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The Will to Win 

by Peter Heine Nielsen, Dan H. Andersen and Thorbjern Rosenlund 

Bent Larsen was born on March 4th, 1 9  3 5 near Thisted, a small town in northern 
Jutland. By a strange coincidence, Aron Nimzowitsch died 1 2  days later. The Lat
vian grandmaster had lived in Denmark since 1 92 2 ,  and his death at only 46 meant 
that there was no one of comparable strength in Denmark during Larsen's rise to 
the world elite. 

Bent Larsen learned to play chess in 1 942 ,  when he was confined to bed with a 
series of children's diseases. He joined a chess club in 1 947 , and in swift succession 
he became club champion, city champion, and provincial champion, usually with 
a 100 per cent score. 

At 16 he had his international debut at the 1 95 1  Junior World Championship in 
Birmingham, where he finished fourth (Ivkov won) . He won his first Danish 
championship in 1 9 54, and at the age of 1 9  he was the strongest player in Den
mark, a position he kept for at least 3 5 years. 

In the USSR a boy could go to the local pioneer palace and play chess against 
very strong players. The very best would continue to special programs and schools , 
and there would be strong tournaments and training sessions with grandmasters. 
In Denmark there was nothing of the sort. Larsen himself has dismissed the notion 
that it would have been better for his chess development to have been born in Mos
cow. He worked alone and felt comfortable with it. 

One thing Denmark did have was world-class chess writing, represented by 
Aron Nimzowitsch and international master Jens Enevoldsen. Their highly individ
ual kind of writing, with its emphasis on the intensity of the fight, was undoubt
edly an inspiration for Larsen. He began very early to write for newspapers and 
Skakbladet (the chess magazine of the Danish Chess Federation) , and together with 
simuls and lectures this made it possible for him to carve out a professional career. 

In Larsen's opinion, the biggest boost to his chess understanding came from an
notating the games of the 1 9 53  Candidates '  Tournament in Zurich for Skakbladet. 
By the end of the year he felt confident that his understanding of the game was at 
grandmaster level, but he lacked practical playing strength. 

At the Amsterdam Olympiad in 1 954 he scored 7 1  % and was rewarded with the 
title of International Master. The year after he defeated the Icelandic chess hero and 
future FIDE president Fridrik Olafsson in a match for the Nordic Championship. 
Then came the first great breakthrough, when he scored the highest percentage on 
Board 1 at the Moscow Olympiad in 1 956 .  This gave him the Grandmaster title, a 
much more select title then, when there was only a handful of active grandmasters 
in the world. In the finals he defeated Gligoric in a classic game, and even the great 
Botvinnik had to fight with his back to the wall before his tenacious defence se
cured the draw. 
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B en t  Larsen 's Bes t  Games 

Larsen studied engineering at the technical college in Copenhagen, and most peo
ple, including the officials of the Danish Chess Federation, wanted him to take his 
exam and get a steady job. Their reasons were probably a mixture of disdain for 
professional sports and a genuine feeling that a career as a professional chess player 
was not a good choice in the long run. Chess did not reward its professionals well. 
Carl Schlechter starved to death in 1 9 1 8 . Janowsky died poor and lonely in a rented 
room. Tartakower died a bitter man. Fifty years later Larsen smiles and says about 
his decision to become a professional that he did, indeed, spend most of the nights 
studying chess instead of engineering, but there never was a conscious decision. It 
just kind of happened. 

The years after the triumph in Moscow were difficult ones for him. His results 
were modest and his games were very uneven. Strategic masterpieces were followed 
by weak moves and strange defeats. He experimented and played sharp set-ups. 

With hindsight you can see that this period was the difficult learning process 
which was a prerequisite for later greatness, something that many young masters 
give up in advance, perhaps afraid of losing their newly won prestige and high rat
ing. Indeed, the historical ratings show that B�nt Larsen slipped down the list, from 
no. 9 in the world in 1 95 6  to no. S O  in 1 963 .  

Then came the second breakthrough: the 1 964 Interzonal Tournament in Am
sterdam. Twenty-four players, five of them from the USSR. 1 -4 Smyslov, Spassky, Tal 
and Larsen 1 7 ; 5 .  Stein l 6 1/2 ;  6 .  Bronstein 1 6 . Larsen had a positive score against the 
Soviet stars and won famous games against Spassky and Bronstein. 

In the Candidates '  matches Bent Larsen first defeated Ivkov, 5 1/2 -2 1/2 . In the 
semi-final� he was defeated by the narrowest of margins by Tal: 5 1/2-41/2 .  

I t  was a great match between two uncompromising fighters, and the first game 
was probably a shock for the Russian side. 

KI 2 . 2  - E99 
Bent Larsen 
Mikhail Tai 
Bled Candidates' Match sf 1 965 ( 1 )  

1 .d4 t2Jf6 2.c4 g 6  3.l2Jc3 i,g7 
4.e4 0-0 5.l2Jf3 d6 6.�e2 es 
7.0-0 t2Jc6 8.d5 lLJe 7 
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Bl 

8 8 
tb tb 

8 � �ls�.� 
� ��:··:gw 

9.l2Je1 
Larsen's favourite move, despite diversi
fying in many ways later, most notably 
with 9 .�hl ! ? , one point being that 
Black's natural 9 . . .  lLJhS can be met by 
1 0 .lLJg 1  l2Jf4 1 1 .�f3 , followed by a 
later g2-g3 , forcing Black's knight back, 
as for example in the second game of 
Larsen's match against Curt Hansen in 
1 988 .  

9 ... l2Jd7 1 O.f3 f5 1 1 .g4!? 
A line which has recently regained pop
ularity, but which in 1 965  was only in 
its very early stages. White tries to nip 
Black's attack in the bud by blocking the 
structure on the kingside. 

1 1  ... h5 1 2.g5 



1 2  ... h4?! 
After this game generally condemned, 
but a principled try to refute White 's 
strategy. The pawn on g 5 is now iso
lated and difficult to defend. 

1 3.tt:Jd3 f4 14.@h1 @f7 1 5.c5! 
A novelty. Black cannot comfortably take 
the pawn, as 1 6 .°ifb3 threatens 1 7 .d6+. 

1 5  ... .a:hs 1 6. 'ifb3 b6 1 7.cxd6 
cxd6 1 S.'ti'a3 tt:Jc5 1 9.tt:Jxc5 bxc5 
20.b4 cxb4 21 .'ifxb4 .ih3 
22.�91 .?lbs 23.tt:Jb5 tt:Jcs 
24.�a3 .its 

Play has proceeded logically, almost in a 
symmetrical fashion. White defends his 
weakness on the kingside, while at the 
same time opening up targets on the 
queenside. Black has defended well on 
the queenside, and is now ready to fulfil 
his strategic objective by pocketing the 
gS-pawn. 

25.'tlfc4 �e7 

26.'if c7! 

The Will to  Win 

White's strategy is deeper. Unlike Black, 
he does not try to defend his weakness, 
but instead exchanges the queens, re
moving Black's best defender. Then 
slowly but securely he will break 
through along the c-file. 

26 ... 'ii'xc7 27.tt:Jxc7 J;:f.h5 2S . .i.f1 
�xf1 ?! 

Keeping the bishop with 2 8 . . .  .td7 
would give some hope of controlling vi
tal squares on the c-ftle, and thus would 
have been a better defensive try. White, 
however, has excellent compensation. 

29.�gxf1 nxg5 30.tt:Je6 llh5 
31 Jlac1 'ltf6 32 . .r::tc7 l::[hS 
33.ntc1 g5 34.h3 

The position has crystallized. Black is a 
pawn up, but he is strategically lost. He 
has no active possibilities, and can only 
wait for White's breakthrough. Larsen 
has patience. First he must prevent all 
counterplay before the game is ad
journed. 

34 ... l::[gS 35.l:I7c6 �f7 36.�g2 
�f6 37.�f1 �hs 3S.�e2 ngs 
39.'ltd3 l:ihS 40 . .a:c7 tt:Jb6 
41 .l:I1 c6 �hgS 

The sealed move, but Tai resigned with
out further play. White wins in numer
ous ways, from the prosaic 42.�xd6 to 
the flashy 4 2 .  ti:Jf8 ! ? . Black was held in 
an iron grip, and if you did not know 
the names of the players, you might 
think Petrosian was White. 
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Ben t  Larsen 's Bes t  G ames 

In 1 9 6 6 Bent Larsen defeated Efrm Geller 5 -4 in the match for third place in the 
Candidates ' Tournament. This was the first time ever that a Soviet grandmaster had 
been defeated in a match by a player from outside the USSR. 

Later in 1 966 there was the famous Piatigorsky Cup in Santa Monica: 1 .  Spassky 
11 1/2; 2 .  Fischer 1 1 ; 3 .  Larsen 1 O ;  4-5 .  Unzicker and Portisch 9 1/2; 6- 7 .  Petrosian and 
Reshevsky 9 ;  8 .  Najdorf 8 ;  9 .  Ivkov 6 1/2; 1 0 . Donner 6 .  The World Champion's mod
est result was partly due to his losing both games to Bent Larsen. In the first Larsen 
won with white, with a famous attack which included a queen sacrifice. Even more 
impressive was the second game. 

KI 76 . 6  - E6 1 
Tigran Petrosian 
Bent Larsen 
Santa Monica 1 966 

1 .c4 tl:if6 2.tl:ic3 g6!? 
Quite out of character for Larsen. The 
King 's Indian is not an opening he has 
any belief in, and, as seen in the above 
game against Tal, he much prefers to be 
on the white side. In the USSR the 
King's Indian had been analysed thor
oughly, and Petrosian had a very good 
score against it. But how do you beat 
Petrosian with black without taking 
risks? 

3.g3 ilg7 4.ilg2 0-0 5.d4 d6 
6.e3 

A modest and solid line, but used three 
times by Botvinnik in his 1 9 5 4 match 
against Smyslov, and Petrosian himself 
had played it against Spassky in his suc
cessful title defence. 

6 ... c6 7.tl:ige2 a5 8.b3 tl:ia6 

1 0  

Smyslov and Spassky both played their 
knight to d7 . Larsen stays flexible, keep
ing his option of playing on either side 
of the board open. 

9.0-0 e5 1 0.�b2 l::[e8 1 1 .a3 :a'.b8 
1 2.h3 h5 1 3.'iVc2 ile6 14.@h2 

J?efending against a possible . . . � c8 , 
bu't too prophylactic, even for the mas
ter. Now Black puts his queen on a 
better square. 

14 ... fic7! 1 5.l::tac1 b5 1 6.cxb5 
cxb5 

White has more control of the centre, 
but Larsen has more space on the 
flanks ! The b3 -pawn is fragile, and 
Petrosian takes further prophylactic 
measures to prevent Black attacking it 
via . . .  b5-b4, opening the b-file. 

1 7.'ii'd1 �e7 1 8.tl:Jb1 ild7 
1 9.ttJd2 e4! 

Grabbing space in the centre. Larsen 
now thinks White should have tried 
and change the trend of the game by 



The Will t o  Win 

Analyslng with Bobby Fischer whlle Gregor and Jacqueline 
Platigorsky look on In Santa Monica, 1966. 

fighting for the initiative with 2 0 .dS 
l2Jc5 2 1 .l::[xcS ! ?  dxc5 2 2 .t2Jxe4, with 
decent compensation for the ex
change. 

20.t2Jf4 d5 21 .'ife2 
Again preferring solidity. 2 1 .f3 ! ? was 
the last chance for active counterplay. 

21 ... 'ifd6 22.ldc2 �ecS 23.�fc1 
l:Ixc2 24.l!xc2 h4! 

The strategic battle has been won, yet 
breaking White's fortress still requires a 
lot of effort. As with Tal, Larsen has pa
tience and prepares himself for a long 
battle. First he creates a weakness on g3 , 
then he fixes the one on b3 . 

25.t2Jf1 hxg3+ 26.fxg3 b4 27.a4 
�cs 

Exchanging White's only well-placed 
piece. 

28.�xcS+ .ixcS 29.h4 
Not a pleasant choice, but in a bad posi
tion there are few good choices. 
Petrosian hopes that the exchange of 
bishops will compensate for the weak
ness of the g4-square and delay a black 
. . .  g6-g5 .  

29 ... t2Jc7 30 . .ih3 �xh3 31 .t2Jxh3 
jLfS 32.Wg2 'ifc6 33.if d 1  jLd6 
34.t2Jf2 t2Je6 35.�c1 t2Jg7 

I I 



Bent Larsen's Best Garnes 

36.�d2 
3 6 . g4 ! ?  was probably White's last 
chance, but it is understandable that 
Petrosian did not want to open the po
sition. Larsen now proves that White's 
fortress is by no means impregnable. 

36 ... tt:Jf5 37.@h3 'if c8 38.@g2 
@g7 39.tt:Jh1 tt:Jh6 40.�e1 'iVa6 
41 .tt:Jf2 tt:Jf5 

Threatening 42 . . .  'ti'xfl + .  
42.if d2 �b8 43.tt:Jd1 tt:Jg4 
44.@g1 f6 45.@g2 g5 46.tt:Jf2 

46 ... tt:Jgh6! 
Not allowing any exchanges. White's 
lack of space forces him to deploy some 
of his minor pieces to uncomfortable 
squares. 

47.hxgS fxg5 48.tt:Jd 1 @g6 
49.tt:Jh2 g4 50.'if c2 �d6 51 .tt:Jf1 
tt:Jg8 52.tt:Jh2 tt:Jf6 53.tt:Jf1 @h5 
54.tt::ih2 wgs ss.tt::it1 tt::ihs 
56.�f2 tt:Jf6 57.�e1 tt:Jh5 58.�f2 
'ii'a8! 

Finally the decisive breakthrough. The 
black queen penetrates via h3 , White is 
defenceless. 

59 . .ie1 ifh8 60.'if c6 �xg3 
61 .�xg3 tt:Jhxg3 

Petrosian resigned, as 62 .tLlxg3 'ifh3 +  
wins instantly. Larsen's attacking win in 
the first round is better known, but it's 
quite telling that Larsen himself is 
prouder of this strategic win. 

Bent Larsen's style was now universal . He had a deep theoretical knowledge, on 
which he based his new ideas and re-launching of old openings and variations. It is 
obvious from his comments and annotations that he was fascinated with chess his
tory and the old masters. He was willing to risk more than most other top players 
in order to win, and once said about masters who tried to equalize with black: 
'Equalizing can be fine, but also boring.' Forcing his opponents to think for them
selves from the beginning is an often used comment from his game annotations. 
His endgame technique was extremely good. In 1 966 he outplayed world stars like 
Polugaevsky and Geller in endgames with a minute advantage. 
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The Will to Win 

In 1 967  Bent Larsen went on his great world tour. In August he left Denmark, and 
when he returned it was December and Bent Larsen had won four strong interna
tional tournaments on three continents , ahead of the strongest Soviet players. In 
Havana ahead of Taimanov and Smyslov. In Winnipeg, Canada, with Darga ahead of 
Spassky and Keres. In the Interzonal in Sousse ahead of Geller, Kortchnoi and 
Gligoric. In Palma de Mallorca ahead of Botvinnik and Smyslov. When chess jour
nalists voted on the first chess Oscar in 1 96 7 ,  Bent Larsen was the obvious choice. 

The triumphs continued in 1 968 .  First in Monaco, ahead of Botvinnik and 
Smyslov. In the quarterfinals of the Candidates ' matches , Portisch was defeated 
5 1/2-41/2. 

This was something totally new in chess. Not since the war had the Soviet players 
been shoved out of first places like this. The World title had been Soviet property 
since 1 948 , and all matches had been internal affairs. But between matches there 
are tournaments where you can demonstrate your superiority. Between 1 96 7 and 
1 9 7 0 the great tournament winner was Bent Larsen, and during the next decade he 
continued to win tournaments , ahead of the leading Soviet players. Fischer was in 
semi-retirement, and Larsen was the only westerner facing and defeating the Soviet 
players on a regular basis. 

' 

Bent Larsen never hid his ambition to become World Champion, and his results 
made it seem realistic at the time. The semi-final against Spassky in Malmo, Swe
den, showed that Larsen's optimism, self-confidence and willingness to risk in or
der to win, which was so successful in tournaments, did not serve him well in a 
match against a great player like Spassky, who was in admirable mental balance and 
able to resist the Dane's attacks. In the first game of the match Spassky played the 
Exchange Variation of the Slav, and Larsen overreached in his attempt to win. He 
continued to press too hard, and Spassky won 5 1/2-2 1/2. 

Larsen was soon back on track as a tournament winner. He won opens in the U.S. 
and Canada. Palma de Mallorca was that year's strongest tournament and a triumph 
for Larsen: he won ahead of Petrosian, Kortchnoi ,  Hort and the new World Cham
pion Spassky. 

In the 'Match of the Century' in Belgrade in 1 9 7 0 (USSR against the Rest of the 
World) Bent Larsen demanded to play on first board, with reference to his recent 
tournament victories , and to everybody's surprise Bobby Fischer consented to play 
second board. 

The USSR won a narrow 20 1/2- 1 9 1/2 victory, but lost on the first boards. Fischer 
beat Petrosian 3 - 1 ,  and Larsen held the World Champion to l 1/2- l 1/2 and defeated 
Leonid Stein in the last round: 2 1/2- l 1/2 on Board 1 .  

The best known game from the match is Spassky's Round 2 victory. A careless 
move from Larsen was immediately punished, and Spassky's brilliant win in 1 7 
moves was rewarded with applause from the audience. Many years later Larsen 
called it his worst defeat. 

In the next game he was Black. The Russian chess school would prescribe con
solidating with a draw to recover from the shock. As we shall see, Bent Larsen's rec
ipe was totally different. 
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Ben t  La rsen 's Bes t Games 

QI 2 . 1 2 -E 1 2 
Boris Spassky 
Bent Larsen 
Belgrade World vs USSR 1 9 7 0 ( 3) 
1 .d4 tt:Jf6 2.c4 e6 3.tt:Jf3 b6 
4.tt:Jc3 �b7 5.�g5 �e7 6.e3 0-0 
7.�d3 c5 8.0-0 tt:Jc6!? 

Larsen challenges Spassky with a move 
which he himself called 'hardly play
able ' in his commentary in Skakbladet. 
Hardly is the key word. Larsen says he 
never played lines he knew were bad, 
but always tried t o  look for ideas which 
put the maximum amount of pressure 
on his opponent, without caring that 
they also put a lot of pressure on 
himself. 

9.d5! 
The principled move, trying to refute 
Black's play. 

9 ... tt:Jb4 1 0.d6 !  �xd6 1 1 .�xh7+ 
1 1 .hf6 ! ?  ahnost refutes Black's play. as 
1 l . . .  'ifxf6 1 2 .�e4! wins a piece. But 
Black has lots of resources after 1 1  . . .  gxf6! 
1 2 .�xh7+ @xh7 1 3 .'ifxd6 �xf3 
1 4.gxf3 .J::tg8+ 1 5 .@hl f5 , when his 
counterplay with . . .  'ifh4 comes in time. 

1 1  ... <iit>xh7 1 2.1Vxd6 �xf3 1 3.gxf3 
tt:JeS! 

This move was planned when Larsen 
played 8 . . .  tLlc6 . Spassky now has to 
choose between three tempting op
tions, always a difficult choice. 

1 4  

14.iYe7 
1 4.'iVxf8 ! comes close to refuting Black's 
concept: 1 4  . . .  'it'xgS+ l S.�hl 'ii°hS 
1 6.l:f.g 1 •xf3 + 1 7. ti g 2 �.d3. Both play
ers must have calculated at least till here, 
and concluded the obvious: that Black has 
excellent counterpla}c However, there is 
ihe counter-inruitive i 8.'itig I! ( 1 8.l::tfl 
tlJeS threatens 1 9 ... ..'Lg6, already leaving 
Black with the be.uer cha.i""lces) . As Black 
cannot move his knighi from e8 due to 
the threat on g 7, he K unab�e to exploit 
White's ahno.st rr� queen on f8: 
1 8  . . .  tlJeS 1 9.!!gJ!, u'le poim of the previ
ous unpinni.1"1g IDO¥e_ White is better, 
although in a. co.uf*=:t: position. 
1 4.�xd8 ?! , ial:ing the exchange, is the 
worst option. as Bbcl has excellent 
compens.ation ;tl15 I 4 ... ..';xd6 1 5 .�e7 
tLlxc4 1 6.�.:cf8 :J:f8. �iith a pawn for 
the exchange MJd �bilities for play
ing for a �i:n doe io d-.ie srrong pawn 
centre and his acd]eu1 kn.ights. 

14 ... 9'x:e71 5._ile7 

... � . ' 



1 5  ... l:.gB 
Subtle. Too subtle, Larsen said later. The 
idea, that a later . . .  ltJf6 �xf6 . . .  gxf6 is 
check, is logical, but never materializes. 
1 5 . . .  l:th8 ! is natural and good. 

1 6.�fd1 ttJc6 1 7.�xd7 ttJeS 
1 8.:b 7 ttJxc4 1 9.ttJe4 ttJaS 
20.�d 7 ttJc6 21 .f4 �ca 

22 . .:tc1 r 
Spassky also plays for a win. This move 
prevents liquidations, as 2 2 . . .  tbxe 7 
2 3 .llxe7 �c7 24.�xc7 lLlxc7 2 5 .b4! or 
2 2  . .  Jk 7 2 3 .l:txc7 lLlxc7 24.�xc5 ! 
wins a pawn for White. 

22 ... as 23.a3 @g6 

24.<ft>g2?1 
Not a bad move, but Larsen writes he 
actually had no idea how to react after 
24.�h l ! ,  when the security of the 
black king instantly becomes an issue: 
24 . . .  ltJxe7 2 5 .ld'.xe7  l::r c7 26 .f5 + ! ?  with 
the idea of 26  . . .  @xf5 ? 2 7 .l:Ixe8 keeps a 
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white edge, although Black fights on 
with 26  . . .  @h6 ! .  

24 ... l:thB 25.�f3 �xh2 
Grabbing his chances as well as a pawn. 
Black now threatens to escape back to 
safety with his king via h7 . 

26.ttJgS es 27.�g1 

K 'ii 
��·· 

,.. . 
i li�· )1: lZ5 

27 ... exf41 

� 
�� 

� .I 
I:[ 

Fearless. The black king might be 
trapped without any place to hide, but 
where exactly is the mate? The computer 
upholds Larsen's point. There is no mate. 

28.�d6 ttJxd6 29.�xd6+ f6 
30.ttJe6+ <it>fS!? 

3 0  . . .  �h7 was indeed a safer alternative, 
but Larsen is playing to win. 

31 .ttJxf4 
3 1 .tLlxg7 + looks tempting, but there is 
no mate : 3 I. . .  @e5 32 .l:te6+ (after 
3 2  . .: gd l  ?, 3 2  . . .  ltJd4+ ! is necessary and 
strong - Black wins an exchange) 
3 2  . . .  <it>d5 3 3 .�d l + �c4 34.�e4+ 
�b3 , and White runs out of checks , 
while Black's king is not just safe but 
can begin to gorge on White's queen
side pawns. 

31 ... ttJeS+ 32.@e2 l::te8 33.�xb6 
ttJc4 34.a'.b3 gS 35.ttJdS l:.eS 
36.�d1 g4 

Larsen has been down to his last min
utes since move 3 0 and now has less 
than one minute left. Spassky has five 
minutes. 
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37.@f1 ?? 
A fatal blunder. The balance of the game 
had shifted, and White was under pres
sure, but his position was defensible. 

Larsen gives 3 7 .l::tg 1  ! as best, the point 
being 3 7  . . .  a4 38 .l:tb8 ! ,  which saves 
White due to the tactical trick 
3 8  . . .  l::[xdS 39 .e4+ ! �xe4 40 .�xg4+, 
winning back the piece. 

37 ... l:;Ih1 + 38.ct>e2 l::txd1 
White resigned. 

This was Spassky's first defeat as World 
Champion. Rather than risk a defeat for 
the World Champion in the match, the 
Russian officials decided to let Leonid 
Stein play the last game. 

After this 'Match of the Century' Larsen won his traditional opens in the U.S. and 
Canada. Then came another triumph: first place in the extremely strong tourna
ment in Vinkovci, ahead of Bronstein, Hort, Gligoric and Petrosian. 

Everything was shaping up to the battle for the World Championship. Bobby 
Fischer triumphed in the Interzonal Tournament in Palma de Mallorca 1 970 ,  win
ning ahead of Larsen, Geller and Hiibner. 

In the following year Bent Larsen introduced the Modern Meran and defeated 
Wolfgang Uhlmann 5 1/2-3112.  The semi-final against Bobby Fischer in Denver 1 9 7 1  
showed the same problems as against Spassky in Malmo three years earlier: Larsen 
overreached playing for a win and disastrously lost all six games. 

After the match in 1 968 Larsen had been criticized for refusing to have a second. It 
should have been obvious that Larsen always worked alone and would have had little 
use for a second to help him with preparation and analysis. But he could have used 
someone to negotiate the location and other conditions for the match with Fischer. 

It was a bitter defeat, and it was probably small consolation to Bent Larsen that he 
wrote an excellent book about the match on Iceland. But he rose from his defeat 
and began to win a string of strong tournaments again: Teesside 1 9 72 ,  ahead of 
Ljubojevic and Portisch, Hastings 1 9 7 2 / 7 3 ,  ahead of Uhlmann and Hartston, Ma
nila 1 9 7 3 ,  ahead of Ljubojevic and Kavalek, New York 1 9 74, ahead of Browne, 
Orense 1 9 7 S ,  ahead ofLjubojevic and the new Scandinavian star Ulf Andersson. 

The Interzonal in Biel in 1 9 7 6 was a triumph. Larsen won, ahead of Petrosian, 
Portisch, Tal and a host of other stars. Bent Larsen is still the only player to have 
won three Interzonals. In the Candidates' matches he was stopped by Portisch, 
who won 6 1/2-3 1/i. 

At one point Bent Larsen must have realized that the dream of playing for the 
World Championship was over. He was still intensely ambitious to win games and 
tournaments, but it is very likely that the new World Champion Anatoly Karpov 
gave Larsen's career and desire to work on chess a new lease of life. Karpov was the 
most active and convincing champion since Alekhine and won a series of tourna-

1 6  



The Will t o  Win 

ments to match Larsen's results from the 1 960s. Larsen wanted to measure himself 
against the best of the new generation, to win games against Karpov and win a 
tournament ahead of him. 

Bent Larsen did win two remarkable games against Karpov: Montreal 1 9 7 9 and 
Tilburg 1 980 ,  both times with black. In Montreal it was with the Scandinavian, 
which was very rarely seen in top level chess. 

SD 1 1 .S - BO 1 
Anatoly Karpov 
Bent Larsen 
Montreal 1 979 

1 .e4 dS!? 
A provocation, but if us Scandinavians 
did not play it, who would? 

2.exdS 'ifxd5 3.tlJc3 'if as 4.d4 
tlJf6 5.�d2 

Larsen calls this move unusual, yet later 
it became the preferred move of both 
Kramnik and Kasparov! 

5 ... i!.g4!? 
Interesting from a psychological point 
of view. Larsen says S . . .  c6 is most likely 
best, but that he thought Karpov at the 
time had a tendency to give himself a 
bad bishop! 
A modern way of responding to Black's 
provocation would be 6 .f3 ! ? , trying to 
attack Black before he manages to set up 
a solid structure. But Karpov stays true 
to his style. 

6.�e2 iLxe2 7.t2Jcxe2 'ii'b6 
8.tlJf3 tlJbd7 9.0-0 e6 1 0.c4 �e7 
1 1 .b4 0-0 1 2.a4 c6 

As often, Larsen is not afraid of giving 
his opponents what they like. White has 
considerably more space and a har
monic position. But Black is solid and 
dreams of claiming that the pawns on 
b4 and d4 will appear as weaknesses as 
the game progresses. 

1 3.'ifc2 flc7 1 4.l:tfe1 b6 1 5.aS 
l::f.fbS!? 

Trying to tempt Karpov. 

1 6.a6!? 
And succeeding. Black's last move now 
looks to be just misplacing the rook, 
but the structure has radically 
changed. 
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1 6  ... bS! 1 7.cS tt:Jd5 1 8.lLic1 :&tea 
1 9.tt:Jd3 �ads 20.g3 

A very complex position. White has 
much more space, and good places for 
all his piece s  except the bishop. Black's 
position is solid, and should he survive 
White's attempt to squash him with his 
space , it has potential due to the white 
weaknesses  and the bad bishop. Both 
players were certainly happy with the ir 
position at this point! 

20 ... �f6 21 .l:ie4 ttJfS 22.h4 I;ld7 
23.<itg2 I;IedS 

Hinting at ideas like 24 . . .  lLie7 , attacking 
d4. Karpov claims more space and 
create s  further  weaknesses .  

24.g4 �eS! 25.gS �dS 26.lLifeS 

.. � ... 

26 ... �de7 
Looks clumsy, but Black's position has 
potential, and as White has no way of 
striking immediately, Black will be in 
time to regroup. 

1 8  

27.�f4 Vies 28.�g3 f6 29.tt:Jf3 
llf7 30.'i¥d2 

Larsen writes that it's obvious that Kar
pov thinks that he is better, and that the 
next move surprises  him. Can Black 
really weaken the e 5-square like that? 

30 ... fxgS!? 

�.t K �,· 
K ·Ii 

8 i i 
.t.8� ' 
8 8� � 

Cjj Cjj � 
� B<JJ 

31.t2lxg5? 
Karpov errs imme diate ly. 3 1 .hxg 5 ! 
tLlg6,  and an equal yet complex battle is 
ahead, since White cannot really exploit 
the eS -square , as after 3 2 .  tLlfe S  lLixe S 
3 3 .  ltJxe S  �fS ! Black threatens the 
gS-pawn and is ready for . . .  �c7 . 

31 ... �f5 32.i:ra3 tt.Jg6 33.ltJf3 
�efS 

White's position has deteriorated con
siderably. The weaknesses are still there, 
but Black's pieces have all been trans
ferred to excellent squares ,  attacking 
White's position. White is simply 
overstretched. 



34.tl:Jfe5 tl:Jxe5 35.:xe5 S:f31 
36.�a1 ? 

Missing a combination, but it was al
ready too late. 

' : , ,_ 
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36 ... .ixh4! 37.if e2 
38.fxg3 'iVd7 39.ifxf3 
40.@xf3 tl:Jxb4! 

A decisive last point. 
41 .l:Id1 'iYxd4 
43.tl:Jf2 'ii'h5+ 
45.I:txe6 h6! 

42.I:le4 
44.�g2 

.ixg3 
a.xf3 

'ifd5 
tl:Jd5 

Black creates a safe haven for his king at 
h7 , before breaking White's resistance. 

46.lld3 \tih7 47JH3 b4 48.g4 
'iVg5 49.�g3 'iVc1 50.tl:Jh3 'ii'c4 
51 .g5 h5 52.�ea h4+ 53.�g2 
b3 54.�bS 'it'e2+ 55.tl:Jf2 tl:Je3+ 

White resigned. 

In 1 9 7 9 ,  at the age of 44, Bent Larsen won his most remarkable tournament victory. 
In the second Clarin tournament in Buenos Aires he finished first with 1 1  points. 
2 -5 .  Spassky, Najdorf, Miles ,  Andersson 8 !  Nine wins and four draws is astonishing 
for such a strong tournament, and Bent Larsen defeated both his old rivals Spassky 
and Petrosian. The year after, both the World Champion and young Western star Jan 
T imman also came to Buenos Aires. Bent Larsen won Clarin 1 980 with 91/2 points. 
2-3 . Timman and Ljubojevic 9 . . .  5 .  Anatoly Karpov 71/2 ! 

Buenos Aires was obviously a good place to be. Bent Larsen had met Laura 
Beatriz Benedini in the Argentinean capital. and in 1 982  he moved to Buenos Aires 
(with Laura!) , where he has stayed since. 

There were still some good tournaments left for Bent Larsen. In Niksic he took 
second prize, behind Kasparov but ahead of Spassky and Portisch. At the 
Nimzowitsch Memorial in Naestved in 1 985 he shared first place with Vaganian 
and Browne, and a match in 1 988  against rising star Curt Hansen was won 31/2-2 1/2 . 

Nobody wins forever, and at the Danish championship in 1 99 1  it was obvious 
that Larsen was not well. He had been diagnosed with diabetes, and his health and 
results improved after treatment. In 1 993 chess players in Copenhagen had a very 
enjoyable time when Bent Larsen defeated the chess computer Deep Blue 2 1/2- l 1/2. 
As he said at the time : 'You should not play computers in tournaments , but in labo
ratories and circuses. I suppose this is a mixture of both.' 

Bent Larsen has always worked alone, but from the very beginning he has been 
willing to share. For many years he gave lectures and played innumerable simuls at 
the chess camps of Danish School Chess. His charisma and his energy are such that 
he has been able to fascinate and captivate all audiences , from school children to ra
dio listeners or to high level managers. Garry Kasparov tried to persuade him to run 
for FIDE president. Two political parties have offered him safe constituencies to run 
for the Danish Parliament. 

But Bent Larsen wanted to play chess, and write. His chess writing is among the 
best, combining analysis with humour and psychological understanding of the 
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fight, most notably in his classic game collection 50 Selected Games , from 1 968 .  But 
there is much more. He is one of the great teachers of chess, with numerous works 
directed at the general club player as well as inspiring the very best. The first chess 
book that Magnus Carlsen read was Bent Larsen's Find planen ( 'Find the plan') . 

Now he is more frail. The seemingly limitless energy that has astounded people 
for five decades has ebbed. He speaks more slowly, but his words are precise and 
backed by a memory of astonishing clarity and breadth. And every day he is at the 
chessboard, as he has been for almost every day since those days in the winter of 
1 94 2 when he learned the rules of the royal game. 

This article first appeared in New In Chess issue 4, 20 1 0. 
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Author's Preface 

Playing over a game of chess is something quite different from following it while it 
is being played in the tournament room. The masters are missing, as are the specta
tors and the air of excitement in the room. Reading a games collection doesn't give 
you that marvellous feeling of being present when something important happens; 
but be consoled by the thought that, during a tournament, most of the spectators 
don't really understand what's happening. Personally I'm inclined to think that the 
most important is not the playing hall but the analysis room, where the public has 
the chance to discuss the games with a grandmaster. It is a pity that tournaments 
don't always have such a facility. 

In a book it is as if we are in the analysis room, but without questions and an
swers. The author therefore has to guess some of the questions. 

A master knows his own games better than others - but can he judge them ob
jectively? To reach a correct iudgement of a position, you must be objective even 
though you have been involved in it and are the person responsible for reaching it. 
In such cases, your objectivity will depend upon your experience. Taking this into 
account, I have set myself to write with the maximum objectivity possible, which 
doesn't mean to say that the comments would have been the same if these games 
had been played by a different master. On some occasions the reader will come 
across a long annotation about a move I 'm particularly proud of and which another 
annotator might have passed over in silence. 

The reader might also ask if the differences in masters' style (exaggerated by jour
nalists) are more clearly discerned in their notes than in their games. In this case you 
should bear in mind that the judgement of a move can be influenced, for example, 
by the fact that the master understood how long it took to reach a decision: ifhe used 
an hour on the clock to make the move, that is sufficient reason to comment on it. 

For some games I have naturally consulted the annotations of other masters, but 
occasionally you will find comments that relate to errors that crept into their notes. 
If I identify the author of these comments , I am not expressing a judgement on 
them. We all make mistakes. On the other hand, I make a point of identifying those 
whose analysis I have studied with great interest. Weak comments annoy me a little, 
particularly in reference to my own games, but this would hardly interest my read
ers so I have ignored it for the most part in this book. 

Sometimes people pose an ingenuous question : 'is chess an art? '  Well, it proba
bly is, up to a point, but the word 'art' is so often misused. The reader can compare 
the author of a book such as this to an artist who is pleased to show some of his 
best paintings to a guest; but, for the comparison to be complete, you would have 
to add that in commentaries - that is to say, analytical variations - one's basic atti
tude has to be impartial and scientific. 

Bent Larsen 
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Editor's Foreword 

For many years no representative collection of Bent Larsen's most famous games 
was available in English. A sad state of affairs given the Danish grandmaster's great 
contribution to chess. With the pre sent book, this gap has finally been filled. 

Larsen's first best games collection written by himself appeared in 1 969 in Denmark 
and was entitled 50 Udvalgte Partier, 1948-69 (Samlerens Forlag) . The English edition 
was published in 1 9 70  by Batsford as Bent Larsen: Master of Counter-Attack. One year 
later a German edition followed, Ich spiele auf Sieg (Kiihnle-Woods+Co) , for which 
Larsen had analysed ten further games. In 2006 Spanish grandmaster Alfonso 
Romero Holmes published his first volume of a new Spanish edition, Bent Larsen: 
Todas Las Piezas Atacan ('all the pieces attack' ,  an expression greatly favoured by Larsen 
himself) . This collection contained 7 4 games analysed by Larsen, the last one being 
his victory against Miguel Quinteros in Manila 1973 .  In 2009,  a German version of 
this book was published by Sch'achDepot as Bent Larsen: Alie Figuren greifen an. 

In the meantime Romero Holmes  had obtained an extensive number of articles 
that Larsen had written for various newspapers and magazines from Larsen's sec
ond wife Laura. This material appeared in 20 1 2  as the second volume of Bent 
Larsen: Todas Las Piezas Atacan . 

The present English edition is based on these Spanish editions. Both of them also 
contain a number of articles on other players. Although these are definitely not 
without interest, we have decided to confine this book to Larsen's own games. For 
that reason we have also included  only those page s of his famous article 'A Genius 
Called Bobby Fischer ' that describe games between Fischer and Larsen,  and stories 
about their relationship. We have added many pictures and tournament table s. 

In Chapter  9 you will read that Larsen was loath to name his games  collection 'best 
games' ,  as no two chess players would ever agree on which games  were really the 
best. A respectable view, which we have nevertheless ignored. The fact that he him
self has selected these games and analysed them with so much care, makes the 1 2 4 
games in this book his best in our eyes .  

I would like to thank a number of people without whom this book would not have 
been possible . Alfonso Romero Holmes, for the material from the Spanish editions; 
Peter Heine Nielsen, Dan H. Andersen and Thorbj0rn Rosenlund for their introduc
tion; Jan L0fberg for the photos he provided, Freddie Poggio and John Saunders for the 
translation, and Stuart Conquest for his kind assistance along the way. 

We hope you will enjoy reading this book as much as we did working on it. In fact, 
we are quite sure you will. 

Peter Boel, Alkmaar, June 2014 
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Chapter1 

Beginnings 

I was born on the 4th of March 1 9  3 5 ,  according to my birth certificate, in Tilsted, 
near the little town ofThisted, in north-west Jutland. In the following paragraphs I 
shall stick to events of which I have a more or less clear memory. 

In January 1 94 2 ,  just after we moved to the city of Holstebro, I suffered some 
childhood illnesses and learnt how to play chess. I recovered from chickenpox and 
mumps and there were no after-effects, but with chess things were a little different. 
Another boy, Jorgen, taught me. I vaguely remember one of our first games. He 
captured all my pieces while he was left with two rooks ; he greatly enjoyed forcing 
my king to the edge of the board before checkmating me. 

My father knew how to play and we occasionally played a game but, at 1 2  years 
of age, I beat him alm�st every time. At that age I joined a club and started to read 
the chess books I borrowed from the public library Also, at home I came across a 
chess book. Nobody knew how it had come into the house; its owner had probably 
forgotten it. This book exerted a certain influence over the development of my play. 
As regards the King's Gambit, it said that this opening was strong like a storm and 
that nobody could beat it. In the opinion of the author, modern players were cow
ards because they didn't have the guts to play this gambit. Naturally I didn't want to 
be a 'chicken' and, until 1 9  5 2 ,  the favourite opening of romantic chess masters was 
also my own. 

Members of the Holstebro Chess Club on their way to a match against the 
neighbouring club Sarpsborg. Bent Larsen (14) Is standing in front, wear
ing shorts. 
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In the autumn of 1 94 7 ,  Holstebro Chess Club started a junior section, which I 
joined, but I beat the other boys and by Christmas they decided to let me play with 
the adults. Actually, when I say in interviews that I never had a coach, it is only 99% 
true : H.P. Hansen ran this junior club and I vaguely remember that he showed us 
some opening variations on a demo board. A year and a half later I was club cham
pion and I was not disposed to admit that all the credit should go to H.P. However, 
he was the only coach I 've ever had. 

Every year Holstebro plays a match against the neighbouring town of Herning, 
and on the 1 S th of February 1 948 , I was in the team; not on the 3 0th (bottom) 
board, where I had hoped to be, but on the 25 th. We lost the match but I won, and 
the game was published in one of the local newspapers with friendly comments 
written by the best player in the Herning team, Bjorn Nielsen, four times Danish 
champion. The name of my opponent was Lauridsen and the famous Three Pawns 
Gambit (Cunningham Variation) of the King's Gambit was evidently the best 
choice against him: 1 .e4 eS 2 .f4 exf4 3 .l2Jf3 �e7 4.�c4 �h4+ S .g3 ? !  fxg3 6 .0-0 
gxh2+ 7 .�h l �h6? 8 .d4 0-0 9 .�xh6 gxh6 1 0 .lLJeS 'ife7 1 1 .lLlc3 c6 1 2 .�xf7+ 
�g7  1 3 .�hS �xfl + 1 4.'ifxfl d6  1 S .t2Jf3 �gs 1 6 .'iff2 �e6 1 7 .dS cxdS ? 1 8 .exdS 
�fl 1 9 .tLxgS hxgS 20 .l:te l 'iVf6 ? 2 1 .�xf6-t- ·�xf6 22 .gfl + �g7 23 .�xf7 l2Jd7 
24 .�e6 and White won easily 

The game says something of my style in those days but little about my strength. 
Amongst the correspondence games I was playing at that time there are two which 
show that I was beginning to understand positional play There is no doubt that I 
was getting stronger very rapidly but I wasn't a chess prodigy. When I was 1 4, my 
strength was far from the level attained by the likes of Morphy, Capablanca, 
Reshevsky, Pomar, Fischer or Mecking at the same age. But when we moved from 
Holstebro in 1 950 ,  I was the strongest player in a city of 1 4,000 inhabitants by 
quite some way. Two years later I had overcome all the opposition in Aalborg (pop
ulation 1 00 ,000) and there was little left for me to learn in that city. It was lucky for 
me that I finished high school and transferred to Copenhagen, where I was plan
ning to study for a career as a civil engineer. 

At that time I qualified to play in the Danish Championship, but I had already 
represented my country in the World Junior Championship which took place in 
Birmingham in 1 9 S 1 . Given my lack of experience, equal fourth place was an 
amazing result. Game 1 was taken from this tournament. 

In the New Year tournaments played in Trondheim in 1 95 1  / 5 2  and 1 9 52/  5 3 ,  I 
finished first ahead of some of the best junior players from Norway, Sweden and 
Finland. I was gaining experience; however, in the World Junior Championship in 
1 9 S 3 ,  in Copenhagen, I only managed equal fifth place. There were some good 
players in it (Panno and Darga tied ahead of Olafsson and Ivkov, and then Penrose, 
Sherwin and Keller equal with me) , perhaps the strongest field of all the World Ju
nior Championships until now. 

In the Scandinavian Championship, played immediately afterwards and won by 
Olafsson, I made too many silly mistakes. However, for a long time I considered 
Game 2 of the book to be one of my finest achievements , particularly as I was try-
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Chapter 1 - Beg innings 

World Junior Championship, Birmingham 1 951 (1 1 rnd) 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0  1 1  1 2  1 3  1 4  1 5  1 6  1 7  1 8  

1 Ivkov, Borislav * 1 V2 1 1 V2 1 112 1 1 1 1 * * * * * * 9 . 5  

2 Barker, Malcolm 0 * 1/2 1 1 1 l/2 l/2 * 1 1 1/2 * * * * 1 * 8 
3 Cruz, Raul 1/2 % * 1 1/2 1 l/2 0 * * * 1 1 l/2 * V2 * * 7 

4 Harris, P. 0 0 0 * * 0 * 1 * 1 V2 1 * 1 * * 1 1 6 . 5  

5 Larsen, Bent 0 0 l/2 * * 0 * * * 1 * 0 1 1 1 * 1 1 6 . 5  

6 Nyren, Bo 1/2 0 0 1 1 * * l/2 1/2 * 1/2 * * 1 1/2 1 * * 6 . 5  

7 Bhend, Edwin 0 1/2 1/2 * * * * 0 0 1/2 1 * 1 * 1 1/2 * 1 6 

8 Burstein, Sylvain 1/2 1/2 I 0 * l/2 1 * l/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 * * 1/2 * * * 6 
9 Rosen, Willy 0 * * * * l/2 1 l/2 * * 0 l/2 V1 * I 1 0 I 6 

1 0  Selzer, E. 0 0 * 0 0 * l/2 1/2 * * * 1 * 1 * 1 1 1 6 
1 1  Berriman, G. 0 0 * l/2 * 1/z 0 l/2 1 * * * 1/2 * I * l/2 1 5 . 5  

1 2  Olafsson, Fridrik 0 l/2 0 0 1 * * 1/2 l/2 0 * * 1 1 * 1 * * 5 . 5  

1 3 Joyner, Lionel * * 0 * 0 * 0 * 1/2 * V2 0 * '/2 l/2 1 1 I 5 

1 4  Eikrem, Arnold * * 1/2 0 0 0 * * * 0 * 0 1/2 * 1/2 1/2 1 l/2 3 . 5  
1 5  Walsh, James * * * * 0 1/2 0 l/2 0 * 0 * 1/2 1/2 * 0 1 1/2 3 . 5  
1 6  Jackson, ]. * * 1/2 * * 0 1/2 * 0 0 * 0 0 1/2 1 * l/2 0 3 
1 7  Asker Sven * 0 * 0 0 * * * 1 0 1/i * 0 0 0 1/2 * l/2 2 . 5  

ing to change my style and opening repertoire. So I felt very pleased to have won in 
the purest positional style. Of course, I had not forgotten how to attack and in
flicted severe punishment on those whose faulty opening play deserved it; this can 
be observed in Game 3 ,  played in a club match in the autumn of 1 9  5 3 .  

In 1 9 54 I won all nine games in a weak Copenhagen Championship and, full of 
optimism, set out for Aarhus intent on annexing the Danish title. In the first round I 
chalked up a zero; in the second, a draw; in the third - another zero! However, I 
won the next six games in succession; after that, a draw and another victory in the 
last round and I was Danish Champion. Since then I have won the title in 1 95 5 ,  
1 9 5 6 ,  1 9 5 9 and 1 9 6 3 - in other words , every time I have entered. 

In the 1 954 Championship my play wasn't good in every game, but the one I 
played against Eigil Pedersen, who had won the previous year, stands up to a closer 
examination. I have included it, with my comments from the Danish chess maga
zine Skakbla det, to provide an example of my positional play and tournament prag
matism. I was almost mature enough to start playing in tournaments in which In
ternational Masters took part. 

King's Gambit 
Bent Larsen 
Lionel Joyner 
World Junior Championship, 
Birmingham I 9 5 I 

1 .e4 es 2.f4 �cs 

Game 1 

This move cannot be a refutation of the 
gambit. If Black doesn't want to play 
. . .  exf4, I think he should play the 

Falkbeer Counter Gambit with 2 . . .  d5 . 
After 2 . . . d5 3 .exd5 e4 Reti's observa
tion is very much to the point: 'in this 
position it is almost impossible to know 
why White played 2 .f4' .  

3.l2Jf3 d6 4.c3 �g4 
A logical move to prevent d2 -d4. 
However, White gets a good game 
with the following queen manoeuvre, 
well-known for many a long year. The 
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consequences of 4 . . .  f5 5 . fxe5 dxe5 
6 .d4 are still amongst the most ob
scure corners of opening theory, 
while 4 . . .  tl:Jf6 5 .d4 leads to a position 
in which White possesses an impres
sive pawn centre, although Black has 
counterplay. 

5.fxe5 dxe5 6.'if a4+! i.d7 
Necessary as 6 . . .  °if d7 7 . .ib5 c6  
8 .tl:Jxe5 ! loses a pawn. I knew all this 
very well as the King's Gambit was my 
favourite opening. 

7.'if c2 tl:Jc6 8.b4 �d6 
To avoid the loss of the e-pawn, Black 
must remove the bishop from a good 
diagonal. Books cite a Spielmann game 
with 9 .�c4, but I had found another 
continuation which I might still choose 
today and which I had already tried out 
at my club in Aalborg. 

9.�e2 'fle7 1 0.tl:Ja3 
The knight, and not the bishop, is the 
piece headed for c4. Perhaps it would 
have been more accurate to play tl:Ja3 
the move before (see the next note) . 

1 o ... as 1 1 .bs tt:Jds 
The reason for playing tl:Ja3 on the 
ninth move can be seen in the variation 
1 1 . . .  �xa3 1 2 .�xa3 'iVxa3 l 3 .bxc6 
i.xc6 1 4.tlJxeS 'if a4 where Black forces 
an exchange of queens but White still 
has the better game after 1 5 .'iVxa4 
�xa4 1 6 .�c4 tlJh6 1 7  .0-0 .  

1 2.tl:Jc4 f6 1 3.0-0 tl:Jh6 14.d4 
tl:Jhf7 1 5.a4 0-0 1 6.tl:Jxd6 tl:Jxd6? 

Black 's position is difficult but 
l 6 . . .  cxd6 would have been better. 
White would then have continued with 
1 7 .�a3 and 1 8 .�ad l . 

1 7.�a3 tl:J8f7?? 
It was necessary to play 1 7  . . .  b6 al
though White has a clear advantage. For 
example, 1 8  . dxe5 fxe5  1 9  . c4 or 
l 9 .i.c4+ tlJ8f7 20 .�dS �ac8 2 l .c4. 

2 8  

1 8.c41 
Completely decisive. 

1 8  ... exd4 1 9.c5 'if xe4 20.�d3 
'ti'e3+ 21 .�h1 tl:Jxb5 

Desperation. The point of White's com
bination is that the knight can only re
treat to c8 or e8 ,  in both cases discon-

, necting the two rooks. Then 22 .c6 
would have threatened �xh7 + followed 
by �xf8 . For example, after 2 1 .  . .  tl:Jc8 
22 .c6 �d8 2 3 .cxd7 the black position is 
no less desperate than in the game. 

22.axb5 c6 23 . .txh7+ �h8 
24.tl:Jh4 tl:Je5 25.l::tae1 'if h6 
26.tl:Jg6+ tl:Jxg6 27 . .txg6 �es 
28.�f5 cxb5 29.c& b4 30.�c1 
g5 31 .c7 �c6 32.l::te7 1 -0 

An accurately played game, but not very 
difficult. It was awarded one of the two 
prizes for the best games of the tourna
ment, which came as a surprise to me. 
lvkov, the winner, played a brilliant 
game against the West German player 
Rosen, but it was not put forward for 
the special prizes. Perhaps on account of 
modesty, perhaps laziness; I don't know. 

English Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Alex Nielsen 

Game 2 

Scandinavian Championship, Esbjerg 1 95 3  

1 .tl:Jf3 tl:Jf6 2.c4 c5 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tl:Jxd4 tl:Jc6 5.tl:Jc3 d6 



It is interesting that I didn't accept the of
fer of transposing into the Maroczy Bind 
variation of the Sicilian Defence which 
would have occurred after 6 .e4. Accord
ing to 'what I learned as a child' , this 
would have been favourable to White; 
however, it appears I had my doubts 
about it even then. I have often played this 
line as Black, but rarely as White, the 
game against Petrosian at Santa Monica 
1 9 6 6 being a glorious exception. 

6.g3 g6 7.�g2 �d7 8.t2Jc2 �g7 
9.b3 o-o 1 o.�b2 a6 1 1 .0-0 J::[b8 

If I can be permitted to quote my com
ment in Skakbladet : 'Black wants to play 
. . .  b7-b5 , an excellent plan, but after 
White's next move he has to remember 
the wise words of Nimzdwitsch: 
"cramped positions should be freed 
slowly" .' At that time I was studying Nim
zowitsch and modern opening theory. 

1 2.l::tc1 b5? 1 3.t2Jd5! t2Jxd5? 
After 1 3  . . .  bxc4 1 4 . t2Jxf6+ �xf6 
1 5 .�xf6 exf6 1 6 .t2Je3 Black could try 
1 6  . . .  cxb3 but 1 6 .tLla3 gives White a 
clear advantage. Better was 1 3 . . .  t2Je8 ! . 

14hg7 @xg7 15.cxd5 t2Je5 1 6.h3 
White threatens f2-f4, which faces Black 
with a difficult choice. Perhaps 1 6  . . .  �c8 
is best although it doesn't look satisfac
tory; in any event, the open file and the 
possibility of posting a knight or rook 
on c6 give White the advantage. 

1 6  ... 'i¥b6 

Ch a p t er 1 - Beginnings 

1 7.'ti'd4! 
The exchange of queens greatly in
creases White's advantage as the rook 
can go to c7 .  

17  ... f6 1 8. if xb6 �xb6 1 9.ttJd4 g5 
20.�c7 l::td8 21 .@h2 

A surprising move which prepares 
�e4. Black ought to have replied with 
the desperate 2 1 .  . .  g4, which makes it 
more difficult to mount a direct attack 
on his knight. 

21 ... h6 22.�e4 @f8 
White was ready to play �f5 , or f2-f4 
followed by �f5 . For this reason Black 
avoids the knight check on fS and also 
protects his e-pawn; however, White now 
has the chance to chase away the enemy 
knight, which decides the game much 
more quickly than 23 .�fS ,  though this 
would also have been very strong. 

23.f4 t2Jf7 24.�f3! 
But not 24.t2Je6+?  �xe6 2 5 .dxe6 d5 !  
with drawing chances. Now Black has 
no defence; for example, if 24 . . .  @e8 
there follows 2 5 .�hS . 

24 ... .a:bb8 25.t2Je6+ �xe6 
After 2 5 . . .  @e8 White, rather than grab
bing the exchange, would have pre
ferred the energetic move 26 .�hS .  

26.dxe6 t2Jh8 27.fS 
An unusual way of entombing a knight. 
Of course, the struggle is now as good 
as over. 

27 ... b4 28.�b 7 a5 29.e4 1 -0 
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Axel Nielsen didn't play this game very 
well but he finished second in the tour
nament and in three Danish Champion
ships. I felt very proud of the way I beat 
him and for a long time considered this 
game to be one of my best positional 
battles. Most young talents find it more 
difficult to play positionally than to 
launch a sharp or complicated attack 
against their opponent's king. 

Griinfeld Indian Defence 
Harald Enevoldsen 
Bent Larsen 
Club Match, Copenhagen 1 95 3 
1 .d4 ltJf6 2.c4 g6 3.f3 

Game l 

Alekhine first played this in 1 929 dur- -
ing his match with Bogoljubow; how
ever, 3 .f3 has never become very popu
lar. 
If Black develops quietly, this usually 
turns into the Samisch Variation of the 
King's Indian Defence via a transposi
tion of moves: 3 . . .  �g7 4.e4 0-0 5 .ltJc3 
d6. However, White can defer develop
ing his b l -knight with 5 .�d3 d6 
6 .ltJe2 , which has some advantages. 
Griinfeld's method, . . .  d7 -d5 , is very 
logical here. Because of this counter
play, masters have shied away from 
playing 3 .f3 .  White makes a strong 
point of e4, while Black starts an attack 
against the d-pawn. 

3 ... d5! 4.cxd5 ttJxd5 5.e4 ltJb6 
6.ltJc3 �g7 7.�e3 0-0 8.'ii'd2 

This variation was played quite often by 
the Enevoldsen brothers, Jens and 
Harald. They probably liked the sharp 
positions that resulted after 0-0-0 .  The
oreticians prefer 8 .f4 ltJc6 9 .dS ltJb8 
1 O .a4 although White still can't claim 
any advantage. 

8 ... ltJc6 9.0-0-0 e5 1 O.d5 ltJd4 
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1 1 .f4 
The sharpest line : White wants to un
dermine the position of the enemy 
knight. A more prudent choice is 
1 1 .ltJbS as was played in the game 
Pachrnan-Padevsky, Moscow 1 9 5 6 ,  
which continued 1 1  . . .  ltJxbS 1 2 .�xbS 

· �d7 1 3 .�d3 c6 1 4.dxc6 VJ/ic7 .  
1 1  ... cs 1 2.fxeS 

After 1 2 .dxc6 ltJxc6 Black has a good 
game. An interesting alternative is 
1 2 .  ltJf3 ; the game H.Enevoldsen
Hartvig Nielsen, Copenhagen 1 9 5 0 ,  
continued l 2 . . .  �g4 l 3 .�e2 (the most 
consistent line for White is 1 3 . ltJxeS ! ? 
although the sacrifice is not entirely 
sound) l 3 . . .  ltJxe2+ 1 4.'ifxe2 exf4 
1 5 .�xcS lde8 with good chances for 
Black. Nielsen got a winning attack af
ter l 6.h3 �xf3 1 7  .ifxf3 ltJc4 l 8 .'if d3 
bS 1 9  .ldhfl ltJxb2 .  

12  ... �g4! 1 3.�e1 �xe5 1 4.�g5? 
This is an innovation, though not one 
that improves White's game. Of course, 
my knowledge of the variation was not 
profound, but so far Black's moves were 
logical. I vaguely remembered the game 
]. Enevoldsen-Heinicke, Oldenburg 
1 949 : 1 4.h3 'ifh4 1 5 .Wb l  f6 1 6 .llc l  
a6  1 7 .�fl ifhS 1 8 .ltJce2 �fS ! ?  and 
Black won brilliantly. 
It is possible that White's play could be 
improved, but after l 4.h3 the second 
player has a quiet line at his disposal : 



1 4  . . .  �d7 1 s .tt:Jf3 tt:Jxf3 1 6 .gxf3 'if e7 
with good play (H. Enevoldsen
Bolbochan, Dubrovnik 1 9 5 0) .  The 
white centre is rather weak and Black 
has the better chances of organising an 
attack against the enemy l\ing. 

14 ... f6 1 5.�f4? 
A completely mistaken plan. White has 
to play 1 S .�h6 .  

1 5  ... 'ifd6 1 6.�xe5? fxe5 
White has lost a tempo and besides has 
opened up a file for his opponent. 

1 7.h3 �d7 1 8.�e2 ldf2 1 9.'ifg5 

A most ingenious move in an already 
precarious position; the g-pawn is pro
tected and he is preparing to play tt:Jf3 
in order to attack the black e-pawn. 
However, Enevoldsen's position was un
sound, as demonstrated by Black's fol
lowing two moves, beginning a deci
sive attack before the opponent can 
connect his two rooks. 

1 9  ... tt:Ja41 
A natural move, trying to exchange off 
the white king's best defender and thus 
eliminate one of the bishop's protec
tors; therefore White is obliged to post
pone the development of his g I -knight. 

20.tt:Jd1 ? 
White's reply is an error but 2 0 .  � g 3 
�af8 2 1 .tLlf3 doesn't offer much hope, 
either. Black has the choice of a number 
of attacking continuations; the simplest 

Chapter  1 - Beg innings 

is probably 2 1 .  . .  tLlxc3 22 .'ifxf2 tLlxa2+ 
23 .®b l tLlb4. 

20 ... c41 !  
The rook cannot be captured. 

21 .'iYg3 
2 1 .tLlxf2 ifb4 22 .ifd2 c3 23 .bxc3 
it' a3 + ,  winning. This line shows the 
part the rook plays in the attack and that 
White is unable to develop on the 
kingside. The game is effectively over. 

21 ... c3! 22.bxc3 
After 22 .ifxf2 cxb2+ 2 3 .tLlxb2 Black 
can win in various ways ; for example, 
2 3  . . .  �b4. 2 3 .<iitb l  �c8 is also decisive. 

22 ... 'if a3+ 23.@d2 �f4 24.�c4 
�cs 25.if d3 tt:Jb2 26.tt:Jxb2 
'iVxb2+ 0-1 

King's Indian Defence 
Eigil Pedersen 
Bent Larsen 

Game 4 

Danish Championship, Aarhus 1 9  54 

1 .d4 tt:Jf6 2.c4 g6 3.tt:Jc3 �g7 
4.e4 d6 5.g3 0-0 6.�g2 e5 7.d5 
tt:Jh5 8.tt:Jge2 f5 9.exf5 

Castling is probably better. 
9 ... gxf5 1 0.0-0 tt:Jd7 1 1 .J;Ib1 

Once the pawns were exchanged, the 
natural continuation was 1 1 .f4 but after 
1 1 . . .  exf4 ( 1 1 .  . .  e4 1 2 . g4) 1 2 .tLlxf4 
tt:Jxf4 1 3  .�xf4 tlJeS Black has the better 
game. 
With the text move White prepares for 
action on the queenside. 

1 1  ... a5 1 2.a3? 
This is premature and leads to a weak
ening of the white pawns. 

1 2  ... tt:Jb6 1 3.b3 f4 
Playing 1 3  . . .  a4 1 4 .tLlxa4 doesn 't 
achieve anything. Black prefers to keep 
. . .  aS -a4 in reserve as a threat. 

14.f3 
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Perhaps 1 4 .°ifd3 would have been 
better but 1 4  . . .  a4 1 5 .b4 tbxc4 looks 
promising for Black. 

14 ... �f5 

1 5.t2Je4 
Now Black gets a clear advantage but 
putting the rook on the long diagonal 
was also inadequate. After I S  .ldb2 fxg3 
1 6 .hxg3 �g6 the threat ts 1 7  . . .  e4, in 
addition to . . .  a5 -a4 . 

1 5  ... a4! 1 6.gxf4 
It is difficult to find anything better. Af
ter 1 6 .g4 �xe4! 1 7 .fxe4 tlJf6 Black's po
sition is obviously to be preferred, with 
a protected passed pawn on one side and 
weakened enemy pawns on the other. 

1 6  ... 'iih4 1 7.�b2 
If now 1 7 .fxeS �xe4! 1 8 .fxe4 �xeS 
1 9  .h3 tlJg3 and Black has a substantial 
advantage. 

1 7  ... t2Jxf4 1 8.t2Jxf4 'iVxf4 1 9.�c1 
'iVh4 20.�e3 �h6 

Now the bishop joins in the attack 
against the white king. 

21 .�f2 
After 2 l .�xb6 cxb6 the threat of 
22  . . .  �f4 would be stronger. 

21 ... 'iVhS 22.t2Jg3 'if 96 23.tlJxfS 
blxf5 24.'iVd3 

The only way to stop Black's attack. 
24 ... �f4 

Threatening 25  . . .  �xh2+ .  
25.�g3 axb3 2 6  . .U.xb3 �xg3 
27.hxg3 Iig5 28.f4 exf4 29.:Qxf4 
'iVxd3 30.�xd3 t2Jd7 31 .�h3 
t2Je5 32.1d.b3 b6 

:',: :E jf 
::. :&;� · :a: :  . ·: 
•. , ; a : .· ·· · ·  

' li � � 
� _(�� n· t�r·� ->,;, · · · n·i "i 

� 
Black has achieved a very advantageous 
ending,  with a good knight against a 
weak bishop, with White also saddled 
by two weak pawns. For the next eight 

Nordic Championship, Esbjerg 1 953 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 

1 0 lafsson,Fridrik * 1 0 1 1 1/2 1 1 1 l/2 1 1 9 . 0  
2 Skold,Kristian 0 * 0 l/i 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 7 . 5  
3 Nielsen,Axel 1 1 * 0 0 1 0 l/i l/2 1 1 7 . 0  
4 Sterner.Bj orn-Olaf 0 Yi 1 * Yi l/i 0 1 1/i 1 1 1 7 . 0  
5 Larsen.Bent 0 0 1 '/2 * 1 1 Y2 0 1 1 '/2 6 .5  
6 Vestol,Aage '/2 1 0 'Ii 0 * 1 'Ii 1 0 1 6 .5  
7 Poulsen, Christian 0 0 1 1 0 0 * 0 1 1 1 6 . 0  
8 Karlin, Ored 0 0 'Ii 0 Yi '/2 1 * Y2 Vi l/i 1 5 . 0  
9 Blomberg,Keijo 0 0 1/2 'Ii 1 0 0 V2 * '/2 '/2 V2 4.0 

1 0  Solin,Hugo l/2 0 0 0 0 1 0 1/2 1/2 * 1 l/2 4.0 
1 1  Storm Herseth,Laege 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 Yz V2 0 * 1 2 . 0  
1 2  Hildebrand Alexander 0 0 0 0 V2 0 0 0 1/2 1/2 0 * 1 . 5 
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moves my opponent was in time trou
ble and of course I hoped to take advan
tage, though I also wanted to reach an 
adjournment so that I could find the 
winning method at my leisure during 
'home analysis' .  

33.@f2 �g7 34.�f1 ll:Jg4+ 
35.@e1 l:te8+ 36.@d2 ll:Je5 
37.�e2 @ha 38.�f6 �g7 39.l:if1 
.?lg8 40.g4? @h8 

Time trouble is over but White's last 
move was an error that costs him a 
pawn. 

41 .�e3? 
Another mistake, which saves me a lot 
of work. 
A plausible continuation is 4 1 .�g3 
ll:Jxg4 42.�fg l llJf6 43 .�xgS nxgS 
44.l::[xgS ll:Je4+ 45 .�e3 llJxgS 46.<\ittf4 
h6 47 .@fs �g7 and, despite the enemy 

Chap ter 1 - Beg innings 

king being well placed, Black has the 
better of it. 

41 ... �xg4! 0-1 

White would have analysed 4 1 . . .  ll:Jxg4 
42.�xg4 l:.xg4 43 .l:te7 with excellent 
drawing chances ; but after 4 I . . .  nxg4! 
both 42 .l:.xeS l!d4+ and 42 .�xg4 
ll:Jxc4+ are hopeless for White. He is 
losing a pawn in a very bad position. 
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Scandinavian Champion 

The year 1 9  SS started with a partial failure ; I only managed to share first place in 
the Copenhagen Championship. It is true that I let three half-points slip through 
my fingers but Palle Ravn made the same score. After that I took part in the Danish 
Championship and scored 1 0  out of a possible 1 1 . 

In August I played in the Scandinavian Championship, which took place in Oslo, 
and although I didn't play very well in all the games, I shared first place with 
Fridrik Olafsson whom I beat in the last round. 

In November I took part in the young masters' tournament in Zagreb (the age 
limit being 2 I )  and, in spite of some serious mistakes, managed to finish first 
equal, this time with Bhend of Switzerland. Bilek of Hungary was third, and 
amongst those finishing further down the table were masters as strong as the Yugo
slavs Matulovic, Bogdanovic and Djurasevic. It was a very important tournament. If 
this collection of games stretched to 200 ,  I would have included several of my 
Zagreb games in it. 

In a little tournament held over the New Year in Stockholm, I 'only' managed 
second place. Martin Johansson won it, while Stahlberg came seventh. Immediately 
after I flew to Reykjavik where the tie for the Scandinavian had to be decided by an 
eight-game match. In those days Olafsson was a national hero. He had beaten Pilnik 
in a match and at Hastings shared first with Kortchnoi . The enthusiasm on the is
land was fantastic: everyone followed our match with great interest. But what was 
wrong with Olafsson? I took the lead 3 1/2- l 1/2 . But in the sixth game I blundered in 
a position that was clearly drawn and I played very badly in the seventh. The situa
tion was now 3 1/2 points all with one game left and both of us \Vere very nervous. 

Da nish Cha mpionship, Aa lborg 1 955 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1 0  1 1  1 2  

1 Larsen.Bent * I l/2 Y2 I 1 I 1 1 I l 1 1 0 . 0  
2 Nielsen, Axel 0 * '/2 l/2 1 1 I I l Y2 l 1 8 . 5  
3 Enevoldsen,Jens '/2 '/2 

* 1/2 '/1 0 I 1/2 I I 1 1 7 . 5  
4 Petersen.Svend '/2 l/2 1/2 * 1 0 l 0 ',12 1 I 1 7 . 0 
5 Andersen, Borge 0 0 l/2 0 * 0 1 l/2 1/2 1 1 1 5 . 5  
6 Nielsen, Vervner 0 0 1 1 I * '/2 '/2 1/2 0 0 '/2 5 . 0 
7 Gemzoe,Jacob 0 0 0 0 0 l/2 * 1 '/2 1 0 1 4 . 0  
8 Hansen, Victor 0 0 1/2 1 '/2 '/2 0 * '12 0 1/2 1/2 4.0 
9 Lauridsen,Evald 0 0 0 l/1 l/2 '12 '12 l/2 * l/2 1 0 4 .0  

1 0  Nielsen,Harvig 0 1/2 0 0 0 I 0 1 1/2 * 1 0 4 . 0  
1 1  Haahr, Thorkild 0 0 0 0 0 I I 1/2 0 0 * I 3 . 5  
1 2  Kupferstich,Moises 0 0 0 0 0 1/2 0 1/2 1 1 0 * 3 . 0 
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Just when it might have been supposed that I was beaten psychologically, it turned 
out to be me who kept better control of himself in the decisive game. 

Griinfeld Indian Defence 
Fridrik Olafsson 
Bent Larsen 

Game 5 

8th Match Game, Reykjavik 1 956  

1 .e4 c5 2.tt:Jf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tt:Jxd4 tt:Jf6 5.tt:Jc3 a6 6.kg5 e6 
7.iff3 

Nowadays 7 .f4 is played almost auto
matically but at that time the queen 
move was more fashionable, or at least 
it had been until the Gothenburg 
Interzonal , held a few months before, in 
which several famous games' ·were 
played; outstanding amongst them was 
a Keres victory over Fuderer with the 
pawn sacrifice 7 .f4 'iVb6 8 .'fid2 . 
One of the better known games with 
7 .'iff3 is Bronstein-Najdorf, in 1 954, in 
which White sacrificed a piece for three 
pawns to get the initiative and, later, 
victory: 7 . . .  t2Jbd7 8 .0-0-0 'tlf c7 9 .'fig3 
b5 1 0 .kxb5 , etc. The same year I won 
two games with black using a defence 
which I had invented myself. I was very 
happy to have the chance to play it again 
in this important game. 

7 ... ke7 8.0-0-0 'flic7 9.l::tg1  
The move which was then in vogue. 
The plan of 9 .�g l and 1 O .g4 was 
popularised by the game 
Nezhmetdinov-Paoli, Bucharest 1 95 3 .  

9 ... tt:Jc6 1 O.g4 tt:Je5 1 1 .  'ii e2 b5 
1 2.f4 b41 

This was my little invention. 
1 3.tt:Jb1 

After 1 3 .fxe5 dxe5 Black gets the piece 
back, and my games against K0lvig and 
Paoli didn't indicate that White had any 
advantage. 

1 3  ... tt:Jed7 14.kh4 �b7 1 5.kg2 
tt:Jc5 1 6.tt:Jd2 �ca 

In positions like the present one it is 
important that Black doesn't castle too 
soon. First he must create threats against 
the white king's position, so that White 
can't concentrate all his pieces against 
the enemy king. 

1 7.<itb1 tt:Ja4 1 8.tt:J2b3 h6 
Winning a pawn with 1 8  . . .  e5 1 9 .fxe5 
dxe5 2 0. tbf5 � c3 2 1 . bxc3 tbxc3 + 
2 2 .Wb2 tbxe2 23 .�gfl would be very 
favourable for White. 

1 9.ke1 tt:Jc5 20.tt:Jd2 tt:Jfd7 21 .h4 
g6 22.gS?? 

A serious positional mistake. White 
probably chose not to play 2 2 .f5 be
cause of 22  . . .  e5 ,  for example 23 .lLJ4b3 
l2Jxb3 24.l2Jxb3 a5 and Black's position 
is completely OK, although _after the 
text it is much more so. 

22 ... es 23.fxe5 dxe5 24.l2J4f3 
Here 2 4 .kg 3 was better; however, Black 
can win the g-pawn with impunity. 

24 ... tt:Je6 2s.nc1 tt:Jf4 
A very strong knight. 

26.iVf1 �c6! 

Decisive. The threat of . . .  �b5 is very 
strong and wins at least the exchange. 
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27.c4 
White decides on a drastic solution to 
. . .  �bS ,  but he would have done better 
to play 2 7 .'if xa6 ,  after which Black 
can win the exchange with 2 7 . . .  iii.cs 
besides gaining attacking chances 
down the a-file. The attempt at a com
bination with 2 7 .ltJxeS is easily re
futed:  2 7  . . .  ifxeS 2 8 .�g3  hxg S 
2 9 .hxgS �xgS 3 0 .ltJf3 'ife7 3 1 .ltJxgS 
lbxg 2 .  

27 ... bxc3 28.�xc3 
After 2 8 .bxc3 iii.a3 2 9 .lk2 'ilb7+  
White is lost. 

28 ... �b5! 
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It was sad for the islanders to see their hero 
lose, but at least it happened in a pretty 
way. Everyone likes a queen sacrifice. 

29.l:rxc7 
Well, it is not really a sacrifice as Black 
gets his queen back immediately. It is an 
offer White can't refuse as 2 9 .'iff2 iii.cs 
is rather disagreeable. 

29 ... :xc7 30.iii.g3 
Naturally, the rest is not difficult. 

30 ... �xf1 31 .iii.xf1 hxg5 32.hxg5 
�c5 33.tt:Jxe5 �xg1 34.iii.xf4 
�h2 35.iii.xh2 :xh2 36.ttJef3 
l:rh1 37.a3 tt:Jc5 38.<;t>a2 �xf1 
39.ttJxf1 tt:Jxe4 40.lt:Je3 .t:[c5 0-1 



Chapter 3 

International Master 

The Chess Olympiad of 1 9 54 should have been held in Buenos Aires, and I was in 
the process of preparing for the trip, but at the last minute it was cancelled. It is 
probable that this decision had something to do with a change of government in 
Argentina and a sports ministry budget which mysteriously evaporated. 

