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) 16...0b6

uresSerp sisdeue

17.8f1

&d7  (17..8¢6
(Kharitonov is on the right track: this is where a
top player’s strength is shown) 18...2ad8 (this is
a very interesting question: Black wants to draw
the white bishop to the h4-d8 diagonal, which

could lead to interesting counterplay for the

18.2b1!) 18.g4!

second player along the long diagonal) and now:

c1) 19.b3?! (I think this move is inconsistent
with the spirit of the manoeuvre begun with
Zadl: after the opening of the a-file Blacks
space problems decrease) 19...¥b4 20.2b1 Ha8
(20...axb3 21.axb3 Ha8) 21.82¢2 Ha6 22.Hecl
axb3 23.axb3 &ea8 Black had counterplay in
Kharitonov — Grischuk, Moscow 1995.

c2) 19.£h4 Bc8 with counterplay.

c3) 19.a3! (stabilizing White’s queenside and
the c3-knight) 19...2e6 (19...2c8 20.2h4 Bd7
21.9f3 and White is slightly better) 20.8xe6
(20.¥d2 Hxd4 21.8xd4 &xd4t 22.Wxd4 and
White is slightly better again; 20.8ce2 Wa6!)
20...8xe6 21.9b1! (As we have seen, this is a
standard manoeuvre here: Black has problems
reorganizing his minor pieces on the queenside.)
21..8c8 (21...f5 22.exf5 gxf5 23.8xe6!; 21...d5
22.cxd5 exd5 23.e5 with the initiative) 22.%d2
(22.82d2 &d7") 22...Wxd2 23.8xd2 (White is on
top) 23...c5 (23..0d7 24.£h4! &6 [24..2h6
25.8xd8 &xf4 26.8a5 and White is winning]
25.8xf6 Dxf6 26.9c3, and in the endgame
Black’s queenside weakness begins to tell: 26...h6
27.8dd1 g5 [27..%g7 28.2d3 and White is
slightly better] 28.fxg5 hxg5 29.e5 with an attack)
24.8h4 Bd7 25.69)c3 White is clearly berter.

17.a3

Premature was 17.9f3 a3 18.b3 ©h5! 19.9d4
(19.3b1 5 20.e5 dxe5 21.Dxe5 Hed 22.8xed
fxe4 23.¥xed £xh3 24.¢5 Wa6 with counterplay)
19..8d7 20.2de2 5 21.8xd6 fxe4 and the
position is unclear.

But here it is also possible to play 17.g4!
a3 (17..8d7 18.e5 is decisive) 18.b3 Sfxgd
(a thematic sacrifice but one which, in my
opinion, doesn’t give Black enough compensation:
the problem is that if Black tries to do without it
his position quickly deteriorates) 19.hxgd @xgd
20.8e2 Deb6 21.8xe6 Exeb 22.8d3 and White is
clearly better.
17...8¢6

17...2d7 18.g4 and White has an edge.
18.e5!2 dxe5 19.Exe5

White has begun a very quick action in the

centre of the board. Black is not well developed
enough to counter it.

19..818

If 19..9fd7 then 20.9xe6 (20.b41 axb3
21.9xb3 Hxb3 22.8Bxa5 Hxa5 23.8e4)
20...fxe6 21.Heel and White is clearly better.
While 19...&xc4 20.9xc6 bxc6 21.Hxc5 wins.
20.8f1

7
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White has the initiative and Black has no
easy move. If instead 20.2xe6 Bxe6 21.EHxe6
&S xe6, White would only be slightly better. Or
20.b4 axb3 21.8xb3 Hxb3 22.8xa5 HxasS with

counterplay.
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Well, it seems that the system beginning with
Had1, followed very often by a2-a3, not only is
not bad but is a very dangerous weapon against
Black’s defensive structure.

Nobody is without sin,

“No legacy is so rich as honesty” (All’s Well Thar

Ends Well 11Lv) William Shakespeare (1564-
1616) English playwright

After analysing the previous system, the reader
might think that the author of this book is an
unconditional fan of Botvinnik and of his work
and that therefore I might even try to justify his
“mistakes”. T am not going to question the chess
strength of the Patriarch of Soviet Chess—in this
regard he was a genius. But I am very critical of his
work and in particular of his Selected Games.

In that book the author is rather deficient
when it comes to giving concrete analysis, often
not telling the whole truth. But I also believe
that his “exemplary conceptual comments” are
often lacking in depth. The next game is very
interesting.

&% Botvinnik
¥ Smyslov
Moscow (6) 1958, King’s Indian [E80]

l.cd g6 2.e4 8g7 3.d4 d6 4.Dc3 a6 5.2€3
516 6.3 c6 7.£d3 b5 8.¥d2 bxcd 9.82xc4 d5
10.2b3 dxe4

7
/%

b I 2 //

Y s g
R
=, 7=,

Y Y
-

11.Dxe4?!

11.fxed! 5 12.8f3! “and White has a clear
lead in development” (worse is 12.dxe5 Wxd2t
13.8xd2 Dgd).
11...0-0 12.9e2 a5

&
x

Ay >
%

i

/
B oo

Z@//////
%? *%”%2/ 2y :

This move only earns the following brief
comment by Botvinnik: “Well played.” A
stunning assessment for such an interesting move!
Black begins play on the queenside before having
finished development.

During the game Smyslovs idea was to start
putting pressure on White’s a2- and b2-pawns
thus compensating for the weakness Black has on
the c-file.

I think that, although the move itself is right,
the idea behind it is not: this pawn advance could
have been the beginning of unpleasant pressure on
Whites centre by the black pieces from the flanks.
Hence the exclamation and question marks.
13.0-0 a4

Much better was 13...8)xe4! (the beginning of
a new plan aiming at putting pressure on White’s
central pawns) 14.fxe4 £a6! (It is interesting to
note that, despite his lack of development, Black’s
superior piece and pawn coordination manages
to subdue White’s army, which is completely
paralysed by the pressure on d4. Chess is not a
straightforward game, but an art full of nuances,

hence its beauty.) 15.2adl (15.8fd1 a4 16.8c2
a3 17.b3 ¢5! followed by ...c6, with a clear
advantage) 15...a4 16.2c2 and now:
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But 19..b512 20.cxb5 cxb5 21.8xb5 £xa2
22.8al £b3 23.8d2 £e6 was very interesting,
with an extremely complex position.
20.9e2 23 21.b3

If 21.b4 then 21...8)a4. The infilcration of this
knight is tremendously annoying, and it forces
White to take many precautions in order to avoid

this sort of thing.
21...8d3 22.8d2 Db4 23.5)d4 Be8

And Black has counterplay in the form of the
potential of his a3-pawn and the tactical motifs
arising from it, as well as possible breaks in the

centre with ...d6-d5.

I would like to emphasize the fact that if you
are reluctant to play and study the endgame in
detail, then you will have to avoid many opening
systems that are extremely interesting: in the
present case, for Black, the system beginning
with 7...8)a6; and, for White, the important
alternative 8.8el. A player with such important
limitations could never achieve true mastery in

opening play.
New ideas in the pipeline

To end the chapter I will show a couple of new
ideas where the most important thing is the
correct evaluation of the endings ensuing from
them.

Queen’s Gambit Accepted [D20]
3.e4 €5

1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.e4 €5 4.3 exd4 5.8xc4
Dc6 6.0-0 Le6 7.8b5 Lc5 8.2bd2 Dge7
9.8g5 Wd6 10.Dxe6 Wxe6 11.90b3 ¥d6
12.8f4 ¥ixf4 13.9xc5 0-0 14. ¥ 1N
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This is an interesting novelty that has gone
unnoticed until now. I guess this has a lot to do
with the fact that when material down it is highly
unusual to offer a transition into the ending
in order to win the game! But it turns out that
without queens Black finds it very difficult to
defend both his queenside and his over-extended
d-pawn.

Moreover, White has valuable long-term
advantages such as having the bishop in an
unbalanced position, as far as the pawn structure is
concerned, and a potentially better king. If Black,
on the other hand, declines the transition into
this complex ending then he has to withdraw the
queen from the dominant position she currently
occupies, and also give up the nice outpost on h6
where the queen usually goes to in this variation.

I challenge the reader to study this interesting
endgame. Below I am only going to show the
outline of what happens if Black refuses to
exchange.

14..¥g4
If 14..Wxcl 15.8axcl and White is slightly

better.
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15.f4!
Gaining enough compensation by starting an
offensive on the kingside exploiting his mobile

majority in this part of the board.
15..%c8

If15...2ab8 16.Bf3, with the initiative: the black
queen begins to experience some inconvenience.
16.¥e1!

The best square for the white queen, threatening
a transfer to the kingside and defending the
important central pawn on e4 against Black’s
eventual manoeuvre ...b7-b6 followed by ...¥c8-
e6. Worse was 16.Wd2 (16.f5%) 16...a6 (16...b6
17.80d3 We6) 17.82a4 b6 18.5d3 We6.
16...a6 17.8a4 b6

Or 17..Bd8 18.f57 &e5 19.Wg3 &7c6
20.8xc6 Dxc6 21.8)d3 He8 22.¢5 with a strong
attack.
18.2)d3 Bd8 19.Ec1 b5 20.2b3 a5 21.Ec5! ad
22.8c2

And White’s position offers many prospects.

Griinfeld Defence
5.§g5 Variation [D91]

& Beliavsky
¥ Kamsky
Linares 1991

1.d4 D6 2.c4 g6 3.9c3 d5 4.2f3 2g7 5.8g5
Ded 6.8h4 Hxc3 7.bxc3 5 8.cxd5 ¥xd5
9.3 Dc6 10.8e2 cxd4 11.cxd4 0-0 12.0-0 5
13.dxe5 ¥xd1

If 13...Wa5 then 14.Wel!N

n
Fy
7
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This is the new idea: the queen exchange
is virtually forced. Instead, after 14.2f6 2xf6
15.exf6 Wf5 master practice has shown that the
position is balanced.

After 14.Wel! there follows 14... ¥Wxel 15.%fxel
DxeS 16.9d4 transposing to the main line of
the game, where White is slightly berter. The fact
that the white rook would later move to ¢l from
el instead of d1 has no relevance at all.
14.8fdl Dxe5 15.0d4 £d7 16.Babl b6
17.8dcl

In the variation arising from the novelty, the
move would be 17.8ecl. Sometimes things really
are this easy.

17..Bfc8 18.82a6 Hc5! 19.2b3 Exclt
20.Excl Re6 21.8f1 Dgi 22.50e2 D6 23.63
Ad5 24.8e1 £5 25.8d2

The resulting endgame is tremendously
unpleasant for Black: most of White's forces
have more attacking potential than their black
counterparts, his king is better, and his pawn
majority is mobile. After a long and exhausting
effort Kamsky was unable to defend his
position.
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opponent entails driving away the e35-bishop
with f2-f4; but this move has the drawback of
weakening his own e4-pawn, turning it into an
easy target for Black's c¢5-knight. Therefore, what
are White's main ideas for the future? I will try to
summarize them:

1) To evacuate the h8-al diagonal and, more
precisely, improve the somewhat exposed situation
of his c3-knight with ©c3-¢2 and maybe d4;
in this case Black will always have to be on the
lookout for the advance f3-f4 and e4-e5 trying to
exploit the instability of the ¢5-knight.

2) To try the direct advances f3-f4 and b2-b4
despite everything, counting on the possibility
of opening the position in a situation where the
white rooks are better placed (which they probably
would be, due to White’s space advantage).

3) To speculate on a possible exchange sacrifice
on d6. With this White gets the bishop pair and
excellent control.

On what is Black’s counterplay based? Basically,
on the pressure his pieces exert on the opponent’s
centre and queenside, in the latter case usually
supported by pushing the a-pawn to create new
targets in this sector.

Let’s see some variations. If White tries, for
instance, a directattack, he findsout thatafter 15.f4
8xc3! 16.bxc3 Hc5 (with the usual counterattack
against the e4-pawn) 17.8a3?! (if 17.8xd6 Hxe4,
the position is equal; or 17.e5 dxe5 18.8a3 b6
and Black is slightly better) 17...2)xe4 18.8el Ee8
19.8d3 (19.2e3?! £d7 20.Hael? Hxc3!) 19...d5
20.cxd5 cxd5 21.c4 (21.8b5 Ee6 22.c4 d4 and
Black is clearly better) 21..8e6 22.8xe4 dxed
23.8xe4 and Black was slightly better, vanov
— Glek, St Petersburg 1998.
15...80¢5 16.£3 Re6!

The best option at this point in my opinion.
The basic idea of this move is to present White
with the utmost difficulties in carrying out the
useful manoeuvre £ c3-e2-d4. Other alternatives
were:

a) 16...8e8 17.8ab1! £¢6 18.b4! £xc3 19.bxc5
dxc5 20.8xb7 and White is clearly better.

b) 16...a5 (this was played in Eljanov — Comas
Fabrego, Ubeda 2001) 17.Eabl!

%

7
a7

Y

weiderp sisdeue

After much thought, Eljanov found this
novelty at the board. White prepares, eventually,
the manoeuvre Dc3-¢2-d4 to counteract Black’s
counterplay on the long diagonal. From now on
Black will also have to reckon with the possible
advance f3-f4.

Previously 17.Hacl?! had been played, but
the main drawback of this move is that it is too
slow: 17...8e8 18.8c2 a4!? 19.8e2 a3 20.b4 a6
21.b5 ©b4 with counterplay.

Or 17...Ee8!? (another important option is
17..8e6 18.f4! &xc3 19.8xc5! dxc5 20.bxc3
transposing into an ending which we will consider
later) 18.%e2 (After this move Black always has
to keep an eye on the advance f3-f4 and e4-e5
exploiting the instability of the c5-knight. Again,
premature was 18.f4 2xc3 19.8xc5 £b4! when
Black easily holds the balance with this resource:
20.8xb4 axb4 21.8xd6 Lg4 22.£d3 Exa2 and
Black has good counterplay.) 18..a4 19.5)d4
(The attempt at a direct attack against d6 was
still doomed to failure. For instance 19.f4 &g7
20.8xc5 [20.€5 £f5! A thematic attack against the
bl-rook. 21.8bcl ©d3 22.8c3 Dxb2] 20...dxc5
21.e5 ho! Black is slightly better since the white
centre is unstable. But 19.24!? followed by ©d3
was interesting.) 19...f6 This is the only viable
plan at Black’s disposal since his counterplay on
the queenside has been temporarily neutralized.
20.gxf6 &xf6 21.g3! (another possibility was
21.90e2 fe5 22.f4 £g7 23.e5 [23.8xc5 dxc5
24.e5 g5 25.g3 &g4 with counterplay] 23... &5
or 21.8)c2 fe5 22.f4 2g7 23.e5 &f5! 24.Ebcl
@Qed 25.exd6 £xb2 and Black is clearly better)





index-46_1.png
Final Conclusions? 65

21...8e5 22.5f2 He7 23.8¢2 £d7 24.De2

A 5
g2

ureiderp sisdeue

I think that White's position is preferable, as he
can calmly prepare effective pressure against d6
combined with the central push {3-f4, eventually
followed by either e4-e5 or the expansion on
the queenside with b2-b3-b4 according to the
circumstances. Even so, White has to be careful
because the black pieces have great aggressive
potential. For example, my game continued
24, Bf7 (very interesting is 24..Hae8) 25.f4
He8 26.8xc5 dxc5 27.8xd7 8xd7 28.fxe5 Bd2
with counterplay for Black, although after severe
time-trouble White ended up winning, Eljanov
~ Comas Fabrego, Ubeda 2001.
17.2ab1!

Undoubtedly the move that presents Black
with the greatest difficulties. The aforementioned
knight manoeuvre is threatened and in some
variations the reactions f3-f4 and b2-b4 are also
possible. Less precise is 17.Eacl a5 18.Ec2 a4
19.83¢2 a3! 20.b3 (20.b4 Da4) 20...0xb3! with
dangerous counterplay.
17...Bfb8!?

A move that is prophylactic and constructive at
the same time. Black anticipates the manoeuvre
b2-b4 and f3-f4 eventually preparing the active
move ...b7-b5. Instead, after 17...a5 18.f4! &xc3
19.82xc5 dxc5 20.bxc3 we reach a situation
where White's position seems at first sight clearly
preferable due to the weakness of the b7-pawn,
his majority of mobile pawns on the kingside,
control of the open file and, potentially, better
king. However, if one is not playing at the top
level, the question to ask should be: Is White's

advantage enough to achieve victory?

wreiderp sisA[eue

The truth is that after analysing the option
20...Bfd8! T have not been able to reach a
definitive conclusion. I challenge the reader to
analyse this interesting ending in detail.

On the other hand, if 17..Bfd8 18.8d2 a5
19.8bd1, the black rook is now not well-placed
on d8.
18.2d2 a5 19.8c2

Another alternative worth considering is

19.8bd1 a4 20.Bxd6 £xd6 21.Exd6 £d7 and

the position is unclear.

urexerp sisA[eue

This is an interesting and typical exchange
sacrifice in this variation: in return for the
material deficit White gets the two bishops, an
extra pawn and a better king than the opponent’s.
Without doubt, another ending that is worthy of
consideration.

19...a4
Worse is 19..f5 20.gxf6 2xf6 21.9e2 a4
22.8d1 Bd8 23.8Bcd2 and White is clearly better.
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This is a different example from the ones
shown in the endgame books with two bishops
against bishop and knight. On the one hand
Black has an excellent outpost for his knight
on d5 from where it puts pressure on the weak
e3-pawn; on the other hand, he has more space
and better control of the light-squares complex.

All these virtues would have, in theory, to
counterbalance the action of the two bishops even
in the long-term, as Watson defends in his book
Secrets of Modern Chess Strategy. Nevertheless the
strength of the bishops is such that it is very likely
that, despite all this, Black has a strategically lost
position.
24,Bfe1!

One of the great virtues of the two bishops is
their ability to control the opponent’s rooks both
from a defensive (control of invasion squares,
effective defence of vulnerable points...) and an
attacking point of view. This means not only
the possibility of harassing the rooks with their
aggressive action but also nullifying the rooks’
effective defensive capability over their own
vulnerable points. Because of this White can
momentarily surrender control of the f-file since
there is no invasion point along it thanks to the
action of the f2-bishop.
24...8¢6 25.8acl

The defence of Blacks c6- and e4-pawns
presents many obstacles.

Lets imagine all the possible defensive
scenarios that the second player can come up
with from the diagram. If Black keeps his bishop
to protect the c6-pawn from, say, d7 it has to
face several unpleasant ideas: how would he then
solve the problem of the defence of the e4-pawn
after the manoeuvre ££2-g3-¢5 and £c4-22-b1?
White would also have an additional possibility
in the exchange £xd5 reaching an ending with
opposite-coloured bishops where there is a
huge difference in the activity of the opposing
sides (imagine the bishop on €5 and a rook on
c7 for instance); or he could try the possible
break b4-b5 aimed at the proud knight on d5.
If, on the other hand, he decides to defend the
c6-pawn with his rook from c8, then he has to

face the very unpleasant manoeuvre ££2-g3
and &cd-a6 and eventually £b7. Lastly, if he
attempts to make do with a defence along the
third rank with ...Bf6, then after £f2-g3-¢5
followed by £c4-e2, it is evident that his rooks
are going to suffer unpleasant harassment from
the bishop pair. These strategies highlight several
advantages of its possession: the greater ease of
the bishops to attack the opponent’s knight, and
not the opposite, with the subsequent possibility
of transposing into another type of favourable
ending; and the one already mentioned about the
domination the bishop pair exerts on the enemy
rooks’ play.
25...86 26.2g3! He7

26..8g6 27.%h2 Bf8 28.8c2 and White is
clearly better.
27.8e2 8d5

Black has chosen a fourth defensive system:
using his bishop and the d5-square to secure the
weakness of the c6- and e4-pawns. Nonetheless
this strategy also suffers from a fundamental
drawback, namely that not all of his pieces can
occupy this ideal central square: we have a clear
case of a superfluous piece. It is odd how in chess
many of the classic rules find their exact modern
opposite. In this case the illustrious predecessor
would be the very well known idea advanced by
Nimzowitsch of overprotection of the strategically
important points. It is very illuminating how
from now on the black knight begins to wander
across the board like a lost soul in search of a
quiet outpost where he can find shelter from the
bishops® aggression.
28.8e5 Ef7 29.8f1 Exflt

One alternative was 29...2ef8 but if Black
exchanges all the rooks his queenside is going to
suffer considerably: the attack £e5-b8 forcing
Black to place his pawns on light squares will
give the white king an easy path into that sector.
Another option would be 29...5f5 30.g4 Dxe3
31.Bxf7 £xf7 32.8xc6 and White is clearly
better. If in these positions we add a more active
rook to the intrinsic plus of the bishop pair, then
it’s terminal.

30.Exfl Dgb6 31.8g3 b5 32.8all?
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Do not Trust the Classics

Do not believe in anything simply because you have heard it.

Do not believe in traditions simply because they have been handed down for many generations.
Do not believe in anything simply because it is spoken and rumoured by many.

Do not believe in anything simply because it is found written in your religious books.

Do not believe in anything merely on the authority of your teachers and elders.

But when, after observation and analysis, you find anything that agrees with reason, and is
conducive to the good and benefit of one and all, then accept it and live up to it.

The Buddbas Kalama Sutra
The Gip of the iceberg

“Scepticism is the highest of duties; blind faith, the one unpardonable sin.” Thomas Henry Huxley
(1825-1895) English biologist

In the games that appear in the classic manuals the analysis is usually too one-sided. History is always
written by the winners and often their research lacks objectivity. Later treatises blindly copy these
“exemplary games” thus reinforcing the transmission of the inaccurate, sometimes utterly false,
knowledge they try to show.

It is mostly young players and those who do not trust their own strength who are likely to be the
victims of this partiality, this lack of honesty and rigorousness in the analysis. But because the proof is
in the pudding, I am going to show a series of examples for the readers to familiarize themselves with
the substance of this problem.

The next game, analysis and notes are from the books My System and Chess Praxis by Aron
Nimzowitsch, and from Secrets of Modern Chess Strategy by John Watson. Naturally I have added my

own opinions and corrections.

& Janowski
¥ Nimzowitsch

St Petersburg 1914, Nimzo-Indian [E43]

1.d4 86 2.c4 €6 3.3 £b4 4.¢3 b6 5.2d3 £b7 6.2F3 £xc3t 7.bxc3 d6 8.¥ 2
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More precise was 32.&g4! showing two of
the virtues of the bishops: their swiftness in
transferring from one sector of the board to
another, and their ease in attacking weak points
in the enemy position.

An instructive variation could be the following:
32...§i?g8 (32...Bf8 33.£f5 and White is clearly
better) 33.2h5 He6 (33...2h7 34.2d6) 34.8b8
a6 35.8a7 (Black is virtually in zugzwang thanks
to the domination exerted by the bishops)
35...a5 36.8c5 a4 37.Ef5

weiderp sisd[eue

There follows the transfer of the white king to
the queenside via £2-€2-d2-c3-b4-a5-b6-c7 with
devastating consequences.

32...9e7

33.a4?

White’s only mistake in this fine game, spoiling
all the previous work. It turns out that after the
manoeuvre ...2f5-d6-c4 the knight occupies

an excellent outpost and, more importantly, it
complements the action of the £d5: this is what I
call coordination. It was necessary to play 33.&g4!
preventing the aforementioned manoeuvre:
33...?2?g6 34.a4 a6 (34..b4 35.2d6 and the
queenside pawns are easy prey for the white forces)
35.axb5 axb5 36.8a7, and White’s advantage is
quite clear. We see that the white rooks which
before occupied modest positions have been the
first ones to invade the enemy position, and all
because of the dominating bishops.
33...2f5! 34.8f2 a6 35.axb5 axb5 36.h4
36.8a7 Ee7
36..8e7 37.h5 ©d6 38.Ea6 Hc4 39.b4
Bf7 40.82g4 g6 41.Ea8 g7 42.hxg6 oxg6
43.8g81 h7 44.Be8 thg6!

Even despite the scrious mistake made by
White, Black has to be extremely careful. If for
instance 44..9d6 45.2d8 Hc4 46.8h5, then
White is clearly better.
45.2a8

White's biggest problem is that he cannot
bring his king to the fight, and without the king

practically no ending can be won.

45...86 46.2d8 L6 47.8¢2 £d5 48.8h4?!
Or 48.82¢4 and White is slightly better.
48...2d6! 49.8xd6t Hxd6
Once the rooks are exchanged White’s chances
vanish.
50.8g3 Of5 51.50F2 h5 52.8f4 &f7
1.1
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possible counter-manoeuvre by Black of ...2e8,
818, ..Be6, ..g6 and ...&g7, which would
improve the coordination of Black’s pieces and

turn the bad bishop on €7 into an active piece.”
(Pachman)

This quote mentions an interesting manoeuvre
to improve the effectiveness of Black’s forces. In
any case it is not clear whether the white bishop
is best placed on this diagonal since it remains
obstructed by its own pieces.

An interesting alternative is 11.2g5 although
in this case one has to take into consideration the
possible simplifications that such a continuation
could lead to.
11...2fe8 12.2b2 ££8 13.Had1 ¥c6!

From here the black queen can always move
to the b6-square, offering a queen exchange
that would nip in the bud White’s possible
attack on the long diagonal. At the same time
it puts pressure on the white centre and hinders
the manoeuvre &c3-d5 since the c2-pawn is
under surveillance. Worse was 13...We6 14.2b5
followed by ¢2-c4, squeezing Black’s position
even further.

14.82d3 Ee6 15.8de3

If 15.Hg3 Hae8 (15...¥b6!? 16.¥xb6 [16.¥d3
Hae8] 16...axb6 17.a4 d5 is equal) 16.5)dS
Wxd5! winning,
15...Hae8 16.h3 ¥be

“It is doubtful whether Black could have
improved the coordination of his pieces by
...g6, for White would then have been able to
occupy the outpost d5 with great effect; e.g.
16...g6 17.90d5! 2¢7 18.c4 DhS 19.%d2, and
White, in view of the weakness of {6, has a clear
advantage.” (Pachman)
17.¥d3 ¢6 (! Comas)

Now 17...g6!2 was a possibility. For instance
18.2b5 &g7 (18..8h6 19.23¢2 £o7 and
the position is unclear) 19.2d4 <5 20.2xf6
8xf6 21.90c3 &xc3 22.%Wxc3 Whd with a level
position.
18.9a4 ¥c7 19.c4

“A very important manoeuvre, which prevents
...d5 by Black and allows the white knight to go

over to the kingside; rather strangely, it was the

move ©a4d which laid the basis for the knight’s

impending kingside excursion.” (Pachman)
P g king

K

i
w o

19..2d72

“Here Black had his first and last opportunity
to play ...g6; the position of the bishop on g7
would then, it is true, leave the pawn on d6
weak, but this weakness would be offset by the
activity of the bishop. Instead, Black opts for
passive defence, allowing White to use his space
advantage to storm the kingside.” (Pachman)

It is not possible to exploit the weakness of
the d6-pawn due to the pressure the black pieces
exert on the opponents centre. The position
would be extremely interesting. It would be very
similar to many systems of the King’s Indian,
when Black exchanges in the centre with ...exd4.
Therefore, the right continuation in the game
would have been 19...g6! 20.90c3 £g7 with a
dynamic balance, although if I had to choose I
would rather be Black here.

Extremely passive defence is, in certain
positions, a very common trait in the games from
the masters of the past, and this is one of the
reasons for the complexity of present-day play:
modern players dont sit and wait, and if one is
not careful nasty things can happen.
20.52h1 £6 21.Wc2 §e5 22.9c3 D7 23.g42!

The strategic idea is not bad but the move is
tactically inaccurate. White had to prevent the
...d7-d5 break with, for instance, the prophylactic
manocuvre Wd1, keeping the advantage.
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20...2f7 21.8a3

Very interesting was 21.82a4!? to prevent Black’s
following manoeuvre; it also secured White the
advantage. For instance, 21...8)c6 22.8a3 with
the initiative.
21...8c6!

If this game is exemplary for any reason in
particular, it is because of the ability Chigorin
showed in handling the rooks, compared to
his opponent. The rook is heading for a6 and,
thanks to the pressure this piece will exert, any
active operations by the opponent in the centre
and queenside will be hindered.

22.8¢5 Ea6!

If 22...a6? then 23.Bb1! (23.82a4 b5 24.8c2
is the variation Shereshevsky suggests, with the
idea a2-a4 and opening lines on the queenside
for the heavy pieces, although the position is far
from clear after, for instance, 24...8b7 25.8a3
[25.8b4 a5 26.2a3 He7] 25..8e7 26.8xe7
8xe7 27.Hbl £d6) Now there might follow
23,08 (23..8d7 24.2b6Y; 23..De7 24.8b6!)
24.2b6 Bc8 25.8xd8! Exd8 26.8b6 and White
is clearly better.
23.a4 Dc6 24.8b1 Ed7 25.2ggl Dge7
26.8b2

[ do not understand why the reasonable
possibility 26.2xe7!? was not even considered by
the commentators.

26...20d5 27.82d2 Ba5 28.8gb1 b6 29.£a3

I understand this move but I don't like it. Black
tries to stabilize f5 once and for all against an
eventual e3-e4. But why not carry out a similar
rook manoeuvre on the kingside? 29...8f7! 30.2b5
Bf6! followed by ...Bh6 with a very good position:
31.8xa5 $xa5 32.8b5 Bh6 33.8xf5 Hc7
30.Eb5 Ba6

Shereshevsky considers 30..8xb5!? to be
dubious because it opens the a-file to White’s
advantage.

My question is: what benefic can White gain
from opening this file? T think that it is a lack
of understanding of the real value of open files
and the activity of the rooks. The defence of the
b5-pawn is more problematic than that of the a7-
and c4-pawns. Why? Because Black can defend
these pawns while maintaining the flexibility of
his pieces. White cannot do likewise: he has to
invest the activity of his pieces on the defence of
his advanced pawn.
31.8cl2

White knows there is little to do on the
queenside and tries to revitalize the manoeuvre
¢3-¢4. The idea is good but the ractical execution
is clearly inaccurate. Much better was 31.Eal!

©d8 32.8bb1 Hf7 33.8g1! (White has to prevent
...g6-g5") followed by &cl1, a3, f2-f3, &e2 and
e4.
31...2d8 32.8al £f7 33.8bb1 Hd6

Here Shereshevsky’s 33...g5! was much better.

weIderp sisdfeue
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A beautiful manoeuvre exploiting one of the
drawbacks of the bishop pair: their inability
to concentrate their efforts on controlling the
squares of one colour.
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Deceived Al ﬂloqg

I still remember how excited I felt as a child at the magic moment of opening any
chess book. What was shown there represented for me the key to gaining access to
the hidden secrets of the royal game: new positional concepts, interesting opening
systems, wonderful tactical blows, beautiful endgames. I eagerly devoured all the
treasures | could find. I blindly believed in what the books said.

Then, when I got to the playing hall and tried to apply the knowledge thus acquired
to my own games, | usually found myself confronted with enormous difhiculties: it
was not as easy as | had been led to believe.

At the beginning we only blame the deficiencies in our game on some vague flaw
of our own, when applying in practice what we learnt in theory. Given time, young
talents are expected to acquire greater ability and precision in this field, and therefore
improve their results. However, time itself turns from an ally into an enemy: in the
eyes of others, one is not making progress at the expected rate. People then talk about
the promising young player reaching the limit of his potential. These turn out to be
difficult years in no-man’s land.

But life goes on and if one is really passionate about what one is doing, one keeps
playing and studying, with more or less intensity, the art of chess. Stages come and go:
the apprentice becomes a FIDE Master, then an International Master and eventually a
Grandmaster and surprisingly... one discovers that one has been deceived all along.

[t turns out that from that entire array of books that captivated us in our childhood,
only a few were really worthwhile, and even these were full of lies and mistakes. The
latter are caused by several reasons: the authors’ lack of chess strength, scant ability
to pass on their knowledge, superficial analysis, etc. This can have a damaging and
enduring impact on our development as chess players.

The present book has as its goal, first of all, to warn the reader about this aspect: if one
is not ready to confront the study of any material in a critical, deep and creative way,
to think and research for oneself, one is doomed to the most resounding failure.
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34.fxg5 Dxg5 35.8b2 Dedt! 36.8xe4 fxed and
White ends up with the bad bishop. The rook on
a6 has annoying pressure on the a4-pawn and an
excellent path to move along the 5% rank. That’s
why 1 said at the beginning of the game that it
was almost always good to open up the position

with the bishop pair.
34.f3 D72
Shereshevsky recommends 34..8f7, bur

obviously it is not as strong as on move 29.
It instead 34..8g7 (with the idea of playing
...g6-g5) 35.8a3 &7 36.e4! Dxf4 37.8b4, White
is clearly better.
35.2a3! g522

Now this move is a decisive mistake!

36.%e2!

Bad was 36.fxg5 @xg5 37.%ke2 Hg7 38.c4
fxe4 39.fxe4 &6 according to Shereshevsky. For
example: 40.ﬁxg5 Exg5 41.8f1 Hg2t 42.2f2
Hxf2+ 43.%xf2 Ha5! What a rook!
36...gxf4 37.e4 D6 38.8xf4 Dh5 39.8e3?

I agree with Shereshevsky’s suggestion 39.8g1
8 40.8c1 and White has everything: centre,
better king and now better rooks.
39...f4 40.2f2 Ha5

Shereshevsky recommends 40...e5! (the idea
being 41.8Bg1+ B8 42.dxeS5 &ixe5 43.Bg5 8d211)
but after 41.a5 White manages to weaken Black’s
structure on the queenside and gets a big plus.
41.Eglt &f8 42.8aal?

I think Lasker got almost no moves right with
his rooks. Much better was 42.e5 (Shereshevsky)
42..b5 43.Egal and White is clearly betrer
(43.8aal favours White too).
42...e5

Now Black manages to block the position
again!
43.82abl Dg7 44.Bb4 Bc7 45.8b1 De6
46.8d1?!

Shereshevsky suggests an unclear manoeuvre
46.822 9\d6 47 .dxe5 Bxe5 48.2d4, but now after

48...Eh5 the complications would continue.

46...0ed8 47.8d2?

Vasyukov suggests 47.dxe5! &c6 48.e6 Dfe5
49.8c2 Dd3 (49...Bg7"? and there is still some
fight) 50.2b5 and White is slightly better.

47..5)c6 48.8b5

48.Hxcd N6 (if 48...80xd41? 49.8dxd4 and
White wins) didn’t work. This was the move
Lasker overlooked.
48...8xa4 49.dxe5 Dfxe5

‘The game is already decided.
50.8h4 Hg7 51.%f2 Bg6 52.8dd5 Bal 53.2d8
Ad3t 54.8xd3 cxd3 55.2xd3 Hagl 56.2f51
the8 57.8g5 B6xg5
0-1

The empire strikes back

I wouldn’t want to give the reader the impression
that I underestimate the strength of the two
bishops. They are certainly a fearsome pair in
the endgame. The well known saying “the worst
bishop is better than the best of knights” can
be better applied to the final stage of the game.
I simply criticize the fact that the examples
appearing in the theory manuals are very
superficially analysed and that we always find the
same ones time and again.

In this respect Shereshevsky's Endgame Strategy,
which I've mentioned before, is a wonderful oasis

from the repetitiveness of many other endgame
works.

