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A Line for White
The Caro Kann Advance Variation

(ECO code: Bl12 NIC code: CK4.3)
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This aggressive method of combatting the solid Caro Kann defence has
been favoured by former Soviet World Champion Mikhail Tal, English
Grandmaster John Nunn and Dutch Grandmaster John van der Wiel, among
others. The attractions are easily listed:

® i very forcing. If Black plavs the Caro Kann he cannot avoid it.

® s very sharp. Black must defend accurately or he can lose right in the
opening.

® . very tactical. Boring Cuaro Kann plavers will be thrown immediatels
oft bulance.



After Black’s most common
response of 3..&f5, the position
can be compared to the advance
variation of the French Defence.
Although Black has managed to
develop the queen’s bishop (so
often a problem in the French) he
will lose a tempo cwunter-attacking
in the centre with ..c5 (lhaving
already played ...c6). Moreover,
White can view this bishop as a
target, to gain time for a kingside
pawn storm. In the main variations
White carries out this plan in
uncompromisimg  fashion, making
numerous pawn advances early on.

This bold strategy carries risks for
both sides. White must be careful
not to lose control of the position;
the advanced pawns might become
weak — and his lack of
development a problem. But if the
strategy is successful, Black can be
complletelly swamped. White ¢an
drive the bishop back and launch a
decisive assault with his huge space

advantage.
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3...c5 was tried by Botvinnik
against Tal in their 1961 World
Champiiomstiip match, but is mow
regarded as inferior. Play continues
4 dc €6 (4...8c6 5 4b5 Wa5 6 Dc3
e6 7 %e3 A8 13 MeH994VeES
AbS 10 ¥ g6 11 S &6 12
@hg Sed 13 &8 with advantage to
white, is some old anallysis by Boles-
lavsky) 5 &e3. White's plan is
simply to make it difficult for black
to recapture the pawn. Black has
two methods of attempting
complete develepment:
a) 5...4ic6 6 Ab5 4067 (6..Wad 7
Ga3 +) 7 c3 W7 8 O3 596 9 2d4
£.€7 1000 00 L1 Bel (+) f6 12 £c6
We® 13 b4 a5 14 Sid2 (better
seems to be 14 a4, to give the
possibility of b5, when it Is hatd fer
black to find counteripiay.) b6 15 b
fe 16 &ie5, and white is dighily
better, Rodifiguez-Campora,
Pancevo 1985,
b) 5...£5e7 6 c3 &f5 7 £di4 tWeT7 8
£d3 &e5 9 £e5 WB 10 &S ef 11
&5f3,

Black has no compensation for the
pawn weaknesses.

3...51a6 is an exotic-looking (but
possible) alternatiive; 4 c3 (4 Aa6
a5 and 5..¥a6) 57 5 £d3 g6.



Here white can choose between the
untried 6 f4!?, a slight edge with 6
&d2 h5 7 4ifl &h6 8 §e3 £g4 9
ZxfB £1e3 10 fe as in van der Wiel-
Kavalek, Wijk aan Zee 1982, or the
crazy compliications of Utasi-
Groszpeter, Hungarian Champion-
ship 1984: 6 &2 h5 7 kg5 £1h6 8
fig3 &gd 9 Wb3 ¥ 10 &d2 Reb
Il h4 &f5 12 digfil f6 13 ef &g5 14
hg #6 15 L=4 &d6 16 3 de 17 fg
g4 18 f7 &7 19 Eh3 with an
eventual draw.
4 &ic3

This is the basic starting position
of our chosen system. We examine
white’s best replies to each of the
various black defensive choices.
Variation E is the main line.

A: 4...h67?!
B: 4..Wd7
C: 4..%b6
D: 4...h5

E: 4..e6 5 g4 Rg6é 6 ®ge2

Olympiad 1984.

A 4 . h6?!
5 g4 &Kh7?
5...&d7?
6 e6l &
6 fe
7 £f6
8 &d3 fied
9 e2
10 fied de
11 Aed Ked
12 ¥ et
13 A&d2 W5
14 ¥pb &d8
15 ¥ ++
Nunm-Bellom,, Thessalonika



1.0
After 18.. W Bacl wins either the
queen or king.

4 eb
5 g fgb
6 &ige2

The immediate 6 h4 is met by
6...h5!, but now that white has the
move #)f4 his kingside pawn push
becomes a real threat.