However, the Netherlands stepped in to take charge of organising the Olympiad 
at very short notice, and in the space of five weeks achieved what usually take a year 
or more of preparation. A fantastic feat of organisation! I was on top board for the 
Danish team and, with the exception of junior tournaments, this was my baptism 
of fire in the international arena. Although I played 1 9 rounds - rather too many - I 
managed the decent score of 7 1  %, which is to say 1 3 1/2 points. We were in the 'B' 
section of the finals but even so there were some very good players amongst my ad
versaries. In recognition of my score the World Chess Federation (FIDE) awarded 
me the international master title at their congress the following year. 

I wouldn't claim that Game 5 was my best game of the competition but it has a 
special place in my memory. 

Sicilian Defence 
Ossip Bernstein 
Bent Larsen 
Amsterdam Olympiad 1 954 

Game 6 

During the Olympiad I played Dr. 
Bernstein twice. In the preliminary sec
tion we drew. Before the game I recall 
someone saying to me : 'Young man, it 
will be interesting for you to play 
against Bernstein who in 1 90 7  had al
ready announced his intention of retir
ing from chess ! '  
In the finals I had to play him again, on 
the 20th September, the day on which 
he celebrated his 7 2nd birthday. But he 
wouldn't be receiving a birthday pres
ent from me. 

1 .e4 cs 2.tlJf3 d6 3.c4 �g4 
Another good reply to White's unusual 
third move is 3 . . .  eS .  

4.d4 cxd4 S.'ifxd4 tlJf6 6.tlJc3 g6 
7.b3 

Somewhat risky but not an error. 
7 ... �g7 s.�b2 Vias 9.l2Jd2 t2Jc6 
1 0.'ife3?? 

After this Black has a very nice combi
nation. Correct would have been 
1 0. � d3 and there is nothing special in 
the position. 

1 0  ... t2Jb4! 
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The game with Osslp Bernstein at the Amsterdam Olympiad, 
1954. 

A very strong 'beginner's move' .  There 
is nothing subtle about the threat. The 
annotator who wrote after the next 
move 'now 1 1  . .td3 was better' cannot 
have foreseen the extremely strong re
ply 1 1  . . .  .th6 ! .  

1 1 .�c1 4:Jxa2! 
If you thought, two or three moves ago, 
that the bishop on g4 was hitting at thin 
air, you must now admit that the thin air 
around the king is a bit special. Bernstein 
thought for a long time. I wandered 
around the playing hall, watching the 
USSR-Yugoslavia match, which featured 
Fuderer's sensational victory over Geller. 
Just as I returned to my own game, 
Bernstein suddenly raised his large head 
and said 'Sehr schon gespielt ! '  ( 'Very 
well played! ') before continuing with 
his deliberations. 

1 2.4:Jxa2 
The elegant reply to 1 2 .l:la l is 1 2 . . .  tlJb4! .  

1 2  ... '5'xa2 1 3  . .td4 
Black has won a pawn but it is not easy 
to get the queen back to safety without 
giving it back. 

1 3  ... es 14 . .tc3 h5! 1 5.'if d3 
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· Now 1 S . .td3 is not possible because of 
1 S . . .  .th6 ! ; if 1 5 .l::[a 1  White's problems 
are still not resolved because of 
1 5  . . .  'iYc2 ;  against 1 S .b4 the simplest is 
1 5  . . .  '5'a4 and if 1 6 .l::f.a l  'if c2 ! .  But also 
good is 1 5  . . .  .th6 1 6 .'iVd3 0-0 .  

15 ... 'if a3 1 6.:S.a1 1Wc5 1 7.�a5 
V/J/c7 1 8  . .tb4 .tf8 1 9.4:Jb1 ? 

The previous move of the bishop was 
almost forced but contains a dose of 
poison. Black has a second opportunity 
to play a neat combination. 

1 9  ... 4:Jxe4! 
Pawn number two! There was another 
good possibility ( 1 9  . . .  d5 ! )  but the text 
is less complicated. 



20.'iVxe4 d5! 
White was perhaps hoping for 
20 . . .  �fS ? and 2 1 .  . .  �xb l in which case 
he would have played 2 1 . 'ii d5 or 
2 I .iYf3 with some attacking chances 
such as 22 .c5 . 

21 .�xdS �xb4+ 22.l2Jd2 0-0 
So Black has to be satisfied with one ex
tra pawn, but White's pinned knight 
and inability to castle make his position 
hopeless. 

23.il.d3 �ads 24.�bS? �xd2+ 
25.@xd2 �f5 

Of course, the rest of the game is not 
very exciting. 

C hapter 3 - Internat i onal  Master  

26.'iVxb7 �xd3+ 27.@c1 'if d6 
2S.'iYxa7 .a'.c3+ 29.@b2 'ifd2+ 
30.@a3 l::[c2 31 .!:i:a1 �e4 32.I;[b6 
�as 33J�bS+ �xbS 34.'ifxbS+ 
\t>h7 35.'iVxeS �xg2 0-1 

White lost on time. 

This was my first victory over a grand
master. Of course Bernstein in 1 9  54  
wasn't as strong as he had been, but he 
was still by no means senile. Two 
months later, in the Montevideo tour
nament, he shared second place with 
Najdorf whom he beat in a brilliant 
game with a beautiful knight sacrifice. 
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Chapter 4 

Grandmaster! 

The victory over Olafsson, seen as sensational by most pundits, was the prelude to 
my consecration. If they had asked me then if I had expected to become a grand
master, it would have been difficult to give a negative reply; however, I thought it 
would come some years into the future. 

Now, looking back, I think the Danish Championship held in Copenhagen in 
1 9  5 6 was the frrst time I demonstrated grandmaster strength. At that tournament, 
amongst the strongest of Danish Championships, I made few errors and won the 
first seven games; after that followed three quiet draws and then another victory. 

l 

2 
. 3  
4 

5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

1 0  

Copenh�gen 

farseri;Bent 
Fuchs.Reinhart 

. Pedersen,Eigil-
Bertholdt,Dieter 

: ttoossel,Ftits , 
Enevoldsen,Jens , .... ' ' ' 
Nielsel1 A.Xel . . .  , . . 

Thorbergsson,Freysteinn 

· JohaI1nssori;lngi . . · :· · · 

Bouwmeester,Hans 

1 

* 
l/2 
0 

0 

o· 
0 

0 
1/2 . . . -- · 
0 
0 

2 3 

Yz 1 
* 0 

l * 
l/2 1/2 
0 1 
0 l/2 
0 Yi 
1 0 

tJi'. 0 
1/1 l/2 

1 956 
4 5 

1 1 
l/2 1 

Yi () 
* 1 
·0 * 
l/2 1 

l 0 
1/1 0 

0 % 
l/1 0 

6 7 8 9 0 

1 1 1/i 1 1 8 . 0  

0 l/2 1/2 5 . 0  

Vi. JA 1 1 1/2 5.0 
l/2 0 l/2 1/2 4.5 

0 1 1 1/1 l 4.5 
* 0 1/2 I l/2 4.0 

l * 1 0 .. l/2 4.0 
l/1 0 * 1/1 1/1 3 . 5  

-0 l 1/2 * 1 3.s 
1/2 1/2 1/1 0 * 3 . 0  

After finishing my second course at the technical University I went to Hanko, Fin
land, to play in a little competition, but I didn't play well and had to share first place 
with Rantanen. I was only back in Copenhagen for a few days before travelling to 
Spain, specifically Gij6n, where I won convincingly, ahead of Darga, O 'Kelly, 
Donner and some of the best Spanish players. I hurried back to Copenhagen to take 
part in a training tournament organised by the Ekstrabladet newspaper in which I 
conceded two draws and won with 8 out of a possible 9 points. Fuchs, from East 
Germany, and Eigil Pedersen shared second place with 5 points. 

After that I headed to Moscow to take part in the Chess Olympiad. This time 
Denmark qualified for the Final 'A' section; but, even so, things went very well for 
me in my battle with the leading masters. I drew with the grandmasters and beat 
the rest. Only once, in the preliminary phase, did I stumble, losing to Fairhurst of 
Scotland. To compensate for that I beat Gligoric in the final section. 

'Are you aware that you have a better score than Botvinnik? '  asked the Hungarian 
grandmaster Barcza one day. 'No, no, I didn't know,' I replied, surprised. My game 
against Botvinnik ended in a draw after I had had some winning chances. 
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Playing Botvinnik at the Olymplad, Moscow 1956. 

With 1 4  out of 1 8 ,  7 7 .  8 °/o : I made the best score on the top board, and at the end of 
the tournament I was elevated to the category of grandmaster. People applauded 
and I was astonished that it had all happened so quickly. This is the only tourna
ment in which I have taken part in which I played better than I had previously ex
pected, or thought possible beforehand. 

In Denmark there was great enthusiasm and I travelled up and down the country 
giving exhibitions. In the intervals I was also busy at the university, as a result of 
which, when I went to play in the New Year tournament held annually in Hastings, 
I was very tired. In order to stimulate myself to overcome this fatigue, I played very 
risky chess for most of the competition and, with the exception of the game I lost 
to Olafsson in the second round, my results were excellent. I shared first place with 
Gligoric , ahead of Olafsson and O'Kelly. 

Less than a year before my victory in the match held in Reykjavik had been consid
ered a surprise; now, my Hastings success confirmed that the grandmaster title had not 
been a matter ofluck. It may be justly said that 1 9  5 6 was the year of my consecration. 

King 's Indian Defence 
Bent Larsen 

Game 7 

Francisco Jose Perez Perez 
Gij6n 1 9 5 6  
1 .tl:Jf3 tl:Jf6 2.g3 g 6  3.�g2 i.g7 
4.c4 0-0 5.d4 d6 6.0-0 tl:Jbd7 
7.'if c2 e5 8.lld1 

Between 1 9 5 4 and 1 9 5 6 I played this 
line against the King 's Indian almost all 
the time. 

8 ... l:Ie8 9.tl:Jc3 c6 1 O.e4 
The consequences of 1 O .b3 e4 have still 
not been fully explored, although some 
Hungarian masters often played this 
line, even after it went out of fashion. In 
1 9 5 6 the model game for this line was 
Donner-Szabo, Buenos Aires 1 9 5 5 :  
1 1 .tlJgS e3 1 2 .fxe3 tl:Jf8 1 3 .e4 'li'e7 
1 4.e3 i.h6 1 5 .tlJf3 tl:Jxe4 1 6 .tl:Jxe4 
iYxe4 1 7  .'ifxe4 nxe4 1 8 .tlJgS Re? 
l 9 .tlJe4 i.h3 20 .tl:Jxd6 i.xg2 2 l .Wxg2 
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.ixe3 22 .l::te l  �e6 with equality. I was 
more familiar with these complications 
then than I am now. 

1 0  ... as 
1 O . . .  Vi'e7 is probably best although 
1 O . . .  'i¥c7 with the idea of l 1 .h3 bS ! ?  is 
also interesting. 

1 1 .h3 a4 
A well-known trick: White cannot cap
ture the a-pawn because he would lose 
his e-pawn. 

1 2  . .ie3 iYa5 1 3.�ab1 I 
This position was gradually gaining a 
favourable reputation for White. That I 
had played it to defeat Andersen in the 
Danish Championship three months 
earlier wasn't known in the chess 
world, naturally, but the fact that 
Kortchnoi had beaten Ivkov with it at 
Hastings prior to that game had im
pressed everyone . . .  

1 3  ... lLJfS 
1 3  . . .  exd4 1 4.ctJxd4 tbcS 1 5 .b4 axb3 
1 6 .axb3 'ifb4 1 7  . .if4!  .if8 ? 1 8 .�d2 
'iYb6 1 9 .�e3 iYb4? 20 .'i¥d2 ! 'ifb6 
2 1 . b4 tbcxe4 2 2 .  ltJxe4 tbxe4 2 3 .  'iV d3 
with a decisive advantage. 
I suppose Perez' next move was a reaction 
to that game and is an attempt to improve 
the position without playing . . .  exd4. 

14.dxeSI? 
It is not possible to claim this is stron
ger than 1 4. b4. Both moves are very 
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good. My choice was to some degree 
influenced by psychological consider
ations : Perez is a typical attacking player 
and could have been planning the fol
lowing sacrifice, which is not alto
gether sound but definitely dangerous :  
1 4.b4 axb3 1 5 .axb3 exd4 1 6 .ctJxd4 
'iVhS 1 7 .g4 �xg4! ? . 
The text move 1 4.dxeS is noteworthy 
because in similar positions in the 
King 's Indian it is often weak. Here it is 
difficult for Black to exploit the hole on 
d4, while White gains several positional 
advantages : more space, the d-file and 
the b6- and d6-squares. Besides which, 
the black pieces get in each other's way; 
for instance, which piece is going to 
'e6 ?  The bishop or the knight? 

14 ... dxeS 1 5.cS lLJ6d7 
This blocks in the bishop but protects 
the eS-pawn; also it defends b6 and 
puts pressure on the cS-pawn. 
It is difficult to find a better move. For 
example, 1 5  . . .  �e6 is weak because of 
1 6 .tbxeS tLlxe4 (here the loss of a pawn 
can be avoided by 1 6  . . .  .ixa2 but after 
1 7  .ltJxa2 llxeS White is clearly better) 
1 7  .tbxc6 ! .  Nor is the following varia
tion satisfactory for Black: 1 5  . . .  'iVb4 
1 6 .b3 axb3 1 7 .axb3 ctJ8d7 1 8 .tla l ! 
;ga3 1 9 .l:lxa3 'ifxa3 20 .tba4. 

1 6.b4 axb3 1 7.axb3 ttJe6 

1 8.�b21 1  



The two exclamation marks are by 
Krnach in Chess Review, while Euwe in 
Chess Archives considered that the move 
was somewhat dubious. Long, careful 
study has led me to the same conclu
sion as Krnach. I am proud of this move 
and judge it to be much better than 
1 8 .  b4 as recommended by the Dutch 
grandmaster. Besides, I also consider 
l 8 .l2Ja4 to be much better than l 8 .b4. 
According to Chess Archives , after l 8 .l::tb2 
Black has the possibility of a draw with 
l 8 . . .  l2Jd4, which is not the case. White 
doesn't play 1 9  .t2Jxd4 exd4 20.�xd4 
(not 20 .�a2 �xc5 2 l .�xa8 dxe3) 
20 . . .  �xd4 2 l .!:lxd4 iVxc5 , nor l 9.hd4 
exd4 20 .�a2 'iYxc3 2 l .'ifxc3 dxc3 
22 .Mxa8 tlJxcS but l 9 .t2Jid4 exd4 20 .b4 
dxc3 2 l .bxa5 cxb2. At this point, Chess 
Archives suggest that White's position is 
not easy, for example 22 .�d4 �xd4 
23 .�xd4 l:ixa5 24.�xb2 l2Jxc5.  How
ever, White has a better move: 22 .�d2 ! ,  
and the win should not be too difficult. 
Once the objections to the text move 
have been dealt with, the advantages of 
l 8 .Mb2 can be summarised as follows : 

1 )  it leads to a direct threat, with a 
gain of tempo; 

2) it prepares for a doubling of rooks 
on the d-file; for example, l 8 . . .  ii'c7 
1 9  .l2Ja4, with the idea of 20 .'if c4 and 
2 1  J:lbd2 ; 

3 )  it is important to retain the c-pawn 
to support the knight on a4. That is to 
say, with the c-pawn solidly protected 
and the a-file blocked, White can con
centrate his forces on exploiting the 
open d-file. Then White will be able to 
strengthen his position with l2Jd2 and 
t2Jc4, �fl and �c4, or h3-h4 and �h3 .  
I think the double exclamation marks 
are fully justified. Black's position is 
very difficult. 

Chap ter 4 - Grandmaster !  

18 ... 'ifb4? 1 9.tt:Ja4 fS? 
A desperate move. Patient defence of 
poor positions is not Perez ' style. 
The threat was 20 .�d2 'tib5 2 1 .�fl . 
Black had nothing better than 1 9 . . .  � aS 
20 .�a2 '1Wc7 to which I could have re
plied 2 1 .b4, or 2 1 .'ifc3 �f8 22 .�ad2 
as the exchange sacrifice 22  . . .  l:Ixa4 is 
insufficient. 

20.exfS gxf5 21 .t2Jh4! 

Simple enough. As well as the threat to 
the fS -pawn, there is 2 2 .�d2 ,  as 
2 2  . . .  'ife4 is no longer possible with 
White's last move controlling the 
square. White wins a pawn, retains the 
better position and lines up attacking 
chances against the enemy king. 

21 ... l2Jd4 22.�xd4 exd4 23.l2Jxf5 
�f6 

Of course, Black could try 2 3  . . .  d3 but 
the continuation 24 .'if d2 l::lxa4 
25 .iVg5 'ifc3 26 .'iVxg7+ would leave 
him with a lost ending. 

24.'lic1 J:xa4 25.bxa4 iYxc5 
26.'ii'f4 d3 27.t2Jd6 Mf8 28.tt:Je4 
�xb2 

Time trouble added to Black's desperate 
plight. Given his advantage of the ex
change and a pawn, White has a num
ber of different ways to win. 

29. 'ii' g4+ @h8? 30.l2Jxc5 tt:JxcS 
31 .°ifb4 1 -0 

Black's c8-bishop hasn't made a single 
move ! 
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(Perez is a very common Spanish name but 
my opponent in this game is the same as in 
Game 23. Perez lived in Spain for many 
years, where he was born; afterwards he be
came a Cuban national and in the Interzonal 
of 1 964 he was the representative of the Cen
tral American zone.) 

Sicilian Defence 
Nikola Padevsky 
Bent Larsen 
Moscow Olympiad 1 9 5 6 

Game s 

1 .e4 c5 2.tt:Jf3 tt:Jc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tt:Jxd4 tt:Jf6 5.tt:Jc3 d6 6.�c4 e6 
7.0-0 �e7 8.�b3 0-0 9.�e3 �d7 
1 0.'fie2 

Played with the intention of making the 
. . .  b7 -b5 advance more difficult. After 
1 O .f4 t2Jxd4 1 1 .�xd4 �c6 1 2 .'iie2 and 
against 'iYe 1 ,  Black replies with . . .  b7 -b5 
(a typical variation is 1 2 .'iVe l b5 
1 3 .�d I b4? 1 4.eS bxc3 ? l 5 . exf6 �xf6 
1 6 .iVxc3 �xd4+ 1 7 .�xd4 and White 
has the better game) . 

1 0  ... a6!? 
As far as I know there is nothing wrong 
with this move. However, theoreticians 
haven't paid much attention to it. 
The known line is 1 O . . .  t2Jxd4 1 1 .�xd4 
�c6 1 2 .�ad l 'iVaS 1 3 .f4 e5 1 4.fxeS 
which probably gives White some ad
vantage. 

1 1 .f4 b5 1 2.e5? 
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My comment in Skakbladet, November 
1 9 56 :  'This advance doesn't lead any
where, but Padevsky is the type of 
player who attacks from the start of the 
game. In the preliminary section he 
scored S out of 6 ,  with draws against 
Botvinnik and Stahlberg, which had 
shocked me slightly; however, my fear 
of him was gradually fading.' 

1 2  ... dxe5 1 3.tt:Jxc6 �xc6 1 4.fxe5 
tt:Je4! 

White hadn't expected this. Black al
ready has an excellent position. White's 
bishop on b3 is biting on granite, while 
his pawn on e5 will be weak. 

1 5.'iif3?? �c7! 
Perhaps White was hoping for 
1 5  . . .  t2Jxc3 ? 1 6 .'iYxc6 lLie2+ 1 7 .�hl 
t2Jd4 l 8 .�xd4 ffxd4 1 9 .�xe6 ! ? . Any
way, Padevsky omitted something as, 
after Black's elegant reply, he loses a 
pawn without compensation. 

1 6.tt:Jxe4 �xe5 1 7.'iVg3 ffxe4 
1 8.�ae1 ? 

A mistake or a desperate attempt to 
confuse the issue? I studied the position 
carefully; my nervousness had passed 
and I decided to take the exchange. 

1 8  ... �h4 1 9.'i¥h3 �xe1 20.l:.xe1 
liadS 21 .c3 �d3 

In the event of 22 .�c2 �xe3 , Black gets 
two rooks and a bishop for the queen. 

22.'if g3 �fdS 



Repeating the offer. 2 3 . ..tc2 ldxe3 
24 . ..txe4 l::txg3 2 5 .hxg3 ..txe4 26 .�xe4 
l:td I + and the rook ending is an easy 
win. But I was sure that Padevsky would 
prefer a losing middlegame to a losing 
endgame. 

23.'iYf2 'i¥f5 24.�e2 ..td5 
Giving back the exchange but I remain 
two pawns up, with a strong position. 
Black has an easy task. The opposite
coloured bishops don't make the win 
more difficult - quite the reverse. 
Once again White cannot play 2 5  . ..tc2 
because of 2 5 . . .  ldxe3 . 

25 . ..tb6 ..txb3 26 . ..txdB ..tc4 
27 . ..tb6 l:txc3 28.'if d2 I:!d3 
29.'iVaS h6 

An escape square for the king' and then 
the attack against g2 can begin. Pre
cisely because the bishops are of oppo
site colours , White cannot do much to 
defend the threats on the light squares. 

30.'ifxa6 �d2 31 .�a7 

Allows a nice finish but of course the 
position was hopeless anyway. 

31 ... llxg2+! 32.Wxg2 ..td5+ 
33.�e4 

Otherwise it is mate in three. 
33 ... ..txe4+ 34.@g1 'i¥g5+ 
35.�f2 �d2+ 36.�g3 g5 
37.'ii'bB+ wh7 38.�f2 'iYd3+ 0-1 

This game must have shocked Padevsky. 
He lost his next two games and was 
then rested by his match captain. 

Chapter 4 - G randmaster !  

Sicilian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Svetozar Gligoric 
Moscow Olympiad 1 9  5 6 

1 .l2Jf3 c5 2.e4!? 

Game 9 

An unusual move. I normally played my 
beloved Catalan, with 2 .g3 . But it is not 
a good idea to be too set in your ways. 
For example, O'Kelly had given me 
some problems in Gij6n with a move 
that I had considered totally harmless. 

2 ... d6 3.d4 cxd4 4.tt:Jxd4 tt:Jf6 
5.tt:Jc3 a6 

This is what I had expected. If Gligoric 
had won the game, commentators would 
have written that the Yugoslav had been 
psychologically astute to have used one of 
my favourite lines against me. 

6 . ..te2 e5 7.tt:Jb3 �e7 8.0-0 0-0 
White plays a quiet line. Now comes 
the harmless move mentioned above. 

9.�g5!? tt:Jbd7 
Two years later Petrosian won with 
9 . . .  ..te6 against Averbakh, calmly allow
ing I O .�xf6 ..txf6 l I .lLJd5 , and the 
move 9 . . .  �e6 then became popular. I 
prefer 9 . . .  tt:Jbd7 as I don't like ceding 
central squares to my opponent. If 
9 . . .  �e6 is correct, the only explanation 
is that b3 is rather a bad square for the 
white knight, which has a long way to 
travel to get to dS . 

1 0.a4 b6? 
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Am I being too critical? I consider this 
move to be an error. Black ought to have 
played 1 O . . .  h6 at once. Then 1 1 .�xf6 
tt:Jxf6 1 2 .�c4 �e6 would be excellent 
for Black. So White should play 
1 1 .�h4, but compared with the actual 
move played, this would have been 
much better for Gligoric. 
After the game, everyone was wise to 
this little trick. In 1 96 1  White got a bad 
position in the following two games. 
Bisguier-Donner, Budapest : 1 1  . . .  b6 
1 2 .�c4 �b7 1 3 .'ife2 �c7 14 . .Jdfd l  
�fc8 1 5 .tLld2 g5 ! ?  1 6 .�g3 tt:Jcs 
( 1 6 . . .  tt:Jf8 1 7 .�b3 tLle6 1 8 .ttJfl tlJd4 
1 9  .iVd3 d5 ! Bisguier-Ivkov, Bled) 1 7  .f3 
tLle6 1 8 .�fl tLlf4 1 9 .'iffl d5 ! .  
The variation is probably not as clear 
as it appears, but people stopped play
ing it for White. Sleeping Beauty? Or 
dead? 

1 1 .�c4 �b7 1 2.'ife2 �c7 
The combination 1 2 . . .  tLixe4 favours 
White after the simple 1 3 .  tLlxe4 �xg 5 
1 4.tlJxd6 and 1 2  . . .  h6 1 3 .�xf6 tLlxf6 
1 4.l::rfd l gives White control of the im
portant d5-square. 

1 3JUd1 l:rfc8 1 4.tt:Jd2 h6 
White 's manoeuvring to occupy d5 is 
quite slow, but what can Black do about 
it? White wants to play �b3 and tlJc4, 
or tt:Jfl followed by f2-f3 and tLle3 , and 
the opponent cannot remain passive. 
One manoeuvre which is common in 
such positions doesn't work here : 
1 4  . . .  �c6 1 5 .�b3 �b7 ?  1 6 .tLlf3 with a 
clear advantage. 1 4  . . .  tt:Jcs is doubtful 
because of 1 5 .�xf6 , conquering the 
d5-square. 
So the text move is quite natural and we 
have already seen that Black gets good 
counterplay after 1 5 .�h4? gS .  How
ever, White's plan can proceed with the 
exchange of the bishop for the knight, 
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thus getting rid of a defender of the 
d5-square. 

1 5.�xf6 tt:Jxf6 1 6.�b3 �c6 
1 7.tt:Jc4! 

The kingside knight begins to play. The 
twin threats are 1 8 .tLle3 and 1 8 .aS . 
Since, in the latter case, Black would 
lose the exchange after 1 8  . . .  b7 -b5 
1 9 .tLlb6, Black would be left with a 
weak a-pawn. Against 1 7  . . .  b5 White 
can play 1 8 .tLle3 , or 1 8 .axbS axbS 
1 9 .ldxa8 ldxa8 20 .tLle3 and the e-pawn 
is indirectly defended : 2 0  . . .  tt:Jxe4? 
2 1 .tLlcdS 'ifb7 22 .tt:Jfs ,  or 2 1  . . .  'if d7 
22 .tt:Jxf6+ �xf6 23 .tt:Jds 'iVh4 24.g3 . 
Gligoric tries to cut the Gordian knot.  It 
is undoubtedly the best solution. 
· 

1 7  ... tt:Jxe4! 1 8.tt:Jxe4 d5 

It might appear that Black has equalised. 
Certainly, after 1 9. tLlcd 2 dxe4 2 0. tLlxe4 
'i¥b7 ,  his position is excellent, and if 
l 9 .tLlxb6 ?  'iYxb6 2 0 .�xdS �xd5 
2 1 .ldxdS �xb2 .  

1 9.aS! 
A double gain of tempo. White sets up a 
threat to open the a-file and at the same 
time forces his opponent to take the 
knight on c4, which allows him to re
capture with a threat against f7 .  We 
should notice that both 1 9 . . .  b5 ? 
2 0 .  tLi b6 and 1 9 . . .  bxaS 2 0 .  tLlxaS lose 
the exchange. 

1 9  ... dxc4 20. iVxc4 .Jdf8 



20 . . .  �e8 2 1 .'iVxc7 l::i.xc7 22 . axb6 and 
20  . . .  �f8 2 l .axb6 show that the a-pawn 
is very active. 
But why can't Black play 20 . . .  �xe4 
2 l .'ifxe4 b5 instead? Because the reply 
would be 22 .'iVf5 ! .  For example : 
22  . . .  �f6 ? 2 3 .l::td7 or 22  . . .  �d6 23 .�d3 
with great difficulties. The presence of 
opposite-coloured bishops only serves 
to increase the pressure against f7 .  

21 .axb6 if xb6 22.tbd6 �b5 
The only defence, and very nice. Black 
rids himself of his weak a-pawn. 

23.ttJxbS axb5 24.'iVdS �xa 1 
25.�xa1 �c5? 

Gligoric has defended very well for a 
long time but now he stumbles. He 
should have played 24 . . .  1i'c5 . 
Black has got rid of the weak d-pawn 
and the problem of the a-pawn has also 
been resolved. But the transformation of 
advantages is a well-known phenome
non in chess. Now White has pressure 
against f7 and possesses the following 
advantages: open a-file, pawn majority 
on the queenside and the slight weak
ness of Black's e- and g-pawns. 
In one of his books , Eu we analysed this 
position very deeply. He didn't manage 
to find a clear winning line for White 
against 2 5  . . .  iVc5 ,  but nor did he estab
lish a solid drawing line for Black. 
I believe Black can hold in the following 
variation: 25  . . .  iVc5 26 .'iVxc5 �xc5 
2 7 .�a5 ldb8 28 .'it>fl �e7 29 .�d5 b4 
30 .@e2 Wf8 3 l .g4 g6 3 2 .'it>d3 lic8 
3 3 .c4 bxc3 34.bxc3 f5 3 5 .gxf5 gxf5 
3 6 .l:1a7 e4+ 3 7 .@c2 . White still has 
some chances but it is difficult to ad
vance the c-pawn and Black is in a posi
tion to defend everything. 
I would probably have played 26 .'iif3 
or 26 .'1Vb7 .  Against the latter Euwe 
thought the best defence was 26  . . .  �d8 !  

C h apter 4 - Gr andmast er ! 

2 7 .�a8 'ifd4 28 .c3 °iVd2 29 .g3  ifxb2 
3 0 .�xf7 + Wh8 3 1 .'iVd5 �e7 
3 2 .�xf8+ �xf8 3 3 .'ifxe5 . White has 
won a pawn and his opponent must be 
on the look-out for a sudden mating at
tack on the light squares. White still has 
at least a few chances of pulling off a 
win. 

26.l::ra8! �xf2+?? 
The best defence was 2 6  . . .  Jdxa8 
2 7  .'ifxa8+ �f8 28 .ifd5 'if a7 !  29 .h4 
b4 3 0 .'ifxe5 'ife7 3 I .'iff5 'iff6 
3 2 .  'iV d5 though White could still win, 
with a pawn advantage on the 
queenside combined with threats 
against the king. However, it is difficult 
to demonstrate a convincing line lead
ing to victory. 
Another possibility is 26  . . .  'iic7 , but af
ter 2 7 .  l::txf8 + Black cannot recapture 
with the bishop because he would lose 
his b-pawn. So his king has to go for a 
walk - always a dangerous thing to do. 
One of Euwe's variations goes as fol
lows : 2 7  . . .  <ttixf8 2 8 .'iVa8 +  <ttie 7  
29 .'iVg8 @f6 30 .'ife8 b4 3 1 .�xf? 
�xf2+ 3 2 .'it>fl ! �d4 3 3 .'iVe6+ 'it>g5 
34.'if g6+ Wf4 3 5 .g3+  and Black can
not avoid mate. However, there is a 
strong alternative in this line, 
3 I . . .  'if e 7 ! , which forces an exchange of 
queens and, as a result, the game is 
drawn. 
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After 28  . . .  �e? ,  I consider the correct 
continuation to be 29 .�e4! . It is true 
that this move allows the black king to 
return to f8 but the white queen eyeing 
the h7 square, this does not guarantee 
safety. One of White's ideas is to play 
c2-c3 in anticipation of . . .  b5 -b4. If the 
b-pawn becomes fixed on bS ,  it would 
become a serious weakness. After 
29  . . .  b4 there might follow 3 0 .iffs �f8 
3 1 .�xf? ! �xf7 3 2 .'ifc8+ ,  while if 
29 . . .  <ltif8 White cannot play 3 0 .h4 be
cause of 3 0  . . .  g6  3 1 .hS �d7 ! !  and Black 
can force a draw. For example, 3 2 .c3 
�fS or 3 2 .hxg6 'iYd l +  3 3 .Wh2 
'iVhS+.  The best move against 29  . . .  �f8 
is 3 0 .�fS ! <ltig8 3 1 .h4 b4 3 2 .�dS . The 
idea is h4-h5 followed by �e4, oblig- ' 
ing the black king to take a walk. 
One amusing variation after 29  .'if e4 
Wf8 3 0 .'iffs is 3 0  . . .  g6  3 1 .iff6 hS 
3 2 .�h8+ r:be7 3 3 .'ifg8 (3 3 .c3 is also 
strong) 3 3  . . .  �f6 34.1ife8 b4 3 5 .�xf? ! ,  
which is the attacking plan indicated by 
Euwe, but with the difference that 
3 5  . . .  'if e? doesn't save Black because 
White has 3 6 .�xg6 !  winning. 
These variations give an impression of 
White's possibilities but I cannot claim 
to have found a definitive winning line. 
We return to the game ; after 
26  . . .  �xf2 + ?? Black is lost. 

27.@f1 'if f6 
2 7  . . .  �xa8 28 .ifxa8+ r:bh7 29 .�xf? 
and Black has a hopeless position. There 
now follows a simplification. 

28.'ifxf7+! �xf7 29.�xf7+ r:bxf7 
30.l::[xfS+ r:bxfS 31 .�xf2 r;J;;e7 
32.r:be3 �d6 33.We4 

This ending is won for White because 
he can create a distant passed pawn. If 
everything proceeds normally, the 
white c-pawn will advance and Black 
will be obliged to capture it. This entails 
the surrender of the e-pawn, after 
which White will have his king on eS 
while Black's will be on the c-file. The 
white monarch will bear down on his 
opponent's kingside pawns and secure 
victory. This is the normal course of 
events which can be illustrated as fol
lows: 3 3  . . .  r:be6 34.c3 <it>d6 3 5 .b3 �e6 
3 6 .h4 hS 3 7 .c4 bxc4 3 8 .bxc4 Wd6 

Hastings 1 956/57 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 

1 Gligoric ,�vetozar * V2 l 1 l/2 l/2 1/2 1 1 1/2 6 . 5  

2 Larsen.Bent l/2 * 0 l/2 l/2 I 1 1 I 1 6 . 5  

3 Olafsson,Fridrik 0 I * l/2 l/2 V2 1/2 1 1 1 6.0 
4 O'Kelly de Galway,Alberic 0 l/2 l/2 * I l/2 1 I Y2 l 6 .0  
5 Clarke.Peter Y2 V2 Y2 0 * '12 1 l/2 l/2 lfi 4.S 

6 Szabo.Laszlo '12 0 l/2 l/2 l/2 * l/2 l/2 l/2 1 4. 5 
7 Toran Albero,Roman 1/2 0 l/2 0 0 Y2 * 1 l/2 1h 3 .S 
8 Horseman, Derek 0 0 0 0 l/2 V2 0 * 1 1 3 . 0  
9 Penrose.Jonathan 0 0 0 V2 Y2 1h l/2 0 * 1/2 2 . S  

1 0  Alexander Canel Hu9h O'Donel 1/2 0 0 0 l/2 0 1;, 0 1;, * 2 . 0  -
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39 .g3 g6 (39  . . .  <it>e6 40.cS) 40.cS+ 
@xcS 4 1 .<it>xeS and 42 .Wf6 .  
However, Gligoric does his best to 
muddy the waters. 

33 ... b4 34.c3 b3 3S.c4 g6 36.g4 
Of course, 3 6 .h3 was also very good, 
planning to answer . . .  g6-gS  with 
g2-g4, and . . .  h6-hS with h3 -h4. 

36 ... h5 37.gxhS gxhS 38.h4 
Black is in zugzwang. After 3 8 . . .  @cs 
3 9 .@xeS Wxc4 40. 'lt>e4 White wins 
because he has the horizontal opposi
tion. He will capture the b-pawn and 
then head off to take the black h-pawn. 
This is one reason White didn't allow 
his opponent to advance the h-pawn. 
By the same token, if the black king 
counterattacks on the kingside, it is 
better for the white h-pawn not to have 
advanced too far forward. With the 
pawn on h3 and the black pawn on h 4, 
Black would draw. 

38 ... @c6!? 39.@xeS @cs 
40.'lt>fS! @d4 41 .@f4 @cs 
42.@e5 <it>xc4 43.@e4 

White has manoeuvred in order to lose 
a tempo and reach this position with 
his opponent to play. Indeed, if on 
move 40 he had chosen to play 
40 .We4?? (instead of 40 .'lt>fS !) ,  then 
after 40 . . .  'lt>xc4 4 1 .We3 <it>dS 42 .'lt>d3 
@es , the position would have been a 
draw. Now Black has to lose a move 
with his king. 

43 ... wcs 44.'lt>d3 'lt>dS 45.@c3 
�e4 

Or 4S . . .  @cs 46.@xb3 @bs 47 .'lt>c3 
@cs 48 .Wd3 'lt>b4 49 .'lt>e4. 

46.'lt>xb3 @f5 47.@c3 1 ·0 
The black pawn can only reach h3 . 
I still consider this one of my most 
beautiful games. By the way, it was my 
only win against a grandmaster at that 
Olympiad; with the others I drew. 

Chap ter 4 - G randmaster !  

(It is true that I beat Robatsch - in only 20 
moves! - but he wasn't awarded the grand
master title for another four years. Padevsky 
also got the title later.) 

Sicilian Defence 
Hugh Alexander 
Bent Larsen 
Hastings 1 956/  5 7  

Game 1 0  

1 .e4 c5 2.tlJf3 d 6  3 .d4 cxd4 
4.tlJxd4 tlJf6 S.tbc3 a6 

At that time I was in the process of giv
ing up the Najdorf Variation, which I 
had played a lot over many years. So 
much theory on it had been published 
that practically every master knew a 
good line for White and could flash out 
a series of moves without using much 
time on the clock. I had also found 
some improvements for White and I 
was afraid that others would find them 
and use them against me. 
I had became a devotee of the Najdorf 
during the World Junior Championship 
held in Birmingham in I 9 S I . After
wards I began to go in for openings 
such as l .c4 eS 2 .d3 tlJf6 3 .a3 ! ? , hop
ing for 3 . . .  dS 4.cxdS tlJxdS S .tlJf3 tlJc6 
6 .e4 and thus transposing into my be
loved variation but with an extra tempo. 
Of course, this didn't work: no masters 
ever played 3 . . .  dS . 

6.kgS e6 7.f4 �d7 
A popular line at that time, but later it 
disappeared. As in similar cases, it is 
hard to explain why. 
8 .eS gives White nothing because of 
8 . . .  dxeS 9 .fxeS Vias . 

8. et3 tlJc6 9.0-0-0 tlJxd4 
1 0.gxd4 kc6 1 1 .fS 

At the students ' tournament held six 
months later, Tai played I I .ke2 ke7 
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1 2 .l::thd l Vi'as 1 3 .'iYe3 h6 1 4.�h4 es 
1 5 .fxeS dxeS 1 6 .n4d3 against me and 
won the game, which probably led to 
the waning popularity of 7 . . .  �d7 . 
However, there is nothing wrong with 
Black's position. 

1 1  ... ifa5 1 2.�xf6 gxf6 1 3.fxe6 
Later 1 3  .�e2 was recommended, to 
which Black should reply 1 3  . . .  0-0-0.  

13 ... 'ifg5+ 1 4.@b1 fxe6 1 5.�c4 

1 5  ... ife5! 
It is not easy to drive the queen away 
from its dominant position, and it plays 
the principal role in what follows. 

1 6.�hd1 0-0-0 1 7.tlJe2 f5!? 
Looks risky but Black wants a diagonal 
for his dark-squared bishop, and subse
quent analysis has not uncovered any 
refutation of this move. 

1 8.ifb3 l:[e81 
1 8  . .  .fxe4 l 9 .�xe6+ and White secures 
control of the dS-square and a large po
sitional advantage. 

1 9.tlJc3? 
Now White ought to play 1 9  .exfS or 
1 9 .�xa6, though Black has an adequate 
defence :  l 9 . . .  bxa6 2 0 .l::tc4 @d7 
2 1 .�xc6 @xc6 2 2 .'ifa4+ @c7 
2 3 .ifxe8 �xb2+ !  24 .@xb2 .ig7 +  
with a level endgame. All this had been 
played some months before in a game 
at the Bognar Regis tournament be
tween Barden and Andersen. 

5 0  

Alexander is planning a sacrifice but 
there is no time to pull it off 

1 9  ... fxe4 20 . .ixa6 d5! 
A nice defence. Of course 20 . . .  bxa6 ?  is 
bad because of 2 l .�c4. Now Black 
dominates the centre and the white at
tack is starting to ebb away. 

21 .�b5 
A good reply to 2 1 .tlJbS is 2 1  . . .  @b8 ! .  

21 ... �c5 22.�a4 rJilc7 23 . .ixc6 
bxc6 24.l:Ia6 

The strong black centre makes it impos
sible for the rook to retreat, so it made 
sense for him to try to attack instead. 
White has to find a square for his 
queen. 
Black is ready to start a counterattack 

' since, although he hasn't finished de
veloping, his queen and bishop are very 
strong. 

24 ... �bS 25.iVa4 

25 ... �xb2+! 
Not 2 5  . . .  ifxc3 ? ?  2 6 . Vi'xc6+  @d8 
27 .l:rxd5 + !  when White draws by per
petual check. 

26.@xb2 l:tb8+ 27.@c1 
After 2 7 .'iVb3 .id4! 2 8 .ifxb8+ @xb8 
29 .�a3 cS White cannot relieve the pin. 

27 ... .ie3+ 28.�d2 iVxc3 
29.�a7+ 

Forces the exchange of queens to pre
vent mate; however, the endgame is be
yond salvation. 



29 ... �xa7 30.'i¥xa7+ ldb7 31 .'iYd4 
The only move to stop mate with 
3 1 .  . . 'ifa l + . 

31 ... 'i¥xd4 32.ldxd4 �d6 33.�d2 
c5 34.g4 e3 

The centre pawns win automatically. 
35.ldg2 d4 36.g5 Jd.f7 37.�d1 e5 
38.h4 e4 39. �e2 :6lf3 40.h5 c4 

0-1 

Leaving for Dallas, 1957. 

Ch ap t er 4 - Gr andmast er ! 

The centre pawns give mate ! 
The finish might have come about as 
follows : 4 1 .g6 d3 + 42 .cxd3 cxd3+ 
43 .@e l  e2 44.l:rg l e3 45 .g7  ldf2 
46 .g8'iV d2 mate. 
This would have been a most appropri
ate conclusion to a game in which Black 
ran certain risks in order to occupy the 
centre. 

5 1  



Chapter 5 

Ups and Downs 

What happens next with the young grandmaster? He goes on to win one tourna
ment after another? No, that didn't happen, which shouldn't be too surprising. First 
of all he is tired and needs rest. Secondly he has the feeling that he still hasn't met 
the really tough guys yet; he wants to learn to beat them and is not content with 
making draws. So to a certain degree he treats international tournaments as train
ing , consequently his results suffer. 

Apart from the student tournament in Reykjavik in July - in which I performed 
very badly - my next tournament was the Zonal tournament held in Wageningen 
in the Netherlands in October/November. It was strong and I just managed to share 
third place with Donner, whom I beat in the tie-break and thus I qualified for the 
Interzonal. Szabo played an excellent tournament and won convincingly. Olafsson 
was runner-up. Amongst the other competitors were big names such as Uhlmann, 
Trifunovic , Stahlberg and Ivkov, so my result wasn't bad. But my games weren't 
brilliant; I often got into trouble, although I managed to squeak through a number 
of times thanks to my reserves of energy and resourcefulness. However, I played 
one or two really good games; I recall with some satisfaction my rook sacrifice 
against Troianescu (Game 1 1 ) .  

5 2  

At Kastrup Airport (Copenhagen) before the Students' World 
Championship in Reykjavik. Left to right: Mikhail Tai,  Bent 
Larsen, Miroslav Filip and Boris Spassky. 



Chapter 5 - Ups and Downs 

Immediately after I travelled to Dallas, Texas, to take part in an eight-player dou
ble-cycle all-play-all. Reshevsky and Gligoric were the joint winners. Szabo and I 
shared third place and were content to do so as we were both tired after 
Wageningen. The others were, in order, Yanofsky, Olafsson, Najdorf and Evans. I 
wasn't happy with my play as I drew two games I thought I ought to have won. 

In March 1 9 S 8 I finished first in the traditional annual tournament held in Mar 
del Plata, Argentina. The young American Lombardy came second. Panno, 
Sanguinetti and Eliskases shared third place; Rossetto and Pilnik were next. 

Many people had warned me that European masters could get a nasty surprise 
when coming up against little-known Argentinian players but my result was con
vincing. My only loss , to Panno, was down to a risky opening experiment. I 'm not 
sure that Game 1 2 was the best I played in the tournament but it has a special place 
in my memory. I was also very satisfied with my win against Stahlberg in a Den
mark-Sweden 'derby' match (Game 1 3 ) .  

I was once again in good form and in the Interzonal held in Portoroz, Yugoslavia, 
felt confident of qualifying for the Candidates ' Tournament. But it was the worst 
failure of my career: I onlr managed 1 6th place. I can't explain it. 

1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 

9 
1 0  
1 1  

1 2  

1 3  
1 4  
1 5  
1 6  
1 7  
1 8  

English Opening 
Octavio Troianescu 
Bent Larsen 
Wageningen Zonal 1 9  S 7 

Game 1 1  

1 .c4 ts 2.lLif3 lLif6 3.g3 d6 4.�g2 

This gives a different flavour to the 
opening. As everyone knows, omitting 
4.d4 eases Black's development, but the 
Romanian doctor wanted to avoid theo
retical lines. 

Wageni ngen Zonal 1 957 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

Szabo,1.aszlo * 'Ii 1 Y2 1 1/2 Yi 1 1 1 1h 1h Y2 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 . 5  

Olafsson,Fridrik 1/i * 1/i 0 1/i l/2 l/2 1 l 1 1 1 1 1 1 l/2 1 1 1 3 .0 

Donner.Jan Hein 0 l/i * l 0 1/i 0 1 1 1 Y2 1 1 1 1 1 1 I 1 2 . 5  

1.arsen, Bent 1/i 1 0 * l/2 l/2 1 Y2 Yi 1 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 2 . 5  

Uhhnann, Wolfgang 0 l/2 1 1/2 * lh. 1 I 1/2 1 l/2 1/2 I 0 1 1 1 1 1 2 . 0  

Trifunovic ,Pe tar 1/i l/2 l/2 l/2 Y2 * l/2 Yi l/2 l/2 1 '/2 1/2 l/2 1 1 1 1 1 1 . 0  

Stahlberg, Gideon l/i 1/2 l 0 0 l/i * Y2 1/2 'Ii Yi Yi 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 .0 

Teschner, Rudolf 0 0 0 1/2 0 1/i 1/2 * 1 l/2 l/2 '/2 l/2 1 Y2 1 1 1 9 . 0  

Ivkov,Borislav 0 0 0 lh. 1/2 V2 1/2 1/2 * 1/2 l/z 0 l/2 IJ2 l/2 1 I 1 8 . 0  

Troianescu, Octavio 0 0 0 0 0 1/2 1/2 0 l/2 * 1 1 1 1 0 1 Y2 Y2 7 . 5  

Niephaus, Walter 1h 0 1/i a 1/z 0 Yi l/2 Vi. 0 * Vi 0 l/2 1 1 1 1/2 7 . 5  

Kolarov,Atanas l/2 0 0 0 1/2 Yi 1/i l/2 1 0 l/2 * 1/i 0 1/2 l/2 1/i 1 7 . 0  

Alster,ladislav l/2 0 0 0 0 l/2 0 1/2 l/z 0 1 1/2 * IJ2 I 0 1 1 7 . 0  -

Diickstein,Andreas 0 0 0 0 1 l/2 0 0 1/2 0 1/2 1 l/2 * 0 1 l/2 1 6 . 5  -
Clarke, Peter 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1/2 1/z 1 0 1h 0 I * l/2 1/2 0 5 . 5  

Hanninen, Veikko 0 l/2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1/2 1 0 l/2 * l/2 l/2 3 . 5  
. 

Orbaan,Constant 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1/2 0 0 1/1 0 Yi 1/z. 1/2 * 1 3. 5 
Lindblom, Per 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1/2 l/2 0 0 0 0 1 l/2 0 * 2 . 5  
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After 4.�g2 we have an English Open
ing ,  although it can have different 
names. For example, in the tournament 
book they called it the Dutch, which is 
also correct. Dutch people consider it 
an act of courtesy towards the tourna
ment organisers every time someone 
pushes his f-pawn two squares forward. 
By the way, it is an especially fine tour
nament book, though not too well 
known. The book met with bad luck on 
two counts : firstly, its publication was 
considerably delayed as its editors were 
busy publishing the memoirs of Queen 
Wilhelmina; and secondly, part of the 
edition was destroyed in a fire. Natu
rally such incidents only serve to make 
those of us fortunate enough to possess 
a copy all the happier to do so. 

4 ... e5 5.d3 �e 7 
Again, something out of the ordinary. 
Most modern masters would have 
plumped for 5 . . .  g6.  If I had done that 
and followed up with . . .  lt:Jc6 , I would 
probably have called the opening a Re
versed Sicilian, as the position is typical 
of the Closed Sicilian. 

6.0-0 0-0 7.b3 c5!? 
If White had played 7. lt:Jc3 , I would 
certainly not have weakened the 
dS-square. In fact, I dislike such holes. 
But after White's tame move, I felt 
. . .  c7 -cS to be playable. 

8.lt:Jc3 lt:Jc6 9.�g5 �e6 1 O.lt:Je1 
Black now opts to preserve his 
f6-knight so as to be able to fight for 
control of the dS-square. 
A very interesting alternative is 
1 0 .�xf6 �xf6 1 1 . lt:Je 1 since the reply 
l l . . .  e4 looks rather suspect. 

1 O ... lt:Jg4 1 1 .�xe 7 iYxe 7 1 2.lt:JdS 
'ii'd7 

It is  hard to say if l 2 . . .  'iff7 is  better but 
psychologically the text move has cer-
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tain advantages. Playing the queen to f7 
would force White to choose the most 
accurate plan. After 1 3 .f4 or 1 3  .f3 lt:Jf 6 
l 4.lt:Jxf6+ iVxf6 1 S .f4, White would 
be at least equal. 
After seeing the game, you might over
look that Black has attacking ambitions 
on the queenside. One of the reasons 
for choosing l 2 . . .  'if d7 was to keep the 
c6-knight defended and prepare l:Iab8 
and . . .  b7-b5 . 

I ' 
1:: ' - , � � 'iV ': . 

.. :j.: j_ ; '.; 
.l' lLJ l: ' ' ' 

B · ·  .. 
8 ' 8  . ·· � 

8 : 8 8 � 8  
� �2t'.S II �  

1 3.ttJc2? 
White makes a weak move which al
lows Black to mount a direct kingside 
attack. 

1 3  ... f4 
Denying the e3-square to the knights. A 
Petrosian would perhaps have played 
1 4.  ltJe 1 ! , but it is hard owning up to 
errors. 

1 4.�d2 �f7 
Protecting the f4-pawn and preventing 
1 S .f3 ,  although that would have left the 
white bishop with a sad role after that 
anyway: 1 5 .f3 ? ?  lt:Jxh2 ! 1 6 .Wxh2 
°ifhS+ 1 7 .�g l fxg3 1 8 .l:ifd l  �h2+ 
1 9 .�fl �h3 . 

1 5.h3 lLif6 1 6.ttJxf6+ 
After White's prudent play 1 6 .gxf4 
would have come as a surprise. Of 
course, it is not a strong move : 
1 6  . . .  �xdS 1 7  . cxd5 lLixdS 1 8 . fxeS 
( 1 8 .�xdS ifxdS l 9 .ltJe3 iVe6 20 .fS 



'ifh6 2 1 .'ltih2 �xfS) 1 8  . . .  tl:Jf4 with a 
powerful attack. 

1 6  ... 'ifxf6 1 7.'ltih2 'li'h6 1 8.'ifd1 ? 
The threat was . . .  fxg3+ but there were 
better defences such as 1 8 .ld.ad 1 ,  or 
1 8 .'if e 1 ,  in order to be able to reply to 
1 8  . .  JH6 with 1 9 .ld.h l . White's position 
is dismal anyway. The text move pre
pares e2-e3 but this can easily be pre
vented. 

1 8  ... .,tg4! 1 9.'if e1 
Against 1 9. tl:Je 1 my plan was to play 
1 9  . .  .fxg3+  20 .fxg3 �xfl 2 1 ..,txfl ld.f8 
2 2 .tt:Jf3 .,txf3 23 .exf3 tl:Jd4 with a 
positionally won game. 1 9 .f3 fxg3 +  
20 .�xg3 .,te6 is no better. Finally, 
1 9 .�h l is refuted by 1 9  . . .  fxg3 +  
20 .fxg3 �f2. 

· 

1 9  .. JU5 20.h4 
After 20 .ld.h l  ld.hS (but not 20  . . .  �af8 ? 
2 1 .<bg l .,txe2 22 ..,tds+ 'ltih8 23 .'ifxe2 
fxg3 24.f3 ,  nor 20  . . .  fxg3+ 2 1 .fxg3 
ld.af8 22 .Wg l �xe2 23 .ifxe2 Ilf2 
24.�fl ! !:I.xe2 2 5 .�dS+ ld.£7 26  . .,tx£7+ 
<iith8 2 7  . .,ths) 2 1 .h4 gS Black gets a 
very promising attack. 

20 ... �hs 21 . .,tds+ 
Against 2 1 .�h 1 Black has 2 1 .  . .  gS or 
2 1  . . .  l:lf8 .  

21  ... �e6 22.�f3?! 

Provoking a devastating reply, but 
White 's position was untenable anyway 
after 2 2 .�h l �xdS 2 3 .cxdS tl:Jd4 

Chapter  5 - Ups and Downs 

24.tl:Jxd4 exd4, and if 2 2 .<iiig2  �xdS+ 
23 .cxdS tl:Je7 24.e4 fxe3 2 5 .tl:Jxe3 'li'g6 
Black wins a pawn. Nor could White 
hold out much longer after 2 2 .�xe6+ 
iVxe6 2 3 .<bg2 �f8 threatening 
. . .  �xh4. 

22 ... �xh4+! 23.gxh4 'iVxh4+ 
24.<bg1 �h3 

The defensive move 2 5 .�g2 is pre
vented, and Black means to finish 
things off by transferring the rook to 
the kingside. White 's position is so tied 
up that his pieces cannot come to the 
rescue in time. 

25.e3? 
Best, though insufficient, is 2 S .tl:Je3 
fxe3 2 6.fxe3 'if gs+ .  
Other moves also lose quickly, for ex
ample 2 5 .�h l l:lf8 2 6 .f3 'if g s +  
2 7 .'ltih2 �f6 28 .�g l 'ifh4; 2 S .'ifd2 
�f8 2 6.tl:Je l �f6 (26 . . .  tl:Jd4 2 7 .�g2 f3 ! 
is also possible and is what I had 
planned. This wins as well, albeit a bit 
slower) 2 7  .tl:Jg2 �g6 .  

25 ... ld.fS 26.iVe2 
Or 2 6 . exf4 llxf4 2 7 .�dS + <bf8 
2 8 .tl:Je3 ifgs +  29  . .,tg2 tl:Jd4 30 .f3 
tl:Jc2 . 

2s ... !:lt6 21 . .,tds+ 'ltits 0-1 

Dutch Defence 
Erich Eliskases 
Bent Larsen 
Mar del Plata 1 9 5 8 

Game 1 2  

My comments from Skakbladet , Febru
ary 1 9S9 ,  under the headline: 
'Violent Attack ... of Cold' 
'Chess masters don't speak as much of 
sore behinds as cyclists would on the 
last lap of a six-day race but, almost 
without exception, there are certain 
similarities when it comes to their elo
quence on the theme of an unexpect-
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Bent  Lars en 's Bes t  Garnes 

edly bad start to a tournament. One of 
the commonest excuses is a "cold" - an 
indeterminate pretext which could 
mean anything ,  but often means 
nothing. 
' It is good to have such an explanation 
ready, which is why I hesitated before 
putting my game against Eliskases be
fore the public. However, it is a good 
fight which is worth showing off and 
one with which I am well satisfied. 
'It was an exciting game in which both 
players came under attack: Eliskases 
from my moves on the chessboard, and 
me from a violent assault conducted by 
a tremendous army of microbes. 
'In March (which is Autumn in Argen
tina) the weather in Mar del Plata is like 
the warmest summer day in Denmark. 
But one day it was unexpectedly cold 
and rainy and I wasn't dressed for it. 
When I faced Eliskases the next day, I 
coughed incessantly and needed a large 
supply of handkerchiefs in my pocket.' 

1 .d4 f5 
Are you familiar with Eliskases? Until 
1 939  he was Austria's candidate for the 

World Championship; now he is a 
strong and solid grandmaster, but 
somewhat passive in style and without 
the ambition and attacking drive of his 
youth. Against such players I like to 
start with the Dutch Defence because 
the cautious way they tend to play 
makes it possible to whip up a kingside 
attack. 

2.tl:Jf3 tl:Jf6 3.g3 e6 4.�g2 �e 7 
5.c4 0-0 6.0-0 d6 7.b3 'ife8 
8.�b2 as 9.a3 tl:Jbd7 1 O.tl:Jbd2 

As expected, White opts for a solid, but 
not very aggressive, set-up. Eliskases 
told me later that he had played it many 
times and after the usual 9 . . .  'ifhS re
plied with 1 O .e3 and then tlJfd2. The 
purpose of all this is to stop Black's at
tack before it starts. White plays in the 
centre and on the queenside. 
In Eliskases ' opinion the move played 
is very subtle, though it didn't appear 
that clear to me when I played it. The 
fact that I took half an hour over it 
only showed how distressed I was 
feeling. 

1 o ... 'ifh5 1 1 .�e1 

Mar del Plata 1958 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

I Larsen,Bent * •/2 0 1 I 1/2 I I Y2 I l/2 1 I 1 2 . 0  
2 Lombardy, William l/2 * 1/2 1/2 1/2 •/2 l/2 I Y2 I 1 I I 1/2 1 1 . 0  
3 Panno, Oscar 1 1/2 * 1/2 1/2 0 0 1/2 Yi. I 1 Yi. 1 1/2 9 . 5  
4 Sanguineti,Raul 0 Y2 Y2 * Y2 1/2 l/2 I I 1/2 I 0 1/2 9 . 5  
5 Eliskases,Erich 0 Yi. 1/2 1/2 * I 1/2 lh I 1 1 1/2 0 1 Yz 1 9 . 5  
6 Pilnik,Herman 0 Y2 I l/2 0 * l/2 l/2 1/2 0 Y2 9 . 0  
7 Emma.Jaime 1h 1h 0 0 Y2 Y2 * Y2 I I l/2 1/i 1/2 1/2 •/2 I 8 . 0  
8 Rossetto.Hector 0 0 •/2 l/2 1/2 •/2 * Yz 0 l/2 1/2 I 0 7 . 5  
9 Foguelman,Alberto 0 1/2 1/2 0 0 1/2 0 lh * 1/2 1/2 I 0 1 7 . 0  

1 0  Reinhardt ,Enrique 1/2 0 l/2 0 0 0 0 0 * 0 1 1 I 7 . 0  
1 1  Letelier Martner,Rene 0 0 0 1/2 0 1 1/2 1/2 •/2 0 * 1 0 1 1/2 6 . 5  
1 2  Casas.Fernando 0 0 0 0 Y2 l/2 •/2 •/2 •/2 I 0 * 1/2 •/2 6 . 5  
1 3  Sumar,Julio Y2 0 1/2 0 l 0 l/2 0 0 0 I 0 * 1/2 Vi 1/2 5 .0 
1 4  Olivera.Alfredo 0 0 0 0 0 •/2 0 0 0 1/2 1/2 * Y2 1/2 4.5 
1 5  Behrensen,Jorge 0 0 0 '12 1/2 0 '12 0 0 0 Vi l/2 •/2 •/2 * Y2 4.0  
1 6  Pelikan. orQe 0 1/2 Y2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 l/2 •;, '/2 * 3 . 5  
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Eliskases didn't like l l .e3 because of 
the reply 1 1 . . .  gS and he wasn't sure 
where to put his f3 -knight. 
Now the reply to 1 1 . . .  gS is 1 2 .lLJfl . I 
was incapable of appreciating these cau
tious - overly cautious - manoeuvres. I 
blew my nose and played quickly. 

11  ... tl'ie4 12.e3 tl'idf6 13.tl'ixe4 fxe4 
Here I took half an hour over one move. 
Pilnik told me later that he was sure I 
would capture with the pawn because I 
would have to follow my aggressive 
temperament. Against 1 3  . . .  tbxe4 White 
would have been able to simplify with 
l 4.tl'id2 . 

14.t2Jd2 'if g6 1 5.f3 
The earlier speculations �urn out to 
have been unnecessary. It hadn't even 
occurred to Eliskases to play to win the 
pawn as 1 S .'if c2 dS 1 6 .cxdS exdS 
1 7  .'ifxc7 nf7 would have given me ex
cellent attacking prospects. 

1 5  ... exf3 1 6.tt:Jxf3 tl'ig4 1 7.e4 e5! 

Now it was Eliskases ' turn to think for a 
long time. Meanwhile I walked and 
coughed, but with the encouraging 
feeling of having a good game. 
The surprising move which follows is 
aimed at protecting f2 and h2 with 
l:Ia2 . 

1 8  . .ic3 
Of course, White cannot win a pawn 
with 1 8 .dxeS ? dxeS 1 9  . .ixeS ? 

Chap ter S - Ups and Downs 

( 1 9 .tLlxe S ?  '1Vb6+ 2 0  . .id4 �cS ) 
1 9 . . .  l:lxf3 , nor is 1 8 .  dS pleasant as clos
ing the centre lends weight to Black's 
kingside attack; a good reply would be 
1 8  . . .  .igs . 

1 8  ... .ig5 1 9.tl'ixg5 'ifxg5 20.l:ta2 
'ifh6 21 . .if3? 

This continuation is in line with the 
chosen plan. 
White didn't want to weaken his pawns. 
However, 2 1 .h3 was better. For exam
ple, 2 l . . .  exd4 22 .�xd4 tLleS 2 3 .�xeS 
dxeS 24.if dS+ and White seems to be 
able to defend. 

21 ... exd4 22 . .ixd4 tl'ie5 
23 . .ixe5 dxe5 24.'iVd3 .ie6 
25.a4 �ad8 

Black's advantage is obvious. His bishop 
is better, his rooks are on open files and 
the d4-square is a permanent weakness 
for White. Eliskases hopes to save him
self in the endgame, and his hopes are 
increased by my time trouble. In what 
follows I do make several imprecise 
moves but I manage to maintain 
enough of an advantage until the time 
control. 
On the other hand, I was coughing less 
now and my nose was running more 
slowly. I had to play quickly, and I didn't 
have the time to be ill. 

26.'tlfe3 ifxe3+ 27.l::!:xe3 .ih3! 
Threatening 28 . . .  :l.d l + .  

28.�a1 l::td2 29.l:tb1 h5? 
A much better move was 29 . . .  l:lf6 pre
paring . . .  Wf8 ,  . . .  We7 (perhaps on its 
way to bS !) and creating the possibility 
of . . .  �b6 . 

30 . .ixh5! �g2+ 31 .@h1 �ff2 
32.�f3 l::[xh2+ 33.�g1 g5? 

3 3 . . .  @f8 ! was stronger. 
34.�be1 �b2 35.111 e2 l::f.hxe2 
36.�xe2 �e6 37.<it>f1 'itfS 
38.�e1 �e7 39.�d1 @d6 
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Bent Larsen's Best Games 

40.@c1 �a2 41 .@b1 :gd2 42.@c1 
ld.d4 

The adjourned position. 
During the analysis, both players came 
to the conclusion that Black was win
ning, which was no surprise. The black 
pieces are much more active than 
White's. 

43.@c2 @cs 44.@c3 c6 4S . .if3 
ld.d8 46.i,e2 �h8 47.i,f3 �h3 
48 . .ig2 �h2 49 . .if3 i,f7! 

It is curious that the exchange of bish
ops (Black's is much stronger than 
White's) forms part of the winning 
process. If White prevents this exchange 
with g3 -g4, the black bishop returns to 
e6 and White cannot defend the 
g4-pawn. Also after 5 0  . .ie2 .ih5 
5 1 .i,d3 �f2, followed by . . .  .if3 and 
. . .  g5 -g4, the pawn falls. 

SO . .ig4 i.hS S1 .i.c8 
The rook ending cannot be held. For 
example, 5 1 .�xh5 �xh5 5 2 .�f3 llh3 
5 3 .J:id3 g4 54.!!e3 ld.h2 5 5 .lle l ld.g2 
5 6 .l:a.e3 b6 5 7 .�d3 fle2 . 

S1 ... �e2 
Now 5 l . . .  b6 is weak owing to 5 2 .g4. 

S2 . .ixb 7 i,g4 
Locking in the white bishop. However, 
just as easy was 5 2  . . .  g4 5 3  . .ic8 �g2 
5 4 .i.d? �d 1 ,  continuing with 
5 5  . . .  �c2+ 56 .@d 

sa.nd3 ld.g2! S4.i.xc6 
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Desperation. After 54.ld.e3 the quickest 
is 54 . . .  i.d l ,  with the same idea as in 
the preceding commentary. The rest of 
the game doesn't pose too many diffi
culties. 

S4 ... @xc6 SS.b4 axb4+ S6.@xb4 
llb2+ S7.@c3 a.e2 SS.as �xe4 
S9.a6 �e6 60.<;t>b2 ld.xc4 61 .�a3 
1:1b4+ 62.@c3 l::tb8 63.a7 �as 
64.a.as+ @ds 6S.@b4 i.d7 
66.l:Ia1 e4 67.@c3 i.bS 68.@d2 
@d4 69.�a3 g4 70.a.b3 .ia6 
71 .ld.b4+ .ic4 72.ld.a4 e3+ 
73.�c2 e2 74.@d2 @cs 7S.ld.a 1 
@b6 0-1 

So, after this, I was unable to use the 
cold as an excuse. But there are other 
possibilities. For example, "I  was over
loaded with work because of my stud
ies " ,  or "sore behind" ! '  

Griinfeld Indian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Gideon Stahlberg 
Sweden-Denmark Match 1 95 8  

Game 1 3  

1 .l2Jf3 l2Jf6 2.g3 g 6  3 . .ig2 .ig7 
4.0-0 0-0 S.c4 c6 

A solid variation, which makes it diffi
cult for White to exploit his extra 
tempo. Smyslov used this defence in his 
world title challenge against Botvinnik 
in I 9 5 7 when he led in the match and a 
draw was enough for him. 
Here is the explanation for my next 
move. The point is that, after 6 .d4 d5 
7 .b3 , Stahlberg had played 7 . . .  b6 on 
several occasions. By transposing moves 
I forced him to play the variation 
7 . . .  l2Je4 which he wouldn't have opted 
for after 6 .b3 d5 7 . .ib2 ,  where White 
omits d2-d4 and gets a more flexible 
pawn structure. The move 7 . . .  b6 is in 
no way stronger than 7 . . .  l2Je4 but it was 



all about getting my opponent to play 
something with which he was less 
familiar. 

6.b3 tt:Je4 7.d4 d5 8.ilb2 tt:Jd7 
Not an error in this position, but it of
ten is in similar ones. After the opening 
of the c-file, the right square for this 
knight is c6, but here this is not very 
important. 

9.cxd5 cxd5 1 O.tt:Jc3 tt:Jxc3 
1 1 .ilxc3 b6 1 2.�c1 ilb 7 

Here I thought for quite some time, 
mainly to convince myself that the posi
tion was worth playing. After rejecting 
1 3 .'iYd2 tlJf6 and 1 3 .'iYd3 a5 , I saw 
nothing better than what I played - ex
cept for 1 3 .tlJeS and peace negotia
tions! 
It is difficult to avoid such a loss of 
time, though of course it would have 
been preferable to have played it after 
two minutes ' thought rather than 
twenty. 

1 3.�c2 l:Ic8 
Perhaps l 3 . . .  a5 would have been more 
accurate. White would probably reply 
with 1 4.'iYd2 tt:Jf6 l 5 .ilb2 .  

1 4.iVd3 l:f.e8 
Black cannot exchange both pairs of 
rooks. After 1 4  . . .  Iic? 1 5 .l:f.fcl 'iVb8 
l 6.ilb4 is annoying. 

1 5.tlfc1 .its 1 6.ild2 �xc2 
1 7.�xc2 e6 1 8.ilf4 tt:Jf6 

C h a p t er 5 - U ps and D owns 

Here I again used a lot of time, but this 
time to discover that I had a small ad
vantage. The next move is very logical; 
however, it wouldn't be very attractive 
if the knight could be driven back, so 
1 9 .tt:Jes tlJh5 20 .�d2 f6 2 1 .tlJc6 'i¥a8 
22 .tLlb4??  a5 or 22 .�b5 �c8 23 .tLlb4 
is no good. The one hope of keeping 
the initiative here is based on manoeuv
ring the knight to h6. 

1 9.tlJeS tt:Jh5 
1 9  . . .  �d6 ? 20 .�g5 ! �e7 2 1 .'iVf3 is 
most unsatisfactory for Black. 

20.ild2 f6 21 .tlJg4 'fle7 
22.tt:Jh6+ �xh6 

A difficult decision to make but 
Stahlberg made his mind up quickly. 
'This move alone could get me into 
time trouble,' said the wise old Swedish 
GM later. Of course, he didn't want to 
surrender this important bishop, but if 
2 2  . . .  Wh8 , White has 23 .h4! when he is 
ready to advance his g-pawn and win 
the vital central square e5 .  23  .g4 tLlg7 
2 4. g 5 ! might appear stronger but Black 
would reply 23  . . .  g5 ! .  
Now both players only had half an hour 
for 1 8 moves. 

23.ilxh6 l:f.cS 24.l:f.xcB+ �xcS 
25.e4 

Opening up the position for the two 
bishops. After 25  . . .  dxe4 26 .�xe4 f5 
2 7 .�f3 tLlf6 28 .�g5 ,  the threat of the 
d4-d5 break saddles Black with serious 
problems. Black has to make sure his 
position opens no further, not only be
cause of the strength of the two bish
ops, but in particular because of the 
vulnerability of his king. 

25 ... i.b7 26.e5 
After 26.exd5 �xd5 2 7 .�xd5 exd5 , 
White still has some chances against the 
enemy king, but I couldn't find any
thing conclusive. 
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26 ..  .fxeS 
If 2 6 . .  .fS ?  2 7 .  'if c3 Black would be con
demned to passivity and his knight 
would be very bad. White can continue 
with h2-h4 and, after some preparatory 
moves , �gS would force the opposing 
queen to let mine occupy c7 or b4 (the 
knight would have to re-route to e8 , but 
it wouldn't provide an adequate de
fence of the c7-square as it could be at
tacked with �bS ) .  

27.dxeS Ci'Jg7 28.h4 

Probably the best move. The king gets a 
flight square and, against 2 8 . . .  tf'JfS , the 
reply 29  .�gs is very strong. Later, the 
h-pawn will serve as a battering ram on 
the kingside. 
I was on the point of playing 28 .g4 
with a view to depriving the knight of 
its only good square, but the reply 
28  . . .  'ifh4 is very strong. 

28 ... 'ifc7? 
The move I had expected when I played 
2 8 .h4 and for which I had prepared a 
good reply. Black should have tried 
2 8 . . .  tf'JfS when his position is still de
fensible although the weak dark squares 
around his king would still be a big 
problem. 

29.'iYbS! d4 
After thinking for more than l S min
utes, Black came up with a desperate 
throw. Now both sides were left with 
seven minutes for 1 1 moves. There are 
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two good alternatives, with a small but 
important difference : 2 9  . . .  'if c6 
3 0 .'ifb4 'ifcs 3 1 .ti'a4; 29 . . .  a6 3 0 .'ifb4 
iVcS 3 1 .'iVxcS bxcS 3 2 .�e3 ! winning a 
pawn as a6 falls after 3 2  . . .  d4 3 3 .�xb? .  
If the white queen cannot be driven 
away from the a3 -f8 and a4-e8 diago
nals, Black will be completely paralysed 
whilst his opponent prepares decisive 
operations. 

30.�xb7 ifxb7 31 .ifb4 'if e4 
Here Stahlberg used up a great part of 
his remaining time in finding out what 
he had missed two moves previously: 
3 1  . . .  'ifd? is answered by 3 2 .'iYd6 ! .  
The queen ending after 3 1 . . .  'if c8 
3 2 .�xg 7 is very difficult to win for 
White, but 3 2 .g4!  is decisive, for exam
ple 3 2  . . .  'ifcS 3 3 .ti'xcS bxcS 34.�c l , 
capturing the c-pawn. 

32.'if d6 if e1 + 33.�g2 'if e4+ 
34.Wh2 

Not 34.f3 ?  ti'c2+ ! .  
34 ... tifS 35.'if dS+ 
36.'iYxfS+ wxf8 37.�g2 
38.�xg7 Wxg7 39.@f3 
40.hxgS Wg6 41 .We4 @xg5 

'iVfS 
rJilf 7 

g5 
1 -0 

The game was adjourned but Stahlberg 
lowered his king before I sealed my 
move. Everything wins. I was thinking 
about the line 42.f3 hS 43 .Wxd4 h4 
44.gxh4+ @xh4 4S .\te3 ! rJ;;gs 46.f4+ 
@g4 47 .@e4. 



Chapter & 

Experiments 

After the catastrophe I suffered in the Interzonal, I was more ready than ever to ex
periment in order to learn more. I went to the 1 95 9  Beverwijk tournament deter
mined to play as sharply as possible and not worry about results. Naturally, they 
were not very good: I scored 4/9 .  However, I believed that the two games I won 
against Toran and Van den Berg were amongst the best I had ever played, and I still 
have this opinion about one of them (Game 1 4) .  

A few months later, at the Zurich tournament, I played in less experimental fash
ion but made some serious mistakes , or else I would have finished in the top three. 
Final scores were as follows : I .  Tal 1 1 112, 2 Gligoric 1 1 ; 3 -4 Fischer, Keres 1 0 1/2, 5 -6  
Unzicker, Larsen 9 1/2 , 7 Barcza 8 1/2 , 8 Olafsson 8 ,  etc. Even so, the opening I played 
in Game 1 5 has to be considered a very successful experiment. 

