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Introduction

The Catalan Opening begins 1 d4
&f62c4e63g3d54 2g2 (D).
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Throughout this book the diagram
position will be used as a starting
point at which Black chooses one of
two major options:

1. 4...dxc4 — the Open Catalan;

2. 4...8¢e7 — the Closed Catalan.

Of course the order of the opening
moves is quite flexible — the se-
quence above, forexample, is not the
only route to the diagram position. It
is significant that 1 &f3 &6 2 g3 d5
3 82g2c5400e65d4 Hcb 6 c4
dxc4 leads (eventually) to an early
position from Games 1-3, while 1 c4
€62 d4d5 3 D3 c64 Wc2 D65 g3
is a popular route to the Closed Cata-
lan. In fact, the reader will notice that
I have not standardised the initial
moves of the games (unless the in-
vestigation of alternatives or of simi-
lar lines dictates otherwise). This is
to accentuate the versatility of the

Catalan, and to cater for those play-
ers who may not necessarily open
the game with 1 d4 (the Catalan has
overlaps with the Réti, Queen’s
Gambit, Slav and Queen’s Indian,
for instance).

With such a flexible move-order
it is hardly surprising that the Cata-
lan is rich in possibilities. There is
something for everybody — White
can play in true gambit style, hoping
toturn adevelopment lead into an in-
itiative that can become decisive,
maintain the tension and operate in
several sectors of the board in a com-
plex middlegame, or endeavour to
steer the game to a favourable ending
which can be very uncomfortable for
Black.

A key piece is White’s light-
squared bishop —the ‘Catalan’ bishop.
The logic behind the fianchetto is
clear — White wants to put his oppo-
nent’s queenside under pressure at
the earliest opportunity in order to
frustrate his development. How
Black addresses this problem con-
tributes in some way to the sub-
sequent nature of the game. Black
often tries to restrict the participa-
tion of the g2-bishop, a strategy that
often backfires because the time
and resources could have been used
more constructively. Moreover, un-
like those ‘hypermodern’ openings
that combine the fianchetto of the



light-squared bishop with holding
back the centre pawns, the Catalan
sees White staking a claim for the
centre with d2-d4 and c2-c4, thus
guaranteeing some kind of influence
in the most important part of the
board. Consequently White enjoys
enough space — and the harmony
which this brings — to develop effec-
tively and fluidly, without having to
worry about achieving instant activ-
ity for his bishop.

In the Open Catalan the scope of
this piece is increased by the opening
of the long hl-a8 diagonal after
...d5xc4. In the Closed Catalan, char-
acterized by Black’s refusal to cap-
ture the c4-pawn and by the erection
of a defensive barrier in the centre,
White develops his forces in such a
way as to facilitate another challenge
on the fortified d5-pawn with an
eventual e2-e4 (e.g. 4...8e7 5 &Of3
0-0 6 0-0 Dbd7 7 Wc2c68 b3 b6 9
2d1 followed by &bl-d2, e2-e4,
etc.), when the Catalan bishop is
ready to come to life.

This book focuses on a selection
of variations and recommendations
for White which are designed to pro-
vide the reader with a working un-
derstanding of the Catalan. I have
concentrated on specific variations
rather than making an ultimately fu-
tile attempt to cover every aspect of
the opening, but in advocating this
or that particular line I have tried to
cater for all styles. Hopefully those
of you who are attracted to the Cata-
lan by the prospect of grinding out
masterful victories in long endings
will also be converted to the more
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complex variations, and vice versa.
This is a necessity anyway, as one
must always be preparedfor tactics,
slow positional struggles, drawish
variations, etc.

In the Open Catalan we deal ex-
clusively with 5 &f3 because I be-
lieve the rather simplistic 5 Wad+ to
be insufficient for an advantage if
Black replies 5...2d7.

Most of the 25 main games in the
rest of the book are annotated in con-
siderable depth, and I do not want
the Introduction to snowball, so I
will limit myself to offering just a
few practical examples which fea-
ture typical Catalan characteristics:

White’s space advantage

In most openings White tends to use

.the advantage of having the first

move to win more territory than his
opponent. Usually Black can live
with this, and sometimes he even in-
vites White to grab more than a fair
share of the board (e.g. Alekhine’s
Defence, 1 e4 &f6, or the Modern
Defence, 1 e4 g6) with the intention
of a timely counter against White’s
(hopefully) over-extended forces.
But there is a thin line between what
is and what is not acceptable for the
second player and, in the case of the
Catalan, the balance between the use
of pieces and pawns is such that
White can fight for an advantage
without real fear of creating weak-
nesses.

Here are a couple of examples of
how ‘normal’ play from Black can
lead to White’s ostensibly harmless
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space advantage being transformed
to something far more troublesome:

The position below arises from
the Closed Catalan, Black choosing
to post hislight-squared bishop on b7
(instead of the more active a6) and
meet the eventual e2-e4 by ...d5xe4.
Despite being a somewhat predict-
able, passive approach, it has been
seen in many games and is very popu-
lar at club level. For more about this
line see Salov-Spassky, Game 23.

After the moves 1 d4 2)f6 2 c4 e6
3DF3d54 g3 8e75820-060-0
Dbd7 7 Wc2 c6 8 b3 b6 9 Xd1 £b7
10 &c3 Xc8 11 e4 dxed Dxed, Por-
tisch-Radulov, Moscow Echt 1977
is one of many games from past and
present which continue 12...%)xed 13
Wxed Wc7 14 214! 2d6 15 2xd6
Wxd6 16 c5! (D).
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This thematic thrust is designed to
deprive Black’s bishop of any free-
dom (given the time Black would de-
fend the bishop and push his own
pawn to c5). Now 16...bxc5 17 dxc5
&xc5 runs into 18 Wb4 We7 19
Racl, so Black played 16...We7.

Apart from the fact that Black is
rather cramped on the queenside

there is the added problem that he is
unable to generate some sort of
counterplay by expanding in another
area of the board — White has the e5-
square in his grasp so ...e6-e5 is
ruled out, and the fianchetto means
that White, not Black, has the poten-
tial to advance on the kingside.
These factors combine to give White
a space advantage on the queenside,
in the centre and — at some point in
the future — on the kingside. Waiting
for White to march his army forward
on all fronts is not a pleasant pros-
pect but, for some reason, this posi-
tion is by no means rare (even at
master level).

In this particular game there fol-
lowed 17 b4 Xfd8 18 Wc2 26 19
& eS A dS (it soon becomes evident
that the knight is merely sitting
pretty on d5) 20 a3 bS (accentuating
the sorry plight of his bishop, but
Black cannot allow the enemy knight
to land on d6 via c4) 21 Led g6 22
hd4 (D).
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Note the difference between the
two bishops. White’s stands majestic
on e4, the perfect Catalan bishop!
Teaming up with the queen to exert



pressure on the bl-h7 diagonal has
induced Black to put yet another
pawnonalightsquare (21...h6 would
have given White free access to the
diagonal). Black must still keep an
eye on his c6-pawn as well as con-
sider the implications of fe4xd5.
Moreover, g2 is now free for White'’s
king in preparation for a rook to
come to the h-file to begin a danger-
ous kingside attack with h4-h$, etc.
In other words, after a patient build-
up of forces from his opponent,
Black now faces the prospect of
coming under fire on both flanks —
hence the coming necessary but ulti-
mately futile queenside counter:
22...a5 23 bxa5 Xa8 24 a4! (White’s
domination affords him the luxury of
aggression in any area of the board)
24...b4 25 Lxd5! (being able to sur-
render the wonderful bishop is in-
dicative of White’s control — the
black bishop is no match for the
knight) 25...Kxd5 26 Rabl f6 27
Dgd Rad8 28 Zxbd 2.c8 29 Hel
H5d7 30 Zb8 (D)
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From the first diagram (after 16
c5) Black’s chief problem has been
the crippling effect of the c5-pawn,
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which has deprived Black of the use
of d6 — a key square which is right
in the heart of his half of the board.
The next move is one final attempt to
undermine White’s hold over this
critical square but, ironically, the c5-
pawn has even more to contribute:
30...e5 31 d5! cxd5 32 c6 Zd6 33 c7
18 34 Exd5£5 35 WS De6 36 Wxe7
Hxe7 37 Axc8! Exc8 38 Zd8+ He8
39 Xxe8+ Rxe8 40 £S5 1-0. A fit-
ting finish, with the powerful knight
and the annoying c-pawn earning the
full point.

The whole game went according
to plan for White. He prevented the
traditional ‘freeing’advance ...c6-c5
in the most uncompromising fashion
— by occupying the c5-square him-
self. At first glance this seems like a
positional error, for not only does
White voluntarily create a backward
d4-pawn (on a semi-open file), he
also presents Black with an ostensi-
bly perfect outpost for the knight on
d5. Perhaps it is this factor which is
responsible for seducing so many
players into this kind of position.
However, unfortunately for Black,
all he can look forward to is passiv-
ity, while the extra space White gains
on the queenside with c4-c5 has a
kind of mushroom effect, spreading
to other areas of the board.

Open lines

Now we see a more brutal use of
White’s extra space, this time on the
other flank. Sometimes in the Closed
Catalan both sides postpone any
pawn captures or advances in the
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centre until development is com-
pleted. The game Marin-J.Horvath,
Odorheiu Secuiesc 1993 illustrates
that this can be a risky approach
from Black’s point of view. Inci-
dentally, the opening moves of this
game feature a little ‘shadow-box-
ing’, which is not unusual in some
lines: 1 d4 &f6 2 c4 ¢6 3 g3 dS 4
£g2 Kbd+ (this attempt to disor-
ganize White’s pieces is discussed
later in the Introduction) 5§ £d2 Ke7
6 D13 0-0 7 0-0 c6 8 Wc2 Hbd7 9
££4 \h5 10 £.c1 2Dhf6 11 b3 b6 12
Ed1 £a6 13 Dbd2 Kc8 14 e4 Rb7
15 £b2 Wc7 16 Zacl Wb8 (D)
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The repositioning of the black
queen from d8 to b8 serves to re-
move the queen from the d-file and
defend the b7-bishop. However,
these are preparations for a future
opening up of the position after
...d5xe4, therefore an obvious way
for White to cut across his oppo-
nent’s plan is to avoid this central
capture by pushing the e-pawn.
Moreover, the subsequent territorial
superiority offers White an opportu-
nity to concentrate on a kingside of-
fensive.

17 e5! e8 18 hd h6 (19 Dg5 was
threatened) 19 &f1 c5!? (Black
seeks immediate counterplay in the
centre rather than waiting for the
build-up to grow out of control, e.g.
19...9c7 20 De3 Rfe8 21 We2 Was
22 %Hh2!, when White continues ex-
pansion with f2-f4-£5) 20 We2 dxc4
21 d5! (D)
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Much stronger than the automatic
21 Wxc4, which is only good for
equality. White airns to bring yet an-
other piece within striking range of
Black’s lingside by clearing the long
diagonal for the dark-squared bishop.

The game went 21..2xd5 22
Hxd5! (material is just one of many
factors that form the chess equation
— here activity and the initiative are
far more important) 22...exd5 23
£h3 (23 e67! DAf6 24 exf7+ Xxf7
25 &e5 Wd6! is fine for Black,
whereas Marin’s choice simply relo-
cates the bishop on a promising new
diagonal while maintaining the ten-
sion and keeping Black under con-
trol) 23...2d8 (23...Kc7 24 Qe3) 24
%e3 (again White improves a piece
instead of pushing the e-pawn; after
24 e6 Ddf6 25 Pe5 Wd6 matters are



no longer clear) 24...20¢7 25 &5
Zfe8 26 Dxg7! (D)
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Another entirely logical sacrifice
which, after a brief examination of
the layout of the pieces, is not really
a surprise. White’s queen and minor
pieces have immediate access to the
kingside. Black’s army, on the other
hand, is huddled together on the first
two ranks, and the queen is way out
on the wrong side of the board. Even
if White does not have a decisive at-
tack he should be able to force a
healthy return on his investment...

26...%xg7 27 £xd7 d4 (Black
judges correctly the importance of
the al-h8 diagonal — the following
two variations support this opinion
and highlight the justification of 21
d5!! and 22 Exd5: 27..Bxd7 28 e6+
K16 29 L xf6+ Txf6 30 WesS+ e
31 exd7+%xd7 32 W5+, or 27... 218
28 e6+ f6 29 De5!? {29 Dh2!?)
29.. fxe530 Kxe5+ K6 31 e7 Bxd7
32 Wgd+ &f7 33 £xf6) 28 Lxe8
Hxe8 29 bxc4 Wb7 30 Dh2 5 (D).

Now White played 31 exf6+?,
when 31...2xf6 32 Wg4+ &h8 33
Wh5 £g7 34 Ef1 Wed 35 Dgd Reb!
36 f3 Wg6! led to an unclear ending.
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However, the diagram position is
still very good for White, and with
correct play he can maintain the
momentum of the offensive which
started with White’s exploitation of
a space advantage. Once again the
dark-squared bishop is a key piece,
and Black’s problems on the king-
side are by no means over after 31
Hel!, when the threat of £b2-cl,
menacingly lining up on another di-
agonal, is difficult to meet. White is
clearly better thanks to his oppo-
nent’s terrible weaknesses on f6, f5,
£6, hS and h6.

Of course, in this example the
white attack was not a sudden Tal-
like sacrificial masterpiece culmi-
nating in a deadly king-hunt. Such
games are seen less frequently than
chess columnists and authors (my-
self included) would have you be-
lieve, and they usually require one or
two poor moves from a helpful vic-
tim. Instead Black (a Hungarian GM)
was guilty only of being slightly pas-
sive and of losing a little time with
his light-squared bishop and his
queen, yet this resulted in sustained
pressure from White in the form of
active minor pieces and open lines.
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White’s d-pawn

The position in the diagram below
arose in the game Bogdanovski-
Raitevié, Pula 1990, after the moves
1d4 962 cd e6 3 g3 ds 4 Lg2
dxc4 5 Df3 ¢56 0-0 Dbd7 (6..%c6
is the main line — see Games 1-3) 7
a3 b6 (7...cxd4 8 Dxcd K59
Dxd4 Db6 {9...0-0 10 Db3 Re7 11
&e3aS 12ad puts Black’s queenside
under fire, Bogdanovski-Karaklaji¢,
Yugoslav Ch 1991} 10 Dxb6 £xb6
11 &b5! worked out well for White
in the game Tal-Danov, Moscow
1972: 11...8xf2+ 12 &xf2 Wb+ 13
d4e514e3 exdd 15 Wxd4 We6 16
£d2 £d7 17 &b4 Lc6 18 Radl,
and Black’s king was stranded) 8
Dxcd Dxcd 9 Wad+ £d7 10 Wxcd
Hc8 11 DeS b5 12 Wd3 c4 13 Wc2
Wb6 14 Zd1 Ke7 15a4 a6 (D).
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A second black pawn has arrived
on c4, and Black has succeeded in
providing it with maximum support.
Meanwhile, apart from the useful
a2-a4, which adds to White’s ar-
moury the possibility of opening the
a-file (...b5xa4 meets with Qe5xd7),
White has been busy in the centre of

the board. The knight sits safely on
e5, contributing to the power of the
Catalan bishop by covering the c6-
square, and the rook bolsters the d-
pawn. In fact, with a 2-1 majority in
the centre, White’s most natural plan
should involve these pawns. The
game continued: 16 e4 0-0 17 dS
exd5 18 exd5 2d6 19 Re3 Wc7 20
@xd7 @Dxd7 21 axb5 axb5 22 Xa7
Wd8 23 2h3 (D).
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23...Hc7 24 Ba6 HcS 25 Exdé6
Wxd6 26 214 WdS8 27 K xc7 Wxc7
28 d6 Wce6 (28...Wds 29 Wf5) 29 d7
Ids 30 We2 (D)
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30...%e6 (30...f8 is better, when
31 Wh5!? keeps White on top) 31
WeS! Hf8 32 We7 W6 33 Kel



@xd7 (one final try — otherwise the
white rook will come to €8 — hoping
for 34 2xd7? Wxe7 35 Hxe7 ££8)
34 Wxd7! 1-0.

Typical ending

In Portisch-Radulov White’s tor-
ture treatment left him with a good
knight against a terrible bishop. In the
next example we see the great Kar-
pov struggling on the wrong side of a
Catalan ending, and again White's
remaining minor piece is a knight
and Black is left with a bishop. But
this time the (dark-squared) bishop
controls a lot of squares and could
only be described as ‘good’.

The diagram position was reached
after thirteen moves in the game
Ribli-Karpov, Amsterdam 1980 (D).
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The opening twenty moves are
discussed in detail in Game 14, while
here we concentrate on the rest of the
game, ‘rewinding’ to the fourteenth
move in order to see just how quick
the transition from opening to end-
ing can be.

A brief examination of the pawns
tells us that a natural plan for Black
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is the traditional ...c7-c5 break, with
which Blackhopes toreduce his op-
ponent’s influence in the centre and
subsequently steer the game to
equality. White has a pawn on f4 be-
cause he parked his bishop there to
attack the c7-pawn, prompting Black
to solve the problem with ...2)f6-
d5xf4. As Black is in no position to
exploit the potential weaknesses cre-
ated by the recapture on f4, White is
free to turn the front f-pawn to his
advantage — extra cover of the e5-
square. The game continued 14 De4!,
aiming to clamp down on the posi-
tion and inviting Black to react with
14...c5 (thematic but maybe not best
in this specific situation), in turn in-
ducingthe following sequence of ex-
changes: 15 dxc5 Dxc5 16 Dxcs
Wxc5 17 Wxc5 £xc5 18 Racl Rfc8
19 He5! Kxg2 20 xg2 (D).
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Only seven more moves have
been played since the previous dia-
gram, yet the nature of the game has
changed completely, a transforma-
tion which is seen frequently in the
Catalan. Many players (especially
if playing against Karpov!) would
shake hands and split the point in this
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position. Moreover, Black’s bishop
could hardly be better placed, and
one could be forgiven for assuming
that this leaves Black with a comfort-
able game. In fact White has the edge
on account of the main weakness of
bishops — confined to either light or
dark squares, versus the versatility of
knights. Karpov played 20..f6 (in
Gavrikov-Azmaiparashvili, USSR
1981 Black tried to improve with
20...Zc7, when 21 e3 {21 &d3!?)
21...Hac8 22 Rd7 a5 23 b3 16 24
Rxc7 Bxc7 25 &f3 27 26 Dd4 b4
27 b5 6 28 Pf3 e7 29 £5! gave
White excellent chances of exploit-
ing the vulnerable light squaresin the
enemy camp), and after 21 2f3 28
22 e3 g6 23 b3 2bd (23...8a3 24
Hxc8 Hxc8 25 Bd7 Bc2 26 &d4 is
also good for White) 24 h3 &8 25
@d4 7 26 ad! bxad 27 bxad the
World Champion should have con-
solidated the queenside with 27...a5!
according to Ugrinovié, but 28 &b5
Excl 29 Excl He8 30 ®f3 is still
not so comfortable for Black.

Instead the inaccurate 27...8¢5?
put him in serious difficulties after
28 Xc4!, as the planned 28...2xd4
29 Hcxd4 He8 runs into trouble in
view of 30 Eb4 followed by Eb4-b6
and &d1-d6, etc. Consequently Black
opted for 28..2a3, when White’s
advantage soon took shape: 29 Exc8
Zxc8 30 Zb1 Xcd 31 b7+ Ke7 32
Za7 e5 33 fxeS fxeS 34 I3 Axad
35 Dxe5+ 26 36 Dc6 L5 37
Hxh7 Ra2 38 &f3 a5 39 h4! ad 40
ded! (D).

The white pieces continue to
work well together. The game ended:

HEOE WAL

V1Y
%7

\
\

N

2

L/‘/é//%/EV// 3 y/@ T oy
7 44 A ?

AN

2z

\\\\:

\

N
SN
X

N

40...2.18 (40...Xxf2 loses to the reply
41 ©)d8!) 41 Da7 £d6 42 £4 Zh2
(42...a3 43 Qd4 - threatening 44
Ha6 de7 45 f5! —43..8e7 44 HHf3
Eb2 45 De5 a2 46 Ra6+ g7 47
Exg6+ #h7 48 Ba6 £xh4 49 Ra7+
g8 50 Dg4 ), etc.) 43 Ra6 17 44
De5+ K xe5 45 xe5 dg7 46 Ha7+
&h6 47 Xxad Xxhd 48 16 Zh5 49
e4 Ohd4 50 e5 Bh5 51 e6 Xf5+ 52
Pe7 g7 53 d6 Kf8 54 Da7+ f6
55 2d7 1-0.

Move-order:
4..5b4+,4...c6 and 4...c5

Before turning to the main lines we
should have a brief look at a couple
of early deviations for Black. One
which is not uncommon is 4... 2 bd+.
This can also be classified as a form
of the Bogo-Indian Defence (1 d4
62 c4 e63 Df3 Kbd+), but in this
particular context we are concerned
primarily with the idea of meeting §
£d2 with the retreat 5...2€7. Inci-
dentally both 5 @c3 (leading to the
Romanishin Variation of the Nimzo-
Indian Defence) and 5 &)d2 are per-
fectly playable, but the former is
outside the scope of this book and



thelattertends to give Black interest-
ing options involving ...d5xc4, e.g.
(5 Dd2) 5..%c6 (not 5...dxc4?7? 6
Wad+) 6 Df3 dxc4 7 0-0 Kxd2+ 8
Wxd2 Zb8 followed by ...b7-b5.

An examination of the position af-
ter4...2bd+ 5 £d2 Ke7 (D) should
help us see why Black has ‘wasted’ a
tempo.
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Time is only one of many factors
in chess. Another — equally impor-
tant — part of the game is the har-
mony of the pieces, and it is the
coordination of the white pieces
which Black is hoping to disrupt by
tempting the bishop to d2. This
square is often used by the queen’s
knight to support the e2-e4 advance
or as a stepping-stone to b3 or c4, for
example. The bishop also obstructs
the defence of the d4-pawn, and in
certain positions (e.g. the Closed
Catalan) the appropriate post for the
bishop is on b2.

Nevertheless, apart from confus-
ing some opponents, there is little
else for Black to gain from this idea.
If necessary White can simply return
the tempo when the time comes to
put the bishop on f4 or g5 and, in
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some cases, White may even profit
from the gift by bringing a rook to
the c-file or by relocating the bishop
on c3 in favourable circumstances.
Occasionally the bishop is fine on d2
(after 4..2b4+ 5 £d2 Ke7 6 Df3
dxc4 7 0-0 0-0 8 Wc2 a6 9 Wxcd b5
10 Wc2, for example, White’s extra
move is useful), but for us the bishop
is mostinconveniently placed herein
the Closed Catalan, which is exam-
ined in Part 2 of this book. For exam-
ple, here is the position after the
moves (1 d4 Df62c4de63 g3ds5 4
L2g2 2b4+58d2 £e7)6DF30-07
0-0 Dbd7 8 Wec2 c6 (D):

XiW Xel
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The bishop hinders White’s usual
method of development, so we have
to find an alternative. One way to try
to avoid ‘correcting’ the play thus far
is 9b3 b6 10 L¢3, e.g. 10...£b711
&bd2 c5 12 dxc5 DxcS, when White
can line up on the al-h8 diagonal
with 13 Wb2!, an option which is not
available to White with the normal
move-order.

Moreover, an interesting idea to
spoil Black’s fun was seen in the
game Beliavsky-Azmaiparashvili,
Amsterdam OHRA 1990: 1 d4 X6 2
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cde63g3d54 2g2 Rbd+ 5 2d2
£e7 (5..2xd2+ is not a good idea
once ...d7-d5 has been played, for
the absence of the dark-squared
bishops clearly helps White, who
can be happy to continue along nor-
mal lines as though nothing has hap-
pened), and now White played 6
f.¢3!?, preparing for fluid develop-
ment with extrasupport of the centre
and influence on the al-h8 diagonal.
Black’s 6...b6 then met with the new
7 ©h3!?, and after 7...2b7 8 0-0
Wc8 (8...0-0 9 Hf4 Dbd7 10 D2 is
also good for White) 9 cxd5S £xd5
(9...exd5 10 £f4 0-0 11 b4 and White
clamps down on the queenside) 10
Df4 Kxg2 11 dxg2 0-0 12 Hd2
Wb7+ 1313 Dgd 14 Dcd Wc6 15 h3!
(15 b3? b5) 15...Wxc4 16 hxgd White
emerged on the more comfortable
side of a complicated position. The
changes to the pawn structure on the
kingside provide cover for White’s
king (meanwhile the h-file is open
for the use of the rooks — if so de-
sired) and White’s pieces are more
harmoniously placed.

Of course this is by no means a
fool-proof recipe for White, but it is
a promising (and probably unex-
pected) way to unsettle Black after
the bishop check and retreat.

Another fourth move for Black
which can haveindependent signifi-
cance is 4...c6 (D).

Black can follow up with ...Zb8-
d7, ..&f8-e7 and ...0-0, leading to
the Closed Catalan, but putting the
bishop on d6 in order to prepare

..e6-€5 is also possible. The simplest
reply to 4...c6 is 5 Wc2 (which fits in
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with the Closed Catalan), defending
the c4-pawn.

After 5...20bd7 6 D3 2d6 7 0-0
0-0 8 \bd2 Black is ready to carry
out the planned expansion in the cen-
tre: 8...e5 (8...We7 9 b3 {9 e4} and
then9...Rd8 10 £b2e5 11 cxd5 Dxd5
12 Hadl!, or 9...e5 10 cxd5 e4 11
&h4; similarly 8...Re8 9 b3 €5 10
cxdS cxd5 {10...2DxdS 11 Dc4) 11
dxe5 DxeS 12 £b2). White can then
gain the advantage with 9 cxdS cxdS
(9...2xd5 10 &4 We7 11 e4 D5b6
12 &xd6 leaves Black weak on the
dark squares) 10 dxe5 Dxe5 11
@xeS LxeS 12 &Hf3, and Black has
nothing to compensate for his iso-
lated pawn.

In Nogueiras-Robatsch, Graz
1984, Black sought to exploit the
specific order of moves with 5...b5 6
5 (6 cxbS cxb5 merely invites Black
to bring his took to the c-file) 6...eS 7
dxeS Hfd7 8 Df3 DxcS 9 0-0, but
he was already falling behind in de-
velopment. The game went 9...a5 10
@c3 Dba6 11 Hd4 Db4 12 Wdl
?e6 13 e3 Dxd4 14 exd4 with a
clear advantage to White.

Finally there is 4...cS. As the vari-
ation 5 Df3 cxd4 6 Dxd4 €5 is very




complicated and tends to give Black
good attacking chances (e.g. 7 Df3
d4 8 0-0 &c6 9 €3 d3!7), I recom-
mend 5 cxd5. Then 5...exd5 6 &f3
transposes directly to the Tarrasch
Defence. This leaves 5...20xd5 6
D3 Dc6 (...2f8-e7 here or on the
next move should transpose to ‘b’ in
the note to Black’s sixth move in Ci-
fuentes-Sosonko, Game 21, while
6...cxd4 7 0-0 &c5 8 Hxd4 0-0 9
b3 Lb6 10 £d2 Dc6 11 Da3! is
good for White) 7 0-0 (D).

With 7...2Xf6 Black prevents €2-
e4 and puts the d-pawn under pres-
sure. Now White can head for a
favourable queenless middlegame
with 8 dxc5 Wxd1 9 Exdl £xc5 10
Dc3 £d7 11 Hg5! followed by
?Dg5-e4, but 8 DeS! gives us a posi-
tion almost identical to that reached
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after 7 @eS in the game Piket-Van
der Sterren, Game 1, the only differ-
ence being the disappearance of the
black pawn on c4. This obviously fa-
vours White, who can choose a con-
tinuation in which he no longer has
to take the trouble to recapture
Black’s extra pawn, for example
8..2d7 9 Dxc6 Kxc6 10 Kxc6+
bxc6 11 Wad.




1 Open Catalan: 5...c5

This move is quite logical. After re-
moving the c4-pawn Black chal-
lenges the d-pawn. Weareconcerned
with 6 0-0 &c6 (others are insuffi-
cient because they give White a free
hand in the centre). Then White has 7
&eS and 7 Wad. The following game
deals with the active 7 @eS5.

Game 1
Piket — Van der Sterren
Netherlands Ch 1994

1d4 D6 2 c4 6 3 Df3I dS 4 g3
4 .. dxcd

5 2g2 c5

6 0-0 AT
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After this aggressive invasion into
his opponent’s half of the board White
must be prepared to continue the
game a pawn down if necessary. In
some lines White should be content
to rely on his positional superiority

rather than surrender these pluses
just to level the material.
7 .. 247

7..2xd4? loses material to 8 €3
(8...2Dc6 9 Kxc6+, 10 Wxd8+and 11
Dxf7+), while 7...2dS and 7...Wc7
invite White to damage the queen-
side pawns with 8 @xc6.

The only feasible alternative is to
deal with the audacious knight by re-
moving it - 7...2xeS 8 dxeS5 (D).

7 e 7 prary
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And now:

a) 8..Wxd1 9 Zxd1:

al) 9..%d5 should not be met
with 10 £xd5? exd5 11 Rxd5 fe6
(White’s Catalan bishop is a valuable
piece). Instead 10 2a3! is dangerous
for Black, e.g. 10...£2d7 (10...c3 11
ed! cxb2 12 £xb2 Dc7 13 Dcd
gives White more than enough for
the pawn) 11 Dxc4 KbS 12 b3 (Nei-
shtadt gives 12 De3! Dxe3 13 Kxe3
Hb8 14 Rd2 RKe7 15 a4! as good
for White) 12...%d8 (12...0-0-0 13



£a3) 13 b2 Re7 14 Hd6+ Kxd6
15 exd6 0-0 16 e4, and the soon to be
protected passed d6-pawn was a
problem for Black in Marosi-Kral,
Hungary 1994.

a2) 9..2d7 is another possibil-
ity, when 10 f4 b8 (freeing the b-
pawn and avoiding something like
10...2e7 11 £Ha3 0-0 12 &xb7) 11
a4 guarantees excellent chances for
White in the queenless middlegame.
Either White will regain the pawn
with a bind or else attempts to keep it
will just make matters worse for
Black. Black has tried several moves
here without success, e.g. 11...f6 12
exf6 gxf6 13 Qa3 h5 14 &xcd h4 15
a5 hxg3 16 hxg3 Rg8 17 Ka3, or
11...5b6 12 c3 Le7 13 a5 a8 14
b5, etc.

b) 8..20d59 Da3!:

bl) In Andersson-Guyot, France
1993, Black played the greedy 9...c3,
and Ulf ‘the Wolf’ turned down the
potentially wild 10 &4 b5 in favour
of the simple 10 bxc3 &xc3 11 Wc2
&dS 12 Bd1 £d7 13 &4, with con-
siderable pressure for the pawn.
White’s judgement proved correct:
13..Wc8 14 Kb2 RKe7 15 HA6+
£xd6 16 exd6 0-0 17 Lxd5 exd5 18
Hxd5 b6 19 Kxg7! dxg7 20 Rg5+
&h8 21 Eh5, etc.

b2) 9...2d7 10 Dxc4 Kb is less
risky. Petrosian-Panno, Palma de
Mallorca 1969, was slightly favour-
able for White after the continuation
11 a3 Rc8 12 e4 Qb6 13 Hd6+
£xd6 14 exd6 Hcd 15 Wgd Wxd6
(15.. X516 16 We2!) 16 Wxg7 Wd4
17 £h6.

c) 8..2d7 9 4.

Open Catalan: 5...c5 19

cl) Vukié-Hausner, Banja Luka
1981 went 9...Wc7 10 Ha3 &Hb6 11
@b5 Wb8 12 Le3 £d7 13 Hd6+
£xd6 14 exd6 Wc8 15 £12 0-0 16
e4 £.c6, and now 17 a4! would have
maintained a healthy initiative for
the pawn.

c2) 9..8e7 10 Da3 Hb6 (10...0-0
11 &xcd Wc7 12 Le3 Db6 13
&\d6!? Rd8 14 Wc2 with pressure on
the c5-pawn) 11 Wxd8+ £xd8 12
&e3 Re7 13 Rfcl and White had the
upperhandin Sveshnikov-Arseniev,
USSR 1986. After 13...Xb8 14 &xc4
&xc4 15 Rxcd b6 16 b4 0-0 (16...cxb4
17 Bc7, or 16...8a67 17 £c6+ Lf8
18 b5 followed by 19 Had) 17 bxc5
bxc5 18 Ra4 a6 19 Kcl1 Bb2 20 £f3
White homed in on the c-pawn.

Let us return to the position after
7...8d7 (D).
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White sends his other knightinto
the game, not worrying about re-
storing material equality. Variations
whichinvolvethe sacrifice of a pawn
or two need to be treated appropri-
ately by the player making the in-
vestment (which is exactly how one
should think of sacrifices). Usually
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White receives immediate compen-
sation in the form of smooth develop-
ment, space and the greater activity
which these factors provide. Rather
than allow the fire to burn out prema-
turely the trick is to nurture these cu-
mulative advantages and generate a
lasting initiative which will enable
White to keep up the pressure.

You may notice that some of the
players on the white side of the game
extracts which follow are well-
known fortheirfondness of compli-
cated positions, and it will come as
no surprise to learn that Kasparov
has taken an interest in this variation.

8 .. cxd4

Not 8..2xd4? 9 £xb7, though
two other moves are occasionally
seen:

a) In R.Garcia-Esain, Zaragoza
1992, Black thought he could simply
ignore the tension in the centre with
8...%e7, but after 9 Hxd7 Wxd7 10
dxcS Wxdl 11 Xxdl £xc5 12 Dxcd
&e7 13 K14 Xhd8 14 Lxc6 bxcb 15
&e5 the c6-pawn was a liability.

b) 8..%4dS is aimed at reducing
the influence of White’s Catalan
bishop. The game Kakhiani-A.Sok-
olov, Helsinki 1992, went 9 Daxc4
&Dxd4 (9...cxd4 10 Dxc6 Kxc6 11
Wxd4 leaves White rather active) 10
f£e3!. After 10...8c6 (10...HDxe3 11
fxe3 &Dc6 12 Dxf7) 11 KxdS exdS
12 Wxd5 Ke6 13 Wxd8+ Hxd8 14
Rac1 b6 White should have played
15 d3 Ke7 16 £f4 with an initia-

tive.
9 Haxcd f£c5

The text forces White to work for
an advantage. There are two less

popular alternatives, both tried by
Andersson in a match with Kasparov
in Belgrade 1985.

a) Kasparov met 9...Kc8 by 10
Wb3, but three years later in Ljubo-
jevié-Yusupov, Belfort 1988, 10 24
was played, and it does seem to offer
White even better chances of an ad-
vantage:

al) The following position was
reached after the natural 10...2DdS

(D).

In return for the sacrificed pawn
White has a considerable lead in de-
velopment and active pieces, and
Black’s king is still in the centre.
Consequently White should not be
afraid to enter into any complicated
sequences because his ‘extra’ pieces
will rule, and Black will be too busy
addressing the problem of his re-
tarded development to prevent White
from recovering the pawn with inter-
est. Thus: 11 Hxd7 DOxf4 (11...6Wxd7
12 &e5 is better for White thanks to
his slightly more harmonious pieces)
12 £xc6! bxcb (12...Bxc6 13 Dde5)
13 Dxf8 Wd5!? (13...2h3+ 14 g2
Wd5+ 15 e4! Wxcd 16 Xcl Wbd 17
Dxe6! fxe6 18 WhS+ clearly favours




White) 14 gxf4 Wxc4 15 Ecl Wd5
16 Wad! (16 Dxeb fxeb is equal)
16...g5!7 (16..Bxf8 17 Rfdl and
16...&xf8 17 Rfd1 c5 18 Kxd4 are
not enough for Black) 17 5! exf5 18
Tfd1 xf8 19 Axd4 We6 20 Hc5 (20
Rdc4!? and 20 Wxa7!? are also
good) 20...52g7 21 Wa5 and White
emerged with a useful initiative.

a2) InLali€-Sonntag, Bad Woris-
hofen 1989 Black tried 10...bS, but
this rash thrust merely adds to Black’s
problems on the queensideand does
nothing todiminish White’s pressure
in the centre. After 11 Hxc6 Lxc6
12 &xc6+ Bxc6 13 He5 Rc5 14 Xcl
Wd5 15 Wd3 a6 16 b4 the German
IM must have been regretting his
carelessness already. In fact there
was no keeping White out of the self-
inflicted weakness on c6, and after
16..Bc3 17 Exc3 dxc3 18 Wxc3
£¢e7 19 Wc8+ £d8 20 £c6 0-0 21
Wxa6 White had safely won a pawn.

b) Morerecently the game Topa-
lov-Morozevich, Madrid 1996 saw
Black produce a dubious novelty af-
ter 9...2xe5 10 Dxe5 Wb6 11 Hxd7
&xd7 12 Wad. The young Russian
decided against the ‘dull’ but accu-
rate 12..Wbd 13 Wxb4 RKxb4 14
£xb7 b8 — which is only margin-
ally better for White — in favour of
the provocative 12...0-0-0 (D).

The continuation provides us with
a good illustration of the power of
the Catalan bishop on the h1-a8 di-
agonal. To make matters worse for
Black the exchange of his light-
squared bishop means that he cannot
even make a challenge on the long
diagonal, leaving him less able to
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defend the potential weakness on b7.
We may safely conclude that Black
runstherisk of castlinginto an attack
with 12...0-0-0. Play continued: 13
Rdl 2e7?! (13...&cSinvites 14 Xd3
and 15 Bb3, while 13...e5 allows 14
Wc4+ followed by 15 Wxf7, so best
is 13...2c5 14 Wc4 Wa6 15 Rxd4
Wxcd 16 Rxcd Bd1+ 17 &1 d7!
18 Zc2 {18 b4 Dad} 18..8.d6,
whichlimits White to a slight advan-
tage) 14 Hxd4 Rc5 (14...%c5 15
Rxd8+ Exd8 16 Wc2, threatening
S.cl-e3) 15 Bcd4 &b8 16 f1!? (also
worthy of investigation is 16 Kc3,
whenMorozevichgives 16... 2 xf2+
17 &h1 {17 fl Hc5 18 W4+ a8
19 3 &d3 is unclear} 17...8c5 18
Wfd+eS 19 Wxf2! Xd1+20 &1 Hed
21 Wxb6 axb6 22 Kf3 Xc8 23 & f4!
Rxal 24 2 xe5+ Hc7 25 Bxf7 witha
very good ending for White) 16...e5
and now, instead of 17 2g5? Wxb2!,
White could have concentrated on
the b7-pawn with 17 23!, for ex-
ample 17...2xe3 18 Xb4! Wf6 19
Rxb7+ &c820 Hcl+!, or 17...Wxb2
18 Hccl L2xe3 19 Hcbl, etc. This
leaves 17..f5 18 Ed1 (18 Xxc5!?
DxcS5 19 Wc2) 18..2xe3 19 b4
&\c5 20 Xxb6 $Hxad 21 Exd8+ Xxd8



22 Open Catalan: 5...c5

22 Bxb7+ c8 23 fxe3, when Black
is struggling to hold on to his pawns.
10 Wb3
Hitting the b7-pawn, though there
seems to be some confusion regard-
ing the validity of this ‘threat’ — see
note to White’s 11th move.
10 .. 0-0
10...W¢8 avoids Kasparov’s im-
provement (next note) and should
transpose to the main game, but
many players do not bother to defend
the b-pawn.
11 Kf4
A major alternative is 11 Wxb?7,
which Kasparov brought back to life
in the Human vs Computer chal-
lenge match with Deep Blue in
Philadelphia 1996. The move first
appeared in Vaganian-Serper, Lu-
cerne Wcht 1993, but failed to find
much popularity — probably some-
thing to do with a few strong annota-
tors mysteriously giving the line
“11 Wxb7? Dxe5 12 Dxe5 Xb8 13
Wa67? £b5”. Strange. Of course, af-
ter 11...22xeS 12 HxeS Xb8, 13 WI3
is legal, forced and therefore best.
Then 13...)d5 was dealt a blow in
the game Sulava-Dizdarevié, Cat-
tolica 1993, when White found 14
Kg5! 6 (14..Wxg5 15 Hxd7) 15
Wgd!!, earning a clear advantage
after 15...h5 16 Wh3 fxg5 17 £xd5
g4 18 Wg2. More to the point is
13...8d6, putting the question to the
knight:
a) 14 Ded £b5! isroughly equal.
b) 14 ££4 £d5! (14...Kxb2? 15
@xcd) 15 Dg677? loses to 15...fxg6.
c) Vaganian-Serper continued 14
Qixd7 Wxd7 15 g5 Ke5! 16 Zabl

h6 and Black had a comfortable po-
sition (16...Wa4 also looks fine for
Black).

d) However, in Kasparov-Deep
Blue, Philadelphia (2) 1996, the
PCA World Champion chose 14
&c6!. After 14...8.xc6 15 Wxcb e5
16 Xbl! Black’s best is 16...Wd7,
when White’s bishop pair (grip on
the light squares) is enough for an
edge. Instead the computer played
16..2b6?! 17 Wa4 Wb8, and the
clever 18 £g5! £e7 19 b4! Kxb4 20
£xf6 gxf621 Wd7! left White domi-
nating the light squares. This contin-
ued throughout the game, which
Kasparov eventually won on the
73rd move to level the score at 1-1
(he went on to take the match 4-2).

Kasparov’s 14 &Xc6! gives White
an extra option in the main line, but
perhaps the next turn in chess fash-
ion will prompt more players to
eliminate this possibility by moving
over to 10...Wc8 instead of 10...0-0,
so 11 £f4 remains the most impor-
tant continuation anyway. White
maintains the tension and prepares to
bring his rooks to the centre, still
eyeing the b7-pawn.

11 ..
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12 Xfdl1 is also played. With the
text White simply forgets about the
d4-pawn and worries Black’s queen
on the c-file, confident that the build-
up of pressure compensates for the
sacrificed pawn. Indeed a brief look
at the diagram position should be
enough to convince us that Black is
rather cramped, while White enjoys
free and easy movement for his
pieces, a useful outpost on the e5-
square and significant influence on
the b-file, c-file and the h1-a8 diago-
nal.

12 .. ds

Obstructing the Catalan bishop is
practically the only plan available to
Black since there is not much in the
way of choice here. For example, the
ostensibly natural 12...Kd8 is not to
be recommended, as was demon-
strated in Zia Rahman-Norri, Erevan
OL 1996: 13 Dxf7! dxf7 14 Lxc6
Kxc6 15 De5+ dg8 16 Kxc5 with
much the better position for White.
Black went from bad to worse, the
game ending 16...20d5 17 Rfc1 Hxf4
18 gxf4 Bd5 19 &xc6 bxc6 20 Rxc6
We8 21 f5 Kad8 22 Kxe6 Wh5 23
Ec5 Wxf5 24 Exd5 1-0 (24...Wxd5
25 He8+ f7 26 Exd8).

13 &Hd3!?

A promising alternative to a tried
and tested, lengthy variation which
leads to an ending in which accurate
defence offers Black good drawing
chances. Kharlov-A.Sokolov, St Pe-
tersburg Z 1993 is typical: 13 &xd7
Wxd7 14 DeS Hxe5 15 & xeS (15
£xd5!? WxdS 16 Wxd5 exdS 17
Exc5 &c6 18 Exd5 Rad8 is equal
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according to Morozevich and Yur-
kov) 15...2b6! (15...Kac8 16 Bcdl
b6 17 £xd4 We7 18 £xc5 Bxc5 19
£xd5 exdS 20 e3 Wed 21 Kd4 Wc2
22 Wb4 Kfc8 23 Rfdl is good for
White, Ribli -A.Sokolov, Reykjavik
1988) 16 Kfdl (Glek’s suggested
improvement is 16 Ecdl Qe7 17
£ xd4 £xd4 18 e3, which he evalu-
ates as slightly better for White)
16...Kac8 17 Exc8 Exc8 18 £xd5
(18 &xd4 Lxd4 19 Bxd4 Ec1+ 20
Xd1? &f4! shows that White, too,
must be careful) 18...Wxd5! (better
than 18...exd5 19 £xd4) 19 Wxd5
exd5 20 £xd4 £xd4 21 Exd4 Ed8!
(21...Kc5 has also been played, al-
lowing White to keep his winning
chances alive with 22 b4) 22 e4 &f8
23 exdS e 24 g2 Pd6 25 f3
Ec8 (Tukmakov proposes 25...&e5
26 Bed+ &d6 27 Be2 Rd7! 28 Bd2
&eS, and 25...Ke8!7) 26 Bd2. Now
Black played 26...Ke8!! (an impor-
tant improvement on Tukmakov-
A.Sokolov, Biel 1992, which saw
26...Xc5? fail to negate White’s ad-
vantage after 27 ®e4 Hcd+ 28 f5,
for example 28...Hc5 29 h4 Exd5+
30 Exd5+ xd5 31 h5 h6 32 g4 d4
33 f4 Re3 34 g5 3 35 Pe5!! dgd
36 g6! 5 37 Re6 wxf4 38 R17). GM
Andrei Sokolov has considerable ex-
perience with this variation — as you
may have noticed from these exam-
ples — and his hard work finally
brought dividends in 26...Ke8, for
27 &f4 meets with 27...Re5, pre-
venting the advance of White’s king.
The gameactually ended 28 h4 h5 29
f3 6 30 g4 g5+ 31 g3 hxgd 32
®xgd gxhd 33 Pxhd -2, At the
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beginning of this note I said that this
line is tried and tested - it is not un-
usual today for the merits of a par-
ticular variation to be influenced by
improvements in a rook ending!
Nevertheless, I would not be surprised
to see someone come along with new
ideas for White, and the process will
start all over again.

Returning to the main game, we
find ourselves back in the opening
stage, thanks to Piket’s preference to
keep the pieces on the board - at
least for the time being.

13 .. xf4

White’s dark-squared bishop cov-
ers some key squares on the h2-b8
diagonal, so it makes sense to re-
move it. The immediate 13...2¢e7,
for example, gives White the oppor-
tunity to plant a knight on d6.

14 gxfd (D)
TNT ol
7!/ a1» 1

A YUY
747 7
. P/
Z WA
V7
o e 4
A:// 7, /5 o
2 M/
F// Z % ., <5 A{o/-,
’ 7
/ 4 4 3%/
Gl |G X
7 2 PR
s/

WO
AT AN
B | B%

This is quite a natural capture in
several variations of the Catalan, and
here White chooses to take with the
pawn even though a knight can come
to f4. Black is not in any position to
exploit the slight weakening of the
pawn cover in front of White’s king,
and the f4-pawn allows White to

remain in control of the useful e5-
square. Meanwhile White’s knight is
more actively posted on d3, monitor-
ing c5 and e5 (in some cases the b4-
square may be significant).

Note that the arrival of the pawn
on f4 also rules out ...e6-e5, so now
the d4-pawn cannot be defended
comfortably, although Piket’s play
thus far suggests he is less interested
in the d-pawn than in play on the c-
file.

14 .. ae7
15 &ces We7

As White is ready to double on the
c-file, Black prepares to add support
to the pinned knight, connecting the
rooks in the process. White still man-
ages to create a dangerous initiative
in the game, so perhaps Korchnoi’s
15...Kab8!? should be considered.
By placing a rook on the same file as
White’s queen, Black offers to give
White a taste of his own medicine in
the event of the b-file being opened
after a capture on c6. White should
continue as he does in the game,
turning the screw a little more, rather
than impatiently seeking to win back
his pawn.

16 Hcd

On c4 the rook keeps an eye on
the d-pawn just in case White is pre-
sented with an opportunity to switch
plans.

16 ..

