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Introduction

Dear reader!

If you have opened this book, I dare conjecture that you may have some problems fighting against the Sicilian Defence.

Well, I understand you perfectly. Time and again I hear from strong chess players how difficult it is to gain an advantage with the white pieces in ‘normal’ openings.

What are the arguments in favour of the system under study in this book? Let’s get things straight.

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3

Exotic? I wouldn’t be so quick with such a categorization. Firstly, fashion never stands still. Some years ago, in search of an illusory initiative in the Petroff Defence (the Russian Game) – 1.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nf6 3.Nxe5 d6 4.Nf3 Nxe4, I started playing the rare, strange-looking continuation 5.Nc3 Nxc3 6.dxc3. Nowadays this is almost the main line for White.

Also after 1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 Nc6, the move 3.Bb5 looked like a sideline. Whereas today, even in the games of chess players with an Elo rating of above 2700, its popularity is smaller than that of 3.d4, but only slightly.

Let me cite the freshest example. Early this year (on 13th January, 2013), an encounter of Elo giants took place in the super-tournament in Wijk aan Zee, between Aronian and Carlsen. In the King’s Indian Defence Magnus treated the opening in quite a novel way: 1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 Bg7 4.e4 d6 5.Nf3 0-0 6.h3 Nc6 7.d5 Nb4!? 8.Be2 e6!?. And this structure (d6-e6) lasted until the 15th move. If giants (both above 2800 Elo) consider such unconventional set-ups suitable for playing in duels with a classical time control, then… the idea 5.f3 in the Sicilian does not seem extremely exotic.

Being an honest person, I must warn in advance the potential reader who has taken this book in his hands. The material expounded on below will mainly correspond to the style of those chess players who wish to struggle in quiet, positional games, exerting just a little pressure on Black’s position. Sparkling attacks with an abundance of sacrifices are infrequent in these constructions. Unlike in my first book, The Dynamic Benko Gambit, here the author tries to find new followers, gradually expanding his audience…

If we may allegorize, White’s strategy is reminiscent of a ‘steamroller’ – a machine that rolls forward slowly but inevitably.

There have been several critical remarks (both positive and negative) by experts and fans concerning my previous work. For example (I’m paraphrasing):

1) ‘Too many games with little notes – a database dump’

2) ‘Why are there no games given with this-or-that move in the book? They are in the database!’

As you can see, these two opinions are diametrically opposed. Besides, I am limited by the specified volume of every book. The author must jam his material into, say, 200-250 pages. However, to satisfy both types of critics we would probably need 1,000-2,000 pages as there are millions of games. And to analyse them all…

That is why your obedient servant has tried, in the previous book and in this one, to create something in-between, so as to cover the range of problems of the opening under discussion as fully as possible, but also not to overburden the book and your memory respectively.

Of course, you won’t find 20-move variations leading up to an ending in this book. These days everyone has a computer; at the time I worked on this book I used ‘Houdini’. But today you will probably already have a stronger program, like ‘Nairit’ or perhaps ‘Florida’. Accordingly, the evaluations may differ somewhat.

The author’s mission is to explain the IDEAS and PLANS in the structures arising after 5.f3 as interestingly as possible. I hope this will raise your chances in tournaments and will improve your chess understanding on the whole.

If you see a move suggested in the comments without any elaborate variations or evaluations behind it, that means that I consider it ‘also possible’ and roughly equivalent in strength to the move which was played in the game.

The mark *** indicates that the game in question is important.

As an ‘innovation’, at the end of each Part the reader will be offered exercises under the heading ‘check yourself’. The answers, provided with an assessment in points, are placed at the end of the book (pp. 217-225). Judging by your total number of points the author gives you a tool to guess your chess strength at the present moment.

In the course of writing this book, the author has consulted two experts on the Sicilian Defence (on both the White and the Black side):

GM Yury Solodovnichenko (Ukraine, 34), Elo rating ~ 2550-2630. Best results: 1st places in Metz (2011), Rome (2011), Altenkirchen (2012), a 3000+ performance in the Top French League (2011), and the winner of many other international tournaments.

GM Viacheslav Zakhartsov (Russia, 45), Elo rating ~ 2530-2610. He took 2nd place at the large-scale European Open in Cappelle-la-Grande-2007 (France) and 3rd place in Pardubice 2011 (Czech Open). The head of a chess family which in the future may become more famous with his 16-year-old son Vladimir, who is making steady progress. His wife Inga is also a chess coach.

One last thing: in different languages, the names of pieces have different associations, though they all look the same on the chessboard. For example, when speaking about the knight I sometimes describe it as an animal, because in the Russian language ‘knight’ means ‘horse’ and this is also what it looks like on the board. So please, don’t be afraid of all the racers and horses you will come across in this book.

Sergey Kasparov

July 2013





History of the variation

Let’s find out who discovered the idea 5.f3 in the Sicilian Defence.

