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Introduction







 Let the only walls the foe shall scale





Be ramparts of the dead!





‘Vicksburg’, Paul Hamilton Hayne






 In Gambiteer 1 I issued a warning that this wasn’t a book for those who are afraid to be a pawn down. Now I must issue a further warning: gambiteering with Black is far trickier than it is with White. Black starts the game with a slight disadvantage by virtue of having the second move. And some very good books will tell you that an unjustified attempt to take the initiative with Black is therefore doomed to failure.





A complete repertoire of gambits as Black is therefore unrealistic and even foolhardy. Having said that, Black can hoist the pirate flag against two of White’s strongest and most popular openings, the Queen’s Gambit and the Ruy Lopez. He argues that neither (1 d4 d5) 2 c4
nor (1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6) 3 Bb5 is optimal from a development perspective and that Black can take the initiative with the Albin Counter and Schliemann Gambits respectively.





As gambits go, these two are the pick of the crop. The Schliemann has received the patronage of such notables as David Bronstein, Boris Spassky, Viktor Korchnoi, Alexander Khalifman and Jonathan Speelman, whilst the Albin has the support of Frank James Marshall, Boris Spassky (again), Rustam Kasimdzhanov, Alexander Morozevich and many other strong grandmasters.





In this volume I will present a repertoire for Black in these two openings which should enable the reader to play them with confidence at any level. I’ve also given ways to meet 1 d4 d5 2 Nf3 (see Chapter Ten) plus aggressive ways to meet assorted stodge such as the English, 1 Nf3 and the Italian Game in Chapter Eleven. My hope is that, armed with these lines, the reader will not only win more games but have more fun doing so.







Nigel Davies





Southport, UK





July 2007









 



Chapter One




Schliemann Gambit:



4 Nc3 fxe4 5 Nxe4 Nf6 6 Qe2
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Ruy Lopez himself did not consider 3 Bb5 to be a very strong move, and from a development point of view it looks less relevant than, say, 3 Bc4. Is this enough justification for Black to try and wrest the initiative with 3 ... f5 ?



A number of great players have thought so and used the Schliemann to good effect. David Bronstein is the leading example, but you can also find Boris Spassky, Victor Korchnoi, Jonathan Speelman and others amongst the ranks of Schliemann players.



There are several reasons why I like the Schliemann: the first is that very few defences to the Lopez represent a serious challenge; the second is that there are many ways for Black to handle the critical line with 4 Nc3; and the third is that in practical play we are likely to see a lot of cowering with 4 d3. At the time of writing I’ve seen a number of writers try to suggest that 4 d3 is actually a dangerous line for Black but I believe they are living in cloud cuckoo land. As we shall see in Chapter Four, 4 d3 is nothing.



Let’s move on to the subject of this chapter and my main recommendation against 4 Nc3. After looking at other options I decided to go with 4 ... fxe4 5 Nxe4 Nf6, which has been played by the likes of Alexander Khalifman and Teimour Radjabov, another world-class GM who has taken up the Schliemann.
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There are two main ways for White to meet this: 6 Qe2 (covered here), and 6 Nxf6+ (see Chapter Two).



After 6 Qe2, the main line is 6 ... d5 7 Nxf6+ Qxf6 8 d4 Bg7 9 dxe5 0-0. Should White then play 10 e6, Black replies with 10 ... Ne5. Now 11 0-0 is covered in Popovic-Kurajica and Renet-Tseitlin (Games 1-2), 11 Bf4 is dealt with in Hellers-Antunes (Game 3) and 11 Be3 is examined in Tseshkovsky-Yilmaz (Game 4).



White can prevent Black’s knight from coming to e5 by first playing 10 Bxc6 and, after 10 ... bxc6, continuing with 11 e6.



[image: ]



The battle then revolves around Black’s attempts to activate his trio of pawns on c7, c6 and d5. Should they get blockaded Black might have a difficult time of it, which is why 11 ... Re8 12 0-0 c5! (Almasi-Khalifman, Game 5) is such a good idea. White has tried to improve with 12 Be3, but the drawbacks of this idea are illustrated in Luther-Caruso (Game 6).



