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Thanks for picking up this book. I sincerely hope you will enjoy reading the book as much as I have enjoyed writing it.

We all dream of winning our games fast, using excellent opening preparation, flashy tactics, and then mate our opponents. However, it rarely goes like that. Usually, the games average around 40 moves, contain enough blunders on both sides to have both you and your opponent horrified after the game. However, what I have found is that many games, even amongst the strongest players, contain errors and mistakes, some quite significant ones, as soon as the players depart the theory that is known to them. 

This book, the fourth in a series of nine, aims to take a look at some of those games, but only the ones that are of 15 moves or shorter. Of course, for a game to end within 15 moves, one of the players has to have made one or more serious mistakes. I have left out games where a player forgets to move a threatened piece, touched the wrong piece or such things. However, I have included games that include typical mistakes, even if they seem banal. 

As for the games, they are typically between players with a rating of at least 2350 and often well more than that, although I have made some exceptions when I found a game of particular interest or value; you will find several games played by players rated above 2600 in this book. Furthermore, I have included some older games, but where the players would most certainly have been rated above 2350 if rating had existed at that time. 

The openings covered in this volume are: 


●  Dutch – The Main Lines: Leningrad & Stonewall

●  Dutch – Anti-Dutch Lines

●  Benonis & Benko Gambit

●  Trompowsky Attack

●  The Anti-Indians – Torre, London, Colle & Others

●  Budapest & Fajarowicz Gambits

●  The Old Indian & minor d-pawn Specials



In opening encyclopedia terms, these openings have the Chess Informant Opening code of A40 through A99. There is a total of 135 main games, but with many more complete games in the notes.

Should you have any comments, corrections or compliments, please do not hesitate to send them to carstenchess@gmail.com

If you like to receive a weekly update with more miniatures, opening ideas, chess tactics, samples from upcoming books, discounts and much more - then sign up at www.winningquicklyatchess.com 

Good luck, and enjoy it!

Carsten Hansen

Bayonne, NJ

August 2017
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CHAPTER ONE

Dutch – Main Lines
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​

Game # 1

F.Peralta (2546) – R.Zysk (2474) A86

Athens 2006

1.d4 f5 2.c4 d6 3.Nf3 Nf6 4.g3 g6 5.b4 Bg7 6.Bb2 e5 

For the uninitiated, this may look like Black just blundered a pawn, but the concept behind Black’s move reveals itself on the next couple of moves for Black.

7.dxe5 Nfd7! 8.Bg2 Nc6 

Black is now winning back the pawn without any further ado. This idea is also well-known in the King’s Indian and some d-pawn opening. In this case, however, things require a little more precision than in the other lines.

9.0–0 Ndxe5 10.Nxe5 

[image: image]

How should Black recapture on e5?

10...Nxe5 

On 10...Bxe5 White also grabs the initiative, e.g., 11.Bxe5 (11.Qd2 is also adequate) 11...dxe5 12.Qa4 e4 13.Nc3 0–0 14.Rad1 Qf6 15.Nd5 (White has a nice positional advantage but nothing decisive) 15...Qg7 16.f3 exf3?! (16...Nd4!? looks like an improvement, Black is be okay) 17.exf3 Nd8? 18.Rfe1 Ne6 19.f4 Kh8 20.b5 Bd7?! 21.Qa3 a6 22.Nxc7 Nxc7 23.Re7 Rf7 24.Rdxd7 and here Black resigned, 1–0,  Grabarczyk-Grafl, Pardubice 2003.

11.f4 

This point was the end station of Dearing-Talsma, 4NCL England 2012, and Khenkin-Deglmann, Fuerth 2002.

11...Nf3+ 

Or 11...c6 12.fxe5 Be6 13.Nd2 0–0 14.Qc2 dxe5 15.c5 and White is, of course, completely winning, Grabarczyk-Nguyen, Warsaw 2009.

12.exf3 Here Black resigned, realizing that after planned 12.exf3 Bxb2 White plays 13.Qe2+, winning the bishop.

1–0

Game # 2

J.Aagaard (2517) – D.Palo (2551) A87

Danish Team Ch 2013

1.d4 f5 2.g3 Nf6 3.Bg2 g6 4.Nf3 Bg7 5.c4 0–0 6.b4 d6 7.0–0 e5 8.dxe5 dxe5 9.Qb3 e4 

Or 9...Qe8 10.Nc3 h6 11.e4 f4 12.Bb2 c6 13.gxf4?! Nh5 14.Ne2 exf4?! (14...Nxf4 15.Nxf4 Rxf4 looks normal and better) 15.Bxg7 Nxg7 16.c5+ Kh8 17.Qc3 a5 18.bxa5 Bg4? (18...Kh7!?) 19.Rab1 with clearly better chances for White, Li R.-J.Christiansen, Doha 2015.

10.c5+ 

[image: image]

How should Black best meet this check?

White has tried a few other things at this point: 

a) 10.Ng5 h6 (10...Nc6!? looks like a worthwhile improvement) 11.Rd1 Qe8 12.Nh3 g5 13.f4 g4 14.Nf2 Be6 15.Na3 a5 16.b5 Nbd7 17.Bb2 Nc5 18.Qc2 Qe7 19.e3 c6 20.Bf1 Rac8 21.Rac1 Rfd8 22.Rxd8+ Rxd8 23.bxc6 bxc6 24.Nb1 Nfd7 and draw agreed, ½–½, in Kortschnoj-Spassky, St Petersburg 1999. 

b) 10.Rd1, and now it is Black's turn to choose: 

b1) 10...Qe7 11.Nd4 Rd8 12.Bb2 c5 13.bxc5 Nc6 14.e3 Be6 15.Nd2 Bf7 16.Rac1 Ne5 17.Rb1 Qxc5 18.Ba3 Qa5 and Black has taken over the initiative, W.Schmidt-Chojnacki, Trzcianka 2016. 

b2) 10...Qxd1+!? 11.Qxd1 exf3 12.Bxf3 (12.exf3 Nfd7 13.Nc3 Bxc3 14.Rb1 Re8 is fine for Black) 12...Ne4 13.Bxe4 fxe4 14.Qd5+ Kh8 (14...Rf7! seems safest) 15.Nc3 Bxc3 16.Bh6, and now, rather than 16...Bxa1 (16...c6 17.Qxe4 Bf5 18.Qe3 Bxa1 19.Bxf8 Nd7 with playable but not entirely comfortable position for Black) 17.Bxf8 Nc6 18.b5 when White was already winning in Lyngsjo-Frisvold, Helsingor 2008, Black should have played.

b3) 10...Qe8 11.Nd4 Kh8 12.Nc3 Nc6 13.Ncb5 Nxd4 14.Nxd4 Be6 15.Bf4 Rf7 16.Rac1 h6 17.Qb2 Ng4 18.f3 with a sharp position and chances to both sides, Rausis-Capuano, Castellaneta 2000.

10...Qd5! 

After this move, White is losing, but his collapse comes sooner than anticipated.

11.Ne5? 

The choice for White would have been 11.Nd4 although after 11...Qxb3 12.axb3 Nd5 13.Rd1 Nxb4 14.e3 N8c6 he would have had a position that is lost at grandmaster level.

11...Qxb3 12.axb3 Ng4 White resigned. Losing an exchange this early on was enough for the famous author and coach to call it quits.

0–1

Game # 3

D.Genocchio (2431) – A.Bonafede (2351) A87

Italian Ch-sf (Civitanova Marche) 2012

1.d4 f5 2.Nf3 d6 3.c4 Nf6 4.g3 g6 5.b4 Bg7 6.Bb2 0–0 7.Bg2 e5 8.dxe5 Ng4 9.c5 Nxe5 

Or 9...dxc5 10.Qb3+ Kh8 11.h3 Nh6 12.bxc5 c6 13.Nbd2 Nd7 14.Bd4 Qe7 15.0–0 and White is up a pawn without the shadow of compensation for Black, Delemarre-Renner,  Germany 2002.

10.cxd6 

[image: image]

How should Black continue?

10...Qxd6?? 

The text move loses, can you spot the refutation?

Black's best move is 10...Nxf3+ 11.Bxf3 Bxb2 doesn't win material on account of 12.Qb3+ Rf7 13.Qxb2 and after 13...Qxd6 14.Nc3 I prefer White because of Black's somewhat drafty king position, but objectively speaking the chances are about even. 10...cxd6 11.0–0 is slightly for White because of Black's inferior pawn structure.

11.Nxe5 Bxe5 And here Black resigned at the same time, realizing the refutation: 11...Bxe5 12.Qd5+ Be6 13.Qxe5 Qxe5 14.Bxe5.

