
Book Re views

The Way of the Jackal

Have you no ticed in re cent years
that there is a ten dency to name
off-beat open ings af ter an i mals?
The most re spect able of these, the
Hedge hog (in fact more of a con -
cept than one par tic u lar well-de -
fined open ing) got its name
be cause the row of pawns along
the third rank are (ap par ently) akin 
to the spines on a hedgehog’s back.
I sup pose that the ‘Hippo’ in volves
wal low ing in muddy shal lows, the
Snake in volves a slith er ing bishop
(...Ãf8-d6-c7-a5) and the Lion is
pretty sleepy un til ready to pounce.
In the early eight ies Nigel Povah
and friends at the fa mous Streat -
ham and Brixton Chess Club de -
vel oped the ‘Mon key’s Bum’
vari a tion (a quick Ãc4 and ©f3
against the Mod ern) but in this par -
tic u lar case the name was prob a bly 
de cided late in the eve ning at the
pub down stairs and should n’t be
taken too seriously.
The Jackal is a new one on me, but
some French play ers with good
mem o ries may re mem ber an ar ti -
cle in Year book 61 by Adrian
Skelton, the same au thor who pro -
duced the book let that I re view this 
time.
Why it’s called the Jackal I don’t
re ally know (as the au thor does n’t
go into the zo ol ogy) but I pre sume
how ever that who ever named it
had in mind ‘a cold-hearted killer’
rather than a ‘scav en ger’ or ‘plant
eater’!
In the real world, al though this ca -
nine hopes to down a ga zelle or
small wil de beest, in most cases it
of ten has to make do with much
smaller game and even re lies on in -
sects and plants for much of its in -
take.

In a chess tour na ment, as on the sa -
vanna, a closer look at the ‘Jackal
At tack’ re veals that al though it will 
rarely worry the big guys it may
prove treach er ous to some lit tle
‘fellas’. That’s the way of the
jackal.

Adrian Skelton
The Jackal Attack (and other
stories)
Pri vate pub li ca tion Jan u ary 2004
60 pages, pa per back

A pri vately-pro duced book let of
60 pages that cov ers a se lec tion of
lines in the Two Knights Vari a tion
of the French De fence.

The Jackal At tack, as called by the
Irish au thor, con cerns 1.e4 e6
2.Àf3 d5 3.Àc3 Àf6 4.e5 Àfd7
5.d4 c5 6.Ãg5.

TsLdMl.t
jJ_S_JjJ
._._J_._
_.jJi.b.
._.i._._
_.n._N_.
IiI_.iIi
r._QkB_R

TsLdMl.t
jJ_S_JjJ
._._J_._
_.jJi.b.
._.i._._
_.n._N_.
IiI_.iIi
r._QkB_R

It’s true that the ‘Two Knights’
Vari a tion of the French De fence is
not given much time by most au -
thors (Kalinin’s French De fence in
the ‘Teach Your self Chess Open -
ings’ se ries does n’t even men tion it 
for in stance!) but as the ex am ples
show in Skelton’s book - it can be
mighty vi cious if given a chance.
Adrian Skelton from North ern Ire -

238

by Glenn Flear

For more book information

we refer to our website:

www.newinchess.com

SSE
H

C 
NI 

WE
N



land is hardly a house hold name,
but if am a teurs have some thing
worth writ ing about... then why
should n’t they go into print!
If the il lus tra tive games are any -
thing to go by, then it seems that
Black can quickly get into trou ble
if un pre pared and some of the lines 
rap idly be come sharp and treach -
er ous. It also be comes ev i dent that
much of the tac ti cal feast is home
cooked with in gre di ents suc cess -
fully tested (or should that be
tasted!?) in local league chess.
When we start to in ves ti gate, it
soon be comes ap par ent that the au -
thor, in a very in di vid ual piece of
work, has pre ferred to go his own
way. Some lines that he pre sum -
ably found to be ‘fun’ are given a
full air ing whereas some times an
im por tant al ter na tive is ignored.

For in stance he dis misses 4...Àe4
in two lines whereas this may well
be per fectly play able.
1.e4 e6 2.Àc3 d5 3.Àf3 Àf6
4.e5 Àe4!?