One of the first games that we can see with this move was played as far back as the 1930s of the last century, at a tournament in the Swiss city Bern by Walter Henneberger and Oskar Naegeli. Later on this variation was repeatedly applied in high-level contests.

Nowadays the systems with 5.f3 are labelled under the name ‘Prins Variation’, in honour of Lodewijk Prins (27 January 1913 – 11 November 1999), a Dutch chess player and international arbiter. In 1982, FIDE awarded Prins with an honorary grandmaster title. From 1937 to 1968 (for 31 years!) Prins represented the Netherlands at Olympiads, and in 1965 he became Dutch champion. In 1948 Prins took first place at the Hoogovens tournament in Beverwijk, which has always been one of the largest chess competitions in Holland. He became especially popular as a writer and publicist. Prins co-authored several books with ex-World Champion Max Euwe, including a biography of José Raul Capablanca.

It’s enough to look at the names of chess players who have used this variations in different time periods in order to be imbued with respect for the move 5.f3: Alexander Alekhine, Paul Keres, Viktor Kortchnoi, Vasily Ivanchuk. And of course, Lodewijk Prins himself.

Well, are you impressed?

In modern chess the Prins Variation is often applied by players who wish to avoid the main ramifications of the Sicilian Defence. On the Internet you may come across it in the ‘Anti-Sicilian’ section! One of the lines, specifically 1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Bb5+, bears the name ‘Venice Attack’.

Thus, the move 5.f3 in the Sicilian Defence has a rather long history and some very reputable advocates.

I hope that after reading the book which is in your hands now, you will be part of an increasing number of admirers of this variation.



[image: images]

Lodewijk Prins





PART I – Pawn Goes to e5

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5

[image: images]

Playing with the pawn structure d6-e5 presents itself as the most ambitious for Black. I think that for a long time already, modern chess players have not been afraid of the weakening of square d5 any more. I don’t play the Sicilian Defence with black, but I am faced with a similar structure from time to time, for instance, after 1.e4 d6 2.d4 Nf6 3.Nc3 e5 4.Nf3 Nbd7 5.Bc4 Be7 6.0-0 0-0 7.Re1 c6 8.a4 b6 9.d5.

[image: images]

Usually (as is known, the exception proves the rule), with the pawn structure e4 against d6/e5, the fight develops around the takeover of the strategic strong point d5.

For White it is desirable to consolidate a piece there (ideally a knight or a bishop). Hypothetically, one can compare the hole on d5 with ‘Black’s painful tooth’. That’s why he often aspires to force the opponent to ‘fill’ this cavity with a pawn (c4xd5 or e4xd5). Any which way, an interesting strategic battle unfolds.





Chapter 1

The ‘Boring Ending’

Before we start, let me address those playing Black. As a rule, the Sicilian Defence is preferred by chess players with a more or less aggressive style. Therefore, as an honourable man, I must warn you: If you aspire to active (though perhaps a little risky) counterplay, please pass over this chapter.

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3

[image: images]

Let’s try to forget all our previous knowledge and look at this diagram in an unprejudiced way. Which of Black’s moves looks the most natural? Please use your logic. Optically it seems that the situation is in Black’s favour. He has two pawns in the centre against one of the opponent. The knight on f6 is located closer to the centre than its colleague on b3. Besides, the early f2-f3 looks a trifle oddish, weakening the kingside. But if White manages to carry out c2-c4 he will establish total control over the key point d5.

I don’t know how you feel, but the following conclusion comes to my mind: the most natural and strongest line is the annexation of the centre through 6…d5.

It seems that Black seizes the initiative, however after a detailed study, we find that it is White who is going to play first fiddle. Usually he obtains a slightly favourable ending from this position.

To be fair, let me assert that if Black defends himself accurately, he will pull off a draw. But, my friends, for the umpteenth time let me ask a rhetorical question: what opening (variation) guarantees White an advantage?

I will refer to the statistics of my own games. Out of 13 encounters where the position after 6…d5 occurred, White’s results were as follows: +7-0=6. Opponents with an Elo rating of 2350-2500 achieved a draw. At the same time, usually Black was under pressure during the entire game. Several times he found himself on the brink of defeat. Chess players with an Elo rating of less than 2200 scored 1 out of 9 points.

The moral: you will most likely beat a weaker opponent in this ‘insipid’ ending too. And those who are considerably better than you won’t wish to settle for such an unpromising variation.

I have found some games in the databases where the black pieces were led by chess players of 2400-2700 Elo – now we will analyse them. But please notice: the opponents (White) were strong players too. An important conclusion, which will help you during the battle, suggests itself:

By playing the move 6…d5, Black indirectly shows that he is peacefully minded. Of course, exceptions are possible.

But enough of this general discourse, let’s switch to the chessboard.

The topical reaction for White is 7.Bg5, after which he threatens the d5-pawn. To clear our conscience, we will first consider an example that confirms the harmlessness of 7…dxe4?!.