In the autumn I was Fischer's second during the Candidates ' tournament. A 
strange experience : I have never wanted a second myself and I think it must be an
noying to have one. 

After a long break without playing any competitive chess, in January 1 960  I trav
elled to Beverwijk. In the first round I lost to Matanovic and in the last - held at the 
crack of dawn in the morning - versus Petrosian, but in between these two defeats I 
amassed 6 1/2 points from 7 games and shared first place in the competition with 
Petrosian (see the crosstable on page 69) . I played some very good games, and al
though nothing sensational happened in any of them, I 've included two in the 
book (Games 1 6  and 1 7) .  

At the Nimzowitsch Memorial Tournament, which took place in Copenhagen, I 
finished fourth behind Petrosian, Geller and Stahlberg ; a good result, in fact, con
sidering the circumstances. I spent the days in Dyrehaven (a park located north of 
Copenhagen) , where I completed a surveying course in a final, despairing effort 

Hoogovens Beverwijk 1 959 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 

Olafsson,Fridrik * 1 1 '12 1 1h 1 1/2 1 7 .S  

2 Eliskases, Erich 0 * •/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 •/2 5 . 5 

3 Donner,Jan Hein 0 1/2 * 1 1/2 l/i 1/2 'Ii I l/2 5 . 0 

4 Barendregt,J ohan 0 l/2 0 * l/2 l/2 l/2 1 1/2 4.5 

s Toran Albero,Roman '/2 1/2 % 'h * 1/z 1li 0 l/2 4.5 

6 Van Scheltinga, Theo 0 l/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 * l/2 l/2 l/2 1 4 .5  

7 O'Kelly de Galway.Alberic 1/2 l/2 1/2 1/2 lh '12 * Vi 1/2 l/2 4.5  

8 Larsen,Bent 0 0 1/2 0 •/2 l/2 * l/2 4.0 

9 Van den Berg.Carel l/2 0 0 1/1 1/2 1/2 'Ii 0 * lh 3 .0 

1 0  Lan2ewe Kick 0 0 •/2 0 0 0 1/2 1/2 l/2 * 2 . 0  
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before giving up my engineering studies. Up early, work all day outdoors, play a 
tournament game in the evening, stay up late and sleep too little. No wonder I 
made a few blunders ! All the more remarkable that I managed to win a game that I 
still regard as one of my best efforts - Game 1 8 . 

Sicilian Defence 
Carel van den Berg 
Bent Larsen 
Beverwijk 1 959 

Game 14 

1 .e4 c5 2.ttJf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.ttJxd4 ttJf6 5.ttJc3 g6 6.�e2 

In that era there was a preference for the 
variation with 0-0-0 ( 6.�e3 �g7 7 .f3 
followed by iV d2) .  However, there is 
nothing wrong with the text move; it 
might even be said that , by playing it, 
White sets a problem for Black to create 
problems. 

6 ... �g7 7.0-0 0-0 8.ttJb3 ttJc6 
9.c;i;>h1 

An unusual move in this position but 
not bad. 
Against 9 .f4 many experts recommend 
9 . . .  b5 ! ? , which might be an argument 
for justifying the move 9 .  \t>h 1 .  

9 ... a5 
The most popular line is 9 . . .  �e6 1 0 .f4 
iVc8 ! .  

1 O.a4 �e6 1 1 .f4 ifb6 1 2.fS 
Energetic, but 1 2 .ltJdS was also possi
ble. Later I discovered that, in the game 
Steiner-Podgorny, Karlovy Vary 1 948 , 
the players had reached the same posi
tion by transposition; Black got a good 
game after 1 2 .ltJdS �xd5 1 3 .exdS ltJb4 
1 4.�f3 iVa6 1 5 .�f2 'ii'c4. It is all very 
interesting, of course, but if White is 
happy with a draw and plays 1 5 .�e2 , 
what then? 

1 2  ... �xb3 1 3.cxb3 
I had seen this position before. At the 
Munich Olympiad, three months be
fore, Jens Enevoldsen played 1 3  . . .  'ifd4 
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against Minev of Bulgaria. It may be OK 
for Black, although White got some ac
tive play in compensation for the deval
uation of his pawns. His e2-bishop may 
become strong on c4. 
But could this knowledge be of use to 
me? I needed to play as incisively as 
possible and I didn't find this queen ex
change very attractive. I must have seen 
deeply into this position as, after my 
next move, my queen seems to be in 
trouble. 

1 3  ... ifb4!! 1 4.�e3 ttJd7 
If 1 4  . . .  ttJxe4? 1 5 .ltJdS ! .  

1 5.�c4 ttJb6 
Black continues with his plan of giving 
up the queen; otherwise, there was still 
an emergency exit: 1 5  . . .  �xc3 1 6 .bxc3 
iVxc3 1 7  .�h6 ttJdeS , with an extra 
pawn and a solid position in return for 
the exchange (though White would 
have a slight advantage) . 
My opponent must accept the sacrifice; 
after, say, 1 6 .ltJdS ltJxdS 1 7  .exd5 ttJeS , 
Black is clearly better. 

1 6.ttJa2 ttJxc4 1 7.ttJxb4 ttJxe3 
1 8.'ii'e2? 

Probably 1 8 .ltJxc6 was better. The end
ing after 1 8  . . .  ttJxd l 1 9 .ltJxe7+ \t>h8 
20 .�axd l l:ife8 2 1 .f6 �xf6 22 .ldxf6 
�xe7 2 3 .ldfxd6 ldxe4 24.ldb6 is better 
for White. For which reason I would 
have played 1 8 . . .  bxc6 I 9 .  'iV e 2 ltJxfl 
20 .llxfl c5 , with a good game. 

1 8  ... ttJxf1 1 9.ttJxc6 
Perhaps White's best plan was 1 9 .ltJdS , 
to which I would probably have replied 
1 9  . . .  ltJxh2 2 0.�xh2 (if 20 .f6 �xf6 
2 1 .ltJxf6+ exf6 22 .'lt>xh2 ldfe8,  win-



ning two pawns, together with the rook 
and knight, is worth more than the 
queen. Besides , the black king's posi
tion is remarkably solid) 2 0  . . .  �eS+ 
2 1 .Wh l gxfS 22 . exfS Wh8 and Black 
has the better prospects, with attacking 
chances against the white king. 
Now Black has a subtle move available 
to him which allows him to improve on 
the variation 1 9  . . .  bxc6 20 .l::[xfl cS , 
which, as already mentioned, can also 
be played. 

1 9  ... t2Jg3+! 20.hxg3 bxc6 

Black has rook and bishop against 
queen, which doesn't normally amount 
to sufficient compensation. However. 
the position is not normal. Notice how 
little scope White has for active play. 
There are hardly any weak points in the 
black camp and White's very passive 
position will become progressively 
more difficult to maintain once the 
rooks have doubled on the b-file. White 
can mount a defence of the b-file 
pawns, but then an enemy rook will 
park itself on b4, attacking the e-pawn, 
and perhaps transfer to d4, with the 
idea of freeing b4 for the other rook. A 
break with . . .  c6-cS and . . .  c5 -c4 is also 
possible. 
Black's 1 9th move has completely ru
ined the kingside pawn structure. On 
the other hand, it allowed White one 

C hapter 6 - Exper iments 

free move to organise a counterattack 
via the sacrifice of a pawn to secure a 
passed pawn. 

21 .b4! axb4 22.a5 c5 23.�a2 
White wants to play b2-b3 to rid him
self of the obligation of defending the 
pawn. 
But why isn't 2 3 .l::ta4 better? In the first 
instance, 2 3 .�a2 loses the g3-pawn. But 
let's analyse and see if the pawn could 
be saved: 2 3 .l::ta4 �es 24.g4 c4! 
2 S .'li°xc4 ldfc8 26 .'iffl �xb2 2 7  .Wh2 
b3 and the advance of the passed pawn, 
with threats against the white king, will 
soon decide the struggle. 
If in the above line White plays 
2 S .�xb4 then 25  . . .  �xaS 2 6 .g3 c3 
2 7 .bxc3 �a l +  28 .Wg2 �xc3 , followed 
by ldfa8 with a deadly attack as White 
cannot defend his first, second and 
third ranks at the same time. A remark
able position. 
The primitive logic - a queen moves 
like a rook and bishop, so is equivalent 
to rook and bishop - is, in this case, 
more than justified. For example, the 
bishop and rook can attack the 
g 3 -pawn. What can be done to protect 
it with the queen? Let's give up on the 
24.g4 advance and try 24.\ith2 : then 
24 . . .  @g7 2 S .@h3 h5 26 .g4 (26.b3 gS 
2 7 .g4 h4 and the white king is in a 
mating net, such that any opening of a 
line would be fatal to it) 2 6  . . .  hxg4+ 
2 7  .\itxg4 gxf5+ 2 8 .exfS \itf6 with ma
jor threats against the white king. 
Now we begin to understand the logic 
behind Van den Berg's move. 

23 ... �es 24.�c4 
If 24.g4? c4 Black will secure the deci
sive advantage of a passed pawn. For ex
ample, 2 S .�xc4 �fc8 2 6.'tVfl �c2 . 

24 ... �xg3 25.b3 :6tfb8 26.@g1 
@g7 27.�f1 �a7 28.@e2 
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28 ... �es 
The alternative was 28  . . .  hS , with the 
idea of exploiting the extra pawn on the 
kingside . If White answers with 
29 .fxg6 fxg6 3 0 .i:fe6, Black plays his 
bishop to f6 and follows it up by dou
bling rooks on the a-file, which would 
force the retreat of the queen. 
The plan which I chose was also excel
lent. 

29.c;i;>f3 �d4 30.g4 gS 31 .a6 �es 
32.l:la4 @f6 33.\t>g2 llh8! 

Now White ought to continue with 
34.Vi'e2 , but shortage of time caused 
him to underestimate the strength of 
his opponent's action on the kingside 
and opt for a counterattack. After 
3 4 .  if e 2 ,  Black ought to prepare 
. . .  e7-e6,  for example, with . . .  h7-h6 and 
. . .  �g7 .  The immediate 34 . . .  e6?  is 
wrong because of 3 S .fxe6 fxe6  
3 6 .l:lxb4! .  

34.'ifbS? hS! 3S.gxhS 
Against 3 S .  iVb6 Black simply plays 
3 S  . . .  l:laa8 . 

3S ... g41 
Gaining a tempo. 3 S . . .  IlxhS ? is refuted 
by 3 6 .'ifb8 . 

36.h6 
This loses without a fight. There could 
have been some pretty variations after 
3 6 .'ifb6 naa8 (not 3 6  . . .  llxhS ? ?  
3 7 .iVxa7 llh2+ 3 8 .Wfl g3  39 .l:lxb4! 
iLf4 40 .eS+ ! )  3 7 .'ifb7 c4! 3 8 .ld.xb4 
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cxb3 3 9 .�xb3 (39 .a7 l::tac8 40 .'ifb8 
l:lc2+ 4 1 .�g l llxhS 42 .a8'iY llc l +  
43 .\t>f2 l:lh2 +  44.<t>e3 l:lc3#) 
39  . . .  l:lac8 40.I:r.b2 llc l 4 1 .a7 �xhS . 

36 ... ld.xh61 37.VibB !!h2+ 38.<t>f1 
g3 39.'ifxa7 g2+ 40.<t>g1 �d4+ 
41 .<t>xh2 g1 if+ 42.\t>h3 �es 0-1 

The board appears to be divided by a 
wall, with White's king finding himself 
stranded on the wrong side. 

Game 1 5  
Reversed Alekhine's Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Jan Hein Donner 
Zurich 1 95 9  

1 .g3 e s  2.�92 dS 3.t2Jf3!? 
This was the first time I had played this 
opening. During the next two years I 
played it quite often, usually with good 
results. 
What should we call this new-born 
baby? Once upon a time, everything 
that started with 1 .g3 was named 
'King's Fianchetto' but that won't do 
any more. This move often leads to 
well-known positions with the colours 
reversed: after 3 . . .  eS , Alekhine's De
fence; after 3 . . .  t2Jc6 4.d3 , the Pirc De
fence; and after 3 . . .  lLJc6 4.0-0 ! ?  lLJf6 
S .f4 dS 6.d3 (as in game 1 8) ,  the 
Benoni. Therefore it is logical enough 
to use these names, adding 'reversed' or 
'with white' .  In a category all on its 
own is 3 . . .  t2Jc6 4.0-0 es s .tLJe 1 ,  al
though it resembles certain positions in 
the Pirc Defence. However, I 've never 
faced S . . .  eS .  
Reti played something similar in the fa
mous game Reti-Alekhine, Baden Baden 
1 92 S .  But the f3-knight was developed 
a move earlier: 1 .g3 eS 2 .tLJf3 e4 3 .t2Jd4 
dS 4.d3 . You might have expected 
Alekhine to have felt great sympathy for 



this attempt at playing his own defence 
(which he had introduced the year be
fore) with gain of tempo. However, he 
shows antipathy towards this 'experi
ment' in his commentary. He said that 
Black ought to have followed up with 
3 . . .  cS 4.t2Jb3 c4 S .t2Jd4 �cs , reducing 
White's 'development' ad absurdum. I 
am not in total agreement with the 
great master. 

3 ... e4 4.t2Jd4 c5 5.t2Jb3 c4 6.t2Jd4 
.,tcs 7.c3 t2Jc6 

Against 7 . . . Vi'b6 White would have re
plied 8 .d3 ! . Of course, Donner would 
have liked to have obliged me to play 
e2-e3 , seriously weakening d3 and f3 ,  
but that is not possible. 

8.t2Jxc6 bxc6 9.0-0 , 

9 ... t2Je7! 
Doubtless 9 . . .  t2Jf6 needed thinking 
about ,  but the move played by Donner 
has various advantages. The knight 
doesn't obstruct the f-pawn, the c6-
pawn is defended and an eventual �gs 
is rendered harmless. One concrete ar
gument against 9 . . .  tbf 6 could be 
1 O .if a4, although after 1 O . . .  'ifb6 !  
1 1 . b 3  �a6 ! , Black stands well. It is 
better to defer 'if a4: 9 . . .  t2Jf6 1 O .b3 �a6 
1 1 .bxc4 �xc4 1 2 .tDa3 �a6 l 3 .'if a4! 
'li'c8 1 4.c4 and Black's position is diffi
cult ;  for example, 1 4  . . .  0-0 1 S .�b2 dS 
1 6 .d3 . The ease with which the white 
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pieces are developed is amazing, in 
spite of the opponent's big centre. 
After 9 . . .  lt:Jf 6 1 0 .  b3 cxb3 1 1 .axb3 , 
White has the better pawn structure and 
the black a-pawn is weak. So, contrary 
to many other commentators, I con
sider Donner's move to be better. 

1 0.b31 
The right way to attack the centre. 
1 O .d3 cxd3 1 1 .exd3 �a6 !  would have 
been weak. In general, I like wing 
pawns to take part in the fight for cen
tral control. The move b2-b3 could be 
considered a justification for 8 .t2Jxc6 ,  
which allowed the b-pawn to capture 
towards the centre. 

1 o ... .ia6 1 1 .�a31 
The key lies in the fact that one or two 
central pawns will be fixed on light 
squares,  so it is very logical to exchange 
the bishops that 'circulate' on the dark 
squares. 

1 1  ... 'ifb6 
If 1 I .  . .  'ti'd6? 1 2 .b4 �b6 1 3 .bS loses a 
piece. After 1 1  . . .  �xa3 1 2 .tDxa3 if as 
1 3 .tDc2 White can do without bxc4. It 
is possible to play 1 4.b4, followed by 
1 S .t2Jd4 and 1 6 .f3 ,  or by 1 4.tLle3 , forc
ing Black to play . . .  cxb3 . 

1 2.bxc4 
The correct move order. After 1 2 .�xcS ? 
'iVxcS 1 3 .bxc4 Black recaptures with 
the queen. 

1 2  ... �xc4 1 3  . .txcS 'ifxc5 1 4.d3 
exd3 1 5.exd3 .ta6 1 6.!:[e1 0-0 
1 7.d4 'iVd6 1 8.tt:Jd2 

White has obtained a few small posi
tional advantages. With the centre pawns 
fixed as they are, White has the theoreti
cal advantage of the 'good' bishop, 
which is important in the endgame. In 
addition, White has occupied the e-file 
first and he can transfer his knight to cS . 
Not really much, but I prefer White. 
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1 8  ... cS? 
Dangerous. True, it is tempting to rid 
yourself of one of the pawns placed on 
the same colour complex as the bishop, 
and the knight will be able to attack 
White's d-pawn from c6. However, my 
bishop will become much stronger. 
Currently it is 'biting on granite' and 
hardly capable of anything more than 
defending the king, but now it threat
ens Black's d-pawn. What is more, the 
control of the e-ftle, which appears only 
to be a temporary advantage, is going to 
become an important factor. 

1 9.'iVa4! cxd4 
Black cannot play l 9 . . .  �c8 ?  2 0 .'iVa3 ; 
nor 1 9  . . .  �b7 20 .dxcS 'iixcS 2 1 .1i'd7.  

20.cxd4 
2 0.l:r.xe7 'iVxe7 2 I .'ifxa6 dxc3 2 2 .ltJb3 
'ifeS offers Black reasonable prospects 
of a draw, although his passed pawns 
can be effectively blockaded by 
23 .'ifd3 . 

20 ... �cB 
Now :txe7 was a real threat and 
20  . . .  ld.fe8? was weak because of the pin 
after 2 I .l:[e3 (or perhaps stronger still, 
2 1 .lleS) ; nor is 20  . . .  �b7 2 1 .llab l 
l:rfb8 (2 1 . . .  �c6 22 .'iYa6) 22 .ltJc4! sat
isfactory for Black. 

21 Jiac1 
Also 2 I .ltJc4 was worth considering,  
even though after 2 l . . .  'iVf6 2 2 .ltJe3 
'ifd6 ! it leads to nothing special. How
ever, 2 2 . . .  �e6? is bad because the black 
queen is misplaced and White starts op
erations on the b- and c-files. 

21 ... �d7 
Euwe, in  his comments on the game in 
the tournament book, considered 
2 1  . . .  ile6 to be better, but I am not so 
sure. After 2 l .  . .  �e6 2 2 .llcS there is the 
possibility of l:taS and 22  . . .  l:lfc8 is im
possible because of 2 3 .l:[xc8+ lbxc8 

Zurich 1 959 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

1 Tal,Mikhail * 0 Vi Yi 1 f 1/i ( ' 1 0 1 l l 1 1 1 1 .5 

2 Gligoric ,Svetozar * 1 0 1 V2 0 1 l/2 1 l/2 1 V2 1 1 1 1 . 0  

3 Fischer,R6ber:t 1/i 0 * . · 1  ·1h · 1 · % · r 1 I · y  0 Vi 1 Yi f 10.S 
4 Keres ,Paul l/2 1 0 * V2 1 l/2 '/2 1 l/2 1 1 1 l/2 1 l/2 1 0 . 5  . .  • 
5 Larsen.Bent · O . (j 112 

·1/z 
* Yz 0 1 .  Yz 112 1 l 1 l 1 1 9 .5  

6 Unzicker, Wolfgang 0 V2 0 0 l/2 * Y2 l/2 1 1 V2 1 1 1 9 .5  

7 Barcza,Gedeon Vi · 1  lh l/2 1 Yi··· * · · 0 . 0 0 % l 1 0 1 1 8 . 5. 

8 Olafsson,Fridrik 0 0 0 l/2 0 Y2 I * 0 l/2 1 Y2 1 1 1 8 . 0  

9 Kupper.Josef 0 %. 0 0 1/i 0 1 1 * Yi 0 1/2 1 1/2 l/z 1 7 .0 
1 0  Bhend,Edwin 1 0 0 lfi l/2 0 1 0 V2 * 1 1 0 0 l/2 l/2 6 . 5  

1 1  Donner.Jan Hein ' O Yz · o 0 0 0 'Ii 1/i 0 * 0 1 . 1  1 . I 6 . S  

1 2  Keller, Dieter 0 0 1 0 0 l/2 0 0 l/2 0 1 * 1 0 6 . 0  

1 3  Walther;Edgar o� 111 · '%. ' 0 0 ·o " o l/2 · o · ·1 0 0 * l ' 1/i 1 5.0 
1 4  . Diickstein,Andreas 0 0 0 V2 0 0 1 0 V2 0 0 0 * 5 . 0  

1 5  • Blau.Max 0 0 Vi : ;o. 0 O •· 0: n ·. 1h 112 0 0 . Y2 o · * lfi 2.5 

1 6  Ni ever elt,Erwin 0 0 0 V2 0 0 0 0 0 V2 0 1 0 0 l/2 * 2 . 5  
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24.lt:Jc4 (also to White's advantage is 
24.'ii'es+ 'iffs 2 5  . .r1xe6) 24 . . .  'iffs 
25 .�xd5 ! .  

22.'ii'a5 �e6 23.tt:Jb3 l:rfb8 
Against 2 3  . . .  °ifb6 I would probably 
have played 24.'iVa3 tt:Jf5 25 .:c5 , al
though the immediate 24.l::[c5 'ifxa5 
2 5 J:txa5 is also excellent, for example 
2 5  . . .  llfcS 2 6 .lt:Jc5 lt:Jc6? 2 7  .�a4 tt:Jxd4 
2S .lt:Jxe6 and the position {with or 
without queens on the board) is very 
unpleasant for Black because his rook 
has to stay on aS on the same diagonal 
as the white bishop, defending the 
pawn. 
The alternative 23 . . .  l:tfcS? costs Black a 
pawn: 24.l:rxcS+ tlJxcS 25 .�xd5 ! .  

24.'ii'c7 
A curious intermezzo. The spectator ex
pects the exchange of queens at any 
moment but it doesn't happen. 
24 .. . 'iVxc7 ? 2 5 .:xc7 is bad for Black. 
For example, 2 5  . . .  lt:Jf5 (2 5 . . .  @fs 
26 .lt:Jc5 ! (26 .:xe7 ? �xe7 2 7 .�xd5 
@d6 and Black has a good chance of a 
draw) ) 2 6 .l:re5 l:[bs 2 7 .�h3 g6  
2S .�xf5 �xf5 2 9.�ee7 .  
Instead of the text, it was also possible 
to play 24.lt:Jc5 , but after 24 . . .  lt:Jc6 or 
2 4 . . .  lt:Jf5 the advantage of the move 
2 1 .  . .  �d7 is seen: the threat to the 
d4-pawn wins a tempo and Black could 
free himself 

24 ... l::rdS 25.h4 
A useful move. See, for instance, the 
variation 2 5  . . .  'it'xc7 2 6 . l:lxc7 tt:Jfs 
2 7 .�h3 lt:Jxd4 2 S .lt:Jxd4 �xh3 
29 .:ee7 .  The important thing here is 
that the white king can go to h2,  other
wise 2 9 . . .  :es might well lead to a 
draw. With the aforementioned square 
available, White has very good winning 
chances after 2 9  . . .  llf8 3 0 .llxa7 
{30 .<it>h2 �cS 3 l .:xa7) . 
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25 ... @fS 26.'ifc3 
Suddenly White wants to avoid the 
queen exchange. Instead he wants to 
play lt:Jc5 , with the threat of lt:Jb7 , and 
to try for something against the ex
posed king on fS . 

26 ... �f5 27.tt:Jc5 lldb8 
Against 2 7 . . .  :dcS the same move 
played in the game is equally strong. 
2 7 . . .  llabS was possible, for then 
2 S .  'if a3 lt:Jc6 is playable. White would 
either play 2S .if f3 or 2 8 .lle5 f6 
29  . .tle3 and Donner's position remains 
difficult. 

28.'S'f31 

Black's problems are clearly seen in the 
following variations : 

A) 28  . . .  i.d7 29 .'iVh5 h6 30 .'iVe5 ! 
l:[b6 3 1 .tlJxd7+ ifxd7 3 2 .l::[c7 ;  

B) 2 8  . . .  �c8 2 9.iVh5 <it>g8 {29  . . .  h6 
30 .l:Ixe7 'ii'xe7 3 1  . ..txdS) 3 0 .'iVe5 ; 

C) 2 8  . . .  ..ig6 2 9 .hS (or 29 .lt:Je6+ 
'lt>g8 30 .lt:Jc7) . 
The best defence, or at least the one 
which conserves material equilibrium 
for some time, is 2 8  . . .  g6,  but after 
29 .g4 .tc8 3 0 .l:[e5 the threat of dou
bling rooks on the e-file is very strong, 
for example 3 0  . . .  a5 3 1 .:ce l ld.a7 
3 2 .°ife3 �xg4 3 3 .'it'h6+ @g8 
34 . ..ixdS with a winning attack. Less 
clear is 2 8  . . .  g6 29 .'iVe3 ? ti:Jc6 ! - but not 
29  . . .  l:IeS 30 .'ii'h6+ @gs 3 t .J:r.e5 , as 
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given in the tournament book, as White 
could win easily with 3 1 .  . .f6 3 2 .ld.e3 
lt:Jc6 3 3 .'iff4! . 

28 ... �b4 ?? 29.�xe 7 'if xe 7 
30. 'if xf5 Wg8 31 .lt:Jb3 1 -0 

Reversed Pirc Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Jan Hein Donner 
Beverwijk 1 960 

Game 1 6  

1 .g3 e5 2.�g2 d5 3.lt:Jf3 �d6 
4.0-0 lt:Je7 5.c4? 

Not very effective in this position. 
Better is 5 .d4, followed by llJbd2 and 
e2-e4. 

5 ... c6 6.d3 0-0 7.lt:Jbd2 lt:Jd7 8.e4 
dxe4 

The advance 8 . . . d4 was worthy of con
sideration, for example : 9 .llJh4 llJcS 
1 O .'if e2 gS ,  but White ought to play 
9 .'if e2.  

9.lt:Jxe4 �c 7 1 O.b3 
The line 1 0 .d4 exd4 1 1 .'ii'xd4 llJeS is 
good for Black. 

1 o ... ld.e8 1 1 .�b2 lt:Jf5 1 2.ld.e1 
I had caught a bad cold and my think
ing engine wasn't turning over too 
well. Over the previous not very special 
moves I had spent no less than an hour 
and a half! 

1 2  ... lt:Jf8 1 3.'ifd2 f6 1 4.�ad1 
Fearing time trouble, I started to play 
quickly. If I had wanted to play for the 
win of the exchange (with 1 4.d4) , then 
1 4. b4 would have been better. 

14 ... lt:Je6 1 5.b4 a5 1 6.b5 �b6 
Exchanging with 1 6  . . .  cxbS deserved 
consideration. 

1 7.bxc6 bxc6 1 8.'ifc1 a4 1 9.cS 
�as 20.�c3 ld.e 7 21 .�xaS ld.xa5 
22.lt:Jfd2 lt:Jed4 23.lt:Jc4 :gaa7 
24.f 4 
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Of course, Black is right to feel proud of 
his knight on d4, but devoting exagger
ated attention to it could lead him astray 
as regards selecting a suitable plan. 
Black's position must not be overesti
mated and the white knights also offer 
good chances. 
Black has to play 24 . . .  exf4, but Donner 
thought his central knight needed the 
solid protection of a pawn. During the 
rest of the game, this knight was to 
achieve very little. 
What follows has remained one of my 
most cherished memories. It is the rea
son why the game has been included in 
this collection, even though, taken as a 
whole, it can hardly be called one of my 
better games. 

24 ... �e6? 25.fxeS fxe5 26.<it?h1 
The back knight has to be paid the re
spect it deserves. Now it can never give 
a check. 

26 ... �dS 27.ld.f1 ld.e6 28.ld.f2 l::lf7 
29.ld.df1 

White is making progress. He is taking 
over control of the f-file, while his op
ponent has problems with his weak 
e-pawn. Something must now be done 
about llJgS . 

29 ... �xc4 30.dxc4 lt:Jh6 31 .ld.xf7 
lt:Jxf7 32.'if d1 ! 

A very strong move. Black has to defend 
his a-pawn, which allows White to 
commence action on the kingside. 



32 ... 'a'a5 33.'6'h5 'a'c7 34.�h3 
l:th6?? 

The rook is very badly placed here. It 
wasn't possible to play 34 . . .  ld.e8 be
cause of 3 5 .ttJg S ,  but he could cer
tainly have tried 34 . . .  l:te? .  Black's posi
tion was difficult, but not entirely 
hopeless. 

35.'if g4 l:tg6 36.'if d1 1Wa7 
37.'iYb1 I tt:Jg5 38.'ifb61 'ii'a8 

Obviously, 3 8  . . .  'i:Vxb6 would have 
given me an irresistible passed pawn. 

39.tt:Jxg5 l:Ixg5 40.'i:Vc7 h6 
41 .nb1 1 -0 

The game was adjourned and Black 
sealed 4 1 . . .  <itih? , after which 42 .�g2 
wins easily. 4 1 .  . . 'ifa6 was no better be
cause of 3 2 .�fl ! .  
But what pleased me about this game 
was the part played by the black knight 
on d4. None whatsoever! 

Chapter 6 - Experiments 

Game 1 7  
Reversed Alekhine 's Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Theo van Scheltinga 
Beverwijk 1 960 

1 .g3 d5 2.�g2 e5 3.tt:Jf3 e4 
4.tt:Jd4 tt:Jf6 5.0-0 �e7 6.d3 c5 
7.tt:Jb3 exd3 8.cxd3 0-0 

This position, with colours reversed, is 
known from Alekhine's Defence; how
ever, White's extra tempo constitutes an 
important difference. 

9.�g5 tt:Jbd7 1 O.tt:Jc3 h6 
After 1 0  . . .  d4 1 1 .�6 ttJxf6 ( 1 1 .  . .  gxf6 
1 2 .  ttJdS is of course less convincing) 
1 2 .tlJa4 ttJd7 1 3 .I:lcl , White wins a pawn. 

1 1 .�f 4 tt:Jb6 
Now 1 1 . .. d4 is answered by 1 2 .tlJbS 
and White has a good game. The move 
chosen by my opponent doesn't solve 
Black's problems. I think the better con
tinuation is 1 1  . . .  gS 1 2 .ild2 d4, al
though of course it is not very pleasant 
to weaken the king 's position. 

1 2.d4! c4 
After 1 2  . . .  cxd4 Black is left with an iso
lated d-pawn in a position in which he 
cannot fight for control of the d4-square. 
The choice between the latter move and 
the text is a matter of taste. 

1 3.tt:Jc5 �d6 14.�xd6 ifxd6 
1 5.b3 cxb3 1 6.'i:Vxb3! 

Hoogovens Beverwijk 1 960 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 

1 Petrosian, Tigran * 1 Vi lfi 'h 1/2 1 'A 1 1 6.5 

2 Larsen, Bent 0 * 0 1 1 1 '/2 1 1 1 6 . 5  

3 Matanovic,Aleksandar 1/2 1 * 1h 0 Vi 1/2 V2 1 1 5 . 5  

4 Flohr, Salo '/2 0 '/2 * 1 '/2 Y2 l/2 1 Y2 5 . 0 -
s Donner.Jan Hein 1h 0 1 0 * Vi 1 Vi 'h 1 s.o 

6 Van Scheltinga,Theo l/2 0 '/2 Y2 Y2 * l/2 l/2 V2 1 4.5 

7 Bouwmeester,Hans 0 Vi 1h V2 0 Y1 * lfi Yz 1 4.0 

8 Toran Albero.Roman Y2 0 '/2 Y2 l/2 Y2 Y2 * 0 0 3 . 0  

9 Tan Hiong Uong 0 0 0 0 'h Y2 1h. l * 0 2.5 
1 0  Barendregt,Johan 0 0 0 Y2 0 0 0 1 1 * 2 . 5  
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I thought for almost half an hour over 
this move. The cautious 1 6 .axb3 ,  de
priving the black knight of the 
c4-square, also leads to a good position, 
but the queen capture is stronger still. 
White is in position to launch a power
ful queenside attack with �fc 1 ,  a2-a4 
and �ab 1 .  The key to the next move by 
White is the control of the c4-square. 

1 6  ... lt:Jc4? 

17.ifb4!! 
The natural move to fend off the rook 
fork was 1 7 .l:tfc1 , but Black would 
reach a reasonable position with 
1 7  . . .  lt:Ja5 and . . .  b7-b6. 
The queen move is much more effec
tive. It threatens 1 8 .lt:JxdS , which 
would also be the reply to 1 7 . . .  b6. Play
ing 1 7 . . .  a5 is not an improvement be
cause the queen advances one square 
with 1 8 .ifbS . Given that Black is un
willing to admit his error by playing 
1 7  . . .  lt:Jb6,  to which the answer would 
be 1 8 .a4 or 1 8 .!lfc l , he comes up with 
the idea of 1 7 . . .  lt:Jd2 1 8 .�fd 1 lt:Jde4 
and overlooks White's reply. 

1 7  ... lt:Jd2? 1 8.lt:JbS ifb6 
Or 1 8  . . .  'ifc6 1 9 .lt:Jxa7 , winning a pawn. 

1 9.lt:Ja4 if c6 20.�fc1 lt:Jc4 21 .lt:Ja3 
This wins a pawn. 2 1 .  . .  'iYd6 wasn't 
possible because of 2 2 .l::txc4. Black now 
had only 1 5  minutes left. I had also 
used a lot of time but still had half an 
hour. The rest of the game is not very 
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interesting; White has a clearly winning 
endgame and, thanks to Black's last two 
moves before the time control, I took 
the chance to cut it short. 

21 ... as 22.ifxc4 dxc4 23.�xc6 
bxc6 24.lt:Jb6 l:.a6 2S.tt:Jxc8 
:xcS 26.tt:Jxc4 cs 27.lt:JeS l:re6 
28.f4 tt:Je4 29.l:ic4 f6 30.dS �d6 
31 .lt:Jc6 lleS 32.l::rd1 fS 33.a4 
lt:Jf6 34.�d2 l:ixdS 3S.�xdS 
tt:JxdS 36.llxcS tt:Jb4 37.lt:JeS �as 
38.@f2 bla7 39.h4 <i!t>h7? 40.hS 
@gs? 41 .�cs+ 1 -0 

Reversed Benoni 
Efim Geller 
Bent Larsen 
Copenhagen 1 960 

Game 1 8  

1 .g3 dS 2.�g2 es 3.tt:Jf3 tt:Jc6 
Examples in which 3 . . .  e4 is played can 
be found in my games against Donner 
(Zurich, 1 959) and Van Scheltinga 
(Beverwijk, 1 960) . 

4.0-0 lt:Jf6 S.c4 d4 
After 5 . . .  �e7 6 .cxd5 lt:Jxd5 7 .lt:Jc3 we 
reach a line of the Reversed Sicilian 
which is satisfactory for White, and 
5 . . .  dxc4 is answered by 6 .  'ii' a 4. For 
Black, the line 5 . . .  e4? 6 .lt:Jg5 h6 7 .cxd5 
'ii'xd5 8 .lt:Jxe4 lt:Jxe4 9 .d3 is clearly dis
advantageous, for example 9 . . .  lt:Jxf2 
1 0 .�xd5 lt:Jxd 1 1 1  .�xf7 + 'ite 7 
1 2 .�b3 .  

6.d3 �d6 
We've reached a typical Benoni posi
tion, as often played by Lothar Schmid. 
It hasn't proved too popular among 
masters, but with an extra tempo it 
can't be bad. 
Against the Benoni, White normally de
velops his bishop to e 2 ,  but here 
6 . . .  �e7 is weak because of 7 .b4! 



(7 . . .  .txb4 8 .tlJxeS tlJxeS 9 .'ifa4+) .  If 
Black wants to install his bishop on e7 , 
he must play 6 . . .  aS first. In this case I 
would be able to make use of the 
bS-square, for example 7 .lt:Ja3 .te7 
8 .tlJbS 0-0 9 .e3 . I suppose this is the 
reason why Simagin, in our game in 
Moscow in 1 962 ,  played the ma
noeuvre 6 . . .  aS 7 .tlJa3 �xa3 . 

7.tt:Ja3 0-0 
Here also 7 . . .  �xa3 ! ?  is quite possible ; 
indeed I consider it better than what 
Simagin played. With the pawn still on 
a7 ,  Black can deprive White of the 
bS-square; with the pawn on aS ,  the 
llb 1 -bS manoeuvre could be useful. 
Only a few masters prefer knights to 
bishops in such positions, 'hut I believe 
in this case that it would be correct. The 
fact that I won against Simagin has 
nothing to do with the opening. 

8.ld.b1 l:le8 9.tt:Jc2 a5 1 0.b3 h6 
Geller allows the b-pawn to advance. 
9 . . .  lt:Jb4 1 O .a3 lt:Jxc2 1 1 .'ifxc2 cS was a 
wiser way to continue. 

1 1 .a3 .tfS 1 2.b4 axb4 1 3.axb4 
'if d7 14.b5 tt:Jd8 

The reply to 1 4  . . .  tlJaS would have been 
the same and the knight would have 

C hapter 6 - Exp er imen ts 

been misplaced. Of course, it is not ex
actly well placed on d8 , but it will be 
able to jump to e6 and from there to cS .  
On the other hand, the knight retreat, 
the one advantage accruing from the 
b4-bS advance, is only a fleeting suc
cess which must be exploited immedi
ately, otherwise Black would grab the 
open file for the rook and a good square 
on es . 

1 5.e3! dxe3 
Necessary. The most convincing refuta
tion of 1 S . . .  �cS is 1 6 .exd4 exd4 
1 7  . .tb2 lt:Je6 1 8 .tlJh4 .tg4 1 9  .f3 �hs 
2 0 .g4 .tg6 2 1 .f4. 

1 6.tt:Jxe3 �h7 
It is understandable that Black should 
want to retain his bishop. It is pointing 
at d3 and b 1 , besides which it prevents 
d3-d4. It also defends the fS-square, 
where a white knight would be a big 
nuisance working in tandem with a 
bishop on b2 .  After 1 6  . . .  �h3 1 7  .d4 
White has a slight pull . 
Geller was now using up a lot of time: 
he probably didn't like his position. 

1 7.�b2 c6 
Once again 1 7  . . .  lt:Je6 wasn't possible. 
Also, 1 7  . . .  e4 was inadvisable because of 

N imzowitsch Memorial ,  Copenhagen 1 960 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 

1 Petrosian, Tigran * 1/2 1 1 1 1/2 1 1 1 l/2 1 I 1 1 1 1 . 5  
2 Geller, Efim l/2 * V2 0 I l/2 1 1 I I I I I 1 1 0 . 5  
3 Stahlberg, Gideon 0 1/2 * 1 1/2 1 1/2 1 1 1 1 1/2 l/2 1 9.S 

4 Larsen.Bent 0 1 0 * 1/2 0 1 0 1 1 V2 1 1 1 8 . 0  
5 Golz, Werner 0 0 V2 l/2 * 1 lh. 0 0 1 1 I 1 V2 7 . 0  
6 Enevoldsen,Jens '/2 l/2 0 1 0 * 0 l/2 l/2 1 V2 '/2 V2 1 6 . S  

7 Hamann.Svend 0 0 l/2 0 V2 1 * 1 0 0 1/2 1 1 I 6 . 5  

8 Holm,Sejer 0 0 0 1 1 '/2 0 * l/2 0 1 l/2 0 1 5 . 5  

9 Andersen.Borge 0 0 0 0 I 1/i I V2 * 1 0 '/2 1 0 S . 5 
1 0  Orbaan,Constant '/2 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 * 0 1 l/2 1 S . O  

1 1  Pietzsch, Wolfgang 0 0 0 l/2 0 V2 1/2 0 1 1 * V2 V2 0 4.5 
1 2  Barendregt,Johan 0 0 l/2 0 0 V2 0 '/2 1/2 0 V2 * 1 l/2 4.0 
1 3  Nielsen,Palle 0 0 V2 0 0 V2 0 1 0 V2 lh. 0 * 1 4.0 
1 4  K0lvi2,Bent 0 0 0 0 l/2 0 0 0 I 0 I l/2 0 * 3 .0 
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1 8  .tlJh4, for example 1 8  . . .  exd3 
1 9 .�xf6 gxf6 20 .°iYh5 with a strong at
tack. 

The text move is undoubtedly Black's 
best: it blocks the diagonal of White's 
light-squared bishop and makes c7 
available for the queen. If Black has time 
to get in . . .  'iic7 and . . .  l2Je6, he will have 
the better position. 1 8 .b6 would be an
swered by 1 8  . . .  c5 and . . .  t2Jc6. 

1 8.�a1 I 
Very strong. If Black moves his rook, 
1 9 .d4 ! is coming, with great force. I 
believe this was the moment when I 
commented to some friends that I ex
pected to win the game. I still con
sider this verdict on the game to be 
correct, though of course there were 
still plenty of problems yet to over
come. 
For Black to be worse, he must have 
made at least one mistake. The text 
move might make the thoughtful 
reader look back at Black's 1 2th move. 
Might it have been better not to ex -
change off the a-pawns? There is much 
to be said for this , but it wasn't an easy 
decision to make at the time. Why 
shouldn't he have opened up a file for 
the rook? 
If Black had played 1 2  . . .  °iYd7 and White 
had proceeded in the same way -
which we can't take for granted, of 
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course, but other continuations are less 
aggressive and make things easy for the 
opponent - a position would have 
arisen after 1 6  . . .  c6 in which 1 7  .a4 was 
not possible because of 1 7 . . .  �c7 ,  with 
strong counterplay. White's only chance 
for the initiative would have been a 
promising pawn sacrifice : 1 7 .lie 1  ! 
cxb5 1 8 .d4 ! .  

1 8  ... :xa1 1 9.'it'xa1 cxbS 
There are two alternatives : 

A) 1 9  . . .  �xd3 is very dangerous in 
view of 20  . .J::[d l , for example: 20  . . .  i.e2 
2 1 .tlJxe5 .?Ixe5 (2 1 .  . .  'iie7  2 2 .�d2 
�xe5 23 .�xe5 �xe5 24.ifxe5 l:.xe5 
2 5 .�xd8+ winning a pawn) 22 .�xd6 
ifxd6 23 .1ixe5 with a considerable ad
vantage; 

B) 1 9  . . .  iYc7 comes up against a 
sharp line : 2 0 . d4 e4 2 I .tlJh4 cxb5 
2 2 .c5  1ie7 2 3 .d5 ! 1Vxc5 24 .llc l , 
which appears to be correct. After 
24  . . .  'ifd6 2 5 .tlJhf5 �xf5 2 6 . tlJxf5 , 
not possible is 2 6  . . .  'iid7 2 7 .1ih3 , 
nor is 2 6  . . .  'ifxd5 2 7 .l2Jxe 7 +  l:txe7 
2 8 .J::td 1 ,  and the endgame which 
transpires after 2 6  . . .  'ifa6 2 7 .d6 ! 
Vi'xa 1 2 8 .�xa 1 .if8 2 9 .�xf6 gxf6 
3 0 .  l:.c8 also leads to a black defeat . 
Therefore he would be obliged to 
play 2 4  . . .  'ife 7 ,  although after 
2 5 .tlJhf5 his position is difficult . 
White has threats against the king,  a 
powerful passed pawn and the possi
bility of l:Ic8 . 

20.tlJxeS �c7 
Or 20  . . .  'if e7 2 1 .l:le 1 ! �xe5 2 2 .tlJd5 
with advantage. 
After 20 . . .  'ifc7 , 2 1 .d4 gives a slight 
plus, but it is much better to keep the 
long dark-squared diagonal open. 

21 .t2Jf31 �e7 
If 2 1 .  . .  1ixd3 22 .i.xf6 iixfl 23 .tlJd5 ! 
brings about a very dangerous position 



for Black; for example 2 3 . . .  if xc4 
24.ll:Jd2 ! .  

22.l:tc1 
For me this was the most difficult move 
of the game. 2 2 . . .  .txd3 is refuted by 
23 .ll:JdS 'iVd6 24 . .ieS (also good is 
24.ll:Jxe7+ ifxe7 2 5 .l::te i lLie6 26 .cxbS ,  
with the idea of 2 6  . . .  .ixbS 2 7 .ll:Jd4 
�d3 28 .�h3) 24 . . .  'if a6 2 5 .°1i'd4. This 
variation was stronger still. 
One interesting possibility is to ex
change knights on d5 , after which the 
white pawn on d5 imprisons the enemy 
knight on d8 and White can play l:tc8 ! . 
This pattern occurs in several variations. 
Against 2 2 . . .  'ifb6 White can play 
23 .ll:JdS ll:Jxd5 24.cxdS i.f8 25 .ll:JeS 
'ifa6 26 .'ifxa6 bxa6 2 7  . .,ih3 ! (2 7 .l:lc8 ? 
is weak owing to 2 7 . . .  i..f5 ! . followed 
by . . .  f7 -f6) 2 7  . . .  ll:Jb7 28 .l:tc7 ll:Jd6 
28 .l:a7 with a big advantage. 

22 ... bxc4 23.dxc4 'if b6 24.ll:Jd5 
ll:Jxd5 

Against 24 . . .  Vi'a6 ,  the simplest is to win 
a pawn: 25 .ifxa6 bxa6 2 6 .ll:Jc7 . 

25.cxd5 �f8 26.�d4 'ifb3 
Very bad is 26 . . .  Vi'a6 2 7  .'ifxa6 bxa6 
28 .�c8 - a dream position! It is doubt
ful whether 26 . . .  li'bs is any better; the 
idea is to protect d7 , but after 2 7 .ll:Je5 
f6 28 .�fl ! 'i:Vb4 29 .ll:Jd7 !fie7 30 .l:tc4! 
°ifd6 3 I .ifa4! i.g6 3 2 .�c8 Black 
would have been in trouble. 

Chapter  6 - Experimen ts 

27.ll:Je5 b5 
Geller was in serious time trouble now. 
Ought he to have prevented 28 .ll:Jd7 ? 
The reply 2 7 . . .  �JS would have been re
futed by 2 8 .g4. 

28.ll:Jd7 

Now there is no good defence. If 2 8  . . .  f6 
29 .�xf6 ! ,  or 2 8  . . .  ifa3 29 .�xg 7 ! .  Nor 
was there any hope after 2 8 . . .  if a 4 
2 9 .  ll:Jxf8 'if xa 1 3 0 .l:lxa 1 <tixf8 
3 1 .�c5+ \t>g8 3 2 .�b4, because the 
passed pawn, combined with the back 
rank threats, wins , e.g. 3 2  . . .  ll:Jb7 (or 
3 2  . . .  �fs 3 3 .l:ta8 �d7 34.l:ta7 �f5 
3 5 .d6 , etc) 3 3 .d6 , etc. 

28 ... .ia3 
A desperate try. After 2 9 JHI ? .fl.el or 
29 .l::rc3 ? ..tb2 !  30 .l::rxb3 i.xa l 3 1 .i.xa l 
l:te 1 + Black is still in the game, but the 
following combination is simple and 
decisive. 

29.i.xg7! �xc1 ! 30.ll:Jf6+ @xg7 
31 .tt:Jxea+ <tits 32. 'if ha+ 

Using the full length of the long diag
onal ! 3 2 . . .  i.g8  is answered by 
3 3 .tbf6 . 

32 ... @e7 33.d6+ �d7 
Or 3 3  . . .  <;t>e6 34.'iff6+ and mate in two 
moves. 

34.tt:Jf6+ @ca 
Or 34 . . .  @xd6 3 5 .'ifxd8+ winning a 
piece. 
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35.�h3+ <itib7 36.fixdS 'if d1 + 
37.�g2 �d3 38.�ca+ @as 
39.'if a5+ 1 -0 

Geller's flag fell as he went to play his 
next move. Anyway, he couldn't escape 
mate in two. 

A break from chess ... 
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I consider this game one of the best I 
have played. I like its logical progress 
and the queenside action designed to 
destroy the enemy pawn centre. Once 
this was achieved, the direct attack on 
the king became possible. 



Chapter 7 

Involuntary Pause 

It might seem strange that in this book there are no games from 1 9 6 1  or 1 9  6 2 ,  a 
break in the chronological succession. My results at Beverwijk in 1 96 1 , where I 
shared first place with Ivkov, are worth mentioning, but the games do not warrant 
inclusion. At the Zurich and Dortmund 
tournaments my results were mediocre. I 
had differences with the president of the 
Danish Chess Federation, who was unwill
ing to send me to the Zonal tournament, 
an unfortunate affair that demonstrated 
the powerlessness of FIDE. 

Between the autumn of 196 t and 1 963 I 
did my military service, an experience about 
which I have few good things to say. During 
that time I was twice granted leave (which I 
had to make up for later by serving more 
time) to take part in a tournament. At Mos
cow 1 962 I didn't play well and finished in 
mid-table. At the Halle Zonal tournament in 
1 962 I managed second place behind 
Portisch and in front of Ivkov, Robatsch, 
Uhhnann, etc. I didn't feel in form despite 

Playing Carel van den Berg at the 
Hoogovens tournament, Beverwijk 
1961. 

playing sensibly and in many cases taking advantage of my opponents' time trouble. Of 
course, these tactics didn't produce too many games which were worthy of appearing 
in a book; however, on one occasion, I threw caution to the winds (Game 1 9) :  it was 
totally different from the other games I played in the tournament. 

Hoogovens Beverwijk 1 961 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 

1 Larsen,Bent * 1 1 1 V2 1 0 1 l 1 7 . 5  

2 Ivkov,Borislav 0 * 1 l/2 1 1 l 1 1 1 7 . 5  

3 Uhlmann, Wolfgang 0 0 * 1/2 1/2 1 1 1 1/2 1 5 . 5  

4 Olafsson,Fridrik 0 l/2 1/2 * 1/2 0 1/2 1 1 1 5 . 0 

5 Van den Berg,Carel Y2 0 1/2 1/2 * 1 V2 1/2 V2 Y2 4 . 5  

6 Gereben, Erno 0 0 0 1 0 * 1 V2 1 l/2 4 . 0  

7 Van Scheltinga, Theo 1 0 0 V2 1/2 0 * V2 1/2 1/2 3 . 5  

8 Grunfeld,Ernst 0 0 0 0 1/2 V2 V2 * 1 1/2 3 . 0  

9 Donner,Jan Hein 0 0 V2 0 1/2 0 l/2 0 * 1 2 . 5  

1 0  Barendregt,Johan 0 0 0 0 l/2 l/2 l/2 V2 0 * 2 . 0  
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Chap ter 7 - Invol untary Pause  

After leaving the army, my first tournament was Beverwijk 1 964. This time the 
'blast furnace tournament' had been expanded to 1 6  players, instead of ten. I wasn't 
happy with my result, as I shared fifth place behind Nei ,  Keres , Portisch and Ivkov. 
However, the game against Ivkov was one of the best I have played (Game 20) .  The 
same could not be said of my game with Van Scheltinga, but the 'swindle attack' I 
launched in a critical position is one of my sweetest memories. 

Game 2 2 comes from the Danish Championship of that year, held in my child
hood town, Holstebro. After a shaky start (a draw and a loss) , I won eight games in 
a row but lost in the last round, by which time I had already won the competition. 
This tournament played a certain role in my preparations for the Interzonal; I tried 
many strange 'museum openings ' and the results were encouraging. 

However, not many pundits expected me to qualify for the Candidates ' tourna
ment . . .  

Sicilian Defence 
Karl Robatsch 
Bent Larsen 
Halle 1 963 

Game 1 9  must be admitted that I had not played 
it very often - just once before against a 
GM, Olafsson, in Zurich in 1 9 5 9 .  The 
variation was intended as a surprise 

1 .e4 c5 2.t2Jf3 t2Jc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.t2Jxd4 t2Jf6 5.t2Jc3 e51? 

This line is often called 'Lasker's Jagd
Variante ' ( 'Jagd' means 'hunt') , because 
the great Emanuel played it in one of 
the games of his match with Schlechter 
in 1 9 1  0 .  However, the move 5 . . .  e5 had 
been played before and wasn't consid
ered good. Schlechter, who responded 
with the tame 6 .tlJb3 , was quoted in 
the Wiener Schachzeitung as suggesting 
that one good way to reply to it was 
6 .tlJdb5 d6 7 .a4 (to prevent . . .  a7-a6 
followed by . . .  b7-b5) . 
In the December 1 9 63  issue of 
Skakbladet ,  I wrote an article on this 
variation, mentioning in passing that it 
was one of my weapons of mass de
struction in simuls ! In connection with 
this article, Ole Jakobsen ( 1 969 Danish 
and Scandinavian Champion) noted, 
with some justification, that the fact 
that I wrote about the variation proba
bly meant that it was no longer part of 
my opening repertoire. However, it 

weapon and it didn't matter too much 
to me ifit wasn't 1 00% sound. 
Robatsch had a good long think. 

6.t2Jdb5 d6 7.�g5 
The normal move. Other Sicilian sys
tems with . . .  e7 -e5 , which were be
lieved to be bad in 1 9 1  0 ,  have been re
habilitated, though few modern mas
ters follow Schlechter and play 7 . a4. 
The text move is logical from the point 
of view of the struggle for control of the 
d5-square. After 7 . . .  �e6 there follows 
8 .�xf6 gxf6 9 .tlJdS and the knight on 
b5 no longer has to retreat to a3 . 

7 ... a6 8.t2Ja3 
Earlier theorists used to recommend 
8 .�xf6, but these days the text move is 
more common. There are two reasons 
for rejecting 8 .�xf6 gxf6 9 .  tba3 : 

A) 9 . .  .f5 ! ?  is now considered dubi
ous, even though the sacrificial line 
1 o .ifhs b5 l l .tbaxb5 axb5 l 2 .�xb5 -
which Tarrasch used to win a famous 
game against Janowski in Vienna 1 898  
- is probably unsound. Janowski liked 
to attack, not defend; 
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B) 9 . . .  dS ! was the idea of the 
Czech-born Argentinian master Pelikan. 
This move led to a blossoming of this 
variation during the l 9 S Os ,  but most of 
its aficionados abandoned it when 
8 .  lt:Ja3 became fashionable. 

8 ... .ie6 
Against Olafsson I played 8 . . .  bS in this 
position. The game proceeded as fol
lows: l .e4 cS 2 .llJf3 e6 3 .d4 cxd4 
4.lt:Jxd4 lt:Jc6 S .tl:Jc3 tl:Jf6 6 .llJdbS d6 
7 . .if4 eS 8 .�g S a6 9 .  tl:Ja3 and after 
9 . . .  bs 1 0 .ll:Jds �e6 l l . c3 �e 7 
1 2 .�xf6 .ixf6 1 3 .tl:Jxf6+ gxf6 1 4.tl:Jc2 
0-0 1 S  . .id3 Wh8 1 6 .0-0 �g8 1 7 .ll:Je3 
b4! I had achieved an even game. How
ever, I consider 1 O . . .  �e7 more accurate 
than 1 O . . .  .ie6 . White probably has to 
play 1 0  . .ixf6 first. 

9.lt:Jc4 

\3�"§' � :. -.<.. • •  : 

9 ... �c81 
This is the move I wanted to try. It had 
been played before, but theorists had 
mainly concentrated on 9 . . .  lLJd4, for 
example the well-known game 
Bronstein-Pilnik , Moscow 1 9  S 6 :  
9 . . .  lt:Jd4 1 O . .ixf6 gxf6 1 1  . .id3 hS 
l 2 .tl:Je3 �c8 1 3  .0-0 h4 1 4.tl:JcdS .ig7 
1 S .c3 lt:Jc6 1 6 .'iff3 �h6 1 7 .lLJfS �xfS , 
with a positionally won game. I didn't 
understand why Black played . . .  ll:Jd4, 
particularly if it then had to retreat 
without achieving anything. 
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In Halle, the same variation was played 
again three rounds later. Westerinen-
1.Johannsson went 9 . . .  �c8 1 0 .lt:Je3 !ile7 
l l .�xf6 .ixf6 1 2 .lt:JcdS �gs 1 3 .llJfS ?  
.ixfS 1 4.exfS tl:Jd4 1 S .c3 'iVaS ! with a 
better position for Black. 
In an article in Skakbladet I gave as the 
best line for White 9 . . .  �c8 1 O . .ixf6 
gxf 6 1 l . lLJe3 and I now recommended 
l l . . .  lt:Je7 l 2 .�d3 'iib6 1 3 .0-0 'ifxb2.  
A month later, Brinck-Claussen played 
this against Bely at Hastings and won, 
but later he confessed that if he had 
foreseen all White's possibilities after 
1 4 .llJcdS .ixdS 1 S .lLJxdS llJxdS 
1 6 .exdS,  he wouldn't have had the 
courage to capture the pawn. 
Robatsch thought for almost an hour . . .  

1 O.ll:Jd5 .ixd5 1 1  . .ixf6 gxf6 
1 2.exd5? 

After this capture I prefer Black. 
He should have played 1 2 .�xdS and if 
l 2 . . .  lLJd4? (better l 2 . . .  lLJb4 1 3 .'if d2 dS 
1 4 . exdS 'if xdS with approximate 
equality; perhaps also 1 4  . . .  lt:Jxc2+ ! ?  
1 S .'ifxc2 .ib4+ and 1 6  . . .  bS) 1 3 .0-0-0 
'if e7 l 4.�xd4! and White has sufficient 
compensation for the exchange. 

1 2  ... ll:Je 7 1 3  . .id3 

The game Gligoric-Brinck-Claussen, 
Hastings 1 963/  64, continued imagina
tively with l 3 .b4! ?  iYc7 ? 1 4.a4 bS 
1 S .axbS axbS 1 6 .ll:Jxd6+ !  with good 



chances for White. Black ought to have 
played 1 3  . . .  fs . 
Robatsch had spent more than an hour 
and a half without finding a very fa
vourable position. My surprise opening 
had been a success. 

1 3  ... fS 1 4.0-0 �g7 1 5.'tih5 
This is only superficially aggressive, 
but it is difficult to recommend a good 
plan for White. He has to keep an eye 
open for a possible attack on the king 
and pay attention to his d-pawn, which 
can be attacked by the annoying 
. . .  l::tcS .  

15 ... e4 1 6�.i.e2 0-0 1 7.c3 f4! 
Launching an attack to which White 
hardly has a good defence. At first 
glance the two black pawns· seem to 
have been thrown too far forward and 
the rest of the army is not yet ready for 
the assault. However, the text move is 
based on a correct assessment of the po
sition; the vanguard will receive timely 
support from the main body. 
It should be noted that White would 
have got a good position if he had had 
time to get in f2-f4 and lt:Je3 . 
Editor's Note: In fact, if 1 7  .f4, Black 
plays 1 7  . . .  l::tcS and the d-pawn falls : 
1 8 . lt:Je3 lt:JxdS 1 9 .  lt:JxdS l::txdS defends 
the f-pawn, while if 1 8 .ld.ad l lt:JxdS 
1 9 .'ifxfS lt:Je3 ! .  

1 8.'ifgS b5 1 9.tt:Jd2 f5 20.a4 
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Now 2 0.'tixf4 lt:JxdS is dangerous for 
White; on the other hand, given the 
threat to his d-pawn, he doesn't have 
much choice. 

20 ... 'lt>hS! 
The queenside attack comes too late to 
bother Black. My opponent was hoping 
for 2 0  . . .  lt:JxdS 2 1 .'ifxd8 l::tfxd8 
2 2 .axbS with equality, but the text 
move shows how critical his position is. 

21 .lt:Jb3 
The answer to 2 1 .axbS was 2 1 .  . .  f3 ! 
2 2 .gxf3 l::tg8 2 3 .<t>h l  i.xc3 24.'iff4 
lt:JxdS 2 5 .'iVxfS l::tgS .  Here 24.'tixg8+ 
would be  better, but also loses. After 
2 2 .�c4 l::tg8 ,  Black's threats are too 
strong: 2 3 .1!f e3 �es 24.g3 1!fe8 ,  or 
2 3 .iVhS �f6 with the double threat of 
. . .  l::txg2 +  and . . .  i.gS .  Finally, if 
2 3 .°ifh4 1!ff8 threatens both . . .  �f6 
and . . .  �h6 .  
In several of these variations the attack 
on the knight plays an important role, 
and consequently White needs a move 
to save it. Black can exploit this time to 
open the g-ftle and launch an irresist
ible attack. 
Another defensive idea was 2 1 .f3 ,  but 
then there arises a new danger : 
. . .  'iVb6+ and . . .  li'e3 ,  attacking bishop 
and knight at the same time. To save his 
own knight, Black had decided on play
ing 2 1  . . .  �f 6 ! and, in order to neutralise 
the aforementioned threat, White has to 
play 22 .1i°xf4 lt:JxdS 23 .'iYg3 , which is 
hopeless because the queen is trapped 
after 2 3  . . .  �4 24.'ifh3 lt:Jf4! . 
The position of the white pieces is 
really very unfortunate. 

21 ... f3 22.gxf3 �xc3 
To the reader who had almost expected 
a mating attack, this pawn capture may 
come as a disappointment. However, it 
is really an attacking move; the rook on 
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c8 joins the battle and I can make one of 
my favourite comments : 'All the pieces 
are attacking.' 

23.'lt>h1 .ixb2 24.�a2 �e5 
25.axb5 

It makes no difference what White 
does. Against 2 S .fxe4 the simplest is to 
recapture, creating a new threat: . .  Jk3 , 
followed by . . .  �h3 . 

25 ... �gS 26.'ifh5 
If 26 .ifh4 the reply 26 . . .  'iffs is very 
strong, with the threat . . .  'if g7  and 
. . .  tbg6. 

26 ... ttJxd5 27.fxe4 ttJf4 28.'ifxf5 
'ifh4 29.�d1 ttJe2 

In such positions elegance is easy. 
30.ifxe5+ dxe5 31 J1xe2 0-1 

White resigned before I could play 
3 1  . . .  �h3 . 

Sicilian Defence 
Borislav Ivkov 
Bent Larsen 
Beverwijk 1 964 

Game 20 

1 .e4 c5 2.ttJf3 ttJc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.ttJxd4 g6 

There is something very appealing 
about the fianchetto of the g 7 -bishop in 
the Sicilian Defence. After . . .  e 7 -e 6 and 
. . .  �e7 ,  it has to remain passive for a 
long time; on g7 it gets a superb long 
diagonal. I would play the Dragon Vari
ation more often had it not been so 
thoroughly analysed in recent years. Of 
course, there are still chances of finding 
something new, even in this variation. 
With the move order followed in the 
game, I allow the Maroczy Bind with 
5 .c4, which doesn't scare me even 
though all the experts of my childhood 
considered it favourable for White (see 
my Games 39  and 43 against Geller in 
Monaco and Lothar Schmid in Havana, 

Hoogovens Beverwijk 1 964 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

1 Keres,Paul . * 1/i 'h 1 1/2 V2 lh 1 1 I 1 1 Yi 1 1/2 1 1 1 .5  

2 Nei,Iivo l/2 * I 1/2 1/2 1 0 1/2 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 '/2 1 1 . 5 
3 Portisch,Lajos Vi 0 * 1/2 V2 Vi 1/2 1 1 :. 1 1 1 1 1/2 l 1 1 LO 
4 Ivkov,Borislav 0 '/2 '/2 * '12 0 1 '/2 I '/2 1 1 '/2 I I 1 1 0 .0  

5 Parma, Bruno Yi 1J2 1/i 1J2 * '12 1 Vi l/i 1J2 lfz 1/i. Vi. 1 I 1 9 .5  

6 Larsen.Bent '/2 0 '/2 1 '/2 * '12 '/2 l 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 9 . 5  

7 Lengyel,Levente ,1/2 i' %· 0 0 '11 * 1h l/i Vi 1 1h 1 1 1 1 9 . 5  

8 Filip,Miroslav 0 '/2 0 l/2 l/2 l/2 1/2 * l/2 '/2 0 1 1 l I 1 8 . 5  
9 Darga.Klaus 0 0 0 0 1/i 0 1h Y2 * 1 1/1 1 1 1/1 1 1 7 . 5  

1 0  Donner.Jan Hein 0 0 0 l/2 l/2 1 l/2 l/2 0 * 0 1 0 1 1 l/2 6 . 5  

1 1  Zuidema, Coen 0 0 0 0 Vi 0 0 1 % 1 * 1A · Yi 1/2 1 1 6 . 5  
1 2  Bobotsov,Milko 0 0 0 0 1/2 1 l/2 0 0 0 '/2 * l 1 1 1 6 . 5  

1 3  Van Scheltinga, Theo · � 0 0 1/2 1/2 0 0 0 0 1 Vi 0 * '12 '/1 1 5 .0 
1 4  Van den Berg.�arel 0 0 '12 0 0 0 0 0 l/2 0 '12 0 1/2 * 1/2 1 3 . 5 
1 5  Dunkelblum,Arthur 1/2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 l/2 1/2 · * 1/i 2 .0 

1 6 De Rooi,Paul 0 l/2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 '/z 0 0 0 0 l/2 * 1 . 5 

8 0  



respectively) . I expected Ivkov to omit 
c2-c4 and prefer the modern system, 
castling queenside; in this case I wanted 
to be sure he would play �c4 (to pre
vent dS) . After 2 . . .  d6 3 .d4 cxd4 
4.tlJxd4 tlJf6 S .tlJc3 g6  6.�e3 .i.g7 7 .f3 
0-0 8 .1i'd2 tlJc6, I doubted (and still 
doubt) that the modern line 9.�c4 was 
superior to 9.0-0-0 , since the sound
ness of the 9 . . .  dS ! ? sacrifice has not 
been clearly proved. 

5.tt:Jc3 �g7 6.�e3 tt:Jf6 7.�c4 
Ivkov plays the modern line. Previously 
he often used to play 7 .tlJxc6 bxc6 8 .eS , 
but this time he prefers to castle long 
and attack on the kingside. Perhaps he 
was expecting 7 . . .  tlJaS , against which 
he had won several games with the 
strong continuation 8 .�xf7 + <it>xf7 
9 .es , which theorists of the time had 
begun to consider better for White. 

7 ... d6 8.f3 tt:Jd71? 
Unusual in this position. However, after 
8 . . .  0-0 9 .1i'd2 , the 9 . . .  tlJd7 retreat had 
been played quite often. Playing it im
mediately offers two advantages : black 
action on the queenside begins 
straightaway, and if White starts his at
tack on the kingside with h2-h4, Black 
can answer . . .  h7-hS , which could be 
risky ifhe had already castled. 
But . . .  what about the disadvantages? In 
my opinion there is only one. What will 
Black play against 9 .�bS ! ?  ? I hadn't 
previously studied this variation and 
had the idea of continuing with the 
strange move 9 . . .  tlJdb8 . However, after 
1 0 .111 d2 a6 1 l .�e2 bS , I think White 
has a slight advantage no matter which 
side he castles. 

9 . .ib3? 
After 9 . .tbs I saw some possibilities 
that I didn't like: 9 . . .  'ifc7 1 O.tlJdS 
'iias+ 1 1 .�d2 , 9 . . .  0-0 1 o .i..xc6 bxc6 

Chap ter 7 - Involuntary Pause  

1 1 .tlJxc6, 9 . . .  tlJaS I O .b4 or 9 . . .  tlJdeS 
1 O.f4 were all favourable to White. 
If 9 . . .  a6 1 O .tlJxc6 bxc6 l 1 .�xc6 l:f.b8 
1 2  .�d4 Black lacks compensation for 
the sacrificed black pawn. If you try to 
castle without sacrificing a pawn, with 
9 . . .  0-0 1 0 .�xc6 �xd4 1 1 .'ifxd4 bxc6 
I 2 .�h6 eS 1 3 .'ifd2 , White is much 
better. 
There is also the possibility 9 .�bS ! ?  
'iYaS ! ? . Now 1 0 .1i'd2 0-0 1 1 .tlJxc6 
bxc6 1 2 .�xc6 tlJeS ! 1 3 .�xa8 tlJc4 
leads to major complications, but a 
quiet plan leads to better play for 
White, e.g. 1 0 .0-0 tlJdeS 1 1 .tlJb3 , but 
not 1 l . f4 tlJg4 1 2  .tlJxc6 bxc6 
1 3 .�xc6+ @f8 . 
So 9 .�bS would probably have been 
very strong, which suggests that I 
should have played 8 . . .  tlJaS ! ? instead of 
8 . . .  tlJd7 ;  however, in this case White 
does not develop his queen to d2 and 
gets an advantage after 8 . . .  tlJaS 9 .�b3 
tlJd7 1 o.Yie2 ! and the queen defends 
c4. 

9 ... tt:Jb6 1 0.1i'd2 tt:Ja5 1 1 .1i'd3 0-0 

White's loss of time allowed me to cas
tle in peace. Even so, for a couple of 
years, this position had been seen as 
better for White. It derived from a dif
ferent order of moves : 8 . . .  0-0 and 
9 . . .  tlJd7 , although some specialists con
sidered 1 O .h4 better than 1 0 .0-0-0 .  
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Ivkov had not been swindled; he was 
only following theory as it then stood. 

1 2.0-0-0 tt:Jxb3+! 
Both here and in similar positions with 
the white queen on e2 ,  the normal 
move was l 2 . . .  .i.d7 , although practical 
tests had shown that, after 1 3  .h4 �c8 
1 4  .h5 ltJ bc4 1 5  .hxg6, White had the 
advantage. My knowledge of these vari
ations and games was very sketchy, but 
it seemed to me that the text move al
lowed me to get the attack started much 
quicker. 

1 3.axb3 
Against 1 3 .ltJxb3 I intended 1 3  . . .  �e6 ,  
and if 1 3  .cxb3 then 1 3  . . .  d5  ! 1 4.exdS 
ltJxdS 1 5 .ltJdbS tlJxc3 ! ( 1 6 .itxd8 ? 
tlJxa2 + 1 7 .  @b 1 �fs +) . 

1 3  ... as 14.tt:Ja4 
A very interesting idea. White wants to 
block the queenside before beginning 
his attack on the other flank. He suc
ceeds in doing this, but at the cost of 
getting a rather 'airy' king position. Be
sides which, Black's position is prefera
ble because White's attack is delayed. 
I see no reason to criticise this move, 
and after 1 3  .axb3 it is probably the cor
rect continuation. For example, bad 
would be 1 4.tlJdbS a4 1 5 .�xb6 ifxb6 
1 6 .tt:Jxa4 ( 1 6 .bxa4 �d7) 1 6  . . .  if a5 and 
Black's attacking prospects are worth 
appreciably more than a pawn. 

14 ... tt:Jxa4 1 5.bxa4 �d7 1 6.tlJbS 
�ca 

It was also possible to play 1 6  . . .  �xb5 
followed by . . .  °fic7 and . . .  l:.fc8 but in 
similar cases it can be useful to leave the 
f8-rook where it is, with a view to an 
eventual . . .  f7 -f5 , perhaps until the 
queens have been exchanged. 
White now makes his first dubious 
move - very dubious, actually. At last he 
is ready to launch an attack! However, 
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he should have played the defensive 
move 1 7 .@b l first. 

1 7.h4? .,ixb5 1 8. 'ti'xb5 
If 1 8 .axbS , the pawn advance 1 8  . . .  a4 
gives Black superb attacking prospects. 
Black could now play 1 8  . . .  \i'c7 1 9 .�d2 
'ifc4, to exchange queens and get an 
even game. But. . .  why not play for a 
win? 

1 8  ... �c6! 
Threatening to triple rooks and queen 
on this file; this virtually forces White's 
next two moves, which, taken together 
with the plan started with 1 4.tlJa4, are 
totally logical. 
Capturing the pawn is too risky. The 
two open files give Black a powerful at
tack: 1 9 .'iVxb7?  .ld.c7 20 .'i¥b3 (20 ."ifb6 
°if c8 ; 20 .°if a6 ifb8 2 1 .�d4 I:tfc8) 
2 0  . . .  'iid7 .  

1 9.c4 'flc7 20.b3 

The queenside is blocked and White 
wants to start the attack with h4-h5 . It's 
not that 20  . . .  hS , to stop this, isn't 
strong, but why allow White to take the 
initiative? Isn't the white king's position 
rather exposed? 

20 ... l:.cSI 
A beautiful exchange sacrifice which 
creates extraordinary problems for 
White. If the king had been on b 1 
( 1 7 .  c;itb 1 ! instead of 1 7  .h4) , this sacri
fice would not have been sound be-



cause the white king would be rela
tively safe on a2 . For the same reason I 
rejected the preparatory move 20  . . .  e6 
when 2 1 .@b l f5 22 .h5 produces a 
fairly equal position. 

21 .�xc5 dxc5 22 . .:td5! 
The only good defence. 22 . . .  'iVeS is 
prevented and after 2 2  . . .  b6 2 3 .e5 ! 
�xe5 24.°ifd7 Black has no lines of at
tack. So I have to play more sharply. 

22 ... e6! 23.'ifxc5! 
Again the right defence, But it cost 
Ivkov a lot of time finding these moves. 
The move played might appear to be a 
mistake, but after 23  . . .  'iff4+ 24.l:Id2 
i.c3 25 .'iffl l:Id8 2 6.l:Id l Black has 
nothing better than to take back the sac
rificed material, leading to a 'level queen 
ending. 
2 3 .l:Ixc5 ? 1i'g3 ! offers White little 
hope. After the game I gave the line 
24.l:Ig5 iff2 25 .e5 'it'd4 2 6.l:Id l 'ifc3 + 
2 7 .@b l h6 ! .  Of course, there are other 
possibilities : 24 .l:Id l 'ifxg2 2 5 .e5  
.th6+ 26.@b l 'ifxf3 2 7 .l:Id7 �e3 
28 .l:tcc7 if e4+ with a decisive advan
tage. Whichever piece captures on c5 , 
Black's lines of communication with 
the rear are very bad. 

23 ... 'if g3! 24.:tg5 
Necessary as 24.ltd2 is answered by 
24 . . .  �h6. Also 24.l:[dd l 'ifxg2 25 .e5 
'iVxf3 gives Black the advantage. 

