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  Preface

One might consider both the Modern Benoni and the Benko Gambit to be dangerous weapons in their own right. That’s true to an extent, but even these lively counter-attacking openings have built up a certain body of theory in their main lines. However, a significant amount of fertile territory still exists after both of Black’s main replies to 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 c5 3 d5.

  In keeping with the Dangerous Weapons ethos, the reader will find in this work a number of ways for both White and Black to surprise the opponent. Benko players should certainly appreciate the ideas (chapters 10, 12 and 13) of one of the opening’s leading exponents, Gawain Jones. Meanwhile I’m pleased to say that I managed to persuade John Emms to change sides against one of his favourite openings, resulting in two tricky and quite dangerous anti-Modern Benoni weapons for White (chapters 1 and 5). This book is not just restricted to the Modern Benoni and Benko, though; both Chris Ward (who contributed chapters 4, 8 and 9) and I have enjoyed researching some rather aggressive systems for White against the likes of the Czech Benoni and the Snake Benoni, while those playing Black can equip themselves with weapons in both the real and ‘pseudo’ Blumenfeld gambits.

  

  
    All of the authors really enjoyed analysing the lines which they propose here, and are looking forward to employing them in their own games. I hope that readers will also enjoy getting to grips with the many dangerous lines featured here, before springing them on unsuspecting opponents!

    

    Richard Palliser,

    York,

    May 2008

  


  
    


  

  Series Introduction

The original concept behind Dangerous Weapons was to take a major chess opening and to approach it in a completely different way: to concentrate on variations that are ambitious, sharp, innovative, disruptive, tricky, enjoyable to analyse; ones not already weighed down by mountains of theory, and ones unfairly ignored or discredited. To me this seemed like an author’s paradise, which I’m sure contributed somewhat towards the inspiration behind this series!

  The main motivation behind studying major openings in such a way is to be able to present the reader (not forgetting the author!) with a considerable number of fresh, hard-hitting opening weapons for both White and Black; in some cases to create repertoires and in others to enhance and rejuvenate existing ones.

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

  

  1) Moves that create complex, original positions full of razor-sharp tactics and rich positional ideas where creative, attacking play is rewarded; moves which are new, rare or very fresh, leaving plenty of scope for research.

  It should be pointed out that even though mainline theory produces a vast number of wonderfully complicated positions, these opening variations lose out heavily in the ‘danger’ stakes. No matter how sharp and difficult the position, the opening phase is nowhere near as hazardous for your opponent if he is able to fall back on that comfort blanket known as theory. I’ve played plenty of incredibly sharp lines without any real fear simply because of reasonable book knowledge and some solid home preparation. Thus in Dangerous Weapons the emphasis has mainly been on non-theoretical lines, where your opponent is left to his own devices at a very early stage.

  

  2) Moves that are highly ambitious; ones which aim for total domination.

  Perfect for those not satisfied with a quiet theoretical edge as White and eager to search for a big advantage or even a direct refutation, albeit at some risk; or for those as Black who prefer to strive for the initiative at any cost, preferring this over a manageable disadvantage or sterile equality.

  

  3) Moves that have been previously ignored, discarded or discredited by theory, perhaps unfairly so or maybe for the wrong reasons.

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

  

  4) Moves that are visually shocking; moves which seem to contradict the laws of the game.

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

  

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

  

  Guiding You Through
Throughout the book there are various icons together with explanatory notes to emphasize significant points. They should be fairly self-explanatory, but here’s a brief summary:

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

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

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

  

  TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: This indicates a transposition to a different opening variation. Using different move orders to reach a desirable position or to trick your opponent into something with which he is unfamiliar is becoming a weapon of increasing value.

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

  

  
    Good luck studying and playing your Dangerous Weapons!

    

    John Emms

    Everyman Chess

  


  
    


  

  Chapter One
A Troublesome Check

1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 c5 3 d5 e6 4 Nc3 exd5 5 cxd5 d6 6 Nf3 g6 7 Qa4+!?

  (Diagram 1)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 1 (B)

  If you are looking for an unusual, non-theoretical weapon against the Modern Benoni, there’s a good argument for 7 Qa4+. It’s true that this checking idea is in general well known in the Modern Benoni (for example, 7 Bf4 Bg7 8 Qa4+! is a main line), but it’s rare to see it played as early as move seven.

  What are the attractions of 7 Qa4+? Let’s look at practical considerations first. Given that it is played so infrequently, it has every chance of surprising your opponent, who is probably prepared for 7 e4, 7 Bf4, 7 Nd2, 7 g3, and maybe even 7 Bg5 and 7 h3 – all of these moves are at least ten times more popular than 7 Qa4+! Another factor is that Black cannot simply shrug off the surprise and carry on developing; he must make an immediate decision over how to deal with the check. There are four possible blocks on d7, two of which are more logical than the others, and there’s every chance of gaining time on the clock while your opponent stews over the relative merits of each response.

  So much for surprise and confusion, but what does 7 Qa4+ actually achieve? Well, the main positional idea behind 7 Qa4+ is to induce a black piece to d7 – usually a bishop or a knight – thereby denying the perennially weak d6-pawn the protection of its queen from d8. White usually follows up with Bf4, after which Black has to solve the problem of how to develop the Benoni bishop without allowing the d6-pawn to drop. Indeed, there are many similarities between 7 Qa4+ and the much more common 7 Bf4. There are even one or two direct transpositions, and I’ve tried to point out where these exist.

  Though uncommon, 7 Qa4+ has been used by a number of strong players. The following two games, which demonstrate how well it can work in practical play, feature the well-known grandmasters Predrag Nikolic and Zurab Azmaiparashvili on the white side.

