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Catching Up

Scherbakov’s Slav Sac
by Rich ard Palliser

SL 4.3 (D17) YB 20, 26, 41, 83

In Year book 83 Eric Prié be moans
the fact that now a days more and
more of ten ‘pub lished au thors
seem to be loft ily ig no rant of each
other’s ex ploits’. That can be
partly ex plained by the large num -
ber of sources now avail able, but
even so it was dis ap point ing to see
that Steve Giddins didn’t re fer to
www.chesspublishing.com when
writ ing his oth er wise ex cel lent
Sur vey on the Slav. Had he done
so, he might well have been moved 
to con trib ute some thoughts on the
pos si bil ity of 15.Ãa3!? in Ikonni -
kov- Ansell.
As shown be low, Black may still
be able to make a draw, but his path 
to wards do ing so is not that
straight for ward due in no small
part to a lovely idea of Scher -
bakov’s:

1.d4 d5 2.Àf3 Àf6 3.c4 c6
4.Àc3 dc4 5.a4 Ãf5 6.Àe5 e6
7.f3 c5 8.e4 cd4 9.ef5 Ãb4 

Ts.dM_.t
jJ_._JjJ
._._Js._
_._.nI_.
IlJj._._
_.n._I_.
.i._._Ii
r.bQkB_R

Ts.dM_.t
jJ_._JjJ
._._Js._
_._.nI_.
IlJj._._
_.n._I_.
.i._._Ii
r.bQkB_R

10.Ãc4

The main line, but the wacky and
un tested 10.Ãe3!? may also de -
serve at ten tion: for ex am ple,
10...dc3 (10...de3? 11.©d8 ®d8
12.Àf7 ®e7 13.Àh8 Àc6 14.Ãc4
Õh8 15.Ãe6 doesn’t give Black
enough for the exchange) 11.©d8
®d8 12. 0-0-0 (the main point)
12...®e7 13.bc3 Ãc3 (also rather
crit i cal is 13...Àd5!? 14.Ãg5 f6
15.cb4 fg5 when 16.fe6 (White
might also consider the exchange
sacrifice 16.Ãc4!? Àe3 17.Ãe6
Àd1 18.Õd1 Õd8 19.Õd8 ®d8
20.b5, playing against Black’s
undeveloped queenside) 16...Àe3
17.Õd4 Àa6 may well resolve to
equality) 14.Ãc5 ®e8 15.Àc4
Àbd7 16.Ãa3!? with some play
for the pawn; 16.Àd6 ®e7 17.Ãa3
a5! doesn’t seem to leave White
with anything more than a choice
of how to repeat.
10...dc3 11.©d8 ®d8 12.®e2
cb2 13.Ãb2 ®e7 14.Õhb1! a5!
14...Õc8?! 15.Ãa3 Ãa3 16.Õb7!
®d6 17.f4Ç/å  Gretarsson- Ansell, 
Eng land tt 1999/00.

Ts._._.t
_J_.mJjJ
._._Js._
j._.nI_.
IlB_._._
_._._I_.
._._K_Ii
rRb._._.

Ts._._.t
_J_.mJjJ
._._Js._
j._.nI_.
IlB_._._
_._._I_.
._._K_Ii
rRb._._.

15.Ãa3!?
First ana lysed by Scherbakov, this
was still un tested at the time of
writ ing this let ter.
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As Giddins shows, 15.fe6 fe6
16.Ãa3 Àa6 17.Ãa6 Õa6 18.Ãb4
(com pared with our main line, be -
low, 18.Õb4?! ab4 19.Ãb4 is much
less ef fec tive since 19...®e8 20.Õc1
Õa8 21.Õc7 Àd5! de fends) 18...ab4
19.Õb4 b6 led to a rather com fort -
able draw for Black in Ikonnikov-
 Ansell, Hastings 2006/07.
15...Àa6
Play ed à la Ansell and the only
move con sid ered by Scherbakov.
The other op tion is 15...Àc6!?
when 16.Àc6 bc6 17.Ãb4!?
(White does n’t have to sac ri fice a
pawn, but af ter 17.fe6 Àd5!
(17...Ãa3 18.Õa3 fe6 19.Õe3 Àd5
20.Ãd5 cd5 21.Õb6 ®f7 22.Õee6
gives White some chances in the
rook end ing, such as af ter
22...Õab8 23.®d3 Õhc8 24.Õb8
Õb8 25.Õa6) 18.Ãd5 cd5 19.Ãb4
ab4 20.Õb4 fe6 21.a5 Õa6 22.Õb7
®f6 he finds his a-pawn well
block aded) 17...ab4 18.Õb4 ef5
19.Õb7 Àd7 20.a5 sees White’s
ad vanced out side a-pawn com pen -
sate for the pawn mi nus.
16.Ãa6 Õa6 17.Õb4! ab4
18.Ãb4 ®e8 19.Õc1 Õa8
20.Õc7 Àd5
Prob a bly best, al though it is clear
that White has some ini tia tive for
the ex change in any case. An other
try is 20...ef5, but af ter 21.Õe7
®f8 22.Õb7 ®g8 23.Àf7 Õa4
24.Àh8 ®h8 25.Õb8 Àg8 26.Ãc3
Black is hor ri bly tied up and does
well not to lose a pawn, such as
with 26...Õa2 27.®f1 Õc2 28.Ãe5
Õc5 29.f4 h5 30.Õf8 ®h7 31.Õf5
Àf6, al though this fi nal po si tion
might well ac tu ally lead to a draw.
21.Õb7 Àb4 22.Àf7!

T_._M_.t
_R_._NjJ
._._J_._
_._._I_.
Is._._._
_._._I_.
._._K_Ii
_._._._.

T_._M_.t
_R_._NjJ
._._J_._
_._._I_.
Is._._._
_._._I_.
._._K_Ii
_._._._.

The main point of Scherbakov’s
bril liant sac ri fice is that 22...Õf8?
23.Àd6 ®d8 24.fe6 forces mate.
22...ef5 23.Àh8
Scherbakov stopped here, as sess -
ing White as hav ing ‘a large ad -
van tage’. That may turn out to be
cor rect, al though Black can hope
to trap the knight in the cor ner:
23...Õa4 24.Õg7
24.Àf7 Õa6 25.Àe5 Àd5 is a
much eas ier route to a draw.
24...®f8!
Or 24...Õa2 25.®e3 ®f8 26.Õb7
(26.Õh7 trans poses) 26...Àd5!
27.®d4 Àe7 28.®e5 Õe2 29.®f6
Àd5 30.®f5 Àe7 31.®f6 Àd5
32.®g5 Õg2 when Black should hold.
25.Õh7 ®g8 26.Õh5 Õa2 27.®e3!
[In Paks, Au gust 2007, Berkes
played the meek 27.®f1 against
 Harikrish na and a draw was agreed 
in this po si tion. – Ed. note]
27...Àd5 28.®d4 Àf4 29.Õf5
Àe6 30.®e5 Àg7 31.Õf6 Õe2!
32.®d5 ®h8 33.Õh6 ®g8 34.g4
White has three con nected passed
pawns against the knight, but is
ham pered by his cut-off king.

Ed i to rial Post script
Af ter this let ter came in, its rel e -
vance was promptly dem on -
strated. In Bazna 2007, Jan
Timman tried 15.Ãa3!? against
Zoltan Ribli, a game which he ana -
lysed in New In Chess 2007/5.
Ribli avoided Scherbakov’s sac ri -
fice with the di rect 21...ef5 in stead
of 21...Àb4. Af ter 22.Àf7 the
Hun gar ian grand mas ter pre ferred
22...Õg8 and scraped a draw.
But the main de vel op ments took
place af ter ‘the wacky 10.Ãe3!?’.

Ts.dM_.t
jJ_._JjJ
._._Js._
_._.nI_.
IlJj._._
_.n.bI_.
.i._._Ii
r._QkB_R

Ts.dM_.t
jJ_._JjJ
._._Js._
_._.nI_.
IlJj._._
_.n.bI_.
.i._._Ii
r._QkB_R

This line was first tried by Zhao
Xue at the women’s tour na ment in
Bad Hom burg, against Elis a beth
Pähtz. That game went 10...dc3
11.©d8 ®d8 12. 0-0-0 ®e7
13.bc3.

Ts._._.t
jJ_.mJjJ
._._Js._
_._.nI_.
IlJ_._._
_.i.bI_.
._._._Ii
_.kR_B_R

Ts._._.t
jJ_.mJjJ
._._Js._
_._.nI_.
IlJ_._._
_.i.bI_.
._._._Ii
_.kR_B_R

This was Palliser’s line. Pähtz now
lost after 13...Ãa3 14.®c2 Àd5
15.Ãf2 Õc8 16.fe6 fe6 17.Ãc4
Àc6 18.Õhe1 Àe5 19.Ãd5 ed5
20.Õe5. Xue won the event.
A few days later, her com pa triot
Bu Xiangzhi started to shine in the
Ca na dian Open in Ot tawa. He beat
Suat Atalik in an im por tant game,
which fol lowed Zhao-Pähtz un til
move 14, when Black tried
14...Àbd7. After 15.Àd7 Àd7
16.fe6 fe6 17.Ãc4 Atalik also lost:
17...Õhc8 18.®b3 Àe5 19.Ãe2
Ãc5 20.Ãg5 ®f8 21.f4 Àf7
22.Õd7 Àg5 23.fg5 Ãe7 24.Õf1
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®e8 25.Õb7 with an ex tra pawn
plus iniatitve for White (1-0, 39).
It was n’t un til the fi nal round of
this tour na ment that Black got it
right. Kamil Miton ‘fol lowed
Palliser’s ad vice’ and held Bu to a
draw with 13...Ãc3! 14.Ãc5 ®e8
15.Àc4 Àbd7 16.Ãa3 a5!.

