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~ Although the Queen’'s Gambit was first mentioned by Polerio at the
end of the sixteenth century, the accepted form of the gambit is
essentially a twentieth century concept.

Black surrenders the centre in order to develop his pieces quickly
and aims to strike back with the freeing moves...c5or...e5 at a
later stage. Such great players as Smyslov, Bronstein and Flohr have
been regular exponents of this defence and it has a justly reliable
reputation.

With the great volume of theory in the main lines of the Queen’s
Gambit, this work provides an early alternative for Black which
does not require reams of analysis. The system can be understood
quickly and will prove a sound and reliable weapon for the club
and tournament player.
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Translator’s Preface

Once again 1 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 havingit translated is often
a lengthy one and I have, as usual, taken the liberty of including some
recent material which was unavailable to Grandmaster Gufeld at the
time of writing the book. All such material is clearly indicated; any
flaws the reader encounters there are my own and no blame should be
laid to the author.

1 would like to thank Billy Colias for his careful reading of the manu-
script which has, 1 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 investigations 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 romanticism 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 positional 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 from 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 Steinitz-Zukertort, 1886,
and Lasker-Steinitz, 1894. The spirit of the new chess ideology carried
the Queen’s Gambit to its zenith, and until the 1920s 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 lived, 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 1512, in Damiano’s manuscript. Then
it appeared in tracts by Ruy Lopez (1561), Salvio (1604) and Stamma
(1745).

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. It 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
important — 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(Dd4 d5(Dc4 da@Hf3 Bf§@e3 e6B)Rxcdc5leads
afte@O—O to the main line of the opening. In these variations White trie§
to exploit his advantage in the centre, prepare e4 and bring the bishop
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on cl into the game. Black for his part works on the problem of the
development of the bishop on c8. Usually he tries ... a6, ... bSand then...
£b7. If White does not want to allow ... bS he plays a4, but in this case he
weakens the b4 square.

) TheSteinitz Variation()&f3 Df6@e3 c5QLxcd e€@0-0 cdDed 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.

9 Furman’s line() &3 &f6@)e3 e6B) xcd c5@) We2 also leads to an
interesting struggle. Here White takes his queen off the d-file so that he
can play dc and e4. Black tries to complete his development with ... bS
and ... £b7, and then contest White’s central strategy. Alyech in
) .In deviating from the Classical System by 3 &f3 &6 4 e3 &.gd Black
resolves 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 his queen to an
active post at b3, 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. —

B In the Smyslov Variatio &Hf3 @f6®e3 g6 Black allows White to
construct a big pawn centre but places strong pressure on it, developing
his bishop at g4. Black achieves a position reminiscent of the Griinfeld
Defence. He often tries to undermine the centre with ... c5.

The system(3) &f3 a6(@e3 Lg4 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 Wb3 White forces the advance ... b5,
but praxis_has shown that Black’s position can be defended. Another
point of this approach is the avoidance of 3 ... &f6 4 Wad+.

For a long time it was considered that the immediate occupation of the
centre by White with&4 held no danger for Black, who had two reliable
equalising methods at hand: 3 ... e5and 3 ... ¢5, Currently, however, the
move 3 e4 is being played with greater success, and in order to avoid
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 opening is experiencing a renaissance, and that its best days
lie ahead.
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This is the most principled
continuation. White occupies the

centre immediately and _intends

. &xcd. But the pawns in the middle
of the board lack support and this
allows Black to carry out any of a
number of plansinvolvingcounter-
attacks at d4 or e4. We examine
four such plans:

@ 23 (3) ct Bb«
Other continuations: /""Q”—
a) 4 de Wxd1+3) Hxdl Ke6 =.
b) 4 d5 51D c3 DIEERxcd Lc5=.
c) 4 &xcd WxddS)Wb3 is a little

investigated but sharp variation.

After 5 ... Wxed+ 6 RKe3 Wgb6 7
D3 »nd7 8 Hce3 c6 9 0-0-0
Kuzminikh holds that White has
compensation for the sacrificed
material.
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[4 . @f6 is occasionally seen,
but White can secure an advantage
with either 5 f£xcd4 or the more
recent 5 Hxe5, which was seen in
Portisch-Nikoli¢, Amsterdam 1984.
After 5 ... ©xed 6 RKxcd4 Black
could have limited the damage
with 6 ... ©d6 %, but chose instead

. fKbd+, after which White
developed a \very-strong.game: 7
&c3!0-08 0-0 Dd6 9 &b3 &Hc6 10
HdS! La5 11 Wh5! g6 12 Wgs!
-1r]
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This is the usual continuation.
fxcd

5 Wxd4 leads to an even game
after 5 ... Wxd4 6 Hxd4 £.c57 Hbs
Na6b 8 fLxcd Hf6 9 f3 Leb,
Kudishevich-Chudinovsky, USSR
1982.

“ Lbd+

OnS5... c6 60-0brings about a
difficult position for Black because
he has not yet developed his
kingside pieces:
a)6...2gd 7 Wb3 Wd78 axf7+
Wxf7 9 Wxb7 £ Pytel-Kostro,
Poland 1977.
b)6... Re67 L xeb fe 8 Wb3 Wd79
Wxb7 Zb8 10 Wab £.

At this juncture White must
choose:
Al 6 Rd2
A2 6 ©bd2

Al

242
Hbxd2 (4)

£xd2+

Jedes 3

Black must decide to which side
of the board he should turn his
attention:

All 7 ... &c6
A12 7 ... @Dh6

There are a number of alternatives
here:

a) Black can try to hold his central
pawn with 7 ... c5, but this entails
considerable risk because of 8
He5'? ©h6 9 Wh5 0-0 10 h3 We?
11 g4 &d7 12 Hd3 $h8 13 f4,
Forintos-Radulov, Oberwart 1981,
or 8 Wad+ »d79 b4 He710bc0-0
11 &b3, Inkiov-Radulov, Bulgaria
1977. In each case White has a
dangerous initiative.

b) 7... @16 is a mistake because of
8eS Dd59 Wbl c6 10 £xdS!cd 11
Hxd4 0-0 12 0-0 with a clear
advantage to White, Bagirov-

Radulov, Vrnjacka Banja 1974.

) .. Dc6
8> 0-0(5)
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Already Black is experiencing
some difficulty with regard to his



4 3edeS

kingside development. For example,
on 8 ... &f6 there follows 9e5 Hgd
(9 ... ©d5 10 Wb3 &ce? 11 Hxd4
0-0 12 Eadl * Bagirov-Petrushin,
USSR 1977) 10 h3 &h6 11 &b3
and White wins back his pawn
with a much better position.

Alll 8 ... Hge7
Al12 8 ... Wf6
Alll
8 .. fgel
9) &gs Des
9 ... 0-0? 10 Wh5 +.
10 2b3

White is developing a dangerous
attack, for example:
a) 10 ... h6 11 f4!, or
b)10... Rgd4 11 2xf7+!.
All12
8 .. W6 (6)

0
2

% ,,///4

Y
7
b # ?

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

9 €5
10 b3
11 Efel

We6
Dge’

This variation, which is con-
sidered obligatory for White,
gives him aninitiative in return for

the pawn.
1 .. 0-0
12 Eacl
The game Azmaiparashvili-

Kaidanov, Vilnius Young Masters,
1984, deserves study. After 12
£d3 Wh5 () Bacl Eb8?!(13Wa3!
2f5 (3 Ded Who @9 &cs saw
White develop a dangerous initiative.
Instead of 13 ... Eb8, 13... Dgbis
more accurate, leading to sharp
play.
12 .. Eb8 (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 1978: 13
£d37 Whe! 14 a3 Le6 7.

Al2
7

& hé
8 b3 (8)
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After 8 0-0c5!'? we reach the text

by transposition. 8 ... 0-0 is
weaker: 9 b3 {6 10 LbS! He?
11 Wxd4 (also possible is 11 Wc2
followed by &bxd4) 11 ... Wxd4
12 &fxd4 b6 (12 ... c6 is more
precise) 13 @Qcb Dxc6 14 L xcb
$£a6 15 Efd] £ Kozlov-Belokurov,
Krasnodar 1978.
® .. We7!?

Against 8 ... ¢5, 9 Hcl is a
strong reply (but not 9 &xc5
because of 9 ... Wa5+) and now9 ...
©d7 10 2d5!? We7 11 Wc20-0 12
0-0 with an attack against the
pawn on c5.

After 8 ... 0-0 9 0-0 We7 White
has the opportunity to play 12
Wxd4!? Dc6 11 WceS! WxeS 12
Dxc5 a5 13 Re2 b6 14 bd &Hcb
15 &©d3 with advantage to White
in Zilberstein-Bagirov, USSR 1973,

9> 0-0

9 Wxd4 would allow the un-
pleasant reply 9 ... &c6 10 &b5
£d7.

® .. ¢S (9)

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.

Idcl
On 10 £d5 there might follow
0...&d7 11 Bcl Eb8!? and later
.. b6, supporting the c5-pawn.
1 bé

After 10 ... ©d7 11 e5!7 0-0 12
Hel White has the dangerous
threat of 13 e6.

£ds
12 Dxcs!?

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.

12 .. be
13 Wad+ (10)

£b7
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How should Black proceed here?
If 13 ... &8 14 ExcS! WxcS 15 £xb7
with a decisive material advantage.
Partos-Miles, Biel 1977, continued
14 ... a6 15 EasS &cS5!? 16 BxcS
WxcS 17 £xb7 Ed8 18 f£d5 &Hf5
19 De5! Wc7 and now 20 6!
£d6 21 Hxd4 DHxd4 22 Wxd4 gave
White two pawns and a superior
position for the exchange.

13 .. wWd7
14 Wxd7+ Dxd7
15 £xb7

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

6 bd2 (1 1)

’/’4

?

//
%
%

% 4

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

6 .. Dc6
7 0-0(/2)
7 a3 is less logical. Here Black
can play 7 ... £xd2+(on7... Re7

White can play 8 b4 &f6 9 h3 0-0
10 0-0 with pressure) 8 Wxd2 Wf6
90-0 Dge7 10 b4 (10 Wf4 Wxfd4 11
£xf4 £e6=)10... Re6 11 £d3 a6
12 2b2 0-0 with rough equality in
Grigorian-Dorfman USSR 1975.

2| K79 Wa7 AR
SEAK BAMA
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A22 7 .. &f6
a)7.. Ke68 2xe6fe9 Hb3 HI6Y

10 &Hfxd4 Hxed [This variation
may be coming back into fashion.
10 ... »Hxd4 wastried in Gurevich-
Gurgenidze, Sverdlovsk 1984, Af-
ter 11 &xd4 Wd7 White played 12
Dxe6! Wxe6 13 Wad+ 7 14 Wxb4
Wxed 15 Wb3+!?. WdS 16 Wc2,
when ‘Black could have equalised
with 16 ... c6 17 Ed]l Ehe8 18 h3
We6, according to Chernin and



Gurevich. Psakhis-Gurgenidze, same
event, was drawn after 15 Wxed
Dxed —tr.] 11 Wh5+ g6 12 Wed +
Miles-Rivas, Montilla 1978.
b) 7... Axd2 8 Wxd2 Hge7 9bdab
10 £b2 2e6 11 Lxe6 fe 12 a4 0-0
13 b5 gave White a lasting ini-
tiative in Didishko-Begun, Minsk
1977. At Tilburg 1984 Hiibner tried
to combine the piece exchange at
d2 with the deployment of the
bishop ate6: 8 ... £e69 & xe6fe 10
b4 a6 11 a4 &Hf6 and now
Belyavsky went wrong with 12
£a3 Dxed! 13 Wd3 WdS5 14bSab
15 ab &d8!. For the rest of the
game see page 116.
¢) 7 ... ©h6?! has also been tried
but is not good with the bishop
still at cl. White obtains an ad-
vantage with 8 &b3, as was illus-
trated in Korchnoi-Mestrovic,
Sarajevo 1969: 8 ... 2g4 9 &dS!
De5 10 Wxd4 Dxf3+ 11 gf 2xf3
12 £xh6 Wd7 13 WeS+ 1-0.
A21

7 . Wi6 (13)

JedesS 7

The idea behind this move is to
encourage White to play 8 e§,
after which 8 ... Wg6 leads to
complicated play with quite a bit
of counterplay for Black, for
example 9 Hh4 Wed 10 HdAf3 Leb
11 f£xe6 fe 12 Wb3 &Hge7 13 h3
Wed 14 Wxe6 h6!, Yusupov-
Mikhalchishin, USSR Ch 1981.
However, a recent improvement is
11 h3 Wed 12 2d3 Wd5 13 &g5
fe7 14 fed Wd7 15 Dxeb Wxeb
16 fLxc6+ bc 17 Wxd4 Ed8 18
Wad with a dangerous attack for
White, Timman-Tal, Candidates’
Play-off 1985.

8 &bl

This not only places pressure
on the pawn on d4, it also under-
scores the unfortunate position of
the bishop on b4.

8 .. sgd
Forcing a series of exchanges.
9 &bxd4 Hxd4
10 Wxd4 2.xf3
11 Wxfé Dxf6

12 gf(14)

%
e
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The bishop pair in an open posi-
tion is an advantage. Belyavsky-
Chekhov, USSR Ch 1984, went 12
.. @d7 13 Edl @e5 14 2b5+!
(eliminating the possibility of a
fortress on the dark squares c7,
dé6, e5, f6) 14 ... c6 15 £e2f6 16
fe3 be? 17 f4 Dg6 18 Hg2 with
advantage to White.

A22
7 .. &f6
8 €5 6ds
9  Hb3 5b6
10 &£b5(/5)

Y % /

-, e

%Y A UY
LA
%2

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

10 .. 0-0

Against the obvious 10 ... £d7
White puts Black into a difficult
position with 11 &bxd4 Dxd4 12
Dxd4, since 12 ... £xb5 is not on

due to 13 Hxb5 Wxdl 14 Exdl
and the c7-square is undefended.
12 ... £c5 13 e6! 2xb5 14 HxbS
Wxdl 15 Exdl 0-0 16 &Hxc7 Bac8
17 2f4 £ was seen in Yusupov-
Riifenacht, U-26 Teams Mexico
1980.

[Black has an equalising try in
10 ... WdS!, however. After 11
Dbxd4 £d7 12 Hxc6 he need not
concede a slight advantage with
12 ... &xc6 13 Wxd5 Dxd5 14
£xc6+ bc but can choose 12 ...
WxbS! 13 Dfd4 Wc5 14 Hxbd
Wxb4 with equality in Nikoli¢-
Matulovi¢, Yugoslavia 1984. It
seems that this is the path Black
must follow if he wishes to play
7 ... ©f6, because the text leadsto
a clear advantage for White - r.]

11 &xcé bc
12  @&bxd4

Black’s position is full of holes
and this provides White with a
clear advantage, e.g. 12 ... Wd5 13
Wc2c514 Df5cd 15 He3 Wd3 16
Edl Wxc2 17 &xc2 (Szabo-
Navarovszky, Hungary 1980, or
12 ...¢513 Dc6 Wd7 14 Dxb4 cb
15 Wc2 h6 16 Edl, Bagirov-
Lutikov, Moscow 1979.

B
4 .. 2ba+ (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.
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But before we consider the
interesting move 5 &c3, let us
looks at a few lines with independent
significance.

5 £d2 £xd2+ 6 Wxd2!? (6
& bxd2 ed L£.xc4 transposes above)
6...ed 7 Wxd4 Wxd4 8 Hxd4 £d7
9 fxcd Hco6 10 Dxcb Lxc6 11
&c3 where White’s game s
slightly freer, Bagirov-Matulovic,
Titovo Ulice 1978. On 8 ... &e6
Kuzminikh’s recommendation 9
a3 followed by 0-0-0 deserves
consideration, as White’s game
seems better. 7 ... Wf6 allows
White to obtain the advantage
with 8 £xcd4 Hc6 9 W3 £g4 10
£b5 £d7 11 0-0 0-0-0 12 We3
b8 13 &c3, eyeing the manoeuvre
&d5, Yusupov-Shirazi, Lone Pine
1981.

5 &c3 ed

6 Wxd4 Wxdd4
7 &Hxd4 of6
8 f13(17)

The opening has steered directly
into the endgame, bypassing the

JedeS 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 ...
£d7 9 &xcd Hcb 10 Dxcb Lxch
favours White, e.g. 11 &4 &d7 12
0-0-0 &xc3 13 bc, Karpov-
Radulov, Leningrad 1977 or 11
£g5%d7120-0-01613 24 2xc3
14 bc 0-0-0 15 Ed4, Gulko-Ribli,
Niks$i¢ 1978. 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 Qxcd b5
10 Re2

The point of this move is to
reserve the c2 square for the
knight on d4,

10 .. c5
11 &c2 fas
12 0-0(/8)
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Other moves have been tried
here:
a) 12 £d2 fe6 13 e5 &fd7 14 f4
Dc6 15 2f3 Ec8 16 Hed £
Rashkovsky-Lerner, Lvov 1981.
b) 12 &f2 Leb6 13 Le3 Hbd7 14

Ehdl 0-0 15 g4 Efd8 16 g5 De8
17 &d5t Azmaiparashvili-Lerner,
Beltsi 1981.
In each case White enjoys a
significant initiative.
12 .. Ke6
13 €5 faxc3!?
3 ... ©fd7 is weaker: 14 f4 &c6
15 &f3 Ec8 16 Hed 0-0 17 &Hd6
gave White a clear advantage in
Skembris-Grivas, Greece 1984.
14  bc &ds
15 2d2
White has the better prospects
because he can aim for the
advance of his f-pawn. Skembris-
Bonsios, Greek Ch 1984.
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1 d4 ds
2 c4 dc
3 ed of6 (19)
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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 5

The continuation 4 &c3 leads,
by transposition, to the variation
3 ...e54 &f3 2bd 5 &c3, which
we have already examined, if the
play continues 4 ... e55 D3 ed 6
Wxd4 Wxd4 7 HHxd4 £b4 8 £3. But
Black might consider 7 ... c6, as
in Tukmakov-Skembris, Titograd
1982, which saw 8 £xc4 £b490-0
(better is 9 f3 preparing to castle

queenside)9 ...0-0 10e5 Ed8 11 ef
HExd4 12 Eel 2d7 13 2b3 Hab

and the chances were level.
&ds

//

In this position Black usually
moves one of his knights, but 5 ...
e6 is also seen from time to time,
even though it does limit the scope
of the bishop on c8. Thisdefensive
approach is usually met by 6 &f3
and now:
a)6...c570-0 Hc6 8 £g5 Le79
Sxe7 Wxe? 10 &Hc3 £ Gipslis-
Schulte, 1971.
b) 6 ... £e7 7 0-00-0 8 Hc3 b69
We2 &xe3-10 bo &b7 £ Kirtsek-
Keene, 1978.

In each case White has a lasting
initiative.

,455/,,,

0
/ /
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A 5. &bé6
BS5.. %c6
A
5 .. 2 b6
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This makes it difficult for
Black to develop the bishop on c8.
The other continuation, 6 £b3, is
sharper, but Black has more
possibilities: 6 ... ©¢6 and now:
a)7 He2 Kf58 Hbc3 e69 214 (9
a3 is more accurate) 9 ... @b4! 10
0-0 27 11 Wd2 ©4d5 12 £e3 0-0
with roughly level chances in
Miles-Portisch, Buenos Aires Ol
1978.

b) 7 %£e3 is an interesting
alternative, intending to meet 7 ...
£f5 with 8 e6!?. Black reacted
poorly in Bronstein-Lukin, Yaros-
lave Otborochnii 1982: 8 ... &xe6
9 &xe6 fe 10 Dc3 Wd7 11 &Hf3
0-0-0 12 0-0 h6 and now with 13
b4! QAdS5 14 HDed4 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 ... &c6, Black can
try the immediate 6 ... &£f5, e.g.
TWf3e68 De2 DNc69 Ke3 Ha510
£d1 Wd5 with a sufficiently solid
position for Black in Fedder-
Nikoli¢, Plovdiv 1983.

6 .. &Dc6
7 Qe

White cannot place this knight

at f3 because of the pin 7 ... £g4.
7 .. 2e4 (22)

A u,:
5y
W

wam

/
é

3 "
. s P
/ Y /

/&/ %@/gx /&/

EoEwl K

The immediate 7 ... £e6 has
also been encountered. Korchnoi-
Suetin, USSR v Yugoslavia Match
Tournament, Budva 1967, con-
tinued 8 Hbc3 Wd7 9 Hed Hb4d 10
£bl £cd 11 Hc5 and White has
dangerous threats. 11 ... £xe2 12
Wxe2 Wxd4 is not on because of
13 fe3 and Black is in deep
trouble, In . the . game White
obtained the advantage with 11 ...
Wgd 12 h3 Wxe2+ 13 Wxe2 £xe2
14 &xe2 0-0-0 15 eb.



8§ 03 Re6
Black cannot play 8 ...
because of 9 e6!
9 &c3 Wd7
9... £d5 is another continuation.
After 100-0e6 11 a3 Wd7 12 b4!?
a6 13 Re3 fLe7 14 Wc2 White
retained a signficant initiative in
Yusupov-Gulko, USSR Ch 1981.
10 Qed 2d5
11 &cs Wes

£h5

This is Petrosian’s idea. Black
cedes ¢5 to the White knight but
gains control of the d5 square.

12 a3 e6
13 Wc2(23)

13 b4 would have been premature
in view of 13 ... a5!, when 14 bS5 is
not playable because of 14 ...
Axd4!. Miles-Seirawan, Nik3i¢
1983, continued 14 Ebl ab 15 ab
£a2! 16 Eb2 £c4170-0 &xc5 18
dc £xd3 19 Wxd3 &d5 with a
better game for Black.

13 .. f£xc5
14  Wxc5 wd7

Jed &6 13

15  0-0 We7
Black has a solid game, Buki¢-
Petrosian, Banja Luka 1979.
B

5 .. AT
6 &Hc3 2b6

6 ... £e6 is an alternative here.
7 2b5!'(24)

- f/élé/‘ /&I/V‘

@E

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.

B ,,,277/ %/// »
Vi 4
B\
A Voscr 2l Vooriez /A

7 . 247
8 &f3 e6
9 0-0 De7!?

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

development.
10 _&d3 £c6
11 2g5! hé
12 WhS (25)

Belyavsky-Portisch, Thessaloniki
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Ol 1984, continued 12 ... g6 13
@Dpged! (threatening 14 Of6 mate!)
13 ... 227 14 Wed &f5 15 Ke3
where White, having consolidated
his control of d4, could look
forward to excellent attacking
chances on the kingside. 12 ... hg!?
13 Wxh8 ¥xd4 would have been
more apposite, leading to a
position holding chances for both
sides.
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The attack on the centre by the
flank pawn is considered in-
adequate because of 4 d5 (A),
where 4 &f3 (B) is less energetic.
A 4 d5
B 4 &f3

A
4 d5
Against this reply Black’s natural
reaction is to attack the d5square.
Al 4... e6
A2 4 ... o5f6

Al

5 fxcd (27)

e /a%}
B pAE B
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The point of this plan is to
recapture at d5 with the bishop.
White gets nothing out of 5§ »f3 ed
6 ed Hf67 Lxcd4 246 80-00-0=
Capablanca-Zubarev, Moscow 1925.

