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  Preface


  Many players stick to slightly offbeat lines as White in a bid to avoid having to learn too much theory, but then soon discover that Black can comfortably equalise in some way or another. At this moment it is all too easy to switch to an alternative unusual system only to find, after some initial success at the local club, that opponents will come up with an antidote to that as well! Instead White can issue a greater challenge by adopting broader based and slightly more ‘theoretical’ systems which offer every possibility of obtaining an enduring positional advantage and/or attacking prospects.


  By commencing with 1 d4 and 2 c4, White presents a direct challenge to Black and yet play does not have to be too theoretical. In fact throughout the book, the emphasis of the notes is on highlighting key plans and structures so that White players can quickly understand the arising positions as well as, if not better than, their prospective opponents. The lines given are all sound, but are not at the cutting edge of theory and so one Informant novelty will not refute a whole variation overnight! Coverage at times is quite detailed but this is to provide the stronger club player with enough theory to employ these lines with confidence, whilst at the same time illustrating several examples of typical themes in each variation.


  As I have discovered in my own games, the weapons presented here are quite easy to understand but they are by no means innocuous! Indeed I believe the repertoire as a whole will enable readers to gain good practical results.


  This work has been an enjoyable, albeit quite long, process and could not have been completed without some much appreciated help from my editor Jimmy Adams. I was also grateful, at some time or other, to the following for their thoughts and advice: Paul Hopwood, Malcolm Pein, Mike Twyble, Sam Collins, Peter Wells, James Vigus, Angus Dunnington, Kieran Smallbone, John Emms, Jonathan Smith and Chris Ward.


  So, on with our journey through the openings – and good luck playing 1 d4!


  Richard Palliser


  Oxford, May 2003
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  1 The Slav


  1 d4 d5 2 c4 c6 3 [image: ]f3 [image: ]f6 4 e3


  [image: ]


  The Slav remains a popular and dependable choice for Black, whilst after the main choice of 4 [image: ]c3, White must be prepared for the sharp Semi-Slav with 4…e6, the fashionable 4…a6!? and the Slav proper with 4…dxc4. 4 e3 aims to cut across all these variations, although 4…a6 remains possible as we shall see in the notes to Game 3. However, the lack of a knight on c3 takes the sting out of …b5, which often leads Black to omit that move entirely.


  The apparent downside to 4 e3 is that it allows Black to actively develop his light-squared bishop to f5 (Game 1) or to g4 (Game 3), but in return White can immediately target the resulting weakness of b7. The attempt to reach a Semi-Slav after 4…e6 is well met by 5 [image: ]bd2 as Miles demonstrates in Game 2, whilst he was also at his best in Game 5, where we round up Black’s alternatives to 3…[image: ]f6. Finally the often poorly documented, but very solid and flexible, 4…g6, leading to a type of Slav and Grünfeld hybrid, is covered in Game 4.


  Game 1


  Hebden - Arkell


  Game 2, Match, London, 1999


  1 d4 d5 2 [image: ]f3 [image: ]f6 3 c4 c6 4 e3 [image: ]f5


  [image: ]


  In The Slav Sadler awarded this an exclam and commented that “3 [image: ]f3 [image: ]f6 4 e3 [image: ]f5 is nothing for White”. Needless to say I am not convinced as 4…[image: ]f5 does have one downside, which White now immediately aims to exploit.


  5 cxd5


  It is important to make the exchange now before Black has time to fortify his centre with …e6, and then recapture with the e-pawn. After 5…cxd5 White aims to exploit the slight weakening of the black queenside, something which often requires the b1-knight to be left at home for a while. This enables the dark-squared bishop to go from being ‘bad’ to being quite useful on b4, whilst White can also aim to gain pressure down the c-file in some lines.


  5…cxd5


  After 5…[image: ]xd5?! it is hard to believe that the threat of e4 will not give White something tangible and yet this recapture was quite popular for Black, even in top level tournaments, back in the 1920s and the 1930s. 6 [image: ]c3 e6 (or 6…[image: ]b4?! when 7 e4 [image: ]g4 8 [image: ]b3! – again this move more than saves the day – 8…e6 9 a3 [image: ]xf3 10 gxf3 [image: ]4a6 11 [image: ]xb7 won a pawn in Piantoni-Zurla, Robecchetto 1994) 7 [image: ]b3! (threatening both 8 e4 and 8 [image: ]xb7) 7…[image: ]b6 8 [image: ]c4 [image: ]xb3 9 [image: ]xb3 [image: ]d3 (ensuring that the bishop isn’t blocked out of play on g6 after e4, but still White has a free rein in the centre) 10 [image: ]e5 [image: ]a6 11 e4 [image: ]f6 12 [image: ]f4 [image: ]bd7 13 [image: ]c4! (using his extra space to ensure that any exchanges are ones that favour White) 13…[image: ]b6 14 [image: ]d6+ [image: ]xd6 15 [image: ]xd6 [image: ]c4 16 [image: ]xc4 [image: ]xc4 17 0-0-0 [image: ]d8 18 [image: ]a3 [image: ]g4 19 [image: ]d2 e5 20 d5 and White had converted his impressive centre into a useful passed d-pawn in Ibragimov-Varga, Budapest 1995, whilst a later f4 opened up key lines for the rooks. Also possible, but not really recommended for Black, is 5…[image: ]xb1?! 6 [image: ]xb1 [image: ]xd5 7 a3 transposing to 3…[image: ]f5 4 cxd5 [image: ]xb1 5 [image: ]xb1 [image: ]xd5 6 e3 [image: ]f6 7 a3(see Game 18).


  6 [image: ]b3 [image: ]c7


  The most popular and probably the best way of defending b7, but other methods have been tried: 6…[image: ]b6?! 7 [image: ]xb6 axb6 8 [image: ]c3 grants White a long term structural edge. He should now develop his bishops to b5 and d2, connect the rooks and then begin to target the black queenside.


  [image: ]


  A) A good example of the above plan is Hebden-Crouch, 4NCL 1998: 8…e6 9 [image: ]b5+ [image: ]fd7 (9…[image: ]c6 is perhaps more natural, but then 10 [image: ]d2 [image: ]d7 11 [image: ]e2 [image: ]d6 12 [image: ]hc1 [image: ]e7 13 [image: ]a4 [image: ]ac8 14 [image: ]c3 [image: ]c7 15 [image: ]ac1 [image: ]hc8 16 [image: ]h4! [image: ]g4+ 17 f3 [image: ]h5 18 g4 saw White also taking the advantage on the kingside in Panchenko-Varga, Budapest 1991) 10 [image: ]e5 [image: ]d6 (10…f6 appears irritating, but now Burgess’ suggestion of 11 g4 is probably good; following 11…[image: ]g6 12 [image: ]xg6 hxg6 13 h4!, preventing …g5 from fixing the white h-pawn, Black’s light-squares are quite vulnerable. Indeed he must watch out, after [image: ]d2 and [image: ]e2, for White aiming to exploit this by advancing his kingside pawns) 11 [image: ]xd7 [image: ]xd7 12 [image: ]d2 [image: ]d8?! 13 0-0 [image: ]f6 14 f3! (keeping the black knight out of e4, whilst the e4 and g4 pawn breaks may later prove useful for White) 14…[image: ]g6 15 [image: ]fc1 [image: ]e8 16 [image: ]a4! (tying down the black pieces and clearing room to improve the d2-bishop and the rooks) 16…[image: ]c7 17 [image: ]b4 f5 18 f4! [image: ]h5 19 [image: ]c2 and Crouch was powerless against White’s decisive doubling on the c-file;


  B) 8…[image: ]d7!? 9 [image: ]e5 e6 10 [image: ]d2 [image: ]c6 11 [image: ]xd7 [image: ]xd7 12 [image: ]b5 [image: ]b4 13 [image: ]e2 [image: ]xc3 14 [image: ]xc3 [image: ]e4 15 [image: ]hc1 [image: ]xc3+ 16 [image: ]xc3 was rather solid for Black in Salov-Tukmakov, Leningrad 1987, but the simplification has not been too unfavourable for White. He still possesses the better structure and will try to advance on the kingside so as to create play for the bishop on both sides of the board; 6…[image: ]c8 7 [image: ]d2!? (waiting for …[image: ]c6 or …e6 before checking is sensible, as otherwise Black can block with …[image: ]d7) 7…[image: ]c6 (instead 7…e6 8 [image: ]b5+ [image: ]c6 9 0-0 [image: ]d6 10 [image: ]b4 [image: ]c7, Zagorskis-Kolesar, Sala 1994, leaves White a useful tempo up on the main game after 11 [image: ]xd6 [image: ]xd6 12 [image: ]c1 0-0 13 [image: ]xc6 bxc6 14 [image: ]bd2) 8 [image: ]e5! (8 [image: ]b5 [image: ]d7! is less promising) 8…e6 9 [image: ]b5 [image: ]d6 10 [image: ]b4! (exploiting the pins to exchange off the bad bishop) 10…[image: ]xb4+ 11 [image: ]xb4 [image: ]d7 12 [image: ]xc6 bxc6 13 [image: ]xd7 [image: ]xd7 14 [image: ]c3 was a dream position for White in Hebden-Björnsson, Kopavogur 1994. The black bishop lacks a good role, whilst White can build up against the black queenside at his leisure.


  7 [image: ]d2 [image: ]c6


  7…e6 8 [image: ]b5+ [image: ]bd7!? is much less common, but also quite playable, when Palliser-J.Houska, 4NCL 2003, continued 9 0-0 a6! 10 [image: ]xd7+ [image: ]xd7 11 [image: ]e5! (Black has the bishop-pair and so White must act quickly to exploit his lead in development) 11…[image: ]c8 12 [image: ]c3 [image: ]d6 13 [image: ]ac1 [image: ]c5!? 14 dxc5 [image: ]xe5 15 f4 [image: ]f6 16 [image: ]e2 0-0 17 [image: ]c3 which favoured White due to his dark-squared bind and the superiority of the knight to the f5-bishop.


  8 [image: ]b5 e6


  Black usually aims to develop his kingside as quickly as possible like this, but it is also possible to first break the pin with 8…[image: ]d7. Note though that 8…a6?! only helps White who intends to capture on c6 at some point anyhow. After 8…[image: ]d7, 9 0-0 e6 10 [image: ]c1 [image: ]d6 11 [image: ]xc6 [image: ]xc6 12 [image: ]b4! 0-0 13 [image: ]c3 [image: ]xb4 14 [image: ]xb4 [image: ]d7 15 a4 saw White’s queenside pressure give him an edge in Bönsch-Petursson, Bad Wörishofen 1991, which was later converted after White advanced on the queenside with b4.


