order to take ad­
vantage of his better development. One 
of my games with Black continued 
S .�bS ttJc6 9 . .ia4 a6 1 0 .dxcS bS 
1 1..�. b3 .ixcs 1 2 .'�i e2 h6  
( 1 2  . . .  ttJge 7 ! ?) 1 3 .�f4 ttJge7 1 4. 0-0-0 
ifa7°o Lopez Martinez-Moskalenko, 
Sants Open 2006 .  
8 ... bxc5 9.i..b5 tt:lc6 1 0.0-0 
Black's centre is strong, but he is un­
der-developed, and so White has many 
tactical chances. 
1 0  ... a611 

The unnecessary weakening of the 
b6-square will cost Black dearly. Better 
was 1 0  . . .  l::tbS ! ?  I 1 .Yie2;!; ,  or perhaps 
the immediate 1 0  . . .  h6 ! ?  
1 1 .�a4 h6? 

The white bishops prevent Black from 
developing comfortably. Defending is 
not easy here. 
1 2.tt:lxd51 1  

I had foreseen this blow and now the 
moment has arrived. White sacrifices 
his minor pieces in order to penetrate 
into the opponent's fortress. 

1 2  ... hxg5 

The main point of White 's combination 
is 1 2  . . .  exdS ? 1 3 .e6 ! fxe6 ( 1 3  . . .  'it'xe6 
1 4.l1e l )  1 4 .�xc6 'it'xc6 I S .ttJeS +-

with the threats 1 6 .tt:lxc6 and 
1 6 .'it'hS + .  
1 3.ttJb6 'YWb7 1 4.tt:lxa8 

This seems natural. Also good was 
Fritz 's 1 4.tt:lxgS ! ?  1::[h4 ( 1 4  . . .  'ifxb6?  
1 S .'�!V f3  with decisive threats) I S .b4! 
with an almost winning advantage. 
1 4  ... i..e7 
Black is ready to capture the as knight, 
but. . .  
1 5.ttJxg51  

1 5  ... �d 7 
There is no time for I S  . . .  �xgS 1 6 .'ifd6 
.ltd 7 1 7 .ttJc7 +  �dS l S JHd l 'iYxc7 
1 9 .'iY f8  mate, or I S  . .  .'�xaS I 6 .'it'f3 ! .  
1 6.tt:lxt71 
Another kamikaze knight ! 
1 6  ... �xt7 1 7.tt:lb6! it'xb6 
In the event of 1 7  . . .  .ieS I S . 'it'f3 + 
�g6,  simply 1 9 .ttJc4 wins. 
1 8.'ifxd7 tt:lxe5 1 9:ife8+ <Jolt6 
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I t  looks a s  though the storm has blown 
over and Black can begin to breathe, but 
now the second part of the attack be­
gins, this time with the heavy pieces. 
20 . .l:.ae1 1 
This game follows strategic concepts. 
The ideas are activating the rook and 
preparing �b3 and f2-f4, with an irre­
sistible attack. 
20 ... ttJf3+1? 

Attack is the best form of defence ! This 
resource seems to be very strong, since 
it opens up the white king 's position. 
We now arrive at the key moment in 
the game. 
After 2 0  . . .  iYd6 White has 2 1 .l::re3 ! ,  
threatening 2 Ll:rfe I !  and parrying the 
threat of 2 1 . . .  ttJf3 + ,  because now the 
knight will be captured with check. 
The most tenacious was probably 
2 0  . . .  'iVd8 2 1 .'iVxd8 �xd8 2 2 .f4 ttJg6 

Epilogue 

2 3  .�b3 with a big advantage for 
White. 
21 .gxf3 
2 1 .  c;t,(h 1 ?? lIxh2 + mate. 
21 ... 'iVd6 
Threatening mate in one ! A counterat­
tacking attempt that fails. 
22.h31 
This quiet move solves the problem. 
22 ... .!.::!.xh3 23Jbe6+11  

The final hardhitter in this game. 
23 ... 'iVxe6 

Or 2 3  . . .  c;t,(xe6 H.�d7+ (H.iYg6+ ! ?  
wins as well) H . . .  'iYxd7 2 S .lIe l + win­
ning the queen. 
24 . .id7 1 -0 

Black resigned, since he loses his rook 
on h3 without compensation. I greatly 
enjoyed this dynamic game, both while 
playing and while analysing the lines 
more calmly at home. 

The defensive system with 4 . . .  b6 and S . . .  �f8 allows you to : 
1 )  either fight dogmas or follow them (and even beating Garry Kasparov !) ; 
2) avoid long theoretical lines ; 
3 )  go straight into the middlegame; 
4) defend against the dangerous attack with 'iV g4; 
S )  spend some time playing purely strategic chess . . .  

What else can we ask for? Oh yes ,  STATISTICS ! However, in these lines there are 
only attackers , defenders and eventually, just ruins, so statistics simply do not exist. 
What you must keep in mind is: barricades always have two sides ! 
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Chapter 9 - Black Queen Blues:  Winawer Variation 

l .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3 .tt:lc3 .tb4 4.e5 c5 5 .a3 .txc3 + 6 .bxc3 'iVa5 7 . .i.d2 'iVa4 

'Queens never make bargains' - Lewis Carroll , Through the Looking Glass 

History 
In the 1 940s a new concept in the 
Winawer Variation was devised: the 
sharp queen move 6 . . .  'ifa5 ! ?  Soon the 
idea was developed by several leading 
players, such as Mikhail Botvinnik and 
David Bronstein. And later on, in 1 9 5 6 ,  
Black found out that the queen was use­
ful not only for launching a bold attack, 
but also for establishing a powerful 
blockade with 7 . . .  'ifa4! ? And this is the 
key move of our second handling of the 
Winawer Variation; see also Game 5 9 ,  
Zsedenyi -Portisch. 

The idea of . . .  'ifaS and then . . .  'ifa4 has survived, and with the years it has come 
back into use as an exotic variation. Black fights for the initiative and starts a direct 
counterattack, making use of the great capabilities of the black queen. 

Plans 
First, let us look at the possibilities and resources offered by the . . .  �aS -a4 manoeu­
vre : 
* The black queen attacks the pawn on c3 and prevents White from developing 

comfortably; 

2 2 1 
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* After the black queen goes to a4, either the squares d4 and c2 will be attacked, 
or the queenside will be blocked with the advance . . .  c5 -c4. After this White 's 
two bishops will be temporarily out of play; 

* Black has the option of castling queenside and counterattacking in the centre 
and on the kingside; 

* Another possible plan is . . .  b6 and . . .  �a6 - the exchange of the light-squared 
bishops reduces White 's initiative and increases the weaknesses in White 's pawn 
structure ; 

* The classical break . .  .f6 ! ?  will always help Black to achieve counterplay in the 
centre ; a blockade with . . .  f? -f5 is also possible ; 

* Another important strategic resource for Black is an attack with his queenside 
pawns by . . .  b5/  . . .  a5 / . . .  b4; 

* If the queens are exchanged, Black retains good counterplay on all sides of the board; 
* From the start White has two different strategies at his disposal . He may choose 

closed and slow play, trying to dominate the entire board, or he can look for 
sharp lines , trying to open up the pOSition right from the very first moves. 
However, both sides can change their strategy suddenly, at any point, and this is 
the most interesting and amusing aspect in the games presented. 

Typical Endings 
Here's an example from my own practice with a typical Winawer ending (see the 
notes to Game 62)  . .  
After checking everything, my opponent played 5 3  .l:tg7 ,  thinking that he was play­
ing only for two results ; a draw or a win. 

However, after 5 3  . .  Jhg7 ( 53  . . .  �e6 ?  54Jhh7 ! )  54 .hxg7 �g8 5 5 .�h6 ??  �g4! ! ,  
this evaluation changed dramatically. Later, with 6 6  . . .  a l  if ,  Black's queen was resur­
rected and he ended up with a full point (Corrales-Moskalenko, Sabadell 2008) . 

Directions 
After 6 . . .  'iVa5 we have the first critical position. It looks as though White doesn't 
achieve anything with the gambit 7 .tt:lf3 ? !  because of 7 . . .  cxd4 ! ,  with sufficient 
counterplay for Black. 
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Therefore, if White wants to fight for the advantage he must choose between : 
1 )  a solid game with 7 .... d2 , in which the chances are equal ; 
2) ambitious play with 7 . .id2 ! ,  which is White 's main move. But here Black con­

tinues with his queen manoeuvre; 7 . . .... a4 ! ? , blocking the a-pawn and attacking 
the d4- and c2-squares. 

This is the starting position of our study. It is very complicated, and it contains 
many possibilities for both sides. 

White has four natural reactions : two queen moves : A) 8 .'iVb l ,  B) 8 .'iVg4, or 
rapid development with the aim of attacking with c) 8 .ttJf3 or D) 8 .h4. 

In MegaBase there are many games with this line. But here we will analyse some 
illustrative games which have been played recently, with typical play for each side 
in every line : 
A) 'Anti-blues ' :  8 .Vib l  - the threat of 9 .�b5 +  prevents the classical plan with 

. . .  b6 and . . .  �a6 (Games 60-62) . 

In this case Black blocks the centre with 8 . . .  c4, forcing the white queen to waste 
time getting reactivated. The alternative is 8 . . .  a6 ,  which allows the exchange of 
queens after 9. 'iVb3 ! ?  'iVxb3 1 0 . cxb3 , with a comfortable ending for White. 
A I )  8 . . .  c4 9 .ttJf3 and now: 
A l l ) 9  . .  .f6 ,  the classic break in the French Defence (Game 60) ; 
A I 2) 9  . . .  ttJc6 is a natural reply and a standard plan which prepares queenside 

castling (Game 6 1 ) .  
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A2 )  8 . . .  c4- 9 .h4-. Just a s  in 9 .ttJh3 , there are two main plans : 9 . . .  ttJc6/f6 ;  here we 
find several examples with very complicated play (Game 62) . 

B) Super blues : 8 .'fi'g4- - this is the most aggressive move in all variations of the 
French Defence, creating weaknesses in Black's position (Games 6 3 ,  64-) . 

The pawn on g7  is under attack and there are two ways of defending it : 
B l )  8 . . .  g6 is the classical 'Winawer-Nimzowitsch' defence, with a sharp fight 

between the queens after, for instance, 9 .'ii'd l  b6 l O .h4- ..ia6 1 1..�. xa6 ttJxa6 
1 2 .h5 cxd4- (Game 63 ) ; 

B2) 8 . . .  <;£;>f8 is a modern idea in the French Defence ; the king defends the dark 
squares ! After 9 .�d l b6 ! ?  1 O . c4-/h4-/dxc5 White tries to become active in the 
centre and/or attacks on the kingside (Game 64-) . 

C) 8 .ttJf3 - White prefers quick development (Games 65 -67 )  

C l )  8 . . .  b6 ! ?  with the idea . . .  .ta6 ,  reducing White 's initiative. A t  this point White 
can either open the game with 9 .  'ii'b 1 or continue developing with 9 .�d3 
(Game 65) ; 

C2) 8 . . .  c4- with ideas of blockading and/or attacking on the wings (Game 66)  
C3)  8 . . .  ttJc6 , developing and looking for pressure in the centre (Game 67 ) . 
D) 8 .h4- - on the attack! This leads to an even more creative game (Game 68) . 
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Black Queen Blues - Games 
Let us look at the stem game with the 
. . .  "%!Va5 -a4 manoeuvre. which illustrates 
the character of the ensuing play. 

The famous grandmaster Lajos Portisch was 
the fust to play the 'Black Queen Blues' .  

GAME 59 

D Bela Zsedenyi 
• Lajos Portisch 
Budapest Szikra 1 95 6  

1 .e4 e 6  2.d4 d 5  3.tDc3 �b4 4.e5 c5 
5.a3 bc3+ 6.bxc3 'ti'a51 

The black queen begins playing the 
'blues ' .  
7 . ..id2 1  

A)  The critical reply to  the gambit 
7 .tLlf3 is 7 . . .  cxd4 ! 8 . .id3 (8 .'iYxd4 
tLlc6�) 8 . . .  tLlc6 9 . 0-0 dxc3 1 0  . .:rb 1 
tLlge7 with two extra pawns ; or else 
1 0  . . .  f6oo B,Martin-Dreyer. Otago 
ch-NZL 1 99 1 ;  

B) The modest defence 7 .'iYd2 offers 
a solid game for both sides : 7 . . .  tLlc6 
8 .tLlf3 tLlge7 ! ?  (other interesting plans 
are 8 . . .  f6 9 .l:l:b 1 oo , or 8 . . .  b6 9 .dxc5 
bxc5 1 0 . a4 .ia6 1 1  . .ixa6 'iYxa6 
1 2  . .ia3 .l:.c8oo Poulton-Pert. England tt 
2 0 0 1 1 0 2 )  9 .�e2 ..td7 (9  . . .  b 6 ! ?  
1 0 .dxc5 ..ta6 ! �) 1 0 .a4 1:tc8 1 1 . 0-0 
cxd4 1 2 .cxd4 'ifxd2 1 3  . .ixd2 tLlf5 
1 4.c3 tLla5 and Black managed to win 
this equal ending.  Ragozin-Botvinnik. 
Moscow match 1 944. 
7 .. :iVa4!? 
This is the key move of Black's plan. 
Black immediately exerts pressure on 
White 's weaknesses on the queenside, 
limiting the activity of the white pieces. 
The alternatives in the years 1 943 -46 
were : 

A) In the stem game 7 . . .  c4? !  was 
played. This is a typical blockade. but at 
the moment it is premature : 8 .h4 
(8 .... g4 ! t) 8 . . .  tLle7 9 . f4? !  tLlbc6 1 0 .h5 
.id7 ( 1 0  . . .  tLlf5 ! ) 1 1 .tLlf3 h6 1 2 .�e2 
0-0-0 1 3 .'iYc 1 tLlf5 1 4 .'it>f2 l:Idf8� 
preparing . . .  f7 -f6 ,  with a complex 
game. De Agustin-Alonso Leira . Madrid 
1 943 ; 
B) Also interesting is 7 . . .  tLle7 ! ?  

8 . .id3 ( 8 . c4 'iYc7 � ;  8 .'iYg4 ! ?) 
8 . . .  tLlbc6 9 .tLlf3 c4! 1 0 .�f1 .td7 1 1 .g3  
f6 ! �  Simagin-Bronstein. Moscow city 
championship 1 946 .  
a:iVg41 
The white queen's move to g4 is the 
most aggressive plan in the Winawer 
Variation. For 8 ."%!Vb 1 • see Games 60  -6 2 
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Par t  F o u r  - Winawer Vari a t i o n :  3 . tO c 3  �b4  

and for 8 .h4, see Game 6 8 .  Another old 
game by the famous black player went: 
8 .tOf3 (see also Games 65 -67 )  8 . . .  tOe7 
9 .'iYb l  (threatening �b5 +) 9 . . .  c4 ! .  

We have one of the key positions of the 
'black queen' variation. 1 0 .g3 tObc6 
1 1 .�g2 �d7 1 2 . 0-0  0-0-0 1 3 .tOg5 
�df8 1 4.f4 f6 ! (the customary break, 
which ensures counterplay in the cen­
tre) 1 5 .tOf3 Wb8 1 6 .'iVb2 �e8 ! (a typi­
cal manoeuvre with the French bishop) 
1 7  .�h3 �g6 1 8 Jhc 1 �f5 with excel­
lent possibilities for Black, Dely­
Portisch, Balatonfiired 1 9 5 9 .  
S ... g6 
The modern defence is  8 . . .  Wf8 ! ? , see 
Game 64. 
9.1::[a2?1 

9 .'iYd l is the main line, see Games 63 
and 64. 
9 ... tOe6 
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With pressure on the d4-square and the 
threat 1 0 . . .  tOxe5 ! .  
1 0.tOf3 h 6  . 1 1 .'it'f4 e4 1 2.h4 �d7 
1 3.tOh2 'ifbS 1 4.11a1 'iYb2 1 S.l:te1 
'it'xa3 1 6  . ..ie2 0-0-0 1 7.0-0 
1 7 .'iYxf7 tOge7 is unclear. 
1 7  ... l:tfS 1 S.1:[a1 'ifb2 1 9J:rte1 f6 
20.�d1 'ifb6 2U :[eb1 'ii'dS 22.'it'g3 
tOge7 23.�g4 fS 24.�e2 f4 2S.'iYg4 

tOfS 26.tOf3 gS 27.hxgS? 
Opening the h-file to Black's advantage. 
2 7 .h5 was better. 
27 ... hxgS-+ 

2S.'iVxgS 'ifeS 29.tOh2 .!:lh4 30.�g4 
l:tfhS 31 .�xfS l:txh2 32.�h3 l:t2xh3 
33.gxh3 1:[gS 34.�xf4 .!::[xgS+ 
3S.�xgS 'ifg6 
And the black queen comes alive ! 
36.h4 'iYxe2 37.1:[e1 'it'fS 3S.f4 iteS 
39 . .l:ta2 Yi'd3 40 . .l:tf2 Yi'g3+1 0-1 

With this 'old blues song ' we have be­
gun the study of the sharp 'black queen' 
variation. 