There is, however, aninteresting
plan for White which was adopted
in the game Kuuksmaa-Shranz,
corres 1981: 5 &c3 ed 6 ed &f6 7
fxcd a6 8 a4 2d67 9 We2+! We7
(on9 ... £e7 there follows 10 & 14!
with advantage to White) 10 Wxe7+
Hxe7 11 L5 &5 12 Hge2 Hbd7
13 Dg3 £g6 14 Hged . Instead of
8 ... 2d6-amoresolidapproach is
8 ... Wc7 and later ... £¢7 and ...
0-0.

5 .. 0 fé6
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The position after 5 ... ed 6
£xd5! is clearly better for White
thanks to the strong position of
the bishop on dS5, forexample: 6 ...
Nf67? 7 Kxf7+! winning, or 6 ...
£d6? 7 e5 =+ 6 ... WcT is
somewhat better but after 7 & c3
Df6 8 Hge2 2d6 9 Kcd! a6 10 f4
b5 11 e5! with a tremendous
advantage for White in Rashkovsky-
A.Petrosian, USSR 1971.

6 &Dc3 ed

7 &OxdS D xdS
Obviously not 7 Dxed

because of 8 We2, winning a piece.
8 2xds 2e7
9 &3 0-0
10 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 ...
Wb6 11 Ke3 &cb6 12 Bcl £ Bukié-
Kovacevic, Tuzla 1981.
A2

4 .. of6

5 &c3

A less logical continuation for

White is 5 Wad+ £d76 Wxcd e6! 7
& c3 ed 8 ed &d6, since the queen
stands awkardly at c4. In the game
Vladimirov-Fokin, USSR 1978,
Black obtained an advantage after
9 £d37 We7+ 10 Hge2 Hgd! 11
£c2 Ha6 12 a3 0-0. Betteris 9 Ke2
Qa6 10 Hf3 Qc7 11 ad a6 12 as
£b5 with sufficient counterplay

for Black.
5 .. bS (28)

Here is where Black’s counterplay
lies in this variation. On 6 &xb5
there follows 6 ... Wa5+ 7 &c3
Dxed 8 W3 Hd6 9 Kf4 Hd7 with
a roughly level game in Furman-
Birkan, USSR 1967.

6 €S b4

7 ef bc

8 bc &ad7!?
9 WWad (29)
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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 10
S.f4 Wb6 11 fxcd4 £g7 12 2b5!7
¢5 13 de Wxe6+ 14 £e20-0 15 0-0
which leads to a clear edge for
White, Zilberstein-Anikayev, USSR
1974.
10 2f4!?
This prevents Black from setting
up a blockade of the d-pawn.

10 .. Wheé
11 fxcd 2d6
12 &e2 0-0

13 0-0

White has the more comfortable
game, Rashkovsky-Grigorian, Mos-
cow 1973.

B
4 &Hf3 cd
5 Wxd4

Simplification does not promise
White any advantage. In this
connection there is a pawn
sacrifice which comes into con-
sideration: 5 fxc4 &Hc6 6 0-0.
After 6 ... e5 7 g5 @h6 8 {4
White has a definite initiative for
the pawn. In the game BaSagic-
Mihalchishin, Yugoslavia 1978,
Black continued 6 ... 6 and after
7 &Hbd2 g6 8 S Kg79 Eel Wc7
10 Ded DxeS 11 £f4 Hxf3+ 12 Wxt3
White obtained a dangerous
initiative in return for the pawn.

After 6 ... g6 7 e5!? 2g7 8 Hel
White has active play for the
pawn. Haik-Radulov, Smederevska
Palanka 1982, continued 8 ... e6 9

Jedcs 17

2f4 &ge7 10 Dbd2 0-0 11 Ded
&h8 12 Wd2 Wa$5 13 Eadl.

5 ..
6 Dxdd (30)

Wxd4
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Now Black can choose between:

Bl 6... 2d7

B2 6 ... a6

B1
6 .. 247
7 fKxcd AT
8 Hxc6

Another path to equality was
explored in Yudovich-Rauzer,
USSR Ch 1937:8 2e3 &f69f3e6
10 Hd2 2c5 11 H2b3 Kb6 =.

8 .. fxc6
9 &Hc3 e6

A dubious alternative is 9 ... €5
10 0-0 £c5 11 @Ob5 &£xb5 12
£xb5+ Fe7 with some advantage
for White, Szabo-Rukavina, Sochi

1973.
10 _&Hb5 2bd+
11 Le2 Le7
The game is level, Ghitescu-

Smyslov, Hamburg 1965.
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B2
6 .. a6
7 fKxcd e6
8§ 2e3 fc5
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 ... &f6
turns out to be premature after 9
f31: 9 ... £c5 10 &2 b5 11 Ke2
£b7 12 &b3!1"? (also strong is
12 &d2, Partos-Fichtl, Bucharest
1972) 12 ... £xe3+ 13 Hxe3 Dcb
14 &»c5 Ea7 15 Ecl Ka8 16 a4
with a strong initiative for White
on the queenside in Browne-
Radulov, Indonesia 1982.
9 &d2

9 %xe6 doesn’t work because
of 9... &xe6! 10 &xc5 Kxcdor 10
fKxe6 Kxe3.

A playable alternative is 9 Hc3
&c6 10 Ed] £xd4 11 Lxd4 Hxd4
12 Exd4 De7 13 0-0 Hcb with a
minimal advantage for White,
Plachetka-Radulov, Malta Ol 1980.

9 .. &6 (31)

h’/é,
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White must make a choice
between the solid 10 H2b3, with a
slight advantage, or the sharper 10
Hxe6!? L xel3 (here 10 ... £xe6?
doesn’t work because the bishop
on c4 is defended) 11 Dc7+ &Hd8
12 ©xa8 La7. Notwithstanding
the material advantage, White
must play with precision, since the
knight on a8 is in a precarious
position. But 13 2d5! &e7 14
£xc6 be 15 §cd resolves all of the
problems and guarantees White's
advantage - Ornstein-Radulov,
Pamporovo 1981.
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1 d4 ds
2 4 dc
3 ¢4 e (32)
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This is not an adequate con-
tinuation for the second player
since the plan involving the attack
against the d4 square never
reaches its goal.

4 4&f3

4dS QeSS 2f4 Dg66 L3N is
fully playable (less energetic is 6
RKe3, where Black can achieve a
solid position with 6 ... &f6 7 &Hc3
e6 8 fxcd ed 9 &xd5 Hxd5 10
Wxd5 Wxd5 11 ©xd5 £d6 and
Black has even chances in the
simplified position) 6 ... &f6 7

&c3 e6 8 fxcd ed 9 ed £d6 10
£b5+!. This is a strong con-
tinuation, the point being that on
0 ... £d7 there follows 11 2xd6
cd 12 We2+ We7 13 0-0-0 with
advantage to White. 10 ... &f8 11
&Hf3 a6 12 fe2 was played in
Tukmakov-Kupreichik, USSR 1982,
where Black adopted a risky plan
of going after the pawn on d4:
2 ... b5 13 §Hd4 b4, but after 14
Dc6 Wd7 15 Had White had a
clear advantage.

4 2e3 Of6 5 Hc3 Dgd 6 Kxcd
&Dxel 7 fe is also seen. After 7... e6
8 &f3 L£e790-00-0 10 e5! a6 11
Bcl £d7 12 2d3 White stands
better because of his strong pawn
centre, Bagirov-Dobrovolsky, Stary
Smokovec 1981. Much stronger is

. €5! D.Gurevich-Kovacevic,
Hastings 1982-3, saw 8 Wh5 g6 9
W3 f6 10 Hge2 a5 11 Kb5+c6
12 de fe 13 0-0 Le6 14 Ead]l We5
15 EdS!2 &h6!? witha very,com-
plicated position.

4 .. agd
5 Rxcd (33)
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This seems to be the most active
move, but there are other playable
continuations:

a) 5 2e3 &6 (a more appropriate
plan is 5 ... 2xf3 6 gf e5!? 7 dS
&ce7 8 fxc4abandthen9 ... Hgb
and 10 £d6 with a solid
position) 6 &c3 e5 (after6 ... e6 7
£xcd4 2b4 8 Wc20-09 Edl White
has much the freer game) 7 d5
£xf3 8 gf De7 9 Lxcd a6 10 a4,
Cebalo-Marjanovi¢, Yugoslav Ch
1984, and now 10 ... Hc8 would
have been correct, keeping in
mind the transfer of the knight to
dé,after which Black can count on
achieving an equal game.

b)5d5De56 14 &Hg67 Keld(or?
2e3 eS! 8 fxcd 2d6 9 Wb3 D6
10 b5+ &8 11 Hfd2 HhS5 12
&c3 Hhr4 with a complicated
game in Mikhalchishin-Vorotnikov,
USSR 1981) 7...e58 fxc4 &Hh4 9
0-0 &Hxf3+ 10 gf £d7 11 f4 Wf6 12
WhS ef 13 e5 Wg6+ with a sharp
game in Epishin-Karasev, Leningrad

1984.
5 .. Kxf3
6 Wxf3 e6
7 dS

The pawn sacrifice 7 £b5 Wxd4
8 0-0 turns out to be unjustified
after 8 ... £d69 &c3 De7 10 Ke3
WeS with an extra pawn and a
solid position for Black in Peshina-
Vorotnikov, Moscow 1979.

7 .. Des
8 We2 Dxcd
9 Wxcd ed (34)
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This is the critical position for
the variation. In Inkiov-Kupreichik,
Minsk 1982, White achieved only
a symbolic advantage after 10
Wb5+ c6 11 Wxb7 Wc8 12 Wxc8
Exc8 13 ed 2bd+ 14 2d2 2xd2+
15 &xd2 cd.

10 ed
1 0-0

White has the freer position and
after c3 and Kf4hecan place his
rooks in the centre and develop a
significant initiative.

£d6
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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 atf3 by ...
2g4. The drawback is that Black
can carry out ... e5 quickly.

K I eS

This is the most principled
continuation. 3 ... »f64 fxcd g6
allows White to develop under
favourable circumstances with 5

Wb3! e6 6 &&c3, where the
weakness of the dark squares in
the opposing camp allows White
to set up an attack on the kingside,
forexample 6 ... £g7 7 Wa3 Q88
Wad+ c6 9 W2 £g7 10 Hf3 &Hd5
11 h4h6 12 e4 Hxc3 13bccS 140-0
with an initiative for White,
Sveshnikov-Dorfman, USSR Ch
1981. 4 ... e6 5 &f3 would lead to
the continuations discussed under
3 &f3 &f6 4 3 eb.
4 RKxcd
4 de Wxdl+ 5 &xdl allows
Black to choose between the solid
5... Re6 and the sharper 5 ... &c6
6 f4 f6!.
4 .. ed
5 ed
The zwischenzug 5 Wb3 is
parried by 5 ... We7 with the threat
of 6 ... Wbd+. After6a3 Hd77 &f3
Db6 8 Hxd4 Hxcd 9 Wxcd Wcs
Black has equalised.
Here Black mustmake achoice

between:
5... &f6
5.. Kbd+



5 .. 516 (36)

@R
BAWA

“'/,

b UK

2B
%.@./ A

i //
A '///

Here White can adopt the
ordinary move or play something
a bit more in keeping with the
spirit of the position.

Al 6 Df3

A2 6 Wb3!?

Al
6 &f3 fe?
7 0-0 0-0
8 &3 (37)
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At one time 8 h3 was considered
obligatory in order to forestall
8 ... £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 ... @&bd7 9 &c3
Db6 10 b3, eg. 10 ... HbdS 11
Hel c6 12 Rg5 Re6 13 QeSS Ac7
14 &c2 He8, Razuvayev-Bagirov,
Y aroslavl Otborochnii 1982, or
10 ...c6 11 Eel &Dfd5 12 Hed Ee8
13 2d2 2f5 14 g3 Ke6,
Timman-Panno, Mar del Plata
1982,
8 .. g4

Black can try the same approach
with 8 ... »bd79 £b3 b6 10 Eel
c6, but then White, having avoided
the waste of time on his eighth
turn, can continue, for example,
with 11 g5 @bd5 12 &HxdS5Scd 13
De5 Keb6 14 HA3 with a better
game, Browne-Petrosian, Las Pal-
mas IZ 1982.

8 ... &c6 is an interesting
alternative, keeping open the
possibility of .. 2gd4. White
should play 9 h3!, interfering with
Black’s co-ordination.

9 h3(38)
78N N %
ﬂwwwuw%ﬂ%

/ / //% | |
" 7




9 ... £xf3 10 Wxf3 &Hc6 11 Le3
Hxd4 12 Wxb7 c5 is inadequate
for Black because of 13 £xd4! cd
14 Eadl, as in Zaichik-Karpeshov,
Volgodonsk 1983, where White
got an initiative after 14 ... Ec8
15 £b3 Ec7 16 W3 Ed7 17 Qe2.
The pawn on d4 is under fire.

10 g4
Forced - Black threatened 10...
0 ... &@c6 seizing the initiative.
10 .. 286
11 &He5(39)

Ni g

A principled decision, directed
against ... Oc6. After 11 Eel &c6
12 2g5, 12 ... &©d5!? comes into
consideration. Black will receive
sufficient compensation, in the
-form of an initiative, after 13
QDxd5 Lxgs 14 Hxc7 Wxc7 15
Qxg5 Had8! or 14 Hxg5 Wxg5 15
&xc7 Ead8! On 13 f&xe7 &cxe?
14 Qe5 we reach a position from
the game Hiibner-P.Nikoli¢, Wijk
aan Zee 1984, where after 14 ... c6
15 ¥Wf3 &h8 16 hd {6 17 Hxgo+
&xg6 Black had sufficient counter-
play thanks to the weakness of the

3e3 23

dark squares in the opposing
camp.
11 ... c5
11 ... c6 is too passive: 12 f4
b5 13 £b3 a5 145! with significant
threats in Henley-Dlugy, USA
1983.

12 d5 446
13 4 a6
14 ad (40)
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White’s position is more active.
After the inaccurate 14 ... Hfd7
White obtained a big advantage
with 15 &xg6 hg 16 Qed. 14 ...
He8 is more solid and leads to
complicated play.
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This is the only defence. Black
has in mind the manoeuvre ...
Wb4+ with the exchange of queens.

7 Qe

There are alternatives here:

a) 7 Ke3 has commanded attention
as a result of 7 ... ¥bd+ 8 &c3
Wxb3 9 £xb3, intending to
continue with &f3, 0-0-0 and later
Hhel with pressure in the centre.
In Plaskett-Lukin, Plovdiv 1984,
Black decided not to exchange
queens and continued 7 ... g6 8
&f3 2g7 9 0-0 0-0 which brought
a significant advantage to White
after 10 Eel &c6 11 £d2 Wd8 12
d5! @e7 13 b4 Hfxd5 14 £xd5
DxdS 15 2xf8 &HxfB 16 Dc3.

b) We must take note of an
attempt by White to avoid the
exchange of queens by playing
7 &f1 g6 8 D3 £g79 £e50-0 10
Dd5 Wds 11 Eel Hc6 12 Wf3
fe6 with a fully playable game,
Vaganian-Kiovan, USSR Ch 1968.

7 .. Wb4+
8 &c3 Wxb3
246 (42)

7 V/
//

A
2

B\

\
N ot

%

N
N
*
N\

o}

e

§\\E§‘
R s\\\\\\<

9 ... Reb6 is dubious because of
10 d5! (the most logical reaction)
10 ... £d7 11 Kg5 Ke7 12 0-0-0
@a6 13 Ehel 0-0-0 14 Hg3 Ehe8
15 &Hh5 with an initiative for
White in Gorelov-Lukin, Telavi
1982.

10 0-0

10 @b5 Ke6 11 Kf4 2xf4 12
£xe6 achieves nothing against
12 ... a6! with complications
which turned out favourably for

Black in Janosevi¢c-Matulovic,
Birmingham 1975.

10 .. a6

11 g3 De6!?

12 Eel &f8

Black has sufficient counterplay.
Play might continue 13 &ged
Dxed 14 DHxed 2b4= Wirthensohn-
Miles, Biel 1977.

B
5 .. 2bd+

This is a relatively uninvestigated

continuation.

6 &c3 516
7 of 0-0
8 00 Lgd (43)



This position differs from the
analogous 5 ... Df6 6 &Df3 KeT 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 Kg5 Dc6! 10 DdS ke
11 &Dxe7+ Wxe7 12 £d5'? h6 13
£hd Wd6! 14 Lxc6 Wxc6 15 De5
&xdl 16 &Hxc6 bc 17 2xf6 Ke2
and the bishops of opposite colour
point to the drawing nature of
the forced variation, Rajkovi¢-
Matulovi¢, Yugoslavia 1983.

b) 9 Wb3 2xf3 10 Wxb4 Hc6! 11
Wad4 2dS5 12 Le2 Wd6 with an
even game ('4-4 Spassov-Matulovic,
Vrnjacka Banja 1984).

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 ... 6 6 Df3 Le7?
with an extra tempo for White,
invested in the move a3.

9 .. f£xc3

On 9 ... £d6 White can play 10
h3 2hS 11 g4 £g6 12 He5 and if
12 ... c5, then 13 bS5 &Hc6 14 2.4
with a sharp initiative.

3e3 25

10 bc c5
11  h3!

This forces Black to make up
his mind concerning thefate of the
bishop on g4. If it travels back
along the h3-c8 diagonal then
White will play 12 &eS5, while if

1... 2hSthen12g4 2g613 He5
Dbd7 14 Hxg6 hg 15 Wd3 proves
unpleasant because of pressure
along the light squares.

11 .. £xf3
12 Wxf3 (44)
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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 12 ... cd 13 Wxb7 Hbd7
14 cd @b6 15 La2 Wxd4 16
£ e3 £ Korchnoi-Matulovi¢, Volmac
v Partizan, 1984.




6 3 &Hc3

1 d4 ds
2 o dc

3 &l (49)
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As a rule this continuation trans-
poses after 3 ...e54 el ed 5 ed Df6
to the variation 3 e3. Instead 4 d5
gave Black a good game after 4 ...
f55ed ©f66 Lxcd £d67 Kg5 h6
8 Lxf6 Wxf6 9 &Hge2 4! in the
game Sabedinsky-Bagirov, Wro-
claw 1975.

3 . a6!?

A new and promising continu-
ation. For 3 ... e5 see Vaganian-
Hiibner, page 115.

4 €3

After 4 &f3 b5!1? 5 a4 b4 6 Ded
&d7 7 ©Ded2 c3 8 bc bc 9 Ded
&gf6 10 Hxc3e6 11 e3 Black could
play ... c5! with good chances for

equality (see Karpov-Portisch, Til-
burg 1983, page 119).
4 .. AY(

Or4...b55a4b46 a2 winning
back the pawn with advantage.

5 fxcd bS
6 2d3 £b7
7 o213

7 £3 is doubtful and after 7 ... e6
8 &Hpge2 c5' 9 0-0 Hbd7 10 a4
cd 11 Kc2 b4 12 Hed a5 13 &Hf4
Wb6 Black had some initiative,
Josteinsson-Briem, Reykjavik 1982.

7 . e6
8 Wc2?

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

8 .. Hbd7
9 a4

Otherwise after 9 ... c5 Black

has sufficient counterplay.
9 .. bd
10 &Hed cS!?

This move equalises. A possible
continuation is 11 &xf6+ HDxf6
12 dc (the main line) 12... Wc7 13 e4
£xc5-14 0-0-d7 1563 0-0/16 £b2
£d6 and Black had a safe posi-
tion in Timman-Nikoli¢, Wijk aan
Zee 1982.
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1 d4 ds
2 4 dc
3 913 c5(47)
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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 4dS
B 4e3

4 e4 transposes into variation B

of Chapter 3.

A
4 d5 e6
This move can also be played
after 4 ... Of6 5 &Dc3 KfS,

preventing White from playing e4,
e.g.6e3e67 fxcded 8 HxdS £d6
9 Hxf6+ Wxf6 with a comfortable
game for Black in Loginov-Lukin,
Yaroslavl Otborochnii 1982. But
White can play 6 b3!? cb 7 Wxb3
with 8 e4 to follow, with a strong
initiative.

5 &c3(48)

Alternatively, White can play
S ed4, yielding a good game after
5..ed6ed £d6 7 &xcd De780-0
0-0 9 ©Hc3 fKgd4 when he has an
advantage in the centre.
5 .. ed
6. <¥xd5!?
An important decision which
forces an endgame with better
chances for White.



6 .. Wxds
7 &xdS £d6
8§ &d2 Del
9 &xcd (49)
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After the forced exchanges9 ...
Dxd5 10 @xd6+ He7 11 Dxc8+
Exc8 12 &g5+ 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 12...f6 13 0-0-0 Ed8 14
ed4 fg 15ed ©d7 16 h4 g4 17 £d3
&6  Ribli-Seirawan, Montpelier
1985.
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J...c5 29

This is a quiet variation. White
does not try to refute 3 ... c5, and
does nottry toavoidtransposition
into the main lines which arise

after 3 ... &f6 4 e3 e6.
4 .. cd
After 4 ... e6 5 f2xc4 Black can

return to the main lines with 5 ...
&f6, but 5 ...a6 also comes into
consideration, for example 6 dc
Wxdl+ 7 &xdl &xc58 a3 bS5 9
£d3 2b7 10 b4 Re7 11 2b2 &f6
12 2xf6 @Dxf6 13 He2 el 14
Hcl 4-1 O.Rodriguez-Radulov,
Indonesia 1982,
5 f2xcd!?

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 .. Wc7

Not 5 ... de?? 6 &xf7+, but a
playable alternative is 5 ... €6 to
which White may react with
6 &xd4 or 6 ed.

6 Wh3 e6
7 ed

7 &Hxd4 a6 8 &Hc3 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 ... &f6 9 2d2 &2d7 10 Ecl
Dc6 11 fKe2 Hxdd 12 ed Lcb
= Gaprindashvili-Levitina, match
1983.

7 .. &c6 (51)
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An obvious move, threatening
8 ... Ha5. Weaker is 7 ... Of6 8
&3 a6 9 0-0 Hc6. Now White can
play 10 £d3 f£e7 11 fKe3, since
11 .. &b4 allows White to win
material: 12 Eac] Wd6 13 2b5+!
ab 14 &Oxb5 Wd8 15 &Hc7+,
Lputian-Lukin, Telavi 1982.

8 Wdl
White cannot play 8 &d3
because the bishop on cl is
undefended. 8 &c3 looks natural,
intending 8 ... »a5 9 &Kb5+ £d7
10 £xd7+ Wxd7 11 Wdl +. But
Black can play 8 ... £b4 with the
idea of capturing at c3, playing ...
©a5 and then working on the
weakness at c4.
8 .. £b4+
9 &cl 247
Here Black manages to carry
out his plan: 10 0-0 £xc3 11 bc
a5 12 2d3 &©f6 and after the
exchange of light-squared bishops
the knight will be solidly entrenched
at c4, Timoschenko-Lputian, Pav-
lodar 1982.