<& Alterman
¥ Psakhis
Tel Aviv 1994
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Secondly, in the present work I mount a staunch defence of chess ideas in the form
of strategic concepts, positional principles, philosophies of the game, etc. Of late
there has been a dangerous tendency to give clear precedence to concrete analysis
over the written word. I would like to quote Lasker’s opinion about this topic: “A
spirit with a large and roomy brain who without error could keep in mind millions
of variations would have no need of planning. Frail, weak man can clearly keep in
mind only half a dozen variations since he has but lictle time to spare for Chess. And
if he by chance had more time for it and in addition had genius for the game, to see
through hundreds of variations would turn his brain. His reason was not made to
be a substitute for a printed table. His mind has a marvellous faculty which enables
him to conceive deep and far-sighted plans without being subject to the necessity of
examining every possibility.” [Laskers Manual of Chess)

The faculty to which Lasker refers is abstraction. We human beings have developed
an exceptionally powerful technique to treat complexity: we abstract from it. Unable
to control complex objects in their entirety, we ignore the non-essential details, dealing
instead with the ideal model of the object and focussing on its essential aspects. Thus
language has been born, the concept and the principle is but a simplified view of
reality in such a way that we can interact with it. Abstraction is an essential tool to
handle the complex world of the 64 squares.

In my view a well-annotated game is one that encompasses the sum of, on the
one hand, rigorous analysis, and, on the other, a generous written expression of the
positional ideas underlying them. In this book I have tried to tackle the games with
the aforementioned criteria.

Thirdly, and finally, this work is an appeal for the reader to be creative. The only
beautiful thing in chess — or in any other discipline for that matter — is that which
contributes something fresh and original to the field. What is already known becomes
boring to us in the end.

Fortunately enough, chess is a tremendously complex and rich game. And 1 say
fortunately because it means that there are still new and surprising horizons to be
discovered. In order to delve more deeply into the unknown one only needs to be
brave and to believe in oneself.

"Therefore the reader will find interesting ideas and opinions that the author has
been accumulating over years of experience. I hope that this introduction to the way
a grandmaster thinks will be useful for all those who want to improve their chess.

Grandmaster Lluis Comas Fabrego
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1. To place the queen’s rook on the bl-square
and then try the expansion b2-b4, kicking Black’s
c5-knight.

2. To place this rook on dl in order to put
pressure on the opponent’s centre and kingside.

I decided to start by examining the second
method of play to test the viability of the whole
system beginning with the move &adl followed
eventually by a2-a3. Here White gives up any
active play on the queenside in exchange, as
already mentioned, for more ambitious goals in
the two other sectors of the board. Many of these
plans entail the withdrawal of the d4-knight from
its apparently privileged position in order, firstly,
to increase the pressure against the opponent’s
d6-pawn, and, secondly, to transfer the knight to
more active parts of the board. But in order to do
thisitis necessary to always take into consideration
the typical counter ...a4-a3 by Black, exploiting
the weakness of White’s ¢3-knight. That is why
the move a2-a3 does not seem bad to me and, to
put it more positively, in some circumstances a2-
a3 is necessary to stabilize this part of the board
and only then concentrate efforts on other areas.
This is also in agreement with my assessment that
in positions with a space advantage, such as the
present one, at first White goes through a stage
of consolidation and stabilization of the position
before the expansion that has to take place in the
future. This is due to the fact that for some time
Black’s forces have a certain degree of superior
dynamism, but this dwindles away as White
finishes his mobilization.

Imagine then my surprise when the deeper
I analysed the system the less I liked Black’s
position, and this despite Gellers evaluation
regarding the move a2-a3 and, therefore, the
whole system beginning with Badl.

What was actually happening? Who was wrong
in their assessments? I think that the question
mark Geller bestows on this move is excessive; I
agree with him that this is not the most precise
move in this position. (In fact it has been proved
that, instead of 15.a3, if White plays 15.8f4 he
has a good advantage. That is why 14..2fd7,
instead of 14...Wd8-a5 as played in the game, is

considered more accurate; later we will return to
this position.) But I dont share his opinion that
15.a3 was the main reason for White’s subsequent
defeat.

Let’s Geller's  arguments  for
condemning this move. According to him
it weakens the b3-square. Well, this alleged
weakness could only be exploited by Black’s ¢5-
knight, but once it gets to b3 it would look nice
but hardly do anything else. That is, it would not
have any bearing on the subsequent struggle (we
would have a case of an over-valued knight).

Regarding the assertion that after a2-a3 the
¢5-knight feels at home, it reminds me of the
classic and somewhat naive saying “When a piece

analyse

is badly placed the whole position is bad” only 1
would feel like phrasing it, “When a piece is well
placed the whole position is good.” Obviously
this is a somewhat limited statement.

But any extensive explanation runs the risk
of falling on deaf ears and being worthless if it
isn't backed up by concrete analysis supporting
the validity of this or that assessment. Precisely
because of this I am going to show my conclusions
about the following critical position.

King’s Indian Fianchetto Variation [E69]

15.f4

15.9de2 Wa5! (Black’s counterplay is based
on the activity his minor pieces generate, and in
certain tactical nuances present in the position)
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two knights. The conclusions reached so far are
anything but clear.

% Lasker
& Chigorin
Hastings 1895

This is one of the most famous endings, and
is often reproduced in chess manuals. I would
like to share my opinion regarding the quality
of the analyses in a couple of them. The first
one, Roberto Grau’s Tratado General de Ajedrez:
Estrategia Superior, is a book which, as already
noted in this work, has a high quality in the
way the different topics are presented but not so
much in the content itself.

In this game, for instance, the author is unable
to identify any of the several mistakes that
exist and to propose alternatives accordingly,
supporting them with notes and above all with
adequate analysis. Moreover the evaluation he
makes of the position is also mistaken. I am sorry
to say that these mistakes are repeated throughout
the treatise rather too often. The second book [
will mention is much better: it is the celebrated
work by Mikhail Shereshevsky Endgame Strategy
but even here I think there are plenty of mistakes.
It is obviously very difficult to unravel the truth
in chess, but I think that authors should make
every possible effort to reach it, that is, to get
deeper in the analysis, and secondly they should
acknowledge that one can be completely wrong

in what one says, because it is useful to encourage
the readers to take a critical view of every work,
no matter how famous its author might be. By
the way, let’s not forget that chess is a game that
teaches us to think for ourselves - leave automatic
reactions for Fritz and company. Lastly, I would
like to attack the study of this interesting position
from a new point of view: most books talk about
the tremendous battle of the bishops against the
knights that took place in it; for me the main
actors in this game were the rooks, and their fierce
fight to reach favourable positions and neutralize
the action of the enemy heavy pieces, and it is
from this new perspective that [ would like the
reader to confront the analysis of this game.
18.Hagl?!

Better was 18.f5, a move suggested by
Shereshevsky. With the bishop pair it is almost
always necessary to open up the position... But
what I'm most interested in now is what Lasker
might have been thinking to prefer the text move
to this sound alternative. I suspect that one of
the problems he faced when trying to reach a
decision was that he thought that perhaps there
was a direct solution in the form of an arrack
along the g-file. That is, he overestimated White’s
advantage. And very possibly he only realized too
late that things were not going to be that easy.
Well, T also think that the situation arising after
18.Bagl is still better for White but to a lesser
extent than after 18.f5.

[ say this because if one looks at the analysis
Shereshevsky made of the position, one reaches
the conclusion that after the best moves for
both sides Black could end up reaching a better
position at one point: or at least he doesn’t suggest
anything better for White,
18...c4 19.8c2

It is very interesting to analyse the alternative
19.8xg6!2. It is very likely that this move takes the
reader aback: why exchange one of the bishops,
and the good one at that? The aim of the move
is either to try and activate the white rooks or,
failing that, to cripple Black’s pawn structure.
‘There are two main variations:

a) 19...hxg6 20.h4 Ec6! (20...80¢6 21.h5 Qe7
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16.8xd6 De5 17.8dd1 (17.b3 axb3 18.axb3
$xh3!isa winning combination. 19.2xh3 [19.b4
£xg2! 20.8b1 Wc7 21.bxc5 &f3 and Black is
clearly better] 19... 231 20.f1 Hxel 21.8xel
Hxed 22.8d3 Walt 23.00d1 Ba2 24.Mc1 Hxf2
Black has a decisive advantage.) 17..%2xc4
18.8d4 Wb4 19.8xg7 thxg7 20.2b1 a3 21.b3
b2 22.8)f4 &e6 23.8e3 Had8 Black’s position
is clearly better.

15...%a5 16.2£2 D6

Other options are:

a) 16..h5%k

wrexderp sisdfeue

Black curbs the expansion of White's qualitative
pawn majority on the kingside, but this entails a
serious weakening of his defensive capability in
this sector.

From now on the eventual advance f4-f5 will be
much more bothersome. 17.a3! (A prophylactic
move preparing the withdrawal of White's
d4-knight in order to attack the d6-pawn.
Premature would have been 17.8de2 @9b6 18.b3
Wb4 when Black is clearly better, and also 17.2f3
Ab6 18.8f1 a3.) 17..0b6 (If 17..23f6 18.8f3
£e6 19.8xd6 £xcd 20.0d2 £e6 [20...82a6 2165
8fd7 22.e6 with an attack] 21.e5 215 22.¥c1
Nfd7 23.8\ced Dxed 24.Dxed and White's
central supremacy, together with the weakness
of Black’s kingside, proves decisive.) 18.2f1 £d7
(18...2e6 19.8xe6 Bxe6 20.f5 with an attack)
19.9f3 £e6 20.8xd6 £xc4 21.¢5' (White is now
clearly better) 21...82b3 (21...8xf1 22.Exfl and
Black has big problems with the chain £7-g6-h5)
22.Wc1 28 23.8d4 DdS (23...9e6 24.8d2 Dd5
25.89e4) 24.£5!2 White has a promising attack.

/
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The beginning of a manoeuvre aimed at
provoking the weakeningmovea2-a3. 17.&f11(the
goal of this move is to force Black to transfer his
knight to the unfavourable b6-square) 17...5b6
18.23 Wa5 19.g4! (preventing the ...f7-f5 break,
making the g3- and h4-squares available for the
dark-squared bishop, and preparing manoeuvres
like £d4-f3, f4-f5 squeezing Blacks position)
19...2d7 (If 19...8e61? 20.2b1! [Accepting the
pawn would lead to unclear positions: 20.2xe6
Bxe6 21.f5 Bee8 22.Hxd6 &e5! 23.8dd1 Hads,
exchanging a pair of rooks seems a good idea,
24.8xd8 Hxd8 25.2d1 Exdl {25...Be8!? with
compensation} 26.9Dxd1 @bd7 again with
compensation] 20...Bac8 [20...d5 21.89xc6! bxc6
22.cxd5 Dxed 23.dxe6 Oxf2 24.exf7t dxf7
25.Wxf2 Bxel 26.8xel Bd8 and White is clearly
better] 21.60d2! [21.f5 &d7 22.9f3 d5 with
compensation yet again] 21..847 [21..2h6
22.8¢3 &d7 {22..Ecd8 23.24f3 &c8 24.f5
with the initiative 24...8g7 25.%2h1} 23.24£3!]
22.94f3 d5 23.e5 with a strong initiative)
20.5f3 &f8 (20...2e6 21.9b1! A key move in

this kind of position. It is important with a space

advantage not to exchange material, and in this
specific case also to leave the opponent with his
two worst minor pieces, the £e6 and the b6.
Now Black doesn’t have at his disposal the freeing
move ...f7-f5 and the pressure on c4 is not
enough, whereas White threatens to increase his
advantage after the advance f4-f5. For instance, if

21...HBad8 22.15 £¢8 23.2h4 and White is clearly
better.) 21.f5 White’s pressure is very strong.
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22.hxg6 Dxg6 23.d5! and White is clearly better)
21.h5 (21.8cl Ba6 22.a3 Ha$ is just in time)
21..Ha6 22.hxg6 Hxa2 with counterplay. You
will say: of course this is the result of violating
a strategic principle. I would like you to notice
the radical change that the evaluation of this
variation would suffer if the litde pawn on a2
were instead on a3 (even better if the £d2 were
on cl, of course): Black would then not have
enough time to neutralize the advance h4-h3 and
therefore he would face unpleasant problems.
Overblown strategic principles usually crumble
because of such trivial details.

b) 19...fxg6??

uIeJBe[p sisd[eue

At first sight this looks like a strange decision:
White can now create an impressive centre after
e3-e4 and, more importantly, has the possibility
of obtaining a better king in the future, thanks
to that very centre. But if we analyse the position
dynamically we will realize that this centre will
essentially lack mobility. What is the key to
this position? The rooks. When they are still on
the board in the endgame the activity they can
achieve usually ends up being very important for
the outcome of the game. I will try and show this
with the analysis of the following variations.

b1) 20.e42! A natural and bad move. 20...Ec6!
21.8b1 Ba6 22.8b2 (22.8b4 Hxa2 23.8xc4 Bxf4)
22...\f7! (Preventing the possible activation of
the g3 through g5 and b5.) 23.3 b6 with the
idea ...Bc8, ...&0f8-e7 and ...Ba6-a5 and this rook
will be tremendously effective along the 5* rank
due mainly to the vulnerability of the a2- and h2-
pawns, while the white rooks would drift across

the board without finding any effective post.

b2) 20.2g5!? Bc6 21.8a5 a6 (21...8b6 22.8xa7
Bb2 23.%2d1 with the subsequent expulsion of
the black rook) 22.Hbl (22.e4 Eb6Y) 22...8f5
23.8eS5! Were it not for this square, Black would
have a satisfactory position; as it is, he is clearly
worse.

b3) 20.8b1! A prophylactic move whose aim
is to neutralize the action of Black’s rooks while
keeping White’s active. 20..Ec6 (20..Ef5 A
natural move to activate the black rook along
the 5* rank, but 21.8g5! and Black has no time
to drive the rook away from this position with
..h7-h6 or ..d8-f7: after e3-e4 his position
is worse) 21.8b4 Ha6 22.a4! followed by e3-e4
with advantage.
19...£5 20.8c13!

White’s play seems inconsistent to me. 20.e4?!
is an attempt to open lines and activate the white
rooks and bishops, even at the cost of weakening
the pawn structure. There might follow 20...%c7!,
using the weakness of the f4-pawn in order to
stabilize the position. 21.exf5 exf5 22.8g5 Bcf7!

But why not 20.h4? This is a very natural
move which none of the aforementioned authors
has suggested. 20..Ef7 21.h5 Qe7 (21..218
seriously weakens the control of 5 against an
eventual e3-e4) 22.f3 followed by e3-e4 with a
firm grip on the position. Black’s play would be
very constrained: the black knights lack effective
and stable outposts. A possible variation could be

22...b6 (22...8c6 23.8a4 wins for White) 23.e4
b7 24.8c1 ©h8 25.8a3 when White is slightly
better. It is possible that Lasker was afraid that
in variations of this nature he might have some
problem in the future with the defence of his
h-pawn against an eventual manoeuvre like
...&)e7-g8-£6. Starically the reasoning is sound but
such a manoeuvre also entails a destabilization of
important central points, d5 and 5, as well as
dangerously removing the black king from the
centre of the board. Put in another way: I think
that the white pieces’ activity would prevent
Black from carrying out such active plans. For
instance 25..2g8 26.exf5 exf5 27.80d2 He7
28.8el and White is clearly better.
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It is strange that Pachman does not even
mention this mistake. Maybe he did not see it
or he didn’t want to see it... The offensive against
the kingside begins now. The text is a double-
edged move, for although it threatens to smother
Black’s position, it also weakens the white king,
and if Black manages to open up the game the
outcome would be quite unclear. 23.%e2 would
not be advisable either because of 23...f5!.
23...¥a5?

The situation would have completely changed

after 23..d5! 24.exd5 Hxe3 25.Hxe3 Hxe3
26.fxe3 Wg3 when suddenly it is White who has
problems.

24.2d1 ¥be

Also interesting are the alternatives 24...Wg5!?
25.9)€2 or 24...h5 25.8g1 hxgd 26.Exg4 f5 and
the position is unclear; or maybe 24...a6 trying
to create counterplay on the queenside with
...b7-b5. Yet again Black’s play is too passive.
25.h4!

But not 25.8¢2 because of ...@gS (Pachman).
25...8e52

Black has adopted a completely passive
attitude and this move allows a restructuring
that leaves him without the remotest chance of
counterplay.
26.8g3 Df7 27.£3!

The position is already strategically decided.
Black has no chance of activating his game while
White methodically concentrates his forces on
the opponent’s kingside, against the g7-square to
be more precise, since this is the point where his
artillery can converge with most intensity.
27...0h8 28.9De2 W7 29.8dgl

Preparing the final breakthrough on the g-file.
It’s important to notice that the eventual invasion
comes from the flank and not through the centre,
as was to be expected.

29.. W7 30.20d4 B6e7 31.g5 fxg5 32.Bxg5 g6
33.9D15 EeS 34.f4 Exf5 35.exf5 g7 36.fxg6
1-0

Let’s see now how the analysis of a classic game can
be very useful in providing an accurate evaluation
of the vicissitudes of a modern contest.

ﬂpplgiqs what has been learnt

“The best advice always comes from
experience, but always comes too late.”

Amelot De La Houssaye (1634-1706) French

writer

Itis well known that those who forget the mistakes
of the past are condemned to repeat them. The
classics, if studied scriously, are a very important
point of reference for any player wishing to make
progress in the chess world. One has to make
the most of other players’ previous experience
so that, as the quotation above says, the advice
doesn’t come too late.

& Istratescu
¥ Klinova

Wijk aan Zee 2002

Up to now all the moves have been identical
to the previous game.
13.8e3!2

Here the importance of time in chess is
brought to the fore. With this move, instead
of 13.Had1 which we saw in the game Tarrasch
~ Schlechter, Black has no time (precisely!) to
carry out the effective plan of reorganization
that was accomplished in that game.
13...8e62!

Black didn't find the right move 13...c6. It
is vital to control the d5-square to prevent
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White's £c3 and £b2 from becoming active. It
is basically a blockading move. Moreover there
is always in the air a possible central counter-
strike in response to any action by White on the

kingside. For instance if 14.2ael W7 (14.. et
15.h3 a6 [15..%Wes 16.%d3] 16.Bg3 d5
17.0e2 £d6 18.f4 $h8! and Black is clearly
better) 15.8g3 (if 15.4¢2 as in the game, then
15...d5!) 15...d5 16.e5 Be6 17.Bge3 &d7 and
Black is clearly better. If the attacking ideas
Be3-g3 or &c3-e2 don't work, it is not clear
how White can prevent Schlechter’s effective
regrouping,.

14.Bael a6

14.. Hae8 doesn’t work: 15.%xa7 ¢5 (15...d5
16.exd5 ©xd5 17.¥d4 and White is clearly
better) 16.Wad Wxad 17.8)xad Dxed 18.9b6
with a clear advantage.
15.De2!

This white manoeuvre nips Black’s aspirations
in the bud. After this the moves ...g7-g6 and
...8£8-g7 will no longer be possible.
15...d5

15..8ae8 16.8f4 86e7 17.c4 and Black’s
forces lack coordination.
16.€5 ¢5 17.¥d32

Much better was 17.¥d1! eg. 17..2g4
18.8¢3 &xe5 19.2f4 and White is clearly
better.
17...0g4 18.8h3 Eh6 19.8xh6 Dxh6

White eventually won after several mistakes
by both sides.

The systematic and rigorous study of the
classics provides us, as we have seen, with
valuable knowledge that is very useful when
trying to understand the processes involved in
contemporary games. Precisely because of this all
grandmasters without exception have suggested
a serious study of the chess classics.

(hollquiqs the hgovgwciehc:

“All progress is but an error constantly
rectified”  Hans Vaihinger (1852-1933)
German philosopher

<& Botvinnik
% Geller
Budapest 1952

m///

/ ,,,,,,

Game taken from Efim Geller's book 7he
Application of Chess Theory. Position after the

move 15.a3? (The question mark belongs to
Geller).

This game is, without any doubt, one of Geller’s
most famous because of who his adversary was.
Lets see Geller's notes about this game: “...the
only obvious slip was on White’s 15" move.”
Later on he adds: “A self-blockading move, after
which the black knight on ¢5 feels very much ac
home” and he ends: “...White already has some
weaknesses (at b3, in particular).”

I would like to make some remarks about this.
It might seem audacious to challenge Geller’s
authority on a position from the King’s Indian,
which he mastered so wonderfully. I also run the
risk of the reader thinking that my intention is
always to go against the assessments made by
other authors. It is not so: I feel deep respect
and admiration for the way Russian players
handle this defence (on the other hand, I have
said many times that I have never liked the
handling of the King’s Indian by the Yugoslavian
players).

A while ago I began studying this variation in
order to play it as Black. With the pawn on a2
White has two main systems to consider:
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17.axb6 axb6 18.Hacl ¥b8 19.Ebl1 ¥a8

20.2al ¥b8 21.e5!
Transformation of the

domination of the centre into control of the

important outpost on d6 where a white knight

is heading,

21..2d5 22.9g5 h6 23.2e4 Y7 24.0d6

elements: from

From now on Black's position is torture.
24..2a8 25.2abl EHad8 26.Becl We7 27.£3
£a8

If 27..8xd6 then 28.exd6 ¥xd6 29.8e4
and although still not easy, White’s position is
strategically winning.
28.8c4 Eb8 29.Bb2 Efd8 30.Ebc2 Hc7
31.8d3 De8 32.9b5 ¥d7 33.Wb4

White’s advantage is evident.
€pisode V: Buildiqe new paths

“The great are great because we are on our
knees. Lets rise up!” Max Stirner (1806-
1856) German philosopher

And now the time has come to introduce the idea
that for so long has been trying to come to the
fore. It's not simply a novelty, in the sense of a
new move, but an original way of understanding
the position as a2 whole, hence its complexity but
also its great beauty.

I hope the reader can appreciate the audacity
it required at the time to overcome a series of

conclusions that were firmly established in the
subconscious of the author.

The novelty
Queen’s Gambit [D41]

1.3 5 2.c4 D6 3.9c3 d5 4.cxd5 Hxd5
5.d4 €6 6.e4 Dxc3 7.bxc3 cxd4 8.cxd4 Lb4t
9.82d2 £xd2t 10.%xd2 0-0 11.8c4 b6 12.0-0
£b7 13.8f1 Hd7 14.a4 B8 15.82d3 a5EN

7,
A%,////

This is a conceptual novelty. It is not clear
whether the b6-pawn is more vulnerable than
the ad-pawn. Against the eventual exchanging
manoeuvre £d3-b5 there might follow ...d7-f6
harassing the enemy centre. In some variations the
b4-square could become an excellent outpost for
the black queen, creating interesting counterplay
on the queenside or in many cases a favourable
queen exchange. It is important to leave the
black knight on its current square from where
it defends the b6-pawn and prevents the plans
connected with the advance e4-e5, like the ones
seen in Yusupov — Eslon, and also making very
difficult the possible advance d4-d5 because of
an eventual ...20d7-c5. In this case we are talking
about dynamism because Black’s defensive
mechanism is counterplay against the enemy
centre and queenside. Thanks to the pressure
exerted on these parts of the board White cannot
freely manoeuvre to effectively attack Black’s b6-
pawn.
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This kind of comment has been reproduced
in some famous books on the middlegame.
What is the image that is being etched in the
subconscious of the chess player who, with the
best of intentions, tries to absorb the knowledge
imparted by the classical authors? More or less it
is the following:

Undesirable positions

Petrosian was an independent thinker who was
not easily influenced by general considerations.
‘That'swhyhe doesn'tstop there in his notes on this
position, but adds: “Some years ago I examined
this position, realizing that in the games played
White was not successful. Without trusting the
normal continuations I tried to improve White's
play, and the strange thing was...

Generally, in the course of the analysis White
looks beautiful and the positional advantage was
apparent. But only when I reached the method
move by move, it became apparent that Black,

with his pieces happily placed, completely
turned all that beauty of the white position into
nothing.”

Before carrying on I think it is necessary to
make clear a series of extremely important points.
In Spanish-speaking literature the work Tratado
General de Ajedrez by the author Roberto Grau
is very popular. In it he puts special emphasis on
Philidor’s aphorism “The pawns are the soul of
chess”; based on this the author classifies pawn
structures into good, not desirable, bad... in the
style of the previous diagrams.

Current chess has superseded, fortunately, most
of the simple principles handed down by classical
chess authors, and this one is no exception. Such
a static view of the position amounts to a very
poor perception of what is actually happening
and nowadays, as Petrosian points out, piece
play is a factor highly valued by contemporary
grandmasters.

Secondly, I would like to give my opinion on
one of the most important and controversial
topics in modern chess. In his excellent book
Secrets of Modern Chess Strategy John Watson
holds that current chess has favoured a more
analytical approach to the game, analysis being
understood as the concrete investigation of all
the possible situations from a given position, to
the detriment of a more conceptual view based
on strategic rules and principles.

It is true that modern chess is much more
specialized and that very often the analysis of
certain variations extend to the 35 move or
beyond. But I dont think that this process of
investigation is solely based on such a method of
brute-force analysis of all the imaginable logical
possibilities, worthy of a computer but not of a
person.

We humans have developed an exceptionally
powerful technique to deal with complexity: we
abstract from it. Being unable to grasp complex
objects in their entirety, we ignore the non-
essential details, dealing instead with the ideal
model of the object and focussing on its essential
aspects. Thus is born language, the concept and
the principle that is no more than a simplified
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view of reality in such a way that one can interact
with it. Abstraction is essential to understand this
complex world.

Therefore I think that, when possible, concrete
analysis has to go hand in hand with a clear
explanation of the ideas accompanying this or
that continuation, since the concept is flexible
and can be used in a multitude of similar positions
and therefore the study of a game becomes
instructive. And if the concept to explain a given
positional phenomenon does not exist, one has
to be brave and formulate it.

However, one has to be extremely careful
because the blind application of a principle only
leads to a mere limitation of our intellectual
and creative capacity and therefore to an
impoverishment of our level of play. One more
reason for analysis and positional evaluation to
go hand in hand in the search for truth.

€pirode V: The devotbocine influence of
preconceptions

Under the effects of these disparate impressions
I started studying the main variation of the
Semi-Tarrasch because I was so impressed by
the strength of this kind of structure for Black,
keeping potential counterplay and therefore
winning chances.

The first line I chose for my investigations
was the minority attack plan in which 1 felt
an incisive idea trying to emerge. In the games
played to date with this plan Black had not been
able to overcome the positional preconceptions
in vogue. I think the next game is tremendously
illustrative of what I am saying,

&% Yusupov
¥ Eslon

Can Picafort 1981, Queen’s Gambit [D41]

1.d4 D6 2.c4 €6 3.963 d5 4.9c3 ¢5 5.cxd5
Dxd5 6.e4 Dxc3 7.bxc3 cxd4 8.cxd4 £b4t

9.£d2 8xd2 10.¥xd2 0-0 11.2c4 Hd7 12.0-0
&fe

12...b6 13.a41?

weiderp sisd[eue

With this minority attack White begins an
interesting plan whose aim is on the one hand
to weaken the enemy queenside and on the
other to get rid of the weakness of the isolated
a-pawn. In the following game Black's resistance
was minimal despite him being an ex-World
Champion. The game continued 13..8&b7
14.8fel Bc8 15.2d3 Db8?! 16.25 Hc6 17.axb6
Dxd4? (17...axb6 18.%b2 and White is clearly
better: the b6-pawn is much more vulnerable
than the white centre) 18.9xd4 Wxd4 19.bxa7
Efd8 20.8a3 (20.Bed1! was winning) 20...8a8
21.h3 h6 22.8c1 Wb 23.8xc8 Bxc8 24.Ha2 Bc7
25.We3 ¥b3 26.Hal Bd7 27.2f1 White had a
decisive plus in Petrosian — Tal, Moscow 1972,
13.8fel b6 14.a4

The same plan as in the Petrosian — Tal game.
14...8b7 15.2d3

The placement of Black’s f6-knight offers some
attacking prospects for White in the centre and

the kingside in connection with the eventual
manoeuvre e4-¢5 and Df3-g5, targeting the d6-
square at the same time.

15...5c8 16.a5 ¥c7

If 16...h6R, preventing the manoeuvre &f3-
g5 for good, then 17.axb6 axb6 18.8abl ¢y
19.8b3! 8fd8 20.h3:

With the possible plans ¥d2-b2 putting
pressure on the weak pawn on b6 or also 2d3-
bl followed by ed-e5, @f3-h2 and £b3-g3,
when White’s pressure would be particularly
unpleasant. In any case White’s prospects seem
clearly better thanks to the fact that there doesn’t
seem to be any clear counterplay for Black.
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W7+ and Wxb7, or the simple 28.8xc8, when
he would regain the attack with an enduring
attack.”

John Nunn disagreed: “Black can meet both
threats by 27...2b8 when proving an advantage
for White is not at all easy.” The truth is often
elusive.

(White’s alternatives on move 27: 27.Wf4+
Be7 28. W71 Rd6; or 27.Dxh7+ e 28.Wh5t
&e7 29.¥f71 ©d6, in both cases the position is
unclear).
23.9¢g5 Df8?

Better was 23...h6! when “Black could have
resisted”: 24.e6! hxg5 25.exf77 Sxf7 26.Be7t
Dg6. If 26...2g8 then 27.Wxg5 Wc3

wrerderp sisd[eue

28.h4! (or also 28.2xd51 &xd5 29.%xd5+
&h8 30.Wh5t with an attack) 28..%f6
29.8xd5t £xd5 30.%xd5t ©h8 31.8xd7 “and
White has some winning chances owing to his
opponent’s weakened kingside. Perhaps in this
variation 28.h3 is still stronger so that, in the
last line, White’s h-pawn will not be attacked.

The variations given provide convincing
proof of the difficulties with which Black has
to contend even if he finds the best defence. It
is therefore understandable that, in the given
time-limit, it is difficult to decide which of the
many dangerous variations offers him the best
chances of saving the game.” (Keres)

After 26...%g6 there follows 27.%d4 Wc3
28.8c21 h5 (28..Wxc2 29.8xg71 ©h5
30.g41 ©h4 31.We3; 28...%h6 29.81e61 Hf6
30.8xf61) 29.%d1t &h6 (29...g4"72, suggested

by Deep Junior, is a very interesting defensive

try; if 30.&f5 Hf6 31.8xb7 He8 32.8f1 and the
position is unclear. For this reason John Nunn
suggested 27.Wh3! instead of 27.¥d4 and wrote
“when Black cannot meet the threats based
on Wd3t and Hle6t, for example 27..Ef8
28.82d1!”) 30.Z1e3 and White is clearly

better.

24.9xh7! Dxh7

24..9g6 25.%h5 @4 26.Wf5 with a clear
advantage for White.
25.8h3 Wcl 26.¥xh7t 2f8 27.Bhe3 d4
28.Wh8t she7 29.Wixg7 Ef8 30.¥f6t thes
31.e6!
1-0

€pirode Ik Firsb-hond impressions

& Comas Fabrego
¥ Dorfman
Mondariz (z) 2000, Nimzo-Indian [E55]

1.d4 96 2.c4 e6 3.9c3 £b4 4.Df3 ¢5 5.3
0-0 6.2d3 d5 7.0-0 dxc4 8.8xc4 Nbd7 9.We2
b6 10.8d1 cxd4 11.exd4 £xc3 12.bxc3 ¥c7
13.8d2 2b7 14.2d3 Bfe8 15.Bel Bac8
16.8acl

If 16.8e5?! then 16...8xe5 17.dxe5 Wc6!

uJBJBB]p sisA[eue

An important in-between move preventing

the transfer of White’s pieces to the kingside.
18.£3 ©d7 19.%h1 a6!? and Black is fine.

16.c4"? is met by 16..Wd6! (threatening
..8xf3; worse was 16...2xf3 17.%xf3 5 18.d5
e4 19.8xe4 Wxcd 20.815 Bxelt 21.Hxel with
the initiative) 17.82¢3 (17.8¢3 e5 18.dxe5 Hxe5
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19.8)xe5 Wxe5 and BlacK’s position is excellent)
17..¥£4! with counterplay.

During the game I considered 16.a4" for a
long time. The minority atrack thus initiated
by White tries to get rid of the weakness of
the isolated a-pawn. Now Black has several
alternatives:

a) 16..28d5 17.9e5! White must avoid
the exchange of the light-squared bishops.
17..8xe5 18.dxe5 ©d7 19.¥h5 and White
gets promising prospects of attacking the enemy
kingside because of the chance of transferring
his major pieces to that sector. For instance:

al) 19..8 1812 20.He3 Bed8 and the position
is unclear (if 20...8.c4 21.8xh7+ &xh7 22.8h3,
White is clearly better).

a2) 19...g6 20.%h4 2c4 21.82c2 Wh8 22.895
£d5 23.8e3, Hillarp Persson — Ionescu, Batumi
1999.

But what I was really afraid of was...

b) 16...a5!

wesderp sisdeue

I remember that when I told Dorfman about
this move he was perplexed at first. In fact it
seems illogical to weaken both the b5-square
and the b6-pawn at the same time “for nothing”,
although it is clear that White also has his share
of weaknesses in the form of his hanging pawns
on the c- and d-files.

But what is more important is that suddenly
the first player doesn't have a clear plan to
improve his position. If 17.c4 then 17...%d6
(17..h612)  18.8e3 (18.8c3 W) 18...e5
(18...0g4) 19.dxe5 &xe5 20.9xe5 ExeS with a

complex position.

16...¥%de!
Preventing the mobilization of White’s centre,
for if 17.c4 then 17...2xf3.
17.82a6 ¥Wd5 18.2b5
1h-1h

€pirode lli: Preconceptions

& Portisch
¥ Petrosian

Lone Pine 1978, Nimzo-Indian [E52]

1.d4 D6 2.c4 ¢6 3.9c3 £b4 4.e3 b6 5.8d3
£b7 6.22£3 0-0 7.0-0 d5 8.a3 £d6 9.b4 dxcé
10.8xc4 Dbd7 11.8£b2 a5

In his excellent book Ajedrez en la Cumbre
Petrosian comments on this move: “An essential
part of Black’s plan, linked to the preparation
of the ...e6-e5 advance. Since neither 11.8b1
nor 11.bxa5 promises White anything, he
gladly pushes the pawn to b5, where he can

blockade the two black pawns on the b- and
c-files.

If Black tries to get rid of it with ...c7-c6
White, by playing a3-a4, substitutes the function
of the bS-pawn with the a4-pawn, which is going
to restrain another pair of black pawns, the ones
on a5 and b6. If one adds the fact thar White
has one more pawn in the centre, then one can
conclude from a general reasoning that he has a
clear advantage.”
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and the possibility of invading the opponent’s 7%
rank, thus putting pressure on f7.
16... %7 17.%h4

“Obviously a queen exchange is out of the
question for White.” (Keres)

In the ending White’s central pawns lose their
offensive effectiveness and become clear targets

of attack for the second player.
17...8fd8

“Now both sides have completed their
development and must devise concrete plans for
the middlegame. By posting his knight on f6
Black is adequately protected against the threat
of d5 and is also ready, in the event of €5, to
play ...2d5. In reply to 18.9e5, Black has the
unpleasant answer 18...Wc3, when 19.2e3 will
not do due to 19...¥xd4.