GAME 60 

o Ponnuswamy Konguvel 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Andorra Open 2006  (2) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.tOe3 �b4 4.eS eS 
S.a3 �xe3+ 6.bxe3 'iVaS 



Chap t e r  9 - Bla ck Q u een B l u es :  6 . . .  'ifa5 , 7 . . .  'iY a4 

A risky but interesting idea, which is 
gaining popularity in modern practice. 
7.�d2 'ifa4 8.'ifb1 

This is White 's most popular move, but 
I am not sure that it is stronger than 
8 .'ifg4 or 8 .ttJf3 . The idea is to prevent 
Black's strategic plan of . . .  b6 and . . .  it.a6 
by threatening 9 .�bS + .  
8 ... c4 

Black blocks the centre in order to play 
a closed game. The three bishops on the 
board are temporarily out of play. Black 
can also try 8 . . .  a6 9 .'iYb3 (9 .ttJf3 ! ?) 
9 . . .  'iVxb3 1 0 . cxb3;!; ;  on the other hand, 
8 . . .  ttJc6 9 . ..tb5 'ffaS 1 0 .ttJf3 seems fa-
vourable for White. 
9.ttJh31? 
The knight is flexible on h3 , preparing 
ttJf4 and ttJh5 -+ with an attack on g 7 .  
A) Quite similar i s  9 .ttJe2 f6 (in this 

case I prefer 9 . . .  ttJc6 ! ? , see the next 
game) 1 0 .exf6 ttJxf6 1 1 . g3  (a logical 
move. But 1 1 .ttJg3 ttJc6 1 2 .�e2 0-0 
( 1 2  . . .  eS ? !  1 3 .dxe5 ttJxe5 1 4.�f4 ttJg6 
l S  . ..te3 0-0  1 6 . 0 -0  b6  1 7 .'iYd U U rt;o n ii> 

0 - li' o 섐10
怀 t h : ฀ ጀ 1 3  1 x

.  脀 f6A1'iV輀 th.d
l0-0 �16'iV7



Par t  F o u r  - Winawer Vari a t i o n :  3 . ttJ c 3  iLb4  

This typical counterthrust may be  the 
most satisfactory move in this position. 
The knight on h3 isn't defending the 
eS-square. For 9 . . .  ttJc6 ! ?  see the next 
game. 
1 0.f4 
White prefers a pawn wedge set-up. 
If 1 0 .ttJf4 fxeS 1 1 .dxeS ttJe7 �.  
Interesting i s  1 0 .i.e  2 !  ? (preparing 
i.hS +) 1 0  . .  .fxeS ( 1 0  . . .  ttJc6 ! ?) 1 1 .dxeS 
ttJc6 1 2 .f4 ttJge7 1 3 .i.hS + !  g6 1 4.i.f3 
i.d7 1 S . 0 - 0  0 - 0 - 000 Timman­
Jacimovic , Gothenburg Ech-tt 2 0 0 S .  
1 0  ... ttJc6 1 1 .ttJf2 

1 1 .�e2 ! ?  fs 1 2 . 0-0 ttJge7 1 3 .i.hS + g6 
1 4.�e2 i.d7 1 S .'iVb2 0-0-0 1 6 .J::!.fb 1  
b 6  1 7 .'iVc 1 h 6  1 S .�e 1 l:[dgS 1 9 .cJo>h 1  
iLeS 2 0 .'iVd2 ttJaS 2 1 .�h4 gS 2 2 .fxgS 
ttJg6 2 3 .�£1 hxgS 24 .ttJxgS 'ifd7 
2 S .i.f3 'ife7 26 .ttJh3 ttJh4 2 7 .i.xh4 
'ifxh4� Short-Akopian , France tt 
2 004. 
1 1 ...ttJge7 

This position allows both sides to ex­
periment. Play whatever you like, but 
play well ! 

1 2.g3 
Activating the light-squared bishop. 
1 2  ... 0-01? 1 3.�h3 .l:lbS 1 4.0-0 �d7 
1 5.'iVd 1 f5 1? 
At last - the blockade. 
1 6.�g2 b51 1 7.h3 �a5 1 S.�e2 �c7 

2 2 8  

Preparing a 'Queenside Jet' attack with 
. . .  as and . . .  b4. Or 1 S  . . .  ttJcS ! ?  with the 
idea . . .  ttJb6-a4. 
1 9.t2Jd 1 a5 20.ttJe3 b41t  21 .axb4 axb4 

22.g4 �hS 
Black has two interesting ideas to make 
progress : 22  . . .  b3 ! ?  or 22 . . .iLeS ! ?/ . . .  �g6 .  
23.�e1 ..ieS!? 24.�d 1 b 3 !  25.cxb3 
l:txb3 
2 S  . . .  cxb3 ! ?  
26.'i!fc2 �g6 
26 . . .  ttJxd4! ? 2 7 .cxd4 l::txe3 2 S  . ..ib4 
�g6 2 9 .i.d6�.  
27.1Wd 1 l:rfbS 2S.1:[f2 h6 29JUa2 'iVc8 
30.cJo>h2 'iVfS 31 .cJo>g3?T 
Defending the pawn wedge with the 
king is very dangerous. 3 1 .�£1 was 
better, with an unclear position. 
31 ... �h7 
3 1 . . .ttJb4! 3 2. .];[£1 ttJd3 =F .  
32 . ..id2 g51 

This 'Black Jet ' is the decisive resource 
in Black's attack. 
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33.'ilf1 gxf4+ 34.�xf4 

Or 34 .'ifxf4 tbg6 followed by 3 S  . .  .f4+,  
winning a piece. 
34 ... tbg6+ 
The black knights enter the game. 
3 4  . . .  tbxd4! ? 
35.'it>f3 f4 36.tbc2 l:.b21? 
3 6  . . .  tbgxeS + !  3 7 .dxeS �xc2 3 8  . .l:Ixc2 
tbd4+ was easier. 
37.'it>f2 tbh4 
3 7  . . .  tbgxeS ! 3 8 .dxeS 'ifcS + 3 9 .tbd4 
tbxd4 is curtains. 
38.'ifc1 tbxe51 

The battle approaches a dramatic fmish. 
39.dxe5 
If 3 9 .�f1 , 3 9  .. Jhc2 40 .l:.xc2 �xc2 
4 1 .'iYxc2 tbef3 , winning. 
39 ... 1:[xc2!-+ 40.1:[xc2 'ilc5+ 41 . .te3 
'ifxe3+1 42.'ifxe3 
The queens are eliminated, but . . .  
4 2  ... fxe3+ 43.�g3 .txc2 44.�xh4 e2 
45.'.1o>g3 .id3 46.�f2 J::!.f8+ 47.'it>g 1 
�g7 48J:te1 �g6 49.h4 1:[f4 50 . .th3 
1:[f3 51 . .tg2 1Ig3 0-1 

GAME 6 1  

o Oleg Korneev 
• Ildar Ibragimov 
Montreal 2006  (5) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3 .tbc3 �b4 4.e5 c5 
5.a3 .txc3+ 6.bxc3 �a5 7 . .td2 'iVa4 
8.'iVb1 

An interesting move, but after playing 
this line many times with Black I have 
come to the conclusion that 8 .iVg4 or 
8 .tbf3 may be stronger. 
8 ... c4 9.tbh3 
Other moves of the gl knight (involv­
ing the reply . . .  tbc6 and the plan with 
. . .  0-0-0) are : 
A) 9 .tbf3 tbc6 ! ?  1 0 .g3 ( 1 0 .�e2 is sim­

pler) 1 0 . . .  �d7 1 1 .�g2 0-0-0 1 2 .tbgS 
.l:1:ffi 1 3 .0-0 h6 1 4.tbh3 gS ! I S .f3 f6� 
Timman-Vaganian, Bazna 2007 ;  
B )  9 .  tbe 2 (this manoeuvre has similar 

ideas to the main game) 9 . . .  tbc6 ! ?  

with numerous possibilities : 
B 1 )  1 0 . g 3  �d7 1 1 .�g2 0 -0 -0  

1 2 .0-0 tbge7 1 3  . .l:Ie l <ot>b8 1 4.tbf4 g6  
l S .'ifc l h6 with a blocked pOSition, 
Predojevic-Asrian, Moscow 2 0 0 7 ;  

B2) 1 0 .tbg3 �d7 and now: 
B2 1 )  1 1 .tbhS g 6  1 2 . tbg3  0 - 0 - 0  

1 3 .�e2 f6 1 4. exf6 tbxf6 1 5 . 0-0 hS ! ?� 
1 6 .h4 "'as 1 7  . .tgS .l::!.dfS 1 8 .iVb2 tbh7 
1 9 .�6 .!::.f7 20 . .l:f.ab l "fIc7 2 1 . f4 b6 
2 2 .:be l tbf6 2 3 .�gS tbh7 24.�h6 
'ifd8 ! =i=  Yakovenko-Zhang Pengxiang, 
Taiyuan 2006 ;  
B22 )  1 1 .�e2 0-0-0 1 2 . 0-0  ( 1 2 .f4 

g6=) 1 2  . .  .fS 1 3 .tbhS g6 1 4.tbf6 tbxf6 
( 1 4  . . .  h6 ! ?) I S .exf6 h6i,  Spoelman­
Hou Yifan, Wijk aan Zee II 2 0 0 8 .  
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9 ... tLlc6 

Natural development. Instead of playing 
his resource . . .  f7 -f6 , Black prepares 
queenside castling. 
1 0.ti::lf4 i.d7 1  
Worse i s  1 0  . . .  ti::lge7 ? !  1 1 .ti::lhS ! ;  or 
1 0  . . .  g6 ? !  (it is better to wait with this 
move) 1 1 . g3  i.d7 1 2 .i.h3 0-0-0  
1 3 . 0 -0  �b8 1 4 .l:te 1 �a8 l S .'i!Vb2 
'iVaS ? !  1 6 . a4 ti::lge7 1 7 .l:teb 1 l:!.b8 
1 8 .'iYc 1  ti::lc8 1 9 .ti::lg2 ti::lb6 2 0 .ti::le3 
ti::lxa4? 2 1 .ti::lxdS ! and White brutally 
punished his opponent, Volokitin­
Lputian, Sochi tt 2 006 .  
1 1 .g3 
If 1 1 .Yi'xb7? !  1:tb8 1 2 .'iVc7 Vi'xc2 ! ? ; or, 
for instance, 1 1 .�e2 0-0-0 1 2 .0-0 f6 ! �  
1 3  .�g4 l:re8 1 4.l:re 1 fxeS 1 5  .dxeS l:re7 
(1 S . . .  ti::lh6 ! ?) 1 6 .ti::lhS l:If7 1 7 .ti::lf4 l:Ie7 
1 8 .ti::lhS l:If7 1 9 .ti::lf4 1:te7 1/2-Y2 Kamsky­
Onischuk, New York 2006 .  
1 1  ... 0-0-01 

2 3 0  

1 2.�h3 fS 
This blockade is a feasible plan. But here 
1 2  . . .  hS ! ?  is also interesting : 1 3 .'ifd 1 h4 
1 4 .g4 f6 ! ?  ( 1 4  . .  .1::[ f8 1 5 . 0-0 ti::lge7=) 
1 5 . 0 -0  ti::lge7 1 6 .exf6 gxf6 1 7 .gS kldg8 
1 8 .ti::lxe6 b6 1 9 .�h 1 fxgsoo Kruppa­
Krivoshey, Nikolaev Zonal 1 99 5 .  
1 3.g4 fxg4 1 4.�xg4 ne8 1 S.h4 lle7 

1 6.1:[g 1 'ifaS 1 7.i.h3 tLlh6 1 8.ttJhS 
i.e81 

Black has obtained a more than satisfac­
tory game. 
1 9.ttJxg7 
Tactical operations begin, but the white 
king is not very safe. 
1 9  .. J�g81 20. �f1 11 
There is no time for such manoeuvres. 
2 0 .'iYb 2 D  .!:i.exg 7 2 1. . �xg7 �xg 7 
2 2 .�xh6 1:tg 1 +OO.  
2 0  ... l::tgxg7 21 .l::txg7 llxg7 22.i.xh6 
'ti'xc3lt 



Chapt e r  9 - Black  Q u een B l u es :  6 . .  . 'ifa S ,  7 . . . . �a 4 

An unexpected intermediate move. 
Now Black's counterattack is irresist­
ible. 
23.�xeS+ �d7 24.�xd7+ 
H.'iVe l 'iVf3 ! .  
24 ... .!::!.xd7 25.�e3 tLlxd4 2S.'ife1 
'ifxe1 + 27J::[xe1 tLlxc2-+ 
Forcing a winning rook ending. 
28.l:te2 tLlxe3+ 29.l::rxe3 d4 30 . .!:!.e4 
c3 31 .'itte1 d3 32.�d 1 d2 33 . .I:[c4+ 
l:[c7 34.l:[xc7+ 'ittxc7 35.a4 bS 3S.f4 
as 37.f5 'ittd 7  38.fS 'itteS 0-1 

GAME 62  

D Darmen Sadvakasov 
• Ruslan Pogorelov 
Moscow Aeroflot 2002  (3)  

1 .e4 eS 2.d4 d5 3.tLlc3 �b4 4.e5 c5 
5.a3 �xc3+ S.bxc3 'ti'a5 7.�d2 'ifa4 
8.'ifb1 c4 9.h41? 

Go! With the centre blocked, the white 
player organises a flank attack. 
9 ... tLlcS 
The alternative, as always , is 9 . .  .f6 ! ? , for 
instance: 

A) 1 0 .hS fxeS  l 1 . dxeS ( 1 1 .h6 ? !  
tLlxh6 1 2  . .ixh6 gxh6 l 3 .�c l ? ! tLlc6 ! 
1 4.ifxh6 .id7 1 S .dxeS 'iVxc2 and 
Black soon achieved an advantage, 
Corrales Jimenez-Moskalenko, Sitges 
2 0 0 7) 1 1 . . .t2Jc6 1 2 .f4 t2Jh6 ! � ;  in this 

for Black, Yakovenko-Zhang Pengxiang, 
Ergun 2006 ;  

B )  1 0 .�d 1 tLlc6  1 1 .ifg4 'ittf8 °o 
Sommerbauer-Pilaj , K6fiach ch-AUT 
2006 ;  
C )  1 O .tLlf3 tLlc6 . 

A key moment. 
C 1 )  1 1 .�f4 'iVaS 1 2 .'iVb2 tLlge7 ! ?  

(worse is 1 2  . . .  fxeS 1 3 .tLlxeS tLlge7 
1 4 .tLlxc6 tLlxc6 1 S  . .id6t Corrales 
Jimenez-Moskalenko, Barcelona Sants 
Open 2007)  l 3 .hS ( 1 3 .exf6 gxf6oo) 
1 3  . . .  0-0 1 4.�e2 fxeS 1 S .�xeS tLlxeS 
1 6 .tLlxeS tLlc6 with equality, Van Riems­
dijk-Moskalenko, Montcada Open 2007 ;  

C2)  l 1 .hS fxeS !  1 2  .h6 tLlxh6 
l 3 .�xh6 gxh6 1 4.tLlxeS ifaS ! 1 S  . .!:!.h3 
( l S .'iYb2 tLlxd4 ! )  l S  . . .  tLlxeS 1 6 .dxeS 
(Yagupov-Nikitin, St Petersburg 2 000) 
and here Black could have fought for an 
advantage with 1 6  . .  J:[g8 ! .  
1 0.h5 

position castling kingside is preferable 1 0  ... hS 
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This leads to  an unclear game. Also pos­
sible is 1 0  . . .  �d7 ! ?  1 1 . tLlf3 ( 1 1 .h6 ? !  
tLlxh6=i=) 1 1 . . . 0 -0-0 and now: 

A) In case of the fianchetto 1 2 .g3  f6 ! ?  
1 3 .�h3 lifS 1 4.0-0 fs (the choice of 
two Armenian grandmasters , but 
1 4  . . .  fxeS ! ?  is the most concrete, for ex­
ample : l S .tLlxeS tLlxeS 1 6 .dxeS tLle7 �) 
l S .tLlh4 �a5 1 6 .'ifd 1  �dSoo Filip­
pov-Akopian, Khanty-Mansiysk 2007  
and Sutovsky-Vaganian, Kerner tt 2 00 7 ;  

B) 1 2 .�e2 ! ?  with a spectacular battle : 
1 2  . . .  h6 1 3 .g3 tLlge7 1 4 .'Jitfl 'JitbS 
l S .Wg2 �aS 1 6 .'iVb2 �bS 1 7  . .!::i.h4 bS 
l S  . .l::[g l  'ifaS 1 9 .<itfl 'iYb6 20 .g4 as 
2 1 .l:th2 l:.bfS 2 2 .'iVc 1 �b7 2 3 .gS  hxgS 
24 JixgS tLlfS 2 S .tLlh4 tLlce7 2 6 .tLlxfS 
tLlxfS 2 7 .'ifb2 f6 ! ?  

analysis diagram 

I recommend that the reader study this 
position for a while. 
Both players have showed the best pos­
sibilities in the 'Black Queen Blues ' 
variation, but in the end, only one of 
them can win . . .  2 S .exf6 gxf6 (probably 
equivalent were 2 s  . .  .lhf6 ! ?  2 9  . .itf4 
1H7 or 2 S  . . .  'iYd6 ! ?  2 9 J�h3 l:txf6 
3 0 .a4°o with attractive play) 2 9  . .l::r.xfS ? !  
exfS 3 0 .�f4 l:eS+ White does not 
have compensation for the exchange, 
Corrales Jimenez-Moskalenko, Sabadell 
2 00S  - the dramatic final phase of this 
game is given in the introduction. 

2 3 2  

1 1 .tLlf3 
Or, for example : 

A) 1 1 .�d 1 �d7 (� 1 1 . . .tLlge7 ! )  
1 2 .'fi'g4 .!::i.h7 1 3 .'iYd 1 0-0-0 1 4.tLle2 
f6 ! l S  . ..tf4 tLlge7� Lopez Martinez­
Moskalenko, Montcada 2006 ;  
B )  1 1 .g3  tLlge7 1 2 .�h3 �d7 1 3 .tLle2 

0-0-0 1 4 .tLlf4 WbS 1 5 . 0-0 

analysis diagram 

B 1 )  l S  . . .  .:.dgS ! ?  1 6 . Wh2 tLldS 
1 7 .'iYb2 gS ! l S .tLle2 g4? (this i s  a stra­
tegic error. The g- and h-pawns should 
stay together. A better idea was 
l S  . .  J ig 7 ! ? , preparing . .  JUs and 
. . .  f7 -f6) 1 9  .�g2;;!;; Naer-Pushkov, Mos­
cow 2 0 0 7 ;  

B 2 )  l S  . . .  tLlcs 1 6 .Wh2 tLlb6 1 7 .tLlg2 
'fi'aS l S .'ifd 1 tLla4 (or l S  . . .  l:tdgS ! ?  
1 9 .f4 g 6  2 0  . .!::i.f2 tLle7 Naer-Zhang 
Pengxiang, Ergun 2006) 1 9 .f4 tLle7 
( 1 9  . . .  g 6 ! ?  2 0 .tLle3  gxhS 2 1 .tLlg2  
.l:ldgSoo Kobalia-Akopian, Sochi 2 006) 
2 0 .tLle3  g6  2 1 .'iYf3 °o  Shabalov­
Ibragimov, Stillwater ch-USA 2 0 0 7 ;  

C )  1 1 .tLle2  tLl g e 7  1 2 .Vic 1 (here 
1 2 .g4 with the idea tLlg3 deserves seri­
ous consideration) 1 2  . . .  �d7 1 3 .g3 
0-0-0 1 4.�h3 'JitbS with many possi­
bilities for both sides , Nij boer-Nikolic , 
Rotterdam ch-NED 1 99 7 ;  

D) 1 1 .g4 �d7 1 2  . .ith3 0-0-0 1 3 .tLle2 
tLlge7 1 4  . .ite3 .!::i.df8 l S .�d2 f6 1 6 .f4 
fS � Bacrot-Eingom, France tt 2007 .  
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1 1  ... tbge 7 1 2.g3 

Or 1 2 .g4 �d7 1 3 .ttJh4 0-0-0 1 4 .'ifb2 
l::rdg8 ( 1 4  . . .f6 ! ?) l S  . .th3 g6 1 6 .hxg6 
fxg6 1 7 . 0-0-0 gS ! 1 8 .tbg2 �e8 ! 1 9 .f4 
�g6 20 .l:i.hfl �e4� Yurtaev-Nikolic, 
Elista Olympiad 1 99 8 .  
1 2  ... .id7 1 3  . .ih3 0-0-0 
1 3  . . .  0 -0 ! ?  
1 4.0-0 l::i:dfS 1 S.tbh4 gSI? 

