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Davies - The Grunfeld Defence

games, his only source of reference was a battered old copy of the book by Boyd and Richard son. Kouady ...... I don't think we'llbe seeing much of the Nadanian Variation in future. 1 d4 tOt& 2 ...... fails to mention this, his main line going. 10 . 
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The Griinfcld is one of Black's most aggressive and challenging replic.:s to 1 d4 and a finn fa vourite with attacking players. The current crop of Griinfcld players include the likes of Garry Kaspamv, Victor Korchnoi, Viswanathan Anand, Vassily lvanchuk, Peter Svidler and Vladimir Epishin, to name bur a few. The World Champions who have played the Griinfeld include Alexander Alekhine, Mikhail Botvinnik, Vassily Smyslov and Bobby Fischer. The idea behind Black's provocative third move is to lure White into setting up a broad pawn centre which is then targeted by Black's active pieces, in particular the bishop on g7. The



resulting battle between White's centre and Black's attempts to attack it leads to razor-sharp struggles and a high proportion of decisive games. Unlike other sharp defences, such as d1e King's Indian and Modern Benoni, Black does not create major weaknesses. If the Griiofeld goes wrong Black still has a position; if a Benoni goes wrong he's dead. After briefly playing the Griinfeld in my schooldays, my interest was renewed after being billeted in the same apartment as Bachar Kouady, during a tournament in Budapest in 1987. Every few days Kouatly would prepare his beloved Griinfeld for another outing. What particularly fascinated me was that he didn't have a computer or extensive files of games, his only source of reference was a battered old copy of the book by Boyd and Richard son. Kouady even showed a certain disdain for existing theory, and opined, for example, that



12 L£7+ was probably White's best move in the main line whilst most of the books labelled it a mistake. Some months later Katpov used this to surprise Kasparov in their World Champi onship march after which Kouady's move hit the headlines and became known as the Seville Variation. This was nor the Griinfeld that I had heard about, the one in which one was supposed



know oodles of theory, study for 10 hours a day and live in fear mat White would 6nd a deadly innovation on move 20. The Griinfeld according to Kouatly was creative and exciting, a world in which one could discover new ideas and variations and would not be simply trapped into a narrow path of 'only moves'. Inspired by Kouatly's example, and armed with some of his ideas, I resolved to start playing the Griinfeld myself. Over me following months l started looking seriously at Griin feld meory and found other interesting adherents such as Oleg Romanishin, Andras Adorjan, Sergei Kudrin, Leonid Shamkovich, Lev Gutman, Petar Popovic, Jan Smejkal and Semen Dvoirys.
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Griin feld Defence Each of them had their own unique interpretation, once again testifying to the scope of this defence. And none of them seemed to feel that they had to ape the latest moves and variations by Kasparov. The reader will see that my Griinfeld tastes are reflected in the material I've chosen for this



book. Whilst I have tried to include the most important recent developments and provide a statement about current Griinfeld theory, the games and ideas of lesser known Grii n feldeers have been given more attention than many of the existing books on this opening. In many cases 1 recommend these lesser known variations rather than those



in the theoretical limelight.



Nigel Davies, Southport, June 2002
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CHAPTER ONE



I



Exchange Variation with 8 l:tb1



1 d4 ltlf6 2 c4 g6 3 ltlc3 d5 4 cxd5 ltlxd5 5 e4 ltlxc3 6 bxc3 J.g7 7 l0f3 c5 8 l:lb1



If the Gri.infeld is bad, then the reason must surely be that it allows White to build up a broad pawn centre. The most simple and natural way for White to do this is by exchanging on dS and playing e2-e4. Can Black develop adequate counterplay? This debate has been raging for more than half a century, with White trying various piece formations and Black, in tum, looking for ways to combat them. Should White try for a quick attack or attempt to inhibit ...c7c5? Should Black try to hit the centre imme diately, or can he first flancheno his queen's bishop? Or can he sometimes throw his queenside pawns forward? The variecy of plans and ideas have woven the Exchange Variation into a very rich tapestry. In this ftrst chapter we consider the mod ern move 8 J:tb1. This move docs not con form to the classical principles of develop ment, which is probably why it lay undiscov ered for so long. Rather than developing his minor pieces and then castling. White quietly moves the rook one square to a half-open file and away from the al-h8 diagonal This means that he can meet ..lik6 with d4-d5 without losing (sacrificing?) the exchange. .



Meanwhile the pressure on the b7-square discourages Black from playing ....i.g4. These subtle effects make it far from easy for Black to obtain counterplay. He has been struggling to defuse White's initiative for the past 20 years, during which time the results were so discouraging that many Gri.infeldeers actually switched to other defences. Only in the last few years has Black really come to terms with the problems and discovered ways to hold his own in the comrlex posi tions that arise. One approach for Black has been to go on a pawn hunting expedition. There arc a couple of ways he can go about this, the most popular being 9 . cxd4 10 cxd4 and then playing lO...'..aS+, Black announcing his intention to go for White's a-pawn. This has become one of the major Gri.infeld battle grounds of recent years. The 'main line' 12....i.g4 is featured in Game 1, with Black's various 12th move altemativcs covered in Game 2. White can hold the pawn with 11 '5'd2 (see the notes to Game 1) but the only real try for the initiative is to sacrifice it with 11.id2. Games 3 & 4 feature 9 ..ltx6 10 dSltleS, the line with 13....ic7 (Game 3) being played by several players from Beersheba Chess Club. At first sight it looks like madness to . .



.
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Griinfeld Defence



take the dark-squared bishop away from Black's kingside, but the attack on the c3 pawn with ...j,V ties White up quite badly. With the immediate 9 . .'ifa5 (as in Games 5 & 6) Black is basically targeting c3. Tolnai's 10 0-0 looks like the critical line, with more tests being needed before any conclusion can be reached. Although these lines are far &om clear, not everyone is comfortable allowing White the kind of play he gets after 9 'ifa5 (or 10...'W'a5). Games 7 & 8are devoted to the very rcasonable 9...b6, which neutralises White's pressure against b7 and prepares to intensify the pressure on White's centre. Kasparov himself has played this way and his 12..'ifd7 (Game 7) may wcll be Black's most precise. Having said that it also looks as if Kudrin's 12..e6 (Game 8) is quite playable. .



...



r------....,



Game 1 Kramnik-Svidler Korrhnoi Birthday, Ziirich 2001



extra material. 8 0-0 9 ..te2 cxd4 10 cxd4 1fa5+ 1 1 ..td2 ...



In the early days of 8:t,t White usually preferred to exchange queens with 1 1 'ifd2 rather than sacrifice che a-pawn. The switch to the gambit lines came when Black demonstrated that the endgames arc no worse for him after 11 'ifxd2+ 12 J.xd2 b6. In fact Black also gets his share of the winning chances, a game Hcnneck-Kasparov, Munich 1994 continuing 13 d5!? ltla6!? 14 J.e3 (14 J.b5 J.b7 15 0-0 �c5 16 llfet l:tfc8 was also very comfortable for Black in Zimmerman-Nadanian, Katowice 1992) 14...£5!? 15 e5 f4 16 J.d4 J.£5 17 llct �b4 18 J.c4 �3+ with White in serious trouble. Black develops comfortably after other 13th moves from White, for example 13 0-0 J.b7 14 d5 llc815 J.b4 W£8 161lfdlltla6 was played in Piket-J.Polgar, Madrid 1997, or 13 llct J.b7 14 d5 �6 15 J.g5l:tfc816 0-0 Wf8, as in Pavlovic-Mikhalchishin, Tmava 1988. ..•



11



'itxa2 1 2 o-o ..tg4



..•



1 d4 c!Df6 2 c4 g6 3 c!Dc3 d5 4 cxd5 c!Dxd5 5 e4 c!Dxc3 6 bxc3 .i.g7 7 .!D f3 c5 8 1lb1



At fttSt sight this looks like a waste of time, but there is one great benefit to remov ing the rook from the at-h8diagonal. White can meet ...�b8-c6 with d4-d5 wichout sacri ficing the exchange. After che older 8 J.e2 Black hits d4 with 8...�6. after which the exchange sacrifice with 9 d5 (9 J.e3 is met by 9...J.g4!) 9...J.xc3+ 10 .i.d2 J.xa1 I t 'ilxal gives White compensation but little in the way of serious winning chances. Garcia llun dain-Tukmakov, Zaragoza 1993 continued 11...�4 12 tDxd4 cxd4 13 'ifxd4 0-0 14 0-0 (14 .i.h6 'l'a5+ 15 Wft f6 16 J.x£8 Wxf8 is quite good for Black because White's king is misplaced) 14...f6 15 J.c4 (15 e5 is answered by 15...fxe5 16 'iVxeS 'W'd6) 15...J.d7 161lb1 b5!? 17 J.b3 aS 18a31lc8 19 h4 a4 20 J.d1 e5 wich a solid game for Black, albeit with very few prospects of being able to use his 10



This is gradually becoming recognised as Black's best. Rather than defend passively Black counterattacks the d4 pawn. 12 ..lnd7 is dealt with in the next game, as arc Black's other options. .



1 3 ..tg5



The most natural and popular move, al though there are a number of alternatives: a) White usually provokes 13...h6 before



Ex change Varia tion with 8 lib 1



dropping the bishop back to e3, but he can also play me immediate 13 i.e3, for example 13...�6! 14 dS (after 14 l:lxb7 l:lfd8 15 dS e6! White's centre is swting to disintegrate) 14...�5 15 i.gS (this is not possible if White ftrst provokes ... h6) 15.Jira3 16 i.d2 i.c3 17 .tel 1Vd6 18 e5 'iPc7!? (Shirov has played 18...1Vd7 in this position, for example 19 i.d2 llfc8!? 20 i.xc3 llxc3 21 'Wd4 i.xf3 22 i.xf3llc4 [tn an earlier game, against Van Wcly, Shirov played 22...llac8 23 11fxa7llxf3 24 gxf3 'Wxd5 with compensation for the exchange] 23 'We3 b6 24 e6 'Wd6 25 exf7+ Wg7, Kramnik-Shirov, Monte Carlo 1999) 19 d6 exd6 20 cxd6 1Wd7 21 i.f4 llfc8 22 h3 ..trs 23 .i.b5 �6 24 llct .i.f6 with a solid position for Black in Kramnik-Kasparov, Frankfurt 1999. b) 13 llxb7 i.xf3 14 i.xf3 i.xd4 15 c5?! (15 .i.h4 �6! 16 e5 �xb4 17 l:lxb4 .i.xeS 18 i.xaB llxa8 leaves Black with two pawns for the exchange, while 1Sllxe7�6 16 l:lc7 �5 leaves White with no hope for an advantage) 1S...�616 llb5 l:lad8 17liaS 1Ve6 and White was a pawn down with noth ing to show for it in Sandstrom-Khenkin, Stockholm 1990. c) 13 d5 llX!7t 14 llxb7 llfbS 15 'iVb1 11'xbl 16 llfxb 1 llxb7 17 llxb7 �S 18 llxe7i.£8 saw Black win back the pawn with a good game in S.Ivanov-Lukin, St. Peters burg 1992.



the game White played 17l:lel) 17...1i'e5 18 l0:4! 'irc7 19 d6! exd6 20 �d6 would have left White with compensation for his pawn.
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One of three major alternatives. Black can also move his knight to either e5 or aS: a)15...�5 16 llxb7 e6 17 J:lel J.xf3 18 gxf3 J:lfd8 19 d6 'l'a5 (19...'ira3 was played before in dtc game Gclfand-Kamsky, Dos Hcrmanas 1996, which went 20 f4! �xd6 21 'ircl 'irxc1 22 l:lxct �6 23 e5 �4 24 llcc7 �xe2+ 25 wn l:ldd8 26 llxf7 J.m 27�xe2 J:ldb8 28 llxb8 llxb8 29 ll£6, winning a pawn and eventually the game) 20 lln (avoiding the threat of 20...llxd6 and hoping to capitalise on the passed d-pawn and rook on the 7th rank; 20 J.d2 'ira2 21 i.e3 1i'a5 22 ..td2 'ira2 23 i.c3 was agreed drawn in



•••



h6



In Shipov-Dvoirys, Berlin 1996 , Black tried the original but somewhat artificia1 13.. Jtd81? 14 d5 (14 i.xe7lle8) 14...lld7 15 i.b5 llc7, bur found himself under strong pressure after 16 llell, intending 17 e5. Because Azmaiparashvili has worked extensively with Kasparov it is interesting to note that in his game against Garcia Ilundain from Pamplona 1996-97 he chose 13 ... 1Ve6 14 d5 (14 h3 i.xf3 15 i.xf3 is also possible) 14...1Vxe4 1S llxb7 (15 'l'd2 aS 16llxb7 f6 17i.e3 is un clear according to Sakaev and Lukin) 15....i.e6 16 l:lbSi.rs, and now 17 �d21 (m



14 ..te3



The critical line. The obvious 14 i.xe 7 is met by 14... 1le8 15 llxb7 �71 (Kasparov's 1S...�c6 16 .tcs llxe4 17 i.d3 llxd4!? was also satisfactory for Black in Kramnik Kasparov, Novgorod 1994, but Ernst's move is simpler and better) 16 i.b4 l:txc4 17 lle 1 i.xO 1 8 .i.xO J:lxd4, when Black was a pawn up in Hultin-Ernst, Gausdal Troll Mas ters 1991. After 14 i.h4 e6 15 l:lxb7 g5 16 .i.g3 J:ldS 17 i.c7 .i.xO 18 .i.xf3 llxd4 White had inadequate compensation for his pawn in Del Rio-de Ia Villa, Spanish Ch, Zamora 1996. 14 . . .ti)c& 1 5 d5



1 5...hf3
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Griin feld Defence



Lautier-IUescas, Wijk aan Zce 1997) 20....i.f8J (20 ...'1Fa3 is met by 21 f4! llxd6 22 'IFct 'irxct 23 llxct �7 24 llcc7, but 20 .. g5!? looks like an interesting idea to me, simply uying to inhibit f3-f4) 21 d7 'ira2! (threaten ing to capture the pawn on d7 because White's bishop on e2 will hang) 22 lie1 (22 .i.bS a6 23 .i.a4 l'hx£3+ 24 �g2 l£lh4+!? (24 ...l'hc5 25 .i.b6 'irc4 26 'ird4! 'irxd4 27 Ld4 was good for White in Khalifman Leko, Linares 2000} 25 �h3 'irc4 [both 25....i.e7 and 25... g5 deserve serious consideration] 26 f3 .i.e7 27 llf2 'irc3 28 Wd4 WaS 29 .i.xh6 was winning for White in Haba-Skyue, Cappellc Ia Grande 2000) 22...'ira5! 23 lift (23 �fl? is bad because of 23...ttixf3 24 L£3 •a6+, so Kramnik tries another way) 23.....a2 24 .i.b5 a6 25 .i.d4 (25 .i.a4 t'Dx£3+ 26 'iilg2 t'Dh4+ is unclear according to Ookhoian, while 25 f4 loses control after 25...axb5 26 fxc5 ..a6 27 llc7 b4) 25....i.g7 26 .i.xe5 1/2-V2, Kramnik Kasparov, Linares 1998. b) 15...t'Da5 16 ..tcs (unlike the 13 .i.e3 line White does not have g5 available for his bishop} 16... b61? (the older 16....i.f6 let! to a draw after 17 eS .i.xe5 18 llb4 ..i.x£3 19 .i.x£3 llaeS 20 .i.e3 t'Dc4 21 .i.xh6 t'Dd6 22 .i.x£8 *x£8 231la41t'b2 241lxa7 lieS in the game Agrest-Hellers, Stockholm 1996/7) 17 ..ixe7 llfe8 18 d6 llk6 19 .i.b5 l'hxc7 20 .i.xe8 llxe8 21 dxe7 ...a3 22 llet 'irxe7 23 h3 ..i.e61 and Black's bishop pair and passed pawns offered excellent compensation for the minimal investment of material in Bunzmann-Van Wcly, Bundesliga 2000. .



16 .txf3



16 gx£3!? looks odd, but White sttength ens his centte and keeps his bishop pair. Agrest-Bacrot, Leon 2001 continued 16...t'Dd41 17 .i.d3 aS! (the immediate activa tion of Black's queensidc pawns is much better than 17 .....a3? 18 f4 ..d6, when 19 llxb7 llfb8 20 "eb1 lh£3+ 21 *g2 t'Dh4+ 22 *h1 g5 23 llgt! proved vecy bad for Black in Krasenkow-Svidlcr, Polanica Zdroj 2000) 18 12



f4 bS! 19 *h 1 (19 .i.xb5? t'Dxb5 20 llxb5 a4 is good for Black; White must play for the attack) 19...llfc8 20 f5 '1Fa4! 21 Wd2 t'D£3 22 ...c2 lhc5 23 fxg6 and now Black should have played 23...fxg6, when 24 llxb5 (24 ..ixb5? ...xe4+ and 24 f4? t'Dxd3 25 ...xd3 llc31 are both bad for White) 24 .ttixd3 25 ...xd3 llc3 26 'irb1 seems to hold. In the game he played 23 ...t'Dxd3?, having missed the powerful 24 gxf7+ �f8 25 'li'g4!1, threat ening 26 ..ixh6! ..ixh6 27 'li'gS mate. ..



1 6 ....!l»5 17 l:txb7 a51



Pushing the passed pawn! Black tends to be okay in these positions as long as his a pawn is mobile and his king is safe. 1 8 l:txe7 White played 18 ..i.cS in Van Wely-Svicller, Biel 2000, after which 18...a4 19 i.xe7 l:lfb8 20 llxb8+ llxb8 21 d6 ..e6! 22 ..xa4 t'Dxf3+ 23 gx£3 �3 24 'ira51 (24 d7 i.e5 and Black wins) 24......xf3 25 'li'd5 1Wg4+ was perpetual check {V2-'I:r). 1 8 a4 19 �d4 o!Wlf3+ 20 gxf3 .txd4 21 1t'xd4 a3 22 d& 1t'e2! An excellent move, aiming to combine the advance of his passed pawn with threats against White's king. 23 �2 a2 24 lla 1 llab8 25 d7 l:tb1 26 d8'1t Threatening mate with 27 '1Vh8+!. 26 llxa2 is a draw after 26...Wf1+ 27 *g3 ...gt+ 28 *h3 'irfl+ etc. 2& . . .1ff1 + 27 Wg3 1t'g1 + 28 Wh3 ••.



Ex change Varia tion with 8 z:tb 1



And not 28 ¢'f4?? 1lg5 checkmate. 2B.. .'tlff1 + 29�



29 �h4 gS+ 30 �g3 (30 �g4??1Wg2+ 31 �fS 1Wxf3+ 32 �e5 1i'f4+ 33 �d5 llxd8+) 30...11Vgt+ 31 �h3 is also a draw. 29...1Vg1 + %-% ,.------.



Game 2 Anand-Leko Linares 2000



1 d4 tL!f6 2 tL!f3 g6 3 c4 .i.g7 4 tL!c3 d5 5 cxd5 tL!xd5 6 e4 lnxc3 7 bxc3 c5 8 llb1 0-0 9 .i.e2 cxd4 1 0 cxd4 11Fa5+ 1 1 .i.d2 1rxa2 1 2 0-0



1 2 tL!d71? •••



One of Black's most interesting moves which intends to block the b-ftle and cover c4 and d5 with ...lt!b6. One of his ideas is to undcnninc White's e-pawn with ... r7-f5. In fact Black has tried many different moves at this stage. I am painfuUy aware that any at tempt to state absolutes in such a complex and controversial position is doomed to fail ure, and I present the following as litdc more than an ouilinc of how play might develop: a) 12 . .b6 13 ..cl J.b7 14 i.c4 1i'a4 15 .i.b5 11Va2 16 :C1 (16 .tc4 draws by repeti tion, which is a practical consideration from Black's point of view) 16. ..Ac8 17 1i"dt 11Vc2 (17.. .e6 18 h4 hS 19 11Ve2ltlc6 20 J.c41Wa4 21 ltat ..c2 22 J.d31Wb2 23 lla4! was un pleasant for Black in lvanchuk-Svidlcr,



Linares 1998, as White is threatening to trap Black's queen with 24 llbt) 18 1i'e2 �c6 19 i.d3 1i'a2 20 i.c4 ..a4 21 i.b3 ..a6 22 ..e3 lt!a5? (overlooking the reply; Black should play 22...c6) 23 i.xf7+! �xf7 24 tLlgS+ �g8 25 �3 h6. We have been following Laurier Shirov, Belgrade 1995, where 26 We6+ allowed Black to hold on. Instead 26 ltle6! would have been very unpleasant. b) 12.. .'ti'e6 gets Black's queen out of trouble but leaves White with a prolonged initiative. Gelfand-Kamsky, Tilburg 1990 continued 13 1Wc2 1Wc6 14 1Vd3 11d6 15 .tb4 1Wd8 16 d5 lDa6 17 J.a3 b6 18 ..c3 ltlc5 19 llfd1 J.g4 20 e5 with Whire continu ing to build his position, whilst there is no sign of Black's quccnside pawns moving forward. c) 12....i.d7!? 13 llxb7 llc8!? (an im provement on 13..�c6 14 llxe71Wa3, which is thought to be good for White afrer 15 J.gS) 141Wat (Rowson has suggested 14 J.f4 intending lt!f3-e5) 14...'irc2 (14 ...11X21 15 llxal J.g4 is also playable) 15 llxa7 llxa7 16 ..xa7 1i'xe4 17 i.a6 lle8 was fairly level in the game Notkin-Dvoirys, Russian Ch 1994. d) Leko used to play 12...a5!?, which at tempts to make the a-pawn an issue as quickly as possible, although it does litde for Black's lagging development. The most criti cal line is 13 J.g5 (13 'i'ct, 13 d5 and 13 J..c3 have also been tried) 13...a4 (13...h6!? 14 .i.xe7 lle8 was played in Chuchclov Tscshkovsky, France 1996, and now 15 llatl? 1i'c6 16 J.a3 was Chuchclov's SUfSCS· tion after the game) 14 J.xe7 (14 llel!?1We6 15 d5 1Wd6 16 e5 J.xc5 17 lt!xe5 'ihe5 18 ..d2 'it'd6 19 .i.c4 lt:s 20 .i.f4 gave White decent compensation for his pawns in Gel fand-Leko, Cap D'Agde 1996) 14.. .Ae8 15 llct (15 .i.d6 Le4 16 llct ltlc6 17 J.c4 �2 18 llb11Wc3 19 J.xf7+ Wxf7 20 lOgS+ �8 21 l0xe4 ..xd4 22 ..e2 J.e6! was very messy in Haba-Zezulkin, Garlitz 2001) 1S...We6 16 .tb4 (16 .i.a3 ..xc4 17 llel J..d7 18 d51Wf4 19 llc4 ..f6 was unsuccess13



Griinfeld Defence ful for Whit e in both Vaisser-Leko, Cap D'Agde 1996, and Lautier-Leko, Tilburg 1996) 16...'1Vxe4 17 lle1 i.d7 18 tbg5 'fff4 19 i.d2 'iVf6 20 i.c4 lim 21 � '1Vb6 22 d5 lba6 23 i.e3 1t'd8 24 i.d4 b5 25 i.xg7 �g7 26 •d4+ £6 21 .tn wgs 28 d6 llf7 29 :C3 lim 30 'iVd5lOb4 3t Wd2lba6 32 '1Vd5 1!2-1/z Sadler-Miles, Isle of Man 1995. e) t2...ltla6 has been tried by .Atalik bu t af ter 13 'ti'c1 'ti'e6 14 lle1 'iVd6 (thus far Atalik's analysis) Rowson has suggested 15 i.f4 'ilfd8 16 i.xa6 bxa6 17 d5, which does look quite unpleasant for Black. f) 12...a6!? takes b5 away from White's pieces but it i.'l very passive. S.lvanov-Fries Nielsen, Sweden 1999 continued 13 i.gS lieS 14 'ti'd3/0i7 15 Jlfcl with strong pres sure for the pawn. 1 3 Jie 1 !7 White's latest attempt, protecting the e pawn before trying to force matters. The older line is 13 i.b4 ltlb6 (13 ...a5 14 L1 1i'e6 15 'ti'c2lDf6 t6lbeSIO:i7 17lDf3lD£6 18 lbes ltld7 19 .lc4 9£6 20 f4 was very unpleasant for Black in Petursson-Ernst, Reykjavik 1995), when 14 lla1 1i'e6 15 'ffb1 i.d7 16 liaS should be answered by 16...lDc8! t7 dS '1Vb6 18 e5 a6! 19 'tle4lba7!, as in Zimmerman-Behl, Budapest 1996, when Black is successfuUy casing the pres sure against his qucenside. Critical is 1410:5!?, when the alternatives to 14....te6look promising for White: a) 14...£6 15 L1 1Wb2 16 llld3 1i'xd4 17 i.cS Wxe4 18 Lb6 led to a position in which White's extra piece outweighed Black's pawns in Agrest-Karasev, St. Petersburg 1992. b) 14...i.xe5 15 dxeS 'tle6 16 Wd4 i.d7 17 f4 was unpleasant for Black in V.Alterrnan-Rogozenko, Kmmatorsk 1989. c) 14... £6 15 lDc4 0xc4 16 L1 lDb2 17 La2 ltlxd1 18 i.c4+ �h8 19 llxd1 leaves White with all the winning chances, despite his (temporary) pawn minus. d) 14...We6 15 f4 f5 16 .tcs �h8 17 14



i.xb6 axb6 18 i.c4 1i'd6 19lD£7+ llxt7 20 eS 1i'd7 21 i.x£7 e6 22 Le6 1i'xe6 23 dS, as in Yakovich-Lhagvasuren, Cheliabinsk 1990, favoured White. e) The best alternative to 14...i.e6 may be the little explored 14....td7!?, after which Tesic-Marinkovic, Yugoslavia 1995 contin ued IS 0xd7 0xd7 16 i.bS l:lfd8 17 i.xe7 lieS I 8 i.cS lDxcS 19 i.xe8lDxh I and White was better in view of rhe passed d pawn in Khalifman-Ma.Tscitlin, Beersheba St. Petersburg 1999) 20 .l.b2 .l.xa2 21 c4 'i'e6 (after 2L..l.xd2 22 .l.xf6 .l.xc4 23 llfJ .i.e6 24 d7 .l.xd7 25 .l.xd7 Black's pawns were no match for White's bishop in Van Wely-Van der Wcrf, Holland 1999) 22 f5 .lxd2 23 fxc6 fxc6 24 J:lxfB+ 'it>x£8 25 .l.f6 led to a winning endgame for White in KeUy Ba!,JStad, Ljubljana 1999. Thus far 17 .ifJ has looked rather good for White, but the fact that a well-prepared player such as Avrukh is willing to enter these lines suggests that there are improvements available in this variation for Black.



lDxe5 i.xe5 1 2 1fd2



The alternatives allow Black very strong counterplay against White's extended centre: a) 12 iVc2 1fd6 13 g3 c6! 14 f4 .i.g7 15 c4 cxd5 16 cxd5 :C:B! 17 llb3 .i.d7 was played in Mol!ctic-Vujacic, Yugoslavia 1995, and now 18 :Xb7 would have been poor thanks to 18...i.f5 19 exf5 'i'xdS etc. b) 12 llb3 e6 13 £4 .ig7 14 c4 (or 14 d6 .i.d7, intending ...i.c6 and ...e6-e5) 14...lle 8 15 ...c2 (15 -*.0 exd5 16 cxd5 c4 17 J:le3 'ifaS+ also gives Black strong countcrplay) 15....i.d4! 16 J.e3 exd5 17 cxd5 .i.£5 18 i.xd4 Le4 with the better game for Black. c) 12 1i'b3 c6 13 f4 J.g7 14 c4 J:le8 15 J.fJ (15 e5 f6) 15...exd5 16 cxd5 J.fS 17 0-0 llxe4! was beucr for Black in Schacht Ghinda, Berlin Open 1983. d) 12 c4 ...c7 13 h3 f5 14 exf5 .i.xf5 15 llb3 i..d4 16 0·0 c5 was equal in Danner Nesis, correspondence 1985. 12



••.



86 1 3 f4 .i.g7



1 7 ...i.f6 1 8 Abd1 11t'f6 1 9 g4?



Not a move I'd recommend to my friends. White is going nowhere on the kingside and this simply weakens his king position. 1 9 ...i.d7 20 f5 llaa8 21 fxg6 •xg6 22 Af2 b5 23 .i.d3 11l'g7 24 i.f1 c4 25 Wh1 .i.b6 26 Ae2 Axa2 0·1



r------.



Game 4 Khalifman-Greenfeld St. Pelersbmg 1999



The old move, but nonetheless quite in teresting. White has to play with great preci sion in onler to nuUify mack's counterplay. One other idea worth noting is Volchok's suggestion of 13...exd5, after which 14 fxeS Wh4+ 15 Wft 1i'xe4 16 J:lb3 'ilxe5 gives Black three pawns for the piece.



'-------·



14 c4 b6



1 d4 ll'!f6 2 li)f3 g6 3 c4 �g7 4 li)c3 d5 5 cxd5 li)xd5 6 a4 li)xc3 7 bxc3 c5 8 llb1 0.0 9 .i.e2 l006 1 0 d5 ll\e5 1 1



Black has tried several other moves in this position but none of them quite equalises: a) 14.. .J:le8 is answered by 15 e5 f6 16 d6



After 27 1i'xe2 (J.7 .i.xc2 .i.c6+) 27....i.xg4 Black wins the exchange.
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Griin feld Defence



fxe5 17 .lb2! exf4 1S .i.xg7 Wxg7 19 0-0 llf8 (19...e5? 20 d7 'irxd7 21 'irxd7+ .lxd7 22llxb7 llc7 23l:ld1 lids 24 .tg4 wins ma terial and 19...b6 20 irxf4 c5 21 'irf7+ �hS 22llf6 'ird7 23lld1 was also very unpleasant for Black in Yusupov-Malaniuk, US..g7 43 Wt,s h3 44 lla8 .i.f8 45 lla4 i.e7 46 Wa6 .tfB 47 llc4 .ta3 48 Wb6 .te7 49 .!DbB Jtd5 50 �c7 .i.dB+ 51 Wc6 .ta5 52 .tc3 %-%
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Griinfeld D efence Summary



There are a number of playable lines against 8 lib1 , and the choice thereof seems largely a question of rastc and rime available for study. Those with unlimited rime might well feel com fortable debating 9...cxd4 and 10 11Pa5+ or 9...1-Dc6 and 13 ....i.c7, but these lines are incredibly •..



sharp and White may find some unpleasant improvements. My personal recommendation is to play the solid 9 ... b6.



1 d4 tDf& 2 c4 g6 3 tlflc3 d5 4 cxd5 l0xd5 5 e4 lflxc3 6 bxc3 .i.g7 7 lfif3 c5 8 ltb1 10) 8 0-0 9 .t.e2 cxd4 ...



9.)ik6 10 dS c!LX:s t l llli.eS .i.xcS 1 2 •d2 e6 1 3 f4 13....ic7 - Gt1H11 3



9 ...• a5



(D)



13.. ..ig7 - Gtm�e 4 10 lZbS - Game 5



1 0 0-0 - Game 6



9 b6 10 0-0 .i.b7 1 1 'li'd3 .i.a6 12 .e3 1 2...'A'd7 - Canlt 7 12 . c6 Ga111e 8 ...



. .



-



10 cxd4 ••5+ 11 .i.d2 Wxa2 12 0-0 (D) 1 2....i.g4 - Gt111e1 1 12...tnd7 - Game 2



B llb 1
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1 3 f4



12 0-0



CHAPTER TWO



I



Exchange Variation with 8 .i.e3



1 d4 lt!f6 2 c4 g6 3 &3 d5 4 cxd5 ltlxd5 5 e4 lt!xc3 6 bxc3 .i.g7 7 lllf3 c5 8 .*.e3



1\s Black's plan is to counterattack d4, supporting it with .i.e3 certainly makes sense. White can also follow up with 'ifd2 and pos sibly exchange the Griinfeld bishop with .i.e3-h6. He can also complete the evacua tion of the h8-al diagonal with



lL:J or l:lbl,



when he is prepared to push on with d4-d5. The immediate 7 .i.e3 will usually be fol lowed up wid1 �13 at some stage, so it tends



not refuted by any means. Readers may also want to look carefully at the Geller and Shamkovich ideas prescnred within the con text of this game.



