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Explanation of symbols

The chessboard with its coordinates:
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♔King

♕Queen

♖Rook

♗Bishop

♘Knight
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+–White has a decisive advantage

–+Black has a decisive advantage

=balanced position

∞the position is unclear
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??blunder

!?interesting move

?!dubious move
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Foreword by Anatoly Karpov

Zhenya Sveshnikov and myself are not just contemporaries, but also neighbours – he is from Chelyabinsk and I from nearby Zlatoust. We played together many times on junior teams, first for Russia and then the Soviet Union. We even had the same coach at one point – Leonid Arnoldovich Gratvol, a fanatical teacher of chess to children. It was probably from him that the future grandmaster obtained a love not only of analytical work, but also of teaching, which he took up quite early on. Usually, practical players prefer to play in tournaments, and not to waste time and strength on other things. But Evgeny Ellinovich, a rare case among chess players, has managed not only to play in hundreds of international tournaments, but also to produce a whole raft of players, including dozens of GMs and IMs.

I would like to mention my old comrade’s extremely high level of analytical ability, his honesty and his sheer human decency, which I experienced many times during the years when he was one of my seconds for the extremely tough matches against Garry Kasparov. Our cooperation continues in various spheres to this day. Thus, Evgeny Ellinovich helps me prepare for important tournaments, teaches in the Anatoly Karpov Chess School and never declines to help when I am looking for comrades with whom to travel to the far corners of the country, spreading the popularity of chess. I should add that he also does the latter on his own initiative; thus, it is thanks to his generosity that chess schools have opened in Alta and the South Urals region, our home area.

Finally, one cannot fail to mention his fantastic devotion to research work in the openings, which after many years has yielded brilliant results. I remember that over 40 years ago, at the USSR Championship, I sympathised with him, asking ‘Zhenya, why do you torture yourself in this Sicilian with …е7-е5? Why don’t you just choose something simpler and easier to play?’ But now I can say with objectivity that he was right to ignore me – now the whole world plays the Sveshnikov System! And I, as a proud Urals man, can say that now the line has a name reflecting the region – the Cheliabinsk Variation.

Unfortunately, for various reasons, the book on the Sveshnikov System, published way back in the 1980s, was for a very long time the only one of Sveshnikov’s books to appear in Russian. Only at the start of the new century did Evgeny Ellinovich produce a new theoretical work. In recent years he has published four more books with New In Chess! The second work was devoted to the popular 3.е5 system against the French Defence, and the popularity of this system owes a great deal to Sveshnikov, who has played it all his life, feels its nuances almost in his fingertips and has a huge plus score with it against great specialists in the French Defence, such as Bareev, for example. The book quickly became popular with amateurs and was translated into many foreign languages – English, French, German, Spanish, etc.

The system is seen in tournaments at every level, including the very highest. Here is a striking statistic: at the end of 2005, the computer databases contained about 25,000 games with 3.е5, whereas now the figure is in excess of 75,000! The time has come for a new edition, and in this regard, Evgeny Ellinovich has been greatly helped by his son, Vladimir, an IM and Latvian Champion in 2016. The authors have carried out a serious amount of work: all variations have been checked with computers and an additional chapter added, ‘Theoretical discoveries in recent years’. In Evgeny Sveshnikov’s opinion, Black does not equalise fully in the system with 3.е5, and so far nobody has been able to prove him wrong. This, in my view, is a true textbook, original in conception and outstanding in execution. It not only teaches you to play a concrete variation of the French Defence, but also to absorb many typical strategic devices in the middlegame, which for the majority of amateurs is even more important.

This book will undoubtedly be of benefit to a wide spectrum of players. For example, lower-rated players can quickly learn a very dangerous plan of attack, whilst masters and even grandmasters have the chance to consult once again with the greatest specialist in the world on this variation.

Anatoly Karpov,
 Multiple World Champion
 June 2017





Introductory word from Evgeny Sveshnikov

I have been playing 3 e5 against the French for about 45 years already. In the 1970s, information was not so easy to access as in our computer age, and collecting and working on it was quite difficult, so I became accustomed to relying on my own resources and ideas. I understood that objectively, 3.е5 is not the strongest move, but against such great specialists as Vaganian, for example, I did not want to enter into a battle of knowledge in the long and highly complicated variations which arise after the most principled move 3.♘c3. Therefore I chose the system with 3.е5 in the French (and also 2.c3 against the Sicilian) out of practical considerations, because I realised that my opponents would devote their main attention to the then more popular moves 3.♘c3 and 3.♘d2.

By the end of the 1980s, I had acquired a lot of theoretical and practical material with the system. I prepared a lecture on it, which I read to my students – probably, in excess of a thousand listened to this at various times. And this is what was interesting: when one taught concrete variations to second- and even first-category players, it went in one ear and out of the other and they remembered nothing. But if one taught them a typical idea, based on demonstrating some game or other, it would stick with them for the rest of their days. Therefore, it is best to study a new variation by looking at well-annotated games, where the main ideas and plans are properly explained. Once a student understands the basic ideas, he can easily remember concrete variations. At the start of the 1990s, I wrote a quite long Survey of 3.e5 for the New In Chess Yearbook, no. 20. Later on I wrote two 2-part Surveys in Yearbooks 76 and 77, and 97 and 98, and also several analyses in New In Chess Magazine. It is well-known that the choice of a plan is influenced by the central pawn structure and the dynamics of piece placement. In my view, it makes no sense to talk about pawn structures without linking them to specific openings. If the pupil is not at least of candidate master strength, he will have trouble getting to grips with such material. My teaching experience confirms that textbook material is much more easily absorbed when it is connected with a definite opening scheme.