1–0

Game # 4

K.Robatsch (2440) – V.Jansa (2535) A87

Sochi 1974

1.c4 f5 2.Nf3 Nf6 3.g3 g6 4.b3 Bg7 5.Bb2 0–0 6.Bg2 d6 7.d4 c6 8.0–0 Kh8 9.d5 

A key alternative for White is 9.Qc2 Be6 (or 9...Na6 10.Nbd2 Nc7 11.Rae1 d5 12.Ne5 Ne4 13.Ndf3 Be6 14.Bc1 Bg8 15.Nh4 Qe8 16.f3 and White is clearly in command of the game, Gunina-Chigaev, Jurmala 2015) 10.Nbd2 Bg8 (10...d5 11.Ne5 Nbd7 12.Nd3 Bg8 13.Nf3 Ne4 14.Nfe5 Nxe5 15.Nxe5 Qd6 16.Rac1 Rad8 17.Rfd1 with a typical advantage for White, Stohl-Hort,  Prague 1996) 11.e4 f4 12.e5 Ng4 13.exd6 exd6 14.Ba3 fxg3 15.hxg3 Na6 16.Ne4 d5 17.Bxf8 Qxf8 was played in Dreev-Chigaev, Rostov on Don 2014, and now 18.cxd5 Bxd5 19.Rae1 Nc7 20.Neg5 would have left White with a clear advantage.

9...Qa5 10.Nc3 

[image: image]

Can Black now win material with 10...Nxd5?

10...Nxd5?? 

Black should have contented himself with 10...cxd5 11.cxd5 Bd7 12.Nd4, when White is only somewhat better.

11.cxd5 Bxc3 12.Qd2! 

This move is the refutation of Black's 10th move.

12...Qxd5 13.Qxc3+ e5 14.Nxe5! Black resigned. An elegant conclusion to the game; after 14.Nxe5 Qxe5 White wins with another little queen move. 15.Qc2

1–0

Game # 5

A.Moreno (2445) – R.Espinosa Flores (2405) A87

Cuban Ch-sf (Villa Clara) 1995

1.d4 f5 2.g3 Nf6 3.Bg2 g6 4.Nf3 Bg7 5.0–0 0–0 6.c4 d6 7.Nc3 Qe8 8.d5 e5 9.dxe6 Bxe6 

9...Qxe6 10.Qb3 c6 11.e4 Nxe4 12.Nxe4 fxe4 13.Ng5 Qe7 14.Nxe4 Na6 15.Bg5 Qe5 16.Rae1 (My computer suggest the following line: 16.Bf4 Qxb2 17.Qxb2 Bxb2 18.Rad1 Be5 19.Bh6 Rd8 20.Bg5 Re8 21.f4 Bg7 22.Nxd6 with a clear advantage which may be true) 16...Nc5 17.Nxc5 Qxg5 and White has a small advantage as in Cu.Hansen-Afifi, Novi Sad 1990, but for example, 18.Ne4 Qe5 19.Nxd6 Qxb2 20.Qxb2 Bxb2 21.Nxc8 Raxc8 22.Rb1 Bd4 23.Rxb7 while better for White is almost impossible to win because of the strong bishop on d4 and the pressure against f2.

10.Ng5 

10.Nd4 Bc8 (Black can also consider the exchange sacrifice 10...Bxc4!?, e.g., 11.Bxb7 Nbd7 12.Bxa8 Qxa8 13.Qa4 Nb6 14.Qc2 c5 15.Nf3 (with the committal 15.Ndb5!? d5 16.Nd6 Ba6 17.a4 Qc6 18.Ncb5 White can better control Black's activity) 15...d5 16.Bf4 d4 17.Na4 was played in Khismatullin-Khader, Abu Dhabi 2007, and here 17...Qe4! would have promised Black a good game) 11.Nd5 Na6 12.Nxf6+ Rxf6 13.Nb5 Rf8 14.Rb1 Qe7 15.b4 Rd8 16.Bb2 Bxb2 17.Rxb2 c6 18.Nc3 Qe5 19.Qd2 with a pleasant position plus for White, Cyborowski-Plat, Pardubice 2016. 10.Nd5

10...Nc6?? 

A horrendous blunder that I cannot understand can be made by such a strong player.

Instead 10...c6 11.Bf4 (11.Qb3!? is also good) 11...h6 12.Nxe6 Qxe6 13.Qb3 Rf7 14.Rad1 Bf8 15.e4 fxe4 16.Rfe1 g5 

[image: image]

How should White best continue?

17.Bxe4!? (The best continuation for White is 17.Nxe4 gxf4 (17...Nxe4 18.Bxe4 Qf6 19.Be3 and White has an overwhelming position, for instance, 19...Bg7 20.Bd4 Qd8 21.Bxg7 Kxg7 22.Qc3+ Qf6 23.Rxd6 Qxc3 24.Rg6+ Kf8 25.bxc3 Nd7 26.Rxh6 with a position that should be easily won by White) 18.Nxd6 Qd7 19.Nxf7 Qxf7 20.Bh3! and Black is completely busted) 17...Nxe4 18.Nxe4 Qf5 19.Bxd6 and White has a winning position, Schirm-Heidrich,  Germany 1995. 10...Bc8 11.Qb3 c6 12.Bf4 h6 13.Nf3 Qe7 14.Rad1 Rd8 15.Qa3 Bf8 16.Rfe1 g5 (16...Na6!? 17.Nd4 is better for white as well but to a lesser degree than the game continuation) 17.Bc1 and White's pieces are wonderfully placed while Black's position leaves a lot to be desired, Lingnau-Mittelstaedt, Senden 2003.

11.Nxe6 Qxe6 12.Bd5 Black resigned.

1–0

Game # 6

P.Brodowski (2364) – T.Warakomski (2493) A88

Mielno 2007

1.d4 g6 2.Nf3 Bg7 3.g3 d6 4.Bg2 f5 5.0–0 Nf6 6.c4 0–0 7.Nc3 c6 8.Rb1 Nbd7 9.Ng5 

A alternative for White is 9.d5, and now: 

9...cxd5 10.Nxd5 (10.cxd5 Nc5 11.Be3 Bd7 12.Bd4 a5 13.e3 Rc8 14.h4 h6 15.Rc1 Qb6 16.Nd2 Qa6 17.Re1 b5 18.Ne2 Nd3 and draw agreed, ½–½, in Miton-Malaniuk, Trzcianka 2012, although Black has a comfortable position) 10...e6 11.Nxf6+ Nxf6 12.b3 Qc7 13.Nd4 Bd7 14.Bb2 Rad8 15.e3 e5 16.Nb5 Bxb5 17.cxb5 and White is at best marginally better, Maletin-Malaniuk, Olginka 2011. 

9...c5 10.b3 Rb8 11.Bb2 a6 12.e4 Nxe4 13.Nxe4 fxe4 14.Ng5 Nf6 15.Nxe4 Bf5 16.Qe2 b5 17.Nxf6+ Bxf6 with chances to both sides, Brunner-Laznicka,  Skopje 2015.

9...Nb6 10.Qb3 c5? 

[image: image]

How should White best continue?

10...h6 11.Nh3 (11.c5+!? d5 12.Nf3 Nbd7 13.Qc2 is probably a better try for White) 11...Be6 12.d5 Bf7 13.Be3 Qc7 14.Bd4 e5 15.dxe6 Bxe6 16.Nf4 Bxc4 17.Bxb6 Qf7 18.Qb4 axb6 and Black has taken the initiative in the game, Pap-Laznicka, Pardubice 2015.

11.dxc5 dxc5 12.Rd1 Qc7 

Or 12...Bd7 13.a4! (This is even stronger than 13.Ne6, which is also good but leaves Black with the pretense of counterplay after 13...Bxe6 14.Rxd8 Rfxd8 but White is still much better) 13...Qb8 14.a5 h6 15.axb6 hxg5 16.Bxg5 and Black is completely busted.

13.Nb5 Qb8 14.Bf4! e5 15.Be3 Black resigned as his position now falls apart, for instance, 15.Be3 Nfd7 16.Ne6 f4 17.Nxf8 Bxf8 (17...fxe3 18.Ne6 exf2+ 19.Kxf2 Bf6 20.Nbc7 is obviously terrible for Black) 18.gxf4 exf4 19.Bd2 a6 20.Nc3 Bd6 21.Ne4 and Black can resign in conscience.

1–0

Game # 7

U.Boensch (2365) – V.Vaisman (2485) A88

Halle 1976

1.Nf3 d6 2.d4 f5 3.g3 Nf6 4.Bg2 g6 5.0–0 Bg7 6.c4 0–0 7.Nc3 c6 8.b3 Nh5 9.Bb2 f4 

Or 9...Na6 10.d5 e5 11.dxe6 Bxe6 12.Nd4 Bd7 13.e3 Qe7 14.Qd2 Rad8 15.Rad1 Nf6 16.Nde2, with what I call a tiny Leningrad plus for White, based on the somewhat inferior pawn structure Black has in the Leningrad Dutch, Chuchelov-Kalinitschew, Porz 1992.

10.d5 

Also 10.e3 fxg3 11.fxg3 Na6 12.Qd2 Bg4 13.e4 Qd7 14.Rae1 Nc7 15.Nd1 Bh3 16.Bxh3 Qxh3 17.Nf2 Qd7 18.Nd3 leads to a position that is a little better for White, Weglarz-Danielsen, Germany 2000.

