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Fore word by Alexey Shirov

We all know chess the ory now a days.
Some of us know less, oth ers more. But
do we re ally know the his tory of chess
the ory, its de vel op ment? And, of course,
the next ques tion would be – is it im por -
tant at all? Judg ing by my per sonal ex pe -
ri ence the an swer is pos i tive. Many teen -
ag ers of to day want to know how chess
was be fore they were born. 

Our gen er a tion (Viorel Bologan is just
half a year older than me) have en joyed
all the ben e fits of ‘tech ni cal prog ress’ in
chess. We were still very young and fresh
when the use of da ta bases and anal y sis
en gines be came the most con ve nient
form of work ing on chess and the ex pe ri -
ence we had be fore pre vented us from
un der es ti mat ing the hu man touch, so the 
work with new tech nol o gies could be -
come es pe cially ef fec tive. But I think the
nos tal gic mem o ries of times when ev ery -
thing was done with the de sire to dis -
cover new things, when the search for the 
truth in chess was some times ab sorb ing,
those mem o ries sim ply can’t be taken
away. As well as mem o ries of peo ple who
never knew the mod ern times.

The year 1997 was sad for both Viorel
and me. The chess com mu nity lost two
per son al i ties who had de voted all their
life into chess in ves ti ga tion – the Lat vian
Alvis Vitolinsh and the Moldavian
Vyacheslav Chebanenko. I was sup posed
to write a trib ute to my coun try man but I
have n’t done it yet – who knows when I

will be able to. There fore it’s im por tant
for me to see that Viorel has done so to -
wards his for mer trainer and spir i tual
guru. And I should say that the 4...a6 Slav
is still only a small part of Chebanenko’s
con tri bu tion to chess, his other sys tem
1.c4 e5 2.Àc3 Ãb4 3.Àd5 Ãe7!? im me -
di ately co mes to mind as I played it a few
weeks ago against Levon Aronian in
Morelia 2008 and achieved a better po si -
tion! His old ideas in the Rossolimo Vari -
a tion (1.e4 c5 2.Àf3 Àc6 3.Ãb5 g6
4.Ãxc6 dxc6 5.d3 etc.) are very im por -
tant too, prac ti cally the whole mod ern
the ory of that sys tem is just the con tin u a -
tion of old Moldavian in ves ti ga tions.

I first heard the name of Chebanenko be -
cause of the 4...a6 Slav. A Lat vian of my
age, Kaspars Ramma (he was a fine po si -
tional player in his youth but then sud -
denly stopped com pet ing), suc cess fully
em ployed it in the sec ond half of the
eight ies and once he an no tated his best
ef fort for the Riga mag a zine Shakhmaty
or Sahs, men tion ing the au thor of the
ope ning, of course, and also re fer ring to
Viktor Gavrikov’s ar ti cle. When I saw
those com ments I dis trusted ev ery body
in volved, as I dog mat i cally thought that
a tempo could not be wasted like this. I
still needed to meet Chebanenko and be -
come Viorel’s friend to change my opin -
ion!

At the be gin ning Vyacheslav Chebanenko
was like a ghost for me. He never left his
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ho tel room. Dur ing some ju nior com pe -
ti tion I even mis took Boris Itkis for him,
be cause Boris was vis i ble with Moldavian
young sters but he was un known to me,
while Chebanenko’s name would al ways
be men tioned when one was pre par ing
against the Moldavian play ers. I got to
know Vyacheslav Andreevich per son ally
in 1988 when he was help ing Oratovsky
in his match ver sus Kramnik in Mos cow
and I at tended the meet ing of Botvinnik
with Jeroen Piket at the same time and
venue. Of course, the place I first met
Chebanenko was his ho tel room and we
im me di ately started ana lys ing the Slav
with 4...a6 which I tried to ‘re fute’, but
in vain.

Vyacheslav Chebanenko would nor mally 
try not to let his knowl edge be spread
out side the Moldavian chess school, but
with me he made an ex cep tion, per haps
be cause I was Viorel’s friend. He also in -
tro duced me to his girl stu dents and one
of them was my girl friend for a short
while. I would n’t men tion this if it were
not for the fact that later on in some of
my games I em ployed a move that he
had taught the girl (6...Ãg4 af ter 1.d4
d5 2.c4 c6 3.Àc3 Àf6 4.cxd5 cxd5

5.Ãf4 Àc6 6.e3), so the Moldavian
school def i nitely had a cer tain im pact on 
my chess.

So, I should say that Vyacheslav
Chebanenko was a nice and a quiet man
in daily life and a true work a holic in
chess re search, and one of the most re -
mark able train ers of his time. He left this
world too early but his sys tems are still
alive. Even though he was not a tac ti cian
at all, his chess strat egy has passed the test 
of time and tech nol ogy. 

Fi nally I should thank Viorel Bologan for
a tre men dous job of uni fy ing the mod ern 
dis cov er ies in the 4...a6 sys tem with its
his tor i cal back ground. Now the reader
has ev ery thing he needs to know – the
old stra te gic ideas and the lat est con crete
nu ances. And the fact that some times
pieces don’t get ex changed be fore move
20 shows how fas ci nat ing and com plex
the open ing is.

Play 4...a6 in the Slav! I used to think it
was a loss of tempo but it is not!

Alexey Shirov
Tarragona, 16th of March 2008

The Chebanenko Slav Ac cord ing to Bologan
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In tro duc tion
Con tain ing  ex tracts from the books ‘Rev o lu tion in the 1970s’ by Garry Kasparov and ‘School of
Chess Ex cel lence 4 – Open ing De vel op ments’ by Mark Dvoretsky, and the ar ti cle ‘A New Sys -
tem in the Slav De fence’ by Viktor Gavrikov

This book is ded i cated to Vyacheslav
Andreevich Chebanenko, the pa tri arch of
Moldovan chess, and my trainer and
teacher.
In work ing on this book, I was greatly as -
sisted by my long-time friends and col -
leagues, IM Vladi mir Barsky (ed i tor) and
GM Vic tor Komliakov (con sul tant), to
whom I of fer my warm est re gards and
heart felt grat i tude. With out them, I could 
not even have be gun work.

Doc tor Chebanenko’s 
Phi los o pher’s Stone

It was all a long time ago. Back in the days 
when peo ple wrote let ters to each other
on pa per, and a tele phone in one’s apart -
ment was re garded as a lux ury; when a
sim ple IBM elec tronic cal cu la tor took up
most of my fa ther’s of fice, and big ger
main frame com put ers oc cu pied whole
floors in the Moldavian So viet Re pub lic’s
‘Gosplan’ plan ning in sti tute; back in the
days when Fritz was still just a glint in
Frederic Friedel’s eye, and Mikhail
Moiseevich Botvinnik was still strug gling
with the prob lem of con struct ing ar ti fi -
cial in tel li gence. 
Back in those days, peo ple, chess play ers
in cluded, used to use their own heads to
think. 
One used to sit down be fore a game and
de cide – OK, if he plays this, I will choose 
that plan; if he does this, I’ll fol low that
well-known game, and if he does any -

thing else, I’ll just work some thing out
over the board. That was all the prep a ra -
tion one did. That is as sum ing one was a
pro fes sional, and ana lysed other peo ple’s
games, and stud ied good books – if you
were a com plete la zy bones, then better
not to play chess at all! 
But we liked to play! It is not only a ques -
tion of en joy ing the pro cess it self, but
also, if things go well, there are ma te rial
re wards – a sti pend from the state, for -
eign travel, din ing cou pons, lec tures,
simuls… 

– OK, you win, said the mae stro of
Moldavian chess, Vyacheslav Andreevich
Chebanenko, stretch ing him self out on
his sofa. – I’ll show you some thing.
It is time to in tro duce the Doc tor, as
Vyacheslav Andreevich was called by the
older gen er a tion of his pu pils. Not only
did he come up with a mi rac u lous so lu -
tion to all the prob lems of the idle chess
play ers of Moldavia, by cre at ing for them
a unique open ing rep er toire, con tained
within a cou ple of ex er cise books. He also 
man aged to in ter est the whole chess
world in his ideas, even such gran di ose
fig ures as Tigran Petrosian and Garry
Kasparov. 
In or der to avoid the in ac cu ra cies that are
in ev i ta ble when re-tell ing a story, I will
let you hear it ‘from the horse’s mouth’ as 
it were, in the words of the 13th World
Cham pion him self.
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Ex tract from Garry Kasparov’s book Rev o -
lu tion in the 1970s, pages 324-326:

The Chebanenko Line
When speak ing of the founders of the
mod ern open ing, one can not omit the
name of the Kishinev mas ter Vyacheslav
Chebanenko (1942-1997), a noted the o -
re ti cian and trainer, who brought on a
whole generation of grand masters and
mas ters – Gavrikov, Iordachescu,
Bologan, Komliakov, Rogozenko, V.
Nevednichy, Oratovsky and many others. 
His open ing ‘bomb’ in the Si cil ian De -
fence is well-known, af ter be ing used by
Petrosian in the first game of his match
against Fischer.