8 3..&d7

1 d4 ds
2 4 dc
3 &80 ad7 (52)
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This is not a very popular idea.
Black intendsto tryand hold on to
his pawn on c4 by playing ... &b6.
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 Wad hasbeentried,byanalogy
with the variation 3 &f3 &f6 4
Wad+ & bd7. Black is best advised
to accept the transposition, playing

4 ... 56, since4 ... a6 5 Wxc4 b5 6
Wc6 Eb8 fails to 7 Kf4!.

b) 4 {Abd2 is a passive continuation:
4...b5!'5b3c36 Dbl b4 keepsthe
pawn after 7 a3 c5! 8 dc @Dxc59
Wc2 fe6 10 €3 a5 F Borisenko-
Dorfman, Chelyabinsk 1975.

c) 4 Hc3 Db6 5 De5 gb 6 Dxcd
Kg7 7 &xb6 ab 8 £14c69e3 HI6
10 £e50-0 11 Ke2 b5 12 a4 with
some advantage for White, Mishkov-
Godes, USSR 1982,

A 4e3

B 4 ed4

A
4 €3 b6
4 ...bSis amistake: 5a4 c6 6 ab
cb 7 b3 &Hb6 8 &Hal3! and the
queenside pawns are indefensible,
Lubienski-Zpekak, Czechoslovakia
1976.
5 &bd2
The variation 5 Rxc4 Dxc4 6
Wad+ regains the pawn-but-at the
cost of the bishop pair. Nevertheless
it is fully playable for White, since
Black will experience difficulty in
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completing his development because
of the looming threat of &e$, e.g.
6..Wd7 7 Wxcd f6 8 Hc3 e69ed
a6 10 24 c6 11 0-0-0 with a freer
game for White in Gaprindashvili-
Lemachko, Jajce 1982.
5 .. fe6
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 g5 £d5 7 ed e6! 8
ed Wxg5 9 de 0-0-0 10 ef &h6 11
&f3 W6 and after the material
has been regained Black obtains an
excellent game, Nikolac-Kovacevic,
Yugoslavia 1976.
6 Wc2
Not 6 Hxcd Dxcd 7 Wad+ Wd7
and White loses a piece.

6 .. Df6
7 &Oxcd Dxcd
8 fxcd £xcd
9 Wxcd c6
10 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 smallinitiative in Lukacs-
Kovacevi¢, Tuzla 1981, after 11
£d2 Wd5 12 Bfcl Ded 13 Lel
£d6 14 b4 0-0.
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White tries to establish his
position in the centre and only
then to regain his pawn.

4 .. &b6

5 &eS
a) 5§ a4 a5 has been interpolated.
After 6 De5 Of6 7 &c3 Gavrikov-
Gulko, USSR Ch 1981, saw Black
adopt a promising plan of defence:
7 ... ©fd78 Hxcd g69 Ke3 c6 10
Wd2 27 11 &h6 0-0 12 Edl
Dxc4 13 fxc4, where now he
could have played 13 ... £xh6 14
Wxh6. Wb6 with sufficient chances.
b) Black achieves a comfortable
game after 5 §c3 2p4 6 Ke2eb7
0-0 &f6, e.g. 8 Le3 2bd 9 Wc2



#xc3 10 bc h6 11 fcl 0-0 12
pa3 He8 13 QDe5 fxe2 14 Wxe2
H{d7 with equality in Grigorian-
Skvortsov, Moscow 1981.

¢) S h3 isinadequate. It prevents ...
&4, but costs too much time: 5 ...
516 6 &c3 e6 7 fxcd?! Pxcd 8
Wad+ c6 9 Wxcd bS! 10 Wxco+
£d7 11 Wa6 b4 12 HbS Wb8 and
White found himself in a difficult
position because of his wayward
queen in Zilberman-Bodes, Chel-

3. &d7 33

yabinsk 1975.
5 .. of6
6 &c3 e6
6 ... Hfd7 also comes into con-
sideration by analogy with the
game Gavrikov-Gulko, examined
above.

7 &Dxcd $£bdg
8§ f3 0-0
9 fel

White has the better chances
due to his strong pawn centre.
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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 plansearly in
the game, so that he can organize
his defences properly. At the same
time Black “threatens” to play ...
b5, defending the pawn on c4.

White has two major plans at
his disposal, the first directed
towards preventing ... bS5, the
latter involving the immediate
occupation of the centre.

A 4a4
B 4e4
(4 e3 is also seen. Naturally,

play can transpose to variations
considered elsewhere but there
were interesting developments in
Speelman-Vorotnikov, Leningrad
1984: 4 ... 245 Rxcde66 Ke2!?
&Hf670-0c58 b3 Nc69 &b2 Ec8
10 &Hbd2 Ke7 11 dc &xc5 12 Ecl
£e7' 13 &ed4 0-0 with roughly
level chances. Speelman-Timman,
London 1984, saw instead 9 ...
£e77 10 £Hbd2 0-0 11 Ecl witha
slight edge for White. According
to Speelman, Black might try to
strike at the centre with 6 ... c§,
delaying the development of the
knight on g8 - 1r.]




5 &c3 is also playable, leading
to positions discussed below after
5 ... &f5 6 e3 etc. A sharper
alternative is 5 ... &c6 6 e4 LKg4,
attacking the dark squares in the
centre, e.g. 7dS eS8 L4 Hfd79
£e2 Qxf3 10 gf (not 10 Lxf3?
Hd3+!) 10 ... e6 11 de fe 12 £g3
£bd 13 f4 §c6 14 Lxcd and the
activity of the light-squared bishop
guarantees White a definite ad-
vantage, Karpeshov-Meister, Chir-
chik 1984,

5 .. 2f5

The continuation 5 ... g4 6 h3

£h5 7 fxcd takes the play into

the lines of the variation 3 ... »f6 4
el g4

6 fxcd e6

7 &c3 &Deé

White’s plan is to advance e4,
while Black is aiming to play ...
es.

8§ 0-0

8 We2 is playable, for example
8...2b490-0We710 Ed]l Ed8 11
h3 Hed 12 Ha2 £d6 13 2d3 Kgb
14 Wc2 where White maintains a
strategic initiative by threatening
the advance of his pawns in the
centre, G.Agzamov-Kuzmin, Erevan
Z 1982.

8 .. 286

Prophylaxis against the threat
of 9 h3 and 10 Hh4.

9 h3 2de6
10 Eel 0-0
11 ed (57)

3 ...a6 35

White follows his programme,
advancing his central pawn and
solidly maintaining his initiative.
He already threatens to advance
to e5. In the game Tukmakov-
Kuzmin, Erevan Z 1982, White
secured a clear advantage after

. Re77 12 2f4 Bc8 13 Ecl

£bd 14 2g5.
11 ... es
12 d5

Black has no good retreat for
the knight on c6, forexample 12...

De7 13 g5orl12.. Ha513 &a2
and later 14 Rg5.

12 .. 2bs

13 Qg5 &bd7

14 Wd2

White has a substantial advantage
in the centre.
B
4 ed bs
5 a4 £b7 (58)
Herein lies the heart of Black’s
plan. If the moves &c3and... Df6
had been included, White would
have developed his initiative by



advancing €5, 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 ...
£xed 7 Hc3 2b7 8 abab 9 Exal
£xa8 10 bc e6! 11 &HxbS (11 cb
£b4 12 Wb31,butll ... &xf3!12
gf £b4 favours Black) 11... £xf3
(11 ... 2b4+ 12 2d2) 12 gf 2b4+
13 £d2 &xd2+ 14 Wxd2 Qe7 +
Vaiser-Chekhov, Irkutsk 1983.

6 .. ab
7 Exa8 £xa8
8§ &c3 e6

8 ... b4 is not on because of 9
Wad+ and the pawn falls.
9 &Hxbs

Otherwise 9 ...
counterplay.
9 .. L xed
10 f2xcd (59)

b4 gives Black
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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 11 QeS5! cb 12
£xb5+ He7 13 Wad with a
dangerous attack, or 10 ... £xf3?
11 Wxf3 c6 12 0-0! Wb6 (12 ... cb
13 £xb5+ A7 14 £xd7+ Wxd7
IS fg5! with strong threats of
bringing queen or rook to a8
creating a vicious attack) 13 §c3
Wxd4 14 Wl + Lputian-
Kaidanov, Irkutsk 1983.
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10 3...bS

1 d4 ds
2 4 dc
3 a1 b5 (60)
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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 c6
5 e3

A quiet continuation, but White
threatens to make the game more
interesting with &eS and Wf3.

5 .. e6
6 ab

6 b3 would be imprecise because

of 6... a5! 7 bc b4! and Black has

s\-\i
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real counterchances due to his
well protected advanced pawn on
the queenside. Play might continue
8 £d3 ©d7 9 £b2 Hegf6 100-0c5
11 @bd2 £b7 12 We2 Wc7 with
a fully playable game for Black in
Rokhlin-Ericson, World Corres
Ch 1965-8.
6 .. cb
7 b3
Based on the point that 7...cb is
not on because of 8 &xbS5+
picking up a pawn.
7 .. as!?
An interesting attempt to create
some counterplay.
8 be

// ﬁ% /ﬂy/ V.. A
: 7 % %/




38 3..b5

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 &QeS!

Now it is difficult for Black to
organise his queenside development.

A playable alternative is 9
Dbd2 &6 10 c5 Wc7 11 2b5+
&Hfd7 12 ©cd Re7 13 Hb6 with an
initiative for White in Borisenko-
Ericson, World Corres Ch 1965-8.

9 . & f6
10 2d3 fe7
11 0-0 0-0
12 &bd2 2b7
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. Hybl-Ericson, World
Corres Ch 1965-8, continued 13 ...
Hbd7 14 Wc2 Qb6 15 ¢S5 HbdS
16 Hdc4 +.
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1 d4 ds

2 cd dc

3 o3 of6

4 &»c3 (63)
63 !f I.‘. - 4 ' A; Y 4
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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 ed bS
6 €S Hds (64)

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

4 Hc3 abSed bS5 6e5 HAS 7 ad

White must use his initiative to
pound at the weaknesses in this
triangle. To this end he usually
chooses 7 a4, the subject of this
chapter, while 7 &g5 is also seen,
and is discussed in Chapter 11.

7 ad?

If White wishes to develop the
cl-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...&b7
B 7.. &b4!?
C7.. cé6

D 7 .. Hxc3
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7 . 2b7
The problem with this move is
that it weakens e6.
8 e6!? (65)
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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 .. fé

After 8 ... fe 9 Hed! @b4 (the
only move, since &cS is threatened)
10 Deg5 Wd7 11 £d2 §8c6 12 ab
ab 13 Exa8+ £xa8 14b3 Hd3+15
&xd3 cd 16 0-0 and White had the
advantage in Cooper-Findlay,
British Ch 1978.

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 &ed

Intending 10 @&c5. If Black tries

to prevent this with 9 ... ©e3 10

&xe3 &xed then 11 Hd2 &d5 12
ab and now Black cannot play
12 ... ab because of 13 Exa8 fxa8
14 Wh5+ g6 15 Wxb5+ =,
9 . b4
10 &cS £xf3
The point of Black’s play is that
10 Wxf3 Wxd4 gives him sufficient
counterplay.
11 gf (66)
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The serious weakening of the
light squares in the Black camp
gives White clearly better chances.
Black cannot create sufficient
counterplay: 11 ... &8c6 12 Ke3
Dxd4 13 2xd4 Wxd4 14 Wxd4
&Hc2+ 15 &d2 Hxd4 16 &c3 Ed8
(Chiburdanidze-Sturua, Odessa
1982) and now by playing 17
@Dxab Dxe6 18 ab White obtained

a clear advantage.
B

7 .. &b4
Thisis-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
Informator 38. First, however, it
should be noted that simple
development is not necessarily
sufficient.

Sosonko-P.Nikoli¢, Thessaloniki
O11984,saw8 2e2 2590-0 Dc2,
and White continued 10 Ea2!
(better than 10 Ebl)10... b4 11
Ba3 &c2 12 »h4 (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 f£e2!)
12 ... £d3 (forced, according to
Nikoli¢) 13 £xd3cd 14e6fe(14...
&xal is dubious: 15 Wf3 fe 16
Wxa8 &4 17 ab ab 18 &f3! 1) 15
Wh5+. All this had been seen
before, with 15 ... &d7 played in
Kotronias-Votruba, Athens Open
1984, when White might have
tried 16 Eb3. Nikoli¢ now intro-
duced 15 ... g6!, inviting 16 &xg6
hg 17 Wxh8, but now Black can
strike back with 17 ... bd4! 18 £h6
&d7' 19 Eb3! bc. In this position
Nikoli¢ points out that 20 £xf8
leads to a small advantage for
White after 20 ... &c6 21 dS! ed 22
Wh3+ e6 23 Lg7 ©2d4 24 Exc3
He2+ 25 &hl &xcd 26 Kxc3.
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 .. Wg5 27
Wxd3 Wfs.
8 .. 215
Black pursues his plan of

playing on the weak light squares
in the White camp.
9 Qxcd
The sacrifice of the inactive
rook on al is justified in terms of
time and development of the
White forces.

9 .. Dxc2+
10 &f1 &Hxal
11 g4 2c2

This robs the knight on al of its
natural flight square at c2, but
creates another exit at b3. 11 ...
£g6 would allow 12 e6! fe 13
&e5!, but Padevsky gives the
following interesting alternative:
11 ... ab"? 12 @xf7+ &xf7 13
Qg5+ Hg8 14 gf &c6! 15 QHebd
Wd7 16 &£h6! &xeS! (obviously
not 16 ... gh 17 Egl+ &f7 18
Wh5 mate) 17 Egl &Hg6 18 d5
and now he gives the enigmatic
assessment of ‘unclear’. White is
down a wholerook, but the knight
on al 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 ... Wa4.

12 &xf7+
13 Hgs5+

Sxf7
Le8
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Black cannot retreat to g8
because of 14 W3, threatening the
rook at a8 while threatening mate
at f1.

14 W3 Wxd4

Padevsky suggests that Black
can equalise with 14 ... Ea7!.

15 &g2!

White cannot take the rook
because of 15 ... £d3+ 16 Fel
He2+ 17 &d2 fed.

15 .. ab

16 fe3! Wed
17 Wxa8 We6+
18 Wxc6+ Dxc6

Here White should have played
19 HExal Hxe520 Dxb5 Dxgd 21
Sxc7+ &d7 22 &Hceb with a
capture at f8 to follow.
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Black strengthens his gripon b5
without giving up control of cé.
But the weaknesses at f7 and d5
allow White to develop a strong
Initiative.

8 ab Qxc3

Forced becauseif 8 ...cb,9 g5
is dangerous, threatening 10 Wf3.
9 be cb

10 &Hgs!?

A sharp way of maintaining the
initiative. After 10 g3 e6 11 2g2
2b7 Black can consolidate his
game, for example 120-0 2e7 13
Del Kxg2 14 Dxg2 HA7 with a
solid position for Black in
Damjanovi¢-Rivas, Groningen 1980.

10 .. fé6

This is the only defence to
11 Wf3.

11 W3

[A recent try is 11 e6 Wd5 12
£e2fg 13 2h5+ &d8 140-0 Wxe6
15 Hel Wf6 16 d5S with an unclear
position in Pdhtz-Bernard, Rostock

1984 - 1r.]
1 .. Ea7
12 6 (68)

1 TEm
//a/x

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

12 .. ab7
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This is directed at d5, which will
create a vice-like grip at e6. The
alternativeis 12... Wb613d5fg 14
Se3! (after 14 W7+ Hd8 15 & xg5
Ed7! 16 ed &xd7 17 RKe2 h6
Black has the advantage, Sosonko-
Rivas, 1978) 14 ... Wc7 15 Re2and
despite the extra piece Black has a
difficult game, for example 15 ...
Bb716g3! Eb617h4! g4 18 W7+
&d8 19 h5 h6 20 0-0 £b7 21
£xb6, Langeweg-Witt, Dutch Ch
1982, or 15 ... Hd7 16 Wf7+ Hd8
17 ed £xd7 18 0-0 Ea8 19 &f3,
Knaak-Thorman, East Germany
1980, with advantage to White in
both games.

13 W4
14 dS!

This leads to wide-open play.
After 14 237 2dS! 15 WS Wco!
followed by ... &d8 Black stabilises
the position and achieves a solid
game.

14 .. £xdS
15 fe3

Another possibility is 15 Wd4
Wb7 16 &e3, hopingfor 16 ... Ha8
17 0-0-0! fg 18 Wxd5 with an
initiative in the centre. But things
do not turn out quite so well after

6 ... fg! 17 Wxa7 Exa7 18 fxa?
&c6 19 Exab g6 20 Ke2 £g7 and
the Black queenside pawns give
him sufficient counterchances,
Farago-Marjanovi¢, Tuzla 1981.

15 .. Eb7
Or 15 Ba8 16 Wf5 Wc6

Wcs

17 0-0-0 with active play for
White, Webb-R.Bernard, Poland
1978.

16 Wfs

17 0-0-0 (69)
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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 ...
g6 18 WxdS WxdS 19 Exd5 fg 20
£d4 EHg8 21 RKe2 with an
initiative for White in Timoshenko-
Haritonov, Irkutsk 1983.

Dxc3




In addition to the immediate
(hreat of 9 ab White threatens to
advance his d-pawn to d$, and this
torces Black to choose from a
limited menu.

Dl 8... 2b7
D2 8 ... Wds
D1
8 ... 2b7

Here, as in the previous chapter,
this move leads to the weakening
of the e6 square.

9 6! 16

After 9 ... fe 10 g5 WdS 11
Re2! Wxg2 12 Efl &d513ab(71)
Black has a difficult position:

% :%’/ % D ,..,,.:%’I V. A
/

.

a) 13 ... ab 14 HExa8 &xa8 15 2g4
(playable alternatives include 15

&4 and 15 &Hxe6) 15 ... €5
16 fe6! =
b) 13 ... Wxh2 14 £g4 h515 &xeb6

2xe6 16 W3 +.
)13 ... g6 14 £g4! (14 ba Kh6!)
4. &h6 15 £h3 Wxh2 16 & xeb
Lxc6 17 W3 +

10 g3 wds
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11 QKg2 Wxe6+
12 fel3 Wcs
13 0-0 e6 (72)

Black has captured the pawn on
€6 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 h4! Lxg2
15 &Oxg2 £d6

Inferior is 15 ... g6 16 Wf3 &Hd7

17 ab with advantage to White.
16 Whs+ g6

17 W3 od7
18 ab (73
73 yl oW % %7 X
s, KA U

A7 %}A}%
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White has overrun the bS
square and Black faces a difficult
defensive task, for example 18 ...
Sf7 19 Wcb6 Db6 20 L4 Wd7!
(20 ... Ed8? 21 ba %) 21 Wxd7+
& xd7 22 Exa6 Hxa623 ba Ea8 24
Hal with a better endgame for
White in Vaiser-Korsunsky, USSR
1978.

D2
8 .. Wds (74)
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Black attempts to regroup with
. Reb6, ... Wb7 and ... £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.

D21 9 .. Kkeé6

D22 9 .. £b7

D21
9 .. Reb
10 Lg2 Wb7
11  0-0

Also possible is 11 Hh4 £d5 12

£ xd5 Wxd5 130-0e6 14 g2 Wb7
15 d5! with aninitiative for White,
eg. 15... Wxd5 16 Wxd5ed 17ab
&d7 18 Ke3z Chekhova-Mulenko,
Sochi 1981.

1n .. 4ds
12 £a3!?(75)
[ GeH B

Byw% AAmiA
AR B B B
AT B
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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: 12 e6!?
£xe6 13 Hg5 £d5 14 £xd5 Wxd5
15 ab, so that after 15 ... Wxb5 16
Wf3or15...ab 16 Exa8 Wxa8 17
Weg4 &Hc6 18 Wf3 (Balashov-
Miles, Bugojno 1978) he can build
a winning attack, but after 15 ...
h6! 16 @h3e6 17 Df4 WxbS5 it is
not clear how White can improve
his position.

12 .. e6

There is_no alternative.
13 " &xf8 Hxf8
14 4Hh4! 2xg2
15 &xg2
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The unfortunate position of the
Black king allows White to begina
direct attack, for example 15 ... g6
16 f4 &d7 17 f5! etc, with clearly
better chances for White, Varazdy-
Navarovszky, Hungary 1982,

[15 .. &©d7 was seen in the
recent game Chekhov-R.Bernard,
Rostock 1984, where White intro-
duced 16 f4, which proved success-
ful after 16 ... f5? 17 ef g6 18 Wgd
Sf7 19 5! ef 20 ExfS £, but Black
could have tried 16 ... g6! 17 g4 {5
with an unclear position, so White
should stick to 16 @e3, although
Black does not experience serious
difficulties - ¢r.]

D22
9 . £b7
10 %g2 Wd7 (76)

. /
7& // ‘/ﬁ/y ///
w_08%

%y
Z

_ D%,
/ 7 Ks
S pwy @

p.
V2.

This is another way to try to
crect a defence in the centre.
11 a3
11 &h4 looks logical, as in the
game Kavalek-Miles, Wijk aan
Zee 1978, where White built up a

dangerous attack after 11 ... c6™
12f4e6 135! ef 14 0-0 g6 15 £.g5.
The correct manner of defence
was demonstrated by Black in the
game Nemet-Hort, Lugano 1983:
11 0-0 e6 12 Hh4 2xg2! 13 Hxg2
b4! 14 &f4 &c6 15 We2 be 16 dS
ed 17 e6 fe 18 Hxe6 Hf7! with a

solid game.
11 .. 2d5
After 11 ... e6 12 fxf8 Black

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

12 0-0 &e6

13 Hel g6

It is dangerous to delay the

development of the kingside: 13 ...
Eb8 14 ab ab 15 We2!, and
already 15... g6 failsto 16 e6! fe 17
De5 Hxe5 18 Wxe5 Eg8 19 £xd5
ed 20 L5 withstrongpressurefor
White. [White can also try 14e6!?,
e.g. 14.. fe 15 gs Lxg2 16 Hxg2
Wds+ 17 W3 b4 18 £xb4! witha
strong attack on 18 .. &xb4 19
cb Wxg5 20 Wc6+!, according to
Helgi Olafsson, who suggests that
Black investigate 13 ... h6, intending
.gSand .. £g7 - 1r]

14 2c5

Creating a strong threat of 15

ab. A sharper alternative is 14 e6!?
fe 15 &g5 (15 eSS DHxe5 16 £xdS
ed 17.BxeS fails-to-achieve the
desired result after 17 ... e6!,
stabilising the position and retaining
the material advantage). Loginov-
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Nadrikhnov, USSR 1983, saw
5. 2xg2 16 Hxg2 Wd5+ 17 Wf3
Wxfi+ 18 &Hxf3 ©d8 19 &Hxeb
Dxe6 20 Exe6 ¥d7 21 d5, and
White, keeping control of e6 and
d$, has the brighter prospects. For
the evaluation of 14 e6 it is
important to find a good reply to
15 ... &d8!? rather than 15 ...
£xg2.
14 .. Zb8
14 ... Ed8 was recently intro-
duced in an attempt to strengthen
Black’s defence: 15 ab ab 16 &g5
£xg2 17 e6! fe 18 Hxg2 Wd5+ 19
W3 Wxf3+ 20 &xf3 Bd5 21 &Hxeb
&d7 with a complicated position
holding chances for both sides,
H.Olafsson-Hort, Thessaloniki Ol
1984 - see page 117.

