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Translator's Preface 

Once again I have the privilege of rendering into English the work of 
Soviet Grandmaster Eduard Gufeld. The process of bringing a manu­
script from the Soviet Union to England and having it translated is often 
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I would like to thank Billy Colias for his careful reading of the manu­
script which has, I hope, brought greater accuracy to the production of 
this book. 

Eric Schiller 
September 1985 



Introduction 

The Queen's Gambit is one of the most thoroughly studied openings. 
Theoretical invest igations have been supported by rich and varied 
practical experience in contemporary chess. Its character is precise and 
strict, its strategic foundations solid. Its positional essence derives from 
classical views as applied by masters of the earlier orthodoxies. 

At first glance the Queen's Gambit seems a dry opening, devoid of 
chess ro manticism with its combinational flashes and tactical storms, 
open lines and rapid attacks, and effective - if not always correct - mating 
finishes. Even the name "gambit" seems somehow inappropriate, since 
Black rarely makes any effort to hold on to the pawn, and the play 
revolves around control of the centre, a fight for individual squares, and 
other factors which are generally considered to be of a posit ional rather 
than a tactical nature. Perhaps this reputation is due to the coolness 
towards the opening which prevailed in the middle of the nineteenth 
century. Scientifically calculating and emotionally reserved, it was 
foreign to the celebration of life, where the King's Gambit and Evans 
Gambit ruled and the players sought complications fro m the very start 
of the game. 

A key turning point in the fate of the Queen's Gambit, as indeed with 
the other closed games, came at the end of the last century with the rise of 
the positional school. 

A prominent role was played by the matches Stein itz-Zukertort, 1886, 
and Lasker-Steinitz, 1 894. The spirit of the new chess ideology carried 
the Queen's Gambit to its zenith, and until the 1 920s it was the height of 
fashion. Then a crisis arose in the Orthodox Defence, where the many 
exchanges, often leading to drawn endings, forced it to take a step 
backwards. 

"The ghost of the drawing death" hung over the closed games. 
Moreover, the Queen's Gambit came to be considered an opening which 
had been played out, with all lines analysed to their logical conclusions, 
which required not fresh ideas, but rather silent relegation to history, an 
opening which had become obsolete due to the new chess "technology". 
So it was hardly surprising that in the early 30s the Queen's Gambit gave 
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way to the Indian Defences. But soon it became clear that the old 
weapons merited more than a place in a museum.  The Botvinnik System, 
the Slav Gambit, the Tolush-Geller System,  Hungarian Variation, 
Ragozin Defence, Bondarevsky-Makagonov System, and the resurrected 
Tarrasch Defence all demonstrated that the root still l ived , and that a 
tree might still grow in the closed games. Again the Queen's Gambit 
occupied a significant number of pages in the opening manuals. 

The accepted form of the Queen's Gambit dates back quite a long way, 
having received its first mention in 1 5 1 2, in Damiano's manuscript. Then 
it appeared in tracts by Ruy Lopez ( 1 561  ) ,  Salvia ( 1604) and Stamma 
( 1 745). 

At first Black tried to hold his extra pawn and suffered great positional 
damage in the miserly name of materialism . But it soon became clear 
that Black should concentrate on the development of his pieces and their 
co-ordination. This re-evaluation was based on such factors as control 
of the centre and spatial advantage. I t  became obvious that Black's 
discomfort was caused not by bad individual moves but by his very 
strategy. The loss of time which White must suffer could be exploited 
for the mobilisation of Black's forces. 

The Queen's Gambit Accepted involves one of the best known and at 
the same time most discussed problems in chess - the problem of the 
isolated pawn. What is stronger - attack or blockade? What is more 
i mportant - active pieces in the middlegame or the prospects of an extra 
pawn in the endgame? These questions which hover in the air around the 
"isolani" can never be considered in isolation. Even in a specific class of 
positions, in each concrete circumstance the evaluation of the relative 
strengths and weaknesses of the isolated pawns will vary. And here one 
must never forget that chess, besides being a science and a sport, is also a 
creative endeavour, and that this factor will take a part in the overall 
scheme of things. A feeling for the dynamics of the position will depend 
sometimes on very subtle points of intuition, taste and technique more 
than on dogma, dry statistics and an uncritical following of fashion . To 
be able to understand the nuances of isolated pawn positions, one must 
undertake detailed study and gain practical experience of the Queen's 
Gambit Accepted. It is with great pleasure that the author introduces 
you to this possibility. 

Let us briefly examine some of the key ideas of the various lines of the 
Queen's Gambit Accepted. 

The Classical System{!)d4 d�c4 dc(j)lbf3 li:lff:@e3 e6(2).txc4 c5 leads 
afte@O to the main line of the opening. In  these variations White trieS 
to exploit his advantage in the centre, prepare e4 and bring the bishop 
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on c 1 into the game. Black for his part works on the problem of the 
development of the bishop on c8. Usually he tries ... a6, ... b5 and then ... 
i.b7. If White does not want to allow ... b5 he plays a4, but in this case he 
weakens the b4 square. 

� The Steinitz VariationQ)lt:Jf3 lt:Jf6@e3 c5�i.xc4 e@0-0 cd{2led is inter­
esting. In the 1930s Botvinnik demonstrated a cunning plan to exploit 
the open e-file and the outpost at e5. As a result many positions with an 
isolated central pawn were judged to be in White's favour. 

� Furman's lineQ) tt:Jf3 tt:Jf6Q}e3 e6(2)i.xc4 c5@)'ife2 also leads to an 
interesting struggle. Here White takes his queen off the d-file so that he 
can play de and e4. Black tries to complete his development with ... b5 
and ... i.b7, and then contest White's central strategy. A/vo�.eh ,·."'-� In deviating from the Classical System by 3 lt:Jf3 lt:Jf6 4 e3 i.g4 Black 
r;solves one of the major problems of the Queen's Gambit- the develop­
ment of his light-squared bishop. But after this development the queenside 
finds itself with insufficient defence. White can bring hi�ueen to an 
active post ll..Ql, forcing his opponent to lose time defending the b7 
pawn, which if advanced will create further weaknesses. But all the same 
Black has in his arsenal an active defensive resource - he can choose 
not to worry about the pawn and sacrifice it instead, winning several 
important tempi in the process. '--"' � In the Smyslov Variatio� lt:Jf3 lt:Jf6� e3 g6 Black allows White to 
construct a big pawn centre 'b'ut places strong pressure on it, developing 
his bishop at g4. Black achieves a position reminiscent of the Gri.infeld 
Defence. He often tries to undermine the centre with ... c5. 

The systemQ) lt:Jf3 a6@e3 i.g4 was first used by Alekhine in the third 
game of his 1934 match with Bogoljubow, and it now bears his name. 
After the bishop goes to g4 the queenside is weakened, as we have 
already noted above. By playing �b3 White forces the advance ... b5, 
but,graxis has shown that Black's position can be defended. Another 
point of this approach is the avoidance of 3 ... lt:Jf6 4 'i¥a4+. 

For a long time it was considered that the immediate occupation of the 
centre by White with(!.e4 held no danger for Black, who had two reliable 
equalising methods at hand: 3 ... e5 and 3 ... c5, Currently, however, the 
moye 3 e4 is being played with greater success, and in order to a;Qid 
falling into a bad position Black will have to play very carefully. 

The Queen's Gambit Accepted has not been removed from the arena 
of contemporary chess battles. It is a frequent guest at tournaments and 
matches at the highest level of chess. Recent developments have shown 
that the old o enin is ex eriencing a renaissance, and that its best days 
lie ahea . 
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1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
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1 d4 
2 c4 
3 e4 (2) 

d5 
de 

This is the most principled 
continuation. White occupies the 
centre immediately and intends 

.�But the pawns in the middle 
of the board.J!ck suppo.Lt and this 
allows Black to carry out any of a 

number of plans involving counter­
attacks at d4 or e4. We examine 
four such plans: 

3 e5 @) lbf3 (3) otz. Bbi,: 
Other continuations: flu§. 8 

a) 4 de 'it'xdl+Q) 'it>xdl i.e6 =. 
b) 4 d5 f5!\DLlc3 lDf6([)txc4 i.c5 =. 
c) 4 .txc4 'it'xd4(])1!t'b3 is a little 
investigated but sharp variation. 

After 5 . .. 'it'xe4+ 6 i.e3 't!r'g6 7 
lDf3 lDd7 8 lt'lc3 c6 9 0-0-0 
Kuzminikh holds that White has 
compensation for the sacrificed 
material. 

3 

B 

A 4 ..• ed 
B 4 ... i.b4-\- k�R 

[ 4 ... lbf6 is occasionally seen, 
but White can secure an advantage 
with either 5 i.xc4 or the more 
recent 5 lbxe5, which was seen in 
Portisch-Nikolic, Amsterdam 1984. 
After 5 .. . lbxe4 6 i.xc4 Black 
could have limited the damage 
with 6 ... lbd6 ±, but chose instead 
6 ... i.b4+, after which White 
developed a very strong game: 7 
lbc3! 0-0 8 0-0 lbd6 9 i.b3 lbc6 10 
lbd5! i.a5 ll 'it'h5! g6 1 2  'it'g5! 
- tr.] 



A ® ... ed 
This is the usual continuation . ® .i.xc4 

5 't!Yxd4 leads to an even game 
after 5 . . .  fixd4 6 ll:Jxd4 .i.c5 7 ll:Jb5 
ll:\a6 8 .i.xc4 ll:Jf6 9 f3 .i.e6, 
K udishevich-Chudinovsky, USSR 
1982. 

@ ... .i.b4+ 
On 5 . . .  ll:Jc6 6 0-0 brings about a 

difficult position for Black because 
he has not yet developed his 
kingside pieces: 
a) 6 ... .i.g4 7 fib3 't!Yd7 8 .i.xf7+! 
't!Yxf7 9 fixb7 ± Pytel-Kostro, 
Poland 1 977. 
b) 6 ... .i.e6 7 .i.xe6 fe 8 ..Wb3 'i!N'd7 9 
'i!t'xb7 .llb8 l O  ffa6 t. 

At  this juncture White must 
choose: 
AI 6 .i.d2 
A2 6 ll:Jbd2 

AJ 

.i.d2 .i.xd2+ 
ll:Jbxd2 (4) 

3 e4 e5 3 

Black must decide to which side 
of the board he should turn his 
attention: 
All 7 ... ll:Jc6 
A12 7 ... ll:Jh6 

There are a number of alternatives 
here: 
a) Black can try to hold his central 
pawn with 7 ... cS, but this entails 
considerable risk because of 8 
ll:Je5!? ll:Jh6 9 fih5 0-0 1 0  h3 �e7 
11 g4 ll:Jd7 12 ll:Jd3 'it>h8 13 f4, 
Forintos-Radulov, Oberwart 1 98 1 ,  
o r  8 'i!N'a4+ lLld7 9 b4 ll:Je7 1 0  b e  0-0 
1 1  ll:Jb3, Inkiov-Radulov, Bulgaria 
1977. In each case White has a 
dangerous initiative. 
b) 7 . . .  ll:Jf6 is a mistake because of 
8 e5 ll:Jd5 9 'it'b3 c6 lO .i.xd5! cd 1 1  
ll:Jxd4 0-0 12 0-0 with a clear 
advantage to White, Bagirov­
Radulov, Vrnjacka Banja 1974. 
A 1 1  

G:iJ81. ll:Jc6 
ID o-o (5) 

Already Black is experiencing 
some difficulty with regard to his 
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king<>ide development. For example, 
on 8 ... lLJ£6 there follows 9 e5 lLJg4 
(9 . . .  lLJd5 1 0  �b3 lLJce7 I I  lLJxd4 
0-0 1 2  :!lad I ± Bagirov-Petrushin, 
USSR 1 977) 10 h3 lLJh6 I I  lLJb3 
and White wins back h is pawn 
with a much better position. 
A1 1 1  8 ... lLJge7 
A1 12 8 ... 'i!t'f6 

A 1 1 1  

(� lLJge7 @! �gS lLJeS 
9 . . .  0-0? 10  't!t'h5 ±. 

10 i.b3 
White is developing a dangerous 

attack, for example: 
a) 10 .. . h6 I I  f4! ,  or 
b) 1 0  ... i.g4 I I  i.xt7+! .  
A112  

8 't!t'f6 (6) 

Black not only defends the 
pawn on d4, but also prepares . . .  
lLJe7. 

9 eS �g6 
1 0  �b3 lLJge7 
1 1  llfel 

This vanatlon, which is con­
sidered obligatory for White, 
gives him an initiative in return for 
the pawn. 

1 1  0-0 
12 llacl 

The game Azmaiparashvili­
Kaidanov, Vilnius Young Masters, 
1984, deserves study. After 12 
i.d3 't!¥h5 OJ llac l llb8? !@'t!t'a3 !  
i.f5 @ lLJe4 �h6 @> lLJc5 saw 
White develop a dangerous initiative. 
Instead of 13 . . .  llb8, 1 3  . . .  lLJg6 is 
more accurate, leading to sharp 
play. 

12 llb8 (7) 

It is difficult to evaluate this 
position. White certainly has 
compensation for his pawn in the 
form of an initiative, but Black 
has a solid game, as became 
apparent quickly in Bagirov­
Romanishin, USSR Ch 1 978: 1 3  
i.d3?! 't!¥h6! 1 4  a 3  i.e6 +. 
Al2 

7 lLJh6 
8 lLJb3 (8) 



After 8 0-0 c5!?  we reach the text 
by transposition. 8 . . .  0-0 is 
weaker: 9 lLlb3 lLlc6 1 0  i,b5! lLle7 
I I  �xd4 (also possible is I I  �c2 
followed by lLlbxd4) I I  . . .  �xd4 
12 lLlfxd4 b6 ( 1 2  . . .  c6 is more 
precise) 13 lLlc6 lLlxc6 14 i.xc6 
i.a6 15 lifd l  t Kozlov-Belokurov, 
Krasnodar 1978. ® ... 'ti'e7!? 

Against 8 ... cS, 9 li c l  is a 
strong reply (but not 9 lLl xc5 
because of 9 . . .  1!Va5+) and now 9 . . .  
lLld7 10 i.d5!? 'it'e7 1 1  'it'c2 0-0 12  
0-0 with an attack against the 
pawn on c5. 

After 8 ... 0-0 9 0-0 1!Ve7 White 
has the opportunity to play 1 2  
�xd4!?  lLlc6 I I  1!Vc5! it'xc5 1 2  
lLl xc5 lLla5 1 3  i.e2 b6 1 4  b4 lLlc6 
1 5  lLld3 with advantage to White 
in Zilberstein-Bagirov, USSR 1973. 

(!> 0-0 
9 "i!Vxd4 would allow the un­

pleasant reply 9 . . .  lLlc6 I 0 i.b5 
i.d7. ® ... cS {9) 

3 e4 e5 5 

This is a problematic position. 
White is a pawn down but the 
Black pieces are awkwardly placed 
and this provides sufficient com­
pensation. Nevertheless, White 
needs a concrete method of 
exploiting his initiative,  striking at 
the central pawns and especially at 
the pawn on c5. @ licl 

On 10  i.d5 there might follow 
10 . . .  lLld7 I I  lic l lib8!? and later 
. . .  b6, �upporting the c5-pawn. 

(!) ... b6 
After 10 . . .  lLld7 I I  e5!? 0-0 1 2  

li e !  White has the dangerous 
threat of 13 e6. QD i.dS i.b7 

12 lLlxcS!? 
This decision is fully in accordance 

with the logic of the position. The 
light square weaknesses and the 
insecure position of the Black king 
in the centre gives White sufficient 
cause to sacrifice a piece. 

1 2  be 
1 3  it'a4+ (1 0) 
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10 

B 

How should Black proceed here? 
If 13 . . .  <M8 14 lhc5! '!!Vxc5 1 5  i.xb7 
with a decisive material advantage. 
Partos-Miles, Biel 1977, continued 
14 . . .  lLla6 15 li a5 lLlc5!? 16 lixc5 
'!!Vxc5 1 7  i.xb7 lidS 1 8  i.d5 lLlf5 
19 lLle5!  '!!Vc7 and now 20 lLlc6! 
lid6 21 lLlxd4 lLlxd4 22 '!!Vxd4 gave 
White two pawns and a superior 
position for the exchange . 

13  �d7 
14 �xd7+ lLlxd7 
15 i.xb7 

White has recovered his material 
and retained the better position, 
Partos-Schmidt, Malta 01 1980. 
A2 

II 

B 

6 lLlbd2 (II) 

This is a more solid continuation 
than 6 i.d2, since Black must do 
something about the less than 
ideally placed bishop on b4. 

6 lLlc6 
7 0-0 (12) 

7 a3 is less logical. Here Black 
can play 7 . . .  i.xd2+ (on 7 . . .  il.e7 
White can play 8 b4 lLlf6 9 h3 0-0 
10 0-0 with pressure) 8 �xd2 �f6 
9 0-0 lLlge7 1 0  b4 ( I  0 'iYf4 '!!Vxf4 1 1  
i.xf4 i.e6 =) 1 0  . . .  i.e6 I I  i.d3 a6 
1 2  i.b2 0-0 with rough equality in 
Grigorian-Dorfman, USS R 1975.  

12  :1 � ... � �· �6)-
B ��-� & �--� • & �--� & � �-� '� •• ?. �· 

.6). • • 
• • • •  

f�i.�l-�!'3:.- • � , " � -
• • .lb. 

�-� ��-,� �-� �-� [\ f/'l� � : if!� [\ 'f/'r� 0 %Qz � ' zL:iz 0 zQz f'"''' . "�� .:w.,·m''"""�·ll<(' .... 
� � �g·li� . .  � 

Here we examine: 
A21 7 ... �f6 
A22 7 ... lbf6 
a) 7 ... i.e6 8 i.xe6 fe 9 lbb3 lLlf6?! 
10 lLlfxd4 lLlxe4 [This variation 
may be coming back into fashion. 
10 .. . lbxd4 was tried in Gurevich­
Gurgenidze, Sverdlovsk 1 984. Af­
ter 1 1  lLlxd4 it'd? White played 1 2  
lLlxe6! �xe6 1 3  it'a4+ CZ..t7 14  �xb4 
it'xe4 1 5  it'b3+!? �d5 1 6  it'c2, 
when Black could have equalised 
with 16 ... c6 1 7  lid ! lihe8 18 h3 
it'e6, according to Chernin and 



Gurevich. Psakhis-Gurgenidze, same 
event, was drawn after 1 5  �xe4 
lLlxe4- tr.] I I  "t!t'h5+ g6 1 2  �g4 ± 
Miles-Rivas, Montilla 1 978 .  
b) 7 ... ..txd2 8 'ti'xd2 lLlge7 9 b4 a6 
10 ..tb2 ..te6 1 1  .i.xe6 fe 1 2 a4 0-0 
1 3  b5 gave White a lasting ini­
tiative in Didishko-Begun, Minsk 
1 977. At Tilburg 1 984 Htibner tried 
to combine the piece exchange at 
:i2 with the deployment of the 
bishop at e6: 8 . . .  .i.e6 9 ..txe6 fe 1 0  
b4 a6 I I a4 lLlf6 and now 
Belyavsky went wrong with 1 2  
..ta3 lLlxe4! 13 "t!t'd3 "t!t'd5 1 4  b 5  a b  
1 5  a b  lLld8 ! .  For the rest o f  the 
game see page 1 1 6. 
c) 7 . . .  lLlh6?! has also been tried 
but is not good with the bishop 
>till at c I .  White obtains an ad­
vantage with 8 lLl b3, as was illus­
trated in Korchnoi-Mestrovic, 
Sarajevo 1 969: 8 . . .  ..tg4 9 ..td5 ! 
lLle5 I 0 "t!t'xd4 lLlxf3+ 1 1  gf ..txf3 
1 2  ..txh6 "t!t'd7 1 3  'ti'e5+ 1 -0. 
A21 

13 
w 

7 'ti'f6 ( 13) 

3 e4 e5 7 

The idea behind this move is to 
encourage White to play 8 e5 ,  
after which 8 . . . "t!t'g6 leads to 
complicated play with quite a bit 
of counterplay for Black, for 
example 9 lLlh4 �g4 1 0  lLldf3 .i.e6 
I I  ..txe6 fe 1 2  �b3 lLlge7 1 3  h3 
�e4 1 4  �xe6 h6! , Yusupov­
Mikhalchishin, USSR Ch 1 98 1 .  
However, a recent improvement is 
II h3 "t!t'e4 12 ..td3 "t!t'd5 1 3  lLlg5 
.i.e7 14 ..te4 "t!t'd7 1 5  lLlxe6 'ti'xe6 
16 ..txc6+ be 1 7  'ti'xd4 nd8 1 8  
"t!t'a4 with a dangerous attack for 
White, Tim man-Tal, Candidates' 
Play-off 1 985 .  

8 lLlb3 
This not only places pressure 

on the pawn on d4, it also under­
scores the unfortunate position of 
the bishop on b4. 

8 .i.g4 
Forcing a series of exchanges. 

14 

B 

9 lbbxd4 lLlxd4 
10 'ti'xd4 .i.xl"3 
1 1  �xf6 lbxf6 
1 2  gf (14) 
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The bishop pair in an open posi­
tion is an advantage. Belyavsky­
Chekhov, USSR Ch I 984, went  1 2  
. . .  lt:Jd7 1 3  lid i lt:J e5 1 4  .i.b5+! 
(eliminating the possibility of a 
fortress on the dark squares c7, 
d6, e5, f6) I4 . . .  c6 1 5  .i.e2 f6 I 6  
.i.e3 rtle7 I 7  f4 lt:Jg6 1 8  rtlg2 with 
advantage to White. 
A22 

15 

B 

7 
8 
9 

IO 

eS 
lt:Jb3 
.i.bS (I 5) 

lt:Jf6 
lt:JdS 
lt:Jb6 

The preceding play has been 
pretty well forced leading up to 
the diagrammed position, in which 
it is clear that White has the better 
chances because of the weakness 
of the kingside and ineffective 
placement of the Black pieces on 
the queenside. 

1 0  0-0 
Against the obvious I O  . . .  .i.d7 

White puts Black into a difficult 
position with I I  lt:Jbxd4 lt:Jxd4 1 2  
lt:Jxd4, since I 2  . . .  .i.xb5 is not on 

due to I3 lt:Jxb5 '§'xdi I 4  lixd l  
and the c7-square i s  undefended. 
I2 . . .  .i.c5 13 e6! .i.xb5 I4 lt:Jxb5 
�xd I I 5  lixd I 0-0 1 6  lt:Jxc7 liac8 
17 .i.f4 ;!; was seen in Yusupov­
Rtifenacht, U-26 Teams Mexico 
I 980. 

[Black has an equalising try in  
1 0  . . . '§'d5!, however. After I I  
lt:Jbxd4 .i.d7 1 2  lt:Jxc6 he need not 
concede a slight advantage with 
I2 . . .  .i.xc6 1 3  �xd5 lt:Jxd5 I 4  
.i.xc6+ be but can choose 1 2  . . .  
'§'xb5! 1 3  lt:Jfd4 '§'c5 1 4  lt:Jxb4 
�xb4 with equality in Nikolic­
Matulovic, Yugoslavia I 984. I t  
seems that this i s  the  path Black 
must fol low if he wishes to play 
7 . . .  lt:Jf6, because the text leads to 
a clear advantage for White - tr.] 

II .i.xc6 be 
1 2  ll:lbxd4 

Black's position is full of holes 
and this provides White with a 
clear advantage, e.g. I2 ... 't!YdS 1 3  
�c2 c 5  1 4  lt:Jf5 c4 I 5  lt:Je3 �d3 I 6  
li d  I �xc2 I 7  lt:Jxc2 (Szabo­
Navarovszky, Hungary 1 980, or 
I2 ... cS 1 3  lt:Jc6 'ti'd7 14 lt:Jxb4 cb 
I 5  �c2 h6 1 6  lid I ,  Bagirov­
Lutikov, M oscow I 979.  
B -

4 .i.b4+ ( 16) 
With this move order White has 

another option besides inter­
polations at d2, which generally 
transpose to the material considered 
above after Black captures at d4. 



j(> 
JV 

But before we consider the 
interesting move 5 lbc3, let us 
looks at a few lines with independent 
significance. 

5 .i.d2 .i.xd2+ 6 �xd2!? (6 
lt:Jbxd2 ed .i.xc4 transposes above) 
6 . . .  ed 7 �xd4 �xd4 8 tt:Jxd4 .i.d7 
9 .i.xc4 tt:Jc6 1 0  lDxc6 .i.xc6 1 1  
lbc3 where White's game is 
slightly freer, Bagirov-Matulovic, 
Titovo Ulice 1 978 . On 8 .. . .i.e6 
Kuzminikh's recommendation 9 
a3 followed by 0-0-0 deserves 
consideration, as White's game 
seems better. 7 . . .  �f6 allows 
White to obtain the advantage 
with 8 .i.xc4 lbc6 9 'i¥c3 .i.g4 10 
.i.b5 .i.d7 1 1  0-0 0-0-0 1 2  't!Ve3 
..t>b8 13 lDc3, eyeing the manoeuvre 
lbd5 ,  Yusupov-Shirazi, Lone Pine 
198 1 .  

5 lDc3 
6 �xd4 
7 lDxd4 
8 f3 (17) 

ed 
�xd4 
lbf6 

The opening has steered directly 
into the endgame, bypassing the 

17 

B 

3 e4 e5 9 

middlegame. White has the better 
chances because his pieces move 
more freely and harmoniously, 
entering the game quickly and 
comfortably. 

8 a6 
Quiet development with 8 . . .  

.i.d7 9 .i.xc4 lbc6 1 0  lDxc6 .i.xc6 
favours White, e.g. I I  .i.f4 lDd7 1 2  
0-0-0 .i.xc3 1 3  be, Karpov­
Radulov, Leningrad 1 977  or 1 1  
.i.g5 lbd7 1 2  0-0-0 f6 1 3  .i.f4 .i.xc3 
14 be 0-0-0 1 5  1id4, Gulko-Ribli, 
Niksic 1 978 .  Again the influence 
of the bishop pair in the open 
position is felt .  

With the text move Black tries 
to create counterplay on the 
queenside. 

9 .i.xc4 b5 
10 .i.e2 

The poin t  of this move is to 
reserve the c2 square for the 
knight on d4. 

1 0  c5 
1 1  lDc2 .i.a5 
1 2  0-0 (18) 



10 3 e4 e5 

/8 

B 

Other moves have been tried 
here: 
a) 12 .id2 .ie6 1 3  e5 lt:lfd7 14 f4 
lt:lc6 1 5  .if3 li:c8 1 6  lt:le4 t 
Rashkovsky-Lerner, Lvov 1 98 1 .  
b) 1 2  �fl .ie6 1 3  .ie3 lt:lbd7 1 4  

li:hd l 0-0 1 5  g4 li:fd8 1 6  g5 lt:le8 
17 lt:ld5;!: Azmaiparashvili-Lerner, 
Beltsi 1 98 1 .  

I n  each case White enjoys a 
significant ini tiative. 

12 .ie6 
13 e5 .ixc3!? 

1 3  . . .  lt:lfd7 is weaker: 14 f4 lt:lc6 
15 .if3 li:c8 1 6  lt:le4 0-0 17 lt:ld6 
gave White a clear advantage in 
Skembris-Grivas, Greece 1 984. 

14 be lt:ld5 
15 .id2 

White has the better prospects 
because he can aim for the 
advance of his f-pawn. Skembris­
Bonsios, Greek Ch 1 984. 



2 3 e4 ltJf6 

d4 
2 c4 
3 e4 

d5 
de 
lLlf6 (19) 

By attacking White's pawn 
centre Black tries to force the 
advance of one of the pawns in 
order to set up a blockade in the 
centre. 

4 e5 
The continuation 4 lt:lc3 leads, 

by transposition, to the variation 
3 . . .  e5 4 lLlf3 .ib4 5 lLlc3 , which 
we have already examined, if the 
play continues 4 ... e5 5 lt:lf3 ed 6 
�xd4 �xd4 7 lLlxd4 .ib4 8 f3 .  But 
Black might consider 7 . . .  c6, as 
in Tu kmakov-Skembris, Titograd 
1982 , which saw 8 .ixc4 .ib4 9 0-0 
(better is 9 f3 preparing to castle 

queenside) 9 . . . 0-0 1 0  e5 I!d8 1 1  ef 
I!xd4 1 2  I!e 1 .id7 1 3  .ib3 lLla6 
and the chances were level. 

20 

B 

4 lLldS 

5 .ixc4 (20) 

In this position Black usually 
moves one of his knights, but 5 . . .  
e6 i s  also seen from time t o  time, 
even though it does limit the scope 
of the bishop on c8 . This defensive 
approach is usually met by 6 lLlf3 
and now: 
a)  6 . . .  c5 7 0-0 lLlc6 8 .ig5 .ie7 9 
.ixe7 '\i'xe7 1 0  lLlc3 t Gipslis­
Schulte, 1 97 1 .  
b) 6 ... .ie7 7 0-0 0-0 8 lLlc3 b6 9 
�e2 lLlxc3 1 0  be .ib7 ;t Kirtsek­
Keene, 1 978 .  

I n  each case White has a lasting 
initiative. 



12 3 e4 CiJf6 

A 5 ... CiJb6 
B 5 ... CiJc6 

A 

21 

B 

5 CiJb6 

6 i.d3 (21) 

This makes it difficult for 
Black to develop the bishop on c8 . 
The other continuation, 6 i.b3 ,  is 
sharper, but Black has more 
possibilities: 6 ... CiJc6 and now: 
a) 7 CiJe2 i.f5 8 CiJbc3 e6 9 i.f4 (9 
a3 is more accurate) 9 . . .  CiJb4! 1 0  
0-0 i.e7 I I  'iYd2 CiJ4d5 1 2  i.e3 0-0 
with roughly level chances in 
Miles-Portisch, Buenos Aires 01 
1978. 
b) 7 i.e3 is an interesting 
alternative, intending to meet 7 . . .  
i.f5 with 8 e6 !?. Black reacted 
poorly in Bronstein-Lukin, Yaros­
lave Otborochnii 1982: 8 . . .  i.xe6 
9 i.xe6 fe 1 0  CiJc3 'iYd7 I I  CiJf3 
0-0-0 1 2  0-0 h6 and now with 1 3  
b4 ! CiJd5 1 4  CiJe4 White secured 
the initiative. The evaluation of 
White's plan depends on the 

continuation 8 . . .  fe !? after which 
Black retains excellent chances of 
a successful defence. 

Instead of 6 . . .  CiJc6, Black can 
try the immediate 6 . . .  i.f5 ,  e.g. 
7 'iYf3 e6 8 CiJe2 CiJc6 9 i.e3 CiJa5 I 0 
i.d l 'iYd5 with a sufficiently solid 
position for Black in Fedder­
Nikolic, Plovdiv 1983.  

6 CiJc6 
7 CiJe2 

White cannot place this knight 
at f3 because of the pin 7 . . .  i.g4. 