Game 1

[image: images] Zhang Pengxiang (2519)

[image: images] Paragua, Mark (2534)

Singapore 2004 (9)

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3 d5 7.exd5?! Nxd5 8.a3 Be6 9.c4 Nb6 10.Qxd8+ Kxd8

[image: images]

Black’s pawn structure is flexible, and both his bishops are very alive.

11.Na5 Kc7 12.b3 Nc6

12…N6d7!? with the idea …b7-b6; for example 13.b4 Nc6[image: images].

13.Nxc6 bxc6 14.Bb2 f6 15.Nd2 Nd7 16.Bd3 a5 17.0-0-0 Nc5 18.Bc2 Be7 19.f4 Nd7

19…exf4.

20.Rhe1 Bg4 21.Nf3 Rae8 22.h3 Bxf3 23.gxf3 exf4 24.Bf5 Nb6 25.Kc2 Bd6 26.Bc3 Rxe1 27.Rxe1 a4[image: images]

[image: images]

28.Ba5

White’s resources are still sufficient for a draw.

28…axb3+ 29.Kxb3 Ra8 30.Bb4 c5 31.Bc3 g6 32.Be6 Rb8 33.Kc2 Ra8 34.Kb3 Rb8

½-½

As you can see, there were no weaknesses in Black’s position and it is not clear how White could have developed an initiative.

In reply to 7.Bg5 Black usually plays the healthy developing move 7…Be6.

But you shouldn’t ignore other possibilities either.

Section 1 – Rare lines

A)  7…dxe4 8.Qxd8+ Kxd8

[image: images]

The following defeat of the soon-to-be- famous Chinese grandmaster Bu Xiangzhi is instructive. In 1999 he was only 14 years old, while in 2008 his Elo rating reached the dizzying height of 2714.

Game 2

[image: images] Liang Jinrong (2470)

[image: images] Bu Xiangzhi (2365)

Yangon 1999 (3)

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3 d5 7.Bg5 dxe4 8.Qxd8+ Kxd8 9.fxe4 Kc7 10.Bd3 Be6 11.Bxf6 gxf6 12.0-0 Nd7 13.Nc3

After the ‘late’ exchange on f6 the white knight rushes to d5, granting him an advantage.

13…Be7 14.Nd5+ Bxd5

It’s impossible for Black to tolerate the strong knight in the centre, but after this exchange the diagonal b1-h7 becomes exposed, setting the lonely bishop on d3 at liberty.

15.exd5 Nc5 16.Nxc5 Bxc5+ 17.Kh1 Be7 18.c4 Kd6 19.b4 a5 20.a3 axb4 21.axb4 b6 22.Be4 Rxa1 23.Rxa1 Rc8 24.c5+!

[image: images]

Following a thin red line, White finds a road to the victory.

24…bxc5 25.Ra6+ Kc7

25…Kd7 26.Bf5+.

26.Bf5 Re8

26…Rb8 27.bxc5+–. Square b1 is under control!

27.bxc5 Kb7

27…Bxc5 28.Rc6+.

28.Rb6+ Ka7 29.d6 Bf8 30.d7 Rd8 31.Rc6

1-0

The breakthrough c4-c5 is important. Please note that White won the game without the king’s participation (in the ending!). In other words, the range of the rest of his forces was great.

Black stood up more stubbornly in the following duel from a Russian team tournament. However, the Elo favourite also gave a master class here, underlining the uselessness of the enemy dark-squared bishop.

Game 3

[image: images] Ponkratov, Pavel (2542)

[image: images] Lukianov, Artiom (2090)

Belgorod tt 2008 (1)

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3 d5 7.Bg5 dxe4 8.Qxd8+ Kxd8 9.fxe4

More flexible than the immediate 9.Bxf6. White has the possibility to choose a more appropriate opportunity for the exchange, or to decline it altogether.

9…Be6 10.Nc3 Nd7

10…Bb4?! 11.0-0-0+.

11.0-0-0 a6 12.Bxf6+ gxf6 13.Nd5

[image: images]

The knight gets a fine outpost, unlike after the passive Nb1-d2 (in case of the immediate 9.Bg5xf6, see next game).

13…Bxd5 14.Rxd5? Kc7 15.Be2 Rg8 16.g3 Be7 17.Bh5 Raf8 18.Nd2 Nc5 19.c3 Rg5 20.Be2 Rd8 21.Bc4 Rf8 22.Rf1 b5 23.Bb3

As usual, White demonstratively ignores the e7-bishop, using only the light squares.

23…Rg4 24.Bd1 Rgg8 25.b4 Ne6 26.a4±

[image: images]

I believe that the assessment of this position is unequivocal. Black is compelled to try and hold an unpromising, tough defence.