  [image: ]


  9 0-0!


  The most testing move-order for Black and one that surprisingly wasn’t covered by Burgess in his The Slav. More common is 9 [image: ]b4, but now after 9…[image: ]xb4+ 10 [image: ]xb4 [image: ]e7 11 [image: ]xc6+ bxc6 12 [image: ]xe7+ [image: ]xe7 13 [image: ]c3 [image: ]d7 14 [image: ]a4 [image: ]hc8 15 [image: ]c1 [image: ]e4! White hasn’t really got anything. The black bishop, compared with the main game, is quite active, his centralised king should prove useful defending c6 and White will struggle to prevent Black from breaking with …e5.


  9…[image: ]d6 10 [image: ]b4


  Exchanging off his bad bishop is a key part of Hebden’s plan, which also allows him to sink pieces into both c5 and e5.


  10…0-0 11 [image: ]xc6


  Now that the pin has been broken White immediately exchanges on c6, hoping to later prove that his knights are better than the black knight and light-squared bishop. Exchanging first on d6 is very similar and is also playable when 11 [image: ]xd6 [image: ]xd6 12 [image: ]xc6 bxc6 (12…[image: ]xc6 13 [image: ]e5 [image: ]c7 14 [image: ]c3 [image: ]ac8 15 f3! gave White a slight edge due to his well placed steed on e5 and the e4 break, in Bönsch-P.Nikolić, Bundesliga 2000) 13 [image: ]bd2 should transpose to 11 [image: ]xc6 after 13…[image: ]d7, but not 13…c5? 14 [image: ]a3! (winning a clear pawn) 14…[image: ]fc8 15 [image: ]fc1 [image: ]e4 16 [image: ]xe4 dxe4 17 [image: ]xc5 [image: ]xc5 18 dxc5 [image: ]d5 19 [image: ]d4 [image: ]d8 20 [image: ]c3! (the queen will defend the kingside whereupon White can simply push the c-pawn) 20…[image: ]g4 21 b4 [image: ]g5 22 [image: ]e1 e5 (Palliser-D.Buckley, Yeovil Open 2002) and now simplest was 23 [image: ]b5 f5 24 [image: ]d6.


  11…bxc6


  11…[image: ]xb4!? 12 [image: ]xb4 [image: ]xc6 is also possible if Black doesn’t want to be saddled with a backward c-pawn, although even here White retains a pleasant slight initiative. After 13 [image: ]e5 [image: ]c7 14 [image: ]d2 (the knight will be well placed on b3, eyeing up the c5 square) 14…a5?! (in his bid to gain some play and not be subjected to a queenside bind, Black lashes out; this is quite a common state of affairs in this line as many players do not like simply having to sit tight and wait) 15 [image: ]b5 [image: ]fc8 16 [image: ]b3 a4 17 [image: ]ac1 [image: ]d8 18 [image: ]c5 [image: ]e8 19 [image: ]b6 it was clear that the a-pawn’s advance had only further weakened the black queenside in Rotstein-Van der Werf, Wijk aan Zee 1993.


  12 [image: ]bd2


  [image: ]


  12…[image: ]fb8


  One of several options for Black here and yet the general theme is similar after each of them. White will aim to tie Black down to c6, after which he is free either to try to engineer a queenside breakthrough or to open up a second front on the kingside, as Hebden manages in the main game: 12…[image: ]ab8 13 [image: ]xd6 [image: ]xd6 14 [image: ]c3 [image: ]d7 15 [image: ]ac1 [image: ]fc8 16 [image: ]e5 [image: ]xe5 17 dxe5 [image: ]b4 18 [image: ]xb4 [image: ]xb4 19 b3 c5 20 [image: ]c3 d4! gave Black good counterplay in Hebden-Palliser, Kenilworth Open 2001, but the post mortem suggestion of 15 [image: ]fc1! is a better try for the advantage. Compared with 15 [image: ]ac1, 20…d4 is no longer so good as after 21 exd4 [image: ]xd4 White has 22 [image: ]c4 and the knight cannot now be exchanged off by 22…[image: ]d3 as the rook is not on f1. Instead 12…[image: ]fc8 13 [image: ]fc1 [image: ]d7 14 [image: ]a3!? a5 15 [image: ]c3 a4 16 [image: ]xd6 [image: ]xd6 17 b4! axb3 18 [image: ]xb3! showed that even the positionally desirable advance of the a-pawn isn’t always so good for Black, Hebden - San Segundo, Escaldes zonal 1998. Following 18…[image: ]a3 19 [image: ]e5! [image: ]xe5 20 dxe5 [image: ]e7 21 [image: ]d4 h6 22 [image: ]b6 [image: ]d3 23 [image: ]xc6 the c-pawn had fallen and Hebden’s fine technique later brought home the full point.


  13 [image: ]xd6 [image: ]xd6 14 [image: ]c3 [image: ]b4 15 [image: ]xb4 [image: ]xb4 16 b3 [image: ]d7 17 [image: ]fc1 [image: ]b6 18 [image: ]c3 a5! 19 a3!


  Preventing the annoying 19…a4, although now b3 remains weak.


  19…f6 20 [image: ]ac1


  With his next White in this challenge match, Hebden deviated here with 20 [image: ]h4 and after 20…[image: ]g4 21 h3 [image: ]e2 22 [image: ]e1 [image: ]a6 23 e4! [image: ]c8 24 f4 g6 25 [image: ]hf3 c5 26 exd5 exd5 27 [image: ]e7 [image: ]d6 28 dxc5 [image: ]xc5 29 b4 axb4 30 axb4 had again obtained a fairly large advantage (Hebden-Arkell, Game 4, London 1999). Once more Arkell clung on to draw, but again it was no easy task for him. A strong positional player like Arkell might be able to defend these endings, albeit after much suffering, but just think how a technically less competent player will fare. White’s better placed pieces do normally enable him to advance in either the centre or on the kingside, generating quite heavy pressure in the process. Perhaps objectively Black can draw with accurate play, but it’s hardly the tactical fight that those hoping to indulge in the Semi-Slav or one of the sharper main lines of the Slav were looking for.


  20…[image: ]c8


  [image: ]


  21 [image: ]h4!


  With all Black’s pieces quite passively placed it makes sense to try to overstretch his defences by opening up a second front on the kingside.


  21…[image: ]g4 22 f3 [image: ]h5 23 g4 [image: ]f7 24 f4 h6 25 [image: ]hf3 [image: ]f8 26 e4


  Having gained some useful space and pushed the black bishop to an even more passive square, it is now time to advance in the centre.


  26…g5!


  Arkell correctly fights for some space on the kingside, whilst he has realised that although 27 exd5 exd5 28 f5 horribly clamps his kingside, White will then really struggle to break through anywhere.


  27 exd5 exd5 28 [image: ]e1 gxf4


  Preventing the knight from coming to c5 and also hoping that his counterplay down the g-file will be enough to save the game.


  29 [image: ]d3 [image: ]e7 30 [image: ]xf4 [image: ]g8 31 [image: ]g3 [image: ]d6 32 [image: ]f1!


  Hebden continues to make excellent use of his pieces and yet even the arrival of a knight on f5 is not enough to win the game.


  32…[image: ]g6 33 [image: ]xg6 [image: ]xg6 34 [image: ]e3 [image: ]f8 35 [image: ]f5+ [image: ]d7 36 [image: ]c5 [image: ]a6 37 [image: ]cc3 [image: ]e6 38 h4 [image: ]g7!


  Arkell continues to just about hold on.


  39 [image: ]cf3! [image: ]xf5 40 gxf5 [image: ]xg3+ 41 [image: ]xg3 [image: ]b6 42 [image: ]f2


  Even after two exchanges Hebden grinds away and now threatens to walk his king to c2 before invading with the rook.


  42…[image: ]b8! 43 h5 [image: ]e8 44 [image: ]g7+ [image: ]d6 45 [image: ]f7 [image: ]e4 46 [image: ]xf6+ [image: ]d7 47 [image: ]xh6 [image: ]xd4 48 [image: ]h8 [image: ]e7


  The black king and rook are just well enough placed to halt the white passed pawns and a draw is now likely.


  49 [image: ]g3 [image: ]f6 50 [image: ]f8+ [image: ]g5 51 f6 [image: ]g4+ 52 [image: ]f3 [image: ]h4 53 17 [image: ]f6 54 [image: ]e3 [image: ]xh5 55 [image: ]d4 [image: ]h3 56 [image: ]c8 [image: ]xf7 57 [image: ]c7+ [image: ]e8 58 [image: ]xc6 ½-½


  Game 2


  Miles - I.Rogers


  Melbourne Masters, 1992


  1 d4 d5 2 [image: ]f3 [image: ]f6 3 c4 c6 4 e3 e6


  Black’s best attempt to reach a sharp position, but White doesn’t have to acquiesce.


  [image: ]


  5 [image: ]bd2!


  Instead 5 [image: ]c3 would transpose into the Semi-Slav, one of the sharpest openings around. Indeed, a very complex position isn’t far away after something ‘normal’ like 5…[image: ]bd7 6 [image: ]d3 dxc4 7 [image: ]xc4 b5 8 [image: ]d3 [image: ]b7 9 0-0 a6 10 e4 c5 11 d5. Not only is this very unclear, but it also requires a large amount of theoretical knowledge as White. With 5 [image: ]bd2 White aims to deny Black his fun whilst reaching a position with good chances of a kingside attack himself. The plan is to fianchetto the queen’s bishop, place the other bishop on d3 where it is aimed at the black king, and then to sink a knight into e5 which also usefully prevents Black’s freeing …d5 break. Then ideas of f4 and [image: ]f3-h3 are on the cards, whilst Black squirms about in a passive state. Sounds familiar? Well it is, since White is basically playing along the lines of the Colle-Zukertort (1 d4 d5 2 [image: ]f3 [image: ]f6 3 e3 c5 4 [image: ]d3 [image: ]c6 5 b3 [image: ]d6 6 [image: ]b2), but with one important difference. Here Black’s c-pawn is only on c6 and not c5, meaning that his counterplay is slower than normal. 5 [image: ]bd2 is also a dangerous move in that those players accustomed to their Semi-Slav counterplay with …dxc4 and …b5 will suddenly find themselves left to their own devices as there is no longer a knight on c3 to be hit by …b4. Moreover White’s position most certainly does not lack bite and good results by Grandmasters such as Hebden and Miles have shown that it is not inferior to 5 [image: ]c3. Meanwhile, at club level, the fact that White’s position is rather easier to play should further tip the scales in his favour.


