
  
    

    
      [image: ]

    

  


  

  

  First published in 2006 by Gloucester Publishers Ltd, Northburgh House, 10 Northburgh Street, London EC1V 0AT

  
 Copyright © 2006 John Emms, Chris Ward and Richard Palliser

  
 The right of John Emms, Chris Ward and Richard Palliser to be identified as the authors of this work has been asserted in accordance with the Copyrights, Designs and Patents Act 1988.

  
 All rights reserved. No part of this publication may be reproduced, stored in a retrieval system or transmitted in any form or by any means, electronic, electrostatic, magnetic tape, photocopying, recording or otherwise, without prior permission of the publisher.

  
 British Library Cataloguing-in-Publication Data
A catalogue record for this book is available from the British Library.

  
 ISBN: 9781 85744 785 9

  
 Distributed in North America by The Globe Pequot Press, P.O Box 480, 
246 Goose Lane, Guilford, CT 06437-0480.

  
 All other sales enquiries should be directed to Popular Chess, Northburgh House, 10 Northburgh Street, London EC1V 0AT
tel: 020 7253 7887; fax: 020 7490 3708 
website: www.popularchess.com
  

  
 Popular Chess Series 
Chief Advisor: Byron Jacobs 
Commissioning editor: John Emms 
Assistant editor: Richard Palliser

  
 Typeset and edited by First Rank Publishing, Brighton.
Cover design by Horatio Monteverde.


  
     
    

  


  

  Contents

Preface
Introduction

4 Qc2
1 A Dangerous d-pawn: 4 Qc2 0-0 5 Bg5 c5 6 d5!?
2 Seizing the Initiative with ...b5!: 4 Qc2 0-0 5 a3 Bxc3+ 6 Qxc3 b5!?
3 Wanting it all (Part 1): 4 Qc2 0-0 5 e4!? d5
4 Wanting it all (Part 2): 4 Qc2 0-0 5 e4!? c5 and 5...d6
5 The Romanishin Gambit: 4 Qc2 d5 5 a3 Bxc3+ 6 Qxc3 c5!? 7 dxc5 d4
6 The Topalov Gambit: 4 Qc2 d5 5 cxd5 c5!?

4 e3
7 A Modern Twist: 4 e3 c5 5 Bd3 Nc6 6 Nge2 cxd4 7 exd4 d5 8 cxd5 Nxd5 9 a3!?
8 Another Vitolinsh Specialty: 4 e3 0-0 5 Ne2 b5!?
9 Baguio City Revisited: 4 e3 0-0 5 Bd3 c5 6 d5!?
10 An Idealistic Advance: 4 e3 Ne4!?

4 Nf3
11 A Break from Kasparov: 4 Nf3 c5 5 d5!?
12 The Milov Gambit: 4 Nf3 b6 5 Bg5 Bb7 6 Nd2 h6 7 Bh4 c5 8 d5!?
13 Going Dutch: 4 Nf3 Ne4!?

  
 Sämisch/4 f3
14 The Undershooting Bishop: 4 a3 Bxc3+ 5 bxc3 c5 6 e3 b6!?
15 A souped-up Blumenfeld!: 4 f3 c5 5 d5 0-0 6 e4 b5!?

Others
16 An Original Leningrad: 4 Bg5 h6 5 Bh4 c5 6 d5 d6 7 Nf3!?
17 A Radical Queen Adventure: 4 Qd3!?

  

  

  
    Index of Complete Games

  


  

  

  

  
 Preface

The original concept behind Dangerous Weapons was to take a major chess opening (say, the Sicilian or the Nimzo-Indian) and to approach it in a completely different way to normal: to concentrate on variations that are ambitious, sharp, innovative, disruptive, tricky, enjoyable to analyse; ones not already weighed down by mountains of theory, and ones unfairly ignored or discredited. To me this seemed like an author’s paradise, which I’m sure contributed somewhat towards the inspiration behind this series!
The main motivation behind studying major openings in such a way is to be able to present the reader (not forgetting the author!) with a considerable number of fresh, hard-hitting opening weapons for both White and Black; in some cases to create repertoires and in others to enhance and rejuvenate existing ones.

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

  
1) Moves that create complex, original positions full of razor-sharp tactics and rich positional ideas where creative, attacking play is rewarded; moves which are new, rare or very fresh, leaving plenty of scope for research.
It should be pointed out that even though mainline theory produces a vast number of wonderfully complicated positions, these opening variations lose out heavily in the ‘danger’ stakes. No matter how sharp and difficult the position, the opening phase is nowhere near as hazardous for your opponent if he is able to fall back on that comfort blanket known as theory. I’ve played plenty of incredibly sharp lines without any real fear simply because of reasonable book knowledge and some solid home preparation. Thus in Dangerous Weapons the emphasis has mainly been on non-theoretical lines, where your opponent is left to his own devices at a very early stage.

  
 2) Moves that are highly ambitious; ones which aim for total domination.
Perfect for those not satisfied with a quiet theoretical edge as White and eager to search for a big advantage or even a direct refutation, albeit at some risk; or for those as Black who prefer to strive for the initiative at any cost, preferring this over a manageable disadvantage or a sterile equality.