After the Black Jet advance, the black 
army is ready to counterattack. 
1 S.tbg2?1 
1 6 .hxg6ep fxg6= .  
1 S  .. .fS 1 7.exfS l::i:xfS 
1 7  . . .  ttJg8 ! ? with the idea . . .  ttJxf6 , -+hS . 
1 S.tbe3 l:lf7 1 9.Ue1 tbgS 20.tbg4 tbfS 
21 .tbxfS llxfS 22.ne2 .l:I:hfS 23.�g4 
tbdSI? 
B . . .  b6= .  
24.lWb2 eSI 2S.'ii'b4 'ii'xb4 2S . .ixd 7+ 
<it>xd7 27.axb4 exd4 2S.cxd4 tbeS+ 

In such positions the black knight has 
better prospects than the white bishop. 
29.c3 as 30 . .a:ae1 .!lSf7 31 .�g2 tbg7 

32.l:th 1 l:l.eS 
3 2 . . . ttJfS ! ?  b.. . . .  ttJd6 and ttJe4. 
33.11xeS tbxeS 34 . .!le1 l::i:fS 3S.g4 
<it>cS 3S.Wg3 bS 37.UeS aSI 

The passed a-pawn decides the game in 
Black's favour. 
3S.bxaS bxaS 39.l:te1 a4 40.l::ta1  wbS 

41 .i.c1 tbf4 42.i.xf4 Uxf4 43.f3 1:1.fS 
44.�f2 .!leS 4S . .!::tb1  + <it>aS 4S.l:ta1 
l:1bS 47.f4 gxf4 4S.wf3 l:lb3 49.l::tc1 a3 
SO.wxf4 wa4 S1 .gS hxgS+ S2.WxgS 
a2 S3Jla1 �a3 S4.hS �b2 0-1 

Summary of8.�b l c4 
It is clear that the closed positions cre­
ated with . . .  c4 offer White a space ad­
vantage. But the downside is that it will 
cost him time to bring his queen into 
play. The middlegame is very rich in 
possibilities for both sides. 

GAME 63  

o Mohamad Naser Al Sayed 
• Bartosz Socko 
Port Erin 2006  (3)  

1 .e4 eS 2.d4 dS 3.tbc3 .ib4 4.eS cS 
S.a3 �xc3+ S.bxc3 'iVaS 7.i.d2 �a4 
S:ili'g41? 
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If  the black queen plays the blues , then 
the white queen plays the super-blues 
here. Their fight already starts in Round 
1 :  'if-+g 7 ,  'if-+c2 . 
8 . . .  96 

This i s  how black players defended the 
kingside in the old days. The disadvan­
tage of this move is that the dark 
squares are weakened. 
The modern defence is 8 . . .  �f8 , see the 
next game. 
9.'iVd 1 

A typical and strong manoeuvre. 
9 ... b61? 
This is one of the most useful plans in 
the 'Black Queen' variation; it prepares 
. . .  .ta6 . of course there are always inter­
mediate moves, such as : 

A) 9 . . .  ttJc6 1 0 .�b l ! ?  (putting a very 
specific question to Black : the threat is 
1 1 ..tbS ! .  If 1 0 . ttJf3 b 6  1 1 .h4 
(Bologan-Psakhis , playchess . com 
2 0 04) 1 1  . . .  cxd4 1 2 .hS ttJge7oo)  
1 0  . . .  a6 1 1 .ttJf3 bS ! ?  with a very com­
plicated game ahead , Berg-Zhang 
Pengxiang, Fiigen tt 2 006 ;  
B )  9 . . .  cxd4? !  1 0  . .i:!.b 1 d3 ? !  (better is 

1 0  . . .  a6 1 1 . cxd4 'ifxd4 1 2 .ttJf3 t) 
1 1 ..txd3 'if xa3 1 2  . ttJf3 � cS 1 3 .h 4 ± 
as in the game Anand-Nikolic ,  
Groningen 1 99 7 .  
1 0.h4 

234  

Attacking players just love to  advance 
this pawn! 
1 0  ... �a61? 
This is a fresh idea of grandmaster Lev 
Psakhis. Black allows the advance 
h4-hS . For the moment no one has ever 
captured 1 0  . . .  cxd4 and we still don't 
know why. 
Another typical line is the normal 
blockade move 1 0  . . .  hS ! ?  and now: 

A) A solid possibility is 1 1 .ttJf3 iL.a6 
1 2 .�xa6 'ifxa6 1 3 .a4 ttJc6 1 4.'ifb 1 
'iVc4 l S .dxcS ttJge7 ! �  Colovic-Psakhis, 
Andorra 2 002 ;  

B) Or White can fight for the initia­
tive with 1 1 . c4 ttJc6 1 2 .ttJf3 ttJge7 
1 3 .dxcS bxcS 1 4 .cxdS (if 1 4 .�e2 dxc4 
l S . 0-0 ttJdS 1 6 .�gS �a6 1 7 .l:.e 1 c3 ! ?  
and Black is in good shape, Carlsen­
Agdestein , Moss ch-NOR 2 0 0 6) 
1 4  . . .  exdS l S .�e2 �g4 1 6 .0 -0  iL.xf3 
1 7 .iL.xf3 'iYxh4 1 8 .c4 ttJxeS 1 9 .cxdS 
0-0 20 .�c3 ttJxf3 + 2 1 .'iYxf3 ttJfS -
this position is ideal for Black , 
Karjakin-Zhang Pengxiang, Kerner tt 
2 0 0 7 ;  
C )  1 1...�.d3 (simply developing) 

1 1 . . .�a6 1 2 .dxcS bxcS 1 3 .ttJf3 ttJd7 
1 4 . 0 -0  ttJe7 l S .iL.gS ttJfS 1 6  . .l:.e 1 
Axd3 1 7 .cxd3 'ti'xd 1 1 8 .l:!.exd 1 0-0 
1 9  .l:tdb 1 l:tfb8 with an equal ending, 
Bobras-Akopian, Port Erin 2006 .  
1 1 .�xa6 tLlxa6 
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1 1 . . ."iYxa6 ! ?  is a different concept: 
1 2 .hS 4Jc6 1 3 .hxg6 fxg6 1 4."iVg4 �d7 
l S .4Jf3 hS ! ?  1 6 .Vi'xg6 4Jge7 1 7 ."iYd3 
"iVxd3 1 8 .cxd3 cxM 1 9 .cxM 4JfS 
2 0 .�c3 :a.ag 8 �  Apicella-]acimovic , 
Fiigen tt 2 006 .  
1 2.hS 
White continues according to plan. Two 
other gentlemen played a solid game 
with 1 2 .4Je2 hS 1 3 .�gS l:rc8 1 4.0 -0  
4Je7  1 s .�f6 Uf8 1 6 .'Wd2 4Jb8 
( 1 6  . . .  cxd4! ?) 1 7 J:Ub 1  4Jd7 1 8 .dxcS 
':xcS 1 9  . .l:!.b4 "iVa6= Chandler-No Pert, 
London match 2000 .  
1 2  ... cxd41 

At last someone decides to capture the 
pawn! 
1 3.hxg6 fxg6 1 4.'ii'g4 
Round 2 of the queens' confrontation 
(see the move 8 .  'if g4) . In the stem game 
of 1 0 . . .  �a6 the black queen had to face 
a white rook: 1 4  . .l:f.h4 4Je7 l S .cxd4 .lac8 
( l S  . . .  4JcS ! ?) 1 6 . c3  4JcS ! 1 7 J�th3 
"iVxd 1 + 1 8 .':xd 1 4Ja4 1 9 .4Je2 hS 
20 .�c 1 <;;t>d7 2 1 .Udd3 4JfS and Black 
won by improving his position little by 
little, David-Psakhis, Bad Wiessee 1 999 .  
1 4 .cxM 'ifxd4 l S .4Jf3 i s  unclear -
sorry, no games. 
1 4  ... 4Je71 
In this way Black retains dangerous 
counterplay. 

1 S.cxd4 hSI? 

This was not the only possibility, but . . .  
1 6.ttJe2?? 
Leaving his queen en prise! 1 6 . 'Wh4! ?oo 
or 1 6 ."iYxe6 "iYxd4+ . 
1 6  .. . hxg4 
And the sharp duel between the two 
queens is decided in favour of the 
'Black Queen ' .  
1 7  . .u.xhS+ 'it>d7 1 S.l:[xaS tbcSI-+ 

Winning easily. 
1 9.f3 �c6 20.l::!.xcS 'iYxcS 21 .c3 gxf3 
22.gxf3 'ii'hS 23.0-0-0 �fS 24.':g 1 
'ii'xa3+ 2S.'it>c2 'iWa2+ 26.'iild3 tbc7 
27.'it>e3 as 2SJ::txg6 'ii'c2 29 . .l::Ig7+ 
c,ir>c8 30.1::[g 1  a4 31 . .l:.a1 ttJbS 32.tbf4 
a3 33.tbd3 'it>d7 0-1 
The sequence 8 ."iVg4 g6 9 .'ifd 1 b6 ! ?  
promises a creative game in all lines. 

GAME 64 

D Joost Michielsen 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Banyoles Open 2006  (3)  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3 .ttJc3 ..tb4 4.eS cS 
S.a3 ..txc3+ 6.bxc3 'iYaS 7.�d2 'iVa4 
S:fi'g4 ..t>fSI? 
A modern resource in the French De­
fence. The idea is to defend g 7 with the 
king without weakening the dark 
squares , as is the case after 8 . . .  g6 .  But 

2 3 S  
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now Black's plan of  castling queenside 
has become impossible. 

8 . . .  ttJe7 ? !  is very sharp but too risky : 
9 .'ifxg7 .:t.g8 1 0 .�xh7 cxd4 1 l .ttJf3 
(or, for instance, 1 1 .ttJe2 ttJbc6 1 2 .f4 
�d7 1 3 .'ifd3 ttJfS 1 4 .g3  0 -0 -000 
Mitkov-C.Hernandez, Mexico City 
2 006) 1 1  . . .  ttJbc6 1 2 .g3  �d7 1 3 .�e2 
0-0-0  1 4 . 0 - 0 ?  ( l 4 .�d3 is better) 
1 4  . . .  dxc3 l S .�gS ?  'ife4! and Black 
won material, Mata-S .Williams, London 
2 00 l .  
9.'ifd 1 b61? 

Preparing . . .  i.a6 .  
1 0.c41? 
Normally with this advance White 
starts action in the centre. Other moves : 

A) 1 0 . dxcS bxcS ( l 0  . . .  ttJd7 ! ?) 
1 1 .ttJf3 ttJe7 1 2 .�d3 �a6� Kurnosov­
Ustinov, Cheliabinsk 200S ; 

B) The alternative is the flank attack 
1 0 .h4 ! ? (starting another of White 's 
typical plans : b.. hS , h6 ,  .!:Ih4, .!:If4) 
1 0  . . .  i.a6 (the stem game saw 1 0  . . .  ttJe7 
1 1 .hS h6 1 2 .l::rh4 �a6 1 3 .�xa6 ttJxa6 
( 1 3  . . .  �xa6 ! ?) 1 4.l:If4 �d7 l s .iVf3 
ttJc6 1 6 .ttJh3 .l:.c8 1 7 .g4OO Fischer­
Hook, Siegen Olympiad 1 9 7 0 )  
1 l .�xa6 ( l l .hS �xfl 1 2.',l;>xfl h6  
1 3 J�h4 ! ?  ttJe7  1 4  . .1:[f4 ttJbc6 l S .ttJf3 
ttJaS 1 6 .�g l ttJc4 1 7 .ttJe 1 .l:.c8 � 
Konguvel-Vilela, Balaguer 2006  (6))  
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The 'Blues Hook' 1 2  . . .  �a6 after 1 O .c4 was 
developed by the number one player from 
the British Virgin Islands, William Hook. 
against none other than Bobby Fischer. 

and now: 

B 1 )  1 1 . . .'iha6 ! ?  (this allows the 
knight to develop towards the centre : 
. . .  ttJc6) 1 2 .hS h6 1 3  . .1:[h4 ttJe7 1 4.1::[[4 
ttJbc6 and the position looks equal. The 
attacking and defensive resources bal­
ance each other, for example : 1 S .a4 
l:tc8 1 6 .aS cxM 1 7 . cxd4 'ifc4 1 8 .axb6 
axb6 1 9 .c3 �e8 2 0  . .1:[a4 �bS 2 l .ttJe2 
ttJaS 22 .i.c 1 00  Castellanos-Vilela , 
Balaguer 2006  (8) ; 

B2) The other option is 1 1 . . .ttJxa6 ,  to 
activate the a8 rook and play on the c-file, 
although the a6 knight will be out of play. 
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for instance: 1 2 .hS h6 1 3  . .l:h4 l:I.c8 
1 4  . .1:[f4 cxM I S .cxM CiJe7 ( I S  .. J:hc2 ? is 
a bad move: 1 6 .il.c3 ! 'tib3 1 7 .l:I.£3 CiJe7 
and soon 1/2_ 1/2 in Konguvel-Moskalenko, 
Badalona 2006 .  But here 1 8 .CiJe2 ! gives 
White a clear advantage) 1 6 .'iV£3 �e8 
1 7 .c3 l:tfB 1 8 .CiJh3 CiJb8 1 9 .'iVg4 l:lg8 
20 .'iV£3 V2- 1/2 Cheparinov-Nikolic, Wijk 
aan Zee IT 200S . 
1 0  ... tLle7 
Solid play. 1 0  . . .  il.a6 ! ?  
1 1 .tLlf3 
1 1 . cxdS 'iVxd4 ! ? 1 2 . dxe6 'iVxeS + 
1 3 .il.e2 ii.b7 ! ?  1 4 .ii.f4 'iVc3 + I S .ii.d2 
'tieS 1 6 .�f4 'Yi'c3 + 1 7 .�d2 V2- V2 

Grischuk-Shulman, Khanty-Mansiysk 
200S . 
1 1  ... �a61  

1 1 . . .CiJbc6 ! ?  1 2 .dxcS dxc4 1 3 .h4? !  
�a6 !� Konguvel-Sengupta, Atul ch-IND 
2006 ;  1 1  . . .  dxc4! ? 1 2 .dxcS �b7°o. 
1 2.cxd5 ..ixf1 1 
The exchange of the light-squared bish­
ops reduces White 's initiative. 
1 3.�xf1 
The intermediate move 1 3 .d6 ? !  is not 
of much use : 1 3  . . .  il.a6 ! 1 4 .dxe7 +  
rJi;xe7 I S .�gS +  f6 ! � .  
1 3  • . •  ttJxd5 1 4.dxc5 bxc5 1 5.g3 
Fianchettoing his king. 
1 5  ... tLld7 
I S  . . .  CiJc6 ! ?  

1 6.�g2 h6!  1 7.h4 We71 
Preparing an exit: . . .  .!:i.h8-d8 and . . .  �f8 . 
1 8.h5 .llhd8� 

The position is balanced, but humans 
make mistakes. 
1 9J::!.h4 'iVc6 20.'ti'e2 Wf8 21 .rJi;h2 
ttJe7 22.J::i.g 1 1? 
Preparing a possible attack along the 
g-fIle with g4-gS . 
22 ... 'ti'c7 1 

Whereas Black looks for counterplay in 
the centre. 
23.�f4 ttJf5 24 . .l:!:h3 tLlb6 
24 . . .  CiJM! ? 
25.'iVe4 ttJd5 26.g4 tLlxf4 27.'iVxf4 
tLld4 28.'ti'e4 'ti'c6!? 
The queen exchange will be to Black's 
advantage. 
29.'iVxc6 ttJxc6=i= 

It is still necessary to show good tech­
nique in the ending. 

2 3 7  
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30.<;i;>g3 tLld4 
3 0  . . .  .l:.ab8 !+ .  
31 .ttJxd4 cxd4 32.�d 1 �acS 3 3  . .tId2 
.l:.c4I? 34.<;i;>g2 d31? 35Jthxd3 
3 5 J:tg3 ! ?  l::te4-=F . 
35 ... .!lxg4+ 36.<;i;>f3 .l:!.xd3+ 37.�xd3 
1:[g5 3S.rJte4 .l:.xh5 39 . .l:.dS+ <;i;>e7 
40 . .tIbS �h4+ 41 .<;i;>e3 f51? 42 . .l:!.b7+ 
<;i;>fS 43J:txa7 .l:[e4+ 44.rJtd3 .a:xe5 
45.a4 h5 46.a5 h4 47.a6 I:!.a5 4S.c4 
<;i;>g81-+ 

The h-pawn will arrive first. 
49.c5 .J:rxc5 50 . .!:.e7 �a5 51 . .l:.xe6 h3 

52 . .I:!.b6 h2 53J::[b1 1:[xa6 54.rJte3 l:[h6 
55 . .ti.h1  .a:h3+ 56.f3 rJtf7 57.�f2 'it>f6 
5S.rJtg2 �hS 59.'it>g3 g5 60.'�g2 .!:taS 
61 .<;i;>g3 .l:!.a2 62.rJth3 rJte5 63.<it>g3 
f4+ 64.<;i;>h3 .l:.f2 0-1 

Hook's defence to 8 .'iVg4- <;i;>f8 will al­
ways be a good alternative. 

Summary of 8.  'IV g4 
The early black queen sortie takes the 
sting out of White 's play, since after 
8 . . .  <;i;>f8 or 8 . . .  g6  he must take the threat 
against c2 into account, and there is 
nothing better than to ruefully retreat 
with 9 .'lVd l . Black can combine the de­
velopment of his knight and the attack 
on the d4- pawn with the strategic plan 
. . .  b6/  . . .  �a6 .  
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GAME 65  

D Walter Browne 
• Ildar Ibragimov 
San Diego ch-USA 2004 (5)  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3 .tLlc3 �b4 4.e5 c5 
5.a3 ii.xc3+ 6.bxc3 'iVa5 7.�d2 'fi'a4 
S.tLlf3 
White prefers quick development. 
S ... b61? 

