
Book Re views

Drawing the Line

When a book has been com mis -
sioned, one of the first de ci sions of
the pro spec tive au thor is to de cide
ex actly what he’s go ing to be writ -
ing about! Now a days da ta bases lit -
er ally con tain mil lions of games
and with so much ma te rial avail -
able it’s be come im prac ti cal to be
ex haus tive. The au thor must de cide 
if he will cover the whole open ing,
or con cen trate on just the fash ion -
able lines? Maybe he pre fers a rep -
er toire ap proach? If he likes go ing
into great de tail, then per haps he
should cover just a sub-vari a tion fa -
voured by a world cham pion?

A good ex am ple of the ex po nen tial 
de vel op ment of open ing the ory
con cerns the Najdorf. Over the
years there have been a sig nif i cant
num ber of Batsford books on the
sub ject in clud ing Mi chael Stean’s
in 1976, Nunn with Stean re -
vamped the work in 1982 (98%
new ma te rial from the for mer edi -
tion ac cord ing to Nunn) and then
in 1988 Batsford pub lished
Najdorf for the Tour na ment Player
this time by John Nunn alone.
Eight years later it was de cided to
split the sub ject into two, the first
of which, John Nunn’s 1996 book
The Com plete Najdorf: 6.Ãg5,
was 320 pages long. Un der stand -
ably tired by his la bours he called
in Joe Gallagher to help him with
cov er age of the rest and in 1998
The Com plete Najdorf: Mod ern
Lines was born. In the in tro duc tion 
writ ten by Gallagher he did men -
tion that the ‘up date’ of Nunn’s
1988 work in volved ex pand ing the 
rel e vant area from 95 to 336 pages.
Now it seems some parts of this
leg end ary vari a tion have at tracted

spe cial in ter est, par tic u larly those
where White puts his bishop on e3
and f-pawn on f3 i.e. the fash ion -
able Eng lish Attack.
In 1988, John Nunn’s chap ter
‘6.Ãe3: Other Lines’ cov ered 8
pages, 6...Àg4 was given just one
game ref er ence and 6.f3 did n’t
even get that!
In 1998 Joe Gallagher cov ered the
Eng lish At tack in 30 pages and
6...Àg4 in 17 whereas 6.f3 was
men tioned only as a transpo si ti -
onal move.
In 2004 we have whole books
com ing out giv ing great de tail on
an Eng lish At tack-based rep er -
toire for White. What next I won -
der?

Writ ing a book then in volves de -
cid ing on the vari a tions to cover
and which to ig nore, fol lowed by
des ig nat ing the lines which merit
ex tra de tail and those which re -
quire only a lighter touch. Is the
book go ing to be rep er toire-based
or com pre hen sive? How de tailed
are the sub-vari a tions go ing to be
and how much room should there
be for game quo ta tions and
original analysis.
From the tens of thou sands of
games played in an open ing only a
hand ful make the fi nal cut and are
used by an au thor to il lus trate a key 
line. So it’s clearly an im por tant
skill to de cide which ones are rel e -
vant and which can be ignored.
The au thor has to draw the line
some where and some au thors seem
better than oth ers at this fun da men -
tal task!

The au thors of the off beat King’s
In dian de cided to deal in de tail
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with four White sys tems and ig -
nore all oth ers, whereas Nigel
Davies in the Dy namic Réti out -
lines a rather in di vid ual rep er toire
based on Àf3 and c4. He found it
con ve nient to in clude some lines
that are re ally in the grey-area be -
tween the Réti and the Eng lish, but
on the other hand to miss out great
chunks of what is tra di tional
Réti-territory.
Jeroen Bosch (with a lit tle help
from here and there) has con tin ued 
with a suc cess ful for mula and pro -
duced SOS-2. Here the open ing
ideas are a col lec tion of short sharp 
sur prises to be quickly learned and
put into prac tise (and in some
cases just as rap idly dis carded!?)
to keep op po nents guessing.