26…Kc6 27.Bb3 Rd8 28.Kc2 Ng5 29.Ra1 Kb6 30.axb5 axb5 31.Ra5 Rxd5 32.Bxd5 Rb8 33.Kb3 Ne6 34.Nf1 Rf8 35.Ne3 Nc7 36.Ra2 Bd8 37.c4 Ne6 38.c5+ Kc7 39.Ra7+ Kb8 40.Ra8+ Kc7 41.Nf5 Kd7 42.c6+ Kc7 43.Ra7+ Kb8 44.Rb7+ Ka8 45.c7

1-0

Let me draw your attention to the following nuance. An early exchange on f6 (9.Bxf6) can create certain inconveniences for the development of White’s b1-knight. The disturbing check 10…Bb4+ forces White to develop the knight via d2.

Game 4

[image: images] Teske, Henrik (2510)

[image: images] Shtirenkov, Veniamen (2424)

Pardubice 2006 (4)

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3 d5 7.Bg5 dxe4 8.Qxd8+ Kxd8 9.Bxf6+ gxf6 10.fxe4

[image: images]

10…Bb4+!? 11.c3 Bf8

11…Be7 12.N1d2 Be6 13.Nc4 Nd7 14.Ne3 Kc7 15.0-0-0 a5 16.Bb5 Nb6 17.c4 a4 with counterplay, Varga-Barczay, Szekszard 1997.

12.N1d2 Be6 13.0-0-0 Nd7 14.Kc2 Rc8 15.Be2 Ke7 16.Rhf1 h5 17.Nf3 h4 18.h3 Bg7 19.Rf2 Nf8 20.Na5 Rc7 21.b3 Nd7 22.Bc4 b6 23.Bxe6 fxe6=

The pawn on e6 raises Black’s stakes considerably.

24.Nc4 Nf8

Better 24…b5.

25.a4 Ng6 26.Ne1 Nf4 27.Nd3 Nxd3 28.Rxd3 Bh6 29.Na3 a6 30.Nc4 b5 31.Nb2 Bf4 32.b4 Rhc8[image: images]

Gradually White is sliding down to an unpleasant position. The knight can’t manoeuvre comfortably under the severe look of the enemy bishop.

33.Kb3 f5 34.Re2 Kf6 35.exf5 exf5 36.Rd6+ Ke7 37.Rxa6 Rxc3+ 38.Ka2 bxa4

Further on in the game Henrik escapes only thanks to some inaccuracies by his opponent; 38…Rc2[image: images]; 38…e4[image: images].

39.Nxa4 Rc2+ 40.Rxc2 Rxc2+ 41.Kb3 Rxg2

[image: images]

42.Nc3 Rd2 43.Kc4 Kf7 44.Nd5 Rc2+ 45.Kd3 Rh2 46.Rf6+ Kg7 47.Rxf5 Kg6 48.Ke4 Re2+ 49.Kf3 Rb2 50.Rf8 Kg5 51.Rg8+ Kf5 52.Rf8+ Kg5 53.Rg8+

½-½

As we have seen, the German grandmaster not only didn’t achieve any advantage, he even was on the verge of defeat.

If Black plays without making ‘contact’, White can count on a typical [image: images], as happened in this game in the Czech Open:

Game 5

[image: images] Kasparov, Sergey (2485)

[image: images] Rakay, Kvetoslav (2113)

Stare Mesto 2005 (4)

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3 d5 7.Bg5 dxe4 8.Qxd8+ Kxd8 9.Bxf6+ gxf6 10.fxe4 Nd7

This looks a bit artificial.

11.Bc4 Ke7 12.Nc3 Nb6 13.Nd5+ Nxd5 14.Bxd5 Rb8

[image: images]

The computer confidently gives = here; meanwhile Black’s disadvantages are obvious: the doubled pawns on f7 and f6, point f5.

15.Na5

The knight manoeuvres in order to avoid its exchange for the enemy dark-squared bishop.

15…Bh6 16.0-0 Be3+ 17.Kh1 Bb6 18.Nc4 Bc7

18…Bc5 19.a4 with the idea c2-c3, b2-b4.

19.Ne3[image: images]

[image: images]

A characteristic position. White ignores the c7-bishop and plays only on the light squares.

19…Rg8 20.Rf3 b6 21.Bb3 Be6 22.Nd5+

Of course White shouldn’t take: 22.Bxe6? fxe6.

22…Bxd5

But this exchange is favourable for White.

23.Bxd5 Rg6 24.g3 Rd8 25.Rd1 Rg4 26.Rdf1 Rg6 27.Kg2 Rh6 28.Rf5 Bd6 29.h4 Bc5 30.R1f3 Rd6 31.h5

While thus boxing in the rook on h6 it was necessary for White to be convinced that he had a breakthrough possibility in the long term.

31…Rd8 32.g4 Rg8 33.Kh3 Rg7 34.a3 a5 35.c3 Rg8 36.Rd3 Rc8 37.Kh4 Rg8

After the rook leaves f5 White should take into consideration the option of …f6-f5.

38.Bc4

[image: images]

38…Rd8 39.Rxd8 Kxd8 40.Bxf7 Ke7 41.Bd5 Be3 42.Rf1 Bg5+ 43.Kg3 Bf4+ 44.Kf3 f5

What else can Black do?