TsLdMl.t
jJj._JjJ
._._J_._
_._Ji._.
._._S_._
_.n._N_.
IiIi.iIi
r.bQkB_R

TsLdMl.t
jJj._JjJ
._._J_._
_._Ji._.
._._S_._
_.n._N_.
IiIi.iIi
r.bQkB_R

Ec cen tric but not bad.
5.Àe2 Ãc5 6.d4 Ãe7 7.Àg3 c5
8.dc5
Af ter 8.c3 then 8...cd4 9.cd4 ©a5
is an noy ing.
8...©c7 9.Ãd3 Àc5  10.0-0 Àc6
11.Õe1 Àd3 12.cd3  0-0 13.Ãf4
©b6 14.Õb1 a5
Baker-Wil liams, Brit ish League
1997, with fair play for Black.

In fact the au thor does n’t apol o -
gize for an ap proach (it’s as if he’s
an nounc ing that ‘it’s my book and
I’ll do it my way!’) where he con -

cen trates on those lines that in ter -
est him and vir tu ally ig nores the
less in ter est ing stuff.

In such a short es say, the au thor ac -
knowl edges that he can not be ex -
haus tive and in deed he claims to
have ‘avoided heavy anal y sis’ as
he con cerns him self with an ‘il lus -
tra tive ap proach’ in each po si tion.
His aim has been to ‘ex plore ideas,
not to pro duce a bus-timetable’.

So the book let con tains some stim -
u lat ing ideas and a fair pro por tion
of to tally orig i nal con tent, for
which Mr.Skelton de serves credit.
How ever as the book let is so short
and he’s deal ing with an area ne -
glected by more fa mous the o re ti -
cians he could have done it with
more rig our. A few ex tra pages and 
he could have made this into a
proper ‘rep er toire against the
French’ style book, but as it stands
I fear that read ers will quickly tire
of miss ing pieces from the Jigsaw.

The proofs have been badly done
and (de spite it be ing an up date)
there are ty po graph i cal er rors and
in con sis ten cies ev ery where. The
au thor’s ar bi trary se lec tion of lines 
means that this is n’t by any means
a me tic u lous piece of sci en tific
anal y sis. The il lus tra tive games
are help ful up-to-a-point: OK,

Black can have prob lems, yes, but
the games are scrappy and low
level.
He does how ever add an orig i nal
note wor thy touch by in clud ing
draw ings and prints (some even by
youn ger rel a tives, pos si bly his
own chil dren). Not a bad idea re -
ally and more pleas ing to the eye
than just star ing at a blank space,
but noth ing to do with chess or
even jackals!
The main prob lem is that the
whole vari a tion does n’t con vince
me at all. The logic of putt ing the
bishop so quickly on g5 (forc ing
Black to com mit him self early)
rather than at some point later on
f4 (where it de fends the e5-point)
can be coun tered by 6...©b6, or by
6...©a5.
White has a lead in de vel op ment
but is soon con fronted with prob -
lems on his dark squares, es pe -
cially the poorly de fended e5- 
point. What is the bishop do ing on
g5 while the cen tre dis solves?
Search ing for tricks. Once the
right paths for the de fender are
more com monly known (they are
not dif fi cult to find in the work) the 
Jackal At tack starts to look a good
can di date for retirement.

Let’s briefly re view a cou ple of de -
fen sive ideas from the di a gram po -
si tion on page 236:
– 6...©b6 7.dc5 Ãc5
I’m not keen on the ar ti fi cial-look -
ing 7...©c5?! as White gets good
play af ter 8.Ãd3 (or 8.Àb5!?
Sadler) 8...Àc6  9.0-0 Àde5
10.Àe5 Àe5 11.Õe1 Ãd6 12.Ãe3
©b4 13.Àd5 ed5 14.Ãd4 f6 15.a3
©a4 16.b3 ©c6 17.f4, when
Skelton judges the po si tion as un -
clear, but I pre fer White slightly.
8.©d2 Àc6  9.0-0-0
Not 9.Àa4?! be cause of 9...Ãf2
10.©f2 ©b4.
If 9.Ãb5 Black can try 9...d4!? (or
9...Àd4 10.Àd4 Ãd4 11.Ãe3 Ãe3
with com fort able equal ity) 10.Ãc6
dc3 11.Ãd7 Ãd7 12.bc3 Ãc6 with
ex cel lent com pen sa tion for the
pawn.
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9...Àde5! 10.Àe5 Àe5

