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(Un-)Pleasant Surprises

Why Has Maxime Stopped
Play ing ‘His’ Vari a tion?
by Alexey Kuzmin

SI 4.6 (B96) YB 93

The pre vi ous Year book pub lished
an ar ti cle by me about the vari a tion 
1.e4 c5 2.Àf3 d6 3.d4 cd4
4.Àd4 Àf6 5.Àc3 a6 6.Ãg5 e6
7.f4 Àc6, which last year was reg -
u larly and suc cess fully em ployed
by Maxime Vachier-Lagrave.
Dur ing the last few months this
vari a tion has oc curred many
times, in clud ing at grand mas ter
level. It has been taken up by
Drazic and Baklan, and
Dominguez has again in cluded it
in his rep er toire.

Smeets,Jan
Dominguez Perez,Leinier
Wijk aan Zee 2010 (7)

T_LdMl.t
_J_._JjJ
J_SjJs._
_._._.b.
._.nIi._
_.n._._.
IiI_._Ii
r._QkB_R

T_LdMl.t
_J_._JjJ
J_SjJs._
_._._.b.
._.nIi._
_.n._._.
IiI_._Ii
r._QkB_R

8.Àc6 bc6 9.e5 h6 10.Ãh4 g5
11.fg5 Àd5 12.Àe4 ©b6
13.Ãd3
In re cent months all the dis cus -
sions have re volved around this
con tin u a tion. 
13...hg5 14.Ãg5 ©b2 15.c4

Ãe7 16.Ãe7 Àe3 17.©c1 Àg2
18.®d1 Àe3 19.®e1 Àg2
20.®d1 Àe3

T_L_M_.t
_._.bJ_.
J_JjJ_._
_._.i._.
._I_N_._
_._Bs._.
Id._._.i
r.qK_._R

T_L_M_.t
_._.bJ_.
J_JjJ_._
_._.i._.
._I_N_._
_._Bs._.
Id._._.i
r.qK_._R

This po si tion had al ready been
reached in a cou ple of games (or
per haps even more), and at this
point they were cut short...
21.©e3!?
In such sit u a tions I re call the
 respectful words of Vladi mir
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Maxime Vachier-Lagrave



Akopian: ‘He won’t agree a draw,
just be cause the po si tion is drawn.’
They were said about an other
player, but even so...
21...©a1 22.®d2 ©h1!
Af ter some twenty min utes’
thought, the Cu ban grand mas ter
finds an ac cu rate con tin u a tion.
Du bi ous was 22...©a2?! 23.Ãc2
©a5 24.®e2 ®e7 25.©g5 ®f8
26.©f6, when White has the better
pros pects, for ex am ple: 26...Õh3
27.Àg5 ©e5 28.©e5 de5 29.Àh3.
23.Ãd6
23.ed6? Õh2 24.Ãe2 f5î will
not do, while 23.©d4 Õh2 24.Ãe2
Õe2 25.®e2 ©h5 26.®f2 ©h2
does not cre ate any prob lems.
23...Õh2 24.Ãe2 ©b1!
An other ac cu rate move. 24...Õe2?
was clearly weaker: 25.®e2 ©g2
26.®e1 f5 27.ef6 Õa7 28.Ãb4
with an at tack.
25.Àf6
Af ter 25.©d4 ©a2 26.®c1 Õh6! it 
is now White who has to con cern
him self with how to draw: 27.Ãc5
©e2 28.Àd6 ®f8 29.Àf5 ®g8
30.Àh6 ®g7 31.©g1 ®h6 32.Ãe3 
®h7 33.©h1 ®g8 34.©g1ì.
25...®d8 26.©d4
Jan again gives his op po nent a
chance to go wrong: 26...©a2?
27.®c1! Õh1 28.Ãd1 Õd1 29.®d1 
©b1 30.®d2 c5 31.Ãc5 ®c7
32.Àe8 with an at tack. And again
Leinier finds the cor rect way!
26...c5! 27.Ãc5 ®c7 28.©d6
Noth ing was given by 28.Àe8
®b7 29.©c3 ©a2 30.®c1 ®c6.
28...®b7 29.©e7
It was still pos si ble to try 29.®e3,
but af ter 29...Õh3 30.Ãf3 Õf3
31.®f3 a5 or 29...©c1 30.®f3
©b1 White would have had to ac -
cept the in ev i ta ble and give per pet -
ual check.
29...®c6 30.©d6 ½-½
In this com pli cated tac ti cal clash
the 7...Àc6 vari a tion with stood the 
test, but af ter a prac ti cally blood -
less draw in the French Team
Cham pi on ship, Vachier-Lagrave,
whose games were the ones that
drew at ten tion to the vari a tion, has
stopped em ploy ing it...

Hamdouchi,Hichem
Vachier-Lagrave,Maxime
France tt 2009 (3)

T_L_Ml.t
_._._J_.
JdJjJ_.j
_._Si.i.
._._N_.b
_._._._.
IiI_._Ii
r._QkB_R

T_L_Ml.t
_._._J_.
JdJjJ_.j
_._Si.i.
._._N_.b
_._._._.
IiI_._Ii
r._QkB_R

13.c3! ©b2
I gave this game in my ar ti cle
(Year book 93), but at the time its
out come seemed to me to be quite
log i cal...
14.Õb1
As will be seen later, it is also pos -
si ble to be gin with 14.g6.
14...©a2

T_L_Ml.t
_._._J_.
J_JjJ_.j
_._Si.i.
._._N_.b
_.i._._.
D_._._Ii
_R_QkB_R

T_L_Ml.t
_._._J_.
J_JjJ_.j
_._Si.i.
._._N_.b
_.i._._.
D_._._Ii
_R_QkB_R

I think that in anal y sis af ter the
game Maxime must have dis cov -
ered that, whereas Hamdouchi
agreed a draw af ter 15.Õa1 ©b2
16.Õb1 ...
15.g6!
...would have won the game al -
most by force.
15...fg6 16.Ãd3! Àf4
All this had al ready oc curred in the 
game Kozlitin-Nagimov, Sam ara
2002, but there White con tin ued
17.Ãf2? Àg2 18.®f1 Àf4, when a
draw – 19.Õa1 ©b2 20.Õb1 – was
now the best out come for him. But
in the game there fol lowed
19.Àf6? ®f7 20.©f3 de5 with a
hope less po si tion for White, al -

though the game nev er the less
ended in a draw.
I should add that 16...Àe3 17.Àf6
®d8 18.Àg4 g5 19.Àe3 is hope -
less for Black, and also af ter
16...©g2 17.Õf1 ©h2 (17...Àe3
18.©a4ê) 18.©g4 he can hardly 
with stand the on slaught.
17.Àf6! ®f7 18.Ãg6!
‘Rybka’ does not see this move in
ad vance, and judges the vari a tion
with 13.c3 to be drawn.
18...®g6
18...Àg6  19.0-0ê and 18...®g7
19.Àh5ê are very sim ple.
19.©g4 ®f7  20.0-0 ©g2
21.©g2 Àg2 22.®g2

T_L_.l.t
_._._M_.
J_JjJn.j
_._.i._.
._._._.b
_.i._._.
._._._Ki
_R_._R_.

T_L_.l.t
_._._M_.
J_JjJn.j
_._.i._.
._._._.b
_.i._._.
._._._Ki
_R_._R_.

Black is two pawns up, but it
would ap pear that the po si tion can -
not be held. For ex am ple:
 A) 22...Ãg7 23.Àh5 ®g6
24.Àg7 Õg8 25.Ãf6 de5 26.Õb4
and White’s threats must de cide
the out come;
 B) 22...de5 23.Õf3! e4  24.Àe4
®e8 25.Àf6 ®d8 26.Õd3 ®e7
27.Õb7 with mate. Or 23...Ãg7
24.Àh5 ®g6 25.Àg7 ®g7 26.Ãf6
®h7 27.Ãh8 ®h8 28.Õd1 and the
help less ness of the black pieces is
fa tal.
It was af ter dis cov er ing these vari -
a tions that Vachier-Lagrave
stopped play ing 7...Àc6.
Black’s main prob lem is that be -
gin ning with 8.Àc6 the vari a tion
looks al most forced, and it is very
dif fi cult to avoid it.
The cap ture on e5 on the 9th or
10th move can not se ri ously be
con sid ered. On the 12th move it
can, but it looks very de press ing:
12...de5 13.Àf6 Àf6 14.©d8
®d8 15.gf6.
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12...Õb8, in the hope of 13.Àd6
Ãd6 14.ed6 Õb2 with counterplay, 
is also un jus ti fied be cause of the
sim ple 13.b3 or even 13.c4!?.
In prac tice the cap ture on e5 has
oc curred on the next move –
13...de5, but here too 14.g6! is
un pleas ant.
Af ter 14...fg6 Black may have
some dy namic po ten tial, but look -
ing at his pawn struc ture brings
tears to one’s eyes!

T_L_Ml.t
_._._._.
JdJ_J_Jj
_._Sj._.
._._N_.b
_.i._._.
Ii._._Ii
r._QkB_R

T_L_Ml.t
_._._._.
JdJ_J_Jj
_._Sj._.
._._N_.b
_.i._._.
Ii._._Ii
r._QkB_R

For ex am ple, 15.©c2 Õb8
 16.0-0-0 Ãe7 17.Ãf2 ©a5 18.Ãc4 
is not bad, and 15.©g4, as
Ziatdinov played against Loginov
(Tashkent 1987), is also good
enough: 15...©e3 16.Ãe2 Àf4
17.©f3 ©e2 18.©e2 Àe2 19.®e2
g5 20.Ãg3 Ãg7 21.Õhf1 with ad -
van tage.
Of course, it may be ob jected: ‘But 
are you sure that Vachier- Lagrave
has found  18.Ãg6?’.
I will re ply: ‘No, I’m not sure, but
why then has Maxime stopped
play ing ‘his’ vari a tion?...’

A Wild Bat tle in the Mar shall
by Jose L. Vilela

RL 17.6 (C89) YB 91

The game Domínguez-Leko from
Corus A 2010 cap ti vated me from
the mo ment I saw it, due to the
wild tac ti cal bat tle it turned into.
But when tak ing a deeper look, it
also turned out to be sig nif i cant
from the point of view of the open -
ing the ory of the Mar shall At tack. 

Dominguez Perez, Leinier
Leko, Peter
Wijk aan Zee 2010 (4)

1.e4 e5 2.Àf3 Àc6 3.Ãb5 a6
4.Ãa4 Àf6  5.0-0 Ãe7 6.Õe1 b5
7.Ãb3  0-0 8.c3 d5 9.ed5 Àd5
10.Àe5 Àe5 11.Õe5 c6 12.d4
Ãd6 13.Õe1 ©h4 14.g3 ©h3
15.©e2
In the search for new paths to pres -
ent op po nents with dif fer ent prob -
lems, chess mas ters con tinue to
ex pand the field of open ing the ory. 
As Lukacs and Hazai ex plain in
their Sur vey in Year book 91, it was 
Svidler who in tro duced this move
in high-level prac tice, against
Leko him self, in Mex ico City
2007. But some lesser-known
play ers had al ready tried it some
time be fore, the first one be ing
17-year-old Manuel Apicella in
1987 in Paris. It has the vir tue of
quickly try ing to chal lenge the
men ac ing po si tion of the black
queen on h3, but there is also the
ob vi ous draw back of de lay ing the
de vel op ment of his queenside mi -
nor pieces.
15...Ãd7
The nat u ral con tin u a tion is
15...Ãg4, which has been tried
quite a lot of times. Per haps the
most out stand ing sam ple of this
way of playing is the brainbreaker
So-Gupta, al ready ana lysed in the
afore men tioned ar ti cle, and fea -
tur ing such amaz ing ideas that one
of them, 18...f5!?, was pro posed as 
a can di date for the Nov elty of the
Year award by New in Chess read -
ers. 
16.©f1 ©f5 17.Àd2

T_L_.tM_
_._._JjJ
J_Jl._._
_J_S_D_.
._.i._._
_Bi._.i.
Ii.n.i.i
r.b.rQk.

T_L_.tM_
_._._JjJ
J_Jl._._
_J_S_D_.
._.i._._
_Bi._.i.
Ii.n.i.i
r.b.rQk.

This move was in tro duced by
Svidler against Grischuk in the
Rus sian Cham pi on ship, De cem -
ber 2009. Be fore that, only 17.Ãe3 
had been played. In a cer tain sense, 
White is play ing with fire as his
queenside re mains un de vel oped
for some time yet.
17...Õae8 18.f3
The ex ter nal as pect of this move is
per haps du bi ous, but its idea of es -
tab lish ing a point of sup port for the 
knight on e4 is very in ter est ing
(and has ap peared in other 15.©e2
lines). 
18...Àf6 19.a4 c5 20.Õe8 Õe8
21.Àe4

._._T_M_
_._L_JjJ
J_.l.s._
_Jj._D_.
I_.iN_._
_Bi._Ii.
.i._._.i
r.b._Qk.