Nigel Davies
The Dynamic Réti
Ev ery man 2004
144 pages, pa per back medium

I have to be hon est: This was n’t the 
book that I ex pected.
I ex pected a book to cover what I
think of as the Réti Open ing,
whereas it’s ac tu ally a plan-based
rep er toire based on play ing 1.Àf3
and 2.c4.
By ‘plan-based’ I mean that Nigel
has priv i leged gen eral de vel op ment 
plans whilst lim it ing game ref er -
ences and su per flu ous vari a tions to
a min i mum. He is not aim ing to in -

clude ev ery last nu ance, nor search
for the lat est games (e.g. only 4 of
the 65 com plete games are from
2000 on wards).
His tar get area is the club player
want ing a straight for ward way of
avoid ing main stream the ory.
The chap ter head ings are symp -
tom atic of the book: Orig i nal,
clear but some what sim plis tic.
The au thor’s own names for the
chap ter head ings are an ex cel lent
idea as the struc ture of the book at
once be comes clear and log i cal.

Flank open ings are a tough sub ject
for many play ers and Nigel has
found a way to make this dif fi cult
area accessable to the masses.
Here in The Dy namic Réti it’s less
rel e vant what your da ta base and
mem ory come up with, but how
you ap ply log i cal sen si ble de vel -
op ment plans. So those fed on ra -
zor-sharp Najdorf or King’s In dian 
the ory may not find this book to
their taste!
Trans po si tions, move-or der strat -
egy and so phis ti cated plans are an
as pect that can be baf fling, so
Nigel has found a happy me dium
be tween de tail and sim plic ity that
will suit many.

There have n’t been many books on 
the Réti. I have Batsford’s 1982
work by Viacheslav Osnos which
deals with 1.Àf3 d5 in 88 pages.
The book lacked ex pla na tion and
was at times hard to nav i gate but
did cover some ar eas that Davies
omits.
Khalifman’s sub stan tial four vol -
ume work deal ing with Kramnik’s
‘rep er toire’ start ing with 1.Àf3
has been called upon by Davies but 
only a few ar eas would be rel e vant.

De spite the ti tle, most of Nigel
Davies’s book ac tu ally trans poses
to lines that in ECO start with 1.c4.
So I con sider the ma te rial to be re -
ally hy brid Réti/Eng lish ter ri tory
apart from Chap ters 4 & 5 which
arise uniquely from the Réti
move-order.

The open ing moves 1.Àf3 d5 2.g3
con sti tute an im por tant area that
Nigel has cho sen to ig nore. As an
ex am ple, in my own games of re -
cent years, af ter 1.Àf3 d5, only 15
op po nents have played 2.c4
whereas 40 have pre ferred 2.g3.
So The Dy namic Réti’s rel e vance
for play ers of the Black pieces is
debatable.
As Nigel re cently wrote a book on
the Grünfeld, I’m sur prised that he
did n’t want to take the op por tu nity
to dis cuss the re versed Grünfeld
(1.Àf3 d5 2.g3 c5 3.Ãg2 Àc6
4.d4).
I pre sume that he had to draw the
line some where and (to be fair)
even when cov er ing only part of
the Réti with lim ited de tail he’s
still able to fill a fair-sized book of
144 pages.
 
The Ev ery man for mula of us ing
com plete games to high light and
il lus trate the ma te rial is well-
 suited to this style of book and the
fact that many of these are old clas -
sics does n’t mat ter. I would have
pre ferred the au thor how ever to
have been more rig or ous in point -
ing out better defences for Black in 
a number of cases.

This book is an ex cel lent foun da -
tion for club play ers in tend ing to
play in this man ner with White
pieces. But it won’t suit ev ery one.
Stron ger play ers and those meet -
ing the Réti will not be fully
satisfied.