T_L_M_.t
jJ_._JjJ
.d._J_._
_.lJs.b.
._._._._
_.n._._.
IiIq.iIi
_.kR_B_R

T_L_M_.t
jJ_._JjJ
.d._J_._
_.lJs.b.
._._._._
_.n._._.
IiIq.iIi
_.kR_B_R

Black wins the e-pawn and now
var i ous White at tempts to thrash
about for com pen sa tion don’t
seem con vinc ing:
11.©e1
11.Àa4 ©b4 12.Àc5 ©c5 13.Ãe3
©c7 14.f4 does n’t look too great
af ter the calm 14...Àc6.
11.Àe4  0-0 12.Àf6 ®h8! 13.h4
Ãf2 14.Õh3. Skelton in Year book
61 says: ‘It’s un clear if White has
enough com pen sa tion for the sac -
ri ficed ma te rial.’ How ever, as this
line does n’t make the fi nal cut in
the 2004 edi tion I pre sume that
he’s de cided that White has n’t!
11...f6! 12.Àa4 ©b4 13.Àc5
©c5 14.Ãe3 ©c7! 15.f4 Àc4
16.©c3 b5
And Skelton readily ad mits that
Black ‘holds the ad van tage due to
the ex tra pawn’.

–  6...©a5
Seems to be com fort able and
avoids com pli ca tions.
7.Ãb5 a6 8.Ãd7 Ãd7
Or 8...Àd7  9.0-0. Here the only
move con sid ered by Skelton is the
risky 9...©b4!? (I pre fer the more
solid 9...b5 10.Àe2 Ãb7) 10.dc5
©b2 11.Àd5! which is rather dan -
ger ous for Black.
 9.0-0 Àc6 10.Õe1
Skelton con sid ers Black’s chances
to be rea son able af ter 10.Àe2 b5.
10...cd4 11.Àd4 Àd4 12.©d4
Ãc5 13.©g4
= Skelton, but af ter...
13...©b4
(! Flear) ...the bishop pair may al -
ready of fer Black the better of it.
14.©b4

14.Ãf4 ©b2 15.©g7 Õf8 16.Àe2
Ãb5â.
14...Ãb4 15.Ãd2 Õc8â

I liken this book let to a chil dren’s
book: pic tures and fun vari a tions,
but skimpy con tent and an un re al -
is tic plot that just does n’t bear up
to analysis.

Jan Pinski
The Two Knights Defence
Ev ery man (December 2003)
160 pages, pa per back

I re cently re viewed Pinski’s work
on The Four Knights (Year book
69, page 226), and now co mes The
Two Knights, so surely Ev ery man
will now have to com mis sion him
for the sec tion miss ing from the
for mer of these two: The Three
Knights!?

When I was young, my fa vour ite
open ing book was def i nitely
Estrin’s Two Knights De fence as I
loved all the tac ti cal pos si bil i ties.
It was just so un like any other
open ing. The sharper lines 4.Àg5
and 4.d4 were fre quently used
against me and I had pretty good
re sults and in ter est ing games.
Over the years other books on this
sub ject have come out but they’ve
never given me the buzz that

Yacob Estrin’s did. I sup pose it’s
like be ing nos tal gic for the Christ -
mas’s of yes ter year when we were
children.

An other prob lem with this open -
ing is that peo ple started switch ing
to 4.d3, so in stead of the most ex -
cit ing open ing strug gle in my rep -
er toire it be came one of the most
dull.

Pinski’s work ca ters for this
change by giv ing more space to
4.d3 (twenty pages whereas Estrin
gave it one para graph!) and this is
re flected in other sec tions where
Pinski has weighted his work to -
wards the most fash ion able lines.
In deed, over all Pinski drags this
an cient open ing into the mod ern
world. For the first time a book on
this sub ject makes it feel like an
open ing for now rather than the ro -
man tic era. Bal anced game ref er -
ences, com puter-aided anal y sis
plus well-founded stra te gic ex pla -
na tions give the Two Knights a
ma jor overhaul rather than just a
new coat of paint.