T_._M_.t
_J_S_JjJ
._._Js._
j._._I_.
I_N_._._
b.l._I_.
._._._Ii
_.kR_B_R

T_._M_.t
_J_S_JjJ
._._Js._
j._._I_.
I_N_._._
b.l._I_.
._._._Ii
_.kR_B_R

And now, as Palliser pre dicted, af -
ter 17.Àd6 ®e7 White could n’t
find any thing better than a per pet -
ual check. It did n’t pre vent Bu
from win ning the Open out right,
though – thanks, to no small
extent, to Scherbakov’s Slav sac.

More Holes Fixed?
a let ter by Miso Cebalo

GI 5.8 (D87) YB 69, 83

As usual, I checked in Year book 83 
all those sur veys which touch my
rep er toire. Vic tor Mikhalevski’s
Sur vey ‘Fix ing Some Black Holes’ 
es pe cially drew my at ten tion, as it
ap pears to con tra dict An Ex pert’s
Guide to the 7.Bc4 Gruenfeld by
grand mas ter Konstantin Sakaev
(page 188 on wards) on two points:

1.d4 Àf6 2.c4 g6 3.Àc3 d5
4.cd5 Àd5 5.e4 Àc3 6.bc3 Ãg7
7.Ãc4 c5 8.Àe2 Àc6 9.Ãe3  0-0
 10.0-0 Ãd7 11.Õb1 ©c7 12.Ãf4
In his frag ment ‘A Short Line’, af -
ter 12...©c8 Mikhalevski de votes
some space to 13.Õc1, on the ba sis
of three high-level games.
 1) In his con clu sion, Mikha levs -
ki states quite op ti mis ti cally that

this move is the only chance for
White to fight for an ad van tage.
But Sakaev dis cards White’s last
move on page 191 of his book,
claim ing that ‘The in clu sion of the
moves 13.Õc1 Õd8 is in fa vour of
Black, be cause his light squared
bishop can re treat to the e8-square’ 
with out block ing the ®f8.
  B) In his frag ment ‘Bad Rep u ta -
tion, Easy Equal ity’ Mikhalevsky
states that 12...e5 (in stead of
12...©c8) undeservedly has a bad
rep u ta tion on the ba sis of two
games where, af ter 13.Ãg3 Õad8,

._.t.tM_
jJdL_JlJ
._S_._J_
_.j.j._.
._BiI_._
_.i._.b.
I_._NiIi
_R_Q_Rk.

._.t.tM_
jJdL_JlJ
._S_._J_
_.j.j._.
._BiI_._
_.i._.b.
I_._NiIi
_R_Q_Rk.

White played 14.Ãd5. Sakaev,
how ever, sug gests 14.Ãh4! and
con cludes on page 191 that af ter
14...Õc8 15.d5 Àa5 16.d6 ©b8
‘Black’s po si ti o n is very dif fi cult’.
This may be a use ful ad di tion to
the given material.

Re ply by Vic tor Mikhalevski
Thank you for your re ac tion.
As for point 1), I have to dis agree
with Sakaev. In the games I ana -
lysed White had chances to im -
prove his play at mo ments which I
have spec i fied in the Sur vey.
More over, some times the bishop
re turns to c8 and in that case it is
better to have the other rook on d8.
So it’s dif fi cult to say if the in clu -
sion of 13.Õc1 Õd8 ben e fits Black
or not.
Re gard ing 2): In my con clu sion I
al ready men tioned that White
should in deed look for im prove -
ments on the 14th move. But
14.Ãh4 does n’t look en tirely clear
to me since after 14...ed4 15.Ãd8
Õd8 16.cd4 Àd4 17.Àd4 Ãd4

._.t._M_
jJdL_J_J
._._._J_
_.j._._.
._BlI_._
_._._._.
I_._.iIi
_R_Q_Rk.

._.t._M_
jJdL_J_J
._._._J_
_.j._._.
._BlI_._
_._._._.
I_._.iIi
_R_Q_Rk.

Black seems to have com pen sa tion 
for the ex change.

With out Think ing
by Valery Bronznik

GI 3.7 (D80/D91) YB 76

Here are two in ter est ing re cent
draws in the Stock holm Vari a tion
of the Grünfeld In dian.

Bronznik,Valery
Hoegerl,Gerd
Schwegenheim 2007

1.d4 Àf6 2.c4 g6 3.Àc3 d5
4.Ãg5 Àe4 5.Ãh4 Àc3 6.bc3 c5 
7.cd5 ©d5 8.e3 Ãg7 9.Àf3 Àc6 
10.Ãe2 cd4 11.cd4  0-0  12.0-0
e5 13.de5 ©a5 14.Ãf6 Ãf6
15.ef6 ©f5 16.Àd4 ©f6 17.Àc6
©c6 18.Ãf3

T_L_.tM_
jJ_._J_J
._D_._J_
_._._._.
._._._._
_._.iB_.
I_._.iIi
r._Q_Rk.

T_L_.tM_
jJ_._J_J
._D_._J_
_._._._.
._._._._
_._.iB_.
I_._.iIi
r._Q_Rk.

18...©f6
Con trary to my op po nent, I had
hardly used up any time un til this
move, but here my open ing knowl -
edge ended. I only knew that
Grivas, in his book Beat ing the
Fianchet to Defences, calls
18...©a6 the main line (to which

12



White should re ply 19.©d4!, with
a slightly better po si tion) and con -
sid ers the text du bi ous. 
19.©a4
At home I found out that this
move, which in creases the pres -
sure on the queenside, is still ac -
cord ing to the book. Grivas
men tions the fol low ing idea by
Andrianov as an in ter est ing al ter -
na tive: 19.Õc1 ©a6 20.Õc7Ê. But
is n’t 19...Ãe6!? (in stead of
19...©a6) with the idea 20.Ãb7
Õab8 21.Õc7 Ãa2 a lit tle stronger?
19...a6 20.Õac1
An other pos si bil ity is 20.Õad1, as
in Atalik-Zadrima, An kara 1995,
but the set-up with the white rooks
on c1 and d1 looks much more nat -
u ral to me.
20...b5 21.©a5
Grivas con sid ers this move du bi -
ous and rec om mends 21.©b4 in -
stead: 21...Õb8 22.Ãd5 (22.Õc6!?
©e5 23.Õc5 ©e7 24.Õfc1 Ãb7
25.Ãb7Ç) 22...Ãe6 23.Õc6Ç/å
(all these eval u a tions stem from
the Greek grand mas ter).
But some how I’m not con vinced
of this. If, for in stance, we in ves ti -
gate the line be tween brack ets
more deeply and try 25...Õxb7
(with the idea of dou bling the
rooks on the d-file with ...Õb7-d7,
...Õf8-d8), I fail to see any ad van -
tage for White, and also af ter
22.Ãd5 Õd8!? (in stead of
22...Ãe6) 23.e4 Ãb7 24.Õfd1 Ãd5 
25.ed5 Õd7 I can not find any thing
sub stan tial for the first player.
21...Õb8 22.Õc6 ©d8

.tLd.tM_
_._._J_J
J_R_._J_
qJ_._._.
._._._._
_._.iB_.
I_._.iIi
_._._Rk.

.tLd.tM_
_._._J_J
J_R_._J_
qJ_._._.
._._._._
_._.iB_.
I_._.iIi
_._._Rk.

As I read in the book af ter the
game, this po si ti o n also oc curred

in the en coun ter Petran-Okhotnik,
Eger 1984. Grivas claims chances
are equal here. We will soon find
out if he’s right.
23.Õc7!N
And that’s a nov elty. In the above -
mentioned game White played
23.©b4 a5 24.©c5 Ãb7 25.Õd6
©c8, af ter which the game is re -
ally equal.
Af ter the text, how ever, Black’s
task is con sid er ably more dif fi cult: 
firstly, he can not de velop his
bishop with out ced ing the pawn on 
a6, and sec ondly White is threat -
en ing to re in force his po si ti o n with 
the natural 24.Õd1.
23...©f6
23...Ãb7?? would fail to 24.Õd1.
23...Ãe6 also meets with 24.Õd1,
af ter which the a6 pawn falls. 
24.Õfc1
24.Õd1 Õd8.
24...©d8?
Too pas sive: in fact, this move
should have cost my op po nent the
game. In stead Black had to opt for
the pawn sac ri fice 24...Õd8!
25.Õ7c6 Ãe6! 26.©a6 Õa8
27.©b5 Õa2. With all the pawns
on one side Black would have
good chances of hold ing, even
though White could still tor ture
him for a long time.
25.Õd1?
Too hasty. Cor rect was 25.h3! (a
luft, and at the same time pro phy -
laxis against ...Ãc8-g4, which is
quite es sen tial, as the Ãf3 wants to
go to d5) 25...©f6 (25...Ãb7??
26.Õd1ê) 26.Ãd5 Ãf5 27.e4,
and Black’s chances of sur vival are 
ex tremely slim, es pe cially if we
take into ac count that my op po nent 
only had 5 min utes left for 16
moves at this point.
25...©f6 26.Ãd5?
An other mis take. I still can’t un der -
stand how I could have over looked
my op po nent’s next move. There
are many con tin u a tions, 26.Õdc1
for in stance, that would have pre -
served the ad van tage, even though
White’s po si tion is n’t as fan tas tic as 
it would have been af ter 25.h3!. 
26...Ãg4

