THE NEW WINAWER REPORT

Editor: Sean Coffey

A free, monthly electronic newsletter on the theory, practice, and history of the French Winawer. Available at
http://www.itlchess.com/tnwr. Editor email: coffey@irlchess.com. © Sean Coffey 2013. All rights reserved.

Issue 13 January 26, 2014 ISSN 2326-1757

Two Side Lines

O scar awards favour films that premiere at the end of the year:

Academy voters prefer films that are fresh in their minds, and a
picture may be judged as soon as the credits roll, if not sooner.

It’s a very different matter to judge a new chess book, especially a new
book on openings. Any thorough treatment must now account for a vast
trove of material, and—since the days are long gone when a book could
merely recite known analysis—authors must innovate and improve over
previous authors, all of whom had the same engines and databases.

Emanuel Berg’s The French Defence 1 olume 2, devoted entirely to 7 g4, ap-
peared in December. It’s immensely detailed and thought-provoking, and
would surely have been shortlisted for Book-of-the-Year given more time.

This issue considers two side lines covered by Berg and by Watson’s
also-outstanding Play the French, 41h edition. They’re right that Black’s fine in
each case. Though neither book gives the strongest continuations ...

* 0% %

Euwe variation: 12 § f4? and 12 h4!?

In Euwe’s variation (7 e4 ¢6 2 dd4 d5 3
O3 Qb4 455 5 a3 Qocd+ 6 b3 1
NeZ 7 yod o7 § Wyxg7 He8 9 yxh7 W
exdd 10 Bd12 Db6 11 &3 dxe3(1)),
the main line 12 {g5 introduces very
sharp play but it now appears that Black
gains equal chances with 12 ... £yxe5,
after either 13 £4 f6! or 13 Q f4 ¥bo!.

This is far from the only line, though,
and in particular White may shore up e5
or g5 to suppress Black’s defences. The
most critical tries ate 12 Q f4 and 12 h4.
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A: 12 {47

White protects e5 before embarking on
&Ng5. The idea is plausible enough and
12 Q4 has from time to time been
given as best: T Ivkov ECO-87 p. 107,
Nesis & Blekhtsin TF p. 104, and Minev
NFI-2 p. 301. But a tempo is too high a
price to pay and the line is actually bad.

AL: (fiom (1)) 12 () £4? () A7

The older continuation, not bad though
not enough to force an advantage.
13 Hgb

13 Q¢g3° 0-0-0 14 Qd3 is ‘a very
solid continuation, unjustly neglected’
according to Moles MLW p. 46, based
on Kuijpers—Padevsky, Alekhine Mem,
Moscow 1963: 14 ... Wb6 15 Fe2 (£
Botterill The New Chess Player 7/331,
‘about equal’ Watson P#-1 p. 157) 15

. &Of5 16 Hhbl Hedd+ 17 Hil
Hxg3+ 18 hxg3 We5 19 Wh4 Hxf3
20 gxf3 B h8 21 Wb4= (0-1, 40).

But Black may improve via 17 ...
Wc5IN, holding the WQ out of the
game a little longer, with the immediate
threat ... Hxg3+ and ... Hh8++, eg
18 &Hxd4 Hxg3+! 19 hxg3 ¥rxd4 20
Wh5 (20 He? BA8) 20 ... £5 21 ext6
Wxfo+. Comparatively best is 17 &xd4
Hxg3+ 18 He3 Wrc7! 19 4 We5+.

13 ... 0-0-0
14 Hxf7(2)

And now:

a) 14 ... Hdf8 15 Jd3? b8 16 ¢3
RAe8 17 &nd6 (717 &Hh6, ‘probably best’
Malinin, is met by 77 ... Bx@#/++) 17

. D g6+ Malinin—-Lavrentyev, "/-final
18th USSR corr Ch 1983-85 (0-1, 54)
Shakhmaty 1987 no. 17, p. 12 (Malinin).