Consistent. Others:

a) If Black considers c4 to be the
wrong square for the rook he can try
16...Wd6 17 Wxb7 Da5, instigating
a series of exchanges from which
White emerges with a big lead in the

Zfc8



resulting ending: 18 Wxd7 Wxd7 19
@Dxd7 Dxcd 20 Dxf8 Xxf821 Rcl!
Ec8 22 De5 b6 23 Xxc8+ Dxc8
24 b7, etc.

b) Korchnoi’s suggested move,
16...2d6!?, can be answered with
17 @Dxc6 Kxc6 18 Kxcb6 bxc6 19
Exd4 or 17 Dxd7 Wxd7 18 &xc6
bxc6 19 Xxd4, when Black’s c-pawn
is a liability in both cases.

17 Rfcl

Now all the white pieces play a
role in the assault on Black’s queen-
side, so White is ready to reap the
rewards of his investment. The b7-
pawn needs defending, the d-pawn is
weak and the c6-square is attacked
by four white pieces (White’s queen
and d3-knight are also available if
necessary). It is clear that Black is
unable to retain his extra pawn.

17 ... Zab8
18 Hxd7 Wxd7
19 RKxc6 bxc6

20 Rxcé6! (D)

White could have played 20 Wad
(threatening the d-pawn) first, but in-
stead he exploits Black’s weak back
rank in order to provide the queen
with a more active post.
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20 .. 216
20...Bxb3 21 Xxc8+ K8 22 axb3

is terrible for Black since the queen
and bishop are no match for White’s
pieces. Nor is 20...Xxc6 21 Wxb8+
to be recommended.

21 Elc5 hé6

22 Wcd

It is safe to say that White has
taken control of the c-file!

Black’s d-pawn is still exposed
and the knight could not be better
placed than it is on d3, defending the
f4-pawn and the b2-pawn as well as
covering b4, c5 and e5. Black’s pas-
sive bishop, onthe other hand, is se-

verely restricted.
22 .. Hxc6
23 Hxc6 as
24 b3!

Fixing another pawn on a dark
square (a5) and releasing the knight
from its queenside guard duty. With
the only useful file belonging to
White he simply improves his posi-
tion in readiness for the ending
which will result from inevitable ex-
changes (Black is under so much
pressure that trading off a couple of
pieces is the lesser evil).

24 .. Wh7
25 13!

More fine-tuning. White does not
want the enemy queen to come to e4
after Rc6-c7.

25 .. g6
26 @M1

This time White nudges his king
off the gl-a7 diagonal.

26 .. g7

Black, too, is waiting, but in his
case there is little else to do, e.g.



26 Open Catalan: 5...c5

26..Wb5 27 Rc5 Wxcd 28 bxcd!
a8 29 a4! £d8 30 Rc6 &f8 31 Xd6
216 32 c5, etc.
27 Rc7 Wb6
27...Wb5 28 Wxe6.
28 AcS!
With the king still on gl White
would have to deal with the possibil-
ity of ...d4-d3+.

28 ... Ze8
Not 28...Wxc7? 29 Dxed+.
29 Hed 2ds (D)
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30 Wcs

Consistent with White’s strategy
thus far. Black’s weaknesses on a5
and d4, coupled with the relative
strengths of the pieces, indicate that
White will benefit from an exchange
of queens. Black’s prospects are
rather cheerless, for he can only de-
fend.

Interesting is 30 £5!? gxf5 31 &g3
(threatening 32 Dxf5+ with the point
32...exf5 33 Wxf7+), when 31...Xf8
runs into 32 Dh5+ g6 33 Dfd+
g5 34 Wcl and 31...2d5? loses to
32 DhS+ g6 33 Df4+. Black should
play 31..g6!, and after 32 DxfS
&xf5 33 Wd3+ e5! 34 Exf7 Lh8!
the onus is on White to justify his

piece sacrifice (Black’s king seems
quite safe on e5).

30 .. WxcS
Forced.

31 %Dxcs
Renewing the threat on the e6-

pawn.

31 .. 2dé6

32 Ea7 2d8

33 Hd3!

Heading for e5 to attack the f7-
pawn. Black is struggling on both
sides of the board and White has a
firm grip on the centre. Victory for
White should just be a matter of
time, though Black’s next allows his
opponent to remove the last pair of
rooks while winning the pawn.

33 .. Hc6
34 Xxf7+ xf7
35 DeS+ df6
36 Dxc6

The beginning of the end. White’s
‘good’ knight dominates the ‘bad’
bishop — a feature not uncommon in
Catalan endings.

The remaining moves of the game
were: 36...8b6 37 el D5 38 d2
Dxf4 39 Ld3 e5 40 De7! ed+ (an-
other way for the game to end could
be 40...g5 41 A5 Kc5 42 Fcd
£d643 a4 &hd (43...e444f4+) 44
b4 axbd 45 a5 ¥h3 46 a6 Kb8 47
Dxbd La7 48 Hc6 Kb6 49 bS5,
etc.)41 fxed Pg542 eS L c543 %6
P15 44 Pcd 1-0.

An interesting game. It is not yet
clear whether White has insufficient
winning chances in the ending dis-
cussed in the note to White’s 13th
move (has Sokolov had the last
word?). Whatever the upshot, Piket’s



tension-building approach looks ef-
fective. White has a menacing initia-
tive in the early middlegame and it is
scarcely noticeable that Black has an
extra pawn. This is exactly how these
positions should be played.

Now we turn to 7 Wa4, which re-
tains the tension and is seen more
frequently than 7 @e5. White aims
to tidy up in the centre and rely on
his development advantage in the
middlegame. Black has two ways to
deal with the pressure on the c6-
knight — break the pin with 7...8d7,
or ignore it altogether with 7...cxd4.

First the more sober option:

Game 2
Dunnington - Richardson
England 1997

1d49f6 2 93 e63c4d54 g3 dxcd
5 2¢2 5 6 0-0 Hc6
7 Wad (D)
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7 .. K47

7..cxd4 is examined in the next
main game. Others:

a) 7..8€7 ignores the potential
pressure on the queen’s knight. A
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logical reply is 8 &eS5, when both
8...0-0 9 xc6 bxc6 10 dxc5, Pomar-
Puig, Malaga 1964, and 8..£d7 9
@ xd7 Wxd7 10 dxc5 are clearly bet-
ter for White.

b) 7..2d7 was first seen in the
game O’Kelly-Euwe, New York 1951,
and after 8 dxc5 £xc5 9 Wxc4 0-0
10 Dc3 a6 11 Ded Re7 12 K e3 b6
13 Wb3 &dS 14 Xfd1 Wc7 Black
achieved equality. It makes more
sense not to post the dark-squared
bishop on €3, where it can easily be-
come a target. . Almasi-B.Lengyel,
Budapest 1993 favoured White after
12 £d2 h6 13 Afd1 Wb6 14 L¢3
Wc7 15 Racl Db6 16 Wb3 Dd5 17
L5 Wd8 18 Ac3. Another possibil-
ity is 11 2d1, when 11...6Wb6 12
@Ded Le7 13 b3 D6 14 b2 Dxed
15 Wxed4 6 16 &d4 accentuated
White’s influence over the hl-a8
diagonalin Bischoff-Sonntag, Bun-
desliga 1987. The main problem
with 7...2)d7 is that it does nothing
to address Black’s usual develop-
ment problem.

c) 7..Wa5is a natural enough of -
fer to exchange queens, which en-
joys greater popularity at club level
than in international practice. Black
judges that White must lose time
with his queen if he is to avoid a pre-
mature exchange, but eventually the
black queen becomes exposed on a5,
as was demonstrated in the game
Hiibner-Doghri, Erevan OL 1996: 8
Wxc4 cxd4 9 Dxd4 Dxd4 10 Wxd4
fLc511 Wed (11 Whd) 11...0-0 12
Dc3e513 g5 Ke7 14 Rfc1'h6 15
f.e3 Xd8 (this makes matters worse
for Black by depriving the queen of a
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retreat square) 16 a3 Xd6 17 b4 Wd8
18 b5 Le6 19 Wc7 Bd7 20 Wxd8+
£xd8 21 Kxa7, etc.

8 Wxcd

I prefer this to the messy alterna-
tive 8 dxc5, when 8...2)a5 (8...2e5!?)
gives the game a completely differ-
ent character and White must tread
carefully.

The simple 8 Wxc4 threatens 9
dxc5 and consequently forces Black
to make a decision regarding the
centre. The clearing of lines that re-
sults from ...c5xd4 or d4xc5 leaves
White with pressure on both the h1-
a8 diagonal and the d-file. The other
option open to Black is to keep the
position as closed as possible with a
timely ...b7-b5 and ...c5-c4, giving
White the opportunity to erect a
strong centre.

8 .. bS

Black exploits the ‘exposed’ posi-
tion of his opponent’s queen in order
to expand on the queenside. The ma-
jor alternative is 8..cxd4, when 9
Dxd4 Zc8 10 De3 brings us to a
cross-roads:

a) 10...W a5 poses White no prob-
lems:

al) 11 Xd1 Le7 (11..Wb4 12
Wxb4 Rxb4 13 Ddb5! e 14 a3
£xc3 15 Dxc3 Xhd8 16 &4 and
11...Wc5 12 Wxc5 R&xc5 13 Ddbs
do not alter the assessment) 12 b3
clearly favours White, for example
12...Wc7 (Black should avoid the
continuation 12...Wb4 13 Wxb4 £ xb4
14 b5 e7 15a3) 13 g5 (13 14
e5 14 R¢5 L6 15 Wad and 13 Db5
Wb8 14 &c5 are also good for an ad-
vantage) 13...a6 (13...0-0? 14 &b5!)

14 Hacl and White is dangerously
active.

a2) Equally effective is 11 £d2,
viz. 11..Wc5 12 Wxc5 £xc5 13
b3 £d6 14 Xfdl &e7 15 Db5
£b8 16 & ¢S5, Sakharov-Borisenko,
USSR 1971, or 11...6Wb4 12 Wxb4
£3xb4 13 @b3, when White benefits
more from the queen exchange.

b) 10..Wb6 is intended to frus-
trate White’s development by aiming
at the b2-pawn, but in Ribli-Prand-
stetter, Warsaw Z 1979, White sim-
ply carried on regardless: 11 &xc6
£.xc612 fe3!. Now the ‘threatened’
12...Wxb2 is weak in view of 13
Rabl Wc2 (13..Wa3 14 bS5) 14
Zfcl followed by 15 &bS5, so the
game continued 12...Wb4 13 Wxb4
£2xbd 14 Kxa7 Lxc3 15 bxc3 £xg2
16 xg2 Hxc3 17 Rfbl! Xc7 18 Eb2
and White had a small but enduring
advantage.

c) Perhaps the most natural con-
tinuation for Black is 10...dxd4 11
Wxd4 &c5 12 Whd £¢6, challeng-
ing the Catalan bishop before cas-
tling. 13 Xd1! and now:

cl) The game Portisch-Radulov,
Buenos Aires OL 1978 went13...Wb6
14 £xc6+ Xxc6 15 Lh6!! (D).
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A witty, prepared improvement
on 15 Kg5 Ke7 16 Ded Dxed 17
Kxe7 Wxf2+ 18 dhl f6 19 Wed
Wel+!20 g2 W2+ (which leads to
adraw), 15 £h6 must have come as
quite a shock to Radulov. As so often
happens when someone has the du-
bious pleasure of being the first
player to be on the receiving end of
such a dangerous move, Radulov
soon found himself with a terrible
position after 15...gxh6 (15...&xf2+
16 g2 0-0 17 Kxg7 wxg7 18 Wg5+
h8 19 Wxf6+and 20 Wxf2) 16 Wxf6
0-0 17 &e4. Black’s broken kingside
was the telling factor: 17...Wb4 18
WeS Re7 19 a3! Wb6 20 Bd7 Kg5
21 b3! (21 h4 f6 and 21 Dxg5 Rc5
are less accurate; now White threat-
ens to bring his queen back to b2 be-
fore hitting the bishop with h2-h4)
21...Wxb3 22 Hxg5 hxgs 23 Wxg5+
&h8 24 Radl! (24 Wf6+ g8 25
Rd4Rc4)24.. Wc225 W6+ g8 26
K1d4! Wg6 (this time 26...Kc4 loses
to 27 Bxf7!) 27 Wf3 h5 28 Bxb7 and
White won.

Days after this game, in the last
round of the Olympiad, Ribli (Por-
tisch’s team-mate) was also allowed
to play 15 £h6, the victim on this
occasion being Ljubojevié. The fa-
mous Yugoslav GM tried 15...218,
but 16 Xd2 e5 17 £e3 could not have
encouraged him. Black trails behind
in development, the d5-square is
weak, his queen and rook are poorly
placed and White — whose forces en-
joy more harmony - is about to dou-
ble on the d-file. After 17...Wa6 18
Radl Ke7 19 We5! 0-0 20 WxeS
Black had nothing to show for the
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pawn (20..8b4 21 Rd8 Hc8 22
Hxc8 Axc8 23 Wd4!). Black was not
so generous in Quinn-Kelly, Dublin
1995, defending the eS-pawn with
17...Wa5. There followed 18 a3 a6
19 Wg5! h6 20 Wf5 Le7 21 Radl
0-0 22 &Dd5 Dxd5 23 Exd5 Wa4 24
Wd7 with a clear advantage to
White.

As a trainer at Olympiads for the
teams of Botswana and Nigeria I can
appreciate that Ljubo was probably
too busy sightseeing and enjoying
himself to study dozens of games
from the previous rounds. However,
what is surprising is the number of
players who have fallen into this
trap in themany years since Buenos
Aires 1978! Hulak-Sahovié (another
Yugoslav GM!), Yugoslavia 1985, is
another such example at interna-
tional level. This time Black also
chose 15...2f8, but after 16 2d2 he
did not present White with an out-
post on d5 (16...e5), offering instead
16...a6 with the aim of regrouping
the queen and rook. This did not af-
fect the result: 17 Radl Xc8 18 e4
Wc719e5! Dg8 (19..WxeS5 20 Wad+)
20 Rg5De7 21 Wad+! 5)c622 Ded
h6 (22...Wxe5 23 Rd8+ mates) 23
K16 Rg824a3 Re7 25 KxeT wxe?
26 Wc4 1-0.

Before turning to a 13th move al-
ternative for Black let us briefly look
at (14 &xc6+) 14...Wxc6. This was
tried in Quinn-Palmer, Dublin Z
1993, when White demonstrated that
15 £h6! is equally effective with the
queen on c6: 15...2f8 16 Racl Rd8
(losing a pawn, but the threat of a
discovered attack on the queen looks
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decisive) 18 Exd8+ ®xd8 19 Kg5
Re720 Wd4+ Wd7 21 Wxa7 Le822
Wa8+ and White won.,

c2) On account of the problems
Black has in the examples in ‘c]’ the
move 13...Wa5 was introduced.

c21) The idea behind putting the
queen on a5 was illustrated in the
game Csom-Peters, Hastings 1978/9,
when White insisted on continuing
the hitherto successful theme with
14 2h6. After 14...0-0! 15 &xc6
Hxc6 16 £xg7 Black threw a span-
nerin the works: 16... &xf2+! 17 &xf2
&xg7 with no serious problems for
the second player, since g5 is de-
fended and Black threatens to swing
his queen over to hS.

c22) Moretothe pointis 14 2d2.
White gained a slightly better ending
in Ftaénik-Peters, Hastings 1980/1:
14..Re7 15 DdS! DHxd5 16 Wxe7+
Dxe7 17 Kxa5 Kxg2 (17...0-0 18
£ b4 Hfe8 19 e4 allows White to keep
the bishop pair) 18 xg2 &6 19
&c3f620b4 a621 ad De7 22 Kel
and the bishop enjoys more freedom
than the knight.

9 Wd3i(D)

9 Wxb5? runs into 9...2xd4 fol-

lowed by 10...Kb5.
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9 .. Hc8

Inviting White to open lines. If
Black does not feel comfortable with
this, the main alternative is 9...c4,
practically surrendering the centre in
return for chances of counterplay on
the queenside. White then has two
sensible squares for the queen:

a) 10 Wc2 leaves the d1-square
free forthe rook, and on c2 the queen
supports the central thrust e2-e4.
This is perfectly playable, but unless
White plays the committal a2-a3
(which weakens the b3-square) he
can expect to lose another tempo
with his queen sooner or later when
Black, after completing his devel-
opment, is able to go on the offensive
with ...2c6-b4(-d3). The prospect of
an enemy knight planting itself on
d3 (after e2-e4) should be taken seri-
ously. In the game Hausner-Klovans,
Pardubice 1994, White failed to do
this, overestimating his kingside at-
tacking chances: 10...Rc8 (depriving
White of a pin on the h1-a8 diagonal)
11 e4 Ke7 (the immediate 11...20b4
12 We2 d3 13 DeS5! Dxcl 14 Bxcl
merely helps White) 12 dl 0-0 13
&c3 (13 We2 b4 14 DeS!, defend-
ing d3, was seen in Vukié-Pfleger,
Ybbs 1968, when White emerged
with a clear advantage after 14...Wa5
15 £g5 Ke8 16 &c3 h6 17 Ke3
@c6 18 ad!) 13...20b4 14 We2 Dd3
15 £g5 b4. Now Hausner continued
with his aggressive but faulty plan,
turning an unpleasant position into
disaster in only a few moves: 16 e5
bxc3 17 exf6 gxf6 18 £h6 cxb2 19
@eS fxeS 20 Wgd+ Kg5 21 Rabl f5!
22 Wxg5+ Wxgs 23 Kxg5e4 0-1.



b) 10 Wd1 is more versatile. Black
cannot realistically hope to prevent
the advance of the e-pawn, so there is
no need for White to hurry. The fact
that the queen is not exposed on d1
leaves White with time to try some-
thing else if he so desires, and one
such example in reply to the normal
10..Ec8 is 11 &eS, which offers
White excellent chances of generat-
ing an initiative. The continuation
11...%xe5 12 dxe5 g4 13 Wd4 hS 14
h3 &c5 15 W4 Dh6 16 &c3 is very
good for White due to the threatened
17 Ded, so Black may as well play
11...8¢7, when Csom-Hort, Zagreb
1972 continued 12 Hc3 a6 13 K4
0-0 14 a3 Ke8 (after 14...5Da5 15 e4
@b3 16 Zbl Ke8 17 Ke3 White’s
command of the centre is impres-
sive) 15 Dxc6 Kxc6 16 e4 (D).
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White’s fluid pawn centre and
space advantage outweigh Black’s
chain of pawns onthe queenside, and
the constant threat of White march-
ing his (effectively passed) d-pawn
down the board makes life difficult
for the defender.

The diagram position is the kind
that Black wants to avoid when he
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plays 9...Kc8, which retains the op-
tion of pushing the c-pawn in more
favorable circumstances if White
reacts inaccurately.
10 dxcS
11 Dc3

Now Black must deal with the at-
tack on his b-pawn.

11 .. b4

Solving the problem by moving
the target, and giving White a turn to
make a decision. Others:

a) The main alternative for Black
is 11...2b4, when all three squares
available to the queen have been
used:

al) 12 Wb1 leads to an unclear
position after 12...82¢6 13 a3 Hbd5
14 Qe5 Dxc3, e.g. 15 bxc3 Kxg2 16
Wxbs5+ de7 17 2xg2 WdS+ 18 Df3
Ded!, or 15 Kxc6+ Exc6 16 bxc3
Eb6 17 Dd3 Ke7 18 Ke3.

a2) Wd1 £c6 13 £g5 Wxdl 14
Hfxdl is slightly better for White ac-
cording to Inkiov.

a3) My favourite is the odd-look-
ing 12 Wd2!?, as seen in Vladimi-
rov-de la Villa, Marchena 1990.
Vladimirov has had some experience
with this variation, so the choice of
d2 for the queen — probably the fruits
of home preparation — must be taken
seriously. In the game White’s idea
was revealed after 12...Wb6 13 De5
Bd8 14 a3 &Hc6 15 ©d3 0-0, when
16 Wg5 saw the queen spring into
action on the kingside: 16...e5 17
Dxc5 (avoiding 17 Dxe5? DxeS
18 Wxe$5, which leaves White open
to captures on f2 combined with
.. Df6-g4) 17.. . Wxc5 18 Wha! Re6
19 K¢5 and White was well on top

Kxc5
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(his lead was decisive after 19...2d4?
20 fe3!).

b) In Barbero-Zichichi, San Ber-
nardino 1988, Black ignored the
threat to his b-pawn and castled into
safety (or so he thought) with 11...0-0,
the tactical justification being that
12 Dxb5? b4 13 Wcd Lxf2+ wins
for Black. Instead Barbero played 12
£.98, and after 12..2Db4 13 L xf6 gxf6
produced the new 14 Wd2!, improv-
ing on the old 14 We4 and threaten-
ing to send the queen over to h6. The
game continued 14...2¢6 (14...sg7
15 a3 @a6 16 Had 1, and the poor a6-
knight and the weak b5-pawn leave
Black struggling) 15 Wh6 Re8! 16
Hadl 28! 17 WhS We7, when 18
a3! would have given White a clear
plus, for example 18...2Da6 19 Dxb5!,
18..20d5? 19 Dd4 Dxc3 20 Dxcb
Hxcb 21 Kxc6 Dxdl 22 K xe8, or
18..2xf3? 19 & xf3 Kc5 20 Wgd+,
etc.

c) 11...a6, despite being a sensi-
ble-looking move, israther passive,
allowing White to develop smoothly
with 12 ¢5. Then the pin on the h4-
d8 diagonal combined with White’s
planned build-up onthe d-file practi-
cally forces Black to make some sort
of compromise. A.Petrosian-Mar-
janovié, Erevan 1989 is a good ex-
ample of the problems Black can
face: 12...20b4 13 Wd2 (13 Wd1 £c6
14 a3 bd5 15 De5 gives White an
initiative) 13...h6 14 R xf6 gxf6 (or
14...Wxf6 15 a3 &c6 16 Ded We7
17 b4) 15 a3 Dc6 16 Ded KeT 17
Racl &f8 18 Rfdl b8 19 Exc8
Wxc8 20 Bc1 Wd8 21 Dc5 Kc8 22
Wc3 and Black was beginning to pay

for structural weaknesses on both
sides of the board.
12 %ed

GM Andrei Sokolov has shown
that 12 &bS achieves no more than
approximate equality: 12...0-0 13
fLe3 R xe3 14 Wxe3 De7! 15 Dd6
(anattempt toimprove on Yusupov-
A.Sokolov, Riga Ct (2) 1986, which
also gave White nothing after 15
Tfd1 Deds 16 Wd3 Wb6 17 Dbd4
h6!) 15...Rc7 16 De5 Kc6! 17 Dxcbd
Wxd6 18 Dxe7+ Wxe7 19 Zfcl
Xfc8 20 Rxc7 Hxc7 21 a3 i-12
Ehlvest-A.Sokolov, Belfort 1988. If
the knight is not dangerous once it
arrives on d6, then there is little rea-
son for 12 &bS. The text removes
the f6-knight, which is a key defen-

sive piece.
12 .. Dxed
13 Wxed We7

Smagin’s addition to the three ex-
isting moves:

a) 13..Wb6?! 14 Wg4 0-0 15
2h6 £d4 16 Radl! f5 17 Wha £16
18 £g5 Hcd8 19 &xf6 gxf6 20 Rd6
and Black is under pressure, D.Pau-
novi¢-Baquero, Belgrade GMA 1988.

b) In Gulko-Renet, Clichy 1986
Black provided his light-squared
bishop with room to manoeuvre:
13...2e7 14 De5! £b5 15 Ke3 Wb6
16 &xc5 ExcS. After 17 Radl! (17
a4 bxa3 18 bxa3 Wc7 19 d3 £xd3
20 Wxd3 with equality, Bronstein-
A.Sokolov, Moscow 1983) 17...0-0
18 &d7 £xd7 19 Xxd7 &dS 20 Wd3
of6 21 Xb7 Was 22 a3! &d5 23
£xd5 BxdS 24 axb4 Wad 25 We3 a6
White had a slight endgame advan-
tage.



c) After 13...0-0, 14 Dg57 f515
Wc4 &d4 works out well for Black,
therefore White should play the sim-
ple 14 Bd1, when 14..We7 15 fg5!
f6 16 Le3 is enough for an advan-
tage on account of Black’s loose
queenside and inferior pieces. White
turned his attentions to the king-
side in Fominykh-Ruban, Voronezh
1988, endeavouring to win the game
with his g-pawn(!). Instead of 15
£g5, which forces the uncomfort-
able reply 15...f6, White played 15
£f4, and after 15...h6 16 Rac1 Hfd8
he lashed out with 17 g4, which was
then followed by the bizarre finish
17...2e8 18 g5 Bxd1+ 19 Xxdl e5
20 &cl Xd8 21 Hel ©)d4 22 gxh6
£5!23 Wbl Dxf3+ 24 exf3 K xf2+
0-1.

Fominykh’s oddity is a warning.
This is most definitely not the way
to play this variation for White, who
should be looking to his better-
placed pieces and superior pawn
structure for help, rather than em-
barking on unjustified kingside at-
tacks. One of Black’s problems in
these lines is the lack of pawn breaks
due to the symmetrical nature of the
positions. Consequently White is
less worried about annoying coun-
terplay, and he can use this factor to
frustrate his opponent.

14 Kgs?

An interesting new idea which
forces 14...f6, thus creating a weak-
ness on e6.

a) Stohl’s recommendation 14
£e3 is worth investigating since
Black has the option of transposing
to this note in the main game.

Open Catalan: 5...c5 33

al) After 14..2xe3 15 Wxe3
White is slightly better, though with-
out the weakness on €6 Black has
much less to worry about than in the
main game.

a2) Stohl gives 14...f5 (transpos-
ing to 14 £g5 6 15 K3 f5), assess-
ing the position after 15 Wd3 &xe3
16 Wxe3 e5 17 a3!? as slightly in
White’s favour in view of his pull on
the queenside. This does seemto of -
fer White reasonable chances of gen-
erating something from the pressure,
but at least White must be on the
lookout for ...e5-e4 (or ...f5-f4) here,
whereas in the main game (with
Black’s pawns on €6 and f6) he en-
joys more freedom.

b) Stohl-Smagin, Prague 1992
went 14 Xd1 e5! 15 Ke3 £S5 (Black
wants to avoid drifting into a passive
position, as simply completing de-
velopment with 15...2xe3 16 Wxe3
0-0 leads to a better game for White
after 17 Hacl) 16 Wd3 £ xe3! (not
16...e4? 17 &Kxc5 exd3 18 fxe7,
when White emerges with an extra
pawn - 18...dxe2 loses to 19 Exd7)
17 Wxe3:

bl) Smagin chose the ambitious
17...e4?!, butthis gave White the d4-
square and with it a comfortable ad-
vantage: 18 Hd4 e5 (18...0-0 19
a3!, when the variation 19...a5 20
Wb3+ &h8 21 axb4 axb4 22 Pxcb
£xc6 23 Kd4 is one illustration of
how Black has helped his opponent
by pushing the e-pawn) 19 Wb3! a5
(19...Wc5 20 De6 We7 21 Hf4) 20
Wds Zc5 (20...Wc5 21 De6! WxdS
22 PxgT+ {22 Bxd5} 22...e7 23
ZxdS) 21 Wa8+ Hc8 (21...8c8 22
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DxfS5) 22 Wxa5 with a safe extra
pawn for White.

b2) White has nothing more than
a level game after 17...0-0!, e.g. 18
Hacl e4 19 Dd4 Hxd4 20 Wxd4
£e6. White can wy 18 QxeS DxeS
19 f4, but Black is able to steer the
game to equality with ease: 19...Wc5
20 Wxc5 Bxc5 21 fxe5 £e622 Bd6
Hxe5 23 Bxe6 Bxe6 24 £d5 Kfe8
25 a3 bxa3 26 Rxa3 f8 27 fxe6

Rxe6, etc.
14 .. f6
15 fe3 f£xe3

Perhaps Black should prefer
15..f5, transposing to ‘a’ in the note
to White’s 14th move.

16 Wxe3 0-0
17 a3!? (D)
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Despite the symmetrical nature of
the position White has a definite
edge. His queen is more active, the
king’s rook can come to d1 to take
aim at the cumbersome bishop and
the other rook is well-placed on the
a-file. As well as his bishop Black
has to worry about the pawns on a7
and e6, while maintaining a pawn
on b4 with 17...aS could also prove
difficult later when White opens the

hl1-a8 diagonal for his Catalan
bishop and piles on the pressure with
his major pieces.
17 .. Tb8
Black is not prepared to open the
a-file for his opponent, e.g. 17...bxa3
18 Rxa3 Rb8 19 &d4!? Hxd4 20
Wxd4 Xb4 21 Wd2 and the b2-pawn
will outlive the a7-pawn.
18 Rfd1
Introducing the idea of a timely
trade on d7 followed by We3xe6+.

18 ... Zfds
19 axhd4 Hxb4
20 Hha4!
Threatening 21 £xc6 £xc6 22
Hxd8+ Wxd8 23 Wxe6+.
20 ... Zbb8

20...e5? loses to 21 £d5+, e.g.
21...218 22 £ xc6 Kxc6 23 Xxd8+
Wxd824 WcS+, or21..h8 22 £ xc6
£xc6 23 Wcs!, etc.

21 Xa6
Highlighting the weaknesses on
a7,c6,d7 and e6.
21 .. fe8
22 Xxd8 2xd8
23 Rxa7 Whda
24 Rd5 217
25 fed Wxb2
26 Rd7
Setting up Le4xh7+.
27 .. ) ]
27 Ld3 D6
28 &3 (D)

The material situation is level and
only the kingside pawns remain, yet
a brief examination of the position
reveals that Black is in trouble. Apart
from the immediate threat of 29
Bxf7 &x£7 30 Dg5+, Black is faced
with other problems: White’s rook is
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particularly menacing on the 7th
rank; the e5S-square — and d4, which
can be used by White’s knight to hit
e6 - is about to fall into White’s
hands once the knight is evicted
from c6; £d3-c4xe6 is coming; and
White has another option involving
g3-g4, stepping up a gear to chip
away at Black’s flimsy kingside.
28 .. Whé
Hoping to calm the waters with a
challenge to White’s influential
queen.
29 Wxb6
30 Zdé
White has a decisive advantage.
White’s remaining minute with
which to reach the time control
(move 40) should be enough in this
position, since Black is tied up.
30 .. Ke8
31 Xxe6
31 Yes is also winning, keeping
the grip firmly in place. A possible
follow-up is 31...%f8 32 Rxe6 g6 33

Xxb6

Hxe8+ Pxe8 34 Dxch, etc.
31 .. K47
32 Xdé6 Zb7
33 &xfS
Or 33 Rcd+ 28 34 £dS5.
3 .. £xf5

Open Catalan: 5...c5 35

34 Xxc6 Xb2
35 Rc1??

Whoops. White is afraid of de-
mons. 35 2d4 Tbl + 36 g2 Led+
is no better than my blunder, but the
simple 35 $f1 is fine, e.g. 35...Kbl +

36 fg2 Xb2 37 Hc5 Ked 38 Ke5

Zxe2 39 He8+ 217 40 Kxed.
35 .. Exe2
. -2, 70.

With 7...cxd4 the game takes on a
completely different character, as
Black intends to give up his queen
forrook and bishop.

Game 3
Hovde - Groiss
EU corr. Ch 1984-90

1DE3 62 c4e63 g3 d54dd dxcd
5 2g2 c560-0 D67 Wad cxd4 (D)

ITiWeR X
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8 &Oxdd4 Wxd4

Black has little choice but to go
along with White, because 8...2d7 9
Dxc6 Wb6 (9..2xc6 10 Kxc6+ bxcb
11 Wxc6+ &d7 12 Wxc4) runs into
10 Ke3!, e.g. 10...2xc6 (10...8c5
11 £xc5 WxcS 12 Wh4, or 10...Wxb2
11 Wxc4! bxc6 {11...Wxal 12 £d4}
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12 &xc6 Bd8 13 £xa7) 11 Wxcd
Wc7 12 &c3, and Black has lost too
much time.

9 Lxc6+ 247

Black does not quite receive suffi-
cient compensation for the exchange
after 9...bxc6 10 Wxc6+ Wd7 11
Wxa8 L.c5:

a) ThenEmma-Szmetan, Argen-
tina 1973 continued 12 £ e3!? 2.xe3
13 fxe3 0-0 14 &Hc3 Ka6 15 Wf3
£b7 16 Wf4 e5. Now White did not
fall for 17 WxeS Wh3 and ...2f6-g4,
but after 17 WS Wc6 18 e4 £¢8 19
Wf2 £h3 20 Rfd1 Wb7 he should
have played 21 Rd2!, intending to
meet 21... g4 22 Wc5 Bc8 with 23
Had1!.

b) Less drastic than 12 £€3 is 12
@c3. Then 12...0-0 13 Xd1 Wc7 14
Wf3 £b7 15 &f4! was played in
Christiansen-Lhagva, Lucerne OL
1982. The game became very com-
plicated, with Black having the rare
opportunity of play on the Catalan
diagonal: 15...Wb6(15...e5 16 &xe5)
16 e4 Dxed (16...2b4 17 KeS Lxc3
18 bxc3, e.g. 18...2Dxe4 19 Rabl) 17
&xed f5 18 ba! (directed against
Black’s pressure on the f2-pawn)
18...8d4 (White emerges with the
better game after either 18...Wxb4
19 Edb1! Kxed 20 Xxbd Kxf3 21
Exc4or18..2xb4 19 We2 followed
by We2xc4, and 18...cxb3 19 Wxb3
removes the queens) 19 £¢7! Wxc7
20 Xxd4 fxe4 (20...8xe4 21 Wc3)
21 We2e3!22 Wxeles (22...Wc623
£3 Bxf3 24 Wxf3! Wxf3 25 Xd8+
Pf7 26 Kf1) 23 Bddl &3 24 Rel!
ed (24.. W c8 25 WxeS Wh3 26 We6+).
Now 25 Racl! is an improvement

suggested by Christiansen himself.
White threatens to capture the c-
pawn with the queen (with check) in
order to meet the arrival of the en-
emy queen on h3 with Wc4-fl1. If
25...Wd7 26 Wc3 Rc8 White has 27
He3!, introducing the possibility of
returning the exchange onf3 witha
big lead in the queen and rook end-
ing.

Despite the complexity of the ex-
change sacrifice, 9...bxc6 remains
unpopular. White has enough pieces
with which to parry the threats and
the onus is on Black to avoid simpli-
fication into a poor ending. More-
over, the queen sacrifice in the main
line seems more interesting from a
practical point of view, even if best
play gives White slightly the better
game (and who does not like to sacri-
fice his queen occasionally?).

10 Xd1! Wxdl+

Black parts with his queen be-
cause 10...2xc6 11 Wxc6+ bxc6 (or
11...Wd7 12 Bxd7 bxc6 13 Bd4) 12
Hxd4 gives White a safe advantage —
after Hd4xc4 Black’s c6-pawn is
weak, as is the c5-square, which
White may try to use for his pieces.

11 Wxd1 Lxc6 (D)
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In the diagram position White has
a small material lead (the c-pawn
cannot be defended without a price)
but Black is without structural weak-
nesses. If the defender is able to post
his pieces effectively he has reason-
able chances of erecting a barrier
which White will find difficult to
break down. As for White, he must
make the most of his queen if he is to
have any winning chances, which
means he must be active — or threat-
ening to be — on both sides of the
board, as well as switching opera-
tions from dark squares to light
squares, etc.

If Black does adopt this super-
solid, ‘come and get me’ strategy,
then it is clear that the most he can
realistically hope for is a draw, and
even to achieve the half-point he may
have to endure hours of unpleasant
probing from White’s queen. An al-

ternative, aggressive approach for.

Black is to throw the h-pawn down
the board, a perfectly logical course
of action now that all of White’s
pieces (except the king) are still in
their starting positions on the queen-
side.

12 &Hd2!

Over the years this has come to be
regarded as White’s most reliable
move. Against 12 Wc2 the recom-
mended reply is 12..8e7, simply
giving up the c-pawn and refusing to
be drawn into such a line as 12...bS
13 a4 Red (13...a6 14 b3) 14 Wc3 a6
15 axb5 axb5 16 Exa8+ &xa8 17
Was £c6 18 Wc7.

12 .. hS

Others:

Open Catalan: 5...c5 37

a) 12...bS is the first part of the
aforementioned ‘drawing’ plan. Af-
ter 13 a4 a6?! 14 axb5 axb$§ 15
Hxa8+ Kxa8 16 Dxc4! (with the
idea 16...bxc4 17 Wad+) the opening
of the queenside has helped White,
and if Black plays 14...2xb5 there
was no need for 13...a6 in the first
place. Therefore in most top-level
games, play continues 13...2e7 14
axb5 £xb5 15 &xc4 0-0 (Black
should avoid 15...&xc4? 16 Wad+
because his light-squared bishop is a
powerful, unchallenged piece in this
variation) 16 b3, with a slight, long-
term advantage to White. It must be
said, however, that Andersson -
playing Black - held Kasparov to a
draw in Nik3i€ 1983, though not eve-
ryone has the confidence and tech-
nique required to cope with the
versatile queen.

One aggressive plan adopted by
White is the launching of a kingside
offensive (often with f2-f3, g3-g4
and h2-h4) with the aim of creating
weaknesses around the black king.
This explains another use of 12...h5
— Black puts a stop to a potentially
annoying pawnstorm from his oppo-
nent by swriking first with a kingside
thrust of his own.

b) 12...c3 is a ‘spoiling’ move
which is also quite popular. The
point is that if Black is going to have
to give up his c-pawn he may as well
isolate White’s queenside pawns.
Now 13 £f3!? has been suggested,
e.g. 13..Xd8 14 Wb3 cxb2 15 £xb2
and White has activated his forces.
However, the simple 13 bxc3 has
proved effective, when after 13...0-0-0
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14 Wb3 L£c5 White can improve
upon 15 h3 h5 - which is best as-
sessed as unclear - with 15 &f3!.
This was first seen in the important
and interesting game H.Olafsson-
Hjartarson, Reykjavik 1984. Play
continued: 15...2e4 16 £d4! (D).
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16...Bxd4 (Black throws more
wood on the fire, because 16...£xd4
17 cxd4 Exd4 18 Ke3/b2, 16...e5?
17 Dxc6 Lxf2+ 18 g2 bxc6 19
Wa4 and the less obvious 16...2d5
17 Wc2 e5 18 Ke3! are all clearly
better for White) 17 cxd4 £xd4 18
Jbl £xf2+ (18..Dxf2? 19 Ke3) 19
&f1 hS (19...2d8 20 Wc2! BdS 21
Zb3! and ...Rd5-f5 can then be an-
swered with &b3-f3) 20 £f4 (White
was also winning after 20 £e3 h4 21
g4 Rg3 22 Bcl! £xh2 23 Exc6+
bxc6 24 Wa4 in Hjartarson-Hardar-
son, Neskaupsstadur 1984) 20...g5
(20...h4? runs into 21 Ec1! with the
threat of 22 Exc6+ bxc6 23 Wb+,
but a lesser evil is 20...e5 21 K&e3!,
when White has a clear advantage
and the f7-pawn is a new weakness)
21 Kxg5! h4 22 gxh4 Kxhd4 23
Wb2! f6 24 2xh4 Exhd4 25 Ecl!
c7 (25...Rxh2 26 Bxc6+ bxcb 27

Wc2!) 26 Wa3! and White’s lead has
grown to decisive proportions. The
remaining moves were: 26...2d6
(preventing 27 We7+) 27 Wg3! Bh5
28 Bd1 £d5 29 Wg7+ dc6 30 Rcl+
fcd (30...%9c4 31 ed) 31 Wed BfS5+
32 kel b5 33 h4 e5 34 h5 BRf4 35
Wg2+ b6 36h6 Ded 37h7 Bh4 38
h8W 1-0. Notice how White’s queen
was used to full effect throughout.

c) 12..8e7?! is too passive, e.g.
13 Dxc4 0-0 14 b3 Rfd8 15 Wel
Eac8 16 £a3 when White can look
to build on his advantage with f2-f3
and e2-e4.

13 h3

White allows the enemy h-pawn
to march one step further instead of
handing over the useful g4-square
with 13 h4.

13 .. Rds

In the game Polovodin-Kiselev,
USSR 1982 Black chose to insert
13...h4 14 g4 before bringing his
rook tothe d-file. After 14...Rd8 15
Wc2 £¢5 16 Dxc4 the prospect of
White consolidating (e.g. &cl-e3)
prompted Black to concentrate all
his efforts on his ambitious h-pawn
with 16..2xg4 17 hxgd h3 (D).
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Black’slatestmaterialinvestment
leaves him with a rook for a queen,
but his raking bishops and king’s
rook combine to make the h-pawn
White’s biggest cause for concern.
After 18 ©h2 Rd4 19 f3 Exg4 the
game reached boiling point (20 fxg4
is not possible in view 0f20...2 g1+
21 &xgl h2+ and 22...h1W), but fol-
lowing a calm defence White real-
ized his advantage: 20 e3 £d6+ 21
hl1 Rg3228d2h223Kf1 (Black’s
attack has run out of steam) 23...g5
24 Wc3 Rg8 25 fel Bh3 26 Wd4!
Ke7 27 Dg4 £5 28 Df6+ Kxf6 29
Wxf6 £d5 30 £Kb4 Xh7 31 Rd1!
Rge7 (31...g4 32 Bxd5) 32 Ws+ d7
33 e4 1-0.

14 Wc2 KcS
15 &xcd Ded
16 el

Of course White cannot afford to
be careless with Black’s pieces look-
ing so menacing. 16 Ke3?, for ex-
ample, runs into 16...&xe3 17 Dxe3
qd2.

16 .. 2b6
17 b4! (D)

Until this theoretical novelty the
game had been following Rotariu-
Heilemann, corr. 1984-7. Then White
played 17 a4, but five moves later
had toresign: 17...h4 18 g4 g5 19
a5 £c7209Dg2 Dxh3+ 21 dfl Dxf2!
22 Kg5 (22 #xf2 Lg3+ and 23...h3
does not save White) 22...2xg4!
0-1.

17 .. 2d4

Jokel-Wolf, corr. 1989 saw the
first outing of 17...h4!?. According
to Hovde White should reply 18 b5
£.d5 19 g4 and continue with dgl-f1

Open Catalan: 5...c5 39
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and Pe3xdS5 with a clear advantage.
However, 19...0-0 20 &f1? f5! is
dangerous, e.g. 21 gxf5 &d6! 22
fxe6 Kxe6 23 g2 Dc4!, so White
needs to find another plan in reply
to 19...0-0. The right way forward is
20 d1 (intending to challenge
Black’s strong dark-squared bishop
with &c1-e3). Jokel-Wolf continued
20...2c8 21 Wb2 (21 Wd3? &g3 -
threatening 22...&c4 —isterrible for
White), when after 21...2xf2!? 22
Qxf2 f5, Wolf's recommendation 23
Wa3! and L c1-e3 keeps Black atbay
and offers good prospects of eventu-
ally turning the tide with the queen.
Instead 23 g5 f4 is exactly what
Black is looking for, e.g. 24 £d2 Xf5
25 Rcl Rxgs+ 26 f1 Kg2+ 27
el Rd8, and the rooks and bishops
continue to menace.

18 bS! Ld5
Better than 18...2xb5?! 19 Wxe4
Kxal 20 Wb1!.
19 ZEbl 0-0!

Again Black should not be en-
ticed into chasing White’s remain-
ing rook: 19...2¢3? 20 Dxd5 Dxbl
21 Kg5!1622 Wgb+ 2B 23 Dxf6!,

etc.
20 M Hc8
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Kxel

Seeing the end of his opponent’s
dark-squared bishop is good news
for White, although the exchange
of the knight means that the light-
squared bishop cannot be challenged
— unless White is prepared to give up
his rook for it, which means wiping
out his material advantage. There-
fore, if White has any hopes of trying
for the win he must concentrate on
making inroads on the dark squares
while depriving his opponent of any-
thing too dangerous on the light
squares.

22 .. el

Hitting the a2-pawn, but perhaps
Black’s knight sally is not suffi-
ciently energetic, and bringing the
knight back from the edge of the
board will take time.

22..Hc3!? activates the rook and
merits attention. Following 23 Wd4
Hc2 24 Bcl White emerges with the
better game after 24...Hxa2 25 & f4!
(threatening f2-f3 followed by £f4-
e5), but maintaining the pressure
with 24..Xfc8 is less clear.

23 Ecl Dxa2

24 Hxc8

25 Rd2!
After a fairly lengthy period of
having to deal with Black’s army of
pieces (a feature of this particular
line), White is finally free to give his
opponent something to worry about.
Now Black has problems with his

Exc8

knight.
25 .. A% |
26 Wa) b3
27 fKe3

Compared with the wonderful
outpost on e4 the b3-square is terri-
ble. Even if White just had the upper
hand initially, his task has been made
considerably less complicated by his
opponent’s decision to send a knight
(aslow piece)overto capture a pawn
on the queenside.

27 .. as

Practically forcing White to give
up his remaining queenside pawn.

28 bxa6 bxa6
29 3!

White is in no hurry to begin an
attack on the king because Black is
ill-equipped to defend on the dark
squares. This leaves White with time
to provide his own king with some
breathing space while simultane-
ously shutting out the enemy bishop.
Unnecessary and careless is 29
Wxa6?, when 29...Ka8 highlights
the usefulness of £2-f3 because with-
out thismove White is faced with the
prospect of a deadly back-rank check.
After 30 £a7 Hd4 31 Wd3 Black
has 31...2Dxe2! 32 £e3 Rc8 33 Wa6

Ha8, etc.
29 .. as
30 Wad eSS



Too loosening. More stubborn is
30...Ec8, when White plays the safe
31 &2 and then makes progress
with g3-g4 (or h3-h4, g3-g4) to chip

away at Black'’s kingside.
31 Wbs Ke6
32 Wxes Lxh3+
33 <2 L6

33...a4 atleast creates adiversion
from White's planned assault on the
other flank.
34 14! (D)
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The pawn is heading for f6 to
break open the defences in front of
Black’s king.

K 7 S Hc2

34...g6 35 f5 is winning for White
(Re3-h6is coming), but the alterna-
tive 34...£.c4 requires investiga-
tion. Only the most accurate play is
enough to bring White victory: 35
Wxh5 a4 36 Wgd Rc7 (36..Rc6 37
Wd7 £b5 38 Wb7 a3 39 Wxb5a240
Wxc6 alW 41 Wc8+ h7 42 Wc2+)

Open Catalan: 5...c5 41

37 £b6! Xc6 38 Wd7 £b5 39 WdS!
a3 40 Wxb3! (40 Wxb5? Zxb6! 41
Wxb6 a2) 40..Xxb6 41 Wxa3.

35 15 fc4
36 f6 xe2+
37 43 Hd2+?

Black is still in the game after
37...gxf6 38 Wxf6 &f8 39 £.¢5, but
now his king is in terrible trouble.

38 M4 gxf6
39 Wxf6 b3
40 Wc3! (D)

Tel

1-0

After 40..2e6 the white king
simply marches forward to contrib-
ute to the attack on its opposite
number, e.g. 41 2g5a4 (41...h742
Wd3+) 42 Ph6 $f8 43 Lg5 (43
Wd3) 43...2e8 44 Wc6+. Notice in
the final position that all of Black’s
pieces except the a5-pawn are on
light squares, while White’s occupy
dark squares - a fitting end to
White’s thematic middlegame.
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By far the most stubborn move
available to Black, 5...b5 defends the
c4-pawn and expands on the queen-
side, but at the same time leaves
Black more vulnerable on the very
diagonal of the Catalan bishop. More-
over, by taking the c4-pawn Black
has already surrendered the centre to
some extent, so another move spent
on the queenside does nothing to
limit White’s development lead and
occupation of the centre. Conse-
quently White tends to generate a
powerful initiative with energetic
play. Not surprisingly, despite the
fact that there is no ‘refutation’ of
5...b5, the early thrust of the b-pawn
does not enjoy much popularity in
international practice these days, be-
ing seen much more frequently at
club level, where Black is in less
danger of suffering for his greed.