I therefore decided to begin the original book, which appeared with Olms publishers in 2007, with an explanation of the main ideas for White and Black, each plan being illustrated with well-annotated games. For the current book I have stuck to the same structure. Other things being equal, I have given preference to games by players who were the first to demonstrate this or that plan. Incidentally, most of the annotations were prepared without the aid of the computer, and this is important, because it means that the ideas examined are ‘human’. Of course, the variations themselves were then checked with the computer, so as to eliminate any clear errors. The computer is a wonderful assistant when it comes to technical work, but it is rarely useful in terms of general ideas, although, admittedly, sometimes it helps even here.

My son Vladimir, an IM and the Latvian Champion in 2016, has become a great expert on the use of the computer. He has all the latest databases, including correspondence games and games between computers, and he is excellent at working with this material. I have never in my adult life had a trainer, but now one has appeared – I have several times employed ideas suggested by Volodya. In working on this new edition of the book, he has been my dedicated co-author; he has thoroughly checked all my old analyses with the computer, producing a whole range of valuable corrections, and has also analysed the most topical variations, where he has found many original ideas. His analyses can be found in the chapter ‘Theoretical discoveries of recent years’.

As I have already noted, Volodya is a co-author, but, even so, the majority of ideas came from one person, i.e. myself. The fact is that the book contains a great many of my games, played over many years, and I have shared with the reader my thoughts and experiences. My son, on the other hand, was for many years sceptical about the move 3.e5 against the French, and has hardly ever played it himself. Admittedly, in the course of our work together on this book, I think Volodya’s opinion has changed and he now agrees that things are not quite so simple for Black.

But let us return to the structure of the book. After the detailed explanation of the plans and ideas of the players, the reader is invited to reinforce his knowledge by solving a series of exercises. Since one of the most fundamental ideas of the 3.e5 system in the French is the blockade of the centre and play on the weakened dark squares, I have included a short lecture on the blockade.

I wanted to make the book interesting and useful not only to club and county players, but also to candidate masters, masters and even grandmasters. A player’s playing strength and his opening understanding are two different things, which often do not go together – experienced players can lose their way in unfamiliar positions. Therefore they can also benefit from thinking once again about the question of the general considerations on which one or other of their concrete opening variations is based. I hope also that the more well-prepared players will be interested in the chapter ‘Theoretical discoveries of recent years’, where they will find new ideas, including some which have not been seen in practice. And in conclusion, I share some currently critical positions.

Chess is not just a sport, but also an element of culture and so I usually begin my opening Surveys with a historical overview. I believe it is important to pay tribute to those who have made a serious contribution to the development of a variation and also to follow how it has developed.

Thus, the structure of the book is as follows:

1) Historical overview.

2) Explanation of the two sides’ plans, illustrated with sample games, deeply annotated.

3) Lecture on blockade.

4) Exercises for solving.

Having absorbed the basic instructional material, we can then go onto a more professional (‘move by move’) study of the system.

5) Theoretical discoveries of recent years.

6) Conclusions – a path for development of the 3.e5 system.

The authors hope that the book will become not just a textbook for the ordinary player, who is just beginning to study theory, but also a serious tool for masters and even grandmasters.

To complete this short introductory word, I should like to thank International Master Vladimir Barsky for his help in working on this book.





CHAPTER 1

‘For’ and ‘against’ 3.e5

I am convinced that the initial position is one of the most interesting positions in chess. Therefore one should think about one’s actions from the very first moves, and not blindly follow the advice of so-called ‘authorities’.

1.e4 e6

Strictly speaking, not the strongest move, since now White can seize the centre with 2.d4. In addition, Black will have problems developing his light-squared bishop. On the other hand, he has no weaknesses, whilst after 1…e5 the e-pawn immediately becomes an object of attack. Possibly the strongest move is 1…c5!, not allowing 2.d4. Even so, in recent times Black has obtained good results in the French Defence, and many young grandmasters have included this opening in their armoury.

2.d4 d5

Now White has three main continuations: 3.♘d2, 3.♘c3 and 3.e5. In the 19th century, White often played 3.exd5 exd5 4.c4, trying to open the game as quickly as possible, but practice showed that after 4…♘f6 5.♘c3 ♗b4! it is hard for White to count on an advantage.

3.♘d2 is the move of grandmaster S.Tarrasch and was most popular in the 1970s and 80s. However, on closer examination, it is clear that the move sharply breaks the principles of opening play; in particular, White does not fight for the centre (note that the d4-pawn has been weakened), he does not worry about developing his pieces (the ♘d2 obstructs the ♗c1 and the white queen) and concerns himself only with the principle of safety. But safety is something that should mainly be the concern of Black, whereas White, having the advantage, should be thinking of attack, else his advantage will dissipate. Thus, by somewhat paraphrasing the teachings of Steinitz, one may characterise the move 3.♘d2.

So why was this move so popular – surely grandmasters could see its drawbacks? The main culprit is fashion, since at the time, World Champion Anatoly Karpov used this continuation at the highest level. But his matches with Kortchnoi, in which he did not win a single game against the French, and also more recent practice, have shown that by means of 3…c5! Black practically equalises the position. An additional confirmation of the strength of 3.♘d2 c5 is provided by the games of Bareev, in which he regularly obtained a good position. And when in 1984, Karpov played 3.♘c3 against Agdestein, this was the beginning of a gradual decline in interest in the Tarrasch Variation at grandmaster level.

Undoubtedly, 3.♘c3! is the strongest and most principled continuation, which answers to all of the principles of opening play. I played this way, even when already a master, at the end of the 1960s and start of the 1970s, but then I switched to 3.e5. After 3.♘c3 very complicated tactical and strategical positions arise and even at that time a great many very complicated games had been played in these variations. Therefore, by playing 3.♘c3, one concedes the opponent an obvious advantage in preparation and knowledge.

But it is another matter with 3.e5.

