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Preface

Although the Spanish Game or
Ruy Lopez is one of the oldest of
chess openings (the first mention
of it, by Lucena, dates back to
1497), the Closed Variation (sys-
tems arising after 1 e4 e5 2 &Hf3
He6 3 &bS a6 4 2ad Hf6 S
0-0 £e7 6 Hel b5 7 £b3 d6 8
¢3 0-0 9 h3) has a much shorter
history. It was not introduced into
practice until the end of the nine-
teenth century, when a new
approach to opening theory
emerged. Gambits and sharp for-
cing lines began to give way to
openings that accomplished stra-
tegic tasks. Tactics conceded pri-
ority to positional play. Accord-
ingly, the Closed Spanish at first
had the reputation of a relatively
quiet opening characterised by
slow manoeuvring play, an
absence of simplification, and the
struggle of opposing strategies.
Since then, the system has under-
gone a notable evolution. In our
own day, the play in many vari-
ations has been increasingly tacti-
cal, as if to remind us that the
Spanish Game does after all come
under the general heading of Open

Games. This trend was perfectly
illustrated in the last Kasparov—
Karpov match (New York and
Lyon, 1990). At all events, the
Closed Spanish has retained its
popularity for a century. There is
scarcely a top player of the present
or recent past who does not
include this system in his reper-
toire. It occurred no less than
eight times in the 1990 World
Championship match mentioned
above.

The fundamental principles of
the Closed Spanish were worked
out by Chigorin. It was he who
first employed a scheme of deve-
lopment with ... »f6-d7 and ...
%e7-f6. Fortifying his own
e-pawn, Black simultaneously
exerted pressure against the white
pawn on d4. It happens that over
the past decade, this system has
come back into fashion. In the
New York/Lyon match Karpov
used it four times, and it is exam-
ined in the present book under the
heading of the Karpov system.

Another player to have made
an exceptionally rich contribution
to the theory of the Closed Spanish
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is Vassily Smyslov. At the end of
the 1950s he devised an important
new method of deploying the
black pieces: ... He8, ... 28 and
then ... £b7 or ... £d7. After a
subsequent ... g7-g6, the dark-
squared bishop will be transferred
to g7. With his strong centre, Black
is well prepared for the coming
struggle. Smyslov prefaced this
plan with 9 ... h6, lorestalling the
sortie &Hf3-g5, or with9 ... wd7 —
so that on ©g5 Black can defend
the f-pawn from d8 with his knight.
Then in 1976, the game Kostro-
Igor Zaitsev {from the Dubna tour-
nament proved to be of immense
theoretical importance. Black
developed his pieces in the Smys-
lov manner with 9 ... b7 and
10 ... He8, but without spending
time on prophylaxis against fg5.
The knight sortie turned out to be
harmless. Adherents of the Closed
Spanish directed their thoughts
along a new and highly promising
path. An examination of the Zait-
sev system occupies the greater
part of this book.
Notwithstanding the diversity
of systems in the Closed Spanish,
there is much that they have in
common. The plans, ideas, pre-
cepts and methods of play fre-
quently coincide. The possibility
of identical positions arising from
transpositions or repetitions of
moves is characteristic of this
opening. Of course, where a pos-
ition arises from various move-

orders, it is examined in one place
only, while cross-references are
given in the other places. In the
interests of economy and an
efficient layout of material, I have
generally omitted to indicate the
precise order of moves by which
the key position was reached in a
particular game; exceptions are
made in cases where divergences
in the move-order are of interest
in their own right.

In writing this book | was faced
with the fairly complex task of
incorporating a very large volume
of factual material into the restric-
ted format of a monograph. Given
the size of the material, it was
necessary to refrain from exhaus-
tive verbal explanations. On the
other hand, in quoting games from
practice, [ could not confine mysell
to giving the opening moves. In
the Closed Spanish, it is usual
for the opening to merge almost
imperceptibly into a complex
middlegame. To give the reader
an accurate idea of a particular
game and substantiate the assess-
ment of the variation, the quo-
tation normally has to go past
move twenty, sometimes past
move thirty.

Finally, to anyone interested in
the Closed Spanish not only in
its present-day form but in its
historical development, [ rec-
ommend the splendid book by
Wade, Blackstock and Booth, The
Closed Ruy Lopez (Batsford, 1970).



Preface 9

My own monograph Spanish ( Ruy  is in the same series as the present
Lopez): Chigorin (Batsford, 1983)  volume.






1 Zaitsev System (9 ...

2 b7):

1 e4 es

2 o3 Db

3 4bs a6

4 $a4 Hf6

5 0-0 se7

6 Hel b5

7 £b3 dé

8 c3 0-0

9 h3 £b7 (1)

This move was occasionally
played as long ago as the begin-
ning of the century. But it was
only at the end of the 1940s that
it became quite popular. In answer
to the natural 10 d4, Black would
start immediate action in the cen-
tre with 10 ... ed L1 cd d5. In the
1960s, 9 ... £b7 came into fashion
once again, but this time it was

Introduction

combined with a different idea: 10
d4 Has 11 Lc2 He4d.

The third and greatest wave of
popularity accorded to this move
began in the middle of the 1970s,
thanks to improvements by Igor
Zaitsev. And this popularity is not
only showing no sign of subsiding,
it is increasing from year to year.
I need only mention that in the
most recent World Championship
match between Kasparov and
Karpov, the variation was played
four times.

Zaitsev's idea involves 10 d4
Xe8 (sometimes Black plays 9 ...
Xe8 first, and only then 10 ...
£b7). Black concentrates press-
ure on the e4-pawn, hindering the
development of White’s pieces.
After 11 Hbd2 £f8, we see that
White is deprived of the possibility
of transferring his knight from d2
to f1 and g3 without first resolving
the pawn position in the centre.
Compared with the Smyslov sys-
tem beginning with 9 ... h6, in
which Black sometimes deploys
his forces in the same way, Black
is saving an important tempo. But
can White exploit the omission of
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. £b7): Introduction

.. h7-h6 by playing || &g5 28
12 f4 ... ? The answer to this
question, which is crucially
important for assessing the cor-
rectness ol the system, was given
by the game Kostro—Zaitsev,
Dubna 1976, in which Black

demonstrated his method of
defence.
10 d4

The alternative l@fomfymg
the pawn on e4, is examined in

chapter 17.
10 ... He8
Zaitsev’s patent. Other lines, 10
10... »as and 10 ... &d7,
w111 be consxdered in chapter 16
11 &Hbd2
The logical continuation. The
alternatives are examined in chap-
ters 14 and 15.
nmn ... S18 (2)
Instead 11 ... h6 12 &fl trans-
poses to the pure Smyslov System,
which is outside the scope of this
volume.

/ /g//é ?
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12 a4
White commences action to the

queenside. At a moment con-
venient to himself, he threatens to
exchange pawns on b5 and rooks
on the a-file. Black has to pay
constant attention to this possi-
bility and avoid leaving his pawn
on bS5 unguarded. The vacated
square a2 may also be occupied
by the white bishop if Black tries
to drive it off the a2-g8 diagonal.

The latter purpose is also served
by 12 a3. This move has additional
points. After withdrawing his
light-squared bishop from b3,
White will play b2—b4 and develop
his other bishop on b2. A signifi-
cant factor in several variations is
that after a pawn exchange on d4
the black knight cannot go to b4,
The 12 a3 line is examined in
chapter 7. A scparate chapter
(number 8) is devoted to analysing
the topical position arising from
12a3h6 13 &c2 ©b8 14 b4 &bd7.

The immediate 12 &c2 is also
frequently played. For this, see
chapter 9. If Black replies 12 ...
Sb8 and 13 ... &d7, we reach
positions that can also arise {rom
the Breyer system. This possibility
is examined in chapters 10-12.

The continuations 12 &g5 and
12 d5 are less popular; they are
considered in chapter 13.

12 ... hé

Black has to attend to the threat
of &f3-g5. Another method, 12

. Wd7 (enabling the knight to
defend the {7 point from d8), is the
subject of chapter 6.
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13 &c2
Once Black has played 12 ...
h6, there is less point in White
having his bishop on b3. By
retreating to c2 it defends the
e-pawn and unblocks the b-pawn.

For other continuations, see
chapter 5.
13 ... ed

Having completed his develop-
ment, Black is the first to start
active operations. The alternatives
13...5b8,13... Eb8 and 13 ...
wd7 are examined in chapter 4.

14 «cd

With 14 &xd4 White can
scarcely count on an advantage,
for instance:

(a) 14 ... wd7 15 ab &Hxd4 16
cd ab 17 Zxa8 £xa8 18 d5 c6
19 dc @xc6 1-} Prandstetter—
Vokac, Prague 1988.

(b) 14 ... g6 15 £d3 HeS 16
211 ¢S 17 Hc2 2c6 18 Hel3 ba
19 3 4b5 20 c4 4£d7 21 &bl
Ac6 22 Bxad Hh5 23 &e3 Hd4F
Timoshchenko-A. Kuzmin, Mos-
cow 1988.

14 ... &Hbd
15 &bl c5

We shall take this as the basic
starting position, and analyse it in
chapter 2. Other continuations for
Black on move 15 are the subject
of chapter 3.



Zaitsev System: Main

— Line

9 ... £b7 10 d4 Ze8 11 &Hbd2
£18 12 a4 h6 13 £c2 ed 14 cd
&b4 15 &bl 5 (3)

This is one of the most complex
and problematic positions in the
Spanish Game. In the past few
years it has occurred [requently in
top-level contests. The variation
has been played eleven times in
games between Kasparov and
Karpov.

16 dS

The main continuation. White
also has:

(a) 16 dc dc 17 e5 ©&nd7 18 ab ab
19 Zxa8 £xa8 20 e6 Hxe6 21
X xe6 fe 22 Hed Wwe7 23 D3 €5
24 Hh4 Lc6 25 DS web 26 wed
&h8 27 Hed c4 28 &Hxh6 wxgd
29 Hxgd= Kasparov-Balashov,

Kislovodsk 1982.

(b) 16 Ha3 cd 17 &Hxd4, and
now:

(b1) 17 ... Wb6 18 &Hf5 g6 19
Bg3 &h7 20 &Hh4 He6 21 ab ab
22 wb3 ds5 23 e5+ G. Garcia—
Rivas, Cuba 1983.

(b2) 17 ... D6 18 &Of5 g6 19
Xg3 &h7 20 &h4 &hS5 21 Dxgbd
with an attack; G. Garcia-Frey,
Camaguey 1987.

(b3) 17 ... d5 18 e5 &ed 19
Hae3? Oxf2 20 w3 Hed 21 2fl
Wd7F Riemersma-Lev, Arnhem
1988.

(c) 16 b3, and now:

(ct) 16 ... 2¢c8 17 £a3 (or 17
ab ab 18 &£b2 ¢4 19 £c3 &d3
20 g£as5 wd7 21 £xd3 cd 22 dS
oo Dunhaupt—Franzen, corr 1984)
17 ... g6 18 ab ab 19 &xbd4? (19
e5!?) 19 ... cbT De Firmian-
Nikoli¢, Malta Ol 1980.

(c2) 16 ... cd 17 &xd4 ba 18
Hxad4 a5 19 &b2 Haé (or 19 ...
g6 20 &£c3 Hc8 21 £xb4 ab 22
Zxb4 £a85) 22 Held d5 23 €5
Ded 24 Hxed de 25 f2xed fxed
26 Bxed wdS 27 we2 Xgb6 28 4
£c¢5 with a strong initiative for
the pawn; Prandstetter-Hawelko,
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Warsaw 1987.
16 ... nd7

The knight is heading for e5 or
cS (after ... c5-c4). Black also
threatens the undermining move
... 17-15.

It is also worth considering 16
.. g6 17 &f1 27 (4).

There can follow:

(a) 18 &g3, and now:

(al) 18... &nd7 19 Xa3 & b6 20
ab ab 21 h4 &c4 22 Hxa8 £ xal
(22 ... ¥xa8!?) 23 h5 Hxb2 24
£xb2 £xb2 25 hg fg 26 e5+
Sax—A. Greenfeld, Lucerne Ol
1982.

(al) 18 ... ba 19 Hxa4 asS 20
Ba3l £a6 21 ©h2 c4 22 4&d2
£b5 23 4c3 Hd3 with equal
chances; Kinderman-Dorfman,
Warsaw 1983.

(b) 18 a5 &d7, when White has:

(b1) 19 &g3 Xc8 20 wh3? wf6
21 &Hfl QeSS 22 HxeS wxeS 23
Hdl Xc7 24 f4 wf6 25 Ba3 h5 26
Wg3 c4F De Firmian-Hjartar-
son, Reykyavik 1984,

(b2) 19 a3 2c8(19... Xe7 20
He2 Wi8 21 £f4 He5 22 HixeS

$xeS5 23 £xeS HxeS 24 {44+
Gufeld-Timoshchenko, Kislo-
vodsk 1982) 20 g3 Ded 21 HixeS
4xe5 22 He2 wh4= Dorfman-
Podgayets, USSR 1982.

(c) 18 £d2 ba 19 wcl &h7 20
£c3 a5 21 g4 a6 with advan-
tage to Black; Knoppert-Voor-
mans, Dieren 1988.

(d) 18 ab ab 19 Xxa8, and now:

(d1) 19 ... £xa8 20 £d2 Hab
21 wcl hS 22 2h6 &£h8 23 &Hg3
c4 24 wl4 &S 25 gg5+ Y.
Gruenfeld—Shterenberg,  Israeli
Ch 1984.

(d2) 19.... Wxa8 20 &4 »d7?
(20... wa6? 21 wd2 &h7 22 Hgl
&d7 23 h4 h5 24 Hxh5 gh 25e5+
g8 26 eb6 He5 27 HxeS de 28
£xe5+ Y. Gruenfeld-Kraidman,
Israeli Ch 1984) 21 wd2 wal 22
e5 ixeS 23 Hxe5de 24 d6 wa8 25
d7% Y. Gruenfeld—A. Greenfeld,
Israeli Ch 1984.

(e) 18 Ha3 ba 19 Kxad a5 20
Xa3 #a6 21 ©g3 &£b5 22 &f4
&h7 23 wd2 hS 24 £4h6 &£xh6 25
Wxh6 W{6 26 e5 WgT7oo Aseyev—
Dorfman, USSR Ch 1985.

17 Xa3 (5)

Nowadays, this is much more
popular than 17 &f1 {5 (attacking
the centre is perfectly logical. A
weaker choiceis 17... ba 18 Exa4
a5 19 He3 g6 20 £d2 £g7 21
£c3+ Eingorn—-A.  Ivanov,
Tashkent 1980) 18 ef (not 18 e5?
4xd5 19 &xfS £xf3 20 wxf3
Hxe5F Dvoiris—Kruppa, Sevas-
topol 1986), and now:
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{a) 18 ... Exel and:

(al) 19 wxel &xd5 20 wdl
of6 21 £d2 ba 22 Hxad as 23
Ha3 £17 24 ©1h2 dS with equal
chances; Horvath—Lukacs, Hun-
gary 1986.

(a2) 19 &xel HxdS(19... Hf6!)
20 Ha3 &h8 (20 ... &7f6!?) 21
Hf3 ©5b6 22 Hel3 d5 23 Heb+
A. Sokolov—-Psakhis, USSR Ch
198S5.

(b) 18 ... &f6, when White has
various choices:

(b1) 19 £d27! &HbxdS 20 Hg3
Wwd7 21 Hed (21 ab!?) 21 .., b4 22
Hh2 Hixed 23 fxed HI6F De
Firmian-Belyavsky, Tunis izt
1985.

(b2) 19 Zxe8 Wxe8 20 He3
HbxdS 21 gd Hixgd 22 hg Hf6 23
&Hhd WeS 24 Hg6= Kindermann-
Lengyel, Budapest 1985.

(b3) 19 Hhd4 Hbxd5 20 HAxed
Wxe8 21 Hgd Wco 22 ab ab 23
Hxa8 &xa8 24 wel 1-4 Ehlvest—
Smagin, Tallinn 1986.

(bd) 19 Ea3 £ bxdS, and now:

{bd1) 20 ©H3h2 wd7 21 Hxe8
R xe8 22 Hgd Sxgd 23 hg &6 24
ab ab 25 g5 hg 26 4xg5 Hed=
Petrienko-Harlamov, USSR
1986.

(b42) 20 & 1h2 wd7 21 Hgd b4
22 ®d3 c4 (22 ... wxf5? 23 &Hh4
wd7 24 &Hxh6+ gh 25 Hg3+
£g7 26 fxh6+ - Franzen) 23
Bd4 Hac8 24 Hxfe+ oHxf6=
Andersson-Franzen, corr 1987,

From the diagram, Black has
two main options:

Practice has also seen:

(@) 17...ba2t 18 &»Hh2 1519 X g3
Nf6 20 e5 4 21 Hgb HxeS 22
Zxe5 de 23 Dgd Hxgd 24 wxgd
Wxd5 25 &5 He8 26 He6 with a
decisive attack; Yurtayev-Ruder-
fer, Tashkent 1988,

(b) 17 ... g6, and now:

(b1) 18 &f1 (5—1! Hiibner-Spas-
sky, Belfort 1988) 18 ... &b6 19
ab ab 20 ©3h2 We7 21 ©e3 £g7
22 £d2 &Hcd 23 Hixed be 24 wcel
B xal 25 ba &Hd3 F Gelfman—Nai-
velt, corr 1988.

{b2) 18 h4 &f6 19 &fi wd7 20
g3 wed 21 £d2 ba 22 wWcl hS
23 ©h2 wd7 24 f4 a5 25 {5 with
an attack; Kozlov—Golfstein,
Aktyubinsk 1985.

A
17 ... c4
Over the period 1986-88, fol-
lowing the 1986 Kasparov—Kar-
pov match, this move was the
height of fashion. However, it is
nowadays seen only rarely relative
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to 17 ... f5.
Now  White can choose
between:
Al 18 ab
A2 18 &»d4
Al
18 ab ab
19 Hd4 X xa3

An interesting line is 19 ... Wb6
20 &fS (20 »2(3 &HeS), but it
has been insufficiently tested in
practice. There can follow:

{a) 20 ... g6 21 &f1 Exa3!? (2]
... gf? 22 Bg3+ &h7 23 whS
NeS 24 ef+ +, or 21 ... &h77 22
wd2+ Efimov-Foigelson, USSR
1988) 22 ba &Hxd5 23 ed Hxel 24

Wxel gf=.

(b) 20 ... HeS!? 21 Hg3, and
now:

{bl) 21 ... &h7?! 22 Hf3 Hed3
(or 22 ... ©bd3 23 el wcT

24 HxeS Hixel 25 Hgd Hd3 26
£xh6) 23 DHg5+ hg 24 wWhS+
g8 25 Hxg5s wxf2+ 26 &h2
wxf5 27 ef Hxel 28 (6 g6 29
Zxgb+ fg 30 wxgb+ Lh8 31
£h6+ + (Lobron).

(b2) 21 ... g6'? 22 &H[3 &Hed3
(22 ... &bd3 23 &xeS &Hxel 24
Hxgb+ +) 25 Lel3 wds!? (23 ...
wc7" 24 &H3h4 Hh7 25 Laxh6
&xh6 26 Hxh6 xh6 27 wd2+
&h7 28 HfS+ +) 24 4xh6 (24
D3h4 2h7 25 £d4 &xdSF
Savko-Zyukin, Simferopol 1989)
24 ... wf6 with strong counterplay
for Black; Yang Xian—Lin Ta,
China 1988.

20 ba »nd3
21 &xd3 ed
22 EHel

Alternatively:

(a) 22 &Hxb5 §a6!7&%, or 22 ...
wasS!?&.

(b) 22 £b2 Wa5 (22 ... &HcS!
23 He3, threatening ©4b3) 23 &S
QeSS (23 ... g6 24 b3 wa4 25
wxd3 gf?”! 26 wg3+ &h7 27 wf3
Des 28 wxlS+ g8 29 He3 Hgbd
30 Bf3 He7 31 £d4+, or 25 ...
Nes5 26 gxeS ExeS5 27 4 He8 28
Ng3& — Kasparov) 24 &xe5 de
25 &b3 wb6 (25 ... wxa3!? 26
wxd3 g6 27 Hel wabt) 26
wxd3 + Kasparov—Karpov, 14th
game, World Ch match, Lenin-
grad 1986.

22 ... Hes

This is the most popular choice.
Practice has also seen:

(a) 22... Wwf6?! 23 &£b2 &S 24
$al (24 wbl!?) 24 ... wd8 25
wcl (25 wbl?! was) 25 ... wc8
26 Wbl (26 &fS? &xed 27 Wxc8
£xc8 28 &Hxh6+ gh 29 Hxed
HExed 30 Hxed d2 31 2d4
£87FF — Arnason) 26 ... Wa8
27 &fS with a plus for White;
Arnason-Shvidler,  Beer-Sheva
1987.

(b)22... Hc523 £b2, and now:

(bl) 23 ... g6 24 ©4b3 Ha4 25
£d4 £a6 26 BExd3 b4 27 He3
ba 28 wal + Chandler-Mannion,
Oakham 1989.

{b2) 23 ... wa5 24 Hg3 g6!? (24
... 2c8 25 c6 wad 26 wal g6
27 &bd 4d7 28 wcl+ van der
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Wiel-Gligori¢, Parma de Mal-
lorca 1989) 25 whS wxd2 (25 ...
£g7 26 &5 gh 27 Bxg7+ <f8
28 216 Wxd2 29 Zh7 wcl+ also
draws) 26 Mxgb+ fg 27 wxg6+
$g7 28 &5 wxb2 29 Hxh6+,
with a draw (Gligori¢).
23 Q43

Two alternatives lead to com-
plex play with chances for both
sides:

(a) 23 ©Hxb5 Was 24 ©Hd4 wWc3
25 H2b3 £ab 26 £d2 wb2 27
$ba g6 28 {4 Hcd 29 Hxd3 Exed
30 wf3 He7% Sax-Short, 2nd
match game, St John 1988.

(b) 23 Wwh3 £a6 24 D4f3 wcT
25 £b2 b4 26 ab Hxf3+ 27 Hixf3
Wcd 28 Wxcd fxcd 29 £c3 g6
Hiibner—Short, Belfort 1988.

23 ... 5

Ivanchuk-Kruppa, Frunze
1988, went 23 ... &Hicd 24 Hxd3
wd7? (24 ... g6!71) 25 Hxcd be
26 Bel+.

24 QHxes X xeS
25 b2 He7

Not 25 ... KEe8? 26 wb3 fe 27
Hxed d2 28 wd3+ (Ivanchuk)
White threatens D6+,

26 ef

Instead Glek-A. Kuzmin,
Blagoveshchensk 1988, went 26
Wbl fe 27 Hxed Hxed 28 Hixed
wa8 29 wxd3 &£xd5 30 &gl
£xg2 31 wg6 &f3 32 HOfS wed
33 Hxh6+ $h8 34 Hf7+ 1-4.

26 ... Zxe3
27 fe $xd5
28  wgd wgs

Or 28 ... Wc8 29 wd4 2c4 30
Hxcd be 31 (6 w7 32 a4 gf 33
£c3+  Glek—-Harlamov, corr
1988-89.

29  WxgS hg
30 $f2

This occurred in a game
Klovan-Kazak, USSR 1990,
White has the better ending.

A2
18 &d4 (6)

18 ... wi6
Alternatively:
(a) 18 ... wb6 19 &5 &Hes5 20

g3 &h7N (20 ... &bd3N 21
£xd3 ©xd3 22 ©Hxh6+ $h7 23
WhS wWx(24+ 24 &h2 wxel 25
HfS+ g8 26 Hxg7+ £xg7 27
Wg5+ +; perhaps 20 ... g6!?, on
the lines of variation Al, note ‘b2’
to Black’s 19th move) 21 &3 £¢8
22 HxgT7 &xg7 23 wd2 &bd3 24
&£xd3 axd3 25 Bxg7+ &xg7 26
wxh6+ &g8 27 £e3 wc7 28
£d4++ Sax-—Nikoli¢, Lugano
1987.

(b) 18 ... ©e5 19 ab Wb leads
to interesting play:
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(b1) 20 D23 Hbd3 21 fel
Hixel 22 Hixel WwcT 23 Hefd ab 24
&xb5 wd7F¥ A, Sokolov-
Psakhis, Volgograd 1985.

(b2) 20 ba X xa6 (20 ... £xa6!?)
23 &HI5 Axa3 24 ba Hbd3 25
£xd3 &xd3 26 Reld ga6 27
Hxed &xcd 28 Hxd3 £xd3 29
Wxd3= Hellers—Ornstein, Swed-
ish Ch 1987.

(b3) 20 HfS &Hbd3 21 £xd3
Hxd3 22 Re3 (22 Hxd3? cd 23
Hcd WcTF) 22 ... ab 23 &xh6+
gh 24 B3+ £g7 25 Haxd3 cd 26
&Hb3 18 (Oll-Kruppa, Uzhgorod
1987, went 26 ... f6 27 wf3 He7
28 £e3 Wc7 29 Hd4 £c8 32
£xh6=) 27 Mxg7 oxg?7 28
wgd+ h7 29 wiS+ $g7 30
£xh6+ &xh6 31 wi6+ Sh7
1—1 Oll-Goldin, Vilnius 1988.

{b4) 20 xcd4 Hxcd 21 Hg3 £c8
21 ... &Hxd5N 22 &f5+, or 21 ...
g6 22 Deb fe 23 Hxgb+ &f7 24
£xh6 Hxgb 25 e5+ f7 26
Wh5+ &e7 27 ed+ — Sax), and
now:

(b41) 22 & xh6 ab (22 ... Hxb2
23 wd2 ©2d3 24 ®xd3 ©Hxd3 25
Wxd3 gh 26 e5 £g7 27 e6 &xeb
28 Dxe6 fe 29 de wd4 30 wh7+
$f8 31 HMed wf6 32 g3+ — Sax)
23 3 (23 &b3!?) 23 ... Bat 24
HgSM (24 b3!? He5 25 wd2+) 24
... Bxbl? (24 ... »eS! 25 whS g6
26 Whd ©bd3F) 25 wxbl gh 26
De6+ Lh8 27 Hxf8 X xf8 28 wcl
&h7 29 Wc3 He5 30 wxbd+
Sax-Short, Subotica izt 1987.

(b42) 22 b3!? HeS 23 Le3 (23

£xh6 &Hbd3F) 23 ... Hgb (23 ...
wc7 24 £xh6) 24 {4 wd8 25 f5
He5 26 wd2 a5 27 £xh6 whd (27
... &h7?) 28 &h2, with advan-
tage to White; A. Sokolov-Por-
tisch, Brussels 1988.
19  &2(3 Hes
Kasparov suggests 19 ... &d3!?
20 £xd3 b4 21 £xc4 ba 22
b3oo.
20 ab
Or 20 Ree3 ba (20 ... Hbd3”
21 ab Hxed 22 £xd3 cd 23 wxd3
Nes 24 we2+ — Razuvayev and
Lepeshkin) 21 Xac3 &bd3 22
Bxcd Hxcl 23 wxcl Hac8 24
Lc2 g6 25 Hcb £xc6 26 dc hS
27 Bec3N (27 wal!N27... Hxcb=
A. Sokolov-Karpov, Rotterdam
1989.
20 ... ab
21  &HxbSs
White has also tried 21 Ree3
Hxa3 22 ba Hbd3 23 £xd3 cd 24
wel Wf4oo De Firmian-Timosh-
chenko, Moscow 1990.
21 ... Hxa3
22  Hxal3 Ka6
Kasparov gives 22 ... &bd3 23
£xd3 Dxd3 24 He3 £a6 25 wad
(25 Wc2? Bc8o0) 25 ... Ha8 26
Wch (26 £d27 wWxb2 27 &xcd
Wbl+o0) 26 ... wd8 27 £d2
Hxb2 28 Hc2; White has returned
the pawn but seized the initiative.
23  He3 Zb8
Or:
(a) 23 ... Hcd3? 24 £xd3 cd
25 Wwa4 Z2b8 26 £d2 wxb2 27
Hel +.
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(b) 23 ... &bd3!? 24 &xd3 cd
25 b4 Hxed 26 bS £b7 27 2xd3
(27 wxd3? wal 28 Rel Hxf2) 27
... Bc8!% — Kasparov.

24 €5

White activates his own bishop

on bl, but also brings Black’s
_bishop on {8 to life.

Instead, the game Anand-

Timoshchenko, Frunze 1987, went
24 Hc3 abd3 25 £xd3 cod 26
Le3 Axed 27 Hcb HEal 28 wad
d2=.

24 ... de

25 &xe5 (7)

25 ... . &Hed3

Kasparov-Karpov, 16th game,
World Ch match, Leningrad 1986,
went 25 ... ©&bd3 26 &Hgd?! wbo
27 Hg3 g6 28 4xh6 wxb2 29
w{3, with chances for both sides.
Kasparov recommends 26 wc2!?
Ab317(26... Eb4 27 &xc6 Lb7 28
He8 g5 29 3 wd6 30 &xcd wxdS
31 &deS +; White’s threats are b4
and Xd8) 27 Haxcd (27 Hd7 wd6
28 &Hixb8 Wxb8 29 Hxcd &Hbxcl
30 Xxd3 ©xd3 31 wxd3 g6 32 b3
£.c5, with some compensation for

the two pawns) 27 ... &bxel 28
Hxd3 Hxd3 29 wxd3 g6 30 b3
&£c5 31 He2 (31 2f3” wal) 31
... Wal 32 Eel wf6 33 Efl hS,
with counterplay for Black.
Anyone wishing to delve into all
the subtleties of this exceptionally
interesting game would do well to
turn to Kasparov’s book London-
Leningrad Championship Games,
in which the 16th game has 24 (!)
pages devoted to its analysis.
26 Hgd wd4

Alternatively:

(a) 26 ... Wb6 27 Xg3, and now:

(aly27 ... £c5 28 Hxh6+ &f8
29 whs &xf24+ (29 ... gh 30
4xh6+ <&e7 31 Hg7 Hf8 32
Eh7 wb8 33 d6+ 4&xd6 34
Lx[8+ Wxf8 35 Hixcd £xcd 36
whd+) 30 &h! gh 31 £xh6+
&e7 32 2g7 Hf8 33 Hh7 wh8 34
£xf8+ wxf8 35 d6+ &Hxd6 36
Bxf7, with an overwhelming
advantage to White.

{a2) 27 ... 2d6 28 4e3 Wc7
29 Hxho+ $f8 30 Exg7 &xg?
31 wgd+ &h7 32 A5 £f8 33
d6 wd7 34 whS+ <&g8 35 2d4
f6 36 wgb+ £g7 37 &xfe, with
a decistve attack. (Vanations given
by Kasparov.)

(b) 26 ... Wwhd 27 Hg3 £h8 28
£d2 2d6 29 Ef3 Hxb2 30 we2
We7 31 wxe7 -3 Nunn-Psakhis,
Hastings 1987/88.

27  &He2

Kasparov considers that the
best answer to 27 HXg3 is 27 ...
£d6 28 £e3 wxb2 29 &xh6+
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&f8 30 wh5 gh 31 Hf3 QeSS 32
Ef6 &e7 33 wxh6 Hxd5 34 Xxd6
Af3+ 35 gf Hxe3 36 Hgb fg
37 wxeld+ &d6 38 fed, with
advantage to Black.
27 ... Dxe2
If 27 ... Wxd5?, then 28 &Hf6+
gl 29 Eg3+ and 30 wgd.
28  4xc2 £.de?
Dvoiris-Timoshchenko, Bar-
naul 1988, went 28 ... &c57 29
w3 &xcl 30 Dxh6+ $h8 31
DS wxeld 32 fe Exb2 33 He7!
fxe3+ 34 wxe3d Hxc2 35 weS
1-0.

29 b3 wal
30 be £xcd
31 &xd3 £xd3
32 XHel

A game Kruppa-Titkov, USSR
1990, concluded 32 Hxd3 Xbl
33 of6+ gf 34 wgd+ 1-1. The

theory on this variation runs
rather deep!
32 .. Sg6
33 «d2 Ebl
34 we2 Hxel +
35  wxel =
This occurred in another game
Dvoiris—Timoshchenko, USSR
1988.
B

17 ... {5
A very sharp and trendy line.
At the cost of weakening his own
king’s position, Black destroys the
white pawn centre and activates
the bishop on b7.
White’s replies are:

Bl 18 Hae3
B2 18 ef

In Halifman-Karpov, Reggio
Emilia 1991/92 White introduced
the new move 18 &Hh2 which led to
completely unclear complications
after 18 ... &f6 19 Hf3 HeS! 20
HxfS Bxf5 21 ef £xdS! — ed.

Another line recently intro-
duced is 18 €5, and now:

(a) 18 ... g6 19 e6 b6 20 g4
wfi621 gl gl 22 Hh2 He723 Hg3+
Bg7 24 Hed + Raaste—Rantanen,
Helsinki 1990.

(b) 18 ... de 19 &xfS £xd5 20
ab &f6? (20 ... ab!?) 21 &xe5
ab 22 $g6+ Sznapik-A. Ivanov,
Biel 1990.

(c) 18 ... &xeS 19 &HxeS HxeS
20 &xeS de 21 £xfS &xdS 22
Wgd4 wgS5 23 Leb+ £xe6 24
wxe6+ &h8 25 ab, with a plus for
White; Brunner-Lanzani, Ziirich
open 1990.

B1
18 Hae3

A blockading move.

The alternative 18 ... &f6 has
occurred twice in Kasparov—-Kar-
pov games. There can follow:

(a) 19 &h2, clearing the rook’s
path to g3 as well as the di-hS
diagonal for the queen. Black now
has:

(al) 19 ... fe?! 20 Hxed HbxdS
21 »xf6+ Dxf622 HAxe8 Hxe8 23
wd3 &of6 24 Hgd+ — Kasparov.

(al) 19 ... &£h8 20 b3 ba 21 ba

f4(8)
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cd 22 4b2 fe 23 Hxed Hfxd5S 24
Hg3l He6 25 &Hgd with a very
strong attack; Kasparov-Karpov,
20th game, World Ch match, Lyon
1990.

(@3) 19 ... wd7 20 2f3 (20 ef
Zxe3 21 fe £xd5 22 Qg4 fe7
23 e4 £17 24 £f3 2d8 25 we2
Lc4 26 we3 Hxgd 27 hg 4f6o
Kasparov-Karpov, Amsterdam
1991) 20 ... Xe5 21 b3 &Oxed 22
Hixed fe 23 Hxed HxdS 24 we2wo
Oll-Hjartarson, Philadelphia
1991.

(b) 19 Z3e2 c4 (or 19 ... wd7
20 e5 &ixd5 21 &f1 &bo 22 e6
wd8 23 4&xf5+ Ernst-Bjerke,
Gausdal 1990) 20 e5 dxe5 21 &xf5
9d3 22 £xd3 cxd3 23 HxeS+
Ernst-P. Nielsen, Gausdal
1991 — ed.

19 H3e2
Or 19 a3 wf6 20 &b3 Hb6 21
DaS Hab8 22 ab ab 23 &xb7
Exb7 24 &£d2 @cd 25 &c3 Des

26 we2, with equal chances;
De Firmian-A. Ivanov, Chicago
1988.

19 ... Hes
20 afi
White gains no advantage from
20 &HxeS de 21 &f3 £d6 22 £d2
c4 23 £c3 ©Hd3 24 £xd3 cd 25
wxd3 b4 26 £d2 — Karpov.

20 ... Axf3+
21 gof whd

22 Hh2 Hes
23 wd2

Now Timman-Karpov, 9th
match game, Kuala Lumpur 1990,
continued 23 ... Wxh3 24 Wxf4 ba
25 wgd wxgd+ 26 Dxgd Heel 27
f4+.

The line recommended by Tim-
man as strongest is 23 ... Eg5+
24 &Hgd hS 25 wxf4d Le7 26 wg3
wxg3+ 27 fg hg 28 &xgs &£xg5
2914 &6 30 e5 &e7, with a good
game for Black.

B2
18 ef anf6 (9)
Alternatives are:
(a) 18 ... HKxel+? 19 wxel

$£xd5, and now:

(al) 20 &h2 &©f6 21 Qgd eT
22 QDed Hxgd 23 hg £f6 with
equal chances; Pavlovic-Hazai,
Vrnjacka Banja 1988.

(@2) 20 Sed!? &f7 21 {6 g6
(22 ... &x{6? 22 Hxf6+ wx{6 23
Wed+ +) 22 Hh4 d5 23 Hg3 wes
24 Hxgb fxgb 25 {7+ wx(7
26 ©dé6 1-0 Ivanchuk-Lukacs,
Debrecen 1988.

(b) 18 ... £xd5 19 Hed 4&f7
(clearing the path of the d-pawn.
For 19 ... &f6, see the main line
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after 18 ... &f6 19 Hed £xdS) 20
ab (Karpov suggests 20 £d2!?
or 20 Hae3!?, but not 20 Hxd6?
Bxel+ 21 &Hxel &abé 22 &4
HedF F)20...d521 &ac3 Exel +
22 &xel d4 23 Ha2 (23 Hed!?) 23
... Dxa2 24 £xa2c425 Exab Hcs
26 B xaB Wxa8, and the activity of
Black’s pieces provides full com-
pensation for the material lost;
Kasparov-Karpov, 22nd game,
World Ch match, Lyon 1990.

19 Hed
White also has:
(a) 19 &h2 (19 &h4!? —
Razuvayev) 19... Bxel + 20 wxel

we7 21 Wil HXe8 22 ab wel 23
Dgd Hxgd 24 hg abF Vasyukov-—
Razuvayev, Moscow 1987.

(b) 19 Xae3 Hxe3 20 fe &£xd5
21 e4 &£17 22 &f1 wd7 23 & 1h2
ba 24 Hgd Hxgd 25 hg £b3 26
wd2 Ha7 27 g5+ Arakhamia-S.
Jackson, Novi Sad Ol 1990.

(c) 19 Exe8 wWxe8 20 Hh4 £xdS
(20 ... &bxd5!?), and now:

(cl) 21 Xg3 a2 22 gxa2
Hxa2 23 Hdf3 &Hxcl 24 wxcl
&h7 25 Hgb6 d5 26 DfeS d4 27

Hgd HhS 28 Xd3 wed 29 Hx{8+
I xf8 30 wxcS H[4F J. Polgar—
Kamsky, New Delhi 1990.

(c2) 21 &g6 w7 24 Hfl ba 25
Wxad fed4 26 £xed Hxed with
equal chances; A. Sokolov-Hjar-
tarson, Manila izt 1990.

19 ... £ xd5

Black has done well in practice
with 19 ... & bxds, for example:

(@ 20 onfd2 4c6 1-4
Schlosser—Svidler, Oakham 1990.

(b) 20 &Hh4 Ac7 21 Dxf6+ Wxf6
22 Hgbd Hxel+ 23 wxel Ze8 24
He3 Hxe3 25 wxe3 ba 26 £a2+
£d5 27 £xd5+ &HxdS 28 wed
He7= De Firmian— A. Tvanov,
San Mateo 1989.

(c) 20 &Hh2 Hxed 21 Lxed
Hxed 22 Hxed &c3 23 Hxc3 L xed
24 Hg3 &h8 25 wgd 4dS5c
De Firmian—A. Ivanov, Las Vegas
1989.

However, the following rec-
ommendations deserve to be tried:

(d 20 ab ab 21 wb3l —
Karpov.

(e) 20 Hxf6+ wxf6 21 Rxel
Hxe8 22 ab ab 23 Ba7 — Azmai-
parashvili.

20 oHxf6+

Or 20 Hae3 &xe4 21 &xe4 d5
22 £bl Exe3 23 Exe3 d4 24 HReb
d3 25 He5cd 26 w3 Hc8 27 wg3l
d2 28 £xd2 wxd2 29 Rxf6co C.
Horvath—Zobisch, Hungary 1988.

