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Basic references: ECO CO02; Polgar’s article in ChessLife, Oct. 2004.

I plan to play the Advance Variation of the French Defence:

Whe and

4\c6. (2) I will consider two continuations: the gambit 6. £d3 and

c5; 4. 3 &Dc6; 5. Df3 Whbe. Or, alternatively, 4. ...
the more solid 6. a3.

1. e4 e6; 2. d4 d5; 3. e5 (1). Black will most of the time proceed to attack

the d4: 3....

5....




6 £d3

The natural line for Black to accept the pawn(s): 6. £d3 cxd4; 7. cxd4 £d7
[7.... &xd4?; 8. Hxd4 Wxd4?;9. £b5++—1]; 8. 0-0 Dxd4; 9. Dxd4 Wxd4;
10. A c3. If Black does 6. ... £d7 first, White has the chance of 7. dxc5
£xc5; 8. We2. Polgar gives now 8. 0-0, citing a game by Nimzowitsch that
continued 8. ... f6; 9. b4 £e7; 10. £f4; but there is 8. ... a5! by Sueétin in
1979.

8. We2 makes it harder for Black to think of ... f6. And, of course, if now
8.... &ge7?;9.b4+—. Hort-Andersson (1972) continued 8. ... a5; 9. £\bd2
a4; 10. b4 axb3; 11. H\xb3 £a3; 12. 0-0 Hge7; 13. £d2 Hg6; 14. Hbd4
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(3) Here black can accept a second pawn, or develop.

Greed: 10... Wxe5

The attack follows immediately: 10. ... Wxe5; 11. el Wbs [11. ... Wde;
12. 2b5 &xb5 (12. ... Wbs; 13. W3 £d6; 14. Wxd5 £xh2+; 15. hl £.c6;
16. Wo5+ O\f6; 17. f4 h6; 18. Wxg7 Eg8; 19. Bxeb6+! fxe6; 20. £g6! &d8;
21. Wxf6+ 1-0 Tal-Nei 1958); 13. £xb5+ &d8; 14. g3 (14. £e3!? (Al4. ...
DNe7; 15. Bcl f57; 16. &c5 W4, 17. g3 We5; 18. Wxd5+!+—) 14. ... {e7;
15. Bcl Dcb0); 14. ... Wh4; 15. a4 £d6; 16. £d2 Wxb2; 17. Ec10— &;
12. &\xd5 £d6; 13. Wea! &8 [a) 13. ... £eb; 14. £f41; b) 13. ... £xh2+;
14. &h1 £e5; 15. f4! £d4; 16. 5! 2e5 (16. ... &f2;17. £f41); 17. &f4!]; .
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This is the crucial position. Theory is 14. £d2 h5 [14. ... {5; 15. Wg5 exd5?
(15, ... WdB); 16. £c3 Df6; 17. 2xf6 gxf6; 18. Wxfo+ &g8; 19. &xf5+—];
15. Wh3 £¢6; 16. De3 A f6; 17. Ncd £c7; 18. £c3 D d5; 19. De5 Dxc3;
20. Dxf7!.

I, however, was for a while analyzing 14. £g5 with the idea that 14. ...
£5; 15. Wf3 exd5; 16. £xf5 £xf5; 17. Wxf5+ &f6; 18. &xf6 gxf6; 19. Wxf6+
&e8; 20. We5+ S8 (20. ... Hf7; 21. Wxd5+); 21. Eeb+—. It leads to beauti-
ful variations, but the refutation 14. ... f6; 15. £h4 h5! is winning for Black.
Replying 15. £d2, this leads back to the main variation. On the other hand,
if Black tries 14. ... h6; 15. £d2 (15. £h4? {5; 16. Wf3 g5; 17. £¢3 g4); 15. ...
f5 and now 16. £xf5 is possible because of 16. ... exf5; 17. Wegp, pointing
at g7 and de.

Fear: 10...a6

10. ... a6; 11. We2 He7 (Note 89 in ECO’s C02); 12. &h1 &H\c6; 13. f4 Nb4;
14. 2d1 Hxd3 (14. ... £c5; 15. &xab6 Wf2; 16. Wxf2 &xf2; 17. £b5 £c6=);
15. BExd3 Wbe! (4)

Here the old line used to be 15. ... Wc4; 16. b3 Wc7; 17. £b2 £c6
(ECO gives 17. ... Ec8; 18. f5 Wa5; 19. Badl £a3; 29. £xa3 Wxa3; 21. f6+
Mohring—Casper, DDR 1977) 18. Ec1 Ed8; 19. Wf2 £e7; 20. D e2 0-0; 21. Hd4
Wd7; 22. {5 exf5; 23. Eg3! gb6; 24. Wf4 Efe8; 25. Hxf5 £f8; 26. £d4! Ee6;
27. Dh6+ £xh6; 28. Wxhe Bde8; 29. Bf1 W7, 30. Eh3 15; 31. exf6 W{7;
32. Wxh7+! 1-0 Sveshnikov-Razuvaev, Belgrade 1993.

The move in the text creates diagram (4). Here Polgar gives 16. £e3
205; 17. &xc5 Wxc5; 18. 5 £c6 (18. ... 0-0-0?; 19. He4!) and concludes
correctly that Black stands better. But it cannot be that there is no better
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way for White at (4). Black’s immediate threatis 16. ... d4;17. {e4 £b5, so

of f5 and a5 are present.

Black can also answer with 11. ... Hc8; 12. ¥hl £c5; 13. £g5 (13. f4?
Nhe6!;14. h3 0-0; 15. £d2 16F); 13. ... h6; 14. £d2 He7=.