Slav with 4...a6
But what is rather more im por tant is that
Chebanenko in vented and worked out in
detail the 4...a6-sys tem in the Slav De -
fence:

1. d2-d4 d7-d5
2. c2-c4 c7-c6
3. Àg1-f3 Àg8-f6
4. Àb1-c3

Or 4.e3 a6.
4. ... a7-a6

And from the mid 1970s, the various
Moldovan mas ters be gan to use the sys -
tem in practice. 

TsLdMl.t
_J_.jJjJ
J_J_.s._
_._J_._.
._Ii._._
_.n._N_.
Ii._IiIi
r.bQkB_R

TsLdMl.t
_J_.jJjJ
J_J_.s._
_._J_._.
._Ii._._
_.n._N_.
Ii._IiIi
r.bQkB_R

To day it is one of the main ope ning sys -
tems against 1.d4, but 30 years ago, only
a small num ber of play ers knew about it
and it seemed quite an ex otic idea. Chess
ideas were still dom i nated by rel a tively
clas si cal principles, and the apparently
point less loss of a tempo had trou ble
being ac cepted.
… It is worth see ing how it changed the
eval u a tion of the Ex change Vari a tion of
the Slav De fence.

The Chebanenko Slav Ac cord ing to Bologan
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1. d2-d4 d7-d5
2. c2-c4 c7-c6
3. Àg1-f3 Àg8-f6
4. c4xd5 c6xd5
5. Àb1-c3 Àb8-c6
6. Ãc1-f4

T_LdMl.t
jJ_.jJjJ
._S_.s._
_._J_._.
._.i.b._
_.n._N_.
Ii._IiIi
r._QkB_R

T_LdMl.t
jJ_.jJjJ
._S_.s._
_._J_._.
._.i.b._
_.n._N_.
Ii._IiIi
r._QkB_R

For a long time, the main meth ods of de -
fence were con fined to be ei ther 6...e6 or
6...Ãf5. But then it turned out that, by
anal ogy with 4.Àc3 a6 5.cxd5 cxd5
6.Ãf4 Àc6, in the di a gram po si tion the
move 

6. ... a7-a6!? 
was good, with the idea of 7.e3 Ãg4!,
whilst 7.Àe5 can be met by 7...©b6, and 
on 7.Õc1 Black equalises with 7...Ãf5
8.Àe5 Õc8.

There is no sense in giv ing a com plete
over view of all the pos si ble vari a tions of
the Chebanenko Sys tem, es pe cially as I
only re ally be came ac quainted with it
quite late on, in the 1990s, when it be gan 
to be come a big ger and big ger part of the 
rep er toire of top play ers. Viktor Gavrikov
passed the ba ton to Vic tor Bologan,
Alexey Shirov and other young grand -
masters.
I re mem ber be ing struck by the ease with 
which Black won in the game Oll-Anand
(Biel Interzonal 1993):

5. e2-e3 b7-b5
6. b2-b3 Ãc8-g4
7. h2-h3

In the main line – 7.Ãe2 e6  8.0-0 Àbd7
9.h3 Ãh5 – Black has a solid po si tion,
whilst the bishop re treat to f5 is also not
bad. 

7. ... Ãg4xf3
7...Ãh5 8.g4.

8. ©d1xf3 e7-e6
Chebanenko’s pu pils pre ferred 8...e5!
9.dxe5 (9.c5 Àbd7) 9...Ãb4 10.Ãd2
Ãxc3 11.Ãxc3 Àe4 12.Ãb4 bxc4
13.bxc4 (13.e6 Õa7; 13.©g4 c5!)
13...©b6 14.a3 a5 15.cxd5 cxd5 with
good play. 

9. Ãc1-d2
9.Ãd3!?.

9. ... Ãf8-b4
10. ©f3-d1?!

The nat u ral 10.Ãd3 is better, since White 
has no ob jec tions to either 10...Àbd7
 11.0-0 intending a2-a3, and 10...©a5
11.Õc1 Ãxc3 12.Õxc3 (12.Ãxc3!?)
12...©xa2 13.©d1 with ob vi ous com -
pen sa tion for the pawn (Sadler-Levitt,
Dub lin Zonal 1993).

 10. ... 0-0 
11. Ãf1-e2 b5xc4 
12. b3xc4 c6-c5!

An en er getic move!

Ts.d.tM_
_._._JjJ
J_._Js._
_.jJ_._.
.lIi._._
_.n.i._I
I_.bBiI_
r._Qk._R

Ts.d.tM_
_._._JjJ
J_._Js._
_.jJ_._.
.lIi._._
_.n.i._I
I_.bBiI_
r._Qk._R

13. d4xc5?

In tro duc tion
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Of course,  13.0-0 cxd4 14.Àxd5! was
cor rect, with equal ity – Anand.

13. ... d5-d4!
14. e3xd4 ©d8xd4
15. ©d1-c2 Àb8-c6
  16. 0-0 ©d4-e5!
17. ©c2-a4?! Õa8-d8
18. Ãd2-e1 Àc6-d4!
19. ©a4xb4 Àd4xe2+
20. Àc3xe2 ©e5xa1
21. Àe2-c3 ©a1-c1!

and Black won (0-1).

Hav ing looked at the de tails of the sys -
tem, I in cluded it in my rep er toire, and
achieved good re sults, never ex pe ri enc ing 
any prob lems. In the words of Bologan,

‘to date, White has not found any ad van -
tage here, and the main lines re main
those that were writ ten in our note books
all those years ago’.
(End of ex tract) 

***

The ti tle of ‘Doc tor’ was given to
Vyacheslav Andreevich for his tire less
ope ning ex per i ments, many of which he
used even with very young play ers.
First the idea would be born, then the
 details would be worked out on his
handheld ‘Riga’ mag netic chess set (by
us ing such a set, Chebanenko did not
have to get up from the sofa on which he
al ways lay full-length), and then dic tated

The Chebanenko Slav Ac cord ing to Bologan
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to his pu pils, who wrote them down in
their ex er cise-books. And then the pu pil,
faith fully be liev ing that he had in his
hands a super-nov elty, would be sent off
to his game.
It is only fair to say that the Doc tor’s ope -
ning ex per i ments were usu ally suc cess -
ful, al though that suc cess was not al ways
car ried over to the lat ter part of the game. 
A typ i cal pic ture for the Moldavian team
in na tional com pe ti tions would go some -
thing like this – af ter the ope ning, we
would have a large ad van tage, then the
po si ti o n would grad u ally level out, and in 
time-trou ble, everything would be
turned on its head. 
One of his ‘vic tims’ was his young girl pu -
pil Tanya Derid. She did not have a very
good mem ory, so Vyacheslav Andreevich
dreamed up for her the fol low ing open ing 
vari a tion: 1.e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.Àc3 a6!?.
Black gives his op po nent the move, with -
out clar i fy ing the sit u a tion in the cen tre,
and in an swer to the most nat u ral move
4.Àf3, he con tin ues 4...Ãg4. It may very
well be by anal ogy with this that the move
4..a6!? in the Slav was found.