Krzysztof Panczyk & Jacek Ilczuk
Offbeat King’s Indian
Ev ery man 2004
176 pages, pa per back me dium

At Ev ery man they like the word
‘off beat’. One of my own Ev ery -
man books even used this lit tle
word that seems to mean ‘Frankly,
we’re not deal ing with the main
lines and we’ve got to call it some -
thing...’.
The off beat King’s In dian deals
with four ‘not-so-off-the-beaten-
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 track’ vari a tions that White can
play: 5.Àge2, 5.Ãd3, 5.h3 and
Averbakh’s 5.Ãe2 0-0 6.Ãg5.
I’ve played three of the four my self 
over the years and this sort of book
suits oth ers such as my self i.e.
those who are of ten look ing for an
ef fec tive sys tem to coun ter the
King’s In dian but can’t be both -
ered to learn the Clas si cal,
Sämisch or Fianchetto lines.
Panczyk and Ilczuk have hit on a
niche-area that judg ing from 176
well-de tailed pages and lots of big
names is fairly sig nif i cant. I don’t
know of any books cov er ing these
sys tems in the re cent past so well
done chaps, even with out a great
re view King’s In dian play ers will
just have to buy it!

The Pol ish au thors have worked on 
Eng lish-lan guage books be fore
and their use of my na tive tongue is 
now highly com pe tent, so much so
that I could n’t find any prob lems
with it at all. It’s very read able both 
from that point of view and with
their ef forts to in clude plenty of
log i cal explantions even in the
more forc ing lines.
I think they have man aged to put in 
a suf fi cient num ber of ref er ences
(they too claim to have had to sub -
stan tially con dense the ma te rial to
get it into one vol ume) to make this 
a worth while book for stron ger
play ers with out go ing over the top.
They in clude some use ful home
anal y sis where re quired and are
gen er ally not too bi ased for White.
 
Now for the neg a tive stuff as I have 
a few res er va tions about their
work.
Some of their con clu sions and
logic did n’t con vince me and may
leave some read ers con fused.
Their chap ter in tro duc tions and
sum ma ries are a lit tle too light -
weight for com fort which may be a 
prob lem for more mod est read ers
and their choice of il lus tra tive
games may not al ways tell the full
story that well.
Here’s a cou ple of ex am ples from

the chap ter on the Averbakh Sys -
tem with out ...c7-c5.

Game 58 on page 130
1.d4 Àf6 2.c4 g6 3.Àc3 Ãg7
4.e4 d6 5.Ãe2  0-0 6.Ãg5 Àa6
Their sum mary at the end of the
chap ter is straight to the point:
‘Black’s best plan is def i nitely
6...Àa6 with out ...h6 ...’ How ever
they don’t elab o rate which is a
shame as their notes to the games
con cern ing 7.h4 and 7.©c2 don’t
nec es sar ily make a con vinc ing
case for 6...Àa6! To fur ther
muddy the wa ter it seems that the
move ...h6 seems im por tant for
Black in a num ber of lines. 7.©c2
A move (as so ci ated with Uhl -
mann) not men tioned in ECO and
yet acording to the au thors lead ing 
to an ad van tage in all lines! 7...h6
All four al ter na tives lead to a
White edge ac cord ing to the au -
thors, see page 130.

T_Ld.tM_
jJj.jJl.
S_.j.sJj
_._._.b.
._IiI_._
_.n._._.
IiQ_BiIi
r._.k.nR

T_Ld.tM_
jJj.jJl.
S_.j.sJj
_._._.b.
._IiI_._
_.n._._.
IiQ_BiIi
r._.k.nR

8.Ãe3! 8.Ãf4 c5 (the au thors also
sug gest 8...Àb4!? as of fer ing
‘healthy counterplay’) 9.d5 e6
10.de6 Ãe6 11.Õd1 Àb4 12.©b1
Bönsch- Gallagher, Ger man Bun -
desliga 2002/03, and now Hazai
sug gests 12...©a5! 13.Àf3 Àg4
 14.0-0 Àe5 with an un clear po si -
tion. 8...e5 9.de5 de5 10.Õd1 ©e8
11.Àf3 Àg4 12.Ãc1 f5  13.0-0 Àb4 
14.©b3 Àc6 Uhlmann- Gallagher, 
Dresden Zonal  1998, and now the
au thors rec om mend 15.c5! rather
than 15.Ãe3 15...®h7 16.Ãb5 as
yield ing an edge. This seems right. 
16...a6 If 16...Ãe6 then 17.©a4 a6
18.Ãc6 ©c6 19.©c6 bc6 20.ef5
gf5 21.Õfe1 is un pleas ant for

Black. 17.Ãa4 Õb8 18.Õfe1 Ãe6
18...b5 19.cb6 cb6 is du bi ous be -
cause of 20.Ãc6 ©c6 21.h3.
19.©a3 With some pres sure.

