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Introduction

Leila: “But everyone knows that Hyperspace 1s a theoretical absurdity.”
Doctor Whe: “T've always wanted to get lost in one of those.”

Chess is a game. It is played primarily for fun as a way of using up
some of our ever growing leisure time. It is also a way to dissipate the
frustrations and aggressive feclings which might otherwise be released in
less pleasant ways, such as wars (star or nuclear — your choice). A chess
player satisfies himself with simple armaments - a new chess set or
technologically advanced clock.

Some players derive satisfaction only [rom chalking up points on the
scoreboard or from seeing their rating increase from list to list. Others
play for the “home run”, seeking the “game of a lifetime™ that will be
published in anthologies, guaranteeing immeortality of sorts. And some
just like to immerse themselves in the game to escape the pressures of
20th century hving.

The group of players who Irequently employ unerthodox openings
contains a subset of cach ol the above. The first are represented by those
players who use unorthodox openings in the hope that the psychological
shock will unnerve their opponents, forcing mistakes which lead to a
harvest of points. The second seek immortality through the development
of an opening idea which just might catch on with the masters, who will
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be eternally grateful. The last enjoy a feeling of security in not having to
memorise countless variations, and are economical in not needing to
subscribe to many chess journals to keep up with *latest developments”.
At most they need subscribe to Rand Springer or Myers Opening Bulletin
(MOB), magazines for devotees of the bizarre and unusual, with
production values and analytical insights that often remind one of
magazines which cater to bizarre and unusual tastes.

Why don’t strong players deviate from the well-trodden paths
of opening theory? As a matter of fact, they do, and frequently. It
1s just that an experienced player knows that an innovation is an
innovation, whether it is played on the first move or the thirtieth. Keepin
mind that those long variations which beginners struggle to learn are
already second nature. So, for the master, deviating at move nine in a
Closed Spanish (1 ede5 2 &3 &c63 £b5a64 £a4 53f6 50-0 §e76 Hel
b57 &b30-08 c3d69h3) with 9 ... £e6!?is as striking a gesture as, say,
1 e4 a6!?. The master shies away [rom moves such as |1 ad and 1 h3 on his
first turn for principled reasons. They simply do not aid him in his task of
developing his pieces quickly and harmoniously, and are not directed
toward the major battlefield of the opening - the centre. Certainly such
moves will not always lead to disaster, but they yield the initiative
immediately and throw away the inherent advantage which comes with
the white pieces. Some players are content with a familiar equality as
white, but most players strive for more. As Grandmaster Roman
Dzindzihashvili has noted, if one wants to play professionally one must
strive for the maximum possible advantage in the opening.

With Black, however, there is a greater tendency toward
experimentation in master chess. There is a plausible explanation in that
it is hard to-equalise in any event, and that often the small disadvantage
which accompanies original play is no greater than that disadvantage
which Black suffers in the normal course of events. The hypermodern
school showed that Black need not, and perhaps ought not, go toe to toe
with White in the fight for the centre. So we see Miles play 1 ... a6 against
Karpov’s 1 ¢4, and Torre adopting a Nimzowitsch Defence (the one that
goes 1 ¢4 @ic6) in the USSR-World Match. The late ex-World Champion
Tigran Petrosian once played | e4 @f6 2 e5 @g8!? There are plenty of
additional examples from the early century.

But with a very few exceptions (such as Michael Basman of England
and Stefan Biicker of Germany), most titled players do not make such
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openings the focal point of their opening repertoires. The reason for this
15 the objective evaluation ol the openings themselves.

The Good, the Bad and the Ugly

When watching beginners “analysing”™ it is always interesting to sce
how they “prove” points. The only acceptable “proofl™ that a position is
better or worse is a series of concrete variations which lead to win of
material or mate. Anything short of that is “even”. This type of thinking
often appears in the writings about unorthodox openings, especially
in contributions by non-masters. When viewing post-mortems at
international tournaments, however, one sees a much different type of
analysis, Often a few moves are made on the board, and then one hears
comments on a more abstract plane, with considerations such as
“control of the centre”, “bishop pair”, “pawn structure™, “attacking
chances™ etc. The master knows that some of these factors (e.g. pawn
structures) are of a permanent nature, while others (e.g. attacking
chances) are more transitory. The master evaluates the position not by
working out concrete aspects of the position, but rather by weighing
the positive and negative aspects of the position. Therefore a master will
not try to claim that 1 hd is a bad move on the ground that it leads, by
force, to loss of material, but rather by noting that it contributes nothing
toward White’s objectives in the opening.

On some occasions the master is wrong in his evaluation aof an
opening, and his error 15 exploited by his opponents. The development
of chess opening theory is actually a series of misadventures. Eventually,
however, the intrinsic value (if any) ol an opening will come to lght.
Take, for example, the Alekhine Defence. At first 1 e4 &f6 was
considered an unprincipled horror, but eventually it became clear that
White could not refute the opening by building a big centre and forcing
matters through tactics (Four Pawn Attack). Soon players of the white
side fell back upon standard opening principles, and learned that the best
way to preserve White’s inherent advantage was through the “*normal”
2 ¢5 &d5 3 d4 d6 4 £ f3. This remains, according to most authorities
[Alburt and Schiller (1985), Bagirov (1979), Hort (1981)] the best
handling of the white side.

Some openings are, in fact, refutable by tactical means. The moves
1 {3 5 2 g4, for example, lose immediately to 2 ... Wh4 mate. We don’t
recall seeing this one in action, but there are similar examples on record,
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such as Kompailer-Hack, Port Washington 1969: 1 e4 e5 2 Wh5 &e7 3
WxeS mate! and, at the professional level, 1 e4 ¢S5 2bdcb3a3d54ed
WxdS 5 ab Wxe5+ 0-1, Shirazi-Peters. US Ch (Zonal) 1984,

In our book, which covers about 150 openings which deviate from
standard practice at some point during the first four moves, we have
established four broad categorics of evaluation.

The Good
Openings are described as good if they do not create permancnt

weaknesses and (if White) hold out recasonable expectations of

preserving some portion of the initial advantage or (il Black) do not lead,
by force, to positions which offer a significant advantage to White. By
significant advantage we have no absolute criteria in mind. but feel
that Black has no need for serious concern about his chances in the game.
The boundary between this category and the last (Ugly) 1s, 1n part, a
matter of taste. In short, i we call the opening "good™ then we are
recommending it for occasional use In strong tournament play, and
more frequent use when playing against weaker opposition.

The Bad

If we describe an opening as bad, it means that the player is likely to lose
a game against an opponent who has studied the material we give as the
“refutation”. The advantage given to the opponent is too large to be
overcome unless he makes a blunder. In short, don’t play it!

The Ugly
This is how we designate openings which violate useful opening
principles, and therefore reduce the chances of keeping the advantage
(White) or gaining cquality (Black). Although we cannot provide
concrete refutations, we still advise against playing these openings in
serious tournament play. On the other hand, there is nothing wrong with
pulling them out on occasions where you just want to have some fun,
After all, there is no law against giving away your advantage! Still, you
might think twice about such openings as Black. Losing is not really all
that much fun, and the “ugly” openings for Black are inherently more
dangerous than those for White, as Black starts out in a slightly inferior
position anyway.

Naturally there are also some grey areas in between these categories.
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To those between “bad”™ and “ugly™ we have tried to be charitable and
place them in the latter. We must confess, though, that we cannot
completely exclude personal prejudices and matters of taste. For those
between “ugly” and “good” we have established a " Twilight Zone™. In
this section the reader will find openings which might be useful at certain
levels of play, say, 1300-1700, where in the course ol a game one might
expect to find additional oppeortunities for attack as a result of less than
perfect play. In any event, youshould form your own opinions, based on
the matenal provided.

There is every reason to believe that you can add some ol the lines in
this book to your repertoire, but that isn’t the main reason we wrote the
book.

Fear

You sit down at the board in the Howard Cosell Memorial Chess Club
Classic and vour opponent arrives, shakes hands, and sitsdown. You are
feeling fine. But suddenly he reaches out and advances his g-pawn two
squares. Panic! What do I do next? Il only I had brushed up on this . ..
Thoroughly disorientated, you play a series of bad moves and losc.

This scenario repeats itsell frequently among club players. Some of
them then entertain the idea that the opening is not really so bad, * After
all. it beat me. didn’t it?” Then they try it out against a master and get
clobbered. This is not fun. Is there an escape [rom this Karmic cycle? Of
course thereis. It is simply a matter of mental attitude. Don't panic. Asa
general rule, unorthodox play is not good. You don’t have to “refute”
anything. Just play simple and solid moves and try to equalise. If you are
playing White and your opponent does something strange, just continue
with your development. You won’t get into trouble that way. If you
happen to know a good line against the unorthodox opening (one of the
lines in this book, for example), so much the better. Try to understand
what motivated your opponent’s bizarre move. Find his goal, and then
thwart him. Familiarity with some of the trappier lines mentioned in this
book will give you further confidence against opponents who like to leave
the well trodden paths of opening theory (herealter - “deviants™).

How to find things in this book

There are four divisions to the book (Good, Twilight Zone, Ugly, Bad).
Each division is divided into six chapters. In the first chapter we cover
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lines without 1 d4 or 1 ¢4, choosing openings where the “deviant™ is
found on the white side, while in the second chapter he is scated on the
other side of the board. The third and lourth chapters deal with 1 e4 lines
[rom White and Black respectively, and the [ifth and sixth chapters cover
1 d4 lines. Transpositions are indicated m the index and m the analysis
sections. Due to the large number ol lines most openings receive very
brief treatment. There are a lew exceptions, however, The authors have a
few [avourites among the unorthodox variations, and we have provided
a [uller account of these lines. Openings which fail to hold our interest
receive less coverage. At all times we were painfully aware ol the
limitation on the number ol pages permitted under our contract!

The choice ol a “primary™ move order was not always easy. In these
cases we asked ourselves which order was more likely to be applied by a

player wishing to oblain the main position of the opening. Il one order

permitted fewer deviations, then it was prelerred. In some cases an
opening is listed by moves for one side only, as il the opponent did not
exist. We believe that this approach s justilied,

Organisation ol chess material tends to be genetic in nature. based on
the sequential order of moves, as opposed to typological. based on the
similiarities of the positions reached. Therefore the Pirc is considered an
“ed4” opening, while the King’s Indian is a “d4™ opening and the Modern
Defence f(alls between the cracks, although £CO has forced it into the
“ed4” pigeon-hole. The genetic approach docs not work very well, and
ought to be replaced by a system which is based on similarities of

positions, particularly of pawn structures. Unfortunately, only one good

book has been written along typological lines — Bent Larsen’s “Zoom”
volume. OQur book 1s written along genetic lines because the material
covers such a wide range ol phenomena that typological organisation
was too dillicult. This has resulted in a lot ol transpositions. and we have
tried to use our “redundant” index to help solve the resulting problems.

Naming the Openings

One of the most controversial aspects of chess scholarship involves
“naming” and “crediting” the openings. Worldwide panels have been
proposed, but no results have followed. Many chessplayers have given
up on names and have started talking about codes: Rabar, ECO, NIC
Archive etc. This only leads to advancing the public opinion that all
chessplayers are mad, as conversations sound even more ridiculous to the
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uninitiated. There was, for a long time, an East-West split along largely
political lines, but this has broken down into factionalism in recent
years. Hugh Myers has his own standards on name, and co-author
Schiller and Myers have had a number of discussions on the matter. We
are going to stick with Schiller’s policy, the latest version of which sets
the following guidelines for giving names to openings which do not have
“standard™ designations:

a) Priority is given to naming an opening after a player who [irst used the
opening in strong tournament play (defined as a tournament whose
results are reported internationally, and, i possible., on another
continent) and who has published a book or article dealing with the
opening.

b) If no such person exists, then the opening may be named after any
master who first plays the opening and later writes a book or article
about it.

¢) If neither of the above is available. then the opening should be named
after the first person to play the opening repeatedly in master events.

d) If none of the above applies, then consideration can be given 1o naming
the opening alter the first person to have a large (10+) number of
published games with the opening.

¢) If an opening becomes popular as a result of repeated use at a single
tournament by a number of players, then the name of that event (or
multiple events, such as the British Grand Prix, which gave rise to the
popularity of the Grand Prix Attack in the Sicilian) can be used.

f) If all else fails, the [irst person to write an article in a chess magazine.
where the opening is analysed in a reasonably thorough manner, shall
have the right to have his name attached to the opening.

A strong exception to the above must be noted. If a player who
qualifies under (a), (c) or (I) chooses to give a name to the opening. that
name should be respected. Thus, lollowing Basman. we use the St
George to describe | e4 a6, and the Borg to describe | ed gs.

Where multiple designations already co-exist in the literature, we have
tried to see il there 1s a natural split which can be exploited to preserve
both names. Thus the Borg is reserved for | e4 g5, while the alternative
Basmaniac 1s maintained for 1 d4 hé, notwithstanding the probable
merger aller 2 d4 (or) e4 h6 (or) g3
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In the course of preparing this book, we have often faced the opposite
problem, where none of the criteria applies. In these cases we have applied
“placeholding” names. Sometimes serious, sometimes frivolous, these
will, we hope, be replaced in the future by proper designations.

An additional stipulation, perhaps the most controversial of Schiller’s
proposals, is that no player may have more than one opening named
after him at ecach level of designation (Opening Attack, Defence,
Varation, Counterattack, Gambit, Countergambit). This is known as
the “Nimzowitsch™ principle, because Nimzowitsch was associated with
SO many opening systems.