45.exf5 Rd6 46.Ke4 h6 47.c4 Kf6 48.b4 axb4 49.axb4 Rd8 50.Ra1 Kg5 51.Ra6 Rb8 52.Ra7 Kxg4 53.f6 Kxh5 54.f7 Kg6 55.Rb7 Rh8 56.Rxb6+ Kh7

1-0

56…Kg7 57.Kf5.

The considered examples allow us to already formulate a few regularities that are characteristic for the variation with 7.Bg5. Jumping ahead, I will note that they apply to the Main Line (7…Be6) as well:

1) Strange as it may seem, the transition into an ending with opposite-coloured bishops is usually beneficial for White. A necessary reservation: it is desirable to have other pieces – most often, (a) rook(s) – on the board. From time to time White wins in a clear bishop ending too, but this is, of course, more difficult.

2) White completely ignores the dark-squared bishop of the opponent. His pieces try to move only along the light-square complex, not allowing Black to trade off his dark-squared bishop.

B)  7…d4

This push is even less often applied. In Internet blitz games it is periodically used against me by some player called ‘St…….el’. His blitz-rating (and playing strength) fluctuates between 1900 and 2400. Probably different people hide under this nickname, and sometimes a computer is used. Anyhow, I had to struggle against this line.

Game 6

[image: images] Mastrovasilis, Dimitrios (2559)

[image: images] Chocenko, Dmitrijus (2306)

Warsaw rapid 2007 (4)

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3 d5 7.Bg5 d4 8.c3 Nc6

After 8…h6 9.Bxf6 Qxf6 it is hardly probable that the two bishops compensate for White’s extra pawn: 10.cxd4 Bb4+ 11.Nc3 0-0 12.a3 exd4 13.Qxd4 Bxc3+ 14.bxc3[image: images] Sharapov-Wisniowska, Cracow 2012.

If 8…dxc3 9.Qxd8+ Kxd8 10.Nxc3[image: images].

9.Bb5 Be6 10.cxd4 Bxb3 11.Qxb3 Qxd4 12.Be3 Bb4+

[image: images]

If 12…Qb4+ (Pähtz-Kosteniuk, Mainz m-5 2002) 13.Nd2±.

13.Nd2

Also good is 13.Kf2[image: images]. The bishop pair and the pawn chain g2-f3-e4 ensure White comfortable play.

13…Bxd2+ 14.Bxd2 0-0 15.Bxc6 bxc6 16.Be3 Qd7 17.0-0 Rab8 18.Qc3 Qc7 19.Rac1 Rfc8 20.Rf2 Nd7 21.Rfc2

The geometrical manoeuvres by the Greek grandmaster emphasize the helplessness of the c-pawn.

21…Qb7 22.Qa3 h6 23.Qd6 c5 24.b4 cxb4? 25.Rc7 Rxc7 26.Rxc7 Qb5 27.Qxd7

1-0

In the above game White had the advantage of the two bishops. He exchanged one of them in order to create a weak isolated pawn for the opponent. It is not clear why Black wants to suffer so much.

Conclusion:

The advance …d5-d4 does not solve Black’s opening problems.

Section 2 – Basic continuation

Now we move on to the study of the basic continuation.

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3 d5 7.Bg5 Be6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.exd5

Let’s accept the reasonableness of 8.Bxf6 as an axiom. An examination of the databases shows that it is the only move that strong chess players apply here. Judge for yourself: in the given position, what can be more logical than to spoil the pawn structure of the adversary?

Obviously, 8…Qxf6 9.exd5 is unsatisfactory as White is simply one pawn up.

[image: images]

Black is at a crossroads here. Which piece should recapture? In practice, the most frequent is:

A)  9…Qxd5

There follows the logical

10.Qxd5 Bxd5 11.Nc3

[image: images]

And again the ball is in Black’s half of the field. Here the choice is wider:

A1) 11…Bxb3

A2) 11…Bb4

A3) 11…Bc6

A4) 11…Be6

Lines A) and B) pursue similar aims. Black is ready to give up his bishops for the sake of a general exchange. However, straightforward simplifications do not guarantee a draw.

A1)  11…Bxb3

Game 7

[image: images] Brodsky, Mikhail (2559)

[image: images] Apalev, Sergey (2255)

Maikop 2004 (1)

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3 d5 7.Bg5 Be6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.exd5 Qxd5 10.Qxd5 Bxd5 11.Nc3 Bxb3 12.axb3 Bb4

[image: images]

13.0-0-0 Bxc3 14.bxc3 Ke7 15.Bd3 Nd7 16.Bf5 Nc5 17.Rd5 Ne6 18.Rhd1

Simple and strong.

18…Nf8

18…Rad8 19.Rxd8 Nxd8 (19…Rxd8 20.Rxd8 Kxd8 21.Bxh7±) 20.Rd7+ Ke8 21.g3±.