  
 P.Nikolic-B.Tindall
Gold Coast 2000

  
 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 c5 3 d5 e6 4 Nc3 exd5 5 cxd5 d6 6 Nf3 g6 7 Qa4+!?

  When such a regarded theoretician as Predrag Nikolic plays something new, you have to sit up and take notice. Nikolic has specialized in making Black’s life difficult in the Fianchetto Variation, but in this game he opts for something more direct.

  7 ... Qd7?! (Diagram 2)
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  Diagram 2 (W)

  
  Undoubtedly surprised by the check, Black reacts poorly. If White were to simply exchange queens on d7, everything would be okay for Black, but clearly that is not the intention!

  8 Qh4

  The queen swings over to the kingside and attacks the black knight. Suddenly Black is a little bit embarrassed on the dark squares and his queen looks misplaced on d7.

  
DANGEROUS WEAPON! White has another enticing option in 8 Nb5!, and this might be even stronger than 8 Qh4.

  
 The obvious threat after 8 Nb5 is 9 Nc7+. It looks like Black must deal with this by playing 8 ... Nxd5, since 8 ... Na6 9 e4 leaves Black struggling badly, especially as one of White’s threats is 10 Nxd6+! Bxd6 11 Bb5, while after 8 ... Kd8 9 Bg5 Be7 White can even consider 10 Ne5!? dxe5 11 d6. Even so, 8 ... Nxd5 9 e4 Nb4! (9 ... Nb6 10 Nc7+) 10 Bf4! (10 Nc7+? Kd8 11 Qxd7+ Bxd7 12 Nxa8 Nc2+ was Black’s idea) certainly leaves White with the advantage after, for example, 10 ... N8c6 11 0-0-0!.

  8 ... Bg7 9 Bh6! (Diagram 3)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 3 (B)

  Modern Benoni players are never enthusiastic about having to part with their Benoni bishop at such an early stage. At one fell swoop, Black’s dark squares on the kingside are weakened and his potential for counterplay is reduced.

  9 ... 0-0 10 Bxg7 Kxg7 11 e4 Qe7 12 Bd3 b6

  Planning ... Ba6 to exchange the light-squared bishops. It’s generally accepted that finding a role for the c8-bishop is one of Black’s greatest challenges in the Modern Benoni, and trading it is usually considered to be a success.

  Note that White answers 12 ... Bg4 with 13 Nd2!, preventing Black from carrying out his desired exchange. Then 13 ... Nbd7 planning ... Ne5 looks like Black’s best response, but White keeps some advantage after 14 f3 Ne5 15 Be2 Bd7 16 f4 Neg4 17 Bxg4 Bxg4 18 0-0.

  13 0-0 Ba6 14 Bxa6 Nxa6 15 Rfe1 (Diagram 4)
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  Diagram 4 (B)

  
DANGEROUS WEAPON! White has a small but distinct advantage. Personally I don’t really fancy Black’s position, especially since counterplay will be very hard to come by. Meanwhile White still has that extra central pawn and an easy plan of centralization followed by pushing through e4-e5.

  
 Here Black should probably hunker down with 15 ... Rfe8 16 Rad1 Rad8. The move chosen in the game certainly doesn’t help his cause.

  15 ... Nb4?

  Threatening 16 ... Nc2, but the a1-rook was coming to d1 in any case and Black just winds up losing valuable time ...

  16 Rad1! Rfe8 17 a3 Na6 18 e5!

  ... which Nikolic exploits in the most thematic way. Tindall is simply not ready to deal with this advance and his position soon deteriorates.

  18 ... dxe5 19 d6 Qe6 20 Qa4! (Diagram 5)
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  Diagram 5 (B)

  Now the poor knight has no choice other than an ignominious retreat to its starting square, and White will win material by force.

  20 d7! was also very strong after 20 ... Red8 21 Nxe5, or 20 ... Nxd7? 21 Ng5 Qf5 22 Qxh7+ Kf8 23 Nd5 and White is mating with Qh8.

  20 ... Nb8 21 Rxe5 Qd7 22 Rxe8 Nxe8 23 Qe4! Nc6 24 Ne5!

  Winning the exchange.

  24 ... Nxe5 25 Qxa8 Nc6

  This loses immediately, as does 25 ... Nxd6 26 Qd5 Nec4 27 Qxc4.

  26 Qxc6! 1-0

  26 ... Qxc6 27 d7 followed by d8Q will leave White a rook ahead.

  Powerful play from Nikolic, but Black doesn’t have to block the check with his queen.

  
 Z.Azmaiparashvili-A.Zubarev
European Club Cup, Pula 1999

  
 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 c5 3 d5 e6 4 Nc3 exd5 5 cxd5 d6 6 Nf3 g6 7 Qa4+ Nbd7 (Diagram 6)
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  Diagram 6 (W)

  This and 7 ... Bd7 have been Black’s most common choices when faced with 7 Qa4+.

  8 Bf4!

  White must utilize the main benefit of playing Qa4+ (Black’s queen no longer defends d6) as soon as possible, in order to force Black to solve the problem of developing his Benoni bishop while keeping the weak d6-pawn protected. Thus 8 e4 Bg7 and only then 9 Bf4 allows Black to escape unharmed with 9 ... 0-0!; the point being that 10 Bxd6?? loses to 10 ... Nb6!. White can instead play 10 Bd3, but then 10 ... Nh5! looks okay for Black because the d-pawn is still poisoned.

