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Preface
Anti-Sicilian systems continue to be a source of comfort for White players who
want to avoid the ever-growing theory of the main lines, and conversely a pain in
the neck for those playing Black whose only real wish is to reach the Najdorf,
Dragon, Scheveningen or Sveshnikov (or whatever their favourite Sicilian varia
tion is) in every single game they play.
I hope that this book will provide some attractive options to both players: bold
possibilities for Black against some of White's more popular Anti-Sicilians, and
also weapons for White to try, aiming to shock and confuse opponents.
I would like to thank my co-authors Richard Palliser and Peter Wells for all their
hard work on this project; not only for their own articles, but also for their enthu
siasm to discuss and analyse other possibilities. As usual a number of ideas even
tually had to be discarded, often reluctantly so. One typical reason for disqualifi
cation was if a 'weapon' seemed to provide more danger to oneself than the op
ponent!
Richard Palliser wrote Chapters 3, 6, 7, 8 and 9; Peter Wells contributed Chapters 2
and 4; and finally I was responsible for Chapters 1, 5, 10, 11 and 12.
John Emms
Hildenborough, Kent
March 2009
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Series Introduction
The original concept behind Dangerous Weapons was to take a major chess opening
and to approach it in a completely different way: to concentrate on variations that
are ambitious, sharp, innovative, disruptive, tricky, enjoyable to analyse; ones not
already weighed down by mountains of theory, and ones unfairly ignored or dis
credited. To me this seemed like an author's paradise, which I'm sure contributed
somewhat towards the inspiration behind this series!
The main motivation behind studying major openings in such a way is to be able
to present the reader (not forgetting the author!) with a considerable number of
fresh, hard-hitting opening weapons for both White and Black; in some cases to
create repertoires and in others to enhance and rejuvenate existing ones.

What is a Dangerous Weapon?
For the purpose of choosing opening variations for this series, usually a Dangerous
Weapon fits into one or more of these overlapping categories:

1) Moves that create complex, original positions full of razor-sharp tactics and rich
positional ideas where creative, attacking play is rewarded; moves which are new,
rare or very fresh, leaving plenty of scope for research.
It should be pointed out that even though mainline theory produces a vast num
ber of wonderfully complicated positions, these opening variations lose out heav
ily in the 'danger' stakes. No matter how sharp and difficult the position, the
opening phase is nowhere near as hazardous for your opponent if he is able to fall
back on that comfort blanket known as theory. I've played plenty of incredibly
sharp lines without any real fear simply because of reasonable book knowledge
and some solid home preparation. Thus in Dangerous Weapons the emphasis has
mainly been on non-theoretical lines, where your opponent is left to his own de
vices at a very early stage.
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2) Moves that are highly ambitious; ones which aim for total domination.
Perfect for those not satisfied with a quiet theoretical edge as White and eager to
search for a big advantage or even a direct refutation, albeit at some risk; or for
those as Black who prefer to strive for the initiative at any cost, preferring this
over a manageable disadvantage or sterile equality.

3) Moves that have been previously ignored, discarded or discredited by theory,
perhaps unfairly so or maybe for the wrong reasons.
Discredited lines can be especially dangerous - the psychological element cannot
be ignored. Facing an opening like this, I find myself asking the question, 'Why is
he playing this variation if it is meant to be bad?' Often there is a very good reason
(a logical improvement, perhaps, which overturns a previous assessment), and in
any case how are you supposed to remember a hypothetical IS-move refutation
when you only browsed it in a book once, and that was a few years ago?

4) Moves that are visually shocking; moves which seem to contradict the laws of
the game.
Disregarding the question of objective merit for the moment, there's no doubt that
a crazy-looking move has at the very least some psychological value. Unleashed
on an opponent, it can produce a range of emotions: uncontrolled laughter, per
haps followed by over-confidence; anger (at being insulted by such a move) fol
lowed by over-aggression; or perhaps discomfort, followed by timidity. Of course
you may instead encounter understanding followed by objectivity -you have to
pick and choose your opponents.

Dangerous for Whom?
It would be difficult, probably impossible, to guarantee that every single variation
in this book is 100% sound. You have to understand that in some cases 'danger
ous' can mean 'dangerous for both sides'. What I do expect, however, is that your
opponent's ride throughout the opening should be far bumpier than yours!

Guiding You Through
Throughout the book there are various icons together with explanatory notes to
emphasize significant points. They should be fairly self-explanatory, but here's a
brief summary:
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DANGEROUS WEAPON! This signifies a game, variation, sub
variation or position where the Dangerous Weapon has
obviously produced the desired effect.
BEWARE! Pointing out immediate danger for the player using
the Dangerous Weapon.
ROLL THE DICE! Signifying a variation or sub-variation which is
perhaps more suited for games with short time-limits or for
players who enjoy taking risks.
TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: This indicates a transposition to a
different opening variation. Using different move orders to
reach a desirable position or to trick your opponent into
something with which he is unfamiliar is becoming a weapon of
increasing value.
As the title suggests, Dangerous Weapons may not be for the faint-hearted! More
than anything, it is aimed at players of all levels who like to be entertained, those
who are happy to try out fun-to-play openings at their local chess club, on the
Internet, in tournaments, wherever they choose to play.
Good luck studying and playing your Dangerous Weapons!
John Emms
Everyman Chess
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Chapter One

Action on the h-file
John Emms

1 e4 cs 2 Nc3 Nc6 3 g3 g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 5 d3 d6 6 Be3 hs!? (Diagram 1)

Diagram 1 (B)
Black has so many options after 6 Be3 in the Closed Sicilian. Thousands of games
have been played with 6 ... e6, 6... e5, 6 ... Nf6 and 6... Rb8, while Black has also tried
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6...Nd4, 6...Bd7, 6...Qa5, 6...b6 and even 6... b5. In this chapter we will study a further possibility for Black, 6... h5!?. It's true that playing ... hS is not unheard of in
the Closed Sicilian- after 6... Rb8 7 Qd2 bS 8 Nge2, some strong players have experimented with 8... b4 9 Ndl hS or 8 ... Nd4 9 0-0 hS- but it's very unusual to see
this pawn lunge as early as move 6!
Even though the Closed Sicilian is more of a system than an opening, as White
tends to employ similar moves regardless of Black's response, pushing the h
pawn up the board does alter the dynamics of the position somewhat and gives
both players more to think about in the opening stages, and this makes it a good
choice as a Dangerous Weapon.
Let's begin by listing a few points about 6... h5:
1. If White is careless early on he could easily wind up in big trouble, as he does in
the first illustrative game.
2. Even if White takes appropriate measures the constant possibility of ... h4, often
combined with other ideas, certainly increases Black's possibilities for activity.
3. Mechanical play by White, which can be effective in other lines, is often unsuc
cessful after ... hS. This is an important point, because in practice White has tended
to stick to the 'usual' moves, which don't work so well here.
4. Black's early lunge does leave behind weaknesses. For example, the gS-square
lacks protection and so the typical ...£5 break immediately becomes less desirable.
Furthermore, if Black castles kingside his pawn cover is less resilient than it would
have been with the pawn on h7. It's up to White to try to exploit these advantages.
Let's begin with a scary demonstration of what can happen to White if he fails to
take 6 ... h5 seriously.
D V.Amarger • N.Miezis
Thorigny 2005

1 e4 cs 2 Nc3 Nc63 g3 g64 Bg2 Bg7 5 d3 d66 Be3 hS 1 Nge2
Nge2 is part of White's typical development plan, so it's quite understandable
why he would play such a move here. However, it does nothing to discourage
Black's idea:

7 ...h4! (Diagram 2)
Of course! The tension created by the prospect of an exchange of pawns on g3 to
open the h-file, coupled with the opportunity at any moment to cause disruption
by playing ... h3, is clearly beneficial to Black; it offers him a considerable number
of possibilities he wouldn't normally enjoy.

8 0-0
By castling White is now ready to meet 8... h3?! with 9 Bhl. On the other hand,
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Black will find the idea of opening the h-file more attractive.
Against 8 Qd2 intending 0-0-0, Black can put a hefty spanner in the works by
playing 8...h3! (Diagram 3).

Diagram 2 (W)

Diagram 3 (W)

For example, 9 Bf3 (if 9 Bfl, both 9 ... Bg4 and 9 . .. Nd4 look promising) 9... Nd4
(9 ... Ne5, forcing the humiliating retreat 10 Ng1, is also good) 10 Bxd4 cxd4 11
NdS? (White has to accept he is lumbered with miserable minor pieces and play
11 Nb1) 1l...e6 12 Ndf4 N£6. In this position the threat of ...gS winning a piece is
virtually impossible to meet, since 13 Nxd4 eS forks the two knights and 13 Ncl
gS! 14 Nfe2 g4! (Diagram 4) is a rather strong justification of Black's previous play!
8 d4 was played in J.Schwetje-R.Buhmann, Bad Homburg 2000, a game in which
White lasted only four further moves(!): 8 ... cxd4 (8 ... Bg4 looks tempting, intending
9 f3? h3!, 9 dS NeS, or finally 9 dxcS h3 10 Bfl Bxc3+! 11 bxc3 Nf6!) 9 Nxd4 NeS!?
(9...Bd7) 10 f3?! (10 Qe2 looks stronger) 10... Bd7 11 b3?! Rc8 12 Qd2?? h3! and
White suddenly realized that 13 Bfl is met by the crushing 13... Nxf3 +! 14 Nxf3
Bxc3, so he resigned.
If White replies to ... h4 by playing h3, Black should generally take the opportunity
to trade on g3, otherwise White might continue with g3-g4. After 8 h3 hxg3! 9 fxg3
(Diagram 5), the new pawn formation favours Black. For one thing, the eS-square
more or less becomes an outpost, and furthermore the h8-rook has become acti
vated on its home square. One possible continuation from here would be 9 ... Nd4
10 Qd2 Bxh3! (we'll see this tactic exploiting the ... N£3 fork crop up in various
other positions) 11 Rxh3 Rxh3 12 Bxd4 cxd4 13 Bxh3 dxc3 14 bxc3 (14 Nxc3 Qb6!)
14 ... Qa5, when I think Black's better structure is enough to give him an edge.

8 Nd41?
...
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There can be no denying that this move works wonders in the game, but from a
purely objective viewpoint it's possible that the simple 8... Nf6 lining up ... Ng4
might be stronger, even though if White plays accurately he just about equalizes.

Diagram 4 (W)

Diagram 5 (B)

After 9 Qd2 Black can make good use of the g4-square by replying 9...hxg3 10
hxg3 Ng4!. If White now tries to prevent the positionally undesirable exchange of
his dark-squared bishop by playing 11 Bf4, the very strong 1l...Nh2! (Diagram 6)
will make him regret this decision. White is in some trouble here: for example, 12
Rfe1 Bg4 (planning the crushing 13 ...Nf3+) 13 Qe3 Nd4 and there is no good de
fence to the considerable threat of 14 ...Ndf3 + 15 Bx£3 Nxf3+ 16 Kg2 Rh2+ 17 Kfl
Bh3 mate.
White should probably prevent ...Ng4, and since 9 h3 loses a pawn, that leaves the
ugly-looking 9 f3! as the best bet. After 9 ... hxg3 10 hxg3 Bh3 White managed to
equalize in T.Renna-J.Bonin, New York 1984, by contesting the h-file: 11 Bxh3
Rxh3 12 Kg2! Qd7 13 Rh1 Rxh1 14 Qxh1 0-0-0 15 Qh3 Rh8 16 Qxd7+ Nxd7. Of
course Black can instead choose to keep more tension in the position with some
thing like 9 ... Bd7 and then 10 g4 h3 ! (before White can play h3 himself) 11 Bh1
Ne5, or 10 Qd2 Ne5- I slightly prefer Black's chances in these complex positions.

9 Qd2
9 £4? exposing the g4-square is a dereliction of White's defence, and after 9...hxg3
10 hxg3 Nh6! 11 Qd2 Ng4 (Diagram 7) White is already in big trouble. For exam
ple, 12 Nd1 Qa5! intending 13 Nxd4 Qxd2 14 Bxd2 Bxd4 + or 13 c3 Nb3!.
The 'better than it looks' 9 f3 is again possible, and here Black can choose between
9 ... hxg3 10 hxg3 Bh3 11 Bxh3 Rxh3 12 Kg2 Rh8 13 Qd2 Qa5 or 9 ... Bd7 intending
.... Qa5 and ... Rc8 to reach more complex positions.
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Diagram 6(W)

Diagram 7 (W)

9. hxg3 10 hxg3
..

One of the reasons why 8 .. Nf6 might be stronger than 8... Nd4 is that the position
ally undesirable 10 fxg3!? is playable here, since it offers White an unusual tactical
possibility on the £-file. Black should probably respond with 10 ... Be6, meeting 11
Nf4 with 1l...Nf6 12 Nxe6 fxe6.
.

BEWARE! The natural-looking 10... Bh3? runs into 11 Bxh3
Rxh3 12 Nxd4! cxd4 13 Qf2!. White can employ the same trick
against 10... Bd7?: 11 Nxd4! cxd4 12 Qf2!.
10... Bh3! (Diagram 8)
There's nothing too refined about Black's play, but it turns out to be mightily ef
fective.

11 f3?
It's too late for this now, and after Black's next move there's no longer any doubt
where the advantage lies.
Normally it's not good practice to give up the dark-squared bishop for the knight
on d4, but in this particular instance 11 Bxd4 might be White's best try. The point
is that after 1l...cxd4 12 NbS Bxg2 13 Kxg2 Qd7!? 14 Nbxd4 e5 15 Nb3 Qh3 + 16 Kf3
Black doesn't seem to have anything better than perpetual check with 16 ... Qh5+ 17
Kg2 Qh3+. So Black might prefer 13 ... Qb6, but then 14 a4 is okay for White.

11...Q d7!
Just in time. Now White can no longer hope to oppose the h-file, as Bxh3 is always
met by ...Qxh3.
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12 Nf4 Bxg2 13 Qxg2?
White had to try 13 Kxg2, even though Black is clearly on top after 13 ... e5!. For
example, 14 Nfd5 Qh3 + 15 K£2 Qh2+ 16 Ke1 Qxg3 + 17 Kd1 Rh2!; or 14 Nfe2 Qh3 +
15 Kf2 Qh2+ 16 Ke1 Rd8 17 Nd5 Ne7. It's worth remembering here that White can
no longer castle!

13 ... gs! 0-1 {Diagram 9)

Diagram 8 {W)

Diagram 9 {W)

A sudden end to the game. 14 Nfe2 is impossible because of 14 ... Nxc2, and 14
Nfd5 is met by 14... e6! trapping the knight in mid-board. After 15 Bxg5 exd5 16
exd5 Ne7 17 Rae1 f6 18 Be3 0-0-0 Black has a winning position.
...a

��
�

DANGEROUS WEAPON! A considerable number of alarmingly
short losses in practical play indicates that White dismisses the
advance of Black's h-pawn at his own peril.

While it's certainly true that Black has the opportunity for immediate success if
White is careless, it would be foolish to write off 6 ... h5 as a crude attempt to attack
down the h-file. In the following game White demonstrates more caution, and
even continues in typical Closed Sicilian fashion, and yet after only ten moves
Black takes control of the centre, and just a few moves later he is in a position of
total dominance!
0 M.Nabuurs • T.Bus
Maastricht 2007

1 e4 cs 2 Nc3 Nc63 g3 g64 Bg2 Bg7 5 d3 d6 6 Be3 hs 7 h3! (Diagram 10)
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Diagram 10 (B)

Diagram 11 (W)

This is probably the best way to meet 6. .. h5. White is now ready to answer ... h4 by
playing g3-g4, keeping the h-file blocked. Black must now be careful when con
sidering if and when to play ... h4, because under the wrong circumstances this
advance might only result in a cut-off, vulnerable pawn on that square.

7...es 8 Qd2 Nge7 9 Nge2 Nd4! (Diagram 11)
This is stronger than 9 ... Be6 or 9 ... 0-0 because it causes White some disruption.
The point is that against the otherwise desirable 10 0-0 Black can employ a com
mon trick which certainly justifies the inclusion of ... h5 and h3: 10 ... Bxh3!. True,
this isn't catastrophic for White, since he can avoid material loss by replying 11
Bxd4!, but I think I would take Black's position after either 1l...Bxg2 12 Bxe5 dxeS
13 Kxg2 Qd7 or ll...exd4 12 Bxh3 dxc3 13 Nxc3 h4.

10 Ndl?!
This knight retreat planning c2-c3 is a common theme in the Closed Sicilian so it's
quite understandable why it was played here. However, it usually occurs after
Black expends some time on queenside action (typically ... Rb8 and ...b5-b4), and
here Black successfully utilizes the extra tempi to take control of the centre.
J.Dominguez-P.Cramling, Stockholm 1994/95, offers some similarities to the main
game, as Black again takes control of the centre after White retreats his c3-knight.
Following 10 Bg5 f6! 11 Be3 Be6 12 Nd1 ?! (White should play 12 f4 or 12 Nd5, even
though Black is fine in either case) 12 ... d5! 13 Nec3 Qd7 14 f3 Rc8 15 exdS Nxd5 16
Nxd5 BxdS 17 0-0 Nf5 18 Bf2 Bh6 19 Qe2 0-0 20 Kh2 h4! 21 gxh4 Bf4+ 22 Kg1 Be6
Cramling was in complete control, with ... Kg7 followed by ... Rh8 one of many
possibilities.
Black is usually happy for White to castle queenside, since it places the white king
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right in the direction of his counterplay. After 10 0-0-0 Be6 he will follow up with
moves such as ... QaS and ...b5-b4 with obvious chances to attack.
10 f4 is probably White's most logical move, and this is covered in the Looking a
Little Deeper section.

10 ... d51 (Diagram 12)

Diagram 12 (W)

Diagram 13 (W)

Why not? If there was ever a move to exploit White's previous one, this would be
it.

11C3
Considering how cramped White becomes in the game, it might have been better
to trade pawns on dS, here or on the following move. Even so, after 11 exdS NxdS
12 Ndc3 Be6 (or 12...Nb4!?) 13 0-0 0-0 14 NxdS BxdS Black is certainly the more
comfortable.

11...Ne6!?
Black wants to exploit his space advantage by keeping as many pieces on the
board as possible. Even so, 1l...Nxe2 12 Qxe2 d4! also looks pretty good.

12 Qc2 d4!
Now White is really struggling for space, and it's difficult to see any future for
either of his poorly placed knights.

13 Bd2 h4! (Diagram 13)
Black gets the timing spot on with this advance. White's g3-g4 will leave a big
hole on £4, and Black- with a strong knight on e6 - is well placed to exploit the
dark-squared weaknesses. White gets in f2-f4, but this doesn't solve his problems.

14 g4 Nc615f4 exf4 16Nxf4 Nxf4 17 Bxf4 Bes 18 o-o Qd6 19 BgS
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Unsurprisingly White is reluctant to trade his one and only 'good' minor piece.
On the other hand, Black's bishop on e5 isn't too shabby either!

19...f6 20 Bd2 gS 21 a3 Be6 22 c4!
White's best chance is to aim for b2-b4 and try to induce Black to block the queen
side. Black quickly obliges, which leaves any further pawn breaks a problem. His
confidence of breaking through is justified by what happens in the game, al
though opposed by more stubborn defence Black's task would have been consid
erably more difficult.

22... as!? 23 a4 0-0 24 b3 Bd7 25 Khl Kg7 26 Rb1 Ne71
Heading for g6 and then f4 or e5.

27 Bel Ng6(Diagram 14)

Diagram 14 (W)

Diagram 15 {W)

28 Kgl
Had White been aware of Black's plan, he might have tried 28 Bf2 Qe7 29 Bgl to
defend the h2-square. However, Black still has good chances to make progress
here; for example, 29...Bc6 30 Nf2 Bg3 31 Rbel b6 32 Rdl N£4 33 Rdel f5! 34 gxf5
Rxf5.

28...Qe7
Planning to rearrange the queen and bishop on the b8-h2 diagonal. With the
queen in front, it's a bit more threatening!

29 Rf3 Bc730 Bfl Ne5 31 Rf2 Qd632 Qe2 Rae8! 33 Bd2 Bc61 (Diagram 15)
Black has arranged his pieces perfectly and is ready to break through with ... Nxd3,
an idea that completely bypasses White's thinking.
After 34 Nb2 Black can win very nicely with 34 ... Nxd3! 35 Nxd3 Rxe4 36 Qdl Re3 ! !
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37 Bxe3 (or 37 Bel Rg3+ 38 Bg2 Rxg2+ 39 Rxg2 Bxg2 40 Kxg2 Qh2+ 41 Kfl Qxh3+)
37 ... dxe3 38 Re2 Qg3+, and now 39 Rg2 Bxg2 40 Bxg2 Qh2+ 41 Kfl f5! or 39 Bg2
Qh2+ 40 Kfl f5.
34 Bg2!, however, prevents the sacrifice and challenges Black to find another plan
similar to the one seen in the note to White's 28th move.

34 Rfs? Nxd3! o-1
35 Qxd3 allows mate in one with 35 ... Qh2, and so with the loss of the d-pawn
White's position collapses.

Looking a Little Deeper
1 e4 cS 2 Nc3 Nc63 g3 g64 Bg2 Bg7 5 d3 d6
ROLL THE DICE! My feeling is that ...hs is not so effective if White
chooses f4 lines instead of the modern 6 Be3. Even so, it could still
find some takers amongst those who are prepared to take risks.
5 ... h5!? 6 f4 (6 h3 d6 7 f4 h4 leads to the same thing, whereas 6 Be3 d6 is our main
line) 6... h4 7 g4 d6 8 h3 f5!?, as played in S.Kaspshik-A.Frolov, Bankia 1990, might
well appeal to some players. That game continued 9 gxf5 (against 9 exf5 gxf5 10 g5
Black continues with 10 ... e6 followed by ...Ne7-g6; 9 g5!? is another idea) 9 ... gxf5
10 Nf3 Nf6 11 Qe2?!, and here I'm not sure why Black avoided the very tempting
ll...Nh5!.
Note that if Black wants to play ... h5 against f4 set-ups he should choose 5...h5,
since 5... d6 6 f4 h5?! is met by 7 Nf3! preventing ... h4 without the need for h2-h3.

6 Be3 hS (Diagram 16)

Diagram 16(W)
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7h3
7 Ne2 was covered in Amarger-Miezis, and White also has some other options
available:
a) 7 Qd2 is similar to 7 Nge2, and 7...h4! is the obvious reply. If 8 0-0-0 h3 9 Bfl (or
9 Bf3 Nf6!? intending 10 Nge2?! Ne5!) 9 ... Nd4 Black will find plenty of action on
the queenside with ...Bd7 (or ... Be6) ... b5-b4 and ... Qa5.
b) 7 f4 h4 8 g4 Bd4!? (8 ... h3!? 9 Nxh3 and only now 9...Bd4 is also interesting) 9 Bd2
(after 9 Bxd4? cxd4, the only knight move that doesn't lose material is the sad re
treat to b1) 9... h3!? (Diagram 17) 10 Bf3 (or 10 Nxh3 N£6 11 f5 Ne5 12 gS Nfg4 with
promising play) 10 ... e5! (threatening devastation with ... Qh4+) 11 g5 f6!? (11 ... exf4
12 Bxf4 Be5 is also possible) 12 Qcl exf4 13 Bxf4 Ne5 14 Be2 Be6 15 Nd1 c4 and
Black was pretty active in K.Piersig-J.Peres, correspondence 2003.
c) 7 h4 is a drastic way to eliminate ... h4 ideas, and after 7 ... Nf6! Black's idea is to
prove that g4 will be a more useful square to him than g5 will be for White. For
example, 8 Nh3 (8 f3?! prevents ... Ng4, but 8... d5! intending 9 Bxc5? d4! is a strong
reply) 8... Ng4 9 Bg5 Rb8 10 f3 Nge5, as played in J.Forgo-Z. Eberth, Heves 1999,
looks fine for Black. The problem with h2-h4 is that it virtually makes the e5square an outpost for Black, since f3-f4 will always leave the g4-square exposed.
d) You won't find many Closed Sicilian players choosing to block their f-pawn
with 7 Nf3!?, but this move does at least prevent ... h4 for the moment and White
might change plans altogether with d3-d4. My feeling is that 7 ... Nd4! is Black's
best response.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! White fell for yet another trick in the
game H.Mueller-N.Stanec, Linz 1997. After 8 h3 (to prevent
... Bg4) 8... Bd7 9 o-o?! Qc8! 10 Kh2? Nxf3+, White suddenly
realized that 11 Qxf3 loses to 11... Bg4! (Diagram 18) 12 Qf4
Bh6- yet another point behind ...hsl. So he was forced to give
up a pawn with 11 Bxf3 Bxh3.
8 Qd2 looks stronger than 8 h3, and here I think Black should develop with 8... e5 9
0-0 Ne7 (or 9... Nxf3+ 10 Bxf3 Ne7). If White tries 9 Nd5 instead of 9 0-0, the com
plications after 9 ... Bh3! seem to favour Black; for example, 10 Nxd4 Bxg2 11 Bg5
Qd7 12 NbS Bxh1 13 Nbc7+ Kf8 14 Nxa8 f6, or 12 Rg1 cxd4 13 Rxg2 f6 14 Bh4 g5.

7... e5 (Diagram 19)
Clamping down on the d4-square and intending quick development with ... Nge7,
and possibly ... Be6 and ... Qd7.
Black can also choose to keep the long diagonal open, and after 7...Bd7!? (or 7... Rb8)
there's a very good chance of a transposition to 6 ... Rb8 lines in which Black plays a
later ... h5. For example, 8 Qd2 (against 8 f4 Black can try 8... Nd4 9 Nf3 Qc8!?) 8... Rb8
9 Nge2 b5 10 0-0 (or 10 f4 Nd4 11 Nd1 b4 12 c3 Nxe2 13 Qxe2 bxc3 14 bxc3,
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J.Houska-A.Huzman, St Vincent 2003) 1 0...b4 1 1 Nd1 Qc8 1 2 Kh 2 Nf6 with a typi
cally complex position offering level chances, E.Kuznetsova-S.Kalinitschew, Senden
2001 . This more fluid option will certainly appeal to some players, especially in
view of possible improvements for White in the main line on move 8.

Diagram 18 (B)

Diagram 19 (W)

8Qd2
From the handful of games I have found reaching the position after 7... e5, 8 Qd2
has virtually always been White's response, and this is understandable given that
it's such an automatic follow-up to Be3. However, my feeling is that 8 Qd2 is actu
ally an inaccuracy here. Because of . . . hS there's no chance to play a quick Bh6, so
White might be better advised using the tempo elsewhere.
First of all there's 8 Nd5!?, which led to a small advantage for White after 8 . . . Be6 9
Ne2 BxdS 10 exdS Nce7 1 1 c3 NfS 12 Bd2 Bh6 1 3 0-0 Nge7 14 Bxh6 Rxh6 1 5 d4 in
B.Golubovic-V.Lukov, Marostica 1993. On the other hand, 8 ... Nce7 looks stronger
than 8 ... Be6, as Black would certainly prefer to use a knight to trade on dS. Fur
thermore, from a theoretical viewpoint Black also need not fear 8 ... Nge7 9 BgS in
view of 9 . . . Qa5+ 10 Bd2 Qd8, although of course White can repeat moves here.
There's also 8 f4!? to consider. The only game I could find was F .Egeland
N.Miezis, Oslo 2003, where the Latvian Grandmaster's ever-creative play reaped
dividends after 8 . . . Nge7 9 Nf3 Nd4 10 0-0 f6!? (preparing ... Be6 without allowing
NgS) 11 fxe5?! dxe5 12 Qd2 Be6 13 Kh2 Qd7 14 a4 Rc8 15 Qf2 g5!? 16 Ng1 g4! 17 h4
0-0 18 b3 f5, when Black enjoyed a strong initiative. However, White was rather
cooperative in that game, and 11 Nh4! looks much more challenging. Now
1l...Be6? is no longer possible because of 12 Nxg6! Nxg6 13 f5, so Black should
switch plans with 1 l . ..exf4 12 gxf4 fS! to prevent White from playing fS himself.

8... Nge7 (Diagram 20)
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Diagram 2 0 (W)

Diagram 21 (W)

9 Nge2
9 f4 has been played a few times, even though I think it's less effective here than
on the previous move. Black replies with 9 . . . Nd4! and now:
a) After 10 Nf3 Nxf3+! 1 1 Bxf3 Be6 White has some problems with his h3-pawn.
He tried sacrificing it in A.Krapivin-D.Kryakvin, Vladimir 2006, but after 12 Ne2
Qd7 13 c3 Bxh3 14 fxe5 Bxe5 15 d4 cxd4 16 cxd4 Bg7 I don't think the compensa
tion is quite sufficient.
b) 10 Nd1 h4

(Diagram 21) (this works well here as Black is in a good position to

fight for the dark squares) 11 g4 ex£4! 12 Bxf4 Ne6 13 Ne2 d5 14 Ndc3 d4 15 Nd5
Nxd5 16 exd5 Nxf4 1 7 Qxf4 Qa5+ was better for Black in S.Glinert-J.Fedorowicz,
Toronto 2000. In S.Barbeau-I.Zugic, Montreal 2001, White sensibly kept his dark
squared bishop with 13 Bh2, although even here 13 . . . Nc6 14 Nf3 Ned4 looks fine
for Black.

9 Nd4110 f4
...

Other moves for White are covered in the Nabuurs-Bus game.

10 Be6
...

Black is in no hurry to castle; the plan of . . . Be6 and . . . Qd7 is very appealing.

11 0 -0
11 0-0-0 Qa5! again offers Black excellent attacking chances against the white king.
One possible variation, given by Finkel in ChessBase Magazine, runs 12 a3 b5!? 13 f5
Bb3! 14 Rdfl (14 Bxd4? cxd4 15 cxb3 loses to 15 . . . Bh6) 14 . . . b4 15 f6 bxc3 1 6 Nxc3
Bxf6 1 7 Rxf6 Bxc2 18 Bxd4 cxd4 19 Nd5 Qxd2+ 20 Kxd2 Nxd5 21 exd5 ReS 22 Rxd6
Ba4 with some advantage to Black.
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Black has quite a few options against 1 1 Nd5 including the simple 1 1 . . .Nxe2 12
Qxe2 Bxd5 13 exd5 Nf5 14 Bf2, when both 14 . . . h4 and 14 . . . Qa5+ look promising.
Finally, the knight retreat 11 Nd1 can be met by l l . . . d5!, an idea we've already
seen. 12 c3 Nxe2 13 Qxe2 d4 14 Bd2 Qd7 certainly left Black on top in G.Soppe
G.Needleman, Buenos Aires 2005.

11 Qd7 12 Kh2 0-0 (Diagram 22)
...

Diagram 22 (W)

Diagram 23 (W)

In this position the insertion of ... h5 and h3 favours Black, since the pawn on h3
requires constant attention and it's difficult for White to resolve the situation. In
the game A.Bachmann Schiavo-Bu Xiangzhi, Calvia Olympiad 2004, Black gained
a considerable advantage after 13 Nd1 dS! (again this reply to Nd1) 14 Nec3 fS!

(Diagram 23) 15 exd5 Nxd5

16 NxdS Bxd5 17 Nc3 Bc6 18 h4 Rfe8 19 fxeS Bxe5 20

Bf4 Bxf4 21 Rxf4 Re6. Instead of 13 Nd1 White should probably keep his knight on
c3 and build up slowly with 13 Rf2 or 13 Rael. Even so, Black is fine here: he can
seek the usual action on the queenside with . . .Rab8 followed by . . . b5; or he can
aim for . . .£5, probably with ... Rae8 thrown in first.

Conclusion
As far as I can see, the evidence in this chapter suggests that 6 . . .h5 is a good prac
tical weapon for Black, even when played against an experienced Closed Sicilian
player. As we saw in Amarger-Miezis, careless play by White can land him in hot
water very quickly. Perhaps more importantly, 'automatic' Closed Sicilian moves,
ones which those playing Black are likely to face more often than not, are not al
ways the best way forward for White. Indeed, White's chances of success seem to
increase if he chooses less obvious moves, such as 8 Nd5 or 8 f4 instead of 8 Qd2
in the main line, although even there I don't think Black has too much to fear.
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C h a pter Two

A Twist in the c3 Sicilian
Peter Wells

1 e4 cs 2 c3 Nf6 3 es Nds 4 d4 cxd4 5 Nf3 Nc6 6 cxd4 d6 7 Bc4 dxes!?
{Diagram 1)

Diagram 1 (W)
I think it will pay right from the outset to be quite upfront about what can be ex
pected from a Dangerous Weapon in the c3 Sicilian. 2 c3 not only has a richly de-
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served reputation for solidity, but I also suspect that part of its scoring potential
comes from the fact that many of the really aggressive Black responses simply do
not stand up to close scrutiny. In doing the groundwork for this chapter I revisited
a few of them, and I am fairly confident that in selecting a weapon with rather
more modest ambitions I am doing the reader a significant favour!
What 7 . . . dxe5!? undoubtedly does have to offer is the fact that it has been unfairly
neglected in comparison with the much more standard 7 ... Nb6 or 7 ... e6. Indeed, I
have been playing the Black side of the . . . Nf6/ . . . Nc6 and . . . d6 systems for some
time and I have to confess that it is only relatively recently that I have been more
than dimly aware that this move is even viable. Furthermore, whilst working on
this chapter I have become increasingly convinced that 8 BxdS - the line which is
generally recommended in theoretical works - at once unbalances the position
nicely without offering White any theoretical advantage. This detail is far from
irrelevant in securing the status of 7 . . . dxe5 as a Dangerous Weapon. If this suppos
edly problematic line in fact offers Black excellent counterplay, then my only pos
sible reservation about the whole weapon is that 8 dxeS can lead to positions
which are potentially a bit dull. However, this is not a thought to be overstated
either. I think the resulting positions compare very well with the genuine tedium
which often notoriously accompanies the main line 7 ... Nb6 8 BbS dxeS 9 NxeS Bd7
10 Nxd7 (or even 10 Bxc6), quite aside from having the virtue of being considera
bly less explored. Another attraction of this system - as I will hope to show in
what follows - is that in the case of both 8 dxeS and 8 NxeS, there seems to me to
be a good deal of scope to depart from 'established theory' and still to emerge
with a very decent position. There is rich scope here both to examine lines which

�ch

have previously been unfairly neglected and to debunk a handful of myths w
do not stand up to more than a cursory examination.

Enough propaganda! It is 8 BxdS which is much beloved of the theoreticians and
disputing the alleged efficacy of this move is definitely my first task. Strangely, I
also sense it is one of the easiest! Let us begin with a comfortingly typical example
of White trotting out the received wisdom and discovering that the picture is
much more complex. This is but one of many games played at a reasonably high
level in which White discovers that whilst he may enjoy a temporary initiative
based upon the rapid mobilization generated by harrying the black queen, his op
ponent can nonetheless secure a solid foothold in the centre and thereafter it is the
defender's bishop pair which may constitute the more significant asset in the long
run.

0 X.Bedouin • B.Chatalbashev
Rohde 2006

1 e4 cs 2 c3 Nf6 3 es Nds 4 d4 cxd4 5 cxd4 d6 6 Nf3 Nc6 7 Bc4 dxes 8 Bxds!?
As I mentioned above, this move gets a very good press and in some annotations
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is elevated to something close to refutation status. I could hardly disagree more
strongly with this! I no longer believe this to be the most promising move even if
it is followed up with pinpoint accuracy. Moreover, as we shall see, it significantly
ups the ante by injecting considerable imbalance into the position. This can easily
rebound on White.

S Qxd S (Diagram 2)
...

Diagram 2 (W)

Diagram 3 (W)

9 Nc3 Qd6!
Here and only here! In the sequence that follows it is essential for the queen to
defend eS for two distinct reasons: first, it enables Black's knight to advance to d4
rather than acquiescing in some ignominious retreat; second, it enables a later
. . . eS, without which White would enjoy a largely unchallenged spatial advantage.
In other words, this is no moment for experimentation!
It is true that 9 . . . Qc4?! 10 dS Nb4 11 Nxe5 Qa6 12 a3 Bf5 does demand a precise
and active response from White, but so long as he is courageous enough to find 13
axb4! Qxa1 14 0-0 Black will have immense problems finding security for both
monarchs. After 14 . . . Qa6 15 Re1 g6? (15 ... f6 would have been tougher, but with
Black's king facing quite a barrage in the centre it is unsurprising that White can
make trouble - 16 Qf3 g6 1 7 bS Qd6 18 Nc4 Qb4 [18 ... Qd7 19 d6] 19 Ne3! to meet
19 . . .Bd7 with 20 Nc2! and Qxf6 looks to be one good way) 1 6 bS Qb6 1 7 d6 Rd8
White could have broken through immediately in G.Braun-M.Schurade, Rostock
1978, had he found 18 Nc4 Qc5 1 9 b3! with a very powerful Ba3 to follow.

10 ds Nd4! 11 Nxd4 exd4 12 Qxd4 es! (Diagram 3)
It is no exaggeration to say that this move is absolutely pivotal to Black's entire
opening. If it were not possible, White would really be able to claim a great deal in
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exchange for Black's bishop pair. He would enjoy a development advantage
which would tend towards critical proportions if he could play B£4 with tempo, as
well as a substantial spatial plus, since challenging the d5-pawn would entail
opening the position with all its attendant dangers. As it is, Black stakes his claim
to the centre and will shortly support this by advancing his £-pawn too.
Perhaps needless to say, Black does not have everything his own way. Following
12 . . . e5 White has a passed d-pawn to add to his list of assets and he should derive
encouragement from the reputation of the queen as a profoundly inappropriate
piece to undertake the menial task of blockader. He can also aspire to attack
Black's centre pawn by means of the f4 lever. All this, as I have pointed out, has
added up to a generally favourable theoretical assessment of White's chances
(Dorian Rogozenko, who in ChessBase Magazine wrote, 'In most theoretical sources
this position is wrongly evaluated as better for White. In fact Black has ... good
play' is an honourable exception). But White's problem is that once Black has se
cured his queen with . . . f5 and . . . Bd7 and is ready to meet any £4 with . . . e4, it is far
from straightforward to increase the pressure.

13 Qd3 Bd7 14 0-0
The natural way to develop of course but once the virtues of Black's set-up in the
game are appreciated, it is worth asking whether it is possible to strike immedi
ately with 14 f4 before he is ready to meet this with ... e4. Certainly, if Black was
forced to capture, there would be good mileage in this idea since after 14 . . .exf4 15
0-0 (15 Qe4+ is not bad either, but less dangerous) Black could only prevent Bxf4
by 15 . . . g5 and although Fritz 11likes this, I suspect that either after 1 6 Ne4 or even
16 Qd4 Qb6 17 Be3!? most human players would not.
Fortunately though, the position of White's king in the centre enables Black to
meet 14 £4 with 14 ... £5! . Black is ready again to reply with . . . e4 to anything but 15
fxe5 Qxe5+ when 16 Kf2 Bc5+ 1 7 Be3 Qf4+ 18 Ke2 Qg4+ 19 K£2 Bd6! favours Black,
as does 1 6 Qe2 Bd6 1 7 Qxe5+ Bxe5 18 0-0 0-0 19 B£4 Bd4+ 20 Kh1 Rac8 21 Rf3 Rfe8
when the d-pawn provided scant compensation for Black's excellent pieces in
M.Kotliar-Y.Griinfeld, Israeli Championship 1 986.
The attempted gain of time by pre-empting ... f5 with 14 Ne4?! is also revealed as
very superficial by 14 . . . Qg6 15 0-0 f5 16 Ng3 Bd6 (Rogozenko) when Black has a
beautifully harmonious position.

14 fs! (Diagram 4)
...

It is possible to play this position with 'routine' moves such as 14 ... Be7, but the
very direct text move in conjunction with ... K£7 seems to me to leave Black by far
the best placed to counter pressure against e5. It does not always pay to hurry the
move ... e4, but it is extremely useful to have it available!

15 Re1
Another natural move, but by no means the only approach. A brief look at the
alternatives may act as a useful guide to identify the sort of ideas which carry
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some danger for Black and those which are definitely leading nowhere:
a) The first question is whether the blockader can be knocked off course with 1S
NbS while the black king is still on e8. This seems fairly easily dismissed. Al
though 1S NbS all but obliges Black to cede the bishop pair, his centre is enhanced
by the ' changing of the guard' on d6 after 1S ... BxbS 16 QxbS+ Qd7 1 7 Qe2 (or 1 7
Qb3 Bd6! 18 £4 e4 19 Be3 0-0 2 0 Racl Rfc8 and again I prefer Black,
D.Arngrimsson-P. Bobras, Hastings 200S) 17 ... Bd6 18 B£4

Diagram 4 (W)

(Diagram 5).

Diagram 5 (B)

Here Black can respond calmly with 18 . . . 0-0! 19 BxeS Rae8 20 £4 BxeS 21 fxeS QxdS
and the weakness of the e-pawn gave him a definite initiative in F.Kwiatkowski-C.
Ward, Lloyds Bank Masters, London 1994.
b) However, this might not be the end of the NbS idea, but rather an indication
that it needs to be applied with a little more finesse. The interesting treatment
with an accelerated 1S a4!? can be viewed at least in part as just such a modifica
tion. The first idea is that 1S . . . Kf7 will be met by an enhanced 16 NbS! since the £S
pawn would now hang in the event of 16 . . . BxbS.
The second is revealed if Black tries to stop NbS by brute force with 1S ... a6, for
then the subsidiary idea to 1S a4 is revealed by 16 b3! when the plan of playing the
bishop to a3 (which will also feature in the game) can be seen in a new guise. This
may not secure a plus for White, but it does at least set problems in a new and
fresh setting.
The third idea was revealed by the course of the game Nay Oo Kyaw Tun
S.Simanjuntak, Kuala Lumpur 2006, after 1S . . . Be7!? 16 NbS!? BxbS 17 QxbS+ Qd7
18 Re1

(Diagram 6) as there are implications for the eS-pawn now that White has

prepared his queen sortie by defending bS. After 18 . . . e4 19 £3 Black defended pre-
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cisely with 1 9 ... Qxb5 20 axb5 Bb4! 2 1 Re2 Bc5+ 22 Kh1 (the point of Black's 20th
move is revealed by 22 Be3 exf3! 23 gxf3 Bxe3+ 24 Rxe3+ Kd7 25 Rea3 Rhd8 and
Black will have no troubles in the ending) 22 ... 0-0 and the tactics have all worked
to enable Black to hold his position together neatly. Indeed, after 23 B£4 Rad8 24
Rd1 he should have played 24 . . . Bd6!? when the position is drawish, but it might
not be outlandish to talk of Black having a slight edge.

Diagram 6 (B)

Diagram 7 (B)

c) One more idea merits a mention here, if only for its originality. In S.Vysochin
M.Vachier Lagrave, Evry 2005, White found a new home for the queen in conjunc
tion with the rare, but important plan of attacking Black's centre with a quick f4
advance. After 15 Qg3 Kf7!? 16 f4 e4 1 7 Be3 Be7 18 Bd4 Bf6 19 Bxf6 Qx£6 20 Qe3
Qb6 21 Qxb6 axb6 22 Rad1 Rhc8 23 Rd4! b5 24 a3 White may even be slightly bet
ter in this endgame since he has done a decent job of fixing Black's queenside
weaknesses. Nonetheless, exchanging dark-squared bishops feels like a slight con
cession - is it so scary for the bishop to land on e5 after 18 . . . Qg6 or even 18 . . . Rhg8?
Neither am I fully persuaded of the necessity for 20 . . . Qb6. In other words this all
looks like a useful extension of White's options rather than a huge threat.
Returning to 15 Re1

(Diagram 7).

1S ... Kf7 16 a4
One of the beauties of this position for the defender is that it seems to be very easy
for even strong players to drift with White here.
16 Qe3 makes notably little sense, since after 16 . . . a6! the e-pawn is immune (due to
. . . Re8). Neither does 16 Bd2 look very promising; Black was soon better in
A.Groszpeter-P.Szekely, Hungarian Ch., Budapest 1 978, after 16 ... e4 1 7 Qg3 Qxg3
18 hxg3 Rc8 19 Racl Be7 20 g4 g6 21 g5 Rc4 22 g3 h6! 23 gxh6 g5. White's attempts
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to undermine Black's pawn chain have merely weakened his own and ultimately
granted it extra mobility.

16...a6!?
I like this move. In general it seems to me that there is no need to rush the space
gaining . . . e4 - better to wait until the next move when White has weakened the c3square and thus rendered a successful break with a quick f3 more problematic.

17 b3
This move should not pass without comment. Even if it turns out to be strong 
and it has certainly been the most popular move in this theoretically important
position - the possibility to play Bb2 or Ba3 certainly comes at a price. For c3 is
tangibly weakened, and with it (as we shall see) the whole value of the c-file to
Black is greatly enhanced.

17 ... e4 18 Qh3 ReS! (Diagram 8)

Diagram 8 (W)

Diagram 9 (B)

Natural and logical; it becomes clear the more I study this line that a certain
weakness on the c-file in fact underlies many of the problems which White tends
to encounter. In any case, White does have a serious plan in Ba3 here and this
should concentrate Black's mind somewhat. In particular the white queen seems
to be the wrong target, and Black's attempt to embarrass her with 18 ... h5? was left
looking rather naive after 19 Ba3 Qc7 20 d6! Bxd6 21 Bxd6 Qxd6 22 Rad1 Qe7 23
Nxe4 ! in D.Pavasovic-P.Soln, Slovenian Ch., Maribor 1998. When the position
opens up like this, many of the perfectly decent moves integral to Black's set-up
begin to look like the height of folly!

19 Ba3
This feels consistent - developing with tempo and attacking the blockader of the
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passed pawn. But the weakness of c3 means that nothing is straightforward here
and a body of theory is developing which suggests that White should probably be
seeking improvements already.
19 Bb2 is certainly plausible too. After 19 ... Be7 White can try 20 Ne2!? intending
only after 20 ... Rc2 to proceed with 21 Ba3

{Diagram 9).

Now Black should resist the greedy 2 1 . ..Qxd5 22 Rad1 Rd2 (not 22 . . . Rxe2? 23
Qh5+) 23 Nc3 Qd4 24 Rxd2 Qxd2 25 Rd1 when he is obliged to give up his queen
with 25 . . . Qxd1+ 26 Nxd1 Bxa3 27 Ne3 and his forces do not look quite well enough
coordinated for all this to be advisable. Neither is 2 1 . ..Qh6?! the usual panacea in
view of 22 Qxh6 gxh6 23 Bxe7 Kxe7 24 f3! placing Black's centre under some pres
sure. Instead he should settle for 2 1 . . .Qe5! 22 Bxe7 Kxe7 23 Rad1 K£7 which Peter
Szekely with his customary excellent positional and defensive instincts selected in
P.Rahls-P. Szekely, Berlin 1988. Still, White has a good square on d4 and is facing
less urgent problems on the c -file than in many lines. Black is okay here, but
White's treatment remains a valid one.
Returning to 19 Ba3

{Diagram 10):

Diagram 10 {B)

Diagram 11 (B)

19...Qh6!?
On one level this positionally profound move simply merits an ' ! ' . However, I
have marked it less generously with the intention of highlighting the neglect of
the alternative 19 . . . Qc7!? amongst commentators. If mentioned at all, it is usually
observed that 20 Bb2 gives White some initiative. However, given that Black then
has 20 ... Bb4 available this at least begs the question: a routine move such as 21
Racl can be met with 2 1 . ..Qd6! and I like the impact of the bishop on b4.
In fact, I am probably not recommending 19 . . . Qc7, but only because the complica-
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tions arising from 20 Bb2 Bb4 21 Nxe4!? look rather hair-raising and the kind of
defence required does not feel in the spirit of the line. Actually, after 2l...fxe4 22
Qh5+ (Diagram

11) I suspect that Black can thread his way through the complica

tions after either 22 . . . Kg8 23 Rxe4 Qc2 24 Rf4! g6 25 Qe5 Bc3 26 Qe7 Bf5 27 Rc4!
Rxc4 28 bxc4 Qxb2 29 Qe8+ Kg7 30 Qe7+ Kh6 31 Qh4+ with a draw by perpetual or
22 . . . g6 23 Qh4 Qd8!? 24 Qf4+ Bf5 25 Bxh8 Qxh8 26 g4 Bxe1 27 Rxel Q£6 28 gxf5
gx£5 and Black is not worse.
Still, this is worth mentioning for two reasons: First, if theory requires this level of
ingenuity and accuracy from White to secure a draw it should surely be spelled
out! Second, if I have misassessed anything in the complications to follow it
would be useful (at least for the very brave hearted) to know that this option is
quite playable, so long as a draw is not unacceptable.

20 Qxh6
White can also attempt to grab a pawn by tactical means here by 20 Nxe4!? Qxh3!?
(or 20 ... Bxa3 21 Rxa3 Rcl ! 22 Raa1 Rxa1 23 Rxa1 Qxh3 24 Ng5+ Kf6 25 Nxh3 Rc8
which looks playable, but less ambitious) 21 Ng5+ Kf6 22 Nxh3 Bxa3 23 Rxa3

(Dia
gram 12), but it somehow leaves a bit too high a proportion of his pieces clinging
to the edge of the board. As a result, Black appears to gain quite enough compen

sation by 23 ... Rhe8! 24 Raal Rxel+ (or 24 ... Rc3!? 25 Rxe8 Bxe8 26 Rel B£7 27 Nf4!
g5 28 Ne6 Rxb3 29 h4! gxh4 30 Nc5 Rc3 31 Nd7+ Kg7 32 Re7 which also requires a
considerable degree of accuracy from White, but where he does seem to have hid
den sources of counterplay) 25 Rxel Rc3 26 Nf4 Rxb3 27 d6 and now 27... Rb2 with
... Rd2 to follow should leave Black very comfortable although again White has
perhaps shown more resources than it appeared at first sight.

Diagram 12 (B)

Diagram 13 (W)

20 ... gxh6 21 Bb2?!
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It is probably time for White to think in terms of securing equal chances and to
this end taking refuge in the opposite-coloured bishop ending with 21 Bxf8!? Rxc3
22 Bxh6 Rxb3 looks wise. However, it only took a couple of inaccurate moves for
Black to renew his winning chances in C.Engelbert-Z.Lanka, Hamburg 2002, after
23 g3 (23 aS! looks a much safer bet, preventing Black's ... b5 break) 23 . . . Rc8 24 Be3
Rd3! 25 Rabl b5 26 axb5 Bxb5 27 Redl Rd8 28 Rxd3 exd3 when White will endure
memorable suffering.

21 ... Bg7 22 Nd1 Bxb2 23 Nxb2 Rc3! (Diagram 13)
Black could not retain the bishop pair, but he has extracted a certain price for this
exchange. The detail still requires some finesse because his king remains poten
tially a bit vulnerable if he opens the a-file prematurely. For example, the immedi
ate attempt to embarrass White's potentially very awkward knight on b2 by
23 . . .b5? ! would backfire somewhat after 24 axb5 axb5 25 Ra7 Rhd8 26 f3! and Black
will not be coordinated in time to prevent the knight reaching a decent central
square after all, for example after 26 . . . Rc5 (26 . . . Rc2 27 Ndl) 27 fxe4 fxe4 28 Rxe4
Rxd5 29 Re3! with Nd3 to follow and no further difficulties. Hence the text move,
which in fact exploits another consequence of the exchange -yet new entry
squares on the c-file- and presents White with a difficult choice.

24 Re3
Neutralizing the black rook, but at the same time altering the structure in the cen
tre in a way which ensures the crucial e4 -pawn's immunity from attack. At least
for practical purposes, there might have been more mileage in sacrificing the b
pawn to ensure that the knight will be a strength rather than a long-term source of
anxiety.
I would prefer 24 Nc4!? Rxb3 25 f3 Rb4! 26 Ne5+ Ke7 27 Rabl Rxb1 28 Rxbl Bc8 29
Rb6 Rd8 30 Rxh6 Rxd5 and Black retains an edge, but White is clearly fighting. 26
Racl !? (instead of 26 Ne5+) is a very interesting alternative, setting an interesting
trap: 26 . . . b5?! 27 axb5 axb5 28 Ne5+ Ke7 leads to some trouble, not so much after
29 Rc7?! Kd6, but rather the tricky 29 Rc6! with decent counterplay and a rela
tively rare example of tangible problems arising from the weakened h-pawns.
However, Black can improve with careful play and after 26 . . . Bxa4! 27 fxe4 Rd8! he
stands well, since if now 28 Rfl ?! Kg8! then both 29 exf5 Bb5 and 29 Rxf5 Rc8 end
in misery for White.

24 ... Rxe3 25 fxe3 bS! 26 Rc1 Ke7 (Diagram 14)
The knight on b2 is dominated and for the first time it is very difficult to point to
any real hopes for White to create counterplay. For all that, his next move cer
tainly does not help his chances of staying in contention.

27 Res? Kd6 28 b4 bxa4?!
This slip does no serious harm, but heading for a pure minor piece ending featur
ing the miserable knight on b2 with 28 . . . Rc8! would have been much more clinical.
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29 Ra5 Bb51 30 Nxa4 Kxd5 31 Nc5 ReS 32 Nxa6 Kc4 (Diagram 15)
DANGEROUS WEAPON lit is not just that White's pieces are so
offside. This position calls for a diagram because it represents a
great success for the central pawn wedge which characterizes
this variation right from the opening.
The rest requires only the lightest commentary.

Diagram 14 (W)

Diagram 15 (W)

33 Kf2?1 Rc6 34 NbS Rb6 3 5 RaS f41?
Understandable given that White's pieces are utterly tied up. Still, there was a
case for the simple 35 . . .Kxb4 too.

36 exf4 Kd3 37 Ra3+ Kd4 3S Ra8 e3+ 39 Kf3
Now it is all over. Miserable though his task is, White had to try 39 Kel .

3 9... Re6! 4 0 Ra1 e2 4 1 Kf2 ReS 0-1

Looking a Little Deeper
I hope the extensive notes to the game above have brought the reader on board
with one crucial realization: Black is not only theoretically okay after 8 BxdS, he
also has excellent winning chances, far exceeding the norm in almost any main
variation of the c3 Sicilian.
So it is time to return to the now familiar position after 1

e4 c5 2 c3 Nf6 3 es Nd5 4
d4 cxd4 5 Nf3 Nc6 6 cxd4 d6 7 Bc4 dxes!? (Diagram 16) and a careful examination
of White's alternative lines - the two straightforward recaptures on eS:
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Diagram 16 {W)

Diagram 17 {W)

A: 8 dxes
B: 8 Nxes
A) 1 e4 c s 2 c3 Nf6 3 es Nds 4 d4 cxd4 5 Nf3 Nc6 6 cxd4 d6 7 Bc4 dxes!? 8 dxes
As will often be the case when a system receives relatively little attention in litera
ture, the most obvious reply has also been the most popular - in this case, in spite
of a reasonably clear recommendation for one of the alternatives. Nonetheless, it is
far from clear to me in this case that 'public opinion' has necessarily been mis
guided. Certainly the text move is White's most solid choice and even if the
queens are shortly to be exchanged he can still aspire to a slight space advantage.

8 Ndb4! (Diagram 17)
...

This move targets c2 and thus ensures that White will not be able merely to ex
change queens and proceed with quick development without attending to this
inconvenience. For some this will be seen as essential to the viability of Black's
whole system, although I rather suspect that his fundamental structure is sound
enough that just 8 ... Nb6 is not so bad either. Still, the text move should be pre
ferred and immediately sets White an interesting choice. This is a major parting of
the ways. White has four principle options, one of them to keep queens on the
board and the other three to head for subtly varied types of queenless middle
game:
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A1) 9 Qb3
A2) 9 0-0
A3) 9 Qxd8+
A4) 9 a 3
The additional possibility of 9 Qe2 also merits a mention, although the caution
required from Black is pretty minimal in nature. The obvious reply 9 ... Bf5 must be
best but after 10 0-0 I would advise against the materialistic 10 ... Nc2?! 11 Rdl Qc8
12 g4! Bg6 (12 ... Bxg4 13 Ng5! is also awkward to meet) 13 e6! Nxa1 14 Nc3! with a
strong attack. Indeed it is no simple task to suggest a reasonable move for Black
with 14 . . . Nxc2? failing most elegantly to 15 Qxc2 ! .
Instead the prudent, but positionally well-grounded 10 ... Bd3! should b e preferred
since 1 1 Bxd3 Qxd3 12 Qxd3?! (12 Nc3 is playable, but the exchange of queens on
e2 evidently leaves Black comfortable enough) 12 . . . Nxd3 results in some embar
rassment to the e-pawn.

A1) 9 Qb3

looks the most aggressive move since it keeps queens on the board, a

decision which at first sight seems appropriate to the nurturing of such a spatial
plus. In fact it is no longer believed to be necessarily the case that the player with
more space should keep queens on and my hunch is that this move has enjoyed
rather an unjustified popularity. It is certainly forcing initially, but actually after

9 e6 10 0-0 (Diagram 18) (not
...

10 a3?! NaS 11 Bb5+ Bd7 12 Qa4 Nc2+! 13 Qc2 Bxb5

with excellent light-square prospects in I.Filipovic-M.Grabics, Pula 1999) Black has
an interesting choice of ways to play the position. I will consider:

Diagram 18 (B)

Diagram 19 {W)
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A11: 10 Bd7
...

A12: 1o Nas!?
...

A11) 10 Bd7 develops and blocks checks on the a4-e8 diagonal,
...

thus making the

threat to fork the queen and bishop a reality, the key to the downside of 9 Qb3.
For a while, I must admit, I had anticipated concentrating exclusively on this
move with no reservations whatsoever. My enthusiasm was particularly high
when I examined the Swedish International Master Roland Ekstroem's deft han
dling of the position after the popular and eminently plausible 11 Bg5. The most
common response has been to play 1 1 . . .Qc7 here: for example, 12 Qc3 Rc8
(12 . . . Na5 13 Bxe6!) 13 Na3 NaS 14 Rfc1 Nxc4 15 Nxc4 bS! 16 Nd6+ Bxd6 1 7 exd6
Qxc3 18 Rxc3 f6 and Black is fine since he can easily live around the d6-pawn,
when it will eventually prove vulnerable. Still, actually winning the balanced end
ing which arose in L. Bergez-M.Vachier Lagrave, Evry 2005, after 19 Rxc8+ Bxc8 20
Be3 Nc6 21 Nd4 Nxd4 22 Bxd4 Kd7 23 Bxa7 Kxd6 was quite an achievement!
However, the tricky 13 Rcl ! ? might make it more difficult to implement Black's
plan since 13 . . . Na5 again fails tactically to 14 Bxe6.
Rather I am attracted to the simplicity and directness of Ekstroem's 1 l . ..Na5!?

(Diagram 19).
There are two main ideas. The first is that after 12 Bxd8 Nxb3 13 axb3 Black is not
even willing to put up with what appears to be but a minor inconvenience to his
king after 13 . . . Kxd8 14 NgS!? Ke8 15 Nc3, but is rather willing to sacrifice a pawn
for a deceptively powerful initiative after 13 . . . Rxd8! 14 Rxa7 Bc6 15 Nc3 BcS 16
Raa1 Ke7

(Diagram 20) when Black's position is a veritable picture of harmony

and control.

Diagram 20 (W)
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DANGEROUS WEAPON! White's continuation of 17 Na4 Ba7 18
Nc3 in E.Sedina-R.Ekstroem, Swiss League 2008, was a
testament to the tremendous difficulty she understandably
found in devising a constructive way forward here, and after
18 ... Bb8 19 Na2 NdSI? (19 .... Nxa2 followed by 20 ... Bxf3 also
looks promising) 20 Nd4 Bxes 21 Nxc6+ bxc6 22 Bxds cxd s
Black's advantage is beyond dispute.
The second idea is that after 12 Qc3, Black can play to the secure square with
12 . . . Qc8

(Diagram 21), avoiding the now familiar Bxe6

tactic to which the queen

tends to be vulnerable on c7. Clearly, the pressure on c2 prevents White from pre
serving his bishop and I already somewhat prefer Black after 13 b3 h6 14 Bd2
Nxc4 15 bxc4 Bc5 16 Bf4 0-0 17 a3 Na6 18 Nbd2 Bc6 (M.Godena-R.Ekstroem, Swiss
League 2005), although I do think there may have been a case for 15 . . . Be7!?, keep
ing the c5 -square for the knight. Back at move thirteen I would be tempted to pre
fer 13 Nbd2 (or perhaps 13 Na3) 13 . . . Nxc4 14 Nxc4 although 14 . . .b5 15 Nd6+ Bxd6
16 exd6 Qxc3 17 bxc3 NdS results in a quite acceptable variant of the endgame
which we saw handled by Vachier-Lagrave in the note above. Black will follow up
with .. .f6 and there is sufficient imbalance here for the more ambitious! So, all in
all, Ekstroem's 1 1 . ..Na5!? seems to hold up well against the popular 11 Bg5.
But what of other moves? Given the threat to fork on aS, the main alternative is a
retreat of either queen or bishop, with 1 1 Qd1 Na5 12 Be2 or 1 1 Be2 Na5 1 2 Qd1

(Diagram 22) resulting in the same position.

Diagram 22 ( B)

Diagram 23 (W)

I believe Black is okay here, but at the same time he does need to treat White's
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space advantage with some respect. I think this entails 1 2. . . Nd5! which recentral
izes his knight and prevents an easy Nc3 by White. White in turn needs to find a
rational scheme for developing his queenside. Examples such as 13 a3?! Rc8 14
Bd3 Be7 1 5 Ra2 b5 1 6 b4 Nc4 1 7 Rc2 a5 1 8 bxa5 Qxa5 1 9 Qe2 0-0 20 Qe4 g6 21 h4
Ncb6 22 Bh6 Rfd8 23 Rxc8 Rxc8 24 Ng5 Qa4 25 Qf3 Qf4!, S.Paridar-Z. Lanka,
Hamburg 2007, remind us that Black is playing for more than just equality. Here
as elsewhere after 9 Qb3, there is plenty of imbalance in the position. However,
two better plans for bringing the queenside pieces suggest themselves: 13 Bd2 fol
lowed by 14 Nc3 (hoping in some way to embarrass the knight on aS a little) and
simply 1 3 Nbd2 Be7 14 Ne4.
Neither of these looks particularly threatening, but both represent decent 'solu
tions' and nullify some of the special factors which - after 1 1 Bg5 Na5! - prevent
White from even aspiring to build around the extra space which his e5-pawn se
cures. So, for anyone who finds all this unappealing, I will consider a surprising
and rather radical alternative:

A12) 10 ... NaS!? looks very strange at first when White can simply sidestep the fork
11 BbS+. However, after the almost obligatory 11 Bd7 12 Qa4 (since 1 2

with

...

Bxd7+ Qxd7 gives Black very easy play) it turns out that there are two quite con
trasting ideas available to make sense of Black's idea:
a) 12 . . . Bxb5 13 Qxb5+ Nbc6

(Diagram 23) is the more natural; at least once it is ob

served that the b7-pawn is taboo for the moment. Now 14 Nc3 (preparing Rd1 )
seems to be well met by 1 4. . . a6! when 1 5 Qe2 allowed 1 5. . . Qd3 1 6 Rd1 Qxe2 1 7
Nxe2 Nd5 with very simple equality and a s usual sufficient imbalance t o grind
White down in D.Gjuran-T.Gruskovnjak, Szombathely 2003. If the space advan
tage which the e5-pawn secures ceases to be relevant, then its own potential vul
nerability and the d5 -square which its advance has helped to weaken tend to en
sure that Black has some perspective. To invoke Tal's maxim 'when the game is
equal Black is better' would be an exaggeration, but certainly we are rarely deal
ing with an entirely dull and sterile equality in these lines. So White should look
to improve on 15 Qe2, but 15 Qc4!? (15 Qa4 b5 16 Qb3 Na5 does not qualify)
15 . . . Qd3 16 Qg4 (or 16 Qh4 Be7 17 Bg5 Bxg5 18 Nxg5 Qg6!? and again Black looks
solid enough) 16 . . . Qg6! also looks satisfactory for Black.
b) Black's other idea still merits consideration, though, for its sheer audacity. After
1 2 Qa4 it turns out it is not obligatory to exchange, but rather Black can hope to
embarrass the white queen by preserving the bishops with 12 . . . Nac6

{Diagram 24),

intending to make trouble with a well-timed . . . a6. This worked well in I.Vrkljan
S.Videki, Sisak 1998, where Black met 13 Bg5 with the rather radical 13 ... f6! ? and
14 exf6 gxf6 1 5 Bd2?! a6 1 6 Bxc6 Bxc6 1 7 Qb3 Qd5 18 Qxd5 Bxd5 enabled him to
implement his plan in a nearly perfect version. In fact, I suspect that after the logi
cal 1 5 Bh4! a6 16 Be2 Nd4 1 7 Qd1 Nxe2 18 Qxe2 Black's weaknesses would count
for just as much as the gains he has made. Neither is the simple 13 ... Be7 a solution.
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White's idea is that after 14 Bxe7 Qxe7 the rook on a8 is no longer defended and so
he has time for 1S Nc3, ready to meet 1S . . . a6?! with the annoying 16 a3. However,
there is a third possibility in 13 . . . Qb8!? hitting eS in some circumstances and re
taining the core idea to play . . . a6 without delay.

Diagram 24 (W)

Diagram 25 (W)

Interestingly, a similar story results from the logical 13 Rd1, when 13 ... Qc8!

gram 2 5) is again difficult to kick into touch.

(Dia

Neither 14 a3 NdS 1S Nc3 Nxc3 16

bxc3 a6 17 Bxc6 Bxc6 18 Qg4 BdS, nor 14 Qb3 a6 1S Be2 (or 1S Bxc6 Bxc6 16 Nc3
Bxf3!? 1 7 gxf3 Be7 with reasonable counter-chances) 1S . . . NaS! 16 Qc3 NdS look
especially threatening.

ROLL THE DICE! Some of this of course has a slightly risky air to
it, but again I cannot see a totally convincing reply to the
impending ...a6 and thus 10...Na5!? retains definite appeal for
the player uncompromisingly seeking the full point.
A2) 9 0-0 has the virtue of encouraging Black into reckless greed, but at least the
games on my database suggest that this is one of life's more resistible temptations.
After

9. Qxd1 10 Rxdl (Diagram 26) it is in fact not that clear that accepting
..

White's invitation with 10 ... Nc2 is in itself so disastrous. If White replies with 1 1
Nc3 then it is certainly time to call a halt to materialism since 1 l . ..Nxa1? 12 NbS is
clearly a step too far. However, 1 l . ..BfS!? preparing to meet NbS with . . . Rc8 is
much tougher, and in fact White will need to show some ingenuity to avoid an
immediate repetition after 12 Rb1 N2b4 or some variant of this theme. Conse
quently, I suspect that White should prefer to trade development for a slight struc
tural concession with 1 1 Na3! Nxa3! 12 bxa3 when satisfactory development of the
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c8-bishop in the face of the half-open b-file will be the chief challenge for the de
fence. I feel that Black should try to make 12 ... g6!? work here, since 12 . . . Bg4 13
Rb1! is awkward, whilst 12 . . . e6 will allow a plan of Bb2 and Nd2-e4-d6 which also
looks irritating. There is little to fear in 1 2 . . . g6 13 Ng5, since 13 . . . Nxe5 14 Bb5+ (or
14 Bb2 Nxc4! which seems a plausible enough investment) 14 . . . Nc6 15 Bb2 f6 1 6
Racl Bd7 looks safe enough. So, perhaps 13 e6!? Bxe6 14 Bxe6 fxe6 15 Rb1 Rd8 16
Re1 when White should retain some pressure. However, this is by no means clear
and is obviously playable for Black.

Diagram 26 (B)

Diagram 27 {W)

For all that, the most popular (and probably also the most prudent) choice has
been to target the e5-pawn and inflict some structural damage with 10 . . . Bg4!?
when 11 e6!? fxe6 12 Nc3 g6 13 NbS ReS 14 Bf4 Bxf3 15 gxf3 Nd5 {Diagram

27) has

been tested a number of times. Neither side will be sending out postcards of their
pawn structures, but the e6-pawn at least supports d5. Moreover, it is clear that 16
Bxd5 exd5 17 Rxd5 Bg7 presents Black with no problems whatsoever. Therefore,
the more testing practical try is 16 Rxd5! ? exd5 1 7 Bxd5 but after 17 . . . e5 1 8 Be6 Rb8
19 Bg5 Be7 20 Be3 h6!? (rather than 20 . . . Bf6 21 Bc5 Be7 22 Be3 Bf6 23 Bc5 etc, which
was the chosen route to a draw in E.Sveshnikov-W.Hartston, Sochi 1979) 2 1 f4
exf4 22 Bxf4 Rd8 23 Nc7+ Kf8 24 Bc4 Rd7! 25 Ne6+ Ke8, as played in the game
A.Jakubiec-T. Pokorny, Lazne Bohdanec 1996, Black should be soaking up the
pressure successfully. Indeed, it is probably time for White to think about cashing
in to retrieve his material investment, although after 26 Nc7+ Kd8 27 Be6 Nd4!? 28
Bxd7 Ne2+ 29 Kfl Nxf4 30 Ne6+ Kxd7 31 Nxf4 Rg8 it is only Black - with the
bishop and the slightly tighter structure - who can try to claim an edge in this
endgame.

A3) 9 Qxd8+ at least displaces one of Black's pieces, but much will hinge upon the
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placing of White's knight in tum after

9 ... Nxd8 10 Na3 ( Diagram 28) since here

10

0-0 Nc2 1 1 Nc3 Nxa1 1 2 NbS n o longer convinces after 1 2 . . . Be6, I.Yagupov-M.
Blokh, Moscow 1992.

Diagram 28 (B)
In reply to 10 Na3, I like

Diagram 29 (W)

10...a6! taking the bS-square away from White's pieces,

but also preparing . . . bS as part of the campaign to restrict the a3-knight's options.
Instead, 10 . . .Be6, though playable, in a sense risks simply inviting this piece back
into play, whilst 10 . . . Bg4 may be okay in conjunction with an early . . . Ndc6, but
Black should be cautious about exchanging on f3 prematurely, since doubling
White's £-pawns would entail both weakening the light squares and encouraging a
bolstering of his centre with f3-f4.
After 1 0 . . . a6! 11 0-0 I like the simple methodical plan of development shown in
G.Blaszczok-S.Vesselovsky, Trinec 2001: 1l.. .e6 12 Rd1 Ndc6 1 3 Be3 bS 14 Bb3 Bb7
1S Bb6 Ne7! 16 Nc2 NedS 17 BaS Nxc2 18 Bxc2 Bb4! 19 Bxb4 Nxb4 20 Bb3 Ke7

(Diagram 29) with no problems and even chances to target eS in the long term.

