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Series Introduction
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In 2020, I started this series of books on smaller variations and opening systems that typically lack dedicated books. It turns out that diving deep into these lines was particularly meaningful for a wide group of readers, particularly those who found it relevant to skip the large volumes of opening theory that often was associated with having to meet openings such as the Sicilian Defense, the King’s Indian, the Grünfeld Defense as White or find sharp or interesting ways to counter major opening variation complexes such as the Alapin Sicilian, the Petroff, the Reti Opening.

The present book is the latest in that series, which now counts twelve volumes, with several additional volumes planned or in the process of being written, some of which came from readers of other volumes in the series. So, if you have an opening idea that you think has been overlooked or generally speaking merits a deep dive of its own, don’t hesitate to reach out to me at carstenchess@gmail.com.

Thanks again for picking up this volume, and we hope you will enjoy it as much as we enjoyed discovering and writing about these openings and variations.

Carsten Hansen
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Introduction
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The origin of the variation only runs back to 1985, where, then Women’s World Champion, the Georgian prodigy Maia Chiburdanidze, started playing the queen, 4.Qd3 against the Winawer Variation in the French Defense. Her opponent in the first game later became one of the best players in the world, Evgeny Bareev, but at the time of the game, he was still very young and untitled.
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Game No. 1

M. Chiburdanidze (2400) – E. Bareev (2310)

Soviet Union 1985

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.Qd3!? 

Boom! What on earth is going on? Can White really bring their queen out this early and get away with it? Well, there are several lines where White does exactly that in the French Defense. Usually, the development square is g4 in order to attack the g7–pawn that has been left vulnerable after the deployment of the dark-squared bishop to b4.
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4...dxe4 5.Qxe4 Nf6 6.Qh4 c5 

The main alternative, which we will see in the following game, is 6...Nc6.
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7.dxc5 Bxc3+ 8.bxc3 Qa5 

This logical move that is played in so many different lines of the French is not the best move in this position. Instead, 8...0–0 seems best, delaying the recovery of the pawn for later. One possible continuation is 9.Bd3 Nbd7 10.Bg5 h6 11.Bxh6 gxh6 12.Qxh6 Qa5 13.Qg5+ Kh8 14.Qh6+ with a draw by repetition.

9.Qb4! Qc7 10.Nf3 Nc6 

Black can also play 10...e5, although it is likely to transpose to the game continuation.

11.Bb5?! 

White can also give 11.Qa3 a try, e.g., 11...0–0 12.Bg5 Ne4 13.Be3 with an edge for White.

11...e5?! (D)

Another, possibly better, option for Black was 11...0–0 12.Qb2 Ne5 13.Nxe5 Qxe5+ 14.Be2 Qxc5 15.0–0 Qe5, and Black is doing fine.
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12.Bg5 Bd7?! 

A mistake; instead, 12...0–0 13.Qa3 Ne4 14.Bd3 Nxg5 15.Nxg5 h6 16.Ne4 Be6 17.Nd6 would have led to a tiny edge for White.

13.Bxc6 Bxc6 14.Bxf6 gxf6 15.0–0–0 Bxf3?? 
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Black wants to saddle White with a ridiculous pawn structure: an isolated triple-pawn, an isolated double-pawn, and two isolated pawns. While an attractive idea, the bishop is actually a better piece than the knight. Thus, 15...Rg8 would have been a better move, for instance, 16.Rhg1 a5 17.Qh4 Bxf3 18.gxf3 Rxg1 19.Rxg1 Ke7 20.f4 Qxc5 21.fxe5 Qxe5 22.Rg3 with a messy position and somewhat better chances for White, at least according to the engines.

16.gxf3 Rc8 17.Rd5 

Now, White is winning.

17...Rd8 18.Rd6 Rxd6 19.cxd6 Qb6 20.Rd1? 

Not the best; 20.Qa4+ Qc6 21.Qxa7 Kd7 22.Rd1 leaves White with a decisive advantage.

20...Qxb4 21.d7+? 

A further mistake, that throws the majority of White's remaining advantage away. Instead, 21.cxb4 Kd7 22.c4 a5 23.a3 Rc8 24.c5 axb4 25.axb4 b6 26.Rd5 bxc5 27.bxc5 Ra8 28.Rd2 should be sufficient for White to win.

21...Ke7?? 