El: 6...f6
E2: 6...c5

These thematiic central counter-
attacks are the most popular, but
alternatiives have been tried:

a) 6...h6 7 h4 c5 transposes to 6...c5
7 h4 h6, examined lxter.

b) 6... b4 7 h4 fed 8 Ei3 h59 &ig3
c5 10 £g5 W6 (10...f6 Il Ldi2 +
Vasyukow-Razuwaew,, USSR
Champiiomsthiip 1980) Day-
Vramnesic, Canadian Championship
1981. and now Day gives Il a3 hg
12 ab gh 13 dc as better for white.
C) 6...8e7 7 Re3 (White has also
tried 7 &f4 and 7 £2. but this

simple development, maintaining
flexibility and inhibiting ...cS5.
seems the most promising) £)d7 8
#ei2 b5 (This looks rather ugly, but
it is not easy to suggest a
constructive plan for black) 9 £82
hS 10 &xf4 hg 111 Qo6 fg 12 A3 Wa5
I3 &e2 #Wd2 4 &H2 and white is
clearly better, Hjorth-Haik, Dubai
Olympiad (1986

El 6 f6

This alternative central counter-
attack has not proved as popular as
6...c5, but it is certainlly a viable
alternative. White now has two



possibilities, 7 h4 and 7 &)f4. It is
not clear which move is the more
promising. First we explore 7 £3f4
fe(7...[f7 8 ef gf 9 We2 with threats
against the black centre) 8 £xe6 We?7
9 4xf8 ed 10 K2 de 11 &96 hg (If
LI1...cb 12 ikb2hg 13 ¥4 followed
by 000) 12 Wdi3 £xf6 13 w3 &5Hhd7
14 4e3 and white's bishep pair
eeuld preve usefuh, NyAA-
Anderssen, Lenden (Phillips and
Prew) 1682,

7 h4 fe

8 hS &7
9 de &id7
10 f4 Whé

10... .c5?! blocks the c-pawn and
makes it more difficult for black to
utilise the queenside pawns. Van
der Wiel-Messa, Graz 1981
continued 11 &d4 b 12 04
a3 13 c3 ki 14 ¥ c5 15 Wdl
and white was better.

11 &Hd4 000
12 a3

This useful little move allows white
to develop the queen’s bishup,
(...Wb2, £lad wins the queen), and
to break the black centre with b4,
(in the event of black playing c5).

12 .. c5
13 &f3 &xe?
14 b4 ch

15 ab £>c6

If 15..%b4 16 &Rd2 with good
compensation — the black king is
vulnerable, white can use the d4-
square, and the white kingside
pawns act as a clamp to hinder the
development of black’s kingside
pieces.

16 &ad Whd
17 &d2 Wed



18 &f2 &>dies
White was threatening to win the
queen with &d3, and 18...£3d4 is
met by 19 Eh3! £f3 20 Ef3.

19 fe &ed

20 Rd3

20 .. £>d3?
Preferablle is 20...%g4 (Not
20...5p4? 21 2ol &e3 22 Aed &Lidil
23 a3 + ) 21 DeS Wil 22 Le3
Wes 23 £ai7. However black does
not have sufficiemt for the piece.

21 cd Weda

22 ¥2 b8

23 Hh4 WS

24 Ah5
25 Ehs WS
26 &h7 Re?
27 &ds &dS
28 gif4 &b7
29 Ke3 d4
30 Jdd

31 Wi W7
32 Ra7!

A second rook sacrifice; 32... &47
W6 428 34 Wk &bB 35 45 and
wins.

1-0
Marjanovic-Campora, Nis 1985.

Marjanovic-Campora, Nis 1985.
E2 6 oS8
E2 6 rs



Here black has four ways to cope
with the threat to his bishop.

E21 7..h5
E22 7..h6
E23 7..f6
E24 7...cd
E21 7 hS

A sharp but dubious pawn saerifice
designed to gain time,

8 fxf4 &h7

9 cd
10 wia  Zhco6
11 &S ZbetV.

Black should try 1L... £¢2 @lthough
white can gain a powerful imitiative
with &g5 and Eel.

12 Rhé6 a7
The only chance is 12...a6.

13 W4 000

14 &g7 Kg7

15 &g7  £ig6

16 Kcb LIV

17 ¥4 xz+

van der Wiel-Iclicki, Brussels 1985.