White must find an active plan because
otherwise Black would start to create awkward
counterplay with ...b5 followed by ...a5.

After long thought White decided on the
following plan. He would like to make a pawn
sacrifice, by d5 and if then ...exd5 to continue the
attack by e5. But this is not possible immediately,
since after 18.d5 exd5 19.e5, Black replies
19...8¢4 and if White tries the intended exchange
sacrifice by 20.Hxe4 dxe4 then his rook on dl is
en prise and he cannot continue with 21.8g5.
Therefore, in preparation of this combination,
White first removes his rook from the d-file.

It turns out, however, that the entire plan is

unlikely to work against proper counterplay,
since the numerous preparatory moves necessary
for White’s combination can be thwarted by only
one prophylactic defensive move on Black’s parr,
viz. ...h6. In the game White attains success only
because Black is too late in observing the danger
threatening him and plays too dogmatically for
the realisation of his queenside pawn majority.”

One of the characteristics I appreciate most
in Keres' notes to his games is his sincerity, his
relentless search for the truth and an admirable
self-critical aspect that is difficult to find in
the annotations of other great players, such as
Botvinnik for instance. One would think that
the latter does everything well.

John Nunn pointed out a flaw in the above

analysis: after 18...¥c3 19.8e3 Wxd4

ulmﬁegp sisd[eue

White has 20.Zed3 winning the queen. So
Nunn recommends meeting 18.%e5 with
18...b5. Of course no analysis, however
rigorous, will ever be perfect. It would be very
useful for all of us to learn to acknowledge our
own mistakes.
18.82e3?

“As already mentioned, White’s plan offers
lide chance of success against correct play.
White should, therefore, immediately begin
kingside action by 18.e5!.” (Keres)

18.e5 (If this is White’s best continuation in
this position then I think I can say that Black is
already better from the start. Curiously enough
the Encyclopaedia evaluated the variation as
better for White at the time; trust no onel)

18...3d5 (18...8xf3? 19.exf6 £xd1 20.Wg5 hf8
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21.¥xg7t He8 22.Exe6t!; 18..0d7 19.9g5
D8 20.De4 &xed 21.Wxe4 and White is slighdly
better) 19.9g5 h6 20.9e4 &)c3 21.Hf6t

) EE »

gy
4 .
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“With a very strong attack.” (Keres) I don't
agree with this evaluation; I think thar Black’s
defensive possibilities are greater than Whitc’s
attacking resources, as the following variations
show: 21..ph8! 22.2d3 Wc6! 23.d5 (23.Bg3
De2t! and Black wins) 23...exd5 24.h3 (24.%0h1
d4 25.Eg3 De2 26.8xg7 dxg7 27.Wgdt hs
and Black wins again) 24...8a6! (24...d4 25.8g3
d3 26.¥g4 with an attack) 25.8g3 De2T 26.Exe2
&xe2 and Black is clearly better.
18...b5!

“A very strong move that not only prepares the
advance of the queenside pawns but also gives

the queen the important square b6.” (Keres)
19.8del

If 19.8e5 ¥Wb6 20.Hg3 &Hxed Black easily
neutralizes White’s wing attack by striking back

in the centre.
19...a5

We are now at one of the critical moments
of this interesting contest. Let’s see what Keres
thinks about it:

“Black still discerns no danger and imagines
he will be able to continue his queenside advance
unhindered.” Then Keres rightly recommends the
following continuation as a better option than the
one that happened in the game: 19...h6! 20.e5
(20.g4 W4 and Black is clearly better; 20.d5
exd5 21.e5 De4 and again Black is clearly better)
20...9d5 21.He4 We7 and Black is slightly better.

ureserp sisd[eue

“Black has every prospect of beating back
the enemy attack and retaining his positional
advantage.” (Keres)

20.a4 b4?

20...bxa4 21.2xa4 h6 and Black is slightly
better.
21.d5!

“At last White succeeds in carrying out the
thrust he has so long and assiduously planned.
With the ensuing pawn sacrifice White drives
away the last piece protecting the enemy king
and so obtains a powerful attack that can hardly
be met successfully in over-the-board play. The
following complications are very interesting and
provide the analysts with a very fruitful field of
research.” (Keres)
21...exd5

If 21...e5 then 22.¥g5 (22.9¢5 2d6 23.f4
with the initiative) 22..8d7 23.9h4, with
an attack (Keres). White gets a strong actack
without having to sacrifice any material.

22.e5 d7

22..%9e4 would be met by 23.e6! fxe6
24.2xe4 dxed 25.9g5 Wc3! (25..h6 26.9xe6
W3 27.6\xd81 $h7 28.8f1 and White is clearly
better) 26.82xe6t (26.¥xh7+ &8 27.8\xeGt
the7 28.Wh4t W6 and Black is slightly better)
26...0A8.

“However, it seems unlikely that Black, in
view of his broken kingside, can put up so
successful a defence. And a closer analysis shows
that White has a more enduring continuation of

the attack. He must play 26.8xe6T &8 27.Bf1!.
With this White threatens 28. %47, followed by
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How are Opeqiqg Novelties Born?

“He who gets lost finds new paths.”
Hans  Vaihinger (1852-1933)
philosopher.

German

Generally the image of an opening expert is a
person surrounded by monographs and thick
volumes of encyclopaedias. Nothing could be
further from the truth.

This might seem strange to the reader. [ will go
further: I am going to assert that the real opening
specialist is that player who has a perfect mastery
of the middlegame and the ending. Why? It
turns out that all the stages are intimately related
and one cannot master one of them without
having a deep understanding of the others. The
aforementioned encyclopaedias are the clearest
example of that famous statement “information
is not the same as knowledge”.

Think about it: What use is standing in front
of something valuable when one does not have
the ability to appreciate its worth? And this
ability, make no mistake, is only acquired after

a deep and thorough study of all the nuances of

our game.
In the next pages I want to introduce the
reader to the complex process involved in the
birth of opening novelties. You will see that it is
not a question of, to put it bluntly, trying out all
the possible alternatives in a given situarion, but
rather a subtle process of association of a complex
of ideas suggested by practice and the general
study and research of specialized literature.

The first novelty we are going to study emerged
after a series of events that I will explain.

€pirode |: The analysis of o model gome as
a srource of inspiration

& Keres
€ Fine

Ostend 1937, Queen’s Gambit [D41]

1.3 d5 2.d4 D6 3.c4 €6 4.Dc3 ¢5 5.xd5
Dxd5 6.e4 Hxc3 7.bxc3 cxd4 8.cxd4 b4t
9.8d2 £xd2+ 10.¥xd2 0-0 11.8c4

“This position is characteristic of the opening
variation starting with 6.e4. White possesses
a strong pawn centre and excellent piece
development, but the black position has no
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weaknesses and contains good prospects for
counterplay once his development is complete.
Mechanical play by White would allow Black to
exchange major pieces along the c-file and then
reach an advantageous ending.

White can now adopt two possible plans.
The first consists of an attempt to realize his
preponderance in the centre and create a passed
pawn by d5, and the second is a concentration of
all his picces on a kingside attack. It is naturally
hard to say which of the two plans offers the
better chances of success and therefore it is
reasonable to keep both possibilities open for
the time being. Since the move 11.8c4 is of use
in both cases it appears to me to be more logical
than the other possible moves that are played
here, 11.£¢2 and 11.2d3.” (Keres)

Only a couple of things: firstly, it is not at all
clear whether the mentioned endgame with the
white pawn centre against a queenside majority
is better for Black. It has been shown in modern
games that it all depends on the position and
activity of the opposing armies.

Secondly, White has an additional plan based
on a minority attack on the queenside, a plan
first carried out by the ex-World Champion
Tigran Petrosian.
11..d7

“Black, too, has to solve the problem of creating
aplan. With the text move he transfers his knight
to the kingside as protection against an eventual
attack. Another possibility was 11...0¢6 so as to
use the knight to generate play on the queenside.
Tournamentpracticehasshown thatthisplan, too,
gives Black a reasonable game.” (Keres) 12.0-0

b6 13.2fd1 &b7 14.%f4 Wfe! 15.We3 EfdS
16.e5 WhG! Reshevsky — Fine,
1937.

[ mention this game because of its original

Hastings

manoeuvre exchanging the black queen. If now
17.¥xh6? then after 17...gxh6:

Black's positional advantage would be beyond
dispute because of the pressure he can exert
on the opponent's centre and queenside. The
weakness of the black pawns on the kingside
cannot be exploited.

wesderp sisdjeue

Y
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For instance 18.8acl Bac8 19.2b3 &b4 and
Black is clearly better.
12.0-0 b6 13.Had1

“As we have already noted, placing a rook on
the c-file would serve no purpose and would
lead sooner or later to further exchanges. The
text move initiates a sound plan. He places his
rooks behind the two centre pawns and is always
threatening d5 or €5, so that Black has to pay
great care to his defence.” (Keres)

13.a4"? is the start of the plan preferred by
Petrosian and which subsequently would also
be adopted by players such as Yusupov and
Beliavsky. More dubious would be 13.d52! &c5!
and Black has an excellent position thanks to the
strong situation of his knight.
13...2b7 14.Efel Bc8 15.2b3 D6

“Many commentators have criticised this move
and recommended that Black should bring his
knight to {8 to protect his kingside. Undoubtedly
the knight is better placed on f8 for defensive
purposes, but on the other hand Black would
then experience much more difficulty in getting
a counterattack going. Such passive play is not to
everyone’s taste and therefore Fine’s choice is not
to be censured, especially since Black arrives at a
tenable position with it.” (Keres)
16.9£4

16.d5!2 This was the alternative I came up
with during the analysis of the game; later on I
found in my database that this was the option
chosen by Olafsson in a more recent game).

16...exd5 17.exd5 Hc5 (17..%d6: 18.90d4
Dgdl) 18.d6Y &xf3 19.gxf3 White’s position is

clearly to be preferred due to his passed pawn
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Black cannot adopt a passive attitude for
in that case White, after first consolidating,
would develop an unpleasant initiative on the
queenside. The text is very interesting: Black
wants to provoke the move g2-g3 at a time when
his heavy pieces can invade the enemy position
through f3.

From there Geller could end up exerting
annoying pressure on the blockading d3-square,
thus revitalizing his passed pawn on d4.

Therefore the speculative 28...@g7 seems

inferior: 29.£d3 He8 30.We2, followed by ¥d1
with the idea of either h2-h4-h5 or g2-g3 and
f2-f4 or Wdl-a4 with a dangerous initiative
in every case. Black can do little against this:
for instance the manoeuvre ..82a6-c8-f5xed
would only increase the strength of White’s
a-pawn.
29.8d3

Korchnoi quietly consolidates his position, in
the knowledge that he has certain long-lasting
advantages, such as the distant passed pawn and
a better pawn structure on the kingside, allowing
his king to feel safer than Black’s.
29...8g7 30.We2 fe5!

Bad was 30..2b8? 31.g3 W8 32.9g5 when
White is clearly better.
31.g3 ¥f3

Arriving at a critical position. Is it good to
exchange queens? After that White would have
great difficulties in blocking Black’s d4-pawn
adequately because of the pressure that the black

rook would exert through (3 and, eventually,
along the b-file. Furthermore White would have
to take into consideration the possible exchange
sacrifice Ef3xd3 with the subsequent creation of
two united central passed pawns.

Z
Z

1
1

32.¥d2!

This is a very strong move. White is now
clearly better, having made available again the
manoeuvre Ye4-g5 as well as...

32...@g4

1f32...8f5 then 33.h4 and White calmly builds
up an attacking position.
33.Dxc5! 8f4

Tactics didnt work ecither, e.g. 33..8xg3
34.hxg3 dxc5 35.8e7 Bf7 36.8e6 £c8 37.8e8t
Bf8 38.Wel and White is clearly better: the
distant pawn together with Black’s kingside
weakness are just too much.
34.We2 Wxe2 35.2xe2 dxc5 36.gxf4
1-0

The big difference between the passed pawns
of both sides is that whereas Black’s d-pawn
can easily be controlled by the white monarch,
White’s counterpart needs constant supervision
by the black heavy pieces, and so their action will
be missed in other vital parts of the board. It is
very important to add that White will be first
to activate his rook: in situations like this where
there are mutual weaknesses the initiative usually
has a decisive importance.
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In the next game White’s centralized knight was
accompanied by a group of additional positional
pluses that made the first player’s task much
easier.

<% Hort
% Reshevsky
Petropolis (izt) 1973

25.Dxe4

In this situation White’s e4-knight does exert
unpleasant pressure on the enemy position, in
particular on d6, on top of the latent threat that
the eventual manoeuvre Qed-g5-e6 represents.
But unlike in the game Korchnoi — Geller
previously seen, White has a whole set of
additional advantages tipping the balance in his
favour: the possession of the open file along which
his b7-rook has infiltrated creating dangerous
threats, the distant passed a-pawn which in this
case cannot be efficiently blockaded by a minor
piece and needs to be under constant supervision
by a great part of Black’s resources and, lastly,
a better king—it is clear that the situation of
the black monarch is not all that safe. Black’s
compensation is insufficient: he cannot organize
any counterplay on the half-open f-file; his
f4-knight is not supported by the rest of his army,
tied up as they are in defence; the passed c-pawn
can be easily blockaded. Note too the poor role
his g7-bishop is playing, locked in his own camp
and with few prospects of making any positive

contribution to his position. White’s victory
is made possible thanks to all these additional
advantages accompanying the main motif of the
position,
25..865

The only move. Other options were not any
better, e.g. 25..8f8 26.8xd7 and White is
winning; or 25..Hc7 26.9xd6 &f5 27.Wa2
Wxd6 28.8xc7 Wxc7 29.8xf4! and White is
clearly better.

26.¥c4!

Nipping in the bud Black’s possible counterplay
..c5-c4 or ...¥d8-h4.
26...Bcb8

If 26..8xe4 then 27.Wxe4. Simplification
again favours the side with the distant passed
pawn, which becomes extremely dangerous. For
instance 27...Hc7 28.8xc7 Wxc7 29.a5 (29.2d2
¥Wf7 30.a5 2f8 31.8el and White is clearly
better) 29..Exa5 30.Hxa5 Wxa5 31.8xf4 exfd
32.We6t b8 33.Wxd6 and White wins.
27.8abl!

One always has to watch our for any possible
enemy counterplay. Much worse would be
27.8xb8 Exb8 (27..Wxb81) 28.8d2 HLxed
29.Wxe4 Wh4 with a complex position.
27...Bxb7 28.8xb7 £.c8

If 28...&xe4 then 29.Wxe4 Bb8 30.8Bxb8 ¥xb8
and White is clearly on top.

urerSerp sisdeue

In this case Black’s minor forces would end up
completely cut off from the main focus of the
fight: the passed pawns. Meanwhile, the white
bishops would actively cooperate in the task
of lending support to the distant a-pawn and
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Make no mistake: T would like to reiterate my
admiration for this author’s great educational
and literary skills. It is a pity that he did not have
enough strength as a player to allow him to create
a true work of art. As I was saying, this is just an
example of the obvious shortcomings that many
works in this style have. I should add that it is
tremendously complicated to strike the necessary
balance in writing a treatise on the middlegame
that is at the same time educational and
entertaining, as well as rigorous and thorough.

As pointed out in the title of this section, we
are going to consider the interesting struggle that
occurs in positions where one side controls the
f-file while the other side has an outpost on the
e4-square.

Let’s see some comments Grau makes in this
respect:

“We note the combat between the open
bishop’s file, the objective of countless games, and
the surrender of the e4-square to the opponent,
allowing him to put a knight there which will
control our own {2-square, where usually there is
a pawn attacked by the rooks.”

“But this is not, in fact, the only compensation
for the open file, for this would not be very much.
The true compensation lies in the extraordinary
action of a centralized knight, acting like an
umbrella over eight vital squares on the board and,
by extension, indirectly over each of the squares
it could control from its future location.”

Well, so far the main points have been stated;
continuing our astronomical metaphor we could
say that Jupiter has been spotted and perfectly

identified. Burt in the following examples it is
my intention to show that this central topic is
surrounded by a series of positional elements that
are as important as the major themes.

The following game was played by one of the
most inexhaustible and versatile players of all
time: there are few people who can boast of the
professional record Korchnoi enjoys.

&% Korchnoi
@ Geller
Moscow (1) 1971

The situation in the diagram is very interesting;
White has an excellent outpost on the e4-square
whereas Black, as compensation, controls the

half-open f-file.

But, unlike the examples shown in Grau's work,
this knight is not exerting, at first sight, any strong
pressure on the opponent's position and plans,
for the points d6, f6, g5 and e6 are effectively
protected. Neither can the typical break c4-c5 be
carried out. We will now see how White manages
to seek new positional elements and, consequently,
original plans to revitalize his position.
18.a4

Threatening a4-a5 with the object of blowing
up the solidity of the opponent’s pawn formation;
in particular, White tries either to weaken Black’s
control over the c5-square or destabilize the
d6-pawn.
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18...22¢5! 19.2bxc5 bxc5 20.2d3 £h6 21.a5
We7 22.8a3 £a6

I would like to catry out a deep analysis of
this sicuation. As has been said before, White’s
centralized knight is not, for the time being,
exerting any unpleasant pressure on the enemy
position because Black’s central squares are
perfectly defended. The passed pawn on a5 is
effectively blockaded by the a6-bishop which
also attacks White’s c4-square. It is clear that
the absence of this bishop from defensive tasks
on the kingside could have been made more
significant had Black played ...h7-h6 instead
of ..2g7-h6 to defend a possible invasion
on €6 by the white knight via g5. But for the
time being the formation h7-g6 effectively
neutralizes the action of the d3-bishop on this
flank. Regarding the open files, White has no
invasion point on the b-file whereas Black, by
exchanging the b2-bishop, could use b4 to
control this important line and put pressure on
the opponent’s centre. Therefore White must
pay attention to this possibility. On the other
hand, the half-open e-file doesn’t offer White
any prospects, considering the strong blockade
Black exerts with his e5-pawn; the attempt to
simultaneously revitalize this file and the a1-h8
diagonal with f2-f4 is, from a tactical point of
view, totally unfeasible.

I should add that Black cannot carry out
any useful operations on the f-file in the short
term. An important manoeuvre White always
has to watch out for is the possibility ... f5-d4;
in this case the exchange £b2x®d4 is
practically forced, leading to a very interesting
position where the h6-bishop could become
a rather useless piece, since Black’s pawns are
on squares of the same colour. Lastly, we have
to take into consideration that exchanges, in
general, favour White because of the presence
of his distant passed pawn. The problem is
how to continue putting Black’s position under
pressure, thus forcing him to take measures
that are positionally damaging. Korchnoi’s
conduct of the rest of this game is exceptionally
instructive.

23.8el!

Now the
uncomfortable position opposite the enemy
rook. Moreover this move prepares White’s
following manoeuvre.
23..¥f7 24 &f1!

Fantastic. The idea is Ha3-h3 with an
unpleasant threat against Blacks position: g2-
g4, winning a piece. How to defend against
this? The manoeuvre ... ¥f7-g7 doesn’t work in
view of g2-g4-¢5, whereas if ...ﬁ.hG—g7 White
plays @ed-g5-¢6 followed by f2-f4, with a
decisive advantage. The white rook’s manoeuvre
connected with the advance of the kingside
pawns shows the admirable depth and originality
of Korchnoi’s play.
24...82ab8

Black secks counterplay against ¢4 on White's
queenside; if £b2-c3 the path of the a3-rook
towards the kingside would be obstructed. But
this move also has certain drawbacks: it leads to
the rook exchange White desires and also, as a
consequence of this, makes possible the white

stands on an

black queen

queen’s unpleasant invasion via a4-c6.
25.2b3 Bxb3 26.Wxb3 Hd4!2

White was alrcady  threatening  the
aforementioned Wa4-cG, although ¥b3-h3,
with already familiar ideas, was possible too.
27.8xd4 exd4

After this exchange the essential structure of
the game has been modified. Black thus gets a
dangerous passed pawn and has revitalized the
b- and f-files in his favour. White must proceed
very carefully.
28.Wb2!

Preventing the manoecuvre ..2h6-d2. If
instead 28.%a4?! 2d2! (an excellent move
whose aim is to destabilize the position of
White’s knight on e4 and therefore of the white
kingside as a whole) 29.2d1 £b4 30.WcG6 W4
(Black’s counterplay is very dangerous) 31.f3
(31.8d3 &xc4) 31..We3t 32.0h1 Wb3 with
counterplay; and if 28.g3 ¥Wf3! Black would be
slightly better, efficientdy using the half-open
file.

28... W41
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15.2xd6 ¥xd6 16.d2! The knight is transferred

to the best square on the board, ¢4, from where
with the help of the a-pawn it holds back Black’s
queenside (a common idea in many Benonis)
while supporting the central break f2-f4 that is
so typical of this configuration. 16...2d7 17.9c4
W7 18.a4 Db4 (if 18...£5 then either 19.d6 or
19.f4! leave White clearly better) 19.b3 (19.%b3
&h8 20.2d2 and White is slightly better; or
19.£412 and White’s position is to be preferred)
19..£5 (19..b6 20.8b2 a6 21.a5 b5 22.8b6
8ad8 23.¥d2 and White is clearly better) 20.d6
(20.8b2 Zae8) 20..Wc8 21.8b2 and again
White is clearly on top.

c) 14..8c7! is without any doubt the move
the position demands, although after 15.2xc7
Wxc7 16.9d2 ©d6 17.b3 White still has an
advantage.
15.a4 ¥b6

“After 15...82xb5 16.axb5 &c7, White had
only one move but an adequate one, 17.b4!!
(eliminating Black’s main threat of ...&xb5 and
..8d4) 17..cxbd 18.Wb3 ©d6 19.b6! axb6
(19...8a6!? 20.bxa7 Hxed 21.d6+ Hh8 22.Hxe5
@xd6 23.9)c6 bxc6 24.8xa6 and White is slightly
better — Comas) 20.Exa8 $xa8 (20...¥xa8
21.Wxb4 Qcb5 22.8b2 Wa2! [22...%a5 23 Wh3
and White is clearly better; 22...Hc8 23.8al Wh8
24.2f1 Hc5 25.8 d2 leaves White on top] 23.8cl
[the idea is to continue 23.9d2 #¥a5! when
Black is clearly better; or 23.8al Wc4] 23...8h6
— Comas) 21.%xb4 White would have gained a
clear advanrage.” (Botvinnik)
16.b3 Da5 17.8el!

Indirectly protecting the knight on b5 and also
preventing ...f6-f5.
17..2b4

If17...8xb5 18.axb5 Wixb5 19.£f1 Wb 20.h4!
“would have left the black pieces unable to come
to the aid of their king.” (Botvinnik)

Exploiting one of the virtues of the passed pawn:
the difficulty of the side lacking space to transfer
pieces quickly from one flank to the other. The
threat is hS and & h4 with a decisive advantage.
20...h5 is the only move (20..8b4 21.h5 g5
22.5h2 and White is clearly better) 21.£xa6

(21.b4 Dxb4 22.Wa4 ¥d6 23.Wxa5 Hc2 and
the position is unclear) 21..bxa6 (21..Wxa6
22.8d2 b6 23.82xa5 bxa5 24.9d2 and White is
clearly better) 22.50d2 Bab8 (22..Wb5 23.g4%
is along the lines of the previous note) 23.9)c4
&xc4 24.bxc4 and White has a clear edge.
If instead 17...%3¢7 then 18.b4!.
18.9a3 a6 19.8¢3?

"This is an instructive mistake.

“This move does not threaten anything, since
the c¢5-pawn is easily defended. At e3 the bishop
...f6-£5-141,

merely comes under attack after

Correct was 19.9d2!” (Botvinnik)

wreaderp sisd[eue

This is an excellent positional move. It prepares
the exchange of the knight on b4, a very valuable
piece because of the pressure it exerts on d5 (thus
strengthening the break ...f6-f5) as well as on the
enemy position, making any possible regrouping
manoeuvres by White very difficult.

After 19..W¢7 20.£f1! there follows:

a) “20...2ab8 21.2b2 (21.Dc2! Hxc2 22 . Wxc2
and White is clearly better — Comas) 21...b5
(21...2h6 22.Dac4d Dxcd 23.8xc4 bS 24.axb5
axb5 — Comas) 22.axb5 axb5 23.8c2 Hxc2
24.Wxc2 with an appreciable advantage to White
due to the weakness of the enemy queenside.”
(Botvinnik)

b) 20...f5 This move is not dangerous here
since Black has no effective pressure on d5 and

furthermore his queenside is exposed: 21.£b2

(21.9)¢2 £4 22.8xb4 cxb4 23.8) c4 Dxcd 24.8xcd
W5 25.gxf4 exf4 26.e5 Bf5 with an attack)
21...£4 22.8ac4 1 think this a better alternative
than the one recommended by Botvinnik:
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22.9c¢2 Wb6!? (this is the move Botvinnik
overlooked; 22..0xc2? 23.Wxc2 and White’s
pressure on the queenside is evident: 23...b5
24.axb5 axb5 25.gxf4!) 23.2xb4 xb4 In my
opinion the position is unclear. After 22...8xc4
23.8)xc4 Bae8 24.a51 (24.8¢3 and the knight on
b4 is a big problem for Black and furthermore the
passed d5-pawn threatens to advance) 24...2b5
25.8c3 White is clearly better.

¢) 20...2h6!? This possibility was not pointed
out by Botvinnik. It is a useful resource for Black.
Now White will experience serious difficulties in
implementing his positional plans.

Nonetheless after 21.9dc4 (21.8bl Hfc8
22.8c2 @a2! it is funny how in this kind of
position with a central preponderance the
problems come from wing actions like this one)
21..8xcl 22.8xcl Dxcd 23.9xc4 b5 24.5e3
Whites position is still slightly better.
19...¥de?!

19...£5! and Black will seize the initiative. For
instance, if 20.8c1 Hac8 21.exf5 gxf5 22.9g5 e4,
Black has an attack.
20.2d2 b5

“With his last move Black has established
control over ¢4 and he has in reserve the threat
of ...f6-f5-f4. However, even now his position
is less promising, since his queenside pawns are
weakened.” (Botvinnik)

I dont quite agree with this assessment, in
particular because of the variation pointed out
next move.

21.8A1

Botvinnik recommended 21.axb5 axb5 22.#e2
f5 (if 22...Bab8 23.2ecl Bfc8 then 24.8)c2! and
White is clearly better) 23.8xb5 Wb6 24.8a3 f4
25.8)dc4, but after 25...Wa7 1 think Black stands

better.

21...15!

“Now the initiative passes to Black.”
(Botvinnik)
22.f3 £4 23.8f2 fxg3 24.hxg3 &h6

“With the extremely unpleasant threat of
25...8xd2. White has to go in for the exchange
of dark-square bishops, which weakens his
king’s position and strengthens the opponent’s
queenside.” (Botvinnik)
25.8e3 fxe31 26.8xe3 ¥Wb6

Black is slightly better.

Jupiter ond its satellices: the F-Rile versus
the .rl:roqe point on eY

One of the most important qualities of any
good chess player is positional vision. We say a
player plays well because he sees a lot whereas
another one does badly because he sees little. In
fact, compared to other mortals, there are players
who seem able to observe with more precision
and clarity the infinite universe of chess nuances.
Let’s say that their positional telescope, if you
will allow me the metaphor, not only lets them
see Jupiter but also all the satellites orbiting it,
which are vital in explaining what’s happening in
this planetary system.

As one progresses through the chess ranks the
perception and accurate evaluation of “minor”
details in the position becomes increasingly
important. Unfortunately, very often in chess
literature we find books on the middlegame
that dont pay enough attention to these
details that are so important in playing chess
strongly.

In the previous section we have already seen the
importance of the perception of such elements.
To close this chapter I would like to give another
example of a subject studied in Roberto Grau’s
work Tratado General de Ajedrez.
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36...%e7
The idea is to play ...f6.
37.¥c5 Wd8 38.9c4 Bb1t

If 38...8xc6 then 39.dxc6 Dxcd 40.¥xcd Wc7
41.%b5 intending to play ¥b7, winning.
39.%h2 Dxe4d 40.Bxg6t hxg6 41.8xed Hel
42.8g2 Bcl 43.d6 Hxcd 44.¥xc4d Wxd6
45.8d5 We7 46.0g2 g7 47.g4 a5 48.8c6
Wa7 49.¥e8 W7 50.0h2 6 51.50g3 dg7
52.chg2 f6 53.Wh8t
1-0

An excelient example

The next game we are going to analyse is an
excellent example of the subject we are studying,
because of the simplicity of its form and, despite
tha, its rich content of strategic ideas.

& Hort
# Larsen
Montreal 1979

/E/

//
Mi

19.e4 De8 20.£f1

The beginning of an excellent strategic
manoeuvre aimed at first restricting the mobility
of Black’s queenside pawn majority and then,
after the transfer to the d3-square, also the break
...f7-f5. Note how important this bishop will be
from now on, neutralizing Black’s possible active
plans and, as a consequence of this, allowing
White to implement effective attacking methods.

20...2d6 21.a4

White is already slightly better. Another
possibility was 21.2b5!2.
21...a6

Preventing a possible attempt to exchange the
blockading knight with &c3-b5. Dubious was
21...c4 22.bxcd Dxcd 23.Db5.
22.8d3! g6

22..c4 23bxcd Hxcd 24.We2 with strong
pressure on the queenside.
23.We2 Ha8 24.We3!

With the idea of playing a5.
24...Hdc8 25.2b1!

Again a5 is threatened.
25...a5 26.2d2 He8 27.£412

Better was 27.8c4 @ xc4 28.bxcd! and White
is practically a pawn up.

Also interesting was 27.8e2!? with the idea of
playing £2-3, 2, Bcf1, £c2, W3 and eventually
f3-f4, building-up in a more slow rhythm,

Karpov-style, since Black has no counterplay at

all.
27...8ad8!

If27...exf4 then 28. Wxf4 WeS (28...16 29.8)c4
Dxc4 30.bxc4d Had8 transposing to the game)

29 Wxe5 Bxe5 30.&)cd! Dxcd 31.bxc4.

2

77
%X

7

mmﬁe;p sisA[eue

It is clear that the weakness of the b6-pawn
is much more substantial than that of its white
counterparts on e4 and a4, e.g. 31...2¢8 32.Eb1
Eb8 33.He2 5 34.8eb2 fxed 35.8e2! and White’s
bad bishop works very well as a blockading and
defensive piece: 35...82d7 36.Bxb6 Bxb6 37.Exb6

and White is clearly better.
28.9c4 exf4
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A tactical mistake by White. Salov suggested
26.9h2, when there might follow:

a) 26..@e7 27.9g4 and White is slightly
better (Salov). If instead 27.2g4 {5 28.exf5
@dxf5 (the dS-pawn becomes the target of
Black’s artack) 29.8xcS (29.¥e4 ¥Wxd5 30.%xd5
NxdS 31.8xc5 £xc5 32.8xc5 Db4 33.82d2 Hid4
and the position is unclear) 29...&xc5 30.Wxc5S
Bc8 31.Wa3 Bxclt 32.Wxcl WxdS, the position
is unclear.

b) 26...f5% is in my opinion a very interesting
alternative. A sample variation could be: 27.exf5
DxfS 28.8g4 (28.8xc5 Hc8 29.8xb4 Exc2
30.8axc2 ©d4 31.8xf8 Dxc2 and the position is
roughly equal) 28...e4!

i

=7,
_

weiderp sisdeue

7 s,
i

Y,

Suddenly the white pieces are rather awkwardly
placed.
26... 04!

An excellent sacrifice that Karpov almost
certainly overlooked. Now Black equalizes.
27.gxf4 Wg4t 28.%0f1 Wh3t 29.%g1 Wgit
30.50f1

If 30.%h12 exfd 31.8xc5 (31.2h2> Wh4
and Black is clearly better) 31...8xc5 32.Wxc5
Hc8! 33.Wa3 Hxed 34.8f1 Hc3! and there is
compensation, according to Salov.
30...%h3+
13-15

If 30...exf4? then Black needs to reckon with
31.@g1! Whd 32.8xc5 Dxed 33.2b6! Dd27t
34.Wxd2 &xd2 35.8xd2 Bxe2 36.5xe2 3 37.2e3
and White wins (Salov).

Let’s see one last example on the subject.

& Botvinnik
¥ Novotelnov
Moscow 1947

12... 9 c4!

“The correct plan. Black is aiming for an ideal
piece set-up: central pawn at €5 and knight at
d6. Then he will prepare to attack White’s centre
with ...f6-f5.” (Botvinnik)
13.8c1

Also interesting would be 13.We2!? applying a
different strategy: to give up the bishop pair for a
better central position.
13...e5! 14.2)b5!

Preventing the knight from getting to d6 by
threatening to exchange it. This continuation is
very vigorous since it implies the sacrifice of a
pawn in some variations.
14..8d7

Lets see some alternatives to familiarize
ourselves with the typical fighting methods in
this kind of structure.

a) 14..f5 15.d6!? Sometimes this push is
extremely dangerous. Now:

al) 15..80b6 16.82g5 We8 (16...£f6 17.£h6
He8 [17..Bf7 18.Hel] 18.5d2 h8 19.a4)
17.8c3

a2) 15..%6h8 16.exfS! Anticipating that the
hanging pawns will be weak. 16...gxf5 17.We2
White is clearly better.

b) 14..9d6 It is important to know how
to proceed if the game goes down this path:
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But what happens when the best alternative lies
precisely in one of these complex variations? A
chess player must strive for a universal style:
confining oneself to a specific playing style limits
the potential development of any player.

21.g5!

With this move White wins important space
to deprive the black bishop of the f5-square,
which would be at its disposal after the possible
pawn exchange ...f5xg4. Now the black king
will not find a safe haven on either flank.

21...h5?
21..hxg5 22.8xg5 £d7 23.8e2 and White is
slightly better.

22.g6!

Now Black’s position falls apart.
22...b6 23.8g1 Bh6 24.8g5 Eh8

24...Hxg6 25.8e2
25.Md4 <Bf8 26.8f6! Eg8 27.8e5 Wd7
28.8g5 3 29.2h3 €2 30.2d2 Ded 31.¥xed
fxe4 32.8xd7 £xd7 33.8xc7 Bc8 34.d6 He8
35.8dd5 Ee6 36.65 Ee8 37.Bxh5 L6 38.d7
1-0

The next game is very interesting from several
points of view, as we will see. We will also find
some inaccuracies by both players, although
these are of a different kind.

As I have said before, in general every game
contains mistakes. However, we must be clever
enough not only to identify these mistakes, but

also to extract all that is good and useful from a
contest between two exceptional players, such as
the ones we are now going to watch.

% Lilienthal
Ragozin
Moscow 1944, French Defence {C19]

1.e4 €6 2.d4 d5 3.2 c3 &b4 4.¢5 ¢5 5.a3 £xc31
6.bxc3 De7 7.3 Was 8.8d2 c4

This manoeuvre was fashionable for a time
due to the efforts of, among others, Botvinnik,
Boleslavsky and Ragozin himself, who was also
the coach of the Patriarch of Russian chess.

9.a4!

An excellent move which has several strategic
aspects worth mentioning. White prevents the
manoeuvre ..Wa5-a4 leading to a complete
blockade on the queenside which, most
importantly, would rule out a later switch of the
bishop with 2d2-c1-a3 creating strong pressure
on the dark squares. The constant threat of this
manoeuvre greatly limits the possible defensive
set-ups that are available to Black in this position.
I should add that from a4 the black queen
would exert unpleasant pressure on the c¢2-pawn
which would make it very difficult for White to
reorganize his army for attacking purposes.