Black returns the favor. With the text move Black intends to put a rook on d8 and win the d-pawn. However, instead Black could have played 21...Kd8! which would have saved the game, e.g., 22.cxb4 Rg8 23.Rd6 Rg2 24.Rxf6 Rxh2 25.Rxf7 Rxf2, and White will not be able to win.
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22.cxb4 Rd8 23.c4!? 

The best move was 23.f4!

23...f5? 

A logical move that eases White's task.

24.f4! f6 

Or 24...exf4 25.f3 Rxd7 26.Rxd7+ Kxd7 with an endgame that easily wins for White.

25.Kc2 Rxd7 26.Rxd7+ Kxd7 27.Kc3 Kc6 28.Kd3 b6?! 
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Everything ultimately loses, but the text move makes White's effort easier.

29.b5+! Kd6 

Or 29...Kc7 30.Kc3 Kd7 31.Kb3 Ke6 32.a4 Ke7 33.Kb4 Kd6 34.c5+ bxc5+ 35.Kc4, and White wins.

30.Kc3 Kc5 31.a3 Black resigned. A possible continuation was 31.a3 h6 32.h3 h5 33.h4 Kd6 34.Kb4 Kc7 35.c5, and Black resistance will soon end.

1–0

In the next outing of the variation, he used it against one of the leading practitioners of the French Defense, Hungarian Grandmaster Ivan Farago, who played the French for decades.

Game No. 2

M. Chiburdanidze (2400) – I. Farago (2495)

Banja Luka 1985

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.Qd3 dxe4 5.Qxe4 Nf6 6.Qh4 Nc6 7.Nf3 Nd5 

Black could also play the immediate 7...Ne7!? as will be discussed in detail in chapter 2.

8.Bg5 Nce7 9.Bd2 
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White can also play 9.a3 Ba5 (Or 9...Bxc3+ 10.bxc3 Nxc3 11.Bd3 b6 12.Kd2 Ncd5 13.c4 with a clear advantage for White) 10.b4 (10.Bd2!?) 10...Nxc3 11.bxa5 f6 12.Bd2 Ng6 13.Qg4, and White has the upper hand.

9...Nf5 

Black invites the exchange of queens, even at the cost of being able to castle. However, castling is also an option for Black, e.g., 9...0–0 10.Bd3 Ng6 11.Qxd8 Rxd8 12.Nxd5 Bxd2+ 13.Kxd2 Rxd5 14.g3 Rd8 with, at most, a tiny edge for White, but Black should fine.

10.Qxd8+ Kxd8 11.a3 

11.Bd3!? has been played in subsequent games, and every time, admittedly only three games, White won.

11...Be7 

Or 11...Bxc3 12.bxc3 Nde7 13.g4 Nd6 14.c4 f6 15.Rg1, and White has the initiative in the queenless middlegame.

12.0–0–0 

12.Ne4!? is another good option.

12...Nd6 13.Bd3 Bd7?! 
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A logical, developing move, but surprisingly, leads to a larger advantage for White. It would have been better to play 13...Nxc3, e.g., 14.Bxc3 Bf6 15.Ne5 b6 16.Bb4 Ke8 17.Rhe1 Bb7 18.g3 with a small advantage for White, who would have a noticeable initiative.

14.Ne4?! 

Not the most accurate; instead, 14.Ne5!? Be8 15.Ne4 Kc8 16.Rhe1 would have been clearly better for White.

14...Nf6 15.Nc5 Be8! 16.Ne5 

16.Rhe1!?

16...b6 17.Na6 

White could also have considered 17.Nb3 a5 18.Kb1 with an edge for White.

17...Kc8 18.Nb4?! 

18.h4!?

18...a5! 19.Na2 Kb7 

19...Nf5!? would have been more accurate.

20.Rhe1 Rd8 21.Kb1 

A little too careful, but perhaps Chiburdanidze wasn't keen on the more committal 21.c4!? Ba4 22.c5 bxc5 23.dxc5 Bxd1 (Not 23...Nf5? 24.c6+! Kb6 25.Nc4+ with a clear advantage for White) 24.cxd6 Bxd6 25.Nxf7 Bb3 26.Nc3 with a fraction of an edge for White.
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21...Nf5 22.c3 Bd6 23.Be2?! 

23.Bc1 was better.

23...Kb8 24.Bf3 Nh4? 

A mistake, and a rather surprising on at that; I'm not sure why Farago would allow White's next move. Instead, 24...Nd5 would have given Black a comfortable position, e.g., 25.c4 Nde7 26.Bc3 Nh4 27.g3 Nxf3 28.Nxf3 f6! 29.Nd2 (Not 29.Rxe6? Bf7 with a large advantage for Black) 29...Bg6+ 30.Kc1 Bf7, and Black has a small plus; the bishop pair is valuable.