* * *

Nikolay Popov re calls (Popov was the first
Moldavian IM, and is now a sports com men -
ta tor on Rus sian TV):
– Chebanenko was born in Kishinev, but
later stud ied in Le nin grad, at the in sti tute
of op tics and me chan ics. How ever, this
did not prove to be his vo ca tion, and he
left Le nin grad and con tin ued his stud ies
in Odessa, at the in sti tute of maths and
phys ics. Af ter fin ish ing his stud ies, he
spent two years work ing in the dis tri bu -
tion busi ness, in a vil lage some where in

Moldavia, and then re turned to Kishinev
and de voted him self to chess. He worked
as a trainer at the chess club and con tin -
ued his own playing career. 
He al ways had his own ap proach to chess, 
his own way of look ing at things. This at -
tracted me and I de cided to study with
him. We spent a lot of time ana lys ing the
most var ied po si tions, al though I have to
say that I al ways felt a lit tle un com fort -
able. I have a very open, dy namic style,
whereas he tended to look at the sort of
po si tions that I could not re ally get on
with, and this put me off some what. 
Maybe I could out play him in anal y sis,
sim ply be cause I was the stron ger prac ti -
cal player, but we al ways had dif fer ences
of prin ci ple in re la tion to po si tions. For
ex am ple, Chebanenko re ally liked the line 
1.e4 c5 2.Àf3 Àc6 3.Ãb5 and on the
next move, re gard less of what Black did,
tak ing on c6. Now a days this is con sid ered 
a ma jor vari a tion, but I just could not ac -
cept that it should be pos si ble to play like
this. I re mem ber that we even played a
match, where I an swered 3.Ãb5 with
3...a6 and forced him to take on c6. I do
not re call the re sult of the match, but he
got the ad van tage in the ope ning. Up to a
cer tain level (let us say against can di date
mas ters) he scored vir tu ally 100% with
this ope ning, because his opponents
simply did not how to play against it. 
He also spent a great deal of time on an -
other ope ning, which did not be come so
pop u lar, but in which he very firmly be -
lieved: 1.e4 d6 2.d4 Àf6 3.Àc3 c6!?.
Here he in ves ti gated a whole mass of po -
si tions.
Thanks to Chebanenko I played a lot of
games, and very suc cess fully at that, with
the Black line 1.c4 e5 2.Àc3 Ãb4!?, and

In tro duc tion
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if 3.Àd5, then 3...Ãe7. And if the knight
did not come to d5, then Chebanenko did 
ex actly what he did in the Si cil ian, and
took im me di ately on c3, car ry ing out the
same plan that he loved – the bat tle
against dou bled pawns.
Petrosian de scribed in de tail in 64, the
mag a zine that was around at the time,
one of Chebanenko’s nov el ties. Af ter he
beat Kortchnoi and qual i fied for the fi nal
Can di dates’ match against Fischer, he was
passed a let ter, ad dressed to the win ner of 
the Kortchnoi-Petrosian match, in which
there was anal y sis of the vari a tion later
seen in the first game of the Fischer-
 Petrosian match. Later, Tigran Vartano -
vich was very up set that he had wasted
such an in no va tion, by fail ing at the cru -
cial mo ment to fol low the anal y sis.

* * *

Grand mas ter Vic tor Komliakov re calls:
– We, his pu pils, used to call Vyacheslav
Andreevich Chebanenko the Guru, or

Doc tor. He had a deep knowl edge of
chess strat egy. He was a great re searcher,
al though it was not only ope ning ideas
that in ter ested him, but chess strat egy in
gen eral. He had stud ied Nimzowitsch’s
the o ries very deeply and built his own
con cep tion. In any ope ning, the Doc tor
al ways strove first and fore most to iden -
tify its stra te gic basis. 
At the start of the 1970s, Chebanenko
was the trainer of the Moldavian school -
chil dren. He never cared about who was
in front of him, a school boy or a mas ter – 
he al ways wanted some one on whom to
test his ideas. When you ana lyse on your
own, it is not al ways pos si ble to re tain
one’s ob jec tiv ity. At first, he tested his
stuff on other Moldavian mas ters, who
also worked as train ers – Nikolay Popov
and Boris Itkis (he, in par tic u lar, ana lysed
a great deal), and then Chebanenko
started to in clude in the anal y sis his own
pu pils – Gavrikov, me, Titov, and oth ers.
All of his ideas, Vyacheslav Andreevich
first tested on us. 

The Chebanenko Slav Ac cord ing to Bologan
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I re mem ber that at a ses sion in 1975, we
spent about 10-12 days pol ish ing up the
vari a tion, and then wrote it all out in a
note book. Un for tu nately, I no lon ger have
the note book. One of the first to try it was
Popov, but he was not very suc cess ful.
Then there was a lull for about 5 years, be -
fore Gavrikov started to use the vari a tion. 
In those days, in the main, we played the
King’s In dian, and only rarely the Slav.
Later, when we found some prob lems
with the King’s In dian, we re turned to the 
Slav. There are many ope nings, af ter all,
and one should not spend all one’s time
on the same one! Chebanenko, for ex am -
ple, spent a lot of time on the Mod ern
De fence with c6-d6, and with white
opened 1.e4 more of ten than 1.d4. He
played the Slav with 4...a6 from time to
time, in com pe ti tions, the games of
which have not made it into con tem po -
rary da ta bases, such as the Moldavian
cham pi on ships, for example. 
Then Gavrikov took up the ba ton. He
played the Chebanenko Vari a tion twice in 
the 1981 USSR Cham pi on ship (against
Beliavsky and Tukmakov), and made two
draws. In De cem ber 1983, in the mag a -
zine Shakhmaty v SSSR he pub lished an
ar ti cle, en ti tled ‘A new sys tem in the Slav
De fence’.
At the be gin ning of the 1990s, Viorel
Bologan asked Chebanenko’s per mis sion
to show the vari a tion to Shirov. Alexey
started play ing the line very suc cess fully,
and be ing a gen er ous and well-brought
up young man, he later went out of his
way to ex press his grat i tude to
Chebanenko. 
It was very im por tant to Chebanenko that 
he had a suit able op po nent (al beit only a
can di date mas ter), in or der that he could

find his ideas. Chebanenko would come
to a train ing ses sion and say ‘Look, I have
a new idea’, and would set up on the
board the crit i cal po si ti o n, which would
usu ally be the prod uct of a night-time
vigil. He would then start to check it, re -
gard less of whether the pu pil played this
vari a tion or not. Over time, his pu pils
grew up, and be came strong op po nents,
who had from the be gin ning de vel oped
the art of anal y sis. In those days, there
were no com put ers, and we all moved the 
pieces by hand. Chebanenko worked a
great deal, and the pieces on his mag netic 
chess set cov ered many kilometres
moving around the board! 