So the line 4.d4 ed4  5.0-0 is ap par -
ently met by 75% of GMs with
5...Àe4 so this gets the big gest
chunk of the chap ter. A shame as
5...Ãc5 (the in fa mous Max Lange
At tack) is given short change and
is thus the most dis ap point ing part
of the book for me. I have had so
many games in the main line (af ter
5...Ãc5 then 6.e5 d5 7.ef6 dc4
8.Õe1 Ãe6 9.Àg5 ©d5 etc.) that in 
one game I de cided to switch to the 
risky 6...Àg4 (rather than 6...d5) to 
sur prise a tricky op po nent. For my
pains, I lost a bad game and Pinski
even used it in his book. So yes it’s
a par tic u larly dis ap point ing sec tion 
for me!

The sub stan tial chap ter on the
Traxler Gam bit (which whether
you love it or hate it, won’t go
away!) uses some of the work from 
re cent New In Chess year books. I
sup pose some Traxler spe cial ists
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would have pre ferred more games
and will find some holes here or
there but this is a prac ti cal book for 
prac ti cal play ers and I feel that the
au thor has weighted this area
about right.

I liked his sec tion on Steinitz’s
9.Àh3!? which is a line that hith -
erto I’ve found hard to un der stand.
His ex pla na tions are quite good
here and I found it to be help ful. I
must ad mit that I’ve never un der -
stood why 9...g5 used to re ceive
such a lousy press.

T_LdMl.t
j._._J_.
._J_.s.j
s._.j.j.
._._._._
_._._._N
IiIiBiIi
rNbQk._R

T_LdMl.t
j._._J_.
._J_.s.j
s._.j.j.
._._._._
_._._._N
IiIiBiIi
rNbQk._R

Pinski nei ther and in deed he even
rec om mends it!

The au thor nat u rally calls upon
Georgy Timoshenko’s in-depth re -
port from Year book 66 on the Kiev 
theme tour na ment from Jan u ary
2003, where Black scored well,
and which did a lot to put the re -
cord straight.

Here’s a syn op sis of the rel e vant
play from this po si tion:
1.e4 e5 2.Àf3 Àc6 3.Ãc4 Àf6
4.Àg5 d5 5.ed5 Àa5 6.Ãb5 c6
7.dc6 bc6 8.Ãe2 h6 9.Àh3 g5
This move cre at ing a bind was se -
ri ously tested by some use ful
Ukrai ni ans in the afore-mentioned 
tour na ment. In most of the lines
be low, White had prob lems to
com plete his de vel op ment as he
lacks space.
10.d3 Õg8
This seems to of fer enough com -
pen sa tion, but al ter na tives are
prob a bly OK, e.g. 10...Ãg7
11.Àg1 (or 11.Àd2  0-0 12.Àg1
Õb8 13.Àb3 Õe8 14.Àf3 Àd5

15. 0-0 g4 Sergeev-Vysochin, Kiev 
2003 and space plus de vel op ment
are enough for the pawn) 11... 0-0
12.c3 Õb8 13.Àf3 Àd5 14. 0-0 g4
15.Àe1 f5¤ Timoshenko-
 Vysochin, Kiev 2003. White is a
long way from com plet ing de vel -
op ment but is fairly solid. Black
has ad e quate com pen sa tion ac -
cord ing to Pinski and I would have
to agree with him.
The old 10...g4 is play able but not
nec es sary as White will prob a bly
re treat his knight any way. 11.Àg1
Ãc5 12.Àc3 Õb8! (a num ber of
books just quote Gligoric giv ing
White an edge af ter the in fe rior
12...©d6 13.Àa4 (here the game
Babic-Gaberc, cr 1982, con tin ued
13...Ãb6 14.Àb6 ab6 15.h3 ©d5
16.hg4 and Black had a bad po si -
tion) 13.Àa4?! Ãf2 14.®f2 ©d4
re gain ing the pawn, as in
Keschitz- Zsinka, Budapest 1993.
11.Àc3
Or 11.Àg1 g4!? 12.c3 c5 13.Ãf1
Ãe6 14.Àa3 ©d7 15.Àc2 Àc6
16.Àe3 (Kosikov- Kruppa, Kiev
2003) and now 16...h5! (Flear)
yields ad e quate com pen sa tion.
11...Õb8 12.Àg1
12.b3?? loses to 12...Ãb4 13.Ãd2
©d4 14.Àa4 Ãd2, Timoshenko-
 Kruppa, Kiev 2003.
12...g4
Or sim i larly 12...c5 13.Àf3 Àc6
14. 0-0 Ãe6 15.b3 g4 16.Àd2 Àd4
17.Àde4 Àd7 18.Àg3 f5 19.f4
Ãd6¤ Kruppa-Sergeev, Kiev 2003.
13.Ãf1 c5 14.Àge2 Àc6
15.Àg3 Ãe6 16.Àge4 Àd7
Kosikov-Sergeev, Kiev 2003, and
Black has ideas such as ...Àd4 and
...f5 to keep up the bind.