It should be noted that there are
similarities with lines arising from
5...a6 and a quick ...b7-b5; in fact it

is possible to transpose from one to
the other in certain positions. One
thing which you can be sure of -
5...b5 will always lead to exciting
chess...

Game 4
Kengis — Meister
Togliatti 1985

1f3d52 cd e63 dd 26 4 g3 dxcd
58¢g2

5 .. bS

6 a4 c6

7 axb$s

7 De5 d5 transposes after 8
axb5, but White has another impor-
tant approach in 8 0-0 £b7 9 b3, In-
cidentally,instead of 8...2b7 Black
has 8...a6, leading to the note to
Black’s 8th move in Krasenkov-Kai-
danov, Game 5, which features 5...a6.

Agzamov-Foisor, Sochi 1985 con-
tinued (7 De5 Dd5 8 0-0 b7 9 b3)
9...cxb3 10 axb5 (for 10Wxb3a611
&c3 see ‘b’ in the note to Black’s 9th
move in Vladimirov-Thorhallsson,
Game 6) 10...cxb5 11 Wxb3 a6 12
ed )16 13 d5! (D).

A typical energetic Catalan posi-
tion. White strikes while the iron is
hot, using his significant lead in de-
velopment to break open the centre
and trouble Black’s uncastled king.
Black’s queenside pawns are going
nowhere and, at the moment, the
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white pawn majority is menacing
(Black needs to keep a lookout for
De5xf7, for example). There are sev-
eral candidate moves for Black in the
diagram position, yet all but one are
insufficient:

a) 13...Wb6 was Foisor’s choice,
when there followed 14 @Dc4 Wc7
(14...Wd4 is a waste of time in view
of 15 Had!,e.g. 15..Wc5 16 Da5, or
15..Wa7 16 Le3 £c5 17 Dd6+ e
18 DxbS) 15 DaS e5 16 Le3 £d6 17
Xc1 We7 18 £3! with a terrible posi-
tion for Black. In fact White’s domi-
nation soon brought the desired
result: 18...Wd7 (White was threat-
ening to intensify the grip with 2g2-
h3) 19 &¢c5 &xc5+ 20 Exc5 £c8 21
\%c3 0-0 22 Rc7 We8 23 Dd2 Dbd7
24 Dc6 2h8 25 Db3 Dg8 26 Kcl 6
27 a7 Db6 28 Wch (D).

A wonderful illustration of the
Catalan’s power!

b) 13...exd5 14 exdS:

bl) 14..8xd5 is asking for
trouble. The old continuation runs 15
£xd5 WxdS 16 Wc2, when Black
can put out the fire with 16...2e7 17
Wc8+ Wd8 18 Wb7 WdS 19 Wcs+
Wd8. However, 15 We3! looks very
uncomfortable for Black.
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b2) 14...2d6 was seen in Nesis-
Zelinsky, USSR corr. Ch 1975-6.
White simply planted his knight on
c6: 15 Dc6 Wb6 16 Rel+ 28 17
£2a3 b4 18 2 Wb5 (18...a5 19 D4
Wc7 20 Hxd6 Wxd6 21 Dxb4d) 19
Dxb4 g8 20 Hcb, etc.

b3) 13...2bd7 would be OK for
Black were it not for the aforemen-
tioned 14 £xf7!. Rather than put his
king through the inevitable suffering
which results from 14..&xf7 15
dxe6+, Black came out fighting in
Shereshevsky-Polikarpov, Minsk
1980: 14...5¢5 15 Dxd8 Dxb3 16
Dxb7 Dxal. However, after 17 dxe6
(threatening e4-eS followed by
Db7-d6+) 17..Xb8 18 e5 Dgd 19
h3! White’s initiative had not been
tamed, e.g. 19..2xe5 20 £b2, or
19...Dh6 20 Dd6+ (with the points
20...%e7 21 &d5 and 20...d8 21
Rd1 &c7 22 2g5).

b4) 13..8d6 also permits 14
@Dxf7!?. White could not resist the
offer in Tashkov-Kurtenkov, Bulgar-
ian Ch 1981, and after the complex
sequence 14...¥xf7 15 dxe6+ de8
16 e5 &xg2 17 exf6 Kxf1 18 fxg7
Wf6 19 b2 Ke5 20 gxh8W+ Wxh8
21 Wd5 &xb2 22 Wxa8 fxal 23
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Wxb8+ he had the better of the end-
ing (23..%e7 24 Wb7+ xe6 -
forced —~ 25 Wxa6+ and 26 ®xf1).
Very entertaining, but the simple 14
%4 keeps White ahead without any
risk.

b5) According to Agzamov
Black’s best is 13...&c5, when 14
dxe6 fxe6 15 Wxe6+ We7 16 Wxe7+
Kxe7 17 &c3 is evaluated as being
favourable to White, who must re-
main active if he is to keep Black’s
passed queenside pawns at bay.

Believe it or not 7 axb5 produces
play which is far more complex than
the examples given above! White is
intent on punishing Black for his
gestures on thequeenside, andis in-
terested only in open lines for his

pieces.
7 .. cxb$
8 %eS ds
9 &Oc3 2b4

The only way for Black to deal
with the attack on his b-pawn, be-
cause 9...b4? fails to 10 Wad+ £d7
11 &xd7 followed by 12 PHxdS, and
the flashy 9..2b7?! 10 £xb5 &c3
is not as good as it appears — 11 bxc3
fxg2 12 Hgl £.d5 13 Wad.

10 0-0 2xc3

10...f6 meets with the thematic 11
ed4), e.g. 11...2Dxc3 12 Wh5+ g6 13
Dxgb De2+ 14 Wxe2 hxgb 15 5.

11 ed4! (D)

Boris Gulko’s move, which re-

quires careful handling by Black.
11 .. 2xb2!

The best of many. Others are less
compromising and give White too
much freedom to utilize his initiative
or occupy the centre:

;%;wﬁ% x
B X %“/1%1
7 % % _
0

%x%;//%
/// %’///

7 vwy ’//// %

= %W/ﬁ%

a) 11..8xd4 works after 12.
exdS &xe5 13 dxe6 Wxdl 14 Xxd1
£xe6 15 Lxa8 a6 16 Kb7 0-0 17
£ xa6 Dxa6 18 Exa6 b4, Frunko-
Matousek, corr. 1982. 12 Wxdd, on
the other hand, is bad for Black, e.g.
12..Wb6 13 Df3! Wxd4 14 Dxd4
De7 15 eS A5 16 &Dxb5, when
White has a number of threats.

b) 11...2b4 is even worse: 12
exdS exdS 13 Dxf7! &xf7 14 Wh5+
and the d5-pawn falls.

c) Against 11...2)f4 White can
play 12 &xf4, intending 12...2xb2
13 Bbl Kxd4 (13...Wxd4 14 Dxc4,
with e4-e5) 14 Dxc4!, or 12... & xd4
13 @Dxc4 bxc4 14 eS.

d) Black felt the force of the
Catalan bishop in Gulko-Mikhal-
chishin, USSR 1981, when 11...2e7
12 bxc3 was followed by 12..£6? 13
WhS+! g6 14 Dxgb Dxgb6 15 €5, etc.
Necessary is 12...0-0, when White
has a promising centre, the bishop
pair and a good future on the dark
squares.

e) 11..206 was played in Kins-
man-Bryson, Edinburgh 1996. Their
Catalan match (see ‘c’, note to
White’s 10th move in Vladimirov-
Thorhallsson, Game 6) went thus:

.
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11..2Df67" 12 bxc3 @Dbd7 (after
12...0-0, 13 £g5 h6 14 &xf6 Wxf6
15 Dxc4 gives White a clear advan-
tage, while Kinsman gives 13 £a3
Re8 14 Dxf7!1? $xf7 155 Dd5 16
Wh5+ $g8 17 L&ed4, when Black’s
pieces are a long way from the de-
fence of the kingside, e.g. 17...g6 18
L£xg6 hxg6 19 Wxg6+ ¥h8 20 Rael
Dxc3 21 e3) 13 Dc6 Wc714 dS 5
15 23 a6 16 f4! 0-0 17 fxeS Dxe5
18 &xe5 WxeS 19 £d4 (D).
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Without committing any serious
mistakes Black has found himself
in a helpless position. Establishing
healthy queenside pawns is irrele-
vant when White is in total control of
the centre. The game ended 19...Wg5
20e5 Dgd 21 e6 Dh6 22 €7 Re8 23
d6 £d7 24 £xa8 Bxa8 25 Wf3 1-0.

12 exd5

This variation is not for the faint-
hearted. The alternative, 12 £xb2, is
not quite as complicated. Then after
12..20e7 (12..5f6 13 Ka3 leaves
the king stranded in the centre) 13 dS
0-0 14 Ra3 Black needs to make an
important decision as White threat-
ens to undermine the defence of the
e7-knight by opening the d-file, for
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example 14..Ke8 15 dxe6!, or 14...a5
15 dxe6.

a) Therefore, in the game Polo-
vodin-Zhelnin, USSR 1983, Black
prevented a queen exchange with
14..2)d7. No prizes for finding
White’s deadly reply: 15 Dxf7! (D).
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This should be a familiar theme
by now, though here the destructive
knight sacrifice is more alarming be-
cause Black has managed to castle.
The gamewent 15...&xf7 (15...Xxf7
16 dxe6 Xf8 17 exd7 £xd7 18 Wd6!)
16 dxe6+ dxeb6 (16... g8 17 exd7
£xd7 18 Wd6) 17 Wh5 g6 18 Wxh7
@e5 19 Radl &d3 20 Lh3+ (D).

X 2% X
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I will leave you to confirm that
Black is ready to resign.
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b) As is often the case, and this
line is no exception, Black does not
have to allow such carnage. Never-
theless, from our point of view, it is
still entertaining to put the opponent
under so much pressure, leaving him
to find the ‘only’ moves and avoid
disaster. Here Black has 14...f6!, sug-
gested by Polovodin and Fedorov.
Having invested two pawns in the at-
tack, it is now White’s turn to stay
alert and, fortunately, the obvious
move is also the strongest: 15 d6!
(Black is better after 15 Dc6 Dbxc6
16 dxc6 Wxd1 17 Rfxd]l Ke8 18 €5
AdS) 15...Dec6 16 Dxcb6 Dxc6 17
d7! b4! (active defence is impera-
tive; 17..£xd7 18 &xf8 Lxf8 is
tempting, but 19 e5! shatters any il-
lusions Black may have of consoli-
dating) 18 dxc8W Rxc8 (D).
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Thus far we have been treated to
the fruits of GM Oll’s labour. He
evaluates this position as unclear,
which is fair enough! White has an
extra piece, for which Black has
three connected passed pawn!. but
the two bishops have the potential to
get into the game effectively, and
Black is vulnerable on the a-file and

the e6-pawn is weak. Perhaps the
fact that titled players have shown
little enthusiasm to take up the black
side is significant, though I would be
surprised if White can ultimately do
better than simplification to an only
slightly favourable ending,
I preferthe wild 12 exd5, to which

we now return:

12 ..

13 Ra3!

Depriving Black’s king of an es-

cape route. Now 13...exd5 14 WhS5
g6 15 Wf3! would be very unpleas-
ant for Black, e.g. 15..Re6 16
Dxf7! &xf7 17 Rel+ (16..Xf8 17
Rel! &d7 18 Rxe6), or 15...f6 16
Hel! - Chernin. Therefore Black’s
next is practically forced:

13 .. aS! (D)

XELweT X
i B pANA
w mAl
EADALN B
BAR B m
g @

7

fLxal

A

Apart from the threat of ...b5-b4,
shutting out White’s annoying bish-
op, Black now has the possibility to
defend along his third rank with
....a8-a6. Now a whole rook down
(plus acouple of pawns), White must
decide how to continue.

14 dxe6!

This improves on 14 Wg4, when

Black should play 14...b4 (14...g6 15




Hxal Za6 16 Wf4 £6 17 Who is inter-
esting, but this did not prevent the
players from agreeing a draw in
Glek-Oll, Tallinn 1986) 15 Wxg7
Ef8 16 Exal Ra6! (not to be recom-
mended is 16...bxa3, which brought
misery in Chernin-Yudasin, USSR
1984: 17 dxe6 Lxe6 {17..Ka7 is
met by 18 exf7+ Raxf7 19 Hxf7 and
then 19...We7 20 WeS5 or 19...Bxf7
20 Rel+ Re7 21 Wg8+ &d7 22
£h3+) 18 £xa8 Wxd4 19 Zbl Hd7
20 Rc6 Wd6? {20...a2) 21 &xd7+
£xd7 22 Dxc4 Wc5 23 Zb8+ &.c8
24 Xxc8+ 1-0). Then after 17 £cl
exd5S 18 &h6 Black defends with
18...We7!, e.g. 19 Hel Ke6.

Of course time will tell, but at
least 14 dxe6 keeps up the momen-
tum while simultaneously regaining
some material.

14 .. Kxe6
15 RKxa8 Kxd4?

Losing. There are two improve-
ments.

a) 15...b4!, after which Kengis
offers two moves:

al) 16 Wad4+ presents Black with
an opportunity to go wrong:

all) 16...20d7? fails to 17 Hxd7,
e.g. 17..2xd7 18 Rel+ #f8 19
Kxbd+ g8 20 Kc6, or 17...2xd4
18 De5+ 28 19 Hc6 Wxa8 20
Lxbd+ 2g821 Rd1! &6 22 De7+
fKxe7 23 &xe7 Kd5 24 xds, etc.

al2) The unlikely 16...&e7! saves
Black, for example 17 £xbd+ axb4
18 Wxbd+ &f6 19 Exal Wxd4 20
el g6 21 &f3 and White still has an
attack, though Black’s extra pawn
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will be a problem if Black emerges
unscathed.

a2) I prefer 16 Wxal!? 0-0
(16...bxa3? 17 d5! &h3 18 £x6!) 17
&c1, when White has enough fire-
power to get the most from his extra
piece (the dark-squared bishop), not
forgetting the d-pawn.

b) Also possible is 15...Wxd4,
which is much better than capturing
on d4 with the bishop because here
Black forces the exchange of queens
on his own terms. After 16 Wxal
Wxal 17 Exal b4 18 &cl 0-0 19
Xxa5 Rd8!the gameis far from over.
Now Black has only two pawns for
the piece, and again the dark-squared
bishop can operate without fear of
being challenged. White should be
able to keep the passed pawns under
control, but whether he subsequently
has enough freedom to go on the of-
fensive is another matter.

In the game Black did not get the
chance to test the potential of his
queenside pawns. The remaining
moves were:

16 &c6 SxP2+
17 2 Wc7
17..Wb6+ 18 @gZ Dxc6 19 Wd6
£d7 20 Bdl and White wins.
18 £de6! Wb+
19 Wd4 Wxdd+
20 Hxd4 b4
21 Eal! &d7
22 Lf4 Zc8
23 £b7 Eds
24 Xxas $e8
25 &xe6 fxe6
26 XbsS 1-0
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A versatile move, 5...a6 prepares
...b7-b5 in order to defend the extra
pawn on c4 or simply expand on the
queenside, depending on the circum-
stances. This is more versatile than
5...b5 —if not quite as exciting ~ and
is a popular choice against the Cata-
lan at every level of competition.
Again I remind you of the similari-
ties and transpositional possibilities
with this and 5...b5.

Game 5
Krasenkov - Kaidanov
Gausdal 1991

1c4 62 Df3d5 3 d4 56 4 g3 dxcd
52g2
S .. a6

6 0-0 bs

Introducing complications by in-
sisting on keeping the pawn, thus
forcing/inviting White to generate an
initiative. Black has one very impor-
tant alternative:

6...c57 dxc5 Wxd1 8 Exdl £xc5
leads to a difficult game for Black af-
ter 9 YeS. Razuvaev-Geller, USSR
1988 continued 9...2bd7 10 Hxc4
Ha7 11 &c3 b5 12 d6+ Pe7 13
%ce4 with a clear advantage to
White.

The major alternativeis the sober
6..%c6 (sometimes the order of
moves is 5...2¢c6 6 0-0 a6, but we
intend to meet 5...2)c6 with the un-
compromising 6 Wa4 — see Flear-
Marciano, Game 7 — as after 6 0-0
Black can avoid 6...a6 in favour of
6..Hb8, when it is not clear how
White should continue). My favour-
ite reply to 6...2)c6 is 7 €3, concen-
trating on the centre — which Black is
neglecting in his efforts to hold on to
the pawn. Then:

a) 7..2d7 is the most popular of
Black’s options:

al) 8 Hc3, and now:

all) 8..8d6 was played in Tib-
ensky-Haba, Czechoslovakia 1991,
and White now found an interesting
idea which avoids the established
theory. Instead of 9 We2 b5 10 Hd1
0-0 11 e4 e5 with an approximately
equal position, White unleashed his
bishop with 9 ©eS!? (D).

The game continued 9...&xe5 (or
9..4xeS5 10dxeS5 £xe5 11 Lxb7 Ha7
12 £.g2, when White has enough for
the pawn) 10 dxe5 DxeS5 11 Lxb7
Hb8 12 £.g2 (White prefers to keep
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the bishop on the long diagonal
rather than grab a pawn with 12
£.xab, although this does look quite
promising, e.g. 12...8.c6 13 Wxd8+
&xd8 14 Rd1l+ de7 15 b3, etc.).
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Now Haba gives 12...0-0 13 Wd4! -

?)d3 14 Wxc4 and then 14...2xc1 15
Zfxcl Exb2 and 14...8b5 15 Hxb5
axb5S 16 Wc2, evaluating both as
slightly in White'’s favour.

al2) 8..2d5 also met with a
new move in the game Khalifman-
A Petrosian, Moscow 1987: 9 We2!?
(both 9 e4 Dxc3 10 bxc3 Le7 and 9
d2 Dxc3 10 bxc3 b5 11 a4 Tb8 12
Wg4 g6! lead to a dynamically bal-
anced game) 9...2xc3 10 bxc3 £d6
(10...8e7 11 ad! a5 12 DeS gives
White the better chances) 11 &dl
(11 Wxc4 is not possible at the mo-
ment in view of 11...2a5 12 We2/d3
£b5) 11...b5 12 De5! (D).

Instigating complications, the re-
sult of which requires an accurate
evaluation. Black chose 12...8xe5
(after 12...2Dxe5 13 dxe5 KxeS 14
fa3! 14..&xc3 15 xd7! wins, so
14...Xb8 is necessary, with a difficult
defensive task ahead for Black) 13
dxe5 Dxe5 (otherwise White domi-
nates), forcing his opponent to find
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the most active response in 14 Wh5!
(14 £.xa8 Wxa8 simply hands over
the long diagonal, while 14 £a3 Xc8
15 WhS Wf6 gives Black an edge)
14...9d3 15 RKa3! (piling on the
pressure; again 15 £xa8 is an insult
to the Catalan bishop, e.g. 15...Wxa8
16 a3 Wd5!, and the knight is too
strong) 15..Xb8! (15..Kc8? 16 Ke4!)
16 Led b4! 17 &xb4 (D).

By ]
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Thus far Black has succeeded in
limiting his disadvantage, and now
17..Eb5! was necessary, even though
after 18 Wgd (18 We2c5 19 £a30-0
20 £xd3 cxd3 21 Wxd3 Was! is
equal) 18...Wg5 (18..Kg5 19 Wh4a
c5 20 £.a5!) 19 Wxg5 Exg5 20 £.xd3
cxd3 White can maintain excellent
winning chances with 21 c4! (21
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qxd3 Bd5!), for example 21...2c6
22 f4!.

Instead in the game Black went
wrong, playing 17..2xb4?, when
White was able to exploit his oppo-
nent’s lack of development and weak
c-pawns: 18 cxb4 Xb5 (18...Kxb4?
19 £c6; 18..We7 19 We5! 0-0 20
Wxc7 Bfd8 21 Hacl) 19 We2 Wb8?!
(19...We7 20 a3 0-0 21 Wxc4 is the
lesser evil) 20 a3 c5 21 Wxc4 Wc7
(21...cxb4 22 ¥Wd4) 22 Racl and
White won a pawn and, soon, the
game.

Note that Hf3-e5 did not only
open the long diagonal for White’s
light-squared bishop, but the sub-
sequent trade on e5 cleared the d-file
for White’s rook, which proved
equally uncomfortable for Black.
Another important feature of this
game was Black’s stranded king (af-
ter &c1-a3), illustrating the potential
problems associated with neglecting
the centre and development in the
struggle to provide support for the
c4-pawn.

a2) Continuingthetheme,theag-
gressive &)f3-e5 has also been tried
after White’s other reply to 7...2d7,
namely 8 We2. After 8...b5 we have:

a21) In the game Polugaevsky-
Panchenko, Sochi 1981,9 Xd1 &e7
10 b3!? cxb3 11 axb3 0-0 12 e4 re-
sulted in White having typical Cata-
lan compensation for the pawn in the
form of open lines and a fluid centre
(one idea is d4-d5 e6xdS, ed-e5, etc.).

a22) However, Toshkov-L.Spas-
sov, Albena 1985 continued 9 Ye5!?
@d5 10 Dxd7 Wxd7 11 Bd1 Rds,
and now came 12 b3! (D).

The removal of his light-squared
bishop makes the position after
12...cxb3 13 axb3 more uncomfort-
able for Black, so 12...c3 is the most
sensible course. Then 13 &xd5 exd5
14 &xc3 is at least slightly better for
White, who has options involving a
queenside strike with a2-a4, occupa-
tion of the c-file and expansion in the
centre with e3-e4.

It is really quite logical that &f3-
e5 can be an effective response to
Black’s queenside play in these ex-
amples. Accurate defence should
limit White to an edge, but the more
harmonious nature of White's devel-
opment tends to offer more in prac-
tice.

b) 7..Kb8 takes the rook off the
long diagonal in order to take the
sting out of &f3-e5 as a reply to
...b7-b5. Therecommended antidote
is 8 Dfd2!? (tying down Black’s b-
pawn to the defence of the knight):

bl) Carlhammar-L.-A.Schneider,
Swedish Ch 1991 saw Black ry to
rejuvenate 8...e5 with 9 £xc6+ bxc6
10 dxe5 Dg4 11 Lxc4 Keb (the old
11..Wxdl 12 Exdl Ke6 13 Dbd2
Xd8 14 b3! &xc4 15 bxc4 is good
for White, e.g. 15..2Dxe5 16 b2



Hxd2 17 &xe5, or 15...8b4 16 Ebl
f£.¢3 17 Bb3 £a5 18 f4), but after 12
& bd2 Wd5 13 b3 White wasstill bet-
ter.

b2) 8...Wd7 9 Hxc4 b5 10 Hcd2
(10 De5!?) 10...e5 11 b3 £d6 12
%c3 leaves Black’s position rather
loose.

b3) 8...2)a5 does not defend the
c4-pawn because after 9 Wad+ c6 10
&xc4, 10..bS meets with 11 Wxa$,
while 10..2xcd4 11 Wxc4 gives
White an easy game.

b4) 8..2a7?! manages to force
through ...b7-b5 at the cost of a cer-
tain amount of time and the knight
being poorly posted. Polugaevsky-
Portisch, Amsterdam 1981 went 9
&xc4 b5 10 HDe5 c5 (10..8b7 11
£xb7 Exb7 12 a4! strikes at the
weak queenside pawns, guarantee-
ing White an advantage) 11 Rc6+
£d7 (11..20d7 12 dxc5 fxc5 13
Kxd7+ fKxd7 14 DHxf7! *xf7 15
WhS+ and 16 Wxc5) 12 Hxd7 DHxd7
13 g2 L¢e7 14 a4!, and White domi-
nated. Note the power of the Catalan
bishop here.

Now let us focus our attention
back on 6...b5:
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The result of Black’s insistence
on keeping the gambit pawn is the
opening of the h1-a8 diagonal for the
Catalan bishop. If Black is not care-
ful he may end up in charge of a few
squares on the queenside only to find
the rest of the board belonging to

White.
7 .. HdS

7..Ka7is alittle too passive and 8
a4! leaves the rook in trouble on the
a-file. However, there is another way
in which Black has tried to negate
White’s control of the long diagonal,
and this is by offering a pawn sacri-
fice of his own with 7...c6. Then
White should choose the third of the
following replies:

a) The natural reaction, 8 Qxc6,
fits in nicely with Black’s plan, for
example 8... Wb6 9 Qe5 (9 Dxb8
Xxb8 helps Black) 9...2b7 10 a4 (or
10 £xb7 and 11 a4) 10...&xg2 11
Pxg2 Wb7+ 12 dgl Dbd7 and then
13 axb5 axb5 14 Xxa8+ Wxa8 15
Dxd7 Dxd7 16 L4 Lb4 with an
equal position, Cebalo-Sveshnikov,
Athens 1983, or 13 b3!? cxb3 14
axbS Wxb5 15 Hc3 Wb7 16 Xbl
Xb8 17 £4 £d6 18 Dxd7 Wxd7 19
£ xd6 '2-1/2 Razuvaev-Novikov, Vol-
godonsk 1983.

b) In Vanheste-Mednis, Amster-
dam 1988, White ignored the offer
and stepped up the pressure on the
enemy pawn mass with 8 a4?!. This
is therightideabut the wrong execu-
tion, and after 8...2b7 9 &c3 Wc8
10 e4 Dbd7 11 Dxd7 Wxd7 12 €5
&d5 13 &Hxd5 cxd5 Black had a
solid position and a useful extra
pawn.
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c) Correct is 8 b3!, designed to
combine the desirable aims of ‘a’
and ‘b’ — capturing the c6-pawn
and undermining Black’s queenside
structure. This is possible because
the forced 8...cxb3 is then met with 9
&xc6! Wb6 10 Da5! (D).
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White’s clever 8th move has pro-
vided the roaming knight with an ef-
fective retreat square on b3, from
where the knight can support both
the centre as well as a timely a2-a4.
After 10...Ra7 11 &xb3 the game
Krasenkov-Kohlweyer, Ostend 1990
saw Black bring his rook to the cen-
tre with 11..2d7 (worse are 1 1...&¢7
12e4 0-0 13 £e3 Bd7 14 D1d2 Wds
15 a4! bxad4 16 Rxa4 £b7 17 Das
when White has excellent play,
Razuvaev-M.Gurevich, Riga 1985,
and 11..2b77! 12 d5! Wc7 13 Re3
Ra8 14 dxe6 fxe6 15 Kxb7 Wxb7 16
&\d4, Lingnau-Thesing, Bundesliga
1993). The game continued 12 e4!
£b7 13 Rel (13 We2!?) 13..2e7 14
eS DdS 15 Wgd g6 (15..&f8 16
£g5 clearly favours White, but at
least h6 and f6 are not weak) 16 £h6
b4 17 £xb7 Wxb7 (17...2Dc2? 18
fe4 Dxel 19 D1d2) 18 Re2 D8c6

19 &c3 Wb6 20 Rd2 and White had
a decisive advantage: 20...a5 21 De4
a4 22 DbcS Bd8 (22...Axd4 23 Xxd4
Dxd4 24 Hf6+ K xf6 25 Wxd4, or
22..8d5 23 Dxe6! fxe6 24 Wxeb
d8 25 Df6 Rxd4 26 Ke3, etc.) 23
Hxe6! fxe6 24 Wxe6 A5 (24..Axd4
25 Df6+ $d8 26 fe3) 25 Dd6+
Hxd6 26 exd6 1-0.
8 a4 (D)

Striking the queenside before
Black consolidates, this thematic
thrust is now established as being the
most difficult to meet (having taken
over from.8 Hc3). White wastes no
time challenging the b5-pawn, gen-
erating pressure on the a-file. Note
that 8 e4 &f6 9 a4 Kb7 transposes
and rules out 8 a4 c6, though an ex-
amination of the next note demon-
strates that Black’s extra option is
nothing to be afraid of.
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Bolstering the pawns with 8...c6
is possible, presenting White with
the option of taking on b5 before
striving to open the game for his bet-
ter-developed pieces:

a) In Kaidanov-Am.Rodriguez,
Lucerne Wcht 1993 White went for




an immediate attack in the centre: 9
ed 6 (on 9...20b6, 10 d5! is good:
10...cxd5/exdS 11 a5, or 10.. Wc711
24! g5 12 Re3 Hxad 13 Pxc4 cxdS
14 exd5 £b7 15 Bxad! with a strong
attack, Onat-Kirov, Pemik 1976) 10
ds! Wc7!? (10...cxd5 11 exdS exdS 12
axb5 £e7 13 &c3 £b7 14 bxab6 0-0
15 a7 a6 16 Dxc4 was clearly bet-
ter for White in Zaichik-I.Ivanov,
Beltsy 1979, and 10...exd5 11 exd5
DxdS allows 12 &xc6) 11 Dxcbd
Dxc6 12 dxc6 Wxc6 13 axb5 axbs,
and instead of 14 Xxa8 Wxa8 15
@ c3 Wb8 with an unclear position,
White first played 14 e5! &dS 15
£xd5 exd5, obtaining an advantage
after 16 xa8 Wxa8 17 &c3 duetothe
threat to restore material equilibrium
with a lead in development. Using
the d4-dS advance (even with black
pawns on c6 and e6) to prise open the
position for the Catalan bishop is a
possibility we should always be
looking forin these positions.

b) Heck-Zude, Germany 1994
tested the continuation 9 axb$ cxb$
10 &c3 £b7 11 HxdS exdS 12 e
£d6 13 exd5 0-0, which has been
evaluated by Neishtadt as producing
complicated play with chances for
both sides. White’s doubled, isolated
d-pawns seem quite harmless com-
pared with Black’s queenside pawns,
but the weakness of the c6-square is
a crucial factor, as was demonstrated
in the game: 14 £d2 £6 15 &6 Wc7
16 Wf3 Wf7 17 Rfel £c8 18 Kf4
D xc6 (otherwise the trade of dark-
squared bishops will give White con-
trol of the e7-square) 19 dxc6 £b4
20 Redl g521 fe3 £d6 22 d5. Now
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White’s advanced queenside pawns
are as dangerous as they look, hence
Black’s attempt to distract his oppo-
nent with a pawn storm on the other
flank: 22...h5 23 We4 £5 24 Wd4 f4
25 £d2 3 26 &c3 Wg6 27 &11 h4
28 Rel Wh6 29 g4 Rf4 30 Hed
£xg4 31 Bxf4 gxfa 32 Rel 17 33
&hl &f5 (D).
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Notice that Black’s queenside
pawns have not moved since they as-
sumed this same pose early in the
opening. In fact they remain motion-
less for the rest of this entertaining
game! This is due in no small part to
the fact that Black has been too busy
addressing the problem of White’s
passed pawns, which came to life af-
ter the removal of the enormous
knight on c6. The remaining moves
were 34 EeS! WgsS (34...£xe5 35
Wxe5 frees the d-pawn) 35 £h3
Lxe5 36 WxeS g6 37 Wg7+ &hS
38 £xf5 Wxf5 39 WeS! g4 (or
39...W'xe5 40 &xe5 He841 £c3) 40
h3+ dg541 Wg7+ h5 42 d6 Wbl+
43 h2 W1 44 Wf7+ (the start of a
forced, decisive series of checks)
44..gs5 45 K6+ Pf5 46 KegT+
ed 47 Web+ 2d3 48 WS+ 2d2 49
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£c3+ dcl 50 Wxfa+ bl 51 Wxf3
Be8 52 Whi! (D).

B

73

% w W
B /%_% %W//é/ 0 p
%ﬁ%w%y%

An unusual final position: 1-0.
9 axb$s
9 ed4 &6 10 axb5 axb5 11 Kxa8
transposes. An important and inter-
esting alternative is 9 b3, which fea-
tures in the next main game.

9 .. axb5
10 RXxa8 £xa8
11 ed 2 (3
2 A c6

Not an attractive move to play,
perhaps, but 12...b4 is dubious on
account of 13 Wad+ Hbd7 14 HbS!.

13 d5!(D)
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This energetic treatment of the
position has replaced 13 Kg5 as

White’s best hope of making some-
thing of his development lead. It is
imperative that White does not give
his opponent any time with which to
consolidate, and the ‘traditional’ d4-
dS throws enough wood on the fire to
cut across Black’s plan of contain-
ment. Note that all the black pieces
except the f6-knight are on the back
rank and the king is still in the centre.
13 .. Ke7

Of course White is prepared for
any captures on d5. After 13...cxd5
White has @c3xb5 (perhaps after 14
exd$S), while 13...exd5 14 exd5 DxdS
leaves the h5-square free for the
queen (e.g. 15 Wh5 and then 15...g6
16 Dxg6 fxg6 17 WeS+, or 15...Wf6
16 Dxc6).

If Black can do nothing about the
unwelcome d-pawn, then he may
as well bring out his dark-squared
bishop and accept whatever incon-
venience White has in store for him.

13...2d6 is also possible:

a) It was first seen in Ulybin-An-
tunes, Bayamo 1991. White played
the natural 14 L£f4 and was re-
warded with an excellent position
after 14...exd5? (14...g57 15 dxe6!
fxe6 16 Dxc6! is no improvement,
but Ulybin’s careful 14...Wc7!7? cer-
tainly is, and 14...b4 is worth a try) 15
exd5 cxd5 16 Wal! &xeS (16..2b7
17 Wa7, or 16...2c6 17 Dxc6 L xc6
18 Wa6) 17 &xeS Hc6 18 Kc7!
Wxc7 19 Wxa8+.

b) Perhaps not satisfied with 14
L£f4, de 1a Villa found 14 Dgd! (D).

This move was tested in Romero-
Antunes, Havana Capablanca mem
1991. White seeks to undermine
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Black's influence over e4 and d5 by
challenging the f6-knight and va-
cates the e5-square in preparation for
a timely e4-e5. The diagram position
has a number of pitfalls which Black
should avoid: 14...0-0? runs into
15 e5 or 15 dxe6 fxe6 16 Dxf6+,
14...cxd5 15 Dxf6+ Wxf6 fails to 16
@DxbS Ke5 17 4, 14...20xg4 15 Wxgd
Wf6 16 dxe6 fxe6 17 Bd1! £c7 18
e5!is terrible for Black and 14...2.¢7
15 Dxf6+ (15 dxe6 Wxdl 16 Dxf6+
gxf6!) 15...8.xf6 16 dxeb fxe6 17 Wg4
is clearly better for White. Finally,
14...e5 avoids some nasty tactics but
simply invites 15 £g5 with an un-
pleasant pin. Thus Black countered
on the other flank with 14...b4: 15
Dxf6+ gxf6 (15..Wxf6? is worse
due to 16 Da4 16 dxc6) 16 Wadq?!
(16 @Dbl! followed by @bl-d2 is
sufficient for an advantage on ac-
count of Black’s broken pawns)
16...2£b7? (returning the favour,
whereas 16...bxc3 17 Wxa8 cxb2! 18
£xb2 cxd5 19 exd5 e5! 20 Wad+
d7 21 Wxc4 would have kept
White’s lead to a minimum) 17 e5!
bxc3 18 exd6 Wxd6 19 dxe6 fxe6 20
bxc3 f7 21 Bd1 We7 22 Wxc4 Rd8
23 Hel! and White’s two bishops,
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command of the dark squares and
pressure on the weak e6-pawn
proved effective.

Returning tothe main game, on e7
the bishop cannot fall victim to the
opening of the d-file or to tricks in-
volving e4-e5.

14 dxe6!

Consistent. White wants to saddle
his opponent with a weak pawn on
e6, but the exchange also leaves
Black’s light-squared bishop locked
in by the c6-pawn. Whereas Black is
not ready to begin to use his 3-1
queenside pawn majority, White is
well-placed to becomeactive on the
kingside (where he, too, has a major-

ity).

14 .. fxe6
15 We2 0-0
16 £h3 We8

White can pile so much pressure
on the e6-pawn that Black does not
bother defending it with 16...Wc8,
after which two moves have been
played:

a) In Bareev-Novikov, USSR
1986, after 17 Rd1Re8 18 Hf3 a6
19 &gS5, Black should have played
19...%¢c7!?, resulting in an unclear
position after 20 £f4 h6 21 &xc7
hxg5 22 &e5. Instead 19...c5?! 20
£e3h6 21 Lxc5 turned out well for
White, e.g. 21...&xc5 (21...hxg5 22
fxe7 Hxe7 23 e5) 22 Kxe6+ Rxeb
23 Dxe6 Wxe6 24 Bd8+ &7 25 e5!
(25 Exa8 b4) 25...2b7 26 exf6.

b) Zilbershtein-Novikov, Blago-
veshchensk 1988 featured an im-
provement for White in the shape of
the novelty 17 &f3!, sending the
knight on its way to g5 immediately
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without spending time bringing the
rook to the d-file (thus depriving
Black of ...Rf8-e8). The offer of a
draw (by three-fold repetition) which
followed the sequence 17...2a6 18
Dg5Dc7 19 L4 Dfe8 20 Wgd 6
21 We2 fe8 22 Wgd X6 was justi-
fiably refused with 23 Wxe6+!,
which enabled White to regain the
pawn and simplify to a favourable
ending.

16...We8 defends the f7-square in
anticipation of White’s bishop arriv-
ing on e6. 16..h8 is also seen,

transposing to the textafter 17 2xe6
Wes.

17 LKxe6+ <&h8 (D)
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The inevitable removal of the e6-
pawn has left White in command on
the kingside and in the centre. The
white pieces are active, Black’s are
passive, White's pawn majority is
fluid (the e-pawn is already passed),
Black is hampered by his doubled c-
pawns. In a way White is fortunate in
that he can expect — and conse-
quently prepare for — ...c6-c5, as this
is the only way for Black to liberate
his light-squared bishop.

18 RfS!?

One of Krasenkov’s many contri-
butions to opening theory. Previously
18 Hd1 had been White’s choice:

a) 18...c5 19 &f4! &6 20 Hxc6
£xc6 21 Kh3 Wg6 22 Hd5 £d8
23 Dxf6 Kxf624 K5 Wf7 25 £d6
with a clearly better position for
White, Glek-Novikov, Blagovesh-
chensk 1988.

b) Black rejected ...c6-c5 in fa-
vour of 18...8&b7 in the game Dan-
ailov-S.Maksimovié, Cannes 1990,
leaving the c5-square free for her
knight. Although such a plan keeps
the queenside pawns intact it gives
White time to send his pieces into
enemy territory: 19 &f4 &a6 20
Dd7! Dxd7 21 LKxd7 W7 22 e5 &5
23 e6 and the difference between the
two pawn configurations is clear.
The game ended 23...Wg6 24 Rd6
2xd6 25 Exd6 Hxd7 26 Bxd7 Kc8
27 7 Ke8 28 Rd8 h6 29 Ded Kg4
30 Wxg4 Wxg4 31 Bxe8+ h7 32
]ds 1-0.

Krasenkov’s 18 &f5!? is rather
more provocative than 18 Edl. Al-
lowing the bishop to remain on f5
means that extra protection is now
provided for the e-pawn, so Black is
invited to consider hitting the bishop
with ...g7-g6, which would leave the
h6-square vulnerable. Another point
behind the retreat is that White no
longer has to consider the conse-
quences of adiscovered attack from
the queen.

18 .. cS

Not wanting to be completely
dominated, Black liberates his own
light-squared bishop. Unfortunately
for him the price for this is the newly



weakened b5-pawn. Black should
not take the bait and be tempted into
18...26? 19 £h3 on account of the
prospect of White’s other bishop tak-
ing up residence on h6. However,
18..2d6 comes to mind, though
White has with a clear advantage af-
ter 19 &g4 &HdS 20 Bd1!.
19 Kf4

White increases his influence in
the centre of the board, successfully
continuing the strategy to which he
has adhered throughout the opening
- following up the sacrifice of a
pawn on the queenside (and Black’s
subsequent endeavours to maintain
the material lead) with aggressive
play in the centre and an eye on the
kingside. Black’s band of queenside
pawns lacks the support necessary to
create problems for White.

19 .. D6

A risky venture in a difficult posi-
tion. Black’s desire to do something
is understandable, and he can be for-
given for missing the power of his
opponent’s 25th move. In answer to
19...bd, Krasenkov offers 20 Ral!
@c6 21 Db5 Dxe5 22 Dc7 We6 23
£ xe5 with a big lead. Another feasi-
ble course of action for Black is
19...20h5, which should be met with
the menacing and strong 20 Wg4!.
Then 20..2xf4 21 gxf4 forces
21...Rf6 (due to the threat of Qe5-
g6+), when 22 Ral followed by an
invasion on a7 is decisive. In these
lines where Black’s light-squared
bishop finds itself on a8 after an ex-
change of rooks, the possibility of at-
tacking this piece later in the game -
either with the remaining rook or
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with the queen - is an important fea-
ture of these variations with ...a7-a6
and ...b7-bs.
20 Dxbs!
Krasenkov has seen that he will
emerge from the following series of
exchanges with a won ending.

20 ... DxeS
21 &7 Wc6
22 fxeS Dxed

22...6 23 Ke6 Wxed 24 Wxed
£xe4 25 Kxc4 and Black has noth-
ing to compensate for the loss of a
pawn.

23 fxed
24 Wxed
25 Rel!(D)
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The winning blow.

Wxed
Kxed

25 .. £d3
26 fKxg7+ Txg7
27 Dxel+ g6
27.. 817 28 De6+! 2f6 29 Axf7+
xf7 30 Dxcs, etc.
28 De8
Not 28 De6?? Df6 29 Hxf8 xe7.

Avoiding such disasters is all that
should concern White on his way to
victory.

The game ended: 28...Rf5 29 g4
217 30 Bxf7 Tx£7 31 D7 Pe7 32
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f4 &d6 33 Db5+ Rd5 34 2 Ped
35 £5 $e5 (35...14 36 £6 g6 37
&d6) 36 g3 L.ed 37 hd L.¢6 38
a3 &d4 39 dg5 c3 40 f6! 1-0
(40...Re8 41 £Hb5+ KxbS5 42 bxc3+
@xc3 43 17).

White can also put the question to
the c4-pawn with 9 b3 before decid-
ing about the capture a4xb5:

Game 6
Vladimirov - Thorhallsson
Gausdal 1991

1d4 262 c4e635f3d54 g3 dxcd
5 Kg2 a6 6 0-0 b5 7 DeS Dd5 8 ad
ab7

9 b3(D)

a Wes X
24 ' A%A
a7
5 Y, o V 2
B

WORW B

Here White makes a second strike
against Black’s queenside pawns in-
stead of concentrating on exploiting
his grip on the centre. With the c4-
pawn challenged, Black must either
advance the pawn ortrade on b3. The
former offers the better chances.

9 .. c3

Only nine moves have been
played and already Black has been
given a protected passed pawn right
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in the heart of White’s camp! De-
signed to create serious problems for
White on the queenside, this annoy-
ing advance seems stronger than
9...cxb3, which permits White to
proceed with his plan of making in-
roads on the queenside while Black
is still poorly developed.

After 9...cxb3 there are two con-
tinuations available to White — trade
rooks on the a-file (which, hopefully,
can be used later), or keep the rooks
on the board (for the time being, at
least) in order to use the d-file, per-
haps.

a) In Romanishin-Marjanovié,
Erevan 1989, White was attracted
to the idea of forcing Black’s light-
squared bishop into the corner: 10
axb5 axb5 11 Exa8 £xa8 12 Wxb3
c6 13 &3 (13 e4 &f6 14d5 cxdS 15
Wxb5+ Dbd7 16 Dxd7 Wxd7 17
Wb8+ Wd8 18 Wb5+ Wd7 1/2-12 Pop-
chev-Velikov, VrnjatkaBanja 1985)
and now Black played the reason-
able-looking 13...&e7? (13...2xc3
is obviously wrong because White’s
Catalan bishop then reigns, but
13...8)d7 is perfectly playable, lead-
ing to a position with chances for
both sides after 14 ed4 Ke7). How-
ever, this led to adangerous iniMative
for White thanks to the powerful
queen, and after 14 &xd5 exd5 15
Wa2! £b7 16 Wa7 the effectiveness
of play down the a-file was about to
be demonstrated. The game went
16...Wc7 17 &4 2d6 18 Hcl We7
19 Hal! £c8 (19...0-0 20 Wb6 and
21 Ha7) 20 Wxe7+ &xe7 21 Ra7+
@Ad7 (21..8d7 22 £h3 Ed8 23
£xd7 Dxd7 24 Dxc6+) 22 Dxc6b+



Pe6 23 Rh3+£524 Kxf5+Pxf525
£xd6 de6 26 Kb4 and White soon
won.

b) 10 Wxb3 retains the tension.

bl) Gelfand-Riemersma, Arn-
hem 1987 saw White try a new move
after 10...2¢c6. Gelfand played 11
Rd1 (11 Dxc6 Lxc6 12 axb5!? axbs
13 Bxa8 Wxa8 14 e4 &f6 15 d5!?
gives White a promising attack ac-
cording to Gelfand and Kapengut),
and now things started to become
rather complicated: 11..2d6! 12
Dxcb K xcb 13 e4 bxad! 14 Wf3 De7
(14..Db4!17 15 Wc3 £d7 16 e5 Ke7
17 K xa8 Wxa8 with an unclear posi-
tion) 15 Wgd 0-07 (15...2g6 is much
better, when White should step up
the pressure with 16 d5) 16 e5 f5
(16...2b4 17 Kxc6 and 18 Kxh6) 17
exd6! fxgd 18 dxe7 Wxe7 19 Lxc6 -
the black queen is no match for the
three minor pieces.

b2) 10...c6 (now we have a trans-
position to Kengis-Meister, Game 4
- 5...b5) 11 &¢c3 and now:

b21) 11..&e7 12 &xd5 exd5 13
e4 0-0 14 exd5 cxd5 15 axb5 axb5 16
Hxa8 L£xa8 17 Wxb5 and Black
found it difficult to develop his
queenside pieces without losing the
d-pawn, Vanheste-Van Gisbergen,
Enschede 1991.

b22) The game Alburt-T.Taylor,
Reykjavik 1984 is also interesting:
11..2d7 12 DxdS exdS (12...%9xe5
13&c3 Wxd4 {13...2g6 14 axb5 axb5
15 Rxa8 followed by &c3xbS5, or
13...20d7 14 L4 b4 15 a5 with suffi-
cient compensation} 14 axb5 axb5
15 Bxa8+ Kxa8 16 Hxb5 leaves
Black severely underdeveloped) 13
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ed! Dxe5 14 exd5! cxd5S 15 dxe5 L¢5
(Black hopes to complete his devel-
opment by returning the pawn) 16
axb5 0-0 17 b6! £d4 (taking on b6
runs into Ral-bl) 18 £b2 £Lxb2 19
Wxb2 Hc8 20 Rfc1 Wd7 21 Wd4 and
White had a significant advantage.

Incidentally, 9..f6 is good for
White after 10 bxc4! and either
10...bxcd 11 Dxc4, or 10..fxe5 11
cxd5 exd5 12 e4!.

10 axb5s

The game actually went 10 e4
&6 11 axb5 axb5 12 Bxa8 Lxa8,
but the position after Black’s 12th
move is usually reached by first
making exchanges on the queenside.
I prefer the 10 e4 move-order to 10
axb5 because by hitting the knight
first White does not have to contend
with the possibility discussed in the
note to Black’s 12th move in the
main game.