  8 ... Be7

  
DANGEROUS WEAPON! Black has solved the problem of the d6-pawn, but at a price. That he has forgone the active development of his Benoni bishop in favour of the passive e7-square has to be considered a success for White.

  
 Black has generally preferred 8 ... a6, which will be covered, along with the alternatives, in the Looking a Little Deeper section, below.

  9 e4 0-0 10 Qc2! (Diagram 7)
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  Diagram 7 (B)

  
  
  The queen has performed her task and now retreats to a safer square, on which she won’t run into Black’s counterplay on the queenside with ... a6 and ... b5.

  
 BEWARE! In the game H.Pilaj-F.Janz, Austrian League 2002, White didn’t take this possibility of counterplay seriously enough, and following 10 h3?! a6! 11 Be2 Rb8 12 0-0 b5 13 Qc2 Re8 14 a4? (White should counter with the typical 14 a3! Bf8 15 b4!, when he can still fight for the advantage) 14 ... b4 15 Nd1 Bf8! 16 Bd3 b3! 17 Qd2 Nxe4 Black was in control.

  
 10 ... Ne8

  Black attempts to regroup with ... Bf6, moving the bishop to its favoured diagonal. 10 ... Nh5 11 Be3 Bf6 would be a more active way to achieve the same thing. In Informant 77 Azmaiparashvili offers the line 12 Be2 Bg7 13 Nd2 (13 0-0 is also possible, and this might give Black fewer options) 13 ... Nhf6 (maybe 13 ... Ne5!?; Black has to do something active or else he runs the risk of being squashed) 14 0-0 Ne5 15 h3, with a clear advantage for White in view of the imminent f2-f4.

  11 Bd3 Bf6 12 0-0 Ne5

  If Black wishes to avoid the following structural change he can play 12 ... Qe7, although there’s no doubt that after, for example, 13 Qd2 White enjoys a pleasant position reminiscent of those he often achieves in the Modern Main Line.

  13 Nxe5 Bxe5 14 Bxe5 dxe5 (Diagram 8)
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  Diagram 8 (W)

  If White plays quietly Black will get organized with ... Nd6, ... Qe7, ... b6, etc with a super-solid position – the blockading knight on d6 is a particularly effective piece in these situations. So Azmaiparashvili plays dynamically, continuing to set Black fresh problems.

  15 f4! Qe7

  15 ... exf4 can even be met by 16 e5!?, although simply recapturing on f4 is a good option.

  16 Qf2!

  Preventing ... Nd6 for the moment, as this would leave c5 en prise.

  16 ... f6 17 fxe5 fxe5 18 d6!! (Diagram 9)
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  Diagram 9 (B)

  
  
  An excellent pawn sacrifice, clearing the c4-g8 diagonal for the bishop and the d5-square for the knight, while ensuring that Black has no safe haven for his knight on d6. Instead 18 Qe3 Rxf1+ 19 Rxf1 looks superficially good for White, but Black continues with 19 ... Bd7, planning 20 ... b6 followed by 21 ... Nd6, when it’s not that easy to break through his defences.

  18 ... Qxd6

  Instead 18 ... Rxf2? 19 dxe7 is virtually winning for White, such as after 19 ... Rxf1+ 20 Rxf1 Bd7 21 Bb5! Bxb5 22 Rf8+ Kg7 23 Nxb5 Rc8 24 Nd6!.

  18 ... Nxd6 is not as bad, but 19 Qxc5 b6 20 Qd5+ Be6 21 Qxe5 (Azmaiparashvili) leaves White a clear pawn ahead.

  19 Bc4+ Kg7 20 Qxf8+ Qxf8 21 Rxf8 Kxf8 22 Rf1+ (Diagram 10)
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  Diagram 10 (B)

  The queens have disappeared, but White’s initiative shows no sign of waning.

  22 ... Kg7

  Running the other way causes Black to lose both his kingside pawns after 22 ... Ke7 23 Rf7+ Kd6 24 Rxh7 Nf6 25 Rg7.

  23 Rf7+ Kh6 24 Re7 Nf6

  24 ... Nd6 25 Bd5! keeps Black totally tied up – what’s he going to do with his problem bishop? Azmaiparashvili adds the line 25 ... Rb8 26 Rxe5 b5 27 Re7 b4 28 Na4 c4 29 e5 Nf5 30 Re8 when it’s difficult to see how Black can hope to survive.

  25 Rxe5 Bd7

  If Black tries to save his c-pawn with 25 ... b6, then 26 Re7 followed by e4-e5 looks very strong. After the text move Black manages to coordinate his pieces to some extent, but the damage has already been done.

  26 Rxc5 Bc6 27 Re5 Rc8 28 h3! (Diagram 11)
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  Diagram 11 (B)

  
  
  There’s nothing particularly wrong with 28 Bd5, but 28 h3 is the most accurate. White plans g2-g4 and demonstrates that the threat to e4 is not real.

  28 ... Bxe4?

  28 ... Re8 is more resilient, although I suspect that Black is fighting a losing battle after 29 Rxe8 Nxe8 30 Kf2.

  29 g4!

  Winning a piece. 29 Be6! also wins after 29 ... Re8 30 Nxe4 Nd7 31 Nd6!, but 29 Nxe4? Nd7! would keep Black in the game.

  29 ... Rxc4

  29 ... Bf5 30 Be2 wins, as does 29 ... Kg7 30 Re7+ Kf8 31 Rf7+ Ke8 32 Rxf6 Rxc4 33 Re6+.

  30 g5+ Kg7 31 gxf6+ Kxf6 32 Rxe4

  The rest is easy.