24 ... 'iff4+! 
Now 24 . . .  .ih6 ?  2 5 .@b l i.xg5 
2 6.'ifxg5 would be weak. 

25.@c2 f5! 
Just as the queen had been almost a 
prisoner on b5 earlier, now the rook is 
on g 5 .  This is really rather an unusual 
game. Black has very good chances de
spite being an exchange and a pawn 
down. 

26.exf5 exf5 

Chapter 7 - Involun tary Pause 

The attractive 26 . . .  b6?  is actually an er
ror because of 2 7 .l::tg4! . 
Now White can exchange queens, the 
dream of all defenders. 

27.l:Id1 
After 2 7 .  g 3 ?  there follows 2 7 . . . if xf3 
28 .'it'd5 +  'ifxdS 29 .cxd5 @£7 ! ,  threat
ening . . .  h7-h6 (30 .h5 doesn't save the 
rook owing to 3 0  . . .  @f6) . 

27 ... b6! 
A good move for two reasons : 
Firstly, it is the strongest in the position, 
which can be proved convincingly by 
analysis. 
Secondly, it forces Ivkov, now in severe 
time trouble, to make a difficult choice, 
which costs him almost all the time left 
on his clock. 
Should he take the pawn and thus take 
his queen away from the control of e5?  
He didn't like to do that. On the other 
hand, he must be ready to meet 
. . .  'ifxh4 with 1!fe3 . Meanwhile, the 
clock was ticking . . .  

28.1i'e7 
After 2 8 .'ti'xb6 'iVe5 2 9 .l:tdS i.f6 
3 o .l:Ixf8+ @xf8 3 1 .  @d 1 @g7  ! ? 
White's position is very difficult. He has 
to guard against mating attacks by the 
queen and bishop tandem, and at the 
same time avert the imminent danger 
of Black capturing the rook, which, as 
far as I can see, is too much for White. 
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This means that in his move 28 ,  Ivkov 
again found the right defence. 

28 ... 'f!Vxh4 

29.l:Id7?? 
Finally, and under terrible time pres
sure, the Yugoslav grandmaster comes 
unstuck. 2 9 .'ife3 was essential, even if 
the rook endgame after 2 9 . . .  �f6 
(29 . .  .f4 !)  3 0 .f4 �xg5 3 1 .fxgS 'ife4+ 
3 2 .'ifxe4 fxe4 is not easy for White : 
against 3 3 .!:.d6 Black has to play 
3 3  . . .  l:tfs ! .  
In this simplification it should be noted 
that the key to 2 7 . . .  b6 ! is that the 
a-pawn is defended, otherwise l:td5 
would be a very strong move after the 
exchange of queens. White could prob
ably defend the rook ending, though 
not easily given the time pressure. 
After 29 .'ife3 , Black can also find other 
ways to win , e.g. 2 9  . . .  f4 ! ?  and here the 
2 7th move shows its usefulness in pre
venting 'if c5 . In short, Black retains 
good lines of attack, although White 
should be able to defend the position. 

29 ... �f6 30.'iYe6+ c;i;>hS 31 .if d6 
Or 3 l .l:r.c7 1i'f2 + 3 2 .  'itid3 l::td8+ ,  etc. 

31 ... 'ii'f2+ 32.@d1 
Or 3 2 .@d3 'iffl +. The d2-square is ta
boo because of . . .  �xg5 + .  

32 ... '{i'f1 + 33.@c2 'i!Ve2+ 34.<iitc1 
ifb2+ 

Of course, �xg 5 + was also good. 
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35.c;i;>d1 'ifb1 + 36.<iite2 
After 36 .�d2 , I would have swallowed 
my pride and taken the rook. 

36 ... l:IeS+ 37.@f2 if e1 Mate 

Bird's Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Theo van Scheltinga 
Beverwijk 1 964 

Game 2 1  

1 .f4 t2Jf6 2.t2Jf3 d5 3.e3 g6 4.�e2 
Instead of my special variation 4.b4, I 
chose a normal Dutch Defence with 
colours reversed, and with an extra 
tempo. 

4 ... �g7 5.0-0 0-0 6.d3 b6 7.a4 
- �b7 8.'if e1 c5 9.t2Jbd2? 

This doesn't combine well with 7 .a4. 
The move 9. t2Ja3 was worthy of consid
eration, followed by �dl and e3-e4. 

9 ... t2Jc6 1 0.'ifh4 e6 1 1 .�f2 t2Jb4 
1 2.t2Je1 t2Je8 1 3.'ti'h3 t2Jd6 14.g4 
f 5 

The Dutch master builds a position that 
makes it virtually impossible for White 
to attack the king. In order to create new 
problems, White sets up a Stonewall 
formation. 

1 5.gxf5 exf5 1 6.t2Jdf3 t2Jf7 1 7.c3 
t2Jc6 1 8.d4 t2Ja5 

It would have been better to have the 
pawn on a2. 

1 9.�d1 c4 20.t2Je5 t2Jxe5 21 .fxeS 
t2Jb3 22.�xb3 cxb3 

It is not pleasant for White to be with
out his light-squared bishop, and the 
other bishop does not exactly play a 
great role either. But you have to look 
on the bright side: Black's last move 
moved one of his pawns away from the 
centre. White wants to put his knight 
on f4 and advance the h-pawn. Black 
oughtn't to allow it. 



23.tLlg2 'if g5! 24.�f4 'f/e7 
Perhaps my opponent was ready to take 
a draw with 25 .�f2 'it'gS ,  or perhaps 
not. I decided not to investigate and 
played to win . 

25.�d2 �a6 26.�h41? 
Very risky, but, in the first place, I am 
willing to take risks , and besides Black 
is getting ready to improve his position 
significantly by moving his bishop to 
e4. So, forward! 

26 ... g5! 27.�xh7 �e21 

At this moment the Dutch master 
Spanjaard entered the game room. He 

C hapter 7 - Involun tary Pause  

asked Donner if anything interesting 
was happening, and the grandmaster 
said, 'Yes. Larsen has a lost game! '  
I'm sure it was an accurate assessment 
of my position. Up to now Black has 
played better, but the situation is still 
difficult for both opponents. It may be 
appropriate to recall the words of a fa
mous French general: 'My centre is 
broken , my flanks are retreating ,  
therefore I attack! ' 

Spanjaard sat down next to our table -
he is very short-sighted - to watch the 
drama unfold. 
Against 28 .'flh6, Black has several good 
continuations. The simplest is 2 8  . . .  1Vf7 
29 .e6 �xh6, with a favourable ending; 
29 . . .  'iff6 is even better. When consider
ing variations such as these, you realise 
that you must do something special. 
2 7 . . .  �g4 is threatened. Perhaps you 
should sacrifice the exchange and keep 
playing. You get a pawn for it, but it's 
not very pretty. 

With his wife Lizzie at home, 1964. 
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However, in this position hides a fantas
tic combination. Amongst the pain 
there is hope. For now, White has an ex
tra pawn and a strong pawn centre, and 
the black king is not well protected by 
pawns. 
Slowly I began to see possibilities for 
counterplay and continued with . . .  

28.c4! �xc4? 
Black goes wrong. He missed the reply. 
There are other options : 

A) After 2 8  . . .  dxc4 29 .�c3 , followed 
by the exchange sacrifice, White would 
have good practical chances. Suddenly 
his bishop is strong, and united passed 
pawns always command respect; 

B) Black must play the sharp 
2 8  . . .  ldac8 . And now: 
B 1 )  2 9  .cxdS ltc2 is good for him, 

now that the b3-pawn is potentially 
passed: 3 0 .�c3 nxc3 ! .  Of course, there 
are many variations and White has an 
impressive pawn centre; 

B2) White can complicate things fur
ther with 29 .e4! ? . One consequence of 
this move is to free the e3-square for 
the knight; however, Black gets strong 
threats on the f-file after 2 9 . . .  fxe4! .  
The analysis seems to show that Black 
has better opportunities than his oppo-

nent in any case. But the pos1t10n 
would be very complicated and at least 
White can't lose without getting all his 
pieces into the game. However, Van 
Scheltinga wanted to avoid complica
tions. He thinks he has a big advantage 
and judges 2 8 .c4 to be an act of de
spair. He now comes in for a tremen
dous shock. 

29.lLJf4!! 
A fantastic change of scenery! If Black 
does not capture the knight, I will get a 
very powerful attack while the c4-
bishop will become inactive. 

29 ... gxf4 30.�f2! 
The key: 30 .�g l is threatened with dire 
consequences. 

30 .. .fxe3+ 31 .�xe3 f4 
3 1  . . .  �d3 would be answered by 32.�f4! . 

Dan ish Championship, Holstebro 1 964 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 

1 Larsen;Bent * 1 1 Vi 1 1 1 0 1 I 0 l 8 . 5  

2 Blom,Kaj 0 * V2 1 1 0 l/2 1 V2 1 V2 V2 6 . 5  

3 Pedersen,Eigil 0 1h * 1 0 1/2 1 V2 l/2 1 V2 1 6.s 
4 Ke>lvig ,Bent V2 0 0 * 1 0 0 1 l/2 1 1 1 6 . 0  

5 BriUck Clarissen,Bjorn , 0 0 1 0 * l/2 1/i 1 1ii 1/2 1 1 ·. 6�0 

6 Jakobsen, Ole 0 1 l/2 1 l/2 * 0 l/2 l/2 1 V2 0 5 . 5  

7 Andersen, Borge 0 Vi . o  l Yi ·  1 *· 0 ; 1  0 1/2 ·. J 5 . 5  

8 From,Sigfred 1 0 l/2 0 0 V2 1 * 1 0 0 1 5 . 0  

9 Hama:nri,Svend ·o l/2 l/z 1h Vi 1h · 0 0 * 1 · .. 1 %  5 . 0  

1 0  Holm,Sejer 0 0 0 0 l/2 0 1 1 0 * 1 1 4 . 5  

1 1  N orby,Peter 1 V2 Yi 0 0 1/2 Y2 1 0 0 * 0 4:0 

1 2  Petersen Finn 0 V2 0 0 0 1 0 0 l/2 0 1 * 3 . 0  
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32.�d2! 
After 3 l .  . .  f4 it was possible to play 
3 2 .l:tg l ,  although Black can put up 
some resistance with 3 2 . . .  �d3 . 

32 ... r;J;f7? 
The only defence was 3 2 . . .  'iV g S 3 3 .llg 1 
'if xg 1 + ,  which in any case would not 
last long. Sometimes, tenacious defence 
saves half a point, but Van Scheltinga 
was pressed for time. 

33.'ifhS+ \tie& 34.'ifg4+ 1 -0 

Chap ter 7 - Involuntary Pause 

advance but keep the square free for a 
knight. Therefore, this position does 
not usually occur in the King's Indian 
Defence. 
White must now choose between a pas
sive situation on the kingside (e.g. 
1 0  .i.e3 fS l l .f3) , or a more active line. 

1 O.f4 exf4 1 1 .gxf4 a6 
The immediate 1 1 . . .  fS leads to similar 
positions. 

1 2.fi'c2 fS 1 3.exfS gxfS 1 4.i.e3? 
Marvellous 
Spanjaard! 

entertainment for White overlooks a tactical point. He 
should have played l 4.a4. 

1 4  ... ttJdf6 1 S.h3 bS! 

Czech Benoni Defence 
Svend Hamann 
Bent Larsen 

Game 22 Gaining space. The point is 1 6 .cxbS 
axbS 1 7  .ttJxbS 'if e8 l 8 .Vid3 c4! win-

Danish Championship, Holstebro 1 964 

1 .d4 t2Jf6 2.c4 cs 3.ds es 4.t2Jc3 
d6 S.e4 g6 6.g3 �g7 7.�g2 

Taimanov, amongst others, has played 
the interesting idea 7 .�h3 ! ? . In princi
ple it seems White can take advantage 
of the bishop exchange, but it is possi
ble that energetic kingside play by Black 
can demonstrate the disadvantage of 
not having the fianchettoed bishop de
fending the king. 
In my opinion, the plan chosen by 
Hamann doesn't cause the opponent 
any serious problems. 

7 ... 0-0 8.t2Jge2 ttJhS 9.0-0 ttJd7 
There is no reason not to play 9 . . .  fS im
mediately. but 9 . . .  ltJd7 is also very 
good. After 1 O .g4 ltJf4 l 1 .ltJxf4 exf4 
l 2 .Lf4 ltJeS 1 3 .�xeS �xeS , Black 
has ample compensation for the pawn. 
Of course, this position may also arise 
from a King's Indian Defence: l .d4 ltJf6 
2 .c4 g6 3 .g3 , etc. Many players prefer to 
keep the central tension after . . .  e7  -eS , 
but if White had responded 8 .dS , Black 
would not necessarily play the . . .  c7-c5 

ning a piece. 
1 6.ld.ae1 b4 

With my two knights on the kingside, I 
thought the time was right to com
mence operations. However, l 6 . . .  bxc4 
was not bad either; White's best answer 
is probably �f3 . Black opens the b-ftle 
and, in some cases, has threats against 
the enemy d-pawn, while White's only 
try for counterplay is to occupy the c4-
square with a knight. 

1 7.ttJd1 ttJe4 1 8.\t>h2 l:[e8 1 9.l:[g1 

1 9  ... ttJef&! 
Surprising! Why this hasty retreat? 
Firstly, there are some chances to sacri
fice with . . .  l2Jg4+ in order to take ad
vantage of White's otherwise excellent 
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�h2 and l:tg 1 moves. Secondly, .if3 
and ti:Jf2 are prevented. 
Black is ready to improve his position, 
while his opponent's manoeuvres are 
rather difficult. If White plays 20  . .if2, 
with a view to tL:ie3 and menacing 
Black's f-pawn, Black's a8-rook would 
enter the fray with 20  . . .  l:ta7 ! 2 l .ti:Je3 
l::tae7 and stop the capture on f5 . 
This rook manoeuvre is very important. 
Another viable plan for Black is . . .  �h8 
and . . .  �h6 since the I:tg 1 move has re
moved a defender from White's f-pawn. 
It is difficult to prove that 1 7  . . .  ti:Je4 was 
the best move: one of the reasons that 
led me to play as I did was to avoid an 
unpleasant situation with my knights 
locked together on f 6 and h5 with a 
white bishop on f3 . But I'm absolutely 
sure that l 9 . . .  tL:ief6 was best. It is the 
opposite of a routine move! 

20.�f3?? tL:ig4+! 
Hamann had not overlooked this possi
bility but there was a flaw in his calcula
tions. See the next note. 

21 .hxg4 fxg4! 
The precise move order. My opponent 
had expected the unclear variation 
2 1 .  . .  'li'h4+ 22 .@g2 fxg4 23 .ile4 .ifs 
(2 3 . . .  l::txe4 24.�hl ! but not 24.'ifxe4? 
i.fS ! 2 5 .'ifxfS 'ifh3 + 26 .�f2 °fif3 
mate) 24 .nh l i.xe4+ 2 5 .'ifxe4 
'if xh 1 + 26 .l:txh 1 J::rxe4 2 7 .  l:txh5 . 
But now 2 2 .i.e4? is refuted by 
2 2  . . .  .J::txe4! 2 3 .'ifxe4 'ifh4+ 24.<;i.lg2 
i.fS . You can see how little room the 
white king has. 
Also, 2 2 .l::txg4 was impossible because 
the other rook is unprotected :  
2 2  . . .  �xg4 23 .�xg4 'ifh4+. So White 
has only one move. 

22.�h1 'ifh4+ 23.�g2 l:ta7! 
The position of the white pieces is so 
awkward that I have time to mobilise 
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my reserves. 23 . . .  �f6 was also interest
ing , although after 24 .@fl l:lxe3 
2 5 .tlJxe3 ifh3 + 26 .i.g2 'ifxe3 (i.d4 is 
threatened) , White still has the defence 
2 7 .  'ifb3 ,  when Black gets an ending 
with two pawns for the exchange. 

24.'ifb3 
Let's look at the other lines : 

A) Playing 24.�fl first would not 
lead to a transposition as,  after 
24 . . .  l:tae7 ?  2 5 .'if d2 ! (2 5 .�f2 loses 
quickly after 2 5  . . .  g3 !) , Black has noth
ing decisive : the enemy queen protects 
e l  and f4. 
The right reply to 24.�fl is 24 . . .  l:tf7 ! .  
For example: 

A l )  2 5 .i.g2 �xe3 26 .tlJxe3 tL:ixf4; 
A2) 2 5 .�f2 g 3 !  2 6 .tt:Jxg3 i.h3 + 

2 7 .i.g2 tL:ixg3 + 2 8 .�xg3 l:txf4+!  
29 .ti:Jf2 (or 29 .i.f2 i.xg2+ 30 .l::Ixg2 
ifhl + !  3 1 .l::tg l  'ifh3+ 32 .l:tg2 l:txe l + 
3 3 .<;i.lxe l 'ifxg2) 29 . . .  .l:txe l + 30 .�xel 
'iYxg3 ; 

A3) 2 5 .'iYd2 �h6 !  2 6 .i.g2 tt:Jxf4 
2 7 .tL:ixf4 .Lf4 28 .i.xf4 l::txf4+ 2 9.tL:if2 
l:tef8 3 0 .l:re2 g3 . 

B) Consequently, the correct reply to 
24.'ifd2 is also 24 . . .  l:tf7 ! ;  
C) Against 24.'if d3 there are two 

good moves, namely 24 . . .  l::tae7 and 
2 4 . . .  �f7 , for example, 2 5 . ..if2 l:txe2 ! ! ; 
D) Finally, we can see that 24.l:.gfl is 

refuted by 24 . . .  g3 ! .  



The point of 24.1'+'b3 is that 24 . . .  .tlfl 
runs into 2 S  . .tf2! .  

24 ... nae7 25.<it>f1 .td4! 
As the rook on e I is only protected by 
the king , the white pieces on the e-file 
are pinned. After 2 6  . .txd4 exd4 there 
is no defence against the threat of 
. . .  t2Jxf4. 

26 . .tf2 .txf2 27.tt:Jxf2 tt:Jxf4 
28.tt:Jxg4 

Desperation. Neither 2 8 .lt:Jxf4 !;lxe l + 
29 .@g2 g3 nor 28  . .tf3 hS 29 .�h l 
�gs 3 0 .lt:Je4 'if es offer any hope. In 
every line Black gains material. 

28 ... .txg4 29 . .tf3 h5 30 . .txg4 
hxg4 31 . 'if f3 

White 's desperate counter is completely 
harmless. For example, Black can play 
3 1 .  . .  l::rg7 .  But a little combination leads 
to a quick decision. 

C hapter 7 - Invol un tary Pause  

31 ... 'ifxe1 +!  32.ct>xe1 Ilxe2+ 
33.@d1 

Or 3 3 .@fl l:Ie l + 34.@f2 �8e2+ .  
33 ... �e1 + 34.@c2 1::[8e2+ 35.�b3 
�e3+ 36.�xe3 nxe3+ 37.�a4 
g3 38.@a5 g2 39.@xa6 �f3 0-1 

For the last few moves, Hamann was 
extremely short of time, otherwise I ex -
pect he would have resigned some 
moves earlier. 
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Chapter s 

Great Leap Forward 

Previously, none of my best results had been achieved in competitions involving the 
top Soviet masters. In Moscow 1 9 5 6 ,  I had made a better score than Botvinnik, but 
it was a team tournament. Then in Beverwijk in 1 960  I had shared first place with 
Petrosian, but on that occasion it had been said that he was not used to such short 
tournaments (nine rounds) . 

With this as a backdrop, my score in the Amsterdam Interzonal of 1 9 64 caused a 
sensation: it was my great leap forward. Were it not for the special rule which lim
ited the number of Candidates' tournament qualifiers from one country to five, the 
qualifiers in 1 965  would have been seven Soviet players - and me! 

After 23  rounds, the final scores were: 1 -4. Smyslov, Spassky, Tal and Larsen, 1 7  
points, etc . . . I totalled three points from five against the Soviet GMs. In the last round 
I came close to a win against Smyslov, which would have given me the top spot on 
my own, but the former world champion defended well and the game was drawn. 

In other games which I drew I tried hard to achieve victory, and only once, 
against Bilek, did I have to escape defeat from a lost position. So my results cannot 
be considered fortuitous or lucky. I played very good games: seven of my thirteen 
wins have been included in this collection. In fact, I would have liked to include 
them all, and add two or three of those which ended in draws for good measure. In 
this tournament I was full of energy, and ideas came to me in abundance. Naturally, 
my games differed considerably: highly positional games, risky attacks, cool 
defences, subtle endgames. I played with great will to win and only overestimated 
my position two or three times. 

Game 23  shows energetic attacking play. In Game 24, Berger underrated my out
moded opening. After the tournament, I considered Game 2 S my best effort, which 
I cannot endorse today: perhaps it appealed to me at the time because I was tired af
ter so many exciting games. In game 2 6 I met little resistance, but the finish is nice. 
In Game 2 7 ,  one of my most outlandish opening variations brought me an incredi
ble success against Portisch, when he overestimated his position in the early part of 
the game. 

Games 2 8 and 2 9 are wonderful fights. Bronstein was soon in time trouble, but 
my game against Spassky looked for a long time as if it would end in a draw. Of all 
the discoveries that I have made whilst working on this book, one of the most strik
ing is the one seen in the comment to move S S .  

When the draw was made at the start of the tournament, I was considered most 
unfortunate in having to face the five Soviets in the last five rounds. Afterwards it 
was said that the draw favoured me. This argument was based on the special rule 
(alluded to above) , and there was some truth in it. During the last three rounds I 
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could play without nerves because I was already sure to qualify for the Candidates' 
tournament, while my opponents were not. 

However, it can equally be argued that in the third from last round I was too re
laxed, played badly and lost against Stein. No one knows what might have hap
pened if . .  and if . .  and if . .  

In any case, it is absurd to organise the Interzonal with such regulations. Of 
course, there should be no limit to the number of Soviet players who can qualify 
for the Candidates' tournament . 

Sicilian Defence 
Bent Larsen 

Game 2 3  

Francisco Jose Perez Perez 
Amsterdam Interzonal 1 964 

1 .e4 c5 2.f4 
As playable as any other more usual sys
tem. In the Danish Championship I had 
had great success with this move. 

2 ... e6 3.tt:Jf3 tt:Jc6 4.�b5 g6 
A move I would never have dreamt of 
playing. Why not 4 . . .  tt:Jge7 ? 

5.�xc6 dxc6 6.d3 1i.g7 7.0-0 
tt:Je7 8.tt:Jc3 0-0 9.'if e1 b6 1 0.a4 
�a6 1 1 .'ifh4?1 

Very aggressive. Surely the best move is 
1 1 .b3 followed by �b2 or �d2 . If 
White can prevent . . .  c5 -c4, Black has 
very little chance of getting an active 
position. 
One of the ideas behind the text move 
is 1 1 . . .  c4 1 2 .dxc4 �xc4 1 3 .l:td l  ifc7 
1 4  .fS ! with a strong attack. Perez initi
ates a fine counter-manoeuvre. 

1 1  ... ifd7 1 2.�e3 c4!? 1 3.dxc4 c5! 
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Not 1 3  . . .  �xc4? 1 4.ltJeS ! ..txeS l S .fxeS 
�xfl 1 6 .  'if f 6 tt:Jfs 1 7 .  exfS 'if d8 
I 8 .  <t>xfl with a considerable advantage. 

14.tt:Je5 
The extra pawn can be held with 
1 4.tbd2 but after 1 4  . . .  .id4 1 5 .'S'f2 
..txc3 1 6 . bxc3 fS it wouldn't be worth 
it. 

- 1 4  ... ifb7 1 5.�f31? 
If 1 5 .b3 ? tbc6 ! .  Apart from the sharp 
text move, the only other move worth 
considering was 1 5 .l:radl . 

1 5  ... f6 

1 6.l:th3! fxe5 
Not absolutely forced. There were other 
options: 

A) 1 6  . . .  hS ? 1 7  .tt:Jxg6 is no good be
cause White would have a very power
ful attack; 

B) 1 6  . . .  h6 ! was most likely the solu
tion to the defensive problem: 1 7  .tt:Jg4 
hS 1 8 .tt:Jf2 fS ! (not 1 8  . . .  �xc4? 1 9 .fS !) .  

1 7.ifxh7+ �f7 1 8.f51 
But not 1 8 .fxeS??  l:r.h8 1 9  .l:r.fl + ltJfS ! . 



1 8  ... exf5 
1 8  . . .  nhs is no good because of 
1 9 .fxe6+ @f6 2 0.l:tf3 +  ttJfs 2 1 .ltJdS+ 
'ifxdS 22 .l::txfS+ .  

1 9.�h6 l:.g8 20.exf5 ttJxf5 
21 Jlf1 �xc4 22.llg3 

After 22 .l:txfS+ gxfS 2 3 .'ifxfS+ @e8 
Black dodges the attack. 

22 ... �xf1 23.'if xg6+ @e 7?? 
Perez is a naturally attacking player and 
certainly didn't feel comfortable de
fending against this violent attack. 
Here he fails to find the right defence: 
2 3  . . .  '1t>f8 ! 24.'ifxfS+ 'iffl 2S .'ife4 lld8 
2 6 .�f3 �xg2 !  2 7 .l:ixf7 + @xf7 
2 8 .�xg2 iLxh6+ 29 .@f3 , which defi
nitely promises White good chances. 
The enemy bishop is not very active and 
the knight can cooperate very well with 
the queen, but Black's position is still a 
long way from hopeless. 

24.i,.g5+! �f8 
Or 24 . . .  @d7 2 5 .'ifxfS+ <J;;c7 2 6 .'iffl+ 
@c6 2 7  .'if e6+ @c7 28 .ltJdS+ .  

25.'ifxf5+ 'iff7 26.'if e4 l::tc8 
The endgame after 26 . . .  i!.xg2 2 7  .'ifxg2 
�c8 28 .�f3 �f6 29 .llxf6 will be easily 
won. 

27.l::tf3 �c4 
If 2 7  . . .  �a6 28 .llxfl+ @xfl 2 9.'iffs+ 
winning. 

28. Vixc4 if xf3 29.gxf3 1 -0 

Bishop's Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Bela Berger 
Amsterdam Interzonal 1 964 

1 .e4 e5 2.i.c4 

Game 24 

'In preparing for this tournament, the other 
participants have studied Boleslavsky's latest 
innovations, but Larsen has studied Greco 
and Philidor, '  said the Spanish player F.J. 
Perez Perez. 

Chap ter 8 - G rea t Leap Forward 

2 ... ltJf6 3.d3 d5? 
The inexperienced Australian master 
underrates my 'modest' opening. After 
this move it is difficult for Black to de
fend his e-pawn. 

4.exd5 ttJxd5 5.ltJf3 ltJc6 6.0-0 
�g4? 

Somewhat better, if not very pleasant, is 
6 . . .  i,.e7 7 .lle 1 f6 . 

7Jle1 �e7 
Naturally 7 . .  .f 6? is refuted by 8 .  lLlxeS . 

8.h3 i!.xf3 9.'S'xf3 ltJd41 

A spirited attempt in a near-critical po
sition. Against 9 . . .  ltJf6 1 O .�gS was 
strong. 

1 0.'ifg41 
1 O .'ti'xdS 'ifxdS 1 1 .i.xdS ltJxc2 is not 
bad for Black and 1 0 .  'if d 1 would have 
given him time to breathe. 

1 0  ... 0-0 
Resignation. Other moves were no 
better: 

A) 1 O . . .  ltJxc2 1 1 .�xeS ltJf6 ( 1 1 . . .  c6 
1 2 .'ifxg7 llf8 1 3 .l::txdS !  loses quickly) 
1 2 .'ifxg7 �d7 1 3  . .igS l::tg8 1 4.'ifxfl 
llxgS 1 S .llxgS ltJxa l is no good be
cause White has two good continua
tions : the simple 1 6 .lLlc3 and 
1 6 .'ife6+ ,  e .g. 1 6  . . .  '1t>e8 1 7 .llg8 + 
lLlxg8 1 8 .'ifxg8+ @d7 1 9 .'ti'e6+ @es 
20 .iff7+ @d7 2 1 .'iffs + @es 22 .�fl+ 
@f8 23 .'ifxh7 �f6 24.�c4, etc. 

B) 1 0  . . .  1lf d6 and now: 
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B 1 )  the line 1 1 ..txdS ? 'if xdS 
l 2 .'ifxg7 0-0-0 offers some possibili
ties, but . . .  

B2) l I .tlJa3 ! i s  stronger. Black doesn't 
have a reasonable reply. For example, 
1 1  . . .  0-0 l 2 .c3 tbe6 1 3 .tlJbS etc . . .  

1 1 .l:[xe5 t2Jf6 1 2.'if d1 �d6 
1 3.ld.e1 ne8 1 4  . .te3 

White has an extra pawn and a satisfac
tory position. Now he completed his 
development. 

14 ... c5 1 5.t2Jd2 Jlc7 1 6.tlJf3 �d6 
1 7.�xd4 cxd4 1 8.ld.xe8+ l:rxe8 
1 9.c3 dxc3 20.bxc3 tt:Jh5 

A nervous attempt to attack after which 
White can combine defence of his posi
tion with plundering. 
Black should play 20  . . .  l'le7 ,  though of 
course my advantage is considerable. 
For example, a good reply would be 
2 l .'S'b3 . 

21 .'if a4! l:re7 22.'iVxa7 t2Jf4 
23.ifxb7 h5 24.'if cB+ Wh7 
25.h4 1 -0 

Vienna Game 
Bent Larsen 
Levente Lengyel 
Amsterdam Interzonal I 9 64 

Game 25 

1 .e4 e5 2 . .tc4 tt:Jf6 3.t2Jc3 t2Jc6 
4.d3 ..ib4 

The advantage of using an antique 
opening is that your opponent probably 
won't have analysed it in great detail . If 
he has any view about what he should 
play, it will generally be based on a 
rather superficial knowledge of theory 
rather than his own studies. 
In this case, the Hungarian grandmaster 
follows Gligoric's recipe. In the third 
round, Gligoric reached a more or less 
equal game in our game, which ended 
in a draw. Six rounds later, Lengyel uses 
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the same line, and would probably have 
been satisfied with the same result. But 
did Gligoric really get a completely 
equal game? I didn't think so, and I was 
happy to give this line another spin. 
The most frequent-seen moves here had 
been S .  tbe 2 and S . ..ig S ,  though I pre
ferred s .t2Jf3 after which the position 
can be considered a Ruy Lopez with the 
colours reversed. In certain lines 
White's extra tempo allows him to play 
very incisively, e.g. S .tlJf3 dS 6.exdS 
tlJxdS 7 .0-0 ! ,  which is a promising 
pawn sacrifice. 

5.tt:Jf3 d6 6.0-0 .txc3 7.bxc3 
tt:Ja5 8 . ..ib3 tt:Jxb3 9.axb3 0-0 
1 0.c4 'ife7 



The game against Gligoric continued 
1 O . . .  b6 1 l .°iVe2 ltJd7 1 2 .�gS f6 
1 3 .�e3 ld.e8 1 4.ltJd2 ltJf8 1 5 .f4, and 
White held a slight initiative. Lengyel 
had probably studied this game and 
here decided to diverge. 
Is it equal? I wouldn't take Black here. 
The opposite-coloured bishops don't 
guarantee a draw as long as there are 
other pieces on the board. What I liked 
was that White had a good pawn centre. 
The two exchanges had brought two 
flank pawns closer to the centre. It may 
not have been much, but I was satisfied 
with this small advantage. It upset me 
when Gligoric got away with a draw, 
but now I had another chance. 

1 1 .ttJd2 ttJd7 1 2.'ifh5 ttscs 1 3.f4 

White still has the better pawn centre. 
We mustn't lose sight of the fact that 
Black has few ways to get active play. Al
most everything he tries will only 
weaken his position. However, what can 
White do? In the long term, he must 
advance in the centre ( c2-c3 and 
d3-d4) . But there is plenty of time, and 

Chapter 8 - G rea t Leap Forward 

it is best to try to accrue some posi
tional advantages. 

1 9.ltJh4 i.d7 20.ttJfS I!ae8 21 .h3 
I:!f7 22. <i;f;h2 ttJfS 23.g4 ltJg6 
24.ltJg3 ttJe7 25.l:taf1 �e6 26.ttJe2 

Was the reader expecting 2 6.gS ? It 
does little and leads to exchanges. Be
fore pressing on the kingside, White 
must first ensure that Black cannot reply 
with . . .  f6-f5 . 

26 ... ttJc6 27.@g3 ttJb8 28.ttJc3 c6 
An important moment. Black, wisely, 
does not allow ltJdS . But it creates a 
new hole in his position. 

29.cS ttJd7 30.ttJa4 !ld8 31 .h4 
ld.df8 32.ltJb2 ld.c8 33.ld.a1 

I spent a lot of time on 3 3 .  ltJc4, but after 
. . .  �xc4 I would have had a position with 
few chances of making a breakthrough. 
The a4-b4 rook manoeuvre may seem 
rather odd, but sooner or later White will 
play d3-d4 and the rook will protect his 
b-pawn whilst also attacking the enemy 
b-pawn. This is very unpleasant for Black, 
who has very little space and whose 
pieces are getting in each other's way. 

33 ... <it>f8 34Jla4 wee 35.ld.b4 
ld.c7 36.c3 g6? 

White is preparing to advance in the 
centre and Lengyel is keen to get some 
counterplay. This nervous reaction was 
a great help to me. 
He had better moves, such as 3 6  . . .  Wd8 , 
or 3 6 . . .  ld.e7 .  For example: 

A) 3 6  . . .  ld.e7 3 7 .d4? is a mistake be
cause of 3 7 . . .  i.f7 , but White can play 
3 7 .gS ; 
B) After 3 6  . . .  <it>d8 , 3 7 .d4 can be 

played, but it is not clear what the an
swer to 3 7 . . .  ld.e7 is. One of the merits 
of 3 6  . . .  Wd8 is that the king can defend 
the b-pawn. With the king on e8 ,  the 
white knight can in some lines go to d6 
with check. 

95  



Bent Larsen 's Best  Games 

Against 3 6 . . .  Wd8 I would probably 
have played quiet moves with a view to 
reach the time control, and only then 
initiate decisive action. But after 3 6 . . .  g6 
I felt I should strike at once. 

37.d41 h5? 
It is hard for Black to remain passive 
(especially after 3 7 .d4! ) .  His f-pawn is 
weak and 38 .gS is more of a threat. If 
3 7 . .  .fS ,  the white knight would head 
for d6 as I mentioned in the comment 
above: 3 8 .gxfS gxfS 3 9 .exfS �xfS 
40.tbc4! . But the text move only wors
ened my opponent's predicament. 

38.g5 fxg5 
If 38  . .  .fS 39 .exfS l:txfS 40.�xfs and now 
both 40 . . . � 41 .tbc4 and 40 . . .  gxfS 
4 1 .dxeS are far from satisfactory. 

39 . .ixg5 exd4 40.�xf7 @xf7 
41 .cxd4 

At this point the game was adjourned. 
White has a big advantage. His pawn 
centre is very strong and also Lengyel's 
g-pawn is a liability. 

41 ... ttJf6 42. @f 4 
I could also have played 42 . .ixf6 @xf6 
43 .@f4, but there is no reason to re
solve the opposite-coloured bishop sit
uation. White is ready to exchange 
knights , for example 42 . . .  l::ld7 43 .tbd3 
tbg4 44.tbes+ tbxeS 45 .'it;xeS l::tc7 
46.dS ! winning easily. 

42 ... a5 43.l::ta4 �xb3 44.l::txa5 
t2Jg4 45.I:[a3 �e6 46.ttJd3 @g7 
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47.t2Je51 nee 
If 47 . . .  tbxeS 48 .@xeS , White has a 
dominating position. Even with the 
rooks off the board, the endgame 
would be won in many cases. However, 
I should not initiate the exchange of 
knights on g4 as it would give my op
ponent a passed pawn. 

48.�e7 ld.e8 49 . .id6 t2Jxe5 
Black's choice of moves is very limited. 

50.�xe5+ @f7 51 .@g5 .ig4 
52.�a1 l:Ie6 53.l::tb1 ne7 
54.�f1 + @ea 55.@xg6 

Finally winning material. In truth, the 
capture of the g-pawn is not as impor
tant as the resulting weakness of the 
_h-pawn. 

· 55 ... @d7 56.l::f.f4 �e2 57 . .id6 
�e6+ 

This was the sealed move when the 
game was adjourned a second time. 

Among other things, I analysed the fol
lowing variation: 58 .@g5 bS 59 .l:rf7+ 
@e8 60 . .J:lf8+ @d7 6 1 .@fS !  (White 
has to wait for the right time as 6 1 .dS ?  
cxdS 62 . exdS .tt.xd6 !  offers some 
chances) 6 I .  . .  .ig4+ 62 .®f4 followed 
by d4-d5 . 

58.@g5 �d3 59 . .ie5 �e2 
60.l:If2 .id3 61 .@f4! l:tg6 
62.@e3 �c4 63.l:tf5 ng1 
64.�xh5 �e1 + 65.@f4 �d3 
66.�h7+ @e6 



After 66 . . .  @e8 67  .:xb7 it is easy 
enough to win: two extra pawns and 
Black's pieces are badly placed. 

67.d5+! cxd5 68.exd5+ c;i;>xd5 
69.:d7+ 1 -0 

He resigned as there follows 6 9 . . .  <it'c4 
7 0  . .Ud4+ <it'c3 7 1 .Zle4+ 'it>d2 
72 .�c3 + .  

Old Indian Defence 
Zvonko Vranesic 
Bent Larsen 
Amsterdam Interzonal I 9 64 

Game 26 

1 .d4 lLif6 2.c4 d6 3.lLic3 �f5 
Probably not very good, but good 
enough to pose an inexperienced oppo
nent some obscure problems. - · 

4.g3 e5 5.lLif3 lLibd7 6 . .ig2 c6 
7.0-0 h6 8.dxe5 

Now Black has a comfortable position. 
8 .dS was better. 

8 ... dxe5 9.b3 �b4 
Rather less aggressive, but also strong, is 
9 . . .  Yle7 , played in the game Toran
Gheorghiu, Palma de Mallorca 1 968 .  
With 9 . . .  �b4 I hoped White would 
weaken his position with a2-a3 . 

1 O.i.b2 0-0 1 1 .l:.e1 ? 
Perhaps he ought to have continued 
with l l .a3 i.e7 1 2 .b4 anyway. With his 
1 1 th move, White embarked on a faulty 
plan. 

1 1  ...... b& 
Very clever! This threatens �xc3 and 
lLie4, but the queen also has pressure on 
the b-file. 

1 2.lLih4 �h7 1 3.e4? 
White wants to entomb the bishop on 
h7 ,  but weakening the d4-square is 
very dangerous. I agree with Flohr 
when he wrote : 'Capablanca would not 
have thought of a move like l 3 .e4 at 
all.' 
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1 3  ... lLicS 14.'ifc2 lLie6 1 5.lLif3 
l:.fe8 1 6.lLia4? 

After this, Black's advantage increases 
markedly. Of course, 1 6 .lLixeS wasn't 
possible because of l 6 . . .  lLld4. He 
should have played 1 6 . a3 ! . 

1 6  ... 'if aS 1 7.l:.e2 b5 
The knife at White's throat! He can't 
play l 8 .lLlc3 lLld4, nor 1 8 .cxbS cxbS 
1 9 . lLic3 llac8 . 

1 8.a3 �d6 1 9.�c3 'ti'a6 20.lLib2 
b4 21 .�e1 bxa3 22.lLia4 ld.ab8! 
23.�c3 

Without a single spectacular stroke, 
Black has won a pawn. The significance 
of this advantage is not yet evident and 
a weak move by Black could still let his 
opponent back into the game. But 
White won't be able to regain his mate
rial because my last move prepared a 
combination that sets the position on 
fire. One of the effects of the combina
tion is that the a3-pawn becomes a dan
gerous passer, just two steps away from 
the queening square. 
To this point there had been nothing 
special about the game; I simply ex
ploited my opponent's mistakes. How
ever, the energetic way in which my ad
vantage is now transformed into a win 
gives the game a certain charm. 

23 ... lLixe4! 24.llxe4 �xe4 
25.'ifxe4 J::txb3 26.c5 lLixc5 
27.lLixcS �xc5 
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Rook and four pawns are worth more 
than two minor pieces, so White tries 
to capture one or two pawns. 

28.�xeS if d3! 
Setting up a nice finish, and White 
walks right into it. 
2 8  . . .  f6? would have been a mistake be
cause of 2 9 .iLfl ! , but the following line 
was playable : 28  . . .  �xf3 29 .�xf3 �d6 , 
as both 3 0 .'ifxc6 and 30 .i..e2 l;IxeS 
lead to an easily won endgame. 
However, the text move leaves White 
without a defence. After 2 9 .  fixd3 
�xd3 the threat is . . .  l:Ixf3 and White 
also has to keep his eye on the a3-pawn: 
3 0 .jLf4 l:te2 ! 3 1 .�fl l:txf2. is also deci
sive. 

29.'iVxc6 

29 ... �xeS! 30.tt:JxeS �xf2+! 
31 .<JJxf2 

Or 3 1 .�h l  �b l + . 
31 ... 'iVd4+1 32.\t>e2 �b2+ 0-1 

French Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Lajos Portisch 
Amsterdam Interzonal 1 964 

Game 2 7  

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.lt:Jc3 i..b4 
4.exd5 exd5 5.'iff3!? 

This set Portisch thinking. The ex
change variation has long had a reputa-
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tion for dull, drawish play. For example, 
S .�d3 lt:Jc6 6 .lt:Je2 lt:Jge7 followed by 
�fS and Black has no problems. 
The text move, which I had played in 
some blitz games against my friend 
Palle Ravn (Danish champion in 1 9S 7) 
is directed against the manoeuvre 
. . .  lt:Jge7 and . . .  �fS . After S . . .  lt:Je7 
6 .�d3 lt:Jbc6 7 .lt:Jge2 , White's position 
is very attractive. 
Thanks to the present game, S .'iVf3 had 
a brief vogue, but it again disappeared 
from practice because of the reply 
5 . . .  'iVe7+ ! .  For example, 6.lt:Je2 lt:Jc6 
7 .'ifxdS lt:Jf6 ,  with compensation for 
the pawn. 
Here are the variations : 

- ·A) During the game I pondered 
5 . . .  'iV e7 + and toyed with the idea 
6 .�e3 �xc3+ 7 .bxc3 'ifa3 8 .<it>d2 , 
which may look strange but is very fa
vourable for White. However, the game 
Mestrovic-Maric, Kraljevo (Yugoslavia) 
1 967 ,  appears to cast doubt on 6.�e3 
because of 6 . . .  lt:Jf6 7 .�d3 cS ! .  After this 
I tend to think that S . . .  'ii'e7+ is Black's 
strongest move; 

B) Immediately after the game, 
O'Kelly said the simplest solution for 
Black was S . . .  �e6,  but I disagree as 
after 6 .�d3 if f6 7 .�f4! White is fine; 

C) S . . .  cS has also been recommended 
but 6 .dxcS d4 7 .a3 'ifaS 8 .�b l looks 
very promising for White. 
Portisch had enough to think about. 

5 ... tt:Jc6 6.�b5 tt:Je7 7.�f4 0-0 
Konstantinopolsky, acting as second for 
Bronstein in this tournament, later rec
ommended 7 . . .  �fS . The idea is 8 .  0-0-0 
°if d7 and . . .  0-0-0.  It  is probably a satis
factory development for Black but can 
7 . . .  0-0 be considered a mistake on 
Black's part? As Portisch's next move 
clearly shows, he was keen to make a 



fight of it and didn't mind the kings 
heading for opposite sides of the board. 

8.0-0-0 ttJa5? 
A premature attack, as far as I can see. 
But after the game we are all so wise. 
8 . . .  �fS has been recommended, but I 
don't understand why Black should let 
White gain a tempo by threatening the 
bishop and thus facilitating the kingside 
attack. I think the right move is 8 . . .  �e6. 

9.ttJge2 c6 1 o.�d3 b5 

1 1 .h41 
The correct prelude to the attack, be
cause it creates an immediate threat 
which wins an important tempo. 

1 1  ... ttJc4 1 2.h5 f6 
Here's the question: why doesn't Black 
play 1 2  . . .  'if aS or 1 2  . . .  aS ? Because of 
the threat 1 2  . . .  aS 1 3 .h6 g6 1 4.�xg6 
ttJxg6 1 s .�c7 !  'ifxc7 1 6 .1'6f6.  
It's easy to understand why Black dis
liked 1 2  . . .  h6 :  the g4-gS advance would 
create powerful threats. 

1 3.g4 'ifa5? 
Portisch probably underestimated 
White's defensive possibilities. After the 
game 1 3  . . .  as was suggested, but 
1 4.fig3 a4 l S .gS fS 1 6  . .txc4 dxc4 
1 7  .a3 and Black fmds himself facing the 
same problems as in the game. 

14.�xc4 dxc4 
After 1 4  . . .  bxc4 it would be difficult to 
exploit the b-file, besides which the 
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chances of mounting a pawn storm 
would have been lost. 

1 5.a31 �xc3 
The defensive resource 1 S .a3 was actu
ally a trap to win the queen: 1 S . . .  �xa3 
1 6 .bxa3 ifxa3+ 1 7 .�d2 b4 1 8  . .l:ta l 
bxc3 + 1 9 .tLlxc3 'iib4 20 .l::thb l ! .  
After the exchange, White's advantage 
is clear. Black has seriously weakened 
his dark squares, and White has first use 
of the e-file. 

1 6.ttJxc3 if dB 
A sensible decision. After 1 6  . . .  b4 
1 7  .axb4 'if xb4 1 8 .l:r.he 1 Black has few 
prospects. Now I could have continued 
with 1 7 .tLlxbS , but my opponent 
would have had good chances after 
1 7  . . .  'if dS ! .  

1 7.l::the1 a5? 
It is easy for commentators to say that 
Portisch should have continued with 
1 7 . . .  ttJdS . The endgame after 1 8 . tLlxdS 
'e'xdS 1 9 .'ifxdS+ cxdS 20 .f3 is very 
poor for Black, despite the presence of 
opposite-coloured bishops. The black 
bishop is very passive and White con
trols the only open file. In some varia
tions my king goes to c3 , threatening to 
invade the enemy camp, which must be 
prevented with . . .  a7 -aS , although this 
weakens the pawn. 

1 8.'ifg3 �a7 
If 1 8  . . .  b4 1 9  .�d6 ! was a most disagree
able reply. 

1 9.h6! 
There is no need to open any more lines 
on this side because the e-ftle can be 
used. However, a further weakening of 
the opponent's dark squares will prove 
useful. 

1 9  ... g6 20.�d6 nee 
Weakens the f-pawn. However, after 
2 0  . . .  :£7 2 1 .l::te2 Black would be lost. 

21 .ti'f41 
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White has a winning position. Would I 
have got there so fast playing a theoreti
cal line? (I've only played 5 .'iYf3 once 
in tournament games - otherwise it 
wouldn't be a surprise weapon.) 

21 ... @f7 
Or 2 1  . . .  l2Jd5 2 2 .l2Jxd5 cxd5 2 3 .'ifxf6 ! 
'ifxf6 (23 . .  JH7 24.'ifh4!) 24.l::txe8+ 
'lt>f7 2 5 .l::tf8+ <t;e6 26 .l::te l  + ! .  

22.�e5 f5 
Now it's blowing a gale through the 
dark squares ! However, neither 
2 2  . . .  l2Jg8 2 3 .l2Je4, nor 2 2  . . .  l2Jd5 
2 3 .l2Jxd5 cxd5 24.i.xf6 ! were any 
better. 

23.�b8 llb7 

24.'ife5! 
The most elegant solution. Naturally 
24.l2Je4 l2Jd5 25 .tlJd6+ �f8 26 .l2Jxb7 
was also good enough. 

24 ... l:tgS 25.g5 b4 
After 2 5  . . .  l2Jd5 2 6.l2Jxd5 cxd5 2 7 .f4 
Black is completely paralysed, and I 
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would win by doubling rooks on the 
e-file. That was my plan, and to my way 
of thinking it is very pretty; however, 
2 7 .�d6 ! was a quicker way. 

26.'iff6+ @e8 27.'ifxc6+ Wf7 
Alternatives were: 

A) 2 7  . . .  'ifd7 2 8 .l::txe7 +  <J:;;xe7 
2 9 .'iff6+ @es 30 .l::te 1 + ;  
B) 2 7  . . .  l:td7 28 .tlJd5 ; 
C) 2 7  . . .  @fg 2 8  . .td6 bxc3 29 .l:txe7 

llxe7 30 .l::te 1 .  
28.'iff6+ 

White has several ways to win. For ex
ample, 2 8 .'ifxc4+ Wf8 2 9.llxe7 l::txe7 
3 0 .axb4. However, I found something 
that looks more energetic. 

2a ... wee 29.d5 
Another idea was 2 9 .l2Jd5 'ifxd5 
3 0 .�d6 if £7 3 1  . .txe7 l:txe7 (Black 
could prolong resistance with 
3 1 .  .. 'ifxf6) 3 2 .'ifc6+ �d8 3 3 .l::txe7 
@xe7 (33  . . .  'ifxe7 34.1i'd5+) 34.'ifc7+ 
�d7 35 .ld.e l + .  

29 ... llfS 30.'ifc6+ 'ifd7 
If 30 . . .  @£7 3 1 .'ifxc4. 

31 .�d6 l::tf7 
Or 3 1 .  . .  'ifxc6 3 2 .dxc6 lla7 3 3 .l2Jd5 
ldf7 34.c7 . 

32.�xe 7 bxc3 
If 3 2  . . .  'ifxc6 3 3 .�c5 + ;  and if 
3 2  . . .  llxe7 3 3 .l:txe7+ .  

33.�b4+ 1 -0 

King 's Indian Defence 
David Bronstein 
Bent Larsen 
Amsterdam Interzonal 1 9 64 

Game 28 

This was probably the most closely ana
lysed game of the tournament, which 
was essentially down to the number of 
interesting combinations it featured, 
but also to the great influence it had on 
the final standings. 



It was played in Round 1 9 ,  when the 
situation at the top was : Spassky and 
Larsen 1 4  points; Bronstein, Smyslov 
and Tal 1 3 1/2; Stein 1 2 1/2; Ivkov 1 2 ; 
Portisch, Reshevsky and Darga 1 1 . It 
seemed likely I would qualify, but I was 
anxiously hoping to retain the top spot 
despite still having to face the five So
viet players. Of course, Soviet masters 
used to win almost every tournament. 
So my 'obstacle course' began with this 
victory against Bronstein. Sensation! 
Bronstein wrote two interesting articles 
about the game. One was in Shakhmatnaya 
Moskva ( 1 August 1 9  64) , entitled 'Why I 
lost to Larsen' (because many people had 
asked Bronstein that question!) , and an
other in Shakhmatny Bulletin, mJuly 1 968. 
The latter article gives you an insight into 
masters' methods of play by studying the 
time spent on each move. 

1 .d4 t2Jf6 2.c4 g6 
A move that reflects my fighting spirit 
and self-confidence. As a matter of fact, 
I think Bronstein knows more about the 
King 's Indian than I do but . . .  let's fight! 

3.t2Jc3 �g7 4.e4 d6 5.�e2 0-0 
6.�gS 

I remember a sensible comment O'Kelly 
made about this move. He wrote that he 
had the impression that it was probably 
not a smart choice because this variation 
was very popular during the years when 
I was making my international break
through and therefore I should be ex
pected to know it well. It became popu
lar after 1 954, when Averbakh won a 
brilliant victory against Panno in the 
USSR-Argentina match. 
However, it must be added that I haven't 
played the King 's Indian Defence very 
often and I 've only played this particu
lar line once, against Szabo in the Dallas 
tournament of 1 9 S 7 .  
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6 ... cs 7.ds e6 s.t2Jf3 
8 .'if d2 is preferable. 

8 ... h6 

Then considered the most accurate. 
Most masters and theorists are still of 
this opinion. Where does the bishop 
go? 
The aforementioned game against 
Szabo continued 9 .�d2 exd5 1 O.exd5 
�fs l l .t2Jh4 ..td7 1 2 .0-0 t2Ja6 l 3 .t2Jf3 
l::te8  l 4 .�d3 �g4 1 S .h3 �xf3 
1 6 .'ifxf3 t2Jd7 1 7 .a3 'ifb6 1 8 .'ifdl 
'iVxb2 1 9 .l::tb l  'ti'xa3 20 .l::ta l  ifb2 -
draw! 
For some time 9 . .th4 was the move, 
but now 9 . . .  gS  1 O .�g3 exdS 1 1 .cxdS 
t2Jh5 is considered very satisfactory for 
Black. 
Bronstein chooses a third possibility. 

9.�f4 ?I exd5 1 O.exd5 
Against 1 O .cxdS Black can continue 
with the com pl ex line 1 0 . . .  b S ! ? 
1 1 .�xbS t2Jxe4. The same line is also 
possible with the bishop on e3 , and 
with this line Portisch won a fme game 
(with black) against Donner in Lugano 
in 1 968 .  
But my problem at that moment was to 
find out why �d2 was played instead of 
�f4. What is best against �f4 ? I soon 
found the answer. Bronstein's record of 
the used time for each move shows I 
spent six minutes on my 9th move -
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probably thinking about 9 . . .  eS - and 
only a minute on my 1 0th. So my plan 
was already made when I exchanged 
pawns. 

1 0  ... l:teSI 
I don't know if 9 .�f4 was the result of 
'homework' or an idea conceived at the 
board, but Bronstein consumed 1 9 
minutes on it and now invested 1 3 
minutes on move 1 1 , and 1 7 on move 
1 2 . Did he miss something? Did he 
overlook 1 o . . .  l:.e8 ? 
If White castles ,  Black plays 1 1 . . .  lLJe4. 
The important difference between �d2 
and .if 4 is that Black wins a tempo after 
1 2 .4:Jxe4 :xe4. Anyway, White proba
bly ought to castle. 

1 1 .4:Jd2? 4:Jh5 1 2.�g3 
Almost all the commentators agree that 
1 2 .�e3 was very risky because of 
1 2  . . .  l:txe3 1 3 .fxe3 'ifh4+ . Only Flohr 
suggests that the position after 1 4.@fl 
4:Jg3 + 1 5 .hxg3 ifxh l + 1 6 .@£'2 ifxd l 
is approximately equal; a view with 
which I do not concur as Black has a 
significant advantage. 
Both Bronstein and I spent some min
utes on 1 2 .�e3 , but because of the con
tinuation 1 4. g 3 tt:Jxg 3 1 5 . 4:Jf3 'ii'h3 
1 6 .l:t.g 1 .  White's position is highly un
satisfactory; Black has more than enough 
compensation for the exchange. 

1 2  ... �g4?! 
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It is quite evident that Black has no dif
ficulties. An excellent continuation was, 
for example, 1 2  . . .  tt:Jxg 3 1 3  .hxg 3 4:Jd7 ,  
with a shght advantage. Another was 
1 2  . . .  �xc3 1 3 .bxc3 �g4 1 4.f3 �fS , 
which was more aggressive and also 
very good, but I did not want to give up 
the strong g7-bishop. 
If White plays 1 3  .f3 now, he will have 
serious problems on the dark squares 
after 1 3  . . .  4:Jxg3 1 4.hxg3 �fS . Of 
course, Bronstein castles. 

1 3.0-0 4:Jxg3 1 4.hxg3 �xe2 
I spent a quarter of an hour looking at 
quiet lines such as 1 4  . . .  .ixc3 1 5 .�xg4 
�g7 and 1 5  . . .  .ixd2 1 6 .'i!fxd2 °ii'gS . In 
both cases I would have had a micro
scopic advantage, but the danger of a 
draw was imminent. The text move 
shows that I was playing all-out for vic
tory. 

1 5.4:Jxe2 �xb2!? 
This capture was widely criticised as 
too daring. But no one has proved it 
wrong. Of course, 1 5  . . .  4:Jd7 was the 
way to go if Black wanted a quiet life, 
but then it would have been better to go 
for 1 4  . . .  �xc3 , because White would be 
left with a bad bishop. 

1 6.l:.b1 �g7 
I quote Bronstein: 'The choice of a re
treat square for the bishop cost Larsen 
four minutes - due in part to my asking 
him after 1 6 .�b l ifhe was playing for a 
win, to which he replied, "Yes ! " '  

1 7.l:txb7 4:Jd7 
Black plans to encircle the white rook. 
Should Bronstein play conservatively 
for a draw, or go on the attack? No 
wonder that his next move cost him 2 4 
minutes. 
After the game Bronstein said that he 
was at least happy that he had been able 
to choose an aggressive continuation,  



despite the nervous tension. I under
stand this comment, but I would add 
that, in my opinion, Black would have a 
slight edge if the rook went back. 
Against 1 8 .�b3 I intended 1 8  . . .  'ii'a5 ! 
and White's position is awkward, with 
his weak pawns on a 2 and c4. If the 
rook retreats, I think 1 8 .l:lb5 is best, 
when Black's reply might be 1 8  . . .  tlJe5 , 
with slight pressure. 

1 8.tt:Jf4!? tt:Jb6!? 
The rook is trapped. Yes, but the knight 
has strayed a long way from the king
side. I used only four minutes for this 
move, which may seem reckless but the 
decision was really made because I took 
a long time over my 1 4th move. Playing 
1 8  . . .  tlJe5 or 1 8  . . .  l:te? would ·have felt 
like making a concession. 
White has to defend the rook from the 
threat of . . .  'ifc8 ,  but he can't play 
1 9 .Vi'g4 because of 1 9  . . . if g5 . There
fore, only one option remains. 

1 9.lle1 ! �c3 
The line 1 9  . . .  lixe l + ? 20 .'ifxe l �c3 ? 
would have been refuted by 2 1 .tlJxg6 ! 
�xd2 22 .tlJe7+ ,  but what to do now? 
Black threatens to win the c-pawn. 

20.tt:Je41 �xe1 !? 
Bronstein said he had spent a long time 
analysing 2 0  . . .  �g7 .  The best response 
to it is 2 1 .  tlJd2 , so the game might have 
ended here with a draw by repetition. 
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The text move he considered too bold, 
especially since I played it after only six 
minutes' reflection. On the other hand, 
as he rightly said, at this stage my prob
lems were easier to solve than his, be
cause my best line appeared to offer me 
a safe draw. 
There is also a third option: 20 . . .  �e5 .  
But after 2 1 .tlJxg6 fxg6 22 .'S'g4 I:le7 
2 3 .'ifxg6+  l:tg7 24 .l::txg7 +  �xg7 
25 .tlJxd6 , White has three pawns for a 
piece and can hardly lose. 

21 .tt:Je6! �xf2+! 
After twenty minutes ' study of the sec
ondary variations, I stuck with the main 
line. The alternatives were: 

A) 2 1  . . .  'iic8 ? 22 .tlJf6+ �h8 23 .llxfl ; 
B) 2 1  . . .  i.c3 ? 2 2 .'iff3 . 
C) 2 1 .  . .  fxe6?  2 2 .ti'g4 l:te7 

23 .'iVxg6+ @f8 24.tlJf6 ! ;  
D) 2 1  . . .  �b4? 22 .tlJxd8 l:f.xe4, but be

fore you analyse 2 3 .  'ii f3 , look at 
2 2 .'iff3 ! ,  which makes the entire line 
out of the question. 
These lines can be quickly discarded. A 
more attractive idea is: 

E) 2 1  . . .  l:txe6 22 .dxe6, over which I 
spent a lot of time; however, Black has 
no defence after 2 2 . . .  f5 2 3 .e 7 .  
With the text move, Black offers a piece 
sacrifice to gain a tempo, which is quite 
normal at such critical junctures like 
this. Besides , Black has the material to 
give up. 
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22.\t>xf2 
Bronstein thought for eight minutes 
and now only had half an hour left to 
reach the time control. Why did he not 
capture immediately, having planned 
this in advance? 'The appetite grows 
while you play,' he explained. He began 
to dream of victory. 
Other options were: 

A) 2 2 .lt:Jxfl is unworthy of consider
ation as, after 2 2  . . .  fxe6 ,  his attack has 
evaporated. 
But there are three king moves to ana
lyse: 
B) Bronstein has cited the line 22 .@h l 

�d4 several times, but 22 .Whl ?? is a 
major mistake because of 22  . . .  �xg3 ! ! ,  
e.g. 2 3 .lt:Jxd8 l:lxe4 winning; 

C) If White wanted to capture the en
emy queen at all costs, one of the most 
logical continuations would have been 
22 .<it>h2 �d4 23 .lt:Jxd8 (2 3 .'iff3 fS) 
2 3  . . .  �axd8 although Black has good 
compensation for the queen. His 
bishop is strong, White's c-pawn is 
weak and before long I would have 
been the one attacking on the kingside. 
For example, 24.lt:Jd2 lt:Jd7 ! 2S .l:tb3 
lt:JeS 2 6.g4 'litg7 with excellent play for 
Black; 

D) Black also had good prospects af
ter 2 2 .'litfl �d4! Here 2 2  . . .  lt:Jxc4? 
looks tempting, but it is weak because 
of23 .'iYf3 ! .  

22 ... fxe6 23.'i¥g4 llf8+ 
Somewhat inexplicably, I spent 1 4  min
utes over this natural move. Now I also 
had less than half an hour to reach the 
time control. But while Bronstein was 
waiting for me to play this move, he 
suddenly noticed that he had missed 
something, which made him nervous. 
After 24.\£tg l �f6 25 .dxe6 his calcula
tion had been: 
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A) 2 5  . . .  h5 2 6 .e7  'ifxe7 2 7  .l:lxe7 
hxg4 28 .lt:Jxf6+ Wf8 29 .�b7 lt:Jxc4 
30 .lld7 ! with perpetual check from the 
knight; 

B) However, he had not previously spot
ted 25  . . .  'iV:fB 26.e7 llfl + 27 .'lith2 'iffS. 
He began to study this whilst wondering 
at the same time whether I had moves 
other than the rook check. After 2 3 . . .  g 5 .  
he gives the continuation 24.iVhS l::[f8+ 
25 .'litg l  �f6 26.dxe6 'iff8 27 .e7 �fl + 
28 .\t>h2 'ife8 29.'iYxe8+ ,  but there is a 
clear winning line after 29 .'ifxh6. 
When I finally gave the check, 
Bronstein needed 1 1  minutes for his re
ply. He was losing confidence. 

24.<it>g1 
It 1s rarely good policy for a king to walk 
out into the open board but of course this 
possibility has to be studied, especially by 
a player who is losing confidence in his 
calculations. 24.�e2 and now: 

A) 24  . . .  'iVe8 2 5 .lt:Jxd6 exd5 + 
26 .lt:Jxe8 l::[axe8+ 2 7 .\£td l ! leaves Black 
with the choice of a perpetual check 
with the rook (fl and fl) and a win
ning attempt with 2 7  . . .  l:tf6 ! ? ; 

B) However, Black has something 
rather better: 24 . . .  l::[f6 2 5 .dxe6 'iff8 
26 .e7 'ifg7 !  2 7 .e8'if+ ldxe8 2 8  . .J::[xg7+ 
'\t>xg 7 with a considerable advantage. 
This variation is the refutation of 
24.'lite2 or 'lite l .  

24 ... nts 



25.'iVh3?? 
Panic! Bronstein was left with 1 8  min
utes to reach the time control and spent 
only two on this move, abandoning his 
previous calculations. 
To say that Bronstein only needed two 
minutes to make this decision is not en
tirely accurate, since the idea of playing 
2 5 .1fh3 matured while I spent 1 4  min
utes on playing 23  . . .  l:tfS+ ,  and the 1 1  
minutes which Bronstein used to calcu
late 24.@g 1 . Now he was expecting 
2 5  . . .  hS or 25  . . .  gS .  
A) 2 5  . . .  gS ?? i s  completely unplay

able : 26 .dxe6 'iVf8 2 7  .e7 l:tfl + 2 8 .@h2 
'iff5 29 .'ifxh6 and White wins ! ;  

B )  While I was thinking about 
2 5 . . .  hS , Bronstein was analysing in 
great detail the position after the queen 
exchange: 25  . . .  h5 26 .dxe6 iff8 2 7 .e7 
l:tfl + 28 .'lt>h2 'iVf5 29 .'ifxf5 l:tx.fs . Fear 
of time trouble played a major role in 
this 'practical' reasoning, but his time 
pressure was not yet that bad. 
Nerves, nerves , nerves. Suddenly 
Bronstein saw where he had gone 
wrong. Bronstein couldn't sleep after 
such an exciting game. Past midnight, he 
woke up his second, Konstantinopolsky: 
'rook takes pawn! '  Excitedly, he showed 
his sleepy friend the following variation: 
25 .dxe6 'iffs 26 .e7  :n + 2 7 .@h2 'iff5 
28 .'ifxfS nxf5 29 .l:txa7 ! ! .  

Chap ter 8 - G reat  Leap Forward 

The point is 2 9  . . .  l:le5 ? 3 0 .llJf6+ with 
advantage to White, e.g. 3 0  . . .  @g7 
3 l .e8'if + l:txa7 3 2 .'ifb8.  
What can Black do? 
The best continuation is 2 9  . . .  l:tb8 
3 0 .l:tb7 lla8 3 1 .l:ta7 or 3 1 .l:txb6 l:te5 
3 2 .llJf6+ @f7 3 3 .e8'iV+ l:taxe8 
34.llJxe8 Ilxe8 3 5 .l:rxd6 l:te4 with a 
draw. 
A very nice variation. Bronstein ex
plained that, after this discovery, he was 
able to sleep peacefully. The move 
l 8 .llJf4 had been correct. His judgment 
of the position was not at fault! 
The next day, Bronstein demonstrated 
this variation in the press room. There 
was great enthusiasm. Donner had al
ready published the game in his news
paper with a question mark against 
2 2 .@xf2 . Now he would have to pub
lish it again in the same paper, but this 
time with an exclamation mark instead. 
I hadn't seen 29 .ld.xa7 ! during the 
game. It is easy enough to miss: the 
rook attacks a black rook which has not 
played any part in the game to this 
point. Who sees such an idea? And who 
can see that there is no safe square on 
the eighth rank? 
The reason I didn't subject this 'end
game with an extra rook' to exhaustive 
analysis was because I wasn't sure we 
would reach it. After 25 .dxe6 I had an
other possibility, and this other move 
has to be considered the strongest. 
Bronstein doesn't mention it in his arti
cles, but I remember that we discussed 
it. Did it slip his mind? Actually, I like 
this psychological theory, as this move 
might have been part of his motivation 
in playing his 2 S .  'iVh3 ? move. The 
move is : 
2 5 .dxe6 llJxc4! ! .  
Let's look at the variations : 
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A) After 26 .e7 l:tfl + and now: 
A l )  2 7  .�xfl tlJe3+ 28 .�e2 tl:Jxg4 

29 .exd8'if + l:txd8 and Black wins the 
endgame thanks to his connected passed 
pawns. With the black knight defending 
f6, there is no perpetual check; 

A2) After 2 7  .@h2 'if e8 2 8 .'ife2 ! 
l::tf5 ! 2 9 .g4 'iff7 ! (29 . . .  �e5 ? 3 0 .ifxc4+ 
d5 3 1 .°ifxc5 and White wins) 30 .gxf5 
lle8 material balance is restored, but 
Black has the advantage, e.g. 3 1 .f6 d5 or 
3 1 .fxg6 'if e6 and suddenly the white 
king is as exposed as Black's. In many 
variations the black knight goes to g4 
and Black has those two connected 
passed pawns as his trump-card. The 
position is still very complicated: how
ever, according to my analysis, the win
ning chances are on Black's side. 

B) I remember agreeing that White 
would draw in the queen ending which 
follows 26 .'ifh4 g5 27  .tl:Jxf6+ 'ifxf6 
28 .'ifxc4 l:le8 29 .e7+ ,  or 29 .'ife4 I;le7 .  
Now I'm not so sure, but immediately 
after winning a game such as this, you're 
filled with bonhomie and affability, hap
pily agreeing with everything suggested 
by your opponent and others. 
However, is it not possible that this vari
ation, with the important knight check 
on e3 , might have induced Bronstein to 
'save' his queen before playing 25 .dxe6 ? 
I like this theory, but Bronstein doesn't 
mention it. Despite everything he has 
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written about this game, we still don 't 
know the full story. Perhaps part of it 
goes back to 1 95 1 ,  maybe to 1 958 .  So 
Bronstein writes. In 1 9 5 1 ,  in his world 
title match against Botvinnik, he was 
winning until game number 2 3 .  In 
1 95 8 ,  the Portoroz lnterzonal, he lost to 
Cardoso from the Philippines in the last 
round and did not qualify for the Can
didates' tournament. Somewhere in his 
nervous system, there are still little scars 
left by these defeats. 
How would I have replied to 2 5 .dxe6 ? 
I don't know. I had the drawing line 
2 5  . . .  h5 as an emergency exit, and I still 
had 2 7 minutes left to reach the time 
control. So, if I had seen 29 .�xa7 ! ,  I 
would have replied 2 5 . . .  h5 or 
2 5  . . .  tLlxc4. 
After 25 .'ifh3 I quickly found a clear 
winning line, and during that short 
time my opponent saw his impending 
doom coming. 

25 ... 'iffB! 26.tl:Jg5 
After 26 .tlJxf6+ 'ifxf6 2 7 .'i'xh6 White 
cannot draw by perpetual check be
cause of 2 7  . . .  'ifd4+ 28 .�h2 'ifh8 ! It is 
said that backward moves on the long 
diagonal are easily missed. But it is also 
said that this doesn't apply to the long 
central diagonals. 
Against 26 .dxe6 Black has 26  . . .  1:lfl + 
2 7 .�h2 bf.e8 .  However, after 26 .tlJgS 
the fight is practically over. Black chose 
the simplest line. 

26 ... l::[f1 +! 27.�h2 l:tf5 28.tt:Jxe6 
ld:h5 29.'ifxh5 gxh5 30.ttJxfS 
l:IxfS 0-1 

This game effectively eliminated 
Bronstein from the Candidates ' Tourna
ment. He still had a mathematical 
chance of going through, but in the last 
four rounds he played very nervously 
and without self-confidence. 



And in the tournament in Belgrade, a 
few months later, he again lost to me. 
Some games are worth more than a 
point! 

Bird's Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Boris Spassk:y 
Amsterdam Interzonal 1 964 

1 .f4 

Game 29 

In Round 2 0 I drew an interesting game 
with Tal, which ensured my place in the 
Candidates' Tournament. In Round 2 1 ,  
a reaction set in as I played very badly 
against Stein and lost. Now, at the start 
of Round 2 2 ,  Smyslov and Spassky had 
1 6  points, Tal ,  Stein and . r had 1 S 1/2; 
Bronstein 1 S .  Since only three Soviet 
players could qualify, my five rivals 
probably suffered more from nervous 
tension than me. On the other hand, 
there is a tendency to relax when you 
are safe, and that probably cost me the 
game against Stein. 
To avoid another setback, I decided to 
do something special. It began with the 
first move. Throughout the tournament 
I had played l .e4 (Bishop's Opening ,  
Vienna Game, Caro-Kann Exchange 
Variation , and lesser-known lines 
against the Sicilian) . The results were 
brilliant, but those lines no longer held 
a surprise factor. In my last game with 
white I played Bird's Opening. Most 
masters don't think much of it, but I 
chose it for the important reason that 
they neither play it nor know much 
about it. I know it very well, and I had 
thought up many original ideas in it . 
Now I used it as a challenge to Spassky, 
to see what ideas he could come up 
with. 

1 ... d5 2.llJf3 llJf6 3.e3 g6 4.b41? 

Chap ter 8 - Grea t Leap Forward 

Nothing special, according to the ex
perts. Some grandmasters criticised the 
move because they believe that White 
should concentrate play on the kingside 
in this opening. Nonsense! The Bird 
doesn't confine itself to just the one 
flank. 
After 1 .f4 I think that the fianchetto of 
the c I -bishop is the most logical. How
ever, 4.b3 allows Black to play . . .  c7-cS 
and . . .  llJc6. Many years ago I came up 
with the idea of b2-b4. The drawback is 
the weakening of the queenside. How
ever, I have had a good degree of suc
cess with it and it doesn't worry me. 

4 ... i.g7 5.�b2 0-0 6.i.e2 .ig4 
The right idea. Black is ready to give up 
the bishop pair to play . . .  e7 -eS . One 
possibility for White is to defer castling, 
for example, continuing with 7 .a4,  but 
it is likely that, with correct play, this 
line would transpose to the game. 
Spassky later suggested 6 . . .  aS 7 .bS a4, 
considering it an interesting possibility, 
which I cannot understand. But then 
commentators are inclined to criticise 
almost all the loser's moves. 

7.0-0 c6 8.a4 ttJbd7 9.t2Ja3 .ixf3 
Against 9 . . . l:te8 White would have re
plied 1 o .  tbes . 

1 o . ..txf3 l:.e8 1 1 .d4 
The . . .  e7 -eS advance was a dangerous 
threat. The text move is necessary, but 
weakens the e4-square; in my opinion, 
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Black should try to take advantage of it 
with 1 1 . . .  l2Jb6. After 1 2 .c3 l2Jc8 1 3 .c4 
l2Jd6 , chances are about equal. Black 
puts a knight on e4 and White puts his 
faith in his queenside prospects. 
After his move 1 1 , Black has no com
pensation for my queenside space ad
vantage. Contrary to annotations I 've 
read, I consider his next move a 
mistake. 

1 1  ... l2Je4? 1 2.�xe4 dxe4 1 3.l2Jc4 
In the tournament bulletin, Polu
gaevsky recommended 1 3  .c4,  but I 
don't agree; the knight would be left 
without a good move. Also 1 3  . . .  cS ! ?  
was an interesting reply. 