Instead 15 H bl is essential. After 15

&5  Thipsay-Levitt, British Ch,
Edinbutgh 1985 Informator 40/ (370) con-
tinued 16 &Hd6+?! LHxd6 17 exd6 Wd8
18 Qg3 e5 (o Korchnoi C78-19p. 62)
19 ¥&d3? (719 £b65%) 19 ... d4 20 Je2
W5, with ... Q f5 to follow: £ per the
Informator editors but already F (though
Y2-Y2,32). Better 16 _Q h6!. Wockenfuss—
Hohm, M/1115 corr 1985, proceeded 16

. Hxebr 17 Qxf8 Hxf8 18 &yxed
Wxe5 19 Hxb7 ¥d4+? (but 79 ...
b7 20 Yyxd7+ is also difficult for
Black, pethaps lost) 20 & d3* and 1-0,
43. Black should play 16 ... He8 fol-
lowed by ... &)ce7 and ... Wc5, 0o/=.
b) 14 ... ¥b6, (" Moles based on the
game below, ‘o0’ Botterill) 15 £)xd8
Wdd+? 16 Wd3 Wrxf4 17 Hxeb &HHxch
18 Wrxc3 Wrxf2 led to a quick Black win
in Moe—Holm, training game, Den-
mark 1970 (0-1, 23), but simply Ebl-b3,
We3 and a gradual unwinding must be
+, as attested by several examples.

Black must play 15 ... Hxd8!, as in
Miralles Fraile~-Comas Andreu, Spanish
corr (III CEAPE) 1991: 16 d3 b2
17 Hecl Wxa3?l 18 Wb5? &Ha5+ (0-1,
23). Better 18 Hbl=, but earlier Black
can improve with 17 ... Hf8INF, with
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the difference that 18 g3 ¥xa3 19 Hbl

b4 20 Q c1 £Hxd3! is now winning.
Bestis 16 8 e3 Whb2 17 Hcl &Hf5 18

D o5 Wb6 19 Fel H I8, with full com-

pensation but no more, =/=.

A2: (from (1)) 12 £ f4? Wb6!

Suggested by Flotian Informator 7/212,
introduced by Botterill and pioneered by
Watson, and now usually preferred.

13 Qe3

[P Faragé. Instead 13 el and 13
Qo3 are weaker: cf. Watson P4 p. 254
and Berg pp. 41-43.

Not 13 &Hebe? Wdd+ 0-1, Gudyev—
Herbrechtsmeier, von Massow Mem
corr 1988. An important point! Black does
not have to hurry to prepare castling.

14 Hcl()

Ad7
Here Watson gives only 14 ... ¥xa3

P, continuing 15 Hbl b6 16 Qb5
ADb7F. Berg pp. 43-44 extends this line
significantly, concluding with equality.
Watson’s I’ implies a problem with
theory’s former standard 14 ... Qd7,
which was his own previous recommen-
dation PA-2 p. 156. What could this be?
White has several approaches:
a) 15h4 (?’ Korchnoi) and now Steil—