Now Black is OK. De pressed by
my lapsus I played so badly in the
fol low ing that in the end my po si ti -
o n even be came sus pect and I
could be glad with the draw. 
27.f3 
27.Õd4 Õfc8 28.h3 Õc7 29.©c7
Õc8 30.©f7 ©f7 31.hg4 Õc1
32.®h2 Õc2 33.Ãf7 ®f7 34.®g3
Õa2º. 
27...Ãe6 28.Ãe4 
28.Ãe6 ©e6 29.e4 Õfd8ì; 28.e4
Ãd5 29.ed5 ©b6 30.©b6 Õb6ì. 
28...Õfd8 29.Õdc1?! 
29.Õcc1!?.
29...Ãc4 30.a3?! 
30.Õc6 ©b2 31.Õb1 ©a2 32.Õa6
©a5 33.Õa5â. 
30...©b2 31.Õb1 ©e2 
31...©a2ç.
32.©e1 ©a2 33.Õa1 ©b2â ½-½

Bronznik,Valery
Henrichs,Thomas
Triesen 2007 (5)

1.d4 Àf6 2.c4 g6 3.Àc3 d5
4.Ãg5 Àe4 5.Ãh4 Àc3 6.bc3
dc4 7.e3 Ãe6 8.©b1 b6 9.Àh3
Ãh6 10.Ãg5
I had stud ied this vari a tion a few
months ear lier and pre pared it
again es pe cially for this game. For
the pre vi ous few moves my op po -
nent had used up quite a lot of time
– I was pretty sure that this po si ti o n
was un known to him. 
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To my sur prise, he pro duced the
next move with out think ing.
10...Ãg7

Ts.dM_.t
j.j.jJlJ
.j._L_J_
_._._.b.
._Ji._._
_.i.i._N
I_._.iIi
rQ_.kB_R

Ts.dM_.t
j.j.jJlJ
.j._L_J_
_._._.b.
._Ji._._
_.i.i._N
I_._.iIi
rQ_.kB_R

Now it was my turn to in vest some
time. The text was com pletely un -
known to me; the usual con tin u a -
tion is 10...Ãg5 11.Àg5 ©d5.
Quite quickly I came to the con clu -
sion that the white knight has no
busi ness on h3 any more.
11.Àf4 Ãd5
And here I delved yet a lit tle
deeper into the po si ti o n. My first
idea was 12.e4 Ãb7 13.Ãc4. I saw
that 13...h6? was prob a bly no good 
as af ter 14.Ãf7! ®f7 15.©b3 ®e8
16.Àe6 ©d7 17.Àg7 ®d8 18.Ãf4
Ãe4  19.0-0 Black is on the verge
of los ing. But what hap pens if
Black sim ply cas tles af ter
13.Ãc4? Then he will ac com plish
a har mo ni ous Grünfeld set-up af -
ter all, threat en ing to de stroy my
cen tre with 14...c5, when the ©b1, 
the Àf4 and the Ãg5 would be
rather pathetic, wouldn’t they?
Af ter think ing for about 40 min -
utes I chose a dif fer ent line... 
12.Ãe2 (??)
Threat en ing 13.Àd5 ©d5 14.Ãf3.
I thought Black now had to play
12...Ãb7  13.0-0  0-0 (13...h6?
14.Àg6!ê) 14.Ãc4 when, with
the pawn on e3 (in stead of e4, as in
the line with 12.e4) the move
...c7-c5 is n’t that dan ger ous.
When I went for a stroll af ter my
move, it sud denly dawned on me
that my op po nent should not play
12...Ãb7 – he had a much better
plan! When I re turned, my dark est
ex pec ta tions had ma te ri al ized. 
12...Ãg2! 13.Àg2 ©d5

Not a mo tif you see ev ery day. It’s
not ev ery day ei ther that af ter 13
moves White is two pawns down
and to tally los ing, even if his first
10 moves have been quite OK.
14.Ãh4 ©g2 15.®d2 ©d5ç
Thanks to a mir a cle I man aged to
save this game, but this had noth -
ing to do with the ope ning.
Im me di ately af ter the game I es -
tab lished two things:
 A) 10...Ãg7 was not a nov elty;
 B) 11.Àf4 was still cor rect, but
af ter 11...Ãd5 White’s best re ply is 
in fact 12.e4! (and this would in -
deed have been a nov elty; the
game Dragomirescu-Van Weersel, 
Kusadasi 2006, saw 12.Ãh4)
12...Ãb7 13.Ãc4.

Ts.dM_.t
jLj.jJlJ
.j._._J_
_._._.b.
._BiIn._
_.i._._.
I_._.iIi
rQ_.k._R

Ts.dM_.t
jLj.jJlJ
.j._._J_
_._._.b.
._BiIn._
_.i._._.
I_._.iIi
rQ_.k._R

As I men tioned be fore, now
13...h6? fails to 14.Ãf7! ®f7
15.©b3 ®e8 16.Àe6ê. 
As for  13...0-0, my as sess ment that 
Black is quite com fort able here is
com pletely be side the point: af ter
14.Àd5! (I had over looked this
move) White is clearly better. The
pawn on e7 be comes such a worry
for Black that he won’t have the
time to carry out ...c7-c5, at least
not for some time to come.

Exit 3...f5 in the Philidor?
by A.C. van der Tak

KP 3.8 (C41) YB 63, 76

In his book The Philidor Files (Ev -
ery man, 2006), Chris tian Bauer
passes over the strong con tin -
uation 4.de5 fe4 5.Àg5 d5 6.c4

in Dgebuadze-Claesen, Aalst
ch-BEL 2005, a game which was
given in the FO RUM Sec tion of
Year book 76, and rec om mends
4.Àc3! as ‘the most crit i cal test re -
gard ing the vi a bil ity of 3...f5’. Af -
ter 4...fe4 5.Àe4 d5 (?! Bauer)
6.Àeg5! h6 he gives a long vari a -
tion start ing with 7.Àf7! ®f7
8.Àe5, and end ing with a win ning
ad van tage for White.
Re cently the great cham pion of
3...f5, James West, dis cussed with
Den nis Monokroussos West’s sug -
ges tion of 6...ed4 7.Àd4 ©e7,
which does not in spire much con -
fi dence af ter 8.Ãe2, but even
8.©e2!? looks like a strong re ply.
With this lat ter move White trans -
poses to a cor re spon dence game
played in 1993/1994, which has
not re ceived any at ten tion so far.

Betker,Jörg
Wollmann,Andreas
cr ch-GER-25 Prelim 1994

1.e4 e5 2.Àf3 d6 3.d4 f5 4.Àc3
fe4 5.Àe4 d5?! 5...Àf6 6.Àf6 gf6 
7.Ãd3 (å Bauer) 7...Àc6 8.Àg5!
(8.0-0 Ãg4 9.h3 Ãh5 10.d5 Àe7ì
Maurits Wind) 8...Àd4 9.c3!? fg5
10.©h5 ®d7 11.cd4 ©e8 12.Ãf5
®d8 13.Ãg5 Ãe7 14.Ãe7å
6.Àeg5 ed4

TsLdMlSt
jJj._.jJ
._._._._
_._J_.n.
._.j._._
_._._N_.
IiI_.iIi
r.bQkB_R

TsLdMlSt
jJj._.jJ
._._._._
_._J_.n.
._.j._._
_._._N_.
IiI_.iIi
r.bQkB_R

7.©e2!? 7.Àd4 ©e7 (West)
8.Ãe2 (8.©e2!? – game) 8...h6
9.Àgf3 c6 (9...c5 10.Àb5 a6
11.Àc3 d4 12.Àd5 ©d6 13.Ãc4
Àe7 14.Ãf4 ©e6 15.®d2ê)
10. 0-0 ©f6 11.Õe1 Ãb4
(11...Ãd6 12.Ãa6 ®f7 13.Ãd3
Àe7 14.Ãd2 c5 15.Àb5 Àbc6
16.Ãc3 d4 17.Ãc4 ®f8 18.Àd6
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©d6 19.b4å) 12.c3 Ãd6 13.Ãa6
®f7 14.Ãd3 Àe7 15.c4! Õe8
16.Ãd2 Àa6 17.Ãc3 Ãb4 18.Ãh7
Ãc3 19.Àe5 ®f8 20.bc3å
Monokroussos. 7...©e7 7...Ãe7
8.Àd4å. 8.Àd4 ©e2 8...h6
9.Àge6å; 8...Àf6 9.Ãf4å. 9.Ãe2 
Ãd6 9...c6 10.Àge6å. 10.Àb5å
Ãb4?! 11.c3 Ãa5 12.Ãf4 Àa6
13.b4 Ãb6 14.a4 h6 15.Ãh5
15.Àf3!å. 15...®e7 16.Àf7 Àf6
17.Àh8 Àh5 18.Ãd2 Ãf5 19.a5
c6 20.ab6 cb5 21.g4 Ãg4
22.Àg6 ®f6 23.Õg1 Ãf5
24.Àh4 Ãe4 25.ba7 g5 26.f3
Ãd3 27.Àg2 Õa7 28.Àe3 1-0

And the next game is a tragi comic
ex am ple of the hard ship Black
sub jects him self to with 6...h6:

Pavlovic,Milos
Van Dooren,Dirk
Cappelle la Grande 2006

1.e4 e5 2.Àf3 d6 3.d4 f5 4.Àc3
fe4 5.Àe4 d5?! 6.Àeg5 h6
7.Àf7! ®f7 8.Àe5

TsLd.lSt
jJj._Mj.
._._._.j
_._Jn._.
._.i._._
_._._._.
IiI_.iIi
r.bQkB_R

TsLd.lSt
jJj._Mj.
._._._.j
_._Jn._.
._.i._._
_._._._.
IiI_.iIi
r.bQkB_R

8...®e7 8...®e6 9.©g4 ®e7
10.Àg6 ®e8 11.©e2 Àe7 12.Àh8 
Ãf5 13.g4 Ãe4 14.f3 Ãh7 15.g5
hg5 16.Ãh3 Àc6 17.c3 ©d6
18.©e6 ©e6 19.Ãe6 Àd8 20.Ãg4 
g6 21.h4 Ãg7 22.hg5 Ãg8 23.Ãf4
c5 24.dc5 d4 25.cd4 Ãd4 26. 0-0-0 
Ãc5 27.Õhe1 ®f8 28.Ãd6ê
Chr.Bauer. 9.Ãd3! 9.Àg6 ®f6
10.©f3 Ãf5 11.Àh8 (11.g4!
Monokroussos) 11...©e7 12.Ãe2
©e4º Stepanov- Maliutin, Mos -
cow 1992 – YB/63-144. 9...©e8
9...Àf6 10.Àg6ê; 9...Ãe6
10. 0-0ê. 10. 0-0 Ãe6 10...®d8
11.Ãg6ê; 10...Àf6 11.Àg6ê.
11.Õe1ê 11.Àg6ê. 11...Àc6

12.Àg6 ®d7 13.Àf4! Ãd6
14.Àe6 ©f7 15.©g4 1-0

So it seems that be sides 4.ef5 (see
Year book 63) and 4.de5 (YB/76)
4.Àc3 is a strong pos si bil ity as
well. Exit 3...f5?

A Joker and a Champ
by Pe ter Boel 

VO 25.6 (A06) 

19-year-old Al ex an der Hilario
Takeda dos Santos Fier has won 9
Bra zil ian youth ti tles and the over all
na tional crown in De cem ber 2005.
He also gained the Pan-Amer i can
un der-20 ti tle in 2006.
In the lat est tour na ment he won,
the VII Governador Mario Covas
Internacional in Santos last May
(7/9, be fore Gilberto Milos and
Rafael Leitao) his ope ning choice
against Cubas sug gested that Fier
had got ten a lit tle over con fi dent.

Fier,Alexander
Cubas,Jose Fernando
Santos 2007 (4)

1.c3
The Saragossa Open ing, not in -
vented on a boat trip on the
Sargasso Sea, but in the city of
Zaragoza, where the Span ish
master José Juncosa Molins (1885
or 1887-1972) played the ope ning
against Alekhine. Ac cord ing to Ed -
ward Win ter, Rich ard Réti wrote in
a 1924 edi tion of the Wiener
Schachzeitung that he trav elled to
Zaragoza to find out more about
mas ter Juncosa win ning 29 out of
32 blind fold games in an ex hi bi -
tion. The Span iard turned out to
have played only 5 games as 27 op -
po nents had n’t turned up.
So is ‘Juncosa’ just a ‘jo cose’
name, like Sillius Sodus or Biggus
Dickus? No. He’s  the real orig i na -
tor of 1.c3. In the Café de la
Régence in 1917 he es sayed it
against the Greek Eugène Mi chael
Antoniadi in or der to prove that the 

Caro-Kann was better than the
French – even with white.
1...d5 
Is 1...e5 better? As we say in the
Year book, we will have to await
fur ther prac ti cal test ing...
2.Àf3 Àf6 3.e3 c5 4.b3 Àc6
5.Ãb5 ©b6 6.c4 a6 7.Ãa4 Ãd7
8. 0-0 e6 9.d4 Ãe7 10.cd5 ed5
11.dc5 Ãc5 12.Àc3!

T_._M_.t
_J_L_JjJ
JdS_.s._
_.lJ_._.
B_._._._
_In.iN_.
I_._.iIi
r.bQ_Rk.

T_._M_.t
_J_L_JjJ
JdS_.s._
_.lJ_._.
B_._._._
_In.iN_.
I_._.iIi
r.bQ_Rk.

De vel op ment! Per haps Black
should now have sacked the
d5-pawn with the ac tive 12...Õd8.
12...©a7?! 13.Àd5 b5
Af ter 13...Àd5 14.©d5 b5 15.Àe5
Black would be in the ropes. His two 
bish ops are as much sit ting ducks as
the white one on a4: 15...Àe5
16.©e5 Ãe7 17.Ãa3 Ãe6 18.©g7
Õf8 19.Ãe7 ©e7 20.©h7! ba4
21.©e4 Õd8 22.©a4 ©d7 23.©a6
gives White plenty for the piece.
14.Àf6 gf6 15.b4
No catch.
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15...Àb4 16.Ãb3  0-0-0!?
The other, seem ingly more sub tle
move or der turns out to be worse:
16...Õg8 17.a3  0-0-0!? 18.Ãf7!! 

._Mt._T_
d._L_B_J
J_._.j._
_Jl._._.
.s._._._
i._.iN_.
._._.iIi
r.bQ_Rk.

._Mt._T_
d._L_B_J
J_._.j._
_Jl._._.
.s._._._
i._.iN_.
._._.iIi
r.bQ_Rk.

anal y sis di a gram   

In this po si tion, re mind ful of Nunn-
 Wang Hao in Am ster dam 2006,
Black has three bishop moves, nei -
ther of which prom ises equal ity:
 A) 18...Ãh3 (18...Õg2? 19.®g2
Ãh3 20.®h3 Õd1 21.Ãe6! Õd7
22.Õd1ê) 19.Ãg8 Õd1 20.Õd1
©g7 21.Àh4 ©g8 22.ab4! with a
strong at tack; 
 B) 18...Ãf5 19.©b3!? Õd3
20.Ãg8 (20.ab4?! Õb3 21.Ãb3
Õg2! 22.®g2 ©g7 23.®h1 Ãe4
24.Ãd1 ©g4 25.bc5 Ãf3 is a draw
by per pet ual) 20...Õb3 21.Ãb3
Àd3 22.Õd1 Ãe4 23.Àe1 also
with in ter est ing at tack ing chances;
 C) 18...Ãg4! 19.Ãg8 (19.©b3
Õd3!) 19...Õd1 20.Õd1 ©g7!
21.Ãb3 Àc6 (21...Ãf3?? 22.Ãe6
®b8 23.Õd8 ®c7 24.Õd7) 22.®f1
and White is rather better.
17.Ãa3! Ãh3 18.©c1! Õhg8

._Mt._T_
d._._J_J
J_._.j._
_Jl._._.
.s._._._
bB_.iN_L
I_._.iIi
r.q._Rk.

._Mt._T_
d._._J_J
J_._.j._
_Jl._._.
.s._._._
bB_.iN_L
I_._.iIi
r.q._Rk.

19.©c5!?
Great! Still, more prom is ing may
have been the ex change sac ri fice

19.g3, which Black can not ac cept:
19...Ãf1? 20.Ãb4 Ãc4 21.Ãc4ê.
19...©c5 20.Õac1 Ãg2
20...Õg2 21.®h1 ©c1 22.Õc1
®b7 23.Ãb4 Õf2 24.Àd4 is OK
for Black, dixit Rybka, but White’s 
minor pieces look quite strong.
21.Õc5 ®b8?!
Problematic for White would have
been 21...®b7!, as after the liq ui -
da tion 22.Àg5 (slightly better is
22.Õg5! Ãf3 23.Õg3) 22...Àd3
23.Õd1 Ãf3 24.Õd2 Àc5 25.Õd8
Black can play 25...Õg5 as his king 
is not in check now.
22.Àg5! Àd3 23.Õd1 Ãe4
Now 23...Àc5 fa vours White on
ac count of the zwischenschach:
24.Õd8 Õd8 25.Ãc5.
24.f3!
Re turn ing ma te rial to free his king. 
In stead, White could have com pli -
cated with 24.Ãc2. How ever,
Black has a fan tas tic al ter na tive to
24...Àc5 here: 24...Õd4!!

.m._._T_
_._._J_J
J_._.j._
_Jr._.n.
._.tL_._
b._Si._.
I_B_.i.i
_._R_.k.

.m._._T_
_._._J_J
J_._.j._
_Jr._.n.
._.tL_._
b._Si._.
I_B_.i.i
_._R_.k.

anal y sis di a gram  

Keep ing the white knight pinned
as well as pre vent ing the check...
on d8! So 25.ed4 (25.®f1 Àc5
26.Õd4 Ãc2 27.Àf7 Õc8=)
25...Àc5 26.dc5 Ãc2 27.Õd7 Õg5
28.®f1 a5 with a prob a ble draw.
24...Ãf3 25.Õd3 Õd3 26.®f2
Ãb7?!
Grant ing your en emy the bishop
pair in an open end game is not of ten 
a good idea. Black could have
forced the ex change of one with
26...Ãd1!, when he is n’t worse.
27.Àf3 Õc8?! 28.Õc8 ®c8
29.Ãb4 Ãf3?
Better was the di rect 29...Õd7!. In
time-trou ble more mis takes are

made, White mak ing the last- but-
 one.
30.®f3 Õd7 31.Ãc2?!
31.Ãc3!.
31...h6??
With 31...Õd5! Black could still
fight.
32.Ãf5 1-0

A Bad Sur prise
a let ter by Jacopo Negri

FR 11.4 (C19) YB 68, 82

Hav ing read Istvan Almasi’s
Survey in Year book 82 I could n’t
wait to test his sug ges tion in one of
the fea tured games, and in the 57
Ital ian Cor re spon dence Chess
Cham pi on ship the op por tu nity
came.