The authors of the present book cannot claim to have investigated
matters of nomenclature with any degree of thoroughness. Rather, we
hope that, by providing the material contained herein, discussion will be
generated which may help to untangle some problematic areas. We look
forward to receiving comments on these designations. and beg the
reader’s indulgence if we have overlooked significant contributions.

As noted earlier, chess is supposed to be fun, and experimentation in
the openings is just part of that fun. So the reader will have to forgive us if
we let our humourous instincts show now and then. We have no wish to
offend anyone, but as chess professionals we cannot take all of the
proposed new openings too sertously, even though there are some which
we feel are worthy of further investigation. If the reader feels that we
have overstepped the bounds of good taste and insulted his pet line, we
recommend that revenge be gained over the board, by establishing that
line as a serious weapon in tournament play, winning convincingly. Send
us the game, and in the next edition (buyers willing!) we will publish a
full retraction! Some may laugh at some of our preferences, e.g. the
“Brooklyn Defence”, but the authors have an overwhelmingly positive
score with it, even against international opposition.

We hope that through our efforts chessplayers at all levels of play will
be encouraged responsibly to explore the possibilities which lie at
present on the fringes of opening theory, and that such study will be
repaid through interesting games and, perhaps, increased success!

Eric Schiller
Joel Benjamin

Part I: The Good

The openings in this part of the book are endorsed tor use in tournament
play. We do not wish to imply that they are in any way superior to the
standard openings, but feel that they hold some promise for the
advantage (if White) or equality (if Black). We feel that there is plenty of
foed for thought here.



1 Openings without 1 d4 or
1 e4 (for White)

SARAGOSSA
I c3

White is looking for a reversed
Caro-Kann or Slav. But Black can
unreverse the opening with 1 ... ¢5
2 d4 cd 3 ¢d d5 and it is White's
move in an exchange Slav. We do
not recommend this option. Tempi
should not be returned for *psycho-
logical” reasons! Since ¢3 1s a
move which is orientated along
the dark squares, a light square
strategy is apposite, so 1 ... bb
comes strongly into consideration.
But not 1 ... bS 2 ad4!, which is
positionally embarrassing. The

move c3 creates no weaknesses,
however, and does support the
centre, so there i1s nothing wrong
with playing it as White, although
it is less ambitious than the
immediate occupation of the
centre with 1 d4 or 1 ed,

MIESES OPENING
1 d3
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This was a favourite of the
young Americans Fedorowicz,
Odendahl, Popik and Ginsburg
back iIn the 1970s. It 1s a
transpositional device which can
lead almost anywhere. Generally,

Openings withowt 1 d4 or 1 e4 (for White) 1[Il

White adopts a King's Indian
Attack. and picks up a bit of time
on the clock. The King’s Indian
Attack is not particularly effective
against the Caro-Kann, so for-
mations with ... ¢6, ...d5 etcare an
attractive option. White often
uses this first move to reach other
lines, for example the Venezolana
(see p 13), Closed Sicilian etc.

VAN'T KRUILI'S OPENING
1e3

A right chameleon, this. Here
are a few paths which might be
followed:

Amsterdam Attack: 1...e52c4d6
3 &3 &6 4 b3 &6, Amsterdam-
Rotterdam, corres 19th century
(in Lange).
I ...e52 &l 6163 Re2 d54d4
ed, Horing-Paulsen, 1863.
1..f52¢g3 &f63 &g2 e54 Gige2
d5, Wisker-Bird, 1873.
1..b62b3 Kb73 &b2 d6 4 d4
&\f6, Mason-Winawer, 1881.
There are plenty of 19th century

examples, but more recenl ones
are harder to lind. Why? Basically
because there i1s nothing to be
gained by | €3 except for a few
tricks to achieve favourable positions
in other openings. How, then,
should the player of the black
pieces respond?

Well, it is pretty clear that Black
has a wide range of options. So
what should he do? First of all,
be aware of transpositions and
reversed openings, but we suggest
that if one has any experience with
fianchetto positions, then 1 ... gbis
a good move, because the systems
with e3 for White are considered

fairly innocuous.

The best of the non-standard
opening moves, ! &c3 suffers
from the fact that Black can often
transpose into familiar e4 openings.
If White insists on avoiding well-
known territory, Black's resources
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are sufficient for easy equality.
However, we think the Dunst is
worth a try now and then,
especially against booked-up and
time-pressure prone players.
There are many opening strategies
for White involving the early
deployment of the knight on bl to
¢3. 1 éic3 can be used as a gateway
to a repertoire involving the
Veresov in combination with,
say, main line French, Caro-
Kann, and Closed Sicilian. Co-
author Schiller experimented with
this idea during the summer of
1985, and many of the lines found
elsewhere in this book started out
with 1 &c3. For that reason we
prefer the general designation,
attributing various lines to indi-
viduals. Much of what appears
below was generously contributed
by New York FM Asa Hoffman,
who has built much of his
successful chess career on 1 &¢3.
Black has two good possibilities:
a)l..d52eddd(or2...c6Caro-
Kann; 2 ... e6 French) 3 &ce2e5(3
.. Bc64 O3 2p4 5 Hg3 pb6 Lb5
2d7 7 00 £ Hoffman-Alburt, New
York 1983) 4 &\g3 2e6 (preventing
5 8c4)5 QB 66 &b5+chHT Lad
£d7 8 2b3 &icS 9 L xeb Gixeb =
Figueroa-Marcussi, Argentina 1969,
but 8 ... 2xb3 9 ab d3!? also looks
OK, e.g. 10 ¢3 S¢S 11 0-0 &h6
Q0.
b)1...¢c5 2 d4 (2 e4 is the Sicilian,

while 2 @3 &cod 3 d4 cd 4 Gixd4
g6 5 2f4 & f6! leads nowhere for
White; 3 g3 g6 4 222 227 50-0
&ich 6 e3 h6!? Gulko-Gutman,
USSR 1978) 2 ... ¢d 3 W¥xd4 &cH
4 Wha g6 5 £d2 £97 6 ed db
(delaying ... {6 to prevent £h6)
70-0-0 Reb! 8 &3d5 (or 8 Gif3 Wh6
9 @bl Ec8 and Black’s Dragon
attack is well under way) 8 ... £xd5
9 ed Who .

. BATTAMBANG
‘1 ed, 2 a3
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This opening can transpose into
a number of reversed lines,
including the Mengarini Variation
of the Vienna Game (see p 114).
White does not really intend to
advance with a very early b4. He
holds that move in reserve until it
proves useful, while keeping a
bishop off b4. If Black sets up a
broad centre, say with 1 4¢3 e52
a3 d5, then after 3 d3 Black will
have to restrain his development
of the 18-bishop, since it cannot go
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to b4 and if it moves to ¢5 it can be
pushed back with tempo.

VENEZOLANA
d3, %ic3, g3

This opening has been developed
by R.Torres of Venezuela, who
has written a monograph (1976)
on the subject. Theideaistoplaya
King's Indian Reversed, using the
systems where the knight 1s
deployed at c¢b6 (c¢3). There 1s
nothing wrong with this approach,
and the opening can be played at
any level of play with reasonable
expectations of securing an advan-
tage, as the King's Indian and
Modern Defences are fully playable
for Black, and the extra tempo 15
useful. Black need not set up a
broad centre, of course. Torres-
Diaz, Venezuela 1973, saw 1 d3 ¢5
2 8c3 He63 364 g2 $75
&if3 €6 6 0-0 Qige7 7 e4 0-0 8 &e3
@dd 9 Wd2 d6 10 £h6 Sech 11
2xg7 &xg7 12 Hidl Sxf3+ 13
£ xf3 15 14efgf 15 £xcb be with a

slight advantage for White. Black
should sensibly occupy e5 and d5
with pawns so that he can
eventually play ... d4 and attack
the knight. Another plan is the
Caro-Kann or Slav formation
with ... ¢6 and ... d5.

Hoffman-Grefe
USA 1978

1 @e3c¢52 @f3e63 g3 &ic64 Sp2
d55d3 4316 6 0-0 £e7 7ed4 0-0 8
We2 dd 9 &d1 5 10 H1d2 &8 11
f4 &id6 12 Hf216 13b3 £d7 14 ad
ab 15 2a3 D716 &f3b517 £b2
b6 18 ©ohd 5d6 19 £h3 £xh3 20
&xh3 c4 21 be be 22 £a3 a5 23
Wod bh8 24 We6 WeT 25 fe fe 26
NgS KxgS 27 £xd6 Exfl+ 28
Zxf1 Wh7 29 &5 cd 30 cd W8 31
@ixg7 Le3t 32 dg2 Wxeb6 33 &ixed
Ee8 34 Ef8+ Exf8 35 Hxf8 £1h4 36
fxe5+ g8 37 Hie6 Hixd3 38 Lxdd
Sxd4 39 Sixdd &eS 40 Hf3 1-0

BUGAYEV ATTACK
1 b4 with a3
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This is, 1n effect, a reversed St
George (see p 44), and the con-
temporary view ol that opening
is that it is fully playable. Nikola:
Vasiliyevich Bugayev (1837-1903)
was a mathematics professor at
Moscow University. The game
Bugayev-Zolovtsev, match 1888,
opened 1 b4 ¢e52 8ab2i63a3d54
¢l £eb 5 O3 2d6 6 Re2 HeT T
d4?! (7 0-0, possibly followed by
el and 4, would be a more
modern handling. Until this move
the position resembled many
contemporary St George lines,
with an extra tempo for White)
7...e4 8 &fd2 00 9 c4 c6 10 37!
(Premature. Better was 10 0-0) 10
. 15 11 f4 &d7 12 &e3 Ef7 13
¢S 2c¢7 14 0-0 g5!7 and Black
eventually won.

SOKOLSKY OPENING
1 b4

The standard Polish Opening is
so commonplace that we really

cannot devote too much space to
it here. 1 ... e5 is a good reply,
followed by ... f6 or ... db6 for
support. Santasiere’s Folly (sce
p 17), a close relative with 1 {3
preventing an immediate ... e5, is
somewhat better.

One of the more bizarre reactions
to 1 b4 is the Tiibingen Variation
1 ... @hé, intending ... Hg8,
allowing ... g6 without loss of the
rook. It is very artificial. The game
Muller-Schlenker, Tiibingen 1979-
30, continued 2 b2 g8 3c4e64
bS b6 5 @c3 &b7 6 €3 d6 7 W2
d7 8 d4 a5 9 a4 with a slightly
better game for White,

A more reliable reaction is to set
up a King’s Indian formation: 1 ..,
962 @b2d63cdgbdel 8g75
&f3 0-0, which is considered an
English (A135), evaluated by ECO
as unclear after 6 £e2 e5 7 0-0
@ bd7 8 @ic3 EeB 9 d3 &f8 10 We2
h5 11 ¢5 d5 12 Efel ¢6 13 Habl
&$6h7, Benko-Liberzon, Venice
1974. Sokolsky himself prefers 6
dd &bd7 7 fe2 e5 with a
complicated struggle.

An interesting alternative saw
action 1n Miles-Ribli, London
1984: 1 b4 416 2 @b2 e6 3 bS (an
attempt to hinder Black’s develop-
ment by taking away the c6 square
and generally gaining space on the
queenside) 3 ... b6! (3 ... a5
intending ... b6 also comes into
consideration) 4 e3 &b7 5 &f3
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2e76 £¢200700d58d3¢59
Sibd2 &bd7 10 c4 2d6 11 EHel
Wc7. Black has completed his
development and has a very
comfortable game.

LARSEN ATTACK
1 b3

I

This opening borders on ortho-
dox country, and indeed | &3 &f6
2 b3 1s now a common sight on the
tournament scene. The “purer”
version which allows 1 ... €5 1s
somewhat less common, however,
and so we will glance at the line,
giving a suggestion for Black
which we feel allows him to play
with confidence. To those who
protest that the opening ought to
be named after Owen, who played
it on numMerous occasions over a
century ago, we point out that it
was also seen in Suhle-Anderssen,
1859. Nimzowitsch was responsible
for the resurrection of the opening
in the 1920s, but there are enough

Nimzowitsch openings, so we
follow BCO in designating this the
Larsen Attack.

This 1s a perfectly reasonable
opening. If Black plays too
ambitiously, White will achieve a
favourable position in a reversed
QP opening, such as the Nimzo-
Indian, Queen’s Indian or Dutch,
which frequently arises after White
plays f4. 1 ... e5 1s the most logical
reply, because Owen’s Defence
(see p 49) is not very good. In
addition, the scope of the bishop
on b2 1s imited. We suggest that
Black play 2 ... d6, followed by ...
axfe, ... g6, ... Kgl, ... 040 etc,
setting up a King's Indian for-
mation, e.g. Andersson-Kavalek,
Montilla 1974: 3 d3 &f6 4 413 g6
5c¢4 2g7 63007 Re2c580-0

"0chb 9 ald bo 10 ¥We2 EeB 11 EHel

£b7 12 &bd2 d5 13 cd &xd5 +
(0-1, 40). Often White tries ~to
expand on the queenside, but b4
will gobble up another tempo.
Our sample game 15 of con-
siderable interest, and deserves
wider publication than it has so
far received. Notes are based on
those by Lamford and Keene.,

Noon-Lamford
England 1985

1 b3 es
2 &ah2 A
3 c4 g6
4 &3 Re7
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5 d4 ed
6 &eS e3!?
. @ixe5 7 de We7 8 Wd4 is
quite good for White.
7 4
7 fe &xeS 8 de Whd+ is
obviously good for Black.
i Lt g51?
An attempt at refutation which
doesn’t quite come off. 7 ... @h6
was more circumspect.