1 3  ... l2Jb6 14.l2Ja5 l2Jd5 1 5.'ife1 
Why not 1 S .  iV d2 to avoid having to 
worry about 1 S  . . .  'ifd6 1 6 .c4 ( 1 6 .�a3 
bS) 1 6  . . .  'ifxb4? .  By way of contrast, af
ter 1 5 .Vi'e l °ifd6 1 6 .c4 Vi'xb4, White 
has tremendous play on the queenside 
after 1 7  .cxdS ifxb2 l 8 .ld.f2 'iYb6 
1 9 .dxc6 bxc6 2 0.Jdb l  'ifa6 2 1 .llc2.  So 
the point of � e 1 is to protect the 
queen. If 1 S .'if d2 'if d6 is possible, of 
course, followed by 1 6 .�a3 , but then 
Black gets the dS-square for his knight, 
thanks to 1 6  . . .  bS .  

1 5  ... 'ifd7 1 6.c4 l2Jf6 1 7.b5 
Energetic. An alternative was 1 7  .l2Jb3 , 
but the text move stops Black getting in 
. . .  b7-bS to fight for the dS-square. 

1 7  ... ifc7 1 8.�b1 I 
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In the tournament bulletin, Polu
gaevsky remarked that 1 8  .h3 was prob
ably better, which was echoed by other 
annotators; however, it is not correct. 
See the annotation that follows. 

1 8  ... l2Jg4 
In Chess Review, Kmoch recommended 
1 8  . . .  cxbS 1 9  .axbS b6 2 0.l2Jc6 a6 fol
lowed by . . .  axbS and . . .  lLJdS . The idea is 
good, but it is not feasible here in view 
of 2 1 .dS ! axbS 2 2 .�eS , with a great ad
vantage for White. But Kmoch's ma
noeuvre is exactly how Black would 
have conquered the dS-square if White 
had previously played 1 8  .h3 ? ! . 

1 9.bxc6 b6 
After 1 9 . . .  bxc6 2 0 .�c3 White is some
what better. 

20.'ife2 f5!? 
Not an error, but gives White the 
chance to make a promising pawn sac
rifice. After 20  . . .  lLJf6 I could have 
played an interesting piece sacrifice : 
2 1 .dS ! ? bxaS 2 2 .�eS �d8 23 .llb7 .  
If Black wants to avoid these alterna
tives, he has to continue 20  . . .  l2Jh6 or 
2 0  . . .  hS , to which I was thinking of re
plying 2 1 .lLJb3 iVxc6 2 2 .aS with the 
idea of isolating a black pawn and, if 
2 2  . . .  'if a4, to avoid that happening, then 
could follow 23 .l2Jd2 'ifxaS 24.l2Jxe4 
with a very strong pawn centre. 

21 .l2Jb3 'ifxc6 22.dS!? 
This offers very good prospects, but it is 
probably no better than 22 .l:ta l  e6 
2 3 .aS . 

22 ... 'ifxa4 23.�xg7 �xg7 
24.l2Jd4 necs 25.h3 l2Jf6 
26.�fc1 �d7 27.g4! 

White has a strong initiative for the 
pawn. Spassky has to prepare for a diffi
cult defence, which doesn't mean his 
position is losing, and indeed my oppo
nent manoeuvres very well. 



27 ... cJ;;f7 
If 2 7 . . .  fxg4 there follows 2 8 .  lbe6+.  

28.g5 tt:Je8 29.'if a2 
Speculative play, but i t  i s  difficult to de
cide if it is also the best. 
An interesting alternative was 2 9 .h4 to 
be able to reply to 29  . . .  lbg7 with 
3 0.if a2, against which 3 0  . . .  e6 is inef-
fective because of 3 1 .hS exdS 3 2 .hxg6+ 
hxg6 3 3 .cxdS , followed by .J::rc6 or lbc6, 
with a magnificent position. If Black 
doesn't play . . .  e7-e6, his knight is pas
sive and I could quietly prepare threats 
against the queenside pawns. 
Also possible is 29  . . .  lbd6 30 .hS with 
very good prospects. Perhaps the most 
dubious variation is 29  . . .  hS ! ?  30 .gxh6 
lbf6 3 1 .�h l lt:Jg4 3 2  . .J::[g l  'even though 
White has reasonable possibilities, such 
as 3 2  . . .  l:lhS 3 3 .lbc6 or 3 2  . . .  lbxh6 
3 3 .llgS .  
After Spassky's next move I no longer 
needed to worry about the . . .  e7 -e6 ad
vance; however, I had to be wary of his 
threats to my c-pawn. In the game I un
derestimated Black's 3 2nd move. 

29 ... tt:Jd6 30.h4 'if ea 31 .tt:Je6 
iVh8 32.h5 h61 

Excellent defence. If Black waits, White 
would prepare to penetrate via the 
h-file. 3 2  . . .  gxhS 3 3 .'ife2 <ft;g6 34.<ft;fl. ! 
clears the way for the white rooks to en
ter the game. 

Chap ter 8 - G rea t Leap Forward 

33.l:tb2! 
Here I used a lot of time in abandoning 
my original plan, which was to play 
3 3 .hxg6+ <ft;xg6 34.<ft;fl. , as it fails 
against 34  . . .  hxgS 3 5 .l:th l  1i'c3 . Also 
unplayable was 3 4.l:tb2 ? lbxc4 ! 
3 5 . l:th2 lbxe3 ! 3 6  . .J::[xc8 l:txc8 
3 7 .l:txh6 +  'ifxh6 3 8 .gxh6 l:tc l +  
3 9 .  <ft;fl. l:tc2 + .  
Another option was 3 3 .cS  bxcS 
34.llb2 ,  with some promising possibil
ities, but Black can probably sacrifice 
the exchange with 3 3 . . .  l:txcS ! . 
So only one move remains. 

33 ... gxh5 
With the king on £7 Black cannot play 
3 3  . . .  lbxc4? 34.I!xc4 l:lxc4 3 S .'ifxc4 
ifxb2 3 6.d6 ! !  with decisive threats. 

34.llh2 hxg5 35.tt:Jxg5+ �ea 
36.c51 

Naturally 3 6 .if a4+ was bad because of 
3 6  . . .  bS .  Therefore, everyone appended 
an exclamation mark to the text move, 
as I did myself However, studying the 
position in more detail, I found that it is 
impossible to prove its superiority to 
36 .<ft;g2 ! ,  followed later by c4-c5 . Both 
of us were a little short of time, espe
cially Spassky. I think it was the only 
time he got into time trouble during 
the tournament. 

36 ... l::rxc5 37.l:txc5 bxc5 
aa.'ifa4+ �fa 39.�g2 �es? 

There are several better moves, e.g. 
3 9  . . .  aS ! ? . 

40.'if d7 'ifh6 
Unquestionably Spassky cannot allow 
'if e6. It was later said that 40 . . .  l:tbS 
forces an immediate draw, but after 
4 1 . 'if xa7 I think there are still some dif
ficulties to overcome. We'll soon have 
the chance to test this in a similar 
position. 

41 .'ifxa7 'ifha 
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He must stop 'ii' a 1 , but it would have 
been better for Spassky to have waited 
one or two minutes in order for this to 
be the sealed move. 

42.1i'd7 

End of the first session; Spassky's next 
move went into the envelope. He spent 
a lot of time on it. I was convinced that 
he would seal 42 . . .  'ifh6,  one reason be
ing that he had made it two moves ear
lier. Of course, to do anything else 
would have meant that 40 . . .  'ifh6 had 
been wrong. 
Immediately after the game, 
Polugaevsky - Smyslov's second in Am
sterdam - remarked that 42 . . .  l:tb8 
would have led to a draw. His analysis 
comprise the following variations : 
A) 43 .tl:Je6+ @fl 44.l:.g7 + 'iYxg7+ 

4S .tl:Jxg7 �g8 ! and Black can perhaps 
dream of winning; 

B) 43 .'ife6 �e8 ! 44.tl:Jxe4 l:lb l + 
45 .�h2 fxe4 46 .�g8+ 'i'xg8 
47 .'ii'xg8+ <itd7 48 .'iie6+ @d8 and 
White cannot hope to win; the reply to 
49 .fs is 49 . . .  �fl ; 
C) My suggestion is 43 .Wh2 �b2 

44.°iYd8+ tl:Je8 . In this variation, I be
lieve White has some chances after 
4S .d6 l:lxg2+ 46.@xg2 exd6 47 .'ti'd7 
'ii'g7  48.'li'xfS+ .  Not without reason, 
queen and knight attacks often feature 
in endgame studies : there are many tac-
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tical possibilities. In this case, I won't 
try to prove that White can win, I will 
only say that Black's defence is distinctly 
problematic. 
When the game was adjourned, I was 
of the opinion that if Spassky played 
42 . . .  'ifh6, I wouldn't be able to win. 
And that's what he played. 

42 ... 'ifh6 43.tl:Je6+ �f7 44.tl:Jg5+ 
If 44.tl:Jd8+ �d8 ! ,  but not 44 . . .  @£8? 
4S .tl:Jb7 ! tl:Jxb7 46.'ifxfs+ 'iYf6 47.Vih7! .  
Against 44.tlJxcS the reply is 44 . . .  'iff6. 

44 ... @fS 45.�h2 h4? 
A surprise ! According to my analysis, 
this pawn had to stay on hS . What had 
Spassky and Bondarevsky seen against 
4S . . .  c4 ? I don't know. After 46.<ith3 c3 
47 .tl:Je6+ @fl 48 .tl:Jd4 there is the re
ply 48 . . .  l:tg8 ! but not 48 . . .  'iff6 ? 
49.tl:Jc6 ! .  However, after 46 .tl:Je6+ @fl 
47 .tl:Jd4 the reply 47 . . .  'iYf6 is strong 
thanks to the check on h4. 
Is this move a mistake? It certainly 
makes Black's defence more difficult, 
but if the game can be held, there's no 
reason to judge it to be wrong. Too bad, 
because I held it up as an example of 
the futility of having a second. How
ever, I cannot really cite it as an example 
because of the annotation at move S S  
(S S . . .  tl:Je4) , which demonstrates a 
drawing line. 

46.tl:Je6+ @17 47.tl:Jg5+ @fa 
48.@h3 c4 49.tl:Je6+ <Ji;f1 50.tl:Jg5+ 

Also here the reply to SO .tl:Jd4 is 
SO  . . .  l:rg8 ,  but not SO  . . .  'ii'f6 because of 
S 1 .tl:Jc6 . 
There is probably no good reason to 
give these knight checks. I was sur
prised by 4S . . .  h4 and wanted to take 
the game back ' to the workshop' .  I was 
tired, but Spassky, who had defended 
for hours , was possibly more tired still. 
The way the game proceeds shows this. 



50 ... @fS 51 .ld.g1 I 
A waiting move aimed at luring the 
black pawn to the sixth rank. Whether it 
wins or not, I do not know, but it's a 
very subtle idea. Besides, drastic mea
sures lead to nothing. 
Black's reply is forced, as 5 I .  . .  l:rc8 is 
weak owing to 5 2 .ll'ie6+ @fl 5 3 .ld.g7 + 
'ifxg7 54.ll'ixg7 @xg7 5 5 .'ifxe7+ tlJf7 
5 6.'ifd7 llc5 5 7 .'ifxf5 c3 58 .'ifxe4 c2?  
59 .'ifd4+. 

51 ... c3 52.'it'e6! 
As far as I know, Spassky and Bonda
revsky hadn't looked at this during their 
analysis. With the advantage of two 
pawns, the exchange of queens is not 
normally to be feared. Black must ex-
change. 

-

If 5 2  . . .  'it'h8? it's mate in two with 
5 3 .'iffl+,  and if 5 2  . . .  'ifg7 ?  5 3 .'ifeS !  
'iVxe5 54.fxe5 Black cannot save the 
knight because of the mating threats. 

52 ... 'S'xe6 53.dxe6 cJ;;g7 
Of course, this is  obligatory to avoid 
mate. 

54.tt:Jxe4+ ct>h6 
The alternative 54 . . .  @f8? is suicide be
cause of 5 5 .ll'ic5 ! .  
Analysis by many grandmasters after 
the game led to the conclusion that 
54 . . .  @h7 was better, but this does not 
seem true. 
The reason given was the variation 
54 . . .  @h7 5 5 .ll'ixc3 ll'ic4 5 6.ll'id5 l:td8 
5 7 .ll'ixe7 ll'ixe3 , which is lost with the 
king on h6 because of 58 .ll'ig8 . How
ever, with the king on h7 , White still 
has winning chances, e.g. 5 8 .ll'ixe7 l:te8 
5 9 .ll'ig6 @g7  60 .ll'ie 5 +  ll'ig4? ?  
6 1 .WgS ! or 6 0  . . .  <t>f8 6 1 .ld.g6. 
In fact, I was pondering another contin
uation: 5 7 .e4 ! ? .  After 5 7  . . .  fxe4? 
58 .ll'ixe7 White would probably win, 
but 5 7  . . .  l:r.d6 ! draws. 

Chap ter 8 - G reat  Leap Forward 

55.tt:Jxc3 
The game has taken an unexpected 
turn: material is level and Spassky is 
once again in time trouble. 

55 ... tt:Je4?? 
Even so, this is a startling misjudge
ment. After six hours of tough defence, 
Spassky loses his nerve. However, the 
position contains many surprising 
combinations, and subsequent analysis 
consistently showed White to be the 
winner. 

A) As previously mentioned, 
5 5  . . .  ll'ic4? is bad because of 56 .ll'id5 
lld8 5 7 .ll'ixe7 ll'ixe3 5 8 .ll'ig8+;  

B)  O 'Kelly gave this pretty line: 
5 5  . .  J1b8 56 .ll'id5 l::tb3 5 7 .Wxh4 ld.d3 
5 8 .ll'ixe7 ld.xe3 59 .ll'ig8+ Wh7 60.ll'if6+ 
Wh6 6 l .e7 ! .tle6 62.t:l.dl , winning;  

C) For years I have believed that this 
position was winning. But recently I 
looked at it again and asked myself why 
Black could not play 5 5 . . .  ld.d8 ! ! , with a 
view to replying to 5 6 .ll'id5 with 
5 6  . . .  ll'ic8 and to 5 6 .ld.d l Wg7 5 7 .ld.d5 
with 5 7 . . .  .tlc8 ! .  
So 5 5 . .  Jld8 ! ! is a draw! That is how 
close Spassky came to winning first 
place on his own. 

56.tt:Jxe4 fxe4 57. <bxh4 l:ra8 
Or 5 7  . . .  ld.f8 58 .Ilg5 l:lf6 5 9.f5 followed 
by <t>g4. 

58.f5 l:ta2 59.l:r.gS �f2 60.l:rfS 1 -0 
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Chapter 9 

Difficult Choice 

As I have mentioned several times, selecting these games has proved difficult. It is 
not by chance that the title of the book (Larsen refers to 50 Udvalgte Partier, 1948-69, 
ed.) doesn't refer to them as 'best games' - where would you find two chess players 
whose opinions agreed on which games were the best? Which do you rate highest, 
courage or depth of calculation? Imagination or accuracy? Music or mathematics? 

This book (i.e. 50 Udvalgte Partier, ed.) covers twenty years , and some readers 
may frnd it surprising that more than half of the games belong to the four years be
tween 1 9  64 and 1 9  6 7 .  I do not know if the greater proportion of my 'best' games 
were played during this period, but I do claim I played many of my best tourna
ments. I 've been strongly tempted to include games from my worst tournaments; 
however, with a few eiceptions, I have resisted that temptation. When you've 
played a tournament you were unhappy with, you might feel particularly happy 
about one game so that later it is difficult to be objective about it. 

I thought about choosing many items from the years before 1 95 6 . It would have 
been easy to justify their inclusion as there will always be readers interested in the 
evolution of my playing style, but I think this would be misleading. I think it would 
hide the fact that playing strength is less a matter of the quality of the best games 
than their frequency. A talented young master plays 'like a grandmaster' once or 
twice a year, a strong grandmaster may do so thirty or more times. 

When I look at the best games from my early days, I am usually very impressed. 
From where did this inexperienced young guy derive his strength? The answer, of 
course, is that he did not have it at all. In most of his games, his play was uncertain 
and he made many serious errors, but now and then succeeded in playing a good 
game. Games 1 -4 are excellent, and I would not be ashamed if I played them today. 
But only a few of the games from that time were of that standard and I must admit 
that the standard of the opposition was not world-class. 

When I started thinking about this book, I first compiled a list of more than a 
hundred games, without recourse to books, tournament bulletins, or anything else 
to jog my memory. Later, I added 2 0  more and discarded two or three that weren't 
up to the standard that I had envisaged when I thought of them. 

So I was left with 1 20 games of which I had to dispense with more than half, and 
this was not easy. Previously I had decided to exclude losses because a complete work 
of art is more beautiful than a flawed one. Every master has occasionally played a 
magnificent game which has been lost because of an absurd mistake, perhaps in time 
trouble, and it may seem unfair that the only reward for all their beautiful ideas can 
be a zero on the crosstable. It is human to annotate such a game and explain how in
genious your play was, but when it comes down to it, the defeat was self-inflicted. 

1 1 3 



Bent Larsen 's Bes t  Games 

Drawn games are somewhat different. A draw may be the logical conclusion to a 
wonderful attack that has been stopped in the most accurate way. The public ought 
to appreciate such games, in contrast to the cautious, lazy sort of draw which is 
agreed barely out of the opening. For example, my game against Spassky in Moscow 
1 959  didn't go much beyond move 20 ,  but it was a fierce fight and very logical. 
But I had many attractive victories on my list, so I crossed out the draws. 

This book is not intended as a manual, therefore no game has been selected for 
its instructive or educational value. Nevertheless, I hope that readers will find my 
annotations helpful. I have taken into consideration whether a game develops sim
ply and logically, because much of the beauty of chess resides in this simplicity and 
logic. My comments don't hide the fact that chess is a difficult game and are only 
designed to evaluate this logic, if it is present. 

I have included the odd game that is obviously not among my best, at least when 
judged against the others. An example of this is game 2 1 , which was included only 
because of its final phase. 

With one exception and a half - the full exception is game 6 and the half, game 
44 - I have steered clear of the 'decisive, nerve-breaking, last-round game ' .  The 
quality of this kind of struggle is genercilly low, and the same can be said of 
matches, at least short ones. This is one of the reasons I have not included a few 
games from Candidates' competitions. 

Of course, there is another reason: such confrontations have been published in 
magazines around the world and are therefore well-known. My dissatisfaction with 
FIDE's organisation of Candidates' competitions has not influenced that decision at 
all. Indeed, I was about to choose a game from my match with Geller, but ulti
mately I didn't include it because I had already chosen other games I had played 
with this Soviet master . 

Playing Dutch grandmaster Jan Hein Donner at the IBM tournament. 

1 1 4 



Chapter  9 - D i ffi cu 1  t Cho i c e  

We continue chronologically. A month after the Interzonal, I took part in the IBM 
tournament, also held in Amsterdam. I was a little tired and ran the risk of losing 
most of my games. This did not happen, and I won the competition. 

I really needed a break but had promised to take part in the Copenhagen Open 
Championship. In a Swiss system competition, strange things can happen but sixth 
place exactly reflected my poor standard of play. Hvenekilde, who is not known in
ternationally, finished first, while Olafsson came third. 

In October I played rather badly at the Belgrade tournament, in part due to a 
throat infection. In the circumstances, a tie for fifth place was not a disaster. Things 
went worse for me in my next visit to Yugoslavia, to participate in the Zagreb tour
nament in April 1 965 :  1 -2 .  Ivkov and Uhlmann 1 3 Y2 ,  3 .  Petrosian 1 2 1/2 , 4-5 .  
Portisch and Parma 1 2 , 6 .  Bronstein 1 1 1/2 , 7 .  Larsen 1 0 1/2 , etc. I lost against the top 
five, and also to Bisguier in 1 9  moves. I considered this event to be part of my train
ing for the Candidates' competition, but you should not lose sight of one of the 
primary objectives of all training : the art of not losing your head . . .  

However, my game with Matanovic is included because of the final combination 
(Game 30) . 

After this tournament, lvkov was tipped to defeat me in the match that we had to 
play (although he himself wasn't so sure) , but in Bled, two months later, I managed 
to beat him by 5 1/2-2  1/2 , though I didn't play very well. 

Then came my exciting match with Tal, which, much to the surprise of the pun
dits, was a very close fight. But in the decisive final game, the former world cham
pion won with a promising knight sacrifice. Three years later, Soviet chess maga
zines were still analysing it . . .  

In March 1 966,  I won 5-4 against Geller in a match to decide third place in the 
Candidates ' series. Held in Copenhagen, this was the first time a Soviet grandmaster 
had lost a match to a foreigner. The result meant I could proceed directly to the next 
Interzonal without having to qualify via a Zonal tournament the following year. 

In October 1 965 ,  my club, the Copenhagen Chess Club, the oldest in Scandina
via, celebrated its centenary by organising a tournament. The entry was impressive 
but my own play was uneven. After a terrible start I tried to sprint and catch up 
with the leading group, but I ended up half a point behind: 1 -3 .  Taimanov, Suetin 
and Gligoric 1 1  points from 1 5  games , 4. Larsen 1 0 1/2 , 5 .  Hort 1 0 , etc. Although I 
had to be content with fourth place, I played several good games , for example 
Games 3 1 ,  3 2  and 3 3 .  

Catalan Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Aleksandar Matanovic 
Zagreb 1 965 

Game 30 

1 .c4 tt:Jf6 2.g3 e6 3.�g2 d5 
4.tt:Jf3 �e7 5.0-0 0-0 6.d4 tt:Jbd7 
7.tt:Jbd2 c6 

Black applies a very solid defensive sys
tem. If White plays e2-e4 soon (e.g. 
8 .'ifc2 b6 9 .e4) , then Black doesn't 
continue with . . .  dxe4 but with 9 . . .  �b7 ,  
followed by . . .  l:Ic8 , preparing . . .  c7 -c5 . 
Why doesn't Black save a tempo with 
7 . . .  b6? He probably doesn't want to be 
disturbed by 8 .'ifa4 �b7 9 .tlJe5 . There 
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is no advantage to White in this line, 
but it is beyond doubt that my oppo
nent wanted to avoid it . 

8.b3 b6 9.�b2 �b 7 1  o.�c1 �ca 
Now both players have the same prob
lem: where to put the queen. For exam
ple, White can continue with l:Ic2 fol
lowed by if c 1 and l:Id 1 , or by 'if a 1 and 
!!fcl .  He can also play l 1 .'if c2 and, 
later, after . . .  c7 -cS by Black, withdraw 
to b 1 once the a 1 rook has moved. Fi
nally, there is the possibility of using 
the e2-square for Her Majesty, as I did 
in the game. It's almost impossible to 
say which is best. But, initially, at least, 
White can hardly expect to organise an 
attack against such a solid enemy king 
position, so it doesn't seem logical to 
put the queen on a l  or b l .  

� if  K •  
i .i.  � .i.i .t .t 

.t i .t 'ii 
i 

� �  
� Cjj � 

� �  Cjj � � � �  
n 'if  n w  

1 1 6 

1 1 .e3 dxc4 
1 1 . . .  cS is also playable, but after 
1 2 .cxdS Black must think hard about 
which piece to recapture with - the 
bishop or the knight. The text move 
seems the simplest solution, as 1 2 .  bxc4 
cS is completely satisfactory for Black. 
White's centre pawns are not powerful 
enough to launch a breakthrough. 

1 2.l2Jxc4 c5 1 3. if e2 cxd4 
14.l2Jxd4 �xg2 1 5.�xg2 l2Jc5 
1 6  . .rtfd1 iYd5+ 1 7.f3 �fd8 1 8.e4 

Black's play is very precise. White can
not play 1 8 .llJbS because of l 8 . . .  l2Jd3 ! .  

1 8  ... 'ifb7 1 9.l2Je5 �f8 20.llc2 l::f.e8 
20  . . .  llJfd? ? would have been an error 
because of 2 1 .llJdc6 ! �e8 22 .b4! llJxeS 
2 3 .  tlJxeS and penetration on d7 . 

21 .�dc1 
Now 2 1 .llJdc6 lacks an objective; a 
good response would be 2 1 . . .  l2Jcd7 . 

21 ... l2Jfd7 22.l2Jg4 
An attempt to combine play on the 
c-file with threats against the black 
king, although it is very solidly de
fended. The knight is unusually posted 
on g4, but it can soon return to the cen
tre and the queenside (via e3 -c4) . And 
as White cannot expect to win with his 
minor queenside threats , the move is 

With Lizzie, boarding the 
train for the Candidates' 
Match with Mikhail Tai 
in Bled, 1965. 



justified. After 2 2 .tLlxd7 it would not 
have been out of place to offer a draw. 

22 ... tba6 23.a3 
23 .�c4 was also worthy of attention, and 
in a note in the tournament book, I char
acterised it as 'perhaps the strongest' . I 
probably wasn't happy with the position I 
got with the text move. However, 23 .�c4 
is not stronger: Black simply replies 
23 . . .  1Ixc4 24.iVxc4 tbac5 ! with the idea 
of 25 .b4 h5 ! 26 .bxc5 bxc5 , or 26 .tLle3 ? 
tbxe4! 2 7 .fxe4 �xe4+ 2 8 .  it>f2 tbe5 ! , or 
26 .tbf2 tbe5 2 7  .iVb5 tbcd7 . Black is OK 
but 24 . . .  h5 25 .tLle3 tbe5 ?  would be an 
error because of26.'ii'b5 ! .  

23 ... ttJabS 24.l::tc4 a6 25.iVc2 
�xc4 26. 'iVxc4 b5 

White has taken control of the c-file in 
praiseworthy fashion. The logical con
tinuation of the strategy would have 
been to break through to the seventh 
rank, but after 2 7  .iVc7 �xc7 28 .l::txc7 
�d6 , Black is defending. Consequently, 
I started to wonder : must the g4-knight 
be alone in its aggressive stance towards 
the black king? 

27. 'if c3 b4 28.axb4 �xb4 

Chapter  9 - D i ffi c u l t  Cho i c e  

29.'iVe3 �e7 
Very well played, making 'iig5 an im
probable prospect. 

30.l::tc4 lic8?? 
A serious mistake, and also a very typi
cal one : a player defends very well for a 
long time and suddenly relaxes. After 
more than four hours of hard work, 
Matanovic's concentration wanders for 
a moment. He is tired and short of time. 
White's last move caused him some 
concern because, after � c3 , I would 
keep the queen on the c-file and also on 
the long diagonal, with mating threats. 
So - let's swap off the rooks while we 
have the chance ! 
It's an understandable reaction, but one 
must be careful. Maybe the Yugoslav 
grandmaster had seen my next move -
but not the one after that ! 
The strongest defence was 3 0  . . .  tLlf6 ,  
but he also could play 3 0  . . .  h5  as it 
wouldn't be too dangerous a weakening 
of his structure. 
White has not obtained a positional ad
vantage, but his opponent has had a 
very difficult task. 

Copen hagen 1 965 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

1 Gligoric,Svetozar * l/2 1 0 l/2 1 Y2 1 1 1 l/2 1/2 V2 1 1 1 1 1 .0 
2 Suetin,Alexey '/2 * '/2 0 '/2 '/2 '/2 '/2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 . 0  
3 Taimanov,Mark 0 '/2 * Y2 V2 '/2 '/2 l/2 1 1 1 1 I 1 1 1 1 1 . 0  
4 Larsen.Bent I 1 '/2 * 0 0 '!1 1 1 1 '/2 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 . 5  
5 Hort, Vlastimil V1 l/2 '/2 1 * '/2 1 1 V1 l/2 V2 l/2 1 l/2 1 '!1 1 0 . 0  
6 Duckstein,Andreas 0 '/2 '/2 1 '/2 * '/2 Y2 1 '/2 '/2 '/2 Y2 1 '/2 1 9 . 0  
7 Barcza, Gedeon '/2 l/2 l/2 Y2 0 '/2 * '/2 Y2 l/2 l/2 V2 1 1 '/2 1 8 . 5  
8 Hamann, Svend 0 '/2 1/2 0 0 '/2 l/2 * V2 V2 1/2 '/2 1 1 1 1 8 . 0  
9 Honfi,Karoly 0 0 0 0 1/2 0 l/2 1/2 * 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 7 . 5  

1 0  Enevoldsen,Jens 0 0 0 0 1/2 1/2 l/2 l/2 0 * 1 1 0 I 1 1 7 . 0  
1 1  Sloth.Jorn 1/2 0 0 '/2 1/2 l/2 1/2 l/2 0 0 * 1 1 0 1/2 '/2 6 . 0  
1 2  Jakobsen, Ole '/2 0 0 0 '/2 Y2 Y2 '/2 1 0 0 * Y2 0 '/2 1 5 . 5  
1 3 Janosevic,Dragoljub '/2 0 0 1 0 '/2 0 0 0 1 0 Y2 * Y2 0 1 5 . 0  
1 4  Uj telky, Maximilian 0 0 0 0 1/2 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 Y2 * 1 1 5 . 0 
1 5  Andersen.Borge 0 0 0 0 0 '/2 V2 0 0 0 '/2 '/2 1 0 * 1 4.0 
1 6  Nielsen.Jonny 0 0 0 0 '/2 0 0 0 0 0 '/2 0 0 0 0 * 1 . 0 
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31 .t2Jxe6 �xc4? 
He ought to have played 3 1  . . .  f6 and re
signed himself to having a miserable 
position; of course, the reply to 
3 1 . . .fxe6 would have been 3 2 .  'if c3 . 

32.lt:Jh6+! 1 -0 

King 's Indian Defence 
Jorgen Nielsen 
Bent Larsen 
Copenhagen 1 965  

Game 3 1  

1 .c4 g6 2.t2Jc3 iLg7 3.d4 d6 4.e4 
t2Jd7 5.iLe3 lt:Jgf6 

By transposition of moves we arrive at a 
King's Indian, and after White's next 
move we enter the Samisch Variation, in 
which . . .  t2Jbd7 and . . .  c7 -c5 have never 
been very popular, although there is 
nothing wrong with them. 

6.f3 0-0 7.'if d2 c5 8.tt:Jge2 'if a5 
A famous game, Bobotsov-Tal, Varna 
1 95 8 ,  proceeded with 8 . . .  a6 9 .0-0-0 
if as 1 O .�bl b5 1 1 .lt:Jds ltJxdS ! ? . This 
queen sacrifice was a sensation at the 
time. To start with, Black only gets two 
minor pieces and a pawn for compensa
tion, but White's position is not very 
comfortable. This is probably one of the 
reasons why many masters employed a 
quieter line, castling kingside. An exam
ple is Petrosian-Uhlmann, Lugano 1 968 :  
7 .�d3 cS  8 .lt:Jge2 a6 9 .0-0,  where Black 
a little later played . . .  c5xd4 and . . .  ltJeS . 
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After this, the position resembles a Sicil
ian, but in a good variation for White. 

9.lt:Jd5 

� :�f!i· 
-;s---. :"" 
'- · . . . 

9 ... t2Jxd5!? 
A similar sacrifice to Tal's in the game 
mentioned above. It was by no means 
necessary The exchange of queens and 
knights followed by . . .  b7-b6 would 
give Black an excellent position. So 
9 .tlJdS cannot be considered an ener
getic move on White's part. 
Nielsen accepts the sacrifice. He could 
also recapture the knight with one of the 
pawns, leaving me with three choices , all 
of them satisfactory: swap queens, re
treat, or else the interesting 1 O . . .  b6.  
I was asked if I would have played the 
same sacrifice against a stronger player. 
Nielsen finished last in this tournament. 
He had had little experience against 
strong masters, and his participation was 
as the result of his winning the Copenha
gen Chess Club Championship. My an
swer must be yes. Such moves are not 
made because you are up against a partic
ular opponent but because you have con
fidence in them. Besides which, against 
weak opponents, the safest method, al
though not the fastest, is to avoid compli
cations and unclear positions. 
I 'm not convinced that the sacrifice is 
correct. But it shows courage and imag
ination and for this reason I have in -
eluded it in this book. 



1 0.'ifxaS tt:Jxe3 1 1 .'ifd2 cxd4 
1 2.tLlf41 tt:Jb6 1 3.tLldS tt:Jbxd5 
14.cxdS 

During the game I thought this was a 
mistake, but now I'm not so sure. 
1 4.exdS e6 looks good for Black. 
Of course, the knight is a real nuisance 
because it makes it difficult to develop 
the white rooks and get the king to 
safety. But on the other hand, Black 
can't easily whip up any dangerous 
threats, and unless he does so quickly, 
White is almost certain to prevail . 

14 ... fS 1 5  . .i.d3 fxe4 1 6  . .i.xe4 e6 
The game is cited in the monograph on 
the King's Indian written by the Russian 
master Yudovich, and at this point he 
claims that Black has the better pros
pects. Frankly, I don't believe it. Only af
ter White's next move is the comment 
justified! 
Nielsen should continue with 1 7 .  Wf2 
and if then 1 7  . . .  exdS , 1 8  . .i.b l or 
1 8  . .i.d3 .i.h6 1 9 .'ifg4. Black has a lot of 
tactical threats and can try several 
things ; in some of these variations there 
could be a 'changing of the guard' on 
e3 , with the bishop replacing the 
knight. But I fail to see how Black can 
organise a successful winning attack. 

17.�c1 ?? exd5 1 8.�c7 
Now the reply to 1 8 . . .  dxe4? would be 
1 9 .�xg 7 + ! .  

1 8  ... i.h6! 

Chap ter 9 - D i ffi cu l t  Cho i c e  

A curious position. White cannot save 
his bishop. After 1 9 . .i.xdS + tLlxdS 
20 .'iVxh6 tLlxc7 Black would have a ma
terial advantage, and after 1 9  . .i.d3 there 
is 1 9  . . .  �e8 . How would he then save 
the queen? The answer is quite sad: by 
playing 20 . .ie4. 
White 's next move may seem a bit 
strange, but a deeper examination of 
the position shows that it is almost im
possible to find anything better. Black 
already has a winning position. It is an
other example of how quickly pros
pects can change in a position where 
the tension is strained to breaking 
point. 

1 9.g4 dxe4 20.'ifxd4 l:lxf3 
21 .'ifxe4 i.xg4 22.�g1 �afS! 

Suddenly all Black's pieces are active, 
and the white king cannot find shelter. 
The rest is easy. 

23.ltxg4 tt:Jxg4 24.iVe6+ @hS 
25.'i!fxg4 �es+ 26.�e7 

Sardonic humour. The rook is lost any
way after 26 .  Wd 1 Iifl + 2 7 .  �c2 �c I + . 

26 ... l:.xe7+ 27.@d1 �f1 + 28.@c2 
�f2+ 29.@d 1 �d2+ 0-1 

Sicilian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Alexey Suetin 
Copenhagen 1 965 

Game 3 2  

1 .e4 c5 2.tt:Jc3 e6 3.l2Jge2 
With his second and third moves , 
White keeps his options open between 
an 'open' continuation (with d2-d4) 
and a 'closed' system (with d2-d3) . 

3 ... tt:Jc6 4.g3 tLlf6 
After 4 . . .  dS ! ?  S .exdS exdS 6 .d4?  g4 
.i.g4, Black's pieces are very active. 
However, White could continue with 
6 . .i.g2 d4 7 .tLldS and Black, still unable 
to castle, must play very carefully. 
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5.�g2 �e7 6.0-0 0-0 7.d3 
Of course, 7 .d4 could also be played, 
but why not confront my opponent 
with some issues that have been ne
glected by theory? 
If Black now plays 7 . . .  d6, we reach a 
relatively closed position of the Sicilian 
Defence: Black's dark-squared bishop 
usually develops via g7  ( l .e4 cS 2 .tLlc3 
tLlc6 3 .g3 g6) . After 7 . . .  d6 White 
would probably start with an advance 
on the kingside; against quiet develop
ing moves my next few moves might be 
h2-h3 , �e3 , f2-f4 and g2-g4. 

7 ... d5 8.exd5 exd5 9.�g5 
Although the position is relatively 
open, White is quite prepared to give 
up the bishop pair: the light-squared 
bishop become very strong after Black's 
. . .  dS-d4, the white knights will have 
good squares in the centre and White 
gains some time to occupy the e-file. 
I think the text is the only good move in 
the position. After 9 .  tLlf 4 d4 1 0 .  tLlcdS 
tLlxdS 1 1 .tLlxdS �d6 ,  Black has no 
particular problems, and after 9 .d4! ? ,  
though my opponent's d-pawn is weak, 
he can easily activate his pieces with 
9 . . .  �g4 ! .  

9 ... d4  1 0.�xf6 �xf6 1 1 .tt:Je4 �e7 
1 2.tt:Jf4 �f5 1 3.�e1 �cs 

A fairly natural move. The rook moves 
away from the long diagonal and in 
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some cases defends the c-pawn, which 
may be in danger after such moves as 
tlJdS and °iYhS . It also makes extra pro
tection of the cS-pawn with . . .  b7-b6 .  
But it i s  risky for Black not to challenge 
White's control of the e-file. The most 
natural move is 1 3 . . .  l:le8 , but after 
1 4.tLldS ! �xe4 (note that 1 4  . . .  �f8 ?? is 
refuted by l 5 .tLlef6+ !  gxf6 l 6 .l::[xe8) 

A) Black achieves complete equality 
after l S .tLlxe7+?  l::[xe7 1 6 .�xe4 'ifb6 !  
(not l 6 . . .  if d6? 1 7  .ifhs g6 1 8 .'if ds 
with a slightly favourable ending for 
White) ; 

B) However, White has a better move: 
1 S .�xe4 �d6 l 6 .'if e2 ! �xe4 1 7  .dxe4. 
Here White's position is better than 
Blcick's : he can achieve a strong position 
on the kingside, whereas it is difficult 
to see how Black can exploit his pawn 
majority on the other side of the board 
as it is likely to be blockaded. White 
doesn't just have things he can do on 
the kingside, but also manoeuvres such 
as b2-b3 , a2-a4 and re-routing the 
bishop to c4, for example. The presence 
of opposite-coloured bishops doesn't 
help Black - quite the opposite. His 
bishop cannot control the light squares. 
My opponent's position is not at all 
comfortable. One of Black's most inge
nious defences is 1 3  . . .  � h8 ! ? , avoiding 
White's next move. 

1 4.ttJdS �e6 
Forces the immediate exchange of the 
annoying knight, but it costs a tempo. 
Once again . . .  l::re8 can be considered, of 
course, although after 1 4  . . .  l::[e8 
1 5 .'ifhS 'ifd7 ? 1 6 .tLlxe 7 +  t2:lxe7 
1 7  .tLlgS �g6 1 8 .'iYf3 Black has prob
lems which cannot be fully resolved by 
1 5  . . .  �g6 because of l 6 .ifh3 : White 
can strengthen his position with l::re2 
and l:lae l .  



1 5.t2Jxe7+ t2Jxe7 1 6.'ifhS �JS 
1 7.l:[e2 'ifd7 

Black's worries would not go away after 
1 7  . . .  �xe4 1 8  . .ixe4 g6 1 9 .'ife5 . 
The text move defends the b-pawn, 
connects the rooks and threatens �g4; 
however, this threat doesn't gain time as 
it can be stopped ' automatically' .  

1 8.'.a.ae1 ! t2Jd5 
Not 1 8  . . .  .ig4? 1 9 .t2Jf6+ !  with a clearly 
won endgame. 
Against 1 8  . . .  l:.fe8 White has several 
continuations : 

A) 1 9  .tbd6 'iYxd6 20 .'ifxfS ; 
B) Either 1 9 .tbgS �g6 20 .'iYf3 or 

1 9 .�h3 ! �xh3 20 .tbgS and Black's po
sition is hopeless. 

· �  .i. � 
i ttJ  
� � 

� £3J �  � � � �  
� � 

1 9.t2Jd6! 
Very simple and very strong. In my 
opinion, it is both beautiful and logical 
at the same time. White's most impor
tant trump cards are the open e-file and 
the long diagonal , and the knight on e4 
gets in the way of both of them. But I 
don't want to move it without creating 
threats , for instance giving Black time 
to fight for the open file with . . .  tbf6 
and . . .  '.a.fe8 .  

19 ... ifxd6 20.'ifxfS t2Jf6 
21 .�xb7 l:Ib8 22.�e7 'ifb6 
23.�f3 ifxb2 24.'li'xcS l:tbc8 
25.�c7 �xc7 26.ifxc7 'ifxa2 
27.�eS! 

Chapter 9 - Diffi c u l t  Cho i c e  

Black has done his utmost not to lose a 
pawn, but his efforts have been in vain: 
for example, consider the line 
2 7  . . .  'ifb 1 + 28 .Wg2 'ifb6 29 .ifxb6 
axb6 30 .l::tbS '.a.b8 3 l .ldb4. This is not 
surprising. Compare the bishop with 
the almost immobilised knight, the ac
tive white rook with the passive black 
one, and observe as well the isolated 
queenside pawns. 

27 ... 'if a6 28.l::t.aS :a.cs 
There's not much point discussing 
whether 2 8 . . .  °if b 6 2 9 .  l:Ixa 7 is a better 
option for Black. In any case, White 
wins a pawn and maintains a strong po
sition; the rest is not too difficult . 

29.'ti'xf7+ @xf7 30Jlxa6 l:[c7 
After 30  . . .  l:txc2 3 1 ..J::txa7+  �g6 3 2  . .U.a4 
the d-pawn falls. Perhaps Black could 
have tried a counter-attack, i .e. played 
more actively : 3 1  . . .  We6 ! ?  3 2 .�xg7 
.U.d2 , but White has an easy win with 
3 3 .�g4+ ! tbxg4 3 4.�xg4 l:Ixd3 
3 s .@fl ! @ds 36 .�h4. 

31 .<it>f1 t2Jd7 32.�a2 
I could have forced an exchange of 
rooks with 32  . .t:rc6 and it would proba
bly have won also, but why exchange a 
passive rook which is tied to the de
fence of the weak pawns? 

32 ... t2Jb6 33.�e4 g6 34.@e1 @f6 
35.@d2 g5 

This facilitates the creation of threats 
against the kingside pawns. However, 
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there is no reason to criticise : the black 
position is lost. 

36.IlaS h6 37.f3 �e6 38.Ilf5 l::lf7 
39.llcS \t>f6 

A time trouble error which costs a 
pawn. But after 39  . . .  nd? 40 .h4 the 
game wouldn't last much longer. 

40.:c:lc6+ �g7 41 .Ilg6+ wf8 
42.�xh6 �g7 43.!1d6 �d7 
44.I:f.f6+ �f7 45.Ilc6 llg7 46.h3 
we7 47.c4 dxc3+ 48.@xc3 Wd7 
49.d4 �98 50.Ilh6 ttJc8 51 .�c4 
@c7 52.�cs .a'.g7 53.dS ttJb6 
54.d6+ 1 -0 

Benoni Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Svend Hamann 
Copenhagen 1 965 

Game 3 3  

1 .d4 ttJf6 2.c4 e6 3.g3 c5 4.d5 
exd5 5.cxd5 d6 6.ttJc3 �e7!? 

In this position 6 . . .  g6 is by far the most 
popular move. On g 7 ,  the bishop is 
more active than on e7 .  However, 
6 . . .  �e7 is not weak. Black saves a 
tempo on . . .  g7-g6,  the dark-squared 
bishop does a useful job defending the 
d6-pawn, and he always transfer the 
bishop to the long diagonal later. 
If White had played 3 .ltJc3 and 6 .e4, 
then 7 .f4 is very strong against the 
bishop's development on e7 .  However, I 
had started with the less aggressive 
3 .g3 . If I had played 3 .ltJc3 , Hamann 
would probably have played 3 . . .  �b4, 
the Nimzo-Indian, which I hardly ever 
allow. I prefer to play it with black! 

7.�g2 0-0 8.ttJf3 ttJa6 9.0-0 �b8 
1 0.Ile1 

If White plays e2-e4 anyway, why not do 
it immediately? There are two reasons : 
1 O .e4 can be answered by 1 O . . .  �g4, af
ter which it would be difficult to play 
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the e4-eS advance, while if he plays 
1 O . . .  �g4 now, I can reply 1 1 .lDd2. 

1 o  ... b5 1 1 .a4! 
An energetic way to restrain Black's 
progress on the queenside. After 
1 1 . . . b4 1 2 .lDbS .t't.b7 1 3 .e4, Black does 
not have the time to trap the enemy 
knight, and e4-eS would be very force
ful. Having said which, I think he 
should have tried this line anyway be
cause, once the a-file opens, I am going 
to have a clear advantage and Black's 
queenside pawn majority will become 
worthless. 

1 1  ... bxa4 1 2.�xa4 ttJd7 1 3.e4 
�f6 14.�f1 

To avoid losing the a-pawn, Black now 
has to make some awkward moves. 

14 ... l:[b6 1 5.ttJd2 ttJdb8 1 6.ttJc4 
ldb 7 1 7.�f4! 

White allows the following combina
tion, which doesn't solve Black's prob
lems. That said, Black had nothing 
better; 1 7  . . .  �e7 would have been a 
very weak retreat, to which White 
could reply 1 8 .eS , but a move like 
1 8 .  iV a 1 would also be very strong. So 
Black undoubtedly does the right thing 
to dive into tactical complications and 
hope for a miracle. 

1 7  ... ld.xb2 1 8.ttJxb2 �xc3 1 9.ttJc4 
The knight returns to this strong square 
and Black cannot defend his d-pawn. Of 



course, it would have been pointless to 
play 1 9  .ld.e2 �g4. 

1 9  ... �d7 20.ld.a3 �xe1 21 .li'xe1 
�b5 

Black's position cannot be improved 
because two weak queenside pawns are 
no match for two strong central pawns. 

22.tt:Jxd6 �xf1 23. 'if xf1 

23 ... g5 
Given that this doesn't win material, it 
can be argued that it only weakens the 
king 's position and cedes the fS -square 
to the enemy knight. But what else can 
he do? At least this way he manages to 
achieve the exchange of White.'s good 
bishop for one of Black's unhappy 
knights. 
It is also possible that Black was hoping 
for White to make an unsound sacrifice. 
For example, 24.tlJfS looks very attrac
tive, but it is not quite good enough. And, 
on the face of it, 24.a.xa6 tlJxa6 25 .'iYxa6 
gxf4 26 .tt:Jfs looks promising too, but 
there is no clear win to be found. Such 
are one's thoughts when playing for 
primitive traps but they are only justified 
when the position is hopeless. 

24.�e5 f6 25.tt:Jb7! 'ifb6 
26.�xbS tt:Jxb8 27.tt:Ja5 'iVb4 
28.tt:Jc4 �ea 

The move 2 8  . . .  a6 is no better, for exam
ple 29 .lla l followed by llb l .  

Chapter 9 - Di ffi c u l t  Cho i c e  

29.�xa7! l:f.xe4 30.ifh3 

This is the reason I gave up the strong 
central pawn in exchange for the weak 
a-pawn: White gets direct threats 
against the king. 
It should also be noted that the black 
knight is very poorly placed and indeed 
plays no further part in the game. 

30 ... 'iVe1 + 31 .Wg2 :ge7 
32.'if cB+ l:re8 

Against 3 2  . . .  <it>g?  I couldn 't play 
3 3 .°ifxb8?  'if e4+ drawing, but I could 
play 3 3 .�xe7+ 'ifxe7 34.tlJe3 , leading 
to a rapid victory The difference be
tween the knights is massive : the white 
one is well placed, while the black one 
has to be defended by the queen. 
Against 3 4 . . . 'if e4+ the best move is 
3 5 .Wh3 , though 3 5 .<it>g l °ifb l +  
3 6 .ttJfl would also win. 

33.'iVf5 'ife4+ 34.'ifxe4 �xe4 
35.tt:Jd6 �b4 

After 3 5  . . .  �e l 3 6 .g4 Black has no good 
moves. 

36.tt:JeS l:[b6 37.d6 'lt>f8 38.tt:Jxf6 
l:Ixd6 39.tt:Jxh7+ wee 40.tt:Jxg5 
�c6 41 .�aa l:i:c8 42.tt:Je4 1 -0 

He cannot prevent the loss of the 
c-pawn. 
The white knight deserves some sort of 
award for productivity, having made 1 5  
moves. 
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Chapter10 

The Public Wants Sharp Play 

In a tournament, masters try to get a good result. If spectators are disappointed 
when a player secures first place with a lifeless draw instead of choosing to play for 
an all-out attack, it's because they don't understand what playing in a tournament is 
all about. 

However, at other times it can be said that players have certain obligations to the 
public to play sharply and take risks. Such games, we can conclude, provide good 
publicity for our noble game. In such cases it doesn't matter whether you feel at 
ease or afraid - you just have to fight. 

I 've played several games for Radio Denmark. Most of them have been highly 
dramatic. Of course, if two masters set out to play a game on the radio, the game 
shouldn't be insipid. Therefore, both sides nght for incisive positions. Of course, it 
would be great to play ten games and only broadcast the most interesting one, but 
that would probably work out too expensive. 

So you sit down at the board with the intention of making it a no-holds-barred 
fight. You would almost prefer to lose an exciting game than win a boring one . . .  

The game against Flohr (Game 34) was played in March 1 966  after my match 
with Geller, whose second he had been. The radio station organised a small tourna
ment which Geller won thanks to a victory over me; in my opinion, however, the 
game against Flohr was the most beautiful. 

It was played under normal tournament conditions and time controls. However, 
the game against Nyman (Game 3 5) was played by correspondence in late 1 966 
and was published in the Stockholm newspaper Dagens Nyheter, at the beginning of 
the following year, one move per day. 

Several Swedish newspapers followed this fashion, at almost the same time, and 
when one game ended, another began. 

Czech Benoni Defence 
Salo Flohr 
Bent Larsen 
Copenhagen 1 9  6 6 

Game 34 

1 .d4 tt:Jf6 2.c4 cs 3.dS es 
This solid system often leads to very 
complex and sharp games. Perhaps the 
greatest danger for the black player is 
psychological in nature. You can be
come so wrapped up in building a 'fire-
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proof shelter' that you forget to play ac
tively, and end up being slowly stran
gled . White can't  start attacking 
immediately, but if the game develops 
quietly, he can usually take the initiative 
with a small demonstration on the 
queenside, starting with b2-b4. Later 
White can afford to advance with f2-f4, 
which is usually weak in the initial 
phase of the game as it cedes the strong 
eS-square. 



C h apter 1 0  - The P ublic W ants Sh arp  P l ay 

As I see it, playing this defence forced 
me to play aggressively. 

4.tt:Jc3 d6 5.e4 g6 
Another variation which has been very 
popular in recent years is 5 . . .  �e7 .  The 
plan is . . .  0-0 ,  . . .  lt:Je8 , . . .  g7-g6 and 
. . .  f7 -fS .  Sometimes White tries to pre
vent the latter freeing move with g2-g4 
and �h6 , but Black can then put his 
king in the corner (h8) and eventually 
transfer the b8-knight to the square va
cated by the g8-knight, and thus attack 
the h6-bishop. Such manoeuvres re
quire some time, but in a closed posi
tion this is not such a serious matter, 
and when Black finally achieves the 
. . .  f7-f5 push, the result is an unclear 
position with chances for both sides. 
I usually preferred 5 . . .  g6 .  Now you may 
well ask :  isn't Black playing a King's In
dian Defence with the disadvantage of 
having committed his pawn structure, 
thus allowing White to adapt the devel
opment of his pieces to his heart's con
tent and without loss of time? In a way, 
the answer has to be yes , but in Black's 
defence it can be said that his pawn cen
tre is not all bad. Also, and this is very 
important in my opinion, if in a King's 

Indian, you don't want to make an early 
decision in the centre, then you must 
castle early. Here, however, this can 
wait. 

6.�d3 �g7 7.tt:Jge2 tt:Jbd7 
I don't know if this is the best move. 
Also to be considered is 7 . . .  tlJhS ! ? , 
which appears to guarantee . . .  f7 -f5 un
der satisfactory circumstances. 
In positions of this sort, people enjoy 
preparing . . .  b7-b5 via manoeuvres 
such as . . .  lt:Ja6 , . . .  lt:Jc7 , . . .  �b8 ,  . . .  a7-a6 , 
but in many cases this is a bad plan, 
simply because White gets in a2-a3 and 
b2-b4 in far fewer moves. It is very dif
ficult for Black to take the initiative on 
the queenside. In addition, the knight is 
badly placed on c7 , leaving it a long 
way away from e5 , and thus justifying 
White 's brutal behaviour in the centre 
with f4. 

8.h3 a6! 

But now I'm sure that this is the only 
proper move. Black will manoeuvre 
with . . .  tlJhS , preparing . . .  f7 -f5 . If 
White answers g2-g4, the pawn sacri
fice with . . .  t2lf4 is forced. However, as 
shown in the game, playing 8 . . .  tlJhS 
immediately loses a tempo due to 9 .g4 
and then the white dark-squared 
bishop goes to f 4 in one move. 
Why doesn't Black castle? Because he 
doesn't like the reply 9 .g4! . 
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If 8 . . .  a6 proves useful, it will be as a 
preliminary to . . .  b7-bS .  This can be 
prevented by 9.a4, but that would prob
ably mean White has to give up on the 
idea of castling queenside. Therefore, if 
White wants to play g2-g4 to oppose 
Black's plans on the other flank, his po
sition will be full of holes and without a 
'sanctuary' for the king. Therefore, in 
my opinion, the right move is 8 . . . a6. If 
Flohr continues with 9 .g4 ! ? ,  there is the 
magnificent reply 9 . . .  hS ! . 

9.i.e3 tt:Jh5! 1 O.'if d2 
An interesting continuation aimed 
against . . .  f7-f5 and . . .  b7-b5 , and not as 
risky as g2-g4, would have been 1 O . a4 
0-0  l 1 .'ii'c2 tlJf4 1 2 .tlJxf4 exf4 
1 3  .i.xf4 tlJeS 1 4.i.e2 fS with certain 
practical possibilities. 

1 0  ... 0-0 

Black is ready to play . . .  f7 -fS , but if 
White castles queenside, the answer 
may be . . .  b7-b5 . It seems as if Black's 
opening problems have been resolved 
in a satisfactory manner, but there still 
remains a question: is the pawn sacri
fice . . .  tlJf4 sound? Flohr decides to ask 
this question. 

1 1 .g4!? tt:Jf4 1 2.tt:Jxf4 exf4 
1 3.i.xf4 tt:Je5 

White can hardly consider capturing 
this knight - his dark squares would 
have been too weakened - but is this 
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well-placed knight enough compensa
tion for the pawn? No! And it must be 
added that it probably will not stay here 
for long : it will be driven away by the 
f-pawn. 
However, Black's other pieces are ready 
to attack White. 

14.�e2 b5! 
The only reasonable continuation. To
tally wrong would be 1 4  . . .  fS ? 1 5 .gxfS 
gxf5 1 6 .�g 1 ! .  
Let's go back in our minds to the eighth 
move and try to picture this same posi
tion, but without the important prepa
ratory move . . .  a7-a6 ! .  

1 5.cxbS axb5 1 6.tt:JxbS lla4! 

This rook is destined to play a promi
nent role. It bursts fearlessly into the en
emy camp, hoping that the other pieces 
will eventually join it in the attack. 

1 7.tt:Jc3 �d4 1 8. 'ii' e3 l:.e8 
The 1 8 .. .fS advance was still doubtful due 
to the counterattack on the g-file, but it 
will be strong if White now castles. 
1 9  .g5 is worthy of consideration, 
though both 1 9  . . .  fS and 1 9  . . .  tt:Jf4 offer 
Black good prospects. 
Flohr chooses a very plausible move. 
The queen gives up the e-file with the 
idea of mounting a counterattack on 
the g-file, making . . .  f7-f5 too risky an 
adventure. However, my response 
proved to be a nasty surprise for him. 
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1 9.'iYg3? g5! 20 . .ie3 tt:Jg6! 
Very annoying for White, who does 
well not to accept the exchange sacri
fice. For example, 2 1 .�xd4 cxd4 
2 2 .tlJbS �xe4 2 3 .tt:Jxd6 l:;lxe2 + 
24.�xe2 tlJf4+ and . . .  �xd6.  And 
2 1 .0-0 �es 2 2 .'iff3 tlJh4 2 3 .'ifh l  
leaves the queen at a terrible disadvan
tage: after 2 3  . . .  �b4, Black dominates 
the board. 
Considering the threats to the e-pawn, 
2 1 .f3 suggests itself as the strongest de
fence, but after 2 1 .  . .  �b4! 22 .�c l tlJf4! 
Flohr's position would be rather poor: 
. . .  �b6 and . . .  �xb2 are threatened. 
2 2 . . .  'itb6 ?  immediately is inaccurate 
because of 2 3 .0-0 !  and 2 3  . . .  �xb2 
would not be possible due to.24.tlJa4! . 
Black's light-squared bishop has not yet 
taken part in the attack, but the other 
pieces are very active. Note that Flohr's 
position is difficult to defend in spite of 
the fact that there are no open files for 
my rooks. 
Flohr's next move seems to me to be 
best. 

21 .�bS Zlexe4 22.tt:Jxe4 laxe4 
23.0-0? 

Easily understandable from a psycho
logical standpoint. In such positions 
you want to get the king away from 
danger, and even an experienced de
fender like Flohr can make a mistake. 

2 3 .i.d3 was better, with the possible 
continuation 23  . . .  'if as+ 24.'lt>fl tlJf4! 
25 . .ixe4 .ia6+ 26.<it>g l  tlJe2+ 2 7 .�g2 
tt:Jxg3 28 .'lt>xg3 �xb2 .  Here White 
could go on fighting even though his 
king is not completely safe and he has 
to keep an eye on my very strong 
c-pawn. However, if in this variation 
White wants to take advantage of his 
material superiority, he will not get 
very far. After 2 5 .�xf4 .l::txf4 there are 
so many threats that the material advan
tage is just an illusion. 
True, he now has an extra exchange and 
a pawn, but Black's pieces are very 
strong and it will be difficult to keep 
the pawns on a2 , b2 , dS and even f2 .  

23 ... �b4 24 . .id3 �es 25.'itf3 
tt:Jh4 26.'if d 1  'S'f6 

Castling did not get the king out of dan
ger. There are threats, not only of a sac� 
rifice on g4, but also moves such as 
. . .  'ifh6 ,  . . .  h7-h5 and even l:a.f4. Against 
2 7 .f3 the reply 2 7 . . .  .J:rxb 2 is decisive, 
e.g. 28 .�f2 'iff4, or 2 8  . .i.e2 �xe2 .  
No wonder, then, that White wants to 
drive the rook away from the fourth 
rank, but achieving it is not easy. How 
nice it would be for the white king if 
the bishop could go to e4! 

27.a3 

• 
i i 

i if 
i � .t i 

:! � �  
� � �  � 

� � 
� � n �  

27 ... tt:Jf3+ 28.'lt>g2 
Or 28 .�h l .i.xg4 (28 . . .  �xg4 also wins, 
but not as quickly) 2 9 .hxg4 'ifh6+. 

1 2 7 
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28 ... �xg41 29.axb4 
30.@g1 �xd1 31 .�fxd1 

l2Jh4+ 

White stops the direct mating attack: 
3 1 .  . .  'tff3 3 2 .�fl . However, I now se
cure a material advantage - an unfamil
iar feeling for me. With a strong passed 
pawn and threats against the king, vic
tory is not far away. 

31 ... cxb4 32.�e4 �xb2 33.!laS+ 
The beginning of a desperate try. White 
captures my passed pawn, but in return 
Black is able to mount a direct attack on 
the king. But all continuations lose any
way. With the pawn on b4 and bishop 
on c3 , Black stops the enemy rook tak
ing an active part in the game. I can qui
etly improve my kingside position and 
also advance the passed pawn to b 2 .  

33 ... <it>g7 34.l:tbS �c3 35.l::txb4!? 
ttJf3+ 

The 3 5  . . .  �xb4 capture was bad because 
of 3 8 .�d4 pinning the queen, but now 
that the d4-square is controlled by the 
knight, it forces White to take on f3 . 

36.�xf3 if xf3 37.lld3 �es 
38.�g4 h6 39.�d2 

To prevent . . .  'ife2 ,  which would win im
mediately after a move such as 3 9 . �g 2? .  

39 ... '+i'xh3 40.�g2 f6 0-1 
Black would put his queen on f3 and 
then advance his h-pawn. White has no 
defence, since his rooks cannot work 
together. 

Prom's Gambit 
Sture Nyman 
Bent Larsen 
Correspondence Game 1 9 6 6  

1 .f4 e5!? 

Game 35 

Played 'on request' . Mr. Bohmgren, edi
tor of Dagens Nyheter, expressed his de
sire for a game with this gambit, with 
me taking White. I sometimes play 

1 2 8 

Bird's Opening and, of course, the 
newspaper wanted a dramatic struggle: 
I had already played two games for this 
newspaper, against Horberg and 
Stahlberg, and had won, but only after 
long endgames which were probably 
not highly appreciated by the public. 
However, the draw gave Nyman the 
white pieces and it began with l . f4, 
which is not one of his usual openings. 
Naturally, I played the gambit. 
Prom's Gambit was invented by the 
Danish master Severin From. He was 
also 'father' of the Danish Gambit ( 1 .e4 
eS 2 .d4 exd4 3 . c3 dxc3 4.�c4) and the 
first player from Denmark to take part 
in an international tournament, in Paris 
in 1 8 67 .  

2.fxe5 d 6  3.exd6 �xd6 4.t2Jf3 

.I � . .i. tv •  � .I  
i i i  i i i  

.i. 

ttJ 
� � � � �  � �  
l;I ttJ � 'iY <;ft � J!t 

4 ... t2Jf6 
The move 4 . . .  gS is not to my taste. I 
think White can reply 5 .g3 .  Of course, 
he can also play 5 .d4 g4 6 .ltJeS , but 
after 6 . . .  �xeS and 7 . . .  'ifxd l + the out
look for the endgame is equality. Of all 
my Bird's Opening tournament games, 
I had only once had to face Prom's 
Gambit, against Zuidema, in Beverwijk 
1 964. 4 . . .  gS 5 .g3 led to a wild struggle 
which I won. 

5.d4 0-0 
Theory wavers between 5 .d4 and 5 .g3 . 
Against the latter I would have adopted a 
position based on queenside castling. 
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Against 5 .d4, the book gives as the best 
answer 5 . . .  t2Je4, but I don't like it. 
Shouldn't the rest of the pieces be devel
oped? A German correspondence chess 
master wrote an article about a themed 
postal tournament held in Germany 
( 1 96 1 - 1 962) with Prom's Gambit stipu
lated as the mandatory opening. Black 
scored badly with 5 . . .  tlJe4. According to 
this article and Rolf Schwarz's book on 
Bird's Opening, White's next move is a 
mistake. They consider 6.g3 to be better. 
However, it is likely that Nyman had the 
same experience as me and had discov
ered that not everything that is written 
in books is the 'gospel truth' .  I've done a 
lot of work on the problems of this 
opening, for, as a matter of ·principle, I 
don't like giving up a central pawn. 

6.�g5 .:te8 
I have little confidence in these opening 
books. They quote a correspondence 
game, Pedersen-Firmenich, 1 95 1 ,  in 
which Black had the better of it after 
6 . . .  h6 7 .�xf6 'ifxf6 8 .e4 (8 .t2Jc3) 
8 . . .  c5 9 . e5 'if e7 I O .�e2 �c7 l 1 .c3 
t2Jc6 l 2 .t2Jbd2 �g4. I think this line can 
be easily improved on : perhaps 8 .e4 is 
premature, and in its place, 8 .tLlc3 
seems good. 
The text move appears natural. Against 
7 .tLlc3 I had intended 7 . . .  �f5 , keeping 
control of e4. 

7.'iYd3 t2Jc6 

A difficult decision: Black gives up the 
idea of . . .  c7 -c5 , but gains an important 
tempo as Nyman must prevent . . .  t2Jb4 
with either c2-c3 or a2-a3 . 
This choice is also difficult : 8 .c3 de
fends the d-pawn, but deprives the 
b I -knight of a good square. Later, 
Nyman thought it was here that he 
went wrong, but during the game con
sidered 8 .a3 was better. Against 8 .c3 
one line that I analysed was 8 . . .  h6 , and 
now White has two options : 

A) 9 .�xf6 'if xf6 1 O .t2Jbd2 �f5 1 l .e4 
'if g6 1 2 .0-0-0 l::txe4! with a strong at
tack. In this variation 8 .c3 makes it diffi
cult for the king to find safety. A better 
move for White was �e2 , but then Black 
gets his pawn back with good play. 

B) Another variation I looked at was 
the following : 9 .�h4 g5 1 O .�f2 tlJe4 
1 1 .h3 �f5 1 2 .'ifd l 'iYe7 1 3 .g4 t2Jxf2 
1 4.�xf2 'if e3+ 1 5 .�g2 'iff4 1 6 .°if e l  
�xg4 with a winning position. 

8.a3 h6 9.�h4? 
This is the mistake ! And, for a strong 
correspondence player like Nyman, a 
serious error, in my opinion. His letter 
surprised me! 
White must continue with 9 .�xf6 
'if xf6 1 O .e4. After 1 O . . .  �f5 1 1 .tLlc3 
Black easily regains the pawn, but the 
game is pretty even. If Black wants 
more, he has to try 1 O . . .  �g4, in order 
to exploit the disadvantages of 8 .a3 
compared with 8 .c3 : the d-pawn is not 
strongly defended. However, after 
1 O . . .  �g4 1 1 .tLlbd2 is not easy to see 
how Black can break into the oppo
nent's position. 
After the text move, I thought I would 
win the game. In correspondence chess 
it is possible to calculate in detail and to 
a great depth and my optimism was 
based on solid variations. 

1 29 
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9 ... g5 1 0.�f2 
If 1 0 .�g3 �xg3+  1 1 .hxg3 'iid6 White 
is worse. 

1 o ... ttJe4 1 1 .h3 
An ugly move: the hole on g3 is very 
unpleasant. But 1 1  . . .  ttJxf2 was threat-
ened, followed by . . .  g5 -g4. 

11 ... �fS 
Forces the queen retreat, since 1 2 .'tibS 
�g3 ! loses the d-pawn and White's po
sition is a ruin. 

1 2.�d 1 �f4 
Also very good was 1 2  . . .  �e7 ,  with the 
same idea as in the earlier note. 
The text move prepares a beautiful 
combination. 

1 3.g4 ttJxf2 14.@xf2 .te3+ 
1 5.@g2 

1 5  ... ttJxd4! 1 6.gxf5 

1 3 0 

l 6 .tLlxd4 wasn't possible because of 
. . .  i.e4+. 

1 6  ... ttJxf3 1 7.'ifxdS ttJh4+ 
1 8.@g3 l::laxd8 

Only ruins are left of the white posi
tion. 

1 9.ttJc3 ttJxf5+ 20.<it>g2 
If 20 .<it>g4 �d4+ leads to mate. 

20 .. Jld2 

Nyman wanted to resign here, but for 
the benefit of the readers the game con
tinued: 

21 .ld:c1 h5 22.ttJd1 �b6 23.@h2 
�exe2+ 24.i!.xe2 �xe2+ 25.ttJf2 
.:txf2+ 26.@g1 .:te2+ 27.@f1 
ttJg3# 

Mr Bohmgren was right. It was exactly 
the right opening to make an exciting 
game for the readers. 



Chapter 11 

Satisfactory Results 

After my victory in the Geller match, I travelled to Le Havre where, after a shaky 
start, I won six games in a row and finished the tournament two points ahead of 
the runner-up : 1 .  Larsen 9 points (from 1 1  rounds) ; 2-3 . Polugaevsky and Krogius 
7 ,  etc. This was definitely one of my best tournaments , but I didn't play any very re
markable games. 

Le Havre 1 966 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 

1 Larsen.Bent * 1 1 V2 V2 1 l/2 1/z 1 1 9 .0 

2 Krogius,Nikolay 0 * 1/2 1 l/2 l/2 1/2 V2 1 l/2 7 . 0  

3 Polugaevsky,Lev 0 l/2 
* 

1/2 1/2 11z 1/2 1 l/2 1 7 . 0  

4 Matanovic,Aleksandir 1/2 0 1/2 * l/2 0 l/2 1 1 1 1 1/2 6 . 5  

5 Forintos ,Gyozo V2 V2 1/2 1/2 * l/2 1/2 1h 1/2 V2 1 1 6 . 5  

6 Rolland,Pierre 0 l/2 1/2 1 1/2 * 1 1 0 0 1/2 1 6 . 0 

7 Bobotsov,Milko V2 l/1 l/2 1/1 1/2 0 * '/1 0 1 1 6 . 0 

8 Diickstein,Andreas 1/2 1/2 0 0 l/2 0 l/2 * 1 1/2 0 4 . 5  

9 Mazzoni, Guy 0 0 0 0 1/2 1 I 0 * V2 V2 1 4 . 5 

1 0  Boutteville, Cesar 0 0 0 0 l/2 I 0 l/2 l/2 * 1 1 4 . 5  

1 1  Roos,Michel 0 l/2 1/2 0 0 1;, 0 1 V2 0 * 1 4 . 0  

1 0 

In July I flew to California to take part in the great Piatigorsky Cup in Santa Monica. 
My final position was not bad, third after Spassky and Fischer, and in front of 
Portisch, Unzicker, Petrosian, Reshevsky, Najdorf, Ivkov and Donner. But it would 
have been even better but for an inexplicable mid-tournament slump that was per
haps due to the effects of the weather. Later I had a similar experience in Havana, 
during the Chess Olympiad. Games 3 6-38  are from Santa Monica : game 3 7  is the 
best known, but I think game 3 8 is of higher quality. 

Ruy Lopez 
Bobby Fischer 
Bent Larsen 
Santa Monica I 966 

Game 36 

1 .e4 e5 2.tl'lf3 tl'lc6 3.�b5 a6 
4.�a4 tl'lf6 5.0-0 tl'lxe4 

I had just written an article analysing 
this Open Variation of the Ruy Lopez 
from the point of view of Black. I 

thought that ordinary chess players 
ought to play such openings rather than 
following the latest fad in the Closed 
Variation (5 . . .  �e7) , for instance, with 
its slow positional manoeuvres. But 
even masters read articles and no doubt 
this is one reason why the Open Varia
tion has become more and more popu
lar in international tournaments. How
ever, it has never been too popular and, 

1 3 1 
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in some of the special lines I found, im
provements have been found for White. 
On this occasion, the variation proved a 
happy choice against Fischer. Later in 
the same tournament, Unzicker also 
played it against him, and the American 
champion was lucky to get away with 
half a point against him. 
I played this opening in two of my 
match games against Geller, but other
wise hadn't played it for many years. 

6.d4 b5 7.�b3 d5 8.dxe5 �e6 
9.c3 

For a long time 9. if e2 was very popular 
until the World Championship Tourna
ment held in 1 948, in which Smyslov 
and Keres both beat Euwe with this line. 
Against Geller I introduced the recom� 
mendation of the Swedish correspon
dence chess master Ekstrom: 9 .ife2 �e7 
1 O.l::tdl  0-0 l l .c4 bxc4 l 2 .hc4 'iVd7 !  
and Fischer was obviously not prepared 
to take it on. But in 1 968 ,  in the tourna
ment in Netanya, Fischer played this line 
with white against Dutch master Ree and 
won easily; however this cannot be re
garded as sufficient proof that the line is 
dubious for Black. 

9 ... �c5 
The solid alternative is 9 . . .  �e7 ,  as 
played in Fischer-Unzicker some 
rounds later. But I wanted to try a rare 
line that I recommended in the article 
that had not appeared yet. 

1 O.tt:Jbd2 0-0 1 1 .�c2 .if51? 
This move has been much less studied 
than the main alternatives 1 1 . . .  fl -fS ,  
1 1 . . .  tt:Jxf2 and 1 1 .  . .  tbxd2 . 

1 2.tt:Jb3 �g4 1 3.tt:JxcS tt:Jxc5 
14.l:te1 

Several years before, Unzicker had tried 
the idea 1 4.�e3 in a game of which 
Fischer and I were unaware. As will be 
seen, Fischer had a similar idea. 

1 3 2 

If Black is satisfied with a roughly equal 
ending, he can continue with 1 4.�e3 
tlJd7 1 S .'if d3 g6 1 6 .'ffxdS tlJdxeS , etc. 
White has the bishop pair, but the en
emy pieces are very active. 

1 4  ... l::f.eS 
The retreat 1 4  . . .  .ihS ? is refuted by 
1 5 .�gS ! �xf3 (or 1 5  . . .  'ifd7 1 6 .�e3 
tbe6 1 7 .�xh 7 + ! ) 1 6 .'iVxf3 ifxgS 
1 7  .... xdS ,  all in accordance with 
long-established theory. 
After 1 4  . . .  l::te8 ,  the only 'book' move 
recommended is 1 S .�f4, against which 
one of the sharpest replies is 1 S . . .  d4! ? . 

1 5.�e3 tt:Je6 
1 S . . .  tt:Jd7 1 6 .'ifxdS tlJdxeS would lead 
to a draw. If White wants to weaken the 
·dark squares with 1 6 .'iYd3 , there is no 
need for . . .  g7-g6,  since 1 6  . . .  tt:Jfg is 
good. This is why I preferred 1 4  .�e3 . 

1 6.'ifd3 

1 6  ... g61? 
As already mentioned, 1 6  . . .  tlJf8 was 
good and solid, but I wanted to play 
more aggressively. In the previous 
round I had beaten Najdorf and in the 
next I would sacrifice the queen against 
Petrosian! 
The text move is probably absolutely 
playable. However it is rare for me to 
weaken the dark squares on my king
side, as I have just done, if I don't have 
the bishop of that colour. 



1 7  . .ih6 CfJe7 
After 1 7  . . .  �fS 1 8 .'i:Yd2 .ixc2 1 9 .'ifxc2 
CfJe7 20 .CiJd4 White has a slight advan
tage. 1 7  . . .  d4? would have been disas
trous because of 1 8 .'ife4 ! .  