10...c5 11.Ng5 

11.Qd2!? can also be considered.

11...fxg3 12.fxg3 Bd4+ 13.Kh1 e5?! 

This move turns out to be less than accurate although it is very tempting for tactical reasons. However, tactical reasons are exactly why it turns out less good.

14.Rxf8+?! 

White could have played 14.dxe6!! Qxg5 15.Rxf8+ Kxf8 16.Qf1+ Qf5 17.Bh3 Qxf1+ 18.Rxf1+ Nf6 19.e3 Be5 20.e7+, winning back the piece with much better chances. However, that sequence is not easy to spot for human eyes.

14...Qxf8 

[image: image]

How should White best continue, 15.Qd2, or 15.Qd3?

15.Qd2?? 

White should have played 15.Qd3 and if 15...Qe7 then 16.Ne6! promises White the somewhat better chances.

15...Nxg3+! White resigned.

0–1

Game # 8

D.Berry (2280) – L.Evans (2540) A88

Lone Pine 1976

1.Nf3 g6 2.c4 Bg7 3.Nc3 f5 4.d4 Nf6 5.g3 0–0 6.Bg2 d6 7.0–0 c6 8.Re1 Nh5 9.h3 e5 10.e4 

White should possibly give preference to 10.dxe5, e.g., 10...dxe5 11.Qxd8 Rxd8 12.e4 Re8 13.b3 f4 14.g4 Nf6 15.Ba3 Be6 16.Rad1 Nbd7 as played in Martinovic-Aabling Thomsen, Novi Sad 2016, and now 17.g5 Nh5 18.Na4 would have left White with the better chances.

10...f4?! 

It looks normal, but it is, in fact, a little too optimistic.

Instead 10...exd4 11.Nxd4 f4 would have been somewhat better, for instance, 12.g4 Nf6 13.Nce2 (13.Nf3!?) 13...Qb6 14.Rf1 (14.Qb3 Na6 15.Bxf4 Nxg4 16.Qxb6 axb6 17.Bxd6 Rd8 18.Bg3 Bxd4 19.Nxd4 Rxd4 20.hxg4 Bxg4 21.f3 Be6 22.b3 Nb4 and Black has equalized, Gheorghiu-Sax, Teeside 1972) 14...Ne8 15.c5 dxc5 16.Nf3 Nc7 17.Nxf4 Ne6 18.Nxe6 Bxe6 was Epishin-Beim, Schwarzach 1998, and here 19.Qd6 Bc4 20.Ne5 would have been White's best shot at an advantage.

11.g4 exd4 12.Ne2! Nf6 

[image: image]

13.Nexd4 

White could do even better with 13.Nxf4!?, and now 13...c5 is met by 14.e5 dxe5 15.Nxe5 and Black will have a hard time getting the rest of his pieces into play.

13...Qb6 

Or 13...Na6 14.e5 dxe5 15.Nxe5 with better chances for White.

14.Qb3 Nfd7?? 

Black is trying to switch the knight to the more attractive c5–square but missing something obvious. 14...Ne8 would have been better.

15.Ne6 Re8 Black resigned at the same time. After 15...Re8 16.Qxb6 Nxb6 17.Nc7 White is, of course, much better.

1–0

Game # 9

J.Kozma – V.Jansa A88

Czechoslovakia Ch (Luhacovice) 1968

1.d4 f5 2.g3 Nf6 3.Bg2 g6 4.Nf3 Bg7 5.0–0 0–0 6.c4 d6 7.Nc3 c6 8.Re1 Na6 9.e4 fxe4 10.Nxe4 Nxe4 11.Rxe4 Bf5 12.Re1 e5 

Black has also tried 12...Qd7 13.Bg5 Rae8 14.Qd2 Bg4 15.Nh4 e5 16.d5 Nc7 17.a4 Rf7 with chances to both sides, Vazquez Igarza-Herman, Caleta 2017.

13.dxe5 

Or 13.d5 Nb4 14.dxc6 bxc6 15.Nh4 Bc2 16.Qg4 Bf5 17.Nxf5 gxf5 18.Qe2 e4 19.Rd1 and here the players for some reason agreed upon a draw, ½–½, although there is plenty of play left in this position, Boidman-Haakert, Germany 2011. In fact, in the final position, I think White has the better chances.

13...dxe5 

[image: image]

What is the better move for White, 14.Bg5, 14.Be3, or 14.Ng5?

14.Be3? 

14.Bg5? is, in fact, just as bad as the game continuation. Amazingly, Black misses her opportunity: 14...Qc7? (14...Qxd1! 15.Rexd1 Bg4 is of course much better for Black, just as in our main game) 15.Qd2 Nc5 16.Nh4 Ne6 17.Be3? (White should have played 17.Nxf5 Rxf5 18.Be3 Rd8 19.Qb4 with a comfortable, maybe even better, position) 17...Rad8 18.Qc1 Bd3 19.Nf3 e4 and Black is clearly better, Makarov-N. Kosintseva,  Samara 2002. 

White's best is 14.Ng5!? Nb4 15.Ne4 Nd3 16.Rf1 Nxc1 17.Rxc1 Bh6 with chances to both sides.

14...Qxd1 15.Raxd1 Bg4 Here White, wildly prematurely, resigned. He will be down and exchange, but he will have the pair of bishops and the better pawn structure as compensation, e.g., 16.Ng5 Bxd1 17.Rxd1 Rfd8 18.Rb1 Bh6 with a small but clear advantage for Black.

0–1

Game # 10

M.Hebden (2568) – M.Santo Roman (2443) A89

French Team Ch 2000

1.d4 f5 2.g3 Nf6 3.Bg2 g6 4.Nf3 Bg7 5.0–0 0–0 6.c4 d6 7.Nc3 Nc6 8.d5 Na5 9.Qa4 c5 10.dxc6 bxc6 11.c5 d5 

Or 11...dxc5 12.Ne5 Qb6 13.Be3 Be6 14.Rac1 Rac8 15.Nd3 Nd7 16.b4 Nb7 17.Rfd1 Rfd8 18.bxc5 Qa5 19.Bxc6 Bxc3 20.Qxa5 Nxa5 21.Bxd7 Rxd7 22.Rxc3 and White has won a pawn although the conversion is anything but easy, Sage-Har Even, ICCF email 2010.

12.Ne5 Bb7 

The alternatives are not particularly comfortable for Black either: 12...Bd7 13.Nxd7 Nxd7 14.Nxd5 Nxc5 15.Nxe7+ Qxe7 16.Qxa5 Ne4 17.Qa4 and White has an extra pawn, Notkin-Olenin,  Moscow 1996. 12...Ne4 13.Nxc6 Bd7 14.Nxe7+ Kh8 15.c6 Be8 16.Rd1 Qxe7 17.Qxa5 Bxc6 18.Be3 Rfd8 19.Bd4 and once more Black has insufficient compensation for the pawn, M.Palac-V.Mencinger, Bled 1992.

13.Bd2 Nh5 

[image: image]

How should White best react to the threat against his knight on e5?

Black has also tried 13...e6 14.Nd1 Qc7 15.f4 Nc4 16.Nxc4 dxc4 17.Qxc4 Rad8?! (17...Qe7!?) 18.Bc3 Nd5 19.Bxg7 Qxg7 as seen in Notkin-Orlov, Tivat 1995, and now 20.e4 fxe4 21.Qxe4 would have left White with the clearly better chances.

14.Nxd5! cxd5 15.Bxa5 Black resigned. He will be left a pawn down, facing a strong passed pawn and without any counterplay.

1–0

Game # 11

A.Llorente Zaro (2367) – D.Adla (2474) A89

Zaragoza 2006

1.d4 f5 2.c4 Nf6 3.Nf3 g6 4.g3 Bg7 5.Bg2 0–0 6.0–0 d6 7.Nc3 Nc6 8.d5 Na5 9.Qd3 e5 10.dxe6 Bxe6 11.b3 Ne4? 

[image: image]

How should White best address the pin on the a1–h8 diagonal?

A recent try for Black is 11...Nc6 12.Bb2 Qe7 13.Ng5 Bd7 14.Rad1 Kh8 15.Qd2 Rae8 16.Nd5 Nxd5 17.Bxg7+ Kxg7 18.cxd5 Ne5 19.Nf3 Nxf3+ 20.Bxf3 with a small positional plus for White, Kovchan-Korobov, Rivne 2016.

12.Nxe4! fxe4 

Possibly only after White captured on e4 did Black realize that if he takes the rook, the consequences will be dire: 12...Bxa1 13.Neg5! Bf7 (13...Bd7 14.Qd5+ and the knight on a5 falls; a recurring theme) 14.Nxf7 Rxf7 15.Ng5 Re7 16.Qd5+ and the knight on a5 falls.