[image: images]

This move has been known since the time of El Greco (1600-1634). Its pluses are obvious:

1) It gains space;

2) It shuts in the ♗c8;

3) The pawn takes away the important f6-square, as a result of which it will later be difficult for Black to defend his kingside, and White will have the grounds for an attack on this side of the board.

But there are also drawbacks:

1) By making the second successive move with one pawn, White loses time;

2) The pawn structure assumes a semi-closed character and it is more difficult for White to exploit his trumps.

3) Black now has no weak pawns in the centre, so White lacks an object of attack.

But now we will conclude this brief excursion into history with a look at one of the earliest surviving games in this variation with 3.e5.
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El Greco

NN

1620



1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.c3 cxd4?!

Of course, the exchange on d4 is premature, because now White gets the c3-square for his knight. However, we will not criticise the black player too harshly, since the same mistake has been repeated by others years later.

5.cxd4 ♗b4+ 6.♘c3 ♗xc3+?!

Exchanging off the enemy dark-squared bishop is one of White’s main ideas in this line, since this exchange greatly weakens a whole complex of dark squares in Black’s camp. And here Black voluntarily parts with this key defender.

7.bxc3 ♘c6 8.♗d3 ♘ge7 9.f4[image: images] ♘f5 10.♘f3 0-0 11.g4 ♘h4 12.0-0 ♘xf3+ 13.♕xf3[image: images] ♗d7

It is interesting to find out how this ‘prehistoric’ position appears in the eyes of the unsentimental computer: 13…♕a5 14.♗b2 b6 (14…f5 15.exf6 ♖xf6 16.g5→) 15.♕h3 (15.♕e2 f5 16.exf6 ♖xf6 17.g5+–) 15…h6 (15…g6 16.f5+–) 16.g5+–

14.♕h3 g6

[image: images]

15.f5

White has a decisive attack: Black has nothing with which to defend the dark squares.

15…exf5 16.gxf5 gxf5 17.♖xf5

17.♗h6+–

17…♗xf5

He also loses after 17…♔h8 18.♔h1 ♖g8 19.♕xh7+ ♔xh7 20.♖xf7+ ♔h8 21.♖h7#.

18.♗xf5 1-0

Great contributions to the development of this system were made by Louis Paulsen and Aron Nimzowitsch. You can find a detailed discussion of the latter in the lecture about the blockade, but we will speak here about Paulsen.

The German player Louis Paulsen (15.01.1833-18.08.1891) was born in Hassengrunde (Germany) into a family which loved chess. His older brother was a strong player who played in many international tournaments. His sister Amalia was also an excellent player. By profession, Louis was a businessman. In 1854, together with his older brother, he emigrated to America.

One of Louis’ first tournaments in his new country was the American Congress of 1857, where he lost in the final against Paul Morphy, by a score of 2-6. This score must be considered more of an achievement for Paulsen, than a failure. After all, he was just 24 years old and his growth as a player was slow, unlike the ‘meteor’ Morphy. Paulsen reached his greatest strength when in his 40s, if not 50s.

In 1860 Paulsen returned home. Two years later, he played his first match with the ‘uncrowned’ World Champion Adolf Anderssen. The result was a hard battle, which ended drawn (+3 -3 =2); thanks to great strength of will, Anderssen won the last two games to save the match. The permanent opponents met twice more in matches, Paulsen winning both times: in 1876 (+5 -4 =1) and 1877 (+5 -3 =1). He also finished ahead of his great opponent many times in tournaments. Their overall score was +20 -17 =7 in favour of Anderssen.

Whereas Anderssen is considered the unsurpassed master of attack, Paulsen can be regarded as the founder of the modern approach to playing the opening. He was a chess theoretician, if you wish, a chess student. His opening ideas taught not only his contemporaries, but many subsequent generations. Several lines he introduced even retain their relevance to the present day and have become tabiyas. This is true of the 3.e5 French and the system in the Sicilian which bears his name (1.e4 c5 2.♘f3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 4.♘xd4 a6), whilst the Boleslavsky System (1.e4 c5 2.♘f3 ♘c6 3.d4 cxd4 4.♘xd4 ♘f6 5.♘c3 d6 6.♗e2 e5!) was played five times by Paulsen 70 years before Boleslavsky!

If Chigorin is rightly considered the greatest specialist in open games in the 19th century, then Paulsen undoubtedly had the best understanding of the Sicilian and French Defences; in this respect, he was a century ahead of his time. In modern computer databases, one can find 20 games in which Paulsen adopted 3.e5 against the French. White’s play in the following game is noteworthy – 73 years later Paulsen’s first ten moves were repeated by Unzicker, whilst 115 years later, the position after 10.♘a4 became a tabiya!
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Louis Paulsen

Adolf Schwarz

Leipzig (m) 1879 (3)



1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.c3 ♘c6 5.♘f3 ♕b6 6.a3 ♗d7 7.b4 cxd4 8.cxd4 ♘ge7 9.♘c3 ♘f5 10.♘a4

[image: images]

10…♕c7

10…♕d8 was played in Unzicker-Gligoric, Saltsjöbaden 1952.

11.♗b2 ♗e7 12.♖c1 a6 13.♘c5 ♗xc5 14.♖xc5 0-0 15.♗d3

With the threat of 16.♗xf5 exf5 17.♖xd5.

15…♘fe7

[image: images]

White has cramped his opponent on the queenside and Black’s mistaken last move allows Paulsen to start a direct attack on the king.

16.♗xh7+! ♔xh7

White’s attack is not weakened by 16…♔h8, e.g.: 17.♘g5 g6 18.♕f3 ♘g8 19.♗xg8 ♔xg8 20.♕h3 ♖fd8 21.♕h7+ ♔f8 22.♕xf7#.