15 ab ab
16 &g5'?(77)
AN
5 WNKAY A
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By threatening 17 e6!, breaking
down Black’s defences, White
maintains the initiative, for example

6 ... &xg2 17 Hxg2 £h6 18 €6!
Wd5+ 19 W3 Wxf3+ 20 &xf3 {6
21 d5 with advantage to White,
Ehlvest-Chekhov, USSR Ch 1984,
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1 d4 ds
2 c4 de
2 oOf3 &f6
4 D3 a6
5 ed bS
6 e5 ads
7 &g5(78)

White immediately initiates an
attack against the weak squares f7
and d5. The threat is 8 Wf3, for
example 7 ... ©c6 8 Wf3 Le6 9
QDxe6 fe 10 Le3 Hcbd 11 Ecl with
advantage to White, Malich-
Thorman, East Germany 1977.

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

prospects after 8 Hxd5 WxdS5 9
fe2 with the threat of 10 £f3, as
in the game Heuer-Ekvtimishvili,
Kishniev 1976, where White ob-
tained the advantage after 9 ...
&Dc6 10 f3 Wd7 11 0-0 Ed8 12
$e3e6 13 a4 h6 14abab 15 Hed.

7 ... f6 also seems inadequate
after 8 Hxd5 Wxd5 (8 ...fg9 &c3
@Dc6 10 fe3 1) 9 Re2 c6 10 &f3
Wd8 11 &Hed4. In the game
Hausner-Kallai, Hungary 1980,
White came out of the opening
with a significant edge after 11 ...
£e6? 12 0-0 ©d7 13 Eel, but
Black could have chosen the much
sharper 11 ... fe 12 0-0 ed (12 ...
Wxd4? 13 We2 +)and White must
prove that hislead in development
and the other positional factors
justify the investment of three
pawns.

8 Whs Wd7

Less clear is 8 ... g6 9 Wf3f5 10
ef Wxf6 because of Il HxdS, for
example 11 ... Wxf3 12 &Hxc7+
&d7 13 gf £bd+ 14 He2 Hxc7 15
£f4+ b6 16 &£h3 with an
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initiative for White, Petursson-
Sigurjonsson, Reykjavik 1982.
9 Re2

9 &Hxd5 ed 10 a3 Hc6 11 Kel
Dd8 12 fe2 WSS gives nothing to
White, as Black has sufficient
counterplay, Bogoljubow-Alekhine,
match 1934,

9 .. £b7
10 0-0 g6
11 Wgd hs! (79)

Against 11 ... &©c6 White can
play 12 &xd5 Wxd5 (12 ... ed 13
Wxd7+ Hxd7 14 Hxf7 Bg8 15
2dl 1) 13 Wr4! £,

AN

After 13 Bdl &Hcb4 14 Hced
0-0-0 15 a4 White has a definite
initiative in return for the pawn,
Grigorian-Mariasin, Beltsi 1979.
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1 d4 ds

2 c4 dc

3 an of6

4 &3 c5(80)
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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 ds

[An alternative plan for White
is 5 ed e6 6 Kxcd. After 6 ... cd
White can play 7 ©xd4 or try the
new 7 Wxd4, introduced in
Rogers-Kallai, Kraljevo 1984, which
continued 7 ... Wxd4 8 &£xd4 a6 9

e5!? &fd7 10 f4 b5 11 £xe6! (11
£d3 leads to a sterile equality)
11 ... fe 12 &Hxe6 with compensation
for the material. - ¢r.]
5 .. e6
Against 5 ... &f5, intended to
forestall e4, White plays 6 £g5!
Ded 7 Wad+ A7 8 Dxed Lxed9
Wxcd4 g6 10 e4 with an advantage
for White, Kluger-Hennings, East
Germany 1976.
6 ed ed
Forced, because of the threat of
2g5.
7 eS!
Only thus can White consoli-
date his position in the centre.
7 .. &fd7 (81)
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After 7... Ded 8 WxdS Black is
experiencing difficulties, for example
8 ... Dxc3 9 Wxd8+ Hxd8 10 be
£e6 11 Hg5 Hd7 12 Dxeb+fe 13
fa! &b6 14 ad4. In Gligori¢-
Nikoli¢, Nik3i¢ 1983, White got
a definite advantage after 14 ...
g5 15 a5 &d5 16 f5!. More
preciseis 14...a5 15 &e2and later
0-0, £d2 and Efbl with pressure
on the queenside.

8 ags!

An accurate move, the point of
which is to win several tempi for
further development. On 8 Wxd5
there follows 8 ... @b6 with
simplification which favours Black,
Torre-Seirawan, London 1984.

8 .. fe?
9 Qxe? Wxe?

10 &xds Wds

1 1 ﬂxc4 (82)
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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.
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1 d4 ds
2 4 dc
3 53 &f6

4 ‘!Ya4+(83)
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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:

Ad4.. c6
4 ... Dc6
C 4.. Hbd?

4 ... 2d7 is infrequently en-
countered. After 5 Wxc4 R2c6 6
Qc3 obd7 7 Kg5 eb 8 ed! White
has a strong position in the centre.

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 dS and e6 squares.
5 Wxcd 25 (84)
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The most relevant continuation.
5 ... &pd is sharper, with the goal
of putting pressure on the d4
square. In this case Black allows
ed, but he can undermine White's
pawn.centre; for-example-6 &c3
Dbd7 7 e4 2xf38gfe59 Ke3ed
10 £xd4 £d6 110-0-0 Wc7 witha
complicated game, in which White’s
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chances are slightly better, par-
ticularly in the centre, Andersson-
Christiansen, London 1982.

Against 5 ... g6 6 &bd2 is
considered to be the best reply,
followed up by £b2. White
obtained a lasting initiative in
Gheorghiu-Bastian, Baden Baden
1981, after 6... Wd57e3! 2g78b3
0-0 9 2b2 &f5 10 Ecl &bd7
11 b4!.

6 g3

This is the standard plan.

6 e3 e6 7 2d3!? 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 1982,
where White had the more com-
fortable game after 7 ... £xd3 8
Wxd3 @bd790-0 Ke710 Hc30-0
11 e4 Wc7 12 Kg5 Eae8 13 Eacl
h6 14 Re3.

6 ©c3 has also been tried. After
6 ... e6 7 Wb3 Black can play 7 ...
Wb6 8 Wxb6 ab9 Dh4b5 10 Hxf5
ef 11 e3 &bd7 12 2d3 g6 13 0-0
&b6 with control of d5 and e4.
This logical plan was played in
Smyslov-Hiibner, Velden 1983.

6 .. &bd7
7 g2 e6
8 &c3

The knight at c3 not only
controls the centre but also limits
Black’s queenside play. So after
80-0 £e79 Eel 0-0 10 Wb3 Wb

11 @bd2, 11 ... Wxb3 12 Hxb3a$s!
13 £d2 a4 14 Has Hed! with an
initiative for Black in Grosch-
Nutu, Budapest 1982.

8 .. L2e7

8 ... ©ed 9 0-0 Db67 10 Wb3

RKe7 is premature: 11 ad! gives
White an initiative on the queen-
side.

9 0-0(85)

7. Z
4 B¢

This is the problematic position
of the wvariation. White has
completed his development and is
ready to strive for the initiative in
the centre and on the queenside
with 2g5. The problem-like move
9 .. f£c2, with the threat of
trapping the queen with 10 ...
b6, fails to 10 €3 0-0 11 a3 and
further 11 ... a5 12 We2 2g6 13 e4
Wb6 14 h3 Wa6 15 We3 with
advantage to White in Bogoljubow-
Alekhine, match 1934.

9 ... &ed is considered the most
solid, as in Andrianov-Suetin,
Moscow 1982, which concluded in



a draw after 10 Ed1 0-0 11 &f4
Hxc3 12 Wxc3 fed 13 Weld Df6
14 &g5. White can fight for the
advantage with 10 Wb3, and if
10 ... ©b6, then 11 a4 with aslight
initiative.
9 .. hé

Black might have adopted this
plan on the 8th move as well, in
order to keep the bishop from g5,
and create a retreat squareforthe
light-squared bishop whichcango
from f5 to h7.

10 e3?

White plays along the lines of
the Bogoljubow-Alekhine game.

An alternative is 10 Wb3 Wb6
11 ¥dl 0-0 12 Eel Efd8 13 e4
£h7 14 a3 with amore comfortable
game for White, Kudishchevich-
Ivanov, Rostov-on-Don 1981.

10 Ed1?? is a blunder because
of 10 ... Rc2 with the threat of

.. @b6, and White must part

with the exchange.

10 .. 0-0
11 We2
White regroups his forces,

intending to advance his e-pawn
with an initiative in the centre.
Fedorowicz-Williams, New York
1982, continued 11 ... Ded 12 Hd2
@xd2 13 £xd2 &6 14 e4 2g6 15
£e3 Wa5 16a3 with advantage to
White, although Black’s position
is very solid.

B

4 .. &6 (86)

4 Wa4+ 55
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This is an active continuation.
Black attempts to play against the
pawn on d4.

5 &c3

The most active reply. White
places the e4 and d5 squares under
his control, intending e4. Other
continuations have been tried:

a) 5g3 2e66 Lg2 Wd7 7 &c3
&d5 (7 ... &d5isdubious because
of 8 &Hxd5 &xdS 9 Wxc4, for
example 9... @b6 10 Wb3 WdS 11
Wd3 e6 12 0-0 with lasting
pressure on the long diagonal and
c-file, Tukmakov-Kozlov, USSR
1984) 8 Wxcd (8 Lg5 is less clear
after 8 ... £Hb6) 8 ... Dxc3 9 Wxc3
£.dS with a comfortable game for
Black.

b) 5 e3 &d7'? (this forces White to
capture at c4 with the queen) 6
Wxcd e5'7 (against 6 ... g6 White
can play7-Wc2 2.g7 8 2b5!&cb8
9 0-0 0-0 10 Ed1 with the more
active game, KneZevi¢-Banas, Stary
Smokovec 1974) 7 de (not 7 dS
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&b6 and the pawn on d5 falls) 7 ...
DdxeS 8 DxeS Dxe59 Wb5+ Hd7
10 £e2c6 11 Wcd 2d6 12 Wed+
£e7 13 0-0 Hf6 14 Wc2 0-0 with a
fully satisfactory game for Black,
Andersson-Timman, Tilburg 1982.

5 .. &Hds

6 Wxcd

The sharp 6 e4!? b6 7 Wdl

2e4 8 d5 De5 9 Kf4 &Hgb6 has
not been sufficiently investigated.
Botvinnik-Petrosian, match 1963,
was agreed drawn after 10 Re37!
e6, but 10 £g3!?is stronger, after
which play might continue 10 ... €5
11de 2xe6 12 Wxd8+ Exd8(12...
&xd8!? 13 0-0-0+ &c8 14 HbS! 1)
13 £xc7 Ed7 14 £xb6 ab and the
weakness of the pawn structure on
Black’s queenside guarantees an
advantage for White, Rajkovic-
Barle, Yugoslavian Ch 1983.[This
line was also seen in Alburt-
Dlugy, USA Ch 1984, which saw
the introduction of 13 ... Ec8!,
although after 14 2g3 a6 15 Hd4
£c516 0-0-0 0-0 17 Re2 £d7 18
&f5! White could still lay claim to
a large advantage. Alburt suggests
14 ... £c5!? which awaits practical
tests - tr.]

6 .. 2db4

On 6 ... Re6 7 ed! is a strong

response, for example 7 ... Hdb4 8
dS! &c2+ 9 &dl Hxal 10 £d2
with advantage for White, Hort-
Rivas, Montilla 1978. More precise
is 7... @b6 8 WcS 2d7 with better

chances for White.
7 Wbl

e5!? (87)

The variation 7 ... ©Hxd4 8 Hxd4
Wxd4 9 fe3 fe6 10 Wad+ £d7
11 Wb3 RKe6 leads to a draw,
Andersson-K orchnoi, Johannes-
burg 1981.

The text move hides a subtle
trick: 8 a3 Re6 9 Wdl ed 10 bS5
a6 11 &Hbxd4 Hxd4 12 Hxd4
Wxd4! with advantage to Black,
Botterill-Miles, England 1979. On
8 d5 play might continue 8 ...
&$Hd4! with advantage to Black,
and on 8 deeither8 ... 2e6or8 ...
£p4 can be tried, with sharp and
unclear play.

C
4 .. &bd7 (88)
This is the Catalanish con-
tinuation. White can, if he wishes,
play 5g3e6.6 &£g2or5Wxcde6 6
g3, transposing to that opening,
There is only one variation with
independent significance.
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5 &3 e6
6 ed cS
6 ... a6 is alsoseen and leads to a
complex game after 7 £xc4 c6 8
Wc2 c5!79dc £xc5100-0 W7 11
We2 Hgd 12b3 h5 13 £d2 Hdes,
KnezZevi¢c-Romanishin, Kiev 1978.
7 d5 ed
8 o5 d4 (89)
This is the critical position, in
which White’s superior develop-
ment plays a more significant role
than Black’s material advantage.

\\\\\

4 Waq+ 57

9 ﬂxc4 dc
10 ef gf
On 10 .. Wxf6 White plays

11 Rg5 Wc6 12 Wxc6 be 13 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 1960.

11 0-0 cb
12 &xb2 Re7
13 Eadl

White has a significant advantage,
KneZevi¢-Mecking, Yugoslavia 1976.
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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 ds
2 c4 dc
3 &f3 ofé
4 €3 g4
5 4fxcd 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 ... £xf3 7 gf
@©bd7 8 Wxb7 cS!, for example 9
dc £xc510f4 Eb8 11 Wg2 (or 11
W3 2bd+ 12 &f10-0 13 Hg2 Wc7
14 2e2 e5! 15 a3 &£d6 with sharp
play) i1 ... 2bd+ 12 &e20-013b3
Qb6 14 £d3 Hbd5 with sufficient
counterplay for Black. Also pos-
sible is 10 &c3 0-0 11 f4 b6 12

f£e2 Hfd5 13 0-0 Whd 14 &f3
Eab8 15 Wa6 &xc3 16 bc f5 when
Black has good attacking chances,
Quinteros-Miles, Amsterdam 1977.
Should White choose (wisely) to
decline the pawn sacrifice with 8
D3 Db6 9 Ke2 Ke7 10 £d2 0-0
11 Edl, then Black can achieve
equality after 11 ... ¢5 12 dc £xc5
13 0-0 Hc8, Gligori¢c-Smyslov, Has-
tings 1962-63.
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 ... &h5, of playing g4
if it should become necessary.

Another continuation is 6 9bd2
Hbd7 7 Wb3 Qb6 (7 ... WbB? 8 ed
c6 9 h3 &hS 10 HeS! £) 8 Hes
£h590-0 £d6 10 a4 0-0, Ivanov-
Lerner, USSR 1979. Or 6a3 a6 7 b4
£d6 8 2b2 &c6 9 &Hbd2 0-0 10
Wc2 We?, Belyavsky-A.Petrosian,
USSR 1979. In neither case can
White look forward to any advan-
tage from the opening.
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6 .. 2h5 (91)

. &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 Wxf3 &c6 8 &3 a6 9 0-0
£d6 10 Ed1 0-0 11 2b3 We7 12
£ad4 Ha513ede514 Rg5withan
initiative for White in Szilagyi-
Hillyard, European Club Cup 1981.
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Here White can choose between
7 &c3, the subject of the present
chapter, and 7 0-0, which will be
dealt with in the following chap-
ters.

7 Wb3 £xf3 8 gf is no more
effective than at move 6.

7 &c3

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 £bS.

Al 7.. a6
A2 7... Dcé6

Al
7 .. a6
8§ g4

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

8 .. 2g6
9 &es

Sometimes 9 &hd is played, but
this just leads to a transposition of
moves.

9 h4 achieves nothing because
of 9... 2b4 10 h5 Red 11 g5 &d5
12 £d2 £xc3! 13 bc b5 witha full
blockade of the white pawns in the
centre.

9 .. &Hbd7

Sometimes 9 ... £d6 is played,
for example 10 Wf3 2xeS 11 de
Dfd7 12 Wxb7 Dxe5 13 Wxal
Dxc4 140-00-0 15 Wg2! f5! with a
sharp game in which Black has
quite reasonable chances because
of the suspect position of the white
king.

More solid is 10 &xg6 hg 11
£f1! and in comparison with
the text variation the position of
the bishop at dé6 is not helpful to
Black.

10 &xgé hg (92)



This is the key position of 8 g4.
White has the bishop pair and a
slight spatial advantage, but Black
has a solid position and a number
of possibilities for counterplay,
the chief one motivated by the
insecure position of the white king.
Here two moves have been tried:
All 11 g5
Al12 12 2f1"?

All
11 gS§

The point of this move is to
drive the knight from the centre.
In the event of 11 ...5g8 White
manages to achieve domination of
the centre with 12 Wf3 Eb8 13 h4,
for example 13...c5 14 Kb3 bS5 15
£d2 He716d5! c4(16...e517d6!
1) 17 de fe 18 &c2 with a notable
advantage for White, Mochalov-
Vorotnikov, USSR 1981.

11 .. fds

This allows Black to comfortably

simplify the position.
12 &OxdS
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12 e4 H5b6 13 £b3 does not
achieve the desired result after 13
.. &e7!, with the threat of 14 ...
£xg5. After 14 f4 (forced) Black
canplay 14...c5 15d5ed 16 £xdS
DxdS 17 Wxds Wc7 18 fe3 Qb6
19 Wb3 Ed8, as in Diesen-Hort,
London 1982, when Black had
plenty of counterplay in the centre.

12 ... ed

13 Q&xds c6

14 4£b3 Wxg5 (93)
93 v9 %
v // i // // A
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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 Wf3 WS

Black can exchange dark-squared
bishops but this proves inadequate
after 15 ... &bd+ 16 &£d2 &£xd2+
17 &xd2 WS 18 WxfS gf, since
White will be able to exploit the
weak -dark. .squares, in the black
camp. For example, 19 &e2 £f6
20 Eacl Ed8 21 Hc5 g6 22 &f3
with an endgame initiative for White
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- Petrosian-Dzhindzhihashvili, Bue-
nos Aires Ol 1978.

Another flawed attemptis 15...
o6 16 £d2!, when 16... Wf5runs
into 17 Wg2!.

16 Wxf5

This time White cannot avoid
the exchange of queens with 16
Wpg2 because of 16 ... b4+,

16 .. gf

White has only a symbolic ad-
vantage, since Black’s position is
very solid. For example, 17 £d2
g6 18 0-0-0 Eh4 193 £d620 &bl
$f8 21 e4 He8 with aroughly level
game, Tal-Romanishin, USSR Ch
1978.

Al2

11 &f1!? (94)
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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. It is important
to note the fact that defending the
rook on hl 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
Il ...c5o0rll..¢€5
1 .. cS!?

The exchange of a flank pawn
for a central pawn is a tempting
prospect.

A playable alternativeis 11 ... eS
12 g2 ed 13 ed Eb8 14 £f4 (or
14 We2+ Re7 15g5 DhS 16 &d5
9b6! 17 @xb6 cb 18 0-0 0-0 19
Wg4 £d6 14-14 Vliadimirov-Bagirov,
Erevan Z 1982) 14 ... 2d6 15
£xd6cd 160-00-017 Eel bSwith
counterplay for Black in Ribli-
Timman, Las Palmas IZ 1982. 14
0-0 comes into consideration, giv-
ing White a slight advantage.

More passive is 11 ...c6 12 £g2
and White gradually strengthens
his position while Black cannot
find an active plan. For example,

2..Wc7130-0 2e714f4 Hb6 15
g5 o©fd7 16 Wgd 0-0-0 17 Ebl
b8 18 b4 Hd5 19 Had 520 We3
with a clear positional advantage
for White in Kasparov-Petrosian,
Tilburg 1981. Or 12 ... £d6 13 e4
e514 feled 15 fxd4 Wc7 16 Wc2
2d8 17 0-0-0 0-0 18 &bl Hfe8 19
&e2 with a freer game for White,
Petkevich-Maryasin, Moscow 1981.

12 g2
12 d5 is premature because of



12 ... ed 13 HxdS DeS! 14 2g2
£d6 and the dark squares on the
periphery of the white position are
weak, providing Black with serious
counterchances.
12 .. Wc7
2...cd 13ed Wb6140-0 £d6is
more active, but 15d5! proves un-
pleasant for Black, as in Pinter-
Forintos, Hungarian Ch 1981: 15
.. €516 g5! Hh5 17 Ded, with a
clear advantage to White.
13 gs”?

Another idea here is to exploit
the position of the queen on the
c-file. Andersson-Timman, Bugojno
1984, saw instead 13 £d2 cd 14 ed
£d6 15 Ecl Wb6 16 d5, but Black
managed to achieve approximate
equality after 16... &xd5 17 HxdS

ed 180-00-019 fe3 Wb520 WxdS
WxdS 21 £xdS Eab8.

13 .. &hs

14 W13 (95)

White controls the initiative
thanks to his pressure on the light
squares. Play might continue 14 ...
cd 15 ed Eb8 16 0-0 £.d6 17 dS!
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0-0 18 defe 19 Wed with advantage
to White, Timman-Ardiansyah,
Indonesia 1984.

7 . &c6!? (96)

Black tries to put pressure on d4
a ... 2d6, without wasting time
on a prophylactic ... a6. White can
exploit the opportunity to pin the
black knight.
8 2bs
9 ed
White can accept the proffered
pawn with 9 Wa4 & xf3 10 gf 0-0!?
11 Lxc6bc 12 Wxc6, but after 12
.. Hb8 13b3 Eb6 14 Wc4 WaB 15
&e2 the exposed position of 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
16 d5! 1 Bc8 17 Hadl White began a
decisive queenside attack. A more
solid approach, 10 ... Wd7, is
possible.

£d6
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If White exchanges on c6, the
damage inflicted on theblack pawn
structure will be offset by the
weakening of the light squares.

9 ... Hd7
10 %e3 0-0
11 e5!? (97)

/A' e, 77
o

A tempting continuation. After
11 0-0 Black can equalize with 11
..e5!712de HdxeS 13 Re2 2xf3
14 £xf3 Dxf3+ 15 Wxf3, as in
Semaniuk-Karolyev, corres 1978-
81.