  
 3) Moves that have been previously ignored, discarded or discredited by theory, perhaps unfairly so or maybe for the wrong reasons.
Discredited lines can be especially dangerous – the psychological element cannot be ignored. Facing an opening like this, I find myself asking the question, ‘Why is he playing this variation if it is meant to be bad?’ Often there is a very good reason (a logical improvement, perhaps, which overturns a previous assessment), and in any case how are you supposed to remember a hypothetical 15-move refutation when you only browsed it in a book once, and that was a few years ago?

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

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

  
 Guiding You Through
I thought it would be fun to have various icons together with explanatory notes to emphasize significant points throughout. They should be fairly self-explanatory, but here’s a brief summary:

  
DANGEROUS WEAPON! This signifies a game, variation, sub-variation or position where the Dangerous Weapon has obviously produced the desired effect.

  
 BEWARE! Pointing out immediate danger for the player using the Dangerous Weapon.

  
 ROLL THE DICE! Signifying a variation or sub-variation which is perhaps more suited for games with short time-limits or for players who enjoy taking risks.

  
 TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: This indicates a transposition to a different opening variation. Using different move orders to reach a desirable position or to trick your opponent into something with which he is unfamiliar is becoming a weapon of increasing value. Even so, I was still a little surprised by the considerable number of transpositions that cropped up.

As the title suggests, Dangerous Weapons may not be for the faint-hearted! More than anything, it is aimed at players of all levels who like to be entertained, those who are happy to try out fun-to-play openings at their local chess club, on the Internet, in tournaments, wherever they choose to play.
Good luck studying and playing your Dangerous Weapons!

  
 John Emms,
Everyman Chess



  
    


  

  Introduction

The Nimzo-Indian, which arises after the moves 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4, enjoys great popularity at all levels of chess. Sure, from Black’s point of view this is helped by its sound and reliable reputation, yet what attracts players even more is the fact that the Nimzo is ambitious and unbalancing too, offering both sides ample opportunity to play for a win. Imbalances arise because Black is willing to trade his dark-squared bishop for White’s knight, thus giving up the bishop pair, in return for one or more of the following:

  [image: ]

  1) Inflicting White with doubled c-pawns.

  2) Control of the e4-square

  3) A lead in development

  

  One of the main ideas of this book was to take these imbalances and simply stretch them a little bit further!

  We won’t spoil the enjoyment too much by running through all the variations in the seventeen chapters that follow, but maybe it’s worth picking out just one or two. In the Preface it was mentioned that a Dangerous Weapon typically falls into one of four categories. If you were looking for ideas that fall into category ‘1’ then it’s safe to say that many variations hit the mark, 4 Qc2 0-0 5 Bg5 c5 6 d5!? (Chapter 1) and 4 f3 c5 5 d5 0-0 6 e4 b5!? (Chapter 15) being just two examples. 4 Qc2 0-0 5 e4 (Chapters 3-4) fits into category ‘2’, with White’s ambition falling nothing short of ‘world domination’. Variations that have been ignored or discarded by theory include 4 Nf3 c5 5 d5!? (Chapter 11) and its close relative 4 Bg5 h6 5 Bh4 c5 6 d5 d6 7 Nf3!? (Chapter 16), while those looking for pure shock value may be more interested in 4 e3 Ne4!? (Chapter 10) or 4 Qd3!? (Chapter 17).

  We certainly had fun suggesting different weapons and comparing analysis, but at the end of the day each chapter was written by an individual. Chris Ward dealt with Chapters 1, 4, 11, 12 and 16; Richard Palliser wrote Chapters 2, 5, 6, 8, 9, 15 and 17; and John Emms was responsible for Chapters 3, 7, 10, 13 and 14.

  

  
    Finally, we would more than welcome any reader feedback with ideas, analysis and suggestions. Please feel free to contact the authors via Everyman Chess (email info@everymanchess.com).

    
 John Emms, Chris Ward and Richard Palliser
August 2006

  


  
    


  

  Chapter One
A Dangerous d-pawn

  
 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 0-0 5 Bg5 c5 6 d5!? (Diagram 1)
[image: ]

  Diagram 1 (B)

  

  In the Classical Variation of the Nimzo-Indian, after 4 Qc2 0-0 by far the most popular continuation is 5 a3, when White gains the bishop pair and plans on taking that advantage through the middlegame possibly even into the endgame where it might just prove decisive.

  In more recent times White players have tried the sharper 5 e4 (see Chapters 3-4), but another natural move, 5 Bg5, is considered tame in view of 5...c5 or 5...h6 6 Bh4 c5. Indeed, supporting d4 with e2-e3 or solving the situation by capturing on c5 is not held in high regard by theory, but here I am offering a Dangerous Weapon in the form of the pawn advance d4-d5. The beauty of the position after 6 d5!? is that it has occurred on only a handful of occasions in practice, and indeed almost all of the theory that follows is based on home study and is yet to be tested in tournament play.

  The following game is one of the rare encounters in which this idea has hit the chess board:

  
S.Agdestein-H.Stefansson
Reykjavik 1995

  
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2

  Please pay heed to the Leningrad variation 4 Bg5 h6 5 Bh4 c5 6 d5 b5 7 dxe6 (7 e4!? declining Black’s gambit and, in view of the unpinning ...g5, offering a pawn instead is an interesting and playable alternative) 7...fxe6 8 cxb5 d5 9 e3 0-0 (Diagram 2).
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  Diagram 2 (W)

  

  With reference to my comments to White’s 10th move, note that typically White favours 10 Bd3 rather than 10 Qc2 here. However, that does not lead us to the conclusion that this is an inferior version for White because, as soon detailed, there are some subtle differences.