But on the other hand, and here lies the
difficulty of the idea, the a4-pawn is doomed to

perish. Furthermore Black can choose between
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2. The expansion of Black’s queenside by means
of ...b6-b5 may also lead to difficulties. If Black
blithely pushes his pawns in this part of the
board, they run a great risk of losing touch with
the rest of Black's army. Why? It turns out that
the “harmless” d5-pawn is a difficult obstacle
to avoid for the black pieces that have to move
from the kingside to the queenside in order to
effectively support an offensive there. In fact in
many cases it is White who launches a minority
attack on this flank exploiting the control of the
half-open c-file and Black, far from thinking of
attacking, has to deal with much less ambitious
tasks.

3. Conversely, there are effective methods to
counter the blockade: a direct attack against the
blockader, which very often comes in the form of
the f2-f4 break in order to give mobility to White’s
e-pawn; an attack directed against another part
of the board, forcing the blockader to leave its
privileged position; and, finally, simply trying to
exchange the blockader.

4. It is important not to forget the pros and cons
of the passed pawn: it is very dangerous when it
can advance because it paralyses the enemy forces.
Furthermore, as has already been mentioned, its
advanced position secures valuable space, which
has great relevance when it comes to quickly
coordinating actions on both flanks. One also
has to bear in mind the possibility of sacrificing
it with the aim of exploiting the latent strength
of the pieces placed behind it.

As has already been noted in other parts of this
book, most treatises give superficial, and therefore
insufficient, analyses of the games shown,
which might lead to mistaken conclusions and
perceptions. Then when we try to apply the
knowledge thus acquired to our own games we
are confronted with huge doubts and difficulties,
blaming it on some kind of shortcoming or lack
of ability of our own. Nothing could be further
from the truth: chess is not as easy a game as
some authors insist on saying, and each position

is a world full of nuances that can only be
acquired through continuous practice and study.
One cannot come to the game armed just with a
handful of general principles and expect to play
well.

I am going to show a series of examples where
the blockaded passed pawn had great significance
in the outcome of the fight.

Minority attack

& Korchnoi
¥ M. Gurevich
Antwerp 1995

19.Ma4! 2b8

If 19...2b7 then 20.2h3 Bc7 21.8xd7 with
the idea of playing Wxa7, when White would be
clearly better (Korchnoi).
20.%b3 By

1£ 20...£5 there could follow 21.a4 f4 22.a5 and
the pressure on the queenside is more effective,
in this case, than Black’s counterplay on the
kingside.
21.a4

White starts one of the typical plans in this
sort of structure. I am, of course, referring to
a minority attack aimed at opening lines on
the queenside for his forces, at the same time
provoking the weakening of Black’s pawn
structure on this flank.

21...58d7%
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several manoeuvres to accomplish its capture.
Nb8-d7-b6-a4 or ...8c8-d7-a4
and he can even allow himself to either go for
it immediately or defer its capture until later in
the game.

For example, ...

So what is the crux of the marter? It turns out
that any black manoeuvres to collect the pawn
would remove an important piece from the
defence of the kingside, White’s logical target
given the space advantage he enjoys there. This
attack can come in two different ways, depending
on the defensive formation Black sets up: a piece
attack, starting with the move &f3-g5, aiming at
provoking a weakness in Black’'s pawn structure;

or the typical pawn storm against the base of

Black’s pawn chain, €6, with the advance f2-f4-f5,
In addition, the piece that ends up on the a4-
square after the capture of this pawn is an
unpleasant source of instability in Black’s position
due to the pin exerted by the al-rook. But let’s
see some variations illustrating the previous
considerations.

9..8d7

If9..8d7 10.2g5! (10.g3 2b6 11.£h3 £d7
12.0-0 £xa4 and Black would win an important
tempo compared with the game. Also the d7-
bishop occupies an excellent position keeping
the f5-square under control.) 10..h6 11.90h3
Qb6 (11..0g6 12.8e2 with the idea £e2-h5
challenging the stability of the g6-knight. Since
Black hasn’t developed the other knight on ¢6 he
doesn’t have the usual defensive move ...2c6-¢7.)
12.9)f4 g6 (preventing the unpleasant §f4-h5)
13.h4 £d7 14.h5 g5 15.2e2 0-0-0 16.g4! Edg8
17.£h3 @xa4 18.f4 gxf4 19.0-0!

wrerderp sisd[eue

White's pressure became very unpleasant in
the game Bronstein — Saigin, Moscow 1945.

If 9...0bc6 then:

a) 10.9g5 h6 11.2h3 Dg6 12.¥£32 (12.8e2
£d7 13.8h5 &ce7 and the position is unclear)
12..8d7 13.0f4 &xf4 14.¥xf4 De7!

2,
/7/ /

7%

///// /
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“The outcome of the opening can be
summarized as not favourable to White. He
must lose his a-pawn. True, he can launch a pawn
attack on the kingside, but Black has sufficient
(Botvinnik).

“The potential success of Black’s defence is
based on the disappearance of the dangerous
white knight from the board.” From a game
Smyslov — Botvinnik, Moscow 1944.

b) 10.h4! £d7 11.h5 h6 12.g3 In those cases
where Black declines the capture of White’s
ad-pawn, the first player can calmly prepare

defensive resources.”

aggressive actions on both flanks: he clearly has
the initiative.
10.g3!

Another possibility was 10.h4!. This is a
more modern and perhaps better treatment
of the position. The advance of White’s flank
pawn makes it easier to prepare his subsequent
expansion with £2-f4-f5, as the reader will be
able to see in later variations. If instead 10.8g5
h6 11.2h3 g6 12.8e2 Dc6 13.8h5 Dce7
and Black achieves a solid defensive formation
without renouncing the possibility of capturing
the a4-pawn. The h3-knight now occupies an
inferior position and its exchange by @h3-f4
would make Black’s defence even easier.

10...8¢6
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21...40b7 (Korchnoi) seems better, preventing
the break a4-a5, although this would mean
removing the knight from the ideal d6-square
and leaving Black’s a6-bishop out of play. White
could then play something like £f1, ©c3-d1-e3,
Wb3-c3 and prepare the attack on the kingside
starting with f2-f4 or alternatively continue on
the queenside with ©d2-b3 and a4-a5, whereas
Black has no useful counterplay. For instance,
against an eventual ...g7-g6 and ...f7-f5 White
has the manoeuvre exf5 and f4 fixing Black’s £5-

pawn as a weakness.

22.a5 b8

If 22..8b7 there follows 23.axb6 axb6
24.9b5! exchanging the blockading knight:
24...9xb5 25.%xb5 and White is clearly better:
the weakness of the b6-pawn is very unpleasant.
23.axb6 Exb6 24.%a2

White is cleatly better: Black’s pawn structure
has been compromised and the situation of the
bishop on a6 is also unfortunate.
24...g6 25.8ab1 Bcb7 26.Bxb6 Exb6 27.Da4

'The beginning of the offensive against the weak
pawns on the queenside.
27...Bb4 28.Wa3! &xc4?

Other alternatives were:

) 28...Dxc4? 29.9)xcd Exc4 (29.. Bxcd 30.8f1
wins) 30.d6 Wd8 31.89xc5 2b5 32.8)xd7 Wxd7
33.2h3 winning (Korchnoi). The triumph of the
passed pawn!

b) 28..8b8 29.£f1 (29.5xc5 Hxc5 30.¥xc5
Bc8 with the idea of playing ...8xc4) 29...8c8
30.Hal a6 31.8xc5 Dxcd 32.8xcd ¥xcs
33.WxcS Dxc5 34.f3 and White is clearly better
(Korchnoi).

weiderp sisd[eue

It is important to be aware of the fact that very
often one will have to play this kind of ending
and therefore one has to master the technique
needed to conduct it properly.
29.9xc5 Bb5 30.Dxd7 Wxd7

Later White made some inaccuracies that
nevertheless didn’t change the evaluation of the
position.
31.Bc12!

Better was 31.Wc3 or 31.8h3 (Korchnoi),
when White is clearly winning.
31...8¢2 32.8el?

Again  32.8h3  (Korchnoi): 32..Wxh3
33.Wxd6 Eb2 34.9f1 and the e5-pawn is beyond
salvation, with Black having no compensation
for it.
32...8h5 33.h3 g5 34.Ec1 £g6

If 34..8Eb6 then 35.Wal 6 36.8Dc4 Hxcd
37 Bxc4.

urexderp sisdeue

Why is White better? For several reasons:
firstly, his king is safer and, secondly and more
importantly, there is a huge difference between
the two passed pawns. Whereas the d5-pawn
is strong, Black's a7-pawn will always need
the protection of its heavy pieces, which will
tie them down and force them to be passively
placed. The importance of the difference
berween active and passive heavy pieces is
well-known.
35.8¢6 b6 36.¥c3

White’s dominance prevents Black from
concocting a plan to push his a-pawn. Also good

was 36.8Bxb6 axb6 37.¥b2. White is clearly
better.
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(12..16 13.c4 fxg5 14.cxd5 with an attack)
13.%¢5 with a useful attack.

If instead 11.2Dxf61 exfG and Black would
be in a very good position to blockade White’s
queenside pawn majority.
11.c4 €6 12.2g5 ¥Wd7 13.8d1

Curiously enough, despite his great dynamic
perception of the position, Bogoljubow lacked
deep combinational vision. Otherwiseitis difficult
to understand how he missed a continuation that
was immediately decisive: 13.8f6! In dynamic
chess “forbidden” squares arc also among the
elements to bear in mind when evaluating a
position. 13...8g8 14.8d1 and Black can hardly
move, e.g. 14...c5 15.¥e5.

13..65 14.8¢5

Why not 14.8e2! fxed (14..8bdT 15.c3)
15.2h57 g6 16.¥xh8 gxh5 17.dxe6, winning?
14...8xc5 15.%xc5 ¥d6

This is a typical move of a sound positional
player who has serious deficiencies in the tactical-
combinational aspect of the game. Black offers
to exchange queens to relieve the enemy pressure
and expose the weakness of the pawn structure
in an endgame. All this would be correct were it
not for...
16.¥d42

No, not that one. Again Bogoljubowss
combinational problems are evident. Much

better was 16.dxe6! (16.¥xd6? cxd6 17.dxe6 h6
18.8f4 &xe6 with equality) 16... Wxe6T 17.8e2
and BlacK’s position is terrible.

One may ask, seeing this succession of
mistakes, what is the point of including an
“incorrect” game in a manual attempting to be
perfectionist in its approach? I think, firstly, that
it would be very difficult to find a perfect game
between very strong players of similar playing
strength. Even the games of Kasparov, Karpov or
Kramnik are full of decisions that are at the very
least questionable, if not just wrong.

Secondly, errors sometimes brings us pleasant
surprises. Who hasn't played a fine strategic idea
or incredible combination in a position arising
from a mistaken decision taken in a previous
phase of the game? We shall see thar this position

149

stll contains some very interesting moments
with great strategic content.

16...e5 17.¥e3 DNd7 18.f4 e4

19.g4'?

A dynamically correct plan carried out weakly
from a tactical point of view, as I will try o show
with some variations explaining the ideas behind
the text move. White understands, on the one
hand, that he needs to open up the position
especially to activate his two bishops, and on
the other hand, that a stable and static pawn
formation doesn’t suit him in the long-term
because of the weakness of his queenside pawns
and squares.

So far so good. The question is, what is the most
accurate move to execute the break? Perhaps this
was not the best situation to carry out the text
move and in order to better understand this it
will be helpful for the reader to follow the way
events unfold.
19...h6

Very interesting was 19..¥c5 with the idea
of reaching some sort of ending where Black
can exploit his structural superiority: 20.2d2!
(20.¥c3 0-0 21.gxf5 @©f6 22.2h3 bS! and the
position is unclear; 20.%f2 fxg4) and now after
the queen exchange the ending is not so good
for Black due to the excellent position the white

king would occupy in the centre of the board:
20..Wa5t 21.dbcl Wxa2 22.gxf5 0-0 23.Wc3

with compensation.
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But I think that the critical continuation was

19...)c5 20.gxf5 &xf5 21.&e2.

urerderp sisdfeue

This position is very interesting to discuss. Here
some of the dynamic features I have mentioned
before are clearly shown and clarified.

One of the characteristics of dynamic chess is
the accurate evaluation of the real worth of the
“strong” and “weak” points, both of one's own
position and of the opponent's. Let's look at
the ¢5-knight. From the classical/static point of
view it occupies a fantastic position: it's placed
on a central square and cannot be attacked by
any of the opponent's pawns.

All this is true, but let's talk about its actacking
potential: it is not exerting any important
pressure on the enemy position and is effectively
neutralized by the “weak” c2-pawn. Furthermore
its contribution to the defence of the kingside
against a possible enemy attack is nonexistent.
Now let's talk about the queen on e3. According
to classical canons this is the worst piece to
blockade a passed pawn since, as following a
literal interpretation (and therefore an absurd
one) a pawn neutralizes the opponent's entire
queen.

But, as it turns out, if this pawn could
advance it would unleash all the potential of
the black position, because it would activate
Black's knight, bishop, and rooks, followed
by the queen. The white queen being on €3
provides White with something precious: time
to organize his position. Once it is organized
the queen will be able to leave the wonderful
defensive square she is now occupying without

True Lies in Chess

any fear, in order to undertake more ambitious
tasks. How should Black proceed? We will find
the solution if we analyse the position again
from a dynamic point of view.

Let's ask ourselves: what does Black intend?
For instance, if 21...0-0 22.0-0 there will follow
&hi, Bel, £¢5-h4-el-c3 planning to use the
weakness of the e5-square and building strong
pressure on the black king’s position. And here
is the key: White’s pressure on the kingside is
really annoying because the black king is there.
We have thus reached the correct conclusion: the
right move is 21...82d7! when Black is slightly
better. The black king heads for the queenside
where he finds a safe refuge, and minimizes
the consequences of the aforementioned white
attack.

But this is not all. The reader will remember
that in the position of the main diagram after
Black’s 18™ move we pointed out that 19.g4
was probably the right strategic idea carried
out at the wrong time. Why? Because, as we
now know, this plan loses a great deal of its
effectiveness when the black king is not on the
kingside. Therefore, White should first force the
monarch to occupy this inauspicious flank and I
think this could be achieved with 19.&e2! since
the threat £2e2-h51 would provoke unpleasant
weaknesses in the opponent’s dark squares. And
after the logical 20...0-0 20.0-0 with the idea
£g5-h4-el-c3 and g2-g4 White would have a
strong attack.
20.8h4 He5

20...fxg4 was the other critical continuation,
and is difficult to evaluate: 21.Wxed4t &Hf7
22.We6t Wxe6t 23.dxe6t hxe6  24.c512
reaching a position where White’s piece activity
together with the weakness of the enemy king
are balanced against the material deficit and
Black’s solid structure. Who has the advantage
in such a situation? Only deep analysis could
tell.

But I think that what is most important
in this game is to highlight its psychological
background: whereas White was ready to go for
complications, Black always tried to avoid them.
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A different tacrical execution of the same plan
would take place after, for example, 28.%h3 {6
29.%h1 hé! and now both 30.8)e3 with the idea
of 31.8f5 and the more forceful and possibly
better 30.g5! fxg5 31.2¢7! (diversion) 31...2xe7
32.8xh6 lead to a decisive attack.

28...h6 29.8xh6 ¥xg5 30.8h5 ¥Wg6 31.%h1
1-0

& Bogoljubow
¥ Nenarokov
Leningrad 1925, Alekhine’s Defence [B02]

In his book Masters of the Chess Board, Ret
defined Bogoljubow’s style as highly dynamic. By
dynamism it is understood, on the one hand, a
profound redefinition of the positional concepts
advocated by Steinitz and, on the other hand,
the inclusion of the tactical elements, such as
positional sacrifices, and the evaluation of the
most diverse situations, even those where these
resources seem to be absent because of their
apparent simplicity.

The game I'm going to show now is not without
errors — don’t forget that this way of tackling the
game was in its infancy — but I think its analysis is
very interesting because it will help us understand
many of the processes involved in modern chess,
characterized basically by its complexity and
dynamism.

L.e4 D6 2.5 Dd5 3.2c3

One of the advantages of studying the classics is
the possibility of discovering interesting opening
systems, of finding a fresh perspective on familiar
settings. The text move is seldom used nowadays
but even so it is extremely ingenious.
3...0xc3 4.bxc3 d6 5.2f3

This opening breaks many of the classic rules of
this phase of the game: “don’t move the same piece
twice”, “don’t bring out your queen early in the
game”, “keep a sound pawn structure”, and even
so, it looks as White is crushing his opponent.

5...8c62!

If5...&g4 then 6.h3! £h5 7.8b1%2. Dynamism!
Exploiting the tactical weakness of the a4-¢8
diagonal.
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If 5..dxe5 then 6.8xe5 Dd7 7.9f3!. More
dynamism! Moving the same piece to obtain a
central advantage. If 7...f6 8.d4 and White is
slightly better.

If 5..80d7 then 6.e6Y? fxe6 7.d4!. It’s that d-
word again. Giving up a pawn in exchange
for a strong initiative. Black will have great
difficulty finishing his development while
defending both the e6-pawn and his weakened
kingside at the same time. More accurate is
5...g0! This seems the right way to solve Black’s

opening problems.

6.d4 dxe5 7.d5! e4 8.Dg5 De5 9.Wd4!

White has spoiled his pawn structure, has
moved the d-pawn and his king's knight twice,
and has already developed his queen... and despite
these repeated violations of classical opening
principles, he has a significant advantage. How
is that possible? I will try to explain: one of the
most effective methods in chess is considering the
effect our actions have on the enemy position.

This sounds obvious and yet many players
play a unilateral sort of chess: they only see the
chessboard from a single perspective, either their
own one or their opponent's, and many times
from a positive or negative point of view. This

“If 1

follow this continuation I am going to end up

kind of reasoning could be for example:

with a bad bishop, therefore this line is not good
for me.” And that's the end of their inadequate
search for the truth. A better approach would be
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to ask oneself: “Okay, I have a bad bishop but
how does this fact affect the opponent's position?”
Many times it is necessary to “saddle” oneself
with a weakness or violate this or that principle
(that's what they’re for) in exchange for leaving
the opponent with a positional liability of greater
importance. To look at only one side’s options
guarantees failure in the attempt to understand
what is happening on the board.

Let's go back to the position we are discussing:
all right, White has violated several principles
but what has he got in return? How has his
“bad play” affected the opponent’s position
and plans? White has achieved a valuable space
advantage thanks to his d5-pawn and the very
active queen on d4 and knight on g5, strongly
limiting Black's development plans. On the
other hand while White was flouting those other
positional principles he was also forcing his
opponent to make concessions: Black has been
forced to waste several tempi with the pieces
he had already developed, that is, he hasn't had
a chance to improve the activity of his other
pieces.

9..\d7

If 9..8g6 10.¥xe4 and Black’s development
comes to a standstill.
10.2xe4

The continuation 10.£f4!? was very interesting.
Itis founded on the concept of quick development
and on another no-less-important but perhaps
more obscure idea which I will call the “potential
elasticity” of the position. White leaves the g5-
knight on its aggressive location, clears the
dl-square for the rook and at the same time
keeps his options open regarding the possible
development of his f1-bishop since it, according
to the circumstances, could be better placed on
d3, ¢4 or b5. The fact that this bishop has several
formidable options greatly limits the opponent’s
range of alternatives, thus making his play more
difficult.

In situations where there is a choice between
several developing moves, it is often best to start
by moving the piece which has the fewest options,
leaving for later the development of the potentially

True Lies in Chess

more flexible piece, since this creates more

uncertainty for the opponent. There might follow
10...66 (if 10...c6 then 11.dxc6 bxc6 12.Wc4

and White has a huge advantage) 11.8c4 &f5!2.
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The big problem for White in this position
is the number of tempting alternatives at his
disposal. For instance:

a) 12.13 follows the classical principle according
to which the side who has the advantage must
open up the position even at the cost of material:
12...exf3 13.0-0-0 fxg2 14.Zhel h6! and its
not clear whether White’s lead in development
compensates for the material deficit.

b) 12.We5S g6 (if 12..Wd7 then 13.5)c6
fxe6 14.dxe6 2xe6 15.8xe6) 13.8Bb1 (13.d6
cxd6 14.Wb5t Wd7 15.8xf7+ $d8 and the
position is unclear) 13...2g7 14.Exb7 &h5! with
counterplay.

c) 12.d6?! e6 13.dxc7 ¥xd4 14.cxd4 £b4t
15.%¢2 h6! and in the coming ending White’s
c7-pawn and knight are weak.

d) 12.2b1! looks like the most unpleasant
move, quickly attacking the opponent’s
vulnerable points: 12...h6 13.2b5+ £d7 14.8xe4
£xb5 15.8xb5 ¢6 (the annoying pawn has to be
eliminated) 16.9xf6T gxf6 (16...exf6 17.Bxb7
Wxd5 18.0-0 with an attack) 17.Bxb7 ¥xds
18.0-0 ¢5 19.Wa4! and the superior activity of
White’s pieces gives him a positional plus. For
example, 19..8c¢5 20.8¢3 £xe3 21.fxe3 and

White is clearly better.
10...2b6

After 10..0f6 ll.ggil White’s initiative is
persistent. For example, 11...8xd5 12.0-0-0 £¢6
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41.axb4 cxbd 42.cxbd axb4 43.Ded d5
44,9 d6 £xd6 45.exd6 c3 46.bxc3 b3
0-1

Let’s see a very similar example annotated by the
authors of another celebrated book.

& Taubenhaus
¥ Tarrasch
Monte Carlo 1903

787

.

This ending is included in A Guide to Chess
Endings by Max Euwe and David Hooper. It
is interesting to read what they write because I
think this book is a valuable guide for this type
of ending.

“When there are no passed pawns, the bishops
can still win if there is no central outpost for
the knight and the king can penetrate. Here
Black invades through d5-e4-d3, due mainly to
the slight weakening of White’s pawn structure
derived from the middlegame; but very often the
bishops by themselves have the ability to provoke
such weaknesses to create access routes for their
king.”

All very well, but this is in contrast with the
authors’ slackness in the search for truth, in
the form of a better defence for White in this
position.
28.2f32!

In view of what has been said in the above
note, undoubtedly much better was 28.&f2!

making the e3-square available for the king with
the idea of containing the advance of the enemy
monarch. For instance, if 28...2b1 then 29.a3
b5 30.9f3 h3 31.g4.
28...2b1 29.a3 £d37

30.2el

30.%d2 was better. The white king has to
be near e3. After 30..&f1 31.2f2 (31.g4 hxg3
32.hxg3) 31...8xg2 32.9xh4 Led 33.0e3 &d5
34.8)f3 1 don't see why White should lose this
position.
30...8e4 31.0e2 £d31 32.8el fed 33.5e2
2d3t 34.%el &d5 35.2022 h3 36.g3 b6
37.@g1

White could at least try! 37.8g5 &xg5 38.fxg5
and Black is better, but is he winning? It is difficult
to answer this question without deep analysis but
[ think that this option should at least have been
mentioned.
37..8f5 38.9f3 de4

Please make yourself comfortable!

39.0d2+ d3 40.Df1 Leb 41.De3 Le7 42.g4
b5 43.g5 a5 44.92d1 b4 45.cxb4 cxb4 46.axb4
axb4 47.9c2 c3 48.bxc3 b3
0-1

It is undeniable that White played horribly in
this game. I'm not sure this was the best example
for an endgame manual...

I now want to study what is undoubtedly the
most celebrated fight between two bishops and
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Final Conclusions?

The phase of the game that has evolved least
during the last 90 years is undoubtedly the
endgame. I would even say that recently there has
been a regression in the quality of play during this
phase of the game, and I'm not talking only at the
amateur level but also among grandmasters and
even in the world elite.

‘What factors have influenced this deterioration?
I don't believe we can blame it on one particular
cause, but rather on a group of them: the ever-
quicker time controls, the disappearance of
adjournments, the explosion of chess information
through the Internert that in general only favours
the study of the openings, and lastly, the rise of a
certain type of chess player, characterized by his
pragmatism and, very often, his lack of interest in
the search for truth.

The chess player confronted with an endgame
is like a traveller faced by a desert: a vast expanse
ahead, stretching beyond what the eyes can
see, and many paths to choose leading only to
disaster. How important it is to make the right
choices from the very first moment, to know how
to read the subtle signals of the path, and to be
aware of where one is heading! In comparison, the
middlegame is more like a jungle: this landscape
determines, to a certain extent, your next steps.
The ending is the paradigm of strategic play; it is
because of this that the final stage of the contest is
the worse-handled one by the current programs,
characterized by their more or less acute short-
sightedness.

In line with this, the relaxation in the study and
investigation of the endgame is also influenced by
the presence of awide range of classic books, written
by renowned authors who enjoy excellent reviews,
as well as the general and implicit impression that
on this subject everything has already been said.
In fact, we might think that due to the limited
number of pieces at this stage that it is fairly easy
to discover a mathematically correct solution to
the diverse scenarios we mighe face. It is true that
nowadays there are tablebases containing perfect
analyses for every kind of ending with up to six
pieces on the board. Bur let the reader make no
mistake: most of the positions we find in practical
play belong to the so-called complex endgames,
that is, those characterized by the presence of a
great number of pieces and pawns on the board,
and it is precisely in these where it is extremely
complicated to extract the truth, all the truth and
nothing but the truch.

Why is it so important to carry out a rigorous
and thorough investigation of endgames? Let’s see
what Smyslov has to say: “My father instilled in me
the pleasure of the analysis of the so-called ‘simple’
positions, those in which few pieces participate...
For a novel player, to remember the value and the
movement of the pieces is not difficult. But to feel
their peculiarities, to know the type of positions
where they can develop all their potential and
those where they are ineffective, what they like
and dislike, to understand and feel all this is much
more difficult but also much more important.”
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The problem is that most treatises are not as
rigorous as they should be and therefore one is
given a distorted picture of the position under
study, which may lead to subsequent problems
when it comes to correctly understanding the
situation we face at the board.

[ am now going to show a series of examples
where analyses and the alleged, and universally
accepted, superiority of the bishop pair are called
into question. Please don’t misunderstand me: I
would be the first to defend the effectiveness of
the bishops. I am simply telling you that nothing
is as easy as some would have you believe...

Neither so simple nor so dear

‘This position, taken from Nimzowitsch’s My
System, was included subsequently in Watson’s
Secrets of Modern Chess Strategy. It is shown as
an example of the bishop pairs superiority in
positions where the pawn structures are not
optimal.

< Harmonist
¥ Tarrasch

Breslau 1889
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Let’s see what Watson has to say: “Black has
two bishops, but his majority is crippled (from
an earlier ...dxc6 in the Ruy Lopez), and White’s
knights are reasonably centralized. Nevertheless,
Black has excellent winning chances. He begins

by restricting the white knight on f3 and then
exchanging it.”

I totally disagree with the evaluation given in
these two manuals; if Black achieved victory, it
was because of White's weak play and not for
any other reason. I think that both authors were
strong enough to understand this and either they
analysed the position superficially or, what is
worse, they chose the example knowing that the
suggested conclusions were false.
29.Dg32!

Interesting was 29.£2g31?. When one has a
space advantage it is generally good to avoid
exchanging pieces. This was one of those cases,
because Black is unable to continue making
progress. Another option to secure the draw was
to exploit the possibility of reaching an endgame
with opposite-coloured bishops. Based on this
idea it was entirely feasible to play 29.9)d6 £xd6
(29...8xf3 30.f5%; 29..f5 30.8)c8) 30.exd6 {5
(30...8xf3 31.51) 31.82¢5 and the position is
balanced; if 31...9)f8 then 32.d7.
29...0h4 30.xh4 £xh4 31.Ded

Why not 31.2h5 &f5 (31..8g2 32.9g7t
&d7 33.50f5 £d8 34.H)xh6) 32.8g3 £d8
(32..8¢e7 33.0g7t Lgb 34.£51 sxg7 35.661
£xf6 36.exf6T and the position is equal) 33.9f6
£g2 34.h4, when the black king has no way to
penetrate? Remember that without the king you
can hardly win any ending.

31..8¢7 32.8g1 86 33.8F2 847 34.8¢3
What was wrong with 34.2{6?
34...50d5 35.202
35.9f6F £xf6 36.exf6 £xh3 and now it is not
so clear because Black can combine threats on
both sides.

35...h5 36.2f3 &f5 37.e3
37.2d1 was still interesting, the idea being
37...2xh3 38.9e3t the6 39.50ed hd 40.2h2 with

compensation. The white army’s centralization is

an element to take into account.

37...b5 38.%f3 a5 39.%e3 b4 40.23 6!
The black king is heading for the a4-square

with devastating consequences; the pressure he

will exert from there will force White to improve

Black’s weakened queenside pawn structure.
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squares along this line, thus making the action
of the black rooks futile. If instead 23...Ea2, then
24 8b2.

24.h4!

With the knight on e4 White had the typical
break c4-c5 putting pressure on d6, but in the
present position this manoeuvre would not be
dangerous. What is going to be very unpleasant,
from a positional point of view, is the planned
advance h4-h35 seriously weakening the enemy
kingside.
24...5h8

If 24...Bfa8 then 25.h5 gxh5 26.8xh7+ &h8
27.8¢6 and White is clearly better.
25.8b21!

Without any doubt this is the best move of
the game. With the text White makes the plan
Bf1-h1 followed by h4-h5 feasible, thanks to the
overprotection of the f2-square; but at the same
time the move manages to neutralize, once and
for all, the enemy actions along the a-file. It is
very important to note that the possible pressure
Black could exert along the 3" rank after, say,
...8f8-a8 and ...Ba4-a3 is totally ineffectual as on
this part of the board White has no weakness.
Moreover, the potential invasion of White’s £3-
square by the d4-knight would have no bearing

on the play.
25..8f5

If 25..Bfa8 then 26.82¢5 W7 27.8Bh1 Ha3
28.Wd1! (the idea is h4-h5; if 28.Wb1 then

28...8f31?) 28..8a2 29.¥b1! H2a3 (29...8xb2
30.¥xb2 and the simplification clearly favours
White) 30.h5 gxh5 31.¥d1! a2 32.8d2!!

ureiderp sisdTeue

The key defensive move: Black's atrack dies of
starvation. For instance, 32...8xd2 33.2xd2 8a2
34.8xh5 h6 35.2e3 and White is clearly better.
26.8g5 ¥f7 27.8h1 h6 28.h5!

Without doubt the most precise blow.
28...gxh5 29.¥d1 Ea3

29...hxg5 30.Mxa4
30.¥xh5 kg8

If 30...¥xhS then 31.Exh5 ®g8 32.8c1 Hd4
33.2xh6 and Whiteis clearly better. The following
manoeuvre can only be described as brilliant and
shows the Ukrainian’s immense talent. It is a
shame that his nerves have prevented him from
achieving even greater success in his chess career,
as he certainly deserves it.

31.9xf7+ Bxf7 32.8d42 Bf6 33.8Ebb1!!
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'This is the key. White will gain control of the
a-file, along which he will threaten to develop
very unpleasant pressure. It is symptomatic that
Black's a3-rook is ineffective, cut off from the
rest of the army.
33...Ba2 34.2hd1! Dd4 35.8al Hxal

35...Hb2 36.8a7 and White wins.
36.Bxal £b3 37.Ha8t BfS 38.5xf81 Lxf8
39.8e3 Dd4 40.b5!

Neutralizing any kind of counterplay that the
second player might initiate after ...b7-b5. White
wins now thanks to the weakness of both the
h6-pawn and the h5-square, which he so cleverly
provoked in the middlegame.
40...0b3 41.50h3 Dc5 42.815 Had 43.5hg4d
1-0

If 43...20b2 then 44.%9h5 Sxcd 45.8xh6 with
an easy win. By any standards, an impressive
game by Ivanchuk, one of the great geniuses of
our time.
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over the e4-square, based on simple arithmetic:
the latter has two minor pieces to fight for this
point whereas the former only has one minor
piece able to challenge this supremacy. Thus
after the simplistic continuation 22.9fd2 & f6??
23.9xf6 Bxf6 24.8)e4 Black’s position would
probably be desperate. Why? What difference
is there between this hypothetical scenario
and the position in the diagram? Isnt White’s
absolute control over the e4-square the same,
regardless of whether this pair of knights has
been exchanged? Yes, but without the presence
of the d7-knight Black’s team would be much
more unbalanced. I will try to explain myself:
it turns out that the e7-bishop is not as bad as
it seems. In fact it effectively neutralizes the
opponents powerful e4-knight, but its action is
limited to a mere defensive role. Therefore this
piece must be accompanied by attacking units
in order for Black to avoid falling into absolute
passivity. White’s structure on the kingside is too
solid for the black rooks and queen to be able to
accomplish this role successfully without help.
The black knight on d7 is the key piece providing
the balance needed for the whole of Black’s army
to act harmoniously. With the presence of this
knight the struggle will be very hard, while
its absence would mean the game would be
one-sided.
22.0fd2 D 8!

Of course!
23.g3

If White tries to start his attack quickly by
23.8b3 Qg6 24.9a5 there could follow the
strong 24...2Yh4! (too passive would be 24...Eb8
25.g3 Bf7 26.We2 Wd7 [26.. W18 27.ckg2 £d8
28.8Badl and White is clearly better] 27.%g4
Wag [27...@xg4 28.hxg4 and again White is
clearly better] 28.a3 and White is slightly better;
imprecise would be 24..¥Wd7 25.9xb7 BHafl
[25..8h4 26.5a5 Haf8 27.8c6 and White
is much better] 26.9a5 Bh4 27.9c6 S f4
28.8e3 and White is much better) 25.9xb7
Weg 26.Wb3 Wg6 27.9g3 Raf8 when Black’s

initiative provides good compensation.

23...Bf7 24.%g2 9g6 25.20b3 ¥d7 26.8e3!

Lasker was a player who took great care of
the defensive aspects of his position. Premature
would have been 26.0a5 Eaf8 27.6xb7 Ef3
with dangerous counterplay.
26...Baf8 27.We2

In order to eventually exchange queens and
thus prevent the possible weakening manoeuvre

..h7-h5-h4. If instead 27.£a5 then 27...c6!
(27...¥c8 28.c5 Bf5 29.Hc3 with the initiative)
28.8d1 (28.Wa4 &g5) 28...cxdS 29.2xd5 Ef5
30.¥d1 b6 31.99b3 ¥c6 with counterplay.
27...2d8 28.8d1

28.Wg4 Bf5; 28.5a5 ¢5 29.a3 £b6 and Black

is clearly better.

28...20€7 29.¢5 Df5 30.8c3 Wad 31.8c4 Wes
32.c62!

A positional inaccuracy: this move releases the
central pressure and allows the second player
to manoeuvre more freely with his attacking
pieces.
32...b5 33.Ec3 h6 34.Hcd3 De7

Also very interesting was 34..g5! 35.2al
(35.%h5 &e3t 36.8xe3 Bxf21 37.6)xR2 Wxh3)
35..Bg7 36.a4 h5 37.axb5 axb5 38.82a5 Wg6
39.8xb5 g4 40.hxgd (40.h4 £xh4 41.gxh4
9xh4t with an attack) 40...hxg4 41.Bd1 Bh7
42 8h1 Exhl 43.%bxhl1 &d4 44.9xd4 exd4
with counterplay.
35.81d22!