Game 9 Van Wely-Sutovsky European Champio nrhip, Ohrit/2001 1 d4 l0f6 2 c4 g6 3 ltlc3 d5 4 lilf3 .i.g7 5 cxd5 ltlxd5 6 e4 lt!xc3 7 bxc3 c5 8 .te3 1ra5



not to have much independent significance. The lines which do not transpose arc exam ined within the context of Game 1 3, with Kasparov's tn.'atmcnt being worthy of note. If White's knight docs go to f3 Black's most popular course of action has been to head for an endgame with 8 ... 'ifa5 followed by ...cxd4 (Games some debate



9-1 1). Thett has been



here about whcthc..'t' Black



should play his knight to c6 before capturing on d4 (discussed in Game



1 1), whilst White



must decide whether to put his rook on b 1 (Game 1 1) or c1 (Games



9 & 10). The debate



has extended well into the endgame. 1 f Black docs not want this he should con



sider the ....tg4 Ideas examined widtin Game 1 2. Whilst Kasparov came in for some rough trcaunent in this game his opening play was



By far Black's most popular choice, but he has also tried ... .tg4 ideas without first play ing 8...Wa5, and either before or after ...0-0. a) 8...0-0 dS fS!?]



9 Wd2 (9 llct .tg4 1 0 .tc2 (10



to.Ji'aS



11 'ifd2 c6 1 2 d5 (12 h3
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Griinfeld D e fence .i.xO 13 .i.xf3 ll\c:6 14 dS exdS 15 exdS ll:kS 16 .i.e2 c4 was good for Black in Van Kooten-Davies, Vlissengcn Open 1998) 1 2...cxd5 1 3 exdS c4 14 0-0 tbd7 was fine for Black in Goormachtigh-Pein, Brussels 1986) 9....tg4 acquired a dubious reputation after 10 lOgS!, as in the game Karpov-Kasparov, World Championship (game 17) 1990. But after 1 O .cxd4 1 1 cxd4 Efim Geller suggested an interesting line in 1 1 ... h6 (Kasparov played t t ...ll\c:6?! and had a bad game after 1 2 h3 .i.d7 13 ltb1) 1 2 h3 hxgS 13 hxg4 'l'd7! 14 .i.e2 ltd8 15 ltdt 1Wa4! 16 t3 �6 followed by .. .ltac8, with excellent counterplay. This suggestion may rehabilitate the whole line for Black. b) 8....i.g4 was once thought to be bad, but it has been revived with some interesting games and analysis by GM Leonid Sham kovich. For example 9 ltc1 iVaS 10 1i'd2 .i.xt3! 1 1 gxfl llXI7 1 2 dS (after 1 2 l:lbt Black can play 12 ..0-01 13 ltxb7 ltab8! 14 llxd7? .llb t+ 15 We2 WhS+ etc.) 12...b51 13 f4 ltd8 14 c4 b4 15 eS gS! 16 .i.h3 e61 t7 0-0 (an attempted improvement on Fedorowicz Shamkovich, New York 1980 in which Black obtained a winning attack after 17 :g1?1 gxf4 18 l:lxg7 '0xe51 19 We2 fxe3 20 'ifb2 ltxd5!Q 17...gxf4 18 J.xf4 and now, instead of 18...�eS? 19 J.xes .txeS 20 'ti'gS, BrillaVan Perla, Correspondence 1982, Shamko vich found the improvement 1 8...'ira3!: 19 J.g2 ..&.xeS 20 dxe6 (or 20 J.xeS 'OxeS 21 f4 iVd3) 20... fxe6 21 ltce1 '1Vc3 22 'l'xc3 .i.xc3 23 Lt.-6+ Wfl 24 .idS ltlf6 with serious problems for White. Alternatively there is 9 'l'a4+ ll\c:6 10 tOes cxd4 1 1 �c6 bxc6 1 2 cxd4 0-0 13 ltc1, Kasparov-Razuvaev, USSR Ch. 1979. Here Shamkovich suggested 1 3...e5!? 14 dxeS J.xeS 1 S 0 J.e6 1 6 J.c4 'ti'h4+ 17 .i.f2 'ti'h6 with countcrplay. 9 'irb3 0-0 10 iVxb7 lbd7 1 1 l0d2 'Ob6 1 2 'Ob3 �4 13 0 J.e6 14 .Uct ltb8 1 S iVxa7 J.xb3 16 axb3 cxd4 17 cxd4 ltxb3 was double edged in Granda Zuniga-Gutman, Nt..'W York 1988, 9 ..d2 cxd4 10 cxd4 ll\c:6 1 1 ltdt ..
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.LOI? 12 gxO 0-0 13 f4 e6 14 .tg2 1i'h4 1 5 0-0 ltad8 exerts pressure on d4 and White's weakened pawn structure, while 9 J.bS+ /Oc6 10 1Wa4 0-0 1 1 J.xc6 bxc6 t 2 ltdl cxd4 13 cxd4 ..d6 14 0-0 £5 undermines the e4pawn with active play. 9 ..d2 1&6 10 llc1 Defending c3 in order to push his d-pawn. Black is now obliged to enter the endgame. 1 0...cxd4 1 1 cxd4 •xd2+ 1 2 Wxd2 0-0 1 3 d5 lldB 1 4 �e1 1 Retreating the king to i ts safest square in order to renew the threat on the knight on c6. 14...lDa5



This looks like a safer square than b4 (see the next game), though it creates fewer im mediate problems for White. 1 5 .i.g5 J.d7 1 6 .i.d3 lldc8 Black has an intriguing alternative in 16 ... f5!?. Szeberenyi-Borisek, Balatonlcllc 2001, continued 17 e5? .tc8! 18 d6 .lldc81 19 ¢>e2 (after 19 l:lxc8 l:lxc8 20 dxe7 h6 21 i.d2 ll\c:4 Black will soon pick up the e7pawn with a good game) 19...exd6 20 exd6 J.ffi 21 i.d2 b6 22 l:lxc8 (22 J.xaS bxaS 23 .i.c4+ is answered by 23...ltxc4 24 l:lxc4 .tbS) 22 .ltxc8 23 .tf4 l:ld8 24 .Jldt L4 25 .Jld2 J.xd6 26 .i.x£5? (dropping a piece, but White is lost in any case) 26.. .ltc8+ 27 J.e3 gx£5 28 ltxd6 f4 29 .Jld4 .i.bS+ 0-1 . It is true that White has better than 17 eS?, but in any case Black seems to be fine. For example ..



Ex change Va riation with 8 J.e3



after 17 d6 there is 17 ....i.c6!? 18 .i.xe7 fxe4 19 .i.xd8 :Xd8 20 :Xc6 lllic6 21 .i.xe4 :Xd6 which is, if anything, slightly better Black thanks to me queenside majority, and 17 .i.xe7 lieS 1 8 d6 fxe4 1 9 .i.xe4 .i.c6 20 lZX12 .i.£8 21 .i.x£8 Wx£8 22 f3 llad8 sees Black regain his pawn with at least equality. 1 7 We2 e6 1 8 J.e3 There is a major alternative in 18 llxc8+



l:txc8 19 1lc1, exchanging the major pieces in the hope that White's centralised king will be a telling factor in the minor piece endgame. Kramnik-Kaspatov, Astana 2001 went 1 9 ... :Xct 20 .i.xc1 cxdS 21 exdS bS! 22 .i.f4 ltk4 23 Lc4 bxc4 24 .teS .i.f8l (24....i.xeS 25 lilieS .i.bS 26 d2 wins me c-pawn). Here 2S Wd2 led to draws being agreed in both Nielsen-Sutovsky, Esbjerg 2001 and Estremera Panos-Mikhalevski, Andorra 2001 . Kramnik's choice, however, forces Black m defend a little longer: 25 llXI2!? .i.b5 26 �4 f5 27 ltk3 .i.d7 28 Wc3 .i.cS+ 29 .i.d4 .i.b4 30 .i.eS 1/z-lfz. Attacking me knight on aS comes to noth ing after 18 .i.d2 exd5! 19 .i.xaS? (19 exdS lieS+ 20 .i.e3 makes White's 18m move pointless) 19 ...dxe4 20 .i.xe4 lieS 21 Wd3 .i.bS+ 22 We3 fS, when Black regains the piece with advantage. 18



•..



exd5 1 9 exd5 a6!?



has some clever pyrotechnics in mind. The alternatives arc as follows: a) 19...b6 20 L6! lidS 21 llhdt L4!? (an improvement on Kra.mnik-Van Wely, Wijk aan Zce 2001, in which White secured a clear advantage after 2t ....i.cB 22 Lc8 1laxc8 23 llxc8 llxc8 24 llXI4, intending 2S �bS) 22 lld3 bS 23 .i.f4 �c4 24 .i.b7 .i.b2! (not 24...1le8+ 25 Wf1 llad8 26 i.c7 lid? 27 .i.c6 and White wins rhc exchange) 25 .i.xa8 .i.xcl 26 .i.xc 1 llxa8 27 d6?! (27 lld4 kept the balance in Malakhatko-Ftacnik, Herceg Novi 2001, with a draw being agreed after 27 .lieS 28 .i.f4 b4 29 lbd2 :CS+ 30 W£3 lflxd2+ 31 llxd2) 27...f6! 28 .i.f4 lieS+ 29 wn b4 30 h4 wn 31 llds :Cs 32 l0d4 (32 d7 lidS 33 lieS al1ows 33...llxd7 as 34 llxc4 meers with 34....i.b5) 32. ..i.d7 33 �c2 aS 34 ltlb3 a4 35 ltk5?? ltlb6 0-1 Piket-Van Wcly, Netherlands 2001 . b) 1 9...1ld8 was tried in l .Sokolov Krasenkow, Dos Hcrtnanas 2001 , but it left Black in serious trouble after 20 lZcS b6 21 llc7 .i.g4 22 h3 L£3+ 23 gx£3 .i.eS 24 :C2 f5 (24...1lab8 25 f4 followed by 26 .i.e4 holds onto the passed pawn) 2S f4 .i.f6 26 lldt lld6 27 .i.a6, as 27...1lad8 can be answered by 28 J.cS! followed by putting the bishop on e6. c) 19 ...b5!? 20 llXI2!? (20 llxc8+ llxc8 21 J.xa7 ltk4 gives Black compensation for the pawn, but I'm not convinced that it is enough) 20...a6 (20... f5?l 21 f4! lld8 22 lZhdt J.es 23 ltlo .i.fl 24 .i.xbS .i.xdS 25 lbcs was unpleasant for Black in Van Wely Nijbocr, Amsterdam 2001) 21 ltlc4 .i.£5 22 .0 ltk4 23 Lc4 bxc4 24 Zlhdl was better for White in Van Wely-Sutovsky, Amsterdam 2001 , though Black managed to hold a draw. ..



.







20 .tb& lle8+! 21 �2 h turns out that White has no goo d square for his king. Arter 21 Wfl Black rescues his knight with 21 ... .i.b5 22 i.xb5 axbS the game Pridorozhni-Yandemirov, Tomsk 2001 leading to a draw after 23 d6 .i.f6 24 d7 IZ.£8 25 :C2 tbc:4 26 .i.d4 i.xd4 27 l0xd4 llfd8 ,



An important new idea in a weD-trodden position. At first nudging me pawn forward looks bad because of 20 .i.b6, but Sutovsky
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Griinfeld Defence 28 li)xb5 llxd7 etc. Meanwhile 21 Wd1 is just poor in view of21 ....i.a4+. 21 . . ...th6+ 22 .i.e3 After 22 Wc3? Black's fancy footwork continues with 22...1lac8+ 23 Wb2 .i.xct+ 24 llxc1 J.£51 (24.. .1lxcl 25 �c1 1lc8+ 26 Wd2 ll)c4+ 27 Lc4 llxc4 28 ll)es leaves Black unable to defend both pieces) 25 .i.xfS llxcl 26 Wxcl ll)c4 27 i.d7 :C7, winning mate rial. In the game we get a tough and evenly balanced struggle. 22 . . ...tf8 23 �6 ..tb5 24 J:lc7 Aad8 25 .i.xb5 axb5 26 lllxf7 J:lxd5+ 27 Wc2 J:lf5 28 lllh 6+ ..txh6 29 ..txh6 J:lxf2+ 30 Wc3 llxg2



.ie3 11'a5 9 'il'd2 lLic& 10 llc1 cxd4 1 1 c::xd4 'il'xd2+ 1 2 Wxd2 0-0 1 3 d5 J:ld8 1 4 We 1 Q)b4!? An interesting alternative to the more usual 14... c!Oa5. In Kramnik-Leko, Budapest 2001, Black experimented with 14.../lk5 but found himself under heavy pressure after 15 lt\xc5 Le5 16 f4 i.d6 17 Wt2 e5 1 8 .i.cS! .i.xc5+ 19 1lxc5 exf4 20 Wf3 .i..d7 21 .i.d3 llac8 22 1lhc1 g5 23 1lc7 etc. 1 5 ..tc5?



This obvious-looking reply (forking b4 and c1) is a misrakc. White should play 1 5 i.d2!, when Zlochevskij-Yegiazarian, Ohrid 200 1 , continued as follows: 15 ...�6 (15...lt\xa2?? loses the knight after 16 llc2) Black is mopping up a good supply of pawns but his king is badly placed. 16 .i.xa6 (16 .i.d3 e6 1 7 .i.xa6 bxa6 1 8 .i.a5 lieS! 19 d6 .i.d7 gave Black a strong bishop 31 llg7+ Wh8 32 J:lc7 lLic6 33 lle1 ! liaS pair to compensate for his weak pawns in 34 ..tg7+ Wg8 35 Wb3 J:lxh2 36 ..tc3 Marzano-Jansa, Montc.:catini Tenne 1998) J:lhxa2 l6... bxa6 17 .i.b4 (17 i.a5 1ld7 18 lDd2 [or The disappearance of his last queenside 18 .i.c3 llc7 19 .i.b2 llxct+ 20 .i.xct £51, pawn makes White head for the draw. 37 ..tb2 l:l2a4 38 l:lg7+ WhB 39 l:ld7+ Banikas-Kalod, Mcnorca 1996) 18 ... £51 19 0 fxc4 20 fxe4 c6! 21 dxc6 lle7 saw Black's Wg8 40 J:lg7+ Wh8 41 lld7+ bishops come to life in Atalik-Karr, Cappellc Not 41 llxg6+? .!Lid4+ etc. Ia Grande 2000) 1 7 ...1lb81 18 a3 (after 18 41 . . .Wg8 %-% ,...----. J.xe7 1le8 19 d6 i.f8 20 .i.xf8 %txc4+ 21 Game 10 Wd2 WxfB the d6-pawn is in serious trouble) Lagowski-Shishkin 18 ... £5! 19 i.xe7 1le8 20 c.l6 fxc4 21 tlXI2 .i.£5 22 h3 .i.h6 23 g4 .i.t.-6 24 1lc7 .i.d5 25 1lg1 Ka&nierz Dolny 2001 '------• e3 26 fxc3 Le3. Now White had to try 27 lift (27 llg3? i.f4 and Black threatens both 1 d4 �f6 2 c4 g6 3 lllc3 d5 4 lllf3 i.g7 rhe rook and 28. . ..i.xd6) 27...i.g2 (27...1lb2? 5 cxd5 �xd5 6 e4 lllxc3 7 bxc3 c::5 8 28



Exchange Varia Uon with 8 �e3



28 li)e4! i.xe4 29 d7) 28 l:tf6, when 28....i.g5 is met by 29 l:te6 .i.xh3 30 tl:k:4.



�a3 ••5 9 •c12 �c6 Black can also delay ...c!lk6, although the 1 5 ...�xa2 1 6 l:.c2 lack of immediate pressure on d4 does l!).ve White more options about how to recapture Black would meet 16 i.xe7 with 16 ...1ld7 on d2: 9 ...0-0 10 llc1 (10 J:lb1 in thi.'l position 17 l:tc2 l:txe7 18 l:txa2 llxe4+ etc. 16 �c3 1 7 �d2 .td7 1 8 .txe7 lieS 1 9 can be answered by 1 0 ... b6, after which 1 1 d6 a51 .i.d3 c!lk6 1 2 eS l:td8 1 3 JibS ..a4 14 l:tb2 .i.a6 gave Black excellcm counterplay ih White has lcveUed the body count but the Rivas-Epishin, Dos Hermanas 1 994) passed d-pawn is no match for Black's con 10...cxd4 (10...e6 1 1 .i.h6l c!lk6 1 2 h4 cxd4 nected passed pawns on the queen�de. As in many of these Gri.infeld debates, what tips 1 3 .i.xg7 Wxg7 14 cxd4 ..xd2+ 1 5 Wxd2 gave White the better game in Karpov the balance is the relative activity of both Kasparov, World Championship !game 151 sides' pieces. Lyon 1 990) 1 1 cxd4 'iVxd2+. Now White can 20 f4 a4 21 .i.c4 b5 22 e6 b4 23 'it12 recapture with the knight but 12 �d2 L-6 13 .tf51 ll:lb3 b6 14 .i.d3 (or 1 4 .i.bS .i.b7 1 5 f3 llc8 16 l:txc8+ .i.xc8 17 'jj;l£2 ..i.d7 1 8 l:tct Wf8 1 9 .i.f4 cS!, as analysed by Rowson) 14...L6l 1 5 c;j;le2 .i.xd3+ 1 6 �d3 ll:la6 equalised comfortably in Stonc-lvanchuk, New York Open 1 988. 1nstead 1 2 �d2 lld8 1 3 llc7 (in reply to 1 3 .i.bS Ftacnik has pointed out that Black can equalise with 13 ... .i.d7 14 ..i.xd7 lLixd7 15 l:tc7 lL:IcSQ 13 ...c!lk6 14 dS e6 was aU played in Hillarp Persson-Rowson, Edin butgh 1 997. According to Rowson Black equalises after 1 5 lOgS with 15...cxd5l 16 li)xf7 .l:td7 1 7 l:txd7 .i.xd7 18 cxd5 Wxf7 19 dxc6 .i.xc6, while the gnmc went 15 .i.gS f6 White has managed to dose the g7-bishop out of play but now Black's light-squared 16 Wet fxgS! 1 7 dxc6 g4!, White standing bishop is displaying demonic activity. badly after 18 .i.c4 gx.O 1 9 cxb7 J.h6+! 20 24 l:.b2 l:.ebB 25 d7 .i.fB 26 dB'i' l:.xdB �c2 .i.xb7 21 .i.xe6+ Wh8 22 l:txb7 fxg2 23 llgt lld2+ etc. White's best try was 1 8 5 This exchange sacrifice ends White's resis .i.eS 19 cxb7 .i.xb7 20 llxb7 1lac8+ 2 1 .l.c4 tance. The quecnside pawns become invul l:txc4+, when Black is better but not deci nerable and Black's bishop pair rules rhc sively so. roost. 27 .txdB llxdB 28 �f3 .i.c5+ 29 wg3 1 0 l:.b1 Thrc;ttening 1 1 l:tb5. 30 Wh4 .te7+ 31 �5 .!?Jxg5 0-1 /.l)e4+ 1 0 . . .()..0!? 32 fxg5 lld4+. The best way to answer a threat is often to Game 1 1 ignore it. In this case Black prefers to sacriDautov-Svidler ficc his queen rather than be bullied into the inferior endgame that arises after 10... cxd4 1 1 Istanbul O!Jmpiad 2000 ,_______________. cxd4 1i'xd2+ 12 Wxd2. Another possibility is 10 ...a6, which appears to be quite playable 1 d4 �f6 2 c4 g6 3 �c3 d5 4 tDf3 .i.g7 despite the loss of time. Hi.ibncr-Fta.cnik, 5 cxd5 �xd5 6 e4 �xc3 7 bxc3 c5 8 •••



li)g
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Grun feld Defence



Istanbul Olympiad 2000 continued 11 l:lct cxd4 (1 l ...i.g4 is also interesting, for exam ple 1 2 d5 1ld8 13 i.e2 0-0 14 'ltb2 i.xf3 1 5 i.xf3 thi4! 16 i.dt �b5 1 7 i.d2 �6 18 'ifc2 �4 was agreed drawn in Ehlvest Rytshagov, Tallinn 1998) 1 2 cxd4 Wxc.12+ 1 3 Wxd2 e 6 14 i.c4 0-0 1 5 l:lhdt i.d7 16 *e1 �aS 17 i.c2 l:lfc8 with an okay position for Black.



game. In this game Svidler demonstmtes that Black can put his bishop on its best square without having to worry about �f3-d4xe6. 1 5 h5



1 5 thi4 can be met by 1 5...Jlac8 (or evt.'ll 1 5...i.xa2!?). 1 5 1Zfc8 1 6 e5 lDc41 ..•



1 1 1tb5



Black seeks counrcq;lay before White's at tack gets really strong with moves like hxg6 foUowed by •gs, •h4 and �gS.



I f White doesn't accept the offer his last move was a waste of time.



1 7 .i.xc4 J:lxc4 1 8 hxg6 hxg6 1 9 l0g5 llac8! 20 /llxe6



1 1 cxd4 1 2 Axa5 dxe3 1 3 11'xe3 lDxa5 14 h41?



After 20 Wd2 l:lxc3 21 Wxc3 l:lxc3 22 *xc3 i.xe5+ 23 *c2 .txa2 Black has good winning chances.



•••



Black has a rook and a bishop for the queen� a juicy target on c3 and there are no obvious weaknesses in his position. In a pre vious game, Dautov-Altcrman, Bad Hom burg 1997, Dautov tried shielding his c3pawn with 14 thl4 i.d7 15 e5 l:lfc8 16 f4, and now Black should have played 16...1:lc7 foUowed by t7...1:lac8 with unclear play ac cording to Alterman. In this later game against Svidler. Dautov tries an alternative plan of attacking down the h-file.



20 Axc3 21 1l'g5 ltc1 + 22 Wd2 Jbh1 23 lDxg7 ltd8+ 24 We2 Wxg7 25 11'xe7 ltdd1 ! ••.



14 .-*.e& ..



Khenkin-Sutovsky, Polanica Zdroj 1 999 varied at this point with 14...i.g4, when 1 5 thl4 l:lac8 1 6 h5 l:lfd8 17 f3 i.d7 1 8 hxg6 hxg6 19 eS I:lcS 20 f4 1ldc8 21 *d2 llc4 22 *c2 .IL4 23 *b2 brought about a position in which White had protected the weakness on c3 and shut the bishop on g7 out of the 30



26 f4



Black's last move came just in time to stop



Exchange Varia tion with 8 .i.e3 26 e6? rhanks to 26...1lhe1+. 26...1lhf1 27 g3 llfe1 + 28 Wf2 llf1 + 29 We2 llfe1 + 30 Wf2 %-% .------.



Game 12 Kramnik-Kasparov BGN Work/ Ch. (game 2), London 2000 1 d4 ltlf6 2 c4 g6 3 ltlc3 d5 4 cxd5 l0xd5 5 e4 /tlxc3 6 bxc3 -*.g7 7 l0f3 c5 8 .*.e3 Wa5 9 'tlrd2 .i.g4 1 0 llb1



15...•xd2 16 �xd2 �d4 17 Wg2 gives White a clear advantage due to rhe rook on the 7rh rank and the two bishops. He would attempt to shut the g7-bishop out of play with f3-f4 and e4-e5. 1 6 .i.d5 1 6 Wxas tLlxaS forks the bishop on c4 and rook on b7, aUowing Black to escape unharmed. 1 6 .i.c3 Some commentators opined rhat 1 6 ...1Wxd2 17 .i.xd2 tOes was a safe line for Black, but 18 .i.b4 is strong. Black cannot play t6 ... J..xe3 17 1Wxe3 tL:ib4 because 18 1Wc3 ltab8 19 Jlxb8 llxb8 20 a3 costs him his knight. 1 7 'irc1 1 7 1Wc2 also has its points since after 17 .. Lc8 White can play 18 .i.xc6 1lxc6 19 ltxe7 without 19...1Wxa2 being possible. 1 7 llXI47! After having found several exceUent moves Kasparov slips up and finds himself in renewed difficulties. 1 7...lLc8 '1 8 J.xc6 llxc6 19 .Uxe7 'ifxa2 looks quite playable, while 17 ...tbe5 was also worrh considering. 1 8 .i.xd4 .i.xd4 1 9 1lxe7 lla7 Attempting to simplify, although the mighty bishop on d5 still causes Black seri ous difficulties due to the pressure against f7. 20 llxa7 .i.xa7 21 f4 Taking control of some dark squares and preparing a pawn storm. Black desperately needs some counterplay. 21 ...•d8 22 •c3 .i.b8 23 Wf3 Another possibility is 23 Wg3, but Kram nik is happy with a ttansposition into an end game. 23 . . .9114 24 e5 g5 A natural move which undermines rhe dark squares. But as Kasparov admitted after the game, he had overlooked White's reply. 25 lle1 ! 1t'xf4 Black is forced to trade queens since after 2S...gxf4 26 c6 fxe6 27 :Xc6 White obtains a terrible attack. •• .



•••



The most testing reply to 1f6 38 a5 lZa2



38.. ..i.d4 39 :cis .i.eJ 40 llxd2 ..i.xd2 41 a6 .i.eJ 42 Wh4 is another way for Black to lose. 39 llb6+ �7 ;\ blunder. However, even after the supe rior 39...�g7 White would win eventually with 40 a6 .i.d4 41 llg6+ etc. 40 .i.d5 1 -0
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After 8 :ct 0-0 I once analysed 9 dS (9 lbO 'ii'aS leads to lines considered later)



Exchange Varia tion with 8 J.. e 3



9...c6! 1 0 .i.xcS lieS 1 1 d6 /&6 12 lDf3 11Va5 with exceUcnt countcrplay. 8



cxd4



•••



l11e standard but rather duD move is



8...1Va5, when Tunik-Atalik, Budapest 1 992 continued 9 l:r.b1 (9 lDO transposes to the S .i.c3 lines) 9 ... b6 (9...a6 1 0 :Ct cxd4 1 1 cxd4 1i'xd2+ 1 2 �xd2 0-0 13 lDO was slighdy better for White due to the weakness of Black's qucensidc in Karpov-Kamsky, Til burg 1991) 10 .ib5+ .id7 1 1 .i.d3 ftX6 1 2 lD O 0-0 1 3 llc1 c6 14 dS exd5 1 5 exdS ltlcs 1 6 tbxc5 .i.xeS 1 7 c4 'ifxd2+ 1S Wxd2 f5 19 f4 .t f6 20 Zlhc 1 with a very e(.1ual position. A more pugnacious line is S...0-0 9 llct (9 dS e6! 10 .ixc5 'ilrc7 1 1 .td4 .ixd4 1 2 cxd4 exdS 13 cS ftX6 14 .ie2 f6 gave l�lack excel lent counterplay in Birnboim-Ribli, Lucerne Olympiad 19S2) 9...lDd7!? 1 0 .id3 (after 1 0 dS Black gains active counterplay wid1 IO...tbf6 1 1 f3 e6!, e.g. ·1 2 c4 [12 .i.xcS lieS is too dangerous) 12 .. .Zle8 13 tbc2 b6 14 tbc3 lnot 14 e5 tbxd5 1 5 cxdS exdS 1 6 f4 d4 17 .it2 f6 with an overwhelming position for the sacrificed piece) 14....ta6 1 5 .ie2 [ 1 5 cS tbd7 16 f4 f6 would demolish White's centre) l 5 ...tlkl7 16 0-0 tbcs 17 tbd 1 cxd5 1 8 cxd5 .i.xe2 19 11fxe2 f5! and Black took ilic initia· tive in Spassov-Tscshkovsky, Moscow 1 985) I O.. . c5! 1 1 tbf3 (1 1 d5 f5!) l l ...exd4 12 cxd4 cxd4 13 tbxd4 (Yusupov gave a very interest ing variation in 1 3 .ixd4 .ixd4 14 tbxd4 lll£6 1 5 .tbt Wb6 1 6 0-0 Zld8 1 7 Zlfd1 .tg4 I S f3 lld7 1 9 fxg4 :adS 20 ltc4 tbxg4 with complications) 1 3...tbc5 1 4 .ic2 'i'h4 15 OcO 'ilrxe4 t6 lDb5 .ic6 1 7 llfd 1 , and White had just about enough for his pawn in Yusupov Timman, Belgrade 1 989. 9 cxd4 tl:lc6 10 Zld1



The most testing move. Black achieves a very comfortable position after 10 tbf3 .ig4, for example 1 1 .ltd I (or I t .ib5 0-0 12 .ixc6 bxc6 1 3 llc l .ixf3 1 4 gxf3 1Vd7) 1 1 ...0-0 '12 i.e2 lieS 1 3 0-0 b6 14 d5 i.xf3 1 5 gxf3 llJc5 16 llct Wd7 17 f4 &41, Haik-Granda, Du bai Olympiad 1 986, and now IS .ixc4 'i'g4+



results i n a draw by perpetual check. 10



J.g41? 1 1 J.e2



•..



1 1 f3 .id7 1 2 .ib5 0-0 13 tbc2 llla5 14 i.xd7 tbc4 was slightly better for Black in Krush-L,"\Iic, Hastings 2000. 11



Axe2 1 2 lUxe2 lUa51?



••.



Kasparov wants to play for the fuU point and is willing to take some risks to do so. A solid alternative is 12 ...0-0 13 0-0 e6, after which 14 d5!? exdS 15 cxdS lllcs 1 6 1fb4 1fd7 17 Wb3 :ecs 1 8 h3 b5 19 tbd4 a6 20 i.£4 ltX4 was good for Black in Ko:mi Avrukh, Belgrade 1999. 1 3 1i'b4 0-0 14 0-0 b6 1 5 d6



1 5 liet e6 would give White nothing. 15



••.



1i'd6 1 6 'ttb5! 1i'e5 1 7 Zld4 1i'b8



Still playing for complications. l 7.Ji'd6 18 lla4 :acS was safer but offered ft.'Wer prospects of wresting the initiative. 1 8 %la4 llc8 1 9 li:ld4 1lc5 20 1i'd7?!



20 1Vd3 was better, 20...Wc8 21 lbb5 :c4 being only slightly better for Black. Now White get.'\ into serious trouble. 20 Ac7 21 'it'b5 'it'c8 22 h3 Ac5 23 Wb1 1td7 24 Ab4 llac8? 24...tbc4! was better - 25 li)c6 tbxe3 26 fxe3 c6 leaves 131ack with a clear advantage. • ••



25 tl:lc6 /i)xc6 26 AxeS /i)xb4 27 J.xb4 .tel



Exchanging White's dangcmus bishop and steering the game towards a drnw. 28 llc1 J.xb4 29 Zlxc8+ 'it"xc8 30 irxb4 Wc1 + %-%
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Grilnfeld D e fence Summary



The most popular way to treat the .ie3 lines is for Black to exchange queens. He is certainly holding his own here, although such play might not be to c:..'Veryone's taste. Players preferring a sharper middlegame struggle should pay more attention to Lputian-Kasparov and the alterna tive .. ig4 lines given within Kramnik-Kasparov. 1 d4 �f6 2 c4 g6 3 ltk3 d5 4 cxd5 Q)xd5 5 e4 lllxc3 6 bxc3 J.g7 7 �f3



7 .te3 c5 8 'l'd2 cxd4 - Ctl111t 1J 7 ... c5 8 .tea (OJ ••5 9 •d2 (OJ lik6



9 ..tg4 - Game ..



12



1 0 1lc1



10 Ab1 - Game 1 1



1 0. . .cxd4 1 1 cxd4 •xd2+ 1 2 �xd2 0-0 1 3 d5 Jld8 1 4 'itie1 (0)



1 4 �5 - Game 9 14 �b4 - Game 10 ...



...



8 .te3
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9 '1'd2



10 We 1



CHAPTER THREE



I



Exchange Variation with 7 .i.c4



1 d4 l0f6 2 c4 g6 3 l0c3 d5 4 cxd5 lbxd5 5 e4 lbxc3 6 bxc3 .ig7 7 i.c4



The idea of developing with 7 .ic4 and 8 �2 was firSt recommended by Alexander Alekhine in the New York 1 924 tournament book. He argued that if White developed the knight on f3 Black could pin it with a later ....ig4, and his view held sway for the next half century. When it was fmaUy discovered that matters were not so simple (in particular the rise of 8 1lb1 contributed towards this), 7 .ic4 declined in popularity. Black usually responds to this line with an immediate ... c7-c5 foUowed by c6, though it should be remembered that this is not his only trc.:aunent. Games 14 & 1 5 cover the mother of aU main lines with tO....ig4 and t t ...lbas, with Black certainly holding his own in every variation. l11e drawback of these lines from a lifestyle point of view is that they do require a deep knowledge of theory. Moving on to the classic main lines, the Shamkovich Variation is covered in Game 1 6. This is one of the great Grunfeld encoun ters which should be stuclied carefuUy for its lessons in strategy. From a theoretical point of view this line has been suffering due to 1 2 .if4, although this still looks reasonable for Black if he uses Epishin's precise formula. .JD



One of my own ideas is ro play 1 O e6 as a semi-waiting move, and this is the subject matter of Game 17. In the introduction I mentioned Kouatly's crcative work on the Grunfeld, and Game 1 8 is devoted to one o f his favourite lines. The reader should note that Kouady himself pre fers first 10 ....i.g4 and then 1 1 ....id7, which he seemed to like because White's bishop on e3 would then be undefended. Whilst I have not been able to isolate the exact circum st:ancc in which this makes a difference, his opinion is certainly worth noting. The lines based on 8...b6 and 8 ... ltic6 fol lowed by ... b7-b6 (Game 1 9) seem fine for Black, despite the result of the game. They have also been less weD analysed than some of the main lines, which is certainly a piUII point for players who use their own brains. •..