Black should be aware of the fact that the greedy 9 exf6 (Klovans-Arbakov, Game 7) does not lose by force and should be taken very seriously. The other dangerous ninth move is 9 c4 (Mortensen-Wedberg, Game 8). On the other hand White’s seventh move alternatives, 7 Neg5 in Hultquist-Eng (Game 9) and 7 Ng3 in Schutt-Hunter (Game 10), look rather good for Black.




Game 1
P.Popovic-B.Kurajica
Sarajevo 1985

 1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 f5 4 Nc3 fxe4



This is the main line, but there are several other possibilities. 4 ... Nf6 and 4 ... Nd4 have found favour with enterprising players, and may offer the Schliemanneer a fruitful field for further investigation. For our surprise weapon, 4 ... Bb4, see Game 16 in Chapter Two.



5 Nxe4 Nf6



The main line is 5 ... d5, which also poses some intriguing questions. There isn’t room to cover all of Black’s options; suffice to say that there are many untapped resources in the Schliemann, not just a single playable line.
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6 Qe2



The other important try is 6 Nxf6+, which will be covered in Chapter Two.



Of the other legal moves, the wimpy 6 d3 is ineffective after 6 ... d5 7 Nxf6+ (7 Nc3 Bg4! 8 h3 Bxf3 9 Qxf3 Bb4 10 0-0 0-0 gives Black an easy game; as did 7 Ng3 Bd6 8 d4 e4 9 Ne5 Bd7 10 Nxd7 Qxd7 11 0-0 a6 12 Be2 0-0 in Renet-Romero Holmes, Groningen 1984) 7 ... Qxf6 (7 ... gxf6 is also playable, but I prefer the free-flowing text) 8 Bg5 (8 Qe2 Bd6 9 Bg5 Qf5! is also nice for Black) 8 ... Qf5! (8 ... Qg6?! 9 Qe2 was awkward for Black in Muders-Bock, Weilburg 1995) 9 0-0 Bd6 10 Qd2 0-0 11 Rae1 Bd7 12 Bxc6 bxc6 and Black had an excellent two-bishop position in Ryder-Espindola, correspondence 1991.



6 Ng3 is similarly unimpressive after 6 ... e4.
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For example, 7 Qe2 (or 7 Ng5 d5 8 d3 h6 9 Nh3 Bg4 10 Qd2 [Littleton-Boey, Lugano 1968] and now 10 ... Bc5! 11 dxe4 0-0 looks very dangerous for White) 7 ... Qe7 8 Bxc6 dxc6 (8 ... bxc6!? 9 Nd4 c5 looks like a favourable version of the game Szily-Bronstein, which featured 4 exf5 and will be examined in Game 27) 9 Ng5 Bg4 10 Qe3 0-0-0!? (10 ... Nd5 11 Qxe4 Qxe4+ 12 N5xe4 Nb4 13 f3 left Black struggling to find compensation in Hofstetter-M.Schmid, St Ingbert 1987, as after 13 ... Nxc2+ 14 Kd1 Nxa1 15 fxg4 g6 16 Nf6+! Ke7 17 b3! Black is going to lose the knight on a1 and must face two very active minor pieces) 11 N5xe4 (after 11 Qxa7, a sample line is 11 ... h6 12 Nh3 Bxh3 13 gxh3 Qb4 14 0-0 Bc5 15 Qa8+ Kd7 16 Qa3 Qxa3 17 bxa3 Kc8 with Black having more than enough for the pawn in the endgame) 11 ... Nxe4 12 Nxe4 Bf5 13 d3 Qb4+! 14 c3 (or 14 Bd2 Qxb2) 14 ... Qb5 and Black is going to win the pawn back and keep a useful pair of bishops.



6 ... d5
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6 ... Qe7 is another interesting possibility that the reader may wish to explore further. The text has a better reputation, which is why I give it as the repertoire choice.