17.♘g5+ ♔g6

Nor is Black helped by either 17…♔g8 18.♕h5 ♖fe8 19.♕xf7+ ♔h8 20.♖c3, or 17…♔h6 18.♗c1 (with the threat of 19.♘xe6+; even quicker is 18.♖c3) 18…♕c8 (18…♔g6 19.h4+–; 19.♕g4? f6!∞) 19.♕g4 ♔g6 (19…♘f5 20.♕h3+ ♔g6 21.♕h7#) 20.♘xe6+ ♔h7 21.♕xg7#.

18.♕g4?!

Significantly stronger is 18.♕d3+ f5 (18…♘f5 19.g4+–) 19.h4+– or 19.♕h3 ♖h8 20.♕g3 f4 21.♕xf4 ♖af8 22.♕g4+–.

18…f5?

Black misses his chance. Extremely unclear play results from 18…f6! 19.♘xe6+ ♔f7 20.♘xc7 ♗xg4 21.♘xa8 ♖xa8[image: images].

19.♕g3 ♕c8 20.♖c3

It is time to bring up the reserves. Rushing in does not work: 20.♘xe6+? ♔f7 21.♕xg7+?? (21.♘xf8[image: images]) 21…♔xe6 (21…♔e8?? 22.♕xf8#) 22.♕h6+ ♔f7 23.♕f6+ ♔e8–+

20…f4 21.♕g4 ♘f5 22.♖h3 ♖h8 23.♘xe6+ ♔f7 24.♕xf5+

[image: images]

24…♔e7

The king has no safe square: 24…♔e8 25.♖xh8+; 24…♔g8 25.♖xh8+ ♔xh8 26.♕h5+ ♔g8 27.♘g5 ♗f5 28.g4 fxg3 29.hxg3 ♔f8 30.♕f7#

25.♕g5+ ♔xe6

Or 25…♔f7 26.♕xg7+ ♔xe6 (26…♔e8 27.♖xh8#) 27.♕f6#.

26.♕g6+ ♔e7 27.♕xg7+

And Black resigned in view of 27…♔d8 (27…♔e6 28.♕f6#) 28.♖xh8+. Classical play on both wings!

Paulsen realised the idea of a central blockade many years before Nimzowitsch!
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Louis Paulsen

Joseph Blackburne

Berlin 1881 (4)



1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.c3 ♘c6 5.♘f3 ♗d7 6.♗e3 ♕b6 7.♕d2 ♖c8 8.dxc5 ♗xc5 9.♗xc5 ♕xc5 10.♗d3 f6 11.♕e2 fxe5 12.♘xe5 ♘xe5 13.♕xe5 ♘f6 14.0-0 0-0

If 14…♕b6!? White does not manage to establish control over the squares d4 and e5.

15.♘d2 ♖ce8 16.h3 ♗b5

[image: images]

17.c4

It looks more consistent to complete the central blockade: 17.♘b3 ♕b6 18.♗xb5 ♕xb5 19.♖ad1, although the computer gives Black equality.

17…♕b4?!

17…♘d7∞

18.♕e2

The balance is maintained by 18.cxb5 ♕xd2 19.♖ad1 ♕a5 20.a3[image: images].

18…♗c6 19.♖ab1 g6

19…e5!? is also interesting.

20.a3 ♕d6 21.b4 b6 22.♖fe1 ♘h5 23.♕e5 ♕d7 24.♗f1 ♖f5 25.♕b2 ♖ef8 26.f3

Unclear play results from 26.b5 ♗b7 27.♘f3 ♖xf3 (27…♕e7[image: images]) 28.gxf3 dxc4 29.♗xc4 (29.♖bc1[image: images]) 29…♘f4.

26…♕d6

26…d4!? is worth considering.

27.cxd5 exd5 28.♕d4 ♘f4 29.♘e4

[image: images]

29…♕d7

Black misses 29…♘xh3+ 30.gxh3 ♕f4[image: images], and White has definite problems: the knight will be regained, whilst the king remains exposed.

30.♘f2 ♘e6?! 31.♕e3 ♘f4 32.♘g4[image: images] ♕g7 33.♕e7

White gets a decisive advantage after 33.g3 d4 34.♕e7 ♖5f7 35.♕d6. Later Paulsen even lost, but the result of the game does not influence the assessment of the opening strategy.

In games between Paulsen and Schwarz, a really hot theoretical battle developed over a variation popular at the time: 3.e5 c5 4.c3 ♘c6 5.♘f3 f6 6.♗d3 fxe5 7.dxe5 g6. The players exchanged successes, until in 1882 at Vienna, Paulsen adopted the plan 8.h4! ♗g7 9.h5, and White’s advantage is indisputable. White played the whole game at the level of contemporary masters and the variation was pretty much closed.
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Louis Paulsen

Adolf Schwarz

Vienna 1882 (18)



1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.c3 ♘c6 5.♘f3 f6 6.♗d3 fxe5 7.dxe5 g6

[image: images]

8.h4! ♗g7 9.h5 ♘ge7 10.hxg6 hxg6 11.♖xh8+ ♗xh8 12.♕e2 ♕c7 13.♗f4 ♗d7 14.♘a3! a6 15.0-0-0 0-0-0 16.♖h1 ♖g8 17.♖h7 b5 18.♗g5! ♗g7 19.g3 c4 20.♗b1 ♔b7 21.♗f6+– ♗f8 22.♘c2 ♔a8 23.a3

Prophylaxis!

23…♘f5 24.g4

Constriction!

24…♘fe7 25.♘cd4

[image: images]

Blockade!

25…♕c8 26.♕e3 ♘xd4 27.♕xd4 ♘c6 28.♕b6 ♘b8 29.♕e3 ♗c5 30.♕d2 ♘c6 31.♘g5 ♘a5 32.♔d1 ♕c6 33.♕f4 ♗c8 34.♘e4 ♗b6 35.♘d6 ♕c5 36.♗h4 g5 37.♕f7 ♖d8 38.♗xg5 ♖d7 39.♕f8 ♖xh7 40.♗xh7 ♔b8 41.♗e3

Black resigned. An excellent achievement by Paulsen!