However, 10 e4 does invite Black
to cheekily ignore the attack on his
knight and immediately imprison the
bl-knight before the a-file has been
opened, locking the queenside with
10...b4. Then we have 11 exdS £xd5,
when White’s best is 12 Wh5! g6 13
Wh3! (D).
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White has a piece for two pawns
but his queen’s knight is trapped, so
at some point he will have to return
the material by capturing on c3.
Therefore other factors must be
taken into consideration when evalu-
ating the diagram position. First,
when the white knight has finally
been exchanged for Black’s two
queenside pawns White will have the
c-file and Black the b-file, which
looks like a fair deal. An important
feature of the position is the h1-a8
diagonal: Black’s queen is ready to
come to dS5 and White’s queen also
has access to the long diagonal. As is
so often the case in this variation
Black’s king is still in the centre, so
he should be careful about its safety
— something which White does not
have to worry about. Consequently,
what may be a balancedgame in the-
ory offers White better chances in
practice.

a) The game Romero-Izeta, An-
dorra Z 1987 soon came to life. With
13...c5?! Black neglected his devel-
opment, and after 14 £g5! Wxg5 15
Dxc3! bxc3 16 £xdS Ba7 (16...exd5
17 Wc8+) White keptup the momen-
tum: 17 L xe6 fxe6 18 Wxe6+ We7
19 Wca W6 20 Rael Le7 21 Red
Rf8 22 Hga W5 23 dxcS ©c6 24 b4
with excellent winning chances for
White.

b) In Buturin-Novikov, USSR
1986, Black did tend to his kingside,
but 13...2g7 placed the bishop on
the wrong diagonal. 14 &xc3! bxc3
15 £a3! was the correct reaction,
Black’s king still being vulnerable
after 15..Rf8 16 Lxf8 Rxf8 17

Racl Ba7 18 Bxc3 £.xg2 19 Wxg2
Wxd4 20 Re3 e7 21 Wh3.

c) We are left with the more pru-
dent 13...8€7, which was played in
Kinsman-Bryson, Edinburgh 1988.
The h6-square beckons, so 14 £h6
makes sense. Then Black had to find
something to distract his opponent,
resulting in an exchange of queens
after 14... 2xg2 15 Wxg2 Wd5 16
WxdS exd5. The position after 17
Hel a5 has been assessed as equal,
and in the game 18 &xc3 bxc3 19
Racl £6 20 Hga f7 21 Bxc3 Hc8
22 Bf38)d723 £d2 £d624 Deld c6
25 g4 &f8 soon led to a draw. In-
stead of 24 &e3, perhaps 24 L.g5!?
is a good try for more, White aiming
to profit from his concentration of
forces on the kingside, for example
24..8e7 (24..£525 De3 c6 26 g4) 25
Dh6+ Pf8 26 Dg8!? b4 27 Dxf6
fxel 28 Hxd7+ g8 (28...&g7 29
216+ $g8 30 Ke5 followed by
@d7-f6+, or 28...%e8 29 Hf6+) 29
&6+ g7 30 Re3 £b4 31 LxdS and
White has two pawns for the ex-
change and his pieces remain active.

10 ... axb5
11 Rxa8 Lxa8
12 &4 &fe

12...b4!? is a worthy alternative.
In fact this idea seems more effective
following the simplification on the
a-file than it does in the note to
White’s 10th move. 13 exd5 £xd5
and now:;

a) White steered the game to
equality in Rogers-Chandler, Wel-
lington (2) 1986: 14 Le3 Le7 15
£xd5 Wxd5 16 Wc2 £16 17 Dxc3
bxc3 18 Wxc3 £xe5 19 dxeS &6



204 0-0 21 Rcl De7 22 Lc5 Re8
23 fxe7 Bxe7 24 Wc5 and a draw
was soon agreed.

b) If G.Kuzmin-Novikov, Khar-
kov 1985 is anything to go by, then a
draw is a fair result, for here White
was demolished: 14 £ xd5 Wxd5 15
Le3 2d6 16 Wgd 0-0 17 Rc1?! (17
£h6 Lxe5 18 dxe5 WxeS 19 Wxb4!?
gxh6 20 Dxc3 &ch is only slightly
better for Black) 17...2xeS 18 dxe5
@ c6! and Black had a clear advan-
tage. Things went from bad to worse
for White after 19 £h6 WxeS 20
Le3WdS 21 £h6 Wd4 22 £14 Wed!
23 f3 Wd4+ 24 $hl e525 Kg5 h6!,
when White resigned rather than
play 26 Wxd4 exd4 27 214 §a5 28
Kxc7 Dxb3, etc. Novikov himself
came to White’s support and sug-
gested 15 Wg4 as an active replace-
mentfor 15 Ke3, judging the position
after 15...23c6 16 Dxc6 Wxc6 to be
unclear. However, even this is noth-
ing special for White, suggesting
that 10 e4 is a better try.

13 &xc3 b4
14 %b5!1? (D)
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the others available to the knight.
Perhaps the move went unnoticed
for such a long time because this
course involves a sacrifice but, with
only one piece developed and his
king nowhere near ready to castle
into safety, Black is in store for con-
siderable punishment.
14 .. c6

Black invites his opponent to jus-
tify the new idea.

One advantage of 14 £)b5 can be
seen in the variation 14...2 xe4? 15
Lxed4 Dxed 16 W3 6 17 {Hc6!,
when the pressure against c7 gives
White a clear lead. 14...2d6 should
be met with 15 We2, when White’s
superior pieces, pawns and extra
space provide a comfortable cush-
ion.

15 d5

White, of course, is content to
give up a knight, putting his faith in
the passive, uncoordinated set-up of
Black’s pieces. The thematic d4-d5
often heralds the beginning of an of -
fensive in several variations of the
Catalan, and the advance should
come as no surprise after the pre-
paratory &)f3-e5 and e2-e4.

15 .. cxb$

A piece is a piece, and 15...cxdS
16 Wc2 merely gives the bS-knight a
menacing role.

16 dxe6 fxe6?

This leads to a clear advantage to
White, as does 16...2e7? 17 exf7+
8 18 Wxd8+ £xd8 19 Le3, when
Black’s extra piece is irrelevant and
White is in control. Vladimirov of-
fers an improved version of this line,
suggesting that White has sufficient
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compensation after 16..Wxd1 17
exf7+ &e7 18 Rxdl. It is not easy
for Black to find a way out of the
bind (taking the e4-pawn opens the
e-file for White to set up a discov-
ered check), while White threatens
to improve his position further, for
example &c1-g5 followed by Bd1-
al.

17 Wxds+ xd8
18 O f7+ de8
19 &xh8

White is an exchange up but his
knight is trapped. However, this is
still a useful piece, for Black is occu-
pied with capturing it at some point,
leaving White free to threaten to put
his long-range rook to good use on
the queenside.

19 .. 2c5

After 19...2xed (19...Dxed? 20
Eel) 20 £b2 the bishop’s presence
on the al-h8 diagonal indirectly

helps the white knight, and Bf1-al is

coming.
20 Red! fxe3
21 fxe3 £ xed

21...22bd7 runs into 22 e5! Kxg2
23 exf6! Kxf124 fxg7 D625 xfl,
e.g. 25...2g8 26 g4 Re7 27 g5, fol-
lowed by h2-h4-h5-h6, g5-g6.

22 Rxfe!

The final, decisive simplification.
22 .. gxf6
23 Sfixed <18

Or 23..f5 24 £d3 8 25 Kxb5
g7 26 e4! and White brings his
king over to d4.

24 Kxh7 f5

24...3g7 25 £d3 is also winning
for White.

The game ended: 25 Kg6 Dd7 26
&h5 &g7 27 Dg6 Th6 28 D4 €5
29 L8 6 30 Lxb5 exf4 31 exfd
g6 32 £d3 DdS5 33 &2 $f6 34
h3 &¢c7 35e31-0.
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At first glance the development of
the knight on c6 looks wrong since
the c7-pawn is obstructed, and ...c7-
cS often plays an important part in
Black’s fight against his opponent’s
control of the centre. However, the
ideahereis to forego the thrust of the
c-pawn in favour of a timely ...Ha8-
b8 followed by ...b7-b5 to defend the
c4-pawn. Black will continue ac-
cording to how White tries to prevent
this, and the knight often proves to
be well-placed on c6 — for example,
a2-a4 weakens the squares b4 and
b3, thus inviting ...2)c6-a5/b4.

In order for White toremain in the
driving seat I recommend 6 Wa4,
which practically forces Black into a
different kind of game entirely from
the one he would like.

Incidentally, some players prefer
5...a6 and then 6...%)c6, an order of
moves which is covered in Krasen-
kov-Kaidanov, Game 5, note to
Black’s 6th move.

Game 7
G.Flear - Marciano
Toulouse 1996

1d4 916 2 c4 e6 3g3 d5 4 2\f3 dxcd
58g2
5 .. A%
6 Wad(D)
This simple move presents Black
with less in the way of choice than
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does the equally popular 6 0-0. If
White is allowed to take the c4-pawn
at leisure his centre and space advan-
tage will leave him well in control,
so it is essential for Black to seek
fluid development and to avoid drift-
ing into a passive position.
6 .. Sbd+

Developing a piece and (tempo-
rarily) preventing the capture of the
c4-pawn. Alternatives:

a) 6..WdS is interesting, and
worked out well for Black in Bukié-
Cvetkovié, PortoroZ 1971, when 7 0-0
(7@Dc3 &b4) 7..2d7 8 Dc3 Wh5 9
Wxc4 £d6 10 e4 e5 11 dxeS5?! is
met by 11...2g4!, forcing 12 h3 (12
exd6? Dce5) 12...0gxes 13 Dxe5
DxeS 14 We2 (14 Wd5 &xh3!, fol-
lowed by 15 f4? £c5+) 14...Wxe2
15 Dxe2 &bS 16 Rel &d3 and
Black was in control. An improve-
ment is 11 dS, which is slightly bet-
ter for White, as is 10 &2b5 followed
by 2b5xd6+ and f.c1-f4.

=
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b) 6...22d7 7 Wxcd4 Db6 8 Wd3
gives White an edge.

c) The idea behind 6...2d7 is to
activate the queenside pieces and
challenge the d4-pawn after 7 Wxc4
PaSs (7...4e7 simply loses a tempo
after ...c7-c5, d4xc5 Re7xc5, while
abandoning the ...c7-c5 break is too
passive) 8 Wd3 ¢S (D).
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Then 9 0-0 Xc8 10 Dc3 (10 dxc5
£xc511 De50-0 12 Kg5 Kc6 13
Wxd8 Rfxd8 14 Dxc6 Dxc6 15 %Xc3
is a recommendation of Minev)
10...2¢6 11 Bd1, when Black must
decide what to do with the centre
pawns (11...2¢€7 12 ed):

cl) 1l...cdignoresthed-pawn al-
together; considering White’s dou-
bled major pieces on the d-file this
seems to be asking for trouble. The
game Fta¢nik-Lechtynsky, Czecho-
slovakia 1979, went 12 Wc2 (threat-
ening 13 e4) 12..2b4 13 d5! (an
aggressive attempt to improve on
13 £g5 0-0 14 e4 £xc3 15 Kxf6
Wx£6 16 bxc3, which left White with
a useful centre in Spiridonov-Taima-
nov, Bulgaria 1974) 13...exd5 14 e4
fxc3 15 exdS (15 bxc3!? Dxed 16
£a3) 15...5xdS (15...&xdS 16 bxc3

{16 Wxc3 0-0 17 £g5} 16...0-0 17
g5 g6 18 Lxd5 Dxd5 19 Qed) 16
bxc3 0-0 17 Dg5 g6 18 He4 (threat-
ening 19 .a3) 18...We7 19 £g5. Af-
ter the brief flurry of exchanges
19...f6! (19...We5? 20 f4 and 21
Exd5, etc.) 20 Bxd5! £xd5 (20.. fxg5
21 Rxa5 b6 22 Rad!) 21 Dxf6+
Exf6 22 f£xd5+ g7 23 Kxf6+
(maintaining some of the tension
with 23 Wd2 looks good) 23...&xf6
(23...Wxf6 24 Rel keeps White on
top) White could have activated his
queen with 24 Wd2!, threatening to
bring the rook to the e-file (Black’s
knight still sits on the edge of the
board).

c2) 1l...cxd4 is less ambitious
but atleast deprives White of attack-
ing in the centre. Dizdarevi¢-Vuk-
ovié¢, Yugoslavia 1990, saw White
produce a theoretical novelty after
12 Hxd4 Lxg2 13 Pxg2 Kcs
(13...a6 14 Wf3! favours White) 14
Wb5+ Wd7!. Instead of the old 15
Wxa5, which is good enough only
for equality (15...8xd4, and Black
can escape the pin on the d-file with
acheck on c6), he found 15 &e3! (15
Wxd7+ @Dxd7 16 Ded also seems
like a good try for advantage). This
logical developing move practically
forces 15...Wxb5, when 16 @dxb5!
a6 17 &xc5 RAxc5 18 b4! Rc6 19
bxa$5 axb5 20%xb5 brings about an
ending which is not particularly
pleasant for Black.

7 Kd2!

Blocking the check with the
knight (on d2 or c3) puts Black under
less pressure than the text — which
threatens £d2xb4 —and thus permits



the second player to keep his extra
pawn after 7...2d5.
7 .. &ds
8 Kxbd

8 WbS5 is an interesting alterna-
tive, investing a further tempo to ap-
proach the c4-pawn around Black’s
awkward bishop. White must be pre-
pared to remain a pawn down in re-
turn for compensation in the form of
an overall territorial superiority (see
‘a’).

a) Romanishin-Dokhoian, Bad
Godesberg 1994 went 8...2xd2+ 9
&Hbxd2 c3 (9...2Db6 10 Dxcs Wd5
11 Wxd5 exdS 12 Dcd2 leads to a
queenless middlegame in which the
c-file is more useful than the e-file)
10 bxc3 Dxc3 11 Wd3 HdS. Black
has made several knight moves and
White’s queen has also been busy,
but from here on Black has to be sat-
isfied with a rather cramped posi-
tion. After 12 0-0 0-0 13 Racl We7
14 e4 @Db6 15 Rfdl, the natural
15...e5 seems to lose more than it
gains, e.g. 16 d5 b4 17 Wb3 L.g4
18 h3 (18 d6?! Wxd6 19 Hc4 We7
20 QcxeS LKe6) 18... £xf3 19 Dxf3
Qa6 20 Wc3 Bfe8 21 £f1! Dad 22
We3 £6c5 23 £b5 Kec8 24 Wa3,
Instead of 15...e5 Dokhoian played
15..Xd8 16 £b3 £d7 (16...Hxd4?
17 ©bxd4 e5 loses to 18 Ac6) witha
complicated struggle ahead.

b) With 8...0-0 Black wastes no
time choosing to let the pawn go,
now that White’s queen will take one
more move to make the capture.

bl) In Fominykh-Plachetka, Ri-
mavska Sobota 1991, 9 Wxcd was
soon followed by equality thanks to
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the thematic 9...2b6 10 Wd3 e5. Af-
ter 11 £xb4 Dxb4 12 Wd2 D6 13
dxeS We7 14 0-0 Dxe5 15 Dxe5
Wxe5 16 Dc3 c6 17 Rfdl Keb
White had nothing.

b2) Romanishin-Brodsky, Niko-
laev Z 1995 was more interesting.
The artificial 9 £¢3 still met with
9...e5, introducing the complicated
sequence 10 dxe5 2e6110-0 a6 12
Wad 215 13 Hh4 £xbl 14 Raxbl
2xc3 15 Wxcd4 Kxe5 16 L£xds.
Now, instead of 16...Wf6?! 17 &xc6
bxc6 18 b3, with aserious structural
advantage to White, Black should
have played 16...2a5!, e.g. 17 We4
216 18 b4 c6, etc.

8 .. 2xb4 (D)
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Already we find ourselves at a
major branching point. Depending
on White’s next move, the game
should either reach a quite specific
ending or become terribly messy.

9 00

Perhaps justifiably, White rejects
the messy option, settling for the
more sober prospect of a slight edge
in the ending.

a) The risk-takers will find 9 a3
tempting, although Black tends to
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benefit most from the ensuing fire-
works. The fun starts after 9...bS 10
WxbS (but not 10 Wd1? Dd5 11 e4
@b6 12 &c3 a6, and Black's extra
pawn forms part of a dangerous
queenside majority, Osmanbego-
vié-Mrdja, Cannes 1995) 10...2Dc2+
11 &d2! (much better than 11 &d1,
for reasons which will soon become
apparent, while 11 &f1 does not at-
tack the knight and gave Black time
for 11...8d7 in Bogdanovski-Dorf-
man, Cannes 1990: 12 a2 #2xd4
13 Dxd4 Dxd4 14 Wc5 Db3 15
Wxc4 Eb8, etc.) and now Black can

play (D).
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al) Here 11...8d7!? invites the
trade of three pieces for White's
queen. Thought to be a good deal for
White, it was put to the test in
Chetverik-Grabliauskas, St Martin
1996: 12 ®xc2 (this capture was not
available to Bogdanovski after 11
&f1) 12...2Dxd4+ 13 Dxd4 Kxb5 14
@xb5 Bb8 15 Kcb6+ Rf8 16 Dlc3
We7 17 Bhdl WcS5, and now 18 &f3
Exb5 (18...a6 19 d4 Wb6 20 b4!
cxb3+ 21 &b2) 19 Rd8+ de7 20
Exh8 Eb3 would have been equal
according to Chetverik.

a2) 11..%xal is seen more often,
followed by the forced 12 Wxc6+
£d7 13 Wxcd:

a21) 13..Kb8 is the old move,
which turned out well for White in
the game Zilbershtein-Raetsky, Vor-
onezh 1988: 14 b4 c5 15 @3 (15
Wc3 cxb4 16 axb4 a5 17 Wxal axb4
18 DeS favours White) 15...cxd4 16
Ded £b517 Wa2 d3 18 Rxal dxe2+
19 el 0-0 20 Wd2 Wb6 21 We3
Hfd8 22 Wxb6 Exb6 23 &3 Kab
24 Dgl!, etc.

a22) Now 13...c5 has taken over.
After 14 Wa2 WaS+, Dizdarevi¢-
Mitkov, Yugoslav Ch 1991 contin-
ued 15 b4! (better than 15 &c3 cxd4
16 ©xd4 Bd8 17 Bxal e5 18 @b3
Wb6 19 dc2 Wxf2 {19..Ke6 20
Rd1 Wxf2) 20 fLe4 Hc8) 15...cxb4
16 Wxal Xc8 17 DeS £b5 18 a4! 0-0
19 Ke4! Bfd8 20 e3 £6 21 &3 f5
22 £d3 &xd3 23 exd3 with an un-
clear position.

b) 9 DeS has also been tried:

bl) In StajCi€-Luther, Kecskemet
1993, the position after 9...0-0 10
Kxc6 (10 Dxc6 Dxc6 11 Kxch al-
lows 11...Wxd4!7, while 11 e3 eS is
fine for Black) 10...2xc6 11 @Dxc6
bxc6 12 Wxc4 Zb8! 13 0-0 Xxb2 14
@c3 Wd6 15 Rabl Bb6 was very
similar to that in the main game, the
only difference being that Black’s
queen stands on d6 and the b6-
square has not been weakened by
...a7-a6.

b2) 9..8d7 is interesting. Vakhi-
dov-Ziatdinov, Tashkent 1987 illus-
trated how easily White can drift into
trouble: 10 £a37? (10 0-0 makes much
more sense) 10..d3+! 11 &Hxd3



(11 exd3 @Dxe5 and 12...2Dxd3+)
11...cxd3 12e3 d2+! 13 &xd2e5 14
d5 &De7 15 Wed 0-0 and the exposed
white king was a cause for concern.

Returning to calmer waters, 9 0-0
is the first part of a long-term strat-
egy directed at crippling Black’s
queenside pawn structure by ex-
changes on c6. Black goes along
with this because — apart from re-
maining a pawn up — he hopes to ex-
ploit the subsequent opening of the
b-file.

9 .. Zb8

In this particular game Black ac-
tually played 9...a6, but I have in-
verted these moves in order to
include the note to Black’s 10th
move.

10 &c3 a6

If Black is not satisfied with the
continuation in the main game he
can avoid any damage to his queen-
side pawns with 10..2d7, which
was first seen in Romanishin-Alek-
sandrov, Pula 1990. For the next few
moves all the action could be found
on the queenside: 11 a3 b5 12 Hxb5
&d5 (12...a6 13 &c3 &xd4 should
be met with 14 Wa5!, e.g. 14...0b3
15 We5 f6 16 Wed {16 Wh5+!? g6
17 Wh6} 16...2xal 17 axb4 b3 18
Wxcd) 13 Dc3 (13 ed!? &xce7 14
exd5 £xb5 15 Wxa7 exdS is slightly
better for White) 13...Xxb2 14 Wxc4
@a5 15 Wd3 Bb3 16 Rfcl. After
16...c5 17 Wd2! c4 (17..Xb8? 18
Dxd5 b3 19 We3 and the e6-pawn
is pinned) 18 &e5 Hxc3 19 Axc3
£b5 (again 19...2b87? 20 Hxc4 Hb3
falls short, this time to 21 &)d6+ &e7
{21...%f8 22 Wf4} 22 Bxb3 Rxb3
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23 Wg5+ £6 24 Wc5 $f8 25 Wxa7
and White is in control) 20 a4 the
black king was about to come under
fire. The game lasted just over a
dozen more moves: 20...£6 (20...£a6
21 Exb3 Dxb3 {21...cxb3 22 &x6
Dxc6 23 Kxcb+ Pf8 24 Wbd +) 22
£.c6+ 2f8 23 Wbd+ g8 24 Adl hS
{24.. W18 25 Wc3} 25 d5!) 21 axb5
fxe522 Lc6+! Dxc6 23 bxcbd Axc3
(23...Wxd4 24 Wxd4 exd4 25 Exc4)
24 Wxc3 Wxd4 25 Wa3! &f7 (or
25.. X826 c7 Wxf2+ 27 hl &d7
28 Bdl+, etc.) 26 €3 Wd3 (26...Wb6
27 Wxa7+ Wxa7 28 Rxa7+ &6 29
Ha4 e4 30 Bxc4 Hc8 {30...%e5 31
Hd4) 31 g2 Pe532c7) 27 Wxa7+
&f6 28 Wb7 c3 29 Ha7 Rg8 30
W7+ g5 31 ha+ gd 32 g2 We2
33 Rad+ 1-0.
11 %DeS

Consistent with the plan to under-
mine Black’s queenside, White gives
his bishop a better view of the h1-a8
diagonal and brings to three the
number of his pieces which are fo-
cused on c6. Others fail to deliver
any chances of an advantage:

a) 11 a3 did nothing to trouble
Black in Kaidanov-Bykhovsky, New
York 1990: 11...b5 12 Wd 1 %d5 13
@ed 0-0 14 Wc2 £5155c3 £b7 16
Rfd1 £aSs 17 Rel b3 18 Radl Wf6
19 3 &Hxc3 20 bxc3 Ked and
Black’s control of the light squares
proved significant.

b) In Romanishin-Sosonko, Po-
lanica Zdroj 1993, there followed 11
Hac1?! 0-0 12 Wa3, and now Black
refrained from pushing his b-pawn
two squares immediately in favour
of adding protection to the c5-square
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with 12...b6!, resulting in an advan-
tage for the second player after 13
Rfdl (13 De4 aS5, intending to meet
14 Bxc4 by 14...Ra6) 13..We7! 14
&bl b5 15 b3 cxb3 16 axb3 Rd8 17
&c3 h6! 18 Ded e5! 19 dxe5 (19
Dxe5 Dxd4) 19...L15.
11 .. 0-0

11..Wxdd4 12 Dxc6 Dxc6 13
Lxc6+bxc6 14 Wxco+ Wd7 15 Wxcd
is excellent for White (the prospect
of a rook coming to the d-file pre-
vents Black from capturing on b2).

12 &Dxc6 Dxc6
13 fKxc6 bxc6
14 Wxc4!

After 14 Wxc6 Black should re-
ject 14..Xxb2 15 Wxc4 in favour of
14...Wxdd, when practice has shown
that White does not have enough for
an advantage. D.Gurevich-Wojtkie-
wicz, Geneva 1996 is typical: 15
Rfd1 We5 (15...Wb6 16 Wxc4 Wxb2
17 Bab1) 16 Bd2 Bb4 17 Hc1 £b7
18 Wd7 Wc5 19 a3 b3 20 Bcc2 h6
21 Wd4 Wxd4 22 Exd4 Bb8 23 f3

£d5, etc.
14 .. Xxb2
15§ Xabl b6

Correctly refusing to surrender
the b-file, and offering the helpless
pawns on a6 and c¢6 some much-
needed protection.

16 WcS(D)

Black’s extra pawn is not particu-
larly relevant here. Apart from the
broken queenside pawns there is
the problem of the bishop, which is
yet to make a contribution to the
game and has little future at the mo-
ment. Thanks to 16 Wc5 the black
queen is also short of a reasonable
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post — the e7-square is unavailable
and 16..Wd6? is now out of the
question because the b6-rook will no
longer be defended after 17 Wxd6
cxd6. The good news for Black is the
solidity of his compact position — if
White is to generate an edge which is
sufficient to press for more, then the
middlegame (and subsequent end-
game) must be negotiated adeptly.
This means exploiting the slight
but significant weaknesses in the
black queenside to the full. A good
start is a2-a4-a5, evicting the rook
and consequently subjecting the en-
emy pawns to more pressure.
16 .. hé6

Preparing to challenge White’s

dominant queen with ... Wd8-g5.
17 Rfd1

After the immediate 17 a4 Black
can halt the a-pawn with 17...a5 as
the d4-pawn is defended only by the
queen. This was seen in Roman-
ishin-Bonsch, Berlin 1990. White
then played 18 Rfd1, but Black re-
mained active: 18...2a6 19 e3 (19
Wxa5 Exbl, and Black regains the
pawn, e.g. 20 Xxbl Wxd4 21 Wxa6
Wxc3) 19...Wg5! 20 Zxb6 Wxc5 21
dxc5 cxb6 22 cxb6 Bb8 23 Bbl £d3

7

9
Z




24 b2 P8 with a completely equal
ending.

By supporting the d4-pawn White
renews the positional threat of push-
ing his a-pawn - hence Black’s next
move.

17 ... Wes?!

Flear considers this natural move
to be imprecise, and I tend to agree
with him, 17...£d7 is thought to be
Black’s best, accepting (at least for
the moment) a poor post for the
bishop in order to bring the queen
into the game along the back rank. In
Stummer-Luther, Kecskemet 1993,
this plan worked well for Black: 18
a4 Wb8! 19 a5 Hb2 (the point) 20
Wa3 (20 Rxb2 Wxb2 21 Rbl is
wortha try) 20...2xbl 21 Exbl Wa7,
and now 22 Wb4?! presented Black
with an opportunity to finally liber-
ate his bishop by returning the extra
pawn — after 22...c5! 23 Wxc5 Wxc5
24 dxc5 f.c6 Black was suddenly
in charge. C.Horvath-Luther, Buda-
pest 1991 saw the less obliging 22
WeS Wxc5 23 dxc5 £c8. The game
did not last much longer, the playerg
agreeing to split the point after 24
Hb8 e5 25 f4 exf4 26 gxfd4 Keb6 27
Hb7 Rd8 28 Hxc7 Hd4 29 e4 Hc4.
However, Black’s position is quite
uncomfortable after 23...2.c8, sug-
gesting that White should approach
the ending with more patience be-
cause his opponent is too cramped to
do anything active (...Xf8-d8-d4 is
impossible while White has Rbl-
b8). Horvath’s 24 Rb8 seems to
waste a move and 25 f4 is certainly
not relevant. A more positive strat-
egy is to keep the position closed and
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bring the king to the centre before
turning to Black’s weak queenside
pawns; the versatile knight has a
wonderful outpost available on b4,

18 Hxbé cxb6

19 Wxb6 eS

Black’s plan to give the bishop

more freedom at the cost of returning
the extra pawn does not appear to
have improved his chances of equal-
ity since the pawns on a6 and c6 are
still weak and White’s grip on the
dark squares has not really dimin-
ished. White, on the other hand, is
fortunate not to have any weaknesses
which Black can try to exploit.

20 h4

White uses this ‘free’ move to

give his king more breathing space,
depriving Black of the opportunity to
plant the bishop on h3. Flear has sug-
gested 20 WcS?! as a promising alter-
native, though White is also doing
well in the game.

20 .. W6
21 dxeS WxeS
22 Rds Exds

Not 22...Wxc3?? 23 Exf8+ (and
if 23...Pxf8 then 24 Wd8#).

23 Wxds+ <h7
24 Wxc8 Wxc3
25 Wxaé6 (D)

White has emerged with a mate-
rial lead of one pawn, which is sig-
nificant in that Black has to avoid
exchanging queens into a helpless

pawn ending.
25 .. Wel+
26 g2 c5

Black’s only practical chance is to
push his own passed pawn in the
hope of distracting White.
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27 a4 c4
28 as c3
29 Wd3+ g6
30 a6 c2
31 h5?

Unfortunately for White this
tempting advance is only good

enough to draw here, but Flear could
have ended a well-played game with
a full point by first playing 31 Wc4!.
Only after 31..%g8 (31..g7 32
Wc3+ and 33 a7) does White ad-
vance the h-pawn: 32 h5! (threaten-
ing h5xg6 followed by Wcdxf7+)
32...5 (32...gxh5 comes to the same
thing) 33 Wc8+ &h7 (33...sg7 34
Wc3+ and 35 a7) 34 a7 and Black
can resign because the clearing of
the bl-h7 diagonal means that after,
forexample, 34...Wal White simply

takes on c2 with check.
31 .. wd1!
32 hxg6+ fxg6
33 a7 c1W
1.1



5 Open Catalan: 5...£d7

This move has grown in popular-
ity fairly recently after being cham-
pioned by Korchnoi. The plan is
simple — Black intends to challenge
White'’s light-squared bishop by
...8&d7-c6 instead of ...b7-b6 and
...8.c8-b7 (which can leave the c6-
square weak).

I like the forcing 6 De5, as 6 Wc2
£.¢6 transposes to 5 Wad+ Rd7 6
Wxc4, a variation which I think pre-
sents Black with no problems, and 6
@bd2 £b4 (intending to meet 7 Wc2
with 7...2b5!7) offers Black excel-
lent chances of equality.

6 @De5 requires White to forget
about the sacrificed pawn for a while
and to concentrate instead on chip-
ping away at those light squares in
Black’s camp which are weakened
by the exchange of the d7-bishop.
Combine this with a well-timed ad-
vance of the centre pawns, and Black
may not be prepared for the opening
up of the position.

Game 8
Petucsson - Zso.Polgar
Arhus 1993

1d4d52 cd4e63 DIINI64 g3 dxcd
58g2

S5 .. 247

6 Des K6

Black is passive after 6...2c6 7
@xcd.

7 @Dxc6 Dxc6
8 00 Wd7

Defending c6 in anticipation of
...b7-bS.

9 e3 Xbs

The b8-square is a good place
for the rook now that Black has de-
cided to support her c4-pawn with
...b7-b5 (otherwise White recaptures
and emerges with a better game
thanks to the bishop pair and grip on
the light squares). With the rook on
a8 there may be problems with pins
on the h1-a8 diagonal and on the a-
file (after a2-a4 and ...a7-ab).

10 We2 bS
11 b3!

The only consistent follow-up.
White concentrates on the weak-
nesses in Black’s queenside (a7, a6,
bS, ¢6), confident that after Black’s
next move, which is practically
forced, the open lines will present
White with the opportunity to regain
the sacrificed pawn with aslight ad-
vantage.
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11 ... cxb3
Here we see another use of
9..Xb8 — the bS-pawn is defended.

12 axb3 b6 (D)
T Te¥ X

v & %W7

% /////ﬁﬁ

The point of Black’s opening
play. Black accepts that there is no
sensible way to keep the extra pawn,
so she sets about propping up her
queenside before continuing with
the development of the kingside
pieces. The diagram position is im-
portant because 12...KXb6 threatens —
albeit at the cost of a few moves - to
leave Black’s queenside intact after
13...a6. Consequently White must
now make a crucial decision: part
with the influential Catalan bishopin
order to win back the pawn, or make
the sacrifice permanent and rely on
his more active pieces and lead in
development to provide sufficient
compensation.

As we shall see, White should
emerge with an advantage whichever
option he chooses (one is just more
complicated than the other).

13 Rd1

In the majority of games at inter-
national level White has preferred to
ignore the pawn in favour of a lasting

initiative. White’s plan in the main
game is based on expanding in the
centre with e3-e4, trying to exploit
Black’s somewhat limitedinfluence
in this area of the board. The text
simply offers the d-pawn extra pro-
tection in preparation for this ad-
vance (placing the rook on the same
file as Black’s queen may also prove
useful), but 13 Kb2 serves the same
purpose and should transpose, since
the moves Bf1-d1, £cl1-b2, Dbl<3
and e3-e4 all fit in with the overall
strategy. After 13 £b2 Black can
make use of the b4-square for the
bishop, 13...8b4, much as in the
next note. This was first tried in the
game Tukmakov-Sanchez Guirado,
Benidorm 1993, and again White
took the opportunity to push his d-
pawn: 14 Bd1 (14 fxc6 Wxc6 15
Exa7 0-0 16 Bc1 Wd5 17 Wc2 (17
Raxc7 Wxb3 with an equal position}
17...c5 18 dxc5 Ec6 is only a little
better for White according to Tuk-
makov) 14...a6 (14...0-0 transposes
to Gleizerov-C.Horvath, above) 15
d5!? exd5 16 £xf6 gxf6 17 KxdS5!
(taking with the rook is more active
than 17 £xd5, which is far from clear
after 17...0-0) with this position (D):

/{////// D3
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The game continued 17...We6 18
d2 de7!? (18...2e7 19 Bd3! 0-0
20 Hcl, and White has more than
enough for a pawn) 19 Rd1 Xd8 20
Wh5! (the queen does seem power-
ful on h5 after the doubling of
Black’s f-pawns; d5, f7, f6,f5 and d5
are all weaknesses) 20...2bb8 21
Ded! BxdS (21..%e5 allows 22
Dxf6!, e.g. 22...2xf6 23 Wha+) 22
Hxd5 Bd8 23 Zf5! (White should
keep up the pressure on his oppo-

nent’s damaged kingside; 23 &5 .

Kxc5 24 Bxc5 De5! 25 Bxc7+ Bd7
favours Black, who can concentrate
on using his queenside pawn major-
ity now that the e4-knight has gone).
Now Black should grab the opportu-
nity to get rid of the remaining pair
of rooks with 23..Kd1+! 24 Wxd1
Wxf5, when 25 g4 We6 26 §g3
leaves White sufficient play for the
pawn; instead 23...Wxb3? 24 £f3!
leaves Black’s kingside seriously
short of defence (24...2c3 25 Bc5).

After the alternative continuation
13 £xc6 Wxc6 14 Xxa7 the charac-
ter of the game is completely differ-
ent, with White content to exchange
pieces and simplify to an ending in
which Black’s queenside pawns are
targets (White’s superior pawn struc-
ture also affords him good control of
the centre).

a) In the game Krasenkov-Kel-
eCevié, Wattens 1989, which saw 13
&.xc6 for the first time, Black elimi-
nated White’s unwelcome rook with
14..Ka6. After 15 Bxa6 Wxa6 16
£b2 Black’s kingside was still unde-
veloped, while White was ready to
generate more pressure on the other
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side of the board. The game contin-
ued 16...2e7 (very good for White is
16..Wb7 17 Ecl £d6 18 Ha3! b4
19 & c4, when his centre pawns are
about to spring into action with f2-f3
and e3-e4) 17 Hc1 Wb7 18 Da3!c6
(Krasenkov gives 18...2xa3 19 f.xa3
b4 20 £b2 0-0 21 f3 with a clear ad-
vantage to White) 19 Wc2! dd7,
with a difficult game for Black (e3-
e4 is coming).

b) Black concentrated on devel-
opment in Stohl-Zsu.Polgar, Rimav-
ska Sobota 1991. After 14...2d6 15
£a3 Lxa3 (15..b4 merely hands
over the c4-square) 16 9xa3 0-0 17
Wc2 Wxc2 18 Hxc2 Hd5 19 Kfal
Rc6 20 a3 He3 21 dg2! g6 22
Ec1 Zb8 23 &bl b4 24 Ra2! Black
soon had to part with a pawn (25
Rac2 is threatened, and 24...2)xa2
25 Bxc6 Bb7 26 Rc2 Ra7 27 #f3
does not help Black).

Although 13 &xc6 gives White
reasonable chances to press for the
full point, keeping the light-squared
bishop on the board and retaining the
tension is more appealing to most
players as Black musttread carefully.

13 .. a6

In Gleizerov-C.Horvath, Buda-
pest 1989, Black played 13...2b4
with the idea of depriving White of
extra influence in the centre by re-
moving the knight should it come to
c3. However, by opening lines with a
timely d4-d5 it is White who strikes
first in the struggle for the centre, as
was demonstrated in the game: 14
£b2 0-0 15d5!? exd5 (15...2xd5 16
ed) 16 £xf6 gxf6 17 XxdS We6 18
Wh5! and White’s dominasion of the
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light squares allowed him to operate
almost unchallenged.
14 D3
If 14 2b2 then 14...Ke7 trans-
poses after 15 &c3 (15 d5? exd5 16
£.xf6 £xf6), while 14...8b4 15 d5!?
was dealt with in the previous note
(Tukmakov-Sanchez Guirado).
14 .. Ke7
15 2b2
15 d5?! is inaccurate here - after
15...exd5 16 Dxd5 Dxd5 17 Exd5
(17 &xd5 £f6!) 17..We6 Black’s
kingside pawns are intact, so White
has little to show for the sacrificed
pawn.
15 .. b4
Putting the knight on areasonable
outpost and adding support to the
important d5-square. 15...0-0 16 e4
transposes to J.Horvath-Haba, Pra-
gue 1989. Then 16...2Db4 brings us
back to the main game, but Black
tried 16...Ke8. After 17 e5 &d5 18
&xd5 exd5 19 f4 b4 20 Rdc1 Rd8
21 £f3! White's space advantage,
mobile kingside pawn majority and
active pieces were beginning to tell
(&13-g4 is threatened). Black’s prob-
lems in this game were caused by his
having to recapture on d5 with the e-
pawn - hence 15...23b4, which keeps
an eye on a possible d4-d5 and
leaves Black ready to occupy the d5-
square in the event of e4-eS5.
16 e4
With every piece now in play the
next logical step for White is to ex-
pand in the centre.
16 .. 0-0 (D)
The middlegame phase has be-
gun, so it is time to make some sort
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of evaluation of the position in or-
der to establish whether White has
enoughcompensation forapawn. A
brief scan of the pawn configura-
tions points to White’s formidable
centre pawns, which control c5, d5
and e5 and also threaten to enter en-
emy territory if the opportunity
arises (at the moment it is d4-d5,
opening lines, which looks more
dangerous than e4-e5). White's
pieces, too, are well-placed — one
rook has a clear view of the a6-pawn,
the other supports the menacing d-
pawn, the bishops have excellent
prospects on the long diagonals (the
light-squared bishop will never even
be challenged) and the queen and
knight control some key squares.
Black does not enjoy such space
and activity, but she does still have
an extra pawn. There are two ‘ideal’
strategies for the defender in situ-
ations such as this: weather the storm
and emerge with the material lead
intact, or find the right moment tore-
turn the pawn in the hope of nullify-
ing the aggressor’s initative.
Theoretically, perhaps, the game
is balanced, but the defensive task
tends to be harder to carry out in



practice. Incidentally, the diagram
position is well-known, and White’s
next is new.

17 2h3

In Smejkal-Zsu.Polgar, Polanica
Zdroj 1991, White charged his king-
side pawns forward. This ultra-ag-
gressive plan israther loosening, and
after 17 h4 Ha8 (Black can find
counterplay only on the queenside)
18 g4 %e8 19 g5 a5 20 £h3 — with
the idea of d4-d5 — the game was be-
coming complex.

The committal 17 dS!? is best an-
swered by 17...eS — when the partly
closed centre inhibits White’s forces
— rather than 17...exdS?! 18 eS.
However, Petursson’s 17 f4!? is a
logical alternative, clamping down
on the centre and ruling out ...e6-e5
as areply to d4-dS.

With the text White gives the d4-
d5 thrust more punch by pinning the
e6-pawn to Black’s queen.

17 .. We8?!

A perfectly understandable reac-
tion considering the pressure the
queen is coming under on the d-file
and the h3-c8 diagonal. Black tele-
graphs her intention to break out
with ...c7-cS. Nevertheless, spending
much of the game doomed to relative
passivity is often obligatory after ac-
cepting a sacrifice or holding on to
an extra pawn, though it is true that
such a course is not to everyone’s
taste.

Petursson has suggested 17...c6 as
a possible improvement. Then White
could consider 18 £c¢1!? with the
idea of bringing the bishop round to
e3 to practically force the retreat of
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the b6-rook, which in turn under-
mines the defence of the a-pawn. An-
other option is to continue along the
same lines of the game with 18 a2
#xa2 19 Kxa2, again giving Black
no respite in view of the pressure
down the a-file. While these continu-
ations are uncomfortable for Black,
White must try to derive a definite
advantage from his initiative.
18 a2

Black’s b4-knight protects the a-
pawn and the d5-square, so the time
has come for it to be eliminated.

18 .. aHd7
19 f¢c3 Dxa2
20 Xxa2 c5?

All according to plan. On the sur-
face this pawn break is the most
natural choice available — Black has
a queenside pawn majority — but it is
doomed thanks to the layout of the
pieces. Unfortunately for Black the
queen causes her more problems on
e8 than it would have done on d7.

The other ‘obvious’ candidate is
20...c6, which doubles Black’s influ-
ence on the d5-square but still does
nothing to prevent the thematic push.
Then after 21 d5! cxd5 22 exd5
Black should accept that White has
the better game and play 22...20b8
(Petursson), instead of 22...exd5? 23

Bell, etc.
21 dS exd5
22 exd5 &f6
23 RKaS Xdé

24 Hel!!(D)

White has made sure that Black’s
extra queenside pawn has no bearing
on the game whatsoever. The real
battle is taking place in the middle of
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the board. White’s major pieces are
ready to dominate the centre files
and his bishops control the key
squares d7 and d8, and the dark-
squared bishop threatens to come to
c7 to evict the blockading rook. This
gives the passed d-pawn even more
significance, and Black is not helped
by being so cramped. All these in-
gredients combine to create an initia-
tive of decisive proportions.
24 .. Dxd5

24...WDb8 fails to 25 Wxe7 Ke8 26
£c¢7!, when White wins too much
material. Trying to untangle with
24...2.d8 only leads to Black being
forced to respond to 25 Wf3 with
25...&¢e7. Then White has 26 £c7!
Hxd5 27 Rae2 with a winning posi-
tion. With this in mind, Black grabs
the potentially game-winning pawn
in the hope of being able to weather
the storm (at least White cannot af-
ford to slip now that he is two pawns
down).

25 Rd2 b4

Isolating the dark-squared bishop,
although White should be quite con-
tent to leave it on a5 anyway. Critical
is 25...Wa8, which is best answered
with 26 WeS!, tying down Black’s

bishop and threatening to switch to
the d-file with Hel-d1 to create a

new, decisive pin. Then could follow
26...Ke827 Red1 218 28 Wf5 g6 29
Wf3 Ze530Kg2 (D).
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Black’s knight is the victim of two
deadly pins, from which there is no
escape. Chasing the queen away
with 30...Rf5 31 We4 Ke6 32 Wc2
Rd6 is futile in view of 33 Exd5!
Rfxd5 34 Axd5 Bxd5 35 We2!, when
the a5-bishop prevents Black from
lifting the pin, forexample 35...c4 36
bxc4 bxcd 37 Wf3 ¢3 38 &xc3 WS
(38...Wc6 39 £d2) 39 Wf6, etc.

Another wry is 25...Wc6. Again
Black lifts the pin on the e-file only
to walk into another: 26 £g2! £f6
(26...£d8 27 £xd8 Rdxds 28 Wdl)
27 Rxd5! Rxd5 28 Wf3 £d8 29
fc3.

26 WM W6
27 4g2 Ee6
28 Wd1!

Not28Red1? Wb5. Dropping the
other rook back to dl, 28 Edd1, is
possible but not as strong as the
text - after 28...2d8 29 £ xd8 Rxd8
30 Re3! (30 Re2? Rde8! 31 Red2
@e7) 30...c4! (30...Red6 31 Red3,



for example 31..2e7? 32 Rxd6
Qxd6 33 Exd6 Wxd6 34 Wa8+) 31
bxc4 Wxc4 32 Red3 White is clearly
better but not necessarily winning.
28 .. Wb5
After 28..Bxel+ 29 Wxel We6
30 Be2 Wd6 31 £xdS (31 BeS Df4)
31...Wxd5 32 xe7 Wxb3 33 £b6
Wc4 34 ZeS White is still in control.
29 fxds Wxa5
30 RKxe6 fxe6
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31 Rd7 216
32 Wde!

By maintaining the momentum of
the initiative White secures the win.
Black has two pawns for the ex-
change but a weak back rank and a
poorly positioned queen leave her
king too vulnerable. The remaining
moves were: 32...e5 33 Xc7!Wa2 34
We6+ h8 35 Hc8 £d8 36 Wr7!

1-0.
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White can answer this move with
6 0-0, 6 &bd2 or 6 Wad. I recom-
mend 6 Wa4, aiming to tidy up in the
centre by activating the queen, after
which White can play to disrupt his
opponent’s development and gener-
ate some pressure on the queenside.
The Catalan bishop also has an im-
portant role to play.

N
N\

Game 9
Monin-Vul
Kecskemet 1992

1d4d52c4e63g3@f64ﬂg2
dxcd 5 &3

5 .. &Hbd7
6 Wad (D)
6 a6

The most appropriate reply, fight-
ing for territory on the queenside and
testing the efficacy of White’s game-
plan in this area of the board.

a) The main alternative is 6...Re7,
which is perfectly playable but does

not address the more pressing mat-
terson the queenside. White can ex-
ploit his opponent’s ‘wasted’ tempo
on the other flank to prevent the
..b7-b5 advance - 7 Wxc4 0-0 8 0-0
and now:

al) After 8..a6 White has 9
Wc2!, allowing him to meet 9...b5
with 10 Qe5.

all) 9..Ha7 was played in the
game Nikolaevsky-Anikaev, Mos-
cow 1972, which saw Black go to
great lengths to push his b-pawn.
However, 10 Zd1 b6 11 De5 b8 12
c3 Dfd7 13 Dcd b5 14 A2 kb7
15 e4 c5 16 d5S gave White the better
game.

al2) 9..c5 makes more sense,
e.g. 10 Bdl Ba711&Dc3 b5 12 a4 b4
13 De5! Dxe5 14 dxe5 Dd7 15 Ded
and White’s space advantage is sig-
nificant, Larsen-Prins, Moscow OL
1956.

a2) The immediate 8...c5 is oc-
casionally seen. Again 9 &dl is the



thematic response, bringing the rook
to the d-file now that an exchange of
the centre pawns is practically inevi-
table. 9..Wb6 (9...a6 10 Wc2 leads
us back to ‘a2’, and 9...cxd4 does not
help, for example 10 Hxd4 Wb6 11
&c3 Wb4 12 Wxbd £xb4 13 Dad,
when Black is still not worry-free in
a cramped queenless middlegame)
10 &c3 a6 11 e4 cxd4 12 Dxd4d De5
13 We2 £4d7 14 b3 Rfd8 15 Le3
Wc7 16 Racl, etc., Grenn-H.Hunt,
Gausdal 1992.

a3) 8...Hb8 supports the ...b7-b5
thrust while simultaneously taking
the rook off the long diagonal. Of
course White should remain as un-
compromising as possible. Thus 9
&c3 a6 10 ad4! is very good for
White, as Black will have difficulties
completing his development and the
rook may be just as poorly placed on
the h2-b8 diagonal if Black wants to
push his c-pawn at some stage.

b) With 6...c6 Black surrenders
the queenside in order to concentrate
on freeing himself with ...e6-e5.
There is no need for White to iry to
prevent this: after 7 Wxc4 £d6
(7...e57 fails to 8 dxe5 Dxe5 9 Dxe5
Wa5+ 10 @3 Wxe5 11 fxc6+) 80-0
e5, 9 Dc30-0 10 Xd1 We7 11 Wb3
exd4 12 §xd4 is one route to advan-
tage for White, while 9 Wc2 We7 10
@c30-011 Zd1h612e4 Re8 13 h3
aS 14 f.e3 is another.