1 .. 2e7
12 fe2

Having forestalled the advance
.. €5 by Black, White has under-
scored the drawback of the place-
ment of the black knight at c6.
White stands better, for example

2...9b613g4 2g614h4 Hd515

hS &xc3 16 bc £ed4 17 Egl with
the initiative - Garcia-Lebredo,
Havana 1982.
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1 d4 ds
2 c4 dc
3 of3 afé6
4 e3 fgd
5 fxcd e6
6 h3 £h5
7 0-0(98)

This continuation allows Black
to strive for the central break ... 5.
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 dé.
7 .. Dbd7
7 ... a6 will be covered in Chapter
17.

8 &c3
Now Black usually follows the
plan outlined above, but he can
also deploy the bishop at e7.
8 .. &dé
8. f2e7

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.

Al 10 g4

A2 10 fe2

Al
10 g4

[This move and the subsequent
forcing play were suggested by
Hillyard in 1979 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 ...
£g4 system - ed.]

10 .. £2g6

The variation 10 ... ed 11 &xd4
Dxga?!, hoping for 12 hg? Wh4!,
proves unsuccessful because of
12 &fS! He3 13 fe! £h2+ (13 ...
£xd1? 14 Dxg7+ D8 15 Heb+
=+ or 14 ... &e7 15 Exf7 mate!)
14 &xh2 &xdl 15 Hxg7+ £. No
better is 12 ... £h2+ 13 &hl
Dxf2+ 14 Bxf2 2xdl 15 Dxg7+
Pe7 16 Ke3, which led to a win for
White in Skembris-Stamatopoulos,
Thessaloniki 1981.

11 de Sxes
12 &xeS f£xes
13 f4

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

13 .. Wd4+

14 Wxd4 £xd4+

15 &h2 £xc3

16 be Sxed (100)
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White has lost a pawn, but after
the text Black is faced with the loss
of a piece unless he plays very
carefully.

17 gs! £4d5!

The only move which allows
Black to fight for equality.

After 17 ... ©d7 18 Eel f519 gf
Hxf6 20 L£d3 Black is in deep
trouble:

a) 20 ... 0-0-0 21 fxed4 Ehe8 22

25+,

b) 20 ... 0-0 21 L2xed4 Eae8 (21 ...

Hfe8 22 2xb7 £) 22 fa3 was

Littlewood-Muir, British Ch 1979.
18 EHel+ 18! (101)

After 18 ... &d7 there are two

ways for White to develop his
initiative:
a) 19-82d1 &c6, 20, Ed4, bs!? 21
£xb5+ Hxb5 22 gf &c6 23 c4,
Hulak-Matulovi¢, Yugoslavia 1981.
b) 19 £d3!? He8 20 c4!.
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19 La3+
[19 gf £xc420f5 looks stronger,
when the threat of 21 Egl leaves
Black’s position critical - ed.]

19 .. g8
20 gf fxcd
21 Ee7 hS! (102)
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This is the manoeuvre which
brings equality. After 22 Exc7 b5
23 Egl Eh6! Black has excellent
drawing chances thanks to the
bishops of opposite colour, Ftacnik-
Matulovi¢, Vriac 1981.

A2

10 He2 0-0 (103)
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11  de
White can also try to support
the centre with 11 £.e3, when Black
has a number of possibilities. For
example:

a)1l...ed 12 Dxd4 fxe2 13 Wxe2
and White has a good game because
of the weakness of the light squares
in the black camp, e.g. 13 ... Ee8
14 &f5! KeS 15 Lg5 c6 16 Wf3,
Gligori¢c-Rukavina, Leningrad 1Z
1973.

b) 11 ... Ee8 12d5'? £g6 13 &d2,
and if 13 ... £c5 then 14 f£xc5
Dxc5 15 2b5! with the better
game for White.

c) Black’s best chance is 11 ...
£xf3 12 &xf3 ed 13 £xd4 Hes,
supporting his position in the
centre.

An analogous defence works
best against 11 2g5: 11... 2xf312
£xf3ed 13 Wxd4 h6(or 13... De5
14 Eadl h6.15 Ke3 We7 16 Ke2
Bfe8 17 &©dS £ Mikhalchishin-
Henley, Mexico 1980) 14 £h4
©eS 15 Badl with Whiteapplying
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some pressure, Didishko-Maryasin,
Minsk 1980.
On 1145, 11 ...
reply.
11 .. Hxes
12 &d4(104)
Other moves are weaker:
a) 12 Hxe5 fxe2 13 Wxe2 fxes
14 25 We8! 15 Efel £xc3! 16bc
We5 17 We3 Efe8 = Balashov-
Miles Tilburg 1977.
b) 12 2g5 &xf3 13 &xf3 h6 14
£f4 (14 2h4 g6 ¥) 14 ... c6 15
&hl We7 16 fe2 %4-14 Browne-
Rodriguez, Lanzarote 1977.

£g6is a good

/ .

i
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In this position Black has tried
three plans:

A21 12 .., &xe2

A22 12 ... g6

A23 12 ... &c5

A21
12 .. Lxe2
13 Wxe2 g6

14 Ed1!? (105)
White must force the black queen
to commit herself.

/
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Other continuations have been
tried:
a) 14 D5 fe5 15 £g5!7 (15 f4N
2xc3 16 bc Ee8 17 e5 &d5 with
counterplay for Black, for example
18 c4 &Hde7 19 Dg3 Dc6 20 £b2
We7 21 &h2 Ead8 with a quite
playable game for Black, Quinteros-
Ghitescu, Polanica Zdroj 1977) 15
.. We8! 16 £xf6 (16 Eael Web6 17
f4 &xc3 18 bc Eae8 19 Dg3 Wco
¥ Gligori¢-Miles, Montilla 1978)
6.. &xf6 17 »d5Wd8 18 Wegd
Tarnan-Cordez, corres 1979.
b) 14 Hdb5 Rc5 15 Had 2e7 (15
.. We7 16 Hxc5 Wxc517 Dc3 Efe8
18 fe3 WaS 19 3 + Kuligowski-
Ghitescu, Warsaw 1979) 16 EdI
Wc8 17 Wc2! He8!? 18 fe3 c5!
and here 19 &bc3 secured a small
advantage for White, Ivkov-Miles,
Buenos Aires 1979.

14, .. Wcs

On 14 ... We8, 15 Hdb5 Re5 16

£g5 proves unpleasant.
15 g5 fe5



16 We3 &hs
Forced because of the threat of
17 f4.
17 Wf3 D hi4
On 17 ... &f6 there follows 18
DF5 We6 19 hd! h6 20 2xf6 Lxf6
21 &dS! with a dangerous initiative
for White, Browne-Miles, Reyk ja-
vik 1980.
18 &f5 (106)

.
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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. Forexample,
18 ... Ee8 19 h4 h6 20 Lxf4 Hxf4
21 Ed2 We6 22 Eadl 1 Portisch-
Miles, Tilburg 1979, or 18 ... We6
19 h4 h6 20 &xf4 Hxf4 21 Ed2
Had8 22 Eadl z Ivkov-Miles,
Bled/Portoroz 1979.

A22
12 .. 286 (107)

Black not only attacks e4, but
also defends f5 against an incursion
by the knight.
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13 ﬂgs
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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 Df5M 2xf5 15 ef c6 16 Wc2
(16 Wxd8 Efxd8 17 EHadl with
equality, Smyslov-Matulovi¢, Palma
de Mallorca IZ 1970) 16 ... h6 17
Eadl Ded7 18 2h4 Ee8 19 L2c4
* Lukacs-Mikhalchishin, USSR
1978.

b) 14 f3 £c5 15 Ke3 Dc6, 16 Dc2
We7 17 Wcl Efd8 18 £xc5 Wxc5+
19 We3 Wxe3d+ 20 Hxe3 Ed2 (20

. @©d4” 21 fc4! £ - Diesen-
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Matulovi¢, Bajmok 1978) 21 &c4
8d7 22 Bfdl Ead8 23 &Hel3 Hd4
24 @ c4 with a veryslight advantage
to White, Tatai-Matulovi¢, Stip
1979.

14 .. Dxf3+

15 2xf3 od7
Forced, as 16 e5 wasthreatened.

16 Sxe7 Wxe7

17 Wdd (109)
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White’s strong central position
guarantees him a lasting initiative
in the centre once the rooks come
off, e.g. 17 ... c6 18 Eadl Efd8
19 We3 £ Ljubojevié-Andersson,
Turin 1982.

A23
12 .. KeSI2(110)

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

13 &b3

Black’s plan succeeds on 13 £e3
fxe2! 14 Hdxe2 Wxdl 15 Eaxdl
Had8 =, or 13 £xh5 £ xd4 14 &»d5
(after 14 £g5? the knights outwit
the bishops: 14 ... f£xc3 15 bc
Wxdl 16 &xd1 Hxed 17 L4 Hd3
18 f£xc7 &©d2 19 fc2 Hxfl 20
£xd3 £d22] Ed] Efc80-1 Law-
Hillyard, London 1979) 14 ... c5!
15 g5 @ed7 16 Hel h6 17 £h4
He8 18 213 Wb8 19 Hhl &xd5 20
ed Wd6 with a solid position for

Black, Hiibner-Miles, Wijk aan
Zee 1979.

13 .. Wxdl

14 2xdl 2b6!

4. &xdlisanerror: 15 &xc5
£c2 16 £g5!, after which playmight
continue 16 ... b6 17 2xf6 gf 18

Bfcl 2d3 19 Hxd3 Hxd3 20 Ec2
+ Farago-Nogueiras, Kecskemet
1979.

1S ad (11l




The goal of this move is to explait
the weakness of Black’s queenside.
Other continuations:

a) 15 &xh5 Hxh516 Hd5 Hd3 17
Hxb6 ab 18a3 Efe8 19 Ed1 Ead8
= Eretova-Kash, Bydgoszcz 1980.
b)15g4 26 16 2c2 Hfe8 17 g2
&Hcd 18 Hel A7 19 a4 a520 &Hd5
f6 = Lputian-Ubilava, Moscow
1979.

15 £xdl1

a6” 16 25 g6 17 2xf6

gf 18 @dS + Browne-Whitehead,
USA 1979.

16 EHxdl as

16 ... c6 is an error because of
17 a5 Kc7 18 f4 &Hgb 19 e5 £
Portisch-Miles, Lone Pine 1978.

17 Qg5 c6
18 &f1 gfd8

The chances are roughly level,
for example 19 &e2 Hc4 20 Exd8
Exd8 21 &dl Ee8 22 f3 Hh5'7,
Andersson-Miles, Wijk aan Zee
1979.

8 .. fe7 (112)
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This is a passive position which
does not allow Black tocreateany
serious opposition to White’s ac-
tivities in the centre, and leaves
Black facing a long and hard de-
fence.

9 Qe2

This ensures that Black will not
be able to obtain any counterplay
with ... ©b6 and at the same time
prepares the advance e4.

A playable alternative is 9 e4
b6 10 Re2 0-0 whichleadstothe
text by transposition.

9 .. 0-0

Against 9 ... 2g6, aimed at
preventing e4, a good plan is 10
Dh4!70-0 11 Hxgbhg 12e4c6 13
£e3 with advantage for White in
the centre.

10 ed(113)
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10 Wb3!?is interesting, although
in the game Najdorf-Andersson,
Bugojno 1982, Black-managed to
find a successful counterplan in

0.. Wbs!?711 £d2 Bd8 12 Efdl
c5! 13 Eaclcd 14ed Hb6 15 &g5
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&fd5 with equality.
10 .. b6

10 ... c6 is passive, allowing 11
£e3. For example, 11 ... £b4 12
e5 &d5 13 Hxd5cd 14 Dg5! Lxe2
15 Wc2! g6 16 Wxe2 + Krogius-
Damjanovi¢, Sochi 1964.

10 .. ¢S5 11 Re3 RKgb6 is an
interesting alternative, attacking
White’s central pawns. So in the
game Rajkovi¢-Matulovi¢, Sme-
derevska Palanka 1982, Black ob-
tained an excellent position after
12 €5 &ed 13dS HDxc3 14beced 15
Wxd5 Wc7 16 a4 Efd8.

11 Qel 2bd

An alternative is 11 ... £g6 12
£d3 Ec8, preparing ... c5. But
after 13 We2 c5 14 Efdl! cd 15
£xd4 Hfd7 16 £b5 with an advan-
tage to White because the position
of the black queen in the centre of
the board is not good.

On 11 ... Ec8 the game might
continue 12 He5 fxe2 13 Wxe2c5
14 Efd1 with a considerable ad-
vantage for White.

12 &d2 K286
This is betterthan 12... £xe2 13
Wxe2 We7 14a3 £xc3 15bc &fd7
16 Efb1! with a decisiveadvantage
for White, Cuartas-Mestrovi¢, Rio
de Janeiro 1979.
13 &M3(114)
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White’s position is freer and
more active. The pawn structure
in the centre guarantees White a
lasting spatial advantage. Play can
continue 13 ... We7 14a3 fxc3 15
bce5 16d5! &fd7 17 Wb3 with a
tremendous advantage for White
in Razuvayev-Mestrovic, Keszthely
1981.
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1 d4 ds

2 4 dc

3 913 of6

4 e3 2e4

5 f£xcd e6

6 h3 2h5

7 00 a6 (115)
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This is a relatively new continu-
ation, the goal of which isto develop
the knight at c6 without having to
face &b5.

8 &c3

Here there are two continuations:

8 .. &Hc6
B 8... ¢5, leading to an exchange
of queens

8 .. &c6

By this move Black not only
prepares to break in the centre
with ... e5 (after a preparatory ...
£d6, ... 0-0 and ... We7), but also
prevents the activisation of White’s
pawn centre with e4.

9 ge2

9 We2 prepares 10 EdI, 11 g4
and 12 e4, but Black can play9 ...
asS! 10 £d3 c5!' 11 Edl Wc7,
tying down the white forces to the
defence of d4.

9 Hel £d6 10 e4? fails to 10 ...
£xf3 11 gfe5!'and now 12f4ef 13
e5 doesn’t reach the goal because
of 13 ... 0-0! with'a dangerous
counterattack for Black.

9 .. 2d6
10 b3

10 e4 is not on because of 10 ...
£xf3 11 £xf3 ©xd4!, while on
10 &h10-011e4 £xf312 £xf3e5!
13 de & xe5!Black has anexcellent
game. For example, 14 g3 He8 15
Dd5 Dxd516ed A4 17 Lg2 Wf6
18 f4 £d6 ¥ Borik-Hort, Baden-
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Baden 1981.

10 .. 0-0

. £g6 11 £b2 &d5 is an
interesting option, heading for
simplification. After 12 Ecl &Hxc3
13 2xc30-014 2d3 £a3!715 Ebl
a5 16 £xgb6 hg 17 We2 We7 18
£al £d6 Black has achieved a
comfortable game, Keene-Kavalek,
Bochum 1981. But 12 £a4!? high-

lights the drawbacks of 11... &dS5.
11 &b2 We7 (116)
116 !
W

2.4

/&%,W/78
AR Wam Al
M TR

This is the crucial position of

the variation.
12 Hcl

The alternatives are less effective.
a) 12 ed4 @xf3 13 @xf3 Efd8
threatens the d4 pawn. After the
bestreply 14 &e2, hopingfor 14...
£c5 15 e5! &, the game can take
the following course: 14 ... e5!? 15
d5 %a7 16 Hc3 HbS5 witha roughly
level game, Suarez-Lebredo, Cien-
fuegos 1981.
b) 12 ©d2 Lgb6 13 &c4 has also
been tried. Tukmakov-Lebredo,
Vilnius 1978, continued 13 ... Efd8?”
14 2f3e5' 15 R xc6 bc 16 de LxeS

\\

N

17 ¥f3 with a clear advantage for

White. 13 ... 5!?is more accurate,
leaving Black with chances for
equality.

12 .. Efd8

Creating threats against the d4
pawn is Black’s principle idea, so
12 ... Efe8 is less logical. White
could then reply 13 &d2, or even
13 He5!?, and if 13 ... fxe2, then
14 &xc6 £xd1 15 Hxe7+ Hxe? 16
Bfxdl Bd7 17 &fl Bad8 18 &e2
h6 19 &a4! with pressure for
White on the queenside, Kalinsky-
Mukhin, Leningrad 1975.

13 &»d2

This is a standard manoeuvre in
such positions, since the exchange
of bishops (13 ... £xe2 14 Wxe2)

leads to a clear advantage for
White, who can continue Efdl,
&c4 and finally ed.

13 .. 286

14 &cd

es!? (117)

We have rcached another critical
position. Black’s last 'move has
deprived White of the dangerous
moves 15 £f3 and 15 f4. The ideas



underlying his choice are illustrated
in the following variation: 15 &xd6
ed! (15 ... cd? 16 d5 %) 16 @xb7
dc 17 ©xd8 Hxd8 18 &xc3 Exdl
19 Bfxdl h6 20 R.xa6 Hed with a
fully playable game for Black,
Yusupov-Timman, Bosna 1984.

8 .. c5(118)

Black attacks the d4 square. He
threatens 9 ... cd and 10 ... &c6,
assaulting the centre. But this plan
is not without dangers for Black,
who has opened up the position
before completing his development.

9 dc Wxdl
10 Exdl f£xc5(119)
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11 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, 11 ... &xc5
12 a3 (or 12 b3 £bd7 13 f4 He7 14
2f1 Eac8 15 2g2 £, Belyavsky-
Romanishin, USSR Ch 1976) 12....
He7 13b4 2d6 14 2e2 Dbd7 154
Bac8 16 £b2 £ Szilagyi-Sinkowicz,
Budapest 1980.

11 g4

12 &HesS

In this way White forces the

exchange of Black’s dark-squared
bishop, in order to obtain the
advantage of the bishop pairin the
endgame.

12 .. &Hbd7

12 ... &fd7 is a less logical

choice. After 13 &xg6 hg 14 &g2
&c6 White can obtain a superior
position with 15 &ed4 Le7 16 b3
Qb6 17 Le2,Gavrikov-T.Petrosian,
Vilnius 1978.

13 &Dxg6 hg

14 g5 Eh4 (120)

"EATIATAN

£g6

7

v Z %z
¥ BBy &

A necessary defensive resource
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for Black, taking control of e4.
15 &d3
This prevents ... Hed. On 15 gf
Black could play 15 ... Exc4 16 fg
e7 17 e4 16 18 Hg2 Eg8 19 £h6
De5 with excellent chances for
Black in A.Petrosian-Bronstein,

Rostov-on-Don 1980.
15 .. g8
16 &fl
White has the advantage, for
example 16 ... Hc8 17 2g2 Ec7
18 Ded, Magerramov-Vorotnikov,
Beltsi 1979.
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18 4 e3 e6: Introduction

1 d4 ds

2 od dc

3 &f3 &f6

4 e3 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 ...

cS.

The game almost always con-
tinues 5 £xc4 c5 6 0-0, which is
the subject of the following chap-
ters. 6 We2 is occasionally seen,
but will normally transpose into
the 6 0-0 lines. Of independent
significance is 6 ... a6 7 dc £xc5
8 0-0 Dc6 9 c4 W7 10 e5 Hgd 11
2£4 16 12 Hbd2 Dgxe5 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, 19-21) and7 We2
(Chapters 22-23) are dealt with in
detail, while other moves are con-
sidered in Chapter 24.
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1 d4 ds

2 4 dc

3 of3 o f6

4 e3 e6

5 fxcd c5

6 0-0 a6 (123)

BiWed &
W%l% WA%A

A7 /lﬁ 7
7, K
%

ﬂféf;’i%

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

7 a4

7 Wc2 is treated in Chapters 22-
23.

7 .. AN

6 ... a6: Introduction

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

8 We2 (1249
For 8 @c3 see Chapter 21.

12¢| X o X
/‘ﬁ‘

"
8 A7 3
A A A |
%,/ 0

ﬁ / A

Whlte threatens to play Hdl
and then either exchange at c5 or
advance in the centre with dS.
Therefore Black must either ex-
change on d4, the subject of this
chapter, or play 8 ... Wc7, increas-
ing the pressure on d4, which is
covered in the following chapter.

8 .. cd
9-<Edl fe?

9 ... d3 is weaker, since after 10
£xd3 Wc7 11 &c3 2e7 12b30-0
13 2b2 Ed8 14 Eacl White has a



80 6 ... a6: Introduction
more active position without any
weaknesses to speak of, Rivas-
Smyslov, Hastings 1981-82.

10 ed 0-0

11  &c3 (125)

| moE
g BuEAn

The struggle for the d5 square
has reached a critical phase. White
threatens 12 dS5, so Black must
blockade that square, either imme-
diately with the knight on f6 or
with the c6 knight, via b4.

A 11 .. &dS
B 11 .. Hb4
A
11 .. &Hds

This keeps the bishop at cl but
weakens the kingside. White has a
number of replies:

Al 12 Qed
A2 12 243
A3 12 Wed

There are two further attempts,
each of which is sufficiently solid:
a) 12 £d2 Scbd 13 QDes.

b) 12 DeS &Hcb4d 13 HA3 Lf6 14
Hxb4d Dxbd 15 Kf4 with a slight
edge for White, Schweber-Hase,

Buenos Aires 1983.

[c) 12 fe3 was recently introduced
in the game Ftacnik-Nikoli¢, Novi
Sad 1984, which continued 12 ...
&cba 13 He5 2d7 14 2b3 L6,
and now, according to Nikolic,
White should not have played 15
&xc6?! but rather 15 Eacl &xe3
16 fe £d5 17 &cd - 1r.]

Al
12 Hed
This opens the third rank for
the transfer of the queen’s rook to
the kingside.

12 .. Dchd
13 HeS b6
[Against 13 ... Ea7, 14 Wg4!

appears quite strong, for example
4 .. &h8 15 Wh3 b6 16 Ded Wes
17 Ke2!, and now Vegh-Kallai,
Hungary 1984, was brought to a

rapid conclusion after 17 ... Eg8?
18 Eal! - ]

14 Ea3 f5

15 Eh3? fe

16 Wxed hS§!?

This is stronger than 16 ... Ef5
17 g4 Bxe5 18 Wxh7+ &f7 19 de,
Dzyuban-Karpeshov, Evpatoria
1982, with advantage to White.

The text, played in Browne-
Christiansen, USA 1977, leads to
an unclear position.
A2

12 2437 &chd
13 &bl
13 fed comesintoconsideration,



as played in Karpov-Hiibner, Oslo
1984. The game continued 13 ...
&6 14 &f4 Hbd5 15 Hxd5 ed 16
£d3 £gd4 17 Edcl Ee8 18 £c7
Wd7 19 We3 where the threat of 20
&e5 gave White a solid advantage.

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

13 .. b6

Here Black tries to create coun-
terplay along the a8-hl 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 ... &f6 14 De5 £2d7 15 Ded
2c6 16 Dxf6+ fxf6 17 Ea3!? gb
18 £h6 Ee8 19 Hg3 &Hd5 20 WhS
with a dangerous initiative for
White, Spassky-Pachman, Manila
1976.
b) 13 ... £d7 14 Qe5 Kc6 15 Ea3
&f6 16 £g5g6 17 a5! and now 17

. &bdS is bad because of 18
Dxc6 be 19 Ead!, Gligori¢-Ivkov,
Novi Sad 1976.