1 8.CfJd4 .if5 1 9.CfJxf5 
Against 1 9 .'li'd2 it would be difficult 
for Black to find anything better than to 
transpose to the line already mentioned 
in my previous comment: 1 9 . . .  CfJxd4 
20 .cxd4 .ixc2 2 1 .Vixc2 CfJfS 2 2  . .ie3 
�e6. 
Fischer, however, felt tempted with the 
possibility of a battle between two bish
ops versus two knights. 

1 9  ... CfJxf5 20 . .id2 Vih4 

Black has a very active position and I 
doubt if White has any advantage. I cast 
my mind back to the Zurich tourna
ment of 1 9  5 9 when I had to fight with 
my two knights against Fischer's two 

Chapter  1 1  - Sa t i s fac tory Resu l ts 

bishops. Fischer in those days was six
teen years old. The game was drawn but 
for a long time afterwards he tried to 
demonstrate that the two bishops could 
win (see page 3 34) . 
There is no doubt that, as a teenager, 
Fischer overrated the value of the two 
bishops. Now, his judgment is much 
finer. 
White cannot play 2 1 .  'iY xdS ? as he 
loses a piece : 2 I .  . .  l::[ad8 22 .'iYc6 CfJe7 .  
However, 2 I .'if f3 merits some atten
tion. My plan was 2 1 .  . .  CfJgS ! ? .  The 
pawn sacrifice offers good possibilities 
after 2 2 .ifxdS llad8 23  . .ixgS �xgS 
24.'if c6 �e6 25 .'ifxc7 l:td2 , although 
22 .�f4 is better; nevertheless I 'm not 
too sure whether the two bishops give 
White any advantage after 2 2  . . .  'ii'xf4 
23 .�xf4 CfJe6 24 . .id2 cS . 
Fischer's move has obtained a mixed re
action from annotators. Some declare 
that it is poor whilst others give it an 
exclamation mark. This latter I consider 
to be exaggerated but it is certainly a 
most interesting move which indicates 
that Fischer is considering that after the 
exchange of queens , Black has a satis
factory ending. He is therefore going 
for an attack whilst the queens are still 
on the board. 

21 .�f1 CfJc5 22.g3 

2nd Piatigorsky Cup, Santa Monica 1 966 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 

1 Spassky,Boris ** l1 /2 V2 l 1 V2 1/21/2 1/21/2 1/2 1/2 1/21/2 I Yi 1/2 1 1 1 . 5  
2 Fischer, Robert 0 112 ** 0 1  1/21/2 '12 l '12 l 1/2 1/2 0 1  1 1  1/2 1 1 1 . 0 

3 Larsen.Bent 1/20 1 0  ** 1/20 l1 /2 1/2 1 1 1  1 1/2 0 1  1/20 1 0 . 0  

4 Unzicker, Wolfgang 0 112 1/2 1/2 l/i l * *  1/2 1/2 1/21/2 l/2 1/2 l/2 1/2 l1 /2 1/21/2 9 . 5  
5 Portisch,Lajos 1/2 1/2 1/20 O Yi  1/2V2 ** l/2 l/2 l1 /2 1/21/2 1/2 1 1/2 l 9 . 5  
6 Reshevsky,Samuel 1/2 1/2 1/20 V20 1/2 1/2 1/2 '12 ** 1/21/2 1/2 l l/2 1/2 l1 /2 9 . 0  
7 Petrosian, Tigran l/2l/2 1/2 1/2 00 1/21/2 0 1/2 Yz 1/2 ** 1 1  1/21/2 1/2 l 9 .0  
8 Najdorf,Miguel 1/21/2 I O  0 112 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/20 0 0  * *  l1 /2 1/2 1 8 . 0  
9 Ivkov,Borislav 01/2 0 0  1 0  0 1/2 1/20 l/2 1/2 1/21/2 0 1/2 ** lh_ l 6 . 5  

1 0  Donner,Jan Hein 1/20 1/2 0 1/2 l 1/2 1/2 1/20 0 112 1/20 1/20 1/20 ** 6 . 0  

1 3 3 
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The exchange 22  . ..txfS would be incor
rect since it would weaken the light 
squares and Black's king could easily be 
defended whilst at the same time the 
open g-file can be used to launch an at
tack. 

22 ... 'if c4 23.'if g2 
After 2 3 .  °ifh3 tlJe4 the knights are be
coming 'lively' . If 2 3 .'tixc4 dxc4, Black 
has good possibilities thanks to the 
d3-square. Perhaps 2 3 .b3 is better, but 
the position is balanced. 
These endings are not clearly in White's 
favour because of the pawn structure on 
the kingside, where the majority of 
white pawns is weaker than one might 
think due to the e-pawn which 'has 
gone too far' .  But after 23 .'ifg2 White 
has to give up his pair of bishops. 

23 ... tt:Jd3 24 . ..txd3 'ti'xd3 25 . ..tg5 
c6 26.g4 tt:Jg7 27Jle3 

I am not too sure if this is a mistake but 
the move suggested by many annota
tors, 2 7 .nadl ? ,  is not very good be
cause of2 7  . . .  nxe5 ! .  

27 ... 'ii'd2 28.b3 
I had fifteen minutes left and I was very 
nervous. Can I defend against a mating 
attack? The text move, therefore, came 
as a welcome surprise. Must White de
fend the queenside pawns? 
Undoubtedly this is the correct move 
since a direct attack would be futile. 

1 34 

This variation illustrates the problem: 
28  . ..tf6 'ifxb2 29 .�d l (29 .�fl d4!)  
29 . . .  'iixa2 30 .'ifh3 'ifc2 3 1 .�fl gS ! 
(the threat is 3 2 .'ifh6 tlJe6 
3 3 .°ifxh7+ ! ) .  There is now little danger 
in the attack and Black's a-pawn will 
start to advance. 
White could play 2 8 .f3 ,  but after the 
exchange of queens and . . .  tlJe6, Black's 
position is satisfactory. I don't think that 
Black has any advantage; however, Black 
can play on the queenside whilst it 
would be difficult for White to take ad
vantage of his pawn majority in the op
posite flank. One of the difficulties is 
that if the f-pawn were to advance too 
far, the e-pawn would be weakened and 
the black knight could be placed 
permanently at e4. 

28 ... b4!? 

I cannot demonstrate that this may be 
better than, for example, 2 8  . . .  aS or 
28  . . .  cS , but psychologically it has to be 
seen as the most appropriate. 
A grain of sand has made it into the at -
tacking machine and this is distressing 
for White. On the other hand, Fischer 
has not yet decided to abandon the at
tack and exchange queens. As a result, 
his next move was a surprising mistake. 
It was difficult for me to decide if I 
should play 2 8 . . .  as . After 2 9 .f3 it 
would be an advantage that Black has 



not opened up the position and conse
quently after 2 9 .  'ifh3 the move could 
be justified: 2 8  . . .  aS 29 .eh3 a4 30 .b4 
d4 3 l .cxd4 'if xd4 32 .l::tae 1 'ifxb4 
3 3 .�f6 'iff4 and the position can be 
defended. However it was difficult to 
put this into place on account of time 
trouble, and the reasonable choice was a 
plan that involved an exchange of 
queens. 
The move sequence 28  . . .  b4! ? 2 9 .f3 
bxc3 30 .'ifxd2 cxd2 3 1 .nd l  leads to 
equality. Possibly 29  . . .  'ifxg2+ 30 .<it>xg2 
as

' 
with the idea of maintaining the 

pawn structure, is better for Black. 
I don't know what Fischer overlooked, 
but it must have been something quite 
simple. 

· 

29.'ifh3?? bxc3 30.'ifh6 tbe6 0-1 

Didn't Fischer see that the black queen 
could interpose after, for instance, 
3 1 .�f6 d4 3 2 .'ifxh 7 +  �xh7 
3 3 .�h3 + ? 
This seems to be the only plausible ex
planation. In the final position the 
passed pawns will soon win a piece. 
Apparently this defeat took its toll on 
Fischer. In the following two days he 
lost against Najdorf and Spassky and he 
did not take advantage of his more fa
vourable endgame position in his ad
journed game against Unzicker. 
In the second part of the tournament he 
woke up and played admirably. 

Sicilian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Tigran Petrosian 
Santa Monica 1 966 

Game 3 7  

1 .e4 c5 2.tlJf3 tlJc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tlJxd4 g6 

I would have loved to be playing Black 
in this position! 

Chapter 1 1  - Sa t i sfac to ry Resu l ts 

With the following move order I avoid 
the variation S .c4 tLlf6 6 .tLlc3 tLlxd4 
7 .'ifxd4 d6, which I had never studied 
in detail. 

5.�e3 �g7 6.c4 tt:Jf6 7.tt:Jc3 tt:Jg4 
8.'i¥xg4 tt:Jxd4 9.'if d1 tt:Je6 

It seemed I was still playing against my
self! Now the problem is whether to 
defend the knight with if d2 or l::tc 1 . I 
decided on the queen move which, as 
the game progressed, turned out to be 
the best choice. Nevertheless , after 
1 O .°ifd2 'iVaS ! ?  White must be pre
pared to sacrifice a pawn: 1 1 .�c l �xc3 
1 2 .lixc3 ! ?  ifxa2,  which opens up new 
lines although it is unclear. Or exchange 
queens with 1 2 . if xc3 , which seems to 
give Black a defensible ending (in spite 
of White having the two bishops) 
thanks to his strong pawn structure. 

1 0.'i¥d2 d6 1 1 .�e2 �d7 1 2.0-0 
0-0 1 3.l::lad1 I 

In a famous game, Keres-Petrosian, 
Candidates '  Tournament 1 9 S 9 ,  White 
placed his rooks at c 1 and d 1 , but I 
chose a more aggressive set-up. 

1 3  ... �c6 1 4.tt:Jd5 lde8? 
Correct was 1 4  . . .  tlJcS 1 S .f3 aS ,  as in the 
game Porath-Larsen, Amsterdam 
Interzonal , 1 9 64.  After 1 6  . .td4? 
�xd4+ 1 7  .�xd4 es 1 8 .'if d2 tt:Je6, 
Black had an excellent position . 
Strangely enough I couldn't recall the 

1 3 5 



Bent Larsen 's Best  Games 

exact order of play in that game, neither 
was I sure that I had arrived at the same 
position. I could remember my own 
moves as Black, but where had Porath 
placed his queen's rook? 
Petrosian rejected 1 4  . . .  tlJcS because of 
1 5 .'if c2 ; however I don't understand 
this. Black can play 1 5 . . .  a5 , since taking 
the queen with 1 6 .�xcS and 1 7  .tlJf6+ 
would not be favourable for White. 
Following this dubious text move I 
thought I was justified in launching an 
attack. 

1 5.f4 

� if �  • 
' '  ' ' -*- '  

-*- ' �  ' ---�� 

l2J 
8 8 8  

---

� 
8 8  Sj'_i 8 8  

:a. n � 
1 5  ... tt:Jc7 

Petrosian commented that he had 
planned 1 5  . . .  tlJcS 1 6 .eS tlJd7 , but he 
rejected it now since 1 7  .tlJb4! would 
give Black certain problems. Neverthe
less I don't believe that after 1 7 . . .  if c 7 
the position is any worse than after the 
move that was actually played. 

1 6.f5 tt:Ja6 
After 1 6 . . .  tlJxd5 1 7 .  exd5 , Black has lit
tle chance of counterplay whilst White 
can organise an attack on the kingside. 
Now I should have continued with 
1 7  .b4! . If the a6-knight goes to b8 with 
the intention of getting to es ,  then 
1 8 .bS would be strong as 1 8  . . .  jLxdS 
1 9 .°iYxdS gives a double threat at b7 
and f7 . If  1 8  . . .  �d7 the bishop obstructs 
the knight, and either 1 9  .�gs or 
1 9  .l::[f3 are strong. 
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My next move points directly at the 
king , but the black knight is also in play. 

1 7.jLg4 ?! tt:Jc5 1 8.fxg6 hxg6 
After 1 8  . . .  fxg6 1 9 .�xcS dxcS 20 .�e6+ 
'it>h8 2 1 .�fl or 2 1 .'ii' g5 White has 
some chance of an attack, although 
nothing decisive. 
Neither does 1 9 .eS ! ?  �xeS 20 .�xcS 
dxc5 2 1 .�e6+ Wh8 2 2 .�f7 �f8 
2 3 . �dfl �xf7 24.�xfl �g7 seem 
clear : the exchange sacrifice only leads 
to a draw. 

1 9.'iff2 l:.f8 

I have occasionally used this position to 
illustrate how you can arrive at the best 
move via a process of elimination: 

A) For example, 2 0 .�xc5 dxcS is bad: 
A l )  2 1 .tlJf6+ �xf6 22 .�xd8 �axd8 , 

and Black ends up with more than 
enough compensation for the queen; 

A2) Another line leads to a draw: 
2 1 .'ifxcS �xdS 22 .l:txdS 'i:Vb6 23 .b4 
'ifxc5 + 24.bxcS . But I don't want a 
draw. 

B) 2 0 .'ifh4 is answered with 
20  . . .  �xdS , and then 2 1 .�xdS is bad 
because of 2 1  . . .  e6 .  But this line offers 
an idea, and since the other variations 
do not seem satisfactory this is the 
move that must be played. 
My king's pawn is isolated and with 
quiet play White will be left with a 
weak pawn structure. 



20.eS! !  
The finest move in the whole game ! 

20 ... i,xeS 21 .'ifh4 i,xd5 
22.�xdS 

22 ... tt:Je6? 
The World Champio_n has not foreseen 
my next move. Other options were : 

A) 22  . . .  tt:Je4. Straight after the game 
Petrosian said that this was the move he 
should have played, but after 2 3 .i.f3 
tt:Jf6 24 . .J::[b5 White recovers the pawn 
with a clear positional advantage; 
B) The only possible defence was 

22  . . .  e6.  I 'm not sure what continuation 
I would have chosen: 

B 1 )  Possibly 23  .i,g5 'ifb6 24.�xe5 
dxe5 2 5 .i.e3 ,  although intensive analy
sis indicates that Black does have a de
fence; 

B2) I didn't fancy the line 2 3 .�xd8 
�fxd8 24.�xe5 dxe5 25 .i,xc5 , even 
though this had been my original plan 
when I played 20 .e5 ! .  I thought that 
White 's small material advantage was 
not sufficient since my opponent could 
have counterplay on the queen's file and 
he also had strong kingside pawns. In 
subsequent analysis I was able to find 
very good winning chances after 
2 5  . . .  f5 26 .�d l  .ldd2 2 7 .i,b3 ! �xb2 
(or, for example, 2 7 . . .  �ad8 2 8 .�e 1 ! 
.:txb2 (28  . . .  e4 29 .i,e? ! and 30 .�f6) 
29 .�a3 �bd2 30 .�c l g2d3 3 I .i,g5 

Chap ter 1 1  - Sa t i sfac tory Resu l ts 

�8d7 3 2 .l::rxe5) 2 8 .l::i.d l .  A variation 
with many subtleties which are difficult 
to see over the board when one is lim
ited by the time control. 

23.�f3! i,f6? 
He saw it once he touched the bishop ! 
It's an old story. He should have seen 
this a move earlier. 
The only chance that Black had was 
2 3  . . .  f5 . After 24.�h3 he can choose be
tween 24 . . .  �f7 or 24 . . .  tt:Jg7 ,  but not 
24 . . .  i,g? ?  2 5 .'ifh7+ Wf7 26 .�xf5 + ! .  
In the tournament book I gave the vari
ation I had first thought of: 

A) 24 . . .  @f7 2 5 .i,xf5 (I have ana
lysed other attacking options but with
out success : 2 5 .iVh7+?  tlJg7 2 6 .�h6 
fxg4 2 7 .'iYxg6+ @g8 can only lead to 
a draw since 2 8 .l::i.h7 ?  is refuted by 
28  . . .  iVe8 ! 2 9 .°ifh6 tt:Jf5)  2 5  . . .  gxf5 
2 6 .'ti'h5 +  <ifif6 2 7  .g4 (there's a nice 
try with 2 7 .ld.g3 �g8 2 8 .l:!f3 f4 
2 9  . .ixf4 tt:Jxf4 3 0 .l:[xf4+ i,xf4 
3 1 .'iYf5 +  @g 7 3 2 .'ifg4+ but 
3 2  . . .  Wh7 !  refutes this) with these 
beautiful continuations : 

A l )  2 7  . . .  �h8 2 8 .'ifxfS + @g7 
2 9 .�xe5 ! l::i.xh3 (or 29  . . .  dxeS 
3 0 .'ifxe5+  <ifif7 3 1 .�f3+) 30 .l:ixe6 ;  

A2) 2 7  . . .  fxg4? 2 8 .'ifxg4! �g8 
29 .�f3 + tt:Jf4 30  . .t1.xf4+ �xf4 3 1 .�fs +  
We6 32 .�g5 + �f7 3 3 .'iYfs+  <it>e8 
34.�xg8#;  
A3) Nonetheless Black has a better 

defence: 2 7  . . .  tt:Jg7 ! and White has to be 
satisfied with the extra pawn: 2 8 .i,gs+ 
<ifie6 29 .'if g6+ i,f6 3 0 .gxfS+ @d7 
3 I .i,xf6 llxf6 3 2 .'ifxg7 and now, for 
instance, 3 2  . . .  ifg8 (bad is 3 2  . . .  'ifb6+ 
3 3 .cS 'ifxb2? because of 34.�xd6+! ) . 
This extra pawn should be enough to 
win, though not easily . 

B) Another option is 24 . . .  l2Jg7 , and 
now: 
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B 1 )  2 S .  °iYh7 + leads to a drawn game 
as I showed above; 

B2) Best is the quiet move 2 S .�f3 ! ! .  
The difference between . . .  �£7 and 
. . .  tl:Jg7 is that the knight move does not 
threaten . . .  l::th8 , thus White has time to 
save his bishop. Now the main threat is 
2 6 .'ifh7 + and 2 7  .l::[h6 : 
B2 l )  If 2 S  . . .  @f7 the reply 26 .l:lbS !  is 

very strong; for example : 26 . . .  l::th8 
2 7  .�dS + tl:Je6 28 .'iVgS ; 
B22) Not much better is 2 S  . . .  e6 

26 .'1ih7+ @£7 2 7 .l::tbS . The defence 
that offers most possibilities is 2 7  . . .  b6 ,  
but after 28 .ilxa8 'ifxa8 29  . .id4 White 
should win. 
I don't recall having studied 24 . . .  tl:Jg7 
during the game. There was no reason 
to do so since it was obvious that the re
ply to 2 3 . .  .fS had to be 2 4. l::th3 , and 
this offered very good possibilities. 
But I don't know if I would have played 
2S .'ifh7+ or 2S .�f3 ! .  However one of 
the lines I saw in the game could have 
provided the clue: 2 2  . . .  tl:Je4 23  . .if3 
tl:Jf6 24.l::tbS . In this manner I will have 
presented some threats against the black 
king as well as an attack on the b-pawn. 

24.'ifh6 .ig7 

25.'S'xg6!  
This , of course, was a great treat for the 
spectators ! Many of them told me after
wards that they had been surprised. 

1 3 8 

What did they expect, perhaps a retreat 
to h4? With that move Black would end 
up in a winning position by playing 
2S  . .  .fS .  The decision, then, was not dif
ficult. I took three minutes though I 
could have moved immediately. With
out this possibility I would have found 
another move instead of 23 .l:tf3 .  

25 ... tt:Jf4 
There's a small difference between this 
and 2S  . .  .fxg6. The move 2S  . . .  tl:Jc7 
looks good but there would be a mate 
in three after another queen sacrifice: 
26 .'S'xg7+ ! .  

26.l::[xf4 fxg6 27 . .ie6+ l::[f7 
If 2 7  . . .  �h7 2 8 .blh4+ .ih6 2 9  . .ixh6 
�fS 30  . .:xfS gxfS 3 1 .i.£7 eS 3 2 .l::th3 , 
and there is no defence against il.f8 
mate. There is also an amusing variation 
where the c-pawn plays an important 
role: 29  . . .  gS  3 0 .nxgS 'i¥b6+ 3 1 .cS ! .  
After the text move the game is even in 
terms of material. However Black's 
queen and rook are mere spectators 
whilst all White's pieces are attacking 
the king. 
It is not surprising that Petrosian has no 
effective defence. 

28.l::[xf7 'it>h8 
It seems that the danger of a mating at
tack would diminish with 28  . . .  il.eS , 
but after 29 .l:tfs+  and 30 .l::tfxeS ,  Black 
is completely lost. 

29.�gS 
Irrefutable. Now there's a battle be
tween two rooks and two bishops on 
the one hand and a king and a bishop 
on the other. There can only be one 
outcome. 

29 ... bS 
Grim humour! The queen has done 
nothing in the game and now pretends 
to occupy the as -square ! 

30.�g3 1 -0 



In the tournament book I wrote, 'My 
sense of self-criticism may not be sufficiently 
developed but I certainly don 't regret the 
mistake I made on move 1 7' .  

King's Indian Defence 
Tigran Petrosian 
Bent Larsen 
Santa Monica 1 966 

1 .c4 t2Jf6 2.t2Jc3 g6 

Game 3 8  

I have always been convinced that the 
King 's Indian is not a correct opening. 
This may also be due to the fact that So
viet masters know much more about it 
than I do. Therefore I get the impres
sion that I 'm going into dangerous 
ground if I play it against them. On the 
other hand this forces me to concen
trate fully. 
I had only managed to score half a point 
in the last five rounds. I had been indis
posed and I played without much en
ergy or concentration. Therefore I am 
now playing an opening in which rou
tine play will lead to disaster. 

3.g3 .ig7 4.�g2 0-0 5.d4 d6 
6.e3 

A solid variation also used at times by 
Botvinnik . Although Petrosian had 
played it in his last game against 
Spassky, I wasn't expecting it. When 
White plays in the centre with such re
straint, Black has a variety of plans at his 
disposal. 
My next three moves were the result of 
an inspiration over the board. Develop
ing the queen's knight via a6 may have 
its advantages but also its drawbacks. 
One thing in its favour is that it doesn't 
block the development of the other 
pieces. I don't know if this line was 
played before but from this game on it 
would form part of 'theory' .  

Chap ter 1 1  - Sa ti sfa c t o ry Resu l ts 

6 ... c6 7.t2Jge2 a5!? 8.b3 ttJa6 
9.o-o es 1 o.�b2 �ea 

1 1 .a3 
Later Petrosian pointed out that he was 
not happy with this move. It seems nat
ural to prevent the knight from access
ing b4, but this weakens the b-pawn. 
The problem that White faces is how 
to prevent his opponent from attaining 
a good position with . . .  e5-e4. 1 1 .dS 
e4 is also excellent for Black. With this 
line my queen's knight easily enters 
the playing field. This would also have 
been the case after 1 1 .dxeS , where 
White could end up with a weak 
d3 -square. 
After 1 1 .a3 , 1 1 . . .  e4 was also possible, 
but I preferred to stop the b3 -b4 ad
vance. 

1 1  ... �ba 1 2.h3 h5 1 3.'iic2 .ie6 
14.<t>h2 

This was almost a waiting move since it 
is not clear that Black will continue 
with . . .  'iic8 . It is of minimal impor
tance, but I decided to play 1 4  . . .  if c7 . 
Perhaps it was for psychological reasons 
- as if to show that 1 4.�h2 wasn't the 
best move. 
Against 1 4. �ad 1 , or 1 4. l::tf d 1 , I would 
have played 1 4  . . .  'ifc8 l 5 .Wh2 b5 . The 
same, or perhaps 1 4  . . .  bS immediately, 
would have been the reply to 1 4.e4. 

14 ... 'if c7 1 5.::lac1 b51 
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Black has at least an even game. The 
sharpest line is 1 6 . cS , but after 
1 6  . . .  dxcS 1 7  .dxeS tlJd7 1 8 .f4 b4! Black 
is better. The weakness of the b-pawn is 
obvious. 
Petrosian deliberated for half an hour, 
which shows that he was not happy . 
with the position. His notes in the tour
nament book reflect this. By move 1 3 
he is commenting on the difficulties 
that White is facing. 
After 1 6 .dS cxdS 1 7  .ttJxdS tlJxdS 
1 8 .cxdS iVxc2 1 9 .l:1xc2 itd7 ,  White 
cannot make use of the open file for 
anything special, and the black knight 
will be moving to cS .  After . . .  b5-b4 the 
white knight will be rather out of place. 
Even so, it is unclear that White has 
anything more tangible. 

1 6.cxbS cxb5 1 7.'iYd1 
This passive move came as a surprise. I 
was expecting 1 7  .tlJe4 'if xc2 
1 8 .tlJxf6+ ilxf6 1 9  .�xc2 �b6 and 
thought that the game was balanced. 
Now I think that Black is better. For ex
ample : 20 .dxeS dxeS 2 1 .tlJc l l::[d6 or 
2 0 .dS itd7 followed by . . .  b5-b4 and 
. . .  tt:Jcs .  

1 7  ... 'iYe7 1 8.ttJb1 
Once again he is playing passively, al
though now it is understandable. He is 
preventing Black from opening the 
b-file with . . .  b5-b4, and the b-pawn is 
well defended. 
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After 1 8 .dS itd7 he will have possibili
ties on both flanks ; with . . .  b5-b4 on the 
queenside, replying to a3-a4 with 
. . .  tlJcS ; and on the kingside with . . .  tlJh7 
followed by . . .  h5-h4 or . . .  f7-f5 .  

1 8  ... �d7 1 9.tt:Jd2 e4 
This is an important step. My only con
cern was the sacrifice 20 .dS tlJcS 
2 1 .l::[xcS dxcS 22 .ilxf6, with a central
ised pawn for the exchange. However, 
Black still maintains the better position. 

20.tt:Jf4 d5 
Black now has a clear advantage in 
space. The opponent's knight at f4 is the 
only piece that is well-placed. 
It is hardly important to mention that 
the text move weakens the cS-square 
since White cannot take advantage of 
this : Petrosian's knights cannot get to it. 

21 .'iYe2 'iYd6 22.l::[c2 
2 2 .@h l  merited some attention al
though the threat of . . .  h5-h4 would be 
renewed later with . . .  itf6 .  

22 ... l::[ecS 23.I:tfc1 l::[xc2 24.l:Ixc2 
h4 25.tt:Jf1 hxg3+ 26.fxg3 b4! 

An important move. The a6-fl diagonal 
will be crucial for Black's plans. If the 
bishop moves to a6 it will threaten the 
white knight and will attack the weak 
g3-square. 
This, for me, was a winning position. I 
commented to Donner that if I didn't 
win I should have my head examined . . .  

27.a4 I:tc8 28.l::[xca+ �xc8 

"' �""'- " "  
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Black's superior pos1t1on may be de
scribed in different ways : more space, a 
better pawn structure, more active 
pieces. It is very important to note that 
White's queen's bishop is weak and will 
not be able to contribute much; in fact 
it was to remain passive until the end. 
Black's queen's bishop does not have 
much scope either because of the static 
centre pawns, but there could be some 
possibilities along the a6-fl diagonal. 
In fact, the World Champion consid
ered this bishop to be so strong that he 
decided to exchange it. It is not an at
tractive step to take but, as I mentioned, 
it is difficult for White to defend the 
g-pawn after . . .  g6-g5 ,  even more so 
when the bishop at a6 can be ex
changed for the knight. 
Very weak would be 29 .'ifbS ? gS 
30 .ti:Je2 'J/i/c7 .  The white queen cannot 
capture anything as it is all well defended. 

29.h4 tt:Jc7 30.�h3 �xh3 
When one of the adversary's bishops is 
very weak the best recourse is to ex
change the other one. After 30  . . .  �a6,  
White plays g3-g4 and will have some 
possibilities on the kingside. 

31 .tl:Jxh3 i.fS 32.'lt>g2 ifc6 
33.if d1 �d6 34.tl:Jf2 

If this knight were to end up on f4, it is 
very probable that sooner or later it will 
be exchanged for the bishop. This 

Chapter  1 1  - Sa t i s fa c t o ry Resu l ts 

would take us nearer an endgame with 
a knight against a bad bishop. At the 
same time White will have an isolated 
queen's pawn or rook's pawn, depend
ing on how he captures the bishop. 

34 ... tt:Je6 35.�c1 tt:Jg7 
Black's queen cannot attack in isolation. 
3 5  . . .  'if c3 3 6 .�d2 'li'b2 is a dead end. 

36.�d2 tt:Jf5 37.@h3 if cS 38.<itig2 
White is trying for g3-g4, the only 
move that may free his game. However, 
after 3 8 .g4 ti:Jh6 3 9 .�e l tl:Jh7 Black 
would launch a direct attack with 
. . .  f7 -f5 or . . .  g6-g5 . 

38 ... �g7 39.tt:Jh1 tl:Jh6 40.�e1 
�a6 

During the tournament there were oc
casions when I was pressed for time. In 
this game however I could take things 
calmly and methodically. I still had a 
few minutes left for my last move (be
fore the adjournment) and the timing 
was excellent. 

41 .ti:Jf2 tt:Jf5 
The sealed move. I analysed the position 
until 7 am. I only slept for a couple of 
hours but I was confident of a win. 
The threat is . . .  'ifxfl +. White has to de
fend with 42 .�d2 or 42 .ifd2 . Petrosian 
logically chooses the queen move. Now 
that the bishop has moved to the 
kingside it would not be prudent to re
move it. After 4 2 .�d2 we could have a 
continuation that is similar to the one 
actually played, though I would have 
tried a more direct attack: 42 . . .  ti:JhS ! 
43 .g4 tl:Jxh4+ 44.<it>h3 ti:Jf3 45.gxhS 
'if c8+ 46.�g2 'iffs with a decisive at
tack and if 43 .ti:Jhl �b8 44.'li°e l Black 
wins with another knight sacrifice : 
44 . . .  tl:Jhxg3 45.tl:Jhxg3 tl:Jxh4+ 46.@hl  
.Lg3 47 .tl:Jxg3 ltJf3 48.'iff2 'it'd3 or 
48 .'ifdl 'it'd3 49.ltJfl tl:Jxd2 50 .tl:Jxd2 
'ifxe3 5 1 .tLlfl if f2 and wins easily. 
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42.iVd2 �b8 43.tlJd 1 t2Jg4 
44.@g1 f6! 

The clearest line to emerge victorious, 
and one which I concentrated on once I 
had discarded other lines , was to place a 
knight on either f5 or g4 followed by 
. . .  'li'd3 . It gives some chances but a win 
is not guaranteed. 
The g-pawn advance is logical. Black 
occupies even more space and it is pos
sible to open the f- or the h-file. 

45.@g2 gS 46.tlJf2 t2Jgh6 
47.hxgS 

If White accepts the exchange at h4 he 
would be left with a vulnerable king
side and an h-pawn which cannot be 
defended. To 4 7 .h5 , the reply would 
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have been 47 . . .  g4. VVhite cannot yet 
play 48.'ifd l ? because of 48 . . .  'iYxfl + ,  
and Black can caln1ly follow up with . . .  
!be? and . . .  f6c..f5 . If he wants to he can 
capture the h-pawn before playing the 
decisive . . . t2Jf3 . 

47 ... fxgS 48.tlJd 1 @g6 49.t2Jh2 
g4 50.'iYc2 �d6 51 .tlJf1 t2Jg8 

There are two different ways to win: 
move the knight to f3 or the queen to 
h3 . The former is more difficult to real
ise since the g-pawn needs protection. 
However, against the queen manoeuvre 
there is no defence. I had decided on 
the queen move but as greater security I 
wanted to pass the time control and 
thus I did not play anything irrevocable 
until move 56 .  I was very tired, and this 
may explain moves 5 3 to 5 6.  

52.t2Jh2 t2Jf6 53.tlJf1 �hS 
54.t2Jh2 @gS 55.fbf1 ttJhS 
56.�f2 tlJf6 57.�e1 tlJhS 58.�f2 
'iYaS! 59.�e1 'i!Yh8 

White is lost. 
60.�c6 �xg3 61 .�xg3 t2Jhxg3 0-1 

This time I did not have the opportu
nity of giving up my queen. This could 
have arisen after 6 2 .  tbxg 3 'iYh 3 + 
6 3 .�f2 Vi'xg3 + 64.<it>e2 'ifxe3 + ! .  
However I am more proud of this posi
tional play than in the previous game 
where I sacrificed the queen at g6 .  
And . .  I did not have my head examined! 



Chapter 12 

1967:  A Crazy Year 

The year started badly. In a small New Year tournament in Stockholm I lost my first 
three games. I ended up sharing third place in relatively weak company. Keres was 
ranked first and was well ahead of the field. Immediately after, in Beverwijk, I got 
off to a similar start but fought vigorously and caught up with the leaders. In the 
penultimate round I had to beat Spassky in order to have the possibility, at least, of 
sharing first place. However I lost and, discouraged, I was also defeated in the final 
round, finishing fourth. 

At the tournament in Monaco, in April, I tied third place with Geller, behind 
Fischer and Smyslov. My play was irregular, perhaps because of stomach trouble. 
This organ is an essential part of a master; it has to adapt to different diets , and until 
then mine had behaved well. Monaco was an exception. Nevertheless I believe that 
one of the best games I have played is No. 3 9 .  

In a small tournament in Dundee, during the month of July, I lost to Gligoric , 
who had been one of my best 'clients ' for some time - I had beaten him on five 
consecutive occasions ! So, he won the tournament, and I ,  for my part, was ex
tremely fortunate to share second place with Olafsson. 

And so, during the first half of the year my results were 'erratic' - until mid-Au
gust when I flew to Cuba. After returning home just before Christmas, I had won 
first prize in four strong tournaments. Such a series of wins had never been seen in 
the history of chess and, of course, it was crazy to participate in so many competi
tions in such a short period of time. 

The tournament in Havana was extremely strong, with twelve grandmasters out of 
a total of twenty participants. It was very hot and I perspired heavily. But I felt in good 
physical shape, unlike at the Olympiad the previous year, and I played very good 
games. The end result was a total of 1 5  points made up of 1 1  wins and 8 draws. 

Monaco 1 967 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 

1 Fischer, Robert * 1/2 0 1 l/2 1 1 1 1 1 7 .0 

2 Smyslov, Vassily 1/2 * l/2 '12 1 l/2 l/2 1 1 1 6 . 5  

3 Geller,Efim 1 '12 * 0 '12 1/2 1 l/2 1 1 6 . 0  

4 Larsen,Bent 0 l/2 1 * 0 1 1 l/2 1 1 6 . 0  

5 Matanovic,Aleksandar 1/2 0 l/2 1 * 1/2 l/2 1/2 1/2 1 5 . 0 

6 Gligoric,Svetozar 0 l/2 l/2 0 l/2 * 1/2 l/2 1 1 4 . 5  
·- · 

7 Lombardy, William 0 Y2 0 0 '12 l/z * 1 1 1 4 . 5  
8 Forintos,Gyozo 0 0 V2 l/2 l/2 l/2 0 * 1 1 4 . 0  

-
9 Mazzoni, Guy 0 0 0 0 1h 0 0 0 * 1/2 1 . 0 

1 0  Ber2raser Volf 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1/2 * 0 . 5  
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In two of the games I was somewhat lucky to save a lost position; however, overall I 
played very well and deserved my victory: Larsen, 1 5 ; Taimanov, 1 3 1/2; Smyslov, 1 3 ;  
Polugaevsky, 1 2 ,  etc. (see table on page 1 48) . 

Of the four games I have chosen, I believe that the one played against Gligoric 
demonstrates one of my most beautiful attacks. The one against Taimanov was hard 
fought, and the games against Schmid and Bednarski contain many beautiful tacti
cal elements. The fact that they share the same a 4-a5 move is a curious coincidence. 
It has been said that I use my rook pawns more than other masters. 

My next stop was Canada, where a tournament was held in Winnipeg. There 
were nine grandmasters out of a total of ten participants. Unfortunately, the play 
that unfolded was uninteresting ; partly because Keres and Spassky were not in top 
form. I was tired after Havana and didn't play well either, except in the last two 
rounds. However, I managed to share first prize with Darga ( 6 points) ; then came 
the two Soviets (with 5 1/2 points) . Game 44 is the one that was played in the last 
round. 

Immediately after this I flew to Sousse (Tunisia) , where the Interzonal was 
played. I was the winner also here. After Fischer's withdrawal,  nobody really tried 
seriously to win the first prize; the important thing was to qualify for the Candi
dates' Tournament. I ended up with 1 5 1/2 points ; Geller, Kortchnoi and Gligoric got 
1 4; Portisch 1 3  1/2 ; Reshevsky, Stein and Hort 1 3 ;  Matulovic 1 2 1/2 , etc. (see table on 
page 1 62) . 

I did not play as imaginatively as in Havana,  but I managed to win several excit
ing endgames. As in this book I am presenting complete games, I have chosen the 
one I played against Gipslis (number 45) . It may not cause much of an impression 
to the reader, but I played with precision and confidence in myself. 

I then went to Mallorca. I started with five wins (against Damljanovic , Lehmann, 
O'Kelly, Bednarski and Gligoric) . I don't know where the energy had come from 
until then, but now it ebbed away. I still managed to play two good games ( 46 and 
47) ; however, in the last rounds I played so badly that my two closest rivals almost 
caught up with me. It ended well: Larsen 1 3 points (from 1 7 rounds) ; Smyslov and 
Botvinnik 1 2 1/2 , etc. (see table on page 1 66) . 

I had played a total of sixty-six tournament games in four months. I must admit that 
this was crazy and something that I would never repeat, but it had fantastic results. 

Sicilian Defence 
Efim Geller 
Bent Larsen 
Monaco 1 967 

Game 39 

1 .tlJf3 c5 2.c4 g6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tlJxd4 �g7 

Gives White a chance to play the 
Maroczy Bind. Some masters prefer 
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4 . . .  tlJc6 5 .e4 tlJf6 6 .tlJc3 tlJxd4 7 .tfxd4 
d6, which is known as the Gurgenidze 
Variation. But then one must be very fa
miliar with the complications that arise 
after 8 .c5 ! ?  ..tg7 9 .i.bS+ i.d7 1 0 .cxd6 
0-0 ! and, as a matter of fact, I wasn't. In 
general, it is believed that grandmasters 
know everything,  but this is not so. 
However, in many cases we know 



enough to avoid sharp theoretical lines 
that we do not know well. Knowing 
means having more information than 
that which appears in some article in a 
specialised magazine; it means, there
fore, having studied the problems 
oneself. 

5.e4 ttJc6 6.�e3 d6 
Black refrains from playing the 
so-called Breyer manoeuvre, 6 . . .  tLlf6 
7 .tbc3 tLlg4 8 .'if xg4 tLlxd4, which I 
have played occasionally. Playing it I feel 
at home but here I wanted to try some
thing different. 

7.�e2 tLlh6!? 

Recommended some time back by 
Simagin. The move is logical: the knight 
does not get in the way of either the 
king's bishop or the f-pawn. A rather dif
ferent question is whether 6 . . .  tLlh6 is 
better, but 6 . . .  tLlh6 7 .i.e2 fS 8 .exfS 
tLlxfS 9 .tLlxfS iVaS+ 1 O .tLlc3 'ifxf5 
1 1  .cs ! is probably favourable for White. 
And if 9 . . .  �xb2 1 O .tiJd2 gxfS 1 1 .�hS+ 
�f8 1 2 .°ifc2 ! (Unzicker-Filip, 1 957 ) .  
This would be the end for Black. 
We can see that White cannot play 8 .g4 
because of 8 . . .  �xg4 or 8 . . .  t2lxg4. 

8.0-0 0-0 9.'ifd2 
This was recommended by many theo
reticians , having been played by 
Petrosian against Heinicke in 1 95 7 .  I 
don't think it is any better than 9 .tLlc3 
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f5 1 O .exf5 gxf5 1 1 .f4. Kavalek used it 
against me in Sousse; many experts be
lieve that the position is favourable to 
White. This was not so in our game, 
since after l 1 .  . .  �d7 1 2 .h3 °ifb6 
1 3 .tLlxfS iVxb2 we reached a very com
plex and unclear position. However I 
suspect that 1 1  . . .  �d7 and 1 2 .h3 may 
not be the most precise. Also, 1 O . . .  gxfS 
is not the only option for Black. This 
was Simagin's brainchild. However, 
when I played it it was referred to as 
'original' , 'remarkable' and 'doubtful' !  

9 ... ttJg4 1 o.�xg4 �xg4 1 1 .tLlc3 
'if a51 

The game Petrosian-Heinicke, Vienna 
1 9  5 7 ,  continued 1 2  .f4 ! ? tLlxd4 
1 3 .�xd4 e5 1 4.fxeS dxe5 1 5 .�e3 
l::rad8 1 6.'iff2 and White had the better 
game. Move 1 5  for Black is a grave er
ror, and the others are dubious. I do not 
think we will learn much from this 
game and soon we will see that Geller 
doesn't think so either. He would prob
ably have had more confidence in this 
variation if Heinicke had beaten 
Petrosian with it. 
Of course, it is also possible that Geller 
preferred to avoid the improvement 
that, most probably, I had prepared. 
After the game mentioned, people 
started to play 1 1 . . .  �c8 ,  which I con
sider weak. In the game Bhend-Keres, 
Zurich 1 959 ,  White gained superiority 
with 1 2 .b3 a6 1 3 .�ac l 'iYaS 1 4.h3 
�d7 1 S .tLlxc6 bxc6? 1 6 .cS ! .  Keres was 
extremely lucky to save half a point. 

1 2.l:lac1 :tfcS 1 3.b3 a6 
Placing the king's rook at c8 rather than 
the queen's rook has certain advantages. 
It avoids such tricks like 1 4.tLldS 'ifxd2 
1 5 .  tLlxe 7 + ,  as the king can move to f8 . 
Sometimes . . .  b7-b5 is feasible since, if 
the b-pawn is captured, the white 
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a-pawn is lost. In other instances Black 
prepares . . .  b7-b5 with . . .  l::tab8 .  
In the Chess Informant,  Matanovic sug
gested 1 4.f4! ?; nevertheless, Geller pre
ferred a more direct opposition to 
. . .  b7-b5 .  

1 4.:a.c2 b5 ! 
In any case the advance did take place 
and Geller spent forty-five minutes 
pondering over it. I don't know why he 
rejected 1 5 .cxb5 . Maybe he did not like 
l 5 . . .  axb5 1 6 .tL'ldxbS (after 1 6 .tL'lcxb5 
tL'lxd4 1 7  .tbxd4 l:txc2 the a-pawn is 
lost) l 6 . . .  tLlb4 1 7  .lib2 �d7 1 8 .tLld4 
'i!Va6 which gives Black some initiative 
in exchange for the pawn - although I 
would have continued 1 5  . . .  �xd4, with 
a fairly matched game. Once Black ad
vances on the queenside the absence of 
the king 's bishop is not a grave handi
cap as White does not have time to fo
cus on a mating attack. 
Moreover, Geller's selected line seems 
promising. 

1 5.tlJdS iVxd2 1 6.�xd2 �xd4 
1 7.�xd4 �ab8! 

Black refuses to compromise. Since 
White is threatening to attack the rook 
at c8 with either tLlb6 or tLle7 , the most 
logical idea is to move this piece, 
though if that is done Geller would take 
control of the c-file. After 1 7  . . .  l1d8 
both 1 8  . .i.b6 or simply 1 8 .cxbS axb5 
1 9 .l':f.c 1 are very good for White. 

1 46 

The text move, which Geller probably 
underestimated when he played 
1 5 .tlJdS , is quite subtle. 1 8 .c5 dxcS ?  
1 9 . .i.xcS gives a slight edge to White, 
but Black continues 1 8  . . .  .ie6 !  1 9 .cxd6 
�xdS 20 .exdS tLlxd4 2 l .l:Ixd4 exd6 . 
Surely White can follow this line, but he 
does have some problems. His d-pawn 
is more difficult to protect than his op
ponent's and Black controls the c-file, 
which is more important than the e-file 
since it is further from the king. 

1 8.l:tc1 wf8 
Black has already solved his problems. 
The position must be considered abso
lutely level, but as I have sometimes 
mentioned, I like to have a central pawn 

· majority. I also had another thing in my 
favour: Geller had used up more time. 
1 9 .tLlb6 is weak because of 1 9  . . .  tLlxd4; 
1 9  .�e3 was a possibility worthy of at
tention. Maybe Black would have con
tinued 1 9  . . .  bxc4 20 .tLlb6 l::[d8 2 1 .l:txc4 
tLle5 22 .l::tc7 tL'ld7 , which, most likely, 
would have led to a quick draw. 

1 9.�b2 bxc4 20.�xc4 @ea 
21 .J:.dc2 

Geller only had half an hour to make 
twenty moves and possibly his last 
move is a slight error. However, the po
sition is already difficult for him; it is 
very easy for Black to play actively; for 
example, . . .  a6-a5 -a4. Opposite-col
oured bishops do not guarantee a draw 
while there are other pieces on the 
board. 
On the other hand 2 1 .e5?  is not possi
ble due to 2 1  . . .  tLlxeS . 

21 ... Wd7 22.f3 
On each of his next moves , White 
should take account of the threat 
. . .  �xd5 ,  so 22 .tLle3 deserved consider
ation; if 2 2  . . .  �e6 then 23 .ld.a4, but not 
23  .l:r.4c3 tl:Jb4! and Black wins a pawn. 



Now Geller only had sixteen minutes left. 
22 ... i.e6 23.�d2 a5 24.h4 

This move confused me, but perhaps it 
wasn't so strange that White should 
want the h2-square for his king. Fur
thermore, such a move may also have a 
certain effect against the advance of 
black pawns on the kingside. However, 
it is also easy to imagine continuations 
where h4 is a weakness. In some lines 
. . .  f7 -fS may be possible and following 
. .  .fxe4, White plays fxe4, thus weaken
ing the g4-square. 

24 ... l:tbS 25 . .t:i.a4 f6! 

A good move and also very clever. In his 
haste, Geller missed the point. Would it 
have been smarter to change the move 
order? 24 . . .  f6 ! ?  2 S .I:r.a4 !lbs leads to 
the same position but . . .  what if White 
played 2 S .@h2 ? However, the selected 
order of play is probably preferable, 
since the reply could be 2 S .l:'tc l . In the 
game this is impossible. 2 S .l:tc l ? �xdS 
26 .�xdS l:ixdS 2 7 .exdS lt.Jb4 2 8 .l::[xc8 
@xc8 29 .i.c3 lt.Jxa2 30 .�xaS lt.Jc l 
3 l .b4 lt.Je2+ and . . .  lt.Jc3 . 
Now play should continue 26 .�a3 
(threatening 2 7 .lt.Jxf6+ ! )  26 . . .  i.f7 and 
White can capture three pawns in ex
change for the knight. This is not yet 
enough because after 2 7  .lt.Jxf6+ exf6 
28 .I:r.xd6+ @e8 29 .l:Ixf6 the pawns 
pose li ttle danger. After 2 6  . . .  �f7 , 
Black's plan could be . . .  f6-fS in order to 
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isolate the opponent's e-pawn. As I 
mentioned, my knight will later occupy 
the g4-square. 

26.@h2? ..txd51 27.l:Ixd5 l::rxd5 
28.exd5 tt:Jb4 29.�xa5 

After 29 .�a3 �c2 ? 30 .i.xb4 axb4 
3 l .�xb4 !txa2 3 2 .�d4 I:r.b2 3 3 .b4 
A rook endgame would have been 
much more favourable for Geller than 
what was played in the game, and al
most certainly defensible. However 
Black plays 2 9 . . .  lt.Jd3 ! 3 0 .l::td4 lt.Je 1 .  For 
example: 

A) 3 1 .l:te4 lt.Jc2 32 .�b2 lt.Jb4; 
B) Or 3 1 .l:td2 I:r.c2 3 2 .l:Ixc2 lt.Jxc2 

3 3 .�c l lt.Jb4 34.�d2 tbxa2 3 S .�xaS 
lt.Jc l 36 .b4 lt.Je2 3 7 .bS lt.Jf4 3 8 .b6 @c8 
and wins. 

29 ... �c2 
We now see the importance of 2 S  . .  .f6 :  
The black king has f7 as a flight square. 
Otherwise, Geller could save himself in 
some variations with rook checks at a7 
and a8 . For instance, after 3 0 .i.a3 
(there is no joy in 30 .�d4 �xa2 : after 
the exchange of rooks the d-pawn will 
fall and after 3 1 .�bS there's the beauti
ful continuation 3 1 .  . .  lt.JxdS ! ! 3 2 .llxdS 
@c6) 30  . . .  lt.Jd3 . Now the bishop will 
unfortunately be placed on a3 . For ex
ample : 3 l .b4 lt.Jf4 3 2 .bS ttJxdS or 
3 2 .<it>g3 gs 3 3 .hxgS fxgS 34.@g4 
�xg2+ 3 S .@fs lt.JxdS ! .  

30.a3 l:lxb2 
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I was almost sure I had a choice be
tween two winning lines. Selecting the 
best option was difficult. You could say 
that I opted for the cautious line; a rook 
ending in which White is doomed to 
passivity. The only question that re
mains then is to find a way to win. 
In the other variation , 3 0 . . .  tbd3 , 
White's two passed pawns are con
nected and this offers him some chance 
of counterplay. Black wins at least a 
pawn on the kingside, and probably 
also the queen's pawn. Without doubt 
Black will win, with correct play. How
ever some critical positions could crop 
up - as a result of a little faux pas ' -
which would give Whit� a draw or even 
more. Let us have a look at this varia
tion: 3 1 .�a l tbf4 32 .�g3 g5 3 3 .hxg5 
fxg5 34.lla7+ We8 3 5 .�g4 l::txg2+ 
3 6 .  Wf5 tt:Jxd5 . 3 6 .  �f5 tt:Jxd5 . We have 
seen something similar before in the 
comment regarding 3 0  . .ia3 . But there 
the a-pawn was in danger and the 
bishop was nearly lost. Here White 
would make a move like 3 7 .�e4, still 
waiting for an opportunity to advance 
his two passed pawns. 

31 .axb4 l::txb3 32.ld.a 7 + 
Other options were: 

A) 3 2 .�b5 @c7 ! .  The rook is com
pletely immobilized. Black would then 
anchor his kingside pawns and, in most 
cases, the winning procedure would be 
to place the rook on e5 and threaten 
. . . e7  -e6 . If, during these manoeuvres, 
White tries to break through with l::ta5 , 
the reply would be . . .  '5t>b6 .  The weak 
queen's pawn is an important factor. Let 
us illustrate with the following 
variation: 
3 2 .l::lb5 ? Wc7 !  3 3 .f4 h6 34.g3 nb2+ 
3 5 . �g l  (3 5 . Wh3 h5 ! zugzwang) 
35 . . .  g5 3 6 .fxg5 fxg5 3 7 .hxg5 hxg5 
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3 8 .�fl g4 39 .@g l l:le2 40.@fl l::te5 
4 1 .@£'2 �f5+ 42.@g l e6 43 .@g2 
l::[xd5 (43 . . .  exd5 also wins) 44.l:!xd5 
exd5 45 .Wf2 @b6 46 .We3 @b5 
47 .'5t>d4 ®xb4 48 .@xd5 ®c3 49 .@xd6 
@d4. 

B) 3 2 .b5 would also place the rook 
in an unfortunate position. Black 
would take his king to f7 with the idea 
of playing . . .  l::td I (for instance : b5-b6 ,  
l!.b3 ; nh6 nb5 , capturing one of the 
pawns) . 

32 ... @ee 33.l:iaB+ 
This is inaccurate as, in any case, Black 
must go to f7 . Even without losing a 
tempo, White would lose. However it is 
fair to say that this line would also lead 
to a draw if the f7 -square were not 
available for the king. 

33 ... @f7 34.l::tbB nd3 35.ld.bS 
l::td4 36.@g3 g5! 

White's rook is immobilised and Black 
wants more space to manoeuvre. Black's 
king will also move to f6 . 
If White were to think of sacrificing a 
pawn with 3 7 .h5 , the reply could be ei
ther 3 7 . . .  l:rh4 or 3 7 . .  .f5 followed by 
\t>f6 .  But the line 3 7  . . .  l::th4 3 8 .nb8 
ld.:xh5 39 .b5 nh4 40.b6 �b4 4 1 .b7 h5 
is also sufficiently good; for instance: 
42 .@£'2 h4 43 .g4 (if not, . . .  <it>g7 ,  
. . .  f6-f5 and . . .  g5 -g4) 4 3  . . .  nb2 + 
44.®g l �g7 45 .Whl  h3 46.�g l h2+ 
47 .@hl  �f7 . zugzwang; Black wins 
easily once the passed pawns have dis
appeared from the board . 

37.hxgS fxg5 38.@f2 nd2+ 
39.�g3 h5 40.\t>h3 .:d3 41 .@g3 
\t>f6 42.@f2 Itd2+ 

The sealed move. It's very good, but it 
would have been more 'practical' to 
play 42 . . .  @e5 , and therefore analyse the 
position resulting after 43 . .:lb8 @f6 
44.l::tb5 at the hotel! 
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I was analysing it until three thirty in 
the morning, and Geller told me that af
ter being awake until five he had 
reached the verdict: defeat. He found 
that the simplest winning line was 
. . .  hS-h4 followed by a rook manoeuvre 
that would place it at eS . I had seen this 
too; however, I chose a line that would 
give my rook more freedom. 

43.�g3 �d4 44.@h3 g4+ 
4S.fxg4 �xg4 46.�bS nd4 
47.�bS ne4 48.l:IbS �eS 49.�bS 

Geller wants to deprive the black king 
of the e6-square. After 49 . bS nxdS 
SO .b6 l:r.bS Black wins easily with 
. . .  �e6 and . . .  @d7 .  

49 ... e6 SO.l:.b8 ldxdS S1 .bS 
Or S l .<;t>h4 �d2 . 

S1 ... �d4 S2Jlh8 
If S 2 .b6 �b4 S 3 .b7 <;t>es followed by 
'it>dS and . . .  e6-eS . 

s2 ... nb4 S3.llh6+ �f7 S4.:xhS 
@gs ss.g4 ds ss.nes 'it>t7 

This is more exact than S 6 . . .  �f 6 ,  
which would force the rook to abandon 
a bad square and would allow an even
tual g4-gS with check. 

S7.@h4 !lxbS S8.l:Ie1 
If S8 .gS l:.b4+ S9 .WhS ? l:[e4! 60 .!lxe4 
dxe4 6 1 .  Wg4 es ! wins immediately, and 
if S 9 .@g 3 there are various methods. 
The simplest is S9  . . .  nb6 60 .�f4 @g6 
6 I . ne 1 �b4+ 6 2. �es ng4! when 
Wxe6 is impossible because of . . .  �e4+ . 
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S8 ... d4 
The plan is as follows: after S9 .gS Black 
plays S 9 . . .  d3 ; the black rook will be 
posted behind the pawn on dS ; when 
the white king moves towards the 
d-pawn, a won position will be reached 
with king versus pawn and king. It is a 
very simple method, although it is not 
in accordance with the old rule that 
passed pawns have to advance together. 
However, after White's next move, I 
changed my plan; the king will support 
the d-pawn. 

S9.�a1 @ts so.nae �ds 61 .�g3 
d3 62.lla1 @es 63.@f2 @d4 
64.:cta7 eS 6S.gS e4 66.l::[a4+ 
@es 0-1 

This game was played in the penultimate 
round, during the second session in the 
morning and just before the last round. 
Half an hour after resigning, Geller had 
to face Fischer. Surely he was sleepy and 
it's probable that his mind was not on 
the game, but he won! Bravo! 

Nimzo-Indian Defence 
Svetozar G ligoric 
Bent Larsen 
Havana 1 967 

Game 40 

1 .d4 ttJf6 2.c4 e6 3.ttJc3 �b4 
4.e3 b6 

I had not played this move for a very 
long time. Actually I 'm rather wary of 
the variation 5 .tlJe2 �a6 6 .tlJg3 . I don't 
know if 4 . . .  b6 was a surprise for 
Gligoric; however perhaps he was 
afraid of a theoretical novelty. At least he 
did not choose the line that theory con
siders to be the most critical. 

S.�d3 �b7 6.tlJf3 �e4 
Other possibilities are 6 . . .  cS and 6 . . .  0-0 
7 .  0-0 dS . In those days the text move 
was not held in high esteem. 



7.0-0 fS 

This pawn advance has not been studied 
in depth as much as the actual accep
tance of the pawn. Let us see : 

A) It was quickly agreed that 
7 . . .  ttJxc3 8.bxc3 �xc3 9 .�b l  i.a5 
I O .i.a3 d6 1 1 .c5 ! 0-0 i 2 . cxd6 cxd6 
1 3  .e4 fully compensates the loss of a 
pawn. This variation was played in the 
game Denker-Fine, New York, 1 944. 
The only real issue is to find out if 
1 O .e4 is still stronger; 
B) 7 . . .  i.xc3 8 .bxc3 tbxc3 9 .'ifc2 

i.xf3 1 0 .gxf3 'iYg5+  1 1 .Wh l 'ifh5 was 
considered to lead to a drawn position 
for some time; however, in one of the 
games in the Keres-Spassky match, 
1 96 5 ,  it was found that 1 2 .ld.g l 'ifxf3 + 
1 3  . .a'.g2 f5 1 4.i.a3 gives White a strong 
attack. 

8.i.xe4?! 
This exchange is considered to be satis
factory. I do not think so. 

8 ... fxe4 9.ttJd2 �xc3 1 O.bxc3 
0-0! 

The game Gligoric-Andersen, Copenha
gen 1 9 65 , continued : 1 0  . . .  'iYg5 
1 1 .�a3 ttJa6 1 2 .c5 h5 ? 1 3 .ife2 'ifg4 
1 4.f3 exf3 1 5 .ttJxf3 0-0-0 1 6 .h3 °ti'g3 
1 7 .  ttJe5 and White quickly won. The 
text move is one of the recommenda
tions on openings which I gave to the 
Danish team before the Chess Olympiad 
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The idea is very simple : 1 2 .ttJxe4? h5 ! 
In fact Gligoric had seen this when he 
was analysing his game with Andersen 
but he had forgotten it. Now he was an
noyed with himself. 
How can White activate his bishop? 
Will the c4-pawn become a weak tar
get? White now has a few problems. 
The next move is probably the best. 

1 2.dS!? 1:1g5 1 3.'iff4 exd5 
14.cxdS �xd5 1 5.c4 i.c61 

This is much better than 1 5  . . .  i.b7 as 
the pawn and the bishop will protect 
each other. The knight does not need 
the c6-square. 
Nevertheless I spent a long time think
ing this out. I felt tempted to play 
1 5  . . .  �e6 ! ?  in order to create threats 
against the c-pawn as quickly as possi
ble. But the reply 1 6 .Vi'xe4 followed by 
an eventual c4-c5 would give Gligoric 
attacking possibilities. 

1 6.ttJxe4 l:tg6 1 7.i.b2 ttJa6 
Black has a tiny advantage thanks to 
White's weak queenside pawns. Now 
White must play 1 8 .ttJg3 , preparing 
e3-e4, to which my reply would have 
been 1 8 . . . 'ii' g 5 .  Following an exchange 
of queens I would exploit the weak
nesses in the opponent's pawn structure. 

1 8.f3? ttJb4! 
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II 

Black initiates his attack. At first light 
the threat 1 9 . . .  tlJd3 does not seem too 
dangerous, but a deeper analysis shows 
that White is faced with some difficul
ties. 
After 1 9 .l::r.ad1 and 1 9 .  tt:Jf2 the threats 
against the f-pawn are obvious. Both 
1 9  . . .  'ife? or 1 9  . . .  'iff8 are strong re
plies. 

1 9  . .tc3 tt:Jd3 
Gligoric was afraid of 1 9  . . .  'if e? , but 
there is no reason for this since he can 
play 20 .tlJg3 l::r.f8 2 l .�xb4 iYxb4 
2 2 .'ifxc? ,  or else 2 0  . .ixb4 'ifxb4 
2 1 .iVxc? �xe4 22 .fxe4 ifd2 2 3 .g3 . 

20.'iff5 'ifh4!!  
If I had not foreseen my 25 th move, I 
would have been satisfied with 
2 0  . . .  'if e? 2 l .tlJf6+ l:lxf6 2 2 .'ifxd3 and 
the game would be almost equalized, 
although Black may still feel that 
White's queenside pawns are weak. 
Of course, this does not mean that I had 
calculated five moves ahead in all varia
tions ,  but the placing of the queen was 
actually 'indicated' by the game as it 
progressed. I would allow a weakening 
of the pawn structure only if I could 
initiate a strong attack. 

21 .tt:Jf6+ 
There is no better move. 2 l .Itad 1 tlJc5 ! 
2 2 .tlJxc5 l:tf8 ! would give Black a deci
sive attack. 

21 ... gxf6 22.'ifxd3 l:lh6! 
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This has to be played immediately, oth
erwise White may consolidate his 
king's position with �e 1 and �g3 . 

23.h3 wf71 
Leaving g8 for the other rook. White 
lacks any satisfactory defence; this is not 
surprising since Black is utilising all his 
pieces in the attack. 
In fact a direct attack could have been 
avoided by 24.1i'd4 'if gs 2 5 .'iff4, but 
after 2 S  . . .  ifxf4 2 6.exf4 l:f.h5 the end
game would be lost. The white pawn 
majority on the kingside does not come 
to much as Black would have two con
nected passed pawns on the other wing. 
White's problems would not be re
solved with 24.�e l ifh5 . For example: 
2 5 .C\t>h l l:tg8 (threatens 26  . . .  'ifxh3+) 
2 6 .'if e2 iYfS . Or else 2 S .e4 .blg8 26 .h4 
l:f.hg6.  
As long as White cannot play e3-e4, 
Black's bishop has many options at its 
disposal. It is hard to find the time to 
make this move: 2 5 .e4 llg8 26 .�h l ? 
'ifxh3+.  
24.'ife2 ld.g8 2 5 .�hl  �g3 2 6.e4 i s  also 
useless, not only because of 
26 . . .  l:f.xh3+ ,  gaining a queen and two 
pawns for the two rooks, but also be
cause of 2 6  . . .  .ixe4! . The idea being 
2 7 .fxe4 l::txh3 + 2 8 . gxh3 ifxh3 + 
29 .�g l  llg6+ 3 0 .Wfl 'if g3#. 
When I decided on 20 . . .  ifh4 I had not 
analysed these variations in great detail. 



Whilst the white king is in the h- or 
g-file Black has a formidable attack. Is 
there any escape for the white king? I 
carefully studied this possibility. White 
will equalize only if he can secure the 
king. Gligoric tries to do just that. 

24.�f2? l::tg8 25.@f1 

25 ... �xg2! 
I was proud of this sacrifice, and more 
so as I had foreseen it much earlier. The 
actual combination is quite simple, but 
without it White would be 'comfort
able' ;  for instance: 2 S  . . .  l:thg6 2 6.'5'd4 ! .  

26.�xg2 if xh3 
Black has three threats in the pipeline: 
. . .  �xf3+ ,  . . .  �xf3 and . . .  l:tg6. Gligoric 
can fend off two, but not all three. The 
variations are actually very simple. 
Gligoric had considered the rook sacri
fice, at least, when he played 24.�f2 . 
He later explained that he had not taken 
into account that Black's queen was de
fending the queen's pawn! This is im
portant in the variation 2 7 .@g 1 �xf3 . 
Those who have studied the psychology 
of moves will know that a long back
ward move along a diagonal is com
monly missed when one is short of time. 
As from move 1 1  . . . .  WfS , this game had 
taken such a turn that Gligoric had al
ways felt cornered. In the position where 
the oversight was made, he was faced 
with no satisfactory solution. 
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27.e4 �g6 0-1 
If 28 .ife2 then 28  . . .  �h l + .  

Sicilian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Jacek Bednarski 
Havana 1 96 7  

Game 4 1  

1 .e4 c5 2.tt:Jf3 d6 3.�b5+ �d7 
4.a4?! 

A month earlier I had played this move 
against Olafsson, in Dundee. At the time 
I did not know that the great Georgian 
master Gurgenidze had experimented 
with it on a number of occasions. I in
tended to present unknown problems 
to my opponents. 
I don't really believe that this advance is 
particularly strong. I find it here less 
promising than in the Boga-Indian, for 
example : 1 .d4 tLlf6 2 . c4 e6 3 .tLlf3 
�b4+ 4.�d2 aS ! ? . If in the game we 
move White's e-pawn one square back 
and we advance Black's e-pawn to the 
fourth row, we will transpose to this 
position but with colours reversed . 
However, the d-pawn on the third row 
prevents tLleS . Moreover, after 4 . . .  tt:Jc6 , 
Black can reply to �xc6 with . . .  bxc6, 
because the cS-pawn is defended by the 
d-pawn; in this case, the doubled pawns 
are not a weakness. 
Does all this seem somewhat confus
ing? That's understandable since these 
ideas are unclear. 4.a4 is, of course, cor
rect! 

4 ... tt:Jf6 
In the cited game Olafsson played 
4 . . .  tLlc6 S .0-0 tLlf6 6.d3 g6 7 .tLlbd2 
�g7 8 .tLlc4 0-0 9 .�e 1 a6 ! ?  1 O .�xc6 
�xc6 1 1 .aS tLld7 with an even game al
though Black's 9th move weakened his 
position slightly. 

5.d3 
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� 
� ttJ 

B �  � � �  
kt tt:J �  'liw n 

The advance S .eS ? dxeS 6.tlJxeS �xbS 
7 .axbS iY dS ! is bad. I knew this well 
enough but I forgot it in the game 
against Geller in the Swiss Interzonal. 
This game was played the day that 
Fischer announced his withdrawal from 
the tournament. He only returned so as 
to play Reshevsky. That day most mas
ters were more attentive to Fischer's an
tics than to their own games! Geller ac
cepted a quick draw in a position where 
he thought he had better chances. 

5 ... e6 
Embarking on a rather passive plan. 
S . . .  tlJc6 looks better and could trans
pose into the game Larsen-Olafsson al
ready mentioned. 

6.0-0 .Yle7 7.e5! dxe5 8.t2Jxe5 a6? 
Unnecessary weakening. 8 . . . 0-0 was 
much better. 

9.�xd7+ t2Jbxd7 1 0.t2Jxd7 ifxd7 
1 1 .t2Jd2 

Probably 1 1  .as seems more logical. 
However, now against 1 1  . . .  b6 the con
tinuation 1 2 .iff3 'iVdS 1 3 .tlJe4 is 
strong; for instance: 1 3  . . .  0-0 1 4.�gS 
or 1 3  . . .  t2Jxe4 1 4.dxe4 'ifc6 1 S .'ifg3 ! 
0-0 1 6 .ilh6 .if6 1 7  .es . 

1 1  ... 0-0 1 2.t2Jc4 t2Jd5 1 3.aS 
White's advantage is evident. Black's 
chances of starting anything active are 
very limited. His queenside pawns are 
paralysed, and on the kingside White 
controls more space. 
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Initially my plan was to create threats 
on the kingside so as to force Bednarski 
to place his pawns on dark squares; in 
this way he would be left with a 'bad' 
bishop which would be a handicap in 
the endgame. 

1 3  ... Jd.feS 14.�e1 �fa 1 5  . .Yld2 
l::[ad8 1 6.l::[e4 'fic7 1 7.iff3 e5?? 

The decisive mistake. The Polish master 
has not considered my next move. If he 
wanted to play . . .  e6-eS he should have 
prepared for it with 1 7 . . .  f6 or, even ear
lier, 1 6  .. .f6 .  The unrelenting attack on 
the h-pawn will force him to play 
. . .  h7-h6. As a result, all his kingside 
pawns will be on dark squares. My op
ponent would then be weak on the light 
squares. 

1 8.ife2! f6 1 9.f4 �e7! 
A very pretty defence: 2 0 .fxeS ? fS ! .  
However White steps up the pressure. 

20.l::le1 g6 21 .iff3 exf4 
After 2 1 .  . .  tlJxf4 22 .�xf4 exf4 23 .ife2 
Black cannot evade the pin; a line that 
leads to victory is t2J b6,  followed by 
c2-c4 and tlJdS ; if 2 3  . . .  @fg the best 
move seems to be 24.@h 1 ,  eliminating 
the possibility 24.tlJb6 c4! ? .  

22.t2Jb6! 
This piece seems superfluous,  taking 
into account the tactical threats posed 
by White. However Black's knight is 
protecting both the bishop and the 
f-pawn, thus it has to be removed. 



22 ... tl:lxb6 
24.Vixf4! 

23.axb6 'ifd7 

Black would survive after 24.'li'e2 ? 
@f7. Now the threats on the king side 
will be combined with an attack on the 
f-pawn. A convincing reply to 24 . . .  Wf? 
would be 2 5 .i.c3 . 

24 ... fS 
Black has practically saved himself. For 
example: 2 5 .I!4e2 i.f6. 

25.i.c3! 
The sacrifice is irrefutable : 25 . . .  i.f8 
2 6 . �xe8 �xe8 2 7 .'1Wc4+ 'li'f7 
28 .�xe8 . 

25 ... fxe4 26.'ti'eS i.f8 
Or 26  . . .  �d6 2 7 .'ifh8+ �f7 28 .'ii'xh? +  
We6 29 .�xe4+ @dS 3 0 .Vi'xd7 l::[xd7 
3 1 .�xe8 , with an easily-won endgame. 

27.Vih8+ @f7 28 . .Ilf1 + iff5 
Mate follows if this isn't played. Now 
the white queen will destroy the pawns ; 
the first three captures being accompa
nied by checks. 

29.�xf5+ 9xf5 30.'iYf6+ @98 
31 .iY95+ @f7 32.'ifxf5+ @98 
33. � 95+ @f7 34. '1Vf6+ @98 
35.Vi'h8+ @f7 36.'iYxh7+ @e6 
37.ifxe4+ @d6 38.'iixb7 

No check this time! Bednarski would 
probably have resigned here had I not 
been pressed for time. He continued: 

38 ... l:ld7 39.'ifxa6 @e6 40.b7+ 
�d6 41 .�c4+ 1 -0 
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meantime I strolled in the tournament 
hall and met Gligoric who, smiling, 
commented, 'You always win a few 
minutes thanks to that transposition' .  
Six weeks earlier, in Dundee, I had 
played the same moves against him, and 
he had also spent a long time before he 
came up with the reply 9 .�xc4. 
In my opinion, 9 .axb4 cxd4 1 O .i.xc4 
dxc3 is completely satisfactory for Black. 
Moreover, there is no particular reason 
for choosing this move order. The fol
lowing is also perfectly acceptable : 
7 . . .  tl:lc6 dxc4 8 .�xc4, because White 
hardly has anything better than 9 .a3 . 

9.�xc4 �a5 1 0.'li'd3 a6 
Now Taimanov started a deep analysis. 
This time, during my walk, I came 
across Smyslov, who smiled and said, ' It 
seems that Taimanov hasn't studied 
your games ! '  
He was obviously referring to the game 
Gligoric-Larsen in Dundee, in which 
1 1 .dxcS was played instead of the usual 
theoretical move 1 1 .�d l .  O'Kelly asked 
me afterwards what had I discovered? I 
showed him and he used that innova
tion in his game against none other 
than Gligoric ,  with whom he drew in 
the last round. Smyslov had probably 
gone over that game too. 
Taimanov had published a study on the 
Nimzo-Indian. Could he trust it? In the 
end he decided to follow its recom-

Game 42 mendations. 
Nimzo-Indian Defence 
Mark Taimanov 
Bent Larsen 
Havana 1 967  

1 .d4 tl:Jf6 2.c4 e6 3.tl:Jc3 �b4 
4.e3 0-0 5.�d3 c5 6.tl:lf3 d5 
7.0-0 tt:Jc6 8.a3 dxc4 

Taimanov spent the next fifteen minutes 
deliberating after this move. In the 

1 1 .dxcS 'if xd3 1 2  . .ixd3 �xc3 
1 3.bxc3 tl:Ja51 

In his book Taimanov refers , among 
others , to the game Furman
Troianescu, Bucharest 1 9  54:  1 3  . . .  tl:ld7 
1 4.a4 tl:lxcS 1 5 .i.c2 tl:laS 1 6 .i.a3 b6 
1 7 .�fb l ! tl:lc4 1 8 .l::[xb6 ! ,  winning a 
pawn. Therefore the text move is an at
tempt to improve on the variation. 
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14.l:[b1 
In Dundee, the game Gligoric-Larsen 
continued: l 4 . .i.c2 .i.d7 l 5 .e4 �c6 !  
1 6 .ld.e 1 l:r.fc8 1 7  .�f4 tL1d7 l 8 .�d6 
�bS 1 9  .a4 .i.c4 and at this point 
Gligoric offered a draw. 

1 4  ... .i.d7? 
Later I found out that l 4 . . .  l:[d8 is better. 
I played it against Gligoric in Sousse, 
and a draw was agreed. 
The idea behind . . .  l::f.d8 is that White 
needs to decide between l 5 .�c2 , ced
ing the c4-square to the enemy knight; 
l 5 .�e2 ,  ceding the e4-square to the 
other knight; and finally 1 5 .l:!d 1 , 
which leaves the rook open to an attack 
( . . .  �d7 -.i.a4, . . .  tL1dS-tL1c3) .  

1 5.c4 ila4 
My first idea was to play 1 5  . . .  l::[fcg 
l 6 . .i.d2 �xcS 1 7 .�b4 l::ths . but I 
found this too risky. The text move 
plans to reply to l 6.l::[b4 with l 6 . . .  .i.c6 ,  
and White's rook momentarily ob
structs his queen's bishop move against 
the knight at aS . But now Taimanov 
finds a beautiful continuation. 

1 6.c6! �xc6 
l 6 . . .  bxc6 1 7  .l::[b4 �b3 l 8 .�d2 seems 
very dangerous; on the other hand 
l 6 . . .  tL1xc6 1 7  .l:lxb7 �fd8 does not of
fer any compensation for the pawn. 