Game 14 Kramnik-Kasparov Unares 1999 1 d4 ll)f6 2 c4 g6 3 �c3 d5 4 cxd5 ltlxd5 5 e4 lbxc3 6 bxc3 i.g7 7 .i.c4



This move. combined with the develop ment of the knight to c2, was for a long time considered to be the best for White. The point is that it avoids a potential pin with 35



Griin feld Defence



...J.g4 and the resultant pressure against the d4-square. 7



••.



c5



The most usual move, which can also be played after castling. 8 �2 lOc6 9 �e3 0-0 1 0 0-0 .i.g4 1 1 f3



liPgt J.m 21 Wht J.cs 22 'ti'd3 'ti'f6 23 �t ! White was achieving exactly what he wanted and won after the further moves 23 ...'ti'f2 24 �0 J.d6 25 'ti'a6 llf8 26 �g5 'ti'e3 27 �6 'ti'c3 28 llgt llf7 29 lbg5 lle7 30 :n 1-0.



lDa5



Generally recognised as the main line. l t ...J.d7 is covered in the notes to Game 1 8. 1 2 .i.xf7+



20 'itd3 ltfB+ 21 �1 Wf2+ 22 Wh1 1te3!



With White's king in the corner, and with a potentially active �1ueenside pawn majority, Black can afford to exchange queens. The so-called Seville Variation, which be came popular during the 1987 Kasparov Karpov match in St.'Ville. White emerges with an extra (doubled) pawn, while Black has some temporary piece activity which he hopt.o:; will provide sufficient countetplay. 1 2 i.d3 is dealt with i n the next game. 12



23 1tc4



In Kramnik-Shirov, Cazorla Candidates Match 1998 White exchanged queens but the result was the same after 23 '1Vxc3 i.xe3 24 lldl Jlf2 25 lDg1 �f7 26 l:ld3 .i.b6 27 J:[£3+ h2 .ieS+.



Game 15 Hillarp Persson-Rowson Torshavn 2000



'-------•



1 d4 ttlf6 2 c4 g6 3 ll'lc3 d5 4 cxd5



/Dxd5 5 e4 �c3 6 bxc3 J.g7 7 J.c4 c5 8 ttle2 /Oc6 9 i.e3 0-0 10 0-0



Polugaevsky introduced the surprisingly poisonous 10 llct, which gives up casding rights after 10...cxd4 1 1 cxd4 WaS+ 1 2 'it>n but threatens to start an attack with h2-h4. Black shouiJ answer this with 1 2.. .1i'a3!, free ing aS for the knight, preparing a possible retreat to d6 and threatening to play 1 3 ... .ig4, when White cannot move his f pawn because the bishop on c3 hangs. Then 1 3 'Wd2 1ld8! 1 4 dS �5 1 5 .ibS b6, intend ing ... .ia6, was already better for Black in Ftacnik-l.Gurevich, Bid 1993, while 1 3 h4?! runs into 1 3 ....ig4. Browne-Kudrin, Phila delphia Open 1992 was evenly ba1anced after 1 3 1lc3 tfd6 14 fJ o!i:)a5 1 5 .id3 .ie6 1 6 .i.f4 Wb4 17 .id2 b6 t 8 1lc7 1i'd6 1 9 .if4 Wd8 20 d5 .i.d7 21 .ia6 e6 22 dxe6 .ixe6. Instead play might continue 1 3 'i'b3 'i'xb3 14 .i.xb3 .id7 1 5 f4 l:tfc8 1 6 *f2 �5 17 d5 ltixb3 1 8 axb3 i.b2 1 9 1lxc8+ llxcB 20 i.xa7 llc2 2 1 'it> O f5 22 cxfS (22 eS i s met b y 2 2...1ld2, recovering the pawn with the better game) 22... i.xf5 23 lld I .ia3 24 .i.e3 .id6 and Black's active pieces were good compensa tion fur his pawn minus in Kamsky-Anand, Las Palmas (10th matchga.ne) 1995. I nterest ing is 1 3 ...1i'd6!? whc:n, in Atalik-Ryt.o;hagov, CappeUe Ia Gnmde 1997, Black had a gooJ game wilh 14 i.J5 o!i:)aS!, as 15 1i'b5 can be answered with 1 5...Wd8. The players ann lysed 16 llc5 ..i.J7 17 Wxa5 b6 18 Wd2 bxcS 19 i.xa8 cxd4 20 .ixd4 JLxd4 2 1 1ixd4 Wxa8 with the better game for Black (22 Wxd7?? lld8). 10 ...J.g4 1 1 f3 tDas 1 2 J.d3 cxd4 1 3 cxd4 J.e6 see following diagram



1 4 llc 1



The most popular move. The exchange sacrifice with 14 d5 .ixa1 1 5 'i'xal f6 has faUen out of favour. Then 16 .i.h6 ..td7!? 17 .ixf8 'Wb6+ 1 8 �4 1lxf8 1 9 llb1 Wd6 was fine for Black in Christiansen·Lagunov, Port. 37
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1 991, and in response to 16 'l'bl J.fl 17 �4 - a suggestion of Lalic Euwc's old line of 17...'1'd7 1 8 i.bS 'l'd6 looks fine for Black. -



After 16 1lbl i.d7 17 eS (or 17 i.h6 J:lf7 18 e5 i.c6 19 e6 .J:r.g7, as in Fliegner-Anka, Germany 1991) Chuchelov's ama;ting dis covery of 1 7 ... J.c6!! puts 16 lib 1 out of busi ness. White is in serious ttouble after 18 dxc6 'l'xd3, 18 �f4 g5 and 1 8 i.e4 f5, but 18 llk3 .i.xd5 1 9 lldl offers some compen sation. Instead 1 8 exf6?1 '1Vxd5 1 9 fxe7? llx£3! 20 .i.h6 .J:r.fl saw Black win quickly in D.llic-Krasenkow, Wattens 1 990. Black has also discovered ways to neutral ise 1 4 '1Va4, for example 1 4...a6 1 5 d5 .i.d7 (15 b5 16 'l'b4 .lxal 17 llxal .i.d7 1 8 1fd4 f6 19 e5 fxe5 20 1fxe5 'IVbS! 21 'iWxe7 lieS 22 '1Vc5 �b7 23 Wet lbd6 24 tbgl J.f5) 16 'l'b4 b5 17 1lac1 e6 lS dxc6 (1 S lbf4!? is met by 18 ... c5 19 lbe2 lieS, intending 20 ... -*.ffi) 1 S ...Le6 1 9 llfd1 Jlc8 20 .i.c5 llk6 21 '�Val �e5 22 i.xffi (attempting to improve on 22 .i.xb5 axb5 23 llxd8 l:tfxdS 24 f4 lbc4 25 'l'b4 lld2, which gave Black good compen sation for the queen in Nenashev Krasenkow, USSR Army Ch., 19S7) 22 ... -*.xfB 23 .J:r.xc8 'l'xcS 24 1fb2 'ffc5+ 25 Wh1 �£3!1 26 lbf4 (26 gx£3 Wf2 27 'l'f6 .i.hl 28 llgt i.e7! 29 '1Vf4 i.d6! wins for Black) 26...�h2l 27 l'Oxe6 'ilh5 28 lbf4 'l'xd1+ 29 �h2 J.h6 30 lbd5 'l'xdl 3 1 'ife5 'l'al 32 lbe7+ W ffi 33 �5, leading to a .•.
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draw by repetition in Nenashev-Chuchelov, Novosibirsk 1989. 14



...



.lxa2 1 5 ••4



After 15 d5 there foUows 1 5...i.b31, e.g. 16 'l'd2 a6! 1 7 'l'b4 b5 18 �4 .i.c4 1 9 .i.xc4 .lxd4 20 .i.xd4 �c4 2 1 f4 f6 22 h4 eS 23 .tcS .J:r.fl 24 fxe5 �c5 with the bcucr game for Black in lllivitsky-Shamkovich, USSR 1954, or 1 6 Wet c6 (not now 16 ... a6? due to 1 7 'l'f2) 1 7 'l'b4 exdS 1 8 llc5 i.c4 19 J.xc4 �c4 20 llxdS 1i'xd5 21 cxdS li)xe3 22 :C1 lbxd5 23 'l'xb7 lbe3, with excellent compensation for the queen. 1 5 ..*-b317 This is much more awkward for White ..



than the older 1 S....ie6, when 16 d5 J.d7 17 'l'b4 (17 'l'al bS) gives White compensation for the pawn thanks to his extra space and weU centralised pieces. 17 ...b6 1S .ia6! .i.c8 1 9 .i.xc8 llxcS 20 .J:r.xc8 'l'xc8 21 '1Vxc7 '1Vc2 22 1le1 c!bc4 23 .J.f4 gave White the advan tage in V.Gt:orgiev-PcUetier, Germany 1 99S. Nevertheless, Black seems to be fine after 17 ...e6 18 c!bc3 cxd5 19 �dS (19 exd5 lle8 20 .i£2 b6 21 .i.h4 i.f8 22 d6 .ixd6! 23 11'xd6 11'xh4 24 lLK:4 .J:r.ad8 25 g3 'ile7 26 lbf6+ �f8 27 lbxe8 llxeS 28 iVd4 11'e3+ led to a draw in Hillarp Persson-Akesson, Gen tofte 1 999) 19 ... .ie6 20 llfdl .ixdS 21 cxdS .J:r.c8 22 i.£2 i.f8 23 'l'b2 i.g7 24 Wa2 (White can also repeat the position with 24 '1Vb4) 24...a6 25 d6 l'Oc6 26 i.e4 'l'd7 27 i.b6 llac8 2S j.c7 llxc71 29 dxc7 'l'xc7 30



Exchange Varia tion with 7 J.c4



i.xc6 bxc6 31 '1Pxa6 i.e5 32 h3 c5 33 �S lidS! 34 l:txdB+ ..xd8 35 Whl i.d4 and White was unable to make any progress in Yusupov-Leko, Ubeda 1997. Another possi bility is 21...Wxd5, e.g. 22 .i.e4 '1Pb3 23 Wxb3 �xbJ 24 Zlc7 �5 25 l:tdd7 llad8 26 .i.dS l:txd7 27 llxd7 b5 28 i.xa7 �4 29 i.cS ll\cs and the knight was just in time {%-!h) in Djukic-Kovchan, Oropcsa del Mar 2001.



i.t2! 'iVb6 22 Zlat! lbc6 23 'irxb5, as in Mik halevski.-Liss, Israe1 1998. 1 9 'frxd6 exd6 20 d5



Closing out Black's bishop and threaten ing to bring the knight to e6. 20 .ta6 is wcll met by 20...d5 . 20.,.llfc8



1 6 1Wb4 b6 1 7 ..tg5



Prepared speciaUy by Kramnik for his match against Shirov. The alternatives fail to make much of an impact on Black's position: a) 1 7 llc3 i.e6 18 i.g5 (18 �f4 i.d7 19 llfcl e6 20 eS also gave rise to a tough strug gle in Barkhagen-Akesson, Stockholm 1998) 18...lle8 19 .i.b5 i.d7 20 i.xd7 Wxd7 21 llfc1 llac8 22 llxc8 llxc8 23 llxcB+ 'irxc8 24 Wxe7 h6 25 ..tr4 '1'c2 26 wn gs and Black had taken the initiative in l-lillarp Pcrs son-Sutovsky, York 1999. b) 17 dS '1Pd6! 18 .i.d2?1 (18 'l'xd61 exd6 1 9 l:tc7 would have given White enough for the pawn) 18 ...llfd8 19 Wxd6 exd6 20 .i.gS lldc8 21 i.a6 l:tc5 22 llxc5 bxc5 23 llcl l:tb81 24 i.d2 l:tb6 25 i.xaS :Xa6 26 i.c3 i.h6 and Black was a good pawn up in Yu supov-Anand, Wijk aan Zce (2nd match game) 1994. 1 7 . . .f6 More or less forced because 1 7 ... :C8? runs into 1 8 i..b5 and 1 7...i.f6 18 i.xf6 exf6 19 dS leaves the b3-bishop in trouble. 1 8 ..th4



Kramnik's attempted improvement In an earlier game of their match in Cazorla he tried 1 8 i.f4 but after 1 8...e5! 19 i.e3 exd4 20 lbxd4 i.f7 found himself with nothing. Note that 18 ...i.f7?? 19 .i.c7 left the queen with no good square in Ma[Suuta-Silva, Brasi lia 1 999. 1 8 'frd61 •••



The same idea as in the Yusupov-Anand game. The nervous 18....i.f7 looks promising for White after 19 i.g3 c5 20 i.a6 b5 21



The sane approach. Kramnik-Shirov, Ca zorla (5th match game) 1998 went 20...£5?! 21 exf5! gxfS 22 lbg31 .tb2 23 lbxfS! .tc4! (af ter 23...i.xct 24 Zlxct White threatens to mount a winning attack by bringing his rook to the 7th rank, and the attempt to avoid this by 24....tc4 meets with 25 �c7+ Wg7 26 .i.xc4 l:tac8 27 lbxc8 l:txc8 28 l:tel :Xc4 29 l:tc7+ �g6 30 g4, which is winning for White according to Kramnik) 24 lbc7+ �h8 25 .txc4 l:tf4 (25 ... .txct 26 :Xct llf4 27 i.g5! l:txc4 28 ..t£6 checkmate) 26 i.g5 l:txc4 27 l:.ce 1! llc2 28 lbf5 lbc4 29 lle6 l:lf8, and now 30 g4 aS 31 llfet lbd2 32 l:ltc3 lbc4 33 lieS l:tc1+ 34 �f2 l:tc2+ 35 Wg3 would have left Black defenceless according to Kramnik. 21 llxl4 .th6!



Sacrificing f6 in order to take control of the c-ftl.e.



22 llxc8+ :XeS 23 1i)xb3 .te3+ 24 Wh1 oiDxb3 25 ..txf6 Wt7 26 ..tb2 .td41



And now Black ge[S control of some dark squares by exchanging the appropriate set of bishops. Tius makes it very difficult for White to mobilise his kingside pawn major ity, whereas Black's quccnsidc pawns will 39
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soon be ready to march.



king's rook. Whilst this line has not been very fashionable of late, it offers Black rich and interesting possibilities. 1 1 l'lc1



27 �xd4 0xd4 28 .i.a6 l'lc3 29 h4 Aa3 30 .i.c8 Ac3 3 1 .taG 0b3 32 �g1 Q)c5 33 l'la1 We7 34 �2 Wd8 35 h5 gxh5 36 ..tb5 a5 37 l'lh1 a4 38 l'lxh5 a3 39 l'lxh7 a2 0-1



39...a2 40 .IZ.a7 llc2+ 41 �g3 .etlb3 will cost White his rook. .------



Game 16 Gligoric-Smyslov Yugoslavia-USSR 1959



'------•



1 d4 l0f6 2 c4 g6 3 lDc3 d5 4 cxd5 Q)xd5 5 e4 l0xc3 6 bxc3 .i.g7 7 .i.c4 c5 8 lt'le2 0-0 9 0-0 �6 10 .i.e3 1Fc7



The standard treatment, but there arc also a couple of alternatives: a) 1 1 ltb 1 a6! (carrying out the 'threat' against the c4-bishop is not recommended, as 1 1...cxd4 12 cxd4 lbxd4 1 3 ..txf7+ llxf7 14 �xd4 leaves Black wirh a badly dislocated pawn structure) 1 2 Wet b5 13 il.d3 lld8 14 lld1 ..i.d7 15 a4 bxa4 16 �f4 WaS! 17 lbds cxd4 18 cxd4 %ldb8 gave Black )X)wcrful counterplay in Gyorkos-Adotjan, Hungary



1 992.



b) 1 1 'ifcl is an old move that Donner used to play. A good answer is t t ....etla5 1 2 ..i.d3 b 6 1 3 dxc5 bxcS 14 .a3 l:ld8 1 5 llfd I (thus far Gulko-Suetin, Moscow Ch., 1 968), and now Gipslis analysed 1S ..ig4!? 16 f3 ..i.d7! 17 ..i.xc5 (17 'ifxcS? 1i'xc5 18 .ixc5 .i.a4 19 %ld2 ltic4) 17 .....i.a4! 18 ..txc7 ..i.xd l 1 9 ..i.xd8 llxd8 20 llxdt 'irb6+ 2 1 llXI4 (21 'iPht lbc4, followed by ...lllb2, is also winning for Black) 2t ....ixd4+ 22 cxd4 'iixd4+ 23 'itlht lbc4 followed by ...�b2 etc. c) 1 1 'ifd2 is rarely 5(..-en, and Black gets a hoood brame with 1 t ...1Wa5, threatening ...cxd4. Also possible here is 1 1 ...cxd4 12 cxd4 �xd4 13 .i.xf7+ llxf7 1 4 �d4 .id7 1 5 llacl 1i'd6, intending ...e7-e5. 11



Shamkovich's move, which was larer adopted by Smyslov, Korchnoi, Fischer and, most recently, Adorjan. Black eyes up the c4bishop whilst vacating the dB-square for the 40



Ad8



•..



1 2 h3



Ex change Varia tion with 7 J. c 4 An old move which aims to advance the f pawn without allowing ....i.g4. There arc a number of alternatives available to White. a) After the immediate 1 2 f4, very risky is l2 ....i.g4 in view of 1 3 fS lLla5 14 .txfl+ �xfl 1 5 fxg6+ Wg8 1 6 gxh7+ WhB 17 h3 .i.xc2 18 'l'xe2 with brood compensation for the sacrificed piece. On the other hand 12 ... e6 is a fairly solid line, after which the ancmpt to overrun Black's position with 13 fS!? exfS 14 i.gs llfB 15 cxfS .tx£5 1 6 llJg3 cxd4 17 Jlxf5 gxf5 18 i!fuf5 'ilfe5 1 9 i.d3 llfc8 20 'l'g4 lle6 21 .i.f4 Jlg6 22 .i.xe5 llxg4 23 .txg7 llxg7 24 lL!xg7 Wxg7 25 cxd4 brought about a rather drawish endgame in Antoshin-Haag, Zinnowitz 1966. The most economical defence ic; to drive White's bishop from its best diagonal with 12 ...lba5 1 3 .i.d3 fS! (preventing f4-f5) 1 4 cxf5 (not 14 g4 fxe4 1 5 .i.xe4 Lg4) 14....i.xf5 1 5 ..i.x£5 gxf5 16 lL!g3 e6 17 lLlh5 lld7! (a suggestion .



of Shamkovich; after Boleslavsky's 1 7...�c4 18 :o ttPh8 19 ..i£2 Black's king is under



pressure) 18 'l'e2 b6 19 llf3 l:le8 20 l:lg3 Wh8 with chances for both sides. b) 1 2 Wh1 e6 1 3 f4 (13 11'e1 'l'a5 14 .tg5 l:le8 1 5 c5 b5 gave Black good coun terplay in Barczay-Ribli, Hungarian Ch., 1971) 13...�a5 14 .i.d3 f5 1 5 �g1 !? (1 5 exfS exf5 16 dxc5 .1e6 gave Black good counterplay in Tukma kov-Stein, Moscow 1971, while 15 g4 b6 1 6 cxf5 exf5 1 7 �g3 .i.b7+ was better for Black in Pribyl-W.Schmidt, Polanica Zdroj 1 973) 1 5...b6 16 �f3 .i.b7 1 7 �5 and now Minev's suggestion of 17...We7 followed by 18...llac8 is probably best, with good coun· terplay for Black. c) 12 .i.f4 Wf'd7 (Shamkovich's recom mendation of 12 ...e5?! looks distincdy dubi ous after 13 .i.gS, but Agdestein's inventive 1 2...i.c5 13 .i.xe5 �eS 1 4 .i.b3 lDg4 15 �g3 'iVf4 deserves consideration} and now 1 3 dS is the only move to trouble Black. 13 dxc5 �51 14 i.xe5 i.xeS 15 'iVd5!? WxdS 16 exdS .td7 17 f4 .i.g7 1 8 �4 l:lac8 1 9 �b3 .i.a41 is equal according to Matich, 1 3



.i.bS mt.'Cts with 1 3...a6 1 4 .i.xc6 bxc6! and 13 11'b3 is defused by Gipslis's IL1fc8 14 .i.b5 cxd4 1 5 cxd4 .i.d7!. In recent games 13 ...�5 has been a popular reply to 13 dS but 1 4 .i.xe5 .i.xe5 1 5 f4 .tg7 16 Wd3! a6 '17 .i.b3 b5 18 c4! was rather uncomfortable for Black in Nenashev-Liss, Groningen 1994. This leaves 1 3...�a5 14 .i.d3 b5 (14...e5 1 5 .le3 b6 16 f4 exf4 1 7 .i.xf4 :CS 18 �g3 �b7 19 Wf3 f6 20 h4 left White with a use ful space advantage in P.Cramling-Dzevlan, Stockholm 1995) 1 5 llbt (15 .i.gS h6 1 6 .ic3 c6 17 ltlf4 c 4 18 .tbt 'iVc7 1 9 g3 lLlb7 20 Wd2 eS 21 d6 Wxd6 22 �5 .i.c6 23 .i.xh6 .i.xd5 24 cxd5 WxdS led to equality in Loffner-Baumgartner, corrcs Tch-EU 1 988) 15.-a6 16 'l'ct �b71 (16...e5 has been played quite frelJUCndy but Epishin keeps his op tions open; he might also undermine the dS pawn with a later ...e7-e6) 1 7 'l'a3 e51 18 .i.gS c41 19 .i.c2 Jle8 20 'iVc t lDd6 21 .ih6 We7 22 lL!g3 .i.xh6 23 Wxh6 W£8 24 'iVeJ 1i'e7 25 �ht h5, and Black stood quite weU in Kisclev-Epishin, Bamaul 1988. d) 12 'iVa4 .i.d7 13 'iVaJ .i.£8! 1 4 .i.£4 (14 Wb2 bS! 1 5 .td3 1lab8 1 6 .if4 e5 17 .i.gS lle8 was also very solid for Black in Gligoric Smejkal, Ljubljana-Portoroz 1 973, and 14 f4 c6 IS 'iVb2 �5 16 .i.d3 5! sets up the tradi tional sort of blockade) 14...e5 1 5 .i.gS (1 5 dxe5 �c5 1 6 Wb3 .i.eS 17 .i.d5 llab8 1 8 .i.g3 bS 19 l:.cd1 c4 20 Wc2 .i.d6 unmveHed very effectively in Simogyi-Banas, Hmdec Kralove 1973-74) 1 5 ...1le8 1 6 dxcS �aS 1 7 .td5 .i.xcS 1 8 Wb2 .i.e6 1 9 c4 Jlac8 20 Wc3 b6 21 'iVg3 �6 and Black's knight was en route to d4 in Nisman-Brukov, Moscow 1975. e) After 1 2 Wd2 the pugnacious line is 12 ..a61? (12...'iVaS is also playable). Then 13 .i.h6 b5 14 .i.d3 1fd7 1 5 Lg7 Wxg7 16 dS c4 17 .i.c2 e6 1 8 llcd1 cxdS 19 exd5 Wf'd6 leaves White's d-pawn weak according to analysis by Adorjan and Dory. In J .Parago Adorjan, H ungarian Ch. 1991, White played passively with 1 3 a4?1 and was in hot water 41



Griin feld Defence after 13....i.d7 14 1fa2 .i.c8 1 5 'lra3 b5 16 .i.a2 b41. Instead Haik-Kouatly, Cannes 1986 continued 1 3 f4 b5. 14 .i.d3 f5! 1 5 exf5 (in my opinion 1 5 �3 is strongly met by 1 S. .c6 16 d5 c4! 17 .i.b1 fxe4 etc.) 1 5-.c4 16 .i.bt gxf5!, Black judging - correctly - that his light-squared bishop has a great future in this particular position. After 17 �3 e6 18 lbh5 .ih8 1 9 .D.O lbc7 20 .i.£2 .i.b7 21 .D.e3 'iPf7! White was in serious trouble. f) 12 1i'e1 e6 1 3 f4 reaches a position that can also arise after 12 f4 e6 1 3 ..e l . After t3...l0.5 14 .i.d3 f5 15 g4 b6 1 6 � I sug gest the immediate 16... fxg4!? rather than t 6 ... .i.b7 17 gxf5 exf5 18 exf5 .D.c8, which is given as advantageous for Black by Uhlmann but I'm not so sure matters arc that dear after 1 9 Wf2 ..c6 20 .D.cel. 1 5 .D.d1 b6 1 6 ..£2 cxd4?1 1 7 Ld4 was better for White in the famous Spassky-Fischer game from Santa Monica 1966, but Boleslavsky's recommen dation of 1 6... fxe4 1 7 .ixe4 .ib7 and Gip slis's 1 6....i.b7 17 �3 1i'd7 both look very reasonable. In fact 16...c4 1 7 .i.c2 lDc6, in tending ... lbc7, is also 6ne for Black accord ing to Botvinnik and Estrin. Black is also okay after both 13 .igS .D.e8 14 1i'd2 1i'as 1 5 llfd l cxd4 1 6 cxd4 1i'xd2 1 7 .D.xd2 h6 1 8 .i.c3 i.d7, as in Ghitcscu"RodriguC'.l, Siegcn Olympiad 1 970, and 13 eS 'lra5 1 4 .igS lLI7 1 5 f4 cxd4 16 cxd4 h6 1 7 .ih4 ifxet 1 8 .D.fxcl a6, Balogh-Ha.ag, Budapest 1966. 1 2 ...b6 1 3 f4 e6 Preparing to establish a light square block ade. Another good way of doing this is with 13 ...lDaS 1 4 .id3 f5 1 5 exf5 .ix£5 16 .i.xf5 gx£5 etc. 1 4 'it"e1 i.b7 14 ...lDa5 15 .id3 £5 16 g4 was played in the famous Spas.o;ky-Fischcr game from the 1 970 Siegcn Olympiad. Black's most ceo" nomical reply would have been 16....i.b7! (Fischer played the less secure 1 6... fxc4 1 7 .i.xe4 .i.b7) 17 ll)gJ ( 1 7 gx£5 exES 1 8 ex£5 1i'c6 19 1i'g3 .D.e8 20 Wf2 .D.e7 was good for Black in Szucskov-Mukhin, Moscow Ch., .
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1 971) 17...1i'd7 18 gxf5 (18 .D.dt cxd4 19 .i.b1 li)c41 20 .i.xd4 eS! 21 fxe5 fxg4 was good for Black in Schcichci-Adorjan, Hun gary 1 971) 18...cxf5 19 Wh2 (or 1 9 ex£5 cxd4 20 .i.xd4 .i.xd4+ 21 cxd4 ..xd4+ 22 Wh2 lieS etc.) 19 ... fxe4 20 lDxc4 1le8 with a clear advantage for Black according to Botvinnik and Estrin. 1 5 11Vf2 1 5 f5 avoids the following blockade, but Black can reply with 15 ...lDa5 16 .i.d3 cx£5 17 ex£5 .D.c8 and meet 1 8 'lrf2 with 18 ... c4 1 9 .i.c2 ...e7 etc. 1 s...o!fias 1 & .t..d3 tst



"This thematic blow gives Black the better game. White's centre is blockaded and Black occupies key outposts on the light squares. 1 7 e5 c4 1 8 i.c2 tnc& Heading for e7 and then d5. With his po sition dcteriomting rapidly, White makes a bid for counterplay. 1 9 g4 IC.e7 20 �2 •c6 21 c!Dg3 b5! WonderfuUy consistent play. The next stage is to create a passed pawn on the queenside. 22 a4 a& 23 1lb1 llab8 24 i.d2 bxa41 Already envisioning his inspired 31st move. 25 lla1 J..a8 26 J..xa4 11Vc7 27 lla2 Ab6 28 gxf5 exfSI 29 J..c 1 'lXIS 30 IC.e2 a51 31 J..c2 After 31 .i.a3 Black can play 31 ...'1Vb7 when the bishop on a3 is tied to the defence



Exchange Varia tion with 7 -*.c4 of b2. 3 1 .1lb3! ••



d5, with unclear play. 37 1t'c6 38 Jbc4 38 lDg3 .i.h4 leaves White paralysed. ••.
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•••



'frh 1 + ! 39 Wg3 h5l 0-1



A beautiful positional exchange sacrifice.



Black intensifies his grip on the light squares and obtains some dangerous passed pawns on the queenside. 32 .i.xb3 cxb3 33 :.4 .i.f8 Not 33...loxc3? 34 .!ilic3 'ii'xc3 35 .i.d2, when the rook on a4 becomes active. Smys· lov sees that he can calmly improve his posi· tion and deny White any counterplay. 34 .i.b2



After 34 c4 Black can play 34...lbb6 (34...lbb4!? is also promising) 35 lLa5 lbxc4 36 l:lb5 l:lb8 when the passed b·pawn will win material



There is no good defence to the threat of 40 h4 mate. ...



Game 17 Hintz-Davies Eikrom Memoria4 Gausdal 2000 1 d4 ll\f6 2 c4 g6 3 ll\c3 d5 4 cxd5 ll\xd5 5 e4 ltlxc3 6 bxc3 .i.g7 7 -*.c4 c5 8 ll\e2 ll\c& 9 .i.e3 0-0 1 0 0-0 e6!?



34 .!De3! 35 lfa1 ...



White could have tried to complicate mat· tcrs with 35 ..xe3 1ic6 36 d5!? 'ii'xa4 (36 ... l:lxd5!? 37 La1 l:ld2 is probably good} 37 e6, although 37 ...i.g7 looks solid enough (37... i.xd5? is dangerous after 38 e7 Le7 39 c4Q. 35 ./&4 36 /Dg3 •



After 36 :Xc4 1ixc4 37 l:lxa5 .i.e71 Black stamps out any countcrplay. 36



.•.



.i.e7! 37 1Cf1 ?



White cracks. 37 lDxfS? gxf5 38 l:lgl+ Wf8 39 1tg3 .i.d5 is nothing for White, but



Smyslov pointed out that 37 1ie2! .i.d5 38 lD£1 would put up Strong resistance, giving the line 38...l:la8 39 lDc3 lDxe3 40 'ii'xe3 i.c6 41 Jlc4 1id7 42 lLc6 'it'xc6 43 'ii'd3 a4 44



Kouady's games show that Black docs not need to play the sharp main lines of the Griinfeld and, inspired by his approach, I have been experimenting with this uncharted move. Black keeps the option of playing a kind of Shamkovich line with .. .'flc7 (or even 43



Griinfeld Defence



...'ilraS in some circ:wnstanccs) or a queenside fianchetto. Meanwhile he is restraining any advance by White's d-pawn. 1 1 J:lb1



There arc a number of alternatives: a) 1 1 f4 serves only to diminish the power of the bishop on c3 because it is unlikely that White will achi1.:vc f4- f5, and Black gets a good game with 1 1...� 12 .i.d3 cxd4 1 3 cxd4 b6 1 4 :C1 ..lb7 etc. b) 1 1 llc1 lila5 (1 1 ...'fle7 is another inter esting possibility) 1 2 .fl.d3 cxd4 13 cxd4 b6 1 4 'ilrd2 ..lb7, or Black can also consider the immediate 1 2...b6, when 1 3 dxcS 'ilrc7 14 cxb6 axb6 offers some compensation for the pawn. c) 1 1 'Wd2 can be answered with t t...'iraS, preparing to enter an endgame at the right moment with cxd4. In the (Shamkovich) 1 0...1Wc7 variation, Black often meets 'ird2 with ...'ilraS, getting this kind of position a tempo down. .•.



1 1 ...cxd4 1 2 cxd4 �5 1 3 .i.d3 b&l



nus form of development inhibits the ac tivity of White's rook along the b-fiJe and makes 1 1 llb 1 rather meaningless. 1 4 ._a4 ,.e7



The immediate 1 4 ... J.d7 is met by 15 11'a3 with uncomfortable pressure.