14 aS!?(126)

6 ... a6: Introduction 81

In this way White secures control
over the c5 square.

14 Wed has also been tried:

a) The move is sound after 14 ...
g6? 15 2h6! Ee8 16 De5 218 17
2xf8 Exf8 18 £HxdS! ed (not 18 ...
Wxd5 because of 19 Wel with the
threats of Wxb4 and fe4) 19 W4
and White was able to whip up an
unstoppable attack on the kingside
with Ea3-h3 and h4-h$5, Lerner-
Lehmann, Kiev 1978.

b) But after 14 ... fS! 15 We2 £d7
16 &e5 Ec8 Black creates sufficient
counterplay.

Another option is 14 He5 £b7
15 Ea3 Ec8 but then the position
of the rook on a3 is insecure, and
on 16 %ed there follows 16 ... fS!
and White must sacrifice the knight
after 17 Eh3 fe 18 Wxed Ef5 with
unclear consequences. On 16 a5,
intending to secure c5 for the
knight, Black can play 16 ... b5!?
17 Qed f5 18 HcS5 fLxc5 19 dc
HxcS and it is not clear whether
White has sufficient compensation
for the sacrificed pawn, Gligoric¢-
Portisch, Pula 1971.

14 .. ba

14 ... b5 leads to the weakening
of the ¢S5 square without any off-
setting benefits.

15 &eS

15 &Qed.is less precise because of
15 ... &d7!, for example 16 Qe5
£b5 17 Wh5 5! 18 &c3 &6 19
&Dxb5 ab 20 Ea3 We8! and Black
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seized the initiative in Gligoric¢-
Portisch, Bugojno 1978.
15 .. 2b7
15 ... £d7 would be an error
here, since 16 EHa3 threatens 17
DxdS HxdS 18 Lxh7+!.
16 &ed
The point of this move is to
exploit the weakness at c5.
16 ... Hc8 (127)

Vel WARA
mAE &
//

A/

A critical position, since after
the forced variation 17 Ea3 f518
&HceS fxc519dc Exc520 Eg3 Bc?
White must demonstrate that his
initiative is worth the two pawns,
Browne-Portisch, Lone Pine 1978.
A3

12 Wed (128)

This is an interesting continu-
ation which is justified if Black
adopts a standard reaction such as

2 ... &cb4: 13 DeS b6 14 &Hco!
leads to an advantage for White,
e.g. 14 ... Dxc6 15 Hxd5 &b7 16
DxeT+ Wxe7 17d5! Has5 18 £d3
g6 19 2h6 Efe8 20 Wd4, Vukic-
Sibarevi¢, Banja Luka 1979.

12 .. a6
13 Whd &ds
14 Wed &\f6
15 Wg3 &hs
16 Wh3 &\f6
17 4g5 Hbd

7 ... e5 fails to 18 Wh4! with
advantage to White.
18 Wg3 Ees
Black has a solid game, for
example 19 QeSS Hfd5 20 L£Lh6
2f8, Polugayevsky-Hort, Manila
1976.

1. tab4 (129)

//z
/
/

% /@%
’ / ////yﬁ//g ﬁ/
&41) ¥
In this_way, Black prevents the
transfer of the bishopon c4 to the
bl-h7 diagonal, but at the same
time White has the opportunity to




develop the other bishop.
12 Kg5!

On 12 &eS, 12 ... Hcb4 trans-
poses to the variation with 11 ...
&d5, but in favourable circum-
stances for Black.

12 .. 2d7

Other continuations are weaker:
a) 12 ... &bd5 13 DeS5 Dxc3 14 be
Dds 15 Kxe7 Hxe7 16 £d3! Hd5
17 £c2 and then White will play
18 c4 and 19 Ea3, later swinging
the rook over to h3 with a danger-
ous initiative.

b) 12 ... Wa5? 13 He5 Bd8 14 Ded
Dbd5 15 Wf3! Ef8 16 £d3 with
a kingside attack, Donchenko-
Pokhla, Vilyandi 1972.

13 HeS

White can force a slightly ad-
vantageous endgame with 13 d5
ed 14 Hxd5 Dbxd5 15 LxdS Hxd5
16 Hxd5 fxg5 17 Dxg5 h6 18
Wd2 hg 19 Exd7 W6, which was
seen in a Botvinnik-Petrosian match
game and repeated in Speelman-
Miles, London 1984.

13 .. &fdSs (130)

6 ... a6: Introduction 83

3 ... Ke8 is passive and can be
met by 14 a5!? Ec8 15 Had Lxad
16 Exad &HfdS5 17 £d2 &Hc6 18
£ .d3 with better chances for White,
Tarjan-Cuellar, Ecuador 1976.

14 2xdS
After 14 f2xe7 &xe7 Black has
a solid position in the centre.
14 .. Dxd5
15 &Oxds ed
. &xg5 is bad because of
16 &b6!, when Black loses material.

16 &xd7 TGe8
17 fixe7 Wxd7
After17... Exe718 e5f619 f4

Black is left a pawn down in an

inferior position. With the text

he counts on regaining a piece.
18 Eel! (131)

E e
%A/W”L%x

A7 7. T T
7. AT T

ﬁ/”%%

It becomes apparent that it will
be very difficult to win back the
piece, since Black’s pieces are in-
active. Thus on 18 ... Ec8 White
plays 19 We3 Ec7 20 Eacl with
advantage, Yaganian-Inkiov, Bue-
nos Aires Ol 1978, while 18 ... h6
fails to 19 Wh5 Exe7 20 Exe7
Wxe7 21 WxdS +.
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1 d4 ds

2 o4 dc

3 &f3 2f6

4 €3 e6

5 f2xcd c5

6 0-0 a6

7 a4 Dc6

8 We2 We7 (142)

// ét( / 7
BamAK B

Ms %
L fa/
/ i
@”4 ,//

9 &3
Here Black must decide how
best to develop the kingside.
9.. 2d6
9.. R2e7

9 .. 2de6
This is the active defence, intro-

Dc6 8 We2 We7

duced by Bulgarian grandmaster
Radulov. Black aims to play ...
10 Edl (/43)

es.

; W
¥ oEs ﬁk/

%/

White not only prepares the
advance in the centre with d5, but
also prepares to open up the centre
with dc. Other continuations have
been tried:

a)10 b30-011 b2 cd! 12ed e5!?
is considered sufficient for equality,
for example 13 &ed Hxed 14
Wxed ed 15 Badl We7! 16 Wxe?
Kxe7 17 »xd4 &d7 18 &dS Ead8
=, Gligori¢-Raduloy;, Ljubljana
1973.

b) 10h30-011dSed 12 £xd5 hé6
13 e4 Ee8 14 Re3 Hb4 15 Eacl



fe6 = Hulak-Radulov, Indonesia
1982.
c) 10 dc!? £xc5 11 e4 (11 b3 0-0
12 £b2 b6 13 g5 £b7 14 &Hced
Dxed 15 Dxed DeS5 16 DxcS5 WxcS
17 Hacl ®xc4 18 Excd We7 =
Planinc-Radulov, Amsterdam 1973)
1 ... ©gd4!? (intending to blockade
the e-pawn at e5) 12 g3 (this is the
only move in view of the threat of
. @d4) 12 ... Dge5 13 DxeS5 Dxe5
14 £a2 £d7 15 &4 Le7"? (in
Sahovi¢-Donchev, Vrnja¢ka Banja
1984, Black experienced significant
difficulties after 15 ... £d4? 16
Hfdl fxc3 17 EHacl!) 16 Eacl
£.¢6 and now the threatof 17... g5
guarantees Black sufficient coun-

terplay.
10 .. 0-0
11 h3

This prepares 12 dc &xc5 13 e4,
which is not playable immediately
because of ... Dg4.

11 .. eS

On 11 ... b6 White can play 12
ds! ed 13 &xdS! (13 HxdS Dxd5
14 2xdS5 2b7 15 e4 Eae8 16 L¢3
£ c8! = is weaker, Holm-Radulov,
Hamburg 1974) 13 ... £b7 14 e4
Eae8 15 2g5 . Jacoby-Radulov,
Hamburg 1984, continued 15 ...
Hd4 16 Dxd4 DxdS5 17 Hxd5
2xd5 18 DS Bxed 19 Wh5 Efes
20 Hxg7 B8eS 21 f4 Bxf4 22 He8
Wc6 23 &Hxd6, and now Black
introduced the new move 23 ... h6!!
- seetheillustrative game on page

6...a6 7 a4 @c6 8 We2 Wc7 85

116.
1..cd 12 ed £2f4 is also un-
favourable for Black because of
13 d5! ed 14 HxdS Hxd5 15 £xd5
£15 16 Wcd! f£xcl 17 Raxcl
Taylor-Formanek, New York 1983.
12 dc (144)

A/hﬁ

7, W

a/g/

/ a 4
//@/ﬁsf 7/

12 ... fxcs

13 b3 We7

The sharp move 13 ... e4leads to
an advantage for White after 14
Hd4 DeS 15 HdS!.

14 2b2
15  &ds!

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

fe6

15 .. Dxds
16 2xds £xd5
17 ExdS Zad8

18 Radl (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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us\| 75,
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a) 18 ... 2d6 19 ‘Ec4 ﬂc? 20e4 h6
21 g3 2 Panczyk-Radulov, Polanica
Zdroj 1982.

b) 18 ... e4 19 He5 Exd5 20 ExdS5
Hd8 21 Dxc6 bec 22 Ee5 £ Pinter-
Radulov, Herculane 1982.

B

9 .. fKel
10 Edl (146)

14; !/1//5% x
}/Q/l%
n %

a/ﬂﬁ
@

lO d5 may be played at once, for
example 10 ... ed 11 &xd5 &Hxd5
12 £xdS5 0-0 13 h3 267! 14 e4
Ee8 15 2e3 ©Ob4 16 Eacl with a
better game for White, Browne-
Zaltsman, USA 1983.
10 ... 0-0
11 d5
This advance inthe centreis one

of Botvinnik’s ideas, which he
used, albeit after a few intermediate
moves, against Euwe at Groningen
1946, which saw 11 b3 £d7 12
£b2 Eac8 13 d5 ed 14 &xd5
&HxdS 15 £xd5 £g4and now White
could have played 16 h3! £h5 17
g4 Rg6 18 h4 with advantage.
Nevertheless, Black can play 12 ...
Had8!, having in mind the vari-
ation 13 dS5 ed 14 &Oxd5 &xd5 15
£xd5 £gd! with sufficient coun-
terplay for Black, e.g. 16 h3 &h5
17 £c3 &d4!, Gligorié-Gheorghiu,
Hastings 1966/67, or 16 Wc4 &h5!
17 £xc6 Wxc6 =.

11 .. ed
12 &xd5 Dxds
13 &xds fe4

This is the best continuation. In
Doroshkevich-Rashkovsky, Thbilisi
1974, White found a cunning wayto
get the advantage if Black does not
pin the knight: 13 ... 26?7 14 h3!
Dba 15 ed! HxdS5 16 ed &£f5 17
£e3 Hac8 18 a5 Efe8 19 d6 =.

14 h3 £hS
15 f£xc6(147)

7
%
7N

» 1]
aiy
2
]
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The most effective move. After 15 .. Wxc6
15b3 26 16 b2 2xb2 17 Wxb2 16 ed
b4 18 £c4 Had8 19 Le2 b6 the The threat of 17 Ed5 guaranteed
game is level, and a draw was a small advantage for White in
agreed in Pn-Tal, Erevan 1982, Zilberman-Chekhov, USSR 1984,
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1 d4 ds
2 4 de
3 af3 of6
4 €3 eb
5 fxcd c5
6 0-0 a6
7 a4 D6
8 @c3 (148)

This is the natural continuation,
against which there are two replies
that are usually adopted:

AS8.. cd
B 8. 2e7

A
8 .. cd
Preventing the set-up We2 and
Hdl.

6..a67 ad Hc6 8 HDc3

9 ed Re7

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 f2g5

There is the possibility of 10
£e30-011 We2, tryingto transfer
the rook from fl to dl, as in
Anikayev-Brazomaretsky, USSR
1981, where White obtained a pro-
mising position after 11 ... Wa5?!
12 ©d2! £d7 13 b3 Wc7 14
Efd]l ©b4 15 Eacl!?. But there is
a more solid alternative in 11 ...
&d5, for example 12 £d3 &cb4d
13 &bl b6 with a solid position
for Black.

10 .. 0-0
11 Eel (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 .. b4
Of the alternatives presented
below only the last is playable:

a) 11 ... b6? 12 d5! &HxdS 13 HxdS
ed 14 WxdS 2xg5 15 Wxg5 2b7
16 Badl Wc7 17 £d3 =+ Tarjan-
Buljov&ié, Novi Sad 1975.

b) 11 ... WaS?! 12 d5! ed 13 &xf6!
£xf6 14 HxdS Wd8 15 We2 24
16 Eadl £e517 h3 &xf3 18 Wxf3
+ Osnos-Anikayev, USSR 1983.

c)11..2d712 We2 Ec8 13 Eadl
&d5!? deserves attention, although
in the game Chekhov-Sveshnikov,
Lvov 1983, White succeeded in
finding a very strong reply to
Black’s plan: 14 £xd5 &£xg5 15
£ed!? 26 16 d5' ed 17 HxdS Keb
18 @D f4 Wb6 19 Hxe6 fe 20 Wd3 £
- see illustrative game on page 118.
d) 11 ... &dS is considered a solid
move, for example'12 £xe7 Dcxe?
13 Wb3 &6 14 HEadl Wc7 15 DeS
Hd8 16 Wc2 2d7 17 We2 He8 18
b3 with an initiative for White in
Timoshchenko-Anikayev, USSR
1981, but it must be said that
Black’s position is solid.

6..a67 a4 Dc6 8 Hc3 89

12 Wb3 Db
This is Black’s idea. He threatens
13 ... »as5 and 13 ... £Hxd4, and
this forces White to disclose his
plans. The disadvantage of Black’s
play lies in the possibility of a
repetition of moves after 13 Wdl.

13 Eadl Has
14 Wa2 Dxcd
15 Wxcd hé

Black must determine the future
of the g5 bishop. On 15 ... £d7 16
DeS Ec8 17 Wb3 White has strong
pressure.

16 ﬂxf6"’

I
//

£xf6 (150)

%l/

a7 /347%
/ / 0.

i
%él%
%/ /33’

Black has simplificd the position
by exchanging a pair of light pieces,
but his lagging devélopment is
about to make itself felt.

17 Hed

The bishopis drivenback. After
17 Qe5 £d7 18 Ded Ec8 19 Wb3
£xe5! 20 de WaS5! Black’s play is
fully justified, Gligori¢-Buljovgic,
Novi Sad 1976.

17 .. e’
18 &HeS £.d6
Forced, in view of the threat of
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19 d5.
19 Eecl

White’s position is more active.
In the game Antoshin-Mascarinas,
Frunze 1979, White kept control
of the initiative for a long time
after 19 ... Eb8?”! 20 Hxd6 Wxd6
21 Wc7. 19 ... b8 is more precise,
maintaining chances of a successful
defence, although the initiative will
rest securely in White's hands.

8 . bSe7 (151)

V47
%&5

9 ‘ﬂez
It is difficult for White to streng-
then his position. The text con-
tinuation intends EdI. Other tries:
a)9 HeS5 cd'? (9...0-0 10 Hxc6 be
11dc xc512b31) 10 Dxc6bc 11
ed0-012 2f4aS!'=(12... Wb6?13
a5! Wd8 14 fe5 Hd5 15 Wh5 +
Broder-Niinhert, East Germany
1979).
b) 9 dc Wxdl 10 Exdl £xc5 11
£d2 b6 12 g5 DasS 13 La2 £b7
= Smejkal-Hiibner, Rio IZ 1979.
9 .. cd
10 Hdl eS!?

10...0-0 11 ed - see 8 We2.

11 ed ed
12 %Hxd4 Sxd4
13 WeS!

White achieved nothing in the
game Seirawan-Gheorghiu, Baden
Baden 1981, after 13 We3?! 0-0 14
Exd4 Wc7 15 W4 Wxf4 16 Lxf4
£c5 and in this equal position the
players agreed to a draw.

The text continuation is justified
after 13 ... 0-0 by 14 Exd4 and
Black experiences difficulties on
account of the insecure position of
his queen in the centre.

13 ... wdé
Best.
14 Wxdé Kxdé

15 Exdd (152)

%

,//,/
W

’/

The initiative lies w1th White,
but the greatly simplified position
allows Black to retain sufficient
hopes for full equality; for example,

... £e5!7 16 Eh4 0-0 17 Kf4
Ee8 18/ Bel -2xf4,19 Exe8+ Dxe8
20 Exf4 fe6 with asolid position
for Black, Belyavsky-Mikhalchishin,
USSR Ch 1984.
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1 d4 ds
2 4 dc
3 &f3 of6
4 €3 e6
5 fxcd c5
6 0-0 a6
7 We2(153)

,1-,/,' .
1y /t%z
Al UAK U

AR T
/4’6//

mim B W
B Hom
om mnAm

In this variation White intends
to transfer his king’s rook to dl
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 ... &c6
until Chapter 24.

7 .. b5

6..a6 7 We2 b5 8 £b3

This more flexible than the pre-
liminary 7 ... &c6, since Black
retains the option of developing
the knight at d7.

8 &b3(i54)

The alternative retreat 8 £d3 is
considered in the next chapter.
The text brings d5 under control
and allows White to plan the ad-
vance of his d-pawn to that square,
and this presents some problems
for Black to solve.

T3]
AR
//A%

e
A%
/

8 .. 2b7
This|is: the: most logical i move.
8 ... &c6 will be discussed in
Chapter 24 under the move order
7 ... &c6. Here there are three
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plans for White:
A9 &Dc3
B 9 Edl
C9 a4
A
9 &c3 @bd7

This is considered obligatory
because of 10 Ed1 with the threat
of 11 dc. In this regard there is an
interesting continuation 9 ... £e7
10 Ed10-0,and if 11 dcthen 11 ...
Wc7, for example 12e4b4 13 Had
Dxed 14 Lel Dc6! with unclear
play in Ree-Littlewood, Hastings
1981-82. 11 e4!? seems to be more
accurate, and if 11 ... b4 then 12
d5!? bc 13 de Wb6 14 €5 Ded 15
ef+ &h8 16 e6! with complications
favourable for White, Georgiev-
Dlugy, Belfort 1983.

10 Ed1 (155

y
7 ¢g/? »

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:

Al 10 ... Wb8
A2 10 ... Wc7
A3 10... 2d6

On 10 ... £e7 White can choose
between 11 e4 b4 12 e5 bc 13 ef
with complications which work
out in his favour, for example 13
.. Dxf6 14 fad4+ Hf8 15dc +, or
3... 2xf6 14 d5! e515bc £, and
11 d5 &xdS 12 HxdS &xd5 13
£xdS ed 14 BxdS5 0-0 15e4 1.

Al
10 .. Wb8
11  dS(156)

This is the main continuation.
11 ed4 cd 12 Exd4 (12 Hxd4 £d6
leaves White in a position whereif
he wishes to fight forthe advantage
he must play the unclear sacrifice
13 e5 fxe5, but neither 14 Dxe6 fe
15 f4 0-0 16 fe &xeS nor 14 f4
£xd4+ 15 Exd4 0-0 promise any-
thing definite) 12... £¢c5 13 Bd3is
also seen, but after 13 ... »g4!? 14
Hdl &oHdf6 15 h3 hs! 16 2g5
&Dxed! Black seizes the initiative,
Kaunas-Pokhla, Daugavpils 1979.
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11 .. &Hxds
Sometimes encountered are:

a) 11 ... ed 12 e4!? (on 12 &xd5
Black can play 12 ... c4! 13 Hxf6+
Oxf6 14 £c2 &c5 with sufficient
counterplay) 12 ... de (12 ...c4 13 e5!
gives White a strong attack) 13
DgS cd 14 QDcxed Dxed 15 Dxed
We5 16 fc2 .
b) 11 ...e5 12 g5 c4 13 Kc2 HcS
14 a4 h6 1S Hged with an initiative
for White, Garcia Palermo-Najdorf,
Mar del Plata 1982.
c)1l..cd412de'fe 13 Rc2 £d6 14
e4 0-0 15 h3 and the threat of g5
guarantees White an advantage.

12 &xdS £xdS

12 ... ed?' allows White to sharpen

the game with 13 e4!. Now after
the natural 13 ... d4 14 e5! the
threat of 15 £f4 and then 16 €6 is
dangerous for Black. The best
defence is 14 ... &xf3 15 Wxf3 c4
16 £f4 Wc8. This takes care of the
immediate problems, but leaves
Black in a precarious position.

13 2xdS ed

14 Hxd5(157)

6..a6 7 We2 b5 8 b3 93

14 e4 d4 15 e5 Wb6 F 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 .. Le7

14 ... b6 leads to a transposition

of moves after 15 Eh5 2e7 16 ed.
15 ed Wb7

15 ... Wc7 is another possibility.
Then 16 b3 0-0 17 2b2 Efe8 18
Zcl Ead8 19 &d4! and the
initiative remains in White’s pos-
session, Timman-van der Wiel,
Holland 1980.

15 ... &b6 16 Eh5 0-0 is also
seen. Now 17 e5! is the strongest
move (17 Ke3is weaker: 17 ... Wc8
18 Ecl g6 19 Eh3 Wgd! gives
Black a strong counterattack). 17
... Wb7(17... Ee8ismetby 18 e6!
with a very strong attack for White)
18 €6 g6 19 ef+ Exf7 20 He5 Dc4d
2] He6 L6 22 2h6 Ee7 23 Eel
with advantage to White in the
game Andersson-Cifuentes, Thes-
saloniki Ol 1984.

16 R2g5(158)

White is threatening to launch a
dangerous kingside attack, based
on Black’s weaknesses at h7 and
f7.
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16 .. &bé

16 ... f6 leads to a weakening of
the light squares after 17 2f4: 17
... 0-0 18 &h4! &b6 19 Edd] and
then &f5 and Wgd4 with a big
attack.

17 EHadl!

This is an important resource
for White. Now 17 ... &xdS5 18 ed
f6 19 d6 fg 20 Eel! produces a
passed pawn on e7 worth a rook.

17 .. f6!?

After 17 ... h6 18 &xe7 Hxd5 19
£xc5 §e720 He5! Blackisin deep
trouble, with 21 Ed7 menacing.
Forexample, 20... Ec8 21 Ed7 Ec7
22 Ed8+! &Hxd8 23 Hxf1+ .

18 414 H)xds
19 ed 0-0
20 d6 4£d8
21 d7(159)

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

5
EVEAE
////7 A 7
HAW W B
2By
///////
// /g/&/y/

/
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10 ... Wc7

11 ed
The continuation 11 d5 &xdS
12 Hxd5 £xdS 13 £xd5 ed 14
& xdS loses its strength, since the
knight on d7 is already defended

by the queen.
11 .. cd

12 &xdd £¢5(160)

XE EeE

Wiuﬂyéé

AR EAN
AW B E
B EAE

This is the most active con-
tinuation. Black has in mind the
creation of counterplay after cast-
ling, ... @eS5 and ... &fgd, with
threats against f2 and h2.