25.Nc6+ Bxc6 26.Bxc6 Ng6 27.h3 Bf4 28.Bxf4 Nxf4 29.Bf3?! 

29.b4!? was more aggressive and would have tested Black more, the black king is quite vulnerable.

29...Rd6?! 

I suspect Farago was already in time trouble at this point, which explains his mistakes. Here, Black would have equalized with 29...g5 30.Re5 h6 31.b4 Ng6 32.Re2 h5, when I'm not sure which side I would prefer to play.

30.b4 axb4 31.axb4 Ng6 32.g3 

Fixing the pawn structure with the vulnerable light squares for Black would have been more problematic for Black, thus 32.b5 was best, and here, just to stay in the game, Black would have need to find 32...c5!? 33.bxc6 Nh4 34.Be2 Ng6 (Or 34...Rxc6 35.g3 Nf5 36.Kb2 Rd6 37.Nb4 with a clear advantage for White.) 35.Bb5 Ne7 36.Nb4 Nfd5 37.Nxd5 Nxd5 38.Kc2 with a clear advantage for White, but Black is still hanging in there.
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32...c6?! 

Trying to stem the weak light squares. Instead, 32...Rhd8 33.Rd2 (Or 33.b5 Ne7 34.Nb4 Nfd5 with a playable position for Black) 33...c5 would have been more active and better.

33.Nc1! Nd5 34.Kc2 Kc7 35.Nd3 

White is clearly better; Black's position is depressingly passive.

35...Ra8 36.Ra1 Rdd8 37.Kb3 

Or 37.h4 Nge7 38.Kb3 Rxa1 39.Rxa1 Kb7 40.Ne5 and White has a clear advantage.

37...b5 38.Nc5 
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Logical but not best. White should have rid herself of the strong bishop to keep the advantage: 38.Bxd5 cxd5 39.f4 Ne7 40.Ne5 f6 41.Rxa8 Rxa8 42.Nd3 Nf5 43.g4 Nd6 44.Rxe6 with a clear advantage for White.

38...Nb6 39.Be2 Ne7 40.Na6+ Kb7 41.Nc5+, and, having reached the time control, the players agreed on a draw. ½–½

In her third outing with the variation, the opponent was a less prominent player, but the battle became a rather interesting one, nonetheless.
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Game No. 3

M. Chiburdanidze (2455) – D. Werner (2385)

Bad Wörishofen 1986

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.Qd3 dxe4 5.Qxe4 Nf6 6.Qh4 c5 7.dxc5 Nc6 

In the Bareev game above, Black played the stronger 7...Bxc3+!?.

8.Bg5?! (D)

This bishop move, pinning the knight, is not the best option for White. Instead, 8.Bd2 would have been the way to go, for instance, 8...Bxc5 9.Nf3 Bd7 10.a3 Qe7 11.Bd3, and White has the upper hand.
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8...Bxc5 

Black could have equalized with 8...h6 9.Bd2 Bxc5 10.Nf3 Bd7 11.0–0–0 Qe7 with chances to both sides.

9.Nf3 Qb6 

Or 9...h6 10.Bd3 Be7 11.0–0–0 Bd7 12.Rhe1 with slightly better chances for White.

10.Bxf6?! 

This looks like the right decision, but turns out to be a mistake, if Black were to respond correctly. Instead, White should have played 10.Bb5 Bd7 11.0–0 Be7 12.Rad1 and White has the better chances.
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10...gxf6?? 

The automatic move, but also a bad mistake. Black missed an opportunity to equalize which could have accomplished with the ultra-sharp 10...Qxb2! 11.Rb1 Qxc2! (Not 11...Qxa2 12.Bb5 Qxc2 13.0–0, and White is winning) 12.Bb5 (12.Bxg7? Rg8 ends up being much better for Black) 12...gxf6 13.0–0 Qxc3 14.Rfc1 Qa3! 15.Qxf6 Rf8 16.Ne5 Qxa2! 17.Nxc6 Bd7!, and Black would hold the balance.

11.0–0–0 f5 

Or 11...Be7 12.Ne4 h6 13.Nxf6+ Kf8 14.Bc4, and White has a near-decisive advantage.

12.Qf6! Rf8 13.Na4! 

Eliminating Black's dark-squared bishop, which leaves
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