In

principle this unpretentious plan of development seems to be applicable after
White's alternative 1 1 th moves too. 1 1 Bd2 e6 1 2 Ke2 bS 13 Bb3 Bb7 1 4 Nc2 Ndc6
1S Nxb4 Bxb4 16 Bxb4 Nxb4 1 7 Rhd1 Ke7 was arguably not especially riveting, but
also a very efficient equalizer in R.Seger-L.Gonda, Budapest 2005.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! Moreover, after 11 Nd4?! e6 12 Be2 b5
13 Bd2?1 Bb7 14 0-0 Ndc6 15 Bf3 there is the extra twist that
15...0-o-o! leaves White's pieces more vulnerable than his opponent's, so that 16 Nxc6 Rxd2 17 Nxb4 Bxb4 18 Rfc1+ Kb8 19
Bxb7 Kxb7 already gave Black a considerable endgame advan
tage in A.Solomaha-I.Nyzhnyk, Kiev 2007.
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A4) 9 a3
This has the obvious drawback that i t permits the displacement o f White's king.
However, in the context of an exchange of queens it could be claimed that driving
Black's knight to the edge of the board provides significant compensation for what
is really a relatively minor inconvenience. It may not be stretching a point too
much to claim that the assessment of the line rests to a significant degree upon
how each side solves the problem of these respective pieces. Black does for sure
lose time with his knight, but there is nothing much to stop it heading for c7 and
thereafter d5. White's king tends to be safe enough on e2, but if any piece is going
to cause it hassle, it will be that knight! Personally, I think White's chances here
are certainly no worse than in the other queen exchange lines we have seen, but I
am at the same time confident that Black has few problems keeping the balance.

9 ...Qxd1+ 10 Kxd1 Na6 {Diagram 30)

Diagram 30 {W)

Diagram 31 (B)

11 b4
It would be all but a crime against his light squares for White to consider exchang
ing on a6 - the rather peripheral weakening of Black's structure would not even
come close to compensating for that. However, there have been practical examples
of 11 e6?!, another attempt to make a mess of Black's structure which looks deeply
misguided to me. For it is precisely the e5-pawn which underpins White's spatial
plus and in its absence the f8 -bishop grows immensely in stature. Black's e-pawns
are not nearly weak enough to make up for that after 1l...Bxe6 12 Bxe6 fxe6 1 3 B£4
g6 14 Nc3 Bg7 15 Re1 0-0 16 Bg3 NcS, when Black's g7-bishop was deservedly
dominating the board in J.Olsar-S.Wassin, Zakopane 2000.

11 ... Bg4!
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The best place to develop this bishop and a useful tactical response to the threat of
12 b5?, which is now of course met by 12 . . . Nxe5 with advantage.

12 Bb2 (Diagram 31) 12 ... Nc7
This makes sense - avoiding the threat of b5 for good. In fact, in K. Kiik-J.Yrjola,
Finnish League 1997, Black chose 12 . . . e6 reminding us that in fact 13 b5?! is for the
moment well met by 13 ... Na5 when White has really only succeeded in creating
holes in his position. Nonetheless, for the most part move order is less important
here than understanding a few basic ideas and the really useful lesson of this
game after 12 . . . e6 13 Nbd2 0-0-0 14 Rcl!? Bxf3+?! 15 gx£3 Nc7 16 Ke2 Kb8 17 Ne4
Nd5 ( 1 7 . . . Be7 would have been a tougher defence) 18 Ng5! Rd7 19 Bxd5 exd5 20 £4
h6 21 N£3

(Diagram 32) is

that exchanging on £3 is by no means always a good idea

even if White's pawns are doubled in the process. Here the front £-pawn is able to
play a valuable role defending e5 and enhancing White's advantage in space. Af
ter the additional exchange on d5, the prospect of White advancing this £-pawn
still further is not a pleasant one either. My other issue with the desire to rush into
capturing on f3 is simply that this bishop on g4 is a very useful presence in itself.
With the White king likely to settle on e2, the pin tends to be annoying, whilst
evicting this piece by advancing g2-g4 will likely have consequences for the £4square. This in tum will assist the c7 knight to find

Diagram 32 (B)

a

role.

Diagram 33 (W)

13 Nbd2 e6 14 h3 Bh5! 15 Ke2
It is not ridiculous at all to go chasing Black's bishop while the opportunity still
exists, but the price as usual is good squares for the black knights. After 15 g4 Bg6
16 Nh4 Be7 1 7 Nxg6 hxg6 18 Nf3 Nd5! (N.Zambor-T.Pokomy, Pardubice 1996),
this was enough to persuade White to head for 19 Bxd5?! 0-0-0 20 Kc2 Rxd5 21
Rad1 Rxdl 22 Kxdl b5 when Black had slightly the better of equality.
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1 5 0-0-0 (Diagram 33) 16 Rfc1!?
...

This rook move looks a bit strange, but it is the only alternative to the immediate
sharing of the point to have been tested in practice! I think I would try 16 Racl
here, leaving the king's rook for the open d-file, but here too after 16 ... Kb8, the
same plan of meeting 1 7 b5?! with 1 7 . . . Na5 1 8 Bd3 Nd5 looks more than sufficient,
whilst after the more patient 1 7 Ne4 Nd5 I also foresee no particular problems for
Black.

16 Kb8
...

V.Meijers-D.Rogozenko, Gothenburg 2004, was also agreed drawn here. Rogoz
enko mentions that 1 7 b5? Na5 18 Bd3 Bxf3+! 19 gxf3 Nd5 represents a case in
which Black's invasion of squares is indeed rapid enough to justify parting with
the revered light-squared bishop, but b4-b5 generally seems a rather loose idea.
Again, 1 7 Ne4 looks right and after 17 ... Nd5 the position once more looks bal
anced but by no means dead.

B) 1 e4 c5 2 c3 Nf6 3 e5 Nd5 4 d4 cxd4 5 Nf3 Nc6 6 cxd4 d6 7 Bc4 dxes!? 8 Nxes
(Diagram 34)

Diagram 34 (B)

Diagram 35 (W)

This keeps the queens on and results in positions which are somewhat less distinc
tive than those found after the two alternatives we have considered. Of course
White needs to be willing to accept an isolated queen's pawn (IQP). However,
even if we disregard as unduly extreme Tarrasch's famous maxim - that 'he who
fears an isolated pawn should give up chess' - there is no denying that a reluc
tance to take on such a weakness would severely cramp the style of a c3 Sicilian
player, who must also expect to meet 2 . . . d5 on a regular basis. So I think we can
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assume that for most 2 c3 players, this is not a major downside.
Also in the move's favour is that 8 . . . Nxe5 does not hold up. Whereas the structure
which arises seemed to hold few perils for Black in the specific context which we
examined in Line A, it is not to be disregarded in general terms. Moreover, the
specifics after 8 ... Nxe5?! appear to favour White to the extent that, as we shall ver
ify below, Black really needs to find another way. However, it is equally impor
tant to understand that the other structural modification which can arise by virtue
of an exchange on c6 is by no means purely in White's favour. In other words, as
we shall see, there is no need to treat Nxc6 as a threat. Indeed, Black is well ad
vised not to do so.

8 e6
...

This looks the most solid.
8 ... Nxe5?! cannot be recommended as I suggested above. In particular the ex
change of knights has opened a useful route for White's queen after 9 dxe5 e6 (not
9 ... Be6?? 10 Bb5+) 1 0 0-0 Be7 (or 10 . . . Nb6 1 1 Qxd8+ Kxd8, but Black will always
suffer a bit since neither his king nor his knight are especially happily placed: for
example, 12 Bb3 Bd7 13 Nc3 Bc6 14 Be3 Kc7?! 15 Racl a6 1 6 Ne4 is unpleasant) 1 1
Qg4! Kf8 ( 1 1 . . .0-0 1 2 Bh6 costs the exchange of course, while 1 l . ..g6 1 2 Bh6 Qc7 1 3
Qe2 isn't much fun either) 1 2 Rd1 Qc7 13 Qe2 Nb6 1 4 Bb3 h5 1 5 Nc3 Bd7 1 6 h3 a6
17 Bf4 Bc6 1 8 Racl and Black will have a lot of trouble getting her remaining
pieces into play, N.Datuashvili-N.Tsadzikidze, Tbilisi 200 1 .

ROLL THE DICE! 8 Bf5 (Diagram 35) might be playable, but my
instinctive reaction is certainly that it is rather too ambitious.
. . .

For starters it is far from clear that Black always wants to develop his bishop in
this way when fighting against the IQP. More often than not his queenside suffers
from its absence. However, the most obvious 'refutation' - 9 Qb3 - does not con
vince after the cool 9 . . . e6 10 Qxb7 Bb4+ 1 1 Bd2 Nxe5! 12 dxe5 (but not 1 2 Bb5+? Kf8
13 dxe5 Rb8 14 Qd7 Qb6 with threats to b5 and b 1 ) 12 . . . 0-0! 13 Bxb4 ( 1 3 0-0 Rb8 14
Qxa7 Bxb1 1 5 Bxb4 Rxb4 16 Bxd5 Bd3 also leaves White struggling to justify his
involuntary investment) 13 . . . Rb8 and White must head for a position with two
rooks against the queen after 14 Bxd5 Rxb7 15 Bxb7 Qb6 1 6 Bxf8 Qxb7 1 7 0-0 Qxb2
18 Nc3 Kxf8

(Diagram 36) in which the bishop on f5 is a considerable asset.

Instead, White may settle for 9 0-0 e6 when he can just continue developing, al
though he needs to beware of a timely exchange on e5. One more radical possibil
ity is 1 0 Bb5 Qc7 1 1 Qa4 trying to net a pawn. Whether Black's compensation will
suffice after l l . . .Nb6 12 Bxc6+ bxc6 13 Qxc6+ Qxc6 14 Nxc6 is unclear, but it is un
deniable that his chances on the light squares will amount to some. Perhaps the
most interesting idea is 9 Nc3!? Nxe5 1 0 Bxd5 which looks odd since it allows
10 . . . Nd3+, but after 1 1 Kfl Black needs to defend b7 and 1 1 . ..Qd7 12 Bc4 Nxcl 13
Rxcl ! is not an entirely convenient way of doing this when 13 . . . a6 fails to 14 Nd5.
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9 o-o (Diagram 37)
Black should not fear 9 Nxc6 here. In general terms the structure with an isolated
d-pawn for White and an isolated c-pawn for Black holds few terrors for the de
fender. So long as he can keep a strong grip on the c5-square, his firm control of
d5 and counterplay on the b-file constitute significant assets. It is worth noting the
specific circumstances which pertain after 10 Qf3 in Line B l below, one occasion
in which this structure does pose some potential problems. A consideration of
these may help to clarify the fact that the structure is not in itself problematic.

Diagram 36 (W)

Diagram 37 (B)

From Diagram 37 I would like to consider two distinct possibilities for Black:

81: 9 Be7
...

82: 9 Bd6
...

9 .. Be7 is by far the more popular and leads to positions which in general terms
.

feel quite satisfactory for Black. But there is one specific possibility which causes
me a little consternation, and it was thinking about this which led me to the idea
that perhaps 9 . . . Bd6!? constitutes a less hackneyed and ultimately simply more
appropriate approach to what is distinct and unusual in the diagram position. It is
for the reader to judge whether this slightly radical claim holds up.

81) 9 Be7 (Diagram 38)
...

There is much to be gained in general by making comparisons between different
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but related chess openings, but also much at stake in ensuring that any such com
parisons are pertinent and relevant. I believe that Diagram 38 is an important case
in point. Readers with a wider knowledge of typical IQP positions are likely to be
struck by the similarities between the diagram position and an important theoreti
cal position which arises from the Panov-Botvinnik Attack - for example, from the
moves 1 e4 c6 2 d4 d5 3 exd5 cxd5 4 c4 Nf6 5 Nc3 e6 6 Nf3 Be7 7 cxd5 Nxd5 8 Bc4.

Diagram 38 (W}

Diagram 39 (W}

Perhaps as a consequence of some specific factors deep in my chess education I
tend to view this (and its 'cousin' with the White bishop on d3) as somehow 'the
archetypal' IQP positions, at least among those with a black pawn on e6. The dif
ferences here, of course, are that White's knight has already played to e5, he has
castled and he has yet to develop his knight to c3. This feels to me as if it should
be an unambiguous improvement for Black. For one thing, it is no longer guaran
teed that so natural a move as Nc3 will be possible without initiating an unwel
come modification of the pawn structure. For example, L. Bergez-M.Vachier La
grave, Paris 2005, continued 10 Re1 0-0 1 1 Nc3?! which I am convinced should
have been answered with ll . . .Nxe5 1 2 dxe5 Nxc3 13 bxc3 and now 13 ... Qxd l ! (I
assume Black's 13 . . . Qc7?! was a 'winning try' but it seems both risky and no more
likely to compete for the full point to me) 14 Rxd1 Rd8

(Diagra m 39)

15 Rxd8+ (15

Be3 Bd7) 1 5 . . . Bxd8 1 6 Be3 Bd7 1 7 Rdl when as Rogozenko points out 1 7 . . . Bc6?
loses a pawn to 18 Bxa7 b6 19 Rd6 but 17 . . . Be8! is quite safe since now 18 Bxa7? b6!
would be a disaster for White. Again this strikes me as an equality which is by no
means sterile - with mutually careful play a draw is the likely result, but once he
has nullified his opponent's temporary initiative Black always has some structural
deficiencies to aim at.
On the subject of instructive errors, there are also a number of games on the data-
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base here with 1 0 Bb5?! which strikes m e as being seriously misguided. White's
intention to saddle his opponent with an isolated pawn on c6 is clear. However,
after 10 . . . Bd7 1 1 Nxc6 ( 1 1 Nxd7 Qxd7 just leaves d4 very weak, for which the
bishop pair, in the absence even of any special piece activity, is insufficient com
pensation) 1l...Bxc6 12 Bxc6 bxc6 the exchange of light-squared bishops favours
Black in just about every way - weakening his opponent's kingside initiative,
speeding his mobilization and leaving him with a 'good' bishop not only in name
since it has real chances to strike at the weak d4 point.
However, White does have one quite distinctive treatment of the position which
seems to me an excellent attempt to make an asset of his early Ne5 move, namely:

10 Qf31 0-0 11 Rd1 (Diagram 40)

Diagram 40 (B)

Diagram 41 (W)

White defends d4, all but rules out an exchange on e5 for the moment and very
much keeps the option of Nxc6 alive according to how Black responds. This is
clearly a case of the threat being stronger than the execution - the problem for the
defence is how to proceed with development in the context of this irritating ten
sion.
In practice Black has tended to seek clarification immediately with 1l...Bf6, which
looks logical since after 12 Nxc6 bxc6 there is at least a degree of pressure on d4.
However, there is one vital part of the equation which the move can be accused of
neglecting - the importance of keeping an eye on the c5-square. Indeed after 13
Nc3 it is annoying too that the arrival of the knight on e4 will also hit the f6bishop.
13 . . . Qb6?! further neglects the c5-square and led to serious positional problems
after 14 Na4 Qb4 15 b3 e5 16 Bb2 exd4 17 Bxd4 Bxd4 18 Rxd4, even without the
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tactical blunder 1 8 ... Ba6? 1 9 Rxd5! cxd5 2 0 Bxa6 which rendered the advantage a
decisive one in M.Lyell -P.Perez Aleman, Budapest 2008.
13 ... a5! ?

(Diagram 41) looks like the best try. After 14 Ne4 Black should play

14 ... Ba6! (rather than the very casual 14 ... a4?! 15 Bh6 ReS 16 Racl Be7 17 Qg3 Bf8
18 h4 of V.Okhotnik -A.Wirig, Nancy 2007, when White has trumps on both wings
aided by his opponent's passivity). Following 15 Nx£6+ (15 Bxd5 cxd5 1 6 Nxf6+
Qxf6 1 7 Qx£6 gxf6 does not look unduly perturbing, whilst 15 b3 Re8!? intending
to meet 16 Nc5 with 16 . . . Bxc4 1 7 bxc4 Nb6 looks reasonable for Black too) 15 ... Qxf6
16 Qx£6 Nxf6 1 7 Bb3, the attempt to force matters with 17 ... a4? fails to 18 Bxa4 Be2
19 Rd2 Rxa4 when White can throw in 20 b3! with advantage, but simply
17 . . . Rfb8! 18 Bf4 Rb6 looks playable. Black has very decent minor pieces which
give him sufficient play on the light squares.
Nonetheless, I cannot claim that this is definitive. In any case, with its eminently
comprehensible drawbacks I remain a bit dissatisfied with 1 l . . .Bf6. So what else?
Lanka has tried 1 1 . . .f6, again demanding a declaration of White's intentions and
certainly avoiding some of the problems I outlined with the bishop move. How
ever, it weakens e6 in turn, and if Black needs to meet 12 Nxc6 bxc6 13 Nc3 Kh8 14
Ne2 with 14 . . . g5 as Lanka did then the whole thing would make me profoundly
suspicious. I will await with interest whether he ventures this against grandmas
ter opposition!
However, there is one further move in 1 l ...Qd6!?

(Diagram 42), which is as yet un

tested but seems to me both logical and devoid of obvious drawbacks. There
seems nothing much wrong in meeting 12 Nxc6 with 12 ... Qxc6! in that case, whilst
neither 12 Bxd5 Qxd5 nor 12 Qg3 Rd8! look particularly scary either. This requires
practical tests, but looks to me the most appealing option after 11 Rdl .

Diagram 4 2 (W)

Diagram 43 (W)
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B2) 9 Bd6!? (Diagram 43)
...

As I came gradually to realize that the differences introduced by the 'extra' move
Ne5 were not exclusively in Black's favour, so I came to appreciate that the alter
native development of this bishop to d6 is not without merit. Again, the fact that I
find this somewhat counterintuitive probably lies deep in my education of IQP
positions, but the statistics would suggest that I am not the only one! Of course the
ability to hit e5 directly constitutes a relevant special factor, and it is here dearly in
Black's favour that the white bishop is on c4 rather than d3 - especially in conjunc
tion with any retreat of the knight from e5.
What follows is necessarily rather tentative since there have been few practical
tests, and in those which do exist Black has tended to be the stronger player and
has scored heavily.
After 9 . . Bd6!? I will briefly consider a range of options:
.

a) 10 Nxc6 seems scarcely more attractive than before. Following 10 . . .bxc6, one
plausible idea would be to bring the other knight via d2 but after 11 Nd2 0-0, the
immediate 12 Ne4 fails to 12 ... Bxh2+, whilst otherwise Black is quick with his . . . c5
break -after 12 Nf3 Bb7! for example, or 12 Re1 Qc7!? when meeting 13 g3 with
13 ... c5 looks very plausible.
b) 10 Bxd5 also fails to impress since White's hold on the e5-square is not suffi
cient for establishing a positional bind. After 10 . . . exd5 11 Bf4

(Diagram 44), Black

may not be obliged to head for 1 l . ..Bxe5 ! ? immediately, but I can see no strong
argument for not doing so except, perhaps, that 12 Bxe5 (12 dxeS d4 13 Nc3 d4 14
NbS Be6 1 5 Nd6 Qb6! leaves Black rather active) 12 ... 0-0 13 Nc3 Be6 14 Re1 Qd7
may be rather dull. Still, there is no question of any real advantage for White here.

Diagram 44 (B)

so

Diagram 45 (B)
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c) 1 0 Nf3 makes some intuitive sense, if only because we are accustomed to seeing
Black's bishop on e7 or maybe f6 in such IQP positions. If the white bishop were
already on d3, this move might give pause for thought since the prospect of a suc
cessful 'Greek gift' would then not seem implausibly far away. However, there is
no law against retreating the bishop if necessary - especially in the context of the
time which White has consumed here. After 10 Nf3 0-0 1 1 Re1

(Diagram 45) (1 1

Bd3?! Ncb4!) I think Black is even in time to initiate such an extravagant manoeu
vre as 1 l . . .Nce7!? 12 Nc3 (12 Bd3 Bd7 13 Nc3 Rc8 looks fine for Black: most Bxh7
sacrifices will not be a danger if . . . Nf6 is available and 14 Bxh7+ Kxh7 15 Ne4 - or
15 Ng5+ Kg8 1 6 Nce4 Bf4 - 1 5 . . . Qc7! 16 Nfg5+ Kg6 17 h4 Rh8 is no exception)
12 . . . Bd7 13 Ne5 Rc8 and again Black has mobilized very efficiently.
It is also worth noting that if White neglects to play Re1 and heads for the imme
diate 1 1 Nc3 Black can seriously consider 1 l . . .Nxc3!? 12 bxc3 e5! 13 Re1 ( 1 3 Bg5
Qc7) 13 . . . exd4 14 cxd4 Bg4 again with promising pressure against White's centre.

Conclusion
As I say, much of the final section of the chapter is all rather tentative. However, if
Black even has a choice of viable weapons against 8 Nxe5, the impression is fur
ther strengthened that 7 . . . dxe5 is a relatively little known, rather neglected
weapon, ideal for taking c3 Sicilian players off the beaten track without sacrificing
any fundamental soundness along the way.
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Neithe r Too Early nor Too Late
Richard Palliser

1 e4 c5 2 c3 d5 3 exd5 Qxd5 4 d4 Nc6 5 Nf3 es!? (Diagram 1)

Diagram 1 (W)
A seasoned c3 Sicilian player is no doubt ready for the standard ways in which
Black follows up 2 . . . d5 3 exd5 Qxd5 with a quick . . . e5. Indeed, they are likely to be

52

N e i t h e r Too Ea rly n o r Too Late
prepared for both the simplifying 4 . . .e5 and the more complex 4 . . .Nc6 5 Nf3 cxd4 6
cxd4 eS, as Joe Gallagher recommended in his classic Beating the Anti-Sicilians. Un
fortunately neither idea currently seems quite enough for equality: the former due
to 5 dxeS; the latter because 7 Nc3 Bb4 8 Bd2 Bxc3 9 Bxc3 e4 gives White decent
chances for a pull after both the older 10 NeS and the modem 10 Nd2!?. However,
Black can also play ... eS on his 5th move, as we'll consider here. You could argue
that, played on this move, it's neither too early, nor too late!
Even some quite experienced c3 Sicilian players have been surprised by 4 . . . Nc6 5
Nf3 eS! ?; a line which is quite different from its cousin . . . e5 variations. Grabbing
on eS is quite critical, but also fine for Black as we will discover. However, in any
case I believe that Black obtains a decent enough game. Moreover, just a little
knowledge might well prove dangerous for White, as we will now see in a side
line which theory has approved of.

0 D.Pavasovic • J.Votava

E u ropea n Team Cha m pionship, Leon 2001

1 e4 cs 2 c3 ds 3 exds Qxds 4 d4 Nc6 5 Nf3 es 6 Nbd21? (Diagram 2)

Diagram 2 (B)

Diagram 3 (W)

White' s sharpest move and a move recommended by some sources, including
NCO, ever since Joel Benjamin scored a crushing win with it back at the 1996

Olympiad.

6...exd4
Best. Black wants the option of moving his queen to the kingside; something
which he is denied after 6 . . . cxd4 7 Bc4.
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BEWARE! Black obtains decent counterchances after the text,
but mustn't be too ambitious at this point; as shown by
practice, both 6 ... e4? 7 Bc4 Qf5 8 Qe2 and 6 Bg4? 7 Bc4 Bxf3 8
Qb3 are best avoided.
...

7 Bc4 Qh5! (Diagram 3)
Benjamin's suggestion from Informant 67. Instead 7. . .Qf5 was seen in J.Benjamin
I.Miladinovic, Yerevan Olympiad 1996, and after 8 0-0 (White should probably
prefer 8 cxd4 cxd4 9 0-0 Be6 and now 10 Qa4! yields a strong initiative: 10 . . . 0-0-0
1 1 Bxe6+ fxe6 12 Nb3 Qd5 13 Bg5 gave White a large lead in development in
Mi.Orr-C.Myers, correspondence 2005, and 10 . . . Bxc4 11 Nxc4 0-0-0 12 Bd2 also
looks rather scary for Black) 8... Be6 9 Bxe6 fxe6 10 cxd4 Black might have plunged
into the complications with the greedy 10 ... cxd4!? (10 ... 0-0-0 1 1 dxc5 Bxc5 12 Qe1
gave White a small plus in the game) 11 Nb3 e5, after which 12 Nxe5!? Nxe5 13
Nxd4 (Benjamin) is a dangerous sacrifice, but far from clear after something like
13 . . . Qg4 14 Qa4+ Nc6 15 Re1+ Be7.

8 0-0
White might also begin with 8 cxd4 when 8 . . . cxd4 (8 ... Nxd4!? 9 0-0 Bd6 is an inde
pendent way of exploiting the queen's position on h5, and one which seems quite
playable as Black should be fine after 10 h3 Ne7 1 1 Nxd4 Qxd1 12 Rxd1 cxd4) 9 0-0
Nf6 transposes to the game.
A sharper approach is 8 Qe2+!? Be7 9 Ne4 ?! (if, as seems likely, this turns out to be
too ambitious, White should settle for equality with the dull 9 cxd4 cxd4 10 Nxd4
Qxe2+ 11 Nxe2), which saw White playing for the initiative rather than try to re
gain her pawn in P.Malysheva-M.Matlakov, St Petersburg 200 1 . Black should re
spond in kind with 9 . . . Bg4! 10 Nd6+ Kf8

(Diagram 4) and after

1 1 Nx£7?! (critical,

but too ambitious; 11 Bxf7? g6 simply costs White a piece, but 11 Bf4!? should
probably be preferred, after which 1 l . . .Bxd6 12 Bxd6+ Nge7 13 cxd4 cxd4 14 Qe4! 
and not 14 0-0-0?? Qh6+, netting the bishop - 14 ... Bxf3 15 gxf3 Rd8 16 Bxe7+ Nxe7
1 7 Qxb7 Qa5+ restricts Black to just a small pull) 1 l . . .Re8 12 0-0? (12 Bf4!? is risky,
but probably a better try: Black might take the draw with 12 ... Bf6 13 Bd6+ Be7 14
Bg3 Bf6 15 Bd6+ Be7, but should probably continue with 12 . . . b5! 13 Bxb5 Qxf7 14
Bxc6 ReS, netting two bishops for the rook after 15 Bb7 Qxf4 16 Bxc8 Bxc8) 12 . . . Bf6
13 Qd3 (there isn't anything better here; 13 Qd1 Na5 also leaves White in some
trouble) the rook in the corner is doomed.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! White i s actually unable t o take the
rook and appears to be in some trouble after 13 ... Bxf3,
because 14 gxf3? Re7 (Diagram 5) 15 Nxh8? Ne5 either wins
the queen or forces mate.
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A better try is 14 Qx£3 Qx£3 1 5 gx£3, but after 1 5 ... Na5 Black is doing pretty well,
since he will win two pieces for the rook, such as with 16 Bd5 Ne7 1 7 Be6 dxc3 1 8
bxc3 Nc8 1 9 Nxh8 Rxe6 when the errant white knight will never escape.

8 ..Nf6 9 cxd4
.

Diagram 4 {W)

Diagram 5 (W)

A more creative try is Filipovic's 9 Rei +!? Be7 1 0 BbS, although after lO . . . QdS!
(10 ... dxc3? 1 1 bxc3 Be6 1 2 ReS showcases White's idea - Black's queen is in some
trouble here) 1 1 cxd4 cxd4 12 Qe2 Be6 13 Bc4 (13 Nb3 is the alternative, but Black
has at least 13 . . . d3!? in response, after which 14 Bxd3 Rd8 15 Rd1 Qh5 looks fine
for him) 13 ... Qd7 14 Bxe6 fxe6 15 Qxe6 Qxe6 16 Rxe6 White had done no more
than regain his pawn in B.Filipovic-H.Jurkovic, Pula 2002. Black's d-pawn is a use
ful asset here and, indeed, he might even support it immediately with 16 . . . Rd8 or
go 16 . . . h6, with at least rough equality in both cases.

9 ... cxd4 10 Nb3
Benjamin's notes stopped here with an assessment of a slight edge to White, but
he appeared to have underestimated Black's next. Once again White has also tried
the check, but after 1 0 Qe2+ Be7 1 1 BbS Be6 12 Nxd4 Qxe2 13 Nxe2 0-0 Black had
no problems whatsoever in R.Dolezal-J.Tumer, Czech League 1996.

10 ... Bg4! (Diagram 6)
Black makes good use of his queen' s aggressive location to generate some pres
sure, while setting a nasty trap . . .

11 Nbxd4?
... which the Slovenian Grandmaster and leading c3 Sicilian exponent falls straight
into. As indicated in Rogozenko's excellent CD on the c3 Sicilian, White should
prefer to give a check:
a) 1 1 Qe1+ avoids the pin and regains the pawn after ll ...Be7 1 2 Nfxd4 Nxd4 13
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Nxd4, but Black is okay here despite the pin down the e-file: 1 3. . .RdS 1 4 NbS (the
critical try; Black's problems are solved at a stroke by 14 Be3 0-0 and White must
avoid 14 Nb3? when he loses material after 14 . . . b5!) 14 ... Rd7! (thus far Rogozenko)
15 Bf4 ( 1 5 Nxa7?! Qc5 forks two pieces and after 16 Bb5 Qxa7 1 7 Bg5 Qd4 1S Bxd7+
Qxd7 1 9 Bxf6 gxf6 20 f3 Be6 Black is slightly for choice with his unopposed bishop
pair) 15 . . . 0-0

(Diagram 7) 16

h3 (grabbing the pawn is better than on the previous

move, but still risky: 16 Nxa7!? Bc5 17 NbS ReS and Black has a strong initiative
which should at least fully compensate for the pawn; indeed, White must be care
ful here as shown by 1S Qcl Ne4 19 Be3? B£3! 20 gxf3 Bxe3 when Black wins after
both 21 fxe3 Rd2 and 21 Qxe3 Qg6+ 22 Kh1 Ng3+ 23 hxg3 Rxe3 24 fxe3 Rd2) 16 ... a6
is about equal, since 17 hxg4 Nxg4! forces White into a defensive move like 1S Be2,
whereas 1S Nc3 Bd6 exploits the absent h-pawn to regain the piece with advan
tage after 19 Qd2 Bx£4 20 Qxf4 Rd4.

Diagram 6 (W}

Diagram 7 (W}

b) 11 Re1 +!? Be7 12 Nbxd4 is a lot more ambitious than it may initially appear:
12 . . . 0-0-0!? (the critical response, although a solid and reasonable alternative is
12 . . . Rd8 13 Qa4 Bx£3 14 Nxf3 0-0 when 15 h3 Bc5 16 Be3 Bxe3 17 Rxe3 Qc5 1 S Rcl
Nd5 gives Black some activity to offset White's slightly superior minor piece) 13
Nxc6! (giving up the queen is White's most dangerous try; 13 Qc2 Rxd4 would
echo our main game, although White might just about be okay after 14 Bx£7 Qxf7
15 Nxd4 Bd7 16 B£4) 13 ... Rxd1 14 Nxe7+ Kd7! (the knight must be attacked;
14 . . . Kb8? 15 Bf4+ KaS 16 Raxd1 simply gives White too much for the queen) 1 5
Rxd1+ Kxe7 16 Re1+ gives White rook and bishop for the queen, a s well a s some
initiative, but doesn't seem anything more than rather unclear after Rogozenko' s
16 ... Kd8!? 17 Ng5 ReS or the simpler 16 . . . Be6 17 Bd2 ReS.

11 0-0-01 (Diagram 8)
...
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Diagram 8 (W)

Diagram 9 (W)

DANGEROUS WEAPON! This open position hardly resembles a
c3 Sicilian and Black can be very happy with the outcome of
the opening. Indeed, White must lose material here because of
the pressure down the d-file and the potential weakness of h2.
12 Qc2
There wasn't anything better, especially since 1 2 Be3? Nxd4 1 3 Bxd4 Bxf3 14 gxf3
Bd6 would have terminated the game on the spot.

12 ... Rxd41
After 12 . . . Nxd4? 13 Nxd4 Rxd4 White would have at least saved himself with 14
Be6+ (14 Be3!? is also possible) 14 ... Kd8 15 Qc8+ Ke7 16 Bxg4 Nxg4 17 h3, but Black
can, of course, do much better than this.

13 Nxd4?
This only really makes matters worse. A slightly better way to fight on was with
13 Bxf7!, although after 13 . . . Qc5 14 Nxd4 Nxd4 15 Qxc5+ Bxc5 Black is clearly bet
ter with two active pieces for an inactive rook and pawn.

13 ... Bd6
The point of the combination; the weakness of h2 will ensure that Black picks up
the knight on d4.

14 h3
The only move. As pointed out by Rogozenko, 14 g3? Nxd4 wins because 15 Be6+
can now be met by 15 . . .Kb8 as there's no mate on c8.

14... Qe51 (Diagram 9)
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Forcing further weaknesses and an even better way of going two pieces for a rook
up than 14 . . . Nxd4 15 Qc3 Nc6.

15 f4 Qxd4+ 16 Kh1 Be6
Votava plays it safe. The computer points out that 16 . . . Ne4! would have been even
better, as 17 hxg4 h5 18 g5 Ng3+ 19 Kh2 Nxfl+ 20 Bxfl Bxf4+ 21 Bxf4 Qxf4+ 22 Kg1
Qxg5 would have left Black two clear pawns to the good.

17 Bxe6+ fxe6 18 Rd1 Qe4 (Diagram 10)

Diagram 10 (W)

Diagram 11 (W)

Now White must either consent to the exchange of queens or be overrun by the
active black forces after 19 . . . Rd8.

19 Qxe4 Nxe4 20 Re1 Nc5 21 Be3 ReS 22 Red1 Ne4 23 Rac1 Ng3+
It would have been stronger to liquidate the weakness and bring the rook into
play with 23 . . . e5!, but Votava's choice hardly throws away his large advantage
with two pieces for a rook.

24 Kh2 Nf5 25 g4 Nxe3 26 Rxd6 Nd5?!
I'm far from certain that Black needed to allow the forthcoming exchange;
26 . . . Kc7! 27 Rd4 Nd5 28 f5 Kd6 looks like a better way to maintain control.

27 f5 Nc7 28 fxe6 Nxe6 29 Re1
White has gained a bit of activity and now Votava is forced to regroup.

29 ... Ncd8 30 Kg3 Kc7 31 Rd5 Nc6 32 Rh5 h6 33 g5 Ncd4 (Diagram 11)
Black has regrouped well and will now aim to target the white king.

34 gxh6 gxh6 35 Rf1 Rg8+ 36 Kh2 Rg6 3 7 Rh4 Nc6 38 Rg4 Ng5 39 Rf2?1
No doubt under extreme time pressure, Pavasovic rather makes Black's task easier
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here and over the next few moves. A much better defence was 39 Rgf4 followed
by Rf6 with decent counterplay against h6.

39 ... Rd6 40 h4 NeS 41 Rc2+ Kd7 42 Ra4 Ngf3+ 43 Kg3 Nd4
Black's knights have taken up a couple of superb posts, and Votava makes no mis
take from here on:

44 Rf2 a6 45 Ra3 Ke6 46 Kh3 Nfs 47 Rb3 bS (Diagram 12)

Diagram 12 (W)

Diagram 13 (B)

48 a4
Desperation, but there was no good defence to the threat of 48 . . . Rd4.

48 ...bxa4 49 Rb4 Rd3+ 50 Kh2 Nf3+ 51 Kh3 N3xh4+ 52 Kh2 Nf3+ 53 Kh3 a3 54 Ra4?
Nd2+ 0-1
Having seen that the sharp 6 Nbd2 need not be feared, we should tum our atten
tion to White's attempt to capture and then hang on to his extra pawn.

0 L.Vajda • Z.Vukovic
Buch a rest 1999

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 c3 d s 4 exds Qxds s d4 es 6 dxes
Critical, although a more popular choice has been 6 Nxe5 Nxe5 7 dxe5 when Black
can, and should, regain his pawn with 7. .Qxe5+, as we will explore fully in the
.

Looking a Little Deeper section.

6 ...Qxd1+ 7 Kxdl Bg4 8 Bf4 (Diagram 13)
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Holding on to the pawn thus has been b y far White's main choice, but he has a
number of alternatives as we'll see in Line B below.

8 ... Nge7
Vukovic hurries his knight to g6 in a bid to regain the pawn, but Black can also
play more adventurously with 8 ... 0-0-0+!? 9 Nbd2 (usual and best; 9 Kcl isn't so
bad, but following up with 9 . . . Nge7 1 0 Bc4?! is and after 10 . . .Bxf3 11 gxf3 Black
should simply have continued with 1 l ...Ng6 in V.Plat-J.Priborsky, Mlada Boleslav
2008, which regains the pawn as White is in some trouble after 12 Bg5 Be7 13 Bxe7
Ncxe7 14 Bxf7 Nxe5 15 Be6+ Kb8) 9 . . Nge7 10 Kcl (the king usually flies west
.

wards, since after 10 Ke1 Ng6 1 1 Bg3 it may run into trouble down the e-file and
does block the h1 -rook; that said, this can't be so bad for White and after 1 1 ... Re8
12 Bb5 Bd7 13 Bxc6 Bxc6 Black has no more than reasonable compensation, just as
he obtained too with 1 1 ...£6!? 12 exf6 gxf6 in A.Fomin-A.Kosov, Smolensk 2001)
10 ... Ng6 11 Bg3 (standard, since 11 g3 f6! prepares to smash White's pawns on f4
and after 12 exf6 Nxf4 13 fxg7 Bxg7 14 gxf4 Rhf8 I rather like Black's bishops and
compensation) 1 l . ..f6!

(Diagram 14), offering a pawn to bring the dark-squared

bishop to an effective position on h6.

Diagram 14 (W)

Diagram 15 (W)

DANGEROUS WEAPON! This idea appears a decent alternative
to our main game, as it is very risky for White to hang on to his
extra pawn here: 12 exf6?! gxf6 13 h3 (White must already be
quite careful; the misguided 13 Bc4?!, for instance, isn't the
way to go and after 13 ... Bh6 14 h3 Bf5! 15 Rd1 Nce5 White
found himself under some pressure in E.Kiemanic-P.Pasko, Bra
tislava 1989) 13 ... Bf5 (Diagram 15) and White will do well to
untangle.
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The game V.Melnikov-S.Nastaschuk, Sochi 2007, continued 14 BbS? (the radical 14
Bh4!? is another try, but then Black has 14 ...Bh6! 15 Bxf6 Rxd2 16 Nxd2 Rf8, trap
ping the bishop to emerge with two active minor pieces for White's passive extra
rook and two pawns; probably White has to find 14 Nc4!, which avoids losing ma
terial, although after 14 ... Bh6+ 15 Ne3 Nce5 16 Be2 Rhe8 Black will soon acquire
the bishop pair and enjoys promising compensation) 14 . . . Bh6 15 Rd1 (easy to criti
cize, but after 15 Bxc6 bxc6 16 Re1 Rd7 1 7 Re2 Rhd8 White remains horrendously
pinned and must give up the exchange after 18 Kd1 Bd3), and now 15 . . . Nce5 was
once again indicated. Indeed, it' s far from easy to find a defence here: for example,
16 Nxe5 (White must try something; 16 a4? Nxf3 17 gxf3 a6 18 Bc4 Rhe8 threatens
mate and costs him at least a piece) 16 ... Nxe5 17 Bh2 Nd3+ 18 Bxd3 Rxd3 1 9 f4 Rg8
20 g3 Rgd8 and despite the closure of the cl-h6 diagonal, White remains under
huge pressure and horribly pinned.
Thus White must be less greedy after 11 . . . f6, although Black should be okay in any
case:
a) 12 h3 B£5 13 Nc4 (or 13 Bc4 Ngxe5 14 Nxe5 Nxe5 15 Bxe5 fxe5 16 Re1 g6! and
Black was fine with her bishop en route to h6 in E.Iltchouk-I.Mashinskaya, Ta
polca 1 996) 13 . . . Ncxe5 14 NfxeS NxeS 15 Nxe5 fxe5 16 Bh4! (White plays it safe,
since 1 6 BxeS?! Re8 1 7 f4 Bd6! is awkward for him, and after 18 Bd3 Bxd3 19 Bxd6
Re2 Black's active and dominating pieces gave him more than enough compensa
tion in S.Jeric-S.Nurkic, Pula 1990) 16 . . . Rd6 1 7 Be2 g6 18 Bg5 Bg7 saw White de
fending sensibly and was about equal in T.Karolyi-G.Franzoni, Groningen 1980.
b) 12 Bb5 Ncxe5 1 3 BxeS Nxe5 14 Nxe5 fxe5 1 5 Re1 sees White give up the bishop
pair to saddle Black with an isolated e-pawn. However, with his queen's rook still
out of the game, White can't be better here and, indeed, 15 . . . g6 1 6 Ne4 Bh6+ 17 Kc2
B£5 18 Bd3 would have been fairly equal in P.Buecker-U.Kaeser, Heiden 1987, had
Black now doubled on the d-file, beginning with 18 ... Rd5.
c) 12 Be2 was once tried by a c3 Sicilian connoisseur, but after 12 . . .Ncxe5 13 Nxe5
Nxe5 1 4 Bxg4+ Nxg4 15 f3 Ne3 16 Re1 Black has a decent choice between the ambi
tious 16 . . . Rd3!? and the sensible 16 . . . Nf5 of D.Sermek-H.Jurkovic, Pula 1994.
We now return to 8 ... Nge7:

9 Kc2
White returns the pawn to move out of the pin and off the d-file, but once again he
has tried a number of alternatives here, as we'll see below.

9 .. Ng6 10 Bg3 (Diagram 16)
.

1o... hs!?
A fairly useful move to flick in, as White must now decide what to do with his h
pawn, although a good case can also be made for 10 ... 0-0-0! ? and if 1 1 Bb5, then
1 l . . .Bxf3 12 gxf3 NcxeS.

11 h4

61

D a n ge ro u s Wea p o n s : A n t i -S i c i l i a n s
The safe choice and the only move seen thus far in practice. A more ambitious
choice is 11 h3!? Bxf3 12 gxf3 h4 13 Bh2 Ngxe5 when White's bishops are poten
tially powerful, but Black should be holding his own after 14 ... 0-0-0 followed by a
plan involving . . . Bd6 and . . . Ng6.

11 0-0-0!
...

Further ambition from the Serbian IM, and a better choice than 1 l . ..Bxf3 12 gxf3
Ngxe5 when White is a little better after 13 Bb5! (Emms) 13 . . . 0-0-0 14 Nd2 a6 15
Be2, followed by centralizing the rooks and bringing the knight to e4 or c4.

Diagram 16 (B)

Diagram 17 (B)

12 Nbd2
In Starting Out: The c3 Sicilian, co-author Emms has proposed 1 2 Na3!?, which is
certainly a reasonable try. However, once again Black should be able to obtain
decent compensation in an unclear position after 12 . . . Bf5+! (best; the materialistic
12 ... Bxf3?! 13 gxf3 Ngxe5 is less impressive, since 14 Re1 ! gives White the initiative
and some pressure) 13 Kb3

(Diagram 17)

13 . . . Be6+ (Emms points out that

13 . . . Na5+?! 14 Ka4 leads nowhere for Black, but 13 .. .£6!? is an idea, intending 14
exf6 gxf6 15 Bb5 Be6+ 16 Ka4 Nge7 with a most unusual position in which White's
king is cut off on a4) 14 c4 Nge7! (a strong manoeuvre which rather echoes a key
motif in the Berlin Defence) 15 NgS NfS 16 Nxe6 fxe6 1 7 Bf4 Be7. White is a pawn
up here and has the bishop pair, but the structure is fixed in Black's favour and 18
g3 Rhf8! leaves White's light-squared bishop unable to move unless he wants to
go in for the rather risky 19 Bg2 Ncd4+ 20 Ka4.

12 fs! ?
...

Yet more creativity! Black wants to blunt White's dark-squared bishop with 1 3 . . .£4
before further restricting the white pieces after 14 ... Bf5+. The alternative is 12 ... f6,
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but now White is able to develop sensibly and 13 Bd3! (surprisingly 13 ex£6 has
been preferred in practice; after 13 ... Bf5+ White's king must bravely head forwards
if he wishes to fight for the advantage, since 14 Kcl gxf6 15 Nc4! Bh6+ 16 Ne3
Nge5 gave Black good pressure for the pawn in K.Ong-P.Van der Merwe, Batatais
2001 ) 13 ... Ngxe5 14 Nxe5 Nxe5 15 Bxe5 fxe5 16 Rael should give him an edge.

13 Bd3 (Diagram 18}

Diagram 18 (B)

Diagram 19 (W}

Otherwise Black would carry out his plan and obtain good play for the pawn, but
how can he now prevent White from simply consolidating?

13 Rxd3!
...

Ole! Black gives u p more wood to drive White's king forward and I've little doubt
that Vukovic was playing for this position when he elected to castle long.

14 Kxd3 f4 15 Bh2 NcxeS+ 16 Nxes NxeS+ (Diagram 19}
17 Ke41?
A very brave decision, even if it is approved of by the ever-greedy machine. That
said, neither would 1 7 Kc2 have been a bed of roses for White, because after
17 ... Bf5+ 18 Kdl Nd3 19 Ke2 Bd6 his rooks remain out of play and Black has at
least sufficient play for the exchange.

11 ... Bd6 18 f3 Bd7 19 Bxf4
1 dare say that this material-gaining method of freeing the bishop was the point of

White's bold king advance. However, the position is about to open further for
Black's bishop pair and one has to like his compensation, especially in an over
the-board situation.

19. Bc6+ 20 Ke3 Ng4+!
..
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Essential; Black must open yet more lines and prevent the white king from reach
ing safety.

21 fxg4 Re8+ 22 Kf2 Bxf4 (Diagram 20)

Diagram 20 (W)

Diagram 21 (W)

It's time to take stock: White is the exchange and a pawn up, but I suspect that
Vajda was feeling rather nervous in the face of Black's all-powerful bishops.

23 Nc4 hxg4?
This allows the white king to run away to gl. Black had to continue in vigorous
vein with 23 . . .Re4 24 b3 b5!, after which 25 Na5 Be3+ 26 Kfl Bd7 would have
driven White's knight offside and retained a dangerous initiative.

24 Rhe:l Rf8 25 Kg1 Bg3 26 Re2
Natural enough, especially with time trouble no doubt beginning to rear its ugly
head after such a complex struggle, but White might have preferred the calm 26
Rfl ! Rh8 (26 . . . Rxfl+? 27 Rxfl Bb5 is ineffectual here on account of 28 Rf5) 27 Radl,
although this would have been hard to do over the board. Black would almost
certainly have responded with 27. . . g5! 28 hxg5 Bh2+ 29 Kf2 g3+ when analysis
shows that White is clearly better after 30 Ke2, but in a time scramble anything
might have happened in this still rather murky position.

26 ... Bb5 27 b3?
Gifting Black a good drawing chance. Vajda should have unpinned with 27 Re4,
followed by the accurate sequence 27 ... Bf2+ 28 Khl Rh8 29 Rxg4 Bd7 30 Re4 Bc6 31
Rf4 Bxh4 32 Kgl . This would have left White a clear exchange ahead, although
converting it in the face of Black's bishops would have required decent technique.

27 ... Bxc41 28 bxc4 Bxh4 29 Rf1 Bf6 (Diagram 2:1)
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Vukovic has seized his chance and now his strong dark-squared bishop gives him
chances to hold.

30 Re4
This allows Black a fair amount of activity and the defensive 30 Re3!? might have
been a better try.

30... Rd8! 31 Rxg4 Rd2 32 Rf2 Rd1+ 33 Kh2 Rc1
White cannot defend c3 and already the contours of the draw begin to take shape.

34 Re4 Rxc3 35 g4 b6 36 Rfs Kb7 37 g5 Yz-Yz
No doubt due to time pressure, this hasn't been the most accurate finish to a game
ever, but the result appears fair enough. After 37 ... Bd4 38 Rf7+ Ka6 39 Ree7 Rxc4
40 Rxa7+ KbS Black's bishop holds everything together from its excellent square
on d4, and I haven't found a good way for White to make any real progress before
Black activates his rook and queenside pawns.

Looking A Little Deeper
1 e4 cs 2 c3
TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: Our choice of weapon may especially
appeal to fans of ... Nc6 Open Sicilians. Such players sometimes
have to face the move order 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 c3, which reduces
Black's options compared with the immediate 2 c3, but here
3 ... ds 4 exd5 Qxd5 5 d4 eS simply transposes to the subject of
this chapter.
2 ... d5 3 exds Qxd5 4 d4 Nc6 (Diagram 22)

Diagram 22 {W)

Diagram 23 {W}
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The best way of reaching our desired set-up. It's also possible to begin with 4 . . . eS S
N£3 Nc6, as indeed Pavasovic-Votava actually did, but this gives White the option
of 5 dxe5 Qxdl+ 6 Kxd1 Nc6 7 f4! . Some players may be happy to debate Black's
compensation here, but to my eye White has an improved version of the gambit
accepted, which will be considered in Line B.

5 Nf3
White's invariable choice, but he has been known to postpone this on occasion:
a) 5 dxcS Qxd1+! 6 Kxd1 eS 7 b4 aS gives Black good play for the pawn whether he
meets 8 BbS with 8 ... Bd7 or, as I recommended in Fighting the Anti-Sicilians, 8 . . .BfS
9 a3 Nf6.
b) 5 Be3 e5!? (fairly consistent with our main idea and quite a decent choice) 6 c4
(6 dxc5 Qxd1+ 7 Kx<j,1 Nf6 8 Nf3 Nd5 once again gives Black promising play for a
pawn) 6 ... Qd8 7 dS Nd4 8 Nc3 Nf6 9 Bd3 Bd6 10 Nge2 0-0

(Diagram 23) was fine

for Black in M.Wahls-J.Gallagher, Biel 1994, and one would do well to guess that
this had begun life as a c3 Sicilian!

s ... es
We will now consider White's main moves in descending order of popularity:

A: 6 Nxes
B: 6 dxes
C: 6 Be3
Otherwise the theoretically-approved 6 Nbd2 was seen in Pavasovic-Votava, and
6 c4? blunders a pawn to 6 ... Qe4+. That just leaves a few minor options:
a) 6 Be2?! cxd4 7 0-0 (slightly strangely 7 cxd4 has often been met by 7 ... e4 when
Milner-Barry's 8 Nc3 is quite tricky; however, Black can simply capture and after
7 ... exd4 play is likely to transpose following 8 0-0 Nf6 unless White prefers 8 Nc3
Qd8 9 NbS Bb4+? 10 Kfl Nge7, which sees Black returning the pawn for the
smoother development) 7 ... Nf6 8 cxd4 exd4 9 Re1

(Diagram 24) has been tried in a

couple of games, but is rather speculative and now I can't see too much wrong
with either 9 . . . Be7 or 9 . . . Be6!?, intending 10 NgS Bb4.
b) 6 dxcS is by no means an unknown idea in the c3 Sicilian in general, but fails to
convince here as 6 ...Qxdl + 7 Kxdl Bxc5 8 Be3 Bxe3 9 fxe3 BfS gives Black the more
comfortable development, F.Tivolt-T.Ladanyi, Hungarian League 1 999.
c) 6 Na3? is another unconvincing idea: 6... Bg4!? (Black pursues the initiative, al
though it's by no means clear that he isn't just better after 6 . . .cxd4 7 NbS Qd8) 7
Be2 (or 7 Bc4 Qe4+ 8 Be2 and now 8 . . . 0-0-0!? was seen in Z.Runic-M.Kuziola,
Ljubljana 200S, and also promising is the materialistic 8 ... cxd4 9 cxd4 Bxa3 10 bxa3
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Bxf3 11 gxf3 Qxd4) 7 . . . cxd4 has left White already in some trouble in a couple of
games; 8 . . . Bxa3 is on the cards and 8 NbS is rather well met by 8 ... 0-0-0.

Diagram 24 (B)

Diagram 25 (W)

d) 6 Bb5!? is the most active and probably best of these rare options, although after
6... cxd4 7 Bxc6+ bxc6 8 cxd4 Black has acquired the bishop pair and should not be
too unhappy. Play might continue 8 ... e4!? (the most active approach, although a de
cent case can be made too for the solid 8...Bb4+ 9 Bd2 Bxd2+ 10 Qxd2 Qe4+) 9 Nc3
Bb4 (Diagram

25) 1 0 Nd2!? (10 Qe2 a5 1 1 Nd2 was preferred in O.Butenko

A.Zhesterev, Kiev 2002, but now I think that Black might capture as 11...Qxd4 12
N"dxe4 can be met by 12 ... Ba6 when both double-discovered checks simply cost
White material) 10 ... Bxc3 (safer than 10 ... Qxd4 11 0-0 f5 12 Qa4 when White has
some initiative for the pawn) 1 1 bxc3 Nf6 12 0-0 0-0 with an unbalanced position in
which Black will look to attack on the kingside and/or to play on the light squares.

A) 1 e4 c5 2 c3 d5 3 exd5 Qxd5 4 d4 Nc6 5 Nf3 e5 6 Nxe5 Nxe5 7 dxe5
White's most common choice in practice. With a pair of knights exchanged he
doesn't fear an exchange of queens, and hopes for a small edge should Black re
capture on e5.

7 Qxe5+
...

Black's main choice and a move which should equalize without any real difficulty.

ROLL THE DICE! Those happy to obtain some activity for a
pawn, as well as players determined to win and keen to avoid
the queen exchange 7 Qxe5+ 8 Qe2, may prefer 7 Qxd1+!? 8
Kxd1 Bg4+ (Diagram 26).
...

...
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Diagram 26 (W)

Diagram 27 (W)

Compared with the 6 dxe5 variation (Line B), there is no pin and the white £-pawn
is free to advance. That should give White slightly the better chances, but Black is
not without chances of creating difficulties for the white king.
Practice has now seen 9 £3 (respectable alternatives are both 9 Kc2 0-0-0 10 Bd3 Ne7
11 BgS h6 12 Bxe7 Bxe7 13 f3 Be6 14 Be4, as in J.Volf-F.Lacina, Usti nad Orlid 2006,
and now Black should probably have sought activity with his rooks beginning
14 ... Rd7, and 9 Be2 0-0-0+; here 10 Nd2 B£5!? gives Black some play for the pawn,
and 10 Ke1 Bxe2 11 Kxe2 Re8 12 B£4 Ne7 13 Nd2 Ng6 regained it in B.Hala-M.Sabol,
Czech League 2000) 9 ... 0-0-0+ 10 Ke1 (or 10 Nd2 Be6 1 1 Ke1 £6!?, which angled to
open the e-file in M.Swierczewski-A.Jakubiec, Ustrzyki Dolne 1996, and after 12 Nc4
fxeS 13 BgS?! Nf6! 14 Nxe5 RdS 15 f4 Ne4 16 Nf3 h6 17 Bh4 gS! 18 Bg3 Rd8 Black was
rewarded with plenty of ongoing activity) 10 ...Be6 11 Be3 (White is objectively still a
little better after 11 Be2 Ne7 12 K£2 Nc6 13 £4 c4 14 Be3 g5!, but this thematic break
gave Black some counterchances in F.Kerasiotis-A.Mihailidis, Kavala 1999) 1 1 ...£6!

(Diagram 27)

12 Nd2! (White wisely elects to exchange the extra pawn for a posi

tional advantage; the more greedy 12 exf6 Nx£6 is possible, but after 13 Na3 Be7 14
Bc4?! Bxc4 15 Nxc4 Nd5 16 Bd2 bS! 17 Ne5 Rhe8 the initiative most certainly be
longed to Black in H.Engelmann-S.Verhovodko, Bischwiller 1999) 12 ... Bd5 13 Bc4
fxeS 14 Bxd5 Rxd5 15 Ne4 Nf6 16 Ke2 saw White finding an accurate sequence of
moves to emerge with an edge in B.Kalezic-D.Kontic, Bijelo Polje 2004.
Returning to the objectively stronger 7 . . . Qxe5+, and now we will chiefly consider:

A1: 8 Be3
A2: 8 Qe2
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The former is White's only real try for an edge; the latter a drawish attempt to
simplify.
Practice has also seen 8 Be2 when Black should play as in Line A1 with 8 . . .Bd7

(Diagram 28).

Diagram 28 (W)

Diagram 29 (W)

After 9 Be3 play has transposed to note 'b' to White's 9th move there, but neither
do the alternatives give White anything:
a) 9 £4 Qc7 10 0-0 0-0-0 1 1 Na3 N£6 12 Qb3 Bc6 gave Black decent enough counter
play, especially after 13 Nc4? b5! (14 Ne5 c4 15 Qc2 Be4 traps the white queen) in
J.Palkovi-K.Rovid, Hungarian League 1994.
b) 9 0-0 (safer) 9 ... 0-0-0 10 B£3 (or 10 Nd2 Bc6 1 1 Bf3 Bd6 12 g3 Bx£3 13 Qx£3, as in
E.Moser-E.Morkunaite, Litohoto 1999, and now Rogozenko notes that 13 . . .Nf6 14
Nc4 Qd5 15 Qxd5 Nxd5 16 Nxd6+ Rxd6 is equal as White lacks a good square for
the bishop) 10 ... Bc6 (Black can rarely go wrong when he smoothly develops thus)
1 1 Qe2 was already agreed drawn in A.Cherniaev-J.Plaskett, London 2000. The
position is equal, but Black might play on and hope to exploit his slightly more
active pieces after 1 1 ...Qxe2 12 Bxe2 Bd6 13 Nd2 N£6 14 Nc4 Bc7.

Al) 1 e4 cs 2 c3 dS 3 exds Qxd s 4 d4 Nc6 5 Nf3 es 6 Nxes Nxes 7 dxes QxeS+ 8 Be3
Bd7! (Diagram 29)
A precise response; Black prepares to castle queenside and avoids the line 8 . . . N£6
9 Bb5+ Bd7 10 Bxd7+ Nxd7 1 1 Nd2 in which White has a small pull.

9 Nd2
A natural enough move, but there are some important alternatives:
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a) 9 Qb3 targets b7 and f7, but Black actually has a decent choice here:
a1) 9 . . . Nf6 can transpose to our main line following 10 Nd2. The alternative is 10
Na3, but after 10 . . . Be7 1 1 0-0-0 (Okhotnik's 1 1 Bb5!? might be a touch more chal
lenging, not that I can really see any problems for Black after 1 1 . . . 0-0-0 12 Nc4
Qf5!: 13 0-0-0 is now well met by 13 ... Be6! and 13 Bxd7+ Rxd7 14 0-0 Nd5 is pretty
comfortable for Black) 1 1 . . .0-0-0

(Diagram 30),

Diagram 31 (W)

Diagram 30 (W)

White must be rather brave to grab the pawn. That said, it's possible that he can
and live to tell the tale: 12 Qx£7! ? (critical; 1 2 Be2 Bg4 13 Nc4 Qc7 14 Bxg4+ Nxg4
15 Qc2 g6 was just fairly level in P.Charbonneau-I.Miladinovic, Montreal 2000)
12 ... Be6 (Black offers a second pawn; a sensible alternative is 12 ... Ng4!? 13 Nc4
Qe6 14 Qxe6 Bxe6 15 Be2 Nxe3 16 fxe3 Rh£8 when Black's bishop pair should
compensate for the pawn minus, especially as ... Bg5 is imminent) 13 Rxd8+ Bxd8
14 Nc4! (a key resource; remarkably 14 Qxg7? Rg8 15 Qh6 was seen in
V.Okhotnik-J.Estrada Nieto, Hajduboszormeny 1 995, only for Black to miss the
decisive 15 ... Ng4, winning material after 16 Qf4 Qx£4 17 Bx£4 Nxf2 18 Rg1 Nh3 or
leading to a decisive attack in the event of 16 Qxh7 Nxe3 1 7 fxe3 Qxe3+ 1 8 Kb1
Qe1+! 1 9 Kc2 Q£2+) 14 ... Qd5!? (very ambitious; a safe alternative is 14 ... Qxe3+ 15
fxe3 Bx£7 16 Nd6+ Kc7 17 Nx£7 ReB when Black will regain his pawn with equal
ity) 15 Qxg7 Rg8 16 Qh6 b5

(Diagram 31)

17 Nd2 Qxa2 reaches a rather open and

complex position; Black has some attacking chances, but his own king position is
hardly secure and he does remain a pawn in arrears.

ROLL THE DICE! Players who like to attack may wish to castle
on the opposite flank, and after 11 ... 0-0!? 12 Qxb7 (White
doesn't have to grab, but in any case Black can look to attack
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on the queenside, as he did with 12 Bbs? Bg41 13 Rde1 a6 14
Be2 b S, which left White in some trouble in D.Heilinger
H.Biaas, Austrian League 2005) 12 ... Bf5 the half-open b-file
certainly gives Black reasonable compensation for the pawn.
a2) 9 . . . 0-0-0! ? 10 Nd2 Nh6! sees Black waste no time in activating his knight, and
after 11 0-0-0 ( 1 1 Nf3!? Qc7 12 0-0-0 is probably a more challenging try, as in
F.Ferretti-S.Nurkic, Rome 1995, although after 12 . . . Bd6 followed by . . .Bf4 Black
should be okay whether or not White exchanges on h6) 1 l . . .Ng4 12 Nc4 Qc7 13
Be2 Be7 14 Bf3 Be6 Black was at least equal in M.Hermann-W.Hartmann, German
League 1 982.
b) 9 Be2 gives Black a comfortable game in the event of 9 . . .0-0-0 followed by
10 ... Bc6, and also very playable is 9 . . . Nf6 with a possible transposition to note 'c'
to White's l Oth move, below, after 10 Nd2.
c) 9 Na3 0-0-0 (9 ... Nf6 is fine too, after which 10 Nc4 transposes to variation 'a' in
the notes to White's lOth, below) 10 Qb3 can be met by 10 ... Nf6 11 0-0-0 Be7 trans
posing to variation 'al', above, but I suspect that Black can do even better here.
Indeed, both 1 l . . .Ng4!? and a move earlier 10 ... Bc6!? look fairly promising; the
latter prevents White from castling and after 11 Nc4 Qc7 12 Rdl Rxd1+ 13 Qxdl
Nf6 14 Be2! b5! 15 Na3 a6 16 Bf3 Bd6 Black enjoyed an active position in O.Lehner
A.Rotstein, Austrian League 1995.

9 ... Nf6 (Diagram 32)

Diagram 32 (W)

Diagram 33 (W)

Practice has also seen 9 . . . 0-0-0, but I prefer to tempt White into a pawn raid.

10 Qb3
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White takes up the challenge, but he might also play more solidly:
a) 10 Nc4 Qe6 1 1 Qb3 echoes both our main line and note 'a' to White's 9th move.
It's possible to go long here, but I prefer 1 l . . .Be7!? because 12 Qxb7 (or 12 0-0-0 0-0
1 3 Qxb7 Rab8 14 Qf3 Bc6 1 5 Qf4 Bd5 and White already finds himself under pres
sure with 16 ... Ne4 next up) 12 ... 0-0 13 Be2 (V.Egin-V.Galyamov, Tashkent 2007)
13 . . . Rab8! looks like a decent gambit: for example, 14 Qc7 (alternatively: 14 Qxa7?
is simply too greedy and after 14 . . . Nd5 White is in some trouble, as the decisive
line 15 Bf3 Ra8 16 Bxd5 Qxd5 17 Qc7 Rfc8! 18 Qe5? Qxc4 19 Qxe7 Bg4 20 £3 Re8 21
Qg5 Bxf3! 22 gxf3 h6 23 Qg1 Qd3 fully demonstrates; and 14 Qf3?! Bc6 15 Qg3 Bd5
16 b3 Ne4 sees Black regain his pawn with some advantage) 14 ... Bb5 15 0-0 Nd5 16
Qg3 Bf6

(Diagram 33) and Black retains sufficient activity for the pawn.

b) 10 Nf3 Qc7 1 1 Bc4 (or 1 1 Qd2 Be7 12 Bf4 Qb6 13 Bc4 0-0 14 0-0 Bf5 and Black
enjoyed easy activity in K.Lutz-H.Rasch, Hessen 1998) 1 l .. .Bd6 12 Qd3 and now I
would be tempted to go long, not that there was anything wrong with the simpler
12 . . . 0-0 13 0-0-0 Bf4! in C. Engelbert-M.Sieg, German League 1988.
c) 10 Be2 has often been meet in practice with the solid 1 0 ... Be7, but also possible is
the bishop-hunting 10 . . . Nd5!?: for example, 11 Nf3 (11 Nc4 might be a slightly bet
ter choice, although Black can still aim for a roughly balanced bishop-versus
knight position after 1 1 . . .Qe6 12 0-0 Nxe3 13 Nxe3 0-0-0 14 Bg4 Qc6 15 Bxd7+
Rxd7) 1 1 ...Qd6 12 Bg5?! h6 13 Bh4 Nf4 1 4 0-0 g5 15 Bg3 0-0-0 and Black was
slightly for choice in H .Kraft-C.Papapostolou, Wiirttemberg 1993.
d) 10 Bc4 takes aim at f7. Black can, of course, meet this with 10 . . . Be7 and 1 1 . . .0-0,
but also possible is 10 . . .0-0-0!? as 1 1 Bxf7 (O.Karpilovsky-P.Hodac, Czech League
2004) l l . . . Bc6! 12 0-0 Bd6 13 g3 Qf5 leaves Black actively placed and with decent
kingside chances for the pawn.

10 Be71 (Diagram 34)
...

Diagram 34 (W)
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Once again eschewing 1 0 ... 0-0-0 in favour of offering a pawn for some activity.

11 Qxb7?!
Critical, but probably too risky. However, the alternatives leave White with noth
ing, as shown by 1 1 Nf3 Qc7 12 Bb5 0-0 13 Bxd7 Nxd7 14 0-0 Rad8, which was
pretty level in H .Kauschmann-H.Dietzsch, Koenigslutter 1988, while 11 Bb5 Rd8
12 Nf3 Qc7 13 Bc4?! 0-0 left Black set to seize the initiative with 14 . . .b5 in K.Rovid
M.Muzik, Dresden 2000.

11 ... Rb8 12 Qxa7 o-o!?
....a

�
�

DANGEROUS WEAPON! Black declines to regain one of the
sacrificed pawns, preferring to play against White's offside
queen, and this sacrificial approach looks rather dangerous.

That said, I quite like Black's initiative too after 12 . . . Rxb2 13 Rcl (or 13 Qa3 Rxd2!
14 Kxd2 Ne4+ 15 Ke1 0-0 16 Bc4 Bh4 and Black had a very strong attack for the
exchange in J.Shaw-E.Lawson, Hastings 2002, not least because White was, of
course, unable to castle) 13 . . . Rxd2! 14 Kxd2 0-0 15 Be2 Qd5+ 16 Ke1

(Diagram 35)

and now in L.Vajda-M.Muzik, Pardubice 1999, 16 . . . Ra8!? 17 Qc7 Bd6 18 Qb6 Rb8
would have improved Black's pieces, after which 19 Qa6 Qxg2 20 Rfl Qxh2 would
have given Black a pawn and an ongoing initiative for the exchange; White's co
ordination really is a mess in this line.

13 Nc4
Natural enough. White must avoid 13 Nb3?? Ra8 14 Qb7 Rfb8 15 Qf3 Bg4 when he
loses a piece, but the prudent 13 Nf3!? Qe6 14 Qa6 is possible, preparing to return
the extra material. That said, even this isn't so comfortable for White after
14 . . . Rxb2 15 Qxe6 Bxe6; not only is a2 en prise, but . . . Ne4 is set to lead a raid on
the c3-pawn.

13 ...Qe6 14 b3?
This fails to help White's royalty, although one can understand his determination
to avoid 14 0-0-0? Bb5! when he would find himself in all sorts of trouble: for ex
ample, 15 b3 (or 15 Bxc5 Bxc5 16 Qxc5 Rfc8 and Black wins a piece) 15 . . . Ra8 16
Qb7 Bc6 1 7 Qb6 Rxa2 and the attack is far too strong.
Quite possibly White's best is actually 14 Qc7!? Bb5 15 b3 when Black should
probably keep up his initiative with 15 ... Rfd8!?, since the tempting 15 ... Nd5 16
Qe5 Qxe5 1 7 Nxe5 Bf6 allows White to escape into an exchange-down ending but
with decent chances to hold after 18 Bxb5 Bxe5 19 Bc4! Bxc3+ 20 Ke2 Nxe3 21 fxe3
Bxa1 22 Rxal.

14... Nds 15 Qa3 Nxc3 (Diagram 36)
With Black's bishops en route to c6 and f6, he clearly has more than enough for
the pawn here. No doubt stunned by just how quickly things had gone wrong,

73

Da n g e ro u s Wea p o n s : A n t i - S i c i l i a n s
White now collapsed in R.Bernhardt-M.Mozny, German League 2003: 1 6 Rcl ? Ra8
17 Qb2 Nxa2 1 8 Rb1 Bf6 19 Qc2 Nb4 and White resigned as he would have been
toast after 20 Qcl Ra2.

Diagram 37 (W)

Diagram 36 (W)

A2) 1 e4 cs 2 c3 dS 3 exds Qxds 4 d4 Nc6 s Nf3 es 6 Nxes Nxes 7 dxes Qxes+ 8 Qe2
This isn't really a try for the advantage, but does present some practical problems
for a black player chasing the full point.

8 ... Qxe2+ 9 Bxe2 Bd7!?
The choice of the 2600-rated grandmaster, Igor Miladinovic, but if Black is happy
enough with a draw then 9 ... Be6 seems the simplest. Black is now ready to castle
long with quite a comfortable game, and that can only be disrupted by 10 Bb5+,
after which 10 ... Bd7

(Diagram 37) 1 1

Na3 (or 11 Bxd7+ Kxd7 when the king might

well come to c6 and a draw was agreed here in W.Wernert-K.Lehmann, German
League 1994) 1 1 ...0-0-0 12 Bxd7+ (this line doesn't have to lead to a quick draw;
indeed, both sides can aim to outplay the other as the course of K.Dolzhikova
O.lvanenko, Dnipropetrovsk 2006, demonstrated: 12 Bf4 ReB+ 13 Kd2 Bxb5 14
Nxb5 a6! 15 Na7+!? Kd7 16 Rad1 Ra8 1 7 Kc2+ Ke6 18 Rhe1+ Kf5 19 Bc7 Rxa7 20
Rd8 b5 and if anything Black's king was well placed for the resulting endgame
after further captures on the rear ranks) 12 ... Rxd7 13 0-0 Ne7 14 Bf4 Ng6 15 Bg3
h5! (Black must try to set some problems ... ) 16 Rad1 ?! ( ... and straightaway White
fails to appreciate the full extent of the danger to his bishop) 16 . h4 17 Rxd7 Kxd7
. .

18 Bb8 Be7 19 Bxa7 Kc6 20 c4 Rd8 21 NbS Rd2 saw Black regain his pawn with a
pull in P.Pcola-L.Ftacnik, Slovakian League 1 996.