Baiocchi,Giorgio
Negri,Jacopo
cr ch-ITA 2007

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Àc3 Ãb4 4.e5 
c5 5.a3 Ãc3 6.bc3 Àe7 7.©g4
 0-0 8.Ãd3 Àbc6 9.©h5 Àg6
10.Àf3 ©c7 11.Ãe3 c4 12.Ãg6
fg6 13.©g4 ©f7 14.Àg5 ©e8
15.h4 h6 16.Àh3 Ãd7 17.©e2
b5 18.g4 a5 19.h5 g5!?
Af ter the ‘nor mal’
20.f4 gf4 21.Àf4 Àe7
White followed the well-known
game Michiels-Dgebuadze, Wes -
ter lo ch-BEL 2004, with:
22.©d2
So with your sug ges tion on move
26 in mind I re plied:
22...b4!? 23.cb4 ab4 24.©b4
Àc6 25.©d2 ©d8 26.Àg6

T_.d.tM_
_._L_.j.
._S_J_Nj
_._Ji._I
._Ji._I_
i._.b._.
._Iq._._
r._.k._R

T_.d.tM_
_._L_.j.
._S_J_Nj
_._Ji._I
._Ji._I_
i._.b._.
._Iq._._
r._.k._R
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26...Õf3!?
in stead of 26...Õf7 in the
above-men tioned game Michiels-
 Dgebuadze. But now I got a bad
sur prise as my op po nent sent 
27.g5
...and af ter 27...hg5 pro posed
28.®e2!!

T_.d._M_
_._L_.j.
._S_J_N_
_._Ji.jI
._Ji._._
i._.bT_.
._IqK_._
r._._._R

T_.d._M_
_._L_.j.
._S_J_N_
_._Ji.jI
._Ji._._
i._.bT_.
._IqK_._
r._._._R

and Black is in big trou ble...
So I think the only move to keep
things go ing af ter 27.g5 is the
move I played: 
27...Àb4!? 
With the idea 28.®d1 Àc2!
29.®c2 Ãa4 30.®c1 Õb8 31.gh6
Õb3.
My op po nent re plied 
28.©b4 Õe3 29.®f2 
...and my next move will be: 
29...Õe4
The idea is 30.Õag1 Õb8 31.©d2
c3 32.©c3 Õc8 33.©d2 Ãb5.
Jacopo Negri
Monte Urano, It aly

Queen Moves to Elite Level
by A.C. van der Tak

RL 6.2 (C63) YB 73, 82

There is some news re gard ing
4.d3 as a way to com bat the
Jaenisch/  Schliemann Vari a tion of 
the Ruy Lopez, which was dealt
with in Year book 73.
Firstly, af ter 4...fe4 5.de4 Àf6
6. 0-0 Ãc5 7.©e2 d6 8.©c4 ©e7
9.Àc3 Ãd7 10.Àd5 Àd5 11.ed5
Àd4 12.Ãd7 ©d7 13.Àd4 Ãd4, a
cor re spon dence game has been
played with John Shaw’s rec om -
men da tion 14.a4. Rather dis ap -
point ingly, White’s ac tion on the
queenside did not yield anything.
In his book Play the Ruy Lopez
An drew Greet, fol low ing Shaw
and Larry Kaufman, also rec om -
mends 4.d3 as the white rep er toire
move against 3...f5 and states:
‘This game shows that the po si tion 
is too sim pli fied for a di rect at tack
on the king to have re al is tic hopes
of suc ceed ing. My ad vice is to play 
on the kingside as well.’ He co mes
up with pos si ble im prove ments for 
White on move 17 and 19.
In stead of 9.Àc3 there is also the
sharp 9.b4!?. In the po si tion af ter
16.®f2, af ter a line which ap pears
to be forced, White should have
the better pros pects.

Cornejo,Wal ter
Fernandez,Giner
cr VIII CAAPE LADAC 2004

1.e4 e5 2.Àf3 Àc6 3.Ãb5 f5
4.d3 fe4 5.de4 Àf6 6. 0-0 Ãc5
7.©e2 d6 8.©c4 ©e7 9.Àc3
9.b4!? Ãe6 10.Ãc6 bc6 11.©a6
Ãb6 12.a4 Àe4 13.a5 Ãf2 14.Õf2
Àf2 15.©c6 ®f7 16.®f2 Õhf8
(16...h6 17.Àc3 g5?! 18.Ãe3
Õhf8 19.®g1 ®g7? 20.Àb5ê
Mader- Steil Antoni, Dresden
Ech-W 2007) 17.Ãg5 (17.Ãe3!?)
17...©d7 18.©d7 Ãd7 19.Àbd2
®g8 (19...®g6 Al Modiahki-El
Arabi, Bei rut 2000 – YB/73-95)
20.®g3 (20.Ãe3!? a6 21.®e2Ç)
20...Õae8 21.Õe1 Ãc6 22.Àe4?!
(22.c4!?) 22...Õe6 23.h4 h6

24.Ãd2 Õg6 25.®h3 Ãd7 26.®h2 
Õg4 27.Àf2 Õc4 28.c3 Ãc6
29.®g3 Õf6=ÿ Zufic- Ivic, Omis
open 2004. 9...Ãd7 10.Àd5 Àd5
11.ed5 Àd4 12.Ãd7 ©d7
13.Àd4 Ãd4 14.a4 a6 15.Ãe3
Ãe3 16.fe3  0-0-0

._Mt._.t
_JjD_.jJ
J_.j._._
_._Ij._.
I_Q_._._
_._.i._.
.iI_._Ii
r._._Rk.

._Mt._.t
_JjD_.jJ
J_.j._._
_._Ij._.
I_Q_._._
_._.i._.
.iI_._Ii
r._._Rk.

17.b4 J.Shaw – YB/73-95;
17.Õf3!? Õdf8 18.Õaf1 Õf3
19.Õf3Ç Greet. 17...Õhf8 18.b5
18.Õfb1 ®b8 19.©c3 (19.b5 a5
20.b6 Õc8 21.©d3 ©g4ÿ; 19.e4
Õf4 20.b5 a5 21.b6 Õc8=)
19...©f5 20.b5 ©f2 21.®h1 a5
22.©a5 ©e3 23.b6 cb6 24.Õb6
©c5=. 18...a5 19.b6 19.©h4!?
h6 20.©e4Ç Greet. 19...Õf1
20.Õf1 ®b8 21.bc7 ©c7
22.©b3 h5= 23.Õc1 g5 24.c4

½-½

It is worth not ing that 4.d3 with the
ma noeuvre ©d1-e2-c4 has now
also been played on elite level.
How ever, in stead of 10.Àd5
Carlsen opts for 10.Ãg5, when
Black seems to have less prob lems.

Carlsen,Magnus
Radjabov,Teimour
Porto Vecchio m 2007 (3)

1.e4 e5 2.Àf3 Àc6 3.Ãb5 f5
4.d3 fe4 5.de4 Àf6 6. 0-0 Ãc5
7.©e2 d6 8.©c4 ©e7 9.Àc3
Ãd7 10.Ãg5 a6 10... 0-0-0?
11.Àd5 ©f8 12.b4ê Jackova-
 Semenova, Frydek- Mistek 1997.
11.Ãc6 11.Ãf6 ©f6 12.Àd5 ©d8 
13.Ãc6 bc6 14.Àe3 ©f6 15.Õad1
a5 16.Àd2 a4 17.b4 ab3 18.ab3
Ãe6 19.©c3 Õa6â Obregon-
 J.M.Gil, Bue nos Ai res tt 2005.
11...bc6! 11...Ãc6 12.a4 (12.Àd5
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Ãd5 13.ed5  0-0 14.Àd2 ©e8.
15.Àe4 Àe4 16.©e4 ©h5 17.Ãe3 
Ãe3 18.fe3 ©e2= Werner- Schön,
Ger many tt 1990) 12...Ãa7
13.Àh4?! ©f7 14.©e2  0-0
15.Àf5 ®h8 16.Àg3 ©g6 17.Ãe3 
Ãd4ç Makka- Stiazhkina, Is tan -
bul Ech-W 2003. 12.Ãe3 12.Àa4
Ãa7 13.®h1 a5 14.©d3  0-0 15.c4
©e8â Pupke- Leisebein, cr 2004.
12...Ãe3 13.fe3

T_._M_.t
_.jLd.jJ
J_Jj.s._
_._.j._.
._Q_I_._
_.n.iN_.
IiI_._Ii
r._._Rk.

T_._M_.t
_.jLd.jJ
J_Jj.s._
_._.j._.
._Q_I_._
_.n.iN_.
IiI_._Ii
r._._Rk.