  5…[image: ]bd7


  Still hoping to transpose into a Semi-Slav of sorts (after 6 [image: ]d3 [image: ]d6 7 e4) is the most common move here. 5…[image: ]d6 6 b3 [image: ]bd7 transposes back to the game but Black does however have plenty of other options of which 5…c5 is considered to be theoretically best.


  A) 5…[image: ]e7 6 b3 0-0 7 [image: ]b2 should lead to similar positions to the main game, albeit with the black bishop less actively placed on e7, but in Sawalani - Nay Oo Kyaw Tun, Yangon 1998, Black tried the very ambitious 7…[image: ]a5?! 8 a3! [image: ]bd7 when Tsesarsky’s suggestion of 9 b4 [image: ]c7 10 [image: ]d3 would have given White a pleasant edge; the e4-break is still in the air, whilst White can also consider playing on the queenside with c5 and b5.


  B) 5…c5


  [image: ]


  6 cxd5 exd5 (6…[image: ]xd5, aiming to avoid the IQP, allows White to advance in the centre by 7 e4 [image: ]f6 8 e5 [image: ]d5 9 dxc5 [image: ]xc5 10 [image: ]e4 [image: ]e7 11 [image: ]e2!, but not 11 [image: ]d3 [image: ]b4!, and gives White good attacking chances; the primary aim is to castle, play the bishop to the more aggressive d3 square, and then to direct attention towards the black king) 7 b3 (probably best as White always wants to be able to recapture on d4 with a piece, thereby emphasising the weakling on d5) 7…[image: ]c6 8 [image: ]b2 cxd4 9 [image: ]xd4 [image: ]d6 10 [image: ]c1! (improving the position of the rook with gain of tempo, whilst White is still not sure on which square to develop the f1-bishop; on d3 it helps Black’s counterplay by being hit by …[image: ]e5, as Kramnik showed against Nenashev in the Alekhine Memorial, Moscow 1992, but then again d3 is a more active square than e2) 10…[image: ]xd4 (10…[image: ]d7 11 [image: ]e2 0-0 12 0-0 [image: ]e8 13 [image: ]2f3 [image: ]c8 14 a3 reaches a typical IQP position in which both sides have their chances. Providing White takes care on the kingside he should have slightly the better chances, whilst piece exchanges should generally speaking help him. It is important to realise that the d5 pawn is not usually weak enough to win until the ending, but White can instead make use of his full control of d4. Often b4 will gain useful space and squares and allow White to consider the [image: ]d4-b3-c5 manoeuvre as well as exchanging on c6. Though this trade appears to strengthen d5 (after …bxc6), it enables White to target c6 and a7 and also to play [image: ]d4-c5, swapping off the dangerous black dark-squared bishop.) 11 [image: ]xd4 0-0 (Brenke-Ka.Müller, Lippstadt 1999) 12 [image: ]d3 [image: ]e8 13 0-0 leaves White with his standard edge. …[image: ]a3 is now met by [image: ]c2, whilst 13…[image: ]xh2+ is not yet possible as the knight will defend everything from f3.


  C) The alternative 5…[image: ]e4!? 6 [image: ]d3 f5, reaching a reversed Stonewall, seems fairly logical when White should immediately take advantage of the weakened e5-square with 7 [image: ]e5 and now:


  [image: ]


  C1) 7…[image: ]f6 (Black often continues by moving his queen to the kingside, either to f6 or h4, but it is hard to believe it is good) 8 0-0 [image: ]d7 9 f4 (Black’s last avoided the threat of 9 f3, but now White clamps down on the centre and will show that the e4-knight is an easily manageable thorn in his position; should Black instead have preferred 7…[image: ]h4, then again 8 0-0 and 9 f4 is the correct plan) 9…[image: ]d6 10 c5!? (10 [image: ]b3 aiming to hinder Black’s development was also possible) 10…[image: ]c7 11 b4 gave White a strong queenside initiative in Przepiorka-Asztalos, Debrecen 1925. Rather than get squashed Black now tried 11…[image: ]xe5 12 fxe5 [image: ]h6, but after 13 [image: ]xe4! dxe4 14 [image: ]c4 [image: ]d7 15 a4 it became clear that it was much easier for White to open the queenside than for Black to generate any play on the other flank.


  C2) 7…[image: ]d7?! 8 [image: ]h5+ g6 9 [image: ]xg6 [image: ]df6 10 [image: ]h4 [image: ]g8 11 [image: ]xf8 [image: ]xf8 12 f3! [image: ]xd2 13 [image: ]xd2 [image: ]xg2 14 0-0-0 gave White a strong attack in Botvinnik-Mukhin, St. Petersburg 1926.


  D) 5…dxc4 6 [image: ]xc4 b5 7 [image: ]d3 [image: ]b7 8 0-0 a6 9 a4! highlights the advantage of the knight being on d2 as opposed to c3. White’s queenside pressure prevents the liberating …c5 break, whilst he intends [image: ]e2, followed by a queenside fianchetto, after which e4 will emphasise his very pleasant position.


  6 b3


  [image: ]


  6…[image: ]d6


  Again there are some reasonable alternatives: 6…[image: ]b4 7 [image: ]b2 [image: ]e4 8 a3! (8 [image: ]d3 f5 leads to a reasonable Stonewall for Black, so instead White pursues exchanges) 8…[image: ]a5 9 b4 [image: ]xd2 10 [image: ]xd2 [image: ]c7 11 [image: ]d3 and White had a useful space advantage in Pilnik-Liebstein, Mar del Plata 1944, whilst 6…[image: ]e4!? (again White must meet this active try accurately) 7 [image: ]xe4 dxe4 8 [image: ]d2 f5 9 [image: ]b2 [image: ]f6 10 f3! exf3 11 [image: ]xf3 [image: ]b4 12 [image: ]d3 e5 13 [image: ]e2 was messy in Hebden-Handoko, Dhaka 1995, but White’s strong centre should give him the advantage.


  7 [image: ]b2 0-0


  Instead 7…[image: ]e7 8 [image: ]e5 (naturally not allowing Black to break out with 8…e5) 8…[image: ]a3?! (too ambitious; instead 8…0-0 9 [image: ]d3 transposes to 7…0-0 8 [image: ]d3 [image: ]e7) 9 [image: ]xa3 [image: ]xa3 10 [image: ]d3 c5!? 11 cxd5 exd5 12 0-0 0-0 13 [image: ]c2 saw White beginning to increase the pressure against Black’s weak pawns and poor development in Porrasmaa-Valkesalmi, Finland 1999, whilst 7…[image: ]e4 8 [image: ]xe4 dxe4 9 [image: ]d2 f5 10 c5! (gaining the useful c4-square for his pieces) 10…[image: ]e7 11 f3! (freeing his position and preparing to increase his central control) 11…exf3 12 [image: ]xf3 [image: ]f6 13 [image: ]c4 0-0 14 0-0 was better for White in Hebden-Thorhallsson, Cappelle la Grande 1993, and soon Hebden made good use of his extra space to open up the position with e4.


  8 [image: ]d3


  [image: ]


  8…[image: ]e8?!


  Criticised by Rogers for being too slow, although the alternatives are also pleasant for White: 8…b6 9 0-0 [image: ]b1 10 [image: ]e5 c5 (10…[image: ]e8 11 [image: ]f3 – as there is no need yet for f4, Miles first gets his queen into the attack – 11…[image: ]e7 12 [image: ]ad1 [image: ]f8 13 [image: ]h3 c5 14 cxd5 exd5 15 [image: ]b5! [image: ]ec8 16 [image: ]df3 gave White strong pressure in Miles - Arakhamia Grant, Münster 1993) 11 [image: ]xd7!? (The positional approach. More natural was 11 f4 when White intends to gain, à la the Colle-Zukertort, a strong kingside attack beginning with [image: ]f3-h3. However, note that White must usually exchange on d5 before playing [image: ]f3, so as to avoid walking into …dxc4.) 11…[image: ]xd7 12 cxd5 exd5 13 dxc5 bxc5 14 [image: ]c1 [image: ]e8 15 [image: ]f3 [image: ]f6 16 [image: ]c2 saw White beginning to target the hanging pawns in Hebden-Lesiège, Cuba 1993. Meanwhile 8…[image: ]e7 9 [image: ]e5 [image: ]a3 (9…dxc4 10 [image: ]exc4! [image: ]c7 11 0-0 b5 12 [image: ]e5 [image: ]xe5 13 dxe5 [image: ]d5 14 [image: ]h5 gave White a huge kingside initiative in Hebden-Summerscale, Upminster Open 1993, and indeed soon Summerscale was seen on the White side: 9…[image: ]d8 10 0-0 [image: ]f8 11 [image: ]e2 [image: ]6d7 12 [image: ]ad1 a5 13 f4 a4 14 e4! and White’s play in the centre and on the kingside far outweighed Black’s small amount of queenside activity in Summerscale-Salo, European Club Cup, Bratislava 1996) 10 [image: ]xa3 [image: ]xa3 (the exchange of bishops is often thought to free Black’s position but here this is simply not the case) 11 [image: ]xd7! [image: ]xd7 12 c5 b6 13 [image: ]c1 (Rogers) has been considered very good for White due to the dreadful bishop on d7. However, after 13…[image: ]a5!? things are not quite so simple. Nevertheless by means of the accurate 14 f4! (preventing 14…bxc5 15 [image: ]xc5 [image: ]xc5 16 dxc5 e5) 14…[image: ]g4 15 [image: ]e2 bxc5 16 h3 [image: ]f6 17 [image: ]xc5 White retains a large advantage with his knight coming to d4 should Black exchange on c5. Finally 8…dxc4 9 [image: ]xc4 [image: ]b4+ 10 [image: ]f1! is similar to the main game. White will advance in the centre with e4 and then launch a kingside attack.


  9 [image: ]e5 dxc4!?


  Attempting to free his position which would not have been easy after 9…[image: ]c7 10 f4. Then Black does retain the option to block out the d3-bishop in some lines with …[image: ]e4, but 10…[image: ]f8 11 0-0 [image: ]e7 12 c5 [image: ]c7 13 b4 [image: ]6d7 14 [image: ]b3 f6 15 [image: ]ef3 [image: ]h8 16 [image: ]ae1! b5 17 e4 saw Black being squashed in Basagić-Krmelj, Ljubljana 1993. 9…[image: ]f8 is also rather passive and the young German star punished it in E.Päehtz-Hauer, Germany 1996: 10 0-0 [image: ]g6 11 f4 c5 12 [image: ]e2 b6 13 [image: ]df3 [image: ]d7 14 [image: ]f2 (14 [image: ]g5! was even more direct and logical when 14…f6?! 15 [image: ]gf7 [image: ]e7 16 [image: ]xd6 [image: ]xd6 17 [image: ]xg6 hxg6 18 [image: ]xg6 wins easily) 14…[image: ]xe5 15 fxe5 [image: ]f8 16 h4! f6 17 cxd5 exd5 18 e6 and Black’s pieces were being fatally pushed back.