1 7.�d2 �xf3 1 8.gxf3 
This is the strongest then. However, in a 
later game, Gheorghiu preferred to play 
1 8  . .i.xaS against Wade; one cannot crit
icize his decision since the Rumanian 
grandmaster won. 

1 8  ... tLJc6 1 9.�c3 
Of course l 9 .ldxb7 ?  was not possible 
because of l 9 . . .  l::[fd8 .  

1 9  ... l:[abS 20.!!.fd1 ld.fc8! 
The automatic move 20  . . .  l:lfd8 proves 
to be much weaker as the following il
lustrates : 2 1 .f4 @fg 2 2 .fS eS ? 2 3 .�c2 
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l::txd l + 24.�xd l rJ;;e7  2 5 .�f3 ,  thus 
winning a pawn. 
With the text move the knight at c6 is 
protected, which is important in rela
tion to the white bishop manoeuvring 
to a4 or f3 . Furthermore, it is the first 
indication of Black's counterplay. The 
opponent's weak c-pawn is the best 
compensation Black has for White's 
strong bishop pair and active position. 

21 .f4 c;i;>f8 22.c;i;>g2 
Also 22 .fS eS 2 3 .�c2 c;i;>e7 24.�a4 
tLJd7 . 

22 ... rJ;;e7 23.fS es 
Opening up the position would favour 
the opponent as he would activate the 
bishops. 

24.�c2 "1Jc7 25.c;i;>f3 ldd8 
The following may give the impression 
that Black should play 2 5  . . .  g6 .  If White 
replies fxg6,  the h-file may be used to 
launch a counter-attack after . . .  hxg6 .  
However, 2 5  . . .  g6 26.ila4 tLJd7 2 7 .�dS ! 
is favourable to Taimanov. 

26.I:rxdS 'lt>xd8 27 . .i.a4 tLJd7 

28.h4 
At this point White may consider if it 
suits him to part with his pair of bish
ops : 28  . .i.xc6 l::[xc6 29 .l::[xb7 l::rxc4 
3 0  . .i.as+ rJ;;c8 3 l .l:[a7 �c6 3 2 .a4! and 
Black does not have a good move at his 
disposal. 3 2 . . .  g6 allows the strong reply 
3 3 .c;i;>e4! (3 3 . . .  tLJf6+ 34.'lt>xeS �cs+ 



3 5 .<itixf6 ! or 3 3  . . .  �c4+ 34.�dS :cs+  
3 5 .�d6) . 
But Black has something better. There's 
no time to waste over the weak c-pawn: 
much better to initiate a counter-attack 
immediately with 29 . . .  g6 !  or 29 . . .  �c8 
30 .l::ra7 g6 !  when White's extra pawn 
becomes a minor factor. For example : 
3 1 .fxg6 hxg6 3 2  . ..tas fS , and Black has 
good counterplay and should draw 
without trouble. Taimanov certainly 
plays for a win. 

28 ... g6 29.fxg6 
This is not a mistake. In his comments 
on the game, Gligoric gives the follow
ing variation: 29 . ..tc2 lLlf6 30  . ..te4 
l2Jxe4 3 1 .�xe4 f6 3 2 .fxg6 hxg6 
3 3 .�g l . However Black tan find a better 
line : 29 .�c2? <it>c8 !  3 0 .�e4 tl:Je7 ! and 
White will find himself in difficulty. The 
c-pawn is certainly weak in this line. 

29 ... hxg6 30.h5 gxh5 31 .�h1 
e4+!? 

Now Black starts playing with victory in 
his sights. Taimanov has eight minutes 
left whilst I ,  in spite of having pondered 
over my move 3 1  . . .  e4+ for a long 
while, had three times more than him. 
Of course, I had this time difference in 
mind when I decided in favour of this 
sharp move. Moreover, I was sure that 
3 1  . . .  tl:Jf6 32 .�xc6 �xc6 3 3 .�xeS �e7 
was enough to draw. 

32.�f4 
White only had four minutes to make 
the next eight moves. 
The king move is correct. After 3 2 .<it>e2 
tl:JceS Black is better. 

32 ... tt:Je7 33 . ..ta5! 
White offers a draw! However he only 
has two minutes left to reach time con -
trol whilst I have twenty. 
The text is the best move. I have read 
somewhere that 3 3 .l::rxhS tl:Jg6+ 
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34.<itig3 �xc4 3 5 .�b4 was feasible. But 
the two bishops do not warrant enough 
compensation for the pawn, and the· 
rook and the two knights are a force to 
be reckoned with. 
3 3 .�xd7 did not offer any clear draw
ing possibilities either, on account of 
3 3  . . .  :xc4. 

33 ... b6 34 . ..txd7 bxa5 35 . ..ta4 
Unfortunately, I had previously com
mented that 3 5 .�fS tl:JxfS 3 6 .<it>xfS 
�xc4 would have been very favourable 
for Black, because the opponent cannot 
reply 3 7 .l:xhS without exchanging 
rooks. But two readers of Skakbladet pro
tested: in the king and pawn endgame 
they were not able to see a winning 
line. I must confess that I didn't find any 
either. Therefore, I have no refutation of 
3 5 .�fS , although Black can play for a 
win in various ways. 
However, it was highly unlikely for 
Taimanov to make such a move as he 
was hard pressed for time. 

35 ... tt:Jg6+ 36.<it>f5 llc5+ 
Looks risky, but after 3 6 . . .  <it>e 7 3 7 .  !ixhS 
(3 7 .l:d l l:.xc4? 38 .nd7+) 3 7  . . .  l::t.cs + 
3 8 .<it>g4 �xhS 3 9 .WxhS ltJeS 40 . ..tb3 
l2Jd3 4 1 . �g4 it's easy-going for White. 
Moreover, even in time pressure, it is 
easy to see that 3 8 .<it>g3 is weak since it 
allows Black to save both his king's 
pawn and his king's rook pawn. 

37.@f6 tt:Je5! 38.�b3?? 
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A mistake at long last! 3 8 .�dl would 
have led to a draw. 

38 ... �e81 39.<it>g7? 
White walks into a mating net; his posi
tion is now lost. 

39 ... tt:Jg41 40.l::td1  �g5+ 41 .<tithS 
tt:Jf6 42.�a4+ r:J;;e7 0-1 

Sicilian Defence 
Lothar Schmid 
Bent Larsen 
Havana 1 967  

Game 43 

1 .e4 c5 2.ti:Jf3 tt:Jc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tt:Jxd4 g6 5.c4 

The Maroczy Bind. Currently it is not as 
feared as it used to be but some masters 
prefer to avoid playing it, for instance, 
2 . . .  d6 3 .d4 cxd4 4.lt:Jxd4 ti:Jf6 s .tt:Jc3 
g6 .  

5 ... �g7 6.tt:Jb3 
This had never been played against me. I 
knew that it used to be in vogue many 
years ago though now it is more usual 
to play 6 .�e3 and 6 .ti:Jc2 . 
Suddenly I had an idea and I couldn't 
resist the temptation to try it out. 

6 ... d6 7.�e2 a51? 
Here it is. I don't know if this has ever 
been played. 

8.a4 tt:Jf6 9.tt:Jc3 0-0 1 o.�e3 tt:Jd7 
1 1 .'i¥d2? 

Obviously, Schmidt feared . . .  �xc3 + ;  a 
move which had not even crossed my 
mind, as, after the move made with the 
a-pawn, Black would have difficulties in 
the b-file. 
White had to castle. The text move is 
typical for those who think that such a 
move played with the white pieces may 
be enjoyable. 

1 1  ... b6 1 2.tt:Jd4 
1 2 . 0-0 lt:JcS is not convincing because 
White would be forced to play lt:JxcS , 
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thus strengthening the opponent's cen
tre. 
After l 2 .lt:Jd4 I considered this interest
ing continuation: l 2 . . .  �xd4 l 3 .�xd4 
lt:JcS ; the odd l 4.l::ta3 would be more or 
less forced, but it's not all bad. 

1 2  ... �b7 1 3.�d1 tt:Jc5 1 4.tt:Jxc6 
�xc6 1 5.�c2 'ti'd7 1 6.0-0? 

An oversight. White should continue 
with 1 6 .f3 .  The complications that arise 
can only favour Black. 

1 6  ... 'ife6! 1 7.tt:Jd5 tt:Jxe4! 1 8.'ii'd3 
If 1 8 .'ii'd l  �xb2 is very strong and af
ter 1 8  .�xe4 'if xe4 1 9  . f3 'if es 
20 .ti:Jxb6 l:t.ab8 Black's superiority is 
considerable. 

1 8  ... tt:Jcs 1 9.�xc5 bxc5 20.l:Iae1 
The threat 2 0. lt:Jc7 is artificial. The re
sponse would be 20  . . .  'i¥g4 2 l . f3 
ifd4+. 
After 2 0  . .tlae 1 Schmidt calculated 
20 . . .  �xdS 2 1 .l::lxe6 �xe6 and rook, 
bishop, pawn and a strong position are 
ample compensation for the queen. I 
would prefer Black, but there is a great 
danger of arriving at a drawn position. 
This variation caused my opponent to 
overlook a much better continuation 
for Black. 

20 ... �eS! 21 .f4 
If 2 1 . lt:Jc7 � g4. Against 2 1 .f 4 Black has 
an instructive combination under the 
theme desperado . 



21 ... i.xdS 22.cxdS �d4+1 
This was all there was to it. If 2 3 .'iVxd4 
'ii'xe 1 ,  winning the exchange. 

23.�h1 'if d7 
23  . . .  'it'xdS offers White more possibili
ties after 24.l:Ixe7 . Now, in spite of the 
presence of opposite-coloured bishops, 
I am able to claim the extra pawn. 

24.b3 l:tabS 25.fS i.f6 26.�e4 
�b4 27 . .a'.xb4 cxb4 28.°iie4 

An alternative was 2 8 .l:.f4 llc8 29 .fxg6 
hxg6 30 .�c4 l:Ixc4 3 1 .'ifxc4 'ifa7 .  
Black's queen penetrates the opponent's 
position. Therefore, Black should win 
by playing on the kingside with threats 
against the weak b- and cl-pawns. 

28 ... l:IcS 29.�d3 
Against the desperate attack 29 .h4 I had 
planned 29 . . .  Zlc3 3 0 .fxg6 hxg6 3 1 .hS 
'ii'c8 3 2 .�d3 'iif8 3 3 .hxg6 iVh6+ 
3 4. @g l iYxg6 3 5 .'li'xg6+ fxg6  
3 6 .�c4 @g7 or 3 6  . . .  gS .  Black would 
win thanks to the passive white bishop. 

29 ... .I;lc3 30.�c4 'fia7 31 .g3 @g7 
32.@g2 'fid4 33.ifb1 

The endgame would be easier to win 
following the exchange of queens since 
White would not have any counterplay. 
But now the game takes a new direc
tion. The problem of having opposite
coloured bishops disappears and with 
it, the only hope of salvation for White. 
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33 ... ;gxc4! 
The quickest path to victory. There are 
other avenues : 3 3 . . .  g S followed by an 
advance of the h-pawn would create 
threats against the white king and these, 
in combination with the constant threat 
of sacrificing the exchange, would be 
enough to win. 

34.bxc4 'ifxc4 35.'if d1 
After 3 S .l:.dl gxfS , 3 6 .�xfS is  not pos
sible because of 3 6  . . .  1ife2+.  If Black 
gets three pawns for the exchange he 
should win easily. 

35 ... 'if e4+ 36.'lt>h3 
Or even 3 6. 'fl f3 gxfS 3 7 .  iV xe4 fxe4 
3 8 .l:ie l b3 3 9 Jixe4 b2 40 .l:Ie l �gs 
4 1 .l:.b 1 jLc 1 ,  winning. However, 
White's king is now badly placed. 

36 ... gS 37.'li'f3 
Against 3 7 . g4 ,  either 3 7 . . .  .ieS or 
3 7 . . .  h5 are possible, with the inten
tion of 3 8 .gxhS 'ii'h4+ 3 9 .�g2 �es 

Winnipeg 1 967 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 

1 Darga,Klaus * 1 l/i l/2 112 V2 1/2 V2 1 1 6.0 

2 Larsen,Bent 0 * 1/2 1/2 1 1/2 1 1 1/2 1 6 . 0  

3 Spassky.Boris l/2 1/2 * 1/2 1/2 1/2 l/2 1/2 1 1 5 . 5  

4 Keres ,Paul l/2 1/2 1/2 * 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1 5 . 5  

5 Benko.Pal 1/2 0 1/2 1/2 * 1/z 112 1 l/2 5 . 0  

6 Szabo,Laszlo 1/2 1/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 * l/2 1/2 0 4 . 5  

7 Gheorghiu,Florin l/2 0 l/2 1/2 1/2 1/z * l/2 lh 4.5 

8 Matanovic ,Aleksandar 1/2 0 1/2 1/2 0 1/2 1/2 * 1/2 1 4. 0 

9 Yanofsky.Daniel 0 V2 0 0 1/2 1 1/2 1/2 * 1/2 3 . 5  
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40 . .:h l b3 4 1 .°ifxb3 'if g4+ win
ning. 

37 ... 'it'c4 38.l::te1 
Another option is 3 8 .l:Ib l �c2 39 .l':rb3 
hS . 

38 ... b3 39.'ifd1 iVxa4 40.�e3 
g4+1 41 .�g2 �a2+ 0-1 

English Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Florin Gheorghiu 
Winnipeg 1 967  

Game 44 

1 .c4 t2Jf6 2.t2Jc3 e6 3.t2Jf3 �b4 
This bishop move is certainly playable, 
and has been popular for several years, 
but I am still convinced that here it is 
less justified than in the Nimzo-Indian
( 1 .d4 t2Jf6 2 .c4 e6 3 .t2Jc3 �b4) , be
cause there the knight is pinned, and 
because with 1 .d4, White has weak
ened the control of e4, which is the 
main objective for Black. White's pawn 
structure is more flexible without 
d2-d4. Therefore, if I am playing Black 
in this opening I do not like to abandon 
the bishop pair. My games against 
Taimanov in Havana, 1 96 7 ,  and against 
Fischer in Santa Monica, 1 966 ,  have 
given me some reputation of being 
carefree regarding the bishop pair; 
something which is not entirely 
accurate. 

4.'ifc2 c5 5.a3 �a5 
At the tournament in Monaco, half a 
year later, Damljanovic played 5 . . .  �xc3 
- against Gheorghiu of all people ! After 
6 ."i:fxc3 b6 7 .g3 , the Rumanian grand
master slowly built up a position in 
which the two bishops increased their 
power. He delayed moving his central 
pawns for a long time; this is very dif
ferent from what happens in the 
N imzo-Indian. 
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After this game I played 6 .g3 against 
Darga. This is not weak but the follow
ing development is livelier. 

6.e3 t2Jc6 7.d4 
Readers may wonder why this compari
son with the Nimzo-Indian? White has 
achieved something important with 
7 .d4. In the Nimzo-Indian you would 
never reach this same position; it may 
be similar but without a2-a3 and �as .  
'Vive la bagatelle!' Here, among other 
things , the threat is 8 .dxc5 .  

7 ... d6 8.�d3 e5 
This move has its drawbacks. The main 
one being that it weakens the 
d5-square. However it resolves Black's 
problems in developing his pieces and I 
do not think that there's anything 
better. 

9.dxe5 t2Jxe5 1 O.t2Jxe5 dxe5 
1 1 .0-0 �xc3 

After 1 1 . . .  0-0 1 2 .tbe4! tbxe4 1 3 .�xe4 
h6 1 4.�dS White is better and can 
continue with e3 -e4 and �e3 . Also 
good is b2-b3 and �b2 followed by oc
cupation of the queen's file. The strong 
�d5 ensures a small but lasting advan
tage. 

1 2.'ifxc3 0-0 1 3.b3 .tle8 14.�b2 
b6 1 5.llad1 "ife7 1 6.iLc2 

I considered 1 6 .I:f.d2 �b7 1 7  .llfd l , but 
1 7 . . .  tbe4 almost guarantees a draw for 
Black because of the opposite-coloured 



bishops despite White dominating the 
only open file. After 1 8 .�xe4 �xe4 
1 9 .�d7 ? ( 1 9 . f3 �c6 and there is noth
ing worthwhile) 1 9  . . .  ifgS !  is 
annoying. 
The continuation of the game may pre
suppose that 1 6 .f3 �b7 1 7  . .ifs is 
better ( 1 7 . . .  e4? 1 8 .l:ld7 ! ) .  But Black 
simply plays 1 7 . . .  �c6 .  For example: 
1 8 .1:1d2 e4 1 9 .f4 �f5 20 .lled8 and the 
bishop at f5 is badly placed. 

1 6  ... �b7 1 7.f3 e4 
This opens up the long diagonal for the 
opponent's bishop and queen. How
ever, if this is not played it is doubtful 
whether Black can dispute the queen's 
file. If 1 7  . . .  nad8 ? 1 8 .:xd8 'iYxd8 
1 9 .:d l White dominates the only open 
file and can continue with if d2 . 
There is no way of refuting the text 
move tactically : 1 8 .fxe4? itxe4 
1 9 .�xe4 ifxe4 2 0 .l::rxf6 ? gxf6 
2 1 .iYxf6 'ifxe3 + 22 .Whl  'iYe l + ! .  

1 8.f4 �ad8? 
Immediately after the game, my op
ponent commented that this move, 
seemingly natural , is a grave error. 
Correct is 1 8  . . .  lied8 ! ,  for example 
1 9 .h3 lLie8 ! .  Black can now play 
. . .  f7 -f6 and resolve his problems on 
the long diagonal . 
In any case White has a certain advan
tage. He can prepare for a g-pawn ad
vance and, once the rooks and queens 
have been exchanged, he would have 
winning chances in the endgame. The 
strength of the two bishops is unques
tionable and Black's e-pawn is some
what weak, but even so my opponent's 
position is hopeful. 

1 9.h3 
Apparently quite a modest move but 
one which is of great importance. The 
king has an escape route, it stops . . .  lLig4 
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and it may also support a g2-g4 ad
vance. 

1 9  ... �xd1 20.:xd1 :de 
21 .l:txd8+ ifxd8 22.iVeS 

A difficult position for Black. My queen 
dominates the board. 

22 ... wfe 23.�c3 lLie8 24.b4! 
Taking with 24.�xe4? would be a grave 
error: 24 . . .  f6 2 5 .'if e6 lLic7 26 .'iffs g6 ,  
winning a piece. 
The text move creates strong threats 
against the enemy's position. It is a di
rect attack on the cS-pawn and the pos
sibility of �a4 may be reserved for 
later. 
After 24 . . .  f6 2 5 .Yi'hS Wg8 2 6 .bxcS g6 
2 7 .'iVg4 f5 28 .'1Ye2 White will be able 
to attack the dark squares. For example : 
2 5  . . .  cxb4 26 .�xb4+ Wg8 2 7 .�b3 , 
and Black's position is not enviable. It 
comes as no surprise therefore that 
Gheorghiu thought it best to exchange 
the queens. 

24 ... 'iid6 25.bxcS bxc5 26.�a4! 

White does not wish to take the initia
tive for the exchange of queens and it 
will be Black who will be forced to do 
it. In this way my queen's bishop will 
gain the excellent e5-square. 

26 ... 'iYxeS 27.�xeS �e7 28.�b8 
tt:Jf6 

The intention is to constrict White 's 
bishop. Actually, in doing so, 

1 6 1  
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Gheorghiu's own bishop will also be 
closed in. 
However 2 8  . . .  aS 29  . .,ia? tl:Jd6 30 .i.xcS 
also loses. For example : 3 0  . . .  @e6 
3 1 . .,ib3 .,ia6 3 2 . .,ixd6 ! @xd6 3 3 .c5 + 
@xc5 3 4 .i.xf7 �c4 3 5 .i.xc4 @xc4 
3 6 .g4 @b3 3 7 .f5 ®xa3 3 8 .gS . 

29 . .txa7 tl:Jd7 30 . .,ibS @d6 
31 .a4 �c6 32.aS @c7 33.a6 hS 
34.g4 h4 3S.@f2 f6 36.fS 

There are various ways of winning. It 
seems that White gives up a good 
square to the knight, but after 3 6  . . .  tl:JeS 
3 7 .®e2 ! tl:Jd3 3 8 .�xc6 @xc6 39 .�b8 
tl:Jb2 40 . .,id6 ! tl:Jxc4 4 1 .iLf8 !  White 
quickly wins. 
Black's choices are limited. Let's men
tion, in passing, the old trick: 36  . . .  @d6 
3 7 .i.b8+ !  tl:Jxb8 3 8 .a7 . 

36 ... tl:Jb6 37 . .,ixb6+ @xb6 
38.@e2 �as 39.@d2 @as 
40.@c3 @b6 41 .@b3 @as 
42.@a3 @b6 43.@a4 1 -0 

Of course 4 1  . . .  @c7 4 2 .@a3 ! would get 
the same result. But, doesn't this trian
gular manoeuvre look much nicer, as it 
involves Black's king voluntarily giving 
way to White's? 

Alekhine 's Defence 
Aivars Gipslis 
Bent Larsen 
Sousse 1 967 

Game 45 

1 .e4 tl:Jf6 2.es tl:JdS 3.d4 d6 4.c4 
tl:Jb6 S.exd6 

A rather quiet line. The main idea in 
this complex defence is that Black may 
now create problems for both sides 
with 5 . . .  cxd6 . However this leaves 
White with a greater pawn majority on 
the queenside and this could be impor
tant later in the game. I have had a mea
sure of success with the simple 
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5 . . .  exd6 , which has surprised me. Con
sequently, why not try it again? 

S ... exd6 6.tl:Jc3 .,ie 7 7.�e3 0-0 
8.�e2 tl:Jc6 9.tl:Jf3 �g4 1 O.b3 
�f6 

With 1 0  . . .  fS ! ?  1 1 .'iVd2 Black will prob
ably only achieve a weakening of his 
own position. However Smyslov played 
just that against Rossolimo in Monaco, 
1 9 6 9 ,  and if such a solid player as the 
ex-World Champion believes that 
weakening the e6-square is acceptable, 
perhaps it's worthwhile to consider this 
sometime . . .  

1 1 .0-0 dS 1 2.cS tl:JcB 

1 3.b4? 
Not consistent with the position. This 
advance is good in a similar position 
derived from 5 . . .  cxd6, . . .  g6 and .,ig7 ,  
which aims to create a passed pawn. 
1 3 .h3 is better here, 'urging' the bishop 
either to move or to be exchanged. 

1 3  ... tlJ8e7 14.bS tl:JaS 1 S.h3 �xf3 
1 6.iLxf3 c6 

The best that can be said about Black's 
position is that it has no weak squares. 
His d-pawn is now solidly defended 
whilst White's will become a target in 
an attack. Furthermore he also controls 
the c4-square. Black now has some 
dominance. What's gone wrong then? 
Many believe that the Alekhine Defence 
is not a good opening. It may be so, but 
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if White is convinced that this is the 
case then I would like him to prove it. 
Sometimes , players with the white 
pieces can be careless. 
On the other hand, in Sousse, the 
Alekhine Defence certainly didn't turn 
out to be weak! It was played five times 
throughout the tournament and Black 
won all five games. 

1 7.'ifd3 lbc4 1 8.�f4? 
Seems to be a waste of time. 

1 8  ... lbg6 1 9  . .,th2 �g5! 

K � - �  
' '  ' ' '  

' � 
� � ·  .t 

� 8 
li:J �  .i � 

� � � .i  
: bf. W  

Moves such as this one are difficult to 
explain. I mentioned earlier that Gipslis' 
d-pawn would be my target. Why then 
would I exchange my bishop, which is 
attacking the pawn, for White's bishop 
which is not defending it? The answer 
may lie in the fact that Black cannot win 
solely on the basis of threats against the 
d-pawn; he has to explore other ways. 
With the text move, Black will win 
space on the kingside; he gains a square 
for his queen and helps the knight at g6 
to jump to f 4 eventually. 

20.bxc6 bxc6 21 . .,td1 
This came as a surprise, but I consider it 
to be a very good continuation. The 
bishop need not stay at f3 . However, 
Gipslis commented afterwards that he 
was not happy in having moved it. 
The loser is sometimes incapable of find
ing out the source of his errors in a game. 

1 64 

He is more prone to consider that the 
mistake came from an individual move 
rather than accept that it was due to an 
overall weakness in his strategy. 

21 ... .,tf4 22.�c2? 
If we had to place the blame on a single 
white move it would have to be this 
one. After 22  . .,tb3 ! White 's situation is 
not too bad. The continuation 2 2  . .,tb3 ! 
lbd2 ! ?  2 3 . �fd l ! ( 2 3  . .,txf4 lbxf4 
24.'ifxd2 �gs winning the queen) 
23  . . .  .,txh2+ 24.<tt>xh2 tLlxb3 2S . axb3 
'ifb8+ 26 .g3 'if xb3 27 .l;!ab 1 "l/Vc4 
28 .'li'xc4 dxc4 29 .:b4 leads to an end
game with drawing chances. Probably 
the best continuation is 2 2  . . .  �xh2+ 
23 .@xh2 lbaS but this is tantamount to 
admitting that 22  . .ib3 is much stron
ger than 22  . .,tc2 . 

22 ... .,txh2+ 23.�xh2 'iff6 24.g3 

In this way the knight will never make 
it to f4. So, there's the need for some
thing new. Should the knight stay on 
g6?  Or should it move to e6 via f8 so as 
to attack the d-pawn? However, the first 
thing to do is to gain control of the 
e-file. This is so because White needs to 
protect the f-pawn with his king before 
he can place a rook at e 1 . 

24 .. JUeS 25.@g2? 
Better is 2 S  . .,tb3 ,  although Black would 
reply 2 S . . .  l::[ad8 ! .  

25 ... iVgS! 



MJrtU 
Larsen at the Sousse lnterzonal. 

A most inconvenient move; perhaps 
even more so. It has been some time 
since the knight occupied the c4-square 
and since then there has been no men
tion of it. Now the other black pieces 
will begin to cooperate with that 
knight. After 26 .f4 'iVe7 ! (weak is 
2 6  . . .  llJe3+  2 7 .'iVxe3 llxe3 28 .fxg5 
�xc3 29 .�xg6 hxg6 30 .ht.ab l and 
Gipslis could defend the endgame) 
White has a major weakness on e3 . 
However, there is nothing better than 
26 .f4. It is quite an unpleasant move 
and, as White does not play it, he must 
have overlooked my next move. 

26.<;t>h2? llJb2! 27.'iVf3 'if d2 
The d-pawn cannot be defended. It sur
prises me every time I get into a win -

Chapter  1 2  - 1 9 6 7 :  A Crazy Year 

ning position against a grandmaster in 
such a simple way! 

28 . .txg6 hxg6 29.llJd1 l2Jc4 
My knight is much more active than 
White's. Therefore I need to avoid ex
changing it ifl am going to win easily 

30.'if c3 �ab8 31 .llc1 ne4 
32.�c2 'ifxd4 33.ifxd4 nxd4 
34.�e1 a5! 

Black has a strong position and an extra 
pawn. There is absolutely no need to try 
to grab another pawn if that is going to 
offer the opponent any chance of 
counterplay. 34  . . .  �bS wouldn't be bad, 
but after 3 5 .S.e8+ @h7 36 .llJe3 llxc5 
3 7 .l:.e7 victory would probably be 
more laborious than with 34 . . .  aS . 
Black's plan is . . .  a4-a3 and 3 5 .llJc3 llJa3 
3 6 .l:cc l  �b2 or 3 6 .�ce2 �c4 would 
not help White's cause. 

35.<;t>g2 a4 36.llJc3 a3 37.l2Ja4 g5 
Gipslis lacks any useful moves. There
fore why not safeguard the g6-square 
for my king? 

38.l:ie7 �b4 39.l2Jb6 .a'.b2 40Jlc3 
�xa2 

In this particular case Black prefers passed 
pawns which are not connected, since it 
seems more advantageous. Of course 
there were other ways to achieve victory 

41 .l2Jxc4 dxc4 42.�c7 .a'.dd2 
43 . .a:ta c3 0-1 

After 43 . . .  c3 follows 44.l::lfxf7 
( 44. l::lcxf7 c 2 )  44 . . .  l::[xf2 + 4 5 .  �xf2 
�xf2+ 46.Wxf2 c2 . 

English Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Borislav Ivkov 
Palma de Mallorca 1 9 6 7 

Game 46 

1 .c4 c5 2.l2Jc3 l2Jc6 3.l2Jf3 tt:Jf6 
4.g3 g6 5.�g2 �g7 6.0-0 0-0 
7.a31? 
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The correct answer is probably 7 .d4. I 
once saw Portisch play 7 .d3 a6 8 .d4 ! ? .  
Of course, White can continue with 
7 .d3 d6 8 .a3 , but this is not exactly 
what I wanted to do. I was influenced 
by the course of the game Stein-Filip, in 
the Moscow tournament, half a year 
earlier. 

Returning to 7 .a3 ; it is also important 
to note that during 1 967  Ivkov had 
played about 1 40 tournament games. 
He looked tired and made draws repeat
edly. I assumed that he would continue 
with symmetry. 

7 ... a6? 8.l::[b1 l::[bS 9.b4 cxb4 
1 O.axb4 b5 1 1 .cxb5 axb5 1 2.d4 

In the aforementioned game, the queen's 
pawns occupied d6 and d3 and Stein 
played l 3 .d4. Filip did not want to play a 
mirror image position and he broke the 
symmetry with l 3 . . .  �g4. Stein won, al
though Black's initial position was satis
factory. Ivkov is practically forced to ac
cept the position Filip had rejected. 

1 2  ... dS 1 3.�f4 l:ib6 
The rook is not well placed. As the 
game continues it is merely a passive 
spectator. Sooner or later, Black will 
have to break the symmetry and now it 
seems reasonable to do so. Ivkov volun
tarily leaves his queen's bishop behind 
the pawn chain and will try to prove 
that my bishop at f 4 is exposed. 
Against 1 3  . . .  �fS there are a few good 
continuations ; one of these is 1 4. na 1 
�a8 l 5 .ldxa8 'iVxa8 l 6 .'ifb3 . 

14.fVb3 e6 1 5.a'.fc1 �b7 1 6.e3 h6 
Against 1 6  . . .  tLlhS I had planned 
1 7 .�gS f6 1 8 .�h4 gS 1 9 .g4, which 

Palma de Mal lorca 1 967 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

l Larsen,Bent * 0 'h 1 1 1 1/2 1/2 1 1/2 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 . 0  
2 Botvinnik,Mikhail 1 * l/2 l/2 1 1/2 1 1 l/2 1 1 l/2 1 0 l/2 1 l/2 1 1 2 . 5  
3 Smyslov, Vassily l/2 1h * lfi 1/2 1/2 1 1 1 0 l/2 1 1 1 1 1/2 1 1 1 2 . 5  
4 Portisch,Lajos 0 l/2 l/2 * l/2 l/2 l/2 1 '12 l/2 1 l/2 1 1 l/2 1 1 1 1 1 . 5 
5 Gligoric, Svetozar 0 0 l/2 l/2 * l/2 1 l/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 1 1 1 l/2 1 1 1 0 . 5  
6 Ivkov,Borislav 0 l/2 l/2 l/2 '11 * l/2 1 1 l/2 l/2 '12 l/2 1 1 l/2 l/2 l/2 1 0 .0  
7 Marulovic,Milan '11 0 0 l/2 0 1/z * 0 '/2 l/2 1 lh 0 1 1 1 1 1 9 .0  
8 Toran Albero.Roman l/2 0 0 0 l/2 0 1 * l/2 1 1 1 l/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 8 . 5  
9 Lehmann.Heinz 0 l/2 0 l/2 l/2 0 l/2 l/2 * l/2 l/2 l/2 1 l/2 1 1 l/2 l/2 8 . 5  

1 0  Donner.Jan Hein l/2 0 1 l/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 0 l/2 * l/2 1 1 l/2 1/2 0 0 l/2 8 .0  
1 1  Diez del Corral.Jesus 0 0 1/2 0 '12 1/2 0 0 l/2 l/2 * 0 1 1 1 1/2 1 1 8.0 
1 2  O'Kelly de Galway,Alberic 0 l/2 0 l/2 1/2 1/2 l/2 0 l/2 0 1 * l/2 l/2 1 l/2 0 0 6 . 5  
1 3  Medina Garcia.Antonio 1 0 0 0 0 1/2 1 1/2 0 0 0 1/2 * '/2 1h 'h 1 V2 6. 5 
1 4  Damjanovic,Mato 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 l/2 l/2 l/2 0 l/2 1/2 * l/2 1 1 0 6 . 0  
1 5  Tatai,Stefano 0 Y2 0 1/2 0 0 0 1/2 0 1/2 0 0 l/2 l/2 * 1 l 1 6 . 0  
1 6 Bednarski,] acek 0 0 1/2 0 l/2 '/2 0 l/2 0 1 l/2 l/2 l/2 0 0 * 0 1 5 . 5  
1 7  Calvo Minguez,Ricardo 0 l/2 0 0 0 1/2 0 1/2 l/2 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 * 1/2 5 . 5  
1 8  Jimenez Zerquera,Eleazar 0 0 0 0 0 1/2 0 l/2 1/2 l/2 0 1 '/2 I 0 0 1/2 * 5 . 0  
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seems to offer a host of possibilities for 
White. 
Now the bishop is hemmed in. But 
there is no cause for alarm! White is 
prepared to give up his bishop pair. 

1 7.�e5 @h7 
This move may not be bad. However it 
seems to be preparing to undertake a 
dubious plan : advancing the rook 
pawn. 

1 8.�f1 tl:Jxe5 1 9.tl:JxeS tl:Je4 
20.'iYd1 

Almost forced since Black was threaten
ing . . .  tl:Jd2 and . . .  �xeS , followed by 
. . .  d5-d4. The queen move fits in well 
with my plans to initiate some action 
on the kingside. 

20 ... tl:Jd6 21 .tl:Jd3 h5? 
As just mentioned, this idea is doubtful. 
Black will not succeed in attacking and 
this move only weakens the king's posi
tion. 
In any case, White is a little better. 
lvkov's queen's bishop is not in a good 
position, while my knights have good 
squares at their disposal. 

22.tl:JcS h4 23.�d3 
Perhaps the rook's pawn advance is -
from the psychological point of view 
- the start of hostilities. Opening this 
file may induce White to move his 
bishop to g 2 .  Studying this move 
from this perspective, it reminds me 
of some moves I have made in the past 
when I have found myself in difficult 
positions. But White ignores this and 
continues with his own plans of at
tack. 

23 ... hxg3 24.hxg3 �h8 25.�a1 
Against 2 5 .if g4, the immediate 
2 5  . . .  �c8 is quite an effective defence. 

25 ... �c6 
During the game I thought 2 5  . . .  iVgS to 
be stronger, but White can easily win a 
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pawn with 2 6 .tl:Jd7.  Black lacks any re
alistic attacking moves. 

26.iVg4! 'JJ!ie7 27.tbe2 tbc4 
Ivkov's position is very difficult. The 
text move removes the knight from the 
kingside, but it forms part of an attempt 
to obtain counterplay. The knight could 
have been more directly involved in de
fending the king - for example, moving 
to fS , but then Black's position would 
be very passive. The advance 2 7  . . .  eS 
would have corroborated the with
drawal tl:Je2 so as to defend d4. 

28.tl:Jf4 eSI 

Passive play offers little hope. Against 
the defence 2 8 . . .  �e8 , White could play 
29 .nas , planning to transfer the other 
rook to a7 .  Similarly 2 8  . . .  °iff6 could be 
answered with 2 9 .lda7 . 

29.�xg6+! 
Had it not been for this sacrifice, Black 
would still get good chances. Perhaps 
this move may not be considered to be 
a sacrifice since, if Black were to take, it 
is simply an exchange (rook and two 
pawns for bishop and knight) . With 
deeper analysis we will find some beau
tiful variations, for example : 29  . . .  fxg6 
3 0 .tl:Jxg6 'ti'f6 3 1 .tl:Jxh8 and 3 2 .l::ra7 or 
3 0  . . .  iff7 3 l .tl:Jxh8 �xh8 32 .tl:Je6 �f6 
3 3 .@g2 !  with a decisive attack. Here, if 
3 1 .  . .  �xh8 then 3 2 .ifh4+ �g8 
3 3 .l:'I.xc4 ! dxc4 34 .'if d8+ \t>h7 
3 5 .'iVxb6 'ti'f3 3 6 .e4 winning. 
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Naturally. I also considered 2 9 .  tLlxg 6 
fxg6 3 0 .itxg6+ \tig8 3 1 .'ii°c8+ itf8 
and Black can defend himself. 

29 ... �ga 30.dxeS tt:Jxe5 
31 .'ifca+ �ta 

After 3 1 . . .  'if f8 White can play 
3 2 .ifxf8+ and 33 .�hS , but even stron
ger is 3 2 .'if c7 ! .  

32.�hS 
A nice variation was 3 2 .tlJcd3 ? fxg6?  
3 3 .tLlxeS 'ii'xe5 34.ifxf8 + ! ,  but Black 
has something better : 3 2  . . .  d4 ! .  

32 ... d4 33.e4 'iVg5? 

This allows an elegant finish. It would, 
however, be difficult to put up a tough 
resistance when one is short on time, a 
pawn down and with an inferior posi
tion. 
Against a move like 3 3  . . .  d3 White has 
the strong 34.°iYfS , which prevents any 
tactical tricks, and against 3 3  . . .  °iYf6 one 
possible reply is 34 . .ida? . 
A heroic attempt would have been 
33  . . .  �xhS ! ?  34.tlJxhS itxe4 3 5 .tlJxe4 
tt:Jf3+ .  However, White has a fine parry 
in which all his pieces take part : 
3 6 .�g2 ifxe4 3 7 .'li°a8 ! ! .  

34.tt:Jce6! !  
For heaven's sake ! Not the sacrifice 
34 .�xf? + ? ? tlJxf7 3 5 .tlJce6 'ifh6 ! ,  
threatening mate. 

34 .. .fxe6 35.Vi'xe6+ �h7 
36.ga7+ �g7 37.Rc5! 
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All White's pieces are attacking and 
Black has no defence. In all variations he 
will lose material heavily. But of course, 
it is amusing to study the possibilities. I 
don't really know the reason why, but 
during the game I expected this finish: 
3 7  . . .  l:Ib? 3 8 .l:Ixb7 �xb7 39 .�g6+ 
'ifxg6 (39 . . .  \t>h6 40.°ifh3 +) 40 .tLlxg6 
tLlxg6 4 1 .l:IhS+ �h6 42 .'iff? mate. 

37 ... �ea 38.�xe5 'if xf4 
39.l::txg7+ �xg7 40.'if e7+ 'iff7 
41 . .a'.g5+ 1 -0 

Game 47 

Alekhine 's Defence 
Eleazar Jimenez Zerquera 
Bent Larsen 
Palma de Mallorca 1 9 6 7 

1 .e4 tt:Jf6 2.e5 tt:Jd5 3.tt:Jf3 d6 
4.d4 dxe5 

Theoreticians have described this move 
as erroneous, because the white knight 
takes a good central position. However, 
it can be played because it may recover 
the lost tempo (by exchange threats to 
this same knight) . 

5.tt:Jxe5 g6 
A novelty ! In the Candidates ' tourna
ment in 1 965  in a game against Tal, I 
played 5 . . .  tlJd7 , but the sacrifice on f7 
offers good play to White, apart from 
the fact that it can quickly force a draw: 
6 .tlJxf7 �xf7 7 .Vi'hs + @e6 8 .Vi°g4+ 
�f7 9. iVhS +. However Tal did not sac
rifice. 
Both against Tal and Ivkov I played 
5 . . .  e6 ,  but Tal found the strong reply 
6 .iff3 . 

6.�c4 �e6 7.�b3 
I had already tried 5 . . .  g6 once, in Win
nipeg, against Yanovsky. The grandmas
ter continued more energetically with 
7 .  tLlc3 ! , based on the mating threat 
7 . . .  tt:Jxc3 ? 8 .�xe6 .  The game continued 



7 . . .  !/J..g7  8 .lLJe4 �xeS 9 .dxeS l2Jc6 
1 O .lLJcS l2Jxe5 1 1 .lLJxb7 �d7 1 2 .lLJcS 
if c6 1 3 . tlJxe6 fxe6 with advantage for 
White. 1 3  . . .  'if xe6?  was not possible be
cause of 1 4.'ifxd5 ! .  
I was pretty sure that Jimenez did not 
know this game, but even if he had he 
might not have followed it, fearing an 
improvement that Black might have 
prepared. 

7 ... �g7 8.0-0 0-0 9.'ife2 a5 
Quite a useful move in such positions. If 
White plays a2-a4 and later c2-c4, Black's 
knight may move to b4. If White prefers 
a2-a3 , then there is the possibility of 
. . .  a5-a4 followed by an exchange of 
light-coloured bishops, thus fixing some 
of the white queenside pawns on the col
our of the remaining white bishop. 

1 O.l2Jc3 c6 1 1 .l2Jxd5? 
I do not understand such moves ! Black 
gets a fine centre and his knight the 
c6-square. 
In case of 1 1 .a3 or 1 1 .a4, I would have 
considered 1 1  . . .  l2Jxc3 followed by 
1 2  . . .  �xb3 . Against 1 1 .lLle4 the plan 
was 1 1  . . .  a4 1 2 .�c4 l2Jc7 . 

1 1  ... cxd5 1 2.a4? 
1 2 .c3 was much better, but in any case 
Black had an excellent position. 

1 2  ... l2Jc6 1 3.c3 'iYb6 1 4.�a2 

Now comes the move I am really proud 
of! 
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14 . . .  i.xe5!! 1 5.dxe5 d4! 
Advantage for Black! He has the initia
tive in the centre, and White has weak
nesses : his king's pawn and his queen
side pawns. 
It is not often advisable to give up the 
ftanchettoed bishop that forms part of the 
king's defences. Jimenez was very sur
prised and afterwards expressed his ad
miration. White cannot organize any at
tack; his bishop is not very 'flexible ' 
and Black gains control of the centre. 

1 6.i.h6 l::[fd8 1 7  . .ixe6 fxe6 
1 8.�fe1 l::td5 1 9  . .if4 

Losing the king 's pawn in itself would 
not constitute a disaster for White. But 
it is difficult to find a way of giving it 
up without Black gaining control of the 
centre. 

1 9  ... �fS 20.g3 
The weakness on f3 looks unattractive, 
but after 20 .�g3 the bishop would be 
cut off from the d2-square and the 
queen's pawn may advance dangerously. 
Besides , the bishop may want to return 
to h6 later. 

20 ... nts 21 .l::[ad1 ? 
The Cuban master probably overlooked 
my reply. However, the position was al
ready tight. 
Against 2 1 .h4, which I mentioned af
ter the game as being relatively the 
best, one of Black's possibilities is 
2 1 .  . .  d3 2 2 .'ifd2 'ti'd8 ! after which 
White can do nothing against . . .  lLJxeS . 
If 2 3 .�ad l lLJxeS 24 . .ixeS �fxeS 
2 S .l::[xe5 l:txeS 2 6 .'li'xd3 ?? �dS or 
26  . . .  .l::re l + .  

2 1  ... 'ifb3! 22.h4 'ifxa4 23.'ti'e4 
'ii'b3 

A strong move threatening 24 . . .  dxc3 .  (I 
had already calculated the exchange 
that would take place on move 2 6.) 

24.cxd4 iVxb2 25.l::[b1 
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Maybe 2S . .!te3 is better; but with two 
connected passed pawns I should win. A 
good reply would be 25  . . .  �d7 ,  defend
ing the b-pawn and leaving a square for 
the queen. Against 26 .g4 Jd.f8 27  .hS the 
simplest defence is 2 7 . . .  gs ! .  

25 ... 'tixd4 26.1lxb7 

If I exchange queens there will be 
plenty of drawing chances for my op
ponent. However, 

26 ... �dxe5! 27.'iib1 
Now 2 7  . .ixeS 'ifxf2+ 28 .Whl  �xeS is 
decisive. So Black has two extra pawns. 

27 ... ;gxe1 + 28.�xe1 if d5 29.�c1 
Or 2 9 .�h6 @£7 with the strong threat 
3 0 . . .  tt:Jd 4. After the text move comes 
the same knight move. Now this is just 
as good as it forces the exchange of 
rooks. 

29 ... tt:Jd4 30.l:l'.bS+ �fa 31 .l:txta+ 
wxf8 32.�h6+ <ties 

But not 3 2  . . .  <iitif7 ? 3 3 .'Vi'c8 and White 
will probably draw. 

33.'ti'cS+ 'Vi'd8 34.'Vi'c4 tt:Jf5 
35 . .if4 <iitif7 

The king is now completely safe. The 
winning method consists of a combina
tion of threats against the white king 
and advancing the a-pawn. 

36 . .ie5 ifd 1 + 37.<iitih2 if d2 
38.�c5 a4 39.�c3 'if c2 40.@g1 
�d1 + 41 .<iitih2 'Vi'd5 42.'ii'b4 
iff3 43.@g1 a31 0-1 
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There will be no more fun when the 
pawn reaches the seventh rank! After 
44.'tixa3 tl:Jd4! Black wins the bishop 
or gives mate; for instance : 45 .�b4 
tlJe2+ 46.<iitifl tl:Jxg3 + and mate on the 
next move. 

Queen's Indian Defence 
Svetozar Gligoric 
Bent Larsen 
Palma de Mallorca 1 9  6 7 

1 .d4 tt:Jf6 2.c4 b6 

Game 48 

This is a very old form of the Queen's 
Indian which hasn't been played in over 
thirty years. It was used by Chekhover 
in his game against Spielmann and 
probably since White won this game 
brilliantly, it was considered to be a du
bious defence, though I would disagree. 
In fact I don't hesitate in using it with 
the likes of an opponent such as 
Gligoric , thus enriching my repertoire 
of rare variations. 

3.tt:Jc3 �b7 4.'if c2 
White is quick to try to occupy the cen
tre with e2-e4. 

4 ... d5 
An adequate reply which gives Black a 
valid game. 

5.cxd5 tt:Jxd5 6.e4 
The 'book' move is 6 .tl:Jf3 .  
It seems that Gligoric , unfamiliar with 
this unexpected opening, does not real
ize the true value of Black's counterplay. 

6 ... tt:Jxc3 7.bxc3 e5! 
Thus obtaining a comfortable deploy
ment of his forces. 

8.dxe5 
A compromising situation. Maintaining 
the centre with 8 . .!te3 is not better be
cause of 8 . . .  exd4 9 .cxd4 .ib4+. The 
best reply was 8 .dS , although this 
would not pose a problem for Black. 



8 ... �h4 

. ... •, . ,  · �· 8 · t:s· . 
. . �· � � � 

<JJ � :ftJ_ ld  

A move which is 'hypermodern' .  It is 
most unusual for grandmasters to give 
the queen a very active role so early in 
the game. 

9.tt:Jf3 
It is not easy to keep the pawn, for ex
ample: 
A) If 9 .�b5 + tl:id7 ! there's no fear of 

losing castling rights as the exchange 
of queens by 1 O . . .  'iVxe4+ would fol
low· , 

B) As for 9 .�d3 , the reply would be 
9 . . .  tl:id7 1 O .tl:if3 'ifhS followed by 
1 1  . . . 0-0-0 ,  with a very active game. 

9 ... 'ti'xe4+ 1 0. 'if xe4 .ixe4 
1 1 .�c4 tt:Jc6 

Black now has an excellent position 
which is exempt of any weaknesses , 
and so he can enjoy a lasting initiative. 

1 2.0-0 0-0-0 
Naturally, if 1 2  . . .  �xf3 1 3 .gxf3 tl:ixe5 ? 
1 4 .�e 1 ! etc. 

1 3  . .a:e1 
Gligoric pondered over this move for 
5 5 minutes. If 1 3  .�xf7 �xf3 1 4.gxf3 
tl:ixe5 or 1 3  . .igS �d3 ! .  In any case 
Black has the advantage. 

1 3  ... �dS 1 4.�a6+ �b8 1 5.�gS 
�e7 1 6.�xe7 tfJxe7 1 7.tfJd4 
�he8 1 8.f4 g6 1 9.�bS 

Surely 1 9  .a4 was better. 
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1 9  ... c6 20.�f1 h S  21 .g3 cS 
22.tfJb3 

Trying to take control of the d2-square, 
so that the rooks cannot penetrate his 
position. However, 2 2 .tfJbS was more 
active. 

: , ::. lt:J lJ; 
8 <" :·: 

ti'/ � ;: : .i 

22 ... h4 
Not so much to open the file but to cre
ate a weakness on g 3 .  

23.c4 �e6 24.�ad1  hxg3 
25.hxg3 �g4 

Disputing the queen's file. 
26.l:lxdS+ llxd8 27.�f2 tfJfS 
28.�e2 

Due to time trouble White misses the 
best possible defence, which was 2 8 .e6 !  
fxe6 29 .�xe6 tfJxg3 30 .�xg6 tfJe4+ 
3 1 .@e3 �fS . This would have made my 
task more difficult. 

28 ... .ixe2 29.�xe2 Md3 
Strategically, White has a lost game. 

30.g4 tfJh6 31 .gS tfJg4+ 32.�e1 
tlle3 33.tfJd2 tllc2+ 34.'it>f1 �c7 

Since White has no course of action, 
Black takes advantage of this to central
ise his king. 

35.l::tf2 .a'.a3 36.e6 
A desperate attempt. 

36 ... fxe6 37.�h2 .rlxa2 38.�h6 
tlle3+ 39.�e1 tfJg2+ 40.@d1 
tfJxf4 0-1 

1 7 1 



Ben t  L a rs en ' s  B es t  G ames 

Chapter13 

1968: Another Busy Year 

I had a rest from chess until the Monaco tournament in April, 1 968. This tournament 
had a very strong entry with eleven grandmasters among the fourteen players. The So
viets were renewing their hopes that Botvinnik and Smyslov would restrain me. 
Botvinnik was close but the only loss I had was in the last round against Byrne; when I 
was assured of first place and maybe relaxed subconsciously. 1 .  Larsen 91/2; 2 .  Botvinnik 
9;  3 .  Smyslov and Hort 8 1/2 ; 5 .  R. Byrne 8 ;  6. Portisch 7V2, etc. (table next page) . I was 
not satisfied with my play in three or four games but overall I had a good tournament. 
Game 49 has a certain charm although the main action involves the major pieces. 

A month later I beat Portisch in the Candidates ' Matches, but in June I lost the 
semi-final against Spassky. This match, with the unexplained approval of the FIDE 
president ,  was organised in very bad conditions in Malmo (Sweden) and it was a 
depressing affair. 

With pleasure, I accepted an invitation to participate in the U.S .  Open and the Ca
nadian Open championships. It was fun, in a way: I won both tournaments. If these 
two are included - played under the Swiss System - I had won seven consecutive 
tournaments. There was also a small weekend tournament where I tied first place 
with Benko; so now we have eight! 

Everyone knows that this kind of good luck cannot go on indefinitely and I was 
saying , half seriously, half in j est, that when disaster finally struck and I did not ob
tain first place in a tournament, I would end up in seventh place. However, this 
wasn't to be ! Disaster struck in the Palma de Mallorca tournament in December and 
it was a defeat of small dimensions. Kortchnoi won, but I shared second place with 
Spassky, ahead of Petrosian, Gligoric, Ivkov, Benko, Pomar, Gheorghiu, Matanovic , 
etc. A strong tournament, where my 1 3 points from 1 7 games could be considered 
a very good score; however, Kortchnoi went well ahead and achieved 1 4  points. 

Some of my games were quite good, but none was particularly special so, in
stead, I have chosen for this book my game against Unzicker which took place just 
before the Olympiad in Lugano. My performance was quite poor. When you play in 
excess there has to come a period of relaxation. It is really too much to play around 
one hundred games in a year as I did in 1 967  and 1 968 !  

English Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Florin Gheorghiu 
Monaco 1 968 

1 .c4 e5 2.g3 g6!? 
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Game 49 Unusual in this pos1t1on, but in my 
opinion it is absolutely correct. If White 
continues quietly, the fact that Black is 
still unclear as to where to place his 
knights offers some interesting possi
bilities. There is also the choice be-



tween . . .  d7 -d6 and . . .  c7 -c6 followed by 
. . .  d7 -d5 . 
In the Sicilian 1 .e4 cS , 2 .g3  is some
times played. However it has never be
come very popular because of the lively 
reply 2 . . .  dS ! .  Now I have the excellent 
extra move g2-g3 ; therefore 3 .d4 is 
possibly stronger than 2 . . .  dS . 

3.d4!? 
I also consider 3 .d3 to be satisfactory 

3 ... exd4 4.ifxd4 tbf6 
There is nothing wrong with 4 . . .  iVf6 .  
However the text move is also correct. I 
do not completely agree with a witty 
comment which appeared in Echecs 
Europe: 
'It's always difficult to play against Larsen, 
and Gheorghiu spent five minutes to make 
his first move. After the fourth, he had al
ready used up about forty-five minutes, and 
his position was hopeless. ' 

4.tbc3 
S .�gS ?  �g7 6 .'il'e3+ @f8 is quite fa
vourable for Black. 

5 . . .  tbc6 6.'iYe3+ �e7? 
This is a mistake. Black should play 
6 . . .  'if e7 .  After, for instance, 7 .tbbS 
'iYxe3 8 .�xe3 @d8 , the game is more 
or less balanced. 
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7.tbd5 ! tbxd5 
The alternative 7 . . .  0-0 8 .tlJxe7 + tbxe7 
would give Gheorghiu some advantage 
in development but his king's position 
would be too weakened on the dark 
squares. 
My opponent had already used up one 
hour on his clock. 

8.cxd5 tbb8 
Against 8 . . .  lb b4 9 .  'e' c3 is strong. After 
8 . . .  lbb8 White can get a slight advan
tage with 9 .�g2 0-0 l O .tlJh3 ; however, 
the pawn sacrifice is even better. 

9.d6! cxd6 1 O.tbh3 0-0 1 1 .'1Vh6 
White's intention is to force the bishop 
at e 7 to be exchanged for the knight. Of 
no use is 1 1 . . .  f6 because of 1 2 .�g2 
tbc6 1 3  .tbf4 and White is threatening 
1 4.�dS+.  

Monaco 1 968 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 

1 Larsen.Bent * '/2 1/2 1/2 0 l/2 I '/2 1 I I 1 I 1 9 . 5  

2 Botvinnik, Mikhail l/2 * '/2 '/2 l/2 I l/2 1 l/2 l/2 '/2 1 1 I 9 .0 
3 Hort, Vlastimil 1/2 1/2 * 1/2 V2 1 '/2 1/2 1/2 V2 1/2 I I 1 8 . 5  
4 Smyslov, Vassily '/2 l/2 l/2 * '12 '/2 '/2 '/2 1 l/2 l/2 I I I 8 . 5  
s Byrne, Robert I '12 '/2 '12 * 0 '/2 'lz l/2 '12 I '12 1 I 8 .0  
6 Portisch, Laj os '12 0 0 l/2 1 * '/2 l/2 l/2 I 1 1 0 I 7 . 5  
7 Gheorghiu,Florin 0 l/2 '12 '12 '/2 l/2 * '12 I l/1 V2 l/2 1 l 7.5 
8 Benko.Pal l/2 0 '/2 '/2 l/2 '12 '/2 * l/2 1 '12 l/2 1 1 7 . 5  

9 Forintos,Gyozo 0 l/2 '/2 0 '12 1/2 0 Yi * 1/2 I '/2 l I 6 . 5  
I O  Damjanovic,Mato 0 1/2 '/2 '12 '/2 0 l/2 0 '/2 * 0 '/2 1 I 5 . 5  
1 1  Uhlmann,Wolfgang 0 1/2 '/2 '/2 0 0 '12 Vi 0 1 * 0 1 1 5 . 5  
1 2  Padevsky,Nikola 0 0 0 0 '/2 0 '/2 '/2 1/2 l/2 1 * I '12 5 .0 
1 3  Letzelter,Jean Claude 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 * '12 1 . 5 
1 4  Zinser Svlvain 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 '/2 '/2 * 1 . 0 
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1 1  . . .  tt:Jc6 1 2.ti:JgS 
This threat must be enforced immedi
ately, because if 1 2 .�g2 ti:Jd4 1 3 .ti:JgS 
iV aS + Black has a very good game. Af
ter 1 2 .  tt:Jg 5 Black may exchange 
queens, but the ending after 1 2  . . .  iVaS +  
1 3 .�d2 �xg S  1 4 .'iYxgS 'iYxg S  
1 5  .�xgS favours White. Black cannot 
defend the d6-pawn, and two strong 
bishops and a weak black d7 -pawn en
sure a clear advantage for White. 

1 2  ... �xgS 1 3.�xgS f6 14.�d2 b6 
1 5.�g2 �b7 

I was willing to sacrifice another pawn 
after 1 5  . . .  �a6 1 6 .�c3 �e8 1 7 . 0-0 ! 
�xe2 1 8 .�dS + @h8 1 9 .l:tfe l , or 
1 7  . . .  �xe2 1 8 .l:Ifd l  with powerful 
threats. 

1 6.0-0 tt:Jas 1 7.�xaS �xg2 
1 S.�xg2 bxa5 1 9.!lad1 'ife7 

In order to parry 2 0 .'iff4 with 
20 . . .  'ifes . 

20.�d2 �abs 21 .l:f.fd1 'if e4+ 
Prevents 2 2 .'iff4. 

22.�g1 �b6 23.h41 
Black has got some respite thanks to the 
exchanges, but his pawn structure is 
very weak. Even without the presence 

1 74 

Playing Viktor 
Kortchnoi in 
Palma de 
Mallorca, 1968. 

of the queens, the chances of victory lie 
with white. 
The attack on the queen's file is com
bined with action on the kingside. Ad
ditionally, if more pieces are ex
changed, it is important that the h2-
square is available for the king so that 
the black queen may not give perpetual 
check on b l  and e4. My opponent was 
already in time trouble. 

23 ... iVeS 24.b3 �cs? 
Afterwards Gheorghiu was not happy 
with this move. Since he had to play 
quickly, he probably overlooked my 
next attack. He thought 24 . . .  l:lc6 ! to be 
the best move. With this move White 
would not have the opportunity to start 
a direct attack but must play for the 
ending: 2 5 .e3 l:f.fc8 26 .fif4 (26 .�dS 
�c l 2 7  .�xeS !:r.xd 1 + 28 .@g2 fxeS 
29 .hS probably only leads to a draw) 
26  . . .  'iYxf4 2 7  .gxf4 @f7 28 .�xd6 �xd6 
29 .�xd6 @e? 30 .�a6, winning easily. 
However, Black can make it more diffi
cult with 2 5  . . .  a4. For example, 2 6 .bxa4 
(26 .�dS l:lc l !) 2 6  . . .  �fc8 2 7 .'iff4 iVxf4 
28 .gxf4 Wf7 29 .l:lxd6 �xd6 3 0.llxd6 
rJite7 3 1 .l:la6. If Black now continues 



passively with 3 1 .  . .  �c7 .  3 2 .l::taS fol
lows and sooner or later h4-h5 will be 
played. If Black captures he will be left 
with a 'collection' of weak pawns and, 
of course, White can use the threat of 
h5-h6 and the manoeuvre of the rook 
to the h8-square. If Black plays . . .  h7 -hS , 
White's reply f4-f5 will shatter Black's 
pawn structure. 
I foresee a victorious end, but it re
quires precision. 
Instead of 3 1 .  . .  llc7 Black may play 
3 1  . .  .llc2 , but the resulting position af
ter 3 2 .ldxa7 J::[xa2 3 3 .aS is won for 
White. The a-pawn makes its way to the 
seventh rank and if the black king re
mains on his wing to defend the pawns, 
mine will move to the · queenside and 
take the d-pawn: White will then have 
another passed pawn on the e-file. 
Similar positions with three pawns 
against three on the kingside do not 
win. However with four against four 
there are good chances. Furthermore, 
Gheorghiu has a weak d-pawn. That 
White also has a weak pawn is irrele
vant. 

This is the position after 24 . . .  l::[c8? .  If 
White takes time to play 2 5 .e3 the reply 
2 5  . . .  l::[cs makes it very difficult for 
White to break through anywhere. 
Among other things , Black is ready to 
continue with . . .  'if e6 and . . .  IlhS , reply-
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ing to Vif4 with . . .  �es . Later, his king 
will go to e7 .  
The position is critical in this sense: 
Black gets good drawing chances if 
White doesn't strike immediately. But, I 
can strike ! 

25.l:td5! 'if xe2 26.h5 l::[c2 27Jlf1 
'ife4? 

Under time pressure and in a losing po
sition, it is very easy to make mistakes. 
However, even with 2 7 . . .  1i' e8 (the 
strongest move) it is still a hopeless po
sition. After, for instance, 28 .l::[xaS a6 
29 .hxg6 'S'xg6 3 0 .'ifh3 l::[c7 3 1 .l::te 1 or 
29 . . .  hxg6 30 .l::[a4, threatening �h4 or 
�g2 ! ,  nothing can save Black. 

28.llxa5 a6 29.�a4 'if ea 30.:clg4 
if fa 31 . if e3 

Decisive. 
31 ... :bc6 
33.1d.xg6+ 
35.'ifd3 
37.'ifd5+ 

32.hxg6 hxg6 
wf7 34.l::tg4 l:l2c5 
lle5 36.f4 nee 

Also possible is 3 7 .'iYh7 +  'it>e6 
3 8 .l:Ie I +  WdS 3 9 .  'ifhs +,  but in this 
line there is no quick mate so I pre
ferred opting to take the queen. 

37 ... we7 aa.:e1 + 1 -0 
If 3 8  . . .  �d8 39 .l::txe8+  Vixe8 40.l::tg8 .  

Queen's Gambit Declined 
Bent Larsen 
Wolfgang Unzicker 
Lugano Olympiad 1 968 

Game 5 0  

1 .c4 ttJf6 2.ttJc3 e 6  3.ttJf3 d 5  
4.d4 c5 

With a small transposition of moves we 
have reached the so-called semi-classi
cal variation of the Queen's Gambit; 
also sometimes referred to as the De
ferred or Improved Tarrasch Defence. 
The improvement is that Black can cap
ture on dS with the knight, and thus 
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avoid being left with an isolated 
d-pawn. 

5.cxd5 tt:Jxd5 6.e3 
Despite Spassky's beautiful victory 
against Petrosian in the fifth round of 
their 1 969 match, most experts proba
bly still believe that the line : 6.e4 tt:Jxc3 
7 .bxc3 cxd4 8 . cxd4 �b4+ poses few 
problems for Black. 

6 ... tt:Jc6 7.�c4 cxd4 
In the first game of our match in 1 969 ,  
Tai was not worried about the threat 
�xdS and played 7 . . .  Jie7 8 .�xd5 exdS 
9 .dxcS �e6 , but I was satisfied with 
1 0 .0-0 ( 1  O .tlJa4 'iVaS+  l l .�d2 'iVbS 
l 2 .b3) I O . . .  .txcS l 1 .b3 0-0 l 2 .�b2 , 
which is , in my opinion, slightly better 
for White. It is interesting to compare 
this position with a variation of the 
Nimzo-Indian Defence: l .d4 ttJf6 2 .c4 
e6 3 .tlJc3 �b4 4.e3 cS S .tlJe2 d5 6 .a3 
�xc3 + 7 .tt:Jxc3 cxd4 8 .exd4 dxc4 
9.�xc4 0-0 I 0 .0-0  tt:Jc6 l 1 .�e3 .  This 
is the same position with colours re
versed, but with a difference of two 
tempi ! 

8.exd4 �e7 9.0-0 0-0 1 0.lle1 
tt:Jxc3 1 1 .bxc3 b6 1 2. � c2 �b 7 
1 3.�d3 g6 1 4.h4?! 

I . . 
,, 
. .  · 
. ,  

& ' · A 
• £  ·1· ·  

.. 
.. . .. 

During the game, I suddenly had this 
idea and I could not resist it. White 
hopes to exploit the weakness of the 
dark squares after l 4 . . .  i.xh4 l 5 .�h6 
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lae8 1 6.lLJxh4 �xh4 l 7 .'ii'd2 but it is 
doubtful that with correct play the 
pawn sacrifice is sufficient. In practice, 
such sacrifices offer good chances : the 
element of surprise is an important 
psychological weapon. The 'book' 
move l 4.�h6 must still be seen as the 
best move. 
Unzicker only thought for a few min
utes and then declined the kind offer. 

1 4  ... �cs 1 5.'iVd2 
Now Black cannot take the pawn: 
1 s . . .  �xh4? l 6 .'iVh6 �f6 1 7  .tt:Jgs  
�xgS  1 8 .�xgS f6 1 9 .l:lxe6 fxg5 ? 
2 0 .klxg6+ .  
'ii'd2 has been played several times, but 
on move 1 4. For example, in the game 
Bronstein-Pachman, Gothenburg 1 95 S :  
1 4.'iYd2 tt:Jas l S .tt:Jes �f6? 1 6 .�a3 
�e7 1 7  .�b2 f5 l 8 .c4 and White was 
better; but then Pachman suggested that 
1 5 . . .  J::rc8 gave Black a good game. 
Similarly, 1 5  . . .  lLJaS is a possible answer 
to 1 S .'if d2 , but White retains good at
tacking chances with 1 6 .tt:Jg5 .  A ma
noeuvre worthy of mention in such po
sitions is l::[ab 1 -!Ib5 and suddenly this 
rook can assist in the attack on the 
kingside. 

1 5  ... �f6 1 6.h5 tt:Ja5? 
In the previous review and Pachman's 
analysis of his own game against 
Bronstein, we can see a similar defen
sive plan. The advance of the h-pawn 
has essentially improved the chances of 
attack. Without doubt, l 6 . . .  tt:Je7 had to 
be played. 

1 7.tt:Je5 �xe5 
Consistent with 1 6  . . .  ttJaS , otherwise 
the black knight would be misplaced at 
aS .  Strangely enough, though, my op
ponent took a very long time to make 
this move. 

1 S.nxe5 tt:Jc4 1 9.�xc4 l::rxc4 



20.ifd3 
Not 20 .'ifh6 l:Ixc3 ! 2 1 .�gS f6 22 .hxg6 
J::lc7 ! .  

20 ... J::lcS ?? 
The decisive mistake. In any case, the 
position is difficult for Unzicker: he has 
to watch out for my attacking chances 
along the dark squares. However, using 
a precise defence, he may hold his 
position. 
Everyone knows that exchanges make 
life easier for the defender. However 
this is not always the case. Here we have 
a very specific reason why Black should 
refrain from exchanging the rooks. He 
will now have to weaken his castled po
sition even more in order to prevent the 
loss of a pawn. 

21 .ld.xc5 bxc5 22.hxg6 fxg6 
Taking with the f-pawn weakens the 
seventh rank (in effect, a white rook 
placed here would collaborate most ef
fectively in the attack on the king) . 
However, if instead, 2 2  . . .  hxg6 2 3 .�a3 
°iVdS 24.ifg3 White wins a pawn. Now 
2 3  . ..ta3 is refuted by 23  . . .  l:!fS . Making 
this bishop move earlier would not have 
been good because of . . .  'ifgs or . . .  'ifdS , 
for example : 2 2 .�a3 'Yi'dS 2 3 .'li'h3 
'ti'xhS 24.'ifxhS gxhS 2 5 .�xcS ldc8 , 
with fine drawing chances. 

23.�h6 J::lf7 24.�b1 cxd4 
25.cxd4 
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Black will find it very difficult to defend 
both the seventh and the eighth ranks. 
White will pose many threats once all 
his pieces have been mobilized. Even 
the a-pawn will play an important role. 
It will advance to aS and eventually 
chase the black bishop away from a6; 
the b8-square will then be available for 
White's rook. If Black plays . . .  a7-a6 my 
rook will occupy the b6-square. 

25 ... 'ifdS 
Unzicker had planned 2 5 . . .  'ii'h 4 
26 .'ife3 'irg4, but then realized that 
2 7 .f3 J::lxf3 2 8 .  if eS wins at once for 
White since there is no perpetual check 
with 28  . . .  �fl + .  Nonetheless 2 7  . . .  'iffs 
would have been much better. 
White, however, has a better line : 
2 7 .dS ! 'iffs 28 .l::tbs a6 29 .�cs . The in
vulnerable d-pawn divides Black's posi
tion in two. 

26.'ti'g3 J::lc7 27.l:lb5! 
After 2 7 .a4 a6 it would not be easy to 
drive off the black queen. 

27 ... �c1 +? 
Makes the win easier but it was difficult 
to find acceptable moves anyway. 
2 7  . . .  'ti'e4 is refuted by 2 8 .dS ! and if 
2 7  . . .  �d7 2 8 .'ifes J::lc8 2 9 . l:Ixb7 ! 
'iYxb7 30 .'if'xe6+ Wh8 3 1 .�f4 or 
28  . . .  'ii'c6 29 .dS exdS 30 .�xdS .  Deci
sive combinations can be found in all 
variations. 

1 7 7 
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28.�xc1 'ifxbS 29.'ifbS+ @f7 
30.�a3 es 31 .'ifd6 

The black king will not be allowed to 
escape. There's the threat of a mate in 
two and if 3 1 .  . .  'iYeS 3 2 .'iYc7+ Black 
loses the bishop. 

31 ... gS 32.dxeS 'ifc6 
3 3 .'iVf6+ had to be prevented. 

33.e6+ �g6 
If 33 . . .  @f6 34.e7 + ! .  I was considering 
promoting the pawn to a knight. 
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34.e7+ �hS 
Or 34 . . .  @f7 3 S .e8if + ! ,  winning the 
bishop. 

35.f3 g4 
The logical finish was 3 S . . .  'if xd6 
3 6 . e8'S' + 'if g 6  3 7 . g4+ �h4 
3 8 .'ti'e l +  'itih3 3 9 .'iffl + 'itig3  
40 .�d6+ 'ifxd6 4 1 .'iYg2 + winning 
the queen. 

36.'iVeS+ 
Black resigned. 



Chapter 14 

1969: About My Style 

The next game belongs to the tournament in Biisum, May 1 969 ,  which I won. I did 
not, however, play very convincingly: 1 .  Larsen 1 1  points (out of a possible 1 5) ; 2 .  
Polugaevsky 1 OV2 ;  3 .  Gerusel 9 1/2 ; 4 .  Gligoric 9 ;  5 .  Ivkov and A .  Zaitsev 8 1/2 ; 7 .  
Bobotsov 8 ;  etc. It is unusual to be the star of a miniature game at this level. 

This was the only tournament I took part in during the first half of 1 969 .  But in 
February I won a short match in Helsinki against Westerinen ( 6-2) . In March I beat 
Tal in the Netherlands by no less than 5 1/2 to 2 1/2 . This was the match for third place 
in the Candidates ' and it entitled me to enter the next Interzonal directly. The 'wiz
ard' of Riga played very badly although I have to admit that I did not play too well 
either. 

So for two years I had been victorious most of the times and the lowest placing I 
had in all the tournaments was second place. I had established myself, therefore, as 
one of the world's leading masters. 

What is my style? Much has been said and written about this, and I think some of it 
is spot on. But is it really possible to talk about a style? Does anyone ever play in the 
same style? It is difficult to find a common denominator to the games in this col
lection, and one reason for this is one's own development over the years. Perhaps 
the reader may pick up something about my ideas on chess if, for instance, I point 
out which of these fifty games I consider to be the best. Even so, it is difficult. I can
not select, say, only three of them. The result is a list of no less than fourteen: games 
9 ,  1 3 , 1 8 , 1 9 , 20 , 2 8 , 29 , 34, 3 8 , 3 9 , 40 , 46 , 47 , 50 .  

Polugaevsky has written that I like to push the rook pawns. Gligoric has stated 
that there are more flank attacks in my games than in those of other contemporary 
masters. There is probably some truth in this. One amusing characteristic that my 
flank attacks have is that they do not always lead to simplifications. If the attack is 
rebuffed there will usually be chances to initiate another course of action in a dif
ferent sector. 

I 'm not noted as a player with fine combination skills. Of course, in this book 
there are many beautiful combinations : some of the games have been chosen pre
cisely because of this. However, I am not too fond of tactical complications and I am 
not ready (as Tal is , for instance) , to accept a bad position because it offers many 
tactical possibilities. 

For the same reason, I do not deliberately play openings if they are weak. I pre
fer to use the element of surprise and, in some cases , this makes me play a varia
tion without being absolutely convinced of its validity. However if I know or feel 
that a certain variation is bad I will discard it without further ado. Over the years , 
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I have played many rare opening variations ; even those variations which were re
jected by theoreticians a long time ago. But these learned gentlemen are some
times mistaken. If you have discovered an improvement in a variation which has 
previously been regarded as poor, you can apply it with considerable psychologi
cal effect. 

It has been said that I do not worry about keeping the bishop pair; this is some
thing I cannot agree with. However, the Nimzo-Indian has always been one of my 
favourite defences and naturally, in this defence, Black often exchanges the bishop 
for the knight. Logically, I do not make such an exchange if I don't get any compen
sation. 

I tend to hesitate more than other masters before accepting an isolated centre 
pawn even when there is compensation in the form of active play and attacking 
chances. Game SO  is a beautiful exception, even though the queen's pawn was not 
isolated for very long. This is one of the traits I may change, perhaps not in my 
judgement of the positions but at least in my habits. 

To a certain extent, it is a question of opening repertoire. I may begin to practise 
more often those openings that offer more opportunities to provide an isolated 
queen's pawn. Using new openings and exploring new types of positions is one of 
the best medicines to combat stale routine play and boring grandmaster draws. 