7 Wxcd bs
8 Wc6

Certainly the most uncompromis-
ing reply to the attack on the queen.
Retreating to any of the other three
squares makes life considerably
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easier for Black, who then has no
problems with the thematic ...c7-c5
thrust. With the text White stub-
bornly blockades the c-pawn with
his busy queen and puts the question
to Black’s rook.
8 .. Hb8

8...Ha7 is seen far less frequently,
but with best play White must settle
for just a slight edge. The point is
that 9 24 can be met with9...2b7,
when it is not possible for White to
capture on c7 as 10 Wxc7? loses a
piece to 10.. Wxc7 11 £xc7 &£xf3.
Instead the queen must retreat, when
10...c5 gives Black an easy game.
White does better with the immedi-
ate 9 Wec2 (or 9 0-0 £b7 10 Wc2)
9...8b7 10 0-0, content with the fact
that the rook is rather awkwardly
placedon a7. After 10...cS 11 a4! (D)
Black has three ways to deal with the
pressure on the a-file:
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a) 11..Wa8 12 axb5 axb5 13
Hxa7 Wxa7 14 a3 favours White,
who can still chip away at Black’s
queenside (...b5-b4 hands over the
useful c4-square).

b) Against 11..Wb6 White can
transpose to ‘a’ with 12 axb$ axb5
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13 Exa7, or try instead Neishtadt’s
12 fe3, lining up on the enemy
queen and rook. After 12...20d5 13
dxc5!, the natural 13...2xe3? begins
a series of exchanges from which
White emerges with a won position:
14 cxb6! Dxc2 15 bxa7 Dxal 16
De5! Kxg2 17 Exg2 b6 18 a5 {a8
19 Ecl!, etc. This leaves 13...&xcS
14 & xcS DxcS5 (14...Wxc5? 15 Wxc5
&xc5 16 axb5, etc.) with a slight pull
for White.

¢) In S.Garcia-Sveshnikov, Sochi
1974, Black hit the queen before
advancing the b-pawn: 11...8e4 12
Wd1 b4 13 dxcS Wa8 (13...&xc5 im-
proves, when 14 &bd2 followed by
attacking the other bishop with £d2-
b3 seems like White’s best chance of
retaining an edge) 14 g5 £xc5 15
@bd2 £d5 16 Ecl. Black, still play-
ing without his king’s rook, contin-
ues to strive for equality, but the
game took a turn for the worse for
Black after 16...2e4? (16...Xc7) 17
Dxe4 Kxed 18 Bxc5! Dxc5 19 Wd6
b3 20 Bd1 £6 21 Ke3 Re722 b6
1723 Wxb4. Also bad for Black is
the ostensibly safe 16...2e7, which
invites 17 e4!, e.g. 17...22xe4 18 Dxed
£xed 19 Lxe7 Pxe7 20 Wd4! and
White is clearly better, or 17...2c6
(17...2b7 18 Ke3 leaves Black re-
gretting putting the rook on a7) 18
Wc2 (18...Rc7 19 Dd4 b8 20 K4).

Returning to the main game,
8...Hb8 simply feels like the correct
move. However, even on b8 the rook
is not completely out of harm’s way.

9 Lf4!

Again White inconveniences his

opponent, this time by attacking the

c-pawn and therefore forcing some
kind of concession from Black. The
lifeless 9 0-0 merely transposes to a
position which is thought to be ac-
ceptable to Black after 9...2b7 10
Wc2 c5. In J.Benjamin-A V.Ivanov,
New York 1994, White tried 9 £g5,
and the brief flurry 9...2b7 10 £xf6
£b4+ 11 Dbd2 Wxf6 12 Wxc7 Kxf3
was followed by the players splitting

the point.
9 .. Dds

Forced.
10 fg5 Le7

Practically forced, as 10...2e7
obstructs the f8-bishop and 10...2)f6
loses a whole tempo.

11 Lxe7

White is happy to make this ex-
change, which removes a potentially
useful defender and diverts the black
queen from the defence of the c-
pawn — a factor which will soon be
significant.

11 .. Wxe7 (D)
11..Dxe7 12 Wc2 still leaves
Black with problems on the queen-
side because he has no time for ...c7-

c5 and White will soon clamp down
on the c5-square with £bl-d2-b3.

Fiell X
"R ARNAE L




12 De?

A theoretical novelty aimed to im-
prove upon 12 0-0, which tends to
lead to an ending in which White’s
winning chances are minimal and
Black can look forward to no more
than a draw. Nevertheless, such a
continuation will appeal to fans of
those Catalan endings which feature
symmetrical pawn structures. More-
over, Serper’s spoiler (see the note to
12...20b4) may well take the sting
out of 12 &c3!?, so the tried and
tested 12 0-0 could eventually prove
to be the best move after all. After
12..2b7 13 Wc2 c5 14 dxcS (D) we
have:
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a) 14..WxcS was seen in Abra-
movié-Marjanovié, Yugoslav Ch
1994, which went 15 Wxc5 &xc5 16
Ecl Rc8 17 Del! with a slight edge
to White thanks to the pin on the hl-
a8diagonal. After 17...de7 18 Dd2
Zhd8 19 Ded Dxed 20 Xxc8 Xxc8
21 Kxed £57122 Kg2 a523f4 Kc7
24 &2 h6 25 a3 g5 26 £d3 Black's
self-inflicted weakness on e5 had
made matters worse.

b) Black can also elect to wait be-
fore recapturing on c5, improving
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the position of his rook first with
14...Kc8. This was first seen in An-
dersson-Sunye Neto, Brazil 1981.

bl) The game continued 15
Dbd2 DxcS 16 Rfcl (the alternative
16 Rac1 makes sense), when the po-
sition was already equal according to
Kovagevié. After 16..0-0 17 Qel
Zfd8 18 Wbl Black could have
played 18...2e3 19 &xb7 Wxb7 20
@Ddf3 Dgd with a slight edge. In-
stead there followed 18..Rc7 19
Ded Kdc8 20 Dxc5 Axc5 21 Exc5
Hxc5 with an even game. However,
Black then made the mistake of as-
suming that exchanges would auto-
matically lead to a draw, only to be
taught an unpleasant lesson by the
king of endings.

b2) Twelve years after the above
game White managed to breathe new
life into the variation in Abramovié-
Vujosevié, Yugoslavia 1993, when
he produced 15 b4!?, an interesting
new move which certainly kept
Black on his toes: 15...2xb4 (the
tempting 15...Wf6 runs into 16 Dbd2
@Dxb4 17 Wb3 DAS 18 Ded) 16 Wb2
Das 17 Wxg7 W6 18 Wxf6 2\5xf6!
19 a4! Bxc5 (19...b4 20 Dbd2, when
20...2xc5 21 aS! and 20...Xxc5 21
X bl a5 22 &b3 are both clearly bet-
ter for White) 20 axb5 axb5 21 Dbd2
0-0! 22 Rfbl £xf3 23 &xf3 DeS5 24
2g2 Xb8 and Black must still be
careful. White now quickened the
pace with 25 &b3 Rc4 26 a5 Rc2
27 £4 &§)c4 28 &6 Bb6 29 Hd4 Rd2
30 Dxb5 Axe2 31 £f1 Zed 32 £d3,
but 32...22d2! 33 b2 Df3+ 34 &f2
@Dxh2 35 g2 Dhgd 36 Kxed Dxed
just about kept Black’s head above



82 Open Catalan: 5...2>bd7

water, and a dozen moves later the
game was drawn after White impa-
tiently tried to exploit his material
lead too soon.

Monin’s enterprising 12 &)c3 in-
troduces some interesting possibili-
ties. White’s entire strategy thus far
has been to trouble his opponent’s c-
pawn. By undermining its defence —
first with £c1-f4-g5xe7 and now
with a challenge on the d5-knight —
White intends to capture the pawn,
when the queen on c7 will once
again pressure Black’s queen’s rook.

12 .. b4

The most tempting, interesting
and consequently fashionable con-
tinuation. Still, White's last move
‘closed’ the c-file, permitting Black
to avoid all the fun by forcing an ex-
change of queens with 12...2b7 13
AxdS Lxc6 14 Hxe7 ¥xe7, offer-
ing good prospects of equality ac-
cording to Serper:

a) Inhisnotes Vulgave 15 Rcl as
slightly better for White, and at first
glance White’s continued pressure
on the c-file does look uncomfort-
able for the second player. Later this
assessment was put to the test in
Gleizerov-Serper, Moscow 1992.
After 15..Xb6 16 0-0 (16 #d2 is
fine for Black after both 16...Xd8!
followed by ...e6-€5, and 16...Xc8!?
followed by 17...2xf3 18 £xf3 Rd6
and ...c7-c5 — Serper) 16...Xc8 17
@g5!? (clamping down on c5 with
17 b4 invites 17...a5!? or 17...8d5
18 a3 a5!) 17...2xg2 18 Pxg2 Rd6!
19 37! (19 Rfd1 c5 is equal) 19...c5
20 dxc5 Rd5! Black had a slight
advantage which was eventually

converted. Instead of White’s odd
17th move the more appropriate 17
&d2 is worth investigating. The
knight is aiming forb3, 50 17...&xg2
18 @xg2 c5 is forced, when 19 dxc5
Rxc5 20 &b3 Excl 21 Rxcl gives
White a tiny edge in view of his
slightly more active pieces.

b) 15 0-0 was tried in Woijt-
kiewicz-Kaidanov, New York 1993,
the point being to bring the king’s
rook tocl in order to leave the other
to support the a2-a4 advance. Then
the thematic b2-b4 — which failed in
‘a’ — has more impact as White is
ready to meet the undermining ...a6-
a5 with b4xa5 followed by a2-a4. No
doubt with this in mind, Kaidanov
reacted immediately: 15...2xf3 16
£.xf3 c517 dxc5 Dxc5 18 Rfcl Xhc8
19 Xc2 £d7 20 Racl &b6. Now 21
Rxc8(21 Rc7+d8!) 21.. Bxc8 22
Hxc8 Hxc8 23 b7 allowed White
to grab a pawn in return for the
bishop being trapped after 23...2)d6
24 Rxa6 ®d7, etc. Six moves later a
draw was agreed: 25 b3 ®c6 26 a4
b6 27 Lxb5 HxbS5 28 axb5 Fxb5
29 g2 b4 30 Rf3 Pxb3 12-1.

Incidentally 12...20xc3 13 Wxc3
is clearly better for White in view of
the weaknesses on c6 and c7.

13 Wxc7!

Far from obvious. White intends
to follow up the coming sacrifice of a
rook by bringing his knight to e5, ex-
erting pressure on the b8-rook and
on Black’s queenside in general. 13
Wed £b7 14 Wbl achieves nothing
more than equality.

13 ..
14 &dl!

Oc2+



Believe it or not, 14 &d2? loses.
After 14...2xal 15 Qe5 (15 Hxal is
too slow) 15..Wbd4! White is in
trouble:

a) 16 Dxd7 Wxb2+ 17 &d3
Wc2+ 18 &e3 £xd7 19 Wxb8+ e7
20 Wc7 (20 Wxh8 Wxc3+ 21 &f4
Wxd4+) 20...Hc8.

b) 16 ¢l 0-0 17 Dxd7 £xd7 18
Wxd7 Bfds 19 Wa7 Rbcs.

c) 16 Dc6 Wxb2+ 17 2d3 W2+
18 &e3 Wxc3+ 19 f4 Wd2+.

With the king on d1 White de-
prives his opponent of ..\W(e7-
b4)xb2+.

14 .. @Dxal
15 %eS! (D)

Black has an extra rook in the dia-
gram position, but only one of the
several moves available to him keeps
him in the game.

15 .. Wds!

Black’s most accurate defence in-
volves setting himself up for two
lanight forks!

a) Now 15..Wb4 loses on the
spot to 16 &c6, threatening both 17
Wd8# and 17 Dxb4.

b) 15..£6 16 &Xc6 and after there-
ply 16..Wf8 (16..Wf7 allows 17
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Wd8#) Black’s king must remain in
the centre.

c) 15.£5 16 Dxd7! Lxd7 (or
16...Wxd7 17 £c6) 17 Wxb8+ Wd8
18 Wxd8+ &xd8 19 cl, etc.

d) 15..b4 16 Hed 0-0 17 &Hc6
We8 18 &\d6.

e) 15...0-0 16 &c6 W6 (16...6We8
17 Dxb8 b4 18 Hxd7 bxc3 19 bxc3
with @d1-d2 coming) 17 De4 Whé6
18 D xb8.

f) 15..2xeS 16 Wxb8 0-0 (if
16...Wd7 17 WxeS b4, then 18 d2!
bxc3+ 19 bxc3) 17 Wxe5 b4 18 dS
Wd7 19 €d2! with a clear advan-
tage.

16 Wxds+
17 Dc6+!

Sometimes it is better not to be
presented with a couple of similar
avenues from which to choose. In
this case White hasthe made the cor-
rect decision in going for the queen’s
rook. Less accurate is 17 Oxf7+7?!
e7 18 Dxh8, e.g. 18...b4 19 Had
b3 20 a3 &c2 21 e3 £b7 22 Kxb7
Exb7 23 &d2 Xc7! (preventing 24
&c3), and now White has a knight

&xd8

trapped in enemy territory.
17 .. ®c7
18 &xb8 xb8

Two other moves have been
played in high-level games:

a) Black ignored the invading
knight altogether in Wojtkiewicz-
S.Ivanov, Slupsk 1992, but this was
unnecessarily risky: 18...20b6?! 19
&c6 £b720d5 Lxc621 dxc6b4 22
Des b3 23 &5, and Black still faced
difficulties liberating his knight —
around which the rest of the game
revolved. The way in which White
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refused to give his opponent even the
slightest respite is worth further
study. The game continued 23...%d6
24 Qb7+ Rc7 25 ¥d2 Dc2 26 c3
D5+ 27 £xd5 exdS 28 @cS! a5 29
@Dxb3 Db4 30 Dxas5 Dxa2+ 31 ¥b3
Ha8 32 Ral Rxa5 33 Exa2 Eb5+ 34
@c3 xc6 35 Ra7 d4+ 36 $xd4
Rxb2 37 Bxf7 Kxe2 38 Xxg7 h5 39
Zh7 1-0.

b) More recently, in the game
Illescas-Onishchuk, Wijk aan Zee
1997, Black elected to take on b8
with his knight, perhaps in order to
clear the d-file for the rook to hit the
d4-pawn. However, on b8 the knight
is then two moves away from the
useful outpost on b6 (which gives
Black more control over the d5-
square and introduces the possibility
of ...2b6-c4). After 18...2Dxb8 19
&d2 Bd820e3e521d5 522 Rxal
e4 23 Hcl &d6 24 f3 exf3 25 Lxf3
White had managed to keeptheextra
pawn, for which there was no com-
pensation.

Apart from enabling Black to add
more support to the d5-square, the
text also removes the king from the
c-file in anticipation of a time-gain-
ing check from White's rook.

19 <&d2 b6
20 Rxal b4!

The hasty 20...2d8? would be a
mistake Black can ill afford to make
while he is still a pawn down. After
21 e3 White’s option to drop his
knight back to e2 leaves him with a
clear advantage.

21 &di

The only possibility to try for an

edge since the otherwise desirable

21 Ded invites 21...8b7, creating
an uncomfortable pin (threatening
22...f5) which guarantees Black an
equal position in view of22 f3 Dcd+
or 22 23 Xd8§, etc.

21 .. Zd8 (D)
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22 ed?

Tantamount to a draw offer. There
is still considerable life in the game
if White exploits the factthathe can
choose the circumstances in which
the pawn - which cannot be de-
fended ~ is returned. 22 e3 seems to
offer as little as the text after 22...e5,
butwith23 b3!exd4 24 e4 White re-
tains the advantage. Then the d-
pawn is a weakness rather than a
strength, isolated from Black’s forces
and vulnerable to attack. White's
newly created kingside pawn ma-
jority is free to advance and his
knight canreturn to the game via b2
(or £2). White's lead is by no means
decisive after 22 e3, but it is a defi-
nite and promising lead neverthe-
less. Indeed, Black’s defensive task
is more arduous here than in the end-
ings arising from the earlier queen
exchange prompted by 12...£b7.

22 .. Ded+
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23 &d3 DeS+
24 Pc2

It is possible that when White
played 22 ®e3 he overlooked that
the aggressive 24 ¥ed runs into
24..%c6 25 e3 Hxd4! 26 exd4
Kb7+. Asitis, White’s error has re-
sulted in his extra pawn being re-

turned without Black having to make
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a concession of any kind. Conse-
quently the position is level.

The remaining moves were:

24...Xxd4 25 a3 bxa3 26 Kxa3
2b7 27 Eb3 Rd7 28 f4 Rc7+ 29
@3 Dgd 30 Lxb7 Xxb7 31 Exb7+
xb7 32 Ded Dxh2 33 Dd6+ Pcb
34 Dx17 Df1 35 d3 Dxg3 36 Dg5
&d6 37 Dxh7 e5 38 e3 1h-14.
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With 5..8e7 Black is satisfied
with completing the development of
his kingside before turning his atten-
tions to the other flank. After 6 0-0
0-0 White has many moves — 7 Wc2,
7 De5, 7 Da3, 7 Dbd2, etc. In this
book we concentrate on the sensible
7 Wc2, which is considered to be the
main line. Note that Black often
plays 4...8e7 5 £g2 0-0 6 0-0, and
only then captures with 6...dxc4.

After 7 Wc2 Black almost always
plays 7...a6 with the intention of fol-
lowing up with ...b7-bS. Before in-
vestigating how the game develops
after 8 a4 and 8 Wxc4, here is a brief
round-up of Black’s 7th move alter-
natives:

a) 7..b5? 8 a4 is something to
avoid. After 8...c6 9 axb5 Black can-
not recapture as 9...cxb5? 10 &g5
leaves him unable to block the long
diagonal with 10...20d5 due to the

mate on h7. Thus 8...bxa4 is best, but
then Black has nothing to compen-
sate for the weak queenside pawns.

b) 7...cS aims to liquidate the
centre pawns and seek equality, but
White is guaranteed a comfortable
advantage despite the symmetry of
the resulting positions.

bl) 8 Wxc4 cxd4 9 Hxd4 e5 10
b3 Hc6 11 Le3 Ke6 12 WbS!
gives White a typical pull.

b2) 8dxcSinvites anexchange of
queens: 8..Wc7 (8...2xc5 9 Wxc4
We7 (9..Wc7 10 &e3) 10 £14 &6
11 &eS5 and White has the more ac-
tive pieces) 9 Wxc4 (9 Da3 is possi-
ble, intending to take on c4 with the
knight) 9..Wxc5 10 Wxc5 &xc5,
and Black has not necessarily helped
himself, e.g. 11 Qe5 Hbd7 12 Hd3
2b6/e7 13 &c3, or 11 a3 {6 12 bd
£e7 13 £b2 2d7 14 Hbd2 Rac8 15
Hacl Rfd8 16 b3, Khodos-Kro-
gius, USSR 1967, with a difficult
queenless middlegame for Black in
both cases.

c) 7..20bd7 8 Wxc4 transposes
to ‘a’ in the note to Black’s 6th move,
Monin-Vul, Game 9.

Returning to the main line, White
can prevent an immediate ...b7-b5
with 8 a4, or ignore/provoke the
‘threat’ and simply take on c4. Both
courses are completely sound, and as
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White’s decision is purely a matter
of taste, I cover both moves in detail
in this book. The problem with a2-a4
is the subsequent weakness of the
b4-square, while 8 Wxc4 (see next
chapter) allows Black to expand on
the queenside with gain of time.

In this chapter we deal with 8 a4,
when Black has 8...2d7 (Games 10
and 11), 8...2¢c6 (Game 12) and
8...c5 (Game 13).

Game 10
Khalifman - Lautier
Biel IZ 1993

1d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 DI3 56 4 g3
fLe7
Lp2 0-0
dxcd
a6
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8 .. £d7
9 Wxcd L£c6
10 £g5 £ds

Black finally brings his light-
squared bishop into the heart of the
board, freeing the c-pawn in the

process.
11 Wd3!

After 11 Wc2 Red Black should
be able to achieve equality or enough
counterplay, depending on where the
white queen runs to and how Black
subsequently reacts:

a) 12 Wcl!? is best answered by
12...&2c6 (rather than 12...c5?! 13
dxc5! @bd7 14 &c3! which gives
White a comfortable advantage).
Kotronias then gives 13 e3 £b4!? 14
@c3 Lxc3 15 bxc3 WdS 16 c4 WES
17 K£4 h6 with a complex position.

b) Following 12 Wd1l, on the
other hand, 12...c5 does lead to an
equal game after either 13 dxc5
£xc5 14 Hc3 Kc6 (Polugaevsky-
Geller, Leningrad 1977) or 13 £bd2
£.¢6 14 dxc5 fxc5 15 Wc2 Hbd7 16
Lxf6 gxf6, e.g. 17 b3 Rc8 18
DxcS DxcS 19 Wxc5 Lxf3 (Timo-
shchenko-Pigusov, Irkutsk 1983).

1 .. Led

The next main game (Marin-

Gomez) deals with 11...c5.
12 We3d!?

This is why the queen retreated to
d3 — Black does not have the time to
play ...c7-c5 because of the indirect
attack on his roving bishop, so he
contents himself with development.

12 .. L6
13 &3 Dbd7
14 Wd3 (D)

Now that White has completed his
development he is ready to turn his
attentions to increasing his authority
in the centre with a timely e2-e4 (the
reply ...0d7-c5 must not be over-
looked). Already rather cramped,
Black is not in a position to hinder
White’s planned expansion in the
centre, so instead he must provide
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himself with adequate breathing
space.
14 .. 2b4
Indirectly covering the e4-square
by attacking one of the pieces that
defends it.
15 Hfel
The new pin on the el -a5 diagonal
is not a problem for White because
he has no intention of moving the c3-
knight. Moreover, el is a natural
home for this rook, which is playing
an important role in the struggle for
the e2-e4 thrust.
15 .. hé
A useful move which guarantees
a little more freedom of movement
however White responds. 15...Xfe8
transposes to the game Gabriel-Mas-
serey, Horgen 1995, in which Black
got his timing wrong. The game is
interesting as it features a far from
obvious yet potentially dangerous
possibility which White occasion-
ally hasin reply to the thematic idea
of ...b7-b6 followed by ...&c6-b7.
Play continued: 16 Wc2 (not 16 e4
&xc3 17 bxc3 &c5!) 16..b67! (16..h6
17 £ xf6 Dxf6 18 e4 is preferable,
when Black has a playable - if some-
what passive — game) 17 e4 h6?

(too late — Black should limit his
losses with 17...2b7 18 €5 h6 19
exf6 £xf3 {or 19...hxg5 20 Dxg5
Wxf6 21 Wh7+ &f8 22 Wh4) 20
£xf3 hxg5 21 Kxa8, or 17...2xc3
18 bxc3 h6) 18 Lxf6 Dxf6 19 Da2!
(White would also have had this
cheeky move, which embarrasses
both Black’s bishops, in reply to
18...Wxf6), and we have this posi-
tion (D):

9y

7

The game concluded: 19...2xel
20 Wxc6 £a5 (20...Wd6!? works out
fine after 21 Wxd6? Lxf2+! 22
Pxf2 Dxed+ 23 del Dxd6, but 21
Wc2 is clearly better for White) 21
b4 Wd7 (21..2xb4 22 Dxb4s Wd6
23 Wxd6 cxd6 24 e5! and the minor
pieces dominate) 22 Wxd7 Dxd7 23
bxa5 bxaS 24 Ecl &b6 25 KcS!
Dxad 26 KxaS Db6 27 Lfl and
Black resigned this hopeless ending.

16 Kf4

16 £x16 Dxf6 17 e4 b6 releases
the tension prematurely.

16 ... Zc8
17 Wce2

The only way to achieve the de-
sired central break, as 17 e4? runs
into 17...&)c5.
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17 .. b6!
Providing the bishop with a re-
treat-square as e2-e4 (and with it the
prospect of d4-d5) is coming.
18 ed
18 £a2 does not work here be-
cause Black has 18...& xf3, but after
18 e4 the threat is real.
18 .. 2b7
Perfect timing. Black’s light-
squared bishop moves for the sixth
time, only to arrive at a final destina-
tion which could have been reached
with a single step! Normally we are
punished if one piece is responsible
for a third of the first 18 moves, but
in this case White’s queen has done
the same.

19 Radl Ze8 (D)
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With the ‘shadow boxing’ over
the game is back on track. White en-
joys a space advantage and his pieces
could hardly be better placed. Con-
sequently White is ready to step up
the pressure.

20 %DeS
21 fixeS

21 dxe5 &d7 is unclear. White
does better to preserve the mobility
of his centre pawns.

Ll
2.4

DxeS

21 .. &Hd7
22 Rf4 We7
More accurate than the immediate
22...c571 23 d5 e5 24 Le3. Afterthe
text Black’s queen is ready to occupy
the d6-square.
23 Re2!?
Finally freeing the c3-knight in
preparation for a timely d4-d5 or
even ?)c3-a2 to hit the bishop.

23 .. cS
23...e5 24 &d5! illustrates an-
other use of 23 Xe2.
24 d57?

An interesting attempt to improve
on 24 Hed2?!, which was played in
Yusupov-Portisch, Linares 1989.
24...cxd4 25 Bxd4 96 26 £.d6 £ xd6
27 Exd6 b5 produced instant equal-
ity.

24 .. es5

An automatic reaction, but the al-
ternative24...& xc3!? 25 d6 Wf6 26
bxc3 e5 — a suggestion of Kotronias
— deserves a mention. Until the idea
is given an outing in international
practice the Greek GM’s assessment
of unclear seems perfectly reason-
able. Kotronias offers 27 &h3 (! —
Kotronias) 27...Kcd8 28 £cl Rc6
with the conclusion that White’s
bishop pair is hampered by the un-
tidy pawn structure.

25 el

25 d6?! Web 26 Le3 is tempting,
but then 26...2b8! swings the bal-
ance in Black’s favour.

25 .. Wdé

Normally the queen is not an ap-
propriate piece with which to block-
ade a pawn (on d7, alas, the knight is
far away from d6), but at least on d6
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the queen is able to oversee develop-
ments on both sides of the board.
Nevertheless, despite the closed na-
ture of the position Black should still
be on the lookout for attempts to ex-
ploit the position of his most power-
ful piece.

26 £h3

27 Dbl

This kind of ‘positive’ retreat is
often overlooked by theclub player.
A clue to discovering the idea behind
this move is 25...Wd6 (and the ac-
companying note). White’s reaction
is typical of titled players — as soon
as the queen arrives on d6 White
looks for a way to harass it, so send-
ing the versatile lnight to eitherc4 or
f5 is standard practice.

A worthy alternative, also de-
signed to undermine the blockading
queen, is 27 f4!?,

27 .. &c8
28 Hd2

28 Da3!? hinders the ...b6-bS5 ad-
vance and invites ...&b4xa3, after
which it is not clear who gains most
from the exchange.

28 .. bs

Of course Black can put an end to
the planned journey by removing the
knight, but it is not desirable for
Black to give up his dark-squared
bishop with the queen standing on d6.

29 93 (D)
29 .. c4?!

Khalifman offers 29...h5!?, evalu-
ating the position after 30 £h4 g6 as
unclear. The does seem better than
the ambitious text, with which Black
hopes toarrange a knight manoeuvre
of his own.

Rc7

30 DHhd goé
Black judges that keeping the
knight out of f5 is worth a pawn.
30...%cS 31 £xc8 Kexc8 32 &5 is
uncomfortable for Black.

31 L£xhé6 &eS
32 Rxc8 Hexc8
33 axbs axb5
M4 D3

The knight is no longer required
on h4.

K7 S Ha8?

After Khalifman's 34...2b3 35
£e3 R¢5 Black has some ~ but not
quite enough - compensation for the
pawn.

35 2d2?

In his eagerness to bring his minor
pieces over to the queenside White
returns the favour and misses the de-
cisive 35 DxeS5! Wxe5 36 K14 We7
37 d6. It is rather ironic that, after
praising professionals for appreciat-
ing the problems associated with
blockading queens such as the one
in this particular game, this rela-
tively simple, thematic ‘combina-
tion’ should be overlooked by both
players! Perhaps the top GMs were
distracted by events on the queen-
side, or were short of time.
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35 .. Ead
36 g2 2d3
37 f2xbd Exb4
38 Rxd3!? cxd3
39 Wxd3 (D)
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The exchange sacrifice is quite
logical. Remember that White is al-
ready a pawn up, so he has emerged
with two pawns for the exchange — a
more appealing prospect than being
tied down to the defence of the b-
pawn. White has a protected passed
pawn on d5 and no serious weak-
nesses, but with best play the power
of Black’s rooks should give him a
good chance to maintain the balance.

39 .. f62!

Another natural move, defending
the e5-pawn, but now both f6 and g6
are weaker. 39...Ebc4 makes more
sense.

40 Wa3!

Highlighting another bonus of
bringing the rook to the c-file —
White would not have had this
slightly annoying pin.

40 .. Wcs

Losing time. 40...&g7 is more ac-

curate.

41 Dh4! &h7

42 W3

42 Wa6!? also looks good for
White.

42 .. Wdé
43 b3!

Punishing Black for leaving his
rook on b4. The eager 43 Wgd?
backfires after 43...f5! 44 Wh3 dg8!
45 exf5 g5!.

43 .. Wa6

This time 43...f5 44 exf$5 g5 is dif-
ferent because White has 45 &g6 g4
46 Wd3 with a clear advantage.

44 Rd2

Now White is ready to turn his at-
tention to his opponent’s weaknesses
on the kingside, hence Black’s at-
tempt at distraction.

4 .. Zd4

45 Hxd4 exd4 (D)
¥ E

X ® me
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46 WI4!

The only effective method of
threatening to push the d-pawn. 46
Wd3 Wb6 47 I3 fails to 47...Kc3
48 Wxd4 Wxd4 49 Hxd4 bs 50 d6
Rd3 51 &c6 Bxd6 52 Dxb4 Rd4 53
&£\dS f5 with equality.

From this point on the win is

merely a matter of technique. The
game continued: 46...Wb6 (46..Rd7




92 5..8e¢7: Introduction and 6 0-0 0-0 7 Wc2 a6 8 a4

47 Dxg6! oxg6 48 Wgd+, 46..Ke7
47 d6 Rf7 {47..Rd7 48 &I5!) 48
&f3 and 46..Rf7 47 &3 are all
winning for White) 47 d6 Rf7
(47...2d7 48 D5! g8 49 Wg4) 48
Wegd! (48 57 Wc6+ 49 Hf3 WdS is
unclear) 48...Rg7 (48...g5 49 Wh5+
g8 50 DfS) 49 Wh3! d3 (49...%g8
50 We6+ h7 51 Wxf6 d3 52 Df3)
50 Of5+ g8 51 Dxg7 Wxd6
(51...d2 52 De8 d1W 53 Web+ &h7
54 W7+ &h6 55 WgT+) 52 He8!
Wdd 53 Dxf6+ 2f7 (53...Wxf6 54
W8+ g7 55 Wd7+) 5S4 Wh7+ e6
55 Wxgé d2 56 Dd5+ xd7 57
W7+ 1-0.

Gamell
Marin - Gomez Esteban
Seville 1992

1d4f62c4e63g3d54 Rg2 Ke7
5 &130-0 6 0-0 dxcd 7 Wc2 a6 8 a4
£d7 9 Wxcd £c6 10 Lg5 £d5 11
Wd3

1 .. ¢5 (D)

12 dxc5
I prefer the capture to the alterna-
tive 12 &c3, but as Karpov has had
experience with this move on both

sides of the board, it certainly merits
attention:

a) Karpov-Beliavsky, Linares
1994 continued 12...cxd4 13 &HxdS
Wxd5? (after 13..2Dxd5S 14 fKxe7
Wxe7 15 Dxd4, or 14..Dxe7 15
@xd4, White is only slightly better)
14 hd4! (D).

& & Xeo
A AR

N

It would be easy to underestimate
the potency of this odd advance (a
theoretical novelty), but Black is al-
ready in an uncomfortable position.
14...Dbd7 (14...%)c6 permits White
to demonstrate the logic behind h2-
h4: 15 &xf6 Lxf6 16 Dg5 W5 17
Led, e.g. 17..We5 1814 {18 Kxc6
£xg5 19 2xb7 Rab8 20 Lxa6 Ke3
21 h2) 18.. Wc7 19 Hxh7 Rfd8 20
Dxf6+ gxf6, or 17...Wa5 18 £xc6
Kxg5 19 Kxb7 Ba720 Ked4 with a
clear advantage to White in both
cases; 14...e5? loses to 15 &xf6
2xf6 16 Dg5) 15 Dxd4 (15 Kxf6
Dxf6) 15...Wd6 (15...Was 16 Db3!)
16 Rfd1! &5 (16... b6 meets with
17 a5!, while 16...Rac8 17 &f5!
spells trouble: 17...exf5 18 Wxd6
£xd6 19 xd6 Hc2 20 £xb7 Bxe2
21 Rxa6 Bxb2 22 &b5) 17 Wc4!
(better than 17 Wc2 Wb6 18 a5 Wb4,
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or 17 &f5 Dxd3 18 Hxd6 Dxb2 19
Rd2 2xd620Kxd6 %c4) 17...Kfd8
18 b4 Hxad (18...%cd7 19 &Hc6!;
18...%ced 19 Kxf6 Dxf6 (19.. L xf6
20 Kxed4 Lxd4 21 e3 L xal 22 Exd6
Rxd6 23 £xb7} 20 Lxb7 Rab8 21
Wxa6 Wxb4 22 HbS) 19 Wb3! Wb6
(19...2b6 20 &c6; 19..Wxbd 20
Wxb4 £xbd 21 Rxad Kc3 22 Hcd
£b2 23 Bd2) 20 €3 1-0.

b) Donev has suggested meeting
12 &3 by 12...8.¢6!?, when 13 £xf6
£xf6 14 dxcS Dd7 15 b4 DxcS!
solves Black’s opening problems.
An improvement is 13 Xfd1!, exert-
ing more pressure on the centre.

12 .. Ded!?

A direct equalizing attempt which
aims to clear the board of a few
pieces before regaining the sacri-
ficed pawn. This is a desirable course
from the defender’s point of view,
but accurate and uncompromising
play from White should make Black
struggle to win the c-pawn without
making a significant concession.

The conventional route to material
equality is 12...2bd7 (12...2xc5 13
Dc3 Kcb 14 De5 Wxd3 15 Dxd3
Kxg2 16 Pxg2 left White with a
comfortable edge in the game King-
Barry, Dublin Telecom 1991), when
13 Dc3 Dxc5 14 We3! presents
Black with the threat of 15 &xf6,
which damages his kingside pawns.
Black has two ways to add to the pro-
tection of the c5-knight (14...2g4?
is refuted by 15 Lxe7 Dxe3 {or
15..Wxe7 16 Dxd5) 16 Lxd8 Dxfl
17 Ke7):

a) 14..Wa5 was played in the
game Gulko-Pigusov, Moscow 1990.

Gulko improved on his game with
Beliavsky in Amsterdam 1989, in
which 15 Radl £c6 was already
equal. This time he found 15 Hxd5!
@Dxd5 16 Wa3!, forcing Black to
tread carefully. The game continued
16...8xg5 (16...2d6 17 Dd2! Hes
18 Hc4 Kxa3 19 Hxa5 Dxgs 20
Hxa3 and the g5-knight is just one of
Black’s worries; or 16...f6 17 £d2
Wb6 18 a5, when White is ready to
go active) 17 Dxg5 h6 18 Rfcl (18
&f317) 18...20d7 (18...Rac8? runs
into 19 &Hxf7! with the idea of
£g2xd5 followed by b2-b4) 19 De4
b5: Here, instead of 20 b4?! Wxa4
21 Wxa4 bxad 22 &5 D7b6 with
equality, 20 axb5 WxbS 21 &c3
@Dxc3 22 Bxc3 would have left
White with a small But definite lead
according to Pigusov.

b) 14..Xc8 15 Rfdl Xe8 (or
15.. g4 16 ExdS) 16 He5 Wb6
(once again 16...2)g4 is inadequate —
17 Dxgs Lxg5 18 f4 16 19 He5!
KxeS 20 fxe5, etc) 17 Kh3! was
seen in Smyslov-Nogueiras, Graz
1984: 17...Kcd8 (17...Wxb2 18 Kabl
Wa3 19 Hxd5) 18 aS! Wb3 19 £xf6
LKxf6 20 Oxf7 and White had the

upper hand.
13 Kxe7 Wxe7
14 &Dc3 Dxc3

14..2xc5? loses a pawn to 15
@xd5.
15 Wxc3
16 Rfcl (D)
Of course White is happy to try to
hold on to the extra pawn if he can
do this with constructive moves. At
first glance the queen’s rook may ap-
pear to be the more natural candidate

Hc8
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to come to cl but, as will soon be-
come evident, in some lines Black’s
struggle torestore material equality
results in White having a passed a-
pawn, when White will then require
a rook on the a-file.
16 ... od7
17 b4 ad
Black seeks to undermine the de-
fence of the c-pawn. Inadequate is
17...b6? 18 DeS, withaclearadvan-
tage to White.
18 Wdd
White wants to drive back the
enemy bishop with e2-e4. Another
viable option, 18 &el, involves of-
fering to exchange the bishops. After
18...axb4 19 Wxb4 Black is still not
ready to capture on c$5, for example
19...2xc5 20 £d3 b6 21 Wxb6, or
19...Bxc5 20 £xd5 exdS 21 Wxb7,
so Marin offers 19...b6 20 a5 bxc5
21 Wad, when the a-pawn is signifi-
cantly more dangerous than the c-
pawn (notice how valuable the rook
is on the a-file).
18 .. axb4
19 e4 £¢6
19..2xcS 20 Wxb4 (20 exdS
@b3) 20...&xed4 21 BxcS5 nets White
two pieces for a rook and pawn

(21...2xf377 22 Kxc8+), which leaves
the first player with a definite edge.
20 Wxbd b6

Pins on the a3-f8 diagonal seem to
be a theme in this game.

21 %d4 b7

After 2l..bxc5 22 @Dxc6 (22
Wa3!?) 22..Kxc6 23 Wb7 White is
active and has a dangerous a-pawn
(well supported by major pieces and
the Catalan bishop).

22 Rc4!

Anticipating that the coming ar-
rival of the black rook on c5 may
backfire on White, e.g. 22 a5?!
RxcS!, when the threat to win the
queen with 23...Bxcl+ highlights
the only potential problem of bring-
ing the king’srook to the c-file. Now,
on the other hand, White’s queen is
defended, introducing the threat 23
cxb6.

22 .. Rxc5

a) 22...2a6 23 cxb6! illustrates
another point behind 22 Rc4.

b) 22...bxc523 Wxb7 Rcb8 loses
to 24 &Xc6.

c) 22..23xcS permits White to
launch his a-pawn after 23 Wxb6
Dxed 24 Exc8+ Hxc8 25 as.

23 b3 (D)
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23 .. Wre

The only move. Black simulta-
neously side-steps the pin and de-
fends the c5-rook by lining up on the
al-rook. 23...82a6 produces a brief
flurry of activity from which White
emerges with a clear advantage: 24
Rd4 e5 25 &xc5 (once again White
must be careful to avoid 25 Exd7?
Hc1+)25...bxc5 (25...exd4? 26 Dxab)
26 Bxd7 Wxd7 27 Wxcs, etc.

24 Rd1”!

An inaccuracy which presents
Black with an opportunity to steer
the game to equality. 24 Exc5! keeps
White on top, since after the forced
24...%xc5 White has a far from obvi-
ous idea (‘b’).

a) 25 Rd1 requires exact defence
from Black but is ultimately insuf fi-
cient for advantage: 25...Wb2! (not
25...20xb37 26 5! Bd8 27 Wxb3) 26
Wxb6 h6 27 Rd8+ h7 (27...Kxd8
28 Wxd8+ ®h7 29 &xc5 Wcil+ 30
£11 Wxc5 31 Wd3 Wc6 32 a5, etc)
28 Rxa8 f£xa8 29 Wxc5 Wxb3 30
Wd4 (302577 Wbl+31 L1 Wxed)
30...8c6! is completely equal be-
cause 31a5?7?losesto31...Wbl+ 32
211 8b5.

b) The power of 25 Wxb6! was
not discovered until after the game.
The point is 25...2xb3 (25...Wb2 26
a5! $xb3 27 Rd1) 26 Ebl! (26 e57?
Wxe527 Bdl £d5) 26...9Da5 27 5!,
when White is guaranteed to regain
the piece with a clear advantage in
the resulting ending, e.g. 27... WxeS
(27..We7 28 £xb7 Dxb7 29 Wxb7
Wxb7 30 Bxb7 g5 31 Bb4 offers
White excellent winning chances)
28 £xb7 b8 (28...2xb7 29 Wxb7

is also very good for White in view
of Black’s extra worry concemning
his weak back rank) 29 Xdl g6 30
Rd8+ RExd8 31 Wxd8+ g7 32 £f3
Wal+ 33 Wdl, and Black has a diffi-
cult defensive task ahead.

24 .. Rxcd

25 Wxcd Zc8

What a difference a move makes.

White’s pressure has disappeared,
and Black has nothing to worry
about. The game ended: 26 Wb4 Rc2
27 Bd2 Xxd2 28 Wxd2 We7! 29 a5
bxa5 30 £xas La8! -1,

Game 12
Kramnik - Piket
Dortmund 1995
1 Df3d52d4 e63 g3 D64 Lg2
£e750-00-06c4dxcd7Wc2a68
a4
8 .. 56 (D)
,%;%,%ﬁ/
W%AC‘%,%
AamAN
ABAN B
wﬂ@ﬁ%}/
E0E | ES
9 Wxcd

Simple and best. There is little
reason to delay or avoid this capture.
Defending the d-pawn with 9 Xdl
gives Black a comfortable game af-
ter either 9...2aS or 9...2b4.

9 .. Wds
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The point. White often has an ac-
tive queen in the Catalan, so here
Black also strives for activity. Now
that White has created a hole on b4
Black judges that an exchange of
queens should not lessen his coun-
terplay. Alternatively, if White does
not trade first Black has the option of
swinging the queen over to h5. Black
does have other reasonably natural
moves which require our attention:

a) 9..8d7 is rather passive. The
complicated 10 QeS is suggested in
some books, but I prefer the sober 10
£d2, which has the advantage of
putting a stop to any ideas involving
...&)c6-a5 or ...2x6-b4 without re-
leasing the tension. Smyslov-Kro-
gius, Moscow 1991 went 10...Ded
11 &f4 d6 (11...Kc8 12 Rdl We8
13 &bd2?! Da5 14 Wa2 Lc6 15
Hacl £.d5 earned Black an equal po-
sition in Chernin-Rivas, Groningen
1980, so an improvement is 13 &c3!
to cover the d5-square) 12 Wc3 b8
13 Rd1 a5 14 &bd2 b4 15 De5
and Black was severely cramped.
Breaking out with 15...g5 16 fe3
S5 17 Ddcd Dxe3 18 Dxe3 c6 19
Dxd7 Wxd720Dc4 Wc7 21 ed suc-
ceeded in removing a couple of mi-
nor pieces, but with a pawn on g5
Black faced new, equally serious
problems.

b) 9...2bd looked promising for
a few moves in B.Lalié-Bryson,
Hastings 1993: 10 £g5 b5 11 Wcl
£b7 12%c3¢613 Rdl Kc8. How-
ever, the early occupation of b4
turned sour after 14 £xf6! &xf6 15
Ded £.e7169Dc5 Rc7 17e4 £.c8 18
a5 (D).
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In order to save the stranded
knight Black was forced to play
18.. .15, conceding the e5-square and
resulting in a terrible stranglehold
after 19 De5 fxed 20 K xed. The rest
of the game is a wonderful illustra-
tion of how White's Catalan bind can
be deadly. The patient way in which
Lali¢ maintains complete domina-
tion of thekey central squares c5 and
e5 deserves study. Watch those
knights: 20..We8 21 Wd2 ds5 22
Racl £d623 Rel Wh5 24 £g2 h8
25 e g526 Be2 g4 27 Ded3 £e728
Wel £g5 29 Xcc2 Wgb 30 Des5 WhS
31 Ded £b7 32 Dd6 La8 33 A3
216 34 Exe6 fxd4 35 b4 Rg7 36
@c5 Rg5 37 Wed £.g7 38 A7 Kg8
39 b6 @7 40 Re7 1-0. Torture.

c) 9..2)a5 is probably too artifi-
cial. 10 Wc2 b6 11 Qe5 HDA5 12
£d2! £b7 13 K xa5 bxa5 14 §Xc6
£xc6 15 Wxc6 was very good for
White in Najdorf-Bolbochan, Ar-
gentina 1949.

Let us return to the position after
9..Wds (D).

10 9Dbd2

White is content with an early
queen trade as long as his opponent
loses some time in the process. Of
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the two main alternatives, one in-
volves voluntarily trading queens
and the other is aimed at keeping
them on the board.

a) 10 WxdS is not as negative as
it may first appear, and it presents
Black with an early opportunity to
£0 wrong:

al) 10...exd5? is what White is
hoping for. I would bet that most
club players would recapture with
the pawn in an instant, as this has the
double bonus of liberating Black’s
light-squared bishop and giving the
e6-pawn a prominent outpost ondS.
Unfortunately Black never gets the
chances to enjoy these ‘improve-
ments’, as we can see from Roman-
ishin-K.Grigorian, USSR Ch 1977:
11 £f4 Lg4 12 Bd1 Rac8 13 De5!
&xeS (13...8.xe2? loses to 14 Dxc6
bxc6 15 Rel) 14 dxeS Dh5 15 Ke3
g6 (the e2-pawn is still taboo:
15...2xe2? 16 Rd2 g4 17 h3 Leb
18 g4,etc.) 16 £xd5 Lxe2 17 Bd2 c6
18 £xf7+ &xf7 19 Exe2 and White
has emerged with an extra pawn.

a2) 10..%xd5! keeps Black’s
disadvantage in the queenless mid-
dlegame to a minimum. Both 11
£.d2 Xd8 12 a3 £d7 13 Bfcl Ke8

14 a5 Rac8 15 &c4, Barda-Rittner,
corr. 1965-6, and 11 @bd2 &a5 12
b3 Bd8 13 Ra3 £xa3 14 Rxa3 £d7
15 &e5 Ke8 16 Ddc4, Andrianov-
Savon, Moscow Ch 1982, are
enough for a small plus.

b) 10 Wd3 (D) gives the game
another character altogether:

ST [T
%ﬁ/z :

;7

b1) 10..%b4 11 Wd1 c5 (11..Xd8
12 &c3 Wh5 13 Wb3 £d7 14 Lg5!
is good for White) 12 &c3 Wc4 13
dxc5 Ed8 14 £d2 Wxc5 15 Wb3
£d7 16 Rfcl proved awkward for
Black in Polugaevsky-Ivkov, Hilver-
sum 1973.

b2) 10..Kd8 11 &c3 WhS (or
11..Wa5 12 £d2!?) 12 Wca! Hd5
(White also has the advantage after
12...8d7 13 £f4 £d6 14 Kg5') 13
aS! severely restricts Black. In Polu-
gaevsky-Krogius, USSR 1973, play
continued 13...2d7 14 e4 Hxc3 15
bxc3 @Dxas (15...Rac8 16 e5 Da7 17
Wb3 £.c6 18c4 with a good position
for White, Sosonko-Najdorf, Sdo
Paulo 1978) 16 Wxc7 & b3, and now
17 Ka3! would have been very
strong, e.g. 17...2xal 18 £xe7, or
17..Hac8 18 Wb6 Dxal 19 Kxe7
He8 20 £c5Y).
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10 .. Rds
11 e3

Decision time for Black. To ex-

change or not to exchange?
11 .. WhS5

11...8d7 runsinto 12 De5! Dxes
13 Wxc7! Wd6 14 Wxd6 &xd6 15
dxe5 £xe5 16 Hc4, but exchanging
queens is feasible. Panno-Gomez,
Santiago Z 1987 is a typical illustra-
tion of the long-term advantage
White tends to get in these positions.
After 11..Wxcd 12 Dxcd4 £d7 13
£d2!? b4 14 Hfe5 Hfd5 White
could have played 15 £xd7 fol-
lowed by a4-a5 with a bind on the
queenside and the bishop pair. In-
stead he opted for 15 Xfcl, when
15...2 e8 should have been answered
with 16 £xb4 £ xb4 17 ©d3, when
White controls the key cS-square.
Note that the c-file, extra space,
Catalan bishop and the two centre
pawns give White more choice as far
as finding a constructive plan is con-
cerned.