._._T_M_
_._L_JjJ
J_.l.s._
_Jj._D_.
I_.iN_._
_Bi._Ii.
.i._._.i
r.b._Qk.

21...Õe4!
The game gets ex tremely wild
from now on, as Black com pletely
ne glects any ma te rial con sid er -
ations. But this is still known ter ri -
tory, as Grischuk also played this
way ver sus Svidler.
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In case Black takes with the
knight, a plau si ble con tin u a tion is
21...Àe4 22.fe4 ©f1 23.®f1  Õe4
(23...cd4 24.ab5 ab5 25.Õa7 is also 
to White’s ad van tage) 24.Ãd5 Õe8 
25.ab5 ab5 26.Õa7 Ãe6 27.Ãe6
fe6 28.Õd7, when White has the
ad van tage in the end game.                    
22.fe4
This is the real the o ret i cal nov elty
of the game. The above-men tioned 
Svidler-Grischuk game con tin ued: 
22.Ãc2 cd4 23.fe4 ©c5! 24.©f2
Àg4 25.cd4! ©c7 26.©e2 Ãg3!
27.hg3 ©g3 28.©g2 ©e1 29.©f1
©g3 30.©g2 ½-½.
22...©e4 23.Ãf4 Ãc6 24.d5!
Not 24.Ãd6 ©h1 25.®f2 ©h2
26.®e3 (26.®e1 ©b2î)
26...©b2 and Black’s at tack is
win ning.
24...c4! 25.Ãd6 ©d5 26.Ãd1
©h1 27.®f2 ©h2 28.®e1 ©b2
29.Õa3
White is a rook up but his pieces
are ex tremely badly co or di nated.
29...Àe4!
Mate is threat ened on d2.
30.©f4
There was also the op tion of
30.©e2; af ter 30...©e2 (30...©c1
is not with out in ter est ei ther)
31.®e2 Àd6 32.ab5 Ãb5, an end -
game would arise where Black is
OK with three pawns for the ex -
change, and the most likely re sult
is a draw. This kind of end game
could also have arisen a cou ple of
times later in the game.
30...©g2!
The queen proves very ag ile across 
the sec ond rank, 31...©g1 is the
new threat.
31.Ãe2 ©g1 32.Ãf1

._._._M_
_._._JjJ
J_Lb._._
_J_._._.
I_J_Sq._
r.i._.i.
._._._._
_._.kBd.

._._._M_
_._._JjJ
J_Lb._._
_J_._._.
I_J_Sq._
r.i._.i.
._._._._
_._.kBd.

It seems that White has par ried all
the threats, but Black has a mod -
est-look ing di vert ing re source up
his sleeve. Af ter 32.©f1 ©f1
33.®f1 Àd6 34.ab5 Ãb5 we would
have a sim i lar end game to that in
the notes to White’s 30th move.
32...g5! 33.©f3 Àd2! 34.©c6
Af ter 34.©f2 once again we have
the al ready fa mil iar end game
scheme: 34...©f2 (34...Àf3?
35.®e2) 35.®f2 Àe4 36.®e3
Àd6. In this case White’s king is
more ac tive, but the as sess ment re -
mains the same.
34...©f1 35.®d2 ©f2 36.®c1
©e1 ½-½
Per pet ual check is un avoid able
due to the ex treme lack of co or di -
na tion in White’s camp. Both play -
ers per formed at a very high level
in this en coun ter. The o ret i cally,
the ball is still in White’s court.

Botvinnik’s Note books
by René Olthof

SL 4.3 (D17)  

There is a fa mous joke about Bent
Larsen, of ten at trib uted to Mikhail
Tal. At the draw ing of lots the Ma -
gi cian from Riga would com plain
if it turned out that he would meet
the tire less Dan ish fighter in the
early rounds of the tour na ment.
‘You never know whether Bent sits 
on the other side of the board or
Larsen!’ Mean ing: you can play
the fu ture tour na ment win ner, but
also the tail-end er. What to do?
Pentala Harikrishna could never
have guessed what would hap pen
when in Round 1 of the Corus B
Group he crossed swords with the
num ber 12 seed (of 14). Was he
go ing to play Anish or Giri?

Giri,Anish
Harikrishna,Pentala
Wijk aan Zee B 2010 (1)

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.Àf3 Àf6
4.Àc3 dc4 5.a4 Ãf5 6.Àe5 e6
7.f3 Ãb4 8.Àc4!?

Apart from the in sight ful notes by
Botvinnik on his three World
Chess Cham pi on ship Matches
against Smyslov, the match book
that New In Chess pub lished last
year in Eng lish con tains an other
item few peo ple ac tu ally know
about: the note books Botvinnik
wrote dur ing his prep a ra tion for
the matches in 1957 and 1958.
These are a real trea sure trove for
his to ri ans and the o re ti cians alike.
‘Re ally’, I hear you think, ‘these
notes are fifty years old. Surely
they can not be rel e vant to mod ern
open ing the ory any more’.
Well, that re mains to be seen.
8.Àc4 is a rarely played side line
and sur pris ingly it can be found in
Botvinnik’s 1958 note book.
8...Àd5
8...c5 9.dc5 ©d1 10.®d1 Ãc5
11.e4 Ãg6 12.Àb5 Àa6 13.Àbd6
®e7 14.Àb7ê is a ‘trap’ given
by Botvinnik, which has peo ple
fal ter to this very day.
9.Ãd2! ©h4
Botvinnik’s main fo cus dur ing his
prep a ra tions was on 9...Àb6 10.e4
Ãg6 (also weak is 10...Àc4
11.Ãc4 ©d4 (or 11...Ãg6)
12.©b3ê), which he in tended to
meet with 11.h4 Ãe7 (11...h6
12.Àe5 Ãh7 13.a5 À6d7
14.©b3ê) 12.h5 Ãh4 13.®e2
Àc4 14.hg6 fg6 and now 15.Ãf4!,
which is Botvinnik’s still un tried
im prove ment on 15.Ãc1 Ãe7
16.®f2 Àd6 17.©b3 ©b6 18.©e6 
©d4 19.Ãe3 ©f6= Botvinnik-
 Averbakh, 8th match game,
 Moscow 1957. Let’s see what
Botvinnik wrote in 1958: 
‘15...Ãe7 (du bi ous is 15... 0-0
16.g3 Ãg5 17.Ãh3) 16.©b3 ©b6
(bad is 16...©d4 17.Õd1 ©c5
18.©b7ê) 17.©c4 ©b2 18.Ãd2
©a1 19.©e6 Àd7 20.Õh7 Õh7
21.©g6 ®f8 22.©h7 Àf6 23.©h8
Àg8 24.®f2 ©b2 25.Ãc4 ©d2
26.Àe2ê.’ 
Those were the days!
Now a days ev ery am a teur armed
with a pow er ful com puter can have 
a go at crack ing this piece of an a -
lyt i cal craftsman ship. Move 22
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would be a nice start ing point and
the note to move 16 seems wrong
in view of 18...0-0 and if 19.b3 Õf4 
20.bc4 Õf8.
The com ment at move 15, how -
ever, seems spot on: af ter 17.Ãh3
Black is in dire straits, e.g.
17...Õe8 18.©b3 Ãf4 19.©c4
Ãg3 20.Ãe6 ®h8 21.Ãc8!! a5
(21...©c8 22.Õh7! ®h7 23.Õh1)
22.©f7 h6 23.©g6, win ning.
Harikrishna’s tac ti cal choice in the 
game – he is clearly bet ting on
Anish and not Giri – had not es -
caped Botvinnik’s at ten tion ei ther.
10.g3 ©d4

Ts._M_.t
jJ_._JjJ
._J_J_._
_._S_L_.
IlNd._._
_.n._Ii.
.i.bI_.i
r._QkB_R

Ts._M_.t
jJ_._JjJ
._J_J_._
_._S_L_.
IlNd._._
_.n._Ii.
.i.bI_.i
r._QkB_R

Botvinnik now in tended to play
11.e3 and 12.e4, as had al ready
hap pened in Mikenas- Feigins,
Kemeri/Riga 1939, the stem game
of the line 8.Àc4. White ob tains a
clear ad van tage af ter both
11...©f6 and 11...©c5, so there is
no need to look any fur ther.

Af ter the game Anish con fessed he
had been bliss fully un aware of all
this in side in for ma tion. He had pre -
pared only for the most com mon re -
plies 8...Àbd7 and 8... 0-0 and had
never heard of such things as Bot -
vinnik’s note books, let alone of
what was in them. At the board he
had briefly looked at 11.©b3!?
Àd7 12.e4 Àc5 13.Àd6! ®d7
14.©c4 – a pretty pic ture!

T_._._.t
jJ_M_JjJ
._JnJ_._
_.sS_L_.
IlQdI_._
_.n._Ii.
.i.b._.i
r._.kB_R

T_._._.t
jJ_M_JjJ
._JnJ_._
_.sS_L_.
IlQdI_._
_.n._Ii.
.i.b._.i
r._.kB_R

But he had not prop erly as sessed
White’s chances  – Black is in trou -
ble here. He stopped look ing be -
cause af ter a cou ple of min utes he
saw some thing even more pow er ful.
11.e4!
Giri’s killer nov elty.
11...Àc3
11...Ãc3 is best met by 12.Àd6
®f8 13.bc3 Àc3 14.©c1 Àe4
15.fe4 (15.Àe4 Ãe4 16.Ãc3 ©d5
17.Ãc4 ©f5 18.fe4 ©e4 19.®f2 is 
also prom is ing) 15...Ãe4
(15...©d6 16.ef5 Àd7 17.Ãe2 ef5
18. 0-0) 16.©a3 ®g8 17.Ãe3 ©e5
18.Ãf4 ©a5 19.Ãd2 ©e5 20.Ãc3
©g5 21.Àe4 ©e3 22.Ãe2 ©e4
23. 0-0 and it’s all over.
12.bc3 Ãc3 13.Õa2!

Ts._M_.t
jJ_._JjJ
._J_J_._
_._._L_.
I_NdI_._
_.l._Ii.
R_.b._.i
_._QkB_R

Ts._M_.t
jJ_._JjJ
._J_J_._
_._._L_.
I_NdI_._
_.l._Ii.
R_.b._.i
_._QkB_R

Pos si bly Harikrishna had missed
this lit tle rook move in his cal cu la -

tions. His queen’s bishop is still
un der at tack.
13...Ãe4
White’s defences run like Swiss
clock work. 13...Ãg6 14.©b3 b5
15.Ãc3 bc4 16.©b8 Õb8 17.Ãd4
is a los ing op tion, while af ter
13...Ãh3 14.©b3! (surely not
14.Ãh3? ©c4 and the ta bles have
turned) 14...Ãf1 15.Õf1 Ãd2 (flip -
ping in 15...b5 is no better: 16.ab5
cb5 (16...Ãd2 17.Õd2 ©c5
18.Àd6 ®e7 19.bc6 ©c6
20.©b4ê) 17.©b5 Àd7 18.Õc2
a6 19.©c6  0-0 20.Õc3 Õfc8
21.©a4 Àe5 22.Àb2! £ 23.©c2)
16.Õd2 ©c5 17.©b7! 0-0 18.Õc2
f5 19.e5 f4 20.Õff2 or 18...Àd7
19.©d7 Õfd8 20.©c7, Black is
just dead.
14.©c1! Ãd3
14...Ãf3 15.Ãc3 ©e4 16.Ãe2!
(16.®f2 is slightly less con vinc ing
al though Black’s com pen sa tion
with rook and four pawns for the
queen af ter 16... 0-0 17.Àd2 ©d5
18.Ãc4 Ãh1 19.Ãd5 Ãd5 should
not be enough) 16... 0-0 17.Àd6
©g4 (17...©d5 18.Õd2 ©h5
(18...Ãh1 19.Õd5 and 20.Ãg7 is
on its way) 19.Ãg7! Ãe2
(19...®g7 20.©c3) 20.Ãf8 ©f3
21.©b2 – game over) 18.Ãg7
©g7 19.Ãf3 ©e5 20.Àe4 f5
(20...Àd7 21.Õe2) 21.©g5 ®h8
22.Õd2 Àa6 23. 0-0. White keeps
the piece, while re tain ing the ini -
tia tive.
15.©c3 ©c3 16.Ãc3 Ãf1 17.Õf1

Ts._M_.t
jJ_._JjJ
._J_J_._
_._._._.
I_N_._._
_.b._Ii.
R_._._.i
_._.kR_.