It is clear that the exchange of the 
light-squared bishops is favourable for 
Black. For the options 8 . . .  c4-, 8 . . .  tLle7 
and 8 . . .  tLlc6 , see Games 66 and 6 7 .  
9.dxc51? 
White tries to blast open the position to 
take advantage of his two bishops. 
Other popular options are : 

A) The aggressive advance 9 . c4- ! ? :  
A I )  Now, with 9 . . .  �a6 Black pursues 

his initial plan : 1 0 .cxd5 ii.xfl 1 1 ..l:f.xfl 
( l l .�xfl exd5+t) 1 1  . . .  exd5 

analysis diagram 
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1 2 .c3 ( 1 2 .dxcS bxcS I 3 .tLlgS tLlh6 
1 4 . c3  "iVc6 l S . f4 tLld7 V2- 1/2 

Iordachescu-Totsky, Bucharest 1 99 8 ;  or, 
for example : 1 2 .c4 'ti'xc4 I 3 J:tc 1  'ifa6 
1 4.dxcS tLle7 ! and Black has a good po­
sition) 12 . . .  �d7 I 3 .�e3 tLle7 1 4 .dxcS 
0-0 l S .cxb6 axb6 1 6 .tLld4 �c7 V2- 1/2 Al 
Modiahki-Al Sayed, Beirut Zonal 2 004; 

A2) The alternative 9 . . .  dxc4 ! ?  liqui­
dates the central pawns : 1 O. dxcS (eat­
ing his portion . 1 0 .tLlgS ! ?  �b 7 
l l .�hS g6 1 2 .�h4 tLld7 !oo should 
also be analysed) 1 0  . . .  tLle7 ! 

analysis diagram 

intending 1 1 .�gS tLldS ! with an excel­
lent position. 

B) 9 .�d3 is a rather modest attempt: 
9 . . .  �a6 1 0 .0-0 tLle7 (continuing devel­
opment. Or 1 0  . . .  tLld7 ! ?� 6. . . .  tLle7 -c6 ; 
1 0 . . .  �xd3 is a pleasant alternative : 
1 l . cxd3 'ti'xd 1 1 2 J Hxd 1 cxd4 
1 3 .tLlxd4 tLle7=) l l .dxcS bxcS 1 2  . .i.e3 
tLld7= Landa-Shipov, playchess. com 
2 004; 1 2  . . .  c4 ! ?  I 3 .�e2 tLld7°o;  
C )  9 .'ifb 1  (perhaps White was look­

ing to exchange queens) 9 . . .  �a6 
1 0 .�xa6 ( 1 0 .'iVb3 'iVxb3 1 l . cxb3 
it.xfl 1 2  . lhfl tLld7 =) 1 0  . . .  Vi'xa6 
( 1 0  . . .  tLlxa6 !  was simpler ; 1 l .Vi'b3 
�xb3 1 2 . cxb3 tLle7=)  1 l . a4;t 
Macieja-Jacimovic ,  Halkidiki 2 002 .  
9 ... bxc5 1 0.c4 

1 0  ... .i.a61? 
1 0  . . .  tLle7 ! ?  l l . cxdS exdS 1 2 .c4 �xd l + 
I 3 .'u'xd 1 d4� A.Smith-S .Lalic, England 
tt 2000/0 l . 
1 1 .cxd5 �xf1 
Completing the strategy begun with 
8 . . .  b6 .  
1 2.c;tJxf1 exd5 1 3.h4 CiJe7 1 4.h5 h6 
15 . .tI.h4 'ii'c6 1 6.'ii'e2 tt:Jd7 1 7.J::I.e1 
'iVe6 1 8.g4 l:.[b8 

This move, seizing an open file, ensures 
Black counterplay. 
1 9.95 llb6 20.'>ii>g2 tt:Jf8 2UU4 tLlh7 

22.gxh6 gxh6 23.c;tJh2 l:tg8 24.�a5 
l::rb7 25 . ..ic3? 
If 2 S .c4 d4 2 6 .�e4 l:[b2 2 7 .�a8 + 
�c8 2 8 .�xc8+ tLlxc8+ .  
25 ... .l:lg4 26.llxg4 'iVxg4 27.e6 
'iVxh5+ 28.c;;t>g 1  'iVg4+ 29.c;;t>f1 'iVh3+ 

30.c;tJg1 fxe6 31 .'i!fxe6 'i!fxe6 32J::txe6 
llb6!-+ 
With a technical win. 
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3 3  . .!::!.e1 ttlfS 34.itxfS 1:bfS 35.�g2 
l:i:gS+ 3S.�f1 nas 37.ttle5 h5 38.ttld3 
c4 39.ttJb4 lldS 40 . .!::!.e5 a5 41 .tUa2 h4 
42.tUc3 h3 43J:th5 .l::rbS 44J::th8+ 
�d7 45 . .l:.h7 d4 4S.l:[xe7+? �xe7 
47.tUd5+ �d8 48.tUxbS d3 0-1 

GAME 66  

D Milos Pavlovic 
• Lev Psakhis 
Andorra Open 1 99 8  (9) 

1 .e4 eS 2.d4 d5 3.ttlc3 .ib4 4.e5 c5 

5.a3 .ixc3+ S.bxc3 �a5 
Psakhis : 'This move has become very 
popular in the last couple of years.' 
7 . .id2 'iVa4 8.ttJf3 c4!? 

The key that closes the centre. 
9.g3 
Enabling the fianchetto �g2 and also 
�3 . 9 .h4-! ? (see also the previous game) 
9 . . .  ttlc6 1 0 .h5 h6 l 1 .g3 (if now l 1 .l:ih4-
we transpose into Game 68 .  Or 1 1 .ttlh4-
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ttlge7 ( 1 1 . . .�d7 ! ?) 1 2 .g4- ( 1 2 Jlh3 ! ?  
�d7 1 3 J:lf3) 1 2  . . .  �d7 1 3 .�g2 0-0-0 
1 4-.0-0 gS l S .ttlf3 lidf8 , intending 
. .  .f6/fS�,  Roiz Baztan-Fernandez Diaz, 
Oviedo 2003 . The text is not at all a new 
idea) 1 1 . . .itd7 1 2 .�3 0-0-0 1 3 .�4-
ttlge7 1 4-.'iVd2 �df8 1 5 .ttlh4-. 

White's space advantage gives him the 
better chances, but Black's position is still 
fairly solid. White intends ttlg2-ttle3 . 
l S  . .  J:th7 (better seems l S  . . .  'iVaS ! ?  with 
the idea . . .  g5) 1 6 .ttlg2 c;t>b8 ( 1 6  . . .  g5 ! ?  
1 7 .hxg6 fxg6�) 1 7 .ttle3 �a8 1 8 .�g2 
ttlc8 1 9 .94-1 (planning itg3 , f4--f5)  
19  . .  :ifaS 20 .itg3 ttlb6 2 1 .a4-!oo.  Both 
sides have completed their development 
and now White hurries with his attack, 
Bologan-Roiz, Rethymnon tt 2003 . 
9 ... ttlcS 1 0  . .ih3 
1 O .h4- f6 ! ?  
1 0 ... .id7 1 1 .0-0 ttlge 7 1 2.ttJh4 



Chapt e r  9 - Black  Q u een B l u es :  6 . . .  'iYa5 , 7 . . .  'iY a4 

It is far from easy to find an effective 
plan here. 
1 2  ... 0-0-0 

1 L .0 -0 ! ?  
1 3.ttJg2 
1 3 .f4 ttJf5 1 4.ttJg2 hS l S .ttJe3 g6= 
Gunnarsson-Psakhis, Torshavn 2000 .  
1 3  ... ttJg6 1 4.f4 ttJge7 

1 4  . . .  hS ! ?  
1 5.ttJe3 g 6  1 6.�g2 h5!? 1 7.i.e1 rlh7 
1 S.jLf3 wbS 1 9.'ii'd2 .teS 20 . ..if2 ttJf5 
21 .l:i.fb1 b6 22.h3 .tb7 23.Wg2 l:[dhS 
24.l:th 1  WaS 25J:thb1 ttJfe7 26.'ife1 
llfS! 
Finally Black decides to open up the 
game with . . .  f7 -f6 .  
27.'ifb2 f6 1� 2S.exf6 l:txf6 29.h4 e51 1  

A powerful tactical blow. 
30.'ii'b5 
If 3 0 . dxe S ttJxe S ! 3 1 .  fxe S l:[xf3 
3 2 .  �xf3 d4+ with a dangerous attack. 
30 ... 'ifxb5 31 J:txb5 e41-+ 
Again blocking the position. Now the 
black knights will have better options. 
32.�e2 .!:Id6 33.'u'h1  .teS 34 . ..ie1 
..id7 35.l:tb1 ttJf5 36.�d2 ttJxe3+ 
37 . ..ixe3 ttJe7 1 
Preparing to wrap up with . . .  .tg4 and 
. . .  ttJfS .  
3S.Wf2 wb7 39.l:.bg1 ..ig4 40.�e1 tL1f5 

Winning strategically. 
41 .Wd2 b5 0-1 
In view of . .  . .l:f.a6-a4 and . . .  as / . . .  b4 -+ . 

GAME 6 7  

D Darmen Sadvakasov 
• Juan Armando Rohl Montes 
Willemstad Open 2003  (8) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.ttJe3 �b4 4.e5 e5 
5.a3 ..ixe3+ 6.bxe3 'ifa5 7.�d2 'ifa4 
S.tL1f3 ttJe 7 
Or 8 . . .  ttJc6 ! ? , pressurising the centre : 
9 .dxcS ! ?  (after 9 .J::lb l  the threat of �b5 
forces Black to release the pressure in 
the centre ; 9 . . .  c4 (or 9 . . .  a6 ! ?) 1 0 .'fic l 
f6 ? !  (� 1 0  . . .  ttJge7 or 1 0  . . .  b6) 1 1 .h4 ! t) 
9 . . .  f6 ! �  This typical break gives Black a 
satisfactory game, for example : 1 0  . .:tb 1 
fxeS 1 1  . ..ibS 'iVe4+ 1 2  . ..ie3 ttJe7 
1 3  . ..id3 'iVg4 1 4.h3 'iYhS l S .g4 'iVf7 
1 6 .ttJgS 'iVg8=F .  But not 9 . .  :�lfe4+ ? ! ,  
which only wastes time, for example :  
1 0  . .te3 ttJxeS  l 1 .ttJxeS 'iVxeS 
1 2  . ..ibS +  and White has the initiative, 
Dominguez-Rojas , Buenos Aires 2 0 0 S .  
9.h41? 

This time White prefers a flank attack. 
9. Vi'b 1 ! ?  c4 transposes into 8 .  Vi'b 1 . 
9 ... ttJbe61? 
Taking responsibility in the centre : --+ 

d4. 9 . . .  c4 is the blockade option. 
1 0.h5 exd4! 

It is never too late to stop the h -pawn 
with 1 0  . . .  h6 ! ?  
1 1 .exd4 
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P a r t  F o u r  - Winawer Vari a t i o n :  3 .  tLlc 3  �b4  

I f  1 U :th4 ! ? tLlfS ! ?  1 2 J:tf4 b6 !  1 3 .g4 
tLlfe7°o.  
1 1  ... tLlxd4 1 2.�d3 

A tactically important position in this 
line. 
1 2  ... tLlef5 
1 2  . . .  tLlec6 ; 1 2  . . .  tLlxf3 + and 1 2  . . .  b6 are 
worthy alternatives. 
1 3J::[b1 
1 3 .h6 gxh6 ! ?  
1 3  ... tLlc6 1 4.c;;i;>f1 b6 
1 4  . . .  'iYxa3 ! ? 
1 S.'.t>g 1  �a6 1 6.i..xfS exfS 1 7.�b4 

0-0-0I 1 S  . ..id6 l:1.heS 
1 8  . . .  f6 ! ?  
1 9.'ifxdS �c4 20.'ifd2 tLlxeS 21 .tLlxe5 
l:I.xeS 22.'it'c3 l:1.e41 

The culminating point of the game. The 
position is complicated and both play­
ers commit many errors , as always hap­
pens when you look for the truth. 

The correct move was 2 3  . . .  l:le2 ! ,  win­
ning after 24 . .u.b4 l:txc2 ! '  
24.fxe4 'ifc6 2S.exfS 'ifcS+ 26.c;;i;>h2 
l:I.d4 27.'iYg3?1 'it'xfS 2S.l:[he1 ? 

'it'xhS+ 29.cJtg 1 l:1.g4?? 
One mistake follows another ! 
2 9  . . .  VicS ! +  gives Black the initiative. 
30.'it'e3? 
Now White could have won by tactical 
means : 3 0 .l:te8+ !-+ �d7 3 1 .l:!.d l + ! !  
�e8 (3 l . . .�c6 3 2 .'iY£H+-) 3 2 .Vib8+ 
cJte7 3 3 .'ti'd6+ �e8 34.'ifd8 mate. 
30 ... 'it'cS?? 
After 3 0  . . .  �e6 things are still unclear. 
31 .'ifxcS+ bxcS 32 . .l:[eS 1 -0 
A dramatic game, where both sides 
were in search ofluck until the end! 

GAME 6 8 :  

o Andrey Volokitin 
• Zhang Pengxiang 
Fiigen tt 2006  (3)  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.tLlc3 �b4 4.eS cS 

S.a3 .ixc3+ 6.bxc3 'ifaS 
This move does not have a great reputa­
tion, but it is better than it looks. 
7.�d2 'it'a4 
Zhang Pengxiang periodically uses this 
variation. The blues line is in the reper­
toires of many strong Chinese players. 
S.h4 

23.f3 l:txd6? With creative play. 

242 



Chap t e r  9 - B l ack Q ueen B l u es :  6 . . .  'tW a 5 ,  7 . . .  'iY a4 

Zhang Pengxiang (born 1 980) is a member 
of a strong new Chinese generation, several 
of whom play the 'Black Queen Blues' move 
7 . . .... a4. 

S ... tbc6 
In an interesting Internet blitz game 
Black played 8 . . .  tLle7 9 .hS h6 1 0 .�g4 
tLlf5 1 1..� d3 0 -0  1 2 .�f4 c4 ! +t  
Sutovsky-Psakhis, playchess.com 2006 .  
9.hS 
Another Internet blitz version was 
9 .�g4 ! ?  g6 (9 . .  .'.i;;)f8 ! ?) 1 0 .hS tLlge7 
( 1 0  . . .  �xc2 ! ?OO) 1 1 .tLlf3 �d7 1 2 .�f4 
O -O -O ! 1 3  . ..td3 c4 1 4  . ..te2 'ifxc2 
l S .tLlgS  :df8 °o Sutovsky-Psakhis ,  
playchess.com 2006 .  
9 ... tbge711 
Black prefers to develop his pieces fIrst .  

A) 9 . . .  cxd4 ! ?  is more concrete ; 
1 O .tLlf3 b6 ! ?oo ;  
B) 9 . . .  h 6  is the most typical reaction: 

1 0 .tLlf3 ( 1  0 .�g4 Wf8) 1 0  . . .  tLlge7 
1 1 .�h4 c4 (Black is obliged to close the 
centre; with transposition you can see 
similar examples in Game 66) 1 2 .:f4 (or 
1 2 .1:.g4 l:i.g8 1 3 .g3 �d7 1 4.l:i.f4 O-O-O ! 
l S .l:txf7? !  �e8 1 6  . .I::I.f4 �S 1 7 .�3 
c;t>d7+t Fontaine-Psakhis, Andorra 1 998) 
1 2  . . .  �d7 1 3 .tLlh4 (if 1 3 .�e3 ? !  l:tf8 

1 4. �d2 0-0-0+ Khalifman-Shulman, 
Khanty-Mansiysk 2005 )  1 3  . . .  tLlfS ! ?  
1 4.tLlxfS exfS l S .g4 fxg4 1 6 .�e2 tLld8 ! 
1 7 .bg4 tLle6 ( 1 7 . . .  0-0=) 1 8 .l:tf3 tLlgS 
1 9J:tg3 O-O-O ! ( 1 9  . . .  tLle4! ?) 20 .hgS 
hxgS 2 1 .Wd2 fS ! 22 . ..tf3 g4! 23 .hdSoo 
(Khalifman-Shulman, Khanty-Mansiysk 
2005) . It is hard to draw any ultimate 
conclusions in such a complex position. 
But with 23  . . .  .l:r.xhS ! ?  (the game move 
2 3  . . .  'iVbS ? merely helped White to im­
prove the coordination of his pieces with 
H.'iYh1 !±) 24.�e2 �c6 ! Black could 
have achieved a nice game. 
1 O.h6 gxh6 1 1 .tbf3 cxd41 

From now on the game becomes very 
dynamic - like Chinese ping-pong ! 
1 2.cxd4 tbxd4 1 3.�d3 �d7 1 4.�b4 
tbdc6 1 S.l:th411 tbg6 1 6.�xg6 hxg6 
Black is better here. 
1 7.�d2 'ifa6 
1 7  . . .  d4 ! ?  
1 S.�gS .l::tcS 
1 8  . . .  hS ! ?  
1 9.�f6 ':'gS 

(�) 1 9  . . .  .I::I.f8 20 .Uxh6 tLle7+ .  
20 . .l::txh6 tbaS 
20 . . .  gS ! 2 1 .'iYd2 'iYc4+ . 
21 .tbgS 'it'c4 22.'it'd211 
� 22 .l:th7 ..tbS 2 3 .�d3 'iYxd3 H.cxd3 
:f8 2 S .�g7 .l::l.g8 2 6 .�f6= .  
22 ... �bS-+ 
Winning the game, thanks to . . .  
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Par t  F o u r  - Winawer Vari a t i o n :  3 . ttJ c 3  �b4  

23J:th7?? 'it'f1 mate 

--=- Blues Statistics 7 ... 'ifa4 

The black queen successfully completes 
her long trip and her blues song. 

Summary of 8.ttJf3 Ih4 
In theory White should have some ad­
vantage. but that can change at any 
given moment. As soon as the real 
game starts . it is impossible to play to­
tally error-free. and therefore it is 
hardly relevant. 

In general Black scores well. with dozens of attractive games. 
Out of a total of 8 0 2  games in MegaBase (note that there are probably more 

games. as some of the positions arise by transposition) . it is remarkable that the 
first 400 games were played in the period 1 95 6-2004. and 400 more in the past 
four years. 
White wins = 3 0 1  = 3 8% total 5 3 %  = performance 2 3 6 6  
Draw = 249 = 3 1 % 
Black wins = 2 5 2  = 3 1  % total 47% = performance 2 3 2 8  

Lines 
* 8 .'iYb 1 =  292  games=5 9 .4% 
* 8 .'Wg4= 2 2 8 =49 . 3 %  
* 8 .ttJf3 = 1 9 7 =47 . 7% 
* 8 .h4= 3 2=65 .6% 

Conclusions 
The black queen manoeuvre 6 . . .  'ifa5 1 7  . . .  'iVa4 undoubtedly offers a game full of 
creativity. with positions rich in resources and difficult to understand because of 
their complexity. 

Another important factor is that these situations are still beyond the understand­
ing of computer engines. 
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Part Five 

Seven Samurai Swords 
Surprise Weapons for Dynamic Chess Players (White and Black) 

Dedicated to the catena of Master Samurai Hattori Hanzo 

Directions 
In this last part, in order to complete this book on flexible French lines, we present 
a number of surprising but useful ideas in some popular lines of the French De­
fence. 