13...©f7â 14.Àd2 14.©b4  0-0
15.©b7 Õfc8â. 14... 0-0 15.©f7
®f7 16.Àc4 ®e7 17.Àa5 Õab8
18.Õab1 c5 18...Õf7!?. 19.a3
19.Àd5 Àd5 20.Õf8 Õf8 21.ed5=.
19...Ãb5 19...c6. 20.Õf3 Ãd7
21.Õff1 Õb6 21...c6. 22.Àc4
Õb7 23.Àa5 Õbb8 24.b4
24.Àd5=. 24...cb4 25.ab4 Õb6
25...c6. 26.Àd5 Àd5 27.ed5 Õf1
28.®f1 c6 29.dc6 Ãc6 30.c4
Ãe4 31.Õb2 ®e6 32.®e1 Õb8
33.b5 ab5 33...Õb6!?. 34.cb5
Õa8 35.Àc4 Õa4 36.Àd2 Ãb7
36...Ãg2!?. 37.b6 ®d7 38.Õc2
Ãc6 39.Õb2 Ãb7 40.Õc2 Õa1
41.®f2 Ãc6 42.Õb2 Õa8
43.Àc4 Õb8 44.Õd2 ®e7
45.Àd6 Ãd7?! 45...®e6=.
46.Àc4 Ãe6 47.Àe5 Õb6
48.Àf3 Õb8 49.h4 h6 50.Õd4
Õb2 51.Àd2 Õb5 52.g4 Õb8
53.Àf3 Õb3 54.g5 hg5 55.Àg5
Ãf5 56.Õf4 Ãg6 57.Àf3 Õb2
58.®g3 Õe2 59.Õg4 ®f6 60.®f4 
Õf2 61.Õg5 Ãc2 62.e4 Ãd1
63.Õf5 ®e7 64.®g3 Õe2 65.Õe5 
®f6 66.Õd5 Ãc2 67.e5 ®e7
68.Àd4 Õe3 69.®f2 Õd3 70.e6
g6 71.Õd7 ®f6 72.e7 ®f7
73.Õd8 ®e7 74.Àc6 ®f6
75.Õd3 Ãd3 76.®e3 g5 77.hg5
®g5 ½-½

Prob a bly the Schliemann is not yet 
ripe for the mu seum, but al most
three years af ter the Sur vey in
Year book 73, 4.d3 still looks like
an at trac tive op tion for White.

Neo-Archangelsk Brainbreaker
by Jose Luis Vilela

RL 12.6 (C78) YB 42, 46, 50, 71

From the re cent Aerosvit tour na -
ment, the sec ond-round game be -
tween Lenier Dominguez and
Alexey Shirov is quite rel e vant for
the the ory of the in creas ingly pop -
u lar Neo-Archangelsk (some times 
called the Møller Vari a tion). This
was Dominguez’s only de feat, af -
ter a very in ter est ing and dou -
ble-edged strug gle, where he
missed the pos si bil ity to gain the
up per hand at a cer tain point. Take
a look at this brainbreaker.

Dominguez,Lenier 
Shirov,Alexey 
Foros 2007 (2)

1.e4 e5 2.Àf3 Àc6 3.Ãb5 a6
4.Ãa4 Àf6  5.0-0 b5 6.Ãb3 Ãc5
7.a4 Õb8 8.c3 d6 9.d4 Ãb6
10.Àa3  0-0 11.ab5 ab5 12.Àb5
Ãg4 13.Ãc2
13.Õe1 is the other im por tant
branch here. The text re moves the
bishop from the b-file and pro tects
the e4 pawn.
13...Ãf3 14.gf3
14.©f3 is known to be harm less
for Black af ter 14...ed4 15.Ãg5 h6, 
J.Polgar-Shirov, Linares 1997.
14...Àh5

.t.d.tM_
_.j._JjJ
.lSj._._
_N_.j._S
._.iI_._
_.i._I_.
.iB_.i.i
r.bQ_Rk.

.t.d.tM_
_.j._JjJ
.lSj._._
_N_.j._S
._.iI_._
_.i._I_.
.iB_.i.i
r.bQ_Rk.

This is what can be con sid ered a
start ing point in this sub-vari a tion.
Black’s com pen sa tion for the
pawn lies in the weak en ing of
White’s kingside struc ture.
Whether it is enough or not is still
an open ques tion.
15.Ãe3
There are very few games in the
da ta bases with this line. The text
move is new in it self, al though the
real new fea ture in Dominguez’s
ap proach is that he does not play
the queeen’s rook to a4, but leaves
it on a1 instead.
A game Leko-Karjakin, Dortmund 
2004, con tin ued: 15.®h1 ©f6
16.Õa4 Àf4 17.Õg1 Àe7 18.Ãe3
Àeg6 19.Õg3 Àh5 20.Õg4 h6
21.Àa3 Àh4 22.Ãd3 Õa8 23.Õa8
Õa8 24.Ãe2 Àg6 25.Àc4 Àhf4
26.Ãf1 Õa2 27.©b1 Õa4 28.©d1
Õa2 29.©b1 Õa4 30.©d1 ½-½. 
15...©f6 16.®h1 Àe7 17.Õg1
Àg6 18.Õg4 Àhf4 19.Ãb3 c6
20.Àa3 d5 21.ed5 cd5 22.Àb5
©c6 23.Ãa4 f5 24.Õg3 e4 25.fe4

.t._.tM_
_._._.jJ
.lD_._S_
_N_J_J_.
B_.iIs._
_.i.b.r.
.i._.i.i
r._Q_._K

.t._.tM_
_._._.jJ
.lD_._S_
_N_J_J_.
B_.iIs._
_.i.b.r.
.i._.i.i
r._Q_._K

25...de4?!
A crit i cal mo ment. Shirov re mains 
faith ful to his sharp style and re -
captures with the d-pawn, which
yields him a dan ger ous pawn ma -
jor ity on the kingside, even if the
ope ning of the a2-g8 di ag o nal im -
plies se ri ous risks. Less risky and
de serv ing to be tested is 25...fe4.
26.d5? 
Dominguez bets, mis tak enly, on
the ad vance of his cen tral pawns.
This has the se ri ous draw back of
clos ing the a2-g8 di ag o nal, where
the white bishop could do much
harm to Black’s po si ti o n.
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In his brief com ments on the
webpage of the tour na ment, GM
Golubev men tions the fol low ing
vari a tion: 26.Àa7 ©d6 27.Àc6
Àd3 (try ing to pre serve the ex -
change gives White a com fort able
edge: 27...Õb7 28.©b3 ®h8
29.Àe5å) 28.Àb8 Õb8 (28...f4
29.Àd7!ê is also men tioned by
Golubev) 29.©h5 f4 30.Ãb3 ®h8
31.Õh3 h6 32.Õg1 fe3 33.Õg6
©f4 34.Õb6 Õf8!. This vari a tion
was ana lysed dur ing the post-mor -
tem by Shirov and Dominguez.
Amaz ingly, in this fi nal po si tion,
in spite of the huge ma te rial ad van -
tage, there is no way out to be seen
for White. But I would like to take a 
closer look at the line: af ter
30...®h8, in stead of 31.Õh3, White
has the much stron ger 31.Õg5!

.t._._.m
_._._.jJ
.l.d._S_
_._._.rQ
._.iJj._
_BiSb._.
.i._.i.i
r._._._K

.t._._.m
_._._.jJ
.l.d._S_
_._._.rQ
._.iJj._
_BiSb._.
.i._.i.i
r._._._K

anal y sis di a gram

with the deadly mate threat of
32.©h7 fol lowed by 33.Õh5.
Now, Black has no other re source
than to re treat with the knight
31...Àe7 (af ter 31...h6? the g6
knight would be en prise), af ter
which White can strengthen his
po si tion by 32.©f7, threat en ing
mate on g7.
Now Black has var i ous op tions to
de fend g7, but all of them are un -
sat is fac tory:
 A) 32...©h6 33.Ãf4 and White
is in con trol in spite of some ap par -
ent dan ger. For in stance, if
33...Àf2 34.®g2 Àd3 (34...©h3
35.®f2 ©f3 36.®g1ê; or
34...Àh3 35.Ãb8 ©g5
36.®h3ê) 35.Ãb8 ©g5 36.®h1
(mate in two is threat ened by
37.©f8 or 37.©e8) 36...h6

37.Ãd6 e3 and now sim plest is
38.Õa8 ®h7 39.Ãc2. In case of
33...e3 White plays 34.Ãb8 Àf2
35.®g2 ©g5 36.Ãg3ê. The
cap ture on f4 does not take Black
any where ei ther: 33...Àf4 34.©f4
Õc8 and now 35.Õg4 is enough;
 B) 32...g6 33.Õe5! (the rook
 enters Black’s po si ti o n with
devastating ef fect) Àf5 34.Õe6
©d8 35.Õb6! ©b6 36.Õa7 ©a7
(the only way to avoid mate)
37.©a7 Õb3 38.©f7! (dou ble
threat: check mate on f8 and cap -
ture of the rook on b3) 38...Õb8
39.Ãf4! Àf4 40.©c7 (again a dou -
ble threat, now de ci sive) Õb2
41.©f4 with a clearly win ning po -
si ti o n for White;
 C) 32...©f6 33.Õb5! fe3 34.fe3
©h6 35.Õf1 (threat ening 36.©f8.
Tak ing the knight would be er ro -
ne ous: 35.©e7? Àf2 36.®g2 ©h3
37.®f2 ©f3 38.®e1 ©e3 39.®d1
©d3 40.®c1 ©e3 41.®b1 ©d3
42.®c1 ©e3 and White can not
 escape the checks) 35...Àg8
36.Ãe6! when the strong threat of
37.Õb6 tips the bal ance de ci sively
in White’s fa vour;
 D) 32...Àg6 33.Õd5 (af ter this
move Black is not able to avoid the
ex change of queens) 33...©f8 (if
33...©c6 then sim ply 34.Õd7,
while in case of 33...©f6 34.©f6
gf6 35.Õb5 fe3 36.fe3 f5 37.®g2
f4 38.Ãd5 fe3 39.Ãe4 White’s su -
pe ri or ity in the end ing is clear)
34.©f8 Õf8 35.Ãc1 Àf2 36.®g1
e3 37.Ãc4 when White safely con -
trols the passed pawns and has a
win ning po si ti o n.
26...©f6 27.Ãb6 ©b6 28.©d4
©b7
In view of the precarious pro tec -
tion of the white king, Shirov pre -
serves the queen.
29.c4 Àe2 30.©a7 Àg3 31.hg3
©c8
The ad vance 32...f5-f4 is threat -
ened, with great dan ger for White.
32.©c7
Per haps 32.Àd6 was a better prac -
ti cal chance.
32...©a6 33.d6 e3! 34.fe3 ©a8
35.®h2 Àe5

A quicker fin ish was pro vided by
35...f4! 36.ef4 Õfe8î, as Shirov
him self has pointed out.
36.©c5 Àg4 37.®g1 ®h8
38.©d5 ©a5 39.©d4 Õbe8
40.b4 ©d8 41.Õa3 Õe4 42.©c5
Õe5 43.©d4 f4! 44.ef4
44.Ãd1 fg3! 45.©g4 Õef5 was
also with out hope, as Golubev in -
di cates. 
44...Õe1 45.®g2 ©e8 46.Ãd1
©h5 0-1
An en joy able, unor tho dox game,
where Shirov’s tac ti cal qual i ties
emerge once again. Prob a bly
25...de4?! will not be re peated, but
25...fe4 might be tested in the fu -
ture.