7 i.g4 (22) 

The immediate 7 . .. i.e6 has 
also been encountered. Korchnoi­
Suetin, USSR v Yugoslavia Match 
Tournament, Budva 1967, con­
tinued 8 CiJbc3 'iYd7 9 CiJe4 CiJb4 1 0  
i. b  I i.c4 I I  CiJc5 and White has 
dangerous threats. I I  . . . i.xe2 12  
'iYxe2 'iYxd4 i s  not on  because of 
13 i.e3 and Black is in deep 
trouble. In the game White 
obtained the advantage with I I  . . . 
'§'g4 1 2  h3 'iYxe2+ 1 3  'iYxe2 i.xe2 
1 4  �xe2 0-0-0 15 e6. 



8 11 i.e6 
Black cannot play 8 . . .  i.h5 

because of 9 e6! 
9 lLlc3 �d7 

9 . . . i.d5 is another continuation. 
After 10 0-0 e6 I I  a3 't!Vd7 1 2  b4!? 
a6 13 i.e3 i.e7 1 4  't!Vc2 White 
retained a signficant initiative in 
Yusupov-Gulko, USSR Ch 198 1 .  

I 0 lLle4 i.dS 
11  lLlcS �c8 

This is Pe trosian's idea. Black 
cedes c5 to the White knight but 
ga ins control of the d5 square. 

12 a3 e6 
13 't!Vc2 (23) 

13 b4 would have been premature 
in view of 13 . . .  aS!, when 1 4  b5 is 
not playable because of 14 . . .  
lLlxd4!. Miles-Seirawan, Niks ic 
1983 , continued 14 :S:bl  ab 1 5  ab 
i.a2! 16 :S:b2 i.c4 1 7  0-0 i.xc5 1 8  
de i.xd3 19 't!Vxd3 lLld5 with a 
better game for B lack. 

13 i.xcS 
14 �xeS �d7 

15 0-0 

3 e4 lLlf6 13 

�e7 
Black has a solid game, Bukic­

Petrosian, Banja Luka 1 979. 
B 

5 lLlc6 
6 lLlc3 lLlb6 

6 . . .  i.e6 is an alternative here. 
7 i.bS! (24) 

24 

B 

After the retreat of the bishop 
to either d3 or b3 we transpose to 
material considered above. The 
text increases his control over the 
critical central battlefield at e5 
and d4. 

7 i.d7 
8 lLlf3 e6 
9 0-0 lLle7!? 

A sharp continuation. B lack 
intends to transfer the knight to f5 
where it will attack the d4 square, 
but this plan leaves him lagging in 
development. 

10 i.d3 i.c6 
II lLlgS! h6 
1 2  �hS (25) 

Belyavsky-Portisch, Thessaloniki 



14 3 e4 liJf6 

01 l 984, continued 1 2  . . .  g6?! 1 3  
liJge4! ( threatening 14  liJf6 mate ! )  
13 . . .  j_g7 1 4  'fHg4 liJf5 1 5  j_e3 
where White, having consolidated 
his control of d4, could look 
forward to excellent attacking 
chances on the kingside. 12 . . .  hg!? 
l 3 'fHxh8 'fHxd4 would have been 
more apposite, leading to a 
position holding chances for both 
sides. 



3 3 e4 c5 

1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 e4 c5 (26) 

liJ 
w 

The attack on the centre by the 
flank pawn is considered in­
adequate because of 4 d5 (A), 
where 4 lbf3 (B) is less energetic. 
A 4 d5 
B 4 lLlf3 

A 
4 d5 

Against this reply Black's natural 
reaction is to attack the d5 square. 
AI 4 ... e6 
A2 4 .•. lbf6 

AI 
4 e6 

5 i.xc4 (27) 

27 

8 

The point of this plan is to 
recapture at d5 with the bishop. 
White gets nothing out of 5 lbf3 ed 
6 ed lbf6 7 i.xc4 i.d6 8 0-0 0-0 = 
Capablanca-Zubarev, Moscow 1925. 

There is, however, an interesting 
plan for White which was adopted 
in the game Kuuksmaa-Shranz, 
corres 1 98 I :  5 lbc3 ed 6 ed lbf6 7 
.i.xc4 a6 8 a4 .i.d6?! 9 1!t'e2+! 1We7 
(on 9 . . .  i.e7 there follows I 0 .i.f4!  
with advantage to White) 10 1!t'xe7+ 
rt/xe7 I I  .i.g5 .i.f5 I 2  lbge2 lbbd7 
I3  lbg3 i.g6 I4 lbge4 o!.  Instead of 
8 . . .  i.d6 a more solid approach is 
8 . . .  1Wc7 and later . . .  i.e7 and . . .  
0-0. 

5 lt:lf6 



16 3 e4 c5 

The position after 5 . . .  ed 6 
�xd5! is clearly better for White 
thanks to the strong position of 
the bishop on d5, for example: 6 .. . 
l'iJf6?? 7 �xf7+! winning, or 6 . .  . 
�d6? 7 e5 ±. 6 . . .  'fic7 is 
somewhat better but after 7 l'iJc3 
l'iJf6 8 l'iJge2 �d6 9 �c4! a6 10 f4 
b5 II e5 ! with a tremendous 
advantage for White in Rashkovsky­
A.Petrosian, USSR 197 1 .  

6 l'iJe3 ed 
7 l'iJxdS l'iJxdS 

Obviously not 7 . . .  l'iJxe4 
because of 8 'fie2, winning a piece . 

8 �xdS �e7 
9 (jjf3 0-0 

1 0  0-0 
White has the more active 

position and has good prospects 
in the centre. The weakness of the 
pawn on c5 also guarantees White 
an initiative, for example 10  . . .  
'fHb6 II  �e3 l'iJc6 1 2  lic l ;t Bukic­
Kovacevic, Tuzla I 98 I. 
A2 

4 l'iJf6 
5 l'iJe3 

A less logical continuation for 
White is 5 'fia4+ �d7 6 'fixc4 e6! 7 
l'iJc3 ed 8 ed �d6, since the queen 
stands awkardly at c4. In the game 
Vladimirov-Fokin, USSR I 978, 
Black obtained an advantage after 
9 �d3 ? !  'fie7+ 1 0  l'iJge2 l'iJg4! I I 
�c2 l'iJa6 I 2 a3 0-0. Better is 9 �e2 
l'iJa6 IO l'iJO l'iJc7 I I a4 a6 I 2  aS 
�b5 with sufficient counterplay 

for Black. 
5 bS (28) 

Here is where Black's counterplay 
lies in this variation. On 6 l'iJxb5 
there follows 6 . . .  'ftka5+ 7 l'iJc3 
l'iJxe4 8 'fif3 l'iJd6 9 �f4 l'iJd7 with 
a roughly level game in Furman­
Birkan,  USSR I967. 
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B 

6 eS 
7 ef 
8 be 
9 'fia4 (29) 

b4 
be 

l'iJd7!? 

The captures at e7 and g7 lead 
to an open position,  which 
favours Black since he is leading in 
development. 



9 ef 
Another possibility is 9 . . .  gf I 0 

�14 �b6 I I  i.xc4 i.g7 1 2  i.b5 !?  
c5  13  de �xe6+ 1 4  li:le2 0-0 15  0-0 
which leads to a clear edge for 
White, Zilberstein-Anikayev, USSR 
1 974. 

10 i.f4!? 
This prevents Black from setting 

up a blockade of the d-pawn. 
10 �b6 
1 1  i.xc4 i.d6 
12  li:le2 0-0 
13 -o-0 

White has the more comfortable 
game, Rashkovsky-Grigorian, Mos­
cow 1 973.  
B 

4 li:lf3 
5 t;'xd4 

cd 

Simplification does not promise 
White any advantage. In this 
connection there is a pawn 
sacrifice which comes into con­
sideration: 5 i.xc4 li:lc6 6 0-0. 
After 6 ... e5 7 li:lg5 li:lh6 8 f4 
White has a definite initiative for 
the pawn . In the game Basagic­
Mihalchishin, Yugoslavia 1 978, 
Black continued 6 . . .  e6 and after 
7 li:lbd2 g6? ! 8 e5 i.g7 9 lie !  �c7 
10 li:le4 li:lxe5 1 1  i.f4 li:lxf3+ 12  f;'xf] 
White obtained a dangerous 
initiative in return for the pawn. 

After 6 ... g6 7 e5 !? i.g7 8 li e !  
White has active play for the 
pawn. Haik-Radulov, Smederevska 
Palanka 1 982, continued 8 . . .  e6 9 

3 e4 c5 1 7  

i.f4 li:lge7 1 0  li:lbd2 0-0 II li:le4 
'it>h8 12 �d2 �a5 13 liad I. 

5 �xd4 
6 li:lxd4 (30) 

Now Black can choose between: 
81 6 ... i.d7 
82 6 ... a6 

81 
6 i.d7 
7 i.xc4 li:lc6 
8 li:lxc6 

Another path to equality was 
explored in Yudovich-Rauzer, 
USSR Ch 1 937: 8 i.e3 li:lf6 9 f3 e6 
1 0  li:ld2 i.c5 1 1  li:l2b3 i.b6 = .  

8 i.xc6 
9 li:lc3 e6 

A dubious alternative is 9 . . .  e5 
1 0  0-0 i.c5 1 1  li:lb5 i.xb5 1 2  
i.xb5+ rtle7 with some advantage 
for White, Szabo-Rukavina, Sochi 
1 973.  

10 li:lb5 
1 1  rtle2 

i.b4+ 
rtle7 

The game is level, Ghitescu­
Smyslov, Hamburg 1 965.  



18 3 e4 c5 

B2 
6 a6 
7 i.xc4 e6 
8 i.e3 i.c5 

Both sides are experiencing 
some difficulties with the deploy­
ment of their kingside knights, in 
part because all of the action is 
on the queenside. So 8 . . .  lt:Jf6 
turns out to be premature after 9 
f3 ! :  9 . . .  i.c5 1 0  �f2 b5 I I  i.e2 
i.b7 12 lt:lb3!? (also strong is 
1 2  lt:Jd2, Partos-Fichtl ,  Bucharest 
1 972) 1 2  . . .  i.xe3+ 13 �xe3 lt:Jc6 
14 lt:Jc5 lia7 1 5  lic l i.a8 16 a4 
with a strong initiative for White 
on the queenside in Browne­
Radulov, Indonesia 1 982.  

9 lt:Jd2 
9 lt:Jxe6 doesn' t work because 

of 9 . . .  i.xe6! I 0 i.xc5 i.xc4 or 1 0  
i.xe6 i.xe3. 

A playable alternative is 9 lt:Jc3 
lt:Jc6 10 lid 1 i.xd4 1 1  i.xd4 lD xd4 
1 2  lixd4 lt:Je7 1 3  0-0 lt:Jc6 with a 
minimal advantage for White, 
Plachetka-Radulov, Malta 01 1980. 

9 lt:Jc6 (31) 

White must make a choice 
between the so lid 10 lt:J2b3 , with a 
slight advantage, or the sharper 10 
lt:Jxe6!? i.xe3 (here 1 0  . . .  i.xe6? 
doesn't work because the bishop 
on c4 is defended) 1 1  lt:Jc7+ �d8 
1 2  lt:Jxa8 i.a7. Notwithstanding 
the material advantage, White 
must play with precision, since the 
knight on a8 is in a precarious 
position. But 1 3  i.d5 ! �e7 1 4  
i.xc6 be 1 5  lt:Jc4 resolves all of the 
problems and guarantees White's 
advantage - Ornstein-Radulov, 
Pamporovo 1 981. 



4 3 e4 ltJc6 

1 d4 
2 c4 
3 e4 

dS 
de 
ltJc6 (32) 

This is not an adequate con­
t inuation for the second player 
since the plan involving the attack 
aga inst the d4 square never 
reaches its goal. 

4 ltJf3 
4 dS ltJe5 5 i.f4 ltJg6 6 i.g3 !? is 

ful ly playable (less energetic is 6 
i.e3, where Black can achieve a 
solid position with 6 . . .  ltJf6 7 ltJc3 
e6 8 i.xc4 ed 9 i.xd5 lLlxd5 1 0  
'tlfxd5 'tlfxd5 II ltJxd5 i.d6 and 
Black has even chances in the 
simpl ified position) 6 . . .  lLlf6 7 

lLlc3 e6 8 i.xc4 ed 9 ed i.d6 10  
i.b5+! .  This is a strong con­
tinuation, the point being that on 
10 . . .  i.d7 there follows II i.xd6 
cd 1 2  'i!t'e2+ 'i!t'e7 1 3  0-0-0 with 
advantage to White. 10 . . .  �f8 1 1  
ltJf3 a6 1 2  i.e2 was played in 
Tukmakov-Kupreichik, USSR 1982, 
where Black adopted a risky plan 
of going after the pawn on d4: 
12 . . .  b5 1 3  ltJd4 b4, but after 14  
lLlc6 'i!t'd7 1 5  lt::la4 White had a 
clear advantage. 

4 i.e3 ltJf6 5 ltJc3 ltJg4 6 i.xc4 
ltJxe3 7 fe is also seen . After 7 . . .  e6 
8 ltJf3 i.e7 9 0-0 0-0 10 e5!  a6 1 1  
llc l i.d7 1 2  i.d3 White stands 
better because of his strong pawn 
centre, Bagirov-Dobrovolsky, Stary 
Smokovec 1 98 1 .  Much stronger is 
7 . . .  e5 !  D .Gurevich-Kovacevic, 
Hastings 1 982-3, saw 8 'tlfh5 g6 9 
'iff3 f6 10 ltJge2 lLla5 1 1  i.b5+ c6 
1 2  de fe 1 3  0-0 i.e6 1 4  llad 1 'i!fg5 
1 5  lld5!? i.h6!? with a very com­
plicated position. 

4 i.g4 
5 i.xc4 (33) 



20 3 e4 l:i:Jc6 

33 
B 

This seems to be the most active 
move, but there are other playable 
continuations: 
a) 5 i.e3 l:i:Jf6 (a more appropriate 
plan is 5 . . .  i.xf3 6 gf e5 !? 7 d5 
l:i:Jce7 8 i.xc4 a6 and then 9 . . .  l:i:Jg6 
and 10 . . . i.d6 with a solid 
position) 6 t:i:Jc3 e5 (after 6 . . .  e6 7 
i.xc4 i.b4 8 "ti'c2 0-0 9 ild I White 
has much the freer game) 7 d5 
i.xf3 8 gf l:i:Je7 9 i.xc4 a6 10 a4, 
Cebalo-Marjanovic, Yugoslav Ch 
1984, and now 10 . . . l:i:Jc8 would 
have been correct, keeping in 
mind the transfer of the knight to 
d6,after which Black can count on 
achieving an equal game. 
b) 5 d5 l:i:Je5 6 i.f4l:i:Jg6 7 i.e3 (or 7 
i.g3 e5! 8 i.xc4 i.d6 9 "ti'b3 l:i:Jf6 
10 i.b5+ <;t>f8 II l:i:Jfd2 lt:Jh5 1 2  
l:i:Jc3 l:i:Jhf4 with a complicated 
game in Mikhalchishin-Vorotnikov, 
USSR 198 1 )  7 . . .  e5 8 i.xc4 l:i:Jh4 9 
0-0 lt:Jxf3+ 10 gf i.d7 II f4 "ti'f6 1 2  
"ti'h5 e f  1 3  e5 "ti'g6+ with a sharp 
game in Epishin-Karasev, Leningrad 

1984. 
5 
6 "ti'xf3 
7 d5 

i.xr3 
e6 

The pawn sacrifice 7 i.b5 "ti'xd4 
8 0-0 turns out to be unjustified 
after 8 . . .  i.d6 9 lbc3 l:i:Je7 I 0 i.e3 
"ti'e5 with an extra pawn and a 
solid position for Black in Peshina­
Vorotnikov. Moscow 1 979. 

7 t:i:Je5 
8 "ti'e2 
9 "ti'xc4 

l:i:Jxc4 
ed (34) 

This is the critical position for 
the variation. In Inkiov-Kupreichik, 
M insk 1982, White achieved only 
a symbolic advantage after 10 
't!t'b5+ c6 II it'xb7 ir'c8 1 2  't!fxc8 
11xc8 1 3  ed i.b4+ 1 4  i.d2 i.xd2+ 
15 l:i:Jxd2 cd. 

10 ed i.d6 
1 1  0-0 

White has the freer position and 
after l:i:Jc3 and i.f4 he can place his 
rooks in the centre and develop a 
significant initiative. 



5 3 e3 

1 d4 
2 c4 
3 e3 (35) 

d5 
de 

This is a rather unambitious 
continuation, but one which can 
still deliver an advantage to 
White .  White intends to win back 
his pawn but he doesn't wish to 
allow the pin of a knight at f3 by . . .  
i.g4. The drawback is that Black 
can carry out . . .  e5 quickly. 

3 e5 
This is the most principled 

continuation. 3 . . .  tt:lf6 4 i.xc4 g6 
al lows White to develop under 
favourable circumstances with 5 

�b3 !  e6 6 tt:lc3 , where the 
weakness of the dark squares in 
the opposing camp allows White 
to set up an attack on the kingside, 
for example 6 . . .  i.g7 7 �a3 i.f8 8 
�a4+ c6 9 �c2 i.g7 1 0  tt:lf3 tt:Jd5 
I I  h4 h6 12 e4tt:lxc3 1 3 bc c5 1 4 0-0 
with an in itiative for White, 
Sveshnikov-Dorfman, USSR Ch 
1981. 4 . . .  e6 5 lt:Jf3 would lead to 
the continuations discussed under 
3 lt:Jf3 tt:lf6 4 e3 e6. 

4 i.xc4 
4 de �xd l +  5 'it>xd l allows 

Black to choose between the solid 
5 . . .  i.e6 and the sharper 5 . . .  tt:lc6 
6 f4 f6 ! .  

4 ed 
5 ed 

The zwischenzug 5 �b3 is 
parried by 5 . . .  �e7 with the threat 
of 6 . . . \!t'b4+. After 6 a3 tt:ld7 7 tt:lf3 
tt:lb6 8 tt:lxd4 tt:Jxc4 9 \!t'xc4 �c5 
Black has equalised. 

Here Black must make a choice 
between: 
A 5 . . .  tt:lf6 
B 5 ... i.b4+ 
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A 
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5 ll:lf6 (36) 

Here White can adopt the 
ordinary move or play something 
a bit more in keeping with the 
spirit of the posi tion. 
AI 6 li:lf3 
A2 6 �b3!? 

AI 
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6 li:lf3 i.e7 
7 0-0 0-0 
8 ll:lc3!? (3 7) 

At one time 8 h3 was considered 
obligatory in order to forestall 
8 . . .  i.g4. But the loss of time in 
the opening is not an aid toward 

the achievement of favourable 
results. Black experiences no 
difficulties after 8 . . .  ll:lbd7 9 ll:lc3 
ll:lb6 10 i.b3, e.g. 10 . . .  li:lbd5 1 1  
:S:e 1 c6 12 i.g5 i.e6 1 3  ll:le5 ll:lc7 
14 i.c2 :S:e8,  Razuvayev-Bagirov, 

Yaros Ia vi Otborochnii 1982,  or 
10 ... c6 1 1  :S:e I li:lfd5 1 2  ll:le4 lae8 
1 3  i.d2 i.f5 1 4  ll:lg3 i.e6, 
Timman- Panno, Mar del Plata 
1982. 

8 i.g4 
Black can try the same approach 

with 8 ... ll:lbd7 9 i.b3 ll:lb6 10 :S:e1  
c6, but  then White, having avoided 
the waste of time on his eighth 
turn, can continue, for example, 
with 1 1  i.g5 li:lbd5 1 2  ll:lxd5 cd 1 3  
li:le5 i.e6 1 4  ll:ld3 with a better 
game, Browne-Petrosian, Las Pal­
mas IZ 1982.  

8 ... ll:lc6 is an interesting 
alternative, keeping open the 
possibility of . . .  i.g4. White 
should play 9 h3 ! ,  in terfering with 
Black 's co-ordination. 

38 
B 

9 h3 (38) 

9 i.hS 



9 . . .  ,txf3 1 0  1!¥xf3 lt:Jc6 1 1  .te3 
ti.Jxd4 12 'i!rxb7 c5 is inadequate 
for Black because of 13 .txd4! cd 
14 :Sad l ,  as in Zaichik-Karpeshov, 
Volgodonsk 1983, where White 
got an initiative after 14 . . .  :Sc8 
15 ,tb3 :Sc7 16  'i!rf3 :Sd7 1 7 lt:Je2. 
The pawn on d4 is under fire. 

10 g4 
Forced- Black threatened 10  o o ·  

10 . . . tt:lc6 seizing the initiative. 

39 
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10 ,tg6 
1 1  lt:JeS (39) 

A principled decision, directed 
against 0 0 0  lt:Jc6. After II lie !  lt:Jc6 
12 .tg5 , 1 2  0 0 .  lt:Jd5 !? comes in to 
consideration . Black will receive 
sufficient compensation, in the 

·form of an initiative, after 1 3  
tt:lxd5 .txg5 1 4  lt:Jxc7 1!¥xc7 1 5  
tt:lxg5 :Sad8! or 1 4 lt:Jxg5 'i!rxg5 1 5  
tt:lxc7 llad8! On 1 3  i..xe7 lt:Jcxe7 
14 lt:Je5 we reach a position from 
the game Htibner-P.Nikolic, Wijk 
aan Zee 1 984, where after 14 o o .  c6 
15 'ii'f3 �h8 16 h4 f6 1 7  lt:Jxg6+ 
tt:lxg6 Black had sufficient counter­
play thanks to the weakness of the 

3 e3 23 

dark squares m the opposing 
camp. 

1 1  cS 
II 0 0 .  c6 is too passive: 1 2  f4 

b5 1 3  i..b3 a5 14 f5! with significant 
threats in Henley-Dlugy, USA 
1983 .  

40 

B 

1 2  dS i..d6 
13  f4 a6 
14 a4 (40) 

White's position is more active .  
After the  inaccurate 14  o o •  lt:Jfd7 
White obtained a big advantage 
with 1 5  lt:Jxg6 hg 1 6  lt:Je4. 1 4  . 0 0  
lle8 is more solid and leads to 
complicated play. 
A2 

6 t!t'b3 t!Ve7+ (41) 
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This is the only defence. Black 
has in mind the manoeuvre . . .  
't!fb4+ with the exchange of queens. 

7 lt:Je2 
There are alternatives here: 

a) 7 i.e3 has commanded attention 
as a result of 7 . . .  'i¥b4+ 8 lt:Jc3 
1lt'xb3 9 i.xb3, intending to 
continue with lt:Jf3,  0-0-0 and later 
llhe I with pressure in the centre. 
In Plaskett-Lukin, Plovdiv 1 984, 
Black decided not to exchange 
queens and continued 7 . . .  g6 8 
lt:Jf3 i.g7 9 0-0 0-0 which brought 
a significant advantage to White 
after I 0 lle I lt:Jc6 I I  i.d2 'i¥d8 1 2  
d 5 !  lt:Je7 1 3  i.b4 lt:Jfxd5 1 4  i.xd5 
lt:Jxd5 15 i.xf8 ..t>xffl 16  lt:Jc3.  
b) We must take note of an 
attempt by White to avoid the 
exchange of queens by playing 
7 ..t>n g6 8 lt:Jc3 i.g7 9 i.g5 0-0 10  
lt:Jd5 1lt'd8 I I  lle I lt:Jc6 1 2  'iff3 
i.e6 with a fully playable game, 
Vaganian-Kiovan, USSR Ch 1 968. 

42 
w 

7 'i¥b4+ 
8 lt:Jc3 1l¥xb3 
9 i.xb3 i.d6 ( 42) 

9 . . .  i.e6 is dubious because of 
10  d5 !  (the most logical reaction) 
10  . . .  i.d7 I I  i.g5 i.e7 12 0-0-0 
lt:Ja6 1 3  ;ghe I 0-0-0 1 4  lt:Jg3 ll he8 
15 lt:Jh5 with an initiative for 
White in Gorelov-Lukin, Telavi 
1982. 

10 0-0 
I 0 lt:Jb5 i.e6 I I  i.f4 i.xf4 1 2  

i.xe6 achieves nothing against 
12 . . .  a6! with complications 
which turned out favourably for 
Black in Janosevic-Matulovic, 
Birmingham 1 975. 

10 a6 
11 lt:Jg3 
12 llel 

lt:Jc6!? 
..to>f8 

Black has sufficient counterplay. 
Play might continue 1 3  lt:Jge4 
lt:Jxe4 14 lt:Jxe4 i.b4 = Wirthensohn­
Miles, Biel 1977.  
B 

5 i.b4+ 
This is a relatively uninvestigated 

continuation. 

43 
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6 lt:Jc3 
7 lt:Jf3 
8 0-0 

lt:Jf6 
0-0 

i.g4 (43) 



This posltlon differs from the 
analogous 5 .. . lbf6 6 lbf3 J;.e7 in 
terms of the placement of the 
dark-squared bishop. 

9 a3 
The alternatives do not succeed 

in bringing an advantage to 
White: 
a) 9 i.g5 lbc6! 10 lbd5 il.e7 
II lbxe7+ 'tlfxe7 1 2  il.d5!?  h6 1 3  
i.h4 �d6! 1 4  i.xc6 �xc6 1 5  lbe5 
i_xdl 16 lbxc6 be 1 7  i.xf6 il.e2 
and the bishops of opposite colour 
point to the drawing nature of 
the forced variation, Rajkovic­
Matulovic, Yugoslavia 1983 .  
b) 9 'tlt'b3 i.xf3 1 0  'irxb4 lbc6!  1 1  
�a4 i.d5 1 2  Jl.e2 't!fd6 with an 
even game (Y2-Y2 Spassov-Matulovic, 
Vrnjacka Banja 1 984). 

The text is the move which 
makes life less pleasant for Black. 
The withdrawal of the bishop to 
e7 would lead to the positions of 
the variation 5 . . .  lbf6 6 lbf3 J;.e7 
with an extra tempo for White, 
invested in the move a3.  

9 Jl.xc3 
On 9 . . .  il.d6 White can play 1 0  

h3  i.h5 I I  g4 i.g6 1 2  lbe5 and if 
12 . . .  c5, then 13 lbb5 lbc6 14 i.f4 
with a sharp initiative. 
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10 be c5 
11 h3! 

This forces Black to make up 
his mind concerning the fate of the 
bishop on g4. If it travels back 
along the h3-c8 diagonal then 
White will play 12 lbe5, while if 
I I  . . .  i.h5 then 1 2  g4 i.g6 1 3  lbe5 
lbbd7 14 lbxg6 hg 1 5  'ird3 proves 
unpleasant because of pressure 
along the light squares. 

1 1  Jl.xf3 
12 '§'xf3 ( 44) 

This is the critical position of 
the variation. Once again White 
has achieved the bishop pair in the 
open position which must surely 
favour his chances. Play might 
continue 1 2  . . .  cd 1 3  'ii'xb7 lbbd7 
14  cd lbb6 1 5  i.a2 '§'xd4 1 6  
i.e3 ;1; Korchnoi-Matu1ovic, Volmac 
v Partizan, 1984. 



6 3 lbc3 

I d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 lLlc3 (45) 

As a rule this continuation trans­
poses after 3 . . .  e5 4 e3 ed 5 ed lLlf6 
to the variation 3 e3.  Instead 4 d5 
gave Black a good game after 4 . . .  
f5 5 e4 lLlf6 6 i.xc4 i.d6 7 i.g5 h6 
8 i.xf6 'it'xf6 9 lLlge2 f4! in the 
game Sabedinsky-B agirov, Wro­
claw 1975. 

3 a6!? 
A new and promising continu­

ation. For 3 . . .  e5 see Vaganian­
Htibner, page 1 1 5 .  

4 e3 
After 4 lLlf3 b5 !? 5 a4 b4 6 lLle4 

lLld7 7 lLled2 c3 8 be be 9 lLle4 
lLlgf6 10 lLlxc3 e6 I I  e3 Black could 
play . . .  c5! with good chances for 

equality (see Karpov-Portisch, Til­
burg 1983 ,  page 1 1 9). 

4 lLlf6 
Or 4 . . .  b5 5 a4 b4 6 lLla2 winning 

back the pawn with advantage. 
5 i.xc4 b5 
6 i.d3 i.b7 
7 lLlf3 

7 f3 is doubtful and after 7 . . .  e6 
8 lLlge2 c5!  9 0-0 lLl bd 7 10  a4 
c4 I I  i.c2 b4 1 2  lLle4 a5 1 3  lLlf4 
'it'b6 Black had some initiative, 
Josteinsson-Briem, Reykjavik 1982. 

7 e6 
8 'it'c2!? 

This move is intended to prevent 
8 . . .  e5 and prepare e4. 

8 lLlbd7 
9 a4 

Otherwise after 9 . . .  c5 Black 
has sufficient counterplay. 

9 b4 
I 0 lLle4 c5!? 

This move equalises. A possible 
continuation is II lLlxf6+ lLlxf6 
1 2  de (the main line) 1 2  . . .  'it'c7 1 3  e4 
i.xc5 14 0-0 lLld7 1 5  b3 0-0 1 6  i.b2 
i.d6 and Black had a safe posi­
tion in Timman-Nikolic, Wijk aan 
Zee 1 982.  



PART TWO 

1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 ttJf3 



7 3 ... c5 

1 d4 
2 c4 
3 lt:lf3 

d5 
de 
c5 (47) 

This plan involves an active 
struggle against

. 
the white pawn 

centre. This counterattack has not 
been sufficiently prepared, however, 
as Black has not yet attended to 
his development. There are three 
replies for White: 
A 4 d5 
B 4 e3 

4 e4 transposes into variation B 
of Chapter 3 .  

A 
4 d5 e6 

This move can also be played 
after 4 . . .  lt:lf6 5 lt:lc3 .if5 ,  

preventing White from playing e4, 
e.g. 6 e3 e6 7 .txc4 ed 8 lt:lxd5 .id6 
9 lt:lxf6+ �xf6 with a comfortable 
game for Black in Loginov-Lukin, 
Yaroslavl Otborochnii 1 982.  But 
White can play 6 b3!? cb 7 'i!rxb3 
with 8 e4 to follow, with a strong 
initiative. 

5 lt:lc3 (48) 

Alternatively, White can play 
5 e4, yielding a good game after 
5 . . .  ed 6 ed .id6 7 .ixc4 lt:le7 8 0-0 
0-0 9 lt:lc3 .ig4 when he has an 
advantage in the centre. 

5 ed 
6 'i!rxd5!? 

An important decision which 
forces an endgame with better 
chances for White. 