Chapter 1 0: Kortchnoi 's 'wedge'  against the French Super Gambit (COO) 
l .e4 e6 2 .tLlf3 d5 3 .e5 c5 4 .b4 (Game 69) ; 

Chapter I I : The King 's Indian Attack in the Closed Variation (COO-A0 8) 
l .e4 e6 2 .d3 d5 3 .�e2 (Game 7 0) ;  

Chapter 1 2: The 'Kung Fu fight' in th symmetrical Exchange Variation (CO 1 ) 
l . e4 e6 2 .d4 d5 3 .exd5 exd5 (Game 7 1 ) ;  

Chapter 1 3 : Weathering the kingside storm in the Alekhine-Chatard Attack (C 1 4) 
1 .e4 e6 2 .d4 d5 3 .tLlc3 tLlf6 4.�g5 �e7 5 .e5 tLlfd7 6 .h4 0-0 (Game 72 ) ; 

Chapter 14: The Anti -Winawer (C 1 5 ) 
l .e4 e6 2 .d4 d5 3 .tLlc3 �b4 4.tLle2 (Game 7 3 ) ; 

Chapter 1 5 : The Semi -Winawer (C 1 7) 
l .e4 e6 2 .d4 d5 3 .tLlc3�b4 4.e5 c5 5 .ii.d2 (Game 74) ; 

Chapter 1 6: The Old Winawer (C 1 8) 
l .e4 e6 2 .d4 d5 3 .tLlc3 �b4 4.e5 c5 5 .a3 i.xc3 + 6 .bxc3 �c7 (Game 7 5 ) .  
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Chapter 10 - Kortchnoi 's Wedge 

l .e4 e6 2.ttJf3 d5 3 .e5 c5 4.b4 d4 

Before we learn an opening or a certain line properly, we should check the games 
of the experts and, after that, try to find our own directions. 

In the gambit l .e4 e6 2 .ttJf3 d5 3 .eS cS 4.b4, which used to bother me, the idea 
of 4 . . .  d4 ! ?  was invented by the specialist Viktor Kortchnoi. 

Black uses his d-pawn as a 'wedge' on d4. I like this concept, where Black fights 
for space in the centre. 

GAME 69 

D Stefaan Deman 
• Danny Haberkorn 
Belgium tt 1 999/00  (3) 

1 .e4 e6 ViJf3 d5 3.e5 c5 4.b4 d41? 
A) In the event of 4 . . .  cxb4 White sac­

rifices a pawn by S .a3 , with exactly the 
same idea as in the Benko Gambit, al­
though in this case the centre is closed. 
For instance: S . . .  ttJc6 6 . axb4 i..xb4 7 .c3 
�aS (or else 7 . . .  i..e7  8 . d4�) 8 .d4 
ttJge7 9 .�d3 h6 1 O . O-O� with a typical 
position in this gambit: Black is slightly 
passive and he does not have any 
counterplay, Westerinen-Brinck Claus­
sen, Esbjerg 1 9 7 8 ;  
B) I once tried another blockade with 

4 . . .  c4 ! ?  
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B I )  S .c3 as ! ?  (S . . .  ttJe7 6 .d3 cxd3 
7 .hd3 ttJg6 8 .'iVe2 ttJd7 9 . 0-0 �e7 
1 0 .ttJa3 0 -0  1 1 .�d2 ;;!;; Vafiadis­
Moskalenko, Kavala 1 998)  6 .bS ttJd7 
7 .d4 cxd3 8 .hd3 f6 !+t (8 . . .  'tWc7 ! ?  
9 .'iVe2 ttJe7 1 0 . 0 -0  ttJ g 6  1 1 .�e l 
�e 7 oo) 9 .'iVc2 ? (9 .'ile2 fxeS +t) 



Chapt e r  1 0  - Kortchnoi ' s  Wed g e :  2 .  ttJ f3 d 5  3 . e 5  c 5  4 .  b4 

9 . . .  ttJxe5 1 0 .ttJxe5 fxe5 1 1..� xh7 �d6+ 
Naer-Moskalenko, Moscow 1 99 5 ;  

B2 )  Or, for instance, 5 . a3  as ! ?  
( 5  . . .  b5 ? !  6 . a4 �xb4 7 . axb5 �b6 
8 .�a3 �xa3 9 .ttJxa3 ttJh6 1 0 .�xc4 ! 
dxc4 1 1 .ttJxc4 'fifc7 1 2 .ttJd6+ rj;{e7 
1 3 . 0 - 0 t  Stripunsky-Moskalenko, 
Sirnferopol ch-UKR 1 990)  6 .b5 ttJd7 
7 .d3 cxd3 8 .�xd3 f6�.  
5.bxc5 
If 5 .i.b2 cxb4! ?  
5 ... i.xc5 6.i.a3!? 
White carries on with his main idea. 
6 .�d3 does not offer anything special : 
6 . . .  ttJc6 7 .�e2 ttJge7 ( 7  . . .  f5 ! ?) 8 . 0-0 
ttJg6 9 .g3 O-O�.  
6 ... 'ifa5! 
The best option. If 6 . . .  �e7 7 . c3 ! ?  i.xa3 
8 .'ifa4+ ttJc6 9 .'fifxa3 ! .  
7 . ..ixc5 'ifxc5 B.c3 tDc6 9.cxd4 tDxd4 
1 0.�a4+ 

Only seven games have been played 
with this line, but in one of them Black 
found a very attractive possibility : 
1 0  ... i.d7! !  

This knight sacrifice is  an unexpected 
resource. 1 0  . . .  tDc6 has mainly been 
played. This reply seemed to be forced, 
but after 1 1 .ttJc3 White gains the initia­
tive, threatening tDe4-d6+ :  1 1  . . .  'fifa5 
1 2 . 'iYxa5 (or else 1 2 . 'if g4 ! ? <;tf8 
1 3 .�b5 t) 1 2  . . .  ttJxa5 1 3 .ttJb5 <;te7 

1 4.tDc7 l::[b8 1 5 .M with a favourable 
endgame, Boersma-Kortchnoi , Leeuw­
arden ch-NED 1 9 7 7 .  
1 1 .  'iYxd4 'ifc1 + 1 2. r;;tte2 i.b5+ 

A spectacular check. This is the key po­
sition for this new idea. If the opponent 
is not ready for this surprise, rmding 
the right response over the board is a 
tough task. 
1 3.'it>e3 

The alternative is 1 3 .d3 l:!.d8 ! (in Year­
book 5 0  and Secrets of Opening Sur­
prises 1 ,  Jeroen Bosch gives 
1 3  . . .  �xd3 + 1 4 .'ifxd3 'iVb2 +) 
1 4.tDbd2 D 'iVa3 ! ( 1 4  . . .  �xd3 + ?  is a 
mistake in view of 1 5 .'iVxd3 'iVxa 1 
1 6 .'ifc2) 1 5 .'iVf4 (not 1 5 .ttJc4? 1txc4 
1 6 . 'fif xc4 'fifb 2 + ,  winning the rook on 
a 1 )  1 5  . . .  'iVb2 1 6 .l:I.d 1 �xd3 + 1 7 .<;te 1 
�c2 and the position remains compli­
cated. 
1 3  ... �xf1 
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Par t  F i v e  - Seven Samura i  Sword s :  I . e4 e 6  

Another key moment. 
1 4.'iWc3? 
White makes too many defensive mis­
takes. The best ideas are 1 4.Vi'a4+ �f8 
1 5 . �b5 and now, for instance, 
1 5  . . .  �xd2 + ! ? , winning a pawn; or else 
1 4 .'iVd3 'iVc5 + !  1 5 .'it'd4 'it'xd4+ ! ?  
( 1 5  . . .  VWc l =  repeats moves) 1 6 .ttJxd4 
�xg2 1 7  . .l:r.g l �c6 1 8 .:'xg7 ttJe7 with 
interesting counterplay for Black. 
1 4  ... 'ifd1 It 
Threatening 1 5  . . .  'ife2+ and 1 6  . . .  �xg2 . 
1 5.r!xf1 ? 
1 5 .  Vi'd3 was the only defence, for ex­
ample : 1 5  . . . . �xf3 + ! ?  1 6 .gxf3 �xd3 
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1 7 . �xd3 0-0-0+ t with the better 
chances. 
1 5  ... 'iWxf1 1 6.ttJa3 'ifa61 
And Black did not have any trouble in 
converting his material advantage. 
1 7.'ifc5 tDe7 1 8.tDb5 0-0 1 9.tDc7 
ttJf5+ 20.�f4 'iVa4+ 21 .d4 r!ac8 
22J:lc1 .!lfd8 23 . .!:!.c4 'iWd7 24.'ifa5 
ttJe7 25.'iVc3 l:i.xc7 0-1 
It is obvious that the Kortchnoi 'wedge' 
4.b4 d4 ! ? , reinforced with the fantastic 
resource 1 0  . . .  �d7 ! ,  can be a nasty sur­
prise for b4-gambit lovers - inciden­
tally, a line which is especially popular 
on the Internet. 



Chapter 11 - King's I ndian Attack 

l .e4 e6 2 .d3 dS 

In the King 's Indian Attack 1 .e4 e6 2 .d3 , the following game presents you with two 
fighting possibilities for Black in two main lines : 
A) In the Barcza System with 3 .'iVe2 , Black can take his chance with the central 

knight jump 1 0  . . .  lLld4! ; 
B) In the main line with 3 .lLld2 , where play develops slowly, Black can increase the 

pressure on the eS pawn by first fianchettoing .ig7 and .ib7 and then launch­
ing the surprising 'Black Jet' 1 1 . . . gS ! ? ,  a radical concept that can lead to very 
sharp play. 

GAME 7 0  

o German Kochetkov 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Alushta 1 994 (9) 

1 .e4 e6 2.d3 d5 3.l2Jd2 
The main move for White. However, 
3 .'iWe2 , known as the Barcza System, is 
also possible : 3 . . .  lLlf6 (a natural move) 
4.lLlf3 �e7 S .g3 cS (S . . .  dxe4 6 .dxe4 
lLlc6=) 6 .�g2 lLlc6 7 . 0-0 O-O ! ?  (in my 
opinion, the best plan consists in bring­
ing the king to a safe place first and 
then trying to get some activity) 8 .eS ! 
(White 's plan is based on an attack on 
the kingside, but he needs to close the 
centre first) 8 . . .  lLld7 9 . c4 (with the idea 
of bringing the knight into the game 

via c3)  9 . . .  dxc4 (9 . . .  d4? would be a 
strategic mistake, since the blocked cen­
tre offers Black no counterplay) 
1 0 .dxc4. 
This is the key moment. Black must 
look for some chances as quickly as 
possible : 1 0  . . .  lLld4! . 
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Par t  F i v e  - Seven Samura i  Swords : 1 . e4  e 6  

1 1 .ttJxd4 ( 1 1 .... e4? fS ! 1 2 .exf6 ttJxf6 
1 3 .'ifd3 eS ! t) 1 1 . . . cxd4 1 2 Jld 1 
( 1 2  . .l::!.e 1 ? !  'iVb6 1 3 .ttJd2 .l::!d8� Magem 
Badals-Moskalenko, Santa Coloma de 
Qeralt 2 004) and the d4 pawn is very 
strong : 1 2  . . .  'iVb6 !  1 3 .b3 ? !  ( 1 3 .'ife4? !  
ttJcS 14 .... xd4??  J::rd8 ; 1 3 .ttJd2 i s  better; 
1 3  . . .  ttJcS 

with equal chances , Sibarowski­
Moskalenko, Swidnica rapid 1 9 9 7 )  
1 3  . .  .f6 !  t (White has no time to  attack 
the d4 pawn and his plans are failing) 
1 4 .exf6 �xf6 l S .ii.b2 ttJcs t with the 
idea . . .  eS ! and Black controls the board, 
Prats-Moskalenko, Canovelles 2 00 1 .  
3 ... c5 4.ltJgf3 ltJc6 5.g3 g61? 
A fianchetto against a fianchetto. 
5 . . .  ttJf6 is the classical response. 
6 . .tg2 .tg7 7.0-0 ltJge7 SJle1 

S ... b6 
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Including the move 8 . . .  h6 ! ?  i s  quite 
useful : 9 .h4 b6 1 0  .a3 as 1 1 .exdS exdS ! 
1 2 .M? !  cxM 1 3 .ttJb3 i.g4! and now 
White cannot play moves like h2-h3 or 
�gS : 1 4 . 'IV d3 i.xf3 ( 1 4  . . .  �fS ! ?  
l S  .... d 1  d3 �) l S .�xf3 ( l S .'iVxf3 a4 
1 6  .... xdS "'xdS 1 7  .�xdS 0-0 1 8 .�xc6 
ltJxc6 1 9 .ltJd2 .!::!.ac8+) l S  . . .  a4 ! 1 6 .ttJd2 
0-0 1 7  .�g2 ttJeS + and Black won eas­
ily, Kogan-Moskalenko , Barcelona 
2000 .  
9.c3 
The most popular move. 

A) 9 .exdS ! ?  has recently come into 
fashion : 9 . . .  ttJxdS (or else 9 . . .  exdS ! ?  
1 0 .d4 ! ?  cxd4 1 1 .  ttJb 3 �g4�) 1 0 .M! ? 
( 1 0 .ltJc4 has been played several times ;  
1 0  . . .  0-0 1 1 .  ttJfe 5 �b7 1 2 .ttJxc6 �xc6 
1 3 .ttJeS heS 1 4Jhes "'d6 l S .l:.e 1 
eS =) 1 0  . . .  cxd4 1 1 .ttJb3 O - O ! ?  
( 1 1 . . .  ii.b7 1 2 .ttJfxd4 ttJxd4? is weaker : 
1 3 . ttJxd4 l:f.c8 1 4 . l:.xe6 + !  fxe6 ?  
l S .ttJxe 6 t  Komliakov-Moskalenko , 
Noyabrsk 1 9 9 5 )  1 2 .ttJbxd4 ttJxd4 
1 3 .ttJxM �a6 ! =  1 4.c3 V2- l/2 Psakhis­
Dokhoian, Sochi 1 98 8 ;  

B) 9 .eS ? !  i s  premature, in view of the 
weakness of the eS pawn: 9 . . .  'ifc7 
1 0  .... e2 h6 1 1 .h4 gS ! with active 
counterplay :  1 2 .hxgS hxgS 1 3 .ttJxgS 
'ifxeS ! 1 4.'iVxeS ttJxe5=F Yandemirov­
Moskalenko, Baku 1 9 84.  
9 ... 0-0 
We have arrived at the key position in 
this line with two fianchettos. The alter­
native 9 . . .  h6 ! ?  is still playable :  1 0 .h4 
( 1 0 .exdS ltJxdS ! ?  1 1 .ttJc4 0-0 1 2 .ttJfeS 
�b7 1 3 .ttJxc6 hc6 1 4.ttJeS �xeS 
1 5 JheS "'d6 1 6 .l:.e 1 �g 7 =) 
1 0  . . .  �b 7 ! ?  (another idea is 1 0  . . .  dxe4 
1 1 . dxe4 ii.a6 1 2 .'iVa4 .td3 °o 
Varavin-Moskalenko, Alushta 1 9 94) 
1 1 .exdS ttJxdS 1 2 .ttJc4 0-0 1 3 .ttJfeS 
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tDxe5 1 4.tDxe5 'ijfc7 1 5 .'ijfe2 l:!.ad8= I f  1 3 . f4?  'iYxe2 I 4 .!:txe2 �a6 -+ 
Zolnierowicz-Moskalenko , 
1 990 .  
1 O.e5 'fIIc7 1 1 .'flle2 g51 

Orange H6hn-S.Pedersen, Duisburg 1 99 2 ;  or 
1 3 .'ijfxe5 tDxe5 1 4.�fl ..ia6 I 5 .d4 
�xfl + .  

A radical concept, inviting the exchange 
of White 's central pawn. 1 1 . .  . ..ia6 ! ?  is 
the usual move. 
1 Voxg5 
1 2  . ..ih3 ? !  seems to be bad: 1 2  . . .  h6 
1 3  . ..ig4 tbg6 1 4.d4 cxd4 1 5 .cxd4 
tDb4 !=t= T.Gustafsson-Murugan, Gausdal 
1 99 1 .  
If 1 2 .h3 tbg6 1 3  .tDfl tDcxe5 1 4.tDxg5 
(Fernandez Aguado-De la Riva Aguado, 
Barcelona 1 993 /94) 1 4  . . .  �a6 ! t .  
1 2  ... 'fllxe51 
The moment has come to take some 
tough decisions. 
1 3.lbde41 

A creative reply, but also a forced move, 
which leads to a sharp fight. 

1 3  ... ttJg6? 
This move allows White to initiate a 
strong attack. 

A) If Black accepts the material with 
1 3  . . .  dxe4 ! ? , then : 
A I )  1 4. 'ii'h5 ? is weak in view of 

1 4  . . .  h6 I 5 .�f4 'iYf6 I 6 .�xe4 e5 ! 
1 7 .tbh7 'tWd6 1 8  . ..ig5 �d8 1 9 .he7 
�xe7 20 . ..ixc6 ..ib7 2 1  . ..ixb7 �xb7+ 
and the white knight remains in a tight 
spot on h7 , Berry-Gershon, Dresden 
2003 ; 
A2) Fritz 1 1  gives the wonderful 

variation 1 4.�f4! ? 

analysis diagram 

1 4  . . .  'tWf6 1 5 .�xe4 ( 1 5 .tDxh7 Wxh7 
1 6 .�xe4+ Wg8 1 7 .'iVh5 tDg6 ! �) 
1 5  . . .  e5  1 6  . ..ixh7 + �h8 1 7 .'iVh5 
( 1 7 .tDe4? 'ii'e6  1 8 .'iYh5 'iYg4 ! )  
1 7  . . .  �g4! 1 8 .'iVh4! ..ih6 ! 1 9 .1:!.xe5 ! 
tDxe5 2 0  . ..ixe5 �xe5 2 1 .�xh6 �g7 
2 2 .  'tWh4 f6 and White has a perpetual. 
B) 1 3  . . .  'iVc7 ! ?  is the best try to keep 

on playing : 1 4. tDxh 7 dxe4 1 5 .  tDxf8 
exd3 °o.  
1 4'tbxh7? 
Another incorrect reply. The game has 
gone berserk and there are many tacti-
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cal possibilities. The right move was 
1 4.f4 !  �c7 l S .�hS -+ (also l S .fS ! ?  
exfS 1 6 .1ifhS h 6  1 7 . ttJf6 + �xf6 
1 8 .�xdS ±) l S  . . .  h6 1 6 .fs dxe4 1 7 .fxg6 
fxg6 1 8 .�xg6 hxgS 1 9 .�xe4, win­
ning ; 1 4. �hS ! ?  leads to the same line. 
1 4  ... eJilxh71  
� 14  . . .  dxe4? l S .ttJxf8 Wxf8 1 6 .h4! ?t .  
1 5.f41 'ii'c7 
1 S . . . 'if fS ? loses the queen after 
1 6 .�h3 ! 1ifxh3 1 7 .ttJgS + .  
1 6.ttJg5+ eJilgS 1 7.'ifh5 .t1dS 1 S.'ifh7+ 
'itfS 1 9.h4 
Trying to complicate with hS -h6 .  
1 9  ... ttJge71 20.�h5 
2 0 .hS ?  does not work because of 
2 0  . . .  ttJg8 ! .  
20 ... ttJf5 21 .g4 ttJg31 22.'ifh7 ttJe7 
23.f5 
There is no time to play 2 3 .<Eti'h2 ? ttJg8 ! 
H.Wxg3 ttJf6 and White loses his 
queen. 
23 ... exf5 24.h5? 