As we will see later, the rook was needed on the
first rank in order to defend the all-important

knight on e4.
35...25 36.2all

An interesting manoeuvre combining defence
and attack: the knight is heading for the c2-
square from where it controls d4 but can also
go to the €3, causing some inconvenience to the
opponent. Moreover, the third rank is cleared
for the rook to attack the a6-pawn eventually.
36...Mg6 37.Hc2?

The strategic idea is good but the tactical
execution is not. Better was 37.2d1! (the idea
being 37..8f4 38.Hel &Of5 39.%hl when
White is clearly better) although after 37...2h8!

38.00c2 g8 39.8a3 D6 40.0)xf6 £xf6 41.5e3
Bf4 Black’s initiative persists.
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37...Bf4!
'This is the move White overlooked. Now he is
forced to create a very serious weakness on the

kingside which will give better prospects to the
second player from this moment on.

38.13

White is now clearly better. If 38.8e3 then
38..015.
38...24£7 39.%h1 Hf5 40.¥g2 h5 41.h4 Whe
42.8d1 g5

42...8xh41? is met with 43.gxh4 Dixh4 44.Wg5!
and White is slightly better. But the sequence 42...
g6 43...Bg7 44...g5, when Black is clearly better,
was very appealing.
43.hxg5 8xg5 44.f4! £16 45.Wh3 Wg6 46.De3
Dd4 47.f5 Whe!? 48.0g4

Or 48.¢4 Wf4.
48..Wh7 49.Dgxf61 Exf6 50.Dxf61 Bxf6

Black has full compensation. The queen and
knight tandem against a weak king is very strong,.
Furthermore, the position has a closed character,
and therefore the white rooks lack any good
prospects.
51.Ef1 ¥f7 52.Wg2 Bxf5 53.8xf5 ¥xf5 54.8e3
Wb1t 55.52h2 Wxb4 56.g4 h4! 57.%h3 W4
58.We4 thg7 59.daxh4 Wfl 60.a3 a5 61.82g3
Wo1t 62.2h3 Wf2 63.g5 b4 64.axb4 axb4
65.52g4 Wg1166.92h5Wh2t67.22g4 b3 68.8el
W2l 69.%2h5 Wxed 70.Hxed Dc2 71.Bxe5
b2 72.8e7t &f8 73.8xc7 b1¥ 74.8c8t ey
75.Bc7t £d8 76.8d71 Re8 77.8xd6 Dd4
0-1

To close the chapter I would like to show a
brilliant example where a bishop placed on the
famous e4-square doesn’t look such a bad piece,
despite what Grau might say.

<& Ivanchuk
¥ Timman
Linares 1989

21.g3!

Preventing the possible counterplay ...¥d8-
h4: from there the queen would exert unpleasant
pressure along the opponent’s 4™ rank and on the
{2-square; on top of that Black could also offer to
trade the dark-squared bishops with ...&2g7-h6.
21...96 22.M1d3 Hd4

In this position the centralized knight’s
supposed advantage is more of an optical illusion,
rather than a real one, because it will never be
able to work effectively with the rest of Black’s
uncoordinated army. It is very instructive to see
how Ivanchuk, through a careful combination of
prophylactic play and attacking actions, creates
many problems for the opponent. Better was
22...82h6! fighting for equality.
23.5kg2!

If 23.2b2? then 23...Ha2 24.8xd4 exd4 25.f4
Efa8 and White's position is very unpleasant.
23...Ba4l?

With this manoeuvre Black gains control
of the a-file; but as we are about to see, White
has enough resources to control the invasion
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22.8xe4l?

According to Grau the object of this move is
the preservation of the g3-knight in order to be
able to ideally control the e4-square with this
piece in a near future, thus setting up one of the
most interesting strategic problems that chess
presents: knowing which piece to exchange and
which one to keep. Although this is partly true, it
is equally true that White, with this and his next
move, will fight to neutralize the annoying plan of
transferring a knight to the f4-square via h5 (hence
his willingness to keep the g3-knight on its current
position), from where, together with the half-open
f-file, it would exert immediate and unpleasant
pressure on White’s kingside. For instance if

22.8)xed D6 23.c5 Dxed 24.8Lxed Dh5! 25.cxd6
(25.8xe51?) exd6 26.8c1 D4 27. W7 ¥f6, Black
would have dangerous counterplay. There might
follow 28.Wb6 £f5 29.8xf5 gxfS 30.¥xb7 2ab§
31.Wxa6 e4 32.80h2 Hg8 and it is apparent that
Black’s attack is much quicker than the initiative
the first player could generate after advancing his
queenside pawn majority.

22..5f6

There were a number of alternatives:

22..5f5 would be hasty in view of 23.2xf5
gxf5 24.8xe5! dxe5 25.¥xe5t D6 26.d6 and
White has a strong attack.

22...¥e712 This is a very interesting prophylactic
move, only understandable by analysing the
possible development of the present game. As we
have previously seen, in many variations White
has a very important resource connected with a
piece sacrifice on €5 in order to highlight the black
king’s weakness and also to exploit his centralized
pieces and better development. Black’s intention
with this move would be to prevent such a
scenario.

On the other hand 22..82h5? (now or after
22..We71?) would be very interesting after all.
This would be a very modern concept: Black
would worsen his pawn structure in exchange
for opening important files on the kingside. For
instance 23.2xh5 gxh5 eventually followed by
the plan 24..We7, 25..216, 26...£d7, 27...Hg8

with counterplay.

What are you bclliqe me?

I would like to repeat Grau’s comments on this
move: “This too is a chance to admire the simple
logic of Lasker’s style. The queen must replace the
bishop that has been exchanged, as an old chess
technical postulate says. Then again, another
principle says that the bishop must be placed on
that point of the board where it may be supported
and moreover where it controls the most possible
squares. This point is the e3-square, which Lasker
has now occupied with his queen. It controls 18
squares of the board, no less.”

Impressive! It is evident that this kind of
principle, so superficial and naive (without taking
into account the real struggle in the position) does
nothing for the understanding of complex chess
processes. I would advise the readers not to try to
apply such a principle to their games, unless they
want to be greatly surprised.

Many of the explanations we find in books
about the moves made by grandmasters are false,
despite their logic. This is due to the fact there
is only one reality, whereas there will always be
several varied interpretations of it.

Therefore I would like to add my opinion of the
text move: I think it is, basically, an interesting
prophylactic move. White prevents his opponent’s
attacking plans and at the same time gets ready to
exploit the force of his centralized pieces to launch
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a quick attack against the enemy kingside through
the dark-square complex that was somewhat
weakened after the exchange of the “bad”
g7-bishop.

As we shall see in the next game, Lasker attached
great importance to the defensive aspects of his
positions.
23...Dxe4?

The start of a series of weak moves. It is odd that
Grau doesnt mention the natural 23...2f52.

weiderp sisdeue
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This is the other big mistake many authors
make: when something doesn’t fit with the topic
they are presenting they don't even mention it. This
move could call into question White’s supposed
(according to Grau) advantage. However, I
think that Lasker had prepared against such
a contingency the spectacular 24.8xf5 gxf5
25.9xeS5! dxed 26.Wxe5. After this the material
compensation, together with the black king’s
bad situation and the difficulties Black would
experience in order to complete his development,
would give the first player an extremely dangerous
attack. For instance if 26..Wd6, then 27.%c3
b6 28.HeS £d7 29.8del g8 30.HDxf5 £xf5
31.8xf5 and White is clearly better.

And what would happen if Black tried to carry
out his plan of transferring a knight to f4 with
the manoeuvre 23...9gh5? In this case also there
would be an adequate reply: 24.9xh5 &xhS
25.Mh6! (exploiting the weakness of the dark
squares) 25..2f5 (if 25..%f6 then 26.8xg6); if
25..8f4 then 26.2g5 ¥We7 27.9xh7) 26.9g5
We7 27.g3 with the initiative. Nevertheless, I
think that the alternative 23...2f5 equalized.

24.9\xe4 Bf42

Better was 24..23f5 although after 25.¥c3
£d7 26.c5 White would take the initiative.
25.c5 &15 26.Dfg5! Wd7 27.¥xf4! exf4 28.266
He6 29.0xd7 Dxg5 30.Be7 hg8 31.0f61
&8 32.8xc7
1-0

The thin Cond subtled
prophylaxis and passivity

line between

Finding the balance between defence and attack
is the most important element in positional
play. But, by definition, this is a very unstable
situation that may lead to two equally undesirable
scenarios: passivity or haste.

In a chess game it is essential to know which
rhythm of play is required for every position. Not
taking the adequate measures (both offensive and
defensive) at the right time can lead, in the short
or long term, to undesirable consequences.

& Lasker
¥ Janowski
Paris 1909

Compared to the previous game we could
hastily conclude that the present situation
is much better for the first player. The main
argument put forward in support of this
evaluation would be the presence of Black’s
“bad” bishop, giving White absolute control
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simultaneously controlling the opponent’s passed
c-pawn. It is clear that White’s victory would not
be very far away and its technical realization

would be fairly simple.
29.8b1 £a6 30.¥c2 &xf1 31.sbxf1

o HA

White's position is, strategically speaking,
already winning. Black has managed to drive away
the white rook from the strong b7-square but at
too high a price: the definitive consolidation of
the e4-knight on its post. I would like to add
that the d5-pawn, the target of Black's attack in
similar situations, is in this case unassailable due

to the weakness of the black king.
31..Wa5 32.kg1 £18

32..Wa6 33.8b5 and White is clearly better.
33.8b7 Ba7 34.Bxa7 Wxa7 35.g3!

In the endgame Black’s position is desperate.
35...20h5 36.¥c4 Dg7 37.g4!

The situation of Black’s minor pieces is pitiful
and his king is sdll a target of White’s attack.
Besides, who’s going to stop the a-pawn?
37...0e8 38.%b5 Wa8 39.Wd7 Wxd5 40.¥xe8
WPixed 41.2h6 Welt
1-0

In his book Grau defends tooth and nail the
concept that the ideal piece to occupy e4 is the
knight. Later on the author holds that, in those
cases where it is not possible to place the knight
in that privileged situation, the most suitable
piece to substitute it is the rook, showing then a

misguided example from a famous game between
Tarrasch and Lasker. Misguided inasmuch in
that game the centralized rook on €5 was fighting
against an isolated white pawn on e4, a topic that
would belong, at any rate, in other positional
sections but not the one under consideration.

Con you dance?

“Thevulgar man, when beginning something,
ruins it for rushing to finish it.” Lao Tzu
(sixth century B.C.) Chinese philosopher

The notion of prophylactic play has always been
associated with Nimzowitsch’s name. However,
this doesnt mean that previous grandmasters
didn't apply prophylactic measures with the aim
of preventing the opponents counterplay. In
fact I think that one of the more representative
characteristics of top players throughout chess
history is the balance they have shown when it
comes to decisions between defence and attack. A
chess game is like a dance with a partner: a little
step forward and a litde step back. If one is not
ready to take into account the rhythm of the other
then there is a risk of suffering a painful slip.

Accordingly one should always be on the
lookout for the opponents most dangerous
plans, and act with them in mind.

& Lasker
¥ Steinitz
St Petersburg (1) 1895
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what is good for the defence, what is good for
obtaining equalization, is not suited to winning
an advantage. The tendency, expressed in this
system, to attack the opponent’s weak points in
order to establish strong posts there oneself as
advance guards, and on the other hand to leave
the opponent’s strong points untouched, leads
to mutual blocking and a completely closed
position, in which the advantage of the opening
move hardly counts any longer. That is the real
reason why this system is especially desirable for
the second player, as we have explained elsewhere,
butas an attacking system it would hardly become
standard.

In order to derive an advantage from the
opening move, one must play with a system which
does not allow the second player to bring about a
closed position without disadvantage in space, nor
to place irremovable bulwarks in the centre. Not
the weak points, therefore, as in the defence, but
the strong points, that are to become bulwarks,
must be brought under fire. It is upon this idea
that the opening system introduced by the author
of this book is based. After White directs the
attack not against the weak point €5, but against
d5, continuing with 2.c4, g3 and £g2.”

That is why systems of play for White based
on reversed openings very often show their
ineffectiveness! It turns out that the structure
is stronger than the extra tempo obtained with
them.

Black’s main opening catastrophes arise when
he is hasty in his actions, trying to punish White’s
boldness immediately or allowing the premature
opening of lines into his position. Surely at some
point playing White you have come across a Black
set-up and haven’t been able to work out what to
do with your “precious” extra tempo.

Besides, in this kind of situation there is
an implicit psychological aspect that is very
important and difficult to handle: the enduring
feeling that you have wasted your turn as White!
It’s because of this that anyone who wants to play
such set-ups must clearly understand the obstacles
he will face and the attitude with which he must
confront the coming fight.

7..c6 8.b3 @Dbd7 9.£b2 0-0 10.Bcl £h7
11.2c2 £d6 12.¥a1

Another manocuvre stamped “made by Reti”,
increasing the pressure on the long diagonal.
12...8e8 13.Bfcl!?

This is the main difference between Reti’s
and Nimzowitschs play. Undoubtedly the latter
would have preferred 13.8€5 here (an option
also chosen later by Capablanca in his game
against Lilienthal in Moscow 1936) restricting
the mobility of Black’s pawn centre.

It’s worth mentioning, nevertheless, that after
13...218! Black has a very sound position (Lobron
— Karpov, Lucerne 1985). Regarding the text
move, the reader may find a very similar precedent
in the game Reti — Yates, New York 1924, and
Reti — Lasker from the same tournament.

All these games are analysed in Kasparov’s
excellent series On my Great Predecessors.

13...e5 14.cxd5 cxd5

We are now at the critical position of the
middlegame. I must confess that when I started
analysing it I was under the impression that
Black, with adequate caution, could play the
position with pleasure.

It is true there are no active pawn breaks to be
seen for the first player and his pieces run into the
wall of Black's central pawns. But when trying
to find ways for Black to make progress, I found
serious difficulties! Indeed the analysis showed
that if Black didn't do anything special and just
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does not have enough space to set up an effective
defence against White’s aggression.

20...8df8

20..8d71 21.8xd7 Bxd7 22.hS with the
initiative.
21.5h1 Ehg8 22.Wh5 W7 23.8f6?

I want to study the origins of this mistake,
which 1 would categorize as psychological:
from the very start of the game White has been
thinking about attacking and at no point has
he had to consider any serious counterattack by
Black. As a consequence of this he may have been
in an over-confident frame of mind which caused
him to overlook a tactical blow by his opponent,
which he could have prevented with more care.

In general, such a blow can lead to two similar
situations, psychologically speaking: the overall
evaluation of the position may change or it may
lead to greater resistance in the realization of the
advantage for the side who has it. What should
we do when in such a situation? Above all it is
very important not to lose our nerve and not to
become disheartened because this can spoil the
fruit of our previous work and, more importantly,
even reduce our performance in later games (it
is well known that there is nothing worse for a
player's confidence than to lose 2 won game.)

One must be able to analyse with a cool mind
the extent of the changes in the situation and
consequently adopt adequate measures. This
requires a very strong mind, which not all players
can boast of. The psychological situation of the
other player is totally the reverse: in difficult
positions he looks for all kinds of defensive
resources no matter how strange these might
seem and if given the chance of using one, his
confidence grows as much as his opponent's
decreases.

This was precisely what happened in the
present game. This careless move allowed Black
to slip away with a surprising move which,
although it didn't change the overall evaluation
of the position, added tremendous obstacles to
the realization of White's advantage. We will
see how White was unable to adaprt to this turn
of events. Of course it was much better to play

23.8f3! &b6 (23..8d7 24.2f4! winning)
24.Bafl with an easily won position. But now
the game has an unpleasant surprise in store for

White.

x

77

7
7
/%

23..0c51

This was the resource White overlooked. Black
seizes the initiative and, in a situation where
time trouble was more than likely, this is a very
important factor.
24.dxc5 d4t 25.8f3 £6! 26.¢6?

White defended the position intuitively, but
only calculating variations could have led him to
the right solution.

a) 26.8gl? WixeS! 27.Wxe5t fxeS 28.8xg8
8xf3T 29.8g2 Hxg8 30.2xf3 d3 31.cxd3 cxd3
32.8e4 h5 In the endgame Black has too many
pawns.

b) 26.8¢2! This seems to be the best move, after
which the only question is whether White wins
or Black manages to draw the game in extremis:
26..8xg2 (26..fxe5 27.cxd4! £xf3 28.2xf3
exd4 29.8bl wins for White) 27.®xg2 fxe5
28.Haf1 d3 (Black tries to create a passed pawn
that would become another point of instabiliry
in White’s position but it is not enough due to
the good blockade that the white bishop exerts.
If instead 28..Wg77 29.%h3 Wd7t 30.%h4 or
28...a5 29.cxd4 exd4 30.%h6 and White wins in
both cases.) 29.cxd3 cxd3 30.%9h3! White’s main
problem is finding a good shelter for his king and
that’s precisely where he is heading. 30...%d7+
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31.5%%h4 The attack is over. 31..8xf3 32.8xf3
We7+33.805 WxcS 34.ExfBT Wxf8 35.Wxh7 and
White wins.

The text move seems logical to prevent the
opening of the f-file but...
26...¥e5!

After this incredible move White has no
effective defence.

27.8g4 £5 28.8h3 We2 29.8f41 a8 30.2afl
g4l
0-1

A beautiful finish.

<% Dzindzichashvili
¥ Furman
Baku 1972, Reti Opening [A12]

In the next game a titanic battle took place
between two very different philosophies of
understanding chess: classicism versus hyper-
modernism. In the present case the discussion
was on the effectiveness of the occupation of the
centre with pawns against strong piece pressure.

We are, in essence, considering one of the
schisms which has caused most controversy in the
chess world. The topic is extremely interesting
since it shouldn’t be forgotten that most opening
systems are, basically, a struggle berween these
two philosophies.

Tt is very likely that che reader is already familiar
with the advantages a pawn centre offers: space,
greater mobility to transfer forces from one side of
the board to the other, excluding the enemy forces
from important squares and at the same time the
availability of outposts for one’s own pieces, the

But

what are the main advantages of renouncing the

trouble an eventual pawn advance causes...

occupation of the centre with pawns in exchange
for exerting pressure with the pieces?

Let’s see what Reti says in his excellent manual
Masters of the Chess Board: “A centre pawn
advanced to the fourth [and the fifth, I would
add — Comas] square and blocked there can have
still another disadvantage than the fact that it
is an object for hostile attack. It can also be an
obstruction to its own pieces.”

155

It is especially significant, in my view, to
highlight this last point as it shows a deep
understanding of a very important aspect of
our game: the importance of harmony and
coordination among one’s own forces in any
given position.

But I would also like to add that this central
strategy generally has other pluses: the strength
of the pawn chain (which in many cases allows
interesting positional sacrifices), central flexibility
(a very important aspect of modern play
characterized by its dynamism) and, finally, safety
on the central files.

Let’s see how understanding the essence of the
ideas implicit in these two philosophies can have a
very positive influence when it comes to correctly
analysing a game.

1.2f3 &f6 2.g3 d5 3.8g2 &f5 4.0-0 6 5.d3
£e7 6.0)bd2 h6 7.c4

The Reti Opening. Let’s see what the man
himself says about it:

“In the beginning of 1923, two Indian attacking
systems of this kind were introduced into master
play. One of them, deriving from Nimzowitsch,
is intended to continue the pressure against
the weakened point €5 after 1.3, by 2.b3,
combined with £b2. Nimzowitsch, who is to
be credited with working out the best method
of the Indian Defence, has, as we see, applied
the methods of this defence to the attack. But
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If 10..8xa4 then 11.h4! @bc6 12.h5 h6
(Black cannot allow h5-h6, fatally weakening the
dark squares) 13.2h4 followed by 2h3, 0-0 and
f4-f5 with a tremendous attack for White.
11.2h3

11.h4!? was, of course, a possible option.
11...2)d7 12.0-0 Db6

If Black tried to take prophylactic measures
against White’s attacking plans on the kingside by
means of 12...h6 there could follow 13.82h4 g6
14.f4 h5 To prevent the eventual pawn sacrifice
f4-f5, opening up lines. 15.8)f3 with unpleasant
pressure on the dark squares.
13.2h4

It would also have been interesting to initiate
a piece attack on the kingside. For example,
13.9¢57 h6 14.Wh5 g6 15.%h4 with the
unpleasant threat 16.9xf7.
13...20xa4 14.f4 g6 15.15!

This is a very vigorous attacking continuation:
White sacrifices yet another pawn with the aim of
opening lines thus exploiting his greater capacity
to concentrate pieces on the kingside.

Also possible was the slower offensive starting
with 15.g4" h5 16.5! hxgd 17.fxe6! The key to
the variation: thanks to the piece sacrifice White
gets a dangerous attack. 17..Bxh4 (17...fxe6
18.Wxg4 with a decisive advantage) 18.exf7T
bf8 19.8xg4 with an attack.

Note in this line the poor role played in the
defence of their king by the black forces stationed

153

on the queenside, and all due to the difficulty the
second player experiences in transferring pieces
from one flank to the other because of his lack
of space.
15...exf5

Other options were not any better, for
example:

a) 15.9xf5 16.9xf5 gxf5 17.g4! fxgd
18.8xg4! (The more pieces White keeps on
the board the more difficult Black’s task is. If
18.Wxgd 0-0-0 19.Exf7 Bhg8 20.8g7 Hxg7
21.Wxg7 2d7 22.Wxh7 Wb6 23.8f1 Wb2 Black
has counterplay) 18...0-0-0 19.8xf7 £d720.913
White’s pressure is very unpleasant.

b) 15..gxf5 16.g4% Hgb (16..Hg8 17.5kh1
Qg6 18.gxf5 Dxhd 19.fxe6 is winning) 17.gxf5
Hixh4 18.fxe6 fxe6 19.8xe6 Dg6 (19..Wc7
20.8f71!) 20.82¢5! (also interesting was 20.%£3!1?
Bd8 21.Wf7 He§ 22.8¢5T De7 23.¥xh7 with
an attack) Now White’s attack becomes very
dangerous. For example, 20..Wxc3 21.Wp4 Ef8
22.8xf8+ Dxf8 23.5f1 and wins.
16.g4! 0-0-0

16...f4 17.g5 h6 18.Wg4 and White is clearly
better.

17.gxf5 gxf5 18.20xf5 Dxf5 19.8xf51 £b8

_
_

7
2

iy

2
.

20.2h3

Black’s big problem in this position is that were
his f7-pawn to fall, the subsequent invasion of
the white army together with the passed e-pawn
would make Black’s position a lost cause. And he
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11.h3 £6 12.2d2 Dh6 13.¢5!
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Undoubtedly a clear improvement on Atalik's
move 13.%cl. It is now considered the main
line. Van Wely prepared to steer the game
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towards positions characterized by a better pawn
structure and the knights' struggle against the
two bishops.

13...c6

Other options were worse. For instance
13..9¢7 14.8xa6 bxa6 15.0d5 and White's
activity is very dangerous; or 13..8xc5 14.%cl1
D17 15.80d5 &e6 transposing into a line already
seen in my game against Atalik.
14.8xa6 bxa6 15.2xh6!?

At the time I considered that if Black could
carry out the manoeuvre ...20h6-f7 he was even
slightly better. In the next game we will see that
things are not that clear at all.
15...8xh6 16. a4

The white queen is a very valuable piece, as
she is destined to put pressure on Black’s weak
pawns. I would like to repeat the idea that it is
not a weakness if the opponent lacks effective
mechanisms to exploit it. What defensive
resources does Black have in this position?
Basically, two: the power of his two bishops to
dominate the enemy rooks and knights and, on
the other hand, simplification.

The closer Black gets to an endgame the more
dangerous his bishops will become.

16..8f7 17.8fd1 £f8

18.%¥,5

During the post-mortem we considered
that 18.b4!? was White’s best alternative. After
thorough analysis I reached the conclusion
that Black had enough defensive resources in
connection with an eventual break ...a6-a5 — this
is the main drawback of the advance b2-b4.
Let’s have a look at some illustrative variations.
(Iwould like to point out that as I write these lines
this very move has been successfully employed in
some games. But I think that in none of them

did Black find the right plan.) 18...&¢6!

B

weiderp sisA[eue

This is the right idea. Black sacrifices a pawn
to simplify the position and at the same trime
hinders the annoying manoeuvre of the white
knight &f3-b3(c4)-a5 with pressure. Now there

are two main alternatives:

a) 19.Wxa6 Wc8:
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al) 20.We2 a5 21.a3 Wa6!? (yet again going
for simplifications; also possible was 21...axb4
22.axb4 Bxal 23.Hxal ¥Wb8 24.Eb1 Eb7 with
counterplay) 22.¥xa6 (22.¥b2 Eb7 with
the initiative) 22...Bxa6 23.Bdcl (23.Habl
axb4 24.axb4 Ea3) 23...Bd7 with obvious
counterplay.

a2) 20.%a5 W7 21.Wxc7 The queen exchange
almost always favours Black in this situation.
21...Hxc7 22.a3 a5 and the position is unclear.

a3) 20.¥f1!? The queen is transferred to a
square where she is protected) 20...a5 21.8a4
Wa6 22.90b6 WxflT 23.%xf1 Ba6! 24.a3 Bfa7
25.8abl axb4 26.axb4 Ha2 with compensation
for the sacrificed material.

b) 19.82d2 Eb8! (the start of a prophylactic
manoeuvre aimed at preventing the move &b3)
20.8ab1 (if 20.2b3 &xb3 21.axb3 We6 22.2d3
[22.8a2 £5] 22...a5Y) 20...W¥c8! 21.a3 (if 21.20b3
then 21..8xh3! — perhaps one of the only
moments when this sacrifice is valid — 22.gxh3
Wxh3 23.8e€2 f5 or 23..Wgdt 24.9g3 h5, with
an atrack in both cases) 21...%b7!

_

7,
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This kind of move can only be discovered
when one has a clear grasp of the difference
between the ephemeral and what really matters. I
repeat: it is essential to prevent 2d2-b3. 22.8b3
(22.%a5 Bd7) 22...8xb3 23.Wxb3 &xc5 and the
pin saves Black.
18...We7!

This queen manoeuvre, solving the problems of
coordination among the black forces, guarantees
equality.
19.2d8 ¥c7 20.¥xc7
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In the endgame White’s initiative gradually
fades away, whereas the power of the bishops
increases proportionally.

20...Bxc7 21.Badl shf7 22.8)a4 Le7

T
z
7

7!

23.28d32!

Better was 23.Zh8 ®g7 24.He8 &f7 and White
has to be content with a draw.
23...8¢6 24.b3 Ecc8! 25.5f1 Bd8

Limiting the opponent’s counterplay.
26.2e2 Bxd3 27.8xd3 Ed8 28.8c32

28.Exd8 and Black is only slightly better.
28...8c8 29.9b2 a5! 30.2d2 La6t 31.%d1
Bd4 32.92c2 Re6 33.80bc4 ad

Or 33..2d8.
34.bxad Lxcd

34..£5! It’s a shame I didr’t play this move.
Once again time trouble prevented me from
realizing my clear positional plus.

35.8xc4 Bxcdt 36.Dxcd Lxc5 37.3 d7
38.2d3 &2 39.Da5 2b6 40.2b3 d6
41.0ch B2 42.8cl Re3 43.0d3
12-1

Some of the ideas seen in this game are, even
today, very important for the correct handling of
the system under study.

Now we will see the next stage in the logical
evolution of the variation, in which Black faces
increasing difhculties.
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16.a3

If 16.f4 then 16..£g4% and if 16.8d2 <5
17.8c3 (17.8xb4 cxb4 and Black is slightly
better) 17..bG 18.8xe5 dxe5, Black has the
better minor pieces.
16..20c2 17.2a2 Hd4 18.b4 b6 19.£¢3
-1

There might follow 19..c5 20.8)c3 &b7
21.0d5 £xd5 22.cxd5 a5! with excellent play.

line 4: In bhe eye of the hurricane
Classical Variation with 8.8e3

[ am very proud to proclaim that the system we
are going to analyse next is of my own invention.
Proud because it’s given me very good results
against tough opponents, but even prouder
because it has been adopred by several world-
class grandmasters. Call it vanity, but that is what
I feel. The variation in question is the following:

(Starting from the Basic Position)
7.0-0 &5 8.8¢e3 Dg4 9.2g5 We8 10.dxe5 dxe5
11.h3 fo!2

Hrem |
/

/
Z
,,,,, f

7
// /

7

Previously the usual move had been 11...h6
and after 12.8c1 D6 13.2¢3 there followed an
eventual ... h5-f4 thus starting a piece offensive
against the enemy king. After the text move the
essence of Blacks plan lies in the manoeuvre

..&Dg4-h6-f7 combined with ...c7-c6. This will

provide an adequate defence of the important
central squares d6 and d5, which is an essential
condition for beginning an effective pawn storm
against the enemy king. It is well known that
an attack on the flank can only be successful if
the centre is blocked or if one has good control
over it.

The first game where I put this new system
to the test was in the penultimate round of the
prestigious New York Open against the Turkish
GM Atalik. We both were fighting for the top

places.

2 Atalik
¥ Comas Fabrego
New York 1998

12.8d2 Dh6 13.¥c1 DF7 14.¢5% 6

Even back then I discovered the line
14..0%c5 15.8d5 He6 16.9xc7 (16.8b4 6
with compensation) 16...9xc7 17.Wxc7 £d8!
18.8c4t £e6 19.8fc1 but [ thought that White’s
position was slightly better. In any case, recent
experience shows that Black has a solid defensive
formation.
15.2a41

I remember that at first I didn’t understand
this move at all. A more detailed analysis showed,
however, that the bad placement of this knight
would only be temporary, as it formed part of
a plan to exert unpleasant pressure against the
important squares d6 and €5 after the regrouping
b2-b4 followed by $a4-b2-c4 or d3.

But White’s idea didn’t turn out well because
Aulik didn't take into consideration Black’s
counterplay: indeed, after the imminent ...f6-
f5 White has to take prophylactic measures to
save his unstable centre, which allowed me to
seize the initiative for the rest of the game. On
the other hand, 15.2xa6 bxa6 was worse: Black
would prepare his pawn storm on the kingside
without any hindrance.
15...2¢7 16.8el

To defend the e4-pawn and put pressure on
the e-file.

16...5 17.8.c4
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If 17.exf5 gxf5 18.8c4 &e6 with very good

play.
17...64!

After this move Black's kingside plans are clearly
defined: either a pawn attack with moves such as
...h7-h5 and ...g6-g5-g4 or a piece attack after
..2h8, .. We7 and ...8Dc7-¢6-g5 (eventually this
knight can also move to d4) with piece sacrifices
hanging in the air. Black’s only weak square is
perfectly covered by the f7-knight. Black’s position
is now very flexible, a characteristic proving its
potential. Instead I had to be careful to avoid the
natural 17...8e6? 18.exf5! It turns out that the
“fearsome pawn centre” that is formed after this
move is not as fearsome as it’s made out to be; an
idea that has been exploited in subsequent games
and which has become White’s main strategy to
fight against Black’s system. 18...gxf5 19.8c3
ed 20.8xg7 Dxg7 (20...@xg7 21. W37 Si?gS
22.4)e5 and White is clearly better) 21.8g5 and
White’s position is much better.
18.b4

If18.82¢5 e6 (18...£e6!? — Huzman) 19.9xf7
(19.8xe6 &xe6 20.f3 g5 21.b4 h5 22.9b2 g4
and Black’s attacking) 19..¥xf7 20.f3 &h8
21.b4 We7 22.8¢3 (22.2b2 ©d4) 22...8g5, and
Black has a dangerous attack on the kingside.
18...2¢6

A move made with the aim, yet again, of
stabilizing Black’s central zone as a prelude to
a strong attack on the enemy kingside. Less
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accurate was 18..8e¢6 19.9b2 ®h8 20.5d3
Deg5 21.9xg5 Dxg5 22.8¢3 when the position
is unclear.

19.2b2 h5!

The kingside pawn storm should almost always
be started with this advance. In many variations
the g5-square can be used as an excellent outpost
for the black army.
20.8¢2

If 20.8xe6 Wxe6 21.8Dc4 (21.Wc4d Wey
22.9d3 g523.8¢3 &h7 followed by the eventual
advance ...g5-g4 with an attack) 21...&f6 22.8d1
g5, Black has the initiative. And if 20.£d3 then
20...8d8!.
20...2d8 21.Dc4

21.a4 g5
21..8b5 22.a4

22.8¢3 Dxc3 23.Wxc3 g5 was better.
22..0d4 23.9xd4 Exd4 24.Wc2 We7

Black’s position is overwhelming. The threats
include 25...f3, 25...Bfd8, 25...9g5 or 25..Wh4
(g5). Also very interesting was 24...f31? 25.gxf3
Wd8 26.8e3 g5 with an attack.
25.8d6

25.8ad1 £3!
25...8xd6 26.cxd6 Hig5

26..Exd6 27.b5 W¢5 28.Ha3 and Black is
clearly better; but not 26...Wxd6? 27.8c3.
27.%a3 Bd8 28.b5 B8xd6

White has no compensation for the sacrificed
pawn and Black’s offensive continues.

Later on, after acute time trouble, I wasn’t able
to realize my advantage but it was obvious that
the system had survived its first baptism of fire.

White gets rid of Ghe black Imierlc.r

In the next game in which the system was tested
I had to face an unpleasant novelty.

& Van Wely
¥ Comas Fabrego
Escaldes (z) 1998

(Starting from the Basic Position)

7.0-0 €5 8.8e3 Dg4 9.8g5 We8 10.dxe5 dxe5
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In complete contrast, we are now going to study
what is in my view the main variation of the
system beginning with 8.8el c6 9.£f1. In this
line Black doesn’t shy away from hand-to-hand
combat.

B. Black gives up the central tension in order to
achieve active play with his minor pieces.

9..exd4 10.2xd4 Dgé 11.h3 ¥b6 12.hxgs
Wxd4 13.99£3 Whet?

This is an interesting idea. Black tries to hamper
the development of the enemy queenside and, at
the same time, consolidate control of the ¢5- and
e5-squares with his minor pieces.

Worse is 13.. W5 14.g5 We7 15.¥g3 G\c5
16.2f4 £e5 17.8ad1 and White has a persistent
initiative, Gelfand — Markowski, Polanica Zdroj
1998.
14.%g312

White gives up his b2-pawn in order to
exchange the g7-bishop, thus obtaining attacking
prospects against the enemy kingside.

Other options didn’t yield any advantage. For
instance:

a) 14.8b1 &xgd! 15.¥xg4 &xc3 and Black is
slightly better.

b) 14.g5 @©c5 15.8b1 a5 16.8e3 (16.2f4
£e5 17.We3 W7 followed by ..2e6 and
Black’s position is excellent) 16...a4 (16...¥d8!?
17.8bd1 We7 18.8f4 £e5 19.Wg3 6 20.xf6
Bxf6 21.8xe5 dxe5 and Black is slightly better)

17.Bed]l £e5 18.We2 Wa5 19.8d2 Wc7 20.f4
£d4t 21.85h2 Be8 with annoying pressure
against the centre.

14...8¢5 15.2f4 8xf4
Worth considering is 15...Ee8!2.