13.Qxe4 Qd7 

Other tries have included: 

13...Bf5 14.Qd5+ Kh8 15.Bg5 Qe8 16.Qxa5 Bxa1 17.Rxa1 Be4 18.Qc3+ Kg8 19.Bh6 and here Black could have resigned, but he dragged it on for a long time, Villavicencio Martinez-Lopez Pereyra, Tenerife 2017. 

13...Re8 14.Ng5 Bxa1 15.Nxe6 Qf6 16.Bh3 Rac8 17.Qd5 Qe5 18.Bd2 and White is winning; one of Black's minor pieces will fall, Shurakov-Tarasov, Kirov 2014. 

13...Qf6 14.Ng5 Bf5 15.Qd5+ Kh8 16.Qxa5 Qxa1 17.Qxc7 Qf6 18.e4 Bc8 19.Bf4 and White has two pawns for the exchange along with a positionally clearly better position.

14.Ng5 

White can do even better with 14.Rb1! Bf5 (or 14...Rae8 15.Ng5 Kh8 16.Nxe6 Rxe6 17.Qd3 and White is a pawn up with the bishop pair and better position) 15.Qd5+ Kh8 16.e4 Bg4 17.Ng5 Nc6 18.h3 and White should win.

14...Rae8? 

Black should have opted for 14...Bf5!? although White, of course, is clearly better after 15.Qd5+ Kh8 16.Bd2 Nc6 17.Rae1 when Black has insufficient compensation for the pawn.

15.Rb1 Black resigned. We have, in fact, transposed to the line given after 14.Rb1!.

1–0

Game # 12

E.Gruenfeld – C.Torre Repetto A90

Baden-Baden 1925

1.d4 e6 2.Nf3 f5 3.g3 Nf6 4.Bg2 d5 5.0–0 Bd6 6.c4 c6 7.Qc2 0–0 8.b3 Ne4 9.Bb2 Nd7 10.Ne5 

A normal continuation is 10.Nbd2 Qe7 (or 10...Ndf6 11.Ne5 Bd7 12.f3 Nxd2 13.Qxd2 Be8 14.Bc3 Rc8 15.Rac1 b6 16.Rfd1 Qe7 17.Bb2 Nd7 18.Nd3 and, if anything, White has the slightly better chances, Carlstedt-Kriebel, Wroclaw 2012) 11.Ne5 Nxe5 12.dxe5 Bc5 13.e3 b6 14.Nf3 Bb7 15.Nd4 Rac8 16.Rac1 Rfd8 17.Rfd1 h6 18.Qe2 Ba6 was played in Anwesh-Krejci, Chennai 2011, and here 19.f3 Ng5 20.h4 Nf7 21.f4 is thematic and looks pleasant for White.

10...Qf6 

[image: image]

Here White played 11.f3, intending 11...Ng5 12.f4 with a pleasant position after 12...Ne4 13.Nc3. What did he miss?

11.f3 Nxe5 

Did you see this move? How should White now best react?

12.dxe5?? 

Now, what is Black's best move?

12.fxe4? Ng4 13.e5 Qh6 14.h3 Ne3 15.Qd3 Nxf1 16.exd6 Ne3 17.Bc1 f4 18.gxf4 Nxg2 19.Kxg2 Rf6 20.Nc3?? (20.Kh2 was absolutely necessary) 20...Qh4 21.Qf3 e5 22.dxe5 Bxh3+ and White resigned, 0–1, C.Foisor-Wegerer,  Cappelle-la-Grande 1998. 

White should have played 12.c5! Nf7 13.fxe4 Be7 14.e5 Qg6 15.Nc3 with chances to both sides.

12...Bc5+! 13.Kh1 Nxg3+! With mate in two, White resigned.

0–1

Game # 13

J.Hernando Rodrigo (2371) – L.Karlsson (2493) A90

Barcelona 2007

1.d4 e6 2.Nf3 f5 3.g3 Nf6 4.Bg2 d5 5.0–0 Bd6 6.c4 0–0 7.b3 b6 8.Ba3 Qe7 

This variation is a specialty of the player behind the black pieces in this game, Swedish Grandmaster Lasse Karlsson.

9.Qc1 

Exchanging on d6 doesn't do anything for White: 9.Bxd6 cxd6 10.Nc3 Bb7 11.cxd5 Nxd5 12.Rc1 Na6 13.Nxd5 Bxd5 14.Qd2 Rac8 was about even in S.Schneider-Karlsson, Sweden 2015.

9...Nbd7 10.Ne5 

White has tried a couple of other moves at this point: 

10.cxd5 Nxd5 11.Nfd2 Bb7 12.e4 fxe4 13.Nxe4 N7f6 14.Bxd6 cxd6 15.Nbd2 Nxe4 16.Nxe4 Nf6 with more or less equal chances, Bacrot-Karlsson,  Arosa 1996. 

10.Bxd6 cxd6 11.Qa3 Ne4 12.cxd5 exd5 13.e3 a5 14.Qb2 Ba6 15.Re1 Ndf6 16.Nfd2 Rac8 and despite his doubled d-pawn, Black has a good game, Vidarte Morales-Fernandez Aguado, Sitges 2007.

10...Bb7 11.cxd5?! Nxd5 12.Nc4 N7f6 13.Re1?! 

If White wants to stop Black from playing ...f5–f4, he runs into trouble after 13.e3 Rac8 14.Bb2 b5 and Black has the initiative. 13.Bb2 is possibly a better choice to get the knight on c1 developed, but Black is still happy after 13...a5 14.a4 Rac8

13...f4 14.gxf4?? 

[image: image]

How should Black best continue?

14...b5? 

Black is winning after 14...Ng4! 15.Ne5 Nxf4 16.Nxg4 (or 16.Bxb7 Qh4) 16...Qh4 17.f3 Nxg2 18.Bxd6 cxd6 and White is crushed.

15.Ncd2? 

White could do better with 15.Nxd6 cxd6 16.e3 (Or 16.Nc3 although 16...Ng4 17.Nxd5 Qh4 is still much better for Black) 16...b4 17.Bb2 Nh5 and Black amazingly still has an unstoppable attack.

15...Ng4! White resigned. After 15...Ng4 16.Bxd6 Qh4 17.Ne4 Qxh2+ 18.Kf1 cxd6, it is, of course, completely over.

0–1

Game # 14

M.Euwe – N.Cortlever A91

Beverwijk 1940

1.d4 f5 2.g3 Nf6 3.Bg2 e6 4.c4 d5 5.Nh3 Be7 6.0–0 0–0 7.Nd2 Nc6 8.e3 e5?! 

This move is not a very good idea.

A very different set-up is 8...b6 9.Nf4 Qd7 10.b3 Ba6 11.Bb2 Rad8 12.Rc1 Na5 13.Nf3 Bd6 14.Ne5 and White has the better chances, Kaabi-Agdestein, Novi Sad 1990.

9.dxe5 Nxe5 10.cxd5 Nxd5 

[image: image]

What is White's best move?

A top grandmaster encounter saw Black try 10...Kh8 11.Nb3 (11.Nf4!? is also very good) 11...Ng6 12.Ng5 Ng4 13.Ne6 Bxe6 14.dxe6 and White already has something resembling a winning position, Nogueiras Santiago-Pr. Nikolic,  Zagreb 1987.

11.Nc4! Game over, Black loses a piece and therefore resigned.

1–0

Game # 15

A.Maksimenko (2430) – E.Schmittdiel (2450) A99

Bern 1994

1.Nf3 e6 2.c4 f5 3.d4 Nf6 4.Nc3 Be7 5.g3 0–0 6.Bg2 d6 7.0–0 Qe8 8.b3 a5 9.Bb2 Na6 10.Qb1 

White's alternatives are: 

10.Re1 Rb8 11.Rc1 Ne4 12.Qc2 Qg6 13.a3 Bf6 14.e3 c5 15.Rcd1 b6 16.Nb5 and White has the somewhat better chances, Pantsulaia-Girinath, Urmia 2008. 

10.e3 Rb8 11.a3 c6 12.Ne2 b5 13.Nd2 Bd8 14.Rc1 b4 15.a4 Bc7 16.Qc2 e5 17.c5 d5 18.dxe5 Bxe5 19.Nd4 with a small positional plus for White, Lyukmanov-Sandstroem, ICCF email 2007.

10...Qh5 11.e4 

[image: image]

11...f4? 

Wildly optimistic and quite bad. It appears that Black had missed White's 13th move.

Two other options for Black are: 

11...fxe4 12.Nxe4 Nb4 13.a3 Nc6 14.Re1 Bd7 15.Ned2 with a small plus for White. 

11...Nxe4 12.Nxe4 fxe4 13.Qxe4 Bf6 14.h4 and White is marginally better.

12.gxf4 e5 

This pawn advance was Black's idea behind the pawn sacrifice: White's kingside is opened, next follows ...Bh3 and mayhem around White's king.

13.f5!

Oops! Not so fast. No ...Bh3 for you! After this move, Black's dreams are squashed.

13...exd4 

Or 13...g6 to open the kingside, but after 14.dxe5 dxe5 15.Nxe5 White should be winning.