Game 57 on page 127
1.d4 Àf6 2.c4 g6 3.Àc3 Ãg7
4.e4 d6 5.Ãe2  0-0 6.Ãg5 Àa6
7.h4

T_Ld.tM_
jJj.jJlJ
S_.j.sJ_
_._._.b.
._IiI_.i
_.n._._.
Ii._BiI_
r._Qk.nR

T_Ld.tM_
jJj.jJlJ
S_.j.sJ_
_._._.b.
._IiI_.i
_.n._._.
Ii._BiI_
r._Qk.nR

The au thors’ main game con tin ues
7...c5 which they con sider risky
and so they rec om mend 7...e5. Un -
for tu nately their pre ferred line
with 9...h6! (see be low) is not well
pre sented as it’s hid den from view
un less one scru ti nizes the notes
very care fully. 7...e5 7...c5 is cer -
tainly ‘risky’, but is it re ally in fe -
rior? 8.d5 Àc7 9.©d2 e6 10.h5
ed5 11.ed5

T_Ld.tM_
jJs._JlJ
._.j.sJ_
_.jI_.bI
._I_._._
_.n._._.
Ii.qBiI_
r._.k.nR

T_Ld.tM_
jJs._JlJ
._.j.sJ_
_.jI_.bI
._I_._._
_.n._._.
Ii.qBiI_
r._.k.nR

Black’s best may be the mod est
11...a6! (pre par ing ...b5) 12.©f4
(12.Ãh6 b5 13.Ãg7 ®g7 14.hg6
fg6 15.Àf3 bc4  16.0-0-0 ®g8
17.Ãc4 Ãg4ì Zakharevich-
 Kokarev, Rus sian Cham pi on ship,
Mos cow 1999, led to a Black win)
12...b5  13.0-0-0 Àce8 14.cb5 ©a5 
with counterplay, Kachiani-
 Vökler, Ger many Bundesliga
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1998/99. 8.d5 c6 9.h5 h6! With a
rea son able game for Black. This
timely re source is why 7.©d2 is
the main move against 6...Àa6.
Black has some prob lems af ter
9...cd5 10.cd5 Àc5 11.b4 Àcd7
12.h6 Ãh8 13.Àf3 ©b6 14.a3
Àg4  15.0-0, as Black ex pe ri enced
in the game Onischuk- Didishko,
Erfurt 1993. 10.Ãe3 cd5 10...g5
11.g4 Ãd7 12.f3 cd5 13.cd5 ©a5
14.Àh3 Àc5 15.Àf2 Àa4,
A.Petrosian-Wang Zili, Shenzhen
1992. 11.cd5 Àc5 12.©c2 ©a5
13.Ãd2 Ãd7 14.hg6 fg6 15.Õb1
©b6 16.Ãe3 a5 17.Àh3 Õac8
18.©d2 a4 19.f3 Àh5! Hauchard-
 Heb den, Cappelle-la- Grande 1998, 
with a dy namic po si tion for Black.

The in tro duc tion starts with some
his tory but is frankly a bit naff. The 
first page of which does n’t men -
tion the con tent of the book at all or 
the rea son why it was writ ten and
could have been lifted from any
other KID tome (p.s. I don’t like to
‘winge’, but I am paid to give an
hon est re view!).
How ever over all I have to say that
their work seems well re searched
and makes in ter est ing and in for -
ma tive read ing, if you take the
time to go through it care fully!
They’re good at find ing the crit i cal 
mo ments in games, but not nec es -
sar ily putt ing it across in a clear
man ner.