& E e
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This is another attractive continuation. For

instance: 16.2abl (16.b3 Wa5 17.Hacl &Hc5)
16..Wc5 17.a3 (17.Hedl &xf4 [17...2e6 18.a3
&xfd 19.Wxf4 WeS 20.Wxe5 dxe5 is equal]
18.8xf4 We5 19.WxeS dxeS 20.2¢2 2e6 and
the position is balanced) 17...g5 18.8xe5 Wxe5
19.¥xe5 dxeS 20.3 &6 21.b4 Had8 with
equality.

16.¥xf4 ¥xb2 17.8acl Db4!

Black wants to exchange the potentially most
dangerous enemy piece: the c3-knight. Bad is
17..£621 18.c5! dxc5 19.8c4+ &g7 20.e5 1-0
Savchenko — Amonatov, Elista (ol) 1998.
18.e5
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After 18.Wxd6 Hxa2 19.80xa2 ¥xa2 the
position is unclear.
18...d5!

It is essential to control the e4-square to
prevent the white knight from transferring to
the kingside. Worse was 18...dxe5 19.¥h6! (now
Black has many problems defending his king)
19...f6 20.2e4 Bxgd (20..2Dxa2 21.8b1 Wa3
22.¢5 and White is clearly better) 21.Ebl Wa3
22.8e3 Wa5 23.a3 §a6 24.Hxb7 with an artack.
19.cxd5 Dxd5 20.2xd5 cxd5

Black has no problems at all.

To end this section, [ would like to share with the
reader a game I played against one of the greatest
specialists in this system, with both colours.

<& Huzman
¥ Comas Fabrego
Istanbul 2003

9....exd4 10.Dxd4 Dgé 11.h3 ¥b6 12.hxgs
Wxd4 13.g5 Wxd1 14.Exd1 Le5 15.Da4l?

7
’

R A
&

In this contest an interesting psychological
situation occurred, one which every player has
to face at some point in his career: you must
play a creative opponent, who is an opening
expert and great analyst, and you know that if
you choose your usual variations sooner or later
you will have to face an unpleasant surprise in
the form of a new idea. What should you do in
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such a case? Do you decide to change your line
or do you defend your cause come what may? I
think that your answer lies in the attitude you
normally show at the board: there are pragmatic
chess players and there arc those who search for
the truth of the position.

I belong to the second group. I have never
considered myself a player: rather I am an analyst
of the game. But I wouldn't like the reader to
interpret my words as boasting. No. In fact,
I think that it is necessary to be able to adopt
both philosophies of play depending on the
circumstances of the tournament and on the
opponent you are facing. But when it comes to
my favourite system...

I should add that I was quite curious to see
whether Huzman would repeat the set-up chosen
by Eljanov against me some years catlier (2 game
which the reader will find analysed elsewhere in
this book). I was curious because despite having
lost that game and although other grandmasters,
among them Alexei Shirov, preferred White's
position, I firmly believed in Blacks cause and
I wished to know whether Huzman was of the
same opinion. Well, it turned out that the Israeli
player agreed with me since he deviated here
from the main theoretical continuation 15.8e3.

It should be noted that although the idea
15.%)a4 had been played before, I didn't know it
at all and therefore I was in uncharted territory.
Undoubtedly the thorough analysis I carried out
in the aforementioned game against Eljanov and
the knowledge, even unconscious at that time, of
the ideas developed in the game Garcia Luque
— Magem Badals, analysed above in this same
section, were very useful in reaching the correct
conclusion.
15...2b4IN

Black’s correct strategy is to initiate a very
active piece struggle for control of the crucial
d4-square. Worse were both 15..80¢52 16.9xc5
dxc5 17.82e3 £xb2 18.Habl £e5 19.&xc5, when
White is slightly better, and 15...He8 16.%¢3
b6 17.8d2 &b7 18.8adl ¢5 19.3 &c7 20.8c3
(Khenkin — Glek, Porto San Giorgio 1998) with
an unpleasant plus for White.
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16...c6 17.bxc5 and White has an obvious

advantage.
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17.8xc7

Other possibilities don’t seem to cause Black
any trouble. For instance:

a) 17.bxc5 axb5 18.83d5 £xd5 19.cxd5 dxc5
20.8xc5 Bxa2 and Black is slightly better.

b) 17.d5 £xd5 18.8xc7 Lxed 19.5)xa8
Dxg2 20.2b6 Dxel 21.¥xel Hd3 22.£xd3
8xd3 23.9d7 W3 24 £xe5 Wodt 25.ﬁg3 Wxd7
and Black is slightly better.

o) 17.8xf4 Wixf4 18.g3 W6 19.9Dxc7 £xc3
20.bxc5 £xel 21.Wxel Bad8 and Black is clearly
better.
17...8xc3 18.2xc3

If 18.bxc5 &xel 19.9xa8 £xf21 20.£x{2 dxc5
21.8c7 Dxe2t 22.Wxe2 Wif4 23.Wb2 Wxc7
24.%£6 Hh7 and Black is slightly better.
18...2xe21 19.8xe2 ¥xc3 20.bxc5 dxc5

20...2ac8 21.82xd6 and White is clearly better.
21.9xa8 Exa8

'The position is unclear.

All these continuations are only approximations
of the numerous possibilities the position offers.
Burt I think that the reader can appreciate the
richness of ideas this line contains.

Now we are gradually going to delve deeper in
the more critical variations of this system.

line 3: lear the sborm
Classical Variation with 8.8el

Now let’s analyse the more usual lines of the
system.

(Starting from the Basic Position)

7.0-0 5 8.2el 6 9.2f1

Now Black has at his disposal two main
options.

A. Black increases the central tension.
9..8g410.d5

Another highly rated possibility is 10.8e3!2
although T think that in this case after 10...exd4!
Black gets a very sound position. With this move
Black begins a plan whose aim is to put pressure
on the central dark squares and the enemy
queenside. For instance 11.£2xd4 He8!.

weiderp sisd[eue
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11...0b4 was later played by Topalov, but it’s
weaker. There might follow 12.82e2 ¢5 13.8¢3
Be8 14.h3! £xf3 15.8xf3 and the presence of the
f3-bishop favours White, as his centre is much
more stable.

After 11..He8! there follows 12.h3 £xf3
13.Wxf3 @b4! 14.8acl ¢5 15.8e3 Hc6! (this
is the basic middlegame position) 16.Ecdl (if
16.8ed1?? We7! the weakness of the e4-square
becomes apparent: 17.82g5 We6 18.8xf6 [18.2el
Nd4] 18..Wxf6 19.Wxf6 £xf6 20.8xd6 £xc3
21.Exc3 Bxe4 and the position is equal) 16...%a5!
(exploiting the vulnerability of the el-rook)
17.2f4 (if 17.8d2 He6!, beginning an excellent
regrouping aimed at controlling once and for
all the d4-square and stabilizing the d6-pawn:
18.2edl @e8) 17..50d4 18.¥d3 Bad8 19.2d2
Wh6 (Black’s plan consists of constantly harassing
the enemy queenside) 20.£g5 8c8 21.8c1 Dd7
22.f4 a6 23.g3 b8 24.8g2 Hbc6 25.4d5 Was
26.a3 b5, Garcia Luque — Magem Badals, Spain
1990: Black has excellent counterplay.
10...cxd5!%

This is an interesting idea. Black prepares
his kingside counterplay without giving up the
possibility of activating his a6-knight through
c5. Worse is instead 10...8e8 11.h3 £d7 12.¢5!
(I dont understand why so far no-one has played
this strong move) 12...%xc5 13.b4 and White is
clearly better.
11.cxd5 De8

L4
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12.8xa6?!

A very instructive error. The weakness of Black’s
queenside pawns is deceptive and the possible
transfer of a white knight to the “ideal” c6-square
will remove a very important piece from the main
theatre of operations, the kingside. Other options
were 12.h3 &d7 (12...8c8"? in some variations it
is better that this bishop is on c8, increasing the
safety of the b7- and d6-pawns) 13.2d2 (13.8¢3
f5; instead, 13.a4!?, suggested by the Israeli
player Greenfeld, is extremely interesting) 13...f5
14.8c4 b5 15.9a3 b4 with counterplay.
12...bxa6 13.%d3 £c8!

Black keeps his valuable light-squared bishop

and prepares the expansion on the kingside with

715,
14.0d2 £5 15.8) ¢4 f4 16.24 Wh4 17.2d2
17.8a5 &6 with an attack.
17...25
17...£3 was another very valid option.
18.f3
18.8a5 Bf6 with a useful initiative.
18...g4 19.fxg4 fxg4 20.Ef1 Ef6 21.81 Wh5
22.h3 £d7 23.%f3 ¥he

And Black continued building up his attacking
position on the kingside in Candela Perez —
Comas Fabrego, Burgos 2003.

Aswe have seen, this line usually leads to positions
with a blocked pawn centre, giving the struggle a
rather slow character.
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that we were both in severe time trouble, and
therefore this was a very logical decision. 34.Exe8
Exe8 35.f1 &3 36.2d1 Ee2 37.¢6 Bc2 38.8€3
d4 39.c7 &b2 40.8xd4 £xd4 41.Bxd3 Bxf2t
42.%g1 B2t 43.8xd4 Bxc7 also equalized.
34...8xe3 35.8xe3 Bf5

We will stop at this position, which is slightly
better for Black, but trust nobody... David ended
up winning! Well, the continuation was racher
long and has no relevance to the opening.

T hope you enjoyed the game. As [ said before, I
loved it and this was one of the main reasons why
more than ten years later I am still investigating
the nuances of this interesting system.

Thank you, David, for having shared with me
such unforgettable moments at the chessboard.
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The Others

I'would like to dedicate this last chapter to the memory of a series of exceptional classical chess players
from the old Soviet Union who have been unfairly underrated by Western literature. I am referring
to players such as Chigorin, Rauzer, Bogoljubow, Boleslavsky, Bondarevsky, Levenfish, Ragozin,
Kholmov, Furman, Averbakh, Simagin, Tolush, Lilienthal... We can still learn many things from them
today, rescue old and interesting opening systerns, revitalize ideas and strategies now forgotten, and
understand modern chess through their efforts.

These great players’ passion for chess can be felt in their titanic duels. To some it might seem
pointless to investigate the distant past. But as Oscar Wilde wrote “The only excuse for making a
useless thing is that one admires it intensely” and my admiration for them is enormous.

% Tarrasch
¢ Chigorin
St Petersburg 1893 (11), Ruy Lopez [C77]

I found the following game in the excellent book Mikhail Chigorin: The Creative Chess Genius by
Jimmy Adams. It contains an interesting biography of Chigorin and his times. In addition, the games
are very well analysed by esteemed players such as Vasyukov, Nikitin, Levenfish, Averbakh... The
present game, for instance, was annotated by Vasyukov and Nikitin (the reader will see that many
times I use the initials V.N. to refer to them). Despite their good work I think that there is still a lot
to be said about the game. I hope the reader enjoys this investigation.

l.ed €5 2.3 D6 3.2b5 a6 4.2a4 D6 5.0 c3 d6 6.82xc6F bxc6 7.d4 Dd7

This was one of Chigorin’s favourite manoeuvres in Ruy Lopez set-ups: he believed in the structural
strength of the central pawn on €5, and accordingly he tried to support it at all costs.
8.dxe5 dxe5

I would like to reproduce what Tarrasch thought about this position: “Now Black has a completely
shattered pawn formation on the queen’s flank, and in this respect is doubtless at a disadvantage. Thus
far I can agree with all the commentators of this game. But these gentlemen have forgotten only to
take into account the benefits which Black obtains through the exchange on c6:

1. The open b-file

2. The possession of the two bishops

3. The immunity of BlacK’s position from attack
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White only exchpqeer one enemy Imiehp

The next alternative we will study sees White
capturing only the a6-knight and placing his
pieces so as to make it as difficult as possible for

Black to carry out the break ...f6-f5, while White
also prepares the manoeuvre Hf3-d2-c4-d6 (a5).

(Starting from the Basic Position)

7.0-0 €5 8.8e3 Dg4 9.82g5 We8 10.dxe5 dxe5
11.h3 £6 12.8d2 Dh6 13.¢5! c6 14.8xa6 bxa6
15.%a4 &7

y 3
% ///%%
& 4% / ? //

5 / ,,,,,,,,, 7,
7 7 7%
¢ 4 &

16.Ead1 Eb8

‘There are other possibilities:

a) 16...2b7?! (preparing the manoeuvre ... We7
and ...f6-f5; the drawback of this move is that
it is rather slow and the b7-bishop is not well
placed) 17.&c1 (17.£e3 We7 18.8)d2 f5 with
counterplay) 17..We7 18.0d2! A typical pawn
sacrifice to seize a lasting initiative. 18...Wxc5
19.80b3 We7 20.8e3 with the initiative.

b) 16..52h8 17.Efel Hg8 18.2e3 Eb8 19.b3
Bb7 20.0d2 £5 21.f4 (21.exf5 gxf5 22.c4 Be7
23.0d6 Dxd6 24.cxd6 Be6!? with immediate
counterplay against the enemy kingside)
21...exf4"? (undoubtedly the best option in this
situation; clearly worse is 21...g5 22.exf5 gxf4
23.8xf4 8xf5 24.8£e3 and White was clearly
better in Shabalov — Volokitin, Bermuda 2003)
22.8d4 Wf8r 23.0f3 (23.8e2 8d7 24.exf5
gxf5) 23...9d8!

wrexderp sisdfeue

The key manoceuvre in this position. The
black knight is heading for the very strong ¢6-
square: 24.exf5 gxf5! It is important to open the

g-file along which Black will develop a strong

attack. 25.9e2! He6 26.Wxc6 Dxd4 27.9fxd4
(27.Dexd4 &xd4t 28.Bxd4 Bbg7 with some
initiative, whereas 28...%Wg7 29.9e5 He7 30.%d5
&b7 31.¢6 £xc6 32.Wxc6 Bxe5 33.Exe5 WxeS
is about equal) 27...He7 28.¥d6 (28.93 &b7;
28.Wf3 He4 with compensation) 28..2e5
29.¥d5 Wg7 with a clear initiative.

) 16..£52 17.exf5 gxf5 18.8g5! and after the
exchange of the important f7-knight White’s
attack quickly penetrates through the invasion
square d6.

17.8c1 f5 18.exf5 gxf5 19.Efel

Undoubtedly one of the critical positions of
this system. In the following analysis I intend to
prove that Black's options are fairly promising.





index-102_1.png
The Others

centre with the aim of activating the passive g7-
bishop. 21...%d7 22.Wxd7 Bxd7 23.Ebal and
White is clearly better.

weiderp sisd[eue

White controls the only open file. Let's not
forget that in rook endgames greater activity is
usually a decisive factor.

b) 14...c4 15.b3! cxb3 16.Hxb3

5
x@% 21

&
Y/
7

7,

»
n -

weaSerp sisd[eue

And with the minority attack a4-a5 and axb6
one can only wonder, which “weakness” will be
more important, b6 or ¢3?

The concept of weakness cannot be covered
only from a static point of view, as for instance
in the misguided statement, “a backward pawn
on an open file is always weak”. One also has to
ask how strong the opponent's attack against that
weakness is, and what one’s defensive capabilities
are.

From this point of view it is easy to establish
that the b6-pawn is much more vulnerable
than its counterpart on c3 thanks in part to the
powerful action of the f4-bishop. On the other

137

hand White always has at his disposal the advance
c3-c4 getting rid of the so-called “weakness”.

©) 14...0e8! 1 think this is the best plan for
Black, demanding very accurate play from
White to keep his positional plus. Black’s idea
is ...2d6 strengthening the vulnerable light
squares on the queenside, following Steinitz
well known law stating that one has to reinforce
the most sensitive points of one’s position when
defending. Furthermore the move prepares an
eventual ...2g7xe5 or ...f7-f6 getting rid of the
annoying e5-knight and preparing a subsequent
central expansion.

15.b4! (15.a52 b5 and White wouldn’t
achieve his objective of opening lines on the
queenside) 15..cxb4 16.cxbd @Dd6 (16...Ec2
17.b5 ©b8 18.¥dl Hdc8 19.Hcl [19.2c¢6
Dxc6 20¥xc2 Hxd4d 21.Wd3 De6 22.Ha2
9c5 with compensation] 19..Excl 20.Excl

with an unpleasant space advantage) 17.b5 @b8
18.4d3!

weiderp sisd[eue

An excellent manoeuvre with the idea of
exchanging the opponent's most active minor
piece, the d6-knight. (18.Bcl a6 with pressure
against b5) 18...e6 19.8xd6 Exd6 20.Ecl Edd8
21.83 a6 (21..80d7 22.9b4) 22.8fe5 with
strong pressure.

White wants to play h3-h4-h5; if Black pushes
back the knight with ..f7-f6 he will seriously
weaken his kingside and lose some coordination
among his forces.

After the text move the game continued:

15.a5!
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Firstly, T think that Black’s play was extremely
original and Chigorin showed he was also very
good at playing with the bishop pair. We all have
the image of this player in his favourite defence
against the queen’s pawn, fighting with his knights
and better pawn structure against the enemy
bishop pair. This game proves that he was above
all a universal player.

Secondly, consider Lasker’s opinion: “Anderssen
and Chigorin acted according to the events at
hand, but Capablanca acts in accordance with the
logic of the position’s permanent character. He
calculates only that which is durable, for example
the strength of his position, the pressure on a
weak point, and mistrusts incidental events such
as a problem mate... but he has the ability to make
fine, sharp combinations which take advantage of
the particular moment.”

If we substituted Tarrasch for Capablanca the
idea would basically be as valid (maybe the former
was weaker in the field of combination).

But I'would like to warn the reader that the days
of simple and logical chess are gone. As one gets
better one discovers the growing importance of
mastering unclear positions. That is why Chigorin
was a player ahead of his time.

<& Rauzer
# Yudovich

Moscow 1931, Queen’s Gambit [D60]

1.d4 D6 2.c4 €6 3.9c3 d5 4.8g5 <6 5.063
Dbd7 6.¥b312

A very interesting alternative with the aim of
preventing both the Cambridge Springs Variation
and the more usual lines of the Orthodox
Variation.

6..8¢7
If 6..%a5 there would follow 7.2d2! wich
advantage to White.

7.€3 0-0 8.8¢e2 dxcd 9.Wxcd Dd5 10.8xe7
¥xe7 11.0-0

Due to the presence of the queen on c4 the
typical simplifying and freeing manocuvre
11..8x%c3 and 12..e5 cannot be carried out
because after 12.Wxc3 the e5-square is under

True Lies in Chess

White’s control. Also, and for the same reason,
Black cannot continue the mobilization of his
queenside with ...b7-b6.
11...Ee8

The game Rauzer ~ Verlinsky from the same
championship continued 11...5b6 12.¥b3 &5
13.24 exd4 14.9xd4 a5 15.8fd1 b4 16.He4
and White enjoyed a comfortable plus.
12.2fd1

Once again preventing Black’s simplifying
manoeuvre due to the weakness of the back rank.

12...895b6 13.¥b3 5

14.a4!

A typical reaction against the b6-knight with
the aim of creating a lack of coordination among
the opponent’s forces or alternatively weakening
Black’s pawn structure. From this moment on
White’s initiative keeps growing slowly but
inexorably.
14...e4

If 14...exd4 15.8xd4 Dc5 16.Wb4, the idea
being 17.a5 with very unpleasant pressure.
15.2d2 &6 16.25 Hbd5

Bad was 16...26 due to 17.Wa3 ¥Wxa3 18.5xa3
@bd5 19.8dxe4 and White is clearly better.
17.26 b6 18.Edcl £f5?

This is probably the decisive mistake. What was
its origin? It is once again a case of stigmatising a
vulnerable pawn, in this case the one on ¢6, on an

half-open file. Back then such weaknesses had a
very bad press.
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especially ¢6 which is attacked by the white
knighc on e5.

According to Steinitz's theory White must
attack if he doesn't want to lose the advantage.
What points should he attack? Of course the
most vulnerable ones. How to do this? With
14.8ad1, improving the position of his heavy
forces and threatening at the same time 15.d5,
fixing the weakness on ¢6 and highlighting the
vulnerability of the e4-pawn. And now:

a) 14...2ad8 15.%b5! Attacking the weakness
on ¢6. 15...cxd4 (if instead 15...e6 16.Wc6 Wxc6
17.8xc6, White is clearly better: he occupies a
very dangerous outpost; or 15...8xe5 16.8xe5,
when the safety of the black king is compromised
for the rest of the game) 16.exd4 ©b8 17.Edel!
Switching targets. 17...a6 18.We2 £5 19.13 exf3
20.9)xf3 and White is clearly better. Note how by
attacking the opponent’s weak points White has
been able to transform his advantages into more
significant and lasting ones. There’s nothing left
of the weak pawn on e4 or the attack on ¢6 but
now the weak points €5 and 6 and the backward
e¢7-pawn, all of them on an open file, are very
serious.

b) 14...e6 15.2c4 ¥c6 16.0d6 &c7 17.dxcS
bxc5 18.%c4 and White is clearly better.

c) 14..8fd8 15.2¢3! White, taking advantage
of the dominant position of his e5-knight,
completely changes the setting of the action.
What does the superiority of a piece placed
on a dominant position bring? Among other
things the possibility of transferring the focus of
the fight to other parts of the board where our
opponent is not in a position to fight effectively.
At the same time the flexibility of the position
is increased in the sense that White is laying the
foundations to carry out new plans, depending
on the set-up the opponent adopts. 15...Bac8 (if
15...66 16.%c4 £18 17.2h4, White continues the
offensive against the opponent’s new weaknesses)
16.£3! The start of action in the centre and
kingside exploiting the unfortunate situation
of the opponent’s forces on the other wing.
16...exf3 17.8xf3 &xe5 (17...£5 18.d5! ©c7 19.e4
fxed 20.Wxed Bxd5 21.2df1 Wa8 22 8f7 with a
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strong attack) 18.8xe5 f6 19.8¢3 and again the
black king will be in danger for the rest of the
game.
13.a4!

Withour the participation of the heavy pieces
(the rooks and the queen) it is impossible to carry
out any destructive action on the opponent’s
position. The text move is the beginning of a
manoeuvre to open lines for the rooks on the
queenside. At the same time, and depending on
the opponent’s reaction, this advance could mean
the beginning of a new pawn offensive to restrict
the action of the enemy forces. This latter plan
is reminiscent of the playing style advocated by
Steinitz.

13...8fd8 14.2fb11!

A mysterious rook manoeuvre, as Nimzowitsch
would phrase it. It finalizes the preparations
for the plans outlined in the above note. The
accumulation of small advantages continues
while keeping the flexibility of the position.
14..2b8

There were several interesting alternatives:

a) 14...d7 with the intention of exchanging
the powerful ¢5-knight; there might follow
15.8xd7 8xd7 16.¥b5! (16.a5? b5 and Black
would keep the queenside closed) 16...2dd8 17.a5
(breaking up the enemy front) 17...8)c7 (17...2a8
18.axb6 axb6 19.8a3 D c7 20.8xa8 Hxa8 21.Wd7
Invasion!) 18.2xc7 Wxc7 19.axb6 axb6 20.Ha6
8b8 21.9f3 Preventing any counterplay in the
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15.%a5

15.c52! But now this move, without Black
having played the weakening expansion ...f7-f5,
would be dubious since the f3-knight is somewhat
passive, the e4-pawn can become vulnerable and
Black has at his disposal the excellent filling
square d6 for his rooks.
15...c5 16.b4! We6 17.bxc5 Le7 18.2d2

This shows Tarrasch’s marked inclination
towards static elements such as material and
pawn structure to the detriment of dynamic
factors. Better was 18.8)c3! ¢6 (18...£5 19.9d5!
fxe4 20.9g5 £xg5 21.8xg5 or 18...¥xc4 19.8fc1
and White is clearly better in both cases), as
¢7-¢6 is an important positional concession.

18...216 19.f3

Also interesting was 19.9c3 Dgd 20.90d5
@xe3 21.fxe3 with the initiative according to
V.N, although after 21...c6 Black has counterplay.
The other option, 19.¥xc7 g4l (19...8xe4
20.Dxed Dxed 21.Db6 D3 22.8fel and White
is slightly better; 19...2d7 20.¥b6 &c6 21.8c3
Ng4 22.8)d5 with yet another filling) 20.¥xb7
Hxe3 21.fxe3 Bxd2, gives Black counterplay.
19...82d3 20.Bfel Efd8 21.Eab13!

White makes an important inaccuracy. After
21.8ad1!? the possible capture of the c7-pawn
and the manoeuvre $ad-c3-dS are on the cards,
and there’s no way for Black to exploit his pressure
on the d-file. For instance: 21..Wc6 (21...83d7
22.8c3 c6 23.8b1 £c8 24.8)d5 cxd5 [24...Ee8
25.8b6 2d3 26.8b3 Hed8 27.90d5 and White
is clearly better] 25.8bG! and White is clearly
on top) 22.8b1 &c8 23.5b3 H3d7 (23..4h5
24.9)c3 &h4 25.9d5 £xel 26.Bxel and White
is clearly better) 24.9)c3 and White’s advantage
is obvious.
21...8¢6 22.9b2 B3d7 23.8bcl?

This mistake hands the initiative to Black.
Much better was the immediate 23.2d1 h6!?
(23...22h5 24.9)c3 Bxd2 25.8xd2 8xd2 26.9d5
wins for White) 24.8b2 &h5 25.9c3 &f4
26.8eb1! (26.8xf4 exfd 27.0d5 &xd5 28.cxd5
HxdS) 26...20d3 27.8b8 £xc5 28.8xc5 &xc5
29.Wxc5 Bxd2 30.Exd8t Bxd8 31.8)d5 and
White is clearly better. In this line Tarrasch’s lack

of understanding of dynamic factors such as time
is apparent once more.

23...20h5! 24.9d1

24..0)f4

This is not the most accurate artacking
continuation: the h5-knight is a very valuable
piece in this kind of fixed pawn structure. I find
it strange that V.N. overlooked this. Better was
24..¥o6 25.80b3 (25.8f1 £h4 26.92 and the
white knight gets furcher away from the excellent
d5-square) 25...8g5 26.8xg5 Wxg5 27.0e3 D4
Now this knight is an attacking piece creating
dangerous threats. 28.8c2 (28.Wxa6 &xg2
29.9xg2 Ha8l) 28..00d3 29.Bee2 &4 with
equality.

But perhaps the move with the best prospects
is 24..82h41 25.8f1 (if 25.9f2 Black manages
to stop the annoying @dl-c3-d5 for good
and can calmly prepare his attacking options)
25..We6 26.9b3 8g5 27.8xg5 (27.%h1 Dg3t)
27..Wixg5 28.8)c3 @f4 Again the black knight
is very dangerous. 29.g3 (29.Ec2 2d2 winning)
29..£5 (29..h51 30.¥xa6 h4 31.g4 Wh6 with
the initiatve, e.g. 32.8a5 ©d3) 30.Wxat
Wh6 31.gxf4 (31.Wa3 &d3 winning) 31...Ea8
32 . Wxa8+ £xa8, and the attack against the white
king persists despite the simplifications.
25.8xf4 exf4 26.Db3 £h4

“Now, on 27.Ef1, would follow 27...f5!. He

has to drive the knight away from the c3-square,
from where it could get to d5.” (V.N.)
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27.0£2

After 27.8f1 5 28.exf5 We2 (28..Wxf5
29.4\c3 followed by £c3-d5) 29.8c3 Wxc4 the
position is still unclear.
27..¥h6

The queen
manoeuvre with the aim of testing not only the

beginning of an excellent
defensive ability of the position, but also of the
player with the white pieces. Undoubtedly this
is a very modern concept which Karpov would
love.
28.82c2

The threat was ...
28... 96!

“The threat is 29...8xe4 30.Hxed Bxdlf!”
(V.N.)
29.%c3

29.8d2Exd2 30.9xd2 ¥f6 with compensation:

e.g. 31.He2 We5 with counterplay.
29...%h5!

&xf27.

29..f5 was the logical continuation of
the attack, to clear the a8-hl diagonal and
bring the c6-bishop into the attack with very
good prospects. But Black is still putting his
opponent's nervous system to the test.
30.e5¢

And it works. This move, activating Black’s
bishop, is an important concession. Also bad

was 30.Hd2? Bxd2 31.8xd2 £x{21 and Black

is clearly better.

30...¥g6! 31.8d22

129

This is the decisive mistake although White’s
position was extremely difficult to play. More
resilient was 31.Ece2 although Black has already
taken control of the game.
31.8xf3 32.¥xf3 Exd2 33.Dxd2 Bxd2
34.2f1 h6 35.Wxf4 £g5 36.¥f3 Re7 37.2h1
Bxa2

“And so Black has restored material
equilibrium, retaining a tangible positional
advantage. He has an active rook, a distant
passed pawn on a6, the e7-bishop will attack
the weak white pawns in the centre, and White’s
pieces are tied to the defence of the g2-square.”
The position is desperate for White.
38.9d3 £g5 39.2b4 Eb2 40.9d5 6 41.8c3
2b3 42.2d1 Bh7

42..Wc2! wins at once. (V.N.)
43.h3 8e7 44.Bd3 Lfxc5 45.De4 Bblt
46.5h2 &g1t 47.2h1 £d4t 48.2h2 LxeSt
49.¢3

Can Black lose such a position? You ain’t seen
nothin’ yet...

49...Bb2t 50.5g1 5 51.8)¢5 a5 52.2d7

7 7

52..8c72

Surely the reader will remember Chigorin’s
famous error in the last game of his match against
Steinitz. You can see that it was not an isolated
instance! Of course 52...£d6 wins.

53.018+%
1-0
I have shown this game for several reasons:
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For these reasons I prefer Black’s game.”

I also think that Blacks position is absolurely
reasonable. However, [ would ask the reader to
pay attention to the following theoretical position
reached after:

l.e4 5 2.3 Dc6 3.2b5 a6 4.2a4 d6 5.0-0
DF6 6.8xc61 bxc6 7.d4 Be7 8.8el Hd7 9.dxe5
dxe5

In order to evaluate this position, couldn't we
use the same words Tarrasch used to evaluate the
previous one? Of course we could. But make
no mistake, after 10.9bd2! (Leko’s idea 10.b3
intending 11.£a3 is also interesting) with the
idea @c4 (probing e5) and eventually &a5,
White effectively gets to attack the weak points
in the black structure, in this case a5 and ¢6, with
tremendously unpleasant pressure.

So where is the mistake in Dr Tarrasch’s
comment? Undoubtedly it is in having too static
a view of the position. The disposition of the rest
of the pieces and the time factor, both dynamic
aspects, play a decisive role in making an accurate
evaluation of the possibility of exploiting the
opponent’s weaknesses. Tarrasch only evaluates
the pawn structure and factors arising from it
(open files, weak pawns, bishop pair...). In the
game we are studying the fact that the white
knight being on ¢3, as we will see below, greatly
limits the possibilities of the first player to exploit
the weaknesses in the opponent’s queenside.

As you can see, one little nuance completely
changes the evaluation of a situation: that is the
beauty of chess! (I would go even further: this
type of position can be reached with a black
pawn on a7 instead of on a6 and this again has
favourable repercussions for Black as the eventual
manoeuvre £¢8-a6 makes White’s intended plans
difficult to achieve). We will see how this static
and narrow view often had a negative influence
on Tarrasch’s
this contest. In contrast, Chigorin was a more

decision-making  throughout
complete player: in fact in his moves one can see
elements belonging to both philosophies of play,
dynamic and static.

9.2¢3 £d6

.
A

527

B

Regarding this move, with your permission,
I would like to introduce an ugly new concept
into chess terminology: the filling. Surely we all
have had the unpleasant experience of going to a
dentist. We have a bad tooth, full of cavities and
decay, and suddenly the dentist, as though we
were his worst enemy, starts drilling the tooth.
When he finishes he adds a bit of amalgam here
and there and... oh, miracle! What was very
fragile and useless has regained its strength and
effectiveness. Something similar happens in many
kinds of broken pawn formations: by themselves
they are extremely weak but, with a piece in the
right place, what at first sight was vulnerable
becomes a powerful force of nature. In the
current position the d6-bishop holds everyching
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together, very effectively consolidating Black's
wrecked pawn structure on the queenside.

In practice there are many standard situations
that have this characteristic:
famous structure discovered by Botvinnik
(White: e4, c4, ¢3, Dd5 or £d5 or 8d5; Black:
eS, ¢5, b7, §c6), or the famous game Keres
— Flohr, Semmering 1937 (White: isolated ¢3-
pawn and £d4). Basically we are talking about

remember the

a form of cooperation or collaboration between
pieces and pawns which may be more or less
subtle but which is easy to visualize for those
players who are not stifled by orthodoxy. In the
present game the reader will be able to enjoy
some more fillings...

10.0-0 0-0 11.¥d22!

A typical move in the style of Tarrasch; its aim is
to attack the opponent’s weak pawns and squares
with manoeuvres such as ©c3-a4 and Wd2-c3
(or a3). According to V.N. 11.9a4 was better.
I would only like to add that this position has
appeared in practice with White to move (Black
having lost one tempo because of the manoeuvre
£e7-d6) and yet the evaluation is still unclear. If
instead 11.9d2, then 11...a5! 12.8)¢4 (12.8b3
a4) 12...8a6.
11..%e7 12.9a4 Bb8! 13.b3 £b72!

As Chigorin himself pointed out, it was better
to play 13..9b6! 14.6b2 (14.8xb6 cxb6 and
Black is slightly better) 14...c5 15.c4 (15.8fel
&b7 after this move it is apparent thar the
concept of “weakness” is somewhat more subtle
than classical manuals have told us; ask the e4-
pawn if you don’t believe me) 15...f5! and the
initiative is in Black’s hands. This line illustrates
another important element in chess: the need to
consider the different areas of the board as related
parts of the same unit. In the current position the

voluntary weakening of Black’s queenside, and as
a consequence White’s subsequent attempt to
exploit these weaknesses, has given the second
player the chance of winning the upper hand on
other parts of the board, in this case the enemy
centre and kingside. Very similar ideas can be
found, for instance, in the Sveshnikov Variation
of the Sicilian.

127

14.c4 BbdS8?

Chigorin wastes another valuable tempo in
carrying out his main counterplay, and so loses
the initiative. According to V.N. 14...f52 was
better, but after 15.¢5!? (dangerous was 15.exf5
Bxf5 16.0c3 e4 17.8g5 We8 18.Bfel Hxf3!
19.gxf3 @e5 with a strong attack) 15...8xc5
16.2xc5 8xc5 17.8xc5 Wxc5 18.Hacl!

wrerdeip sisdeue

I think White has the better prospects. For
instance: 18..%d6 (18..%We7 19.Wc3 HbeS
20.¥c41! The black king is pushed to an
unfavourable position. 20..%h8 21.¥c5 It is
in the ending that the structural weaknesses of a
position generally become apparent. 21...Wxc5

[21..fxed 22.82d2 Bf4 23.Bfel and White is
slightly better] 22.8xc5 fxed 23.90d2! and this
position is much more pleasant for White, despite
being a pawn down, because his knight is better
than the enemy bishop) 19.¥c3 It’s important to
prevent the b7-bishop from getting free with the
manoeuvre ...c6-¢5. 19...c5 (19...fxe4 20.Dxe5
[20.8c41l &h8 21.9g5 Wg6 22.9xed and
White is slightly better] 20..8f5 21.Wc4t ¥ds
22.)d7 [22.9xc6! reaching a superior rook
ending] 22...Be8 23.80c5 £c8 24.Bfel and again
White has a more pleasant position) 20.8fd1 ¥f6
21.8xe5 and White is clearly better; e.g. 21...fxe4
22.Wxc5 &c8 23.2d7! and the complications
favour White. For example, 23...e3 24.%c4t ©h8
25.9 7t C{”gS 26.5\g51‘ &hh8 27.8f7 winning,

However, instead of 14...f5 the continuation
14...c5!15.8c3 5 16.8)d5 We8, with counterplay
in the centre and the kingside, seems more
consistent with 13...2b7.
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43.8xc4 Wh5!

