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Fore word by Ian Rog ers
Most play ers be gin to re cog nize stan dard com bi na tional themes through puz zle
books. But ac quir ing a knowl edge of po si tional con cepts which set up those com -
bi na tions is harder to do.

Play ers con stantly ask ‘The open ing is over; what do I do now?’ But apart from
stop-gap prin ci ples like ‘Im prove your worst placed piece’, the task of find ing a
suit able plan is a mystery to many. 

The 1980s vol ume Chess Middlegames, ghosted by Laszlo Hazai, cov ered mul ti ple
themes in 4,000 ex am ples and was the fin est ref er ence book of its type. How ever
the book is languageless, so a player needed to be ded i cated to be gin to un der stand
the con nec tions and dif fer ences be tween, say, the 100+ ex am ples of both strong
and weak iso lated queen’s pawn po si tions.

Into the breach steps Ar thur van de Oudeweetering, who has not only col lected
hun dreds of ex am ples, mostly re cent, to il lus trate many im por tant middlegame
themes, but has also pro vided new ter mi nol ogy to as sist in the rec og ni tion of each
pat tern.

This book is not just a wor thy new middlegame trea tise but one which is fun to
read. As a new chap ter be gins you think ‘What ever does he mean by “In side the
Chain”, or “Fish ing for the Hook”?’ But en light en ment fol lows soon.

Af ter read ing Im prove Your Chess Pat tern Rec og ni tion, a player will no lon ger miss
op por tu ni ties to be come a Bishop Snatcher or use the Sec ond Op tion for their rook.
You will also be come more aware of ob sta cles pre vent ing you from win ning with out 
op po si tion; if you have a Bull dozer you will look out for your op po nent’s Run ner.

Van de Oudeweetering’s cov er age of the Killer Knight would prob a bly find fa -
vour with Kasparov who, be fore the age of com put ers, was ru moured to have de -
vel oped a so phis ti cated piece val u a tion sys tem based in part on how close to the
op pos ing king a knight could be posted. 

In fact af ter I’d ab sorbed IYCPR it was easy to spec u late that Caruana’s loss to
Carlsen at the 2014 Tromsø Chess Olym piad could have been caused by the Ital ian
over valu ing his Oc to pus. (This is not a phrase I ever thought I would find my self
writ ing.)

Once the reader has started ap ply ing the pat terns in IYCPR in their own games,
they will find that the post-open ing phase of the game be comes eas ier and they
will more of ten build up a strong po si tion. Then co mes the dif fi cult part – con vert -
ing that strong po si tion into a win, as hap pens in most of the ex am ples in IYCPR.
For that, you need tac tics train ing as well, though for tu nately there are doz ens of
books which cover that ter ri tory. IYCPR, how ever, is one of a kind.

Ian Rog ers
Sep tem ber 2014

7



Chap ter 12

Out of the Box, into the Fu ture
Some times it re quires imag i na tive pro phy lac tic think ing or con crete cal cu la tions to 
ar rive at a coun ter-in tu itive de ci sion. Let’s clear our heads and learn from some im -
pres sive ex am ples. 

Elim i nat ing the Bishop Pair
We have had a look at White’s elim i na -
tion of the King’s In dian bishop on c8 by 
trans fer ring a knight to a7 (see Chap ter
9 ‘The De cep tive Bishop from c8’).
There are other, less stan dard oc ca sions
which re quire out-of- the- box think ing.
Here is a re cent ex am ple where an as -
ton ish ing de fen sive re source eluded
such a strong player as Anish Giri. 

D11
Anish Giri
Levon Aronian
Is tan bul 2012
1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.Àf3 Àf6
4.©b3 e6 5.g3 Ãe7 6.Ãg2  0-0
 7.0-0 Àbd7 8.Ãf4 a5 9.Õc1 h6
10.a4 Àe4 11.Àfd2 Àd6
12.Ãxd6 Ãxd6 13.e4 dxe4
14.Àxe4 Ãb4 15.c5 Àf6

T_Ld.tM_
_J_._Jj.
._J_Js.j
j.i._._.
Il.iN_._
_Q_._.i.
.i._.iBi
rNr._.k.

T_Ld.tM_
_J_._Jj.
._J_Js.j
j.i._._.
Il.iN_._
_Q_._.i.
.i._.iBi
rNr._.k.

16.©c4? 