E22 7 hé

8 AKel Wib6
8...£3c6? is met strongly by 9 de!
fe5 10 £d4 when white has
powerful threats of f4-f5 and &b5.

After 8..4¥HhG, however, white’s
best continuation is not so clear.
Nunn-Seirawan comntinued

9 hS 2h7

10 ¥ &ic6
The b-pawn is always going to be
hot in such positions: 1@..¥WH2M 11
Ebl ¥x2 12 We2 £52 13 Hb7 and
with £ib5 coming, white has
tremendous compensation.

11 000 cA!
12 f4 Wa$s
13 f5 bS

14 &d5 b4!



15 %wTloo

The experience of this game
suggests that 9 h5 might be
inaccurate, as with the bishop on
g6, white’s f5 would come with
tempo. Therefore it looks as it 9
42 (The direct attempt 9 f4 Hicé
10 f5 leaves the white position
looking very suspect after 10...ef 11
o35 @Wab.) & (9..%H2 10 3bl
W2 111 We2 Ket2 12 EHb7 ¢4 13
s +) 10 000 might be sironger,
as 10...c4 can be met by 114 with {5
to follow, and 10... £ib4? fails te 11
4 k2 12 b5 &d3 1L3de £e5 14
éd5. However, in Sokolev-
Karpov, Linares (game 9) 1987, the
ex-World Champion found the
excellent reply 10...h5! New the
natural 11 444 walks inte ed!, so
Sokolov had to be conteat with an
equal position after 11 de Ae5 12
Keos a3 13 Aif4 4igeyr. Se, after
9...4%¢6 it looks as if white sheuld
try 10 f4, Now the various threats of
5, dtal or even simply 000, make
acceptance of the sacrifice with

IM.. WH2 almost obligatory. After
1 Ebl We2 12 #c2 Ac2 13 Eb7e4
14 1 b5, white has good
compensation.

E23 7 f6

This perfectly reasonable move has,
to my knowlledge, only received one
serious test. This is rather
surprising as, on its only outing,
black obtained a good position very
quickly.

8 h5!?
Nunn-Cocozza, Thessalonika
Olympiad 1984, continued 8 &if4
EIr7 9 ef cd! 10 #d4 (The
remarkablle reply to [0 We2 is
A7) of 1 @nd fcd 12 Re3?



(Better is 12 $b5) and now 12..a6
leaves black much better.

8 . Af7
85 f413 fe
18 fe heh
11 263

White plans #2 and 000.
11 e w
12 &M £ies?
13 &b5 2d7
14 W3

E24 7 cd

8 &d4 h5
In view of white’s intended £b5
and f4-f5, black must seek urgent
counterpllay. But at present this line
is almost winning for white.

9 45 od7

10 f4 hg

11 15 Eh4

11... £ff5 fareslittle better: 12 £if5

ef 13 Wd5 T (3...a6 isrefuted by
14 kg5 &e7 1S @Wh7 ab 16 &b5) 14
&f4! thel (Sax-Vadasz, Hungary
1985) and now 15 @d2! (Instead of
Sax’s 15 ¥4, which was also good
enough to win) 000 16 e6 &e5 17
&d7 &b8 18 £3b5 &3 19 sgdl
wins.

12 Bfll

12 .. Eh2
12...ef 13 e6? fe 14 £ie6 ¥ee7 15 Wie2
Eh2"! led to much fun and an
eventual draw in Kartlier-Retter,
Israel 1986. Howewver, after the very
sensible 13 &f4! (covering h2 and
complleting developmemt) it is
difficult to have any enthusiasm for
the black position despite the three

pawn swiplus,
13 &d7 214
14 Yopd ef
15 K15
16 W5 a6
17 &g5 Le7
18 a7 &re7



19 Wf4 32 Eb3 &as

W7 Hce2 20 Weo &S 21 Edl 33 wd2 &ad
would have shortened black’s 34 Hal b8
resistance, but the move plaved 35  Eas

does not alter the outcome. With
such an exposed king. black would

need a miracle to survive. //E//Z%/ 3 ////7 /Z//? . /%
;.3 %’34 ‘ii‘? //‘27/‘ //////////%//ﬁ///‘%ﬁ///
20000 Whe ) //%/y,%/ %9///
2 &bl W6 E@%?%// »
23 W4 Ehe 5 ny
24 o6 b nny
25 of g6 A Zg@g @ %/ )
;2 Wha ga6 %@% hu¢ % %

Wa3 Hbo

28 HdS &bSs
29 Wd3 s
30 Wd4 &b5 1-0
31 E Ehd Moore-Mills, USA 1984.
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