A very sharp way to play. A safer line is 18 ...exd5 19 cxdS .i.£8 20 ..lx£8 (20 d6? .i.xe7 21 dxc7 lle8 22 llb4 i.d7 and the e pawn drops) 20...Wx£8, when Black's king covers the d-pawn. 1 9 .i.xc2 Axc2 20 d6?



This simply fails to work; Black can safely capture the knight and handle the advance of the d-pawn. Of White's other possibilities, 20 lllg3 is well met with 20 ..cxd5 21 exdS f5! 22 d6 t/;f/, which holds up the d-pawn. This leaves 20 lilf4 a.'i White's critical line, with a complex and tricky endgame in prospect. .



20 ...Axe2 21 Afd 1



Or 21 d7 lbc6 etc. 21 ...lllc& 22 llbc1 lllxe7 23 dxe7 .i.f&l



A simple refutation. White probably missed that this bishop also covers d8! 24 �1 l:txa2 25 AdS+ Axd8 exd81r + .i.xd8 27 h1 .i.e7 0-1
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Game 18 Van der Werf-Nijboer Dutch Ch., Leeuwarden 2001 1 d4 0f6 2 c4 g6 3 lllc3 d5 4 cxd5 0xd5 5 e4 0xc3 6 bxc3 -*.g7 7 -*.c4 c5 8 Q)e2 0-0 9 0-0 0c6 10 �e3 i.d7



1 5 -*.d2 -*.d7 1 6 -*.b4



1 6 'irb4 'ilrxb4 (16...l'Oc6 17 11r'xe7 t'i"Jxe7 1 8 .i.b4 llfe8) 17 .i.xb4 llfc8 18 i.xaS bxaS. 1 6 ....i.xa4 1 7 -*.xe7 Afc8 1 8 d5 .i.c21?



Black can also insert 1 0.....tg4 and, after 1 1 0, drop back with 1 1 ... .i.d7. Kouady spe cialises in this and once told me that he liked the fact that White had played f2-0 and that, in some cases, the bishop can prove loose on 44



Exchange Varia tion with 7 J.. c 4 e3. Here is how the game might develop: a) 1 2 ltbt 'flc7 (12...a6 13 dxc5 �5 1 4 i..b3 'lfc7 1 5 'bf4 c6 1 6 11t'c2 i..h6 17 1Wct i..bS 18 1lf2 l:tac8 1 9 tbxc6 i..xe3 20 'flxe3 fxe6 21 i..xc6+ ltt7 22 i..xc8 '1t'xc8 was messy in Thorsteins-Kouatly, Reykjavik 1 993; 1 2...ltc8 is also worth considering) 13 i..d3 (1 3 i.. f4 'flc8 1 4 d5 .!bas 1 5 i..d3 eS 1 6 i..c3 f5 11 exf5 gxf5 1 8 c 4 b6 1 9 i..d2 'bb7 followed by ...tbd6 was solid for Black in Scirawan-Ftacnik, Lugano 1 989) 13 ...ltad8!? 1 4 Vet J.c8 1 5 ltd1 e6 1 6 J.bS /bas 17 .i.gS f6 18 i..h6 a6 1 9 J.xg7 Wxg7 20 i.d3 ltf7 with a comfortable game for Black in Guai-Kouady, Lyon 199 1 . b) 12 '1t'd2 ltc8 13 dxc5 �5 14 .td3 i..c6 15 ltfd l tbc4 16 .i.xc4 i..xc4 17 'flxd8 ltfxd8 was nice for Black in lzquierdo Kouatly, Thessaloniki 1 988. c) 1 2 ltc1 ltc8 1 3 11'd2 1Wa5 1 4 d5 tbc5 1 5 .lb3 c4 1 6 i..c2 e6 1 7 ltbt b5, Knaak Kouatly, Wijk aan Zcc 1 988. Several older treatments have fallen into disrepute, for example 10 .../bas 1 1 .id3 b6 (Simagin's line) 12 ltc1 (1 2 dxcS bxcS 13 i..xc5 11'c7 1 4 i..d4 e5 15 i..e3 ltd8 gave Black good counterplay in Friedstein Ragozin, Moscow 1 957), when 1 2... .ib7 13 d 5 c4 1 4 i..c2 e6 1 5 dxc6 fxe6 1 6 f4 leaves White with an active kingsidc majority and the d4-square, but Black can consider 12 ...'.c7!? 13 'lt'd2 i..b7 14 J.h6 ltad8 1 5 h4 11t'd6 16 d5 c4 1 7 i.c2, which was played in Yusupov-Tseshkovsky, USSR Ch. 1987. Then Shamkovich's suggestion of 17 ...c5 looks okay, rather than 17 ...e6?l 1 8 .i.xg7 Wxg7 1 9 f4l, which favoured White in the game. Polugacvsky-Korchnoi, Evian (1Oth match game) t 9n, favoured White after 1 2...c6?11 3 dxc5 '1t'c7 1 4 cxb6 axb6 1 5 c4 i..a6 1 6 lbd4. F"mally, 10 ...b6 t 1 dxcS! .c7 12 lbd4 tbeS 1 3 i..e2 i.b7 1 4 cxb6 axb6 l S 'bb5 •c6 16 f3 ti}c4 1 7 J.xc4 11'xc4 1 8 Vb3 left Black with insufficient compensation in J>ortisch-Ftacnik, Wijk aan Zec 1 985. 1 1 llb1 .!Da5



Another possibility is 1 l ...a6!?, preparing 12 ... bS, for example 1 2 dxcS 11t'c7 1 3 ti}d4 ti}a5 14 i.e2 l:lfc8 1 5 f4 e5 1 6 fxe5 •xeS 1 7 i..d3 .e7 1 8 'bb3 and a draw was agreed in Kramnik-I.Sokolov, Wijk aan Zee 1 999. 1 2 llxb7?? /bas w:ins a piece, but note that if Black had exchanged pawns on d4 then White could rettcat his rook to b4, defending the bishop. 1 2 i.d3 cxd4 13 cxd4 bS 1 4 'lt'cl2 'l'aS 1 5 'flxa5 tbxa5 16 ltfct ltfc8 17 f3 cS! cqualis1..-d in Milov-Svidler, fomnkfurt (rapid) 1 999, since after 18 dS there is 18 ... .im with an exceUent outpost for the bishop. Notice that 1 2 'ifd2 b5 1 3 .id3 cxd4 14 cxd4 •as transposes to Milov-Svidler. 1 2 .*.d3 J:lcS 1 3 ..d2 The macho 13 f4 is tamed by 13 ... cxcl4 (13 ... £5!? is worth considering, in order to try and set up a light square blockade in the cen tre) 14 cxd4 tbc4 1 5 i.. £2 (1 5 i..xc4?! J:lxc4 16 ltxb7 .i.c6 1 7 l:lxa7 .i.xe4) 15 ... b5 and Black is at k"'lst equal. After 13 dxc5 mack plays l3...•c7 with the intention of recover ing the pawn with .. .ltfcl8 followed by ...c7-c6 and ....tm. 1 3 e51 14 d5 White should maintain the central tension with 14 ltfd 1 . The text allows Black to take the initiative on the kingside. 1 4 f5 1 5 f3 f4 1 6 .tf2 c4 1 7 .i.c2 b6 1 8 Jlb4 J:lf7 1 9 .ta4 .txa4 20 llxa4 .tfS 21 J:lb1 ..•



••.



White is going nowhere on the quecnside
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Griin feld D e fence and now the storm brews on the other flank. 21 .i.d6 22 1ib2 h5 Not 22...g5 because 23 g41 sets up a blockade. 23 ettosian-Uhlmann, Moscow 1 971 was equal after 9 .ig5 lDaS 10 .t.d3 'iVd7 1 1 0-0 b6 1 2 'iVd2 cS 1 3 llabt .tb7 14 dS c4 1 5 .tc2 e6 16 dxc6 11xe6 17 llfet llfe8. 11us leaves 9 0-0 b6 (m Lputian-Aronian, Armenian Ch., Ycrevan 2000 Black chal lenged the centre with 9...e5!?, after which 10 i.a3 1le8 11 dS (1 1 Wb3 'l'd7 12 dxe5 lDa51? eliminates White's strong light-squared bishop] t t ...�S 12 .td3 .tm 13 .t.h4 cS! 14 .ixa5 'l'xa5 15 a4 .t.d6 16 'l'c2 llfB 1 7 Wh1 f5 brought about a position in which both sides bave chances) 10 .ie3 .tb7 1 1 1i'd2 26 ... .*.c5 27 i.xc5 llxc5 28 lha5 l0a5 1 2 .td3 e6 13 .t.h6 c5 14 .txg7 'iilxg7 Desperation, but after a retreat of the 15 lladt llc8 1 6 1lfe1, White's classic attacking plan in this line, bur Larsen is at pains ro queen Black would play 28 ...'ilh4, threatenpoint out that 16 ...1i'e7 is more logical than ing ...'iVt2 or ...'l'xh2. Nijboer finishes with the common practice of putting the queen some nice tactics. 28 :Xb5 29 llaxb5 1lrh4 30 d6 1rt2 31 on d7 due to the vulnerability of the dark l:ld5 1rxg21 32 d7 l:lxd7 33 llxd7 gxf3 squares around Black's king. 34 l:lg1 1rxg 1 ! 35 �xg1 f2 36 l:ld8+ Challenging the centre with 8...e5? is a serious mistake in view of 9 .ia3 1le8 10 Wb31 c2 .i.d3+ 0-1
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Griinfe/d Defence Summary The lines in this chapter certainly need to be taken seriously and can occur quite frequently in practice. Black gets good countcrplay against 4 cxd5 and 5 .id2, although he must know what he's doing and study the games in this section



in conjunction with Ward-Walker (Game 68). TI1e



simplest way of meeting the Romanishin Variation is to capture on c3, although here Black has to play precisely in order to avoid drifting into a passive position. Against 5 g3 Black may want to simplify his task by playing S....ig? 6 .ig2 lbb6 rather than 6...lbxc3.



I don't think we'll be seeing much of the Nadanian Variation in future.



1 d4 tOt& 2 c4 g6 3 l0c3 d5 4 cxd5 4 lbf3 .ig? 5 cxd5 lbxd5 6 'W'b3



(D)



6...lbxc3 - Game 27 6...lbb6 - Game 28 4. . .t0xd5 (D) 5 .i.d2 5 g3 - Game 29 5 lba4 - Game 30 5 . . . .i.g7 6 e4 t0b6 7 .i.e3 0-0 (DJ s lbo - Gt�tlle 25 8 .ie2 - G11111t 26



6 'flb3
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4. . . l'tJxd5



7. . . 0-0



I CHAPTER SIX I The Russian System : Prins Variation



1 d4 11Jt6 2 c4 g6 3 11Jc3 d5 4 11Jt3 .ig7 6 'irb3 dxc4 6 1t'xc4 0-0 7 e4 �6



The Russian System, together with the Exchanbrc Variation, is one of the two major rests of the Gtiinfeld. A great favourite with Mikhail Borvinnik, it was later championed by Genna Sosonko. It has recently enjoyed an upsurge in populariry, perhaps partly be cause nl:1ck started to ftnd antidotes against the Exchange with 8 llb 1 . White obtains a broad pawn centre, bur this rime docs so with Black's knight stiU on f6, where it restricts the scope of the b��hop on g7. Black c:m and does often move this knight, but this requires using some valuable time. Tite early development of White's queen has both positive and negative fea tures. On the one hand it can help inhibit ...c7-c5, on the other it can be a target for Black's minot pieces and pawns. Black has tried a number of different al) proachcs which involve varying degrees of violence. The Prins System (7 ...lDa6) is seen here, while the 1-lungnrian Variation (7...a6) :mother very aggressive option for Black - is fc.:aturcd in Chapter 7. ln Chapter 8 we look at the Smyslov Variation (7....ig4), which is likely to appeal to strategists. The t>rins Sytcm with 7...li:Ja6 is clearly designed to force through ...c7-c5, even if



this involvc..'S a temporary pawn sacrifice. White can, of course, push on with d4-d5, but then he gets hit with ...e7-e6. Positions ofren arise in which Whire gets a passed d pawn for which Black seeks compensation with active piece play. The game can become very sharp, which is prob:1bly what nttractcd Kasparov to the Black side. 11tis has led to it receiving considerable theoretical attention. In Game 31 White plays 8 .i.e2 and gets a passed d-pawn after I 0 0-0 exdS. These posi tions look okay for Black and it looks as if there arc several different ways of playing them, but there's an awful lot of theory in volved. Game 32 also features 8 ..te2, but 10 ..tgS gives the position quite a different slant. Once again Black is fmc if he knows what he's doing. The position after 8 ..tf4 (Game 33) can also be reached via 7 ..tf4 lil;16 8 c4, lending it some significance from a transpositional point of view. Black seems to be fmc here after either 9 dS or \) dxcS, though he needs to know exacdy which moves to play - gen eral undcrstnnding is simply not enough. Can White prevent Black's planned ...c7c5 and simply leave the knight on a6 badly place? The only way he might do so is with 8 b4 (Game 34) but this leaves White's lJUecn side very loose. 69



Griin feld Defence



Game 31 Khalifman-Kasparov Linares 2000 1 d4 l0f6 2 c4 g6 3 I.Dc3 d5 4 l0f3 ..t.g7 5 'Wb3 dxc4 6 •xc4 0-0 7 e4 l0a6



.tg5, Uhlmann-Polugacvsky, Skopje 1968, should have met with 1 3...h6! with equality. 8 ...c5 9 d5



The only dangerous move for Black. In the game M.Gurevich-Gavrikov, Moscow 1990, 9 dxc5 was well met by 9 ....te6 IO 'ilrb5 J:lc8 1 1 c6 J:lxc6 12 'lt'xb7 J:lxc3! 13 '1t'xa6 (13 bxc3?! l0c5 14 1Wxa7 lLlfxe4 15 0-0 lbxc3 would recover the material with inter est.) 13...c!Llxe4 14 0-0 J:lc7 1 5 .if4 c!Lld6 16 .tcs 1Wb8 with equality. The rash 9 c5 lllg4 would result in the disintegration of White's centre. 9 e6 1 0 0-0 .•.



For 10 .tgS St'C the next game. 10



•..



exd5 1 1 exd5 .ltf5



The characteristic move of the Prins sys tem, which prepares to hit White's centre with 8...c5. 8 ..t.e2



'Officially' this is White's main answer to the Prins. 8 .tgs used to be popular but Black gets powerful counterplay with 8... h6 9 .i.h4 cS!, e.g. 10 0-0-0 (or 10 dS b5!? 1 1 "'xbS 1Wa5+ 12 lfil2 J:lb81 with excellent compensation for the pawn) 1 0...b5! 1 1 1Wxb5 J:lb8 1 2 dxcS ...c7 13 .i.g3 l:txbS 14 .ixc7 l:txc5 15 .i.d8 J:le8 16 .i.bS, which was agreed drawn Q!) in the game Vladimirov Faibisovich, Leningrad Ch 1968, Vladimirov explaining that 16....i.d7 17 .ixa6 J:lxd8 18 .i.bS J:lxb5 1 9 "'xb5 lllxe4 would have been 'equal'. White can try a couple of queen moves. 8 1Wb3 c5 9 d5 'ifb6 (9...e6 is also playable but there is no need for Black to allow his pawn strucrure to be shattered) 10 'ilrxb6 axb6 1 1 .ic4 e6 1 2 dxc6 .ixe6 1 3 .ixd) fxe6 1 4 0-0 "'b4 gave Black excellent counterplay in G.Georgadze-Tukmakov, USSR Ch. 1989, while 8 1Wa4 cS 9 d5 (9 .i.xa6 cxd4!) 9... 1Wb6 to .txa6 bxa6 1 1 0-0 e6 12 J:ld1 .i.b7 13 70



The most popular choice. Tite main alter native is 1 1...J:lc8 but this tends to transpose when Black plays 1 2 ... .tf5 on his next move (12 .tf4 .i£5 transposes to 1 l ....i.£5, as docs 1 2 .ie3 .i.£5). One independent idea is to meet 12 J:ldt with 12 ...b6!?, when 13 d6 ltlb4 14 /llgS 1Wd7 t 5 1Wb3 J:lxe2! led to complex play in Annagcldiev-Arbakov, Uzhgorod 1988. White replied to the immediate 1 1...b6 with 12 1Wh4 in Lugovoi-Sergienko, St. Pe tersburg 2000, but Black defended himself with t 2..ltlc7 13 .tgs h6 14 Lh6 lilfxd5 15 lOgS c!Llxc3 16 bxc3 'ilrf6. In such complex positions it is very difficult to reach any defi nite conclusions. 1 2 .lte3



The main alternative is 12 .i.f4. The



The Russian Sys tem: Prin s Varia tion



1 1 ....if5 move order gives Black a couple of alternatives at this point. 12...'ifb6 13 .ic5 llfcS 14 :lfd1 tfr4 1S .ixg7 lDd6 16 1ff4 �xg7 17 llact llad8 1S b3 left White with a tiny edge in Bareev-Van Wely, Enghien-les Uains 2001 , and 12 ...1.0d7!? 13 llad1 "'b6 14 1fbs lieS 1 5 d6 lieS 16 .ig5 1td7 17 a4 c4 resulted in complex play in Avrukh-Van Wely, Amsterdam 2001 . This leaves 1 2...:C S 13 Ld1 (1 3 llact l'Llc4 14 1tb3 1tb6 1 5 .ibS lled8 was fine for Black in Barecv-Lputian, Lvov 1990) with a further branch. Orlov-Epishin, Vancouver 2000 con tinued 1 3 ...1tb6 14 b3 LdS 1 S .ie5 /Oc4 1 6 .ixg7 ¢'xg7 1 7 "'h4 t0d6 and, with the d5-pawn solidly blockaded, Black had a good position. White's best might be 14 d6, but then 1 4....i.c6 1 5 1Wb5 "'b4 1 6 life 1 tOc2 17 ll £1 "'b4 was agreed drawn in Zaskalski-Szymanski, Polanczyk 2000. 13...llc8!? is also very logical, protecting the cS-pawn so that Black can move his knight from a6. In Van der Srerren-Mirallcs, Lyon 1990 Black got a !,rood game after 14 h3 "'b4 1 5 tfr 1 /Oc4 16 "'xc4 llxc4 1 7 'iVb3 aS!, threatening ...cS-c4!. Of course Black cannot play this way if he uses the Epishin move order of 12 .ic3 lle8 1 3 llad1 'iVc.l6!? 14 .if4 1i'b6. After Kasparov's old 13 .. ./0t.-4 White has an interesting possibility in 1 4 .id3 .ixc3 1 S bxc3 bS 1 6 'IVxbS "'xc3, M.Gurevich-Kotronias, Reykjavik 198S. In an earlier game against Kasparov, Gun:vich took the knight on a6, which led to a drawish position, but this rime 17 'iWc4!? "'xtlt IS llxd1 .i.xd3 1 9 llxd3 'iWb6 20 llb3 ..f6 21 g3 offered White good compensation for the exchange thanks to the poor position of the knight on a6. 1 2 Wb6 A noteworthy idea of Epishin is to play •••



1 2..lleS 13 Ld1 'iWd6!? (13 ..../0e4 14 "'xc4 llxe4 1 S 'ifct 1tb6 16 b3 was quite promis ing for White in l.Farago-Kaposztas, Har kany 2000), when 14 i.f4 'ifb6 transposes to 1 2 .if4 above.



1 3 b3



13 "'h4 drives the bishop away so that White can defend his b-pawn, but this plan is too quiet to really trouble Black. Sasikiran Pcng Xiaomin, Goodrickc Open, Calcuua 2000 went 13...J.d7 14 l:labl llfcS lS a3 llacS 16 h3 Was 1 7 tOo bS 1 S 'ifh4 c4 and Black's knight found the useful cS-squarc, securing an excellent game. Timman Kasparov, Sarajevo 1 999 went 1 S 1>4 llxc3 1 6 fxe3 cxb4, giving Black terrifiC compensa tion for the exchange. 1 3.. Jtfe8 14 J:lad1 J:lad8



According to Kasparov this is a novelty thought up by GM Mtgerramov in 1986. It looks narural, putting a big lump in the cen tre. The exchange sacrifice with 14 ... llxe3 t S fxc3 /Og4 looks rather speculative after 16 ttla4 'iVd6 (l6...'1Vd8 17 c4 .id7 18 eS ttlc3 19 11ff4 "'xd1 20 .ixa6 bxa6 2 1 l:lxd l was better for White in I. Farago-Tukmakov, Ba sic 2000) 17 Wf4 'i'xf4 lS cxf4 tfr3 19 .ixa6 bxa6 20 fOxeS ltixd I 21 :Xd I , and White was a pawn up in C.Horvath-IIic, Skopje 2002. Van der Stcrren-Stcfan, Ham burg 1997 favoured White after 14.../0g4 lS .i.d2 tOes 1 6 fOxeS .1xcS 1 7 llfe l llac8 18 .if4. 1 5 h3



Preventing .../Og4. 15 10&4 '1Va5 16 .i.d2 'fkc7 17 d6 'Ires 18 tOgs lld7 1 9 .tel h6 20 tOO /Og4 21 11fc t "'xc3 22 fxe3 :CdS left White sttuggling in Gershon-Van Wely, Am71



Griinfeld D e fence su:rdam 2001 , while 16 d6 lld7 17 "itbs 'ifd8 1 8 .1xc5 lLlxcS 19 lLlxc5 a6 20 'ifc4 bS 21 1i'c1 llxe2 22 lLld4 llxa2 was the wild and unclear continuation of Gyimesi-Smirin, Pula 2001 . 1 5 1t'a5 1 6 1lfe1 1 6 i.d3 i.xd3 17 llxd3 lLld7 1 8 .tgs llc8 was also very comfortable for Black in Sasikiran-Van Wely, New Delhi 2000. 1 6 . .tod7 1 7 lD84 �b4 18 .tg5?1 A fter t S ltlxcS lLlxcS 1 9 .ixc5 lLlc2 20 b4 11Va4 21 lift b6 22 .td4 1Wxb4 Black is doing very nicely. However, Kasparov felt that 1 8 i.d2 was better. 1 8 ...�c2 1 9 Jtxd8 WxdB 20 Af1 �d4?!



5 ...b3 dxc4 6 1t'xc4 0-0 7 e4 �6 8 .te2 c5 9 d5 e6 1 0 Jtg51?



•.•



.



An interesting idea, preparing to su tTcndcr the two bishops in order to keep White's centre intact. 1 0...h6 There are two interesting alternative:;: a) lO ...exdS 1 1 lLlxdS .tc6 12 0-0-0 ( 1 2 l:Edt 1Wa5+ 1 3 .i.d2 .i.xdS 1 4 cxd5 1Wb6 was equal in Sosonko-Kalinin, Kharkov 1 967) t 2 .. ixd5 1 3 llxdS "itb6 1 4 .i.xf6 'l'xf6 1 5 eS 'l'fS (15.....c7 1 6 llhd 1 .l:r.ad8 l7 llxd8 llxd8 1 8 llxd8+ 'ifxd8 19 e6 1Wb6 20 exf.7+ f8 is also okay for Black, as in Flcar Korchnoi, Lug.mo 1 988) t 6 .i.d3 '1Vc8 1 7 lld6 (17 .l:r.d1 bS 1 8 'l'h4 lLlb4 wa s good for Uncharacteristically, Kasparov misses an opportunity to develop a dangerous attack. lilack in Bcliavsky-Kasparov, Bclfort 1 988) 1 7...lL!b4 1 8 .i.e4 llb8 1 9 Wbl bS 20 'ife2 c4 20. .lL!a3! 21 'irct llxc2 22 1l'xa3 J.e4 fol 21 a3 lLld3 22 .i.xd3 cxd3 23 '1Vxd3 b4 24 lowed by the break up of White's kingside axb4 llxb4 25 llc1 1!fbg 26 llc2 lle8 27 lld2 after 23 ... i.xf3 is extremely dangerous. 21 �xd4 .i.xd4 22 Axd4! .th6 28 llc2 .i.g7 29 lld2 .ih6 30 llc2 .i.g7 Rightly eliminating Black's monster 1/z-1/2 Piket-Timman, Amsterdam 1 995. I n stead 1 1 ...'ifa5+ 1 2 .td2 'ifdS 13 .i.gS WaS+ bishop. 1 4 .td2 repeats the position, and Piket 22...cxd4 23 Jtg4 J.xg4 24 hxg4 l:te4 25 f3 �5 26 't!Vb4 �d3 27 't!Vc4 �e5 28 lvanchuk, Amsterdam 1 996 was in fact agreed drawn here. After 1 4.. .".d8 the ar 1t'b4 tnd3 29 1Wc4 %-% rempt to play for a win with 15 lLlxf6+ .i.xf6 Neither side can avoid the repetition. r------. 16 e5 was tried in l.Farago-Dorfman, BudaGame 32 pest 1 988, giving mack a very solid position Kasimdzhanov-Van Wely after t 6 ..ig7 1 1 .i.c3 .tc6 18 'fibs ...c7 1 9 0-0 CfJc7 20 '1Va4 .i.d7 21 '1Vc2 .i.c6 22 llfe 1 lstanb11l Ofympiad 2000 .____________.. lLlc6. 1 d4 �f6 2 c4 g6 3 �3 d5 4 �f3 �g7 b) 10 ...1i'b6 I I 0-0 cxdS 12 exdS h6 .
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Th e Russian Sys tem: Prins Var;a tion



(12.JZe8 t3 1i'h4 clDb4 1 4 ..ib5 was good for White in Sosonko-Rohde, Nt:w York 1986) 13 .tf4 ..i£5 1 4 ..ieS l:ad8 15 l:ad1 1i'xb2 1 6 c!De4 1i'b6 17 ..ixf6 ..i.xf6 1 8 l:lbt c!Db4 1 9 a3 .i.xe4 20 'ilfxc..-4 l:lfe8 21 1i'c4 'lfa6 22 axb4 l:lxc2, Flear-Gavrikov, Gijon 1988 and, if anything, Black was slightly better due to his strong bishop.



position requires him to undermine White's eS-point rather than simply trying to attack frrst



1 1 J.xf6 .txf6



After the passive 20 b6 White can play for a win with 21 l0f6+ .txf6 22 exf6 etc.



17 h5 g5 18 .td3 11t'b4!



Offering the exchange of queens just in time. Given one more move White would start a direct atlllck on his king with 19 'ii'c4. 1 9 •e4 11'xe4 20 lllxe4 g4! .•



After 1 1 ...1i'xf6 White can play 12 e5 1i'd8 13 d6, when Black will weaken his position as he tries to undermine White's central pawn chain. 1 2 0-0-0



Having exchanged off his dark-squared bishop White now castles directly into the firing line of Black's king's bishop! However, the rook on d 1 has Black's queen in its sighrs and this wins time to neutralise the danger from the bishop on f6. Jn this position Black can meet 1 2 eS exdS 1 3 l0xd5 .J.g7 1 4 0-0-0 (or 14 l:ld1 VaS+) with Hanston's suggestion of 14 ... i..e6, when Black has a comfortable



game. 1 2 ...11Va5 1 3 e5 .tg7 14 h4



21 tnxc5 l:lad8



With the e5-pawn about finally claim equality.



to



fall, Black can



22 lllh2 �e5 23 lL!xd7 l:lxd7 24 .tb5 l:ldd8 25 l:lhe1 a& 26 ..i.e2 l:ld7 27 lllxg4



% -% 27 l0xg4 .!Oxg4 28 Lg4 l:lfd8 is dead equal.



Game 33 Piket-Kasparov Wijk aan Zee 2000



�--------------..



1 d4 ll!f6 2 c4 g6 3 tnc3 d5 4 lZ\13 .i.g7 5 11Vb3 dxc4 6 11Vxc4 0-0 7 e4 llla6 8 .tf4 The position after White's 8th move can



also be reached via a order. 8 . c5 9 d5



7 .i.f4 l0a6 8 e4 move



..



14 a3 .td7 15 Vh4 c4 1 6 ..i.xc4 l:lac8 1 7 dxe6 Lc6 1 8 .txe6 l:txc3+ 1 9 bxc3 1i'xc3+ gave Black good compensation for the ex change in Korchnoi-Ma.Tscitlin, Riga 1970. 1 4 lllb4 1 5 d6 .td7 Threatening 1 6 b5. .•.



...



16 �1 lllc61



Well played! Van Wely realises that the



A move which Khalifman introduced in his match against Lcko a couple of years ago. The alternative is 9 dxcS, after which Black should play 9 ....i.e6!. Glenn Flear hllS been
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Griinfeld D e fence successful against 9...1i'aS?!,



which fails to



provide Bl.1ck's pieces with the necessary



eS l0d7 1 t a3! 1i'xcS 12 1i'c4! 1 3 .J:r.ct Was 14 l0d4 .!Da4 l S b4 �c3 1 6 l:r.xc3 WdS 17 .i.xa6 bxa6 1 8 Wxa8 1Wxd4 19 l:r.xc8 1Wat+ 20 We2 1 -0 Flear-Spiridonov, French Team Ch. 1999 (after 20 �e2 Wxht there follows 2 1 l:r.xf8+ .i.x£8 22 .i.h6 etc.) is one example, while 14....!Dd7 1 S .i.bS .!DdcS 1 6 wo l:r.ds 1 1 l:r.d1 .!Dc1 18 o-o l:r.xd4 t9 l:r.xd4 IDxbS 20 .!DxbS 1WxbS 21 l:r.d8+ .i. £8 22 .i.h6 .!De6 23 l:lfdl left Black bound hand and foot in Hear-Van Wely, French Team Ch. 1 999. Finally, 14 ....i.e6 1 S Wxb7 .!Des 1 6 1W f3 .!Db3 1 7 �c6 WcS 1 8 .!Dc4 saw White win quickly in Flear-Tocchioni, Saint Vincent



and Shipov claimed in their notes on Clnb Kosparov - this move is hardly new. In an



freedom. 1 0



other one of the Khalifman-Lcko



.!Db6



ters,



in control after 1 0 .i.e2 !&17 1 1 1i'b3 1i'b6 1 2 1Wxb6



axb6 1 3 a3 .i.xf3 14 gxf3 f5 1 S



J.gS .lf6 16 h4 .!Dc7 1 7 0-0-0 etc.



1 0 d& The critical line. 10 .1e2 proved harmless



1 0...cxd5 1 1 cxdS 11FaS 1 2 0-0 .i.f5 1 3 a3 l:r.fe8 14 .td3 i.xd3 15 'irxd3 c4 16 Wxc4 llac8 17 1i'a2 .!Dc4 in Hcsch-Honfi, Buda after



pest 1 9S8 Q!).



1 0 ...e5! This move has the ring of



2000.



9....i.e6!, after 1 0 1Wbs .i.d7 1 1 Wxb7 lOxcS 1 2 1Wb4 .!Dc6 1 3 .i.cS aS 14 1i'a3 1i'b6 we have a position in which Black seems to have pretty good compensation for the pawn, for example t S .i.c4 /[}g4! Returning to



encoun



match in 2000, Lcko played 9....i.g4?!, but this fails to challenge the centre with sufficient energy, and left White firmly from their



truth, immedi ccm:rc.



ately disrupting White's forces in the



10. ..c!ohS 1 1 eS �b4 1 2 .i.gS £6 1 3 cxf6 l0xf6 14 0-0-0 .i.d7 1 5 .!Des looked very suspicious for Black in l'cdcrsen-Hvenckilde, Esbjerg 1972,



and 10...�b4 runs



into



1 1 cSI



(Sutovsky's sharp improvement on the older



.!Dc2+ 1 2 Wd2 .!Dxa1 13 exf6 .i.x£6 1 4 'iVxcS



1S .. .ll fc8) 1 6 .i.g3 1Wb41 1 7 1i'xb4 axb4 1 8 .!Dd s i.xb2 1 9 l:lb 1 .i.c3+ 20 We2 (20 .!Dxc3 bxc3 21 0-0 l:lac8 22 .i.a6 c2 23 l:r.a 1 l:r.c3



which left Black



cS 15 .i.xeS lle8 16 .lxf6 1Wx f6 17 1i'd4, struggling to save his



trnppcd knight in C.Horvath-Ni Hua, Perenyi



was good for Black in Bacrot-Sutovsky, Al



Memorial 2000.



bert 200 1) 20....!Dcs 21 .!Db6 .i.c6 22 .i.xe6 fxe6 23 �xa8 llxaS, which gave Black a clear



1 1 .i.xe5 lflb4 1 2 1ld1 .i.e6



advantage in Rustemov-Sutovsky, Polanica



lDds IDxdS 16 exdS .!Dd4 17 .i.xd4 .txd4 1 8 .!Dxd4 1i'xd4 1 9 .i.e2 l:lab8 was at least equal for Black in Pelletier-Avrukh, Bicl 1 999, and 1 S .i.x£6 cxf6 16 l:r.dt .i.c6 17 .i.c4 f51 gave Black fierce countcrplay in Minelman-Sutovsky, Zdroj 1 999. Meanwhile 1 S



Ramat Aviv 2000. Black can also consider 10 ... l:lc8!?, after which Yakovich-Jaracz, Poland 1 999 went 1 1 .J:r.Jt .!Dd7 1 2 .!Dd4 i.g4 1 3 J.e2 .i.xe2 14 .!Ddxe2 .!DaxcS 1S 0-0 %-'h - certainly a suc cess from Black's point of view, given the



strength of his opponent. 9 . . . e6! Correcdy hitting



back in the centre, al



though - contrary to what both Kasparov
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This obvious-looking move looks like the



After 12 ... b6 13 1i'b3 .!Dc6 14 .i.g3 17 0-0 .!Das 1 8 1Wa4 -'.c6 1 9 .i.bS .i.xbS 20 1Wxb5 l:tc6 21 d7 White's d-pawn was too strong in Stcckonovelty.