20 ... wxf6
21 &d2

The alternatives also deserve

attention:
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(a) 21 Xae3 &7 22 &Hh2 Hxe3
(22 ... wd4 23 w3 Hd5 24 Edl
is unclear — Azmaiparashvili) 23
Hxel He8 24 Hg3 wdd 25 &d2
ba? 26 &Hgd £b3 27 Hxh6+
%h8 28 wh5 1-0 Adams-Gaflar,
Novi Sad Ol 1990.

(b) 21 ab ab 22 £d2 Zxa3
23 ba £xf3 24 wxf3 Hxel+ 25
fLxel Wb2 26 wed d5 27 wWeb+
&h8 28 ab Wxbl 29 bc £xc5 30
[6gl31 Wx{6+ occurred ina game
Rantanen—Ojanen, Finland 1990;
and now 31 ... &h77=.

21 ... wxh2
22 4xbd 17

This is better than 22 ... £xf3
23 Exf3 wxb4 24 He6 wxad 25
£c2 wd4 26 2d3 whd 27 Hdel
with an attack — Zaitsev.

23  Heb6

Or 23 ab Wxb4 24 Hxed Hxe8

25 Hxab6 wxb5 26 Ha7=.
23 ... Wxbd

Not 23 ... &xe6 24 [e cb 25
Eb3 wi6 26 Ze3 ba 27 wdS £e7
28 wd3 g6 29 @hd, with an attack.

24 Zb3 Wxad
25  £ce2%

Kasparov—Karpov, 4th game,

World Ch match, New York 1990.



Fifteenth Move
_—  Alternatives for Black

9 ... £b7 10 d4 Ze8 11 & bd2
$f8 12 a4 h6 13 £c2 ed 14 cd
Hb4 15 &bl (10)

Apart from 15 ... ¢S, which we
examined in chapter 2, Black has
the following possibilities:

A15...ba
B 15... wd7
C15...g6

Instead Vasyukov—Psakhis,
Moscow 1981, went I5... &Hd7 16
b3 ¢S5 17 £d2 Heb 18 d5 &Hces
19 HaS wb6 20 @xb7 Wxb7£.

A
15 ... ba
Black allows a deterioration of
his own pawn structure, but rids

himself of the weakness on bS.
16 HXxad as
17 Ha3

On the third rank the rook has
good prospects. 1t can be trans-
ferred to e3 or g3 as the occasion
arises.

In a number of games, White
adopted the plan of developing his
bishop on b2. After 17 b3, there
can follow:

(@) 17 ... g6 18 £b2 £g7 19
wel Ba6 20 £c3c¢521d5 2822
wb2 + Ghinda-Drimer, Romania
1983.

(b) 17 ...
now:

(bl) 18 ...d5 19 ¢5 &d7 20 &Hf1
¢S 21 &Hg3x Gufeld-Didishko,
USSR 1982.

(b2) 18 ... fc6 19 Hal £b5S
20 He3 g6 21 d5 ¢S5 22 &Hed g7
23 »fd2x  Zso. Polgar—Liss,
Singapore 1990.

17 ... Ba6

It was Karpov who first had the
idea of bringing the rook into play
in this ingenious manner.

Alternatives are:

(a) 17 ... wd7, and now:

(al) 18 Zae3 a4 19 &Hfl d5 20

Ha6 18 £b2, and
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eS Ded 21 H3d2 (21 H1d2 wbs
22 Hxed de 23 4xed fxed 24
Exed Hd3 25 Hle2 ¢5& Bala-
shov—Belyavsky, USSR Ch 1984)
21 ... ¢5 22 &xed de 23 £xed cd
24 HEg3 sxed4 25 Hxed Wcob 26
Bxd4 HxeS 27 4£d2x A. Soko-
lov-Balashov, USSR Ch 1984,

(a2) 18 Hh4!? wb5 19 X3 Hh7
20 Hg3 &HgsS 21 Hhf3 Hxf3+ 22
&x{3+ Ehlvest—Belyavsky, USSR
Ch 1984,

(b) 17 ... g6, when White has:

(bl) 18 Rae3 £g7 19 &f1 c5
20 Dg3 cd 21 Hxd4 dS5 22 e5 Ded
23 Hxed de 24 Lxed fxed 25
X xed wd5?(25... Bc8!7)26 af3+
Sax—Belyavsky, Moscow izt 1982.

(b2) 18 e5 de 19 de &h5 20
Hh2N (20 £ed? dxed 21 Hxed
£c¢5F, or 20 e6 f5=, or 20
Wwb3!7+ —Kasparov) 20 ... wdS
21 &df3 Hxe5 22 Hgd Hxel+
23 wWxel &h7 24 He3 Rd8 25
£d2& Kasparov—Belyavsky,
Moscow izt 1982,

After 17 ... Xa6, White’s most
popular choices are:

Al 18 Hae3
A2 18 &h2

Other continuations are weaker:

(a) 18 Hh4? Hxed! 19 &Hixed
£xe4 20 £xe4 d5 21 Hael de!?
(21 ... Bae6? 22 $g6! occurred
in Timman-Karpov, Ist match
game, Kuala Lumpur 1990) 22
Hxed BExed 23 Hxed wd5 24 He8
Heb6 25 Hxeb Wxe6F.

(b) 18 d5 g67! (18...¢c6!7) 19 &cd

c6 20 Wad cd 21 ©xa$ de 22 wxb4
el 23 Hxb7 wb6 24 £d2 wxb4d
25 &xb4 Hb6 26 Hxe8 Hxel
27 &c3 Hxb7 28 gfed+ Oll-
Klovan, Pinsk 1986.

(c) 18 Ze3 g6 19 b3 £g7 20
£b2 c5 21 d5 ©d7 22 wcl a4 23
ba ©b6 24 Hceld £xb2 25 Wxb2
Hxad 26 wcl b6 was played
in Sznapik-Szymczak, Polish Ch
1989. Black’s king position is
insecure.

Al
18 Xae3 ad

A game Sax—Barbero, Hungary
1989, saw instead 18 ... g6 19 & fl
£g7 20 &Hg3 ¢S5 21 £d2 &d7 22
£c¢3 cd 23 Hxd4 dS 24 e5! ExeS
25 &dfS with a strong attack.

19 &hd

Some other lines are also worth
considering:

(@) 19 &fl d5 20 e5 &Hed 21
Hni1d2 (21 ©3d2!7) 21 ... 5 22
Hixed de 23 L.xed £xed 24 Hxed
¢4 25e6 Hexeb 26 Bxeb fe 27 Hed,
and now:

(al) 27 ... wc7 28 wf3 &2 (28
... c6 29 Hgo wi7 30 wed+ Al
Sokolov-Geller, USSR Ch 1985)
29 Edl &b4, Balashov-Karpov,
USSR Ch 1983; and now 30
Wg4+.

(al) 27 ... wd5 28 wh5 Z2a7 29
wgb Hd3 30 ©Hxd3 cd 31 wxd3
Bd7 32 wab Wxd4 33 Wxeb+
and White emerges with an extra
pawn; A. Sokolov-Bronstein,
Reykjavik 1990.
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(b) 19 ©h2, and now:

(b1)19...d520e5 &nd7 21 Eg3
f6 22 Hdf3 fe 23 de ¢5 24 Hgs
Wc7 25 whS &f6 26 wxh6+ +
Sushko-Marchenko, corr 1984,

(b2) 19 ... g6 20 &Hgd ¢S5 21
Hxf6+ wxf6 22 dc dc 23 e5 Wweb
24 &Hed with a plus for White;
Maeder-Haeg, corr 1984.

19 ... cS

Or 19 ... »Id5”" 20 ed Hxe3 21!

e wxh4 22 D3 wgl3 23 ed +.

20 dc dc

21  &fs £c8
22 €5 Hfds
23 Hgldt

Timman-Karpov, 5th match
game, Kuala Lumpur 1990.

A2
18 4&h2 g6

Or I8 ... wa8” 19 Xae3 wa7
20e5S fdS521 Bg3de(21... wxd4
22 Hed Wwa7 23 e6+) 22 de Haeb
23 &Hed+ Sax-Banas, Hungary
1984.

19 {3 (1)

This move, securely fortifying
the e4-point, was one of the major
innovations of the 1990 Kaspa-
rov-Karpov match. The alterna-
tives are:

(a) 19 €5 de 20 de &h7 21 &c4
WdS5 22 wxdS &£xdS 23 Zc3 &f6
24 £d2 ©d7 25 fLed4 1-1 Jo.
Horvath—-Razuvayev, Sochi 1987.

(b) 19 g4 nxgd 20 Wxgd, and
now:

(b1) 20 ... £g7 21 &3 c5 22
d5 c4 23 2dl Ha8 24 h4 &8

(24 ... hS5!1? 25 wg3 wd7) 25 wg3
Nd3 26 £xd3 cd 27 hS g5 28
Hxg5 hg 29 axgd 6 30 £d2
Hxed4 31 h6+ A. Ivanov-Klovan,
USSR 1987.

(b2) 20 ... ¢5!? 21 dc dc 22 €5
wd4 23 wg3 Hae6 24 Rae3 c4 25
Lf5 &d3 26 £xd3 cd 27 Exd3
B xeS= Hjartarson-Karpov, Sth
match game, Seattle 1989.

(c) 19 f4 d5S 20 e5 Hed 21 Dgd
(21 ©xed? de 22 £xed Lxed 23
Hxed c5F)21...c522 Hxed de 23
dc £xc5+ 24 ge3= lIvanchuk-
Karpov, Linares 1989.

19 ... wd7
Or 19 ... £g7 20 Hcd wa8 21
d5c5(21 ... 2d8!? threatening ...
c7-c6) 22 414 wd8 23 wd2 h524
Of1 wc7 25 &fe3 &Hd7 26 £c2+
Oll-Klovan, Australia 1991.

20 Ded wbs
21 Hc3 $c8
22 g4e3 &h7

Kasparov recommends 22 ...
wb8, with the threat of ... d6-d5.
23 wcl c6
24 Hgd+
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Kasparov-Karpov, 2nd game,
World Ch match, New York 1990.

B
15 ... wd7
16 Ea3

Or:

(a) White gains no advantage
from the straightforward 16 e5 de
17 de ©hS 18 ab wxb5 19 wb3
Ead8, Belyavsky—Smejkal, Sara-
jevo 1982.

(b) 16 b3, and now:

(bl) 16 ... Ead8 17 £b2, and
now, in a game Tseshkovsky—Zak-
harov, USSR 1982, Black sacri-
ficed a pawn but failed to obtain
compensation for it: 17 ... d5? 18
e5 Ded 19 &Hixed de 20 Hxed
fxed 21 HExed c5 22 fc3 wco
23 Hgd+.

(b2) 16 ... g6 17 ab Wxb5 18 d5
¢6 19 £b2 HhS 20 dc &xc6 21
&4 Ead8 22 He3 HeScc van der
Wiel-Karpov, Amsterdam 1991.

16 ... ba

Hiibner-Portisch, Tilburg
1981, went 16 ... 2ad8 17 ab ab
18 Eae3 ¢S5 19 d5 g6 20 &f1 &g7
21 &d2z. '

17 Exad as

Or 17 ... wbS5 18 Ea3 d5” (18
... Bad8!?) 19 e5 Hed 20 Hh2+
Dvoiris—Goldin, USSR 1985.

18 Ha3l W b5

Ehlvest—Dorfman, Ivano—
Frankovsk 1982, went 18 ... d5?
19 De5 We6 20 Hg3 de 21 Hxed
$xed 22 &xed Had8 23 &3 c5
24 %xh6 Exd4 25 wcl +.

19  Hh2

Or 19.d5 ¢6 20 &Hrd4 wb6, when
White has:

(a) 21 Hed wd8 22 dc Hixcod 23
Hf5N d5 24 Hgl g6 25 &£xh6 dc
26 Wcl Ze6 ¥ A. Rodriguez-
Geller, Moscow 1985.

(b) 21 de!? &xc6 22 &[5 HeS 23
Hg3 &£h8 24 &fl d5S 25 4e3
wd8+ Aseyev—Kruppa, Volgo-
grad 1985.

19 ... g6
20 &Hgd Hxgd
21 wxgd g™

Black should play an immediate
21 ...¢cS17 22 5 (or 22 &3 ¢d 23
Hixd4 weS 24 nf3 wio=) 22 ...
de 23 £xgb fg 24 wxgo+ £g7
25 Eg3 wd7 26 Hed fxed 27
Hxed Hab, with chances for both
sides.

22 &f3 c5
23 wh4 h5
24 d5+

Dvoiris—Lerner, Harkov 1985.

C

5 ... g6 (12)




Fifteenth Move Alternatives for Black 29

16 Ha3

The rook heads towards the
centre. However, an immediate 16
e5 may be strongest; after 16 ...
de 17 de &hS5, there might follow:

(a) 18 Wb3 c5 19 &Hed ¢4 20 wel
adS 21 wdd Hhfd 22 £xf4 Hxf4
23 ff6+ wWxf6 24 ef Bxel+ 25
@h2 2xf3 26 gf Be6 27 ab 4£.d6
and Black has powerful threats;
Arakhamia-Kakhiani, Azov izt
1990.

(b) 18 ab!? ab 19 X xa8 wxa8 20
©Hed4 with advantage to White;

Matulovie-Lukacs, Vrnjacka
Banja 1985.

16 ... 4g7

17 EHae3

Alternatively 17 &h2 c5 18 d5,
and now:

(a) 18 ... &d7 19 &df1 ba 20
Hgd $h7 21 HExad? (21 Bf317) 21
... WeT 22 Hge3 Hb6 23 Hal as
24 w3 4&c8 25 &Hf5 with an
attack; Arakhamia—Kakhiani,
Thilisi 1991.

(b) 18 ... ¢4 19 &dfl &d3 20

fLxd3 b4 21 Bal cd 22 Hg3 Hc8
23 wWxd3 &xd5 24 £xh6 £xh6
25 ed wa5% Nunn-Razuvayev,
Dortmund 1991.
17 ... c5

Or 17 ... ba 18 Wxa4 a5 19 &Hcd
(19 &f1' 19 ... &xed 20 fxed
Hxed 21 Hxed!? (21 DxaS? Hxel
22 &xe3 c523 Zal &nfd5 24 £d2
Wbo6 25 Eal cd 26 &Dcd Exad 27
Hxb6 Dxb6F Y. Gruenfeld-A.
Greenfeld, Israel 1984)21 ... &Hxed
22 &HxasS Hxf2 (22 ... ¢S 23
Wxbd Hd3 24 wd2 Hixel 25 wxel

wd7F Dvoiris—Tunik, Sverd-
lovsk 1985,
18 d5 ad7
19  &fl b6
20 ab ab
21 Ea3
Ernst-Razuvayev, Reykjavik

1990, went 21 h4?! &Hcd 22 Hb3
Hal 23 $d2 &xb2 24 We2 &xdS
25 Exb2 &c4 26 wel HdSTF F.
21 ... Exa3
22  ba Hab =
Tal-Hazai, Sochi 1982.



Thirteenth Move
— Alternatives for Black

9 ... 2b7 10 d4 Ze8 11 Hbd2
£f8 12 a4 h6 13 &c2 (13)

The continuation 13 ... ed was
examined in the previous two
chapters. In the present chapter,
we consider:

A 13... &Hb8
B 13... Eb8
C 13... wd7
A
13 ... b8

In the spirit of the Breyer sys-
tem,
14 &d3
The main continuation. Prac-
tice has also seen:
(a) 14 b4 &Hbd7 15 £d3 d5 16
de de 17 &Hixed HxeS 18 Hixf6+

wxf6 19 HixeS Hxe5 20 ab ab 21
Hxa8 &£xa8 22 HExe5 wxe5 23
$£d2 ¢5= Liberzon-Torre, Has-
tings 1980/81.

(b) 14 &Hhd &bd7 15 &IS g6 16
Hg3c¢517d5c4 18 b3 cb 19 &xb3
wc7 20 He3t Zaitsev-Torre,
Baku 1980.

14 ... c6
15 &f1
Or:

(a) 15 b4 Hbd7 16 &b3 &b6 17
Has wc7 18 ab ab 19 wc2 ed 20
Hxd4 @Hcd 21 £xcd be 22 £f4
c5 23 &bS wd7= Arnason-Akh-
milovskaya, Palma de Mallorca
1989.

(b) 15 b3 &bd7 16 £b2 g6 17
Wc2 £g7 18 cded 19 cb ¢S5 20 b4
cb 21 ba £xa6 22 £xa6 Xxab6
23 Hixd4 wal 24 Hb5 Ec8= Sax—
Torre, Wijk aan Zee 1981.

15 ... Hbd7
16 &gl g6

Kasparov-Karpov, 9th game,
World Ch match, Moscow 1985,
went 16 ... Wwc7 17 £d2 g6 (17
... d5? 18 de &yxe5 19 @xe5 wxeS
20 f4+) 18 wcl &h7 19 b3 £g7
20 W2 N8 (20 ... d57 21 &xeS
HixeS 22 de Hxed 23 Dxed de 24
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Hxed c525 Bgd wxeS 26 £xgb+
fg 27 Wxgb+ g8 28 Zel Wxel+
29 axel Hxel+ 30 &h2 He7 31
Wxh6+ —— Kasparov) 21 ge3
Heb 22 Badl Hac® 23 Lf1 418
24 2d2 (24 b4!? wb8 25 wa2 $¢g7
26 de de 27 c4+) 24 ... Wbg 25
Wbl £a8 26 b4, and White had
strong pressure.
17 b3

Alternatively:

(a) 17 £d2 &h7 18 wcl h5 19
wdl £g7 20 £c2 @b6 21 b3 ba
22 ba a5 23 £d3 £a6 24 £xab
B xa6 25 de de= Sax—Rivas, Rome
1984,

(b) 17 £e3 Hc8 18 wd2 h5 19
£p5 $e7 20 He2 Hh7 21 £h6
£f8 1-1 H. Olafsson—Hjartar-
son, Gausdal 1985.

(c) 17 wb3 Eb8 18 wa2 £al
19 b4 wc7 20 £d2 ¢5 21 d5 c4
22 £c2 hS 23 wb2 &£b7 24 ab
ab 25 RaS £c8 26 Xeal @h7
27 £e3 with initiative to White;
Yurtayev—Podgayets, USSR 1983.

17 ... Lg7

Play may continue:

(a) 18 Za2 wc7 19 &e3 &h7
20 de de 21 c4 ba 22 ¢S5 £f8 23
b4 a5 24 wd2 ab 25 wxbd
Heb8= Malanyuk—Butnorius,
Severodonetsk 1982,

(b) 18 Wc2 wWc7 19 £e3 d5 20
de de 21 &xed Dxe5 22 Hxed
wxe5 23 £xg6 fg 24 wxgb Ded
25 2xh6 wi6 26 wxf6 Hxf6 27
$xg7 dxg7 28 HfS+ g6 29
Hd6 with about equal chances;
Rechlis—Kraidman, Jerusalem

1986.

B
13 ... 2b8 (14)

Black indirectly protects his
pawn on b5, and will advance it if
appropriate.

14 ab

Or:

(a) 14 £b1 &c8 15 &f1 b4 16
&gl be 17 be g6 18 £d2 Has5 19
£a2 2e6 20 c4 Hxcd 21 Lc3
Nb2 22 Wc2 fxa2 23 Bxa2 &Hcd
24 we?2 ed 25 Hxd4 HeS 26 Wxab
¢S 27 &Oc2 Eb3x  Ehlvest-
Podgayets, Sverdlovsk 1984.

(b) 14 d5 &e7 15 b3, and now:

(b1) I5...¢c5 16 b4 c4 17 &fl
g6 18 &gl 4g7 19 &Hh2 &h8 20
fe3 Hxed 21 gxed {5 22 wd2
fe 23 &xh6+ Kir. Georgiev—van
der Sterren, Wijk aan Zee 1988.

(b2)15...¢6 16 c4 &Hg6 17 £d3
{a game Ljubojevic-Gligoric,
Yugoslavia 1982, concluded 17
Hf1 we7 18 £e3 be 19 be a$5 20
£d2 3-4)17 ... bc 18 bc wc7 19
£f1 £c8 20 &b3 cd 21 ed (or 21
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cd Ebd4=  Lobron-Gligoric,
Lucerne Ol 1982) 21 ... &d7
22 £d2 e4 23 HId4 HeSx P.
Popovi¢-Gligori¢, Novi Sad 1982.

(c) 14 2d3 £c8 15 &1 &d7
16 Dg3 Wwc8 17 &1 wb7 18 as
Wc8 19 Hh2 He7 204 ef 21 x4
Dgb 22 £d2 ¢5 23 Hf3 (23 w3
Le7 24 $d3x) 23 cd4=
Belyavsky-Gligoric, Sochi 1986.

14 ... ab
15 £d3 £c8
Tal-Rubinetti, Lucerne Ol

1982, went 15 ... b4 16 £b5 be
17 bc ©d7 18 £a3 Ha8 19 wc2
&Hcb8 20 de de 21 &£xf8 Hxf8 22
Hxa8 2xa8 23 wa2 $c6 24 HZbl
wi6t.

16 &fl

Alternatively:

{a) 16 &b3 £d7 17 £d2 Wc8
18 Wc2 Ad8 19 &1 ¢520d5 c4=
Tal-Gligori¢, Bugojno 1984.

(b) 16 We2 b4 17 &bS be 18 be
£d7 19 d5 He7 20 c4 g6 21
Hb3 2xb5 22 cb wd7 23 XasSt
Valvo-Weldon, New York open
1987.

16 ... £d7

The lesser evil is 16 ... b4 17
&gl3 be 18 be ed (18 ... gb!?) 19
cd ©b4 20 &bl ¢S 21 4f4 EbS
22 wd2 Ha523 Zxas ¥xa$, as in
Timman-Karpov, Tilburg 1986.
Black has managed to simplify the
position by means of the queenside
exchanges, but White retains the
upper hand on the kingside and
in the centre owing to the constant
threat of e4-e5.

17 &gl Wc8
18 2d2

Or 18 2e3 wb7 19 de”! (Hjar-
tarson gives 19 we2!? ed 20 cd
&abd 21 &bl ¢522 dcdc 23 e51)
19 ... &Hxe5 20 Xa7 wc8 21 HxeS
de= Hjartarson—Karpov, Dubai
Ol 1986.

18 ... Wb7
19 b4

White has a substantial plus, as
the following games demonstrate:

(a) 19 ... Ha7 20 Hih2 &Hcb 21
dS &e7 22 wf3 &Hh7 23 Hgd c6
24 HhS Hgd 25 He3+ Ernst-
Stempin, Poznan 1987.

(b) 19... Ha8 20 wb3 Exal 21
HExal 2a8 22 Exa8 wxa8 23 Wbl
Wel 24 Wa2 Wb8 25 wa6 ed 26
cd d5 27 e5+ Geller-Gligoric,
Sochi 1986.

13 ... wd7 (15)

14 d5
14 b3 ed 15 cd ©b4 16 &bl
transposes to chapter 3, variation
B (note ‘b’ to White’s 16th move).
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14 ... HeT
A game Tseshkovsky-Savon,
USSR 1982, went 14 ... HasS? 15
b4 &cd 16 Hxcd be 17 &d2 c6 18
Dxcd cd 19 &b6 wWc7 20 Hxa8
4xa8 21 ed wxc3 22 XEbl+.
However, 14 ... &b8 is possible
according to van der Wiel, whose
analysis runs 15 c4!? (15 b3 ¢6 16
cdbc=)15...c616a5bc |7 Dxcd
cd 18 &Hb6 Wd8 19 ed ©bd7 20
Hxa8 Wxa8.
15 b3
Or 15 &b3 c6 16 dc &Hxcb 17
we2 b4 (17 ... ba!? 18 &»Hbd2 a3 19
b3 d5 20 £xa3 &xa3 21 Hxa3
d4 s unclear) 18 c4 wWc7 19 &e3
Ad7 20 &Hbd2 ©cS 21 b3 gb=

Timman-Psakhis, Las Palmas
1982.

15 ... c6

16 c4 g6

Alternatives are:

(a) 16 ... wc7 17 &f1 &Hd7 18
He3 be 19 be a5 20 £a3 Hebl8
21 ¢S5 ©c8 22 c¢d £xd6 23 4£xd6
Wxd6 24 Hcd w6 25 dc &.xcb 26
wd2+ Jansa-P. Nikoli¢, Esbjerg
1982.

(b) 16 ... g6 17 &Of1 cd 18 cd
&hs5 19 He3 £g7 20 Ha2 Hf8 21
£a3” (21 $h2!7) 21 ... &f4 22
&h2 5 23 Dgl fe 24 g xed HhS
25 f4xgb Hxgb 26 wxh5 &f4 27

wgd wxgd 28 hg &©d3c Kayu-
mov-Timoshchenko, USSR 1982.
17 &f1

White achieves little by bringing
his bishop from c2 to f1; after 17
£d3 Black has:

(a) 17 ... Hec8 18 £f1 bc (or
18 ... £€7!7) 19 bc Wc7 20 &\b3
Hnd7 21 £d2 a5 22 He3 £e7 23
HEbl Hcb8 24 wel £c8 25 Hal
£d8= Ghinda-Lin Ta, Lucerne
1985.

(b) 17 ... &&f4 18 &1 b4 19 dc
Lxc6 20 £b2 He6 21 £d3 &Hcs
22 £c2 wb7= Guseinov-Polo-
vodin, USSR 1983.

17 ... be
18 be a5
19 &Hel3

Or 19 &g3 »f47 (19 ... £a6!?)
20 £x14 ef 21 »fS g6 22 &5d4
£g7 23 2bl £ Klovan—Veingold,
USSR 1982.

19 ... £a6

There can follow:

(a) 20 &d2 ©f4 21 hd cd 22 ed
g6 23 g3 D4hS 24 wf3 4g7=
Spassky—Balashov, Toluca izt
1982.

(b) 20 £d2 cd 21 cd DM4 22
Hal3 Hec8 23 $h2 ge7 24 Hgl
£d8 25 &fSt Kayumov-Vein-
gold, USSR 1983.



Thirteenth Move
— Alternatives for White

9 ... 2b7 10 d4 He8 11 Hbd2
£18 12 a4 hé6 (16)

13 dS

In the last three chapters we
examined the bishop retreat 13
f.c2, maintaining the tension in
the centre. White also has the
possibility of closing the centre
and gaining some space. In this
case, however, counterplay based
on the ... c7-c6 break will be
available to Black.

The following lines are seen
more rarely:

(a) 13 de Dxe5 14 HixeS Hxes
(14 ... de? 15 We2) 15 4c2 we8
16 f3 2d8” (16 ... HeT!? 17 we2
d5 18 e500) 17 We2 c5 18 & f1 d5
19 2f41+ loseliani-Gaprindash-

vili, Tbilisi (match) 1980.

(b) 13 4£a2 (threatening 14 ab
ab 15 wb3) 13 ... wd7 14 £bl,
and now:

(b1) 14 ... ed 15 cd &bd 16 a5
d5 17 e5 &Hed 18 Hxed de 19 £ xed
£xed 20 Hxed c5 21 £d2 Hd3x
Belyavsky-Podgayets, USSR
1977.

(b2) 14 ... Xad8 15 d5 &He7 16
b3 ¢c6 17 c4 wc7 18 £d3 bc 19 be
Hd7 20 £a3 &cS 21 &f1 -4
Sax—Nikoli¢, Sarajevo 1982.

After 13 d5, Black can choose
between four knight moves:

A 13... »a7
B 13... He7
C 13... b8
D 13... »a5

A

13 ... Na7

14 &f1

Or 14 ©h2 c6 15 dc Hxcb 16

Hgd Hxgd!? (16 ... b4 17 Hxfe+
wxf6 18 Ze3 bc 19 Hf3 cd 20
£xd2 wxf3 21 wxf3+ Kovalyev-
Aseyev, Krumbach 1991) 17 hg
Has 18 £d5+ Cabrillo-Gligoric,
Yugoslavia 1991,

14 ... c6
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15 dc
Nunn-Smejkal, Dubai Ol 1986,
went 15 ©3h2 cd 16 ed &Hc8 17
g4 (17 ab ab 18 Hxa8 £xa8 19
Ngdt) 17 ... Hxgd 18 hg &b6 19
Ng3 ba 20 £xad HxdS 21 Lxe8
W xe8C.
15 ... Hxc6
15 ... £xc6? 16 Dg3 &Hc8 17
abab 18 Xxa8 £xa8 19 we2 £.c6
20 &h2 wd7 21 dHgd+ occurred in
Todorcevic—Orlov, Pancevo 1987.

16 &g3 Has
17 f&c2 wc7
18 ab ab

19 &Oh2 Hed
20 Xxa8 Hxa8
21 44d3 Hal=

Gomez-A. Kuzmin, Managua
1987.

B
13 ... e’
14 Hh2

The knight joins in the struggle
for the d5-point. There is an alter-
native plan beginning with 14 c4.
Play may then continue:

(a) 14 ... wd7, and now:

(al) 15ab (15¢5? c6F) 15... ab
16 Xxa8 HXxa8 17 cb wxb5 18
@abl Hal 19 &c3 wbd 20 wc2
c6= Parma-P. Nikoli¢, Yugoslav
Ch 1982.

(a2) 1S &c2 c6 16 b3 wc7 17
&afl &d7 18 He3 be 19 be a5 20
£a3zx Jansa—P. Nikoli¢, Esbjerg
1982.

(b) 14 ... be 15 &xcd c6 16 dc
Axc6 17 a5 Da7 18 &£c2 Ab5 19

£e3x Kruppa-Klovan, Frunze
1988.

(c) 14...¢6 15 dc, and now:

(cl) 15 ... £xc6! 16 ab ab 17
Hxal wxa8 18 cb £b7 (18 ...
£xb5? 19 &xf7+, or 18
£xed?! 19 fxed Hxed 20 £c2 f5
21 &h44) 19 D4 Dxed 20 Hxd6
Nxd6 21 wxd6 ed4 22 Hd4+ Szna-
pik—Panczyk, Polish Ch 1981.

(c2) 15 ... Hxc6!? 16 ab ab 17
X xa8 wxa8 18 cb &\b4 19 &£c4
(19 &h4 d5 i-} Jansa-Hazai,
Yugoslavia 1985) 19 ... d5 20 ed
e4 21 Hh2 £xd5 22 b3 £c5, and
Black has a dangerous initiative;
C. Horvath-Petran, Budapest
1987.

14 ... wd7

Orl14...c6 15dc £xc6 16 g4
g6 17 ab ab 18 Xxa8 £xa8 19
Wl3 04 20 &fl Hxgd 21 hg w6
22 g3 &d5 23 wd3x Hennigan-—
Oblitas, Santiago 1990.

15 &g4 Hxgd
16 hg c6
17  ofl cd
18 ed g6

Or 18... g6 19 g3 Hac8 20
Zed4 £e7 21 R2b4 £hd 22 &HF5
£g5 23 &xg5 hg 24 ab ab 25
Ra7+ Mokry-Lin Ta, Novi Sad
Ol 1990.

19 &Hg3
20 4e3

There can follow:

(a) 20 ... 57 21 gf gf 22 &Hh5
f4? (22 ... Bf8!? 23 f4+) 23 &xf4
ef 24 Heb6++ Jansa-Ilincic,
Prague 1989.

287
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(b) 20 ... &h7 21 f3 &Hgl 22
wd3 af6 23 &2 Hec 24 Hed
fNxe4 25 Exedt Jansa—Hazai,
Warsaw zt 1987.

C
13 ... b8 (17)

14 c4

Alternatively:

(a) 14 & fl Hbd7 15 &g3 c6 16
dc f£xc6 17 £e3 &cS5 18 4xcs
dc 19 wxd8 Zaxd8 20 ab ab 21
Ha6 £d7(21... £b771 22 Hb6+)
22 c4 £e6 23 Bxeb Bxe6 24 cb i
Short—Psakhis, Hastings 1987/88.

(by 14 wWe2 c6 (Istratescu—
Almazi, Guarapuava 1991, went
14 ... Wd7 15 c4 c6 16 dc &Hxcbd
17 ab ab I8 Hxa8 &£xa8 19 cb
ab4t) 15 dc £xc6 16 ab £xbs
17 &£c4 £c6 18 bd a5 19 £b5
wbo 20 £xc6 Wxco6 21 Exas
Hxa5 22 ba wad 23 &icd Heb

24  %a3 &xaS= Halifman-
P. Nikolic, Bled 1991.
14 ... c6

Or 14 ... bc 15 &Hxcd ¢6 16 dc
£xc6 (16 ... Hxcod 17 a5) 17 &c2

Hxed?t (17 ... wc7!'?) 18 Lxed
Sxed4 19 Bxed4 d5 20 ExeS dc 21
Wc2 HxeS 22 HixeS wel 23 &f4
with a plus for White; Kinder-
mann-A. Greenfeld, Beer-Sheva

1984.

15 dc
Kindermann-Hazai, Plovdiv
1984, concluded 15 ab ab 16

Exa8 4xa8 17 dc bc (17 ... b4
18 4adx Kasparov-Dorfman,
USSR Ch 1978) 18 &xcd Dxc6 19
a4 wcl -1
15 ... &Hxch

Or 15 ... £xc6 16 fc2 Hbd7
17b4 (17 b3!?7) 17 ... Wc7 18 £b2
bc 19 Hxcd d5 20 ed £xdS 21
GHexeS Dxes 22 HixeS £xb4” (22
... Had8 23 wcl wb7=) 23 He2

Bad8 24 Hgd!l+ Wedberg-
Brunner, Berlin 1987.

16 ab ab

17 Hxa8 Wxa8

18 «¢b Hbd

19 Scd ds

20 ed ed

21 ©h2 £ xd55

Mestel-Short, Esbjerg 1984.

D

13 ... Has

14 a2 c6

15 b4 oHed

16 Hxcd be

17 dc

Kovalyev-Balashov, Azov
1991, went 17 &xcd cd 18 £xdS
(18 ed ed4c) 18 ... &Hxd5 19 ed ed
20 &d2 Hc8 (20 ... £xd5” 21
Ab3+) 21 wb3 Wc7 22 £b2 5.
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17 ... £xc6
18 &d2
Hellers gives 18 Wc2 dS 19 ed
wxd5 20 we2 Hed 21 £xcd Hxc3

22 Wil wdé6oc.
18 ... ds
19 ed wxd5
20 wf3 wd7
Or 20 ... e4 21 we3 wf5 22

Hxcd HdS 23 wg3 with advantage
to White; Hellers—H. Olafsson,
New York open 1987.

21 we2 Hnds
22 Ded »Hf4
23 Wxedt :
Balashov-Kraidman, Turkey
1990.



6 12 ... Wd7

9 ... 2b7 10 d4 Ze8 11 &bd2
218 12 a4
12 ... wd7 (18)

In this position White has sev-
eral possibilities. The most popu-
lar are:

A 13d5
B 13 &£c2
C 13 ab

The following have been seen
more rarely:

(a) 13 g5, and now:

(al)13... Be7 (13...d5? 14 ed
Hxd5 15 wh5+ +) 14 d5 &as 15
£a2 h6 16 ©gf3 c6 17 bd Hc4 18
£xcd be 19 &xcd wc7 20 dc wxchd
21 Ha5 wxc3 22 &£d2 wc8 23
Wbl Kruppa—Makarov, Minsk

1986.

(@2) 13 ... ©d8 14 %c2 g6 15
Hgf3 &g7 (15 ... c6!M 16 dS
c6 17 c4 wc7 18 b3t Kruppa-
Goldin, Sevastopol 1986.

(b) 13 £a2 g6 (13 ... ed 14
cd &b4 15 £bl transposes into
variation B2) 14 d5 b8 15 &f1
(15 &b3!?7 c6 16 £85) 15... £g7
16 £g5 wc8 17 wd2 &bd7 18
Hg3 ba 19 fe3 wb8 20 Hedl
£08 21 we2 £c8 22 f£cd Hb6
23 &d3 ©id7 24 ©d2 wb7 25
£c¢2 ¢6, and taking advantage of
White’s planless play, Black seized
the initiative in Rodriguez—-Dorf-
man, Mexico 1977.

A
13 d5
14 c4

14 ab will transpose into vari-
ation C.

14 .. Hgb

Alternatively:

(a) 14...¢6?! 15 dc £xc6 16 ab
ab 17 Exa8 HXxa8 (17 ... £xa8
18 cb) 18 cb &xb5 19 &g5 d5 20
adf3+.

(b) 14 ... g6 15 ab ab 16 Xxa8
Xxa8 17 cb wxb5 18 wc2 &d7

ATy
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19 £c4 (19 Wxc7? &cS 20 &cd
Wbd 21 Hg5 BcB 22 wxd6 DHxdS
23 wxeS ©d3 24 &£xd3 £d6, and
the queen is lost) 19 ... Wb4 20
&bl &S 21 £d2 wad= (Gut-
man).

(c) 14 ... h6 transposes to
chapter 5, variation B (note ‘a’ to
White’s 14th move).

15  4£c2 c6
16 b3 wc7

Hiibner-Portisch, Brussels
1986, went 16 ... b4 17 Hh2 wc7
18 &Hgd e7 19 &f1 (19 dc &xcb
20 &He3 &d7 21 HdS £xd5 22 cd
£g523 &Hecdt) 19 ... cd (19 ...
c5!17) 20 cd oxgd 21 hg &£c8 22
Hel £g5 23 &f5 &Lxcl 24 Kxcl
wdg+.

17  &fl be

18 bc as

19 g3 e’
20 &Hel3 He8
21 &d2 Hbé
22 &d3 Zeb8
23  oHbl £a6

The chances are level; van der
Wiel-Karpov, Tilburg 1988.

B
13 &c2
Now Black has:

Bl 13...g6
B2 13... ed"?

For 13 ... hé, see chapter 4,
variation C.

BI
13 ... g6

14 d5
Or 14 £d3” ed 15 &xd4 He5
16 £f1 c5F.
14 ... NeT

Smirin-Didishko, Byelorussian
Ch 1984, varied with 14 ... &b8
15¢c4¢c6 16 b3 Wc7 17 £a3 be 18
bc a5 19 &b3 Ha6 20 we2 Hbd=.

15 b3

Gutman recommends 15 &b3
c6 16 £g5 £g7 17 £xf6 £xf6
18 dc £xc6 (18 ... Hxcb 19 &cs)
18 Has5=k.

15 .. c6
16 c4 cd
17 «cd 2g7
18 &fl
18 b4?! (intending @b3) is

refuted by 18 ... &fxdS 19 ed e4
20 Hxed fxal 21 &4 g7 22
Dxdé HxdS 23 Hxe8 Xxe8, with
advantage to Black.

18 ... Hhs

19 &e3

Or 19 b4 520 4&g5 fe 21 &xed
D4 22 Held Hh8 23 ab ab 24
ZasS?" (24 &xe7!? Wxe7 25 h4) 24

. Dg8 25 wd2 »f6 26 Lxf6
£xf6 27 h4 Xxa$ 28 ba Xa8= A.
Ivanov~Malevinsky, USSR 1979.

19 ... of4

Play has now continued:

(a) 20 ©»h2 f5 21 13 $h8 22
£d2 £16 23 &£a5 &h4 24 Al
Hh5 with initiative to Black;
Timoshchenko—A. Tvanov, USSR
1979.

(b) 20 £d2 Hac8” (20 ... f5!7)
21 £b4 S 22 ab ab 23 Xa7
Xa8 24 Hxb7 wxb7 25 &£xdé6+



40 12... wd7

Suetin-Zaitsev, Sochi 1977.

B2
13 ... ed!?
14 «od
15 sbl (19)

Hb4d

We have now reached a position
similar to the one we examined in
chapter 3. The only difference is
that instead of playing ... h7-h6
Black has developed his queen on
d7. This is definitely a point in his
favour.

15 ... - g6

One benefit of having the pawn
on h7 is that in certain cases (for
example after the standard rook
manoeuvre Kal-a3-e3) the black
bishop can emerge on h6. Practical
tests with this line, though limited,
have been good for Black:

(a) 16 €5 de 17 de &h5 18 ab
Wxb5 19 &nd4 wd7 20 wed wxgd
21 hg &f6 22 g5 g4 23 Hed B xes
24 &4 BdS 25 ©b3 £g7 with a
plus for Black; Sznapik--Goldin,
Warsaw 1990.