  32 ... Rxe4 33 Nxe4+ Ke5 34 Ng5 h5 35 Kf2 Kf5 36 Nf7 Ke4 37 Nd6+ Kd3 38 Nxb7 g5 39 Na5 Kc2 40 b4 Kc3 41 Nc6 Kc4 42 a3 a6 43 Nb8 Kb5 44 Nxa6! 1-0

  Not the only move, but 44 ... Kxa6 45 Ke3 Kb5 46 Ke4 followed by Kf5 is certainly good enough.

  
 Looking a Little Deeper
1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 c5

  One practical advantage of 7 Qa4+ is that it’s playable against virtually all the Modern Benoni move orders: White isn’t hampered by early Nf3 issues, as this move is part of his system in any case. For example, 2 ... e6 3 Nf3 c5 (a popular move order for Nimzo/Benoni specialists) 4 d5 exd5 5 cxd5 and now:

  a) The normal continuation is 5 ... d6 6 Nc3 g6, when 7 Qa4+ reaches our starting position.

  b) Black can avoid our variation by adopting the little-played sequence 5 ... g6 6 Nc3 Bg7, holding back the d-pawn. Certainly there is no longer Qa4+ to deal with, but many black players would probably find that the drawbacks of this move order outweigh the positives, at least from a repertoire point of view. For example, after 7 e4 Black can no longer force the early ... d6, ... a6 and ... Bg4 lines, as following 7 ... d6 White can choose 8 h3 reaching the Modern Main Line. Furthermore, White can try to punish Black for his ‘sin’ of avoiding ... d6 by occupying the square himself. Indeed, 7 d6!? (Diagram 12),
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  Diagram 12 (B)

  
  should certainly suit a Dangerous Weapons player. Here are two options after 7 ... 0-0:

  b1) 8 e4 Nc6 (8 ... Re8 9 Bc4 b5 – 9 ... Nxe4 10 Bxf7+! – 10 Bd5 Nc6 11 0-0 b4 12 Nb5 Ba6 13 Nc7 Bxf1 14 Kxf1 Rc8 15 Bxc6 dxc6 16 Nxe8 Qxe8 17 e5 Nd5 was unclear in R.Vaganian-M.Suba, Kecskemet 1979) 9 Bc4 b5! 10 Nxb5 Nxe4 11 0-0 Bb7 12 Re1 Nd4 (Alburt gives 12 ... Ne5 13 Nxe5 Bxe5 14 Bd5 Bxh2+ 15 Kf1 with compensation for the pawn) 13 Nbxd4 cxd4 14 Bf4 and White was better in L.Alburt-S.Kudrin, US Championship, Berkeley 1984.

  b2) 8 Bf4!? is also interesting, and an early Krasenkow game is worth noting here: 8 ... Nc6 9 e3 Qa5 10 Nd2 Nh5 11 Bg5 h6 12 g4! Ng3?! 13 hxg3 hxg5 14 Qc2 b5 15 Nb3 Qb4 16 0-0-0 c4 17 Nd2 Bb7 18 Nd5 Qa5 19 Ne4! f6 (Diagram 13)
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  Diagram 13 (W)

  
  20 Bxc4! bxc4 21 Qxc4 Rf7 22 Nexf6+ Kf8 23 Nh7+ Ke8 24 Nc7+ and Black resigned in M.Krasenkow-V.Ruban, Kaliningrad 1986.

  3 d5 e6 4 Nc3 exd5 5 cxd5 d6 6 Nf3 g6

  6 ... a6 avoids the check, but is very rarely played. The reason is that after 7 a4 (7 Qa4+? b5! 8 Nxb5? loses to 8 ... Bd7 9 e4 Qb6) 7 ... g6 8 Nd2!, the early inclusion of ... a6 and a2-a4 means that Black must commit to a line he might not usually play: a theoretically dubious variation of the Classical after 8 ... Nbd7 9 e4 Bg7 10 Be2 0-0 11 0-0, or an unfavourable version of the Knight’s Tour Variation after 8 ... Bg7 9 Nc4! 0-0 10 Bf4 Ne8 11 Qd2.

  7 Qa4+

  Now Black’s main two options are:

  A: 7 ... Bd7

  B: 7 ... Nbd7

  Instead the dubious 7 ... Qd7?! was covered in Nikolic-Tindall and the remaining alternatives look even worse:

  a) I can’t find a single example of 7 ... Nfd7, and I’m not really surprised because it does clog up Black’s entire queenside for no good reason. Anything should be sufficient for an advantage, but the direct 8 Nb5 (Diagram 14)
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  Diagram 14 (B)

  
  looks especially promising after all of 8 ... Be7 9 Bh6! a6 10 e4 Bf8 11 Bf4!?, 8 ... a6? 9 Qe4+ Be7 10 Nxd6+, and finally 8 ... f6 (probably best) 9 h4!?, intending 9 ... Kf7 10 Qf4 Ne5 11 h5.

  b) 7 ... Ke7?! certainly does its best to totally justify 7 Qa4+, and after 8 e4 Bg7 9 Bf4 Black is already in some trouble. V.Korchnoi-L.Ljubojevic, European Team Championship, Bath 1973, which arrived at this position via the move order 6 e4 d6 7 Bf4 Bg7 8 Qa4+ Ke7 9 Nf3, continued 9 ... Re8 10 Bb5! Nbd7 11 0-0 a6 12 Rfe1 Nb6 (or 12 ... Nh5 13 e5!) and now:

  b1) Tal’s suggestion of 13 Qb3!? axb5 14 Nxb5 looks promising after 14 ... Kf8 15 Bxd6+ Kg8 16 Bc7.

  b2) So too was the game, in which White achieved a clear advantage after 13 e5! (Diagram 15)
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  Diagram 15 (B)

  
  13 ... dxe5 14 Qa3! Kf8 15 Bxe8 exf4 16 Qxc5+ Kg8 17 Ba4 Nxa4 18 Nxa4 Nxd5 19 Rad1. Note that Black avoided 13 ... Nxa4? because of the beautiful variation 14 exf6+ Kxf6 15 Bg5+ Kf5 16 Rxe8 Qa5 17 Rxc8? Rxc8? 18 Bd7 mate (Tal). Black can be a spoilsport in this line with 17 ... axb5!, but a move earlier 17 Re4! sets up a forced mate with either Rf4 or g2-g4.