19.c4 Rg8 20.g3 h6 21.c5

[image: images]

Full domination.

21…a5 22.Rd6 Rb8 23.Rb6 Rg5 24.g4

1-0

The extremely unpleasant c5-c6 is threatened.

As far as I know Mikhail, going for a simple, worse position is not the best choice against him. As you can see, the game ended on the 24th move, without him having to use a violent attack.

Your obedient servant met with much more stubborn resistance by a player with an Elo of ~150 points less than Brodsky’s opponent. Has it never seemed to you as if they only play strongly especially against you? But for truth’s sake, I must mention that White kept the initiative during the whole game.

Game 8

[image: images] Kasparov, Sergey (2459)

[image: images] Javet, Blaise (2173)

Martigny 2009 (6)

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3 d5 7.Bg5 Be6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.exd5 Qxd5 10.Qxd5 Bxd5 11.Nc3 Bxb3 12.axb3 Bb4 13.Bd3 Nd7 14.Ke2

In the ending the king can stay in the centre.

14…Bxc3 15.bxc3 a6 16.Rhd1 Ke7 17.Bf5 Nc5 18.Rd5 Ne6 19.g3 Rad8 20.Rxd8 Kxd8 21.Ra4!?[image: images]

[image: images]

The rook is rather mobile on the 4th rank, which disturbs the opponent.

21…h6 22.Rb4

22.Bxe6!? fxe6 23.Rg4 Rh7[image: images].

22…Kc7 23.Bxe6 fxe6 24.Rg4 Kd6

Objectively, the position is close to equality. White’s hopes are connected with the greater activity of his rook.

24…Rh7 25.Rg6+–.

25.Rg7 b6!

25…b5? 26.Ra7±.

26.Kd3 f5 27.c4 h5 28.b4 h4 29.g4 fxg4 30.fxg4

30.Rxg4 Rf8 31.Ke3 Rf4 32.c3 a5 33.c5+ Kc6 34.cxb6 Rxg4 35.fxg4 a4 36.g5 a3 37.g6 a2 38.g7 a1Q 39.g8Q Qxc3+[image: images].

30…Rf8! 31.Ra7 Rf3+ 32.Kd2 Rf2+ 33.Kc3 a5 34.bxa5 bxa5 35.Ra6+ Kd7 36.Rxa5 Rxh2=

36…Kd6 37.Ra6+ Kd7 38.Ra7+ Kd6 39.h3 Rh2 40.Kb4 Rxh3 41.c5+ Kc6 42.Re7[image: images].

37.Rxe5 Rg2 38.Rg5 h3

38…Kd6.

39.Rh5 h2 40.g5 Rxg5? 41.Rxh2[image: images] Rg3+ 42.Kb4 Kc6 43.Re2 Rg6 44.Re4 Kd6

44…Rg2!?.

45.Kb5 Rg8 46.Rd4+ Kc7 47.Rh4 Re8 48.Rh7+ Kb8 49.c5 e5 50.Kb6+– e4 51.c6 e3 52.Rb7+ Ka8 53.Ra7+

1-0

A2)  11…Bb4

Here, usually the patterns are similar to the previous games. Some nuances can be found in the following sample games.

Game 9

[image: images] Rublevsky, Sergey (2610)

[image: images] Aleksic, Nenad (2330)

Budva tt 1996 (4)

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3 d5 7.Bg5 Be6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.exd5 Qxd5 10.Qxd5 Bxd5 11.Nc3 Bb4 12.0-0-0 Bxb3 13.cxb3!?

An unconventional idea, isn’t it?

13…Bxc3 14.bxc3

[image: images]

As a consequence of the exchanges, White’s pawn structure has become flexible.

14…Ke7 15.Bd3 Nd7!?

15…Nc6 16.Bf5 Rad8 17.Rxd8 Nxd8 18.Bc8 Kd6 19.Kd2± Maliutin-Najdoski, Moscow 1990.

16.Bf5 Rad8 17.Rd5 Nf8

17…h6 18.Rhd1 Nb6 19.Rxd8 Rxd8 20.Rxd8 Kxd8 21.Kd2 Kc7 22.c4[image: images].

18.Rxd8 Kxd8 19.Rd1+ Kc7 20.Kd2

‘Running’ to the centre.

20…Ne6 21.Ke3 h6 22.g3 Re8

22…Rd8 23.Rxd8 Kxd8 24.b4±.

23.b4 Re7 24.a4 Ng7 25.g4

Better 25.Ke4.

25…Ne6

25…Nxf5+!? 26.gxf5[image: images].

26.a5 Rd7 27.Rxd7+ Kxd7 28.h4 Kc6?! 29.Be4+ Kc7 30.Bd5

Now the road to f5 is opened for the king.

30…Nd8

30…b6!?.

31.Ke4 Kd6 32.c4 b6 33.axb6 axb6 34.Kf5

1-0

34…Ke7 35.h5 Ne6 36.Bxe6 fxe6+ 37.Kg6+–.