Paulsen’s contribution to the development of this variation is so great that I think it would be perfectly reasonable to call it the Paulsen-Nimzowitsch Variation. Some 50 or so years later, Aron Nimzowitsch also found many new ideas here.

The system with 3.e5 is often associated with the name of the first World Champion, Wilhelm Steinitz. For a start, he played the move three times at the great Vienna 1898 tournament, although in the first two of these, against Burn and Maroczy, he did not even equalise.
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Wilhelm Steinitz

Geza Maroczy

Vienna 1898



1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.c3

In his third game in this tournament, Steinitz gave up the centre in return for piece control of d4 and e5, and obtained the advantage: 4.dxc5 ♘c6 5.♘f3 ♗xc5 6.♗d3 ♘ge7 7.0-0 ♘g6 8.♖e1 ♗d7 9.c3 a5 10.a4 ♕b8 11.♕e2 ♗b6 12.♘a3 0-0 13.♘b5 ♘a7 14.♗e3 ♗xe3 15.♕xe3 ♘xb5 16.axb5 b6 17.♘d4 f5 18.f4[image: images] (Steinitz-Showalter, Vienna 1898). Subsequently, many players would adopt such a plan, including Nimzowitsch and Keres, but Paulsen was the first!

4…♘c6 5.♘f3 ♕b6 6.♗e2

6.♗d3?! cxd4! 7.cxd4 ♗d7 8.♗c2 ♘b4 9.0-0 ♘xc2 10.♕xc2 ♘e7 11.♘c3 ♖c8 12.♗e3, and now instead of 12…♘c6?! a stronger move is 12…♘f5[image: images] (Steinitz-Burn, Vienna 1898).

6…cxd4

This is how another, later Steinitz game went: 6…♗d7 7.0-0 ♖c8 8.b3 (White could obtain some advantage by means of 8.dxc5 ♗xc5 9.b4; having missed this chance, he was battling for equality for the entire game) 8…cxd4 9.cxd4 ♘ge7 10.♘a3 ♘f5 (10…♘b4!?[image: images]) 11.♘c2 ♘b4 12.♘e3 ♘xe3 13.fxe3 ♗e7 14.♘e1 0-0 15.a3 ♘c6 16.b4 f6 17.exf6 ♗xf6= (Steinitz-Showalter, London 1899)

7.cxd4 ♘h6 8.♘c3 ♘f5 9.♘a4 ♕a5+ 10.♔f1 ♗d7 11.♗d2 ♕d8

[image: images]

12.♗e1?!

Black misses the chance of a favourable tactical operation: 12…♘h4! 13.♘g1 (13.♘xh4 ♕xh4 14.♗c3 ♘xe5[image: images]; 13.♘c3 ♘xf3 14.♗xf3 f6 15.exf6 ♕xf6[image: images]) 13…f6 14.f4 fxe5 15.dxe5 ♘f5 16.♗f2 ♕a5[image: images]

12…♖c8 13.♖c1 ♘h4 14.♘c3

He should exchange: 14.♘xh4 ♕xh4 15.g3 ♕d8 (15…♕xd4? 16.♖xc6!+–) 16.♔g2 ♗e7 17.f4, and White is even somewhat better.

14…♘xf3 15.♗xf3 ♕b6

It was worth considering 15…f6!? 16.exf6 ♕xf6 17.♘e2 ♗d6[image: images].

16.♘a4 ♕d8[image: images]

16…♕xd4? 17.♖xc6[image: images]

17.h4

[image: images]

17…♘xe5[image: images]

Even stronger is 17…♘xd4! 18.♖xc8 ♗b5+ 19.♗e2 (19.♔g1 ♘xf3+ 20.♕xf3 ♕xc8–+) 19…♗xe2+ 20.♕xe2 ♕xc8[image: images].

18.♖xc8 ♕xc8 19.♗e2

More tenacious is 19.dxe5, although after 19…♕c4+ 20.♗e2 ♕xa4 21.♕xa4 ♗xa4 White is simply a pawn down.

19…♘c4 20.b3 ♗xa4 21.bxa4 ♗e7

White’s position is lost, although in the end Steinitz managed to hold it. As we have seen, in the opening stages, the World Champion had more difficulties than successes.

It was a quite different picture with Nimzowitsch. He brilliantly developed the idea of Paulsen and Steinitz, to give up the centre by 3.e5 c5 4.dxc5 in order to occupy (blockade) the central squares with his pieces. Thanks to Nimzowitsch the system with 3.e5 achieved great popularity.

His games against Salwe and Levenfish from the Karlsbad 1911 tournament became the foundations of the theory of the blockade. You can acquaint yourself with these in the chapter on the blockade, which is in this book. But now I want to draw your attention to another game from the same tournament, in which Nimzowitsch had to solve difficult problems. The game saw a meeting between two of the pioneers of opening theory at the start of the 20th century. Rubinstein was at his height, whilst Nimzowitsch was only gathering experience, and in the opening, he was clearly not the equal of his great opponent. This is a rare case of Nimzowitsch losing the opening battle.
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Aron Nimzowitsch

Akiba Rubinstein

Karlsbad 1911 (6)



1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.c3 ♘c6 5.♘f3 ♕b6 6.♗d3?!

Nimzowitsch was still looking for the theoretical reply. Modern theory criticizes this move and prefers 6.a3!? or 6.♗e2.

[image: images]

6…cxd4!

Black is alive to the subtleties of this system; less good is 6…♗d7?! 7.dxc5 ♗xc5 8.0-0[image: images].