(b) 16 d5 c6 (16 ... £g7? 17

Dbl c6 18 £d2 ¢5 19 HasS+) 17
Wbl a5 18 dc wxc6 19 wce3 (19
Hd4 ba 20 w3 wes 21 wxfo £g7,
or 20 Exa4 wcS5 21 wc3dS5) 19...
£g7 20 wWxc6 fxc6 21 Hd4
2xed 22 Dxed Hxed 23 Hxed
Exed 24 fxed He8 25 Hxbs
Exed 26 £d2 4xb2 27 Bel, and
White has to struggle for a draw;
B. Ivanovi¢c-P. Nikoli¢, Niksic
1983.

C

13 ab ab

14 ®xa8 £xa8

Tvanchuk-Portisch, Linares

1990, went 14 ... Hxa8? 15 Hgs
Nd8 16 Hdf3 ¢S (16 ...ed 17 e5)
17 de de 18 wxd7 &xd7 19 &xf7
cd (19 ... &x(7 20 £e6) 20 &xd8
Exd8 21 &c2++.

15 d5 Hel
Other knight moves have also
been played:

{a) 15 ... &»d8 16 &f1 hé 17
A3h2 b7 (17...¢6 18 Dgd xgd
19 hg cd 20 ed+) 18 £c2 &HcS 19
b4 Hab6 20 Hgd Hh7 21 Hg3 c6
22 dc £xc6 23 £b3 &cT 24 wi3
Heb 25 hd+ Kasparov-Karpov,
46th game, World Ch match,
Moscow 1984.

(b) 15... Da5 16 &£a2 c6 17 b4
ab7 18 c4” (18 &f1!? cd 19 ed
He8 20 £g5 £e7 21 wd21) 18
... Ec8 19 dc wxc6 20 c5? (too
rash; approximate equality results
from 20 We2 bc 21 fxc4 Dd8 22
wd3 Heb6 23 wb3 wd7 24 4b2)
20 ... &d8 21 &b2 dc 22 be (or
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22 &xe5 &d7 23 4b2 c4 24 &c3
NebF) 22 ... WxcS5 23 fxes5 Hd7
24 $b2 Wbd 25 ©b37 (25 Wb1F)
25 ... &cSF Kasparov-Karpov,
Sth game, World Ch match,
Moscow [985.

(c) 15 ... &»b8 16 &f1 Ha6 17
£g5 fe7 18 &Hg3 g6 19 wd2
£b7 20 Hal Ha8 21 &c2 c6 22
dc &xc6 23 2dl Ed48? (23 ...
Web!?) 24 we3 Wb7 25 £h6 &cT
26 &[S with advantage to White;

Kasparov-Smejkal, Dubai Ol
1986.
16 ofl
Or 16 c4 2b8 (16 ... ¢c6? 17 dc
fxc6 18 cb £xbS 19 4xf7+

@x[(7 20 wb3+ &HedS5 21 ed+ —
Smejkal) 17 He3 c¢6 18 dc &xcb
19 cb ©d4 20 £c4 HxbS 21 b3
wa7 22 £b2 h6 23 Hel &£c6= P.
Popovic-Smejkal, Zagreb/Rijeka
1985.

16 ... hé

17 &g3

A. Sokolov-Karpov, Linares
1989, went 17 &3h2c5 18 dc @xc6
19 g4 Hxgd 20 hg b4 21 g5 hg
22 £xgS HaS 23 fad fc6b=.

17 ... c6
18 dc £xc6
19 &h2

Or 19 ©h4?! dS 20 &f3 Hig6 21
ed £xdS 22 £c2 wb7F.
19 ... ds
20 &hS Hxed
Or 20 ... ®xh5 21 wxh5 g6 22

Wgd!7+ (22 WxeS &f5=).

21 og4

22 f3

22 Kxed!? was highly promis-

ing: 22 ... de 23 &gl wc8 (23 ...
wd7? 24 £x[7+) 24 DxeS.

wfs

22 ... Hxe3
23  be wxh5
24 XxeS whd
25 el Hgb
26 £f2 wd8=

Timman-Karpov, 7th match
game, Kuala Lumpur 1990.
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9 ... 2b7 10 d4 Ze8 11 Dbd2
£f8

12 a3 (20)

A useful move which has a num-
ber of purposes: to keep the bishop
on the a2-g8 diagonal, to prevent
the black knight from coming to
b4 (after a pawn exchange on d4),
and finally to prepare an advance
of the b-pawn.

We shall consider these replies:

A 12...Hb8N
B 12...wd7
C 12...g6
D 12... Xc8
E 12...h6

In a game Karpov-Roman-
ishin, USSR 1980, Black employed

the unsuccessful idea 12 ... wc8”
13 4c2 &nd8 14 b4 ¢c5 15 be dc
16 Hixe5 cd 17 cd w3 18 &Hb3
Hc8 19 Ba2 £d6 20 £d2+.

A
12 ... Ab8

A risky continuation since White
has more than one way of achiev-
ing a significant plus. That Black
plays this line quite often is all the
more surprising.

The routine 13 £c2 &bd7 14
b4 h6 transposes to chapter §, but
White can play either:

(a) 13 de de, and now:

(al) 14 2xf7+ &x{7 15 wb3+
&e7 16 HxeS Wwd6 17 Hdf3 web
18 c4 bd7 19 £14 &xeS 20 Hxes
Zed8 21 a4+ Epstein—Belova,
USSR 1980.

(a2) 14 &Hgs He7 15 &xf7 2xf7
16 &©f3 wxdl 17 Zxdl c5 18
£eb6 Lxed (or 18... &c6 19 Dgs
Hd8 20 2xd8 Hxd8 2t &xf7+
$h8 22 &£b3+ Lukin—Vasilev,
Leningrad 1987) 19 &xe5 Ra7
20 3 p6 21 Zd8 &Hfd7 22
&Oxgb hg 23 Hc8 Hb7 24 4f4
g5 25 @xg5 g6 26 EHel, with
a powerful attack; Kuporosov—
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Zhukhovitsky, Smolensk 1986.
(b) 13 Hg5 Ke7 14 Hdf3 Hbd 7!
(Korolyev gives 14...ed!? 15 &x{7
Tx{7 16 ©g5d5 17 e5 HeToo) 15
Hxf7 Bxf7 16 &gs d5 17 axf7
(or 17 ed!? &b6 18 d6 HIdS 19
WhS5 g6 20 &Hxf7 gh 21 Hxd8 X xd8
22 dc + Korolyev-Hristov, Corr
1990) 17 ... &x[{7 18 £g5c5 19 de
Hxe5 20 4 ©d3 21 £xd5+ £xd5
22 wWxd3 £c6 23 wc2+ Kin-
dermann-Dutreeuw, Haifa 1989.

B
12 ... wd7
13 a2
Or 13 $£c2 Had8 14 £b3 hé6
15d5 ©e7 16 HasS c6 17 ¢4 be 18
fad wc7 19 Hxb7 wxb7 20 dc
Axc6 21 wWce2 HcB 22 wWxcdt

Psakhis-Balashov, USSR Ch
1980/81.
13 ... a5

Alternatives are:

(a) 13 ... &»Hd8M 14 d5 c6 15 c4,
and now:

(al) 15... 2c8 16 b4 cd 17 cd
g6 18 b3 &g7 19 a5+ Gufeld-
Zaitsev, Baku 1980.

(a2) 15 ... &»h5 16 b4 &f4 17
af1 be 18 £xf4 ef 19 &xcd gb
20 wd2 &£g7 21 Radl+ Gufeld-
Veingold, USSR 1981.

(b) 13 ... g6 14 d5 ©De7 15 b4
a$, and now:

(b1) 16 ba c6 17 c4 Hxa5(17...
cd!? 18 cd Rxal) 18 dc &Hixeb 19
cb Xxb520a4 ZaS521 &cd a6 22
£g5+ Lukin-Polovodin, USSR
1984,

(b2) 16 ©b3 ab 17 cb £g7 (17

. c6? 18 &g5 4g7 19 Dxes
de 20 ©Hc5 wed 21 d6 2d8 22
Wb3+ +) 18 Has5 c6 19 dc &xc6
20 wb3, with advantage to White
(Gutman).

{c) 13 ... h6 gives a position
which can also arise either from
the Smyslov system or from a
different order of moves in the
Zaitsev system (12 ... h6 13 £a2
Wd7). There can follow:

(c1) 14 d5 &He7 15 &b3 (15 c4
c6 16 b3 g6 17 &f1 as 18 a4 be
19 bc £a6= Campora—Rubinetti,
Argentina 1982) 15... a5 16 c4 c6
17 dc £xc6 (17 ... Wxc6!?) 18 cb
£xb5 19 &Hbd2 Rec8” (19 ...
Ng6!?) 20 Hh4 g5 21 Wb3 we8 22
w3+ G . Kuzmin-Kudryashov,
USSR 1969,

(c2) 14 b4 ed (van den Berg-—
Portisch, Beverwijk 1964, went 14
... Had8 15 wb3 g6 16 2h4 d5 17
ed &Hxd5 18 Hed+) 15cd d5 165
Hed 17 we2 Hxd2 18 £xd2x
Mortensen—Westerinen, Helsinki
1983.

(c3) 14 Wc2 »Hd8 15bded 16 cd
aS17ba ®xa518d5 Xa8 19 £b2
$e7 20 Hd4+ Yurtayev—Sturua,
Frunze 1986.

14 ad

Or 14 d5 &e7 15 cd ¢c6 16 dc
wxc6 17 cb (17 HgSM b4, or 17
b4!? ab 18 &g5 — Gutman) 17 ...
WxbS 18 ad? (18 &cd!?) 18 ...
wbad 19 &c4 £c6 20 b3 wb7+
Matulovic—P. Nikoli¢, Yugoslavia
1981.
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14 ... ba

15 d5 &b8
16 ¢4 Ha6
17 &bl c6

18 4c2 HNeS=

Gufeld-P. Nikoli¢, Athens 1985.

C

From the diagram, White has:

Cl 13 g¢2
C2 13 ga2

And also 13 d5, which is seen
more rarely. There can follow:

(a) 13... He7 14 c4d c6 15 Ka2
cd 16 ¢cd £g7 17 b4 2c8 18 4b2
Wbt 19 &b3 HhS 20 Ha5 £a8
21 wd2 h6= Lau—Martinovsky,
St John 1988.

(by13... Hb8 14 $a2 c6 15 dc
Hxch 16 bd HhS 17 &1 487 18
el &4 19 $h2 wd7= Smirin-
Guliev, Minsk 1990.

C1

13 2c2 Lg7

Or:

(a) 13... 2c8, and now:

(al) 14 b3 &Hb8 15 4b2 &Hbd7
16 de de 17 c4 &hS5 18 ¢b ab 19
We2 ¢6 20 g3 227 21 Hadl wc7
22 &fl &hi6 23 Held &HcS=
Murey-A. Greenfeld, Israel 1984.

(a2) 14 »Hfl 227 15 g3 £a8
16 2e3 d5 17 de &Hxed 18 Hixed
de 19 £xed &HxeS 20 £xa8 Exal8
21 &xeS &xe5 22 ad= Hulak-
P. Nikoli¢, Yugoslavia 1981.

(a3) 14 b4 Hb8 15 a4 ed!? 16 cd
(16 &Hxd4 ¢5) 16...dS, with a good
game for Black.

(b) 13 ... &»b8 14 b4 Hbd7 15
de HxeS 16 HxeSde 17 w3 c518
ab3 &©d7 19 HasS wcT 20 Le3
£.c8= Hibner—Razuvayev, Lon-
don 1984.

14 d5

Alternatively:

(a) 14 &f1 dS 15 de &ixed 16
&£04 Has 17 &1d2 Hcd 18 Dxcd
be 19 &d2 ¢S5 20 b3 ¢b 21 Hxb3
$e6 22 $.g3 ¢S5, with advantage to
Black; Adams—P. Nikoli¢, Manila
izt 1990.

(b) 14 &b3 a5 (Gutman gives 14
... Ec8!?7 15 d5 Qe7 16 Has 4al
17 b4 c6=) 15 dS a4 (15 ... &He7
16 adx) 16 dcab 17 cb bc 18 wd3
Eb8 19 wxb5 d5 20 ed wxd5
21 wxd5 ©Hxd5 22 He2 Exb7
23 Exc2+ Smyslov-Gligoric,
Portoroz-Ljubljana 1985. In
Hibner—P. Nikoli¢, Wijk aan Zee
1992, Black introduced 15... ©b8
and after 16 a4 c6 17 dc &£xc6 18
ab £xb5 19 £g5 wc7 20 &bd2
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Hbd7 21 &f1 £c6 22 H3d2 d5 a
draw was agreed — ed.
14 ... el
Or 14 ... Hb8 15 c4 c6 16 b4
Wc7 (16 ... a5 17 dc £.xc6 18 ba
HExa5 19 Eblx — Sax) 17 &b2
bc 18 dc &xc6 19 &Hxcd Bad8 (19
... &xb4 20 £b3) 20 Had Hxed
21 wc2 dS 22 &HcxeS (22 Has!?)
22 ... HxeS 23 4&xc6 He6 24
£xg7 Exc6 25 wb2 Hc2 26 $eS
Hxb2 27 4&xc7 Hc8 28 4bét
Sax--Short, Biel izt 1985.
15 c4 c6
16 dc
Aseyev—Malevinsky, Leningrad
1989, went 16 b3? &d7? (16 ...
cd!? 17 cd &ixd5 18 ed e4 19 &xed
&xal 20 £g5 £g7 21 &f6+
£xf6 22 &x(6 wd7 23 Hxe7
Hxe7 24 wd2 &f8 25 Wh6+ e
26 Wxh7 Wc7F) 17 &f1 cd 18 cd
f5 19 g5 &f8 20 ef gf 21 WwhS e4
22 DI7 wc7 23 Ha2 &HxdS 24
Hh6+ fxh6 25 wxh6 Hgb 26
Hg3 wi7 27 4b23%.
16 ... Dxcb
17 b4
Or 17 b3 ©d4 18 &Hxd4 ed
19 £b2 &HhS5= Suetin-Zaitsev,
Dubna 1976.
17 ... Kc8
Or 17 ... HHd4 18 &Hxd4 ed 19
£b2 &hS 20 Ebl &f4 21 &f3
fScc Hall-P. Littlewood, England
1981.

18 «¢b ab
19 4&b2 ds
20 Hel wWh6=

Benjamin—A. Ivanov, Philadel-

phia 1988.

C2
13 a2 &gl (22)
For 13 ... wd7, see variation B
(note ‘b’ to Black's 13th move).

14 b4

Or 14 dS, when Black has:

(a) 14... He7 15 b4 c6 16 c4 be
17 dc &ixc6 18 Hxcd &8 (or 18
... ©d4 19 4g5) 19 £g5 hé6
20 £xf6 Wxl6 21 Hb6 Xad8 22
Hcl+ Gufeld-Sarapu, Welling-
ton [988.

(b) 14 ... &b8, and now:

(b1) 15 &f1 &Hbd7 16 Hg3 we7

17 b3 c6 18 c4 bc 19 bc cd
20 cd HeS 21 £d2 Hec8 22
&£a5 £h6= Karpov-Gligoric,

Bugojno 1978.

(b2) 15 ¢4 c6 16 bd abd7 (16 ...
Ba7” 17 £b2 &4bd7 18 Hcl wal
19 dc &£xc6 20 wc2+ Gufeld—
Aseyev, USSR 1986) 17 dc s.xcb
18 &gS He7 19 cb ab 20 b3 N8
21 Da5 £e8 22 4b2 wbo= Y.
Gruenfeld—Ornstein, New York
open 1987.
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14 ... as

Black has a wide choice of alter-
natives here:

(a) 14... we7 15 £b2 a5 16d5
Hd8 (16 ... &b8 17 c4+) 17 &b3
ab 18 cb c6 19 HaS cd 20 ed £c8,
as in Belyavsky-Gligoric, Novi
Sad 1979; and now 21 &d4+.

(b) 14 ... &Hb8 15 de de 16
HgsS (or 16 £b2!17 &bd7 17 c4+
Matanovic-Ivkov, match game,
Belgrade 1978) 16... B8 17 wc2!?
(17 @xf77 Exf7 18 & f3 wxdl 19
Bxdl &c6 20 HgS Kaff 21 gel
h6 22 &Oxf7 Bxf7 23 {3 &8 24
f£c5+ $e8 25 &xf7+ Ixf7F
Brustman-Akhmilovskaya, Tskh-
altubo 1988) 17 ... &ibd7 18 c4
we7? 19 cb ab 20 wWxc7+
Ivanovic—Zaitsev, Sochi 1979.

(c)14...ed 15cd Hd7 16 &b2
Hb6 17 Wb3 we7 18 Bacl Hac8
19 Rc2 Hb8 20 d5 c6 21 £xg7
&xg7 22 dc Hxcé 23 wel wdS
24 &d4+ Kapengut-Didishko,
USSR 1983,

(d) 14 ... 2c8 15 £b2 &Hh5 16
g3 (16 d5'? &b8 17 &b3 c6 18
HaSt) 16 ... wd7 17 &h2 ed 18
cd He7 19 wWc2 Hce8 20 Eacl
&d8 with a good game for Black;
Y. Gruenfeld—A. Greenfeld, Beer—
Sheva 1985.

(e)14...h6 15 £b2 &hS 16 d5
HeT 17 b3 28 18 ¢4 be 19 Has
£c820 Hcl £5?! (Hjartarson gives
20 ... ®h8!7 21 Hxcd &f4 22 &l
2523 &xf4 ef 24 €5 de 25 HxeSt)
21 ef &4 22 B xcd+ Hjartarson—
Short, Belfort 1988.

15 ds
16 ba

Or:

(a) 16 £b2 &h5 17 &b3 ab 18
cb &£c8 19 4as &f4 20 &cl
£h6 21 BEbl &h8 22 Hb3 (5=
Kuporosov-lIbragimov, Gorky
1989,

(b) 16 & b3 ab, and now:

(bl) 17 ab Xb8 18 Has5 £a8 19
£g5 h6 20 £xf6 &xf6 21 wd3
£g7 22 Hebl f5F Vitolins—
Savon, USSR 1972.

(b2) 17 cb Hxed 18 Hxed &xdS
19 Hel e4 20 &fd4 ¢S5 21 be de 22
HxeS5 &xa2 23 Hxa2 wxd4 24
wxd4 £xd4 25 Dxed DfS 26
Hae2 He6= Chiburdanidze-A.
Ivanov, USSR 1980.

16 ... X xa$

Gutman recommends 16... c5!?
17 dc &£xc6 18 ¢4 bc 19 £xcd
wxa$, and if 20 wb3?! then 20 ...
d5 21 ed fad4, followed by ...
e5-e4 with good play for Black.

17 ¢4 be!?

A game Gufeld—-Timoshchenko,
1981, went 17 ... c6” 18 dc £xc6
19 £b2 Wa8 20 c5 dc 21 &b3
Ha7 22 HxcS+.

DeT

18 &Hxcd Ha6t
D

12 ... Oc8

13 &c2 b8

Or 13...g6 14 »f1 (14 b4!?) 14
o 287 15 &Hg3 £a8 16 kel
d5= Hulak-P. Nikoli¢c, Yugo-
slavia 1981.

14 ad
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White can also play 14 b4 &bd7
15 £b2 ¢5 16 bc ed 17 ¢d dc=
Liberzon-Shvidler, Tel-Aviv
1988, or 14 b3 &bd7 15 £b2 g6
16 de de 17 c4 HhS5 18 cb ab
19 we2 c6= Murey—-A. Greenfeld,
Israeli Ch 1984,

14 ... Hbd7

There can follow:

(a) 15 £d3 c6 16 b3 wb6 17
£b2 g6 18 ab (18 c4!?) 18 ... ab
19 ¢4 ©h5 20 cb (20 b4!?) 20

. cb 21 b4 &0f4 22 &bl d5x
Balashov—-A. Greenfeld, Hastings
1985/86.

(b) 15abab 16 Xa7 Xb8 17 dS
Wc8 18 Hb3 Hal 19 Hxa8 wxal8
20 we2 c6= Lobron-Shvidler,
Munich zt 1987.

12 ... h6 (23)

This was a familiar position
long before the appearance of the
Zaitsev system, since it can also
arise from the Smyslov system: 9
... h6 10 d4 He8 11 Hbd2 &f8
12 a3 &b7.

13 &c2

Once Black has put a stop to
the threat of g5, the white bishop
may as well withdraw, protecting
the e-pawn and freeing the path
of the b-pawn.

Sometimes White plays 13
£a2, keeping his bishop on the
a2-g8 diagonal, but then the pawn
on e4 proves to be inadequately
defended. After 13 ... & b8 (for 13
... Wd7 see variation B, note ‘¢’
to Black’s 13th move), there can
follow:

(a) 14 de de 15 wc2 &bd7 16 b4
¢S 17 &f1 2c8 18 £d2 Hb6F
Sakharov-Klovan, USSR 1965.

(b) 14 Wc2 &Hbd7 (14 ... c5'7),
and now:

(bl) 15 b4 c5 16 d5 c4 17 a4
ahs 18 &f1 &f4 19 Hel3 gb 20
£d2 £g7 21 &h2 &d3= Liu
Shélan—loseliani, 8th match game,
Velden 1983.

(b2) 15 d5 c6 16 dc £xc6 17 c4
Wb6 18 b4 Wb7 19 &h4 b6 20 cb
ab 21 Hgb Hac8 22 wd3 Hed8=
Lukin-Rivas, Plovdiv 1984.

(c) 14 wb3 wd7 (14... we7? 15
de de 16 &Hh4+) 15 Wc2 c5 16 b4
c4 17 d5, and now:

(cl) 17 ... a5 18 &f1 wc7 19
g3 Hbd7 20 £d2 ab 21 ab g6
22 He2 »b6 23 Hfl £g7 24 &bl
Ral 25 wcl Hea8 26 Hel hS 27
Dc2 Hla6 28 4£h6 £h8 29 f4,
with advantage to White; Matu-
lovic—Smejkal, Smederevska
Palanka 1982.

(c2) 17 ... &h5 18 &f1 g6 19
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g3 Hixgd 20 fg as 21 Le3 2g7
22 Be2 ab 23 ab 5« Adorjan-
Smejkal, Baden 1980.

(d) 14 d5 c¢6, when White has:

(d1) 15 ¢4 bc 16 dc &xc6 17
&xc4 Hbd7 18 b4 &b6 19 £b3
Wwd7 20 &£b2 Had 21 Hcl Hxb2
22 Wc2 Hec8 23 wxb2 wb7=
Zapata—Granda Zuniga, New
York open 1988.

(d2) 15 &f1 cd 16 ed @bd7 17
A3h2 Hb6 18 &He3 hS 21 g4 g6
22 g5 ®fd7 23 h4 e4 with equal
chances; Renet—Smagin, Zenica
1989,

(ey 14 bd ed 15 cd &Hxed 16 Wb3
Wf6 (perhaps 16 ... wd7!?, but not
16 ... ©g5? |7 ZxeR Dxl3+ 18
Wxf3++) 17 We2 Hxd2 18 Exe8
Qxf3+ 19 gf &c6 20 Hxa8 Hixd4
(20 ... &xa8!7) 21 Exf8+ &Hxi8
22 wxc7 @xl3+ 23 &hl fed 24
Wb8+ &e7= Mortensen—Hjar-
tarson, Copenhagen 1985.

After 13 &c2, Black can either
increase his pressure against
White’s centre or break it open:

E1 13...2b8
E2 13...d5

Other continuations are:

(a) 13...a514 2d3 b4 15 &b5
Re7 (15 ... &d7!Y) 16 d5 &Ha7 17
&f1 bc 18 bc ¢6 19 ¢4 4a6 20
a4 Hb7 21 £a3 HabB 22 &blx
Psakhis-Belyavsky, USSR Ch
1981.

(b) 13 ... g6, and now:

(bl) 14 d5 2b8 15 b3 ¢6 16 ¢4
abd7 17 a4 wWc7 18 &a3 Hec8

19 £d3 cd 20 cd &c5 21 &ft
Wwbo= Campora—Silva, Berne
1989.

{b2) 14 &f1 HasS 15 Hgld &Hicd
16 b3 &b6 17 £d3 £g7 18 4d2
c5(18...¢c6!7 19 dS c4 20 be be
21 4f1£ Aseyev-Timoshchenko,
Irkutsk 1986.

(b3) 14 b4 £g7 15 b2 wd7
16 &b3 Had8 17 d5 &He7 18 Has
£a8 19 ¢4 c6 20 we2 cd 21
cd &h5= Ryan-Almeida, Arnhem
1988/89.

(c) 13 ... wd7, and now:

(cl) 14 b4 a5 15 £b2 ab 16 cb
fAxd4 17 Hxd4 ed 18 £xd4 Hh7
19 &3+ Ciric-Dely, Hamburg
1965.

{c2) 14 d5 He7 15 b3 &Hg6 16
&A1 ¢c6 17 c4 bec 18 bec a5 19 &He3
£a6 22 »nd2 ©f4 23 hd cd 24
ed g6 25 g3 ©4hS5= Spassky-
Balashov, Toluca 1982.

El
13 ... &b8
Reminiscent of the Breyer sys-
tem. White’s possibilities [or com-
pleting his development are now
limited, seeing that 14 &f1 would
lose a pawn. The most widespread
move in this position, 14 b4, will
be examined in the next chapter.
In the last few years, however, 14
b3 has also occurred with increas-
ing frequency.
14 b3 &Hbd7
By comparison with standard
positions in the Breyer system,
White has made the ‘extra’ move
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a2-a3, but in addition Black’s

pawn on h6 doesn’t always prove

to be better placed than on h7.
15 @b2 (24)

Or 15 d5 c6 16 c4 wc7, and
now:

(a) 17 &Hf1 Zeb8 18 &Higl 4c8
19 a4 bc 20 bc &HcS 21 §a3 (2]
£d217) 21 ... &fd7 22 &He2 cd 23
cd a5 24 Hc3 ga6 with a good
game for Black: Liang Jinrong-
Sun Quinan, China 1986.

(b) 17 a4 Hec8 18 Za2 ba 19 ba
a5 20 $a3 £a6 21 Qh2 g6 22
Ahfl cd 23 cd h5 24 wf3= Sax—
Short, 4th match game, St John
1988.

15 ... g6

With 15...¢c6 Black would also
achieve equality:

(a) 16 ¢4 ed 17 Hxd4 (17
Hxd4!?y 17 ... g6 18 Wbl £g7 19
b4 Eb8 20 Wa2 c5 21 &b2 wc7
22 bc &HxcS= Ivanovic—Smejkal,
Vrsac 1983.

(b) 16 Xcl g6 17 b4 Hc8 18
&bl £g7 19 de de 20 c4 5 21
cb ab 22 bc HxeS (22 ... &Hxc5!Y)

23 wWb3 Hxcl 24 Hxcl wbé6
25 &a2 He7= Romanishin-
Psakhis, Erevan 1988.

16 a4

Alternatively:

(a) 16 Ecl, and now:

(al) 16 ... Zb8 17 c4 ed 20 cb
ab 21 &Hxd4 d5 22 &Hxb5 de 23
Al &a6 24 Hd4 Eb6 25 wd2 ¢S
26 De2 Bd6 27 wl4 HhS with
initiative to Black; Romanishin-
Kruppa, USSR 1989.

(a2) 16 ... 287 17 d5 ¢c6 18 c4
we7 19 bdx Kuporosov-Soloz-
henkin, Katowice 1991.

(b} 16 Ebl, and now:

(b1)16 ... £g7 17 dede (17 ...
Hxes!?) 18 c4 HhS 19 bd &fdx
Romanishin-Balashov, USSR Ch
1983.

(b2) 16 ...¢6 17 cd ed 18 &xd4
£g7 19 b4 wc7 20 ¢S5 dc 21 be
HhS 22 &Hb3 HeS= Romanishin-
van der Sterren, Tallinn 1987.

16 ... £g7

Practice has also seen:

(a) 16 ... ¢6 17 Wbl £g7 (17
... &h5!7) 18 ab cb? (18 ... ab!?
19 Hxa8 £xa8 20 b4 c5) 19 d5+
Short-Hjartarson, Reykjavik
1987.

(b)16 ... Eb8 17 ab ab 18 £d3
c6 19 wc2 &hS 20 g3 g7 21 &f1
Qeb 22 Hel &£g7 23 Hadl b4 24
de bc 25 £xc3 Hxe5 26 &Hxed
dex Short-Smejkal, West Ger-
many 1987.

() 16 ...¢5 17 d5 wbb 18 we2
HhS 19 ®h2 Eab8 20 g3 £c8
21 ab ab 22 Ha2 He7 23 Heal
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with approximate equality; Hort—
van der Sterren, Wijk aan Zee
198e6.

17  £4d3

And also:

(a) 17 d5 c6 18 c4 wb8 (or 18
... WcT'?) 19 2a3 Hc8 20 £d3 ba
21 ba cd 22 ¢d &S5 23 &[1 a5 24
£b5 wa7 25 Bct 418 }-1 Vogt-
Granda Zuniga, Havana [988.

(b) 17 Wbl d5 18 ab ab 19 ed
Hxd5 20 ¢4 D4 21 2ed fxed
22 Wxed4 bc23 bec Eb8 24 Xa2 with
advantage to White; Vasyukov-
Timoshchenko, USSR 1981.

17 ... c6

Or 17 ... 2b8!? 18 ab (18 Wc2
£a8) 18 ... ab 19 de de!? (19 ...
HxeSN 20 Hxe5 AxeS 21 c4+) 20
£xb5 fxed=.

18 wc2 Xc8!?

In Anand-Tvanchuk, Novi Sad
O] 1990, Black played the weaker
18 ... Wc7?, whereupon White
could have acquired a plus with
19 ¢4!1? ed (19 ... bc 20 £xc4, or
19 ... b4 20 ¢5) 20 cb ab 21 ab
Exal 22 g$xal+. Instead, the
game went 19 b4 d5 20 de Hxes
21 HxeS XxeS 22 Hf3 (22 c4M dc
23 axeS wxeS 24 &l &h5SF)
22 ... Reb with equality.

19 c4 ed

20 4xd4 &hs
21 &xg7 Hxg7
22 &fl wf6=

Aseyev—Goldin, Klaipeda 1988.

E2
13 ... ds (25)

An interesting idea of GligoriC’s.
14 de

White has not been able to
prove an advantage after 14 ed
Wxd5 15 &ed ed 16 Hxf6+ gf, and
now:

(a) 17 Bxe8 Hxe8 18 wd3 {519
414, when Black has:

(al) 19 ... He5 20 £xe5 Xxes
21 cd Hed 22 wc3 He7 23 403
Wwd6 24 Hdl -4 Bradvarevic-1.
Sokolov, Yugoslav Ch 1987.

(a2) 19 ... 4g7 20 ©h4 HeS
21 wg3 occurred in Tal-Gligoric,
Moscow 1967; and now 21 ... d3
22 &£xh6 Hgd=.

(a3) 19... wed!? 20 £ xc7 Wxd3
21 @xd3 dc 22 bec £g7F
Shamkovich—-Kostro, Tbilisi 1970.

(b) 17 £e3 &He5 18 &xd4
Oxf3+ 19 wxl3 wxf3 20 gi= A.
Rodriguez—Frey, Havana 1983.

(c) 17 £f4!? deserves attention,
but has yet to be tested in practice;
Smyslov gives 17 ... Hxel+ 18
Hixel eSS 19 cd DHgb 20 £b3
wd7 21 £e3 4d5 22 Zcl c6 23
ad3+.
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14 ... Dxes
15 &xes O xe5
16 f4 254+
17  <h2
Parma-Gligorié, Ljubljana

1969, went 17 &hl Hxed (White
has the advantage after 17... 2hS
18 €5 Wwd7 19 wf3, or 17 ... He8
18 ¢S5 We7 19 Wf3) 18 &Hxed Hxed
19 &xed4 de 20 Wwe2 wd6 21 b4
$£a7 22 el $xe3 23 wxe3 Bd8
24 wd4 with the better chances
for White.
17 ... Hxed

Alternatively:

(a) 17 ... h5 18 g3 He8 19 €5
we7 20 Hb3 hd 21 HixeS wxeS 22

Le3 Wcb 23 Hgl+.

(b) 17 ... £c8 18 g3 (18 &f3N
Hh5 19 &g3 £b7F was played
in Motachek-Korchak, corr 1976)
18 ... Bh5 19 f5de? (19... £f2!7)
20 &Hxed wxdl 21 Hxfe+ gf 22
gxdl Zxf5 23 &M £d6 24
£g4+ Browne—Medina, Malaga
1970.

18 &Hxed Nxed
19 £e3 wf6
20 g3 f£xe3
21 Hxe3 cs
22 We2
Black has not obtained full

compensation; R. Byrne-Stupica,
Ljubljana 1969.
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8

9 ... £b7 10 d4 Ze8 11 &Hbd2
£f8 12 a3 hé 13 &c2 »Hb8
14 b4 abd7 (26)

This position, which occurs
quite [requently in the Closed
Spanish, is a cocktail made from
three systems: possessing charac-
teristics of the Zaitsev, the Breyer
and the Smyslov system, it can
arise from any of them.

15 &b2

Or 15 a4 &b6 16 de de 17 &.a3
©Hxa4 18 wxa4 ba 19 wxa4 Ec8
20 Hadl we7 21 wb3 We6 22 c4
c5= Tseshkovsky-Geller, Erevan
1982.

After 15 &b2, Black has several
replies:

A 15...5b6

13 2c2 H\b8

B 15...wh8
C 15...a5
D 15...¢5
E 15...¢5

Am. Rodriguez—-Granda Zuniga,
Havana 1988, is also noteworthy:
15... a7 16 a4 wa8 17 Wbl &Hib6
18 a5 ©Hbd7 19 c4 bc 20 de de 21
£c3 £c6 22 Hxcd HbT 23 Ha2
£d6 24 Zb2 wdf 25 wa2 we7
26 Hxd6 $-4.

A
15 ... Hbo
16 ¢4
Or 16 Hcl &fd7 17 ¢4 bc 18
£bl a5 19 bS5 ¢c6 20 be £xc6 21
Nxcd Dxcd 22 Bxcd wbo 23 gal
d5 24 Hxc6 Wxco 25 ed wxd5s
26 $ed= Romanishin-Zhidkov,
Simferopol 1983.
16 ... ed
Parma-Unzicker, Berlin 1971,
went 16 ... &xcd 17 Hxed be 18
de de 19 &xe5 ¢5 20 &xcd cb 21
eSx.

17 cb ab
18 &Hxd4 Had
19 4xad ba
20 we2 5=
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Matanovic-Kuzmin, Yugosla-
via- USSR 1972,

B
15 ... W b8
The black queen will contribute
to the defence of the e-pawn (after
... c7-ch5).
16 c4
16 &Hh4 (Short) is strongly an-
swered by 16 ... dS!?
16 ... be
Or 16...ed”" 17 cb ab 18 & xd4
c5 19 bc HxcS 20 HfS+ Keres—
Filip, Beverwijk 1964 (Kapengut
suggests 20 H2{3!7),
17  de &xeS
I8 &Hxes de
19 Hxed c5
20 f4
Or 20 bc &xc5 21 Ebl wa7
22 Wf3 Be6 23 HxeS Hae8=
Matanovic-Hecht, Raach 1969.
20 ... cb
Banas-Kostro, Stary Smoko-
vec 1972, went 20 ... ef 21 £xf6
gf 22 wgd+ Sh8 23 e5 fe 24
Badl +.

21 &xeS wa7+
22 &hl WS
23 £d3 Ead8
24 ab wf2

With complex play; Tringov—
Hecht, Belgrade 1969.

C
15 ... as (27)

Black opens the file for his rook,
but in doing so creates a weakness

in his own camp: the pawn on bS.
16 4d3

Or:

(a) 16 de de 17 &b3 ab 18 cb c5
19 bc @xc5 20 Wxd8 Hexd8 21
HxeS Lxc5 22 Habl Hac8=
Shabalov—-Klovan, Riga 1989.

(b) 16 ba c5 (or 16 ... Exa5 17
£d31) 17 de &xe5 (or 17 ... de”
18 c4 Wwxa519cb wxb520 Ebl 1)
18 &HxeS de 19 c4 wxas 20 &f3 be
21 £xeS Had8 22 wbl1?! (22 we2!?
&Hd7 23 £14= occurred in a game
Kovalyev—Klovan, USSR 1986)
22 ... £c6os Nenashev-Klovan,
USSR 1990.

16 ... c6
17 &Ob3

Alternatively:

(a) 17 Wbl wb8 18 ba Exal5 19
c4 bc 20 Hxed HaT 21 £c3 (21
de!? de 22 £c3+) 21 ... ed 22
$xd4 (22 Hxd4 d5) 22 ... ¢S5 23
&£b2 d5= A. Rodriguez—Rubi-
netti, Toluca izt 1982.

(b) 17 Wc2 Wwb8 18 »Hb3 ab 19
cb ed 20 &bxd4 ¢S5 21 HxbS Dxed
22 fxed fLxed 23 Hxed wxbS
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24 a4 Wwb7 25 Hxe8 Hxe8 26 be
Hxc5St Campora-London, New
York open 1989,

17 ... ab
18 «¢b ed
19 &fxd4

Or:

(a) 19 £xdd4? ¢5 20 £xf6 &Hxf6
21 £xb5 BxedF (Zaitsev).

(b) 19 Ha5 HxaS 20 ba c5 21
£xb5 Hxed 22 Hxed f£xed 23
a6 He5& G. Garcia—Dutreeuw,
Novi Sad O] 1990.

19 ... cS
20 be dc
21  &xbs Dxed =

Hjartarson—-Karpov, 3rd match
game, Seattle 1989.

D
15 ... c5

Black increases the tension in
the centre.

16 be

White also has:

(a) 16 Xbl c4 17 d5 g6 18 &fl
£27 19 &gl &Hbb6 20 Lcl w7
21 ©h2 Had8t Romanishin-
Gligoric, Novi Sad 1982.

(b) 16 d5, and now:

(bl) 16 ... Wc7 17 £d3 &b6 (8
Zcl cd 19 &f1 g6 20 g3 &h7 21
wc2 wd7(21... ©Had!”) 22 Bedl
Romanishin-Smejkal, Novi Sad
1982.

(b2) 16 ... ¢4 17 a4 &hS (or 17
... g6 18 &bl &b6 19 Ha3 wd7
20 &cl £g7 21 2e3 Hxad 22
$xad Dxed 23 2c2 D6 24 Hxcd
bc 25 La4 w5 26 £xe8 Hxe8xw

Adorjan-Gligoric, Baden 1980) 18
&SI 5 19 ef &f4 20 He3 D6 21
Hhd H4axd5 22 Hxds £xds 23
Qg6 WcT 24 wd2 &7 25 Hxf8

$xf8o0 Ehivest-Belyavsky,
USSR Ch 1987.
16 ... ed

16 ... dc? is dubious; there can
follow:

(a) 17 de?! Hh5!? 18 cd ©f4 19
ad £c6 (19 ... wbo6 20 cb ab 21
ab+)20 &»f1 &Hb6 21 wxd8 Haxd8
22 abab 23 &cl Hgb 24 cb £xb5
25 Bbl Lad4= Tseshkovsky-
Smagin, Minsk 1985.

(b) 17 &xeS'? &xeS5 18 de, and
now:

(b1) 18 ... &ad7 19 4 Wh4 (19
... ¢4 20 &f3 wcT 21 Hd4 Hb6 22
fcl Zad8 23 wgd+ Tyulin-
Leluashvili, USSR corr 1990) 20
W3+ Tal-Romanishin, Riga izt
1979.

(b2) 18 ... Exe5 19 c4 Xe8 20
eS Hh721 we2 Hg522 Badl wbo
23 f4+ Hellers—Barua, Thessa-
loniki Ol 1988.