8 ds! gfl?
8 ... &hxe5 9 fe db was plavable.
9 de dé

But not 9 ... Whd+ 10 g3 fg 11
cd+ and White wins.
10 Wds Heb
11 Wed
11 ¥Wb5 b 12 &d3 &£xb2 13
Hixb2 W6 wins for Black.
B e de
12 <¢b Zh8
13 S=xeS 2 xes
. Weg5 is well met by 14

£ xel.
14 Wyes Wre
15 WWxio $1xf6
16 g3 fg
17 RKg2 1d7

Not 17 ... &d77? 18 &3 c6 19
&ad.
18 &3 ch
19 0-0-0
19 hg Eg8 20 0-0-0 was possibly
better.

19 . gh
20 IHxh2 Exb7
21 Ed3

White starts to go wrong here.
21 &ed was possible.

¢4 IIERIGT pd
22 &Hed Hc7
23 Ehd {5
24 &S5

24 &5 fcB still gives White

chances.

29 .. hé
25 &f3 LeT
26 Sxgd fg

Now Black 1s winning with the
connected passed pawns. The
game ended: 27 Hxed+ &f6 28
Sed+ &g6 29 &Hd2 hS 30 Yel He8
31 2f2 2c¢8 32 &d6 (Forced. 32
@gld Hf7+) 32 ... Hxel 33 &xe3
&gS 34 HEhl He7+ 35 Led+
Dgb 36 &f4 Eh7 (threatening ...
hd4) 37 Ehd Ef7+ 38 &3 &f5
39 G1d6 Hf6 40 e4 Exd6 0-1 After
4] ef+ @e5 is decisive.

IMPROVED LISITSIN GAMBIT
1 &f3 15 2d3

11 Iﬁiﬂﬁ@&m

a

If the readeris fortunate enough
to have obtained copies of the now
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defunct Modern Chess Theory, he
would already be aware that the
Pirc-Lisitsin Gambit (1 &f3 {35
2 e4) was thought to be refuted
by Kavalek (see Chapter 7). White
can sidestep the complications by
playing 2 d3!, where 2 ... 2163 e4
fe 4 de &ixed 5 £d3 &f6 6 Dgs
leads to positions where White has
good prospects.

BIRD'S OPENING
114

White tries to play a Dutch
with an extra move, but, as Tisdall
notes in BCO, “White's exira
tempo is not enough to counter-
balance the fact that 1 f4 1s
basically an innocuous move”.
The From Gambit -~ 1 ... e5 - is
an excellent reply if a King's
Gambit 13 not unwelcome, but
another simple equalising method
isl..&c62g3g63 Rg2 Rgl,e.8
4d3d6S @f3e56fede 7 ed ApgeT
8 00 0-0 9 %H#c3 2d7. Lutikov-

Gligori€, Sarajevo 1967, or 4 &c3
e 5 d3 d6 6 &@f3 &ge7 7 0-0
= — BCO.

On the other hand. the Dutch is
a sharp opening and the Bird is too.
The unbalancing of the position
does not entail great risk, and
therefore it can be played for a win
at all levels of competition.

When employing the Bird it is
useful to be up to date on King's
Gambit theory, as the From is
probably best answered by 2 e4.

SANTASIERE'S FOLLY
1 @3 d5 2 b4

Actually, Santasiere did not
limit his approach to responding
to 1 ... d5, but usually Black
advances hisd-pawn fairlyearlyin
the game.

As for the name of the opening,
let Santasiere speak for himself:
“But why the ‘Folly’? Yes, why?
Ah, my dear readers, there exactly
is the pure delight of the title, the
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opening, and the man! And | ask
only this of players who may
plunge into my system, that before
they do, they read that most wise
and delightful volume by Desiderius
Erasmus, who entitles 1t In Praise
af Folly. Then you will admit that
no name for this particular
opening can be superior in either
objective or subjective description,
to ‘Santasiere’s Folly’.” To which
we add that any reader interested
in this opening should pick up a
copy of Santasiere’s delightful
booklet, edited by James Schroeder.
It is hard to choose a single
representative  game. Alekhine-
Drewitt, Portsmouth 1923, 1s cited
as having been the inspiration for
the opening, bul we have settled
on another game, a quick kill by
Santasiere. By the way, we have
one other “Folly” in our collection,
the Kitchener Folly.

Santasiere-Draxl
Kitchener 1960

1 &\f3 &6 2 b4 e6 3 a3 ¢c5 4 be
Sxc55e3 Hic6 6d4 2e7 Tedd5(it
is clear that Black is compelled to
play this at some point, because if
White advances with d5, after
completing his development, the
knight on ¢6 has no good retreat)
8 Jihd2 ¥asS 9 €b2 0-0 10 2d3 dc
11 Sxc4 e5(Black isadopting a very
classical approach to the centre)
12 0-0 Ed8?! (The {7 square needs

its defender) 13 Zig5! 2904 14 ¥l
£h5 15 &b3 Wad 16 de! 2g6(This
piece 18 overworked. but all of
White's forces are bearing down
on the kingside and the defenders
are scattered) 17 &xf7+! &xf7 18
ef 29619 7+ Sh8 (19 ... &R 20
@\c5!, threatening 21 &eb mate)
20 el 418 (20 ... 21621 Exia!l)
21 @ieb 2.xf7 22 &ibes 1-0

DOUBLE FIANCHETTO ATTACK
b3, &b2, g3, fg2 (usually with
af3)

This is a [lexible attacking
mode, with the sole drawback that
any advance ol the central pawns
will limit the scope of one of the
bishops. Many lines of the Indian
openings involve double-fianchetto
positions, but here we deal only
with those lines which do not
involve d4 or ¢4. Qursample game
1s Ray Keene's favourite [rom his
own gxperience, and we present it
with his notes.
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Keene-Kovacevic
IBM Amsterdam 1973
1 @af3 ds
Z- b3 S04
3 &b2 nd7

4 g3 £xf3

A bold decision indicating that
Black is playing for a win.

5 ef Grpf6
6 (4 eb
7 £027

Dubious., 7 £h3! intending the
disruptive advance 5 would be

preferable.
P T e’
8 0-0 0-0
9 -d3 as
10 a4 ch
11  &d2 b5
12 We2 ba?

Now White obtains the upper
hand. It was essential for Black to
maintain the tension with moves
such as ... Eb8 and ... He&.

13 = Exad b6
14 KHal a4
15 Efal ab
16 Exa8 GZixa8
17 ¢xb3 &1b6

Not good. White now has the
opportunity to launch a variety of
favourable combinations, but it 1s
clear that Black’s position is
already far from satisfactory.
White is better developed and he
controls the vital a-file as well as
the al-h8 diagonal.

5 N -

Inaugurating the combination.
Black must accept the pawn
sacrifice since after fe fe the king's
pawn would fall to the combined
onslaught of the white pieces.

b AR ef
19 &d4 wd7
20 2h3!

20 &xf5 followed by 21 Wxe7
was also playable, but the text is
more accurate. Black cannot
allow the knight to reach {5 as the
threats to g7 would beintolerable.

i | e o6
21 gxfs!!

Once again 21 &ixc6 Wxch 22
Wxe7 was quite good but White
has something considerably more
ambitious in mind,

/) G gf
22 EaT!!

This move came as a visible
shock to Black. Black has no
choice but to fall in with White’s
plans.

Dk, Wxa7
23  &xch Wd7

There are some alternatives
(such as 23 ... Wa2) but none of
them would really save the game.

24 HxeTH+ ==l
25 HhS!!

This i1s completely unanswerable
and Black resigned. Obviously
25 ... Wxe7 would fail against
26 Wo5+, nor would 25 ... h6 be
any good against 26 &xf5+ etc.
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RETI POLONAISE
1 &3 d5 2 c4 d4 3 b4

This approach to the Retiis like
playing the Benoni for Black, bul
with the added advantage that
there is no pawn at ¢5. Compare
1 d4 &f6 2 &3 ¢S5 3 d5 bS which
was popular in the early 1980s.
It is not clear how Black can fhight
for the critical e5-square and
support the pawn at d4. Euwe-
Loman, Rotterdam 1923, saw
Black get blown off the board
quickly: 3 ... g6 4 @b2 Qg7 5
$a3!?e56 &ic2 RegdT7el Qe 8ed
ed 9 h3 &xf3 10 ¥xf3¢c6 11 h4 0-0
12 h5 Ee8 13 0-0-0 a5 14 hg hg 15
Wh3 ab 16 @ixd4! fxd4 17 hi+
Wxh8 I8 Zxh8 mate.

White can also delay the
advance of the b-pawn, a tactic
favoured by Feustel. His customary
move order is | &f3 &6 2 g3 g6 3
Re2 Re7 40-00-05cd4d6 6 &ic3
¢5 7 b4, reaching a position which
can also be obtained via the Réti
Polonaise move order. Then Black

can choose from among 7 ... a5,
7...%h0S8, 7...46,7...c6,7 ... a0d7
or 7 ... Hel, although many of
these lines merge at some point.
Feustel’s book contains a full
discussion of this approach, but
space limits us here to a single,
but impressive, example.

IFeustel-P.Littlewood
London 1974

1 &3 & f62p3g63 282 22740-0
0-05c4d66 ©c3e5ThdaS8b5
Sbd7 9 a3 He8 10 Ecl &e57!(a
positionally logical move with an
obvious tactical flaw) 11 “xeS!
HxeS5 (Of the alternatives this at
least permits Black to dream about
anattack, 11 ... &e6 is best met by
12 d3.) 12 d4 EhS 13 dc “Dgd
(13... &£h3 14 £xh3 Exh3 15¢d )
14 cd 218 15 dc Wxdl 16 Hcexdl
2xa3d 17 Ed8+ &e7 18 2xb7
2xb7 19 HExa8 HExh2 20 &d5 1-0

ANGLO-POLISH DUTCH
I c4152Db4

6| & B oW o a2ax
HKAKAK AA
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This combines the first moves
of the English (c4). Polish (b4) and
Dutch (... £5). It is not so bad for
White because the ¢- and b-pawns
are OK to push in the opening,
and Black’s move 1s not among
the best, since it does not aid his
development and actually inhibits
the bishop on ¢8. On 2 ... €5 White
can play 3 2b2. since the
exchange 3 ... £xb4 4 &.xe5 works
to his adv 1ntagﬁ.

ENGILISH ORANG-UTAN
1 cd4 &6 2 b4

This 1s similar to the Sokolsky
Opening and can be handled with
2 ... ¢e5 and if 3 &b2 then 3 ...
Gxb4 4 @xe5 0-0 leads to normal
positions, while 3 ... db6 1s a

reasonable alternative. If 3 a3,
we have a position which is
discussed under the Bugayev
Attack. It also is a close relative of
the Réti Polonaise. Independent
thinkers mught examine 2 ... ¢6 3
al b6!?, e.g. 4 2b2 8b7 5 el 5
intending ... d3.
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This chapter contains lines against
|1 ¢4 and 1 @f3, since all other
openings without 1 d4and 1 e4 are
treated elsewhere as systems for
White.

ADORIAN DEFENCE
1 c4 262 edes

| KN O N oy
W %

2 e4 1s an ugly move which
weakens the d4 square, so Black
can clamp down on it with 2 ... e3.
“Theory"” has given up on the line
after 3 d4! (3 @3 L7 4 dded 5
&Gixd4 6 6 &1c3 007 g3!? He8 B
2g2 d5! = Miles-Timman, Bugojno
1986) 3 ... @[6 (3 ... d6 transposes
to Modern or King's Indian lines)
4 Hif3 Kb+ (4 ... Dxed?! 5 ®d3!
d560-0or5 .. b4+ 6 &fl! and
Black is already in trouble) 5 Rd2

&xd2+ 6 Wxd2. John Watson
does not share this view. He
proposes 4 ... ed 5 e5 &ed4!? 6
Wxd4 @c5. Here, according to
Watson, chances are about equal.
The only example on record is
Martz-Watson, Vancouver 1976.
which saw 7 &\¢c3 &ico 8 Wel b6! 9
Hd5 £g7 10 WeS hé! T, but 10
@6+ is better, reaching a level
game after 10 ... &f8 11 Hid5d6 12
ed Wxd6 13 Re2 Reb.

Players interested in unorthodox
replies to 1 ¢4 are strongly urged
to read Watson’s excellent book
English: Franco, Slav and Flank
Defences.

ANGLO-SLAV
1cdcé
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This 1s essentially a trans-
positional path to the Slav (2 d4
d5) or Caro-Kann (2 e4 d5). If
White tries to duck these lines
Black will get a good game, e.g.
Webb-Petrosian, Hastings 1977-8:
2g3d53cdcdd 8g2 @65 @3
Gic660-0e57 dd ed 8 &nesS 2d6=.

KURAJICA DEFENCE
1 cd4 eb (2 %f3 d5 3 g3 c6)

20

g . %‘ % 1 % :

=
o
ﬁ

This 1s also known as the Agin-
court Defence (where the English
meets the French).

For the most part this is just a
transpositional line used by Queen’s
Gambit players. But if White
does not play d4, there are lines
with independent significance, most
of which allow Black to equalise.
Black should secure the light
squares with ... d5 and ... c6, after
which, assuming that White has
not played d4, ... b5 will come into
consideration. Of particular interest
is the continuation 2 &f3 d5 3 g3
¢6!? and now:

4 b3

For name droppers, here is
yet another Nimzowitsch defence,
since one of the earliest examples
15 Carls-Nimzowitsch, Baden Baden
1925, which saw 4 &¢27 dc 5 Wc2
b5 6 a4 £b7 F.