7.cxd4 ♗d7! 8.♗e2

Nimzowitsch decides against sacrificing the pawn with 8.♘c3!? ♘xd4. Modern theory agrees with him; after the pawn sacrifice, White has nothing and, rather, it is Black who has a mathematical plus. White has only practical chances, if he is better prepared for play with the initiative for a pawn.

After the text move, we reach a standard position, in which White has lost a tempo, as he could have played 6.♗e2.

8…♘ge7 9.b3 ♘f5 10.♗b2 ♗b4+ 11.♔f1 h5

Rubinstein has played the opening well and obtained a small advantage. It was also worth considering 11…0-0!? 12.g4 ♘h6 13.♖g1 f6 14.exf6 ♖xf6 15.g5 ♖xf3 16.♗xf3 ♘f5[image: images].

12.g3 ♖c8 13.♔g2 g6?!

Black could begin more active play with 13…h4!?↑.

14.h3 ♗e7 15.♕d2 a5

White is slightly better after 15…♗f8!? 16.g4 hxg4 17.hxg4 ♖xh1 18.♔xh1 ♗h6 19.♕d1 (19.♕d3 ♘b4 20.♕d1 ♖c2[image: images]) 19…♘fe7[image: images]. However, it was worth considering 18…♗b4!?, and if 19.♕d1, then 19…♘h6 20.♔g2 ♗f8[image: images]. Meanwhile, after the more active move 19.♕f4 Black has the interesting tactical possibility 19…♘fxd4!, forcing a draw after both captures: 20.♘xd4 g5 21.♕e3 ♗c5 22.♕xg5 ♗xd4 23.♕g8+ ♔e7 24.♕g5+ or 20.♗xd4 ♘xd4 21.♘xd4 g5 22.♕e3 ♗c5 23.♕xg5 ♗xd4 24.♕g8+ ♔e7 25.♕g5+.

16.♖c1

[image: images]

16…♗f8!

Rubinstein takes the correct decision and transfers his bishop to h6, because White’s major pieces on the c1-h6 diagonal are quite vulnerable.

17.♕d1 ♗h6 18.♖c3 0-0

The more active 18…g5!? looks interesting. Events might develop as follows: 19.g4 hxg4 20.hxg4 ♘h4+ (20…♘fe7 21.♘a3 ♘g6 22.♘b5[image: images]) 21.♘xh4 gxh4 22.♘a3 ♘e7 23.♖xc8+ ♘xc8[image: images]

Rubinstein decided instead simply to continue developing, although subsequently, Nimzowitsch managed to outplay his opponent. And let’s not forget that Rubinstein was at that time one of the strongest players in the world.

19.g4 ♘fe7

White is not threatening to take on h5, because then the knight on e7 could return to f5.

20.♘a3[image: images] ♘b4 21.♘c2 ♖xc3 22.♗xc3 ♘xc2 23.♕xc2 ♖c8

Black seizes the c-file, but he has no entry squares.

24.♕b2

24.g5 ♗f8 25.♕d2 ♘c6=

24…♗b5 25.♗xb5 ♕xb5 26.♗d2 ♗f8 27.♖c1= hxg4 28.hxg4 ♖c6 29.♕a3!?

[image: images]

29…♖xc1

It seems as though there is nothing against driving the queen from her active position with 29…♘c8? 30.♕b2 ♘e7, but White has 30.♖xc6! ♗xa3 (Black loses a pawn after 30…♕xc6 31.♕xa5) 31.♖xc8+ ♔h7 32.♗g5 ♕d7 33.♖d8 and 34.♗f6, winning.

30.♕xc1 ♘c6 31.♗h6 ♗e7 32.♗g5 ♕e2

It was better to retreat the bishop to f8, when White hardly has anything more than a draw.

33.♗xe7 ♘xe7 34.♕f4

[image: images]

34…♕e4

Exchanging queens results in a weakness appearing on e4 and the knight ending turns out to be difficult for Black. More accurate was 34…♘c6 35.♘g5 ♘d8 36.♕f3 ♕xf3+ 37.♔xf3.

35.♕xe4 dxe4 36.♘d2 ♘c6 37.♘xe4 ♘xd4 38.f4

38.♘d6!? b5 39.f4 g5! 40.fxg5 ♔g7 41.♔g3 ♔g6 42.♔f4 ♘e2+=

38…b5?!

More solid was 38…b6 or 38…♔f8, and Black is close to a draw.

39.♔f2[image: images] a4 40.bxa4 bxa4 41.♘c3?!

Nimzowitsch has outplayed Rubinstein, but with his last move, he gives Black counterplay. Correct was 41.♔e3[image: images], e.g.: 41…♘c2+ 42.♔d2 ♘b4 43.♘f6+ (43.a3 ♘d5 44.♘c5 ♘xf4 45.♘xa4[image: images]; worse is 44…♘b6 45.♔c3+–) 43…♔g7 44.a3 ♘c6 45.g5 ♘d4 46.♔c3 ♘e2+ 47.♔b4 ♘xf4 48.♔xa4 ♔f8 49.♔b5 ♔e7 50.a4 ♔d8 51.a5 ♔c8 52.♘e8+–.

41…g5!

The only way to obtain counterchances.

He loses after 41…a3 42.♔e3 ♘c2+ 43.♔d2 ♘b4 44.g5 ♔f8 45.♔e3 ♔e7 46.♔d4 ♘c2+ 47.♔c4 ♘e1 48.♘e2 ♔d7 49.♔b4 ♔c6 50.♔xa3 ♔d5 (50…♔b5 looks more tenacious, but should still not save the game) 51.♔b4 ♔e4 52.a4+–.

42.♔e3

Also good was 42.♘xa4 gxf4 43.♘c5 ♔g7 44.♘d3 f6 45.exf6+ ♔xf6 46.♘xf4 ♔g5 47.♔g3 e5 48.♘h3++–.