10 Na3 (Diagram 38)
The position after 9 ... Bd7! ? has been reached in a surprising large number of
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games; evidently 6 NxeS and 8 Qe2 is a favourite reaction of both outrated white
players and those caught by surprise by S ... eS. At this point practice has also seen:

Diagram 38 (B)

Diagram 39 (W)

a) 10 B£3 0-0-0 1 1 0-0 Ne7! (Black prepares to play against White's dark-squared
bishop; a decent alternative is 1 1 ... h6!? 12 Nd2 g5 13 g3 Ne7 14 Re1 Nc6, which
saw Black accumulate some kingside space in I.Werner-I.Mashinskaya, Tallinn
1997) 12 Be3 (the bishop is targeted here, but finds itself in even worse trouble af
ter 12 B£4 Ng6 13 Bg3?! fS! 14 h3 f4; probably White shouldn't thus hurry to com
mit his bishop so quickly) 1 2 . . . NfS 13 B£4 f6! 14 Na3 gS 1S Bg3? hS left White in
some trouble on the kingside in E.Vancini-G.Milosevic, Lugano 1989; this harass
ing ... Ne7-fS/g6 manoeuvre is well worth remembering.
b) 10 0-0 0-0-0 1 1 Na3! (11 B£4 Ne7! once again prepares to target the dark-squared
bishop) 1 l . . .Be6 12 Bf4 Bd6! (13 NbS was threatened) 13 Bxd6 Rxd6 14 Rad1 Rxd1
1S Rxd1 N£6 reached a level endgame in B.Trabert-A.Botsari, Halkidiki 2002.
c) 10 B£4 Ne7 (Hausner's lO . . . N£6 11 B£3 0-0-0 12 0-0 Be6 is a sensible alternative)
11 Na3 was seen in J.Ujma-A.Juzek, Slask 1996, and now one ambitious way to
create some imbalance is 1 1 ...0-0-0!? 12 NbS BxbS 13 BxbS Ng6 14 Bg3 fS.

BEWARE! Black can target White's bishop on the h2-b8
diagonal, but must be careful whenever he has a bishop on d7
and a white knight lands on bS; allowing mate on a7 would
not be wise!
10...0-0-0 11 Bf4
A safer choice would have been to castle, but a couple of grandmasters have al-
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lowed the resulting pin down the e-file.

11 ... Re8! {Diagram 39) 12 Kf1!?
Unable to castle, White elects to move his king and now threatens 13 NbS. A close
ly related idea was seen in M.Godena-A.Botsari, Saint Vincent 1998: 1 2 Rd1 Nf6 13
Kfl Re4! (Black should play actively; 13 ... a6?! 14 Nc4 gives White a clear pull) 14
Bg3 hS (I suspect that 14 ... Re6!? might be a better try; Black is ready both to meet
1S Bc4 with 1S . . . Rb6 and to contest the rather unclear position which arises after 1S
NbS BxbS 1 6 BxbS Rb6 17 Bc4 Rxb2 18 Bxf7 bS !) 1S f3 and now Botsari moved her
rook to a4. Quite possibly she was tempted too by 1S . . . h4!?, sacrificing the ex
change for some play after 16 fxe4 hxg3 1 7 Bf3 (otherwise e4 falls with an excellent
game for Black) 17 . . . gS, but after 18 Kg1 g4 19 hxg3! Bh6 20 Kf2 gxf3 21 gxf3
Black's bishop pair doesn't fully compensate for White's material lead of rook and
two pawns for the two minor pieces.

12 ... Re4 13 Bg3 Nf6!
A prudent choice, whereas 13 ... fS?! 14 Bd3 Re8 1S NbS only saw Black weakening
his position in the all-grandmaster clash, S.Djuric-I.Miladinovic, Rome 2004.

14 Bf3 ReS 15 Re1 Be7 16 Nc4 Be6 {Diagram 40)

Diagram 40 {W)

Diagram 41 {W)

We've been following the game E.Makka-A.Botsari, Athens 200S, in which Black's
well-placed light-squared bishop ensured that she was fine.

B) 1 e4 c5 2 c3 d5 3 exd5 Qxd5 4 d4 Nc6 5 Nf3 e5 6 dxe5 Qxd1+ 7 Kxd1
A fairly critical choice, but now White will always be hampered by his centralized
king.
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7 Bg4 (Diagram 41) 8 Bf4
...

White's main move, but practice has seen too a number of alternatives:
a) 8 Be2 0-0-0+ gives Black quick and easy development, not to mention the oppor
tunity to regain his pawn. Now we have:
a1) 9 Ke1 Bxf3 10 Bxf3 Nxe5 11 Be2 (White can keep his structure intact with 1 1
Ke2, but then Black can exchange on f3 o r consider the untried 1 l . . .Nf6!? 1 2 Bg5
Bd6 followed by . . .Rhe8) 1 l . . .Nf6!? (Black refrains from the check, preferring to
maintain the tension) 12 Na3 Bd6 13 f3?! (White's position was already tricky to
handle, but he can ill afford this further weakening) 13 ... Rhe8 14 Kf2 c4! was a
strong pawn sacrifice to activate Black's forces in M.Fitzko-D.Milovanovic, Par
sippany 2005.
a2) 9 Nbd2 is fine for Black if he immediately regains the pawn, but he can also
consider 9 ... Nge7 10 h3 Bf5!?, preparing to regain the pawn after 1 l .. .Ng6 while
keeping the bishop pair. Thus in G.Stalda-D.Njegovan, Venice 1966, White tried 1 1
Nh4 Be6 12 f4?, but this only turned out t o make matters somewhat worse after
1 2 . . . Nd5.
a3) 9 Bd2 can be met by either 9 ... Nge7!? or 9 . . . Bxf3 10 Bxf3 Nxe5 11 Be2 Nf6,
which was comfortable for Black in R.Dolezal-A.Zakoucka, Czech League 2006.
a4) 9 Kc2?? Bf5+ 10 Kb3 c4+! left White hopelessly lost in N.Makarova-T.Narva,
Tallinn 2007.
b) 8 Kc2 0-0-0 9 Bf4 is similar to our main line and may even transpose. Now an
immediate check on f5 is possible, but that takes some of the pressure of e5. Thus
Black might prefer 9 ... Nge7 1 0 Nbd2 Ng6 1 1 Bg3

Diagram 42 (B)

(Diagram 42)

Diagram 43 (W)

and only now 1 l . . .Bf5+ 12 Kcl f6! . This position is extremely similar to one consid-
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ered in the notes to Black's 8th move in Vajda-Vukovic. The only difference is that
Black's bishop is on f5, rather than g4, and once again Black has pretty decent
compensation: for example, I3 ex£6?! (inadvisable, albeit not as bad as when the
bishop is on g4; alternatively, 13 Nc4 should lead to equality, while I3 e6 Bxe6 I4
Bc4 B£5 I5 Rei Bd6 left Black at least equal in L.Kaufman-E.Fleischman, Parsip
pany 2006) I3 . . . gxf6 I4 Bb5 didn't leave White completely dead on d2 in
E.Peterlunger-H.Blaas, Austrian League I999, but I4 . . . Bh6 I5 Rdi Rhe8 would still
have been strong.

m
�

TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: Another decent option in this sequence
is the space-gaining 11 hs, which transposes to Vajda-Vukovic.
...

c) 8 Bb5?! is rather misguided in view of Black's next, and after 8 . . .0-0-0+ 9 Kc2? (9
Nbd2 would have been safer, albeit still pleasant for Black after 9 . . . Nxe5) 9 ... Bf5+!
IO Kb3 c4+!

(Diagram 43)

II Ka4 a most unusual position was reached in D .Antic

T.Pfaffel, Graz I997. Black has some tempting ideas here, but I suspect that the
best is ll . . . Nge7 I2 Bxc4 Nd5, bringing another piece into the already strong at
tack.
d) 8 Nbd2 0-0-0 (and not 8 . . . Nxe5?! as 9 BbS+ is a little awkward) 9 Kei £6! ? 10 e6?!
(blind panic; IO ex£6 Nxf6 would have given Black decent compensation after
something like II Bc4 Bd6 I2 Kfl Rh£8, but White had to try this and then grovel)
IO . . . Bxe6 11 Nc4 g5!? saw Black beginning to enjoy his useful initiative in
I .Bobechko-V.Andreev, Kyiv 2008.

8 Nge7 (Diagram 44)
...

Diagram 44 {W)

Diagram 45 {B)

Not the only decent choice. Indeed, as we saw in the notes to Vajda-Vukovic, a
decent case can be made too for 8 . . . 0-0-0+! ?.
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9 Be2
White's most common try in practice, but as well as Vajda's 9 Kc2, we should con
sider:
a) 9 Bb5 0-0-0+ 10 Nbd2 (Black can meet 10 Kcl in the same manner with the
pawn-regaining 1 0 . . . Ng6, but he can also consider 10 ... Bxf3!? 1 1 gxf3 Ng6 1 2 Bxc6
Nxf4, which would have left him with decent compensation and play against
White' s crippled structure in J.Khadilkar-B.Hund, Rio de Janeiro 1979, had he met
13 Bb5 with 13 . . . Ng6 14 Re1 Be7, followed by ...Bg5+) 10 ... Ng6 and now:
a1) 1 1 Bg5

(Diagram 45 )

11 ... Rd5 12 Bxc6 (or 12 Bc4 Rd7 13 e6 fxe6 14 h3 Bx£3+ 15

gxf3 Be7 16 Be3 Rd6 and Black should be okay, since he can push back White's
annoying light-squared bishop with either . . . Na5 or ... Nce5 and ... c4) 12 . . .bxc6 13
Kc2 Bf5+ 14 Kb3 Nxe5 15 Nxe5 Rxe5 was at least equal for Black in D.Roubo
S.Kazmierczak, Krynica 2003; Black's bishop pair and safer king offset his
wrecked queenside.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! There's nothing wrong with 11 ... Rd5,
but a thematic and probably even stronger option is the
untried 11 ...f6!. Black wants to wrench open further lines a nd
bases his play on the point that 12 Bxc6 bxc6 13 exf6 gxf6 14
Bxf6 Bxf3+ 15 gxf3 Bh6 leaves him actively placed and better
with two minor pieces for a rook.
a2) Black is fine too after 11 Bxc6 Nxf4 12 Be4 and now 12 ...Bxf3+ 13 Bxf3 Nd3 14
Kc2 Nxe5 is the safe and sensible approach, but no worse is the dynamic 12 . . . f5!?
13 exf6 gxf6, which offered quite decent compensation in G.Passakos-G.Milosevic,
Agios Kirykos 2007.
b) 9 Bd3 0-0-0 10 Ke2 (remaining in the pin, but still best; instead 10 Kc2?! can be
met by 10 ... Ng6, but even better is 10 ... Nd5! 11 Bd2 Bxf3 12 gxf3 Nxe5, which left
Black for choice in T.Mamedjarova-A.Khouri, Abu Dhabi 2007) 10 . . . Nd5 (10 . . . g5!?
1 1 Bxg5 Nxe5 also deserves attention, especially from those who like to aim
straight at the king) 11 Bg3 Nxe5! (an accurate move, and the best sequence to
equalize) 12 Bxe5 Re8

(Diagram 46) 13 Kfl

Bxf3 14 Bg3 Bg4 saw Black regain his

piece with approximate equality in P.Krauseneck-M.Jirovsky, German League
1996.
c) 9 Nbd2 Ng6 10 Bg3 Ngxe5 (10 . . . 0-0-0! ? would be a slightly more dynamic
choice) 11 Be2 Nxf3 12 Bxf3 Bxf3+ 13 Nxf3 0-0-0+ 14 Kc2 Be7 saw Black regain the
pawn with full equality in R.Lendwai-D.Herbst, Oberwart 2001.

9 . ..Ng6 10 Bg3 0-0-0+
Playing a la Vukovic with 10 . . . h5! ? also seems possible, but there's nothing wrong
with the direct and sensible text.
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1 1 Kc2
Another unpromising option for White is 11 Nbd2 and here I quite like ll . . . h5 12

h4 f6! ? (Diagram 47), since 13 exf6 gxf6 leaves White struggling to evacuate his
king from the centre as he must, of course, avoid 14 Kcl ?? Bh6 when a piece goes
west.

Diagram 46 (W)

Diagram 47 (W)

The text was preferred in M.Lutzky-G.Wiesgickl, German League 1997, in which
Black decided to regain his pawn. I would, however, prefer to retain the bishop
pair and 1 1 . ..Bf5+! 12 Kcl f6 looks like another decent sacrifice, as well as one
which echoes the play in note 'b' to White's 8th move, above. Play might continue
13 exf6 (13 Rd1 is the safe approach, but Black should be fine after 13 . . . Rxd1+ 14
Bxd1 Ngxe5 15 Nxe5 Nxe5 16 Bxe5 fxe5 thanks to his bishop pair and better de
velopment) 13 . . . gxf6

(Diagram 48)

14 b3! ? (trying to avoid walking into a nasty

pin, which 14 Nbd2 would do) 14 ... Bh6+ 15 Kb2 Rhe8 16 Bc4 Nf4 when Black is
well centralized and has strong pressure for the pawn.

C) 1 e4 cs 2 c3 dS 3 exds Qxds 4 d4 Nc6 s Nf3 es 6 Be3 (Diagram 49)
This developing move has never received much theoretical attention, but is a solid
alternative to capturing on e5.

6 ... cxd4
The sensible choice, but the more ambitious 6 . . . e4!? also deserves attention. Here 7
c4 has never been tried, probably because 7 . . . Qd6 8 d5 exf3 9 dxc6 Qxd1+ 10 Kxd1
bxc6 11 gxf3 Bf5 gives Black fairly easy development in an unbalanced structure.
Instead practice has seen:
a) 7 Nfd2 Nf6 8 Bc4 (this at least fights for the d5-square, whereas after 8 Be2 Be7 9
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Qa4 cxd4 10 cxd4 0-0 11 Nc3 Qf5 Black had a pretty comfortable game due to his
kingside prospects and potential use of the d5-square in J.Bademian Orchanian
M.Litovicius, Cipolletti 1993; White might avoid such problems with 8 c4 Q£5 9 d5,
but then 9 . . . Nd4 10 Nb3 Nxb3 1 1 axb3 Bd6 12 Nc3 Bd7 failed to really trouble
Black in H.Sax-R.Zeh, Stuttgart 2004) 8 . . . Qf5 9 0-0 cxd4 10 cxd4 Bd6 1 1 Nc3 0-0

(Diagram 50) led

to an unbalanced and approximately level middlegame in

A.Geroukalis-Y.Kerimov, Korinthos 2001. Black's e4-bridgehead gives him some
kingside chances, so White sensibly challenged it with 12 f3 and now 12 ... exf3 13
Rxf3 (13 Qxf3? Ng4 is quite awkward for White) 13 . . . Qg6 looks like the best re
sponse.

Diagram 48 (W}

Diagram 49 (B)

b) 7 Ne5 cxd4 8 cxd4 Nxe5 9 Nc3 Bb4 10 dxe5 Bxc3+ (and not 10 ... Qxe5?? 11 Qa4+)
11 bxc3 Ne7 looks like an improved version of the 5 ... cxd4 6 cxd4 e5 variation for
Black, as shown by 12 Qxd5 (or 12 Qa4+!? Bd7 13 Qb4 Qxe5! ? 14 Bd4 Qe6 15 Bxg7
Rg8 16 Bd4 b6 with quite an unclear mess) 12 ... Nxd5 13 Bd4 0-0 when Black has
the easy and good plan of . . . Be6 and . . . Rac8.

7 cxd4 exd4
A simple equalizer and a line which I trust slightly more than the related 7... Bg4 8
Nc3 Bb4.

8 Nc3
Another move order is 8 Nxd4 Bb4+ 9 Nc3, transposing.

8 ... Bb4 9 Nxd4 Nge7 (Diagram 51)
Black has free and easy development, and shouldn't have any problems here.
Now 10 Nxc6 can be met by 10 . . . Bxc3+!? 11 bxc3 Qxc6 when White's c-pawn might
become weak. Thus White has usually preferred to play more forcefully:
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1 0 Ndbs Qes 1 1 a 3 Bxc3+ 1 2 Nxc3 o-o
White might have won the bishop pair, but he will struggle to hold on to it and it's
he if anyone who should be looking to equalize here. A.Maksimenko-D.Kontic,
Yugoslav Team Championship 1994, continued 13 Bb5 (White must be careful; 13
Bd3 Bf5 14 Be2 Rad8 15 Qcl Nd4 16 Bxd4 Rxd4 17 0-0 Rfd8 would leave Black
with a small pull) 13 . . .Nf5 14 Qe2 ReS and again Black was slightly for choice due
to his pressure against e3.

Diagram 50 (W)

Diagram 51 (W)

Conclusion
Compared with its more famous relative 5 ... cxd4 6 cxd4 e5, the earlier 5 . . . e5 has
never really caught on, but I'm not sure why. Indeed, this active variation looks
like a decent and not especially theoretical line for Black to adopt against the c3
Sicilian, as well as one which might catch out even an experienced opponent.
Black appears to have decent counterchances in the unclear positions which
quickly result from both 6 dxe5 and 6 Nbd2. Indeed, the only downside which I
can see is that it can be hard to generate winning chances against 6 Nxe5 Nxe5 7
dxe5 Qxe5+ 8 Qe2 and to a lesser extent 6 Be3.
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1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bbs g6 4 o-o Bg7 5 c3 Nf6 6 d4!? (Diagram 1)

Diagram 1 (B)
There has always been a world of difference between the reputations enjoyed re
spectively by 3 Bb5+ as an answer to 2

...

d6 and 3 Bb5 as an answer to 2 .Nc6 in the
..
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Sicilian. The former has a mostly well-deserved reputation for being relatively
unambitious, even drawish. Frankly, several of the more exciting lines (such as
3 ... Nd7) tend to arise when Black is willing to sacrifice a measure of solidity in the
interests of provoking a more entertaining and uncompromising battle. By con
trast, 3 Bb5 against 2 . . . Nc6 (which still tends to bear the name of Rossolimo in
spite of the steady stream of modem stars that have been attracted to it) has been
popular as a try for an opening advantage at all levels. I believe it enjoys a healthy
degree of respect not least for its ability to appeal to players of widely diverse
styles. One attraction of 2 . . . Nc6 3 Bb5 is that even the more positional lines tend to
be tense and unbalanced. For example, recent times have seen a degree of concen
tration on the complex strategic battles which ensue when White counters the
most popular response - 3 ... g6 - by immediately ceding the bishop pair with 4
Bxc6 and again this has led to substantial theoretical tussles which have included
games from the world's finest.
However, there is another way to meet 3 ... g6 in which White retains his bishop
and simply prepares to build a big pawn centre. Interestingly, this does not yet in
itself commit White to any particular style of battle - he can still aim for a heavy
strategic tussle with a fixed centre in which he will still often give up the bishop
pair and show the superiority of the knights in some fixed structures. However, it
feels very much in the spirit of 4 0-0 Bg7 5 c3 not only to create a big pawn centre,
but to avoid it becoming prematurely fixed and to use it as the base for early ag
gressive operations. To this end there are tremendous advantages to be had in
meeting the thematic 5 . . . Nf6 with the supremely uncompromising 6 d4!?.
To be of lasting value, any gambit variation must pass two crucial tests:
The first should be self-evident - that there needs to be some tangible and hope
fully durable compensation for the pawn, rather than merely some fleeting advan
tage in development or activity which is easily nullified by a couple of careful
moves. By way of aside, I would be tempted to argue that a number of gambits
which continue to enjoy a fair measure of popularity (at least below grandmaster
level) barely pass this crucial test, but I will resist naming names (for fear, for ex
ample, of offending devotees of the Morra Gambit!). It is undeniably no coinci
dence that many of the enduring gambits at the higher levels generally involve the
gambiteers attaining some discernible positional advantages alongside their supe
rior development. It is now a familiar mantra to emphasize that success in a gam
bit is all about converting a temporary initiative into something more robust and
it is often easier to convert structural compensation since it is in a sense a fair way
down this road to begin with.
However, such an argument can be taken too far and I suspect often is. For an ad
vantage in development alone - together with the open lines which are an almost
inevitable consequence of sacrificing any pawn - may be in itself powerful enough
to induce serious concessions from the defender which will prove to be far from
temporary. Many players are suspicious of such gambits - and the compensation
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needs to be all the more convincing when the pawn sacrificed is a valuable centre
pawn rather than a wing pawn - but it is this category into which 6 d4 falls, and
my job in the majority of this chapter is to convince the reader that free piece play
in conjunction with the half-open e-file cause Black problems which cannot simply
be solved through patience and a slow process of 'developmental catch-up'.
The second crucial test for any gambit is perhaps less obvious, but scarcely less
important - namely that it cannot be politely declined without the opponent in
curring some measure of disadvantage. In more romantic times when he was all
but honour bound to 'play ball', it may have been enough that all kinds of thrills
and spills would ensue from the gambit being accepted. These days, however, the
move which offers the material has to have intrinsic merits which compare well
with the less macho alternatives. This is a test which I believe 6 d4 passes with
flying colours. To see why, it is worth comparing this move for a moment with the
three main alternatives after 5 . . . Nf6

(Diagram 2):

Diagram 2 (W)

Diagram 3 (W)

a) 6 eS is a decent move, but it also fixes the centre at a moment when Black's
knight has the healthy square dS to settle on. After 6 ... Nd5 7 d4 cxd4 8 cxd4 White
tends to follow up with Nc3, precipitating an exchange on this square. There is
nothing wrong with this set-up for White - but it is a long way from the pure
pawn centre to which 5 c3 aspires, and a very different game.
b) 6 Rel is also an important alternative, but affording the opponent the opportu
nity to castle leaves him much better placed to claim his share of the centre when
the d4 move finally lands. Specifically, 6 . . . 0-0 7 d4 (not forced - there is a case for
delaying this with the subtle 7 h3 - but as befits such an un-forcing line Black then
has many ways to play, of which I have a soft spot for 7. . . e5! ? with play similar to
some quiet lines of the Spanish) is met with 7 . d5!
.

.

(Diagram 3).
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Then White should famously avoid 8 exdS QxdS 9 c4 Qd6 1 0 dS? when 1 0. . .Nd4!
avoids being pushed backwards and indeed leaves the bS bishop less than com
fortably situated. There are many ways to avoid this embarrassment, of which 8 eS
is now believed to be almost certainly the most testing. However, the centre is
again fixed and this time Black's knight is quite able to hop into e4. Its fate will be
to be exchanged, certainly not trapped and personally, although this line contin
ues to enjoy a reasonably high profile, I believe that Black should be able to put
sufficient pressure on White's centre.
c) 6 Qa4 is an ingenious move. White defends e4 while simultaneously putting
pressure on c6. Moreover, he believes that he will be able to follow up with the
intended d4 without more ado, since for tactical reasons the e-pawn will tend to
be immune. However, there are a couple of general drawbacks to the move and
one (perhaps two) specific problems. The main downside - without meaning to
sound flippant - is that White's queen is on a4! It might be felt that this goes with
the territory, but it is reasonably often not a great square. However, since this is
not a key topic here I will mention only in brief that Kotronias's very clever ex
change sacrifice 6 ... 0-0 7 d4 cxd4 8 cxd4 Nxe4!? 9 d5 Nc5 10 Qa3 Qb6 11 Nc3 Nd4
12 Nxd4 Bxd4 13 Bh6 d6! 14 Bxf8 Kxf8 15 Rad1 Be5 is casting a very specific and
rather long shadow over this system at present: playing against this excellent,
well-cemented dark-squared bishop is proving no fun at all.
So, the important message here is that all the methods of avoiding capture on e4
have some negative consequences compared with immediately going ahead and
establishing a pawn centre. The cynic may say that it is not a great achievement to
avoid having a pawn centre fixed by instead losing part of it! But instinctive gam
biteers will understand that sometimes the priority is to keep the position fluid
and that compensation will flow from avoiding a blocked position and concentrat
ing forces on the resulting open lines. I am very confident that the clear superior
ity of 6 d4 over other moves is easy to demonstrate in those cases where Black de
clines the pawn (Line A in the theory section). The rest of the chapter thereafter
will be about showing that if Black accepts the offer, White has a position full of
promise for those who like free piece play and the initiative, and in many cases
full of surprisingly unexplored territory. I think I can claim that a substantial por
tion of what follows is my own analysis and where there is no game reference it
generally means that practice has yet to catch up with us!

D A.Lutikov • E.Ermenkov
A l bena 1976

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 BbS g6 4 0-0 Bg7 5 c3 Nf6
For most players the idea that attempts to build up a pawn centre may be met by
attacking the pawn already in the centre rather than concentrating all resources on
preventing the intended advance will be familiar from the Italian Game if no-
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where else. There of course, after 1 e4 eS 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bc4 Bc5 4 c3 Nf6! White has a

fairly limited choice between pressing on with 5 d4 or defending the e-pawn with
5 d3 which of course means a significant shelving of his basic plan. However, as I
discussed in the introduction, whilst White has more convenient ways to defend
e4 in the present case, they are at the same time not perfect. Bearing with this
comparison for a moment, it is also worth mentioning that in the Italian Game,
once Black successfully castles the significance of the e-file will be diminished,

whilst in the 6 d4 gambit, although White is less likely to give mate directly on the
e-file, his pressure against e7 is likely to constitute a valuable asset even if the
black king has successfully evacuated.

6 d4 cxd4
This is by far the most common way to accept this gambit. The exchange of pawns
undoubtedly enhances the g7-bishop which will play a major role in various re
sourceful defences throughout the chapter. Moreover the opening of the b6-gl
diagonal often enables the key resource . . . Qb6+ without which lines with . . . Ne5
would be extremely problematic since the pile up of pieces on the e-file after an
exchange on e5 followed by Rel would be liable to involve serious material cost.
Nonetheless, when White is staking so much upon free and rapid development, it
is regrettable to free up the optimal c3-square for his queen's knight. If for this
reason alone, it is very understandable that Black has explored the immediate cap
ture on e4 - usually in conjunction with the modest retreat of the c6-knight to b8,
and often intending to return the knight from e4 to the more natural square f6.
This idea will be explored later in Line B of the Looking a Little Deeper section.

7 cxd4 (Diagram 4)

Diagram 4 (B)

Diagram 5 (B)

7 Nxe4
...
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Obviously critical and less obviously also the best! It bears repetition just once
more that without this 6 d4 would merit an undisputed ' ! ' .

8 ds (Diagram 5)
The embarrassment which this advance spells for the c6-knight is a major source
of White's compensation. It therefore seems entirely fair to say that other moves
simply don't merit consideration here.

8 Nd6
...

This continues to enjoy its main line status, and it will hopefully become clear in
the theory section (if not necessarily in the course of Black's rather apocalyptic
defeat here!) that there are solid grounds for retreating this knight at a moment
when an immediate decision can be demanded regarding the b5-bishop. The
drawback of course, is that the position of this knight raises some questions about
the mobilization of Black's queenside. Indeed, as we shall see in Lines Cl and C2
in the theory section, where both the somewhat passive 8 . . . Nb8 and the tricky
8 . . . Ne5 will be found both to merit serious consideration, this retreat is far from
compulsory. I cannot say for sure even after extensive work on this chapter that I
have a clear view about it.

9 Na3(!) (Diagram 6)

Diagram 6 (B) ·

Diagram 7 (B)

This is by no means the only way to play and my assessment is definitely open to
dispute. For one thing, it looks a strange way to behave just a move or two after I
explained the drawback to 6 . . . cxd4 in terms of this knight's access to the c3square. Indeed, the availability of the more 'natural' development of the bl-knight
is a major motivation for those choosing the quite respectable alternative 9 Bd3.
There is not enough room to do this move justice here, so I will simply express my
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general sympathy with, but perhaps not full belief in White's attacking chances
after say 9 ... Nb4 10 Nc3 0-0 (10 . . . Nxd3 11 Qxd3 0-0 12 Bf4 b6!? looks a reasonable
alternative as well) 1 1 Re1 b6 12 Bb1 ! ? (preserving the bishop to return to the fray
via the a2-square) 1 2 . . . Bb7 13 Bf4 (13 Ne5?! Rc8! 14 a3 allows 14 . . . Nxd5! 1 5 Nxd5
Bxd5 16 Qxd5 ReS! with a clear advantage) and now after 13 . . .Bxc3 14 bxc3 Nxd5
(R.Felgaer-D.Pavasovic, Pinamar 2002), White could have obtained quite decent
compensation by simply playing 15 Bh6! Re8 16 Qd4 f6 (16 ... Nf6 17 Ng5!) 17 Qg4 Finkel - but just 13 . . . Rc8!? looks better again as 14 Be5 Bxe5 1 5 Nxe5 e6 leaves
Black's pieces looking quite well coordinated.
There is doubtless much more to be said about 9 Bd3. However, I am attracted to
the priority which 9 Na3 gives to the speed of White's development. This may
seem to some to represent 'quantity over quality', but even if there is some truth
in this charge, it is not inconceivable to me that this anyway meets the demands of
the position. In any case, I hope to show enough cases of this knight 'coming
good' to vindicate the move in general terms. The bottom line is that it is the spe
cifics of what follows which has got me excited again about 6 d4, and led me to
think that far from being merely 'fun but speculative' it constitutes a substantial
and dangerous system.

9 Nes
...

Natural both in its desire to initiate an exchange and to avoid returning this
knight to a passive position. The drawback, of course, is that after the trade of
knights White may gain further time with entirely natural and purposeful devel
oping moves. The alternatives are considered under Line C3, below.

10 Nxes Bxes 11 Rel (Diagram 7) 11 Nxbs?
...

A serious mistake which meets with a devastating refutation. But I would argue
that this is not only an error of calculation, rather it is a violation of basic princi
ples too. For in this variation the number of cases in which Black can part with his
dark-squared bishop and live to tell the tale is very limited. The compensating
gains need to be immense to justify this and here they certainly do not qualify! In
fact, Black has a multitude of superior alternatives which taken together reveal
this to be a position of major theoretical significance:
a) 1 l . ..f6 looks strange, but is not so easy to refute. The main idea is that Black's
knight may use the rather stable square £7 to attack any time the cl-bishop is
tempted to invade on h6. I suspect that the most direct attempt at refutation 12 f4! ?
i s probably also the best, but i t i s not entirely conclusive after 12 . . . Nxb5 (okay, so
there are some exceptions to the rule I outlined above!) 13 fxe5 fxe5! 14 Nxb5 (14
Rxe5 Nxa3 1 5 d6 e6 16 bxa3 0-0 looks playable for Black since the weak dark
squares around his king are not especially easy to access) 14 . . . Qb6+ 15 Nd4!?
Qxd4+ 1 6 Qxd4 exd4 17 Bg5 e6 18 Rad1 ( 1 8 Bh6!? is also worth a look - it would
not be the only time in this line that it is worth giving priority to holding the black
king in the centre even after an exchange of queens) 18 ... 0-0 19 dxe6 dxe6 20 Rxd4
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b6 21 Bh6 ReS 22 Rf4!? Bd7 23 Refl Bb5 24 Rl£2 Rad8 2 5 h3 and White has at least
enough pressure for the pawn but it is not clear whether the pending invasion of
the 7th rank will amount to a clear advantage. Nonetheless, also considering the
note to White's 18th, whilst 1 1 . . .£6 may not be refuted, neither is it an especially
attractive proposition for Black.
b) l l . ..Bg7!? is a natural enough retreat which has been passed over by all the
strongest players to have defended this position. Nevertheless, I think it may be a
bit underrated. The drawback of course is that White can immediately apply pres
sure to e7 by 12 Bg5! (amazingly a 'novelty' as far as I can see!) forcing 1 2 . . . f6. The
question is how much of a concession does this represent? My feeling is that after
13 Bf4 0-0, were White to rush in with 1 4 Bxd6, the answer could be that whilst
Black would prefer to have his pawn still on f7, he will be able to live with it on f5,
especially since the immediate 14 Nc4?? is ruled out by an embarrassment to the
b5-bishop. So White needs to treat this position with more finesse, keeping the
exchange in mind, but first securing the bishop with 14 Bd3!? keeping options
open. The first point is that 15 Bxd6 and Nc4 can now be seen as something close
to a threat. The second, no less important point is that in the event of 14 . . . f5, White
is no longer committed to the exchange on d6, but may continue with simple de
velopment such as 15 Qd2, when alternative plans such as Bh6 or even Be5 also
come into play. Lastly, it is worth checking out that Black cannot free himself in
this case by 14 . . . e5, but here too White will have enough pressure, after 1 5 dxe6
dxe6 16 Qb3 Kh8

(Diagram 8), so long as he finds the instructive and not so obvi

ous continuation 1 7 Redl ! .

Diagram 8 (W)

Diagram 9 (W)

The point of course is that once Black plays . . . e5 the e-file will no longer be the
place for white's rook whilst both the d- and c-files are hugely significant in caus-
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ing discomfort t o black's queen and knight. After 1 7 ...e 5 18 Be3 neither 18 ... Qc7 19
Racl, nor 18 ... Qe8?! 19 BcS! nor indeed 1 8 ... b6 19 NbS!? NxbS 20 Be4 look too
healthy for the defender. Whilst not a detailed analysis, I hope this discussion
highlights some important points to remember when prosecuting such an initia
tive. I am sure that White has 'enough' but of course I acknowledge that the de
fender may have some better ways to handle 1 l . ..Bg7.
c) 1 l . . .Bf6

(Diagram 9) is motivated by the desire to prevent White from applying

just that pressure to e7 which we witnessed in the line above.
However, it has the drawback that Black can now be prevented from castling and
whilst the lines that follow are in themselves not entirely dear-cut, I think the re
sulting positions are very difficult for the defence to handle. Certainly, these prob
lems which the defender's king can experience when caught in the centre form a
large part of my attraction to the 6 d4!? gambit. Consequently, I recommend 12
Bh6!? here, with a set of ideas to come which will be reinforced later in the chapter
where I will offer a substantial analysis of 13 Bh6 in an analogous position with
the moves ... a6 and Bd3 thrown in. Analogous, but not the same! In fact, to the
naked eye, there may appear to be a stronger case against the move in this case
since Black has the extra resource ... NfS at his disposal. However, it is far from
easy to castle even in such a case as I shall hope to show.
After 12 Bh6!?

(Diagram 10) Black can try:

Diagram 10 (B)

Diagram 11 (W)

cl) 12 ... Bxb2 is here quite well met by the clever 13 Nc4!, somewhat more effective
than with ... a6 and Bd3 thrown in, but also virtually forced in this case. After
13 ... Nxc4 (13 ... Nxb5 14 Nxb2 is unappealing enough for Black that there is no need
to look hard at interesting and also dangerous choices such as 14 Qb3!?; neither
does 13 ... Nf5 14 Qc2!? - threatening of course to take on fS - 14 ... Nxh6 15 Nd6+
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Kf8 1 6 Qxb2 looks much fun to defend - Black is clearly playing with fire in these
lines) 14 Bxc4 d6 (the only way to try and consolidate; the greedy 14 ... Bxa1? gets
what it deserves after 15 Qxa1 Rg8 16 Qf6! e6 17 dxe6! fxe6 18 Rxe6+ dxe6 19 BbS+
with mate to follow) 15 Rbl Bc3

(Diagram 11)

1 6 Rxb7! Bd7 17 Re3 Qa5 18 Qe2 (18

Qb3 Bd4 19 Rxd7! is also very strong, but with so much concentrated firepower
there are already several roads to Rome) 18 ... Be5 19 Bg7 Rg8 20 BxeS dxeS 21 RxeS
Qa3 22 h3 Rd8 23 d6! Qxd6 24 RdS Qc6 25 Rdxd7 Rxd7 26 Rxd7 1-0 A.Kim
J.Baules, Dresden Olympiad 2008.
Returning to Black's 1 5th move there might be a case instead for lS . . . BeS!?, al
though White still has the similar tactic 16 Rxb7! f6 (to make an escape route for
the king) when White should maintain promising pressure with 1 7 Rb3! in prefer
ence to rushing in with the creative 17 RxeS!? fxe5 18 BbS+ Kf7 19 Qf3+ Kg8 after
which, although extremely flashy, 20 Q£6! leads only to a draw following 20 ... exf6
21 Rg7+ K£8 22 Rc7+ etc.
c2) 12 . . . Nf5 13 Qd2! (rather than the tricky 13 Qf3?! Qb6!, when Black looks com
fortable enough) 13 . . . a6! (it often doesn't seem to help to exchange on h6 in such
cases; here 13 ... Nxh6?! 14 Qxh6 a6 [14 ... Bxb2? 15 Nc4! is of course even worse] 15
Nc4! [15 Racl would also be interesting as Black is rather stuck for a move!]15 ... e6
16 dxe6 fxe6 [16 . . . axb5 1 7 exd7+ Kxd7 1 8 Radl+ is hopeless] 17 Rxe6+! K£7 18
Nd6!+ Kxe6 19 Qd2 axbS 20 Rel+ BeS 2 1 Qd4 Qf6 22 f4 is a crushing attack) 14
Racl

(Diagram 12)

Diagram 12 (B)

Diagram 13 (W)

and now:
c21) Once again Black is likely to be punished quite severely if he gets greedy:
14 . . . axb5 15 NxbS is self-evidently disastrous; while 14 . . . Qb6 15 Bd3 Qxb2 looks
quite plausible, but in fact runs into the delightful 16 Nc4! (better than 16 NbS,
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although the idea of meeting 16 . . . axb5 with 1 7 Qa5! might be another useful at
tacking resource to be aware of) 16 ... Qxd2 1 7 Bxd2 0-0 18 Bxf5 gxf5 19 Nb6 Rb8 20
Rc4! which prevents . . . Bd4 and prepares simply Reel and the removal of the c8bishop as it sleeps.
c22) After 14 . . . Ng7! 15 Bfl?! d6 16 Bg5 Bxg5 1 7 Qxg5 e5! 18 Qxd8+ Kxd8 1 9 Nc4
Ne8 20 Nb6 Rb8 21 Rc3 f6 22 Reel Bf5 Black had fairly successfully unravelled in
D.Sadvakasov-S.Vokarev, Ekaterinburg 1997. Instead White may either first em
barrass the black queen with 15 Bf4!? 0-0 16 Bc7 Qe8 1 7 Bd3 b5 18 d6!? with a rea
sonable initiative or try the very aggressive 15 Bd3 0-0 16 d6! ?. In the latter case
16 . . . exd6 1 7 Be4 leaves Black struggling to develop, whilst 16 . . . e6 can be met with
the rather inelegant but effective 17 g4! targeting the bishop on f6 and preparing
to meet 17 ... Bd4 with 18 Bxg6! Bxf2+ 19 Qxf2 fxg6 20 Qd4 Qf6 21 Qxf6 Rxf6 22 Nc4
when once again Black's dark-square weaknesses - this time on the queenside 
prove to be a durable source of compensation even without queens on the board.
c3) 12 . . . Qb6! ? is also a reasonable try, probably best met with the surprising 13
Qf3!? (in preference to 13 Nc4!? Nxc4 14 Bxc4 d6 15 Qf3 Kd8!? - 15 . . . Qxb2?! 16
Rab1 Qc3 1 7 Re3 Qd4 18 Re4! Qc3 19 Qd1 looks much less secure - 16 Rael Qxb2
17 Re2 Qb4 when White is active, but I don't see any clear way to land a blow)
13 ... Nf5

(Diagram 13) 14 Nc4!

Qc5! (but not 14 . . .Qxb5 15 Nd6!+ Nxd6 16 Qxf6 with

a spectacular accident! ) 15 Rael Bd4 16 Bd2! 0-0 (once again an exchange of queens
will prove insufficient to solve the deep problems which Black suffers bringing his
king into any kind of safety: 16 . . . Qxb5?! 17 Qxf5 gxf5?! - although 17 . . . 0-0 18 Qf3
e6 19 Bh6 Bg7 20 Bxg7 Kxg7 21 Qc3+ is not much fun for the defender either - 18
Nd6+ Kf8 19 Nxb5 and Black is in all sorts of trouble) 1 7 a4! and suddenly it is not
so much Black's king, but rather his queen which is embarrassed. The fact that the
natural 1 7... d6 can be met brutally by 18 b4! Qc7 19 Ne3 Qd8 20 Rxc8! Qxc8 21 Rel
Qd8 22 Nxf5 gxf5 23 Qxf5 with a tremendous attack is, whilst not exhaustive, at
least suggestive of White's rich attacking possibilities.

12 Rxes f6?!
This perhaps makes matters even worse, but it is well worse emphasizing that
most of the damage has already been done. Black's main problem is that even af
ter the more circumspect 12 . . . d6 13 Re1 Nxa3, White is not obliged to recapture,
but can create all sorts of trouble with the zwischenzug 14 Bg5!, whilst a similar
fate would await the immediate 12 . . . Nxa3. Now though, it becomes a rout!

13 Nxbs!
Thematic, creative and thoroughly i n the spirit o f gambit play, this also happens
to be rather crushing.

13 fxes 14 d6! (Diagram 14)
...

A devastating blow. Such advances of the d-pawn will be seen to play quite a ma
jor role throughout the chapter, but usually Black can at least consider either ad
vancing his e-pawn or capturing on d6. Here we get a clear-cut illustration of
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quite how bad things are when these responses are unavailable.

14... 0-o 15 Bg5! Qb6 16 dxe7 Qxb5 17 exf8Q+ Kxf8
Of course, Black would be let off very lightly if his problems were to ease with the
returning of the exchange. In fact, the usual potency exhibited by direct attacks in
positions with opposite-coloured bishops is here magnified many times by the
total exclusion of Black's queenside pieces from the main arena . . .

18 Qd6+ Kg8 19 Bh6! 1-0 (Diagram 15)

Diagram 14 (B)

Diagram 15 (B)

. . . and Black already has to resign since 19 . . . Kf7 20 Bg5! keeps the king utterly
boxed in, so that 20 ... Qc4 for example offers no assistance after 21 Qe7+ Kg8 22
Bh6 forcing mate.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! An uneven tussle I admit, but together
with the extensive notes at move 12, I hope it has given us
some flavour of the rich diversity of attacking ideas at White's
disposal in this gambit.

Getting There
1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 g6 4 0-0 Bg7 5 c3
Since this is the only place where Black can meaningfully deviate after 3 . . . g6 it is
worth a word here about his alternatives and therefore implicitly about the likeli
hood that after 3 Bb5 it will be possible to reach the basic gambit position. For
starters, the statistics show that 5 ... Nf6 is overwhelmingly the most popular
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choice, being played i n about 65% o f all games from this position. O f the alterna
tives, 5 . . . a6 has some following, based upon the notion that the presence of c3 ren
ders an exchange on c6 significantly less attractive for White than in most Ros
solimo positions. However, the move . . . a6 is in itself weakening and after 6 Bxc6
dxc6 White's position seems quite attractive whether he chooses to permit the liq
uidation of his opponent's doubled pawns with 7 d4, or to tries to play against
them with 7 d3. It also looks quite legitimate to attempt to get the black pieces to
declare their intentions before making this choice - to this end 7 Qe2!? looks quite
attractive. If Black then puts his c8-bishop to g4, White can switch to d3 systems.
Otherwise he can even throw in h3 before proceeding with d4.
In spite of its primarily positional character, this all looks very satisfactory. More
critical is the most popular of the alternatives, 5 . . . e5!?

Diagram 16 (W)

(Diagram 16).

Diagram 17 (B)

Here too there is a choice to be made between positional approaches and some
thing with more bite. However, for players keen to venture the subject matter of
this chapter, there would seem to be a strong stylistic presumption in favour of
the promising gambit 6 d4!? here. By way of encouragement, it is worth pointing
out that a variant of this gambit which arises after 5 Re1 e5! ? 6 c3 Nge7 7 d4 also
enjoys reasonable popularity. But this is clearly a less enticing version since the
value of the move 5 Re1 is open to debate, whilst ... Nge7 is not. Back to the pre
sent case, there is not space here to give a detailed treatment. Suffice to say that
after 6 d4 cxd4 (6 ... exd4 7 cxd4 Nxd4 8 Nxd4 Bxd4?! 9 Nc3 Ne7 1 0 Bh6! should
appeal to anyone keen to explore the critical lines later in this chapter!) 7 cxd4
exd4 8 Bf4 Nge7 9 Bd6! 0-0 10 Nbd2

(Diagram 17) White has excellent develop

ment and his occupation of the key square d6 definitely sets Black some problems
in bringing out his remaining pieces. After 10 ... a6 1 1 Bc4 b5 12 Bb3 Bb7 13 Nb3,
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Black can at least consider giving up the exchange with 1 3... Nxd5 1 4 Bxf8 Qxf8 15
exd5 when his bishop pair spearheads reasonable compensation. Therefore there
might be a case against assisting Black's development in this way and instead try
ing 1 1 Bd3!? ready to meet 1 1 . . .b5 with the immediate 12 Nb3. A favourite of Yan
demirov's, this has scored extremely well in practice and seems to me to offer a
promising and enduring initiative for the pawn.

Looking a Little Deeper
1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 g6 4 0-0 Bg7 5 C3 Nf6 6 d4!?
The material is split into three parts:

A: The Gambit Declined
B: 6 ... Nxe4!?
C: 6 ...cxd4 7 cxd4 Nxe4

A) 1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 g6 4 0-0 Bg7 5 c3 Nf6 6 d4!? {Diagram 18)

Diagram 18 (B)

Diagram 19 {W)

I have already discussed in the introduction the importance of a 'gambit move'
such as

6 d4 having intrinsic purpose in addition to laying down a challenge for

the opponent. I also expressed confidence that this could be easily demonstrated,
and the reasons are well worth examining thoroughly, since there seems to be a
surprising lack of awareness by some exponents of the gambit of White's exciting
possibilities here.
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6 . cxd4
..

Trying to decline the gambit with the immediate 6 . . . d5?! looks still less convinc
ing. 7 Ne5!? looks promising, since Black is virtually obliged to play 7. . . Bd7 giving
up with bishop pair with nothing to show for it after 8 Nxd7 Qxd7 9 e5, but it also
seems highly implausible that Black should have enough compensation for the
pawn after the very straightforward 7 exd5 Nxd5 8 dxc5. By contrast, 7 e5 is of
course playable, but misses what is special about 6 d4. Both here and after the ex
change on d4 I find it strange that some players appear to believe that the most
significant difference from the 'main line' 6 Rei 0-0 7 d4 d5 is not the unfortunate
position of Black's king, but rather the availability of the ei-square so that after 7
e5 Ne4 there is the chance to embarrass the knight by playing 8 Nel . But this piece
can be saved by playing ... h6, whilst 8 . . . cxd4 9 cxd4 Qb6 IO Bxc6+ bxc6 11 f3 Bxe5
is also far from clear and another argument against playing in this way.

7 cxd4 d S
This is the most popular alternative to 7. . .Nxe4, based on the assumption that if
Black leaves the White centre unchallenged he will suffer for his lack of space with
little to offer by way of compensation. This is certainly true of moves such as
7... 0-0, for example, when 8 d5 Nb8 9 Rei d6 IO h3 Nbd7 1 1 Nc3 Nc5 I2 Bf4 Qb6 I3
a4 aS I4 e5 Nfd7 IS Ra3 (IS exd6 looks even better) I5 . . . dxe5 I6 Nxe5 NxeS I7
Bxe5 Bxe5 I8 Rxe5 Qf6 I9 Qe2 left White with a pleasant spatial plus and strong
pressure against e7 in A.Lutikov-A.Arutiunov, Yerevan I977.
Perhaps the most reasonable way to decline the pawn, however, is to play 7. . . a6!?

(Diagram 19) since here there is no entirely cost-free route to the kind of squeeze
which we witnessed above. Nonetheless, I like White's position after 8 Bxc6 (8
Bd3!? also looks quite plausible, whereas 8 e5 which has some following looks to
me speculative and frankly rather unlikely) 8 . . . dxc6 9 Nc3 Bg4! (important, as the
routine 9 . . . 0-0 1 0 h3! leaves this bishop lacking any promising squares) I O Be3 0-0
11 h3 Bxf3 I2 Qxf3 Qa5 13 Rfdi Rad8. In A.Volokitin-V.Shalimov, Alushta 2004,
White achieved nothing special after the slightly lackadaisical 14 Racl . However,
White could rather emphasize his spatial advantage with the more purposeful 14
a3!? intending b4, when Black has a rather passive defence to look forward to.
Returning to 7 . . . d5

(Diagram 20):

8 NeS(I)
DANGEROUS WEAPON! As I suggested in my introductory
remarks, one of the great advantages of playing d4 as early as
move 6 is that Black is afforded no respite with which to get
castled.
Ironically, whilst this plays a role in many of the critical lines in which Black ac
cepts the pawn, it could be argued that it plays an even more pivotal role in most
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of his plausible attempts to decline the offer. Ne5 is the reason! Stylistically this
aggressive attempt to exploit the position of the king in the centre also has obvi
ous attractions for the type of attacking player who is likely to be attracted to 6 d4
in the first place and again there is absolutely no need to settle for the less punchy,
slow manoeuvring chess which characterizes 8 e5.

8 Qb6 9 Nc3! (Diagram 21)
...

Diagram 20 (W)

Diagram 21 (B)

Black needs to tread with some care. The plausible 9 ... Be6 runs into trouble after
10 Qb3 (the application of very direct pressure by 10 Qa4!? is not bad either since
after 1 0 . . . Rc8 1 1 Be3 Black should avoid 11 . . . 0-0? due to 12 exd5 Nxd5 13 Nxd5
Bxd5 14 Nd7 winning material) 10 . . .0-0 11 Bxc6 bxc6 12 Qxb6 axb6 13 Nxc6 dxe4
14 d5! with a healthy initiative in E.Raaste-M.Luodonpaa, Kuopio 1995. Therefore,
Black should prefer 9 ... 0-0! 10 exd5 Nxe5 (but certainly not 10 ... Nxd4 1 1 Be3) 1 1
dxe5 Ng4 when White would appear to have a pleasant choice between 1 2 d6
exd6 1 3 Qxd6 Nxe5 14 Qxb6 axb6 15 Be3 with good chances to net a pawn, al
though the sweeping bishop on g7 is likely to represent some compensation; or
simply 12 h3 Nxe5 13 Be3 Qd6 14 Be2 with a pleasant space advantage which
quiet moves such as a3 and Rcl will serve to promote. At some stage White will
try to play Ne4 and if the timing is right then as Black tries ... Bf5 to prevent this,
the slight weakness which the move g4 may represent will be worthwhile to drive
this piece away.

B) 1 e4 cS 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 BbS g6 4 0-0 Bg7 5 c3 Nf6 6 d4!? Nxe4!? (Diagram 2 2)
This is an unusual way of accepting White's sacrifice which seems to be receiving
rather more attention in the last few years, perhaps boosted by a less than con-
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·.incing reaction from Peter Svidler when he found himself on the White side. I
:,ave already discussed in the notes to Lutikov-Ermenkov the motivation behind
:he widespread preference for prefacing this capture with an exchange of pawns
on d4. This exchange enhances the g7-bishop and also offers resources based upon
a

later ... Qb6+ which greatly increases Black's subsequent options. However, it is a

:;:ignificant bonus that White's knight is denied the c3-square, and if Black is not
:.mduly troubled by being obliged passively to return his c6-knight from whence it
.:arne, then there is definite logic to the text move. Moreover, the recent games
here are typified by the retreat of the e4-knight to f6 rather than d6. This too has
its logic - Black eschews an arguably superficial gain of time at this stage in order

to assure a greater measure of fundamental health to his development in the me
dium term. I have sympathy with the greater trend towards conducting the de
fence in this way. Moreover, I am struck by the extent to which White does not yet
appear to be entirely comfortable handling this subtly but crucially altered struc
ture. At the same time, though, I hope to show that there are promising paths to
explore.

Diagram 22 (W)

Diagram 23 (W)

7 d5
This advance, no less than elsewhere, is the cornerstone of White's play.

BEWARE! Any doubts on this score should be quashed by the
realization that 7 Re1?! can be comfortably met with 7 ...ds!
and White will be struggling to prove any real compensation.
7 Nb81?
...

It is this modest retreat in particular which seems to me to make sense of Black's
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play. Of course, here the immediate 7 ... Ne5 falls short to the simple 8 Nxe5 Bxe5 9
Qe2! winning material. However, it is also possible to play in a manner analogous
with the main line with 7 ... Nd6 (Diagram 23).
Here White's choice is, in turn, not so simple. 8 Na3 as usual has speed of devel
opment on its side and the additional argument that the knight is unlikely to be
heading for c3 in this line in any case. 8 Bd3 on the other hand rules out ... Nxb5
captures once and for all. My first feeling about this was that 8 Na3 was probably
punchier in the event that Black was aiming to go to e5 with his c6 knight,
whereas 8 Bd3 might be more appropriate in the event that it is retreating to b8
anyway. On reconsideration, it occurred to me that both White's moves are likely
to feature in the latter case and therefore I have plumped narrowly for 8 Na3!?.
Even so, the attractions of 8 Bd3 remain: for example, 8 ... Ne5 9 Nxe5 Bxe5 10 Re1
Bg7 1 1 Qe2 was one impressively direct try which bore fruit after 1 l . . .e6 (1l. ..e5 12
Bh6! should leave White with at least some initiative after 12 ... 0-0 13 Bxg7 Kxg7 14
Qxe5+ Qf6 15 Qxf6+ Kxf6 16 Na3 and Black has no compensation for his more
awkward development) 12 Bf4 Qb6 13 a4 c4 14 aS Qa6 15 Bc2 0-0 16 Na3 exd5 1 7
Qd2 1-0, in A.Minasian-S.Kalugin, Krasnodar 1998.
After 8 Na3 (Diagram 24) it seems that Black has three principal moves (since I
find the 8 ... Nxb5 9 Nxb5 a6 10 Na3 Ne5 11 d6! Nxf3+ 12 Qxf3 e6 13 Be3 of J.Barle
D.Podhraski, Ljubljana 2001, both straightforward and convincing enough):

Diagram 24 (B)

Diagram 25 (W)

a) 8 ... a6 may not be the most convincing as a move, but it led to an exciting en
counter full of instructive ideas in O.Nikolenko-N.Vlassov, Moscow 2002. After 9
Bd3 Na7 10 Re1 0-0 1 1 Bg5 f6 12 Bf4 Nf7 13 Qe2 ReS (Diagram 25), White
unleashed the excellent 14 h4! which is so often a key attacking resource in these
positions in which Black has 'gone passive' .
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After 14 ... d6 15 h5 g5 White decided to sacrifice with 16 Bxg5!? with enormous
complications following 16 ... fxg5 17 Qe4. The refutation of the natural 1 7...h6 by
18 Qh7+ Kf8 19 Re6!! Bxe6 20 dxe6 Ne5 (or 20 ... Nh8 21 Nc4!) 21 Nxe5 dxe5 22 Bg6!
with decisive threats is especially pleasing. However, in the game Black sensibly
avoided this with the prudent 1 7... e5, and after 18 Qxh7+ Kf8 19 Bg6 he could per
haps have defended with 19 . . . Re7! rather than 19 ...Qf6 which ran into 20 Nd2 Re7
21 Ne4 Qf4 22 g3 Qg4 23 Nc4 NbS 24 Ne3 Qf3 25 Nd2 Qf6 26 Ne4 Qf3 when the
simple 27 a4! would have left Black struggling to hold his position together. None
theless given the possibility of 19 ... Re7, I am left wondering whether there was a
case for the restrained 16 Bg3!? (intending to meet 16 ... f5 with 1 7 Qc2). Black is
terribly vulnerable on the kingside light squares in this case and it should be quite
easy to bring the a3-knight to join the party as well.
b) 8 ... Ne5 should be met in the 'traditional' manner with 9 Nxe5 Bxe5 10 Re1 Bg7
(or 10 . . .Bf6 11 Bh6 Qb6 12 Qf3 Kd8 when 13 g4!? ReS - 13 ... g5!? - 14 Nc4 Nxc4 15
Bxc4 Qxb2 1 6 d6! Qxc3 1 7 Qxc3 Bxc3 18 Bxf7 b5 19 Rxe7 1-0 was a terrific knock
out in A.Pyhala-H.Laasanen, Jyvaskyla, 1987, but the quiet 13 Qe2! ? is a reason
able fallback option) when 1 1 Qe2 0-0 12 Qxe7 Qb6 13 Nc4! Nxc4 14 Bxc4 looks
like a very simple and logical route to a pleasant game, A.Pyhala-R.Molander, Jy
vaskyla 1 994.
c) 8... Nb8 should be met by 9 Bd3!. I am generally less enthused by giving up the
bishop on b5 if White cannot force the d6 break thereafter. For example, after 9
Re1 I would be concerned about just 9 ... Nxb5 10 Nxb5 d6, and 11 Bg5 can be sim
ply met by 11 ...f6 with good chances for Black to use the e5-square to cement his
defence. With this formation there are real benefits to having avoided an exchange
of pawns on d4 since the c5-pawn prevents a white knight from landing easily on
d4 and then e6.
After 9 Bd3!, Black can attempt to expand on the queenside with 9 ... 0-0 10 Re1 ! a6

(Diagram 26).
It worked out quite well in Ma.Tseitlin-P.Kondratiev, Leningrad 1974, after 11 Qe2
b5 12 Qxe7 Qxe7 13 Rxe7 Bb7 14 c4 bxc4 15 Bxc4 Nxc4 16 Nxc4 Bxd5 1 7 Nb6 Bxf3!
18 gxf3 Nc6 when Black's minor pieces are excellent. However, it seems logical
instead to cut across Black's plans with 1 1 Bg5 f6 12 Be3! b6 (if 12 ... Qc7 then 13
Bf4! is awkward) when once again 13 h4! looks the right way to punish Black for
his passivity. The attack after something like 13 ... Bb7 14 h5 f5 15 hxg6 hxg6 16
Nh4! Qe8 1 7 Bf4 looks very promising indeed.

8 Rel Nf61? (Diagram 27)
Having seen and begun to appreciate the difficulties surrounding the passive
knight on d6 in the above note (and elsewhere), this unpretentious method gains
in plausibility. Black is lining up one of those pure cases to which I made reference
in the introduction where White will really have to prove that his superior devel
opment and greater space in combination with the half-open e-file amount to

101

Da n gero u s Wea pon s : A n t i -S i c i l i a n s

something tangible. The numerical development advantage is perhaps greater
than usual here- after alt ... Nc6-b8 does the defender few favours on this score but Black can argue that he has at least avoided some of the qualitative develop
ment issues which we have witnessed elsewhere. For with the knight on f6, he
'threatens' to continue simply with ... 0-0 and ... d6 looking to develop his queen
side in a straightforward manner rather alien to most of the rest of the chapter. It
is for this reason that I suspect that simple development with 9 c4 and 10 Nc3 is a
reasonable option, but not an especially exciting one.

Diagram 26 (W)

Diagram 27 (W)

I am still more sceptical of Svidler's 9 Be3 b6 10 d6 e6 1 1 b4?! which looks to be a
massive vindication of Black's earlier decision to avoid exchanging on d4. If White
needs the d4-square under his control so badly that he is willing to enhance the
g7-bishop in this way, I would be a bit concerned. In P.Svidler-V.Chuchelov,
French League 2004, he was ultimately successful, but the position reached along
the way after 1l.. .cxb4 12 cxb4 Bb7 13 Nc3 0-0 14 Rcl Nc6 15 a3 Qb8 16 h3 Rc8 is
quite murky.
However, I am in sympathy with the idea that this (rather exceptionally) is a posi
tion in which the moves 9 d6 e6 should be thrown in. It seems to me that White
should be able to generate sufficient play without modifying the pawn structure
after 10 BgS h6 1 1 Bh4, when 1l...g5 looks a bit premature after 12 Bg3 Nc6 13 h4!?
- although Black has not yet castled, it will be hard for him to complete any rea
sonable development with his king stuck in the centre - so that leaves us to con
sider 1 1 . ..0-0 (Diagram 28).
Here White is posed an interesting problem: how to develop the b1-knight effi
ciently without being vulnerable to a well-timed ...Qb6. 12 Nbd2 is the move that
would fit in best with White's goals.
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DANGEROU S WEAPON! The strength of White's overall initiative
is underlined by the fad that 12 ... gs is then already unplayable
- 13 Nxgs! hxgs 14 Bxgs Qb6 (what else?) 15 Bd3 Qxd6 16 Nc4
Qe7 17 Ne3! with unmeetable threats of NfS or Ng4.
The only problem is that for all his lack of development after 12 ... Qb6! 13 Bd3 (13
a4 is similar) 13 ... Qxd6 14 Nc4 Qe7 15 Bg3 Ne8, Black's extra centre pawns stand
him in good stead. So, White's task seems to be to forestall this while ideally keep
ing alive his sacrificial possibilities on the kingside. To this end 12 a4! ? looks at
tractive. It is useful in general to have the move aS available to counter attempts to
develop simply with ... b6. White also prevents . . . a6 and ...b5 (which incidentally
would have been the most promising answer to 12 Na3). However, after 12 ... Nc6
13 Nd2 the consequences of sacrificing as an answer to 13 ... g5!? are no longer so
clear. I cannot find anything clear after 14 Nxg5 hxg5 15 Bxg5 Qe8! intending
... Nh7, which seems to hold the defence together.

Diagram 28 (W)

Diagram 29 (B)

This is not a huge problem- 14 Bg3 Nh5 15 Nc4 is quite playable as a later ... f5 can
be answered by Be5, whilst Black's difficulties developing his queenside persist.
Still, it does offer some outline of what a plausible defence might look like.
It also encourages me to take a look at 12 Ne5!? since 12 ...Nc6 13 Bxc6 bxc6 14 Nd2
(Diagram 29) offers compensation which is enduring and positionally soundly
based. 14 ... Rb8 15 Nb3!? (15 Ne4 with the intention of sacrificing on g5 is even
here not missing by much; once again 15 . . . g5 16 Nxg5 hxg5 1 7 Bxg5 Qe8! is the
only defence, but hard to refute) 15 ...Qb6 16 c4!? with f3 and Bf2 to come or 14 ... g5
15 Bg3 Nd5 16 c4! Nb4 1 7 Nb3 offer some illustration of White's chances here.
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C) 1 e4 c S 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 BbS g6 4 0-0 Bg7 5 c3 Nf6 6 d4!? cxd4 7 cxd4 Nxe4 8 d S (Dia
gram 30)

Diagram 30 (B)

Diagram 31 (W)

I have already touched in general terms upon the pros and cons of 8 . Nd6 in the
notes to Lutikov- Errnenkov. However, in such a position, where the devil tends
to be in the quite specific details, the only true assessment of the move can come
from consideration of the alternatives. I will consider:
..

C1: s... Nes!?
C2: 8... Nb8
C3: 8... Nd6
C1) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bbs g6 4 o-o Bg7 5 c3 Nf6 6 d4!? cxd4 7 cxd4 Nxe4 8 ds
Nes!?
This has probably failed to capture the public imagination since offering the pawn
back immediately is not the most ambitious of responses to White's gambit. How
ever, so long as Black is really ready to do this and avoids switching back in
' greedy mode' it is probably a rather underrated response. After 9 Nxes Bxes
(Diagram 31) White has an important choice:

C11: 10 Qe2
C12: 10 Re11?
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(11) 10 Qe2 has

tended to be preferred in practice, but after 10 .. .f5! (Diagram 32)

Diagram 32 (W)

Diagram 33 (B)

I believe it cannot be justified in conjunction with 11 Nd2 since 1 1 . . .0-0! 12 Nxe4
dxe4 13 Qxe4 d6 looks comfortable enough for Black - simply a superior version
of the main line in C12 below. Hence only the sharp 11 f3!? can hope to make
sense of the queen move, but after 1l.. .Bd4+ 12 Be3 (12 Kh1 Nd6 13 Ba4 - 13 Bg5 is
met with 13 ... h6! whilst 13 Bd3 0-0 14 Bg5 Bf6 15 Bxf6 exf6 might be a slight im
provement but is too essentially similar to inspire confidence- 13 ... 0-0 14 Bg5 Bf6
15 Bxf6 exf6 16 Nc3 a6 1 7 Qd2 b5 18 Bb3 Bb7 was V.Jensen-K. Ostersen, Aarhus
1998, when White does not have enough) 12 ... Bxe3+ 13 Qxe3 Nd6 14 Nc3 Qb6!? 15
Qxb6 axb6 16 Bd3 whilst Black's continued difficulties in developing clearly add
up to some compensation, it is difficult to imagine that in such a simplified posi
tion White's initiative can really amount to a significant advantage.

(12) 10 Re1!? therefore suggests itself. Since this is a very natural move and the
automatic choice in most even faintly analogous positions, I wonder whether the
possibility of 10 ... Nxf2?! is what has put White off? If so, the worry was probably
an unnecessary one. After 1 1 Kxf2 (rather than 11 Qa4 Ng4! when the complica
tions seem fine for Black) 11 ...Qb6+ 12 Re3!, neither 12 . . .Bd4 13 Na3 f5 14 Kf3! a6 15
Bfl Qc5 16 Nc2 Qxd5+ 1 7 Ke2 f4 18 Rxe7+ Kxe7 19 Qxd4 nor 12... f5 13 Kf3! Bxh2 14
Nc3 Qd6 15 Qe1! causes White more than temporary inconvenience, with every
prospect of slow but convincing consolidation. Black should therefore settle for
10 ... f5! and after 1 1 Nd2! (Diagram 33) he has a further choice, although not a diffi
cult one.
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DANGEROUS WEAPONI11...Qc7?11ooks greedy and it isl12
Nxe4 fxe4 13 Rxe4 Bxh2+ (13 ...0-0 might still be better, but
then it makes much more sense two moves earlier!) 14 Kh1
Bd6 15 Bh61 gives White the sort of compensation we have be
come accustomed to throughout the chapter.
The black king is stuck in the centre facing a powerful barrage on the e-file - with
few of the mitigating features we shall see later on - and the bishop on d6 in par
ticular is a sorry sight. The continuation 15 ...Qa5 16 Qd4 Rg8 17 Bf4! Bxf4 18 Qf6!
(Diagram 34) is by no means forced, but it gives a flavour of just how quickly
things can get very grim for Black.

Diagram 34 (B)

Diagram 35 (W)

Therefore, Black should definitely prefer 1 1 . ..0-0! (Diagram 3 5).
However, White still has the capacity to make trouble and to place obstacles in the
way of Black's emerging pieces, not least by means of 12 d6!? (12 Nxe4 fxe4 13 Rxe4
d6 14 Bh6 Rf7 does not excite - Black will catch up in development when he plays
...Bf5, whilst he has no particular weaknesses; however, it is possible first to ex
change and then to play 13 d6!? with a likely transposition back to the text) 12 ... e6!
(but not 12 ...exd6?! 13 Nxe4 fxe4 14 Rxe4 with a typical development advantage, or
worse still 12 ... Bxd6?! 13 Nxe4 fxe4 14 Bc4+ when Black will be profoundly embar
rassed by Qd4+ next move) 13 Nxe4 fxe4 14 Rxe4 Rf5 15 Bd3! (Diagram 36).
It is clear that White's enterprising d-pawn has made a significant impact on the
position for better and for worse. This pawn thrust, as we shall see in a number of
similar cases throughout the chapter in a sense cuts Black's position in half and
undoubtedly deepens his mobilization problems. Nonetheless, there is no denying
that the pawn itself can be weak.
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When I first saw this line, I feared White might be struggling to prove much, but I
am now much more optimistic:

Diagram 36 (B)

Diagram 37 (B)

a) For starters, the pawn is immune right now since 15 ... Bxd6? 16 Rd4! is embar
rassing as 16...Bc5 1 7 Bxf5 Bxd4 18 Qxd4 gxf5 1 9 Bh6 Qe7 20 Re1 ! will result in an
excellent demonstration of the considerable attacking potential of the opposite
coloured bishops.
b) 15 . . .Qf6 16 Rg4!? Rxf2 17 Bg5 Qf7 18 Qe1 forces 18 ... Rf5 when I do not believe
Black can claim full value for the exchange.
c) After the instantly recognizable 'computer inspiration' 15 ... Qf8!? 16 g4 Qg7!
White looks the better coordinated after simple consolidation with 17 Bfl ! ?: for
example, 17 ... Rb8 18 Bg2 Rf7 19 f4! Bxb2 20 Rb1 Bc3 (20 ... Bxcl 21 Qxcl offers an
easier route to c7) 21 Qa4!? and the queen is again en route to c7 with a strong ini
tiative. In all these lines, if d6 is not dropping then Black needs a convincing strat
egy for bringing his queenside pieces into the game and it is far from clear where
this will be found.
d) Instead Black should consider 15 ...Qb6 16 Qc2!? (16 Be3 Qxd6 17 Rxe5! Rxe5 18
Bf4 Qd4 19 Bxe5 Qxe5 20 Qd2 also offers some compensation, but I find the text
more thematic) 16... Qxd6 (once again 16... Bd4 17 Rxd4 Qxd4 18 Bxf5 gxf5 19 Bh6
Qxd6 20 Rd1 ! - rather than 20 Qc3?! e5 - looks distinctly nerve-wracking for the
black king) and now the point is revealed with 1 7 Rc4! (Diagram 37).

DANGEROUS WEAPON! Not for the first time, it is not just the
problems Black has developing the c8-bishop, but its very vul
nerability at home which White is able to make use of.
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After 1 7. . .Rf8 18 Bh6 Bg7 ! (18 ... Re8? 19 Bxg6 !) 19 Bxg7 Kxg7 20 Rcl White has no
quick knockout, but enduring compensation based upon exceptionally persistent
development difficulties after either 20 . . .b6 21 Be4 Rb8 22 Rc7 or 20 ... Qe5 21 Rc7.

C2) 1 e4 cS 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 BbS g6 4 0-0 Bg7 5 c3 Nf6 6 d4!? cxd4 7 cxd4 Nxe4 8 dS NbS
9 Re1 (Diagram 38)

Diagram 38 (B)

Diagram 39 (B)

9 ... Nd6
Alternatively:
a) Our little silicon friends rather enjoy analysing this sort of position, but they do
tend to get a bit frisky and come up with stuff like 9 ... Nxf2?! which, whatever
one's instincts about it, can then hardly be ignored ! In this case White really is
obliged to give a second pawn, but seems to generate a massive attack: 10 Qa4 ! (10
Kxf2?! Qb6+ 11 Kg3 Qxb5 12 Nc3 Qa5 13 Bg5 £6 is much less convincing) 10 ... Ng4
11 Qxg4 Qb6+ 12 Kh1 Qxb5 13 Qh4 ! {Diagram 39) (the key move) 13 ... 0-0 (13 ...e6
weakens too many squares - even the very simple 14 Nc3 Qa5 15 Ne4 0-0 16 Nf6+
Bxf6 17 Qx£6 Qd8 18 Qc3 secures White a great attack) 14 Nc3 Qb6 (or 14 ...Qc5 15
Bh6 £6 - 15 ... Bxh6 16 Qxh6 £6 17 Ne4 ! - 16 Bxg7 Kxg7 17 b4 and Black's coordina
tion is severed) 15 Bh6 !. After 15 ...Qxb2 (neither 15 ...Qf6 16 Bg5 nor 15 ... e6 16 Ng5
f6 17 Bxg7 fxg5 18 Qh6 Rf7 19 BeS, when Black's defence has nothing to offer
against the impending Ne4, helps at all) 16 Bxg7 Kxg7 17 Qd4+ Kg8 18 Rab1 Qa3
19 NbS Qa5 20 Rxe7 once again it will matter that Black's pieces are still at home.
b) 9 ... Nf6 is a much sounder alternative, but also fails to impress particularly. I feel
sure that if Black wishes to put his knight to this natural square he really should
eschew the capture on d4. In the present case the failure to pull back some sort of
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tempo by hitting the bishop looks a bit much in the context of ... NbS.