  A) 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 c5 3 d5 e6 4 Nc3 exd5 5 cxd5 d6 6 Nf3 g6 7 Qa4+ Bd7 8 Qb3 (Diagram 16)
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  Diagram 16 (B)

  This is definitely the most logical retreat for the queen. With the bishop induced to the d7-square, Black faces issues over his d6-pawn and the immediate attack on b7.

  8 Qh4!? is possible, but much less favourable than the analogous idea in Nikolic-Tindall. Indeed, Black seems to obtain enough counterplay, such as after 8 ... Bg7 9 Bh6 0-0 10 Bxg7 Kxg7 11 e4 (11 e3!?) 11 ... Re8 12 Bd3 (or 12 Nd2 Na6!) 12 ... b5!.

  8 ... Qc7

  This has been Black’s most common choice, but alternatives have been tried:

  a) 8 ... b5?! is an unsound pawn sacrifice: 9 Nxb5 Qa5+ 10 Nc3 (10 Qc3 looks even cleaner) 10 ... Na6 11 Nd2! Rb8 (Diagram 17)
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  Diagram 17 (W)

  
  12 Nc4! Rxb3 (or 12 ... Qc7 13 Qd1 Bg7 14 Bf4!) 13 Nxa5 Rb8 14 a3 Nc7 15 e4 Bg7 16 Nc4 0-0 17 Nxd6 (why not?) 17 ... Ng4 18 h3 Ne5 19 f4 and White converted his advantage in V.Bukal-A.Rotstein, Porto San Giorgio 2002.

  b) 8 ... Na6 9 e4! (this time it’s a good pawn offer: 9 Qxb7?! Nb4! promises Black dangerous compensation) 9 ... Rb8 (or 9 ... Bg7 10 Bf4 0-0 11 Bxd6 Re8 12 e5 Ng4 13 Bxa6 bxa6 14 0-0 Nxe5 15 Nxe5 Bxe5 16 Bxe5 Rxe5 17 Rfe1 with advantage due to the passed d-pawn and Black’s weaknesses) 10 e5 (10 Bb5!? also led to success for White after 10 ... Nc7 11 0-0 Bg7 – or 11 ... Nxb5 12 Nxb5 Qb6 13 Nc3 Qxb3 14 axb3 a6 15 e5 – 12 e5 dxe5 13 Bxd7+ Nxd7 14 Bg5 Nf6 15 Qa4+ Qd7 16 Qxa7 0-0 17 Bxf6 Bxf6 18 Qxc5 in Z.Peng-L.Van Beek, Dutch League 2003) 10 ... dxe5 11 Nxe5 Bg7?! (11 ... Bd6 is best, but White keeps an edge after 12 Nxd7 Nxd7 13 Be2 0-0 14 0-0) 12 Bf4 Nc7 13 Nxf7! Qe7+ (and not 13 ... Kxf7? 14 Bxc7 Qxc7 15 d6+) 14 Ne5 (tempting, but 14 Be2! is objectively even stronger) 14 ... Nfxd5 15 Nxd5 Nxd5 16 Qxd5 Bc6 17 Bb5! Bxb5 18 0-0-0 (Diagram 18)

  [image: ]

  Diagram 18 (B)

  
  and Black could not withstand White’s attack in F.Levin-W.Pajeken, Hamburg 2003. The game concluded 18 ... Qf6 19 Rhe1 Qxf4+ 20 Kb1 Bxe5 21 Rxe5+ Kf8 22 Qd6+ Kg7 23 Re7+ Qf7 24 Qe5+ Kf8 25 Rxf7+ Kxf7 26 Qc7+ 1-0.

  c) 8 ... Qb6!? 9 e4! (9 Qxb6 axb6 10 e4 Na6! offers Black counterplay) 9 ... Na6 (after 9 ... Qxb3 10 axb3 it’s White who can use the a-file, and 10 ... Be7 11 Bh6 Ng4 12 Bf4 0-0 13 h3 Nf6 14 Bd3 Nh5 15 Bh2 f5 16 e5 dxe5 17 Bxe5, as given by Azmaiparashvili, promises White an edge) 10 Bg5 Be7 (Diagram 19)
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  Diagram 19 (W)

  
  11 Qc2 (11 e5!? dxe5 12 d6!, intending 12 ... Qxd6 13 Qxb7, also looks worth investigating) 11 ... 0-0 12 Be2 Rfe8 13 0-0 was seen in V.Bukal-D.Cordi, Cutro 2005. Superficially Black appears to be in an advanced state of development, but some of his pieces are in strange positions and Bukal maintained the advantage after 13 ... Kg7 14 Qc1 Ng8 15 Bf4.

  9 e4 Bg7

  Now we reach a position which can also come about via the move order 7 e4 Bg7 8 Qa4+ Bd7 9 Qb3 Qc7.