.J:r.cs 1 S .i.h4 .i.f5 1 6 .te2 .1xt:4



The Russian System: Prins Va ria tion



Averkin, USSR 1 966 (!). 1 3 W'xc5 �c2+ 1 4 Wd2 �7 1 5 'lrc7 lbxe5 1 6 1fxd8 .ZZ.xd8 1 7 Wxc2



5 1ltb3 dxc4 6 'lrxc4 0-0 7 e4 �6 8 b41?



17 lbxe5 lbb4!. 17



lbg4 1 8 lld2 .th6 1 9 lle2 llxd6



•••



Right now Black has terrific compensation for the pawn, with two mighty bishops and poor development for White, as wen as the exposed king. Uncharacteristically, Kasparov goes astray. 20 h3 lbf6 21 g4



After 21 e5 there follows 21...J.f5+ 22 �b3 llb6+ etc. 21 ...0d7 22 e5 llb6 23 lixt4 �5 24 b3 AdS 25 0xe6 �xe& 26 lle4 llc6 27 .tc4 a6



Simply 27...1ld2+ 28 *bt :xn would win pawn back with a good game. Now White is better.



the



28 l:ld1 lldc8 29 lld6 �5 30 JZ.xc6 llxc6 31 lld4 b5 32 b4 bxc4 33 bxc5 llxc5 34 f4 .tfS 35 l:ld7



35 a4 would have left Blnck struggling; now he manages to escape with a draw. 35 ...1la5 36 g5 h6 37 h4 hxg5 38 hxg5 .tb4 39 l0d5 l:lxa2+ 40 Wb1 lld2 41 e6 fxe6 �-�



Game 34 Speelman-Short Candidates Match, undon 1991



._______________..



1 d4 lbf6 2 c4 g6 3 0c3 d5 4 �f3 .tg7



Speelman's move is the most direct at t(.mpt to cut across Black's plans. Another sharp move is 8 cS, when 8...J.e6? is bad in view of9 exf6 J.xc4 10 fxg7 �7 1 1 J.xc4, with more than enough for the queen. How ever, 8...lbc8 looks like a solid line, with Mi lanovic-Marinkovic, Kragujevac 2000 con tinuing 9 i.c3 c6 10 ll'b3 1i'a5 1 1 .ic2 li'kc7 1 2 0-0 'Wb4 13 ...c2 i.f5 with satisfactory play. This leaves 8...lbd? 9 c6 lbb6!. This looks more dynamic than 9 ... fxc6, when Karpe shov-Yandemirov, Russia 2001 went 10 .i.c3! lbb6 1 1 �3 Wd6 12 i.e2 c5 13 1ldt c4 1 4 i.xc4 lilic4 'I S Wxc4 i.J7 t6 lbe5 i.c6, and now 17 lbxc6 'iVxc6 18 'iVxc6 bxc6 must surely be at least a bit better for White due to Black's pawn weaknesses. After 9...lL!b61 t O exf7+ �h8 ( l O...l:lxf7 1 1 Wb3 c6, intending 12 ...lbd5, also looks reasonable) 1 1 'l'b3 cS 1 2 h4 i.f5t 1 3 .ixa6 cxd4 14 lLlxd4 ..xd4 1 5 i.e3 ..e5 1 6 .i.e2 i.c6 17 J.d4 'iVxd4 1 8 'W'xe6 llac8 1 9 llh3 'irb4 approximate equal ity resulted in Osterman-Tukmakov, Bled 1 996. Lalic-Najer, Groningcn 1 999, continued t i 'WbS c6 1 2 ..a5 lbc7 13 h4 llxf7! (simpler than 13 lbcd5 14 hS gxhS 15 .td3 .i.g4 16 lbgs 1i'd6 17 .i.xh7 .txd4 1 8 llke4 Wcs, which looked decidcly precarious in C. Horvath-Tunik, Budapest 1992; 1 3....ig4 14 .•.
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Griin feld D efence



h5 gxhS 1 5 l:[xhS .LhS 16 1i'xh5 gives White a winning attack) 14 ltles (14 h5 l:[f5!) 14 ...l:xf2! 1 5 Wx£2 1i'xd4+ 1 6 .i.c3 ..xeS 17 ..xeS .i.xe5 1 8 hS -*.5 19 g4 ..txg-1 20 hxg6 l:[f8+ 21 Wgl hS 22 .ll.e2 Wg8 23 i.xg4 hxg4 24 1let '/z-'12.



Black an excellent game in Semeniuk, USSR 1 984.



8 ...c6



Obviously not 13 1i'xc4? .i.fS; but 1 3 .i.xbS would have been a better try.



A good answer, preparing to drop the knight on a6 back to c7. Speelman was no doubt well prepared for the complications arising from 8 ... .i.e6 9 �5 (And not 9 dS? lilie4 10 lDxe4 .i.xdS) 9.Jllxc4? (A mis combination. The 'main line' is 9....!Dg4 after which a recent correspondence game (Schwidun-Zilberbcrg. correspondence 1 998) went 1 0 eS c6 1 1 11fxb7 &i:k7 12 11fxc6?! lllds 13 lDxd5 .ll.xdS 14 1l'c3 :C8 1 5 1l'b2 .i.x£3 16 gxf3 ..dS with a very dangerous initiative for Black. Pachman has recommended sim ply 9...1lb8 after which the obvious reply is to 11fa4) 10 tllxe4 .lxd4 1 1 l:[bt La2 1 2 .i.b2 .i.xb1 13 i.xd4 .i.xc4 14 11fe5 winning for White.



Petrosian



1 0 . . ./Db5!



Taking the initiative, never to let go. This undermines the suppon for the e4 pawn. 1 1 lbxb5 cxb5 1 2 'lrc2 /Dxe41 1 3 i..d3?1



1 3 ...�6 14 0-0 ..i.f5 1 5 lld1 •c8 1 & 'lre2 •e6 1 7 .i.e3 llfc8 1 8 l:lb3 a6?!



18 . .1l'd5! would have kept control. Speelman now manages to complicate mat .



ters. 1 9 d51 'lrxd5 20 ..i.xf5 'tl'xf5 21 .t..c5 llc7 22 lle3 .t..fB 23 /De5 �c4 24 �xc4 bxc4 25 llf3 9e6 26 1le3 'tl'c6 27 i..xe7 .t..xe7 28 J:lxe7 c3 29 J:le5 b6



Not bad, but 29...c2 30 :ct b6 would have been even more precise. 30 'tl'c2 llac8 3 1 lle3 'ii'c4 32 a3 11Vc6 33 lled3 Wg7 34 lld6 'ii'b5 35 g3 lle8 36 ll6d3 1tf5 37 g4 'ii'e4 38 llc1 llec8 39 lle3 ...d41



9 llb1



Lalic recommended that White drop the queen back immediately with 9 1i'b3. 9 .!007 10 h3 •••



Keeping the queens on allows Black to make threats against White's weakened king position. White naturally wishes to prevent ....i.g4 but this loses yet more time. 10 1Wb3 .i.g4 1 1 .i.e3 .i.xO 1 2 gx£3 li)hS 1 3 lldt e6 gave
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40 lld1 ...f6 41 lldd3 llc4 42 llf3 1fc6 43 .llde3 lld8 44 'it>g2



Not 44 1lxc3 11fxf31 45 :xc4 1ldt+ etc. 44



.•.



lld2 45 'irb3 llb2 46 ...d1 c2 0-1



Th e Russian S ys tem: Prins Varia tion Summary



The fact that Kasparov plays the Prins might tempt some players into taking it up themselves. But they should certainly be aware of the fact that these lines arc incredibly sharp and highly theoretical. If Kasparov plays it you can be assured that the rest of the world will have paid it special attention. 1 d4 lLJf6 2 c4 g6 3 lllc3 d5 4 /Df3 .i.g7 5 Wb3 dxc4 6 1Wxc4 0·0 7 e4 Qla& (0) B ..fl.e2 8 .i.f4 - Gan1e 13 8 b4



8



-



Gante 34



c5 (OJ 9 d5 e6 tDJ 10 0-0 - Game 3 1 1 0 .i.gS - Game 32



.••



7



. . .



l[ja6



8



. . .



c5



9



. . .



e6
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CHAPTER SEVEN



I



The Russian System: Hungarian Variation



1 d4 tL!f6 2 c4 g6 3 1003 d5 4 tL!f3 �g7 5 11rb3 dxc4 6 1rxc4 o-o 7 e4 a6



The move 7 ...a6 is very logical, Black plans to use the position of White's queen on c4 to expand on the queenside with ...b7-b5. De pending on how White replies Black can foUow up with a later ... c7 -c5, ... ..tc8-b7 or, sometimes, even ... �b8-c6. White's basic choice is between quiet and solid develop ment and attempting to smash Black flat. The scary lines arc those in which White goes for the throat with 8 e5 (or 8 1i'h3 b5 9 e5 - as explained within the notes of Game 35). After 8...b5 9 'iVb3 .!Dfd7 White has played 10 .i.e3 (Game 35), 10 e6 (Game 36) and 10 h4 (Game 37). Black seems to be okay in aU of these lines, but the lancr two arc very dangerous. White's most solid way to meet 7... a6 is with 8 .i.e2, which aims for nothing more than to get casded and then ask how Black intends to demonstrate equality. This is not a very easy question to answer; in Game 38 Black had some problems after 9...c5 10 dxc5 ..tl:6, and 9 ... c5 10 dxc5 .i.b7 (Game 39) looks slightly uncomfortable too, with or without Sokolov's t t ....!Dbd7. If Black wants to win, perhaps he should play 9 ...�6!?, which is covered within Game 39. White's unusual moves are dealt with in 78



Game 40. The attack on Black's c7-pawn with 8 .i.£4 requires accurate handling and the move 9.Ji'xc7 is not that obvious. Black should know the theory rather than just pL"ly the position on general grounds.



Gaf!Je 35 Arakelov-Zakharstov Voronezh 2001 1 d4 tL!f6 2 c4 g6 3 tL!c3 d5 4 tL!f3 �g7 5 11t"b3 dxc4 6 11t"xc4 0-0 7 e4 a6



8 e5



The sharpest. White is playing for a direct attack. White can also try to invert his move order with 8 'iVb3 (8... b5 9 c5) in order to avoid Leko's (8 eS) �fd7!?. In this case he



The Russian Sys tem: Hungarian Varia tion has to reckon with 8...c5!?, although it seems that White keeps an edge after 9 dxcS (9 eS lt)g4 sees White's centre coUapse) 9...'1FaS 10 'ilb6 '1Fxb6 11 cxb6 lbbd7 1 2 �c2 (12 L3 �4) 12...lbxb6 13 �c3 lbbd7 14 lbd4 lbcS 1 S f3 eS 16 lbc6 bxc6 1 7 �xeS .lids 1 8 �f2, Kasparov-Leko, Fujitsu-Siemens Giants 2000, or 9...lbbd7 10 c61 bxc6 1 1 i.c2 J:lb8 12 '1Fc2 'ire? 13 0-0 cS 14 h3! c4 15 J:ld1 aS 16 �c3, Kazht,r.deycv-Sulypa. Linares 1 999, both being slighdy better for White. 8 b5 As I mentioned in the note to White's previous move, l..eko has shown a liking for 8...lbfd7, which avoids weakening Black's queensidc for the rime being. 9 �c3 lbb6 1 0 'ireS!? was played in Karpov-Leko, Vienna 1 996, and now 10 ... f6!?, intending ...i.g4 and ..lb8d7, is an interesting suggestion of Lalic. Instead 9 ..bS 10 'irdS (10 'irb3 c5 trans poses) to ..lob6 1 1 'irxd8 1lxd8 1 2 �e2 i.b7 1 3 0-0 b4 1 4 lbdt c5! 15 dxcs lbds 16 llct ol0c6 17 �d2 was Kozul V.Mikhalevski, Bugojno 1 999. Black should have continued with 17 ...lbxcS!? t 8 lbxeS �xeS 1 9 c6 i.cS according to Mikhalevski, who assessed dtc position as 'unclear'. 9 '1Fb3 lbb6 10 i.c3 i.e6 1 1 '1Fc2 llk6 12 a3 llkJS gave Black a very solid game in Gcr shon-Karjakin, Moscow 2002, while 9 �gS bS 10 'irdS J:la7 1 1 We4 cS 1 2 dxcS i.b7 13 'ire3 i.xf3 1 4 'irxf3 lbxeS offered Black exccUcnt countcrplay in Lugovoi-Avrukh, St. Petersburg 1 999. 9 'tlrb3 ltlfd7 9...i.e6? 10 cxf6! �xb3 1 1 fxg7 �g7 1 2 axb3 leave White's three minor pieces out weighing Black's queen. After the retreat of Black's knight to d7 we reach a critical posi tion in which White must decide how to set about the attack. 1 0 .i.e3?1 This solid-looking move aDows Black to initiate ferocious counterplay. For 10 e6 and I 0 h4 sec the next two games. 1 0 c5 1 1 e6 cxd4!! .•.



.



.



.



-



•••



This superb offer of a piece has cast a shadow over 1 1 �3. The older move was 1 1 ...c4, when 1 2 cxf7+ llxf7 13 'irdt .!Ob6 14 tOes J:lfB 1 5 a4 i.b7!? led to a tense and dif ficult game in Pikct-.J.Polgar, Linares 1 997. 1 2 exd7 Attempting to refute the sacrifice by ac ceptance, though rhe resulting positions arc horrible for White. The best move is proba bly 12 �xd4, which steers the game to a slightly worse ending after 12...�xd4 1 3 /l)xd4 lbcS 1 4 exf7+ llxn 1 S 'ird5 WxdS 16 .!OxdS lbbd7, e.g. 17 i.e2 i.b7 1 8 lbe3 cS 19 .!Ob3 lllxb3 20 axb3 lbcs 21 b4 ol0b3 22 J:la3 .!Od4, when White managed to escape with a draw in Miton-Atalik, CappeUe Ia Grande 1999, or 1 7 b4 �b7 18 lbc3 eS 1 9 l£ldxbS axbS 20 bxcS b4 21 lbbS l:lf4, Piket Timman, Rotterdam 1997. White's other tries have seen him on the receiving end of a couple of miniatures. 1 2 l0xd4 lbc s 13 exf7+ J:lxn 1 4 Wdt lla7! (threatening 1 S..ltd7) I S lbc6 lbxc6 1 6 'irxd8+ lbxd8 1 7 �xeS J:lc7 18 i.a3 l:lxc3 t 9 l:td1 J:[c2 20 J:lxd8+ J:lf8 21 i.xe7 llxd8 22 �xdS llxb2 23 a4 �c3+ 0-1 was Kozui Azmaiparashvili, Elista 1 998, and Mester Feher, Hungarian Team Ch. 1997 went 12 exf7+ J:lxf7 13 li)gS? c6! 14 lbxe6 We7 I S 0-0-0 dxe3 1 6 lbe4 .!OfB 1 7 lll6g5 �c6 18 'irxc3 Wb4 0-1 . 1 2 ...'tlrxd7 1 3 1ld1 Or 13 0-0-0 eS 14 Wbl 11fa7 1 S i.xd4 79



Griin feld Defence



exd4 16 lbc4 .i.e6 1 7 •a3 llK:6 1 8 .i.d3 llfc8 19 llcl .i.fB 20 li)d6 'illd7 21 �c8 .i.xa3 22 lllb6 .i.xa2+, and White resigned in Har Zvi-Green fcld, lsrael Rapidplay 1 998. 13



•••



e5 1 4 o!Qe2 �b7 1 5 �xe5



Game 36 Kasparov-Svidler Wy� aan Zee 1999 1 d4 l£lf6 2 c4 g6 3 lOc3 d5 4 �f3 .i.g7 5 _.,3 dxc4 6 1txc4 0-0 7 e4 a& 8 e5 b5 9 1l'b3 �fd7 10 e6



Hoping to exploit ...lDfd7 by softening Black up on the kingsidc. 1 0. . .fxe6 1 1 i.e3



Desperation. After a retreat of the bishop Black will simply play ...ll:k6, centralise his rooks and then advance his d- and e- pawns. But now White's king finds it difficult to evacuate rhe centre. 1 5 .*.xe5 1 6 �xd4 'ite7 1 7 �f3 .*.xf3 1 8 gxf3 1iX:6 1 9 Ae2 :tad8 20 Wa3 •..



20 0-0 Wh4 is faral. 20 � 21 �1 llxd1 + 22 .*.xd1 lidS 23 Wg2 'iVh4 24 .*.b3 �3 25 'itxa6 i.d4 •••



26 'itb7 i.xe3 27 fxe3 lt}f4+l



28 ¢1 1



Or 28 exf4 l:d2t with mate to follow. 28 'ith3+ 29 �e1 l£Jd3+ 30 Wd2 1l'g2+ 0-1 .••
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Protecting d4 and continuing his devel opment. After 1 1 11fxe6+ 'iii'h8 Black obtains excellent counterplay, for example 1 2 'tre4 (12 ltJg5?! lbcs 13 'trd5 1rxd5 14 lbxd5 lllcc6 15 �xc7 lla7 1 6 ll:kc6 lDxd4! was good for Black in Urvalov-Nadanian, corre spondence 1989) 12...lDb6 13 �4 �c6 14 .i.d3 {both 14 .i.c3 and 1 4 i.h6 are well met with 14 ...e5). In this position 14 ...e5 is dubi ous due to 15 .i.g5 'illd6 16 �4. Karpov1g7 %-% .i.xd2 i.xc4+ with a preference for Black in ..------. what is admittedly still a wild position. Game 40 1 3...'iPc8 might be even better, for example Hoang Thanh Trang-Gurieli 1 4 .i.f4 lbd7 1 5 'iPc7 lbb4 1 6 :C1 1Pxc7 17 lLxc7 lLh6 18 llb1 lbxc5 19 .i.e2 llacS 20 Batumi (rapid) 2001 ,_______________.. i.b6 lbcd3+ with a big plus in i\gdamusBalduzzi, Santos Lugares 1977. 1 d4 �f6 2 c4 g6 3 �c3 d5 4 �f3 -*.g7 8 b5! 9 11t'xc7 5 1i'b3 dxc4 6 1rxc4 0-0 7 e4 a6 Certainly the consistent follow-up. 9 'iPcS proves to be nothing more than a worse ver sion of the game after 9.....tb7 10 .i.xc7 'iPcS 1 1 .i.xb8 :Xb8 12 'ifxc8 llbxc8 1 3 c5 lbh5!, as in Burnett-Rogers, Hoban 1975. Roth 9 'iPdl and 9 'Wb3 are playable, but leave the move of White's bishop to f4 k>oking rather poindcss. 9 . . .b4? An instructive mistake - presumably Black did not reaDy know the theory of this line. The correct procedure is 9 ... 1Pxc7 1 0 ..txc7 .i.b7 1 1 eS (1 1 ..td3 b4 1 2 lDa4 lbxc4 1 3 0-0 lDf6! 14 illc5 lbc6! 1 5 illc5 %lfc8 16 illxc6 8 i.f4 i.xc6 17 J.c5 ..tb5! left White with a weak Intending to take the c7-pawn. Everyone tl-pawn in Dyachkov-Svidlcr, Maikop 1 998, who plays the Hungarian variation hopes that while 1 1 d5 b4 drops the c4-pawn) l t . ..lbds White will 'prevem' 8 b5 with 8 a4?, where 1 2 illxd5 (12 .laS?! is strongly answen.>d by upon there foUows 8 ... b5! (anywayQ 9 .b3 (9 1 2 ..lbf4 13 0-0-0? lDh3!) 1 2 ...J.xd5 1 3 .i.e2 axb5?! axb5 1 0 llxa8 bxc4 1 1 llxbS gives (1 3 .i.d3 :CS 14 .i.b6 �6 15 a3 (otherwise White drawing chances, but this is hardly ..•



..•
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Grun feld Defence Black will play 'I S . ..ll:�b4) 1 5...1lab8 1 6 ..i.c5



The difference between this and the



and now 16 ...ltlxe5! recovered the pawn with



9...'flxc7 line is that White's bishop can now



the better game in Bastos-Rcis, Portugal



be tucked safely back on the d2-squarc rather than being a target for Black's pieces on c7 . This makes all the difference.



1 992) 13 ...:C8 1 4 ..i.b6 (14 ..i.aS?I lDc6 1 5



..i.c3 .llab8! 1 6 a 3 a S 17 l:lct ..ixB! 1 8 ..i.xf3 ltlxd4 won Black's pawn back with White's e-pawn also left weak in Gohil-Lueckc, Miin



1 3 ...l0c6 14 l0c5 .ic8 1 5 llc1 .ig4 Trying desperately to drum up some



stcr 1990) l 4...:C2 1 5 b3 c!LX6 1 6 ..i.dt l:lc3



countcrplay.



1 7 0-0 l:lb8 1 8 .icS l:ld8 (threatening ....t.xf3



1 6 lt!xa6 .ixf3 1 7 .:Xc& .ie4 1 8 f3 .if5 1 9 .ie2 f6 20 e6! Locking the g7-bishop out of the game. 20 .. Jldc8 21 llxc8+ llxc8 22 l0c5 .ic2 23 .ia6 Aa8 24 ..t>e2 f5



followed by ...�d4) 19 ..i.b6 l:lb8 20 ..i.cS. We are following the game Dreev-Ncvcrov, Uzhgorod 1987. Black could, of course, peat the



position, but he



wants



20... b4!? 21 llel f6 22 exf6 ..i.xf6



re



more:



23 ..i.c2 aS



24 .llad 1 llc2 25 lld2 l:lxd2 26 ltlxd2 llixd4 27 ..i.c4 and White managed to maintain equality.



1 0 1txd8 J:bcd8 1 1 lt!a4 .i.b7 Unforrunatcly



for Black



1 t ....!Oxe4



12



ltlb6 wins material.



1 2 e5 ltld5 1 3 .id2



Freedom at last? White's reply puts an end to Black's hopes.



25 llc1 .ta4 26 lt!xa4 llxa6 27 J:tc8+



.if8 28 l0c5 :02 29 .th6 llxb2+ 30 �e1 1 -0
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Th e Russian S ystem: Hungarian Varia tion Summary Hungarian Variation has come a long way since Adorjan and R.ibli used to play it in the 70s. TI1e 8 c5 lines need very accurate handling, while against 8 i.c2 Black should probably tty 8 .b5 9 'i'b3 ltlc6!? if he wants more than a draw. As with the Prins Sytcm there's a lot of the my involved, which only makes it suitable for players with the time and inclination to study.



The



..



1 d4 1tlf6 2 c4 g6 3 1tlc3 d5 4 �3 .i.g7 5 ft3 dxc4 6 'tl'xc4 0-0 7 e4 a6 (D)



8 e5



8 i.e2 b5 9 1i'b3 c5 1 0 dxc5 (D) 10...i.c6 - Game 38 10.. i.b7 - Game 39 8 i.£4 - Game 40 b5 9 'tl'b3 lLifd7 (DJ 10 .i.e3 Ga111e J5 10 e6 - Ga111e 36 10 h4 - Game Jl .



8



..•



-



7



. . .



a6



10 dxc5



9



. . .



tilfd7
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CHAPTER EIGHT



I



The Russian System : Smyslov Variation



1 d4 .!Df6 2 c4 g6 3 .!Dc3 d5 4 lLlf3 ..i.g7 5 'iVb3 dxc4 6 Wxc4 0-0 7 e4 ..i.g4



sharp variations to get a playable game.



Game 4 1 V .Mikhalevski-Dvoirys Essen/ 2000



Smyslov's plan of 7....i.g4 followed by



8. ..lDfd7



has often been held up as an excel



lent example of dynamic thinking. Black vio lates the 'rules' about not moving a piece twice in the opening and not putting knights on b6. The point



is that he attacks one of the



defenders of d4 (the knight on



f3)



1 d4 .!Df6 2 c4 g6 3 .!Dc3 d5 4 lDf3 ..i.g7 5 -.a,3 dxc4 6 11Fxc4 0-0 7 e4 i.g4



and un



veils the g7 bishop. For many years this was considered to be the correct way to meet the Russian system, but more recently it has fallen out of favour. Some players have been worried by Piker's revival of 9



0-0-0



(Game



44), others were put .i.c2 and 'ilfcS to 12 eS (sec the notes



off by tl1e plans based on gether with Karpov's within Game



41). Yet Black has ways of dc.'\1-



ing with these plans. Game



41



features the big main line which,



despite decades of testing in the top flight tournaments, still looks fine for Black. An other goud line for Black is



42 and 43),



tO e6 (Games ..•



which was played extensively by



Smejkal and others in the drifted out of fashion.



I



1980s but has since



have given it greater



coverage because it is a line that



I believe



club players should consider seriously. Unlike



8 i.e3 lDfd7 The



characteristic



move



of Smyslov's



variation. The knight is en route for



b6



to



attack White's queen. At the same time it unveils the bishop on g7.



9 J:td1 There arc pros and cons to White's move



the more fashionable Prins and Hungarian



order at this point. Both



Variations, you don't need to know lots of



can lead to the main line, but both sides have
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9 l:ldt



and



9 'ilfb3



The Russian S ys tem: Sm yslo v Varia tion ways to avoid this. After 9 1i'b3 White has to reckon with Black's additional possibility of 9...c5!? 10 dS (10 9xb7 Ln 1 1 1rxa8 cxd4 1 2 gxf3 dxc3) lO ...lba6 1 1 J.e2 llbB!, as in Bareev-Kasparov, Novgorod 1994. Now 12 0-0 would have been best, with chances for both sides (in the game Black took the initia tive after 1 2 i.f4 J.xf3 13 J.xf3 lDe5). 9 ltlc6 9...tl)b6 10 9c5 (10 'flb3) is similar to Game 45, except that White has played lldt instead of J.e2. Ubilav:a-Ehlvest, Kuibyshev 1986 continued 10 ...ltl8d7 1 1 9a3 e5 1 2 dxeS 1i'c8 1 3 c 6 J.xc6 1 4 J.d4 i.h6 1 5 lt!b1 lieS 16 tl)bd2 aS with a tough struggle in prospect. 1 0 11'b3 At tllis point it is very interesting for White to play 1 0 J.e2 ltlb6 1 1 1Wc5 because, unlike Game 45, Black's knight is alr6 axb6 19 lt!xdS 'ii'a4 20 lOxc7+ '�PhS 21 'it'f.3! 1i'xa2 22 1i'xa2 llxa2 was about equal in Diez del Corral-Schmidt, Buenos Aires Olympiad 1978) 1 5 ...'l'd7!, e.g. 16 h4 (16 .i.d4 c6 17 J.xg7 �g7 18 ircJ+ Wg8 1 9 dxc6 1rxc6 20 1i'xc6 bxc6 was equal in G.Gio4,>adzc-Stohl, Batumi 1999) l6 ...c6 1 7 h S cxdS 1 8 hxg6 hxg6 19 .id4 J.xd4 20 llxd4 (20 lt!xd4 'ii'g4 21 c!bf5 gx£5 22 Wf1 fxe4 23 llgl 1i'xgl+ leaves Black with more than enough for the queen, according to Stahlberg) 20...Wg7 21 ltlg3 J:lg8 (21 .. l:th8? 22 c!bf5+1 gx£5? 23 9g3+ etc.) 22 f5 llh8 23 ltxh8 llxh8 24 fxg6 '12-%, Lilienthal Bronstein, Saltsjobadcn lnter�onal 1 948. b) 14 h4 1i'd7 1 5 a4 aS 16 ltlb5 (1 6 J.xb6 cxb6 17 irxb6 1lrc8 gives Black more than enough for the pawn) 16 ...ltlc8 17 J.d4 (1 7 f4 .ixe2 18 �e2 ltld61 19 ltlc3 .ixc31 20 bxc3 tl)xe4 etc.) 1 7....ixd4 18 tl)xc..l4 ltlb6 1 9 ..i.bS ird6 and Black has good countcrplay according to Suctin. ..
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Griin feld Defence c) After 14 a4 Black can �lay 14...ltki7 1 5 f4 .i.xe2 t 6 lDxe2 ltlf6 1 7 Q)g3 Wd7 1 8 e5 itlg4 and, after ECO's suggestion of 1 9 .i.c5!?, I like 19... b6 20 .i.b4 c 6 21 dxc6 11'xc6 22 .i.xe7 llfe8 followed by ...1Wg2 In J>irc-Barcza, Karlovy Vary 1 948, 19 ..&.d4 c6 20 dxc6 Wxc6 21 h3 �h6 was equal. 1 4. . .9d7 Black should also note the possibility of 14...1Wc8, as after 1 5 llg3 c6 1 6 dxc6 (1 6 a4 'i'c7 leads back into the g.tme) he can play 1 6...bxc6 (16.. .'1Vxc6 leads back to 14...1fd7). Van Buskirk-Ehlvcst, Los Angeles 2000 went 17 ..&.d4 ..&.xd4 18 llxd4 'fie? 19 e5 Wxc5 20 llh4 �h8 21 £4 1i'e6 22 'flxc6 fxe6 23 .ixh5 gxh5 24 llg5 ltld5 25 l:tgxh5 ll£7 26 ltlxd5 cxd5 27 fS llb8 and Black eventually won the endgame. 1 5 ltg3 Preventing Black's queen from landing on h3, but is this really necessary? 15 a4!? trans poses to Ehlvest-Ernst, Tallinn 1989 (the actual move order was 14 a4 'fld7 1 5 llg1), the game continuing 1 5...'i'h3 16 f4 'ifxh2 1 7 cRd2! .ixc2 18 ltlxc2 c6 1 9 a S .!ZX1 7 20 l0g3 cxd5! 21 llhl 1Wg2 22 �e2 dxc4 2� :Xd7 e5 24 f5, and now instead of 24.. .'ii O+ 25 We'I gxfS, allowing White to play the nasty 26 ltg1 !, Black should have played 24...gxf5! 25 .ic5 f4 26 i:.x£8 ltxf8 27 ltft .ih6 (27 ... fxg3 28 'iWxg3) 28 l:h1 ..&.g7 according to Ehlvcst, leading to a draw by repetition. 1 5...c6



Black can also undermine the pawn chain at its base. The immediate 1 5... £5 looks risky after 1 6 d6+ �h8 1 7 dxc7 1fxc7 1 8 tbb5 'ilt'bs, and now 1 9 .id4 might be White's best (19 exf5 l:xf5 was unclear in Century Nimm 7.32, Computer Tournament 2000). A more circumspect idea is to prepare ...fl-f5 wid1 15...�h8, when Mohr-Smejkal, Alten steig 1990, and Sosonko-Tunman, IBM 1975 both went 16 ltlb5 f5 17 .id4 fxe4 1 8 .ixg7+ ci/xg7 l 9 ltld4 c:xO 20 lbe6+ cilg8 21 .ixO .i..xf3 22 llxO l:£6, when White has adequate compensation for the pawn, bur no more than that. 1 6 a41? The traditional theory on this line goes 1 6 dxc6 't6'xc6 17 ltlb5 llfc8 l8 ltlxa7 ltxa7 1 9 .ixb6, after which Black sacrifices the ex change with 19 ..Jlxa2! 20 1Wxa2 1i'xb6. Sos onko-Tinunan, Bergen (2nd match game) 1984 continued 21 b3 .1d4 (far more pugna cious than 2t ....ie5 22 Wfl ! .i.xg3 23 hxg3 gS, although this could also be playable for Black) 22 .ic4 .ie5 23 �e2? (runman rec ommcm.lcd 23 lld3, bul thcn 23.. .'1'f6 is st.ill a good move in my opinion) 23 ...'iff6 24 lld3 't6'h4 25 1i'd2 .1xg3 26 hxg3 11'xe4+ 27 'l'c3 .ixO+ 28 Wd2 bSI and Black won. 1 6 . . .9c7 I SUgb>eSt 16...g8 30 .lDbS l:ta2 31 J:lxb7 l:txf2+ 32 Wg3
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GriJn feld Defence llc2 33 c!Dxc6! .tt2+ %-% The gam e will end in a draw by repetition after 34 �h2 i.c5+ 35 �h 1 (35 i.g2 i.d6t 36 �gJ .i.cS+) 35 .. .llc1 + 36 �g2 ltc2+ 37 �ht llct+ ctc.