(b3) 18 ... &h5 19 c4 ©f4 20
Be3 g5(or20... Hgb 2] a4 b4 22
&Hf3+ A. Rodriguez-Frey, Med-
ina del Campo 1986) 21 a4 b4 22
g3 Dgb 23 e6 Uxeb 24 5 2g7 25
&5 Ze7 26 fxgb fg 27 Ded+
Tyulin—Pashaian, USSR corr 1990.

17  cdd4 (28)

Or:

(a) 17 ¢6 dc 18 cb cd 19 wWxd2
Hb8 20 ©d4 Xxb7 21 &fS Hes
22 £d4&® Tan Chengxuan-Lin
Ta, China 1988.
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(b) 17 ¢d6, and now:

(b1)y 17 ... d3 18 £xd3 &cS5 19
£c2 Hixed 20 Hxed (Vasyukov
suggests 20 d717) 20... Hxed 21 a4
Wxd6 3-4, Sigurjonsson-Mokry,
Iceland 1988.

(b2) 17 ... dc 18 £xc3 £xd6
19 €5 &d5!? (19 ... wcT?! 20 Hcl
$xa3 21 £b2+ Liberzon-A.
Greenfeld, Beer-Sheva 1982) 20
£b2 &c7 (or 20 ... 418 21 &Hed
Hc8 22 wd2 wWc7 23 Racl Wcd=
Hellers—Shvidler, Thessaloniki Ol
1988) 21 Hcl ©f4 22 &bl 4as
23 &c3 NI8 24 4xa5S wWxaS=
Tan Chengxuan-Lin Ta, Chinese
Ch 1988.

17 ... de
18 Hcl
Practice has also seen:
(a) 18 d5S Wc7 19 &f1 c4 20 g3

aS 21 s (21 £d417) 21 ... g6
22d6 Wc6 23 H3d4 weS 24 wiloo
Hjartarson-Smejkal,. Munich
1988.

(b) 18 &bl1, and now:

(b1) 18...¢d? 19S5 &dS 20 wc2
g6 21 e6+ +.

(b2) 18 ... ©hS 19 e5 &f4 20
Wc2 (20 Hed?) 20 ... g6 21 Hed
Sxed 22 wxed Dh5% Cabrilo-
Hazai, Vrnjacka Banja 1988.

(b3) 18 ... Wh6 19 e5 &»d5 20
Hed 14 Karpov-Smejkal,
Moscow 198]1.

18 ... Zc8

Or 18 ... cd? (18 ... c41? —
Nunn) 19 e5 &d5 20 &b3 &3 21
Wd3 g6 22 e6+.

19 &bl &hs

Ernst-Lukacs, Gausdal 1989,
went 19 ... cd 20 X xc8 wxc8 21
axd4 (21 e517) 21 ... wb8 22
£a2, and now the following line is
playable: 22 ... &Hxed 23 Hixed
Xxed (23 ... &xed 24 He6+) 24
Lxl7+ &xf7 25 wb3+ &gb6 26
Wwc2 weS 27 f3 £c5 28 2dl &f6

29 fe 4xed4&.
20 e5 23 )
21 Ded?

Or 21 Wc2M g6 22 Hed cd 23
wd2 2xcl 24 Zxcl He6F Nunn—
Shvidler, Thessaloniki Ol 1988.

21 ... il

21 ... c4!?
22  Hxc8 wxc8
23 wWxddx

Nunn-A. Greenfeld, Groningen
1988.

E
15 ... goé
This  continuation  became
popular at the end of the 1970s.
At first White invariably replied
16 c4; it was only in the second
half of the eighties that he switched
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to variations E2 and E3 (below).
We consider:

El 16 c4
E2 16 2bl
E3 16 wbl

A very rare alternative is 16 de.
There can follow:

(a) 16 ... &HxeS 17 Hxe5 HxeS
18 ¢4 Ee8 19 c¢cb ab 20 &b3
£g7 21 {3 &hS= Zatulovskaya-
Akhmilovskaya, Sochi 1982.

(b) 16 ... de 17 ¢4 ¢5 18 &c3
Bc8 19 ¢cb ab= Volchok-Kor-
olyev, USSR corr 1986.

El
16 c4 ed
17 c¢b
Or 17 &xd4 be 18 Hixcd fxed
19 Qa4 4g7 20 wd2 £d5 21
Heb HExel+ 22 Hxel £xc6 23
$.xc6L  Sorri-Korolyev, corr

1987.
17 ... ab
18 &Hxdd cb
19 a4

Alternatives are:

(a) 19 &2b3 Ec8 20 HasS £a8
21 wd2 wb6 22 &Hdb3 ¢5 23 be de
24 e5 &©dS 25 fed We6 with
advantage to Black; Klovan-Gol-
din, Tashkent 1987.

(b) 19 &b3 £g7 20 He3 was
artificial in A. Martin—-Gomez,
Toledo 1991, which continued 20

. b6 21 we2 Hh5 22 Q23
cSF —ed.

(c) 19 &4b3 Hc8 20 a4 ba 21
BExad a8 22 wal &hsS 23

&Hf3 ¢5 24 bc &xc5 25 @xces
Exc5= Hiibner-Kavalek, Tilburg
1979.

{d) 19 Hecl wb6 20 &£d3 g7
21 @2b3 ¢S5 22 &HxbS fxed 23
4xed Hxed 24 Hxed &Hxed 25
Lxg7 &xg7 26 wd3 Qdfé 27 be
dc 28 wcdt+ A. Sokolov-Izeta,

Bilbao 1987.
19 ... ba
20 axad whé (29)

Instead, Timman-Karpov, Til-
burg 1979, concluded 20 ... HXc8
21 Bel ¢5 22 be dc 23 4[3 4c6
24 fxc6 Bxcob 25 &Hcd Hbbé 26
Wxd8 HExd8 i-4.

21 &2

Or:

{a) 21 £c¢3? d5 22 &c2 £xbd
23 Ebi ¢S5 24 ed ©HxdS 25 f£xbd
cbF Joecks—Shvidler, Groningen
1991,

(b) 21 b5 cb 22 @xb5 d5!? (22
... Exal? 23 &xal d5 24 s&xd7
Hxd7 25 wad+) 23 HExa8 Lxal8
24 Wad DcS 25 wc2 2b8 26 ed
Hxd5= Timman-Kasparov, Ist
match game, Hilversum 1985,
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21 ... w7
Karpov suggests 2| ... £a6!?
22 4b3 Hxal

Or 22 ... £a6, and now:

(a) 23 Ecl £g7 24 He3 &bs
25 &©dS, when Black has:

(al) 25 ... wa7 26 Hal wb7 27
HExa8 Hxal 28 Hxl6+ 4£xf6 29
4xf6 Dxf6 30 Hf3 d5 31 ed
cd 32 wd4+ G. Garcia—Lukacs,
Havana 1986.

(a2) 25 HxdS 26 &xg7
&xg7 27 ed HeS5= Timman-
Kasparov, 3rd match game,

Hilversum 1985.

(b) 23 2aS 4bS 24 wal Zxals
25 ba £g7 26 He3 Ha8 27 4c3
with  advantage to  White;
Rusakov-Korolyev, corr 1987.

23 @xal

Hiibner—Portisch, Tilburg
1986, went 23 Wxal £g7 24 &c3
(24 Hcd dS5=) 24 ... DeS5 25 He3
Ah5 26 Hcd Bal 27 wdl Hxcd
28 &xcd &xc3 29 Hxc3 d5=.

23 ... Lg7

24 He3 cs

25  be &Hxes

26 4xfé 2xf6

3-%
Timman-Karpov, Bugojno

1986.
E2

16 bl £g7

Other continuations are:

(a) 16 ... b8 17 Hcl £a8 18
£bl Xc8 19 ¢4 ed 20 cb ab 21
Hxdd c6 22 HIfI HedSN (22 ...
Wbo!?) 23 De3 AhS 24 A1 wgS

25 »e2 &f4 26 Hxf4 wxf4 27 g3
Wf3 28 Hgd wxdl 29 Hf6+ &h8
30 Efxdl+ Timman-Portisch,
4th match game, Antwerp 1989.

(b)y 16 ... Ec8 17 £al (Green-
feld suggests 17 ad!?) 17 ... 4g7
18 de (Short—A. Greenfeld, Thes-
saloniki Ol 1988, went 18 d57!
Nb6 19 a4 c6 20 a5 Hcd 21 Hxcd
bc 22 dc &xc6F) 18 ... &xeS
19 &xe5 de 20 ¢4+ (Greenfeld).

(c)16 .. ¢6 17 &b3 Hc8 18 de
de (18 ... &xe5 19 &xe5 de 20
W(3+) 19 c4 ¢c5S= Hjartarson-
Karpov, Linares 1989.

17 a4

Or 17 c4 ed 18 cb ab 19 &Hxd4
c6 20 H2b3 HcB 21 HasS $af 22
Sal wb6 23 ad d5 24 ed HxdS
25 Hxe8+ Hxe8 26 wd2 Hd8 i}
Lobron-Razuvayev, Paris 1990.

17 ... Eb8
18 ¢4 be

19 de &Hxes
20 DHxeS de

21 &Hxed wxdl
22  Hbxdl fLc8
23 fcl3t

Ljubojevic—Gligoric, Belgrade
1987 and Timman-Hjartarson,
Tilburg 1988.

E3
16 wbl (30)

The queen lends its support to
the e4-pawn, so as to free the
knight on d2 from this duty and
transfer it via b3 to aS.

16 ... Lg7

Alternatively:
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(a) 16 ... &»b6 17 £b3 & hS 18
Wc2 Hf4 19 cd be 20 Hxcd Hxcd
21 &xcd ed 22 4xd4 Heb6 23
£b2 2g7 24 axg7 dxgl 25
£dS5+ Psakhis—Balashov, Minsk
1982.

(b) 16 ... &h5, and now:

{(bl) 17g3¢c518dc (18 d5!7) 18
... dc 19 &b3 wf6 20 wdl Rad8
21 we2 c4F S. Jackson-Akhmi-
lovskaya, Dubai Ol 1986,

(b2) 17 &f1 &of4 18 4cl wi6
19 &1h2 ed 20 cd hS 21 &Ke3
1-1 Kuczynski-Hazai, Warsaw
1987.

(c)16... Zc8 17 c4ed 18 cb ab
19 &xd4 c6 20 a4 ba 21 &£xa4 d5
(21 ... wbo!?) 22 ed Hxel+ 23
Wxel Dxd5 24 heb We7 25 Hxf8
Wxel+ 26 Bxel Oxf8 27 &4b3+
Tseshkovsky-Didishko, Minsk
1982.

(d) 16 ... X b8 (having his rook
opposite the white queen can
increase Black’s resources) 17
Ab3, and now:

{d1y 17 ... ¢5 18 bc dc 19 HxeS
{or 19 de!? &h5 20 ¢4 bec 21 &Hbd2

c3 22 &xc3 fxed 23 wclt) 19
... ©xe5 20 de ©&HhS 21 wcl c4
22 ©d4 Rxe5 23 a4 with equal
chances; Kuczynski-Hawelko,
Poland 1988.

(d2) 17 ... %a8 18 a4 (Mar-
janovic-Gligori¢, Erevan 1989,
went 18 &HasS ¢S 19 d5 ¢4 20
a4?! 4-4 but in Mainka-Smejkal,
Polanica Zdroj 1991, Black played
on and achieved a fine position
after 20 ... £g7 21 ab ab 22 &cl
Qb6 23 £e3 HbxdS! —ed) 18 ...
abb 19 ab ab 20 £d3 Hcd 21
&LclI? (Timman gives 21 d35!1? c6
22 dc &xc6 23 HaS=) 21 ...
d5F Hiibner-Timman, 6th match
game, Sarajevo 1991.

17 b3

Or:

(a) 17 ... ¢6 18 DasS wc7 19
£b3 Had8 20 wa2 d5” (20 ...
X18!7) 21 ed ©Hxd5 22 de Hxes 23
HxeS AxeS(23... £xe5? 24 ®xeS
HExe525c4+ +)24c4+ Psakhis—
Razuvayev, Moscow 1986.

{b) 17...¢5 18 d5 &h5 19 &cl
Wc7 20 £e3 Hac8 21 Ha2 Hf81
Ernst-Bjarnason, Gausdal zt
1987.

()17 ... Eb8 18 Has5 £a8 19
ds &b6, and now:

{c1) 20 wa2 wd7 21 Radl DhS
22 »d2 c6 23 dc &xc6 24 c4 £.a8
25 4d3 ©f4 26 &fl £ Ehlvest-
Razuvayev, St John open 1988.

(c2) 20 £b3 wd7 21 wa2 Rf8
224 bc 23 £xcd Hxcd 24 Wxcd L
Benjamin-Gligori¢, St John open
1988.

Xc8
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18 &Has

The alternative is 18 a4. There
can follow:

(a) 18... &Hb6?! 19 de de 20 &HcS
fc6 21 2d1?7 (21 Sxa6!? Hxad
22 &xa4 ba 23 c4+ — Gligoric)
21 ... we7 22 Hxa6 Hxad 23
SLxa4 ba 24 &cS Hd7 25 Hxad
2a8%& P. Popovic-Gligoric,
Yugoslavia 1987.

(b) 18 ...¢6 19 Hal5 £a8 20 de
de 21 c4 c5 22 ab ab 23 bc HxcS
24 £a3 Ec8 25 wxb5 Xb8 26
Wad Db6 27 wb4 Hxcd 28 wxcd
wWxad 29 £d6 Zbc8 30 wxf7+
&xf7 31 &£b3+ and White
emerges with an extra pawn;
Nijboer-Riemersma, Wijk aan
Zee 1988.

(c) 18 ... ¢5 19 ab ab 20 &as
£a8 21 bc? (21 dc? dc 22 c4t)
21 ... dc 22 de ©h5 23 c4 b4 24
Bdl we7 25 £a4 Hed8 26 HdS
D4 27 wWc2 Hb6 28 £bS wcT 29
Hbl He6 1-4 Riemersma-
Lukacs, Wijk aan Zee 1988.

(d) 18 ... d5 19 HxeS HxeS 20
de Dxed 21 32 (21 £xed!? de 22
Nes) 21 ... g5 22 &S Hxf3+
23 gf (23 &hl whd) 23 ... wg5+
24 &hl wg3 with a very strong
attack; Lau-Lukacs, Budapest
1988.

18 ... L£a8

19 d5 c6

Or19... db6 20 a4 wd7 (20...
c6) 21 ab ab, and now:

(a) 22 £d3 ©h5 23 c4 bec 24
Hxcd D4 25 Hxb6 cb 26 £cl
with a small plus for White;
Psakhis-Portisch, Sarajevo 1986.

(b) 22 &cl &Hh5M" (Hjartarson
recommends 22 ... c6!?, for exam-
ple 23 4e3? cd 24 £xb6 de 25
and2 Hd5F, or 23 dc £xc6 24
£e3 Hadoo) 23 Le3 Df4 24 Hal
&h8 25 wdl g5 26 &xf4 gf 27
& h4 + Short-Hjartarson, Tilburg
1988.

20 dc
Romanishin-Timoshchenko,
Frunze 1981, went 20 c4?! bc 21
dc &£xc6 22 Hxcbd Hxcb 23 La4

Bc8 24 wdl Heb6F.

20 ... £xc6

21  &Hxeb B xc6

22 a4 Hb6
Or 22...dS5 23 &»d2x (Hjartar-

son).

23 ab ab

24 HaS Hed

25 Exbs Hxb2

26  wWxb2 Wc7

27 Has Hxc3

28 &b3 X8
28 ... Eb!?

29 wa2t

King—Lukacs, Kecskemet 1988.



9 12 £c¢2 g6 and others

9 ... £b7 10 d4 He8 11 ©bd2
Lf8
12 &c2 (3]

12 ... g6
The alternative 12 ... &b8 fol-
lowed by 13 ... &bd7, giving a

position characteristic of the
Breyer system, will be considered
in chapters 10-12.

Other continuations are:

(ay12... wd7 13 a3, transposing
to chapter 7, variation B (note to
White’s 13th move).

(b) 12 ... Ec8, and now:

(bl) for 13 a3, see chapter 7,
variation D.

(b2) 13 aded 14 cd Hbd 15 &bl
g6 16d5c6 17 wb3 a5 18 dc 4xcb
19 ab &xb5 20 &Hd4 gfa6 21

N203 &d7= Liberzon-A. Green-
feld, Netanya 1983.

{c) 12 ... h6 (this position can
also arise from the Smyslov sys-
tem: 9 ... h6 10 d4 Ze8 11 Hbd2
&f8 12 £c2 £b7) 13 dS, and
now:

(c1)13... &He7 14 b3, with these
possibilities:

(cl)14...c6 15c4 g6 16 &1
cd 17 c¢d £c8 18 a4 £d7 19 £d3
wb8 20 £d2£ Geller—Balashov,
USSR Ch 1976.

(c12)14...¢5 15 a4 &Hd7 16 &f1
f5 17 ¢4 bc 18 be f4 19 h4 g5 20
hg &g6 21 gh &xh6 22 Hgdt
Smagin-Blatny, Stary Smokovec
1990.

(c2) 13 ... &b8 14 b3 6 15 c4
abd7, when White has:

(c21) 16 a4 bc 17 bc a5 18 &b3
ab6 19 £d3 wd7 20 £d2 Hxad
21 &11 cd 22 ed £ Geller—Zaitsev,
Erevan 1982.

(c22) 16 &f1 wWc7 (or 16 ... be
17 bccd 18 cd &S 19 Hgl g6 20
£e3 Wc7 21 wd2 &h7 22 Hecl
Hec8 23 Rabl Zab8 24 gadt
Abramovic-llinci¢, Vrnjacka
Banja 1989) 17 2e3 Eec8 18 Hcl
wd8 19 &g3 cd 20 cd gb 21 Wwd2
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®h7 22 adt
Munich 1979.
After 12 ... g6, White has:

A 13 a4
B 13 b3
C 13d5

And also:

(a) 13 &b3 ed 14 cd &bd 15d5
c6 16 dc &£xc6 17 &bd4d £b7"?
(Geller-Belyavsky, USSR Ch
1978, went 17 ... 4xed?! I8 Lxed
Hxed 19 HExed &xed 20 a3 HdS
21 &Hc6 wbo 1) 18 4bl &g7
19 &d2 &Hc6 20 4c3 QeSTF
Tseshkovsky—Psakhis, USSR Ch
1987.

(b} 13 &f1 ed 14 cd &bd 15
Ng3 Dxc2 16 wWxc2 c5 17 dS
$g7 18 £f4= P. Popovic-Glig-
ori¢, Belgrade 1987.

(c) for 13 a3, see chapter 7,
variation Cl.

Karpov—Balashov,

A
13 a4 ed
Spassky-Gligoric, Bugojno
1982, went 13 ... $g7 14 d5 &b8
15 £d3 ba 16 Wxa4 c6 17 c4 wc7
18 @b3 &bd7 19 &d2+.
14 «cod
Or 14 Hxd4 Hxd4 15 cd £h6
16 3 c¢5= Timoshchenko-
Podgayets, USSR 1979,
14 ... £g7
A game Sisniega-Frey, Cuba
1983, went 14 ... &Hb4 |5 &bl c5
16 d5 £g7 17 &f1 ba 18 Hxad
a5 19 Ha3 £a6 20 Dg3 wc7 21
&Ah4 c4 22 HgfS &h8 (or 22 ...

gf 23 Hg3 &h8 24 Hxg7 &xg7
25 x5+ &h8 26 wd4 HeS 27
£g5 ©nd7 28 f4+) 23 Hh6+ I8
24 Hf3+.

15 &bl &Hb4d
16 EXa3 ba
17 Hxad as
18 Ea3 Ea6
19 &oh2 wa8

This was played in Marjanovic-
P. Nikoli¢, Kavala 1985; and now
instead of 20 I3, which would have
given him the advantage, White
continued 20 Bc3?! &Hxed 21 Hxed
fxed 22 gxed Hxed 23 Hxc7
Hc6F.

B
13 b3 ds (32)

In this position Black’s counter-
stroke in the centre gains
additional force from the weak-
ness of the white pawn on c3.

Instead, Hibner-Hort, Biel
1986, went 13 ... b4 14 d5 be 16
Hcd Hbd 17 HalS &£c8 18 a3 Hxc2
19 &c6!? (19 Wxc2? ¢S5 20 wxc3
&HhS, followed by . .. f5, gives Black
counterplay) 19.... &Hxel 20 Hxd8
Hxg2 21 &xg2 Hxd8 22 4g5
$g7 23 Hcl £d7 24 4xf6 £xf6
25 Hxc3+, but Black can also try
13 ... ©b8 14 a4 Abd7 15 £d3
c6 16 4&b2 £g7= R. Byrne-
Karpov, Bugojno 1978.

14 de

Other continuations are
weaker:

(a) 14 £b2 de 15 &Hxed ed 16
cd b4 17 dS HIxdS 18 wd4 (6
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19 &bl c5 20 &Hxc5 Hxel+ 21
SHixel we7 22 Hed Hd8 23 Hd3
£g7 with advantage to Black;
Kayumov-Veingold, Moscow
1981.

(b) 14 ed Dxd5 15 Ded, and
now:

(b1} 15 ... 52" 16 &g5 wd7 17
a6+ (17 ©Hes!?) 17 ... @xf6 18
£xf6 ¢4 19 &Hie5 HixeS 20 de £c6
21 wcl £g7 22 2dl w7 23 b4+
(Dolmatov).

(b2) 15 ... ed 16 £g5 16 (16 ...
$e7 17 g2xe7 Hxe7 18 cd Hcbd
19 »e5x) 17 Hxfo+ Hxf6 18 Hxel
wxe8 19 &xf6 w{7 20 &xd4
Nxd4 21 Hxd4 c5 22 He2 wlbmn
(Lukacs and Hazai).

14 ... Nxes
15 &xes X xesS
16 &Hf3

Or 16 f4 £c5+ 17 $h2 Hxed
(17 ... £c8!7 18 &xed de 19 Lel
£xe3 20 Hxe3 &d5 21 sxed
Hxe3 22 wxd8+ Hxd8 23 £xb7
a524 sc6 Bd1 25 Exdl &Hxdl 26
b4= Hiibner-Belyavsky, Tilburg
1986.

16 ... Exed
17  Sxed Hxed

Black has adequate compens-
ation, as confirmed by the follow-
ing games:

{a) 18 &b2 £g7 19 wc2 wi6
20 b4 ¢5 21 bc DxcS 22 He2 Hc8
23 Bael Hed 24 wd3 wbo 25 Hrd4
hS5 26 gal Hcd4F Tseshkovsky-
Belyavsky, Tashkent 1980.

(b) 18 2d2 £g7 19 Xcl ¢520
Wc2 Wi6 21 b4 Hc8 22 wd3 h5 23
£e3 d4 24 cd c4, and Black had
the initiative in Madl-Kakhiani,
Azov 1990.

C
13 d5 Hb8

13 ... &e7is played more rarely.
There can follow:

(a) 14 b3 c6 15 c4 DcB(15...cd
16 ¢cd ©hS5 17 b4 £g7 18 &b3
£c8 19 a4 &d7 20 HaS IXf8
21 ab ab 22 4e3x Korsunsky-
Govaneshvili, USSR 1977) 16 a4
Hb6 17 a5 &bd7 18 &f1 wcT 19
£g5 Hec8 20 £d3 h6 21 4h4
cd 22 cd Wc3 23 He3 wbd
4-1 Halifman—Gabriel, Bundes-
liga 1991/92 — ed.

(b) 14 &f1 £g7 (14 ... c6M L5
g5 £g7 16 &xf6 &xf6 17 dc
2xc6 18 Ded £g7 19 4b3+)
15 b3, and now:

(b1)15...¢6 16 c4 »Hh517 £d2
(Lukacs and Hazai give 17 &Hg3!?
&Hxg3 18 fg cd 19 cd 5 20 »gs
wd7 21 g4+) 17 ... Hc8 18 &He3
Wd7 19 a4 ¢d 20 cd ©Df4 21 &4bd+
Suetin—Zaitsev, Sochi 1977.
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(b2) 15 ... &HHxed 16 £xed (517
Lc2M (17 c4!? fe 18 @gs c6 19
He3 cd 20 Hxd5 DHxdS 21 cd wd7

22 xed£) 17...e4 18 &»nd4 HxdS
19 §e2” (19 £d21? ¢5 20 He2
ab6oc) 19 ... &xc3F Geller-
Eingorn, USSR Ch 1975,
14 b3 c6
15 c4
Now Black has the choice
between:
C1 15... a5
C2 15... &bd7
C3 15... 4h6
And also:

(a) 15 ... £g7 is more passive;
Karpov-Balashov, USSR Ch
1976, continued 16 &f1 c¢d 17 cd
Hbd7 18 £e3 Bc8 19 a4 &He5 (19
... ba!? 20 b4 a5) 20 ©3d2 ba 21
b4 Hb3 22 Hxad (22 £xb3!? ab
23 Wwxb3+) 22 ... »d4 23 £d3
ad7 24 wbl &b8 with a plus for
White.

(b) 15 ... wc7 generally trans-
poses to positions examined under
variation C2. Psakhis—Agdestein,
Novi Sad Ol 1990, continued 16
Hfl He8 17 L£g5 fe7 18 Hcl
&abd7 19 &g3 bec 20 be al 21 £d2
&5 22 2e3 cd 23 cd wd8=.

Cl1
15 ... a5 (33)
16 &f1
Or:
(a) 16 a4 bc 17 bc Dab=.
(b) 16 dc £xc6 17 cb £xb5 18
Ned Dab 19 £g5 b4 20 &bl

£xcd 21 bc hé 22 4e3 Wc7 23
a3 Da6 24 Hd2 5= Ljubojevic-
Karpov, Linares 1991 and Lju-

bojevic-Karpov, Amsterdam
1991.

16 ... Hbd7

17 &85

White tries to provoke ... h7-
h6, weakening the black position.
The bishop may also be developed
on d2 or e3 at once:

(a) 17 £d2, and now:

(al)17...bec 18 bc Wc7 19 &3h2
(Gutman gives 19 He3!? Hec8 20
Ec3 DeS 21 &gl £ab 22 Qel,
followed by £.e3 and &d3, with
advantage to White) 19 ... hS
20 He3 cd 21 cd Hec8 22 Zc3
wd8 23 Ha3 &cS 24 Bbl a4 25
£e3 £a6 26 »d2x Ljubojevic—
Reshevsky, New York 1984.

(a2) 17... wc7 18 Hel Kec8 19
Hcl &a6 20 dc wWxc6 21 £xas
bc 22 b4 Wb7 23 a4?”! (Gutman
gives 23 Hd2!?, aiming to bring
the knight via bl to c3) 23 ... wb8
24 &bl &h6 25 Hc3 4£xe3 26
Zcxed 4b7 27 £a2 d5F Tsesh-
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kovsky-Belyavsky, USSR 1981.
(b) 17 £.e3 wc7 18 Hcl be 19
bc Zeb8 20 Hg3 $a6 21 4ad
c5t Liberzon-Shvidler, Beer-
Sheva 1984.
17 .. Le7
Toseliani-Akhmilovskaya,
match game, USSR 1988, went 17
... h6 18 el wc7 19 Ecl 4ab
20 £d3 bc 21 bc Bab8 22 wd2+.
18 &e3
Or 18 ©e3 be (Gutman gives 18
...cd? 19 cd ©xd5 20 £.xe7 DHxe3
2] £xd8 &xdl 22 gxa5 Hxas
23 Hexdl &f6 24 Exd6 fxed 25
bd a7 26 £b3x) 19 bc HicS=.

18 ... w7
19 Ecl Eec8
20 2d3 be

21 be £La6
22  He2

A game Bronstein-Belyavsky,
USSR 1983, went 22 Hg3? wds!?
23 Ebl (23 BEe2cd) 23 ... we8 24
Be2cd 25 cd 4.xd3 26 Wxd3 &cs
27 £xc5 Hxc5 28 Zeb2 Hac8 29
He2 £f8 30 »Hd2 wad 31 3 £h6
with a good game for Black.

22 ... Xab8
23  Eec2 wh7
24 Hcl

White transfers his rook to a3,
to attack the pawn on a$5. Instead,
Klovan—Belyavsky, Minsk 1983,
went 24 Hg3 wa8 25 Hel ¢d8
26 We2 hS 27 ¢S5 4xd3 28 wxd3
h4 29 &f1 &xc5 30 £xc5 dc 31
d6 Hbdcc.

24 ... Wwa8
25  »g3 £d8

26 Ha3 Zb4
27 el wh7?!
Karpov recommends 27 ... h5
28 3 (28 ¢57! h4 29 & xab Wxab
30 &d3 BbS 31 dc Bxc6F, or 28
A3 cd29cd Bxcl 30 wxcl £xd3
31 Bxd3 ©xed 32 &Hxed Hxed 33
wcooo) 28 ... hd 29 &He2, when
White’s position is preferable
thanks to the weakness of the
pawn on h4.
28 4d2 es
29  4xb4 ab
30 =xbl
White has a clear plus; Karpov-
Belyavsky, USSR 1983.

C2
15 ... &Obd7
16 a4

This move looks more logical
now than with the black knight
on b8 forin the latter case, after an
exchange on c4 and the advance

. ab—a5, White would have to
reckon with the knight coming via
a6 to b4.

16 &f1 is also played. There can
follow:

(a) 16 ... bc 17 bc &¢5 18 2bl,
and now:

(al) 18 ... Eb8 19 £e3 was 20
A 1d2cd 21 cd Xec8 22 b3 Hxb3
23 ab &d7 24 Hd2 wd8 25 &cd as
26 Ealt Klovan—Aseyev, Tallinn
1985.

(a2) 18 ... WcT 19 a3 &(d7
20 »H3d2 Hec8 21 He3 Hab8 22
Ab3 cd 23 HxeS Dxcd 24 cd as
25 wd2 £a6 26 Hxb8 Exb8
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27 Hcl Hc8= Timoshchenko-
Klovan, USSR 1979.

(b) 16 ... Wc7 17 £g5 Hec8 18
Bclcd 19cd wa5 20 a4 b4 (20...
ba?! 21 b4) 21 H3d2 wd8 22 &Hc4
a5 23 &©fd2 h6 24 £e3 HhS5 25
£d3 &cs 26 afl &fe 27 4+
Geller—-Orlov, Pancevo 1987,

16 ... Wc7 (34)

Or:

(a) 16 ... b4, and now:

(al) 17 &f1 cS5 18 £g5 h6” (18
..o £g77 19 ©3h2 weT 20 wd2
Wf8, followed by ... &h8 and ...
Hh8 and ... Hg8) 19 &Ld2 &HhS
20 H3h2 £g7 21 wcl &4 22 hd
wi6 23 £e3 £c8 24 g3+ Kr
Georgiev—-Sinadinovic, Yugo-
slavia 1981.

(a2) 17 de &xc6 18 ©Hh2 a5 19
we2 NeS 20 Hgd HfdT 21 &f3
Neboe  Suetin—-Psakhis, USSR
1979,

(b)16...be 17 bc aS (a game Kr.
Georgiev—Radev, Bulgaria 1981,
went 17 ... Wc7 18 @b3 &S5 19
&Hxc5 dc 20 a5+) 18 &b3, and
now:

(bl) 18 ... 226 19 £d3 Eb8
20 dc &cS 21 HxcS de occurred in
Timoshchenko-Belyavsky, USSR
Ch 1977, White may continue 22
wc2 HEb6 23 £d2 Hxc6 24
&3z,

(b2) 18 ab6 19 £d3
wd7 (Kindermann—A. Greenfeld,
Munich zt 1987, went 19 ... £g77!
20 £d2 &bd7 21 Ebl cd 22 cd
$xd5 23 ed e4 24 £xa5 HExas
25 &HxaS+) 20 £d2 Hxad 21

Hxad (21 £f117)21...cd 22 BExa5
de 23 4g5 ed 24 4xf6 Web
25 Exa8 4xa8 26 £g5 h6 27
Lel W xcdoo Korsunsky-
Psakhis, USSR 1979,

17 4a3
17 &1, removing the knight
from the centre, is futile. Play may
continue:
(a)17...bc 18 bccd 19 cd Hec8
20 Ha2 a$5 21 £d3 &cs5 22 Hc2

wd8 23 &g5 £e7 24 £xf6 £xf6
25 4bS £a6F Levin-Podgay-
ets, USSR 1978.

(b)17... Bec8 18 Xa2 bc 19 be
a3, and now:

(bl) 20 £e3 £a6 21 HId2
Bcb8 22 wal &b6 23 4b3 cd 24
cd £d3 with initiative to Black;
Dolmatov—-G. Georgadze, USSR
Ch 1989.

(b2) 20 Hg3 £a6 21 &£d3 &HcS
22 &1 cd 23 ed £g7 24 hd &fd7
25 £d2 =2f8 26 h5 Hae8 27
£.¢3 11 Kindermann-Schlosser,
Dortmund 1987.

17 ... Hec8
18 £d3 cod
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19 «od whé

Or 19 ... &c5 20 &f1 wbe,
when White has:

(a) 21 wb1?! &2h6 22 4 b4 ~fd7
23 Hcl, as in Ljubojevic—Gligoric,
Belgrade 1979; and now 23 ...
218, followed by ... f5, gives Black
good counterplay (Gligoric).

{b) 21 we2 b4 22 &b2 (22
Hcd? waT 23 £xb4 Qcxed 24 as
AxdSF Geller—Ivkov, Las Palmas
1979) 22 ... a5 23 wWe3 fa6 24
f£cd4 wa7 25 Hacl {-} Kuzmin-
Podgayets, Sevastopol 1986.

(c) 21 £b4 &hS (or 21 ... ba
22 4xc5 HBxcS 23 Hxadzx) 22
ab ab 23 we2 £a6 24 welt
(Holmov).

20 b4

Intending to bring the knight to
b3 and a5. A weaker line is 20 g3
HhS 21 g2 DS 22 fc2 kg
(22 ... £h6!7) 23 a5 wd8 24 b4
Hd7 25 £d3 wi8 26 &gl 4h6
27 we2 ©Hg7 28 h4 {5, and Black
seized the initiative in Dorfman-
Romanishin, USSR Ch 1977.

20 ... Hc3

A game Geller-Podgayets,
USSR 1979, went 20 ... &Hh5™ 21
Hb3 Lh6 22 HaS Hc7 23 ab ab
24 &cl £xcl 25 Excl+.

21 b1

White deviates from his plan
without good reason. Smyslov rec-
ommends 21 &b3!? ba 22 &al
HhS 23 4b2 Ecc8 24 Wxad with

advantage.
21 ... Hcc8
22 Rl ba

23  wxad wd8

24 gg5 Le7

25 sd2 wf8

26 wdl £d8=

Smyslov-Gligoric, Bugojno

1984, ‘
c3

15 ... &h6 (35)

16 a4

Or 16 b4, with these possibili-
ties:

(ay 16 ... 2bd7M 17 &b3 £ xc!
18 Excl bc 19 dc £xc6 20 HasS+.

(b)16...bc 17 dc &Dxcb 18 Hxcd
£xcl 19 Hxcl &Hxbd 20 £b3
Wwe7!7(20... &Hxed? 21 Exed £xed
22 Hxd6 £xf3 23 wxf3 wxdé
24 wxf{7+ &h8 25 Hc7++ —
Geller) 21 wxd6? (Geller gives 21
Hg5!? Had§ 22 Ha5 d5 23 a3 de
24 axf7+ $g7 25 wb3+) 21 ...
S xed 22 wxeT7 Hxe7 23 Hfxes as
24 a3 a4 25 £xad4 Hxad 26 ab
£d5 -1 Geller-Gligori¢, Novi
Sad 1979.

(c) 16 ... Wc7, and now:

(cl) 17 &f17 £g7 18 He3 be
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19 dc &xc6 20 &Hxcd occurred in
Hawelko-Lukacs, Polanica Zdroj
1986; Black now has 20 ... ©d4F.

(c2) 17 a3 &»bd7 18 dc £xc6 19
£d3 £g7 20 2b2 &b6 21 Hcl
wd7= Popovi¢-Gligori¢, Yugo-
slav Ch 1989.

(d)16... we7 17 a3 a5 18 ba bc
19 dc &Hxcb 20 Hxcd £xcl 21
BExcl &HxaS=.

16 ... b4

Logical; Black arranges his
pawns on dark squares and then
exchanges off his ‘bad’ bishop.

Other continuations are:

(a) 16 ... ba 17 b4 a5 18 b5 cb
19 cb &bd7 20 £a3 &ab6é 21
fixad we7 22 fc2 Hec8 23 4£d3
Hfd7 24 we2 Wi8 25 Hecl 5 26
Xc6+ Balashov-Aseyev, Irkutsk
1986.

(b) 16 ... &»bd7 17 £a3 cd 18
cd Wwb6 19 b4, followed by the
knight manoeuvre »d2-b3-a5.

17  ofl

Alternatively:

(a) 17 £b2 &bd7 18 a5 &5 19
Af1 cd 20 cd £c8 21 £cl £xcl
22 wxcl £d7F Kir. Georgiev-
Hazai, Warsaw zt 1987.

(b) 17 dc Dxc6 18 Df1 &g7 19
Hg3 wc7 20 Le3 Hd7 21 wd2
&HeS5 22 Hadl Had8= Lau-
Petran, Rotterdam 1988.

17 ... £xcl
18 Hxel c5

A. Rodriguez-van der Sterren,
Amsterdam 1987, went 18 ... a5
19 dc £xc6 20 wd2 Xa7 21 Hcdl
2d7 22 whét.

19 g4 h5=

Rajna—-Orlov, Pancevo 1987.
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9 ... £b7 10 d4 Ze8 11 Dbd2

L8 12 gc2
12 ... b8
13 a4 Dbd7 (36)

This line came into widespread
use at the end of the 1980s. For
the moment White doesn’t decide
where his knight on d2 is going,
but puts immediate pressure on
the black b-pawn as in chapters
2-6. By defending it with ... c7-
c6, Black will be impeding his
bishop on b7 and reducing his
pressure on the centre.

By way of completing his mobil-
isation, White can choose between
developing his  dark-squared
bishop on the short diagonal cl-
a3 or the long diagonal cl-g5. A

manoeuvring type of game gener-
ally ensues, though White must
constantly watch out for Black’s
possible break with ... d6-d5.

The diagrammed position can
also be reached from the Breyer
system (9 ... ©&b8 10 d4 Hbd7 11
Abd2 4b7 12 &c2 He8 13 a4
4f8).

14  &d3?

A notable idea. The bishop
attacks the pawn on b5, and if
appropriate can be withdrawn to
fl — an unusual square for the
‘Spanish’ bishop. An old opening
takes on a new look!

Alternatives are:

(a) 14 Hf1? ed 15 Hxd4 ¢S 16
Af5 Hxed 17 wgd g6 18 Hho+
4xh6 19 £xh6 f5F.

(b) 14 b3 c5 15 &b2 wWc7 16
£d3ed 17 cd ba 18 Hxad cd 19
£xd4 (19 HExd4!?) 19 ... &cS
20 Hc4 wd8= Mikhalchishin-
Belyavsky, USSR 1988.

{c) 14 b4 gives a position exam-
ined in chapter 11, variation B.

14 .. c6

If Black tries to do without this
move, he generally ends up in
difficulties:
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(a) 14...d5? 15 ab de 16 Hxed
Hxed 17 £xed £xed4 18 Hxed ab
19 Hxa8 (19 £g5” f6 20 &h4
Hxal 21 wxal £d6 22 wa2+
&h8 23 de &xeS 1-) Ljubojevic-
Portisch, Bugojno 1986) 19 ...
Wxa8 20 we2 +.

(by 14 ... ed 15 cd ¢5 16 ab ab
17 Bxa8 £xa8, and now:

(b1) 18 &£ xb5 Hxed 19 Dxed
HExed 20 Exed fxed 21 &Hgsd £g6
22 $£xd7 wxd7 23 dc 4f5%
Spassky-Karpov, Tilburg 1983.

(b2) 18 d5 c4 19 £bl &cS
20 b4 cb 21 &b2 &b7 22 Ee3
g6 23 &xb3 Had 24 fal g7
25 &d3+ Short-Hjartarson,
Amsterdam 1989.