The Pol ish an a lysts claim to be
aim ing not just at club play ers but
stron ger more ex pe ri enced ones
who are look ing to change sys -
tems. In both cases they just about
hit the mark so it will be a use ful
hand book for play ers of var ied
strengths.
A book worth get ting if the sub ject
mat ter co mes up in your rep er toire
or if you’re look ing to try some -
thing new and se ri ous against the
King’s Indian.

Jeroen Bosch
Secrets of Opening Surprises,
Vol 2
New In Chess 2004
144 pages, pa per back

I try and be rea son ably ob jec tive in 
my re views. So here I go re view ing 
a work to which I con trib uted and
which is pub lished by my pay mas -
ters at New In Chess. So be fore
you have any doubts I can as sure
you that any con flict of in ter est is
pure co in ci dence, honest!

The pro cess of turn ing a suc cess ful 
col umn into a book is n’t new, but
New in Chess are now go ing fur -
ther. An up grade into a reg u lar se -
ries of twice yearly pub li ca tions
shows just how pop u lar Jeroen
Bosch’s SOS con cept has become.
In a way it’s a log i cal de vel op ment
of chess the ory: As main lines be -
come better known, it’s harder to
fool an op po nent with the pre dict -
able stuff, hence there is a real
need to test op po nents in sit u a tions 
where they are less familiar.
Jeroen Bosch un der stands this
and has made his mark dig ging
up test ing side lines. The the ory is 
in vari ably less-well de vel oped
and so there is less to learn,
which is just as well be cause
some of these ideas should n’t be
played too of ten! Sur prise-value
is prized more highly than any
ob jec tive merit and there’s em -
pha sis on the mis chie vous plea -
sure in play ing an odd-look ing

move that’s ac tu ally quite awk -
ward to meet. The idea of in duc -
ing the same ex pres sion of shock
and hor ror out of an op po nent as
that to be found on the cover is
sim ply too tempt ing!

For those who are al ready SOS-ad -
dicts I should point out that there
are some no ta ble dif fer ences be -
tween this and the pre vi ous
volume.
Jeroen Bosch is only hu man (and
as such only has a cer tain num ber
of cards up his sleeve!) and this
time has pru dently del e gated the
task of pro duc ing 12 of the 16 sur -
veys to oth ers. 
I liked his new ad di tion called
‘SOS files’ which is a brief re view
of de vel op ments from pre vi ous
SOSs. How ever I would have pre -
ferred this to have been more sub -
stan tial, al though I imag ine that
this chap ter will in deed ex pand in
the fu ture as there will be more
sur veys to keep track of as the
num ber of volumes increase.
I was slightly sur prised that de -
spite the in clu sion of his ‘SOS
files’ the book is much shorter than 
Vol 1.
This is for a cou ple of rea sons:
Gone are the two mega-sur veys
(they were frankly too de tailed to
fit com fort ably into the SOS for -
mula) and a new com pact print ing
style has tight ened up the pre sen ta -
tion.
The qual ity of the con tent is what
will be re mem bered, not the num -
ber of pages, and here with con tri -
bu tions from some big-names I’m
sure those who en joyed the first
book will find this one to their taste 
as well.
Bosch is now con sid ered to be the
‘ed i tor’ al though he re mains the
‘au thor’ of more than a quar ter of
the book. His in flu ence is strong as 
he has endeavoured to keep the
sur veys of man age able length and
even in those ar ti cles that aren’t his 
own his in for mal but savvy style is
om ni pres ent and makes the whole
pack age an en joy able read. I
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should also point out that he was
the real in spi ra tion be hind my own 
sur vey and was prob a bly in stru -
men tal in mo ti vat ing the other
guys to work for him.