  [image: ]


  10 [image: ]dxc4!


  Correctly realising that, after the check, his space advantage and well co-ordinated pieces easily outweigh his inability to castle. On the other hand White loses his advantage after 10 bxc4?! [image: ]xe5! 11 dxe5 [image: ]xe5 (Lane).


  10…[image: ]b4+


  10…[image: ]xe5 11 dxe5 [image: ]b4+ didn’t help Black in Monakhov-Kadimova, Cappelle la Grande 1995, as again White had a strong attack after 12 [image: ]e2 [image: ]d5 13 [image: ]c2 h6 14 h4 [image: ]e7 15 a3 [image: ]d7 16 g4!.


  11 [image: ]f1 [image: ]f8 12 [image: ]f3


  This position must have been horrible for Rogers as all he can do is wait for White to crash through on the kingside. White’s king is not misplaced at all, whilst the h1-rook can join in the attack from h3.


  12…[image: ]xe5 13 [image: ]xe5 [image: ]d6


  So good is White’s position that even a Grandmaster has to resort to cheap tricks and exchanges in a bid to somehow save his position. But Miles retains control well.


  14 [image: ]d1 [image: ]xe5 15 dxe5 [image: ]d5 16 [image: ]e4 g6 17 h4!


  Having forced a weakness in the black kingside pawn shield, White now levers open the h-file.


  17…c5


  Or 17…h5?! 18 g4 hxg4 19 [image: ]xg4 and again where are the black king’s defenders?


  18 h5 [image: ]g5


  Finally Black has managed to bring out a piece to help try to defend on the kingside, but unfortunately for him White can still double on the h-file.


  19 [image: ]f3


  19 [image: ]e2? [image: ]d7 20 [image: ]h3 [image: ]c6 prevents White from doubling his rooks on the h-file and so Miles has to settle for bringing his queen over instead.


  19…[image: ]d7 20 [image: ]h3 [image: ]e7


  [image: ]


  21 [image: ]g1!!


  Described by Rogers as “a truly Grandmasterly method of prosecuting the attack”. Moreover the ever alert Miles avoids a cheapo; 21 hxg6 fxg6 22 f4 was the obvious continuation but allows 22…[image: ]g4!! 23 [image: ]xg4 [image: ]xe3+ with reasonable defensive chances. One should never forget about the opponent’s resources, in this case the d5-knight, especially when one’s own king is exposed.


  21…[image: ]f8 22 hxg6 fxg6 23 f4 [image: ]h5 24 [image: ]xh5 gxh5 25 [image: ]f2


  Covering e3 and thus emphasising his huge advantage. It may appear that White has ‘failed’ by not mating the black king but that was never going to be easy after Rogers’ accurate defence with …[image: ]f8-e8-e7. Instead Miles has correctly converted his attack into an excellent ending. Black’s king remains weak and his bishop tied to defending the h5-pawn. Meanwhile White will turn the screw by exploiting his bishop-pair and opening the d-file.


  25…[image: ]e8 26 [image: ]e2 [image: ]d7 27 g3 [image: ]g6 28 [image: ]b5 [image: ]c7 29 [image: ]f3 [image: ]f5!


  Continuing to conjure up tricks, but even getting his bishop to g4 won’t save Black.


  30 [image: ]d2!


  Avoiding 30 [image: ]xh5?? [image: ]g4+! 31 [image: ]xg4 [image: ]xe3+ when an exchange drops off.


  30…[image: ]g4+ 31 [image: ]f2 a6 32 [image: ]e2 b5 33 e4!


  With the black queenside weakened and the light-squared bishops coming off, now is the time to make use of the d2-rook.


  33…[image: ]b4 34 [image: ]c3! [image: ]c6 35 [image: ]xg4 hxg4 36 [image: ]d6 c4 37 bxc4! b4 38 [image: ]a1 [image: ]a5 39 [image: ]h4 [image: ]xc4 40 [image: ]xg4+ [image: ]h8 41 [image: ]xe6 [image: ]c2+ 42 [image: ]f3 [image: ]xa2 43 [image: ]d4


  Black has finally gained some play, but it’s far too late as White’s attack and passed e-pawn prove decisive.


  43…[image: ]b3


  43…[image: ]c4 would at least have prompted White to find the pretty finish of 44 [image: ]xa6!! [image: ]xa6 45 e6+.


  44 [image: ]e3 a5 45 [image: ]e7 [image: ]h2


  Preventing mate beginning with [image: ]h4, but now 46 e6, 47 [image: ]f7 and 48 e7 wins.


  46 e6 1-0


  Game 3


  Hodgson - Crouch


  Southend Open, 1998


  1 c4 c6 2 [image: ]f3 d5 3 e3 [image: ]f6 4 d4 [image: ]g4


  4…a6!? is currently very fashionable but then White can exploit the fact that he is not committed to [image: ]c3 by playing 5 [image: ]d3 with the following options:


  [image: ]


  A) 5…e6 6 b3 [image: ]bd7 7 0-0 b5 8 [image: ]bd2 [image: ]b7 (Now White could play à la the Colle-Zukertort as against 4…e6, but here Black has more play on the queenside and so the talented Izoria prefers to immediately open the centre.) 9 e4 dxe4 10 [image: ]xe4 and now:


  A1) 10…c5!? is the active try when White should respond with 11 [image: ]xf6+ [image: ]xf6 12 cxb5 axb5 (after 12…[image: ]xf3 13 [image: ]xf3 [image: ]xf3 14 gxf3 axb5 15 [image: ]xb5 cxd4 16 [image: ]b2, d4 is very weak) 13 [image: ]e5! and Black has problems defending everything. 13…c4 is then quite interesting, but it appears that White retains the advantage after 14 bxc4 [image: ]xe5 15 dxe5 [image: ]xe5 16 [image: ]b1! [image: ]d6 17 g3 bxc4 18 [image: ]xb7! cxd3 19 [image: ]xd3 [image: ]c5 20 [image: ]d1 [image: ]c6 21 [image: ]b3 when Black finds himself still under heavy pressure;


  A2) 10…[image: ]xe4 11 [image: ]xe4 [image: ]f6?! 12 [image: ]g5 h6 13 [image: ]xf6 [image: ]xf6 14 c5! is excellent for White, whose minor pieces occupy far better squares than their passive Black counterparts;


  A3) 10…[image: ]e7 11 c5 [image: ]xe4 12 [image: ]xe4 [image: ]f6 13 [image: ]c2 [image: ]d5 14 [image: ]e5 gave White an edge in Izoria-Lednicky, Oropesa del Mar 2001, due to Black’s bad bishop on b7;


  B) 5…b5 now gives White a target on the queenside which he will aim to undermine with a4. 6 cxd5 (6 b3 is also possible, but here Black can develop his bishop more actively to g4.) 6…cxd5 7 0-0 e6 (7…[image: ]g4 is more ambitious, but does leave the black queenside very exposed; after 8 a4 b4 9 a5! [image: ]xf3 10 gxf3! e6 11 [image: ]d2 [image: ]e7 12 [image: ]b3 0-0 13 [image: ]e2 [image: ]fd7 14 f4 White was better in A.Shaw-Ippolito, Connecticut 2000, due to his queenside pressure, which will be increased by [image: ]d2 and [image: ]ac1, and because he can expand in the centre with f3 and e4) 8 [image: ]e5 [image: ]b7 9 a4 [image: ]a5 10 [image: ]d2 [image: ]c6 11 [image: ]b3 (once again the arrival of a knight on b3 highlights Black’s weaknesses) 11…[image: ]b6 12 axb5 axb5 13 [image: ]xa8+ [image: ]xa8 14 [image: ]e2 b4 15 [image: ]d2 and, with both [image: ]a1 and [image: ]b5 on the cards, Black found himself under pressure in Jelen-Stojnić, Bled 1994;


  C) 5…dxc4 6 [image: ]xc4 e6 (After 6…b5 White can again capitalise on his knight not being on c3 by 7 [image: ]d3 e6 8 a4 b4 (now White will be able to post a knight on c4, but Black hopes that …c5 will free his position) 9 0-0 c5 10 [image: ]e2 [image: ]b7 11 [image: ]d1 [image: ]bd7 12 [image: ]bd2 [image: ]e7 13 a5 cxd4 14 exd4! 0-0 was seen in N.Pert-Vigus, Witley 2000, when 15 [image: ]c4 should give White a small edge. It may seem strange that White should accept an IQP, but here this helps his pieces. The c1-bishop is no longer blocked in, whilst [image: ]d2, [image: ]fe5 and [image: ]ac1 will further increase the pressure on the slightly cramped Black position.) 7 [image: ]e2! when 7…c5 transposing to the QGA (see the next chapter) may well be Black’s best;


  D) 5…[image: ]g4 6 [image: ]b3. Once again White immediately responds to Black’s development of his queen’s bishop by hitting b7. Black can counter with:


  [image: ]


  D1) 6…[image: ]c7 7 [image: ]e5 [image: ]h5 (retaining the bishop is best; instead, after 7…e6?! 8 [image: ]c3 [image: ]bd7 9 [image: ]xg4 [image: ]xg4 10 h3 [image: ]gf6 11 0-0 [image: ]e7 12 [image: ]c2 0-0 13 e4, White was able to put his bishop-pair to good attacking use in Zagorskis-Sotnikov, Pardubice 1995) 8 cxd5 cxd5 9 [image: ]c3 e6 10 [image: ]d2 (here there is no need to castle just yet; instead Khenkin immediately uses his small lead in development to attack on the queenside) 10…[image: ]c6 11 [image: ]c1 [image: ]d6 12 [image: ]xc6 bxc6 13 [image: ]a4 [image: ]g6 (swapping off his bad bishop) 14 [image: ]xg6 hxg6 15 [image: ]b6 [image: ]d7! 16 [image: ]xc7+ [image: ]xc7 17 [image: ]a5+ [image: ]b7 18 [image: ]e2 and White had only a very slight advantage in both Khenkin-Morozevich, Bundesliga 2001, and in Supatashvili-Zhukova, Batumi 2002. Black has defended against the threat of [image: ]b6 well, although White’s better structure gives him hope that [image: ]c3, h3 and [image: ]hc1 will still cause Black some defensive problems;