12 e4!

By establishing a dominant pawn
centre White hopes to deny his oppo-
nent sufficient space within which to
manoeuvre.

12 .. 2d7
13 b3 bS

A necessary counter. Without any
activity Black would have a dismal
future.

14 Wc3

But absolutely not 14 axb5??
axb5.

14 .. Le8(D)

14...bxad 15 bxad £b4 (15... 28
16 Ra3 is clearly better for White)

16 Wc2 Rac8 17 Dc4 gave White a
good game in Korchnoi-Tal, Mos-
cow Ct (6) 1968.

l%w%i/*/
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15 axbSs! axb$

This way Black keeps his queen-
side pawns intact. Others:

a) Apart from leaving the a6-
pawn weak, 15...Wxb5 also permits
White to take control of the c5-
square by exchanging the dark-
squared bishops with 16 £a3.

b) 15...2b4!? is interesting but
White is able to stay ahead after 16
Wc2 Wxb5 (or 16...Dxd4 17 Hxd4
Hxd4 18 e5!?, when 18...9dS meets
with 19 &f3 &.c3 20 Exa6) 17 eS.

16 Rxa8 Exa8
17 £b2 Ha2
18 Wcl!

Better than settling for the slight
edge that results from 18 Xal Kxal+
19 fxal. White’s remaining rook
has a future on any one of the c-, d-
or e-files. Of course the potential
consequences of Black’s aggressive
rook invasion should be considered,
and White concludes that the rook
may even be poorly placed on a2 — it
may even help White.

18 .. Whe!?
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Highlighting one of the chief
drawbacks of 11...Wh5. Without do-
ing anything spectacular White has
denied his opponent any opportunity
to put his queen to good use on the
kingside. Now Black prepares to
bring his queen back into the game,
and as there is no direct route to the
other side of the board he must spend
precious time while doing so. How-
ever, a look at the alternatives sug-
gests that the game choice is indeed
correct:

a) 18..2b4? simply loses a
pawn to 19 Wxc7.

b) 18..8b4 takes b4 from the
knight, thus inviting White to evict
the rook under favourable circum-
stances with 19 Wbl.

c) 18...b4 does provide Black’s
queen with instant access to the
queenside, but after 19 Wbl Wa5 20
Dc4 Wa7 21 Edl White's pieces
(particularly the c4-knight) are su-
perbly placed.

19 h3

In view of the number of moves
Black is investing White may as well
take time out for this useful if not
strictly necessary precaution. The di-
rect 19 Xdl1 is possible, but 19 Wb1
b4 20 Rc1?! Zxb2 21 Wxb2 Hd3
helps only Black.

19 .. g6 (D)
20 Rel

Again 20 Xd1!? seems like a
good alternative. White wants the
rook on el so that the threat of d4-d5
has more punch because the rook
could be deadly once the e-file is

open.
20 (11} wm

0 "// //ﬁ%

% 4
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20...2Db4 is still inadvisable in

view of 21 Wxc7.
21 Whbi
22 %eS

Kramnik offers 22 £f1 as a possi-

ble improvement.
22 ..
23 Lc3

Undermining the defence of the
black rook, forcing its retreat.

23 . Ka6

Not 23...20xe5? 24 fxb4 Lxbd
25 Wxa2.

24 Dxd7
25 o9f3

With another knight ready to
come to e5 perhaps Black should
now consider 25...f6, despite the fact
that this move does seem rather ugly.

25 .. Wa8
26 %es Lc6?!

No doubt aimed at hindering 27
d5, which can now be answered with
27...exd5 28 exd5 Hxd5, whenBlack
emerges the victor after 29 &xc6
Wxc6 30 £xd5 Wxc3 31 Bxe7 Ral.
However, as we shall see the bishop
is, in fact, exposed on c6, which
points to the safe, albeit passive,
26...2.€8, when White still has a dan-
gerous initiative.

b4

Qd7

Lxd7
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27 Wd1! (D)

Y/ 7
7

White’s formidable centre affords
him the luxury of switching opera-
tions from one side of the board to
the other. Ironically the white queen
is returning to base, but from here a
number of potentially useful squares
are available. It is worth taking a
look at how both players send their
queensall over the board in this game.

27 .. a2
28 K[b2 b4

After 28..2b4 29 Xe3 Black’s
pieces are tied up on the queenside
while White has the makings of an
attack.

29 d5”

Very tempting, though 29 Wf3!?
looks good, and 29 Wc2 — which em-
phasizes the lack of coordination of
Black’s pieces and means that a sub-
sequent ...2)a2-c3 will cost Black a
pawn —is virtually winning accord-
ing to Kramnik. Perhaps his choice
in the game is less precise, even if it
is aimed at opening up the position.

29 .. Ke8
30 Ded

30 K11 Bd6! 31 Hcd Xd8 merely

chases the rook to a better square.

Again White opts for an attractive
move rather than the prudent 30
Wc2!. Now Black is more or less
forced into finding the best defence.
30 .. el
31 ¥
31 Wd4 h5 32 Dh6+? ¥h7 back-
fires, while 32 &f6+ transposes to
the game.
a .. hS
32 &6+
Not 32 ©h6+? g7. Changing
direction with 32 &e5 is worth a iry,
since this is one of those positions in
which asimple, positional approach
may achieve the same result as all-
out attack.

32 .. Kxf6
33 Wxf6 exdS
34 Wd4

If White hits the b4-pawn with 34
We7 Black needs to be very careful
with his reply:

a) 34...Ka2? loses withthe queen
on the e-file: 35 &xc3 bxc3 36 exd5
Ral (36...c2 37 Wxe8+ Wxe8 38
Rxe8+ g7 39 Bel b2 40 Re4 f5
41 £d3) 37 d6! (D).
el e
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37.. Axel+ (37...8c6 38 d7!) 38
Wxel £c6 (38...Wc8 39 Wxc3, or
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38...Wd8 39 dxc7)39d7! c2 40 &xc6,
etc.

b) 34...2xed is not available to
Black in the main game, and 35
We5!? f6 36 We7! appears to be a
good reason to avoid it here.

c) 34..Ke6 35 Wxb4 Dxe4 trans-
poses to the note to Black’s 34th
move.

M4 .. Ha2

Certainly in the spirit of the game,
though 34...Ke6!? keeps an eye on
the crucial f6-square, and practically
forces White into trading off into an
ending with only minimal winning
chances. After 35 Wxb4 (35 e5 Wa5)
35...%xe4 36 Wd4 £6 37 f3 (37 b4
Wc6 38 Rc1 Wd6) 37...c5 38 Wdl, if
Black continues 38...2g5 39 Xxe6
Dxe6 40 Lxf6 then the weak dark
squares around Black’s king are the
only worry for the second player,

while Kramnik’s 38...Wa2 seems to"

allow 39 Wxd5! £f7 40 Exe4 Exed
41 Wds+! Re8 42 Wxf6.
35 Wxbd
White needs to continue to be the
aggressor, so 35 &xc3 bxc3 36 exd5
c2 is not an attractive option because
the c2-pawn is an inconvenience.
¥ . b5
Bravely declining the offer to re-
move White’s dark-squared bishop.
The alternatives lead to a clear ad-
vantage for White with little hope of
counterplay for Black, so perhaps
Piket was content to take more
chances in the hope that this would
confuse Kramnik.
a) 35..Kxb2 36 Wxc3 Wa2 37
exd5 &b5 (37..2d7 38 ¥f6) 38
Wf6!? (38 Wc5) 38...Bxb3 (38...2bl

39 Xxbl Wxbl+ 40 h2 Wxb3 41
Wd8+ g7 42 Wxc7 and Whiteisa
pawn up) 39 Re7 Wbl + 40 h2 Wf5
41 Wxf5 (or 41 Exf7 Wxf6 42 Xxf6)
41...gxf5 42 Bxc7, etc.

b) 35..2e2+ 36 Rxe2 Rxb2 37
Hxb2 Wal+ 38 ©h2 Wxb2 39 We7!
£b5 40 Wxc7 Wxb3 (40...Wxf2 41

Wb8+) 41 exds.
36 Kf6! Wa7
37 Xe3 d4 (D)

Both 37...c5 and 37...Ka6 lose to
38 exds!.
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38 We! Hdé6
39 Rd3}
Decisive. Not 39 Rel? d3 40 Rf1
d2.
39 . Waé6
The altematlves 39..Wa540 £xd4
(40 Bd1!?) 40...Wel+ 41 &h2 and
39...Hal+ 40 2h2 Was 41 £xd4 are
also winning for White.
40 ZXd1?!
40 L£g5! is possible: 40...Wxd3

(40...h7 41 Wf8) 41 £h6 $h7 42

W8 &S 43 exfs, etc.
40 ... We2
41 Ef1 d3
42 2d4 d2
43 WeS &f8
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4 Kel g8
44..£6 45 Wxf6+ K17 46 K f3.
45 Khé Wxf2+11?

Resourceful to the end, Black tries
one final trick. 45..2)f5 46 Wxe8+
&h747 Wxf7+ Exh6 48 exfs gxfs 49
W6+ Sh7 50 Wxf5+ Ph8 51 Wf3!
is another way to end the struggle.

46 Exi2 d1W+
47 2f1!

Not 47 &h2? Wal!.
47 .. Hxg2+
48 dxg2 We2+
49 gl 1-0

It is interesting that this game is
extremely complicated, with both
players making raids in enemy terri-
tory and White finally going for
mate. Replace White’s 8th move
with 8 Wxc4, and we find ourselves
in a variation characterized by end-
ings. That these games feature the
same opening is a testament to the
Catalan’s variety.

Game 13
Hiibner - Siegel
Germany 1994

1d42f62cd4e63g3d54 g2 Re7
5 &f3 0-0 6 0-0 dxcd 7 Wc2 a6 8 a4
8 .. cS (D)
Contesting the centre so early is a
popular equalizing try. Black hopes
that the symmetry resulting from the
liquidation of the centre pawns will
go towards nullifying White's ad-
vantage. However, White’s lead in
development and superior freedom
of movement for his pieces are
enough to keep him in front.
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Bohg B3
9 dxc5

. Undoubtedly the best. 9 Rd1 &d5
10 Wxc4 (10 dxcS? @b4) 10...9)6
11 dxc$, for instance, presents Black
with a pleasant choice of 11...)a5S
12 Wd3 £b4 or 11...20e3. Nor is 9
Wxcd b5 10 Wc2 £b7 11 dxc5 Ked
12 Wc3 Dbd7 desirable for White.

9 .. 2c6

Usually Black plays 9... &xc5 first
and then 10...2)c6, which does not
allow the possibility mentioned in
the note to White's 10th move. How-
ever, in reply to 9...2xc5 White is
not obliged to transpose with 10
?a3 & c6. Instead he can choose to
capture on c4 with the other knight:
10 DeS Dbd7 11 Dxcs We7 12 %Xc3
h6 (12..e5 13 £g5!) 13 a5! e5 14
#a4 Kb4 15 b3 and White stands
better, Smyslov-Medina, Skopje
OL 1972.

Taking on c5 with the queen has
also been tried: 9...Wa5 10 @bd2
WxcS (after 10...c3 11 @b3 cxb2 12
£xb2 Black has lost valuable time)
11 Dxc4 Dbd7 12 b4! Wh5 13 £d2
d5 14 Wbl £16 15 a3 H7b6 16
@a5 and White was better in Shpil-
ker-Matsukevich, USSR 1978.

10 a3
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White ignores the invitation to
take on c4 with the queen, 10 Wxc4.
Mikhalchishin-Kuzmin, USSR 1977
saw Black sacrifice apawn for anin-
itiative after 10...e5 11 Ke3 h6 12
Wcl £e6 13 Da3 Da5 14 Bd1 Wc7
15 Wc3 Hd5 16 Wxe5 Wxe5 17
Dxe5 Dxe3 18 fxe3 K xc$5, though
14 ©d2 and 14 Wel may improve.
Black also has good chances to level
the game with 10..Wd5. We can
conclude, therefore, that the order of
Black’s 9th and 10th moves is a mat-
ter of taste.

Furthering development with 10
a3 and 11 £Hxc4 makes more sense
than moving the queen around.
Moreover, by posting a knight on c4
White highlights one of the prob-
lems with 8...c5, namely the weak
b6-square. The prospect of White
being able to use b6 and/or a5 at
some point often prompts Black into
either wasting a tempo with ...a6-a$
(preventing a4-a5), or pushing ...b7-
b6, which creates another hole on c6.

10 .. Kxcs
11 &xc4 We7 (D)

The e7-square provides the black
queen with a safe haven. From here

the cS-bishop is defended and 12...e5
is threatened. White has two ways to
prevent this liberating advance.

12 &feS

The main alternative is 12 £f4
(12 &Dce5 DxeS leads back to the
game). Then:

a) Tkachev-Bryson, Cappelle la
Grande 1994 continued 12...20d5 13
£d2 Ddb4 (13...e5 14 Dfxe5) 14
Wb3 £6 (14...a5 15 Dce5 b6 16 K g5
Wa7 17 Dxc6 Dxc6 18 Ke3 was
slightly better for White in Kamsky-
Speelman, Linares 1991) 15 a$5!?
&h8 16 HHb6 Lxb6 17 axb6 e5 18
Rfcl Re6 19 Wa3 with an unclear
position.

b) In Kaidanov-Marciano, An-
dorra 1991, Black got his pieces tan-
gled up after 12...db4 13 Wb3 b6 14
Rfd1 Hfd5 15 Rg51616 2d2 Xb8
(16...a5 leaves Black slightly worse)
17 e4 &c7 18 £d4!. The game con-
tinued 18...2d7 19 £ f4 Xfc8 20 £d6
R£821 &6f5 Wd8 22 &xc7 Wxc7 23
Dxe6 Lxe6 24 Wxe6+ W7 25
&xg7 and White soon won.

12 .. DxeS

Black, too, can advance a knight
into enemy territory with 12...2d4.
However, the knight on e5 is well
posted and, if White does retreat, the
d3-square is as useful in this vari-
ation as it is in other lines of the
Catalan. As for Black, it is clear that
his knight will soon be evicted from
d4, but the only available square is f5
(returning to c6 is not good), which
is not a good home for the knight as
much of the action takes place on
the other flank. FtaZnik-Nogueiras,
Cienfuegos 1980 continued 13 Wdl
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Zd8 14 e3 &F5 (14...2c6 15 Dxcb
bxc6 16 £d2 e5 17 Wc2 £b7 18
225 Re8 19 R8c32d6201fd1 and
Black had nothing to show for his
weak queenside pawns, Adamski-
Swic, Poland 1978) 15 Wb3 &d5
(15...Wc7 16 43 Bb8 17 £d2 b6
18 &Dxc5 bxcS5 19 Wa3 Wa7 20 Ra5
with a considerable positional ad-
vantage, Polugaevsky-Ivkov, Am-
sterdam 1972) 16 &d2 f6 17 &d3
Ka7 18 Ka5. White controls more
key squares and enjoys a lead in de-
velopment.

Notice in the above examples how
White was able to exploit the a5-
square.

13 &Dxe5 Ld4

Polugaevsky’s recommendation,
which aims to keep White’s advan-
tage to a minimum. The point is to
meet 14 Df3 with 14...e5.

Instead 13...Wc7?! 14 Hc4 (14
£¢3!?7) makes life more uncomfort-
able for Black, but 13...4dS5 is a per-
fectly credible alternative. After 14
#d3 Kd6 15 Kd2, 15..8d7 16
Wb3 suddenly gave White the nasty
threat e2-e4 in Tukmakov-Peturs-
son, Bern 1991. The game continued
16...a5 17 Rfd1 £c6 18 e4 H)b4 19
e5 £c5 20 Kxb4 Lxb4 21 Kxcb6
bxc6 22 Dxb4 axb4 23 Bd6 Wh7 24
Wcda Rfc8 25 Radl Wb6 26 b3 h6 27
Hcl and White had the win in his
sights. Perhaps Black should settle
for a slightly worse position with the
retreat 15...216.

14 Kf4!?

14 5d3 followed by 15 £d2 is
known to give White the better
game.

14 .. @h5
14..g5? must be investigated.

Then 15 2f3? K xf2+! (15...gxf4 16
@xd4 fxg3 17 hxg3 e5 18 &f5) 16
Bxf2 gxfa 17 Dg5 (17 gxf4 Dgd 18
g5 £6) 17...h6 works out well for
Black. This leaves 1S e3! gxf4 (alter-
natively 15...&xb2 16 Wxb2 gxf4 17
exfd isexcellent for White) 16 exd4
fxg3 17 fxg3, when White domi-
nates.

15 Hfd1l xf4

16 gxf4 fa7

Now that he has spent a couple

of moves removing White’s dark-
squared bishop Black is not willing
to part with his own. 16...2xe5 17
fxe5 b8 (17...Kd8 18 Exd8+ Wxds
19 Xd1) 18 Bd6! b5 19 a5 is a good
example of how Black can find him-

self being overpowered.
17 Ha3!(D)
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As we shall see, the rook has
many uses on the third rank, thanks
in no small part to the capture g3xf4.
Black’s problem is his inability to
bring his pieces into the game, which
may explain his eagerness to evict
the knight.

17 .. fé6
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After this move White shows no
mercy, leaving Black in a daze for
the rest of the game. Other moves,
however, fail to give Black any hope
of forcing White to loosen the grip.

a) 17..2b8 18 Bc3 &b6 19 Led
and White gets a free run at his oppo-
nent’s king.

b) 17...WcS comes to mind, but
after 18 Wxc5 fL.xc5 19 Rc3 £b4 20
Hcd a5 (20...8a5 21 b4) 21 Hc7
White retains a dangerous initiative
in true Catalan style. The exchange
of queens as a means of alleviating
pressure is less successful in this
opening than in many others.

18 Xh3!

And why not?

18 .. fxeS

a) After 18...g6 19 Dxg6 hxg6 20
Wxg6+ Wg7 21 Wh5S White threat-
ens to make full use of the g3-square.

b) 18...g5 also results in White
reaching an overwhelming position,
though there is only one way to
achieve this:

bl) 19 Ked? is tempting and in-
correct,e.g. 19...fxe520 £ xh7+ (20
Exh7 Wf6) 20...&h8 21 L5+ (21
Wg6 Wg7 22 WhS5 exfd) 21...s2g8 22
Lxe6+ Lxe6 23 Wgo+ Wg7 24
Wxe6+ W7 (24..Kf7 25 ERh6) 25
WxeS W6, etc.

b2) 19 2gd? gxf4a.

b3) 19 £d3? 5.

b4) A bitof lateral thinking leads
us to 19 Xc3!. Then after 19..2b6
(19...fxeS 20 Rc7, or 19..2b8 20
Exc8 fxe5 21 fxg5) 20 Lcd £.c7 21
fxg5 fxg5 22 a5 Black has a terribly
weak kingside and serious difficul-
ties with development. Of course,

unlike the game, Black will survive
more than five or six moves, though
there is nothing in the position to
suggest that White's advantage is not
equally as decisive as it is in the
game.

19 Wxh7+

20 Whs+

As soon as a piece has been in-

vested in an attack it is imperative
that the aggressor endeavours to con-
tinue generating powerful threats
without providing the opponent with
annoying counterplay (or a decisive
lead in material once an offensive
has failed). One such example is 20
fxe5 &e8 21 Ked Rd7 22 Kgb+
&d8 23 Rhd3 Rxf2, etc.

20 .. g6

20... g8 is refuted by 21 Ked!

Rf5 22 R xf5 exf5 23 Rd8+! Wxd8
24 Wh8+ f7 25 Wxds.

21 WxeS (D)

A7

The fact that White is a piece
down is hardly relevant — two of
Black’s pieces are yet to move!

21 .. Pe8

There is no defence.

a) 21..Wc5 22 Rh7+ &e8 23
Wg7 Wxf2+ 24 $hl.
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b) 21..Wf6 22 Wc7+ Le8 23
Bh7 &xf2+ 24 $hl e5 (24..Kf7 25
Hd8+) 25 fxeS.

22 Red W16

Again there are two other defen-
sive tries which White needs to have
calculated:

a) 22...Kg8 23 Rh8 Wf7 (or
23..Bxh8 24 Lxg6+) 24 Hxg8+
Wxg8 25 Wf6.

b) 22..Wf7 23 Wg5 &xf2+ 24
g2 W6 25 Lxg6+ Pe7 26 Rh7+.

23 Wce7 LxR2+
24 <hl

Threatening 25 Rd8+.
24 He8

Or 24...Kf7 25 Xh8+.

25 Zh7(D) 10
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Apart from the final move (which
threatens 26 Xd8+) there is also the
immediate 25 L2xg6+! Rxg6 26
Eh8+, etc.
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8 Wxc4

This straightforward recapture is
very popular at international level.
Rather than frustrating his oppo-
nent’s queenside expansion White
even invites the ...b7-b5 advance.
After the natural 8...bS 9 Wc2 (9
Wb3 only makesthe freeing ...c7-c5
easier to carry out) 9..2b7 (D) we
arrive at the following position:

White almost always continues by
developing his dark-squared bishop
to d2, f4 or g5, the latter two being
more active.

10 24

10 £14 is the most direct move, forc-
ing Black to put the ...c7-c5 plan on
hold for a few moves by actually
attacking the c-pawn. How Black
responds depends on how annoy-
ing he finds White’s dark-squared
bishop: 10...2d0d5 (Games 14 and

15), 10...2c6 intending ...%c6-b4-
d5 (Games 16 and 17) and 10...2d6
(Game 18) have all been played.

Game 14
Ribli — Karpov
Amsterdam 1980

1d4 D62 cde63g3d54 2g2 Le7

5 HH13 0-0 6 0-0 dxc4 7 Wc2 a6
8 Wxcd bS
9 Wc2 Kb7
10 RKf4 &Hds

Although this seems like a logical
reaction it does have a couple of
drawbacks — namely the time spent
in performing the exchange and
White’s tightened grip on the centre
after a subsequent ...2)d5xf4, g3xf4.

11 %3

The retreat 11 £d2 makes little
sense; Black has an easy game after
11...0d7 12 §c3 b4 13 Wbl c5.

11 .. Oxf4
Otherwise Black’s 10th move has
no point.
12 gxfd (D)

White is happy with this exchange
since his opponent’s pieces are no-
where near ready to exploit the gaps
in his king position.

12 .. dd7

Black concentrates on supporting

the advance ‘of his c-pawn, a thrust
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which is designed to undermine
White’s control of the centre. The al-
ternative, 12...2)c6, is examined in
the next main game. Other moves do
not help Black:

a) 12..Wc8 13 Hed £)d7 14 Racl
g6 15 DeS DxeS5 16 fxe5 Kxed 17
Kxed Ra7 18 £c6 Wb 19 Wed a5
20 Hc3 left Black too cramped in
Quinteros-Henley, Lone Pine 1976.

b) Black suffered similar pun-
ishment in Inkiov-Bonsch, Stara Za-
gora Z 1990, when after 12...Ka7?!
13 Rfd1 £d6 14 Hg5! g6 15 Kxb7
Exb7 16 Wed c6 17 Wf3 Re7 18
@ged b4 19 HcS5 White was well in
control.

c) 12...g6?! 13 Rfdl £d6 14 €3
Kxf3 15 Kxf3 Ha7 16 a4! b4 17
@e4 §d7 18 Wc6! (homing in on the
traditionally vulnerable c6-square)
18...%£6 19 &cS5 WeB 20 a5! with a
clear territorial and positional advan-
tage to White, Csom-Barczay, Kecs-
kemet 1975.

13 Rfd1

White does better to bring his
rook to the centre, in anticipation of
a future exchange after ..c7-c$,
rather than commit himselftoo early.
After the forcing 13 g5 2xg5 14

&xb7 Black can chip away at the
white kingside with 14...2xf4! 15
& xa8 Wh4. Gutman-Kochiev, USSR
1978 continued 16 Rfdl Xxa8 17
Wed Wxh2+ 18 f1 Re8 19 Wf3
£d6 20 e3 f5 with an unclear posi-
tion. Less drastic butequally ineffec-
tive is 13 De4: 13...2c8 14 Rfd1 (14
&cS Dxc5 15 dxcs Wd4) 14..c515
dxc5 &xc5 16 Dxc5 Bxc5 17 Wxc5
&xc5 18 Xxd8 Exd8 19 Rcl Bc820
&e5 Dad, as was seen in Inkiov-
Georgiev, Bulgarian Ch 1982, illus-
trates the relative ease with which
Blackis able steer the game to equal-
ity when White fails to keep up the
pressure.
13 .. Wcs

Black removes his queen from the
potentially dangerous d-file, sup-
porting ...c7-c5 in the process.
13...c5? is asking for trouble after
White’s 13th move because 14 dxc5
creates an uncomfortable pin (Df3-
eS is threatened). Giving up the fight
to push the c-pawn gives White too
much space and leaves the c6-square
vulnerable:

a) 13..206 14 DeS! Kxg2 15
dxg2 £d6 163 Wc8 17 Ded Hd5
(White's superiority in the centre is
sufficient for an advantage after
17...2Dxe4) 18 Racl f6 19 &c6 fa-
voured White in Béhm-Luczak, Po-
lanica Zdroj 1980.

b) 13..2xf3 14 &xf3 b8 was
tried in Smyslov-Barczay, Kapfen-
berg Echt 1970, but after 15 Qe4
£d6 16 3 Whd4 17 hl £f6 18
Dxfe+ Wxf6 19 gl We7 20 Kc6
White had managed yet again to land
a piece on c6.
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14 Qedq!

Ribli’s move, which has been em-
ployed by professionals ever since
this famous victory. Nevertheless,
GM Sosonko chose 14 a4!? against
Dutreeuw, Brussels Z 1993, judging
that after 14...b4 (14...bxa4 leaves
the a6-pawn weak) 15 &ed Black's
separated queenside pawns and the
newly relinquished c4-square should
be enough to dissuade him from sim-
plifying with 15...c5. This proved
correct, and the game continued
15..8d5 16 Racl Ra7 17 %DeS
Hxe5 18 fxe5 Wa8 19 Wd3, when
Black lost patience and broke out
with 19...f5 20 exf6 gxf6 21 Kf3
Rd8. After 22 We3 h8 23 ©h1 Rg8
24 Hgl White had a better game
thanks to his superior pieces and
pawn structure.

14 .. cS

The thematic freeing advance
which, incidentally, is not possible
after 14...2xed 15 Wxe4 as 15...c5
loses the exchange to 16 &g5. How-
ever, interesting is 14...fS, which
arose in the game Ricardi-Granda,
Buenos Aires 1991. Still concentrat-
ing on the c5-square, White played
15 &c5?, and after 15...%xc5 16
dxc5 Red! 17 Wb3 c6 18 De5 £d5
Black had succeeded in muddying
the waters by establishing control of
the important d5-square. Instead of
the inaccurate 15 &c5 Kotronias rec-
ommends 15 Hg3, giving 15...c5 16
dxcS5 @Dxc5 17 Racl a5 (ruling out
b2-b4) 18 e3 Rd8 with chances for
both sides. It is true that Black’s
knight is posted well on c5, but the
e6-pawn is weak (b5 and c6 may also

prove vulnerable once the light-
squared bishops are exchanged), and
with two knights White is better
placed to use the e5-square than
Black is to use e4,

15 dxc5 DxcS

16 Dxc5 WxcS

After 16...2xc5 White does not

have the typical Catalan tactic 17
g5 intending 17..g6 18 Kxb7
Wxb7 19 WxcS because 17...8xf2+
and 18...Wxc2 wins for Black. How-
ever, 17 Hacl gives White extra pull
on the c-file and consequently a su-
perior version of the game.

17 Wxc5 Kxc5

18 Hacl Rfc8

The king’s rook comes to the c-

file in order to clear the path for the
king to join the game via f8.

19 2eS! (D)

9 & W

The advance of Black’s queenside
pawns has left Black a little vulner-
able on the light squares (c6, a6), so
White is willing to part with his
bishop.

19 .. Kxg2
20 Pxg2

White has a slight but definite

edge. His versatile knight eyes the
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weak c6-square and the rooks are
well placed on the centre files. A
crucial factor here is the relative
strengths and weaknesses of the
pawn configurations. It is irrelevant
that Black’s early pawn advances on
the queenside were carried out to
gain time on the enemy queen — the
only visible result now is that they
are over-extended. A look at the
white pawns tells a different story —
five out of the six pawns are yet to
leave their original squares, well out
of the reach of Black’s pieces. In-
deed the bishop, while having a cer-
tain amount of freedom, is (of
course) limited to operating only on
the dark squares, unlike the knight.
As for the doubled f-pawns, the f4-
pawn provides White with extra pro-
tection of the important e5-square.
In fact Karpov found this typical
Catalan ending difficult to defend,
and the rest of this instructive game
can be found in the Introduction.

Game 15
Permiakov - Berzin$
Latvian Ch 1994

1c4Df625f3e63g3ds 4 8g2
2.7 50-00-0 6 d4 dxc4 7 Wc2 a6 8
Wxcd b5 9 Wc2 £b7 10 £f4 DdS
11 D3 Dxf4 12 gxf4
12 .. Db

Now the knight is ready to harass
the queen with ...%c6-b4, when the
d5-square will be available if neces-

sary.

13 Zfd1 b4
14 Wcl (D)
14 .. Wd6?!

371% A

/Mf?////

As is often the case the natural
move is not necessarily the most ac-
curate. Black’s queen is heading for
b6, but this manoeuvre does nothing
to diminish White’s authority.

a) Bestis 14..Wb8, which is not
easy to find. Black concedes the d-
file but retains the opportunity to
push the c-pawn immediately. Black
was successful in Ribli-Griinfeld,
Skara Echt 1980, yet this was due
entirely to White’s rather helpful
play: 15 ed4? (too loose) 15...c5 16 dS
c4 17 De5 £.d6! 18 a3 &.xe5 19 fxeS
&\d3, etc. A big improvement is 15
a3, which is enough to keep White in
the driving seat. In Stangl-Ruf, Kecs-
kemet 1990, White maintained his
advantage after 15..20d5 16 &e5
(16 DxdS £xd5 17 DeS5 also fa-
vours White but Stangl’s choice is
preferable) 16...2Dxc3 17 Wxc3 Lxg2
18 2xg2 £d6 19 Racl Wb7+ (trad-
ing off the final pair of minor pieces
still leaves White dominating the
centre and the c-file) 20 &c6 £h8 21
Wf3.

b) 14...20dS (this is far more
likely to be encountered at club level
than 14..Wb8) 15 Ded! £d6 16 £c5!
Ha7 (16...20xf4? 17 Dxb7 Wb8 18
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Wc6), and now both 17 HeS and 17
el leave White with the better posi-
tion, whereas 17 Dxb7?! Exb7 18
e3 Xb6 19 Wc2 We7 was equalinthe
game Shvedchikov-Karasev, USSR
1979.
15 €3 Whé

The problem with having the
queen on d6 is that 15..c5? now
loses a pawn to 16 a3 2dS5 17 De4.

16 a3 &oHds
17 &DeS

Not 17 Ded? Dxf4!.
17 ... Zfds
18 Ded

Black is struggling because his
forces are tied to the defence of the
weaknesses on ¢S and c6. Faced with
the prospect of Wc1-c2 followed by
Hal-cl, he now seeks to relieve the
pressure through exchanges.

18 .. &xeé
19 &Of6+ Kxf6
20 fKxb7 Wxb7

21 Wc6! (D)
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It is usually a good indication that
things have gone well for White if he
has been able to keep his opponent’s
c7-pawn at bay and then add to
Black’s suffering by establishing a

piece on c6. The use of this key

square forms an important part of

White’s strategy in positions which

feature such pawn configurations.
21 .. Wxc6

After 21..Kab8 22 Wxb7 Rxb7
23 &c6 Kd6 24 Bdcl White's com-
mand of the c-file guarantees a clear
advantage (24...Rb6 25 Da5).

22 Dxcb Rdé
23 Rdcl!

The rook has completed its duties
on the d-file, while the other rook
supports a break on the a-file.

23 .. hé6

Preparation for a kingside offen-
sive, a distraction which is sorely
needed since Black is clearly experi-
encing difficulties on the other flank.

24 a4!
White wastes no time.
24 .. bxad

Unfortunately for Black he has lit-
tle choice but to provide White with
another target in the form of the a-
pawn. Trying to keep the queenside
intact does not help: 24..He8
(24...Bc8 25 axb5 axb5 26 Da7)
25 axb5 axb5 26 Ra7 Rc8 27 Bb7
leaves Black about to lose a pawn.

25 Hxad g5

26 fxg5s hxg5
27 Rc5 g7
28 b4

Threatening b4-b5xa6.
28 Re8 (D)

29 dg2!

Having developed a stranglehold
since the late stage of the opening it
is in White’s interest to preserve the
bind rather than spoil the fruits of
his labour By capturing the lonely
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a6-pawn immediately, thus inviting
a simplification which would keep
Black’s disadvantage to a minimum
owing to the newly created pin on
the 6th rank — 29 Xxa6 e5 30 dxe5
Hxes.

After the text Black is left search-
ing for constructive waiting moves
that are not there, so now he faces
facts and again looks to the kingside

for counterplay.
29 .. Le7
30 Xxa6 fs
31 bsS

Defending the a6-rook in order to
free the knight. In fact White now
threatens 32 Dxe7 Bxe7 (32...Bxa6
33 Dxf5+) 33 Exc7!, netting a sec-
ond pawn.

3 .. Rd7
31...XdS also runs into 32 Pxe7,
when both 32...Exc5 33 dxc5 Rxe7
34 Ra7 (followed by 35 b6) and
32...Kxe7 33 Rxe6! are decisive.
32 Qes! Kxc5

Forced, as otherwise the c-pawn

falls.
33 Oxd7 2d6?

A lesser evil is 33...2b4 34 Ra7
£d6, when 35 £b6-c4 puts White
on the road to victory.

Now White can accelerate the
winning process by simply freeing
the b-pawn. The game ended: 34
Hxd6! cxd6 35 b6 He7 36 b7 Xxd7
37 b8W g4 and Black resigned (1-0).

Game 16
Ribli - Speelman
Moscow OL 1994

1Df3DF62c4e63g3d54 282
£€750-00-06d4 dxc4 7 Wc2a68
Wxcd b5 9 Wc2 £b7 10 214

&e6 (D)

The most frequent choice at mas-
ter level. Despite the fact that this
move obstructs the c-pawn Black is
not giving up on the thematic freeing
advance, which will become more of
areality after ...Z)c6-b4. 10...Dc6is
indeed a good move, and is one of
the reasons why I prefer the variation
with 8 a4. However, the average club
player must either know his theory
very well or be able to calculate ac-
curately when considering his 10th
move options, as Black’s 1 1th move
in the main line appears at first
glance to lose a pawn.

11 Rdi
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White mayj, in fact, ignore the at-
tack on his d-pawn and simply de-
velop his queen’s knight:

a) 11 &c3 (D) is the most popu-
lar alternative, after which Black has
a choice:

al) 11..29b4 12 Wbl (12 Wcl
transposes to the main game) 12...c5!
13 dxc5 &xc5 14 Ke5? (14 Dg5
Lxg2 15 &xg2 looks equal) 14.. g4
15 Ded Lxed 16 Wxed £5! 17 Wbl
was played in Kirov- Vera, Timisoara
1987. After 17..Wb6 18 e3 Kxe3!
19 fxe3 Dxe5 20 Dxe5 Wxe3+ 21
2f2 WxeS 22 £xa8 Hxa8 Black
stood better. White was successful
with 17 Wf4 in Inkiov-Speelman,
Novi Sad OL 1990, but everyone
except GM Kotronias failed to spot
that after 17...%)c2! 18 Rac1?? Black
has the crushing 18...2xf2!! (only
18...%¢ge3 19 Rxc2! Hxc2 20 Dg5 -
which clearly favours White — had
been considered) 19 Exf2 Ke3, etc.

a2) The obvious 11..2xd4 has
been almost ignored since the con-
tinuation 12 &xd4 Lxg2 13 Bfdl
has long been regarded as good for
White on account of 13..2d5 14
e4. However, in Ninov-Lechtynsky,

Stara Zagora Z 1990, Black played
13..2b7!?, challenging his oppo-
nent to demonstrate an advantage. In
fact, after 14 Dxe6 We8 15 Dxf8
Wc6 16 £3b4 17 Racl bxc3 18 Wxc3
Wxc3 19 Exc3 $xf8 20 Xxc7 &d5
Black had a perfectly comfortable
position. We can conclude (for the
moment at least) that 11 &c3 offers
White very little. Perhaps after
11...5xd4 12 Dxd4 Kxg2, 13 Dxeb
fxe6 14 &xg2 is worth a try.

b) 11 &bd2!? also invites Black
to grab the d-pawn, but this time
11...5xd4 12 Dxd4 Lxg2 13 Dxeb
fxe6 14 &xg2 leaves White with the
extra possibility of &d2-f3. The
game Mochalov-Itkis, USSR 1983
continued 11...Kc8 12 b3 b4 13
Wcl 24514 Wd1 Red 15 Del c5
16 Dxc5 Kxc5 17 dxc5 Bxc5 with
an equal position, while Mochalov’s
suggested improvement 14 £fd2
Kxg2 15 xg2 Wd5+ 16 £3 Was 17
Le3 (with the idea of Re3-gl fol-
lowed by e2-e4) seems irrelevant in
view of Kotronias’s 15...c5 (reserv-
ing the check on dS), which solves
Black’s opening problems.

Returning to the main game, the
text move puts the onus on Black to
avoid being clamped.

11 .. b4

The point. After dealing with the
attack on his c-pawn by blocking the
c-file Black immediately leaves his
pawn undefended, since 12 Wxc7?
loses the exchange after 12...Wxc7
13 £xc7 £c2 14 Del Dxal 15 Kxb7
Ra7. The general unawareness of
this possibility at club level probably
explains why 10...2)d5 i's so popular.
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It is preferable for Black to hit the
queen now because 12 Wb3 can then
be met with 12...2d5. In Palatnik-
G.Kuzmin, Kiev 1984 Black inserted
11...Xc8, but after 12 &c3 Lb4s 13
Wb3 2bd5 14 Le5 White had an
improved version of the main lines.

12 Wcl Ec8

Now Black takes his turn to bring
a rook to the same file as the enemy
queen. 12..2bdS features in the
next main game.

The other important alternative is
12...Wc8, which prepares the ...c7-
c5 thrust without Black having to
worry about a subsequent d4xcS.
Again it is necessary for Blackto be
aware of — or to have calculated in
advance — the fact that 13 £xc7 runs
into 13...20fd5! 14 a3 (14 K4 &)c2)
14...Wxc7 with a good game.

Since 13 &bd2 c5 produces in-
stant equality, the most telling reply
to 12..Wc8is 13 Kgs!:

a) The idea is to answer 13...c5S
with 14 2x16 (D)
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al) 14...£xf6 15 dxcS aS 16 Da3
£d5 17 e4 £xed 18 Dxb5 saw White
get the better of the complications in
Vera-Sisniega, Mexico 1984.

a2) 14...gxf6 maintains the de-
fence of the c-pawn at the cost of
damaging Black’s kingside pawn
structure. Then:

a21) The forcing 15 a3 &d5 16
ed4 Qb6 17 d5 exdS has been tried
several times, but White’s compen-
sation for the pawn is in doubt after
18 Wf4 (18 ©h4 Bd8 19 &c3 d4 20
@De2 d3 21 f4 c4 22 D5 K8 23
@Dh5 We6 24 Dh6+ Ph8 25 Kh3
Wxh3 26 Dxf7+ g8 27 Dh6+ led
to a draw in Sme jkal-Byrne, Baden
1980) 18...We6, though the position
is complicated.

a22) In Agzamov-Karpov, USSR
1983 the sober continuation was 15
@c3 Rd8 16a3Dd5 17 DxdS Lxd5
18 dxc5 Wxc5 19 Wxc5 &xc5 20
Del Kxg2 21 dxg2. Karpov then
played 21...f5, and after 22 Exd8+
Exd8 23 d3 Ke7 24 ad bax4 25
Hxa4 Rd6 the game was equal. In-
stead of the unambitious 24 a4, Ag-
zamov'’s proposed improvement 24
Hcl gives White the traditional
Catalan slight endgame advantage,
thanks to his more active pieces and
Black’s rather delicate pawn struc-
ture.

b) Afraid of the consequences of
the exchange on f6, many players
may opt to support the f6-knight first
with 13...2DbdS5 before pushing the
c-pawn, but analysis by Smyslov has
shown that if after.14 &bd2 Black
continues 14...cS then after 15 e4! he
facesproblems: 15...20b4 (15...22b6
16 e5 fd7 17 LKxe7 Dxe7 18 dxc5)
16 €5 &fd5 17 Kxe7 Dxe7 18 Wxc5
Wxc5 19 dxc5 Dd3 20 2b3 Dxb2
21 Rd7, etc. This leaves 14..h6,
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when White took control of the c5-
square and the centre in Smyslov-
Olafsson, USSR-Rest of the World,
Belgrade 1970: 15 &xf6 &xf6 16
b3 £d6 17 &Dc5 £d5 18 HDe5
&xg2 19 ©xg2 with a structural and
territorial advantage.
13 Dc3
13 a4 has been suggested occa-
sionally but the move is yet to catch
on. The idea is to meet 13...c5 with
14 dxc5 xc5 15 &c3.
13 .. Dbd5s
Black completes the knight ma-
noeuvre, blocking the d-file in readi-
ness for ...c7-c5.
14 HxdS
White almost always makes this
capture. An interesting option is 14
Ke5!?, which is well worth further
investigation. The move was given
a fairly recent outing in J.Horvath-
Wells, Odorheiu Secuiesc 1993,
which went 14...c515 dxc5 &xc5 16
2.xf6 Wxf6 17 @eds We7 18 Dxc5
Rxc5 19 Wd2 (D).
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Obviously White’s advantage in
the diagram position is small, but
Black’s queenside pawns form a tar-
get which the white pieces are well

placed to attack. Black, meanwhile,
can look forward to no more thande-
fending the ensuing ending, since his
winning prospects are nil. The game
continued 19...5f6 (19..Rfc8 20
@el h6 21 Racl Rxcl 22 Rxcl
Rxcl 23 Wxcl &6 24 Hd3 gave
White the usual slight but persistent
edge in Andersson-Kir.Georgiev,
Sarajevo 1985, which White went on
to win) 20 Wd6! (20 Racl hé6 21
Rxc5 Wxc5 22 Bcl Wb6 23 De5
L£xg2 24 Lxg2 is equal, Anders-
son-Beliavsky, Debrecen Echt 1992)
20..Wxd621 Exd6Rfc8(21...Rc2?
22 &d4 Bc7 23 Kxb7 Rxb7 24
Hxa6) 22 Del Lxg2 23 dxg2 a5
(23...K5c6 24 Radl Hf8 25 Rxcb
Hxc6 26 Bd8+ Pe7 27 Ra8) 24 Hab
a4 25 b3 axb3 26 axb3 g5 27 &Hd3
Hc2 (after 27...Rc3 28 b4 White still
retains his slight advantage because
of the vulnerable b5-pawn) 28 Ra8
Rxa8 29 Rxa8+ g7 30 2f1 Sed 31
b4 d2+ 32 el Hb3 33 Ra7 df6
(33...%8c1? loses: 34 &dl Ha2 35
Rxa2 Hxa2 36 Pc2e537 b3 ed 38
xa2 exd3 39 exd3) 34 Rd7 Ra235
f3 h5 36 &2 g4 37 f4 Bd2 38 Xb7
and Black resigned due to 38...2d4
39 de3 &b3 40 DeS. This game il-
lustrates how difficult these endings
are for Black, whereas White, on the
other hand, has a ready-made plan of
chipping away at the enemy queen-
side. These endings are just what
White is looking for in the 8 Wxc4
lines.
14 .. Dxd5

Again the recapture with the
knight is perhaps more ‘natural’ as it
puts the question to White’s bishop.
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However, there is nothing wrong
with 14...8xd5, which seems to of-
fer excellent chances of steering the
game to equality and is consequently
the main choice at international level.
After 15 fe3 (preventing 15...c5)
15...c6 16 %Del, Atalik-Vaganian,
Manila OL 1992 went 16...2g4 17
213! Dxe3 18 Wxe3 216 19 Wa3!
(threatening 20 e4) 19..2xf3 20
@xf3 Wh6, when 21 b4! would have
left White slightly better. In Khalif-
man-Lutz, Wijk aan Zee 1995, Black
sensibly persevered with the ...c7-c5
plan with 16...Wb6!, earning full
equality after 17 &d3 fxg2 18
Pxg2 Dd5 19 £3 ¢520dxc5 Dxe3+
21 Wxe3 &xc5 22 Dxc5 Wxc5 23
Wxc5 Exc5 24 Racl Rcc8 25 b4 g6,
etc. With no subsequent improve-
ments for White I recommend 14
fe5 (previous note).
15 Kg5
15 ed4!? is an untested suggestion
which aims to exploit White’s con-
trol of the centre, e.g. 15...2){6 16 €5
@d5 17 K.g5.
15 .. cS
Black finally manages to achieve
the desired (necessary) liberating
break.
16 dxcS We8
16...Exc5? 17 Wxc5 is one for
Black to avoid. The text ensures that
Black will soon win back his pawn,
so White’s task is to head for a fa-
vourable ending by exchanges.

17 K xe7 Wxe7
18 eS BxcS
19 Wd2 &3

19...Wc7 may be better. In Ribli-
Gligorié, Novi Sad 1982, White

obtained a minuscule edge after 20
Dd3 Rc2 21 Wel &6 22 & xb7 Wxb7
23 Racl, when 23...Rfc87 loses to
24 4x5!. 19...2)6 runs into 20 £d7!
(Speelman).
20 HdI

After 20 bxc3 White would be
happy with 20...2xg2? 21 £d3, but
20...Hxe5 spoils the party.

20 .. &Hxd1 (D)
7. 7
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21 %xcS
White can try 21 2xb7!? (Speel-

man), with an unclear postion after
21..0xf2 22 $xf2 (22 HDxc5 WxcS)
22..Bh5 (22..Bf5+23 Rf3e524 e4
Rf6 25 &bd) 23 &3 Exh2+ 24 gl
Eh6 25 Ec1. White has two active
pieces for a rook and two pawns but
his kingside pawn structure has been
damaged, although the rook on h6
does seem out of play.

21 .. Wxc5

22 Rxd1 Kxg2

23 dxg2 hé6

Black invests a tempo on provid-

ing his king with an escape square.
White’s edge is too small to mean
anything.