7 Nxf6+ gxf6 8 d4 Bg7 9 dxe5 0-0 10 e6



10 Bxc6 and 10 exf6 will be examined in later games.



10 ... Ne5!
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11 0-0



There are a number of alternatives:



a) For 11 Bf4, see Hellers-Antunes (Game 2).



b) 11 Be3 is featured in Tseshkovsky-Yilmaz (Game 3).



c) In Mokry-Mi.Tseitlin, Prague 1985, White tried 11 Qd1, but after 11 ... Bxe6 12 Nd4 Bc8 13 Be2 c5 14 Nb3 b6 15 c3 f5 16 0-0 Bb7 Black was already better.



d) 11 Nd4 c5 12 Nf5 Bxe6 13 Nxg7 Kxg7 wasn’t altogether clear in Carmel-Grünfeld, Tel Aviv 1989, the game being fairly balanced after 14 0-0 c4 15 c3 Qa5 16 f4 Bg4 17 Qe3 Nd3 18 Qg3 Qxb5 19 Qxg4+ Kh8 20 Be3 Qe8 21 Bd4 – White has a strong bishop and Black has a strong knight.



e) 11 Nxe5?! fxe5 12 Qg4 Qf6 13 0-0 c6 14 Ba4 Bxe6 15 Qg3 Kh8 was better for Black because of his central pawn majority in Barolin-Matisson, correspondence 1985.



11 ... c6 12 Ba4



For 12 Bd3, see Renet-Tseitlin (Game 2).



12 ... Bxe6 13 Nd4 Bd7 14 f4 Qb6 15 c3
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15 ... Bg4?!



It’s tempting to hit the queen but this may not be Black’s best. 15 ... Rae8 looks stronger, the point being that after 16 Kh1 Ng4 17 Qf3 f5! Black can reroute his knight to e4 via f6.



16 Qc2 Nc4 17 f5 Rfe8 18 Qf2 Be2! 19 Re1



19 Nxe2 Rxe2 20 Qxb6 axb6 21 Bd1 Re7 gives Black the better endgame, though perhaps White should have taken this route in an attempt to scramble a draw.



19 ... Bd3 20 Re6 Rxe6 21 fxe6 Re8 22 b3 Ne5
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23 Bf4



Maybe White should have immediately commenced rescue operations for his bishop by playing 23 b4, though it isn’t easy to give oneself such a horrible weakness as the one on c4.



23 ... Bg6 24 Kh1 Qa6



With the deeply unpleasant threat of 25 ... b5.



25 h4 Qd3!



Simpler than 25 ... b5, when White can stir up some trouble with 26 h5 Bxh5 27 Qf1, threatening 28 Nxb5.
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26 b4?!



26 c4 would have been a better chance, but White is still losing after 26 ... f5 27 Qe3 Qxe3 28 Bxe3 dxc4 etc.



26 ... Qxc3 27 Rd1 Qxb4



Another strong move would have been 27 ... Nd3.



28 Bc2 Ng4



And here 28 ... Qb2 might have been stronger, not that Black lets the win slip from his grasp at any point.



29 Qe2?!



29 Qg3 was more resilient.



29 ... f5 30 a3 Qc4 31 Qxc4 dxc4 32 Kg1 Rd8 33 Nf3 Rxd1+ 34 Bxd1 Bf8 35 a4 Bc5+ 36 Kf1 Kf8 37 Be2 b5 0-1




Game 2
O.Renet-Mi.Tseitlin
Palma de Mallorca 1989

 1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 f5 4 Nc3 fxe4 5 Nxe4 Nf6 6 Qe2 d5 7 Nxf6+ gxf6 8 d4 Bg7 9 dxe5 0-0 10 e6 Ne5 11 0-0 c6 12 Bd3
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The bishop is probably better placed here than on a4, but even so Black stands quite well.



12 ... Bxe6



Simplest and best. After 12 ... Re8 13 Nxe5 fxe5 14 Bxh7+ Kxh7 15 Qh5+ Kg8 16 Qf7+ Kh7 17 Qh5+ Kg8 White has at least a draw by repetition and can play for more with 18 Bg5!; for example, 18 ... Re7 19 Qh4 (19 Qf7+ Rxf7 20 exf7+ Kxf7 21 Bxd8 Bf5 22 Bg5 may also be good) 19 ... Kf8 (19 ... Bf8 may be better, but still looks horrible for Black after 20 Rae1) 20 f4 Bxe6 21 f5 Bg8 22 Bxe7+ Qxe7 23 f6 and White won material in Speckner-Bredl, German League 1995.