***

‘The Chebanenko Line’ (to use Kasparov’s 
apt ex pres sion!), as well as the a6-Slav ex -
am ined in this book, also in cluded 1.c4
e5 2.Àc3 Ãb4 3.Àd5 Ãe7 in the Eng lish 
Ope ning, and all kinds of King’s In dian
set-ups, par tic u larly with the knight on
d7. To avoid the Four Pawns, Sämisch and
Averbakh vari a tions, we of ten started
with 1...d6. Cor re spond ingly, against
1.e4 we were pre pared to play the
Philidor, reach ing it ei ther by 2.d4 Àf6
3.Àc3 e5, or by 3...c6, where
Chebanenko han dled the pawns in vir tu -
oso style, play ing ei ther ...d5, ...c5, or
...e5, de pend ing on circumstances.
As White we all played 1.e4, al though
Vyacheslav Andreevich oc ca sion ally
looked at lines af ter 1.d4; in par tic u lar
against the Dutch De fence he worked out
a sys tem in volv ing a pawn sac ri fice with
h2-h3 and g2-g4. It is in ter est ing to note
that this mo tif ap pears now a days in al -
most all closed openings. 
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Need less to say, we did not get mixed up
in Open Si cil ians, but faith fully em ployed 
the Doc tor’s pre scrip tion: against 2…d6
and 2…Àc6 – 3.Ãb5, whilst af ter 2…e6
we had the choice be tween 3.c4 or 3.d3.
Against the French it was only 2.d3,
1...e5 we hap pily met with the Ital ian,
whilst if we thought the Petroff/Rus sian
Game was likely, we would play the
bishop to c4 at move 2. 
The main thing that links all the above-
 mentioned lines is the re strained pawn
struc ture, usu ally in volv ing d3-c3 as
White and d6-c6 as Black. The pieces
would then be placed very har mo ni ously
within that pawn struc ture. The typ i cal
plan of pre par ing ei ther ...b5 or ...d5, and 
also the over all con cep tion, made the
whole sys tem easy to re mem ber and play.
The strange thing is that the main vari a -
tion of Chebanenko’s whole life, the Slav
with 4...a6, is some what out side the gen -
eral ope ning con cep tion of the
‘Chebanenko Line’, be cause the pawn
struc ture in the cen tre is de ter mined al -
ready at move one. This ex cep tion to the
gen eral rule al lowed Chebanenko to
dem on strate his stra te gic tal ent. The
move ...d5, com pared with ...d6, gives
Black more room to ma noeu vre. It may
seem that Black is go ing to play quite
nor mally, but the orig i nal ity of the
Chebanenko Vari a tion is that it is still in
ac cord with Chebanenko’s prin ci pal ope -
ning credo – pre serv ing the maximum
number of options.
So who first played the move 4...a6 in the
Slav? In this re gard, the ar ti cle by René
Olthof in Yearbook 81 is ex tremely in ter -
est ing, in which he re fers to the game
Reginald Pryce Michell versus Mir Sul tan
Khan, Brit ish Cham pi on ship 1929. 

The first se ri ous op po nent, and, there -
fore, the first per son to put the
Chebanenko Vari a tion to a se ri ous test,
was Nikolay Popov, from whom we have
al ready heard above (in ci den tally, he also
at one time spent a month train ing me). 

Nikolay Popov:
‘… And then he de vel oped his vari a tion
of the Slav, with 4…a6, a move he was
very proud of. Once again, he and I ar -
gued over the mer its of this line, be cause
the move breaks many of the gen eral
rules of ope ning play. Now a days this line
has be come widely-ac cepted, and even
Kasparov de voted a whole chap ter to it, in 
his book Rev o lu tion in the 1970s. 
At a cer tain level, such as in Moldavian
tour na ments, this ope ning scored well.
But in 1975, I played two games against
Leonid Zaid, and he twice de feated me
with the move 5.Ãg5. As far as I know,
how ever, now a days Black is OK in this
vari a tion. Also in 1975, I tried the vari a -
tion against Dorfman, and as early as
move 15, he (as White) of fered me a
draw. I re fused and went on to lose. Even
so, deep-down, I did not re ally be lieve in
the Chebanenko Sys tem, which to a sig -
nif i cant ex tent was the an tith e sis of my
style. 
On the other hand, Vic tor Gavrikov be -
lieved much more in Chebanenko’s sys -
tems. He lived in a town about 50 km
from Kishinev, and ev ery day, he would
catch the bus into the cap i tal, to work
with Chebanenko. In the early 1980s,
Gavrikov had a golden pe riod, first qual i -
fy ing for the USSR First League, then the
Super League, and in one Super League
di vid ing 1-3 places, thereby get ting into
the Interzonal.‘
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* * *

It was Vic tor Gavrikov, the first ‘home -
grown’ Moldavian grand mas ter, who
first gave the Chebanenko Vari a tion its
name, and de vel oped its rep u ta tion as a
se ri ous ope ning. This was all done in his
ar ti cle in the highly-re spected mag a zine
Shakhmaty v SSSR in De cem ber 1983. It
was on the ba sis of this ar ti cle that I de -
cided to give a short his tory of the vari a -
tion, in this book. I hope read ers will
find this small his tor i cal jour ney of in -
ter est; it can be found at the end of this
In tro duc tion. 
Af ter the pub li ca tion of Gavrikov’s ar ti cle, 
the vari a tion fi nally ceased to be purely a
Moldavian spe ci al ity, and be gan, at first
qui etly, and later with greater pub lic ity, to 
en ter the realms of the top of world chess. 
One of the first prac ti tio ners was still a
young tal ent, the 16-year-old Alexey
Dreev.

Ex tract from School of Chess Ex cel lence 4 –
Ope ning De vel op ments by Mark Dvoretsky, 
pages 134-138:

What is Meant by High Class

 I hear the speech not of a boy, but of a man.
– Al ex an der Pushkin

Al most ev ery tal ented young player can
carry out en er getic at tacks, filled with
com bi na tional blows. Such games in di -
cate the player’s tal ent, but not his ma tu -
rity or the high class of his play. The truth
is that the class of a player is about all-round
ver sa til ity, the abil ity to take in de pend ent de -
ci sions in the dif fer ent sit u a tions aris ing
dur ing the course of the bat tle. 

In the chap ter ‘How a chess player de vel -
ops’ I de scribed the prep a ra tion of Alexey 
Dreev, who took the pres ti gious ti tle of
World U-16 Ca det Cham pion in 1983.
The fol low ing year in Champigny
(France), Alyosha re peated his suc cess
and be came a dou ble cham pion. And fi -
nally, in the world U-20 cham pi on ship in 
Kiljava (Fin land), the 15-year old Dreev
scored 10/13, to take the sil ver medal
ahead of a host of play ers sev eral years
older than him self (the win ner, with
10.5, was Curt Hansen). 
Remarkably, Dreev did not lose a sin gle
game in any of these three tour na -
ments!

í Thorsteins,Karl
n Dreev,Alexey

World Ju nior Cham pi on ship, Kiljava

1984

1. d2-d4 d7-d5
2. c2-c4 c7-c6
3. Àg1-f3 Àg8-f6
4. Àb1-c3 a7-a6!?

Black chooses a sys tem sug gested by the
well-known trainer from Kishinev,
Vyacheslav Chebanenko. Now a days it is
played reg u larly by Alexey Shirov, Vladi -
mir Epishin, Julian Hodgson and other
well-known grand masters, but then, it
had not yet be come fash ion able. 
When pre par ing for the world ju nior
cham pi on ship, Dreev and I de cided to
widen his ope ning rep er toire, to in clude
sev eral such lesser-known lines. The ad -
van tages of this ap proach are ob vi ous –
we would not need to spend so much
time study ing the new schemes, whilst
Dreev’s op po nents were un likely to be
well-pre pared for them.

In tro duc tion

19



Gen er ally speak ing, such an ap proach to
one’s ope ning rep er toire is ques tion able,
and should not be come one’s main
method, but as a tem po rary mea sure
when pre par ing for a spe cific event, it has 
its merits.

The first time the sys tem with 4...a6 was
tried in the event was the game Wells –
Dreev. At that mo ment, both play ers had
3/3. Their game, al though it ended in a
quick draw, was quite tense: 
5.cxd5 cxd5 6.Ãf4 Àc6 7.Õc1 7.e3!? Ãg4.
7...Àe4! 8.a3!? This move is ex plained by
the vari a tion 8.e3 Àxc3 9.Õxc3? e5! fol -
lowed by 10...Ãb4. In the game
Beliavsky-Tukmakov (USSR Cham pi on -
ship, Frunze 1981) White pre ferred
8.Àe5, but af ter 8...Àxc3 9.Õxc3 Ãd7
10.©b3 f6! 11.Àxc6 Ãxc6 12.e3 e6
13.Ãd3 Ãe7  14.0-0 ®f7! Black equa lised.
8...Ãf5 9.e3 e6 10.©a4!? f6! 11.Àxe4 Ãxe4

12.Àd2 Ãf5 13.Õxc6!? If 13.Ãe2 the game 
is about even. In stead, the young Eng lish -
man strives for com pli ca tions. 
13...bxc6 14.©xc6+ ®f7 15.Ãxa6 Ãe7?!