42…♘c2+ 43.♔d3 ♘b4+ 44.♔c4 ♘xa2 45.♘xa2 gxf4 46.♘c3

But not 46.♔d4 ♔g7 47.♔e4 f6 48.exf6+ ♔xf6 49.♔xf4 e5+ 50.♔f3 a3=.

46…♔g7

He loses after 46…a3 47.♔b3!+– (47.♔d3 ♔g7 48.♔e4 f6 49.exf6+ ♔xf6 50.♔xf4 e5+=) 47…♔g7 48.♘e4 f3 49.♔xa3 ♔g6 50.♔b4+–.

47.♘e4 ♔g6 48.♔b4 f3 49.♔xa4 f2 50.♘xf2 ♔g5

[image: images]

51.♘d3??

This move misses the win, which could be achieved by 51.♔b4 ♔f4 52.♘d3+ ♔xg4 (52…♔e4 53.♔c4+–) 53.♘c5 ♔f5 54.♘d7+– f6 55.exf6 ♔g6 56.♔c5 ♔f7 57.♔d6+–. It should be said that Nimzowitsch’s results would have been much better, had he not regularly been guilty of such lapses.

51…f6!= 52.exf6 ♔xf6 53.♘f2 ♔g5 54.♔b4 e5 55.♔c4 e4 ½-½

Three years later, at the strongest tournament of the early 20th century, the second World Champion had to face the 3.e5 system for almost the only time in his career. Emanuel Lasker demonstrated a very reasonable plan against the line 3.e5 c5 4.dxc5.
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Siegbert Tarrasch

Emanuel Lasker

St Petersburg 1914 (9)



1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.dxc5

Tarrasch is often called a follower of Steinitz, and a populariser of his ideas. Maybe Tarrasch played 4.dxc5 because Steinitz had played that way. But as we have seen, the initiator of this plan was Louis Paulsen!

Incidentally, Steinitz often paid credit to Paulsen’s opening conceptions and said that he had taught modern chess a great deal.

From a modern perspective, the move 4.dxc5 is premature, because it simplifies Black’s development problems too much.

4…♘c6 5.♘f3 ♗xc5 6.♗d3 f5!?

An interesting continuation, which limits White’s chances on the kingside. But the drawback of the move is the weakening of the e6-pawn, and now even the loss of the e5-pawn would not necessarily be a disaster for White.

7.c3 a6

Prophylaxis: Lasker prevents b4-b5 and ensures his bishop a post on a7.

8.♘bd2 ♘ge7 9.♘b3 ♗a7 10.0-0 0-0 11.♖e1 ♘g6[image: images]

[image: images]

Both sides have played natural moves and we have reached a position with chances for both sides. Now White should take steps to ensure he does not lose the e5-pawn. Black has solved all his opening problems, so Lasker’s plan deserves consideration.

12.♘bd4 ♗b8 13.♘xc6 bxc6 14.♔h1?!

14.b4; 14.c4

14…a5 15.b3 c5 16.♗a3 ♕b6 17.♕d2 ♗b7 18.♕g5 ♗a7 19.h4 ♕d8 20.♕g3 ♕e8 21.♘h2?!

21.♘g5↑

21…♘e7 22.f4 ♖c8 23.♘f3 ♔h8 24.♘g5 ♘g8 25.♗e2 ♕e7 26.♖ad1 ♖fd8 27.♖d2 ♘h6 28.♖ed1 ♕e8 29.♔h2 ♖c7 30.♔h3 ♖dc8 31.♗b2 ♗c6 32.♗f3 ♖b8 33.♗a3 ♘g8 34.♗e2 ♘h6 35.♕e1 ♖d8 36.♕g3 ♖b8 37.♕e1 ♖d8 38.♕g3 ♖b8 39.♕e1 ♖d8 ½-½

Other world champions have also played the 3.e5 system. As White, it was used by Capablanca, Smyslov, Tal and Kasparov, for Black, Botvinnik and Petrosian, and for both colours by Alekhine, Euwe and Spassky. As you have seen, the variation has a history covering centuries, and the names of the above-mentioned players employing it testifies to its quality. Even so, the world champions tended to use it only occasionally, as it was not ever the main line of theory. A great many ideas, some of which we have already seen, were contributed by Aron Nimzowitsch. He developed such variations as 3…c5 4.c3 ♘c6 5.♘f3 ♕b6 6.♗e2 and 6.♗d3, and also thought up the line 1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.♘f3 ♕b6 (4…♘c6) 5.♗d3 cxd4, which was first seen in the game Nimzowitsch-Leonhardt, San Sebastian 1912. This gambit has also been used by such theoreticians as Rauzer, Alekhine, Keres, Levenfish, Bondarevsky and Pachman – quite an impressive list, don’t you think? Therefore one can very well expect that in the near future, theory will once again pay attention to this sharp variation.

The Soviet master Vsevelod Rauzer is a player I regard as something of a chess intellectual: he had a very deep understanding of the laws of opening play. One only has to remember his attack in the Sicilian or his deep manoeuvres in the Closed Spanish. Players use his conceptions to this very day and no computer can refute them; this is already chess science, a classic way of playing that cannot be improved upon. Admittedly, one cannot say that of the following game, which is just an interesting experiment.
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Vsevolod Rauzer

Nikolay Grigoriev

Odessa 1929



1.d4 e6 2.e4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.♘f3 ♘c6 5.♗d3!? cxd4

[image: images]

Nimzowitsch played this gambit four times and won every game! Paul Keres also won numerous games with the same pawn sacrifice, although he did lose one game to Euwe. I think this gambit could bear Keres’ name, as he played dozens of games with it.