But wherever Nimzowitsch is
found, Larsen 1s sure to be nearby:
4 Hc2 @xf6 5 2g2 as!? 6 0-0 Haot!?
7 a3 2e7 8 d4!? 0-0 9 &Hbd2 bé
with a completely equal game in
Naranja-Larsen, Bauang [973.
8 b3 i1s probably better, but not
scary.

" MY bS

Black intends to bite the c-pawn

until it screams in pain.

5 fg2 2 a6!

6 '
¢ d3 fails to 6 ... Wbo! -
Kurajica.
6 . cd
7 0-0 & f6
7 ... b4!? comes into consideration.
8 2ab2 Le7
9 d3 0-0

This i1s the point of departure
for the opening. Here are a few
examples:

a) 10 e4 de 11 de b4! ¥ Hartoch-
Kurajica, Wijk aan Zee 1974,

b) 10 &bd2 &c6 11 al (11 Eel
Wb6 + Masi¢-Kurajica, Yugoslav
Ch 1972) 11 ... b4! 12 ab &ixb4 13
@e5 Wb6 = Romanishin-Kurajica,
Costa Catalana 1977.

c¢) Watson’s 10 &e5 remains
untested.
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GREAT SNAKE
1c4 g6

This is just a path into the
transpositional labyrinth of the
English Opening, and has no
independent significance. White
can play into the main lines of the
Modern Defence with 2 d4. 2 ed
leads to the Adorjan Defence (see
p 22) after 2 ... ed.

BELL ON GAMBIT
1 c4 e5 2 &eld &6 3 &3 ed

4 &g5 bh5!1?

A confusing melec ol peasants
and cavalry, studied and played
by Bellon, and subjected to
investigation by Povah (Chess,
1977) and the BCO team. We
present the wisdom passed down
to us, noting that several interesting
ideas still deserve practical tests.

5 d3!

Less clear are:

a) s xb5¢6 6 ©c3d5 7 cded Bel
8.d69 ©h3 g5 with a complicated
game 1 Biyiasis-Regan, New
York 1977.
b)Sch d5 6 d4 a6 7 g3 ab 8 &ixb5
£¢4 9 §Hic3 hé with compensation
in Malich-Nun, Detin 1977, but
8 ... £f5 has been suggested as an
improvement for Black.
¢)5 We2 be6 Dgxed b7 7 xfo+
Wxf6 8 Wad Ha6! 9 Wxcd 0-0-0
led to sharp and unclear play in
in Kuligowski-Borkowski, Poland
1975,

. SR ed

6 «¢b

BCO gives 6 ed &b4!?7 7 ¥b3
&eb intending ... &d4 with an
unclear game, while Povah prefers
6 ... bd 7 &iced Lixed 8 &ixed d5

which he evaluates as equal.

8 hé
This may not be necessary, and
6 .. £b7 comes strongly into
consideration.
7 &f13 de
8 Sxe2 2c5
9 00 0-0
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10  &es 2b7
11 213 Wes
The untested 11 ... d5!? deserves
close attention.
12 &dS
White stands slightly better,
Alburt-Pribyl, DecCin 1976.

ENGLISH DEFENCE
1 cd be 2 d4 e

23
W

This defence has been employed
by many strong grandmasters. As
the Hedgehog and Maroczy Bind
formations have become a sohd
part of the repertoire the English
Defence has grown in popularity.
One of the devices available to
Black 1s the Nimzo strategy ...
£bdxc3. We feel that it 1s worth a
tempo to prevent this, and therefore
recommend

3 a3
For example:
T @ if6

3..c54d5ed 5 cd £ab is an
interesting alternative.

4 &3 2b7

5 dS!

Here 5 &f3 is a well-trodden
variation of the Queen's Indian
Defence.

Here Black has a number of
interesting options, which are
discussed in more detail in the
book by Tisdall and Keene., For
the purposes of this book, let us
[ollow a sideline pointed out by
Watson.

N

ed

cd c6!?
g3

After 7 d6 &dS5 the d-pawn is
vulnerable. 7 e4 can be answered
by 7 ... ¥e7!,

Watson suggests 7 dc dc 8
Wxd8+ &xd8 9 £f4. The threat of
&1f3-e5 looms large, but perhaps9

-] &

... ©hS comes into consideration,

e.g. 10 Edl+ &d7 and the bishop
has no comfortable retreat. The
variation demands practical tests.

;% &ixdS

8 &wdsS cd

9 Qg2 Wie
10 &h3 a6

This position was reached in
Lukacs-Regan, Budapest 1978.
After 11 &3f4 Watson considers the
position slightly better for White.

For a detailed discussion of the
English Defence see the forthcoming
book by Keene, Plaskett & Tisdall.
For an example of how the opening
should be played by Black, here is
a game by Bobby Fischer:




Agdamus-Fischer
Buenos Aires 1970

1d4 &6 2 ¢4 b6 3 el 2bT74 13
ds! 5 cd &ixdS 6 HixdS BxdS 7 ed
Wd7 8 Scd g6 9 Wh3?! e6 10 De2
$g7 11 23 612 Edl as 13
We2 Wee! 14 £d3 Wxe2 15 &xc2
0-0-0 16 &f2 Ed6 17 b3 &c6 18
2d2 Zhd8 19 BEhdl &b4 20 £l
&a6! 21 a3 &ic6 22 £d3 Sxd3 23
Hxd3 5! 24 H3d2 &asS! 25 e5
L6d7 26 dicl Sf8! 27 b4 @cd 28
Hal Sixes 29 lc2 b5! 30 e @cd
W Hod o8 A2 14 ed! 33 Hxdd &ixed
Moo ) Hadd A8 Gondd Exddal 0-]

A
WADE DEFENCE AND
MISCELLANEOUS

This move has no independent
significance most of the time, but
there are a few interesting attempts
to steer the play into oniginal lines,
I'he best known of these 18 the
Wade Defence with | .., db,
intending the rapid deployment ol
the bishop on ¢, In thissection we
examine a few alternatives as well,
o e dé

Basman has employed his Borg
strategy here: | ... h6 2d4 g5 3 ¢4
RgT7 4e3c5S5 &c3 dé 6 h3(6d5
seems more promising) 6 ... &6 7
ds Hb8 8 £d3 &6 9 We2 Hbd7
10 b37 (10 Rd2 is better, intending
Hie2, &3, Dg3, 0-0-0 etc) 10 ...
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b5! 11 £b2 be 12 be Wa5 13 0-0
e4! 14 hg Dixgd 15 ©1d2 Hdes 16

&e2 hS 17 Wel EeR 18 £a3 WdR
19 f4 &p6, Small-Basman, British

Ch 1932 (0-1, 48).

At the 1984 Pan Amencan
Intercollegiate championship a
prize was offered for unorthodoxy.
The winner was short and sweet:
Wetzel-Neilson saw Black achieve
the aim with 1 @f3 h6 2 ed4 g53
£cd Rp74ddd6S5 el DcbbCI
f5 7 fxgS fe 8 £xh6 £xh69 @ hd
mif6 10 &ig6 Eh7 11 &d2 d5 12
£b5 Wde 13 ‘he5 2d7 14 14
sxfd 0-1.

An interesting option IS to enter
the St George with 1 ... b5!7 2 e4
wh?7, ns 3 &xbS leads only to a
very shght advantage for White
after 3 .., xed440-0 &f6 5 d4e66
Bel 2¢7 7 ¢4, Greenfeld-Benjamin,
Copenhagen 1982, saw White
make the typical mistake of
blocking the c-pawn with 7 &¢c3!1?
and after 7 ... b7 8 ¥e2 0-0 9
wd3 d6 Black was able to follow
up with ibd7 and ... ©3,
achieving a good game. White
cannot easily set up the big centre
with pawns at e4 and d4, and this
makes the St George approach
particularly attractive here.

A |

2 d4 should reach positions
discussed below after an eventual
d4, but players of the black side
who are comfortable with the
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Dutch might try 2 ... {53 ¢4 gband

if White plays for e4 with 4 4ic3
27 5e4, then 5 ... ¢5 comes into

consideration.
ARy 2gd
The point of Wade’s system is
to get the bishop out quickly and
then seal the forecourt with ... e6.
,
Hecht-Wade, England 1971, saw
3 Rc4 e6 when Black was able to
implement his strategy effectively.
The game continued 4 h3 £xf3 5
Wxi3 &chb 6 &b5 ige7 7 ¢4 ab 8
2ad d5 9 ed ed 10 0-0 dc 11 Hel
Wd7 12 &a3 0-0-0 13 Wxf7 bS 14
adl @afs 15 Wxd7+ &xd7 (0-1, 51).
- SR B eb (24)

B OPANLE
» B
ATAT TA

Andersson-Mestel, Hastings 1972-
3 followed a different course with
3 ... %6 (by transposition from
| D3 Sc6 2 dd d6 3 e4 L24) 4
2e3 Of6 5 &c3 e5 with a Four
Knights game. Play continued 6
2b5 ed 7 Wxd4 £e7 8 h3 &e6 9
@yd5 0-0 10 &xc6 be 11 &ixeT+
Wxe7 12 Kg5 c5 (\5-14, 30).

3...8d74cd4c65 DHe3ghb fe2
£e77 Re3e580-0 &e79d5 o0 -
Chikovan,

4 &Hbd2

4 &3 is an obvious (ry, e.g. 4
. @f6 5 2e2 8e760-00-07 el
B xe2 B Wye2 d59ed Gyxd5 10 &ed
€Af6 11 ¢3 Wd5 12 &xfe+ £xf6 13
id3 Wed 14 Hel ©d7, Barcza-
Wade, Hastings 1972-3 (14-14, 41).
Schiller-Day, Chicago 1985, saw an
interesting struggle with 6 &4 0-0
7 Wd2 a6 8 Hdl &fd7 9 e5 &xi3
[0eded 11 £xf3d5 120-0 &b 13
Gie2 Wal 14 WxaS @xas 15 8¢
@ich 16 ¢3 Efc8 17 £14 b5 18 Hel
g5 19 @d2 520 g4 f4 21 h4 h6 22
&p2 ®p7 23 b3 Hib624 Efel £d6
25 Ehl &7 26 he hg 27 EhS &f6
28 E1hl 4g6 29 Eh6 Ea7 30 &gl
a5 31 &e2 b4 and now White
uncorked 32 Exgbt+ Hxgb 33
$d3+ &7 34 BhT+ &6 35 Dxa’
and brought a swift end to the
game.

4. &t

4 ... ¢6 1s a playable option.
Sangumnetti-Petrosian, Biel 1Z 1976,
continued 5 ¢3 &d7 6 £e2 Wc7 7
0-0 &gf6, and now Kholmov
claims a slight edge for White after
8 el Kxe2 9 Wxe2 e5 10 {4, But

. 9 ... €3 hardly seems necessary.

- LT 2e7
6 £d3 &bhd7
7R3 2h5
8§ &fl 2.g6
9 &p3 & hS
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10 &5 ef
11 ef &1h6
Az - ¥p hg
13 b3

ECO’s evaluation of =+ scems
wholly unjustified here. Neverthe-
less, White has the bishop pair and
can work against the light squares
on the kingside, but Black’s
position is solid.

ds

13 ... ¥Wd7 comes into con-
sideration. e.g. 14 Rc4?! d5 15
2d3 &de6.

14 a4 a5

15  0-0 0-0
The game 1s roughly level,
Smyslov-Wade, Hastings 1972-3.

Kasparov-Short
Television Match, London 1987

1 Af3d6 2 dd Sgd 3 ed 064 &c3
e65 2e2 £e760-00-07 £2e3(7h3
2h5 8 2¢3 &Hbd7 9 &id2 &xe2
10 ¢hxe2 ¢5. Andersson-Korchnoi,
Wijk aan Zee 1987) 7 ... &bd7 8
d2 Exe2 9 Wxe2 ¢5 10 de Sixes
11 @xcS %

= B -_—

3 Openings with 1 e4 (White)

NIMZOWITSCH DEFENCE: \
MARSHALL GAMBIT

1 ed &c6 2 d4 d5 3 ed WxdS 4 &H)c3!?

This could come as a real
surprise to the player of the Black
pieces. Harding's 144-page 1981
book doesn't even consider the
gambit, proposed in the form
given below a long time ago by
Frank Marshall. MOB mentions
it, but gives terrible analysis.
Therefore we consider it a valuable
weapon against the Nimzowitsch
Defence, which has received a
sufficient level of respectability to
cause the main lines to fall outside
the scope of our book (perhaps
one day a strong player will write a
pood book on it!)

o Wxd4

5 Wel!
Marshall’'s move.
. Pt LA eh

5 ... £g4!70ought to be considered
— Keene.

6 bS! Wds
7 Ri4 s do6
8§ Qxdé6!

Myers gives only 8 Edl, which
is answerable by 8 ... e5.
B ed
9 0-0-0
What can Black do now? If9 ...

. d5 then 10 Exd5! We think this

gambit 18 an excellent reaction to
2 Y

CARO-KANN DEFENCE:
GOLDMAN VARIATION
1 ed4 c6 2 &3 d5 3 W3
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The reader will have noticed by
now that we are not generally
favourably disposed toward early
deployment of her majesty, but in
this 'case it is an acceptable
strategy because 3 W3 fulfils a
useful function in preventung,
temporarily, the development of
the c¢8-bishop. If 3 ... d4, then
White can interpolate 4 Sc4
before retreating 5 %ice2. We feel
that Black’s game after 3 .., de 4
Sixed £3d7 5 b3 Bel6 6 Hixfe+ (6
Gig3 e6 7 2b2 WaS=-EC0O)6 ...
Sxf6 7 2b2 L94 8 Bl e69 Kel
&f5 is at least equal, while the
move 4 ... ©)f6!7 may also be good,
e.g. 5 &xfo+ pf (5 ... efleadstothe
Tartakower Vanation of the
Caro-Kann) 6 &ie2 (6 b3 Wd4!)6 ...
Wd5 =. Still, White does not get a
bad game and the resulting
positions are strategically rich, so
the line 1s fully playable. Warren
Goldman’s book is a good place
to find further examples and more
information.