6 
1 
8 
9 

&i'Jxd5 
&i'Jd2 
&i'Jxc4 (49) 

't!t'xd5 
.td6 
&i'Je7 

After the forced exchanges 9 . . .  
&i'Jxd5 10 &i'Jxd6+ r!le7 l l  &i'Jxc8+ 
llxc8 12 .ig5+ we once again have 

a position where White owns the 
bishop pair in an open position, 
but here there is the added bonus 
of the weak pawn at c5. A recent 
example is 1 2  . . .  f6 1 3  0-0-0 lld8 1 4  
e4 fg 1 5  e d  &i'Jd7 1 6  h 4  g4 1 7  .id3 
tDf6 m Ribli-Seirawan, Montpelier 
1985. 
B 

4 e3 (50) 

3 . . .  c5 29 

This is a quiet variation. White 
does not try to refute 3 . . .  c5, and 
does not try to avoid transposition 
into the main lines which arise 
after 3 . . .  &i'Jf6 4 e3 e6. 

4 cd 
After 4 . . .  e6 5 .txc4 Black can 

return to the main lines with 5 . . .  
&i'Jf6, but 5 . . .  a 6  also comes into 
consideration, for example 6 de 
�xd l +  7 �xd l .ixc5 8 a3 b5 9 
.id3 .ib7 1 0  b4 .ie7 l l  .ib2 .if6 
1 2  .txf6 &i'Jxf6 13  r!le2 �e7 1 4  
llcl  \t2-\t2 O.Rodriguez-Radulov, 
Indonesia 1982.  

5 .ixc4!? 
This is the continuation which 

brings independent significance to 
4 e3.  5 ed would return to main 
lines with a favourable position 
for White.  

5 �c7 
Not 5 . . .  de?? 6 .ixf7+, but a 

playable alternative is 5 . . .  e6 to 
which White may react with 
6 &i'Jxd4 or 6 ed. 

6 'ifb3 e6 
1 ed 

7 &i'Jxd4 a6 8 &i'Jc3 deserves 
attention, seeking to create pressure 
along the c- and d-files. But Black 
has adequate means at his disposal 
to achieve equality, for example 
8 . . .  &i'Jf6 9 .id2 .id7 10 ll c l  
&i'Jc6 l l  .ie2 &i'Jxd4 1 2  e d  .tc6 

= Gaprindashvili-Levitina, match 
1983 .  

1 &i'Jc6 (51) 



30 3 . . .  c5 

An obvious move, threatening 
8 . . .  lZJa5.  Weaker is 7 . . .  lZJf6 8 
lLlc3 a6 9 0-0 lLlc6. Now White can 
play 10 i.d3 .te7 1 1  .te3, since 
1 1  ... lLlb4 al lows White to win 
material :  12 llac.1 'i!t'd6 13 i.b5+ !  
ab  14  lZJxb5 'i!t'd8 1 5  lZJc7+, 
Lputian-Lukin, Telavi 1982. 

8 'i!t'dl 
White cannot play 8 i.d3 

because the bishop on c1 is 
undefended. 8 lZJc3 looks natural, 
intending 8 ... lZJa5 9 i.b5+ i.d7 
10 i.xd7+ �xd7 1 1  �d 1 ±. But 
Black can play 8 . . .  i.b4 with the 
idea of capturing at c3, playing . . .  
lZJa5 and then working o n  the 
weakness at c4. 

8 .tb4+ 
9 lZJc3 .td7 

Here Black manages to carry 
out his plan: 10 0-0 .txc3 1 1  be 
lZJa5 1 2  i.d3 lZJf6 and after the 
exchange of light-squared bishops 
the knight will be solidly entrenched 
at c4, Timoschenko-Lputian, Pav­
lodar 1982. 



8 3 . . .  lbd7 
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1 d4 
2 c4 
3 lLlf3 

d5 
de 

lLld7 (52) 

This is not a very popular idea. 
Black intends to try and hold on to 
his pawn on c4 by playing . . .  lbb6. 
The loss of time involved allows 
White to build a strong initiative. 
As in many other systems we have 
been examining, White can choose 
to advance his e-pawn one square 
or two. Other continuations are 
less frequently encountered: 
a) 4 'i/fa4 has been tried, by analogy 
with the variation 3 lLlf3 lbf6 4 
'i!t'a4+ lbbd7. Black is best advised 
to accept the transposition, playing 

4 . . .  lLlf6, since 4 . . .  a6 5 'i/fxc4 b5 6 
'i!fc6 li b8 fails to 7 i..f4! .  
b) 4 lLlbd2 is a passive continuation: 
4 . . .  b5 ! 5 b3 c3 6 lLlb1 b4 keeps the 
pawn after 7 a3 c5! 8 de lLlxc5 9 
'i/fc2 i..e6 1 0  e3 aS =F Borisenko­
Dorfman, Chelyabinsk 1 975.  
c) 4 lLlc3 lLlb6 5 lLle5 g6 6 li:lxc4 
i..g7 7 lLlxb6 ab 8 i..f4 c6 9 e3 lbf6 
10  i..e5 0-0 1 1  i..e2 b5 1 2  a4 with 
some advantage for White, Mishkov­
Godes, USSR 1 982.  
A 4 e3 
B 4 e4 

A 
4 e3 lLlb6 

4 . . .  b5 is a mistake: 5 a4 c6 6 ab 
cb 7 b3 lLl b6 8 lba3 !  and the 
queenside pawns are indefensible, 
Lubienski-Zpekak, Czechoslovakia 
1 976. 

5 lbbd2 
The variation 5 i..xc4 li:lxc4 6 

'i!t'a4+ regains the pawn but at the 
cost of  the bishop pair. Nevertheless 
it is fully playable for White, since 
Black will experience difficulty in 



32 3 . . .  &iJd7 

completing his development because 
of the looming threat of &iJe5, e .g .  
6 . . .  �d7 7 �xc4 f6 8 &iJc3 e6 9 e4 
a6 1 0  ..tf4 c6 1 1  0-0-0 with a freer 
game for White in Gaprindashvili­
Lemachko, Jajce 1982.  

5 ..te6 
In this move lies the point of 

Black's defensive strategy. It is not 
easy to win back the pawn on c4, 
for example 6 &iJg5 ..td5 7 e4 e6 ! 8 
ed 't!Vxg5 9 de 0-0-0 10  ef &iJ h6 1 1  
&iJO 't!Vg6 and after the material 
has been regained Black obtains an 
excellent game, Nikolac-Kovacevic, 
Yugoslavia 1976. 

6 't!Vc2 
Not 6 &iJxc4 liJxc4 7 �a4+ 't!Vd7 

and White loses a piece. 
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6 &iJf6 
7 &iJxc4 &iJxc4 
8 ..txc4 ..txc4 
9 �xc4 c6 

1 0  0-0 e6 (53) 

White has achieved material 
equilibrium and has the freer game. 
Still, there are no weaknesses in 

Black's position and White will not 
find it easy to convert his slight 
advantage into something more 
significant. White managed to es­
tablish a small initiative in Lukacs­
Kovacevic, Tuzla 198 1 ,  after 1 1  
..td2 't!fd5 1 2  lifc l &iJe4 1 3  .t e l  
..td6 14  b4 0-0. 
B 
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4 e4 (54) 

White tries to establish his 
position in the centre and only 
then to regain h is pawn. 

4 &iJb6 
5 &iJe5 

a) 5 a4 a5 has been interpolated. 
After 6 &iJe5 &iJf6 7 &iJc3 Gavrikov­
Gulko, USSR Ch 198 1 ,  saw Black 
adopt a promising plan of defence: 
7 . . .  &iJfd7 8 &iJxc4 g6 9 ..te3 c6 10  
'it'd2 i.g7 1 1  i.h6 0-0 1 2  lid 1 
&iJxc4 13  i.xc4, where now he 
could have played 1 3  . . .  i.xh6 14  
'it'xh6 �b6 with sufficient chances. 
b)  Black achieves a comfortable 
game after 5 &iJc3 i.g4 6 i.e2 e6 7 
0-0 &iJf6, e.g. 8 i.e3 ..tb4 9 �c2 



�xc3 10 be h6 I I  .te l 0-0 12 
�a3 l:ie8 13 ll:le5 i.xe2 14  't!fxe2 
ttJfd7 with equality in Grigorian­
Skvortsov, Moscow 198 1. 
c )  5 h3 is i nadequate. It prevents . .  . 
�g4, but costs too much time: 5 . .  . 
tt:lf6 6 lLlc3 e6 7 i.xc4? ! ll:lxc4 8 
'{!fa4+ c6 9 '§'xc4 b5! 10 '§'xc6+ 
�J7 I I  'i!t'a6 b4 12 lLlb5 1Wb8 and 
White found himself in a difficult 
position because of his wayward 
queen in Zilberman-Bodes, Chel-
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yabinsk 1975.  
5 lLlf6 
6 lLlc3 e6 

6 . . .  lLlfd7 also comes into con­
sideration by analogy with the 
game Gavrikov-Gulko, examined 
above. 

7 ll:lxc4 
8 f3 
9 i.e3 

i.b4 
0-0 

White has the better chances 
due to his strong pawn centre. 



9 3 . . .  a6 
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1 d4 
2 c4 
3 lLlf3 

d5 
de 
a6 (55) 

This is an idea which is used in 
many variations of the Queen's 
Gambit Accepted. By playing it at 
his third turn Black hopes to force 
White to disclose his plans early in 
the game, so that he can organize 
his defences properly. At the same 
time Black "threatens" to play . . .  
b 5 ,  defending the pawn o n  c4. 

White has two major plans at 
h is disposal, the first directed 
towards preventing . . .  b5, the 
latter involving the immediate 
occupation of the centre. 
A 4 a4 
B 4 e4 

[4 e3 IS also seen. Naturally, 

play can transpose to variations 
considered elsewhere but there 
were interesting developments in 
Speelman-Vorotnikov, Leningrad 
1984:  4 . . .  .ig4 5 .ixc4 e6 6 .ie2!? 
lLlf6 7 0-0 c5 8 b3 lLlc6 9 .ib2 Ii:c8 
10  lLlbd2 .ie7 1 1  de .ixc5 1 2  Ii: c l  
.ie7! 1 3  lLlc4 0-0 with roughly 
level chances. Speelman-Timman, 
London 1984,  saw instead 9 . . .  
.ie7?! 1 0  lLlbd2 0-0 1 1  Ii:c1  with a 
slight edge for White. According 
to Speelman , Black might try to 
strike at the centre with 6 . . .  c5 ,  
delaying the development of the 
knight on g8 - tr.] 

A 

56 
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4 a4 lLlf6 
5 e3 (56) 



5 tLlc3 is also playable, leading 
to positions discussed below after 
5 . . . i.f5 6 e3 etc. A sharper 
alternative is 5 0 0 0  lLlc6 6 e4 i.g4, 
a t tacking the dark squares in the 
centre, e.g. 7 d5 lLle5 8 i.f4 lLlfd7 9 
i.e2 .txf3 1 0  gf (not 1 0  .txO? 
4Jd3+! )  10 0 0 0  e6 1 1  de fe 1 2  i.g3 
i.b4 1 3  f4 lLlc6 14 .txc4 and the 
activity of the light-squared bishop 
guarantees White a definite ad­
vantage, Karpeshov-Meister, Chir­
chik 1 984. 

5 .tf5 
The continuation 5 o o .  i.g4 6 h3 

.th5 7 .txc4 takes the play into 
the lines of the variation 3 o o •  lLlf6 4 
e3 i.g4. 

6 .txc4 e6 
7 lLlc3 lLlc6 

White's plan is to advance e4, 
while Black is aiming to play 0 0 0  
e5 . 

8 0-0 
8 �e2 is playable , for example 

8 0 0 0  i.b4 9 0-0 �e7 1 0  ll d 1  lld8 1 1  
h3 lLle4 1 2  lLla2 i.d6 1 3  i.d3 i.g6 
1 4  �c2 where White maintains a 
strategic initiative by threatening 
the advance of his pawns in the 
centre, G.Agzamov-Kuzmin, Erevan 
z 1982. 

8 .tg6 
Prophylaxis against the threat 

of 9 h3 and I 0 lilh4. 
9 h3 .td6 

10 lle1 0-0 
1 1  e4 (57) 

3 0 0 0  a6 35 

White follows his programme, 
advancing his central pawn and 
solidly maintaining h is initiative. 
He already threatens to advance 
to e5. In the game Tukmakov­
Kuzmin, Erevan Z 1 982, White 
secured a clear advantage after 
1 1  0 0 0  .te7?!  1 2  i.f4 llc8 1 3  llc 1  
i.b4 14  .tg5 . 

1 1  e5 
12 d5 

Black has no good retreat for 
the knight on c6, for example 1 2  o o .  
lLle7 1 3  i.g5 or  1 2  0 0 0  lLla5 13  .ta2 
and later 14 i.g5. 

12 
13 .tg5 
14  �d2 

lLlb8 
lLlbd7 

White has a substantial advantage 
in the centre. 
B 

4 e4 b5 
5 a4 i.b7 (58) 

Herein lies the heart of Black's 
plan . If  the moves lLlc3 and o o •  lt:lf6 
had been included, White would 
have developed his initiative by 
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advancing e5,  but in the present 
position such a possibility does not 
exist. At the same time, Black 
is already pressuring the pawn on 
e4 . 

6 ab 
6 b3 is a poor alternative: 6 . . .  

i.xe4 7 lbc3 i.b7 8 a b  ab 9 l:lxa8 

i.xa8 10  be e6! I I  lbxb5 ( I I  cb 

i.b4 12 �b3 J-, but I I  . . .  i.xfJ ! 1 2  
gf i.b4 favours Black) I I  . . . i.xf3 
( I I  . . .  i.b4+ 12 i.d2) 12 gf i.b4+ 
13 i.d2 i.xd2+ 14 �xd2 lbe7 + 
Vaiser-Chekhov, Irkutsk 1983. 

6 ab 
7 nxa8 i.xa8 
8 lbc3 e6 

8 . . .  b4 is not on because of 9 
�a4+ and the pawn falls. 

9 lbxb5 

Otherwise 9 . . .  b4 gives Black 
counterplay. 

59 
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9 i.xe4 
10 i.xc4 (59) 

The critical position . White has 
the more active pieces and a lead 
in development, but there is the 
balancing factor of the shattered 
pawn structure. Still , it seems that 
White has the better chances, for 
example 10  . . .  c6 I I  lbe5 ! cb 1 2  
i.xb5+ r3;e7 1 3  �a4 with a 
dangerous attack, or 10 . . .  i.xfJ ?  
I I  �xfJ c 6  1 2  0-0 ! �b6 ( 1 2  . . .  cb 
1 3  i.xb5+ lbd7 14 i.xd7+ �xd7 
15 i.g5! with strong threats of 
bringing queen or rook to a8 
creating a vicious attack) 1 3  lbc3 
�xd4 14 �g3! ± Lputian­
Kaidanov, Irkutsk 1 983. 



1 0  3 . . .  b5 

1 d4 
2 e4 
3 lLlf3 

d5 
de 
b5 (60) 

This continuation is infrequently 
encountered, since Black isn't 
going to succeed in defending the 
pawn on c4 anyway. So he just 
winds up trailing in development. 

4 a4 e6 
5 e3 

A quiet continuation, but White 
t h reatens to make the game more 
interesting with lLle5 and fi'f3 . 

5 e6 
6 ab 

6 b3 would be imprecise because 
of 6 . . .  a5! 7 be b4! and Black has 

real counterchances due to his 
well protected advanced pawn on 
the queenside. Play might continue 
8 ..td3 lLld7 9 i.b2 lLlgf6 10 0-0 c5 
1 1  lt::lbd2 ..tb7 12 fi'e2 fi'c7 with 
a fully playable game for Black in 
Rokhlin-Ericson, World Corres 
Ch 1965-8. 

6 eb 
7 b3 

Based on the point that 7 . . .  cb is 
not on because of 8 ..txb5+ 
picking up a pawn. 

7 a5!? 
An interesting attempt to create 

some counterplay. 

6 /  
w 

8 be b4 (61) 
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White has a definite advantage 
in the centre, while Black enjoys 
two connected passed pawns on 
the queenside. White's advantages 
are the more important. 

9 ll:Je5! 
Now it is difficult for Black to 

organise his queenside development. 
A playable alternative is 9 

ll:Jbd2 ll:Jf6 1 0  c5 �c7 I I  i.b5+ 
ll:Jfd7 12 ll:Jc4 i.e7 13 ll:Jb6 with an 
initiative for White in Borisenko­
Ericson, World Corres Ch 1 965-8. 

9 ll:Jf6 
10 i.d3 i.e7 
1 1  0-0 0-0 
12 ll:Jbd2 i.b7 
13  f4!? 

Having secured his dominating 
position in the centre of the board 
White initiates an attack on the 
kingside. His chances are clearly 
preferable. Hybi-Ericson, World 
Corres Ch 1 965-8, continued 1 3  . . .  
ll:Jbd7 14  �c2 ll:Jb6 1 5  c5 ll:Jbd5 
1 6  ll:Jdc4 ±. 



PART THREE 

1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 lt:Jf3 lt:Jf6 
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1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 li:'lf3 li:'lf6 
4 li:'lc3 (63) 

63 

B 

This is a logical continuation in 
which White does not hurry to 
regain his pawn, but first tries to 
erect a strong pawn centre. 

4 a6 
This is the main line. We discuss 

4 . . .  c5 in the next chapter. 
5 e4 b5 
6 e5 li:'ld5 (64) 

White's advantage in the centre 
and h is lead in development are 
offset by Black's triangle on the 
squares a6, b5, c4, d5, e6 and f7. 

64 

w 

White must use h is in itiative to 
pound at the weaknesses in this 
triangle . To this end he usually 
chooses 7 a4, the subject of this 
chapter, while 7 li:'lg5 is also seen, 
and is discussed in Chapter 1 1 . 

7 a4!? 
If White wishes to develop the 

c l -bishop at f4, then he must 
induce some weakening of the c4 
square. Black, in turn, will try to 
secure his queenside light squares. 
There are four  methods which are 
commonly seen: 
A 7 ... .ib7 
B 7 ... li:'lb4!? 
C 7 ... c6 
D 7 ... li:'lxc3 
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7 .ib7 
The problem with this move is 

that  it weakens e6. 

65 
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8 e6!? (65) 

The standard reaction - White 
sacrifices a pawn, keeping the 
enemy light-squared bishop out of 
the game and opening up the e5 
square for his knight, while 
weakening the squares e6 and f7. 

8 f6 
After 8 . . .  fe 9 ltJe4! ltJb4 (the 

only move, since ltJc5 is threatened) 
I 0 ltJeg5 �d7 11 .id2 ltJ8c6 12 ab 
ab 13 lixa8+ .ixa8 14 b3 ltJd3+ 15 
.txd3 cd 16 0-0 and White had the 
advantage in Cooper-Findlay, 
British Ch 1 978.  

The text move concedes the 
light-square weaknesses in Black's 
forecourt, and strives to capture 
the invading pawn with a piece, if 
possible. 

9 ltJe4 
Intending 10 ltJc5. If Black tries 

to prevent this with 9 . . .  ltJe3 1 0  

.ixe3 .ixe4 then I I  ltJd2 .id5 12 
ab and now Black cannot play 
12 . .  � ab because of 13 lixa8  .ixa8 
14 �h5+ g6 15 �xb5+ t. 

9 ltJb4 
10 ltJcS .ixf3 

The point of Black's play is that 
10 �xf3 �xd4 gives him sufficient 
counterplay. 

66 
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11 gf (66) 

The serious weakening of the 
light squares in the Black camp 
gives White clearly better chances. 
Black cannot create sufficient 
counterplay: 11 . . .  ltJ8c6 12 .ie3 
ltJxd4 13 .ixd4 �xd4 14 �xd4 
ltJc2+ 15 �d2 ltJ xd4 16 �c3 lidS 
(Chiburdanidze-Sturua, Odessa 
1982) and now by playing 17 
ltJxa6 ltJxe6 18 ab White obtained 
a clear advantage. 
B 

7 ltJb4 
This is a very recent approach. 

The material which follows was 
compiled by the translator. 

8 ab 
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This move was introduced in 
the game Kouatly-Radulov, France 
v Bulgaria 1984. We follow that 
game with notes after Kouatly in 
Jnformator 38. First, however, it 
should be noted that simple 
development is not necessarily 
sufficient. 

Sosonko-P.Nikolic, Thessaloniki 
01 1984, saw 8 i.e2 i.f5 9 0-0 li:Jc2, 
and White continued 10 lla2! 
(better than 10 llb1) 10 . . .  li:Jb4 11 
lia3 li:Jc2 12 li:Jh4 (White can 

continue to shuttle his rook up 
and down the a-file until Black 
agrees to a draw, but this is hardly 
a recommendation for 8 i.e2 !) 
12 .. . i.d3 (forced,  according to 
Nikolic) 13 i.xd3 cd 14 e6 fe (14 . . .  
li:lxa3 i s  dubious: 1 5  't!ff3 fe 16 
't!fxa8 li:lc4 17 ab ab 18 li:lf3 !  ±) 15 
�5+. All this had been seen 
before, with 15 . . .  'it'd? played in 
Kotronias-Votruba, Athens Open 
1984, when White might have 
tried 16 llb3. Nikolic now intro­
duced 15 . . .  g6 ! ,  inviting 16 li:lxg6 
hg 17 't!fxh8, but now Black can 
strike back with 17 . . .  b4! 18 i.h6 
'it'd?! 19 llb3 ! be. In this position 
Nikolic points out that 20 i.xf8 
leads to a small advantage for 
White after 20 . . .  li:lc6 21 d5! ed 22 
�3+ e6 23 i.g7 li:l2d4 24 llxc3 
li:le2+ 25 $>h 1 li:lxc3 26 i.xc3. 
Black has an extra pawn but it is 
unlikely that he will be able to 
keep it .  Black may be able to 

consolidate with 26 . .. 'tlt'g5 27 
t!Vxd3 'tlt'f5. 

s ..trs 
Black pursues his plan of 

playing on the weak light squares 
in the White camp. 

9 i.xc4 
The sacrifice of the inactive 

rook on a 1 is justified in terms of 
time and development of the 
White forces. 

9 li:lxc2+ 
10 $>fl li:lxa1 
11 g4 i.c2 

This robs the knight on a 1 of its 
natural flight square at c2, but 
creates anolher exit at b3. 11 . . .  
i.g6 would allow 1 2  e6 ! fe 13 
li:le5 ! ,  but Padevsky gives the 
following interesting alternative: 
11 . . .  ab!? 12 i.xf7+ $>xf7 13 
li:lg5+ �g8 14 gf li:lc6! 15 li:le6 
'§'d7 16 i.h6! li:lxe5! (obviously 
not 16 . . .  gh 17 llg l +  'it>f7 18 
't!t'h5 mate) 17 llg1 li:lg6 18 d5 
and now he gives the enigmatic 
assessment of 'unclear'. White is 
down a whole rook,  but the knight 
on a 1 is locked out of play and it 
will be quite some time before the 
bishop on f8 and and rook on h8 
enter the battle. The critical reply 
would seem to be 18 . . .  b4, which 
allows Black to think about 
getting the queens off the board 
via . . .  't!t'a4. 

12 i.xf7+ 
13 li:Jg5+ 

wxf7 
'it>e8 
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Black cannot retreat to g8 
because of 1 4  �f3, threatening the 
rook at a8 while threatening mate 
at fl. 

14 �f3 �xd4 
Padevsky suggests that Black 

can equalise with 1 4  . . .  lia7 ! .  
15 �g2! 

White cannot take the rook 
because of 1 5  . . .  i.d3+ 16 �e l 
l/Jc2+ 1 7  �d2 i.e4. 

15  ab 
16  i.e3! �c4 
1 7  �xa8 �c6+ 
18  �xc6+ lt:lxc6 

Here White should have played 
1 9 lixa l lt:lxe5 20 lt:lxb5 lt:lxg4 2 1  
l/Jxc7+ �d7 22 lt:lce6 with a 
capture at f8 to follow. 
c 

157 
w 

7 c6 (67) 

Black strengthens his grip on b5 
without giving up control of c6. 
But the weaknesses at f7 and d5 
a l low White to develop a strong 
In itiative . 

8 ab l/Jxc3 

Forced because if 8 . . .  cb, 9 lt:lg5 
is dangerous, threatening 10 �f3 . 

9 be cb 
10 lt:lg5!? 

A sharp way of maintaining the 
initiative . After I 0 g3 e6 I I  i.g2 
i.b7 Black can consolidate his 
game, for example 1 2  0-0 i.e7 1 3  
lt:le l i.xg2 1 4  lt:lxg2 lild7 with a 
solid position for Black in 
Damjanovic-Rivas, Groningen 1 980. 

10  f6 
This is the only defence to 

1 1  �f3 . 
1 1  �f3 

[A recent try is 1 1  e6 1!t'd5 1 2  
i.e2 fg 1 3  i.h5+ �d8 1 4  0-0 1!t'xe6 
1 5  lie 1 1!t'f6 16 d5 with an unclear 
position in Pahtz-Bernard, Rostock 
1984 - tr. ] 

68 
B 

I I  lia7 
12 e6 (68) 

This is a sharp and complicated 
position.  If White supports the e6 
square, then Black will experience 
great difficulties. 

12 i.b7 
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This is directed at d5, which will 
create a vice-like grip at e6. The 
alternative is 1 2  0 0 0  �b6 1 3  d5  fg 14  
i.e3! (after 1 4  �f7+ 'Ot>d8 1 5  i.xg5 
lid7 ! !  16 ed ltl xd7 17 i.e2 h6 
Black has the advantage, Sosonko­
Rivas, 1 978) 1 4  0 0 0  �c7 1 5  i.e2 and 
despite the extra piece Black has a 
difficult game, for example 1 5  0 0 0  
lib7 1 6  g 3 !  lib6 1 7  h4! g 4  1 8  'i¥f7+ 
�d8 1 9  h5 h6 20 0-0 i.b7 2 1  
i.xb6, Langeweg-Witt, Dutch Ch 
1982, or 15 0 0 0  ltld7 1 6  �f7+ 'Ot>d8 
17 ed i.xd7 1 8  0-0 lia8 19 i.f3, 
Knaak-Thorman, East Germany 
1980, with advantage to White in 
both games . 

13  'tl¥f4 �c8 
14  d5! 

This leads to wide-open play. 
After 14 i.e3?!  i.d5 !  15 �f5 �c6! 
followed by 0 0 0  �d8 Black stabilises 
the position and achieves a solid 
game. 

14 i.xd5 
15 i.e3 

Another possibility is 1 5  'i¥d4 
�b7 1 6  i.e3, hoping for 16 o o •  lia8 
17 0-0-0! fg 18 �xd5 with an 
initiative in the centre. But things 
do not turn out quite so well after 
1 6  0 0 0  fg ! 1 7  'i!fxa7 lixa7 1 8  .txa7 
ltlc6 19 li xa6 g6 20 i.e2 i.g7 and 
the Black queenside pawns give 
him sufficient counterchances, 
Farago-Marjanovic, Tuzla 198 1 .  

1 5  lib7 
Or 15 0 0 0  lia8 16  �f5 'i¥c6 

17 0-0-0 with active play for 
White, Webb-R. Bernard, Poland 
1 978. 
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1 6  'i¥f5 �c6 
17 0-0-0 (69) 

White is two pawns down, but 
he has an advantage in development, 
his pieces are actively placed, and 
this adds up to sufficient compen­
sation. Play might continue 17 0 0 0  
g6  18  �xd5 'it'xd5 19  lixd5 fg 20 
i.d4 lig8 2 1  i.e2 with an 
initiative for White in Timoshenko­
Haritonov, Irkutsk 1983. 
D 

7 ltlxc3 
8 be (70) 



In addition to the immediate 
1 1 1 reat of 9 ab White threatens to 
advance his d-pawn to d5, and this 
t orces Black to choose from a 
l 1 mited menu. 
( ) l  8 . . .  .ib7 
D2 8 . . .  'iid5 

D l  
8 .ib7 

Here, as in the previous chapter, 
t h is move leads to the weakening 
of the e6 square. 

9 e6! f6 
After 9 . . .  fe 1 0  ll:lg5 'iid5 I I  

�e2! 'iixg2 1 2  llfl  .id5 1 3  ab (71) 
Bl ack has a difficult position: 

a) 13 ... ab 14  llxa8 .ixa8 15 .ig4 
( playable alternatives include 1 5  
.1f4 and 1 5  ll:lxe6) 1 5  . . .  e5 
1 6  .ie6! ±. 
h) 13 ... �xh2 14  .ig4 h5 1 5  .ixe6 
.1xe6 1 6  �f3 ! ±. 
c )  1 3  . . .  g6 14  .ig4! ( 1 4  ba .ih6 !) 
1 4 . . . .ih6 15 .ih3 'it'xh2 16 .ixe6 
.1xc6 17 �f3 ! ±. 

10  g3 �dS 
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72 
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1 1  .ig2 
12 .ie3 
13 0-0 

'iixe6+ 
'iic8 
e6 (72) 

Black has captured the pawn on 
e6 but he is lagging well behind in 
development. In order to convert 
his lead in time into a win White 
must first of all eliminate the 
bishop on b7, which is holding 
together the Black position. 

14 ll:lh4! .ixg2 
15 tO xg2 .id6 

Inferior is 15 . . .  g6 16 �f3 ll:ld7 
1 7  ab with advantage to White. 

16 'iih5+ g6 
1 7 'iif3 ll:ld 7 
18 ab (73) 
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White has overrun the b5 
square and Black faces a difficult 
defensive task ,  for example 1 8  . . .  
'it>f7 1 9  'ti'c6 li:Jb6 20 i.f4 'ti'd7 !  
(20 . . .  II.d8? 2 1  b a  ± )  2 1  'ti'xd7+ 
li:Jxd7 22 II.xa6 II.xa6 23 ba II.a8 24 
II.a l with a better endgame for 
White in Vaiser-Korsunsky, USSR 
1978. 
02 

74 
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8 'ti'dS (74) 

Black attempts to regroup with 
. . .  i.e6, . . .  'ti'b7 and . .  . i.d5, 
followed by . . .  e6 with a solid 
position. White can put paid to 
Black's plans, however. 

9 g3 
Black must now decide where to 

put his bishop. 
021 9 . . .  i.e6 
022 9 . . .  i.b7 

021 
9 i.e6 

10 i.g2 '@'b7 
1 1  0-0 

Also possible is I I  li:Jh4 i.d5 1 2  

i.xd5 'ii'xd5 1 3  O-O e6 1 4 li:Jg2 'ti'b7 
1 5  d5!  with an initiative for White, 
e.g. 1 5  . . .  'ti'xd5 16 'ti'xd5 ed 1 7  ab 
'it>d7 18 i.e3 ::!: Chekhova-Mulenko, 
Sochi 1 98 1 .  

75 
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1 1  i.dS 
12 i.a3 !? (75) 

This highlights some of the 
inadequacies of Black's position, 
and in particular the dark-square 
weaknesses. White could have 
launched an immediate attack on 
the e6-square instead: 1 2  e6!? 
i.xe6 13 li:Jg5 i.d5 14 i.xd5 i¥xd5 
1 5  ab, so that after 1 5  . . .  'ti'xb5 1 6  
'ti'f3 o r  1 5  . . .  ab 1 6  II.xa8 'ti'xa8 1 7  
1!r'g4 li:Jc6 1 8  't!Vf3 (Balashov­
Miles, Bugojno 1 978) he can build 
a winning attack, but after 1 5  . . .  
h6!  1 6  li:J h 3  e 6  1 7  li:Jf4 'ti'xb5 it is 
not clear how White can improve 
his position. 