(b3) 18 dc!? &Hxc5 19 £xb5 He7
20 &nd4 &Hexed 21 Hxed Hxed?!
(21 ... Hxed 22 Hxed4 Hxed 22
$e3 dSt) 22 &f1 h6 23 b4+
Dolmatov-Olafsson, Reykyavik
1990.

(c) 14 ... b4, and now:

(cly15a5d5 16eded 17 Exe8
wxe8 18 c4 »e5 19 &Hb3 Axb3 (or
19 ... &Hxd3 20 wxd3 c6 21 dxc6
£xc6 22 @fxd4lx M. Brodsky-
Balashov, Beskidy 1991 —ed.) 20
Wxb3 c6 21 &g5 cd 22 &xf6 dc
23 4xcd gf 24 &Hxd4d HA8 25
NS Bd2oc Halifman-Belyavsky,
USSR Ch 1990.

(c2) 15 Wc2 a5 16 cb ab 17 de
DxesS 18 HxeS HxeS 19 b3 &d7
20 £b2 He8 21 e5 h6 22 ed
£xd6 23 £h7+ &h8 24 ged+
Hiibner-Belyavsky, Belfort 1988.

After 14 ... c6, White has two

plans for completing his develop-
ment:

A 15 &fl
B 15b3

A

15 &f1 (37)

The traditional method. The
knight is transferred to g3, while
the bishop is developed on the cl-
h6 diagonal now freed for it.

15 ... g6

15 ... h6 transposes to chapter
4, variation A.

Black has also tried to exploit
the white knight’s departure [rom
the centre by carrying out the 15
...dS5 break, but with no particular
success. For example:

(a) 16 Hg3? de 17 &Hxed ed 18
Hxf6+ Hxf6 19 Hxe8 wxe8 20 cd
¢S 21 ab ab 22 Hxa8 &£xa8 23
dc £xc5 }-4 Spraggett—Smejkal,
Szirak 1986.

{b) 16 Hxe5 de 17 Hxd7 wxd7
18 £c2 h6 19 &gl c5 20 dc
wxdl 21 Exdl &xc5 22 ge3t
Kindermann-Smejkal, West
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Germany 1986-87.

(c) 16 £g5!7 de 17 Hxed, and

now:
(cl) 17 ... h6 18 &xl6 wxf6 19
H1h2 wd620 Hgdc521 de wc722
e6+ Lobron-Smejkal, Ter Apel
1987.

(c2) 17 ... ed 18 Zxd4 wc7 19
£14 wb6 20 Bxd7! (20 £157 &3
21 a5 wa7 22 fe5 se7 23 wc2
$c8=  Hiibner-Spassky, 5th
match game, Venice 1989) 20 ...
Hxd7 21 @xh7+  &xh7 22
HgS+ g8 23 wxd7 + (Smejkal).

(€3 17 ... ¢5 18 &xi6 wx{6 19
de Dxe5 20 HxeS Hxed 21 HxeS
wxe5 22 ab+ —Lobron.

(c4) 17 ... £e7, when White
has:

(c41) 18 Hel ed 19 &Hxdd &8
20 &[S w72 (20 ... &5 21 &2
wxdl 22 Haxdl &©dS5 23 @le3t)
2] wd2 Had8 22 Hxe® Hxe8 23
214 Wb6 24 a5 wd8 25 ~d6+
Balashov—Belyavsky, USSR Ch
1989.

(c42) 18 He2 ed 19 Hxd4 &f8
20 Bd2 ¢S5 (20 ... WcT 21 &f5
Qd5= but 21 &5 c522 &3 Hes
23 DxeS5 Hxe5 24 el led to an
advantage for White in Anand-
Belyavsky, Linares 1992 —ed.) 21
Dxb5 Wb6 22 Hal3 Hed5 23 Hcd
Hxcd 24 fxcd Ded 25 WhS gb
26 £x{7+ g7 27 wh6+ &h8
28 whd4 ReS with complex play;
van der Wiel-van der Sterren,
. Dutch Ch 1990.
16 &gl
17 g5

=g7

Or 17 £d2 wc7 18 wcl, and
now:

(a) 18... ©f8 19 de de 20 ¢4 be
21 fxcd &De6 22 b4 &Hd7 23
Ha2+ Tseshkovsky—-Razuvayeyv,
Minsk 1985.

(b) 18 ... d5!? 19 ed” (19 de
axed 20 Hxed de 21 Lxed Dxes
22 Dxe5 @xe5= — Smagin) 19
... 9xd520 ¢4 be 21 &xcd S F
Smagin-Klovan, Pinsk 1986.

17 ... Hi8
18  wd2 Heb
19 2e3 Hd7
20 gf1 wc7
21 Zedl Xed8
22 ab ab

23 Exa8 £xa8
24 d5

White has the advantage; Halil-
man—Gulko, Groningen 1991.

B

15 b3 (38)

White keeps his knight on d2
and will develop his bishop on b2
or a3. The queen will go to c2 and
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the queen’s rook to d1. Sometimes
White initiates this plan with 15
Wc2, which as a rule simply trans-
poses.

15 ... g6

Or 15... 2b8 16 £a3 &h5 17
L1 (not 17 &xe5? de 18 wxh3
£xa3 19 HExa3 &f6F) 17 ... Hf4
18 Wc2 £c8 19 Xadl wbé 20
b4+ Sokolov-Belyavsky, USSR
Ch 1988.

16 Wc2

The alternatives are:

(a) 16 £b2 Xb8 (16... £g7 17
bl wb6 18 b4 &HhS 19 &b3
Had8 20 &cl wc7 21 £g5 BEb8
22 wc2x Ljubojevic—Smejkal,
Reggio Emilia 1985/86) 17 wc2
Hh5 18 &h2 a4 19 &f1 He6 20
Hgd £¢7 21 de de 22 Hf3 hS5 23
4e3 wcT 24 Rad! 2bd8 25 h4
1—1 Ljubojevic—Karpov, Tilburg
1986.

(b) 16 £a3 Wc7 (Tseshkovsky-
Psakhis, USSR Ch 1981, went 16
... ®h5 17 &11 Wwb6 18 b4 Had8
19 £b2 c5 20 ab ab 21 bc dc 22
Zbl c4 23 wc2 Dhi6=) 17 wc2,
and now:

(b1) 17 ... Had8 18 Zabl (18
Hadl!?”) 18 ... d5 19 &xf8 Hxf8
20 b4 de 21 fxed ed 22 cd Wd6
23 Wb3= Dolmatov—Belyavsky,
USSR Ch 1989.

{b2) 17 ... £g7, which can be
met by:

(b21) 18 &£f1 dS 19 ed &xdS 20
cd b4 21 cd ba 22 d6 Wxd6 23 Hcd
wbd= A. Sokolov—Belyavsky,
USSR Ch 1989.

(b22) 18 Zadl d5 19 ed &xd5
20 Hed ed 21 cd b4 22 £b2 a5 23
Lcd4 ©7b6 24 &f1 £ Ivanchuk—
Belyavsky, Linares 1990.

16 ... &hs

Black also has:

(a) 16 ... ed?! (premature central
activity) 17 c¢d d5 18 e5 &h5 19
¢6!? (Short-Spassky, Belfort 1988,
went 19 &f1?7! g7 20 £h6 ba 21
HBxad ¢c5=)19... Exe6 20 Hxeb
fe 21 £xgb6+.

(b) 16 ... wb6 17 £b2 £g7 18
b4 ¢51? (18 ... ed” 19 c¢d ¢5 20 be
dc 21 ab ab 22 dc ©xcS5 23 HExal8
%xa8 24 &£d4t R. Byrne-
Padevsky, Monte Carlo 1968) 19
bc dc 20 ab ab 21 Exa8 &xa8 22
HxeS @DxeS 23 de &d7= Lju-
bojevic-Spassky, Tilburg 1983.

(c)16... Xc8 17 £b2, and now:

(c1) 17 ... &hS 18 &f1 &f4 19
23 De6 20 hd wb6 (20... £g717 21
$£h3ed22cdc523d5 ndd= —
Smejkal) 21 £h3 Xcd8 22 Hadl
£g7 23 &f1 &Hdf8 24 ab ab 25
He3t+ Hiibner-Smejkal, West
Germany 1989.

(c2) 17 ... 2g7 18 c4 (Korch-
noi-Portisch, Belgrade 1970, went
18 de” de 19 b4 &8 20 Red1 Wbb
21 Wb3 c5F; Spassky suggests 18
Hadl!”) 18 ... ed 19 &xd4 Hh5
20 £xg7 Dxg7 21 b4 a5 22 cbcb
23 wb2 ba 24 £bS ab 25 wxb4
£c6 26 £xc6 Hxc6 27 wWxad
2c8 28 wd4+ Adams—Motwani,
London 1990.

d) 16 ... 2b8 17 &£b2 & hS5 18
Hh2 afd 19 &1 He6 20 Hgd



72 12 £c2 ©b8 13 a4

£87 21 de de 22 &3 hS5 23 &Hel

Wc7 24 Radl Ebd8 25 h4 -}

Ljubojevic—Karpov, Tilburg 1986.
17 af1

Or:

(a) 17 £b2 &©f4 18 &f1 &g7
19 Badt Heb6 20 wbl wc7 21 g3
ba 22 ba d5 23 &£g2 Had§, with
roughly equal chances; Aseyev-
G. Georgadze, Lvov 1990.

(b) 17 ga3 &Hf4 18 &fl wc7
19 g3 De6 20 £b2 £g7 21 b4
Ob6 22 ab ab 23 Hxa8 Hxa8 24
de de 25 c4 with advantage to

White; Brodsky-Aleksandrov,
Kherson 1991.

17 ... 1413

18 4&b2 Xac8

19 EHadl c5
Hibner-Spassky, 3rd match
game, Venice 1989, went 19 ... ed
20 cd d521 Wbl ba22ba £b4=.

20 wbl 2g7
21  wal
11
272
Nunn-—Portisch, Rotterdam

1989.
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9 ... 2£b7 10 d4 Ze8 11 &Hbd2
£f8 12 £c2 &b8

13 b4

White gains some space on the

queenside and subsequently has
the possibility of attacking with
a2—a4 and exerting strong press-
ure on the black e-pawn with £b2
and c3-c4. In several cases the
knight is brought from d2 via b3
to aS. However, thanks to the
harmonious placing of his pieces,
Black is fully able to resist White's
initiative with accurate play.

13 ... Hbd7 (39)

This position arose in Fischer-
Spassky, 10th game, World Ch
match, Reykjavik 1972, After
Fischer’s striking win in that game,

the variation with b2-b4 became
highly fashionable; recently it has
been seen a good deal more rarely.

From the diagram, White has:

A 14 §b2
B 14 a4

14 £b2 (40)

Now Black can choose between:

Al 14... g6
A2 14... a5
A3 14... 4b6

Al
14 ... g6
Transferring the bishop to g7
is rather slow. Whilst it can be
justified if White doesn’t hurry
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with c2-c4; with energetic play,
White obtains a plus.
15 a3

Or:

(a) 15 wb1 (White in turn plays
slowly) 15 ... ¢6 16 a3 wc7 7
£b3 £g7 18 wa2 He7 9 de
Hxe5 20 &Hxed de 21 ¢4 2d8 22
Hadl Zed7 i-4 Suetin-Lengyel,
Budapest 1970.

{b) A good alternative is the
immediate 15 ¢4 ed 16 cb ab
17 &xd4 d5 18 ed Hxel+ 19
wxel &£xd5 20 a3 c6 21 Hedt
Dueball-O’Kelly, West Germany
1970.

15 ... Lg7
16 c4

White also has:

(a) 16 Wbt d5 (16 ... ©b6!?) 17
ed ed 18 c4 bc 19 &Hxcd £xdS 20
Hed2 Hxel+ 21 wxel ¢5 22 be
d3 23 £xd3 &OxcS5= Smagin-
Psakhis, Moscow 1986.

(b) 16 d5 b6 17 c4 be 18 a4 c6
19 dc 4.xc6 20 aS ©c8 21 Dxcd+
Ciri¢c-Kuijpers, Beverwijk 1967.

16 ... ed
17 <¢cb ab
18 &Hxd4 &Hhs

Or 18 ... c¢6 19 D4b3 Hc8 20
a4+ lvkov—Filip, Vrsac 1971.

19 &3 c6
20 D2b3 whé
21 He2x
Parma-Jelen, Yugoslavia 1977.
A2
14 ... as
15  £d3?

Gufeld-Dely, Kecskemet 1968,
went 15 a3 wb8 16 de de 17 &Hb3
ab 18 ¢cb ¢5=.

15 ... c6
16 a3 Hb6
17 Hecl

Gipslis—Podgayets, USSR Ch
1970, concluded 17 ®bl Hfd7 18
@Ab3 ab 19 cb Ec8 20 Hcl a8
21 ©al gb 22 Hc2 4-1.

17 ... ed
18 Hxdd Hfd7
19 &2b3

With a plus for White; Tal-
Karpov, Leningrad izt 1973.

A3
14 ... b6
15 a3 Hid7
Fortifying the e5 point. For 15
... h6, see chapter 8, variation A.
An inferior line is 15 ... g6 16
de de 17 c4 be 18 DxeS £g7 19
Hdxcd Hxed 20 Hxcd fxed 21

fad44+  Parma-Masi¢, Vrsac
1973.

16 we2

Or:

(a) 16 c4?! bc 17 de Dxe5 18
Hxed de 19 we2 ¢5 20 be £xc5
21 Hxcd Dixcd 22 Wxcd Wb6TF
Hartston-Spassky, Bath 1973.

(b) 16 Hecl g6 t7 &bl (17 d5!17)
17 ... £h6 (17 ...c5!7) 18 Hc2 a5
19 ¢4 (Blackstock gives 19 bal?
Exa5 20 c4 be 21 &Hxcd Hxed 22
HExc4dx) 19 ... ab 20 ab ed 2I
£xd4 bc 22 @a2 Had 23 wbl
wa8F R. Byrne-Tukmakov,
Leningrad izt 1973.
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(c) 16 Wbl c5 17 bc dc 18 a4
WcT 19 a5 Dc8 20 DxeS HxeS 21
de c4 22 &f3 HeT 23 fcl Dgb
with equal chances; Kupreichik—
A. Petrosian, Kiev 1973.

16 ... Xc8

Jadoul-Spassky, Brussels 1985,
went 16 ... ed 17 cd ¢S5 18 bc dc
19 dc &xcS 20 e5 &bad 21 &£d4
Deb=.

17 XHacl ed

18 «cod cS
19 h4 cd
20 4xd4 Hes

A. Greenfeld-Portisch, Buda-
pest 1983.

Now Black can choose between:

Bl 14...d5
B2 14...g6
B3 14... a5
B4 14... b6
Bl
14 ... ds

Very committal. All the central

pawns are now under attack.
Clearly there are going to be multi-
ple exchanges; and White, who
captures first, will obviously gain
the advantage.
15  &xesS

Approximate equality resulted
from 15 de?! &xed 16 Lxed de 17
£g5 16 18 4xed &xed 19 Exed
Qxe5 (19 ... fg? 20 2d4 Ze7 21
e6+) 20 Bd4 Hxf3+ (20 ... we7?
21 &HxeS fg 22 wb3+ we6 23
Wxe6+ Hxeb6 24 Hf3+ Timman-
Knaak, Sombor 1972) 21 wxf3
Wwc8 22 ge3 ¢S5 in Vasyukov—
Zuidema, Wijk aan Zee 1973.

15 ... de

Ghinda—-Majstorovic, Cacak
1973, went 15... &HxeS 16 de Hxed
17 &xe4 de 18 Wxd8 Hexd8 (18
... Baxd8 19 ab ab 20 Ha7+) 19
£g5 He8 20 ab ab 21 HExa8
£xa8 22 dxed fxed 23 Hxed
f6 24 &f4 £d6 25 ed Hxed 26 dc
Xc4 27 £d6 Rc6 28 c4+.

16 f4 ef

17  &Hdxf3 fnxes
18 &xes £dé6
19 &£f4

A game Tukmakov—Vasyukov,
USSR 1973, went 19 £g5 £xeS

20 de wdS 21 Xe2 wxdl+ 22
Xxdl ©HdS=.

19 .. 4Lxes

20 4xe5 and7

21 wd3 g6

22 &f4 b6

23 wgl Hxad

Or 23 ... &nd5 24 $e5 wd7 25
Rfl He7 26 ab ab 27 Exa8+



76 12 4c2 ©b8 13 b4

&#xa8 28 hd4+ Balashov-Spiri-
donov, Sochi 1973.

24 HExe8+ wWxe8
25 EHel wd7
26 shé wdé
27 Hes Hb6
28  we3

This occurred in Vasyukov-
Holmov, Dubna 1973. Black has
weak dark squares and a weak
back rank.

B2

14 ... g6

15  &hb2 2g7

16 c4 ed

17 «¢b ab

18 ab d3??

19 £xd3 Hxed

Black has equalised; for ex-

ample:

(a) 20 &xg7 ©Hxd2 2] Hxe8+
Wxe8 22 wxd2 &xg7 23 Hxald
$xa8 24 wc3+ HeS= Li-Omel-
chenko, USSR corr 1982.

(b) 20 fxed £xb2 21 Hxal
wxa8 22 &£xb7 Exel+ 23 wxel
Wxb7= Sznapik—Romanishin,
Caracas 1976.

B3
14 ... as
15 ba
Kavalek—Portisch, Wijk aan
Zee 1969, concluded 15 ab ab 16
£b2 bc 17 &£xc3 c6 $-1.
15 ... B xas
16 Xbl £a6
16 ... wa8 might seem to have
more point, since in defending his

bishop Black simultaneously
increases the pressure on the white
e-pawn. Nonetheless, the ensuing
complications turn out in White's
favour: 17 ab ed 18 cd &xed 19
Hxed Lxed 20 Zxed KExed 21
HgS Bha (or 21 ... &f6 22 Hxed
Hxed 23 wd3+) 22 g317 (Geller—
Portisch, Portoroz izt 1973, went
22 Hx[f77 xf7 23 4g5 Hed 24
i3+ &fe 25 4xf6 Hel+ 26
Bxel wxf3 27 gf &xfo=) 22 ...
Zh6 23 Hx7 Exh3 24 d5 &f6 25
L5 BhS 26 &Hgs &h8 27 4eb
Bxg5 28 axg5 Hed 29 2hd wel
30 Eb4 &HceS 31 Ef4+ Sznapik—
Kostro, Polish Ch 1974.
17 ab

Or 17 d5!7 wa8 18 ga3 ¢5 19
dc Wxc6 20 £bd4 Zxad 21 fxad
ba 22 Hal &b6 23 £a5 ©id7 24
Wc2 HeS 25 ¢4 with advantage
to White; Belyavsky—A. Petrosian,
Kiev 1973.

17 ... X xb5
18 Hal

18  £b3, threatening 19
£xf7+4, deserves attention. Black
has to defend precisely:

(a)18... He7™ 19 Wc2 (with the
threat of 20 wa2), and now:

(al) 19... Zb8 20 &Hg5 4b7 21
f4 he 22 e de 23 &gf3 c5 24
«a3 wc7 25 ©h4+ Mecking—
Reshevsky, Petropolis izt [973.

(@2) 19 ... HaS 20 Dcd sH.xcd
21 sfxcd Wa8 22 £d3 d5 23
ed ed 24 Hxe7 fxe7 25 cd4+
Kavalek —Biyiasas, USA 1976.

(b) 18 ... ¢6!? 19 Wc2 Ha5 20
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£b2 (or 20 Dcd £xcd 21 fxcd

dS=) 20 ... wc7 21 Xal h6 22
Hxa5 wxa5 23 Hal wb6 24 4a3
dsS 25 4xf8 Hxf8 1-}
Razuvayev-Smejkal, Ljubljana
1973.

18 ... Zb6

19 4b3 hé

20 a3

20 wc2 is less convincing. After
20 ... £b7, there can follow:

(a) 21 $ad4 Ha6 22 £b2 wal
23 4bS HExal 24 Hxal wc8 25
Hel waB 26 Hal wc8 27 Hel }-}
Matanovic-Karpov, Bath 1973.

(b) 21 Ha5 d5!? 22 de &Hxe5 23
HxeS Hxe5 24 {4 Exed 25 Hxed
Hxed 26 fel3 ¢S5 27 Bal wbl=

(G. Kuzmin).
20 ... c5
21 dc fnxes
22 4xcS de
23 ocd £b7
24 Wc2

And now instead of 24 ... Wc7?!
25 Ha7 Hel 26 wa2 wWb8 27
Zal Hd7 28 4&b3+, as in Tal-
Tukmakov, USSR Ch 1973, Black
should have continued 24
W b2, after which White only has
a slight edge.

B4
14 ... abé (42)
Perhaps the strongest move,
forcing White to come to a
decision on the queenside.
15 a5
White can hardly count on suc-
cess with other continuations:

(a) 15ab ab 16 Xxa8 wxa8, and
now:

(al) 17 £d3 ed 18 &xd4 Dxed
19 &xed Lxed 20 £xed?” (20
&xb51? ¢6 22 &fl cS5=) 20 ...
Hxed 21 DxbS5 wd5 22 ©d4 g6F
Timman-Kasparov, London
1984,

(a2) 17 de de 18 £d3 c6 19 Wb3
$£c8 20 c4 bc 21 Hxcd HDxcd
22 @xc4 feb= Kr. Georgiev—
Antonov, Bulgaria 1984.

(b) 15 &b2 ed 16 cd ©Dxad 17
£xa4 ba occurred in Hennings—
Spassky, Sochi 1973; now Spassky
gives 18 wc2 d5 19 e5 Qed 20
Wxad=.

15 ... Hbd7
16 &b2

Although Black’s manoeuvres
with his queen’s knight have used
up a lot of time, it is hard for
White to take advantage of this,
in view of the closed nature of
the position. Black now has three
main continuations:

B41 16 ... wb8
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B42 16... g6
B43 16... 2b8

A weaker line is 16 ... ¢6 17
HEbl Wc7 18 4b3 Bad8 19 ¢4 ed
20 cb cb 21 £xd4 Hc8 22 &Hgs
dS 23 ed Hxel+ 24 wxel £xd5
25 &xh7 &xh7 26 £xd5 &HxdS
27 wed+ Hg8 28 wxdS5+ Vogt-
Dorfman, Havana 1988.

B4t
16 ... Wb8
17  =bl

Logical; it is fairly unpleasant
for the black queen to be placed
opposite the white rook.

It is also worth considering 17
c4 bc 18 Lad4 c6 (Matanovic
suggests 18 ... 2d8!?) 19 &xcd ed
20 wxd4 dS 21 ed RHxel+ 22
Hxel Axd5 23 &d3, with strong

pressure; Kavalek-Reshevsky,
Chicago 1973.

17 ... ¢S

18 he de

19 de Hxes

20 Hxes

Or 20 c4 &xf3+ (20... &fd7 21
cb ab 22 4&xe5 Hixes5 23 Exb5+
Micheli~Matanovi¢, Italy 1973)
21 wxf3 wd8 22 mbdl (22 £c3
b4 23 &xf6 wxf6 24 wx[6 gl=)
22 ... wxa$5 23 4xf6 gf 24 wxf6?!
(24 wgd+!? 2g7 25 Held Lc8
26 Wh4 gives White a dangerous
attack for the pawn) 24 ... £g7
25 WfS Wc3 26 e5 KxeS 27 HxeS
wxe5 28 wxh7+ &f8, with an
active position for Black; Kostro—
Sznapik, Poland 1972.

20 ... WwxeS
21 c4 wf4
22 axfé wxf6

Reshevsky recommends 22 ...
gf.
23 cb
24 Wcl wce3
Vasyukov-Smejkal, Polanica
Zdroj 1972, went 24 ... ab 25
Txb5 fa6 26 b6 Wce3 27 &Hb3
g6 28 ¢S5 $h6=.
25 &f3
Fischer-Spassky, 10th game,
World Ch match, Reykjavik 1972,
continued 25 ... Wxa5 26 £b3
with a large plus for White.
Instead, 25 ... ab would have given
approximate equality.

HedS

B42
16 ... g6
17 ZXbl
Tringov-Ree, Skopje Ol 1972,
went 17 ¢4 be!? (17 ... ed? 18 ¢cb
ab 19 &xd4+) 18 d5 ¢6 19 dc
£xc6 20 Hxcd Wb8 21 a4
£xad 22 wxad d5=.
17 ... &Hhs
Or 17 ... £g7 18 ¢4 c6 19 cb
cb 20 d5 2f8 21 &f1x Timman—
Torre, Bugojno 1984.

18 c4 be

19 de Hxes
20 HxeS de

21 Hxed wf6

Nunn gives 21 ... &xb4 22
HxeS £xel 23 wxel wd6 (or 23
... WgS 24 oxf7 $HxI7 25 £b3+
£d5 26 £xd5+ wxdS5 27 ed
Hxel+ 28 Bxel Hf4=)24 Wwc3 {6
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25 wb3+ £d5 26 Hcd fxcd 27
Wxcd+ $h8 28 Bd1 Wldoo, which
actually occurred in the recent
correspondence game Schacter-L.
Panteleoni, 1989/90, and alter 29
g4 Hg3!? 30 Bd7 Dxed 31 sfxed
Hxe4 White blundered with 32
W7 instead of 32 4xf6+ Wxf6

33 Wxed A8 34 Wwdd= — ed.
22 Za4 Heb
23  wb3 X b8!

23 ... Hd8 was considerably
stronger, giving roughly equal
chances.

24 ad7 He7

25 g4t
Nunn-Belyavsky, Brussels
1988.
B43

16 ... Eb8 (43)

Black takes aim at the white
b-pawn, in anticipation of c3-c4.
17  2bl
Alternatives are:
(a) 17 wbl &HhS 18 c4? (18
Hf117) 18 ... bc 19 &Qixcd ed 20

£xd4 cS 21 £el cb 22 &bbd
Hhf6 23 wxb4 d5F Ljubojevic-
Karpov, Manila 1976.

(b) 17 He2 £a8 (17 ... gb!?) 18
Wwel g6 19 Ed1 we7 20 c4 ed,
as in Bangiev—-Didishko, USSR
1974; and now 21 &xd4=.

(c) 17 &h2 d5 18 f4 ed 19 e5 dc
20 éxc3 d4 21 fxd4 &ds 22
Hgdoo Batakov-Bikulov, USSR
corr 1982.

17 ... %a8

Or 17 ... ©&h5!? 18 ¢4 (18 Hxe5
de 19 wxhS edoo) 18 ... bc 19 dS
&Hf4 20 Hxcd c6 21 Hxd6 £xd6
22 dc £xc6 23 Wwxd6 Heb6 24 wd2
Zg6F Rusakov-Arakelian, corr
1988.

18 gal g6

18 ... h6 has also been played,
for example:

(a) 19 He3 ©h7 20 we2 c5 21
bc dc 22 Hxe5 Hxe5 23 de ¢4 24
Zg3 Dg525 4b2 He6= Browne-
Gligori¢, Milan 1975.

(b) 19 de de 20 c4 ¢5 21 cb ab
(21 ... Exb5!?7) 22 we2 &c6 23 be
Wxal 24 b3 wcT7= Hjartarson-—
Belyavsky, Belfort 1988.

19 4

Or 19 £d3, with these possi-
bilities:

(a) A game Vasyukov-Podgay-
ets, Leningrad 1974, went 19 ...
¢5 20 d5 ©hS 21 &b2 &f4 22
&f1, and now 22 ... £h6 would
have given approximate equality.

(b) 19 ... ed 20 cd ¢c5 21 &c3
(21 be!? de 22 d5) 21 ... dS 22
e5 c4, as in Unzicker-Smejkal,
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Lucerne Ol 1982; and now 23 ef
cd 24 Hb3=.

{c)19... £g7 20 c4 bc 21 fxc4
ed 22 £xd4 Hxed 23 Hixed Exed
24 fxab £xd4 25 Hxd4d ¢S5 26
&Hc2x Vukceevic—Kraidman, Has-
tings 1976/77.

19 ... be

Planinc-Spassky, Amsterdam
1973, went 19 ... ed 20 cb ab 21
Hxd4 d5 22 H4f3 de 23 Hgs e3
24 fe £d5 25 £b3 c6 26 ¢4 £xb3
27 Wxb3 we7=.

20 de

20 d5 &xd5? (20 ... ¢c6!7) 21 ed

$xdS 22 fad4 c6 23 we2+ was

played in Brenjo—Aleksandrov,
Leningrad 1991.
20 ... oHxes

21  Hxes de
22 &c3 fc6

Or 22 ... ¢5 23 bc (Timman
gives 23 &Hixc4!? wxdl 24 Hbxdl
cb 25 &£xe5 Bbe8 26 £x/6 Excd
27 £b3x) 23 ... HExbl 24 wxbl
£xc5 25 &Hxcd wceT 26 £b3

$d4= Thorsteins—Hjartarson,
Iceland 1985.

23 we2 £b5

24  Hxed c5

25 be Hc81?

Y. Gruenfeld-Ehlvest, Zagreb
1987, went 25 ... £xc57 26 £b3
wc7 27 Ebcl £a3 28 Hc2 &d7
29 &d24.

26 b3 X xcs
27 4b4 Bc6
28 &xf8 BExf8
29 wal=
Browne-Karpov, Amsterdam
1976.
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9 ... 2b7 10 d4 Ze8 11 2bd2
218 12 4c2 ©b8
13 b3

Hbd7 (44)

White's 13th move used to be
played in order to fianchetto the
queen’s bishop. Recently it has
tended to have a different purpose:
closing the centre with 14 d5 and
then fortifying it with c3-c4.

Thus, we consider:

A 14 2b2
B 14 d5

A
14 4&b2
Not yet fixing the central struc-
ture.
14 ... g6
14 ... c5 is also perfectly play-

able. There can follow:

(a) 15 de de, and now:

(al) 16 c4 wc7 17 &aft AAb8 18
el Deb 19 HdS wd8 20 £d3 bd
21 &h2 &©d4= Ciric-Robatsch,
Sarajevo 1968.

(a2) 16 a4 g6 17 ab ab 18 c4
b4 19 &f1 4g7 20 H3d2 HI8=
Planinc-Matanovi¢,  Ljubljana
1973.

(b)y 15 d5 £c8 16 £d3 BEbS 17
We2 Ab6 18 &h2 Hh5 19 g3
g6 20 c4 bdoc Kovacs—Portisch,
Hungarian Ch 1965.

(c) 15 a4 wb6 16 d5 g6 17 &Il
AhS 18 Deld £g7 19 Ha2 Habg
20 &cl £c8 21 g3 Adf6 22 &g2
£d7= Zapata-A. Rodriguez,
Cuba 1984.

15 a4

At this point, 15 ... ¢6 16 £d3
or 15 ... £g7 16 £d3 c6 would
transpose to chapter 10, variation
B (note ‘a’ to White’s 16th move).

Other continuations for Black
are:

(a) 15 ... &h5 16 c4 c6 17 &Il
bc 18 bced 19 £xd4 Wc7 20 Ebl
£g7 21 axg7 Dxg7 22 He3 hSow
Romanishin—-A. Petrosian, Mos-
cow 1972,
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(b) 15...¢516d5 2b8 17 £d3
£c8 18 we2 wb6 19 g4 hS5 20 g5
Ah7 21 $h2 4e7 22 Hgl Hdf8
23 we3 wc7 with level chances;

Ljubojevic-Gligoric, Bugojno
1980.
B

14 d5

White fixes the pawn position
in the centre.

14 ... c6
15 c4

Black’s aim will now be to
arrange his pieces harmoniously
and to open files at a suitable
moment by exchanging pawns on
dS or c4.

15 ... wc7

Alternatively:

(a) 15 ... a5, and now:

(al) 16 We2 b4 17 dc £.xc6 18
ad HesS 19 Hh2 g6 20 Hed
Nfd7oc  Suetin-Psakhis, USSR
1979.

(a2) 16 ad bc 17 bc &cs5 18
Qbll? £a6 19 Hal3 we7 20 £d2
Zeb8 21 £c3 g6 22 wd2+ Sigur-
jonsson—Ornstein, Iceland 1984.

(b) 15 ... ©b6 16 &£b2 (16
£d317) 16 ... &fd7 17 dc 4£xc6
18 cb ab 19 &f1 &cS 20 &gl
f6 21 we2 d5F Klovan-Geller,
USSR 1979.

(c) For 15 ... g6, see chapter 9,
variation C2.

16 &f1

16 a4 weakens White’s own pos-
ition, for example:

(a) 16 ... Hec8 17 Ha2 bc 18

bc a5 19 @b3 (a game Karpov—
Romanishin, USSR 1979, went 19
£d3 HceS5 20 2bl ab=) 19 ...
La6 20 ofd2 &b6 21 HxasS cd
22 cd &©bxd5 23 ed Wwxa5, with
advantage to Black; Kr. Geor-
giev—-van der Sterren, Plovdiv
1983.

{b) 16 ... g6 17 &1 Eec8 18
Ha2 bc 19 bc a5 20 £e3 a6 21
NH1d2 Hcb8 22 wal b6 23 &b3
cd 24 cd £d3, and Black had the
initiative in Dolmatov-G. Geor-
gadze, USSR Ch 1989.

16 ... Hec8 (45)

Or:

(a) 16 ... Hac8 (illogical, since
there are more prospects for a
rook on a8 than on e8) 17 He3 gb
18 £d2 bc 19 bc £g7 20 &b4
cd 21 cd a5 22 &a3 &Hcs 23 »d2
wd8 24 Hecd Lab 25 gad with
a plus for White; Campora—van
der Sterren, Amsterdam 1984,

(b) 16 ... g6 17 £d2 bc 18 be
a5 19 ©3h2 hS 20 He3 cd 21 cd
Hec8 22 Hc3 Wwd8 23 Ha3, and
White’s position is preferable; Lju-
bojevic—Reshevsky, New York
1984,

17 &el3 g6

(a) 17 ... a5 18 £d2 bc 19 be
HeS (19 ... go!?) 20 AfS + Geller—
Lukacs, Sochi 1984.

(b) 17 ... cd 18 cd a5 19 £d2
b4t (19 ... &cS!?) 20 a3 HesS 21
abab 22 Xxa8 Hxa8 23 wbl wb6
23 Hcd WbS 25 ge3 L Geller-
Belyavsky, Sochi 1986.

(c) 17 ... be 18 bc &c5 19 &Hd2
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cd 20 cd a$S 21 a4 £a6 22 Ral
Hab8 23 Xc3 wd8 24 &a3 Hfd7
25 &Hdcdx Ermenkov-Smejkal,
Thessaloniki Ol 1984,
18 «d2

Ljubojevic-Belyavsky, Reykja-
vik 1991, went 18 &h2! h5!
(Belyavsky suggests 18 ... bc 19
bc cd 20 cd a5 21 £d2 a6 22
Zcl &esS 23 Degd though White
still stands better) 19 &hfl a$ 20
£d2 £g7 21 Zcl bec 22 bc &cS

23 wf3 wd8 24 &Hg3 cd 25 cd
fa6+.
18 ... Hes
Or 18...a519 Xcl £a6 20 dc
(20 £b1=) 20 ... Wxc6 21 £xas
bc 22 b4 wb7 23 a4 wb8 24
£bl £h6 with a plus for Black;

Tseshkovsky-Belyavsky, USSR
1981.

19 g4 Axgd

20 hg cd

21 «od Had

22 443 ab2

23 we2 Dxd3

24  wxd3 f6
Psakhis—Smejkal, Szirak 1986,
went 24 ... Wc2?! 25 we3 wcS (25
... WcT'?) 26 wgS wb6 27 Wwh4,
with a strong attack.

25 oh2 Se7

26 ofl wd7

27 &He3 £d8

28 <h2 a5=
Ljubojevic-Portisch, Tilburg

1983.
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9 ... £b7 10 d4 Ze8 11 &Hbd2
L£18 (46)

In this chapter, we consider:

A 12 0g5
B 12 d5

A
12 &Hgs
13 d5
In Arnason-Geller, Reykjavik
1986, White played the risky 13 {4
h6 14 df3 we8!? (evidently White
had only reckoned on 14 ... hg?!
15 fg&) 15 fe de 16 de 2d8 17
wc2 Dxe5 18 HxeS hgTF.
13 ... Has
Or 13... &b8 14 &fl, and now:
(a) 14 ... &Hbd7 15 Hg3 g6 16
fe3 Wwcel 17 Hcl &Hced 18 &c2

He7

c6 19 b4 &Hed7 20 £b3 £ Roman-
ishin—Belyavsky, USSR Ch 1979,

(b) 14 ... h6 15 &f3 c6 16 He3
(16 dc &xcb 17 De3 Das 18 &HdS
Ze8 19 oxf6+ wxf6 20 £dS
&xd5 21 wWxdS web= —
Matanovic) 16 ... He® 17 &h4!?
Hxed 18 HefS &f6 19 de Dxc6 20
g6 d5 21 DxI8 Hxf8 22 Wil
Vasyukov-Torre, Reykjavik 1980.

14 &c2 c6

15 b4 Hed
16 &Hxcd be

17 dc Lxc6
18 ad

From this position, Black has
obtained good play:

(a) 18 ... £b7 19 &f3 h6 20
We2 wc7 21 ©£d2 Ec8 22 a3
d5F Timman-Karpov, Bugojno
1980.

(b) 18 ... Wc7 19 £a3 Hd8 20
we2 £b7 21 b5 Hee8 22 £b4 h6
23 &0 f3 a5 24 £a3 dS5 Liberzon-
A. Greenfeld, Israel 1983.

B
12 d5 b8
Let us look at the alternative
knight moves:
(a) 12 ... He7, and now:
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(a1) 13 ¢4 c6 14 &c2 bc 15 dc
Hxcb 16 Hxcd h6 17 £d2 Hc8
18 Bcl &Hd4 19 La4 Hx{3+N (19
... ©b5'?) 20 wxf3 He6 21 fa5
we7 22 &Hd2+  Ermenkov-
Lukacs, Albena 1985.

(a2) 13 &f1 h6 14 A3h2 &Hg6 15
Hg3 £c8 16 £c2 (16 D57 16
... £d7 17 4e3 Hh7 18 &H\f5 Hf4
19 &xf4 ef 20 wd2 g6 21 &Hd4
wi6 22 He2 3 23 &Hxf3 &xh3=
Parma-Balashov, Moscow 1977.

(b)12... HaS 13 &c2 c6 14 b4
Ned 15 Hxed be, and now:

(bl) 16 dc &xc6 17 £g5 h6 18
£xf6 wxlf6 19 &Hh2 a5 20 Hgd
Web 21 ad £e7 22 we2 $g5 23
Ne3 4xe3 24 wxe3+ Kinder-
mann-Smejkal, Baden-Baden
1985.

(b2) 16 £ad Wc7 (16 ... cd!?)
17 £g5 &d7 18 dc £xc6 19
£xc6 wWxc6 20 a4 h6 21 £h4
Hb6 with advantage to White;
Akopian-Svidler, Oakham 1990.

13 &fl

Or:

(a) 13 a4 c6 14 dc &xc6 15 Dgs
He7 16 ab ab 17 Exa8 wxa8 18
axf7 Bxf7 19 axf7+ &xf7 20
Wb3+ &g6 21 wxbS &Hd8 22
wd3 &e6 23 b4 h6 -4 Jansa-
Smejkal, Czech Ch 1986.

(b) 13 ¢4 c6, and now:

(b1) 14 £¢2 Hbd7 15 b3 wc7
16 £b2 Hab8 17 Hcl g6 18 we2

£h6 19 cb ab 20 4£d3 Wwbé6
21 dc £xc6= Chandler-Ribli,
London 1986.

(b2) 14 dc @Dxc6 15cb ab 16 &f1

h6 17 Hg3 wd7 18 £d2 Rad8 19
We2 dS 20 ed HxdS 21 wxb5 &Hc7
22 Wcd Deb6 23 Hadl, and Black
has insufficient compensation for
the pawn; Arnason-Thorsteins,
Reykjavik 1986.