  D2) 6…b5 has yet to be played, but was analysed by Burgess in The Slav. After 7 cxd5 his idea was 7…[image: ]xf3 8 gxf3 [image: ]xd5, but it is not clear that this position is so bad for White. 9 [image: ]d2 looks best when White can again undermine the Black queenside after 9…e6 10 a4;


  D3) 6…[image: ]xf3!? 7 gxf3 (7 [image: ]xb7 is mentioned by Burgess, but appears rather risky after 7…[image: ]xg2 8 [image: ]g1 dxc4 9 [image: ]xa8 [image: ]d5) is critical:


  D3a) 7…[image: ]a7!? (Making use of a6 like this is a typical idea and has been employed by Morozevich. Now 8 [image: ]c3 e6 9 [image: ]c2 [image: ]e7 10 [image: ]d2 0-0 11 c5! has been recommended in several sources as an improvement on the game Anand-Morozevich. The position is complex, but the White side may well be easier to play. He will clamp down on e5 by f2-f4 and quite possibly leave his king on e2 if the kingside appears to be too weak. Black will probably have to break on the queenside with …b6 quite quickly, for otherwise a4 and b4-b5 is coming, when White should capture on b6 and then play against the weakened black queenside. However, instead 11 0-0-0?! [image: ]bd7 turned out well for Black in Anand-Morozevich, Dortmund 2001, whilst 11…dxc4 12 [image: ]xc4 b5 13 [image: ]e2 c5 is also at least equal for Black;


  D3b) 7…[image: ]c7 8 [image: ]c3 e6 9 [image: ]d2 (The position is rather unclear, but White should not be in a hurry to break in the centre by e4, since practice has shown that Black gains adequate counterplay after …b5. Instead it seems preferable to build up some queenside pressure.) 9…dxc4 (alternatively 9…[image: ]bd7 10 [image: ]c1 [image: ]c8 11 cxd5 cxd5? 12 [image: ]xd5! [image: ]xc1+ 13 [image: ]xc1 [image: ]xc1+ 14 [image: ]e2 [image: ]xh1 15 [image: ]xf6+ [image: ]xf6 16 [image: ]xb7 and the white queen was simply too powerful in Khenkin-Sebag, Valle d’Aosta 2002) 10 [image: ]xc4 b5 (10…c5!? is also possible when Van Wely-Bacrot, Bled Olympiad 2002, continued 11 dxc5 [image: ]xc5 12 [image: ]e4! [image: ]xe4 13 fxe4 0-0 14 [image: ]c1 [image: ]d8 15 [image: ]e2 with a quite unclear position, but White’s bishops and attacking chances should not be underestimated) 11 [image: ]e2 c5 12 [image: ]c1 [image: ]bd7 13 a4! c4 14 [image: ]c2 [image: ]b7 15 [image: ]g1 and Black still had some problems to solve in Izoria - Le Roux, Patras 2001. White soon increased the pressure by [image: ]e4 and f4, before later winning an excellent game with a rook invasion down the a-file, whilst his king remained very safe on e2.


  5 [image: ]b3


  Once again immediately breaking the pin and hitting b7.


  [image: ]


  5…[image: ]b6


  Black’s standard response, but he has various plausible alternatives:


  A) 5…[image: ]c7 6 [image: ]e5 and then:


  A1) 6…[image: ]f5 7 cxd5 [image: ]xd5 (7…cxd5 8 [image: ]c3 e6 9 [image: ]b5+ is awkward for Black) 8 [image: ]d2 [image: ]e6 9 e4 [image: ]b6 10 [image: ]c2 [image: ]8d7 11 [image: ]d3 and White’s pieces were on the better squares in Koksch-Müller, Pocking 1996;


  A2) 6…[image: ]e6!? 7 [image: ]c3 dxc4 8 [image: ]xc4 [image: ]xc4 9 [image: ]xc4 e6 10 0-0 [image: ]bd7 11 f4! gave White a pleasant space advantage in Efimov-Boudre, France 2001, with the option of increasing the pressure in the centre with e4;


  A3) 6…e6!? 7 cxd5 exd5 8 [image: ]xg4! [image: ]xg4 9 [image: ]c3 [image: ]f6 10 [image: ]d2 [image: ]bd7 11 [image: ]d3 was unbalanced in Kogan-Meduna, Lazne Bohdanec 1996. Black is very solid, but White possesses the two bishops and so should aim to open the position. The best way of doing this is probably to play aggressively, as Kogan did, with g4 and 0-0-0.


  B) On the other hand 5…[image: ]xf3?! is a little too ambitious after 6 [image: ]xb7 when:


  B1) 6…[image: ]g4? aims to trap the white queen, but White just has time to play [image: ]a6. 7 [image: ]xa8 [image: ]c7 8 [image: ]c3 [image: ]fd7 (or 8…e6 9 cxd5 exd5 10 [image: ]a6) 9 c5 e5 10 [image: ]a6 and the white queen will emerge from the corner, leaving him an exchange ahead;


  B2) 6…[image: ]xg2 7 [image: ]xg2 [image: ]bd7 8 [image: ]c3 e6 9 0-0 [image: ]c8?! (If 9…[image: ]c8 White could consider [image: ]b3 and then playing for e4, but even better is 10 [image: ]xc8+ [image: ]xc8 11 c5!, intending a rapid b4-b5 with strong queenside pressure) 10 [image: ]xa7! [image: ]d6 11 f4 h5 12 c5! left Black with no compensation for the pawn in Fernandez Aguado - Cots Paltor, Berga 1995;


  C) 5…[image: ]c8 6 [image: ]e5 [image: ]f5 7 cxd5 cxd5 8 [image: ]c3 left Black already under pressure in P.Cramling-Hernandez Basante, Istanbul Olympiad 2000. After 8…e6?! the energetic 9 [image: ]b5+ [image: ]fd7 10 e4! dxe4 11 g4! [image: ]g6 12 h4 left White with already a near decisive advantage.


  6 [image: ]e5 [image: ]e6


  A solid retreat, but other moves are more natural: 6…[image: ]f5 is best met by the accurate sequence 7 cxd5 [image: ]xb3 8 axb3 [image: ]xd5 9 [image: ]d2 and now 9…f6 10 [image: ]d3 [image: ]g6 11 [image: ]f4 [image: ]f7 12 e4 [image: ]c7 13 [image: ]c4 [image: ]d7 14 [image: ]e3 a6 15 f3 saw White’s strong centre and space advantage prove more important than his doubled b-pawns in Neverov-Ehlvest, Tallinn 1986, whilst 6…e6 7 [image: ]xg4 [image: ]xg4 8 [image: ]d1! [image: ]f6 9 [image: ]c3 [image: ]bd7 10 c5! [image: ]c7 11 b4 e5 and, despite having achieved …e5, Black was still much worse in Rashkovsky-Nenashev, Barnaul 1984 after 12 [image: ]e2 g6 13 0-0 [image: ]g7 14 b5 0-0 15 a4 [image: ]fe8 16 a5 [image: ]ad8 17 a6!. Finally 6…[image: ]xb3 is probably a little premature as White gains immediate and strong queenside pressure; 7 axb3 [image: ]f5 8 b4! [image: ]xb1 9 [image: ]xb1 e6 10 c5 left Black struggling in Mach-Knuth, Germany 1992. Note that after 10…a6 11 [image: ]a1! forces through b5.


  7 [image: ]c3


  [image: ]


  7…[image: ]bd7


  This is assessed, a little prematurely, as ‘=’ in NCO and whilst the position does remain quite balanced, White appears to have a small initiative.


  8 [image: ]xd7! [image: ]xd7 9 [image: ]a4 [image: ]c7 10 [image: ]c5 [image: ]c8 11 cxd5 [image: ]xd5 12 e4 [image: ]b6


  12…[image: ]f6 might well be more accurate when 13 f3 (13 e5! [image: ]d5 14 [image: ]c4 e6 15 [image: ]g3 was assessed as [image: ] by Mikhail Gurevich, although Burgess questions whether Black is really worse. Perhaps Burgess is correct and yet the position is surely easier to play as White whose pieces are all well placed, with the pressure on g7 being especially annoying. Black must also watch out for [image: ]e4-d6+.) 13…e5 14 [image: ]e3 was immediately agreed drawn in Lalić-Velicka, Andorra 2000, although White could certainly play on.


  13 [image: ]e3


  13 a4!? e5 14 a5 [image: ]d7 15 [image: ]xd7 [image: ]xd7 16 dxe5! [image: ]d4 17 [image: ]c4 [image: ]xe4+ 18 [image: ]e3 [image: ]g6 19 0-0 was also better for White in M.Gurevich - Hauchard, Belfort 1998.


  13…e6 14 [image: ]e2 [image: ]e7 15 0-0 [image: ]d7


  [image: ]


  16 [image: ]d3


  Not letting Black free himself with exchanges. White has a pleasant edge and must now try to create some weaknesses.


  16…0-0 17 [image: ]ac1 e5


  Freeing his position at the cost of a very weak c-pawn.


  18 d5 [image: ]f6 19 f3 [image: ]d7 20 [image: ]c5 [image: ]c8 21 dxc6 bxc6 22 [image: ]c3 [image: ]d7 23 [image: ]b3! [image: ]b7 24 [image: ]a5 [image: ]ac8 25 b4 [image: ]b8 26 [image: ]fd1 [image: ]a8 27 a3


  Hodgson has impressively improved all his pieces and now again refuses to rush needlessly. Just compare the activity of the two sides’ pieces! However 27 [image: ]xd7? was imprecise due to 27…[image: ]xb4 28 [image: ]xa7 [image: ]xc3 29 [image: ]xb8 [image: ]b2, whilst in the game Black’s weaknesses aren’t going to run away.


  27…[image: ]c7 28 [image: ]c4 [image: ]b7 29 [image: ]c2 c5!?


  Crouch makes use of his rook manoeuvre to shift his c6-weakness, but White still retains all the trumps and soon invades down the d-file.


  30 b5! [image: ]b6 31 [image: ]cd2 f6 32 a4 [image: ]c8 33 [image: ]d7


  This is good enough, although it was also possible to pick up the c-pawn after 33 [image: ]a5 [image: ]c7 34 [image: ]b3.


  33…[image: ]c7 34 [image: ]b3 [image: ]h8 35 [image: ]xc7 [image: ]xc7 36 a5 [image: ]d8 37 [image: ]xd8+ [image: ]xd8


  After having accurately defended his passive position and patiently tried to break out, Crouch finally succeeds in exchanging off all the rooks—and yet still his pieces remain in a defensive huddle.