12 e6 
There is no alternative. 

13 i.xf8 �xf8 
14  li:Jh4! i.xg2 
15 li:Jxg2 
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The unfortunate position of  the 
Black k ing allows White to begin a 
direct attack, for example 1 5  . . .  g6 
1 6 f4 lt::Jd7 1 7  f5 ! etc, with clearly 
better chances for White, Varazdy­
Navarovszky, Hungary 1982. 

[ 1 5  . . .  lt::Jd7 was seen in the 
recent game Chekhov-R.Bernard, 
Rostock 1 984, where White intro­
duced 16 f4, which proved success­
ful after 16 . . .  f5? 1 7  ef g6 1 8  '@g4 
<i;f7 19 f5 ! ef 20 lixf5 ±, but Black 
could have tried 16 . . .  g6! 1 7  g4 f5 
with an unclear position, so White 
should stick to 16 lt::Je3, although 
Black does not experience serious 
difficulties - tr.] 

022 
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9 
10  i.g2 

.ib7 
'@d7 (76) 

This is another way to try to 
erect a defence in the centre. 

1 1  .ia3 
II lt::Jh4 looks logical, as in the 

ga me Kavalek-Miles, Wijk aan 
Zee 1978, where White built up a 

dangerous attack after 1 1  . . .  c6?! 
12 f 4 e6 1 3 f5 ! ef 14 0-0 g6 15 .ig5. 
The correct manner of defence 
was demonstrated by Black in the 
game Nemet-Hort, Lugano 1983: 
1 1  0-0 e6 12 lt::Jh4 .ixg2! 13 lt::Jxg2 
b4! 1 4  lt::Jf4 lLlc6 1 5  '@e2 be 1 6  d5  
ed 1 7  e6 fe 18  lLlxe6 �f7! with a 
solid game. 

1 1  .id5 
After 1 1  . . .  e6 1 2  i.xf8 Black 

gives up his castling privilege, so 
White can organise an attack with 
f4-f5 etc. 

12  0-0 lLlc6 
1 3  lie1 g6 

I t  is dangerous to delay the 
development of the kingside: 13 . . .  
lib8  1 4  ab ab 1 5  1We2 ! ,  and 
already 1 5  . . .  g6 fails to 16 e6! fe 1 7  
lLle5 lLlxe5 1 8  1Wxe5 :!lg8 1 9  .ixd5 
ed 20 i.c5 with strong pressure for 
White. [White can also try 1 4  e6!?, 
e.g. 14  . . .  fe 15 lt::JgS .ixg2 16 �xg2 
"i!t'd5+ 1 7  't!Yf3 b4 1 8  .ixb4!  with a 
strong attack on 1 8  .. . lLlxb4 1 9  
c b  't!Yxg5 20 't!Yc6+! ,  according to 
Helgi Olafsson, who suggests that 
Black investigate 1 3  . . .  h6, intending 
. . .  g5 and . . .  .ig7 - tr.] 

1 4  .ic5 
Creating a strong threat of 1 5  

a b. A sharper alternative is 1 4  e6!? 
fe 15 lt::Jg5 ( 15 lLle5 lLlxe5 16 .ixd5 
ed 1 7  lixe5 fails to achieve the 
desired result after 17 . . .  e6! ,  
stabilising the position an d  retaining 
the material advantage). Loginov-
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Nadrikhnov, USSR ! 983, saw 
15 . . .  i.xg2 16 'Ot>xg2 �d5+ 17 �f3 
�xf3+ 1 8  'i!ixf3 li:Jd8 1 9  lt:Jxe6 
lt:Jxe6 20 llxe6 'i!fd7 21 d5, and 
White, keeping control of e6 and 
d5, has the brighter prospects. For 
the evaluation of 14 e6 it is 
important to find a good reply to 
1 5  . . .  lt:Jd8!? rather than 1 5  . . .  
i.xg2. 

14  li:b8 
14 . . .  lld8 was recently intro­

duced in an attempt to strengthen 
Black's defence: I 5 ab ab I 6 lt:Jg5 
i.xg2 I 7 e6 ! fe I 8 'i!fxg2 �d5+ I 9 
'it'f3 �xf3+ 20 'i!ixf3 lld5 21 lt:Jxe6 
'i!id7 with a complicated position 
holding chances for both sides, 
H .Olafsson-Hort, Thessaloniki 01 
I 984 - see page I I 7 .  

15  ab ab 
16 lt:Jg5!? (77) 

By threatening I 7 e6 ! ,  breaking 
down Black's defences, White 
maintains the initiative, for example 
1 6  . . .  i.xg2 1 7  'Ot>xg2 i.h6 1 8  e6! 
'it'd5+ I 9 'it'f3 'it'xf3+ 20 lt:Jxf3 f6 
2 1  d5 with advantage to White, 
Ehlvest-Chekhov, USSR Ch 1 984. 



1 2 4 lt:Jc3 a6 5 e4 b5 6 e5 lt:Jd5 7 lt:Jg5 

1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
2 lLlf3 lLlf6 
4 lLlc3 a6 
5 e4 b5 
6 e5 lLld5 
7 lLlg5 (78) 

78 
B 

White immediately initiates an 
a ttack against the weak squares f7 
and d5 .  The threat is 8 1Wf3, for 
example 7 . . .  lLlc6 8 'tWf3 i.e6 9 
lLlxe6 fe 1 0  i.e3 lLlcb4 1 1  lic l with 
advantage to White, Malich­
Thorman, East Germany 1 977. 

7 e6 
On 7 . . .  i.f5 White has good 

prospects after 8 lLlxd5 1Wxd5 9 
i.e2 with the threat of 1 0  i.f3, as 
in the game Heuer-Ekvti mishvili, 
K ishniev 1976, where White ob­
tained the advantage after 9 . . .  
lLlc6 10  i.f3 1i'd7 1 1  0-0 lid8 12  
i.e3 e6  1 3  a4 h6  1 4  ab ab  1 5  lLle4. 

7 . . .  f6 also seems inadequate 
after 8 lLlxd5 1Wxd5 (8 . . .  fg 9 lLlc3 
lLlc6 10 i.e3 ±) 9 i.e2 c6 10 i.f3 
1i'd8 1 1  lLle4. In the game 
Hausner-Kallai, Hungary 1980, 
White came out of the opening 
with a significant edge after 1 1  . . .  
i.e6? 1 2  0-0 lLld7  13  lie l ,  but 
Black could have chosen the much 
sharper 1 1  . . .  fe 1 2  0-0 ed ( 1 2  . . .  
1Wxd4? 1 3 1We2 ±) and White must 
prove that his lead in development 
and the other positional factors 
justify the investment of three 
pawns. 

8 'tWhS 'tWd7 
Less clear is 8 . . .  g6 9 1Wf3 f5 10  

ef 1Wxf6 because of 1 1  lLlxd5, for 
example 1 1  . . .  '§'xf3 1 2  lLlxc7+ 
..t>d7 13 gf i.b4+ 14 ..t>c2 ..t>xc7 1 5  
i.f4+ l!?b6 1 6  i. h 3  with an 
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initiative for White, Petursson­
Sigurjonsson, Reykjavik 1982. 

9 ..ie2 
9 ti:Jxd5 ed 10 a3 ti:Jc6 I I  ..ie3 

ti:Jd8 12 ..ie2 '§'f5 gives nothing to 
White, as Black has sufficient 
counterplay, Bogoljubow-Alekhine, 
match I 934. 

9 ..ib7 
10 0-0 g6 
1 1  'ti'g4 hS! (79) 

Against I I  . .  . ti:Jc6 White can 
play I 2  ti:Jxd5 'i!t'xd5 ( I 2  . . .  ed 1 3  
'ti'xd7+ ot>xd7 I4  ti:Jxf7 llg8 I 5  
lld i t) I 3  'ti'f4! t. 

79 
w 

12 'ti'h3 �c6 
After I 3  lid I lLlcb4 I4 lLlce4 

0-0-0 I 5  a4 White has a definite 
initiative in return for the pawn, 
Grigorian-Mariasin, Beltsi I 979. 



1 3  4 lt:Jc3 c5 

80 
w 

1 d4 
2 c4 
3 �f3 
4 �c3 

d5 
de 

�f6 
c5 (80) 

Black immediately takes action 
against the pawn on d4, trying to 
achieve balance in the centre. 
White's superior development, 
however, allows him to retain his 
central advantage. 

5 d5 
[An alternative plan for White 

is 5 e4 e6 6 i.xc4. After 6 . . .  cd 
White can play 7 �xd4 or try the 
new 7 'it'xd4, introduced in 
Rogers-Kallai, Kraljevo 1984, which 
continued 7 . . .  'it'xd4 8 �xd4 a6 9 

e5 !?  �fd7 10 f4 b5 I I  i.xe6! ( I I  
i.d3 leads to a sterile equality) 
I I  . . .  fe 12 �xe6 with compensation 
for the material. - tr.] 

5 e6 
Against 5 . . .  i.f5, intended to 

forestall e4, White plays 6 i.g5 !  
�e4 7 1!t'a4+ �d7 8 �xe4 i.xe4 9 
'ifxc4 i.g6 10 e4 with an advantage 
for White, Kluger-Hennings, East 
Germany 1976. 

6 e4 ed 
Forced, because of the threat of 

i.g5. 
7 e5! 

Only thus can White consoli­
date his position in the centre. 

8 /  

w 

7 �fd7 (81) 
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After 7 . . .  t'iJe4 8 �xd5 Black is 
experiencing difficulties, for example 
8 . . .  t'iJxc3 9 �xd8+ �xd8 1 0  be 
i.e6 I I  t'iJg5 t'iJd7 1 2  t'iJxe6+ fe 1 3  
f4! t'iJb6 14 a4. In Gligoric­
Nikolic, Niksic 1 983, White got 
a definite advantage after 1 4  . . .  
g5? !  1 5  a5 t'iJd5  1 6  f5 ! .  More 
precise is 14  . . .  a5 1 5  i.e2 and later 
0-0, i.d2 and llfb I with pressure 
on the queenside. 

8 i.gS! 
An accurate move, the point of 

which is to win several tempi for 
further development. On 8 �xd5 
there follows 8 . . .  t'iJb6 with 
simplification which favours Black, 
Torre-Seirawan, London 1 984. 

8 i.e7 
9 i.xe7 it'xe7 

I 0 t'iJxdS 'i¥d8 
1 1  i.xc4 (82) 

As a result of the forcing 
variation White has obtained a 
significant lead in development. 
But Black has no weaknesses in 
the position and if he can 
exchange pieces comfortably White 
will not be able to demonstrate 
any real advantage. 



14 4 'i¥a4+ 

83 

B 

1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 lL\f3 lL\f6 
4 '§'a4+ (83) 

This continuation is justified by 
the immediate recapture of the 
pawn combined with a kingside 
fianchetto, after which the game 
will take on the character of the 
Catalan Opening. There are a 
number of alternatives for Black: 
A 4 . . .  c6 
B 4 . . .  lL\c6 
c 4 ... lL\bd7 

4 . . .  i.d7 is infrequently en-
countered . After 5 'i!t'xc4 i.c6 6 
lt::Jc3 lL\bd7 7 i.g5 e6 8 e4! White 
has a strong position in the centre . 

A 
4 c6 

This is the most solid continuation. 
Black erects a barrier against the 
possibility of a kingside fianchetto 
by White, and prepares a blockade 
on the d5 and e6 squares. 

84 
w 

5 'i!t'xc4 i.f5 (84) 

The most relevant continuation. 
5 . . .  i.g4 is sharper, with the goal 
of putting pressure on the d4 
square. In this case Black allows 
e4, but he can undermine White's 
pawn centre, for example 6 lL\c3 
lL\bd7 7 e4 i.xf3 8 gf e5 9 i.e3 ed 
10 i.xd4 i.d6 II 0-0-0 'i!t'c7 with a 
complicated game, in which White's 
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chances are slightly better, par­
ticularly in the centre, Andersson­
Christiansen, London 1 982. 

Against 5 . . . g6 6 �bd2 is 
considered to be the best reply, 
followed up by .ib2. White 
obtained a lasting initiative in 
Gheorghiu-Bastian, Baden Baden 
198 1 ,  after 6 . . .  ifd5 7 e3 !  .ig7 8 b3 
0-0 9 .ib2 .if5 10 :S:c l �bd7 
I I  b4! .  

6 g3 
This is the standard plan. 
6 e3 e6 7 .id3 !? comes into 

consideration,  with the idea of 
exchanging light-squared bishops 
and then advancing the central 
pawns as in Andersson-Garcia 
Palermo, Mar del Plata 1 982, 
where White had the more com­
fortable game after 7 . . .  .ixd3 8 
�xd3 �bd7 9 0-0 .ie7 1 0  �c3 0-0 
I I  e4 �c7 1 2  .ig5 :S:ae8 1 3  :S:ac l 
h6 14 .ie3.  

6 �c3 has also been tried. After 
6 . . .  e6 7 �b3 Black can play 7 . . .  
�b6 8 ifxb6 ab 9 �h4 b5 l O  �xf5 
ef I I  e3 �bd7 1 2  .id3 g6 1 3  0-0 
�b6 with control of d5  and e4. 
This logical plan was played in 
Smyslov-Hi.ibner, Velden 1 983.  

6 �bd7 
7 .ig2 e6 
8 �c3 

The knight at c3 not only 
controls the centre but also limits 
Black's queenside play. So after 
8 0-0 i.e 7 9 lie I 0-0 I 0 ifb3 ifb6 

I I  �bd2, I I  . . .  ifxb3 1 2  �xb3 a5 !  
1 3  .id2 a4  14  �a5 �e4! with an 
initiative for Black in Grosch­
Nutu, Budapest 1 982. 

8 .ie7 
8 . . .  �e4 9 0-0 �b6?! l O  �b3 

.ie7 is pre mature: I I  a4! gives 
White an initiative on the queen­
side. 

85 

B 

9 0-0 (85) 

This is the problematic position 
of the variation. White has 
completed his development and is 
ready to strive for the initiative in 
the centre and on the queenside 
with .ig5. The problem-like move 
9 . . .  .ic2, with the threat of 
trapping the queen with 10 . . .  
�b6, fails to  1 0  e3  0-0 I I  a3 and 
further l l  ... a5 1 2 ife2 .ig6 13 e4 
�b6 14 h3 ifa6 1 5  �e3 with 
advantage to White in Bogoljubow­
Aiekhine, match 1934. 

9 . . .  �e4 is considered the most 
solid, as in Andrianov-Suetin, 
Moscow 1 982, which concluded in 



a draw after 1 0  lid!  0-0 I I  i.f4 
lt:Jxc3 1 2  't!¥xc3 i.e4 1 3  \lt'e3 lLlf6 
1 4  i.g5. White can fight for the 
advantage with 10 �3, and if 
10  . . .  lLlb6, then 1 1  a4 with a slight 
initiative. 

9 h6 
Black might have adopted this 

plan on the 8th move as well, in 
order to keep the bishop from g5, 
and create a retreat square for the 
light-squared bishop which can go 
from f5 to h7. 

10  e3!? 
White plays along the lines of 

the Bogoljubow-Alekhine game. 
An alternative is 10 't!t'b3 'Wb6 

1 1  'tWd l 0-0 1 2  lie !  lifd8 1 3  e4 
i.h7 14 a3 with a more comfortable 
game for White, Kudishchevich­
lvanov, Rostov-on-Don 198 1 .  

10  :iid1 ?? is a blunder because 
of 10 . .. i.c2 with the threat of 
I I  . . . lLlb6, and White must part 
with the exchange. 

1 0  0-0 
1 1  'i!Ve2 

White regroups his forces, 
intending to advance his e-pawn 
with an initiative in the centre. 
Fedorowicz-Williams, New York 
1 982, continued 1 1  . . .  lLle4 1 2  lLld2 
lLlxd2 1 3  i.xd2 lLlf6 14 e4 i.g6 1 5  
i.e3 't!¥a5 1 6  a 3  with advantage to 
White, although Black's position 
is  very solid. 
B 

4 lLlc6 (86) 

86 
w 

4 'ii'a4+ 55 

This is an active continuation. 
Black attempts to play against the 
pawn on d4. 

5 lLlc3 
The most active reply. White 

places the e4 and d5 squares under 
his control, intending e4. Other 
continuations have been tried:  
a) 5 g3 .i.e6 6 .i.g2 'Wd7 7 lLlc3 
lLld5 (7 . . .  i.d5 is dubious because 
of 8 lLlxd5 lLlxd5 9 1!¥xc4, for 
example 9 . . .  lLlb6 1 0  'Wb3 'Wd5 1 1  
'Wd3 e6 1 2  0-0 with lasting 
pressure on the long diagonal and 
c-file, Tukmakov-Kozlov, USSR 
1984) 8 'Wxc4 (8 .i.g5 is less clear 
after 8 . . .  lLlb6) 8 . . .  lLlxc3 9 'Wxc3 
.i.d5 with a comfortable game for 
Black. 
b) 5 e3 lLld7!? (this forces White to 
capture at c4 with the queen) 6 
'i!Vxc4 e5 !? (against 6 . . .  g6?! White 
can play 7 'Wc2 .i.g7 8 .i.b5! lLlcb8 
9 0-0 0-0 10 lid 1 with the more 
active game, Knezevic-Banas, Stary 
Smokovec 1974) 7 de (not 7 d5 
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lt:\b6 and the pawn on d5 falls) 7 . . .  
lt:\dxe5 8 lt:\xe5 lt:\xe5 9 �b5+ lt:\d7 
10 i.e2 c6 1 1  �c4 i.d6 12 �e4+ 
i.e7 1 3  0-0 lt:\f6 1 4  �c2 0-0 with a 
fully satisfactory game for Black, 
Andersson-Tim man, Til burg 1982. 

5 lt:\dS 
6 �xc4 

The sharp 6 e4!? lt:\b6 7 �d 1 
i.g4 8 d5 lt:\e5 9 i.f4 lt:\g6 has 
not been sufficiently investigated. 
Botvinnik-Petrosian, match 1 963, 
was agreed drawn after 10  i.e3? !  
e6, but 1 0  i.g3 !?  i s  stronger, after 
which play might continue 1 0  . . .  e5 
1 1  de i.xe6 1 2  �xd8+ l:ixd8 ( 1 2  . . .  
o;i;:>xd8!?  1 3  0-0-0+ wc8 1 4 lLlb5!  ;!;) 
1 3  .txc7 lild7 1 4  i.xb6 ab and the 
weakness of the pawn structure on 
Black's queenside guarantees an 
advantage for White, Raj kovic­
Barle, Yugoslavian Ch 1 983. [This 
line was also seen in A lburt­
Dlugy, USA Ch 1 984, which saw 
the introduction of 1 3  . . .  lilc8 ! ,  
although after 1 4  i.g3 a 6  1 5  lt:\d4 
i.c5 1 6  0-0-0 0-0 1 7  i.e2 i.d 7 1 8  
lt:\f5! White could still lay claim to 
a large advantage. Alburt suggests 
1 4  . . .  i.c5 !?  which awaits practical 
tests - tr.] 

6 lt:\db4 
On 6 . . .  i.e6 7 e4 ! is a strong 

response, for example 7 . . .  lt:\db4 8 
d5 !  lt:\c2+ 9 �d l lt:\xa l 1 0  i.d2 
with advantage for White, Hort­
Rivas, Montilla 1 978. More precise 
is 7 . . .  lLlb6 8 �c5 i.d7 with better 

chances for White. 
7 't!fb3 

8 7  
w 

eS!? (87) 

The variation 7 . . .  lt:\xd4 8 lt:\xd4 
�xd4 9 i.e3 i.e6 l 0 �a4+ i.d7 
1 1  '@'b3 i.e6 leads to a draw, 
Andersson-K orchnoi, Johannes­
burg 1 98 1 .  

The text move hides a subtle 
trick: 8 a3 i.e6 9 'it'd 1 ed 10 lLlb5 
a6 1 1  lt:\bxd4 lt:\xd4 12 lt:\xd4 
�xd4! with advantage to Black, 
Botterill-Miles, England 1 979. On 
8 d5  play might continue 8 . . .  
lt:\d4! with advantage to  B lack, 
and on 8 de either 8 . . .  i.e6 or 8 . . .  
i.g4 can be  tried, with sharp and 
unclear play. 

c 
4 lt:\bd7 (88) 

This is the Catalanish con­
tinuation. White can, if he wishes, 
play 5 g3 e6 6 ,ig2 or 5 '@'xc4 e6 6 
g3, transposing to that opening. 

There is only one variation with 
independent significance. 



88 

w 

5 lLlc3 e6 
6 e4 c5 

6 . . .  a6 is also seen and leads to a 
complex game after 7 �xc4 c6 8 
'i!fc2 c5!? 9 de �xc5 1 0  0-0 'i!fc7 I I  
'i!fe2 lLlg4 I 2  b3 h5  1 3  �d2 lLlde5, 
Knezevic- Romanishin , Kiev I 978.  

7 d5 ed 
8 e5 d4 (89) 

This is the critical position, in 
which White's superior develop­
ment plays a more significant role 
than Black's  material advantage. 

89 

w 

4 'i!Va4+ 57 

9 �xc4 de 
10  ef gf 

On 10  . . .  'ifxf6 White plays 
I I  �g5 'i!fc6 I2 'it'xc6 be I3 0-0-0 
and despite having two extra 
pawns, Black has great difficulties 
with his king which is stranded in 
the centre, Taimanov-Polugayevsky, 
Leningrad I 960. 

1 1  0-0 cb 
12 .i.xb2 �e7 
1 3  lladl  

White has a significant advantage, 
Knezevic-Mecking, Yugoslavia I976. 



PART FOUR 

1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 lLJf3 lLJf6 
4 e3 .tg4 
5 i..xc4 e6 



1 5  6 h3 .ih5 7 ltJc3 

Here we  begin our investigation of  
one of  the  most popular systems 
of the Queens Gambit Accepted, 
which is reached after the moves: 

1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 lLlf3 lLlf6 
4 e3 i.g4 
5 i.xc4 e6 

The variations arising from this 
position are today among the most 
widely played lines in the QGA. 
Black prepares to attack the d­
pawn by advancing his c- or e­
pawn. The weakness of the light 
squares on the Black queenside 
will not be easily exploited by his 
opponent. 

Thus the immediate 6 'Wb3 cedes 
the initiative after 6 . . .  i.xf3 7 gf 
lLlbd7 8 1!Vxb7 c5 ! ,  for example 9 
de .txc5 1 0  f4 lib8 I I  'i!Vg2 (or I I  
�f3 i.b4+ 12  'it>fl 0-0 1 3  lt>g2 'i!Vc7 
14 .te2 e5 ! 15 a3 i.d6 with sharp 
play) I I  . . .  .tb4+ 1 2  'it>e2 0-0 1 3  b3 
C0b6 14  .td3 lLlbd5 with sufficient 
counterplay for Black. Also pos­
sible is l 0 lLlc3 0-0 l l  f4 lLlb6 1 2  

.te2 lLlfd5 1 3  0-0 'i!Vh4 1 4  i.f3 
liab8 1 5  'i!Va6 lLlxc3 1 6  be f5 when 
Black has good attacking chances, 
Quinteros-Miles, Amsterdam 1 977. 
Should White choose (wisely) to 
decline the pawn sacrifice with 8 
lLlc3 lLlb6 9 i.e2 i.e7 10 i.d2 0-0 
I I  lid l ,  then B lack can achieve 
equality after l l  . . .  c5 1 2  de .txc5 
13 0-0 lieS, Gligoric-Smyslov, Has­
tings 1 962-63. 

6 h3 
It is important to force Black to 

disclose his plans for the bishop 
on g4. By playing h3 immediately 
White creates the possibility, in 
the event of . . .  .th5, of playing g4 
if it should become necessary. 

Another continuation is 6 lLlbd2 
lLlbd7 7 �b3 lLlb6 (7 . . .  'i!Vb8? 8 e4 
c6 9 h3 .th5 1 0  lLle5! ±) 8 lLle5 
i.h5 9 0-0 i.d6 10 a4 0-0, Ivanov­
Lerner, USSR 1 979. Or 6 a3 a6 7 b4 
.td6 8 .tb2 lLlc6 9 lLlbd2 0-0 10  
'i!Vc2 'i!Ve7, Belyavsky-A. Petrosian, 
USSR 1 979 . In neither case can 
White look forward to any advan­
tage from the opening. 
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6 i.hS (91) 
6 . . .  i.xf3 is premature, since 

Black has not yet been able to 
organize any pressure against d4, 
and will not be able to do so before 
White has a chance to use his bishop 
pair to good advantage. For exam­
ple: 7 'tifxf3 li:Jc6 8 li:Jc3 a6 9 0-0 
i.d6 1 0  Ii: d l  0-0 I I  i.b3 �e7 1 2  
i.a4 li:Ja5 1 3  e4 e 5  1 4  i.g5 with a n  
initiative for White in Szilagyi­
Hillyard, European Club Cup 1981 .  

91 
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Here White can choose between 
7 (i)c3, the subject of the present 
chapter, and 7 0-0, which will be 
dealt with in the following chap­
ters. 

7 �b3 i.xf3 8 gf is no more 
effective than at move 6.  

7 li:Jc3 
This is the most active continu­

ation. White intends to play an 
immediate e4. Black in turn adopts 
countermeasures, preparing piece 
play and choosing first whether or 
not to allow the pin of the knight 
on c6 by i.b5 . 

Al 7 . . .  a6 
A2 7 . . .  li:Jc6 

AI  
7 a6 
8 g4 

This is the direct method of 
eliminating the threat of . . .  i.xf3. 
It gives White the opportunity to 
implement his central strategy of 
e4 right away. The less direct 8 0-0 
is dealt with under the move order 
7 0-0. 

8 i.g6 
9 li:JeS 

Sometimes 9 li:Jh4 is played, but 
this just leads to a transposition of 
moves. 

9 h4 achieves nothing because 
of 9 . . .  i.b4 I 0 h5 i.e4 I I  g5 (i)d5 
12 i.d2 i.xc3! 13 be b5 with a full 
blockade of the white pawns in the 
centre. 

9 li:Jbd7 
Sometimes 9 . . .  i.d6 is played, 

for example 10 'ti'f3 i.xe5 I I  de 
li:Jfd7 1 2  'tifxb7 li:Jxe5 1 3  'ti'xa8 
li:Jxc4 1 4  0-0 0-0 15 �g2! f5! with a 
sharp game in which Black has 
quite reasonable chances because 
of the suspect position of the white 
king. 

More solid is I 0 li:Jxg6 hg I I  
i.fl ! and in comparison with 
the text variation the position of 
the bishop at d6 is not helpful to 
Black. 

10 (i)xg6 hg (92) 



This is the key position of S g4. 
White has the bishop pair and a 
slight spatial advantage, but Black 
has a solid position and a number 
of possibilit ies for counterplay, 
the chief one motivated by the 
insecure position ofthe white king. 
Here two moves have been tried: 
Al l  11 g5 
A12 12 ..tfl !? 

Al l  
1 1  g5 

The point of this move is to 
drive the knight from the centre. 
In the event of I I  . . .  llJgS White 
manages to achieve domination of 
the centre with 1 2  'it'f3 libS 1 3  h4, 
for example 1 3  . . .  c5 14 ..ib3 b5 1 5  
..id2 lbe7 1 6 d5!  c4 ( 1 6  . . .  e5 1 7 d6!  
±) 17 de fe I S  ..ic2 with a notable 
advantage for White, Mochalov­
Vorotnikov, USSR 1 9S I .  

1 1  lbd5 
This allows Black to comfortably 

simplify the position. 
12 lbxd5 

6 h3 ..th5 7 lbc3 61 

12 e4 lb5b6 13 ..tb3 does not 
achieve the desired result after 1 3  
. . .  ..ie7 ! ,  with the threat of 1 4  . . .  
..ixg5. After 1 4  f4 (forced) Black 
can play 14 . . .  c5 15 d5 ed 16 ..txd5 
lbxd5 17 'it'xd5 't!t'c7 I S  ..ie3 lbb6 
19 '§'b3 lidS, as in Diesen-Hort, 
London 1 982, when Black had 
plenty of counterplay in the centre. 

12 ed 
13 ..ixd5 
14 ..ib3 

c6 
't!t'xg5 (93) 

The liquidation of pieces has 
highlighted the weakness of the 
white king and the holes in his 
pawn structure, while Black still 
has a solid position. 

15 'it'f3 'it'f5 
Black can exchange dark-squared 

bishops but this proves inadequate 
after 15 ... ..ib4+ 1 6  ..id2 ..ixd2+ 
17 'Ot>xd2 't!t'f5 I S  'it'xf5 gf, since 
White will be able to exploit the 
weak dark squares in the black 
camp. For example, 19 \t>e2 lbf6 
20 liac I lidS 2 1  lieS g6 22 'Ot>f3 
with an endgame initiative for White 
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- Petrosian-Dzhindzhihashvili, Bue­
nos Aires 01 1 978. 

Another flawed attempt is 15 . . .  
�f6 1 6  i.d2! ,  when 16 . . .  'it'f5 runs 
into 17 'i!;'g2! .  

16  it'xf5 
This time White cannot avoid 

the exchange of queens with 1 6  
it'g2 because o f  1 6  . . .  i.b4+. 

16  gf 
White has only a symbolic ad­

vantage, since Black's position is 
very solid. For example, 1 7  i.d2 
g6 1 8  0-0-0 l:Ih4 19 f3 i.d6 20 lt>b 1 
lt>f8 2 1  e4 l:Ie8 with a roughly level 
game, Tal-Romanishin, USSR Ch 
1 978. 
A12 

1 1  i.fl !? (94) 

The transfer of the bishop to g2 
is intended to accomplish the fol­
lowing goals: the fortification of 
the kingside, the possibility of 
kingside castling, and pressure on 
the long diagonal. I t  is important 
to note the fact that defending the 
rook on h 1 with the bishop allows 

White to deploy his queen in a 
position of great scope. The flip 
side of the coin is that the time 
involved in these manoeuvres gives 
Black the chance to take action in 
the centre of the board with either 
1 1  . . .  c5 or 1 1  . . .  e5. 

1 1  c5!? 
The exchange of a flank pawn 

for a central pawn is a tempting 
prospect. 

A playable alternative is 1 1  ... e5 
12 i.g2 ed 1 3  ed l:Ib8 14 i.f4 (or 
14 'it'e2+ i.e7 1 5  g5 �h5 1 6  �d5 
�b6! 1 7  � xb6 cb 1 8  0-0 0-0 1 9  
'§'g4 i.d6 1;2-1;2 Vladimirov-Bagirov, 
Erevan Z 1 982) 1 4  . .  . i.d6 1 5  
i.xd6 cd 1 6  0-0 0-0 1 7  li e  1 b 5  with 
counterplay for Black in Ribli­
Timman, Las Palmas IZ 1 982. 1 4  
0-0 comes into consideration, giv­
ing White a slight advantage. 