Ts._M_.t
jJ_._JjJ
._J_J_._
_._._._.
I_N_._._
_.b._Ii.
R_._._.i
_._.kR_.

Com pared to the main line 8.e4
Ãe4 9.fe4 Àe4 10.Ãd2 ©d4
11.Àe4 ©e4 12.©e2 Ãd2 13.®d2 
©d5 14.®c2 Àa6 15.Àc4, this
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end ing with three pawns for a
piece is clearly in fe rior for Black
and con se quently Giri had lit tle
trou ble round ing up the point.
In fact, this kick start (in Round 2
he beat Nisipeanu, an other pre-
 tournament fa vour ite, with Black
in a Petroff!) en abled the Dutch
cham pion to set tle per fectly in the
tour na ment and later even win the
B Group.
Jok ingly Kasparov called 8...Àd5
‘a well- known los ing move’. He
knows Botvinnik’s note books!

In 19th Cen tury Style!
by Pe ter Boel

RG 2.1 (C43)  YB 88

In 2010 Corus in tro duced an in cre -
ment of 30 sec onds per move. This
did n’t pre vent the play ers in the
fol low ing game to play in a 19th
cen tury time tempo and in 19th
century style!

Short,Nigel
Smeets,Jan
Wijk aan Zee 2010 (13)

1.e4 e5 2.Àf3 Àf6 3.d4 Àe4
4.de5 Ãc5 5.Ãc4
Af ter 5.©d5 Ãf2 Bruzon against
Ivanchuk (Merida 2007) played
the novel 6.®d1 – see the Sur vey
by Jose Vilela in Year book 88. The
text pre vents the bishop from be -
ing boxed in af ter a check on f2,
but does al low Black to cap ture
with the knight.

TsLdM_.t
jJjJ_JjJ
._._._._
_.l.i._.
._B_S_._
_._._N_.
IiI_.iIi
rNbQk._R

TsLdM_.t
jJjJ_JjJ
._._._._
_.l.i._.
._B_S_._
_._._N_.
IiI_.iIi
rNbQk._R

5...Àf2

This will prob a bly re main the crit -
i cal move, as it is sim ply very good 
for Black! How ever, he must be
pre pared to play some swash buck -
ling chess.
On the more ‘solid’ 5...Ãf2?!
6.®e2, Gyözö Forintos in The
Petroff De fence (Forintos/ Haag,
Batsford 1991) gives 6...c6 7.Ãd3
(on Forintos’s al ter na tive 7.Õf1!?
stron gest ap pears to be 7...d5!
8.ed6 Ãc5 and now 9.Ãf7!? ®f7
10.Àg5 ®g6 11.©d3 Ãg4!
12.®e1 Õe8 13.Àe4 ©d6) 7...d5
8.ed6 (RR 8.Ãe4!? Ãb6 9.Ãd3
Àd7 10.Õe1  0-0 11.Àc3 f6 gives
Black dan ger ous com pen sa tion
for the piece) 8...f5 9.Ãe4 fe4
10.®f2 and now not the sug gested
10...ef3?? 11.Õe1 and White is
win ning, but first  10...0-0, when
Black has good at tack ing chances
for the pawn.
Also, things may not be so bad for
Black af ter Rybka’s sug ges tion
6...©e7!? 7.Ãd5 (7.©d3 f5!
8.Àc3 Àc3 9.bc3 Ãb6 10.©f5
Àc6 gives Black good counter -
play) 7...Àf6! 8.Ãg5 (or 8.®f2
©c5) 8...Ãb6 and White can not
profit from the pin on the Àf6 as on 
9.®f1 there is 9...©c5.
An other good al ter na tive, 5...d5!?,
as in Dominguez Ofretorio-
 Alonso Mar ti nez, Mondariz 1994,
was ex am ined in Vilela’s Sur vey.
6.Ãf7
6.©d5? ©e7 is good for Black, as
was seen in the game Nagy-
 Revesz, Nyiregyhaza 2002 – see
Year book 88, page 106.
6...®f7!?
A sound al ter na tive is 6...®f8, for
ex am ple: 7.©d5 Àh1 and now an
anal y sis by Andrey Khachaturov
runs: 8.Ãh5 ©e7 9.Ãg5 Ãf2
10.®e2 ©e6 11.Àc3! g6 12.©e6
de6 13.Ãf6 Õg8 14.Õh1 Àc6
15.Õd1 and ‘Black is un able to de -
velop with out ma te rial loss’. Let’s
see: 15...Ãb6 16.Ãg4 h6 17.Àe4
®f7 18.c4 a6 19.c5 Ãa7 20.®f2
Àe7 21.®e2 Àd5 and Black has n’t
yet dis en tan gled, but there is no way
through in sight for White ei ther.
In ter est ing, in stead of Khachatu -

rov’s 8...©e7, is 8...Ãb4!? 9.c3 g6
10.Ãh6 ®e8 11.cb4 ©e7!, when
White can draw with sharp play:
12.Ãg4! ©b4 13.Àbd2 ©g4
14.Àe4 ©e6 15.Àf6 ®d8 16.Àg5
©d5 17.Àd5 Õg8 and now a funny 
move rep e ti tion:

TsLm._T_
jJjJ_._J
._._._Jb
_._Ni.n.
._._._._
_._._._.
Ii._._Ii
r._.k._S

TsLm._T_
jJjJ_._J
._._._Jb
_._Ni.n.
._._._._
_._._._.
Ii._._Ii
r._.k._S

18.Àf7 ®e8 19.Àg5 ®d8 etc.!;
8...Ãf2 9.®e2 ©e7 10.Ãg5 ©e6
trans poses to Khachaturov’s line.
7.©d5

TsLd._.t
jJjJ_MjJ
._._._._
_.lQi._.
._._._._
_._._N_.
IiI_.sIi
rNb.k._R

TsLd._.t
jJjJ_MjJ
._._._._
_.lQi._.
._._._._
_._._N_.
IiI_.sIi
rNb.k._R

7...®g6
This crazy move, in di cated by
Vilela, was blitzed out by Smeets,
and now Short en tered the think
tank. The ‘nor mal’ move is 7...®e8
and now 8.Ãg5! (better than the
sharper 8.©c5 Àh1 ac cord ing to
Artur Yusupov in C43, the In for -
mant mono graph on the Petroff De -
fence, al though White has good
prac ti cal chances af ter 9.Ãg5 d6!
10.©e3) 8...Ãe7 9.Ãe7 ©e7
10.®f2 and White is a lit tle better
(Yusupov). This was con firmed in
Belov-Saric, Budva Ech 2009.
8.Ãg5?!N
Now it was Smeets’s turn to bury
his head in his hands! Vilela gave
8.Õf1 d6 9.Õf2 Ãf2 10.®f2 h6
‘when the tem po rarily ugly po si -
tion of Black’s king does not seem
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to com pen sate for the lost ex -
change’. In Stankovic- R.Hov -
hannisyan, Antalya U18 2009,
Black grad u ally dis en tan gled af ter 
11.©e4 ®f7 12.Àc3 Àc6 13.Ãf4
de5 14.Ãe5 Õe8 15.©f4 ®g8
16.Ãc7 ©d7 17.Õd1 ©f5 18.Àd5
Ãe6 and even tu ally won.
8...©e8!?
Black could con sol i date by pro -
tect ing the Ãc5: 8...©f8 9.Õf1 h6
10.Ãd2 Àa6 11.b4!? Àb4! (first
11...c6! 12.©b3 could be even
better) 12.Ãb4 Ãb4 13.®f2 ©c5
and Black’s trou bles are over – he
is a pretty sound pawn up.
But the saf est seems to be 8...©g8! 
9.©c5 Àh1. Black can con sol i date 
with moves like ...Àa6 and ...h6,
and af ter 10.©d4 he now has
10...©e6! de fend ing on the light
squares and, in some lines, with
the sneaky ...©b6!.
In the pa vil ion, guest com men ta tor 
Paul van der Sterren al ready sug -
gested White’s fol low ing highly
spec u la tive move:

TsL_D_.t
jJjJ_.jJ
._._._M_
_.lQi.b.
._._._._
_._._N_.
IiI_.sIi
rN_.k._R

TsL_D_.t
jJjJ_.jJ
._._._M_
_.lQi.b.
._._._._
_._._N_.
IiI_.sIi
rN_.k._R

9.Àh4?!
Ob jec tively best may have been
9.Õf1 (or  9.0-0!? with the same
idea!) 9...Àa6 10.Õf2 Ãf2 11.®f2
but here Short prob a bly saw the
con sol i dat ing 11...©e6 com ing;
af ter 12.Àc3 (or 12.©d3 ©f5
13.©c3 h6 14.Ãe3 Õf8 15.®g1
®h7 and Black is fine) 12...©d5
13.Àd5 ®f7 14.®g3 c6 White’s
com pen sa tion is dwin dling.
9...®g5 10.Àd2!?
Now Short was down to 12 min -
utes (plus in cre ment!). Van der
Sterren’s ini tial line had gone
10.e6 ®h4 11.g3 and now the co -

op er a tive 11...®h3? 12. 0-0?
(12.©f5 ®g2 13.©d5 ®h3
14.©f5 is a draw) 12...©e6??
13.©h5 mate! 
Of course, Black wins af ter 12...d6 
13.Õf2 Ãf2 14.®f2 Ãe6. But the
real win ner is 11...®g4, as af ter
12.©c4 Black gives both bishop
and knight and then runs away
from the checks.
10...®h6?
Smeets played his tenth move at
15:16 PM, when most of his col -
leagues had en tered the old-
 fashioned ‘time-trou ble phase’ be -
tween moves 30 and 40. Even the
au da cious 10...®h4!? would have
won here, but also the ‘nor mal’
10...g6, and the line found in the
post-mor tem: 10...d6 11.Àdf3
®g4 and there is no fol low-up af -
ter 12.©c4 ®h5 or 12.h3 ®g3.
Af ter the text a draw is in ev i ta ble.
11.Àf5 ®g6 12.Àh4

TsL_D_.t
jJjJ_.jJ
._._._M_
_.lQi._.
._._._.n
_._._._.
IiIn.sIi
r._.k._R

TsL_D_.t
jJjJ_.jJ
._._._M_
_.lQi._.
._._._.n
_._._._.
IiIn.sIi
r._.k._R

12...®h6

The ul ti mate at tempt 12...®h5!?
turns out to be too risky: 13.©f3
Àg4 14.h3 ©e5 15.®f1 and now:

TsL_._.t
jJjJ_.jJ
._._._._
_.l.d._M
._._._Sn
_._._Q_I
IiIn._I_
r._._K_R

TsL_._.t
jJjJ_.jJ
._._._._
_.l.d._M
._._._Sn
_._._Q_I
IiIn._I_
r._._K_R

 A) 15...d5 16.hg4 ®g5
(16...Ãg4 17.©f7 g6 (17...®h6)
18.Àhf3 and mate) 17.©f7! ®g4
18.Àhf3 and Black has to give up
ma te rial to pre vent mate: 18...Õf8! 
19.Àe5 ®g3 20.©f8 Ãf8 21.Õe1
and White should be win ning;
 B) 15...Õe8 16.hg4 ®g5
17.Àf5! g6 (17...®g6 18.Õh5! and 
faced with the deadly threat
19.Àh4 Black must also give his
rook on e2) 18.Àh6! ©e2 (only
move! 18...Õe7 19.Àf7 Õf7
20.©f7 ©f6 21.Àf3!) 19.©e2
Õe2 20.®e2 with a clear ad van -
tage to White;
 C) 15...®g5!? 16.Àe4! ©e4
(16...®h6? 17.hg4 will end in
mate) 17.©e4 Àe3 18.®e2 d6
19.Õaf1! Àf1 20.Õf1 Àc6 21.Àf5
with a win ning at tack;
 D) 15...Õf8 16.hg4 ®g5 17.Àf5
(17.©f8 Ãf8 18.Àhf3 ®f6
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19.Àe5 Àc6! with chances to hold
the end game. But not 19...®e5?
20.Õe1 ®f6 21.Õe8) 17...®g6 and
here again:

TsL_.t._
jJjJ_.jJ
._._._M_
_.l.dN_.
._._._I_
_._._Q_.
IiIn._I_
r._._K_R

TsL_.t._
jJjJ_.jJ
._._._M_
_.l.dN_.
._._._I_
_._._Q_.
IiIn._I_
r._._K_R

18.Õh5! al lows White to emerge
an ex change up: 18...h6 19.Àh4
®h7 20.Õe5 Õf3 21.gf3 d6
22.Õe8 and this po si tion is ex -
tremely un pleas ant for Black.
13.Àf5 ®g6 14.Àh4
Draw agreed. With 14 moves not
much in cre ment – but a lot of ex -
cite ment!