“SLOW SICILIAN”
1edc52 Re?

You won't find this opening listed
in ECO! A very slow approach
indeed, but one which conceals a
certain amount of venom. We
have not been able to research the
origins of the line, so we leave it
bearing a placeholding designation.
The principle involved 1s one of

“exposure”, as developed by
Michael Basman (in this context
see also the Tayler Opening 1 ed e
2 &f3 &Sict 3 fe2). When the
bishop is developed at ¢4 orb5itis
subject to attack by Black pieces
and pawns, resulting in a loss of
time. The more modest deploy-
ment of the f1-bishop ensures that
White will not lose Lime in retreat.
On the other hand, there is little
chance of a successful attack being
launched in the early stages of the
game, since the bishop on e2 does
not strike at any vulnerable points
in the black camp. The following
game and notes were provided
especially for this volume by
Michael Basman.

Basman-Evans
British Championship 1985

1 ¢4 ¢S
2 Sel £1¢6
A game Basman-Small continued
2 ...d63 &3 &f6 4¢3 &cb5d4ebd
(The gambit 5 ... cd 6 cd &ixed 7d5
is well known from Basman-
Stean, Hastings 1973. 1f 7 ... &e5?
g Wad+ wins a piece, but 7 ...
Was5+ 8 &cl is unclear; Black
ducks the acceptance of the
gambil at the cost of allowing
White a two-pawn centre,) 6 &bd2
2e77000-08 2d3 Wc7 9 a3 ab
10 b4 bS 11 Eel e5 12 d5 @b8 13
c4 and White was better.
3 &f3 &1f6

4 e5 ipd
5 bd! d6!

White can now avoid losing a
pawn after 6 ed ¢b 7 de. but this
only develops Black’s pieces.
Instead he finds a novel plan
which disrupts Black’s game,

6 e6!? 2 xeb

6 ... Ie 7 bc 1s an alternative.
7 Hgs wWd7
8 be

8 Sixe6 Wxe6 9 0-0 Wes 10
fxgd Wxal 11 &c3 cb 12 &dS

dds and White cannot make

PrOZress.
& 5H de
9 &ixe6 Wxeb
10  0-0 h5

Here 10 ... WeS 1] @xg4 Wxal
gels the queen trapped after 12
@yed. However, 10 ... h5 is far too
optimistic. Black could have tried
to consohidate his extra pawn with
10 ... @6 followed by ... gb, ...
weT and ... 0-0, but White’s two
bishops and lead in development
would give him compensation.

11 9e3 Wes
¢ AR, 0-0-0

12 ... @xh2 13 &xh2 h4 is
inadequate after 14 g2, Black
never gets going on the king’s
wing, whereas White already has
un open file on the gqueenside.

13 Hhi eb
14 &13 2e7
15 fxcb be
16 W3 We7
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17 Wxf7!

Brutal play, but enough to
demolish Black's game. His pieces
cannot take advantage of the open
files on the king's wing, as White's
pawn barricade 1s too firm, and he
has a queenside attack and the ed
central square as well.

AR Zhé
To guard e6,
18 d3 Lf8
19 Wyxp7 Zhh8
20 &f4
Forces Black to block the e5
square.
i (T es
21 Qg5 @ xgs

22 Hxps &\xh2
A last thng before the hghts are

extinguished.
23 xh2 h4
24 Wgd+ &d8
28 &gl hg
26 fg Hfg8
27 W3

1-0

CHAMELEON SICILIAN
1 ed c52 Sie2 with 3 Gbe3, or
2 &3 &Gich 3 Gige2

White's strategy is subtly to
trick Black into playing the wrong
Sicilian variation. This system has
been employed with frequent
success by American GM Andy
Soltis (now you know what to do
about one American GM!). We
recommend the Chameleon for
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B ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ

people who like the open Sicilian
but haven't come to grips with the
Najdorf or the Dragon. At the
very least, Black will lose clock
time figuring out if you are going
to “open” or “close™ the Sicilian,
For Black 3 ... d6 leaves White
with nothing better than 4 d4
returning to standard lines or
4 g3 with a Closed Sicilian. For
yvou Taimanov-Pelikan fans we
warn you that J ... e6 4 g3! may be
unpleasant since 4 ... gb?! runs
into 5 d4! while 4 ... d5!? leads to
complications after Sed ed 6 &g2
d4 (6 ... &f6 7 d4) 7 ©dS. Do not
try 3 ... @©d4?! which led to
disaster after4 b31d6 5 &b2 &6 6
&ds! eS 7 &)xfe+ Wxf6 8 &ixdd ed
9 &b5+ in Benjamin-Formanek,
Philadelphia 1979.

FRENCH DEFENCE:
REVERSED PHILIDOR

1 edeb2d3ds3 Sd2 af6 4 &gfl
Zich 5 Se2

This 185 a .slow method of
development unrelated to the
King’s Indian Attack since White
deploys his bishop at 2. The idea
dates back to the game Nimzowitsch-
Capablanca, San Sebastian 1911.
Black should play 5 ... de 6 de &c5
70-00-0 and if 8¢3,then® ...e59
We2, Radulov-Mednis, Siegen Ol
1970, and despite the loss of
tempo the chances are about even,
according to £CO, after 9 ... a5!?
although perhaps 10 &2b5 We7 11
&cd gives White a slight pull.

White can get a very good game
if Black is not careful, for
example:

Bischoff-Backwinkel
Bundesliga 1984-5

Tede62ddds3 ad2 &ufe 4 Hpf3
@b 5 2el 2e760-00-0 7c3a58
We2 (White customarily answers
.. a3 with a4, which does not seem
to be necessary though, as this

gameshows)8...b6 9 Hel £a610

d4 Sxe2 11 Hxe2 He8 12 e5 H1d7
(The position that has arisen bears
resemblance to the King's Indian
Attack, only the white squared
bishops are no longer there.
White's prospects of carrying out
the well-known plan on the
kKingside are much more real than
Black’s counterplay on the gueen-
side) 13 &f1 b5 14 g3 4b6 15 hd b4
16 el be 17 be Wd7 18 Sigd &1a7
19 a4 h5?! 20 &el 5 21 de! 2xes
22 g Ge6 23 &4 26 24 hS! gh
25 &g5 WaT726 Wh7+ &f827 Hed!
de 28 &g5 1-0

FRENCH DEFENCE:
ITWO KNIGHTS VARIATION
ledeo2 Sc3dS 3 43

29
i

The 1dea behind this line is
to delay d4, thus avoiding the
Winawer Vanation, Often play will
tranpose into classical lines, for
example:

< IR 216
[f Black tries to adopt the
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Winawer strategy with 3 ... 8b4.
then White can embark on a
temporary pawn sacrifice: 4 a3
£xc3 5 dc!? de 6 Wxd8+ Lxd8 7
pS Fel 8 Gixed b6 9 214 2b7
10 &3g3 5 11 0-0-0 &f6 12 £b5
AdS 13 8d2 @7 14 fe2 Hd7
~ Levi-Hawksworth, Lewisham
1985,

3 ... d4 is a popular alternative
which is also likely to bring Black
equality.

4 &5 Gfd7

4 ... $ed!? is also possible,
leading to unclear play after § &e2
£c56d4 £e77 Hglc58 £d3and
now either 8 ... ¥Wa5+ 9 &Hf11? or

.. 1517 9 ef &xf6 10 dec 0-0 11
0-0 2xcd 12 ¢4 Gich 13 We2 Wb
with a messy position in Chekhoy-

Vladimirov, USSR 1975,

5 d4 cS
6 de &\ch
oo BXeS 7 2d3 @chH § We2
£2e790-0a610 240011 K23 b5
12 &Hdl &b4 13 &d4 Wb is also

playable, Levi-Colias, Lewisham
1985.

7 &4 £xc5

8 ad3 f6

9 ef G 1xf6
10  0-0 0-0
11  &eS 2d7
12 &ixco 2xc6
13 e Fred

Black 1s at least equal here,
Spassky-Petrosian, Moscow (match)
1966.
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FRENCIH DEFENCE:
CHIGORIN VARIATION
1 ed eb 2 el

Jn

XA 8 _
EASWeHAT
"AKARL] Ak A

]

¥
x\.
D}'{
%

@@@'Eﬁ:ﬁ

Conceived by Chigorin nearly a
century ago, 2 ®e2 today is an
underrated weapon against the
French. White has little chance of
securing an edge, but may often
establish a formation with latent
attacking prospects, especially 1f
he adopts a “Big Clamp” approach,
as in Hoffmann-Koss, below. The
Chigorin has few adherents in the
upper cchelons, but in the United
States FM Asa Hoffmann sull
employs it with frequent success.

2 ... Re7 i1s the only move given
by BC(O, but Black has othersolid
continuations:

a) 2 ... 5, intending ... @6,
Hgel, ... go, ... 87, ... 0-0 etc.
b) 2 ... 5, after which White can
try the unclear gambit 3 f4!7 or
play a reversed Gunderam with
two extra tempi.

¢) 2 ... @f6!? We have no examples
at hand but it looks like it deserves

serious consideration, e.g. 3 e5
@dS (ECO givesonly 3 ... £1g8 44
b6 5 @3 &b7 6 g3 hS 7 d4 with a
spatial advantage for White in
Vasyukov-Vaganian, USSR Ch
1980-1).

After 2 ... &e7 3 b3 is the
theoretical move, but Black gets
an excellent game easily: 3 ... d54
&2b2 %16 (or 4 ... @6 5 ed ed 6
axfo gf followed by queenside
castling) 5 &xf6 (5¢5 2e7 6 Wed
218 is comfortable for Black) 5 ...
Dxf6 6.5 $HFd7 7 Wed 0-0 8 14 ¢5
9 &3 Gc6 9 c3 WeT with the idea
of ... f6 +. Instead we suggest
314! d5(3 ... &f6 is also possible)
4 e5 with the idea of @3, g3, &g2.

Hoffman-Shipman
USA 1983

1l ede6 2 We2eS3M4efd &5f3h6 5
b3 d6 6 2b2 &ic6 7 &e3 536 8
Sds £e79 xf4 0-0 10 0-0-0 Hel
11 d4 Sg4 12 e5 5h5 13 &ixhs
#xh5 14 g4 296 15h4a516a3 ds
17 Wf2 God 18 g5Sh5 19 £h3 &8
20 Zhfl 2g6 21 Sel ad 22 b4
&ixb4 23 ab 2 xb4 24 Hd3 We7 25
2523 26 fal a2 27 Lxe6 fg 28
Bf4 B8 29 Wp2 a3+ 30 Hd2
2bd+ 31 ¢3 Exi4 32 Exf4 Eal 33
WxdS+ &h7 34 Ef7 Wel 35 Wd7 10

Hoffman-Koss
LSA 1983

lTedeb 2 We2 o534 Sic64 DI g6
5¢3 8g7 6 d3 Hge7 7 Kel d6 8

&bd2 0-0 9 g4 b6 10 hd d5 11 h5 d4
12 cd cd 13 &gl 15 14 hg &ixg6 15
Wh2 he 16 g5 e517 gh £f6 18 Ecl
£d7 19 fe Hipxes 20 SixeS &xes
21 h7+ &h8 22 Excé6 £xh2 23
Sxd4+ Exh7 24 Hxh2+ g8 25
g6+ &Hf7 26 Eg7+ Le8 27 Ehé
We7 28 Hicd W4 29 Se3 WeT 30
&d6+ &d8 31 L5+ 1-0

COCHRANE GAMBIT vV ¢
1 ed e5 2 &f3 836 3 &xe5 dé
xfT!? &xf7 5 d4

“Wi% %@%;
BB BB
S

BAY U

E BB
ABAT HBAN
BoORWE ) B

This 1s an old gambit which has
recently been seen hovering on the
fringes of respectable tournaments.
Considering that the first edition
of ECO gave only 5§ cd4+d56ed
#d6 FF it is hardly surprising
that little attention was payed to
this line. Then, in 1981-2, the move
5 d4 (re)appeared on the scene.

. g6

Bronstein's move. Polyakov-
Domuls, USSR 1982, saw instead
5. 8e76&c3 EeB 7 £cd+ (with
compensation for the material -
BCO)7 ... &f8 8 0-0 fg4 (another
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game between the same players
went 8 ... cH 9 W3 b5 10 £b3 We7
11 £f4b4 12 Dad Spd 13 W3 +)
9 Wd3? &ict 10 f4 éabd 11 We3
d5 12 &xd5 &ibxd5 13 ed ¢b and
White had run out of steam.
Better is 9 f3 &hS5 10 g4 27 11
2xI7 &xf7 12 {4 with an unclear
position,.

6 Oc3 2e7
Vitolins-Kvevjnis, USSR 1979,
saw 6 ... g7 7 4 Wek 8 &5 de
9 fe £b4 10 a3 &xc3+ 11 be &ich
12 £e2 SxeS 13 de WxeS 14 0-0
with a promising game for White

(1-0, 30).
7 Scdt fe6
8 Sxe6t Hxed

9 14 &7

10 eS Gie8
10... He8 11 0-0 &6 12 d5(12

of Wxf6 13d5 &)d4 14151 of 15 &4

— Rachels) 12 ... de 13 dc ®Wxdl 14
@ixdl bc = Vitolins-Anikayev,
USSR Ch 1979.