10 Na3
White has tried other moves too here, notably 10 a4!? which worked well in
Mi.Tseitlin-H. Suradiradja, Pernik 1977, after 10 ... 0-0 1 1 Bg5 ReS (11.. .f6!? 12 Bf4
Nxb5 13 axb5 e5 might be a better bet) 12 Nc3 h6 13 Bf4 Nxb5 14 axb5 d6 1 5 Qd2
g5 16 Be3.
Such a lead in development can hardly fail to yield dividends once Black has also
felt obliged to weaken his king's position. However, it once again feels legitimate
to keep developing pieces here. Moreover, Black can also try the move order
S .. Nd6 9 Na3 NbS, when it seems unlikely that White has a massive improvement
over 10 Re1, in which case it is important that the text move be made to work.
.

10 ... 0-0 11 BgS (Diagram 40)

Diagram 40 (B)

Diagram 41 (B)

Black should probably avoid 1 1 . ..Nxb5 12 Nxb5 Qb6 13 Qd3 a6?! 14 N a3, after
which e7 can only be shielded by the ugly 14 ... f6 when 15 Be3 QdS 16 Nc4 embar
rasses Black's queenside. It looks better to choose ll . . ReS 12 Qd2 Na6 (12 ...Qb6 13
Be3! is awkward) and now among various ideas, the straightforward 13 Re2!?
comes to mind when 13 ... Nxb5?! 14 Nxb5 Qb6 15 a4 Nc5 remains too ambitious
since 16 Bxe7 Nb3 17 Qf4 results in a very powerful attack against f7. So Black
should stick to 13 ... Nc5, although 14 Rae1 will force ... f6 and I like White' s play for
just a pawn.
.

So perhaps it makes more sense to play 1 1 ...£6! immediately, but White has his
standard compensation after 12 Bf4 when 12 ... Nxb5 13 Nxb5 d6 14 Qe2 Bd7 15
Nfd4 maintains a strong initiative.
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C3) 1 e4 c S 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 g6 4 0-0 Bg7 5 c3 Nf6 6 d41? cxd4 7 cxd4 Nxe4 8 d S Nd6
9 Na3!? (Diagram 41) 9 a61?
...

This is undeniably the main line in terms of its popularity, not least in high level
encounters. However, the difficulty I feel in trying to explain the logic of the move
raises for me some questions over its merits. I suppose Black is trying to force
White to commit his bishop before deciding a destination for his knight, but con
cretely this only really appears to make sense if he is ready to answer 10 Bd3 with
1 0 ... Nb4 and as we shall see below, this does not look massively convincing. Of
course . . .a6 may be a useful move in itself - preparing ...b5 to diminish White's a3knight and promote some much needed development of Black's queenside. None
theless, I cannot help but suspect that part of the appeal of the move has been that
White has tended to respond with 10 Qa4 where a simple retreat would be more
appropriate.
By way of alternatives, we have already examined 9 ... Ne5 in Lutikov-Errnenkov
and also considered the rather passive 9 . .Nb8 by transposition from 8 . . .Nb8 in the
notes above. So that really leaves us to discover whether removing White's bishop
is a serious test.
.

9 . . Nxb5! ? looks risky since the career prospects of the knight on a3 become much
greater than usual. However, after 10 Nxb5 Black can (and just about must) con
tinue with the cool 10 ... a6! when there is nothing better than to retreat - albeit to
wards the centre. However, after 11 Nc3 Ne5 restricting Black's king to the centre
by 12 Nxe5 Bxe5 13 Bh6 does not, for once, really impress since after simply 13 ... d6
the rest of his development looks relatively smooth and it is unclear how White
can strengthen his attack. However, White has the much stronger thrust 1 2 d6!
(Diagram 42), which seeks to damage Black's coordination in the now familiar
manner. This seems to yield decent attacking chances in all lines:
.

Diagram 42 (B)
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a) 12 ... exd6? 13 Qxd6 Nxf3+ (13 ...Qe7?! 14 Qxe7+ Kxe7 15 Nd5+ Kd6 16 Rd1 is even
worse) 14 gxf3 Qe7 15 Qxe7+ Kxe7 16 Nd5+ Kd8 1 7 Bg5+ f6 18 Be3 and Black's
king remains in very real danger.
b) 12 ... Nxf3+ (12 . . .e6 13 Nd5!? is similar as neither 13 ... exd5 14 Nxe5 Bxe5?! 15 Re1,
nor 13 ... 0-0 14 Ne7+ Kh8 15 Nxe5 Bxe5 16 Bh6 ReS 17 Qf3! Rxe7 18 Rae1! Bg7 19
Bxg7+ Kxg7 20 Qc3+ f6 21 dxe7 Qxe7 22 Qc7 look very appetizing for Black) 13
Qxf3 e6 is a more logical attempt to close the centre, but White can again keep a
powerful initiative through the elegant 14 Nd5! 0-0 (14 ...exd5? 15 Re1+ Kf8 16 Re7
is crushing) 15 Ne7+ Kh8 16 Bd2.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! In this position the most obvious try
for Black - removal of the hugely significant d6-pawn - loses
spectacularly after 16 ... Qb6 17 Bc3 Qxd6 and now 18 Qf6!
(Diagram 43) when the queen is clearly immune, whilst
18 ... Rg8 19 Qxf7 is crushing too.
Highly attractive, but the final position highlights a key point which defines
White's compensation. How can Black be expected to mount a successful defence
with his c8-bishop stuck at home damaging all his usual lines of communication?
c) 12 . . .0-0 looks safer, when 13 Bg5!? is hugely complicated and might repay care
ful study, but even the simple 13 dxe7!? Qxe7 14 Nd5 Nxf3+ 15 Qxf3 Qd8 16 Re1
d6 1 7 Ne7+ Kh8 18 Bg5 f6 19 Bf4 offers very decent play for a pawn.

10 Bd3!?
A simple and logical retreat, but one which has been curiously overshadowed in
practice by 10 Qa4!? which has also been the choice of such stars as Alexanders
Morozevich and Motylev. However, I do not intend to conduct a detailed survey
of 10 Qa4. This is partly because I believe it is precisely here that the 6 d4 gambit
most needs an injection of something new - 8 ... Nd6 and 9 . . . a6 is after all probably
seen as Black's most 'theoretically respectable' defence. However, there is also a
simple concrete reason for my scepticism, since one line which appears of crucial
importance, 10 ... Ne5 1 1 Nxe5 Bxe5 12 Re1 Bf6 13 Bh6!? Nf5 14 Qf4!? (Diagram 44),
does not seem to hold water after 14 ... axb5! 15 Nxb5 Nxh6! (15 ... d6?! 16 Racl in
stead resulted in huge complications and an eventual White win in A.Motylev
O.Lemmers, Rotterdam, 1998) and now after 16 Nc7+ (neither 16 Qxh6 Qb6 nor 16
Qxf6 0-0 offer potential for improvement) Motylev himself admits that 16 ...Qxc7!
17 Qxc7 0-0 would have been a stiff test of his idea. There is no reason to bet
against the three pieces which tend towards supremacy over the queen in the ab
sence of special factors. I am in fact not as convinced as Motylev that the greedy
16 ...Kf8 17 Qxh6+ Bg7 18 Qf4 Ra7 is so convincing for the attacker either, but in
any case the theoretical verdict is clear enough.
Of course, it would be very naive to assume that this is it for 10 Qa4. In the above
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line, the simple retreat 1 3 Bd3! ? has been tried and is almost certainly the sound
est. But then the obvious question arises- why not play here earlier instead? I do
not doubt that the queen may prove to be useful on a4, with its scarcely disguised
intention to swing to the kingside. But it is not at all clear that this move would be
top priority. My contention is that in the analogous position which we will exam
ine in some detail, White is able to give priority to preventing Black's king from cas
tling without having to sacrifice the bishop on b5. Although as we shall see, there are
numerous sacrifices involved in the detail, these seem altogether sounder and
more complex for the defender to negotiate.

Diagram 44 (B)

Diagram 45 (B)

There is one final reason which might account for scepticism towards 10 Bd3 (Dia
gram 45), namely that it offers an alternative in 10 ... Nb4 attacking it once again.
This however, I am confident will not seem a problem after considering what fol
lows.
Now Black has three plausible continuations (aside from 10 ... Nb8 which I will
take to be too similar to positions already considered and which seems to mix
awkwardly with ... a6 in any case) of which I suppose the second to have been an
unjustified cause of concern to many, whereas the last looks to be clearly the most
testing:

(31: 10... Nd4?1
(32: 10... Nb4
C33: 10... Ne5
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(31) 10... Nd4?! is tactically vulnerable to 1 1 Nxd4 Bxd4 12 Bxg6! Bxf2+ (12 ...hxg6
13 Qxd4 Rh7 14 Bf4 NfS 15 Qa4 Kf8 16 d6!? e6?! 17 Racl Rb8 18 Rc7 f6 19 Rfcl was
overwhelming in J. Barle-Z.Kavcic, Slovenian League 2006) 13 Rxf2 hxg6 14 Bf4
(Diagram 46) when 14 ... Ne4?! is well met with 15 Qd4!, while 14 ... Qb6 15 Qe2 and
14 ... Nf5 15 g4 Ng7 16 d6 are also very awkward for Black. As usual, the loss of
Black's dark-squared bishop tends to be the harbinger of tough times ahead.

Diagram 46 (B)

Diagram 47 (B)

C32) 10 ...N b4
This hits the bishop, and would be annoying but for the clever response:

11 Nc41 {Diagram 47)
Again Black has an important choice of moves, touching upon key issues such as
whether he is willing to live with the doubling of his d6 pawns and to what extent
he is concerned that his knight on b4 may become stranded and rather vulnerable
to attack.
In fact Black has no easy task after either choice:

(321: 11... Nxc4
(322: 11...0-0
(321) 11 ... Nxc4 12 Bxc4 bS 13 Bb3 aS (Diagram 48)
This is an attempt to expand the queenside and make way for the errant knight to
return to the fold. However, e7 is quite vulnerable and the bishop on the b3-g8
diagonal adds further punch to White's attacking designs. Indeed he appears to
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have more than one promising idea:.
a) 14 BgS!? is very tricky, intending to meet 14 ...h6 with 15 Bxe7! Kxe7 16 a3 when
16 ... Na6 is ruled out by 1 7 d6+ Kf8 18 Qd5, while 16 ...Re8 1 7 axb4 Kf8 18 d6 Bb7 19
Bd5 also leaves Black badly coordinated. Neither does 14 .. .f6 look particularly
healthy since 15 Bd2 0-0 16 Bxb4 axb4 1 7 Re1 Kh8 18 Qd2 offers White a certain
fairly risk-free positional plus.

Diagram 48 (W)

Diagram 49 (B)

Black should therefore press on with 14 . . . a4 when 15 Bxe7 is not especially con
vincing since after 15 ... Kxe7 16 Qe1 + Kf8 17 Qxb4+ d6 18 Bc2 a3! Black seems to
have reasonable positional compensation for the slight vulnerability of his king.
However, there is also the very entertaining 15 d6!? to consider. After 15 . . . axb3 16
Bxe7 Qa5 1 7 Re1 Nc2!? (17...Bb7 can be met with 18 Bf6+ Kf8 19 Qd4! with very
powerful threats since 19 ... Rg8 fails to 20 Ng5, and 19 ...Bxf6 to 20 Qxf6 Kg8 21 Re7
Rf8 22 Ne5 Bd5 23 Nxd7 with a winning attack) 18 Bf6+! Qxe1+ 19 Nxe1 Bxf6 20
Nxc2 bxc2 White can play the surprising 21 Qf3!. White's queen performs heroics
in the seemingly rather forcing sequence 2l.. .Bxb2 22 Re1+ Kf8 23 Qxa8 Kg7 24
Qe4! clQ 25 Rxcl Bxcl 26 QeS+ f6 27 Qe7+ Kh6 28 Qxf6 (Diagram 49) when she
appears to conquer Black's apparently impressive array of forces. Once again that
d6-pawn impacts upon the opponent's coordination, while it is also handy that
28 ... Re8 can be well met with 29 Qe7!.
b) For all that, it is not inconceivable that Black might find an improvement
somewhere deep in this line and it could be useful to have a back-up in the form
of the (slightly) more patient 14 a3 Na6 15 Re1 ! 0-0 (Black has also attempted to
shield e7 with 15 ... h6, but this is more than just a loss of tempo - it is quite weak
ening too; it is g6 which then feels particularly vulnerable and after 16 Ne5 ! ? 0-0
17 d6 e6 18 Qf3 Rb8 19 Qh3 h5 20 Bf4 it will not be easy to free Black's position) 16
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BgS £6 1 7 B£4 (Diagram SO).

Diagram so (B)

Diagram 51 (W)

Retreating to this active square also contains a drop of poison- Black cannot now
play the thematic 1 7. . .Nc5? in view of the vicious shot 18 Bc7! Qe8 19 Rxe7!. By
contrast, it is difficult to justify stampeding with 1 7 Rxe7?! in view of the simple
reply 1 7. . . d6 - in this event White would have to take refuge in a very unclear ex
change sacrifice. However, 17 Bd2!? might also be a legitimate retreat. In general
White's compensation is so believable here because Black's c6- and e6-squares will
always suffer whenever he plays the otherwise desirable move ... d6. It is also
worth noting that 17 Bd2 e5?! carries typical dangers. 18 d6+ Kh8 19 Rcl !? for ex
ample prepares to meet 19 ... Bb7 with 20 Nh4, and now that 20 .. .£5 fails to 21
Nxg6+ hxg6 22 Rc3! Black seems curiously ill-equipped to meet even the crudest
of threats.
Returning to 17 Bf4, here are some possibilities:
bl) 17 ... e5 can here be met by the strangely powerful 18 dxe6 dxe6 19 Rcl ! restrict
ing both of Black's minor pieces on the queenside and making it quite problematic
for him to find any constructive move at all!
b2) 1 7... Kh8 18 Nd4 b4 19 Rcl Bb7 20 axb4 axb4 (Diagram 51) 21 h4! (I am not en
tirely convinced by White's previous couple of moves, but I am in complete sym
pathy with her use of the h-pawn- it seems to be one of White's most promising
plans with this structure) 21...Qa5 22 h5 Bxd5 23 h6 Bxb3 24 Nxb3 Qd8 25 hxg7+
Kxg7 26 Qd2 was crushing for White in A.Muzychuk-I.Jelen, Murska Sobota 2007.
b3) Against 17 ... Re8 I also like the look of 18 h4!? when 18 ... d6 allows 19 Nd4 as
usual, while after 18 ... Bb7 1 9 h5 gS 20 Be3 Black's pieces look rather scattered for
coming to the aid of the weakened kingside.
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C322) 1 1. 0-0 1 2 Nxd6 (Diagram 52)
..

Diagram 52 (B)

Diagram 53 (B)

12 ... Nxd3!
Flicking i n this exchange i s partly about securing the bishop pair, but a s much
about ensuring that he will not emerge with a stranded knight.
The alternative 12 ... exd6?! leads to problems after the simple 13 Be2 (13 Bc4 also
offers decent compensation, but there is no need to offer Black tempi with which
to start extricating his knight). Black should probably try 13 ... a5, but the remain
der of his development will not be easy. The plausible 13 ... Re8?! by contrast only
makes matters worse after 14 Re1 aS 1 5 BgS f6 16 B£4 Qb6 1 7 a3 Na6 18 Bc4! and
given the state of his development the tension on the e-file merely adds to Black's
woes.

13 Qxd3
13 Nxc8?! is not at all in the spirit of the position, whilst 13 Nxf7!? is met by
13 ... Nxf2, when 14 Nh6+! Nxh6 15 Rx£2 Bg7! 16 d6!? is far from ridiculous, but
looks more speculative than the text.

13 .. exd6
.

Here it seems that White still has time to affirm his space advantage with:

14 a4!? (Diagram 53)
This advance is also about waiting for ... b6 to restrict the scope of Black's queen.
14 ...b6 does remain the most plausible try but I like White after 15 Bg5! B£6 16 Bx£6
Qxf6 17 Nd2. Black can complicate matters to a degree with 17 ... a5 (17... Rb8 18
Ne4 Qxb2 19 Rab1 Qg7 20 Nxd6 gives White enduring pressure, while in this line
19 ...Qe5?! 20 f4 Qe7 21 f5 Qe5 22 Rbe1 illustrates yet another string to White's at-
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tacking bow) 18 Ne4 Qxb2 19 Rab1 (19 Rfe1 Ba6 20 Qe3 Rae8 21 Rab1 Qg7 22 Qd2
is another reasonable idea - White is always winning one pawn back and keeping
a healthy initiative) 20 Qf3 Qc2 and now White has at least a draw immediately
with 21 Rfcl Qxa4 22 Qf4 - with Nf6+ and Nh5+ on the horizon - but may well try
for more with 21 Nf6+ Kg7 22 Rfel. Black's defensive task seems to be far from
simple in these lines.

C33) 10 ... Ne5 11 Nxe5 Bxe5 12 Re1 Bf6
This looks critical here, although of course the decision to permit White to prevent
castling for some time is not taken lightly. But 12 ... Bg7 13 Bg5! f6 14 Bf4 0-0 looks
to be one of a minority of cases where White's pieces are so organized that an im
mediate exchange on d6 offers promising play. So whilst 15 Qe2 e5! 16 dxe6 dxe6
17 Rad1 e5 18 Nc4!? Be6! 19 Nxd6 Qxd6 20 Bxg6 Qb4! 21 Bd2 Qxb2 offers rather
murky, unclear chances for the pawn, I like 15 Bxd6 exd6 16 Nc4 (a rare luxury)
16 ... f5 1 7 Qb3! when 17 ... Qf6?! allows 18 Qb6! and Black is looking somewhat
paralysed.

13 Bh6!? (Diagram 54)

Diagram 54 (B)

Diagram 55 (B)

I think I have now made the case enough times for holding the black king in the
centre in this kind of manner. Unless there is a clear tactical refutation this ambi
tious move has to be played. Of course, it is strongly to the credit of White's set-up
that for the moment the bishop on d3 prevents ... Nf5 (the move we saw in a simi
lar position with . . . a6 and Bd3 omitted).
Black's choice here is a fundamental one - between trying to restrict the a3-knight,
and grabbing further material:
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C331: 1 3... b5
(332: 13 ... Bxb2!
C331) 13 ... b5
13 ...b5 is intended to keep White's knight from c4. This is in itself a worthy goal,
but it gives White another move to develop his promising initiative. I like:

14 Qf3!? (Diagram 55)
14 Qd2 Bb7 15 Qf4 also looks tempting, but a problem we shall encounter
throughout this section rears its head here - the most direct sacrificial sequences
often seem to be sufficient for half a point, but not more, e.g. 15 ... Bxb2! 16 Qxd6
Bxa1 17 Bg5 f6 18 Bxf6 Bxf6 19 Qxf6 Rf8 20 Bxg6+ hxg6 21 Qxg6+ R£7 22 Qg8+ Rf8
23 Qg6+ with perpetual check.

14 ... Bxb2 15 Rab1 Bxa3
Black needs the material here - after 15 ... Bc3, simply 16 Re2 followed by Rcl and
Bg5 threatens to run the bishop out of squares.

16 Bg7! Rg8 (Diagram 56)

Diagram 56 (W)

Diagram 57 (W)

16 ... f6?! 1 7 Qxf6 Rg8 18 Rb3 is very strong since if 18 ...Bc5 19 Bxg6+! hxg6 20 Rf3
mates.
After 16 ...Rg8, despite being already a piece down, White seems to obtain a tre
mendous attack with the spectacular sacrifice:

17 Rxe7+!! Qxe7 18 Bf6
It is immediately apparent that Black cannot keep all of his material, but nonethe-
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less remarkable that his pieces are so disorientated that there is no convincing way
to give up the queen. For example:
a) 18 ...Nb7 is met by 19 Bxe7 Bxe7 20 d6! (the key move in many lines, bringing
the d3-bishop into the attack) 20 ... Bxd6 21 Re1+ Kf8 22 Be4 Rb8 23 Bd5 Nd8 (and
not 23 ... Rg7?? 24 Qf6) 24 Qf6 Bc7 (Diagram 57) 25 Re7!? Rg7 26 Re3 Ne6 27 Bxe6
dxe6 28 Rc3! and White continues to find creative ways to harry the Black pieces.
b) 18 ...Bc5 19 Rcl! Nb7 (or 19 ... Qxf6 20 Qxf6 Nb7 21 d6 Bxd6 22 Be4 Be7 23 Qb6
Bd8 24 Qe3 Kf8 25 Bd5 with persistent problems of coordination) 20 Bxe7 Bxe7 21
d6! Bxd6 22 Be4 Rb8 23 Bxb7! Bxb7 24 Qf6 winning back significant material.
c) 18 ...Qxf6 looks relatively best: 19 Qxf6 Nb7 20 Re1+ Kf8 21 d6 Bxd6 22 Be4!? (22
Bc2 Bc7 23 Bb3 Nd8 24 Qd4 is also interesting) 22 ...Be7 23 Qb6 Bd8 24 Qd4 and
once again Black is running out of moves which offer hopes of harmonizing his
nominally superior forces.

C332) 13 ... Bxb2! (Diagram 58)

Diagram 58 (W)

Diagram 59 (B)

It may seem strange, but this appears to be a case where greed is the best policy.
What can I say? Black's position is in essence pretty lousy and he needs something
significant to compensate for this!

14 Rb1!?
It is time largely to dispense with strategic verbal discussions. For this is one of
those positions especially susceptible of modern analysis methods and almost en
tirely dependent upon the specific details unearthed by a very complex investiga
tion. Although the text move may look speculative, even reckless, I am utterly
confident that White has at least a draw in the ensuing complications - indeed, as
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we shall see, he has an almost bewildering range of options for securing half a
point.
The key question is whether he can get more. If not, then this is one place where
White might be advised to take a look at a less frantic line such as 14 Nc4 l? Nxc4
15 Bxc4 d6! (of course, 15 ...Bxa1? 16 Qxa1 Rg8 17 Bg5 is disastrous for Black and
deservedly sol) 16 Rb1 (Diagram 59).
This position is very similar to one seen in note 'cl' to Black's 11th move in Lu
tikov-Ermenkov. Unfortunately the single difference, the black pawn on a6 rather
than a7 is a highly significant one (and perhaps an advert for 9 ... a6 after all! ). It is
therefore not possible now to speak of a clear White advantage, but after 16 ... Be5
(or 16 ... Bc3 17 Re3 Be5 18 Qf3, when 18 ...b5 is similar to the main line; it is striking
here though that even the super precautionary 18 ... Qd7l? does not entirely elimi
nate the possibility of 19 Rxe5! ? dxe5 20 d6 exd6 21 Qf6 when Black should play
2l.. .Rf8 22 Bxf8 Kxf8 23 Rd1 and now seek urgent simplification with 23 ... Qf5 after
which 24 Rxd6 Qxf6 25 Rxf6 Ke7 26 Rxf7+ Kd6 27 Rxh7 b5 fizzles out to approxi
mate equality) 17 Qf3 b5 (17... Qd7l? will be similar to the note above on 16 ... Bc3)
18 Rxe5l? dxe5 19 d6 bxc4 20 Qxa8 exd6 21 Qc6+ Qd7 22 Qxc4 White retains plau
sible compensation since the opposite-coloured bishops definitely assist his attack
ing chances. It may also be possible to try the patient 17 a4 Qc7 18 Qb3l? although
I suspect Black should be able to return some material to reach a decent position
here.

14 Bxa3! (Diagram 60)
...

Diagram 60 (W)

Diagram 61 (B)

Once again, the only consistent way to play is to amass enough material later to be
in a position to offer some back and break White's bind. After 14 ... Bc3?! 15 Re3
Bd4 16 Re2 (Diagram 61) both 16 .. .£6 and 16 . . .Bf6 are well met with 17 Qa4 ! further
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building the pressure.
Having worked our way up to this most complex position (Diagram 60} by con
sidering a number of related cases, it might be easy to lose sight of quite how re
markable White's idea is. He has sacrificed a piece and two pawns and having not
yet created any significant threats, his compensation can be said to rest mainly
upon his opponent's very poorly placed pieces - starting with his king. The prin
cipal way to proceed must be to bring his bishop to f6, and his opponent's main
defence in turn tends to hinge on the move . . . Nf5.
At present as I have already indicated, I have not found any clear way by which
White can obtain more than a draw. However, he does have some further avenues
to explore. Moreover, I cannot see Black players rushing for this line even if armed
with a degree of theoretical knowledge. The defence demands the kind of extreme
accuracy which many practical players would understandably view as an unac
ceptable burden, especially with only half a point as the aspiration.

15 Bg7!?
Heading for f6. Perhaps surprisingly there are reasonable alternatives here.
a) 15 Qb3 Qa5 16 Bg7 Rg8 17 Bc3!? is tricky, but 17 ... Qc5 18 Bf6 e6 19 ReS Qb4 is
unclear enough that a serious investigation of the hugely murky 18 ... Kf8!? seems a
step too far. My hunch is that Black has just a few too many resources here.
b) 15 Qa4!? is, however, perfectly acceptable, but only as an alternative means of
implementing an idea we shall see in the main line too. Sadly, it seems to offer no
more than a draw, albeit a very unusual and spectacular one after 15 ... Bc5 16 Bg7!
Rg8 1 7 Bf6 Nf5 (once we have established that Black's remaining pieces are often
too dispersed and his king too exposed in positions where he has to give up his
queen, this is the only reasonable way to defend e7) 18 Bxf5 Kf8 (or 18 ... gxf5 19
Qh4 Rg4! 20 Qxh7 d6, although after 21 Rxe7+ Qxe7 22 Bxe7 Kxe7 23 Re1+ Re4 24
Rxe4+ fxe4 25 Qxe4+ Kf8 26 Qh4! it looks as though if anyone is better it can only
be White - in spite of his material deficit - since Black remains badly organized,
while the h-pawn is very strong and will help create threats against Black's king
even as it advances) 19 Qh4! (Diagram 62} (an aesthetically pleasing drawing mo
tif, but unfortunately no more than that) 19 .... exf6 20 Qxh7 gxf5 21 Qh6+ Rg7 and
White seems to be obliged to take the draw with 22 Qh8+ Rg8 23 Qh6+.
Returning to 15 Bg7:

1S Rg8
...

Best. Although 15 ... f6 16 Bxf6! offers Black a rare opportunity to get castled in this
line, White retains a powerful attack after 16 ... 0-0 17 Bxe7 Qa5 18 Qg4! Qc3
(tougher than 18 ... Rf7 19 Bxd6 Bxd6 20 Bxg6 hxg6 21 Qxg6+ Rg7 22 Re8+ Bf8 23
Qd6 Rf7 24 Rb4!! with a winning attack, despite the reduction in firepower) and
now there are various ways to proceed, but 19 Bxf8 Kxf8 20 Re3 Bel 21 Rh3! is
simple and far from easy to meet.
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1 6 Bf6 Nfs! (Diagram 63)
The most logical defence and the best - the possibility of ... Kf8 next move means
that in spite of appearances, Black is not obliged to return the piece.

Diagram 62 (B)

Diagram 63 (W)

DANGEROUS WEAPON! 16 ... Bc5?! is much weaker after 17
Qd2! b6 18 Rxe7+ Qxe7 19 Re1 NfS 20 Bxfs Qxe1+ 21 Qxe1+
Kf8 when 22 Qes! gxfs 23 d6 is devastating. As we have
already seen, White seems to do well in these positions where
Black gives up the queen even for apparently promising quan
tities of material.
After 16 ... Nf5 there is a final parting of ways:
a) 17 Bxf5 is safe enough. After 17 ... Kf8 there are various lines, but so far as I can
see no win. 18 Qb3 is one reasonable move, but after 18 ... Bd6 White seems to be
obliged to head for an already familiar drawing idea 19 Qh3 exf6 20 Qxh7 when
20 ... gxf5 21 Qh6+ Rg7 22 Qh8+ Rg8 or 20 . . .Be5!? 21 d6! gx£5 22 Qh6+ Rg7 23 Qh8+
etc amount to basically the same thing. 1 8 Q£3 and 1 8 Qa4 should have similar
consequences. Sadly others such as 18 d6 exf6 19 Qd5 gxf5 20 Re7 Rg7 21 Rbe1
Bb2! seem simply too speculative.
b) Consequently, I am tempted to conclude that if White is determined to compete
for the full point he has to plump for 17 d6!? Bxd6 18 Bxf5 (Diagram 64).
Here too Black has two reasonable tries:
b1) 18 ...Bc5 can be met either the forcing 19 Rcl Ba3 20 Qd3 (probably better than
20 Rc3 Bb4 21 Bxe7! Bxe7 22 Rce3 d5 23 Rxe7+ Qxe7 24 Qa4+ b5 25 Rxe7+ Kxe7 26
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Qb4+ Ke8 and its unclear whether White's initiative will compensate for his mate
rial deficit) 20... Bxcl 21 Qd6 Ba3 22 Qxa3 d6 23 Bxe7 Qxe7 24 Qa4+ b5 25 Rxe7+
Kxe7 26 Qh4+ Kf8 27 Be4 and White should have sufficient play, but probably not
more. However, there is probably some case for simply 19 Be4!? with a position
which I can imagine I would quite enjoy playing. Black will have considerable
trouble freeing himself - but it is three pawns!
b2) Nonetheless, 18 . . .Kf8 is also highly critical. Now 19 Qd2?! is well met by
19 ...exf6! (although even 19 ...gxf5 20 Qh6+ Ke8 21 Qxh7 K£8 - or 2l...Rf8 22 Qh4
Rg8 23 Qh7 - 22 Qh6+ is just another draw) 20 Qxd6+ Kg7 21 Be4 ReS 22 Bd5 aS
when I am sceptical whether White can cause trouble in time.
Neither does 19 Bg5 gx£5 20 Bh6+ Rg7 21 Qd5 Kg8 22 Bxg7 Kxg7 23 Qxf5 b5 look
quite sufficient. So White must be willing to simplify and test the capacity of his
active pieces to generate a strong attack in a queenless middlegame after 19 Qxd6!
exd6 20 Bxd8 gxf5 (Diagram 65).

Diagram 64 (B)

Diagram 65 (W)

I cannot pretend to be certain how best to proceed in this extraordinary position.
However, it seems right to forestall the useful resource ... Rg6 by 21 Be7+ Kg7 and
now perhaps 22 Rb6! which attempts to stymie Black's development once again.
The downside to this story is sadly a familiar one - after 22 ... d5!? (22 ... Re8? loses
to 23 B£6+ K£8 24 Bg7+!) 23 B£6+ (if 23 Bg5 d6! 24 Rxd6 Be6 Black consolidates
somewhat) Black should play 23 ... Kf8 (but not 23 ... Kh6 24 Rd6! b5 25 Re3 with
very dangerous threats) when I am struggling to find better than a repetition. That
said, I don't think White risks much by trying something along the lines of 24
Be7+ Kg7 25 h4!? when Black needs to find 25 . . . d6 26 Bxd6 Be6 and the play after
27 Be5+ Kg6 28 Rxb7 looks fairly balanced.
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Conclusion
The reader will have to judge for himself how much is being demanded of the op
ponent in the latter stages of the chapter. My personal view is that there are so
many chances to go wrong along the way that the presence of a couple of 'theo
retical draws' very deep in the analysis scarcely represents a drawback. Time will
tell whether players who enter this gambit with good preparation will tend to
score very heavily, but I suspect that they will. It's time to test this claim!
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Chapter Five

Become a Chameleon!
John Emms

1 e4 cs

2

Nf3 Nc6 3 BbS e6 4 c3 (Diagram 1)

Diagram 1 (B)
The main line in the Rossolimo after 3 Bb5 e6 remains 4 0-0 Nge7 5 c3, although
it's true that 4 Bxc6 is an important alternative. I'd often wondered, without look-
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ing at it seriously, what happened if White played 4 c3 straight away, a move
which relatively speaking is played very little. When I began studying 4 c3 it soon
became clear to me that playing the c2-c3 advance a move earlier leads to com
pletely different positions. In particular, it seems that Black cannot rely upon the
same approach he uses in the main line which, given his temptation to do so, is
already something of a positive for White. On the other side of the coin, by com
mitting to c2-c3 a move early White does give Black more options than he would
have in the main line. But this is not such a big deal, especially as there' s a good
chance those playing Black will be surprised by 4 c3.
Something else that struck me was the considerable number of transpositional
possibilities available to White. In what could be considered the main line after 4
c3, he has the option of reaching a type of French Advance or even a variation of
the Caro-Kann! So it looks like White players can change the opening, chameleon
style, and perhaps to something their opponents would not be entirely comfort
able playing.
Let's begin with a nice win by Alexander Morozevich, in which he demonstrates a
convincing strategy for White against 4 . . dS.
.

0

A.Morozevich • A.Markarov

Krasnod a r 1997

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 BbS e6 4 c3 dS (Diagram 2)

Diagram 2 (W)

Diagram 3 (B)

In many ways 4 ... d5 is a logical reply to 4 c3, because Black is prepared to answer
5 exdS with S ... QxdS! exploiting the fact that Nbl-c3 is no longer available to
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White. This looks okay for Black: for example, 6 0-0 Nf6 7 d4 cxd4 8 c4 Qd6 9
Nxd4 Bd7 10 Nxc6 Bxc6 11 Qxd6 Bxd6 12 Bxc6+ bxc6 13 Nc3 Ke7 with an equal
position, C.Perdomo-Z.Franco Ocampos, Elista Olympiad 1998.

5 Qe2!?
The more direct 5 Bxc6+ bxc6 6 Qa4 will be covered in the Looking a Little Deeper
section.

s.. dxe4
.

Morozevich's crafty 5 Qe2 prevents both 5 ... Bd7 and 5 ... Bd6, because 6 exd5
would exploit the pin on the e-file. But developing the g8-knight to f6 or e7 is an
alternative to capturing on e4, and these moves will be discussed later.

6 Bxc6+1
It's important to insert this capture: 6 Qxe4 Bd7! would allow Black to avoid the
problem of doubled pawns.

6 ... bxc6 7 Qxe4 Qd S
7 ... Nf6 is an interesting pawn sacrifice but after 8 Qxc6+! Bd7 9 Qa6 my feeling is
that Black's compensation isn't quite adequate, with White planning to continue
solidly with 0-0, d2-d3 and Na3-c4.

8 Qe2! (Diagram 3)
Obviously White doesn't want to swap queens on d5, which would only help to
straighten out Black's pawns.

8 Nf6
...

After White's reply to this move there's no question that Black is worse, so it looks
like we've already reached a critical moment. In a later game, V.Tkachiev
V.Milov, French League 1998, Black chose the much less compliant 8 ... c4! ?, which
forces White to work harder to develop his queenside. Even so, it's instructive to
see how with some direct play Tkachiev manages to achieve an advantage: 9 0-0
Bd6 10 b3! (White must get rid of this annoyance on c4, even if it means eliminat
ing a doubled pawn) 10 . . .cxb3 (one nice line is 10 ... Ba6 11 Ba3 Rb8 - l l .. c5 is met
by 12 Bb2 intending Na3 - 12 Bxd6 cxb3!? 13 Qxa6 b2 14 Bxb8! bxa1Q 15 c4 Qd3 16
Qxc6+ Qd7 1 7 Qxd7+ Kxd7 18 Be5 Qxa2 19 Bxg7 and White is winning!) 11 axb3
Nf6 (11.. .Qxb3 12 Na3 intending Nc4, Ba3 and possibly Nfe5 offers White promis
ing play for the pawn) 12 Ba3 c5 13 d4 0-0 14 dxc5 Bxc5 15 c4 (15 Rd1 !?) 15 ...Qh5
16 BxcS QxcS 17 QeS Qb6 18 Nbd2 aS (18 ... Bb7 is perhaps stronger) 19 cS! Qb4 20
c6 and Black had problems dealing with the strength of White's passed c-pawn.
.

9 c41 (Diagram 4)
This is an instructive idea, which guarantees White a long-lasting edge, and more
if Black is unaware of the danger. Having no qualms about moving his c-pawn for
a second time in quick succession, Morozevich fixes Black's doubled c-pawns and
brings into question the future of Black's bishop on c8, which is in danger of being
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shut completely out of the game.

9 ... Qd8?!
It has to be admitted that Black's resistance in this game is not the strongest, al
though at least that does allow us to see Morozevich carry out his plan to its logi
cal conclusion.
Black must constantly be thinking about his c8-bishop and how to activate it. In
view of this he should play 9 . .Qh5 10 Nc3 Bd6 intending . . .e6-e5 to minimize
White's advantage.
.

10 Nc3 Be7 11 o-o o-o 12 b3 Bb7? (Diagram 5)

Diagram 4 (B)

Diagram 5 (W)

Black just seems to give up on the task of trying to activate his light-squared
bishop without a fight. Good or bad, he had to try 12 ... Nd7 and prepare for ...e5,
even if with 13 Bb2 followed by Re1 and Na4 White should be winning the battle.

13 Ne5! Nd7 14 Nxd7 Qxd7
It's a case of simple mathematics: with each piece that is exchanged, the non
participation of Black's light-squared bishop produces a greater effect on the re
sulting position.

15 Ba3 Rfd8 16 Rad1 Qd3 17 Rfe1 Ba6 18 Qxd3 Rxd3 19 Re3! Rad8 20 Rxd3 Rxd3 21
Kf1
Morozevich has happily traded two more pairs of pieces, and he intends to make
his 'extra' one count in the endgame.

21 ... Kf8 22 Ke2 Rd4 23 g3 Ke8 24 d3 eS
Finally Black's bishop can re-enter the game via c8, but it's too little, too late.

25 Na4! (Diagram 6)
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Diagram 6 (B)

Diagram 7 ( B)

The c5-pawn finally drops. It's true that Morozevich could have gone after the
pawn earlier, but quite rightly he chose to improve his position first in the safe
knowledge that Black could never protect this chronic weakness.

2s ... Bc8 26 Bxcs Bxcs 27 Nxcs as 28 a3 Rd6 29 b4 a4!?
29 ... axb4 30 axb4 followed by Ral-a7(a8) etc would be easy enough for White, so
Markarov tries a little trick.

30 f3
Taking the second pawn with 30 Nxa4 would also be good enough, but after
30 ... e4 White must take care to avoid 31 dxe4?? Bg4+ 32 f3 Bx£3+!.

30...Be6 31 Rd2 Rd8 32 Nxe6
The knight finally puts the bishop out of its misery, but only because Morozevich
could see that the resulting rook ending is easily winning.

32 ...fxe6 33 Rb2 Kd7 34 bS cS 35 b6 Rb8 36 Ke3 Rb7 37 Ke4 Kd6 38 h4 (Diagram 7)
It's zugzwang. Black will soon run out of pawn moves and then he will have to
give way.

38 ...g6 39 Rb1 h6 40 Rb2 hS 41 RbS 1-0
A possible finish is 4l.. .Rb8 42 b7! Kc6 43 Kxe5 Rxb7 44 Rxb7 Kxb7 45 Kxe6 etc.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! This was a positional crush by Moroze
vich, with White's strategy working perfectly all the way from
9 c4!. Even though Black's play could be improved, it's easy to
see how Black can struggle in this sort of position, as it's very
difficult for him to achieve any meaningful counterplay.
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Looking a Little Deeper
1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bbs e6 4 c3 (Diagram 8)

Diagram 8 (B)

m
�

Diagram 9 (W)

TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: Those who use the c3 Sicilian via 1 e4
cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 c3 could consider transposing to our line if Black
plays 3 ...e6, by choosing 4 Bbs!?.

Here we will consider:

A: 4...ds
B: 4... Nge7

Black has other options too:
a) Given that White often captures on c6 without any provocation in order to sad
dle Black with doubled c-pawns, at first sight it appears that 4 ... a6 lacks any sort
of logic. Black's argument is that after 5 Bxc6 bxc6 (Diagram 9), White's c-pawn
isn't ideally placed if he is looking to build a solid wall of pawns. Nevertheless,
we've already seen that a loss of tempo with c2-c3-c4 (as in Morozevich
Markarov) isn't serious. Furthermore, the plan of d2-d4 is also quite promising.

TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: The non-committal 6 0-0 is a sensible
move, especially given that against Black's most popular reply,
6 ... ds, White can simply play 7 Qa4 when he is a full tempo up
on the position analysed in Line A!
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Alternatively, in M.Novikov-K.Chemyshov, Tula 2001, White played 6 e5! ? and
secured an advantage after 6 .. .£6 7 d4 cxd4 8 cxd4 Bb7 9 Be3 c5!? 10 dxc5 Qc7 11
Nbd2 Bd5? (good or bad, Black had to try 1 l . ..fxe5) 12 Bd4 fxe5 13 Nxe5 Nf6 14 0-0
Be7 15 Rcl .
b) 4 ... Qb6 5 Ba4 (taking on c6 is less enticing now that Black's queen can recapture;
instead White aims to show that the queen is poorly placed on b6) 5 ... Nf6 6 e5 Nd5
7 0-0 Qc7 (7... d6 could be met by 8 Na3 intending Nc4) 8 d4 cxd4 9 cxd4 Be7 10
Nc3 (trying to exploit the black queen's position by playing 10 Bb3 intending the
simple Bxd5 followed by Nc3 is worth investigating) 10 ... Nxc3 1 1 bxc3 b6 was
I.Yagupov-B.Gulko, Moscow 1992. Instead of Yagupov's 12 Bg5, I prefer 12 Re1
Bb7 and now either 13 Qd3 or 13 d5!? exd5 14 Qxd5.
c) 4 ... Nf6!? has been tried by some strong players, and White has to work hard for
the advantage. For example, 5 e5 (5 Qe2 Qc7 6 0-0 a6 7 Ba4 b5 8 Bc2 Bb7 looks
okay for Black, but White could try 6 e5 Nd5 7 0-0 intending 7 ... a6 8 Bc4!?) 5 ... Nd5
6 0-0 d6 7 d4 cxd4 8 cxd4 Be7 9 Nc3 0-0 reaches a kind of c3 Sicilian in which
White's bishop is unusually placed on b5, and the position looks equal.
However, White can play more creatively with 6 Bxc6!? bxc6 7 d3! (Diagram 10),
which was Nigel Short's choice when he reached this position. Again the idea is to
play a la Morozevich with c3-c4, and try to subdue the c8-bishop. N.Short
M.Sadler, British Championship play-off (rapid) 1998, continued 7. . .Be7 8 c4! Nc7
9 Nc3 0-0 10 0-0 f6 1 1 Ne4 Ne8 12 Be3 fxeS 13 Nxe5 Qc7 14 f4 d6 15 Nf3 Nf6 16 Qe2
(Diagram 11) with a stable advantage for White since Black has long-lasting prob
lems with his pawn structure.

Diagram 10 (B)

Diagram 11 (B)

At ChessPublishing.com Jonathan Rowson suggests that Black should strike earlier
in the centre with either 7 ... d6 or 7 .. .£6, and these moves do look more challenging.
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Against 7 ... d6, 8 c4 loses some of its appeal because after 8 ... Ne7! the f5-square
becomes an enticing post for the knight. I would suggest 8 Qe2: for example,
8 ... dxe5 9 NxeS Qc7 10 Na3 Be7 1 1 0-0 0-0 12 f4 f6 13 Nec4 Bd7 14 Bd2 Rab8 15
Rae1 and White has the better position.

m
�

TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: After 9 Qc7 we've actually reached
the game Morozevich-Radjabov, covered in the notes to White's
sth move in Line A, but with the difference that here it is White
to move instead of Black!
...

Against 7 ... f6 White could try to cause some disruption with 8 c4 Ne7 9 exf6!? gxf6
10 Nh4 intending QhS+.

A) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bbs e6 4 c3 ds s Bxc6+
5 Qe2 dxe4 was seen earlier in Morozevich-Markarov, but let's examine two alter
natives to the pawn capture:
a) After 5 . . .Nf6 (Diagram 12)

Diagram 12 (W)

Diagram 13 (B)

White can react in two different ways:
a1) 6 eS Nd7 7 d4 reaches a type of Advance French, and 7. . .Be7 8 0-0 0-0 9 Be3
cxd4 1 0 Bxd4!? (of course there is also nothing wrong with the usual lO cxd4)
10 .. .Nxd4 11 Nxd4 Nc5 12 Nd2 Bd7 13 Bxd7 Qxd7 14 f4 g6 15 g4 f5 16 Kh1 was a
bit better for White in O.Romanishin-E.Sveshnikov, Tallinn 1988.
a2) In a more recent encounter, Morozevich preferred to play in a similar fashion
to his game with Markarov, saddling Black with doubled, isolated c-pawns: 6 Ne5
Qc7 7 exd5 Nxd5 8 Bxc6+ bxc6 9 d3 Bd6 10 Nc4 0-0 1 1 Nxd6 Qxd6 12 Na3 Ba6 13
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0-0 Rad8 14 Nc4 Nf4 1S Bxf4 Qxf4 16 Rfd1 (Diagram 13) 16 . . .RdS?! (an instructive
moment: Black should have taken his chance to trade the minor pieces, as
16 ... Bxc4 17 dxc4 must surely be equal) 17 NaS! (now White will follow up with
c3-c4, killing the a6-bishop) 17 ... Qc7 18 Nb3 ReS (or 18 ... Rfd8 19 c4) 19 Qf3 RfS 20
Qe3 Qb6 21 c4! Bc8 22 Rd2 h6 23 h3 aS 24 d4 cxd4 2S Nxd4 RgS 26 Re1 Rg6 27 Nf3
Qxe3 28 Rxe3 with a very favourable ending for White, A.Morozevich-T.Radjabov,
Odessa (rapid) 2007.
b) S ... Nge7!? looks reasonable, so that Black can recapture on c6 with the knight.
Against this I would suggest 6 exdS, leaving Black with a choice of recaptures:
b1) White can be happy after 6 ... exd5?! 7 d4, as it's not clear how Black is going to
deal with the issue of developing his kingside.
b2) After 6 ... QxdS 7 d4 Black would prefer to have his knight on f6 rather than e7,
and White has chances to exploit Black's delay in getting organized. For example,
7... cxd4 (7 ... NfS could be met by 8 Bc4 Qd6 and now 9 dS or 9 dxcS QxcS 10 Nbd2
intending Ne4) 8 cxd4 NfS 9 Nc3 Bb4 (9 ... Qd6 10 dS), and here White can choose
between 10 a3 Bxc3+ 1 1 bxc3 0-0 12 0-0 with a solid positional advantage (centre
and two bishops) or 10 0-0 !? when 10 . . . Nfxd4 1 1 Nxd4 Qxd4 12 Rd1 gives very
good compensation for the pawn.
b3) 6 ... NxdS may be Black's strongest recapture. Playing like Morozevich with 7
Bxc6+ bxc6 is certainly still possible, although after 8 0-0 Be7 9 d3 0-0 Black is in a
position to meet 10 c4 with 10 ... Nc7! planning .. .f6, ... eS and ... Ne6 ( .. .f6 and ... eS is
also Black's plan against 10 Na3). White's alternative to these unclear lines is 7 0-0
Be7 8 d4, with the likelihood of reaching an IQP position after 8 ... cxd4 9 cxd4 0-0
10 Nc3 (compare the note to White's 7th move in Line B).

s bxc6 6 Qa4 (Diagram 14)
...

Diagram 14 (B)

Diagram 15 (B)
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6 ... Bd7
6 ... dxe4 7 Qxe4 transposes to Morozevich-Markarov, but White could also consider taking a pawn with 7 Qxc6+ Bd7 8 Qxe4 Nf6 9 Qe2, as suggested by Jonathan
Rowson. Black's open lines and bishop pair certainly offer some compensation,
but I agree with Rowson that it's probably not quite sufficient.
Magnus Carlsen has suffered a defeat as Black in this line, albeit in a blitz game. In
A.Grischuk-M.Carlsen, World Blitz Championship, Rishon Le Zion 2006, Gris
chuk was able to carry out a similar strategy to Morozevich's: 6 ...Nf6 7 e5 Nd7 8
d3 Qb6 (I prefer 8 ... Qc7) 9 0-0 Ba6?! 10 c4! Be7 1 1 Qc2 0-0 12 b3 {Diagram 1 5) and
the bishop on a6 was again nothing more than a spectator. The game continued
12 ... f6 13 exf6 Bxf6 14 Nc3 Rae8 15 Re1 Bxc3 16 Qxc3 d4 1 7 Qc2 e5 18 Bd2 Bc8 19
Re2 e4 (otherwise the bishop is still dead, as moving the knight loses the e5-pawn)
20 Rxe4 Rxe4 21 dxe4 Qd8 22 Qd3 Qe7 23 Re1 with a considerable advantage for
White.
6 ... Qc7 preparing ... Bd6 and ... Ne7 looks sensible, but in Z.Hracek-T.Likavsky,
Slovakian League 2007, White came up with a promising temporary pawn sacri
fice: 7 d3 Bd6 8 0-0 Ne7 (8 ... Nf6?? would lose on the spot to 9 e5 !) 9 e5!? (the move
Black thought he had prevented!) 9 ... Bxe5 10 Nxe5 Qxe5 1 1 Be3 Bd7 (11. ..Qd6?! 12
Qa3! regains the pawn) 12 Bxc5 Ng6 13 f4! Qf5 14 Na3!, and here the reckless
14 ... Qxd3? would run into 15 f5! with a powerful attack. Likavsky chose the more
sensible 14 ... f6, but after the game's 15 Rae1 Kf7 16 Re3 Nh4 17 Nc2 I feel that
White's play on the dark squares offers him the better chances.

7 d3 (Diagram 16)

Diagram 16 (W)
7 c4!?
...
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With this move Black radically alters the pawn structure, and the character of the
game changes. Both 7 ... Nf6?! and 7 ... Bd6 are favourably answered by 8 e5! . How
ever, I don't see too much wrong with 7 ... Qc7, planning to meet 8 e5 with 8 ... Ne7 9
0-0 Ng6 10 Re1 Be7 followed by ... f7-f6. White should instead consider 8 0-0 in
tending 8 ... c4 9 d4! (in comparison to the main line, 9 dxc4 is no longer effective
since after 9 ... dxe4 the e5-square isn't available) 9 ... Nf6 (or 9 . . . dxe4 10 Ne5) 10
Nbd2 Be7 11 Ne5 0-0 and now 12 Re1 or 12 Nxd7 Nxd7 13 Re1, in either case with
the idea of b2-b3.

8 dxc4
White really has no other choice.

8 ... dxe4 9 Nes Bd6 10 Nxd7 Qxd7 11 Be3
Planning Nd2 hitting e4, with ideas of 0-0-0 (or Rd1) to exploit the open d-file, in
conjunction with c4-c5 and Nc4. Black's next move prevents the latter idea, but
does leave a vulnerable pawn on c5.

11 ... cs (Diagram 17)
Perhaps Black can do without this move. For example, 11...f5 12 Nd2 Nf6 (12 .. .£4?
loses to 13 Nxe4! fxe3 14 0-0-0) 13 0-0-0 Qc7 (this time 13 .. .£4? runs into 14 c5! fxe3
15 Nxe4!, and 13 ... c5 14 Qxd7+ Kxd7 15 Nb3 Kc6 16 Na5+ Kc7 1 7 Nb7! Kxb7 1 8
Rxd6 i s also good for White) 14 Nb3 Kf7! (rather than 14 .. 0-0 15 Nd4!) with an
unclear position.
.

I prefer White's position after 1 1 . . .c5. One possible continuation is 12 Qxd7+ Kxd7
13 Nd2 fS (13 . . .Nf6 14 Bg5!) 14 0-0-0 Ke7 15 f3 exf3 16 gxf3 Nf6 17 Nb3 Rac8 18 Rd2
followed by Rhdl. In the game L.Fressinet-S.Maze, Paris 2006, White chose to
keep the queens on for a bit longer. After 12 Qa6 Rc8 13 Nd2 f5 14 0-0-0 Qc6, as
well as Fressinet's 15 QbS, White could consider grabbing a pawn with 15 Qxa7
since the complications following 15 . . .Ne7 16 Nb3 Ra8 17 NaS! or 16 ... £4 1 7 Rxd6!
Qxd6 18 Rd1 Qe5 19 Bxc5 look favourable for him.

B) 1 e4 cS 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 BbS e6 4 c3 Nge7
Preparing ... a7-a6 and to recapture on c6 with the knight. This has been Black's
most popular choice when facing 4 c3, understandably so given that it's by far the
best move against the more common 4 0-0.

5 d4 (Diagram 18)
5 0-0 would transpose to the main line after 3 ...e6 (i.e. 4 0-0 Nge7 5 c3) and this
continues 5 ... a6 6 Ba4 bS 7 Bc2 Bb7. Here White often selects 8 Re1 or 8 Qe2, be
cause after the natural advance 8 d4 cxd4 9 cxd4 (9 Nxd4 is played more often)
White must be prepared to play without his light-squared bishop if Black chooses
9 ... Nb4!. As we shall see in the notes below, by playing d2-d4 as early as move
five, White eliminates this problem, and because of this Black is more or less
forced to do something different.
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s cxd4
...

Alternatively:
a) If Black plays like in the 4 0-0 Nge7 5 c3 main line, with 5 ... a6 6 Ba4 (6 Bxc6!?
Nxc6 7 d5 is a good alternative) 6 ... b5 7 Bc2 cxd4 (7 ... Bb7 8 dxc5!) 8 cxd4 (Diagram
19), the crucial difference here is that White can keep his light-squared bishop af
ter 8 ... Bb7 9 Nc3 intending 9 ...Nb4 10 Bb1, or 8 ... Nb4 9 Bb3 Bb7 10 Nc3.

Diagram 18 (B)

Diagram 19 (B)

b) 5 ... d5?! 6 dxc5! Bd7 (or 6 ... dxe4 7 Qxd8+ Kxd8 8 NgS) 7 Nbd2 a6 8 Ba4 g6 9 exd5
exd5 1 0 Nb3 Bg7 1 1 Bf4 0-0 12 0-0 left White a good pawn ahead in E. Van den
Doel-J.Nun, German League 2006.
c) 5 ... Qb6 6 Ba4 (6 Na3!? cxd4 7 Nc4 Qc7 8 0-0 transposes to note 'd') 6 ... d5 7 dxc5
Qxc5 8 Be3 QaS was E.Epstein-R.Burnett, Seattle 2003, and here 9 b4 Qd8 (9 ... Qc7?
10 b5!) 10 Nbd2 looks better for White.
d) 5 ... Qa5 6 Qa4 cxd4 7 QxaS NxaS 8 cxd4 a6 9 Bd3 d5 10 Nc3 bS 11 exd5 exdS 12
0-0 f6 13 B£4 Be6 14 Racl was probably a touch better for White in V.Smirnov
A.Fedorov, Minsk 2006. Furthermore, White has more aggressive possibilities at
move six: 6 Bxc6 intending 6... Nxc6 7 d5, or 6 Na3!? cxd4 7 Nc4 Qc7 8 0-0! (not 8
cxd4 d5 9 Nce5?? QaS+!) 8 ... d5 9 exd5 exd5 10 Nce5 £6 11 Nd3 with good compen
sation for the pawn.

6 cxd4 d S (Diagram 20)
Against 6 ... a6 there's nothing wrong with 7 Ba4, but 7 Bxc6 also comes into con
sideration. White plans to meet 7 ... Nxc6 with 8 d5! (rather than 8 0-0?! d5!) when
Black has to lose more time moving his knight, and 8 ... exd5 9 exd5 Bb4+ 1 0 Bd2
Qe7+ is strongly met by 11 Kfl ! : for example, 1l...Bxd2 12 Nbxd2 Ne5 13 Nxe5
Qxe5 14 Nc4.
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Returning to 6 ... d5, White must now make a fundamental choice over what type
of position he wants to play. The advantage is, of course, that it's White who's
able to make the decision, not Black.

7 Nc3
I've chosen 7 Nc3 to be the 'main line', if nothing else because it has the most in
dependent significance, but there are two equally important alternatives.
The first of these is 7 e5 (Diagram 21), which might well appeal to those who play
the Advance Variation against the French Defence. When comparing this to the
Advance French, it's true that White's bishop doesn't usually belong on the b5square. On the other hand, Black doesn't normally exchange on d4 so early since
this allows White's b1-knight access to the c3-square. I think that with precise play
Black should be okay here (see note 'c'), but it's worth remembering that the
French structure may not appeal to all Sicilian players, and 7 e5 is certainly serious
enough to have been played by some strong grandmasters. Let's see some exam
ples after 7 ... Bd7 (or 7... Nf5 8 Nc3 Bd7) 8 Nc3 N£5 9 0-0:

Diagram 20 (W)

Diagram 21 (B)

a) 9 ... Qb6 10 g4!? Nh6 (10 ... Nfxd4? loses material after 11 Nxd4 Nxd4 12 Bxd7+
Kxd7 13 Be3 or 11 ... Qxd4 12 Bxc6 Qxd1 13 Bxd7+ Kxd7 14 Rxdl, but I think I pre
fer 10 ... Nfe7 to Black's choice in the game) 11 h3 Nxe5?! (11 ... Be7 is safer, even if it
leaves Black with a problem of what to do with the h6-knight) 12 Nxe5 BxbS 13
Nxb5 Qxb5 14 Bxh6 f6 (14 ... gxh6 15 Q£3!) 15 a4 Qb6 16 aS Qb5 17 B£4! fxe5 18 BxeS
Qd7 19 a6 b6 20 Rcl Bd6 21 Bxd6 Qxd6 22 Qa4+ Qd7 23 Qa3 K£7 24 Q£3+ Ke7 25
Qg3 and White's forceful play has led to a strong initiative, E.Sveshnikov
I.Kragelj, Bled 2005. Sveshnikov, of course, is one of the world's leading experts
on the Advance French, so it's no major surprise to see him choosing 7 eS here.
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b) 9 ... Bb4 10 Bd3 Qa5 (Diagram 22) 1 1 Bd2!? (this is a promising pawn sacrifice,
but I also don't see what's wrong with 1 1 Ne2 leaving the bishop hitting thin air
on b4) l l ...Nfxd4 12 Nxd4 Nxd4 13 Qg4! Nc6 14 a3 (14 Qxg7 0-0-0 15 a3 Be7 is unclear) 14 ... Bxc3? (White undoubtedly enjoys significant compensation after
14 ... Bf8! 1 5 Rfel, but this is still what Black should go for) 1 5 Bxc3 Qc7 1 6 Qxg7
0-0-0 1 7 Racl Kb8 18 Bb4 Ka8 19 Bd6 with a big advantage for White,
V.Zvjaginsev-Y.Vovk, Moscow 2008.

Diagram 22 (W)

Diagram 23 (W)

c) 9 ... a6 10 Ba4 Qb6 1 1 Ne2 Be7 12 a3 Rc8 13 Bc2 Na5 14 Bx£5 ex£5 15 N£4 Be6 with
good counterplay for Black, I.Smirin-T.Radjabov, Rishon Le Ziyyon 2006. I suspect
that White should play the same way as Sveshnikov did with 1 1 g4!?. For exam
ple, 1 l . . .Nfe7 (or 1 1 . . .Nh6 12 h3) 12 Ne2 h5 13 gxh5 Rxh5 14 Ng3 Rh8 15 Bg5!?.
White' s second alternative is 7 exd5 Nxd5 (7... exd5?! leaves the knight on e7 look
ing silly, while 7... Qa5+ 8 Nc3 Nxd5 can be met by 9 Qd3) 8 0-0 Be7 9 Nc3 0-0 (Dia

gram 2 3).
TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: This IQP position normally arises via a
line of the Caro-Kann: 1 e4 c6 2 c4 ds 3 cxds cxds 4 exds Nf6 5
Nc3 Nxds 6 Nf3 Nc6 7 BbS e6 8 o-o Be7 9 d4 o-o, and so this
transposition might well appeal to those who enjoy IQPs and
play 2 c4 (or the closely related Panov Attack) against the Caro.
10 Re1 Bd7 has been the most popular continuation, and here White can choose
between 1 1 Bd3 or 11 Nxd5 exd5 12 Qb3 with chances for an edge either way.

7 dxe4
...

7. . .Bd7 has been played by Radjabov (albeit in a blitz game), but I think Black suf-
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fers by blocking the d-file and thus reducing his counterplay against d4: 8 0-0 (8
exd5 Nxd5 9 0-0 is also possible, and after 9 ...Be7 White could consider 10 Nxd5!?
exd5 11 Qb3) 8 ... dxe4 9 Nxe4 Nd5 10 Bg5 Qb6 (or 10 ... f6 1 1 Bh4 Qb6 12 Bc4 Be7 13
Nc3 Nxc3 14 bxc3 Na5 15 Bd3 with a plus for White, G.Kasparov-A.Kogan, Tel
Aviv (simul) 1994) 1 1 Bc4 f6 (Diagram 24) 12 Bd2!? (12 Bh4 would transpose to
Kasparov-Kogan) 12 ... Be7 (12 ... Nxd4 is risky after 13 Nxd4 Qxd4 14 Qh5+) 13 Re1
Rd8 14 Nc3! Bc8 15 Na4 Qc7 16 Rcl was P.Svidler-T.Radjabov, Rishon Le Zion
(blitz) 2006. Because Black has played ...f6, he has a less comfortable IQP than
normal due to the long-lasting weakness on e6.

Diagram 24 (W)

Diagram 25 (B)

7 ... a6 can be met by 8 Bd3! dxe4 9 Bxe4!, as played in A.Poulsen-A.Holst, Danish
League 1 994.

8 Nxe4 (Diagram 25) 8 Nf5
...

Alternatively:
a) White can always hope for 8 ... Bd7?? 9 Nd6 mate!, which was the abrupt conclu
sion of the game I.Pandis-G.Papadakis, Athens 2006.
b) 8 ... Nd5 9 0-0 Bd7 transposes to 7. . .Bd7, above.
c) 8 . . . a6!? and now:
cl) 9 Ba4 b5 10 Bb3 Nf5 11 Bg5 (White could consider 1 1 d5 or 1 1 0-0!? intending
1 L.Ncxd4 12 Nxd4 Qxd4 13 Qf3) 1 L.Bb4+ 12 Nc3 Be7 13 Bxe7 Ncxe7 was equal in
O.Romanishin-M.Popchev, Sarajevo 1988.
c2) 9 Bf4!? Ng6 (9 ... axb5 10 Nd6+ Kd7 1 1 Nxf7 Qe8 12 Nxh8 Nd5 13 Bd2 Bd6 14
Qe2 Qxh8 15 0-0 is very unclear and could certainly do with a practical test) 10
Bxc6+ bxc6 1 1 Bd2 £5 12 Nc3 (12 Nc5!?) 12 ...c5 13 0-0 (or 13 d5!?, answering
13 ... exd5 with 14 Bg5) 13 ... cxd4 14 Bg5 Be7 15 Bxe7 Qxe7 16 Qxd4 0-0 with a
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roughly equal position, I.Smirin-A.Shirov, Odessa (rapid) 2007.

9 o-o (Diagram 26)

Diagram 26 (B)

Diagram 27 (B)

9 Be7
...

After 9 . . .Qb6 10 Qd3 Be7, I like 11 d5 exd5 12 Nc3!, which looks a bit better for
White. For example, 12 ... 0-0 13 Nxd5 Qc5 14 Nxe7+ Ncxe7 15 Bf4, or 14 Bxc6 (in
stead of 14 Nxe7+) 14 ... bxc6 (14 ... Qxc6?? 15 Qx£5!) 15 Nxe7+ Nxe7 16 Be3.

10 Bxc6+ bxc6 11 Qc2
A few months after his encounter with Smirin (see above), Shirov decided to play
this line as White (against Magnus Carlsen, at the European Team Championship,
Crete 2oon and he achieved a slight advantage after 11 Be3! ? 0-0 12 Rcl f6 (to
prevent Ne5) 13 Rel Rb8 14 b3 Qd5 15 Bf4 Rb4 16 a3 Rb7 17 b4 Rd8 18 Nc5 Bxc5 19
RxcS Qd7 20 Qc2.

11 ... 0-0 12 Rd1 (Diagram 27)
BEWARE! 12 Qxc6?! offers Black too much counterplay
following 12 ... Rb8, after which the c8-bishop suddenly
becomes an excellent piece.
I think White has the more comfortable position after 12 Rdt as once again Black
needs to find a suitable role for the c8-bishop (on a6 it appears more effective than
it actually is; in truth it just hits thin air). Even so, Black's position is solid, and
White's advantage is small. In N.Short-M.Krasenkow, Elista Olympiad 1998, Black
eventually equalized, but along the way White had one or two ways to make life a
little more difficult: 12 ...Qc7 13 Bg5 (Rowson suggests 13 Ng3; also possible is 13
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Be3, since Black might well play ... f7-f6 voluntarily as he did in Shirov-Carlsen)
13 .. .£6 14 Bd2 (the bishop is probably better on e3) 14 ... Rd8 15 Qc4 Nd6 16 Nxd6
Qxd6 1 7 Racl Bd7 18 Re1 (18 b3 intending to meet 18 ... Qd5 with 19 Bb4! - Rowson) 18 . . .Rdc8 19 Be3 Qd5 20 Nd2 and at this moment the players agreed a draw.

Conclusion
4 c3 is still quite rare, and as such it should still carry some surprise value. Black
has quite a few playable responses, but there is no obvious consensus as to which
is best, if indeed there is a 'best' move here. Judging by experience Black is most
likely to choose 4 ... Nge7 (Line B). In this line 7 Nc3, 7 exd5 and 7 e5 all offer White
chances to claim an advantage and, perhaps just as importantly, an opportunity to
reach a type of position in which he might feel more comfortable than his oppo
nent.
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Chapter Six

The Sveshni kov Gam b it
Richa rd Palliser

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 es 4 Bc4 Be7 s d3 Nf6 6 Ngs o-o 7 f4 ds!?
(Diagram 1)

Diagram 1 (W)
The anti-Sveshnikov 3 Nc3 has become increasingly popular at all levels over the
past decade. A sensible response is 3 ... e5 4 Bc4 Be7 5 d3 N£6 when a critical test is
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the active 6 NgS 0-0 7 f4. Black has often responded with the fairly solid 7 ... exf4 8
Bxf4 d6, but it's also possible to be somewhat more ambitious with 7. . d5! ? .
.

To my eye breaking in the centre with 7 .d 5 is very logical; White i s yet t o castle
and might regret advancing with f2-f4. Further support for our gambit comes
from the fact that no lesser player than Evgeny Sveshnikov has adopted it on a
number of occasions. Indeed, it's no surprise that 7... d5 has become known as the
Sveshnikov Gambit. Let's begin by examining just what the great ... eS Sicilian ex
pert sees in this active gambit.
..

0 M.Srebrnic • E.Sveshnikov

Bled 2008

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 es 4 Bc4 Be7 5 d3 Nf6 6 Ngs o-o 7 f4 ds 8 exds
White can also first exchange knights on dS, as we'll examine in the Looking a Lit
tle Deeper section, below.

8 ... Bg41 (Diagram 2)

Diagram 2 (W)

Diagram 3 (W)

Sveshnikov's latest try. He used to prefer 8 ... Nd4, after which 9 0-0 Bg4 1 0 Qd2
(the sacrificial lO Qel ! ? is currently considered critical, as Line C reveals) 1 0 . . .exf4
transposes to our main game here.

9 Qd2
Ugly, but somewhat less ugly than allowing White's pawns to be smashed up af
ter 9 N£3 Nd4.

9... Nd4 10 0-0
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A natural enough move. Inferior appears to be 1 0 fxeS?! Nd7 (the pressure against
c2 and the misplaced knight on gS become important factors) 11 0-0 NxeS (Dia
gram 3) when Black's knights are aggressively placed. Now:
a) 12 Nge4 fS! 13 Ng3 Bd6 gives Black promising activity.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! Whereas White's pieces do not
combine at all well here, Black's are well coordinated and very
actively placed. Moreover, White is rather short of a good
move at this point.
In A.Ramirez Alvarez-S.Gregoire, Cappelle la Grande 2004, White tried to force
exchanges with 14 Nce2 (easy to criticize, but it's very hard to find anything bet
ter: for instance, 14 Qf2 f4 15 Nge4 f3 16 Nxd6 Qxd6 gives Black a strong attack,
and 14 NbS f4!? 15 Ne4 f3 16 Nxd4 cxd4 also leaves White in serious trouble on the
kingside) 14 ... Bxe2 15 Nxe2, but after 15 ... Qh4 (Diagram 4) 16 h3? (White might try
to block with 16 Nf4, but after 16 ... Rae8! Black has the crushing threat of
17 ... Nef3+! 18 gxf3 Re2; the only defence appears to be 1 7 Qf2 when Black might
retreat his queen to h6 or settle for 17 ... Qxf2+ 18 Rx£2 Ng4 19 Rfl Nxc2 20 Rbl
Nd4, regaining the pawn and obtaining some advantage after 21...b5) 16 ...b5! (the
game actually saw 16 ... Nxe2+?! 17 Qxe2 f4 18 Qe4 Rae8 when White remained un
der some pressure, and was quickly destroyed by 19 Bd2? Nxc4 20 Qxc4 Re2 21
Bel QgS 22 Rf2 bS! 23 QxbS £3 24 g4 QeS and 0-1) 17 Bb3 Ne£3+! White would have
been forced to take an early bath, as 18 Rxf3 (or 18 gx£3 R£6) 18 ... Nxf3+ 19 gxf3 R£6
would have given Black a straightforward and decisive attack.

Diagram 4 (W)

Diagram 5 (W)

b) 12 h3! ? is an idea, aiming to gain a tempo in the event of 12 ... Bh5 13 Nge4 fS?!