  An alternative is 9 ... a6 when White could reply with the automatic 10 a4. However, I think that 10 Bf4!? might be even stronger, especially after 10 ... Bg7 (10 ... Nh5 is safer) on account of 11 e5! (but not 11 Bxd6? Qxd6 12 Qxb7 0-0 13 e5 Bc8!! 14 Qxa8 Qb6!, which favoured Black in V.Korchnoi-M.Suba, Beersheva 1984) 11 ... dxe5 (or 11 ... Nh5 12 exd6 Qc8 13 Be3 0-0 14 a4 Bg4 15 Be2 with a clear plus for White, J.Fedorowicz-R.Hardarson, Reykjavik 1986) 12 Bxe5 Qc8 13 Ne4! (Diagram 20)
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  Diagram 20 (B)

  
  13 ... Nxe4 14 Bxg7 Rg8 15 Bh6 Qc7 16 Bd3 Nd6 17 0-0 and Black’s position was a complete mess in J.Fedorowicz-J.Seret, Cannes 1987.

  

  TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: Note that these examples arose via the move order 7 Bf4 a6 8 e4 Bg7 9 Qa4+ Bd7 10 Qb3 Qc7?!. Against 7 Qa4+ Black must be wary of stumbling into inferior lines by transposition.

  

  10 Bd3!? (Diagram 21)
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  Diagram 21 (B)

  

  TRICKY TRANSPOSITION: 10 Bf4 reaches one of the main lines of the Modern Benoni: 7 Bf4 Bg7 8 Qa4+ Bd7 9 Qb3 Qc7 10 e4. White players who have this line in their repertoire could consider 7 Qa4+ as a way to escape Black’s deviations from that sequence, especially the theoretically recommended 7 Bf4 a6!.

  
 However, in this case there is an argument for delaying or even omitting Bf4, especially since Black now has d6 covered so it doesn’t come with tempo. Of the alternatives, 10 Bd3 is the one I favour the most. After 10 Bd3 White will often return to a development scheme similar to the one seen in the Modern Main Line.

  Instead 10 h3, preventing ... Bg4, is unnecessarily time-consuming: 10 ... 0-0 11 Be2 (11 Bd3!?) 11 ... Re8! 12 Nd2 Na6! (12 ... Bh6 13 0-0! a6 14 a4 Bxd2 15 Bxd2 Nxe4 16 Nxe4 Rxe4 17 Qf3 gave White strong pressure for the pawn in J.Liew Chee Meng-W.Charpentier, Dubai Olympiad 1986; incidentally this was the earliest game I could find with 7 Qa4+) 13 0-0 Rab8 14 Re1 b5!, a line suggested by John Watson in his excellent book The Gambit Guide to the Modern Benoni, illustrates well how Black’s counterplay can arrive with force if White is not careful.

  Watson doesn’t consider the possibility of 10 Bd3, but in my opinion it’s time for White to finish development as quickly as possible.

  10 ... 0-0 11 0-0 Na6

  With White’s queen on b3, he need not be scared of ... Bg4 ideas because the knight can simply side-step the threat to trade: for example, 11 ... a6 12 a4 Bg4 13 Nd2! Nbd7!? 14 Nc4! Ne5 (otherwise the bishop is trapped with f2-f3) 15 Nxe5 dxe5 and White has a definite structural advantage.

  An attempt to exploit White’s set-up is 11 ... Rc8, threatening to win a piece with ... c4. Now 12 Nd2 Na6 13 Re1 Rab8 14 Bb5 (14 Nb5!?) 14 ... Nb4 (14 ... c4!?) 15 a3?! (15 Nc4) 15 ... Nc6! 16 Qd1 Nd4 favoured Black in A.Zubarev-M.Simantsev, Kharkov 1999. White clearly has some improvements in that line, but it seems to me that instead of 12 Nd2, White should try to eliminate ... c4 ideas completely by playing 12 Bc4!? (Diagram 22),
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  Diagram 22 (B)

  
  hoping to take advantage of Black’s strangely placed pieces. One possible variation that shows how this strategy can succeed is 12 ... Na6 13 Re1 Rab8 (13 ... Ng4!?) 14 e5! (just in time, and very strong) 14 ... dxe5 (or 14 ... Nh5 15 e6!) 15 Nxe5 b5 16 d6! Qxd6 17 Bxf7+ Kh8, when both 18 Bf4 c4 19 Qd1 and 18 Bxg6!? Be6 19 Qxe6! Qxe6 20 Nf7+ look good for White.

  12 Re1 (Diagram 23)
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  Diagram 23 (B)

  
  12 ... Rfe8

  Black needs to take time out to deal with the e4-e5 advance. Against 12 ... Rab8 the immediate 13 e5 looks strong, especially so after 13 ... dxe5 14 Nxe5 Rfe8? 15 Bf4! Nh5 16 d6!.

  13 h3

  Things have settled and White now has enough time to play h2-h3, which both rules out ... Bg4 and gives the dark-squared bishop a bolt-hole on h2 after Bf4 and ... Nh5.

  A good demonstration of how not to play the position as White is 13 Rb1?! Rab8 14 Bxa6? bxa6 15 Qc2 h6 16 Bf4 Nh5! 17 Bg3 f5!, as occurred in M.Gantner-O.Kurmann, Zurich 2007.

  13 ... Nb4

  13 ... Rab8 is another critical move, but White can fight for the advantage with 14 Bf4!. In this position 14 ... b5 15 Nxb5 Bxb5 16 Bxb5 Rxe4 doesn’t work in view of 17 Rxe4 Nxe4 18 Qd3!, attacking both knights and meeting 18 ... Nb4 19 Qxe4 Rxb5 with 20 Qe8+.