  38 [image: ]a3 [image: ]e7 39 [image: ]a4 [image: ]d7 40 [image: ]b3 h6 41 [image: ]f2 [image: ]e6 42 [image: ]d2 [image: ]d7


  [image: ]


  43 [image: ]e1!


  Improving the position of the king in readiness for a queenless ending. Meanwhile all Black can do is still sit and await his fate.


  43…[image: ]h7 44 [image: ]d3 [image: ]c7 45 [image: ]c3 [image: ]d6


  Finally a pawn drops off, but that would have also happened after 45…[image: ]d7 46[image: ]b3.


  46 [image: ]xc5 [image: ]xa5 47 [image: ]xa7


  Winning a pawn and soon the game.


  47…[image: ]xa7 48 [image: ]xa7 [image: ]g8 49 [image: ]b3 [image: ]f7 50 [image: ]d2 [image: ]e8 51 [image: ]d3 [image: ]d8 52 [image: ]b6+ [image: ]c8 53 [image: ]c5! [image: ]c7 54 [image: ]c3 h5 55 [image: ]b4 [image: ]d8 56 [image: ]a5 [image: ]c8 57 [image: ]c4 g5 58 [image: ]c2!


  Hodgson continues to bring his men to their best squares.


  58…[image: ]b7 59 [image: ]b3 [image: ]e7?!


  Dropping a piece but 59…[image: ]e7 60 [image: ]e3 [image: ]xc5+ 61 [image: ]xc5 [image: ]b6 62 [image: ]d5+ was also crushing.


  60 [image: ]d6+ [image: ]b8 61 [image: ]f7 1-0


  Game 4


  Kharitonov - Crouch


  Berlin Summer Open, 1995


  1 d4 d5 2 [image: ]f3 [image: ]f6 3 c4 c6 4 e3


  [image: ]


  4…g6


  The dependable Schlechter variation of the Slav remains popular at all levels and yet is often poorly covered by theory. Works on the Slav may not even mention it at all since the position after move six is classified as a Grünfeld (D94) because it can also arise from 1 d4 [image: ]f6 2 c4 g6 3 [image: ]c3 d5 4 [image: ]f3 [image: ]g7 5 e3 0-0 6 [image: ]d3 c6. However Grünfeld books also frequently neglect the move, usually because nowadays the position arises far more often from a Slav (in the Grünfeld move-order, Black should prefer the more active 6…c5!).


  5 [image: ]c3 [image: ]g7 6 [image: ]d3


  6 [image: ]e2 is also popular and yet it makes sense to develop the bishop as actively as possible, whilst it is not at all clear that White needs to prevent the f3-knight from being pinned by …[image: ]g4.


  6…0-0 7 0-0


  [image: ]


  7…[image: ]g4


  The most solid move and yet Black has a whole host of other options:


  A) 7…[image: ]bd7 blocks up Black’s position a little and this can be exploited by 8 cxd5! [image: ]xd5 (8…cxd5?! 9 [image: ]b3! gives White some useful queenside pressure. Following 9…[image: ]b6 10 [image: ]d2 [image: ]f5!? 11 [image: ]xf5 gxf5 12 [image: ]fc1 e6 13 [image: ]a4! [image: ]xa4 14 [image: ]xa4 [image: ]h8 15 [image: ]b4 [image: ]e8 16 [image: ]c2 Black remained on the defensive in G.Flear-Vallepin, St Chely d’Aubrac 2002.) 9 e4 (White can now carry out this advance as Black’s pressure on the centre is weaker than in a normal Grünfeld) 9…[image: ]xc3 10 bxc3 e5 (Or 10…c5 11 [image: ]e3 b6 12 [image: ]c1 cxd4 13 cxd4 [image: ]b7 14 d5! blocking out the b7-bishop and preparing [image: ]d4-c6, then after 14…[image: ]e5 15 [image: ]xe5 [image: ]xe5 16 f4 White’s central control gave him the better chances in Browne-Ardiansyah, Surakarta 1982.) 11 [image: ]g5! (preparing to swap off the irritating g7-bishop) 11…[image: ]a5 12 [image: ]c1! exd4 13 cxd4 c5 14 [image: ]h6 (the centre couldn’t be held, but now White intends to attack the weakened black kingside) 14…cxd4 15 [image: ]xg7 [image: ]xg7 16 [image: ]xd4 [image: ]e5 17 [image: ]b2! turned out well for White, who intends [image: ]e2 and f4, as in Meulders-Bierenbroodspot, Holland 1991;


  B) 7…a6!? 8 a4 (preventing 8…b5 and threatening to fix the black queenside with 9 a5) 8…a5 9 h3! [image: ]a6 10 e4 (now that Black’s queen’s knight cannot easily come to f6, Ftáčnik advances in the centre) 10…[image: ]b4 11 e5 [image: ]e8 12 cxd5 cxd5 13 [image: ]e3 and White had a useful space advantage in Ftáčnik-Hort, Bundesliga 1994;


  C) 7…[image: ]f5 8 [image: ]xf5 (not only to slightly weaken the black structure but mainly to prepare to attack on the queenside) 8…gxf5 9 cxd5 cxd5 10 [image: ]b3! (forcing Black to weaken his queenside and also tying the f6-knight to the defence of d5, thereby holding up the intended …[image: ]e4) 10…b6 11 [image: ]d2 [image: ]c6 12 [image: ]fc1 [image: ]c8 13 [image: ]c2 [image: ]a5!? (aiming to slow down White’s queenside play, but White will easily be able to evict the knight from c4) 14 [image: ]b5 e6 15 [image: ]ac1 [image: ]c4 16 [image: ]a6 [image: ]e4 17 [image: ]e1 [image: ]d7 18 b3 [image: ]cd6 19 [image: ]e5 and White had enduring queenside pressure in Lalić-Velicka, Groningen 1991;


  D) 7…e6 8 b3 (posting the bishop on a3 is the best way to exploit Black’s passive 7…e6; instead 8 e4 dxe4 9 [image: ]xe4 [image: ]xe4 10 [image: ]xe4 [image: ]c7, followed by …c5, would give Black good chances to fully equalise) 8…[image: ]bd7 9 [image: ]a3 [image: ]e8 10 [image: ]c1 b6 11 [image: ]e2 [image: ]b7 12 [image: ]fd1 (Bagirov) should give White a comfortable edge, as Black lacks a good pawn break, whilst White can push forwards with e4;


  E) 7…dxc4 8 [image: ]xc4 [image: ]g4 (Black’s main alternative to 7…[image: ]g4 and note that this position can also arise after 6 [image: ]e2) 9 h3 (immediately breaking the pin, but now play assumes quite a sharp character) 9…[image: ]xf3 10 [image: ]xf3 [image: ]bd7 11 [image: ]d1! (Getting ready to advance the d-pawn. The game now becomes a little theoretical, although White’s plan of pushing the d-pawn and trying to develop his queenside is quite obvious.) 11…e5 (11…[image: ]c7?! is too slow: 12 e4 e5 13 d5 [image: ]b6 14 [image: ]b3 cxd5 15 exd5 [image: ]e8 16 [image: ]e3 [image: ]d6 17 [image: ]e4 [image: ]bc8 18 [image: ]ac1 [image: ]d8 19 [image: ]c5 and White soon broke the blockade of the key d-pawn in Cvetković-Hartoch, Liège 1984)


  [image: ]


  12 d5 e4!? (a pawn sacrifice with hopes of exploiting White’s lack of development) 13 [image: ]xe4 [image: ]xe4 14 [image: ]xe4 [image: ]b6 15 [image: ]b1!? (15 [image: ]b3 is the main move, but the text, preparing to develop the queenside, appears logical and strong.) 15…[image: ]e8 16 [image: ]d3 [image: ]h4 (16…cxd5?! 17 [image: ]b3! [image: ]c8 18 [image: ]d2 with the two bishops and pressure against d5 is White’s idea, when he has a comfortable edge as in Dokhoian-Samaritani, Aarhus 1991) 17 [image: ]b3 [image: ]ad8 18 [image: ]d2 [image: ]xd5 19 [image: ]c4 [image: ]xc4 20 [image: ]xc4 and the bishop-pair gave White an edge in Muresan-Semenova, Bad Kissingen 1983;


  F) 7…b6?! prematurely weakens the queenside and White can exploit this with 8 cxd5! when 8…cxd5 9 b3 [image: ]c6 10 [image: ]a3 [image: ]b7 11 [image: ]c1 a6 (preventing a potentially annoying [image: ]b5 at the cost of weakening b6) 12 [image: ]a4 gave White some useful early pressure in Kotov-Levenfish, USSR Ch. (Moscow) 1949;


  G) 7…c5!? transposes into a line of the Grünfeld a tempo down, but as it’s a line in which Black is very comfortable, White cannot do that much with the extra move. 8 dxc5! (the critical continuation) 8…dxc4 (8…[image: ]a6!? 9 cxd5 [image: ]xd5 has been recommended, but after 10 [image: ]xd5 [image: ]xd5 11 [image: ]xa6!? [image: ]xd1 12 [image: ]xd1 bxa6 13 [image: ]d4! it is not clear that Black’s bishop-pair fully compensates for the pawn) 9 [image: ]xc4 [image: ]a5 10 [image: ]b5! (holding on to the pawn for the time being as 10…a6 is well met by 11 [image: ]d2) 10…[image: ]e4 11 [image: ]d5 a6 12 [image: ]xe4 axb5 13 [image: ]b3 and White remained a pawn ahead in Korchnoi-Djurić, Titograd 1984;


  H) 7…[image: ]e8 8 h3! (as in the Ftáčnik-Hort game above, White aims to hinder Black’s development) 8…[image: ]bd7 9 cxd5 (the plan is the same as after 7…[image: ]bd7) 9…cxd5 10 [image: ]b3 e5!? 11 dxe5 [image: ]xe5 12 [image: ]e2! (intending to capture on e5 and then pressurise d5 with the bishop from f3) 12…[image: ]c6 13 [image: ]d1 and Black lacked any activity to compensate for his IQP in Ivkov-Rossolimo, Novi Sad 1972.


  8 h3


  Again it makes sense to break the pin immediately before Black slots in …[image: ]bd7, threatening …e5.