Clearly Worse
by Bogan Lalic

SL 1.3 (D30) YB 35

Here is a re cent game played in
Lon don which proves that
12.©a3?! is clearly worse than
12.Àc3, as two ear lier games,
Aronian-Radjabov, Antalya 2004,
and Bareev-Yusupov, Prague
2002, al ready in di cated. My nov -
elty on move 14 does not change
this as sess ment. My op po nent
made very good use of his
opportunity, so a draw was the op -
ti mal re sult for me in this game. 
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Lalic,Bogdan
Fowler,Simon
Lon don tt 2007 (5)

1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.Àf3 c6 4.e3
Ãd6 4...Àf6 5.Ãd3 Àbd7 6.b3!?;
6.Àc3 dc4 would trans pose to the
Meran Vari a tion. 5.Ãd3 f5 6.b3
Àf6 7. 0-0 ©e7 7... 0-0 8.Ãa3Ç
8.Ãb2  0-0 9.©c1 Àbd7 9...b6
10.Ãa3 Ãb7 11.Ãd6 ©d6 12.Àc3 
Àbd7 13.cd5! Àd5 (13...cd5
14.Àb5Ê) 14.Õd1 Õac8 15.Ãc4
À7f6 16.©b2 Õfd8 17.h3 Àc3
18.©c3 Àe4 19.©b2 c5? (¿
19...©e7Ç) 20.dc5 ©d1 21.Õd1
Õd1 22.®h2 Õc5 23.Ãe6 ®f8
24.Ãc4 b5 25.Ãe2 Õd6 26.Àd4
b4 27.Ãc4ê Ãd5 28.Àf5 Õf6
29.©e5 1-0 Ivanchuk- Nogueiras,
Ha vana 2007. 10.Ãa3 Àe4
11.Ãd6 ©d6 12.©a3?!
12.Àc3!? b6 13.Õb1! Ãb7 14.b4
Õac8 15.Àe2 ©e7 16.©b2 and
White was slightly better in
Rahman-Lodhi, Parsvnath 2007. 

T_L_.tM_
jJ_S_.jJ
._JdJ_._
_._J_J_.
._IiS_._
qI_BiN_.
I_._.iIi
rN_._Rk.

T_L_.tM_
jJ_S_.jJ
._JdJ_._
_._J_J_.
._IiS_._
qI_BiN_.
I_._.iIi
rN_._Rk.

12...c5! 12...©a3?! 13.Àa3Ç.
13.cd5 13.©b2 b6=; 13.dc5
Àdc5 14.Õd1 b6 15.Ãe2 Ãb7
16.b4 Àd7 17.cd5 ed5 18.Àd4 f4
with an at tack for Black,
Aronian- Radjabov, Antalya Ech
2004. 13...ed5 14.Õc1N 14.dc5
Àdc5 15.Ãe2 f4 16.ef4 ©f4 17.b4 
©f6 18.Àbd2 ©c3 19.©c3 Àc3
Bareev- Yusupov, Prague rapid m
2002. 14...f4!Å 15.Àc3í fe3
16.fe3 Õf3! 17.Ãe4 17.gf3??
©g6 18.®f1í Àe5!î;
17.Àe4!? de4 18.Ãc4 Õf7 19.Õf1
Àf6í 20.dc5 ©e7â. 17...de4!
17...Õe3? 18.Ãd5 ®h8 19.Õe1!
©f4 (19...Õc3?? 20.Õe8 Àf8
21.Õf1ê) 20.Àb5!å.

T_L_._M_
jJ_S_.jJ
._.d._._
_.j._._.
._.iJ_._
qIn.iT_.
I_._._Ii
r.r._.k.

T_L_._M_
jJ_S_.jJ
._.d._._
_.j._._.
._.iJ_._
qIn.iT_.
I_._._Ii
r.r._.k.

18.gf3 ef3 19.©b2 19.Àe4?
©e7î; 19...©e6î; 19.®h1?!
©e7! 20.dc5 ©e3 21.©b2 Àf6!
(ã 21...Àc5 22.Õe1 ©d4
23.Àd1!) 22.Õe1 ©c5ç. 19...cd4 
20.ed4 ©d4 21.©f2 ©g4
21...©f2 22.®f2 Àe5 23.®g3=.
22.©g3 ©d4T 22...Àe5 23.©g4
Ãg4 24.Àe4. 23.©f2 ©g4
24.©g3 ½-½

A Com plex Alekhine Line
a let ter by Her bert Nagel

AL 8.6 (B03)

In a cor re spon dence chess group
last year, in three out of five black
games the Argunov Vari a tion of
the Four Pawns Attack of the
Alekhine De fence ap peared on the
board.
In the games with Miethke and
Bobel my op po nents chose the un -
am bi tious 10.Àf3. I had no prob -
lems to equal ize, but I was not able
to gain any clear ad van tage.
With Joachim Walther, an in ter est -
ing game de vel oped af ter the am -
bi tious 10.d6. With 17...®b8 I
fol lowed a sug ges tion of Bur gess’s 
(The Com plete Alekhine) af ter a
sac of my queen for two mi nor
pieces. The aris ing po si tion is
highly com plex. Com puter pro -
grams (I only use Fritz6) fa vour
White due to the ma te rial plus, but
they un der es ti mate the long-term
pros pects of Black’s ini tia tive. A
hor ri ble blun der on move 32 put an 
end to the in ter est ing part of this
game.

Walther,Joachim
Nagel,Herbert
cr WT/M/1063 2006

1.e4 Àf6 2.e5 Àd5 3.d4 d6 4.c4
Àb6 5.f4 de5 6.fe5 c5 7.d5 e6
8.Àc3 ed5 9.cd5 c4 10.d6
The less am bi tious 10.Àf3 Ãb4
11.Ãc4 Ãc3 12.bc3 Àc4 13.©a4
Àd7 14.©c4 Àb6 15.©f4
(15.©b5 ©d7 16.©d7 Ãd7 17.d6
Õc8 18.Ãd2 Àc4 19.Ãf4 oc curred 
in Bobel-Nagel, cr 2006. Now I
played 15...Ãe6 to give my king an 
ac tive role on d7 and e6, and a
draw was reached on the 31st
move) 15...©d5 16. 0-0  0-0
17.Ãa3 Õd8 18.Àg5 Ãe6 19.Ãd6
h6 (19...Õac8 did not at tract me
be cause of the at tack against my
king via 20.Õad1 ©c4 (20...©a2
21.©e4 g6 22.©b7) 21.Õd4 ©a2
22.©e4 g6 23.©h4) 20.Àe6 ©e6
21.Ãc5 Õd5 22.Ãd4 Àc4? (better
was 22...Àd7 tar get ing the e5
pawn) 23.Ãa7! re sulted in a draw
in 29 moves in Miethke-Nagel, cr
2006.
10...Àc6 11.Ãf4 g5 12.Àe4 gf4
13.Àf6 