Game 44 Piket-Shirov Wijk lltm Zee 1996 1 d4 'Df& 2 c4 g6 3 c!Dc3 d5 4 tBf3 .tg7 5 'irb3 dxc4 6 'irxc4 0-0 7 e4 .tg4 8 .i.e3 The tempting 8 llles leaves Black with a good game after 8....i..c6: 9 dS (9 'ti'M? l£if'd7 10 �xd7 �61 is known to be good for Black) 9...i.c8 1 0 i.e2 e6 1 1 .if4 exdS 12 exdS lllc8 13 0-0 �6 was fine for Hlack in Kotov-Lilicmhal, Parnu 1947. 8 c!Dfd7 9 0-0-0 •••



11Va6 in J.Farago-Doncevic, Rome 1 990. Black's main line used to be 9. . .lllb6, when 1 0 1fb3 aS 1 1 i.e2 a4 12 11'a3 Wd6 13 'ifxd6 cxd6 14 �bl lba6 15 h3 i.d7 t6 lLld2 dS! left Black ah"Cady slighdy bcuer in I.Famgo-Stohl, Austrian Terun Ch. 1 992. The line (9...tLlb6) fell into disfavour after to 'IVcS (10 ... f5? 1 '1 .i.gS is unpleasant), but I believe there is nothing wrong with Smejkal's for mula of 1 0...c6!?, e.g. 1 1 h3 .i..x f3 1 2 gxf3 �8d7 13 '1t'a3 11'h4! 14 Wbt .ih6 1 5 .ixh6 Wxh6 16 h4 ltlf6 17 lObS with a draw in Sosonko-Smejkal, Amsterdam 1979. Also deserving consideration is 1 O...eS 1 1 d5 lti8d7 1 2 iVa3 lle8 13 Wb1 aS 14 .ibS .its, which was seen in Sosonko-Libcrz.o n, Amsterdam 1977. 1 0 h3 .txf3 After to . ..bS White can avoid doubled pawns with 1 t We2 .i..xf3 12 Wxf3, as in S;r.abo-Uhbnan n, Munich 1 958. 1 1 gxf3 b5 1 2 'ird3 After 1 2 '1Vb3?! a5! 13 dS a4 Black's qucensidc advance progressed more rapidly in Sosonko-Castro Rojas, llicl 1 976, thanks to the time . gained by hitting the White queen. 1 2 11t'a5 1 3 'ifilb1 b4 1 4 .!De2 c5 1 5 f4! Stronger and sharper than 1 S �1 cxd4 1 6 ltlb3 ii'hS 17 ltlxd4 �5 '18 We2 l:tcS, when Black was okay in Tukmakov-Lputian, Minsk '1 987. 1 5 c!Dc6?! .•.



•••



Pardy because of tlus game the more fickle exponents of 7....i..g4 switched to other lines. However, in my opinion there arc many resources for Black. For 9 .ic2 see the next game. 9...c6!? Aiming to generate counterplay with . ..b7b5. A similarly motivated idea is 9...a6, but then 10 h3 .ixf3 11 gxf3 bS 1 2 'itb3 �6 1 3 h4 lllb6 14 e S left Hlack struggling in Gulko Tseshkovsky, USSR Ch., Leningrad 1974. And 9...c5 fared little better after t o dxcS 'iVaS 1 1 h3 i.xf3 1 2 gxf3 b6 1 3 �5 �6 14
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The Russian Sys tem: Sm ys/o v Varia tion As this faDs short a more subde approach is required. Black should play the flexible 1 5 ... Jlc8!? and meet 1 6 ltct (1 6 dxcS? lLla6! 1 7 Wxd7? Jld8) with 1 6...llc6!?, intending either ...cxd4 or ...L6. 1 6. ..loa6 is poor due to 1 7 l0g3, and 1 6...lLic6 meets with 17 dxcSI b3 18 a3 lL!b4? 19 ..xd7. 1 6 d5 b3 1 7 a3 lllb4 1 8 1fd2?! Giving Black a second chance. White should play the cold-blooded 18 Wxb3!, when 18...lL!xd5 (18...Lb8 19 .i.d2) 1 9 WxdS Lb2 is reti,ned by 20 �xb2 Jlab8+ 21 Wa2 �6 22 Wd2 �3+ 23 Wa t Jlb6 (23...Wxa3+ 24 1i'a2) 24 Wet lL6 25 llc:l3!! 'lrxd3 26 ltlc3 etc. 1 8...ttlb6? This doesn't work. Ulack should rescue the pinned knight with the sequence 1 8.....a4 1 9 cS l0a2, when there is still everything ro play for. 1 9 lbc1 ! ifa4 20 axb4 cxb4 21 ifd3! .i.xb2 22 'ira&!



Ga-me 45



Arakelov-Dvoirys Chigorin Memoria4 St. Petersbllf}', 2000 1 d4 lbf6 2 c4 g6 3 ltlc3 d5 4 lLlf3 .i.g7 5 Wb3 dxc4 6 ifxc4 0-0 7 e4 .i.g4 8 .i.e2 8 .i.c3 ltlfd7 9 .i.c2 comes to the same thing, but White can also consider playing .i.e2 at a much later stage, when Black's knight on b8 is already committed to c6 (sec the note to White's lOth move in Game 41). B lbfd7 9 .i.e3 ll!b6 1 0 ifc5 •.•



The other way to protect the d-pawn is with 1 0 ..d3, but then to.. .llk6 1 1 0-0-0 eS (1 1...1fc8 intending 1 2...Jld8 is also very in teresting) 12 dS .txf.l 1 3 .txf.l ltld4 t.-qual tses. 1 0 lLlad7! 1 1 ifa3 lvanchuk-Ftacnik, Istanbul Olympiad 2000 varied with 1 1 WaS, when Black equal ised with 1 t ...i.xf.l 1 2 gxO (12 .ixf3 ltlc4 13 11M l0xe3 1 4 fxc3 cS is good for Black) 12 ...c5! 1 3 d5 c6· (13...'1Fh4!?) 14 0-0-0 11h4 I S Wbl Jlfd8 1 6 Jlcl .i.h6 etc. 1 1 .i.xf3 1 2 gxf3 e5 1 3 d5 1th4!? Black could also play 13 ... c6 but Dvoirys is tempting White to go on a pawn hunt. 14 lllb5? Taking the bait. He should play simply 1 4 0-0-0 but, even then, Black has a good game after 14....i.h6. •..



Defusing the anack. 22 . . .11ra3 23 .i.b5 l:lfcB 24 ifxa3 bxa3 25 lllxb3 llabB 26 .i.e&! Accuracy is still required. 26 Wa2 Jlc2 27 i.d3?? l0a4 28 .i.xc2 llk3 checkmate would have been a tragicomic turnaround. 26 ll!xd5 27 exd5 llxb3 28 Wa2 llc3 29 lld2 e6 30 .i.d7 llc1 31 l:lxc1 llxc1 32 dxe6 lla1 + 33 Wb3 .i.f6 34 lla2 llb1 + 35 Wc2 llb2+ 36 llxb2 axb2 37 .i.d4 1 -0 •.•



..•
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Griinfeld Defence 14...llfc8 15 J:lc1 .*.f8 16 'ifb3 c61



21 . . . -*.xd& 22 0-0 JZabB 23 Wa6 .*.e71



BcautifuUy timed. Black's quccnsidc gets wiped out but his pieces leap imo action.



The bishop is en route to the f4-squarc. Once it gets there White's king will be in desperate trouble.



1 7 IC!xa7 J:lxa7 1 8 .*.xb6 lDxb6 1 9 'i'xb8 llxa2 20 'ilfxb7 llaa8! 21 d6



After 21 dxc6 llcb8 22 Wd7 ..g51 White is in desperate trouble, for example 23 llb1 (23 'iWd2 £b4 wins the queen) 23 . 1Wg2 24 ..tc41? (24 lln £b4+ 25 �dt lld8) 24... 'ifxO! and Black wins (not the greedy 24...'ifxh1+? in view of 25 �e2 1Wxbt 26 'ifxf7+ �h8 27 'iVgB checkmate). . .
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24 J:lxc6 llxc6 25 'i'xc6 .*.g5 26 'Wd7 .*.f4 27 h3 llxb2 28 .*.c4 'i'g5+ 29 Wh1 'i'f6 30 Wg1 lld2 31 .*.d5 Wg7 32 'Wa7 llb2 33 Wa3?



The only way to stay on the board was with 33 'iVd7. 33 'i'g5+ 34 Wh1 'i'h4 0-1 •..



After 35 �g2 Black has 35 . 11Vg3+. . .



The Russian S ys tem: Smyslo v Va ria tion Summary The Smyslov System is not currently in the limelight, which is a very brood reason to start play ing it. Black can follow the tried and trusted recipes of Czech Grandmaster Smejkal and get a goud positiun without a vast knowledge of theory. ln particular his method of dealing with 9 0-0-0 appears to have been forgotten.



1 d4 �f6 2 c4 g6 3 �c3 d5 4 ltlf3 /J.g7 5 •b3 dxc4 6 •xc4 0-0 7 e4 i.g4 IDJ 8 i.e3 8 .i.e2 Gome 45 8 . . .ltlfd7 (0) 9 ..b3 -



9 lldl - Ga111t 4 1 9 0-0-0 - Gt1111t 44



9 li)b6 1 0 l:d1 e6 1 1 i.e2 l006 (OJ ...



1 2 �1 - Game 42 1 2 eS - Ga111t 43



7 . i..g4 . .



8 ..&1Jfd7 .



1 1 . . . lbc6
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CHAPTER NINE



I



The Russian System : Early Divergences



1 d4 tOt& 2 c4 g6 3 t0c3 d5 4 ltlf3 A.g7 5 Wb3 dxc4 6 'S'xc4 0-0 This chapter is devoted to early diver gences and a Jjne of Shamkovich that has found favour with Kudrin and Rowson.



Pernik 1 982, which went 1 1 eS f4! 12 J.d2 a51 13 J.d3?! li:ld7!



1 6 Wc4 llkxcS!



1 4 1i'd5+ �h8



1 5 a3



c6!



1 7 lbxcS LcS 1 8 �2 (18



dxeS lbcS) 1 8 ...J.g7 1 9 lbxf4 li:lf6. In Suba Ghinda, Bucharest 1981, 1 1 l:ld 1 fxe4 1 2



Games 46-48 deal with Shamkovich's



�5 1i'd6 1 3 lbxc6 bxc6 1 4 tbxe4 'i'e6 1 5



7 ...lZk6 which, in some ways, is similar to



J.d3 'l'xa2 1 6 0-0 1i'e6 1 7 l:lci J.d7 gave



Smyslov's 7. .J.g4. Besides White's u.�ual 7



Black an extra, albeit weak pawn.



.



e4, a number of players have favoured 7 i.f4 (Game 49). Players who play the Prins Sys tem will just go 7. ..oloa6 anyway, otherwise you need an indc.·pendent way of dealing with thi.'l.



Gaflle 46 Richardson-S.Ernst Ucb.fte/d IM 2000 1 c4 lllf8 2 l003 d5 3 d4 g6 4 o!t'lf3 j_g7 5 1ltb3 dxc4 8 1fxc4 0-0 7 e4 tOe& see



following diagram



b) 8 J.£4 lt:lhS! 9 J.e3 J.g4! and now



to



dS should be mer with 1 O. ..loa5 followl.'e2 l:lg1 43 /?lxf6 h6 44 Wf2 0-1 r-----



Game 51



Kadimova-Lavrenov



Belgian TetJI!J Championship 2001



._______________.



1 d4 i?lf6 2 c4 g6 3 l?lc3 d5 4 .i.f4 .i.g7 5 e3 c5 6 dxc5 Wa5 7 JZc1



might be slighdy better here. 8...�6!? 9 cxd5 c!Oxd5 10 .i.b5+ .td7 11 .txd7+ �d7 12 0-0-0 �c6 13 c!Of3 li)xc5 turned out fine in Summerscale-GonnaUy, Coulsden 1999, but this needs further tests, and S.. li)c6 9 li)c3 .i.e6 10l0f3 h6! 11lbd4/ilid4 12 exd4 dxc4 13 .teS 0-0 was unclear in Zheliandinov Mikhalchisin, Ukraine 1999. Back to 8....i..d7, when 9 llk3 dxc4? lO .i..xc4 llla6 11 i.xa6 bxa6 12 .i.eS left Black with no compensation for the wrecked queenside pawn structure in NovikovShahade, New York 2000. Better for Black is 9...ltlc4!: Novikov-Sutovsky, Koszalin 1998 continued tol0xd5l0a6 11 f3 (after 11 llbt Hlack can play tt....i.ES and meet 12 .i.d3 with 12.. ltlaxc5 13 li)c7+ �fB according to Rowson) 1t...l&xc5 121lbt (12 0-0-0 c6 13 l0c7+ c!Oxc714 .txc7lieS 15 .td6 b5 16 b3 lOb7! was promising for Black in Kiss Rawson, Reykjavik 2002) 12...c6! 13 l0c7+ li)xc714 .txc7li)a4 15 .id6l0xb2 16 i.a3 �4 17 llxb7 .i.fB! 18 i.x£8 llxfB 19 lt)cz �e7 20 lbd4 lZks 21 llb4 llfb8 22 a3 and now, rather than 22.. a5 23 llxbB llxb8 24 t;)bS!, Rowson's 22. ..ltla6 would have left White in serious trouble after 23 llxb8 llxb8 24 li)b5 llb725 Wd2 lt)cs, intending 26...a6. Here 10 c!bgc2 �cS 11 li)xd5 c!Od3+ 12 �d2 l0xf2 13 lZk7+ Wd8 14 li)xa8 cS 15 .i.gS+ f6 looks quire good for Black, for after 16 .i.h4 li)xht Black can force White's bishop back to e1 with ...g6·g5. It looks as if the knight on h 1 has more chances to escape than the one on aS. 10 li)xe4 dxe4 11 0-0-0 �6 looks promising for Black thanks to both the space and the exposed position of White's king. In his book, The Soviet Chess Conveyor, Shereshcvsky mentions a further possibility in 711'b3, which he has used in a number of little-known games. After 7...li)c6 8 11bs i.e6 Shereshevsky gives 9 'irxaS! li)xas tO cxdS t;)xdS 11 .i.bS + Wf8 12 lhge2. when Black is still struggling, and after 7...dxc4 8 .i.xc4 0-0 9 tOo llk4 he gives 10 Ilks. .



.



.



Black needs to know what to do against the tricky 7 'ira4 +!?, the main problem being regaining d1e pawn without suffering sttuc tural weaknesses. After 7...'ifxa4 8 t;)xa4 Svidlcr's 8...i.d7 could well be Black's best, although the alternatives should also be in vestigated. 8 ...0-0 9 :Ct t;)a6 10 l&2 dxc4 11 t0cc3 .i.e6 12 t;)bs llfc8 13 c6! created pawn weaknesses in Novikov-Ristic, Eupen 1999, while 8 ...l&4!? 9 f3 .i..d710 fxe4 i.xa4 11 cxdS .i.xb2 12 llbt i.c3+ 13Wf2l{)d714 llct li)xcS 15 Wf3 .i.b4 16 :C4 .i.bS 17 llxb4 .txfl 18ltlc2 .i.xe2+ 19 Wxe2 ES! gave Black enough countcrplay in Timman Kasparov, Amsterdam 1988, although White 1 10



Classical with �f4



Black's best is 7...!£le4 8 1Fh5+ Wxb5 9 lilibs �6 10 cxd5 �xeS! (Shereshevsky fails to mention this, his main line going 10...0-0 11 d6!? .i.xb2 12 dxe7 with the better game for White) 11 llct � 12ltX:7+ lDxc7 13 :Xc7 g5 14 .tg3 .txb2 15 .td3 -*.5 16 �e2 lidS 17 f3 lDxg3+ 18 hxg3 .txd3+ 19 Wxd3 llxd5+ 20 Wc2 .t.eS, with the better game for Black in Dunworth-V.Mikhalevski, London 1999. This was not a clever choice of opening by White, as Victor Mikalevski's brother has played the White side of rhis line. Finally there is the sharp line 7 cxd51Llxd5 8 'lrxdS Lc3+ 9 bxc3 Wxc3+ 10 We2 'irxa1 11 .i.eS, which Black should meet with 1 L.'irbt! 12 .txh8 .te6 1.3 Wd3 (preventing ....txc4+) 13...1Wxa2+ 14 Wf3 f6 15 .tg7 lLld7! with a powerful if not decisive initiative. 7 .. .lDe4 Black has a major alternative in 7...dxc4 8 .txc4 0-0 9 ILIO 'lrxcS which transposes to the next game. 8 cxd5 l£Jxc3 9 1t"d2 1rxa2 10 bxc3 1ra5!



Black has failed to equalise with 10 ...Wxd2+ 11 �d21Lld7 after 12 .tbS 0-0 13 .*.xd7 .txd7 14 e4 5 15 e5, and this line has deservedly gone out of fashion. 1 1 l£lf3 The famous game Petrosian-Fischcr, Bue nos Aires 1971 went 11 .lc4 W 12 1Llc2 12...�5 (12...1Llxc5 and 12...Wxc5 are both okay for Black) 13 .ta2 -*.5? (13 ...Wxc5 was



imperative) 14 .txe5! .i.xeS 15 liMI4 1Wxc5 (15...-*.d7 16 c6) 16 1Llx5 gx5 17 0-0 with serious problems for Black. 12 1Llf3 0-0 13 0-0 ILixcS 14 .*.e5 .*.xeS 15 lbxeS .t5 16 Wd4 f6 17 d6+ Wg7 18 dxe7 llfe8 19 IL!n llxe7 20 liMI6 .te6 saw Black rebuff White's attack with the better game in Kirschner-Da Costa, correspondence 1990. 11...1txc5 Another good line is ll...l0d7, when 12 1Lld41Llxc5 13 .i.bS+ .td7 14 .txd7+ 1Llxd7 15 c4 11xd2+ 16 Wxd2 ILles 17 llbt eS 18 dxe6 fxe6 left Black comfortably equal in Sergeev-Kalantarian, USSR 1990. 12 e4 l£ld7 1 3 .*.e3 Driving the queen to c7 docs not help White. If he wants to exchange:: dark-squared bishops he should do so immediately with 13 .th6. 1 3 ...1rc7 14 .i.d4 0-0 15 .i.xg7 �g7 16 h4



Overambitious. White should serde for rhe modest 16 .td3. 16...�c5 17 'i'e3 After 17 .d4+ f6 18 i.c4 Black can play 18...b5! 19 .ta2 (19 .*.xbS? c!hb3) 19 ...c5 with a good game. 17 ...h5 18 .i.c4 b6 f'g 1rd4+ f6 20 0-0 .i.g4 21 �2 a& 22 1lfe1 e51 Black must watch that he doesn't lose his bishop. 22...ilkl7? runs inro 23 £3. 23 dxe6 Afd8 24 .i.d5 l£lxe6 25 'i'e3 l£lf4 26 .*.xa8 Ad3 111



Grunfeld Defence



27 f3 lbe3 28 lhe3 'W'c5 29 Jlce1 �e6 30 ¢lh1 WeB 31 g3 'i'dB?



A strange move, presumably played in some kind of time-trouble scenario. Black is better after 31....i.d5! (threatening ..."1Vh3+) 32 gxf4 "1Vh3+ 33 �gl 'i'g3+ 34 Wft .ixa8 .



Alexander Mikhalevski has shown a pref erence for this move, although there's noth ing to indicate that it offers any more chances than the simple withdrawal of White's bishop. After 10 .ib3 Black has been playing 10...'ffa5, a game worth noting being Lcvitt-Fernandcz Garcia, Seville Open 1989 which went 11 0-0 lft6 12 h3 11Va6!? (in my view the sharp lines that occur after 12....i.f5 13 11Ve2l0e4 14 �5 e5 15 llxc6 and so on have been over-analysed) 13 t.-41ld8 14 11Vc2 .1d7 15 a3 .i.c8 16 e5 �5 17 i.h2 .i.h6 18 ltcd1 Lc8 19 ..i.a2 e6 20 �h1 J:lxd l 21 llxd1 li::J,e7 lf:z-1/z. After 11...lba6 White ob tained a powerful initiative with 12 tl:}g5 h6 13 ttlxf7 llxf7 14 .ixf7+ Wxf7 15 'i'b3+ 'iPeB 1 6 lOc4 lhi5 17 llfd t in the g.une Mcins-Rowson, Hamburg 2002. 10 ...lDc6 11 0-0



32 gxf4 1Wxa8 33 lDf1 aS 34lt)gl 0-1 ... and presumably White's flag fell



Game 52 A.Mikhalevski-Huzman



Israel Open, TelAviv 2001 1 d4 lDf6 2 c4 g6 3 lDc3 d5 4 �f4 i.g7 5 e3 c5 6 lDf3 The usual move order is 6 dxc5 'ffa.."; 7 llcJ dxc4 8 .i.xc4 0-0 9 tb£3 '1Fxc5, which transposes back to the game. 6...0-0 7 dxc5 1Wa5 8 Jlc1 dxc4 9 �xc4 1fxc5 10 b3



11



�g4



•.•



A.Mikhalcvski-Dvoirys, Beersheba 1997 varied at this point with 1 t . 11Va5, Black gain ing the advantage after 1 2 lL!bS .i.f5 13 a3 llad8 14 'i'e2 ttld5 15 .i.g3 a6 16 c4 axb5 17 .i.xd5 .i.g4 18 h3l0d4 etc. ..



12 h3 JlfdB 13 1We2 i.xf3 14 1Wxf3 'i'as 15 lDB4



Another Mikhalcvski disaster in this line (A.Mikhalevski-Grcenfeld, Tel Aviv 2001) went 15 g4 llac8 16 .i.g3 e6 17 tbbt 'ffxa2 1 8 i.h411Vb2 19 ttlc3Qks 20 1Wf4 llxc4! 21 bxc4 �3 22 11Vc7 llffl 23 ttla4 11Ve2 24 llcd1 �4 25 "iVxb7 (5! with a strong attack. 1 12



Classical with �f4



1 5 ...e6 1 6 .i.e2lLid6 1 7 o!Dc5 1fb6 Revealing a major drawback to 10 bJ White weakens the c3-square. 1 8 �g5 �5 1 9 1rg3 :deS 20 �3 il)d7 21 �f3 �c3 22 :c2 'irb5 23 1rd6 :ab8 24 �f4:d8



Game 53



-



Van Wely-Shirov



Wyk aan Zee 1996 1 d4 il)f& 2 c4 g6 3 il)c3 d5 4 il)f3 �g7 5 i.f4 0-0 After a spell in the limelight S... cS has gone under a cloud. The problem is that after 6 dxcS 1i'a5 7 cxdS lbxd5 8 'i'xd5 .i.xc3+ 9 ..id2 ..ic6 10 ...xb7 .i.xd2+ 11 lbxd2 0-0 it is not dear that Black has enough for the pawns. This position is dealt with in the notes to Cifucntcs-I.Sokolov, Game 57 as ir can also be reached in the 5 .i.g5 line. 6 :c1 c5 Initiating a variation in which Black hopes piece play will compensate the pawn weak nesses. 6 . dxc4 is considered to be more reliable and is deah with in the next two games. 7 dxc5 J.e& ..



Threatening 25...lbe5. White sacs a pawn in an attempt to confuse matters. 25 a4 'i'xb3 26 :b2 1rxa4 27 :xb7 :bc8 28 Wb4 'lt'a6 29 ltxd7 :xd7 30 il)c5 :Xc5 31 1rxc5 Wb& 32 1tc4 aS The a-pawn is ready to march. And the rest, to coin a phrase, is a matter of tech nique. 33 :c1 �5 34 �g3 h6 35 1ta4 1rd8 36 'lt'b5 .!Dc3 37 11'a6 a4 38 �c6 :d1 + 39 :Xd1 11rxd1 + 40 Wh2 �2 41 h4 1Wg1 + 42 �h3 il)xg3 43 �xg3 J.e5+ 44 �3 1i'd1 + 45 �e4 i.d6 46 1ra8+ �g7 47 11rb7 a3 48 �.a 1i'd5+! o-1



With White's rook on c1 7......a5? meets with 8 cxd5 because 8...ltixd5? loses a piece. Black has an interesting alternative in 7 lba6, which should be foUowed up with 8 cxd5l&c5 9 eJ 1i'b6! (after 9...1i'a5 10 .i.e5 ltice4 1 t Wd4! AdS 12 .i.c4 .i.e 6 13 .txf6 l&f6 14 dxc6! llxd4 15 exl7+ 'it>h8 16 cxd4 White had more than enough for the queen in Van Wely-Mohandesi, Brussels 1993) 10 J.c2 '1Vxb2 with approximate equality. 7... dxc4!? gives White an endgame edge after ...
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Griinfeld Defence



8 1fxd8llxd8 9 e3 �6 10 c6 bxc6 11 .i.xc4 etc. 8 lt!d4 The position after 8 e3 llk6 is usually reached via a different move order - 5 e3 0-0 6 :C1 c5 7 dxc5 .i.e6 8 /00 /Oc6. After 9 lbgs .i.g4 10 f3 e5 11 .i.g3 (1t cxd5 cxf4 12 dxc6 'ile7 13 e4 llad8 14 .i.d3 bxc6 15 fxg4 'Od7 was already somewhat better for Black in Dorfman-Tukmankov, USSR Ch 1981) 11...d4 12 fxg4 dxc3 13 .xd8 llfxd8 14 .llxc3 h6 the game J.Sokolov-Avrukh, Bugo jno 1999 saw White attempt ro improve on the 15/0f3/0c4 16 llct'Oxc5 17 .i.c2 c4 18 lbd4 'Oxd4 19 exd4 .ixd4 of Botvinnik Gligoric, Tel Aviv 1964 (which was good for Black}, opting instead for 15 'Oh3, when 15. /0e4 16 llb3'0xc5 17llb5 .if8 18 .ie2 a6 19 llb6 �4 20 llb3 .tw 21 wn Ilks won Black the exchange and, later, the game. 8 ...&6 9 c!Dxe6 fxe6 1 0 e3 1ra5 10 ...e5 11 cxd5 exf4 12 dxc6 bxc6 t3 .ic4+ �h8 14 .xd8 Ld8 15 cxf4/0d7 16 g3 leaves Black a pawn down for very little. 1 1 1ra4!? ..



One of two very promising alternatives. White has also been doing well with 11 .i.e2, when 1t...eS 12 cxd5 cxf4 13 dxc6 bxc6 14 exf4/0e4 15 0-0 'Oxc3 16 bxc3 'irxc5 17 g3 llad8 18 .c2 e5 19 fxe5 .i.xe5 20 Wg2 left White a good pawn up in Langeweg Boomgaardt, Zierikzee 1967, while 16...llxf4 17 Wb3+ Wh8 18 Wb7 llffB 19 ..xc6 llac8 7 14



20 Wb5 was clearly better for White in Tai Mikenas, Leningrad 1962. White is also better after 11.../0e4 12 0-0! J..xc3 13 cxd5 .i.xb2 14 dxc6 .i.xct 15 cxb7 llk3 16 bxa8. :Xa8 17 Wc2 'Oxe2+ 18 .xc2 .xeS 19 h4, as in Yudovich-Aitllchu ler, correspondence 1966, or 1 t...llad8 12 'ila4 .xeS 13 WbS! ..xbS 14 cxb5 'Ob8 15 o-o'Obd7 16 .tg3llc817llfd1llks 18 .to .th6 19 h3 llfd8 20 b4 /Ocd7 21 �4 Wf7 22 /Ocs b6 23 'Ob3, when the weak c6square gave Black a miserable defensive task in Rogers-Luk Luen Wah, Hong Kong 1984. tt... 1Wxc5 is poor due to 12 cxd5 exdS 13 'Oxd5! Wxd5 14 .tc4 etc. 1 1 ...1rxc5 1 2 .ie2 In this position 12 Wb5 is less effective because Black's rook hasn't wasted time in going to d8. After 12....xb5 13 cxb5 'Ob8 (or even 13.../0a5!?) 14 .ie2'0bd7 Black is a tempo up on Rogcrs-Luk Luen Wah. 1 2.. ;d4!? 1 3 exd4 c!Dxd4 1 4 .ie3 .lladB 1 60-0



1 5...1re5 15... a6 might have been a slight improve ment but in any case White must be better. Black's weakened pawn structure is a con tinually relevant factor. 1 6 hd4 1lxd41 7 llce1 lld21? 1 8 .if3 Avoiding 18 .i.g4?l /Oxg4 19 LeS .ixeS when Black has definite compensation for the queen. 1 8 1rd4 1 9 lld1 -*.h6 20 llxd2 -*.xd2 21 •••



Classical with �f4



lld1 •es 22 .!Db 1 �as 23 b4 J.c7 24 g3 aS 25 a3 axb4 26 axb4 h5!?



.i.d6 Or 47...�e8 481lc3 etc. 48 �xg6 We6 49 l0xd6 exd6 50 g4 We5 51 g5 d5 52 Wh7 llc7+ 53 Wh6 1lc2 54 llf31 �e4 55 llf8 llc1 56 g6 lZ.h1 + 57 ¢>95 llg1 + 58 WI& :n 59 1le8+ �d4 60 lle2 �3 61 l:ta2 1 -0



Game 54 Giorgadze-Avrukh



European Club Ch., Bugojno 1999 1 d4 �f6 2 c4 g6 3 li'lc3 d5 4 �f3 J.g7 6i.f4 0..0 6 llc1 dxc4 7 e3 This smacks of desperation. But 26 . �4 leads nowhen: after 27 'ifb3 'tWfS 28 i.xe4 Wxc4 29 1Wd3 etc. 27 Wc2 �g7 28 li'lc3 h4 29 c!Db5 hxg3 30 hxg3 �bB 31 ..d2 Not allowing Black an iota of counterplay. 31 i.xb7 invites 31...�4 with very unpleas ant threats, but now Black has nothing better than to enter a horrible endgame. 31 ..lbe4 32 .ixe4 11txe4 33 11td4+1 •xd4 34 llxd4 llc8 35 c5 b6!? 36 llc4 bxc5 37 bxc5 �6 38 c6 J.d6 39 �g2 Citle5 40 c7 Wd5 41 llc2 e5 42 ¢'13 e4+ 43 Wg4 cile6 44 ¢'95 e3 ..



.



7 c4 b5 is covered in the next game. Now Black makes life awkward for his opponent by holding onto the pawn. 7 .. ...te& 8 �g5 .i.d5 9 e4 h6 10 exd6 hxg61 1 i.xg5 �xd6 In Babula-Kasparov, Prague 2001, Kas parov breathed new life into Estrin's 11...b51?, the game continuing 12 'tWO c6!? 13 dxc6 1Wxd4 14 i.e2 a6 15 0-0 1Wc5 16 i.c3 1i'xc6 17 a4! c6l with good counterplay. 12 .!bxb5? 1i'xd5, 12 i.xf6? cxf6 13 .i.c2 c6! and 12 h41? c6 13 1i'f3 b4! 14 �4 cxd5 arc aU good for Black, but 12 i.e2 is worth consid ering, as in Rittner-Estrin, correspondence 1968-71, when Black should consider 12 . b4 13 .!ba4 c614 dxc6 �c6 with complex play. 1 2 i.xc4 c!Db6 1 3 .i.b3 ll!c6 14 �2 After 14 dS .!bd4 15 0-0 lieS 16 i.e3 tbxb3 17 1Wxb3 i.xc3 18 i.xb6 axb6 19 . .