More passive is 11 ... c6 12 i.g2 
and White gradually strengthens 
his position while Black cannot 
find an active plan. For example, 
12 . . .  't!Yc7 1 3  0-0 i.e7 1 4 f4 ltJb6 1 5  
g5 ltJfd7 1 6  it'g4 0-0-0 1 7  l:Ib l 
lt>b8 1 8  b4 ltJd5 1 9  ltJa4 f5 20 'i!i'g3 
with a clear positional advantage 
for White in Kasparov-Petrosian, 
Tilburg 198 1 .  Or 12 . . .  i.d6 13 e4 
e5 14 i.e3 ed 1 5  i.xd4 't!Yc7 1 6  't!t'c2 
l:Id8 1 7  0-0-0 0-0 1 8  lt>b l l:Ife8 1 9  
ltJe2 with a freer game for White, 
Petkevich-Maryasin, Moscow 1 98 1 .  

1 2  i.g2 
1 2  d5 is premature because of 



1 2  . . . ed 1 3  lt:Jxd5 lt:Je5! 14 .tg2 
_td6 and the dark squares on the 
periphery of the white position are 
weak, providing Black with serious 
counterchances. 

12 �c7 
1 2  . . .  cd 1 3  ed 'i!Vb6 1 4 0-0 .td6 is 

more active, but 1 5  d5!  proves un­
pleasant for Black ,  as in Pinter­
Forintos, Hungarian Ch 198 1 :  1 5  
. . .  e 5  1 6  g 5 !  lt:'lh5 1 7  lt:Je4, with a 
clear advantage to White. 

13 g5!? 
Another idea here is to exploit 

the position of the queen on the 
c-file. Andersson-Tim man, Bugojno 
1 984, saw instead 1 3  .td2 cd 14 ed 
.td6 15 lie I �6 1 6  d5, but Black 
managed to achieve approximate 
equality after 1 6  . . .  lt:Jxd5 1 7 lt:'lxd5 
ed 1 8  0-0 0-0 19  .te3 �b5 20 �xd5 
'i!Vxd5 2 1  .txd5 liab8. 

95 

B 

13  lt:'lh5 
14  

White controls the  initiative 
thanks to his pressure on the light 
squares . Play might continue 14  . . .  
cd  15  ed l:ib8 16  0-0 .td6 17  d5!  
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0-0 1 8  de fe 19 'i!Ve4 with advantage 
to White, Timman-Ardiansyah, 
Indonesia 1984. 
B 

96 
w 

7 lt:Jc6!? (96) 

Black tries to put pressure on d4 
via . . .  .td6, without wasting time 
on a prophylactic . . .  a6. White can 
exploit the opportunity to pin the 
black knight. 

8 .tb5 .td6 
9 e4 

White can accept the proffered 
pawn with 9 �a4 .txf3 I 0 gf 0-0!? 
I I  .txc6 be 1 2  't!t'xc6, but after 1 2  
. . .  l:ib8 1 3  b 3  l:ib6 1 4  't!t'c4 �a8 1 5  
�e2 the exposed position o f  the 
white king in the centre of the 
board is definite compensation for 
the pawn, even though it must be 
said that it will not be easy to 
exploit. The direct continuation 
15 . . .  e5?! was tried in Villela­
Lebredo, Havana 1982, but after 
1 6  d5 !  lieS 17 lt:la4! White began a 
decisive queenside attack.  A more 
solid approach, 1 0  . . .  't!t'd7, is 
possible. 
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If White exchanges on c6, the 
damage inflicted on the black pawn 
structure will be offset by the 
weakening of the light squares. 

9 ti:Jd7 
10  i.e3 0-0 
1 1  

A tempting continuation. After 
I I  0-0 Black can equalize with I I  
. . .  e5 !?  1 2  de ti:J dxe5 1 3  i.e2 i.xf3 
1 4  i.xf3 li:Jxf3+ 1 5  '§'xf3, as in 
Semaniuk-Koroly�v. corres 1978-
8 1 . 

1 1  i.e7 
12 i.e2 

Having forestalled the advance 
. . .  e5 by Black, White has under­
scored the drawback of the place­
ment of the black knight at c6. 
White stands better, for example 
1 2  . . .  ti:Jb6 1 3  g4 i.g6 1 4  h4 ti:Jd5 1 5  
h5  ti:Jxc3 1 6  be i.e4 1 7  ll g l  with 
the initiative - Garcia-Lebredo, 
Havana 1 982. 



1 6  6 h3 �h5 7 0-0 lbbd7 

1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 li:lf3 li:lf6 
4 e3 i.g4 
5 i.xc4 e6 
6 h3 i.h5 
7 0-0 (98) 

98 

B 

This continuation allows Black 
to strive for the central break . . .  e5. 
This requires a bit of preparation, 
and there are two approaches to 
be adopted, depending on where 
Black wishes to develop his knight. 
It can go to d7 straightaway, or to 
c6 after . . .  a6 is played to prevent 
any annoying pins. In either case 
the king's bishop will be developed 

at d6. 
7 li:lbd7 

7 . . .  a6 will be covered in Chapter 
1 7 . 

8 li:lc3 
Now Black usually follows the 

plan outlined above, but he can 
also deploy the bishop at e7. 
A 8 ... i.d6 
B 8 . . .  i.e7 

A 

99 
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8 
9 e4 

i.d6 
e5 (99) 

Both Black and White have 
carried out their central strategies 
involving the advance of their e-
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pawns. The game is complicated 
with chances for both sides. White 
can choose between action on the 
flank or trying to provoke a crisis 
in the centre. 
A1 10 g4 
A2 10 i.e2 

A 1  
10 g4 

[This move and the subsequent 
forcing play were suggested by 
Hillyard in 1 979 and introduced 
into tournament play by Littlewood 
at the British Championship that 
year. If the suggested improvement 
at move 19 is correct, this line still 
represents a major threat to the . . .  
i.g4 system - ed. ] 

10 i.g6 
The variation 10 . . .  ed I I  li:Jxd4 

li:Jxg4? ! ,  hoping for 12  hg? '§'114 ! ,  
proves unsuccessful because of 
12 li:Jf5 !  li:Je3 13 fe ! i.h2+ ( 1 3  . . .  
i.xd I? 14  li:Jxg7+ 'iPf8 15  li:Je6+ 
±± or 14 . . .  <tle7 15 lhf7 mate ! )  
14  'iPxh2 i.xd l 1 5  li:Jxg7+ ±. No 
better is 12 . . .  i.h2+ 13 'iPh I 
li:Jxf2+ 14  lixf2 i.xd I 1 5  li:Jxg7+ 
'iPe7 16 i.e3, which led to a win for 
White in Skembris-Stamatopoulos, 
Thessaloniki 1 98 1 .  

1 1  de 
12 li:Jxe5 
13 f4 

li:Jxe5 
i.xe5 

This is the point of White's play. 
He threatens f5, trapping the bishop 
on g6. This forces Black's reply. 

100 
w 

13  
14 1Wxd4 
15 ct>h2 
16  be 

1Wd4+ 
i.xd4+ 
i.xc3 
i.xe4 (100) 

White has lost a pawn, but after 
the text Black is faced with the loss 
of a piece unless he plays very 
carefully. 

17 g5! i.d5! 
The only move which allows 

Black to fight for equality. 
After 17 . . .  li:Jd7 18 la e l  f5 19 gf 

li:Jxf6 20 i.d3 Black is in deep 
trouble: 
a) 20 ... 0-0-0 21 i.xe4 lahe8 22 
i.f5+. 
b) 20 . . .  0-0 21 i.xe4 laae8 (2 1  . . .  
lafe8 22  i.xb7 ±)  22  i.a3  was 
Littlewood-Muir, British Ch 1 979. 

18 lael+ ct>f8! (101) 
After 1 8  . . .  ct>d7 there are two 

ways for White to develop his 
initiative: 
a) 19 la'111 'iPc6 20 lad4 b5 !? 2 1  
i.xb5+ 'iPxb5 22 gf  'iPc6 23  c4, 
Hulak-Matulovic, Yugoslavia 198 1 .  
b) 1 9  i.d3!? li:Je8 20 c4!?. 



J()/  
w 

19  i.a3+ 
[ 1 9  gf i.xc4 20 f5 1ooks stronger, 

when the threat of 2 1  llg l  leaves 
Black's position critical - ed. ] 

19 c;&g8 
20 gf i.xc4 
21 lle7 h5! (102) 

This is the manoeuvre which 
brings equality. After 22 llxc7 b5 
23 llg I ll h6!  Black has excellent 
drawing chances thanks to the 
bishops of opposite colour, Ftacnik­
Matulovic, Vrsac 198 1 .  
A2 

10  i.e2 0-0 ( 103) 

103 

w 
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1 1  de 
White can also try to support 

the centre with 1 1  i.e3, when Black 
has a number of possibilities. For 
example: 
a) 1 1  . . . ed 12 li:Jxd4 i.xe2 13 t!t'xe2 
and White has a good game because 
of the weakness of the light squares 
in the black camp, e.g. 1 3  . . .  lle8 
14  &i:Jf5! i.e5 15  i.g5 c6 16 t!t'f3, 
Gligoric-Rukavina, Leningrad IZ 
1 973. 
b) 11 . . . lle8 12 d5 !? i.g6 1 3  &i:Jd2, 
and if 13 . . .  i.c5 then 14 i.xc5 
&i:Jxc5 15 i.b5! with the better 
game for White. 
c) Black's best chance is 1 1  . . .  
i.xf3 1 2  i.xf3 ed 13 i.xd4 &i:Je5, 
supporting his position in the 
centre. 

An analogous defence works 
best against 11 i.gS: I I  . . .  i.xf3 1 2  
i.xf3 e d  1 3  ti'xd4 h6 (or 1 3  . . .  li:Je5 
14 llad l h6 15 i.e3 'it'e7 16 i.e2 
llfe8 17 &i:Jd5 t Mikhalchishin­
Henley, Mexico 1980) 1 4  i.h4 
&i:Je5 15 llad I with White applying 



68 6 h3 i.h5 7 0-0 li:Jbd7 

some pressure, Didishko-Maryasin, 
Minsk 1 980. 

On 1 1  dS, 1 1  . . .  i.g6 is a good 
reply. 

1 1  li:JxeS 
12 li:Jd4 (I 04) 

Other moves are weaker: 
a) 12 li:JxeS i.xe2 1 3  'i!t'xe2 i.xe5 
1 4 i.g5 'i!t'e8! 1 5 l:Ue l i.xc3!  1 6 bc 
'tl;'e5 1 7  'i!t'e3 1i:fe8 = Balashov­
Miles Tilburg 1 977. 
b) 12 i.gS i.xf3 1 3  i.xf3 h6 1 4  
i.f4 ( 1 4  i.h4 li:Jg6 +) 14 . . .  c6 1 5  
'it>h l fJ/e7 16  i.e2 1;2- 1;2 Browne­
Rodriguez, Lanzarote 1977. 

/04 

B 

In this position Black has tried 
three plans: 
A21 12 ... i.xe2 
A22 12  . . .  i.g6 
A23 12  . . . i.cS 

A21 
12  i.xe2 
13 fJ/xe2 li:Jg6 
14 :iid1 !?  (105) 

White must force the black queen 
to commit herself. 

1 05 

B 

Other continuations have been 
tried: 
a) 14 li:JfS i.e5 15 i.g5 !? ( 1 5  f4?!  
i.xc3 1 6  be :iie8 17 e5  li:Jd5 with 
counterplay for Black , for example 
1 8  c4 li:Jde7 19 li:Jg3 li:Jc6 20 i.b2 
'i!t'e7 2 1  'it>h2 :iiad8 with a quite 
playable game for Black, Quinteros­
Ghitescu, Polanica Zdroj 1 977) 1 5  
. . .  'i!t'e8 !  16  i.xf6 ( 16  :iiae l 'tl;'e6 17  
f 4 i.xc3 1 8  be  :iiae8 1 9  li:Jg3 fJ/c6 
+ Gligoric-Miles, Mantilla 1 978) 
1 6  . . .  i.xf6 1 7  li:Jd5 fJ/d8 1 8  fJ/g4 ;t 
Tarnan-Cordez, corres 1 979. 
b) 14 li:JdbS i.c5 1 5  li:Ja4 i.e7 ( 1 5  
. . .  'tl;'e7 1 6  li:Jxc5 f!Jxc5 1 7 li:Jc3 :iife8 
1 8  i.e3 'i!t'a5 1 9  f3 ;t Kuligowski­
Ghitescu, Warsaw 1 979) 16 :iid l  
fJ/c8 1 7  'i!t'c2! li:Je8!?  1 8  i.e3 c5!  
and here 19  li:Jbc3 secured a small 
advantage for White, lvkov-Miles, 
Buenos Aires 1 979. 

14 fileS 
On 14 . . .  'tli'e8, 1 5 li:Jdb5 i.e5 16  

i.g5 proves unpleasant. 
15 i.gS i.eS 



16  'it'e3 lt:\hS 
Forced because of the threat of 

1 7 f4. 
1 7  'ii'f3 lt:\hf4 

On 1 7  . . .  lt:lf6 there follows 1 8  
tt:Jf5 'it'e6 19  h4! h6 2 0  i.xf6 i.xf6 
2 1  lt:\d5! with a dangerous initiative 
for White, Browne-Miles, Reykja­
v i k  1 980. 

/06 
B 

18 lt:lfS (106) 

Black's pieces are blockading 
the centre, but their position is in­
secure. White has excellent chances 
to kick the bishop off e5 and then 
develop an initiative. For example, 
1 8  . . .  lle8 19 h4 h6 20 i.xf4 lt:lxf4 
2 1  lld2 'it'e6 22 llad I ;!; Portisch­
Miles, Tilburg 1 979, or 1 8  . . .  'ii'e6 
19 h4 h6 20 i.xf4 tt:Jxf4 2 1  lld2 
llad8 22 llad l ;t Ivkov-Miles, 
Bled/Portoroz 1979. 
A22 

12 i.g6 (107) 
Black not only attacks e4, but 

also defends f5 against an incursion 
by the knight. 

107 

w 

/08 

B 
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13  i.gS i.e7 
14 lt:\f3!? ( 108) 

This is the most active move. By 
eliminating the blockader at e5, 
White is on the verge of advancing 
his e-pawn, which will prove very 
dangerous for Black. Other plans: 
a) 14 lt:lfS?! i.xf5 15 ef c6 16 'it'c2 
( 1 6  'it'xd8 llfxd8 1 7  llad l with 
equality, Smyslov-Matulovic, Palma 
de Mallo rca IZ 1 970) 1 6  . . .  h6 1 7  
llad l lt:\ed7 1 8  i.h4 lle8 1 9  i.c4 
::!; Lukacs-Mikhalchishin, USSR 
1978.  
b) 14  f3 i.c5 15 i.e3 llJc6 16 llJc2 
'it'e7 17 'it'c I llfd8 18 i.xc5 'it'xc5+ 
19 "t!t'e3 "i!t'xe3+ 20 llJxe3  lld2 (20 
. . .  llJd4?! 2 1  i.c4! i - Diesen-
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Matulovic, Baj mok 1978) 2 1  &iJc4 
�d7 22 �fd 1 �ad8 23 &iJe3 &iJd4 
24 i..c4 with a very slight advantage 
to White, Tatai-Matulovic, Stip 
1 979. 

14 &iJxf3+ 
15 i..xf3 &iJd7 

Forced, as 16 e5 was threatened. 
16 i..xe7 '@xe7 
17 '@d4 ( 109) 

White's strong central position 
guarantees him a lasting initiative 
in the centre once the rooks come 
off, e.g. 17 . . .  c6 18 �-ad I �fd8 
19 'it'e3 t Ljubojevic-Andersson,  
Turin 1982. 
A23 

This is the most promising con­
tinuation, leading to exchanges 
favourable for Black. 

13 tt:lb3 
Black's plan succeeds on 13 i..e3 

i..xe2! 14 &iJdxe2 '@xd 1 1 5  �axd l 
�ad8 =, or 13 i..xh5 i..xd4 1 4  &iJd5 
(after 14 i..g5? the knights outwit 
the bishops: 14 . . .  i..xc3 15 be 
'it'xd I 16 i..xd I &iJxe4 17 i..f4 &iJd3 
1 8  i..xc7 &iJd2 19 i..c2 &iJxfl 20 
i..xd3 &iJd2 2 1  �d I �fc8 0- 1 Law­
Hillyard, London 1979) 14 . . .  c5! 
15 i..g5 &iJed7 16  �e 1 h6 17 i..h4 
�e8 1 8  i..f3 'irb8 19 �h i &iJxd5 20 
ed 'ird6 with a solid position for 
Black, Hiibner-Miles, Wijk aan 
Zee 1979. 

13 'irxd1 
14 i..xd1 i..b6! 

14 . . .  i..xd I is an error: 15 &iJxc5 
i..c2 16 i..g5!, after which play might 
continue 1 6  . . .  b6 1 7  i..xf6 gf 1 8  
�fc I i..d3 1 9  &iJxd3 &iJxd3 20 �c2 
± Farago-Nogueiras, Kecskemet 
1 979. 

15 a4 (1 1 1) 



The goal of this move is to exploit 
the weakness of Black's queenside. 
Other continuations: 
a) 15 ..txhS lt:lxh5 1 6  lt:ld5 lt:ld3 1 7  
lt:lxb6 ab 1 8  a 3  1Ue8 19  li d 1  liad8 

=' Eretova-Kash, Bydgoszcz 1 980. 
b) 1 5 g4 ..ig6 16  ..tc2 life8 1 7  'lt>g2 
lt:lc4 1 8 lie l lt:ld7 1 9 a4 a5 20 lt:ld5 
f6 = Lputian-Ubilava, Moscow 
1979. 

1 5  ..ixd1 
15 . . .  a6? 16 ..tg5 ..ig6 17 ..txf6 

gf 1 8  lt:ld5 ± Browne-Whitehead, 
USA 1 979. 

16 lixd1 aS 
1 6  . . .  c6 is an error because of 

17 a5 i.c7 1 8  f4 lt:lg6 19 e5 ± 
Portisch-Miles, Lone Pine 1978.  

17 ..tgS c6 
18 'lt>fl lifd8 

The chances are roughly level, 
for example 1 9  'lt>e2 lt:lc4 20 lixd8 
lixd8 2 1  lt:ld 1 lie8 22 f3 lt:lh5!?, 
Andersson-Miles, Wij k  aan Zee 
1979. 
B 

1 12 
w 

8 ..te7 (112) 
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This is a passive position which 
does not allow Black to create any 
serious opposition to White's ac­
tivities in the centre, and leaves 
Black facing a long and hard de­
fence. 

9 ..te2 
This ensures that Black will not 

be able to obtain any counterplay 
with . . .  lt:lb6 and at the same time 
prepares the advance e4. 

A playable alternative is 9 e4 
lt:lb6 10 i.e2 0-0 which leads to the 
text by transposition. 

9 0-0 
Against 9 . . . ..tg6, aimed at 

preventing e4, a good plan is 10 
lt:lh4!? 0-0 1 1  lt:lxg6 hg 12 e4 c6 1 3  
..te3 with advantage for White in 
the centre. 

1 13 

B 

10  e4 (1 13) 

10 't!Vb3!? is interesting, although 
in the game Najdorf-Andersson, 
Bugojno 1 982, Black managed to 
find a successful counterplan in 
10  . . .  't!Vb8!? 1 1  i.d2 lid8 12 liUd 1 
c5 ! 13 liacl  cd 1 4  ed ll:lb6 1 5  Jl..g5 
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ti:Jfd5 with equality. 
10  ti:Jb6 

10 ... c6 is passive, allowing 1 1  
i.e3. For example, 1 1  . . .  i.b4 1 2  
e 5  ti:Jd5 1 3  ti:Jxd5 cd 14 lLlg5 ! i.xe2 
15 '§'c2! g6 16 'it'xe2 ± Krogius­
Damjanovic, Sochi 1 964. 

10 ... c5 1 1  i.e3 i.g6 is an 
interesting alternative, attacking 
White's central pawns. So in the 
game Raj kovic-Matulovic, Sme­
derevska Palanka 1 982, B lack ob­
tained an excellent position after 
1 2  e5 Ci:Je4 1 3  d5 liJxc3 1 4  be ed 1 5  
'it'xd5 'it'c7 1 6  a 4  l:ifd8.  

11 i.e3 i.b4 
An alternative is 1 1  ... i.g6 1 2  

i.d3 l:ic8, preparing . . .  c5. But 
after 13 '@'e2 c5 1 4  l:ifd l !  cd 1 5  
i.xd4 ti:Jfd7 1 6  i.b5 with an advan­
tage to White because the position 
of the black queen in the centre of 
the board is not good. 

On 1 1  . . .  l:ic8 the game might 
continue 1 2  ti:Je5 i.xe2 1 3  '§'xe2 c5 
14 l:ifd 1 with a considerable ad­
vantage for White. 

12 ti:Jd2 i.g6 
This is better than 12 . . .  i.xe2 1 3  

'@'xe2 '@'e7 1 4  a 3  i.xc3 15  b e  ti:Jfd7 
1 6  l:ifb (! with a decisive advantage 
for White, Cuartas-Mestrovic, Rio 
de Janeiro 1 979. 

13 i.f3 (1 14) 

White's position is freer and 
more active. The pawn structure 
in the centre guarantees White a 
lasting spatial advantage. Play can 
continue 1 3  . . .  'it'e7 1 4 a3 i.xc3 1 5  
b e  e 5  1 6  d 5 !  liJfd7 1 7  '§'b3 with a 
tremendous advantage for White 
in Razuvayev-Mestrovic, Keszthely 
1 98 1 .  
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1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 �f3 �f6 
4 e3 i.g4 
5 i.xc4 e6 
6 h3 i.h5 
7 0-0 a6 (115) 

1 15 

w 

This is a relatively new continu­
ation, the goal of which is to develop 
the knight at c6 without having to 
face i.b5. 

8 �c3 
Here there are two continuations: 

A 8 . . .  �c6 
B 8 . . .  c5, leading to an exchange 
of queens 

A 
8 �c6 

By this move Black not only 
prepares to break in the centre 
with . . .  e5 (after a preparatory . . .  
i.d6, . . .  0-0 and . . .  '§'e7), but also 
prevents the activisation of White's 
pawn centre with e4. 

9 i.e2 
9 '@'e2 prepares 10 lid 1 ,  1 1  g4 

and 1 2  e4, but Black can play 9 . . .  
�a5 ! 1 0  i.d3 c 5 !  1 1  :S:d l '@'c7, 
tying down the white forces to the 
defence of d4. 

9 :S:e1 i.d6 1 0  e4? fails to 10 . . .  
i.xf3 1 1  gf e 5 !  and now 1 2  f4 ef 1 3  
e5 doesn' t  reach the goal because 
of 13 . . .  0-0! with · a dangerous 
counterattack for Black. 

9 i.d6 
1 0  b3 

10 e4 is not on because of 10 . . .  
i.xf3 1 1  i.xf3 �xd4 ! ,  while on  
10 'it>h 1 0-0 1 1  e4  i.xf3 1 2  i.xf3 e5 !  
1 3  de  i.xe5 !  Black has an excellent 
game.  For example, 14 g3 :S:e8 1 5  
�d5 �xd5 1 6  ed �d4 1 7  i.g2 1!t'f6 
1 8  f4 i.d6 + Borik-Hort, Baden-
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Baden 1 98 1 .  
10 0-0 

10 . . .  i.g6 I I  i.b2 ll:ld5 is an 
interesting option, heading for 
simplification.  After 1 2  :a c l ll:lxc3 
1 3  i.xc3 0-0 1 4  .td3 .ta3!? 1 5  :ab I 
a5 1 6  i.xg6 hg 1 7  1We2 1¥e7 1 8  
.ta 1 i.d6 Black has achieved a 
comfortable game, Keene-Kavalek, 
Bochum 198 1 .  But 1 2  ll:la4!? high­
lights the drawbacks of 1 1  . . .  ll:ld5. 

1 1  i.b2 1We7 ( 1 1  6) 

This is the crucial position of 
the variation. 

12 :act 
The alternatives are less effective. 

a) 12 e4 i.xf3 1 3  i.xf3 :afd8 
threatens the  d4 pawn. After the 
best reply 14  ll:le2, hoping for 14  . . .  
i.c5 1 5  e5!  ±, the game can take 
the following course: 14 . . .  e5 !? 1 5  
d5 ll:la7 16  ll:lc3 ll:lb5 with a roughly 
level game, Suarez-Lebredo, Cien­
fuegos 198 1 .  
b) 12  ll:ld2 .tg6 1 3  ll:lc4 has also 
been tried. Tukmakov-Lebredo, 
Vilnius 1978, continued 1 3  ... :afd8?! 
14 .tf3 e5! 1 5  i.xc6 be 1 6  de i.xe5 

1 7  't!Yf3 with a clear advantage for 
White. 1 3  . . .  e5!? is more accurate, 
leaving Black with chances for 
equality. 

12  llfd8 
Creating threats against the d4 

pawn is Black's principle idea, so 
1 2  .. . :ares is less logical. White 
could then reply 1 3  ll:ld2, or even 
13 ll:le5!?, and if 13 . . .  .txe2, then 
1 4 ll:lxc6 i.xd 1 1 5 ll:lxe7+ nxe7 16 
nfxd 1 nd7 17 'i!i>fl nad8 18 �e2 
h6 19 ll:la4! with pressure for 
White on the queenside, Kalinsky­
Mukhin, Leningrad 1 975 .  

1 3  ll:ld2 
This is a standard manoeuvre in 

such positions, s ince the exchange 
of bishops ( 1 3  . . .  i.xe2 1 4  't!Yxe2) 
leads to a clear advantage for 
White, who can continue :rd 1 ,  
ll:lc4 and finally e4. 

1 1 7  

w 

1 3  
1 4  ll:lc4 

i.g6 
e5!? (1 1 7) 

We have reached another critical 
position. Black's last move has 
deprived White of the dangerous 
moves 1 5  i.f3 and 1 5  f4. The ideas 



underlying his choice are illustrated 
in the following variation: 1 5  lt:Jxd6 
ed !  ( 1 5  . . .  cd?! 1 6  d5 ±) 1 6  lt:Jxb7 
de 17 lt:Jxd8 lhd8 1 8  .ixc3 iixd I 
19 iifxd I h6 20 .ixa6 lt:Je4 with a 
fully playable game for Black, 
Yusupov-Timman, Bosna I 984. 
B 

8 c5 (1 18) 

Black attacks the d4 square. He 
threatens 9 .. .  cd and lO .. . lt:Jc6, 
assaulting the centre. But this plan 
is not without dangers for Black, 
who has opened up the position 
before completing his development. 

1 / 9 

w 

9 de 'ti'xdl 
10 iixdl .ixc5 (119) 

The exchange at f3 ( 1 0  . . .  .ixf3 

6 h3 .ih5 7 0-0 a6 75 

I I  gf) leads to a weakening of  
White's kingside pawn structure 
but concedes the bishop pair, and 
this weighs heavily in White's 
favour. For example, I I  . . .  .ixc5 
I2 a3 (or I2 b3 lt:Jbd7 I3 f4 �e7 I 4  
.ifl iiac8 I 5  .ig2 t ,  Belya vsky­
Romanishin, USSR Ch I 976) I 2  . . .  
�e7 l3  b4 .id6 I4 .ie2 lt:Jbd7 I 5  f4 
iiac8 1 6  .ib2 t Szilagyi-Sinkowicz, 
Budapest I 980. 

I I  g4 .ig6 
12 lt:Je5 

In this way White forces the 
exchange of Black's dark-squared 
bishop, in order to obtain the 
advantage of the bishop pair in the 
endgame. 

12  lt:Jbd7 
I2 . . . lt:Jfd7 is a less logical 

choice. After 1 3  lt:Jxg6 hg I4 �g2 
lt:Jc6 White can obtain a superior 
position with I 5  lt:Je4 .ie7 I 6  b3 
lt:Jb6 17 .ie2, Gavrikov-T.Petrosian, 
Vilnius I978 .  

13 lt:Jxg6 hg 
14 g5 iih4 (120) 

120 . � �· � � 
w - .l ��� .l E.  , • . ... ¥� ... . . . - . • r� • " • •  , . �Q, - � - � � .. ... .. � -. �� �-� - �  -. w {el� • � �� . �� . JQ, • ,,Q, • �--� f� ll - M z 7. � � � 

A necessary defensive resource 
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for Black, taking control of e4. 
15 i.d3 

This prevents . . .  lbe4. On 15 gf 
Black could play 1 5  . . .  Ii:xc4 16 fg 
<j;;e7 1 7  e4 f6 1 8  <j;;g2 Ii:g8 19  i.h6 
lbe5 with excellent chances for 
Black in A. Petrosian-Bronstein, 

Rostov-on-Don 1 980. 
15 lLlg8 
1 6  i.fl 

White has the advantage, for 
example 16 . . .  Ii:c8 1 7  i.g2 Ii:c7 
1 8  lLle4, Magerramov-Vorotnikov, 
Beltsi 1979. 



PART FIVE 

1 d4 dS 
2 c4 de 
3 t2Jf3 t2Jf6 
4 e3 e6 
5 i.xc4 cS 
6 0-0 



1 8  4 e3 e6: Introduction 

I d4 
2 c4 
3 lLlf3 
4 e3 

d5 
de 

lLlf6 
e6 (122) 

This is the classical scheme of 
development in the QGA. Black 
quickly attends to his kingside 
development and strives to create 
counterplay in the centre against 
the d4 pawn with the advance . . .  

c5. 
The game almost always con­

tinues 5 �xc4 c5 6 0-0, which is 
the subject of the following chap­
ters. 6 'tWe2 is occasionally seen, 
but will normally transpose into 
the 6 0-0 lines. Of independent 
significance is 6 . . .  a6 7 de �xc5 
8 0-0 lLlc6 9 e4 'tWc7 I 0 e5 lLlg4 I I  
�f4 f6 1 2 lLlbd2 lLlgxe5 with equa­
lity, Nogueiras-Seirawan, Mont­
pellier C 1985. 

The material is laid out as 
follows: 

6 . . .  a6 is the subject of Chapters 
19-24, with other moves treated in 
Chapter 25. The standard replies 
7 a4 (Chapters 1 9-2 1 )  and 7 'tWe2 
(Chapters 22-23) are dealt with in 
detail, while other moves are con­
sidered in Chapter 24. 
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1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 llJf3 llJf6 
4 e3 e6 
5 i.xc4 c5 
6 0-0 a6 (1 23) 

123 

w 

This is the most popular con­
tinuation. Black intends to play 
act!vely with 7 . . .  b5 and then 
fianchetto the c8 bishop. White 
can prevent this plan by advancing 
his a-pawn, or continue with his 
development. 