  4...0-0 5 Bg5 (Diagram 3)
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  Diagram 3 (B)

  

  5...c5

  Played with or without the inclusion of ...h6 and Bh4, in my opinion this must be the most principled continuation because Black seeks to exploit White’s apparent reluctance to keep the traditionally key d4-square guarded.

  Upon 5...d6, the reply 6 e4 would certainly be possible. However, given that elsewhere in the book after 5 e4 d6 I recommend 6 e5 rather than 6 Bg5, such a continuation could be seen as inferior, or at least inconsistent. Instead White can gain a comfortable edge via the simple 6 e3 with a natural development plan of Bd3 and Nge2. The bishop on b4 doesn’t appear to have a great future and it may be forced to concede itself either without White employing the provoking a3 or else in a situation where a simple re-rack will occur by a knight from e2 to c3. It seems to me that White will ultimately enter a middlegame with a bishop pair and without the lapse in development that is associated with the standard main lines of the 4...0-0 5 a3 Classical Variation. Practical outings appear to support my view after 6...Nbd7 7 Bd3 h6 8 Bh4 b6 and now:

  a) 9 Nge2 Bb7 10 0-0 d5 11 cxd5 exd5 12 f3 Be7 13 Rad1 a6 14 Kh1 c6 15 Bf5, when White had achieved a clearly advantageous ‘QGD Exchange Variation’ in V.Sakalauskas-V.Novikov, Siauliai 2005.

  b) Rather different and certainly with some appeal was the 9 f4 Bb7 10 Nf3 c5 11 0-0 Bxc3 12 Qxc3 Rc8 13 Rae1 Qc7 14 e4 d5 15 exd5 exd5 16 Bf5 Ne4 17 Qa3 Rce8 18 cxd5 Bxd5 19 Ne5 Nxe5 20 dxe5 Qb7 21 Qh3 c4 22 Qg4 Kh8 23 Rf3 Qc6 24 Rfe3 Nc5 25 Bf6 gxf6 26 Rh3 fxe5 27 Qg5 1-0 of A.Istratescu-N.Cioara, Niort 2004.

  The same argument goes for 5...Nc6, as White can guard his centre easily with 6 e3. With Bd3 and Nge2 again an obvious piece set-up, Black will live to regret obstructing his c-pawn.

  6 d5 b5 (Diagram 4)
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  Diagram 4 (W)

  This, if you like, ‘counter-gambit’ is fairly logical in that White already appears to be relinquishing control over d5. This is of course far from forced, and equally possible are the 6...h6, 6...d6 and 6...exd5 that are studied later.

  7 dxe6

  The downside (by definition!) of this sacrifice is of course that White has an option of bagging a pawn, and in fact that is exactly what he does. When I mentioned the move 7 e4 in the Leningrad variation in my notes to White’s 4th move, it was a gambit, but with the queen now on c2 that isn’t the case and 7 e4 seems quite plausible. Particularly interesting would be the fascinating variation 7...h6 8 Bh4 exd5 9 cxd5 Re8 10 f3 g5 11 Bf2 Nxd5 (Diagram 5),
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  Diagram 5 (W)

  

  when White might choose between regaining his pawn via 12 Bxc5 or going for immediate kingside action with 12 h4!?.

  7...fxe6 8 cxb5 d5 9 a3 Ba5

  Upon 9...Bxc3+ it strikes me that White can recapture in a satisfactory manner either way. 10 bxc3 undoubles the pawns but after 10 Qxc3, given that 10...Ne4? fails to 11 Bxd8 Nxc3 12 Be7 Rf7 13 Bxc5, the immediate pressuring of Black’s c5-pawn also has something to say for it. I wouldn’t exactly use the phrase ‘spoilt for choice’ but certainly the concession of the bishop on c3 doesn’t look promising for Black.

  Similarly, 9...Qa5 10 Rc1 Bxc3+ 11 Qxc3 Qxb5 should be a bit better for White, who can force the exposure of Black’s king along the g-file with 12 Bxf6 in view of 12...Rxf6 13 Qxc5!.

  10 e3 (Diagram 6)
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  Diagram 6 (B)

  

  

  TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: In truth this is a very rare position, but place the black bishop back on b4, the white pawn back on a2, the queen on d1 and the bishop on d3 and we would be in a main line Leningrad variation more commonly reached via the move order detailed in my notes to move four (incidentally ...h6; Bh4 is an optional insertion too).

  Although in that instance the move Bd3 is preferred to Qc2, a major difference here is that the black bishop has already been forced back to a5 thus depriving Black’s queen of that square.

  10...Nbd7

  It does of course needs to be analysed, but clearly the tempting 10...d4 is not very good. For one thing White has the pawn-pinning 11 Rd1 and, besides that, 11 exd4 cxd4 12 b4 dxc3 (or 12...Bb6 13 Ne4) 13 bxa5 Qxa5 14 Bd3 leaves White with the two bishops and the superior pawn structure.