44 Wf7 45 llc4 el 46 lbxd6+ exd6 47 fxe3 simply leads to a lost rook endgame for Black. 45 lle2! J.xc7 46 llxe3+ Wd7 47 lld3+ ...
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Grunfeld Defence



llxc3 1i'd6 20 llfct L8 21 g3 liaS Black's position was the more comfortable in Toran Korchnoi, Palma de MaUorca 1968. 1 4 a5! •••



Avrukh provides us with an exceUent demonstration of how to play Black's posi tion. 14...'ilrd6 is less good in view of 15 0-0 llad8 16 'irc2lld7 17llfd1, when 17...lbxd4 18 �d4 .ixd4 19 llxd4 'ilrxd4 20 'iWxg6+ 1i'g7 21 'IVhs gave White a strong attack in Barcev-Huzman, Bugojno 1999. 1 5 a4 After 15 a3 a4 16 .i.a2 Black brought his rook into play with the imaginative 16...1Za5 in the game Huuskonen-Klovans, corre spondence 1984. The game went 17 Wd2 llbs 18 llc3 1i'd6 t 9 h4 �d4 20 .:.dJ .:.ds and White was worse 15 0-0 a4 16 .i.c4 tbxc4 17 Axc4 11t'd5 was better for Black in Hartoch-Timman, Lec'...Uwarden 1971. 1 5 Ac8l Simply defending c7 in preparation for capturing on d4. 1 6 0-0 l0xd4 1 7 l0xd4 11xd4 1 8 �xe7 This leads to stone cold equality, but if White is too ambitious he may easily get the worst of it. Kcrssemakers-Lont, correspon dence 1990 went 181110 c6 19 .:.c2 tDd5 20 lldt 11t'b4 21 .td2 1i'b6 22 .i.xd5 exd5 23 11t'xd5llcd8 24 'iVO c6, and Black was better. 1 8 11xd1 19 Acxd1 Afe8 20 ..tc5 Acd8 21 i.xb6 cxb6 22 i.d5 i.xb2 23 i.xb7 ..td4 24 ..ta6 Ad&



BL1ck regroups his pieces very purposc fuUy. If White was hoping for an edge in this endgame he's about to be disappointed. 25 g3 AedB 26 Ad2 i.c5 27 Ae2 Ad2 28 Afe1 Axe2 29 Axe2 i.b4 30 ..tc4 Ad4 31 i.b5 Wg7 32 h4 Ad2 33 Ae3 ..tc5 34 Af3 Ad& 35 wg2 J:lf6 %-%



Game 55 Kramnik-Kasparov



Frankfurt Rapid 1998 1 d4 l0f6 2 c4 g6 3 l0c3 d5 4 lDf3 i.g7 5 .i.f4 0-0 6 J:lc1 dxc4 7 e4 b5!7







.



.•.



.••
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Another remarkable idea from the Hun garian Griinfeld school, namely Messrs. Adorjan and Leko. For more solid players there are a couple of good alternativc...'S: a) 7. .c5 8 dxc5 WaS 9 c5 li)hSI? 10 .i.e3 �6 11 .i.xc4 (11 tDd2 �e5 12 'Oxc4 1i'c7 .



Classical with �f4



13lDci5 1f'd8 14 .i.g5 lLlf6 repulsed White's gsme for Black. initiative in Yusupov-Korchnoi, Horgen 8 /l)xb5 /l)xe4 9 �xc7 1994) 11....i.g4 12 e6!? fxe6 13�3.i.xf3 14 Taking advantage of the fact that the gxf3 lbc5 15 .i.e2 led to complex play in bishop on c7 will soon be indirectly defended Ftacnik-Mirumian, Ostrava 1999. After by the rook on ct. White has a major alterna 9...lld8 Rogers came up with the very inter tive in 9 Lc4 c6 10 lbc3 (10 lbc7? eS!) esting I0 lbd2!? lbg4 11 .i.xc4 1f'xc5 12 10 ...lbd6 11 .i.e2 (11 .tb3 .i.a6 12 .i.e5 is lbce4 1t'd4 13 .i.xf7+ Wxf7 14 :XeS ltxc8 best met by Sulava's 12...lbd7!? 13 .i.xg7 15 1f'xg4 in his game against Oral from Syd Wxg7 14 lbc5 ltlxe5 15 dxc5 lbf5, when ney 1999. Mtcr 15...llct+ 16 Wc2 ltc6 17 Black has the better game) 11...ltlf5 12 .teS .i.h6! 13llc2 �7 14 0-0 1t'a5 15 .i.c4 .i.a6 W'f3 �e8 18 �3lba6 19 1t'g8+ J.f8 20 16 1fe2 (16 b4!? may have been better) .i.h6 Wd7 21 ltd1 �c7 22 .i.x£8 it became clear that White was winning, which leaves 16... .i.xc4 17 1f'xc4 Lc8 and the weak d pawn left Black with the better game in Van the onus on Black to find an improvement. Wely-Leko, Groningcn 1995. 9 ltlxc7? per b) 7... .i.g4 8 .i.xc4 and now White can meet the inunediate 8...lbh5 with 9 .i.g5 mits 9...e5!, after which 10 .tlha8 exf4 11 .i.xf3 10 1f'xf3 1f'xd4 11 �5, when .i.xc4 .i.b7 will pick up the knight on aS. 9 . 11t'd7 1 0 �xc4lDc61? 11 .ltk6 12lbxe7+lbxe7 13 .i.xe7 lLlf6 14 .i.xf8 ltxf8 15 0-0 1f'xb2 16 e5 left Black with inadequate compensation for the ex change in Drecv-Peng Xiaomin, Shanghai 2001. Black should fu-st trade on f3: 8 ....i.xf3. Then 9 1txf3lbc6 10 d5lDd4 11 1t'd3�7 12 0-0 cS 13.i.b3ltc8 14 .i.g3 a6 15 f4 b5 led to a complex struggle in foeierstein Simagin, corres. 1966. Porrisch-Simagin, Sarajevo 1963continued 9 gxf3lbh5 10 .i.e3 e6 (this would be my own choice but lO .. .eS!? is also quite playable - Epishin-Ftacnik, Bad Zwesten 1999 went 11 dxe5 .i.xeS 12 1f'xd8 ltxd8 130-0 lbd7 14 ltc2lbb6 15 .i.b3 c6 An interesting new move from Kasparov. and Black held the draw without much trou ble) 11 f4 (11lbe2 a6 12 ltlg31t'h4 and both In earlier games Black had played 10 ... a6, e.g. sides had chances in Shamkovich-Grigorian, Bareev-Lputian, Sarajevo 1998: 11 lba3 (11 USSR 1973, while 11 e5 lDcl7 12 ltle4 c5 13 lbc3 lDxf21 12 �x£2 1f'xc7) 11...ltlc6 12 0-0 ltlxc5lbxc5 14 dxcS .i.xeS 15 1Vxd8 llfxd8 (12 .i.eS .i.h6 13ltb1 .ib7 gives Black good compensation for the pawn) 12.. .i.b7! 16 b4 lbf4 left Black with the better pawn (12 ...1f'xc7 13.idS! is very awkward) 13.i.b6 structure in Veingold-Polovodin, Beltsy (13 .i.c5 .i.h6 14 ltbt l:lad8 gave Black 1979) 11...1f'h4!? 12 1f'f3lbc6 t3ltle2 ltad8 compensation in Vcgh-Fcher, Hungsry 1996) 14 ltd1 a6 15 a3ltd7 16 0-0 .J:lfd8 and Black had enough counterplay. 14 eS .i.h6 15 .J:lg1 13...�6 (the inunediate 13...lZ.ab81? may be better) 14 .i.b3ltab8 15 .J:let .i.a8 16 .i.c5 lbg7 16 .i.b5 ltlb4 17 ltxc7 was Van Wcly Rytshagov, Yerevan Olympiad 1996, and lba5 17 .i.a4 .i.xf3 18 .i.xd7 (18 gxf3!? mer its consideration) 18 ....i.xdt 19 D.xe7! lbcs now Rowson recommends 17...a6 with the 20 ltc1 .J:ld8 21 ltcxd1 :Xb2 22 ltb1 ltxa2 idea that 18 .i.c4 can be met with 18 ... b5 19 23 llb8 .i.f8 and, with multiple exchanges .i.b3 ltld3+ 20 Wfl lb�tb2 with the bener ..



..
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GrOnfeld Defence



ahead, a draw was agreed. 1 1 d5lDb4 12 .te5 After 12 0-0 Black can play either Tun man's 12..lbxa2!? or the solid 12.. ..ib7. 1 2 .th6 1 3 0-0 .ta& 1 4 !f:Jc7 -*.xc1 1 5 •xc1 lDd3?! In such a complex position even Kas parov can go astray. The text is better than 15 ...Jlac8? 16 llha6 �a6 17 Wh6 f6 18 i.xa6 fxe5 19 .i.xc8 but inferior to 15....ixc4 16 'ii'xc4 likl6 17 .ixd6 1Vxd6 t8lbb5 (18 lbxa8 llxa8 19 llcll lids is cquaJ) 18...'ii'b6 19 1Vxb4 a6 20 'ifxe7 'iVxbS, when White has enough for the exchange but no more. 1 6 -*.xd3 -*.xd3 1 7 lld1 White's attack does not quite work after 17 J:lct llacB 18 1i'h6 f6 (not 18...lbf6?? 19 lOgs etc.) 19 llxe4? .ixe4 20 lbgs llf7! 21 lbxf7 'ii'g4!, threatening mate on dl. 1 7 ....te2 1 S lle1 .txf3 1 9 gxf3 lDd6 20 &aSllxaS 21 1Wc6



lldS 31 lld1 f&?



.••



21 ...1WdS! With White's king being so weak Black wants to retain the queens. 22 111a4 �f5 23 ••4 lieS 24 -*.c3 h5 25 ••5 Wh7 26lld1 llc4 27 Wf1 The inunediare 27 d6 would have been answered by 27...exd6 28 llxd6 'iVgS+ but now it is a threat. 27 llc8 28 114 •d7 29 a5 a& 30 lle1 •••



1 18



Creating weaknesses. After 31.. :CB Black should be able to hold. 32 1lle4 •b5+ 33 Wg2 e5? Making matters worse. Black should still sit tight. 34 f4! tt:Jh4+ 35 Wh1 11rb3 36 J:le1 ! •xd5 37 •xd5 llxd5 38 fxe5 fxe5 39 llxe5 J:[d7 39...%ldt+ 40 %le'l %lxel+ 41 .ixel t"DfS 42 b4 lbd4 43 Wg2 is also bad because White's king is ready to race across to the queenside. 40 f4 Wg8 41 lle3 J:ld1 + 42lle1 J:ld5 43 llb1 Wf7 44 b4 �f5 45 b61 .



45 axb5 46 a& l:De7 47 a7 AdS 48 J:lxb5 liaS 49 .td4 !f:Jc6 50 -*.e3 We& 51 4b7 Wd6 52 Wg2 1 -0 •••



Classical with �f4



Summary If Black does not have much time to study I recommend playing the S...c6 lines of Game 50. The lines with ...c7-c5 require a great deal of knowledge and precision, although meeting 5 o!i)f3 0-0 6llcl with 6...cS 7 dxcS lba6!? looks like one good method of sidesrepping the hot theory. 1 d4/Df6 2 c4 g6 3 t0c3 d5 4 .tf4 fDJ .tg7 5 e3



5 .!l)£3 0-0 6llcl (D) 6 ..c5- Gt111e 1 51 6...dxc4 7 e3 Gtm1e54 7xd3 'iti>d7 22 a4 llhc8 23 l:gb1 .l:lc6, and Black had a very slight advantage in Grootcn-Nijboer, Rotterdam 2000. 8...b6 •..



.



.



•.



fashion with 8...1i'c8!? 9 tbf3 (after 9 d5 .i.£5 10 1i'd4 the idea is 1 o.. .l:lg8, intending ....i.g7) 9...c6 10 a4 ll.g7 1 1 lbg5 b6 12 llb4 c5! 1 3 lLlxe6 cxb4 1 4 c!i)xg7+ WfB 1 5 Wf3 Wxg7 16 Wxa8 'il£5!, when White should have played 1 7 .fLxc4! 'ilb1+ 1 8 We2 Wc2+ (1 8...'1Vxh1 ? 19 Wf3 is too risky for Black) 1 9 'iti> f3 W£5+ 20 '1Pe2 (20 Wg3? g5) 20...1Wc2+ with a dmw. 9 ltlf3 9 .te2 is well met with 9... .tdS 1 0 �f3 (to .to £5) to.. ll.g7 1 1 o-o o-o 12 tbd2 lbd7 (12...c5 is also possible) 13 .tx�:4 .i.xc4 14 lLlxc4 cS, when Black had comfortable equality in Rajkovic-Kudrin, Bern 1988. 9 . . ..lg7 10 tng5 .i.d5 Another interesting possibility is 1 0...1i'd7!?, for example 1 1 l0xe6 1i'xc6 1 2 1i'a4+ c6 1 3 .txc4?? Wc4! wins a piece. 1 1 e4 h6! .



.



1 2 exd5 hxg5 13 J.xg5 'ttxd5 14 .le3 c6 1 5 J.e2 Offering a second pawn is essential if White wants to mainrain the initiative. 1 5 'ttxg2 1 6 J.f3 Wh3 1 7 �e2 0-0?! Rather too mt:ek for such a sharp posi tion. Black should contend the initiative with 17 ...lLld7!, e.g. 1 8 .i.xc6 0-0!? (18...1ld8) 19 .1xa8 llxa8 20 Wa4 lhf6 21 Wxc4 llc8 with an attack. In the game Black's king proves to be in far more danger than White's. 1 8 J:lg1 'ilrf5 1 9 J:lg5 'ilrd3+ 20 'ttxd3 cxd3+ 21, Wxd3 J:lc8 .•.



In the game Kahn-Keatingc Clay, Buda pest 2000 Black played in very interesting
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G riinfeld Defence



Keeping the extra pawn but giving White time to build an attack on the king. 2t ...lDd7 22 .i.xc6 1lad8 was a better chance.



The discovery that Black could ignore the 'threat' to his d-pawn took a lot of the fun out of 4 .*.g5. Black meets 5 i.xf6 .ixf6 6 22 h4 .i.f6 23 l:lg4 Wf8 24 1lh1 e6 25 h5 cxd5 (6 �d5?! .J..g7 7 e3 c5! 8 l£lf3 lDc6 9 gxh5 26 l:lxh5 �d7 27 �c1 l .J..c2 e6 10 .!DcJ cxd4 11 cxd4 lDxd4 12 lDxd4 .i.xd4 recovers the pawn with an ex ceUent game) with 6...c6, when the critical move is Grctarsson's 7 e4!?. Gretarsson J.Littlcwood, British League 2000 went 7 cxd5 8 .!Dxd5 .J..g7 9 .J..b5+ lDc6! to lDe2 0-0 1 1 .i.xc6 bxc6 12 l0c:lc3 llb8 1 3 llbt .J..a6 14 0-0 c5 15 'ii'a4 (15 dxcS .i.d3), and now 15....ixe2! (1 5 ..J..d3 1 6 l:tbdt .ixe2 17 lDxe2 llxb2 18 dxc5 'ii'c7 1 9 lDcl l was the move missed by Black in the game) 1 6 �c2 cxd4 would have given Black an excellent game. Play might also continue 7 ...1Wb61? 8 l£lgc2 Introducing the possibility of a check 'ifxb2 9 l:tb1 'ifa3 10 'ild2 0-0 1 1 g3 1ld8 12 from a3, when the attack assumes decisive e51? (12 .i.g2 c5! allowed the dark-squared bishop much more scope in Grctarssonproportions. 27 ...We8 28 .J:h6 J.e7 29 Ag8+ �f8 30 Kalod, Pardubice 1 999) 1 2....J..g7 1 3 .J..g2 'Wa6 (or 13. .11ra5 14 0-0 cxd5 1 5 llb5!) 14 .i.h51 c5 31 llh7 cxd4 32 Axf7 Wd7 33 .&.g5 .J:xc3+ 34 �xd4 llacS 3 5 .i.xe7 0-0 .if5 15 l:tb3 with a very unpleasant position for Black, or 8 e5!? 'ifxb2 9 .!Dge2 .i.g7 ll8c4+ 36 We6 1ld3 37 .i.d6+ 1-0 .------. 10 llbl W'a3 11 'ii'd2 0-0 12 g3!, which was Game 59 also uncomfortable for Black in ChernyshovKrasenkow�Svidler Oral, Komercni Banka 1999. White can try 7 dxc6 .i.xd4 8 cxb7 .i.xb7 Madrid 1998 ._______________.. but Black's two bishops make things dangerous for him in view of the undeveloped king 1 d4 i!Df6 2 c4 g6 3 &3 d5 4 �g5 side, for example 9 'ii'a4+ lDc6 10 c3 'l'b6 !? �g71? 11 .tb5 .i.xc3+ 12 bxc3 a6 13 .J..d3 'ifb2 14 llb l "frxc3+ 1 5 We2 lld8 1 6 'ifc2 'ifxc2+ 17 .i.xc2 lDas 18 ltlf3 0-0 with equality in Lyr berg-Krciman, Medellin 1996. Evclev-Bclov, Moscow Kasparov Cup 2000 went 7 e3 cxdS 8 .J..b5+ Wf8! (a wise decision) 9 lDge2 cl;g7 10 .!Df4 c6 1 1 0-0 'irb6 t2 lDd3 .J..d7 13 "iVa4 &6 14 'ii'd t (of course this is quite ridicu lous) 14...1lhc8 15 l:tct a6 1 6 .ia4 llc7 17 a3 l%ac8 and Black was somewhat better. •..



..



.



5 c51 6 �xf6 .•.



5 e3 126



The only chance of an advantage. 6 cxd5 .!Dxd5 7 i.b5+ .J..d7 8 .i.xd7+ "iVxd7 9 'irb3 �c3 10 bxc3 0-0 1 1 .!C!f3 lDc6 1 2 0-0 cxd4



L ines with �g5



1 3 cxd4 J:lfc8 was equal in Loncar-Davies, St Vinccnt 2000, and after 6 dxc5 Black rook the initiative with 6...'i'a5 7 11i'd2 dxc4 8 �£3 0-0 (threatening ...lidS and .JDc4 etc.) 9 �4 10:6! 10 lbxf6+ cxf6 1 1 'i'xaS �aS 12 .tf4 f5 in Zakharov-San Segundo, Ubcda 2000. 6 ...�xf6 7 cxd5 7 ltlxdS .i.g7 transposes to the 5 J.xf6 line. 7 ...cxd4 8 exd4 0-0 9 �c4 Wb61 10 lt)ge2?



with ...llac8 and ...&4. His attack now arrives just in time.



1 7 ...he4 1 8 llxe4 llac8 19 'ttf3 lld7 20 llf4! � 21 llxf7 ltXI2 22 jff4 �b1 23 llxg7 + Wxg7 24 1We5+ Wt71



Chousing to return the wrong pawn. 10 'i'd2 would be unclear. Black can then cap ture on d4, but White retains the space 11d vantagc: to balance Black's bishop pair. 1 0...'irxd4 1 1 'i'xd4 .i.xd4 1 2 lDge2 .i.g7 would have been about equal, with White's extra territory compensating for Black's bishop pair. 10 ...1Wxb2 1 1 llb1 11'a3 12 0-0 ll)cf7 13 iDe4 �b6 1 4 �b3 �g7 1 5 lle1 lld8 1 6 �2c3 �fS 1 7 g4 It is imperative for White ro generate counterplay before Black is able to develop



Not 24...Wh6 25 gS+ WhS 26 .id t+ Wh4 27 11'g3 checkmate, or 24...Wf8 25 'i'h8+ Wf7 26 d6+ etc. 25 ,.e6+ Wg7 25...Wf8? 26 d6, threatening mate on f7 or g8. 26 ••5+ Wf7 %-%
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Grii nfeld De fe nce



Summary The most economical way for Black to meet 4 i.g5 is with 4...i.g7, when White has nothing better than to )>lay 5 tbf3. TI1e attempt to avoid 5 ...tbe4 with 5... c5 is not very good, which leaves 5...dxc4 as Black's most interesting independent line. 1 d4 lllf6 2 c4 g6 3 lllc3 d6 4 .i.g6 (0) 4 tbf3 .ig7 5 i.g5 (D) 5...ll:k4 Gtttllt 56 5...c5 Gttme 57 4 lDe4 (OJ Game 58 4...i.g7 - Ga111t 59 -



-



...



-



4 J.g5
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5 J..g5



4. JJje4



CHAPTER TWELVE



I



The Fianchetto Variation



1 d4 ltlf6 2 c4 g6 3 l!lf3 i.g7 4 g3 In !:he Fianchetto Variation White actually avoids putting his knight on c3 too early. This mt.-ans that if Black plays a typical Griin fcldian ...d7-d5 his knight can later be hit by c2-c4 without it being able to exchange itself for a White knight on c3. Because of this somt: Griinfeld players will often choost: to play a g3 King's Indian by only moving their d-pawn as fat as d6. Here we will consider only the 'official' Griinfelc.l treatment. The variations in which White bol:h cap tures on d5 and has his knight on f3 lead to very complex and delicate play in which both sides have chances. White's shatpest option is 9 d5 t0a5 10 c4, with Game 60 demon� strating my own tream1em with 11 llet, while Game 6 1 features 1 1 .i.f4. Game 62 features a dramatic example of 9 e3, which demonstrates the viability of the direct 9 c5. Game 63 shows White's capture on dS, but without him having ftrst placed his knight on f3. Black's most solid option is to play ...c7-c6 followed by ...d7-d5 (Game 64) so that if White takes on dS he can recapture with a pawn and maintain a symmetrical structure. Game 65 illustrates what I think is a good method of play for Black if White allows him to capture on c4.



Game 60 Davies-Stepak



Ramal Hasharon 1990 1 d4 l!lf6 2 l!lf3 g6 3 c4 .i.g7 4 g3 0-0 5 .i.g2 d5 6 cxd5 .!Dxd5 7 0-0



...



7 li)b6 After 7../i)c6 White should probably play just 8 t0c3 (1:! e4 t0b6 9 d5 ll}as 1 0 111et t0ac4 1 1 t0c3 .i.g4 is messy), when 8. t0b6 transposes back to the game. 8 ltlc3 ttlc6 Black has also played 8 t0a6 in order to support 9...c5, but White has a nice lead in development after 9 .i. f4 cS 10 dxc5 t0xc5 1 1 111ct , e.g. 1 1 ...i.d7 1 2 i.h6 i.c6 1 3 .i.xg7 •••



..



...
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�g7 1 4 'ire3 l0cd7 1 5 .llfdt 'fl'e8, Davics P.Popovic, Vrsac 1 989, when 16 .lld4! would have been better for White. I t ...l0ca4 12 ll:lxa4 ll:lxa4 13 .*.e5 J.xc5 1 4 lt:lxcS 'fl'd4 1 5 'irc7 1t'xb2 16 'irxe7 .i.e6 17 lDd3 1Wxe2 1 8 lt:l£4 left Black with problems in Cvitan Lchmann, Budapest 1990. In the game Da vies-Eiguezabal, Lisbon 1 985 Black tried 8...c6, but after 9 h3 lLisd7 10 .i.£4 'l'e8 1 1 a41 a5 1 2 'fl'b3 he was unable to play the in rendcd 12...c5. 9 dS



A much sharper treatment of the position than 9 c3, which is dealt with in the game Vaganian-Kasparov, Game 62. One further possibility is 9 .i.£4 ltlxd4 10 l0xd4 eS, when 1 1 ltlc6 'iWxdt 12 lt:lc7+ �h8 13 .llfxd1 cxf4 14 lt:lxc8 .llaxc8 15 .i.xb7 .llb8 16 .i.a6 fxg3 t 7 hxg3 .llfd8 was equal in Helmers-Ftacnik, Aarhus 1 983, while 1 1 lDdbS exf4 12 'l'xd8 l:lxd8 1 3 .llfd1 i.d7 was also okay for Black in Chiburdanidze-Brustman, Yerevan 1996. 9 �s 9...J.xc3 gives White the beuer pawns af ter 10 dxc6 i.g7 11 cxb7 .i.xb7 12 'l'c2. 1 0 e4 c6 1 1 lZe1 ! ? In my opinion this quiet developing move is very interesting. For 1 1 .i.£4 sec the next game. 1 1 ...1le8 White gets an excellent game after either 1 t...i.g4 12 h3 i.xf3 1 3 'itx£3 .llc8 14 i.f4 ltlac4 1 5 b3 iDeS 16 'fl'e3, Kharitonov...
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Timoshenko, USSR 1989 or 1 1 ...cxd5?! 12 exd5 lt:lac4 13 .i.g5 .lle8 14 'l'e2, intending 15 .lladt . 1 2 h31? h6 Continuing to play a waiting game. As risky as it looks, Black can just abbut acc3 l:lf7 18 llfd1 i.e6 1 9 h4 i.h6 (not 19 ... lld7? 20 ..ih3! £5 21 IJJg5 when White won in Ba burin-Pribyl, Liechtenstein 1 996) 20 :_c3 �h8 21 Wh2 ...e8 22 i.h3 ..ixh3 23 Wxh3 'ffe6+ 24 Wg2 lieS 25 'lfc2 llef8 offered ...



.
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Griinfeld Defence



Black good counterplay with ... f6"f5 in C.Hansen-Korchnoi, Bicl 1992, while 17 b4 .i.g4 1 8 'iVb3 .i.xf3 19 llk7+ Wh8 20 llbtc6 bxc6 21 .i.xf3 'iVb6 22 1Wc3 aS resulted in fuU equality in Janjgava-Gcorgadzc, Simferopol 1 988. 1 4 .tg4!? •••



As usual Kasparov plays the sharpest move. Gavrikov, who is an expert in this line, tends to prefer 14...1tf7 1 S .i.cS fSJ? (Black can also consider 1 5 ...lllac4 1 6 �2 .i.fB!? 17 .i.x£8 'lfxm 18 b3 lbd6 1 9 a4 .irs 20 aS lbd7 21 b4 .i.d3 22 llel rs, which led to a complex game in Gligoric-Savon, Skopje 1971). ·nlCn 16 .i.b4 �c4 17 �2 e4 18 �xc4 c!llxc4 1 9 11'e2 c!Des 20 ltfd1 .i.d7 gave Black a good game in Kupreichik-Gavrikov, USSR Ch., Minsk 1 987, as did 16 c!Dd2 e4 17 ll!b3 lllac4 18 'ife2 lC!cS 19 lladt ll!bc4 20 llld4 b6 21 �6 1fe8 22 ll!xeS �eS 23 J.d4 .id7, Gligoric-Gavrikov, Moscow 1989. Instead Gutman's 1 6 'ifcl! is perhaps White's best, e.g. 1 6 ...e4 t 7 lbg5 ltc7 1 8 b4 ll!bc4 19 ltd1 ! J.xc3 20 1fxc3 1fxg5 21 J.d4 .i.d7 22 bxaS 1fe7, Mikhalchishin-Ftacnik, Pabna de Mallorca 1989, Mikhalchishin later suggesting 23 J:labl as favouring White, al though this has yet to be tested in practice. 21 .i.e3 1Wd8 22 bxaS lllxe3 23 'ifxe3 'l'd6 was fine for Black in Mikhalchishin Gavrikov, Budapest 1 989, and the sharp 21 d6 llxcS 22 d7 J.xd7 23 ltxd7 lbe5 24 11'xc5 ll!xd7 25 1fd5+ Wh8 26 11'xd7 lld8 offers 1 34



chances for both sides. 1 5 .tc5 l%f7 16 b3 f5 1 7 .tb4 �c41 Another amazing novelty from Kasparov. After 17 ...c!llc8 18 1fet .i.xf3 1 9 .i.xf3 lbd6 20 .i.e2 b6 21 .i.a6 l0ab7 22 l:tct h5 23 'ife2 h4 24 llfdl �h7 25 .i.xb7 ltxb7 26 Ld6 11'xd6 27 lbbS 1Wd8 28 d6 White was much better in Vagani.an-Thorsteins, Copenhagen 1988 because the blockade of the d-pawn had been removed. 1a bxc4 e4 1 9 1lc1 1Wd7



Overaggressive? In a subsequent game Black played 19 ... exf3 20 .i.xf3 .i.xf3 21 11'xf3 lllxc4 22 c!llbS (22 lC!e2 �S 23 11'b3 aS! is also very complex) 22...lCles 23 11'b3 f4 (23...aS!?) 24 d6 (24 �6! is beuer) 24...1fd7 2S gxf4 1fg4+ 26 1Wg3 ltxf4 27 .i.c3 'it'rs 28 Wh1 1tg4 29 llld4 1Wh5 30 1fe3 llh4 31 Wgt llxh2 32 11'e4 .llh4, winning quickly in Trichkov-Urban, Katowice 1 992. 20 tl:lb1 1 exf3 21 J.xf3 .txf3 22 'W'xf3 f4! 23 g4 'W'a4! 24 1tb3 Wd7?! A good practical try but, objectively speak ing, it might have been better to play 24 0 25 1fxa4 lbxa4 with drawing chances in the endgame. 25 f3 h5 26 h3 Ilea 27 'W'd3? 27 .i.cS would have been better, when Black is struggling to drum up any counter play ( 27 ... 1l'c7 28 .i.£2 .lle3!? 29 'itdl ! is very solid). 27 ... hxg4 28 hxg4 lle31 29 1Wxg6 lU6 30 'W'g5 'W'f71 31 .i.c3 1lg6 32 •da+ Ilea 33 ...



The Fianch etto Vari atio n



Wh4 ..ixc3 34 Axc3 1Vg7! 35 Ae1 Allowing Black to force a draw. 35 11'f2 llh6 followed by ...1i'h8 would have been too



This seems



to be the most economical



method of challenging White's cenrre. Black has been unable to demonstrate equality after



dangerous



either 7.. .c5 8 d5 e6 9 0-0 exdS 1 0 exd5 0-0



35 1rd4+ 36 'it>g2 lbe1 37 1rxe1 .!Dxc4 lbreatening ... lDe3+. White decides to de



knight to c4) or 7...0-0 8 lbbc3 lbc6 9 d5,



liver perpetual check while it is still on the



claiming space.



table.



8 d5 c6 9 �c3 cxd5 10 exd5 0..0 1 1 0..() lD86



•••



38 We&+ 'it>g7 39 1te7+ Wi16 40 'ilrh4+ 'it>g7 41 1te7+ 'it>h6 42 1rf8+ 'it>h7 43 1rf7+ Wh6 %-Yz



1 1 �3! (getting ready to route the other



A flexible developing move which keeps



open the option of playing ... f7-f5. For this



.-------, reason 1 t . ...i.f5 is less good, with Black's



Game 63



position looking rather passive after 1 2 b3



Antoshin-Tukmakov



1i'd7 1 3 l:tet lDa6 14 .i.a3 l:tfc8 1 5 'ifd2



llacS



USSR 1972



t6 1ladt in Galliamova-Vokarcv, Nov-



'-----• gorod 1 999.



12 b3



1 d4 .!Df6 2 c4 g6 3 g3 d5 Once White has played g2-g3, many



The immediate 1 2 d6 leads to very sharp



Griin feld exponents prefer to play the King's



play, for example t 2...lt\c5 13 .i.c3 lt\e6 1 4



Indian by going 3....ig7 4 .ig2 0-0 S lbc3 d6



b3 f5 1 5 lt\d5!? (15 f4 e4 was agreed drawn



etc. 3...c6 would lead to Andersson-Popovic,



in Lipka-Banas, Slovakian Team Ch. 1 995,



Game 64 after 4 .ig2 d5 5 cxd5 cxd5 6 lt\f3



and therefore not very enlightening) 1 5... f4



i.g7 7 0-0 0-0 8 lt\c3. 4 cxd5 .!Dxd5 5 ..ig2 ..ig7 6 e41



1 6 ..txb6 axb6 17 �7+ Wh8 1 8 li.:\xc8 1lxc8 19 i.h3 l:tc6 20 .i.xe6 llxd6 21 1i'e1 llxe6



22 lt\xf4 exf4 23 1i'xe6 .ixat 24 llxal 1i'd4 with



equality



in Johannessen-Gustafsson,



Hengclo 1 999.



1 2 .Ae8 ••



White's sharpest and most ambitious line,



which is not possible if White has already



developed the knigh t to 0.



6 .!Db6 Tius, in conjunction with his next move, •••



is



The books seem to have forgonen about



Black's most reliable continuation. 6 ...lt\b4 is



this move, which keeps the option of . . . f7-f5



also possible, when 7 d5 also leaves Black



open and introduces the



suffering from cramp.



The immediate 1 2... £5!? is very logical but



7 .!De2 e5



looks risky because of the weakening of



idea of 13...�g4.