14 4
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(Black should prefer 13 ... Nxc4! 14 dxc4 Bg6 when his bishop pair, well-placed
knight and mobile £-pawn supply full compensation) 14 Ng3. Black might,
though, prefer to retreat with 12 ...Bd7!?, supporting a possible advance of the b
pawn, but probably his best idea is the more forcing 12 ... h6!, intending 13 Nx£7
Nx£7 14 hxg4 Bd6 when White is two pawns up, but his kingside a very sorry
sight with 15 ...Qh4 next up.
Before returning to our main game, we should note that White might continue the
ambitious theme of the opening with 10 h3!? Bh5 1 1 g4 (11 fxe5 Nd7 12 0-0 Nxe5
13 Nge4 transposes to a position we considered in variation 'b', above; there we
saw that Black might trade on c4, and another reasonable idea is Kulaots'
13 ... Kh8!?, unpinning the £-pawn for active duties), and here Black must be care
ful: 1 l . . .h6?! 12 Qg2! was rather venomous in K.Kulaots-A.Fedorov, Moscow 2004,
and after 12 ... hxg5?! (Kulaots notes that Black can improve with the solid 12 ... exf4
13 N£3 Bg6, but White is a little better here after 14 Rg1) 13 fxg5 Nh7 14 gxh5 Bxg5
15 Rg1 White had most certainly seized a rather strong initiative.
Black improves with 1 l . ..exf4! (Diagram 5) 12 0-0 (a change of direction, partly be
cause White must, of course, avoid 12 gxh5? NxhS when he is in some trouble, as
shown by the line 13 Qd1 Ng3! 14 Bxf4 Nxh1 15 Nce4 Qd7, which leaves Black all
set to push back the advanced white pieces; another idea is to play a la Kulaots
with 12 Qg2 when 12 ...b5!? 13 NxbS Nxb5 14 gxh5 Nxh5 15 0-0 Nd6 is quite un
clear, and also possible is Kulaots' suggestion of 12 ... Nd7! ? 13 gxhS Bxg5 14 0-0
Ne5 15 Kh1, again reaching a quite unbalanced structure) 12 ...Nd7! ? (Black should
never be afraid to sacrifice a pawn for increased activity or attacking chances in
this variation, but 12 ... Bg6 13 Nf3 a6 14 a4 Bd6 also seems fine here, as the h-pawn
is set to advance) 13 Qxf4!? (the safer alternative is 13 Nf3 Nxf3+ 14 Rxf3, but
14 ... Ne5 15 Rxf4 Nxc4 16 dxc4 Bg6 gives Black good play: the f-pawn is all set to
advance and the dark-squared bishop will eye White's rather exposed kingside
from d6) 13 ... Bg6 (the pawn is taboo: 13 ... Nxc2? 14 gxh5 turns out rather well for
White after both 14 . . .Nxa1 15 Nx£7 Qe8 16 d6 and 14 ... Bxg5 15 Qxg5 Nxa1 16 Qg2,
as noted by Kulaots) 14 Nge4 (White might defend c2, but 14 Rf2 Nb6! gives Black
good play, as 15 Nge4 now runs into 15 ... Nxc4 16 dxc4 f5! with excellent and ideal
activity for Black) 14 ...Nxc2 15 Rb1 (Diagram 6), which follows an instructive line
given by Kulaots in Informant 90. That ended with the pretty reasonable assess
ment here of 'unclear' . Play might continue 15 ... Bxe4 16 dxe4 Bf6 1 7 Qg3 Be5 18
Qg2 Nd4 when Black is well placed on the dark squares and may look to expand
with ...b5.
Having examined two important alternatives, we return to 1 0 0-0:

10 exf4 11 Qxf4
...

It's also possible to recapture with 1 1 Rx£4, as debated by two leading advocates
of the relative causes in K.Kulaots-E.Sveshnikov, Riga 2003: 1l...Bh5!? (Black frees
the g4-square for his knight, but the natural 1 1 . . .Bd6 is a good choice, and after the
12 Rf2 of B.Heberla-G.Chanoine, Montpellier 2007, I can't see too much wrong
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with 1 2 ... Re8!, since 1 3 h3 Bh5 1 4 Nge4 Nxe4 1 5 dxe4 Bg6 gives Black full pressure
for his pawn, but White should prefer that to 15 Nxe4? b5 16 Bb3 c4) 12 Rfl (Dia
gram 7) 12 . . .Ng4?! (Sveshnikov's suggestion of prefacing . . .Bd6 while supporting
...b5 with 12 ... Qb8! looks like a better try) 13 Nge4 Qb8 and here a draw was sur
prisingly agreed. After 14 Qf4! (Cox) 14 . . .b5 15 Qxb8 Raxb8 Black has some activ
ity after something like 16 Bb3 c4 17 dxc4 bxc4 18 Ba4 f5, but it's hard to believe
that it should objectively be enough.

Diagram 6 (B)

Diagram 7 (B)

We should note in passing that White cannot leave the f4-pawn where it is: 1 1
Nge4?! f3 is simply rather awkward for him, and after 12 Qf4 (I.Balakirev-A.Utkin,
Peterhof 2007) 12 ... Nxe4! 13 Qxg4 (or 13 dxe4 fxg2 14 Kxg2 Qd7 with good pres
sure on the kingside and against c2) 13 ... Nf6 14 Qh3 Nxc2 15 Rb1 Nd4 16 gxf3 a6
17 a4 Bd6 Black's safer king and superior structure promise him the upper hand.

11 Bd6
...

Sveshnikov gets it right at the second time of asking; 1 l . . .Bh5?! 12 Nge4 Ne8 was
somewhat less convincing in M.Velcheva-E.Sveshnikov, Dubai 2004.

12 Qf2 Qb8! (Diagram 8}
A second improvement from Sveshnikov. He has realized that Black needs to get
in ...b5, but his earlier 12 ... Bd7?! had failed to wholly convince: 13 h3 b5 1 4 Bb3
Qc7 15 Nce4 Nxe4 16 Nxe4 left Black with a bit of practical compensation, but not
really enough for his pawn in D.Frolyanov-E.Sveshnikov, Russian Team Champi
onship 2006.

13 Bf4
White blunts the pressure down the b8-h2 diagonal, and prepares some ex
changes. This seems pretty natural and looks like a better try than 13 g3?! b5 14
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Bb3 when 14... Be5!? looks like a reasonable method to improve Black's position.
Srebrnic must have looked too at 13 h3! ? Bg3 and disliked it because White is
forced to return with his queen to d2. He can try to justify his play with 14 Qd2
Bh5 (14 ... bS!? is an alternative for those who like to attack; Black remains a pawn
down after 1S NxbS NxbS 16 hxg4 Nxg4 17 BxbS QxbS 18 Qe2 Qd7, but will obtain
reasonable compensation because of White's draughty king position) 1S Rxf6!?
(otherwise Black brings his bishop to g6, may well manoeuvre his knight to eS and
can throw in an advance of the b-pawn) 15 ... gxf6 16 Nxh7, which exploits the un
usual battery of queen and bishop on the cl-h6 diagonal. This is dangerous, but
Black can defend with 16 ...QeS! (Diagram 9) when 17 Ne4! (continuing to fight for
the initiative, since 17 Nxf8? Rxf8 would leave Black doing the attacking; after 18
Ne4 Ne2+ 19 Kh1 the direct 19 ... QfS! is extremely strong because 20 Qd1 allows a
lovely mate with 20... Qxh3+! 21 gxh3 Bf3 mate) 17 ... Ne2+ 18 Kh1 Bf4 19 Nhxf6+
Kh8 reaches something of a mess. White's well-placed knights give him decent
play for the exchange, but anything might happen here with both kings vulner
able. This is certainly a fun position to throw the pieces around in, and from what
I've found so far the position is roughly balanced.

Diagram 8 (W)

Diagram 9 (W)

13 ... Bxf4 14 Qxf4 bs
The point of Black's play; he obtains good queenside pressure and White must be
careful to avoid an accident on e2.

15 Qxb8
A radical alternative is 15 Bb3!? Qxf4 16 Rxf4 b4 17 Rxd4 cxd4 18 NbS, giving up
the exchange for a safe queenside and passed d-pawn, but it's hard to believe that
Black can be worse here after 18 ... h6 19 Ne4 Nxe4 20 dxe4 Rae8! 21 Re1 ReS.
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1 S ... Raxb8 16 Bb3 c4! {Diagram 10)

Diagram 10 {W)

Diagram 11 {W)

DANGEROUS WEAPON! Activity is the secret to the Sveshnikov
Gambit, and one reason why it is an excellent practical choice;
White's position is simply the harder to handle over the board.
Sveshnikov has conducted this game in an instructive and ac
tive manner thus far, and he is most certainly not worse as the
queenside opens up.
17 dxc4
A slightly risky-looking alternative is 17 Rf4 cxb3 18 Rxd4 bxc2, but White should
be able to lead the game towards the waters of a draw here with 19 Rcl b4 20 Nce4
Nxe4 21 Nxe4 Bd1 22 Nf2 Rfe8 23 Kfl .

17 ... bxc4 18 Bxc4?!
Now White begins to drift into trouble. It was important for him to hang on to c2,
and to try to obtain some counter-activity: 18 Ba4! Rxb2 (18 . . .h6! ? 19 Nge4 Nxe4 20
Nxe4 Rxb2 is the alternative, but after 21 Nc3! Rfb8 22 Rf2 White holds tight) 19
Rab1 Rfb8 20 Rxb2 Rxb2 21 d6! and the d-pawn supplies enough counterplay to
maintain a rough balance. Indeed, the game might well end in a repetition with
21 .. .h6 22 Nge4 Nxe4 23 Nxe4 Nxc2 24 Rf2 Rb1 + 25 Rfl Rb2.

18 ... Nxc2 19 Rac1?
As is so often the case, one inaccuracy follows another. With 19 Rab1 Ne3 20 Rf4
White would have been able to put up a better defence. Admittedly Black is better
after 20 ... h6 21 Nh3 Bf5 22 Re1 Nxc4 23 Rxc4 Rxb2 thanks to his superior minor
piece, but the passed d-pawn would have given reasonable chances to draw.
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19...Ne3 (Diagram 11) 20 b3!?
Srebrnic elects to give up the exchange, which was not such a bad practical try as
20 Rf4 Rxb2 21 Bfl ReS would have left him unpleasantly pinned down the c-file
and Black very active.

20... Nxf1 21 Rxf1 Rfe8 22 d6 BhS 23 NdS?
White is too keen to attack f7 and does much of Sveshnikov' s hard work for him.
It was better to either sit tight or try 23 g4 Bg6 24 Ne2!? when Black is better after
24 . . .Re5 25 h4 h6 �6 Nf4 hxgS 27 Nxg6 Re4, but White would have retained some
chances to complicate further here.

23 ... Nxds 24 Bxds Res! (Diagram 12)

Diagram 12 (W)

Diagram 13 (W)

The problem; f7 will fall, but the ensuing simplification does not assist White's
cause.

25 Bxf7+ Bxf7 26 Nxf7 RdS 27 d7
There was nothing better with 27... Rf8 threatened, but Black is now the exchange
ahead on an open board.

27 ... Rxd7 28 NeS Rd2 29 Rf2 Rd1+ 30 Rf1 Rbd8
Sveshnikov's technique is more than up to the challenge; White's queenside will
shortly fall.

31 Nc6 R8d7 32 b4 Rxf1+ 33 Kxf1 Rd1+ 0-1

Looking A Little Deeper
1 e4 cs 2 Nf3
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TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: These days a common attempt to
manoeuvre Najdorf players away from their favourite opening is
2 Nc3 Nc6 (White's claim is that 2 ... d6 3 f4 gives him a good
version of the Grand Prix Attack, since Black can't play ... d s in
one go) 3 Nf3, but this just transposes to the main subject of this
chapter. Thus it's not just Sveshnikov, Kalashnikov and
Lowenthal fans who may like to further explore 3 ... es!

2 ...Nc6 3 Nc3 es (Diagram 13) 4 Bc4
As Black has weakened the long diagonal, this is by far the most natural square
for the bishop. Going to b5 makes less sense here and after 4 Bb5 d6 5 Bxc6+ (un
impressive, but 5 d3 can be met by 5 ... Nf6 and 6 ...Be7, or even 5 ... Nge7!? angling
for a kingside fianchetto) 5 ...bxc6 6 d3 Ne7! (Black has an improved version of the
Rossolimo variation 3 Bb5 e6 4 Bxc6 bxc6; he has played ... e5 in one move and
now brings his knight to an excellent square on the kingside) 7 b3 Ng6 8 Ne2?!
Bg4 Black was already slightly for choice in G.Canfell-M.Sadler, Ostend 1991.
I suppose that White might also fianchetto and after 4 g3 g6 5 Bg2 Bg7 6 0-0 Nge7
7 d3 0-0 we've reached a position which usually comes about from either a Closed
Sicilian or a 2 d3 move order. White often re-routes his knight here with 8 Nd2
when 8 . . . d6 9 Nc4 Be6 reaches a roughly balanced position in which Black tends to
expand with 10 ...Qd7 and 11.. .f5.

4... Be7
BEWARE! Black must cover the gS-square if he wishes to play
the Sveshnikov Gambit; 4 ...Nf6? 5 Ng5 echoes the Two Knights
Defence and favours White somewhat after 5 ... d5 6 exd5 Nd4
7 d3.
5 d3
White's invariable choice. He might prefer the committal S 0-0, but then he hasn't
anything better than 5 ... Nf6 6 d3, transposing to Line A, below.

5 ... Nf6 (Diagram 14)
A more popular choice has been to prevent 6 Ng5 with5 ... d6, but then Black can't
get embroiled in the fun world of the Sveshnikov Gambit! After the text White has
three main approaches, and we will begin with the least impressive and end with
the most critical of these:

A: 6 0-0
B: 6 Nd2
C: 6 Ng5

1 50
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A) 1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 e5 4 Bc4 Be7 5 d 3 Nf6 6 o-o
This can suggest a lack of familiarity or ambition on White's part, unless he in
tends to follow up with a sharp Ng5.

6 0-0 (Diagram 15)
...

Diagram 14 (W)

Diagram 15 (W)

Black isn't going to get in ... d5 in this variation, but the text is still the most pre
cise; 6 . . . d6 7 Ng5 0-0 8 f4 would transpose to a line which the Sveshnikov Gambit
aims to avoid.

7 NgSI?
One might have thought that Black's last would have discouraged this move, but
it is playable if followed up vigorously. White has also tried a number of more
positional alternatives:
a) 7 Nd5 exploits the hole on d5 to free White's c-pawn for action, but Black
should be okay after 7 ... d6 8 Nxe7+ (or 8 c3 Be6 9 Nxf6+ Bxf6 10 Be3 Qd7 when 1 1
Bxe6 fxe6 only helps Black, but in any case White has no advantage: for instance,
11 Ng5 Bxg5 12 Bxe6 Qxe6 13 Bxg5 £5 14 Qb3?! Qxb3 15 axb3 h6 16 Bd2 £4! 17 f3
Kf7 18 Kf2 g5 gave Black a handy initiative on the kingside in R.Yandarbiev
E.Sveshnikov, Krasnoyarsk 2003, and 11 a3 a6 12 Bxe6 Qxe6 13 c4 b5 14 Nd2 Rab8
was fine for Black in Y.Stisis-E.Schmittdiel, Groningen 1994) 8 ... Nxe7! (I prefer this
recapture to 8 ... Qxe7 9 c3; the knight will be well placed on g6) 9 Bg5 Ng6 (now
Black is set to push White back beginning with ...h6 and White must be careful
that Black doesn't obtain an initiative on the kingside; note too how unimportant
the weakness of d5 currently is) 10 Nh4 Nxh4 1 1 Bxh4 h6 12 Bxf6 Qx£6 13 Qd2 Be6

(Diagram 16)
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Diagram 1 6 (W)

Diagram 17 (W)

14 c3 Rad8! brought Black comfortable equality in }.Fernandez Garcia
E.Sveshnikov, Oviedo 1993.
b) 7 BgS h6!? (Black has more often preferred 7 . . .d6, but Moiseenko is something
of a connoisseur of 3 . . .e5) 8 Bxf6 Bxf6 9 NdS d6 10 c3 Bg4 (Diagram 17) 1 1 h3 BhS!?
(an unbalancing decision against his lower-rated opponent; 1l...Be6 followed by
... g6 and, if allowed, ... Bg7 also seems okay for Black) 12 g4 Bg6 13 Kg2 a6 14 a4
Rb8 15 Bb3 Be7 16 Qe2 Qd7 1 7 Rh1 Nd8! brought the knight to an excellent square
on e6, although the position still remained roughly balanced in A.Zozulia
A.Moiseenko, Alushta 1999.
c) With the knight unable to quickly reach e3 via fl, unlike in Line B, White has
tried 7 Ne1 too, but this is slow and 7 . . .d6 8 f4 exf4 9 Bxf4 Be6 10 NdS BxdS 1 1
BxdS NxdS 1 2 exdS Nb4 (12. . .Nb8 also seems fine) 1 3 c4 BgS! 1 4 a3 Na6 saw Black
equalize in K.Landa-I.Kumosov, Krasnoyarsk 2003.
d) 7 h3 d6 8 Nh2 is another version of the same plan, but by contesting the a2-g8
diagonal Black should usually be okay in this structure: 8 ... Be6 9 Ng4!? Nxg4 10
hxg4 Bg5! (trading off the potentially bad bishop) 1 1 NdS Rb8 12 a4 Kh8 1 3 BxgS
QxgS 14 Ne3 g6 prepared kingside counterplay and was about equal in F.Corrales
Jimenez-A.Moiseenko, Kitchener 2006.

7 h6 (Diagram 18)
...

A logical prod.

8 f4!?
This bold thrust is the only real way to justify White's last; 8 Nh3?! d6 9 f4 Bg4!? 10
Qe1 Bxh3 1 1 gxh3 exf4 12 Bxf4 NhS! 13 Be3 BgS 14 Kh1 NeS gave Black good play
in K.Landa-V.Kozlov, Vladivostok 1990.
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8 ...exf4!
A key move for the purpose of our repertoire. Nobody has yet captured the piece
no doubt because 8 ...hxg5?! 9 fxgS Ng4 10 g6 just looks rather precarious for the
black king. It can survive after 10 ... d5! 1 1 gxf7+ Rx£7 12 BxdS Nf6 13 Bxf7+ Kxf7,
but White should be better here after 14 NdS; compared to related positions with
White having a rook and two pawns for the two pieces in Line C, here the centre
isn't so open and the black king is less safe.

Diagram 18 (W)

Diagram 19 ( B)

TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: Black should avoid responding to
White's sacrifice with the solid 8 ... d6 because 9 Nf3 exf4 10 Bxf4
would trick us into a line we are trying to avoid; i.e. play has
transposed to the variation 6 NgS o-o 7 f4 exf4 8 Bxf4 d6 9 o-o
h6 10 Nf3.
9 Nh3
White's main try so far, preparing to recapture on f4 with the knight. I have to agree
with Somkin that 9 Nxf7?! Rx£7 10 Bxf7+ Kx£7 1 1 Bxf4 d6 12 NdS Kg8 should favour
Black, but 9 Nf3!? (Diagram 19) doesn't seem so bad. Unless he wants once again to
transpose with 9 ... d6 to a line we are trying to avoid, Black must hold on to the
pawn: 9 .. g5 (critical, but now we reach quite an unclear version of the King's Gam
bit; 9 ...Nh5!? also deserves attention, since Black should be able to equalize after
both 10 NdS d6 1 1 Nxf4 Nxf4 12 Bxf4 Be6 and 10 Nh4 Bxh4 1 1 QxhS QgS 12 Qd1 d6
13 Bxf4 Qg6) 10 h4 Nh7 (10...Ng4!? is possible but is rather risky, as was shown by
the course of G.Guseinov-M.Richter, Istanbul 2007: 11 hxgS hxgS 12 g3! fxg3?! 13
NdS Nf2? 14 Rxf2! gxf2+ 15 Kxf2 g4 16 Qh1 ! and White had a decisive attack) 1 1
hxgS hxg5 12 g3 and now 1 2. . .fxg3 13 Qe1 Kh8 14 Qxg3 fS remained rather murky
.
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with both kings far from well protected i n N.Mitkov-J.Lautier, Turin Olympiad
2006, and returning the pawn with 12...d6!? 13 gxf4 Bg4 also looks far from clear.

9 f3 !
...

Sveshnikov's preference and probably the best move. Black is wise to avoid the
dangers of 9 ... g5?! 10 Nxf4! gxf4 1 1 Bxf4 (P.Katzourakis-I.Katsiris, Ermioni 2006),
but the solid 9 ...Ne5 10 Nxf4 Nxc4 1 1 dxc4 d6 is a reasonable alternative. White
has a clamp on d5 and Black is a little passive here, but he is solidly placed and
possesses the bishop pair. H.Nakamura-K.Arakhamia Grant, Gibraltar 2007, con
tinued 1 2 b3 Ng4 13 Nfd5 Bg5 14 Qel and now 14 ... Be6 would have kept White's
advantage within manageable bounds.

10 Qxf3 Nd4 (Diagram 20)

Diagram 20 (W)

Diagram 21 (W)

11 Qg3?
Too ambitious, but White may have missed or at least underestimated Black's
next. Somkin later improved with 11 Qdl when it was Sveshnikov's tum to err:
l l ...d5?! 12 Nxd5 Bxh3 13 gxh3 b5 (White is better too after 13 . . . Nxd5 14 Bxd5 Bd6
15 Qh5 - Somkin) 14 Nxf6+ Bxf6 1 5 Bd5 Rc8 1 6 c3, which left him clearly worse in
E.Somkin-E.Sveshnikov, Satka 2006. I'm not quite sure what Sveshnikov was
thinking when he played his 1 1 th move here; it's far too optimistic. Black does
somewhat better with the solid l l ... d6 when 12 Nf4 Bg4 13 Qd2 Kh7! 14 h3 Be6
looks about equal; ... Nd7 preparing ... Bg5 and/or ... Ne5 may follow.
u

..

.ds!
DANGEROUS WEAPON! This sacrifice has shades of the
Sveshnikov Gambit, as Black counterattacks rather than de
fend on the kingside.
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12 exds
Somkin criticized this in Informant 98, but White comes up short too after 12 Bxd5
Nxd5 13 Bxh6 (or 13 exd5 Bh4 14 Qf4 Bxh3 15 gxh3 Nxc2 and White's position is
collapsing) 13 ... Bf6 14 exd5 Nf5, as he has nothing better here than to give up the
exchange for insufficient compensation on f5.

12 ... bs 13 Bb3 b4 (Diagram 21} 14 Bxh6
We've followed the game E. Somkin-E.Sveshnikov, Miass (rapid) 2006 and now, as
pointed out by Somkin in Informant 98, 14 . Ng4! would have been rather strong.
Indeed, White is simply losing a piece here for very little.
.

.

B) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 es 4 Bc4 Be7 5 d3 Nf6 6 Nd2 (Diagram 22}

Diagram 22 (B)

Diagram 23 (W}

The older choice. White prioritizes the transfer of his knight to e3 to increase his
control over the d5-square. Such a plan is positionally well motivated and has
been played by a number of strong players, but it is fairly slow and Black should
be able to obtain sufficient counterplay.

6 ... d6 7 Nf1 Bg4
This is by no means the only option and the Kramnik-endorsed 7... Nd7! ? is a vi
able alternative, but the idea of provoking a small concession before placing the
bishop on e6 cannot be bad.

8 f3
A small weakness unless White later advances the pawn on to f4, but 8 Qd2 is also
not wholly ideal. Moreover, Black can do better than retreat his bishop here:
8 ... Nd7! (Diagram 23} 9 Nd5 (Black's point is that 9 Ne3 Bg5 activates his pieces
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with a comfortable game) 9 . . Nb6 1 0 Nxb6 (10 Nxe7 Qxe7 11 Ne3 Be6 i s fine too
for Black) 1 0 ... axb6 1 1 c3 0-0 12 Qc2 Be6 13 Ne3 Bg5 saw Black emerging from the
opening in E.lnarkiev-M.Roiz, Moscow 2004, with pretty much everything he can
hope for in this variation: the exchange of a pair of knights has eased his cramp;
he has contested the a2-g8 diagonal; his bad bishop has been activated; and in the
long run he might develop counterplay with . . .f5.
.

8 Be6 9 Ne3 0-0
...

Black has no desire to strengthen White's central clamp further with 9 . . .Bxc4 10
dxc4. Moreover, White isn't going to exchange on e6 in a hurry, as that would de
feat the whole purpose of his play by giving Black control of d5.

10 o-o (Diagram 24)

Diagram 24 (B)

Diagram 25 (B)

10 Nd7!?
...

This very natural move has never fully taken off, but that may well be due to the
fact that Black was outplayed after it by perhaps the greatest player of all time in
the game G.Kasparov-V.Babula, Prague (rapid) 2001. At any rate, I can't see much
wrong with the logical decision to free the dark-squared bishop.
Instead Black's most popular choice has been 10 ... a6 1 1 a4 Nb4, fighting for the d5square with decent chances of equality. I'm assuming that a white player will
probably be ready for that variation, and also that Black may do better to ma
noeuvre against a weaker player with either our main line or the closely-related
10 ... Nh5!?, as played by Leko and Eljanov. White must then decide how, if at all,
to arrange the f4-advance:
a) 11 Ned5 Bg5 12 Bxg5 (not the most ambitious of tries, but slightly better than 12
f4 Nxf4 13 Nxf4 Bxf4 14 Bxf4 ex£4 15 Rxf4 Qg5; White shouldn't be worse here and
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the game T.Fogarasi-J.Szabolcsi, Budapest 2007, was agreed drawn after 1 6 Q£1
Nd4, but Black might well play on, trying to make some use of his control of d4
and eS, as he did in I.Tekielak-K.Jurkiewicz, Trzebinia 2000: 16 Rf2 Ne5 1 7 Bd5?
Ng4 18 Rf3 Qe5 and White had already managed to blunder the exchange)
12 ... Qxg5 13 Qcl (Diagram 25) 13 ...Qd8!? (like Finkel, I'm not sure that there was
too much wrong either with 13 ... Qxc1 14 Raxcl Nd4 15 Kf2 Rab8) 14 a4 h6 15 Rf2
Ne7 saw Black thematically free his position further through a trade of knights,
and was fine for him in M.Adams-P.Leko, FIDE World Championship, San Luis
2005.
b) 11 Ncd5 Bg5 12 a4 Ne7 echoes our last note and after 13 Nxe7+ Qxe7 14 Nd5
Bxd5!? 15 Bxd5 Bxc1 1 6 Rxcl N£4 17 Bc4 Kh8 1 8 g3 Ng6 the ... f5-break balanced
out White's unopposed bishop in D.Leskur-B.Vuckovic, Mataruska Banja 2008.
c) 11 g3 Bg5 12 Ncd5 is probably the most logical way to try to get the f3-f4 ad
vance in. Unlike after 10 ... Nd7, Black isn't too well placed to equalize with a
timely ... f5, but 12 ... Bxe3+! 13 Bxe3 Na5 (hunting down the bishop pair) 14 Qd2
Nxc4 15 dxc4 Bxd5 16 Qxd5 (16 cxd5 g6 would have prepared ... f5 with decent
counterplay) 16 ... Qe7 (Diagram 26) 1 7 Rad1 Rad8 18 Rf2 Nf6 demonstrated an
other method of equalizing in S.Movsesian-P.Eljanov, Merida 2005.

Diagram 26 (W)

Diagram 27 (W)

We now return to 10 ... Nd7:

11 Neds!?
Kasparov's choice. White has also lifted his other knight into d5, but 11 Ncd5 Bg5!
(the easiest way to equalize) 12 £4 (White got nowhere too with 12 g3 Bxe3+!? 13
Bxe3 Nb6 14 Nxb6 axb6 15 Bxe6 fxe6 16 £4 ex£4 17 Bx£4 e5 in M.Senff-A.Zubarev,
Barlinek 2002) 12 ... exf4 13 Nx£4 Bxf4 14 Rx£4 is very solid for Black, who drew
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comfortably after 1 4...Nde5 (Cox's suggestion of 14 ... Bxc4!? should suffice too for
equality after 15 dxc4 Nde5 16 Nf5 Re8 1 7 b3 Re6 when Black is very solidly
placed) 15 b3 (Smimov's 15 Bb3!? Nd4 16 Bd5 might be a better try, hoping for
16 ...Bxd5 1 7 exd5!; however, Black does better with either 16 . . .Qd7 1 7 c3 Ndc6 18
Bb3 Bxb3 19 axb3 Ne7 or just 15 ...b5!?) 1 5 ... a6 16 a4 Rb8 (Diagram 27) 1 7 Bd2 b5 18
Bd5 b4 in L-D.Nisipeanu-V.Ikonnikov, Vlissingen 2003.
White might also try to get in f4 with 11 g3, but in response 1 l . ..Nb6 hunts down
his light-squared bishop and equalizes: 12 f4 (neither did 12 Ncd5 Nxc4 13 dxc4
g6!? 14 Bd2 fS offer White anything in A.Grischuk-T.Nedev, Panormo 2001)
12 ... Nxc4 13 dxc4 (White's usual recapture and here 13 Nxc4 exf4 14 Bxf4 d5 is an
easy equalizer, as pointed out by Cox) 13 ... exf4 14 gxf4 f5! (a very thematic way to
break up White's pawns; perhaps Svidler hoped that this was impossible as Black
cannot recapture on f5 with his bishop, but Lautier had seen further) 15 exf5 Bc8!
(Diagram 28) 16 NcdS Nd4 17 b3 Nx£5 regained the pawn with comfortable equal
ity in P.Svidler-J.Lautier, Biel 2001.

Diagram 28 (W)

Diagram 29 (W)

11 Nb6
...

A solid idea, but Black may well be able to improve here. Kasparov's notes sug
gest that the idea behind his 1 1th was that l l ...BgS?! 12 Bxg5 Qxg5 can now be met
by 13 Nc7 and 13 NbS!? probably also gives White a pull. However, there can't be
too much wrong with 1 l . . .Nd4!?, occupying a good central square, while prepar
ing a possible ...bS. Play is likely to continue 12 £4 ex£4 13 Bx£4 NeS, which seems
fine for Black. A strong over-the-board grandmaster faced this is in D.Fridman
A.Balabaev, correspondence 2004, and after 14 Qd2 Bh4 (not such a bad square for
the bishop when it can't reach gS; moreover, Black is now free to move his queen)
15 a4!? (White realizes that he has nothing better than to slowly manoeuvre)
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15 ... Qa5 1 6 Ba2 Black would have been fine had he directed his energies against
the b4-break with 16 ... a6 17 Rab1 Rac8! .

12 Nxb6 Qxb6 13 Nds
We've followed the aforementioned Kasparov-Babula game in which Black was in
too much of a hurry to exchange on d5. As indicated by the great man himself, he
should have preferred 13 ... Qd8! (Diagram 29) and then 14 f4 (thematic; 14 c3 Bg5
15 Qe2 Bxc1 16 Raxcl Ne7 equalized without difficulty in I.Vasilevich-V.Sareen,
Moscow 2006) 14 ... exf4 15 Bxf4 Ne5 would have left Black solidly placed.

C) 1 e4 cS 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 eS 4 Bc4 Be7 5 d3 Nf6 6 NgS 0-0 7 f4
Logical, but not forced; 7 0-0 would take play back into Line A.

7 .. .ds!? (Diagram 30)

Diagram 30 (W)

Diagram 31 (W)

Black may just about be holding his own these days in the topical line 7. . .exf4 8
Bxf4 d6 9 0-0 h6 10 Nf3 Be6 11 Nd5, but there is no doubt that our preferred gam
bit is more fun and offers better winning chances!

8 exds
White's main move, and probably his best choice. The alternatives appear less
challenging:
a) 8 Nxd5 Nxd5 9 Bxd5 (9 exd5 Nd4 has only been seen the once, but Black should
have enough counterplay here; 10 0-0 is countered by 10 ...exf4 1 1 Bxf4 Bg4, while
10 c3 can be met by 10 ...exf4, but that latter course is still better for White than the
course of S.Roy Chowdhury-P.Smirnov, Mumbai 2004: 1 0 d6? Qxd6 1 1 0-0 Bxg5 12
fxg5 b5 13 Bb3 Bb7 and events were most certainly proceeding in Black's favour)
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9 ...exf4 (Diagram 31) and now White must decide what to do about his knight:
a1) 10 Nxf7 Rxf7 1 1 0-0 (it might seem more logical for White to trade the queens
with 1 1 Qh5! ? Qf8 12 Qxf7+ Qxf7 13 Bxf7+ Kxf7, but this is still a middlegame not
an endgame; after 14 Bxf4 Bf6 15 Rfl Kg8 16 c3 Be6 17 Ke2 Rd8 18 h3 Black was
okay in W.Paschall-J.Nilssen, Budapest 2004, and might now have sought coun
terplay with 18 ...b5!?) 1 1 . . .Bf6!? (Black fights to keep the bishop pair, whereas
1 1 . . .Qe8 12 Bxf4 Kh8 13 Bxf7 Qxf7 14 Bg5 Qe8 15 Bxe7 Qxe7 deprived him of it in
E.Sutovsky-A.Kharlov, Moscow 2005; however, White's pawns were still under
control here and the positioned remained roughly balanced after 16 c3 Be6 17 Qa4
Rd8 18 Rad1 Bg4) 12 Bxf4 Qe7 13 Bxf7+ Qxf7 14 BgS (14 Bd6!? picks up a third
pawn, but as Finkel points out, Black can counter with 14 ...Qg6! 15 Bxc5 Bh3 16
Qf3 Bg4 17 Qg3 b6 18 Ba3 Be5, which he assesses as unclear; White might have a
rook and three pawns for the two pieces, but if anything I'd prefer to take the ac
tive black position, especially with 19 ... Nd4 next up) 14 ...Bd4+ 15 Kh1 Qe6 (Dia
gram 32) 16 c3 (there wasn't anything better, but now d3 is more likely to become
weak than White is to enforce an effective d3-d4 advance) 16 ... Be5 1 7 Be3 Bd6! 1 8
Qc2 Bd7 19 Bf4 (it's still too early for 19 d4?!, a s shown b y Finkel: 19 ... cxd4 2 0 cxd4
Nb4 21 Qb1 BbS 22 Rd1 Rc8 and Black's pieces dominate the position; thus the
Israeli Grandmaster has proposed 19 a3!?, but after 19 ... Ne5 Black should not be
worse with some combination of ... Bb5, ... c4 and ... Ng4 to follow) 19 ... Re8 20 Bxd6
Qxd6 left Black well coordinated and, if anyone, slightly for choice in E.Rodriguez
Guerrero-S.Maze, La Roche sur Yon 2006; ...Ne5 may follow to pressure both d3
and h2.

Diagram 32 (W)

Diagram 3 3 (W)

a2) 10 Nf3 Bh4+ (preventing White from castling; 10 ... Be6 has also been tried and
uncompromising souls may wish to consider too the doubled-edged and King's
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Gambit-like 10. . .g5!?) 1 1 K£1 B£6! (Diagram 33) 12 Bx£4 (an ambitious alternative is
12 Bxc6 bxc6 13 eS, but Black should be fine here after 13 ...Bg5, and it's also possi
ble to sacrifice the pawn with 13 ... Be7!? 14 Bxf4 Be6, followed by ... c4 and/or . . .£6)
12... Bxb2 13 Rbl Bf6 14 Qd2 Be6!? 15 c4 (Black would have enjoyed full compensa
tion for his pawn in the event of 15 Bxe6 fxe6 16 Rxb7 e5 17 Be3 Qc8 18 Rbl Nd4)
15. . .Qd7 16 h3 Rae8 was fairly comfortable for Black in T.Gruskovnjak
E.Sveshnikov, Slovenian Team Championship 2004.
a3) 10 h4! ? Bxg5 (the sensible choice; one of White's ideas appears to be 10 ...h6 11
Qh5! Bxg5 12 hxg5 Qxg5 13 Qh2 with the bishop pair and a likely pull) 1 1 hxg5
Qxg5 12 0-0 Bg4 13 Bxf4 (this is the other point behind White's lOth, although now
Black can regain his pawn; thus 13 Qel Nd4 14 Bxf4 might be tried even though
Black should be okay after 14 . . .Qe7) 13 ... Bxd1! 14 Bxg5 Bxc2 15 Rf3 was the course
of D.Szoen-K.Ejsmont, Sielpa 2004, and now 15 ... Rac8!? 16 Rafl Rc7 followed by
improving the knight would have maintained a rough balance.
b) 8 BxdS (rare) 8 . . .exf4! 9 Bxc6 (White loses a piece in the event of 9 Bxf4?? Nxd5
because 10 exd5 Bxg5 11 BxgS Qxg5 12 dxc6 Qxg2 is pretty crushing; once again
White might unbalance the position with 9 Nx£7 Rx£7 10 Bx£7+ Kxf7 1 1 Bxf4 Kg8,
but Black has to be at least equal here with his central grip and material balance of
two minor pieces for the rook and pawns) 9 . . .bxc6 10 Bxf4 Nd5! (Diagram 34) 1 1
Qh5 (ambitious, but 1 1 exd5 Bxg5 1 2 0-0 cxd5 leaves Black with a useful centre
and a bishop for knight advantage) l l . . .h6 12 exd5 hxg5 13 Bd2 cxdS was at least
equal for Black in J.Moingt-T.Calistri, Bastia 2004.

Diagram 34 {W)

Diagram 3 5 (W)

Returning to the critical 8 exdS and now 8 . . .Bg4! was seen in Srebenic-Sveshnikov.
I believe that is Black's best move, but let's also have a look at Sveshnikov's older
choice:
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8 Nd41? (Diagram 3 5)
...

ROLL THE DICE! Sveshnikov may have switched from this risky
approach to 8... Bg4, but 8 . . Nd4 does not appear to be in as
bad a state as theory has suggested. I'm not certain that I'd
want to play 8... Nd4 against an opponent who revels in sharp,
attacking situations, but it might well be a good try against a
more positional or unprepared opponent.
.

9 0-0
A sharp alternative is 9 fxe5?! Bg4 10 exf6!? (radical and not entirely convincing,
but 10 Qd2 Nd7 gives Black pretty reasonable counterplay as we saw in the notes
to White's lOth move in Srebrnic-Sveshnikov) lO ... Bxdl l l fxe7 Qxe7+ 12 Kxdl,
which gives White three pieces for the queen. However, after 12 ... Qd7! Black is the
better co-ordinated and appears to be doing pretty well: 13 Rel b5 14 Bb3 Qg4+ 15
Ne2 Nxe2 16 Rxe2 Rae8 1 7 Ne4 c4 and Black won a piece in D.Smith
A.Balasubramanian, Parsippany 2007.

9 .. Bg4 10 Qell (Diagram 36)
.

Diagram 36 (B)

Diagram 37 (W)

A radical sacrifice and definitely White's most dangerous try. As related by Pavel
Skatchkov in New in Chess Yearbook 81, this move was analysed by some young
Russian masters after a training session in 2004, and was first employed by one of
their trainers, Yakov Meister. I believe that Black can just about hold the balance
after the text, but he must tread carefully!
Previously White had struggled after 10 Nf3?! Bd6 1 1 fxe5 Bxe5 12 Bg5?! (White's
kingside is a problem too after 12 Qel Nxf3+ 13 gxf3 ReS 14 Qh4 Bf5, but this was
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probably a better try) 12 ... Nxf3+ 13 gxf3 Bh3 14 Re1 Bd4+, which left his king ex
posed in C.Philippe-E.Sveshnikov, Cap d' Agde 2003; a factor which the stunning
course of the game highlighted: 15 Kh1 (15 Be3? would have lost to 15 ... Nxd5!, as
pointed out by Skatchkov) 15 ... Ng4! (Diagram 37) 16 Qd2 Qxg5! 17 Qxg5 Nf2+ 1 8
Kg1 Nxd3+ 19 Kh1 (White loses his queen i n the event of 19 Re3 h6 2 0 Qh4 Bxe3+
21 Kh1 g5! ) 19 ...Nf2+ 20 Kg1 Ne4+ 21 Qe3 Nd2! and having spurned the repetition,
Black enjoyed the upper hand.

m
�

TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: Another option here is 10 Qd2, which
takes play back into Srebrnic-Sveshnikov.

10 exf4
...

The initial point of White's bold play is that 10 ... Nxc2 1 1 Qg3 Nxa1? (Black should
prefer l l . . .exf4 12 Bxf4, transposing to variation 'a' below) 12 fxe5 Bh5 13 d6 Bxd6
14 exd6 gives him a very strong initiative for the exchange.

11 Bxf4
At this point practice has only seen 1 1 . . .h6?, but after 12 Nge4 Nh5 (12 ... Nxc2 13
Qg3 Nxa1 14 d6 is once again rather strong) 13 Qd2 White was simply much bet
ter in Y.Meister-P.Smirnov Moscow 2004. Thus I feel that Black really must bite
the bullet with 1l.. .Nxc2! (Diagram 38), which could really do with some a test or
two! Now we have:

Diagram 38 (W)

Diagram 39 (W}

a) 12 Qg3 Nh5 !? (Black's cause is by no means helpless after 12 ... Nxa1 13 d6 Nc2
14 dxe7 Qxe7, but Cox's 15 Nce4! appears to favour White, such as after 15 ...b5 16
Bd6 Nxe4 1 7 Nxe4 Qd7 18 Bd5 Nd4 19 Rf2!) 13 Qxg4 Nxf4 is a bit of a mess and
leads to a further divide:
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a1) 14 Nxf7 Rxf7 15 d6 Bxd6 16 Bxf7+ Kh8! (Diagram 39) follows analysis b y Ora
tovsky. White cannot avoid losing the exchange back here and Black seems to be
okay: for example, 17 NbS! ? (trying to force the pace, and White does lack a par
ticularly good alternative plan) 1 7... Ne3 18 Qf3 Nxf1 19 Rxfl Be5 20 Qxb7 a6 21
Qe4 axb5 22 Qxe5 Nxd3 23 Qe3 c4 24 b3! and the game looks likely to fizzle out to
a draw.
a2) Another scary-looking approach is 14 Nce4!? Nxa1 15 Rxf4, but I feel that
Black has the solution in 15 . . .Bxg5 16 Nxg5 b5!, as 17 Nxh7 (White comes up short
too after 1 7 Qh5 h6 18 Nxf7 Qe8, and even 1 7 Bxb5 !? h6 1 8 Ne4 Nc2 19 Nf6+ Kh8
20 Nh5 doesn't appear to give him any advantage after 20. . . g6) 17 ... Kxh7 1 8 Qh5+
Kg8 19 Rh4 Qxh4 20 Qxh4 bxc4 fully defends.
a3) Another very critical try is 14 Nxh7!? Kxh7 15 Rxf4 as John Cox discovered
whilst researching his excellent Starting Out: Sicilian Sveshnikov. This approach is
dangerous, but Black appears to have the answer in 15 ... g6! (the best try; Black
cannot capture the rook in view of 15 ... Nxa1? 16 Qh5+ Kg8 1 7 d6 when White
wins, and 15 ... Bg5?! also appears to come up short after 16 Qh5+ Kg8 17 Rxf7! Rxf7
18 d6 Be3+ 19 Kh1 Qd7 20 Rfl Raf8 21 Rf3!) 16 d6 (Black defends too after 16 Rb1
f5) 16 ... Bg5 (Diagram 40) 1 7 Rxf7+!? (17 Rafl f5 keeps lines closed on the kingside)
1 7... Rxf7 18 Bxf7 Qf6, which doesn't appear to give White anything more than 19
Nd5 Qx£7 20 Qxg5 Nxa1 21 d7 R£8 22 N£6+ Kg7 23 d8Q! Rxd8 24 Nh5+ Kh7 25
Nf6+ and perpetual.

Diagram 40 (W)

Diagram 41 (W)

b) 12 Qh4!? is also not without venom. Now Black should again follow Ora
tovsky's analysis for ChessBase with 12 ... h6! 13 Racl (White would like to make 13
Nxf7 Rx£7 14 d6 work, but after 14 ... Bxd6 15 Bxd6 Qxd6 he doesn't seem to have
anything better than recouping his material with 16 Bxf7+ Kxf7 1 7 Qxg4 Nxa1 18
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Qc4+ Qe6 19 Rxa1) 13 ...hxg5 14 Bxg5, but now he only considered capturing on d5,
whereas 14 ... Ne3! {Diagram 41) appears stronger: for example, 15 Bxe3 (15 d6!? is
another idea and one which isn't at all clear after 15 ... Qxd6 16 Bxe3 Rae8 17 Bg5
Bd7) 15 . . . Nxd5 1 6 Qxg4 Nxe3 (the point of Black's play) 17 Qh5 Nxc4! (Black must
attend to the danger down the h-file; 17 ... Nxfl? 18 Rxfl Qe8 19 Rf3 would not be
the way to go) 18 dxc4 Qd4+ 19 Kh1 Rae8 20 Rf3 g6 sees Black defending and
maintaining a rough balance.

Conclu sion
By meeting White's anti-Sveshnikov approach with 3 ...e5 4 Bc4 Be7 5 d3 Nf6 Black
appears to gain a decent position. He obtains active counterplay in the event of
Sveshnikov's dynamic 6 Ng5 0-0 7 f4 d5!?, which just looks like a decent gambit.
Moreover, I especially like Black's activity after 8 exd5 Bg4!, which sidesteps the
tricky line 8 ... Nd4 9 0-0 Bg4 10 Qel .
White doesn't have t o opt for the critical 6 Ng5, and he might prefer either 6 0-0 or
6 Nd2. They can easily lead to a less exciting game than the Sveshnikov Gambit,
but neither should especially trouble Black who will obtain a fair share of the
chances in a manoeuvring struggle.
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Richa rd Pa lliser

1 e4 cs

2

Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 es!? (Diagram 1)

Diagram 1 (B)
A popular way to sidestep all the theory and complexity of the Sveshnikov, not to
mention the Kalashnikov and Lowenthal too, sees White delaying d4 for a move
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with 3 Nc3. H e must, of course, be ready for 3. . .e6, 3. . .e5 (the subject of Chapter 6),
3 ... d6 and 3 ... g6 in response, as well as a move which has become popular with
many fans of the Sveshnikov, namely 3 ... Nf6. Here the vast majority of grandmas
ter games continue 4 BbS or 4 d4, but can the aggressive 4 eS really be so bad?
By advancing in the centre White disrupts Black's development while obtaining a
useful bridgehead. That comes at some cost, though; White must lose time with
his queen and be prepared to sacrifice a pawn. However, I feel that the benefits at
least balance out the negatives, and that 4 eS is a pretty dangerous weapon. In
deed, this is a variation which theory has long been wrong to rather neglect!
One player who has certainly not been afraid to employ 4 eS on occasion has been
the attack-loving Swedish Grandmaster, Jonny Hector.
0 J.Hector • M.Lindinger

H a m b u rg 2003

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 eS!? Ng4 5 Qe2 (Diagram 2)

Diagram 2 (B)

Diagram 3 (B)

s .. .Qc7
A principled and popular move, but now White gets to reveal some of the main
attacking intent within his set-up. A safer choice is S ... d6, as we will consider in
the Looking a Little Deeper section.

6 Nbs
White must attack the queen, although he can also gambit with 6 NdS!? Qb8 7 d4,
as we will explore in Line A2, below.
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6 ...Qb8 7 d4! a6?
White has an amazing score after this misguided approach, which has caught out
a number of players. A better choice is the main line of 7 ... cxd4 8 Bf4 f6, although
there can be little doubting White's superior development and compensation here.

8 Nd6+! (Diagram 3)
A powerful sacrifice and a key point behind White's play. Admittedly 8 h3 Ngxe5
9 dxe5 axb5 10 Bf4 (A.Spice-M.White, Hensol Park 2007) isn't too bad, but after
10 ... Ra4!? 1 1 Qd2 Qa7 the position isn't at all clear.

8 ... exd6 9 exd6+ Kd8
Black's position is already rather unenviable, but he has to hang on to the extra
piece; 9 ... Be7?! 10 Bf4 cxd4 11 Nxd4 Nce5 12 Bxe5 Nxe5 13 dxe7 d6 14 0-0-0 saw
White regain the piece with some advantage in R.Pert-C.Fitzmaurice, Oakham
1997.

10 dxcs
DANGEROUS WEAPON! White has sacrificed a piece for a
powerful bind on the position, not to mention some initiative,
and he already appears to be doing pretty well!
10... b6
This attempt to break up White's central pawn phalanx is a little slow, but Black
has also suffered somewhat after the alternatives:
a) 10 ... Bxd6 tries to return the piece to break out, but White can do much better
than 11 cxd6 Re8 12 Be3. Indeed, 1 1 Ng5! (Diagram 4) prevents l l ...Re8 and after
1l.. .Nh6 (Black preferred 1 l ...Nce5 12 cxd6 Re8 13 Ne4! b6 14 h3 Bb7 15 hxg4 Bxe4
in A.Love-P.Spiller, Auckland 1997, but now 16 Bg5+ f6 17 0-0-0 would have been
simple and strong; perhaps the best try is 1 l . ..Bxc5!?, although White should be
better in the admittedly not totally clear position after 12 Nxf7+ Kc7 13 Qxg4 Re8+
14 Be2 d6 15 Qxg7 Bd7 1 6 c3! and here 14 Be3!?, returning the pawn for open lines
and to further White's development after 14 ...Bxe3 1 5 fxe3 Rxe3+ 16 Be2, might be
even stronger) 12 cxd6 Qxd6 (essential; 12 ... Re8? 13 Be3 threatened mate, prepared
to defend d6 by going long and left Black unable to satisfactorily unravel in
J.Monton Queralt-A.Castillo Martinez, Mislata 2004) 13 Be3 (also pretty good is
the simpler 13 Ne4 Qe5 14 Nc3 Nf5 15 Qxe5 Nxe5 16 Bd2 d6 17 0-0-0, which left
White with a pleasant advantage due to his safer king and the bishop-pair in
D.Losev-S.Beshukov, Moscow 1990) 13 ... Kc7 (13 ... Qb4+?! 14 c3 Qa5 15 Qc4 Ne5 16
Qb3 left Black under huge pressure in P.Munar Rossello-A.Ballester Cladera,
Palma de Mallorca 2003) 14 c3! £6 (not ideal, but 14 ... Re8? runs into 15 Bb6+!) 15
Ne4 Qe6 16 0-0-0!? (Diagram 5) White is clearly better, as even 16 ... Qxa2 fails to
really trouble him after 1 7 Bxh6 gxh6 18 Nxf6.
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Diagram 4 (B)

Bad?

Diagram 5 (B)

b) 10 ... f6?! is directed against the threat of 11 Ng5, but after 1 1 Qe4 Nge5 (1 1 . ..h5!?
is a more combative choice when White should avoid 12 h3? Bxd6!; much better is
the aggressive 12 Ng5! fxg5 13 Bxg5+ Nf6 14 0-0-0 when White is two pieces
down, but enjoys a crushing bind and the threat of 15 Qg6 is probably a decisive
one!) 12 Nxe5 Nxe5 13 Bf4 (Diagram 6) 13 ... Nc6? (not a great defence, but Black is
already in some trouble: 13 ... b6? 14 Bxe5 fxe5 15 Qh4+ Ke8 16 Qh5+ Kd8 1 7 Qg5+
Ke8 18 Qxe5+ Kd8 19 Qg5+ Ke8 20 0-0-0 forced resignation in A.Love-T.Anderson,
Melbourne 1997; 13 ... Ng6?! 14 Bc4 Nxf4 15 Qx£4 b6 16 0-0-0 bxc5 1 7 Rhe1 threatens
18 B£7 with a monstrous attack; and even 13 ...Bxd6!? 14 cxd6 Qxd6 15 Be2 leaves
White with some advantage) 14 0-0-0 g6 15 Bc4 Black had to resign in I.Madl
S.Bromberger, Rieden 1996; 15 ... Bg7 16 Bf7 b6 17 Rhe1 would have led to mate.

ROLL THE DICE! White should be pretty happy to see 10 ... f6
when his position is so good that he can even show off with 11
Ng5!?, as 11...fxg5 (11 ... Nh6 is a better defence, although 12
Be3 b6 13 0-0-0 still gives White promising compensation and
a strong bind) 12 Qxg4 h6 13 Bxg5+ hxg5 14 Qxg5+ Ne7 15
0-0-0 promises White some initiative for the sacrificed pieces.
Returning to 10...b6:

11 Ng5!?
The ever-keen-to-sacrifice Hector wants to maintain his central pawn wedge and
may well have been after the brilliancy prize. His choice does retain the upper
hand, but White should really prefer the simple 11 h3! when he is just much bet
ter: 1 1 . ..bxc5 (White immediately regained his piece with 11.. .Nh6? 12 Bxh6 in
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D.Wegener-C.Troyke, German League 1993, as 1 2. . .gxh6 13 Ne5 would have been
crushing; 1 l . . .Bxd6 is a better alternative, although after 12 Ng5 White will emerge
with some advantage and 12 ... Nge5?! 13 cxd6 Re8 14 Be3 left Black with an ex
tremely grim position indeed in J.Waitzkin-D.Milanovic, Matinhos 1994) 12 hxg4
Bxd6 (Diagram 7) 13 Ng5 (direct and strong, although a good case can also be
made for the simple 13 c3!?) 13 ...Rf8 14 Rxh7 Nd4!? 15 Qd2! (15 Qc4 f6 16 Nf7+?
Rxf7! 1 7 Qxf7 Nxc2+ 18 Kd1 Nxa1 19 Rxg7 Qb4 saw a very relieved 2600+ Ukrain
ian player getting out of gaol in I.Caspi-P.Eljanov, Ashdod 2004) 15 .. .f6 16 c3 Nc6
(or 16 ... fxg5?! 17 cxd4 cxd4 18 Qxd4 and White will soon harvest a second pawn)
17 Ne4 Re8 18 £3 sees White maintain control and a clear advantage.

Diagram 6 (B)

Diagram 7 (W}

11 Nh6 12 Ne4 Nd4
...

Now Black begins to obtain some counterplay, although his obstructed develop
ment and king position remain serious causes for concern.

13 Qh5! bxcs (Diagram 8}
White would also have been for choice after 13 ...Bb7! ? 14 Bd3. A long, forcing line
then runs 14 ...bxc5 15 Bxh6 Bxe4 16 Bg5+ f6 1 7 Bxe4 Bxd6 18 Be3 Qxb2 19 0-0 when
Black remains hampered by his king position and White has promising compensa
tion after 19 ...Rb8 20 Radl.

14 Bxh6?
Hector underestimates Black's counter-activity. He should have preferred 14 Bg5+!
Ke8 (14 . . . £6? loses to 15 Nx£6) 15 0-0-0 when White's far superior coordination
gives him more than enough for the piece: for example, 15 ... Nhf5 (15 ... Bxd6!? 16
Nxd6+ Qxd6 is probably a better try, although White retains some advantage after
1 7 c3) 1 6 Bc4 Ne6 1 7 Bxe6! dxe6 18 d7+! Bxd7 19 Rxd7 Kxd7 20 Qx£7+ Kc6 21 Qxe6+
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Nd6 22 Rd1 and White regains a piece while retaining a killer attack.

14... Qxb2!
Lindinger seizes his chance and now it's not clear which king is the weaker.

15 Rc1!?
A bold winning try against his 2300-rated opponent, whereas 15 Bg5+ f6 16 Rcl
fxg5 1 7 Qxg5+ Ke8 wouldn't have given White anything more than to force per
petual.

Diagram 8 (W}

Diagram 9 (B)

1S ... Nxc2+ 16 Kd1 Qd4+?
Now it's Black's king which once again becomes the weaker. Lindinger should
have preferred 16 . . . gxh6 when anything might have happened in this extremely
murky position: for example, 17 Qh4+ (quite possibly the centralizing 17 Bd3!?
Qd4 18 Kxc2 Rb8 19 Rb1 Bb7 20 Rhd1 is a better try, not that this is at all clear after
20 ... Bg7) 1 7 .. .f6 18 Rxc2 Qa1+ 19 Ke2 Bb7 and if anything I slightly prefer Black
since it will take White time to develop his kingside.

17 Bd2 Qxe4 18 Qxcs Qd4 19 Qas+?!
Quite why Hector rejected 19 Qc7+ Ke8 20 Kxc2! is beyond me; White's attack is
quickly decisive in the event of 20 ... £6 21 Re1 + Kf7 22 Bc4+ Kg6 23 Bd3+ Kf7 24
Re4!.

19...Ke8 20 Kxc2 (Diagram 9) 20...Bxd6?
This pretty much just loses to a forcing sequence. Lindinger would have gone
down too after 20 . .. Qxd6? 21 Bc4 Be7 22 Rhe1, as castling is, of course, illegal here
and 22 ... Kf8 loses to 23 Rxe7. However, Black should have tried 20 ... Bb7. His lack
of kingside development remains an issue, but this was still by far the best try: 21
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Qb4! (the tempting 21 Rel+ Be4+ 22 Kdl is less effective in view of 22 ... Rb8 when
Black's attack is sufficient for a draw after 23 Bxa6 Rbl+ 24 Ke2 Rb2!, as shown by
the computer-assisted line 25 Rcl Bxd6! 26 Rc8+ Ke7 27 Rxh8 Bc5 28 Rcl ! Qxf2+ 29
Kdl Qgl+ 30 Bel Qd4+ 31 Bd2 and if anything White is lucky that Black has no
more than a perpetual) 2l...Rc8+ (21 ...Qxb4 22 Bxb4 Rc8+ 23 Kb2 Rxcl 24 Kxcl is
similar; Black now fails to untangle with 24 ... g6 in view of 25 Bc4 Kd8 26 Rel Bg7
27 Re7) 22 Kdl Rxcl+ 23 Kxcl Qxb4 24 Bxb4 a5!? 25 Bc5! Bd5 26 Bb5 Be6 27 Rel !
and after a n accurate sequence, White retains some advantage thanks to his
somewhat superior development.

21 Re1+ Be7 22 Bc3!
Hector is determined to carry on sacrificing! His choice gives White a winning
attack, although the mundane 22 Bd3 would also have done the business, as
22 ...Bb7? simply fails to 23 Qb4.

22 ... Qxf2+ 23 Re2 Qh4 24 g3 Qg4 (Diagram 10)

Diagram 10 (W)

Diagram 11 (B)

The only try; Black prepares to meet 25 Qc5?? with 25 ...Qxe2! .

25 QdS
Not bad, but one would have expected Hector to find 25 Rxe7+! Kxe7 26 Bg2,
which would have given White a crushing attack, as 26 ... Qe2+ 27 Kcl Qxg2? 28
Qe5+ leads to mate.

2 S ...Ra7?
This loses a piece and the game. Black's cause would also have been hopeless in
the event of 25 ... Rb8? 26 Rxe7+! Kxe7 27 Bc4!, but he might have continued the
struggle with 25 ...Qg6+ 26 Kcl Qh6+ 27 Kdl Rb8. Admittedly White has 28 Rxe7+!
Kxe7 29 Qe5+ Qe6 30 Qxb8, but after 30 ...Qd5+ 31 Kcl Bb7 (and not 3l...Qxhl ??
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when 3 2 Qe5+ forces mate) 32 Bb4+ he still has some work ahead to convert his
extra piece with his own king far from well protected.

26 Rxe7+ Kxe7 27 QcS+ 1-0

Looking a Little Deeper
1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 esl? Ng4
Natural and obviously best. Otherwise 4 . . . Ng8?! 5 Bb5 just gives White an im
proved version of the Rossolimo.

5 Qe2 (Diagram 11)
We will now chiefly focus our attention on:

A: s ... Qc7
B: s ... d6
c:

s .. .f61?
TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: Another natural-enough move is s ...ds
when White has usually taken play into Line B with 6 exd6 (6
h3!? Nh6 7 g4 is the independent approach).

Along with 5 . . .d5, other rare approaches are:
a) 5 . . . g6 6 h3 Nh6 is the most active of these lesser options when White must de
cide how greedy he feels:
a1) 7 Ne4! Bg7!? (Black's invariable choice in practice; 7 ... Qa5 gives White decent
chances of emerging with an edge after both 8 c3 and 8 Qb5!? Qxb5 9 Bxb5) 8 Nxc5
is the slightly greedy but also rather critical response. Black's better development
gives him some compensation, but I'm not sure that it's quite enough: 8 ... 0-0
(8 ... Qc7 was preferred in G.Siviero-E.Gallo, correspondence 1985, and now 9 d4!
looks good, as 9 . . .Nxd4 10 Nxd4 Qxc5 11 c3 0-0 12 Bg5 returns the pawn for some
pressure) 9 d4! Nxd4 (this regains the pawn, but I suspect that the unhurried
9 ... d6!? 10 Nd3 dxe5 11 dxe5 Nf5 might be a better try, although White cannot be
too unhappy with his extra pawn after 12 c3) 10 Nxd4 Qa5+ 11 c3 Qxc5 was the
course of N.Stevanovic-A.Kanengoni, Yerevan Olympiad 1996, and now 12 Bg5!
(Diagram 12) prevents ... d6 and should suffice for a pull.
a2) 7 g4! ? Bg7 (the slightly misguided 7 ... a6?! 8 Bg2 Bg7 9 d3 0-0 10 Be3 favoured
White in J.Hanley-C.Woods, Edinburgh 2006) 8 Bg2 0-0 9 d3 d6 10 Bf4 f5!?
(10 ... dxe5 11 Nxe5 Nd4 12 Qd2 gives White a pull) was positionally quite complex
in J.Florian-V.Hora, Pardubice 1965, but now 1 1 exf6! exf6 (1L.Rxf6!? 12 Qd2 Re6+
is a more creative and probably better try, although I think that White has the an
swer in 13 Ne4!, preparing to meet 13 . . . d5?! with 14 NfgS; once again that offside
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knight on h6 gets Black into trouble) 1 2 0-0-0 Nf7 13 d4 opens the position for
White's more active pieces.
b) 5 ... Nb4? fails to overload White's queen, and just leaves him better after 6 d4!
cxd4 7 Nxd4.
c) 5 ...e6! ? 6 h3 Nh6 is fairly solid for Black who will look to break with either ... d5
or ... Nf5 and .. .£6. At this stage 7 Ne4!? could do with a test, whereas 7 g3 (7 g4!?
d5 8 d3 is another idea when 8 ... Qc7 9 Bg2 Ng8! 10 0-0 a6 11 Bf4 b5 echoed the
King's Indian Attack and wasn't at all clear in J.Durao-D.Alsina Leal, Lisbon 2001)
7 ... Nf5 8 Bg2 (Diagram 13) 8 ... Ncd4! (8 . . . d6 9 exd6 Bxd6 10 Ne4 Be7 11 0-0 0-0 12 c3
Bd7 13 d3 was a touch better for White in J.Hanley-A.Chemiaev, Blackpool 2007) 9
Nxd4 Nxd4 should be fine for Black who can attack e5 after 10 Qd1, and equalizes
in the event of 10 Qe4 d5 1 1 exd6 Bxd6.

Diagram 12 (B)

Diagram 13 {B)

A) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 es Ng4 s Qe2 Qc7 {Diagram 14)
A logical if risky move. White must now sacrifice a pawn, but he will obtain a
bind and some initiative for it. We now consider:

A1: 6 NbS
A2: 6 NdS!?
BEWARE! Play has often transposed to Line A1 after 6 d4?!
cxd4 7 NbS Qb8, but I'm not convinced that White has enough
for his pawn after 7 ... Qb6! and feel that this option is well
worth avoiding.
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A1) 1 e4 cS 2 Nfl Nc6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 e S Ng4 5 Qe2 Qc7 6 Nbs
From here the knight not only attacks the black queen, but supports the following
d4-advance and may even jump into d6 if Black is careless.

6 ... Qb8
By some margin Black's main move, although he has also tried:

Diagram 14 (W)

Diagram 15 (B)

a) 6 ... Qa5 7 h3 (7 Qe4! ? Nh6 8 Be2 is the alternative) 7...Nh6 8 g4 a6 9 Nc3 e6 (or
9 ...Nd4 10 Qe4 Nxf3+ 11 Qxf3 Qc7 12 Qg3 e6 13 Ne4! and Black failed to equalize
in A.Naumann-D.Bunzmann, Halle 1996) 10 Bg2 gives White an edge due to the
e5-bridgehead and his slightly better development.
b) 6 ... Qb6 7 h3 (I suspect that 7 Qe4!? is even stronger, as 7 ... Nh6 8 d4 opens the
position in White's favour) 7 ... Nh6 8 g4 e6 9 a4 a6 10 Na3 Qc7 1 1 Nc4 b6 12 Bg2
Bb7 13 0-0 was a little better for White in M.Jurasek-P.Bazant, Czech League 1998.
c) 6 ... Qd8?! does, though, remain untested, probably because 7 Qe4 Nh6 8 d4 just
looks rather strong.

7 d41 (Diagram 15) 7 ... cxd4
The main line and a somewhat better choice than 7. . . a6?, although a number of
strong players have failed to realize that, as we saw in Hector-Lindinger.

8 Bf4 f6
Black exploits the pin down the h2-b8 diagonal, but he has also tried:
a) 8 . . . a6? 9 Nbxd4 e6 hardly helps to free the black position, and after 10 0-0-0
White enjoyed an ideal advantage in J.Mellegers-F.Van der Meulen, Hengelo 1996.
b) 8 ... g5? saw a 2300-rated player forget about a key motif in S.Stanciulescu
A.Bonte, Felix Spa 2007, and should have been punished by 9 Nd6+! exd6 10
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exd6+ Kd8 (or 1 0...Be7 1 1 Bg3 and White will regain the piece with some advan
tage) 11 Nxg5 Nh6 12 Ne4 with an extremely strong initiative; Black cannot afford
to weaken his dark squares thus.
c) 8 ... d3 9 cxd3 e6 was a little too solid from Black in A.Zozulia-H.Ehlert, Dresden
2005, and now 10 d4 Bb4+ 1 1 Nc3 0-0 12 Bd2! ? would have given White a some
what improved version of the c3 Sicilian.
d) 8 ... e6?! (M.Tsirulnik-A.Brovko, Kiev 2004) 9 0-0-0!? prepares to regain the pawn
with a good game, and after 9 .. .f6 10 Nd6+ Bxd6 11 exd6 0-0 12 Nxd4 (heading for
b5 and c7) 12 ... Nxd4 13 Qxg4 Nc6 14 h4 one has to like White's bind and kingside
possibilities.

9 Bg3
The main line inasmuch as there is one - theory has long rather neglected our en
ergetic 4 e5 approach - but of the other ideas which have been tried, 9 Nbxd4!?
(Diagram 16) most certainly deserves further scrutiny. Now:

Diagram 16 (B)

Diagram 17 (B)

a) 9 ... fxe5 10 h3! (Hector has tried 10 Bg3?! d6 1 1 Nxc6 bxc6 12 0-0-0, but I'm not
too convinced by this after Munoz Pantoja's 12 ... Qb6!) 10 ... d6 (10 ... Nf6 1 1 BxeS
gives White good centralization and the initiative, although who would have
thought that J.Claridge-F.Balabaev, correspondence 2006, would last just one more
move: 1 1 ... Nxd4?? 12 Nxd4 and the 2405-rated black player gave up in disgust
without waiting for 12 ... d6 13 Bxf6 gx£6 14 Qh5+ Kd8 15 Bb5) 11 hxg4 Nxd4 (per
haps 1 l . ..exd4! ? improves, although after 12 NgS e5 13 Bd2 Be7 14 Qe4!? BxgS 15
BxgS White will regain his pawn with the upper hand) 12 Nxd4 exd4 13 0-0-0 e5
(easy to criticize, but after 13 ... Qc7 14 Rxd4 Black hasn't anything better than
14 ... e5 when 15 RhS once more prepares a powerful sacrifice) 14 Rh5! (Diagram 17)
14 ... Be7 (Black is defenceless too in the event of 14 ... Kf7 15 BxeS! dxeS 16 RxeS Be6
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17 Q£3+ Ke7 18 Q£5) 1 5 BxeS! dxeS 16 Rxe5 0�0? (superior and only clearly better
for White is 16 ... Qd6 17 Re1 0-0 18 Rxe7 Qf4+ 19 Kb1 Bxg4 20 f3) 17 Qe4! Bxg4 18
Bd3 ReB 19 Qxh7+ Kf8 20 Bc4 and 1-0 was the brutal course of J.Claridge
J.Brueckner, correspondence 2003.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! There is something very satisfying
about sacrificing a piece to go after the black king while the
black queen slumbers on b8. The 2400-rated Claridge's idea
just looks very dangerous and is well worth remembering.
b) 9 ... Nxd4 10 Nxd4 Nxe5 looks like a more critical try. Claridge has now contin
ued 1 1 Bg3 e6 12 0-0-0 Be7 13 QhS+ (13 f4! ? deserves attention too; White won
quickly after 13 ... Nc6? 14 f5 and 15 Qh5+ in M.Melgosa-G.Soulas, Internet (blitz)
2004, and so 13 ... Nf7 looks fairly essential; however, White retains decent play for
his pawn here and after 14 f5 e5 15 Qh5 0-0 16 Bc4 he enjoyed ongoing pressure in
M.Logunov-L.Denisov, Novokuznetsk 1999) 13 ... g6 14 Qh6 (Diagram 18) when
14. . . Bf8! (14 ... Kf7 15 Be2 Bf8 wasn't quite so effective in J.Claridge-E.Janosi, corre
spondence 2007, and now I quite like 16 Qe3!?, preparing to push the £-pawn
while hoping for 16 ... Kg7? 17 Nf3! d6 18 Nxe5 dxe5 19 f4 with some initiative; we
should also note that Cmilyte had earlier preferred 15 ... Kg8 16 Qe3 Qc7 1 7 f4 Nf7
in A.Pourkashiyan-V.Cmilyte, Turin Women's Olympiad 2006, and now 18 h4!
looks quite dangerous) 15 Qh4 Be7 left White with nothing better than a repetition
with 16 Qh6 and was agreed drawn in E. Repkova-V.Cmilyte, Dresden 2007. Thus
the critical test must be 15 Qe3! ? when 15 . . . a6 (15 ... Bc5 also prevents 16 NbS, but
leaves Black rather weak on the dark squares after 16 Qc3 Bxd4 17 Qxd4) 16 f4!
Nc6 17 f5 e5 18 Nxc6 bxc6 19 Bd3 looks fairly critical and far from clear, although
White's superior development must give him at the least good compensation.

Diagram 18 (B)

Diagram 19 (B)
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c) 9 ... Ngxe5 1 0 Nxe5 gives Black nothing better than 1 0... Nxe5 with a slightly curi
ous transposition to our last variation.
Returning to 9 Bg3:

9 ...Ngxes
Once again Black is best advised to trade pieces: 9 ... fxe5?! 10 h3 (Diagram 19)
10 ... Nf6? (somewhat preferable is 10 ... a6, although after 11 hxg4 axb5 12 Nxe5
White will shortly regain the second sacrificed pawn with advantage) 1 1 Nxe5 d6
12 Nxc6 bxc6 13 Nxd6+ (ouch! ) 13 ... Kd7 14 Nc4 might already be met by resigna
tion, as Black only got around to after 14 ... Qb4+ (or 14 ...Qb7 15 0-0-0 e6 16 Rxd4+
Ke8 1 7 Bd6 with crushing ongoing pressure in M.Tsirulnik-V.Sabanin, Dnipropet
rovsk 2004) 15 c3 dxc3 16 0-0-0+ Nd5? (hastening the end; 16 ... Ke8 had to be tried,
not that Black has anywhere near enough for his rook after 1 7 Nd6+ Kd7 18 Nf7+
Ke8 19 Nxh8 g6 20 Qc2) 17 Rxd5+! cxd5 18 Ne5+ Ke6 19 Nd3+ in J.Rohl Montes
M.Al Sayed, Moscow Olympiad 1994.