The down side to these ideas is that
they have a lim ited shelf life and
might be better con sid ered as
one-offs. A good ex am ple can be
found on page 82 where
Reinderman ad mits in his post-
 sscript that when he tried out the
idea in Chap ter 10 on the ICC he
came up with a prob lem.
The sur veys of ten lack the depth
and rig our that can be found in the
‘main line sur veys’ of the year -
books. Some typ i cal ex am ples of
the SOS’s lim i ta tions can un for tu -
nately be found from my own
contribution.
Al though Chap ter 16 on the Span -
ish with 3...g6 is one of the lon ger
ar ti cles, the au thor (in this case,
yours truly) has had to stream line
the ma te rial. So when Year book
ed i tor René Olthof tried it out in a
re cent game even be fore the book
was pub lished he was con fused af -

ter his op po nent played an old
move that did n’t make the fi nal
cut. So here’s what I should have
included...
 
1.e4 e5 2.Àf3 Àc6 3.Ãb5 g6
4.d4 ed4 5.Ãg5 Ãe7 6.Ãe7
©e7

T_L_M_St
jJjJdJ_J
._S_._J_
_B_._._.
._.jI_._
_._._N_.
IiI_.iIi
rN_Qk._R

T_L_M_St
jJjJdJ_J
._S_._J_
_B_._._.
._.jI_._
_._._N_.
IiI_.iIi
rN_Qk._R

Now af ter  7.0-0!? rather than
7.Ãc6, as on page 124, 7...Àf6
8.e5 then 8...Àh5! seems to be the
right move. Not 8...Àe5? 9.Õe1 or
8...Àg4 9.h3!å. For in stance,
9.Õe1  0-0 10.Ãc6 dc6 11.©d4
Ãf5 with un clear play in the game
Galdunts-Giorgadze, Podolsk
1989.

The other prob lem with play ing
the weird and won der ful is that
with such un der-ana lysed lines
one’s op po nent has scope to find a
new move over the board. Then the 
SOS in sti ga tor gets a taste of his
own med i cine! This I found to my
cost in a rapid game...

Zozulia,Anna
Radulski,Julian
Mar seille 2004 (9)

1.e4 e5 2.Àf3 Àc6 3.Ãb5 g6
4.d4 ed4 5.Ãg5 Ãe7 6.Ãe7
©e7 7.Ãc6 ©b4!? 8.c3 ©b2
9.©d4 bc6!  10.0-0 Ãa6

T_._M_St
j.jJ_J_J
L_J_._J_
_._._._.
._.qI_._
_.i._N_.
Id._.iIi
rN_._Rk.

T_._M_St
j.jJ_J_J
L_J_._J_
_._._._.
._.qI_._
_.i._N_.
Id._.iIi
rN_._Rk.

11.©h8 The most re cent and per -
haps crit i cal try is 11.Õe1! e.g.
11...f6 (af ter 11...©a1 then
12.©h8  0-0-0 13.©d4 yields a
strong ini tia tive for White)
12.Àbd2 ©b6 13.©a4 Ãb5
14.©a3 ©a6 15.©b2 Àe7 (if
15...d6?! then 16.e5 is dan ger ous
for Black) 16.c4 Ãc4 17.©f6 Õf8
18.©g7 Boudre-Flear, Bagnols-
 sur-Cèze 2004, and now af ter
18...Ãg8! (rather than the weak en -
ing and du bi ous 18...h5) the strug -
gle would re main un clear.
11...Ãf1 12.©g8 ®e7 13.©a8
Ãd3 14.h3 ©a1 15.©a7 Ãb1
16.©d4 Ãa2 17.®h2 Ãe6 and
Black had an edge.

De spite any lim i ta tions the ma te -
rial is truly in spi ra tional and just
what you need to cross the wires of
those walk ing da ta bases who
know your usual rep er toire
backwards.
I rec om mend it as a buy as ev ery -
one will find a few ideas that they
can use (oc ca sion ally) and liven up 
their own games. If you don’t and
get fooled by an SOS idea in your
next tour na ment then I have no
sym pa thy.

Clear enough was I?
It’s time to add the SOS bi-an nu als
to your sub scrip tion.
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