13 Nd4 Bg4!



13 ... Bd7 is probably also playable, but it makes sense to provoke f2-f3.
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14 f3



14 Qe3 was played in Gude Fernandez-Tiemann, correspondence 1989, but White would struggle to keep equality after 14 ... c5 (14 ... Re8 15 Qg3 Qd7, as played, is also not bad); for example, 15 Nf5 c4 16 Nxg7 cxd3 17 f4 d2 18 Bxd2 Nc4 19 Qg3 Qd7 etc.
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14 ... Bd7



Another possibility is 14 ... Nxd3; for example, 15 fxg4 Nxc1 16 Raxc1 Qb6 17 c3 (17 Qf2 f5 18 c3 fxg4 was clearly better for Black at this stage in Kveinys-Binham, Kuopio 1992) 17 ... Rae8 (the immediate 17 ... f5!? is worth considering: after 18 gxf5 Bxd4+ 19 cxd4 Qxd4+ 20 Kh1 Rae8 Black’s active major pieces make it difficult for White to generate play against his king) 18 Qf2 Re4 19 h3 Bh6 (19 ... Rfe8 20 Rce1 Qc7 21 Rxe4 Rxe4 22 Nf5 Qb6 23 Nd4 Qc7 24 Kh1 b6 was fine for Black in Peters-Khachian, Costa Mesa 2003) 20 Rce1 Rf4 21 Qe2 ½-½ Pioch-Sobjerg, Copenhagen 1995.



[image: ]



15 Nf5



White has tried a couple of other moves, though neither of them make much of an impression:



a) 15 Bf5 Re8 (15 ... c5 16 Ne6 Qc8 17 Nxg7 Kxg7 18 f4 left Black’s king a bit exposed in Rytshagov-Boey, Antwerp 1996) 16 f4 (16 Bxd7 Qxd7 17 f4 c5 18 Nb3 Nc6 19 Qf3 f5 20 c3 b6 was very good for Black at this stage in Becerra Rivero-Alonso, Cuba 1993, as he has the e4-square as a jumping off point for his rooks) 16 ... Qb6 17 Qf2 Bxf5 18 fxe5 (18 Nxf5 Ng4 19 Qxb6 axb6 gave Black the better endgame in Varavin-Kulikov, Tula 2000) 18 ... Rxe5 19 Bf4 Re4 20 Be3 Bg6 21 Nf5 Qc7 22 Nxg7 Qxg7 23 Bd4 Rf8 24 Bxf6 Qh6 25 Bg5 Rxf2 26 Bxh6 Rf7 27 Rae1 Rxf1+ 28 Rxf1 Re8 29 c3 Bd3 30 Rf3 Re1+ 31 Kf2 and with an opposite-coloured bishop endgame on the way (via 31 ... Rf1+), the players agreed to a draw in Tjutjunnikov-Kulikov, Briansk 1995.



b) 15 c3 Nxd3 (another possibility is 15 ... f5 16 Bc2 Qf6 17 Bf4 Rae8 18 Rfe1 as in Kristoffel-Sauermann, correspondence 1981, and now Black should play 18 ... c5 followed by 19 ... Ng6) 16 Qxd3 f5 17 Bf4 Re8 (17 ... Qf6 intending 18 ... Rae8 also makes sense) 18 g3 Qf6 19 Rfe1 Re7 20 Rxe7 Qxe7 21 Nxf5 Bxf5 22 Qxf5 Qe2 23 Rf1 Qxb2 and the game soon ended in a draw in Waerstad-Kudryav-tsev, correspondence 2001.



15 ... Nxd3 16 Qxd3 Qb6+ 17 Kh1 Bxf5 18 Qxf5 Rae8 19 Bf4
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Since this game was played there have been a couple of games with other tries for White, though neither of them did much to alter the overall assessment that this is a pleasant position for Black:



a) 19 b3 Re5 (19 ... Re2!?) 20 Qd3 Rfe8 21 Bd2 Qc5 22 a4 Re2 23 Rae1 Qe7 24 g4 was an interesting plan used in Djuric-Marzolf, Metz 2005, White trying to get his pawns to light squares before exchanging the major pieces. But it’s difficult to believe he’s going to get very far after 24 ... Bf8 (instead of the game’s 24 ... Kf7) 25 h3 Qe6 intending 26 ... Bd6.



b) 19 Qd3 Rf7 20 b3 f5 21 c3 Qb5!? 22 Qxb5 cxb5 23 Bd2 b4 put White in trouble in Vasilyev-Shilin, Odessa 2005.