13 ... Hbd7

Bong-Henao, Thessaloniki Ol
1988, went 13 ... c6 14 dc £xc6
15 g3 Ba7 16 a4 Hd7 17 ab ab
18 £g5 h6 19 & xf6 Wxf6 20 Hh2
Hc8 21 Hgd wd8 22 He3 +.

14 og3. fnes

The alternatives are:

(a) 14 ... g6, and now:

(al) 15 Hh2 &£g7 16 a4 we7 (or
16 ... &¢cS 17 ab ab 18 Hxa8
wxa8 19 £c2+ Parma-Gligoric,
Portoroz-Ljubljana 1977) 17 &gd
Hxgd 18 hg &ocsS (18 ... cO!?)
19 £c2 Hxa4 20 £xad ba 21
all c6 22 He3, with a plus for
White; Jelen—Gligoric¢, Portoroz-
Ljubljana 1977.

(a2) 15¢c4 DcS 16 cb ab 17 £¢2
c6 18 b4 Had 19 dc &xc6 20 £b3
$g7 21 £g5 &b6 22 Hcl wd7
23 wd2 Xed8 24 h4 £ Liberzon-
Furman, Bad Lauterberg 1977.

(a3) 15 £e3 c6? 16 dc £xc6
17 Hgs Be7 18 wxd6+ Anand-
Boshku, Novi Sad Ol 1990.

(b) 14...h6 15 &5 D5 16 £c2
c6 17 b4 Had 18 f4xad ba 19 c4
Bong-Shvidier, Thessaloniki Ol
1988.

15 £c2 c6

16 b4 - Hed7
17 dc £xc6
18 &b3
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This position arose in two
games between Tseshkovsky and
Timoshchenko:

(a) In Sverdiovsk 1987, the con-
tinuation was 18 ... Db6 19 &85
h6 20 £xf6 Wxf6 21 Hh2 Hcd 22
Dgd Web 23 Del +.

(b) In Tashkent 1987, Black
chose 18 ... h6!? 19 Hh2 &Hb6 20
Dgd Dl 20 . d821 ﬂfﬁ BxR
22 @g’xhﬂ-} gg 23 g 24

sk iab T 25 gKEY + +) 21 ad
@xg4 22 Wxg4 £d7 23 &f5 $hT
24 Wgl feb=.
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9... 2b7 10 d4 Ze8 (47)

The
played in this position, 11 &bd2,
was examined in the foregoing
chapters. In the present chapter
we consider two continuations
that are less common:

move most frequently

A 11 &gs
B 11 £g5

For another alternative, 11 a4,
see the next chapter.

White can hardly count on an
advantage after 11 de &Qxe5!? (of
course Black doesn't fall into the
trap 11 ... de? 12 &xf7+ &x{7
13 Wwb3+, with a winning attack)
12 &HxeS de 13 Wwi3 c5 14 &d2 c4
15 £c2, when there can follow:

{a) 15 ... wc7 16 ©f1 Xad8 17
Hg3 gb!? (a game Mark Tseitlin-
Vasyukov, USSR 1979, went 17
... ©d7” 18 b4 @b6 19 DS &8
20 h4£) 18 £h6 Lh8 19 a4 Hg8
20 el H{8 21 wg4 wco 22
we2 {5 with initiative to Black;
Westerinen—Lengyel, Thessaloniki
1982.

(b) 15 ... hé 16 &»f1 Hh7 17
£el £g5 18 g3 wf6 19 wg2
£xe3 20 Xxe3 Dg5 21 hd De6 F
Korelov-Zilber, USSR 1964.

A
11 &gs
The black rook is forced to go
back.

11 ... 18
If now 12 &f3, Black has two
options:

(a) Hecan play 12... He8 again,
as long as he is prepared to take
a draw by repetition.

(b) He can avoid repetition by
means of 12... &d7. This position
is more usually reached by 9 ...
&d7 10 d4 &b7; it will be exam-
ined in chapter 16, variation C.

12 "4

The most thematic continu-
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ation, by which White has
attempted to cast doubt on the
correctness of the Zaitsev system.
The following lines give Black no
problems:

(a) 12 de Hxe5 13 {4 Hcd 14
£c2 dS1? 15 b3 &bo 16 e5 Ded
17 &xed de 18 &Hd2 &cl+ 19
@h2 ££2 20 Xe2 e3 21 &f1 wha
22 £xe3 &xe3 23 Hxe3 wxf4+
24 &gl &Hd5F Sax-Lukacs,
Hungarian Ch 1981.

(b) 12 wd3 hé 13 ~f3 He8 14

©Hbd2 418 15 a3 Hal 16 Le2 5

17 b4 c4 18 Wfl &e6 19 dS HDe7
20a4g621 &Hh2 &hS5x Yurtayev-
Timoshchenko, USSR 1987.
12 ... ef
Orl12...ed 13cdd5 14 e5 Hed
15 @c3? (it would be better to
accept the pawn sacrifice with 15
&ixed de 16 Exed Dald 17 He2, or
to retreat with 15 &f3!7) 15 ...
Axd4 16 Hxd5 Hxb3 17 Hxe7+
wxe7 18 Wxb3 Hxg5 19 fg Zads
20 &f4 Bd4 21 wgd HMRF
And. Martin—Dutrecuw, Harin-
gey 1989,
13 &xf4
14 4c2
A game Yurtayev-Podgayets,
USSR 1981, went 14 &d2 @xb3
15 ab &HdS?! (15 ... ¢51?) 16 ed
£xg5 17 &2xg5 wxg5 18 c4 Rae§
19 O3 weg6 20 wd2 £.
14 ... Hds
Or 14 ... g6 15 &f3 ¢S5 16 dS
&Hed 17 &bd2 Hb6 18 Dt &hS
19 4h6 He8 20 He3 418 21 Hgd
£c8 22 9xf8 Hxf8 23 wd2 f6=

Das

Todorcevic—Orlov, Pancevo 1987.
15 ed £xgs
16 whS hé (48)

17  &©d2
Or 17 £g3 g6 18 W{3 &cd 19
Hal Hbé 20 &b3, with these
possibilities:
(a) In Kostro—Zaitsev, Dubna
1976, Black played the inaccurate

20 ... a5 21 &Hxb5 a4 22 $c2
$xdS 23 fed axed 24 wxed
wd7 25 Hal3 Rae8 26 wi3L.

(b) 20 ... hS!? 21 &c2, and now:

(bl)21... wf6 22 Wed a5 23 a3
(23 a4'? ba 24 £a2w0) 23 ... &c4
24 &xcd bc 25 hd £h6 26 a4
&h7 27 Bf1 wg7 28 Wil Bae8F
Ljubojevic-Gligori¢, match game,
Belgrade 1979.

{b2) 21 ... wd7 22 h4 &h6 23
a3 a5 24 Hel3 Hfe® 25 &f4 47
26 g4? hg 27 Dxgd4 &£xd5F Bar-
senilla—Henao, Thessaloniki Ol
1988.

17 ... &axds

Weaker alternatives are:

(a) 17 ... Hcd” 18 &Hed £xf4
19 wf5 fe3+ 20 Hxe3 g6 2|
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Zg3 &g7 22 &HcsS w6 23 Heb+
1-0 Westerinen-Sonntag, Gaus-
dal 1987.

(b) 17 ... wf6 18 £xgsS Wxgs
19 Wxg5 hg 20 £e4 &Hcd 21 Hxcd
bc 22 b3+ (Gutman).

18 &Hed 2 xf4
19 wfs 26
After 19 ... &xed 20 Lxed,

Black runs into difficulties:

(a)20...g6 21 wxf4 d522 &f3,
and now:

(al) 22 ... ¢6 23 wxh6 &Hcd 24
b3 &Hd625 HeS wi626 211 wg727
wi4 Bad8 28 h4+ Y. Gruenfeld-
Kraidman, Jerusalem (986.

(a2) 22... &h7 23 b3 c6 24 He2
Hb7 25 Hael with strong pres-
sure for the pawn; Hoeksema-
Houtman, Groningen 1986.

(b) 20 ... £h2+ 21 &xh2 g6 22
wf4 d5 23 £f3 &h7 24 b3 ¢6 25
HeS wd6 26 Zael Rae8 27 g3
with advantage to White (Gut-

man).
20 of6+
If 20 wxf4, then 20 ... $g7F.
20 ... g7
21 2h5+ $h8

If he wants, Black can obtain a
draw at once: 21 ... gh 22 wh7+
&f6 23 Wis5+.

22 wxf4 wgs
23 wxgS hg
24 &f6 Leb
25 g4

The chances are about even.
However, in Y. Gruenfeld-
P. Nikoli¢, Lugano 1987, Black
continued with the inferior 25 ...

dsM (25 ... &g7'?) 26 Re5 &Hcd
27 BxgS ©Del3 28 £d3 &g7 29
ah5+ &h6 30 ZeS gh 31 g5+,
and ended up in a difficult pos-
ition.

B
11 2gS hé

A useful interpolation. Alterna-
tively:

(a) The immediate 11 ... »d7 is
weaker: 12 £xe7 wWxe7 (not 12

. @xeT? 13 Hgs++) 13 dsP?
(Byrne-Gligori¢, Baden 1981,
went 13 & bd2 & f6 14 a4 Has 15
£c2c¢5=)13 ... Ha5 14 &c2 c6
15 dc &xc6 16 a4 &Hcd 17 b3
&cb6 18 a5 &ce8 19 abd2 wi6 20
oft He7 21 He3r Murey-
A. Greenfeld, Netanya 1983.

(b) 11 ... £18 12 &bd2 Hb8™
13 de de 14 &xf7+ &xI7 15
wb3+ Heb6 (or 15 ... &gb 16
Hhd+ &xgs 17 Hdf3+ &h6 18
afS+ g6 19 D3hd+ g5 20
W7+ +) 16 HxeS+ e 17 223
with a very strong attack; Vito-
lins—Seredenko, USSR 1979.

(c) 11... wd7 (this position can
also be reached by 9 ... wd7 10
d4 &b7 11 4g5 Kfe8) 12 &bd2,
and now:

(c1) 12 ... g6 13 &fl &HhS 14
wd2 HasS 15 de axgs 16 wxgs
&Hxb3 17 ab de 18 Hxe5 wd6
19 g4 @xed 20 Eadl + Stein—
Gheorghiu, Bucharest 1966.

(c2) 12 ... 4d8 13 d5 Ha7 14
&fl c6 15 wd2 ©Hc8 16 Radl
cd 17 4xf6 &xf6 18 &xdSk
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Vasyukov-Averbakh,
1960.

(c3)12...h6 13 £hd £d8 (or
13 ... &h7 14 2g3 4f6 15 £dS
Hd8 16 de de 17 &f1 &»gs 18 hd
Hxf3+ 19 wxf3 a5 20 Zadl we7
21 &e3+ A. Rodriguez-Lau,
Lucerne Ol 1982) 14 a3 &hS 15
Of1 &fd 16 L£g3 Dg6 17 hd 416
18 hS ©f8 19 d5 &e7 20 &Hel
&Hh7 21 &h4 £ Balashov-Zaitsev,
USSR 1969.

(d) 11 ... ©xed 12 fxe7 &xeT
13de (13 Wc2c5)13...d5(Zaitsev
gives 13 ... ©g6!? 14 ed Wxd6) 14
Hbd2 Dgb 15 &c2 f5 16 Hb3N
(16 ef!?) 16 ... c5 17 £xed fe 18
Hxc5 £c8 19 Ah2 &4 and Black
has powerful threats; Laketic-
Ilinci¢, Yugosiavia Ch 1990.

12 2hd ad7 (49)

A game Kapengut-Podgayets,
USSR 1977, went 12 ... &h7 13
Lg3 46 14 £d5%.

USSR

13 g3
White cannot count on gaining
the advantage by exchanging bish-
ops; after 13 &xe7 &xe7'?, there

can follow:

(a) 14 &h4 ¢5 15 d5 c4 16 4c2
28 17 &6d2 ©HxdS 18 &HdI3 &H5f6
19 Wwxd6 wb8= Tal-Razuvayev,
USSR Ch 1978.

(b) 14 &bd2 c5 15 &f1 &Hg6 16
de de 17 £d5 wc7 18 a4 Hb6=
Kavalek—Smejkal, Reggio Emilia
1986.

13 ... £f6
14 wd3
A game Vitolins—Gofstein,

USSR 1980, went 14 ©h2? ed 15
Wh5 Hde5 16 Hgd Hed 17 £xcd
bc 18 Hd2 dcF.
14 ... Has
15  &c2 c5
White obtained a plus after 15
... @cd 16 b3 &Hcb6 17 a4 ba 18
ba a5 19 Ha3 £a6 20 wdl c6 21
£b3 Ha7 22 wWc2 ¢S5 23 wa2
&Hf8 24 Radl, Kapengut—Peshina,
USSR 1979.
16 dS
If White tries to maintain the
tension in the centre, he can land
in a difficult situation, for example:
16 &bd2 cd 17 cd &c6 18 a3
Hxd4 19 Hxdd He5 20 wi3
ed, Kapengut-Belyavsky, USSR
1978.

16 ... Aed
17 b3 Hcbé
18  &bd2 NHf8
19 a4

Or 19 ¢4 b4 20 &f1 ©Hg6 21 He3
£c8 22 a3 a5 23 Ra2 Lg5 24
Beal Eb8 25 ab ab 26 Ha7,
with some advantage to White;
Kapengut—Psakhis, USSR 1981.
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19
20
21
22

ba
wfl
Dxed

ba
as
c4
anxcd

23  wWxcd £2a6

24 wbh3 NdTH
Psakhis—Balashov, USSR
1983.

Ch
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9... 4b7 10 d4 Ze8
11 a4 (50)

We shall examine these replies:

A ll..2f8
B 11...h6
C 11...wd7

Tseshkovsky-Romanishin, Tas-
hkent 1980, went 11 ... HasS 12
$c2 £f8 13 de de 14 wxdS8
Hexd8 15 &Hbd2 ©d7 16 bd &Hcd
17 &Hxcd be 18 £e3, with advan-
tage to White.

A
1 ... £f8
12 d5
Murey has played 12 &£g5 with
success:
(@) 12 ... h6 13 &xf6 wxf6 14

4£d5!"? Heb8 (or 14 ... Has5 15
£xb7 &xb7 16 ab ab 17 Ha3 c6
18 d54) 15 ab ab 16 Exa8 $£xa8
17 ©a3, and now:

(al) 17 ... b4 18 &cd be 19 be
ed 20 wad dc 21 £xc6 c2 22 e5
£xc6 23 Wxc6+ Murey-Kraid-
man, Ramat-Hasharon 1982,

(a2) 17 ... ed 18 cd Ha7 19
£xa8 Exa8 20 wb3 c5 21 wdsS+
Murey-Kudrin, New York 1982.

However, analysis by Gutman
has revealed a way for Black to
equalise:

(b)y 12 ... ©a5 13 £c2 h6 14
4xf6 wxf6 15 ab ab 16 ©Ha3 b4
17 &bS (17 cb? &c6) 17 ... wd8
18 ¢b (or 18 de?! de 19 wxd8
Hexd8 20 &xc7 Hac8) 18 ... &Hch
19 Exa8 £xa8 20 de &Hxed 21
HxeS de 22 wxdB8 HExd8 23 Hxc7
Bd2=.

12 ... ~ &as

Or:

(a) 12 ... De7 13 £g5 Hgb 14
ab ab 15 Xxa8 £xa8 16 Ha3l c6
17 dc £xc6 18 &c2, and now:

(al) 18 ... wa8 19 &xf6 gf 20
Hbd fxed 21 £d5 £xd5 22
HxdS He6 23 &HcT+ Zapata—-Frey,
Bayamo 1983.
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(a2) 18 ... h6 19 Lxf6 wWxf6 20
Hbd £d7 21 &HdS with a plus for
White; Lanka-Podgayets, USSR
1983.

(b)12... b8 13 ab ab 14 Hxa8
£xa8 15 a3 c6 16 dc &£xc6 17
£g5 »bd7 18 &c2, and now:

(b1) 18 ... h6 19 &xf6 Hxf6 20
ab4 £b7 (Dorfman gives 20 ...
£xed? 21 Exed Dxed4 22 wdS
Ngs 23 HxgS wxgsS 24 wxf7+
&h7 25 Wxe8 wcl+ 26
&di!++4) 21 &dS5 oxd5 22
£xd5 wa8 23 axb7 wxb7 24
wd3+ Vitolins—Dorfman, USSR
1979.

(b2) 18 ... wa8 19 &xf6 Hxf6
20 ©Dgs (20 &b4!?y 20 ... He?
(Y. Gruenfeld-Smejkal, Skara
1980, went 20 ... dS 21 &He3 Hixed
22 axf7 &f6x) 21 &Hbd h6 22
wxd6 £b7 23 &Ox7 Zxf7 24
WxeS £xed 25 &xf7+ &xI7 26
f3 wa7+ 27 &hl £xb4 28 cb
£d5 29 Hcl wf2 with approxi-
mate equality; Y. Gruenfeld—A.
Greenfeld, Beer—Sheva 1980.

13 a2

Or 13 abab 14 Ha3 c6 15 &g5
Hxb3 16 wxb3 cd 17 £xf6 wx{6
18 ed £c8!? (with the threat of
capturing on h3, Black manages
to transfer his bishop to d7) 19
Sh2 wgs 20 &h1 wd2 21 H[I
£d7F Lanka-Lputian, USSR
1983.

13 ... c6

Or13...cS14bdcb I1Sch &Hcd
16 &c3+.

14 a3

Alternatives are:

(a) 14 dc £xc6 15 ab ab 16
285 £e7 17 4xf6 &xf6 18 Ha3
wd7 19 &d5 wb7= Solomon-
Barus, Thessaloniki Ol 1988.

(b) 14 £¢5 cd, and now:

(bl) 15 &xf6 wxl6 16 &£xd5
We7 17 ab ab 18 Ha3 wd7 19 b4
Q6 20 wd3 Ha7 21 £b3 4c6
22 &Hc2 &Hc8 23 Exa8 £xal8 24
He3x Y. Gruenfleld-Kraidman,
Ramat—Hasharon 1980.

(b2) 15 axd5 £xd5 16 £xf6
wxf6 17 WxdS we6 18 ab (or 18
wxe6 fe 19 Hbd2 &Hcd=) 18 ...
wxd5 19 ed ab 20 &fd2 &Hcd 21
Exa8 Xxa8 22 &xcd bec 23 Ha3l
HaS 24 &xcd BxdS 25 Hal {6
5—1 Tseshkovsky—Karpov, USSR
1980.

14 ... cd
15 ed wd7

Karpov-Miles, London 1984,
went 15... ba?! 16 Wxad HxdS (or
16 ... £xd5? 17 &£xd5 HxdS 18
He2 Db7 19 Web+ +) 17 Dgs KeT
18 b4 &Hxc3 19 Wc2, winning a
piece.

16 b4

In a game De Firmian-Granda
Zuniga, USA 1987, White played
16 4g5 and Black obtained
counterplay with 16...e4 17 &h2
ba 18 &xf6 gf 19 &icd Hxcd 20
&xcd f5 21 Hxad £heé.

16 ... AV
17  &xcd be
18 &xcd ed
19 &d4 £xd5
20 &xd5 Hxds
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21  wh3 wb7
White’s position is to be pre-
ferred; Velimirovic-P. Nikolic,
Vrsac 1981,

B
... h6
This position can also arise from
the Smyslov system (9... h6 10 d4
Ze® 11 a4 2b7).
White now has
between:

Bl 12 a5
B2 12 &bd2
B3 12 d5

And also:

(a) 12 ab ab 13 Hxa8 &xa8 (13
... Wxa8 14 Ha3 b4 15 Hcd &f8
16 d5 Has5 17 &Hxa5 wxaS5= Olafs-
son-Panno, Los Angeles 1963) 14
Haled |5 DHxbS £18 16 cd Hxed
17 Rxed Hxed= Savon—Solozen-
kin, Moscow 1991 — ed.

(b) 12 Da3 &8 13 dS ©a7 14
Ne2 c6 15 b4 ¢5 16 &Hic2 £c8
17 ©Ha3 £d7 18 £c2 &c8 19
&e3 @b6 20 b3 Bb8 21 &d2 g6
22 g4 h5 23 {3 ©Ha8 4-4 Hiibner-
Portisch, Tilburg 1980.

the choice

B1
12 a5 (51)
Anidea of Vitolins’. White gains
space on the queenside.
12 ... 4f8
Vitolins-Klovan, Riga 1988,
went 12...ed 13 cd d5 14 e5 Hhed
15 £Hbd2 b4 16 Dxed de 17 eb
f5 18 Hes+.

13 d5

Or 13 ... ©e7 14 ¢4 ¢c6 15 & c3

bc 16 £xc4d cd 17 ed Hc8 18 Wd3

A xcd 19 wxcd HexdS5H Vitolins—
Klovan, Riga 1989.

ab8

14 ¢4 c6
15 &ce3 Hbd7
16 fe3 b4
17 dc be

In another game Vitolins—Klo-
van, Riga 1989, Black played 17
... £xc6? 18 &HdS &5 19 Hd2
b8 20 &xc5 dc 21 £ad4 £xad
22 Wxad Hh7+.

18 <¢b Zb8
19 gcl Exb7
20 bc NDes
21 fc2 Wc70

Zelinsky—Korolyov, USSR corr
1989.

B2
12 &Hbd2 ed
The position after 12 ... £f8
was examined in chapters 2-5.
13 od Hbd
14 We2
White also has:
{a) 14 d5 c5 15 dc &@xc6 16 &l
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£18 17 &g3 QeSS 18 &d4 dS 19
f4 &Hcd 20 €5 Hed 21 Hxed de=
Tseshkovsky—A. Ivanov, USSR
1984,

(b) 14 ab ab 15 Hxa8 Wxa8 16
eS de 17 de &fd5 18 Hed c519 b
fe 20 HeS, with a strong initiative
for the pawn; De Firmian-P.
Nikoli¢, Tunis 1985.

14 ... L£f8
15 €5 de

Or 15 ... £c6, and now:

(a) 16 wdl de 17 de ba 18 £xad
$xad 19 HExad &IdS5 20 2ed? (20
Hed!?) 20 ... c5S 21 Hal &c7 22
We2 HbS 23 Hae3 He6F Lobron-
Shvidler, Beer-Sheva 1985.

(b) 16 ab £xbS5S 17 wd! &fdS
18 Ded c6 19 &c3 2b8 20 HxbS
ab 21 ed £xd6 22 £d2= Kaspa-
rov—Karpov, 44th game, World
Ch match, Moscow 1985.

16 de wd3

A game Aseyev—Fyodorov,
USSR 1985, went 16... &d3” 17
2d1 ©f4 18 wfl ©6dS 19 Hed
Wc8 20 Dg3 c6 21 fc2 wcT 22
£xf4 Hxf4 23 Hd4 Hg6? (23 ...
Hds L) 24 wd3+.

17 wxd3 Hxd3
18 He3 Hxel
19 Hxel nds

And a draw was soon agreed
in Aseyev—A. Ivanov, Kostroma
1985.

B3
12 d5
13 &a2
Or 13 £c2 c6 14 dc &xc6 15

Has

Hbd2 £f8 16 b4 &Hb7 17 £b2
wc7 18 we2 d5 19 ed HxdS«c
Velimirovi¢-Ilinci¢, Yugosiav Ch
1990.

13 ... c6

14 &Hal wc7 (52)

Practice has also seen 14 ... cd
15 ed, with these possibilities:

(a) 15 ... ba?! 16 Wxad £c8 17
b4 ©b7 18 Wc6, and now:

(al) 18 ... Ra7 19 £e3 £d7
20 Wcd Za8 21 wb3 wc8 22 &Hcd
£d8 23 &Hb6 Lxb6 24 £xb6+
Watson—Briffel, Moscow 1985.

(a2) 18 ... a5 19 &c4 ab 20
cb Ab8 21 &b6 &[5 22 &Lcd+
Hjartarson-Aseyev, Leningrad
1985.

(b) 15 ... wd7 16 b4 &Hcd 19
Dxcd be 20 £xc4 Hec8 21 wb3
Hc7 22 £e2 4£xd5 23 c4 feb
24 4e3 d5= Velimirovic—-Sma-
gin, Zenica 1989.

15 &h4

15 b4?! is dubious; after 15 ...
Hcd 16 Dxcd be 17 dc £xc6,
there can follow:

(a) 18 &xcd4 Dxed 19 £b3
£f8 20 £e3 £b7F A. Ivanov—
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Belyavsky, USSR Ch 1980.

(b) 18 &d2 d5 19 we2 Hac8 20
ed (20 &b1!?) 20 ... &xdS 21
£bl ed 22 Hxed Lxed 23 axed
£xb4 24 cb Hxed 25 wfl wb7
with advantage to Black; Rachels—
A. Ivanov, USA 1989.

15 ... cd
16 ed

Tseshkovsky-Psakhis, Erevan
1982, went 16 ab ab 17 &f5 wd7
18 £xdS £xd5 19 Hixe7+ wWxe7
20 ed Wb7F.

16 ... &Hed

16... &xdSisrisky; after 17 &5

White has a dangerous initiative.
17 ab

Or 17 &fS 4xd5 18 ab ab
19 2xb5 wd7? (19 ... wc6!?) 20
HxeT+ HExe721 b3 Bxa222 Exal2
Wxb5 23 bc Wxcdoo Ljubojevic—
Karpov, Lucerne Ol 1982.

17 ... Nxal
18 ba ab
19 &f5 £c8

If 19 ... Wxc3?, then 20 Ebl,
threatening He3.

20 &SHxeT+ Wxe7
21 c4 be
22 $xcd £ab6

The chances are level; Ivanovic-
Smejkal, Sarajevo 1983.

C
1 .. wd7
This position can also arise from
the move-order 9 ... wd7 10 d4
Xe8 11 a4 4b7.
12 2g5
Other possibilities are:

(a) 12 &bd2 £18, which trans-
poses to chapter 6.

(b) 12 de &HxeS 13 ab &Hxf3+ 14
Wxf3 ab 15 HExa8 £xa8 16 &Hd2
£f8 17 He3 ¢S5 18 £c2 wa7 19
we2 c4 20 b3 wal 21 wdl dS7F
Keres—Smyslov, Yugoslavia 1959.

(c) 12 ab ab 13 Xxa8 £xa8 14
fal3 b8 15d5 a5 16 a2 h6!?
(16 ... c6” 17 £g5 cd 18 £xf6
£xf6 19 &xdS £xdS 20 wxds
gives White a plus) 17 b4 &b7 18
cd bc 19 Hxed HdR, and Black

will achieve ... c7-c6, equalising
(Gutman).

12 ... hé

13 ab

Or 13 £h4 g5 14 &g3 &f8
15 &bd2 £g7 16 d5 HasS 17 £c2
c6 18 ab ab 19 b4 @Dcd 20 Hxcd
bc 21 dc &£xc6 22 We2+ Savon-
Zaitsev, Moscow open 1991.

13 ... ab
14 Hxa8 £xa8

If 14 ... Exa8?, then 15 de de
16 £xf6 Wwxdl 17 Zxdl1, followed
by 18 Bd7+.

15 d5 hg

Or 15 ... Ha5 16 &xf6 £xf6
17 2a2 £d8 18 &Ha3 ¢S5 19 b4
Ab7 20 we2 c4 21 Hxb5 Wxb5 22
S£xcd4 Wwho 23 @b5 Ef8 24 Hal
£e7 25 Hab Wc7 26 &£c6 Hb8
27 Ba7 ¥bo6 28 Wwa2+ Vasyukov-
Malevinsky, USSR 1979.

16 dc £xc6
17  &Hxgs xf8
18 &»d2

A stronger line is 18 a3 g6 19
Ne2k.
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18 ... g6 Tseshkovsky—-A. Ivanov, Minsk
19  &df3 Qh7= 1985.



1

for Black

9... 2b7 10 d4 (53)

In this chapter we consider:

Al0...ed
B 10... Das
C 10... &d7
10 ... ed

This variation was devised by
Flohr and Liliental. Black prema-
turely initiates play in the centre.
By continuing accurately, White
acquires an advantage.

11T cod ds
12 €58 NDed
13 &Hel

Bouwmeester—van Schel-
tinga, Beverwijk 1956, went 13
Nbd2 Has 14 £xdS axf2F.

Tenth Move Alternatives

13 ... Hals
14  4c2 5
Ivkov-Puc, Bled 1950, went 14
... 2b4? 15 &Hxed de 16 Hxed 15
17 ef wxf6 18 285 Wf719 Bhd +.

15 of 2 xfo6
16 &Hxed de
17  $xed S xed

18 XZxed c5

Or 18 ... wd5 19 He2 XadS8
20 £f4 &6 21 &xc7 ®d7 22
£b6+ Gipslis—Szily, Bad Lieb-
enstein 1963.

19 Xgd

White also has:

(a) 19 dS &cd (or 19 ... wd7!
20 £e3 Hac8 21 Hcl £xb2 22
Hxc5 &cd 23 £d4+ Westerinen—
Plachetka, Bucharest 1974) 20
Xbl wd7, and now:

{al) 21 He2 Had8 22 b3 &Hb6
23 d6 wxd6 24 wxd6 Hxdé
25 fe3+ Pietzsch-Lehmann,
Madrid 1960.

(a2) 21 b3 wf5 22 wc2 &Obbé
(Levenfish—Flohr, USSR Ch 1947,
went 22 ... Hd6Y 23 He2 wxd5s
24 $a3 &b7 25 Hdl wc6 26
He5+)23d6 Ead8 (Gutman gives
23 ... &d5"? 24 £d2 £d4) 24
Hcd wxc2 25 Hxc2 c4 26 £e3”
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(26 £a3!7)26...cb 27 ab Exd6F
Suetin—Bronstein, USSR Ch 1960.

(b) 19 4$e3 wd5S 20 wc2 cd
(Gutman suggests 20 ... &cd!?) 21
£xd4 Hc8 22 £c3 HcS 23 we2
with advantage to White; Schmid—
van Scheltinga, Lenzerheide 1956.

19 ... cd

Or 19 ... Ba7? 20 $g5 2d7
21 we2cd 22 we6+ &h8 23 HeS
with a plus for White; Bivshev-
Bonsch-Osmolovsky, USSR 1952.

20 $g5 d3

21 axfe wxf6
22 wxd3 Wxb2
23 wd5s+ &h8
24 Helt

Tal-Lehmann, Hamburg 1960.

Having driven the white bishop
back, the knight now heads for a
better post.

Other possibilities are:

O 11...d5? 12 DxeS Dxed 13
and2 16 14 ©d3 &£d6 15 &cS

£xc5 16 dc Ze8 17 Hixed de 18
Wxd8 Haxd8 19 a4+ Simagin—
Szily, Moscow-Budapest, 1949,

@ 11...ed 12cdc513 &Hbd2+
(Fischer).

12

The alternatives have been seen
more rarely:

(a) 12 de de 13 &bd2 &Hxd2 14
£xd2 Hd7 15 &e3 c5.16.a4 wc7
17 b3 ¢4 18 bc bec {—4 Ivkov-
Velimirovi¢, Budva 1981.

(by'12 we2 Xe8 13 a4, and now:

(b1) 13 ... 218 14 b3 &Hb6 15
de de 16.ab ab 17 HExa8 wxa8 18
‘2g5+ Suetin—Taimanov, USSR
Ch 1958.

(b2)13...d5 14 abab 15 Xxa8

‘Wxa8 16 Hxe5 Hxes5 17 de Hxed

18- %xbS £h45% Zhelyatdinov-
Lutikov, USSR 1968.

(c) 12 a4, and now:

(ch12...ed?” |13 &Hxd4 wd7 14
Hfs £d8 15 Hd2 Hxd2 16 £xd2
*h8 17 &f4 g6 18 Hh6+ Sue-
tin-Smyslov, USSR Ch 1967.

(c2) 12... ba? 13 we2 d5 14 ed
abo6 15 de Hifxd5 16 &xad Hxad
17 Exad4 wd7 18 Bgd+ Schmid-
Reshevsky, Siegen Ol 1970.

(c3)12... Be8? 13 2d3 dS5 14
de Hxed 15 ab £c5 16 Hd4 HxeS
17 £e3= Matulovic-Lutikov,
Kislovodsk 1966.

(d) 12 &bd2 Hxd2 13 £xd2 dS
(13 ... &d7'?) 14 &xeS Hxed 15
£e3 with approximate equality;
Kuijpers—Lutikov, Beverwijk
1967.

12 .. b6

¥
54

¥ 2

3

>
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13 &bd2

Or 13 de de 14 wxd8 Xaxd8 15
Hxed Dxed =.

13 ... He8 (55)

Alternatively:

(a) 13... ©fd7 14 &fl, and now:

(at) 14 ... £f6 15 &H1h2 g6
16 9gd (Tukmakov-Zakharov,
Moscow 1974, went 16 £h6 &g7
17 &xg7 &xg7 18 wd2 we7 19
a4 ba 20 ba a5 21 &£b3 »f6=) 16
... £87 17 de &Hxe5 18 HfxeS de
19 Wwe2 whd 20 a3+ Tseshkov-
sky-Zakharov, Sochi 1976.

(a2) 14 ... c5 15 He3 (a game
Kudishevich-Karpov, USSR
1966, went 15 dS?! 5 (6 el &xdS
17 a4 $c6 18 Del e4 19 &Hd2
d5F)15...g6 16 a4 ba 17 ba a$
18 Xbl wc7 19 de de 20 c4 with
a plus for White; Timoshchenko—
Ibragimov, Kherson 1991.

(by 13.... &bd7 leads to a posi-
tion similar to the Breyer system,
but with a loss of tempo for Black,
since his knight has taken four
moves to reach d7 (... &c6-asS-
c4-b6-d7), instead of just two (...
&Hc6-b8—d7). All the same, White
has not always managed to exploit
this circumstance. For example:

(b1) 14 &of1 Xe8 15 Hg3 418
16 b4 a5 17 a3 ab 18 cb d5=
Kurajica—Velimirovi¢c, Belgrade
1968.

(b2) 14 £b2 c5 15 Dff He8 16
a4 (16de!?de 17c4 £18 18 we2 1)
16... &8 17 ©g3 wc7 18 Wd3=
Keres—Gligoric, Ziirich 1959.

(b3) 14 b4 ed (14 ... a5 15

ab3+) 5 cd a5 16 bacS (16...
BxaS 17 d5 ¢5 18 dc £xc6 19
Ad4+) 17:e5 de 18 de Dd5 19
Hed Dbd (19 ... 2xas? 20 Hegs
h6 21 wd3 g6 22 Heb++ —
Fischer) 20 &b1 Bxas 21 we2 t
Fischer—-Stein, Sousse izt 1967.

From the diagram, White has
the choice between:

Bl 14 &b2
B2 1444 -
B3 14 &f1
B4 14 de

14 b2 4f8
15 ¢4 be
A game Furman-Klovan,
USSR 1972, went 15 ... &fd7 16
cbab 17a4 ba 18 baed 19 a5 &c8
20 £xd4 eSS 21 £b3 a6 22
Wbl Hia7 23 wa2+.

16 de de

17 &xcd AHxed
18 bec Hnd7
19 X2bl Rcb
20 fad £ xad
21 wxad NeS=
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Timoshchenko—Klovan, USSR
1974.

B2
14 a4’
15 “%b2

White also has:

(a) 15 ab ab 16 &£b2 Hxal 17
Wxal @©bd7 18 £d3 c6 19 4fl
Wb6= Geller—Hennings, Havana
1971.

(b) 15 £d3 ba 16 ba a5 |7 wb3
Xb8 18 £b5 »fd7 19 Wwc2 g6 20
Ab3+ Belyavsky—A. Petrosian,
Riga 1973.

15 ... €6
16 &f1

Or 16 c4 bc (Gutman gives 16
...ed? 17 &£xd4 bc 18 bc &bd7
19 Ebl Wc7=) 17 de de 18 DxeS
£b4 19 HS5xcd Hxcd 20 Hxed +

£18

Kuzmin-Hennings, Zinnowitz
1971.

16 ... wce7:

17 @3 ba: -

18 Bsi - o5

19 @l
White’s position is slightly pref-
erable; Schlosser—Briickner, West
Germany Ch 1987.

B3
14 &f1

Or:

(a) 14...d5 15 Hxe5 Hxed 16
f3 &©d6 17 wd3 g6 18 &f4+
Bellin—A. Petrosian, Erevan 1973.

(b) 14 ... ¢5 15 d5 c4 16 Hel3
wc7 17 £d2 £c8 18 &Hh2 £d7
19 wf3 gb6oc Balashov-Klovan,

£18

Odessa 1964.
15 &gl
Now Black has:
B31 15... h6
B32 15...¢5
B31
15 ... hé (56)

This position also arises from
the Smyslov system (9... h6 10 d4
Xe8 |1 &bd2 £f8 12 &f1 £b7
13 Dg3 a5 14 £c2 Hcd 15 b3
A bo).

From the diagram, White’s
most popular continuations are:

B311 16 £d2
B312 16 £b2
B313 16 a4

In addition, practice has seen:

(a) 16 &h2? d5F Karpov-
Balashov, Moscow 1971.

(b) 16 £d3 c5 17 2bl cd 18 cd
d5F S. Garcia—Gligori¢, Havana
1969.

(c) 16 Xbl ¢S5 17 Hb2? (an
ingenious idea for bringing the
rook to d2) 17... b4 18 de bc (18
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... de!? 19 cb Wxd! 20 &xdI cb
21 Bd2£) 19 ef cb 20 &xb2 gb
21 Wbl &d7 22 e5+ [. Zaitsev—
Ivkov, Polanica Zdroj 1970.

B311
16 £4d2 cS
17 d5 g6
Alternatively:
(@) 17 ... cd4?! 18 £e3 £c8 19

ad2 £d7 20 bc Hc8 21 cb ab 22
&e2 + Spassky-Gligori¢, Amster-
dam 1970.

(b) 17 ... %£¢8 18 a4 ba 19 ba
a5 20 ge3 &Hicd 21 Hd2 Hixe3 22
Xxe3 g6 23 £d3 £g7 24 4b5%
Browne-Gligori¢, Venice 1971,

18 ad

Or 18 we2, and now:

(a) 18 ... a5 19 £d3 b4 20 a3
be 21 &xc3 L R. Byrne-Gligori¢,
Hastings 1971/72.

{(b) 18 ... £g7 19 a4 c4 20 bc
&xcd 21 Bebl wc7 22 £d3 &xd2
23 wxd2 ba 24 gc2 -}

Gheorghiu-Gligoric, Teesside
1972.

18 ... ba

19 ba as

20 £d3 c4
The game is about equal;
Damjanovic-Gligoric, Venice
1971.
B312

16 4b2 c5

Black was in difficulties after:

(a) 16 ... ©fd7 17 ad ba (17 ...
cS!?7) 18 ba &cd 19 £cl HasS 20
Ebl HEb8 21 &5 £c¢6 22 Ebd+

Keres—Westerinen, USSR 1969.

(b) 16 ... &bd7 17 a4 c5 18
d5 g6 19 4d3 wb6 20 wWe2+
Browne—Gligoric,  Amsterdam
1971.

17 dec

The bishop on b2 will now join
in the attack against the e5-pawn.
Imprecise play by White would
allow Black to seize the initiative:

(a) 17 wd2 wc7 18 Radl a5 19
£bl c4 20 £a3 Hed8F Kava-
lek-Gligoric, Sousse izt 1967.

{b) 17 d5c4 18 b4 a5 19 a3 &c8
20 we2 £d7 21 &h2 g6F Torre-
Gligori¢, Manila 1968.

7 ... dc
18 4 &Hbd7
19 we2

Or 19 cb ab 20 a4 ba 21 Xxad
Hxad 22 ba Wc7 23 wal c4
24 £c3 £c5= Westerinen-Glig-
oric, Berlin 1971.

19 ... b4
20 Hadl Wwas

If 20 ... Wc7, there can follow:

(a) 21 &h2 b8 22 &Hf5 &ich
with equal chances; Geller-Glig-
oric, Sochi 1968.