A 'ping-pong ' reply would be 
24 .ttJxf7 ! ?  Wxf7 2 S .�h6 l:tg8  
2 6 . Ihe 7 +  "fixe 7 2 7 .�xdS + �e6 
2 8 J:l:e 1  ':'ae8 !+ .  
24 ... ttJgSI 

2S2  

In order to defend against hS -h6 , but 
also to trap the queen on h7 with 
. . .  ttJf6 !  
25.h6 ttJxh6 26.ttJe6+ fxe6? 
Victory would have been Black's reward 
after 2 6  . . .  ..txe 6 !  2 7 .�xh6 �xh6 
2 8 .'ihh6+ (28  . .!:i.xe6 �g7) 28 . . .  <Eti'e7+ .  
27.�xh6 �f7 2S.i..xg7+ 'ifxg7 
29.1ifh4 �d 7 30.'ifxg3 'ifxg4 
31 .'ifd6+ 'itf7 32.l:re3 'tWg6 33.1:tg3 
�eS 34.'iff4 'iff6 35J::te1 l:tac8l=F 
36Jlg5 l::[d7T 1/2-1/2 

A game full of tactics , odd and beauti­
ful, mixing bits of everything. However, 
the ambitious 'exchanging ' plan with 
9 . . .  0-0 and l 1 . . . gS  can be a dangerous 
surprise in your repertoire. 



Chapter 12 - The Kung Fu Fight 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3 .exdS exdS 4.ttJf3 ttJc6 

The symmetry with 2 . exdS exdS never guarantees White a quiet life, but this is 
only possible if you learn to play in 'kung fu' fashion with black. After 4.ttJf3 ,  it is 
possible to immediately break the symmetry with 4 . . .  ttJc6 ! ? , unbalancing the 
game. This move promises Black rich piece play. 

GAME 7 1  

o Fernando Braga 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Barbera 200 1 (7 )  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.exd5 exd5 

As the legendary Bobby Fischer used to 
say :  ' In symmetrical positions the 
player who makes the first mistake loses 

the game.' If this is the case, we just 
have to wait ! 
4.lt:lf3 

A) It is not too late to revert to aggres­
sive mode : 4 .c4 ttJf6 S .ttJc3 �e7 ! ?  
6 .ttJf3 0-0 7 .1te3 c 6  ( 7  . . .  1te6 ! ?  8 . cxdS 
ttJxdS � Plaskett-Gallagher, Hastings 
1 9 89/90) 8 . .id3 dxc4 9 . .ixc4 ttJbd7 
1 0 . 0-0 ttJb6 1 1 .�b3 ttJbdS 1 2 .ttJeS 
�e6 1 3 .�gS l:te8 1 4.l:te 1 'iYaS l S .'iYf3 
.l::tad8 1 6  . .l::tad 1 .ib4 1 7 .ttJxdS �xdS 
1 8  . .ixdS 'iWxdS 1 9  . .ixf6 ??  ( 1 9 .l:Ie3 +) 
1 9  . . .  gxf6 20 .'fi'xf6 l:td6 ! 2 1 .ttJd7 be l 
0 - 1 Velimirovic-Uhlmann , Skopj e 
1 9 7 6 ;  
B )  Quiet development does not offer 

White much: 4 . .id3 ttJf6 S .ttJf3 cS ! ?  
6 . 0-0 (6 .dxcS �xcS 7 . 0-0 0-0 8 .c3 
ttJc6 9 . .if4 ttJe4 1 0 . ttJ bd2 l:[e8 
1 1 .ttJb3 ? !  .ib6 1 2 .'ifc2 'iff6t Martinez 
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Gutierrez-Moskalenko, Badalona 200 1 )  
6 . . .  c4 7 Jle l +  �e7 8 .�fl 0-0 9 .b3 
(9 .�gS ttJc6 1 0 .ttJeS h6 l 1 .ttJxc6 
bxc6+ Gaponenko-Moskalenko , 
Montcada Open 2 0 0 7 ) 9 . . .  cxb3 
1 0 .axb3 ttJc6 1 1 . c3 �fS � 1/2_ 1/2 

Narciso Dublan-Moskalenko, Catalonia 
tt 2 006 .  
4 ... ttJc61? 

This symmetrical knights ' 'Kung fu' al­
lows Black to unbalance the game. 
S.�d3 

S .�bS would lead to a Ruy Lopez hy­
brid : S . . .  ttJe7 (S . . .  �d6 ? !  6 . c4 ! t) and 
now: 

A) 6 . 0-0 a6 7 .�d3 ? !  ( 7 .�a4 g6 ! ?  
8 .:e 1 b 5  9 .�b3 �g7=) 7 . . .  �fS 8 .�f4 
'iYd7 =  Yakovenko-Moskalenko, play­
chess. com 2006 ;  
B )  White 's bishops met a horrible fate 

after 6 .�gS ? !  f6 7 .�f4 a6 8 .�e2 gS 
9 .�c 1 �fS 1 0 .0 -0  'ifd7 1 1 .a3 hS 
1 2 .c4 dxc4 1 3 .iLxc4 0-0-0+ Narciso 
Dublan-Moskalenko, Barcelona 200 1 ;  

C) 6 .ttJeS a6 7 .'iYhS ? !  �e6 8 .ttJxc6 
ttJxc6 9 .�xc6+ (this move leads to a 
' double'  Exchange Variation 
(French/Ruy Lopez) , but here it favours 
Black) 9 . . .  bxc6 1 0 .0 -0  'iYf6 l l J:[e 1 
�d6+ Kruppa-Moskalenko, Sverdlovsk 
1 9 84.  
S ... �d6 1 6.c3 ttJge71 

2S4  

Preparing either the strategic exchange 
with . . .  iLfS , or an aggressive plan with 
. . .  �g41 . . .  'iYd7 followed by queenside 
castling. 
7.'ifc2 �g41 S.ttJbd2 'ifd7 9.0-0 
�fS I= 

Black has solved his opening problems. 
However, the middlegame still offers 
rich play. 
1 0.lIe1 �xd3 1 1.'ii'xd3 0-0-0I? 
The most aggressive continuation; 
1 1  . . .  0 -0= .  
1 2.b4 'iWfSI? 1 3.'iVxfS+ 

1 3 .'iffl ? �c2 ! .  
1 3  . . .  ttJxfS 1 4.ttJb3 :deS 1 5 .�d 2 
f6 1+ 

This move is  very useful in this type of 
structure, since it cuts off some options 
for White 's king 's knight and 
dark-squared bishop. I S  . . .  hS ! ?  
1 6.bS ttJdS 1 7.r;i,>f1 hSI  



Chap t e r  1 2  - Kung F u  F i g h t :  2 . d 4  d 5  3 . exd5  exd5 

::;; 1 7  . . .  gS 1 8 .g4. 
1 S.h4 
If l 8 Jhe8 1::[xe8 1 9 .�e l :e4+. 
1S . . .  l:!.e41 1 9.a4 ]::theS 20.g3 b61+ 
21 .11ec1 CiJf7 22.c4?! dxc4 23 . .l::txc4 
g5t 
There was a tactical win by 2 3  . . .  �xg3 ! 
24 .fxg3 .l:.e3 ! .  
24.hxg5 fxg5 25.�xg5 
Or else 2 S .tt::lxgS tt::lxgS 2 6 .�xgS 
.!::tf8 ! t .  
25 ... CiJxg3+! 

A question for the readers : what square 
did this knight come from, g8 or b8 ?  
26.fxg3 lLlxg5 27.l:tc3 
After 2 7 .tt::lxgS 1:.f8+ 2 8 .�g2 lle3 
Black must win. 
27 ... .l::i.fS 2S.'.t>f2 
If 2 8 .tt::ld2 �b4. 
2S .. Jlg41 29.tt::ld2 l:f.xd4 

29 . . .  �b4!  was even stronger. 
30.'iittg2 lLlxf3 31 'tt::lxf3 l:f.g4 32.lLlh2 
l:!.b4 33.1:[a2 1:[gS 34.Wh3 .l:[e4 
35 . .ld.d3 wd7 36.lLlf1 h41 37.gxh4 �hS 
3S.�g2 1:[exh4 39.a5??T 
Nevertheless ,  after 3 9  . .!:!.a l l:tg 8 +  
40 .�f2 l:.gg4 4 l .aS �b4 Black also 
wins. 
39 ... �h2+ 0-1 

My personal statistics with black against 
the Exchange Variation : 1 2  wins , 1 S 
draws , 3 losses. 

2SS  



Chapter 13 - Weathering the Storm 

l .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3 .ltJc3 ltJf6 4 . ..tg5 ..te7 5 .e5 ltJfd7 6 .h4 0 - 0  

In the Alekhine-Chatard Attack (C 1 4) ,  White aims to start a kingside storm with 
6 .h4. But in an old game with Ilia Smirin the author managed to prove that Black 
can provocatively castle 6 . . .  0-0 and weather this storm with accurate play! This for­
gotten game and some others in the notes cannot be found in any database, but for­
tunately they were written down in my oId notebook, biding their time. 

GAME 7 2  

D Ilia Smirin 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Beijing 1 99 1  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.ttJc3 ttJf6 4.�gS 
i.e7 S.eS ttJfd7 6.h411 
An aggressive attack in World Cham­
pion Alexander Alekhine 's style. 
6 ... 0-011 

Castling is a healthy concept, but in this 
structure it is very provocative, inviting 
an immediate storm on the kingside ! 
7.i.d3 

White wants to attack from a comfort­
able position. The most aggressive op­
tion is 7 .�g4. 
A) Now 7 . . .  cS ? !  does not work be­

cause of 8 . .th6 g6 9 .hS ! -+ ;  

2 5 6  

B )  But 7 . .  .f6 ! ?  can b e  a surprise 
weapon: 8 .�d3 llf7 ! ?  9 .ltJxd5 exdS 
1 0 .e6 �b4+ ! oo  Papa-Ulibin, Geneva 
2 004; 
C) 7 . .  .fS and now: 
C 1 )  8 . .txe7 Vi'xe7 9 .'iYgS ! ?  'iYb4 

1 0 . 0-0-0 cS 1 1 .'ife7 'ii'b6 1 2 .ttJa4 
'ifc6 1 3 .ltJxcS ltJxcS 1 4.'ii'xcS 'ii'xcs 
l S .dxcS ltJd7 1 6 .ltJf3 ltJxcS= Hebden­
M.Gurevich, England tt 1 99 7 / 9 8 ;  

C2) 8 .... g3 c S  9 . ..th6 1::[f7 1 0 .ltJxdS 
exdS (� 1 0  . . .  cxd4 1 1 .ttJxe7+ 'ifxe7 
1 2 . 0-0-0 ltJc6 1 3 .ltJf3 i  Barrientos­
Moskalenko, Badalona 2005 )  1 1 . e6 
�h8 ! 1 2  . ..tf4 :f6 1 3 .exd7 .ixd7 � ;  

C3 )  8 . exf6 ? !  ltJxf6 9 .'ifg3 c S  
( 9  . . .  �d6 ! ?) 1 0 .dxcS ttJbd7 1 1 . 0-0-0 
ltJxcS 1 2  . ..td3 bS ! 1 3 .ltJf3 b4 14 . ..txf6 
.ixf6 l S .ltJe2 as  1 6 .�b 1  �a6 
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1 7 .lbed4 
Moskalenko, Pinsk 1 98 6 .  
7 ... c51 

Kupreichik-

With this energetic reply in the centre 
the battle begins ! The blockade 7 . . .  f5 ? !  
does not work because of  the manoeu­
vre 8 .lbh3 ! ,  threatening lbh3 -f4, with 
the initiative, Khalifman-Ulibin, Sochi 
1 989 .  
8.�h51? 

Bringing up all the resources against the 
enemy king. 

".,.. WEAPON: Now Khalifman 's 
move 8. lbh3 ? !  prepares the the­

matic trick 9.bh7+, but Black has a very 
strong defensive resource in 8 . . .  g6! (the key 
move. If8 . .  .f5? 9.lbf4±, or 8 . . .  cxd4? 9.i..xe7 
it'xe7 1O.bh7+!  r;t;;xh7 11 ."fihS+ r;t;;g8 
12 .lbgS+-) 

The main defensive resource for Black is 
based on the exchange sacrifice after 9.iLh6? !  

cxd4 ! 1 O.�xf8 iLxf8 1 1 .lbe2 lbxeS 
1 2 .lbxd4 'fIIxh4 with a great advantage for 
Black, Hall-Moskalenko, Cambados 1992. 
9 .f4 cxd4! 

1 O .  lb b I ?  (or, for instance, 1 O .  lbe 2 
it'a5 + ( 1 0  . . .  f6 ! 1 1 . exf6 lbxf6+)  
1 1 .'iVd2 "fixd2+  1 V�xd2 i..b4+ 
1 3 .r;t;;d 1  f6 1 4.�h6 fxe5 ! ?� Relange­
M.Gurevich, Belfort 1 99 7) 1 0  . . .  lbc6 
1 1 .lbd2 lbc5 ( 1 1 . . .f6 ! ?) 1 2 .lbf2 f6 ! 
1 3 .exf6 �xf6 1 4.�h6 �g7 1 5 .�xg7 
r;t;;xg7 1 6 .h5 g5 ! 1 7 .h6+ r;t;;h8 1 8 .'fllh5 
gxf4 1 9 .1bf3 e5 ! and the position is 
completely won for Black, Hector­
Moskalenko, Copenhagen 1 99 5 .  
B) 8 .lbf3 is not very useful, since it 

blocks the d 1 -15 diagonal for the white 
queen : 8 . .  .f5 9 .it'd2 lbc6 1 0 .iLb5 cxd4 
1 1 .lbxd4 lbdxe5=F winning a pawn. 
Dubois-Moskalenko, Val Thorens 1 990 .  
Also, 8 . . .  cxd4! is now possible, with an 
advantage for Black, since 9 .i..xe7 ? !  
'iYxe7 1 0 .�xh7+?  loses to 1 0  . . .  �xh7 
1 1 .lbg5 + 'it>h6 ! and there is no attack. 
8 ... g6 
Black builds a fortress. 8 . . .  h6 ? 9 .ii.xh6 ! .  
9.'ii'h6 
This was the key position of my studies 
in the 1 990s ,  when I did not have a 
computer and I had to analyse at home 
over the board! 

2 5 7  
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There i s  no  way back: 9 .�xe7 ? !  'ii'xe7 
1 O .'iYgS 'iYxgS l 1 .hxgS cxd4-=F .  
9 ... tDc61 
This is the continuation which allows 
Black to keep on fighting. 
If 9 . . .  cxd4-! ?  White has 1 0 .tDf3 ! ?  tDxeSD 
( 1 0 . . .  dxc3 ? 1 1 .hS ! cxb2 1 2J:tb l �M+ 
I H ¥�dl f6 1 4-.hxg6 and White wins) 
l 1 .tDxeS dxc3 1 2 .tDxg6 (analysis will 
show if other moves are better) 1 2  . . .  fxg6 
1 3 .hg6 hxg6 1 4-.'iYxg6+ �h8 and 
there is nothing better than a draw. 
1 0.f4 

1 0 .�xe7 must be analysed : 1 0  . . .  'iYxe7 
I I .hS cxd4- ( 1 1 . . .  tDb4- 1 2 .tDf3 tDxd3 + 
1 3 .cxd3 cxd4- 1 4-.tDe2 gS I S .l:th3 f6 
1 6 . exf6 'iVxf6 1 7 .'ifxgS + 'iYxgS 
1 8 .tDxgS eS 1 9 .tDe6 1:.f6 2 0 .tDc7 .l::[b8 
2 1 .tDxdS )  1 2 .hxg6 fxg6  1 3 .�xg6 
hxg6 1 4-.'iYh8 + �f7 I S  . .l:rh7 +  <iite8 
1 6  . .t:!.xe7 + tDxe7=i= Bezemer-Wiistefeld, 
Wijk aan Zee 2 00S .  
1 0  ... tDxd4! 

2 5 8  

The only defence (discovered in my 
old analysis) . However, in several re­
cent games Black did not find the right 
path : 
1 0  . .  J::[e 8 ?  I I .tDf3 ( 1 1 . dxcS �f8 ? !  
1 2 . 'iYxf8 + .l:rxf8 1 3 . �xd 8 ;!:;  
Iordachescu -Tadic , Zlati bor t t  2 0 0 7 )  
1 1 . . . tDxd4- 1 2 . tDxd4- cxd4- 1 3  .�xe 7 
'iVxe 7 ( 1 3  . .  Jhe 7 !  and Black is OK) 
1 4- .tDbS tDcs I S  . O - o - o t  B.Muhren­
Middelveld ,  Hilversum ch-NLD 
2 0 0 8 ;  

" 
til WEAPON: 10  . . .  cxd4? ? 

Unfortunately, this loses due to mating 
threa ts :  1 1 . tDf3 ! !  dxc3 ( 1 1  . . .  tD dxe5 
1 2fxe5 dxc3 13 .h5! cxb2 14.:r::.bl ,  win­
ning) 12 .h5 cxb2 1 3  . .!:.bl t and there is 
no defence according to my analysis 
back in the 1 9 90 s ,  and confirmed by 
Fritz 1 1 . 
1 Vt:Jf3 

A) 1 1 . 0-0-0 ! ?  might be more inter­
esting for White, and here several op­
tions should be checked: 
A I )  1 1 . . .fS 1 2 . tDf3 tDxf3 1 3  . gxf3 

(Bellon Lopez-Gleizerov, Stockholm 
2004-/OS)  1 3  . . .  c4- ! ?oo ;  
A2) 1 1  . . .  I!e8 ! ?  ( a  defensive resource, 

threatening 1 2  . . .  �f8) 1 2 .he7 ! ?  ( 1 2 .hS 
�f8 !)  1 2  . .  .lhe7 ! ?  ( 1 2 . . .  'iVxe7 1 3 .hS 
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ttJf8 1 4  .hxg6 fxg6 I S . ttJh3 00) 1 3  .hS 
�f8 1 4.hxg6 ( 1 4.�gS ! ?  f6 ! l S .exf6 
'iYxf6) 1 4  . .  .fxg6 l S .'iYh4 bS !� .  