14.Nxd4 d5? 15.Nxd5 and Black resigned.

1–0
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CHAPTER TWO

Dutch - Anti-Dutch
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––––––––
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Game # 16

E.Solozhenkin (2480) – J.Norri (2400) A80

Finnish Team Ch 1993

1.d4 f5 2.Bg5 g6 3.Nc3 d5 4.Qd2 Bg7 5.h4 Be6 6.Nh3 

––––––––

[image: ]


A key alternative for White is 6.Nf3, e.g., 6...Nd7 7.Bf4 c6 8.h5, and now: 

8...Ngf6 9.hxg6 (9.h6!? seems like an interesting alternative, making it difficult to get his pieces properly developed) 9...hxg6 10.Rxh8+ Bxh8 11.Ne5 Nxe5 12.Bxe5 Kf7 13.0–0–0 Bg7 14.f3 Qa5 15.Kb1 Rh8 16.e3 b5 with chances to both sides, Dunnington-Summerscale, London 1997, although I tend to prefer White after 17.Qf2.

8...Bf7 9.0–0–0 Ngf6 10.h6 Bf8 11.Ne5 (or 11.Kb1!? e6 12.Ng5 Nh5 13.Bh2 Bb4 14.Nxf7 Kxf7 15.a3 Ba5 16.e3 Re8 17.Bd3 and White should have the better chances, although Black by no means is out of the game) 11...Nxe5 12.Bxe5 Rg8 13.Bxf6 exf6 14.Na4 Bd6 15.Nc5 and draw agreed, ½–½, in Tukmakov-Malaniuk,  Simferopol 1988, which after 15...Qe7 16.Rh3 f4 seems reasonable based on both sides have about an equal share of the chances but also wildly premature because the position is truly interesting. 

Another choice for White is the immediate 6.0–0–0 and now 6...Nd7 7.f3 c5 8.e3 Ngf6 9.Nge2 Bf7 10.Nf4 Qa5 11.Bb5 0–0–0 12.h5 c4 13.Bxd7+ Rxd7 14.hxg6 hxg6 15.Rxh8+ Bxh8 16.Rh1 Rd8 was played in Meng-Reinderman, Delft 2012, after which 17.Kb1 b5 18.a3 Kb7 19.g4 would have promised White the clearly better chances.

6...h6 7.Bf4 c6 

Or 7...Nf6 8.f3 c5 9.Nb5 Na6 10.Be5 0–0 11.Nf4 Bf7 12.e3 Qd7 13.c3 c4 14.a4 b6 was Zarubin-Rublevsky, Azov 1996, and here 15.h5 g5 16.Ng6 Bxg6 17.hxg6 Qe6 would have been interesting although probably somewhat better for White.

8.e3 Nd7 9.f3 Ngf6 10.0–0–0 Qa5 

10...0–0 is met by 11.e4 fxe4 12.Bxh6 and White is in the driver's seat.

11.Kb1!? 

A sneaky move with a devilish trick tied at the tail.

11...0–0–0?? 

[image: image]

How should White continue?

Of the alternatives, 11...b5 is met by 12.Nxb5, winning for White and 11...Rc8 12.a3 c5 is possibly Black's best chances although this too looks very comfortable for White.

12.Nxd5!! 

12.Nb5!? is also good, but Black has more options, although none of them great: 12...b6 (12...Qxd2 13.Nxa7#) 13.Qxa5 bxa5 14.Nc7 Nf8 15.Ba6+ Kd7 16.Bh2 and White is winning.

12...Qxd5 

12...Qxd2 is, of course, met by 13.Nxe7#, the whole reason why the king has to be on b1, otherwise ...Qxd2 would have been a check.

13.c4 

The queen is trapped.

13...Ne4 14.fxe4 Black's previous move was desperation, and the queen remains trapped after 14...Qxe4+ 15.Bd3. Therefore, Black resigned.

1–0

Game # 17

M. Cebalo (2418) – E. Vasiukov (2451) A80

Sibenik 2014

1.d4 f5 2.Bg5 g6 3.e3 Nh6 

The main line is 3...Bg7 that has been played hundreds of times. The text move is a lot rarer.

4.h4 

White plays the most aggressive move planning to push the h-pawn forward to disrupt Black's normal development.

A couple of alternatives are: 

4.Bc4 d5 5.Bxh6 (White can also consider 5.Be2 Nf7 6.Bh4 Bg7 7.Nf3 although 7...c5 8.c3 is at best marginally better for White) 5...Bxh6 6.Bd3 0–0 7.f4 c5! 8.c3 Qb6 9.Qd2 Bd7 (9...Bg7!?) 10.Nf3 Bb5?! (10...Bg7!?) 11.Bxb5 Qxb5 12.Na3 and draw agreed, ½–½, in Donchenko-Grafl,  Germany 2015, which is definitely premature as White has a pleasant position. 

4.Nf3 Nf7 5.h4 Bg7 6.Nbd2 d6 7.Bc4 Nc6 8.c3 h6 9.Qb3 Rf8 10.Bxf7+ Rxf7 11.h5 gxh5 12.Bh4 and White has the initiative, Parulava-Junker,  Germany 2001.

4...Nf7 5.Bf4 

Another try for White is 5.Bd3 d5 6.Nf3 Bg7 7.c4 Be6 8.cxd5 Bxd5 9.Nc3 Nc6 10.Rc1 h6 11.Bf4 and White has the better chances, Dale-Halpin,  Bangkok 2017.

5...d6 

5...Bg7 6.Nc3 d6 7.Nf3 c6 8.Qd2 e5 9.dxe5 dxe5 10.Qxd8+ Kxd8 11.0–0–0+ Ke7 12.Bg3 Be6 and Black has completely equalized, Dragomirescu-Hernandez Moya, Baku 2016.

6.Nf3 Nd7 7.Bc4 Bg7?? 

Black entirely misses White's very simple threat. He should have played 7...c6, although 8.Bxf7+ Kxf7 9.h5 (The immediate 9.Ng5+ Kg8 is harmless for Black) 9...Bg7 10.Nc3 is better for White.

8.Bxf7+ Kxf7 9.Ng5+ Kf6 

An unfortunate necessity because any retreat with the king is met with Ne6 and material losses to follow.

10.Nc3 c6 

Or 10...e6 11.d5 e5 12.Ne6 Qg8 13.Bg5+ Kf7 14.Nb5 and White is winning.

11.Qf3! e5 

[image: image]

How should White best continue?

Or 11...Qa5 12.0–0–0 Bh6 13.e4 and White is winning.

12.Qd5!! Qe7 13.Nxh7+ And Black resigned. He is getting mated on the very next move.

1–0

Game # 18

S.Auciello (2380) – A.Anelli (2320) A80

Argentenian Team Ch (Buenos Aires) 1997

1.d4 f5 2.Bg5 h6 3.Bh4 g5 4.e4!? 

This move is a very sharp option, often involving sacrificing a piece.

4...Bg7 5.exf5 

White makes it a piece sacrifice.

The alternative is 5.Bg3, and now: 5...d6 (5...fxe4 6.h4 Nf6 7.hxg5 hxg5 8.Rxh8+ Bxh8 9.Qd2 g4 10.Nc3 d5 11.Bxc7 Qxc7 12.Qh6 Nc6 13.Qxh8+ Kf7 14.Nge2 Rb8 with chances to both sides, Geirnaert-Ringoir,  Charleroi 2014) 6.Qh5+ Kf8 7.exf5 Bxd4 8.c3 Nf6 9.Qd1 Bb6 10.Bd3 e6 11.fxe6 Bxe6 12.h4 g4 13.Ne2 Nh5 14.Qd2 Qf6 and Black has a comfortable position, Geirnaert-Beukema, Schelle 2015.

5...gxh4 6.Qg4 

6.Qh5+ Kf8 7.Nf3 Nf6 8.Qg6 d5 9.Nxh4 Qd6 10.Nc3 Bd7 11.Bd3 Be8 12.Qg3 Qxg3 13.hxg3 was played in Aguilera Lopez-Ramos del Campo,  Madrid 2016, and now 13...c5 14.dxc5 Nbd7 would have left White with insufficient compensation for the piece.

6...Kf8 7.Nf3 Nf6 8.Qh3 Nc6 9.c3 d6 10.Nxh4 Qe8 

Black willingly offers Black to win the exchange, knowing that the two minor pieces are still superior to a rook.

11.Nd2? 

White should play 11.Bd3!? to maintain some ongoing initiative.

11...e5! 12.0–0–0 exd4 13.Ng6+ 

[image: image]

What is Black's best move?

13...Qxg6! Forcing the exchange of queens, Black leaves White a piece down without sufficient compensation. White resigned.