  11 Nf3 Qc7 12 Be2 Ne4 13 Bf4 Bxc3+

  Black is eager to vacate the a5-square for his queen. It should be noted that the obvious alternative 13...e5 14 Bg3 leaves Black a little tied down to the defence of the e-pawn as well as being a bit worried about the d5-pawn.

  14 bxc3 Qa5

  14...e5 15 Bg3 Qa5 16 0-0 Nxc3 (or 16...Qxc3 17 Qa2!?) 17 Nxe5 is the sort of thing my previous comments referred to.

  15 Ng5! (Diagram 7)
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  Diagram 7 (B)

  

  15...Nxg5

  15...Nxc3?? of course wasn’t possible because of the mate on h7, whilst in other lines the e6-pawn would hang.

  16 Bxg5

  DANGEROUS WEAPON!

  Black has a half-open f-file and an extra centre pawn, but White has an extra pawn full stop(!) as well as the bishop pair. Add in to the mix that White is now ready to castle and clearly he is on top.

  

  16...a6 17 e4!?

  I prefer this aggressive thrust to the materialistic 17 bxa6 Bxa6, which could see the bishop duo halved and definitely leaves White’s queenside pawns looking less attractive.

  17...axb5 18 exd5 exd5 19 0-0

  White does have isolated queenside pawns but also has clear targets of his own in h7 and d5 to attack.

  19...Bb7 20 Bd3 h6 21 Be7 Rf4 22 Qe2 (Diagram 8)
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  Diagram 8 (B)

  

  Eyeing up the big hole on e6 as well as the b5-pawn.

  22...Qb6 23 Rae1 Rxa3 24 Qh5

  Definitely working with the initiative, White has actually gone from being a pawn up to a pawn down. Note that one big threat here is Bf5.

  24...d4 25 Bf5 Rxf5

  In view of the threat of Qe8+, this is practically forced. Mind you, although the light-squared bishop was a danger, there are other offensive pieces where that came from!

  26 Qxf5 Qc6 27 f3 dxc3 28 Rd1 Bc8 29 Rd6 Qb7 30 Rfd1

  All of the white pieces are combining well together.

  30...Ra7 31 Qe6+

  Definitely winning, although it is a shame that 31 Rxh6! gxh6 32 Qg6+ Kh8 33 Bf6+ Nxf6 34 Rd8+ didn’t appear.

  31...Kh8 32 Qg6 (Diagram 9)
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  Diagram 9 (B)

  

  32...Ra6

  Highlighting White’s threats, 32...b4 33 Bf6! Nxf6 (33...gxf6 34 Rxf6 would also be mating) 34 Rd8+ Ng8 35 Rxg8+ Kxg8 36 Rd8 mate is visual.

  33 Bf6

  Played anyway, and now the end is nigh!

  33...gxf6 34 Qe8+ Kg7 35 Rxd7+ 1-0

  
 Can’t Black simply grab a Pawn?
It’s true, he can. The first thing you should note is that after...

  1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 0-0 5 Bg5 c5 6 d5 h6 7 Bh4

  Black can win a pawn by force with...

  7...g5 (Diagram 10)
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  Diagram 10 (W)

  

  However, because of the obvious weakness it creates, I’m inclined to award 7...g5 with a ‘?!’, even if ironically this move is probably the reason why we haven’t seen much of 6 d5 in practical play.

  8 Bg3 exd5 9 cxd5 Nxd5

  Snatching the pawn must be the only justification for the kingside weakening process that Black has just undergone.

  10 Rd1! (Diagram 11)
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  Diagram 11 (B)

  

  

  Although White will be itching to play h2-h4, he must keep control in the centre before he gets that cherished h-file checkmate. The text correctly keeps up the momentum.

  10...Nxc3

  Preserving an extra defensive piece with 10...Nf6 may seem more prudent, but with accurate and powerful play White can still drum up a serious kingside initiative: 11 h4 g4 (there is no time for 11...d5, as 12 hxg5 hxg5 13 Be5! shows; aside from simply taking the knight in order to deliver mate on h7, White has Rxd5 available with h8-mating ideas as well!) 12 Bf4 Kg7 (12...h5 leaves some terribly weak dark squares and 13 a3 Ba5 14 Rd6!, as seen in our main line, carries the crushing threats of Bg5 and Qf5) 13 a3 Ba5 14 Rd6! (Diagram 12).
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  Diagram 12 (B)

  

  

  White has tremendous compensation for his pawn, and it should be noted that the attempt to budge the rook with 14...Bc7 (also observe the stylish 14...Nc6 15 Bxh6+! Kxh6 16 Qf5 Kg7 17 Qg5+) walks into 15 Rxf6 Qxf6 (or 15...Kxf6 16 Nd5+) 16 Bxc7.

  Instead of 13...Ba5, the sequence 13...Bxc3+ 14 Qxc3 leaves Black’s knight horribly pinned, and Black having to prevent Rd6 with 14...d5. Then both 15 Qc1 and 15 Qe3, scrutinizing h6, are candidates but the simple 15 Qxc5 leaves White with a comfortable edge too.

  

  11 bxc3 Ba5 12 Rd6!

  The bonus behind White’s 10th move. Black’s d-pawn is prevented from moving, whilst the h-pawn comes under close scrutiny.