B )  On 1 1 .hS the critical continuation 
is 1 1 . .  . .txgS ! ( l l . . .ttJfS ! ?  I 2  . .txfS gxfS 
1 3  . .txe7 Vi'xe7 1 4. 0-0-0 f6�) I 2 .fxgS 
'iVe7 ! ,  when Black seems to maintain 
his fortress ,  for instance : 1 3 .hxg6 fxg6 
1 4  . .txg 6  hxg6  l S .'iVhS + �f7 
1 6 . l:!.h7 +  �eS 1 7 Jh e 7 +  �xe 7 
l S .'iYh7+  :f7 1 9 .'iYxg6 ttJxeS+ ,  fa­
vouring Black. 
1 1  ... ttJxf3+ 1 2.gxf3 f5 
1 2  . . .  1:I.eS ! ?  with the same idea 
1 3  . . .  .tf8 ! .  
1 3.h5 .ixg5 1 4.fxg5 ttJxe5 
1 4  . .  JWeS ! ?  
1 5.hxg6 'fie7 1 6.gxh7+ Wh8 1 7.0-0-0 

'fig 7 

Now Smirin sacrifices two pieces , try­
ing to put an end to the game. 
1 8.�xf5? 
� l S .'ifhS oo.  
1 8  . .  :ifxh6 1 9.1:[xh6 l:txf5 20.ttJxd5 
exd5 21 .l:txd5 ttJf7 
2 1 . . .ttJc6 2 2 .g6 �e6-+ . 
22.1:I.xf5 �xf5 23.1:I.f6 ttJd6 24.1:I.xd6 
l:tf8 25.Wd2 Wxh7 26.c3 r;£;>g7 27.b4 
cxb4 28.cxb4 l:te8 29.a4 l:1.e 7 1/2-1/2 
The position is technically winning for 
Black, but the old time control did not 
allow me to finish the game properly. 

Summary of the ' storm' variation 6 .h4 
O-O ! ?  in the Alekhine-Chatard -Smirin 
Attack: this ensures a hard fight for the 
initiative with bags of adrenalin and lots 
of enjoyable tactics. All this thanks to 
my oId notebook, where all the details 
of this battle were preserved. 
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Chapter 14 - The Anti-Winawer 

l .e4 e6 2 .d4 dS 3 .tbc3 .tb4 4.tbe2 

The Two Knights Variation with 4.tbe2 is one of many anti-Winawer lines , which 
is quite fashionable these days. It offers an escape from the main lines and interest­
ing play. Objectively it gives an equal game. However, the final outcome usually de­
pends on the two players ' knowledge of the line. So when Marc Narciso Dublan 
steered towards a French game against my usual 1 .d4, I decided to give it a try. 

GAME 7 3  

o Viktor Moskalenko 
• Marc Narciso Dublan 
Catalunya tt 2005  (4) 

1 .d4 
My opponent in this game now care­
lessly played the move 
1 ... e6 
forgetting that I am a specialist in the 
French Defence. 
2.e4 
I decided to test my knowledge and also 
my opponent's in this opening. 
2 ... d5 3.tLlc3 
This move has been the most popular in 
recent years. 
3 ... �b4 4.tLle2 tLlf6 
This looks very logical : development 
and pressure on the centre, but we are 
not in a genuine French ! 
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The most straightforward way to equa­
lise is 4 . . .  dxe4 ! ?  S .a3 �xc3 + (5 . . .  �e7 
6 .tbxe4 tbf6=) 6 .tbxc3 tbc6 7 .d5 
(7 .�b5 ? !  tLle7 8 .tbxe4 0 -0  9 . .te3 f5 
1 0 .tbg5 f4 1 1..t d2 'ifd5 =F Thorhalls­
son-Moskalenko, Copenhagen 1 995 )  
7 . . .  exd5 8 .'iYxd5 = .  

White has no  advantage at all . For in­
stance : 8 . . .  �e6 ! ?  9 .'iVxe4 (9 .'iYxd8 + ? !  



Chapt e r  1 4  - An t i - Winawer :  3 . ttJc3  �b4  4 . ttJe 2  

.l::[xd8 1 0 .ttJxe4 ttJd4 1 1 .�d3 i.c4 ! 
1 2 . 0-0 hd3 1 3 .cxd3 + Landenbergue­
Rozentalis , Chiasso 1 9 9  1 )  9 . . .  ttJf6 
1 0 .'fi'h4 'fi'e7 1 1 .�e2 0-0-0 1 2 .i.e3 
ttJdS 1 3 .'fi'xe7 ttJdxe7� Gaponenko­
Kononenko, Antalya rapid 2 0 0 2 .  
Nirnzowitsch's move 4 . . .  ttJc6 contains 
some interesting ideas as well. How­
ever, it would lead to the same paths af­
ter S .a3 i.xc3 + 6 .ttJxc3 dxe4 etc. 
S.eS 

S ... ttJe4 
Imitating the MacCutcheon Variation, 
but there are certain differences. 
A hybrid of the Classical Winawer and 
the 'Pawn Wedge' would arise after 
s . . .  ttJfd7 !  ? 
A) 6 .f4 0-0  (6  . . .  b 6 ? !  7 . a3 .Yl.e7 ?  

8 . fS ! ±  Kalod-Moskalenko, Catalunya tt 
2 0 0 7) 7 .a3 .Yl.e7 !  

analysis diagram 

with a position quite similar to the lines 
we have seen before. 8 .g3  cS 9 .i.e3 

ttJc6 1 0 .�g2 b6 ! ?  1 1 . 0 - 0  �a6� 
Asis-Moskalenko, Montcada 2006 ;  

B )  6 .'iYd3 i s  another sharp line : 
6 . . .  0-0 7 .a3 �e7 8 .'iig3 �h8 9 .�e3 cS 
1 0 .0-0-0 ttJc6 l 1 .f4 bS ! ?  1 2 .dxcS b4 
1 3 .axb4 ttJxb4 1 4.fS ..txcS I S  .fxe6 
fxe6 1 6 .ttJd4 �xd4 1 7  .�xd4 'fi'aS -+ 
0- 1 De la Riva Aguado-Moskalenko, 
Sitges 2 006 .  
6.Yi'd3 

Intending 7 .a3 , with the idea of not al­
lowing the pawns to be doubled. 6 . a3 ! ?  
can also be played right away : 6 . . .  ttJxc3 
7 .ttJxc3 ..txc3 + 8 .bxc3 0-0 9 .�d3 fS ! 
and the game is more or less equal . 
6 ... 0-0 
Slightly slow. The most energetic reply 
is 6 . . .  cS ! ?  7 .a3 c4 8 .'iie3 �aS 9 .b4 
cxb3 1 0 .cxb3 ttJxc3 l 1 .ttJxc3 �d7 
1 2 .M i.b6 1 3 .�d3 ttJc6 1 4.ttJe2 f6 
I S .'fi'g3 O-O� Alsina Leal-Moskalenko, 
Barcelona Sants 2 0 0 S .  
7.a3 �xc3+ 

8.bxc31 

I preferred to keep more pieces on the 
board, intending to play 9 .f3 .  On 
8 .  ttJxc3 , 8 . . .  fS ! is a very strong reply. 
8 ... f6 

Virtually the only defence, but it is ade­
quate. 
9.f3 1 
We must attack the pieces that are too 
active. 
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Par t  F iv e  - Seven Samura i  Sword s :  1 . e4  e 6  

9 ... tLl g S  1 O.�xgS 
Eliminating the poor knight, but this 
might not be necessary. 1 0 .exf6 ! ?  was 
more interesting, and after 1 0  . . .  'iYxf6 
I l .h4 tLlf7 1 2 .�gS !  White has the ini­
tiative. 
1 0  .. .fxgS 1 1 .h41 
Everybody on the attack! 
1 1  ... g41 
This is a strong reply, allowing Black to 
fight for the initiative. 1 1  . . .  gxh4? !  
1 2 .g3 ! t  Pablo Marin-De la Villa Garcia, 
Ciudad Real tt 2004. 
1 2.fxg4 

1 2 .f4 ! ?  
1 2  ... cS I 
Activating the queenside. 
1 3.g3 
An attempt at a fianchetto. 
1 3  .. .'ifaS 1 4  . .ig2 tLlc6 

1 S.tLlf41 
Castling is essential ! With my king in 
the centre I would not have survived for 
too long. I did not like 1 S .  'if d2 ? be­
cause of 1 5  . . .  cxd4 1 6 .cxd4 Vi'xd2 + 
1 7 .  'iitxd2 1:[£'2 and Black is doing very 
well here. 
1 S  ... cxd4 1 6.0-0 
Now I could breathe much more easily. 
1 6  ... dxc3 
Eating so many pawns can be bad for 
your stomach! If 1 6  . . .  'ifxc3 1 7 .'ifxc3 
dxc3 1 8 .tLlxdS !� .  

2 6 2  

1 7.<.t>h21  
The last prophylactic move. Narciso has 
played well up to this point. 1 7 . tLlxdS ? 
does not work yet because of 1 7  . .  J:!:d8 ! .  
1 7  .. "::[dS? 
A serious mistake which hands White 
the initiative. Better possibilities were 
1 7 . . .  �d7 1 8 . ti::lxdS ! ? ,  or else 1 7 . . .  tLlxeS 
1 8 .1!Ve200,  or perhaps 1 7  . . .  'ifcS ! ? , with 
a complicated game in all cases. 
1 S.gSI 1!VcS 
1 8  . . .  ti::lxeS 1 9 .'iYe2 t .  
1 9.961 

Driving a wedge into Black's defensive 
lines. 
1 9  ... h6 20 . .!:!.ae1 'fi'd4 2Hte2 11fS? 
This allows a strong blow. However, in 
the event of 2 1  . . .  .td7 White can also 
play 2 2 .  tLlxdS ! . 
22.tLlxdSI �d7 23.tLlf41 
Holding on to the advantage. 
23 .. .'ft'cS 24.'!::!'d 1 1 'it'e7T 
Black was short of time and he had the 
worse position. If H . . .  'ifxeS 2 S .'iVc4 ! t  
l:lad8 2 6 .l:lxd7 !  l:lxd7 2 7 .tLlxe6 ':xfl 
2 8 .tLlcS + ! .  
2S . .ih31 
Threatening 2 6 .lhd7 .  
2 S  ... :aeS 26.I:[d6 .icS 27.'it'e3 'it'c7 
2S.'it'xc3 
I like eating pawns too ! 2 8 .ti::lxe6 ! ?  
2S ... WhS 29.�g2 .id7 30JUd 1 +­
and White won in the time scramble. 



Chapter 15 - The Semi-Winawer 

l .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3 .tbc3 �b4 4.eS cS S .�d2 

5 .�d2 is a problematic move in the Winawer. After this Black has experienced 
some problems in unbalancing the game and fighting for the initiative in the open­
ing. In this chapter we will look at a surprising bishop retreat : 6 . . .  .ic5 ! .  Instead of 
getting exchanged on d2 , on c5 the bishop defends d4 and at the same time con­
trols the dangerous check on d6 . 

GAME 74 

D Alfonso Jerez Perez 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Montcada 2004 (5)  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.ttJc3 .ib4 4.eS 
The same player used to play a modest 
line : 4.'fWd3 ? !  tbe7 ! ?  

This development is more flexible than 
4 . . .  tbf6 and it enables Black to save 
some tempi. 
S . .id2 0-0 6 . a3 .ixc3 7 . .ixc3 b6 !  (en­
suring the typical French counterplay) 
8 . 0 -0-0 �a6 9 .'iYe3 �xfl 1 0 Jhfl a5 ! 
(the bishop on c3 is now a useless 
piece) l 1 .tbf3 tbc6 1 2..�. d 2  b 5  
1 3 .'ifd3 dxe4 1 4 . Vixe4 'ifd5 
1 5 .'ifxd5 tbxd5 1 6 J:rd 1 l:t£b8 1 7 .b3 
a4 ! 1 8 .'it>b2 f6 ! =F  with a comfortable 
endgame which allowed Black to win 
easily, Jerez Perez-Moskalenko, Barbera 
1 99 9 .  
4 ... cS S . ..td2 cxd41? 
Our line begins with this move. The 
most usual options are 5 . . .  tbh6 , 
S . . .  tbc6 and especially 5 . . .  tbe7 . 
6.ttJbS ..tcSI 
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Par t  F i ve - S even Samura i  Sword s :  l . e4  e 6  

This i s  the line we are going to develop. 
Those who play 5 .�d2 against the 
Winawer are used to seeing the black 
bishop exchanged on d2 after 6 .ltJb5 . 
After that , White tends to regain his 
pawn with a comfortable game. 
7.'i'Hg41? 
The most aggressive line, much in the 
Winawer style. 
The main alternative is 7 .M �e7 ! ?  (the 
usual retreat, but 7 . . .  �f8 ! ?  8 .ltJxd4 
ltJe7 9 .ltJgf3 ltJbc6� ,  and 7 . . .  �b6 ! ?  
8 .'iVg4 c;f,jlf8 ! oo  Ibarra Jerez-Suba,  
Granada 2 00 7 ,  also have their advan­
tages) 8 .ltJxd4 ltJc6 9 . ltJxc6 bxc6 
1 0 .iVg4 g6 I l .ltJf3 h5 ! 1 2 .'iff4 ltJh6� 
with a playable position. 
7 ... g6 
This defence leads to a complicated 
game. 7 . . .  'it>f8 ! ?  is more solid, for in­
stance : 8 .ltJf3 (8 .b4 �b6 ! ?OO) 8 . . .  ltJc6 
9 .ltJbxd4 'ifb6 !  

analysis diagram 
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1 0 .�c3 f6 ! ?  ( 1 0  . . .  �xd4! ?  1 1 .�xd4 
iVb4+ ! �  is an interesting alternative) 
1 1 .'iff4 (there is nothing better) 
1 1  . . .  �xd4! 1 2 .ltJxd4 (if 1 2 .�xd4? !  
ltJxd4=i=) 1 2  . . .  ltJxe5 and Black has an 
extra pawn in exchange for an insecure 
position. 
8.0-0-01? 
A novelty. 

A) The usual 
( 8  . . .  �e 7 ! ?) 
B .Muhren-Van 
2000 ;  

move i s  8 .b4 �f8 ! 
9 .ltJxd4 �g 7 ! ?� 
den Berg , Hengelo 

B) In another game I faced 8 .ltJxd4 
ltJc6 9 .�c3 ltJh6 ! 1 0 .'iVf4 ilxd4 
1 1 .�xd4 ltJf5t .  The knights on f5 and 
c6 should guarantee that Black will not 
have any problems here. 

1 2 .ltJf3 ?  (a dubious move, since it al­
lows a tactical sequence. 1 2 .ltJe2 was 
safer) 1 2  . . .  g5 ! (the white queen is over­
loaded) 1 3 .ltJxg5 ( 1 3 .  'if d2 ? g4) 
1 3  . . .  ltJcxd4 1 4. 0-0-0 and the position 
is complicated, but advantageous to 
Black, Ayza Ballester-Moskalenko, La 
Pobla de Lillet 2 004. Now, 1 4  . .  .f6 ! + .  
8 ... ttJc6 9.tt:lf3 f6 1? 
A typical fight for the centre. 9 . . .  'ifb6 
deserves consideration, for instance : 
1 0 .'iff4 �d700, or else 9 . . .  ltJge7 with 
equal chances. 



Chapt e r  1 5  - Semi - Winawer :  3 . 4J c 3  �b4 4 . e 5  c 5  5 . �d2  

1 0.ttJbxd4! 

Starting a virtually forced sequence. 
If 1 0  . exf6 ? 4Jxf6 +  Black develops 
his knight while threatening the 
queen . 
1 0  ... .ixd4 
1 0  . . .  'iVb6? !  does not work. 1 1 .4Jxc6 
bxc6 1 2 .�f4± . 
1 1 'ttJxd4 fxe5 1 VLlxc6 bxc6 
1 3  . .tc3?! 

1 3 .  � g3 ! ?  e4°o was better. 
1 3  ... ttJf6! 

Or 1 3  . . .  d4 ! ? 
1 4.'ifg3 ttJe4! 
1 4  . . .  e4 1 5 .'ifeS� .  
1 5.'ifxe5 l:!f8 1 6  . .ib4? 
1 6 .�d3 was necessary : 1 6  . . .  4Jxc3 
1 7 . 'iVxc3 .id7 with an equal position. 
1 6  .. :iff61 
Utilising the possibility of this interme­
diate move. 
1 7:iYxf6 
Or else 1 7  .'iVc7 'fi'f4+ 1 8 .'ifxf4 l:!xf4=F. 
1 7  . .  J:txf6 

With an advantage for Black, since the 
pawn on f2 is doomed. 
1 8.�e2 a5! 1 9.�a3?! 
1 9 . .i.e 1 was a better chance : 1 9 . . .  ttJxf2 
20 Jifl 4Je4 2 1  Jhf6 ttJxf6+ .  
1 9  ... .ta61  20.�xa6 l::.xa6 21 .l:!.hf1 
ttJxf2+ 

The rest is a matter of technique. 
22 . .l::!.de1 c:Ji;f7 23.�c5 ttJe4 24 . .id4 
l::.xf1 25.l::.xf1 + �e7 26.a4 c5 27.�e5 
h5 28.h3 c4 29.b3 cxb3 30.cxb3 ttJc5 
31 .l:!.f3 ttJd7 32.�c3 e5 33.c:Ji;b2 d4 
34.�d2 'iit>e6 35.iLg5 e4 36.l::.f4 c;t>d5 
37.l:!.f7 ttJe5 38J:tb7 e3 0-1 
The move 5 .�d2 is not especially 
strong (compared with S .a3 ) ,  but since 
it prevents the doubling of pawns on c3 
it tends to lead to positions with a slight 
advantage for White without any risk. 
The statistics are very reasonable for 
White. However, the black counter-plan 
S . . .  cxd4! ?  6 .4Jb5 �c5 ! is not very well 
known and it has given me good practi­
cal results. 
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Chapter 16 - The Old Winawer 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3 .ttJc3 �b4 4.eS cS S .a3 hc3 + 6 .bxc3 "fIIc7 

This is a method of playing the Winawer which was preferred by Mikhail 
Botvinnik. The manoeuvre of the black queen is 'multi-geometric ' ,  since it protects 
the seventh rank against Vig4 (with . .  .f7 -fS )  and usually counterattacks tactically 
along the c-file. This 'old Winawer' contains many resources - and it is always pos­
sible to revert to the modern lines. 

GAME 7 5  

D Jordi Fluvia Poyatos 
• Viktor Moskalenko 
Catalunya ch 2005  (7)  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.tt:lc3 it.b4 4.e5 c5 
5.a3 .ixc3+ 6.bxc3 'iVc7!? 