10 0-0-0 (Diagram 20)

Diagram 20 (B)

Diagram 21 (B)

No lesser theoretician than John Nunn stopped here with an understandable as
sessment of 'unclear' in NCO. White is set to regain one pawn, after which his su
perior development compensates for the other.

BEWARE! White must not immediately regain the first pawn
with 10 Nfxd4?, as 10... a6 11 Nxc6 bxc6 opened the b-file for
Black's queen with some effect in M.Piajnsek-I.Kragelj,
Slovenian Championship 1991.
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10...d6
A very natural move, although some reasonable players have dabbled in the al
ternatives:
a) 10 . . . a6 11 Nbxd4 (11 Nxe5!? Nxe5 12 Nxd4 b5 13 f4 Nf7 14 f5 also looks like rea
sonable value for a pawn) 1 l . ..d6 was tried in N.Stanec-R.Hanel, Austrian League
1995, and now I quite like 12 Nxc6! bxc6 13 Nxe5 fxe5 14 f4, opening the centre
and retaining decent compensation after something like 14 ... exf4 15 Bxf4 e5 16 Qe4
Qc7 1 7 Be2.
b) It's slightly surprising that 10 ... g6!? 11 Nfxd4 a6 12 Nc3 Bh6+ 13 Kb1 0-0 hasn't
been tried more to develop Black's kingside, although after 14 Nd5! (Diagram 21)
White retains decent pressure. B.Savchenko-P.Maletin, Kazan 2003, continued
14 ... Rf7 15 Qe4 b5 and now 16 f4! f5 1 7 Qe1 Nxd4 18 fxe5 looks quite critical, pre
paring to launch the h-pawn in the event of 18 ... Ne6 and to go after the exchange
with 18 . . .£4 19 Bf2 Nc6 20 Nb6.
c) 10 ... d3!? 11 cxd3 d6?! (1l ... a6 12 Nc3 d6 is a better approach when 13 d4 Nx£3 14
Qx£3 g6 15 Bc4 Bf5 1 6 Rhe1 doesn't look at all clear, and here White can also con
sider 15 Qe3!? followed by NdS) 12 d4 N£7 13 dS! NceS 14 Qc2 saw White pin
pointing Black's weaknesses in A.Cela-L.Ross, New York (rapid) 2003.

11 Nfxd4 a6
The choice of a young Cheparinov. Black finds it harder to untangle after
1 l . . .Nxd4?! 12 Nxd4: for example, 12 ... g6 (or 12 ... Kf7 13 f4 Bg4? 14 Qe4 and Black
was too weak on the light squares in L.Van Kooten-F.Van der Meulen, Arnhem
1996) 13 f4 Nc6 14 Ne6 Kf7 15 Re1 a6 16 Qe4 and the hole on e6 will continue to
trouble Black for some time to come, O.Kurmann-M.Sadilek, Budva 2003.

12 Nc3 (Diagram 22)

Diagram 22 (B)

Diagram 23 (B)
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12 ... Bd7
Black continues to untangle his queenside, but he might consider too:
a) 12 . . .e6 13 f4 Nxd4 14 Rxd4 Nc6 15 Rd1 K£7 16 Q£3 (preparing f4-f5 with 16 Ne4!?
looks quite sensible too) 16 ... Qc7 1 7 Bc4 Na5 18 Bd3 g6 1 9 Rhe1 left White well
centralized and with decent compensation in A.Cela-A.Chemiaev, Halkida 1996;
Ne4 and/or B£2 may follow.
b) 12 ... Qa7 13 Nxc6!? (13 Nb3 Be6 14 Qe1 wouldn't have been too bad for Black
had he now played against f2-f4 with 14 ... g5!? in J.Klovans-J.Wempe, Berlin 1997)
13 ... bxc6 14 h3 prepares f4 with the usual compensation; Black remains some dis
tance from unravelling his kingside pieces.
c) 12 ... Nxd4!? 13 Rxd4 Qa7 angles for an improved version of our last note, but
White can counter 14 Rd1 b5 aggressively with 15 f4!? Bg4 16 Qe4, which gives
him the initiative and decent attacking chances for the exchange after 16 ... Bxd1 1 7
fxe5 BhS 18 Qc6+ Kf7 19 exf6.

13 Nds
Closely related and no less effective is the immediate 13 f4! ?, after which 13 ... Nxd4
14 Rxd4 Bg4 15 Qe4 Nc6 1 6 Rd2 e6 1 7 Bc4 Bf5 18 Qe2 K£7 1 9 Bh4 prepared to ex
pand with g2-g4 in T.Civin-C.Koch, correspondence 1998.

13 ...Qd8
Cheparinov preferred 13 ... Nxd4 14 Rxd4 b5 15 f4 Nc6 16 Rd2, although I doubt
that he enjoyed this position too much. Black is rather cramped and, although he
may not objectively be worse, most players would probably take White.
N.Stavrev-I.Cheparinov, Borovetz 2002, continued 16 ...Ra7 1 7 Bf2 Rb7 1 8 g4! (Diagram 23) 18 ...e6 and now the unhurried 19 Bg2 would have been quite strong: for
example, 19 ... h5 (Black's problem is that 19 ... Be7 20 Nxe7 Nxe7 21 Bxb7 Qxb7 22
Re1 doesn't give him enough for the exchange, and 19 ...Kf7 20 Re1 also looks quite
unappetizing) 20 f5 Ne5 21 Nf4 and once again we find Black beginning to col
lapse on the light squares.

14 f4 Nxd4 15 Rxd4 (Diagram 24)
We've followed the game J.Klovans-A.Ignatiev, Pardubice 1996, in which White's
thematic play had retained good compensation. Probably Black should now have
tried the fairly passive retreat to £7, since the game's 15 ...Bg4?! 16 Qe4 Nc6 1 7 Rd2
e6 would have left him in trouble after the simple 18 Ne3.

A2) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 es Ng4 5 Qe2 Qc7 6 Nds!? (Diagram 25)
ROLL THE DICE! Line A1 offered White good compensation, but
is by no means his only choice. The text is a decent alternative
gambit, although if Black knows what he's doing, which is
fortunately rare, the main line does look a little better for him.
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We should note too that this variation has usually led to a decisive result in prac
tice: White has won 1 7, lost 16 and drawn just 4 of the games I've discovered here!

Diagram 24 (B)

Diagram 25 (B)

6 Qb8
...

I've only found one game in which the queen went back with 6 ... Qd8, but this
cannot be so bad and after 7 h3 (7 d4?! cxd4 8 Bf4?! is what White would like to
play and did in C.Landenbergue-S.Jakob, Scuol 2001, but now 8 ...Qa5+! is simple
and strong) 7... Nh6 8 g4 (8 d3 Nf5 9 c3 e6 10 g4!? is another ambitious try) 8 ...e6 9
Nc3 d6 10 exd6 Bxd6 11 d3 White is no more than a touch better.

7 d4 cxd4
Best; the alternatives are somewhat less convincing:
a) 7 ... e6?! 8 h3 (Diagram 26) leaves Black with a rather unenviable choice:
a1) 8 ... Nxd4 9 Nxd4 cxd4 10 hxg4 exd5 1 1 Bd2 Qc7 12 0-0-0 b6 13 Qd3 regained the
pawn with some advantage in R.Zelcic-T.Gladisheva, Zadar 1994.
a2) 8 ...Nxf2 9 Qxf2 exd5 was tried in N.Tolstikh-P.Bazant, Olomouc 2000, but now
10 Ng5! would have been effective and then IO ... Nd8 (or 10 ... Nxd4?! 1 1 Nxf7! Rg8
12 Bd3 with some advantage as 12 ... g6? 13 0-0 gives White a crushing attack) 1 1
Bd3! c4 12 Bxh7 nets a useful kingside pawn.
a3) 8 ... Ngxe5?! was tried in G.Todorovic-P.Orlov, Pancevo 1985, in which Black
was fortunate that White wasn't au fait with Krnic and Miletic's analysis from In
formant 34: 9 Nxe5! Nxd4?! (9 ... Nxe5!? improves, but is still promising for White
after 10 Bf4 Qd6! 1 1 c4!) 10 Qh5 exd5 (10 ... g6? loses to 11 N£6+ Ke7 12 Qg5 h6 13
Nd5+ Ke8 14 Q£6) 1 1 Qx£7+ Kd8 12 Bg5+ Kc7 13 0-0-0 Ne6 14 Rxd5! (with a vicious
threat of 15 Rxd7+) 14 ... Bd6 (Diagram 27) 15 Rxd6! Kxd6 16 Be7+! Kxe5 17 Bb5 and
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the black king will be mated mid-board.

Diagram 26 (B)

Diagram 27 {W)

a4) 8 ... exdS!? 9 hxg4 cxd4 is surprisingly untried. Indeed, this looks relatively best,
although I'd still prefer to take White after 10 a3! d6 11 Bf4 Be6 12 0-0-0.
b) 7 ... Nxd4? 8 Nxd4 cxd4 9 B£4 hS (9 ... e6 1 0 Qxg4 exdS 1 1 0-0-0 is very promising
too) 10 h3 was pretty strong in J.Converset-G.Glinz, Argentina 2003, but White
could have terminated the game with 10 e6! d6 1 1 QbS+ Kd8 12 Bd2! Bxe6 (12 ... b6
13 BaS is similar) 13 BaS+ b6 14 Nxb6 axb6 1S Bxb6+.

8 Bf4 e6 9 h3 (Diagram 28)
9 Nh61
...

Probably the most natural and the best move, but many players have tried some
thing more creative or simply panicked at this stage:
a) 9 ... Nb4 10 Nxb4 (10 hxg4!? is also possible and gave White a pull after 10 ... NxdS
11 Bd2 d6 12 Qe4 Bd7 13 Qxd4 in X.March Morla-A.Oliver Serrano, Palma de Mal
lorca 2003; 10 . . . d3! ? is the alternative, but then 1 1 Nf6+! gxf6 12 cxd3 NdS 13 Bg3
d6 14 exf6 probably only makes matters even worse for Black) 10 ... Bxb4+ 1 1 Nd2!
(more promising than 11 Bd2 on account of Somkin's 11. ..d3! 12 cxd3 Bxd2+ 13
Kxd2 Nh6) l l . ..Nf6 (ll.. .Nh6?! 12 Bxh6 gxh6 13 0-0-0 b6 14 Nf3 Bb7 1S Nxd4 left
Black suffering due to his smashed structure in D.Vaznonis-A.Tiuninas,
Panevezys 2008) 12 0-0-0 NdS 13 Bg3 Qc7 (Diagram 29) was the course of M.Jenull
V.Turicnik, correspondence 2003, and now both 14 Ne4 and 14 Qg4!? should give
White at least a pull.
b) 9 ...Nxf2 10 Qxf2 exdS sees Black go two pawns up, but after 11 0-0-0 his Irish d
pawns are vulnerable and 11...Qc7 12 NgS! (creative and strong, although 12 Nxd4
Qb6 13 Be3 is a simple route to an edge) 12 ... Be7? (probably Black should prefer
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1 2. . .Qa5 1 3 Kb1 Qb6, although after 1 4 Bel ! I still rather like White after both
14 ... Nxe5?! 15 Re1 f6 16 Rxe5+! fxe5 17 Qf7+ Kd8 18 Qh5 and 14 ... Nd8!? 15 Bd3 g6
16 h4) 13 e6 Bxg5 14 exf7+ Kf8 15 Bxg5 d6 16 Be2 gave White some initiative in
M.De Backer-M.Kochan, correspondence 1990.

Diagram 28 (B)

Diagram 29 (W)

c) 9 . . .exd5 10 hxg4 Bb4+ 1 1 Bd2 (more promising than in variation 'a', although 1 1
Nd2!? 0-0 1 2 0-0-0 also gives White decent attacking chances, J.Bauma-J.Janacek,
Czech League 2001) 1 l ...Bxd2+ 12 Qxd2 d6 (White's attack is rather strong too in
the event of 12 ... 0-0 13 0-0-0 Nxe5 14 Qxd4 d6 15 Bd3) 13 Qg5 Kf8 14 Nxd4! Bd7
left a grandmaster in a spot of trouble in J.Anglada Bigorda-D.Garcia Ilundain,
Terrassa 1996, and now 15 Nf5!? Bxf5 1 6 gxf5 (Diagram 30) 1 6 ...Qe8 (16 ... dxe5?! 1 7
f6 wrenches open further lines) 1 7 e6 fxe6 18 0-0-0 Qe7 19 Qh5 would have re
tained a strong initiative.
d) 9 ... d3 !? (V.Vass-D.Bibas, Budapest 1999) 10 cxd3 exd5 (10 ... Nxf2 11 Qxf2 exd5 is
probably a better try when 12 0-0-0 Qc7 gives Black an improved version of varia
tion 'b', although I'd still be fairly happy as White after 13 Kb1 Be7 14 Qg3) 1 1
hxg4 Bb4+ 1 2 Bd2 should again promise White an edge a s 1 2. . .Bxd2+ 1 3 Qxd2 0-0
14 d4 prepares to target h7 with Bd3.

10 Bxh6 exds
Fairly essential. Black can hardly allow 10 ... gxh6? 11 Nf6+, after which 11 ...Ke7 (or
1l...Kd8 12 0-0-0 Bc5, as in V.Giertli-F.Lisko, Slovakian League 2003, and now 13
Qe4!? might be even better than the game's 13 g4; White has ideas of both Bb5 and
Qh4) 12 Qe4 Bg7 (or 12 ... d6!? 13 Qh4 dxe5 14 Bb5 with very strong pressure for the
two pawns) 13 Qh4! (even better than 13 0-0-0 Nxe5 14 Nh5 Nxf3 15 Nxg7 Qe5 1 6
gxf3 Qxg7 1 7 Rxd4, which retained good compensation due to Black's unsafe king
position in J.Le Roux-N.Coursaget, St Lorrain 2003) 13 ... Kf8 (13 ... Nxe5? runs into
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the powerful forcing sequence 1 4 Ng8+ Kd6 15 Qxd4+ Kc7 1 6 Nxe5 Rxg8 1 7 Qc5+
Kd8 18 Nxf7+ Ke8 19 Nd6+ Kd8 20 0-0-0) 14 0-0-0 Qc7 1 5 Qf4 leaves Black rather
cramped and White set to increase the pressure with Bd3.

Diagram 30 (B)

Diagram 31 {W)

11 Bd2
TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: Kiril Georgiev once tried 11 Bf4 Bb4+
12 Bd2, but this makes little difference and only adds one to the
move number after 12 ... Bcs!.
Instead K.Georgiev-V.Spasov, Bulgarian Championship 1988, saw 12 ... Be7 (or
12 ...Bxd2+ 13 Qxd2 Nxe5 14 Qxd4 Nxf3+ 15 gxf3 0-0 16 0-0-0 when the half-open g
file gives White decent kingside pressure, J.Torrado Quintela-A.Villar Nieves,
Vilagarcia de Arousa 2006) 13 0-0-0 0-0 14 B£4 d6 15 exd6 Bxd6 16 Bxd6 Qxd6 1 7
Nxd4 and White regained his pawn with an edge.

11... Bcs! (Diagram 31) 12 o-o-o o-o
Black is now ready to break with ... d6 and I believe that this accurate sequence
leaves him at least equal, which is why Line A1 is objectively stronger.

13 Bf4 d6!
The best way of freeing Black's position; 13 ... f6?! 14 Bg3 (14 Qb5!? b6 15 Qb3 is
possible too) 14 ... fxe5 15 Nxe5 d6 16 Nd3! wasn't quite so convincing in S.Kell
S.Laird, correspondence 1991 .

14 exd6 BfS 15 Nh4!
White must fight for the initiative by attacking the bishop thus. He retains some
compensation in this fairly critical position, but just how much is not clear:
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a) The stem game saw 1 5. . .Be6 1 6 QhS (Diagram 32) 1 6. . .Bxd6 1 7 Bd2 ( 1 7 Bxd6!?
Qxd6 18 Nf3 Rac8 19 Kb1 is a try, although Black cannot be worse after 19 ... Qf4)
17 ... g6 1 8 Qh6 Rc8 (unfortunately Black later improved with 18 ... Qc7!, preventing
19 Nf3 due to 19 ...Bf5, and after 19 Kb1 Rac8 20 Bd3 I fear that he would have ob
tained the upper hand, albeit in a not totally clear situation, had he found 20 ... Ne5!
in J.Mularczyk-G.Bogdanovich, correspondence 1987) 19 Nf3 and Black's weak
ened kingside saw White maintain reasonable compensation in Z.Krnic
D.Mozetic, Yugoslavia 1982.

Diagram 32 (B)

Diagram 33 (W)

b) 15 . . .Be4!? 16 Qg4 (or 16 f3 d3! 1 7 cxd3 Bg6 18 Nxg6 hxg6 with a decent game for
Black) 16 ... Bxd6 1 7 Bxd6 Qxd6 18 f3 Bg6 19 Nxg6 fxg6 20 Bb5 saw White retain
some compensation in F.Bertona-F.Gonzalez Velez, Montcada 1997, although I
suspect that only Black can be better after 20 ... Rf4 21 Qg5 h6 22 Qg3 Ne5! 23 Rhel
g5.

B) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 es Ng4 5 Qe2 d6 (Diagram 33)
A sensible method of undermining White's bridgehead, albeit one which has only
been played half as often as the more ambitious 5 . . .Qc7.

6 exd6
Black must now decide which piece he wishes to recapture with on d6:

81: 6 ...Qxd6
82: 6 ...e6!?
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B1) 1 e 4 c 5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 e 5 Ng4 5 Qe2 d 6 6 exd6 Qxd6 1 d4! (Diagram 34)

Diagram 34 (B)

Diagram 35 (W)

DANGEROUS WEAPON! With Black having three pieces cover
ing d4, I suspect that this might come as a shock to an
unsuspecting opponent. However, White's gambit is logical
enough; once again he wants to blow open the centre to pose
problems for both members of Black's royalty.
It's also possible to develop more quietly with 7 d3 followed by g3, Bg2 and Bf4,
but I'm not a fan of 7 Ne4, despite its use by Savchenko, as 7... Qc7! 8 Nxc5 e5 has
been shown to give Black excellent play for his pawn.

7 .. cxd4
.

Natural and best, although not the only move which has been tried:
a) 7 ... Nxd4?! 8 Nxd4 cxd4 9 NbS Qb6 10 Qc4 (pinpointing the problem with an
exchange of knights) 10 ... Kd8 (10 ... Rb8! ? might not be so bad, although White
does have at least the simplistic 1 1 h3 Ne5 12 Nc7+ Kd8 13 Qd5+ Qd6 14 Qxd6+
exd6 15 NbS followed by regaining the pawn with a pleasant edge) 1 1 h3 (simple
and strong; the ambitious 1 1 Bf4!? e5! 12 Qxf7 wouldn't have been at all clear in
G.Todorovic-Z.Markovic, Backa Palanka 2002, had Black settled for 12 ... Bd7! 13
Bg5+ Kc8) 1l ... Ne5 12 Qxd4+ Qxd4 13 Nxd4 gives White a pleasant advantage; Bf4
and 0-0-0 will follow, targeting Black's misplaced king.

BEWARE! Black might prefer to cover the c4-square with
g...Qc5 (Diagram 3 5) when White was lucky to get away with
10 Bf4?? in O.Kuzmina-T.Sterliagova, Serpukhov 2002, as the
deflecting 10... d3! would have won a piece.
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White should prefer to go to c4 regardless of Black's last, and after 10 Qc4! Qxc4
1 1 Bxc4 Rb8 12 h3 he enjoys somewhat the better prospects, as 12 ... Ne5 walks into
quite a nasty pin after 13 B£4.
b) 7 . . . a6?! covers the b5-square but is misguided, albeit in a different manner to
when played erroneously on the same move in Hector-Lindinger: 8 Ne4 (White
goes for the pawn; he might also develop rapidly with 8 h3!? Nf6 9 dxc5 Qxc5 1 0
Be3 Qa5 1 1 0-0-0, although this was n o more than rather double-edged after 1 l . . .g6
12 Nd4 Bg7 in J.Dodgson-Ma.White, Paignton 2004) 8 ...Qc7 (White wins a pawn
for virtually nothing after 8 ...Qe6?! 9 h3 Nf6 10 Nxc5, and 8 ... Qd5 9 dxc5 e5 10 c4
Qe6 1 1 h3 Nf6 12 Nxf6+ gx£6 13 Be3 looks pretty good too for him) 9 dxc5 e5 10
Bd2 £5 (lO ... B£5 11 Qc4 Be6 12 Qc3 enables White to hold on to the extra pawn) 1 1
Nd6+ Bxd6 1 2 cxd6 Qxd6 1 3 0-0-0 sees White exchange his extra pawn for the
bishop pair and the initiative.

8 NbS (Diagram 36)

Diagram 36 (B)

Diagram 37 (B)

8 ... Qb8
Black wants to keep control of the e5-square. A more provocative choice is
8 ... Qd8! ? when 9 Bf4 e5 10 0-0-0 Qe7 (critical; 10 ...Bc5?! 11 h3 0-0? 12 hxg4 exf4 13
Qe4 h6 1 4 g5 just left Black under some pressure on the kingside in N.loseliani
K.Arakhamia Grant, Belgrade 1992, but Black might try 10 ... Be7!?, as he did in
L.Sosa-A.Mallahi, Elista Olympiad 1998, when 11 Bxe5 Ngxe5 12 Nxe5 0-0 13 Nxc6
bxc6 14 Nxd4 gives him some compensation for the pawn thanks to his bishop
pair) 11 Nfxd4!? (Black should be okay after 1 1 h3 a6 12 Nbxd4 exd4 13 hxg4 Bxg4,
but another tempting idea is 1 1 Nxe5! ? Ngxe5 12 Bxe5 Nxe5 13 Rxd4, after which
13 ... g5! 14 Nd6+ Qxd6 15 Rxd6 Bxd6 16 h4 g4 1 7 Qd2 Ke7 18 Qg5+ Kd7 was rather
unbalanced and hard to assess in J.Claridge-N.Sukhov, correspondence 2006)
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1 1 ...Nxd4 12 Rxd4 exd4 1 3 Nc7+ Kd8 1 4 Nxa8 (Diagram 37) 1 4... Bf5 (14 ... Qxe2 15
Bxe2 BcS is rather unclear too, but White shouldn't be worse as his knight will es
cape via c7) 15 Qd2 Qc5 was fairly unclear in W.Braakhuis-P.Verdier, correspon
dence 1998. Now White might have brought his knight back into play with 1 6
Nc7!?, after which 16 ...a 6 1 7 c4 Ne5 18 Bxe5 Qxe5 19 Nd5 Qe4 2 0 Nc3 Qe5 would
have been about equal.

9 Nbxd4 Nxd4 10 Nxd4 eS
The only move tried thus far in practice. Black should avoid 10 ...Qe5? 11 NbS, but
he might be able to get away with 10 ... a6 11 h3 Qd6 12 c3 Nh2!?, although he does
remain behind in development here.

11 Nf3
A simple approach, focussing on development. A young Magnus Carlsen once
preferred 11 h3 Nf6 1 2 Bf4, but after 12 ...Bd6 1 3 NbS (opening the position with 13
Bxe5!? BxeS 14 f4 0-0 15 fxe5 Re8 16 0-0-0 Rxe5 1 7 Qf2 might be a slightly better
try) 13 . . .0-0 14 Bh2 Re8 Black wasn't worse in M.Carlsen-I.Khairullin, Peniscola
2002.

11 ... Bd6 12 h3 Nf6 13 BgS (Diagram 38)

Diagram 38 (B)

Diagram 39 (W)

We've followed the game J.Hanley-B.Lalic, British Championship, Liverpool 2008,
in which the highly regarded theoretician was now guilty of playing too ambi
tiously: 13 ...Nd7?! (Black had to allow his pawns to be doubled, and 13 ... Qc7!? 14
Bxf6 gxf6 would have been no more than rather unclear, as Black's bishop pair
gives him reasonable counterchances after 15 0-0-0 Be6 16 Qb5+ Kf8) 14 0-0-0 0-0
15 Qd2 Bc7 and now the forcing 16 BbS e4! enabled Black to equalize, but 16 Bd3!?
would have maintained a pull; White prepares to meet 16 ... Nc5 with 1 7 Be7!
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Nxd3+ 1 8 Qxd3 ReS 19 NgS (taking aim a t the undefended kingside) 1 9. . .e4 20
Qxe4 Bf4+ 21 Kb1 BxgS 22 BxgS!, which nets a clear pawn.

82) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 es Ng4 5 Qe2 d6 6 exd6 e6!? (Diagram 39)
A solid choice and a safer one than 6 ... Qxd6. Furthermore, one can probably ex
pect this slightly awkward defence from a well-prepared opponent, as it was rec
ommended by Kolev and Nedev in their recent The Easiest Sicilian.

7 Nbs
White goes for the bishop pair. Usually in this variation I am a fan of an aggres
sive 7 d4, but here 7 ... cxd4 8 NbS Bxd6 fails to dent the solid black position: 9
BgS!? (best; 9 Nfxd4?! Nxd4 10 Nxd4 Bb4+! left White worse in M.Gschwendtner
T.Rodewis, German League 2003) 9 . . .Be7 (White's idea is that 9 .. .£6 10 0-0-0! fxgS
11 Nfxd4 will regain the piece either on g4 or down the d-file) 10 Bxe7 Qxe7 1 1
0-0-0 0-0 enabled White to regain his pawn with equality but nothing more in
D.Kanovsky-P.Stehno, Litomysl 2004.
Neither am I overly enamoured by the ambitious 7 Qc4, despite its once being
employed by Carlsen: 7 ...e5!? 8 h3 Nh6! 9 QxcS (consistent, whereas 9 d3 N£5 10
BgS Qxd6 11 0-0-0 Be6 alrectdy left White on the back foot in the later game
M.Vachier Lagrave-V.Spasov, Turin Olympiad 2006) 9 ... Bxd6 1 0 Qc4 0-0 11 d3 NfS
gave Black a central grip and pretty reasonable play for his pawn in B.Reefat
E.Tate, Los Angeles 2000.
Having seen the drawbacks to White's more aggressive ideas, we can understand
better the fairly solid text move. A related idea is 7 Ne4 Bxd6 and now 8 Qc4!?
(Diagram 40) deserves a thought,

Diagram 40 (B)

Diagram 41 (W)
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although 8 . . Nf6! (once again Black is content to trade his c-pawn for a healthy
lead in development) 9 d3 Nxe4!? (Cox's idea; 9 ... 0-0 10 Bg5 Be7 was preferred in
A.Stambulian-A.Goloshchapov, St Petersburg 2000, when 1 1 Nxf6+ Bxf6 12 Qxc5!
would have forced Black to demonstrate his compensation, which probably isn't
entirely there after 12 ... Bxg5 13 Nxg5 Nd4 14 Nf3) 10 dxe4 0-0 11 Be2 e5 12 c3 Be6
is probably just fairly level.
.

7 ... Bxd6 8 Nxd6+ Qxd6 (Diagram 41) 9 d 3
Those happy to manoeuvre in a rather slow game may wish to consider 9 g3 e5 10
h3 Nf6 1 1 Bg2 0-0 12 d3, which has also been tried and is roughly balanced;
Black's grip on d4 balances White's bishop pair.
g ...0-0

Black might do better with 9 ...b6!? 10 h3 Nf6 when it's not so easy for White to
untangle, and 1 1 Bg5 Bb7 12 0-0-0 Nd4 13 Qe5! saw him do no more than maintain
a rough balance in J.Hase-J.Koch, Escobar 2004.

10 h3 Nges 11 Nxes Nxes 12 Be3
As so often in this variation, White does best when he goes long and then attacks.

12 ... b6 13 o-o-o Ba6 14 Qhsl
This position remained fairly unbalanced in B.Lengyel-V.Arjun, Budapest 2007,
but I would slightly prefer to take White due to the option to advance with either
d3-d4 or f3-f4.

C) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 es Ng4 5 Qe2 f61? (Diagram 42)

Diagram 42 (W}

Diagram 43 (B)

Black hurries to bring his knight back into play. This approach can't be too bad for
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him and was actually seen in the earliest game with 4 e5 which I've found, namely
F.Riernann-L.Paulsen, Braunschweig 1 880. Moreover, it must be said that Rie
mann appears not to have gained any imitators amongst his contemporaries.

6 exf6
Best; 6 Ne4?! fails to convince after both 6 ... Ngxe5 and 6 .. .fxe5! ? 7 Nxc5 e6, which
gave Black decent central control in C.Feijoo Novoa-J.Garcia Melgar, Nigran 1994.

6 ... Nxf6 7 d4!
Our favourite sacrifice to fight for the initiative. Instead the stern game saw the
more solid 7 d3 d5 8 g3?!, but after 8 ... Bg4 9 Bg2 Nd4 10 Qd1 Qd7 Paulsen was
already slightly for choice.

7 . cxd4
..

Critical, although 7 ... e6 is possible too when 8 d5!? (the best try; 8 Be3 cxd4 9 Nxd4
Bb4 just gives Black easy play) 8 ... Nd4 9 Qd1! (refusing to obstruct either bishop)
9 ... Qb6 1 0 Bc4 Qb4!? (ambitious play from Black too, but 10 ...Be7 11 0-0 0-0 12 a3
should give White a small pull) 1 1 Nd2! b5 12 a3 Qa5 13 Ba2 kept d5 fully sup
ported in F .Gra£1-F .Wenner, Hessen 1999, and after 13 ... Bb7 14 0-0! 0-0-0
(14 ... exd5?! would have been extremely risky because 15 Re1 + Be7 16 Nf3 gives
White some initiative, as shown by the continuation 16 ... Nxf3+ 17 Qxf3 c4 1 8 Bh6!)
15 Nde4 White was better, as the d-pawn remained off-limits: 15 ... Nxd5? (or
15 ...Nxe4?! 16 Nxe4 exd5 17 b4!) 16 Nxd5 Bxd5 17 Bxd5 exd5 18 Nc3 regains the
pawn and leaves White somewhat better thanks to his much safer king.

8 Nbs (Diagram 43) 8 ... e6
Black's most popular move, but by no means the only critical approach:
a) 8 ... d6 9 Bg5! e5!? (this rather ambitious if critical try was seen in D.Frolov
A.Pridorozhni, Omsk 2001; instead 9 ... Bg4 10 0-0-0 Rc8 was preferred in
O.Kurrnann-E.Bhend, Lenzerheide 2006, when a simple route to a plus would
have been 11 Bxf6!? gxf6 12 h3, preparing both to hunt down the light-squared
bishop and to meet 12 ...Bh5 with 13 Qe6!) 10 Bxf6! (White's only try for the advan
tage, and not a bad one at that) 10 ... gxf6 11 Nfxd4 a6 (1L.h5!? 12 0-0-0 dS is an
alternative, although the black position remains riddled with holes and tricky to
handle after 13 Nc3) 12 Nxc6 bxc6 13 Nd4 should be a bit better for White; Black
has the centre and the bishop pair, but his king isn't too happy in this airy posi
tion.
b) 8 ... e5!? 9 Nxe5 (9 Nbxd4! ? d6 10 Nxc6 bxc6 1 1 Bg5 should be okay for Black
thanks to his central control, but some players may wish to try this and then play
to obtain pressure down the d-file) 9 ...Bb4+ 10 c3 0-0! (Diagram 44) is quite a crea
tive try when 11 Nxc6 (11 Nxd4?! Nxe5! 12 cxb4 Nfg4 can only be good for Black)
1L.dxc6 12 Nxd4 Qxd4! (simple and fairly effective, whereas 12 ...Kh8 13 Be3 Bd6
14 0-0-0 Nd5, as in E.Ubilava-B.Gurgenidze, Tbilisi 1979, 15 g3 probably doesn't
give Black quite enough for his pawn) 13 Qc4+ Qd5 14 cxb4 Re8+ 15 Be3 Be6 1 6
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Qxd5 Nxd5 1 7 b5 Nxe3 1 8 fxe3 Bd5 gives Black enough play to maintain the bal
ance, and looks likely to fizzle out to a draw.

Diagram 44 (W)

Diagram 45 (B)

9 Nbxd4 Be7
Sensible, typically Sicilian-like development, but in this unforcing position prac
tice has also seen:
a) 9 . . . Nxd4 10 Nxd4 Bc5 11 Nb3! 0-0 12 Nxc5 Qa5+ 13 Bd2 Qxc5 14 0-0-0 b6 15 Bc3
Bb7 16 £3 gave White a pull due to his bishop pair in V.Tseshkovsky
E.Mnatsakanian, Yerevan 1984.
b) 9 ... Qb6 10 c3!? (a more aggressive treatment would be 10 Nb3 Be7 1 1 Be3!? Qc7
12 0-0-0 0-0 13 h4!?, which looks rather unclear) 10 ... Be7 11 g3 0-0 12 Bg2 saw
White developing sensibly and was perhaps a touch better for him in R.Cowley
J.Freytag, Adelaide 2004.

10 Be3 o-o
Black might also dissuade queenside castling with 10 ... Qa5+!? when 11 c3 0-0 12
Qc2 sees White change approach: Bd3 and 0-0 will follow.

11 o-o-o (Diagram 45) 11 ... d5 12 Kb1 Qd61?
This unbalanced, French-like position was reached in A.Suhorukov-F.Vidalina,
correspondence 2005, and now White might have followed up the game's 13 Nb5
Qb8 by striking back in the centre with 14 c4!?.

Conclusion
4 e5 is a much more dangerous move than one might think considering how the
ory has rather neglected it. After the critical 5 ... Qc7, 6 Nd5 is practically quite
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dangerous, albeit not objectively wholly sufficient. However, 6 NbS supplies de
cent compensation and should continue to score well in practice; Black's position
is not at all easy to untangle over the board.
A wise player will eschew going after the e5-pawn in favour of either Paulsen's
5 .. .£6!? or 5 ... d6. Both are quite reasonable, especially the latter which just seems to
equalize without too much difficulty after 6 exd6 e6. That doesn't change the view
that 4 e5 is a dangerous try which will catch many opponents out, but may mean
that it is not the ideal choice against a well-prepared opponent who is happy with
solid equality.
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Chapter Eight

Forcing Black to Defend
Richard Pa lliser

1 e4 cs

2

Nf3 d6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 es!? (Diagram 1)

Diagram 1 (B)
Surprising a 2 . d6 player isn't at all easy if one wants to avoid the Open Sicilian,
but perhaps this weapon might just do the trick. Various works on the anti.
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Sicilians have rather neglected 4 e5 and, as we will see, it has certainly caught a
number of fairly experienced Sicilian players by surprise.
Advancing with e4-e5 is positionally quite well motivated; White simply wants to
give his king's knight an active role on e5. Black has various methods to try and
equalize, but none are especially dynamic and so the Najdorf or Dragon player
who revels in unbalanced positions may not feel too at home here. Moreover,
White risks little with this 'plus-equals' approach, although it would be a mistake
to assume that White can never aspire to more than a small edge.
D J.Rudd • M.Rose

British league 2004

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 d6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 es!? dxes s Nxes (Diagram 2)

Diagram 2 (B)

Diagram 3 (B)

s ... a6
Preventing a possible check on bS while preparing ... bS has been fractionally
Black's most popular choice in practice, although both 5 . . . Nbd7 and 5 ... e6 are im
portant alternatives, as we'll see in the Looking a Little Deeper section.

6 g3!?
ROLL THE DICE! White's main choice has been the solid 6 a4, as
even played by Anand in a couple of rapid games, but the text
is somewhat trickier. White not only dissuades 6 ... bs, but prepares a rather deep trap.
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6 Qc7
...

Black develops with tempo and prepares ... Nc6 in a position in which he assumes
White cannot exchange knights due to the open long diagonal. Those aware of
what follows may well, though, prefer something else:
a) 6 ... Nbd7!? was recently advocated by Kiril Georgiev in The Sharpest Sicilian and
is a fairly decent choice: 7 Nc4 (Rudd has tried 7 d4 here too, but ... Nbd7 is more
of a useful move than ... Qc7; here Black might just exchange on d4 and e5, and
7 ... e6 8 Nxd7 Qxd7!? 9 Be3 Qc6 10 Rg1 Qb6 was another decent method in
O.Nikolenko-A.Khalifman, St Petersburg 2004) 7...b5 8 Bg2 Rb8 9 Ne3 (Diagram 3)
9 ... e6 (Black's invariable choice, but Georgiev's suggestion of 9 ... g6!? deserves a
test; White might counter with 10 d4 cxd4 1 1 Qxd4 Bg7 12 a4, but Black should be
okay in a manoeuvring struggle after 12 ... 0-0 13 axb5 axb5 14 0-0 b4) 10 d3 (10 0-0
Be7 1 1 b3!? 0-0 12 Bb2 Qc7 13 Qe2 is another method of deploying White's pieces,
P.Roques-W.Denayer, correspondence 2007) 10 ... Be7 1 1 a4 (White must break with
either this or d4 if he wishes to create a bit of pressure) 1 1 . . .0-0 12 0-0 Bb7 13 Bxb7
Rxb7 14 Qf3 Qb6 15 Qg2 (prophylaxis; the position remains roughly level, but
there is certainly plenty of play left and scope to outmanoeuvre the opponent)
15 ... Rc8 16 Bd2 Ne5 1 7 axb5 axb5 saw another regular 4 e5 exponent in action in
H.Vedder-T.Burg, Dutch League 2007, and now both 18 Ra5!? and the vigorous 18
f4!? Nc6 19 f5 are decent alternatives to the game's simpler 18 Ra2.
b) 6 ...Qd4 was an ambitious try to drive back the active knight in B.Bondarev
I.Strojevsky, Belorechensk 2005, and 7 Qe2! Nbd7 8 Nf3 Qd6 9 Bg2 e6 10 0-0 Be7 11
d3 0-0 12 Bf4 would have given White a pleasant pull due to his freer develop
ment.
c) 6 ... e6 7 Bg2 Be7 8 0-0 0-0 9 d3 Nbd7 10 Qe2 (White might do slightly better to
hinder the development of Black's queenside with 10 Bf4!? when 10 . . . Nxe5 1 1
Bxe5 Nd7 1 2 Bf4 e5 1 3 Be3 echoes the play after 10 Qe2) 10. . . Nxe5 11 Qxe5 Qd4
(the solid 1 1 . ..Bd6!? 12 Qe2 Rb8 looks like a better try; it's hard to believe that 13
Bg5 h6 14 Bxf6 Qxf6 15 Ne4 Qe7 16 Nxd6 Qxd6 leads anywhere for White and so
he might prefer 13 b3!?) 12 Qe2 Rb8 13 Be3 Qd8 14 Rad1! (Diagram 4) 14 ...e5?!
(preventing White from opening the position for his more active pieces with d4,
but allowing that would have been the lesser evil) 15 Bg5! left Black struggling to
satisfactorily defend his e-pawn in J.Rudd-V.Arjun, Coulsdon 2007, as 15 ... Nd7 16
Bxe7 Qxe7 17 d4 cxd4 18 Rxd4 b5 19 Rfd1 would have left White with the initia
tive and control of the position.

7 d4! (Diagram 5)
Black's last two moves haven't especially helped his development, and so White is
entirely correct to blow open the position.

7 ... cxd4?1
Now White's lead in development promises him at least a pull. Thus Black should
prefer 7 ... e6! 8 Bf4 (8 Bg2 cxd4 9 Qxd4 Bc5! equalizes, H.Vedder-J.Aagaard, Vejen
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1993, but 8 Nc4!? deserves attention, preparing to meet 8 ... cxd4 9 Qxd4 Bc5 with
10 Qf4 Qc6 1 1 Rg1 0-0 12 Be3; that may suffice for a small pull, but is far from
forced and the somewhat more radical 8 ...b5 9 Bg2 bxc4!? was preferred in
D.Andreikin-M.Rodshtein, European Championship, Plovdiv 2008, after which 10
Bxa8 Qa7 1 1 Bg2 cxd4 12 Ne4 Be7 might not have given Black quite enough for the
exchange had White settled for the simple 13 0-0 followed by Qe2 and an under
mining b2-b3) 8. . .Bd6 9 Bg2 Nbd7 (best; 9 . . . 0-0 10 0-0 Rd8?! 11 dxc5! Qxc5 12 Qe2
Be7 13 Rad1 Nbd7 14 Nc4! left Black struggling to complete his development in
J.Rudd-A.Hunt, British Championship, Scarborough 2001) 10 Nxd7 Bxd7 (Dia
gram 6), which gives him decent chances to equalize. Now 11 Bg5 cxd4 12 Qxd4
Be5 13 Qb4? aS! sidelined White's queen and saw Black seize a strong initiative in
J.Rudd-D.Gormally, British Championship, Liverpool 2008, and I haven't found
anything better than 1 1 Bxd6!? Qxd6 12 dxc5 Qxc5 13 0-0 Rd8 14 Qe2, which just
looks pretty level after 14 ... Bc6 15 Bxc6+ Qxc6 16 Rad1 0-0.

Diagram 4 (B)

Diagram 5 (B)

8 Qxd4 Nc6
This was the point of 6 ... Qc7. Otherwise 8 ... Nbd7 9 B£4 generates early pressure
and after 9 ... Qc5 10 QxcS Nxc5 1 1 Bg2 Ne6 12 Be3 g6?! 13 0-0-0 Bg7 White would
have obtained a crushing bind had he found 14 Na4! Rb8 15 Nb6 0-0 16 f4 in
R.Vedder-S.Van Blitterswijk, Amsterdam 2001.

9 Nxc6 Qxc6 10 BgS! {Diagram 7)
DANGEROUS WEAPON! Ahead in development and with the d
file open, White is fully justified in sacrificing a whole rook to
further his initiative.
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10... Qxh1?!
Critical, but now Black must face a monstrous initiative. That said, he is already in
some trouble and needs to find a good move (of which there is only one! ) at this
point:

Diagram 6 (W)

Diagram 7 (B)

a) 10 ... h6! 1 1 0-0-0!? (more tricky than 1 1 Bxf6 exf6 12 0-0-0 Be6 13 Rg1 Bc5 14 Bg2
Bxd4 15 Bxc6+ bxc6 16 Rxd4, although this sufficed for an endgame edge in
H.Vedder-So.Polgar, Amsterdam 1995) 1 l .. .Bg4? (missing a very dangerous sacri
fice; Black must prefer 1 l . ..Be6! when I haven't found anything better than 12 Bxf6
exf6 13 Bd3 Bc5 14 Be4 Bxd4 15 Bxc6+ bxc6 16 Rxd4, reaching a virtually identical
ending to Vedder-Polgar in which White has a pleasant pull, but Black reasonable
chances to hold with accurate defence) 12 Bg2! Qxg2 13 Bxf6 (Diagram 8) 13 ...Qc6
(Black's king finds itself defenceless after 13 ... exf6? 14 Qxg4, and 13 ... gxf6? 14
Nd5! would also be fatal) 14 Qxg4 gxf6 15 Nd5 left Black under huge pressure in
O.Nikolenko-D.Svetushkin, Moscow 2007.
b) 10 ... Bg4?! 11 Bxf6 Bf3 12 Bxg7 Rg8!? (better than 12 ... Rd8 13 Qe5 Rd6? 14 Bh3 f6
15 Bxf6 Rx£6 1 6 0-0, which cost Black a second pawn in H.Vedder-M.Bosboom,
Wijk aan Zee 1997) 13 Bxf8 Bxh1 14 Bxe7! Qe6+ (14 ... Kxe7 15 0-0-0 Kf8 1 6 f4 Bf3 17
Qb4+ Kg7 18 Rd6 gives White a strong initiative, two pawns and more than
enough for the exchange) 15 Be2 (15 Kd2!? might well be more precise; 15 ... Qxe7?
loses to 16 Bd3 and 15 ...Kxe7 16 Qh4+ Kf8 17 Bd3 gives White his usual strong
pressure for the exchange) 15 ... Qxe7 16 0-0-0 was seen in B.Geismann-P.Lichmann,
European Club Cup, Kallithea 2008. Now Black should have taken his chances in
an endgame with 16 . . . Rd8 17 Qa7 Rxd1+ 18 Nxd1 Rg6!, since the game's 1 6 ...Bc6?!
should have been met by 17 Bc4 Rd8 18 Nd5! Bxd5 19 Bxd5 Kf8 20 f4 with strong
centralization.
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c) 1 0. . .Bf5?! 1 1 0-0-0 h6? 1 2 Bx£6 gx£6 1 3 Bg2! Qc8 (13 ... Qxg2? 1 4 Nd5 leaves Black
defenceless due to the crushing check on c7) 14 Rd2 Rb8 15 Nd5 didn't see Black
last much longer in H.Vedder-B.Van Opheusden, Dutch League 2005.

11 0-0-0 (Diagram 9) 11 Bd7
...

Diagram 8 (B)

Diagram 9 (B)

The only source I could find which gave decent coverage to 4 e5 was one on 1 Nc3
(!), namely Harald Keilhack's excellent Knight on the Left: l.Nc3, which pointed out
that 1 l .. .Nd7? fails to help Black in view of the crushing 12 Nd5 f6 13 Bh3!.

12 Bxf6 o-o-o?
This loses by force, as does 12 ... Rd8? 13 Nd5. Meanwhile Rudd had previously
faced 12 . . .Bc6 in }.Rudd-J.Dworakowska, Hastings 2003/04, and after 13 Bxg7!
(even stronger than 13 Bh3!? Qxd1+ 14 Qxd1 gxf6, which gives Black two rooks for
the queen, although he will do well to unravel without shedding a few pawns af
ter 1 5 Nd5 Bh6+ 1 6 f4) 13 ... Bxg7? (13 ... Rg8 was essential, although after 14 Be5
White has some initiative for the exchange, as shown by the line 14 ... Qf3 15 Be2
Bh6+ 16 Kb1 Qf5 17 Nd5 when Black faces a grim choice between 17 ... Bxd5 18
QxdS Qc8 19 Bh5 and 17 ... f6 18 Nc7+ Kf7 1 9 Nxa8 Rxa8 20 Bc7, with a large advan
tage for White in both cases) 14 Qxg7 Rf8 (Diagram 10) his normally very-alert
tactical eye surprisingly missed 15 Bxa6! Qf3 (or 15 ... Qxd1+ 16 Nxd1 Rxa6 1 7 a3
when White's active queen and extra pawns are much stronger than Black's rooks)
16 NbS Rc8 17 Qe5 (Keilhack) with a decisive attack.
Finally, we should note the recurring theme of 12 ... Qc6 13 Bg2!, after which
13 ... Qe6 (13 . . . Qc8? loses to 14 Bxg7 Bxg7 15 Qxg7 Rf8 16 Nd5 QcS 17 Qe5 and
there's no good defence to both checks; perhaps Black might thus try 13 ... Qd6!? as
one Vedder once faced, but after 14 Qxd6 exd6 15 Bxb7 Rb8 16 Re1+ Be7 17 Rxe7+
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Kd8 1 8 Bxa6 gxf6 1 9 Rx£7 White had far too much for the exchange in the ensuing
ending) 14 Nd5 ReS 15 Bxg7 Bxg7 16 Qxg7 Rf8 17 Qd4 once again gives White too
great an initiative for the exchange.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! These lines show just how dangerous
White's rook sacrifice is. Indeed, it's not hard to appreciate
why both Vedder brothers and Jack Rudd (all decent 2300strength players) have been so attracted to 4 e5!
13 Be5
Preventing the black king from moving and preparing a decisive attack on the
dark squares.

13 ...f6 14 Nd5! (Diagram 11) 14...fxe5 1 5 Qxe5 Qxd5

Diagram 10 (W)

Diagram 11 (B)

Forced, but Black might as well have resigned; the second wave of the attack will
finish him off before he can get his kingside pieces into play.

16 Rxd 5 e6 17 Rd 3 Be7 18 Rc3+ Bc6 19 Rxc6+!
The easiest way to win, as Rudd picks up yet more material.

19 ... bxc6 20 Qxe6+ Kc7 21 Qxe7+ Rd7 22 Qe5+ Kb6 23 b4 Ra8 24 a4 g6 25 Bg2 Rad8
26 Qc5+ 1-0

looking a little Deeper
1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 Nc3 Nf6
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BEWARE! It must be realized that our 4 es weapon does not
supply a complete system against 2 d6. In more than half the
7,000 games I could find after 3 Nc3 on ChessBase's Mega
Database 2008 3 ... Nf6 was played, but it's not Black's only
choice.
...

Indeed, White must find a line against each of 3 ... Nc6, 3 ... a6 and 3 ... e6. In all those
cases he can immediately take play into the Open Sicilian with 4 d4, or prefer 4 g3
followed by either a Closed set-up or d2-d4, transposing to the fianchetto varia
tion of the respective Classical, Najdorf or Scheveningen. Note too that a sensible
Dragon player will begin with 3 . . .Nc6, if not 3 ...Nf6, as 3. . .g6?! 4 d4 cxd4 5 Qxd4
N£6 6 e5! gives White a pleasant pull.

4 es (Diagram 12)

Diagram 12 (B)

Diagram 13 (B)

4...dxes
Almost exclusively played, partly because 4 ... Nfd7 5 exd6 exd6 6 d4 just gives
White an easy edge. There's also 4 ...Ng4, but after 5 Bb5+! Nc6 (Keilhack points
out that both 5 ... Bd7 6 e6! and 5 . . . Nd7? 6 e6! are promising; in both cases 6 .. .fxe6 7
NgS regains the pawn with advantage) 6 exd6 Qxd6 (White has an edge too after
6 ... exd6 7 0-0 Be7 8 Re1 0-0 9 h3 Nf6 10 d4 - Lane) 7 Ne4! ? Qd5 8 d3 Nf6 there
were various ways to secure the upper hand in A.Fayard-C.Russo, Rome 2004,
including 9 Qe2 Bg4 10 c4!.

5 Nxes
Having already considered one very important variation in Rudd-Rose, we turn
our attention to two important alternatives:
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A: S N bd7
...

B: s e6
...

Somewhat rarer options are:
a) S ... g6?! 6 Bc4 forces a weakness and after 6 . . .e6 7 Q£3! White has some pressure:
7... Bg7 (alternatively, 7 ... a6 8 Ne4! Bg7 9 NxcS picked up a pawn in H.Vedder
S.Los, Dutch League 199S, just like White does with 7 ... Nbd7 8 BbS Bg7 9 Bxd7+
Bxd7 10 Qxb7, as pointed out by Keilhack) 8 BbS+ (Diagram 13) 8 ...Ke7?! (hardly
ideal, but 8 ... Nbd7 would transpose to a position considered after 7... Nbd7) 9 0-0
(keeping matters simple, which they wouldn't have been in V.Bobolovich
Y.Arkhipkin, Sevastopol 1968, had Black met the ambitious 9 d4!? with the essen
tial 9 ... a6! 10 BgS! Qxd4 11 Ng4 hS) 9 ... a6 10 Ba4 Qc7 (10 ... Nbd7 once again sheds a
pawn to 11 Bxd7 Bxd7 12 Qxb7) 1 1 Rel Bd7 12 d4! Bxa4 13 Nxa4 cxd4 14 B£4 and
White's initiative is far too strong.
b) S ... Qc7?! is a little misguided and should be met by the vigorous 6 d4! : 6 ... cxd4
(otherwise, 6 ... Nbd7? 7 B£4 QaS 8 Nc4 Qd8 9 Qe2 e6 10 0-0-0 left Black in serious
trouble in M.Mlcousek-B.Fiedler, Czech League 1992, and after 6 ... a6 White can do
even better than transpose into Rudd-Rose with 7 g3; a logical and promising idea
is 7 Bf4, after which 7 ... Qb6 8 Na4!? QaS+ 9 c3 cxd4 10 Qxd4 e6? 11 Nc4 and 1-0
was the abrupt end to R.Garrison-A.Kahn, Detroit 2003, as 1 1 . ..QfS 12 Nab6 would
have won material) 7 Qxd4 (Diagram 14)

Diagram 14 (B)

Diagram 15 (W)

7 ... Nc6 (Black is already in some trouble as 7 ... a6 is well met by 8 Bf4 Nc6 9 Nxc6
Qxc6 10 0-0-0 and 7... Bd7 8 NbS BxbS 9 BxbS+ Nbd7 10 0-0 looks fairly promising
too) 8 Nxc6 (simple chess; 8 NbS! ? QxeS+ 9 QxeS NxeS 10 Nc7+ KdS 11 Nxa8 can
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be met by 1 1 ... Bf5 1 2 B£4 Nc6 1 3 0-0-0+ Kc8 when 1 4 Nc7 doesn't work, but it's not
impossible that there is a way to make this variation work) 8 ...bxc6 9 B£4 Qb6 was
the course of A.Chehlov-G.Golovchenko, St Petersburg 2000, and now a simple
alternative to the game's 10 Qa4 is 10 0-0-0!? Qxd4 11 Rxd4 e6 12 Rc4 Bb7 13 Be2,
beginning to play against Black's queenside weaknesses with a pleasant edge.
c) 5 ... Qd6!? attacks the knight while keeping control of the d4-square and is
probably a better, if rarer, try than our last variation. The grandmaster clash
A.Suetin-L.D.Nisipeanu, Cappelle Ia Grande 1 998, continued 6 Nc4 (6 Bb5+ Nbd7
7 Qe2 a6 8 Bxd7+ Nxd7 is fine for Black) 6 ... Qe6+ 7 Be2 Nc6 (Diagram 15) and now
8 0-0 (8 NbS Qd7 led nowhere in the game) 8 . . . Nd4 9 Bd3!? deserves attention,
preparing to unravel with something like 9 ... g6 10 Re1 Qc6 11 Ne4, thereby obtain
ing decent chances for an edge.
d) 5 ... Be6 6 Bb5+ Nbd7 looks a little unnatural, but is probably not so bad: 7 d4
cxd4 8 Qxd4 a6 9 Ba4 QaS?! (ambitious; Black does better with 9 ...b5 10 Bb3 Bxb3
11 axb3 e6 12 Nd3!, restricting White to a small edge) 10 0-0 0-0-0 1 1 Nxd7 Bxd7 12
Bxd7+ Rxd7 13 Qc4+ Rc7 14 Qxf7 picked off a pawn for insufficient compensation
in V.Liberzon-Y.Balashov, USSR Championship, Moscow 1969.

A) 1 e4 cS 2 Nf3 d6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 eS dxes 5 Nxes Nbd7 (Diagram 16)

Diagram 16 (W)

Diagram 17 (B)

6 d4!?
More often White has retreated with 6 Nc4, which is a decent, positional alterna
tive, but in keeping with our ethos, we will stick with the sharpest choice.

6 ... e6
Black's main move, but it's worth being aware why White is happy to allow an
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early exchange of queens: 6 ... Nxe5 7 dxe5 Qxd1+ 8 Kxd1!? (more uncompromising
and popular than 8 Nxd1 Nd5 9 Ne3 Nxe3 10 Bxe3 e6 1 1 g3, although the limited
practice suggests that this too may suffice for a pull) 8 ... Ng4 9 Bb5+ (Diagram 17)
9 ... Bd7 (Black found himself short of a good move after 9 ... Kd8?! 10 Ke2! Bf5?! 11
Rd1+! Kc8 12 Bf4 in E.Vasiukov-H.Ree, Amsterdam 1969, and here both 10 ... e6 11
Bf4 Be7 12 f3 Nh6 13 g4, as occurred in E.Weinzettl-M.Schumi, Hartberg 1992, and
10 ... Nxe5 1 1 Rd1+ Kc7 12 Bf4 f6 13 Nd5+ Kb8 14 Ne3 also leave him some way
from equality) 10 e6! (the point of White's play; for the pawn he gets to smash up
Black's structure and to retard his development) 10 ... fxe6 1 1 Ke2 N£6 (White had a
definite pull after 1 l . ..Bxb5+ 12 Nxb5 K£7 13 a4 a6 14 Nc3 g6 15 Ne4 h6 in
E.Weinzettl-R.Lendwai, Austrian Championship, Mureck 2001, and now I quite
like 16 Ra3! followed by creating some threats along the third rank) 12 Be3 Rc8
gave White full compensation for the pawn in E.Egorov-S.Trofimov, Voronezh
2003; proving more is not so easy, although 13 Bxd7+!? Nxd7 14 Rhd1 g6 15 Ne4
might well be tried, with ideas of both Ng5 and an exchange sacrifice on d7.
We should note that a few strong players have preferred the solid 6 ... cxd4 7 Qxd4
e6 (White obtained the initiative after 7 . . . Nxe5 8 Qxe5 a6 9 Bg5 Ng4 10 Qg3! Qa5
1 1 Bd2 e5 12 h3 N£6 13 0-0-0 in R.McKay-D.Kilgour, Scottish Championship, St
Andrews 1981) 8 Bb5 (Diagram 18), but White's more active development gives
him good chances to retain a pull:

Diagram 18 (B)

Diagram 19 (B)

a) 8 ...Be7 9 B£4 0-0 10 0-0-0 Nb6 (10 . . . Nxe5 11 Qxe5 Qb6 12 Be3 Qa5 was preferred
in J.Timman-D.King, Cannes (blitz) 2006, and now White might have seized the
initiative with 13 Rd4!?) 1 1 Qxd8 Bxd8 12 N£3!? Be7 13 Bd6 Bxd6 14 Rxd6 (Dia
gram 19) 14 ...Nbd5 (possibly better is the solid 14 . . .Bd7 15 Bxd7 Nbxd7 1 6 Rhd1
Nb6, although White has a small pull after 17 b3! thanks to his control of the d-
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file) 1 5 Nxd5 exd5 1 6 Re1 Be6 1 7 Ng5 Bf5 1 8 Re7 saw White retain an edge and
some pressure in J.Tarjan-S.Gligoric, Lone Pine 1972.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! Black might be quite solid here, but
there can be no doubt that White's position is the more
pleasant; something which isn't a surprise when one considers
the active and straightforward nature of his first 10 moves.
b) 8 ... a6 9 Bxd7+ Nxd7 (Diagram 20) 10 Nc4 (playing to regain a bishop, but this
isn't the only try for an edge; 10 Be3 Qf6!? 1 1 f4 Bc5 12 Qd2 Bxe3 13 Qxe3 Nxe5 14
fxe5 Qh4+ 15 g3 Qh5 16 Qc5 f6! left Black close to equality in no lesser game than
L.Ljubojevic-G.Kasparov, Tilburg 1989, and 10 Bf4!? Bc5 1 1 Qc4 Qa5 12 0-0-0 Nxe5
13 Bxe5 also looked more pleasant for White in D.Navara-V.Babula, Czech League
2005) 10 . . .b5 (10 ... Qf6!? was preferred in R.Mamedov-R.Ibrahimov, Baku 2003,
when there was nothing wrong with the check, but the game saw 11 Qxf6 gxf6 12
a4! b6 and now 13 Be3!? might have led to a small edge, such as after 13 . . .Rg8 14
0-0 Bb7 1 5 f3 Rb8 16 Kf2) 11 Nd6+ Bxd6 12 Qxd6 Bb7 13 a4 bxa4 14 0-0 Qe7 15 Bf4
was agreed drawn in B.Kurajica-L.Polugaevsky, Belgrade 1969, but White might
have played on, as 15 . . .Rc8 (or 15 ... Qxd6 16 Bxd6 f5 17 Rxa4 Kf7 18 Rfa1 followed
by Rb4 with some pressure) 16 Rxa4 Rc6 17 Qxe7+ Kxe7 18 Be3 Rb8 19 Rfa1 would
have retained a small pull.

7 Bbs (Diagram 21)

Diagram 20 (W}

Diagram 21 (B)

No prizes for guessing this move, as White continues to develop as aggressively
as possible.

7 a6
...
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7 ... cxd4 8 Qxd4 transposes to a position which we just discussed via a 6 ... cxd4
move order. 7 ... Be7 gives White a few options, including 8 Bf4, but I prefer
Rogoff's idea, later played by Timman.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! With the aggressive 8 dS!? White sets a
little trap: 8 ...0-0? 9 Nxf7! (Diagram 22) is strong, as 9 ... Kxf7 10
dxe6+ regains the piece with an extra pawn, because Black
must avoid being mated by 10...Kxe6? 11 Bc4+.

Diagram 22 (B)

Diagram 23 (W)

Black does better with 8 ... exd5 9 Nxd5 a6, after which 10 Bxd7+ (10 Nxf6+ Bxf6 11
Nxd7 is the alternative, but Black should be okay after 11.. .Qe7+ 12 Be3 Bxd7 13
Bxd7+ Qxd7 14 0-0 Qc6!) 10 ... Bxd7 11 0-0 Be6 12 Nxe7 Qxd1 (12 ... Qxe7 13 Bg5 Rd8
14 Qf3 gives White chances of obtaining a plus) 13 Rxd1 Kxe7 14 Be3 Rac8 15 Nd3!
b6 16 Nf4 Rhd8 1 7 Nxe6 Kxe6 reached an unbalanced endgame in J.Timman
G.Sosonko, Amsterdam 1973, although this should be about equal; Black's cen
tralization balances White's potentially superior minor piece.
c) The solid 7 ... Qc7!? 8 Bf4 Bd6 soon saw Black equalize in G.Pilavov-A.Tukhaev,
Evpatoria 2007, but White might have tried 9 0-0 still with some chances for a pull:
9 ... a6 (the calm 9 ... 0-0 may be better when 10 Nxd7 Bxd7 11 Bxd6 Qxd6 12 Bxd7
Nxd7 13 dxc5 Qxd1 14 Raxd1 Nxc5 15 Rd4 leaves White no more than a touch bet
ter in the endgame) 10 Nxd7 Bxd7 11 Bxd6 Qxd6 12 Bxd7+ Nxd7 13 d5! and White
will either obtain a passed pawn or see the centre open in his favour.

8 Bxd7+!
8 Nxd7 Bxd7 9 Bxd7+ Qxd7 10 Be3?! (missing the last chance to open the centre)
10 ... c4! 1 1 0-0 Bb4 left White a touch worse in C.Briscoe-R.Palliser, Yeovil 2002.
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BEWARE! White mustn't, though, go too far to the other
extreme with the pseudo-active 8 Ba4? bS! 9 Qf3, as 9 ... Rb8 10
Nc6 Bb7 costs him a piece.
8 ... Nxd7 (Diagram 23)
Black usually continues to play for exchanges, although 8 ...Bxd7 cannot be so bad:
9 Bg5! h6 10 Bh4 ReS (10 ... cxd4 11 Qxd4 Be7 12 0-0-0 forces the bishop to move to a
slightly sub-optimal square and gives White a pull) 11 Bxf6 gxf6 12 Nxd7 Qxd7 13
d5! f5 14 Qe2 Bg7 15 0-0-0 once again left Black under a bit of central pressure and
slightly worse in G.Jones-M.Cebalo, Bratto 2005.

9 Qhs!?
More aggressive than 9 Q£3, although this also gives White chances for an edge:
9 ... Nxe5 (better than 9 ... Qf6?! 10 Bf4 cxd4?! 11 Ne4 Qf5 12 Nc4! Qg6 13 0-0-0 and
White enjoyed a very strong initiative in G.Eder-K.Birnstiel, correspondence 1969)
10 dxe5 Qc7 1 1 Bf4 Bd7 12 0-0-0 Bc6 13 Qg3 b5 14 Rhe1 Rd8 saw Black slowly un
ravelling and heading for full equality in F.Grafl-E.Kislik, Budapest 2008.

9 Nxes
...

Probably best. Alternatively, 9 ... Qe7?! 10 Bg5 Nf6 11 Qf3! didn't wholly convince
in M.Leconte-N.Benmesbah, Pau 2008, but some strong players have tried 9 ... g6 10
Qf3 and then:
a) 10 ... £5! ? 1 1 Be3 Bg7 (better than 1 l . . .Nxe5?! 12 dxe5 Qc7 13 0-0-0 Be7 14 Qg3 Bd7
15 Bg5!, which began to exploit Black's dark-square weaknesses in Ma.Sandhu
K.Mah, Mureck 1998) 12 0-0-0!? (the calmer 12 Qg3 probably improves: 12 ... cxd4
13 Bxd4 Nxe5 14 Bxe5 0-0 15 0-0 leaves White with a pleasant advantage, and he
has chances to be slightly better after 12 . . . Nxe5 13 dxe5 Qc7 14 B£4 followed by
0-0-0 and h4) 12 ... cxd4 13 Bxd4 Qg5+! 14 Be3 Nxe5 15 Bxg5 Nxf3 16 gx£3 h6 1 7
Rd8+ K£7 1 8 Rxh8 Bxh8 1 9 Bxh6 B d 7 gave Black enough play for his pawn in
N.Davies-D.Navara, British League 2005, but it took Navara just a couple of weeks
to switch to the white side against Babula (see the notes to Black's 6th move,
above).
b) 10 ... Nxe5?! 1 1 dxe5 Bg7 gives White an improved version of our main line, as
Black's dark squares can quickly be targeted: 12 B£4 (simple chess, although
Djuric's 12 Ne4!? Bxe5 13 Bg5 Qa5+ 14 Bd2 Qa4 15 0-0 is a tempting gambit)
12 ... 0-0 (12... Qc7?! 13 Qe3 b6 14 Ne4 0-0 15 Nf6+ graphically exploited Black's
kingside weakness in G.Jones-T.Zeleny, Herceg Novi 2005) 13 Ne4 (Diagram 24)
13 ... Qa5+! (better than 13 . . . £5?! 14 exf6 Bx£6 15 Rd1 !, which left Black struggling in
A.Schweitzer-F.Bindrich, German League 2005) 14 Bd2 (disappointedly for White,
14 c3 Qb5 15 0-0-0 Bd7 16 Nf6+ Bxf6! 1 7 exf6 Qa4 gives Black enough counterplay
to draw) 14 ... Qc7 15 Nf6+ Kh8 16 Qe3 sees the fight go on, but the holes in Black's
kingside promise White the advantage.
c) 10 ...Qf6 1 1 Qx£6 Nxf6 has been played in a few games, including P.Kotsur-
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Zhang Zhong, Asian Team Championship, Jodhpur 2003, but nobody has yet tried
the simple 12 dxc5!? Bxc5 13 Bh6 (Diagram 25), which looks fairly promising:
13 ...Be7 (neither does Black immediately equalize with 13 ... Bf8!? 14 Bxf8 Kxf8, as
15 Rd1 prepares to meet 15 . . . Kg7 with 16 Rd6; a better defence here is 15 . . .Ke7
when White is no more than a touch better after 16 f3 Bd7 17 Kf2 Rhd8 18 Rd4) 14
0-0-0 b5 15 f3 Bb7? (this allows a tactic, but White's knights are quick to exploit the
queenside holes after 15 ... b4 16 Na4 Nd5 1 7 Nc6) 16 Bg7! Rg8 1 7 Bxf6 Bxf6 18
Nxf7! exploits Black's vulnerable second rank to pick off a pawn.

Diagram 24 (B)

Diagram 25 (B)

to dxes Bd7
A solid choice; Black plays to gradually equalize. He might also seize some space
and 10 ... b5 11 Bg5 Qc7 12 0-0-0 Bb7 13 Rhe1 (as in our next variation 13 Rd2! ? de
serves serious attention; here Black has the extra option of 13 ...b4!?, but after 14
Rhd1 bxc3 15 Rd8+ Rxd8 16 Rxd8+ Qxd8 17 Bxd8 Kxd8 18 Qxf7 White cannot be
worse with his queen so actively placed) 13 . . .Be7 14 Bxe7 Qxe7 15 Rd6 Rd8 16
Red1 0-0 would have given White no more than a small edge in P.Kotsur
P.Anisimov, St Petersburg 2003, had he played to assist his knight and dissuade
.. .f6 with 17 Qg4!.
Similar but worse for Black is the more passive 10 ...b6?!, after which 11 Bg5 Qc7 12
0-0-0 Bb7 13 Rd2! (Diagram 26) 13 ... Be7 14 Bxe7 (14 Rhd1 Qxe5 15 f4 Qf5 16 g4 Bf3!
is a key resource) 14 ... Qxe7 15 Rhd1 Bc6 16 Rd6 gives White control of the posi
tion. However, Black should prefer that to 13 . . .Qxe5? (or 13 ...h6? 14 Rhd1 hxg5 15
Qxh8 Qxe5 16 f3 and Black didn't have anywhere near enough for the exchange in
L.Ljubojevic-K.Rogoff, Malaga 1971) 14 f4! Qf5 (White wins too after 14 ... Qc7 15
Rhd1 Be7 1 6 Rd7) 15 Qd1 ! f6 16 g4 Qg6 1 7 Rel ! fxg5 18 £5, which gives White a
winning attack, as pointed out by Rogoff in Informant 1 1 .
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11 Bgs Qc7
Preferable to l l ... Be7?! 12 Ne4! Qa5+ (even worse would be 12 ... 0-0? 13 0-0-0 Bxg5+
14 Nxg5 h6 15 Ne4 Qc7 which walks into 16 Nf6+!) 13 c3 Bc6 14 Bxe7 Bxe4 15 Qh4
Bg6 16 0-0 and White's dark-square control was rather awkward for the black king
in E.Egorov-R.Ibrahimov, Bled Olympiad 2002.

12 0-0-0! Bc6!
The e-pawn is, of course, taboo: 12 ... Qxe5?? 13 Rxd7! Kxd7 14 Qxf7+ Kc6 15 Bf4
gives White a decisive attack.

13 Rhe1 Be7 (Diagram 27)
Black has defended well, albeit somewhat more solidly than the average Sicilian
player would like to, and is very close to full equality. Perhaps White might con
sider 14 Bxe7!? Qxe7 15 Rd6 0-0 16 Red1 Rad8 1 7 Qg4, since 14 Ne4 didn't really
lead anywhere after 14 ... Bxe4 15 Rxe4 Rd8 16 Rxd8+ Qxd8 1 7 Bxe7 Qxe7 18 Rg4
0-0 19 Qh6 £5! 20 ex£6 Qxf6 in O.Panno-L.Polugaevsky, Manila Interzonal 1976.

Diagram 26 (B)

Diagram 27 (W)

B) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 d6 3 Nc3 Nf6 4 es dxes 5 Nxes e6 6 Bb S+
White has a decent, more positional alternative in 6 Be2, but there's no reason not
to once again exploit the absence of ... a6 to give a check.

6 ... Bd7 (Diagram 28)
TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: Black usually prefers 6 ... Nbd7, after
which 7 d4 takes play back into line A, and a number of games
mentioned there began this way, including Ljubojevic-Kasparov.
7 Nxd7
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White takes the bishop pair, but he might also play to obtain a bit of pressure with
7 Qf3!? Qc7 (or 7 ... Qb6 8 Nc4 Qc7 9 d3 Nc6 10 Bf4 and the weakness of the d6square gave White an edge in C.Szendrei-F.Kovacs, Hungarian League 2000) 8
Qg3, after which 8 ... Nh5 (good defence, whereas 8 ... Nc6?! 9 Nxc6 Qxg3 10 hxg3
Bxc6 1 1 Bxc6+ bxc6 12 d3 would leave Black saddled with a miserable queenside
structure) 9 Qg5 g6 10 Nxd7 Nxd7 1 1 d3 Be7 (H.Blauhut-J.Enricci, correspondence
2004) 12 Qh6!? 0-0-0 13 Bxd7+ Rxd7 14 0-0 Qc6 15 a4 is perhaps a touch more
pleasant for White.