11 Wf3 ch

12  4&ed Was+
13 gd2 wd5
14 {5 Zf8
IS f6 Lol
16 Wh3 Wxb3
=2k @ xf6
18 ef & xf6
19 &ixd6 2xd4
20  0-0-0

White has a promising position,
Makropoulos-Toth, Italy 1981 (1-0,
42).




36 Openings with 1 ¢4 (White)

TAYLER OPENING
I ed eSS 2 @3 Gich 3 Sel

BW%%‘A/‘&‘
oA 1 T
. K %
o Al T
B |
ATCAR S AR
EoBwy | E

This opening 1s also known as
the “Inverted Hanham™ and was
played most prominently by Tarta-
kower against Bogoljubow at
London 1922. But contemporary
interest 1s focussed on 3 ... 46 4
d4!?, a novel approach introduced
by John Tayler, who published
mteresting analysis of the line in
Chess, February-March 1981. The
article was read by Michael
Basman, who developed the vari-
ation and devoted an Audio Chess
cassette to it. Here is the main line,
a gambit which is critical for the
evaluation ol the opening,

S 116

“By counter-attacking against
the white e-pawn Black hopes to
reduce considerably the impetus
ol the attack. In fact, White is
virtually forced to sacrifice a pawn
if he wants to keep the iitiative,”
~ Basman.

4 d4? ed
5 &5 @rgd!

Pawngrabbing is justified - the
knight has to move anyway.
6 0-0
6 2f4 d6 eats up White's
initiative.
b f2.e7
Basman prefers this to 6 ..
@ipxeS 7 xeS Dixes 8 Wxd4 Hich
9 W3 where Black has problems
developing his kingside. An inter-
esting alternative is 8 ... W(6!7.
Schiller-Martinovsky, USA 1987,
saw 9 Wed (9 Hel 2e71)9 ... 2e7

10 £3c3 ¢6 11 f4 &g6 12 £5 d5! T

7 &xd4 digxes

8 &yxdd
8 ... &ygb comes into consideration,
although Basman, playing Black,
fell to London Under-12 Champion
Cavendish after 9 5 &ge5 10 &1c3
0-0 11 é&adS ¢S5 12 £2e3 d6 13 16
gh 14 Wd2 £e6 15 @xch £xe3+
16 ¥xe3. If 16 ... bc then 17 Whe.

9 Wxdd4 @rg6!

10 5
10 Wxg? £16 11 Whe!?
10

11

Basmuan has played this position
against children and computers.,
but serious tests are awaitted.
Basman-Novag continued 12 @¢3
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dS 13 g4 0-0 14 £d3 £xc37 15be
Bc6 16 g5 He8 17 16 g6 18 Whd

Wd6 19 ad! with a strong attack

on the dark squarcs.
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MODERN DEFENCE:
ROSSOLIMO VARIATION

1 ¢4 g6 2 d4 2g7 3 c4 d6 4 413
82.e4!?

This opening has much in
common with the Wade Defence
(sce page 26). As lar as we can
determine, it was introduced in
Tsvetkov-Rossolimo, Hilversum
1947, but we would not be
surprised to discover that it has
even older roots.

5 se2

This 1s the most sensible way of
reacting to the threat of ... &xf3,
when Wxf3 in reply would drop
the d-pawn.

5 T Zich
A systematic assault on the d4
square.
6 hd2

The point of Pachman's approach
to the white pieces. IT & xf3, White
will recapture with the knight,
defending d4.

The seminal game Tsvetkov-
Rossolimo, referred to above, saw
6 2e3 c57d5 &xf38 &xi3 Hd4 o
£3¢3? c5 10 de be 11 £xdded 12
De2 Wbe 13 0-0 Sie7 14 Wd3!,
when Black should have plaved 14
... 2d8! with a good game. 9 h4 is
best, when Black can still equalise
with 9 ... h§ 10 &e¢3 c5! 11 g3
@Qxf3+ 12 Wxf3 2h6 - Barden.

ECO gives only 6 d5 &xf3 7
exi3 £1d4 8 &c3 ¢59 de be 10 0-0
Eb8 11 g3e6 12 fg2 &ie7 13 £h6
2xh6 14 Wxdd 0-0 15 Wxa7 Exb2
16 Wa3 with an unclear position in
Janosevic-Ivkov, Majdanpek 1976.

TR 05
1. =85 &ceT
8 Wh3 b6

In view ol the analysis presented
below this may not be best. [t

leads to a tactical brawl where the
chances lie a bit more with the
player of the white pieces. But the
alternatives are unpalatable, par-
ticularly the retreat of the bishop
on g4. 8 el 15 playable,
although after 9 ¢5 dc 10 &ic4!
£xf3 11 £xf3 Schwarz points out
that White stands better.

9 &ixeS! £ xe2

10 Wad+

Precision 1s required here. 10

¥Wh5+ doesn’t work: 10 ... ¢6 11
&yxch a6! 12 Wad bS ++.

L b5!

11 Wxbh5+  &f8

12 &d7+ wel

13 &fet++
But not 13 éb6+? cb6 ++F.
7, 18
14 &ixg8 Y M
15 ef Eh8 (35)

This is clearly a critical position.
Vadasz-Adorjan, Hungary 1978,
continued 16 Wxb8? Wxb8 17
wxe2 Hxgl 18 Hel &e7 19 fg hg
20 &f1+ &d7 21 Ded Ee8 (21 ...
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Whd4!?) 22 5 WbS+ 23 &gl {35!
and Black wenton to win (0-1, 36).
16 Wad! £d3

17 f6! xg8
18 fg WeT+
19 &ed Wxed+
20 &e3 Sxg7

20 ... Exb2 fails to 2] gh¥%¥+

&Hxh8 22 a3l
21 0-0-0 as!?

Schwarz gives 21 ... ¥xcd4 22
Wxcd @xcd4 23 b3 £, and this is
why he adorns 9 &ixe5S with an
exclamation mark. The text is our
suggested improvement, although
we must admit that White stands
better after 22 b3. Still, this is a
long way into the game and
players of the black pieces can
probably play the opening with
some confidence that their op-
ponents will be unaware of all of
this material. Unless a copy of this
book is seen hanging out of their
pockets!

PTERODACTYL
ledgb2dd g7 3cdd6 4 Gic3 c5
5 &f3 Was

This is one of Ray Keene's pet
lines (can one really consider a
dinosaur a pet?). It can be reached
from a number of move orders.
The basic idea 15 to build up a
great deal of pressure on the dark
squares at the very start of the
game. The playability of the line
depends greatly on the critical
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posttion reached in the followmg
game, which we present with notes
by Keene.

Rogers-Keene
Goolwa Cup, Adelaide 1983

1 ed cS
2 43 o6
3 cd
Probably the most testing line,
striving to reach a Maroczy Bind,
which often leaves Black with a
lifeless game, Alternatives are 3 d4

Sp74 Hic3 WaSor3cd £g74d4
cd Scd d56ed &@f6 7 £b5+ &bd7
8 d6 ed 9 2f4 WeT7+ 10 We2
Wxe2+ 11 &xe2 &e7! Levi-Keene,
also from Adelaide, when Black's
position is at least level.

-, TR o 2p7

4 d4 dé .

If 4 ...cd 5 @©xdd &cb 6 fe2
and Black is drifting towards the
passivity which too often afflicts
Maroczy victims.,

[4 ... Wa5+ is also playable, for
example 5 &¢3 &b and now:
a)6 2ed &)f67 dS @ixed 8 de &1xc3
9 Wd2 b6 10 £d3 dc 11 0-0 ©Dad
12 WxaS ba 13 Eabl &xb2 +
Schmidt-Gheorghiu, Poland 1974,
b) 6 dc £xc3+ 7 be &f6 8 &Hd2 Wxe3
9 Ebl %xed 10 Eb3 Wd4g 11 &ixed
Wxed4+ 12 He3 with compensation
for the pawn, according to Savon,
but we feel that Black’s position is
fully playable.
¢) 6 dS! &vdd 7 Rd2 Sxf3+ 8 Wx(3

d6 9 £d3 Gif6 10 We2 0-0 11 0-0
e6 12 &hl Wd8 13 de £xe6 14
Hadl a6 15 £e5h6 16 £cl Hel 17
f3 with a slight edge for Whilte
in Petrosian-Gheorghiu, 1974 -
authors.]

5 &3

Of course § d5 transposes to a

Benont, not always a desirable
goal for those who open 1 e4.
After 5 d5 &f6 6 &ic3 0-0 7 £e2
Black can play adventurously
with 7 ... b5 8 ¢b a6 or solidly via
Vel or T .. €5

S -talley Was! (36)

The key move of this variation,
one I found myself and which
appears in no theoretical text
apart from BCO. There 1 quote
Murei-Keene, Manchester 1981,
which continued 6 &e2 £g4 7 0-0
xf3 8 £xf3 cd 9 b4 Wd8 when
White’s compensation is nebulous,
The reptilian element in the
opening’s designation is a kind of
homage to Black's infamaous fian-
chettoed bishop from the Dragon

Vartation, a hallmark ol both
lines. 1 have been using the
Pterodactyl on and off in my own
games occasionally since 1981.
6 d5

Another way of giving up a
pawn, and one | have encountered
on three occasions.

ez £xe3+
T be a6
7 ... ¥xc3+ 8 £d2 s really too
dangerous.
8 &d2

Gheorghiu tried 8 We2 against
me at Llovds Bank [981. There
followed 8 ... &ixed 9 &d3 (not 9
Wxed? Wxc3+) 9 ... 5, giving back
the pawn and intending a later ...
0-0-0. when White's queenside
pawns remain weak.

- Bl Wxc3
9 EHbhl &ixed

Black’s convergent swoop has
netted him two pawns. In a social
match in 1984 (Sowray-Keene,
Phillips and Drew v King’s Head
Pub) 1 avoided capturing the
second pawn and White gained lar
too much compensation with his
bishop pair and mobile centre,

10 2b2?

Rogers played this move instantly,
obviously believing that | had
blundered by allowing a skewer
on my gueen and rook. Forced is
100 Eb3 Wd4 11 &ixed Wxed+ 12
He3 ¥Wdd4 13 ¥b30-0 14 2b2 Wi4
15 Exe7 &d7 with obscure
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complications. White seems to
have good play for his pawn. but
his kingside is still undeveloped,
and Black constantly threatens to
throw a spanner in the works with
moves like ... @e5 or ... W5,
1| Wxd2+
11 ¥xd2 &ixd2
Attacking the rook on bl. After
12 £xh8 &xbl Black’s knight
may be trapped, but it is an extra

knight!
12 &xd2 f6
13 &d3 NdT
14 f4 b6
15 Ehel =] )
16 £c3 &iad
17 Qal 2h8
18 h3 hS
19 He3 2d7
20 Ebel Ebe§
21 Efl 16
22 3

Masking a subtle trap into
which Black willingly falls.

G A e eh
23 det £ xe6
24 S@xgb6+  Hxg6
25 Exeb

Or 25 5+ &f7 (25 ... &xf5 26
Ho3+) 26 fe+ Hxeb.

/BRSO Zxeb
26 15+ &7
21  fet Lxeb

28 EHxfte+ Zx {6
29 <&d3+ oS
30 =xh8§ &f4
Black has lost one of his pawns
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but the mass simplification has
eased his task of converting the
other one; The game ended: 31 216
&3 32 Le7 48 33 £d8 xg2
34 h4 &f3 35 a4 b6 36 a5 d7 37
£e7 Sie5+ 38 &3 &7 39 2d3 a6
40 £f8 HeS+ 41 Hc3 g6 42
Sxd6 £xhd 43 gxeS5 @f50-1. The
h-pawn cannot be halted.

MODERN DEFENCE:
RANDSPRINGER VARIATION
1edg62dd &g73 cdd6 4 He3 fs

This line 18 characterised not
only by the advance of the [-pawn,
but also by the fact that the
knights often wind up perched at
the edge of the board. So far no
one player has yet come forward
as a champion of the line, though
co-author Schiller dabbled in it in
the early 1970s.

5 ef

This is the only way to secure a
clear advantage, for example:

a) 5 &3 & he6! (5 ... &ich 6 dS Ded

7 &4 Gxt3+ 8 Wxi3 e5 = Roth-
Schiller, USA 1973, or 6 2e3e57
ds &ce7 8 £d3 4 co McLennon-
Schiller, USA 1973, are acceptable
alternatives) 6 £e¢2 a6! (better
than 6 ... 0-0 7 0-0 fe of Gufeld-
Bilek, Kecskemet 1968) 7 h4
(recommended by Schwarz) 7 ...
¢5 8 dS &xc3+ 9 be fe 10 2xh6
ef 11 &x{3 with a small edge for
White, which Black may erase if
he can create sullicient pressure
at ¢3.
b) 5f3e56d5 @e7 7 £¢30-08
Bge2 Ef7'? oo Josephs-Schiller,
New York 1972. Or 5 ... @cb 6
$e3 e5 7 ége2 &h6 8 d5 @e7 9
Wd2 &7 10 &cl £d7 11 &d3 0-0
12 Se2 WeR 13 g4 ©h8!? 14 h4 f4
15 2f2 h5! oo Haberland-Schiller,
USA 1973.
¢) 5 Lel QcH 6 2e2 (6 YWd2 14! 7
2 xf4 &xd4 8 0-0-0 ¢5 9 &ge2 e5
10 &e3 4016 11 [3 a6 with a very
strong initiative for Black in Nye-
Levy, Scottish Ch 1969)6 ... &3{6 7
f3e58d5 §e79 £d3 0-0 10 &ige2
&hs 11 0-0 4 with a kingside
attack for Black, Leong-Schiller,
USA 1973.
e = @ xf5

Bold souls may wish to take up
the wild 5 ... gf 6 &h5+ &1¥, since
Pachman's 7 43 is not so clear
after 7 ... &6 8 Whd, although
surely White has a promising
attack on the dark squares. Better
is 7 £d3 &ch 8 Sge2 &6 9 YI3

|
|

when the black king should
experience some discomlort.
6 D3

On 6 £d3 Black should not go
pawn-grabbing with 6 ... &xd4 7
&xf5 &xc3+ 8 be gf because
White will have a strong initiative
after 9 Wh5+. Friedstein suggests
6 ... Wd7 7 @f3 &ich.