  12...Kg7 13 h4!

  Now the time is right and White is well placed for an h-file invasion. Black keeps the h-file blocked but this allows White’s dark-squared bishop to get back in on the act.

  13...g4 14 Bf4 f6

  14...Rh8 runs into 15 Be5+.

  15 h5

  Threatening 16 Qg6+, which Black prevents.

  15...Qe8 16 Rh4! (Diagram 13)
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  Diagram 13 (B)

  

  

  DANGEROUS WEAPON! An amazing position: Black has his queenside pieces at home, whilst the g1-knight and f1-bishop don’t look like moving anywhere soon. However, that is of little consequence to White, who is about to do something nasty to Black with the pieces he has got developed.

  
 Some More Thoughts
Even if Black doesn’t accept the pawn offer, after ...exd5; cxd5 an imbalanced middlegame is inevitable. The half-open e-file makes it difficult for White to make the most of his extra e-pawn in the short run, while it may appear surprising that I frequently offer White a queenside castling option in view of Black’s extra c-pawn. It’s rather annoying for the second player, however, that whilst his queenside pawns hold clear potential, his dark-squared bishop often seems to be in the way on b4.

  I guess the big debate in the theory section relates to the question as to whether or not Black should insert the early ...h6 that forces – well besides the speculative h2-h4?! – Bh4. Generally speaking the advantages to Black of this are as follows:

  

  1) His h7-pawn won’t hang should White’s bishop develop on d3.

  2) White has been forced to make a decision on his bishop and no longer has the option to withdraw it to d2.

  3) In an arguably critical variation, Black’s queen parked on e4 hits the bishop on h4 but wouldn’t do so were it on g5.

  

  The disadvantages are:

  

  1) Castling could easily be of the opposite-side variety where moving pawns in front of your king can be detrimental. A black pawn on h6 may encourage a g4-g5 plan to open up the g-file.

  2) If Black managed to unpin his f6-knight with, say, ...Qa5 then a future ...Ne4 would hit a white bishop on g5 but not one on h4.

  
 Looking a Little Deeper
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 0-0 5 Bg5 c5 6 d5 (Diagram 14)
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  Diagram 14 (B)

  

  

  Here we have already examined 6...b5, but now it is time for the other serious candidates:

  
A: 6...h6
B: 6...exd5
C: 6...d6

  
 A) 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 0-0 5 Bg5 c5 6 d5 h6 7 Bh4 (Diagram 15)
[image: ]

  Diagram 15 (B)

  

  

  Remember that this position could have arisen with Black inserting ...h6 before ...c5. We’ve already analysed 7...g5, Black could still play in gambit style himself with 7...b5 as discussed in the illustrative game, while 7...d6 will probably transposes to Variation C. Otherwise, the main move is...

  

  7...exd5

  With or without ...h6 and Bh4 thrown in, here is where White has a serious decision to make: he can take the safe route which with reasonable Black play should probably lead to a level (but still complex) position or else go completely for broke. A possible two-pawn sacrifice could leave White ultimately glorious or else grimly defending an ending!

  
A1: 8 0-0-0!?
A2: 8 cxd5

  
 A1) 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 0-0 5 Bg5 c5 6 d5 h6 7 Bh4 exd5 8 0-0-0!? (Diagram 16)
[image: ]

  Diagram 16 (B)

  

  

  

  ROLL THE DICE! This is a move for gamblers. 8 0-0-0 is unquestionably risky, but for the unprepared Black player this line could certainly be a bit of a minefield.

  

  8...Bxc3!

  Black has to play accurately; other possibilities justify White’s ambition:

  a) After 8...dxc4 9 Nd5 g5 10 Bg3 Nxd5 11 Rxd5 Black is two pawns up but White stands well in the centre and is ready to punish Black with h2-h4 – his compensation has to be taken very seriously.

  b) 8...d4 9 Bxf6!? (I think I prefer this to the immediate 9 Nd5 g5 10 Nxb4 gxh4, which is unclear) 9...Qxf6 10 Nd5 Qg5+ 11 e3 dxe3 12 Nf3, when the wonderful knight on d5 compared to the out-of-sorts bishop on b4 offers White more than satisfactory play for the material investment.

  9 bxc3

  You may note that 8 Qxc3 is playable without the inclusion of ...h6 and Bh4 (see Variation B1), but here 9 Qxc3 must be doubtful in view of 9...d4! 10 Qf3 g5 11 Bg3 d5.

  9...dxc4 10 e4

  10 g4 may fulfil the dual role of facilitating Bg2 and g4-g5, but it is still speculative. That aside, only 10 Rd6 may offer some hope for White but in truth I haven’t found anything especially encouraging.

  10...Qe7!

  10...Nc6 11 f4 looks like some sort of play for the two pawns.
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  Diagram 17 (B)

  

  11 Bxc4 (Diagram 17)

  Having control of the d4-square is useful, but the problem White has is that he doesn’t really want to spend time defending his e4-pawn. Most annoyingly, 11 Re1 can be met by 11...d5 because the white rook is unguarded on e1.

  11...Qxe4 12 Qxe4

  12 Bxf6? is best met by 12...Qxc4 or 12...Qf4+, intending to recapture on f6 with the queen.

  12...Nxe4 13 Ne2

  ...and the best that I can really offer is that, with his bishop pair, lead in development and active piece play, White has some drawing chances!