Nakamura’s Next Big Scalp
by Emil Anka

KI 7.8 (E97) YB 93

In Year book 93 I wrote a Sur vey ti -
tled ‘Mate Me or Die Try ing’ about 
a great cur rent is sue in open ing de -
bates: the ex cit ing Clas si cal Main
Line of the King’s In dian De fence:
1.d4 Àf6 2.c4 g6 3.Àc3 Ãg7 4.e4 
d6 5.Àf3  0-0 6.Ãe2 e5  7.0-0 Àc6
8.d5 Àe7 9.Àd2 Àe8!? 10.b4 f5
11.c5 Àf6 12.f3 f4 13.Àc4 g5
14.a4 Àg6 15.Ãa3 Õf7 

T_Ld._M_
jJj._TlJ
._.j.sS_
_.iIj.j.
IiN_Ij._
b.n._I_.
._._B_Ii
r._Q_Rk.

T_Ld._M_
jJj._TlJ
._.j.sS_
_.iIj.j.
IiN_Ij._
b.n._I_.
._._B_Ii
r._Q_Rk.

The main game be tween ‘old
hand’ Beliavsky and ‘dare devil’
Nakamura featured the in ter est ing
16.a5!? with the idea of 17.b5.
There have not been any new de -
vel op ments in that line so far.
In our Sur vey the verdict was n’t
clear on the old, well-known di rect 
16.b5. Here I sug gested af ter
16...dc5 17.Ãc5 h5 18.a5 g4
19.b6 g3 20.®h1 the moves
20...Ãf8!? or even the less log i cal,
but play able 20...Àe8!?, eval u at -
ing the po si tion as un clear
(20...Àh7 was ana lysed in de tail
and as sessed as better for White). 
Guess what hap pened? Shortly af -
ter Year book 93 was pub lished.
GM Pascal Charbonneau’s move
20...Ãf8!? also in spired Hikaru
Nakamura!!
From the the o ret i cal point of view
Gelfand played a new move (21.d6 
com pared to Roozmon’s 21.Ãg1)
but it did not cause a real head ache
to Nakamura nor to the line. Af ter
Boris blun dered (24.dc7??)
Hikaru was able to dem on strate his 
ex cep tional tac ti cal tal ent, even
against such a great player as the
cur rent World Cup win ner.
24.®g2 instead would have kept
the bal ance with a draw as a very
likely out come.

Gelfand,Boris
Nakamura,Hikaru
Bursa Wch-tt 2010 (5)

1.d4 Àf6 2.c4 g6 3.Àc3 Ãg7
4.e4 d6 5.Àf3  0-0 6.Ãe2 e5
 7.0-0 Àc6 8.d5 Àe7 9.Àd2
Àe8!?
For the in spi ra tion of play ing this
move Nakamura will pay the next
round of drinks for grandmaster
Pascal Charbonneau and
FIDE-master Jack Yoos, as he
wrote in his anal y sis on the USCF
website!
10.b4 f5 11.c5 Àf6 12.f3 f4
13.Àc4 g5 14.a4 Àg6 15.Ãa3
Õf7 16.b5 dc5 17.Ãc5 h5 18.a5
g4 19.b6 g3 20.®h1
 A) 20.Àb5? Àd5 (20...Àe4?
21.fe4 ©h4 22.hg3 fg3 23.Õf7
©h2 24.®f1 ©h1 25.Ãg1ê)

21.©d5 (21.©d2 ©h4 22.h3
Ãh3!î) 21...©h4 22.h3
Ãh3!î; 
 B) 20.ba7? Àd7 21.Ãb4 ©h4
22.h3 Àdf8!î £ 23...Ãh3; 
 C) 20.d6?! Àd7! 21.Ãb4 ©h4
22.h3 Àb6!ç £ 23...Ãh3.
20...Ãf8!?

T_Ld.lM_
jJj._T_.
.i._.sS_
i.bIj._J
._N_Ij._
_.n._Ij.
._._B_Ii
r._Q_R_K

T_Ld.lM_
jJj._T_.
.i._.sS_
i.bIj._J
._N_Ij._
_.n._Ij.
._._B_Ii
r._Q_R_K

21.d6
 A) 21.Ãf8 Àe4!! 22.Àe4 (22.h3 
Ãh3 23.gh3 ©c8î)
22...©h4î; 
 B) 21.bc7 Õc7 22.Ãg1 (22.Ãf8? 
Àe4!!î) 22...h4!? (£ 23...h3)
23.h3 Ãh3 24.gh3 ©c8 25.®g2
Àh7ç (£ 26...Àg5). 
 C) This was the game that had
caught Nakamura’s at ten tion:
21.Ãg1 Àh4 22.Õe1 (22.Õa2)
22...Àg2! 23.®g2 Õg7 24.Àe5
gh2 25.®h1 Àe4! 0-1, Roussel
Roozmon- Charbonneau, Mon -
treal 2008.
21...ab6 22.Ãg1
22.ab6 Õa1 23.©a1 cd6 24.Õd1
Õd7 (24...Àe8 25.©a8¤)
25.Ãg1º/ì.
22...Àh4 23.Õe1
23.dc7? Ãh3!î; 23.hg3? fg3
24.Ãe3 cd6! (clearly stron ger than 
IM Mark Ginsburg’s line
24...Ãh3? 25.Õg1 Ãg2 – 25...©c8 
26.Ãf1å – 26.Õg2 Àg2 27.®g2
Ãd6 28.Àd6 ©d6 29.©d6 cd6
30.Ãc4å ba5 31.®g3 Õc8 32.Ãf7
®f7 33.Õa3) 25.Ãg5 Àg6 26.Àb6 
Ãh6! 27.©d2 (27.Ãh6?? Àg4î; 
27.Àa8? Ãg5 28.Ãc4 Àg4!î)
27...Àf4!ç.
23...Àg2!
And now, un der immense pres -
sure, Gelfand made a sur pris ing
blun der.
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T_Ld.lM_
_Jj._T_.
.j.i.s._
i._.j._J
._N_Ij._
_.n._Ij.
._._B_Si
r._Qr.bK

T_Ld.lM_
_Jj._T_.
.j.i.s._
i._.j._J
._N_Ij._
_.n._Ij.
._._B_Si
r._Qr.bK

24.dc7??
24.®g2 draws. Nakamura gives:
24...Õg7! 25.hg3 (25.dc7 gh2
26.®h1 (26.®h2? Àg4 27.fg4
©h4 28.®g2 hg4î) 26...hg1©
27.Õg1 ©c7ÿ)  and now:
 A) 25...Õg3 26.®h1 Õh3
27.Ãh2 Àg4 28.©d5 ®h7 29.©f7 
Ãg7 30.fg4 Õh2 31.®h2 ©h4
32.®g2 ©g3 33.®h1 ©h3, with a
forced rep e ti tion of moves;
 B) An al ter na tive is 25...©d7!?
26.g4 hg4 27.fg4 Àg4 28.Ãg4
Õg4 29.®h1 Õh4 30.Ãh2 ©h3
(30...Õh2 31.®h2 ©h3 32.®g1
©c3 33.©d5 ®g7 34.Àe5 ©g3
35.®f1 Ãd6 36.©f7 ®h6 37.©f6
®h7 38.©f7ì) 31.©d2º/ì.
Al ter na tives on move 24:
 A) 24...h4?! 25.hg3 h3 26.®h1
(26.®h2 fg3 27.®g3 Àh5) 26...fg3
27.dc7 ©c7 28.ab6 Õa1 29.bc7
Õd1 30.Õd1 Õc7 31.Àb5å;
 B) 24...Àe4? 25.Àe4 ©h4
26.®h1!ê;

 C) 24...Ãh3? 25.®h3 ©d7
26.®g2 gh2 27.®h2 Àg4 28.fg4
hg4 29.Ãg4 Õh7 30.®g2 Õg7
31.Àe5ê;
 D) 24...©d7? 25.®h1 Õg7
(25...g2 26.®g2 ©h3 27.®h1 Õg7 
28.Ãf1ê) 26.Ãf1ê.
24...Àe1î 25.©e1
25.cd8© g2 mate; 25.hg3 ©d1
26.Õd1 Àf3 27.Àb6 (27.Ãf3
Õc7î) 27...Õc7 28.Àa8 Õc3î.
25...g2!
25...©c7 26.hg3ç.
26.®g2 Õg7 27.®h1 Ãh3 28.Ãf1

T_.d.lM_
_Ji._.t.
.j._.s._
i._.j._J
._N_Ij._
_.n._I_L
._._._.i
r._.qBbK

T_.d.lM_
_Ji._.t.
.j._.s._
i._.j._J
._N_Ij._
_.n._I_L
._._._.i
r._.qBbK

28...©d3!!
Nakamura com ments: ‘At this
point, Boris sunk into a deep think
and started shak ing his head. In -
deed, there re ally is no worse feel -
ing than when you think you have
weath ered the storm only to face
more un pleas ant sur prises.’
29.Àe5
29.Ãh3 ©f3 30.Ãg2 ©g2 mate.
29...Ãf1 30.©f1 ©c3 31.Õc1 ©e5 
32.c8© Õc8 33.Õc8 ©e6 0-1
Con grat u la tions Hikaru! How -
ever, our crucial ques tion in Year -
book 93 re gard ing 16.a5!? re mains 
unanswered. So please, grand -
masters: put Naka mura (or another 
super GM) to the test again. We
chess fans are thirsting for more
excitement and – yes – the truth.

Checked in the Czech
by Viacheslav Zakhartsov

SI 40.2 (B48) YB 90, 91, 92

In Year books 90, 91, and 92, Tibor
Fogarasi wrote three in ter est ing

Sur veys about the sharp line with
0-0-0 in the Taimanov Vari a tion,
where Black tries to ap ply a dif fer -
ent set-up than the most com mon
8...Ãb4 and 9...Àe5. One of them I 
ap plied in one of my games at the
Prague Open, and I was faced with
a nov elty.

Nyysti,Sampsa
Zakhartsov,Viacheslav
Prague Open 2010 (4)

1.e4 c5 2.Àf3 e6 3.d4 cd4
4.Àd4 Àc6 5.Àc3 ©c7 6.Ãe3
a6 7.©d2 Àf6 8. 0-0-0 Ãb4 9.f3
 0-0 10.g4 b5 11.g5 Àe8 

T_L_StM_
_.dJ_JjJ
J_S_J_._
_J_._.i.
.l.nI_._
_.n.bI_.
IiIq._.i
_.kR_B_R

T_L_StM_
_.dJ_JjJ
J_S_J_._
_J_._.i.
.l.nI_._
_.n.bI_.
IiIq._.i
_.kR_B_R

12.©e1!?
Prob a bly an over-the-board nov -
elty. The idea is a sim i lar to the one
af ter 9...Àe5 10.Àb3 b5 11.©e1,
but not too dan ger ous for Black.
Other moves – 12.Àc6; 12.®b1;
12.a3 – were con sid ered in
Fogarasi’s Sur vey in Year book 92.
12...Ãb7
12...Ãe7, avoid ing the fol low ing
se quence, was an other op tion.
13.Àc6 ©c6
13...Ãc6? 14.Àb5 ab5 15.©b4
Õa2 16.®b1 with an ad van tage for
White.
14.Àd5!? ed5
Also pos si ble was 14...Ãd6
15.e5!? ed5 16.ed6 Àd6 17.Ãd3
Õfe8 18.©f2 d4 19.Ãd4 ©f3
20.Õhf1 with some com pen sa tion
for the pawn.
15.©b4 de4 16.©e4
16.Ãc5?? Õc8; 
16.Ãh3 Õc8 17.c3 f5 18.fe4 ©e4
19.©e4 Ãe4 20.Õhe1 d5ç.
16...©e4 17.fe4 Ãe4 18.Õg1
Õc8 19.Ãd3 d5
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19...Ãd3 20.Õd3 d6 was an other
pos si bil ity, but af ter 21.Ãf4 Õc6
(21...f6 22.Ãd6 Àd6 23.Õd6 fg5
24.Õg5 Õf2 25.Õd2 with an equal
end game) 22.Õe1! White in ev i ta -
bly re trieves his pawn: 22...f6
23.gf6 Àf6 (23...gf6?! 24.Õe7
Àg7 25.Õd7 Àf5 26.Õd5 Õc5
27.Õ7d6 Àd6 28.Õc5) 24.Õd6
Õd6 25.Ãd6 =.
20.Ãe4 de4 21.Õd4 f5 22.gf6
Àf6 23.Õd6! a5
23...Õf7 also prom ised noth ing af -
ter 24.Ãd4!; 24.Õa6 Àd5 25.Ãd4
Àb4 26.Õe6 Àc2 27.Ãc3 b4.
24.Ãd4 ®f7 25.Õa6 Õa8 26.Õb6 
Õab8
26...Õfb8 27.Õc6 Õc8 28.Õb6.
27.Õa6 Õa8 28.Õb6 Õab8 ½-½
We can con clude that 14.Àd5!?  is
an in ter est ing pawn sac ri fice, but it 
does n’t prom ise more than equal -
ity for White.