Ao «1h6!?

The “normal™ 6 ... @f6 is not
to be recommended here: 7 &2 0-0
8 0-0 &bd7 9 h3 e5 10 £e3! &h8
11 d5!' ed4 12 &d4 el 13 &xf5
gf 14 &bS5! + Pachman-Czerniak,
West Germany 1974,

7 Qe
7 h3 is probably sufficient for an
advantage.
| e 0-0
8§ 00 Grab
9 d5

9 h3 comes into consideration,
to keep the knight on h6 from
reaching g4.

R cS
10 &igs &ieT
11 2d3 wWd7

Polugayevsky-Bilck, Lipeck 1968,
saw 11 ... &d7 12 &e2 (12 2
looks like a good alternative) 12..,

a7 13 &xl7 Ext7 14 a4 and now
with 14 ... e6 Black would have
been only very shightly worse.

12 &b5 xhS

13 <cb Fiod

14 h3 Gies

15 axfis

Openings with | ed (Black) 43

This position was reached in
Scheeren-van Wijgerden, Holland
1980. Now Black could have
achicved something resembling
equality with 15 .. ¥xf5, although
the hole on ¢6 may give White the
cdge. 11 ... Wd7 is not mentioned in
ECO, so the opening has a certain
amount of surprise value and a
hidden resource.

FRANCO-BENONI
ledeb2dd ¢53d5

ﬁ%?%i%i%}
7 %f% W

. _AArA T
AT

,%V y
2 nn
ANA BAK
EOHewd e

This posttton can arise from
1 d4 ¢52 d5eb 3 ed (as n ECO),
ledeb2ddes, 1 ed c52d4 eband
1 d4 e6 2 e4 ¢5. Ii Black wants an
easy way out of the Morra Gambit
(sec p 147), he canchoose the third
move order, but we feel that if
Black wishes to play this defence
he ought to play | ed e6, as 2 d41s
the usual move, and after 2 ... ¢5
White must either advance or enter
4 normal Sicilian, though it should
be noted that alter 3 &f3 Black
has other options, including the
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Quinteros Variation of the Sicihan
(see p 124).
N ed
3 ... &6 4 &l de § i3 ed
transposcs below.
4 ed d6
5 &3 @16
Black might alsoinvestigate 5 ...
Spd ep 6 Se2 @xt37 @xi3 Se7
& 0-0 €216 9 a3 0-0 10 &cd with a
slight edge for White 1in Gligorié-
Barcza. Ljubljana 1969.
6 el Se7
7 &Le2 0-017?
7 ... 24 8 0-0 2xf39 £x1{3 0-0
1s slightly better for White, Filip-
Barcza, Solia 1967.

8 0-0 fhab

g Hel e’
10 ad hé
11 Ebl He8
RZ . ~'h3 h6
13 R4 a6!

This is, in our opinion, a very
significant improvement on 13 ...
218 14 Exel Wxe8 15 &¢3. which
gave White a clear advantage in
Vaganian-L.Bronstein, Sao Paolo
1977.

14 b4 8d7
15 be be
16 #d3

On 16 a5. mtending & ad-b6
Black can simply play 16 ... &4b5!

06 - el
17 &4 215! -
18 Wd2 418

White has relinguished his

mmitiative and the chances are
level. Bohm-Konikowski, Dort-
mund (I1) 198 1. saw Black swiftly
develop an initiative on the
queenside alter the rooks came off
the board: 19 Exed Wxe8 20 el
‘E’d? 21 &h2 Hel 22 Hxe8 Wxel
23 13 WbE 24 g4 & g6 25 Af1 Yb4!
26 &iel3 ficxdS 27 Hexds Wxcd 28
@xfo+ gl 29 Hd5 Wxad 30 Lixfe+
@h8 31 £xht 2g7 32 @xe7+
wxg? 33 Hef+77 Wxel (-1, But
even after a better try at move 33
Black would stand well. For
example, 33 @h5+ (otherwise the
c-pawn falls) 33 ... 2xh5 34 gh
Wd4+ with an easily winning king
and pawn endgame.

ST GEORGE
1 ed a6 2d4db5orledeb?dd a6

"W AKAKAR A

rrrrrr

ATEANG W AW
E@gg gﬂ?;..,i

We have found more aliases for
this than James Garnerused in the
Rocklord Files. The Birmingham
Defence, The Basman Opening,
Baker's Defence have all been

used, and Karpov calls it the

“Incorrect Opening”. But Basman
15 the guru, and he says St
George”. so we lollow his lead.
This opening can be applied
against a number ol ollensive
schemes by White. Essential,
however, are the moves €4 for
White and ... a6 lor Black. Black
will play an early ... b5, even as a
gambit, in an attempt to take over
the mmitiative early in the game.
The St George scored its mosl
important victory when Tony
Miles used 1t to beat Karpov at
Skara 1980. Spiritual father of the
opening Michael Basman (1983)
has written a very good book on
the opening. We present a lew of
our own 1deas together with some
relevant recent games, mcluding,
of course, Karpov's humiliating
deleat.

Chandler-Basman
British Championship 1985

1 ed eh
y AR a6
3 c4

O.Jackson-Basman, British Ch
1985, continued 3 a4 d5! 4 &¢3?
@ b4! with a good French Winawer.
Better was 4 €5 ¢5 5 ¢3 but even
then Black can swap pawns and
use the b4 square as an outpost.

< ik b5

The thematic pawn sacrifice
wrests control of d3.

4 «cb ab
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5 2xb5 2b7
6 &3 2bd
7 Ye2
There are many possibilities in
this position, which has scarcely
been charted. It bears close
rescmblance to the English Defence.
TS fs!
8 &h3
A new i1dea. 8 ef 2xg2 9 fe &f8
leads nowhere, An older game N.N.
vs Basman 1983 went 8 d5!? ¢6
(published in Chess).

- SRt fe
8 .. D6 may be a safer
alternative,
9 Wh5+

These people don't seem to
mind moving their queen twice in
the opening. If now 9 ... g6 10 ¥eS

6 11 Wxe6b+ wins a pawn.

| S 218
10 Zgs 71h6
11 0-0 Has!

This is a good chance [or
counterplay due to the position of
the white queen and black rook
along the same line.

12 @oxed A
13 &e5!?

Another sharp move which
should have been sharply answered
by 13 ... @xg2 14 &xe?2 @xc3 15
&b7 Wha with an equal game.
After missing this chance Black
gets into trouble with his rook at
ad.

e 2.a8?
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14 Qg5

This is much stronger than 14
B xd7? &xc515 Rxebgb 16 Lho+
Bel |7 We2 Hixdd 18 WesS Hf3+
19 gf &x[2+ and the white queen
15 lost.

1 e el
15 ad! &xd4

This pawn is now poisoned, as
yvou will soon see.

16 &Ked 3% )

Black had intended 16 ... &2xb5
17 ab d6 but this is no good after
18 ExaS! &xa5 19 Hal and there
are too many black pieces stranded
along the a-file,

17 &b3

The black rook is trapped on a3J.

Black struggled on but tono avail.

|y B Wh7
18 o4 Lol
19 &ixas axas
20 =2d3 &1d6
21 &d4 &1e8
22 Hed &ich

23  &f6+ &f7
24 Gixe8 Zxel
25 &xg7 He8
26 2xh7 GieS!

A temporary setback for White
who was a little short of time, The
game ended: 27 Wg3 IHxg7 28
Wxe7 ¢5 29 3 &6 30 Eadl d5
31 2g6+ d8 32 Wel+ e7 3314
@dd 34 S ef 35 W7+ Hde 36
Wxb7 Rxb7 37 &xf5 &es 38 &d7
c4 39 hd SHel2+ 40 £h2 Hdé6 41
¢4 1-0 (notes after Basman)

Hodgson-Basman
British Championship 1985

| ed e6
2 d4 ab
3 &f3

In this game White adopts the
“classical” reaction to Black's
plan. He uses his pieces to support
his “big centre™.

R b5
4 2d3 c5
80 £b7
6 0-0 G116
7 ZHel hé
8 &ibd2 fe7
9 a4 b4

In the last round of the
Championship, Cummings-Basman
went 9 e5 &dS 10 de Kxc5 11 Hed
2e712ad ba 13 K¢2 “c6 14 Hxad
&b6 15 Eal &cd 16 b3 GicxeS 17
GixeS @xeS 18 &id6+ Kxd6 19
Wxd6 (Black has won a pawn but
now has to face a most difficult
defence) 19 ... &cb 20 £a3 Ec8 21
He3 W7 22 Wdl He7 23 Hgld
(now Black should have played
the simple 23 ... We5 which is not
clear, but instead unwisely went for
complications) 23 ... &£id5? 24 ¢4
BeS 25 Wel! Wxel+ 26 Exel &Oif4
27 Exg7 d5? 28 Hegd! HHh529 £b2
and Black is losing material since
if 29 ... Ef8 then 30 Eh4 catches
the knight.

10 We2
Black now had to think hard, as

the natural 10 ... &c6 is met by
11 dSed [2ed &xdS 13 &icd! WeT
14 2e4! and Black will lose a
picce.

: [, | A be

11  bc cd

Black liquidates the pawns In

order to obtain the b4 square for
his knight but also possibleis 11 ...
$ieh since after 12 d5 ed 13 ed
&ixdS 14 Gcd WeT 15 2ed Black
can play 15 ... @xc3. After 11 ...
&c6 12 Ebl Black could play
12 ... &as.

12  cod ie6
13 Ebl b4
14 d5
The advance comes with a new
twist.
1d ed
15 e5

15 ed 2xd5 and ... &eb gives
White nothing, but this advance is

dangerous.
£SO S hT!
16 &dd @gs
17 @15 e

Black brings his knights round
to eb just 1n time, and thus beats
off the first wave of the attack.

18 &1 as
19 &lg3 g6!

Black offers the h-pawn but it
can hardly be accepted, as 20
&xh6 is met by £g5.

20 &de+ g xdé
21 ed Hha
It seems that Black 1s doing well
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with his extra pawn, and the white
knight at g3 has little scope.
However, White now begins a
sccond attacking wave which
catches Black unaware.

22 &bs £2.a6?

The first blunder, 22 ... Hc8 or
22 ... d4 were better choices. Black
engages in some tactics but his
position cannot stand it.

23  &xa6! Hxab
24 4!

A crushing move. White could
not not have won material by 24
Exb4 as after 24 ... Wxbd 25
Wxab Wxel+wins the undefended
white rook at el. However, after
24 14 the threat of Exb4 and Wxab
1s now on, and besides that White
threatens 25 5 gf 26 &«xf5,
bringing his knight back into the

game. Black resolves to give up a

piece for three pawns, but in deing
so falls into something worse.

24 .. Heb
25 15 gf

26 ‘OxfS Wed
27 ¥ Wed

27 ... Wxbl loses to 28 '@gT+

and &g5+ winning Black’s queen.
28 Wps!

Oh termible! A rook is lost
immediately. There was no come-
back to this move, and Black
resigned shortly afterwards.