Aronian’s com ments in New In Chess
2012/7 are re veal ing: 
‘A mis take. When im me di ately af ter the 
game Anish asked me where he had
gone wrong, I pointed out to him that
af ter 16.Àd6 Àe8 17.Àxc8 fol lowed
by the de fence of the d-pawn White
would have gained equal ity. De spite the
fact that at the pres ent mo ment the
c8-bishop is not a very at trac tive piece,
af ter Black plays e5 to gether with the
b4-bishop it will be come a pow er ful
force.’ 
That may sound sim ple, but I think for
most of us it would be in cred i bly hard
to de cide on giv ing up our strong
knight for the un de vel oped bishop even 
if we had re cog nized its powerful
hidden force. 

16...Àxe4 17.Ãxe4 ®h8 18.Ãg2 

T_Ld.t.m
_J_._Jj.
._J_J_.j
j.i._._.
IlQi._._
_._._.i.
.i._.iBi
rNr._.k.

T_Ld.t.m
_J_._Jj.
._J_J_.j
j.i._._.
IlQi._._
_._._.i.
.i._.iBi
rNr._.k.

18...e5! 19.d5 
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19.dxe5 ©e7 20.f4 Ãf5 and White al -
ready has big de vel op ment prob lems. 

19...f5 20.dxc6 e4 21.cxb7 Ãxb7
22.c6 Ãa6 23.©b3 

23.c7 Ãxc4 24.cxd8© Õaxd8 25.Õxc4 
Õd1+ 26.Ãf1 f4 and White’s pieces are 
tied up, though maybe not as much as
Black’s pieces in Vachier-Lagrave-Ding
Liren ear lier the same year:

.r._.l.t
_._.j.j.
._M_J_Ij
_._Ji._.
._Jk.iI_
_._._._.
._T_B_._
_._.r._.

.r._.l.t
_._.j.j.
._M_J_Ij
_._Ji._.
._Jk.iI_
_._._._.
._T_B_._
_._.r._.

Even tu ally Giri could not hold on af ter
the text move, ei ther. 

Elim i nat ing a De fender
Aronian’s com ments im me di ately re -
minded me of this game.

D46
Vladi mir Kramnik
Alexey Dreev
Linares 1997
1.Àf3 d5 2.d4 Àf6 3.c4 c6
4.Àc3 e6 5.e3 Àbd7 6.©c2 Ãd6 
7.Ãd3  0-0  8.0-0 ©e7 9.c5 Ãc7
10.e4 dxe4 11.Àxe4 Àd5
12.Ãd2 Õd8 13.Õae1 f6

T_Lt._M_
jJlSd.jJ
._J_Jj._
_.iS_._.
._.iN_._
_._B_N_.
IiQb.iIi
_._.rRk.

T_Lt._M_
jJlSd.jJ
._J_Jj._
_.iS_._.
._.iN_._
_._B_N_.
IiQb.iIi
_._.rRk.

Here Kramnik starts the same re mark -
able ex change: his cen tral ized knight
for Black’s bad bishop. But, given the
chance, this bishop would be trans -
ferred via d7 and e8 to g6 and be come
the stron gest de fender on the board.
Im pres sive pro phy lac tic ac tion by
Kramnik! 

14.Àd6 Àf8 15.Àxc8! Õaxc8
16.Õe4 

Also, now that the bishop has gone, the
pawn on e6 has been de prived of its
nat u ral de fender, just as in the French
po si tions from ‘The de cep tive bishop
from c8’ where Black had ex changed
his bad bishop. Over and above that,
White’s pair of bish ops will be come a
force when the po si tion opens up. 
With hind sight this may all sound very
log i cal, but who would have been so
clear-headed as to de cide on Àd6xc8 so 
early? Kramnik slowly im proved his
pieces, se cured his space ad van tage... 

16...©f7 17.Õfe1 Õe8 18.b4 a6
19.a4 Õa8 20.g3 ©d7 21.Ãc4
Õeb8 22.Õb1 Õd8 23.Õee1 Àg6 
24.Ãd3 Àf8 25.Ãf1 Àg6 26.b5 

... and went on to win the game. 

Con crete Cal cu la tion
E51
Ana Ivekovic
Mladen Palac
Zagreb 2013
1.d4 Àf6 2.c4 e6 3.Àf3 d5
4.Àc3 Ãb4 5.e3  0-0 6.©c2 c5
7.a3 Ãxc3+ 8.bxc3 ©c7 9.Ãb2
Àc6 10.Ãd3 Àa5 11.Àe5 b6
12.cxd5 c4 13.Ãe2 exd5  14.0-0
Àe4 15.Ãg4 Àb3 16.Õad1 f6
17.Ãxc8 Õaxc8 18.Àf3 Õfe8
19.Ãc1 ©d6 20.©b2 b5 21.Àd2
Àexd2 22.Ãxd2 Õc6 23.Õfe1 f5
24.Ãc1 ©f6 25.©c2 Õce6 26.f3 
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._._T_M_
j._._.jJ
._._Td._
_J_J_J_.
._Ji._._
iSi.iI_.
._Q_._Ii
_.bRr.k.