  
 A22) 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 0-0 5 Bg5 c5 6 d5 h6 7 Bh4 exd5 8 cxd5
This is objectively stronger and more solid, although Black can still transpose to the main gambit line if he wants to get greedy with 8...g5. More sensible though is...

  8...d6 (Diagram 18)
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  Diagram 18 (W)

  

  8...Re8 should not prove to be of significant difference as it is unlikely that Black will be able to do without ...d6 for long.

  9 e3

  White has another option in 9 0-0-0!? Nbd7 10 Ne4!? g5 11 Nxf6+ Nxf6 12 Bg3 c4, when 13 h4 sees both sides going at it hammer and tongs. 10 f3 preparing e2-e4 is an alternative, but the immediate 10 e4 feels a little suspicious in view of 10...Bxc3. White can’t take back with the queen because of ...Nxe4, whilst recapturing with the pawn leaves White’s king a little exposed. That said, possibly something can be made of the extra centre pawn with f2-f4 and e4-e5, and it’s all pretty double-edged.

  BEWARE! 9 Nf3 Nbd7 10 Nd2 Re8 11 e4? allows the devilish trick 11...Nxe4!! 12 Bxd8 Nxc3+ 13 Be2 Nxe2 14 Kf1 Nd4 followed by ...Rxd8. Instead White should play 11 e3.

  9...Nbd7

  9...g5 10 Bg3 Nxd5 is a hardly a free pawn after 11 Rd1! Be6 12 e4 Nf4 13 Nge2 Nxe2 14 Bxe2, as Black may suffer on the kingside and the d6-pawn should also drop.

  10 Nge2!? (Diagram 19)
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  Diagram 19 (B)

  

  

  10 Bd3 makes little sense in view of 10...Ne5, but 10 Nf3 could still be considered.

  10 Nge2 adds vital support to c3, so now ...Bxc3 can be met by Nxc3!. Here are three Black options from here:

  c1) 10...Qa5 11 a3 (11 0-0-0 b5 or 11...c4 is very murky) is probably not best met by 11...Nxd5 because 12 0-0-0! Nxc3 13 Nxc3 Bxc3 14 Qxc3 leaves White with the bishop pair in a favourable endgame.

  c2) 10...Nb6 11 0-0-0 with approximately equal chances in an imbalanced position.

  c2) 10...Re8 11 0-0-0 a6 when 12 g4 b5 13 g5 Nh7 is once more very unclear.

  
 B) 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 0-0 5 Bg5 c5 6 d5 exd5
After this immediate capture on d5, White can again decide whether or not to take the long-castling gamble:

  
 B1: 7 0-0-0!?
B2: 7 cxd5

  
 B1) 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 0-0 5 Bg5 c5 6 d5 exd5 7 0-0-0!? (Diagram 20)
[image: ]

  Diagram 20 (B)

  

  This is much more dangerous for Black than the similar line 6...h6 7 Bh4 exd5 8 0-0-0 (see Variation A1).

  7...Bxc3!

  

  DANGEROUS WEAPON! We can write off 7...d4? 8 Nd5 due to a lack of a ‘...g5 unpinning get-out clause’. As an alternative to 7...Bxc3, that leaves 7...dxc4 8 Nd5 d6 9 Bxf6 gxf6. Now both 10 Qxc4 Be6 11 Qf4 and 10 e3 Be6 11 Bxc4 are favourable for White: Black has problems on f6 and d6, whilst the b4-bishop is awkwardly placed too.

  

  8 bxc3

  With ...h6 and Bh4 not included, White could also consider 8 Qxc3. For example:

  a) 8...Ne4 9 Bxd8 Nxc3 10 bxc3 Rxd8 11 cxd5 reaches a position that, though objectively close to equal, I believe White could work with.

  b) 8...d4 9 Qf3 Nc6 10 Bxf6 Qxf6 11 Qxf6 gxf6 12 e3 d6 13 exd4 Nxd4 14 Ne2 when it appears that Black can avoid having to passively defend f6 and d6 by continuing actively via 14...Bg4! 15 f3 Nxe2+ 16 Bxe2 Rfe8. A draw is the most likely outcome, but perhaps White can claim a niggling edge through 17 Rd2 with Rhd1 and Bf1 to follow.

  c) 8...dxc4 9 Bxf6 Qxf6 10 Qxf6 gxf6 11 Nh3!? and, with the knight heading for d5 or possibly h5, White can seek to exploit Black’s structural defects. We mustn’t, however, forget that the queens are off and he is (sort of!) two pawns down.

  8...dxc4 9 e4 (Diagram 21)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 21 (B)

  

  

  Compared to Variation A21, the similar line 9...Qe7 10 Bxc4 Qxe4 11 Bd3 is playable for White because there is no bishop hanging on h4. 11...Qxg2 12 Bxf6 Qxh1 13 Bxh7+ Kh8 14 Qf5 gxf6 15 Qxf6+ Kxh7 is at least a draw for White, but I wouldn’t be surprised if he has more adventurous continuations, with the queen-trapping attempt 13 f3 one of several candidates.