3

Farago6, Budapest 1986 Informator 42/ 365
(Faragd) continued 15 ... 0-0-0 16 Qd3
N5 17 Jxf5 exf5 18 Wrxf7 Hef8 19
Wre6 d4 20 §g5d3 21 cxd3 HHe7F and
0-1, 25. Faragé gives 17 Qg5 T Hh8
P E) but 17 ... Hdf8 18 ¥h5 Wyxa3++,
Bowie-Reed—Salter, NATTO04-9 corr
1995 (0-1, 25), is more straightforward.
by 15 @d3 0-0-0 16 He2 d4 ‘oo
Korchnoi. Better 15 ... ¥xa3, e.g. 16
&e2d4 17 Qg5 W5+,
c) 15 £Hg5, when Maddex’s 15 ... Ff8
(Schiller  FIWPP p. 20, Watson PrF-2 p.
156) may be met by 16 Q c5!=. Better 15
... &Hxe5! 16 £4 0-0-01FF (77 fxces ).
d) 15 Qc5 (best) 15 ... 0-0-0 16 Wxf7
(16 Wd32 AT 17 g3?2 H g4+ and 0-1,
24, Bauer—Schmidt, E. German Youth
League 1988 (in no database)) 16 ...
N5 17 §d3, and now Crespo—Veen,
4-final-01 19th World corr Ch 1991-94
continued 17 ... [ de8? 18 &e2 &Hd8 19
Wxe8 (79 Wyxe8 Hoxe8 20 Bo1E) 19 ...
QA xe8 20 Bbl= and Y2-"2, 54. Better 17
... Bxg2IN, e.g. 18 Qxf5 (18 He2 Hot
19 B bl Hed+F+) 18 ... ¥&b5! 19 A h3
Wxc5 20 Qxg2 Wxf2+ or 19 Qdo6
Wh6 20 §d3 Hxf2 21 ¥4 Hh8oo/+.
So 14 ... Qd7! leads to a significant
advantage for Black, and 12 @ f4? is poor.

B1: 12 h4!? ¥b6

The thematic ... ¥b6 has less point if
the white QB has not moved. Mestel—
Short, Hastings 1983-84 showcases an
ideal outcome for White: 13 Q e3 d4? 14
QAes Ad7 (14 ... b2 15 Bel Hyxa3
16 ExddE or 16 h5E) 15 §d3 0-0-0 16
De2 We5 17 Hhbl a6 18 Wedd and
1-0, 64. Better 13 ... b2, reaching
Steil-Faragé with h4 added, co/=.
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For 13 &el Jd7, see B2.

B2:12 h4!? { d7

These moves fit any approach but White
must now choose between the immedi-
ate {H\g5 and a more measured buildup.
a) 13 HHg5?! favours White after 13 ...
yxe5r! 14 A f4 16 15 Q xe5IN fxe5 16
W7+ &d8 17 BEbl or 13 ... 0-0-02! 14
xf7 Hdf8 15 BbIN &Hf5 16 § hol.

The flaw 1s 13 ... H{8! 14 4 (when
Euwe, in the original 10 &dl article
Archives, Serial no. 1, Openings 8d, 15 July
1952, thought ‘Black has not the least
counterplay’) 14 ... &\f5! as in Davies—
Watson, Manchester 1978. Berg p. 38,
with new analysis, evaluates this as ¥.
b) White would like to emulate Mestel-
Short, with for example { g5-f6, Hbl-
b3, ¥d3, £)d4 and h5. But this is quite
difficult to arrange. Berg pp. 38-39 con-
siders 13 Q g5°1 ¥bo! 14 el ¥b2 15
Hdl 0-0-0 16 ¥d3 Wxa3 17 Hbl
Hxe5F; cf. also 12 Hb1 Qd7 13 Qg5
0-0-0 14 Wd3 Hxg5! (+) p. 39.

The recent game A. Krzyzanowski—

4

Hengl, EU/M/WS/035 ICCF corr 2011
provides the idea, not considered by
Berg or Watson, of 13 Fh3!?(4).

« B2 8 K
B

After 13 ... 0-0-0 14 Qg5 (actual move
order Q¢5, h4, Bh3) 14 ... Wbo 15
Wd3 b8 16 Fel Hc8 17 Wrxc3 d4 18
Wb3t White built up an advantage (V2-"2,
50). And 15 ... Wb2?! 16 Hcl ¥xa3 17
&\d42 also gives White an appreciable edge.

After 13 ... ¥bo6! 14 &el 0-0-0 15
Wd3 (it’s better to leave the QB on cl
for now) 15 ... Hg4 16 Wxc3 Black
has compensation, x/=. This is still the
best of White’s 12th move choices. P
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