16.Ãb7 Õa7  17.0-0 17.Ãc7? ©e8 18.©b6 
©d7!. 17...©a5 18.Àb3 ©a4 19.©b6?! The 
queen ex change leads to a su pe rior end -
ing for White: 19.©xa4!? Õxa4 20.Õc1
Õc4 (20...Õa7 21.Õc7; 20...Ãd3
21.Àc5) 21.Õxc4 dxc4 22.Àa5.
19...Ãd8 20.Ãc7 Ãxc7 21.©xc7+ ®g6

22.©g3+ ®f7 23.©c7+ Draw. 
Ac tu ally, Pe ter Wells was in slightly too
much of a hurry to agree a draw – he
could still fight for a win by: 23...®g6
24.Àc5! ©a5 25.©c6! Õb8 26.b4! (but
not im me di ately 26.Ãc8? Õc7 27.©e8+
®h6) 26...©xa3 27.Ãc8 ©xb4 28.Ãxe6 
Ãxe6 29.©xe6, and White’s po si ti o n re -
mains pref er a ble.

In round 8, Dreev again played the vari a -
tion, this time against the fu ture bronze
medal win ner, Karl Thorsteins. 
We man aged to guess what the op po nent
would play. It was not hard to imag ine
that in look ing for a weapon against
4...a6, the Ice lan dic player would rely on
the lat est In for mant (it was un likely that
he would be fa mil iar with Gavrikov’s re -
cent ar ti cle in Shakhmaty v SSSR, which
had served as our main source of in for -
ma tion). In In for mant 36, Tukmakov had
an no tated a game where he had won as
White, and it was this game that
Thorsteins de cided to fol low. 
Study ing the game Tukmakov – Bagirov
(USSR 1983), Dreev and I came to the
con clu sion that Black could achieve sat is -
fac tory play. As a re sult, an in ter est ing
ope ning duel arose in the game against
Thorsteins. 

5. Ãc1-g5 Àf6-e4
6. Ãg5-f4 Àe4xc3
7. b2xc3 d5xc4
8. g2-g3 b7-b5
9. Ãf1-g2 Ãc8-b7

10. Àf3-e5
This move proves to be the pre lude to in -
ter est ing tac ti cal com pli ca tions. White
goes into them, since oth er wise Black
will play 10...Àd7 and White’s com pen -
sa tion for the pawn is ques tion able.

10. ... f7-f6!
Black takes up the gaunt let. On 10...©c8
Tukmakov gives the line 11.Õb1 Àd7
12.Àxc4! bxc4 13.©a4 e5 14.dxe5 Àc5
15.©xc4, and now it is bad to play
15...©e6? 16.©xe6+ fxe6 17.Õxb7.

11. Àe5xc4!
In the above-men tioned source game,
Vladi mir Bagirov con tin ued 11...bxc4?!
12.Õb1 e5 13.Õxb7 exf4, and af ter
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14.©a4?! ©c8 15.Õb6 Ãd6 16.©xc4
®e7 he man aged to beat off the first wave 
of the at tack and ob tain a prom is ing po si -
ti o n. How ever, as Tukmakov pointed out,
White could play more strongly:
14.©b1! Ãe7 (14...Ãd6 15.Õxg7)
15.©e4! ©d6  16.0-0 Àd7 (16...fxg3
17.hxg3 g6 18.Õfb1 is hardly any better)
17.©xc6 ©xc6 18.Ãxc6  0-0-0 19.Õfb1
Ãd6 20.Õa7 with advantage.
Black also has a dif fi cult po si ti o n af ter
11...e5?! 12.dxe5 ©xd1+ 13.Õxd1 bxc4
14.e6! Ãc8 15.Õb1.
It turns out that here, just as in the crit i cal 
po si ti o n of the game Wells-Dreev, seen
ear lier, the key to the po si ti o n is the
zwischenzug ...g7-g5!, which im proves
Black’s chances in the sub se quent
struggle. 

11. ... g7-g5!!
12. Ãf4xb8

Many years later, Vishy Anand chose
against Dreev 12.Ãe3! bxc4 13.Õb1 ©c7 
14.h4 with good com pen sa tion for the
sac ri ficed piece.

12. ... b5xc4!
Sud denly the white bishop is trapped.
How can it sell it self as dearly as pos si ble? 
Sergey Dolmatov sug gested the par a dox i -
cal move 13.Ãe5! with the idea of avoid -
ing fur ther ex changes and weak en ing the
en emy king’s hid ing place on the
kingside. For ex am ple 13...fxe5 14.Õb1
©c7 15.©a4 ®f7 (or 15...Õc8 16.dxe5)
16.©xc4+ e6 17.d5! exd5 18.Ãxd5+
®f6 19.f4!. It is hard to say where
White’s at tack ing chances are better, here
or in the Anand-Dreev line; only fur ther
prac ti cal ex pe ri ence can answer this
question.

13. Õa1-b1 Õa8xb8
14. Õb1xb7 Õb8xb7

15. Ãg2xc6+ Õb7-d7
16. ©d1-a4 e7-e6
 17. 0-0

._.dMl.t
_._T_._J
J_B_Jj._
_._._.j.
Q_Ji._._
_.i._.i.
I_._Ii.i
_._._Rk.

._.dMl.t
_._T_._J
J_B_Jj._
_._._.j.
Q_Ji._._
_.i._.i.
I_._Ii.i
_._._Rk.

In his com men tary, Tukmakov looked at
this vari a tion and con tin ued it as fol lows:
17...®e7 18.Ãxd7 ©xd7 19.©xa6 Ãg7
20.©xc4 Õc8 21.©d3. In pre par ing for
this game, we de cided that the fi nal po si -
ti o n is sat is fac tory for Black, and we also
no ticed that he could de velop the bishop
on a an other di ag o nal: 19...®f7!? (in -
stead of 19...Ãg7) 20.Õb1 Ãe7.
How ever, at the board, Dreev did not
blindly fol low what we had ana lysed at
home. In stead, he thought fur ther and
found the most pre cise way to de velop his 
pieces. 

17. ... Ãf8-d6!
Such de ci sions show not only good po si -
tional un der stand ing, but also the abil ity
to think in de pend ently, and be lief in
one’s own ability. 

18. ©a4xa6
White could in stead choose 18.Õb1 ®e7
19.Ãxd7 ©xd7 20.©xa6 Õc8 21.Õb7!?
Õc7 22.Õxc7 ©xc7. Now the di rect
23.a4? is bad be cause of 23...Ãb4!!
24.cxb4 c3 25.d5 (25.©d3 c2
26.©xh7+ ®d6) 25...exd5 26.©d3 c2
27.©e3+ ®d7 28.©c1 ©c4, and the
pawn soon pro motes. In stead, White
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must play 23.©b5!. Then it makes sense
for Black to ha rass the en emy king by
means of 23...h5! 24.a4 h4 (pre par ing
...h4-h3 and ...©b8). If 25.®g2, then ei -
ther the im me di ate 25...©b8 26.©xc4
©b1, or first  25...f5 – in both cases, it is
not easy for White to defend. 

18. ... ®e8-f7!
From here, the king can de fend the h7
pawn in case of ne ces sity. In the vari a tion
18...®e7 19.Ãxd7 ©xd7 20.©xc4 Õb8
(or 20...Õc8) 21.©d3 ®f8 22.c4 the
black queen is tied to the pawn in stead. 