24 Kcl We7

25 W4
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The tempting 25 Hc6?? loses:
25..Wb7 26 Wd6 Kc8.

25 .. wd7
26 b3 Zc8!
27 Xxc8+ Wxc8
28 Wdeé Wc2
29 Wxa6
29 Wds+ &h7 30 Wd3+ Wxd3 31

exd3 produces an unclear pawn end-
ing which is almost certainly drawn
according to Speelman.

29 .. Wed+

30 gl 15-1/

Game 17
Heine Nielsen - J.Kristensen
Ars 1995

1d4 56 2 c4 €6 3 g3 dS 4 D3 Le7
5 £g2 0-0 6 0-0 dxcd 7 Wc2 a6 8
Wxcd b5 9 Wc2 £b7 10 £14 £)c6
11 Ed1 £b4 12 Wcl

12 .. &£ bds (D)
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Before turning to the c-pawn
Black brings his knight back into the
game. By doing so before White’s
knight has arrived on c3 Black gives
himself the option of capturing on f4
at some point.

13 %bd2

Preparing to post the knight on
b3, from where White hopes to exert
pressure on the crucial c5-square. As
we have already seen, White does
not have to worry about acquiring
doubled f-pawns. 13 &c3 transposes
to the previous game after 13...Xc8,
while 13...22xf4 was seen in Anders-
son-Braga, Mar del Plata 1982. After
14 Wxf4 R£d6 15 HDe5 fxg2 16
dxg2 Wb8 17 Wf3 c5! 18 L c6 Wh6
19 dxc5 Lxc5 20 a4 bxad 21 Hxad
WbS5 Black was well on his way to a
draw.

13 .. Dxf4?!

I don’t really trust this tempting
capture in these positions. The tem-
porary pawn sacrifice 13...c5 14
dxc5 Kc8is a more sensible alterna-
tive. Then after 15 b3 Black must
be careful how he regains the pawn:

a) 15...2e4? invites 16 Wbl!, in-
tending 16..2xc5 17 @xc5 and 18 e4.

b) Gligoriétried 15...We8against
Andersson in Bugojno 1982, but
found himself much worse after 16
QDe5 Dxf4 17 gxf4 Kxg2 18 dxg2
as 18...2e4 allows 19 Hd7.

c) 15..20d7!is the onlymove. In
Ribli-Vaganian, Mexico 1980, there
followed 16 Wc2 @Dxc5 17 e4 HA7!
18 We2 D xf4 19 gxfa Wc7 20 Racl
Wxf4 21 Bxd7 Bxcl+ 22 &Dxcl
Wxc1+, and now 23 Wf1 would have
been very good for White. One im-
provement for Black is 19...Kc7!,
with chances for both sides.

14 gxf4 cS

Black abandoned this plan in
Illescas-Campora, Spanish Ch 1995,
selecting instead 14..2 d6. Play con-
tinued 15 &b3 (after 15.€3, 15.. We7
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16 &b3 Hac8 17 Ha5 £d5 18 A6
Wd7 19 &Hfe5 and 15...2Dd7 16 Wc2
g6 17 &b3 both favour White ac-
cording to Gulko) 15...2d5 16 De5
&xg2 17 dxg2 &dS 18 e4 b6 19
&\c5, and White had two annoying
knights in his opponent’s half of the
board. Countering on the kingside
with 19...We8 20 b3 £6 21 Qed3 {5
22 £3 Wh5 23 Xf1! Xf6 24 h1 fxed
25 fxe4 Rxc5 26 Dxc5 did not help

Black shake off the grip.
15 dxcS We7
16 %b3

Stronger than the negative 16 c6?!
Wxc6 17 Wxc6 £xc6 18 DeS Kxg2
19 dxg2 Rfc8, which soon ended
peacefully in Csom-Parma, Rome
1981. 16 e3 was similar in Illescas-
Lautier, Madrid 1993: 16...Wxc5 17
Wxc5 fxc5 18 b3 Ke7 19 De5
Axg2 20 dxg2 Rfc8 21 Kacl Hd5
22 &3 and White had slightly more
than Csom but not enough, sharing
the point 24 moves later.

16 .. Hac8
17 Des

Inviting the usual exchange of
light-squared bishops, atrade which
is desirable to White because it re-
moves another piece from Black’s
exposed queenside.

17 .. 2.xg2
18 <xg2 fxc5

After all his trouble Black takes
the pawn while he still can. 18...a5
19 c6!? could prove annoying.

19 &DxcS Wxcs
20 Wxcs Exc5
21 ZRacl(D)

A familiar position, not unlike
those which can arise from other
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variations of the Catalan. Engineer-
ing the ...c7-cS break has required
considerable effort, and White has
maintained histerritorial superiority
and lead in development right
through to the ending. Black is no
position to contest the c-file because
of the weakness of his back rank, his
remaining pieces are relatively pas-
sive (even the king is further from
the action than White's) and the
queenside pawns are a constant
worry — factors which combine to
accentuate Black’s discomfort.
21 .. Hds
21..Kxcl 22 Excl &d5 23 f3
leaves White with a slight but prom-
ising long-term advantage.
22 @13 Rxd1
23 Rxdi &ds
The beginning of an erroneous
plan to distract White from his slow
squeeze policy by going active. Un-
derstandably Black was afraid of
23...Ra8 24 e4, after which White is
ready to invade on the queenside
with all his pieces, yet thisis perhaps
the lesser evil.
24 e4 Db4?
Consistent and losing. In his bid
for counterplay Black sends his
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knight across the board into enemy
territory, but there will be no way
out. Black’s last chance to continue
the uphill struggle to a half-point is
24..2b6 25 Ed6 Bb8 26 {c6 Ra8,
when White must keep chipping
away.

25 a3 Dec2

25..£6 26 £d7 makes no differ-
ence.

26 Dc6!

Suddenly Black’s knight is de-
prived of aretreat square, and Black
cannot evict White’s knight in view
of 26...Kc8 27 De7+.

26 .. fs

26...b4 27 axb4 e5 28 fxe5 pro-
duces the same result.

27 €5 1-0

Game 18
Ca.Hansen - S.Petersen
Denmark 1990

1 cd 5X6 2 d4 e6 3 g3 d5 4 2g2
dxcd 5 I3 276 0-0 0-0 7 Wc2 a6
8 Wxcd b5 9 Wc2 £b7 10 214
10 .. £d6 (D)
Y

ATW ATR

Another ‘knee-jerk’ reaction to 10
£f4, defending the c-pawn while
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challenging White’s bishop. As we
shall see in the notes to Black’s 11th
move, if Black gets the opportunity
to swap on f4 he should probably de-
cline. Having said this, White’s most
promising continuation involves mov-
ing his bishop yet again - this time to
g5, exploiting the pin on the h4-d8
diagonal (if Black plays ...&d6-e7
then he is simply a move down on
the 10 £g5 lines).
11 2bd2

11 Kxd6?! is obviously what
Black is hoping for: 11...cxd6 12
@Dbd2 Wb6 13e4 c6 14 Wd3 e5 15
dS @Db4 16 Wb3 a5 (17 Racl? Dxe4!
18 Dxe4 Lxd5), Kavalek-Commons,
USA Ch 1975, is one example. 11
Lg5 merits attention, since Black
has nothing better than transposing
to the main game with 11...2bd7, in
which case White has ‘avoided’ 11
Dbd2 L xf4.

1 .. @Dbd7

If Black insists on trading bishops
he should do so now. Despite giving
White more control of the centre and
potential play on the g-file, Karpov
has played the black side of 11...2.xf4
12 gxf4, so it requires investigation.
Stangl seems to be an expert on this
line.

a) In Stangl-Hedke, Dortmund
1993, Black exchanged his remain-
ing bishop and established a knight
outpost on d5: 12..2bd7 13 Rfcl
(13 Bfd1 Bc8 14 Hb3 Led 15 Wd2
&ds 16 Racl We7 17 Dc5 Dxc5 18
Exc5 favoured White in Dizdarevié-
Cvetkovié, Yugoslavia 1984, while
13 e3 was played in Seirawan-Kar-
pov, London 1984, when 13..Kc8
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should have met with 14 &b3 fol-
lowed by Ral-cl instead of Sei-
rawan’s 14 b4?, which created a
long-term weakness on c4) 13...Kc8
14 b3 Led 15 Wc3 HA5 16 Wd2
£xf3 17 &xf3 Wh4 18 €3 f5. After
19 &hl Rf6 20 Rgl Bh6 21 Rg2
&h8 22 Rcl Black’s kingside activ-
ity came to nothing, while on the
other flank White was ready with
Wd2-a5 and Db3-c5.

b) Another of Stangl’s games,
Stangl-Stern, Bundesliga 1991, went
12..Wd6 13 e3 Hbd7 14 b3 Ked
15 Wc3 RacB 16 Rfc1 2d5 17 Wd2.
Even after the thematic 17...c5 (oth-
erwise White can simply plant a
piece on this square) 18 dxc5 &xc5
19 Hxc5 Bxc5 20 Wd4 Rxcl+ 21
Excl Wb4a 22 a3 Wxd4 23 Dxd4
L£xg2 24 dxg2 Ra8 25 Kc6 Black
found himself on the wrong side of
yet another Catalan ending, throw-
ing in the towel twenty moves later.

12 RKg5

Of White’s alternatives only ‘d’
promises anything:

a) 12 Efcl Xc8 13 b3 Ked 14
Wd1 We7 with equality, Korchnoi-
Drimer, Budapest 1961.

b) 12 Kacl Rc8 13 \b3 Ked 14
Wd2 Hd5 15 Kxd6 cxd6 16 Exc8
Wxc8 17 Rc1 Wa8 with equality, Hei-
nig-Tischbierek, Leipzig 1979.

c) 125b3 Ked! 13 Wcl Kc8 14
ad (14..%xc5 15 dxc5 Kxf4 16 gxfd
Wds) Black simply replies 14...We7,
when 15 axb5 axb5 16 Ra7 looks ac-
tive but achieves nothing. In fact in
Vorsony-Schmid, corr. 1959, the
rook was made to look rather point-
less on a7: 16...&xf4 17 Wxf4 Wb4!

18 &Hbd2 £ xf3 19 & xf3c520dxc5
Wxc5 21 Ha6 (21 Rfa1? g5! 22 We3
Wxe3 23 fxe3 Hc2 was terrible for
White in Smyslov-Gligori¢, Warsaw
1947) 21...20e5 22 Kb7 Dg6 23 Wf3
Hc7 with advantage to Black (the
white pieces lack coordination).

d) The aggressive 12 a4!? puts
Black’s queenside under pressure
and deters Black from playing
12...Hc8 because then 13 axb5 axbs
leaves the b5-pawn open to attack
and Ral-a7 is coming. 12...bxa4?
simply leaves White with ideal tar-
gets on a6 and c7. Csom-Plachetka,
Berlin 1979 illustrates how White
may put the tension created by 12 a4
to good use: 12...Wb8 (Black leaves
a rook on the a-file, offers the b5-
pawn support, adds to Black’s influ-
ence of the b8-h2 diagonal and clears
the path for the otherrook to come to
c8 if the opportunity arises) 13 &e5
£xg2 14 ¥xg2 c5 (not surprisingly
Black is relieved to push his c-pawn,
but 14...2b6 is better according to
some commentators, though White
is still in control after 15 axb5 axb$
and then 16 Wc6 or 16 Hdf3 Hbd5
17 £.d2) 15 Ddf3 L.xe5 (15...cxd4?
16 &Dc6 Wc7 17 &e7+ Hh8 18
Wxc7, or 15...c4? 16 axbS axb5 17
Hxa8 Wxa8 18 Hxd7) 16 KxeS
&xe5 17 dxe5 @d7 18 axb5 axb5 19
Hxa8 Wxa8 20 Bd1! Dxe5 21 Wxc5
Dxf3 22 exf3 Wb7 23 Xd6! Bb8 24
Zc6 and White’s active pieces gave
him the better of the ending.

12 .. Ec8

Yet again Black must decide
whether the traditional freeing ad-
vance is viable. In Hiibner-Eng,
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Bundesliga 1986 White demon-
stratedthat it is not: 12...c5?! (the ac-
tual move-order was 11 £g5 @bd7
12 Dbd2) 13 &xf6 Wxf6 (13...gxf6
14 &g5! fxg5 15 Lxb7 Ab8 16 dxc5!
Dxc5 {16..Kxb7 17 cxd6 &6 18
WcSis very good for White} 17 £g2
and Black has nothing to compen-

sate for structural weaknesses on
both sides of the board) 14 &e5! (D).

7 7
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14..8xg2 15 Dxd7 Wd8 16 Dxf8!
£.xf1 17 Wxh7+ $xf8 18 Rxf1 cxd4
19 Wh8+ Pe7 20 Wxg7 with a deci-
sive advantage. The game ended:
20...Wh8 21 Wg5+ W6 22 Wxf6+
&xf6 23 Bcl Re5 24 D3+ d5 25
Hd1 e526e3 £c5 27 exd4 fxd4 28
Pf1 Hc8 29 Dxd4 exd4 30 e ded
31 f3+ d5 32 &d2 Xh8 33 h4 5 34
Ehl a5 35 h5 &e5 36 h6 1-0.

13 &b3

Highlighting the vulnerability of

a5 and c5.
13 .. h6

There are two other natural moves
to be considered. White emerges
with a clear advantage in each case:

a) 13...c5?!still fails toreach the
mark: 14 &xf6! gxf6 15 Dg5 fxgs
16 Kxb7.

b) After 13...8e4?! White has 14
Wxed! Hxed 15 Lxd8 Kfxd8 16
&a5!, when 16...c5? makes matters

even worse for Black in view of 17
&b7 Rf8 18 Hh4!, etc.

14 Lxf6 Dxf6
Preferable to 14...Wxf6 15 Hg5.
15 Hacl

Notice that White’s moves are
logical and easy to find. He simply
continues developing, bringing a
rook to the important c-file.

15 .. 2d5
16 REfd1!(D)
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And now the other rook. Apart
from completing the activation of
all his pieces, this move prevents
16...2xb3 17 Wxb3 c5 because 18
dxc$5 exploits the pin on the d-file.

16 .. We7

Now Black’s threat to take on b3
and then push the c-pawn is real,
hence White’s next.

17 Dfd2!?

Having decided that control of the
c5-square is essential (by now the
reader will be well aware of this
theme!), White is happy to support the
b3-knight even at the cost of present-
ing Black with another pawn break.
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17 ..
17...2xb3 18 Dxb3.
18 Lxg2 e5
Failure to contest White’s space
advantage would result in Black
being gradually pushed off the
board.
19 dxe5
20 o3
With his queen, rooks and knights
effectively posted and well coordi-
nated it is clear that White has much
the better game. We may add to this
Black’s a-pawn and weaknesses on
aS, c5 and c6.
20 .. Wed
Seeking to relieve the pressure
through a trade of queens. After
20..We7 21 Dbd4 the prospect of a
knight coming to either c6 or f5
leaves Black short of moves.
21 Wxed @xed (D)

kX Xe
"’%7 %;7 %}%N
LSilg Ji§il:

22 &Md4

White’s moves continue to be
straightforward. He threatens to put
a rook or a knight on c6 and combine
play on the queenside (perhaps in-
volving a timely a2-a4) with the ad-
vance of his kingside pawn majority.
Black’s next denies White use of the

Kxg2

WxeS

c6-square but leaves the c-pawn

open to attack.
22 .. cS
23 oHf5 c4?

Whoops. 23...2e5 24 Qe7+ just
loses an exchange for nothing, and
23..Efd8 24 Hxd6 Dxd6 25 Dxc5
parts with a pawn. Petersen’s choice
is even worse.

24 DHd2! 1-0
24..2xd2 25 Dxd6, etc.
10 2.g5

In posting the bishop on g5 in-
stead of f4 White is aiming to hinder
the ...c7-c5 advance by exchanging
on f6, forcing Black to recapture
with a piece which would otherwise
be covering the crucial c5-square.
Whereas 10 £f4 puts Black under
pressure by attacking the c7-pawn,
creating a certain amount of tension
in the process, 10 £g5 more or less
forces Black to make his queenside
break under circumstances which al-
low White to carry out wholesale ex-
changes into what he hopes is an
ending with good winning chances.
Unfortunately for Black there is no
avoiding these exchanges and the
slightly inferior endings which fol-
low.

Game 19
Illescas — Epishin
Madrid 1995

1d4%f62cde63g3d54 K2 Re7
5 &f3 0-0 6 0-0 dxc4 7 Wc2 a6 8
Wxcd4 bS 9 Wc2 £b7

10 Lg5(D)

10 .. @bd7
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11 L2xf6!

This guarantees White direct pas-
sage to the desired endgame stage,
virtually missing out the middle-
game altogether. 11 ©bd2 usually
transposes to the main line if 11...Kc8
is met by 12 £xf6, though if White is
happy to play the unclear position
which arises after 11...c5! 12 £xf6
gxf6! there is an alternative in
(11...Rc8) 12 @b3!?. Larsen-Ribli,
Amsterdam 1980 went 12...2¢e4 13
WclcS14 Dxc5! (avoiding 14 dxcS
a5!) 14...xc5 15 dxc5 Hxc5 16
We3 Wa8 17 2 xf6 gxf6 and now 18
Rad1! seems to favour White, who
has a ready-made target in the shape
of Black’s weakened kingside pawn
structure.

11 .. &\xf6
12 %bd2 Ec8
13 &b3 (D)

As usual the fight revolves around
the c5-square. Black must do some-
thing to undermine White’s grip, and
here he chooses to chase the enemy
queen.

13 .. fed

The next game deals withthe tem-

porary pawn sacrifice 13...cS.
14 Wc3!

7 Y,

Al AN
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14 Wc1 watches over c5 but gets
in the way of the rooks: 14...c5 15
dxc$5 a5 gives Black sufficient activ-

ity.

14 .. Hds

In Andersson-Winants, Tilburg
rpd 1993, Black settled for 14...Dd7
15 Rfdl c6 and soon drifted into
deep water: 16 Hacl Wb6 17 &c5
xc5 18 dxc5 Wc7 19 De5! Lxg2?
(19...8d5 20 e4 b4 21 Wxb4 Wxe5
22 exdS exdS was necessary, when
White has the better pawn structure
in an unclear position) 20 Xd7! b4 21
Wd4. The game continued 21...Wa5
(21...Kcd8 22 Axc7 Exd4 23 Pxg2
£d8 24 xc6) 22 Hxe7 £d5 23 e4
£xa2 24 Ral (24 Dxf7! is more to
the point) 24..Kcd8 (24...b3 25
Dxf7) 25 We3 Wad 26 g2 Bd1?
(26...b3) 27 Wf3! Rxal 28 Xxf7 d8
29 Rxg7+! dxg7 30 W7+ $hs
(30...2h6 31 Wf6+DhS 32 g4+) 31
Wf6+ 1-0 (31 W6+ $g8 32 Wxd8+
g7 33 WeT+).

15 Wd2

Undoubtedly the best move. Oth-
ers:

a) Kotronias gives 15 Wc6 Wd6
16 De5! fxg2 17 &xg2 f6! 18
Wxd6 cxd6 with an even ending.
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b) 15 Wcl brought White noth-
ing in Lali¢-Gligorié, Yugoslav Cht
1989: 15..20b4 16 Del fxg2 17
Dxg2 c5 18 dxc5 fxc5 19 &xc5
We720 Wd2 and a draw was agreed.

c) The brave 15 Wa$5!? is far
from dull, but the result should be
similarly amicable. Hélzl-Haugli,
Haifa Echt 1989 was entertaining:
15...82b4 16 Wxa6 c6 17 De5 Lxg2
18 @xg2 De7 19 ed 6 20 Dxcb
Exc6 21 Wxb5 Wb8 22 We2 Xfc823
Racl Excl 24 xcl Excl 25 Hxcl
Wd6 26 Wca La5 27 Wb5 Wc6 28
WxaS Wxcl 29 Wc5 Wbl 30 Wxe7
Wxed+ 31 f3 Wc2+. I would prefer
to have the piece rather than the
pawns, and perhaps Black should
have avoided trading all the rooks.
Consequently something like 19
Rfcl £6 20 £d3 a8 21 Wb7 Kb is
a logical conclusion to 15 Wa5.

15 .. cS

Made possible now that the queen
has been driven from the c-file.

a) Black tried 15...20b4 in An-
dersson-Miralles, Cannes 1989, but
there is less point here than with the
queen on cl (see Lali¢-Gligori¢, note
‘b’ to White’s 15th move). After 16
Hfcl £d5 17 Wd1 a5 18 a3 a4 19
De52Dc620Db7 Wd721e3 Bb8 22
QcS W8 23 9d2 Rd8 24 b4 axb3
25 &dxb3 the black pieces were
poorly coordinated.

b) If the last couple of moves
were not enough, then 15..8b4
forces the queen to run yet again.
Then, instead of 16 Wd1 c5 17 a3
c4!?, Spiridonov-Kotronias, Corfu
1989, I prefer 16 Wg5. The exchange
16...Wxg5 17 Dxg5 helps White as

...c7-cS is no longer available to
Black, while 16..£6 17 Wh4 pro-
duces another target on e6. This
leaves 16...We8!?, suggested by Ko-
tronias without further analysis. It
would appear that after 17 a3 Le7
(17...h6 18 Wh4 £.xf3 19 Lxf3 does
not lessen White’s grip) 18 Wd2 c5
we are back in themain game, mean-
ing the black queen will come to a8.
However, thanks tothe extra moves
in this variation White’s pawn hasal-
ready arrived on a3, saving a whole
tempo on the game (see White'’s
22nd move in the main game).

16 &DxcS fxcS
17 dxcS XxcS
18 RXfcl Hxcl+

Black has to surrender the c-file.
The game Konopka-Porubszky, Za-
lakaros 1994, saw Black volunteer to
trade off into a knight ending -
something which he was soon to re-
gret: 18..Wc7 19 Rxc5 Wxc5 20
Ec1 Wb4 21 Wxb4 Dxb4 22 a3 £)c6
23 Qel Lxg2 24 dxg2 Rc8 25 Dd3
De7 26 Bxc8+ Dxc8 (D).
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Of course this kind of position is
exactly what White wants. His knight
is more active, his queenside pawns
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are less exposed than Black’s, and
his king is nearer to the action - de-
cisive factors. The game finished
quickly: 27 &f3 $f8 28 del3 de7
(28...%e8 29 2d4 2d8 30 Hb4) 29
b4 Db6 30 Dxab Dcd+ 31 2d4
@xb2 32 Hc7 e5+ 33 c5 Dd1 34
£3 @3 35 Dd5+! Dxd5 36 xd5£6
37 c5 1-0.
19 Rxcl Wa8!

This is now established as the best
move. The a-pawn, the c6-square
and the long diagonal are given
added protection and the rook is free
to roam the back rank. The accom-
modating 19...2f6 20 Wxd8 Xxd8
21 De5 Kxg2 22 dxg2 De8 23 Hd3
left White in control of the c-file and
the game in Larsen-Tal, Nastved
1985.

20 Wdd X6 (D)

The pinned knight is no match
for the bishop after 20...2xf3?! 21
Kxf3.

DA
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21 WS
White doubles on the c-file. 21
Hc7 is natural and was seen in an-
other of Konopka’s games, this time
against Cladouras in the Bundesliga,
1992. Orce again Black offered an

exchange of queens: 21..Wd5 22
Wxd5 £xd5 23 a3 £c4 24 f1 Rd8
25 el 2dS 26 Kh3 De8 (after
26...2xf3 27 exf3 the bishop will
soon prove very effective on the f1-
a6 diagonal) 27 Ra7 Ra8 28 Rxa8
Lxa8 29 2d2 Pf8 30 dc3 de7 31
&b4 with excellent chances for
White. 31...20d6 32 Hd2 d7 33
a5 2b7 34 b6 c8 35 Kgd!
b8 36 &3 ADc8+ 37 Pc5dc7 38
£xb7 Pxb7 39 Ded £6? (39...Lc7
40 g5 Dd6 41 Dxh7 Ded+ 42
&d4 Dxf2 43 Dg5 Dga 44 Dxf7
@Dxh2 45 g5 ¥d6 46 Ded+) 40
@d6+ Dxd6 41 dxd6 e5 42 b4 1-0.

21 .. hé6

The annoying possibility of back-

rank mate often looms over Black in
these variations, so now is as good a
time as any to put an end to such a
WOITY.

22 a3

23 h3

Neither side is in a hurry; both are

making preparations for the inevita-
ble arrival of more simplification.
Black’s next simply overprotects his
weak link — the a-pawn.

23 .. 2b7
24 Wbe Zb8

Black sits and waits. Whiteretains
his lead after 24..Rc8 25 Exc8+
Wxc8 26 &h2.

25 b4!

Fixing Black’s queenside pawns
on the same colour squares as
White’s bishop just in case Black
should later take on £3. Now, forex-
ample, 25..2xf3? 26 £xf3 Rxb6
27 Kxa8 is uncomfortable for Black
because his a-pawn will soon come

Rds
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under attack. The only problem with
25 b4 is that it increases Black’s con-
trol of the c4-square, so White must
remember to keep this in the back of
his mind.

25 .. £d5
26 Wc7 De8
Not 26...8.c4 27 DeS.
27 W4 Wb7
27 . .Kc8 28 Exc8 Wxc8 29 Qes.
28 h4!

The first part of what is a standard
strategy. In a symmetrical position
the player with the more active
pieces is sometimes free to advance
his kingside pawns in a bid to gener-
ate new weaknesses in the enemy
camp. This should at least leave the
opponent with less room in which to
manoeuvre. White’s timing is im-
pressive, for Black is busy regroup-
ing.

28 .. 2ds
29 XS &\d6
30 gd(D)

White is in no danger of being at-
tacked, and Black has no pieces on
the kingside, so this new offensive is
really quite logical.

30 .. We7

Not 30...2e4? 31 Kc7. White re-
tains his initiative after 30..6?! 31
g5! Des 32 Kc7 e533 Wcl.

31 gs! hxg5

Preferable to 31..h5 32 &e5,
which only makes lif e more difficult
for Black.

32 hxgs 2.xf3

Eliminating the knight now that
the changed circumstances have in-
troduced extra possibilities involv-
ing &f3-e5. However, with pawns
on both sides of the board it is clear
that White now has thestronger mi-
nor piece.

33 &axf) ars

Kotronias has suggested 33...2c4,
which reminds White that he needs
to think about the safety of his own
a-pawn, while simultaneously threat-
ening to undermine the support of
the g5-pawn with ...e6-e5. He then
gives 34 Xc7 Bd7 35 Ec8+ Rd8 36
Zc7 with a draw, but 34 a4 looks
much better. Then 34 ...e5, in fact, in-
stead of highlighting the g5-pawn as
a potential weakness, turns the same
pawn into a potential hero after 35
Wg4, when Black is faced with g5-
g6 combined with £f3-d5 as well as
the loss of a pawn on the other flank
(35...8d4 36 Rc8+ Rd8 37 g6)).

34 ed!?

The more patient 34 e3 is also
good. Illescas judges that it is safe to
step up the pressure..

M .. d4
35 Lgd Wdé6
36 Wxdé6 Exd6
37 f4

Even with the queens off the
board White’s kingside expansionis
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a promising policy, hence Black’s
next.
K S fs!
38 gxf6!
Not 38 exf5 exf5 39 Lxf5 Dxf5
(39...20e2+7 40 2 Dxf4 41 de3)
40 Rxf5 Rd3.

38 .. gxf6
39 I g7
40 el

40 e5!? has been suggested.
40 .. eS!?

Interesting. However, sometimes
a waiting policy consisting of ‘noth-
ing’ moves is the key to a good de-
fence. Here 40...2g6 would be the
patient approach.

41 fxeS

41 K c8!? eyes the a6-pawn. With
the game choice White decides to ac-
cept the offer in order to create a
passed pawn, even if this means let-
ting the knight run free on the queen-
side.

41 ... fxeS
42 HxeS He2+
43 214 Axal
44 Re7+ A8
45 Ra7 Dc2
46 LeS?

Throwing away the win according
to Kotronias, who found 46 eS!
Rd4+ 47 g5 Dxbd 48 Kf3! (48
e6? D ch).

46 ... Zhe!
46..2b6? 47 Ke6! leaves the rook
cut off on the wrong side of the
board.
47 RKeb6 2xb4
48 IXf7+ e8!

Again Black finds the only move

(48...%e8? 49 dd6 does not look too

healthy for Black). The remaining
moves were: 49 25 Hd3 50 a7+
(50 Bd7+ Rxe6!) 50... 18 51 Ra8+
de7 52 Ba7+ ¥f8 1h-14.

Game 20
Andersson - Petursson
Reggio Emilia 1989

1Df35462cde63g3d54 g2
£€750-00-0 6 d4 dxcd4 7 Wc2 a6 8
Wxcd b5 9 Wc2 £b7 10 £g5 Hbd7

11 £xf6 Dxf6 12 DHbd2 Kc8 13
2b3

13 .. c5(D)
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This is a direct attempt to solve
Black’s problems with a temporary
pawn offer. Black hopes to achieve
something approaching equality
after the coming sequence of ex-
changes.

14 dxc5 as

14...2.d5 is the alternative, when
bestis 15 el £xb3 16 Wxb3 Kxc5
17 &d3 followed by a2-a4. The
game Konopka-Breyther, Bundes-
liga 1994, continued 17...£d6 (the
queens came off in Konopka-Maros,
Slovak Ch 1993: 17..2e7 18 a4
Wa5 19 axb5 Wxb5 20 Wxb5 axb5
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21 a7 £d6 22 Eb7 Bb8 23 Kxb8
Exb8 24 Ral &8 25 Ra7 b4 26 h3!
and now White simply marched his
king over to the queenside; the game
continued 26...Xb5 27 &f1 Kb8 28
Kad £d6 29 el Dd5 30 2d1 Pe7
31 Ra7+ &7 32 $c2 &d7 33 b3
Eb6 34 Bb7 Bxb7 35 £xb7 £d5 36
£.xd5 exd5 37 Dxb4 and Black soon
resigned) 18 a4 e5 (18...Wb6 trans-
poses to Khuzman-Timoshchenko,
Tashkent 1987, when 19 axb5 axb$
20 Wa2 Zb8 21 Rfcl Kfc8 22 xc8+
Hxc8 23 Wa6 would have been
clearly better for White because the
b5S-pawn is difficult to defend) 19
axb5 axb5 20 £h3 Xb8 21 Hb4
£.xb4 22 Wxb4 Wb6 23 Rfd1 Rfd8
24 €3!'h6 25 L f1. Yet again Black’s
b-pawn was a liability: 25...e4 26
We7 Rxdl 27 Exdl Ke8 28 Wd6
Wa5 29 Wc5 Rd8 30 Wxbs5 Wc7 31
Wca Wb8 32 Exd8+ Wxd8 33 b4
and there was no stopping the passed
pawn — White won.

Returning to the main game,
Petursson’s 14...a5 is to provoke a2-
a4 in the hope that White’s queen-
side pawns will prove to be just as
weak as Black’s later in the game.

15 a4

Faced with 14...a5 for the first
time, Ian Rogers chose 15 Efd1?!
against Geller in Vr3ac 1987. This
should have been sufficient only for
equality after 15...Wc7 16 c6 (White
played 16 Wd3? and after 16...a4 17
#bd4 K xc5 was already struggling)
16...8xc6 17 Dfd4 Lxg2 18 Wxc7
Exc7 19 ©xg2 a4 20 Dxb5 Kc2 21
#3d4 Kxb2 22 Rdbl !.

15 .. fed

16 Wc3 b4
17 We3 2.d5! (D)
An improvement on 17..WdS5,

which serves only to misplace the
black queen after 18 Xfdl WhS5. In
Hulak-Lalié, Yugoslavia 1989, White
played the new 19 2dc1!, leaving the
other rook on al to defend the a4-
pawn just in case. Play continued
19..£d520 h3 £xb3 21 Wxb3 Lxc5
(21..Bxc5 22 ©Hd4 Zfc8 23 &6
2824 We3! with a clear advantage
to White), and now 22 Jc4 Wd5 23
Hacl would have put Black under
considerable pressure.
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18 Xfdi1
Although White can’t adequately
defend his extra pawn, he is able to
use the time Black must expend in
regaining the pawn to choose the
character of the inevitable ending.

18 .. Wc7
19 &fdd4
Petursson’s suggestion 19 Hacl
£xb3 20 Wxb3 £xc5 21 d4 Wb6
22 Wc4!? is worth further study.

19 .. £.xg2
20 dxg2 Lxc5
21 Xacl £xd4

22 Wxd4 W7+
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23 gl Wa6
Defending the a5-pawn and at-
tacking the e2-pawn.

24 Wes
Defending the e2-pawn and at-
tacking the a5-pawn! 24 Xxc8 KExc8
25 Wds+ De8 26 Wd3! Wxd3 27
Hxd3 Hc2 is equal.
24 .. £\d5 (D)

Jri Xei

0 AKA

25 &cs?

Surprisingly this positive move —
which plans to double rooks on the
c-file — hands the initiative over to
Black. It is better to strike while the
iron is hot with 25 ed4!, which was
given an outing in L.Hansen-Berg
Hansen, Danish Ch 1996. 25...2)b6
is forced (25...We2? loses to 26 2d4,
and 26 Wxa5 Wxa$5 27 Dxa5 a8 28
&c6 Exad 29 £3 is bad for Black in
view of the sorry b4-pawn), and after
26 Hxc8 Wxc8 (26...Kxc8 27 Rd6
ties Black up) 27 Ec1 Wd7 28 Wxa5
Wxa4 29 Wxb6 Wxb3 30 Wd4 White
had succeeded in preserving the in-
itiative. The game continued 30...h6
31 g2 Wad 32 Bc7 Wb5 33 b3 Ra8
34 Rc4 a2 (Black’s problem is that
even after the more stubborn move
34...Xb8 there is still no easy way to

keep White at bay, for an exchange
of queens leaves the rook tied to
the defence of the b4-pawn, while
White’s king has a clear path to the
queenside) 35 h4! e57 (voluntarily
loosening the kingside) 36 Wd8+
&h7 37 Wc8! Xa7 38 Wf5+ g6 39
W6 Wb8 40 hS gxh5 41 Xc6 1-0.
Returning to the game, Anders-
son’s faulty plan is rather time-con-
suming, allowing Black to generate
some useful threats of his own.

25 .. We6
26 Hc2 @b6
27 Rdcl Hcd8!

Almost mocking White's build-

up on the c-file.
28 2b3!?

Perhaps White had intended 28 b3
&d5 29 Hed, but 29...Wa6 30 Rc6
Wa8 31 Rilc5 Rfe8! followed by
...f7-f6(-f5) makes the white rooks
look ridiculous. The game choice
hopes to simplify to a draw.

28 ... Zdi1+!
29 Xxdi Wxc2
30 Wd4!?

Active defence. Petursson evalu-
ates the position after 30 Ed3 £c4!
(30...2xa4 31 Wxa5 Hxb2 32 Xd8
Wbl+ 33 g2 Wed+ 34 gl g6 35
@c5) 31 W5 Whl+ 32 g2 Dxb2
33 Rf3 Hxad 34 Wxa5 &c3 35
Wxb4 Dxe2 36 Re3 as only slightly
better for Black, but 36..Wgl+ 37
&f3 Dcl! 38 Dxcl (38 Rel Wxf2+)
38...Whi1+! 39 g4 Wxcl (Kotro-
nias) does appear to offer Black
more.

30 .. Wxb3
31 Hd3 Wxad
32 Wxb6 Wal+
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33 g2 Wxb2
34 Wxas g6
35 Wbeé! Xc8”
Correct is 35...Wxe2 36 Xd4 with
a long ending ahead.
36 Wb7! Wc2
37 Rf3 Zr3
38 Wbs?
Missing 38 He3!, which draws
comfortably.
38 .. Wed!

Now Black has time to reassert his
authority. The remaining moves
were:

39 h4 Xd8 40 h2 eS 41 He3
Wdd 42 Wxe5 Wxe5 43 Exe5 Eb8
44 Xd5 £5 45 Xd2?? (short of time
White - not surprisingly — misses the
impressive try 45 g2 7 46 df3
de6 47 Rdl! b3 48 Pe3 Pes5 49
Kbl b2 50 &d3 f4 51 g4 {51 gxfa+?
dxfd4 52 dc2 h5!) 51..£3! 52 e3
Eb4! 53 h5! g5 54 h6! 6, when the
winning process will be more prob-
lematic) 45... 17 46 g2 deb6 47
$r3b348 Xb2 2d5 49 de3 2cd 50
d2 Xd8+ 0-1 (51...%c3 is the be-
ginning of the end).
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In the Closed Catalan Black opts
to keep his pawn on d5 rather than
‘accept’ the c4-pawn. We will con-
centrate on a sensible form of de-
velopment for White involving a
combination of some or all of the
moves Wdl-c2, b2-b3, &bl-d2 and
Ef1-d1, and culminating with e2-e4.
As for Black, the usual plan is to con-
tinue supporting the centre with
...2Db8-d7, ...c7-c6,...b7-b6, ... c8-
a6 (to put pressure on the c4-pawn)
or .. &c8-b7 and ...Ra8-c8, etc.

When White’s pawn does — inevi-
tably — armrive at to e4, the game
reaches a critical point. If Black
chooses not to capture, a stand-off is
created in the centre, and White is
then free to take on dS if he so
wishes. Another plan for White is an
early e4-e5, aiming to close the cen-
tre in preparation for a kingside of -
fensive.

The following game, which also
deals with early alternatives for
Black, features an interesting queen
manoeuvre for White.

Game 21
Cifuentes - Sosonko
Dutch Ch 1992

1cde62DFIAS3 g3 D64 Lg2
27 50-00-0 6 d4
6 .. obd7

Others:

a) 6...2a6?! has been tried occa-
sionally by GM G.Kuzmin. The idea
is to activate with ...c7-cS while dis-
suading White from the usual 7 Wc2
due to ideas of ...2a6-b4. In Tukma-
kov-G.Kuzmin, Lvov Z 1990, White
did nothing to spoil Black’s plan, and
after 7 &c3 c5 8 cxd5 exd5 9 dxc5
&xc5 10 Ke3 the d4-square gave
White a long-term edge. Black ‘re-
paired’ his isolated d-pawn with
10...%ce4 (10...£f5 11 Bcl Bc8 12
&£d4 g6 13 Kh3) 11 Rcl Leb 12
d4 £d7 13 Hxed dxed, but 14 b3
h6 (14...b6 15 Wd4 &b5 16 Wxd8
Rfxd8 17 £d4 and 14...8c6 15 Wc2
followed by Rfl-d1 are both good
for White) 15 Wd4 still favoured
White.

b) 6...cS is a perfectly playable
alternative. After 7 cxdS:
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bl) 7...exd5 transposes to the
main line of the Tarrasch Defence,
which Catalan players should be
quite happy to face.

b2) 7..Wxd5 is not good, e.g. 8
&c3 WhS 9 dxc5 Rd8 (9...&xcS5 10
£g5%Dbd7 11 Bcl) 10 Wc2 Hc6 11
Rg5 Axc5 12 Kxf6 gxf6 13 Radl
£d7 14 &d5, Lombardy-Navarro,
Mexico 1980.

b3) Black can recapture on d5
with the knight, 7..2xd5, when
White has a choice:

b31) In Tal-Agdestein, Reykja-
vik 1987 (and many others), White
chose 8 dxc5 £xc5 (8...2Dc6 9 Wc2
Qdb4 (9..Wa5 10 Dg5! D6 11
@ed) 10 Wed is slightly better for
White) 9 Wc2 with a pleasant advan-
tage on account of his more active
pieces. The rook is coming to the d-
file, e2-e4 is a possibility, a2-a3, b2-
b4 and Rcl-b2 can be prevented
only by ...a7-a5 (which weakens
Black’s queenside) and Black is
rather cramped.

b32) With 8 e4 White expands in
the centre but hinders the Catalan
bishop. White’s extra space is suffi-
cient for an advantage, e.g. 8..2f6 9
@c3 cxd4 (Black is also slightly
worse after 9...4c6 10 d5 exd5 11
exd5 Db4 12 DeS5) 10 Hxd4 and
Black has difficulties completing de-
velopment.

c) 6...c6 should transpose to the
main line unless Black does not fol-
low up with ...2b8-d7 soon.

cl) 7 Wc2 is normal. Piket-Bren-
ninkmeijer, Groningen 1990 contin-
ued 7...b6 8 Qe5 (8 D bd2 leads to
‘c2’) 8..2b7 9 L2f4! dxcd4 (both

Closed Catalan: Introduction and lines with e4xd5

9..%9bd7?! 10 cxd5 DxeS 11 d6
Df3+ 12 Lxf3 Lxd6 13 Kg5 and
9...2fd7 10 ©d3 followed by @bl -
d2, e2-e4, etc., are good for White)
10 Wxc4 £a6 11 Wc2 Wxd4 12 Bdl
Wcs 13 @3 (D).
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Black played 13...20d57! (13...g5
meets with 14 b4, but a lesser evil
is 13...2b7 14 Racl b5 15a4 b4 16
Qed), allowing 14 Dxd5!, when
14...cxdS (14..Wxc2?? 15 DxeT+
&h8 16 Dxf7+ Bxf7 17 Bd8+) 15
Wd2 Wb4 (15...f6 16 Dd3 &xd3 17
Wxd3 ©d7 18 Racl Wa5 19 We3
&cS5 20 a3) 16 Wxb4 Lxb4 17 e4!
gave White a promising position as
the ending approached.

c2) 7 9bd2 b6 8 Wc2 2b7 9 ed
2a6 10 a3:

c21) 10..Hc8?!11b4! c512dxcS!
bxc5 (White is clearly better after
both 12...dxed 13 &g5 bxc5 14 b5
@c7 15 Ddxed and 12..20xed 13
Dxed dxe4 14 Rd1 We8 15%e5!)13
b5 &c7 14 exdS exd5 15 DeS was
good for White (pressure on the h1-
a8 diagonal) in the game Flear-Gar-
cia Palermo, Zenica 1987.

c22) Kaidanov-Nenashev, Lu-
cerne Wcht 1993 continued 10...dxc4
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11 &xc4 b5 12 Acd2 ¢5 13 e5 Dd5
14 &ed with the better game for
White.

c23) Theimmediate 10...c5 is the
most obvious follow-up to ... b8-
a6. Practice has shown that White'’s
best reply is 11 e5 &d7 12 dxc5,
which was seenin KoZul-C.Hansen,
Wijk aan Zee 1991. Recapturing
with a piece on c5 runs into 13 b4, so
12...bxc5 is forced. However, this
leaves the knight stranded on a6,
which prompted Hansen to return it
to its original square: 13 Xel Wc7 14
h4 Had8 15 &f1 Dab8 16 cxd5
£xd5 17 2g5 Rfe8 18 Lxe7 Rxe7
19 Dg5 f8 20 f4 Kxg2 21 Wxg2
and White stood better in view of his
extra space, the weak c-pawn and ac-
tive knights, which soon took control
of the d6-square after 21...2c6 22
Racl &d4 23 Ded Wb6 24 De3 Rc7
25 @c4, etc.

d) 6...b6 is a luxury which Black
cannot really afford. As long as
White does not allow an effective
...c7-c5 he can count on a pleasant
edge. This is usually done by trans-
posing to a favourable version of the
Queen’s Indian Defence, and the
most active option is to exploit the
pin on the long diagonal with 7 &e5
(also slightly better for White is 7
cxd5, when 7...22xdS 8 e4 &f6 9
@c3 b7 10 QeS5 is uncomfortable
for Black, and 7...exdS leads to a
Q.I.D. in which Black may have to
resort to the unsightly ...c7-c6).

e) 6...2ed aims to steer the game
into the Stonewall variation of the
Dutch Defence (after a quick ...f7-
f5), but this particular move-orderis

suspect as Black is not supposed to
occupy e4 so early.
7 We2 c6
8 b3
8 £bd2 b6 will generally come to
the same thing, but 9 e4 can have
some independent possibilities — see

Game 24, Orlov-Tal.
8 .. b6
9 Idi Ka6

For9...&b7 and the plan of taking
on e4 after White’s eventual central
advance, see the next chapter.

10 Dbd2 Hc8
11 ed cS

The most active of Black’s 11th
move options. There are two alterna-
tives which merit a mention:

a) 11..8b7 was Black’s choice
in the game Marin-J.Horvath, which
can be found in the Introduction.

b) With the less critical 11...W¢7
Black plans to relocate his queen be-
fore creating a stand-off in the centre
after ...c6-c5.

bl) Thisapproach was successful
in the game J.Horvath-Huss, Leuker-
bad 1992, thanks mainly to White’s
lukewarm reply: 12 £b2 Rfd8 13
Rac1 Wb8 14 Wbl &b7 15 Dg5 h6
16 ©h3 dxed 17 Dxed c5 18 Dxf6+
DXE6 12-1..

b2) The game Savchenko-Bareev,
Pula 1988 saw White react more
positively with 12 e5, leaving Black
rather cramped after 12...2)e8. Fol-
lowing the natural 13 &f1 Wb8
White could have played 14 &e3!
with a clear advantage, e.g. 14...c5
15 dxcS5! Dxc5(15...2xc5 16 Wbh2)
16 cxd5 ©d3 17 Wbl.

Let us return to 11...c5 (D).
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In the diagram position there are
now no fewer than five possible
pawn captures. Consequently both
queens — particularly White’s — are
in danger of becoming exposed on
the centre files. Ideally Black would
like to get the most from his light-
squared bishop by exchanging on d4
and following up with an assault on
the c4-pawn. As for White, he can
weather the storm or search for an
active plan on the other side of the
board.

12 exd5S

White hopes to demonstrate that
Black’s light-squared bishop s inef-
fective on a6. 12 e5 leads to play
similar to Orlov-Tal (Game 24), al-
though here White has already placed
his rook on d1 (the el-square could
turn out to be more appropriate).

12 .. exd5
13 Wrs!?

White has an interesting manoeu-
vre in mind. The queen leaves the
potentially hazardous c-file to take
up residence on the kingside. Black’s
queen, meanwhile, is still on the d-
file. Equally important is 13 b2,
which s investigated in the next main
game, Umanskaya-Ilinsky.

Closed Catalan: Introduction and lines with e4xd5

13 .. g6

Black does not want to allow the
enemy queen to remain on such a
menacing outpost. The price of keep-
ing the queen at bay is the slight
weakening of Black’s kingside and,
while this factor may not be a serious
problem at the moment, the irrevoca-
ble structural damage could be sig-
nificant later in the game.

Griin-Conquest, Schmallenberg
1986 developed in similar fashion,
but it seems that the time spent on
Black’s 13...Re8couldhave beenput
to better use. After 14 b2 g6 15
Wh3 Xc7 White went on the offen-
sive with 16 dxc5 &xc5 17 g5 h5
18 @df3, when the f7-pawn was be-
coming a liability. 18...2d6 19 Wh4
dxc4 20 bxc4 £b7 21 Wd4! did not
help Black, and the game ended
21...Re7 22 Wf4 Bd7 23 Bxd7 Dexd7
24 Dxf7 xf7 25 Dg5+ g8 26
Kxb7Dc527d5+Pg728 47 1-0.
Note how powerful the white queen
proved to be, and how Black was
punished for the ostensibly harmless
13...Re8.

14 Wh3 hS

Preparing - at the cost of creating
further weaknesses in front of the
black king - to close out the queen
with atimely ...f6-g4. Having seen
in the previous note an illustration of
White’s attacking potential, Black
may as well push the h-pawn on his
own terms instead of being forced to
do so under less favourable circum-
stances.

15 2b2 Hc7

Vacating the c8-square for the
bishop to challenge the queen on the
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h3-c8 diagonal and providing neces-
sary protection should Black simply
drop the bishop back to b7.

15...2b7 transposes to Tal-Lpu-
tian, Manila IZ 1990. The players
agreed a draw here, a decision which
had little or nothing to do with the
position.