(b) 21 &f1 a5 (21 ... Had8!?) 22
el Dxed 23 Hgd Hic3 24 f£.xc3
bc 25 ©h4 h5Sx Smejkal-Ivkov,
Skopje OI 1972.

21 &bl
22 &fs

Hort-Gligori¢, Rovinj-Zagreb
1970, continued instead with 22
HhS Hae8 23 Hxf6+ Hixf6 24
HEd2 £c8 (24 ... WcT'?) 25 Hxed
ExeS 26 gxe5 Hxe5 27 f4 He8

Heb
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28 e5 g6 29 wf2, and although
Black has a material plus, White’s
activity supplies fully adequate
compensation.

22 ... Hae8
23 SHel &Hb8
24 &HdS Heb
25 md2

At this point a draw was agreed
in Geller-Gligori¢, Belgrade 1970.

B313
16 a4 (57)

16 ... ba

Or:

(@) 16...¢517d5c4 18 b4 4£c8
19 £e3 £d720a5 DcB 21 Wd2
Fischer—Gligori¢, Rovinj-Zagreb
1970.

(b) 16 ... ¢6 17 a5 (17 &e3?
wc7 18 ©d2) 17 ... &bd7 18 b4
wc7 19 &f5+ Petkevich-Kuz-
michev, USSR 1973,

(€)16...d5!? 17 &Hxe5 (17 ed ed
leads to equality; a game Vitolins—
Kuzmin, USSR 1965, went 17 a$
de 18 &xe5 @bd7 19 414 £d6=)
17 ... de 18 g4 (Gligoric gives

18 Dxed!? &Hixed 19 £xed £xed
20 Hxed f6 21 &c6 WwdS 22 Mxe8
Zxe8 23 ab ab, with advantage to
White) 18 ... &bd7 19 &Hxf6+
axf6 20 c4 &£bd 21 4d2 wd6 22
ab ab 23 Xxa8 &xa8 24 dS bec 25
bc &£xd2 26 wxd2 wcS5= Ivkov-
Gligori¢, Yugoslavia 1972.
17 ba as
17...¢5" 1s not in keeping with
the position; a game Shulman-
Krivonosov, USSR 1977, con-
tinued 18 a$ &Hcd 19 wd3 d5 20
NxeS DxeS 21 de &Hxed 22 ¢4+.
18 &d3 ds

If Black doesn’t resolve on this
counter-stroke, he risks ending up
in a difficult situation. For
example:

(a) 18 ... wd7 19 £b5 Lc6™
(19 ... c6!7 20 £d3 £a6) 20
c4 ed 21 Hxd4 &xb5 22 cb+
Ljubojevic—Milos, Szirak izt 1987.

(b) 18 ... Wc8 19 d5 c6 20 Xb!
abd7 21 c4 Hc5, 22 &fl £ab
23 £a3 Hfd7x Large-Karolyi,
London 1987.

(c) 18 ... g6 19 £a3 &Hfd7 20
wc2 £g7 21 dS Hf8 22 c4 &cS
23 4xc5 dc 24 ©d2+ Chibur-
danidze-Akhmilovskaya, match
game, USSR 1977.

(d) 18 ... £c¢6 19 d5 &d7 20
£b5 £xb5? (Anand gives 20 ...
&c8l?7L) 21 ab »fd7 22 Wwc2 &Hcs
23 c4 wd7 24 g£e3+ Anand-
Kamsky, Linares 1991.

19 ed
There is no danger to Black in:
(@) 19 &HxeS de 20 £b5 Heb
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21 ®fS ¢5S= Kurajica—Mecking,
Pula 1970.

(b) 19 de Hxed 20 L xed de 21
Wxd8 Haxd8 22 &Hixed Hd3 23
£a3 {5 24 Hed2 Bxc3= Karic-
Suta, corr 1985.

19 ... ed

G. Andersson-Korny, corr
1978, went 19 ... &fxdSM 20 &xe5
Hxed 21 wgd 4c8 22 &f5 wf6
23 He3+.

20 Xxe8

Or20c4 Xxel+ 21 wxel gab
22 HeS we8 23 £d2 £d6 24 {4
Dxad 25 f£xa5 &HeS with chances
for both sides; Videra—Suta, corr
1985.

20 ... Wxe8

White had a clear advantage
after 20 ... &Hxe8 21 c4 ¢6 22
dc f£xc6 23 He5 £d7 (or 23

. Hc8 24 wh5+ Bussemann—
Kuczynski, corr 1988) 24 &b2
£c5 25 Hed f6 26 DI3 wcs
27 &xdd+ Class—Kemper, corr
1988.

21 o4

It was worth considering 2!

£b51?

21 ... c6
22  Xbl £ b4
And now in Nunn-Milos,

Szirak izt 1987, White played
23 d6M c5 24 &f5 web 25 2b2,
whereupon Black could have
gained the advantage with 25 ...
fed

Nunn recommends 23 &Hf5!1? cd
24 ¢5 Hxad 25 £xh6, with great
complications.

B32
15 ... c5
16 a4

Or:

(a) 16 de de 17 wxdS8 (17 we2!?)
17 ... Haxd8 18 £g5 £c8 19
&Af5 &xf5 20 ef h6 21 & xf6 gf 22
&e4 Hd6 }-4 Parma-Velimi-
rovic, Vinkovci 1968.

(b) 16 d5 g6 17 £e3 £c8 18
Hd2 £d7 19 a4 ba 20 ba as
21 4£d3 wc7 22 &Hced Rab8«o

Timoshchenko-Klovan, USSR
1975.

16 ... cd

17 a5 ed .

18 «cd

Or 18 ab d3 19 &bl Wwxb6 20
be beoo.

18 ... cb

19 &xb3 Hed

20 s&xcd be

21 d5%

Belyavsky-Klovan, USSR

1977.
B4

14 de de

15 &xeS £c5

Instead, van der Wiel-Karpov,
Rotterdam 1989, went 15... £d6
16 @ef3 &xed (Unzicker-
Donner, Bad Aibling 1968, con-
cluded 16 ... &Hxed? 17 &Hixed
£xed 18 £g5 1-0) 17 Hxed Dxed
18 wd3 519 &e3 &8 20 Kadl,
and at this point a draw was
agreed although White has a clear
plus.
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16 &d3

A game Pinchuk-Agzamov,
USSR 1975, went 16 Hgd Hxed?!
17 Dxe4 wxd! 18 Del6+ gf 19
Hxdl with advantage to White.
Gutman recommends 16 ...
Qxgd!? 17 hg (or 17 Wxgd Hd5 18
£b2 He3) 17 ... whd, and Black
has a dangerous attack.

16 ... Dxed
17  &xed

Alternatives are:

(a) 17 Dxc5 Dxc5 18 Axel+
wxe8 19 &xh7+ &xh7 20
WhS+ &g8 21 Wxc5 wel + &.

(b) 17 Hxed Lxed 18 &xc5
Lxc2 19 wxc2 wdS 20 &Hced
Zad8 21 c4 (21 a4 ba 22 ba {5 23
a5 Dcd 24 Hxcd wxcd 25 &Lgs
$—4 Unzicker-Gligorié¢, Siegen Ol
1970) 21 ... bc 22 bc &Hxcd 23
Wxc4 Wxcd 24 Hxcd 1-4 Chibur-
danidze-Yusupov, Moscow 1981.

17 ... £ xed
18 &xcs $xc2
19 wxd8

Or 19 Zxe8+!? Wxe8 20 Wxc2
wel+ 2! &h2 WeS+ 22 g3 wWxcS
23 fel3z.

19 ... Zexd8
20 ge3 h5

Gutman gives 20 ... &d7"? 21

Hb7 Hel 22 Has HeS=.
21 &d4

A game Tseshkovsky—Klovan,
USSR 1974, went 21 Racl £f5
22 f3 a$ 23 g4 hg 24 hg &h7
25 Hedl a4 with counterplay for
Black.

21 ... a$

22 eSSt
Bokan-A. Kuzmin, Moscow
1989.

10 ... nd7 (58)

In this way Black avoids the
repetition 10 ... Xe8 11 g5 Kf8
12 &f3. This position of course
can also be reached by 9 ... &»d7
10 d4 &b7.

11 &bd2

Utilising the fact that Black has
not yet played ... £f6 to pressur-
ise the pawn on d4, White brings
his knight across to {1 and com-
pletes his development harmoni-
ously. It is now difficult for Black
to achieve equality.

1nm ... &f6

A dubious alternative is 11 ...
ed 12 cd ©b4 13 Hf1 c5, when
White has:

(a) 14 a3 &c6 15 d5 &ces
16 HxeS de 17 d6 &f6 18 &£dS
£xd5 19 wxdS b6 20 WxcS 2c8
21 wbd4 Xc4 22 waS Rad 23
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wc3+ Ehlvest-Karpov, USSR
Ch 1988.

(b) 14 &fd c4 15 &c2 Hxe2 16
Wxc2 &6 (Kotronias gives 16 ...
{517 17 ef £xf3 18 gf &f6 19 He3
Ha720 Zadl waB21d5%)17d5
Hd7 18 bd cb 19 ab Hc8 20 wdl
£f6 21 exd6 4xal 22 wxal
He8 23 Hg3 g6 24 Held w6 25
eS wf4 26 Hed with a decisive
advantage; Kotronias—Goldin,
Moscow 1989,

12 &fl

Or:

(a) Wedberg-Schneider, Esbjerg
1983, went 12 ... a5 13 &c2
Hcd 14 ad ¢5 15 b3 &cb6b 16 as
&He8 17 el g6 18 de de 19 &d5
£g7 20 b4 +.

(b) 12 ... &He7, and now:

(b1) 13 241h2 ¢S5 14 &gd Hgb 15
a4 fe7 (Balashov gives 15 ... ed!?
16 cd ¢4 17 £c2 b4 18 b3 ¢cb 19
£xb3 He8 20 wd3 aScwo) 16 &c2
&h4 (16 ... cd!?”) 17 Hxhd 4xhd
18 de de 19 ©He3 £g5 20 we2 c4
21 Bd1 with the better position for
White; Balashov-Keres, Tallinn
1973.

(b2) 13 &g3 ¢5 14 &hS Hgo 15
£c2 He8 16 d5 ©Dgf8 17 fe3
£e7 18 &gl g6 19 b3 Hbé 20
wd2 &c8 21 we2 £d7 22 a4 ba

Ze8

23 ba a5 24 Hebl wc7 25 &d2
$£f6 26 Wwdl Heb8 27 £d3 Hc8
28 &Hcd+ Dolmatov—Balashov,
USSR Ch 1989,
13 &gl
Or 13 &1h2 Has 14 4c2 ed!
(not 14 ... ©f8 15 &gd g6 16 b3
£e7 17 He3 &£f8 18 d5¢c5 19 g3
£c8 20 hd &d7 21 &S with
strong pressure for White; Zait-
sev—Tseshkovsky, Dubna 1976),
15 cd c5 16 Dg4 cd 17 &Hxd4
$.xd4 18 wxd4 Ec8 with excellent
chances for Black; Hellers—Tis-
dall, Oslo 1991 —ed.

13 ... g6
14 $£hé Nas
15 %c2 cS

Gutman recommends 15 ... ed
16 cd c5.
16 d5
17  wcl 207
Liberzon—-Grinberg, Ramat-
Hasharon 1982, went 17 ... &cb6
18 h4 ¢4 19 hS &S 20 hg hg 21
&h2 &bd7 22 2hl &8 23 &gl
Hh7 24 weld +.

Ned

18 a4 Heb6
19 a5 &He8
20 c4t
Ljubojevic~Karpov, Turin
1982.
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9 ... &4b7
10 d3(59)

A more ‘modest’ continuation
than the usual 10 d4. White limits
the pressure exerted on his e-pawn
by the bishop on b7, preferring
to finish his development before
starting active operations in the
centre. Often, however, it is Black
who attacks the centre first with

. d6-d5, taking advantage of
White’s somewhat slow build-up.

10 ... Has
On the lines of the Chigorin

system~Alternatives are:
2) 10 ). MRE 11 Hbd2 &rc5 12
£c2;and now:

al) 12 .08 13 ed wxdS 14
of1 Bad8 15 De3 wd7 16 d4 ed

17 cd Wc8 18 £d2 Ha4d 19 d5+
Gligoric—Bidev, Yugoslavia 1964.

(a2) 12 ... He6 13 a4 (a game
Savon—Averbakh, USSR 1961,
went 13 Q1 »gs 14 He3 Hxf3+
15 wx{3 &85 16 a4 He7=) 13 ...
£f6 14 &f1 g6 15 £h6 £g7 16
&xg7 &xg7 17 ab ab 18 Hxa8
£xa8 19 d4 Hgd 20 DxgsS wxgs
21 d5 Qe7 22 wd3 2b8 23 Hal
with advantage to White; Matu-

lovic—TFri Yugoslavia 198]1.
(b)(10 ... wd7 )1 &bd2 dS5 12
ed H XA N (13 HxeS!? Hxes

14 Exe5S &f4 15 &f3 axh3+ 16
gh wxh3 17 &£d5+) 13 ... ed
14 cd &f6= Bronstein—-Smyslov,

USSR _[960-
(10 ... h6 1 &bd2 Ze8 12
ofl & NDeg3 Has 14 fc2

d5 15 ed wxdS 16 b4 &c6 17 a4+
Matulovic—P. Nikolic, Yugoslavia

1981.
(d)(10 ... Ze8)I1 &HgS Hf8 12
ad2 Da &c2 c5 14 &f1 hé

15 &f3 He8 16 H3h2 (16 Hg3!?)
16...d5]17 wi3 de (17 ...c4!7) 18
de Hcd 19 Hg3 Hd6 20 gel3x
Yudasin-Ivanchuk, 4th match
game, Riga 1991,

11 $c2 c5

.
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12 &bd2 He8

Balashov-Belyavsky, USSR Ch
1983, went 12 ... &cb6 13 o fl d5
14 De3 (14 ed HxdS 15 &Hxed
Qxe5 16 ExeS £16 17 Hel bd)
14 ... g6 15 ed &xd5 16 &xdS
Wwxd5 17 £b3 wd6 18 we2 Hfel
19 £h6 £[6, and now White has
20 &gsSt.

13 &fl 4f8

Practice has also seen:

(a) 13 ... 2c8 14 Hg3 g6 15 a3
£f8 16 b4 &c6 17 £b3 &b8 18
We2 cb 19 ¢cb £g7 20 wa2 wd7
21 £d2 &Hc6t G. Kuzmin-Bala-
shov, Minsk 1982.

(b) 13 ... &c6 14 Hg3 h6 15
Hh2 d5 16 w3 d4 17 &f5 418
18 £b3 £c8 19 Qg4 oHxpd
20 4d5 wf6 21 hg @xf5 22
ef Bac8% Sisniega—Shadarevian,
Novi Sad Ol 1990.

(c) 13... Wc7, and now:

(cl)14 $g5h6 15 £d2 Xad8 16
Hg3 £f8 17 ad Dc6 18 ab ab 19
Hh2d520ed ©xd5= F.Olafsson-
Geller, Reykjavik 1984.

(c2) 14 He3 g6 (14 ... Rad8!?)
15 b4 cb 16 cb &6 17 £b3 d5=
Spassky—Szabo, Budapest 1959.

(c3) 14 ©Hg3 Had8 (Psakhis—
Malanyuk, USSR Ch 1987, went
14 ... d5 15 ed &£xd5 16 &Hxes
£d6 17 d4 £xe5 18 de HExe5 19
HExeS wxeS 20 ge3 &c6 21 bd
cb 22 cb &c4 23 £d4E) 15 we2
dS 16 ed Exd5 17 £g5 g6 18 b4
(18 &xe5M £d8 19 {4 &d7) 18 ...
cb 19 ¢cb &cH 20 £b3 Edd8 21
Zacl &dS 22 Hedoc Tal-Geller,

Kislovodsk 1966.
14 &Hg3

QOr:

a) 14 285 h6, and now:

(al) 15 &£hd g6 16 He3 g7
17 wd2 Ec8 18 b4?! (18 Radl!?)
18 ... &c6 19 £b3 g5 20 &Hf5
Hel 21 Hxgl wxg7F Dobosz-
Lukacs, Naleczow 1985.

\J (a2) 15 £d2 wc7 16 &Hg3 Zads
17 a4 &c6 18 ab ab 19 &h2 d5
20 ed ©HxdS 21 wgd4 He6F H.
Olafsson—Geller, Reykjavik 1984.

(b) 14 a4 &c6 (or 14 ... h6
15 &g3 d5 16 ab ab 17 &d2=
Zhelyatdinov-Gufeld, USSR
1965) 15 &e3, and now:

(b1) 15... g62! 16 »h2 £g7 17
Hegd Hxgd 18 Dxgdt
Matanovic-O'Kelly, Zagreb 1955.

(b2) 15 we7 16 &f5
(Matanovic-Filip, Zagreb 1955,
went 16 &h2 Qe7 17 ©hgd Hxgd
18 wxgd d5=)16... He7 17 &3h4
Hgb 18 £g5 ©Hd7 19 &Hxgb hg 20
&e3 Hbb= Ivkov-Filip, Zagreb
1955.

14 ... hé (60)

Alternatives are:

(@) 14 ... wc7 15 £g5 ©d7, and
now:

(al) 16 b4 &Hc6 17 &b3 cb 18
cb &Oxbd 19 £d2 d5 (or 19 ...
Hxd3 20 HgSdS 21 wf3) 20 Racl
Wwb8 21 &g5 with a powerful
attack for the pawn; G. Kuzmin-
Psakhis, Erevan 1982.

(a2) 16 £d2 d5 17 bd cb 18 cb
&He6 19 a3 ob6 20 b3t G.
Kuzmin-Kruppa, Kherson 1989.
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‘fhy14 ... d5 15 ed Wxd5 16
£¢5, and now:

(b1) 16 ... »d7 17 We2 h6 18
£d2 wd6 19 Ded wc7 20 Hh4t
Tal-Conquest, Tbilisi 1988.

(b2) 16 ... Wc6 17 &HI5? (17
Ded!?, or 17 a3!?) 17 ... h6 18
£d2 e4 19 de &Hxed, and Black
already has a plus; Kamsky-Tim-
man, Tilburg 1990.

) 14... g6, and now:

(cl)15d4cd 16 cd ed 17 @xa
£g7 18 £d2 Hicd 19 £c3 d5 20
eS Ded 21 Hxed de 22 £xed
£xed 23 Hxed WdS 24 Hel Hxe5
25 ©e2 HgSF Timoshchenko-
Katalymov, USSR 1980.

(c2) 15 £g5 h6 16 &d2 (or 16
£e3 2g7 17 wd2 $h7 18 Radl

wWe7 19 bd &6 20 £b3 a5 21 a3
ab 22 ab Za3= Zhukovitsky-
Abrakov, USSR 1977) 16 ... &c6
17 &h2 dS 18 Hgd Hxgd 19 hg d4
20 4b3 Da5 21 c4 Hxb3 22
ab= Campora-Hazai, Yugoslavia
1985.

(c3) 15 a3 &b (or 15 ... 287
16 £85 h6 17 &e3 &b 18 wd2
&h7 19 Qadl we7 20 d4oo Tsesh-
kovsky-Lukacs, Trnava 1986) 16
£b3 HasS 17 £a2 c4 18 dc &xcd
19 a4 wc7 20 Lgs5 L£g7= A.
Sokolov—Aseyev, Nikolayev 1983.

(@14 .... ©c6, and now:

(d1) 15 &h2 He7 16 285 Hgb
17 ©gd kel 18 &HIS &Hxgd 19
Hxe7+ DxeT7 20 Wxgd $h8=
Balashov—P. Nikoli¢, Wijk aan
Zee 1982.

(d2) 15d4 cd 16 cd Xc8(16...

ed!? 17 &xd4 Hxd4 18 Wxd4 Xc8
19 £b3 d5 20 e5 Hed=) 17 d5
&Obd 18 &bl wc7 19 £g5 &Hc2
20 £xc2 wxc2 21 fxl6 gf 22
AhS+ Timoshchenko-A. Ivanov,
USSR 1975.

(d3) 15 &f5 He7 16 HxeT+
& xe7= Chiburdanidze-Xie Jun,
8th match game, Manila 1991,

15

15 d4 deserves attention; there
an follow:

(a) 15 ... &cd4 16 dS &b6 17

Hh2 £c8 18 Bl Hh7 19 (4 ef 20

£xf4 &cd 21 b3 He5 22 Hf3x

ah2

Psakhis—Tseshkovsky, Sverd-
lovsk 1987.

(b) 15...cd 16 cd ed 17 &xd4
Zc8 (17 ... g6!7) 18 b3 dS5 19 e5
Hed, and now:

(bl) 20 £b2? HxeS 21 f3 HgS
22 »f1?7 (22 &h117) 22 ... Axg2+
is crushing; Short—Hebden, Has-
tings 1983/84.

(b2) 20 &Hxed de 21 $xed
£b4? (21 ... f£xed!? 22 Hxed
Deb 23 4b2 Hxe5 24 nfst) 22
Wgd4 Wxdd 23 £xh6 g6 24 Radl
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with a plus for White; Psakhis-P.
Paviovi¢, Erevan 1988.

15 ... ds

16 &oHgd

Or 16 ©h5 &h7 17 wgd Keb
18 14 2g6 19 we2 de 20 dex
Ljubojevic—Sax, Amsterdam 1973.

16 ... d4

Alternatively:

(a)16...de 17 de hxgd 18 wxgd
W{6 19 DfS $h8 20 He3 Hcd 21
adS £xdS 22 ed g6 23 a4t A
Sokolov—A. Kuzmin, USSR 1982.

(b) 16 ... hxgd 17 Wxgd g6 18

4 ef 19 &xf4 £g7 20 Ef1 &c6
21 Hadl @c8 22 wf3 ge6 23
£b3 d4 24 £d5* Tolnai-Hazai,
Budapest 1988.
17 &fS§ £c8

Or 17 ... &xgd 18 wxgd &h7
19 c¢d ed 20 b4 cb 21 £b2x%
Yudasin—Hazai, Leipzig 1986.

18 wf3 oxgd
19 hg se7
20 cod ed
21  Hxel+ wxeT=
Balashov—-Hebden, Malmo
1988.
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1 e4 es

2 Hf3 &He6

3 4&bs a6

4 fad a6

5 0-0 2e7

6 IHel bs

7 £b3 deé

8 ¢c3 0-0

9 h3 ad7 (61)

This move was played as long
ago as the last century, by Chi-
gorin. But it was thanks to
improvements by Alatortsev and
Ragozin in the 1940s that it came
into. widespread use, remaining
popular until the end of the sixties.
After that, it almost disappeared
from practice. In the last decade,
however, it has come into fashion

Karpov System (9 ...
Ad7): Introduction

once again. The method of devel-
opment commencing with 9 ...
&Hd7 has been a regular choice
of former World Champions
Spassky and Karpov. The latter
employed it four times in his 1990
title match against Kasparov. It is
also a favourite of Nigel Short and
the rising star of English chess,
Michael Adams.

Tge idea of 9 ... &d7 is not
m%‘?el} to over-protect the pawn
oneS, but also to organise pressure
against the White pawn centre.
Whereas in the Zaitsev system
(and also the Breyer and Smyslov)
the black pieces direct their fire
against the e4-pawn, in the Kar-
pov system Black continues with
... £f6 and attacks the white d-
pawn. In several variations Black
transfers his knight from d7 to b6,
in%?di?l‘é’ White’s queenside play
that starts with a2-a4.

10 d4

The rare continuations 10 a4
and 10 d3 are examined in chapter
23.

10 ... sf6

10 ... &b6 is examined in

chapter 22. For 10 ... &b7, see
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the Zaitsev system (chapter 16,
variation C).
11 a4
The most popular move. White
starts activities on the queenside
at once. The alternatives are con-
sidered in chapter 21.

1nm .. £b7
The position after this move
will be treated as standard, and
analysed in chapter 19. The alter-
natives 11 ... ©a5and 11 ... Zb8
will be examined in chapter 20.
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9...2d7 10 d4 216 11 a4 &b7
(62)

-White has the following possi-
bilties:

A 12 ab
B 12 ¢£e3
C 12 Ha3

Also 12d5 ©e7 I3 fc2 wb8 14
b3 c6 (Mecking-Balinas, Manila
1975, went 14 ... g6 15 c4 bd£) 15
c4 be 16 bc a$ 17 ©Da3 HcS=
Akopian-Balashov,  Uzhgorod
1988.

A

12 @b -
The most popular line.
12 .. ol

13 HXxa8
Now Black can choose between:
Al 13 ... £xa8
A2 13 ... Wxa8
Al
13 . "~ fxa8

Recapturing with the bishop
leads to a difficult position for
Black.

14 d8

White can also play 14 Ha3 at
once: 14 ... Wwb8?! (14 ... b4!? 15
&Hcd be 16 bex) 15 &c2 (Short
recommends 15 d5!? Has 16 £a2,
with the threat of b2-b4) 15 ... b4
16 £d5 be 17 bc &b6!? (Gligoric—
F. Olafsson, Stockholm 1962,
went 17 ... He7? 18 &£xa8 Wxa8
19 wd3 @b6 20 De3t) 18 He3 ed
19 c¢d HxdS 20 &HxdS £d8 21
£f4 De7 22 He3 5 23 Dgs 4-4
Nunn-Short, Hastings 1987/88.

14 ... HeT
15 fHa3 ‘Hes

If 15 ... wb8 then 16 &xbS c6
17 dxc6 £xc6 18 Ha3 &S 19
£c2 dS gave Black counter-
chances for the pawn in Kinder-
mann-Sturua, Biel open 1991 —
ed.
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16 “fe2
16 &xb5 ¢6 17 dc £xc6 18 cd
£xed 19 Qc2 @xc2 20 wxc2
Wb8 gives equal chances (Short).

16 ... 6
17 - b4 “Dak:
18 dc - ‘2 xc6
19 -wd3:

19 &h2 is less strong. Black
should not reply with:

(a) 19 ... g6” 20 ©g4 g7 21
Hh6+ $h8 22 £b3+ Chandler—
Short, Hastings 1987/88.

— but with Short’s recommen-
dation:

(b) 19... &Hc8'? 20 Hhgd £g5 21
£xgs wxgd 22 Del &HcT+.

19 0T

Tal-Torre, Bugojno 1984, went

19 ... wb8 20 & d4 with a decisive
plus.

20 ‘mdi- Was

21 wxdé “3Ri¢6 -

22 wd3

Black has inadequate compen- \

sation for the pawn; Hiibner-
Short, Skelleftea 1989.

A2
13 Wxa8:
14 - dS(63)
White also has:
(a) 14 wd3 ed (14 ... £a6!7) 15

WxbS Ac5 16 £d5 Ab8 17 wcd
Has5 18 &xf7+ &h8 19 we2
£xed 20 cd £xI3 21 gf &Heb3 22
$e3 with chances for both sides;
Hjartarson—Short, Tilburg 1988.

(b) 14 ©a3 b4 15 &cd be 16 be
Has 17 Hxad wxaS 18 Wc2 ed

(Hibner suggests 18 ... h6!?) 19
o &xd4 20 &d2: Wc5 21 &xd4
Wxdd4 22 4e3% Tal- Karpov,
Skelleftea 1989.

14 Dals
Other knight moves are also
playable:
(a) 14 ... DaT7 15 &c2 He8 16

Da3 c6 17 dc £.xch 18 we2 Wb
19 b4 Ha7 20 £d3 &£d8 21 Le3
£ b6= Jonsson-Lali¢c, Novi Sad
1990.

(b)14... HeT7 15 Ha3, and now:

(b1) 15 ... c6? 16 dc £xc6 17
wxdo Hc8 18 wdl &cS5, when
White can choose between:

(b11) 19 £¢2 Dxed 20 DHxbS
Hxf2 21 &xf2 £xb5 22 &Hixes
£hd+ 23 g3 &16 24 w3 Wwab 25
c4+ A. Kuzmin—-Chudinovskikh,
Belgorod 1989.

(b12) 19 £d5 Hxed 20 £xcb

Wxc6 21 wd3 Ded6 22 Hxb5 wes

23 wWe2 DHg3 24 we3d wxb5 25
fg+ Xie Jun-Chiburdanidze, 13th
match game, Manila 1991.
(b2) 15 ... La6, and now:
(b21) 16 &2 acS 17 &bd dxb3
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18 Wxb3 £b7 19 Wc2 (or 19 wdl
g6 20 wd3 wad= Kindermann-
Smagin, Dortmund open 1992 —
ed) 19 ...h6 20 Wd3 we8 21 4e3
wd7= Kosten-Short, Hastings
1988/89.

(b22) 16 £e3 Eb8 17 &2 &ed
18 &xc5 dc 19 &Hel3 ¢4 20 £c2
Hgb 21 Hgd 2b6 22 b3 L-}
Aseyev-Balashov, Klaipeda 1988.

(b23) 16 ©Dh2 g6 17 4$c2 Wb7
(17 ... 2g7'7) 18 b4 £g7 19 ¢4
Xd8 (19 ... bec 20 b5) 20 &g5 16
21 cb fg 22 £d3 HI8 23 wd2
Hb8 24 ba Hxab 25 Hbl with
advantage to White; Anand-
Speelman, Thessaloniki Ol 1988.

15 ke aedl?

Other continuations
weaker:

(a) 15 ... 2b8, and now:

(al) 16 2h2?! £c8 17 &Hgd fel
18 Wf3 &f6 19 He3 Hcd 20 Hixcd
bc 21 ©d2 c6 22 dc Wxc6F
Lanka—-Goldin, Trnava 1989.

(a2) 16 ©a3!? £a6 17 bd &Hicd
18 &xc4 be 19 a4 Hb6 20 &cbd
£b7 21 &xb7 wWxb7 22 fel3x
Tal-Keres, USSR 1964.

(b) 15... £e7 16 Da3 c6 17 dc
£xc6 18 We2 wab 19 nd2 Xb8 20
b4+ Tal-Stein, USSR Ch 1964/65.

16 b3 BAchb.
17 “Pal Seader
18 &k c6

‘The chances are equal; Kaspa-
rov—Karpov, 6th game, World Ch
match, New York/Lyon 1990.

We can conclude that the que-
enside exchanges simplify Black’s

are

defence. According to the latest
theory, White should maintain the
tension and not be in a hurry to
play 12 ab.

B
12 fe3 Has
13 &c2 Hed
14  g&cl (64)

14 ... ed

Alternatively:

(a) 14 ... d5, and now:

(al)15abab!? (Halifman—Wells,
London 1991, went 15 ... de?! 16
ba ef 17 wd3 g6 18 Wxcd ed 19
£h6, when 19 ... @b6! is unclear)
16 2xa8 £xa8 17 ed £xd5 18 b3
$xf3 19 wxf3 ©d6= Halifman-
Razuvayev, Germany 1991,

(a2) 15 de DHdxeS5 16 Hxe5 Hxes
17 ab ab 18 Rxa8 wxa8?' (Tal
recommends 18 ... £xa8 19 ed
wxdS 20 wxdS £xdS 21 &f4
&cd) 19 f4 g6 20 e5 £h4 21 XS
Le7 (21 ... d4!1?) 22 &d2 &c5+
23 $h2 d4 24 we2+ Kasparov-
Karpov, 8th game, World Ch
match, New York/Lyon 1990.
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(b) 14 ... ¢5 15 dS &cb6 16 b3
(16a5 &c4 17 b4= Am. Rodriguez)
16 ... g6 (16 ... £e7 17 a5 &8
18 c44+ Am. Rodriguez-Arencibia,
Cuban Ch 1991 — ed.) 17 We2 c4
18 bd Wc7 19 &fd2 (Gutman gives
19 asS!? &8 20 obd2£) 19 .. ba
20 &xad Hxad 21 Exad Hbo 22
EasS £d8 23 &f3 {5 with mutual
chances; Dolmatov—Balashov,
Naberezhnie Chelny 1988.

(c) 14... Ee8 15 d5 2e7 16 b3
&Ha5 17 &bd2 c6 18 bd Hcd 19
&xcd be 20 de fxc6 21 a5 wcT=
Brodsky-Kruppa, Kherson 1991.

(d) 14 ... &cb6 15 b3 ba 16 ba
a5 17 &bd2 (17 ©a3!?) 17 ... He8
18 Hbl g6 19 &f1 d5 20 Hg3 ed
21 cd de 22 Sxed &g’ 23 Lg5
Wc8 24 h4 &HdS5 25 Hcl Hab=
A. Rodriguez—Mikhalchishin, Bel-
grade 1988.

15 «od

14 &Hxd4 deserves to be played
less rarely. A game Popovic-Len-
gyel, Pecs 1980, continued 14 ...
ba 15 Exa4 Hcb6 16 Zal He8 17
Hd2 a5 18 D5 DS 19 wgd, with
a strong initiative for White.

15 ... c5
16 ab

Or 16 &c3 cd 17 Dxd4 wbb
18 &f5 bd 19 &HdS (Razuvayev
suggests 19 a5!?) 19 ... £xd5 (19

. Was!?) 20 wxd5 Hac8, with
chances for both sides; Kavalek—
Razuvayev, Amsterdam 1975.

16 ... cd

The obvious—looking 16 ... ab

may be best. Almazi-Timoshch-

enko, Budapest 1991, continued
17 Exa8 wxa8 18 dc?! (Timoshch-
enko gives 18 b3!? &Hcb6 19 d5 b4
20 £f4 &HeS 21 Hxe5 fxe5 22
£xe5de=) 18 ... Hxc5 19 b3 &HeS
20 HxeS5 (20 wxd6 &Hed3 21 &£.xd3
Hd8 22 wa3 Hxd3 23 wxa8 £xa8
24 Xd1 &Hxcl 25 HExcl &xed+ —
Timoshchenko) 20 ... &xe5 21 3
Ne6F.
17 ba Hxa6

Or 17 ... Wbt 18 b3 &ced 19
Hxddx.

18 Xxaé
19 &Hxd4

White can also contend for the
advantage with 19 b3 &ceS 20
Hxd4 &cs, and now:

(a) 21 &f3 Hed3 22 Hel Dxcl
23 Wxcl, as in Antunes-van der
Wiel, Novi Sad Ol 1990.

(b)y 21 %e3 Hed3d 22 £xd3
Hxd3 23 He2 (recommended by
van der Wiel).

$£xab

19 ... Wb6
20 &f5 Hxb2
21 wxdé Wwxdé
22 Hxd6 Hes

Black is a pawn down, but his
pieces are very active. The game
Ivanchuk—Karpov, Reggio Emilia
1989/90, ended in a draw on move
31.

C
12 ©a3 (65)

Usually a knight on the edge of
the board is badly placed, but in
this case it is attacking the pawn
on bS.
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| 2N ed

Or:

(a) 12 ... wb8 13 &gS5 ed 14
£xf6 Hxf6 15 cd Hbd 16 Hc2 with
a plus for White; De Firmian--
Benjamin, USA Ch 1988.

(b) 12... &b6 13 d5 HeT 14 ab
ab 15 fe3 c6 16 dc fxc6 17
£xb6 Wxb6 18 wxd6 2fd8 19
Wbd+ Kruppa-Ginsburg, Ukrain-
ian Ch 1990.

(c) 12... Ec8 13 axb5 axb5 14
dS De7 15 fe3x Ernst—-Adams,
London open 1991 — ed.

(d) 12 ... De7!? (by supporting
his b-pawn with the c-pawn, Black
will emphasise the awkward plac-
ing of the white knight on a3), and
now:

(d1) In Sax-Korchnoi, 12th
match game, Wijk aan Zee 1991,
Black’s idea was not consistently
carried out: 13 2bl c6 14 £e3
(14 285 &xg5 15 Hxgs Dl6=)
14 ... Wc7 15 Dg5ba (15... h6!?
16 de, and now not 16 ... de? on
account of 17 &He6!+, but 16 ...
HxeS with equality) 16 £xa4 dS

17 2¢c2 h6 18 &f3 ed 19 cd de 20
£xed DdS 21 £d2 Hfe8 22 &Hcd
with advantage to White.

{d2) A game Jansa—Razuvayev,
Germany 1991, went 13 £a2 c6
14 £e3 &Hg6 15 wd2 wcT with
about equal chances.

13 «od

Play can continue:

(a) 13 ... Ee8 14 &[4 (14 ab!?
ab 15 wd3” &Hxd4! 16 Hxd4 &Hcs
17 wxbS £xd4F Todorcevic-
Smagin, Vienna open 1991 — ed.,
or 14 wd2 He7 15 4.c2 We8!? [a
recent game Kindermann-Sma-
gin, Prague 1992, went 15 ... &b6
16 a5! &nd7 17 b4 &Hxd4M 18 Hxd4
c5 19 @b3 Hc8 20 Ba2+ — ed.]
16 b3 ba 17 ba a5cc Adams—Short,
British Ch 1987) 14 ... &a5 15
£c2 b4 16 &bl b3 17 &£d3 5
18 2Dbd2 cd 19 4xd6 wb6 20
e5S ge7 21 Hed4 Had8w Ernst-
Tisdall, Gausdal 1991.

In the Kasparov-Karpov
World Championship match, New
York/Lyon 1990, the position after
White’s 13th move occurred twice,
but Karpov failed to secure equal-
ity for Black:

(b} The 12th game went 13 ...
QasS 14 &a2 bd 15 Hcd Hxcd
16 &xc4 He8 17 Wb3 Hxed I8
£xf7+ &h8 19 ge3 He7 20
£d5+.

(c) The 18th game went 13 ...
Hb6 14 &f4 ba 15 &xad Hxad
16 Wxad aS 17 £d2 He8 18 d5
Abd (or I8 ... He5 19 Hxe5 £xes
20 Decd+) 19 4xbd ab 20 wWxb4d
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Hb8 21 Wcdl? (21 Wd2? c6) 21 £6 23 & b5 wd7 24 Ral+) 22
... Wc8 (or 21 ... &xb2 22 Ha2 &Hd4 a6 23 wc3+.
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9...5d7 10 d4 216 11 a4

The move we examined in the
last chapter, 11 ... £b7, is not
Black’s only way of defending
against 12 ab. He also has:

A 11... Has
B 11... 2b8
A
11 ... Hals
12 f£c2 Hb6 (66)
Or:

(@) 12 ... bd? 13 d51? (13 cb!
&c6) 13 ... bc 14 b4 &b7 15 a5+
occurred in a game Alatortsev—
Bannik, USSR 1974,

(by 12 ... £b7 13 &Ha3 (or 13
dS @c4 14 b3 @Dcb6 15 aS Hc8 16
b4+ Balashov-Furman, USSR
Ch 1975) 13 ... ed 14 &xd4 &6
15 ab ©xd4 16 cd ab, and now:

(bl) 17 wd3 g6 18 Wxb5 £ab6
19 Wbd c520dcdc 21 wb3 £d4
Spassky-Portisch, match game,
Geneva 1977.

(b2) 17 b4 Ze8 18 Kbl c6 19
Zb3 Db6 20 Xf3 £c8 21 &b2,
and White's position deserves pre-
ference; Spraggett--Nickoloff,
Winnipeg zt 1986.

From the diagram, White can

Eleventh Move
Alternatives for Black

choaqse between:

Al 13 ab
A2 13 b4

Al
13 ab ab
14 Hbd2

White has a wide range of alter-
natives here:

(a) 14 Hh2 ¢S 15 de de 16 g4
£xg4 17 wxgd b4 Stein—Smyslov,
USSR Ch 1966/67.

(b) 14 de de 15 £e3 wxdl (I5
... £d7') 16 Bxdl Dacd 17 Exal8
Hxa8 18 £c5 He8 19 b3k
Fuchs—Kostro, Vrnjacka Banja
1967.

(c) 14 d5 c6 15 dc wcT 16 Ha3
wxco? (16 ... Le6!? 17 DxbS
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Wxc6 18 Ha3d Hacdd —Suetin)
17 wd3 a6 18 &Hd4 wd7 19
Adxb5+ Suetin-Stein, USSR Ch
1965.

(d) 14 b4 Hacd 15 Zxa8 Hxad
16 &bd2 Dab6 17 Hxcd &Hxcd
18 £d3x Torre-Ivkov, Geneva
1977.