._._T_M_
j._._.jJ
._._Td._
_J_J_J_.
._Ji._._
iSi.iI_.
._Q_._Ii
_.bRr.k.

Things be come more understandable
when you don’t have to con sider var i -
ous fu ture stra te gic pos si bil i ties, but
can rely on con crete vari a tions. Yet here
too you have to start with the coun ter-
 in tu itive cap ture of a bad bishop. Per -
haps Hertan’s method of ‘forc ing
moves’ may be of help here. 
Al though other moves are also pos si ble, 
the grand mas ter now decided on... 

26...Àxc1 27.©xc1 
As I have writ ten on other oc ca sions,
what counts is not what’s taken from
the board, but what’s left be hind (just
as a com puter, un like us hu mans, will
never bother about previous moves!).
Blacks will win the e3-pawn by force. 

27...©e7 28.®f2 ©h4+ 29.®g1
f4 30.©b1 Õxe3 31.Õxe3 fxe3
32.©xb5 

So White wins back his pawn, but the
passed e-pawn will prove to be too
much for her. 

32...©f2+ 33.®h1 Õd8 34.©c6
e2 35.©e6+ ®h8 36.Õg1 h6
37.©e5 Õf8 38.a4 Õf6 39.©e8+
®h7 40.©e5 Õg6 0-1

Of course, you should try to make sure
your cal cu la tions are cor rect. Take a
look at Alburt-Geller, Reyk ja vik 1984,
where Alburt pre sum ably over looked a
tac ti cal counterblow when swap ping
his strong knight for an un de vel oped
bishop!

Bishop Ver sus Knight 
B42
Rob ert Fischer
Tigran Petrosian
Bue nos Ai res 1971
1.e4 c5 2.Àf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Àxd4 a6 5.Ãd3 Àc6 6.Àxc6
bxc6  7.0-0 d5 8.c4 Àf6 9.cxd5
cxd5 10.exd5 exd5 11.Àc3 Ãe7
12.©a4+ ©d7 13.Õe1 ©xa4
14.Àxa4 Ãe6 15.Ãe3  0-0
16.Ãc5 Õfe8 17.Ãxe7 Õxe7
18.b4 ®f8 19.Àc5 Ãc8 20.f3
Õea7 21.Õe5 Ãd7 

T_._.m._
t._L_JjJ
J_._.s._
_.nJr._.
.i._._._
_._B_I_.
I_._._Ii
r._._.k.

T_._.m._
t._L_JjJ
J_._.s._
_.nJr._.
.i._._._
_._B_I_.
I_._._Ii
r._._.k.

This is a very well known ex am ple,
which il lus trates the sub ject of this
chap ter excellently. White has cre ated a
strong out post on c5, which is also
aim ing at the weak pawn on a6. Yet on
the next move... 

22.Àxd7+ 
... White ex changes it for the pas sive
bishop! How ever, Black was in tend ing to 
play 22...Ãb5. And Fischer was a pro -
tag o nist of clear strat e gies: what re mains 
is a strong white bishop against an in ac -
tive knight on f6, while the white rooks
con trol the c-file. The black pawns on a6 
and d5 are still vul ner a ble and White
will al ways have the op tion of cre at ing
an out side passed pawn on the queen -
side. You could also see this as con vert -
ing one type of ad van tage into an other. 

Chap ter  12 - Out of  the Box, into the Fu ture  
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22...Õxd7 23.Õc1 Õd6 
23...d4 seems to be a better con tin u a -
tion. Not be cause ‘passed pawns must
be pushed for ward’ (yes, Fischer!), but
to give the f6-knight a fu ture on d5. For 
ex am ple, 24.Õc6 Àd5 25.a3 Àf4.

24.Õc7 
With White’s rook on the sev enth rank
Black’s po si tion looks pretty hope less. 

24...Àd7 
Now 24...d4 fails to 25.Ãc4.