7 a4 
7 'i!Vc2 is treated in Chapters 22-

23.  
7 llJc6 

This move has gained in strength 
because of the weakness at b4 
created by White's last move. 

8 'i!Ve2 (1 24) 
For 8 llJc3 see Chapter 2 1 .  

124 

B 

White threatens to play lld 1 
and t hen either  exchange at c5 or 
advance in the centre with d5. 
Therefore Black must either ex­
change on d4, the subject of this 
chapter, or play 8 . . .  'i!Vc7, increas­
i ng the pressure on d4, which is 
covered in the following chapter. 

8 cd 
9 lldl i.e7 

9 . . . d3 is weaker, since after 1 0  
i.xd3 'i!Vc7 I I  tt:lc3 i.e7 1 2  b3 0-0 
1 3  i.b2 lld8 1 4  llac l White has a 
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more active position without any 
weaknesses to speak of, Rivas­
S myslov, Hastings 198 1 -82. 

IO  ed 0-0 

125 

B 

1 1  t'Llc3 (125) 

The struggle for the d5 square 
has reached a critical phase. White 
threatens 12 d5, so Black must 
blockade that square, either imme­
diately with the knight on f6 or 
with the c6 knight, via b4. 
A I I  ... t'LldS 
B 11 ... t'Llb4 

A 
1 1  t'LldS 

This keeps the bishop at cl but 
weakens the kingside. White has a 
number of replies: 
AI 12 t'Lle4 
A2 I2 i.d3 
A3 I2 't!Ve4 

There are two further attempts, 
each of which is sufficiently solid: 
a) I2 i.d2 t'Llcb4 1 3  t'Lle5. 
b) I2 lt:leS t'Llcb4 13 t'Lld3 i.f6 14 
t'Llxb4 t'Llxb4 15  i.f4 with a slight 
edge for White, Schweber-Hase, 

Buenos Aires 1 983 .  
[c) I2  i.e3 was recently introduced 
in the g1tme Ftacnik-Nikolic, Novi 
Sad 1 984, which continued 12 . . .  
t'Llcb4 13 t'Ll e 5  i.d7 14  i.b3 i.c6, 
and now, according to Nikolic, 
White should not have played 1 5  
t'Llxc6? ! but rather 1 5  l:iac 1 t'Ll xe3 
1 6  fe .idS 17 i.c4 - tr. ] 

AI 
12  t'Lle4 

This opens the third rank for 
the transfer of the queen's rook to 
the kingside. 

12  t'Llcb4 
13 t'LleS b6 

[Against 1 3  . . .  l:ia7, 14 '§'g4! 
appears quite strong, for example 
14 . . .  'it>h8 1 5 1i'h3 b6 16 t'Lle4 '§'e8 
1 7  i.e2! ,  and now Vegh-Kallai, 
Hungary 1 984, was brought to a 
rapid conclusion after 1 7  . . .  l:ig8? 
1 8  l:ia3!  - tr. ] 

I4 l:ia3 rs 
IS l:ih3!? fe 
I6 '§'xe4 hS!? 

This is stronger than 16 . . .  l:if5 
1 7  g4 l:ixe5 1 8  't!Vxh7+ �f7 19 de, 
Dzyuban-Karpeshov, Evpatoria 
1982, with advantage to White. 

The text, played in Browne­
Christiansen, USA 1 977 ,  leads to 
an unclear position. 
A2 

I2 i.d3!? t'Llcb4 
13 i.bi 

13 i.e4 comes into consideration, 



as played in Karpov-Hi.ibner, Oslo 
1 984. The game continued I 3  . . .  
tllf6 I 4  i.f4 tllbd5 I 5  tllxd5 ed I6  
i.d3 i.g4 I 7  lldc I lle8  I 8  i.c7 
'i!Vd7 I9 'i!Ve3 where the threat of 20 
tlle5 gave White a solid advantage. 

The text move is based on the 
creation of threats along the b I -h7 
diagonal.  

13 b6 
Here Black tries to create coun­

terplay along the a8-h I diagonal. 
The transfer of the c8 bishop to 

c6 seems artificial, and practice 
has shown that it leads to difficulties 
for Black, for example: 
a) 13 . . .  tllf6 I4 tlle5 i.d7 I5 tlle4 
i.c6 16 tllxf6+ i.xf6 1 7  lla3!? g6 
I 8  i.h6 lle8 1 9  llg3 li:ld5 20 "i!Vh5 
with a dangerous initiative for 
White, Spassky-Pachman, Manila 
I 976. 
b) 13 . . .  i.d7 14 lt:\e5 i.c6 1 5  lla3 
tLlf6 16 i.g5 g6 I 7  a5! and now 1 7  
. .  . tLl bd5 i s  bad because o f  I 8  
tllxc6 b e  1 9  lla4!,  Gligoric-Ivkov, 
Novi Sad 1976. 

126 

B 

14 aS!? (1 26) 
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In this way White secures control 
over the c5 square. 

14 "it'e4 has also been tried:  
a)  The move is sound after 14 . . .  
g6? 15 i.h6! lle8 I 6  tlle5 i.f8 1 7  
i.xf8 llxf8 1 8  li:lxd5! ed (not 1 8  . . .  
"i!Vxd5 because o f  1 9  "i!Ve l with the 
threats of "i!Vxb4 and i.e4) 19 '§'f4 
and White was able to whip up an 
unstoppable attack on the kingside 
with lla3-h3 and h4-h5, Lerner­
Lehmann, K iev 1 978 .  
b)  But after 14 . . .  f5! 1 5 1!'e2 i.d7 
16  tlle5 llc8 Black creates sufficient 
counterplay. 

Another option is 14 lt:\e5 i.b7 
1 5  lla3 llc8 but then the position 
of the rook on a3 is insecure, and 
on I6 lt:\e4 there follows 16 . . .  f5 ! 
and White must sacrifice the knight 
after 1 7  llh3 fe 1 8  'it'xe4 llf5 with 
unclear consequences. On 16 a5, 
intending to secure c5 for the 
knight, Black can play 16 . . .  b5!? 
1 7  lt:\e4 f5 18 lt:\c5 i.xc5 19 de 
nxc5 and it is not clear whether 
White has sufficient compensation 
for the sacrificed pawn, Gligoric­
Portisch, Pula 1 97 1 .  

1 4  ba 
I4 . . .  b5 leads to the weakening 

of the c5 square without any off­
setting benefits. 

15 lt:\e5 
I 5  lt:\e4 is less precise because of 

15 . . . i.d7 ! ,  for example 16 lt:\e5 
i.b5 I7 'irh5 f5 ! 18 lt:\c3 i.f6 1 9  
lt:\xb5 a b  20 lla3 'it'e8 !  and Black 
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seized the initiative in Gligoric­
Portisch, Bugojno 1 978 .  

15 i.b7 
15 . . .  i.d7 would be an error 

here, since 16 lil.a3 threatens 1 7  
lLlxd5 lLJxd5 1 8  i.xh7+! .  

16  lLle4 
The point of this move is to 

exploit the weakness at c5. 
16  lilc8 (127) 

A critical position, since after 
the forced variation 1 7  lil.a3 f5 1 8  
ttJc5 i.xc5 1 9  de nxc5 20 lil.g3 lil.c7 
White must demonstrate that his 
initiative is worth the two pawns, 
Browne-Portisch, Lone Pine 1 978.  
A3 

12  1i'e4 (1 28) 

This is an interesting continu­
ation which is justified if Black 
adopts a standard reaction such as 
1 2  . . .  lLJcb4: 1 3  lLle5 b6 14 lLlc6! 
leads to an advantage for White, 
e.g. 14  .. . lLlxc6 1 5  lLlxd5 i.b7 1 6  
lLlxe7+ !t'xe7 1 7  d 5 !  ltJa5 1 8  i.d3 
g6 19 i.h6 lil.fe8 20 1i'd4, Vukic­
Sibarevic, Banja Luka 1 979. 

12  lLlf6! 
13 1!Vh4 lLld5 
14 �g4 tLlf6 
15 1i'g3 lLlh5 
16 !t'h3 tLlf6 
17  i.g5 lLlb4 

1 7  . . .  e5 fails to 1 8  �4! with 
advantage to White. 

18 1i'g3 lil.e8 
Black has a solid game, for 

example 1 9  lLle5 lLlfd5 20 i.h6 
i.f8, Polugayevsky-Hort, Manila 
1 976. 
B 

129 

w 

1 1  lLlb4 (I 29) 

In this way Black prevents the 
transfer of the bishop on c4 to the 
b l -h7 diagonal, but at the same 
time White has the opportunity to 



develop the other bishop. 
12 i.gS! 

On I 2  lLle5, I 2  . . .  lLlcb4 trans­
poses to the variation with I I  . . .  
lbd5, but in  favourable circum­
stances for Black.  

12 i.d7 
Other continuations are weaker: 

a) 12 ... lLlbdS I 3  lLle5 lLlxc3 I4 be 
lbd5 15 i.xe7 lLlxe7 I6 i.d3! lLld5 
I 7  i.c2 and then White will play 
I 8  c4 and I9 lia3, later swinging 
the rook over to h3 with a danger­
ous initiative. 
b) 12 . . .  '@'aS? I 3  lLle5 lid8 I4 lLle4 
lLlbd5 I5 '@'f3! lif8 I6 .id3 with 
a kingside attack, Donchenko­
Pokhla, Vilyandi I 972. 

13 lLleS 
White can force a slightly ad­

vantageous endgame with I 3  d5 
ed I4 lLlxd5 lLlbxd5 I5 i.xd5 lLlxd5 
I6 lixd5 i.xg5 I 7  lLlxg5 h6 I 8  
'@'d2 hg I 9  lixd7 'it'f6, which was 
seen in a Botvinnik-Petrosian match 
game and repeated in Speelman­
Miles, London I984. 

13  lLlfdS (130) 

IJO . � � � ·· � 
w • • •.tr� ' � '  • •  �- �-7. • •  • • •  • 
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I 3  . . .  i.e8 is passive and can be 
met by 14 a5!?  lic8 I 5  lLla4 i.xa4 
I 6  lixa4 lLlfd5 I 7  i.d2 lLlc6 I 8  
i.d3 with better chances for White, 
Tarjan-Cuellar, Ecuador I 976. 

14 .ixdS 
After I4 i.xe7 li:Jxe7 Black has 

a solid position in the centre. 
14  lLlxdS 
15 lLlxdS ed 

I 5  . . .  i.xg5 is bad because of 
I 6  lLlb6!, when Black loses material. 

16 lLlxd7 lieS 
17 .ixe7 'i!t'xd7 

After I 7  . . .  lixe7 I 8  lLle5 f6 I 9  f4 
Black is left a pawn down in  an 
inferior position. With the text 
he counts on regaining a piece. 

18 lie1 ! (131) 

It becomes apparent that it will 
be very difficult to win back the 
piece, since Black's pieces are in­
active. Thus on I 8  . . .  llc8 White 
plays I9 'i!t'e3 llc7 20 llacl with 
advantage, Vaganian-Inkiov, Bue­
nos Aires 01 I 978, while I 8  . . .  h6 
fails to I 9  'i!t'h5 llxe7 20 llxe7 
'it'xe7 2 I  'it'xd5 ±. 
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1 d4 d5 

2 c4 de 
3 lLlf3 lLlf6 
4 e3 e6 
5 ..ixc4 c5 

6 0-0 a6 
7 a4 lLlc6 
8 �e2 '@c7 (142) 

142 

w 

9 lLlc3 
Here Black must decide how 

best to develop the kingside. 
A 9 . . .  ..id6 
B 9 . . .  ..ie7 

A 
9 ..id6 

This is the active defence, intro-

duced by Bulgarian grandmaster 
Radulov. Black aims to play . . .  e5. 

10 l:ld1 (I 43) 

1 43 

B 

White not only prepares the 
advance in the centre with d5, but 
also prepares to open up the centre 
with de. Other continuations have 
been tried: 
a) 10 b3 0-0 I I  ..ib2 cd! 1 2  ed e5!? 
is considered sufficient for equality, 
for example 13 lDe4 lLlxe4 14  
'@xe4 ed  1 5  l:lad l '@e7 !  1 6  �xe7 
..ixe7 1 7  lLlxd4 ..id7 1 8  ..id5 l:lad8 

=, Gligoric-Radulov, Ljubljana 
1973. 
b) 10  h3 0-0 1 1  d5 ed 1 2  ..ixd5 h6 
13 e4 l:le8 14 ..ie3 lLlb4 15 l:lac l 



,ie6 = Hulak-Radulov, Indonesia 
1982. 
c) 10  de!? .ixc5 1 1  e4 ( 1 1  b3 0-0 
1 2  .ib2 b6 1 3  li:lg5 .ib7 14  lt:lce4 
lt:lxe4 15 lt:lxe4 lt:le5 1 6  lt:lxc5 't!Vxc5 
17 :aac 1 lt:lxc4 18 lhc4 't!Ve7 = 
Planinc-Radulov, Amsterdam 1973) 
1 1  ... lt:lg4!? (intending to blockade 
the e-pawn at e5) 12 g3 ( this is the 
only move in view of the threat of 
. . .  lt:ld4) 12 . . .  lt:lge5 1 3  lt:lxe5 lt:lxe5 
14 .ia2 .id7 1 5  .if4 .ie7!? (in 
Sahovic-Donchev, Vrnjacka Banja 
1984, Black experienced significant 
difficulties after 1 5  . .. .id4? 1 6  
nfd l  .ixc3 1 7  nac 1 ! ) 1 6  nac 1 
.ic6 and now the threat of 1 7  . . .  g5 
guarantees Black sufficient coun­
terplay. 

1 0  0-0 
1 1  h3 

This prepares 1 2  de .ixc5 1 3  e4, 
which is not playable immediately 
because of . . .  lt:lg4. 

1 1  e5 
On 1 1  ... b6 White can play 1 2  

d5! ed 1 3  .ixd5 ! ( 1 3  lt:lxd5 lt:lxd5 
14 .ixd5 .ib7 15 e4 nae8 1 6  .ie3 
.ic8! = is weaker, Holm-Radulov, 
Hamburg 1974) 1 3  . . .  .ib7 14 e4 
nae8 1 5  .ig5 ;!;. Jacoby-Radulov, 
Hamburg 1984, continued 15 . . .  
lt:ld4 1 6  lt:lxd4 lt:lxd5 17  lt:lxd5 
.ixd5 1 8  lt:lf5 nxe4 19 'iVh5 nfe8 
20 lt:lxg7 n8e5 21 f4 nxf4 22 lt:le8 
't!Vc6 23 lt:lxd6, and now Black 
introduced the new move 23 ... h6! !  
- see  the  illustrative game on page 

6 . . .  a6 7 a4 lL\c6 8 't!Ve2 't!Vc7 85 

1 1 6 .  
11 . . . ed 12 ed .if4 is also un­

favourable for Black because of 
1 3  d5! ed 14 lt:lxd5 lt:lxd5 1 5  .ixd5 
.if5 1 6  'ii'c4 ! .ixc 1 17 naxc 1 ± 
Taylor-Formanek, New York 1983. 

12 de (144) 

12 .ixe5 
13 b3 't!Ve7 

The sharp move 1 3  . . .  e4 leads to 
an advantage for White after 14  
lt:ld4 lt:le5  15  lt:ld5 ! .  

14 .ib2 .ie6 
15 lt:ld5! 

This underscores the weakness 
of the light squares in Black's 
camp. 

15 
16 
17  
18 

lt:lxd5 
.ixd5 .ixd5 
nxd5 nad8 
nadl (145) 

Despite the exchange of minor 
pieces at d5, White's initiative has 
become more concrete due to the 
weakness of the light squares. For 
example: 
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145 

B 

a) 18 . . .  .id6 19  'i!¥c4 .ic7 20 e4 h6 
2 1  g3 t Panczyk-Radulov, Polanica 
Zdroj 1982. 
b) 18 .. . e4 19 &i:Je5 llxd5 20 llxd5 
lld8 2 1  &i:Jxc6 be 22 lle5 t Pinter­
Radulov, Herculane 1 982. 
B 

146 

B 

9 .ie7 
10  lldl (146) 

1 0  d5 may be played at once, for 
example 1 0  . . .  ed I I  &i:Jxd5 &i:Jxd5 
12 .ixd5 0-0 1 3  h3 .if6? ! 14 e4 
lle8 15 .ie3 &i:Jb4 16 llac l with a 
better game for White, Browne­
Zaltsman, USA 1 983.  

10 0-0 
1 1  dS 

This advance in  the centre is one 

of Botvinnik's ideas, which he 
used, albeit after a few intermediate 
moves, against Euwe at Groningen 
1 946, which saw 1 1  b3 .id7 1 2  
.ib2 llac8 1 3  d5 ed 1 4  &i:Jxd5 
&i:Jxd5 15 .ixd5 .ig4 and now White 
could have played 1 6  h3 ! .ih5 1 7  
g4 .ig6 1 8  h 4  with advantage. 
Nevertheless, Black can play 12 . . .  
llad8 ! ,  having in mind the vari­
ation 1 3  d5 ed 1 4  &i:Jxd5 &i:Jxd5 1 5  
.ixd5 .ig4! with sufficient coun­
terplay for Black, e.g. 1 6  h3 .ih5 
17 .ic3 &i:Jd4! ,  Gligoric-Gheorghiu, 
Hastings 1 966/67, or 1 6 l':t'c4 .ih5! 
1 7  .ixc6 l':t'xc6 = .  

1 1  ed 
12 &i:JxdS &i:JxdS 
13 .ixdS .ig4 

This is the best continuation. In 
Doroshkevich-Rashkovsky, Tbilisi 
1974, White found a cunning way to 
get the advantage if Black does not 
pin the knight: 1 3  . . .  .if6?! 14 h3 !  
&i:Jb4 15  e4!  &i:Jxd5 16  ed .if5 17  
.ie3 llac8 18  a5 llfe8 19 d6 ±. 

147  

B 

14 h3 .ihS 
IS .ixc6 (147) 



The most effective move. After 
1 5  b3 ..tf6 16 ..tb2 ..txb2 17 \Wxb2 
lt:Jb4 1 8  ..tc4 liad8 19 ..te2 b6 the 
game is level, and a draw was 
agreed in Pn-Tal, Erevan 1982. 
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1 5  'i!Vxc6 
1 6  e4 

The threat of 1 7  lid5 guaranteed 
a small advantage for White i n  
Zilberman-Chekhov, USSR 1 984. 
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1 d4 dS 
2 c4 de 

3 lt:Jf3 lt:Jf6 
4 e3 e6 
5 .ixc4 c5 
6 0-0 a6 
7 a4 lt:Jc6 
8 lt:Jc3 ( 148) 

148 
8 

This is the natural continuation, 
against which there are two replies 
that are usually adopted: 
A 8 . . .  cd 
8 8 . . .  .ie7 

A 
8 cd 

Preventing the set-up 'it'e2 and 
lld l .  

9 ed .ie7 
This is the standard position of 

the Queen's Gambit Accepted, 
save the inclusion of . . .  a6 and a4, 
which work in  Black's favour since 
he has the b4 square available for 
his operations. 

10 .igS 
There is the possibility of 1 0  

.ie3 0-0 1 1  'it'e2, trying t o  transfer 
the rook from f l  to d I ,  as in 
Anikayev-Brazomaretsky, USSR 
198 1 ,  where White obtained a pro­
mising position after 1 1  0 0 0  'it'a5?! 
1 2  lt:Jd2! .id7 1 3  lt:Jb3 'it'c7 14  
llfd l lt:Jb4 1 5  llac 1 !?. But there is 
a more solid alternative in 1 1  0 0 0  
lt:Jd5, for example 1 2  .id3 lt:Jcb4 
13 .ib1 b6 with a solid position 
for B lack. 

10  0-0 
1 1  lle1 (149) 

White's superior development 
allows him to control the initiative, 
especially since he has at his disposal 
the strategic threat of d5. Black 
must play very carefully in  order 
not to fall into a difficult position. 



1 1  li:lb4 
Of the alternatives presented 

below only the last is playable: 
a) 11 ... b6? 12 d5! li:lxd5 1 3  li:lxd5 
ed I4 �xd5 i.xg5 I5 �xg5 i.b7 
16 l:iad I �c7 1 7  i.d3 ± Tarjan­
Buljovcic, Novi Sad 1975. 
b) 1 1  . . . 'tWaS?! I2 d5! ed 13 i.xf6! 
i.xf6 I4 li:lxd5 �d8 I 5  �e2 i.g4 
1 6  l:iad I i.e5 1 7  h3 i.xf3 I 8  �xf3 
± Osnos-Anikayev, USSR 1 983.  
c)  1 1  . . .  i.d7 1 2  �e2 l:ic8 I 3  l:iad I 
li:ld5!? deserves attention, although 
in the game Chekhov-Sveshnikov, 
Lvov I 983,  White succeeded in 
finding a very strong reply to 
Black's plan:  I4 i.xd5 i.xg5 I 5  
i.e4!? i.f6 1 6 d5! e d  1 7 li:lxd5 i.e6 
18 li:lf4 't!i'b6 19 li:lxe6 fe 20 �d3 ! 
- see illustrative game on page I I 8. 
d) 1 1  . . .  li:ldS is considered a solid 
move, for example' l 2  i.xe7 li:lcxe7 
1 3  �b3 li:lf6 I4 l:iad I 't!i'c7 I 5  li:le5 
l:id8 16 �c2 i.d7 I 7  �e2 li:le8 1 8  
b3 with a n  in itiative for White in 
Timoshchenko-Anikayev, USSR 
1 98 1 , but it must be said that 
Black's position is solid. 
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1 2  �b3 li:lc6 
This is Black's idea. He threatens 

I3 . . .  li:la5 and 1 3  . . .  li:lxd4, and 
this forces White to disclose his 
plans. The disadvantage of Black's 
play lies in the possibility of a 
repetition of moves after I 3  �d I .  

1 3  l:iad1 li:laS 
14 �a2 li:lxc4 
15  �xc4 h6 

Black must determine the future 
of the g5 bishop. On I 5  . . .  i.d7 1 6  
li:le5 l:ic8 1 7  �b3 White has strong 
pressure. 

150 

w 

1 6  i.xf6!? i.xf6 ( 150) 

Black has simplified the position 
by exchanging a pair of light pieces, 
but his lagging development 1s 
about to make itself felt. 

17 li:le4 
The bishop is driven back.  After 

1 7  li:le5 i.d7 I 8  li:le4 l:ic8 1 9  't!i'b3 
i.xe5 ! 20 de 'i!Va5!  Black's play is 
fully justified, Gligoric-Buljovcic, 
Novi Sad I 976. 

1 7  Jie7 
18 li:leS Jid6 

Forced, in view of the threat of 
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19 d5! .  
19  llc1 

White's position is more active. 
In the game Antoshin-Mascarinas, 
Frunze 1 979, White kept control 
of the initiative for a long time 
after 19 . . .  llb8?! 20 liJxd6 1!Vxd6 
21 'f!/c7. 19 . . .  i.b8 is more precise, 
maintaining chances of a successful 
defence, although the initiative will 
rest securely in White's hands. 
B 

151 

w 

8 i.e7 (151) 

9 't!t'e2 
It is difficult for White to streng­

then his position. The text con­
tinuation intends lld 1 .  Other tries: 
a) 9 liJe5 cd!? (9 . . .  0-0 10 liJxc6 be 
I I  de i.xc5 12 b3 !) 10 liJxc6 be I I  
ed 0-0 1 2  i.f4 a5 !  = ( I 2  . . .  'tWb6? 1 3  
a5!  1!Vd8 1 4  i.e5 lLld5 I 5  'f!/h5 ± 
Broder-Ni.inhert, East Germany 
1979). 
b) 9 de 't!t'xd l 10 llxd i i.xc5 1 1  
i.d2 b6 I 2  liJg5 liJa5 I 3  i.a2 i.b 7 

= Smejkal-Hi.ibner, Rio IZ 1979. 
9 cd 

10 lld1 e5!? 

10 . . .  0-0 I I  ed - see 8 1!Ve2. 
I I  ed ed 
12  lLlxd4 liJxd4 
13 1!Ve5! 

White achieved nothing in the 
game Seirawan-Gheorghiu, Baden 
Baden 198 I ,  after 13 '§e3?! 0-0 14  
llxd4 "f!ic7 1 5  1!Vf4 't!Vxf4 I 6  i.xf4 
i.c5 and in this equal position the 
players agreed to a draw. 

The text continuation is justified 
after 1 3  .. . 0-0 by I4 llxd4 and 
Black experiences difficulties on 
account of the insecure position of 
his queen in the centre . 

13 1!Vd6 
Best. 
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B 

14 
15 

1!Vxd6 i.xd6 
llxd4 (152) 

The initiative lies with White, 
but the greatly simplified position 
allows Black to retain sufficient 
hopes for full equality; for example, 
1 5  . . .  i.e5 !? I 6  llh4 0-0 17 i.f4 
lle8 I 8  lle l i.xf4 19  llxe8+ liJxe8 
20 llxf4 i.e6 with a solid position 
for Black, Belyavsky-Mikhalchishin, 
USSR Ch I 984. 
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1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 lt:Jf3 lt:Jf6 
4 e3 e6 
5 *xc4 c5 
6 0-0 a6 
7 �e2 (153) 

153 

B 

In this variation White intends 
to transfer h is king's rook to d I 
without blockading Black's queen­
side action with a4. This allows 
Black to carry out the . . .  b4 advance 
immediately. In this chapter and 
the next we examine this plan, 
postponing discussion of 7 . . .  lt:Jc6 
until  Chapter 24. 

7 b5 

This more flexible than the pre­
liminary 7 . .. lt:Jc6, since Black 
retains the option of developing 
the knight at d7. 

8 .ib3 (154) 
The alternative retreat 8 .id3 is 

considered in the next chapter. 
The text brings d5 under control 
and allows White to plan the ad­
vance of his d-pa wn to that square, 
and this presents some problems 
for Black to solve. 

154 

B 

8 .ib7 
This is the most logical move. 

8 . . .  lt:Jc6 will be discussed in 
Chapter 24 under the move order 
7 . . . lt:Jc6. Here there are three 
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plans for White: 
A 9 l2Jc3 
B 9 lidl 
C 9 a4 

A 
9 l2Jc3 lLJbd 7 

This is considered obligatory 
because of 10 lid I with the threat 
of I I  de. In this regard there is an 
interesting continuation 9 . . .  .ie7 
lO lid I 0-0, and if I I  de then I I  . . .  
't!Vc7, for example I 2  e 4  b 4  I 3 l2Ja4 
l2Jxe4 I 4  .ie3 l2Jc6! with unclear 
play in Ree-Littlewood, Hastings 
I 9 8 I -82. I I  e4!? seems to be more 
accurate, and if I I  . . .  b4 then I 2  
d5!? b e  I 3  d e  !i'b6 I 4  e 5  l2Je4 I 5  
ef+ ..t7h8 I 6  e6! with complications 
favourable for White, Georgiev­
Diugy, Bel fort I983 .  

10  lidl (155) 

Here is the point of departure of 
the variation. The threats along the 
d-file force Black to take measures 
involving the regrouping of his 
forces. To this end he can adopt: 

AI 10 . . .  !i'b8 
A2 1 0  . . .  't!Vc7 
A3 1 0  . . . .id6 

On I O  . . .  .ie7 White can choose 
between l l  e4 b4 1 2  e5 be 1 3  ef 
with complications which work 
out in his favour, for example 1 3  
. . .  l2Jxf6 I 4  .ta4+ ..t7f8 I 5  de ±, or 
I3 . . .  .txf6 I4 d5! e5 1 5  be ±, and 
II d5 l2Jxd5 1 2  l2Jxd5 .txd5 1 3  
.ixd5 e d  1 4  lixd5 0-0 I5  e 4  ,!. 

AI  
10  !i'b8 
l l  d5 (156) 

This is the main continuation. 
I I  e4 cd 1 2  lixd4 ( 1 2  l2Jxd4 .id6 
leaves White in a position where if 
he wishes to fight for the advantage 
he must play the unclear sacrifice 
1 3  e5 .txe5, but neither 1 4 l2Jxe6 fe 
I 5  f4 0-0 1 6  fe l2Jxe5 nor 1 4  f4 
.txd4+ 1 5  lixd4 0-0 promise any­
thing definite) 1 2  . . .  .ic5 I 3  lid3 is 
also seen, but after 13 . . .  l2Jg4!? I4 
l2Jd 1 l2Jdf6 I 5  h3 h5! 16 .tg5 
l2Jxe4! Black seizes the initiative, 
Kaunas-Pokhla, Daugavpils I 979. 
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1 1  tt:Jxd5 
Sometimes encountered are: 

a) 1 1  . . . ed 1 2  e4!? (on 1 2  tt:Jxd5 
Black can play 12 .. . c4 ! 13 tt:Jxf6+ 
tt:Jxf6 14  i.c2 i.c5 with sufficient 
counterplay) 12 . . .  de ( 1 2  ... c4 13 e5! 
gives White a strong attack) 1 3  
tt:Jg5 c4 1 4  tt:Jcxe4 tt:Jxe4 1 5  tt:Jxe4 
'iWe5 16 i.c2 t. 
b) 1 1  ... e5 1 2  tt:Jg5 c4 1 3  i.c2 tt:Jc5 
14 a4 h6 15 tt:Jge4 with an initiative 
for White, Garcia Palermo-Najdorf, 
Mar del Plata 1982. 
c) 11 . . .  c4 12 de! fe 13 i.c2 i.d6 1 4  
e4 0-0 1 5  h 3  and the threat of tt:Jg5 
guarantees White an advantage. 

12 tt:Jxd5 i.xd5 
12 ... ed?! allows White to sharpen 

the game with 1 3  e4 ! .  Now after 
the natural 1 3  . . .  d4 1 4  e5! the 
threat of 15 i.f4 and then 16 e6 is 
dangerous for Black. The best 
defence is 14 . . .  i.xf3 1 5  'iWxf3 c4 
16 i.f4 '@'c8. This takes care of the 
immediate problems, but leaves 
Black in a precarious position. 

13  i.xdS ed 
14 1ixd5 (/57) 
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14 e4 d4 1 5  e5 'iWb6 + is obviously 
unacceptable for White. 

This is the key position of the 
variation. The weakness of the 
light squares in the Black camp 
give White an advantage. His ini­
tiative will be fortified after the 
central advance e4 and the develop­
ment of his queen's bishop, which 
will be followed by doubling rooks 
on the d-file. 

14  i.e7 
14 . . .  tt:Jb6 leads to a transposition 

of moves after 1 5  1ih5 i.e7 1 6  e4. 
15 e4 'iWb7 

15 . . . f!ic7 is another possibility. 
Then 16 b3 0-0 1 7  i.b2 1ife8 1 8  
li e  I 1iad8 1 9  tt:Jd4! and the 
initiative remains in White's pos­
session, Timman-van der Wiel, 
Holland 1980. 