  14 Bc4 b5!?

  After 14 ... Rab8 15 a4 a6 16 Bf4!? b5 17 axb5 axb5 18 Bf1 it looks at first like Black has made some progress on the queenside. However, White can argue that the b5-pawn needs attention and also that the knight on b4, though superficially active, actually gets in the way of Black’s pawn advance. Meanwhile White is hitting b5 and d6, as well as angling for a timely e4-e5 blast in the centre.

  15 Nxb5 Bxb5 16 Bxb5 (Diagram 24)
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  Diagram 24 (B)

  This position was reached in the game D.Shengelia-Y.Gonzalez Vidal, Barcelona 2007. The most logical continuation for Black would be 16 ... Rxe4, but then he experiences major concerns over the safety of his knight on b4: 17 Rxe4 Nxe4 18 a3 Qa5 (the only move) 19 Be2 f5 (White was threatening 20 Rb1 Na6 21 Qc4, hitting both knights), and now 20 Qc4! prevents ... Na6. Black can only hold on with 20 ... Qa4 (so that 21 Rb1 can be answered by 21 ... Qc2), but this puts him in a horrible self-pin. White has many attractive possibilities here, including even 21 Ra2!? Nxa2 22 Qxa4 Nxc1 23 Bc4.

  Perhaps in view of these problems, Gonzalez Vidal instead chose 16 ... Reb8, regaining his pawn after 17 Bf1 Nbxd5. However, following the further 18 Qd1 Nb6 19 Bf4 Rd8 20 a4 (Diagram 25)
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  Diagram 25 (B)

  
  White’s pressure against d6, allied to a very useful bishop-pair in this open position, promised him some advantage, which he eventually converted: 20 ... Nh5 21 Bg5 Bf6 22 Qc1 Qe7 23 Bxf6 Qxf6 24 e5! dxe5 25 Nxe5 Rac8 26 Ra3 Qg7 27 Rf3 Nf6 28 a5 Nbd5 29 Bc4 Rc7 30 Rd1 Re8 31 Nxf7! Rxf7 32 Rxd5 Kh8 33 Rxc5 Rfe7 34 Bf1 Ne4 35 Rc8 h6 36 Rxe8+ Rxe8 37 Re3 1-0.

  B) 1 d4 Nf6 2 c4 c5 3 d5 e6 4 Nc3 exd5 5 cxd5 d6 6 Nf3 g6 7 Qa4+ Nbd7

  This move certainly looks the most natural way to block the check, and I was a bit surprised to find that 7 ... Bd7 has been played more often, according to my database at least.

  8 Bf4 (Diagram 26)
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  Diagram 26 (B)

  8 ... a6

  Immediately preparing to chase White’s queen away and to expand on the queenside. Instead 8 ... Be7 was covered in Azmaiparashvili-Zubarev, and the remaining alternatives appear inferior:

  a) 8 ... Nh5 9 Bg5 f6 10 Bh4 Kf7 11 e3 a6 12 Be2 b5 13 Qc2 Ng7 14 e4 Be7 15 a3 Rf8 16 0-0 Kg8 looked totally artificial for Black in R.Monterde-L.Ventos Navarro, Santa Coloma 1994.

  b) 8 ... Qb6 9 e4! (9 0-0-0!?) 9 ... Qxb2 10 Rb1 Qxc3+ 11 Bd2 Nxd5 12 Bxc3 (12 exd5 Qf6 13 Bb5 is also promising for White) 12 ... Nxc3 13 Qb3 Nxb1 14 Ng5 Ne5 15 Bb5+ Ke7 16 f4 h6 17 fxe5 hxg5 18 exd6+ (Azmaiparashvili) and White enjoys a very strong attack.

  9 e4 Rb8!

  I think this is right. Black should act consistently and just get on with his queenside expansion, whereas 9 ... Qb6?! is ugly, and on b6 the queen is prone to Nd2-c4. The game T.Kluge-A.Parry, correspondence 2002, continued 10 0-0-0 (10 Qc2 intending Nd2-c4 can’t be bad either) 10 ... Bg7 11 Nd2 0-0 12 Nc4 Qd8 (Diagram 27)
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  Diagram 27 (W)

  
  and now White safely captured on d6, as 13 Nxd6 Nh5 14 Be3 Nb6 15 Qa5 Qxd6 16 Bxc5 Qf4+ 17 Be3 Bxc3 18 bxc3 Qxe4 19 Rd4 is very good for him.

  9 ... Nh5 is probably the best alternative: 10 Bg5 Be7 11 Bh6 (11 Be3!?) 11 ... Bf8 (or 11 ... Bf6 12 Qc2 Bg7 13 Bxg7 Nxg7 14 a4 with an edge to White, R.Cifuentes Parada-M.Marin, Spanish Team Championship 2000) 12 Bxf8 Kxf8 13 g3!? Qf6 14 Bg2 b5 15 Qc2 b4 (15 ... Kg7!?) 16 Nd1 Ne5 17 Nxe5 Qxe5 18 Ne3! a5 19 Nc4 Qe7 20 0-0 Ba6 (Z.Azmaiparashvili-V.Belov, online blitz 2007) and here it looks very good for White on the kingside if he plays 21 f4.

  10 Bd3

  10 e5 is a direct attempt at a refutation, but 10 ... b5! 11 Qc2 dxe5 12 Nxe5 Nxe5 13 Bxe5 Bd6, as played in A.Kogan-J.Jenal, Zurich 2001, seems fine for Black. Thus White should just get on with development.