“It would appear that White was far from
expecting the text-move, since he now used the
greater part of his time on the clock without
finding the right continuation.”

If instead 43...22xf2 then 44.Ec3! g4 45.h3.
44 .8c2?

A move that, curiously enough, Deep Junior
endorses. Keres knew better:

“Retaining the piece allows his opponent
a decisive attack and speedily results in a lost
position.” The alternatives were:

a) 44.h3 Dxf2 wins for Black.

b) 44.h4! (Keres) 44..8¥xf2 45.8f1! (45.8c6
0d3; 45Ec3 ©dil; 45.¥b3 bxcd! [Keres]
46.¥ixb7 gxh4 47.xf2 [47.¥b6! and the position
is unclear according to Deep Junior] 47...2f87)
45.9d1 (45..9d3 46.Wb3 Bf7 47.Ec6 or
47.Bc3 and White is clearly better in both cases)
46.¥b3 bxcd (46..9e3 47.Hc8)) 47.Wxb7 &e3
“and, though Black has retained his extra pawn,
the open nature of Black’s king affords White
good prospects of equalising the position.

With Smyslov having left these variations

unnoticed in his adjournment analysis, one can
hardly blame him for not discovering the only way
of saving the game on coming so unexpectedly to
these complications over the board.”

44, ¥xh2t 45.0f1 EBff 46.Eee2 Wxg3
47.¥c3
If 47.8c3 Wd6 48.d5 Bdf8, Black wins; 47.e5

a4 also wins.

47..¥xc3 48.8xc3 Hdf8 49.8Bcc2 HxP2
50.8xf2 Exf21 51.8xf2 Bxf2t 52.0xf2 a4!
53.2h3 Bf7 54.d5 exd5

54...a3 55.8xe6T &f6 is also decisive.

55.8d7 26 56.8c6 dxed 57.8xb5 a3
0-1

& Boleslavsky
& Lisitsin
Leningrad 1956, Sicilian Dragon [B76]

L.e4 ¢5 2.963 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Dxd4 D6 5.0c3
g6 6.8e3 fg7 7.£3 0-0 8.Md2 Dc6 9.0-0-0
Hxd4 10.8£xd4 Wa5 11.8b1 5 12.8¢3 Le6
13.a3 Bfd8 14.2b5 Wa4 15.c4 &xc4 16.2c3
Wb3 17.8xc4 Wixcd 18.8g5 We6 19.8xf6
Wixf6 20.2d5

> A7
_

%

In exchange for a pawn White has a strong
centralized knight, which cannot be driven away,
placed in front of the opponent's backward
pawn. From now on we will see that thanks to
this knight, and the gradual incorporation of
the rest of the white army into the fight, Black's
position becomes untenable.
20...%h4 21.We2 &8

What's the purpose of this move? On the one
hand Black wants to look for counterplay on the
c-file beginning with ...2dc8 and on the other he
wants to prevent White from opening lines on the

kingside with the advance h4-h5 which would

leave the black king in a very delicate situation.
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If White wants to implement this plan he must
drive the black queen away from the h-file. With
these considerations in mind it would be worse
to play 21...Hdc8 22.g3! Wd8 23.h4! followed by
24.h5. Now instead if White answers the game
move directly with 22.g3 there would follow
22..Wh3! hindering his plans.

So how should White proceed? One of the
most common yet difficult problems a chess
player faces is increasing an advantage he has
acquired and converting it into a win. How
many times have we heard complaints like “How
could it have slipped away!” This is one of those
positions in which a bad plan could spoil all the
advantage.

Let’s analyse in more detail the current
situation: there are three plans that seem
completely logical:

1) Tty to occupy the open c-file to infiltrate the
enemy rearguard.

2) Regroup to attack the backward d6-pawn.

3) Open lines on the kingside to begin a strong
offensive there.

If we were White, which of the three plans
would we follow?

In order to solve this question we must try and
visualize the likely future stemming from each
possible scenario and decide whether we have the
advantage in any of them.

If we chose the first option the most likely
scenario would be the following one:

weiderp sisd[eue

Is this supposition sensible? It seems logical to
suppose that Black will occupy the c-file with his
rooks and then exchanges will be unavoidable. In

the diagram position it is unlikely that Black will
lose despite his bad bishop, among other things
because he still retains his extra pawn and the
position is very simplified.

In choosing the second option a possible and
logical scenario is the following;

urexderp sisd[eue

Here it is obvious that White will get back the
d6-pawn but at the cost of exchanging his good
knight after, for instance, 1.9xd6 £xd6 2.8xd6
Hxd6 3.Bxd6 reaching a completely balanced
position. Again the advantage has slipped away.

Well, you will say, the third option is the right
one, and you will be right, but even here our
troubles aren’t over. Every good plan needs an
accurate execution, that is, good tactics, and one
has to be ready to make moves as peculiar as the
following one: not all of us would be up to the
job.
22.%f11

This move is necessary if White wants to
prevent Black from playing ...¥h4-h3 after g2-
g3. After the text move events unfold at great
speed and without any major setbacks.
22...Bac8 23.g3 Wg5 24.h4! Whe

If instead 24..Wxg3 25.8d2 and 26.Eg2
capturing the black queen.
25.g4

Threatening 26.g5 27.9f6 and 28.h5 with a
decisive attack on the h7-square.

25...85 26.hxg5 Wxg5 27.8h5 Wg6 28.g5!

White plans to carry out a decisive offensive
against the isolated pawn on h7 and so he fixes
this pawn on its original square and sets up a new
outpost closer to the black king on the f6-square.
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this positional threat: 29...2a2! (29...b6 30.e4!
fxed 31.txed Wh7 32.Wb1! £a2 33.Wb2! bxcS
34.bxc5 @ c8 35.Hal and White is clearly better)
30.%b1 ¥f8! with counterplay.

urexderp sisd[eue

The key to Black's defence lies in this
prophylactic move, targeting White's weakness
on f2 (although 30...¥£7!? is also an option).
27.b52

“By means of this pawn sacrifice White at last
carries out his idea and forces e4, but he has,
however, to pay too highly for it all. In the first
place Black will now have a pawn more and in
the second White’s advance no longer possesses
the force it would once have had. Hence it seems
to me that it would be best for White to renounce
the direct implementation of his plan and instead
try to seize the initiative on the queenside by
continuing 27.bxa5 Exa5 28.&ecl followed by
£el-b4. I believe that White could have obtained
real prospects of a positional advantage with this
plan, whereas now Black easily frees himself from
all difficulties.”

The struggle that follows is still exrremely
interesting.
27...20xb5 28.¥c5 6 29.a4 Dd7

“Perhaps Smyslov, in his time-trouble, had
overlooked this simple defence, by which Black
makes certain of a solid pawn more.”
30.¥c2 Dd6 31.9e5?

“This moves proves to be merely a loss of time.”
After 31.9¢5 White could forced the advance
¢2-e4 he had prepared for so long. For example,
31..16 32.e4 fxe4 and now:

a) 33.fxe4 b6 34.Hacl bxc5 35.exd5 Wxc2

36.8xc2 exd5 37.8xc5 Bc8 38.8e6 Dfed 39.8xed
Dxed 40.Bexeb Bxc6 41.8xc6 Bb7 “and Black
stands a little better in the endgame owing to his
strong knight.”

b) 33.8)xe4! Keres doesn’t mention this move
in his analysis, but I think it is a clearly better
option. It turns out that the knight on e4 is very
strong and at the same time untouchable.
31...5f6!

“Thus Black gains sufficient control of the e4-
square. White must now, if he wants to force
through e4, retreat with his e5-knight and with
this the purposcless nature of his 31st move is
demonstrated.”
32.8acl Eaa8 33.0d3 Bab8

33...b6! (Keres), preventing c5.
34.¢5 b6 35.e4!

“Smyslov makes excellent use of the opportunity
afforded him and obtains attacking chances with
the text-move. After 35.8b3, with the intention
of 36.82d2 followed by e4, Black’s 35...f4 can
be troublesome and with 35.8)d3 White would
finally abandon his plan of forcing through e4.

In the sharp position that has now arisen it is
not easy, even in later analysis, to find the best

moves for both sides; and certainly not during
the game itself while under time pressure.”

35...fxe4 36.Dxe4!

36.fxe4 bxc5 37.exd5 Wxc2 38.8xc2 exdS
39.8xc5 Dded 40.2xc6 Hbe8 and Black is slightly

better according to Keres.
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36..¥g6 37.We2 Eb7 38.0c3 Lc4 39.Wh2
b5

“It is not easy for Black to make use of his extra
pawn. His pieces possess no firm outposts in the
centre and the open position enables White
to set up dangerous tactical threats. Wich the
text-move Black seeks to exploit his queenside
pawn preponderance, but in so doing he has to
allow his opponent dangerous counter-chances.
Pethaps, therefore, it would have been better to

prepare this advance by playing 39...Ef8 so as to

meet 40.%e4 with 40...Dfxed 41.fxed Bbf7”
40.axb5 cxb5

41.De4!

“White sealed this strong move. Now he
threatens to win a piece by 42.9xd6 followed by
43 Bxc4, which would also follow, for example,
after 42...8f7.

In addition White has various possible threats,
for example 42.8)¢5, 42.Wa3, and even 42.d5, so
the following exchange is practically forced.

It should be observed that 41.f4 was much
weaker as then Black would reply 41...Bf7 and
obtain control over the important squares e4 and
g4”
41...Ddxe4 42.fxed @g4!

“‘After a detailed

adjournment, I came to the conclusion that the

analysis during the
surprising sacrificial combination begun by the
text-move offers Black the best practical winning
chances.”

In fact, White threatened not only 43.Zxc4,
but also very strongly 43.d5!, opening all the
lines for his bishops and rooks at the cost of a
pawn. This would have entailed serious dangers
for Black, in view of the exposed situation of his
king.

If instead of the text Black had played 42...Bf7
43.d5! (Keres) 43...exd5 (43...0g4 44.8b6 2df8
45.d6! with counterplay) 44.exd5 ©xdS 45.8cd1,
we would reach a position where Black’s extra
pawns would be basically worthless.

Now after 45...Efd7 there might follow:
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a) 46.¥e5 And now:

al) 46...a4"? 47.8c5! An excellent move
avoiding the queen exchange. (If 47.8d4 ®f6
Black wins. Or 47.2e4 Wd6 48.8f5 WxeS
49.Bxe5 Bd6 50.8¢5 Be6 51.82¢61 Bh7 52.8a3
and even without the queens White has some
compensation, but obviously this cannot be the
best solution to the current situation.) 47...2¢7
48.8xd7 Bxd7 49.2d4 Hxd4 50.Wxd4 with a

strong attack.

a2) 46..¥Wd6 47.8h3 WxeS 48.Hxe5 Hd6
49.8c5 Bc6 50.8e6T &h7 S1.8f2 Hxe6
(51...Ecd6 52.8c5) 52.Exe6 and the position is
unclear.

b) 46.2e4!? (Deep Junior) 46...¥Wf7 47 WS
Df6 48.8xd7 Dxd7 49.¥Wd6 Ef8 50.8d4 Hf6
51.8¢2 with counterplay.

Another variation was of course 42...Ebd7

43.d5 exd5 44.2b6 when “the white pieces

suddenly become extremely active and I am not

at all convinced that Black’s extra pawns would
ensure him an advantage.”
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repeated moves of the white queen is not to get a
long-lasting advantage but to keep the chance of
exploiting the aforementioned black weaknesses.
This is not a new manoeuvre since it had already
been employed by Kasparov in a game from his
World Championship contest against Karpov. A
few months later I found out that the Russian
Champion Motylev had already reached the
same conclusion [ had.
Other alternatives are worse. For instance:

a) 13.Wxe4 Wxe4! This is the real problem of
this variation. If instead 13...Wf6!? then 14.cxd5!
Bxf1 15.8xf1 ¥xal (15...8c5 16.Mc2! £d4 the
only move 17.8¢3 8xc3 18.2¢5! Wxg5 19.8a67
®b8 20.Wxc3 with an attack) 16.dxc6 dxc6
17.£2a61 ©d7 18.8e2 h5 19. W51 he8 20. W6t
and the position is level. After 13...Wxe4! 14.8xed
6 15.8g2 d5! Black is slightly better.
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Black manages to break free and, given his lead
in development, he gets an excellent position.

b) 13.£a3 would be met by 13...¥g5! (13...¥f6
14.8b2) 14.h4 (14.Wxed WG! exploiting the
weakness of the white rooks, 15.cxd5 £xfl
16.2xf1 @xa3 and Black is clearly better)
14..%h6 15.8cl e3! 16.Wb2 &c5! 17.cxd5
£xf1 18.8xf1 cxd5 Black’s initiative became very
dangerous in Zapata — G. Garcia, Bogota 1992.

c) Against the quiet continuation 13.£b2 there
would follow 13..e3 14.9c3 exf27 15.Wxf2
&e3!. An excellent manoeuvre to swap queens.
16.2ael é\g4 17.¥d4 W5 with the inidative,
e.g 18.9e4 Wxd4t 19.8xd4 £b4 20.2d1 d5

with a very good position.

13..8f6

Bad was 13..8b4 14.a3 &d3 15.Wa5 &b7
(15...8c5 16.b4) 16.8¢5.

13...e3? wouldn’t work either: 14.Wa5 b7
15.cxd5 £xf1 16.8xe3! £a6 17.2f1 and White
was winning in Motylev — Naes, Ubeda 2000.
14.Wa5 b7

If 14...8b7 then 15.8a3 We6 16.Wxa7 with an
attack.
15.8a3 We6

This seems the best alternative since from €6
not only does the black queen defend the e4-pawn
but it also covers the h3-c8 diagonal and makes
it possible to play ...d7-d5. If instead 15...%f7,
then 16.8xf8 Bhxf8 17.c3 Efe8 (17..d5
18.9Da4 §d7 19.£h3 and White is clearly better)
18.&ael (the other rook remains on f1 to protect
f2 from a possible attack) 18...Wg6 19.He3! Ee6
(19..¥h6 20.h3 d5 21.2a4 ©d7 22.2d1 and
White is clearly better) 20.8c1!
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Preparing the brutally simple manoeuvre
a4, b4-b5 destroying the queenside. That’s
why it is essential to defend the c4-pawn. White
is also using the weakness of the c7-pawn,

e.g. 20..Wh6 (20..2g4 21.Dxed! d6 22.Eeel
2de8 23.h3 wins for White) 21.h3 &Ede8 (21...d6
22.8b5! &xb5 [22...8c8 23.90d4 He5 24.Wb4+)
23.cxb5 ¢5 24.b4 ©d5 25.bxc5 and White is
winning) 22.8a4 d6 23.b4! £xc4 (23..Ee5
24.b5 £xb5 25.cxb5 is also decisive) 24.2xc4
BeS 25.80c¢5t dxcS 26.bxc5 and White
wins.

16.2xf8 Bhxf8

16...2dxf8 leads to very similar variations.

17.8¢3 d5
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Db6 6.82d3 Dc6 7.9 e2 L4 8.£3 Le6 9.D)bc3
B4t

This manoeuvre won some popularity in the
90%. If White doesnt play energetically the
second player gets a very comfortable position.

10.8xc4 Dxcd 11.¢6
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This interesting obstructive sacrifice was used
for the first time by Volkov in 1999. The idea is
very good but the subsequent play of the Russian
GM was very similar to a previous game of Van
der Wiel against Van Wely in 1993 where White
didn't play the strongest continuation (in that
game 11.Wb3 Qb6 was played first, and only then
12.€6). What are the most salient characteristics
of this kind of sacrifice?

[ will take this opportunity to urge the reader
to study a brilliant book by one of the great
tacticians, Rudolf Spielmann: 1 am referring to
his work 7he Art of Sacrifice in Chess. There the
author says: “This sacrifice is akin to the sacrifice
for development. At any rate, both have the same
object: to get ahead in development. But the
respective ways and means are different. With
the obstructive sacrifice the attacker attempts to
hold up the enemy’s development. This course
definitely demands more action than does the
simple sacrifice for development.” And later on: “It
is otherwise in the case of the obstructive sacrifice.
Here the attacker gives up not only marerial
but time as well. His own development derives
no immediate benefit from the sacrifice, which

actually decreases the number of forces which he
has actively participating in the struggle.”

I think this last point is very important: unlike
with the development sacrifice, the obstructive
runs at a different speed. As we will see in the
analysis of this position, White’s subsequent
play is very often unhurried, full of manoeuvres.
This is due to a great extent to the fact that these
sacrifices usually carry with them other positional
pluses. In the present case Black’s extra pawn is
doubled and isolated, thus creating a constellation
of weaknesses that are hard to defend, in the
short-term, for the second player. The mistakes
the White players made in the aforementioned
games were in essence all the same: they rushed
to recover the sacrificed material.
11...fxe6 12.0-0!N

Strictly speaking this is the novelty I contributed
to the system. White finishes his development
quietly and in many lines he doesnt even try to
recover any material. Objectively worse is 12.¥b3
Db6 13.2e32! (13.Wxe6? — Volkov — 13...Wd7!
and with the unavoidable arrival of a black pawn
on e6 the second player overcomes all his opening
difficulties) 13..Wd7 14.8)f4? (better is 14.0-0)
14...83d5! Black’s position was better in Van der
Wiel — Van Wely, Brussels 1993.
12..¥d7

a) 12..9b6% (a logical alternative: the c4-
knight occupies an unfavourable position in some
variations; from its new location it controls the
important central square d5) 13.9e4! (this is the
most incisive continuation; instead 13.£¢3 would
be too slow) 13..¥d5 (13...e5 14.dxe5 ¥Wxdl
15.8xd1 e6 16.f4 Bd8 17.£d2 and White is
clearly better) 14.2e3 0-0-0 15.9f4 ¥f5 16.g4!

Z 2
V)~ A4
X

1
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15.82a3 £d7 16.2d2

And it turns our that after his dreadful
opening play White has a virtually winning
position! After Eael and ©e4 the pressure will
be extremely unpleasant.

Suddenly the ground disappears from under
our feet. The beginner feels unsure and wonders
“What should I do? Whom should I believe?”
No one, think for yourselfl Welcome to the
Creative Club.

What is going on? Many attributed Kasparov’s
success in the opening field to having an
excellent team of seconds and to a working
directive based on an unrelenting search for new
and unexpected paths.

This is obviously true in part but this
team, under the guide of Kasparov himself,
always seemed to work in the right direction.
I remember that Kasparov once commented
that, most of the time, novelties were born
not after a brute-force search of all the possible
continuations from a given position, as the best
computers would do, but rather most of them
had a strong conceptual background, even a
philosophical one. Therefore I think that in
this situation the right question would be: what
principles or concepts or ideas or whatever we
want to call them, have motivated a deeper
search in the Scotch Opening, which looked
suspect until the time Kasparov stepped in with
his investigation?

I think that in the first place, Kasparov was
after the effect of the novelty, for he was in a
transitional opening phase, from queen’s pawn
to king’s pawn openings, and it is very difficult
all of a sudden to master the complex Ruy Lopez,
but later on he understood that the principles
regulating the sort of positions deriving from the
Scotch had little to do with the classical rules of
development. So I repeat, on which principles,
ideas or concepts did Kasparov base his search?

1. Theimportance of material and the willingness
to adopt a defensive attitude in the opening
phase, despite being White, for the purpose of
gaining advantages in the long-term.

In variations such as the Scotch White lags
behind in development for a while and his
king occupies a not very pleasant position.
We already know that exploiting a superior
mobilization of forces requires opening up the
position and one of the most effective means
at one’s disposal for this is sacrificing material.
In fact in the previous game White always had
to look out for a possible piece sacrifice in
order to topple the wall of the e5-pawn. We
all remember hundreds of examples of brilliant
games where the more “daring” side, that is, the
one sacrificing pawns and pieces, was rewarded
with spectacular vicrories. It is enough to recall
Anderssen’s Immortal and Evergreen games.
But try to remember a single game where one
side captured everything that was thrown at
him and after a good defence ended up winning
convincingly. Defensive ability, for reasons
I don't entirely understand, has always been
considered as less honourable and worthy than
good attacking play.

Nowadays, in many modern systems White
willingly gives up the initiative to the opponent
in return for long-term advantages. It is enough
to recall the 4.Wc2 System in the Nimzo-
Indian, where White relinquishes the race for
development and the initiative in return for the
advantage of the bishop pair and a sound pawn
structure, with the aim of exploiting them in the
endgame!





index-66_1.png
How are Opening Novelties Born? 85

2. The strength of certain pawn structures.
Pawns have a privilege that people very often
forget about: the ability to establish, at once, a
mined zone where the enemy pieces cannot be
placed, and also the possibility of building up
walls that are difficult to bring down, except
perhaps by other pawns, and all this is possible
thanks to their low value! What happens if the
better developed side has no adequate pawn
breaks to blow up those formations? That very
often the barricade thus built is too solid for
the enemy army, which is superior in terms of
developed pieces but badly organized.

3. A lead in development is an ephemeral
advantage; it indefinitely.
The proper technique to exploit a superior

cannot  grow
mobilization of forces is to transform it into a
more lasting sort of advantage. But what happens
if this is not possible? Then the opponent carries
out important moves for his own developing
plan while the “better-developed” player has
no equivalent moves, and therefore the much-
trumpeted superior mobilization of forces
vanishes like a puff of smoke.

You will be wondering whether it is possible to
define when a lead in development will lead to a
more lasting advantage. I'm sorry, it is impossible
to say: only concrete analysis ultimately decides
whether a system is viable or not. But the
concept, the idea, the principle, is the compass
guiding us in the infinite ocean of possibilities
that is chess.

f{pplqit@ the new concepts Go opeq_ine
theory

It is evident that all this would be pointless if we
could not identify those positions where these
ideas may apply. After reading Watson’s book 1
became interested in looking for positions where
repeated moves by pawns and major pieces
(queen and rooks), with the object of gaining
advantages in the long-term as well as strucrural
ones, were the focal point of the right course of

play. 1 think I can show you some lines that fit
quite well with what I have just explained.

Scotch Game [C45]

l.e4 €5 2.3 Dc6 3.d4 exd4 4.Dxd4d Hf6
5.82xc6 bxc6 6.e5 ¥We7 7.We2 Nd5 8.c4 Ra6
9.b3 0-0-0 10.g3 £6 11.8g2 fxe5 12.0-0 e4

This is an interesting idea of Colombian
GM Gildardo Garcia. The aim is basically
twofold: to hinder White’s development on the
queenside and, more importantly, to achieve a
queen exchange. After opening up lines; this
would alleviate Black’s problems. Why? Black’s
position has serious drawbacks: the pawn cover
of his king is broken up and furthermore the
a6-bishop could end up out of play due to the
chain a2-b3-c4. After the queen exchange the
potential danger of an attack on the king is
reduced to nought and the possible break ...d7-
d5, uying to free the aforementioned bishop,
becomes feasible. We will look at some variations
showing this.

13.%d2!

2,
Z
=

Yorra

Back in the year 2000, when I started studying
this position, I came up with this novelty. White
momentarily delays finishing his development
in favour of keeping his queen and transferring
her to the attacking a5-square, thus making the
black king’s situation very precarious. I would
like to emphasize that in this case the aim of the
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Confronted with the novelty Beliavsky reacts
in a very neutral way. This move doesn’t add
anything special to the position and Black soon
takes over the initiative.

16..%e7
16.. ¥ c71
17.8ab1 Efd8 18.£b5 &f6 19.¥d3 Wc7
19..h6Y
20.8b3
If 20.¢5 then 20...20d5 21.8g5 Wc2! so that
if 22.¥xc2 Bxc2 23.8d3 Ba2! 24.8xh71 &fS,
Black has no problems at all.
20...h6
A typical defensive move preventing a possible
?g5. However, it was better to play 20...¥f4!,

weiderp sisdfeue

increasing the pressure on the enemy centre
and the kingside. For instance: 21.g3 Who
22.$2h2 (22.h4 Ecl and Black is clearly better;
22.§2?g2 Wo6 with an attack) 22...Hcl and Black’s
initiative is very unpleasant.
21.¥b1 &c6'2

In the ending White’s central pawns are
permanent targets of attack. Also interesting was

21.. W41 22,843 H1d7.
22.8x06 Wxc6 23.8b5

23.8xb6 Wxa4 is about equal.
23.. W2

The weakness of the a4-pawn gives Black more
than enough counterplay.
24.Wxc2 Bxc2 25.8xb6 Bc4 26.He5?!

A basic calculation error, although after 26.¢5
d5 27.82d6 Bdc8 28.8al Bclt 29 Bxcl Bxclt
30.52h2 Ec4 Black is slightly better; White would

still have to suffer.

26...Bcxd4 27.9c6 Exe4 28.8al Ha8 29.8b5
9 d5 30.f3 Bf4

Black could have gained a bigger advantage
with the more natural 30...Ee2!,
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the idea being 31.Bxa5 Bxa5 32.8xa5 &f4
and Black is clearly better.
31.Ba3 Ba6 32.2xa5 2b6 33.9h2 Hxa4
34.8xb6 H6xa5 35.2xa4 Exa4d

Despite the extra pawn, a draw is the correct
result.

36.2b81 &h7 37.8b7 $g6 38.%g3 6
39.h4 5 40.Eb6t Rf5 41.8b7 g6 42.8b5 16
43.8b7 h5 44.8c7 Bd4 45.8b7 $Hhé 46.8c7
Bb4 47.8e7 dg6 48.8Bc7 BbS 49.2a7 He8
50.8b7 Rh6 51.8f7 g6 52.8a7 Ef8 53.2e7
87 54.Be8 ®f5 55.Eh8 g6 56.Ha8 Bb7
57.8a6 He7 58.%h3 e4 59.fxedt Hxed 60.2a3
Vh-th

It is very significant that a player as experienced in
this opening as Beliavsky had so many problems
from the very start of the contest, which shows
the strength of the new idea. Undoubtedly future
games will show whether this plan is viable or
not. Although my hunch is... it is!
l.one Germ_ sbructural

odvoqboger versus time

and porsitional

As I have noted before, our “horizon” is very often
limited by patterns, principles and methods we
have acquired during our learning process. But
at the same time, and although it might seem
a contradiction, these are essential to make any
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progress, for they provide a more manageable
view of the complex reality. The million-dollar
question is: where is the point when that which is
useful in principle for our development as chess
players can suddenly turn into a liability for
our progress? The answer: The moment we stop
searching, investigating, doubting, enquiring;
in short, the moment we stop thinking for
ourselves.

When we mechanically apply positional
principles we are not so different from chess
programs playing according to the algorithms
built into them by their creators. The big
difference between human beings and electronic
devices is creativity. When what we have learned
becomes a stimulus to search for new appraisals
and points of view in established analysis and
evaluations, we are on the right course. When
we believe that thanks to them we already know
everything and can stop thinking, we are dead.

In his excellent book Secrets of Modern Chess
Strategy Watson introduces new and very
interesting concepts that open unexpected paths
in the field of opening theory investigation:
structural advantages and repeatedly moving a
single piece with the aim of winning positional
advantages in the long-term. Traditionally one
of the positional principles most respected by
classical literature and players is the one stating
that in the opening quick development of the
forces, and therefore the optimization of the time
element, is the main priority. From this principle
stems others such as: develop another piece on
each move, don’t make pawn-moves on the flank
in the opening, don't bring the queen out too
early, don’t move the same piece more than once,
etc.

In his book Watson comments: “The modern
view of these matters is quite different, of course.
Whether in closed, semi-open, or open positions,
flank pawn moves are regularly employed for a
variety of reasons, e.g., the establishment of space,
the discouragement of castling by the opponent,
or the launching of a minority attack [all of these
would be structural advantages — Comas]. Pieces
are moved any number of times, if necessary,

to achieve strategic goals [in the long-term, for
example, the two bishops, better pawn structure,
material advantage, better minor pieces...]”.

Then Watson shows us a fantastic example
which I can’t help reproducing.

Scotch Opening [C45]

1.e4 €5 2.3 D6 3.d4 exd4 4.Dxd4

I would like to remind you that this opening
was almost forgotten in grandmaster practice
until Kasparov rescued it in the 90%s. T guess
that this is partly due to the fact that, as we will
now see, many of the variations in this system
hardly fit classical positional principles, and for
uncreative players this was an insurmountable
obstacle.
4.6 5.9Dxc6 bxc6 6.€5

Seizing important central space.
6..We7 7.We2 Dd5 8.c4

Attacking yet another important square in the
centre of the board.

8...8a6
Black defends the position of his knight by
developing pieces, as the norms require.
9.b3
Another pawn move.
9...g6 10.f4

And another one. Who is this tyro playing
White?

10..8g7

Black is playing very well: he finishes his
mobilization and prepares to castle.
1.2

And now White moves the queen to boot. All
of this in order to win a knight, how naive...

11...0f6

After 11...22b6 this knight and the a6-bishop
would be badly restricted by the pawn chain a2-
b3-c4.
12.8¢2 d6 13.2f3 0-0 14.0-0

But not 14.82xc6? Dgd 15.We2 Dxe5! when
Black is clearly better.

14...8b7

Something is wrong:

15.2a3.

then

if 14..dxe5
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Black should survive: 21...2b7 22.d5 &c5.
b) 16... W72
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Black persists in his attempt to exchange queens
to limit the strength of a potential white passed

pawn in the ending, because then the black king
could enter the scene.

bl) 17.Wh4 h6! (a standard move against
White’s attack; if instead 17..2f6 18.d5 exd5
19.e5! &ed 20.8xed dxed 21.@g5, White
is clearly better) 18.d5 exd5 19.exd5 Exel?
20.Bxel (20.2xel Wd6 and Black is slightly
better) 20...2f6 Black has an excellent position.

b2) 17.Wxc7 Exc7 18.d5 (18.2a4 Bd8 19.d5
c5 20.d6 Bee8 21.8¢2 6 and Black is slightly
better: in many endings the d6-pawn is a huge
liability) 18...exd5 19.exd5 (19.2xd5 @c5)
19...8xelt 20.Bxel &6 21.d6 BJ7 22.5e5
(22.Be7 £xf3 23.gxf3 Hf8 24.8xd7 £xd7 and
Black is clearly better) 22...Hxd6 23.9xf7 Bd2

Black runs no risk.

There is still another possibility to analyse:
15...a5"2

wreiderp sisA[eue

Black mobilizes his majority to harass,
eventually, the enemy bishop. If White answers
with a2-a4 this pawn and the bishop could
become targets for Black's attack.

a) 16.a4 D6 (16..Wf6!?) 17.d5 exd5 18.exd5
Hc5 19.d6 £d5 20.8xdS ExdS 21.Wf4 HhS and
the position is level.

b) 16.d5 @c5 17.¥b2 W6 (most of the endings
are good for Black) 18.Wxf6 gxf6 19.8)d4 Hxb3!
20.axb3 Efd8 Black is slightly better thanks to
the superiority of the bishop over the knight.

c) 16.¥£4! with four possibilities:

weserp sisdfeue

cl) 16..Wf6 17.¥d6! Bfd8 18.8a4 L6
19.8xc6 ©b8 20.2d7 ©xd7 21.Ecl and White
is clearly better.

c2) 16...b5 17.d5! e5 (17...exdS 18.£2xd5 with
an attack) 18.¥d2 and White is slightly better.

c3) 16..¥c712 I think this is the best option:

c3a) 17.¥h4 Bfe8! (anticipating the threat d4-
d5) 18.8a4 (18.d5 exd5 19.exd5 Hxel T 20.8xel
&f6 and Black is slightly better) 18...h6 19.8)e5
@xe5 and Black is on top.

c3b) 17 Wxc7 Bxc7 18.d5 £c5 19.d6 (19.8e5
f6 20.d6 Bec8 21.0d3 Dxb3 22.axb3 e5)
19...8cc8 20.2c2 f6 with counterplay.

c4) 16..966 17.d5 exd5

c4a) 18.2xdS &xd5 19.exd5 ©xd5 20.¥f5
BcS 21.8e5 D6 22.9xf7 Bxf5 23.9xd8 BdS
and the position is level.

c4b) 18.exd5 b5! (Black’s counterplay begins)
19.a3 (19.24 Ec3 20.9d4 bxad 21.9c6 £xc6
22.dxc6 axb3 23.Hxd8 Hxd8 and Black is
clearly better) 19..a4 (19...Bc3 20.Be3 Hxe3
21.fxe3 Wb6 22.d6 8xf3 23.Wxf3 He8 with
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counterplay) 20.82a2 Ec2 21.2bl Ec4 again
with counterplay.

c4c) 18.e5% A typical pawn sacrifice. 18...5)¢8
19.20d4 Dc7 20.Df5 De6 21.We4

weiderp sisd[eue

White's initiative is fairly unpleasant.

16.%e3

If 16.d5 then 16...80¢5 (again the key square)
17.65 ©xb3! and Black is clearly better; and
16.¥b4 is met by 16...¥4! 17.¥e7 Bc7 with a
complex position.
16...Bfd8!?

The beginning of a plan whose aim is to
provoke the advance of the white pawns in order
to weaken them. Also interesting is 16...8c71?
17.d5 Bc3 18.Wd2 Bxf3 19.dxe6 fxe6 20.Wxd7
Bxf2 21 . Wxe6t Wxe6 22.2xe6t $h8 23.2d5
with equality.
17.d5 D5 18.e5 ¥Wg6 19.d6

19.dxe6 fxe6 20.Ed6 Bf8 with counterplay.
19..2d71

//%@/%
///t/}

With this manoeuvre the assaulton the e5-pawn
begins. Black has a very promising position. For

instance 20.82a4 &xe5; or if 20.§kh1 Bc5 when

the position is unclear; or 20.Wg5 2xf3 21.Wxg6

hxgb 22.gxf3 Ec5 23.f4 g5 24.05! (24.fxg5
@xe5 25.8e3 &gb and Black is slightly better)
24...exf5 25.¢6 fxe6 26.8xe6 ©h7 27.8¢7 and

the position is even.
The practical Gest

To close this section I would like to show a game
that brought two of the world’s leading experts
in this system face to face. I am referring to
Beliavsky and my friend Jordi Magem to whom
some months earlier I had mentioned the novelty
we are examining. He didn’t know in depth the
conclusions I had reached, but nevertheless he
has a good knowledge of the nuances of this kind

of structure.

<& Beliavsky
¥ Magem Badals

Linares open 2002, Queen’s Gambit [D41]

l.c4 5 2.9c3 D6 3.963 d5 4.xd5 DxdS
5.d4 €6 G.e4 Dxc3 7.bxc3 cxd4 8.cxd4 £b4t
9.2d42 £xd2t 10.¥xd2 0-0 11.8c4 Hd7
12.0-0 b6 13.a4 £b7 14.Bfel Ec8 15.8d3
a5IN
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16.2ad1!