T_LdMl.t
jJ_._J_J
.sSi.n._
_._.i._.
._J_.j._
_._._._.
Ii._._Ii
r._QkBnR

T_LdMl.t
jJ_._J_J
.sSi.n._
_._.i._.
._J_.j._
_._._._.
Ii._._Ii
r._QkBnR

13...©f6 14.ef6 Ãe6 15.©h5
Ãd6 16. 0-0-0  0-0-0 17.Àf3 ®b8
18.®b1
18.Àd4 Ãd5 (18...c3 19.Àe6 cb2
20.®b2 fe6 21.Ãb5 Àe5
22.Õd4å) 19.Àf5 Ãc7 20.Àe7
Ãe4 21.Õe1 Õd4 22.Àc6 Ãc6º.
18...c3
18...Àb4!? 19.a3 (19.Àd4 Ãd5
20.®a1 Ãe4º) 19...À4d5 20.Ãc4 
Àf6 (20...Àc4 21.Õd5 Ãd5
22.©d5ê) 21.©h4 Àc4 22.©f6
Õhg8 23.Àg5ê.
19.Ãb5
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19.bc3 Ãc7 (19...Àa4 20.Õd3
Ãc7 21.®c2ê) 20.Ãb5 Àd5
21.Õd3 Àc3 22.Õc3 Õd5º.
19...Àb4
The di rect at tack 19...c2!? may be
best: 20.®c2 Àb4 21.®b1 Ãa2
22.®a1 À6d5 with in ter est ing
play.
20.bc3 À4d5
20...Àa2 21.Õd3 (21.®b2 was
played in 1999 in the cor re spon -
dence game Sperhake-De Luca:
21...Àd5? 22.Õd5 Ãd5 23.Õd1
Ãe6 24.Àd4ê) 21...a6
(21...Àd5 22.c4 Àac3 23.®a1
Àf6 24.©h4 Àfe4 25.Õc1 Àb5
26.cb5 and White is well co or di -
nated) 22.Àg5 Àd5 23.®a2 Àf6
24.Àe6 Àh5 25.Àd8 Õd8 26.Ãc4
did not ap peal to me.
21.Õc1
21.Õd3 a6 22.Ãa6 ba6 23.Àd4
Àf6 24.©a5 ®b7 25.Àe6 fe6
26.Õd6 Õd6 27.©e5 Õhd8 28.©f6 
Àd5º.
21...Õc8
21...Àf6!? is a com puter move that 
wins a pawn but wastes time:
22.©h4 Àfd5 23.Àd4 Àe3
24.Àe6 fe6 25.g3å.
22.c4 Àe3 23.c5 Ãf5 24.®b2
Af ter 24.®a1 Ãc5 25.a4 Õhd8
26.©f7 Àbd5 27.®b2 Ãb4
28.Àd4 Ãg6 Black has the ini tia -
tive; 24.©f5 returns the queen:
24...Àf5 25.cb6 ab6 26.Àg5 Õc1
27.Õc1 Õf8 28.Ãc4 Àe3 29.Ãb3
Õg8 30.Àf7?! Ãa3 31.Àe5 Õg2
32.f7 f3î.
24...Ãc5 

.mT_._.t
jJ_._J_J
.s._.i._
_Bl._L_Q
._._.j._
_._.sN_.
Ik._._Ii
_.r._._R

.mT_._.t
jJ_._J_J
.s._.i._
_Bl._L_Q
._._.j._
_._.sN_.
Ik._._Ii
_.r._._R

25.Õhe1
Af ter 25.©f7 the power of Black’s
mi nor pieces can be dem on strated

in an at tack on the king: 25...a6
26.Ãe2 Àa4 27.®b3 (27.®a1
Ãa3) 27...b5 28.Àg5 Õhd8!
29.Àe6 Àc2 30.Õc2 Ãc2 31.®c2
Ãa3 32.®b1 Õd2î; 25.g4 fg3
26.hg3 a6 27.g4 Ãg4 28.©e5 ®a8
29.Õc5 ab5 30.©e3 Õc5 31.®a1
(31.©c5?? Àa4) 31...Õhc8ç.
25...a6
25...Àbd5 26.Ãc4 Àb4
(26...Õhd8 27.Ãd5 Õd5 28.©f7
Ãg6 29.©e6 Õcd8 30.f7 Ãf8
31.©f6 Õ5d6 32.©c3 Àd5
33.©e5 Ãe7 34.©e7 Àe7
35.Õe7å) 27.©g5 Õc7 28.Õe3
Ãe3 29.Õc3 Ãe4 30.Ãb5 Õc3
31.®c3 Àa2 32.®b2.
26.Õe3 fe3
26...Ãe3 27.Õc8 Ãc8 28.Ãd3 Ãe6 
29.Àg5 Ãd4 30.®b1å.
27.©f5 ab5 28.®b3!
28.Õc5? Õc5 29.©c5?? Àa4;
28.©f4 ®a8 29.®a1; 29.Àd4
Ãa3î; 28.®a1 Õhd8 29.©e4
Àc4 30.a4 Àd6 31.©f4 ba4
32.©a4 Õe8î; 28.®b1 Àc4
29.h3 Õhe8î.
28...Àc4 29.a4 Ãd6
The al ter na tive was 29...ba4!?. I
wanted to play for the full point, so
this move was not my choice;
30.®a2 (30.®a4 Ãd6 31.Õc3
Õc6î) 30...Àd6 31.©f4 Õhe8
32.Õc5 Õc5 33.©d6 Õc7=.
30.®a2
30.ab5 Àa5 31.®b2 Ãa3 32.®a3
Õc1ç.
30...Õhg8

30...ba4? 31.©d3ê; 30...Àd2
31.Õc8 Õc8 32.©d3 Ãb4 33.ab5
(33.©e3 Õc2 34.®a1 Ãc3î)
33...Õc3 34.©f5 ®a7 35.Àd4å;
30...Õc5 31.©d7 (31.©d3 Õd8
32.ab5 Àe5 33.©e3 Õb5=)
31...Õc7 32.©b5 Õhc8Ç.
31.Õc2
31.g3 Àd2 32.Õc8 Õc8 33.ab5
Àf3 34.©f3 Ãc5 and here I pre fer
Black; 31.ab5 Õg2 32.Õc2
(32.®a1 Àb6 33.Õc8 Àc8 34.©e4 
e2ç) 32...Õf2 33.Õf2 ef2 34.Àd4
Ãh2 35.©f2 Ãe5â.
31...ba4 

.mT_._T_
_J_._J_J
._.l.i._
_._._Q_.
J_S_._._
_._.jN_.
K_R_._Ii
_._._._.

.mT_._T_
_J_._J_J
._.l.i._
_._._Q_.
J_S_._._
_._.jN_.
K_R_._Ii
_._._._.

32.Õc4??
A hor ri ble blun der. In cor re spon -
dence chess it is of ten due to a no -
ta tion error or a wrong po si ti o n in
the anal y sis. 32.©d3 Õg4 33.Õc4
Õgc4 34.©d6 ®a7 35.©d3 e2
36.©e3 Õ8c5 was equal.
32...Õc4 33.g3 Õgc8 34.Àe1
Õc1 35.©a5 e2 36.©d2 Ãe5
37.®a3 Õ8c3 0-1
Her bert Nagel
Vi enna, Austria

An Old Nut
a let ter by Mar tin Skjöldebrand

FR 5.4 (C12) YB 71

As an old-time MacCutcheon
player I en joyed the se ries of ar ti -
cles on the French by Glek and
Cebalo in Year book 70-72. Me and 
a club mate played a few blitz
games along the lines of
Ganguly-Hariharan, Calicut 2003
(YB 71) some time ago, wait ing to
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launch an idea sug gested there by
Cebalo on an un sus pect ing world.
In the cur rent SCT Open an op por -
tu nity arose when I met Erik
Blomqvist as Black. The game
may be of some the o ret i cal in ter est 
as an il lus tra tion of the sug ges tion
given to White’s 14th move. In -
stead of 12...Ãc6, Black gives the
b-pawn to de velop and sur round
the en emy rook. Blomqvist sac ri -
ficed the ex change.

Blomqvist,Erik
Skjöldebrand,Martin
Täby 2007 (4)

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Àc3 Àf6
4.Ãg5 Ãb4 5.e5 h6 6.Ãd2 Ãc3
7.bc3 Àe4 8.©g4 g6 9.h4 c5
10.Ãd3 Àd2 11.®d2 Ãd7
12.Õb1

Ts.dM_.t
jJ_L_J_.
._._J_Jj
_.jJi._.
._.i._Qi
_.iB_._.
I_Ik.iI_
_R_._.nR

Ts.dM_.t
jJ_L_J_.
._._J_Jj
_.jJi._.
._.i._Qi
_.iB_._.
I_Ik.iI_
_R_._.nR

12...Àc6 13.Õb7 cd4 14.cd4
©a5 15.®e3 Àb4 16.Àe2  0-0-0
17.Õb4 ©b4 18.©f3 Õhf8
This leads to a some what pas sive
po si tion, where Black thought it
nec es sary to sac a pawn to get ac -
tive piece play. A better try for an
ad van tage might be 18... ©e7 with 
the idea of hid ing the king on a8 if
al lowed. My sil i con mon sters sug -
gest that the text move is suf fi cient
for a roughly equal game, how ever.
19.c4 Ãc6 20.Õc1 ®d7 21.©f4
Õb8 22.©h6 ©e7 23.©f4 Õb2
24.cd5 Ãd5

._._.t._
j._MdJ_.
._._J_J_
_._Li._.
._.i.q.i
_._Bk._.
It._NiI_
_.r._._.

._._.t._
j._MdJ_.
._._J_J_
_._Li._.
._.i.q.i
_._Bk._.
It._NiI_
_.r._._.

From here on the com put ers sug -
gest go ing for the g2 pawn rather
than the one on a2. I was afraid of
get ting the bishop dis lodged by a
timely f2-f3, though.

25.Àc3 Ãc6 26.Àe4 ©b4
27.Àc5 ®e8 28.Õd1 Õa2 29.g4
©b2 30.©f6 Ãd5 31.h5 gh5
32.gh5 a6?
Time-trou ble. The idea is that
there is n’t a check on a6 when
Black tries to ex change rooks and
enter the back rank. Better was the
manoeuvre ...Õf8-g8-g4.
33.h6 Õa1 34.Õa1 ©a1

._._Mt._
_._._J_.
J_._Jq.i
_.nLi._.
._.i._._
_._Bk._.
._._.i._
d._._._.

._._Mt._
_._._J_.
J_._Jq.i
_.nLi._.
._.i._._
_._Bk._.
._._.i._
d._._._.

35.Ãa6?
Time-trou ble again. 35.Àa6!  wins 
due to the check. Now there are
perpetuals on the back rank.
35...©e1 36.®d3 ©d1 37.®c3
©a1 38.®c2 ©a2 39.®d3 ©b1
40.®d2 ©b2 41.®e3 ©c1
42.®d3 ½-½
Mar tin Skjöldebrand
Tyresö, Swe den
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