I agree with Pinski that Black
seems to be in good shape, but the
lines have n’t been tested much
since and could per haps do with
some 2600+ in put.

He has a ten dency through out the
book to come up with some
slightly ec cen tric state ments at
times, see page 109 for in stance,
where on the same page we have

Steinitz turn ing in his grave and
Aaron Nimzowitsch be ing de -
scribed as ‘sec ond only to Wil -
helm Steinitz in the his tory of
chess the o re ti cians’. I’m not sure
ev ery one would agree with that
one but I do like... ‘One of the
hard est things in chess, and in life,
is to ad mit one’s own stu pid ity and
cor rect one’s mistakes.’
I knew I’d been go ing wrong
some where....

The style and tone is lively al most
‘chirpy’ and per haps pol ished by
the Ev ery man back-room boys it
co mes across as both in for ma tive
and good-hu moured.
He has his own views backed up by 
per sonal ex pe ri ence and the sum -
ma ries are clear and to the point.

If I com pare this to most books on
the Two Knights that have come
out in the in ter ven ing years since
Estrin’s 1971 edi tion I must ad mit
that this is pretty good.
So I thor oughly rec om mend it to
the main tar get area (am a teurs and
play ers up to 2300) but I’m sure
that even GMs would find some
sec tions use ful.
My main crit i cism is that if I was
writ ing the book I would have put
more in about the Max Lange At -
tack, but that’s be cause I’m one of
the 25% and proud of it!

Alex Raetsky & Maxim Chetverik
The Catalan
Ev ery man (2004)
192 pages, pa per back

An other Ev ery man pub li ca tion,
more East Eu ro pe ans and yet again 
a high level of Eng lish.
I don’t know if any one did any
trans lat ing or at least touch ing up
but I found it to be a pleas ant
smooth read.
The main dif fer ence be tween this
one and Pinski’s is that this is a
more ‘se ri ous’ book. The au thors
keep to com ment ing on what’s hap -
pen ing on the chess board rather
than who is turn ing in their grave!
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Raetsky and Chetverik are ob vi -
ously ex pe ri enced Catalaneers
whose own games pop-up from
time-to-time and have al ready
worked to gether on a 2001 Ger -
man book on the same open ing. If
you al ready own a copy of that one
(from only three years ago) you
may de cide that it’s not worth in -
vest ing in an other from the same
pair. How ever they do claim that
this is a ‘com ple men tary’ work as
there are dif fer ent rec om men da -
tions (rea sons of ‘style’ ap par -
ently) and this one is nat u rally
more ‘up-to-date’.

I have n’t seen any of their pre vi ous 
ef forts but the most no tice able as -
pect of their ap proach is an em pha -
sis on the very de tailed sum ma ries
and some what elab o rate in tro duc -
tions. They are par tic u larly good at 
ex plain ing the sig nif i cance of a
cer tain move-or der or small
differences in the set-up.
In stead of a gen eral over view we
get line-by-line scru tiny at both
ends of the chap ter. Again a symp -
tom of writ ing for a more ed u cated
read er ship. A good ex am ple is the
top i cal 4...dc4 5.Ãg2 Àc6 (chap -
ter 6) which is han dled ex pertly,
but will be mainly ap pre ci ated by
those al ready with Cata lan ex pe ri -
ence.