0–1

Game # 19

W.Shipman (2247) – Deng Kong Liang (2510) A80

Los Angeles 2004

1.d4 f5 2.Bg5 h6 3.Bh4 g5 4.e4 Rh7 5.Qh5+ Rf7 6.Bxg5 

An interesting alternative is 6.Nf3 Nf6 7.Qg6 e6 8.Bxg5 hxg5 9.Nxg5 Qe7 10.e5 Ne4?! (10...Nd5 intending ...Nf4 looks like a better choice) 11.Nxf7 Qxf7 12.Qxf7+ Kxf7 13.f3 Ng5 14.h4 Nh7 15.g4 Nc6 16.c3 and White has the better chances, Sieciechowicz-Nosenko, Legnica 2014.

6...hxg5 7.Nf3 fxe4 

Black can also play 7...Nf6 8.Qg6 Nxe4 9.Ne5 Nd6 10.h4 (10.Be2 e6 11.Bh5 Qe7 12.Qg8? (12.Nc3 c6 13.g4! and Black is serious trouble) 12...Qf6 (White's advantage is already gone) 13.Nd2 Qg7 14.Nxf7 Nxf7 15.Bxf7+ Qxf7 16.Qxg5 Nc6 is clearly better for Black, Alzate-Rodi, Buenos Aires 2005) 10...g4 11.h5 e6 12.Nxf7 Nxf7 13.h6 Qg5 14.Qxg5 Nxg5 15.h7 Nxh7 16.Rxh7 with better chances for White, Santagati-Bifulco,  Nicolosi 2015.

8.Nxg5 Nh6 9.Nc3 c5? 

9...e6 was necessary, e.g., 10.0–0–0 d5 11.f3 e3! (11...exf3 12.Rd3 is very good for White) 12.Bd3 Qf6 13.Bg6 Nc6 14.Rhe1 Bd7 15.Rxe3 (15.h4 Ne7 is okay for Black) 15...0–0–0 and now my computer offers 16.Bxf7 Nxf7 17.Nxf7 Be8 18.Nxd5 Qxf7 19.Qxf7 Bxf7 20.Nf4 Bh6 21.g3 Rxd4 22.Rxd4 Nxd4 which it assesses as equal. Possibly there are opportunities to deviate before this.

10.0–0–0! cxd4 11.Rxd4 Qa5 

[image: image]

Black pins the white knight on g5. How should White best continue?

12.Rd5! Qb6 13.Rf5 Black resigned as he cannot stop the threat against f7 any longer.

1–0

Game # 20

S.Kayumov (2425) – S.Navabi (2070) A80

Dubai 2007

1.d4 f5 2.Bg5 d5 3.e3 Nf6 4.Bxf6 exf6 5.Bd3 Be6 6.Qf3 Qd7 7.Ne2 Nc6 8.a3 0–0–0 9.Nd2 

White has a couple of alternatives at this point: 

9.Nf4 Bf7 10.Nc3 Kb8 11.Bb5 (11.0–0–0 g5 12.Nfe2 Bg6 13.h4 h5 14.Kb1 Na5 is also fine for Black) 11...g6 12.b4 a6 13.Ba4 h5 14.Nd3 h4 with a sharp position and chances to both sides. Gleichmann-Shablinsky, ICCF email 2011. 

9.h4 h5 10.g3 Kb8 11.Nd2 Ne7 12.0–0–0 g6 13.Kb1 Bf7 14.Rc1 c6 15.Nf4 Bh6 16.c4 dxc4 17.Bxc4 and White has the somewhat better chances, Malaniuk-Moroz, Pardubice 1997.

9...Kb8 

[image: image]

What is better for White: 10.Nf4 or 10.c4, both putting pressure on Black's center?

10.c4? 

10.Nf4 Bf7 is fine for Black, but the game continuation is worse...

10...dxc4! 

Or 10...Ne5! 11.dxe5 dxc4 12.Nd4 cxd3 13.exf6 gxf6 14.0–0 Bd6 and Black has the clearly better chances.

11.Bxc4?? 

White still doesn't sense what is happening. However, after the better 11.Nxc4, Black is clearly better: 11...Ne5 12.Nxe5 fxe5 13.Bc2 e4 14.Qh3 h5 15.Nc3 g5 and Black has the most fun.

11...Ne5! And as in the previous main game, White resigned because he loses at least a piece.

0–1

Game # 21

D.Mikrut (2400) – M.Gosciniak (2133) A80

Krakow 2010

1.d4 f5 2.Bg5 Nf6 3.Bxf6 exf6 4.e3 d5 5.Bd3 Be6 6.Qf3 Qd7 7.Nd2 

7.Ne2!? is discussed in our next main game.

7...Nc6 8.a3 

8.c3 g6 9.Ne2 Bg7 10.Ng3 h5 11.h4 Bh6 12.Ne2 Bf7 13.Nf4 0–0–0 and the chances are about even, Panic-Niebling,  Offenbach 2005.

8...0–0–0 9.Ne2 g5 10.g3 Kb8 11.c4?? 
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How should Black best continue?

After 11.0–0–0 Na5 12.Kb1 a6, the chances are about equal.

11...dxc4 

Also 11...Ne5! is devastatingly good, for instance, 12.dxe5 dxc4 13.Nd4 cxd3 14.Nxe6 Qxe6 15.exf6 Qxf6 and Black has something resembling a winning position.

12.Bxc4 Ne5 Black wins a piece. White resigned.

0–1

Game # 22

S.Mamedyarov (2765) – S.Guliev (2500) A80

Baku 2011

1.d4 f5 2.Bg5 Nf6 3.Nd2 

This knight move looks very artificial, particularly when followed by 4.f3 as played in the game. However, Shakh likes to experiment in the opening.

3...b6 4.f3 

4.Ngf3 is, of course, also playable.

4...Bb7 

Black can also play 4...e6 5.e4 Be7 6.Bd3 0–0 7.Bxf6 Bxf6 8.e5 Bh4+ 9.g3 Be7 10.f4 Bb7 11.Ngf3 g5 12.fxg5 Bxg5 13.Qe2 Bxd2+ 14.Kxd2 c5 with a sharp position and chances to both sides, Bartha-Sellos, Bagneux 1998.

5.e4 fxe4?! 

Black accepts White’s challenging, making it a gambit he should not accept. Instead 5...Nc6 6.c3 e5 7.d5 Ne7 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.f4 Bg7 would lead to fascinating and sharp play with chances to both sides.

6.fxe4 Nxe4 7.Nxe4 Bxe4 8.Bd3 Bxd3 9.Qxd3 
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In return for the sacrificed pawn, White has a lead in development, and the rest of his pieces will quickly come into play as well. Black, on the other hand, will have a hard time getting himself organized.

9...Qc8?! 

Seriously, what is Black thinking? He doesn't have time for this kind of play. Instead, 9...d5 10.Nf3 Nc6 was necessary even though White is still better.

10.Nf3 Qa6 11.c4 Nc6 12.0–0 d5?? 

[image: image]

How should White punish Black's provocation?

13.Qf5! 

White sidesteps the pin of the c-pawn, prevents Black from castling queenside, and threatens Qxd5. Black is lost.

13...dxc4 

Or 13...Nd8 14.Ne5 Qc8 15.Qf3 Qe6 16.cxd5 and Black is, of course, completely busted.

14.Qd5 This sufficed for Black to resign, but 14.Ne5 forces mate! For instance, 14...Nxe5 15.dxe5 Qa4 16.Qf7+ Kd7 17.Qd5+ Kc8 18.Qxa8+ Kd7 19.Rad1+ and mate follows in a few moves.

1–0

Game # 23

P.Glavina Rossi (2380) – D.Adla (2435) A80

Buenos Aires 1991

1.d4 f5 2.h3 

This line is somewhat more challenging for Black than the immediate wing gambit: 2.g4 fxg4 3.h3 d5 when Black is doing fine.

2...Nf6 3.g4 d5!? 

Accepting the pawn sacrifice is not advisable, e.g., 3...fxg4 4.hxg4 Nxg4, and now: 

a) 5.Qd3 g6 (or 5...Nf6 6.Rxh7! has been played a total of 27 times in my database, for instance, Hainzinger-Rolletschek, Austria 1999) 6.Rxh7 Rxh7 7.Qxg6+ Rf7 8.Qxg4 e6 9.Bg5 Be7 10.Nf3 Nc6 11.Qh5 and Black is in serious trouble, Miladinovic-Salami,  Melegnano 2004. 

b) 5.e4 d6 6.Nc3 c6 7.Be2 Nf6 8.f4 g6 9.Nh3 Bg7 10.Be3 d5 11.e5 Nfd7 12.Ng5 Nf8 13.Bd3 and White has excellent compensation for the sacrifices pawn, Milicevic-Kaminski, Toronto 2006.

5.Nc3!? is as far as I can see an untried idea that deserves to be tested, e.g., 5...d5 6.Bg5 Nc6 7.Bg2 and White is doing quite well. While other moves are possible for Black, I can't quite figure out what the ideal set-up for Black will be.

4.g5 Ne4 

Black already has a pleasant position.

5.Bf4 e6 6.h4 c5 7.c3?! 