19 ... Re2



Tseitlin didn’t like 19 ... Qxb2!? because of 20 Rab1 Qxa2 21 Rxb7, but Black has a neat resource in 21 ... Qa6!, when 22 Rfb1?? loses on the spot to 22 ... Qxb7!. In view of this, 21 Bd6 Rf7 22 Rbe1 may be a better try.



20 b3



And not 20 Rae1?, because of 20 ... Qf2!! hitting both g2 and e1.



20 ... Rfe8 21 h4 Qb4!
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22 Rfd1?



In a difficult position the Frenchman fails to put up the most stubborn resistance. 22 h5 was a better try, attempting to drum up counterplay against Black’s king.



22 ... Qc5! 23 Rd2?



Another mistake, after which Black wins a pawn. The best try was 23 c4 Qf2 24 Qh3 (24 Qg4? f5), meeting 24 ... dxc4 25 bxc4 f5 with 26 Rab1, when White is hanging on by his fingertips.



23 ... Rxd2 24 Bxd2 Qd4 25 Rd1 Qxh4+ 26 Kg1 Re2
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27 Qg4?!



Losing immediately. 27 Qc8+ Kf7 28 Qd7+ Kg6 29 Qg4+ would stay on the board for longer, though admittedly this is rather forlorn after 29 ... Qxg4 30 fxg4 Bh6.



27 ... Qf2+ 28 Kh1



Or 28 Kh2 f5! 29 Qg5 h6 etc.



28 ... f5! 29 Qg5 h6 0-1



White cannot keep defending both d2 and g2.




Game 3
F.Hellers-A.Antunes
Novi Sad Olympiad 1990

 1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 f5 4 Nc3 fxe4 5 Nxe4 Nf6 6 Qe2 d5 7 Nxf6+ gxf6 8 d4 Bg7 9 dxe5 0-0 10 e6 Ne5 11 Bf4!?



White directly challenges the knight on e5 while keeping the option of castling long. Black needs to handle this move quite precisely, but if he does so he can get a comfortable game.
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11 ... Qd6



I think it makes sense to defend e5 here.



After 11 ... c6 White can sacrifice a piece for a strong attack with 12 Nxe5!? fxe5 13 Bxe5.
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For example, 13 ... Bxe5 (alternatives also give White a strong attack: 13 ... cxb5 14 Bxg7 Kxg7 15 e7 Qa5+ 16 c3 Re8 17 0-0, or 13 ... Qa5+ 14 c3 Bxe5 15 Qxe5 Qxb5 16 0-0-0 d4 17 Qg3+ Kh8 18 Rhe1 etc) 14 Qxe5 Qh4 (14 ... Re8 15 Qg3+ Kh8 16 Bd3 Rxe6+ 17 Kd2 left White a pawn up with the better position in Zakurdjaeva-Dimovska, Dresden 2004; and after 14 ... Qa5+ 15 c3 Qxb5 16 e7 Re8 17 0-0-0 d4 18 Qg3+ Kh8 – thus far H.Nielsen-H.Hansen, correspondence 1991 – White should have played 19 Rhe1 putting Black in desperate trouble) 15 0-0 (15 0-0-0 also looks good: 15 ... cxb5 16 e7 Re8 17 Rhe1 with all sorts of threats) 15 ... cxb5 16 e7 Re8 17 Rae1 d4 18 c3 Qg4! 19 cxd4 and White was clearly better in Varavin-Kulicov, Sudak 2002: Black’s main problem is in how he can ever eliminate that pawn on e7 without getting mated.



Black tried 11 ... Ng6 in Wedberg-Hynes, Novi Sad Olympiad 1990, but this looked a bit passive for Black after 12 e7 Nxe7 13 0-0-0 Ng6 14 Be3 c6 15 Bd3 Qa5 16 Kb1.