19. Ãc6xd7 ©d8xd7
20. ©a6xc4

We have al ready looked at the po si ti o n
aris ing af ter 20.Õb1 Õc8 21.Õb7 Õc7
22.Õxc7 ©xc7, only with the king on e7, 
where he is slightly better placed. The
dif fer ence is ap par ent in the vari a tion
23.a4!? Ãb4?! 24.cxb4 c3 (not
24...®g7? be cause of 25.b5 c3 26.b6
©c6 27.©a7+ ®g6 28.©c7) 25.©d3
®g7 26.©c2 ©c4 27.b5 (27.®f1?
©xb4 28.®e1 ©b2 29.®d1 ©a1+
30.©c1 ©xa4+ and 31...©xd4)
27...©xd4 28.©b3 with a prob a ble draw.

20. ... Õh8-b8
21. a2-a4

The other pos si bil ity was 21.©d3 ®g7
22.c4, as was played nine years later in
the game Rashkovsky-Rublevsky (Kur gan
1993). Black will prob a bly win the a2
pawn, but it is hard to say if this will give
him re al is tic win ning chances. The white
pawn chain h2-g3-f2-e3-d4-c5 re stricts
the ac tiv ity of the black bishop. 

21. ... ©d7-c8
22. ©c4-d3 ®f7-g7
23. f2-f4?

Here, at last, is a po si tional er ror. White is
afraid of 23...Õb3 and pre pares to de fend 

the pawn by Õf3. How ever, the text move
weak ens the king’s po si ti o n and gives
Black the chance for an at tack. He should
have played to use the a-pawn: 23.Õa1
Õb3 24.a5, or 23.c4 ©a6 (this is the
point of 21...©c8) 24.Õd1 ©xa4 25.c5.

23. ... g5xf4
24. g3xf4

Sub se quently, Dreev con fi dently real ised
his ex tra ma te rial.
(End of ex tract)

***

So it was that the wind got in the sails. Af -
ter Popov, Gavrikov and Dreev, many
other play ers started play ing the a6-Slav:
Milorad Knezevic, Vladi mir Bagirov, and,
of course, Chebanenko’s pu pils – Vic tor
Komliakov, Ger man Titov, Georgy Orlov,
Vasily Sanduliak, Doru Rogozenko…
Your hum ble ser vant played his first game 
with the vari a tion in 1989.
Even so, with Megabase show ing just 100 
games in the vari a tion, the 1980s are
more like just the pre lude to the full sym -
phony of the 1990s, where we find some
2000 games. Prob a bly the most in ter est -
ing time for the vari a tion was the turn of
the third millennium. The move 4…a6
at tracted both ques tion marks and ‘du bi -
ous’ signs. Vari a tions were ‘closed’ (for
in stance, the move 5.Ãg5) and new ones
opened. Amongst the top 10 play ers, the
first to in clude the vari a tion in his rep er -
toire was Alexey Shirov. He played fear -
lessly, with an abun dance of risk-tak ing
and pas sion, and I de cided to in tro duce
my friend to Vyacheslav Andreevich, who 
in turn, via me, showed Shirov many of
the subtleties of the vari a tion.
Thanks to Shirov, the Chebanenko Vari a -
tion be gan to ap pear in all of the cap i tals
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of the chess world – Linares, Biel, Tilburg, 
Mo naco. To the hon our of both Shirov
and Chebanenko him self, the vari a tion
achieved a 50% score, 14-14. And this
was against the very best play ers in the
world. 
Shirov, along with Chebanenko’s pu pils,
like me, Komliakov and Rogozenko, both
pro moted the name of Chebanenko, and
at the same time in flu enced other, in de -
pend ent schools of play ers, tak ing up the
4...a6 line. 
One who greatly en riched the the ory of
the vari a tion was Ivan Sokolov, who not
only won many fine games in the line,
with some beau ti ful combinative blows,
but also brought to it a dose of ag gres -
sion. I was not sur prised when, af ter a
pause, Ivan re turned to the vari a tion and
again scored ex tremely well with it. It is
no co in ci dence that in the test po si tions,
you will find a num ber of ex am ples from
Sokolov’s games.
Of the gen er a tion of Dreev, Sokolov and
Shirov, two oth ers who played the vari a -
tion are Bareev and Khalifman. But the
only ones who made it a per ma nent fea -
ture of their rep er toires were all born in
the 1970s, and fun nily enough, were all
called Sergey – Movsesian, Rublevsky and
Volkov. Apart from the a6-vari a tion, they
have lit tle in com mon. Movsesian is
sharp, tem per a men tal and tal ented (in
2008, he qual i fied for the A group at
Corus), Rublevsky – strong and con fi -
dent, Volkov – orig i nal and cre ative, but
they all found some thing they could re -
late to in the a6-sys tem. In ci den tally,
Rublevsky (with some help from me!)
has also been suc cess ful with an other of
Chebanenko’s ideas, namely on the white
side of the Sicilian. 

In the new mil len nium, the line started
ap pear ing at ev ery level. Af ter its suc -
cess ful use by Kasparov (in games
against Kramnik, Ivanchuk and
Khalifman), it was taken up by
Morozevich, Bacrot and the young
Carlsen. At a cer tain mo ment, the
Moldavian Vari a tion (as it is some times
also known) also re ceived a help ing
hand from the Bul gar ian school. First it
was the highly ex pe ri enced Kiril
Georgiev, and then world cham pi ons
Antoaneta Stefanova and Veselin
Topalov. 
As well as Gavrikov’s ar ti cle, a sig nif i cant
role in the popu lar isa tion of the vari a tion
was played by the New In Chess Year book 
Se ries. Time af ter time, it car ried ar ti cles
de voted to the vari a tion. And for ev ery ar -
ti cle, the line had an other name! It was
the ‘cha me leon’, the ‘mod ern a6’, the
Chebanenko, and sim ply ‘the a6 Slav’.
Largely thanks to these ar ti cles, peo ple
be gan to start be liev ing in the vari a tion.
In pre par ing this book, I of course con -
sulted not only these ar ti cles, but also the
only book de voted to the line, Grand mas -
ter Flear’s 1983 pub li ca tion The …a6 Slav. 
De spite the high qual ity of all the above
ma te rial, I none the less de cided to put pen 
to pa per.
It may ap pear that ev ery thing has al ready
been played and writ ten about the vari a -
tion. Noth ing of the sort! Re cently,
Kamsky has pro duced some new ideas,
and again White must search for an ad -
van tage. Ev ery time one pre pares against
the a6-sys tem, one ex pe ri ences a def i nite
feel ing of dis com fort. I have had prob -
lems pre par ing as White against
Malakhov (an other ma jor prac ti tio ner of
the vari a tion), Movsesian and Stefanova. 
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Nikolay Popov:
– In the mid-1980s, I moved away from
Kishinev and Chebabenko ac quired some
new pu pils – Bologan, Rogozenko,
Nevednichy, Iordachescu… 
By na ture, Chebanenko en joyed ex cel lent
health. But chess ob sessed him, and he
could spend hours on end ab sorbed in
anal y sis, with out even get ting up from
his sofa. His fa vour ite pose was ly ing on
the sofa, smok ing, and con stantly ana lys -
ing some po si ti o n or other. He smoked a
Moldavian brand of cig a rette called ‘Li -
ana’, which were ex tremely strong and
rough. The first thing he did af ter wak ing 
up each day was to light up. I re mem ber
that I once tried to talk him into taking
some ex er cise:
– You never go any where! You should go
for walks! 
He asked:
– What for? 
– Be cause when you walk, it gets your
heart pump ing and the blood flow ing.
– My heart pumps faster when I have a
cig a rette. It’s just the same! 
He died aged just 55, his health wrecked.
Af ter he was di vorced from his wife, he
lived alone, and never looked af ter him -
self prop erly. I re mem ber that he used to
buy some sort of strange and dis gust ing
pre serve, made from whale meat, which
he would eat with eggs! He did not eat
like a nor mal per son, with a first course,
and a sec ond course, etc. Oc ca sion ally, he
would visit his mother and eat a de cent
meal, but gen er ally, his diet left a great
deal to be de sired. Eggs and pre serve –
and that was about it.
I was told that he be came ill in 1995 and
was taken into hos pi tal. They tested his
blood pres sure and did var i ous other

tests, and it be came clear that he was very
ill. He was put on a drip. Of course, at that 
mo ment, he was n’t able to smoke. Two
days later, the doc tors re peated their tests,
and could not be lieve their eyes. In 48
hours, his sys tem had com pletely cleaned 
it self out! Un for tu nately, af ter this ex pe ri -
ence, Chebanenko came to be lieve that
any time he wished, he could put his
health right in a cou ple of days. But of
course, this was just an il lu sion, and he
died of a heart at tack two years later. Our
mu tual friend Slava Kokhlov told me that
he was at home with Chebanenko at the
time. The lat ter stood up, went into the
bath room, then sud denly cried out and
that was that. An am bu lance was called,
but it was already too late… 