  
 B2) 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 0-0 5 Bg5 c5 6 d5 exd5 7 cxd5 d6 (Diagram 22)
[image: ]

  Diagram 22 (W)

  

  

  This is one of several positions that could be compared with the Leningrad Variation. Indeed, move White’s queen back to d1 and uncastle Black’s king and that’s exactly what we would have. Making a comparison, it could be argued that Qc2 shouldn’t be a priority move. On the other hand, whilst it is clearly useful, it’s also not outrageous to suggest that Black may have preferred more pressing moves than ...0-0. Regarding my analysis, White’s choices are just the same as those with ...h6 and Bh4 thrown in (see Variation A2), and I will just mention those with some independent significance:

  a) 8 0-0-0 h6 9 Bd2 Bxc3 10 Bxc3 b5 and Black’s queenside pawns will prove annoying. I don’t feel that this attempt to take advantage of the move order works for White, who may as well transpose to Variation A2 with 9 Bh4.

  b) 8 e3 Nbd7 9 Bd3?! Bxc3+ (or 9...Ne5) 10 bxc3 Qa5 11 Ne2 h6 12 Bh4 Nxd5 13 0-0 with some but not a lot of play for the pawn. Again it makes more sense for White to play either 8 Nge2 or 8 Nf3, with a transposition to Variation A2 likely if Black plays ...h7-h6.

  
C) 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 0-0 5 Bg5 c5 6 d5 d6 (Diagram 23)
[image: ]

  Diagram 23 (W)

  

  

  Black appears to be trying to keep his options open. Here 7 0-0-0!? is consistent with the way I have been advocating that White tackles this sharp variation. 7 e3 is obviously possible too, while a rare practical outing saw 7 Nf3 h6 8 Bh4 g5 9 Bg3 Bxc3+ 10 bxc3 e5 11 Nd2 when White had achieved a favourable Leningrad Nimzo in J.Lautier-U.Andersson, Biel 1991, because Black’s king has committed itself to castling, when ...Kd8-c7 is generally considered to be a safer manoeuvre for the monarch.

  
 Conclusion
There can be no denying that 6 d5 deserves its place in this book as a Dangerous Weapon and I am sure that we are going to see more of it in tournament play. Could it be that you, the reader, will kick off a trend?

  I remain truly bemused by the lack of practical outings, as my analysis seems to suggest that it’s not just a bag of tricks. Right now it isn’t 100% clear what the correct line is, but the theory given here suggests that even with best play by Black, White shouldn’t really come off worse and in some of the sharper 0-0-0 lines Black does have a bit of minefield to cross. Certainly if Black accepts the d-pawn offering by dabbling in an early ...g5, then White appears to gain excellent compensation.

  

  
    I wish the best of luck to any White players daring enough to take up the mantle and show everyone the way forward. I’m very tempted to play it myself!

  


  

  
Chapter Two
Seizing the Initiative with ...b5!

  
 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 0-0 5 a3 Bxc3+ 6 Qxc3 b5!? (Diagram 1)
[image: ]

  Diagram 1 (W)

  
  6...b5!? is an idea of the gifted Latvian, Alvis Vitolinsh, although he preferred to meet 7 cxb5 with 7...a6, whereas everyone since has preferred 7...c6. This radical sacrifice is actually far from illogical: Black wishes to increase his lead in development and to gain strong play on the light squares.

  Vitolinsh’s gambit remains a long way behind 6...b6 in the popularity stakes, despite the rich positions that it leads to. Its theoretical reputation is not, however, at all bad, as testified by its deployment by both Michael Adams and Liviu-Dieter Nisipeanu. Credit for the development of 6...b5!? must also be paid to Andras Adorjan, Viorel Iordachescu and Jonathan Tisdall. They have all scored well with this bold concept and it’s puzzling why it isn’t more popular at all levels.

  
B.Ostenstad-J.Tisdall
Norway 1994

  
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 e6 3 Nc3 Bb4 4 Qc2 0-0 5 a3 Bxc3+ 6 Qxc3 b5 7 cxb5 c6 (Diagram 2)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 2 (W)

  
  ROLL THE DICE! Black might still consider 7...a6, although my suspicion is that it’s probably a little suspect, such as after 8 Qf3!? d5 9 Bg5.

  
  Instead 8 e3 d6 9 Nf3 Bb7 10 bxa6 Nxa6 11 Be2 c5 12 0-0 Rc8 gave Black reasonable compensation in V.Gavrikov-A.Vitolinsh, Severodonetsk 1982, and this should be compared to 4 e3 0-0 5 Nge2 b5!?, another favourite of Vitolinsh’s and the subject of Chapter 8.

  8 e3

  Preparing to hang on to the pawn. White can also do this with 8 bxc6, which will be explored in the theoretical section below, along with his no less critical attempts involving returning the pawn.