The fol low ing game was my first
and only black vic tory in Prague.

Bodiroga,Predrag
Zakhartsov,Viacheslav
Prague Open 2010 (6)

1.d4 Àf6 2.c4 e6 3.Àf3 b6 4.g3
c6 5.Ãg2 Ãb7 6.Àc3 d5 7. 0-0
Ãe7
I had de cided on a pet set-up of
Sergey Tiviakov, to which he had
de voted a Sur vey in Year book 91.
8.Àd2  0-0 9.Õe1
White pre pares e4, avoid ing the
line 9.e4 dc4 10.Àc4 Ãa6 11.b3 b5 
12.Àe3 b4 13.Àe2 Ãe2 14.©e2
©d4, as in the game Aronian-
 Tiviakov in the Year book 91 Sur -
vey.
9...Àbd7
9...Àa6 also needs prac ti cal test -
ing.
10.e4 dc4
10...de4 11.Àde4 Àe4 12.Àe4 Àf6 
13.Àc3 leads to a slightly better po -
si tion for White. I was striv ing for
more com pli cated play.
11.Àc4 b5 12.Àe3 b4
A nov elty. The moves 12...Àb6
and 12...a6, which had pre vi ously
oc curred in prac tice, seemed too
slow to me.

13.Àa4 Àb6
13...c5 14.d5 leads to a worse po si -
tion for Black: 14...ed5 (on
14...Àb6 15.d6! Ãd6 16.Àb6 ab6
17.e5 wins a piece: 17...Ãg2
18.Àg2! 18...Ãe5 19.©d8 Õfd8
20.Õe5) 15.ed5 Ãd6 16.Àf5 Àb6
17.Ãg5 h6 (17...Àa4 18.©a4 h6
19.Ãh4) 18.Àd6 ©d6 19.Ãf6
©f6 20.Àc5 Ãd5 21.Ãd5 Õad8
22.Àe4 ©f5 23.Ãf7 ©f7
24.©e2å, and White is a pawn up.
14.Àb6
14.Àc5 was a  prin ci pled  con tin u -
a tion: 14...Ãc5 15.dc5 ©d1
16.Õd1 Àa4 17.Õd4 (17.Àc4!?)
17...a5 18.Àc4 Àc5 19.Ãf4 Àa4
20.Õd2 c5 21.f3 Ãc6 22.Ãe3 Àd7
23.Õad1, and White has more than
enough com pen sa tion for the
pawn.
14...ab6 15.b3
15.e5 Àd5 16.Àd5 cd5=.
15...c5 16.d5 ed5 17.ed5 Àe8

T_.dStM_
_L_.lJjJ
.j._._._
_.jI_._.
.j._._._
_I_.n.i.
I_._.iBi
r.bQr.k.

T_.dStM_
_L_.lJjJ
.j._._._
_.jI_._.
.j._._._
_I_.n.i.
I_._.iBi
r.bQr.k.

18.Àf5
White tries to at tack. 18.Àc4 is
harm less: 18...Ãf6 19.Àe5
(19.Ãb2 Ãb2 20.Àb2 Àd6, and
Black is do ing fine) 19...Àc7
20.d6 Ãg2 21.®g2 Àb5 22.d7
Ãe5 23.Õe5 Õa7, win ning the
d-pawn; but 18.Àg4! (pre vent ing
18...Ãf6) was very strong:
18...Àd6 19.Ãb2 Õe8 20.©d3
with com plex play.
18...Ãf6 19.Õb1?! 
19.Ãf4! was a strong de vel op ing
con tin u a tion: 19...Ãc8 (19...Ãa1
20.©a1 f6 21.Àe7 ®h8 22.Àc6
Ãc6 23.dc6 with full com pen sa -
tion for the ex change; 19...©d7!?
de serves se ri ous at ten tion) 20.Àe7 
Ãe7 21.d6 Ãf6 22.Ãa8 Ãa1

23.©a1 Àd6 24.©d1 Àb5
25.©d8 Õd8 26.Ãc6 Ãa6 27.Ãb5
Ãb5 28.Ãc7 Õa8 29.Ãb6 c4
30.bc4 Ãc4 31.Ãc5=.
19...Õa2
Now Black is a healthy pawn up.
20.d6 Ãg2 21.®g2 ©d7
22.©g4 ®h8 23.Ãf4
23.Õd1 g6 24.Àe3 ©c6 25.©f3
©f3 26.®f3 Ãd4 27.d7 Àc7
28.Ãb2 Àe6 29.Àc4 Õd8ç.
23...Ãd4 24.Àe3?
A de ci sive mis take in time-trou -
ble. 24.Õe7 Õf2 25.®h3 ©c6
26.Õg1 Õa2 27.Àd4 cd4 would
give Black a big ad van tage, how -
ever White would have some
counterchances.
24...Õf2! 25.®h3 f5 26.Àf5 Àf6
27.Õe7
27.©g5 Àg8 28.g4 Ãf6 29.©h5
Õf4î; 29...g6î.

._._.t.m
_._Dr.jJ
.j.i.s._
_.j._N_.
.j.l.bQ_
_I_._.iK
._._.t.i
_R_._._.

._._.t.m
_._Dr.jJ
.j.i.s._
_.j._N_.
.j.l.bQ_
_I_._.iK
._._.t.i
_R_._._.

27...Õh2! 0-1
Thanks to this vic tory I joined the
group of lead ers. By win ning the
next game, I be came the sole
leader and ended up the sole win -
ner of the Prague Open.

Test ing Vachier’s Idea
by Nikolay Ninov

SI 19.14 (B90) YB 93

Dur ing the 2009 Gros Xake Taldea 
open in San Sebastian I was fin ish -
ing my Sur vey on the Perenyi
Gam bit, which ap peared in Year -
book 93.  While try ing to suc ceed
for the dead line on the 30th of Sep -
tem ber, my re sult was 6 points
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from 7 rounds with good chances
for a grand mas ter norm. Even tu -
ally I did not get it be cause of a
‘timely’ FIDE in no va tion from
July, chang ing the rule of cal cu lat -
ing Elo rat ings in a tour na ment for
ti tle norms.
Nev er the less, I’d like to say to
play ers all over the world: ‘Do not
be afraid to con trib ute to a Year -
book while play ing a tour na ment!’
What I could not guess was that the 
afore men tioned Sur vey had a lot to 
do with the com ing first match of
the new sea son of the French team
cham pi on ship. As early as Oc to -
ber 4, an op por tu nity came not
only to test Vachier- Lagrave’s idea 
of 8...Àc6!?, but to use one of my
own rec om men da tions. Here I
would like to rep re sent this en -
coun ter to gether with some ad di -
tional ma te rial.

Karim,Ismael
Ninov,Nikolay
France tt 2009

1.e4 c5 2.Àf3 d6 3.d4 cd4
4.Àd4 Àf6 5.Àc3 a6 6.Ãe3 e6
7.g4 e5 8.Àf5 Àc6!? 9.Ãg5

T_LdMl.t
_J_._JjJ
J_Sj.s._
_._.jNb.
._._I_I_
_.n._._.
IiI_.i.i
r._QkB_R

T_LdMl.t
_J_._JjJ
J_Sj.s._
_._.jNb.
._._I_I_
_.n._._.
IiI_.i.i
r._QkB_R

Strictly speak ing, this is a nov elty.
My young and very well pre pared
op po nent blitzed it out, as well as
the next se ries of moves. Af ter the
game he let me know that dur ing
that same week he had given lec -
tures ex actly on the Perenyi and he
had had to ex plain the ideas be hind 
9.Ãg5 too! 
More over, it ap peared that Ismael
had ana lysed (in a joint ses sion)
the whole line with 8...Àc6!? with
none other than Maxime Vachier-

 Lagrave!!! It is re mark able that in
all known cor re spon dence games
the most prin ci pled con tin u a tion
9.Ãg2 g6 10.©e2! gf5 11.ef5 Õg8
12.h3 has al ways been met by
12...Àe7!?, which, as I noted in
Year book 93, ‘is an other crit i cal
po si tion to be solved’. It brought
Black three im pres sive wins! In
two of them 18...h5! shook the
trust in the widely-quoted game
Nikolenko- Lepeshkin – please, for 
de tails re fer to the an no ta tions of
its au thor Alexey Vol. Note that the 
win ner added a ‘?!’ to 7.g4 and that 
in the only drawn game Black
came out of the open ing with a
clear ad van tage!
9...Ãe6 10.Ãg2 h6 11.Ãf6 ©f6
12.Àd5 ©d8
Fol low ing my state ment in Year -
book 93 – Black is play ing in the
spirit of the Lasker/Pelikan vari a -
tion, aim ing at ex ploit ing the
draw backs of the early ad vance of
White’s g-pawn. In the post-mor -
tem Ismael told me that the in ven -
tor Vachier- Lagrave con sid ered
12...Ãd5 to be per fectly play able.
13.©d2 Õc8 14.c3 g6 15.Àfe3
h5 16.gh5
An other al most in stantly played
move.The al ter na tive 16.h3 con -
demns the bishop to a much more
pas sive role in com par i son to the
game, true, at the cost of de stroy -
ing the pawn struc ture.
16...Õh5 17. 0-0-0 Õh4
Here I hes i tated for a long time be -
tween the text and 17...Ãh6 and fi -
nally de cided to de prive White of
pos si bil i ties like 18.h4!?. Any way, 
Black seems to have a sat is fac tory
po si tion in ei ther case.
18.®b1 Ãh6 19.©e2 Àe7
20.Àe7 ½-½
Black did not ex pe ri ence great dif -
fi cul ties in his first confontation
with 9.Ãg5, so there is one more
rea son to rec om mend 8...Àc6!  As
Ismael ob served ‘we both had
done our home work and this was
the nor mal out come.’
Here are the prom ised ex am ples
from the prac tice of the cor re spon -
dence play ers.

Gorelikov,Andrey
Vol,Alexey
cr St Pe ters burg-ch 1991

1.e4 c5 2.Àf3 d6 3.d4 cd4
4.Àd4 Àf6 5.Àc3 a6 6.Ãe3 e6
7.g4?! e5 8.Àf5 g6 9.Ãg2 gf5
9...d5 10.Ãg5 gf5 11.Àd5 Ãe7
(11...©a5 12.Ãd2 ©d8 13.Ãg5=)
12.Ãf6 Ãf6 13.ef5 h5 14.h3 Ãd7
15.©e2 hg4 16.hg4 Õh1 17.Ãh1
Ãc6 18. 0-0-0 Ãd5 19.Ãd5 Ãg5º
½-½ Tolnai- Gavrikov, Berlin
1989.
10.ef5 Õg8!?
10...h6 11.©e2 Õg8 12.h3.
11.h3 Àc6 12.©e2 Àe7 13.f4
©c7 14. 0-0-0 
14.fe5 de5 15.©f2 Ãd7 16. 0-0-0
(16.Ãb6 ©c4! 17.Ãb7 Õb8
18.Ãg2 Àed5 19.Àd5 Àd5
20.Ãd5 ©d5 21.Õh2 ©e4 22.®f1
©c4î, Vol) 16...Ãc6 17.Ãb6
©b8 18.Õhe1 h5!? (Vol’s im -
prove ment upon 18...Àd7 19.Ãc6
bc6 (19...Àc6!?) 20.Ãa5 f6?
21.©h4! ©b7 22.©h7 Õg7
23.Àe4! Àd5 24.©g7 1-0 (28)
Nikolenko- Lepeshkin, Mos cow
1989) 19.Ãc6 (19.Ãc5 Ãg2
20.Ãd6 ©c8 21.©g2 ©c6
22.©c6 bc6 23.Ãe5 Ãh6 24.®b1
Ãg5 25.Õd6 Ãh4!î 26.Õed1
Àfd5 0-1 (31) Sgouritsas-
 Capoccia, cr Email 2000) 19...bc6
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(19...Àc6? 20.Àd5 Àd5 21.Õd5
hg4 22.f6! gh3 23.©f5 Ãh6
24.®d1 Õg6 25.Ãc5 ©c7
26.Õee5!ê, Vol) 20.©c5 Àd7
21.Õd7 ®d7

Td._.lT_
_._MsJ_.
JbJ_._._
_.q.jI_J
._._._I_
_.n._._I
IiI_._._
_.k.r._.

Td._.lT_
_._MsJ_.
JbJ_._._
_.q.jI_J
._._._I_
_.n._._I
IiI_._._
_.k.r._.