135



Griinfeld Defence



Black's kingside. After 13 .i.a3 (13 a4 f4! 14 aS f3 1 5 axb6 fxg2 1 6 Wxg2 e4! was very dangerous for White in Rogozcnko-Ftacnik, Hamburg 1998) 1 3 ...J:[f7 1 4 'Wd2 (14 ll:lbS c4! 1 5 lbec3 .i.d7 1 6 J:[ct .i.xbS 17 ll:lxbS 'ii'xdS won a pawn in Kiseleva-Rowson, Wijk aan Zee 2000) the position does not look very comfortable for Black, and the desper ate-looking 14... £4?! (14 ... .i.d7 must be better) turned out badly after 1 5 f3 hS (lS....i.£5 1 6 g4) 1 6 :ad1 .i. £5 17 wc£4 cxf4 18 lllx f4 :ca 19 lllfe2 J:(fc7 20 %let Wh7 2 1 d6 in Ilincic Marjanovic, Subotica 2000. 1 3 i.e3 Also after 1 3 .ia3 Black can play 13 ...i.g4, when 14 h3 .i.xc2 1 5 Wxe2 c41 16 llact l0xd5 1 7 l0xc4 l0c3 (not 17... £5 18 l0d6!!) 18 Wc2 looks about equal to me after 1 8...lob5 (or 1 8...lDxc4 1 9 .i.xe4 'iVaS). 1 3 . . ..i.g4 1 4 f3



After restricting the action of his king's bishop like this White can hardly hope to claim any advantage. But 14 'ird2 seems fine for Black after 14 ...'ird7 followed by ...lladB. 1 4....td7 1 5 •d2 �c8 Coming round to the key blockade square on d6. 1 6 l%ac1 �d6 1 7 � �f5! 18 i.f2 i.h6! 1 9 f4 i.b5 20 l:tfe1 ..txe2 21 llxe2 exf4 22 gxf4 �6 23 J:tce1 �xe4 24 l:lxe4 l:txe4 25 J:txe4 1Vd6 26 •c1 .tfB 27 J:tc4 .d7 27. ..l:le8 was worth considering, offering 136



the a-pawn as bait. i.d4 lbb4 29 i.a1 �xdS 30 •b2 f6 31 .txd5+ •xd5 32 ti'xf6 i.c5+ 33 .td4 33 AxeS 'ifxcS+ 34 .i.d4 leads to a draw by perpetual check after 34...'Wc1+ 35 85 48 b5 0-1 Black's king will mop up White's remaining pawns. r---------------...



Game 67 Golod-Herrera



Unares Open 2001 1 d4 1Clf6 2 c4 g6 3 f3 d5 4 cxd5 1Clxd5 5 e4 1Clb6 6 1Clc3 J.g7 7 J.e3 0-0 8 Wd2 1Clc6 9 0-0-0 White can also play 9 J:ldt , when 9...e5 (Black's best may be 9...£51?) looks better (or White after 10 d5 tbd4 1 1 lllb5 c5!? (l l...lllxb5 12 i.xb5 .i.d7 1 3 .td3 c6 1 4 dxc6 i.xc6 I S �2 leaves Black's minor pieces on c6 and b6 rather ineffective) 12 dxc6 bxc6 (Rowson once played 1 2...11'e7!? but this seems difficult to justify after 1 3 tbxd4 exd4 14 .i.xd4) 1 3 ltlxd4 cxd4 1 4 .i.xd4 .i.xd4 1 5 'itxd4 11'xd4 16 llxd4 .te6. The position has been assessed as slightly better for Black by Rowson, despite the pawn minus. I think this is optimistic, for example 1 7 �2 �xa2 1 8 1lk3 .i.e6 1 9 .i.a6 l:tfd8 20 l:td2 llxd2 21 �xd2 l:td8+ 22 �c2 etc. 9 ...f5!?



The trendy way to attack the centn:. After 144



the older 9...e5 10 d5 tDd4 White has a choice between two quite differem plans. The violent approach is with 1 1 f4!?, when Golod-Vokarev, Linares 2001 continued 1 1 ... c5 1 2 fxcS .i.g4 (the immediate 1 2....i.xe5?! 13 tbf3 li)xf3 14 gxO 'lre7 1 5 h4 .i.d7 16 hS was good for White in Ward Asgeirsson, Reykjavik 1 998) 1 3 :et .i.xeS 1 4 h3 'lrh4 1 5 .i.d3 llac8!? 16 �bt, and now Golod suggested 16 ... 5, with what looks like a big mess to me. Alternatively there is 1 1 ....i.g4 1 2 lle1 cS 13 h3, e.g. 1 3....i.d7 14 fxeS .i.xcS 1 5 ltlf3 ltlxf3 16 gxO 'lre7 1 7 h4 c4 1 8 .id4 lba4 with a double-edged strug· gle, Sokolov-Krasenkow, Wijk aan Zcc 2002, or 1 3...exf4!? 14 .i.xf4 .i.c8 1 5 ltlO J:le8 1 6 ll\xd4 cxd4 1 7 tbb5 f5 1 8 .i.gS 'ird7, which also gave rise ro a complex game in Lor scheid-GonnaUy, CappcUc Ia Grande 2000. The aim of 1 1 lilbS is to exchanbrc the knight on d4. White maintains a slight ellbrc after 1 t ...lbxbS 1 2 .i.xbS .i.d7 13 .i.c2 'lrc7!? (13 ...c6 14 dxc6 .i.xc6 1 5 1Wxd8 l:fxd8 16 ltlh3 leaves White with the better minor pieces, while 13 . &8 14 h4 �6 1 5 hS looked precarious for Black in Varga-Stangl, Moerbisch 2001) 1 4 'iii'bt llfc8 1 5 h4 c5 1 6 J:lcl c4 1 7 h5, which brought about a com plex middlegame with chances for both sides in Rowson-Sutovsky, Port Erin 1 999. An other possibility is 13 .i.xd7, when Black is left with a 'bad' bishop after 1 3 ...&4 1 4 Wc3 lllxe3 1 5 'lrxe3 ..xd7 1 6 ltlc2, as in Magalashvili-Petrosian, Batumi 2001 . In my vit'W 1 3 .i.dJ c6 14 dxc6 .i.xc6 1 5 ltlc2 is worth considering for White because I don't like Black's minor pieces. Note that, by com parison with 9 lld1 , 1 t ...c5 1 2 dxc6 bxc6 13 tbxd4 exd4 14 .i.xd4 .i.xd4 15 11fxd4 'lrxd4 1 6 llxd4 .i.t-6 gives Black very little for his pawn after 17 a3. If Black wants something different, he might consider Sakaev's suggestion of 9...a5!? 10 h4 a4 1 1 h5 c5 12 d5 tba51?, aU of which requires 'practical tests'. 1 0 h41? ..



O dds and Ends



This is probably the most dangerous move, but there are a number of alternatives: a) 10 ex£5 -*.x£5 1 1 h4?! (11 g4 .i.e6 1 2 h4 -*.c4! is unclear) 1 1...e5 12 dS?! lbd4 13 g4 .i.c8 1 4 hS lOxdS won a pawn for Black in Perez Lopez-Navarro Cia, Barcelona 2000. b) 1 0 eS .!Lib4! 1 1 llJh3 .i.c6 I2 Wb1 llJc4 '13 1Wct l0xc3 14 'it'xc3 ltid5 1 5 ltixd5 .i.xdS 16 'iVc3 e6 led to an early draw in A.Bykhovsky-Golod, Tel Aviv 200 1 , while after both 1 1 h4 .i.e6 1 2 Wb1 l04d5 and 1 1 .i.h6 .i.xh6 1 2 'irxh6 e6 13 h4 'it'e7 Black is very comfonable. Rowson also analysed the line 1 1 dS!? .i.xcS 12 a3 .i.xc3 13 bxc3 l04xd5 14 .i.xb6 axb6 1 5 WxdS+ Wxd5 16 l:lxd5 .i.c6 1 7 l:le5 l:lxa3! etc.



.i.xg4 l:lc2+ 20 Wb1 llxb2+ 21 �c1 l:lc2+ 22 Wb 1 llb2+ 23 Wet l:lc2+ 24 �b 1 l:lb2+ %-'/z. 1 2 lhh5



Once again 12 fxe4?! runs into 1 2...llJxd4. 1 2 .. ...i.f5 1 3 llg5!?



This time 13 fiu.-4? faDs foul of l 3 ..i.g4. .



1 3....i.g6 14 .te2 e5!



10 fxe4 1 1 h5 ••.



White is forced to play in gambit style as 1 1 fxc4 loses a pawn to l t ...l0xd4, exploiting the loose position of the bishop on fl. 1 1 ...gxh5! 1 5 d5 exf3 1 6 �xf3 Q)d4 17 .i.d3 �f5! 18 .i.c5 1lf7 1 9 g4? Whire should play 19 llh1 as the rook now ftnds itself in trouble on gS.



19 . lL\cl61 20 .i.xd6 cxd6? .



.



Missing a golden opportunity. Black could win immediately with 20.. .l:lxf3! 21 ..txg6 hxg6 22 l:lxg6 cxd6 23 1Wh6 1W£B etc. 21 .i.f5 Wta?! And here 2t ...l0c4 would have been bet



ter. 22 1lxg61 hxg6 23 �5 &4 24 l086+?



An improvement on Ward-Liss, Isle of Man 1997, which resulted in an ugly defeat for Black after 1 1...cxf3? 12 hxg6 hxg6 13 ltixn Wd6 14 ..th6 .i.£5 1 5 Lg7 �xg7 16 dS ltics 1 7 1Wh6+ �£6 18 'iVM+ �g7 19 1Wh7+ �f6 20 1Wh4+ xb1 e111 + 58 c3 63 1lg3+ t2 Wg7 52 1ld2 'ili'h7 53 Wg3 a& 54 1Wb4 'lrf1 55 /Dd& Wh& 56 11rd2+ 'iii>h7 57 'lre3 118 59 'lt'f3 'lt'xf3 60 gxf3 Wg7 61 /De4 �7 62 'iii>g3 aS 63 Wf2 1 -0



Game 70 Seres-Dembo



Budapest (First Saturdt!J) 2001 1 d4 illf& 2 c4 g& 3 /Dc3 d5 4 h41?



Having defended well thus far, Black al lows a deatlly pin. 27 ....1:lc8 would have been only slightly better for White.



28 lld 1 .i.xf2+ 29 Wxf2 1te7 30 1td2! 1fe5+ 31 Wf1 Wf8 32 Wh&+ Wg8 33 Wh4 f& 34 9113 .We& 35 lid&



A remarkable though extravagant-looking move, aiming to overwork Black's knight on



f6 with the dual ideas uf h4-h5 and capturing on dS. 1 t needs to be handled precisely. A similarly motivated pawn thrust is 4 g4?1, but Black can tame this with 4...dxc4, e.g. 5 h3 lDds 6 e4 liJb6 7 .i.e3 ..tg7 8 f4 c!lk6 9 liJO e6 10 9d2 1i'e7 I 1 .i.e2 i.d7 12 0-0 .l:ld8 1 3 lladl .i.c8 14 1i'e1 fS and Black stood weU in Obsivac-Pribyl, Czech Republic 1998. An



35 ...1txe4 After 35 .....c7 there is 36 1i'd3, leaving Black tied up.



other noteworthy continuation is s.. ...tg7 6 e4 0-0 7 J..xc4 cS 8 dS bS 9 J..xbS liJxe4 10 c!bxe4 'liaS+ l t lbcl .i.xc3+ 1 2 bxc3 1i'xb5, as in Wchmeier-Sygulski. Uppstadt-Solingen 1995.



4 .i.g7?1 .••



Obvious but dubious. If 4 h4 can be



re-
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Griinfeld D efence



futed the move that will probably do it is 4... c5!?, when 5 cxdS ltlxd5 6 dxcS lllxc3 7 'ifxd8+ �d8 8 bxc3 .i.g7 9 �d2 was the continuation of A.Zaitsev-Smyslov, Sochi 1963, where 9...�6!? 10 c6 lbc5! now looks very promising. 5 dxc5!? has also been played, e.g. 5 ...d4 (5 ...J.g7 6 cxd5 '1Va5 7 .i.d2 'ifxcS 8 c4 was good for White in Seres Orso, Hungary 1 998) 6 lilbS lbc6 7 e3 e5 8 exd4 lilxd4 9 lll £3 J.xcS 10 lllbxd4 exd4 1 1 .i.d3 i.g4, which favoured Black in Porat Jerez Perez, Andorra 2001 . 4...c6 i s a solid move, simply protecting dS rather than embarking on an aU-out attempt to gain counterplay. 5 e3 J.g7 6 .id2 0-0 7 llct was played in Kruppa-Aronian, Linares 1 998, and now the immediate 7...a6 seems best so that Black can put his knight on c6 after an exchange of pawns on d5. In the game Black played 7...�bd7 and was slightly worse after 8 cxdS cxdS 9 lilf3. Parker Webb, British League 2002 went 5 cxdS cxd5 6 .i.gS .i.g7 7 e3 lllc6 8 .id3 0-0 9 �e2 e5 10 dxe5 ltlxc5 1 1 J.c2 i.c6 12 lbd4 llc8 1 3 llbt a6 1 4 'ife2 b5 1 5 lllxc6 fxe6 16 0-0 1Wc7 and a draw was agreed, although the final position looks promising for Black. 6 i.f4 J.g7 7 e3 lllc6 8 h5 0-0!? 9 hxg6 hxg6 1 0 ltl f3 1Wb6 1 1 a 3 .&.g4 gave Black active play in Bosboom-l.Sokolov, Leeuwarden 1997. Of Black's other 4th moves, 4... dxc4 5 e4 c5 6 d5 b5 7 eS b4 8 exf6 bxc3 9 Lc4 �7 10 1Wa4! 'ifh6 1 1 bxc3 ..xf6 1 2 lbc2 i.g7 1 3 i.bS a 6 1 4 J.c3 llb8 1 5 .i.c6 'if f5 1 6 0-0 left Black in trouble in Seres-Pribyl, Triesen 2000, as after 16 ... 0-0? 1 7 lilg3 White wins a piece. And 4...h6 (Seres-Blasko, Budapest 2001) looks dubious after 5 cxdS (the in nocuous 5 lil£3 was played in the game) S...ltlxd5 6 e4 lilxc3 7 bxc3 i.g7 8 .i.e3 and 'ifd2, targeting the pawn on h6.



In the game Shlipcrman-Ady, New York



1999, White obtained exceUent compensa



tion for a pawn after 6... c6 7 e4 c:xd5 8 eS (threatening to win rhc knight on h5 with 9 g4) 8..if8 9 g4 lllg7 10 i.g2 e6 1 1 .i.h6 etc.



7 e4 c6 8 dxc6 bxc6



Choosing misery over dubious specula tion, this maintains material equality but leaves White with a strong centre, open h-file and a target on c6. 8...0-0 9 cxb7 .i.xb7 is a more enterprising way to play but after 10 f3 lbc6 1 1 i.e3 Black did not have enough for the pawn in Scres-Balinov, Budapest 1999.



9 J.e2 .ta& 10 lllf3 1Wa5 1 1 0-0 0-0 1 2 J.g5 h6 1 3 J.h4 .i.xe2 1 4 •xe2 Ae87!



Giving up the d-pawn for the h-pawn. But the open h-file gives White good attacking chances after 5 ... 0-0 6 hxg6 hxg6 7 i.h6 etc.



Black should at least try to prevent e5-e6 with l4...e6, but then 1 5 e5 �5 16 lbe4 looks ominous (16 ...g5? 17 i.xg5! hxgS 18 lllfxgS and 'ifhs would be mate).



6 cxd5 ltlf6



1 5 Aac1 ••6 1 6 •c2 tfibd7 1 7 e5 lllh7



5 h5! lllxh5
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O dds and Ends



18 e6 fxe6 1 9 1rxg6 ll)hf8 20 11'g3 'lrd3 21 Jlfe1 'lrf5 22 l084 1l'd5 23 b3 WhB 24 Wh3



24 '1ffS?I A poor move in a poor position. White can now start cashing in. 25 J:lxc6 •xh3 26 gxh3 lOg& 27 -*.g3 lbgf8 28 lUeS tDxc5 29 dxcS JledB 30 Jlc7 JZacB 3 1 Axe7 AxeS 32 J:lxa7 Ad3 33 Wg2 l:lc2 34 l%e4 1 -0 ..•



7 ...1Dc6 line against the Russian System. However, Black has another interesting pos sibility in that after 5 ... .Ll7 6 'l'b3 dxc4 7 ..xc4 0-0 8 e4 he can play 8...b5 (8...1Dc6 can be met with 9 e5, when Black docs not have d7 available for his knight - VJadimirov Sutovsky, Batumi 2001 went 9....ie6 10 exf6 .ixc4 1 1 fxg7 Wxg7 1 2 .i.xc4 lbxd4 1 3 t'Oxd4 '1Vxd4 14 .ie2 with excellent compen sation for the queen). Kiselev-Ko:tlov, Mos cow 1986 continued 9 ltlxb5 (9 11t'b3 c5 1 0 e 5 lbg4 1 1 .i.xb5 cxd4 12 ltlxd4 .i.xb5 1 3 tlklxb5 a6 t 4 ltla3 'ird4 was good for Black in Hi.ibner-Kasparov, Brussels 1986) 9...ltlxe4 10 ltlxc7 (10 'lrc2 ltld6 1 1 ltlxc7 .i£5 12 'it'c3 ltle4 1 3 'l'c4 ltld6 1 4 11'c3 /&4 was agreed drawn in Golod-Gustafsson, Dicren 1999, but 10 'irxc7 ltla6 1 1 1i'xd8 llfxd8 gives Black strong play for the pawn) 1 0...1Dc6 1 1 ltlxa8 ..aS+ 1 2 ltld2 lbxd4 13 'l'c7 ..f5 1 4 ltlxe4 'i'x.e4+ 1 5 .ie3 ltlc2+ and Black won quickly. 4...-*.d7 5 '8b3 �c6!? Another possibility is S. dx.c4 6 1i'xc4 .ig7, e.g. 7 e4 0-0 8 cS ltle8 (8....ic6 9 exf6! .ixc4 10 fxg7 Wxg7 1 1 .ixc4 'l'xd4 1 2 .i.e2 ltlc6 13 lt!O 'irb6 14 0-0 gave White adequate compensation for the queen in LevHwman, Israel 1 999) 9 ltlo ltla6 10 .ic2 c6 1 1 0-0 .ie6 1 2 1i'a4 lLlac7 and Black had a solid enough game in Sideif Sadc-Dorfman, USSR 1980. Note that 6 ....ie6? was bad for Black after 7 'irb5+ .i.d7 8 'l'xb7 .i.c6 9 11b3 'i'xd4 10 .i.e3 'it'e5 1 1 lLlO WaS 1 2 lLld4 in the game Polak-Kaufman, Olomouc 1 999. 6 lbf3 6 cxd5 lbxd4 7 'i'dt is nothing special af ter 7...lLlb5!, while White loses material after 6 'l'xb7?? :bs 7 'l'a6 et'lb4 etc. 6 lbas 7 Wb4 tDc61? Offering a draw by repetition, which White decides to decline. According to some old analysis by Mikhail Botvinnik, 7. ..lbxc4 8 tbxd5 ltlxdS 9 'lrxc4 q)b6 10 'l'c2 J..g7 is equal. This may well be true, although the ..



Game 71 Lev-V.Mikhalevski



Israeli Lea!l'e, Ramal Aviv 2000



,_______________.



1 d4 lbf& 2 c4 g6 3 lbc3 d5 4 Wa4+



•..



Trying to disrupt the smooth flow of Black's development. A similar line is 4 lbo J..g7 5 'l'a4+, which can be annoying for those players who want to play Shamkovich's
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Gr iinfeld Defence onus could still



be on Black to prove this



after 1 1 .if4.



1Vxe5 f3 31 J.f1 llad8 32 llb1 lllc& 33 'ilre3 lbt4 34 h4 ll!f5 35 1Vc1 1i'xf2 36 lllxb5 ibg3 37 J.xc4 ibxh1 38 1Vxh1



8 1tb3 �5 9 ..c21? dxc4 1 0 e4 .i.g7 1 1 e5 lt)g4 1 2 h3 ll:lh6 1 3 .i.f4 c5! 1 4 d5!?



The end of the knight's glorious career.



The critical line, but Black's attack turns



But now Black's passed f-pawn is the deci



out to be the stronger. After



14 dxc5 there is



1 4...0-0 followed by 1 5 . '1Vc7. . .



1 4 ibf5 1 5 0-0-0 irb& 16 ..e4 0·0 1 7 g4 ibd4! 1 8 lDxd4 cxd4 1 9 'ilrxd4 1i'a6 20 b4!? b5 21 'itb2!? ..•



Trying to keep lines closed. After 21 bxa5 'ifxa5 Black would have a huge attack.



21



f6!



sive factor.



38 11rc2 39 •c1 1Vxc1 40 llxc1 l:tc8 41 lDa3 J:lf4 42 :n Acts 43 h5 gxh5 44 :t2 llg4 45 .i.f1 h4 46 1llb 1 l:tg1 47 Wb2 h3 48 J.xh3 �8+ 49 Wc3 llbxb1 50 llxf3 llxg5 51 Wc2 JibS 52 J:lc3 llfB 53 l:le3 h5 0·1 •..



•••



Black wants to open things up at any price. 2t . .liJb7 would leave Brack's knight on a horrible square.



22 e& .i.xe&! 23 dxe& ibc& 24 •e3 f51



Game 72 Korchnoi-Greenfeld



l.rraeli Leag11e,



Ra111lll Aviv 2000



1 d4 lllf& 2 c4 g& 3 &3 d5 4 e3 J.g7 5 .b3



PinaUy unleashing the Grii nfcld bishop.



25 g5 ••41 26 .i.g2 lllxb4 27 .i.e5 •c2+ 28 Wa1 f4! 29 •e1 .i.xe5 30 152



An old speciality of Milorad Knczevic.



Odds an d Ends



Delaying 'irb3 for a move promises White nothing after 5 l0£3 0-0 6 'irbJ (alterruatives arc considered in the next game) 6...e6, as in Formanek-Mikhalchishin, Hastings 1 985, when 7 .i.e2 b6 8 0-0 J..b7 9 .lld t l0bd7 10 J..d2 cS 1 1 J..e t Wc7 was certainly no worse for Black. Also possible here is 6...dxc4 but, having castled already, Black has no need to fear WaJ ideas.



'if'xc4 1Wa5 etc.



9 �b6 1 0 .i.e2 e&! ••.



5 ...dxc4 A simple and direct approach, bur not the only one. One of the poims behind Kne zcvic's line is that after 5...c6!? White can make it difficult for Black to castle with 6 1Wa3 (had White played 5 lOO and 6 'irh3, lilack would have castlt:d already). It docs seem, however, that Htack can meet this plan quire effectively with 6 ... c6 7 l0£3 aS! 8 b3 !fr.t6 (intending ...l0b4), for example 9 cS (9 i.c2 tDe4 1 0 l0a4 l0b4 1 t "ifb2 cS! saw Black take the initiative in Korchnoi Krasenkow, Lviv 2000, so this time Korchnoi blocks the quecnside) 9.Jtkl7 tO J..xa6 llxa6 11 l0a4 gS! 1 2 0-0 g4 13 �� hS 14 00 16'g5 15 'irb2 eS! when, once again, Black had the initiative in Korchnoi-Van Wely, Istanbul Olympiad 2000.



6 .i.xc4 0-0 7 o!l:lf3 c5! f-litting White's centte immediately. An in teresting alternative is 7 ...llk6, gaining time



1 1 d6?! Korchnoi continues to play with his usual passionate ambition, but here he should have chosen discretion over valour. 1 1 dxe6 i.xc6 12 1i'c2 is about equal.
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e51 1 2 1id1 ?!



12 lbxeS is relatively best, but probably somewhat better for Black after 1 2...'if'xd6 1 3 l0c4 l0xc4 1 4 i.xc4 �!.



1 2 .i.g4 1 3 .i.e3 .i.xf3 14 gxf3 .••



14 J..x £3 l0c4! 1 5 .lxcS ltlxb2 1 6 1i'c2 'fraS is also very unpleasant for White. Now a black knight will head for the magnificent outpost on f4.



1 4 ll\h5! ...



for development by threatening ...lDc6-a5. Gulko-Wolff, New York 1 988 producL-d cumplex and original play after 8 lDcs (8 J..e2 lDc81?, intending 9 c5) 8...l0xe5 9 dxeS l0g4 10 f4 c6 1 1 a4 JibS 12 h3 l0h6 13 0-0 J..d7 t 4 Jldt 16'c8 1 5 Wh2 ,.Ph8 1 6 e4 g5. .••



8 d5 8 dxcS Was



(9 1ibs 'if'c7) would L-qualisc



immediately.



8 o!l:lbd7 9 e4 ...



The game Huss-Gutman, Luxembourg 1 987 witnessed an alternative plan for Black. After 9 0-0 Black played 9...&8!? (9 ... l0b6 i.-; possible here, too, of course) and obtained strong play for a pawn after 10 e4 l0d6 1 t .lle 1 bS 12 �xbS llb8 t3 'ilfd3 l0xc4 1 4



1 5 it'd2 After 1 5 J..xcS!? Black could play J S...l0f4 1 6 d7 lDxd7 17 J..x £8 J..x ffi with complete 153



GriJ nfe ld De fe nce



domination of the dark squares in return for the sacrificed exchange. 1 5 1Clf4! 1 6 ..txf4 exf4 1 7 11'xf4 lle8 1 8 0-0-0 ..te5 1 9 11e3 1lf6 20 11xc5? An understandable decision, but one which loses by force. 20 Wb 1 i.xd6 restores material equality and leaves White with huge positional problems. 20 . . .1&4! Much more incisive than 20...l:tac8, when White can hang on with 21 'lfaS .*.xc3 22 bxc3 :Xc3+ 23 �b1 etc. 21 lruca4 Aec8 Not only winning the queen; the resulting position is stiU horrible for White in view of the weakness of b2. The game concluded as foUows: 22 Wb1 llxc5 23 IC!xc5 ..txd6 24 Qxl3 J:lc8 25 h3 ..tf4 26 Ahe1 h5 27 lllb4 ¢'97 28 l0d5 11'e5 29 ..td3 .the 30 .i.f1 b5 31 a3 a& 32 lllb4 11f6 33 Ad3 11'b6 34 lled1 11xf2 35 IC!xa6 11c2+ 36 Wa2 .i.c1 37 llxc1 11xc1 38 ..te2 0-1 ••.



r-------.



Game 73



Aleksandrov-Oral



Prague (2nd match game) 2000



--------•



1 d4 1Clf6 2 c4 g6 3 .!003 d5 4 1Clf3 ..tg7 5 e3 0-0 6 b4



This attempt to prevent ...c7-c5 is the most difficult move for Black to meet. Other continuations arc fairly hannless: 154



a) 6 i.d2 is weD met with 6...c5 7 llxcS l0a6!? 8 cxdS �xeS 9 i.c4 a6 10 a4 (1 0 b4 b5! 1 1 bxc5 bxc4 1 2 c4 c6 13 d6 i.b7 14 e5 �7 gave Black excellent counterplay in Radojcic-Krnic, Yugoslavia 1 979). Now 10 ...i.f5 (Shamkovich) looks like· the most natural, and an interesting idea of the Hun garian IM Kaposztas is 10 ...b6!? when, after 1 1 0-0 i.b7 12 .tel , I suggest the inunec:liatc 12...'Vd6 with comfortable equality (after Adorjan's suggestion of 12 ...l:tc8 13 llct 'lld6 White can play 14 b4 lt!ce4 15 'Vd3, putting pressure on a6}. Returning to 10 .. .i.f5, we have 1 1 0-0 l:tc8 1 2 'lfe2 (12 l£1d4 was seen in Kholmov-Shamkovich, Moscow 1 968, after which Black should have played 12 ..i.d3! 13 i.xd3 �xd3 1 4 -.,3 �5 1 5 'lfa3 �xd5 16 �d5 'Vxd5 1 7 ..tb4 llfd8 with countcrplay rather than 12 ...i.c4) 1 2...�fe4 13 l:tfdl �xc3 14 .*.xc3 .*.xc3 1 5 bxc3 �e4 (1 5...'1fa5 is a good alternative, as in Dementiev-Tukmakov, USSR 1970) 1 6 l:td4 11'a5 1 7 l:r.cl (Hartston suggested 17 'iret but Black is slighdy better after 17...�6 18 i.b3 :Xc3) t7 ...b5 18 axb5 axb5 19 i.xb5 �xc3 20 'ird2 (Black wins after 20 'lfet �xb5! 21 'Vxa5 l:r.xct+ 22 lbe1 �xd4 23 cxd4 l:r.b8, intending ...J:tbbt) 20...'Vxb5 21 :Xc3 Wbt+ 22 �1 l:r.xc3 23 'Vxc3 l:r.c8 24 'VaS :Ct, and Black won in Borisenko Shamkovich, USSR t 959 (25 Wfl i.d3+). b) 6 cxd5 �xd5 7 i.c4 is a favourite line of Paul Keres. The most economical way to play against this is with 7...�xc3 (the alterna tive is 7...�b6, when 8 .*.b3 c5 9 0-0 cxd4 10 exd4 �6 1 1 d5 ttla5 12 .*.g5 h6 1 3 i.e3 ..tg4 1 4 h3 i.x£3 1 5 Wx£3 �bc4 brought about approximate equality in Keres-Byrne, San Antonio 1 972). Play might continue 8 bxc3 c5 9 0-0 'flc7 10 'Ve2 (10 i.b3?! llk6 1 1 i.a3 b6 12 'flc2 lbas 13 i.d5 .l:tb8 1 4 � 2 'Vd7 15 i.e4 'Va4 was dearly better for Black in Simagin-Korchnoi, USSR Ch. 1 965, and Black also reached the more promising position after 1 0 .i.e2 b6 1 1 a4 �6 1 2 �2 l:ld8 13 llk4 .*.a6! 14 �a3 i.b7 in Pia-



O d ds and Ends



chetka-Tukmakov, Decin 1 977) 10....ig4 1 1 .t.a3 1017 1 2 .ibS (12 Jlact Was 1 3 .ib2 l:lac8 1 4 a3 cxd4 1 5 cxd4 �b6 was equal in Najdorf-Korchnoi, Hastings 1 971/72, while Gipslis gives 1 2 l:lab1 �b6 1 3 .id3 c41 14 .ic2 �5 as unclear) 12...a6 1 3 .ixd7 .ixd7 14 .ixcS?! (14 Jlac1 b6 1 5 1lfd1 llfd8 1 6 c4 .ia4 17 lld2 e6 was slightly better for Black in Nei-Korchnoi, USSR Ch. 1967) 14 ... b6 15 .ixe7 .ibSI 16 c4 .ixc4 17 llfc1 llfc8 18 .idS (1 8 .id6 'l'c6) 18...'1'c6 1 9 'l'c2 "iVe6 20 .ih4 .ixa2!, which is much better for Black according to my analysis. c) 6 .ie2 c5 7 0-0 cxd4 8 exd4 �c6 brings about a Tarrasch Defence with colours rt..' verscd in which White's extra tempo might be enough for equality. After 7 dxcS a fight· ing approach is 7...dxc4!? (7...9a5 8 cxdS �xd5 9 WxdS .ixc3+ to .id2 lld8 1 1 'l'xd8+ 'l'xd8 1 2 .ixc3 gives White an extra tempo on a well-known queen sac line of the Catalan). Then 8 'l'xd8 llxd8 9 .ixc4 �bd7 1 0 c6 bxc6 1 1 .id2 i!Ob6 1 2 .ie2 .!DfdS 1 3 .J:lct .ie6 saw Black's active piece play fully compensate the slightly weakened pawns in Nei-Ribli, Zalacgcrs?.eg 1969. This leaves 8 1i'a4, when 8...1015! 9 .id2 tlJxc3 10 .ixc3 .ixc3+ 1 1 bxc3 'l'c7 12 9xc4 tlJd7 is equal, while 9 li)xdS 'ifxdS 10 'ifxc4 'irxc4 1 1 .ixc4 �7 1 2 c6 bxc6 1 3 0-0 �b6 is better for Black according to Adorjan. The bishop on g7 certainly exerts heavy pressure against White's queenside. 6 . . .b6 The traditional response, continuing the struggle for ...c7-c5. Yet Black has an interesting alternative in 6....ie6!?, when 7 cS lDc4 8 .ib2 lbd7 9 "iVc2 �xc3 10 1i'xc3 c6 1 1 .ie2 .ig4 Icft Black ready to equali.�e with 12 ... .ixf3 and 13 ...e5 in Plaskett-Tukmakov, Hastings 1982. 7 'tib3 runs into 7...a5! 8 bS c5!, and 7 lDc5?! dxc4 8 .ixc4 .ixc4 9 �xc4 �5! 10 'ilb3 li)c6 1 1 .ia3 lilid4! 12 exd4 tlJxc3 1 3 ..xc3 .ixd4 14 "iVct .ixa1 1 5 11fxa1 Wd3! 1 6 111c t bS! b>avc White a win ning attack in R.'lbrcnovic-Atalik, Vmjacka
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