  8…[image: ]xf3 9 [image: ]xf3


  [image: ]


  9…e6


  The most popular choice, but here Black can also transpose into the sharp 7…dxc4 by 9…dxc4 or try 9…[image: ]d6, intending 10…[image: ]bd7 and…e5, which has been played quite often—White should again respond with the prophylactic 10 [image: ]d1, defending d4 so that e4 becomes possible and also discouraging …e5 due to the pressure against d5 after dxe5. Now 10…[image: ]bd7 11 cxd5 cxd5 12 [image: ]d2 is probably the best way of developing and also preparing to play against the IQP. After 12…e5 13 dxe5 [image: ]xe5 14 [image: ]e2 [image: ]xd3 15 [image: ]xd3 [image: ]e5 16 [image: ]e1 White had reasonable pressure against d5 in Legky-Barbero, Belgrade 1988. He should now aim to tie Black down to d5 with [image: ]b5, [image: ]d3 and [image: ]ad1 when he may then be able to turn his attention to activating the bishop, for example by [image: ]e2 and [image: ]c3.


  An immediate 9…e5!? has also been seen but then 10 dxe5 [image: ]fd7 11 cxd5 [image: ]xe5 12 [image: ]d1! cxd5 (12…[image: ]xd3 13 [image: ]xd3 [image: ]xc3 14 bxc3 cxd5 15 [image: ]b1! doesn’t solve Black’s problems either.) 13 [image: ]e2 resulted in a doomed d-pawn in Kotov-Ragozin, USSR Ch. (Moscow) 1948.


  10 [image: ]d1 [image: ]bd7 11 [image: ]d2!?


  [image: ]


  This move isn’t even mentioned in ECO or NCO and yet has scored well and been played by some quite strong players, such as Kholmov, Chernin and Andersson (who utilised it to defeat a young Anand). Compared with the main line of 11 b3, the bishop takes up a less active post on e1, waiting for the right moment to return to the game. Meanwhile this oddly placed bishop doesn’t appear to be a problem and is in many lines better placed on e1 than b2, as there White’s protection of the c3-knight is weakened by the advance of his b-pawn.


  11…[image: ]e7


  Preparing to develop the f8-rook and to support …e5, but other plans are also possible:


  A) 11…[image: ]e8 is natural when White should delay [image: ]e1 for a move, just in case Black captures prematurely on c4. 12 [image: ]ac1 [image: ]e7 (12…dxc4?! 13 [image: ]xc4 e5 14 [image: ]b3 exd4 (not really what Black wanted, but 15 d5 was threatened) 15 exd4 (White has an excellent IQP position; his dark-squared bishop will soon find a good square, when Black must watch out for the key d5 push, opening up all White’s pieces) 15…[image: ]b6 16 [image: ]g5 [image: ]d6 17 [image: ]f4 [image: ]d7 18 [image: ]e5! [image: ]bd5?! 19 [image: ]xf6! [image: ]xf6 20 d5! and White had thematically opened up the position in S.Ivanov-Hasangatin, St Petersburg 1999. Black’s queen lacks a good square, whilst a light-squared disaster is imminent.) 13 [image: ]e2 [image: ]ad8 14 [image: ]e1 a6 (or 14…dxc4 15 [image: ]xc4 [image: ]b6 16 [image: ]b3 e5 17 dxe5 [image: ]xe5 18 [image: ]xd8 [image: ]xd8 19 [image: ]d1 [image: ]xd1 20 [image: ]xd1 and the bishop-pair promised White a small pull in Matlak-Oliwa, Augustow 1996.) 15 [image: ]c2 (the queen is coming to b3, but attacking on the queenside with 15 cxd5!? exd5 16 b4 was an alternative plan) 15…dxc4 (finally Black goes in for the thematic exchange, but, as 15…b5 would merely give him queenside weaknesses, there wasn’t a good alternative) 16 [image: ]xc4 e5 17 dxe5 [image: ]xe5 18 [image: ]e2 [image: ]xd1 19 [image: ]xd1 [image: ]d8 20 [image: ]xd8+ [image: ]xd8 21 [image: ]d1! and White had a small edge in Shipov-Gretarsson, Groningen 1993. His pieces may currently appear not particularly active, but the black knights lack good outposts and Black can do little as White slowly unravels. White’s plan should be to slowly and carefully launch a minority attack with b4, [image: ]a4-c5 and a4, whilst if the e5-knight can be driven backwards then the light-squared bishop can come to f3;


  B) 11…dxc4 12 [image: ]xc4 e5 was tried in Kholmov-Panov, Skopje 1967. Now after 13 [image: ]e1?!, the bishop was a little misplaced for an IQP position. Thus 13 [image: ]b3 is more natural when 13…exd4 14 exd4 [image: ]b6?! (there isn’t time for the knight to reach d5, but 15 [image: ]g5 would have put him under pressure in any case) 15 [image: ]g5 and Black is stuck in a very awkward pin. This is one of those positions where the IQP is most certainly a strength as White can quickly open up the position for all his pieces with a timely d5 break;


  C) 11…[image: ]b6 12 [image: ]e2! (refusing to either break the tension in the centre or to weaken c3 by changing tack with 12 b3) 12…dxc4 13 [image: ]xc4 [image: ]xc4 14 [image: ]xc4 [image: ]d5 was Anand’s choice against Andersson (Cannes 1989). Black has managed to hold up e4 (15 e4? [image: ]b6), but remained under pressure after 15 [image: ]ac1 [image: ]e8 16 [image: ]e4! (the knight is coming to the c5 outpost in a bid to provoke …b6, weakening c6) 16…e5!? 17 dxe5 [image: ]xe5 18 [image: ]c3 [image: ]e7 19 [image: ]xe5 [image: ]xe5 20 [image: ]d4 [image: ]e7 21 [image: ]cd1 [image: ]ae8 22 b4!.


  12 [image: ]e1 [image: ]fd8 13 [image: ]e2 dxc4 14 [image: ]xc4 e5


  14…[image: ]b6 15 [image: ]b3 e5 16 dxe5 would lead to similar positions to Shipov-Gretarsson (see 11…[image: ]e8 above), and was the alternative.


  [image: ]


  15 d5!? cxd5?!


  Now White will gain the bishop-pair on an open board and so 15…[image: ]b6 16 dxc6 bxc6 17 [image: ]b3 e4! was better. Black’s queenside is now weakened, but this isn’t so easy to exploit here, whilst White must be careful about a black knight reaching e5. With accurate play White should be slightly better, but with a harder task than in the game.


  16 [image: ]xd5 [image: ]xd5 17 [image: ]xd5 e4 18 [image: ]ac1 [image: ]b6 19 [image: ]b3 [image: ]xd1 20 [image: ]xd1 [image: ]d8 21 [image: ]xd8+ [image: ]xd8 22 [image: ]c2


  Black has managed to force exchanges, but now has a long defence ahead of him. Kharitonov proceeds to gives a model example of how to use the bishop-pair as he weakens the black queenside. Meanwhile Crouch never really has any active counterplay due to his weak king position; for example 22…[image: ]d3?! 23 [image: ]c7! is awkward.


  22…[image: ]e7 23 a4! [image: ]e5 24 a5 [image: ]d7 25 [image: ]c8+ [image: ]f8 26 [image: ]d5 [image: ]xb2 27 [image: ]xb7 [image: ]a3


  Now White’s bishop gets on to the long diagonal, but it was already virtually impossible to defend both a7 and e4.


  28 [image: ]c3 [image: ]d6 29 [image: ]xe4! [image: ]d1+ 30 [image: ]h2 [image: ]d6+31 f4 [image: ]e2


  Suddenly it appears that Black has some counterplay, but Kharitonov has everything under control and it turns out that Black’s king is the weaker.


  32 [image: ]d4! [image: ]xf4+ 33 exf4 [image: ]xe4 34 [image: ]e5 [image: ]d5 35 [image: ]b8 f5 36 [image: ]d6 [image: ]f7 37 a6 [image: ]g7 38 [image: ]xf8+ [image: ]xf8 39 [image: ]xa7+ [image: ]h6 40 [image: ]c7 [image: ]a3 41 a7 [image: ]a4 42 [image: ]b8 1-0


  Game 5


  Miles - Hodgson


  Hastings, 1996


  1 d4 d5 2 c4 c6 3 [image: ]f3


  [image: ]


  3…dxc4!?


  Along with the attempt to force an Abrahams-Noteboom with 3…e6 (which is dealt with in Chapter 3 under 2…e6 3 [image: ]f3 c6) this is Black’s best alternative to 3…[image: ]f6.


  A) 3…[image: ]f5?! is natural and even quite popular at club level, but simply leaves b7 and d5 too weak – factors which White can immediately exploit. 4 cxd5 and then:


  A1) 4…cxd5 5 [image: ]b3 [image: ]c7 (5…[image: ]c8 6 [image: ]c3 [image: ]f6 7 [image: ]f4 e6 8 e3 left Black tempi down on an Exchange variation in Rossetto-Martinez, Santa Clara 1968, when the attempt to prevent [image: ]b5 with 8…a6 should have lost a clear pawn to 9 [image: ]b8! [image: ]xb8 10 [image: ]xa6, whilst 5…b6?! 6 [image: ]c3 e6 7 e4! exploited Black’s chronic light-squared weaknesses in Finge-Leistenschneider, Germany 1988, when 7…dxe4 8 [image: ]b5+ [image: ]e7 9 [image: ]e5 a6 10 [image: ]c6 was superb for White) 6 [image: ]c3 e6 7 [image: ]f4! [image: ]b6 (7…[image: ]e7 8 a3 a6 9 e3 [image: ]c6 10 [image: ]a4! gave White a large positional advantage in the game Rychagov-Kadiltzoglou, Korinthos 2001) 8 [image: ]xb6 (Burgess prefers 8 [image: ]b5!? but matters are not so clear after, say, 8…[image: ]a6 9 [image: ]a4 [image: ]b4+ when 10 [image: ]c3+?! [image: ]f8 sees White having problems defending the b2-square. Thus it seems best to take the large positional advantage on offer and to follow Sadler’s advice) 8…axb6 9 e3 [image: ]f6 10 [image: ]b5+ [image: ]bd7 11 [image: ]e2 [image: ]e7 12 [image: ]hc1 when White will invade down the c-file, whilst Black’s queenside weaknesses will not run away;


  A2) 4…[image: ]xb1 5 [image: ]xb1 [image: ]xd5 is similar to the Baltic Defence (1 d4 d5 2 c4 [image: ]f5 3 cxd5 [image: ]xb1 4 [image: ]xb1 [image: ]xd5), dealt with in Chapter 4, except that here Black is already committed to …c6. After 6 a3 [image: ]f6 7 e3 e6 8 [image: ]c2 [image: ]e7 (or 8…[image: ]bd7 9 [image: ]d3 [image: ]h5 10 b4 a6 11 e4 and again White was much better in Krivoshei-Z.Basagić, Bled 1999) 9 [image: ]d3 [image: ]d8 10 e4 White had a very comfortable edge with control of the centre and the two bishops in U.Andersson-Renman, Sweden 1996;


  B) 3…[image: ]g4?! is also very good for White. 4 [image: ]e5 [image: ]f5 (4…[image: ]h5 5 cxd5 cxd5 6 [image: ]b3 and now Black must defend a worse position after 6…[image: ]c8 7 [image: ]c3 e6 8 [image: ]f4 as 6…[image: ]c6? sees Black again lose on the light-squares after 7 [image: ]xb7 [image: ]xd4 8 e3) 5 cxd5 cxd5 6 [image: ]c3 was unpleasant for Black (White intends a formation such as [image: ]b3, [image: ]f4, e3 and [image: ]c1) in Matamoros Franco-Madikwe, Lucerne 1982, but Black now walked right into it with 6…e6?? when 7 [image: ]a4+ [image: ]d7 8 e4! was decisive.