They con cen trate mainly on meet -
ing 4...dc4 with  5.Ãg2, as 5.©a4 is 
less in clined to give White any -
thing (yeah, that’s right, it’s pretty
dull) so that only gets one chap ter.
How ever it’s good to see 5.©a4
get ting at least a look in (in
Dunnington’s Win ning with the
Cata lan it did n’t) as it’s im por tant
to know how to han dle it from
Black’s point of view.

The book could prob a bly have
done with a lit tle more ba sic strat -
egy if it wanted to in ter est lower
ech e lons but the Cata lan is by na -
ture a so phis ti cated open ing so it’s
per haps no sur prise that the au -
thors are aiming high.

There’s one as pect of all works on
the Cata lan that I find frus trat ing,
and this is no ex cep tion. The au -
thors con cen trate their ef forts
from the stan dard tabiya that oc -
curs af ter 1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.Àf3
Àf6 4.g3, which seems to be stan -
dard practise.
How ever I be lieve that if one is go -
ing to play the Cata lan then as a
rule one will also aim to fianchetto
the king’s bishop against the
Nimzo/Queen’s In dian move-or -
der i.e. 1.d4 Àf6 2.c4 e6 to be met
ei ther by 3.g3.
Al though I noted that the au thors
men tion pos si ble trans po si tions
(to the Bogo-In dian with ...Ãb4 or
the Eng lish open ing with 3...c5
and so on) be fore ex plain ing that
they are not cov ered in the book, I
rather hoped for better. There are a
num ber of lines that don’t quite fit
into those open ings nor into the
Cata lan and are un for tu nately ne -
glected as a re sult. Cata lan prac ti -
tio ners are no doubt aware that a
high num ber of their op po nents try 
and avoid the stan dard lines with
alternative move orders.
A short chap ter on these neo-Cata -
lan lines would be help ful to play -
ers hop ing to con struct a rep er toire,
es pe cially as these sys tems gen er -
ally oc cur via a Cata lan move-or -

der. Here are some im por tant ones
that im me di ately come to mind:
Chetverik as White has had prob -
lems with the fol low ing line 1.d4
d5 2.c4 e6 3.g3 c6 4.Ãg2 dc4! 5.a4
e5! (or 5...Àf6 6.Àa3 e5!).
The Bogo-Cata lan with 1.d4 Àf6
2.c4 e6 3.g3 Ãb4 4.Ãd2 Ãe7
5.Ãg2 d5 is anal o gous to a Cata lan 
ex cept that White has the ex tra
move Ãc1-d2. An other Bogo-
 Catalan line starts as above but
var ies with 4...©e7 (in stead of
4...Ãe7). This has independant
sig nif i cance from the Bogo-In dian 
as af ter 5.Ãg2 Àc6 6.e3 White will 
de velop his king’s knight to e2
rather than f3.
Af ter 1.d4 Àf6 2.c4 e6 3.g3 c5, the
move 4.d5 does n’t sim ply trans -
pose to a Mod ern Benoni as there
is also 4...ed5 5.cd5 b5!?.
If in stead 4.Àf3 (Eng lish Open -
ing!?) then 4...cd4 5.Àd4 d5
6.Ãg2 e5 trans poses to a line cov -
ered in Moiseyev and Ravinsky’s
1984 Batsford work Cata lan
Open ing via the move or der 1.d4
Àf6 2.c4 e6 3.g3 d5 4.Ãg2 c5 etc.

I don’t want to be ‘picky’ as the
book is al ready 192-pages long,
well-writ ten and very in struc tive.
They are knowledgeable chaps
and have ob vi ously worked hard at 
a high qual ity book, but for com -
plete ness sake I wish that Cata lan
books would give at least a ba sic
ren der ing of these lines.

I think that the ma jor ity of New In
Chess read ers would be pos i tive
about this book de spite it be ing
more high-browed than most Ev -
ery man pub li ca tions. I will cer -
tainly use it my self to im prove my
dis mal re sults against g2-g3 and
over all I give the book a clear
thumbs up.

How ever re mem ber that it’s not
such a great buy for less-ex pe ri -
enced play ers want ing to start out
in the Cata lan or for those look ing
for a more com plete rep er toire
with g2-g3.
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