7 ... Nbxd 7
Usual, whereas 7 ... Nfxd7 8 d4 a6 9 Bxd7+ Qxd7 allowed White to seize the advan
tage with the thematic 10 d5! in V.Savicevic-N.Ristic, Ulcinj 1997; White should
always look out for such an opportunity when Black refuses to exchange on d4.

8 o-o Be7 9 d4 cxd4 10 Qxd4 0-0 (Diagram 29)

Diagram 28 {W)

Diagram 29 {W)

This position was assessed as 'equal' by Joe Gallagher in NCO. Black is certainly
very solidly placed, but White does have the bishop pair and thus some reasons
for optimism. R.Kholmov-E.Geller, USSR 1973, continued 1 1 Bf4 Nb6! 12 Be5
Qxd4 13 Bxd4 Rfc8 and the idea of ... Nc4 enabled Black to equalize, but White
might do better with 11 Rd1 !? Qc7 (1l...Nb6 can now be met by 12 Qe5) 12 Qh4,
retaining some chances to later put the bishop pair to good use.

Conclusion
Many black players believe that 4 e5 is fairly innocuous, but such a misguided
view and a lack of any real theoretical knowledge can easily lead to trouble. Black
can equalize if he is careful, but doing so is not so straightforward.
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We've examined two critical lines ( 5. . . a6 6 g3 and 5 . . .Nbd7 6 d 4 e6 7 Bb5) i n which
White can quickly whip up a strong initiative if Black is just a little careless, and I
would imagine that both aggressive variations will continue to claim unsuspect
ing victims. Even against a prepared opponent one can play 4 e5 for White risks
little, although we should not forget that a savvy black player may avoid the
seemingly natural 3 ... Nf6 in response to 3 Nc3.
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Chapter Nine

Cros sing W h ite' s Plans
Rich a rd Pa l l iser

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Qxd4 Nc6 5 Bbs Bd7 6 Bxc6 bxc6!? (Dia
gram 1)

Diagram 1 (W)
The 4 Qxd4 variation is not without its dangers for Black. After 4 ... Nc6 5 Bb5 Bd7 6
Bxc6 Bxc6 7 Nc3 (7 c4 is a positional alternative) 7 ... Nf6 8 Bg5 a sharp, opposite-
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side castling situation usually arises in which Black really must know what he's
doing. Some players have tried to avoid such a scenario with 4 ... a6 or 4 . . .Bd7, but
that entails allowing a Maroczy Bind with 5 c4. Many might well, though, prefer
to avoid both those plans if that was somehow possible.
I believe that recapturing on c6 with the pawn rather than the bishop in the main
line fits Black's criteria fairly well. He takes control of d5 and opens the b-file; thus
White is unlikely to castle long and neither can he occupy the d5-square after go
ing c4. The small downside is that Black falls slightly behind in development, but
his strong centre enables him to get away with that. Moreover, while he has a
clear plan to develop ( ... e5, ... Qc7 and ... Ne7-g6), it is much harder for White to
come up with a good plan, as we'll see in the following all-grandmaster clash.
0 D.Svetushkin • S.Halkias

Ath e n s 2004

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 BbS d6 4 d4 cxd4 5 Qxd4 Bd7 6 Bxc6 bxc6!? 7 c4
White's main move; before developing his queenside, he increases his central con
trol.

7 es
...

Developing with 7 ... c5 8 Qd3 g6 has been a popular alternative and is not so bad,
but we will focus on the slightly more dynamic ... e5 set-ups.

8 Qd3 (Diagram 2)

Diagram 2 (B)

Diagram 3 (W)

White's invariable choice, although on the odd occasion he has been known to
retreat elsewhere. If possible Black should still continue with ... Ne7-g6 (in
conjunction with 8 . . Qc7 if White has retreated down the d-file). The only way I
.
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junction with 8 ...Qc7 if White has retreated down the d-file). The only way I can
see in which White might cut across this plan is with the untried 8 Qc3!? (playing
for c4-c5; 8 Qd2 Qc7 9 b3 fails to trouble Black who might continue 9 ... Ne7 10 Ba3
Ng6 11 0-0 Bg4, but might do even better with 9 ... f5!?), although then Black can
change plans and 8 . . .Nf6 9 Nbd2 c5! 10 0-0 Be7 1 1 b3 0-0 followed by ... Ne8 and
either ... f5 or ... Nc7-e6 seems fine for him.

8 .. Qc7!?
.

The Greek Grandmaster covers his d6-pawn in preparation for moving his knight
via e7 to take up a fine outpost on g6. Black has more usually developed with
... Nf6 and ... Be7, but I prefer Halikias's approach. Readers who do too may also
wish to consider a couple of quite rare move orders:

ROLL THE DICE! By developing with 8.. .f6!? 9 Nc3 Ne7 Black
sets a little trap: 10 Qxd6?? Nds imprisons the queen!
A much more sensible response is 10 0-0 Be6 1 1 Rd1, after which 1 l . . .Ng6 12 b4 (a
fairly common motif; White wants to break up Black's centre with b4-b5 or even
sometimes c4-c5) 12 ...Be7 13 b5 (13 Be3 0-0 14 a4 would be a slower idea and one
which Black might even meet with 14 ... f5!?, since White is unable to exchange on
f5 and occupy e4 here) 13 . . .0-0 14 bxc6 ReB 15 Nd5 (at first this may look a little
better for White, but Black will pressure c4 and break with ... f5, thereby obtaining
sufficient counterchances) 15 ... Rxc6 16 Be3 Qd7 1 7 Nd2 Rfc8 18 Rab1 f5 (Diagram
3) led to a roughly balanced position in H.Hecht-S.Holm, Lugano Olympiad 1968.
An even rarer approach has been 8 ... Qb8! ?, covering d6 and aiming to force White
into playing b3. Z.Zahariev-E.Grivas, Chania 1995, continued 9 0-0 h6 (9 . . . Ne7!?
deserves attention too) 10 Nc3 Nf6 1 1 b3 Be7 12 Nh4 0-0 13 Nf5 Bxf5 and here an
early draw was agreed; 14 exf5 Rd8 15 Qg3 Kh8 should be fine for Black with his
strong centre.

9 0-0
White might delay this for a bit and 9 Nc3 Ne7 10 Nh4!? echoed our main game in
I.Ceschia-A.Felsberger, Austrian League 2002. Indeed, 10 ... f6 1 1 0-0 would trans
pose to the notes to White's 11th move, below, but Felsberger preferred something
even more ambitious: 10 ... g6!? 1 1 Bg5 h6 (Diagram 4) 12 Be3 (more critical, but far
from clear would have been 12 Bf6 Rh7 13 Nf3 Ng8 14 Bh4 g5 15 Bg3 Qb6; this
sidelines White's bishop and gives Black some kingside play, but he must watch
out for Na4 and c5 ideas) 12 ... Rd8 13 f4 Bg7 14 fxe5 dxe5 15 Qe2 Be6 16 0-0 0-0 and
Black was fine.
One break which Black must always keep an eye on in this variation is c4-c5, al
though it is rarely easy for White to enforce it with effect: 9 b3 Ne7 10 0-0 Ng6 1 1
Be3 Be7 12 Rd1 Rd8 13 Nbd2 0-0 (Black is already quite comfortable) 14 c5? was,
for instance, most certainly misguided as 14... d5 saw Black advancing in the centre
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with advantage in L.Sanchez Moreno-J.Coret Frasquet, Mislata 1995.

9 Ne7! (Diagram 5)
...

I like Black's set-up with his knight on g6, supporting the e5-pawn against c4-c5
ideas and assisting any future kingside play. A similar idea is often seen in the
Rossolimo variation 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 e6 4 Bxc6 bxc6 when Black follows up with a
quick ... Ne7-g6 and ... e5, as played by Radjabov, after which White can, as here,
struggle for a good plan.

Diagram 4 (W)

Diagram 5 (W)

Note that there's no need for 9 ... h6 at this stage, but we should still take a look as
the further course of J.Donaldson-W.Schill, Seattle 1979, was quite instructive: 10
b3 Rd8 1 1 Rd1 Be6 12 Bb2 Ne7 13 Nc3 Ng6 14 c5?! (unable to find a particularly
good plan, White seizes the chance to smash up Black's pawns; 14 b4 was possi
ble, but then Black might even provoke a kingside weakness with 14 ... Nf4!? 15 Qfl
Be7 when I quite like his game, as ... 0-0 and ... f5 is very much on the agenda)
14... dxc5 15 Qxd8+ Qxd8 16 Rxd8+ Kxd8 1 7 Na4 f6 18 Nd2 (to cover the c4-square
before attacking c5, but this is a little slow) 18 ...Nf4 19 Ba3 c4 (simple chess, al
though a case could also be made for the more materialistic 19 ... Nd3!? 20 Rd1 Kc7
21 Nc4 Nb4) 20 Bx£8 Rxf8 21 bxc4?! (21 Nc5 would have offered White better
chances for counterplay, despite the pawn minus) 2l.. .Nd3 22 Rb1 Kc7 23 Kfl Rd8
and Black's superior pieces gave him a pretty pleasant advantage indeed.

10 Nh4!?
The Moldovan grandmaster wants to bring his £-pawn into play. This is White's
most active approach, as shown by the alternatives:
a) 10 Nc3 Ng6 1 1 b3 (White preferred to centralize with 1 1 Re1 Be7 12 Be3 0-0 13
Rad1 in H.Milligan-A.Ayvazyan, Sydney 2007, and now 13 ...Bg4 would have
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prefaced ... f5 with good play; instead the game saw 13 ... Rad8 1 4 Qe2 f5!? when
critical would have been 15 c5!? f4 16 cxd6 Bxd6 1 7 Qc4+ Kh8 18 Bxa7, netting a
pawn, although after 18 ... Bg4 19 Rxd6 Qxd6 20 Bc5 Qf6 21 Bxf8 Bxf3 Black would
have had decent compensation in view of his kingside chances) 1 1 ...Be7 1 2 Ne2 0-0
13 Ng3 makes it harder for Black to break with .. .£5, but the calm 13 ... Rfe8 14 Be3
Rad8 15 Qc3 Bf8 16 Ne1 Qb7 (Diagram 6) 17 Rd1 Be6 geared up for ... d5 and was at
least equal for Black in E.Gueroff-J.Rigo, Wuppertal 1986; we should never forget
that his bishop pair is a useful long-term asset.

Diagram 6 (W)

Diagram 7 (W)

b) 10 Be3 Ng6 11 c5!? (as good a time as any to get this in, whereas 1 1 Nc3 Be7 12
h3 0-0 13 Rad1 Rad8 14 b3 was a little planless from White in V.Ciubara
A.Nikolova, Predeal (rapid) 2007, and then 14 . . .h6! 15 Ne2 f5 saw Black seizing the
initiative in thematic style; here 12 Rfd1 Rd8 13 h3 0-0 14 Racl Qb8 15 b3 h6 fol
lowed by arranging ... f5 was also pretty comfortable for Black in I.Lewyk
R.Palliser, Leeds (rapid) 2009) 1 l . . .dxc5 12 Qc3 f6 (Diagram 7) should be fine for
Black: 13 Bxc5 Nf4 14 Kh1 Bxc5 15 Qxc5 Qb6 gives him decent counterplay, and
the slower 13 Nbd2!? Be6 14 Racl also fails to bring White any advantage; after
14 ... Rd8 15 Nb3 c4 16 Nbd2 Be7 1 7 Nxc4 0-0 White has a bit of queenside pressure,
but Black's bishops are very well placed and he might even push ... c5.
c) 10 Rd1 Ng6 11 b3 (alternatively, 1 1 Nc3 Be7 12 h3 h6 13 Be3 Rd8 14 Ne2 0-0 15
Ng3 Be6 was pretty comfortable for Black when J.Gheng-M.Orso, Miercurea Ciuc
2001, was prematurely agreed drawn; more ambitious and challenging is 1 1 c5!?
dxc5 12 Be3, as White tried in M.Holzhaeuer-T.Naegele, Wi.irttemberg 1996, but
now 12 . . .Be7 13 Qc2 0-0 14 Bxc5 Bxc5 15 Qxc5 Be6 16 Nbd2 Qb6 should give Black
enough counterplay on the queenside and with ideas of ...Nf4) 1 l . . .Rd8 12 Bg5!?
(somewhat more recently 12 Nc3 Be7 13 b4 0-0 14 b5 was seen in O.Chervet-
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N.Kelecevic, Martigny 2008, and now both 1 4. . .£5!? and 1 4. . .Be6 15 bxc6 Qxc6 16
Nd5 f5! should be okay) 12 ...£6 13 Be3 was advocated in ECO based on the game
V.Bagirov-G.Rumiantsev, USSR 1969. However, I'm not convinced that forcing
... f6 from Black is such a big thing and 13 ... Be7 14 h3 Be6 15 Nc3 0-0 (Diagram 8) 16
Racl would have been fine for Black had he found 1 6 ...Qb7!? (continuing to hin
der c4-c5 ideas, while supporting a later . . . d5; 16 ... Qd7 1 7 Kh2 h6?! 18 c5! gave
White a pleasant pull in the game) 17 Qc2 £5, as 18 c5?! (probably too ambitious;
however, 18 Ng5 Bc8! is fine too for Black and even 18 Bg5 fxe4 19 Bxe7 Qxe7 20
Qxe4 Qe8 gives him a fairly dynamic set-up, especially as ... N£4 may follow)
18 ... d5 1 9 exd5 cxd5 would have given Black a mobile and dangerous centre.

Diagram 8 {W)

Diagram 9 (W)

10 f6
...

A useful, semi-prophylactic move for when White goes £4, although it was also
possible to begin with 10 ...Be6, as 11 N£5!? Nxf5 12 ex£5 Bc8 13 £4 Be7 seems okay
for Black.

11 f4
Consistent, but White might also delay this with 1 1 Nc3 when 1 l . . .Be6 (ll.. .g5?! 12
Nf5 Nx£5 13 exfS followed by Ne4 should favour White) 12 Be3 Rd8 13 Rad1 is
quite a sensible set-up. Black should probably respond with 13 ... Qd7! (13 ... g6 14 £4
reveals White's idea and gives him a pull, because 14 ...exf4? 15 Bx£4 g5 is now
rather unconvincing in view of 16 Bxd6), so that 14 £4?! (productively waiting with
14 b3 is probably a better try, although 14 ... g5!? 15 N£3 Ng6 should offer Black
sufficient counterchances on the kingside) can be met by 14 ... exf4 15 Bxf4 g5!,
which gives White no more than a bit of compensation for the piece after 16 Bxd6
gxh4 17 e5 f5 18 Na4 Ng6 19 Nc5 Q£7.
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1 1... Be6 (Diagram 9) 1 2 Nc3
Seizing space with 12 f5!? would have been a double-edged choice. After 12 ... Qb6+
13 Kh1 (13 Be3? drops a pawn to 13 ...Bxc4!) 13 . . .Bf7 14 Nc3 Qd4! Black's minor
pieces might be in a huddle, but c4 is weak and ... dS imminent.

12 ... Rd8 13 Be3
Once again 13 fS deserved attention, although after 13 ... Bf7 14 Be3 d5 15 cxdS cxdS
16 Racl Qb7 Black is holding everything together.
Possibly 13 Nf3!? would have been a touch more challenging than the game con
tinuation, although Black still looks comfortable enough after 13 ... exf4 14 Bxf4
Ng6 15 Be3 Ne5; his knight is a fine piece in this variation.

13 ...exf41
The simplest method of untangling; Halkias puts a stop to f4-f5 ideas and pre
pares to exchange a set of pieces.

14 Rxf4
This opens the h-file for Black's rook, but it was impossible for White to try to ex
ploit his better development after 14 Bxf4? in view of the piece-winning 14 ... g5.

14 ... Ng6 15 Nxg6 hxg6 (Diagram 10)

Diagram 10 (W)

Diagram 11 (W)

16 Rf2?!
The Moldovan Grandmaster underestimates the danger down the h-file. White
might have keep his rook on f4 for as long as possible and after 16 Rd1 g5 17 Rf2
dS matters wouldn't have been so clear: for instance, 18 g3 dxc4 19 Qxd8+ Qxd8 20
Rxd8+ Kxd8 21 Rd2+ sees White escaping into an unbalanced ending, although I
suspect that Black is slightly for choice after 2l ...Kc7 22 Bxa7 Bb4.
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One can see why Svetushkin didn't like the look of 1 6 h3?! gS 1 7 Rffl g4, but the
prophylactic 16 g3!? doesn't seem too bad and after 16 ...Be7 17 b4 the position isn't
easy to assess.

16...ds!
DANGEROUS WEAPON! One advantage of 6 ... bxc6 is that it
gives Black the bishop pair, and here Halkias seizes the chance
to open the position and get those bishops into play.
17 Bf4 dxc4 18 Qe2?!
White fails to readjust to the defensive task in time. He should have attacked g6
and after 18 Qg3 Qf7 19 Rd1 Rxd1+ 20 Nxdl g5 21 Bd6 Be7 22 Rd2 Black would
have been better, but would not have found it trivial to maintain control.

18 ... Qb6 19 Kh1 Rd3! (Diagram 11)
Now Halkias is in control and doesn't slip up as he begins to prosecute his large
advantage.

20 es fs 21 Rf3 Qd4 22 Rxd3 cxd3 23 Qf3 Kf7! 24 Be3?
No doubt rather disillusioned with his position, Svetushkin blunders a second
pawn. More resolute would have been 24 Rdl, although after 24 ...Bc5 25 h3 Rc8
White remains badly tied down and somewhat worse.

24 ... Qxes 25 Bf4 Qd4 26 Be3 Qc4 27 Bxa7 Bd6 28 Bg1 Rb8!?
Also sufficient to do the job would have been 28 ... Qf4 29 Qxf4 Bxf4 followed by
shepherding home the d-pawn, but Halkias prefers to keep the initiative.

29 Rd1 Rxb2 30 Rxd3 BeS 31 Qe3 Qg4 (Diagram 12)

Diagram 12 (W)

Diagram 13 (W)
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32 Rd2
After 32 B£2 Q£4 33 Qxf4 Bxf4 White would have had a lost ending, but now he
loses a piece.

32 ... Rxd2 0-1
Black rounds off a fine game precisely; 32... Rxd2 33 Qxd2 Qb4 wins a piece.

looki ng a little Deeper
1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4

m
�

TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: This is the normal route into our
weapon, but it may also be of interest to those who contest that
Rossolimo-Moscow hybrid which arises after 3 Bb5+ Nc6, as
then 4 d4 cxd4 5 Qxd4 Bd7 transposes to the Qxd4 system.

3 ...cxd4 4 Qxd4 Nc6 5 Bb5 Bd7 6 Bxc6 bxc6!? (Diagram 13)
We've already examined 7 c4, which has been played in slightly more than half
the games I've found with the lesser-known recapture on c6. We now tum to ex
amine:

A: 7 0-0
B: 1 esl?
Line A is fairly common; Line B quite rare, but not without its logic.

m
�

TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: Another common move is 7 Nc3, but
after 7 ... e5 8 Qd3 Qc7 White has nothing better than 9 o-o,
transposing to the note to his 9th move in Line A.

In this sequence White might also aim to prevent . . .Ne7 with the unusual 8 Qc4!?,
but Black should be fairly happy to change approach in tum: 8 ... Be7 9 0-0 Nf6 10
BgS 0-0 11 Rad1 (White prepares to meet 1 1 . ..Qc7? with 12 Bxf6! Bxf6 13 NdS)
1 1 . ..Qb8! is fairly comfortable for him due to his central preponderance and
White's lack of an especially good plan.
We should also examine 7 BgS, which prevents our preferred . . .eS set-up, but of
fers Black a decent choice:
a) After the 7 ...Qb6 (logically playing against b2 now that the bishop has moved) S
Qc3 (White probably does best to keep the queens on; 8 Nbd2 Qxd4 9 Nxd4 g6 10
0-0-0 Bg7 1 1 Nc4 c5 12 Nb3 Be6 13 Nba5 N£6 1 4 Rhe1 Nd7! kept the e5-square un
der control and was fairly comfortable for Black in H.Ardeshirpour-F.Sobhani,
Iran 1992) 8 ...Rb8 (Diagram 14) 9 b3 Nf6!? 10 Nbd2 h6 1 1 Be3 (11 Bx£6 gx£6 12 0-0
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hS! echoes the Rauzer and should be okay for Black; it will be hard for White to
obtain any serious central pressure) 1 l ...c5 12 Qd3 of N.Andreescu-C.Rusu, Ro
mania 1994, 12 ... g6 would have been a decent alternative to the game's more am
bitious 1 2 ... Ng4! ?.

Diagram 14 (W)

Diagram 15 (B)

b) Black might also insist on an ...eS set-up with 7... f6!? 8 Be3 eS, which looks like a
decent alternative. The only example I could find continued 9 Qd2 (9 Qd3 also
fails to supply any advantage as Black can break with 9 ... Be6 10 c4 dS) 9 ... Be6 10
Nc3 d5 1 1 exdS cxdS 12 0-0-0 and now 12 ... d4? 13 Bxd4! exd4 14 Nxd4 gave White
a strong initiative for the piece in G.Keeling-L.Hunt, Guernsey 2001, but 12 ... Bb4
would have been promising for Black with his strong centre.

A) 1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Qxd4 Nc6 5 Bb5 Bd7 6 Bxc6 bxc6 1 o-o e5 8 Qd3
Once again by an overwhelming margin the usual choice of retreat square. White
might now continue with c4 or he might skip that and go Nc3. Moreover, we
should note that this move order was advocated in Chris Baker's 1998 work A
Startling Chess Opening Repertoire, which endorsed 4 Qxd4.

8 ... Qc7 9 Rd1!? (Diagram 15)

m

TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: White's usual choice here has actually
been 9 c4, taking play back into the realm of Svetushkin
Halkias.

The text is a tricky, independent try and better than 9 Nc3. Here classical devel
opment with 9 ... Be7 looks quite comfortable for Black and, indeed, 10 Rd1 Rd8 1 1
Qc4?! Nf6 1 2 BgS Be6 1 3 Qa4 0-0 already left him for preference in G.Wall-R.Palli-
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ser, British League 2009. However, once again 9 ... Ne7!?, while rare, is very much
an option and after 1 0 BgS (10 Nh4 Rd8 11 Be3 Be6 12 f4 f6 should also be okay for
Black) 10 ... Ng6 1 1 Rad1 h6 12 Bel Be6 13 Ne2 Be7 14 c4 0-0 15 Ng3 Rfd8 matters
had turned out fairly well for Black in S.Daroczy-F.Gosztolya, Nyiregyhaza 2002.

9 Rd8
...

Black offers some support to d6 and, of course, 9 . . .Ne7? is impossible here as 10
Qxd6 Qxd6 1 1 Rxd6 just wins a clear pawn.

10 c4
Once again this is White's most challenging approach; 10 Nbd2 Nf6 1 1 Nc4 is a
logical follow-up to pressure d6, but Black equalizes with 1l.. .Be6 12 BgS Be7

(Diagram 16).

Diagram 16 (W)

Diagram 17 (W)

This position was actually agreed drawn in J.Mavrichev-T.Oksanen, Helsinki
2002, and 13 Bxf6 Bxc4 14 Qxc4 Bx£6 1 5 Rd3 0-0 1 6 Rad1 Be7 shouldn't hold any
fear for Black; his c6- and d6- pawn wall cannot be breached.

10 Be7
...

Having forced an early Rd1 out of White, Black settles for a classical set-up. An
untried approach for those who are determined to play ... Ne7-g6 is 10 ... Be6!?
when 11 NgS (White's other try is 11 Nc3 Ne7 12 Be3 Ng6 13 cS!?; at first I feared
that 13 ... dxc5 14 Qxd8+ Qxd8 15 Rxd8+ Kxd8 16 Na4 would give him a nice pull in
the forthcoming ending, but 16 ... f6 17 Bxc5 BxcS 18 NxcS Ke7 19 Rd1 Rb8! should
enable Black to drum up sufficient counterplay) l l ... Bc8! (1l.. .Ne7?! 12 Nxe6 fxe6
gives Black a central structure he should rarely complain about, but here 13 Bg5
h6 14 Qh3! is quite awkward) 12 Nc3 (or 12 f4 Be7 13 Nf3 Nf6 with a decent posi
tion for Black; ...exf4 and ... Ng4/d7-e5 may follow) 12 ... Ne7 13 Be3 Ng6 echoes po-
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sitions considered in Svetushkin-Halkias and should be okay for Black.

11 Nc3 Nf6 (Diagram 17) 12 BgS
White's most logical move and the one played the most when this position has
arisen (from a number of move orders). Alternatively:
a) 12 b4! ? Be6 13 Bg5 0-0 14 Racl Qb6 15 a3 (15 Bxf6! Bxf6 16 b5 looks more logical
and was played with the black queen back on b7 in G.Tringov-L.Evans, Lugano
1968; here Black should respond 16 ... Rc8! when 17 Qxd6 Bxc4 18 Nxe5 Bxe5 1 9
Qxe5 Rfe8 should supply enough counterplay and 1 7 bxc6 Qxc6 18 Nd5 Bxd5 1 9
QxdS Rfd8 also seems tenable, a s c4 i s a touch weak and White's knight some way
from d5) 15 . . .h6 16 Bxf6 Bxf6 1 7 b5 Rc8! was fairly level in A.Femandes-Nguyen
Anh Dung, Moscow Olympiad 1994; 18 Qxd6 Bxc4 19 Nxe5 Bxe5 20 Qxe5 Rfe8 21
Qd4 Qxd4 22 Rxd4 cxb5 is an ending which certainly holds no fears for Black.
b) 12 b3 0-0 13 Ba3 Bc8 14 Qc2 Nh5! began kingside counterplay and was fine for
Black in V.Hansen-J.Fluit, Zwolle 2004.

12 ... Be6 13 Bxf6
Playing to bring his knight to d5 is White's best plan. Otherwise 13 Racl Qb8!
(preventing b4; 13 ... 0-0 14 Nd5 cxd5 15 cxd5 isn't so terrible for Black, but 15 ... Qb7
16 dxe6 fxe6 1 7 Qc4 should give White an edge) 14 Rb1 (Baker had to admit that
14 b3 0-0 was only equal, which it is!) 14 ...Qb4 15 Nd2 0-0 16 a3 Qb7 1 7 Bxf6 Bxf6
18 b4 didn't give White any advantage and was agreed drawn at this point in
H.Handel-A.Hollis, correspondence 1983; 18 ... Rd7 19 b5 Rc8 might follow when
...Bd8-a5/b6 becomes very much an option.

13 ... Bxf6 14 b4 0-0 15 Rac1 Be7 (Diagram 18)

Diagram 18 (W)

Diagram 19 (W)

Black is very solid here and in the long run his bishops might come into their own.
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The game H.Seifert-M.Saltaev, East Germany 1990, continued 1 6 b5 (or 1 6 Nd5
Qb7 17 Nxe7+ Qxe7 1 8 b5 f6! 19 bxc6 Qc7 with enough counterplay against c4)
16 .. .f5 ! ? 1 7 Nd5?? (17 bxc6 Qxc6 18 Nd5 Qd7 would have echoed the Sveshnikov
and been dynamically balanced), only for the future grandmaster to miss 17 ... cxd5
18 cxd5 Qb7 with a game-winning X-ray against e4.

B) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 d6 3 d4 cxd4 4 Qxd4 Nc6 5 BbS Bd7 6 Bxc6 bxc6 7 es!?
An uncompromising but logical move. White prevents ... e5 and prepares to exert
some early central pressure.

7 ... ds (Diagram 19)
Black has tried 7 ... Qb6 here too, but both 8 Qc3 and 8 exd6 Qxd4 9 Nxd4 exd6 10
0-0 give White chances for a pull.

8 c4
Continuing White's central play, but this is by no means his only approach:
a) 8 0-0 e6 9 Nc3 c5 10 Qg4 Ne7 gives Black a decent enough French-like set-up,
and after 1 1 Rei Rb8 12 a3 h6! (preventing any ideas of Ng5 or Bg5 before the
knight heads for an excellent square on f5) 13 Rb1 Bc6 14 Ne2 Nf5 15 Nf4?! g6
White was beginning to struggle for a good plan in S.Leban-L. Kavalek, Sarajevo
1968.
b) 8 Nbd2 Qb6! (wisely avoiding allowing White a clamp with 8 ... e6 9 Nb3!) 9 Qd3
(9 Nb3 Qxd4 10 Nfxd4 e6 now leaves White unable to prevent l l .. .c5 with a good
game for Black) 9 ... Nh6!? (9 ... e6 was fine, but Black is after something more ambi
tious) 10 Nb3 Bf5 1 1 Qc3 e6 (Diagram 20) 12 Be3? Bb4 13 Bxb6 Bxc3+ 14 bxc3 axb6
15 Nfd4 Kd7 gave Black some advantage due to his superior structure in
R.Govedarica-N.Minev, Odzaci 1978.

Diagram 20 (W)
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c) 8 Be3 e 6 9 Qc3 Nh6 (9 ... c5!? is no less effective, preparing to regain the pawn in
the event of 10 Bxc5 Rc8 1 1 b4 BxcS 12 bxc5 Qe7) 10 0-0 Nf5 was fine for Black in
J.Soriano Maya-J.Coret Frasquet, Spain 1995, as 1 1 Bc5 Bxc5 12 Qxc5 Qb6 would
have prevented White from retaining piece control of c5.
d) 8 e6?! Bxe6 9 Ne5 Bd7 1 0 c4 e6 failed to give White enough for his pawn in
J.Veras Sanz-M.Neira Garcia, San Sebastian 2007.

8 . e6 9 Nc3
..

At first I was a little concerned that White had 9 c5! ? here, but it transpires that
Black will obtain sufficient counterplay once he has calmly completed his devel
opment: 9 ... Rb8 10 b4 Ne7 11 0-0 Nf5 12 Qc3 Be7 (the key idea of ... 0-0 and .. .£6
begins to take shape) 13 Nd4 0-0!? (by no means essential; 13 ... Nxd4 14 Qxd4 0-0
seems playable too, as 15 f4 f6 16 Nd2 fxe5 17 fxe5 Rxfl+ 18 Nxfl Qe8 activates the
queen with decent enough counterplay) 14 Nd2 (against 14 NxfS ex£5 15 Bb2 Black
had no doubt prepared 15 ... a5! 16 a3 Qc7 followed by pressuring b4 with ... Qb7)
14 ... Nxd4 15 Qxd4 f6 16 f4 Be8!? was a thematic French-like activation of the bad
bishop and gave Black decent counterchances in J.Lopez Alonso-J.Melero Morales,
Asturias 1 993.
g

.

. Ne7 10 o-o Nfs 11 Qf4 (Diagram 21) 11 ... h6
.

Keeping White's pieces out of g5, but this is by no means the only approach and
1l.. .h5 12 Re1 Be7 13 b3 aS seemed fine too in C.Spisak-M.Vasilev, Medellin 1996.

12 Re1 Be7 13 Nd4 gs!? 14 Qd2 Nxd4 15 Qxd4 Qb6 16 Qd1 Qb4
We've followed the game R.Lallemand-G.Sarthou, French League 2003, in which
Black's active approach had left him with decent counterplay.

Concl usion
Meeting the tricky 4 Qxd4 variation with 4 ... Nc6 5 BbS Bd7 6 Bxc6 bxc6!? looks like
a good idea for those keen not to be mated in the main line (6 ... Bxc6) or to suffer in
a standard Maroczy position. White can still play c4, but a set-up with ... e5, ... Qc7
and ... Ne7-g6 looks like a good antidote. I'm not at all sure why this hasn't been
played more often, but that does mean that it may well catch out even an experi
enced Qxd4 practitioner!
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Chapter Ten

A T u rbo- Charged
King's Ind ian Attac k
John Emms

1 e4 cs

2

Nf3 e6 3 g3 (Diagram 1)

Diagram 1 (B)
White has a number of Anti-Sicilian options after 2 Nf3 e6 (for example, 3 d3, 3
Nc3, 3 b3, 3 c3 and 3 c4) and all of these moves have accumulated some theory,
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but for some reason 3 g3 has received little o r n o recognition. Checking through
previous Anti-Sicilian material ! found the coverage either to be disappointing or
even non-existent, even though 3 g3 has been played by the likes of Morozevich,
Sutovsky, Tkachiev, Glek and Spassky. lndeed, this might already provide a rea
son why 3 g3 could be a Dangerous Weapon for White.
What is the idea behind this early fianchetto? Well, White is trying to play a turbo
charged version of the King's Indian Attack (KIA), which normally arises after 3
d3. The point is that in many lines of the KIA against the Sicilian, White' s eventual
plan is d3-d4, usually prepared by c3. So why not save a tempo and play d2-d4 in
one go! Of course as we shall see later it's not quite as simple as that, but it's clear
that this additional possibility of d2-d4 gives Black plenty to think about.
A major positive is that one or two of Black's most popular defences against 3 d3
simply do not work here, a point graphically demonstrated in the following game.
0 S.Arkhipov • M.Epelbaum

Alushta 1994

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 e6 3 g3 Nc6 4 Bg2 g6?1
Fianchettoing the king's bishop is a very popular way of meeting the standard
KIA, but here it runs into something quite nasty:

5 d4! (Diagram 2)

Diagram 2 (B)

Diagram 3 (B)

And here it is: White chooses an Open Sicilian after all! Furthermore, it's one in
which ... e6 doesn't really fit in with . . .g6, leaving Black particularly vulnerable on
the dark squares.
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TRICKY TRANSPOSITION! King's Indian Attack players might be
familiar with the tricky idea of 3 d3 Nc6 4 g3 g6 5 d41? cxd4 6
Nxd4. That line isn't too troublesome for Black as long as he
knows what he's doing, but the whole extra tempo in our line is
certainly going to help White!

s...cxd4 6 Nxd4 Bg7
6 ... a6 has the advantage of preventing White's next move (incidentally, it also
nearly leaves Black in a position to begin a game of checkers!). White should still
maintain some advantage, though, after 7 0-0 Bg7 8 Nxc6 bxc6 9 c4! (9 Nc3 Ne7 10
Qd6! Bb7 1 1 Na4 Qb8 12 Qa3 Nc8 13 c4 d6 14 cS! left White well on top in
T.Petrosian-N.Miezis, Lausanne 2005, but Black should probably have tried 9 ... d5)
and now 9 ... Ne7 (or 9 ... d6 10 Nc3 Ne7 1 1 BgS 0-0 12 Qd2) 10 Qd6! (Diagram 3),
when Black is rather tied up and lacking space.
I think White has two ways of achieving an advantage after 6 . . .Qb6. The first is the
typical retreat 7 Nb3: for example, 7 ...Bg7 8 0-0 Nge7 9 c4 0-0 (L.Drabke
N.Hoffmann, Schwaebisch Gmuend 2005) and here I prefer 10 Nc3 or 10 cS!? to
the game's 10 Na3.
The second possibility is 7 Nxc6 bxc6 8 Be3! intending 8 ... c5 9 Nc3 Bg7 10 0-0 Qxb2
1 1 Bd2! Bxc3 12 Rb1 Qa3 13 Rb3, or 8 ... Bc5 9 BxcS QxcS 10 Nc3 Ne7 and here White
can play quietly with 1 1 0-0 or choose the more aggressive 1 1 Qd2 followed by
0-0-0 and shoving the h-pawn up the board.
Despite all of this, both 6 ... a6 and 6 ... Qb6 are safer than the text move, as White's
reply is pretty strong.

7 NbS!
Of course! That d6-square does look rather inviting.

7 ... Nge7
From a practical point of view there's an argument for giving up a pawn with
7... d5 8 exdS exdS 9 QxdS Qe7+ 10 Qe4, as in K.Starosek-A.Pugachov, Internet
2004, even if Black's compensation is virtually non-existent here.

8 Nd6+ Kf8 9 0-0 b6 10 C4 (Diagram 4)
DANGEROUS WEAPON! White has clearly won the opening
battle and already enjoys an overwhelming advantage. His
knight on d6 is an absolute monster, and Black is forced into
contortions in order just to challenge it.
10 ... Ba6 11 Qa4 Na5 12 Na3 Qc7 13 Rd1 Rd8 14 Rb1
Threatening b2-b4. 14 NabS BxbS 15 cxb5 intending Bf4 and Racl is also very
strong.
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14... Nc8 15 Bf4! e S 1 6 BgS f6 1 7 Nxc8 Qxc8 1 8 Be3
So far Black has managed to avoid any material loss, but his position has become a
shambles and there is no real hope of survival if White plays accurately.

18 ... Qc6
18 ... Nxc4 loses the knight after 19 Rbcl.

19 Nbs (Diagram 5) 19...Kg8

Diagram 4 (B)

Diagram 5 (B)

And here 19 ... Qxc4 loses to 20 Qa3+ Kg8 21 Bfl, e.g. 21 .. .Qc2 22 Rbcl Qxe4 23 Nd6.

20 Rbcl
20 b4 Qxc4 21 Bfl Qxe4 22 Nd6 wins easily, but the text is also good enough.

20... Bc8 21 b4 Nxc4
Or 2l...Nb7 22 Qxa7 and b6 also drops.

22 Bfl a6 23 Bxc4+ Kf8 24 Bds
24 Qb3! intending 24... axb5 25 Bg8 is quicker.

24... Qxbs 25 Qxbs axbs 26 Bxb6 ReS 27 BcS+ 1-0

Looking a Little Deeper
That was a devastating win for White, and it's clearly a great practical advantage
that Black's main defence against the KIA is virtually blown to pieces.
Let's now consider more serious options for Black:
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A: 3 d s
...

B : 3 ... Nc6
C: 3 .Nf6 and others
..

3 ... d5 tries to exploit White's omission of d2-d3, and it's really this move which
gives the variation an independent flavour.
Against 3 ... Nc6 followed by 4 ... Nf6 my recommendation for White is to transpose
to the KIA, but one in which Black is committed to ...Nf6, which wouldn't neces
sarily be the defender's first choice.
Finally, after 3. . .Nf6 White could easily aim to could transpose to Line B, but in
stead I'm going to offer an alternative solution based on 4 eS.

A) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 e6 3 g3 d5 (Diagram 6)

Diagram 6 (W)

Diagram 7 (W)

It seems reasonable to begin with this move. If there is an unfavourable compari
son between 3 g3 and 3 d3, it's that after 3 g3 dS White can no longer reach a typi
cal KIA formation - 4 d3 intending Nbd2 or Qe2 allows Black the opportunity of
trading pawns on e4 and then exchanging queens. Although offering Black this
endgame option is by no means a disaster for White, the truth is that following
3 ... d5 White's intention is to play in a completely different way:

4 exd51
And here it is. After 4 ... exd5 White will sooner or later play d2-d4. Usually Black
will end up with an isolated queen's pawn (IQP), and with this type of structure
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the light-squared bishop will b e well placed o n g2 where i t directly hits the pawn.
This reminds me of a line in the Closed Sicilian (1 e4 cS 2 Nc3 e6 3 g3 dS), but the
appearance of Nf3 in place of Nc3 allows White to achieve d2-d4 with greater
ease.

4 exd5
...

It's true that 4 ... Qxd5!? (Diagram 7) doesn't seem that appealing for Black, but it
has been played by one or two grandmasters and it's not as bad as it first looks. 5
�c3 (5 Bb5+ intending 5 ... Nc6 6 Nc3 Qd8 7 Ne5 to saddle Black with doubled c
pawns is another possibility) 5 ... Qd8 6 d4! (before Black has the chance to prevent
this advance by playing ... Nc6) 6 ... Nf6 7 Be3 cxd4 8 Qxd4 Qxd4 9 Nxd4 a6 10 Bg2
looked very nice for White in the game I.Glek-A.Wirig, European Club Cup,
Fuegen 2006, although after 10 ... Ng4! 1 1 0-0-0 Nxe3 12 fxe3 Be7 13 Nb3 Ra7! 14
�e4 0-0 15 Nd6 Rd8 Black had managed to restrict White's advantage to a mini
mum. In view of this, perhaps it's a good idea to eliminate the possibility of ... Ng4
by playing 10 h3!?.

5 Bg2 (Diagram 8)

Diagram 8 (B)

Diagram 9 (B)

Choosing the immediate 5 d4 has the advantage of avoiding 5 Bg2 Qe7+ (Line A2),
as 5 d4 Qe7+?! can be very effectively met by 6 Be3. On the other hand, 5 d4 does
allow Black to put immediate pressure on the d4-pawn by playing 5 ... Nc6 6 Bg2
Bg4! ?. Black's idea is to force White to capture on c5 so that the bishop on f8 can
recapture in one go (in the main lines we will see White gaining time by only tak
ing on c5 once the f8-bishop has moved). I feel that White's most challenging re
sponse is to offer a pawn sacrifice with 7 0-0! (or 7 c3 cxd4 8 0-0, transposing to
note 'd' below) and now:
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a) 7... Nf6 transposes to Line Al.
b) 7 ...Be7 was played in the very recent game M.Carlsen-T.Radjabov, Wijk aan Zee
2009. This looks inconsistent with Black's previous move, and after 8 dxc5! Bxc5 9
Qe1+!? Be7 10 Ne5! Be6 11 c4 Nf6 12 Nc3 Black was under some pressure, since
12 ... 0-0? loses material to 13 cxd5 intending 13 .. Nxd5 14 Nxd5 Bxd5 15 Bxd5 Qxd5
16 Nxc6 Qxc6 1 7 Qxe7. Radjabov instead played 12 ... Rc8 13 cxd5 Nxd5, when 14
Bh6! ? led to some tactical fireworks favouring White. However, 14 Bxd5 Bxd5 and
only now 15 Bh6! (Baburin), intending 15 ... gxh6 16 Rd1, might be even more accu
rate. In any case this line looks precarious for Black.
c) 7... Nxd4 8 Qe1+! Be6 9 Nxd4 cxd4 10 Nd2 Bc5 11 Nb3 Bb6 12 a4 a5 13 f4 (or 13
QeS!?) 13 . . .Kf8 14 f5 Bd7 15 Kh1 offered White good compensation in I.Glek
L.Portisch, Hockenheirn 1997.
d) 7 ... cxd4 8 c3! dxc3 9 Nxc3. White has promising compensation here; for exam
ple, 9 ... Nf6 10 Qa4!? Qd7 1 1 Bg5 (Diagram 9) 1 1 . ..Bb4? (this runs into something
nasty; I think that Black should enter the unclear complications arising after
1 1 .. .Be7 12 Bxf6 Bxf6 13 Nxd5 Qxd5 14 Rfe1+! Be6 15 Ne5 Qd6 16 Nxc6, and now
not 1 6 ... bxc6? 1 7 Bxc6+ Ke7 18 Rad1! but simply 16 ... 0-0!) 12 Ne5! Nxe5 13 Qxb4
Be6 14 Rad1 Nc6 15 Qh4 with a clear advantage in L.Milov-G.Euler, Bad Hornburg
2004.
Black can also choose the safer option of declining the gambit, but after 8 ... Bd6 9
cxd4 Nge7 10 Nc3 0-0 1 1 h3 Bh5 12 Be3 h6 13 Qd2 Na5 (a draw was agreed here in
E.Rozentalis-S.Movsesian, European Team Ch., Baturni 1999) 14 b3, Rozentalis
and Harley assess this position as slightly better for White due to his more active
pieces.

m
�

TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: This line can occur from the c3 Sicilian,
and indeed the actual move order of Rozentalis-Movsesian was
1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 e6 3 c3 d5 4 exd5 exd5 5 d4 Nc6 6 g3!? Bg4 7 Bg2
cxd4 8 o-o.

Returning to 5 Bg2, here we will study:

A1: 5 ... Nc6
A2: 5 ... Qe7+1?

5 ... Nf6 is also an important option, but this move is very likely to transpose to po
sitions considered in Line A1 after 6 0-0 Be7 7 d4 0-0 8 dxc5 Bxc5 9 Bg5 Nc6, be
cause Black gains nothing by omitting . . . Nc6.

A1) 1 e4 c5 2 Nf3 e6 3 g3 d5 4 exd5 exd5 5 Bg2 Nc6 6 o-o (Diagram 10)
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Diagram 10 (B)

Diagram 11 (B)

6 ... Nf6
6 ... Bg4 is possible, even though it appears to make less sense if White hasn't committed to d2-d4 since there is less immediate pressure on the centre. 7 h3 (7 d4
transposes to S d4 - see above) 7... Bxf3 8 Qxf3 Nf6 9 Nc3 Nb4 10 d4! Be7 (10 ... cxd4
11 NbS Qb6 is critical, but even here 12 Re1 + Be7 13 Nxd4! Qxd4 14 c3 looks prom
ising for White) 11 dxcS 0-0 12 BgS ReS 13 a3 Nxc2 14 Rad1 d4 (14 ... RxcS 1S Rd2!)
1S Bxf6 gxf6 (1S ... Bxf6 16 Ne4 followed by Qd3 embarrasses the knight) was
A.Ivanov-E.Tate, Washington DC 1998, and here 16 Qg4+ Kh8 1 7 Be4 would have
been immediately decisive.
Keeping the pin with 7 ... BhS looks more appealing, but then 8 d4!? (Diagram 11)
offers White a good version of the S d4 (or 7 d4) line because the insertion of the
move pair h2-h3 and ...BhS favours him: the bishop can no longer retreat along the
c8-h3 diagonal, and furthermore White has the option of breaking the pin with g3g4. For example, 8 ... cxd4 (8 ... Nxd4 9 g4!) 9 g4 (9 c3!?) 9 . . .Bg6 10 Nxd4 Nf6 1 1 c4!.
Another typical development plan for Black is 6 ... Bd6 7 d4 Nge7 (7... c4 8 b3! cxb3 not 8 . . . b5? 9 Nc3 - 9 axb3 Nge7 1 0 Nc3 0-0 11 NbS is a bit better for White). The
knight is less actively placed on e7, but Black does avoid the problems associated
with the BgS pin in the main line. I.Glek-P.Tregubov, Vlissingen 2002, continued 8
dxcS (sensible, now that the f8-bishop has already moved) 8 ... BxcS 9 Nc3 (also
possible is 9 Nbd2 0-0 10 Nb3 Bb6 and here I like 11 c3 to prevent ... dS-d4, fol
lowed by the plan of Re1 and Be3 to offer a trade of Black's good bishop) 9 . . .0-0 10
Ne1 !? d4 1 1 Ne4 Bb6 12 Nd3, when White's knights, especially the one on d3,
were well placed in the centre.

7 d4 Be7
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The main alternative in practice has been 7 ... cxd4 8 Nxd4 Be7 (Diagram 12)
(8 ... Bc5?! carelessly allows 9 Re1 +!) and here White has two ways to fight for the
advantage:

Diagram 12 (W)

Diagram 13 (B)

a) 9 Nc3 transposes to a position that can also be reached via the Closed Sicilian,
and it's one which looks favourable for White. For example, 9 ... 0-0 10 Re1 (10 h3 is
also possible) 10 ... Bg4 1 1 Qd3! Nb4 12 Qd2! (White's queen is awkwardly placed
at the moment but Black's pieces are in no position to exploit this temporary in
convenience; furthermore, the d-pawn remains vulnerable) 12 ... Re8 13 h3 Bc8 14
Qd1 Bc5 15 Rxe8+ Qxe8 16 Be3 Bb6 17 Kh2 and White was better in V.Kupreichik
R.Lau Meisdorf 1996.
b) 9 c4!? is also tempting. 9 . . .0-0 (or 9 ...Nxd4 10 Qxd4 dxc4 11 Qxc4 0-0 12 Nc3
with an edge, J.Lipka-D.Gross, Czech League 2004) 10 cxd5 Nxd5 11 Nxc6 bxc6 12
Qa4 Qb6 13 Nc3 Nxc3 14 bxc3 Ba6 15 Be3 Qb5 16 Qxb5 Bxb5 1 7 Rfd1 Bf6 1 8 a4 Be2
19 Rdcl Rfc8 20 Rab1 gave White some advantage in A.Morozevich-H.Ree, Til
burg 1994, although it looks like Black can improve with 13 . . . Be6! 14 Nxd5 cxd5
(which was agreed drawn at this point in R.Slobodjan-G.Mohr, Pula 2000).
7 ... Bg4 is also possible here, even though it has been rarely played. 8 Re1 + Be7 9
dxc5 would be the typical way forward for White, although it's true that 9 ... 0-0 10
h3 Bh5 11 g4 Bg6 12 Be3 Ne4 doesn't look that bad for Black. Instead I quite like
the look of 8 Bg5!? (Diagram 13).
For example, 8 ...Nxd4 (White's idea is 8 ... cxd4 9 Re1+ Be7 10 Bx£6) 9 Re1+ Be7 (or
9 ... Ne6 1 0 Bxf6 Qxf6 1 1 Qxd5 Qxb2 12 Nbd2) 10 Bx£6 gxf6 11 Nc3 Qd7 (H.Herce
J.Caramia, San Isidoro 1993) and here 12 h3! Bxf3 (12 ... Bh5? 13 g4) 13 Bx£3 Nxf3+
14 Qx£3 0-0-0 15 Nxd5 Qxd5 16 Qxd5 Rxd5 17 Rxe7 must be a little better for
White because of Black's split pawns.
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If Black releases the tension b y playing 7... c4 then a s usual the way to respond is
with 8 b3!. L.Drabke-M.Fierz, Swiss League 2005, continued 8 ... cxb3 (8 . . . b5? 9 a4!
breaks Black's pawn chain) 9 axb3 Be7 10 Ne5 0-0 11 Re1 Bf5 12 Nxc6!? bxc6 13
Rxe7! Qxe7 14 Ba3 Qb7 15 Bxf8 Kxf8 16 Nc3 intending to exploit the weaknesses
on the queenside with Na4-c5 and Qd2-a5.

S dxcs
Typically White only captures on c5 now that the £8-bishop has already moved.

8 Bxcs ( Diagram 14)
...

Diagram 14 (W)

Diagram 15 ( B)

9 Bgs!
9 Nc3! 0-0 10 Bg5 is another move order.

BEWARE! In this position White should avoid the plausible 9
Nbd2?! o-o 10 Nb3, since after 10 ... Bb6! Black's active pieces
( bishop on b6, knight on f6) are perfectly placed to meet
White's set-up: for example, 11 Nbd4 ReS 12 Be3 Bg4 13 h3
BhS 14 c3 Ne4 with a lively position for Black, F.Bellini
J.Timman, Saint Vincent 2000.
It makes much more sense for White to put immediate pressure on the d5-pawn.

9 . 0-0
.

.

9 ...Be6 10 Nc3 0-0 transposes.

10 Nc3 Be6
The most natural way to protect e6. S.Arkhipov-K.Beckmann, German League
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1993, instead saw 1 0... d4 1 1 Bxf6 Qxf6 1 2 Ne4 Qe7 13 Rel Bb6 1 4 a3 Bf5 1 5 Nh4
Be6 16 QhS h6 1 7 NfS BxfS 18 QxfS Rad8 19 Nd2 Qd7 20 Qxd7 Rxd7 21 Bxc6! ? bxc6
22 Nc4 {Diagram 15) with a slight advantage for White in view of the knight's su
periority over the bishop, which is hampered by its own d-pawn. It's worth giving
the rest of the moves to show how White, albeit very slowly, capitalized on this
edge: 22 ... Rb8 23 Rad1 Kf8 24 Kfl Bd8 25 ReS RdS 26 Re4 Bf6 27 Rd3 aS 28 a4 ReS
29 b3 Rb4 30 Na3 Rb8 31 Ke2 RdS 32 Nc4 ReS 33 h4 g6 34 Rf3 Kg7 35 Kd2 g5 36
hxgS hxgS 37 g4 Rd8 38 Kd3 RedS 39 Re1 Rh8 40 Nd2 BeS 41 RfS Rh3+ 42 Nf3 B£6
43 RxdS cxdS 44 Ke2 Rh8 45 Rg1 Rc8 46 Kd2 Rc3 47 Ne1 BeS 48 Nd3 Bf4+ 49 Kd1
Bd6 50 Rhl Rc8 51 Rh3 f5 52 gxfS Rf8 53 RhS RxfS 54 f4 Be7 55 fxg5 Kg6 56 Rh8
KxgS 57 Ra8 Kg4 58 RxaS BgS 59 Ra7 Be3 60 aS RhS 61 Rg7+ KfS 62 a6 Rhl + 63 Ke2
Rh2+ 64 Kf3 Rxc2 65 a7 Ra2 66 b4 Ra3 67 bS Bh6 68 Rf7+ Kg6 69 Rc7 Rxd3+ 70 Kg4
and finally Black resigned. It's noticeable that Black never really managed to find
a useful role for his dark-squared bishop.

11 Ne1!
White uses the same manoeuvre as the one seen in Glek-Tregubov above. The d
pawn is lured forward a square, and d3 will prove to be a very effective post for
the knight.
11 Bxf6 Qxf6 12 NxdS Qxb2 13 Ng5 Bf5 14 Ne4 Bb6 15 Rbl Qxa2 16 Nxb6 axb6 17
Rxb6 Rad8 reached an equal position in L.Fressinet-I.Nataf, Cap d' Agde (rapid)
2002.

11...d4 12 Bxf6
12 Ne4 Be7 is less challenging.

12 ... Qxf6 13 Ne4 Qe7 14 Nd3 (Diagram 16)

Diagram 16 (B)
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As we've seen earlier, White i s happy to keep Black's dark-squared bishop o n the
board because its effectiveness is reduced once the d-pawn has reached d4. Even
so, 14 Nxc5 Qxc5 15 Nd3 Qb6 16 Rei Rac8 1 7 a3 Bf5 18 Be4 Bxe4 19 Rxe4 Nd8 20
Qd2 Ne6 21 Rael was perhaps a tiny bit better for White in R.Mantovani-T.Wyss,
Graechen 1999, simply because he is more likely to be able to create some play.
Indeed, after 21...Rfd8 22 R1e2 h6 23 h4 Rd5 24 Nf4! Nxf4?! 25 Re8+ Rxe8 26 Rxe8+
Kh7 27 Qxf4 Black's best chance would have been to accept an inferior endgame
after 27 ... Qf6.

14 ... Bb6 15 QhS! Rad8 16 Rae1
Threatening Ng5, which Black prevents with his next move.

16 ... h6 (Diagram 17)
We have been following the game A.Kim-A.Nadanian, Moscow 2003, which now
plunged into unclear complications after the creative piece sacrifice 1 7 f4 f5 18
Ng5!? hxg5 19 fxg5 Qd6 20 g6 Rf6.
Against the more controlled 1 7 Nec5 Nadanian recommends the line 17 ... g6 18
Qxh6 Bxc5 19 Nxc5 Qxc5 20 Rxe6 fxe6 21 Qxg6+, leading to a draw by perpetual
check. However, the powerful 19 Re4! threatening Rh4 seems to refute this de
fence for Black (for exampk 19 ... Rd5 20 Rh4 Rh5 21 Rxh5 gxh5 22 Be4! f5 23 Nxc5
Qxc5 24 Qxe6+ etc) and in view of this I feel that 1 7 Nec5 offers White good
chances of some advantage.

A2) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 e6 3 g3 ds 4 exds exds 5 Bg2 Qe7+!?
This check is certainly double-edged, as it disrupts both White's and Black's de
velopment. If White wants to avoid it he can choose 5 d4 instead of 5 Bg2, but
there's a good argument for allowing Black this possibility.

6 Kfll (Diagram 18)
White relinquishes castling rights, but he hopes that Black's own development
problems caused by the awkwardly placed queen will provide considerable com
pensation. I could find only four games on my database reaching this position, but
the results are encouraging - 100% for White!
6 Qe2 Qxe2+ 7 Kxe2 Nc6 is completely harmless for Black.

6 ... Nc6 7 Nc3
7 d4 Nf6 8 Nc3 transposes to the main text and prevents the possibility Black has
on his next move. Whether White really wants to do this is another matter.

7 ... Nf6
7...d4 8 Nd5 favoured White in S.Arkhipov-M.Stangt Munich 1997, after 8 ... Qd8 9
Qe2+ Be7 (against 9 ... Nge7 White could try 10 Ng5, for example 10 ...Bf5 1 1 d3 h6 12
Ne4 - threatening Nf6+! - 12 ...Bxe4 13 Bxe4 followed by Kg2) 10 Ne5 Nxe5 (10...Be6
is met by 11 Nf4) 11 Qxe5 Kf8 12 Nxe7 Qxe7 13 Qxe7+ Nxe7 14 b3 Rb8 15 d3.
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8 d4 (Diagram 19) 8 ... Be6

Diagram 18 (B)

Diagram 19 (B)

8 . . .Bg4 9 h3! ? Bx£3 (9 ...Bh5 10 g4 Bg6 11 g5!) 10 Bx£3 Nxd4 1 1 Nxd5 Nxd5 12 Bxd5
0-0-0 13 c4 h5 14 Kg2 g5? 15 Re1 Q£6 16 Be3 Bg7 1 7 Bxd4 cxd4 18 Qa4 led to a
strong attack for White in S.Arkhipov-J.Blaskowski, German League 1992, but I
think Black missed a good chance to gain counterplay with 14 ... Rxd5! 15 cxd5 Qe5.
In view of this, White should also consider 10 Qxf3 (instead of 10 Bx£3) 10 . . . Nxd4
11 Nxd5 and now:
a) 11 ...Nxd5 12 Qxd5 Nxc2 13 Bg5! f6 14 Rei Rd8 (14 ... Nb4 15 Qf3) 15 Qc4 fxg5 16
Qxc2, when I feel that Black's various dark-squared weaknesses more than com
pensate for White's pawn deficit.
b) 1 1 . ..Nxf3 12 Nxe7 Nd4 (or 12 ... Bxe7 13 Bx£3 with a typical two-bishop advan
tage) 13 Nd5 Nxd5 (13 ... Nxc2 14 Nxf6+ gxf6 15 Bxb7 is good for White; note here
that 15 ... Rb8 16 Bc6+ Kd8 1 7 Rb1 Na3? fails to 18 Bf4!) 14 Bxd5 0-0-0 15 c4 and
again the bishop pair promises White an edge.

9 Be3 0-0-0 (Diagram 20)
Without a doubt Black would prefer his king to be safe and sound on the other
side of the board, but arranging to castle kingside would be quite time consuming
with the queen on e7. It can be done, however, and after 9 ... cxd4 10 Nxd4 Qd7
White should probably use the extra time to bring his king to h2. For example, 1 1
Kgl Be7 ( l l . . .Bb4 1 2 Nce2; 1 1 . ..Bd6 12 NdbS) 1 2 h3 0-0 1 3 Kh2.
The position after 9 ... 0-0-0 is complicated because both kings are not ideally
placed. The stem game in this line was E.Vasiukov-B.Larsen, Moscow 1962, which
continued 10 h3 (again planning Kg1-h2) 10 ... Qd7 1 1 Kg1 h6 12 Kh2 g5 13 Ne5
Nxe5 14 dxe5 Ng8 15 Bd2 Ne7 16 Rei Bg7 17 f4 with an unclear position. Instead
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of 12 Kh2, White could also try 12 a4!?, as the advance of this pawn can often
cause Black some irritation. One striking line here is 12 ... gS 13 aS c4?! 14 a6! (Dia
gram 21) 14 ...b6? (although it's obviously undesirable, Black has to allow the a-file
to be opened) 1S NeS NxeS 16 dxeS Ng8 1 7 Bxb6! and White wins after 1 7... axb6 18
a7 Kb7 19 NxdS.

Diagram 20 {W)

Diagram 21 (B)

More recently Alexander Morozevich has played this line as White, and his game
against Normunds Miezis (Turin Olympiad 2006) continued 10 Ne2!? Ng4
(10. . .Ne4!?) 11 BgS! (taking away the f6-square) 1 1 . .. £6 12 Bd2 cxd4 13 Nexd4 Bd7
14 Nxc6 Bxc6 1S Nd4 Bd7. I quite like White's position here. As well as Moro
zevich's 16 h3, White could also consider 16 BaS, trying to induce a further weak
ness ( ...b6) around the black king and intending to answer 16 ... Re8 with 1 7 Qf3
hitting the dS-pawn.

B) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 e6 3 g3 Nc6
This is a popular choice amongst those facing 3 g3, although this might simply be
because with 3. . .Nc6 Black doesn't really commit to any particular scheme of de
velopment and can delay having to make a real decision until the next move!

4 Bg2 (Diagram 22) 4... Nf6
TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: There is nothing wrong with this move
per se, but by playing it Black does have to accept a possible
transposition to the King's Indian Attack in which he is
committed to ... Nf6, a move he might - depending on his
repertoire -want to avoid.
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4 ... g6?! was covered in the illustrative game Arkhipov-Epelbaum, while 4 ... d5 5
exd5 exd5 transposes to Line Al. 5 ... Qxd5 (instead of 5 ... exd5) 6 0-0 Nf6 7 b3 Qd8 8
Bb2 Bd7 was A.Khasin-I.Liskov, Moscow 1949, and here I prefer White after 9 d4
cxd4 10 Nxd4.
4 ... Nge7 is often a precursor to a kingside fianchetto, but it also creates the possi
bility of ... d5 when Black intends to recapture with the knight. After 5 0-0 (Dia
gram 23) let's consider Black's two options:

Diagram 22 (B)

Diagram 23 (B)

a) S ... g6 isn't as risky as 4 ... g6?!, since after 6 d4 cxd4 7 Nxd4 Bg7 8 NbS d5 9 exd5
exd5 10 Bxd5 Nxd5 1 1 Qxd5 0-0 the absence of White's light-squared bishop offers
Black some compensation for the pawn. Going back, 8 Be3 0-0 9 Nc3 is a sensible
alternative for White. Furthermore, earlier on 6 c3 offers White good chances of
gaining an advantage. Because d2-d4 is achieved in one go, 6 ... Bg7 7 d4 cxd4 8
cxd4 dS 9 e5 0-0 sees White a whole tempo up over a similar line in the KIA. Here
I like 10 Nc3 f6 1 1 Re1 supporting the e5-pawn.
b) 5 ... d5 6 exd5 Nxd5 7 d4! Be7 8 dxc5 0-0 9 Qe2 Bxc5 10 c4 Nf6 1 1 Nc3 Bd7 12 Rdl
h6 13 Bf4 Qe7 14 Ne5, and White's more active pieces gave him a slight advantage
in W.Arencibia-A.Zapata, Santa Clara 1996.

5 d3
Now that Black has committed himself to ... Nf6, I feel that transposing back to the
KIA proper is White's best course of action. This is of course a fairly major branch
of opening theory, and it's something which I covered in Starting Out: King's In
dian Attack. Here I will attempt to summarize the theory while concentrating on
the fashionable Qe2 lines.
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BEWARE! White must avoid 5 e5? Ng4.

5... d5 (Diagram 24)

Diagram 24 (W)

Diagram 25 (B)

If Black refrains from playing ... d7-d5 then White's eventual plan is c2-c3 and d3d4. For example, 5 ... Be7 6 0-0 0-0 7 Re1 d6 8 c3 Bd7 (or 8 ...e5 9 h3 - to prevent
...Bg4 - followed by d3-d4) 9 d4 cxd4 10 cxd4 d5 when White can choose between
11 exd5 Nxd5 12 Nc3 and 1 1 e5 Ne4 12 Nbd2 Nxd2 13 Bxd2.

6 Qe2
6 Nbd2 is the other main move, but in recent years I've noticed that many KIA
experts prefer to play Qe2 where possible, so that White has the opportunity of
developing the dark-squared bishop earlier, and the queen's knight may also be
developed more actively on c3 (usually after the advance c2-c4).

6 . . Be7 7 o-o (Diagram 25) 1 0-0
.

...

Black's main alternative to castling kingside has been 7 ...b6, and against this White
has been pretty successful with 8 e5 Nd7 9 c4! . For example:
a) After 9 ... 0-0 White can gain use of the e4-square with 10 Nc3! d4 11 Ne4. Black
cannot capture on e5 because after 11 ... Ndxe5 12 Nxe5 Nxe5 White has 13 Nd2!
attacking both e5 and a8.
b) Black has often erred here with 9 ...dxc4?, which relinquishes considerable influ
ence in the centre and allows White to utilize the open d-file with his fl-rook. The
game V.Chekhov-M.Krasenkow, Polish Team Championship 1994, provides a
powerful demonstration of the difficulties Black faces here: 10 dxc4 Bb7 1 1 Nc3 a6
(already the knight on c3 shows its worth, with Black having to expend a tempo

241

Da ngero u s Wea pon s : A n t i - S i c i l i a n s
preparing ...Qc7) 1 2 Rd1 ! Qc7 13 Bf4 0-0-0 1 4 NdS! (Diagram 26) (a typically pow
erful KIA knight sacrifice on d5) 14 ... exd5 15 cxd5 Nb4 16 d6! Bxd6 1 7 Rxd6 Nf8 18
Bh3+ Ne6 19 Ng5! Rxd6 20 exd6 Qc6 21 f3 Kb8 22 Bxe6 fxe6 23 N£7! and White
won.

Diagram 26 (B)

Diagram 27 (W)

c) 9 ... d4 (Black's main move) 10 Nfd2!? (White wishes to support the e5-pawn
with f2-f4 and make the most of the e4-outpost with his knight; a more standard
KIA sequence would be 10 h4 Bb7 1 1 B£4 h6! 12 h5! Qc7 13 Nbd2 0-0-0) 10 . . .Bb7
(10 ... Ndxe5?? loses material to 11 f4! ) 11 f4 Qc7 12 Ne4 0-0-0 13 Na3! a6 14 Nc2!.
Here White's plan is to play for b2-b4. Black, on the other hand, will seek counter
play on the kingside with ...h7-h5-h4 and/or ... f7-f6.
7 ...b5!? (Diagram 27) is a much less common than 7 ....b6, but it's arguably a
stronger move because it renders the c2-c4 advance less desirable. In view of this,
play often reverts back to more traditional KIA fare. For example, 8 c3 (or 8 Re1; in
the absence of the c2-c4 idea, White usually waits for Black to castle before com
mitting to e4-e5) 8 . . .0-0 9 e5 Nd7 10 h4 aS 1 1 B£4 (making use of the open diagonal
to develop the bishop before playing Nbd2) 1 l . . .b4 (or 1l. ..a4 12 Nbd2 Ba6 13 Rfe1
Qa5 14 Racl Rfc8 15 Bh3 Qd8 16 Ng5 N£8 1 7 Qg4 with an edge for White,
V.Zvjaginsev-V.Chuchelov, Mainz 2005) 12 c4! (trying to keep the queenside as
blocked as possible) 12 ... Nb6 13 Nbd2 Ra7! with a typical KIA position in LGlek
V.Potkin, Internet 2004. White enjoys the usual chances associated with an attack
on the kingside, but Black can obtain some counterplay with ... Rd7 followed by
... Bb7.

8 e5 (Diagram 28)
Now that Black has castled, there's no reason to delay this move any further.
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8 Nd7
...

8 ...Ne8 looks more passive, although at least here Black can answer 9 c4 with
9 ... Nc7! when the knight is quite well placed: it supports both the dS-pawn and
queenside counterplay with ...b7-b5. Of course after 8 ... Ne8 White is not forced to
play 9 c4; he could revert back to a more typical set-up with 9 h4 bS 10 Bf4 etc.

9 c41 (Diagram 29)

Diagram 28 (B)

Diagram 29 (B)

In practice White has been very successful with this c2-c4 thrust. At first sight it
seems slightly strange to strike out on the queenside, the place where Black is
meant to hold all the aces, and by playing c2-c4 White also present Black with the
d4-square. However, there are a number of positives that more than make up for
this:
1) White adds pressure to the dS-pawn, and this can be increased by Nc3.
2) If Black play ... dxc4 or ... d5-d4 White will gain access to the e4-square - a very
good outpost that can be utilized in a kingside attack.
3) If Black exchanges on c4 White can transfer a rook to dl, utilizing the open d
file.

9 Nb6
...

With this move Black maintains considerable presence in the centre and puts some
pressure on c4. If White captures on d5 Black can recapture with the e-pawn, free
ing the c8-bishop and maintaining control of e4. The only real negative behind
9 ...Nb6 is that it blocks the b-pawn, leaving it more difficult for Black to arrange
queenside counterplay.
My feeling is that the alternatives are weaker:
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a) After 9 . . .d4 White can concentrate on a kingside attack, and in comparison to
some other lines he now has the e4-square at his disposal, which is clearly benefi
cial. Here's an example of a successful attack: 10 h4 a6 11 Bf4 Rb8 12 Nh2! (this
knight is heading for g4 while the other one covets e4; also, Black's queenside
counterplay is slowed down due to the attack on c6) 12 ... Na5 13 Nd2 b5 14 b3 Bb7
15 Bh3!? (an interesting decision: White avoids an exchange of bishops and tem
porarily gives up control of the long diagonal because he feels that the bishop will
become a very useful addition to the kingside attack) 15 ... bxc4 16 bxc4 Nc6
(16 ... Ba8, answering 1 7 Ng4 with 1 7...Rb2, looks more active, but perhaps Black
was worried about 17 Ne4) 17 Ng4 BaS 18 Nf3 Rb4 19 Ng5 Qb6 20 Bg2! (now the
bishop heads for e4) 20 ... Rb2 21 Qd 1! (White wants to play Be4 before bringing the
queen to f3) 21...Qa5 22 Be4 g6 23 Q£3 Qc7? (Diagram 30) (allowing a combination,
although in fairness Black was already under the cosh) 24 Nh6+! Kg7 25 Nhxf7!
Ncxe5 26 Nxe6+ Kxf7 27 Bxe5+ Kxe6 28 Bd5+ Bxd5 and Black resigned in
D.Bronstein-B.Kelly, Hastings 1995.

Diagram 30 (W)

Diagram 3 1 (B)

b) 9 ... £6 1 0 ex£6 Nx£6 1 1 Nc3 (11 B£4 also looks reasonable) 1 l . ..Nd4 12 Qd1 ! has
been played more than once. White has been temporarily forced backwards, but
Black has long-term problems with his shaky pawn structure.

10 Bf4
10 Nc3 Nd4! is slightly awkward for White.

10 Bd7
...

l.1

h4 (Diagram 31)

Without White's knight on c3, ll ... Nd4 isn't very effective. For example, 12 Nxd4
cxd4 13 Nd2 Bc6 14 Rad1 Na4 15 Nb3! dxc4 16 dxc4 Bc5 1 7 Bxc6 bxc6 18 Nxc5
Nxc5 19 Be3! d3 20 Qg4! Qe7 21 Bg5 and Black resigned in D.Bronstein-
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R.Dzindzichashvili, USSR Championship 1972, in view o f 21...Qc7 22 Bf6 g 6 23
Qg5 and Qh6.
1 l . . .a5! is stronger, and 12 Nbd2 a4! 13 a3 Na5 14 Racl Bc6 15 Rfe1 Qd7 offered
Black reasonable counterplay in J.Gallagher-D.Knoedler, Zurich 1999. Instead of
12 Nbd2, White should consider playing 12 a4!?, blocking Black's counterplay at
the cost of giving away the b4-square. This is a good trade in my opinion.

C) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 e6 3 g3 Nf6 (Diagram 32)

Diagram 32 (W)

Diagram 33 (B)

By immediately attacking the e4-pawn, Black forces White to make an early deci
sion. Of course, given that Black has committed his knight to f6 White could play
as in Line B with 4 d3, but here I'm going to look at another idea.
Firstly, a brief look at a couple of rare options for Black, where he aims for a
queenside fianchetto. Again White could revert back to a KIA by playing d2-d3,
but I feel that a quick d2-d4 might be even more promising:
a) 3 ... b6! ? 4 Bg2 Bb7 5 Nc3 d6 (5 ... Nf6 6 e5 Nd5 7 Nxd5 Bxd5 8 b3 Nc6 9 Bb2 Rc8 10
0-0 was a bit better for White in V.Jansa-E.Dizdarevic, Cattolica 1993) 6 d4 cxd4 7
Nxd4 N£6 8 0-0 Nbd7 9 Re1! a6? (Black is understandably keen to prevent NbS,
but this natural move is a serious mistake; 9 ... Qb8! should be played, against
which 1 0 Nd5!? is a promising idea) 10 e5! (Diagram 33) 10 ... Bxg2 11 exf6 Bb7 12
fxg7 Bxg7 13 Nf5 (13 Nxe6! is also very strong) 13 ... 0-0 14 Nxg7 Kxg7 15 Qxd6 and
White already has a winning position, I.Nei-Y.Anikaev, Daugavpils 1974.
b) Against 3 ... a6 4 Bg2 b5 I think White has a promising idea of combining d2-d4
with a2-a4: 5 0-0 Bb7 6 Re1 d6 (against 6 ... Nc6, as well as 7 d4 White could con
sider 7 c3 and 8 d4) 7 d4 cxd4 (or 7... Nd7 8 d5 e5 9 a4!, when in view of the pres-
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sure against b5 Black will probably be forced to give up the c4-square) 8 Nxd4 Nf6
(or 8 ... Qc7 9 a4 b4 10 c3) 9 a4 b4 1 0 c3! bxc3 1 1 Nxc3 and Black is facing even more
difficult problems than in the previous note: for example, 1 l . ..Be7? 12 e5! Bxg2 13
exf6 winning a piece, or 1 1 . ..Qc7 12 Nd5! exd5 13 exd5+ Kd8 14 Bd2 with a deci
sive attack.

4 e5!?
This advance was impossible in the previous section (after 3 ... Nc6 4 Bg2 Nf6) but
here 4 ... Ng4?! can be met simply by 5 h3.

4... Nd5
This reminds me a bit of Rozentalis's early g2-g3 line in the c3 Sicilian (2 c3 Nf6 3
e5 Nd5 4 g3), except here White can benefit by doing away with c2-c3! (The same
thing could be said about the weapon proposed in Chapter 12.)

5 Bg2 Nc6
Black equalized in V.Jansa-J.Hellsten, European Team Ch., Pula 1997, after 5 ... d6 6
0-0 dxe5 7 Nxe5 Be7 8 b3 0-0 9 Bb2 f6 10 Nd3 Nc6 1 1 Nc3 Ndb4!, so it might be
better for White to play as in the main line with 6 exd6 Bxd6 7 0-0 0-0 8 d4.

6 0-0 d6
6 ... Be7 7 c4 Ndb4 8 d3 d6 9 a3 Na6 10 exd6 Qxd6 1 1 Nc3 0-0 12 Bf4 Qd8 13 Qe2
Bd6 14 Be3 Bd7 15 Ng5 was probably slightly better for White in S.Rublevsky
A.Belozerov, Internet (rapid) 2004. There's also an interesting alternative in 7 Nc3
Nxc3 8 dxc3!? trying to gain pressure on the d-file, and 8 ... d5 (or 8 .. 0-0 9 Qe2 fol
lowed by Bf4 and Rad1) 9 exd6 Bxd6 (9 ... Qxd6 1 0 Qe2) 10 Qe2 0-0 11 Rd1 Qe7 12
Ng5! left White with the initiative in C.Schubert-H.Niedermaier, German League
1985.

7 exd6 Bxd6 8 d4! (Diagram 34)

Diagram 34 (B)
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Diagram 35 (B)

A T u r bo-C h a rged Ki ng's I n d i a n Attack
Again we see the d2-d4 thrust. Opening the centre seems to bring the bishop on g2
to life, and Black often finds the pressure along the h1-a8 diagonal uncomfortable.

8 0-0 9 C4
...

White also has good chances of maintaining an edge after the more subtle 9 dxcS
Bxc5 10 Qe2, holding back on c2-c4 just for the moment. For example: 10 . . .Qe7 1 1
Nbd2 Bd7 1 2 Ne4 Bb6 13 c4 Nc7 14 Rd1, J.Gallagher-C.Landenbergue, Leukerbad
2002; or 10 ... Re8 11 Nbd2 Bd7 12 Rd1 Qc7 13 Ne4 Bf8 14 c4, P.Wells-E.Gisbrecht,
German League 1999 - in both cases White's position looks better.

9 Nde7
...

Or 9 ... Nb6 10 dxc5 Bxc5 11 Qe2 Nd4 (otherwise White plays Rd1 and Nc3) 1 2
Nxd4 Qxd4 13 Nd2 ( 1 3 Be3 i s met b y 13 . . . Qe5) 13 ... Be7 14 Rb1 (Jansa) preparing
b2-b3 followed by Bb2 or N£3.

10 Nc3 cxd4 11 Nxd4 Be5 12 Nxc6 Nxc6 13 Be3 (Diagram 35)
We have been following the game V.Jansa-M.Krasenkow, Hamburg 1992. White's
bishops, especially the one on g2, are well placed, and his pressure on the queen
side certainly promises him a slight advantage here.

Conclusion
I really feel that 2 Nf3 e6 3 g3 is an underrated option for White. Even though it's
been tried by a few strong grandmasters, it's received very little recognition by
theory. This situation might well change in the future, but for the moment White
players can use this to their advantage. 3 g3 is likely to spring a greater surprise
than alternatives such as 3 b3 or 3 c4, and certainly a greater one than 3 d3 or 3 c3.
If Black aims for a ... Nc6/. . . g6 anti-KIA set-up, his position becomes precarious
after 5 d4! (see Arkhipov-Epelbaum). Line A1 looks slightly better for White,
while Line A2 leads to very unbalanced positions and it will be interesting to fol
low further developments there. If Black plays ... Nf6, White's best chance for an
advantage is to transpose to normal KIA lines (Line B), although against 3 ... Nf6
(Line C) there's the additional possibility of 4 e5!?.
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Chapter E leven

Fol lowing in
Staunton' s Footsteps
John Emms

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 e6 3 c4 Nc6 4 Nc3 Nge7 !? (Diagram 1)

Diagram 1 (W}
Even though the line 2 Nf3 e6 3 c4 shouldn't be too worrisome for Black from a
theoretical perspective, he is still left with the problem of what to do if he really
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wants t o unbalance the position. The main line i s 4 ... Nf6 5 Be2 d5 6 exd5 exd5 7
d4, but it's virtually impossible for Black to dictate the play when White is a
tempo up in a symmetrical position, and this is perhaps reflected by the high per
centage of draws in practice. Furthermore, the positions reached in the main line
are most un-Sicilian like. This is not necessarily a bad thing, but many Sicilian
players prefer when possible to stick to structures they are most familiar with.
Fortunately there are other reasonable ways for Black to play, and one that appeals
to me is 2 Nf3 e6 3 c4 Nc6 4 Nc3 Nge7!? (instead of 4 ... Nf6). This move is not ex
actly new; according to my database, the first player to try out 4 ...Nge7 was How
ard Staunton, way back in 1843. Staunton was well ahead of his time in the under
standing of these positions, and it's perhaps revealing that the next game I could
find with 4 . . . Nge7 occurred more than 1 00 years later! It's certainly nowhere near
as popular as 4 ... Nf6, but encouragingly it's been played by some very prominent
grandmasters including Morozevich, Short, Rublevsky and Epishin.
One of the reasons I like 4 ... Nge7 is that Black shows some ambition in trying to
exploit the main drawback of c2-c4 - White's temporary disregard for the dark
squares in the centre. Regardless of whether White plays d2-d4 or not, in many
lines Black can adopt a simple strategy based on dark-square control. If successful
this plan can lead to a promising middlegame position, just like in the following
game.
0 P.Stromskij • A.Morozevich

A l u s hta 1994

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 e6 3 c4 Nc6 4 Nc3 Nge7 5 d4 (Diagram 2)

Diagram 2 (B)

Diagram 3 (B)
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Unsurprisingly this has been White's most popular choice in practice, but there
are alternatives and these will be discussed in the Looking a Little Deeper section.

s ... Nxd4
S ...cxd4 6 Nxd4 Nxd4 7 Qxd4 transposes, but that move order allows White the
extra possibility of 6 NbS!?. I'm uncertain whether this is really any good for
White, but from Black's point of view it seems sensible to eliminate the possibility.

6 Nxd4 cxd4 7 Qxd4
7 NbS? is no good now: 7 ... Nc6 8 Nxd4 Qh4! (an idea borrowed from the Scotch
Opening, but this is a far better version for Black) 9 NbS (or 9 Be2 BcS! 10 Be3 Qxe4
1 1 NbS Bb4+ 12 Kfl 0-0) 9 ...Bb4+ 10 Bd2 Qxe4+ 1 1 Qe2 (11 Be2 Qxg2) 1 l . . .Bxd2+ 12
Kxd2 Qf4+ 13 Qe3 Qf6 14 Kc2 0-0 gave Black a big advantage in M.Holubcik
A.Komora, Martin 1996.

7 ... Nc6
Black's remaining knight replaces its partner.

8 Qdl (Diagram 3)
By moving his queen all the way back its original square, White makes sure that
the development of both bishops is unimpeded. All the other queen retreats (d2,
d3 and e3) are playable, and they will be covered later on.
s ... Bcs!

This is a very important move, which introduces Black's strategy of dark-square
control. In any case it's easy to understand why the bishop is well placed on this
attractive diagonal.

9 Be2
Against 9 Bd3 there's absolutely nothing wrong with continuing as in the main
game by playing ... 0-0 and ... d7-d6; in fact, the bishop is probably doing less on d3
than on e2. In the game O.Nazarenus-A.Peter, Budapest 199S, Black utilized some
new possibilities and his brave play was rewarded, albeit with the help of some
poor defence on White's part: 9 ... Qh4!? 1 0 0-0 NeS (trying to exploit the absence of
the bishop from e2) 1 1 Be2 hS!? 12 h3 (understandably White was scared about the
possibility of ...Ng4, but 12 Na4! intending 12 ... Ng4 13 Bxg4 hxg4 14 Bf4 looks
more challenging) 12 ...b6 13 NbS?! Bb7!? 14 b4? (White had to try 14 Nc7+ Ke7 1S
Nxa8, even if 1S ... Qxe4 1 6 Bf3 Nxf3+ 1 7 Qxf3 Qxf3 18 gxf3 Rxa8 offers Black a
promising endgame) 14 ... Qxe4 (Diagram 4) 1S Bf3 Nxf3+ 16 gxf3 (16 Qxf3 Qxf3 1 7
gxf3 Bxb4 18 Nc7+ Ke7 19 Nxa8 Rxa8 i s an even better version o f the endgame due
to White's missing b-pawn) 16 ... Qg6+ 1 7 Kh2 Bxb4 18 Nc7+ Ke7 19 Rg1 (there is no
way White will survive the attack after 19 Nxa8 Bd6+ 20 Kh1 QfS 21 Kg2 gS)
19 ... Bd6+ 20 Kh1 QfS and White resigned.

9 ... 0-0 10 0-0 d6
10 ... b6 and ... Bb7 is another typical way to develop, but I feel that Morozevich's
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choice is both simpler and stronger.

11 a3 e5! (Diagram 5)
I like this move a lot. Black i s happy to give u p the dS-square i f it means h e can
gain complete control of d4, which becomes an excellent outpost for either his
knight or his bishop. Furthermore, with the development of the c8-bishop now
solved, all of Black's minor pieces have roles to play.

12 Bg4 Be6!
Black will only trade off his ' good' bishop on his own terms, which would mean
opening the f-file and renewing some control over the dS-square. Meanwhile, it's
difficult to imagine a stronger 'bad' bishop than the one currently posted at c5!

Diagram 4 (W)

Diagram 5 (W)

13 Bxe6?1
This trade is probably too compliant, and it's clear now that Black has any advan
tage that's going. Even so, I think I slightly prefer Black's position even without
this exchange. For example, after 13 Nd5 Qh4! 14 h3 Black can choose between
14... Ne7 or 14 ... h5! ?.

13 ...fxe6 14 Qd3 Qb6 15 Nd1?
After this retreat White is purely on the defensive, and Morozevich simply in
creases the pressure move by move. White should have tried 15 Be3!, not fearing
15 ... Bxe3 (15 ... Qb3! causes White more problems) 16 fxe3 Qxb2 17 NbS!.

15 ...a5 16 b3
Perhaps Stromskij was afraid of facing a pawn clamp with ... a5-a4, but the weak
nesses on b3 and a3 create fresh problems.

16 ... Rf7! (Diagram 6)
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Diagram 6 {W)

Diagram 7 {W)

Nothing too sophisticated: Black just piles up on the f2-pawn.

17 Be3 Nd4 18 Bxd4
In view of the alternatives, there was really no other choice: 18 Rb1 leaves a3
hanging, while 18 Nc3 Qxb3 19 Rfb1 fails to 19 . . .Qxc3!.

18... Bxd4 19 Rb1
19 Ra2 protecting f2 is surely more resilient, even if Black still enjoys a big advan
tage.

19 ... Raf8 {Diagram 7)
Now something must fall: for example, 20 Qe2 Rf4 followed by ... Qc6. White's
choice in the game ensures that there's no protracted suffering.

20 Ne3? Rxf2! 21 Rfe1 Qd8! 0-1
Black has many threats, ... Qg5 being the main one. A well played game by a
young Morozevich, even if his opponent was a little helpful.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! White played very natural moves in
the early part of the game, but after 12 ...Be6 it was already
clear that Black was at least equal. Certainly his position was
easier to play, and this is very encouraging from Black's point
of view.

Looking a Little Deeper
1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 e6 3 c4 Nc6 4 Nc3 Nge7 (Diagram 8)

252

Fol lowi n g i n Sta u nton ' s F ootste p s

Diagram 8 (W)

Diagram 9 (W)

Here we will look at White's main two options:

A: 5 Bel
B: 5 d4

Quieter moves present Black with very few problems, if nothing else because
4 ... Nge7 also prepares a break in the centre with ... d7-d5:
a) 5 d3 d5! looks fine for Black, for example after 6 cxd5 exd5 7 Be2 d4. Staunton
instead opted for 5 ...Ng6 and achieved a nice position after 6 Be2 Be7 7 Be3 d6 8
a3?! Bf6 9 Nd2 0-0 10 0-0 Nd4 11 Rb1 a6 12 f4 b5 (P.De Saint Amant-H.Staunton,
London 1843), but to my mind White's play was far too accommodating and there
was no real reason for him to avoid the natural 8 d4!.
b) 5 g3 Nd4!? 6 Bg2 (or 6 Nxd4 cxd4 7 Ne2 Nc6 8 d3 b5!?) 6 ... Nec6 7 d3 g6 8 0-0
Bg7 9 Nxd4 Nxd4 10 Be3 0-0 1 1 Rb1 d6 demonstrated a typical dark-squared strat
egy by Black in the game A.Muzychuk-T.Vasilevich, European Women's Ch.,
Dresden 2007. However, the actual move order to that game was 4 ... Nd4!? 5 d3
Ne7 6 g3 Nec6 7 Bg2 etc. Our move order creates the extra possibility of 5 ... d5 !?

(Diagram 9).
I can't find any games reaching this position, but the resulting variations do look
okay for Black. For example: 6 exd5 exd5 intending 7 d4 Bg4! or 7 Bg2 dxc4 8 0-0
Ng6; or 6 cxd5 exd5 7 Qb3!? Bg4! 8 Bg2 Bxf3 9 Bxf3 Nd4 10 Qd1 Nxf3+ 1 1 Qxf3 d4.
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A) 1 e4 c 5 2 Nf3 e6 3 c4 Nc6 4 Nc3 Nge7 5 Be2
Rather than play d2-d4 straight away, White challenges Black to find a useful
move. For similar reasons 5 Be2 is the main line against 4 ...Nf6, so it's a safe as
sumption that many players will also try it here.

s ... Nd4! (Diagram 10)

Diagram 10 (W)

Diagram 11 (W)

DANGEROU S WEAPON! This is Black's useful move! He
prevents d2-d4 in the most basic way possible and is now
ready to implement his plan of dark-square control in the
centre.
In fact the effectiveness of ... Nd4 has been increased by the presence of White's
bishop on e2, since after a trade on d4 White no longer has this square available as
a natural retreat for the c3-knight.
Moves such as 5 ... Ng6, 5 ... d6 and 5 ... a6 are all met by 6 d4!, justifying White's de
cision to play 5 Be2 (Black wouldn't readily play any of these moves in our system
after 5 d4). Furthermore, 5 ... d5 is playable but less effective here than it is against 5
d3 or 5 g3, since after 6 exd5 exd5 7 d4! White is better developed than in those
previously discussed lines.

6 0-0
For the moment White tries to play around the knight on d4.
6 Nxd4 cxd4 hasn't caused Black any problems: for example, 7 NbS (or 7 Nb1 Nc6
8 d3 d5! 9 exd5 exd5 10 cxd5 Qxd5 1 1 0-0 Be6 12 Nd2 Be7 13 f4!? 0-0 14 B£3 Qd7
with a very comfortable position, L.Aronian-D.Solak, Internet blitz 2003) 7 ... Nc6 8
0-0 Be7 9 d3 0-0 10 £4 a6 11 Na3 d6 12 Rb1 Bd7 13 b4 b5! 14 R£3 f5!? 15 ex£5 Rxf5 16
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Rh3 Rb8 17 Nc2 Qb6 with good counterplay for Black, P.Graeffe-T.Seeman, Salo
1991.

6... Nec6 7 d3 Be7 (Diagram 11)
7 ... g6 followed by ... Bg7 also makes some sense, but I prefer the flexibility that
7 ... Be7 offers. The bishop might well eventually go to f6, but of course Black is not
under any obligation to put it there immediately.

8 Nxd4
By exchanging knights on d4 White clears the way for the possibility of f2-f4.
8 Be3 0-0 9 NbS challenges Black's control of the d4-square. In the game
I.Nyzhnyk-S.Kristjansson, Reykjavik 2008, Black countered with 9 ... Nxf3+ (con
tinuing the policy of dark-square control, although 9 ... Nxe2+ 10 Qxe2 f5! ? 1 1 Qd2
b6 12 Bf4 d6 13 exf5 e5! 14 Bg5 Bxf5 proved to be a good alternative approach in
L.Kritz-D.Jakovenko, Oropesa del Mar 1999) 10 Bxf3 d6 11 Qd2 (White does have
the opportunity to play 1 1 d4 here, but only at the cost of having to trade his dark
squared bishop, and 1 l . ..a6! 12 Nc3 cxd4 13 Bxd4 Nxd4 14 Qxd4 Bf6 15 Qd3 Qb6 is
fine for Black) l l . ..Bf6 12 a3 a6 13 Nc3 Nd4 14 Bd1 b6 (or 14 ... Bd7!? intending . . .b7b5) 15 b4 Bb7, leaving him with a flexible position and well-placed pieces.

8 . Nxd4
.

.

TRICKY TRAN S POS ITION: 8 Nxd4 has been the choice of three
GMs who have reached this position, but as far as I can see
there's also nothing wrong with 8 . cxd4, when 9 Nb S
transposes to the note to White's 6th move.
...

.

.

9 Be3 0-0 (Diagram 12)

Diagram 12 (W)

Diagram 13 (B)
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And now:
a) 10 NbS Nc6!? (adopting the same approach as in Nyzhnyk-Kris�ansson above,
although Black could also consider the simple 1 0... NxbS 1 1 cxbS dS) 1 1 d4 a6 12
Qa4!? (or 12 Nc3 cxd4 13 Bxd4 Nxd4 14 Qxd4 Qc7 followed by ... Bf6 or even ... BcS)
12 ... d6 13 dS exdS 14 exdS Bd7! 1S dxc6 axbS 1 6 QxbS Bxc6 (16 ...bxc6 17 Qb3 BfS
followed by ... Rb8 looks interesting) 17 Qb3 dS (Black could also keep the tension
with 17 ... Bf6!?, especially since 18 Rfd1 ?? is impossible due to 18 ... Ba4!) 1 8 cxdS
QxdS 19 QxdS BxdS was agreed drawn in I.Rausis-Y.Shulman, Linares 1997.
b) 10 Qd2 d6 1 1 Bd1 (preparing Ne2) 11 . . . a6 (another idea is 1 l . . .b6 12 Ne2 Nxe2+
13 Bxe2 Bb7 planning ... dS or . . . fS) 12 Ne2 eS 13 Nc3 fS!? 14 exfS BxfS 1S NdS Bd7
16 Bxd4 cxd4 1 7 Be2 bS 18 b3 Rb8 19 Rab1 BgS with a roughly equal position,
V.Genba-P.Tregubov, Berlin 1997.
c) 10 £4 d6 1 1 Qd2 Bd7 12 Rae1 Bc6 13 Bd1 (Diagram 13) 13 ... Bh4! (inducing a
weakness before settling on the f6-square) 14 g3 B£6 15 Ba4 (1S g4 Bh4!) 1S ... Bxa4
16 Nxa4 a6 17 Nc3 bS left Black with a very solid position in the centre and possi
bilities for counterplay on the queenside in J.Geller-R.Markus, Zadar 2003. Over
all, Black's position after 9 ... 0-0 looks perfectly satisfactory, and S Be2 is certainly
nothing to fear.

B) 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 e6 3 c4 Nc6 4 Nc3 Nge7 5 d4 Nxd4 6 Nxd4 cxd4 7 Qxd4 Nc6 8 Qe3!
Out of the four available queen retreats, this is probably the most challenging, if
nothing else because it prevents the immediate 8 ... BcS. It's true that the queen
momentarily blocks the cl-bishop, but White intends to spend another tempo re
positioning it to g3. On this square it avoids obstructions and pressures Black's
kingside; on the other hand, with the queenside unprotected White has to be wary
of an early ... Nb4.
Before concentrating on 8 Qe3, let's check out White's other moves. 8 Qd1 was
covered in P.Stromskij-A.Morozevich, so that leaves:
a) 8 Qd2 (intending to fianchetto the cl-bishop) 8 ... BcS and now:
a1) 9 Be2 0-0 10 0-0 d6 1 1 b3 e5! (employing the same plan as the one we saw
Morozevich use earlier) 12 Bb2 Qh4! ? 13 Bd3 fS 14 exfS Bxf5 15 Bxf5 RxfS 1 6 Qd5+
(L.Degerman-U.Andersson, Malm6 1 998) and here 16 . . . Rf7 looks stronger than
Andersson's 16 ... Kh8, since 1 7 Ne4?? now loses to 1 7... Nb4, while 1 7 g3 Qg4 maintains good counterplay.
a2) 9 a3 aS 10 NbS (ruling out the possibility of ...Nd4; 10 Be2 0-0 1 1 0-0 d6 12 b3
Nd4!? would exploit a drawback of a2-a3) 10 ... 0-0 1 1 Be2 Qh4!? (again we see this
active queen move) 12 Qf4 (chasing the queen back, but White's own queen is not
ideally placed on f4, where it's vulnerable both to ... eS and ... £6 ideas - the latter
one after e4-eS by White) 12 ... Qe7 13 Be3 b6 14 0-0 Ba6! 1S eS (after 1S Rfd1 Black
can even play 15 ...BxbS 16 cxb5 Nd4!, making use of the tactic 17 Bxd4 Bxd4 18
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Rxd4 e5) 15 ... f6! 16 ex£6 Rx£6 1 7 Qe4 Ra£8 (Diagram 14) and Black's excellent piece
activity compensated for his slightly inferior structure in A.Skripchenko
H.Stefansson, New York 1994. In the game White now erred with 18 h3?! Bb7! 19
Bg5?, allowing Black to carry out a powerful queen sacrifice which eventually
won the game: 19 ...Rxf2! 20 Bxe7 Nxe7 21 Qxb7 Rxfl + 22 Kh2 Bg1 + 23 Kg3 Nf5+ 24
Kg4 Ne3+ 25 Kg3 Rxa1 26 Qxd7 Nf5+ 27 Kg4 Re1 28 Qxe6+ Kh8 29 Nd6 Nh6+ 30
Kg3 Bc5 and here Skripchenko resigned, probably in view of 31 Kh2 Rf6 32 Qe8+
Ng8 33 Nf7+ Rx£7 34 Qx£7 Bd6+ 35 g3 Rxe2+ 36 Kh1 Rxb2.

Diagram 14 {W)

Diagram 15 (W)

b) 8 Qd3 Bc5 9 Be2 0-0 10 0-0 d6 (Black can also play 10 ...Qh4 11 a3 Ne5 12 Qd2 f5
13 Q£4! Q£6 14 ex£5 Qx£5 15 Qx£5 Rxf5 16 Ne4 Be7 1 7 Be3, as in V.Yandemirov
N.Short, Cesme 2004, but to me the plan of ... d6 and ...e5 again looks the most
promising option) 11 Be3 e5 12 Rad1 Be6! {Diagram 15) (temporarily sacrificing a
pawn) 13 NbS (I prefer Black after 13 Bxc5 dxc5 14 Nd5 Nd4 - he always has the
option of getting rid of the knight by playing ... Bxd5, but a similar possibility
doesn't exist for White) 13 ... Qb6 14 a3 a6 (14 ... Rad8 15 b4!) 15 Nxd6 Nd4 (not
15 ... Rad8? 16 Bxc5 Qxc5 17 Nxb7) 16 Nf5 Bxf5 (16 ... Qxb2 17 Nxd4 exd4 18 Rb1 Qa2
19 B£4 - 19 Ra1 Qxc4! - 1 9 ...b5 20 cxb5 axb5 21 Qxb5 Qxa3 is dead equal, but pre
sumably Black was after more) 17 exf5 Qxb2 18 Bxd4 Qxd4 19 Qxd4?! (19 Qb1 ! Qf4
20 g3 Qg5 21 Qxb7 Qx£5 looks roughly level) 19 ... Bxd4 20 B£3 Ra7! 21 Rb1 b6 22
Rb3 Rc7 23 Be2 Rd8, when Black's stronger bishop and slightly better structure led
to an endgame advantage in M.Okkes-V.Epishin, Arco 2002.
Returning to 8 Qe3 (Diagram 16):

8 b6
...

This is the most logical move, preparing the desirable ... Bc5. That said, one or two
4 ...Nge7 experts have preferred the more restrained 8 ... Be7 in order to castle
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quickly and thus draw some of the sting out of Qg3, and this does seems like a
viable alternative to me. In the game E.Shaposhnikov-E.Kalegin, Moscow 1 996,
Black later adopted the ...b6 and ...Bc5 plan anyway, and interestingly the lost
tempo didn't seem to hurt his chances, After 9 Be2 0-0 10 0-0 b6 11 b3 Bb7 12 Bb2
Bc5 13 Qg3 £6 14 NbS Ne5! 15 Bxe5 fxe5 16 Qxe5 a6 (Diagram 17), Black enjoyed
good compensation for the pawn, and the game ended very well for him: 1 7 Nc3
(17 Nd6 Qc7 18 Rad1 Bxe4! regains the pawn, reaching a level position after 19
Qxe4 Bxd6 20 g3 Bc5) 1 7...Qe7 18 Rad1 Bc6 19 Bg4 Rf6 20 Rde1? Ra£8 21 Re2 Rg6!
22 Bh3 Qh4 23 Kh1 d6!, trapping White's queen in midboard and forcing an im
mediate resignation!
The cheeky 8 . . .Nb4 has also been played here, but following 9 Qd2! (rather than 9
Bd3 Bc5!) I think White is slightly better off in comparison with the position after 8
Qd2 - I would prefer the knight to be on c6 here.

Diagram 16 (B)

Diagram 17 (W)

9 Bd3
9 Be2 Bc5 10 Qg3 0-0 (I also like the idea of playing as in the main line with
10 ... Qf6 1 1 0-0 Qg6) 11 0-0 Nd4 12 Bd3 Bb7 13 Be3 f5 14 Rad1 (14 b4 fxe4!) 14 .. .fxe4
15 Bxd4 Bxd4 16 Nxe4 B£6 1 7 Bc2 Bc6 was equal in V.Malakhov-S.Rublevsky,
Elista 1995. Sergei Rublevsky has been one of the chief protagonists of the 3 c4 sys
tem, so it's encouraging from our point of view to see him choosing to play
4 ...Nge7 when facing his own line.
Black has two ways of dealing with the immediate 9 Qg3:
a) 9 ...Qf6 is sensible. After 10 Bd3 Bc5 we have transposed to the main text, and
Black could also consider 10 ... Qg6!?.
b) 9 ... Nb4!? (Diagram 18) (trying to expose a drawback of White's queen move) 10

258

F o l l ow i n g i n Sta u nton ' s Footsteps
NbS!? (10 Bd3 Nxd3+ 1 1 Qxd3 Bb7 presents no challenge to Black) 10 ... d6 11 Qb3
Nc6 12 Be3 Be7 13 Be2 0-0 14 0-0 Rb8 15 Racl a6 16 Nc3 NeS 1 7 Rfd1 Qc7 18 Rd2
Rd8 was solid enough for Black in V.Zvjaginsev-S.Rublevsky, Poikovsky 2002, the
game ending in a draw a few moves later. In his notes to Chess Informant 84,
Rublevsky offers the line 10 ... Nc2+ (instead of 1 0 ... d6) 1 1 Kdl Nxa1 12 Nc7+ Ke7
13 Nxa8 (13 NdS+ Ke8 14 Nc7+ is perpetual check) 13 ... d6 14 Bd3 Bb7 15 Bf4 eS 16
Be3 Qxa8 17 Ke2 f6 1 8 f3 Kf7 19 Rxa1 Be7 20 a4 and assesses the resulting position
as slightly better for White. I agree with this, but there might well be one or two
improvements for Black earlier on, for example 15 . . .h6! ? 16 Ke2 g5 1 7 Be3 Bg7! .

Diagram 18 (W)

Diagram 19 (W)

9 Bc5 10 Qg3 Qf6! (Diagram 19)
...

The best way to neutralize Qg3 is to oppose queens on g6. As we shall see later,
Black has no reason whatsoever to fear the endgame.
White has greater chances of achieving an advantage if Black delays this manoeu
vre. For example, 10 ... 0-0 1 1 0-0 Qf6?! (it's too late for this, and Black would have
been better served with 1 l . ..f6, or 1 l . ..Bb7 intending 12 e5 fS) 12 Bg5! Qe5 (Black
has to avoid 12 ...Qg6? 13 eS Qh5 14 Ne4) 13 Bf4 QhS 14 eS Bd4 15 Be4! Rb8 16
Rad1 with some advantage for White, S.Rublevsky-A.Poluljahov, Internet (blitz)
2004.

11 0-0
In L.Aronian-D.Svetushkin, European Ch., Istanbul 2003, White was successful
with 1 1 Bf4!?, but looking at the game it seems to me that Black missed one or two
opportunities: 1 1 . . .Qg6 (11...0-0? 12 e5! ) 12 NbS! ? Qxg3 {perhaps 12 . . .0-0 intending
13 eS fS 14 Qxg6 hxg6, when White might have some problems defending his e
pawn - ... a7-a6 followed by ... Bd4 is one idea) 13 hxg3 Ke7 (13 ... e5 looks solid
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enough, for example 1 4 Bd2 0-0 1S a3 aS! 1 6 Nc7 Ra7 17 NdS d6 1 8 0-0 a4) 1 4 a3 a6
1S b4! (now the position becomes tactical) 15 ... axb5 16 bxcS eS 1 7 cxb5 Nb4 18 Bc4
(Diagram 20) 18 ... Nc2+ (18 ...exf4 19 Kd2 regains the piece, but here 19 ... Na6! 20
bxa6 fxg3 21 cxb6 Bxa6 looks fine for Black because the b-pawn falls) 19 Kd2 Nxa1
20 Bxe5! bxc5 (20 ... Ra4 21 Ba2 Bb7 22 Rxa1 ReB! 23 Bd6+ Ke8 24 e5 bxc5 25 Bb3 - a
line given by Jonathan Rowson at Chesspublishing.com - is also better for White) 21
Rxa1 f6 22 Bc3, and the bishop pair coupled with the connected passed pawns left
White in control. So Aronian's over-the-board inspiration was rewarded, but it
certainly appears that Black has some useful improvements along the way.

Diagram 20 (B)

Diagram 21 (W)

I can't find any examples of 1 1 NbS, but after 1 1 . ..0-0 (or even 1 l ...Bb4+) I'm not
really sure what the knight is doing on b5.

11 Qg6! (Diagram 21)
...

Now White must decide whether or not to permit an exchange of queens.
Delaying ...Qg6 in favour of 1 1 . . .0-0?! would allow a transposition to the note to
Black's lOth move, with White replying 12 Bg5!.

12 Bf4
This move is less dangerous than Aronian's 1 1 Bf4. For one thing, with White al
ready having castled kingside, he can no longer take advantage of the open h-file
after ...Qxg3.
Here are some alternatives:
a) After 12 Qxg6 hxg6 it's Black who may be able to exploit the h-file, and the
game E.Tairova-T.Stepovaia Dianchenko, Serpukhov 2004, provides a good dem
onstration of how this queenless middlegame can favour Black: 13 a3 Ke7 14 b4
Bd4 15 Bb2 g5 16 Na4 Bxb2 17 Nxb2 Bb7 1 8 h3 g6 19 f3 Ne5 20 Kf2 Rac8 21 Rfcl d6
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22 Ke3 fS! 23 Be2 Rh4 24 exfS gxfS (Diagram 22) and Black went on to convert her
advantage.

Diagram 22 (W)

Diagram 23 (W)

b) 12 Qh3 hS (to answer e4-e5 with ... Qg4; Black could also consider 12 ... Ne5 13
Be2 Bb7) 13 Rd1 (or 13 NbS 0-0 14 eS Qg4) 13 ...Bb7 14 Bf4 Qf6 1S Be3 d6 16 Racl
Rd8 17 a3 gS! 18 b4 g4 19 Qg3 Bd4 20 Bxd4 Nxd4 21 Bfl Qh6 22 Qd3 eS 23 Ne2
Nxe2+ 24 Qxe2 was agreed drawn in S.Rublevsky-A.Morozevich, Moscow 1993.
The final position looks roughly level, although there is still quite a bit of play left.
c) 12 Qf4 is another way to avoid the queen exchange, but we've already seen that
f4 isn't a particularly wonderful square for the white queen, and 12 ... 0-0 13 Be3 d6
14 Rad1 eS 15 Qh4 Nd4! 16 Qg3 Be6 proved to be more than comfortable for Black
in P.Orev-L.Spassov, Sofia 2004.

12 ... Qxg3 13 Bxg3 Ke7 14 Rfd1 f6 (Diagram 23)
We've been following the GM encounter V.Malakhov-P.Tregubov, Cappelle la
Grande 1999. I feel that Black is pretty comfortable in this endgame: his king is
well placed; he enjoys considerable dark-squared control in the centre; and finally,
there's the possibility of taking the initiative on the kingside by advancing the
pawns there. Certainly in the game Tregubov was able to press and create some
problems for White. After lS Bfl Bb7 16 Racl Ne5 1 7 Be2 Bc6 18 Kfl gS! 19 f3 Rhc8
20 Bel aS 21 a3 a4! 22 NbS hS 23 Nd4 Bb7 24 Bf2 g4 2S Rc2 gxf3 26 gxf3 Ba6 27
Rdcl h4 28 Rc3 Rg8 29 Rdl Ng6 30 Be3 Bd6 31 h3 Bf4 32 Bf2 BeS 33 Ke1 Rac8 34
Bfl Bg3 3S Nc2 NeS Black was dictating the play, and Tregubov managed to win
in the end.
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Conclusion
I really like the ambitious idea behind 4 ... Nge7, and also the fact that White can
play 'normal' moves only to find himself struggling badly (as he did in the Strom
skij-Morozevich game).
From a theoretical viewpoint it looks like Black has no problems whatsoever after
5 Be2 Nd4!. White's most challenging approach appears to be 5 d4 and 8 Qe3! (see
Line B), but even here I believe that Black's resources are sufficient to reach an
interesting position with equal chances for both sides.
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Chapter Twelve

A Remedy to the N imzowitsch
John E m m s

1 e4 cs

2

Nf3 Nf6 3 es Nds 4 g3!? (Diagram 1)

Diagram 1 (B)
The Nimzowitsch Sicilian is a very tricky and underrated weapon for Black. Tradi
tionally theory has suggested that White holds the advantage in the main lines
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after 3 e5 Nd5 4 Nc3 e6 5 Nxd5 exd5 6 d4 Nc6 7 dxc5 Bxc5 8 Qxd5 Qb6 (or 8 ... d6 9
exd6 Qb6), but it's devilishly complicated and understandably many players with
White are reluctant to fight on their opponents' favourite territory, especially since
you're unlikely to come up against 2 ... Nf6 every day of the week.
Some sources offer 3 Nc3 as a solution, with the idea of transposing to an Open
Sicilian after d2-d4. This is fair enough, but White still has to deal with both
3 ... d5!? and 3 ...Nf6 4 d4 d5! ?. Furthermore, 3 Nc3 causes problems for Anti-Sicilian
players. For example, if Black replies with 3 ... d6, some Anti-Sicilian possibilities
that White enjoys after 2 Nf3 d6 no longer exist: c2-c3 is impossible, while both
Bb5+ and Bc4 are less effective with a knight already committed to c3 (White can,
however, try 4 e5! ? - see Chapter 8).
I checked out a few 'Anti-Sicilian' possibilities for White and the one I finally
plumped for was 3 e5 Nd5 4 g3!?, when the bishop develops on the long diagonal
and indirectly attacks the knight.
This weapon works well in conjunction with 2 Nf3 e6 3 g3 (see Chapter 1 0), as
there are some transpositional possibilities which I've highlighted later on in this
chapter. Just as with 2 Nf3 e6 3 g3, the fianchetto appears deceptively quiet, and
yet it's not unusual for the game to break out into violence.
We'll begin with a couple of examples where White's opening strategy brings suc
cess. In the first game White doesn't choose the most critical approach, but Black
underestimates some tactical possibilities for the g2-bishop, with fatal conse
quences.
D A.Aivir • M.Simonet Pons

T u r i n Olym piad 2006

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nf6 3 es Nds 4 g3 d6
Immediately attacking White's pawn spearhead is logical and has been Black's
most popular way of meeting 4 g3, although in practice he has usually adopted a
move order of 4 ... Nc6 5 Bg2 and only now 5 ... d6.
Early deviations for Black will be covered in the Looking a Little Deeper section,
below.

5 Bg2 Nc6 6 exd6 Qxd6 7 0-0 (Diagram 2) 7 ... Bg4
Given the chance White would certainly play d2-d4 here, and pinning the f3knight is a commonsense way to prevent this.

8 h3 BhS 9 d3
Later on we'll also cover the more direct 9 Nc3!, which I think causes Black more
problems, as well as the bold 9 d4!?.

9 e6 10 Nc3 Be7 11 Nxds
...
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1 1 Re1 0-0 and only now 12 NxdS comes into consideration, since if Black recap
tures as in the game with 12 . . . Qxd5 White can reply 13 g4 Bg6 14 NeS! forcing a
pawn weakness on the queenside. 14 ... Qd6 is forced, and here White can choose
15 Nxc6 bxc6 16 Qf3 Rac8 17 Bf4 or even 15 Bxc6!? bxc6 16 Bf4.

11 ... exds
11...Qxd5! 12 Re1 and now 12 ... Qd7! looks like an easier way to reach a level posi
tion.

12 c3 o-o 13 Qb3!? (Diagram 3)

Diagram 2 (B)

Diagram 3 (B)

Objectively 13 Qb3 might not be White's strongest move, but it certainly does the
trick in this game as Black fails to react properly.
13 Re1 is a decent alternative, especially since against the plausible 13 ... Bf6
(13 ... Qd7 is safer) White can grab the initiative with some forceful play that's
worth remembering: 14 Bf4 Qd7 15 g4 Bg6 16 gS!, when the bishop is kicked off
the long diagonal and White can play NeS. Black has to be careful here; for exam
ple, 16 ... Be7 1 7 NeS QfS 18 Qg4! Qxg4 19 Nxg4 Rfd8! 20 c4! Kf8 (20 ... dxc4?? 21
Bxc6! wins a piece) 21 BxdS Bxd3 and Black is hanging on but White is still exert
ing considerable pressure.

13 . b6?!
.

.

Black wa� understandably keen to eliminate the problem of the b7-pawn forever,
but 13 ... b6 causes him tactical problems due to the knight on c6 no longer being
protected by a pawn. However, 13 ... Qd7! 14 Re1 and now 14 ... f6 intending ... B£7
would have held things together.

14 Re1
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Planning Bf4 followed b y Ne5.

14 ...f6?
This move prevents the Bf4/Ne5 idea and prepares ... B£7. Unfortunately for Black,
it contains a major tactical flaw.
Against 14 ... Bf6 White can react in the same aggressive manner as discussed earlier: 15 Bf4 Qd7 16 g4! (16 Ne5 Bxe5! 17 Bxe5 Rad8 is playable for Black) 16 ... Bg6 17
g5! (Diagram 4), and once again the knight is able to reach e5. Following 1 7...Be7
18 Ne5 Nxe5 19 Rxe5 Bxd3 20 Rxd5 Qb5 21 Re1 ! Rae8! (2l . . .Rfe8 loses to 22 Rxd3
Qxd3 23 Bxa8) Black has just about managed to avoid any catastrophes but he still
has many problems to solve; for example, 22 Bc7! (crucially preventing the freeing
... Bd8; Black survives after 22 Rde5 Bd8!) 22 ... Bc4 23 Qxb5 Bxb5 24 b3 and White's
pressure persists.

Diagram 4 (B)

Diagram 5 (B)

Probably the safest option for Black is to simply give up the bishop pair, even if
White enjoys a lasting edge after 14 ... Bxf3 15 Bxf3 Rad8 16 Bf4 Qd7 17 Kg2.

15 Bf4 Qd8
15 ... Qd7 would run into the same reply.

16 Nd4! (Diagram 5)
'-:.fil

-

DANGEROUS WEAPON! White's fianchettoed bishop is finally
unleashed. This tactical shot exploits Black's unprotected
pieces on c6 and h5, and wins at least a pawn.

Perhaps Black had been expecting the pedestrian 16 Nh4?, when he can survive by
playing 16 ... Bf7 17 Nf5 Qd7 etc.
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16 ...cxd4
16 ... Nxd4 is no better: 1 7 Qxd5+ Qxd5 (or 1 7... 8£7 18 Qxa8 Nc2 19 Qxa7) 18 Bxd5+
Kh8 19 Bxa8 Ne2+ 20 Kg2! Rxa8 21 Bd2 and Black has no good defence to 22 g4.

17 Qxd S+ Bf7
Or 1 7... Qxd5 18 Bxd5+ R£7 19 Bxc6 Rd8 and now 20 c4 leaves White a healthy
pawn ahead. 20 cxd4 is also strong, since 20 ... Rxd4 loses more material to the
cheeky 21 Be8!.

18 Qxc6 Rc8
18 ... dxc3 loses after 19 Qxa8 Qxa8 20 Bxa8 cxb2 21 Rab1 Bb4 22 Re4 Bc3 23 Bb7
Bxa2 24 Rxb2! Bxb2 25 Re2.

19 Qb7 Bd6 20 Bxd6 Qxd6 21 Re7!
There's no let-up; the threat is 22 Rx£7.

21 ... Rce8 22 Rd7 1-0
Winning a second pawn, and probably a third one on a7. Black saw no reason to
struggle on.
In the next game White plays more aggressively with 9 Nc3 and the result is a
very sharp battle with opposite-side castling.
0 V.Zaitsev • I.Dudukin

Serpuk hov 2004

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nf6 3 es Nds 4 g3 Nc6 5 Bg2 d6 6 exd6 Qxd6 7 o-o Bg4 8 h3 BhS 9 Nc3
Nxc3 10 bxc3 eS 11 Rb1! (Diagram 6)

Diagram 6 (B)

Diagram 7 (B)
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DANGEROUS WEAPON! Crucially White seizes the semi-open b
file as early as possible, at a time when Black cannot easily
deal with the threat to his b-pawn.
11...0-0-0!
Black is certainly castling into an attack, but after considering the alternatives it
could be argued that this brave approach is the best option available.
It's easy to understand why some defences are impossible: 1 l . ..b6?? loses to 12 g4
Bg6 13 Nxe5! neatly exploiting the open e-file and the long diagonal, while 1 l . . .e4?
is answered by 12 Qe1 ! and Black loses a pawn after 12 ... f5 13 d3 or 12 ... Bg6 13
Nh4. However, there are also problems with Black's more plausible-looking
moves.
Against l l ... Qc7 White can play the devastating 12 g4 Bg6 13 Nxe5! ! (13 Rxb7
Qxb7 14 Nxe5 is also strong) 13 . . . Nxe5 14 Rxb7: for example, 14 ... Qd6 15 f4 Nd7 16
f5 regaining the piece with a decisive advantage.
Even 1 l . ..Rb8 isn't completely safe after 12 d4! cxd4 (12 ... e4? 13 Bf4) 13 g4 Bg6 14
cxd4: for example, 14 ... exd4 15 Rb3! (planning Ba3) 15 ... Be7 16 Ba3 Qc7 17 Nxd4!
0-0 (or 17 . . .Nxd4 1 8 Qxd4 0-0 1 9 Rc3) 18 Bxe7 Nxe7 19 f4! .

12 Qe2!
The queen heads towards the real action with minimum of fuss. The Qe2-b5 ma
noeuvre is a common feature of this line.

12 ... Qc7 1 3 QbS f6!
White was threatening 14 Nxe5!.

14 d4!? (Diagram 7)
White raises the stakes, and now the game heads into unfathomable complica
tions. From a practical viewpoint, though, Black's position is the more difficult to
play because any slip could lead to disastrous consequences for his under-fire
king, and this is indeed what happens in the game.
14 d3 planning Be3 and Nd2 was a more restrained approach, against which Black
could consider 14 ...Be8 or 14 ... Bf7.

14... a6 15 Qb2 cxd4 16 cxd4 e4
After 16 ... exd4 1 7 Bf4 Bd6 (17... Qd7? loses to 18 Nxd4!) 18 Nxd4! Bx£4 (18 ... Nxd4
19 Bxb7+!) 19 Nxc6 bxc6 20 gxf4 White has the advantage because Black's airy king
continues to be the most important feature of the position.

11 Nd2 fs!
Black greatest chance of success lies with trying to stifle White's light-squared
bishop, hence his reluctance to 'exchange' the e4- and d4-pawns.

18 Nb3 Bf7 19 Be3 Rg8
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Preparing ... g5 followed b y . . .f4.

20 Ncs Nas 21 Bgs!? Rxd4
The complications increase even further after this move.
2l ...Be7 could be met by 22 Bxe7 Qxe7 23 f3! to reactivate the bishop, not fearing
23 ... e3 on account of 24 Qc3!.

22 Nxa6!
This is stronger than 22 Qxd4 Bxc5, when Black's position begins to look a bit
more solid.

22 ...Qd7 23 Be3 RdS 24 c4!
There's no let up!

24... Nxc4 25 Rfc1 (Diagram 8)

Diagram 8 (B)

Diagram 9 (B)

2s ... Ras?
Black finally commits a fatal mistake, although this is not a huge surprise given
how difficult it is to find the correct moves in the extreme complications.
25 ... Rdl +! is far more tenacious, although even here it seems that White keeps an
advantage if he finds the correct path: 26 B£1 ! (Black hangs on after 26 Rxd1 Qxd1+
27 Rxdl Nxb2 28 Rcl+ Nc4) 26 ... Qc6 (or 26 ...Rxfl+ 27 Kx£1 Qc6 28 Nb4 Nxb2 29
Nxc6 Bc4+ 30 Kg2 bxc6 31 Bf4!, and now one line that struck me was 3l...e3 32
Rxb2 e2 33 Rxc4!! e1Q 34 Rd4 Bd6 35 Rxd6 when White is winning: for example,
35 ... Qe4+ 36 f3 Qa4 37 Rb8+! Kxb8 38 Rd4+) 27 Rxc4! Rxfl+! 28 Rx£1 Bxc4 29 Rcl
Qxa6 30 Qd4 b5 31 a4! Qxa4 32 Qd5! (Diagram 9).
Despite being a piece and two pawns down, White still has the advantage because
of his tremendous attack. One possible line would be 32 ...Rh8 33 Qc6+ Kd8 34
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Bg5+ Be7 35 Qd6+ Kc8 36 Qxe7, when it's unlikely that Black would be able to
survive.

26 Bf1!
Now White's attack is too strong - Black simply cannot deal with all the threats.

26 ... Ra4 27 Bxc4 Bxc4 28 Qes Bd6 29 Rxc4+! Rxc4 30 QdS ReB 31 Qxc4+ Qc6 32
Qxc6+ 1-0

Looking

a

Little Deeper

1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 Nf6 3 es NdS 4 g3 (Diagram 10)

Diagram 10 (B)

Diagram 11 (W)

4... Nc6
As we've already seen, 4 ... d6 5 Bg2 Nc6 transposes to the main text.
In the game P.Popovic-K.Shirazi, New York 1986, Black developed his queen's
bishop imaginatively with 4 ...b6!? 5 Bg2 Ba6, but White's response was quite con
vincing: 6 d3! Nc6 7 0-0 e6 8 Re1 Be7 9 c4!, completely blocking out the bishop.
After 9 ... Nc7 I slightly prefer 10 Nc3 0-0 1 1 Ne4 to Popovic's 10 b3. However, if
Black tries to reactivate his bishop by playing 1 l . . .b5 White does indeed reply with
12 b3!, keeping it hemmed in.

TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: If Black plays 4 ... e6 we have reached
Line C of Chapter 10: 1 e4 cs 2 Nf3 e6 3 g3 Nf6 4 es Nds. White
needs to be ready for this transposition, especially since the
same variation will also be reached if Black plays ... e6 on move 5
or 6.
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5 Bg2 d6
5 ...g 6 i s a logical alternative t o the main line. After 6 0-0 Bg7 7 Rei 0-0 White has
tried a couple of moves:
a) 8 d4 cxd4 9 Nxd4 Nc7 I O Nf3 d6 1 1 exd6 Qxd6! (I prefer White after I l . .. exd6 I2
Nc3) I2 Qxd6 exd6 13 c3 (with the queens off the board, Black could answer I3
Nc3 by hitting c2, say with I3 ...Bf5) I3 ... d5 I4 Na3 Bf5 IS Be3 Be4 I6 Radi Ne6 I 7
NbS Rfd8 and Black's piece activity ensured that the isolated queen's pawn was
not a major problem in V.Jansa-J.Murey, Hockenheim 2007.
b) 8 Nc3!? and now:
bi) 8 ... Nxc3 9 dxc3! (this gives Black more to think about than 9 bxc3) 9 ... d6 (oth
erwise White's plan would be Bf4, Qd2, Radi etc) IO exd6 Qxd6 (perhaps Black
should play IO ... exd6 instead, although even here 1 1 Bf4 d5 I2 Qd2 intending
moves like Bh6, Ne5 and Radi looks promising for White) 11 Qxd6 exd6 I2 Bf4
Rd8 I3 Nd2! and Black is under some pressure: Ne4 is one major idea and I3 ... d5
is no help on account of I4 Bc7! .
b2) 8 ... Nc7 9 d3 Ne6 IO Nd5 d6 1 1 exd6 Qxd6 I2 c4 Nc7 13 Ng5! Nxd5 I4 cxd5 Nb4
(Diagram 11) produced complications that looked favourable for White in
W.Pietzsch-F.Baumbach, Colditz I967. As well as the game's IS Qb3, I like the
immediate I5 Bf4 here. For example, I5 . . .Qa6 I6 Rxe7 Bf6 (or I6 . . . Bxb2 I 7 d6!) I 7
d6! Bxe7 I8 dxe7 Re8 I 9 Ne4 Rxe7 2 0 Nxc5 Qb5 2 I d 4 when White's powerfully
placed pieces coupled with Black's chronic dark-square weaknesses offer excellent
compensation for the small material deficit.

DANGEROUS WEAPON! s ... Qc7 attacks the es-pawn, but it's a
threat that White can ignore. After 6 o-o! Nxes 7 Nxes Qxes 8
d4! (Diagram 12) 8 ... cxd4 9 Re1 Qd6 (P.Popovic-M.Bjelajac,
Novi Sad 1981) 10 Qxd4 Qb4 11 Qd1! (Bjelajac) White enjoys
open lines, a serious lead in development and a bishop on g2
that fully justifies his decision to fianchetto on move 4.
There are many possible continuations which illustrate the danger to Black's posi
tion. For example, I l . . .Nf6 I2 Nc3 e6 I3 a3 Qa5 I4 Bf4 Be7 I5 Qd3 a6 (or IS ... 0-0 I6
NbS d5 I7 Nc7 Rb8 I8 Nxd5) I6 Bd6 Qd8 I 7 Na4 0-0 I8 Radi and Black is strug
gling to breathe; c2-c4-c5 is one obvious way for White to continue.

6 exd6 Qxd6
White can claim an edge after 6 . . .exd6 7 0-0 Be7 8 d4! since Black must be careful
he doesn't end up with a compromised pawn structure. 8 . . . 0-0 9 Na3 (9 c4 Nb6 10
d5? is not the right path, since after IO ... Na5 White cannot protect the c4-pawn 11 b3 loses to I l . ..B£6) 9 ...Bf5 I O c3 Rc8 1 1 Rei Bf6 I2 Nh4 Bxh4 13 BxdS Bf6 I4
dxc5! dxc5 I5 B£4 Qd7 I6 Nc4 was better for White in F.Nijboer-J.Van der Wiel,
Wijk aan Zee 2003, and following I6 ... Bg4 I7 Bf3! Qxdi i 8 Bxdi Bxdi I9 Raxdi
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Black was facing an uphill task to hold the ending, which he failed to do.

7 o-o (Diagram 13) 7 ... Bg4

Diagram 12 {B)

Diagram 13 {W)

Against 7 ... g6 White should certainly reply 8 d4! when he has good chances of an
advantage, for example after 8 ... Bg7 9 c4 Nb6 10 d5 Ne5 (or 10 ... Na5 11 Na3 0-0 12
Qe2) 11 Nxe5 Bxe5 12 Qe2 0-0 13 Rel .
The other way to prevent d2-d4 is with 7. . .e5, but clearly there is some risk at
tached to this pawn lunge. 8 Na3!, as played in P.Popovic-B.Ivanovic, Belgrade
1987, forces Black to consider ideas based on both Nc4 and NbS, and this must be
White's most dangerous approach. That game continued 8 ...Nb6 (sensibly ruling
out Nc4; 8 . . . Bg4? 9 h3 Bh5 allows White to immediately exploit the open e-file
with 10 g4 Bg6 1 1 Nc4 Qe6 12 Nfxe5!) 9 NbS Qd7 1 0 Re1 Be7 1 1 a4! (intending aS
and maybe even a6) 1 1 . ..£6 12 c3 a6 13 Na3 Qd8 (Black must avoid 13 ... 0-0? 14
Qb3+) 14 d4 cxd4 1S cxd4 Bg4, and here 16 Qb3 might well be White's strongest
continuation. After 16 ...Bxf3 17 Qxf3 Bb4! (17... Qxd4 18 a5! NxaS 19 Be3 Qd6 20
Qg4 is treacherous for Black, while 17 ... Nxd4 1 8 Qxb7 also favours White) 18 Re4!
Nxd4 1 9 Qd1 the danger isn't over: 19 ... 0-0 20 Rxd4! Qxd4 21 Qb3+ Kh8 22 Be3
Qd6 23 Rd1 wins material; while even after 19 ...Bxa3 20 Rxa3 intending Be3, or
19 ...Bc5 20 Be3 threatening 21 b4, the pressure continues.
Going back a few moves, 12 Nh4!? threatening 13 QhS+ looks like a promising
alternative to 12 c3, especially since the natural reply 12 ... 0-0 runs into a pleasing
idea: 13 aS Nc4 14 Nc7!! (Diagram 14) intending to answer 14 ... Qxc7 with 15 BdS+
Kh8 16 QhS!.

8 h3
In general it's useful for White to have the moves h2-h3 and ... Bh5 inserted, but
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the immediate 8 Nc3 is also possible here. The game S.Kudrin-K.Shirazi, US
Championship, Greenville 1983, contains some similarities to the main text, and
provides a good illustration of the chances White can generate using the half-open
b-file after the exchange of knights on the c3-square: 8 ... Nxc3 9 bxc3 Qd7 (9 ... e6 is
met by 1 0 Rb1 - compare the main text with h3 and . . . Bh5 inserted) 10 Rb1 0-0-0 1 1
Qe2 (11 d4! i s tempting, a s 1l.. .cxd4 12 cxd4 Nxd4 1 3 Qxd4 Qxd4 1 4 Nxd4 Rxd4 1 5
Bxb7+ followed b y Be3 leaves Black's king struggling t o cope with White's ram
part rooks and bishops) 1 1 . ..£6 (Diagram 15) 12 d4!? (12 Qb5 is a strong move, and
less speculative than 12 d4) 12 ... cxd4 13 Rd1 e5 14 cxd4 exd4 (White's idea after
14 ... Nxd4 must have been 15 Rxd4! exd4 1 6 Bf4) and here 15 Qb5! would have
maintained the initiative.

Diagram 14 (B)

Diagram 15 (W)

Black can also play 8 ... e6 against 8 Nc3, when I suspect that White should revert
back to the main text with 9 h3.

8 Bh5
...

Quite understandably this natural retreat has been the most common choice for
Black. However, giving up the bishop pair with 8 ... Bxf3 9 Qx£3 e6 (Diagram 16) is a
solid alternative. Indeed, even though White has a possible edge in view of the
potential of the bishop pair, at least from Black's point of view accidents are less
likely to occur. S.Rublevsky-A.Khalifman, Kazan 200t continued 10 Nc3 (10 Na3
Be7 1 1 c3 0-0 12 d3 Rad8 13 Qe2 B£6 14 Nc4 Qc7 15 a4 was roughly equal in
P.Popovic-D.Sahovic, Zemun 1980) 10 . . .Rd8! (many players would find 10 ... Nd4
too tempting to resist, but after 1 1 Qd1 - 1 1 QhS!? is also interesting - 1 1 . . .Be7 12
Nxd5 exd5 13 c3 White regains the lost time, and 13 ... Nc6 14 d3 preparing Qb3
and Bf4 looks promising for him) 1 1 NxdS Qxd5! 12 Qxd5 exd5 13 d3 Be7 14 c4
dxc4 15 dxc4 0-0 and Black had just about equalized, since the knight's outpost on
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d4 compensates for the bishop pair (and in particular White's strong bishop on
g2).

Diagram 16 {W)

Diagram 17 (B)

Looking at other possibilities, White could perhaps delay capturing on d5 in fa
vour of 1 1 Re1 Be7 and only now 12 Nxd5, intending to meet 12 ... Qxd5 with 13
Qg4!? (Diagram 17) or 13 Qc3!?; for example, 13 Qg4 Qd4 14 Bxc6+!? bxc6 15 Re4
Qf6 16 d3 0-0 1 7 Bf4 and in the long run White will try to nibble away at Black's
weak pawns on the queenside.

9 Nc3!
9 d3 e6 10 Nc3 worked well in the illustrative game Alvir-Simonet Pons, but I be
lieve that 10 Nc3 offers White more chances of gaining an advantage. In quite a
few cases White can cause Black problems with d2-d4, even though Black's entire
strategy has been based around preventing this move.

ROLL THE DICE! If White is feeling bold, he could try his luck
with the dangerous 9 d4!? {Diagram 18).
On my database this move has scored a perfect 100%, albeit only from four games.

Black has more than one way to go wrong, but he can just about reach a playable
position if he navigates the complications successfully (see note 'd'):
a) 9 ... Nxd4?! is the obvious continuation, but 10 g4! Bg6 11 Nxd4 cxd4 12 Qxd4 is
good for White: for example, 12 ... e6 13 Na3 Be7 14 c4 Qb6 15 Qxg7 Bf6 16 Qh6,
K.Shirazi-Y.Afek, La Fere 2003.
b) 9 ... Bxf3 10 Qxf3 e6 1 1 dxc5 Qxc5 12 Nc3!? Nxc3 13 bxc3 Be7 14 Rb1 Nd8 (14 ...Rb8?
15 Rxb7!) 15 Rd1 0-0, as played in S.Velickovic-E.Mnatsakanian, Thilisi 1983, leaves
White with excellent piece activity, especially if he chooses 16 Rd7! here.
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c) 9 ... cxd4 10 g4 Bg6 1 1 Nxd4 0-0-0 (or 1 1 .. .Ndb4 12 Nxc6 Qxd1 13 Rxd1 Nxc6 14 c4
e6 1S Nc3 with an edge) 12 Nxc6 bxc6 13 c4 Nf4 (13 ... Nb4 14 Qa4!) 14 Qxd6 Ne2+
1S Kh2 Rxd6 16 Be3 reaches a complicated position in which I would probably
take White.
d) Upping the stakes by playing 9 . . .0-0-0! (Diagram 19) seems to be Black's best
idea. After 10 c4 Nb6 11 dS Black must make a decision:

Diagram 18 (B)

Diagram 19 (W)

d1) White gets a strong initiative after 1 1 . . .Nxc4 12 Nc3: for example, 12 ... Nb4 13
Re1 NxdS 14 Qd3!? Nxc3 1S QfS+ e6 16 QxhS NdS 17 NgS.
d2) 1 l . ..e6! 12 Nc3 exdS 13 Bf4 Qd7 14 g4 Bg6 1S NbS was V.Komliakov
V.Chemov, Val Thorens 1994. I'm not totally convinced by White's attack here if
Black chooses 1S ... a6 intending 16 Bc7 Nxc4! 17 Bxd8 axbS. In view of this, 12 Bf4
(instead of Nc3) 12 ... eS 13 Bd2 Nd4 14 g4 Bg6 1S Na3 could well be White's best
option here. Indeed, with Nxd4 followed by NbS, and also b2-b4 in the air, White
has some promising possibilities.
Perhaps I was selling 9 d4 a little short with ' Roll the Dice!'.

9 Nxc3
...

In the three games I found reaching this position, Black has always chosen to re
lease the tension by capturing on c3, but once again 9 ... e6 comes into considera
tion. I think the continuation that causes Black the most problems here is 10 Re1
(10 Nxd5 QxdS l l Re1 is met by 1 1 . . .Qd7!, while 10 d3 is once more a transposi
tion to Alvir-Simonet Pons) 10 ... Be7 (returning to 10 ... Nxc3 is still possible, but
Re1 is a fairly useful move for White and 1 1 bxc3 Be7 12 Rb1 Qc7 13 d4 is an active
response) 11 NxdS and now:
a) 1l.. .QxdS 12 g4 Bg6 13 NeS! (this is why White plays 10 Re1 instead of 10 d3)
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13 ...Qd6 1 4 Nxc6 bxc6 1 5 Q£3 Rc8 1 6 d3 with a small plus for White because of
Black's queenside weaknesses.
b) 1 l . . .exd5 12 d4! (Diagram 20) provides another persuasive argument as to why
White should hold back on d2-d3. Black can grab a pawn in a couple of ways here,
but White appears to gain excellent compensation in both cases:

Diagram 20 (B)

Diagram 21 (B)

b1) After 12 ...Bxf3 White can consider 13 Qxf3 Nxd4 14 Qg4, or even 13 dxc5!?: for
example, 13 ...Qxg3! 14 Qxf3 Qxf3 15 Bxf3 Nd4 16 Bxd5! Nxc2 1 7 Bxb7 Rb8 1 8 c6
Nxe1 19 Bf4 Nf3+ 20 Kfl Rd8 21 c7.
b2) 12 ... cxd4 13 Bg5 f6 (13 ... 0-0 is a safer option, but White must be a bit better after
14 Bxe7 Nxe7 15 Qxd4 due to the weakness of the IQP) 14 Bf4 Qc5 15 c3! dxc3 (or
15 .. 0-0 16 g4 Bf7 17 Nxd4) 16 Rcl (Diagram 21) and I can't find an easy way for
Black to subdue White's initiative, since 16 . ..0-0 17 Rxc3 Qa5 18 Rxc6 wins material.
.

Finally, Black should certainly avoid 9 . . .e5?, which loses at least a pawn after 10
Nxd5 Qxd5 1 1 g4 Bg6 12 Nxe5!.

10 bxc3 e6
10 ... e5 was covered earlier on in the illustrative game Zaitsev-Dudukin.

11 Rb1 Qc7
Against 1 1 . ..0-0-0 White can continue a la Zaitsev-Dudukin with 12 Qe2.

DANGEROU S WEAPON! After 1 1... Rb8 12 d4! the threat of Bf4
is difficult to meet. If Black plays 12 ...cxd4, as well as simply
recapturing White can also sacrifice his queen with 13 Bf4 es
14 Nxes!! Bxd1 15 Nxc6, as it seems the best Black can do is
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reach a pawn-down ending after 1S ... bxc6 16 Rxb8+ Qxb8 17
Bxc6+ Kd8 18 Bxb8 Bxc2 19 cxd4.
12 d4!
12 d3 Bd6 followed by ... 0-0 would let Black off the hook.

12 ... Rd8
12 ... Bd6 prevents B£4 but can be met by 13 d5! .

13 Qe2! (Diagram 22)

Diagram 22 (B)

Diagram 23 (B)

13 Be3 was also possible, but this is much more dynamic.

13 ... cxd4
Black would of course like to finally develop his dark-squared bishop, but 13 ... Bd6
runs into 14 d5!, and likewise 13 ... Be7 is met by 14 Bf4 Bd6 15 d5!.

14 g4 d3!
The best defence. 1 4. . .Bg6 1 5 Nxd4! Nxd4 ( 1 5. . .Be7 1 6 Rxb7!) 1 6 cxd4 leaves Black
with problems over b7, since 16 ...b6 is answered by 17 Qb5+ Rd7 18 Bc6.

15 cxd3 Bg6 16 Nd4! (Diagram 23)
Crucially Black is given absolutely no time to settle and reach a playable position.
We have been following the game A.Shabalov-L.Christiansen, US Championship,
Parsippany 1996, which continued 16 ... Nxd4 1 7 cxd4 Qd6 (17...b6 is answered by
18 f4! ), and here 18 Rxb7! would not only leave White a pawn ahead but also still
with a strong initiative. For example, 18 ... Be7 19 d5 0-0 20 Bb2; or even 19 £4!?,
planning to meet 19 ... Qxd4+? 20 Be3 Qxd3 with 21 Rxe7+! Kxe7 22 Bc5+ Rd6 23
Qxd3 Bxd3 24 Rd 1 winning.
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Conclusion
4 g3 is fairly easy to learn and remember, and for this reason alone it's a good
practical weapon against a Sicilian line you are unlikely to face very often. But is it
dangerous enough? Judging from the evidence of this chapter, I believe the an
swer is yes!
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1 e4 cs and now:
A: 2 Nf3
8: 2 c3
C: 2 Nc3
A) 1 e4 cS 2 Nf3 Nc6
2 . d6
.

.

3 d4 cxd4 4 Qxd4 Nc6 5 Bb5 Bd7 6 Bxc6 bxc6 - 212

7 e5 - 224
7 0-0 - 221
7 c4 - 2 13
3 Nc3 Nf6 4 e5 dxe5 5 Nxe5 - 1 95
5 ... a6 - 1 95
5 . . .Nbd7 - 203
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5 ... e6 - 209
2 ...e6
3 c4 Nc6 4 Nc3 Nge7 5 d4 (5 Be2 - 253) 5 ... Nxd4 6 Nxd4 cxd4 7 Qxd4 Nc6

8 Qe3 - 256
8 Qdl - 250
3 g3 - 226
3 ... Nf6 - 245
3... Nc6 4 Bg2
4 ...Nf6 - 239
4 ... g6 - 227
3 ... d5 4 exd5 exd5 5 Bg2 - 231

5 ... Nc6 - 232
5 ...Qe7+ - 237
2... Nf6 3 e5 Nd5 4 g3 - 263
4 .. e6 - 270
.

4. . Nc6 - 267, 270
.
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4 ... d6 - 2 64, 270

3 Bbs
3 Nc3
3 ... Nf6 4 e5 Ng4 5 Qe2

5 ... Qc7 - 1 67, 1 74
5 ... d6 - 185
5 ... £6 - 1 90
3 ...e5 4 Bc4 Be7 5 d3 N£6
6 0-0 - 151
6 Nd2 - 1 55
6 Ng5 0-0 7 £4 d5 8 exd5 - 143

8... Nd4 - 162
8 ...Bg4 - 143

3 g6
...

3 ... e6 4 c3 - 125
4 ... Nf6 - 13 1
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4 ... Nge7 - 1 35
4 ... d5
5 Bxc6+ - 132
5 Qe2 - 127

4 0-0 Bg7 5 C3 Nf6 6 d4

6 ...cxd4
6 ... Nxe4 - 98

7 cxd4 Nxe4 - 87
7 ... d5 - 97
s

ds Nd6 - 88

8 ... Ne5 - 104
8 ... Nb8 - 1 08

9 Na3 a6 - 1 1 0
9 ... Ne5 - 89

10 Bd3

1o... Nes - 1 1 7
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10 ... Nb4 - 1 13
10 ... Nd4 - 1 1 3

B) 1 e4 cS 2 c3 Nf6
2 ... d5 3 exd5 Qxd5 4 d4 Nc6 5 N£3 e5 - 52

6 Nbd2 - 53
6 Nxe5 - 67
6 Be3 - 80
6 dxe5 - 59, 79

3 es Nds 4 d4 cxd4 5 cxd4 d6 6 Nf3 Nc6 7 Bc4 dxes

8 dxes - 34
8 Bxd5 - 24
8 Nxe5 - 44

8 Ndb4 9 Qb3 - 35
...

9 0-0 - 39
9 Qxd8+ - 40
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9 a3 - 42
C) 1 e4 c5 2 Nc3 Nc6 3 g3 g6 4 Bg2 Bg7 5 d 3

s ...d6
5 ... h5 - 1 8

6 Be3 h5 7 h3 - 14, 19
7 Nge2 - 10
7 Qd2 - 19
7 £4 - 1 9

7 ... es - 1 9
7 ...Bd7 - 19
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