22.Õe5?? (22.Õd1 Àd5 23.Õd5!
cd5 24.©d5 Ãd6 25.Ãc5 ©c7
(25...®e7? 26.f6!ê; 25...Õd8
26.Àe4 ©b5 27.Àd6! ©f1
28.®d2 ©f4 29.®e2 ©h2 30.®e1
©g3 31.®d1ê) 26.©f7
(26.Àe4? Õgc8) 26...®c6
27.©d5=, Vol) 22...Àf5!î 0-1
(£ 23.©a5 Ãb4!), Yurchenko-
 Vol, cr St Pe ters burg-ch 1991.
14...Ãd7
14...Ãf5 – Vol.
15.©f2
15.Õd2!?; 15.g5 Àf5 16.fe5 de5
17.Ãf4  0-0-0 18.Ãe5 Õe8
19.Ãc7 Õe2 20.Àe2 ®c7 21.Ãb7 
Ãb5 22.Ãf3 Õg5 23.Àc3 Ãc4
24.Ãe2 Ãe2 25.Àe2 Ãh6
26.®b1 Àe3 27.Õdg1 Õd5
28.Àc3 Õd2 29.Õg3 Àh5 30.Õg8 
f5 31.Õa8 Ãg7 32.Õa6 f4
(32...Ãc3 33.bc3 Àg3 34.Õg1
f4ç) 33.Àe4 Õc2 34.Õc1 Õc1
35.®c1 Àc4 36.b3 Àe5 37.®d2
Àc6 38.Àc5 ®d6 39.b4 ®d5
40.Àd3 Àe5 41.Àe5 Ãe5
42.®d3 Àf6 43.a4 Ãd6 44.Õa5
®e6 45.b5 Àd7 46.®e2 ®d5
47.Õa7 Àc5 48.a5 ®c4 49.b6
®b5 50.®f3 Ãb8 51.Õh7 ®a5
52.b7 ®b6 53.h4 Àb7 54.h5 Àc5
55.Õg7 ®c6 56.h6 Ãe5 57.Õe7
Àd7 58.h7 Àf8 59.Õe5 Àh7
60.Õf5 ®d6 61.®f4 ®e6 62.Õe5
®f6 63.Õb5 Àf8 64.Õb6 ®f7
65.®f5 Àd7 ½-½, Viola-
 Capoccia, cr Email 2000.
15...Ãc6 16.Ãb6 ©b8 

Td._MlT_
_J_.sJ_J
JbLj.s._
_._.jI_.
._._.iI_
_.n._._I
IiI_.qB_
_.kR_._R

Td._MlT_
_J_.sJ_J
JbLj.s._
_._.jI_.
._._.iI_
_.n._._I
IiI_.qB_
_.kR_._R

17.g5 Ãg2
17...Àd7 18.Àe4 Àb6 19.Àf6;
17...Àf5 18.Ãc6 bc6 19.gf6 Ãh6
20.Õhe1 (Vol).
18.gf6!
18.©g2 Àd7.
18...Àc8í
18...Ãh6 19.Õhg1 Ãf4 20.®b1
Àc8 21.Õg2 Õg2 22.©g2 Àb6
23.©g8ê; 
18...Ãh1 19.fe7 Ãh6  20.Õh1 Ãf4
21.®b1 ©c8 22.Õd1 ©f5 23.Õd6
®e7 24.©c5 ®e8 25.Àd5ê
(Vol).
19.Õhg1 Àb6 20.©b6 ©c8!
21.Õd6!
21.Õd2 ©f5 22.Õgg2 Õg2 23.Õg2
©f4.
21...©f5!
21...Ãd6? 22.©d6 ©d7 23.©e5
®f8 24.©c5 ®e8 25.Õe1ê, Vol.
22.Õd2
22.Àd5 Ãd5 23.Õg8 ©f4ç, Vol.

T_._MlT_
_J_._J_J
Jq._.i._
_._.jD_.
._._.i._
_.n._._I
IiIr._L_
_.k._.r.

T_._MlT_
_J_._J_J
Jq._.i._
_._.jD_.
._._.i._
_.n._._I
IiIr._L_
_.k._.r.

22...Õg6!ç 23.Àb5!
23.Õgg2 Õg2 24.Õg2 ©f4 25.Õd2
Ãh6î; 
23.Õgd1 ©f4 24.®b1 ©f6
25.©f6 Õf6 26.Õg2 Õf4ç (Vol).
23...ab5 24.Õgg2! e4 25.©b7
Õc8 26.Õg6 hg6 27.®b1 e3
28.Õd3 

._T_Ml._
_Q_._J_.
._._.iJ_
_J_._D_.
._._.i._
_._Rj._I
IiI_._._
_K_._._.

._T_Ml._
_Q_._J_.
._._.iJ_
_J_._D_.
._._.i._
_._Rj._I
IiI_._._
_K_._._.

28...Ãd6!! 0-1

ChessPublishing 
An ni ver sary Com pe ti tion
a let ter by Tony Kosten

QO 7.1 (D58) YB 91, 92

When the 10th an ni ver sary of
Chess Publishing.com was ap -
proach ing, I thought it would be
ap pro pri ate to cel e brate this in
some way, but was lack ing any
good ideas for how. So I de cided
to ask on the ChessPub.com open -
ings Fo rum whether any of the
mem bers had any good ideas. To
my sur prise, spe cial an ni ver sary
T-shirts and cof fee mugs seemed
to be the most pop u lar an swer, but
I de cided to ig nore this and in -
stead go with a ‘best of’ down load 
and a the o ret i cal com pe ti tion –
this was a site that dealt with
open ing the ory, af ter all!
Ac tu ally, we had al ready had a few 
of these the o ret i cal com pe ti tions
be fore when the con tent was de -
cided by well-known an a lyst
Stefan Bücker and the prizes were
sub scrip tions to his Kaissiber
mag a zine, but he was busy get ting
the lat est is sue to the print ers and
so, in stead, I asked our friends at
New in Chess if they would like to
pick a suit able topic and do nate
some prizes, which I am happy to
say they did.
Pe ter Boel, Man ag ing Ed i tor,
wrote back: ‘We think the QGD
Tartakower with 8.g4 might be a
suit able start ing po si tion: 

Fo rum
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1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.Àc3 Ãe7
4.Àf3 Àf6 5.Ãg5 h6 6.Ãh4  0-0
7.e3 b6 8.g4!?

TsLd.tM_
j.j.lJj.
.j._Js.j
_._J_._.
._Ii._Ib
_.n.iN_.
Ii._.i.i
r._QkB_R

TsLd.tM_
j.j.lJj.
.j._Js.j
_._J_._.
._Ii._Ib
_.n.iN_.
Ii._.i.i
r._QkB_R

There was a Sur vey on this line by
René Olthof in Year book 91, and a
let ter by Pe ter Heine Niel sen in the 
Fo rum Sec tion of Year book 92
(page 10), call ing it “a fun line”’.
The Fo rum mem bers had a month
to come up with suit able im prove -
ments for ei ther side, and each
nov elty had to be sup ported by
con vinc ing anal y sis, Stefan and I
act ing as ‘anal y sis po lice’.
Some what sur pris ingly, it soon be -
came ap par ent that all of these sug -
ges tions were go ing to be for the
black side, ex cept for Stefan’s own 
con tri bu tions! In fact, it seemed
that only Stefan and I re ally liked
the white po si tion at all, pre fer ring
his strong cen tre and prac ti cal at -
tack ing chances to Black’s solid
po si tion and cas tled king.
At the end of the com pe ti tion the
judges de cided that the win ner was
‘gew gaw’ with an im prove ment on
the stem game Barbero-Vegh, where 
Black grabbed the pawn: 8...Àg4
9.Ãe7 ©e7 10.cd5 ed5 11.Àd5
©d6 12.Àc3. and now 12...Àc6 

T_L_.tM_
j.j._Jj.
.jSd._.j
_._._._.
._.i._S_
_.n.iN_.
Ii._.i.i
r._QkB_R

T_L_.tM_
j.j._Jj.
.jSd._.j
_._._._.
._.i._S_
_.n.iN_.
Ii._.i.i
r._QkB_R

Aim ing for piece play and keep ing
the light-squared bishop on the
h3-c8 di ag o nal.
Sec ond prize went to ‘Papageno’
who sug gested a clas si cal
Tartakower de vel op ment pat tern:
8...Àbd7 9.Õg1 Ãb7 10.g5 Àe4, 
pin ning the g-pawn and pre par ing
to ex change some pieces:

T_.d.tM_
jLjSlJj.
.j._J_.j
_._J_.i.
._IiS_.b
_.n.iN_.
Ii._.i.i
r._QkBr.

T_.d.tM_
jLjSlJj.
.j._J_.j
_._J_.i.
._IiS_.b
_.n.iN_.
Ii._.i.i
r._QkBr.

Third prize was given to ‘Keano’,
who liked the im me di ate 8...Àe4,
trying to stop g4-g5 com pletely:

TsLd.tM_
j.j.lJj.
.j._J_.j
_._J_._.
._IiS_Ib
_.n.iN_.
Ii._.i.i
r._QkB_R

TsLd.tM_
j.j.lJj.
.j._J_.j
_._J_._.
._IiS_Ib
_.n.iN_.
Ii._.i.i
r._QkB_R

All the orig i nal anal y sis for these,
plus the other en tries, is still eas ily
consultable on the website
www.chesspublishing.com.
All-in-all a great suc cess – any one
who plans to play this line as
White or Black in the fu ture will
need to take heed of all these ideas
and abun dant anal y sis. Many
thanks to New In Chess for their
spon sor ship, and the time they
spent pick ing the topic and judg ing 
the var i ous en tries.
Tony Kosten,
Chamaliéres, France

Two Mar shall Slavs
by Gerhard Schröder

SL 6.1 (D31) YB 89, YB 90

This year in the Deutscher Email
Schach Club I played two games
with the Mar shall Gam bit in the
Slav. In both cases I man aged to
ob tain a de ci sive ad van tage in an
in struc tive way. 

Schröder,Gerhard
Schneider,Dietmar
Ger many DESC-Pokal 2008 (2r
2009

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.Àc3 e6 4.e4
de4 5.Àe4 Ãb4 6.Ãd2 ©d4
7.Ãb4 ©e4 8.Ãe2

TsL_M_St
jJ_._JjJ
._J_J_._
_._._._.
.bI_D_._
_._._._.
Ii._BiIi
r._Qk.nR

TsL_M_St
jJ_._JjJ
._J_J_._
_._._._.
.bI_D_._
_._._._.
Ii._BiIi
r._Qk.nR

8...©g2?!
My sec ond game went 8...Àa6
9.Ãa5! (‘!?’ Atalik) 9...b6
(Dautov: ‘Prob a bly the best re ac -
tion to the white bishop sor tie.
Black does not fear the ‘weak ness’
on c6 and makes use of the
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zwischenzug b7-b6 quick de vel -
op ment of his queenside. Good al -
ter na tives are 9...Ãd7 and 9...f6’)
10.©d6! (Atalik: ‘The most chal -
leng ing move’) 10...Ãd7 11.Ãc3!
(‘!’ J. Cox) and now:

T_._M_St
j._L_JjJ
SjJqJ_._
_._._._.
._I_D_._
_.b._._.
Ii._BiIi
r._.k.nR

T_._M_St
j._L_JjJ
SjJqJ_._
_._._._.
._I_D_._
_.b._._.
Ii._BiIi
r._.k.nR

 A) 11...Àe7 12.Õd1 Õd8, for ex -
am ple:
 A1) 13.Àf3 f6 14.Àd4 c5 15.f3
©h4 16.g3 ©h3 17.Ãf1 ©h6
18.Àb5 Àf5 19.Àc7 Àc7 20.©c7
©e3 21.Ãe2 Àd4 22.Ãd4 cd4
23.©a7  0-0 (23...d3 24.Õd3 ©c1
25.Õd1 ©b2 26.®f2å) 24.©b6 e5 
25.©b3 ©b3 ½-½ Annageldiev-
 Korneev, Ashkha bad 1996 (75); 
 A2) 13.©a3!N Ãc8 14.Õd8
®d8 and now: 
- 15.Ãg7 Õe8 16.©d6 Ãd7
17.Àf3 ©b1 18.®d2 ©h1 19.Àe5
Àc5 20.©b8 Àc8 21.Ãf6 Õe7
22.Àf7 ®e8 23.Àd6 ®f8 24.Ãe7
®e7 25.Àc8=; 
- 15.©d6 Ãd7 16.Ãg7 ©b1
17.Ãd1 Õe8 18.Àf3 Àf5 19.Ãf6
®c8 20.©a3Ê.
 B) 11...f6 12.Àf3  0-0-0 (12...e5? 
13.Àd2 ©g2 14.Ãh5 g6 15.Ãf3
©h3 16.Ãc6ê) 13.©a3!N ®b7
14.Àd2! (14.Õd1 e5 15.Õd2 ©b1
16.Ãd1Ê) 14...©g6 15.0-0 e5
16.Ãf3 Àh6!? 17.b4 (for the sac ri -
ficed pawn White does not only
have the bishop pair, but also a
space ad van tage and a dan ger ous
at tack) 17...Àf7 18.b5 Àc7 19.bc6
Ãc6 20.Ãc6 ®c6 21.c5 Àd5í
(21...®b7 22.cb6 ab6 23.Àc4 Àg5 
24.©b3; or 21...Õd3 22.©a7!!
with a win ning at tack) 22.cb6 ab6
23.Õfc1 ®d7 24.Ãb4 Àg5
25.Õd1! h5 26.Àc4 ®e6í
27.©b3! Àf3 28.©f3í Àb4

29.©b7 Àd3 30.Õab1 Àf4 31.Õb6 
®f5í 32.Õbd6 Õde8 33.g3 Àh3
34.®g2 h4

._._T_.t
_Q_._.j.
._.r.jD_
_._.jM_.
._N_._.j
_._._.iS
I_._.iKi
_._R_._.