6.0-0 f6

A logical move – Black immediately attacks the enemy pawn centre. Another possibility is 6…♘ge7 7.♖e1 ♘g6 8.♘bd2 (or 8.a3 ♗e7 9.♘bd2 0-0 10.♘b3 f5[image: images]; 10…f6!?) 8…♗e7 9.♘b3 0-0 10.♘bxd4 ♗d7[image: images].

7.♕e2 fxe5

7…♕c7!?

8.♘xe5 ♘f6 9.♗g5

White’s easy development looks very nice, but in the first instance he should have concerned himself with maintaining the pawn on e5. However, even 9.♗f4 ♗d6 10.♘d2 0-0 11.♖ae1 ♕c7, or 9.♗b5 ♕c7 10.c3 d3!? (the simple capture is also good – 10…dxc3), or 9.♘d2 ♘xe5 10.♕xe5 ♗d6 11.♕xd4 e5 leave Black with the better chances. Stronger than 7.♕e2 is 7.♗b5!?, as Alekhine played in the game against Euwe, given below.

9…♗d6?!

Now White establishes firm control over the square e5, which tells on the subsequent play. Instead, after 9…♘xe5! 10.♕xe5 ♗d6! 11.♕xd4 (11.♗b5+? ♔f7[image: images]) 11…0-0 12.♘d2 ♕c7 13.♕h4 h6[image: images] he would have to fight for equality.

10.f4 0-0 11.♘d2 ♕c7 12.♖ae1 ♗b4

12…♕b6=; 12…♘b4=

13.a3 ♗xd2 14.♕xd2 ♗d7 15.♕f2

15.♘xd7 ♕xd7 16.b4[image: images]; it was also worth considering 15.♗xf6!? ♖xf6 16.♘g4 ♖f7 17.♕f2[image: images] (17.♖f3!? with the idea of ♖h3 is another interesting idea).

15…♖ae8?

An absolutely drawn endgame arises after 15…♘e4!? 16.♗xe4 dxe4 17.♖xe4 ♘xe5 18.♖xe5 ♕xe5 19.fxe5 ♖xf2 20.♖xf2. Also good is 15…♘xe5 16.♖xe5 (16.fxe5?! ♘e4 17.♕h4 ♖f5[image: images]; weaker is 17…♖xf1+ 18.♖xf1 ♕xe5 19.♗d8!=) 16…♕b6 17.♕h4 ♘e4[image: images]. Now White obtains a decisive attack.

[image: images]

16.♗xf6 ♖xf6 17.♘g4! ♖ff8 18.♕h4+– h6 19.♖f3 ♖e7 20.♘xh6+ gxh6 21.♖g3+ ♖g7 22.♕xh6 ♖ff7 23.♕h7+ ♔f8 24.♕h8+ ♔e7 25.♖xg7 ♕xf4 26.♖f1 ♕e3+ 27.♔h1 ♖xg7 28.♕f8#

It is well-known that Alexander Alekhine closely followed Soviet chess literature and periodicals, and so Rauzer’s game would probably have been known to him. But, despite White’s outwardly convincing victory, the fourth World Champion preferred a different plan at an early stage.
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Alexander Alekhine

Max Euwe

Nottingham 1936 (9)



1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 c5 4.♘f3 ♘c6 5.♗d3 cxd4 6.0-0 f6 7.♗b5!?

[image: images]

Immediately switching to the battle for the e5-square.

7…♗d7 8.♗xc6 bxc6

Taking with the bishop is bad because of 8…♗xc6 9.♘xd4 fxe5? (9…♗d7[image: images]) 10.♕h5+ g6 11.♕xe5+–.

9.♕xd4

9.♘xd4 c5=; 9…♕b8[image: images]

9…fxe5 10.♕xe5 ♘f6

10…♕b8 11.♗f4[image: images]

11.♗f4 ♗c5 12.♘c3

The knight aims to establish control of c5, but even so, 12.♘bd2 looks more logical.

12…0-0 13.♗g3 ♕e7

It was worth considering 13…♘g4!? 14.♕e2 e5!?[image: images], and also the attempt to use the queen on the light squares – 13…♕e8[image: images].

14.a3 a5 15.♖fe1 ♖a7

The rook heads to b7. The alternative was 15…♘g4 16.♕e2 ♖f5.

16.♘a4 ♖b7 17.♕c3?!

This decision is not beyond dispute. The computer advises 17.♘xc5 ♕xc5 18.♖ac1[image: images] or 17.c4[image: images].

17…♗a7 18.♕xa5

He should have pinned




























































































OEBPS/images/img_p6-1a.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_box.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p6-3a.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_box1.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p16-1.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p17-2.jpg
i
YR

A X
A Wha
a A

)=¢

A
Hadb






OEBPS/images/img_p18-1.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p16-2.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p17-1.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p13.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p14.jpg
- D
9 -
1 =g <«

<
Q& x&g

...

|

<







OEBPS/images/img_p8.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p15.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p6.jpg
re <15
o) - <}
P - <0G
- <3
o <1}

0 N O o N e






OEBPS/images/img_p21-1.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p22-2.jpg
P

g <]






OEBPS/images/img_p21-2.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p22-1.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p6-2a.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p25-1.jpg
- <
Pt 1§
m & <1 Jx
gl Eail
of g

A A






OEBPS/images/img_p6-4a.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p25-2.jpg





OEBPS/page-template.xpgt
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



 
 





OEBPS/images/img_p19-2.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p24.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p18-2.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p19-1.jpg





OEBPS/images/cover.jpg
EVGENY SVESHNIKOYV & VLADIMIR SVESHNIKOV

THEICOMPLETE
FRENCHIADVANCE

The Most Uncompromising Way
to Attack the French Defence

NEW iN CHESS





OEBPS/images/img_p23.jpg
L) <]
W - <G

] o] - <0






OEBPS/images/img_p20.jpg





OEBPS/images/img_p6-6.jpg