15 ... tt:Jb6 1 6  1ih5 0-0 is also 
seen .  Now 1 7  e5! is the strongest 
move ( 1 7  i.e3 is weaker: 17 . . .  'iWc8 
18 1ic 1 g6 19 1ih3 f!ig4! gives 
Black a .strong counterattack} 1 7  
. . .  '@'b7 ( 1 7  . . .  1ie8 i s  met b y  1 8  e6! 
with a very strong attack for White) 
18 e6 g6 19 ef+ 1ixf7 20 1ie5 tt:Jc4 
2 1  1ie6 i.f6 22 i.h6 1ie7 23 1ie1  
with advantage to  White in  the 
game Andersson-Cifuentes, Thes­
saloniki 01 1 984. 

16 i.gS (158) 
White is threatening to launch a 

dangerous kingside attack, based 
on Black's weaknesses at h7 and 
f7. 
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/58 

B 

16 llJb6 
16 . . .  f6 leads to a weakening of 

the light squares after 17 i.f4: 1 7  
. . .  0-0 I 8 llJh4! llJb6 19  Ildd I and 
then llJf5 and 'itg4 with a big 
attack. 

17 Itad1 !  
This i s  an important resource 

for White. Now 17 . . .  llJxd5 18 ed 
f6 19 d6 fg 20 Ile l !  produces a 
passed pawn on e7 worth a rook. 

17 f6 !? 
After 17 ... h6 1 8  i.xe7 llJxd5 19  

i.xc5 llJe7 20  llJe5 ! Black i s  in 
·
deep 

trouble, with 2 1  Ild7 menacing. 
For example, 20 . . .  Ilc8 21 Ild7 Itc7 
22 Ild8+! !  �xd8 23 llJxl7+ ±t. 

18 i.f4 llJxd5 
19 ed 0-0 
20 d6 i.d8 
21 d7 (159) 

White has full compensation 
for the exchange in  the form of the 
weakness of the l ight squares and 
the strong passed pawn at d7.  A 
more precise evaluation of the 
position awaits practical tests. 

/59 

B 

A2 
10  �c7 
1 1  e4 

The continuation I I  d5 llJxd5 
12 llJ xd5 i.xd5 13 i.xd5 ed 14 
Ilxd5 loses its strength, since the 
knight on d7 is already defended 
by the queen. 

1 1  cd 
12 llJxd4 i.c5 (160) 

This is the most active con­
tinuation.  B lack has in  mind the 
creation of counterplay after cast­
ling, . . .  llJe5 and . . .  llJfg4, with 
threats against f2 and h2.  

Other continuations: 



a) 12 . . .  b4?! 1 3  ll:Ja4 e5 (the caP.ture 
of the e-pawn is extraordinarily 
risky: 1 3  . . .  ll:Jxe4 14 .ixe6 fe 1 5  
ll:Jxe6, o r  1 3  . . .  .ixe4 1 4  .ig5 with 
dangerous threats for White) 1 4  
ll:J f3  .ie7 1 5  .ig5 followed by 
l:iac l with strong pressure on the 
c- and d-files. 
b) 12 . . .  ll:Jc5?! needlessly weakens 
the e5 square. 13 e5! ll:Jfd7 14 .if4 
ltJxb3 1 5  ab .ie7 1 6  liac l  'it'b6 1 7  
,ie3 'it'a5 1 8  f4 ± Farago-Dobosz, 
Lodz 1 980. 

13 a3 
This is to inhibit the potential 

advance of Black's b-pawn. 
13 0-0 
14 .ie3 liad8 

14 ll:Jxe4 is a blunder: 1 5  
ll:Jxe4 .ixe4 1 6  ll:Jxe6! with a big 
edge for White. 
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B 

15 f3 (161) 

White, with his strong centre 
and flexible development, has some 
advantage - Kakageldiev-Suetin, 
Tallinn 1980. 
A3 

10  .id6 

162 

B 
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1 1  e4 (162) 

This is the continuation which 
is most dangerous for Black. 1 1  h3 
0-0 12 e4 is insufficient: 1 2  ... cd 1 3  
lixd4 .ic5 1 4  li d l  b4 ! 1 5  e5 .ixf3 
16 gf be 1 7  ef 't!Vc7! and the threat 
of perpetual check after . . .  't!t'g3 
will beat back White's attack, 
Lechtynsky-Dobrovilsky, Trnava 
1982. 

1 1  cd 
1 2  lixd4 

After 1 2  ltJxd4?! 't!t'b8 ! Black 
obtains a favourable version of 
the variation with 10 . . .  't!t'b8. 

1 2  .ic5 
1 3  lid3 ll:Jg4!? 

This is an interesting attempt to 
sharpen the game.  After 1 3  . . .  't!t'c7 
Black loses time i n  comparison 
with the 10 . . .  't!t'c7 variation. The 
game might then run 14 .ig5 0-0 
1 5  liad l b4 1 6  ll:Ja4 i.e7 1 7  't!t'd2! 
with strong pressure for White 
along the d-file, Marcus-Ausmanis, 
corres 1 972. 

14 tbd1 't!t'c7 
15  i.g5 
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Planning to transfer the bishop 
to g3 and the queen's rook to c l .  

163 

w 

I S  h6! (163) 

This chases the bishop off g5, 
which is i mportant because it is 
the only defender of the dark 
squares in the White camp. Now 
on 1 6  i.h4 Black can play 1 6  . . .  
't!t'f4! with threats against the  e­
pawn, and if 1 7  lt:lc3, then 1 7  . . .  
lt:lxh2! with advantage to  Black. 

I6 i.d2 lt:ldf6 
I 7  h3 lt:le5 

Black had sufficient counterplay, 
Vladimirov-Chekhov, Irkutsk 1983. 
B 

164 

B 

9 lidi lt:lbd7 
IO e4!? (164) 

This is the point of 9 lid 1 .  
I O  cd 

10  . . .  lt:lxe4 is answered by 1 1  d5! 
but after 10  . . .  i.xe4 1 1  d5 e5 12 d6 
c4 1 3  lt:lxe5 lt:lxe5 14 lt:lc3 there 
arises an extraordinarily complex 
and sharp position. Khasanov­
Korsunsky, USSR 1984, continued 
14 . . .  i.xd6 1 5  lt:lxe4 lt:lxe4 1 6  
't!t'xe4 0-0 1 7  i.c2 g 6  1 8  a 4  lic8 and 
White had a definite initiative, but 
Black has a solid position. 

I I  e5! lt:ld5 
This is the most solid continu­

ation .  A fter 1 1  . . .  i.xf3 1 2  gf! lt:lh5 
13 f4 g6 14 lixd4 White is better 
because he threatens f5, e.g. 14 . . .  
't!t'b6 15  lid 1 lid8  1 6  lt:lc3 i.e7 
1 7  f5! 0-0 1 8  i.e3 i.c5 19 lid6 ± 
Timman-Seirawan, Indonesia 1983. 

I I  . . .  lt:le4 is unsuccessful because 
of 1 2  i.c2 and the knight on e4 has 
no comfortable retreat, e.g. 1 2  . . .  
d3 13  i.xd3 lt:lec5 14  i.c2 'W/c7 15  
lt:lc3 b4  1 6  lt:le4 i.e  7 1 7  lt:ld6+ 
and White held the advantage in 
Magerramov-Chekhov, USSR 1982. 

165 

w 

12 lixd4 i.e7 (165) 



1 2  . . .  .ic5 is dubious in view of 
1 3  l:Ig4!?, since on 1 3  . . .  g6?! there 
follows 1 4  .ih6! .if8 1 5  .ixf8 
�xf8 1 6  ll:lbd2 'W!c7 1 7  h4! and the 
weakness of the dark squares in 
Black's camp give White good 
chances for an attack on the king­
side, Gorelov-Bareyev, USSR 1'984. 

13 ll:lbd2 '§c7 
14 ll:ln o-o 
15  l:Ig4! 

The threat of .ih6 gives White 
the initiative on the kingside, and 
his chances are better, Vaiser­
Damjanovic, Vrnjacka Banja 1984. 
c 

9 a4 (166) 

Before developing the knight on 
b I White defines the queenside 
pawn structure. 

9 b4 
A forced reaction. After 9 

lLlbd7 l O  ab ab I I  I:Ixa8 '§xa8 1 2  
lLlc3 the weakness of Black's queen­
side makes itself felt, e.g. 1 2  . . .  b4 
13 lLlb5 f!/a5 ( 1 3  . . .  '§b8 14 e4! cd 
15 lt:Jfxd4 ±) 1 4  e4! (the capture 
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on e4 i s  not  possible becaljse of  15  
d5 ! ,  while on 1 4  . . .  cd White has 
the strong reply 1 5  e5 .ixf3 16 gf! 
±) 1 4  . . .  .ie7 1 5  e5 !  ll:le4 1 6  l:Id l 
(on 1 6  .ic2, 1 6  . . .  .ic6 1 7  .ixe4 
'ikxb5 is good) 16 . . .  cd (forced 
because of the threat of 1 7  d5) 1 7  
ll:lfxd4 with a n  obvious advantage 
for White. B lack must reckon with 
the threat of a sacrifice at e6, for 
example in the event of 1 7  . . .  0-0. 
At the same time 1 7  . . .  ll:lec5 , with 
the idea of supporting e6, runs 
into a refutation: 1 8  .ig5 ! .ixg5 
19 ll:ld6+ �8 20 'fJ/h5 with a deci­
sive edge for White, Farago-Dory, 
Hungary 1 972. 

167  

w 

10  ll:lbd2 
1 1  ed 

cd 
ll:lc6 (167) 

Black has excellent development 
and plenty of counterplay against 
the d-pawn. After, say, 12 ll:lc4 
.ie 7 ( 12 . . . lLl xd4 1 3  lLl xd4 '§xd4 
14 .ie3 is dangerous since White 
has a powerful initiative for the 
pawn) 1 3  lld I 0-0 the game is 
complicated and holds chances 
for both sides. 
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1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 lLlf3 lLlf6 
4 e3 e6 
5 .ixc4 c5 
6 0-0 a6 
7 'it'e2 

In this chapter we examine the 
remaining plan for White for 7 't!Ve2 
b5, and also the reply 7 . . .  lLlc6. 
A 7 ... b5 8 .id3 
B 7 . . .  lLlc6 

A 

168 

B 

7 b5 
8 .id3 (168) 

In  this way White prepares e4, 

but here Black can prevent it, and 
so the variation is no longer seen 
in contemporary praxis. 

8 cd 
On 8 . . .  .ib7 the best l ine is 9 a4 

b4 1 0  lLlbd2, for example 1 0  . . .  
lLlbd7 I I  a5  !? 'it'b8 1 2  lLlc4 'it' a 7 1 3  
lie  I .ie7 1 4  .id2  lLle4 15  :S:ad I :!: 
Przewoznik-Novak, Hungary 198 1 ,  
o r  1 0  . . .  cd 1 1  e d  lLlc6 1 2 lLle4! .ie7 
1 3  lid1  0-0, Bohm-Seirawan, A m­
sterdam 1 982, and now 1 4  .ie3 
maintained a small advantage for 
White. 

169 

B 

9 ed .ib7 
10 a4 (169) 

Also possible is 10 lLlc3 i..e7 1 1  



,if4 lt:lbd7 1 2  llfd l  0-0 1 3  llac l 
llc8 14 lt:le5 lt:lb6 with a roughly 
level position in Garcia Padron­
Terechenko, Malta 01 1980. 

10 ba 
10 . . .  b4 leads to an advantage 

for White on the queenside after 
the manoeuvre lt:lbd2-c4, blocking 
. . .  a4. 

1 1  llxa4 
I I  lt:lc3 .ie7 1 2  .ig5 0-0 1 3  

lt:lxa4 lt:lc6 1 4  llfd l  looks natural 
but after 14 . . .  lt:lb4 15 .ib l lt:ld7 
16 .if4 lt:ld5 1 7  .ig3 g6 Black has a 
solid game, Furman-Keres, USSR 
Ch 1947. 

1 1  .ie7 
1 2  lt:lc3 

1 2  lt:lbd2 tries to exploit the 
weaknesses at c5 and a5.  With 1 2  
. . .  0-0 1 3  lt:lb3 .ic6 1 4  lla l \!kb6! 
1 5  lt:la5 .ib5 1 6 lt:lc4 1!t'b7 1 7 lt:lfe5 
lt:lc6 18 .ie3 lt:lb4 Black seized the 
initiative in Barcza-Keres, Budapest 
1 952.  

12  0-0 
13 .igS aS 
14 lld1 (1 70) 
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White has the more active posi­
tion and if Black reacts passively 
he will build up a strong initiative 
in the centre, aiming at d5. For 
example: 1 4  . . .  lt:lc6 15 .ixf6!? 
.ixf6 16 d5!  ed 17 lt:lxd5 g6 (not 1 7  
. .  . 'it'xd5?? because of 1 8  .ixh 7+ 
winning the black queen) 1 8  llf4 
.ig7 19 .ic4 ± Donner-van den 
Berg, Wij k  aan Zee 1 966. 

14 .ic6 
The immediate 1 4  ... lt:lbd7 allows 

1 5  d5!?  ed 1 6  llh4 with a double­
edged game, e .g. 1 6  . . .  lle8 1 7 lt:ld4 
g6 1 8  .ib5 lt:lh5 19 .ixe7 llxe7 20 
'it'g4 with an initiative for White, 
Kiellander-Endzelins, corres 1959-
62. 

15 llaa1 lt:lbd7 
The position holds chances for 

both sides. In Reshevsky-Portisch, 
Santa Monica 1966, the players 
agreed to a draw after 1 6  lt:le5 
lt:lxe5 since a lot of pieces were 
about to come off the board. 
B 

1 71 

w 

7 
8 lld1 

lt:lc6 
bS (1 71) 
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Here White has two plans: 
81 9 i.d3 
82 9 de 

81  
9 i.d3 e4 

9 i.b3 c4 leads to the same 
position. 

10 i.e2 lllb4 
The basic idea behind Black's 

play is revealed in this manoeuvre. 
After the exchange of White's light­
squared bishop Black will play 
against e4 and d5.  

11 llle3 
Or 1 1  a3 lllxc2 1 2  iVxc2 i.b7 1 3  

lllc3 llld5 1 4  llle2 lllf6 1 5  lllc3 
llld5 = Y2-Y2 Bogoljubow-Alekhine, 
match 1 934. 

1 72 

w 

1 1  
12  

lllxe2 
1!t'xe2 i.b7 (1 72) 

This is the critical position for 
the variation . Black threatens to 
play 1 3  . . .  b4 and then take control 
of e4 and d5 .  White must fight for 
the initiative by advancing one of 
his central pawns. 

13  d5 
Praxis has shown that 1 3  e4 b4 

14 e5 be 1 5  ef gf gives Black a 
dangerous kingside attack ,  with 
strong pressure along the a8-h I 
diagonal and the g-file, lor example 
16 �a4+ 'iVd7 17 'iVxc4 llc8 + 
Szabo-Euwe, Groningen 1946. 

13 1We7 
After 13 . . .  ed 14 e4! White opens 

up the game to his advantage: 1 4  
. . .  i.e7 1 5  e5 llld7 1 6 lllxd5 0-0 1 7  
1Wf5 lllc5 1 8  lllxf6+ i.xf6 19 llxd8 
i.xd8 20 lllg5 with better chances 
for White, Euwe-Grtinfeld, Zaand­
voort 1 936. 

14 e4 e5 ! 
15  i.g5 llld7 

Black has succeeded in stabilising 
the position and the chances are 
approximately equal. 
82 

1 73 

B 

9 
10  
1 1  

de 
i.d3 
a4 (1 73) 

1We7 
i.xe5 

Otherwise after I I  . . .  0-0 and 1 2  · 
. . .  i.b7 Black will emerge from the 



opening with a good position and 
plenty of counterplay. 

1 1  b4 
There is a fully playable alter­

native in 1 1  . . .  ba 1 2  :S:xa4 lt:lb4, 
as in Kotov-Koblents, USSR Ch 
1945, which continued 1 3  .ib5+ 
li:ld7 14  lt:lg5 0-0 15 .id2 :S:b8 1 6  
.ixd7 .ixd7 1 7  :S:xb4 .ixb4 1 8  
.ixb4 :S:xb4 1 9  �d3 and White wins 
two pieces for a rook,  although 
the great activity of the rook does 
not allow him to convert his advan­
tage into something tangible. 

12 li:lbd2 0-0 
13  b3 

This intends to develop the c 1  
bishop along the a 1 -h8 diagonal. 
Alekhine, playing against Flohr at 
Bled 1934, preferred here 13 lt:lb3 
.ie7 14  e4 and after the unfortunate 
14 . . .  li:ld7 1 5  .ie3 li:lde5 16 lt:lxe5 
lt:lxe5 1 7  :S:acl  'i!:Yb8 18 .ic5 !  B lack 
conceded the initiative. A more 
accurate defence is 14 .. . lt:lg4, with 
the idea of transferring the knight 
to e5 and simultaneously preventing 
the bishop from reaching e3 .  
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13 .ib7 
13 . . .  lt:le5 achieves nothing after 

14 lt:le4, and if 14 . . .  lt:lxe4 1 5  .ixe4 
and later .ib2 and :S:ac 1 promises 
White a more active game. 

On 14 . . .  li:lxd3? 15 li:lxf6+ gf 16 
�xd3 White gets a strong attack. 
Flohr-Horowitz, USSR-USA radio 
match 1 945, continued 1 6  . . .  e5 1 7  
.ib2 .ie6 1 8  .ixe5 ! fe 19 lt:lg5 with 
a decisive advantage to White. 

1 74 

B 

14 .ib2 'ti'e7 
15 li:lgS! (1 74) 

White's threats are very danger­
ous, e.g. 1 5  . . .  e5 16 li:lde4 lt:lxe4 1 7  
lt:lxe4 lt:la5? 1 8  lt:lxc5 'ti'xc5 1 9  
�5 ±± Kob1ents-Dreiberg, USSR 
194 1 .  
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1 d4 d5 
2 e4 de 
3 lDr:3 lDf6 
4 e3 e6 
5 .txe4 e5 
6 0-0 a6 

In this chapter we examine some 
interesting sidelines. 

7 de (1 75) 

This continuation is based on 
the opening up of the game, which 
allows White to count on being 
able to exploit his lead in develop­
ment. 

(7 .tb3 is a recent try . Vaganian­
Seirawan, Montpellier C 1985, 
continued 7 . . .  lDc6 8 it'e2 .te7 9 

l:id l cd 1 0  ed lDa5 I I  .tc2 b5 1 2  
,tg5 .t b 7 1 3  .txf6 .txf6 1 4  lDc3 
0-0 1 5  i.e4 it'e7 = - Ed. ] 

From diagram 1 75 Black has a 
choice between: 
A 7 . . .  it'xdl 
8 7 . . .  ..txe5 

A 

176 

B 

7 
8 
9 

l:ixdl  
a3  (1 76) 

'it'xdl 
.txe5 

This is the standard continuation 
for this position. Alternatives: 
a)  9 lDbd2 lDbd7 10 b3 b6 I I  .tb2 
.tb7 12 l:iac l We7 = Smyslov­
Petrosian, Biel IZ 1976. More com-



plicated play follows 9 ' · ·  li:lc6 10  
li:lb3 i.b6 1 1  i.d2 i.d7 1 2  lilac l 
r:t;e7 1 3  li:lbd4 llhd8 14  li:lxc6 
.,ixc6 1 5  i.b4+ and White has 
some initiative, Averbakh-Suetin, 
Moscow 1982. 
b) 9 b3 b5 10 i.e2 .ib7 1 1  i.b2 
li:lbd7 1 2  li:lbd2 0-0 13 a4 ba 14 
llxa4 liJ b6 15 llaa 1 a5 16 li:lc4 
li:lxc4 17 i.xc4 i.xf3 1 8  gf i.b4 19  
f4 llfd8 20 �g2 li:le4 \12-\12 Spassky­
Portisch ,  Turin 1982. 

9 bS 
Also possible is 9 . . .  �e7 1 0  b4 

i.d6, for example 1 1  i.b2 b5 1 2  

i.e2 1Llbd7 1 3  1Llbd2 i.b7 1 4 li:lb3 
llac8 15 li:lfd4 Ilc7 and White had 
only a symbolic advantage in the 
game Dorfman-Lerner, Lvov 198 1 .  

10  i.e2 i.b7 
11 b4 i.e7 
12 i.b2 li:lbd7 
13 li:lbd2 llc8 

The game is level, lvkov-Nikolic, 
Yugoslav Ch 1 982. 
B 

7 i.xcS 
This continuation allows White 

a wider range of possibilities, since 
Black will face some difficulties on 
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account of the position of his king 
in the centre . 

8 t!t'xd8+ 
9 a3 

�xd8 
�e7 (1 77) 

This is the most accurate move. 
9 . . .  b5 10 i.e2 i.b7 1 1  b4 i.b6? ! 
( 1 1  . . .  i.e7 is better) 1 2  a4! ba 1 3  
li:lc3 li:lbd7 1 4  li:lxa4 i.c7 1 5  lld 1 
�e7 1 6  i.a3 ± Pomar-Lehmann, 
Palma de Mallorca 1969. 

10 b4 i.d6 
1 1  i.b2 b5 

Or 1 1  . . .  li:lbd7 1 2  li:lbd2 lild8 1 3  
li:ld4 li:lb6 1 4  i.b3 i.d7 = Rytov­
Keres, Tallinn 1 975.  

12 i.e2 
13 li:lbd2 

i.b7 
li:lbd7 

The game is roughly level, Csom­
Portisch, Palma de Mallorca 1 97 1 .  
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1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 lLlf3 lLlf6 
4 e3 e6 
5 i.xc4 c5 
6 0-0 

We conclude our survey of the 
lines following 4 e3 e6 with an 
examination of two rarely adopted 
continuations. 
A 6 ... lLlc6 
B 6 . . .  cd 

A 
6 lLlc6 

intends, as usual, lid l .  7 a3 and 
7 i.d3 are fully playable, of course, 
but then Black will ca)Jture at d4 
and reach variation B.  

7 cd 
8 lidl i.e7 

8 . . . d3 is unsuccessful largely 
because the black queen has no 
good retreat square :  9 i.xd3 1Wc7 
I 0 lLlc3 a6 (here this is simply a 
forced waste of time) I I  e4 i.e7 1 2  
e 5  lLld7 1 3  i.f4 ± Yudovich­
Klidzeis, Ventspils 1976. 

9 ed 0-0 (1 79) 

7 1We2 (1 78) 1 79 

1 78 

B 

w 

There is an interesting option in 
9 . . .  a6 10 lLlc3 (after 10 a4 the play 

A standard continuation. White transposes into the lines with 6 . . .  



a6 7 a4) 1 0  . . .  lt::la5 1 1  .id3 b5 1 2  
_ig5 .ib7 plans to aim for d 5  first, 
and castle later. The main line 
now is 13 .ixf6 .ixf6 14 d5 !?  and 
Rajkovic-Marjanovic, Yugoslav Ch 
1 982, continued 14 . . .  '8'b6!?  1 5  
ltJe4 ( 1 5 .if5 ! looks very strong) 
1 5  . . . .ixd5 1 6  lt::lxf6+ gf 1 7  .ixh 7 
lld8 1 8  .ie4 with advantage to 
White. 

10 lt::lc3 liJaS 
This is the only way to develop 

the queenside. 1 0  . . .  b6 is met by 
1 1  d 5 ! ,  and 10  .. . lt::ld5  fails to 1 1  
.id3 with threats against h7, forcing 
the knight to retreat to f6. 

1 1  .id3 b6 
12 .igS .ib7 (180) 

This is an important point of 
departure for the variation. White 
has the more active play. He has 
chances on the kingside and in the 
centre because of the wayward 
knight at a5 and the weakness of 
the b 1 -h 7 diagonal and the e5 
square . 

13 llacl 
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White's thinking here involves 
the exchange of the light-squared 
bishops after, say, .ia6, exploiting 
the unfortunate position of the 
knight on a5. White has other 
possibilities as well ,  for example 
1 3  .ic2 lt::ld5 14 .id2 llc8 1 5  lt::le5 
lt::lc6 16 'it'e4 lLlf6 17 lLlxc6 .ixc6 
1 8  '8'h4 g6 19 '8'h3 with chances 
for an attack on the kingside, 
�altsman-Bjarnasson, Reykjavik 
1 982. 

13 lLldS 
On 1 3  . . .  llc8 White can play 1 4  

lLle5 lLlc6 1 5  .ib 1 g6 ( 1 5  . . .  lLlxd4 
16 'it'e3 lLld5 1 7  'it'h3 is very dan­

gerous, as White has many threats) 
1 6  h4 ! lle8 1 7  '8'f3 with strong 
pressure for White in Gulko­
Lombardy, Biel IZ 1976. But White 
can also play the very strong 1 5  
.ia6! .  

14  'it'e4! g6 
Not 14 . . .  lt::lf6 1 5 1!¥114 h6 because 

of 1 6  .ixh6! with a strong attack 
for White. 

15 'it'h4 f6 
Another possibility is 1 5  . . .  h5 ,  

but it seriously weakens the position 
of the black king. 

16 .ih6 lLlxc3 
An important exchange which 

prevents lt::le4, which would have 
limited the scope of the bishop on 
e7. 

17 be! (181) 
The continuation 1 7  llxc3, in­

tending to double on the c-file, is 
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inferior: 1 7  . . .  .i.xf3 1 8  gf f5 19  
't!t'g3 ( 19 'it'f4 g5 ! , but not l 9  . . .  llf7 
20 lldc I ±,  Belyavsky-Gulko, 
USSR Ch 1978) 19 . . .  llf7, when 
the weakness of the d-pawn will tell. 

1 7  .i.xf3 
18 gf f5 
19 't!t'g3 

White's position is preferable 
due to the light-square weaknesses 
along the periphery and at e6. 
Vukic-Marjanovic, Nis 1 979, con­
tinued 19 . . .  .i.d6 20 f4 llf7 2 1 ll e l  
't!t'd7 2 2  lle3 ±. 
B 

182 

w 

6 
7 ed 
8 lLlc3 

cd 
lLlc6 
.i.e7 (182) 

The variation examined in this 
section prevents White from achiev­
ing the formation with 'i!fe2 and 
lld l ,  but White has no problems 
developing his queen's bishop. The 
clarification of the position early 
in the operring allows White to 
develop an initiative. 

9 a3 
This is the plan which was intro­

duced into serious competition by 
Larsen. It involves the transfer of 
the light-squared bishop to c2 and 
the development of the queen at 
d3, aiming at  the weak point of the 
castled position of the black king. 

9 0-0 
10  lle1 

10 .i.d3 and 10 't!i'd3 a re also 
playable here, but the text must be 
played sooner or later. 

10  a6 
Black prepares an extended fian­

chetoo. After 10 . . .  b6 and I I  . . . 
.i.b7 he will later have to play . . .  a6 
and .. . b5 anyway if he wants to 
have some space for his pieces on 
the queenside and/or develop his 
queen along the d8-a5 diagonal: 
10 . . .  b6 I I  'it'd3 ( I I .i.d3 is also 
playable) I I  ... .i.b7 1 2 .i.g5 (White's 
idea is to thoroughly prepare d5) 
12 . . .  lLld5 (on 12 . . .  lLla5 there 
follows 1 3  .i.a2 llc8 14 llad I and 
later .i.b l with threats of d5 and 
play along the long diagonal) 1 3  
.i.xd5!  .i.xg5 (if 1 3  . . .  ed then 1 4  
.i.xe7 lLlxe7 1 5  lLlg5 or 1 5  lle5 



with a kingside attack) 14 .ie4 h6 
15 liad l lie8 16 d5! ed 17  li:)xd5 
with an advantage to  White in 
Andersson-Morovic, Lucerne 01 
!982. 

11 .id3 (183) 
An interesting alternative is 1 1  

1!fd3 b5 1 2  .ia2 .ib7 1 3  .ig5 lic8 
14 liad l preparing the thrust d5 .  
After 14 . . .  li:)a5 15  li:)e5 .id5 
Black has stabilised the position. 
Play may continue 16 .ixf6 .ixf6 
1 7  .ixd5 ed 1 8  li:)g4 lic6 1 9  'iWf3 
with some advantage for White, 
Larsen-Panno, Mar del Plata 1982. 

1 1  .ia2 is also playable, intending 
I I  . . . b5 1 2  d5 ed 1 3  li:)xd5 li:)xd5 
14  'iWxd5 .ib7 ( 14  .. . 'iWxd5 1eads to 
the loss of a piece after 15 .ixd5) 
15 it'h5 with a slight initiative to 
White, F. Portisch-Flesch, Hungary 
1976, or 1 1  . . .  li:)d5 1 2  li:)e4! b6 1 3  
't!Vd3 lia7?! 1 4  .ib l g6 1 5  .ia2 
lid7 16 .ih6 lie8 17 liad l .ib7 1 8  

h 4  with advantage to White in 
Farago-Flesch, Budapest 1976. 

1 1  bS 
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12 .ic2 .ib7 
13 'iWd3 (184) 

This is a widely known position, 
especially since a lot of leading 
players have succumbed to White's 
attack.  It can arise from a number 
of Queen's Gambits, a Nimzo­
lndian, and others. The key to 
White's attacking possibilities lies 
in the fact that the harmless-looking 
1 3  . .. lic8 unexpectedly runs into 
14 d5! ed 1 5  .ig5 with unstoppable 
threats of 16 .ixf6 and 17 'ifxh7 
mate. So on 1 5  . . .  g6 the winning 
line is 1 6  lixe7 ! 't!Vxe7 1 7  li:)xd5 
and on 1 5  . . .  li:)e4 then 16 li:)xe4 de 
17 'ifxe4 g6 1 8  liad 1 !  'iWc7 19 'ifh4, 
Lukacs-Flesch ,  Szolnok 1975.  

13 g6 
14 .ih6 lieS 
15 liad 1 lieS 
16  .ib1 

Forced,  because of the threat of 
. . .  b4. 

16  b4 
More solid is 16 . . .  li:)a5 17 li:)e5 

.id5, although then White creates 
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strong threats to f7 with 1 8  'ife3 
ll:lc4 1 9  'iff4, or 1 8  'i!fg3 ll:lh5 19  
'§'h3,  which threatens both f7 and 
d6. 

17 ll:la4 
17 ll:le4 ll:lxe4 1 8  llxe4 achieves 

nothing - a draw was agreed in 
Smyslov-Fiesch, Szolnok 1 975 .  

17  ba 
18 ba ll:la5 
19 ll:le5 (1 85) 

Despite the weakness of the 
queenside, White's position appears 
more promising due to the chronic 
weakness at f7. Van der Wiel-

Kuligowski,  Wijk aan Zee 1 983,  
continued 1 9  . . .  .id5 20 ll:lc5 lLlc6 
and now White unleashed 2 1  ll:lxf7! 
<i;xf7 22 ll:lxe6! and obta ined a 
very dangerous attack .  