12 0-0 Qxe6



I think this is best, but Black has also tried two other moves:



a) 12 ... Bxe6 13 Nd4 Bd7 (I have my doubts about giving White the two bishops here with 13 ... c5; for example, 14 Nxe6 Qxe6 15 c3 Qf7 16 Rad1 Rad8 17 Bg3 c4 18 Ba4 Nc6 19 Qf3 f5 20 Bf4 a6 21 Rd2 Rfe8 22 Rfd1 b5 23 Bc2 left Black struggling to hold the balance in Mastrovasilis-A.Bykhovsky, Porto Carras 2005) 14 Bd3 Qb6 15 Nf5 (15 Qh5 Nxd3 16 Qxd5+ Kh8 17 cxd3 Rad8 18 Qc4 was Soskov-Ponkratov, Chalkidiki 2003, and now 18 ... f5 would have given Black enough for the pawn) 15 ... Rf7 16 Nxg7 Rxg7 17 Bh6 Re7 18 Qd2 Kh8 19 b3 Rg8 and Black’s active pieces compensated him for the bishop pair in Grigoriants-Yashtylov, Kazan 2001.



b) 12 ... c6 13 Bd3 Bxe6 (13 ... Qxe6 would transpose back to 12 ... Qxe6 after 14 Rae1, but White can also try 14 Nd4 Qf7 15 Nf5; even so, this doesn’t seem to offer much, for example 15 ... Nxd3 16 Qxd3 Bxf5 17 Qxf5 Rfe8 18 Rfe1 Qg6 19 Qd7 Re4 20 Qxb7 Rae8 21 Be3 f5 with a strong initiative for the pawn in Renner-Ehrke, German League 1995) 14 Nd4 Qd7 15 Nxe6 Qxe6 16 Rae1 Qd7 17 c4 Nxc4 was Paksa-Morvay, Hungarian League 1994, and now 18 Bxc4 (18 Qh5 was met by 18 ... f5 in the game) 18 ... dxc4 19 Qxc4+ would have allowed White to claim a very slight edge due to his better pawn structure.
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13 Rae1



White can also consider 13 Rfe1, when 13 ... Qb6 (13 ... c6!?) led to a draw by repetition after 14 Nxe5 fxe5 15 Bxe5 Bxe5 16 Qxe5 Qxb5 17 Qg5+ in Boronka-Winckelmann, correspondence 2001.



13 ... c6 14 Bd3 Nxd3



Nedeljkovic-Rybak, correspondence 2001, varied with 14 ... Qg4 15 Bxe5 Re8, with approximate equality after 16 h3 Qh5 17 Ng5 Qxe2 18 Rxe2 Rxe5 19 Rxe5 fxe5 20 Bxh7+ Kh8 21 Bg6 Bf6 – Black’s bishop pair and powerful central pawn duo compensate him for the pawn.
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15 Qxd3



15 Qxe6+ Bxe6 16 cxd3 Bf5 would leave White struggling to equalize, given the weak pawn on d3 and Black’s bishop pair.



15 ... Qf7 16 Bd6 Rd8 17 Qa3 Be6 18 Nd4 Re8 19 Re3 Qd7 20 Rfe1 Bf7 21 h3 Rxe3 22 Rxe3 Re8 ½-½




Game 4
V.Tseshkovsky-T.Yilmaz
Kusadasi 1990

 1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 f5 4 Nc3 fxe4 5 Nxe4 Nf6 6 Qe2 d5 7 Nxf6+ gxf6 8 d4 Bg7 9 dxe5 0-0 10 e6 Ne5 11 Be3



As with 11 Bf4 this keeps the option of castling long, but it doesn’t pose a direct challenge to the knight on e5.



11 ... c6 12 Bd3 Bxe6 13 Nd4 Bg4
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The simple 13 ... Nxd3+ plays into White’s hands: 14 Qxd3 Qd7 (14 ... Bf7?! 15 Nf5 Bg6 16 0-0-0 Re8 17 g4 Qc7 18 h4 was dangerous for Black in B.Jorgensen-J.Christensen, Danish League 1994) 15 0-0-0 Bf7 (15 ... b6 16 h4 Rad8 was played in Mokcsay-Gyimesi, Gyor 1991, and now advancing with the pawn thrust 17 h5 looks strong: 17 ... c5 18 h6 Bh8 19 Nxe6 Qxe6 20 Rh3 threatening 21 Rg3+ etc) 16 g4 Bg6 17 Nf5 Rae8 18 Rhg1 Re5 19 Bf4 Bxf5 20 gxf5 Rxf5 21 Bh6 Rf7 22 Bxg7 Rxg7 23 Rxg7+ Kxg7 24 Qh3 with a really horrid pin on Black’s rook, Jusic-Gyimesi, Gyor 1991.