With the clear intention of creating a passed
pawn in the centre. Other possibilities are:

a) 16.8b1? (a hasty attempt) 16..We7 17.¢5
(17.¥d3 ¥b4 18.e5 g6 and Black is clearly better)
17...8xf3 18.%d3 Wh4! and Black is on top.

b) 16.8a3 We7 17.Eb3 £c6! (using the weakness
of the a4-pawn) 18.2b5 &xb5 19.8xb5 Hc4 and
Black is slightly better.

¢) 16.8ab1 And then:

cl) 16..¥c7 17.8ecl (17.d5 &c5) 17..Wb8
Simplification reduces the strength of White’s
and increases Black’s
counterplay on the queenside.

cll) 18h3 h6l (18..%Wa8 19.We2 Hxclt
20.8Bxcl Qf6 21.0d2 and the position  is
unclear)

c12) 18Wg5 h6 19.Wh4 (19.We7 &Hf6)
19...Bxclt 20.8xcl Bc8 with counterplay.

c2) 16...h6"?

centre prospects  of

weiderp sisd[eue

”, '////r//, ’71/
>

7/ ,Z””,/,,,,,A:///,y///

A typical move to consolidate the kingside. The
black queen is very well placed on the d8-square:
it is not at all easy for White to make progress.

After 17.We2 Ec3! Black is slightly better.
16...h6!

An extremely important prophylactic move
improving the position of the kingside. If
16..¥c7 then 17.d5! exd5 18.exd5 ¥d6 (it is
necessary to block the passed pawn; if 18...8)¢5
then 19.d6 with an attack) and now:

a) 19.22h4" g6 20.¥g5!2 with the initiative.

b) 19.8g5 &f6! (19..h6 20.£h7+! &hs
21.8e4 and White is clearly better) 20.9e4
DNxed 21.82xe4 and the position is even.

c) 19.80d4"? (a tremendously interesting move:
Black cannot prevent the invasion of the white
knight) 19...g6 (19...¥xd5 20.&e4 Wxe4 21.Bxe4d
fxed4 and White is slightly better) 20.¥h6 &6
21.80b5 Wxd5 22.8c4 Hxed 23.8xd5 £xd5 and
White is clearly better.

179964

If 17.8b1 then 17..8c4! (again exploiting the
weakness of the ad-pawn) 18.d5 Hc5 19.dxe6
&xe6! and Black is slightly better.

weierp sisd[eue

If 17.h3 then 17..¥c7 18.d5 exd5 19.exd5
£xd5!20.8f5 (20.8e7 Bcd8 21.215 £xf3 22.gxf3
&e5! and Black is clearly better) 20...2xf3
21.gxf3 &c5' and Black is clearly on top.

Or 17.d52! (Black has his pieces well placed to
fight against this advance) 17...exdS 18.exd5 Ec5
19.8b5 (19.d6 £xf3 20.gxf3 Wh4! with a strong
initiative on the kingside; the a4-pawn is also
“hit”) 19..2f6 20.d6 Ed5 (20..8xf3 21.gxf3
BeSt 22.50f1 BdS 23.%xd5 Hxd5 24.8xdS and
White is clearly better) 21.Wf4 g5 22.Wg3 §ed
and Black is slightly better.

wesderp sisdfeue






index-60_1.png
How are Opening Novelties Born? 79

The passed pawn succumbs without enough
compensation in return.
17..¥c7!

Interesting are both 17...8c6!? and 17...Ec3"?
(starting typical counterplay on the c-file)
18.8b5 &f6!:.
18.Wxc7

18.Wh4 &6 19.¢5 (19.8b1 BfdS) 19...8xf3
(19..20d5%) 20.gxf3 ©dS 21.We4 g6 and Black
is slightly better.

After 18...8xc7 Black’s position is much more
comfortable.

weserp sisdfeue

After such an extensive account the reader
may be thinking “So much work to discover one
new idea!” Make no mistake, the account has
been long but in my brain the ideas arose and
connected at lightning speed. This is the true
miracle of the human mind.

€pirode VI and last: ﬂpplqine the ideas so
Por discussed Go modern positions

“Insist on your mistakes because that is your
true personality.” Julio Cortazar (1914-1984)
Argentinean writer

When one has carried out a thorough analysis
of a series of games in a specific variation it is
much easier to find new ideas in other lines of the
same system. This phenomenon, which bears the
technical name of synergy, is mentioned in John
Nunn’s excellent book Secrets of Practical Chess.
Reading it is highly recommended: it is an ode to
common sense.

1.d4 &6 2.c4 6 3.563 d5 4.9 3 5 5.cxd5
Dxd5 6.e4 Dxc3 7.bxc3 cxd4 8.cxd4 Bb4t
9.8d2 £xd2 10.¥xd2 0-0 11.8c4 b6
12.0-0 £b7 13.8fel Hd7 14.2ad1 Ec8 15.2b3
W6

A very interesting idea. Black intends to finish
his development with either ...Bfd8 or ...Efe8.
From f6 the queen can eventually go to the g6- or
h6-squares offering an exchange similar to the one
seen in the game Reshevsky — Fine. In any case,
the most important fact is that for the time being
White does not have the natural advance d4-d5 at
his disposal due to the perfect counter ...2d7-c5.
Another idea that would be very interesting to
carry out in practice is 15...b5. Black starts a
demonstration on the queenside as in the game
Keres — Fine. We would have to evaluate the
slight weakening of the pawn itself and of the
dark squares that this advance provokes.

Another important option is 15...He8 16.%f4
and now:

a) 16...%£6 17.%d6 Bed8 18.Wa3 and:

al) 18...a5? 19.82a4 W4 20.We7 with a further
split:

all) 20.Wfc 21.%d6 &Hcs  22.Wxb6
(22.dxc5!? Bxd6 23.cxd6 with compensation)
22...9xa4 23.Wxb7 and White is clearly better.

al2) 20..%c7 21.d5 with an attack in Van
Wely — Cu. Hansen, Ter Apel 1993,

a2) 18...a6 19.%b4 a5 20.%b5 £c6 21.We2
Although White is slightly berter, I think that
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After this move the black queen starts having
serious trouble.

Also interesting is the alternative 16.¥b3!?
Qxdd  (16..0d5 17.c5 &a5 [17..b6
18.8cxe6] 18.Wb5 Dxf4 19.Wxa5 a6 20.8xf4
Wixf4 21.8ad1l with an attack) 17.8xd4 Bxd4
18.Wxe6T Wxe6 19.9xe6 with compensation.

Going back to the diagram: 16... %7 17.%b3!!
(the key move: White gives up another pawn to
speed up his attack on the black king; instead after
17.9g5 ¥eB [17..¥f6 18.8gxe6 Ed6] 18.Wel
h6 19.2gxe6 BdG the situation is complex)
17..22d5 (17...02xd4?! 18.8xd4 Wixf4 [18...Exd4
19.8xe6! 8dS 20.94c5 hS 21.a4 hxgd {21...a5
22.8ad1 Hd6 23.9xb7 wins} 22.fxg4d W6
23.Wf3 and the weakness of the f8-bishop proves
decisive!] 19.Wxe6t &b8 20.8e5 We3t 21.50h1
and the black kingside is no more) 18.8¢5! Ha5
(18..b6 19.8cxe6 Bd6 20.20g5 W8 21.He4
Hd8 22.9xd5 Wxd5 23.Wxd5 8xd5 24.9c3 Hd7
25.d5 and White is clearly better) 19.%b5! (this
piece attack against the enemy king is extremely
dangerous) 19..9xe3 (19..0xf4 20.Wxa5 a6
21.¥b4 b6 22.8xa6 Dd5 23.8acl! and White is

clearly better) 20.¥xa5, winning.
b) 12...g6 13.¥b3 £b6 14.2d1!

wrexderp sisd[eue

This is clearly the strongest continuation.
White threatens to open up the position with
unpleasant consequences.

In a recent game I played 14.Wxe6, which is

interesting although probably not the best move.
There followed 14..#d7! (14...9xd4? 15.8xd4

[15.%e5 &xe2t 16.8xe2 Eg8] 15..¥xd4t
16.£e3 W6 [16..Wd7 17.WeS Eg8 18.9b5;

16..Wd6 17.Wed £o7 18.Wxb7 and White is
clearly better] 17.¥e4 0-0-0 18.2b5, and White’s
attack is very dangerous) 15.¥xd7t &xd7 16.d5
@b4 17.8d1 £¢7? This is probably the decisive
mistake; Black should have tried to get rid of the
strong d5-pawn by means of an eventual ...e7-¢6
with chances of equalizing the game. 18.a3 a6

weiderp sisdeue

19.82€3! The beginning of a manoeuvre that
earns a significant advantage; White exchanges
his opponent’s only active piece: the g7-bishop.
19...Ead8 20.2d4 &xd4t 21.8xd4 D5 (21...e6
22.dxe6t shxe6 23.8adl Bxd4 24.5)\xd4t e7
25.8elt &d7 26.8%e4 and 1 think it is hardly
necessary to mention the difference that exists
between the two sides” knights) 22.Badl $c8
23.b4 Dcd7 24.24 &8 25.8)f4 The advantage
is now huge. 25...06 26.9e6 Ec§ 27.a5 Dbd7
28.b5 &8 29.a6 bxa6 30.2a4!, winning Comas
Fabrego — Markowski, Istanbul 2003.

After the diagram one option is 14..8g7
15.Wxe6. Recovering the pawn is now good

enough, eg. 15.¥Wd6 (15..¥d7 16.We4
(16.¥xd7T &xd7 17.d5%] 16..0-0 [16..1f5
17.d5 ¥Wxed 18.fxed De5 19.9d4 and White is
clearly better] 17.d5 and White is clearly on top;
and if 15..89xd4 16.6xd4 £xd4t 17.%h1 o5
18.2b5, White’s advantage is obvious) 16.We4
0-0 17.d5 ©e5 18.20d4 and White emerges on
top.

Another option is 14..%d7 15.d5 exd5S
16.2xd5 ©xd5 17.8xd5 with a strong attack.
13.9e4! 0-0-0

If 13..b6% 14.Wb3 &\d6 (14...D4a5 15.Wc3
with an attack) 15.82g5 @f5 16.Dxe6 Ha5
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23.8xf6; Dxf6 24.8b7 Bb8 25.8c6 BbG
26.Bxe6 Ec8 and Black is winning; or 23.2¢1?
8xb2 24.806 Bxf1 25.8xf1 Hf8 26.8b1 He5 and
Black is clearly betrer.
23...8xd4 24.Exf8+

24.cxd4 Bxflt 25.8xfl &f6 26.2b7 HbS
(26...a51?) 27.8xa6 Bb6 28.8.c8 Bc6 29.£b7 B2
with counterplay.
24...2xf8 25.cxd4 Bd8

With equality.

E. There is another attacking possibility for
White: to carry out the advance e4-¢5 and after
the capture of the pawn to retake with the bishop,
that is, &xe5. In this case White increases his
pressure with the advance f4-f5 or the eventual
manoeuvre £e2-d3 followed by Wg3-h4. In both

cases it is very important for Black to have his

¢7-bishop sufficiently defended.

From the early conclusions I started working to
find an effective plan. I think I can show you
an interesting defensive system based on the
aforementioned evaluations and methods.
14...2ae8!

This move has several objectives: it adequately
defends the e7-bishop and supports the advances
...e6-¢5 and the eventual ...f7-f5.
15.52h1 £a81N

This waiting move is a very strong novelty. It is
essential to keep the c-file clear so that the black

queen can look for counterplay along it. White's
position cannot keep growing as I will try to
show in the following variations. Premature was
instead 15...2d8 16.e5! with a strong initiative.
And also worse is the usual 15..2¢6 16.2f3

when White continues his atrack.

16.813
Now there were other possibilities:
a) 16.82d3 e5! (beginning the typical

counterplay against the manoeuvre £e2-d3)
17 fxe5 @h5 18.9f3 (had the black queen’s rook
been on d8 White would have the perfect answer:
18.¥e3!) 18...dxe5 19.0d5 £xdS 20.exd5 exd4
21.Wxh5 g6 Black’s position is completely
satisfactory.

b) 16.e5 dxe5 17.8xe5 (17.fxe5 Hed —
simplifications almost always favour the second
player — 18.8)xe4 £xed 19.82xb5 &xg2+ 20.Wxg2
axb5 21.Hgl g6 is about equal) 17..%c8!
(preventing f4-f5) 18.2f3 (18.8d3 ©h5 19.%h3
g6 After this manocuvre Black’s kingside is very
strong: 20.f5 exf5 21.8xf5 Wc5) 18...g6 19.8xa8
Wxa8 20.15 exf5 21.Exf5 Wc6! equalizing.

¢ 16.8d1 Bd8 17.We3 Hd7! Preparing the

advance ...e6-¢5.

16...¥c4!

»

= A

This is the key to Black’s prophylactic play.
White isnt given the necessary space required
to adequately prepare his offensive. Curiously
enough, the first time I tested this system in
practice in the game Lacasa — Comas Fabrego
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of the 1993 Spanish Team Championship I
didn’t play the text move. This is easy to explain:
I simply didnt remember what I had studied.
This is one of the drawbacks of being away from
competition for too long.

In that game Black played the interesting, but

inferior, 16...§0h8.
17.8d1 Bds!

The black rook moves to the same file
as irs white counterpart to facilitate future
simplifications that will minimize the dangers of
White’s eventual attack on the kingside.
18.8fe1!? hh8!

A typical manoeuvre when the white bishop
has occupied the f3-square. The objective is to
prevent possible problems with the black king
as a consequence of an eventual §c3-e4-f6 after
ed-e5.
19.b3 W8

Also interesting was 19..Wc7 20.e5 dxe5
21.8xe5 Wa71? 22 &xa8 Wxa8 23.Exd8 Hxd8
24.Ded §e8 25.8b2 Wd5 with equality.
20.e5 dxe5 21.fxe5 Dd7

21...8d5%
22.8xa8 ¥xa8

For instance 23.9e4 Wc6 with counterplay:
Black’s position is excellent.

101
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Is it possible Go completely neutralize the
opponent's iniGiative?

As has been said before, the appropriate use of
logic when studying openings, with the purpose
of finding strong novelties, presupposes a deep
knowledge of their typical plans.

[ would like to emphasize the fact that
opening logic doesnt work in purely abstract
terms. A common dream among players is that
if one could have a perfect method of evaluation
and reasoning, we would be able to solve any
situation we came across and therefore find the
best move.

But such a method would have a big problem:
it omits an investigation of the future positions
that could arise from the present situation.
It is not possible to find the best move in a
given position without knowing the future
consequences of it and these can only be reached
through profound analysis and great experience
in the nuances of the system. I hope that the
next example will illustrate what I have just
explained:

Sicilian Defence Scheveningen Variation

Classical Attack with Wel-g3 [B85]

Led c5 2.0f3 6 3.d4 xd4 4.Dxd4 Hc6
5.8c3 Wc7 6.8e2 a6 7.0-0 Df6 8.8e3 Le7
9.f4 d6 10.Wel 0-0 11.Wg3 Hxd4 12.8xd4
b5 13.a3 £b7 14.Eael

Without any doubt this is one of the most
important  positions of the Scheveningen
Variation. ‘The most popular plan from the
diagram is ...&c6 with the idea of playing ... ¥c7-
b7 and ...b5-b4 putting the enemy centre and
queenside under pressure.,

When I started analysing the system I took
into consideration two model games by one of
the greatest specialists in the variation: Alexei
Shirov. In both of them a position of the type

shown in the next diagram was reached:

& Shirov

Movsesian
Sarajevo 2001

After his aggression with ...b5-b4 Black has
only managed to bring the white knight closer
to the kingside. I was also unconvinced by the
pawn structure the second player ended up with.
All right, the position is far from being clear and
probably it is just a question of playing style, but
what I knew for sure was chat [ was not going to
get myself into this mess.

Then I decided to look in a different direction.
I must explain that such a search didn’t consist
of an indiscriminate investigation of all the
possible options from the situation of the main
diagram. Such a course of action would only
lead to a dead end: we would still be far from
understanding all the nuances of the system
under study.

If one wants to achieve the aim of creating
something new and better, it is very important
to take advantage of the experience of other
players in the position, that is, to know the
typical plans and evaluations. These are the
conclusions I reached:

A. White has a position with many attacking
prospects if he is able to carry out the advance
e4-e5 and subsequently place the knight on e4
without Black being able to exchange it for his
b7-bishop. This is achieved very often through
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the manoeuvre £¢2-f3 as we will see in the
following model game.

<& Tal
¥ Andersson
Stockholm 1976

13.863 Wc7 14.e5 dxe5 15.fxe5 Dd7 16.8xb7
¥xb7 17.9e4 Bad8 18.2d3 ¥c6 19.8g3 ¥xc2
20.¥e3!

White has a very strong attack.

B. Against the manoeuvre £e2-d3 there is a
typical counterattack beginning with ...e6-€3
leaving Black with an excellent position.

& Kotsur
¥ Kobalija
Novgorod 1999

16.2d3 e5! 17.fxe5 Dh5!

This is the key to Black’s reaction.
18.¥h3 dxe5

The counterplay against the d4-bishop makes
possible this central reaction by the second
player.
19.8¢3

19.¥xh5 exd4 20.20d5 £xd5 21.exd5 g6 and

the position is level.

19...0\f4 20.8xf4 exf4
Black is OK.

C. Black’s reaction ...e6-e5 has intrinsic value.
This advance is very typical in the Sicilian and
carrying it out means, in this case, that the
offensive actions of the first player on the kingside
come to a standstill.

D. After the advance e4-¢5 there are two very
important defensive mechanisms at Black’s
disposal: simplification and the ...f7-f5 break to
win important space on the kingside.

o'e) Spasov
€ Abramovic
FYROM 1997

7

2

19...8xe4

Of course it is necessary to exchange the
dangerous knight.
20.8xe4 f512 21.exf6 Wxg3 22.hxg3 £xf6
23.¢c3
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No idea is useful unless one is able to assimilate ~ 12.%b1
itand apply it to one’s own games, creating in the Or 12.¥f2 d6 13.g4 0-0 14.8gl ©fd7 15.f4
process something new. Ac4 16.g5 b4 17.8xcd Wxcd 18.65 bxc3 19.f6
I can show the reader two interesting opening ~ 2d8 20.fxg7 He8 0-1 Motylev — Alekseev, Tomsk
plans that have their origin in the aforementioned ~ 2001.
concepts. The first one comes from one of the  12...d6 13.%£2 0-0 14.g4
many aspects of prophylaxis; the second one is an
ode to logic in the opening.

| leave before | get kicked out

Knowing the right time to withdraw from a
position without being kicked out is one of the
most interesting and subtle prophylactic aspects
that chess teaches us.

Sicilian Defence
Taimanov Variation (English Acrack) [B48]

1.e4 c52.963 £ c6 3.d4 xd4 4.Dxd4 €6 5.3
W7 6.8e3 a6 7.¥d2 D16 8.0-0-0 £b4 9.3

A key position has been reached.
14...0fd7!

This was an important theoretical novelty at
the time. As Dvoretsky points out: “The deepest
moves, the best positional solutions are the ones
that combine the development of one’s own plan
with preventing the opponent from carrying out
his.”

How did Black come up with this idea? First
one has to understand the basic plans for both
players. It is obvious that White’s attacking plan
includes the move g4-g5 followed by the typical
pawn storm on the kingside h2-h4-h5, g5-g6 to
open lines on this flank. Black must neutralize
this action ecither with counterplay on the

A fashionable variation against the Taimanov.  queenside with ...b5-b4 followed by ...a5-a4 or
9...8e5 10.2b3 b5 with a central counter whose essential idea is the
10...d5 11.£d4 and White is slightly better; if  manoeuvre ...£c8-b7 putting pressure on e4 and
now 11...dxe4?? 12.&xeS and White wins. making possible an eventual ...d6-d5. Analysing
Another option is 10..8xc3 1l.bxc3 d5 a previous game between Leko and Lutz, I
12.£d4 0-0 13.Wg5! with some initiative. reached two important conclusions: against the
11.8d4 fe7 immediate 14..2b7 the positional treatment

11..0-0 12.¥g5 &e6 (12...d6 13.a3 &xc3  15.2b6 Wb8 16.9a5 was unpleasant; while the
14.2xc3 and White is clearly better) 13.8xf6  plan beginning with ...b5-b4 loses a great deal
gxf6 14.Wxf6 and White is slightly berter. of its effectiveness if White has the reply Hc3-a4
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at his disposal, with the eventual idea @a4-
b6, establishing an unpleasant blockade on the
queenside.

The move 14..9fd7 answers perfectly the
needs of the position: Black anticipates the
advance g4-g5 which sooner or later White has
to carry out; at the same time it makes the two
aforementioned plans of counterplay available.
In order to carry them out good control of the
bG-square is essential. For instance the immediate
14...b4 15.924 (15.2€2? a5 and Black is slighcly
better) 15...2b7 (15...&d7 16.2b6 Bab8 17.g5
with the initiative; 15...2fd7) 16.8gll QOfd7!
(16..80c6 17.8b6 Wc8 18.8¢3 Dd7 19.f4; or
16..Efc8 17.g5 Hfd7 18.9b6; in both cases
White is slightly becter) 17.2b6 with slight but
annoying pressure in the game Leko — Lutz,
Essen 2002.
15.8¢1

This is Kasparov’s contribution to the variation.

15.f4? b4! didn’t work.

7,
VY
V é

a

% V-
A

&, 75 8 %Y
- 48/ a

Z

iy, S50 7.,
z 7
L/

weserp sisdeue

16.%a4? (with the b6-square well defended
this knight can end up in much trouble, but
16.9e2 was not good either: 16...8xg4 17.Wg3
(17.%g2 &of6 18.e5 &£b7 and Black has a
decisive advantage] 17...2gf6 18.8gl g6 19.5
dxe5 20.fxe5 ©d5 and Black is clearly better)
16..0xg4 17.Wg2 &gf6 18.82d3 €5 19.8dgl
e8! and Black was winning in the game
Vallejo — Comas Fabrego, Ayamonte 2002.
The loss of the a4-knight cannot be prevented,
and all thanks to the prophylactic move

fd7.

15.g5 is not convincing either: 15..8b71
(15...b4% 16.2e2 [16.9)a4 Bb8 17.f4 Hg6 18.65
Wc6 and Black is clearly better] 16...a5 17.f4
a4 18.9d2 Dc6 19.8e3 &b7 with counterplay)
16.f4 b4! and Black is clearly better.
15...8b7

Jesus de la Villas recommendation is also

interesting: 15...b4 16.9a4 Wc6!? 17.2b6 &xb6
18.2xb6 a5! with the idea that if 19.82xa5?
Wad 20.%b6 £d8 and Black wins. (Editor’s
Note: Topalovs second Cheparinov recently
demonstrated a flaw in this idea: instead of
18.8xb6 he has twice played 18.9a5! and only
captured on b6 after the queen moves. This way
Black’s pawn remains blocked on a6.)
16.g5 Bfc8 17.23

When one has to make this move in this kind of
set-up, it’s because something has gone wrong.

17..89c4 18.8xc4 Wxc4

Worse is 18...bxc4? which featured in the
game Kasparov — Ye Jiangchuan, Bled (ol) 2002.
In this case Black’s attack along the b-file will be
easy to neutralize, and carrying out any central
counterplay would be very complex. Now instead

the idea ...a6-a5 and ...b5-b4 is very annoying
indeed.

19.9a5 ¥c7 20.2xb7 ¥xb7

V\m

=

== Y

Black has an excellent game. [Typesetters
note: from analysing this position extensively
myself, I would like to add that it is actually very
uncomfortable for White...]
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(16...2cxd4 17.822xd4 Dxd4 18.9xd4 Wxd4t
19.8e3, winning) 17.¥b5!. After this blow
White’s advantage is beyond dispute.
14.@g5!

A very usual manoeuvre in this variation:
after Black castles queenside the weakness of 7
becomes apparent.

14...Dxd4

14..0d6 1584 5 16.8fe6 exd4d 17.50xd8
Bhxd8 18.8el e5 19.f4! In this open position
Black’s lack of development together with the
delicate situation of his king must tell.

15.¥xd4 Wxd4t 16.9xd4 Exd4 17.b3 Hbe
If 17..9d6 18.8xe6 BdS 19.£b2 6 20.Hael
thd7 21.Ef2, White gradually increases his

positional advantage.

18.9xe6

This is White's main idea. Once his knight
gets to e6 Black's development is tremendously
compromised endgame-like
position.
18...2d6 19.8el g6

19...%d7 20.2xf81 Exf8 21.2a3 and White is

clearly better.

20.8f4

20.8b2 Hg8 21.2a3 2d7 22.H)xf8 Bxf8
23.8xe7 and White is slightly better.
20...Bd7 21.8¢e5 Bg8 22.g4

With compensation because of the persistent
positional pressure.

even in this

ll. Queen's Gambit Recepbed
3.¢4 &c6 Variation [D20]

1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.e4 Dc6 4.Df3 £g4 5.d5
De5 6.2f4 Dg6 7.8e3 €5
7.6 is met with 8.8xc4!?

wresderp sisd[eue

%ﬁ{uuﬂ%

This is a very interesting pawn sacrifice with
the aim of obtaining a clear lead in development
as well as open files or, if Black turns it down,
important positional concessions.

I would like to repeat Rudolf Spielmann’s
thoughts on the essence of true sacrifices: “The
faculty, upon occasion, of converting energy into
matter and matter into energy, constitutes one
of the most wonderful characteristics of chess,
and reveals, perhaps, the innermost secret of its
fascination.”

If now 8...%xe4 (If 8...€5 9.£b51 and White is
slightly better; this is another of the main ideas
of the variation: exchanging the light-squared
bishops favours the first player, as practice has
shown. Instead 8..a6 9.h3 &xf3 10.gxf3 also
favours White slightly. Finally, 8...e6 9.2b5%
Nd7 10.dxe6 &xe6 11.9d4 and White also has
an advantage.) 9.Wd4 Df6 (9..8xf3 10.gxf3
d6 11.8b3 c6 12.8)c3 with compensation, e.g.
12..9f5 [12...cxd5 13.2a41 and White wins]
13.We4 &xe3 14.dxc6 and White is clearly better)
10.22c3 (this is probably a more accurate move
than 10.0-0 as it leaves open the option of castling
queenside later on, followed by the manoeuvre
Zh1-el with obvious pressure on the centre of

the board) 10...c6 (10..e6 11.2b5% winning;
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10...8xf3 11.gxf3 and it is excremely difficult for
Black to complete his development) 11.0-0-0
(This was undoubtedly the most incisive move:
the white king is perfectly safe on the queenside.
However, also interesting is 11.0-0 £xf3 12.gxf3
b5 [12..¥d7 13.2fd1 Wh3 14.2f1 Wh5, or
14..Wxf3 15.dxc6, 15.dxc6 bxc6 16.Wa4
&e5 17.%2h1 with che initiative] 13.8b3 cxd5
14.9xd5 6 15.5xf6t gxf6 16.We4 with an
attack) 11..8xf3 (if 11...b5 there might follow
12.8e2 &xf3 13.8xf3 xd5 14.9xd5 &xd5
15.8xd5 Bc8t 16.%bl e6 17.8c6F winning)
12.gxf3 Wc7 (12..b5 13.8xb5 cxb5 14.8xb51
@©d7 15.%b1 and White is clearly better) 13.cbb1
and Black is hanging on the verge of the cliff.
8.2xc4 a6

To avoid the aforementioned exchanging
manocuvre £c4-b5.

9.2bd2!?

Y
/%

A clear improvement in this system. Previously
this knight was developed via c3 but it had no
good prospects of active play there, whereas from
d2 it has two excellent routes to access attacking
positions: ©\d2-c4 (with pressure on d6 and e5)
and eventually @c4-a5; or if Black plays the
thematic ...b7-b5 then &d2-b3-c5.
9...2f6 10.h3

Another important step in White’s plan. With
the text move he gains permanent control of the
f4-square. On the other hand the presence of the
knight on f3 makes it extremely difficult for Black

to carry out the manoeuvre ... g6-f4 because of
the problems he would have in controlling his
e5-square.
10...2d7

10...8xf3 11.¥xf3 h4 12.¥g3 and White is
slightly better.
11.0-0 £d6 12.2d3 0-0 13.Hc4

White’s advantage is very comfortable.

Thonks Mr Dvoretriy: Prophylaxis and Iogic
in Ehe opcqiqg

Mark Dvoretsky has written many of the most
brilliant chapters in modern chess literature,
and if any reader does not yet have the privilege
of owning any of his books, then I strongly
recommend them to you now. They made a
strong impression on me, particularly because of
a couple of concepts that are deeply researched
in his work, which have tremendous potential
regarding the thorough development of a chess
player: prophylaxis and logic in the opening.

The idea of prophylaxis comes originally
from Nimzowitsch. It essentially means “raking
measures with the aim of preventing certain
phenomena that would be undesirable from a
positional point of view”. This playing philosophy
can be applied to many situations in a game.
Dvoretsky’s great virtue has been to rescue from
oblivion such a cherished treasure, adapt it to
modern times, and show some excellent examples
on the topic.

Regarding the application of logic to the
opening, this is a more complex element to
master but at the same time, and because of this,
much more beautiful.

Let’s see what Dvoretsky says about it: “Clearly,
logic does not function in a vacuum. It operates
on our specific knowledge of chess openings
and also on the typical precepts and judgements
which we have acquired; it helps us to relate these
factors to a particular chess position and hence
to work out the correct decision. The more ideas
we possess, the greater will be the scope for logic;
and the deeper and more accurate our reasoning

will become.” (Opening Preparation, page 35)





index-80_1.png
Chapter 5

The Opcqiqg ﬂccordir@ to Me - or Why | like ... 06
in the I‘.jne‘: Indion

In Ajedrez en la Cumbre Petrosian dedicates
a chapter to explaining the reasons he liked to
employ the unusual move 8¢5 against some of
the defensive systems used by Black at the time.
In this regard it is worth mentioning his valuable
contribution to a well known variation which
was invented to fight against the King’s Indian
Defence. Of course the line I am referring to is
the one which bears Petrosian’s name.

The main argument he presents in favour
of adopting almost forgotten lines or, with a
similar philosophy, using systems where there
is no theory as they are in the early stages of
investigation, is the following: “...in a struggle
with a more experienced master — one who
not only knows published theory but who has
the variations etched into his hide ~ my lack of
experience put me at a disadvantage.”

When one is younger one often confronts this
dilemma: To play the main lines or to go for
secondary systems?

Beyond their practical value, the use of variations
“seldom visited by eminent grandmasters”
may have instructional value if their use comes
after serious and creative analysis. One ends
up identifying oneself with the variation thus
created. I can explain from my own experience
the pride one feels if one is fortunate enough
that “his variation” is later accepted and used by
players of international renown.

I would like to stress that the purpose of such
Systems is not just as surprise weapons nor is it to

constantly escape theory, as might be concluded
from Petrosian’s article, hoping that the opponent
will not know how to solve the problems over
the board. It is instead something deeper, with its
own value and justification.

Is every player ready for such excursions into
the world of the unknown? In my view the
answer is no. For that, one must understand
the game, master the positional and tactical
procedures and know how to apply them to all
sorts of situations.

But I would like to warn the reader that
becoming obsessed with such a philosophy,
that is, exclusively using little-known opening
systems, can also become seriously detrimental:
such a player runs the risk of becoming isolated
from the creative and evolutionary currents of the
game, as well as losing touch with the way top
players understand the variations they employ.
For in the main variations we can see how the top
grandmasters think, how their understanding of
the fashionable lines progresses.

Obviously studying these main opening
systems should also have a clear creative
component: try to provide something new, look
for improvements, engage in the discussion of
the variation. To find ideas that nobody had seen
before in well-trodden paths also produces great
pleasure. It also enormously increases one’s self-
confidence.

That is why I recommend that an ambitious

player combines the two approaches in his
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making possible the simplifications we will see
in the following variations. Another option was
13...c6%.
14.8elt?

Another possibility to bear in mind is 14.5f5!?
£xf5 15.exf5 He8'?

. MK

E
i

weiderp sisdfeue

Not 15..8xc3?!: this exchange is dubious
because Black is unable to organize, at this
point, effective central counterplay that would
counteract White’s possible attack against his
weakened kingside. For instance: 16.8xc3 £ xe2t
17.¥xe2 W6 18.f4! (opening the position at
once) 18..Hae8 19.Wh5 WxfS 20.fxg5 Wxg5
21.%h3 with an attack.

Another possibility that is not quite good
enough to equalize is: 15..4c5 16.b4 &xc3
17.Bxc3 Ded 18.8e3 Dxe2t 19.Wxe2 Hxg3
20.hxg3 Be8 21.2xe81 Wxe8 22.¥h5 and White
is slightly better.

After 15...Ee8!? there are the following
possibilities:

a) 16.82el £xc3 17.Exc3 Exe2 18.8xe2 Hxe2t
19.%xe2 W6 After exchanging a couple of rooks,
White’s attacking chances have considerably
decreased; White’s g3-bishop runs into the d6-
pawn; Black’s position is good.

b) 16.&f3 To avoid exchanges, bur this is
not the best place for the white bishop. 16...c6
17.8e4 (17.8el D5 18.8xf4 &xf4 19.Hxe8T
Wxe8 is about equal) 17..8c5! 18.9xc5 dxc5
and the position is balanced.

) 16.&g4!? With similar intentions to the

previous variation. 16...c6 17.8e4 Q5!
14...8c5!

Going deeper into the critical line of this
variation. Although also very viable is 14...f6!?;
eg 15.0f3 6 16.Dxe5 dxe5 17.2f1 (17.¥b3
@c5 18.¥c2 Bfd8 19.Zcdl [19.0d5 cxdS
20.cxd5 Hac8 21.dxe6 Wxe6 22.8c4 Qcd3!
winning] 19...a5 20.2f1 £d4 21.f3 Ead8 22.212
Qcd3 23.8xd3 DHxd3 24.£xd4 Dxel 25.8xe5
&xf3 and Black is clearly better) 17...2fd8 with
counterplay.
15.b4

15.2f1 a5 and the position is unclear.

15...¥f6!

16.2db5

There are many alternatives, all of them
characterized by a fierce exchange of blows.

a) 16.bxc5 8xdd 17.0b5 &xcS 18.8xc7
Hac8 19.d5 &xd5 20.cxd5 £b4 21.Exc8
Bxc8 22.8g4 Hcd 23.He3 (23.Wad4 Wd4 with
counterplay) 23..h5 24.2d7 b2 and Black is
clearly better.

b) 16.8cb5 Da6 (16..0xed 17.8f3 Hxg3
18.fxg3! Dgb 19.Dxe6 fxe6 20.Dxc7 Hac8
21.9%e6! is decisive) 17.83 (17.¥d2 <6
18.xe6 fxe6! 19.83xd6 £xd6 20.Wxd6 Bad8
21.8xf4 gxf4 22.e5 Wf7 and Black is clearly
better; 17.Dxe6 fxe6) 17...80xb4 18.8xc7 Hxa2
19.8xf4 &xf4 20.Ec2 ©b4 and Black is slightly
better.

) 16.8xe6 fxeb!

d) 16.2xf4 £xd4 and Black is much better.
16...a6