The Russian grandmaster unexpectedly recaptured on b3 with the c-pawn, which led to an improvement of White’s pawn chain. The fight didn’t last long…

Black played inconsistently in the following Russian team championship duel. The bishop left for b4, but did not take on c3. This resulted in a tempo loss and some other negative effects for Black.

Game 10

[image: images] Obolenskikh, Dmitry (2458)

[image: images] Pilavov, Georgy (2550)

Sochi tt-2 2006 (7)

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3 d5 7.Bg5 Be6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.exd5 Qxd5 10.Qxd5 Bxd5 11.Nc3 Bb4 12.0-0-0 Bc6 13.Nb5 Bxb5 14.Bxb5+ Ke7

As usual, Black’s bishop is worse than White’s, but on the other hand his pawns are… also worse than White’s.

15.c3 Bd6 16.Rhe1 a6 17.Ba4!?

Concrete calculation! Usually the bishop is placed on the b1-h7 diagonal.

17…b5 18.Nd4±

[image: images]

The difference in activity of white and black pieces is evident.

18…bxa4 19.Nf5+ Ke6 20.Nxd6 Rd8 21.Nc4

21.Ne4.

21…Rxd1+?

21…Nc6 22.Nb6±.

22.Rxd1 Nd7 23.Rd6+ Ke7 24.Rxd7+ Kxd7 25.Nb6+ Kc6 26.Nxa8 f5 27.Kd2 Kb7 28.h3

28.Kd3.

28…f6 29.g4 Kxa8 30.gxf5 Kb7 31.Kd3 Kc6 32.Kc4 Kd6 33.Kb4 Kd5 34.Kxa4 e4

34…Kc4 35.Ka5 Kd3 36.Kxa6 Ke3 37.c4 Kxf3 38.c5 e4 39.c6 e3 40.c7 e2 41.c8Q e1Q 42.Qc3++–.

35.fxe4+ Kxe4 36.c4 Kxf5 37.c5 Ke6 38.b4 Kd5

38…f5 39.Kb3.

39.Kb3 a5 40.a3

1-0

A3)  11…Bc6

[image: images]

It is hard to recommend the bishop retreat to c6. By the easily predictable manoeuvre Nb3-a5, White will harass points c6 and b7. This guarantees him the exchange of the bishop and at the same time saddles the opponent with a weak c-pawn.

The following clash between players with an identical rating (2588) is decorated with the quality mark ***. I advise you to take note of the classical realization of the extra pawn in a clear bishop ending (opposite colours!).

Game 11

[image: images] Hess, Robert (2588)

[image: images] Andriasian, Zaven (2588)***

Chalkis 2010 (8)

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3 d5 7.Bg5 Be6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.exd5 Qxd5 10.Qxd5 Bxd5 11.Nc3 Bc6 12.0-0-0 a6 13.Na5

[image: images]

With typical pressure on b7 and c6, which is precisely the reason why the transfer of the bishop to c6 is doubtful.

13…Nd7 14.Nxc6 bxc6 15.Ne4 a5

15…f5 16.Nd6+ Bxd6 17.Rxd6 c5 18.Bxa6± (18.Bc4).

16.g3 Be7 17.Nd6+

17.Bh3.

17…Kf8 18.Nxf7 Kxf7 19.Rxd7± Rhd8 20.Bh3 Rxd7 21.Bxd7 c5 22.Bf5 h6

The light squares are fully in White’s possession.

23.Rd1 Rd8 24.Rxd8 Bxd8

Even the bishop ending doesn’t ensure the draw.

25.Kd2 Ke7 26.Kd3 Kd6 27.Bh7 Bb6 28.g4 Bd8 29.Bg8 Bb6 30.Bc4 Bd8 31.Ke4 Bc7 32.Kf5 Ke7 33.h3 Bb8 34.Bd5 Bc7 35.Kg6 e4

Otherwise the c7-bishop will be ‘gasping for breath’.

36.Bxe4 Bf4 37.Kf5 Bc1 38.b3 Bd2 39.Bd3 Be1 40.Bc4 Bd2 41.Ke4 Kd6 42.Bg8 Be1 43.Kd3 Ke5 44.Kc4 Kd6 45.Bh7 Bd2 46.Be4 Be1 47.Kb5 Bd2 48.h4 Be1 49.a4 Bb4 50.f4 Bd2 51.Bf3


[image: images]

Robert Hess



[image: images]

I fail to see how Black can hold on two flanks.

51…Kc7 52.g5 fxg5 53.fxg5 hxg5 54.h5 Kd6 55.h6 Be1 56.h7 Bc3 57.Kb6

1-0

Zugzwang.

HessHess carried out an impressive expansion on two flanks, which made any successful defence unlikely.

The author also quickly gained an appreciable advantage in the following game as well, though the realization was not as faultless (playing 2-3 games a day).