25.Õe2 g6 26.®f2 h5 27.f4 h4
28.®f3 f5 29.®e3 d4+ 30.®d2
Àb6 31.Õee7 

Def i nitely the end for Black. 
31...Àd5 32.Õf7+ ®e8 33.Õb7
Àxb4? 34.Ãc4 1-0

Pav ing the Way 
D37
Fedor Duz Khotimirsky
Emanuel Lasker
St Pe ters burg 1909
1.d4 d5 2.Àf3 Àf6 3.c4 e6
4.Àc3 Ãe7 5.Ãf4  0-0 6.e3 Àbd7 
7.Ãd3 c6 8.©c2 dxc4 9.Ãxc4
©a5  10.0-0 Àd5 11.Ãg3 Àxc3
12.bxc3 Àf6 13.Ãd3 h6 14.Àe5
©d8 15.f4 Àd5 16.Õf3 c5 17.e4
Àf6 18.Ãf2 cxd4 19.cxd4 Ãd7 

T_.d.tM_
jJ_LlJj.
._._Js.j
_._.n._.
._.iIi._
_._B_R_.
I_Q_.bIi
r._._.k.

T_.d.tM_
jJ_LlJj.
._._Js.j
_._.n._.
._.iIi._
_._B_R_.
I_Q_.bIi
r._._.k.

When an no tat ing the pre vi ous game in
My Great Pre de ces sors Part IV, Kasparov
speaks ad mir ingly of Fischer’s play in

that game and adds: ‘It should be borne 
in mind that at that time such ex -
changes of a pow er ful knight for a pas -
sive bishop were most un usual’. How -
ever that may be, here is yet an other ex -
am ple from a much ear lier pe riod. 

20.Àxd7 
Again, this is cer tainly not the only
move, but it does mo bi lize the pawn
cen tre and also the pair of bish ops be -
hind it. 

20...©xd7 21.h3 Õac8 22.©e2
Õc7 23.f5! 

Now Black has to do some thing against
the threat of the cen tral ad vance e4-e5. 

23...Àh7 24.e5 
Any way! 

24...exf5 
24...Àg5 runs into 25.f6 Àxf3+
26.©xf3 and Black is with out de fence. 

25.Ãxf5 ©d8 26.Õd1 g6 27.Ãc2 
©c8 28.Ãb3 

._D_.tM_
jJt.lJ_S
._._._Jj
_._.i._.
._.i._._
_B_._R_I
I_._QbI_
_._R_.k.

._D_.tM_
jJt.lJ_S
._._._Jj
_._.i._.
._.i._._
_B_._R_I
I_._QbI_
_._R_.k.

Now it will only be a mat ter of time be -
fore the white d-pawn moves for ward. 

28...Õc1 29.®h2 Àg5 30.Õfd3
Õxd1 31.Õxd1 Ãd8 32.h4 Àe6
33.d5 

Here it is. 
33...Àf4 34.©e4 ©g4 35.g3! 

White is not afraid of ghosts. 
35...Ãxh4 

35...©h3+ 36.®g1 Àh5 and now for
in stance 37.Õd3 also looks hope less. 
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36.gxh4 Õc8 37.Õd3 Õc1
38.©f3 ©f5 39.Õd4 g5 40.e6
©e5 41.Õe4 ©d6 42.e7 1-0

No Prej u dice
Here is a re cent ex am ple, where an ob -
jec tive judge ment is com bined with
con crete cal cu la tion. 

D30
Pe ter Michalik
Kamil Banas
Slovakia 2012/13
1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.Àf3 c6 4.e3 f5 
5.b3 Ãb4+ 6.Àbd2 Àf6 7.Ãd3
Àbd7  8.0-0  0-0 9.Ãb2 Àe4
10.a3 Ãd6 11.b4 Àdf6 12.cxd5
cxd5 13.Àb3 ©e7 14.Àc5 b6
15.Àa4 ©b7 16.Àe5 a5 17.f3
Àg5 18.b5 Ãd7 19.©e2 Õac8
20.Õac1 Õxc1 21.Õxc1 Õc8 

._T_._M_
_D_L_.jJ
.j.lJs._
jI_JnJs.
N_.i._._
i._BiI_.
.b._Q_Ii
_.r._.k.

._T_._M_
_D_L_.jJ
.j.lJs._
jI_JnJs.
N_.i._._
i._BiI_.
.b._Q_Ii
_.r._.k.

22.Àxd7! 
The un as sail able Stone wall knight on e5 
is ex changed for the bad Stone wall
bishop. But as usual, what re mains on
the board is all that mat ters. 

22...Àxd7 
22...Õxc1+ 23.Ãxc1 ©xd7 seems a
better try, as the game con tin u a tion
 utterly fails: 24.h4 Àf7 25.e4 fxe4
26.fxe4 dxe4 27.Ãxe4 Ãxa3. 
The im me di ate 22...©xd7 yields White 
a dan ger ous passed pawn af ter
23.Õxc8+ ©xc8 24.Àxb6 ©b8
25.Àa4 Ãxh2+ 26.®f1.