._._T_.t
_Q_._.j.
._.r.jD_
_._.jM_.
._N_._.j
_._._.iS
I_._.iKi
_._R_._.

35.Àe5! The white pieces co op er -
ate op ti mally. 35...Õe5 36.©b1
1-0 Schröder-Harbs, corr. 2009.
9.Ãf3 ©g5 10.Àe2 Àd7 11.Õg1 
©h4 

T_L_M_St
jJ_S_JjJ
._J_J_._
_._._._.
.bI_._.d
_._._B_.
Ii._Ni.i
r._Qk.r.

T_L_M_St
jJ_S_JjJ
._J_J_._
_._._._.
.bI_._.d
_._._B_.
Ii._Ni.i
r._Qk.r.

12.Ãc3!
 A) 12.©d2 Àe5 13.©e3 and now: 
 A1) 13...Àc4 14.©c5 Àe7
15.Õg5ê; 
 A2) 13...©f6 14.Ãh5 Àc4
15.©c5å; 
 A3) 13...©c4 14.Ãc3 Àf3
15.©f3 Àe7 16. 0-0-0 b5 17.Õg7
Õf8 18.®b1 Ãb7 19.Õg5 Àd5
20.Ãg7 c5 21.b3 Àb4 22.bc4 Ãf3
23.Ãf8 ®f8 24.Õd2=; 
 B) 12.©d6 ©e7 (12...©f6!?º)
13.Õg7 ©d6 14.Ãd6 Àe7 15.Àg3
b6 16. 0-0-0å Lueders-Jenull,
Berlin 2005 (½-½, 51); 
 C) 12.Õg4 ©h2 13.Õg7 Àe5
14.Ãg2 Àg6? 15.©d2!! Àf6
16. 0-0-0 Àd7 17.Õg1! a5 18.Ãd6
©h4 19.Ãg3 ©f6 20.©h6 Àde5
21.Õd1 Àg4 22.©d2 e5 23.f3 ®f8
24.Õg6 hg6 25.Àc3 Ãf5 26.fg4º.
12...e5
12...Àe7 13.Õg7 ©h2 14.©d3 Àg6
15. 0-0-0 ©h6 16.®c2 e5 17.Ãg4.

13.Õg7 ©f6
13...©c4 14.Ãh5 Àh6 15.©d2
©e6 16. 0-0-0å; 
13...©h2 14.©d6 Àe7 15.Õg5 Õg8 
16.Ãb4 c5 17.Ãc5 Àc5 18.Õg8
Àg8 19.©c5 Àf6 20.©c7!å.
14.Õg3 Àe7 15.©d2 Àb6
15...Àf5 16.Õg1 c5 17.Ãd5 Àd4
(with the idea 18...Àb6) 18.Ãd4
cd4 19.f4å.
16. 0-0-0 Ãe6 17.b3 Àf5
Or 17...Àd7 and now:  
 A) 18.Àd4 ed4 (18... 0-0-0
19.©e3!! ed4 20.Õd4 ©f5 21.Õg5 
©h3 22.Õh5ê) 19.Ãd4 Àe5í
20.Õe1 À7g6í 21.Õe5 Àe5
22.©e3ÿ;
 B) 18.Ãe4! with the idea 19.Õd3!. 
In case of 18... 0-0-0 White has pres -
sure along the d-file and can sac ri -
fice Õd7! in many lines.
18.Õgg1! Àd7í 19.©b2  0-0-0
 A) 19...Àe3 20.Õd3 ©f3
21.Ãe5 Àe5 22.©e5 ©e2 23.Õd2
and Black is forced to give his
queen; 
 B) 19...Àh4 20.Ãe4 Àg6
21.Ãg6 hg6 22.Õd7!; 
 C) 19...©h6 20.Ãd2! ©h4
21.Ãg5 ©f2 22.Õgf1 ©c5
(22...©h2 23.Ãf4Ê) 23.Àf4 Ãc4
24.bc4 ©c4 25.®b1 Àe3
26.Àe6!! ©e6 27.Ãe3ê.

._Mt._.t
jJ_S_J_J
._J_Ld._
_._.jS_.
._I_._._
_Ib._B_.
Iq._Ni.i
_.kR_.r.

._Mt._.t
jJ_S_J_J
._J_Ld._
_._.jS_.
._I_._._
_Ib._B_.
Iq._Ni.i
_.kR_.r.

20.Õd7!! Ãd7
20...Õd7 21.Ãe5 ©h6 22.Ãf4
©f8 23.©e5 ®d8 24.Ãg5 ®c8
25.c5! Àe7 26.Ãf4 ®d8 27.Àd4
Õg8 28.Õd1ê; 20...®d7 21.Ãe5
©h6 22.Ãf4 ©f8 23.Õd1 ®c8
24.Õd8 ©d8 25.©e5ê.
21.Ãe5 ©h6í 22.Ãf4! ©f8í
22...©e6? 23.©a3 and 24.©a5.
23.©e5 ©a3 24.®b1 Àd6
25.Àg3! Õhg8 26.Õd1 Ãh3
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26...Õg6 27.Àe4 Ãf5 28.®a1 Ãe4 
29.Ãe4 Õe8 (or 29...Õe6)
30.Ãf5ê.
27.Õd6

._Mt._T_
jJ_._J_J
._Jr._._
_._.q._.
._I_.b._
dI_._BnL
I_._.i.i
_K_._._.

._Mt._T_
jJ_._J_J
._Jr._._
_._.q._.
._I_.b._
dI_._BnL
I_._.i.i
_K_._._.

27...©d6í
27...Õd6 28.c5! is the beau ti ful
point of the pre vi ous move! Black
is to tally lost: 28...Ãf5í 29.©f5
Õe6 30.Ãc1!.
Also af ter the text, the end game is
win ning for White, though it re -
quires some ac cu racy.
28.©d6 Õd6 29.Ãd6 ®d7
30.Ãc5! b6 31.Ãe3 f5 32.®c2
Õf8 33.Ãf4 Õe8 34.c5!?
34.®d2! Õe7 35.b4 a5 36.c5!
bc5í 37.ba5ê.
34...bc5 35.Ãe3 c4 36.b4 Ãg4
Or 36...a5 37.ba5 f4 38.Ãf4 Õf8
39.Àe2ê etc.
37.Ãg2
De ci sive ma te rial loss, con nected
with a de stroyed pawn struc ture, is
in ev i ta ble and there fore Black re -
signed. This move al lowed me to
equal ize in this cup duel and we
had to draw lots. I was the lucky
one and went on to the third round.

Gerhard Schröder
Ham burg, Ger many

Black Jet in the MacCutcheon
by Viktor Moskalenko

FR 5.3 (C12) YB 86

The fol low ing anal y sis may be
help ful as an up date of a rev o lu -
tion ary idea for Black against the
mod ern 6.Ãe3.

Sanchez Ibern,Marc
Moskalenko,Viktor
Sitges 2009 (6)

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Àc3 Àf6
4.Ãg5 Ãb4 5.e5 h6 6.Ãe3
An ag gres sive and quite fash ion -
able op tion. For the price of a
pawn, White tries to keep more
pieces on the board and to at tack
(ac cord ing to Touch stones +T3
(de vel op ment) and +T5 (Time), as
I ex plained in my book Rev o lu -
tion ize Your Chess. How ever,
Black has an in ter est ing re source!
6...Àe4 7.©g4 g6!
This ‘Black Jet’ de fence is better
than 7...®f8. The g-pawn will
soon come into ac tion in the at -
tack.
8.a3 Ãc3 9.bc3 c5!
I rec om mend this ac tive de fence,
rather than 9...Àc3 10.Ãd3Ê.
10.Ãd3

TsLdM_.t
jJ_._J_.
._._J_Jj
_.jJi._.
._.iS_Q_
i.iBb._.
._I_.iIi
r._.k.nR

TsLdM_.t
jJ_._J_.
._._J_Jj
_.jJi._.
._.iS_Q_
i.iBb._.
._I_.iIi
r._.k.nR

The key po si tion of the 6.Ãe3
set-up.
10...h5!
This is a rel a tively un tested line. I
de vel oped it in my book The Flex i -
ble French, but last year the idea
has gone through a bit of an evo lu -
tion. Right now, the text is Black’s
best weapon against 6.Ãe3. Black
di verts the white queen from the
fourth rank, pre par ing ...Àc3. If
now 10...Àc3? 11.dc5!, and the
white queen con trols the key
squares d4 and b4: 11...©a5?!
12.©b4!å. And af ter an im me di -
ate 10...©a5, 11.Àe2! is also
better for White, ac cord ing to the
Touch stone of de vel op ment.
11.©f4
The most prin ci pled move. How -
ever, the white queen has three

other squares to retreat. Let’s
check them:
 A) 11.©f3 Àc3! 12.dc5
(12.Àe2?! Àe2 13.Ãe2 cd4 14.Ãd4 
Àc6â Birnkott- Van Schyn del,
Lever kusen 2009) 12...Àc6 13.©f4
(13.Ãd2 Àe5!? (13...Àa4 14.©f4
Àc5 15.Àf3 b6 16. 0-0º Goh Wei
Ming- Eraschenkov, playchess.com
2005) 14.©f4 Àd3 15.cd3 d4
16.Àf3  0-0!ÿ) 13...d4 14.Ãd2 g5
(14...Àd5!?) 15.©g5 ©g5 16.Ãg5
Àe5.
Black has suc ceeded in de stroy ing
White’s pawn cen tre. 17.Àf3?! (this
pseudo-ac tive move leads to some
prob lems. It was better to play
17.Ãf6 Àd3 18.cd3 Õg8 19.Ãd4
Àa4¤ (or 19...Àd5 20.g3 Ãd7
21.Àf3 Ãc6 22.Àe5 Àb4 23.Àc6
Àc2 24.®d2 Àa1 25.Àa5 b6
26.Õa1 ba5 27.Õb1 Õg5! with
chances for both sides, Kos teniuk-
 Zhukova, Gi bral tar 2010) when
Black has enough counterplay for
the pawn, for in stance: 20.Àf3 Ãd7
21.Õb1 Ãc6 22.Àe5 Ãg2 23.Õg1
 0-0-0 24.Õb4 f6 25.Õa4 fe5 26.Ãe5
Õd3 27.Õa7 ®d7=) 17...Õg8
18.Ãf6 Àd3 19.cd3 Àd5 20.Ãd4
Õg2â (White is weak on the light
squares, which gives his op po nent
some ad van tage) 21.Ãe5 Õg4!
22.h3 Õa4 23.Õg1 f6! 24.Ãb2?
®f7ç Sutovsky- Wang Hao,
Poikovsky 2008;
 B) 11.©d1 Àc3 12.©d2 Àe4
(12...cd4!? 13.Ãd4 Àe4 14.Ãe4
de4 15.Àe2 Àc6 16. 0-0 b6
17.Õfd1 Ãb7ÿ) 13.Ãe4 de4
14.Àe2 Àc6 15.Õd1 cd4 16.Àd4
Àd4 17.Ãd4 (Kanarek- Lortkipa -
nidze, Fermo jr 2009) 17...b6ÿ;
 C) 11.©h3 (a mod est re treat)
11...Àc3 12.dc5 d4! (12...Àc6?!
13.Àf3 d4 14.Ãg5!Ê Loskutov-
 Khantuev, Irkutsk 2009 and
Aranovitch- Pelagatti, Nice 2009)
13.Ãd2 Àd7!ÿ.
11...g5!
A true at tack MacCutcheon style!
11...Àc3? would be a big mis take
due to 12.dc5 Àc6 (12...©a5
13.©b4!) 13.Àf3å Link- Horther,
Ger many tt 2005/06.
12.©f3í Àc3!
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Just in time.
13.dc5
13.Àe2 Àe2 14.Ãe2 cd4 15.Ãd2?!
(15.Ãd4 Àc6ÿ) 15...Àc6â
Larrat- Delabaca, France 2009.
13...d4
13...Àc6 14.©g3? ©a5!
(14...Õg8? 15.Àf3Ê Oparaugo-
 Repplinger, Ger many 2009)
15.Ãd2 ©c5 16.©g5 Àe4! 17.Ãe4 
Heimann- Pötsch, play chess.com
2009. Tricks: 17...©d4!!ç.
14.Ãd2 Àc6
Threat en ing 15...Àe5. 14...Ãd7!?
is an in ter est ing tac ti cal idea:
15.©g3 (15.Ãc3 Ãc6! 16.Ãe4
dc3 17.Õd1 ©c7 18.Ãc6 Àc6
19.Õd6 Àe5 20.©f6 Àg6ÿ)
15...Ãc6º Hutois- Peynichon,
Aix-les-Bains 2009.
15.©f6 ©f6 16.ef6