There 1s another interesting
approach for Black which has
been employed frequently by co-
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author Schiller. Consider the
following hine: 1 e4 a6 2d4 b5 3 ¢3
£b7 4 £d3 d6 5 &f3 ¢5 6 0-0
@d7 7 Hel e5 8 d5 @gf6 9 @bd2
gb 10 @fl fg7 11 ©g3 0-0 12 h3
Warren-Schiller, New York 1981,
and now 12 ... e4 13 Sc2 He8 14
ad. Now play through the following
moves: 1 ed e5 2 &3 Gic6 3 &b5
ab4 £ad4 &6 50-0 Re7 6 Eel b
7 2b30-08 c3d69h3 @b8 10d4
@bd7 11 &bd2 &b7 12 Kc2 EeB
13 &f1 Kf8 14 &igld g6 15 a4 c5
16 d5, with a standard position in
the Breyer Variation of the Spanish
Game. The similarity 1s obvious.
The Spanish approach to the 5t
George is a fully viable one, but it
requires a bit of luck to reach if an
early ... €6 Is played, since ... €5
will cost another tempo and White
always has the option of getting in
eS first. The following example
shows the strategy at work:

Rejto-Schiller
World Open 1983

lede62dd4a63 Nf3b54 2d3 2b7
5 £14 (An open invitation to the
Spanish approach, since ... €35 will
be played with gain of tempo) 5 ...
&f6 6 We2 ¢5 7 ¢3 d6 80-0 Hbd7 9
Edl Wc710ade511dede 12 &5
¢4 13 £c2 2¢714 b4 Wee 15 Dbd2
0-0 16 0f1 Ee8 17 %g3 g6 18 a5
(18 Ea3!?)18 ... 18 19 é1d2 h6 20
£xf6 &xfe (+) 21 &gfl Eads 22
&e3 We6 23 h3 h5 24 W3 @hé 25

\dfl &40 26 hd Wee 27 HdS (27
@d2 ed! +) 27 ... ©OxdS 28 ed
Wd7 29 Hie3 £xel 30 fe 2xd5 31
ed WaT+ 32 W2 W2+ 33 &xi2
£e6 34 Teld Spd! 35 Zf1 Zd6 36
Zf2 Eed8 37 Zafl? Zd3+0-1. A

cute finish,

Karpov-Miles
Skara 1980

ledab2ddbsS3 &3 £b74 £24d3
&6 5 We2 e6 6 a4 ¢5 Tde £xc58
&ibd2 b4 9 e5 £3d5 10 Hed 27 11
0-0 &6 12 £d2 We7 13 ¢4 be 14
gixed xed 15 &xe3 £b4d 16
@xb4 &xb4 17 Eacl Whe 18 &ed
0-0 19 &5 h6 20 £h7+ &h8 21
&bl %e7 22 Hed Hac8 23 Wd3?
(23 Ecdl - Karpov) 23 ... Excl
24 Hxcl %Wxb2 25 Hel YxeS 26
Wixd7 £bd4 27 Ee3 Wd5 28 Wxds
2xd529 Gie3 Ec830 De2g531 04
g7 32 hg hg 33 &d3 a5 34 Hg3
&f6 35 Epd 2d6 36 &1 Se5 37
el Eh8 38 14 gf 39 &ixfd 2.c6 40
Hie2 Bhi+ 41 &d2 Eh2 42 ¢3 413
43 Bg8 Hg2 44 el Sixe2 45
Bxe2 Hxpl 46 Za8 £c7 0-1

Karpov is reputed to have a
weakness - playing against un-
orthodox openings! But hesdenies
it: *. . . many people thought that
they could beat me if they adopted
an ‘original’ opening strategy.
Actually, it 15 easy to see that
Black’s extravagant opening play
got him nto trouble. Besides, in

my next seven games with Tony
Miles. the British GM alsotried to
undermine the centre from the
flank, but he only managed to
achieve a single half point.”
(Learn from your Defeats, trans-
lated by Enic Schiller). [As Miles
pointed out in the magazinc
Kingpin, his actual score was 2
points in these seven games — ed. |

The St George i1s an interesting
opening with much uncharted
ground, Interested readers should
pick up a copy ol Basman's book,
though the Spanish approach i1s
not covered there.

OWEN DEFENCE
1 ed4 bo

40
3

%é% ﬁ% L m
AMAL, BAL
HOEWE &5
Unlike the English Defence (sce
p 25), White has no difficulty in
maintaining a strong centre based
on lirm control of ed4, and the
bishop on b7 often winds up an
idle spectator. Here s a good
example ol how to handle the
white side in a key game. By the
way, Soviet WGM loseliani chose
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the Owen for a critical last round
game in the Women's 1985 Inter-
zonal — and was upset by Susan
Walker of England!

Speelman-Basman
British Championship 1984

l e4e62 “c3b6 3d4 2b7 4 2d3
@6 5 Dpe2 S (5 .. d5 is better
but still , cp. 6 R2g5 £e7 7
2xf6 axf6é 8 0-0., Blackburne-
Owen, Manchester 1890; 6 e5 &1(d7
7 &if4 517 8 Hixed! WeT 0 &dS
1-0, Bhend-Schneiders, Switzerland
19835) 6 d5!? (a4 reasonable sacri-
fice, gaining space and time in
exchange for the pawn. 6 0-0 is
also good, eg. 6 ... cd 7 @xd4
257 8 41b3 £b4 9 e5! @xc3 10be
&d5 11 ¥e4 0-0 12 2h6 + Bennett-

Basman, England 1975; 7 ... 46

comes into consideration) 6 ... aé
(Black could have accepted im-
mediately with 6 .., ed 7ed @xd5 8
GixdS £xdS59 aifd We 7+ but White
has plenty of play lor the pawn.
Compare the popular Q1D line |
dd @6 2 cdeb 3 Sf3b64a3csS5
We2 fa6 6dS5) 6 ad (preventing ...
b5) 7 ... ed 8 ed @ xd5 9 Gxd5
2xds 10 &4 2e¢6 11 £e4 Ea7 12
0-0 2713 Ea30-0(13... 6! o0 -
Basman) 14 EHg3 5! (otherwise
there arc problems at g6 and e6) 15
£d5 Bf6? (15 ... £xd5 16 Wxd5+
Bf7 17 &3h5 with a strong attack)
16 Hel £xdS 17 ¥xd5+ IEf7 18
3h5! g6 19 2h6! c6 20 Ege3 1-0
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NIMZOWITSCH DEFENCE
1 ed &6

Unfortunately, considerations of

space prohibit a full examination
of this reasonable defence. which
is not particularly unorthodox in
its approach to the opening. Myers,
Harding and Westerinen have all
written books on the subject.
Westerinen's is the best, but very
hard to find.

2 &3 invites a standard opening
after 2 ... e5, but 2 ... d6 15 a good
alternative (see Ligterink-Miles,
below). 2 ... 5 is discussed else-
where in the book (the Colorado
Defence)., but we find it un-
appealing for reasons set lorth
there, despite MOB's obsession
with the line.

2 4 2 2¢cd4 and 2 &bS are
interesting tries, all of which deserve
further consideration,

2 &3 is playable, of course,
inviting a Pirc after 2 ... d6, but
2...e61s an interesting reply. Here

is a good example of intercsting
and origimal play by Black against
a grandmaster opponent:

Biviasas-Savage
New York 1980

1ed De6 2 Dedend 0345444
2bd 5e5106 6 ef Hxf6 7 £d3 0-0
80-0 &d79 e &d6! 10cdde 11
fxcd Das 12 £d3 £c6 13 &3
WeB! 14 DeS 2xe5 15 de 4d5 16
Ded? (16 Wed! ) 16 ... Db4! 17
Gif6+ gf 18 Wed+ Hh8 19 Wxhd
Wd7! 20 Sed I5! 21 & xcb Dixebd 22
Wxh7?! Zab8 23 Wab 14! 2423 (24
(3 F)24 ... Saxe525 @147 ExI4 26
of Zg8+ 27 &hl Wd5+ (-1

2 d41s best, and then Black hasa
choice of advancing a centre pawn
one or two squares. We will very
briefly comment on each of these
plans.
a) 2 ... e6?! 3 d5 énbR 15 a distant
relative ol the Brooklyn Delence,
But since Black has loresaken
counterplay based on ... €5, 3 ¢3
comes into consideration, e.e. 3 ...
dS 4 e5 and Black has adopted an
inferior strategy against the ad-
vance French, where counterplay
with ... ¢5 1s essential.
b) 2...e5 3 de &ixe5 4 &f3 W6 5
@xeS Wxed 6 2d3 &c5 (6 ...
abd+ 7 @d2! 1) 7 We2 d6 8 &1c3
16 9 h3 leads to an advantage to
White in ECO, As is so often the
case, White can secure a small
advantage if he does not lose his

head and engage in premature
adventures with moves like 4 4.

¢) Larsen’s 2 ... d6 is criticised by

Harding, but he is too harsh. He
pives 3d5 bR 4 ¢4 6 5 F1c3¢b6
&d3 2e7. and follows the game
Engel-Gelzenleichter. German cor-
res Ch 1963-4, which turned out
better for White, £CO does the
same, but notes that Harding-
Randall, Cavan 1979, has a resource
suspiciously ignored by Harding:
4..865 613 2276 8e2c¢hHT &el,
and now instead of 7 ... e6?, Black
can try 7 ... &6 with a King's
Indian position in which White’s
extra timec may not be decisive,
especially if ... &1g4 proves useful.
Still, this position would be better
with extra tempi for Black, and
can be reached via the Meodern
Defence, so we cannot recommend
it. 2 ... d6 is even better against the
2 &3 move order, although Keene
recommends 3 &f3 as an answer
to 1 ed Gich 2 d4 d6.

Ligterink-Miles
Wijk aan Zee 1984

1 e4 &eh
2 &f3 d6
3 d4 nf6
4 il 204
5 &2b5

5 d5 is better — see London-
Benjamin below. But the best move
is probably 5 fe3l,eg 5..e36
$b5'ed 7 Wxd4 Re78h3 469
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&ds 0-0 10 £xc6 be 11 &xeT+
Wye? 12 &5 ¢5 13 &xf6 Exi6 14
Wxf6 of £ Andersson-Mestel, Has-
tings. 1972-3; 0r 5 ... g6 with White
choosing between 6 @b5,6h3orb
£2¢2, the last leading toward a
main line Classical Pirc. 5 ... ¢b1s
playable - ¢l the Wade Defence.

s 4 ab

6 Exco+?

A mistake, but the pin 1s a poor
idea anyway. 6 2a4 b5 7 b3 e5
gives Black an excellent Lopez.

P be
7 h3 & h5

Larsen’s idea was 7 ... £d7 and

then a kingside ftanchetto.

§ el ¢6

9 g4 206
10 &5 Ge7
11 0-0-0

The open b-lile didn’t seem to
scare White, The Texas Chainsaw
Muassacre probably didn’t either.
1 £xf6 £xf6 12 Wed EdT 130-0-0
promises more, Sax-Kindermann,
Lucerne 1985,

& SR hé

12 &f4 ¥Wh8

13 &bl Wh4!
14 sl EbS8

15 b3

White muscalculates. thinking
to win the queen. In any event,
Black could have continued with

. Hd7-cS ete, had his opponent
chosen the correct 15 &al.

Lt Wxe3
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16 £d2 ixed!!
17  Rel 0-0
(-1

l.ondon-Benjamin
New York 1985

1 o4 Zieh
2 i3 dé

3 d4 aife
4 &icl fgd
5 d5 G1b8
6 2el

A good alternative 1s 6 h3, e.g.
.. 2h5 7 £cdc6 8 We2 &bd7
9 84 2xf3 10 ¥¥x(3 @b6 11 Kd3
cd 12ed g6 130-0 2g7 14 Efel 0-0

15 Ee2 £ Sigurjonsson-Rossolimo,

Skopje Ol 1972.
6 gh
Perhaps 6 ... ¢6 and then 7 ...
@ bd7, waiting lor White to castle
kingside before hanchettoing.
Y Lg7
8 Wqd2
Black had no problems equalising
on 8 Sd2 8xe2 9 Wxe2 ¢6 10 0-0
0-0 11 Zadl Wb6 12 ©b3 &ibd7
in Averbakh-Lutikov, USSR Ch

1969.
© WS 0-0
9 h3 2xi3
10 &xf3 ¢6

. @bd7 would have given
Black the option of meeting 11 h4
with 11 ... h5.

11  h4!
Otherwise Black is comfortable.
| 1 &yhd7

12 h5 $es
13 Qe2 cd
14 Gxfé

A surprise from the young
American international master,
who rarely parts with his bishops,
but 14 ed Wa5 followed by ... EfcB
gives Black a promising Dragon-
stvle attack.

14 i 2xfé
15 hg hg!?

Black takes some chances with
his king, but preserves his pawn
structure.

16 Whé Hel
17 14 ad7
38 1S L2o7!
18 WWh7+ Zf8
19 fg

On 19 &ixd5, 19 ... e6 is possible,

but perhaps stronger 1s 19 ... gf 20
Hh3 (20 ef? Wa5+ or 20 0-0-0 ¢6,
consolidating) 20 ... 86! 21 &xf6
£xf6 and Black can defend, e.g.
22 g3 ¢6 or 22 Wh6+ fg7.

19 ... 1 f6
20 Whd wWhé
21 0-0-0 Zecl
22 EHh3!

Taking the steam out of the
stock exchange sac at ¢3.
7.4 Al de
IM Leonid Bass suggested 22 ...
Exc3 23 Hxc3 &ixed but White
seems to have the better chances
there.
23 g4 e3!
24 g5

On 24 Zd3 the sacrilice 1s more
ei‘fect_iv-ﬁ: 24 ... BExc3 25 Hxe¢l el
26 Hb3 Wd4 27 Ehxed Wd2+ 28

bl Hce&! +
71 g 2Zxc3
LN

Obviously not 25 gf? 2x16 with
brutal conscquences for White,
e.g. 26 Wad Ed3!

7ok G &Hd7?

I thought that the game was lost
here, until three days later when
London pointed out the Fantastic
25 ... @ed!!. After 26 Wxed £xc3
the mate threat at b2 s most
embarrassing. White can kill the
mate with 26 g7+ soxg7 (26 ...
£xg7 27 ¢3 £xc3 28 We2 Hcb 29
Eh8+!) 27 Wh7+ @8 28 Wh+
£xh8 29 Hxh&+ g7 30 EHxal,
but with so many pawns and play
on White’s exposed king, Black
should be OK. 26 {4 appears to
win outright, but loses to the
miracle shot 26 ... Wbhl+!!, dis-
covered by Leonid Shamkovich.

26 IHfl £xc3
26 ... {6 is disgusting.
27 Bxfi+

White would have real head-
aches after 27 Whé6+ &e8 28 of+
BdR 29 (BW+ T,

QT ik el
28 Wh8+ £xh8
29 Exh8+ A8
30 Ehx{8+7?

A tragic error. 31 g/ 1s a prosaic
win, while 31 £.g4 leads to mate
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after 31 ... &d8 32 Zixf8+ &7 33
Hel+!.

%, | SR ad7

3 [ Wdd

Black can draw a deep breath

now.

32 &bl Wha+

Va1

d) 2 ... d5 is the most popular line,
but we think that White might be
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