Another old/new surprise weapon can 
be 6 . . .  ttJe7 7 .Vig4 cxd4! ?  (peculiarly, 
the most fashionable defences are : 
7 . . .  "fllc7 (which does not seem to have 
much logic independently after . . .  ttJe7 
as then the queen cannot protect g 7 ,  
but i t  could transpose into the main line 
after 8 ."fllxg7 �g8 9 ."fllxh7 cxd4 etc .) 
and 7 . . .  0-0. I have never used kingside 
castling in this Winawer 'pseudo-main' 
line, since White has many possibilities 
of launching pretty mating attacks. But 
7 . . .  �f8 ! ?  is possibly more suitable) , 
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with the follow-up 8 .Vixg7 (8 . cxd4 
Vic7 +t  Ragozin-Botvinnik, Moscow 
1 93 5) 8 . . .  �g8 9 .�xh7 �c7 (9 . . .  �a5 ? !  
1 0 .11b l  Vixc3 + 1 1 ..id2 Vic7 1 2 .f4± 
Alexander-Botvinnik, England-Soviet 
Union radio match 1 946) 1 0 .ttJe2 
ttJbc6 I l .f4 �d7 1 2 .'iYd3 dxc3 

A) In the old days white players re­
sponded classically with 1 3 .jle3 d4! ?  



Chapt e r  1 6  - Old  Winawe r :  3 . ttJ c 3  � b 4  4 . e5 c 5  5 . a 3  �xc 3 + 6 . bxc3  � c 7  

1 4.�£'2 0-0-0 1 5 .ttJxd4 ttJxd4 1 6 .�xd4 
b6 1 7  . .th4 i.b5 ;:t Spassky-Kortchnoi, 
2nd match game, Belgrade 1 9 7 7 ;  
B) 1 3 .llg 1 is a modern manoeuvre, 

preferred by Svidler and Shirov : 
1 3  . . .  0-0-0 1 4 .g4 d4 1 5 .h4 ( 1 5 .:1b 1 
�e8 1 6 .tf.g300 Svidler-Berg , Heraklion 
Ech-tt 2 0 0 7) 1 5  . . .  �e8 1 6 .h5 f6 ! ?  
1 7 . exf6 ttJd5 1 8 .�h3 Wb8 1 9 .95  
�xh5 2 0 .Jlxe6°o Shirov-Shulman , 
Khanty-Mansiysk 2 0 0 7 ;  

C) 1 3 .ttJxc3 a 6  ( 1 3  . . .  ttJa5 ! ?) 1 4  . .l:f. b  1 
ttJa5 ( 1 4  . . .  0-0-0 ? ?  1 5 .'ifxa6 ! )  1 5 .h4? !  
ttJf5 1 6 .:1h3 o-o-o;:t occurred in 
Cheparinov-Grischuk, Baku 2 0 0 8 .  
7.'ifg4 
Logical and strong. The most conven­
tional play occurs after 7 .ttJf3 b6 ! ?  
8 .�b5 +  �d7 9 .�d3 �a4 1 0 . 0-0 c4 
1 1 .�e2 ttJc6 I 2 .ttJg5 (another option 
is I 2 .ttJe 1 ttJge7 1 3 .f4 0-0-0 1 4.i.e3 f6 
1 5 .�£'2 'iVd7 1 6 .g4 h5 ! 1 7 .exf6 gxf6 
1 8 .gS ttJfS =F  Felgaer-Moskalenko, Bar­
celona 2004) I 2  . . .  h6 1 3 .ttJh3 ttJge7 
(or 1 3  . . .  0-0-0 1 4 .f4 fS I S .exf6 ttJxf6 
1 6 .ttJ£'2 gS ! t  Slaby-Moskalenko, Salou 
2005 )  1 4 .f4 ( 1 4 .ttJf4! ?) 1 4  . . .  0 -0-0 
l S .g4 fs 1 6 .gS  :1df8 1 7 .:1£'2 ttJd8 
1 8 .:1g2 hxgS 1 9 .ttJxgS l::[h6 20 .�e3 
ttJf7 2 1 .ttJf3 ttJg6 2 2 .�d2 l:.g8 2 3 .�£'2 
'iVe7 ! ?f Jimenez Albadalejo-Moskalen­
ko, Barcelona Sants 2 00 1 .  
7 ... f5 1 

The key defence of g 7 .  
8.'ifg3 
With pressure on the kingside. Another 
interesting possibility is 8 .�hS + ! ?  g6 
(8  . .  :iVf7 9 .l!t'd 1 b6 1 0 .c4 ttJe7 I l .ttJf3 
0-0= Escobar-Moskalenko, Montcada 
2006) 9 .'iVd 1 i.d7 

analysis diagram 

1 0 . ttJf3 cxd4 (the main idea is 
1 0  . . .  �a4 ! ?  1 1..�, d3 cxd4 I 2 . cxd4 
�c3 + 1 3 .�d2 'iYxd3 ! 1 4 .cxd3 �xd 1 
I S .Wxd 1 =) 1 1 . cxd4 .ita4 I 2  . .itd2 h6 
1 3 .�d3 ttJc6 1 4. 0-0 ( 1 4.h4 ! ?  ..tf7 
l S .'iYc 1 :1c8 1 6 .0 -0  �g7 1 7 .c4 ttJge7 
is quite similar, Kamsky-Moskalenko, 
playchess . com 2 0 0 5 )  1 4  . . .  ttJge7 
( 1 4  . . .  gS ! ?) I S .h4 ..tf7 1 6 .�c 1 ..tg700 
Sutovsky-Moskalenko, France t t  2 004; 
Judit Polgar 's 1 0 .�d3 ? !  is less good: 
1 0 . . .  �a4 1 1..!:tb 1 ttJc6 I 2 .dxcS 0-0-0 
( I 2  . . .  ttJxeS ! ?) 1 3 .�f4 h6 1 4.h4 ttJf6 ! ?  
1 S .ttJe2 ? !  ( 1  S . exf6 �xf4 1 6 .'iYe2 
� eS ;:t) 1 5 . . .  ttJe4=F , J.Polgar-Simon, 
Barcelona simul 2 0 0 7 .  
8 . .. tLlc61? 

This is perhaps the best move order, to 
avoid dangerous manoeuvres such as 
ttJe2-ttJf4 : 

A) 8 . . .  cxd4 9 . cxd4 (9 .ttJe2 ! ?  ttJc6 
1 0 . cxd4 ttJge7 1 1 . c3 0-0 I 2 .h4 ttJaS ;:t 
Castaner Halster-Moskalenko, Catalun­
ya-ch 2002) 9 . . .  ttJe7 
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Par t  F i v e  - Seven Samura i  Swords : l . e4  e 6  

My companion from the historical Terrassa chess club. FM 
Emilio Simon. was the only player to use the French De­
fence against Judit and also the only one to win his game. 

1 0 .�d2 (or 1 0 .tLle2 ! ?  c:J;;f7 ? I l . c3 b6?  
1 2 .tLlf4 �a6? ?  1 3 .Vixg 7 + !  Rodriguez 
Guerrero-Moskalenko, La Roda 2004. 
Another example was 1 0 .c3 tLlbc6 
1 1 .tLlh3 tLlg6 ! ?  (with the idea of ex­
changing knights on f4) 1 2 .�e2 0-0 
1 3 . 0 -0  �d7 1 4 .a4 .!:!.fc8 1 5 .�a3 tLla5 
1 6 .�d6? 'iYxc3 1 7 .Vixc3 l:txc3 1 8 .�b4 
.l:i.xh3 ! +  Karjakin-Moskalenko, Bilbao 
rapid 2 004) 1 0  . . .  tLlbc6 I l .tLle2 0-0 
1 2 .h4 f4 ! 1 3 .�xf4 tLlf5 1 4 .'ifc3 
tLlfxd4 t Vehi Bach-Moskalenko, Barce­
lona Foment rapid 2 004;  

B) 8 . . .  tLle7 ! ?  (a rare alternative) 
9 .'fi'xg7 .l:i.g8 1 0 .Vixh7 cxd4 I l .tLle2 ! ?  
( 1  1 . <;!;ld 1 is the oldest answer. Here, a 
new weapon could be 1 1 . . .  'iY c5 ! ?  with 
the idea 1 2 .tLlf3 tLlbc6�) 1 1 . . .tLlbc6 ! ?  
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With quite flexible play : 
B l )  1 2 . f4 ! ?  �d7 1 3 .'ifh3 dxc3 

1 4.'iYxc3 0-0-0 1 5 .g3 �e8 1 6 .�g2 
�h5 �  R.Byrne-Botvinnik, Monte Carlo 
1 96 8 ;  
B2 )  1 2 .h4 i s  unclear : l L . dxc3 

1 3  .�g5 'fi'xe5 1 4 . 'iYh5 + tLlg6  
( 14  . . .  .l:i.g6 ! ?  1 5  . .!:!.h3 d4 1 6 .f4 'iYg7 
1 7 . 0 - 0 - 0  tLld5 ! �) 1 5 . f4 (Berg­
Berelovich, Fiigen tt 2 0 0 6) and now the 
best move was 1 5  . . .  'ifg7 ; 

B3)  1 2 .'iYh5 + �d8 ! ?  ( 1 L .tLlg6 ! ?  is 
also possible : 1 3 .�g5 ? !  (Anand­
Cu. Hansen, Middelfart 2003 )  and here 
the best chance was 1 3  . . .  d3 ! 1 4 .cxd3 
tLlxe5 t and Black fights for the initia­
tive) 1 3 .f4 dxc3 1 4.�e3 'ti'a5 1 5 .'iVh4 
b6 1 6 .Vif2 �a6 1 7  .h4 �d7 1 8 .l:th3 
l/Z_ l/Z Baklan-Borovikov, Alushta 2 0 0 2 .  
But after 1 8  . . .  �xe2 ! ?  there are still 
many resources in the position. 
9.tLlf3 



Chap t e r  1 6  - Old  Winawer :  3 . tb c 3  � b 4- 4- . e5 e 5  5 . a 3  �xc 3 + 6 . bx c 3  "fIe 7 

9 ... cxd4 
� 9 . . .  tbge7 1 0 ."fIxg7 l:[g8 1 1 ."fIxh7 
cxd4- 1 Lib5 !± .  
1 0.cxd4 tbge7 1 1 .�d2 
If 1 1 .VWxg7 ? !  1:lg8 1 2 .VWxh7 tbxd4 !� .  
An interesting line i s  1 1..� e2 ! ?  0-0 
1 2..�.h6 'iVa5 + !  1 3 .�d2 'iVa4- 1 4.c3 
tba5 � Korneev-Moskalenko, Naval­
moral 2005 . 
1 1  ... 0-0 
A natural move. More risky is 
1 1  . . .  .!:tg8 ! ?  1 2 .h4- �d7 1 3 .�d3 h6 
1 4-. 0-000 Iglesias-Moskalenko, Cano­
velles 2 00 1 .  
1 2.�d3 �d 7 

The key moment in this line. 
1 3.h4?! 
Players with an attacking style prefer 
this move, but Black will get there first .  
It was better to continue developing 
with 1 3 .0 -0  �e8 ! ?  l 4-Jlab 1 �g6 (or 
1 4  . . .  1i'd7 1 5 .tbg5 �g6 1 6 .c3 f4! ?� 
Handke-Moskalenko, Sants 2 0 0 5 )  
1 5 .'iff4- h6� Alsina Leal-Moskalenko, 
Salou 2006 .  
1 3  .. .f41 
With many tactical tricks for Black. 
1 4.1i'g4? 

Allowing another strong blow. 
A) The main trick is revealed after 

l 4- . .ixf4- tbxd4- ! 1 5 .tbxd4- (if 
1 5 .�xh7+?  �xh7 1 6 .tbxd4 J::txf4- ! ;  or 
1 5 . 0-0 tbef5 1 6 .VWg4- tbxf3 + 1 7 .VWxf3 
tbxh4-=i= Dolce-CapNemo, playchess.com 
2 0 0 6) 1 5  . . .  'iVc3 + 1 6 .�e2 'iWxd4t 
Lacasa-Moskalenko, Barcelona Sants 
2003 ; 
B) l 4-.VWg5 does not work either. After 

1 4- . . .  h6 ! 1 5 .�g4 tbxd4- ! 1 6 .tbxd4-
'tixe5 + 1 7 . �fI �xd4 Black won easily 
in the blitz games Barreiro-CapNemo 
and High_me-CapNemo, playchess.com 
2007 .  
1 4  ... ttJxd41 

The point of Black's counterplay. 
1 5.�xh7+ 
Looking for complications, but every­
thing is under control . In the event of 
1 5 .ttJxd4- "fIxe5+ White cannot play 
1 6 .ttJe2 because of 1 6  . . .  �xa l + .  
1 5  ... 'iifilxh7 1 6.'iVh5+ 'iifilg8 1 7.ttJxd4 
llf5! 

Another surprise. 
1 8.ttJxf5 'ii'xe5+! 1 9.�e3 1i'c3+ 
1 9 . . .  ttJxf5 also wins. 
20.'ite2 tiJxf5 21 .g4 fxe3 0-1 
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New In Chess Code System 

White stands slightly better ;;!; 
Black stands slightly better =F 
White stands better ± 
Black stands better =+= 
White has a decisive advantage +-
Black has a decisive advantage -+ 
balanced position = 
unclear position 00 

compensation for the material fig 
strong (sufficient) > 
weak (insufficient) < 
better is � 
weaker is ::::; 
good move 

excellent move ! !  

bad move 
blunder ??  

interesting move ! ?  

dubious move ? !  

only move 0 
with the idea D. 
attack -+ 

initiative t 

lead in development tt 

counterplay � 
correspondence corr. 

2 7 0  



I ndex of Variations French Defence 1.e4 e6 

Part One - Advance Variation 2.d4 dS 3 .eS cS 4.c3 ttJc6 S .ttJf3 . . • . 9 

Chapter 1 5 .. :iVb6 6.a3 ttJh6 
(Games 1 , 2)  

Chapter 2 5 .• :iVb6 6.a3 c4 

7 .ttJbd2 , �e2 
7 . g3 , 8 .h4 
7 .g3  f6 , 7 .ttJbd2 f6 

5 •.. ttJh6 
(Game 3 )  

(Games 4-8) 
(Games 9 - 1 2) 

(Games 1 3 - 1 5) 

2 7 1 



Part Two - Tarrasch Variation 2.d4 dS 3 .ttJd2 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  S 9  

Chapter 3 3 ... tLlf6 4.eS tLlfd7 

5 .c3 c5 6 .�d3 tLlc6 7 .tLle2 cxd4 8 .cxd4 
f6 9 .exf6 (Games 1 6 , 1 7) 

5 .c3 c5 6 .�d3 tLlc6 7 .tLle2 cxd4 8 . cxd4 
f6 9 .tLlf4 (Games 1 8 , 1 9) 

5 .c3 c5 6 .�d3 tLlc6 7 .tLlgf3 g6 
(Games 20 ,  2 1 )  

5 .c3 c5 6 .�d3 b6 (Games 2 2 ,  2 3 )  
5 .f4 (Games 24-26) 

2 7 2  

Chapter 4 A) 3 .•. �e7 

(Game 2 7) 
(Game 2 8) 
(Game 2 9) 

4 .e5 
4.c3 
4.tLlgf3 
4.�d3 (Games 3 0 ,  3 1 ) 

B) 3 . . .  cS 4.exdS "'xdS 

5 .tLlgf3 cxd4 6 . .ik4 Vd6 7 .Ve2 (Game 32) 
. .  . 7 .0-0 tLlf6 8 .tLlb3 tLlc6 9 .tLlbxd4 tLlxd4: 
1 0  .... xd4 (Game 3 3 ) ;  1 0 .tLlxd4 (34-3 6) 



Index o f  Vari a t i ons 

Part Three - Classical Variation 2 .d4 dS 3 .tLlc3 tLlf6 . . . . . . . . . . .  1 49 

Chapter S 4.eS ltJfd7 

5 .ltJce2 (Game 3 7) 
5 .f4 c5 6 .ltJf3 ltJc6 7 . .ie3 a6 8 .'iVd2 b5 

(Game 3 8) 
5 .f4 c5 6 .ltJf3 ltJc6 7 .�e3 cxd4 8 .ltJxd4 

�c5 (Game 3 9) 

Chapter 7 4.eS ltJfd7 S .ltJf3 cS 
6.dxcS ltJc6 7 . .if4 hcs 8.�d3 f6 
9.exf6 ltJxf6 1 0.'iVe2 0-0 1 1 .0-0-0 

Chapter 6 4 . .igS .ib4 S .eS h6 

6 . .id2 .ixc3 7 .bxc3 ltJe4 8 .lWg4: 
8 . . .  �f8 (Games 40-44) ; 8 . . .  g6 (45 -47) 
6 .exf6 (Game 48) 
6 . .ie3 (Game 49) 

1 1  . . .  .id7 (Games S O .  5 1 ) 
1 1 . . .Vi'a5 ( l 1 . . .ltJh5) (Game 52 )  
1 1 . . .a6 (Games 5 3 .  54) 

1 1  . . .  ltJb4 ( 1 1 . . .  .id6 .  1 1  . . .  'ife7) 
(Game 5 5) 
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Part Four - Winawer Variation 2.d4 d5 3 .ttJc3 .tb4 . . . . . . . . . . . .  2 1 1 

Chapter 8 - 4.eS b6 

5 .'ifg4 �f8 
5 . a3 �f8 

2 74 

(Game 5 6) 
(Games 5 7 ,  5 8) 

Chapter 9 - 4.eS cS S .a3 �xc3+ 
6 .bxc3 'tWaS 7.�d2 'ifa4 

8 .'ifg4, 9 Jh2 
8 .'ifb l  
8 .'iYg4, 9 .'iVd l 
8 .ttJf3 
8 .h4 

(Game 5 9) 
(Games 60-62)  
(Games 63 ,  64) 
(Games 65 -67 )  

(Game 68)  



Index o f  Vari a t i ons  

Part Five - Seven Samurai Swords • • • . • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • . • . . . . • •  246 

Chapter 1 0  - 2.ltJf3 dS 3 .eS cS 4.h4 
(Game 69) 

Chapter 12 - 2.d4 dS 3.exdS exdS 
(Game 7 1 )  

Chapter 1 1 - 2.d3 dS 3 .'iVe2 
(Game 7 0) 

Chapter 1 3  - 2.d4 dS 3 .ltJc3 ltJf6 
4.�gS �e7 S .eS ltJfd7 6.h4 0-0 

(Game 7 2) 
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Chapter 1 4  - 2.d4 dS 3 .ttJc3 �b4 Chapter 1 5  - 2.d4 dS 3 .ttJc3 �b4 4.eS 
4.ttJe2 cS S .�d2 

(Game 7 3 )  (Game 74) 

Chapter 1 6  - 2.d4 dS 3 .ttJc3 �b4 4.eS 
cS S .a3 �xc3+ 6 .bxc3 'iVc7 

(Game 7 5 )  

2 76  
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