14 ... cS
15 dc

Or 15 &fl ¢cd 16 ¢cd ed 17 Wd3
g6 (Suetin gives 17 ... £e5!? 18
Wxb5 £a6 19 Wbd Hc6 20 wd2
QAcdon) 18 £2h6 Re8 19 Hixd4
£d7 20 &Hxb5 dS5, with chances
for both sides: Stein—Keres, USSR
Ch 1965.

15 ... de
16 we2

Mini¢c-Mili¢, Belgrade 1965,
went 16 &h2 c4 17 Hgd &xgd 18
hg wc7 (18 ... &g 19 &f3
£xcl 20 Wwxcl wc7 21 we3 &d7
22 Kedl &cb 23 b3+ occurred in
Tal-Portisch, match game, Bled
1965; 19 ... wxd1!? was worth
considering) 19 &f1 &b7 20 X xa8
Exa8=.

16 ... c4
17 &h2 we7
Or:
(a) 17 ... £g5 18 2d1 w6 19

Hdf3 fxel 20 Hdxcl £e6 21
Ra3 &b7 22 Hcalt Tal-Aver-
bakh, USSR Ch 1964.

(b) 17 ... £€7 18 &Hdf3 6 19
4e3 fe6 20 Hgd wcT 21 Hh4
Hb7 22 &f5+ Tal-Geller, USSR
1964.

18 Hgd £xgd

19 hg ab7

20 Exa8 Zxa8

21 »f3 HesS=
Matulovic-Kuijpers, Halle
1967.
A2

13 b4 Hacd
Geller—Matanovic, Skopje

1968, went 13 ... &ic6?! 14 ab ab
15 Exa8 Hxa8 16 dS5+.

14 a5 aHd7

15 &b3

Or:

(a)15d5 ¢6 16 dc &b8 17 &Hbd2
axd2 18 axd2 &xc6 19 &Hifl seb
20 £b3 Hc8= Y. Gruenfeld-
P. Nikoli¢, Zagreb izt 1987.

(b) 15 Ha3 Hxald 16 £xa3 gb
17 Wwd3c6 18 Hadl we7= L. Zait-
sev—Podgayets, USSR Ch 1968.

15 ... ed
16 «od c5
17  4f4 ¢b
Or 17 ... cd? 18 £xcd4 bec 19

£xd6 d3 20 e5 £e7 20 Ha3+
(Fischer).
18 &bd2 ds
Or 18... Hxas5M" 19 Xxas wxa$s
20 @xd6+ (Fischer).

19 ed oHxald
20 sde &Hxb3
21  wxb3 He8
22 fc7 Exel +
23  Xxel
At this point  Fischer—

Matanovic¢, Vinkovci 1968, con-
tinued 23 ... Wxc7? 24 He8+ &HI8
25 Wwxb4 +, and White obtained a
large plus. Fischer recommended
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23 ... wi8 24 Hed as 25 »nd6 a4
26 Wwxbd Le7 27 HeS HxeS 28 de
£d7, with approximate equality.

Black chose this last variation
in Chandler—P. Nikoli¢, Linares
1988, but White had prepared an
improvement: 25 Wd3! a4 26 £d6
wd8 27 &£xb4 £a6 28 HA6 WcT
29 wf5 g6 30 wi4 Hf8 31 &Qes
with an overwhelming advantage.

B
11 ... Eb8
Black concedes the a-file to
White, but defends his b-pawn and
aims to carry out ... b5-b4.
12 ab ab (67)

We now consider.

Bl 13d5
B2 13 4e3

The twin games Sax- Karpov
and Nunn-Short, both played in
Skelleftea 1989, concluded as fol-
lows: 13 ©al3 De7 14 £g5 h6 15
£xf7+ Rxf7 16 Deb we8 17
Hxc7 Wd8 18 Deb Wel 19 &HcT

it

Bl
13 d5
14 {e3

Alternatively:

(a) 14 &Hbd2 Hg6 (Agdestein
gives 14 ... c6? 15 dc &Oxc6 16
aft &eS 17 £d5 De7 18 Hel3 k,
or 14 ... &HcS? 15 &c2 b4, or at
once 14 ... b4!?) 15 &Hf1 &Hhd 16
alth2 axfi+ 17 oxf3 &He5 18
£c2 ¢6 19 b4 Da6 20 dc wc7 21
£b3 Wxc6 22 £d5 wxc3M (22
... Wwd7171) 23 £e3 wc7 24 wcl
£b7 25 4a7+ J. Polgar-van
der Sterren, Wijk aan Zee IT 1990.

(b) 14 £¢2 ¢c6 15 dc &@c5 16 b4
He6 17 a3 w7 (17 ... Dxco!?
18 £d3 &cToo) 18 c4!? be 19 bS
Bd8 20 £d2 ©d4 2t &Hxd4 ed 22
Dxc4 HxbS 23 ga5+ Aseyev—
Holmov, Barnaul 1988.

(c) 14 Ha3, and now:

(cl) 14 ... b4 15 cb Hxbd 16
£d2 Bb8 17 &£c3 g6 18 Hcdk
Suetin—Sokolsky, USSR 1953.

(c2) 14 ... HcS 15 £c2 ¢b (or
15...b4!") 16 bd »Hab 17 dc Hixcb
18 we2 Hc7 19 Bdl &e6, and

NeT

Black has a solid position;
Popovic-Agdestein, Belgrade
1989.

14 ... &Hes

A different plan for Black is
14 ... g6 15 Ha3 4g7, when
practice has seen:

(a) 16 ¢4 bc 17 Hxcd &f6 18
£d2 4d7= Ljubojevic—-Smys-
lov, Bugojno 1984.

(b) 16 wd3 b4 17 &cd be 18
wxc3 519 Has &f6 20 £g5 $h8
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21 &d2 £ Short-Milos, Dubai Ol
1986.

(c) 16 we2 N6 17 Ad2 £d7 18
&He2 ¢6 19 de Hxeo 20 feSt
Arnason—Hecht, Thessaloniki Ol
1984,

15  &c2 c6
16 b4 $Hab
17 dc Hxco
18 &Ha3 ac7
19 we2 We8
20 Xedl fe7
21 &d3 Hd8
22 ¢4 &d7=
Nunn-Karpov, Rotterdam
1989.
B2
13 42e3 De7

A characteristic move of this
system. On €7 the knight is flexibly
placed — it can later be transferred
to the kingside or return to the
queenside il appropriate; mean-
while, the black c-pawn can be
brought into the struggle for the
centre.

14 &Hbd2

The most logical. Alternatively:

(a) 14 &gSs (speculating on the
error 14 ... ¢5? 15 dc dc 16 &x{7
Zx{7 17 &xc5+) is over-sharp.
There can follow:

(al) 14 ... ©g6é 15 &xh7 (15
Wwhs!? 2xg5 16 axgdst) 15 ...
&xh7 16 Wwh5+ g8 17 Wxgb
b4 18 £c4 Db6 19 &£b3 £d7 20
fcd4 1-3 Spassky-Fuderer,
Baden 1957.

(a2)14...h6!? 15 h4 (if he wants,

White can force a draw in the way

we have seen before: 15 &x{7+

HExf7 16 Heb) 15... £b7 16 wgd!

(the queen soon becomes an object

of attack for the black knights;

better 16 &bd2) 16... hg |7 hg ed

18 cd ¢5 19 gf (Kir. Georgiev gives
19 dc £xb2 20 Xa2 feS 21 cd

£xd6 22 g6 HeS 23 gf+ Hx[7TF)
19 ... &xl6 20 Wwhd Hgb 21 wgs
c4F Kir. Georgiev—Milos, Thes-
saloniki Ot 1988.

(b) 14 ©a3 (in the present situ-
ation there is no particular point
in developing the knight this way)
14...¢515d5c4 16 &c2 wcT 17
Nd2 Hcs 18 w3 £d7 19 Ha2
&8 20 afl wd8 21 &bl L85
22 &Hbd2 £xe3 23 Hixed b6 =

Kruppa—Malanyuk, Kherson
1989.
4 ... £b7
Or:

(a) Spassky—Smyslov, Bugojno
1984, went 14 ... ¢5 15 &[1 cd 16
cd ed 17 £xd4 &6, and a draw
was agreed although White is
somewhat better.

(b) 14 ... ¢6 15 &h2 &Hg6 16
adf3 we7 17 g3 Ze8 18 &g5
£xg5 19 £xg5 and White’s
bishop pair guarantees him a plus;
Short—Agdestein, Reykjavik 1990.

15 $£c2 Za8

In Ljubojevic-Agdestein, Bel-
grade 1989, Black was tempted
by the win of a pawn and ended
up losing his queen: 15 ... ¢c5 16
dS c4 17 b3 cb 18 &xb3 Wc7 19
£d3 %c8 20 HEa7 ¥xc3 21 Wbl
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Wbd 22 Wwc2 b7 23 Bxb7 £xb7

24 £d2 wad 25 Halt+.

16
17
18
19

we2
de
b4
&Hb3

c6
de
wce7
Hgb

20 &HasS £ab
21 4d3 Le7
White's position is the more
attractive; Kir. Georgiev—Karpov,
Reggio Emilia 1989/90.
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9...5d7 10 d4 &f6
In this chapter, we consider
White's alternatives to 11 a4:

A 11d5
B 11 £e3

In some games White has
played 11 £dS5, though it is evi-
dent that this thrust can bring him
no tangible gains. After 11... b7
12 de de 13 &£e3 @aS 14 £xb7
Hxb7 15 Wc2, there can follow:

(@) 15... &dc5 16 Ed] we7 17
Hbd2 Efd8 18 &f1 h5= van der
Wiel-Short, Tilburg 1988.

(b)15... we7 16 &Hbd2 XId8 17
Hedl web (Karpov gives 17 ...
@Dde5? 18 b4 Had 19 Hb3Z) 18
Hf1 £e7 19 a4 f6 20 b4 cb6= Sax-
Karpov, Rotterdam 1989,

A
11 d5 (68)
1 ... Has

Or 11 ... &e7, and now:

(a) 12 a4 can be answered by 12
... 2b7 (see chapter 19), or by 12
... Eb8, which will transpose into
chapter 20, variation BI. An inter-
esting idea of Arencibia’s is 12 ...
Ne5t? 13 axbs Oxb3 14 wWxb3

Eleventh Move
Alternatives for White

X b8 15:c4 axb5 16 cxb3 g6 17
&eld fe7 intending ... f5.

(b) 12 &abd2 g6 13 D1 £g7 14
Hg3 &b7 15 4c2 ©b6 16 hd c6
17 dc &xc6 18 h5 Wd7, and in
view of Black’s good development,
the attack with the white h-pawn
is not dangerous; Salov--Sturua,
Tallinn 1981. In Gi. Hernandez-
Arencibia, Havana 1991, Black
tried 12 ... a5 instead and after 13
Hf1 ab6 14 £c2? he could have
achieved a satisfactory position by
14 ... £d7 intending ... c6 — ed.

12 4c2 b6

Or 12 ... ¢5 13 &bd2 (13 dc
&bé) 13 ... g6 14 b3 4g7 IS
Hf127 (15 ad?£) 15 ... &b6 16
&Hg3 £d7= Shamkovich-Ivkov,
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Rio de Janeiro 1979.
13 - &bd2
Murillo~Khaled, Novi Sad Ol
1990, went 13 B3 66 14 c4 &d7
(14 ... bc would be met by 15 b4
Ab7 16 dc) 15 &d2 &Hb7 16 Hal
5 17 £d3 bd 18 &c2 a5 19 He3
a4, with counterplay for Black.
13 ... ¢
Black should not delay this
. break; if he does, he risks ending
up in a difficult situation. Belyav-
sky-Spassky, Barcelona 1989,
went 13 ... g67 14 &f1 (Belyavsky
gives 14 a4!? ba 15 &xad Hxad
16 Wxad4 b7 17 wc6 Ka7 18 b4
£d7 19 Wcd £b5.20 Wbl &g7
21 c4+) 14 ... £g7 15 4516 16
£e3 £d7 17 b3 &b7 18 a4 ba
19 b4 a5 20 £xb6 cb 21 £xadoc.
14 de wc7
Or 14 ... &Hxc6 15 &f1 asM (15
. £e6!7) 16 ©e3 b4 17 £b3%

Gaprindashvili-Kushnir, match
game, Riga 1968.

15 &fl “Wxc6

16 %He3 %ac4

17 ogd ge7

18 b3 ‘&as

19 4a3 "He8

The position is close to equality;
Vasyukov-Smyslov, Tbilisi 1968.

B
=11 &3
White furthers his development
and fortifies the d4-point.
mnmn .. -
This is the only way Black can
work up counterplay. After 11 ...

£b7 12 &bd2, White mobilises all
his forces and has good prospects:

(a) 12...ed 13 cd Ha5 14 &c2
He8 15 4f4 &Hf8 16 e5 £e7 17

Wbhl+ Gelfand-Kupreichik,
Minsk 1986.
(b) 12... e7 13 &c2c5 14 d5

b6 15 bd cb 16 cb 4£c8 17 a4
ba 18 £xa4 Hxad 19 wxad £d7
20 Wb3 ©Hc8 21 &Hcd+ Dolmatov-
Malanyuk, Odessa Ch 1989.

12 &g e

13 et

Now Black has the following

possibilities:

Bl 13...¢5

B2 13...ed

B3 13... £b7
Ziatdinov—-Smagin, Cacak

1991, went 13 ... &cb6 14 Hbd2

c515af1 Ze8 16 Hrg3 g6 17 £h6
&Hed 18 de Hxde5S 19 Ebl &b7
20 HxeS5 fxe5 21 wgd £c8 22
Wi{3 Whdoo.

Bl
13 ... cS
Attacking White’s centre at
once.
14 b3 &eb6
A dubious alternative is 14 ...
HaS 15 d5 g6 16 a4 &b6 17
b4 &b7 18 a5 »nd7 19 Hbd2+
Kavalek-Lengyel, - Amsterdam
1968.
15 ge3
In Mestel-Torre, London 1984,
White was in difficulties after 15
d5 c4 (or 15 ... a5 16 &Hbd2 adoo
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Kopayev—Ragozin, USSR 1945)
16 b4 a5 17 ad” (17 £e3!7) 17 ...
ab 18 cb ©xad4 19 &£xad Hb6 20
acl &d7.

15 ... cd

16 d5

Karpov gives the variation 16

b4 a5 17 ©a3 £a6 18 ba &8
19 bl wxa5 20 wcl He7 21 dS

Efb8F.
16 ... £b7
17 b4 as
18 a4

White has the advantage; Kar-
pov-Torre, Hannover 1983.

B2
13 ... ed
Black carries out the same idea
for attacking the centre, but
exchanges first.
14 cod
Wedberg—Nickoloff, New York
open 1989, varied with 14 &Hxd4
¢S5 15 &f5 adb6 16 He3 He8
17 Dxcd Hxcd 18 Hd2 Hxd2 19
£xd2 £b7=.
14 ... c5 (69)

15 &c3?
Or 15 a4 cd 16 ab wb6éoc Wat-
son—Nickoloff, St John open 1988.

15 ... £b7
16 b3 cd
17 &xd4 was

Or 17 ... &cbb 18 &el gb 19

wd2t.
18 be

A weaker line is 18 &Hce2 Ha3l
19 £d3 &c5 20 £b2 Hac8 21
&gl Hxd3 22 wxd3 &c2 23 Hixe2
£xb2 24 Habl Wc3 with a good
game for Black; Tolnai—Nickoloff,
St John open 1988.

18 ... wxe3
19 se3 Wxcd
20 b3 Wc7
21  Eel .

White has a very strong position
for the pawn; Gufeld--Christi-
ansen, Wellington 1988.

B3
13 ... 7 v
14
14 a4 transposes to chapter 19,
variation B.
14 ... &Hcb6
15 el
Or 15 &bd2 He8 16 &Hfl (a
game Tseitlin—-Razuvayev, USSR
1975, went 16 a4 ba 17 ba a5=)
16 ...ed 17 cd c5 18 &4b2 cd 19
£xd4 He5= Benjamin-Dzhind-
zhikhashvili, USA 1988.
15 ... ed
Alternatives are:
(a) 15... Xe8M 16 d5, and now:
(al) 16 ... Xc8 17 &bd2 c6 18
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c4 a5 (18 ... cd 19 cd gave White
a plus in Spassky—Petrosian, 21st
game, World Ch match 1969) 19
£d3 bc 20 Hxcd Hxcd 21 £xc4
¢S5 22 wd3x Korneyev—-Varavin,
Smolensk 1991.

(a2) 16 ... &e7 17 &bd2 {5 18
c4 bc 19 Hixcd Dxed 20 be 4 21
£d2 a5 22 fad4 HI8 23 &xd7
wxd7 24 c5, and the initiative is
with White; Brodsky-Ginsburg,
Kherson 1990.

(b) 15...¢5 16 &4bd2 ed 17 cd
g6 18 Hcl He8 19 d5 &b2 20

Bb! £g7 with chances for both
sides; Abramovi¢-Ravikumar,
“Hastings 1985/86.
16 «cd Ke8
A complex position also arose in

Brunner—Arnason, Oakham 1988:
16 ... ¢5 17 &bd2 cd 18 £xd4
He5 19 Bcl He8=.

17  &bd2 c5

18 Hcl cd
19 4xd4 Zc8
20 ofl Nes

The position is equal; Hjartar-
son-Short, Belgrade 1987.



22 10 ... Db6

9...2d7 10 d4
10 ... abé (70)

By immediately transferring his
knight to the queenside, Black
prevents White’'s a2-a4 break.
However, Black’s concentration ol
forces on this side of the board
weakens the other wing. This vari-
ation is frequently seen in the
games of Spassky and Ivkov.

From the diagram, White’s
most popular continuations are:

A 11 2e3
B 11 ©bd2

Practice has also seen:

(a) 11 ad”! ba 12 £xad4 Hxad
13 wxad4 &d7 14 wcd wc8 15
Hbd2 wb7 F Aronin—-Antoshin,

USSR Ch 1957.

(b) 11 de (the move favoured by
Fischer) 11 ... &xe5 12 &ixeS de
13 whS, and now:

(b1) 13 ... wd6 14 &Hd2 &eb
15 &f3 £xb3 16 ab &©d7 17 b4
Z{d8= Fischer-Tal, Portoroz izt
1958.

(b2) 13 ... 216 14 &Hrd2 we7 15
Ol £e6 16 Hel3 g6 17 Wi3 £xb3
18 ab £g7 19 b4 c6= Fischer—
Keller, Ziirich 1959.

A
11 ge3

White threatens, in some lines,
to exchange on e5 and b6, seizing
the d5-point.

11 ... ed

Black commences active play.
Quieter continuations are:

(a) 11 ... £16 12 ~bd2 Has 13
de (or 13 &c2 Hacd= Ragozin-
Antoshin, Leningrad 1957) 13 ...
Hxb3!? (Aronin-Furman, USSR
Ch 1957, went 13 ... de? 14 £xb6
cb 15 £d5+) 14 ef &Hxal 15
£fg5 Ee8 16 Wxal with mutual
chances; Kostro—Antoshin, Kien-
baum 1958.

(b) 11 ... 2Zb8 (prophylaxis) 12
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&Abd2 (Tal-Darga, Munich Ol
1958, went 12 de HxeS5?! 13 Hixes
de 14 WhS5 wd6 15 &nd2 £f6 16
Df3 Dcd 17 Badl we?7 18 £g5+4;
Black can improve with 12 ... de!?
13 &dbd2=) 12 ... £f6, and now:

(b1) 13 d5 Has5 14 $c2 Hacd
15 &xcd Hxed 16 fcl c6 17 de
Wc7 18 Dh2 wWxc6 19 Hgd fe7
20 ©He3d £eb6= Fischer-Bron-
(‘stein, Portoroz izt 1958.

(b2) 13 &Dfl Ha5 14 &c2 Hacd
(more logical than 14... Xe8 15b3
Ne6 16 wd2+ Gufeld—Kuzmin,
USSR 1971) 15 &cl ¢5 16 b3 Has
17 &e3 ed 18 cd Hc6 with good
counterplay for Black; Mnatsak-
anian-Zilber, USSR 1958.

(b3) 13 £¢2 £d7 (Ljubojevic-
Ivkov, Bugojno 1982, went 13 ...
Ze8 14 Hcl £d7 15 b3 He? 16
£d3 Qg6 17 wc2 »Hhd 18 Hxhd
£xh4 19 de de 20 c4, with advan-
tage to White) 14 d5 ©HaS 15 b3
c6 16 a4 ba 17 &£xb6 Wxb6 18 b4
Hb3 19 &Hxb3 ab 20 &£xb3 ¢S
21 £ad4 &xad4 }-1 Rodriguez—
Ivkov, Moscow 1975.

12 cd Has

Tal-Antoshin, USSR Ch 1957,
went 12...d5 13 &c3 de 14 Hxed
£f515d5 Ha516d6cd 17 £xbb
Wwxb6 18 &Hg3 Leb 19 axe6 fe

20 Xxe6 L.
13 4&c2 c5
14 &3

Or:

(a) In Tal-Panno, Portoroz
1958, White played the rash 14
eS” de 15 DxeS Dbcd 16 wd3 f5

17 &£b3 4 18 $£d2 &xb3 19
Heb Hxal 20 Hxd8 &5 21 w3
Haxd8 F.

(b} Darga--Tatai, Enschede
1963, went 14 &Hbd2 Hacd 15 Hxcd
Hxed 16 &cl cd 17 b3 &6 18
Bbl &es5 (18 ...d3!7) 19 &Hxd4.

14 ... Hacd
15 dcl cd

In 1. Zaitsev—Lepeshkin, Mos-
cow 1963, Black was unsuccess-
ful with 15... b4 16 &d5 &xd5 17
ed &Hb6 18 we2 416 19 4h6!?
£b7 20 wed +.

16 &Hxd4 £16
17 ad ba
18 4xad wc7
19 b3 Nes
20 4b2 £b7
The game is about equal; Glig-
oric-F. Olalsson, Yugoslavia

1959.

So the position of the bishop
on e3 allows Black to work up
immediate counterplay. At pres-
ent, the flexible 11 &bd2 is seen
more often.

B
11 &bd2 £16

Formerly Black used to play 11
...ed, and after 12 cd either 12 ...
d5 or 12.... &Hb4. But White then
discovered clear-cut methods to
obtain the advantage:

(a) On 12 ... d5, White has:

(al) 13 e52! &5 14 .&f1 &Hbd
15 Hgl3 &£g6 with equal chances;
Unzicker—Keller, Ziirich 1959.

(a2) 13 &c2 4e6 14 a3
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(Fischer—Reshevsky, Santa Mon-
ica 1966, went 14 e5 wd7 15 @&b3
21516 £85 Hfe8 17 4xe7 Hxe7
18 Hcl @b4 19 &cS £xc2 20
wd2! +; Black could have played
more strongly with 15 ... Qa4,
keeping watch on the c5-square)
14 ... wd7 15b3f5(15... de!? 16
Hxed 1) 16 ef £xf5 17 £b2 Rf6
18 &xf5 wxf{5 19 Hcl+ Kura-
jica—Nikolac, Wijk aan Zee 1977.

(a3) 13 ed &Hxd5 14 Hed &f5 (14
. @f6 15 £c2) 15 £d2 (Madl-
Szmacinska, Thessaloniki Ol
1988, went 15 &5 2g6 16 4£d2
&xc5 17 dc &nf6 18 &fa+) 15 ...
&Hdb4 16 Hcl Ha5 17 HcsS Hxb3
18 Wxb3 &c6 19 b7 wd7 20
d5 + Jansa—Milicevi¢, Kragujevac
1984.

{(b) 12 ... &bd 13 &f1 (13 dS
Hd3) 13 ... ¢5 14 a3 (in a recent
quickplay game Renet-Adams,
Cannes 1992, White played the
insipid 14 &g3, conceding the
bishop pair after 14 ... c4 15 &c2
&ixc2 16 Wxc2. Black went on to
win in a smooth fashion: 16 ... d5
17 eS He8 18 £d2 aS! 19 Xe3 b4
20 Hael g6 21 ©Hh2 a4 22 wdl a3
23 ba ¢3 24 4cl Hcd 25 23
Dxa3 26 £h6 Hab 27 gl axgs
28 hg £85 29 &£xg5 wxgs 30

Wbl wd2 31 2dl wc2 32 He2
wxe2 0-1 — ed) 14 ... &c¢c6 and
now:

(bl) 15 £f4 &Hxd4 16 Hxdd
cd 17 wxd4 &e6 18 wdl d5=
Vasyukov-Kuzmin, USSR Ch
1969.

(b2) 15 &g3 cd 16 Hxd4 Hixd4
17 Wwxd4 £f6 18 wbd feb=
I. Zaitsev-Tukmakov, USSR Ch
1969.

(b3) 15 &1h2 cd 16 Hrxd4 &Hxd4
17 wxdd4 £f6 18 wdl He8=
Short—Hodgson, English Ch 1991.

(b4) 15 £e3 Has5 16 £c2 Hbcd
17 £cl cd 18 &Hxd4 £f6 19 Ebl
dS 20 ed &b7 21 &f5 wxdS 22
WxdS5 (also possible is 22 Wg4 hS
23 wg3 Rfe8 24 25+ Adams-
Ivkov, French League 1991 —ed.)
22 ... £xd5 23 b3 &b6 24 £e3
Hab8 25 ©l1gd &eb 26 Hed &HdS
27 Hxf6+ Hxf6 28 £c5 (Ador-
jan-lvkov, Vrsac 1980, went 28
£a7?” Hb7 29 &£cS Bc8=; Ivkov
suggests 28 &[4!7) 28 ... Hfe8 29
Ad6 Red8 30 f4 with a plus for
White; Karpov-lvkov, Bugojno
1980.

12 &fl

Belyavsky-Spassky, Barcelona
1991, went 12 d5 Ha5 13 &c2 g6
14 &fl (14 ad!?) 14 ... £g7 15
£g5106 16 s£e3 &d7 17 b3 &b7
18 a4 ba 19 b4 a5 20 £xb6 cb 21
4£xad4 bS 22 £c2 wc7 23 Zal
$£h6?! (23 ... ab!? 24 Xxa8 Hxal8
25 cb Wc3TF) 24 wal fS50.

12 ... He8 (71)

In this position, White’s most
usual moves are:

Bl 13 &g3
B2 13 ©1h2
B3 13 &c2

Practice has also seen:
(a) 13 He3N" ed 14 cd Exed 15
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Wc2 we8 16 £d2 &xd4 17 Hxd4
£xd4 18 Wxc7 £e6F Spassky-
Geller, 4th match game, Riga
1965.

(b) 13 d5, and now:

(bly 13 ... Da5 14 £c2 c6 15
dc £e6 16 Del Hxc6 17 HdS
£xdS 18 ed ©b8 19 a4 g6 20
We2 ba 21 £xad Hxad 22 Exad
wd7 23 2b4 a5= A. Sokolov-
P. Nikoli¢, Tilburg 1987.

(b2) 13.... ©e7 14 He3 g6 15
£c2 Df416 b3 g6 17 a4 ba 18 ba
a5 19 c4 &d7 20 Hd2 &cS 21
Hb3oo Sznapik—Balashov, War-
saw 1990.

(c) 13 a4 ba 14 £xad Hxad 15
Oxad £d7 16 d5 He7 17 Ral
c6 18 c4 I-1 Mokry-Balashov,
Trnava 1989.

B1
13 oag3 g6
14 4hé
An obvious-looking bishop
development. If instead 14 &c2
*2d7, there can follow:
(a) 15 £h6 Dcd 16 d5 HeT 17

b3 &Hb6 18 &£d3 g7 19 &xg?
&xg7 20 a4 ba 21 ba £c8 22
Nd2 c6 23 a5 &d7 24 Hcd Hcs
25 dc 4e6 with equal chances;
Renet-Spassky, Clermont-Fer-
rand 1989.

(b) 15 b3 (a highly promising
plan) 15 ... d5 16 &b2 ed 17 cd
de 18 £xed4 Hc8 19 wd2 He7 20
Hadl £g7 21 ©eS 2bdS5 22 413
I b8 23 h4+ Dolmatov--Spassky,
Clermont-Ferrand 1989.

14 ... as

Other continuations are:

(a) 14 ... &b7 15 wd2 Has5 16
£c2 Hacd 17 wcl, and now:

(al) 17 ... ©d7 18 b3 Hcb6 19
Wwd2ed20cd c521 Badl + Stein-
Geller, USSR 1961.

(a2)17...ed 18 cd c5 19 b3 Ha5
20 e5 &£.h8 occurred in Schlosser—
Wahls, Haifa 1989; now White has
21 dc dc 22 Led+.

(b) 14 ... £d7 15 wd2 HasS 16
£c2 ¢5 17 b3 we7 18 HRadlzt
Matanovic-Geller,  Yugoslavia
1961.

(c) 14 ... DaS 15 &£c2c516 d5
£d7, and now:

(c1) 17 wel £g7 18 hd we7 19
b3 &b7 20 h5 a5 21 a4 c4 22 ab
cb $-34 Chandler—Spassky, West
Germany 1989.

(c2) 17 wd2 we7 18 RXfl £g7
19 &£xg7 &xg7 20 Hh2 Wwh4 21
b3 wf4 with approximate equality;
Adams—Spassky, Cannes 1989.

15 d5
Or:
(a) 15de de 16 We2 a4 17 Radl
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£d7 18 &c2 HaS= Lepeshkin-
Kuzmin, USSR Ch 1965.

(b) 15 £c2, and now:

(b1) 15 ... £d7 16 d5 ©e7 17
Wwe2 2g7 18 &xg7 <&xg7 19
£d3 1520 ef HexdS 21 g &f4 22
Wed hg 23 Hh5+ gh 24 wh7+
&6 25 Hg5 Hg8 26 Who+ =
Sax—Tal, Skelleftea 1989.

(b2) 15...ed 16 cd @cd 17 Bbl
Hbd 18 &ab3 ¢5 19 a3 &iech 20
£xc4 be 21 de dc, and although
Black’s pawn position is shattered
he has strong counterplay; Diaz—
Ivkov, Cuba 1986.

15 ... b8
16 Qc2

Velimirovic-Ivkov,  Sarajevo
1986, went 16 a4 ba 17 f£xad
@xad 18 Hxad c6 1-1.

16 ... c6

17  dc wc7
18 £d3 wxc6
19 we2 £a6
20 Hh2 H8d7
21 Hed £h8
22 wf3

This was played in Hellers—Len-
gyel, Budapest 1988. White has an
attack; he has turned to good
account the massing of Black’s
pieces on the queenside.

B2
13 &1h2 (72)

By bringing his knight to g4,
White wants to exchange off one
of the black bishops.

13 ... ed
14 cd 9as

15 4¢c2 c5
16 b3?

White doesn’t hurry with &g4;
for the moment he strengthens his
centre.

Other possibilities are:

(a) 16 d5 Hacd 17 Ebl HeS5 18
Ad2 Hgb 19 Hdlil £g5 20 He3
£d7 with equality; Wahis-Ivkov,
Dortmund 1989.

(b) 16 Hgd4 £xgd4 17 hg, and
now:

(bt} 17 ... ©Hec6 18 e5 de 19 dc
wxdl 20 Xxd| ©Da4 21 $e4 Hacd
22 g5 £e7 23 axcb6b Kxc6 24
b4+ Psakhis-Ivkov, Sarajevo
1986.

(b2} 17 ... &£xd4 18 &Hxd4 cd
19 wxd4 Hc8 20 wdl Hbcd 21 g5
3-1 Spassky-Geller, Amsterdam
1970.

(b3) 17 ... cd 18 g5 £eS5? (in
Spassky—Geller, 6th match game,
Riga 1965, White had a decisive
plus after 18 ... £e7?! 19 e5 &f8
20 &xh7+ &xh7 21 g6+ g8
22 &g5 fg 23 wf3) 19 Hxd4 gb 20
f4 (20 &f3 £g7 21 Ebl Hc8 22
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b3 &Hc6 = Renet-Spassky, Cannes
1989) 20 ... &g7 21 (57 (21
b3!1?) 21 ... HcB8 22 6 £18 23 b3
d5, and Black seized the initia-
tive in Smirin-Balashov, USSR
Ch 1989. \
16 He6
Or16...cd” 17 &Hxd4 d5 18 €5
4xe5 19 £xh7+.
17  &b2 Ea7
Romanishin—-Scholl, Amster-
dam 1973, went 17 ... £eb 18
wd2 Hc8 19 Zadl cd 20 £bl
Nd7 21 Hxd4 wbo 22 Hxcé Exchd
23 4xf6 ©Hxf6 24 Ze3d HIlc8 25
&f3, with advantage to White.
18 €5 de
19 dc ads
Or 19 ... wxdl 20 Xaxdl &d7
21 ged Hc7 22 @xc6 Hxcb 23
b4 +.

20 Hed fxgd
21  hg g6
22 &d2+

P. Popovic-Salov, Manila izt
1990.

B3
13 fc2 ed
Or 13...g6 14 He3 4g7 15d5
Ne7 16 b3 Hf8 17 a4 ba 18 ba 5
(18 ... a5!?”) 19 a5+ Fedorowicz—
Razuvayev, New York open 1989.

14 «od &bd
15 &bl cs
16 &g3

Ljubojevi¢-Spassky, Barcelona
1989, concluded 16 a3 &cb 17 e5
de 18 dc wxd! 19 Bxdl Ha4 20
fed &b7 21 £e3 Had8 22 b4

1_1

272
16 ... cd
17  &Hxd4 Hed
Or 17 ... £b7? 18 a3 &xd4
19 Wxd4 Dc6 20 wdl wi6oc.

18 a3 Wwbo
19 €5 ExeS
20 ©f3 Heé
21 Hxes L xeS
22 af4

White has the advantage; Lju-
bojevic-Spassky, Linares 1990.



2

9...ad7
In this position, apart from the
usual 10 d4, White has played:

A 10 a4
B 10d3

10 ... ‘Pes
Schmid~-Keres, Tel-Aviv 1964,
went 10 ... b4? 11 £d5 £b7 12
cb Xb8 13 bS5 ab 14 ab Hb4 15
£xb7 ®xb7 16 Hc3+.
11 %d5
Suetin recommends 11 ab Hxb3
12 Wxb3 Xb8 13 Wcd Leb6 14
Wxc6 Bb6 15 wxb6+. However,
after 12 ... £e6 the advantage is
with Black.

Tenth Move Alternatives
for White

.. %b7
12 &b .
Kennedy—Radovi¢, Budapest
1959, went 12 d4?! & xad 13 de de
14 &xeS HxeS 15 £xb7 wxdl 16

Zxdl Zad8¥F.
12 ... -ab
13 #xa8 Wia8
14 a4 #d7

15 %Hal 4
The position is about equal;
Fischer-Kalme, USA 1961.

B
10 d3
White postpones d4 until he has
developed his pieces.
10 ... Has
Despite the unassuming nature
of White’s tenth move, Black has
to play accurately or risk falling
into difficulties. The alternatives
are:

;K () 10 ... h8 11 &bd2 &5 12

£d5 4b7 13 &b3 Had 14 d4
£f6 15 de de 16 Re2 we7 17
$e3+ Tseshkovsky-Kuzmin,
Moscow 1974,

(b) 10 ... &4b6, and now:

(bl) 11 £e3 Has5 12 Lc2 (or
12 £xb6!? cb 13 £d5x) 12 ...
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Tenth Move Alternatives for White 135

¢S5 13 2bd2 Dcb 14 d4 ed 15 cd
f5 (15 ... cd!? 16 ©Dxd4 Hxd4 17
Lxdd 4f6 18 D3 Hed 19 b3
HedS=) 16 dc dc 17 Wcl &£h8 18
ef £xf5 19 ded Hc8 20 &xcs
£xc5 21 Wwxc5 Dad 22 wa3l, and
Black has insufficient compens-
ation for the pawn; Speelman-
Belyavsky, Amsterdam 1989.

(b2) 11 &bd2 a5 (or 11 ... Has
12 £c2 ¢5 13 &fl feb6 14 Hgl
g6 15 d4 &6 16 d5 4d7 17 b3
Hb7 18 &£h6 He8 19 wd2 c4
20 b4 a5 Fedorowicz—Miralles,
Clichy 1986) 12 d4 a4 13 4&c2
14 &ft= Kindermann-
Razuvayev, Prague 1992 — ed.

(c) 10 ... &HeS5 11 £dS (or 11
$c2 £f6 12 b4 Ad7 13 a4 £b7
14 Ha3x) 11... £b7 12 d4 &Hd7
13 &bd2 476 14 &f1 &bé 15
$b3 He8 16 A1h2 Ha5 17 £c2
hS" (17 ... £c8!7) 18 g4 £c8 19
g2 hg 20 Hxgd Hd7 21 $h2
with a strong attack; Pavlovic-
Smagin, Erevan 1988.

(d) 10... £b7 11 &bd2 &HcS5 12
£c2, and now:

(dl) 12 ... d5 13 &b3 de 14
HxeS &xc5 15 de= Averbakh-
Liliental, Ivanovo 1944.

(d2) 12... Deb 13 Dl Hgs 14
Qel Hxf3+ 15 wxf3 &£g5 16 ad
Del= Savon-Averbakh, USSR

Ch 1961.

() 10 ... £16 11 &bd2 &b6 12
Df1 Le6 13 De3 wd7 14 d4 ed
15 &Hxd4d £xb3 16 ab Hfe8=

Boleslavsky-Botvinnik, Gron-
ingen 1946.

11 gc2 c5

12 &bd2 AT )
Magem-lvkov, Las Palmas

1989, went 12... £16 13 &f1 &b6

14 Hg3 g6 15d4 cd 16 cd &c6 17

d5 @e7 18 £d2 £g7 19 fas

£h6 20 a4 £d7 21 ab ab 22

£d3 WcT 23 we2+.
13 &f1

Or:

(a) 13 ... £f6 14 De3 &Ob6 15
Hgd fixgd 16 hg h6 17 Le3 B8
18 g3 we7 19 &g2 Rfd820 Zhl +
Dely-Haag, Hungary 1966.

(b) 13 ... &b6 14 He3 feb 15
d4 cd 16 cd Hxd4 17 &axd4 ed 18
wxd4 Zc8 19 wd3 g6= Bannik-
Averbakh, USSR Ch 1964/65.

Ze8

14 &gl Hbé
15 d4 cd
16 cd ed
17 b3 d3
18 4xd3 216
19 2bl g6
20 4£b2 Des
21 &d4 £b7

The chances are equal; Lobron—
Hort, Thessaloniki O] 1984,
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12...h6 13 a2 47
13 £c2 a5 48 —

13 ... g6 48
13 ... wd7 48
13...d5 50
13...©b8 14 b3 48
14 b4 52
12 $c2 wd7 60
12... Xc8 60
12... hé 60
12... g6 13 &b3 6/
13 &fl 61
13 a4 61
13 b3 61
{3d5 62
12... &b8 13 a4 &bd7 68
13 b4 &bd7 73
13 b3 Dbd7 81
12 »gs 84
12d5 84
12 .. h6
12.... wd7 13 »g5 38
13 £a2 38
13dS5 38
13 £c2 g6 39
13...ed 40
13 ab 40
13 &c2
13 de 34
13 @a2 34
13 d5 ©a7 34
13...0e7 35
13... b8 36
13...&%a53 7"
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13 ... o oed

13...4b8 30
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13...2b8 3/
13...wd7 32
14 «cod
14 Hrxd4 13
14 ... Hb4
15 £bt cS
15...&6d7 25
15...ba 16 Exad4 a5 17 b3 25
17 Ra3 wd7 25
17...g6 26
17 ... a6 26
15 ... wd7 28
15...g6 28
16 d5
16 dc 14
16 Xa3 14
16 b3 14
16 ... 9nd7
16...g6 15
17 Za3
17 &fl 15
17 ... c4
17...ba 16
17...86 16
17 ...f5 18 &h2 2}
18 e5 2/
18 ef 22
18 Rae3 &f6 2/
18...14 22
; 18 ab

18 &»xd4 wb6 18
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18
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20
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10
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.
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