White should play 7.f3 Nd6 (7...Bd6!?) 8.e3 b6 (or 8...Nc6 9.Qd2 cxd4 10.exd4 Qb6 11.c3 Nf7 and Black has a pleasant position) 9.c3 Be7 10.Nh3 0–0 11.Nd2 Ba6 (11...Nc6!?) 12.Bxa6 Nxa6 13.Qe2 Nb8 with chances to both sides, Donchenko-Cherniaev, Smolensk 1991.

7...Qb6 

7...cxd4 8.cxd4 Qb6 is a different move order and also good for Black.

8.Qb3?! cxd4 9.Qxb6 axb6 10.cxd4 Nc6 11.Nc3 Bb4 12.Rh3 

[image: image]

Black now has several good moves, which is best?

12...e5! 13.Bd2 Nxd2 White resigned.

0–1

Game # 24

A.Postojev (2360) – M.Duppel (2415) A80

Germany 2008

1.d4 d5 2.Nc3 f5 3.Bf4 e6 4.h3 Nf6 5.g4 

It is difficult to come up with a good argument for this move that is so easy for Black to meet and has so few redeeming qualities. The normal move is 5.e3 Bd6 6.Nf3 0–0 (It makes less sense to invest time in 6...Nh5 7.Ne5 (after 7.Be5!? Nf6, 8.g4 begins to make sense) 7...Nxf4 8.exf4 Bxe5 9.fxe5 0–0 10.Bd3 c5 11.dxc5 Nc6 12.Qe2 and here, a draw was agreed upon. ½–½, Rakhmangulov-Romcovici, Kishinev 2008, which I think we can all agree on was wildly premature) 7.Ne5 c5 8.g4 Ne4 9.Nxe4 fxe4 10.Bg2 cxd4 11.Qxd4 Nc6 12.Nxc6 bxc6 13.Bxd6 Qxd6 14.Bxe4 c5 15.Qd2 Qe5 16.Bg2 Qxb2 and Black has a pleasant position, Ushenina-Posokhov, Kharkiv 2002.

5...Be7 

A decent reply, but one can also make an argument 5...Bd6, and 5...Bb4.

6.g5?! 

I question that White understands the idea behind the g2–g4 advance when he now plays this move. After 6.gxf5 exf5 7.e3 with an interesting position and chances to both sides.

6...Ne4 7.Nxe4 fxe4 8.Qd2 c5 9.dxc5 Bxc5 10.f3?? 

[image: image]

White should play something along the lines of 10.e3 Nc6 11.0–0–0 although 11...Qe7 is pleasant for Black.

10...Qb6! 

Now White is lost.

11.0–0–0 0–0 

White may have hoped for 11...Bxg1?? 12.Rxg1 Qxg1 13.e3 0–0 14.Bg2 Qxd1+ 15.Qxd1 when White has managed to turn the tide. After the text move, however, it is soon over.

12.fxe4 Rxf4 

White could just as have resigned at this point.

13.Kb1 Rxe4 14.Bg2 Be3 and White finally called it quits.

0–1

Game # 25

D.Arutinian (2526) – R.Khaetsky (2386) A80

Pardubice 2009

1.d4 f5 2.Nc3 d5 3.Bg5 g6 4.e3 Nh6 

4...Bg7 is the main line.

5.Bf4!? 

This move looks pretty good, threatening Be5 as well as the plan he uses in the game.

5...Nf7 6.Nb5! 

The other part of the plan behind 5.Bf4.

6...Na6 

6...e5?! is spirited but ultimately not very good: 7.dxe5 c6 8.Nd4 Qe7 9.Ngf3 Bg7 10.c4 dxc4 11.Bxc4 Qb4+ 12.Nd2 Nxe5 13.Bxe5 (13.a3 Qe7 14.0–0 is possibly even better for White) 13...Bxe5 14.0–0 Qxb2 15.N2f3 Nd7 16.Rb1 Qc3 17.Be6 and White is winning, Kacheishvili-Siebrecht,  Cappelle-la-Grande 2001.

7.c4 c5 

Or 7...c6 8.Nc3 Nb8 9.cxd5 cxd5 10.Bxb8 Rxb8 11.Qa4+ Bd7 12.Bb5 e6 13.Bxd7+ Qxd7 14.Qxa7 and Black does not have full compensation for the pawn, Schenderowitsch-Lang, Dittweiler 2004.

8.Nf3 Bg7 9.Nc3 Be6 

[image: image]

How should White best continue?

10.cxd5! Bxd5? Black's position is so bad that his best move was to play 10...Bd7. Now he loses more or less by force.

11.Nxd5 Qxd5 12.Qa4+ Kf8 13.Bc4! Black resigned.

Black loses at least a piece. After 13.Bc4 Qd8 (Or 13...Qe4 14.Bxf7 and Black cannot recapture because of the knight fork on g5) 14.Bxf7 Kxf7 15.Ng5+ when Black will either lose the queen or get mated.

1–0

Game # 26

R.Vera Gonzalez Quevedo (2547) – A.Rodriguez Vila, (2500) A80

Villa Martelli 1999

1.d4 f5 2.Nc3 Nf6 3.Bg5 d5 4.Bxf6 exf6 5.e3 Be6 6.h4 h5 7.Nh3 Nc6 8.Nf4 Bf7 9.Bb5 

Pinning the knight seems like a logical decision, restraining Black a bit. 

Another option is 9.Qf3 Bb4 (or 9...Ne7 10.0–0–0 Qd7 11.Kb1 (11.Nd3!?) 11...0–0–0 12.Rc1 Kb8 13.Nd1 g5 14.Nd3 Qe8 15.hxg5 fxg5 16.Ne5 Be6 with chances to both sides, Peek-Nijboer, Maastricht 2007) 10.a3 Bxc3+ 11.bxc3 Na5 12.Bb5+ c6 13.Bd3 Qd7 14.Qg3 g6 15.0–0 Nc4 16.Bxc4 dxc4 and despite his odd bishop on f7 and almost checkers-like set-up, Black is not measurably worse, Milos-Rodriguez Vila, Sao Paulo 2005. 

A slightly different idea is 9.Be2, forcing Black to play 9...g6 and after 10.Bf3 Ne7 11.Qd2 Qd7 12.0–0–0 0–0–0 we have an untested position where I think White's position is a little easier to play, but objectively the chances are about even.

9...Qd7 

9...Qd6 was tested in a high-level correspondence game: 10.Qf3 0–0–0 11.Nd3 g6 12.a3 a6 13.Ba4 Na5 14.b4 Nc4 15.Bb3 Qb6 16.Na4 Qa7 17.Nf4 Bd6 18.Nc3 c6 19.Bxc4 dxc4 20.0–0 Qb6 with a sharp position and chances to both sides, although Black may have an easier time improving his position, J.Nielsen-Shablinsky, ICCF email 2006.

10.Qd3 g6 11.0–0–0 Bh6 

[image: image]

How should White best continue?

Black threatens to exchange on f4 and potentially play ...g6–g5. However, it opens for an extra opportunity for White. Instead 11...0–0–0 12.Kb1 Kb8 13.Qd2 Qd6 14.Na4 should be tested where the chances are close to even.

12.Na4! 

Black's guard of the c5-square is now residing on h6, allowing White to access the square immediately.

12...Qd6 

Or 12...Rb8 13.Qc3 Qd6 14.Nd3 0–0 15.Bxc6 Qxc6 16.Qxc6 bxc6 17.Nac5 with a clear positional advantage for White.

13.Nc5 0–0–0 

[image: image]

This move is not advisable. What is White's best move?

14.Ba6! Na5 15.b4 Black resigned, which is understandable, but the text move may, in fact, not be White's best move!

15.Qc3! bxa6 16.Qxa5 Bf8 17.Nfd3 with a decisive positional advantage for White. After 15.b4, Black could have fought on with 15...Nc4 16.Bxb7+ Kb8 17.Kb1 g5 18.Ne2 Qb6 19.Ka1 Nd6 20.Ba6 Ne4 and while clearly better, White still has some work to do.

1–0

Game # 27

L.Polugaevsky – E.Franco Raymundo A80

Havana ol 1966

1.d4 f5 2.Nc3!? Nf6 3.Bg5 Ne4?! 

This knight move is not a good solution for Black. The main alternatives are 3...g6!?, 3...d5, and 3...e6.

4.Nxe4 fxe4 5.f3! 

White has a few alternatives at this point: 

5.e3 is the other main line, e.g., 5...c5 6.c3 Qb6 7.Qb3 d5 8.f3 exf3?! (Black should have played something like 8...Qxb3 9.axb3 cxd4 10.exd4 Bf5 with a playable position) 9.Nxf3 c4 10.Qc2 g6 11.e4 e6 12.Bf6 Rg8 13.e5 Bh6 14.g4 when Black is already in serious trouble, Shengelia-Chetverik, Werther 2007. 