Other continuations:



a) 12 ... b4?! 13 Had e5 (the capture
of the e-pawn is extraordinarily
risky: 13 ... @xed 14 Lxeb6 fe 15
Dxe6,0r 13 ... Lxed 14 Lg5 with
dangerous threats for White) 14
Hf3 Ke7 15 2g5 followed by
Eacl with strong pressure on the
c- and d-files.
b) 12 ... Hc5?! needlessly weakens
the e5 square. 13 e5! »fd7 14 £f4
Hxb3 15 ab fe7 16 BEacl Wb6 17
£e3 Wa$ 18 f4 + Farago-Dobosz,
Lodz 1980.

13 a3

This is to inhibit the potential

advance of Black’s b-pawn.

13 .. 0-0

14 gLel Ead8

14 ... %Oxed is a blunder: 15

Dxed Rxed 16 Dxe6! with a big
edge for White.

15 f3 (161)

gﬁef/
A

an
1 =

_
.

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

A3
10 .. £deé

6..a67 We2 b5 8 2b3 95

11 e4(162)

162\ X7 ) x

B/i%/7kﬁl
AE WAK S

TUNC

%W@A/
T /@/
AH EWELE

This is the continuation which
is most dangerous for Black. 11 h3
0-0 12 e4 is insufficient: 12 ...cd 13
Bxd4 £c514 EdI bd4! 15e5 £xf3
16 gf bc 17 ef Wc7! and the threat
of perpetual check after ... Wg3
will beat back White’s attack,
Lechtynsky-Dobrovilsky, Trnava
1982.

11 .. cd
12 Exd4

After 12 &Hxd4?' Wbs! Black

obtains a favourable version of

the variation with 10 ... Wb8.
12 .. £c5
13 =d3 Hgd!?

This is an interesting attempt to
sharpen the game. After 13... Wc7
Black loses time in comparison
with the 10 ... Wc7 variation. The
game might then run 14 £g5 0-0
15 BEadl b4 16 Had Ke7 17 Wd2!
with strong pressure for White
along the d-file, Marcus-Ausmanis,
corres 1972.

14 &d1
15 Qg5

W7



96 6..a67 We2 b5 8 b3
Planning to transfer the bishop
to g3 and the queen’s rook to cl.
15 .. hé! (163)

This chases the blshop off g5,
which is important because it is
the only defender of the dark
squares in the White camp. Now
on 16 f2h4 Black can play 16 ...
Wf4! with threats against the e-
pawn, and if 17 &c3, then 17 ...
&xh2! with advantage to Black.

16 2d2 &dfe
17 h3 Des

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

9 Edi &Hbd7
10 ed? (164)
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This is the point of 9 Edl.
10 ... cd
10 ... Hxed is answered by 11d5!
but after 10 ... &xed4 11d5e512d6
cd 13 HDxeS Dxe5 14 &Hc3 there
arises an extraordinarily complex
and sharp position. Khasanov-
Korsunsky, USSR 1984, continued
4 ... &xd6 15 Dxed Hxed 16
Wxed4 0-017 £c2g618a4 Ec8and
White had a definite initiative, but
Black has a solid position.
11 eS! &Hds
This is the most solid continu-
ation. After 11... 2xf3 12 gf! HhS
13 f4 g6 14 Exd4 White is better
because he threatens {5, e.g. 14 ...
Wb6 15 Edl Ed8 16 &c3 Ke?
17 £5! 0-0 18 Le3 £c5 19 Bd6 £
Timman-Seirawan, Indonesia 1983.
11... ©Ded is unsuccessful because
of 12 fc¢2 and the knight on e4 has
no comfortable retreat, e.g. 12 ...
d3 13 £xd3 Dec5 14 L£c2 Wc7 15
&c3 b4 16 Ded Re7 17 Hd6+
and White held the advantage in
Magerramov-Chekhov, USSR 1982,
12 Exd4 fe7 (165)

165
W




2 ... £c5 is dubious in view of
13 Hgd!?, since on 13 ... g6” there
follows 14 £h6! 2f8 15 LxfB8
Hxf8 16 Dbd2 Wc7 17 hd! 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 1984.

13  &bd2 Wc7
14 &of1 0-0
15 Eg4!

The threat of £h6 gives White
the initiative on the kingside, and
his chances are better, Vaiser-
Damjanovi¢, Vrnjatka Banja 1984.

9 ad (166)

<
@//

/
/ﬂ/ 20
y . /‘é’ﬁ AR

Bow ¥

Before developing the knight on
bl White defines the queenside
pawn structure.

9 .. b4

A forced reaction. After 9 ...
©bd7 10 ab ab 11 Exa8 Wxa8 12
@c3 the weakness of Black’s queen-
side makes itself felt, e.g. 12 ... bd
13 &b5 Wa5 (13 ... Wb8 14 ed! cd
15 &fxd4 +) 14 ed! (the capture

6..a6 7 We2 b5 8 2b3 97

on e4 isnot possible becayse of 15
dS!, while on 14 ... cd White has
the strong reply 15 e5 £xf3 16 gf!
1) 14 ... Le7 15¢e5! Qed 16 EdI
(on 16 £c2, 16 ... £c6 17 Lxed
Wxb5 is good) 16 ... cd (forced
because of the threat of 17 d5) 17
&fxd4 with an obvious advantage
for White. Black must reckon with
the threat of a sacrifice at €6, for
example in the event of 17 ... 0-0.
At the same time 17 ... Dec5, with
the idea of supporting €6, runs
into a refutation: 18 Rg5! fxg5
19 Dd6+ S8 20 WhS with a deci-
sive edge for White, Farago-Doéry,
Hungary 1972.

10 &bd2 cd

11 ed &De6 (167)

Iy /L/A/
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Black has excellent development
and plenty of counterplay against
the d-pawn. After, say, 12 &c4
£e7 (12 ... Hxd4 13 Dxd4 Wxd4
14 fe3 is dangerous since White
has a-powerful initiative, for the
pawn) 13 Edl 0-0 the game is
complicated and holds chances
for both sides.
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1 d4 ds
2 c4 dc
3 13 of6
4 e3 e6
5 fxc4 c5
6 0-0 a6
7 We2

In this chapter we examine the
remaining plan for White for 7 We2
bS, and also the reply 7 ... &c6.
A7.. b58 ad3

7 ... &c6

7 . bS
8 2d3(I168)

/“/’/Iwi
%;%//

1y B
/g/ C AT
% .

V4724
oo/
fixas.

In this way White prepares e4,

6 ... a6 7 We2: others

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

On 8 ... b7 the best line is 9 a4
b4 10 ©Obd2, for example 10 ...
&bd7 11a5!? Wb8 12 Hcd Wa7 13
Bel fe7 14 2d2 Hed 15 Eadl £
Przewoznik-Novak, Hungary 1981,
orl0...cd 1led &c6 12 Ded! 2e7

13 Edl 0-0, Bbhm-Seirawan, Am-
sterdam 1982, and now 14 £e3
maintained a small advantage for
White.

9 ed

10 ad (169)

£b7

Also possible is 10 &c3 fe7 11



£f4 §Hbd7 12 Efd] 0-0 13 Eacl
Bc8 14 He5 Qb6 with a roughly
level position in Garcia Padron-
Terechenko, Malta Ol 1980.
10 .. ba
10 ... b4 leads to an advantage
for White on the queenside after
the manoeuvre ©bd2-c4, blocking
.. a4,
11 Exad
11 ©c3 Ke7 12 L2g5 0-0 13
Hxad Dc6 14 Efd1 looks natural
but after 14 ... b4 15 2bl Hd7
16 2f4 ©d517 Kg3 g6 Black hasa
solid game, Furman-Keres, USSR
Ch 1947.
1 .. f2e7
12 &c3
12 &bd2 tries to exploit the
weaknesses at c5 and a$S. With 12
... 0-0 13 ©b3 Lc6 14 Eal Wbo6!
15 a5 2b5 16 Dcd Wb7 17 Hfes
Dc6 18 2e3 Db4 Black seized the
initiative in Barcza-Keres, Budapest
1952,
12 .. 0-0
13 2g5 as
14 Edl (170)

6...a6 7 We2: others 99

White has the more active posi-
tion and if Black reacts passively
he will build up a strong initiative
in the centre, aiming at dS5. For
example: 14 ... &c6 15 £xf6!?
£.xf6 16 d5! ed 17 Dxd5g6(not 17
... Wxd5?? because of 18 £xh7+
winning the black queen) 18 Ef4
£g7 19 £c4 + Donner-van den
Berg, Wijk aan Zee 1966.

14 .. £c6

The immediate 14 ... Hbd7 allows
15 d5!? ed 16 Eh4 with a double-
edged game, e.g. 16... Ee8 17 nd4
g6 18 £b5 Dh5 19 &xe7 Exe7 20
Wgd4 with an initiative for White,
Kiellander-Endzelins, corres 1959-
62.

15 Eaal Hbd7

The position holds chances for
both sides. In Reshevsky-Portisch,
Santa Monica 1966, the players
agreed to a draw after 16 De5
&xe5 since a lot of pieces were
about to come off the board.




100 6 ... a6 7 We2: others

Here White has two plans:
Bl 9 &2d3

B2 9 dc
B1
9 £4d3 c4
9 £b3 c4 leads to the same
position.
10 f2c2 2b4g

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 dS.

11 &c3

Or 11a3 Hxc2 12 Wxc2 £b713

Hc3 HdS 14 Qe2 Hf6 15 &c3

&@d5 = '4-4 Bogoljubow-Alekhine,
match 1934.

nm .. Dxc2

12 Wxc2 2b7 (172)

ThlS is the critical position for
the variation. Black threatens to
play 13 ... b4 and then take control
of e4 and d5. White must fight for
the initiative by advancing one of
his central pawns.

13 dS
Praxis has shown that 13 e4 b4
14 e5 bc 15 ef gf gives Black a
dangerous kingside attack, with
strong pressure along the a8-hl
diagonal and the g-file, for example
16 Wad+ Wd7 17 Wxc4 Ec8 +
Szabo-Euwe, Groningen 1946.
13 .. W7
After 13 ... ed 14 e4! White opens
up the game to his advantage: 14
... 2e7 15e5 &d7 16 &xd50-0 17
WS &c5 18 Hxf6+ Lxf6 19 Exd8
£xd8 20 Hg5 with better chances
for White, Euwe-Griinfeld, Zaand-

voort 1936.
14 e4 eS!
15 4£¢g5 ad7

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

B2
9 dc W7
10 £d3 £xcs
11 ad (173)
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Otherwise after 11 ...0-0 and 12
.. b7 Black will emerge from the



opening with a good position and
plenty of counterplay.

11 .. b4

There is a fully playable alter-

native in 11 ... ba 12 Exa4 &b4,
as in Kotov-Koblents, USSR Ch
1945, which continued 13 £b5+
©d7 14 g5 0-0 1S £d2 Eb8 16
£2xd7 2xd7 17 Exb4 2xb4 18
£xb4 Exb4 19 Wd3 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 &Qbd2 0-0

13 b3

This intends to develop the cl

bishop along the al-h8 diagonal.
Alekhine, playingagainst Flohr at
Bled 1934, preferred here 13 b3
fe7 14 ed and after the unfortunate
14 ... ©»d7 15 Ke3 Dde5 16 DxeS
&Dxe5 17 Bacl Wb8 18 £.c5! Black
conceded the initiative. A more
accurate defence is 14 ... g4, with
the idea of transferring the knight
to e5 and simultaneously preventing
the bishop from reaching e3.

6..a6 7 We2: others 101

13 .. 2b7

13 ... »eSachieves nothing after
14 &ed, and if 14 ... Hxed 15 L xed
and later 2b2 and Eacl promises
White a more active game.

On 14 ... »Hxd3? 15 Hxf6+ gf 16
Wxd3 White gets a strong attack.
Flohr-Horowitz, USSR-USA radio
match 1945, continued 16...e5 17
£b2 2e6 18 L xe5! fe 19 HgS with
a decisive advantage to White.

14 Qb2 We7
15 &g5 (174)

E7

White’s threats are very danger-
ous, e.g. 15...e516 Hded Hxed 17
Dxed Da5? 18 DxcS Wxc5 19
WhS 1+ Koblents-Dreiberg, USSR
1941.
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1 d4 ds
2 c4 dc
3 &n D16
4 e3 e6
5 fxcd c5
6 0-0 a6

In this chapter we examine some
interesting sidelines.
7 dc(175)

T3
HAWL
%u»,

.@///

A
/‘ /

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 &b3isarecent try. Vaganian-
Seirawan, Montpellier C 1985,
continued 7 ... Dc6 8 We2 £€79

6 ... a6: 7 others

Edl cd 10 ed ©a5 11 L£c2 b5 12
£g5 2b7 13 Qxf6 2xf6 14 &{Hc3
0-0 15 Red4 We7 = - Fd.)

From diagram 175 Black has a
choice between:

A T.. ¥xdl

B 7.. &xc5

A
7 .. Wxd1
8 Exdl £xc5
9 a3 (I7%)

176

s I 11 B
B//«l/// %
A//,/

AB
,7////

This is the standard continuation
for this-position. Alternatives:
a)9 Hbd2 »bd7 10b3 b6 11 b2
£b7 12 Hacl &e?7 = Smyslov-
Petrosian, Biel IZ 1976. Morecom-



plicated play follows 9 ... &c6 10
Dbl 2b6 11 £d2 £d7 12 Racl
Le7 13 Hbd4 Ehd8 14 Dxc6
£xc6 15 &bd4+ and White has
some initiative, Averbakh-Suetin,
Moscow 1982.
b) 9b3 b5 10 Le2 2b7 11 £b2
Dbd7 12 Hbd2 0-0 13 a4 ba 14
Bxad4 Qb6 15 Eaal a5 16 Hc4
Dxcd 17 fxcd 2xf3 18 gf 2b4 19
f4 Efd8 20 &g2 Ded '5-14 Spassky-
Portisch, Turin 1982.
9 .. bs

Also possible is 9 ... &e7 10 b4
£d6, for example 11 £b2 b5 12
f£e2 §bd7 13 Hbd2 2b7 14 b3
Hac8 15 &fd4 Ec7and White had
only a symbolic advantage in the
game Dorfman-Lerner, Lvov 1981.

10 Qe2 £b7
11 b4 fe7
12 &b2 @bd7
13  &4bd2 Zc8

The game is level, Ivkov-Nikoli¢,
Yugoslav Ch 1982,
B
7 .. fxc5
This continuation allows White
a wider range of possibilities, since
Black willface some difficulties on

6 ..a6:7 others 103

account of the position of his king
in the centre.
8 Wxds+
9 a3

Hxd8
el (177)

4easg,

%
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7
%
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This is the most accurate move.
9..b510 2e2 2b7 11 b4 2b67
(11 ... Ke7 is better) 12 a4! ba 13
Dc3 HbA7 14 Hxad £c¢7 15 Ed]
&e7 16 Ra3 £ Pomar-Lehmann,
Palma de Mallorca 1969.

10 b4 £d6
11  &b2 bS

Orll.. &bd7 12 &Hbd2 BEd8 13
&d4 Db6 14 2b3 £d7 = Rytov-
Keres, Tallinn 1975.

12 fe2 £b7
13 &Hbd2 &bd7

The game is roughly level, Csom-

Portisch, Palma de Mallorca 1971.
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1 d4 ds
2 4 dc
3 an of6
4 e3 e6
5 fxcd c5
6 0-0

We conclude our survey of the
lines following 4 e3 e6 with an
examination of two rarely adopted
continuations.

6 .. Dc6
B6..cd

6 .. 2cé
7 We2 (178)

54/1/// /}'%{‘
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A standard continuation. White

intends, as usual, Edl. 7 a3 and
7 fd3are fully playable, of course,
but then Black will capture at d4
and reach variation B.

7 .. cd

8§ Edi fe7

8 ... d3 is unsuccessful largely

because the black queen has no
good retreat square: 9 £xd3 Wc7
10 &c3 a6 (here this is simply a
forced waste of time) 11e4 2e7 12
e5 &d7 13 «f4 £ Yudovich-
Klidzeis, Ventspils 1976.

9 ed 0-0(179)

o6 ;g;jx,;&,l
/a/am e

There is an interesting option in
9...a6 10 &c3 (after 10 adthe play
transposes into the lines with 6 ...



a6 7 ad) 10 ... Ha5 11 2d3 b5 12
£g5 Kb7 plans to aim ford Sfirst,
and castle later. The main line
now is 13 £xf6 £xf6 14 d5!? and
Rajkovi¢-Marjanovi¢, Yugoslav Ch
1982, continued 14 ... Wb6!? 15
Hed (15 Kf5! looks very strong)
5... &xd5 16 &Dxf6+ gf 17 &xh7
Bd8 18 fLed with advantage to
White.
10 &ec3 @Da$

This is the only way to develop
the queenside. 10 ... b6 is met by
11dS!, and 10 ... &d5 fails to 11

£.d3 with threats against h7, forcing
the knight to retreat to f6.

11 &d3 b6

12 R[g§

£b7 (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 bl-h7 diagonal and the e$5
square.

13 Eacl

6 0-0: others 105
White’s thinking here involves
the exchange of the light-squared
bishops after, say, £a6, exploiting
the unfortunate position of the
knight on a5. White has other
possibilities as well, for example
13 2c2 &dS 14 2d2 Ec8 15 HeS
Dc6 16 Wed Hf6 17 Dxcb &xcb
18 Whd4 g6 19 Wh3 with chances
for an attack on the kingside,
Zaltsman-Bjarnasson, Reykjavik
1982.
13 .. Hds
On 13 ... Ec8 White can play 14
De5 Dc6 15 b1 g6 (15 ... Dxd4
16 We3 HdS 17 Wh3 is very dan-
gerous, as White has many threats)
16 h4! Re8 17 Wf3 with strong
pressure for White in Gulko-
Lombardy, Biel IZ 1976. But White
can also play the very strong 15
Ka6!.
14 Wed! g6
Not 14 ... &f6 15 Wh4 h6 because
of 16 £xh6! with a strong attack
for White.
15 Whd f6
Another possibility is 15 ... hS5,
but it seriously weakens the position
of the black king.
16 Khé Hxc3
An important exchange which
prevents &ed, which would have
limited the scope of the bishop on
el.
17 bc! (181)
The continuation 17 Exc3, in-
tending to double on the c-file, is
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%
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A
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inferior: 17 ... &xf3 18 gf f5 19
We3 (19 Wf4g5!, butnot 19... Ef7
20 Edcl =, Belyavsky-Gulko,
USSR Ch 1978) 19 ... Ef7, when
the weakness of the d-pawn willtell.

17 .. 2xf3
18 gf fs
19 g3

White’s position is preferable
due to the light-square weaknesses
along the periphery and at e6.
Vuki¢-Marjanovié¢, Ni§ 1979, con-
tinued 19 ... £d6 2014 Ef721] Eel
Wd7 22 He3 +.

cd
&6

The variation examined in this
section prevents White from achiev-
ing the formation with We2 and
Hdl, but White has no problems
developing his queen’s bishop. The
clarification of the position early
in the opemng 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 Eel

10 £d3 and 10 Wd3 are also
playable here, but the text must be
played sooner or later.

10 .. a6

Black prepares an extended fian-
chetoo. After 10 ... b6 and 11 ...
£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 11 Wd3 (11 £d3 is also
playable) 11 ... £b7 12 £.¢g5(White’s
idea is to thoroughly prepare d5)
12 ... &d5 (on 12 ... Ha$ there
follows 13 £a2 Ec8 14 Eadl and
later &bl with threats of d5 and
play along the long diagonal) 13
&xds! &xgs (if 13 ... ed then 14
£xe7 Dxe7 15 Hgs5 or 15 Ees



with a kingside attack) 14 2e4 h6
15 Hadl Ee8 16 d5! ed 17 &xd5
with an advantage to White in
Andersson-Morovic, Lucerne Ol
1982.

11 2d3(183)

An interesting alternative is 11
Wd3 bS 12 2a2 2b7 13 25 Bc8
14 Hadl preparing the thrust d5.
After 14 ... a5 15 He5 4d5
Black has stabilised the position.
Play may continue 16 £xf6 £xf6
17 £xdS ed 18 &Hgd Hcb 19 W3
with some advantage for White,
Larsen-Panno, Mar del Plata 1982.

11 fa2 is also playable, intending
11 ... b5 12 dS ed 13 &xdS Hxd5
14 Wxd5 £b7 (14 ... Wxd5 leads to
the loss of a piece after 15 £xd5)
15 WhS with a slight initiative to
White, F.Portisch-Flesch, Hungary
1976, or 11 ... &dS 12 &Hed! b6 13
Wd3 Ha7” 14 &bl g6 15 a2
8d7 16 2h6 Ee8 17 Eadl b7 18
h4 with advantage to White in
Farago-Flesch, Budapest 1976.
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12 fLc2 £b7
13 Wd3 (184
84| X7

8%1% &Aéa

ABamAR
%a%,@,//

il

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-
Indian, and others. The key to
White’s attacking possibilities lies
in the fact that the harmless-looking
13 ... Ec8 unexpectedly runs into
14 d5! ed 15 &.g5with unstoppable
threats of 16 £xf6 and 17 Wxh?
mate. So on 15 ... g6 the winning
line is 16 Exe7! Wxe7 17 &xd5
and on 15 ... ©ed then 16 @xed de
17 Wxed g6 18 Badl! Wc7 19 Wh4,
Lukacs-Flesch, Szolnok 1975.

13 .. g6
14 Lhé He8
15 Eadl Hc8
16 &bl

Forced, because of the threat of
.. b4,
16 ... b4
More solid is 16 ... Da5 17 QeS
£d5, although then White creates
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strong threats to f7 with 18 We3
@cd 19 W4, or 18 Wg3 Hhs 19
Wh3, which threatens both f7 and
dé.

17 Had

17 Ded Dxed 18 Exed achieves
nothing - a draw was agreed in
Smyslov-Flesch, Szolnok 1975.

17 .. ba
18 ba Das
19 &HeS5(185)

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

continued 19 ... £d520 &c5 &cb
and now White unleashed 21 Hxf7!
Hxf7 22 &Hxe6! and obtained a
very dangerous attack.
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26 3 &Of3 of6 4

1 d4 ds

2 4 dc

3 &f3 of6

4 e3 g6 (187)

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

5 fxcd4

An automatic reaction, but §
Wad+ QObd7 6 Lxcd Lh6 (6 ..
£g77 7 Lxf7+)) 7 g4!? Hxgd 8
Bgl &Of69 &c3 led to lively com-
plications in Marjanovi¢-Stoica,
Bucharest 1978 (1-0, 32).