  10 ... b5

  10 ... Nh5 is also possible: 11 Bg5 Qc7 12 0-0 Bg7 13 Qc2 b5 14 Be2 0-0 15 a4 b4 16 Nb1 Re8 17 Nbd2 f5 was unclear in G.Margvelashvili-W.Moranda, Belfort 2005, but White should consider the plan 12 Qc2 b5 13 b3 Bg7 14 Rc1! – see the note to Black’s 12th move.

  11 Qc2 (Diagram 28)
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  Diagram 28 (B)

  
  
  11 Qd1 is similar and also not bad. In some cases the queen might be slightly better on d1, especially in lines with ... Qc7 answered by Rac1. One practical example continued 11 ... Nh5 (11 ... Qc7 12 0-0 Bg7?! is met by 13 e5!) 12 Bg5 Be7 (12 ... Qc7!?) 13 Bh6 Bf8 14 Qd2 Ne5? (the superior 14 ... Bxh6 15 Qxh6 Qf6 looks roughly equal) 15 Nxe5 dxe5 16 0-0 Bg7 17 Bxg7 Nxg7 18 f4! with a clear advantage to White, A.Zubarev-A.Kovchan, Alushta 2001.

  11 ... Nh5

  Black has quite a few choices here, but he must be careful.

  
DANGEROUS WEAPON!: 11 ... Qc7 12 0-0 Bg7?! (12 ... Nh5!) 13 e5! (Diagram 29)
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  Diagram 29 (B)

  
  shows that Black cannot expect to treat the position exactly like the Modern Main Line – he must take more care over his development.

  
 In G.Margvelashvili-A.Golizadeh, Batumi 2006, Black was punished for his negligence after 13 ... Nh5? (13 ... dxe5 14 Nxe5 is also horrific for Black; 13 ... Nxe5 14 Nxe5 Nh5! is the only chance) 14 exd6 Qd8 15 Qe2+ Kf8 16 Qe7+!.

  Black can also run into difficulties if he protects d6 with 11 ... Qe7. After 12 0-0 Bg7?, 13 e5! again embarrasses Black on the e-file. 12 ... c4 is stronger, but following 13 Be2 Black still has issues to deal with: for example, 13 ... Bg7 14 Nd4! or 13 ... b4 14 Na4 Qxe4 15 Qxc4 Qxc4 16 Bxc4 Be7 17 Rfe1.

  However, 11 ... Ng4!? is a reasonable option, and 12 0-0 Nde5 13 Nxe5 (13 a4!?) 13 ... Nxe5 14 a4 c4!? (14 ... b4 is met by 15 Bxe5! dxe5 16 Nd1, intending Ne3-c4) 15 Be2 Bg7 16 axb5 axb5 17 b4 (17 Ra7!?) 17 ... 0-0 18 Ra7 f5 19 Qd2 reaches an unclear position in which chances look roughly level.

  Finally, 11 ... Be7 12 0-0 0-0 13 b3!? (13 Rfe1 Re8) 13 ... Qc7 14 h3 Re8 15 Rac1 Bf8 16 Rfe1 Bg7 17 Qd2 offers White a small edge. This position very much resembles the Modern Main Line, but with both players losing tempi (White with his queen and Black with his Benoni bishop).

  12 Bg5 (Diagram 30)
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  Diagram 30 (B)

  
  12 ... Be7

  If Black wants to develop with ... Bg7 then 12 ... Qc7 is the move to play, and this might well be the most logical choice. S.Kauko-N.Kizimenko, correspondence 2000, continued 13 b3 (13 a4!?) 13 ... Bg7 14 Rc1 0-0 15 0-0 Nb6 (alternatively, 15 ... c4? loses a pawn after 16 bxc4 bxc4 17 Na4!, but 15 ... Re8 would be a typical move when the chances seem fairly balanced) 16 Rfe1 f5!? (16 ... Re8), and now I think that 17 exf5 Bxf5 18 Re7 Qc8 19 Ne4 is the most promising continuation for White.

  13 Be3

  Black should be prepared to answer 13 Bh6 with 13 ... Bf8.

  13 ... 0-0 14 0-0 Nb6

  In some ways it’s tempting to play 14 ... c4, but Black has to be wary of giving up the d4-square. This is especially the case given that Nd4 comes with tempo due to the threat of Nc6, and 15 Be2 Bb7 16 Nd4 does indeed look pleasant for White.

  14 ... Re8, with similar play to that seen in the note on 11 ... Be7, is probably Black’s best option.

  15 a4! (Diagram 31)
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  Diagram 31 (B)

  This move presents Black with some problems, as he always has to watch out for a timely a4-a5 hitting his knight.

  15 ... b4

  After 15 ... c4 16 Be2 Black finds it difficult to keep his queenside pawns intact without compromising his position: for example, 16 ... b4 17 a5! Nd7 18 Na4 or 16 ... Bd7 17 axb5 axb5 18 Nd4 b4 19 Ncb5, with advantage to White in both cases.

  16 Nd1 f5 17 Bh6 Ng7

  We have been following the game D.Arutinian-P.Simacek, Olomouc 2006. Now 18 exf5 Bxf5 19 Ne3 Bxd3 20 Qxd3 a5 21 b3 Bf6 22 Ra2 Rf7 23 Re2 kept an edge for White, and I also like the idea of 18 a5 fxe4 19 Bxe4 Nd7 20 Ne3 since the possibility of Nc4 is

  
  
    After analysing the possibilities for both sides in this chapter, my impression is that White has pretty good chances of keeping an advantage after 7 ... Bd7 8 Qb3, and that Black’s best chance to equalize lies with 7 ... Nbd7.
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