  8...cxb5 9 Bxb5

  Consistent, although one can’t really blame a White player surprised by 6...b5 for preferring to keep g2 covered:

  a) 9 Nf3 Bb7 10 Be2 (10 Bxb5 Ne4 11 Qb3 was preferred in S.Ivanov-A.Shishkov, Paide 1999; this should be compared to our main game, and here 11...Bd5!? 12 Qa4 Ng5! 13 Be2 Nc6 14 Bd2 f5 supplies good compensation) 10...Nc6 11 0-0 Rc8 12 Qd3 Na5! 13 Nd2 a6 14 f3?! Nd5! 15 Ne4 d6 16 Rb1 f5 (Diagram 3)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 3 (W)

  
  17 Nf2 Qg5 18 g3 Qg6 left White a little cramped and under pressure against Black’s thematic handling of the position in A.Keatinge Clay-A.Yermolinsky, San Francisco 2003.

  b) 9 f3 is an understandable attempt to control the key e4-square, but White rarely manages to follow up by forcing through e4 himself. A.Deshmukh-I.Ibragimov, Sangli 2000 continued 9...Nd5! 10 Qd2 Bb7 11 Nh3 f5 (preventing e4) 12 Bd3 Nc6 13 0-0 Qb6 14 Qf2 Na5 (Diagram 4)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 4 (W)

  
  15 e4?! fxe4 16 Bxe4 Nf6 17 Bxb7 Qxb7 18 Bf4 Qb6 and White was positionally much worse.

  c) 9 Bd3 Bb7 10 f3 can just be met by 10...Nd5 11 Qd2 f5 12 Nh3 Nc6, transposing to variation ‘b’, and also possible is 10...Nc6 11 Ne2 Rc8 12 Qb3 Na5 13 Qd1 Bd5! 14 Bc2 Qc7 15 Nc3, as in R.Akesson-K.Volke, Stockholm 2003. Black had there deployed his pieces very thematically and could have taken advantage of his better development with 15...Bc4!, meeting 16 Bd2 with 16...e5 and 16 Kf2 with 16...Nd5.

  9...Ne4 (Diagram 5)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 5 (W)

  
  10 Qb3

  Already Black is gaining time by attacking White’s two developed pieces and will continue to do so, for example with 10 Qd3 Nd6 11 Ne2 (11 a4 a6 12 Bc4 Qg5 is also a little awkward for White) 11...Qg5 12 Nc3 Nxb5 13 Qxb5 Qxg2, when White’s extra pawn was already no more in M.Grunwald-M.Holzhaeuer, correspondence 1986.

  White has also tried 10 Qb4 a5 11 Qa4 when 11...Qg5!? is tempting, but so too is to follow Y.Rantanen-E.Raaste, Finnish Ch., Helsinki 1990: 11...Bb7 12 Nf3 f5 13 0-0 Rf6! (making good use of Black’s pressure down the long diagonal) 14 Nd2 Rg6 15 Nxe4 fxe4! 16 Be2 Qh4 17 g3? (17 Kh1 Qg5 18 Rg1 was a superior defence) 17...Qh3 18 f4 exf3 19 Rxf3 Rh6 20 Rf2 Qxg3+! and White’s kingside was in tatters.

  10...Na6

  The knight is en route to c7, although 10...Ba6!? also looks rather consistent. So too does 10...Qg5, which has actually been Michael Adams’ choice: 11 Bf1 Nc6 (Diagram 6)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 6 (W)

  
  and now:

  a) 12 Nf3 Qa5+!? (deviating from his earlier 12...Qg6 13 g3 Rb8 14 Qd3 Qf5 15 Be2 Rb6!, which also looked pretty effective in A.Baburin-M.Adams, Kilkenny 1999) 13 Bd2 Nxd2 14 Nxd2 Rb8 15 Qc3 Qg5 16 Nf3 Qg6 17 Rc1 Bb7 18 Qc2 f5 and Black’s pressure against g2 gave him sufficient compensation in L.Van Wely-M.Adams, online blitz 2004.

  b) 12 Qc2!? f5 13 Nh3 when Black might consider 13...Qh4 as well as the 13...Qd8!? 14 b4 Bb7 15 f3 Rc8 16 Qb2 Nd6 17 Bd3 Qb6 18 0-0 Ba6 of L.Van Wely-P.Nikolic, Wijk aan Zee 2000, after which Black aimed to exploit White’s weakened queenside squares, especially c4.

  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
  
    21 f3 Rxc1 22 Qxc1 Bc4 saw Black most instructively exploit the weakness of the c4-square, and he went on to win in S.Atalik-C.Balogh, European Ch., Kusadasi 2006. 15 b4 is possibly too ambitious, and White might instead content himself with 15 Nd2. Then 15...Na5 16 Rfc1 Qg5 17 Bf1 Bd5 18 Rc3 Rxc3 19 Qxc3 Nc4 20 a4 Nxd2 was rather equal and agreed drawn in P.Kiriakov-A.Motylev, Russian Team Ch. 2005, as was 15 Rfc1 Qd8 16 Nd2 Ne7 17 Bf3 Bxf3 18 Nxf3 Rxc1+ 19 Rxc1 Rc8 20 Qd2 d6 21 Ne1 Rxc1 22 Qxc1 Qc8 in G.Timoscenko-S.Brynell, Calvia Olympiad 2004. Far from riveting stuff, but proof that the main line is in good shape for Black.

    
Conclusion
Back in 1995, leading 4 Qc2 expert Ivan Sokolov commented that ‘it is surprising that the Vitolinsh Gambit has never become fully fashionable.’ That mysteriously remains the case today, although the tide may finally be turning. Certainly Black gains attractive compensation should White hang on to the pawn, and he also appears to be in fine shape after White’s more modern attempts of both 8 f3 and 8 Bg5.
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