T_L_M_.t
jJ_._J_.
._S_Ji._
_.i._.jJ
._.j._._
i.sB_._.
._Ib.iIi
r._.k.nR

T_L_M_.t
jJ_._J_.
._S_Ji._
_.i._.jJ
._.j._._
i.sB_._.
._Ib.iIi
r._.k.nR

An other key po si tion in this line.
16...Àa4!
The dy namic move I sug gested in
The Flex i ble French. Black can
play 16...g4, but this is a bit pas -
sive: 17.Ãc3 dc3 18.Àe2 Àe5
19.Ãe4 Õb8 20.h3 ®d8 21.Àc3
Ãd7 22.a4 Õc8! 23.Ãb7 Õc5
24.Àe4 Õc2= with a draw in 44
moves in Yakovenko- Vitiugov,
Mos cow ch-RUS 2007.
The op tion 16...Àe5 could be
enough for a draw: 17.Àe2 Àd3
18.cd3 Àe2 19.®e2 g4=.
17.Ãg5 Àc5 18.Àf3!
18.Àe2?! Àd3 19.cd3 b6 20.®d2
Ãb7 21.Õac1 Õd8 22.Àf4?! h4
(22...e5 23.Õhe1 ®d7â) 23.Õhe1
(Goh Wei Ming- Smerdon,
Dresden ol 2008) 23...®d7â; 
18.f4?! e5!? 19.fe5 (D.Wells-
Groffen, Liv er pool 2008) 19...Àe5!Ê.
18...Àd3 19.cd3 b6!

T_L_M_.t
j._._J_.
.jS_Ji._
_._._.bJ
._.j._._
i._I_N_.
._._.iIi
r._.k._R

T_L_M_.t
j._._J_.
.jS_Ji._
_._._.bJ
._.j._._
i._I_N_.
._._.iIi
r._.k._R

Now Black has good counterplay,
thanks to his su pe rior pawn struc -
ture in the cen tre.
20.Õc1 Ãb7 21. 0-0
21.h4 Õd8! 22.®e2 Õd5! 23.Õc4
®d7 24.Õhc1 Õc8ÿ 25.Ãd2?
Ãa6 26.Õ4c2 e5!Ê 27.Àe1 e4ç
Erdogdu- Kindermann, Novi Sad
Ech-tt 2009.
21...Õd8!
A key set-up is ...Õd8-Õd5-®d7!
22.Õfe1 Õd5! 23.Õe4 ®d7
23...Õg8!? was a more ac tive move 
or der; 24.h4 ®d7ÿ.
24.Õh4?
This is too am bi tious. Better was
24.Ãf4, pre par ing Àe5, with a quite
bal anced po si tion. 24...Ãa6!?ÿ.
24...Õf5
24...Ãa6!? 25.Õd1 e5Ê; 24...Õa5â.
25.Õf4 Õc5 26.Õe1 Ãa6
25.../26...Õa5!.
27.Ãh4 e5
27...Õc8!ç.
28.Õfe4 Ãd3 29.Àe5 Õe5
30.Õe5 Àe5 31.Õe5
The game ended dra mat i cally in
ex treme time-trou ble – Black won
af ter many mis takes on move 65.

New Ideas for Black in the Lolli
by Dan Heisman

KP 12.1 (C57) YB 75, 76

The other night at our Main Line
Chess Club I was watch ing a game
be tween two be gin ners which fea -
tured the Fried Liver At tack. White
won quickly, and af ter the game I
was re view ing it with them. I have
writ ten two CD’s on the Two

Knights (Traxler and Fried
Liver/Lolli via www.chesscentral.
com), and had sug gested chang ing
the names of the Fried Liver to ‘The 
Bad Fried Liver’ and the Lolli to
‘The Good Fried Liver’ since tra di -
tion ally it had been held that af ter
1.e4 e5 2.Àf3 Àc6 3.Ãc4 Àf6
4.Àg5 d5 5.ed5 Àd5 the Lolli
6.d4 gave good prom ise of a white
ad van tage, while the Fried Liver
6.Àf7 was held roughly equal.
In the Fried Liver, one of the main
lines is 6…®f7 7.©f3 ®e6 8.Àc3
Àb4 9.a3 (9.©e4 c6 10.a3 is
another good try for a small White
ad van tage) 9…Àc2 10.®d1

T_Ld.l.t
jJj._.jJ
._._M_._
_._Sj._.
._B_._._
i.n._Q_.
.iSi.iIi
r.bK_._R

T_Ld.l.t
jJj._.jJ
._._M_._
_._Sj._.
._B_._._
i.n._Q_.
.iSi.iIi
r.bK_._R

and now Black may have two rea -
son able defences:
 A) 10…Àd4 11.Ãd5 ®d7
12.©g3 ©f6 13.Õe1 c6 14.Ãc4
®c7 when White has only a tiny
edge, for ex am ple: 15.d3 Ãd6
16.Àe4 Àf5 17.©g5 ©g5 18.Ãg5;
 B) 10…Àa1 is pos si bly play -
able too, e.g. 11.Àd5 c6!? 12.Àc7
®d6 13.Àa8 and here 13…©h4
seems OK af ter 14.©d3 ©d4
15.©d4 ed4 16.d3. An older ar ti -
cle by Bücker in Kassiber gave
16.Õe1?!, but Black seems to be
more than fine af ter 16…b5
17.Ãa2 d3 and Black is better af ter 
both 18.Õe8 Ãd7 and 18.Õe3 Ãf5.
Since my Fried Liver/Lolli CD
was writ ten in 2001, nine years had 
passed and I won dered what
Rybka, on a quad pro ces sor, would 
think of some of the main lines. So
I had Rybka ex am ine some of the
CD’s con clu sions in the Lolli.
Within a few min utes Rybka was
ques tion ing one of my key find -
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ings. Af ter 1.e4 e5 2.Àf3 Àc6
3.Ãc4 Àf6 4.Àg5 d5 5.ed5 Àd5
6.d4 Black can try 6…Àd4!?.

T_LdMl.t
jJj._JjJ
._._._._
_._Sj.n.
._Bs._._
_._._._.
IiI_.iIi
rNbQk._R

T_LdMl.t
jJj._JjJ
._._._._
_._Sj.n.
._Bs._._
_._._._.
IiI_.iIi
rNbQk._R

A rare line, al most never men -
tioned in open ing books be cause
7.c3 seems to win a piece, but even 
in 2001 it was clear Black can try
both 7…f6 and 7…b5. In the lat ter
Rybka found im prove ments that
changed the as sess ment of the line.
Af ter 7…b5 in my CD I had con -
cluded that White had to try 8.Ãd3
for any ad van tage, be cause 8.Ãd5
©d5 9.cd4 ©g2 10.Õf1 and now
10…Ãb4 (a new Rybka move)
11.Àc3 f6 12.©f3 ©f3 13.Àf3
Ãg4 with ex cel lent com pen sa tion.
After 8.Ãd5 ©d5, 9.f3 is a good
sug ges tion by ex pert Brian Ka ren.
Black should try 9…c5 to cap ture
on d4 with the c-pawn, e.g. 10.O-O 
f6 (10…h6 and 10…Ãe7 are sim i -
lar tries which may be good for ap -
prox i mate equal ity) 11.Àe4 Ãe7
12.cd4 cd4 seems to pro vide suf fi -
cient com pen sa tion for Black.
But af ter 8.Ãd3 h6:

T_LdMl.t
j.j._Jj.
._._._.j
_J_Sj.n.
._.s._._
_.iB_._.
Ii._.iIi
rNbQk._R

T_LdMl.t
j.j._Jj.
._._._.j
_J_Sj.n.
._.s._._
_.iB_._.
Ii._.iIi
rNbQk._R

9.©h5 hg5 10.©h8 e4 11.Ãe4?!
©e7 12.Àd2 Àc2 13.®d1, Rybka
found 13…Ãf5!. A big and mean -
ing ful im prove ment over
13…Àa1. Al ready Black is better:

14.Ãc2 (14.Ãf5 Àce3! 15.fe3
Àe3 16.®e2 Àf5 17.®f1 Àe3 -+)
14…Ãg4 15.f3 (15.Àf3 Àc3
16.bc3 O-O-O 17.Ãd2 Ãf3 and
Black is win ning, e.g. 18.gf3 ©d7
or 18.®c1 Ãg2) 15…Àe3 16.®e1
Àc2 with a win ning at tack.
So that means that White had to
im prove ear lier with 9.Àe4 or
9.©h5 hg5 10.©h7 e4 11.cd4. But
in nei ther does White get more
than a nor mal ad van tage:
 A) 9.Àe4 Àc6 10.Ãb5 ©d7
11.O-O a6 12.Ãa4 Àb6 13.Ãc2
©d1 14.Õd1 Ãe6 15.Àg3 and
Black’s game should be play able;
 B) 9.©h5 hg5 10.©h8 e4 11.cd4
ed3 12.O-O ©f6 and again White
has at most an edge, e.g. 13.Àc3
©d4 14.Ãg5 Àc3 15.bc3 ©g4
16.Õae1 (16.Ãe3 Ãb7 17.f3 ©c4
(18.a4 ba4 19.Ãd4 ®d7=) 18.Õfd1
O-O-O with ap prox i mate equal ity)
16…Ãe6 17.Õe5 yields a slight
white ad van tage in the un bal anced
po si tion af ter 17...f6 18. h3 ©c4
19.©h5 ®d7 20.©f3 fe5 21.©a8.
If this anal y sis sur vives the test of
time, then 5…Àd5 may be no
worse than the al ter na tives
5…Àa5, 5…Àd4, and 5…b5. If
White re tains a slight edge in both
The Fried Liver and The Lolli,
then I can no lon ger claim that one
is The Good Fried Liver and the
other is The Bad Fried Liver – they
both may be equally play able.

Best Nov elty by Stellwagen
by the Ed i to rial Staff

KI 4.9 (E97) YB 90, 93

._._N_M_
jJ_.s.l.
._.j._Jj
_I_.j._.
._I_I_._
_._._.d.
I_.kBt._
r.bQ_._.

._._N_M_
jJ_.s.l.
._.j._Jj
_I_.j._.
._I_I_._
_._._.d.
I_.kBt._
r.bQ_._.

Is n’t this just the po si tion to find a
good open ing nov elty? Well, in
fact that is what Year book read ers
thought.
With his amaz ing dis cov ery
24...©f3! in the Bay o net King’s
In dian (see Year book 93, page
11/12, FO RUM con tri bu tion by
Mikhail Golubev) against Loek
van Wely in Am ster dam NH 2009,
Dan iel Stellwagen was de clared
the win ner of the 2009 Year book
Nov elty of the Year Award by our
read ers. He got 52.8% of the votes
and earned 350 euro.
Sec ond was Jonny Hec tor’s nov -
elty 12...0-0-0 and 13...Àc5 in the 
Krause Slav (24.5%) – see the Sur -
vey by Larry Kaufman on page
149 of Year book 93, a Sur vey
which in fact trig gered this com pe -
ti tion! Third came Vladi mir
Kramnik with his 17.©h6 against
Arkady Naiditsch in Dortmund
(17%, Year book 93, Sur vey
Lukacs/Hazai, page 184), and
fourth with 5.7% came Abhijeet
Gupta with his nov elty 18...f5!? in 
the Mar shall Ruy Lopez (Year -
book 91, Sur vey also by
Lukacs/Hazai on page 110).
A raf fle among the read ers re -
sulted in a free Year book sub scrip -
tion for Larry Rydel from Lander,
Wy o ming (USA).
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