16 Kh1!? (D)

After 16 Rel 2.c8 White still has
to engineer a route back to safety for
the queen with 17 &h1, but then
Black can ease some of the tension
by exchanging a pair of knights with
17...2e5 18 Wfl Dxf3+.
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Thanks to the text Black contin-
ues to be rathercramped, and White
is able to rearrange his major pieces
before stepping up the pressure.

16 .. b7

There seems less point in
16...8c8 now. The queen simply
comes to f1, when White has a slight
advantage in view of his more active
pieces and Black’s kingside weak-
nesses.

17 Hel

When Black nudged his rook up
to c7 he also ruled out any plans
White may have had of undermining

the d7-knight through pressure on
the d-file and the h3-c8 and al-h8 di-
agonals. Since nothing will come
from putting a rook on the c-file, the
time has come to occupy the two
centre files, after which White will
be ready to strike with &f3-e5.
White has time for this because
Black is too busy keeping his posi-
tion intact to do anything too aggres-
sive.
17 .. Ogd
Black, too, is making preparations
for &f3-e5.
18 Hadl
There is now nothing left for
White to improve.
18 .. He8
Consistent with Black’s plan,
which is aimed at preventing White
from opening up the centre for his
more harmonious forces. The con-
tinuation 18...dxc4 19 @xc4 cxd4 20
Hxd4, for example, presents White
with a definite pull, because Black’s
pieces stand somewhat awkwardly
and lack the harmony which White’s
enjoy.
19 %eS Sdxes
19...cxd4 20 Dxg4 hxgd 21 Wxgd
is very good for White.
20 dxeS d4
Trading off a few more pieces
with 20..dxc4 21 @Dxc4 Rd7 22
Rxd7 Wxd7 23 £xb7 Wxb7 leaves
White with a comfortable advantage
in the centre and on the kingside af-
ter 24 W,
21 2xb7
22 Wg2 (D)
Let us briefly examine the effects
of the queen’s journey, which began

Exb7
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with 13 Wf5. The mere presence of
this powerful piece on f5, in front of
the enemy king and within striking
distance of the d5-pawn, practically
forced Black into making a stand
with ...g7-g6. Having ‘retreated’ to
h3 the queen still exerted latent pres-
sure on d7, but a new worry for
Black was the potential threat to at-
tack the h7-pawn with &f3-g5,
d4xc5, Kb2xf6, etc. — hence ...h7-
hS. The queen has moved only three
times and is well posted on g2, but
the damage to Black’s kingside pawn
structure, while not too serious, is
nonetheless irrevocable. A well-
timed e5-e6 could be a serious cause
for concern.

On the queenside, meanwhile,
Black has managed to close the al-
h8 diagonal with his protected
passed d-pawn, which both bodes
well for the endgame phase and
helps hinder the f2-f4 advance in
view of ...Dg4-e3.

22 .. Hc7
22..8d7 23 e6! fxe6 24 Wed!
leaves Black with a broken kingside
— a fitting illustration of the power of

White’s queen manoeuvre.
23 h3 ?Dhé

24 Ded?

The position after 24 e6 f5 is as-
sessed by Ftacnik as unclear. I find it
difficult to believe that, with so many
weaknesses on the kingside, Black is
not in trouble. After, for example, 25
&f3, White threatens &f3-e5, hit-
ting the g6-pawn and introducing the
possibility of relocating the knight
on f4 (via the d3-square), from
where g6 is still under pressure (as is
hS), and the d5-square is available
(note that White’s queen is also ready
to come to d5). White can bring his
bishop back into the game with
&2b2-cl, when &cl-f4 is coming
and the weakness of the squares g5
and h6 is accentuated.

It certainly does seem that White
has a choice of targets and continu-
ations after 24 e6! f5 25 &f3, with
excellent chances. Moreover, one
would think that the appropriate cul-
mination of White’s entire middle-
gamestrategy should be based upon
exploiting the very concessions in-
duced by Cifuentes’s queen sally.

With the risk-free text White is
concentrating on generating a passed
pawn of his own by planting his
knight on d6 and subsequently
obliging Black to capture. This plan
appears to be good enough for no
more than a draw with best play.

24 .. Wcs
25 fcl *h7
26 Kf4

26 2Kxh6 ¥xh6 27 g4 hxgd 28
hxg4 g7 achieves less than noth-
ing.

26 .. WIS
27 2d6
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Now it is too late to push the e-
pawn: 27 e6?! Rc6 28 exf7 Dxf7,
and Black, needing to defend no
more, assumes control.

27 ... £xd6

28 exd6 Zxel+

29 Hxel 2d7

30 <h2 Dg8
30...g5? 31 Zes.

31 Xes We2

32 WM Hxdé! (D)

Now Black is well on his way to a
draw. 32...d3? runs into 33 Rd5.
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33 Exh5+  gxhs
34 Lxd6 Dg6!
35 g2

35 g4 hxgd 36 Wxgd+ (36 hxgd
&f6) 36...h7 37 Wh5+ Dh6.

35 .. 6
36 g4 hxgd
37 hxgd Wed
38 &f4

38 Wxed+ Hxed 39 Lb8 favours
White after 39..d3 40 &f3 d2 41
Fe2 Dxf242 dxd2 Dxgd 43 Lxa’,
but 39...a6 40 £c7 bS 41 f3 &3 is

far less appealing.
s .. We6
39 Wd3+ Wed+
40 Wxed+

White is not yet ready to split the
point with 40 W3, but the outcome
is inevitable.

The game ended: 40...2xed 41 f3
@3 42 a4 De2 43 £d2 d3 44 SN2
d4 45 e3 (45 b4 Db3 46 L.c3 d2
47 &e2 cxbd 48 Kxb4 HDda+ 49
xd2 Dxf3+ 50 Le3 Des) 45...15
(45...9xb3 46 xd3 Dxd2 47 xd2
g5 48 el £5 49 gxf5 FxfS5 50 f4
is Black’s losing line, though 46...£5
draws) 46 £.¢3 fxgd 47 fxgd (White
loses after47 £xd4? cxd4+ 48 $xd3
gxf3) 47..0xb3 48 ¥xd3 g5 49
2 Dd4+ 50 Lxd4 cxd4 51 2d3
Pxgd 52 xd4 15 53 $dS 21654
2d6 (54 Lc6 Pes5 55 b7 2d6 56
Dxa7 Pc7 57 a6 Rcb) 54.. L1555
2d5 216 56 2d6 A5 57 aS (one fi-
nal try, hoping for 57...bxa5?? 58
c5a4 59c6a3 60c7 a2 61 c8W+)
57..ed 58 ¥c6 bxaS 59 b5

1517,

Game 22
Umanskaya — Ilinsky
Russia 1995

1d4 %62 c4e63g3dS4DII Re7
5 2g2 0-0 6 0-0 c6 7 Wc2 Hbd7 8
b3 b69 2d1 £a6 10 Hbd2 Xc811
ed c5 12 exdS exdS

13 &b2 (D)

More natural than the teasing 13
W5 of Cifuentes-Sosonko, this sim-
ple developing move is also seen
more frequently. Thus far White’s
pieces have been sensibly placed, so
there is nothing to suggest that White
should worry about the threatened
attack down the c-file.

13 .. bS!?
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An interesting attempt to justify
the development of the light-squared
bishop on a6. Others:

a) Another way to mount an as-
sault on the c4-pawn is to trade on d4
first — 13...cxd4 14 DHxd4 bS. Now
15 Racl bxc4 16 bxcd b6 17 Df5
Dxcd 18 PDxcd Axca 19 W2 gives
White good play for the pawn ac-
cording to Lputian and Tavadian, but
15 WT5 bxc4 16 bxcd looks more in-
teresting, with a further branch:

al) 16...dxc4?is notto be recom-
mended due to 17 &c6 We8 18 Rel.

a2) In Ghitescu-Radulov, Bucha-
rest 1971, Black played the obvious
16...2xc4. The series of exchanges
which followed left White with a
clear advantage: 17 Dxc4 Kxc4 18
£Kxd5 DxdS 19 WxdS Db6 20 Wxd8
K.xd8 21 &f5.

a3) More than a decade later
Radulov endeavoured to improve in
a game against Sosonko in Plovdiv
1983, this time choosing to retain
the tension with 16...Wb6. Unfortu-
nately for the GM from Bulgaria, af-
ter 17 Rabl dxc4 18 £a3 he had to
sacrifice with 18...£xa3 (18...Wd8 19
&c6 Xxc6 20 £xe7) 19 Xxb6 axb6,
when 20 &bl! would have given

White the better game (20...2b2 21
&)c6, or 20...8c5 21 &c3).

b) In Rotshtein-Lputian, Wijk
aan Zee 1993, the ostensibly quiet
13..2b7 was seen. After 14 Wf5
Black returned his attention to a
queenside strike: 14...dxc4 (14...g6
15 Wh3 will transpose to Cifuentes-
Sosonko) 15 Dxc4 b5 16 DceS c4
17 bxc4 bxcd 18 Hxd7 Wxd7 19
Wxd7 &xd7. Further simplification
enabled White toretain a slight edge
into the ending: 20 Pe5 Kxg2 21
Dxd7 ££3 22 DHxf8 KLxd123 Kxdl
Pxf8 24 Kc3 de8 25 dg2 £d7 26
&f3 and White earned the full point
on the 64th move after Black had dif-
ficulties holding the firmly block-
aded c-pawn.

14 cxdS

White is unable to win the battle
over the c4-square, so a good idea is
to exploit Black’s somewhat time-
consuming opening strategy by con-
centrating on piece activity in the
centre.

14 .. c4

Without this advance there would
have been little point in spending a
tempo on 13...b5.

15 bxc4
16 De5!

White must waste no time gener-
ating an initiative which is energetic
enough to cancel out any play Black
has with the c-pawn.

16 .. @xd5!? (D)

One of the points behind White’s
previous move is illustrated in the
following line: 16...c3 17 &c6 cxb2
18 Wxb2 Xxc6 (18...We8? 19 Rel)
19 dxc6 b6 20 Racl, when the rook

bxcd4
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and two connected passed pawns are
more effective than Black’s two
pieces — the pawns can be blockaded
but White is constantly pressing.

With the text, incidentally, the
game was still following theory that
was known at the time. White’s next
is the first new move.

//%///5/ " Z'/ /A' ',/ L4
Y/ // %, B -
LY 7Y 7

7
R /A
7%

iy
%&/%7/, %’ ! ,7"//"'/3’/" o ;'/,'//
%'7 %Q ‘%///zx ;/'://'/ I

I1Y''m B
V2 V7 wy
»»mu
ARWE AR
2 R £

17 Ded!

Simple chess. White relies on
well-positioned pieces rather than
falling into Black’s game-plan with
the messy 17 @x{f7 or the passive 17
Axd5? Dxe5 18 Ked DA3.

17 .. b4

Again 17..c3 must be investi-
gated. After 18 Dxc3 Dxc3 19 £xc3
@Dxe5 20 dxeS Wc7 White escapes
the pin on the c-file with 21 Wa4, hit-
ting the a6-bishop. Then 21...8 €2 22
Hdcl Rg523 Rd2 gives White aclear
advantage, so 21...Wxc3 22 Wxa6 is
a lesser evil, though Black still has
an uphill swruggle.

18 Wc3 Dd3”

It is understandable that Black
wants to use the c4-pawn aggres-
sively, and the knight does appear to
be quite menacing in the heart of en-
emy territory but, as we will see,

z

White is able to ‘ignore’ the knight.
Consequently Black is less well
equipped to deal with matters in his
own half of the board. More circum-
spect is 18..2)dS 19 Wf3! with a
slight but enduring edge for White.
19 RKa3
White’s pieces work very well to-
gether and control some key squares,
and the threats of }e4-d6 or £g2-h3
force Black into making a capture
that strengthens White’s grip on the
centre.
19 .. DTxeS
20 dxeS fxa3
Not an attractive exchange from
Black’s point of view as the removal
of his dark-squared bishop leaves
White’s knight free to jump into d6.
20...2b7? fails to 21 Kxe7 Wxe7 22
Dd6! Kxg2 23 Hxc8 Wb7 24
DeT+! Lh8 25 &5, etc.
21 W¥xad
White now has a clear advantage.
Having just made the point that the
white knight cannot be challenged
once it arrives on d6, it is also true
that Black can be content with the
d3-knight (White can give up the
bishop for the knight, but only as a
last resort because this would leave
the light squares firmly in Black’s
hands). However, the crucial factor
here is the scope of the bishops, and
this is the main ingredient of White’s
superiority. The Catalan bishop hasa
bright future on the h1-a8 diagonal,
whereas its counterpart on a6 has
served its purpose (attacking the c4-
square and subsequently supporting
a black c-pawn) but is now without
an effective role.
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21 .. Wb6
22 Rabl £b5
23 Wc3
Threatening to win the pinned
bishop with 24 a4.
23 .. Wa6
24 &dé 2b8 (D)

x 7 _Xe
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25 Wd4!

Note how White has had few
problems playing around the invad-
ing c-pawn (which has become more
of a weakness than a strength).
Moreover the d3-knight has made
virtually no impact on the game
since arriving on d3. Black never had
the opportunity to attack the f2-pawn
and White had adequate control over
the e5-square.

Apart from planting the queen
firmly in the centre of the board
White could also consider 25 £.d5!?
with play against both the c-pawn
and the f-pawn. Not to be recom-
mended, on the other hand, is 25
Exb5? Bxb5 26 Wxc4 Db2 with a
decisive advantage to Black.

&

25 .. Kad
26 Rn Hxbi
After 26..Ebd8 27 f4 White’s
ominously mobile kingside pawns
and the vulnerability of the f7-pawn
guarantee a dangerous lead. Even af-
ter the text White has control of the
b-file and the centre, as well as the
prospect of turning to the kingside
with £g2-d5. The future looks bleak
for the c-pawn, too, so Black has in
mind a final attempt to confuse the
issue.
27 Exbl fc2
Forcing White to surrender the
b-file or neglect the back rank.
27...8.¢6 28 Wxc4 is very difficult
for Black.

28 Rb7!
White increases the pressure.
28 .. Wa5s
29 Kd5
Now all of White’s pieces are per-
fectly placed.
29 .. Wel+
30 dg2 Dxe5?

Hastening the end. A better defen-
sive try is 30...WxeS 31 Wxe5 Dxe5
32 f4 @g4, when 33 &h3! is still ex-
cellent for White (a7, c4 and f7 are
all easy targets) but at least there is a
certain amount of work left.

Now White was able todecide the
game in just afew moves: 31 DxL7!
fed+(31...20xf7 is answered by 32
£.xf7+: 32..Kxf7 33 Bb8+ Rf8 34
Wd5+ or 32..8h8 33 £g6) 32 L xed
Dxf733 £d5 1-0.



10 Closed Catalan: Black
plays ...d5xe4

Game 23
Salov - Spassky
France 1994

1513 56 2 cd e6 3 g3 d5 4 g2
£€750-00-06d4 Hbd7 7 Wc2 c6
8 b3 b6 9 2d1

9 .. ab7
10 &c3 Hc8
11 e4 dxed

Spassky actually captured with
his knight here, but reversing his
11th and 12th moves allows us to in-

vestigate an important alternative for
Black.
12 Dxed (D)

12 .. Dxed
Hoping to relieve some pressure
and later gain time with an attack on
the queen. Another thematic move

which is also seen very often is
12...c5. Then after 13 Dxf6+ LxI6

14 Dg5! Kxg5 15 Kxb7 Kc7 White
has a choice:

a) The game Epishin-Belotti,
Reggio Emilia 1996 is typical. The
game continued: 16 Red f5 17 Kg2
(16...f5 first appeared in Rogers-
Godena, Manila OL 1992, the play-
ers producing an interesting draw:
17 d5 fxed 18 dxe6 K16 19 Wxed
fxal 20 e7 Wc8 21 We6+ h8 22
214 £d4 23 Kxc7 Re8 24 Ld8 h6
25 Hel Wb7 26 WS Df6 27 Re6
g8 28 Wgb h-12) 17...cxd4 18
Kxg5 Wxg5 19 Txd4 e5 20 Rd5
We7 21 el g6 22 Wd2 and White
had very active pieces, dominating
the centre files.

b) 16 dxcS is equally popular and
also leaves Black with a difficult de-
fensive task after 16..8&xcl 17
Haxcl Hxb7 18 c6 Hc7 19 Rxd7
Qxd7 20 cxd7 Wxd7 21 Edl in view
of White’s control of the d-file. Yusu-
pov-Beitar, Thessaloniki OL 1988
ended in less than a dozen moves:
21..We7 (21..Wc6 22 Rd4 h5 23
Wd2 was no improvement in Jurek-
Mueller, Bern 1996) 22 Wd3 (or 22
Ed3 and 23 Wd2) 22...g6 23 Wd6
He8 24 Wd7 8 25 Wa4 a5 26 Rd7
Wc5 27 Wbs WxbSs 28 cxb5 Xc8 29
Hb7 a4 30 bxad Hcd 31 Rxb6 Hxad
32 Ra6 1-0.

13 Wxed bs
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Spassky is fond of this move in
the Closed Catalan. Black’s other
two alternatives tend to lead to the
same structure.

a) 13...2316 looks natural enough,
evicting the queen from the h1-a8 di-
agonal (and from the middle of the
board). However, practice has shown
that Black is unable to improve the
cramped nature of his position. After
14 Wc2, for example, the desired
...c6-c5 is still not possible as d4xc5
clears the d-file for the rook to hit the
queen. Prefacing the push of the c-
pawn with ...2e7-d6 would only
walk into an uncomfortable pin after
White takes on c5, so the only logi-
cal continuation is 14...Wc7. Then
15 214 £d6 16 £xd6 Wxd6 invites
White to stamp out any counterplay
and increase his advantage with 17
cS! (D).

2

This is a dream Catalan position
for White, who enjoys several privi-
leges in return for surrendering the
dS5-square. The immediate structural
change in the position is the firm
blockade of the c6-pawn, forcing
Black to abandon any hope of free-
ing himself with ...c6-cS. Hence the

b7-bishop now looks rather miser-
able compared with the mighty Cata-
lan bishop. In addition White has
won valuable space on the queen-
side, and the c5-pawn introduces the
possibility of sending a dangerous
piece into the heart of enemy terri-
tory with &f3-e5/d2-c4-d6, etc.
Should Black prevent this manoeu-
vre by nudging the b6-pawn one
square, then his bishop will faceim-
prisonment behind the ‘friendly’
pawns on b5, c6 and e6. Last but not
least is White’s control of the pivotal
e5-square. Of course the battle is not
over yet, but White is in charge.
From the diagram position the game
Sher-Bobbia, Ticino 1994, contin-
ued 17...We7 18 HDe5 DAS 19 a3
Rfd8 20 b4 g6 21 Xd2 b5 22 Wb3 a6
23 h4 and White simply ignored the
d5-knight and used his space advan-
tage at leisure to strangle his oppo-
nent.

b) The other option is to keep
...20d7-f6 in reserve and play the im-
mediate 13...We7. Unfortunately for
Black White is still able to carry out
the same thematic thrust of the c-
pawn despite having no direct influ-
ence over the c5-square: 14 L2f4
£d6 15 £xd6 Wxd6 16 c5!, the
point being that after 16...bxcS 17
dxc5 Black cannot play 17...%xc5
because this loses a piece to 18 Wb4
We7 19 Racl, etc. Consequently
Black should play 16...We7, when
17 b4 reinforces White’s grip on the
queenside. Then ..2d7-f6 trans-
poses to the previous note (see also
Portisch-Radulov in the Introduc-
tion), so in Ribli-Herzog, Luceme
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OL 1982 Black left his knight on d7
to watch over the e5-square. The
game continued 17...Kfd8 18 Wel
(18 We3 £a6 19 De5 DxeS 20 dxeS
bxc5 21 bxc5 Exd1+ 22 Exd1 Lcd
23 Bd6! was clearly better for White
in Sosonko-Westermeier, Bundes-
liga 1982 — 23..Wb7 24 h4 h6 25
L£xc6!, etc.) 18...2a6 19 Racl £bS5
20 h3 h6 21 Xd2! Wf8 22 Wd1, caus-
ing Black to regret bringing his
bishop to b5: 22...a5 23 a4 Ra6 24
bS! &b7 (24...cxb5 25 c6 Df6 26
£1). Now White put his knight on
e5 anyway, 25 De5 Dxe5 26 dxeS
bxc5 27 Bd6 £.a8 28 b6! giving him
a decisive advantage: 28...Xxd6 29
Wxd6 Wxd6 30 exd6 b8 31 Bxc5
Hxb6 32 Rxa5 Eb8 33 Ra7 g5 34 a5
g7 35 a6 f6 36 d7 e7 37 dBW+
&xd8 38 Exf7 Le8 39 Xh7 Bd8 40
a7 &f8 41 Xc7 1-0.
14 Rf4!?

A new move. Perhaps not quite
satisfied with c4-c5 in this particular
position, White anticipates the open-
ing of the b-file by positioning his
dark-squared bishop on the h2-b8 di-

agonal.
14 .. bxc4
15 bxcd Was
16 Wc2!

Rather than wait for the queen to
be chased away from e4 at a time
which is convenient to his opponent,
White drops the queen back now in
order to set a trap.

16 .. £a8

The tactical justification for
White’s last move can be seen after
the planned 16...c5?, when White
has the final say on the long diagonal

with the crushing 17 g5 Kxg5 18
2xb7.
17 5! (D)
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Once again White acts to put a
stop to the ...c6-c5 break by planting
his own pawn on c5, thus embarrass-
ing the a8-bishop.

While it is clear that Black is short
of breathing space, his cramped po-
sition is reasonably solid. Moreover,
there are no pawn breaks available to
White, so the first player must search
for other methods to infiltrate
Black’s position, and this requires a
certain amount of patience. Conse-
quently the next phase of the game
involves White improving the posi-
tioning of his pieces to the maxi-
mum, while Black is limited to
planting his knight on dS and then
making the best of the rest, trying to
prevent an invasion in the process.
With best play White enjoys a clear

advantage.
17 .. 2f6
18 &eS &d5
19 Dc4!

Gaining a tempo on the queen to
facilitate the occupation of the invit-
ing d6-square.
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19 .. Wds
20 £d6 Sxd6
21 &Hxdé Xb8
22 Habl

With so many superior pieces
White does not hesitate to challenge
rooks. Another reason for White to
bring arook to the b-file is to rule out
....2a8-b7, so the bishop remains
locked out of the game on a8.

22 .. We7
23 Xxb8 Hxb8
24 ZXbl Rds!

Black keeps his remaining rook
on the board in order to remind his
opponent that he is ready to attack
the pawn on d4 if the opportunity
arises. After 24..Hxbl 25 Wxbl
Black is completely tied down. Note
that 24... b7? is still not possible in
view of 25 Wb2.

25 Eb3!(D)

4 X ®
58 W
m .
//g//// %7’// A
&%@//%g%

Threatening Wc2-b2 followed by
£g2-f1-a6-b7, when White forces
his rook to b7. Black cannot afford to
allow this, and prepares to challenge
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knights.
25 .. 6
26 Wh2 2e8
27 Dcd

Exchanging knights makes no
sense for White, for the c4-square
provides easy access to €5, d6, b6
and a5.

27 .. h6
28 Kf3!

Instructive. White is in no hurry
so he vacates g2 in order tobring the
king off the back rank, and in the
meantime the scope of his bishop has
increased significantly (now Black
has to consider the possibility of
£13-h5 at some stage if the knight is

allowed back into d6).
28 .. f8
29 <&g2 f6
30 a4 De8
31 as

Note how White has calmly put
his extra space to such good use. The
b7-square still forms an important
part of White’s plans, and now that
the enormous knight obstructs the
bishop’s route to a6 and b7 White
toys with the idea of a5-a6 and Hc4-
a5-b7, or (again after aS-a6) &c4-
b6!?.

31 .. WcS
32 h4

Claiming yet more territory — this
time on the kingside.

32 .. D7

Simply waiting to be pushed off
the end of the board is a rather futile
policy (White is slowly but surely
creeping forward on both flanks,
having already decided there is no
longer any use for hisbackrank!). At
least from c7 Black’s knight threat-
ens to continue to a6, b5 or dS5.

33 &dé6 Wd7 (D)
34 Xb8
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The correct choice. An over-
whelming, undisputed initiative can
be a problem occasionally, an inac-
curacy here and there (or choosing
the wrong plan) resulting in the op-
ponent managing to wriggle out of
the stranglehold or even swing the
balance in his favour. Here, for ex-
ample, 34 KhS5 is tempting, with the
idea of meeting 34...g6 with 35 d5.
However, the simple 35...&g8! is far
from clear.

With the text White quickens the
tempo of the game, areasonable pro-
gression after the expansion on the
kingside and the advance of the a-
pawn.

M .. a6

The tricky 34...2b5!? requires
careful handling from White. A mis-
take is 35 Hxa8? HXxa8 36 &HxbSs,
when Black simply side-steps the
pin on the h1-a8 diagonal and creates
adecisive pin of his own on the b-file
with 36.. Xb8!. Instead White should
play 35 Exd8+ Wxd8 36 Wb4! with
a commanding position in the end-
ing, e.g. 36...a6 37 &Hxb5 cxb5 38
c6+ We7 39 Wc5! Wxc5 40 dxc5
de7 41 Pfl, etc.

35 Exds+ Wxds

.d5xe4 145

36 Wd2
The queen is heading for the king-
side.

36 .. g8

37 W4 We7
37...Wf6 38 Wxf6 gxf6 39 £c8.

38 L&hS5 g6 (D)

38..£6 39 Wed leaves Black with
weak points on c6 (&h5-e8), €6
(Rh5-g4/f7+) and g6 — too much to
deal with when his bishop is trapped
(and his knight far away on the
queenside).
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39 Wxh6! Wf6

The tactical justification of
White’s previous move lies in the
variation 39...gxh5 40 Hed {5 41
We6+ f8 42 g5 Wb7 (42...Wd7
43 Dh7+ de7 44 W6+ Le8 45
Wis#) 43 Dxe6+ el 44 Hg7,
when White eats up the kingside.
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40 Kf3 Wxdd
41 Wgs!
Winning. The remaining moves
of the game were:

41..Dxc5 (41..Wxc5 42 Wds+
and then 42...2g7 43 He8+ and 44
Wxa8, or 42...2h7 43 QDed) 42 We7!
Dd3 (42..Wg7 43 Wxa7) 43 WxI7+
&h8 44 WS+ ©h7 45 Ded 1-0.



11 Closed Catalan: White

plays e4-e5

Game 24
Orlov - Tal
New York 1990

1d4 e62cd 2X635f3d54 g3 Re7
5 2g2 0-0 6 0-0 Dbd7 7 Wc2 c6

8 &bd2 b6

9 ed(D)
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Quite natural. White elects to ex-
pand in the centre without spending
time on other moves such as Xf1-d1
or b2-b3-and & c1-b2, thus depriving
Black of time which could be used to
prepare for the middlegame. How-
ever, it could also be argued that it is
premature to push the e-pawn before
development has been completed.
As is often the case, it comes down
to what the player feels most com-
fortable with — a build-up of tension

or earlier direct action.
9 .. £b7

After 9..2a6 White may also
push his e-pawn still further, 10 eS,
and this was first seen in Cifuentes-
Flear, Polanica Zdroj 1992. The
game continued 10..2e8 11 Hel
Hc8 12 £f1! &c7 13 b3 dxc4 14
@Dxc4 §d5 15 Wed! and White stood
better. Black now chased the knight
away with 15...b5, cutting across
White’s plan to bring his queen over
to g4 (threatening c1-h6) in order
to take control of the d6-square with
Kcl-g5, etc. After 16 De3 Rel 17
h4 &f8 White played the ostensibly
helpful 18 £xd5! and, despite allow-
ing Black to ‘repair’ his pawn struc-
ture, this was enough for a clear
advantage: 18...cxd5 (18...Wxd5 19
Wxd5 cxd5 20 a4 b8 21 £d2 is
also good for the first player) 19
Wegd Hc6 20 h5 with a King’s Indian
Attack style initiative.

10 5

The point. The attack on the
knight is what gives 9 e4 inde-
pendent significance; alternatives
such as 10 b3 should transpose to the
other games in this chapter.

10 .. De8
11 b3

The modern treatment of this par-
ticular line. White is not afraid of his
opponent’s coming ...c6-c5 break
because Black will eventually have
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to address the communication prob-
lems created by the e8-knight.
Previously, the over-simplistic
11 cxdS5?! had been equally popular,
but by releasing the tension in the
centre and on the queenside White
runs the risk of allowing Black to in-
vade down the c-file, something
which is not so easily achieved in
similar King’s Indian Attack posi-
tions. An interesting response to 11
cxd5 is 11...exd5!?, with the idea of
bringing the troubled knight back
into the game with ...2)e8-c7-€6.
Perhaps afraid that this would leave
his centre pawns vulnerable to attack
and invite White to put his kingside
pawn majority to good use by throw-
ing forward his f-pawn, Black chose
the conventionalrecapture11...cxd5
in C.Hansen-Eingorn, Dortmund
1988. The game continued 12 Rel
(12 Wa4 aS gets White nowhere)
12..2c8 13 Wdl Wc7!714 211 Wc2
15 Wxc2 Rxc2 16 £d3 Ec8 with
equality (in fact the weakness of the
d4-pawn and Black’s queenside edge
mean that White should be careful).
White lacks a constructive method of
preventing the exchange of his most
powerful piece once the c-file has
been opened. In this line 14 &bl
would be fine after 14..Wc2? 15
Wxc2 Exc2 16 &c3, when the rook
is trapped on c2, but 14...b5 fol-
lowed by ... Wc7-b6 and ...f7-f6 gives
Black more than enough counter-

play.

11 .. Hc8
Preparing ...c6-c5.

12 2b2 cS

13 dxcs

The other central pawn exchange
is also possible, though less advis-
able with the queen in the firing line
of Black’s rook:

a) The variation 13 cxd5 cxd4 14
Wdl £xd5 15 xd4 Wc7 16 Xcl
Wb7! 17 We2 &Hc7 illustrates how
Black can benefit.

b) In Goldin-Bouzoukis, Phila-
delphia 1992, White first played 13
Hacl, and the postponement of
c4xd5 was justified after 13...Wc7
14 cxd5 £.xd5 15 Des WH7 16 Efel
h6 17 We2 &c7 18 Hfd2 Rfd8 19
& c4, when the weakness of the d6-
square was uncomfortable for Black.
The queen manoeuvre ...Wd8-c7-b7
is less effective here because White
has not lost time with his queen, so
the more relevant 13...2¢7 makes
more sense.

13 .. xcs

Better than 13..8xcS 14 h4,
when Black will regret neglecting
the g5-square.

14 Rfd1(D)

» »/%y/ V4 > e
%/&/%’ %7@ ; 47
Qun Kirs

Now both players have a rook on
the same file as the opposing queen,
resulting in a stand-off in the centre
as neither side is ready to open until a
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suitable square has been found for
the queens.
14 .. DcT
14...b5!? has been suggested, in-
tending to meet 15 cxbS by 15...&b6
16 &d4 ©d7 with an unclear posi-
tion. In Veingold-Delgado, Seville
1994, White played 15 Racl, bring-
ing added support to the c-file in-
stead of handing it over to Black.
Indeed after 15...2c7 16 b4!? Dad
17 c5 both the c- and d-files were
closed by passed pawns, leaving
White with unlimited use of the pre-
cious d4-square: 17...a5 18 a3 axb4
19 axb4 @a6 20 Wb3 Wes 21 Lal
b8 22 Lfl Ka6 23 Hd4 and
White’s domination eventually be-
came decisive.
15 Racl
16 Wbl
The preparations completed, at-
tention focuses once again on clear-
ing the centre pawns.
16 .. dxc4
Black wastes no more time. Here
too, challenging the c-pawn only
helps White: 16...b5 17 b4! Ha4 (the
black knights are misplaced after
17...4)5a6 18 cxb5 &xb5 19 a3) 18
c5 and White’s space advantage and
the d4-square are significant.
17 Dxcd Sed
18 Wal ds (D)
White’s queen has not really been
pushed out of the game because
Black will soon find his kingside un-
der pressure on the al-h8 diagonal
after &c4-d6 and a subsequent
...2e7xd6, eSxd6, etc. White, in fact,
is practically forced into carrying out
this action now that Black’s knights

Wes
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have finally found two nice squares
on c5 and d5. There is no way
through the central files at the mo-
ment, and Tal made sure to post his
light-squared bishop in the heart of
enemy territory before ending the
journey of his king’s knight. Conse-
quently White is hampered by his
opponent’sannoying griponthebl-
h7 diagonal and the proximity of the
unwelcome visitor to his Catalan
bishop. An urgent reaction is re-
quired.
19 £dé6

Although we have established
that this is the most appropriate
course, White is not obliged to drop
his knight into d6 immediately.
Worth investigating is 19 Rd4!?, at-
tempting to profit from the rather un-
usual position of the e4-bishop
(normally this active posting is un-
available to Black):

a) 19..8g6 20 £d6 Lxd6 21
exd6 is clearly better for White ac-
cording to Tal.

b) The stubborn 19..f5 is stronger
than retreating the bishop. Then 20
#d6 £xd6 21 exd6 Wd7 is rather
messy. Black’s knights, reasonable
grip on the light squares and the
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weak d-pawn should provide suffi-
cient compensation for White’s con-
trol of the dark squares.

White’s choice in the game forces
...f7-f6, which creates a weakness on
e6 and may leave Black vulnerable
on the h3-c8 and a2-g8 diagonals.

19 .. £xd6
20 exd6 f6
21 Rd4

It is logical to seek to punish the
bishop for its audacity. Now both 22
b4 and 22 Rxc5 are threatened, and
protecting the bishop with 21..f5
simply loses a tempo on line ‘b’ in
the note to White’s 19th move. Tal
produces an aggressive response to
the threat.

21 .. eS

Cleverly putting the onus on
White to find the most accurate con-
tinuation in a critical position. An-
other uncompromising reply is the
tempting 21...WhS. However, after
22 Bxc5 &xf3 23 Exc8 Bxc8 White
has 24 Rh4! Wf5 25 £h3, a decisive
variation which justifies White’s
play by highlighting the susceptibil-
ity of the e6-pawn and the h3-c8 di-
agonal.

22 Rxed

A necessary exchange sacrifice —
there is no turning back. 22 Exc5?
fails to 22...exd4, and the situation
after 22 Rdcdis sufficiently different
from the previous note to allow
Black to play 22...Wh5!?, for exam-
ple 23 b4 2xf3 24 Rh4 Wf5 25 2h3

Wxh3! 26 Exh3 &£d3 and White’s
pieces certainly lack harmony.
22 .. &xed (D)

\\\
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23 Hd2?

The losing move. Correct is 23
QxeS! fxe5 24 Kxed D6 25 Kf5
when the removal of the f6-pawn and
the bishop pair keep the game bal-
anced. After the text White’s queen
and bishop bite on granite, so Black
is able to put his material lead to

good use.
23 .. xd2
24 Kxd5+ &h8
25 Rdi

Unfortunately for White the obvi-
ous alternative 25 Hxc8 Wxc8 26
Wd1 does not work due to 26...Wc5
27 Wxd2 Wxd6, after which White
cannot escape the pin on the d-file.

25 .. Hc2

Black is winning. The remaining
moves were: 26 Xc1 Wg6 27 £b7
Rd8 28 £a3 Xxcl+ 29 Wxcl Wh1!
30 Wxbl &xbl 31 £b4 a532 Rel
Exd6 0-1.



12 Closed Catalan: Black
plays an early ...b7-b5

Game 25
Rajkovi¢ ~ Colovié¢
Cetinje 1993

1d4 d5 2 c4 e6 3 Df3 c6 4 Hbd2
26 5 g3bd76 Lg2 Le770-0 0-0
8 Wc2
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This straightforward challenge to
the c-pawn was first tried by I.Rabi-
novich against Botvinnik in 1938
(see ‘b’ in the note to Black’s 9th
move). Examples of the provocative
thrust are not uncommon — particu-
larly at club level — despite the fact
that ...b7/b6-b5 rarely works in these
positions (ideally — for Black - the
white knight is on c¢3 and Black has a
rook or queen on the c-file, facilitat-
ing Black’s occupation of the e4-
square after ...b5-b4).

9 cS!

White's simple but effective plan
is to give his opponent little room for
manoeuvre and restrict the freedom
of Black’s light-squared bishop.

9 .. a$

Black can do nothing to contest
White’s space advantage in the cen-
tre and on the kingside, so there is
only one remaining area of the board
in which he can make a stand. The
intention is to combine queenside
expansion with the occupation of the
dS-square, which will soon be avail-
able to Black because White’s only
constructive try for an advantage in-
volves the central thrust e2-e4. It is
important to see how White should
deal with the alternatives:

a) The textbook reaction to c4-c5
is 9...e5, but in this particular posi-
tion White has enough influence in
the centre to come out on top after 10
dxe5 Dga 11 Db3 HdxeS 12 Dxe5
Oxe5 13 Hd4!, when the weak c6-
pawn accentuates the power of 14
&f4,14 f4 and 14 e4.

b) With 9...Wc7 Black wants to
force through ...e6-e¢5. Both 10 a4
and 10 e4 are enough for a slight
edge, while White played the osten-
sibly obliging 10 £b3 in Botvinnik-
I.Rabinovich, USSR 1938. The game
went 10...e5 11 Dxe5! Hxe5 12 Kf4
&fgd (12...5fd7 13 e4! opens the
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centre in White’s favour) 13 e4! dxe4
(13...2e6 14 exd5 £xd5 15 &xd5
cxd5 16 dxe5 Dxe5 17 2d4) 14 Kxed
(14 Wxed Leb 15 KxeS Dxes 16
dxe5 £xb3 17 axb3 Lxc5 18 Hacl
is also good for White) and the white
bishops reigned supreme. Threat-
ened with 15 dxe5 &xe5 16 ©d4 and
17 Rfel, Black bolstered his centre
with 14...f6, and after 15 dxe5 fxe5
16 £xh7+ $h8 17 £d2 fe6 White
could have gained a significant ad-
vantage with 18 f3 §f6 19 &15.

c) 9...2)e8 also aims to challenge
White in the centre. After 10 e4 5
11 exf5 exf5 12 Rel, Ujtelky-Van
Scheltinga, Beverwijk 1968, Black
had an inferior version of the Dutch,
thanks to the weaknesses on c6 and
e5 (the bS-pawn also invites a timely
a2-a4, adisruption of Black’s queen-
side which is not normally an option
for White).

10 ed Dxed

An obvious and necessary cap-
ture, perhaps, but Australia’s top
player GM Ian Rogers tried the pro-
vocative 10...Ka6!? against King in
Geneva 1990. After 11 Rel g6 White
did indeed oblige: 12 e5 £h5 13 &Hf1
Ha7 14 h4 with a wonderful King’s
Indian Attack position. With the dark
squares around his king about to be
taken over after &fl-h2-g4, etc.,
Black hit out with 14...f5, which led
to the inevitable loss of the e6-pawn.

11 Zxed dxed
12 Wxed (D)
12 .. Of6

Black wastes no time defending
the c6-pawn, which White should
now ignore in view of the forced
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draw which results: 13 Wxc6? £d7
14 Wb7 (14 Wb6 Wxb6 15 cxb6 Eb8
is no better) 14...Xb8, etc.

By hitting the queen immediately
Colovié has improved on 12..Ha6?!,
which was seen in the game Gulko-
Campora, Biel 1987. Play developed
along the same lines as the main
game: 13 Rel Ke8 14 hd4! &f6 15
Wc2 Dd5 16 a4 b4 17 De5 WcT7?
(17.. 816! 18 £f1 & xe5! 19 xeS!
gives White a slightly better game,
though 19 £xa6?! £xd4 20 £d3 g6
is unclear) 18 fe4! (D).
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Generating a kingside attack is
perfectly natural in these positions.
Black has no queenside counterplay
whatsoever. Now 18...h6 19 2h7+
&8 20 £d3, which is clearly better
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for White, is the lesser evil. Instead
Black voluntarily damaged his de-
fensive wall with 18...g6?, an error
which White punished rather ruth-
lessly: 19 h5 £f6 20 hxg6 hxg6 21
Lxg6! fxgb 22 Wxgo+ 8 23 Hed!
(23 Rh6+7! e7 24 Rg5 BB is less
clear) 23...3e7 (23...8xe5 24 dxe5
W7 25 Lh6+ e7 26 Lg5+ P18 27
Who+ Wg7 28 Wh5 Wf7 29 Wh8+
Wg8 30 Wha Ra7 31 Lh6+ Rg7
(31...f7 32 Bf4+ Dxf4 33 Wic#)
32 Xdl!,etc.) 24 R.g5 Xf8 (24..2xg5
25 Wxg5+ $f8 26 Dgb+! $f7
{26... g8 27 De7+! Tf7 28 Hxd5)
27 Bhd Rg8 28 Rh7+ Rg7 29 RExg7+!
Pxg7 30 2g2! followed by Ral-hl)
25 Of4! Wds 26 Bxf6! Dxf6 27
Rel! Wd5 (27..2d7 28 &Hg4a) 28
Wg7+ Pe8 29 Kxf6 a7 30 We6+
Raf7 31 Hxf7 Bxf7 32 Re5 Wf3 33
Wg8+ 1-0 (33..KXf8 34 Kxe6+).
13 Wc2
Remember that 13 Wxc6? leads
only to an early draw (13...£2d7 14
Wb7 Xb8).
13 .. &dSs
Although installing the knight on
d5 is one of the points behind tempt-
ing White’s c-pawn forward, there is
nothing constructive Black can do
with this piece. Very short of space,
Black has to content himself with en-
gineering a solid set-up, but in prac-
tice White tends to have so much
freedom (and time) that Black finds
himself on the uncomfortable side of
a potent initiative.
14 Rd2 b4 (D)
Black does not want to be de-
prived of breathing space for his
light-squared bishop.

,/,’,;///%7/27 » 2
rWE
P 7 V.

15 Hfel
16 %DeS

White’s knight is at least as strong
as Black’s.

16 ... Wc7
17 fed!

With the centre closed White is
justified in tuming to the kingside to
exert pressure and generate an attack
against the king. As for striking on
the other wing with 17 a3, White is
clearly better after 17..bxa3 18
Hxa3 &b5 19 b3 (a5 and c6 are
weak), but 17...2b5! is much better.

17 .. gé?”!

White still has an initiative after
17..h6, but with the text Black pre-
sents his opponent with a ready-
made target. White’s knight, bishop
and queen are within striking dis-
tance of the g6-pawn, and his next
move threatens to heighten the pres-
sure still further.

18 h4! (D)
18 .. £16

Black is unable to drum up any
counterplay on the queenside be-
cause he has no pawn breaks and
thereis insufficient room to manoeu-
vre his pieces into active positions,
so his best policy is simply to try to
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prepare for the inevitable kingside
attack.

19 213 Lg7
20 hS £bS
21 Wed

From here the queen is ready to
swing over to the kingside if neces-
sary, and there is now the added
‘threat’ of following up a sacrifice on
g6 or f7 with Wedxe6(+).

21 .. Zfds

Providing the black king with an
escape route. The rook is better
placed on the d-file as White now has
to keep in mind the possibility of an
attack on his d-pawn after ...2)d5-
e7/f6. Less accurate, forexample, is
21...Rfe8, which White is free to
meet with 22 hxg6 hxg6 23 Wh4 fol-
lowed by &gl -g2 and Rel-hl.

22 hxg6 hxg6
23 dg2

White must clear the way for his
rook(s) to come to the h-file if the at-
tack is to reach a successful culmina-
tion, so he may as well play this
useful move now.

23 .. De7

Passively waiting for White toin-
vade at leisure is tantamount to res-
ignation.

24 Lf4!'(D)

The tempting 24 Dxf7? back-
fires: 24...Kxd4! 25 Wxe6 £.c4 and
Black wins. White’s initiative pro-
vides more than just the foundation
for a kingside attack - thanks to his
space advantage he is able to bolster
the centre and harass Black’s queen
before occupying the h-file.

S W m

24 .. Wcs
25 Radil a7
26 Zhl

The beginning of the end. Black is
powerless. All of White’s pieces are
on — or have access to — the kingside,
Black is effectively playing without
his light-squared bishop and White
dominates.

26 .. &xfs
27 gd De7
28 Lh6! Dds

28...82h8 29 £g5! doesn’t change
the ultimate outcome.
29 g5 Whs
Or 29..2h8 30 Wh4 He7 31
£ f8! xf8 (or 31...8xe5 32 fxe7
Exe7 33 dxe5) 32 Wxh8+ g8 33
Eh7.
30 Lxg7
31 Xh7+!

&xg7 (D)
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8 .. b6
8..b5 150
9 e4 £b7
9..2a6 10 e5 146
10 e5 146
B)
8 b3 b6
9 Edl (D)
B

9 .. £2a6

9..8b7 10 c3 Kc8 11 ed dxed 141

10 &bd2 Hc8

11 e4 133 c5
11..8b7 10
11..Wc7 133

12 exd5
12e5 134

12 .- exd5 (D)

XN Kd
24 A&
| KA 7
AR T T
- -

13 WfS 134
13 &b2 137

Open Catalan

1 d4 &6
2 c4 e6
3 g3 ds
4 Kg2 dxcd
5 Hf3(D)

B mor
AR EARGH
HoiwgE X
and now:

C:5..¢c5

D: 5...a6

E: 5..8¢e7
Alternatives:

a) 5..%c6 6 Wad 63
b) 5..8d7 6 De5 71
c) 5..4bd7 6 Wad 78

d) 5..b5 42
8
5 .. cS 18
6 0-0 &6 (D)
7 De5 18
7 Wa4 27
T cxd4 35
7..8d7 27

7..8e7 27
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6 0-0 0-0
7 We2 a6 (D)
7...b5 86 '
7...c5 86

7..bd7 8 Wxc4 78
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and now:
El: 8 Wxc4
E2: 8 a4
El)
8 Wxcd bs
9 Wc2 £b7 (D)
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and now:

Ell: 10 g5

E12: 10 14

Ell)

10 Rg5122 Hbd7
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11 Lxf6 Q{6 11 &c3 Y13

2 ©bd2  He8 11 8bd2 X713 o

13 9b3(D) 1 . | Dhd
12 Wl (D)

AW Xew -
AN wmaka (XU WK

A am 7 " Lk KABR
Y Y

VoA

%%%%%%mw ,
. E% L5 ARAR
Bogs %

13..Red 123
13..c5 127 12..2bd5 117
12..Kc8 114
E12) 12..Wc8 114
10 £f4107 &c6112
10..£d6 119 E2)
10...22d5 107 11 @Dc3 Dxf4 12 gxfa 8 ad £47
(D) 8...20c6 9 Wxc4 95
8...c5 102
X , / / 9 gxcﬁt §c6
s U & & "f/ 1 10 %gs ds
%%%/// %% /% 11 Wd3(D)
neEel I5 W Xw
BB 0 5 AN WAKA
_7/ 2> Y A%/ //7//////,/4 /%7 h 7 27 ) 7
ARWT ARQN 7 U B
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. W N
12...%c6 110 W AN Y
12..Wc8 108 L /%/3/ /;- ¢
12.. Ba7 108 25 B9
12...6 108
12..20d7 107 11..8e4 87

11 Rdi1 11...c592







The Catalan is a favourite of many top grandmasters, with Kasparov, Karpov and
Korchnoi using itto good effect in key matches. Once White's Catalan bishop
has started breathing fire down the long diagonal, Black's days are numbered.

This is the first book to explain the Catalan in a way accessible to club and
tournament players.

IM Dunnington focuses on the key plans at White's disposal, and how to

exploit the typical errors Black makes when facing the Catalan, while providing
full theoretical coverage of the sharp lines in which Black tries to hang on to the
gambit pawn.

Angus Dunnington is a young English international master who has studied the
Catalan intensively. He is chess correspondent for The Yorkshire Post and an
Olympiad trainer. This is his fourth book for Batsford.
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