***

… on that very day, 1 Au gust 1997, I was
sup posed to fly from Mos cow to Kazan,
on busi ness. But for the first time in my
life, the flight was cancelled be cause of a
tech ni cal prob lem with the plane, and I
had to re turn home. There I re ceived the
sad news from Komliakov. We went to the 
fu neral to gether. But it was a si lent fare -
well, I had missed the chance to say
good bye to him. Maybe that is why, for a
long time af ter wards, I used to dream
about Vyacheslav Andreevich, and he
used to ap pear to me, alive, talk ing to me, 
of fer ing ad vice, asking how I was…
The fol low ing year, thanks to my brother
and sev eral Moldavian chess en thu si asts,
we man aged to or gan ise the first
Chebanenko Me mo rial, which was won
bril liantly by Al ex an der Morozevich, who 
scored 8.5 out of 9. He went on to win
six tour na ments in a row, and en tered the
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world elite. The me mo ri als be came an
an nual event, but quickly de te ri o rated
into a mod est tour na ment, of fer ing only
an IM norm. But we be lieve that the day
will come when fa mous GMs will once
again come to Kishinev, to cel e brate the
mem ory of the great trainer. He may be
gone, but his chess ideas are very much
alive, as the book now before you
testifies! 

In stead of a Guide-Book
The first real guide to the sys tem was grand -
mas ter Vic tor Gavrikov’s ar ti cle ‘A New
System in the Slav De fence’, pub lished in
Shakhmaty v SSSR No. 12, 1983. I think the
reader will find it in ter est ing to see how the
the ory of the vari a tion looked a quar ter of a
cen tury ago. In ital ics you will find com -
ments by the pres ent au thor, up dat ing for the 
pres ent-day state of the ory in the
Chebanenko Sys tem.

In our day, it is dif fi cult to in vent a wholly 
new open ing sys tem. None the less, the
search goes on, and I would like to ac -
quaint the reader with one such un usual
sys tem. 

1. d2-d4 d7-d5
2. c2-c4 c7-c6
3. Àg1-f3 Àg8-f6
4. Àb1-c3 a7-a6!?

TsLdMl.t
_J_.jJjJ
J_J_.s._
_._J_._.
._Ii._._
_.n._N_.
Ii._IiIi
r.bQkB_R

TsLdMl.t
_J_.jJjJ
J_J_.s._
_._J_._.
._Ii._._
_.n._N_.
Ii._IiIi
r.bQkB_R

The in ven tor of this con tin u a tion is the
Moldavian mas ter V. Chebanenko. Sev eral
of his other ideas have gained gen eral ac -
cep tance. I could men tion for ex am ple
his ideas in the Si cil ian De fence: 1.e4 c5
2.Àf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Àxd4 Àc6 5.Àb5
d6 6.Ãf4 e5 7.Ãe3 Àf6 8.Ãg5 Ãe6
9.À1c3 a6 10.Ãxf6 gxf6 11.Àa3 d5!.
And in the King’s In dian: 1.d4 Àf6 2.c4
g6 3.g3 Ãg7 4.Ãg2 d6 5.Àc3  0-0 6.Àf3 
Àbd7  7.0-0 e5 8.e4 c6 9.h3 ©b6
10.Õe1 exd4 11.Àxd4 – 11...Àe8!,
which was first seen in the game
Artamonov-Chebanenko (1968).
The sys tem un der dis cus sion here first
be gan to be worked out in 1972. Later it
was sub jected to prac ti cal tests, ini tially in 
Moldavian, and later in All-Un ion tour na -
ments. A cer tain amount of ma te rial has
thus been gath ered, which I aim to sum -
ma rise here. 

I
5. c4xd5

One of the main lines, since in the Ex -
change Vari a tion of the Slav, the move a6
looks like a loss of a tempo. 

5. ... c6xd5
6. Ãc1-f4

This po si tion is of ten reached by a dif fer ent 
move-or der: 1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.cxd5 cxd5
4.Àc3 Àf6 5.Ãf4 Àc6 6.e3. A typ i cal ex -
am ple was the game Zhitkus- Chebanenko
(VI USSR Peo ple’s Spartakiad 1975): 6...a6
7.Ãd3 Ãg4 8.f3 Ãh5 9.Àge2 e6  10.0-0
Ãe7 11.Ãg3  0-0 (11...Ãg6 is also good)
12.Àf4 Ãg6 13.Àxg6 hxg6, and Black had 
no prob lems.

6. ... Àb8-c6
7. e2-e3

Magerramov, against Popov (Beltsi 1979)
played 7.Àe5. There fol lowed 7...e6 8.e3
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Àxe5 9.dxe5 Àe4!? 10.Ãd3?! Àxc3
11.bxc3 Ãd7 12.©c2 Ãc6 with a splen -
did po si ti o n for Black.
In the game Beliavsky-Gavrikov (49th
USSR Cham pi on ship, Frunze 1981)
White pre ferred 7.Õc1, but af ter
7...Àe4!? 8.Àe5 (or 8.e3 Àxc3 9.Õxc3?
e5!; 9.bxc3 Ãg4) 8...Àxc3 9.Õxc3 Ãd7
10.©b3 f6! 11.Àxc6 (worse is 11.Àxd7
©xd7, threat en ing ...e7-e5) 11...Ãxc6
12.e3 e6 13.Ãd3 Ãe7  14.0-0 ®f7!
Black’s chances were no worse.

7. ... Ãc8-g4
8. Ãf1-e2

T_.dMl.t
_J_.jJjJ
J_S_.s._
_._J_._.
._.i.bL_
_.n.iN_.
Ii._BiIi
r._Qk._R

T_.dMl.t
_J_.jJjJ
J_S_.s._
_._J_._.
._.i.bL_
_.n.iN_.
Ii._BiIi
r._Qk._R

On 8.h3 both 8...Ãh5, and 8...Ãxf3 are
pos si ble. Also seen is 8.Ãd3 e6 9.h3 Ãh5 
10.g4 Ãg6 11.Ãxg6 hxg6 12.Àe5 Õc8
13.®f1 Ãe7, and Black did not ex pe ri -
ence any dif fi cul ties (Vladimirov-
 Gavrikov, Mos cow 1981).
In stead of 9.h3, worse is 9.©b3 be cause
of 9...Ãxf3! 10.gxf3 Àa5 11.©c2 Õc8
 12.0-0 Ãe7 with the better pros pects
(Azmaiparashvili-Itkis, Dinamo Cham pi -
on ship 1980).

8. ... e7-e6
9. 0-0 Ãf8-e7

10. Õa1-c1
Noth ing is prom ised by 10.Àe5, af ter
which in the game Platonov-Gavrikov
(Beltsi 1977) there fol lowed: 10...Ãxe2

11.Àxc6 Ãxd1 12.Àxd8 Õxd8 13.Õfxd1
Õc8 14.Õac1  0-0 with a quick draw.