5.d5 c6 6.c4 Qb6 7.Qc2 Na6?! (7...cxd5 8.cxd5 Na6 is a better version of the idea) 8.Be3 Qb4+ 9.Bd2 Qb6 10.e3 cxd5 11.cxd5 (compared to 7...cxd5, White has received a few moves for free) 11...Qg6 12.Nh3 b6 13.Nf4 Qf5 14.f3 with a large advantage for White, G.Jones-D.Ledger, Swansea 2006. 

5.Nh3 g6 6.Nf4 Bg7 7.Nd5 Nc6 8.e3 d6 9.Bb5 0–0?? (Black should have played 9...a6 10.Bxc6+ bxc6 11.Bxe7 (11.Nxe7? h6 12.Bh4 g5 is, of course, better for Black) 11...Qd7 12.Nf6+ Bxf6 13.Bxf6 0–0 14.Bh4 Qf5 with some, if inadequate, compensation for the lost pawn) 10.Bxc6 bxc6 11.Bxe7 with a winning position for White, Skorchenko-Zakharov, Cherkessk 2014.

5...d5 

5...c5 6.d5 Qb6 7.fxe4 Qxb2 8.Nf3 g6 9.Rb1 Qc3+ 10.Qd2 Bg7 11.Qxc3 Bxc3+ 12.Kd1 d6 13.e5 Bxe5 (13...Nd7!? 14.exd6 exd6 15.Rb3 Bf6 is fine for Black) 14.Nxe5 dxe5 15.e4 b6 16.Bh6 and White has the marginally better chances, Garcia Molla-Kuczynski, Andorra 1989.

6.e3 

6.fxe4 dxe4 7.e3 c6 8.c3 Bf5 9.Bc4 Qb6?? (This move is remarkably bad; instead 9...h6 10.Bf4 Nd7 would have clearly better for White, but certainly much better than the game continuation) 10.Ne2 Nd7 11.0–0 e6 12.Ng3 (12.Nf4 is also very good) 12...g6 

[image: image]

How should White continue?

13.Nxf5! (Equally good is 13.Nxe4 Bxe4 (or 13...Be7 14.Bxe7 Kxe7 15.Qe1!) 14.Bxe6 Be7 15.Qg4 Bf5 16.Rxf5 gxf5 17.Qh5+ Kd8 18.Bxe7+ and Black should be losing) 13...exf5 14.Rxf5! and Black resigned, 1–0, Tella-Ahonen, Finland 2004.

6...Bf5 

6...c6 7.Qd2 h6 8.Bf4 Nd7 9.fxe4 dxe4 10.Ne2 g5 11.Bg3 Bg7 12.Nc3 Nf6 13.Be5 Bf5 14.Bc4 and it's a struggle to hold Black's position together, Sirnik-Lacic, Ljubljana 2007.

7.fxe4 Bxe4 8.Ne2! 

The weak light squares in Black's position are calling to be exploited.

8...h6 

Or 8...Qd6 9.Nc3 Nc6 10.Nxe4 dxe4 11.c3 and White is clearly better.

9.Bf4?! 

9.Bh4! is more precise.

9...Nc6? 

Here Black should have played 9...e5! 10.Bxe5 Nd7 with some counterplay for Black.

10.Nc3 Bg6 11.Bd3! 

Getting the light-squared bishops off the board will only help White; therefore, Black's answer is a given.

11...Bf7 12.0–0 e5?! 13.dxe5 

White would do even better with 13.Bxe5 Nxe5 14.dxe5 when for example 14...c6 is met by (or 14...Qd7 15.Bf5 Qc6 16.Qg4 and Black is completely busted) 15.Rxf7 Kxf7 16.Qh5+ Ke7 17.Rf1 Kd7 18.Rf7+ Be7 19.Qg4+ Kc7 20.Nxd5+ cxd5 21.Qxg7 and White has a winning position.

13...Qd7 

[image: image]

How should White continue?

14.e6! 

At least as good is 14.Nb5!, threatening e5–e6: 14...Rc8 15.Nd4 Nxd4 16.exd4 and White is winning.

14...Qxe6? 

Or 14...Bxe6 15.Qh5+ Kd8 16.Be2 followed by Rad1, and the d5–pawn will fall.

15.Nb5 Black resigned.

1–0

Game # 28

S.Atalik (2595) - Hoang Thanh Trang (2350) A80

Budapest 1998

1.d4 f5 2.Nf3 Nf6 3.Bg5 

This bishop move has been played well over a thousand times in my database.

3...Ne4 

A logical decision. The other main line is 3...e6.

4.Bf4 d6 5.Nbd2 Nxd2 

Black has also tried: 

5...Nd7 6.e3 Ndf6 7.Bd3 g6 8.c3 Bg7 9.h4 Nxd2 10.Qxd2 h6 11.Qc2 Be6 12.g4?! (12.c4!? c6 is about equal, but I think I would prefer playing White in such a position) 12...Bd5! and Black has grabbed the initiative, Moutousis-Pavlidis, Athens 2012. 

5...Nf6 6.h3 e6 7.e3 Be7 8.Bd3 Nc6 9.c3 0–0 10.Qe2 d5 11.g4 Bd6 12.Ne5 Ne4?! (Black can improve with 12...a5 13.0–0–0 a4 although White still has an easier time) 13.0–0–0 Bd7 14.f3 Nxd2 15.Qxd2 and White is clearly in command of the game, Sychev-Kobalia, Tallinn 2016.

6.Qxd2 e6 7.e4 fxe4 8.Ng5 d5 9.f3 exf3 

Or 9...h6 10.Nh3 exf3 11.Bd3 Bd6 (11...Nc6!? 12.Bg6+ Kd7 13.0–0–0 Qf6 is fine for Black) 12.Bg6+ Kd7 13.0–0 Qf6 14.Bh5 (14.Bxd6 cxd6 15.Bh5 is better for White) 14...Nc6 15.c3 Qh4 16.Bxf3 and White has excellent compensation for the sacrificed pawn, Pavlovic-Wiersma, Dieren 2008.

10.Bd3 fxg2? 

This move is just asking for more trouble. White's pieces are already well-placed and White is far ahead in development; in fact, Black has yet to develop a piece.

11.Qxg2 Nc6 

[image: image]

How should White best continue?

12.0–0! 

12.Nxh7? Qh4+ (12...Rxh7, intending 13.Bxh7 Qh4+, is met by 13.Qg6+) 13.Bg3 Qh6 and Black has no problems at all.

12...Ne7 

Similarly, 12...Nxd4 is met by 13.Nf7!.

13.Nf7! Black resigned.

1–0

Game # 29

M.Castiglione (2225) – A.Lanc (2390) A80

Slovakian Team Ch 1998

1.Nf3 d6 2.d4 f5 3.Bg5 c6 4.e3 Qb6 

You would think that hunting for poisoned pawns is a sport in these books. Here Black is enticed by White's b2–pawn, which to his defense is a common idea when White has sent the bishop to g5.

5.Nbd2 Qxb2 6.Bd3!? 

White can also consider 6.Rb1!? Qc3 7.Bd3 h6 8.Bh4 g5 9.Bg3 Nf6 10.h4 Rg8 11.0–0 Qa5 12.c4 provides White excellent compensation for the sacrificed material, Graef-Hepting, Bayern 2014.

6...d5? 

This move seems ill-advised, why move the pawn a second time? Maybe to prevent White from playing Nc4, which causes immediate headaches for Black but then why not 6...Qb6?

7.Ne5 

7.c4!? to open the position and truly demonstrate for Black how far behind he got in development.

7...g6 8.h4 

White wants to demonstrate that Black also has a problem on the kingside.

8...Nf6 9.h5 Rg8 

[image: image]

Can you find the sequence of moves that lead to Black's resignation?

10.Rb1! Qa3 11.hxg6! hxg6 12.Bxf6! exf6 13.Nxg6! Rxg6 14.Qh5 Kf7 15.g4! Black resigned; there is no good way to meet the threat of 16.gxf5.

1–0

Game # 30

J.Dudas (2405) - Hoang Thanh Trang (2350) A81

Budapest 1998

1.d4 f5 2.g3 g6 3.h4 Bg7 

If Black plays 3...Nf6 to stop White's advance of the h-pawn, he is mistaken in that belief:  4.h5 Nxh5 5.Rxh5 gxh5 6.e4 d6 (or 6...Bg7 7.Qxh5+ Kf8 8.Bh6 e6 9.Nc3 Qf6 10.Be3 d6 11.0–0–0 Bd7 as played in Dudas-Miton, Budapest 1997, and now 12.Nge2 or the patient 12.Kb1 will promise White the better chances; Black has a hard time liberating his position) 7.Qxh5+ Kd7 8.Bc4 (or 8.Qxf5+ e6 9.Qb5+ c6 10.Qd3 with ample compensation for the exchange) 8...c6 9.exf5 Kc7 10.Nh3 Bg7 11.Be3 Nd7 12.Ng5 Nf6 13.Qf3 Qe8 14.Bf7 Qf8 and while still under pressure, Black is beginning to stabilize the position; the chances are about even, Hoffmann-Weber, Caleta 2011.
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