Game 12

[image: images] Kasparov, Sergey (2503)

[image: images] Bakker, Guido (2086)

Delft 2012 (1)

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.f3 e5 6.Nb3 d5 7.Bg5 Be6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.exd5 Qxd5 10.Qxd5 Bxd5 11.Nc3 Bc6 12.0-0-0 Be7

12…Nd7 13.Na5 Bb4 14.Nxc6 Bxc3 15.Nxa7 Rxa7 16.Bb5 Bd4 17.c3[image: images] Malakhov-Anka, Balatonbereny 1995.

12…Bh6+ 13.Kb1 Rg8 14.Na5 Kf8 15.Rd8+ Kg7 16.Rxg8+ Kxg8 17.Bc4 b6 18.Nxc6± Kotsur-Nikologorskiy, Moscow 2011.

13.Na5

The typical response to …Bd5-c6.

13…Nd7 14.Nb5

14.Bb5.

14…Kd8 15.Bc4

As soon as the king switches to the queenside, we start harassing the f7-pawn.

15…Bb4 16.Nxc6+ bxc6 17.Nd6 Kc7

[image: images]

18.Nxf7

Probably the following is even more comfortable: 18.Nf5!? Rhf8 19.a3 Bc5 20.b4 Bb6 21.Rd2±. The difference in piece activity is obvious.

18…Rhg8 19.g4± e4

In search of at least some counterplay.

20.fxe4 Nb6 21.Bd3?!

Better 21.Be2 Rae8 22.Nh6 Rg6 23.Nf5 Rxe4 24.Bf3 Rf4 25.Nd4 f5 26.gxf5 Rd6 27.Nxc6 Rxc6 28.Bxc6 Kxc6 29.Rdf1±.

21…Rxg4 22.Rdf1

22.Rdg1!? Rag8 23.Rf1± with the threat of Nf7-h6.

22…Nd7[image: images] 23.e5 fxe5?

23…Nxe5 24.Nxe5 fxe5 25.Bxh7[image: images].

24.Bf5 Rg7 25.Bxd7 Kxd7 26.Nxe5+ Kc7 27.Rhg1 Rag8 28.Rxg7+ Rxg7 29.Rf7+ Rxf7 30.Nxf7± Be7 31.Kd2 Bf6 32.b3 Kd7 33.Kd3 Ke6 34.Nh6

The knight manages to jump out into the open air.

34…Bg5 35.Ng4 Kf5 36.Ne3+ Kf4 37.Ke2

37.Nc4.

37…Ke4 38.Nd1 Bf6 39.Nf2+ Kd4 40.c3+! Kxc3

40…Kd5 41.Kd3±.

41.Ne4+ Kb2 42.Nxf6 Kxa2 43.Nxh7 Kxb3 44.Nf6

Or 44.Kd3 c5 45.Nf6 c4+ 46.Kd2+–.

44…c5

Or 44…Kc4 45.h4 (45.Ke3 a5 46.h4 a4 47.Kd2 Kd4 48.h5 Ke5 49.Ne4 Ke6 50.Kc3+–) 45…Kd4 46.h5 Ke5 47.Ne4! Kf5 (47…Ke6 48.Ke3) 48.Kd3 a5 49.Kc4 (zugzwang) 49…Ke5 (49…c5 50.Kxc5; 49…a4 50.Kb4) 50.h6.

45.h4 a5 46.Ne4 c4 47.Kd2 a4 48.Nc3 a3 49.h5 a2 50.Nxa2 Kxa2 51.Kc3

1-0

As you can see, this line does not give Black reason for optimism.

The most promising is the retreat to the other side:

A4)  11…Be6

White’s logical reaction is 12.0-0-0.

[image: images]

I will divide the further ramifications into two lines:

- knight goes to c6 (A41) and

- knight goes to d7 (A42).

A41)  Knight goes to c6

It’s time to relax. Take a glass of beer and a sandwich. Having read the following lines you may realize what a good life you have.

No financial crisis will prevent you from moving within Europe for nominal money (if you buy tickets in advance at special prices).

Chess players living on Non-EU territory have to overcome a considerable amount of problems to get to your tournaments. The most unpleasant is the procedure of getting a visa. It involves three headaches: financial costs, hassle and time loss.

For instance, in Belarus, ‘for the convenience’ of clients, European consulates require personal presence. In other words, our family, living 200 km from the capital, can’t delegate one person and must go in its entirety.

It is a little surprising to see in Europe (and America) a great deal of the Asians having visas or residence permits. At the same time, even though we live in Europe, we have difficulties entering the EU. Everything written above roughly corresponds to the situation with visas in Ukraine and Russia (slightly better).

Let me dream a little and assume that this book is read by some European consulate office worker… I suggest a blindfold simultaneous display. Depending on the result – a prize in the form of a visa for several years (the author’s e-mail address is given in the end of the book, you can also find me on Facebook).

And I won’t say anything about air ticket prices which, if the flights are from Moscow or Minsk, may be several times as expensive as those
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