 10. ... 0-0 
11. a2-a3 Õa8-c8 
12. Àc3-a4 Àf6-e4

Black has suf fi cient counterplay.

The the ory of this pop u lar vari a tion grew
con tin u ally, with both sides look ing for im -
prove ments on al most ev ery move. I will
men tion in par tic u lar the plan con nected
with de vel op ing White’s king’s knight to e2:
3.Àc3 Àf6 4.cxd5 cxd5 5.Ãf4 Àc6 6.e3 a6
7.Ãd3 or 7.Õc1 fol lowed by Àge2, f2-f3 and
later, de pend ing on cir cum stances, ei ther
g2-g4 or e3-e4. Per son ally, it seems to me
that the most un pleas ant plan for Black is the 
set-up 7.Õc1, as tried by Beliavsky in the
above-men tioned game with Gavrikov. Even
so, the crit i cal po si tions re main the same, and 
the as sess ment ‘Black has suf fi cient
counterplay’ has sur vived the test of time 

II
 5. Ãc1-g5 Àf6-e4
6. Ãg5-f4

Noth ing better is ap par ent.
6. ... Àe4xc3
7. b2xc3 d5xc4

TsLdMl.t
_J_.jJjJ
J_J_._._
_._._._.
._Ji.b._
_.i._N_.
I_._IiIi
r._QkB_R

TsLdMl.t
_J_.jJjJ
J_J_._._
_._._._.
._Ji.b._
_.i._N_.
I_._IiIi
r._QkB_R

This po si ti o n was met in the game
Zaid-Popov (Daugavpils 1974), where
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there fol lowed 8.e4 b5 9.Àe5!? g6
10.©f3 f6 11.©g3! with the ini tia tive for 
White.
The move 9...Ãe6, fol lowed by ...f7-f6,
de serves at ten tion, where it is hard for
White to jus tify the sac ri fice in con crete
terms.
In the later game Tukmakov-Bagirov (VIII 
USSR Spartakiad 1983) White pre ferred...

8. g2-g3
... but af ter 8...b5 9.Ãg2 Ãb7 10.Àe5 f6! 
11.Àxc4?! bxc4 12.Õb1 e5! 13.Õxb7
exf4 did not ob tain suf fi cient com pen sa -
tion for the sac ri ficed ma te rial. 

The move 5.Ãg5 was at first re garded as a
vir tual ref u ta tion of the Chebanenko Sys tem, 
but now a days is rarely seen. The main rea son 
is the move shown by Gavrikov in his notes -
9...Ãe6, af ter which it is very dif fi cult for
White to show that he has suf fi cient com pen -
sa tion for the pawn. Also not bad is 9...©a5,
and even the pre vi ously re jected move 9...g6
was re ha bil i tated, with the help of the com -
puter. White in turn has tried to strengthen
his play with 6.Ãh4, 6.e3 and even 6.h4!?,
but with out par tic u lar suc cess. 

III
5. e2-e3

The nat u ral con tin u a tion; White aims to
de velop his kingside pieces quickly. 

5. ... b7-b5
6. c4xd5

On 6.c5 a good re ply is 6...Ãg4, fol lowed 
by ...Àbd7 and ...e7-e5. 

6. ... c6xd5
7. Àf3-e5

In the event of 7.Ãd3, both 7...Ãg4 and
7...e6 are pos si ble, lead ing to po si tions
ex am ined later.

7. ... e7-e6

8. Ãf1-d3 Àb8-d7
9. f2-f4 Ãc8-b7

 10. 0-0

T_.dMl.t
_L_S_JjJ
J_._Js._
_J_Jn._.
._.i.i._
_.nBi._.
Ii._._Ii
r.bQ_Rk.

T_.dMl.t
_L_S_JjJ
J_._Js._
_J_Jn._.
._.i.i._
_.nBi._.
Ii._._Ii
r.bQ_Rk.

This po si ti o n was reached in the games
Kharitonov-Gavrikov (Mos cow 1981)
and Tukmakov-Gavrikov (49th USSR
Cham pi on ship, Frunze). The weak en ing
of the e4-square gives Black ad e quate
counterplay. These games con tin ued as
follows: 
Kharitonov-Gavrikov: 10...Õc8 11.a3 Ãe7

12.f5! ©c7! 13.Àxd7 ©xd7 14.©f3 g6!

15.fxg6 fxg6 16.Ãd2  0-0 Black’s chances
are not worse.
Tukmakov-Gavrikov: 10...Àe4 11.a4!? b4

12.Àxe4 dxe4 13.Ãc4 Ãe7 14.a5  0-0

15.Àxd7 ©xd7 16.©e2 f5 17.Ãd2 Õfc8

18.Õfc1 Ãd5! with equal ity.

This line has seen the ory de velop es pe cially
fast, and the de vel op ing move 5.e3 is con sid -
ered one of the prin ci pal re plies to the
Chebanenko Sys tem. Both the line men tioned 
by Gavrikov (6.c5) and one not men tioned by 
him (6.b3) de serve sep a rate chap ters, so con -
sid er able is the in for ma tion avail able on
them. In con clud ing his short ar ti cle, Vic tor
Gavrikov sum ma rised things as fol lows:

I be lieve that the ma te rial pre sented above 
gives a good im pres sion of the char ac ter
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of the new sys tem. With out doubt, sub se -
quent prac tice will bring im prove ments
for both sides, but one can al ready con -
clude that Chebanenko’s idea de serves at -
ten tion. 
It cer tainly does! A quar ter of a cen tury later, 
whole new sys tems have grown up, which
have been de vel oped by the best play ers and
an a lysts. White has tried all of the fol low ing
moves: 5.©c2, 5.©b3, 5.h3!?, 5.g3, 5.Ãf4,
5.a4, 5.Àe5, 5.c5, but in ev ery case, Black
has sooner or later found re li able re sponses.
The early knight jump into the cen tre has
caused Black to shed a fair bit of blood, and he 
has had to rack his brains over how to meet
the Cata lan-style 5.g3. The bat tle be tween
‘sword and shield’ con tin ues in al most ev ery
se ri ous tour na ment, and the Chebanenko
Sys tem re mains pop u lar with black play ers
who want a solid po si ti o n with counter -
chances. The sys tem still lives and grows, as
this book will show. 
(End of ar ti cle)

I should add a word or two about things
which are not cov ered in the book, but
which may be of in ter est to prac ti cal play -
ers. The real Chebanenko Sys tem starts af ter 
4…a6 and does not in clude lines aris ing af -
ter White’s other fourth moves. Thus, lines
such as 4.©c2 and 4.e3 af ter 3.Àf3, and
also 4.e3 af ter 3.Àc3. A de tailed anal y sis of
these lines would re quire an other book,
and for the mo ment, I would just of fer the
fol low ing brief ad vice:
Af ter 3.Àf3 Àf6 4.e3 Black is best ad -
vised to con tinue 4…Ãf5 5.Àc3 e6
6.Àh4 Ãg6 af ter which he has a very
solid po si tion, which does not re quire
deep open ing knowl edge.
The pic ture af ter 3.Àf3 Àf6 4.©c2 is
com pletely dif fer ent. Here Black can

bring the white queen into the cen tre by
means of 4…dxc4 5.©xc4 Ãf5 6.Àc3 e6 
with good play for Black.
The other way to avoid the Chebanenko
Sys tem is by 3.Àc3 Àf6 4.e3 af ter which
Vladi mir Andreevich con sid ered the
move 4…a6! as ad e quate. If White then
sticks to his guns and con tin ues 5.©c2
(5.Àf3 trans poses back into lines cov ered 
in the book, be gin ning with 5.e3), then
Black does best to an swer ...e6 fol lowed
by ...c5. The white queen turns out to
have gone to c2 rather pre ma turely. For
ab so lute con fi dence, I would rec om mend 
you to con sult a da ta base, col lect to gether 
the games of the stron gest play ers in this
line, and study them, be fore go ing into
bat tle.

Vic tor Bologan
April, 2008
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