14 f3 Bd7 15 Nb3 b6 16 Ba6 Re8 17 0-0



White could also consider castling long with 17 0-0-0!?, though Tseshkovsky probably wished to avoid such a sharp move against a dangerous tactician like Yilmaz.



17 ... Bc8 18 Rfe1



The alternative 18 Bxc8 Qxc8 19 Qf2 would also be very nice for Black after 19 ... Nc4.



18 ... Bxa6 19 Qxa6
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19 ... Qc8



It looks like Yilmaz might have been happy with a draw against his more illustrious GM opponent. Otherwise I think he would have chosen the natural 19 ... Nc4 20 Bf2 Qd7 with a very pleasant position.



20 Qxc8 Raxc8 21 Rad1?!



Too passive. White should try 21 Nd4, when 21 ... Nc4 22 Bf2 Nxb2 (or 22 ... c5 23 Nf5) 23 Rxe8+ Rxe8 24 Nxc6 looks fairly equal.



21 ... Nc4 22 Bc1 f5 23 Rxe8+ Rxe8 24 c3
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24 ... a5



24 ... Re2! 25 Kf1 Rc2 looks very strong, but it’s far from simple. Black would have to see that 26 Na1 can be answered by 26 ... Nxb2!, for example 27 Re1 Rf2+! 28 Kxf2 Nd3+ 29 Kf1 Nxe1 30 Kxe1 Bxc3+ etc.



25 Kf2 a4 26 Nd4 Bxd4+ 27 Rxd4



Perhaps White could have considered 27 cxd4. In any case there doesn’t seem to be much reason why he should lose at the moment; the problems start when he tries too hard to win.



27 ... b5 28 b3 axb3 29 axb3 Ne5 30 Bf4 Ng6 31 Bd6 Ra8 32 Rd2 Ra1 33 Ke3 Kf7 34 Kd4 Ke6 35 Bb4 Kd7 36 g3 f4 37 Re2 Rf1 38 Ra2 Rxf3 39 Ra7+ Ke6 40 Rc7 fxg3 41 hxg3 Rxg3 42 Rxc6+ Kf5 43 Rb6 h5 44 Bd6



44 Kxd5 h4 would make it very difficult for White to stop the h-pawn.



44 ... Rg2 45 Rxb5
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45 ... h4?



Was time trouble rearing its ugly head here? 45 ... Nf4 46 Bxf4 Kxf4 47 Rb8 looks drawish – both sides will end up having to sacrifice their rooks for the other’s passed pawn.



46 Kxd5



46 Rxd5+ Kg4 47 Kc5 seems to give White all the chances because of his two connected passed pawns.



46 ... h3 47 Kc6+ Kg4 48 Rb4+ Kf3 49 Rb8 h2 50 Rb7?? 0-1



This bears the hallmark of a hanging flag. 50 Bxh2 still leaves White with whatever chances are going.




Game 5
Z.Almasi-A.Khalifman
Wijk aan Zee 1995

 1 e4 e5 2 Nf3 Nc6 3 Bb5 f5 4 Nc3 fxe4 5 Nxe4 Nf6 6 Qe2 d5 7 Nxf6+ gxf6 8 d4 Bg7 9 dxe5 0-0 10 Bxc6



Rather than see Black’s knight establish itself on the powerful e5-square, White gets it off the board. He certainly manages to inflict enough pawn weaknesses on his opponent, but Black has open files, two bishops and a trio of pawns on d5, c6 and c7 that can become very strong – as long as they don’t get blockaded.



10 ... bxc6 11 e6 Re8 12 0-0



For 12 Be3 see the next game, Luther-Caruso.



[image: ]



12 ... c5!