PART SIX 

1 d4 d5 
2 c4 de 
3 l2Jf3 lt:Jf6 
4 e3 g6 

186 

w 



26 3 ltJf3 ltJf6 4 e3 g6 

1 d4 
2 c4 
3 lt:\f3 
4 e3 

d5 
de 
lt:\f6 
g6 (187) 

This variation was introduced 
by Vasily Smyslov in the early 
1950s. Black's strategy is similar 
to that of the Gri.infeld Defence in 
allowing White a large pawn centre 
which may become a target. 

5 i.xc4 
An automatic reaction, but 5 

�a4+ lL'l bd7 6 i.xc4 i.h6 (6 . . .  
i.g7? 7 i.xf7+! )  7 g4! ?  lt:\xg4 8 
lig l lt:\f6 9 lt:\c3 led to lively com­
plications in Marjanovic-Stoica, 
Bucharest 1978 { l -0, 32). 

5 i.g7 (187) 

6 0-0 

Alternatives lead nowhere : 
a) 6 lt:\e5 0-0 7 �b3 e6 8 0-0 lLlfd7 
(8 . . .  c5 !?  is also good) 9 f4 c5 10 
lld I cd I I  ed lt:\c6!  1 2  i.e3 lt:\a5 + 
Padevsky-Mechkarov, Bulgarian 
Ch 1954. 
b)  6 lt:\c3 0-0 7 h3 (7 0-0 transposes 
to the column) and now: 
b I )  7 . . .  a6 8 a4 c5 9 d5 lt:\e8 I 0 e4 
lt:\d6 1 1  i.b3 c4 1 2  i.c2 lt:\d7 1 3  
0-0 b6, Shamkovich-Smyslov, USSR 
Ch 1 960. 
b2) 7 . . .  i.f5 8 �e2 lt:\e4 9 0-0 lt:Jd7 
10  lldl tLldf6 I I  i.d2 c6 12  i.e l 
tLlxc3 1 3  i.xc3 llc8 1 4  llac I tLle4, 
Bielicki-Smyslov, Mar del Plata 
1962, with reasonable play for 
Black in both cases. 

6 0-0 (188) 



6 . . .  c5 7 d5 0-0 8 li:lc3 tZle8 9 
'it'e2 lLld6 1 0  i.d3 e5 1 1  e4 is 
in White's favour, according to 
Mechkarov. 

White has three main possibili­
ties: 
A 7 b3 
B 7 t!Ve2 
C 7 lLlc3 

Others: 
a) 7 b4 c6 8 't!Ve2 lLlbd7 9 lLlc3 lLlb6 
10 i.b3 lLlbd5 = Fuderer-Sandor, 
Yugoslavia-Hungary 1957. 
b) 7 h3 c5 8 lLlc3 cd 9 lLlxd4 and 
now not 9 . . .  lLlc6? 10  lLlxc6 be 1 1  
e4 ± Gheorghiu-Ghitescu, Bucha­
rest 1966, but 9 . . .  i.d7 1 0  e4 li:lc6 
1 1  i.e3 lLlxd4 12 i.xd4 i.c6 = .  

A 
7 b3 c6 
8 i.b2 i.g4 
9 lLlbd2 lLlbd7 

10 h3  i.f5 
Not 1 0  . . .  i.xf3?! 1 1  lLlxf3 lLlb6 

12  i.e2 lLlfd7 13 a4 ± Matanovic. 
1 1  llel 

1 1  lLlh4!? Matanovic. 
1 1  lLlb6 

Karpov-Korchnoi, Candidates 
(24) 1974, continued 1 2  i.fl li:le4 
13 lLlxe4 i.xe4 14 li:ld2 i.f5 1 5  
lie I lieS 1 6  't!Ve2 lic7 1 7  a 4  i.c8 
18 i.a3 !. The line with 7 b3 clearly 

deserves further practical tests.  
B 

7 t!Ve2 lLlfd7 
8 lid1 lLlb6 

3 lLl/3 lLlf6 4 e3 g6 111  

9 i.b3 i.g4 
9 . . .  li:lc6 10 h3 a5 1 1  a4 lLlb4 1 2  

lLlc3 e 6  1 3  e 4  c 6  14  i.e3 lLld7 1 5  
liacl ± Foguelman-Rossetto, Bel­
grade 1 962. 

10 h3 i.xf3 
1 1  t!Vxf3 lLlc6 

1 1  . . . c6 1 2  li:lbd2 e6 1 3  lLle4 
lLl8d7 14 i.d2 lLld5 1 5  Ilac l ,  
Stahlberg-Bronstein, Moscow 01 
1956, when Black is solid but 
cramped. 

12 li:lc3 e5 
12  . . . e6 1 3  li:la4 't!Vc8 14  i.d2 

lib8 1 5  liac l ± Udovcic-Milic, 
Yugoslav Ch 1 952. 

13  dS lLlaS 
14 i.c2 lLlac4 
15  e4 

White has a space advantage, 
Mohring-Hauregi, Moscow 01 1956. 
c 

7 li:lc3 li:lfd7 ( 1 89) 
Initiating minor-piece play typi­

cal of the Grtinfeld. Alternatives 
do not have a good reputation: 
a) 7 .. . li:lbd7 8 e4 lLlb6 9 i.e2 c6 10 
i.f4 i.g4 1 1  h3 .ixf3 12 i.xf3 '§'d7 
1 3  a4 ± Mititelu-Zita, Sofia 1 957. 
b) 7 .. . c6 8 h3! .if5 9 li:lg5! b5  10 
i.b3 h6 1 1  e4 i.c8 1 2 lLlf3 ± Suba­
Negulescu, Romanian Ch 1 98 1 . 
c) 7 . . .  c5 and now: 
c l )  8 de t!Vxd 1 9 llxd l lLlbd7 JO di! 
be 1 1  i.d2 lLlb6 1 2  i.e2 ± -
Mechkarov. 
c2) 8 d5 i.g4 9 e4 lLlbd7 10 .ie2 
i.xf3 1 1  i.xf3 a6 1 2  lie l t!Vc7 1 3  
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i.g5 ± Taimanov-Portisch, Lenin­
grad v Budapest I 959. 
d) 7 . . .  li:Jc6 8 d5  (more promising 
than 8 h3 a6 9 e4 b5 IO  i.b3 li:Jd7 
I I  i.g5 li:Ja5, Milev-Smyslov, Mos­
C!JW I 959, or 8 e4 i.g4 9 d5 li:Ja5 I O  
i.e2 c 6  I I  h3 .bf3 I 2  i.xf3 c d  I 3  
ed l:i'.c8 = Fuchs-Smyslov, Leipzig 
01 I960) 8 . . .  li:Ja5 9 i.e2 c6 IO de 
li:Jxc6 and now White should play 
I I  'W'a4 fol lowed by l:i'. d i  and e4. 

White now has: 
C1 8 e4 
C2 8 'W'e2 
C3 8 h3 

Others: 
a) 8 lLle4 li:Jb6 9 i.b3 a5 I 0 a4 li:Jc6 
I I  li:Jc5 li:Jd5 I 2  e4 lbdb4 I 3  d5,  
Portisch-Plater, Balatonfiired I958. 
b) 8 a4 a5 9 e4 lbb6 I 0 i.b3 i.g4 I I  
i.e3 lLlc6 I 2  li:Jb5 li:Jb4 I 3  h3 i.xf3 
I4 'W'xf3, Korchnoi-Bronstein, 
USSR I 962. White's position is 
preferable in both cases. 

C1 
8 e4 li:Jb6 

9 i.e2 
9 i.b3 i.g4 IO d5 c6 I I  h3 .txf3 

I 2  'W'xf3 cd 1 3  li:Jxd5 li:Jc6 = -
Stenberg-Plater, Moscow 01 1 956. 

9 i.g4 
10 i.e3 

10 d5 c6 ( 10 . . .  li:J8d7 I I  a4 a5 1 2  
i.g5 h6 1 3  i.h4 i.xf3 1 4  i.xf3 
li:Jc4 1 5  i.e2 li:Jd6 16  'W'c2 :t Velikov­
Barua, Frunze 1 983) 1 1  h3 i.xf3 
1 2  i.xf3 cd 1 3  ed li:J8d7 14 g3 li:Je5 

= Unzicker-Gheorghiu, Hamburg 
1965. 

10 
1 1  d5 

li:Jc6 

1 1  e5 li:Jd5 1 2  'W'b3 lbxe3 1 3  fe 
i.h6 14  li:Je4 i.e6 1 5  'W'c3 i.d5, 
Nogueiras-Garkov, Varna 1 982 
( 1 -0, 60). 

1 1  i.xf3 
1 1  . . .  li:Je5?? I 2 li:Jxe5 ! i.xe2 1 3  

li:Jxf7! ±± Tai manov. 
12 i.xf3 

1 2  gf lLle5 1 3  i.d4 g5!  =F K1aman-
Taimanov, USSR 1 952. 

12 lbe5 
13  i.e2 li:Jec4 
14 i.f4 

1 4  i.c 1 c6 = Evans-Smyslov, 
Helsinki 01 1 952. 

14 c6 
14 . . .  li:Jxb2? 15 'W'b3 !  i.xc3 1 6  

'W'xc3 li:J2a4 1 7  'W'a5 ±± Taimanov. 
15 de 

15  i.xc4 li:Jxc4 1 6  'W'e2 cd 17  
li:Jxd5 li:Jxb2 18  i.g5 f6 19  i.f4 f5 = 
Uhlmann-Gheorghiu, Havana 01 
I 966. 



/90 

w 

15  
16 't!t'c2 

be 
liJxb2 (1 90) 

Now: 
a) 17 '§'xb2 liJa4 1 8 liJxa4 i.xb2 19 
liJxb2 't!fd4 20 liJc4 't!fxe4 2 1  i.e3 
leads to an unclear position. 
b )  Practice has seen 17 i.a6 't!t'd7? 
18 a4 liJ6c4 19  lla2 and wins, 
Portisch-Gheorghiu, Havana 01 
1966. An improvement on this is 
17  . . .  liJ6c4! 1 8  liJe2 liJe5! 19  llab 1 ,  
Portisch-Tatai, Palma d e  Mallorca 
1967, and now Black should have 
played 19 . . .  't!t'b6 !  20 i.xe5 i.xe5 
21 i.c4 a5  with a large advantage. 
C2 

Or: 

8 1i'e2 liJb6 
9 i.b3 aS 

a) 9 . . .  i.g4 10 h3 i.xf3 1 1  't!t'xf3 
liJc6 1 2  lld I 1i'c8 1 3  liJe4 liJa5 1 4  
i.c2 liJac4 1 5  liJc5 ± Golombek­
Gligoric, Moscow 01 1956. 
b) 9 . . .  liJc6 10  lld l i.d7 ( 1 0  . . .  
i.g4 1 1  h3  i.xf3 1 2  1!¥xf3 e6 13  
liJa4 ! Taimanov-Ravisekhar, New 
Delhi 1982) 1 1  liJe4 a5 1 2  a4 i.f5 

3 liJf3 ljjf6 4 e 3 g6 1 13 

1 3  liJc5 t Goldenberg-Filip, Mar 
del Plata 196 1 .  

10  lld1 
Pachman suggests 10  a3!?, while 

I 0 a4 liJc6 I I  lld 1 i.g4 1 2  h3 i.xf3 
1 3  'i!t'xf3 e6 1 4  i.d2, Geller-Plater, 
Szczawno Zdroj 1957, is also pro­
mising for White. 

10  a4 
10 . . .  liJc6 1 1  a3 a4 12 i.a2 i.d7 

1 3  h3 'ic8 14 e4 e5 15 de liJxe5 1 6  
i.f4 ± Sokolov-Maric, Belgrade 
1962. 

11 i.c2 liJc6 
12 liJeS (191) 

1 2  a3 i.d7 1 3  d5 liJa5 1 4  e4 
- Golombek-Smyslov, Budapest 
1952 - gives White some advantage, 
whereas 1 2  liJe4 i.g4 1 3  lbc5 e5 1 4  
liJxb7 't!t'f6, Polgar-Gheorghiu, 
Orebro 1966, gives Black some 
compensation for the pawn. 

12  liJxeS 
13 de 't!t'e8 
14 f4 i.e6 
15 e4 

We are following the game Bolig-
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Gheorghiu, Vrnjacka Banja 1 963. 
White is a little better, but Black is 
not without counterplay. 
C3 

8 h3 l!Jb6 
9 J.e2 

The alternative is 9 .ib3 li:Jc6 1 0  
a 3  ( 10 ll e l  e 5  I I  d 5  li:Ja5 1 2  e 4  c6 
13 .ig5 't!t'd6 1 4 dc 't!t'xd l 15 llaxd l 
be Y:!-Y:! Schmidt-Radulov, Indo­
nesia 1 983) 10 . . .  e5 I I  d5 li:Ja5 1 2  
.ta2 ( 1 2  .ic2 c 6  1 3  e4 cd 1 4  ed 
li:Jac4 1 5  a4 li:Jd6 16 lla2 .if5 = 
Farago-Radulov, Albena 1 983) and 
now 12 ... l!Jac4 gives equal chances. 
Instead, Tal-Kir.Georgiev, Lvov 
1984, went 1 2  . . .  c6? 1 3  e4 cd 14  
li:Jxd5 li:Jxd5 1 5  .txd5!  ± and 
Black had to struggle to draw in 66 
moves. 

9 li:Jc6 (192) 
Or 9 . . .  a5  10  e4 a4 I I  J.e3 li:Jc6?! 

12 llc l .id7 1 3  d5 li:Ja5 14 .id4 ± 
Gligoric-Westerinen, Havana 1967. 
Better was I I  . . .  c6 followed by 1 2  
. . .  J.e6, but one must still prefer 
White's chances. 

192 

w 

After 9 . . .  li:Jc6 practice has seen: 
a) 10 .ib5 e6 I I  .txc6 be 12 b3 
lle8 13 .ib2 li:Jd7 14 't!t'c2 c5 1 5  
d5 ;!:: Zilberman-Barua, Frunze 
I 983.  
b) 10  b3 a5 I I  .ta3 lle8 I2 llc l 
li:Jb4 1 3  .ib2 li:J6d5 1 4  't!t'd2 b6 I 5  
li:Jxd5 li:Jxd5 16  e4 li:Jf6 I 7  't!t'c2 
.ib7 I 8  d5 ;!:: Lukacs-Velikov, 
Vrnjacka Banja I985.  

Both these games were won by 
White. 

On this evidence 8 h3 seems a 
good choice for retaining a small 
advantage. White deprives Black 
of potential counterplay before 
expanding in the centre. 



Illustrative Games 

Vaganian-Hiibner 
Tilburg 1983 

1 d4 d5 2 c4 de 3 lt:lc3 e5 4 e3 ed 5 ed 
lt:lf6 6 �xc4 �e7 7 lt:lf3 0-0 8 0-0 
lt:lbd7 (8 . . .  .ig4 gets Black into 
trouble after 9 h3: 9 . . . �xf3 1 0  
'ffxf3 lt:lc6 I I  .ie3 lt:lxd4 1 2  'i!t'xb7 
and 9 . . . �h5 10 g4 .ig6 I I  lt:le5 
both lead to favourable positions 
for White) 9 lie1 lt:lb6 10 .ib3 c6 
1 1  �g5 �g4 1 2  'ffd3 �xf3?! (This 
is the source of Black's future 
troubles. Better is 1 2  . . .  �h5 in­
tending 1 3  . . .  .ig6) 13 'ffxf3 lt:lfd5 
14 �xe7 (A tempting alternative is 
14 li xe7 lt:lxe7 1 5  li e l  lt:lbc8 1 6  
'ffe2 lie8 1 7  �xf7+ �xf7 1 8  'it'e6+ 
..t>f8 1 9  lie3 , but it doesn't work 
because of 1 9  . . .  lt:ld6! 20 lif3+ 
lt:ldf5 21 lixf5+ lt:lxf5 22 'it'xf5+ 
'it'f6! ! and White loses) 14 . . .  lt:lxe7 
15 lieS! (A strong manoeuvre 
which keeps the black pieces out 
of d5 and thus assures the bishop 
on b3 of free rein along the a2-g8 
diagonal) 15 ... lt:lg6 1 6  lie4! lt:ld7 
17 lid1 'it'a5 (On 17 . . .  lt:lf6 White 

could play 1 8  lie5! transferring 
the rook to f5 , where it will have 
maximum effect, putting pressure 
on both f7 and d5) 18 lie3 (White 
was compelled to take measures 
against . . .  lt:lf6) 18 ... liad8?! ( 1 8  . . .  
lt:lf6 was necessary) 19  l0e4! 't!t'c7 
20 h4! (193) 

193 

B 

20 . . .  h6 (The pawn is taboo: 20 . . .  
lt:lxh4 2 1  't!t'h5 lt:lg6 2 2  li h 3  gives 
White an unstoppable attack) 21 
'it'g4 ..t>h8 22 h5 lt:lf4 (The X-ray 
power of the bishop on b3 is 
displayed in the variation 22 . . .  
'i!t'f4 23 '@'xf4 lt:lxf4 24  l0d6 ! and 
Black loses material) 23 lig3 g5 
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24 hg fg 25 lie1 (Threatening 26 
lLlg5 ! hg 27 lih3+ lLlxh3+ 28 
't!t'xh3+ <$;g7 29 lie7+! and mate) 
25 ... :!IdeS 26 lige3 lLlb6 27 lLlc5 
'ifcS (This loses immediately. But 
even after 27 . . .  lixe3 28 fe! Black 
has no defence) 2S 'ifxf4! 1-0 

Belyavsky-Hiibner 
Tilburg 19S4 

1 d4 d5 2 c4 de 3 e4 e5 4 lLlf3 ed 5 
.ixc4 .ib4+ 6 lLlbd2 lLlc6 7 0-0 
.ixd2 S 'ifxd2 ( White intends b3, 
.ib2, liad 1 and recapturing the 
d4 pawn followed by active play in 
the centre) S ... .ie6 9 .ixe6?! (More 
precise is 9 .ib5 .id7 10 b3, follow­
ing the plan outlined above) 9 .. . fe 
10 b4 a6 1 1  a4 tLlf6 12 .ia3?! (The 
point of this move is to threaten 
1 3  b5, discouraging Black from 
castling kingside. But White under­
estimates the defensive resources 
available to Black, which are ap­
propriately exploited in the game) 
12 ... lLlxe4 13 't!t'd3 't!t'd5 14 b5 ab 
15 ab lLldS! (168) 

(The point of this move is to fortify 
e6) 16 life1 lLld6 17  liac1 '8'xb5 1S 
'ifxd4 lixa3 19 't!t'xg7 lixf3! (A  
very strong continuation which 
reacts to the threats of lieS and 
lixc7) 20 't!t'xhS+ liOJ 21 'ifxh7 
lif7 (Black has a significant advan­
tage, with a strong defensive posi­
tion in the centre and active passed 
pawns on the queenside) 22 'ii'c2 
't!t'f5 23 't!t'a2 (White's endgame 
chances are practically nil. His only 
hope is to throw all of h is forces at 
the black king) 23 . . .  <$;d7 24 lic3 
lig7?! {There is no point in placing 
this rook in an indefensible position. 
Simpler was 24 . . .  lLlc6) 25 'ii'b2! 
lig4?! 26 h3 JigS 27 lid1 'ii'e4 2S 
g3 't!t'a4?! 29 lid4! (Black's inaccu­
rate play has led to a state of affairs 
where White has been able to cen­
tralise his pieces and create coun­
terplay) 29 ... 't!t'xd4 (The retreat of 
the queen with 29 . . .  'ii'a7 would 
have allowed White to force a 
draw with 30 lia3 't!t'c5 3 1  lic3! 
't!t'b6 32  lib3 etc) 30 lixc7+ <$Jxc7 
31 'ifxd4 b5 32 h4 lLlc6 33 'iff6 b4 
34 h5 b3 35 h6 (White's passed h­
pawn has brought full equality, 
despite Black's material advantage, 
e.g. 35 . . .  e5 36 h7 lib8 37 h8'8' 
lixh8 38 'ifxh8 b2 39 'i!i'h7+ �b6 
40 't!t'c2 lLlc4 4 1  f4! clearing Black's 
remaining pawn and achieving a 
draw) 35 . . .  JibS 36 'ii'g7+ �b6 37 
'ii'c3 �c7 3S 'ii'g7+ <$;b6 39 '8'c3 
Yl-Yl 



Jacoby-Radulov 
Hamburg 1984 

1 d4 dS 2 c4 de 3 ll:Jf3 ll:Jf6 4 e3 cS 
5 .bc4 e6 6 0-0 �c6 7 't!Ve2 a6 8 a4 
'!!i'c7 9 ll:Jc3 i.d6 10 lid1 0-0 1 1  h3 
b6 12 dS ed 13 i.xdS i.b7 14 e4 
liae8 15 i.gS (White doubtless 
directs the initiative, which is based 
on his control of d5.  However, by 
exploiting a combinational idea 
founded, in part, on the pin of the 
white queen along the e-file, the 
game is brought to an unbalanced 
state. As a rna tter of fact, Radulov 
had the position after the 23rd 
move against Portisch back at the 
Nice Olympiad in 1974, but here 
he manages to improve Black's 
play) 15  . . .  ll:Jd4!? 16  lLlxd4 ll:JxdS 
17 ll:JxdS i.xdS 18 ll:JfS lixe4 19 
'i!t'hS life8 20 ll:Jxg7?! (The bishop 
on d5 cannot be touched because 
of the check at e l ,  but 20 0 !? comes 
into consideration, and if 20 . . .  
li4e5 then 2 1  '!!i'g4 with a n  initiative 
for the sacrificed pawn) 20 . . .  
li8e5! (195) 

195 

w 

Illustrative Games 1 1 7  

21 f4 lixf4 22  lLle8 '!!i'c6 23  ll:Jxd6 
(White's threats appear dangerous. 
In the Nice game mentioned above 
Radulov played 23 . .. f6?! and 
found himself facing insurmount­
able threats after 24 lie I ! ) 23 ... h6! 
(Now on 24 lie ! Black can simply 
play 24 . . .  lixg5) 24 't!Vxh6 lie2! (In 
this move one finds the heart of 
Black's counterplay, the threat of 
. . .  lixg2+ with a mating attack. 
For example, 25 i.xf4 lixg2+ 26 
�fl i.c4+ 27 ll:Jxc4 't!Vf3+ etc) 25 
ll:Je4 lifxe4 26 �h1 (The exchange 
of queens would not make White's 
position any easier: 26 't!Vxc6 i.xc6 
27 lid6 lie6 H) 26 ... lih4 27 
'irxh4 lixg2! 28 lia3 lixgS+ 0-1 

H.Oiafsson-Hort 
Thessaloniki Olympiad 1984 

1 ll:Jf3 dS 2 d4 ll:Jf6 3 c4 de 4 ll:Jc3 a6 
5 e4 bS 6 eS ll:JdS 7 a4 ll:Jxc3 8 be 
'i!t'dS 9 g3 ..ib7 10 ..ig2 'i!t'd7 1 1  
i.a3 (This is one of the most 
promising lines in this variation. 
White hinders Black's kingside 
development by discouraging . . .  
e6, which in present circumstances 
would lead to an unfavourable 
exchange of dark-squared bishops) 
1 1  ... .idS 12 0-0 ll:Jc6 13 lie1 
(White prepares the central thrust 
e6, disrupting the light squares 
in the Black camp) 13 . . .  g6 ( 1 3  . . .  
lib8 1 4  e6!? fe 1 5  lLlg5 ..ixg2 1 6  
�xg2 '!!i'd5+ 1 7  'tWO ! with a sharp 
game) 14 ..icS! (This gains time by 
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threatening 1 5  ab) 1 4  . . .  lld8 (On 
14  . . .  llb8 White could play 15 ab 
ab 16 lDg5! .i.xg2 1 7  ..txg2 .i.h6 1 8  
e6! with a strong initiative) 1 5  ab 
ab 16 lDg5!? .i.xg2 17 e6! (1 96) 

196 

B 

(Here 1 7  ..txg2?! would be unsuc­
cessful because in the variation 1 7  
. . .  .i.h6! 1 8  e6 "ti'd5+ 1 9  "ti'f3 the 
black queen is defended by the 
rook and Black simply wins a piece 
with 19 . . .  �xg5) 17 ... fe 18 ..txg2 
�d5+ 19 �f3 "ti'xf3+ 20 ..txf3 lld5 
21 lDxe6 (White has emerged from 
the opening with a serious advan­
tage in view of the more active 
position of his rooks and the strong 
posting of the white knight at e6) 
21 ... 'it>d7 22 lle2 �h6 23 llael 
lla8 24 g4 �g5?! (Black passes up 
his last chance to achieve an active 
game with 24 . . .  b4!?, which would 
have provided good equalising 
chances, e.g. 25 cb c3 ! 26 g5! �xg5 
27 lDxg5 llxg5 28 'it>e4 ! - 28 i.xe7? 
lDxd4+ H - 28 . . . llf8 29 'it>d3 
with only a slight advantage to 
White) 25 lDxg5 llxg5 26 .i.xe7 

lld5 27 �c5 b4 28 'it>e4! llg5 29 cb 
llxg4+ 30 'it>d5! (White has suf­
ficient extra material to win the 
game) 30 . . .  llb8 31 'it>xc4 llxd4+ 
32 .i.xd4 llxb4+ 33 'it>c5 llxd4 34 
lle7+ lDxe7 35 'it>xd4 'it>d6 (The 
winning plan is simple - the white 
king gobbles the black pawns on 
the kingside) 36 'it>e4 'it>e6 37 lle3 
c6 38 llh3 h5 39 'it>d4 h4?! 40 'it>e4! 
g5 41 f4! 'it>f6 42 fg+ 'it>xg5 43 llc3 
'it>g4 44 h3+ 'it>g5 45 llc5+ c.t1"6 46 
c.t1"4 lDg6+ 47 ..tg4 lDe5+ 48 'it>xh4 
eMS 49 'it>g3 'it>e4 50 h4 eMS 51 h5 
c.t1"6 52 \th4 lDf3+ 53 \tg4 lDe5+ 
54 llxe5 1 -0 (Since after 54 . . .  'it>xe5 
55 'it>g5 the white pawn promotes) 

Chekhov-Sveshnikov 
Lvov 1983 

1 lDf3 d5 2 d4 lLlf6 3 c4 e6 4 lDc3 de 
5 e3 a6 6 a4 c5 7 �xc4 cd 8 ed lDc6 
9 0-0 �e7 10 �g5 0-0 ( Black's 
move order is intended to prevent 
White from regrouping with 't!t'e2 
and ll d l  etc. But the fact that the 
central situation has been resolved 
allows White to bring his queen's 
bishop and queen's rook into the 
game, and then train his sights 
on key central squares) 11 lle1 
(The d I square is reserved for the 
other rook) 1 1  . . .  �d7 (Against 
either I I  . . .  b6 or I I  . . .  "!i'a5 ,  1 2  d5 !  
is strong, as the  complications 
which arise favour White. I I  . . .  
lDb4 i s  interesting, intending to 
blockade the d5 square. In this case 



White can strengthen h is position 
with 12 lUeS) 12 �e2 l:ie8 13 l:iad1 
lt:JdS (On 1 3  . . .  lt:Jb4 White can play 
14 lUeS i.e8 l S  i.b3� with much 
the freer position) 14 i.xdS i.xgS 
1S i.e4 i.f6 16 dS! ed 17 lt:JxdS 
i.e6 18 lt:Jf4 (This is a difficult 
moment for Black. White's central 
initiative seems ominous, but Black 
could have erected a solid defence 
with 18 . . .  'W/e7 19 lt:Jxe6 fe) 18 . . .  
'in>6?! 19 lt:Jxe6 fe 20 'W/d3! (This 
highlights the weakness of Black's 
kingside) 20 . . .  g6? (197) 

(This permits a direct attack.  Re­
latively better here was 20 . . .  h6) 
21 i.xg6! hg 22 1!t'xg6+ 'i&h8 (Or 22 
. . .  i.g7 23 1!t'xe6+ 'i!i>h8 24 l:ie4 -++) 
23 1!t'h6+ 'i!i>g8 24 1!t'g6+ 'i!i>h8 2S 
l:id7 lt:Je7 26 'WihS+ 'i!i>g7 27 lUgS! 

(After this White wins by force) 27 
... i.xgS 28 'WixgS+ 'i!i>h8 29 1!t'h4+ 
'i!i>g8 30 l:ixe7 l:if7 31 l:ixf7 'i!i>xf7 
32 1!t'h7+ \t>f6 33 h4 l:ie4 34 'it'h6+ 
..tf7 3S 'WihS+ \t>f8 36 1!t'h6+ we7 
3 7 1!t'g7+ 'it>e8 38 1!t'f6 1-0 
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Karpov-Portiseh 
Tilburg 1983 

1 d4 dS 2 e4 de 3 lt:Je3 a6!? (This is 
an interesting possibility for Black. 
The idea is . . .  bS in favourable 
circumstances) 4 lt:Jf3 ( 4 e4 is 
sharper) 4 ... bS S a4 b4 6 lt:Je4 
lt:Jd7!? 7 lt:Jed2 (This is forced 
because of the threat of 7 . . .  i.b7, 
although White can also play 7 
'it'c2 i.b7 8 lt:Jed2 c3 9 be e6, when 
Black will be able to play . . .  cS 
with good equalising chances) 7 ... 
e3 8 be be 9 lt:Je4 lt:Jgf6 10 lt:Jxe3 e6 
11 e3 i.b4 12 i.d2 eS (Black has a 
fully playable game) 13 i.e2 0-0 14 
0-0 i.b7 1S l:ib1 l:ib8 16 lt:Ja2 i.aS! 
(After 16 . . .  i.xd2?! 17 'i!t'xd2 Black 
has problems in developing his 
queen: 17 . . .  'it'e7?! 19 'it' aS ! or 1 7  
. . .  lt:Je4 1 8  'i!Vc2! with advantage to 
White) 1 7  'it'el !? i.e7!? 18 de lUxeS 
19 i.b4 i.d6 20 i.xeS!? (The ex­
change is made in order to gain 
time. On the natural 20 lt:Jc3 Bla�k 
could play 20 . . . i.xf3 ! with an 
advantage) 20 .. . i.xeS 21 1!t'e3 
'it'e7?! (Black weakens h is control 
over aS, and White im mediately 
takes advantage of this. Better was 
21 . . .  i.d6 and then 22 . . .  'it'e7, with 
better chances for Black) 22 'it'aS! 
22 . . .  lt:JdS 23 l:ib3! i.b6 24 'Wid2 
l:ifd8 25 'Wib2 (White has resolved 
the difficult question of the develop­
ment of his queen, and now the 
counterplay along the b-file brings 
him equality) (198) 
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B 25 ... i.c6 26 li:lb4! (The final prob­
lem for White is neatly solved with 
the entrance of his knight into the 
game) 26 . . .  li:lxb4 27 lixb4 i.xf3 
28 i.xf3 i.d4!? 29 lib7! (White has 
no more problems, so . . .  ) 29 . . . 
lixb7 1/z-1/z 
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