  4 e3 b5


  The very ambitious 4…[image: ]e6 has been championed by Rausis, and also played by Hübner, Lalić and Ivan Sokolov, but it is hard to believe that Black can quite get away with playing like this, unless White falls for 5 [image: ]g5?? [image: ]a5+. 5 a4 (preparing 6 [image: ]c3 and 7 [image: ]g5) and now:


  [image: ]


  A) 5…c5 6 [image: ]c3 [image: ]f6 is a position normally reached via 5…[image: ]f6 6 [image: ]c3 c5, as after 5…c5 White may well have an immediate 6 [image: ]g5. Now 7 [image: ]g5 [image: ]g4 8 f3 [image: ]d7 (after 8…[image: ]h5, played in Levitt-Baburin, 4NCL 2001/2, White continued to vigorously pursue the initiative by 9 d5 h6 10 [image: ]h3 g5 11 [image: ]xc4 [image: ]bd7 12 e4 a6 13 [image: ]e3 [image: ]g7 14 [image: ]f2 [image: ]e5 15 [image: ]e2 [image: ]fd7 16 h4! when he had an excellent position) 9 [image: ]xc4 (Instead 9 d5 h6 was rather unclear in Polak-Varga, Austria 2000.) 9…e6 10 d5!? gives White an edge after the best defence of 10…[image: ]xd5 11 [image: ]xd5 [image: ]c6! 12 [image: ]xf7! [image: ]xf7 13 [image: ]f4 [image: ]xd1+ 14 [image: ]xd1 [image: ]d7;


  B) 5…[image: ]f6 6 [image: ]c3 g6 (6…h6 7 [image: ]e5 [image: ]bd7 8 [image: ]xc4 [image: ]f5 was tried in Topalov-I.Sokolov, Sarajevo 1999, but now, instead of 9 [image: ]b3 [image: ]c7 10 f3 e5! which was fine for Black, 9 f3 should promise White an edge, whilst 6…[image: ]d5 is well met by 7 [image: ]d2! as given by Burgess) 7 [image: ]g5 [image: ]d5 8 f3!? h6 (In CHESS, November 2001, I suggested as a possible improvement 8…[image: ]g7, but it’s hard to believe that White isn’t doing well after 9 e4 h6 10 [image: ]h3 [image: ]e6 11 [image: ]f4.) 9 [image: ]h3 g5 10 e4 [image: ]e6 11 [image: ]f2 [image: ]g7 12 a5! [image: ]a6 13 [image: ]e3 [image: ]c7 14 g3 b5 15 f4 with excellent compensation in J.Horvath-Varga, Budapest 2000.


  5 a4 e6


  The only move mentioned by Graham Burgess in his monograph The Slav and yet other moves are possible, although White can usually then just win back his pawn with interest with a timely b3. 5…[image: ]b7 6 axb5 cxb5 7 b3! is one example, whilst 5…a6?! 6 axb5 cxb5 7 b3 cxb3 8 [image: ]xb5+ [image: ]d7 9 [image: ]xd7+ [image: ]xd7 10 [image: ]xb3 e6 11 0-0 [image: ]d6 12 [image: ]c3 left White better in Orth-Kwapinski, Dortmund 2000. He enjoys better central control, whilst the vulnerable a6-pawn will be easily targeted.


  6 axb5 cxb5 7 b3 [image: ]b4+


  7…[image: ]f6 8 bxc4 bxc4 9 [image: ]xc4 [image: ]e7 is quite a typical scenario in this line. Black hopes to castle, after which, free from trouble along the a4-e8 diagonal, he can restrain the white centre with …[image: ]b7. Unfortunately for him, White can play a few moves first, for example Kramnik, against Hübner, (Biel Interzonal 1993) continued very energetically with 10 [image: ]e5 0-0 11 [image: ]f3 [image: ]d5 12 [image: ]c3! [image: ]b4 13 [image: ]d2 [image: ]b7 14 [image: ]xd5 [image: ]xd2+ 15 [image: ]xd2 [image: ]xd5 16 [image: ]xd5 exd5 and was rewarded with a large advantage after 17 [image: ]hb1, since all of White’s pieces stand on good squares, ready to target the weak black structure.


  8 [image: ]d2 [image: ]xd2+ 9 [image: ]bxd2 a5 10 bxc4 b4


  Typically, Hodgson has managed to unbalance the pawn structure, but White is now able to make good use of his centre and better development to restrain the dangerous connected flank pawns, whilst retaining his own trumps.


  [image: ]


  11 [image: ]e5! [image: ]f6 12 [image: ]a4+


  Accurately played. Now the white queen blockades the black pawns, whilst White will further increase his bind by c5 and bringing a knight to c4.


  12…[image: ]fd7


  Instead 12…[image: ]bd7?! 13 [image: ]c6 [image: ]c7 14 [image: ]xa5 simply won a pawn in Gonzales-Remon, Mexico City 1991 (as …[image: ]c6 is no longer legal), whilst 12…[image: ]d7 13 [image: ]xd7 [image: ]bxd7 14 c5 should also favour White.


  13 c5 0-0 14 [image: ]ec4!


  Correctly keeping pieces on the board so as to make it harder for Black to free himself. 14 [image: ]dc4 [image: ]xe5 15 [image: ]xe5 [image: ]b7 16 c6 [image: ]a6 17 [image: ]xa6 [image: ]xa6 was much more comfortable for Black in Adams-Rausis, Erevan Olympiad 1996.


  14…[image: ]f6


  14…[image: ]b7!? was perhaps a better try for counterplay when Miles gave 15 [image: ]d6!? [image: ]c6 16 [image: ]b5! [image: ]xg2 17 [image: ]g1 as giving White compensation. Indeed White may simply be doing well here since the bishop cannot retreat along the long diagonal (17…[image: ]d5 18 e4) and so is forced to the less desirable square of h3. Meanwhile 14…e5?! appears to be a natural attempt to break the bind, but after 15 c6! [image: ]b6 16 [image: ]xb6 [image: ]xb6 17 d5! (Miles) all Black has done is help White to advance his pawns.


  15 [image: ]e2


  Perhaps White could have got away with capturing on a5 here, but Miles wants to maintain his positional advantage and in fact steadily increase it.


  15…[image: ]d5 16 [image: ]f3 7 17 [image: ]c2 [image: ]b5 18 [image: ]d6 [image: ]a6


  This was criticised by both players, but after 18…[image: ]c6 19 0-0 [image: ]c3 20 e4 White has begun to set his own pawns rolling forwards.


  19 [image: ]2c4 [image: ]c6 20 0-0 [image: ]c7 21 [image: ]fc1 [image: ]xc4


  Now a5 becomes rather weak, but Black had to respond somehow to the direct threat of 22 [image: ]xd5 and 23 [image: ]b6.


  22 [image: ]xc4 [image: ]ce7 23 [image: ]b3 [image: ]a7 24 g3!


  With the black pawns securely blockaded, White takes the time to improve his king position and it is not long before he is able to exploit his king’s departure from the back rank.


  24…[image: ]b8 25 [image: ]g2 h6 26 [image: ]c2 [image: ]c3?!


  Black was struggling to defend a5, but this allows a neat finish.


  27 [image: ]xa5! [image: ]xa5 28 [image: ]xa5 [image: ]xa5 29 [image: ]xc3 bxc3 30 [image: ]xb8+ [image: ]h7 31 [image: ]b7 f5 32 [image: ]xe7!!


  Even an extra queen won’t be enough to save the black king!


  32…c2 33 [image: ]xe6 c1=[image: ] 34 [image: ]xf5+ g6 35 [image: ]f7+ [image: ]h8 36 [image: ]f8+ [image: ]h7 37 [image: ]d5 [image: ]h1+ 38 [image: ]xh1 1-0


  2 The Queen’s Gambit Accepted


  1 d4 d5 2 c4 dxc4 3 [image: ]f3


  Accepting the gambit is quite an uncompromising choice from Black who usually intends to quickly unbalance the struggle. He has several options here (as we shall see in Game 9), but play most frequently continues with


  3…[image: ]f6 4 e3 e6 5 [image: ]xc4 c5


  when I’m advocating the Furman variation with


  6 [image: ]e2


  [image: ]


  As Jan Timman and Ivan Sokolov show (in Games 6 and 7) this is quite easy to play and it is common for White to quickly gain a strong kingside attack, after having pushed e3-e4-e5 following 6…a6 7 dxc5. Black can also afflict White with an isolated queen pawn (IQP) by preferring 6…cxd4, but, as Game 8 shows, this is quite a favourable version for White and not one that even positional players should shy away from.


  Game 6


  Timman - Lautier


  Ubeda, 1997


  1 d4 d5 2 c4 dxc4 3 [image: ]f3 [image: ]f6 4 e3 e6 5 [image: ]xc4 c5 6 [image: ]e2


  White moves the queen in preparation for exchanging pawns on c5 and then advancing the e-pawn. Should the pawn reach e5 then White can use his extra space to launch a kingside attack, whilst it is also often possible to undermine Black’s queenside, following an early …b5, with a4.


  6…a6 7 dxc5 [image: ]xc5 8 0-0


  [image: ]


  Black now has four main moves. In this game we will consider lines in which he develops the knight to c6, either before or after …b5, whilst in Game 7, 8…[image: ]bd7 and 8…[image: ]c7 will be examined.


  8…[image: ]c6


  8…b5 9 [image: ]d3 and only then 9…[image: ]c6 is also often seen. Black does however have some
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