I think this is the best, flexibly delaying the recapture on e6 whilst getting the pawn trio moving. The alternatives don’t seem quite as good:



a) 12 ... Bxe6 looks less precise, but is nonetheless quite playable: 13 Nd4 Qd7 (other moves seem worse: 13 ... Qd6 14 Qf3 Qd8 was played in Ochoa de Echaguen-Chiburdanidze, Bilbao 1987, and now 15 Qg3 Kh8 16 Bf4 might have been quite testing; 13 ... Bf7 14 Qf3 Qd7 15 Nf5 Bg6 16 Nxg7 Qxg7 17 c3 Be4 18 Qh3 c5 19 Be3 c4 20 f3 Bd3 21 Rfe1 favoured White in Semenova-Karlovich, Alushta 1998; and 13 ... Bd7 14 Qf3 Qe7 15 Be3 Qe4 16 Qxe4 Rxe4 17 Nb3 f5 18 Nc5 Re7 19 c3 saw White start to get a bind on the dark squares in Sitnikov-Kuliev, Novokuznetsk 2001) 14 Qd3 c5 15 Nxe6 Rxe6 16 c4 (16 Be3 c4 17 Qf5 Re7 18 Qxd7 Rxd7 19 Bd4 f5 20 Bxg7 was equal and agreed drawn at this point in Glatt-Gyimesi, Hungarian League 1993) 16 ... c6 17 Be3 Bf8 18 Rad1 d4 19 Bd2 Rae8 20 Rfe1 Rxe1+ 21 Rxe1 Rxe1+ 22 Bxe1 was Mortensen-Valkesalmi, Torshavn 1987.



[image: ]



White has the advantage here due to his better bishop and pawns, but he didn’t manage to win.



b) 12 ... Rxe6 13 Qd3 c5 (13 ... a5 14 Rd1 Ba6 15 Qf5 Qe8 was agreed drawn here in Hardicsay-Forgacs, Hungarian League 1992, though White seems slightly better after 16 Bd2) 14 Rd1 c6 (the alternatives seem inferior: 14 ... Ba6 15 Qxd5 Qxd5 16 Rxd5 Bb7 17 Rd1 Bxf3 18 gxf3 Rb8 19 Be3 was slightly better for White in Velicka-Rybak, Karvina 1988; 14 ... Bb7 15 Qb5 Rb8 16 Qxc5 Rc6 17 Qe3 Rxc2 18 Nd4 Rc4 19 b3 Rb4 20 Qg3 put Black in all sorts of trouble in Vehi Bach-Martin Gonzalez, Barcelona 1990; and 14 ... d4 15 Qc4 Qd6 16 Re1 Kf8 17 Bf4! Qxf4 18 Rxe6 Bxe6 19 Qxe6 Re8 20 Qc4 Qd6 21 Re1 gave Black a nightmarish bad bishop vs good knight position in Chandler-Eames, British League 2001)



[image: ]



15 c4! (Black seems to get good counterplay after less direct moves, for example: 15 Be3 Qe7 16 Qa3 Bf8 17 Nd2 a5 18 c4 d4 19 Bf4 Bd7 wasn’t clear in Tseshkovsky-Parma, Bled/Portoroz 1979; 15 Bf4 Qb6! 16 Rab1 Ba6 17 Qf5 Re4! 18 Re1 was Herrera-Gomez, Cuban Championship 1997, and now 18 ... Bc8! 19 Qh5 Be6 intending ... Bf7 followed by ... Rae8 would have been fine for Black; and finally 15 Qa3 Qe7 16 Bd2 Bf8 17 Re1 c4 18 Qxe7 Rxe7 19 b3 cxb3 20 axb3 c5 gave Black excellent prospects for his bishops in Kosenkov-Brilla Banfalvi, correspondence 1985) 15 ... Qe7 (15 ... Ba6 16 b3 Qe7 17 Ba3 Re8 18 h3 Re4 19 Rac1 dxc4 20 bxc4 gave White slightly the better of it in Grünfeld-Yilmaz, Athens 1997, as did 15 ... d4 16 Bf4 Re8 17 Nd2 Bg4 18 Re1 Qd7 19 Qg3 in Suarez Sedeno-Killane, correspondence 1990) 16 Be3!? d4 (16 ... Ba6?! 17 Qa3! d4!? 18 Bxd4 Bxc4! 19 Bxc5 Qe8 was played in Filipovic-Velimirovic, Banja Luka 1981, and now 20 Nd4 would have been even better for White than the game, with Black having little to show for the pawn deficit) 17 Bf4 Qf7 18 b4!? Ba6 19 Rac1 Rae8 20 bxc5 Re4 21 g3 Qg6 22 Qd2 and Black was struggling to hold the balance in Ochsner-Christensen, Aarhus 1987.



c) 12 ... Qd6



[image: ]



leads to somewhat miserable but
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