5 .. £e7(187)

e3 gb

Alternatives lead nowhere:
a) 6 DeS 0-0 7 Wb3 e6 8 0-0 HfA7
(8 ... ¢5!? is also good) 9 f4 ¢5 10
Edlcd 1l ed Dc6! 12 Re3 HaS+
Padevsky-Mechkarov, Bulgarian
Ch 1954,
b) 6 ©c3 0-07 h3(70-0transposes
to the column) and now:
bl)7..a6 8 a4 c59dS De8 10e4
Dd6 11 b3 cd4 12 Rc2 Hd7 13
0-0 b6, Shamkovich-Smyslov, USSR
Ch 1960.
b2) 7... K158 We2 Hed 90-0 2d7
10 Edl odf6 11 £d2c6 12 Kel
&xc3 13 £xc3 Ec8 14 Eacl Hed,
Bielicki-Smyslov, Mar del Plata
1962, with reasonable play for
Black in both cases.

188




6..c57d5 008 &c3 Hes 9
We2 Hd6 10 £d3 e5 11 ed is
in White’s favour, according to
Mechkarov.

White has three main possibili-
ties:

A7 b3
B 7 We2
C 7 %c3

Others:

a) 7b4 c6 8 We2 Hbd79 &Hc3 Hb6
10 £b3 &bd5 = Fuderer-Sandor,
Yugoslavia-Hungary 1957.

b) 7h3 c5 8 &c3 cd 9 Hxd4 and
now not 9 ... c6? 10 Hxcb6be 11
e4 *+ Gheorghiu-Ghitescu, Bucha-
rest 1966, but 9 ... £d7 10e4 &c6
11 £e3 &Hxd4 12 £xd4 £c6 =.

A
7 b3 c6
8§ 42b2 2e4
9 &bd2 &Hbd7
10 h3 afs

Not 10 ... £xf3?7 11 &xf3 &Hb6
12 2e2 §fd7 13 a4 + Matanovié.

11 Eel
11 ©h4!? Matanovié.
1 .. &bé6

Karpov-Korchnoi, Candidates
(24) 1974, continued 12 &f1 Hed
13 Hxed fxed 14 Hd2 &f5 15
Bcl Hc8 16 We2 Hc7 17 a4 28
18 2a3 1. Theline with 7b3clearly
deserves further practical tests.

B
7 We2
8 Edl

ofd7
@Db6

383 8/64e3g6 111

9 £b3 284
9..&c610h3a511a4 @b4 12
&Hc3 e6 13 edc614 Rel Hd7 15
Hacl + Foguelman-Rossetto, Bel-

grade 1962.
10 h3 £xf3
11  Wxf3 AN

11 ... c6 12 &bd2 e6 13 HDed
P8d7 14 £d2 &d5 15 Racl,
Stahlberg-Bronstein, Moscow Ol
1956, when Black is solid but
cramped.

12 &c3 es

12 ... e6 13 Had Wc8 14 2d2
HEb8 15 Eacl £ Udovéic-Milic,
Yugoslav Ch 1952.

13 dS Qas
14 fc2 Dacd
15 e4

White has a space advantage,
Mohring-Hauregi, Moscow Ol 1956.
C

7 &c3 ofd7 (189)

Initiating minor-piece play typi-
cal of the Griinfeld. Alternatives
do not have a good reputation:
a)7..9Hbd78e4 Db69 Le2c610
£f4 24 11h3 &xf3 12 2xf3Wd7
13 a4 + Mititelu-Zita, Sofia 1957.
b) 7...c6 8 h3! &f59 Hg5! b5 10
£b3h6 11ed4 2c812 Hf3 + Suba-
Negulescu, Romanian Ch 1981.
¢) 7 ... c5 and now:
cl)8dc Wxd19 Exdl &bd7 10cb!
bc 11, 2d2:4b6,12 Re2 *+ -
Mechkarov.
c2) 8 d5 £g4 9 ed4 Hbd7 10 Le2
£xf3 11 £xf3 a6 12 Bel Wc713
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&g5 + Taimanov-Portisch, Lenin-
grad v Budapest 1959.

d) 7 ... ©c6 8 d5 (more promising
than 8 h3 a6 9 e4 b5 10 &b3 &d7
11 &g5 Ha5, Milev-Smyslov, Mos-
cow 1959, or 8e4 2g49dS Da5 10
fe2c611 h3 &xf3 12 &xf3cd 13
ed &c8 = Fuchs-Smyslov, Leipzig
01 1960) 8 ... ©a59 Ke2cb6 10 dc
&xc6 and now White should play
11 Wad followed by EdI and e4.

White now has:

Cl 8 ed
C2 8 We2
C38 h3

Others:
a) 8 Ded Hb69 Kb3a510a4 Hcb
11 &c5 &Od5 12 ed4 Hdb4 13 d5,
Portisch-Plater, Balatonfiired 1958.
b)8a4a59e4 Hb610 b3 Regd 11
£e3 Nc6 12 b5 @b413h3 &xf3
14 Wxf3, Korchnoi-Bronstein,
USSR 1962. White’s position is
preferable in both cases.

C1

8 ed b6

9 Qe2

9 &b3 Lp4 10d5c6 11 h3 Lxf3
12 Wxf3 cd 13 Hxd5 Db = -
Stenberg-Plater, Moscow Ol 1956.

9 .. fg4
10 fRe3

10 d5c6(10... ©8d7 11a4a512
£g5 h6 13 fhd £xf3 14 Lxf3
Dcd 15 Ke2 A6 16 Wc2 £ Velikov-
Barua, Frunze 1983) 11 h3 &xf3
12 £xf3cd 13ed D8d7 14 g3 De5
= Unzicker-Gheorghiu, Hamburg
1965.

10 .. &6
11 dS§

11 e5 &d5 12 Wb3 Hxel 13 fe
£h6 14 Ded Keb6 15 W3 &dS,
Nogueiras-Garkov, Varna 1982
(1-0, 60).

11 .. £xf3

11 ... &e577 12 HxeS! Kxe2 13

D xf7! =+ Taimanov.
12 &xf3

12 gf ©e513 £d4gS! F Klaman-

Taimanov, USSR 1952.

12 .. Des
13 fe2 Decd
14 4£f4

14 fcl c6 = Evans-Smyslov,
Helsinki Ol 1952.
14 .. c6
14 ... Dxb2? 15 Wb3! &xc3 16
Wxc3 ©2a4 17 WaS ++ Taimanov.
15 dc
15 fxcd4 _Dxcd; 16, We2 cd 17
DxdS Dxb2 18 Kg516 19 *f4f5=
Uhlmann-Gheorghiu, Havana Ol
1966.



15 .. be
Hxb2 (190)

Now:

a) 17 Wxb2 Had 18 Hxad £xb2 19
Dxb2 Wd4 20 Hcd Wxed 21 fel
leads to an unclear position.
b) Practice has seen 17 £a6 Wd7?
18 a4 H6¢c4 19 Ea2 and wins,
Portisch-Gheorghiu, Havana Ol
1966. An improvement on this is
7... D6c4! 18 De2 Des5! 19 Babl,
Portisch-Tatai, Palma d e Mallorca
1967, and now Black should have
played 19 ... Wb6! 20 fxe5 fxe5
21 fc4as withalarge advantage.
C2

8 We2 @Db6
9 b3 as
Or:
a)9 .. 2g4 10 h3 £xf3 11 Wxf3

Dc6 12 Bd1 WcB 13 Hed Has 14
2c2 Hacd 15 Hc5 + Golombek-
Gligori¢, Moscow Ol 1956.

b) 9 ... &c6 10 Edl £d7 (10 ...
£g4 11 h3 £xf3 12 Wxf3 e6 13
&a4 £ Taimanov-Ravisekhar, New
Delhi 1982) 11 &ed a5 12 a4 &f5

38/38f64e3g6 113

13 &c5 = Goldenberg-Filip, Mar
del Plata 1961.
10 Edl
Pachman suggests 10 a3!?, while
1024 &c611 BEdl £g412h3 &xf3
13 Wxf3e6 14 £d2, Geller-Plater,
Szczawno Zdroj 1957, is also pro-
mising for White.
10 .. ad
0..%c611a3a4 12 a2 £d7
13 h3 ®c8 14 e4 e5 15 de Dxe5 16
2f4 + Sokolov-Marié, Belgrade
1962.
11 [c2
12 %e5(191)
12 a3 fd7 13 d5 Qa5 14 e4
- Golombek-Smyslov, Budapest
1952 - gives White some advantage,
whereas 12 §ed £g4 13 DcSes5 14
Dxb7 Wf6, Polgar-Gheorghiu,
Orebro 1966, gives Black some
compensation for the pawn.

AT

WAR A

15 ed
We are following thegame Bolig-
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Gheorghiu, Vrnja¢ka Banja 1963.
White is a little better, but Black is
not without counterplay.
C3

8 h3 &b6

9 Qe2

The alternative is 9 £b3 &c6 10

a3 (10 Hele511d5 ©Da5 12e4c6
13 2g5Wd614dc Wxdl 15 Baxdl
bc '%4-% Schmidt-Radulov, Indo-
nesia 1983) 10 ...e5 11d5 &a5 12
£a2 (12 £c2c6 13 e4 cd 14 ed
Dacd 15 a4 &d6 16 Ea2 &f5 =
Farago-Radulov, Albena 1983)and
now 12 ... Hacdgivesequal chances.
Instead, Tal-Kir.Georgiev, Lvov
1984, went 12 ... c6? 13 e4 cd 14
HxdS Dxd5 15 fxdS! *+ and
Black had to struggle todrawin 66
moves.

9 .. &c6 (192)

Or9.. a5 10e4ad4 11 Ke3 Hc6M

12 Bcl £d713d5 Das5 14 2d4 +
Gligoric-Westerinen, Havana 1967.
Better was 11 ... c6 followed by 12
.. &e6, but one must still prefer
White’s chances.
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After 9.. @(:6 practice has seen:

a) 10 2b5 e6 11 Lxc6 bc 12 b3
He8 13 £b2 A7 14 Wc2c5 15
d5 £ Zilberman-Barua, Frunze
1983.
b) 10 b3 a5 11 a3 Ee8 12 Hcl
Qb4 13 2b2 H6dS 14 Wd2 b6 15
Dxds Dxd5 16 e4 &f6 17 W2
£b7 18 d5 £ Lukacs-Velikov,
Vrnjalka Banja 1985.

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.
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Vaganian-Hiibner
Tilburg 1983
1d4d52cd4dc3 DcleS4eledSed
&f6 6 Lxcd Re7 7 Df30-0 8 0-0
&Dbd7 (8 ... &g4 gets Black into
trouble after 9 h3: 9 ... &xf3 10
Wxf3 &c6 11 el Dxd4 12 Wxb7?
and 9 ... 2h5 10 g4 2g6 11 QDe5
both lead to favourable positions
for White) 9 Eel b6 10 £b3 c6
11 2g5 2g4 12 Wd3 & xf3?! (This
is the source of Black’s future
troubles. Better is 12 ...&h5 in-
tending 13 ... £g6) 13 Wxf3 HfdS
14 fxe7 (A tempting alternative is
14 Bxe7 Dxe7 15 Bel Hbc8 16
We2 He8 17 £xf7+ Hxf7 18 Web+
$f8 19 Ee3, but it doesn't work
because of 19 ... &d6! 20 Ef3+
HdfS 21 Bxf5+ @xfS 22 Wxf5+
Wf6!! and White loses) 14 ... Dxe7
15 HeS! (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 ... ©g616 Eed! Hd7
17 Edl1 Wa5(On 17 ... &6 White

could play 18 EeS5! transferring
the rook to f5, where it will have
maximum effect, putting pressure
on both f7 and d5) 18 Ee3 (White
was compelled to take measures
against ... ©f6) 18 ... Ead8?!(18...
Df6 was necessary) 19 Qed! Wc7
20 h4! (193)

20 ... h6 (The pawn is taboo: 20 ...
&Hxh4 21 Wh5 g6 22 Bh3 gives
White an unstoppable attack) 21
Wgd Hh8 22 hS Df4 (The X-ray
power |-of -the bishop ~on b3 is
displayed in the variation 22 ...
Wf4 23 Wxf4d Hxf4 24 HdA6! and
Black loses material) 23 Eg3 g$§
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24 hg fg 25 Eel (Threatening 26
&g5! hg 27 EBh3+ &xh3+ 28
Wxh3+ &g7 29 Ee7+! and mate)
25 ... Ede8 26 Hge3 b6 27 &cS
Wc8 (This loses immediately. But
evenafter 27 ... Exe3 28 fe! Black
has no defence) 28 Wxf4! 1-0

Belyavsky-Hiibner
Tilburg 1984
1d4d52cd4ddc3ede54 Df3edS
f£xcd 2bd+ 6 Dbd2 D6 7 0-0
$£xd2 8 Wxd2 (White intends b3,
£b2, Hadl and recapturing the
d4 pawn followed by active play in
the centre) 8 ... 2e69 2xe6?! (More
precise is 9 £b5 £d7 10 b3, follow-
ing the plan outlined above) 9 ... fe
10 b4 a6 11 ad &f6 12 £a3?! (The
point of this move is to threaten
13 bS5, discouraging Black from
castling kingside. But White under-
estimates the defensive resources
available to Black, which are ap-
propriately exploited in the game)
12 ... Dxed 13 Wd3 WdS 14 bS ab

15 ab &d8! (168)

(The point of this move is to fortify
e6) 16 Efel ©d6 17 Eacl Wxb518
Wxd4 Exa3d 19 Wxg7 Exf3! (A
very strong continuation which
reacts to the threats of Ee5 and
Exc7) 20 Wxh8+ Ef8 21 Wxh7
Bf7 (Black has a significant advan-
tage, with a strong defensive posi-
tion in the centre and active passed
pawns on the queenside) 22 Wc2
Wf5 23 Wa2 (White’s endgame
chances are practically nil. His only
hope is to throw all of his forces at
the black king) 23 ... &d7 24 Ec3
Hg7? (There is no point in placing
this rook in anindefensible position.
Simpler was 24 ... §c6) 25 Wh2!
Egd4? 26 h3 Hg8 27 Edl Wed 28
g3 Wad?! 29 Ed4! (Black’s inaccu-
rate play hasled to a state of affairs
where White has been able to cen-
tralise his pieces and create coun-
terplay) 29 ... Wxd4 (Theretreat of
the queen with 29 ... Wa7 would
have allowed White to force a
draw with 30 Ea3l Wc5 31 Ec3!
Wb6 32 Eb3 etc) 30 Exc7+ Ixc7
31 Wxd4 bS 32 h4 Hc6 33 Wf6 bd
34 hS b3 35 h6 (White's passed h-
pawn has brought full equality,
despite Black’s material advantage,
e.g. 35 ...e536 h7 Eb8 37 h8W
Exh8 38 Wxh8 b2 39 Wh7+ &b6
40 Wc2 &cd 41 f4! clearing Black’s
remaining pawn and achieving a
draw) 35 ... Eb8 36 Wg7+ &Hbé6 37
Wel &7 38 WgT7+ b6 39 Wel
Ya-Ya



Jacoby-Radulov
Hamburg 1984
1d4 d52cddc3 D3 {6 4 e3 c5
5 &xcde6 6 0-0 Dc6 7 We2 a68ad
Wc79 He3 £d6 10 Ed10-011h3
b6 12 dS ed 13 2xd5 2b7 14 e4
Bae8 15 £g5 (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 matter 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 ... ©d4!? 16 Hxdd HxdS
17 HxdS £xdS 18 &OfS Exed 19
Wh5 Efe8 20 Hxg7?! (The bishop
on d5 cannot be touched because
of the check atel,but 20 f3!? comes
into consideration, and if 20 ...
H4eS then 21 Wed withaninitiative
for the sacrificed pawn) 20 ...
H8eS! (195)
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21 f4 Exf4 22 De8 Wc6 23 Hxd6
(White’s threats appear dangerous.
In the Nice game mentioned above
Radulov played 23 ... f67 and
found himself facing insurmount-
able threats after 24 Eel!)23... h6!
(Now on 24 Hel Black can simply
play 24 ... Exg5)24 Wxh6 Ee2!(In
this move one finds the heart of
Black’s counterplay, the threat of
. Hxg2+ with a mating attack.
For example, 25 £xf4 Exg2+ 26
Dfl fLcd+ 27 Dxcd W3+ etc) 25
&ed Efxed 26 Shl (The exchange
of queens would not make White’s
position any easier: 26 Wxc6 £xc6
27 Bd6 Ee6 +F) 26 ... Eh4 27
Wxhd4 Exg2! 28 Ea3d ExgS+ 0-1

H.Olafsson-Hort
Thessaloniki Olympiad 1984

1 913d52 d4 916 3 cddcd el a6
5ed4 bS 6 e5 dS 7 a4 Dxc3 8 be
Wds 9 g3 2b7 10 Rg2 Wd7 11
£a3 (This is one of the most
promising lines in this variation.
White hinders Black’s kingside
development by discouraging ...
€6, which in present circumstances
would lead to an unfavourable
exchange of dark-squared bishops)
1 .. £d5 12 0-0 &c6 13 Eel
(White prepares the central thrust
e6, disrupting the light squares
in the Black camp) 13 ... g6 (13 ...
Bb8 14 €6!7 fe 15 Hgs &kxg2 16
Sxg2 Wd5+ 17 Wf3! with a sharp
game) 14 &c5! (This gains time by
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threatening 15 ab) 14 ... Ed8 (On
14 ... b8 White could play 15 ab
ab 16 Hg5! Lxg217 Hxg2 Lh6 18
e6! with a strong initiative) 15 ab
ab 16 Hg5!? Kxg2 17 e6! (196)

196 . ”» *4’,?/ D

5, WK AT A
/Q%&/L/
gav'y

Ean ///
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(Here 17 &xg2M would be unsuc-
cessful because in the variation 17
.. 2h6! 18 e6 Wd5+ 19 Wf3 the
black queen is defended by the
rook and Black simply wins a piece
with 19 ... 2xg5) 17 ... fe 18 Hxg2
Wds+ 19 W3 Wxf3+20 &xf3 BdS
21 &xe6 (White hasemerged 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)
1 .. ©&d7 22 Be2 2h6 23 ERael
Ba824 g4 2g57 (Black passes up
his last chance to achieve an active
game with 24 ... b4!?, which would
have provided good equalising
chances, e.g. 25 cbc3!26 g5' &xg5
27 HxgS ExgSs 28 Led! - 28 K xe7?
Dxd4+ F - 28 ... Bf8 29 &d3
with only a slight advantage to
White) 25 HxgS Exg5 26 &xe7

Bd5 27 Rc5b4 28 Hed! Eg529cb
Hxgd+ 30 &dS! (White has suf-
ficient extra material to win the
game) 30 ... Eb8 31 &xcd Exd4+
32 &xd4 Exb4+ 33 &c5 Exd4 34
HeT7+ &Hxe7 35 &xdd4 &d6 (The
winning plan is simple - the white
king gobbles the black pawns on
the kingside) 36 &ed Le6 37 Hel
c6 38 Eh3 h5 39 &d4 hd?! 40 Led!
g5 41 f4! &f6 42 fg+ Hxg543 Ec3
gd 44 h3+ Hgs5 45 Ec5+ &6 46
14 Dg6+ 47 Hgd DeS+ 48 Hxhd
S 49 &g3 Led 50 hd HfS S1 h5
316 52 Thd HII+ 53 Lgd HeS+
54 Exe51-0(Since after 54 ... dxe5
55 &g$5 the white pawn promotes)

Chekhov-Sveshnikov
Lvov 1983
1 5f3d52 d4 216 3 cd e64 Hc3de
S5e3a66adc57 Lxcdcd8ed N6
9 0-0 Re7 10 2g5 0-0 (Black’s
move order is intended to prevent
White from regrouping with We2
and Hdl 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 Eel
(The d1 square is reserved for the
other rook) 11 ... £d7 (Against
either 11...b6or11... Wa5,12d5!
is strong, as the complications
which™ arise favour White. 11 ...
&b4 is interesting, intending to
blockade the d5 square. In thiscase



White can strengthen his position
with 12 §eS5) 12 We2 Ec8 13 Eadl
&d5 (On 13... @b4 White can play
14 HeS Ke8 15 Kb3"with much
the freer position) 14 £xdS £ xg5
15 fed £f6 16 dS! ed 17 HxdS
fLe6 18 &f4 (This is a difficult
moment for Black. White’s central
initiative seems ominous, but Black
could have erected a solid defence
with 18 ... We7 19 &xe6 fe) 18 ...

Wh6?! 19 Hxe6 fe 20 Wd3! (This
highlights the weakness of Black’s
g6? (197)

kingside) 20 ...

197
W

v
%L/ / /A

Y2y 7Y 7Y
7. 7 7 7
g/ 1 B
/@/@/
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(This permits a direct attack. Re-
latively better here was 20 ... h6)
21 £xg6!hg 22 Wxg6+ Hh8 (Or22
.. £g723 Wxe6+ ©h824 Ted ++)
23 Wh6+ g8 24 Wg6+ Lh8 25
Ed7 De7 26 Wh5+ &g7 27 Dgs!
(Aflter this White wins by force) 27
. &xgs 28 Wxg5+ Hh8 29 Wha+
g8 30 Exe7 Ef7 31 Exf7 &xf7
32 Wh7+ &f6 33 hd Ecd 34 Whé+
&f7 35 Wh5+ &I8 36 Whé+ Le?
37 Wg7+ He8 38 W6 1-0
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Karpov-Portisch
Tilburg 1983

1 d4 d5 2 cd dc 3 ©Dc3 a6!? (This is
an interesting possibility for Black.
The idea is ... bS5 in favourable
circumstances) 4 &Df3 (4 ed is
sharper) 4 ... bS 5 ad bd 6 QDed
Dd7!1? 7 %Hed2 (This is forced
because of the threat of 7... £b7,
although White can also play 7
Wc2 £b7 8 Hed2c3 9 be eb, when
Black will be able to play ... ¢5
with good equalising chances) 7 ...
c3 8 bc bc 9 Ded Hgf6 10 Hxc3 e6
11 e3 2bd 12 £d2 c5 (Black hasa
fully playable game) 13 £€20-014
0-0 £b7 15 Eb1 Eb816 Ha2 L.a5!
(After 16 ... £xd2? 17 Wxd2 Black
has problems in developing his
queen: 17 ... We7? 19 Wa5! or 17
... ©ed 18 Wc2! with advantage to
White) 17 Wel!? 2c7!? 18 dc DxcS
19 £bd £d6 20 &xc5!? (The ex-
change is made in order to gain
time. On the natural 20 &c3 Blagk
could play 20 ... £xf3! with an
advantage) 20 ... f£xcS 21 Wc3
We7” (Black weakens his control
over a5, and White immediately
takes advantage of this. Better was

1... £d6 andthen?22... We7, with
better chances for Black) 22 Wa5!

2 ... ©d5 23 Eb3! 2b6 24 Wd2
Efd8 25 Wb2 (White has resolved
the difficult question of the develop-
ment of his queen, and now the
counterplay along the b-file brings
him equality) (/98)
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25 ... 2¢626 @bd! (Thefinal prob-
lem for White is neatly solved with
the entrance of his knight into the
game) 26 ... Dxb4 27 Exb4 &xf3
28 &xf3 2d4!?29 Eb7! (White has
no more problems, so ... ) 29 ...
Bxb7 Y3-1
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