23.Õxc8+ ©xc8 24.h4 Àf7 

._D_._M_
_._S_SjJ
.j.lJ_._
jI_J_J_.
N_.i._.i
i._BiI_.
.b._Q_I_
_._._.k.

._D_._M_
_._S_SjJ
.j.lJ_._
jI_J_J_.
N_.i._.i
i._BiI_.
.b._Q_I_
_._._.k.

25.e4 
The po si tion will be opened up for
White’s bish ops, and the black cen tral
pawns are vul ner a ble now that the light-
 squared bishop has dis ap peared. May I
once more re mind you of Suba’s dic tum:
‘A bad bishop de fends good pawns’? 

25...fxe4 26.fxe4 ©c7 27.exd5
exd5 28.Àc3?

28.©e8+ first was called for, and only
af ter 28...Àf8 (28...Ãf8 29.Ãxh7+
®xh7 30.©xf7) 29.Àc3.

28...Àf6 29.©f3 ©d8 
Re turn ing the fa vour; the im me di ate
29...©e7 would have been stron ger. 

30.®f1 ©e7 31.Àxd5 Àxd5
32.©xd5 Ãg3 

32...Ãxa3 33.Ãxa3 ©xa3 is im pos si -
ble due to 34.©a8+ ©f8 35.Ãxh7+;
while af ter 32...©xh4 33.©a8+ Ãf8
34.©f3 White is also better. Af ter the
text move White went on to win with
the help of his passed d-pawn and pair
of bish ops.

Back to Ba sics
C17
Jan Timman
Simen Agdestein
Taxco 1985
1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Àc3 Ãb4 4.e5 
c5 5.Ãd2 Àe7 6.Àb5 Ãxd2+
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7.©xd2  0-0 8.c3 Àbc6 9.f4 a6
10.Àd6 cxd4 11.cxd4 f6 12.Àf3
Àg6 

T_Ld.tM_
_J_._.jJ
J_SnJjS_
_._Ji._.
._.i.i._
_._._N_.
Ii.q._Ii
r._.kB_R

T_Ld.tM_
_J_._.jJ
J_SnJjS_
_._Ji._.
._.i.i._
_._._N_.
Ii.q._Ii
r._.kB_R

Mind you, on many oc ca sions the right
de ci sion will be ‘in side the box’: that is, 
the bad bishop should be left alone and
the strong knight re tained. This game is 
from the Interzonal in Taxco 1985,
which Timman won very con vinc ingly
with 12 out of 15. This and the ear lier
ex am ples might lead you to be lieve that 
his next move was a fine decision. 

13.Àxc8 
True, there is noth ing wrong with this
move; strictly speak ing, it is forced. The 
de sir able op tion, leav ing the oc to pus
where it is and pro tect ing f4 with
13.g3, fails to the tac ti cal trick 13...fxe5 
14.dxe5 Àgxe5.

13...fxe5 14.dxe5 

14.fxe5 Õxc8 15.Ãd3 Àh4 is good for
Black. 

14...Õxc8 15.g3 ©b6 16.Ãh3 

._T_.tM_
_J_._.jJ
JdS_J_S_
_._Ji._.
._._.i._
_._._NiB
Ii.q._.i
r._.k._R

._T_.tM_
_J_._.jJ
JdS_J_S_
_._Ji._.
._._.i._
_._._NiB
Ii.q._.i
r._.k._R

At tack ing the pawn, which is no lon ger
de fended by the light-squared bishop,
but here the white king is, not un char -
ac ter is ti cally for this kind of French po -
si tion, very un safe, ren der ing White’s
in ten tions harm less. 

16...®h8! 17.a3 
Now 17.Ãxe6 can be met with
17...Àcxe5.

17...Àa5? 
Black could have jus ti fied his ear lier
12...Àg6 move with 17...Àcxe5
18.Àxe5 Àxe5 19.fxe5 Õc4, for ex am -
ple: 20.Ãg2 Õf5 21.Õc1 Õxe5+
22.®f1 Õf5+ 23.®e1 ©f2+!.

18.©d4 
Now White is OK and he went on to win.
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Sum mary
Af ter these ex am ples I hope you will keep a more open mind for
less ob vi ous ex changes. 
Don’t gen er al ize! When cal cu lat ing ex changes, re mem ber to also 
look what re mains at the board.