I wonder if I should be considered an aggressive player as I don't like draws. 
If you examine my scores in the tournaments I have participated in, you will 
find that I have had far fewer draws than the average player. I detest the tactic of 
playing for a draw with black and playing for a win with white. In my opinion, 
there is no sense in praising a master because he has not lost a single game, if he 
is classified, for example ,  in fifth place. In most cases he has played very cau
tiously and with little inspiration. His games have been uninteresting and many 
of his opponents have regarded the game against this 'peacemaker' as a blessed 
break during a long tournament. Naturally, it is not the same if the winner of 
the tournament has avoided losses. He has probably had to take some risks in 
other games in order to gather enough points for first place . In such a case , to 
finish unbeaten shows class. A good example was Kortchnoi's victory in the 
tournament in Palma de Mallorca, 1 9 6 8 .  But, to remain undefeated or to lose a 
single game is just an accidental issue, as I mentioned in relation to my game in 
Havana in 1 96 7 .  

In major tournaments, I have seldom remained undefeated; moreover, I have not 
lost many half-points. Only on very few occasions have I drawn half my games in a 
tournament. In order to make the competition interesting to the public the masters ' 
attitudes cannot be peaceful. Undoubtedly, part of the problem lies in the fact that 
most of the top grandmasters play too much. They participate in as many tourna
ments as they desire, and also in those which their federations or other associa
tions , to a greater or lesser degree, 'oblige ' them to play in. 

The number of serious games that can be played 'at full throttle ' per year is a 
matter of stamina. In my opinion, the maximum acceptable is eighty; something 
which is not entirely consistent with my performance in 1 9 6 7 - 1  9 6 8 .  
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This book ends (again, Larsen refers to his first book, 50 Udvalgte Partier, here - ed.) 
at a time when I have only played one tournament and two short matches, that is, 
when I 've been more or less on holiday respecting tournaments , but certainly not 
from chess. Simultaneous displays, lectures, articles , studies on theory and, of 
course, writing this book occupied all my time. I have heard somewhere that there 
is such a medical condition known as 'chess fatigue' ;  something which is alien to 
me. I am aware of another condition instead, which could be known as ' tourna
ment fatigue' ;  one of the symptoms seems to be that I sleep an extra hour at night! 

I have been unable to choose 'my best game' and likewise I find it difficult to 
choose 'my best tournament' .  The reply lies in the fine old answer, 'I haven't played 
it yet! ' .  Given my lack of experience in 1 9S 6 ,  my results that year were impressive. 
This was followed, for example, by the tournaments in Mar del Plata, 1 9 S 8  and in 
Beverwijk, 1 960.  Yet the 1 964 Interzonal should be considered 'better' . And Ha
vana, 1 96 7 !  And what about the first 1 3  rounds of the tournament in Palma de 
Mallorca in 1 96 7 ?  Am I contradicting myself now . . . .  ? Perhaps I should also con
sider the last seven rounds in Le Havre, 1 9 6 6 . . . .  ? 

A chess master told me that I was a true professional who strives to win, even 
when I am not in good shape. Something like this happened in the tournament 
held in Biisum, Federal Republic of Germany. My victory felt 'lucky' because I was 
on the verge of losing several games. But this is not the case in this next game, 
where my readers will be invited to a dessert. 

After writing the book I Play to Win I flew to Puerto Rico and I played horribly 
there. At the tournament in San Juan I finished sixth. There is a big difference be
tween an office desk and a playing hall . As I was commentating over one of my sup-

Palma de Mallorca 1 969 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

1 Larsen, Bent * 1/2 1 0 0 1 0 1 V2 1 Vi 1 112. 1 1 1 1 1 1 2 . 0  
2 Petrosian, Tigran '/2 * '/2 1 '/2 1 1 1/2 •/2 1 V2 '/2 1/2 '/2 V2 1 1 '/2 1 1 . 5  
3 Kortchnoi, Viktor 0 Yi * 1 Yi 1 1 'h V2 1h V2 l '/2 V2 Yi 1 0 1 1 0.5 
4 Hort , Vlastimil 1 0 0 * V2 1 '/2 1 '/2 '/2 V2 0 1 '/2 '/2 1 1 1 1 0 .5  
5 Spassky,Boris 1 1/2 Yi '/2 * Yi 'h 1/2 '/2 'h 1/2 'h l/z 1/i Yi I 1/2 1 1 0. 0  
6 Diez del Corral.Jesus 0 0 0 0 '/2 * '/2 1 l/2 0 1 V2 1 1 1 '/2 1 1 9 . 5  
7 Mecking,Henrique 1 0 0 V2 V2 1/i * 0 Vi 1 1 '/2 l/2 l/2 1 0 'h 1 9 .0  
8 Panno, Oscar 0 '/2 l/2 0 l/2 0 1 * 1 l/2 '/2 1 '/2 l/2 •/2 0 1 1 9 . 0  
9 Parma, Bruno '/2 Vz V2 '/2 l/i V2 '/2 0 * Vz V2 l/2 l/2 '/2 '/2 V2 Vi 1 8 . 5  

1 0  Najdorf,Miguel 0 0 V2 V2 V2 1 0 l/2 '/2 * '/2 1 1/2 '/2 '/2 1 V2 l/2 8 . 5  
1 1  Szabo, Laszlo V2 1/z 'Ii l/2 '/2 0 0 1/2 '/2 1/2 * '/2 '/2 1 1/z 1 '/2 0 8 . 0  
1 2  Unzicker, Wolfgang 0 V2 0 1 '/2 1/2 V2 0 '/2 0 '/2 * 1 '/2 '/2 '/2 V2 1 8 . 0  
1 3  Pomar Salamanca.Artllro Vi 1/2 1h 0 1/i 0 1/2 1/2 1/2 Vi 1/2 0 * V2 l Yi 1/2 V2 7 .5 
1 4  Bobotsov,Milko 0 '/2 '/2 V2 '/2 0 l/2 '/2 '/2 1/2 0 1/2 '/2 * V2 0 1 0 6 . 5  
1 5  Damj anovic,Mato 0 1/2 Vi V2 '/2 0 0 l/2 112 Vi 1/2 iA 0 Yi * 1/2 1/2 1/2 6.5 
1 6  Penrose.Jonathan 0 0 0 0 0 '/2 1 1 '/2 0 0 l/2 '/2 I '/2 * '/2 1/2 6 . 5  
1 7  Toran Albero,Roman 0 0 l 0 l/2 0 V2 0 l/2 l/2 llz 'h. '/2 0 11z V2 * V2 6.0  
1 8 Medina Garcia Antonio 0 Y2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 '/1 1 0 '/2 1 V2 V2 Vi * 5 . 0 
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posedly best games I realized that I had made a mistake and that the game was not a 
good selection: I lost all interest in it after that. 

Later I participated in the annual tournament of Palma de Mallorca , this time it 
was by far the strongest competition held in 1 969 .  I lost the first two games and I 
was also defeated in the fifth round. It seemed that the spate of ill fortune from San 
Juan still persisted. However, I emerged the winner. I have to admit that winning a 
tournament of this calibre after a bad start is an extraordinary achievement. (see ta
ble previous page) 

Some of my games were very good; I have chosen four for this chapter. They may 
not be in the top four, but the games against Kortchnoi and Medina were important 
in relation to the final standings of the tournament. 

English Opening 
Milko Bobotsov 
Bent Larsen 
Biisum 1 969 

Game 5 1  

1 .c4 ii:Jf6 2.tl:Jc3 e6 3.ii:Jf3 �b4 
My main objections to this move - see 
my game with Gheorghiu in Winnipeg 
- are not so strong that they prevent me 
from using it. 
I would not have played 4 . . .  cS , against 
4 .'if c2 , but rather something like 
4 . . .  0-0 5 .a3 �xc3 6 .'ii'xc3 b6 ,  which 
gave me a very good result against 
Polugaevsky in this same tournament, a 
few rounds later. 

4.g3 0-0 
After 4 . . .  �xc3 5 .bxc3 the doubled 
pawns are not weak: White avoids 
d2-d4, which would transpose into a 
type of Nimzo-Indian with a weak 
c-pawn, and will later build up a pawn 
formation with d2-d3 and later with 
e2-e4 and f2-f4. 

5 . .tg2 dS 6.0-0? 
This will cost him the game! Bobotsov 
should have played 6 .a3 ! �e7 7 .d4, 
transposing into a position typical of 
the Catalan. Although White has played 
the extra move a2-a3 , it makes no real 
difference. 

6 ... dxc4 ! 
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Black takes the pawn and keeps it. 6 . . .  d4 
was not bad, but of course, it's better to 
win a pawn. 
Now 7 .tlJeS is not good due to 
? - .. 'S°d4. Black may defend the pawn 
with . . .  ii:Jbd7 ,  . . .  ii:Jb6 or . . .  tl:Jc6 , . . .  tl:JaS , 
and since neither the white b- nor the 
d-pawn have yet moved, the advanced 
black pawn may be exchanged for one 
of these. 

7.'iVa4 
Unlike many variations in the Catalan 
System, this move neither gives check 
nor threatens the pawn. 

7 ... tl:Ja6! 
Also 7 . . .  as was good; other moves are 
weaker. Now the reply to 8 .tlJeS could 
be 8 . . .  'S'd4 or 8 . . .  c6.  

8.a3 �d7 9.ii:JbS 
This looks crazy, and it is. But my oppo
nent seems confused because of his 



mistake on move 6 .  After 9 .'iYc2 �d6 
White cannot recover the pawn. 

9 . . .  'ifeB 1 0.ttJfd4 
After 1 O .tlJxc7 �xa4 1 1 .tlJxe8 �e7 !  
1 2 .tlJxf6+ �xf6 White will have won 
back the pawn, but can he develop the 
queenside ? The alternative 1 O . axb4 
�xbS 1 1 . � aS tlJdS does not offer much 
hope either. Now White is hoping for 
1 O . . .  c6 1 1 .tlJc7 ! tbxc7 l 2 .'iYxb4. Al
though Black keeps the pawn, Bobotsov 
has some counterplay along the dark 
squares. I felt I had the more favourable 
position although it was not clearly vic
torious. I spent a long time looking for 
the most complicated line. 

1 0  ... eS! 1 1 .�xb7 exd4 1 2.�xa6 
Another possibility was 1 2 .axb4 �xbS 
1 3 .  'iV aS , and Black cannot keep the 
piece, but there are several lines which 
can be advantageous. The most interest
ing is 1 3  . . .  tlJb8 1 4.�xa8 c6 1 S .'iVxa7 
'!Wxe2 , winning quickly. This was fore
seen on move 1 0 .  
After the text move the variation 
1 2  . . .  I:f.b8 ? 1 3 .'ifxb4 �xbS 1 4 .ilxbS 
�xbS 1 S .'iYxbS l:txbS 1 6 .d3 only gives 
a small advantage to Black. Had this 
continuation been forced, I would then 
have preferred 1 O . . .  c6 .  

1 2  ... �h3! 
This is the simplest way to win. Con
sider, for example, the queen sacrifice 
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on f3 after 1 3 .Me l 'iYc6 1 4.f3 �fe8 ! .  If 
l S .axb4,  disaster will strike: l S . . .  'iVxf3 ! 
1 6 .exf3 �xe l +  1 7 .@f2 �fl + 1 8 .�e2 
.l:te8 mate. However after 1 S .tbc3 ! the 
variations are long and hard. 
There is no reason, therefore, to sacri
fice , especially when there is something 
as simple as 1 4  . . .  �cS .  After 1 3  .l:ie I 
'iYc6 1 4.f3 �cs 1 S .'iYxc4 d3 + 1 6 .�h l 
bt.ae8 White is lost beyond hope : 
I 7 .  tlJd 4 is answered with 1 7 . . .  l:xe 2 ;  
1 7 . e4 con 1 7  . . .  tlJg4 or 1 7  . . .  tbxe4 
1 8 .fxe4 'iVf6 1 9  .°iYxd3 'iVf2 
Against the text move I only saw one 
possible defence when Black has no di
rect mating attack ( 1 3 . tlJc3) . But a 
comfortable endgame with the ex
change up is also very good - the only 
difference being that it would not have 
become a miniature ! 

1 3  .axb4? 'if e4 1 4.�b 7 
Or 1 4.f3 'ifxe2 and mate follows. 

1 4  ... 'iYxb7 1 5.f3 �d7 0-1 

This is the shortest game I have ever 
won against a grandmaster ! 

Reversed Benoni 
Bent Larsen 
Viktor Kortchnoi 
Palma de Mallorca 1 9 6 9 

Game 5 2  

1 .g3 d 5  2.�g2 c6 3.c4 g6 
This seems to indicate a calm attitude. 
The game could enter into a line that is 
regarded as 'highly drawable' : 4.cxdS 
cxdS 5 .d4 �g7 ,  etc . . .  as in the game 
Mecking-Toran. I decided, however, to 
play something different , and thus 
complicate the position. 

4.'iVa4!? d4 
'Why not 4 . . .  e6 ? ' ,  commented Najdorf 
later. However, Kortchnoi's move can
not be bad. In principle it does solve a 
problem: how to name the opening. It 
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will result in the same pawn structure 
as in the Benoni but with colours re
versed. Therefore please allow me to 
use that name. 

5.tbf3 �g7 6.0-0 e5 7.d3 tbe 7 
8.tbbd2 0-0 9.b4 tbd7 1 O.llb1 

A routine move which serves both to 
remove the rook from the enemy 
bishop's diagonal and also prepares for 
an advance of the b-pawn. 

1 0  ... a5 
Kortchnoi commented on this game in 
the magazine Shakhmaty v SSSR ( 1 970) ,  
No. 3 .  He remarked that I played very 
well in such closed positions where 
there is a pawn chain. He said that he 
had been taken by surprise when I ad
vanced with 1 1 .b S ;  in any case he con
sidered this to be the correct continua
tion. Other possibilities that he men
tions are 1 1 . tbe4 and 1 1  .�a3 , but I 
think that Black would reach a very 
good position with l l . . . lbb6 , followed 
by . . .  axb4. 

1 1 .b5 c5 1 2.e3 dxe3 
The best. After 1 2  . . .  l:ta7 1 3 .exd4 cxd4? 
( 1 3  . . .  exd4 1 4.lle l with some initiative) 
1 4.�a3 White has a clear advantage. 
I really like the pawn structure with a 
majority of central white pawns, but in 
this case I do not think it provides any 
advantage. 
Kortchnoi writes that at this stage he 
did not like his position much; this may 
have been the cause for him using up a 
great deal of time. 

1 3.fxe3 l::ta7 1 4.'if c2 
Inferior is 1 4. tbe4 fS 1 S .  tbd6 lb b6 ! . 

1 4  ... b6 1 5.tbe4 tbf6 
My plan was tbc3 followed by tbdS 
and, if necessary, e3 -e4. But now 
1 6 .tbc3 tLlhS 1 7  .e4 fS gives Black very 
good play on the kingside. I do not 
know why the text move surprised me 
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since it is a very logical move and also 
the best in this position. 

1 6.tbxf6+ �xf6 17.�b2 tbf5 
1 8.llbe1 �ea 1 9.e4 

The previous moves have been quite 
normal. Now 1 9 .tLld2 would be refuted 
with 1 9  . . .  �gS ! .  

1 9  ... tbg7 

Kortchnoi believed his position was at 
least equal. He offered a draw, possibly 
because he had used up too much time: 
He only had half an hour's thinking 
time left. To quote Kortchnoi: 'But 
Larsen refused. Not because his judg
ment about the position was different. 
He just likes this kind of structure. In 
Mallorca he won several games of this 

At Palma de Mallorca, 1969. 



type, particularly against Bobotsov and 
Panno.' 
Well, all this is true, but the clock was 
also one of the reasons for playing for a 
win: I still had one hour more than 
Kortchnoi. I am sure that masters like 
Petrosian and Smyslov would have been 
satisfied with a draw in this position 
and would have continued 1 9 . . .  l2Jd4 
20 .lbxd4 exd4. After 2 1 .i.fl , White 
has a tiny advantage and Black should 
be able to put up a defence. 

20.l2Jd2 hS! 
The white knight has its eyes set on the 
dS -square, whilst Black starts 
counterplay on the kingside. In my 
opinion this is the best course of action. 
2 0  . . .  l:r.d? ? would have been a waste of 
time. For example : 2 1 .lbb 1 �xd3 ? 
2 2 .l::[xf6 or 2 1  . . .  �gS 22 .�h3 with a fa
vourable exchange of bishops. 
Kortchnoi mentions 2 0 . . .  lbe6 2 1 .  lLJ b 1 
lLJd4 22.iff2 �g7 23 .lLJc3 f6 24.lLJdS 
�fl with quite an even game. Possibly 
this is true, but I prefer White's game. 
There is a clear difference between the 
knights; whereas Black's is quite dormant, 
White's is attacking both b6 and f6. 
Kortchnoi explains that this position re
quires time to find a plan and, since he 
had very little of that, he preferred the 
sharp text move, relying on his tactical 
skills. It is an interesting comment and 
something that weak players do not un
derstand: masters generally spend more 
time constructing an overall plan than 
in calculating variations exactly. 

21 .l2Jb1 h4 22.l2Jc3 hxg3 23.hxg3 
lLJhS 24.lLJdS i.gS 25.'iff2 f6 
26.�c1 �xc1 27.�xc1 fS 

I was hoping that Kortchnoi would 
commit the classic mistake of playing 
passively in time trouble. After 2 7  . . .  Iif7 
I would have very good chances with 
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2 8 .�f3 lbg7 29 .@g2 followed by the 
occupation of the h-file. 
Kortchnoi mentions another possibility 
that occurred to him during the game: 
2 7  . . .  �e6 ,  and if White were to capture 
the f-pawn, in the endgame that follows 
after the exchanges he would be left 
with no winning chances whatsoever. 
However, White can make better moves : 
28 .�f3 ! lbg7 29.�d l ! and now: 
A) After 29  . . .  �xdS ? 3 0 .cxdS l:r.£7 

3 1 . .ib3 Black has to make use of his 
queen to block the d6-square (he does 
not have time to manoeuvre his knight 
and bring it to d6) and thus, his oppo
nent will mount a strong attack along 
the h-file; 

B) 29  . . .  fS is better; however White 
answers 3 0 .  'if f3 (to prevent . . .  � g 5) 
and is  now able to continue l:r.c2-l::rh2 . 
True, my bishop is theoretically 'bad' 
but the opponent's knight is also mis
placed. There is no doubt that I have 
better chances and that 2 7 . . .  �e6 would 
not have been as strong as 2 7 . . .  fS . 

28.ife3 l::[h7 29.llce1 rt>hS 
30.exfS gxfS 31 .g4!? 

I was considering these options as my 
opponent was using up his own time. 
Another idea is 3 0 .l:if2, with the inten
tion of transferring my king to the 
queenside. 

31 ... l2Jf6? 

1 8 5 



Bent  Larsen ' s Bes t  Games 

Certainly of no use is 3 1  . . .  fxg4 3 2 .�e4, 
but the text move is also bad. I suppose 
he was expecting 3 2 . gxfS tl:Jg4! . Here 
the knight defends the e-pawn and be
stows great attacking chances. The need 
to protect the e-pawn is the main diffi
culty as Black has to be able to organize 
an attack against the enemy king. 
The only good move is 3 l . . . tl:Jg7 ! ,  to 
which I would have replied 3 2 .  llf2 to 
give my king the escape route via fl . Af
ter 3 2  . . .  f4 3 3 .'tlfe2 there is also the �f3 
and �h2 manoeuvre; in this line, 
Kortchnoi 's knight is misplaced. 
32 . . .  llh4! is better so as to force me to 
take the pawn, and after 3 3 .gxfS tl:JxfS 
34.'iff3 there would be equal chances. 

32.tl:Jxf61 'iVxf6 33.gxf5 �xf5? 
I thought he would play 3 3  . . .  �hS , 
which is slightly better, but after 
34.�f3 Black's position is difficult. 

34.'iff3 �f7 
Another surprise for me. 34  . . .  llf8 is 
better but after 3 S .�f2 , Black's position 
worsens due to the control of the f-file 
by the bishop. After the text move 
White has a decisive advantage. 

35.'ti'hs+ rt;g7 36id5 J:Iff8 37Jlf2! 
But not 3 7 .lle2 ?  �g6 ! ,  since Black is 
saved after the exchanged of queens, 
only because �e2 is threatened. 
So there remained no defence other 
than the game continuation, which 
only leads to a hopeless ending. 

37 ... �g6 38.l:[xf6 �xh5 39.I;lxb6 
�f3 40.�d6 I;If4 41 .�xf3 �xf3 
42.�d5 rt;f6 43.rt;g2 l:lf5 44.lle3 
b;tcS 45.l:tf3 

The simplest way. In this rook and pawn 
endgame, not only does White have an 
extra pawn but also Black's pawns are 
isolated and therefore weak. 

45 ... a4 46.�xf5+ @xf5 47.�f3 
a3 48.@e3 l:lh8 49.�xc5 
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Another line was 49. b6 ,  the intention 
being to sacrifice the b-pawn in ex
change for the c- and the a-pawns. 

49 ... �h2 50.b6 �xa2 51 .d4 \t>e6 
52.Itxe5+ \t>d7 53.�as \t>c6 
54.c5 �h2 55.<&t>e4 1 -0 

This was the sealed move which I 
showed to Kortchnoi. Some time later 
he resigned. Possible continuations are 
S S  . . .  �h4+ 5 6 .Wd3 @dS 5 7  .b7 or 
S S  . . .  �e2+ 56 .@d3 l:th2 5 7 .Wc4 �c2+ 
58 .Wb3 ne2 59 .Wc3 na2 60 .l:ta7 . 
This game was held in the 7th round, 
when Kortchnoi was leading with 41/2 
points. I had 2 Y2 points and took ex-aequo 
1 2th- 1 6th. Before the game, one of the 
Spanish participants said that this game 
would be decisive to win the tournament. 
This hunch became reality. I started play
ing very well from here on, whereas 
Kortchnoi lost confidence. In the next 
round he saved a losing position; then he 
drew with Pomar and was defeated by 
Toran. Meanwhile, I beat Unzicker, Panno 
and Corral with good games. 

Game 5 3  

King 's Fianchetto for White 
Bent Larsen 
Oscar Panno 
Palma de Mallorca 1 969 

1 .g3 g6 2.�g2 �g7 3.lt:Jc3 e5 
4.d3 tt:Jc6 5.f4 d6 6.lt:Jf3 lt:Jge7 
7.0-0 0-0 



I 'm not too sure what name I should 
give this opening. Had White played 
c2-c4 it would be an English or a Re
versed Sicilian; and if it were Black who 
had played . . .  c7 -c5 , then we would 
have the Closed Sicilian after White's 
next move. Some of the moves that fol
low also seem to belong to one of these 
openings ;  the only difference being that 
the c-pawns are still in their original 
positions. It is not until move 1 8  that 
White advances the c-pawn. 

8.e4 h6 9.�e3 l2Jd4 1 0. � d2 Wh 7 
1 1 .l:.ae1 �e6 1 2.l2Jh4 

To provoke 1 2  . . .  exf4. Another good 
move which is nearly always useful in 
this kind of position, is Wh 1 .  

1 2  ... exf4 1 3.gxf4 tbec6 14.l2Jf3 
This is necessary as both 1 4.�f2 g5 ! 
1 5 .fxgS 'iYxgS and 1 4.'iif2 tbxc2 are 
good for Black. 

14 ... t2Jxf3+ 1 5.�xf3 fS 
More exact may be l 5 . . .  lLJd4 straight 
away, 'asking' the rook whether it wants 
to go to fl or to g3 . At g3 it would not 
be of much use since Black may refrain 
from playing . . .  f7-f5 ,  as it weakens g6 .  
I have often reached this type of posi
tion and I feel very comfortable with 
them. I cannot say the same for Fanno 
as he used up a great deal of time to 
make these moves. 

1 6.�h1 'iYf6 1 7.lLJdS 
I was considering 1 7  .d4? because this 
variation caught my eye: 1 7  . . .  fxe4 
(better is 1 7  . . .  l2Jxd4 ! 1 8 . eS  dxe5 
1 9 .fxeS tbxf3 20 .exf6 lLJxd2 2 1 .fxg7 
l::tf d8 and Black has more scope) 
1 8 .tbxe4 'iff7 1 9 .dS ! �xdS 20 .lLJgS + 
hxg5 2 1 .�h3 + . 

1 7  ... 'iYf7 1 8.c4 l:rae8 1 9. �f2 a6? 
Understandably, Fanno, who was short 
of time, did not want to use it up calcu
lating on each move whether White can 
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take the pawn at a7 .  But I think that 
1 9 . . .  lLJd8 was better. 

20.b3 l2Jb8 21 .�c1 c6 22.l2Je3 
t2Jd7 23.exfS �xfS 

After 2 3 . . .  gxf5 the bishop would be
come passive. Therefore taking with the 
piece is better. 

24.lLJxfS gxf5 25.l:.xeS ldxe8 
26.�h3! 

Prevents lLJf6,  which would give Black a 
good position. Here we see why 1 9 . . .  a6 
was doubtful. This move formed part of 
the plan . . .  lbb8-d7-f6 ,  since 1 9  . . .  lbb8 
was not much good because of 20.ha7 .  
Therefore, it is very important that the 
bishop is at h3 at this time. But that it 
should remain here until the end of the 
game is quite odd! Its sole role is to at
tack the f-pawn. It seems logical that I 
should expect it to move back to g2 
later to exert some pressure against 
Black's queenside. 

26 ... lLJcS 27.b4 t2Je6 28.�e3 �c3 
29.�g3!? 

A psychological move! If Fanno had not 
been pressed for time, I would have 
played 2 9 .  a3 . He had fifteen minutes 
left and he used up another five before 
deciding not to take the b-pawn. It is, of 
course, very dangerous for the bishop 
to abandon the long diagonal. 
After 29 . . .  �xb4 30 .'ifb2 there are two 
lines that Black must avoid: 
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A) 30 . . .  �cS 3 1 .d4 iia7 3 2 .dS �xe3 
(3 2 . . .  tl:JcS 3 3 .�xfS +) 3 3 .dxe6 l::txe6 
34 . .ixfS + ;  

B) 3 0  . . .  �e l ?  3 1 ..ixfS + 'ifxfS 
3 2 .'ifxb7+ �h8 3 3 .�d4+ ! ;  
C) But with 30  . . .  �aS ! White's attack 

would not be so clear. However, there is 
probably some compensation for the 
pawn. 

29 ... 'iff6 30.a3 
I made this move implying that I was 
wary of 29 . . .  iixb4! . 

30 ... Jd:e7 31 .Jd:g1 tl:Jg7 
Panno waits. Perhaps the best move was 
3 1 .  . .  �d4, although 3 2 .�xfS + 'ifxfS 
3 3 .�xd4 'ifxf4 34.l:le l 'ifxf2 3 5  . .ixfl 
rJitg7 3 6 .�g3 leads to an ending where 
White has some winning chances. 
The text move threatens simplification 
with . . .  l:lxe3 , which is favourable for 
Black, therefore . . .  

32 . .ib6 'iYe6 33.'iVc2 .if6 
34.'ifg2 'iff7 35.a4! 

White cannot break into the kingside, 
where all of Black's pieces are defend
ing. He wants to open a file for his rook 
on the other flank, and also try to create 
new possibilities for his king's bishop. 
At dS this piece would dominate the 
board, reinforcing the attack of the 
other pieces, on both wings. 

35 •. hle8 36.�f3 �dB 37 �f2? tl:Jh5 
A serious mistake because White will 
dominate the long dark-squared diago-
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nal, since if . . .  Jif6 then �xfS + .  After 
3 7 . . .  tl:JhS ? Black is lost; his position was 
very difficult , anyway. 

3S.�d4 �gs 39.a.b1 �h4 
Perhaps he was hoping to start an attack 
with . . .  tl:Jg3 + ,  though such a possibility 
is non-existent. Moreover, Panno must 
play quickly as he is running out of 
time. 

40.bS axb5 41 .axb5 c5 42.�c3 
.t!eS 

Time control is now over but since I 
still had ample time we made a few 
more moves. It matters little what Black 
plays. One of my threats is Jd:a 1 ,  l;Ia7 or 
�a8 ,  and the other is the manoeuvre 
�g2-�d5 . 
' 43.Jd:g1 

44.'ifxhS is threatened, so there is only 
one possibility to continue the game: 
43 . . .  �e7 ,  when a very curious position 
is reached. Black's moves are limited, 
and after 44.b6 he only has one alterna
tive : 44 . . .  l:td7 45 .°S'g2 (threatening 
.ixfS+) 45 . . .  Jd:d8 .  The black rook has 
been forced to move away from the 
e-file. 46 .°iYe2 (renews the threat 
'iYxhS) 46 . . .  .t't.d7 and finally White 
wins following the beautiful sacrifice 
47 .'iYe8.  It is a marvellous line which I 
demonstrated straight after the game. 
However it is not that convincing as 
Black can defend better with 46 . . .  �g8 .  



4S .d4 is much stronger as it threatens 
46 .Vi'd3 . For example: 

A) 4S . . .  cxd4 46.�xd4 l::[e 7  47 .�c3 ! 
(zugzwang once again) 4 7  . . .  �d7 
48 .�d3 ; 

B) 4S . . .  l::[e7  46.dxcS dxcS 47 .�eS 
l:d7 48 . 'if g2 l::[d8 49 .  'iV c2 l::[f8 
S O .�g4. 

43 ... l::[gS? 44.�xf5+! 1 -0 
The final decision came a little earlier 
than I expected. Black has no defence. 
The prize for the best game of the tour
nament was shared with Spassky, who 
beat Penrose. 

Nimzo-Indian Defence 
Jesus Diez del Corral 
Bent Larsen 
Palma de Mallorca 1 969 

Game 54 

1 .d4 ttJf6 2.c4 e6 3.ttJc3 �b4 
4.a3 �xc3+ 5.bxc3 c5 6.f3 
'ifa5?! 

Earlier in the same tournament, Diez 
del Corral had played the variation 
6 . . .  dS 7 .cxdS lLlxdS 8 .dxcS ! ?  against 
Unzicker. Because of this I thought that 
I would introduce something he was 
unfamiliar with. I do not consider 
6 . . .  if aS to be very good, though it is 
playable. As Black, I like the positions in 
which White is left with doubled 
pawns on the c-file. 

7.�d2 d6 8.e4 ttJc6 
Perhaps the move that is the most con
sistent with 6 . . . 'if as is the development 
8 . . .  �d7 ! ? . The game Forintos-Osnos, 
Debrecen 1 969 ,  continued 9 .a4 lLlc6 
1 O.dS ? ltJeS 1 1 .f4 lLlg6 and Black soon 
got a better position. White should play 
1 0 .�d3 , and even 9 .a4 is possible 
though unnecessary. All these problems 
are still unclear; but 6 . . .  °iVaS cannot be 
considered a mistake. 
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9.�d3 e5 1 O.ttJe2 
Another idea was 1 0 .dS on the basis 
that the knight cannot jump to as .  

1 0  ... 'ifc7 1 1 .�g5?! 
This probably represents a waste of 
time for, in a defensive position, the 
black knight is better placed on the 
d7 -square. Interesting was 1 1 .dxcS ! ? 
dxcS 1 2 .lLlg3 �e6 1 3 .lLlfl 0-0-0  
l 4.�e2 , with the idea . . .  ltJe3 -dS . 

1 1  ... ttJd7 1 2.d5 ttJa5 
Now I consider Black's position to be 
very satisfactory and, indeed, I would 
not like to be playing as White. There is 
no chance of launching an attack 
quickly: given the relatively closed po
sition, the pair of bishops is not very 
strong. 

1 3.ttJg3 h6 14.�d2 g6 1 5.h4 h5 
1 6.ttJf1 b6 1 7.ttJe3 �a6 1 8.'ifc2 
0-0-0 1 9.a4 �b8 20.0-0-0 Iidf8 

Black wants to combine threats against 
the c4-pawn with the advance . . .  f7-fS . 
If this is successful, the opponent will 
be reduced to a very passive position. It 
is not easy to prevent . . .  f7-fS :  the two 
pieces that control this move (the 
bishop at d3 and the knight at e3) are 
overloaded, since they also protect the 
c4-pawn. 

21 .g4 ifdS 22.�e1 iff6!? 
I cannot demonstrate that this is stron
ger than 22  . . .  °if e7 ,  but the idea of re
moving the white queen from the pro
tection of the a-pawn is very interesting. 
Later the move . . .  if d7 can turn into an 
unpleasant double attack against the 
a-pawn and the g-pawn. 

23.'if e2 fle7 24.�b2 ttJf6 
25.�g3? 

White has seen something but has also 
been careless. 2 S .�f2 was absolutely 
necessary in order to def end the 
g-pawn with his rook at g l . 
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25 ... if d7!  26.lda1 hxg4 27.fxg4 
tt.Jxe4! 

This exchange sacrifice took my oppo
nent by surprise !  He had calculated 
2 7 . . .  �c8 2 8 .�hfl ! tl:Jxg4 2 9 .  tl:Jxg4 
'ifxg4 3 0.'ifxg4 ilxg4 3 I .ld.f6 , and 
White recovers the pawn with a level 
endgame. 

28.Jlxe4 f5 29.gxf5 
Del Corral pondered on his move for a 
long time and decided that a bad posi
tion with some advantage in quality 
was better than a clearly inferior posi
tion with equal material. 

29 ... gxf5 30.�xf5 lixf5 31 .tl:Jxf5 
ifxf5 32.�hf1 'ii'g6 33.�g1 
tt.Jxc4+ 34.@a2 if es 

Black has more than enough compensa
tion for the loss of the exchange. Del 
Corral's king is in a precarious position; 
both his a-pawn and his d-pawn are 
weak and his bishop is quite useless. 

35.'ifc2 tt.Je3 36.'ife4 tl:Jc4 
37.'iVc2 �b7 38.�ad 1 

If the d-pawn falls, Black will have a very 
strong attack. Because of this, Del Corral 
decides to give back the exchange. 

38 ... tl:Je3 39.'iYb3 �a6 40.@a3 
�c4 41 .iVb1 tt.Jxd1 42.'ifxd1 'iff7 
43.�g2 ngs! 

Black will lose his own queen's pawn if 
he takes the d-pawn. My opponent now 
has to face the problems which arise 
from the pin to his rook. 
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44.h5 .Sg5 45.h6 'iVh7 46.a5 b5 
47.'iff3 

This was not possible a move earlier be
cause of 46 . . .  'ifb 1 ;  now 47 . . .  'ifb 1 ?  al
lows perpetual check. 

47 ... �f5 48.'if e4 'ifxh6 
White's last trophy is eliminated. 

49.�b2 l:lf1 50.�e1 �f4 51 .I;;.gS+ 
@b7 52.'ifg2 l::[f7 53.�d2 

Or 5 3 .'ii'g4 �f2+ ! .  
53 ... iVh5 54.l::lg7 �a6 0-1 

Four pawns will soon disappear! 

Game S S  

King's Fianchetto for White 
Antonio Medina 
Bent Larsen 
Palma de Mallorca 1 969 

This game was played in the last round. 
Petrosian and I were tied on points but 
it was believed that he had a tougher 
opponent (Pomar) than I had. 

1 .e4 g6 2.tl:Jc3 �g7 3.g3 e5! 

'ltJ 8 
� 8 � 8 t3J t3J 
1:1 1l � w  � ttJ l:r 

Avoiding the Closed Sicilian, which 
happens to be one of Medina's favour
ites ; this explains his second and third 
moves: he was hoping for the . . .  c7-c5 
advance. 

4.�g2 d6 5.d3 �e6 6.h4 ?! 
To a greater or lesser degree this is a waste 
of time. Probably better is 6.f4, which can 
lead to a very similar position to that in 
the game Larsen vs Panno (number 5 2) , 



although I wasn't sure whether castling 
kingside was the best move. 

6 ... ttJf6 7.ttJh3? 
The knight is misplaced. If White later 
plays f2-f4 and tbf2 there will be a hole 
on g4. Therefore, if this is his plan, he 
should have omitted 6 .h4 and played 
6 .tbh3 directly. 

7 ... ttJc6 8.ttJd5? 
This is the third of three seemingly ag
gressive moves, but they are weak. After 
move 1 5 you will see that due to 
8 .  ttJdS ? Black will be able to attain a 
strong centre. 

8 ... �xd5! 9.exd5 ttJe 7 1  O.c3 
Looks very nice. After 1 0  . . .  tbexd5 (or 
. . .  tbfxe5)  l l .ifb3 White recovers the 
pawn and will obtain an open position 
for his bishops. 

1 o  ... h6 1 1 .'it'b3 'if ca 1 2.�e3 
Castling queenside at this point is weak 
since Black's attack is imminent. Better 
was 1 2 .0-0 followed by <tihl and tbg l ,  
but this is not in keeping with Medina's 
style. 

1 2  ... 0-0 1 3.0-0-0 a5! 
Also 1 3  . . .  c6 was very good but the text 
move is even better. 

14.a4 c6 15.dxc6 bxc6 
This pawn structure, with a clear advan
tage in the centre for Black, is a direct 
result of Medina's blunder on move 8 .  
However, due to the queenside castling , 
apart from superiority in the centre, I 
also have attacking chances against his 
king. The b-file is there to be utilised. 

1 6.'ifa3 ttJf5 1 7.�d2 ;Q:bS 1 8.hS 
g5 1 9.ttJg1 

White tries to correct his mistake with 
7 .tbh3 ? but now it's too late. 
By that time Petrosian had already 
agreed a draw with Pomar and I felt that 
I was now able to win the tournament. 
Najdorf told me later that if I lost the 
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game he would never speak to me 
again! I thought that the likelihood of 
this happening was very remote. 

1 9  ... cs 20.if a2 ifa6 21 .\tic2 
l:i.fc8 22.ttJe2? 

With 22 .tbf3 , Medina would probably 
have given more resistance. 

22 ... e4 23.�c1 
The alternative 2 3 .dxe4 ifxe2 24.exfS 
'i¥xf2 would have been disastrous. 

23 ... dS 
This seems to be a normal positional 
move, but it is also preparing for the 
combination that follows. 

24.l:the1 

E �  

24-t2Jd4+ 25.cxd4 exd3+! 26.lhd3 
After 26 .@b l  dxe2 2 7 .lld2 c4 Black's 
attack is quickly decisive. 

26 ... cxd4+ 27.�d2 ttJe4+ 
Now the idea behind the move 2 3 . . .  d5 
is obvious ! 

28.�xe4 dxe4 29.lda3 
Or 29 .�b3 �c4. 

29 ... 'if c6 30.'ifb1 d3 31 .ttJg1 
If 3 1 .tlJc3 �xc3+ 3 2 .l:txc3 'ifxc3+ ,  
winning the exchange, with an ending 
which is easily won. 

31 ... 'ii'cS! 
Posing two threats : 3 2  . . .  ifxa3 and 
3 2  . . .  'ifxf2+ .  

32.�a1 'ifxf2+ 33.@d1 
All White's pieces are on the first rank! 

33 ... �c3 34.bxc3 l:txb1 35.Itxb1 
if c2 Mate. 0-1 
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Chapter 15 

Lugano to Solingen 1970 

After many simultaneous displays in Spain, Denmark and Holland, I felt a little tired 
when I went to the Lugano tournament in March. This was a double-round tourna
ment disputed by eight grandmasters. However, I started with five wins. The rest of 
the tournament I played quite badly, except for the game against Kavalek. Notw1.th
standing, I managed to maintain the top position; the final result was : 1 .  Larsen 9 1/2 
points, Olafsson 8 1/2 • • •  (see table on page 1 93 ) .  

I then participated in the Match of the Century in Belgrade: Soviet Union versus 
the Rest of the World. I achieved l 1/2- l 1/2 against Spassky and I defeated Stein who 
in the last round had replaced the reigning World Champion. 

Following this, I participated in a four-player tournament held in Leiden (the 
Netherlands) . I was too tired; I had been travelling for nearly five months : 1 .  
Spassky 7 points ; 2 .  Donner 6 ;  3 .  Botvinnik and Larsen 5 1/2 . None of my games in 
Belgrade and Leiden is good enough to include in this book. 

After three weeks of vacation, I faced Kavalek in a small match played in 
Solingen. I won 6-2 .  I played very well; no doubt the rest had done me good, and I 
discovered very original opening lines in some of the games. 

Game 56 

Nimzowitsch/Larsen Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Lubomir Kavalek 
Lugano 1 9 70 

1 .b3 
I have had very good results with this 
opening. In this game we reached a po
sition, after eight or nine moves, which 
is usually arrived at in the English. 
There are, of course, many other lines 
possible for either side. 

1 ... cs 2 . .ib2 ttJc6 3.c4 es 4.g3 
d6 5 . .ig2 tt:Jge7 6.e3 g6 

The pawn advance 6 . . .  dS was also pos
sible, which may suggest that White's 
order of play may not have been exactly 
right. 

7.ttJe2 .ig7 8.ttJbc3 0-0 
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Possibly better is 8 . . .  �e6, since the re
ply 9 .tLldS doesn 't work due to 
9 . . .  .ixdS I O.exdS ti:Jb4. 

9.d3 �e6 1 0.ttJd5 'ifd7 
I think that I O . . .  nbs is better. Black has 
given up control of the dS-square to his 
opponent. He must therefore activate 
his play quickly with an immediate 
. . .  b7-b5 . 

1 1 .h4! f5? 
Once the game had ended, Kavalek 
pointed out that this was a serious mis
take. The correct move was 1 I . . . hS . 

1 2.'if d2 l:f.ae8? 
The rook will be well-placed at e8 if 
White plays f2-f4. But perhaps the 
other rook should have been the one to 
occupy this square? During the course 
of the game the rook at f8 does nothing 
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apart from blocking an escape route for 
its king. 
More consistent would have been 
1 2  . . .  llab8 and eventually . .  JHe8 or 
. . .  �fd8 . Also feasible is 1 2  . . .  hS , al
though after 1 3 .f4, White is better. 

1 3.h5 b5?! 
Kavalek considered this move for a long 
time; quite possibly he was not satisfied 
with his position. 
After 1 3 . . .  g S White has various good 
lines, for instance: 1 4.f4 or 1 4.h6 �h8 
1 S .f4 (or 1 5 .0-0-0) . Castling queenside 
is probably the best move as the option 
of moving either l::[h4, f2.-f4 ,  e3 -e4 or 
d3-d4 remains open. 

14.hxg6 hxg6 1 5.tt:Jec3 bxc4 
1 6.dxc4 e4 

Kavalek's counterplay is based primarily 
on the manoeuvre . . .  lLJeS -lLJd3 . How
ever, in order to realize this he must 
open the long dark-squared diagonal 
and it is precisely this, together with the 

h-file, what will turn out to have seri
ous consequences for his king. 

1 7.0-0-0 tt:Je5 1 8.tt:Jf 4 l::td8 
The queen sacrifice cannot be accepted! 
Otherwise something like this would 
follow: 1 8  . . .  g S  1 9 .lLJxe6 lLJd3 + 
20 .'ifxd3 ! exd3 2 1 .lLJxg7 with a win
ning position; for instance: 2 1 .  . .  Wxg7 
22 .lLJdS+ Wg6 2 3 .�f3 ! ! .  

1 9.<it>b1 �f7? 
This move cost Kavalek sixteen minutes 
and now he only had twelve minutes 
left. He probably studied the sacrifice 
1 9  . . .  �xc4, but after 2 0 .bxc4 l2Jxc4 
2 1 .'li'e2 there are no good continua
tions. 
The move played is not very good since 
it blocks an escape square for the king. 
In my opinion, the best move in this 
unpromising position is 1 9  . . .  a6 ! ? . This 
will at least eliminate the possibility of 
tt:Jbs .  
The following pawn sacrifice opens up 
new avenues in the attack against the 
black king. 

20.g4! tt:Jxg4 21 .f3 exf3 22.�xf3 
tt:Je5 

All the white pieces participate in the 
attack. It is logical, therefore, that there 
is no satisfactory defence. Against 
2 2  . . .  t2Jf6 a strong line is 2 3 .'ifh2 l:Ife8 
24.lLJbS lLJc8 2 S .�xf6 �xf6 26 .'ifh7+ 
<it>f8 2 7 .�dS .  

23.'ifh2 �xc4!? 
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Despair. After 2 3 . . .  �fe8 the attack 
would be similar to that in my previous 
comment : 24.tLlbS tLlc8 2 S .iYh7+ @f8 
2 6 .iLdS with the enchanting possibility 
of 26  . . .  gS  27  .tLlg6+ !  ! .  

24.bxc4 tLixf3 25.'ifh7+ �f7 
26.tLicd5 �gs 27.tLixe7 l:ibS 

This was his last hope but White has 
two good replies : 2 8 .@a l  and 28 .�c l , 
the second option being the simplest; 
the combination that is made on moves 
30-32  would have been unnecessary. 

28.@a 1 irxe 7 
Or, for instance 28  . . .  �xb2 29 .ifxg8+ 
�f6 3 0 .tLlfdS+ @gs 3 1 .'ifxg7 .  

29.ifxg6+ @f8 30.tLie6+ 
Victory would have been simpler had 
the king been on c 1 , since then there 
would be no reply to 3 0  . .ixg7+ .  With 
the king on a l  instead, 3 0 .iLxg7+  may 
be answered with 30  . . .  'ifxg 7 + ! .  

30 ... 'ifxe6 31 . .ixg7+ 
3 1 .'ifxe6??  �xb2+ with at least a draw: 
3 2 .@b l  .ia3 + 3 3 .�c2 ? ?  �b2 +  win
ning! 

31 ... �e7 32 . .ifS+! 
The few white pieces that still remain 
on the board cooperate beautifully in 
the attack; the rook at d 1 has suddenly 
become very important. 
After 3 2  . . .  �gxf8 3 3 .l:lh 7 +  llf7 
34.llxf7+ 'iVxf7 3 S .'iVxd6+ compared 
with the actual game, mate would fol
low two moves later. 
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32 ... �bxfS 33.Ith7+ 1 -0 
Black resigns in view of 3 3 . . .  !;lf7 
3 4.�xf7 + 'ifxf7 3 S .'i!Vxd6+ �e8 
3 6 .'tf d8 Mate. 
'That was the best game you have ever 
played! '  commented my opponent. Per
haps it was , but it certainly was my best 
game in the tournament. What I liked 
most was the way that my pieces 
'danced' on the board. 

King 's Indian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Lubomir Kavalek 

Game 5 7  

5 th match game, Solingen 1 9 7 0 

1 .c4 ttJf6 2.tLic3 g6 3.e4 d6 4.d4 
.ig7 5.ttJf3 0-0 6.h3 

I have played this move much more of
ten than the over-analysed 6 .i.e2 . 
In the third encounter of the match, 
Kavalek continued 6 . . .  cs 7 . .ie2 cxd4 
8 .tLlxd4 tlJc6 9 .iLe3 .id7 1 0 .0-0 a6 , 
and in this way reached a variation of 
the Sicilian which is very good for 
White (the Maroczy Bind) . It does not 
amount to much that this has cost him a 
loss of tempo (6 .h3 ) .  
This time, Kavalek, who has also played 
6 . . .  h6 frequently, chooses 6 . . .  eS . 

6 ... e5 7.d5 tt:Jh5 

I had never confronted this move. 
Against the usual 7 . . .  tLlbd7 ,  I would 



have continued 8 . .ie3 tlJcS 9 .tlJd2 or 
perhaps 8 .�gS h6 9 . .ie3 . However, 
many years ago, in the Munich Olym
piad, 1 9S 8 ,  when I urged my team
mates to play 6 .h3 (as opposed to 
6 .�e2) they did not like it on account 
of the text move. The idea is quite sim
ple : 8 .g3 ? fS 9 .exfS gxfS 1 0 .tt:JxeS ? ?  
'if e8 .  
We now find that Pachman's recom
mended move 8 .tlJh2 is quite 'ugly' . 
Notwithstanding I later studied it care
fully and I took a liking to it. 

8.tt:Jh21 .if6 1? 
This is a novelty. Black wishes to ex
change bishops with . . .  �gS and I am 
not particularly fond of endgames in 
which I have a bad bishop. 
It is not easy to advance the pawn to fS 
in favourable conditions; see, for exam
ple, the line 8 . . .  'if e 8 9 . .ie 2 ! tt:Jf 4 
1 o . .if3 fS 1 l .g3  tt:Jxh3 1 2 .�g2 fxe4 
1 3 .tt:Jxe4 .ifs 1 4  . .ie3 h6 1 S .'iYd2 and 
White recovers the pawn, remaining 
with a positional advantage. 

9 . .ie2 tt:Jg7 
The alternative 9 . . .  tt:Jf 4 would be weak 
due to 1 o . .if3 followed by h3 -h4 and 
g2-g3 . 
How then can . . .  .igS be avoided? To al
low this would be tantamount to ad
mitting that the move 6 .h3 was an er
ror, and this I am not prepared to do. 
1 o .tt:Jf3 .ie7 (and . . .  f7 -fS )  permit a 
good game for Black and 1 O .'if d2 
seems too foolish. So, therefore, there is 
only one playable move : 

1 O.h41 .ixh4 
Otherwise White would have a very 
comfortable game with more space. 
Now comes the point of it all: 

1 1 .'ifd211 
My opponent started to think; taking 
forty minutes for move 1 1  and fifty for 
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move 1 2 .  I cannot see any better de
fence than that employed by Kavalek. 
It only took me eight minutes to find 
the moves which I thought would con
stitute the only possible refutation 
against the idea 8 . . .  �f 6 ,  and I wonder 
that I was able to find them so quickly. 
Had I considered 8 . . .  �f 6 in my 
'home-made' analysis?  I may well have 
done so, but I cannot recall. 

1 1  ... h5 1 2.�h6 .ie7 1 3.g4 g5!? 

Blocking the white queen ! True 
enough, but Black now has so little 
space and his pieces are so badly devel
oped that he cannot take advantage of 
this. 

14.gxh5 f5 
The line 1 4  . . .  f6 1 S .if g6 'if e8 1 6 .'ifxe8 
lLixe8 is favourable for White, because 
he can place his knights , for instance, at 
e3 and g3 and then play .ig4. Follow
ing this he could reposition a knight on 
the strong fS-square and finally launch 
a queenside attack. 
Now 1 S .exf5 ? would be weak because 
of 1 5  . . .  tt:Jxf5 1 6 .1i'g6+ @h8 . 1 5 .�g l 
would be more adequate but the most 
precise move would be to mobilize the 
queen's rook. There's plenty of time for 
this. 

1 5  . .id2! f4 1 6.0-0-0 tt:Jd7 
This is the beginning of a plan that will 
cost him a pawn. Therefore, let's try to 
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find something better for Black: 1 6  . . .  aS 
1 7 .ndg 1 tl:ia6 . Now there is a very 
strong attack with 1 8 .  tl:if3 g4 
1 9  .tl:ixe5 ! ? ( 1 9  .tl:ih2 �f6 2 0 .'iYgS �f8 
draws) 1 9  . . .  dxeS 20 .�xg4. But if this is 
not clear enough it is possible to play 
differently: l 8 .'iYg6 ! ?  @h8 l 9 .tl:if3 g4 
2 0 and now there is no relenting attack 
on the white queen in view of 20 . .  Jlf6 
2 1 .'if gs .a'.fs 22 .ifh6+.  
Thus, I can find nothing better for 
Black. 

1 7Jldg1 J:l:f7 1 8.tl:if3 tl:ifS 
1 9.tt:Jxg5 �f6 20.'ifxg7+ �xg7 
21 .tt:Je6+ @h7 22.tt:JxdS �xdS 
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White has now won a pawn, which un
doubtedly is sufficient advantage to 
emerge victorious. Now, as if echoing 
Black's eighth move, I exchange my bad 
bishop. 

23.�g4 i,xg4 24.�xg4 �f7 25.f3 
tt:Jd7 26.�e1 a6 27.tt:Jd 1  �f6 
28.tl:if2 ngs 29.IlxgS @xgS 
30.tl:ig4 1:%.h 7 31 .�f2 �f7 32.b4 
b6 33.c;i(d2 �e7 34.@d3 �hS 
35.a4 lla8? 

It helps to see that the opponent is short 
of time. In fact he has had time trouble 
since move 1 5 . Now Kavalek did not like 
the line 3 5  . . .  @g7 36 .h6+ �h7 3 7 .�a l ! 
with the strong threat 3 8 .as ! ,  but be
cause of his rush he forgets something. I 
already had a winning position anyway. 

36.tl:ih6+ @fa 37.�g1 @es 
38.S.gS+ �fa 39.�h4 as 40.bS 
tt:Jc5+ 41 .®c2 tt:Jxa4 42.tt:Jf5 @f7 
43J�g1 1 -0 

The h-pawn decides the game. This is 
one of those games that are a rarity. 
Anyway . . .  it is usually very dangerous to 
allow the queen to be enclosed! 

Playing Spassky In 
the Match of the 
Century. 



Chapter 16 

The Palma de Mallorca lnterzonal 1970 

After the nineteenth round of the Interzonal of Palma, Brazil's young hope 
Henrique Mecking had good prospects for a splendid classification, as he was tied 
in fifth place, just half a point behind me. He was very optimistic, that afternoon, at 
the hotel where we were staying. 

' I  can win the tournament! ' He cried out. 'I only have to beat Fischer! ' 
'And Larsen too ! '  retorted a Danish reporter. It seemed, however, that this did not 

constitute a problem for the Pele of chess. 
However, in my opinion, Mecking was very nervous and pretended to hide this 

behind a veil of unrealistic optimism. Perhaps he remembered the 1 969 tourna
ment in Mallorca when he had an excellent opportunity to attain the grandmaster 
title; thereafter he was extremely anxious during the last games. In the 2 0th round 
of that Interzonal he almost exhausted his chances to be among the top six. 

Nimzo-Indian Defence 
Henrique Mecking 
Bent Larsen 

Game 5 8  

Interzonal Palma de Mallorca 1 9 7 0 

1 .d4 l2Jf6 2.c4 e6 3.l2Jc3 �b4 
4.e3 0-0 5.�d3 c5 6.l2Jf3 d5 
7.0-0 l2Jc6 8.a3 cxd4 

An unusual continuation, though very 
playable. 

9.axb4 dxc3 1 O.bxc3 dxc4 
Also playable was 1 0 . . . 'IV c7 and if 
l l .'li'e2 ,  with l l . . .  dxc4 or l l . . . l:!d8 
Black's game would be satisfactory. But 
not 1 1  . . .  �d? ,  for 1 2 .e4! would give 
White the advantage as in the game 
Taimanov-Tal. 

1 1 .�xc4 'J/lic7 1 2.�e2 b6 1 3.jlb2 
jlb 7 1 4. 'if b3 a5 

Another possibility is 1 4  . . .  l2Je5 . 
1 5.'ifc4! 'iYb8!! 

Not 1 5  . . .  �fc8? 1 6 .bS l2Je5 1 7 .'iYxc? 
l2Jxf3 + 1 8 .gxf3 ! llxc7 1 9 .c4 with ad
vantage for White. 

II 

1 6. 'iVh4 l2Je5 1 7.l2Jxe5 
After 1 7 .c4 ?  l2Jg6 ! 1 8 . 'ifh3 axb4 
1 9 .ltJgS h6 20 .�xf6 gxf6 White's at
tack would falter. 

1 7  ... 'ifxe5 1 8.bxa5 bxa5 1 9JUb1 
A mistake with serious psychological 
consequences, but in actual fact it wasn't 
that bad. After the game Mecking consid
ered this move as a crucial mistake. In my 
opinion, however, this was unfounded. 

1 9  ... �e4 20.!:ld1 
Mecking used up ten minutes before he 
made move 1 9 and failed to see the 
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continuation 20 .f4 'iVb8 ! .  At this point 
he spent a further 1 7  minutes :  without 
doubt he was very nervous. 

20 ... l::[fbS 21 .l::[d2 �d5 22.'if d4 
'iVg5 23.�f1 ltJe4 24.l::[c2 ltJd6 
25.c4 ltJf5 26.'iYd3 

As White was short of time, he would 
have been better off exchanging queens 
with 2 6 .'iff4. This would give a com
fortable ending for Black, though with 
good play White could have drawn. It is 
worth noting that, in this kind of end
ing ,  the bishop can be 'a good blocker' .  
The black bishop at c6 would block the 
white passed pawn, and at the same 
time it will do many other things : de
fend the black passed pawn, (once it 
gets to a4) and threaten White's king
side. 

26 ... �c6 27.�e5 l::[d8 28. if c3 a4 
29.c5? 

Also possible was 3 2  . . .  ltJf3 + 3 3 .gxf3 
'if f6 3 4.l::[e 1 'if xf3 3 S .e4 �xe4 
3 6 .l::lxe4 'ifxe4, with good winning 
possibilities as the a-pawn is very 
strong. 
Now if 3 3 .l::[e l , playing the simple 
3 3  . . .  a3 will easily win. Useless is 
3 3 .'if d4 on account of 3 3  . . .  ltJf3 + ! .  

33.'ifd1 
Mecking used most of the time he had 
left to make this move. The main line to 
follow was 3 3  . . .  ltJf3+ 34.gxf3 ld.d8 
3 5 .�d6 �xf3 3 6 .'ifxa4 l:i.xd6 3 7 .�e2 
�xe2 ! .  

33 ... ltJf3+ 34.@h1 h4 35.�f4 
If 3 5 .�d6 h3 36 .�g3 ltJd2 3 7 .f3 ltJxf3 
etc. 

35 ... l::[dS 36.�d6 h3 37.�xa4 
His resistance is useless and therefore 
desperate. 

37 ... �xa4 38.'ifxa4 ltJd2 39.<Jtg1 
'iYg6 40.'iYd1 

If 40.�aS ltJf3 + 4 1 .Wh l  hxg2 +  and 
wins. 

40 ... ltJxf1 41 .'ifxf1 �d7!! 
Accelerates the end; the rook is making 
its way to b l ! One line is 42 .g3 ltb7 
43 .'ifxh3 ltb l + 44.@g2 'ife4+ 45 .f3 
'ilc2#. 

42.f3 l::[b7 43.e4 l::[b1 0-1 

An appreciable loss of time. Black now An Unusual Combination 
prepares an attack with a very useful 
move, which also gives his king an es- Game 5 9  

cape square. 
29 ... h5! 30.:gd2?? 

Mecking now had eight minutes left to 
make eleven moves and he also had a 
very difficult position. He quickly made 
this move which turns out to be a deci
sive mistake. 

30 ... �xd2 31 .'ifxd2 ltJh4 32.�g3 
'iff6! 

King's Indian Defence 
Renato Naranja 
Bent Larsen 
Interzonal Palma de Mallorca 1 9 7 0 

My opponent in this game is R. 
Naranja ,  a Filipino player who beat 
Reshevsky and Matulovic in the VIIIth 
Interzonal Tournament held in 
Mallorca, from 8 November to 1 3  De-
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cember last year. This is one of the 
games disputed in that event. 

1 .c4 g6 2.<1Jf3 �g7 3.d4 <1Jf6 
4.g3 0-0 S.�g2 d6 6.0-0 c6 
7.<1Jc3 �fS! 8.�e1 <1Je4 9.ttJgS!? 
<1Jxc3 1 O.bxc3 h6 1 1 .e4 �ca 
1 2.ttJf3 ttJd7 

The game may be considered level. 
1 3.'ifb3 V/iic7 1 4.�a3 

Another option was 1 4.a4! ? .  
1 4  ... bt:eS 1 S . .Jiad1 �b8?! 1 6.<1Jh4 
cS 1 7.f4 <1Jb6 1 8.eS �d7 
1 9.�dS? 

Possibly better was 1 9  . dxcS dxcS 
20 .e6 !  �xe6 2 1 .l::txe6 fxe6 22 .�h3 ! ,  
creating some complicated tactics. 

1 9  ... e6! 20.exd6 'i¥c8 21 .dxcS 
�a4 22.iVb4 exdS 23.l:ic1 
<1Jxc4! 

Black could launch a very strong attack 
against the white king with 2 3  . . .  �f6 
24.cxb6 ,  but the resulting game would 
not be very clear. 
Here we have one of those instances 
where more can be gained by attacking 
the bishop instead of the king. 

24.'ifxa4 'if c6! !  2S.�b4 
After 2 5 .'i'Yxc6 bxc6 the bishop can free 
itself with 26 .l::[xe8+ Irxe8 2 7 .d7 ,  but 
after 2 7  . . .  l:td8 28 .l:le l Wf8 White 
would be left with a difficult ending. 

2S ... aS! 26.V/Vb3 b6 27.l:ib1 
If 27 .llxe8+ 'ifxe8 is decisive. 

;1.: 

Jtif·�.: " 
::a . - �Jr,; & . ·· . .  
·11 :.� ?.t...:) �: .. :- ;· . : �jf � , . 

ii. tZi 
�� n:: · . .  lJ 
t!i : : :: .. , , /j 
� ·  :a: .  ·� w 

2 0 0  

27 ... <1Jd2 28.llxea+ 'ii'xe8 
29.ifxdS ttJxb1 30.c6 <1Jxc3 
31 .'iVf3 <1Je2+ 32.Wg2 <1Jd4 
33.d7 <1Jxf3 34.dxeS'if + �xe8 
3S.<1Jxf3 l:rc8 0-1 

Reti Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Wolfgang Uhlmann 

Game 60 

1 st match game, Las Palmas 1 9 7 1 

Apart from the six exhibition games I 
played with Olafsson for an Irish TV 
channel, I had not played any serious 
game with a grandmaster for five 
months. This was my longest idle period 
in. years, for I played a great deal during 
1 9 7 0 :  between tournaments and 
matches I played 1 1  S games. Therefore, I 
needed to rest. In the first Candidates' 
match, I tried to play calmly initially, so 
as to get into the 'ambience' .  

1 .g3 dS 2.�g2 c6 
Uhlmann also seems to be in the same 
frame of mind for solid play. He does 
not want to play the aggressive 2 . . .  eS . 

3.c4 <1Jf6 4.<1Jf3 g6 S .b3 �g7 
6.�b2 �g4 7.0-0 0-0 8.d3 �xf3 

Black builds up a solid centre and ex
changing the bishop for the knight is 
perfectly viable. 

9.�xf3 <1Jbd7 1 o.�g2 
In most cases this move is necessary at 
some stage but there was no reason to 
play it now. Also valid is 1 0 .  tLld2 , which 
has been the variation I have chosen on 
other occasions. 

1 0  ... �ea 
More exact is 1 O . . .  e6 .  

1 1 .ttJd2 as 1 2.�c2 e6 1 3.e3 
�e7 1 4.a3 tLlhS 

This is a good move. If White is to keep 
the bishop pair, Black will gain a com
fortable position after 1 5  .d4 fS . 
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1 5.cxdS .ixb2 1 6.'iixb2 cxd5 
Not 1 6  . . .  exdS 1 7 .b4 with a strong 
White initiative on the queenside. 

1 7JHc1 l:Iec8 1 8.tt:Jf3 tt:Jhf6 
1 9.tt:Jd4 tt:Je8 20.h4 

A useful waiting move! White obtains 
the h2-square for his king. Now I want 
to provoke 20  . . .  tlJd6 ? 2 1 .b4 axb4 
2 2 .iVxb4 with some pressure on the 
b7 -pawn. 
White's waiting move was immediately 
justified as Uhlmann took 3 1 minutes 
to find a reply; and his move was proba
bly not the best. 

20 ... tt:JeS? 21 .�c3 �c5!? 

This seems to be the most natural, given 
that White is trying to double his rooks. 
But very soon this quiet game will enter 
a tumultuous tactical phase. 

22.�xcS! tt:Jxd3 
Certainly not 2 2  . . .  'iYxcS because of 
23  .tt:Jxe6 .  

23.ldxaS! tt:Jxb2 
Not 23  . . .  �xaS because of 24.'iVc3 ! ,  
winning the piece. 

24.gxa8 @g7 
The best. After 24 . . .  tlJd3 2 5  . .ifl tlJeS 
26 .�c l ! (stronger than 26 . .ibS) White 
has a clear advantage; although after the 
text move I still felt confident. I was at 
ease since I had better opportunities 
and Uhlmann was in time trouble. 

25 . .if1 es 26.tt:Jf3 e4 

Uhlmann only had fourteen minutes 
left as he spent 1 6 minutes on this 
move. He probably didn't like to leave 
the d4-square for my knight and de
value his pawn centre, but he had to 
rescue the knight from b2 .  

27.tt:Jd4 tt:Jd6 

28.�aS! 
White's only concern in this position is 
that the rook isn't trapped and left iso
lated from the rest of its forces. 

28 ... 'ti'eS 29.�b1 tt:Jd3 30.�d1 
'iYf6 

This move cost Black 9 minutes. Now 
he only had 3 left. If Black had played 
sedately White would have won a pawn 
and an easy win would follow. 

31 . .ixd3? 
3 1 .l:Id2 was much better, after which 
White wins a pawn. In some variations 
Black introduces a pawn on f3 
( . . .  tlJeS -tlJf3 +) , but with correct play 
White should win. 

31 ... exd3 32.@g2 
After 3 2 . .:xd3 tlJe4 Black gets a good 
attack and cannot lose. 

32 ... tt:Je4 
In a newspaper commentary the next day, 
Valcarcel gave the interesting continua
tion 32  . . .  'ifeS 3 3 .tlJf3 'iVe4 34.�a4 
tlJc4 ! ,  where Black has very good options. 
A possibility is . . .  h7-h6 and . . .  g6-g5 . But 
White can play better: 3 3 .llcS ! .  
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33.f3 b6 
Valcarcel sees that 3 3  . . .  °iid8 34.b4 b6 
3 5 .l'Ia6 'i¥c8 3 6 .bS tLlc3 3 7 .l:rxd3 
tLlxbS 3 8 .�xb6 tbxd4 3 9 .�xd4 'i¥c2+  
40.@fl ifh2 offers Black good drawing 
chances although White may play to 
win via 4 1 .l:if 4 (another possibility that 
could lead to a win is 3 6 .l':.xb6 'iYc7 
3 7 .fxe4 'iixb6 3 8 . �xd3 ) .  The white 
knight is very strong and the black 
queen is not very useful for blocking 
passed pawns. 

34.l:[a7 
Better than 34.na8 tLlcS 3 5 .b4 if e7 
3 6 .@f2 'ti'b7 3 7 .�d8 'ifa6 . 

34 ... t2Jxg3 
One minute left to make seven moves! 
This sacrifice was hopeful but there 
might have been drawing chances with 
34  . . .  tLics 3 5 .b4 'ifes 3 6 .@f2 'iib8 .  

35.@xg3 'iYe5+ 36.@f2 'iYbS 
37.�a4 'ifh2+ 38.�e1 'iYxh4+ 
39.\t>d2 'iff2+ 40.@xd3 h5 
41 .�a7 h4 42.�c7 'i!Vg3 43Jlc2 
if e5 44.�g1 1 -0 

Semi-Slav Defence 
Wolfgang Uhhnann 
Bent Larsen 

Game 6 1  

6th match game, Las Palmas 1 97 1  

The first few moves were rapidly 
played; they were a replica of the fourth 
game. I was playing my beloved Meran 
Variation with which I have yet to lose a 
game. 

1 .c4 t2Jf6 2.t2Jc3 e6 3.t2Jf3 d5 
4.d4 c6 5.e3 t2Jbd7 6.�d3 dxc4 
7.�xc4 b5 8.�d3 �b 7 

I had used this same variation against 
Ivkov in 1 965 and since then it forms 
part of my repertoire although I do not 
use it very often. 
The old main line 8 . . .  a6 9 .e4 cS was 
not then popular on account of 
Reynolds' variation 1 O .d5 . 

9.e4 b4 1 O.t2Ja4 c5 1 1 .eS t2Jd5 
1 2.tLixcS 

At this point I spent 5 minutes thinking 
about my next move. Usually I play it 
without hesitation but I was merely go
ing over it in my head. In reality, this 
was a new line which I had employed 
in the match against Portis ch ( 1 9 6 8) , 
and which I had also revised in Las 
Palmas. 
'Why, then, didn't you use it in the 
fourth game? '  asked Pierre Dumesnil 
after the game. 
' I  wanted it mostly as a solution in case 
of an emergency' ,  I replied. 
'You should play poker,' he said, 'I am 
sure you would win lots of cash! '  
There are two possible continuations : 
1 2 .0-0 ,  introduced by Portisch in our 
match in 1 968 ,  and 1 2 .dxcS ,  which 
was played against me by Uhlmann in 
Monaco, in 1 968 .  After 1 2 .dxcS 'i!VaS 
1 3 .0-0 �xc5 ! ?  1 4.a3 �e7 1 5 .�d2 0-0 
1 6 .�e 1 �fd8 I had a good game (and 
won) . 

1 2  ... tLixcS 
Against Ivkov I won with the doubtful 
1 2  . . .  �xcS ; however against Uhlmann I 
ended up in a lost position in the 4th 
game after 1 2  . . .  �xcS 1 3 .dxc5 'if aS ? !  
1 4.'i¥e2 ! tbxc5 ? !  1 5 .�bs+ @f8 1 6 .0-0 
h6 1 7 .�e3 ! tbxe3 1 8  .fxe3 . I managed 

Candidates quarter-final ,  Las Pa lmas 1 971 
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to win the game but only because 
Uhlmann made a mistake due to time 
trouble. 

1 3.dxc5 �xc5!? 
This is truly an innovation. The books 
give 1 3  . . .  'ifaS as an example; a move 
which was played in an old game, 
where White obtained the better posi
tion. It is the only move in the match 
that is open to more theoretical analysis. 
Perhaps one day this (new) variation 
will come to be named the Las Palmas 
Variation. 

14.�bS+ 
Later some experts pointed out that 
1 4.0-0 was better. Also interesting is 
1 4.tlJgS although after the reply 
1 4  . . .  'if c7 Black seems to have an even 
game. 

14 ... @e7! 

1 5.0-0 
The idea is that 1 5 .�g5 +  f6 1 6 .�h4 
( 1 6 .�d2 �xf2+) 1 6  . . .  ViaS or 1 6  . . .  tt:Jf4 
turns out to be very good for Black. 

1 5  ... 'G'b6 1 6  . .id3? 
Probably better is 1 6.'if e2 . 

1 6  ... h6 1 7.'ife2 nhd8 
Black has an excellent position. White's 
queen's bishop is useless and this is 
why I think that the best move he has is 
1 8  .a3 , to try to open up the game for 
his queen's bishop. 

1 8.�d2? @fa 1 9.nac1 l::tacS 

Good also was 1 9  . . .  as ! ?  with the idea 
20 .�k2 tbe7 .  Now 2 1 .l::tfc l  is not pos
sible due to 2 1  . . .  �xf2 +. 

20.l:tc2 as 21 .l::tfc1 '1t>g8 
Useful and secure; meanwhile White 
cannot do much. 

22.h3 tt:Je7 

This knight defends the kingside very 
well. Black now has a clear advantage. I 
have studied this type of position exten
sively and conclude that if White does 
not get an attack on the kingside, his 
advanced king's pawn will only consti
tute a weakness and White's position 
will be unsustainable. 
However, White will worsen his posi
tion because of his next move, which is 
a serious mistake. 

23.tt:Je1 ? �d4 24.l::txcS �xc8 
25.llxcS+ tt:Jxc8 26.b3? 

It was better to try 2 6. tbf3 . 
26 ... tt:Je7 27.tt:Jf3 �c5 28 . ..ie1 tt:Jf5! 

If White plays 2 9 .�xfS there is nothing 
to oppose Black's strong bishop. He is 
preparing an eventual �e4, which is 
not possible now due to tbg3 .  It is obvi
ous that Black's pieces are much more 
active than White's. 

29.@f1 'if c6 
Another attempt at . . .  ttJd4. 

30 . .tbS fl/c7 31 .�d3 tt:Jd4! 
32.ttJxd4 �xd4 

White is lost. He has to give up his 
king 's pawn. 
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33.f4? 
He refuses to part with it! Of course, 
with correct play, Black should win; but 
this move makes it much easier. 

33 ... 'ffc1 34.'if d2 
The strength of the long diagonal 
would be appreciated after 34.g3 f6 . 

34 ... if a1 35.'fic2 
Uhlmann believed he had a defence but 
this was non-existent. Black is poised to 
win at least two pawns after . . .  .tc3 and 
. . .  �xe l , followed by . . .  'ifxa2. 
Or 3 5  . .tc2 �a6+ 36 . .ltd3 �c3 .  

35 ... �c3 36.'ifb1 ? 

Otherwise White loses a pair of pawns. 
We will now see a beautiful move 
which wins a piece whatever White 
plays. 

36 ... �a6l 0-1 

This game illustrates clearly the advan
tages that Black has in many variations 
of the Queen's Gambit, where White 
moves his e-pawn without being able to 
organize any kind of attack on the op
ponent's kingside. 

French Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Wolfgang Uhlmann 

Game 62 

9th match game , Las Palmas 1 97 1  

The 'blind' chess which I had played in 
the eighth round weakened my confi-
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dence a little. I wanted to play a relaxed 
game without taking unnecessary risks 
that would make a draw difficult. Did 
Uhlmann really want to play the French 
Defence again . . .  ? 

1 .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.ttJd2 cs 
4.exd5 exd5 5 . .tbs+ �d7 
6.'ife2+ 

In the end I played the book move 
instead of 6 . .ixd7 + ,  against which 
Uhlmann had played well in the 3rd 
and S th games. 

6 ... �e 7 7.dxc5 ttJf6 8.ttJgf3 0-0 
9.ttJb3 l::te8 1 O . .ie3 �xc5 
1 1 .�xd7 ttJbxd7 1 2.ttJxcS ttJxcS 
1 3.'ifbS! l::tcS 14.0-0 a6 

A novelty. The game Ivkov-Portisch, 
Hamburg 1 96 5 ,  continued: 1 4  . . .  'iVd7 
1 5 . 'lixd7 lbcxd7 and the game was 
eventually drawn. However I am sure 
that White has an advantage in this 
line. 

1 5.'S'b4 lle4 1 6.'ifd2 h6 1 7.l:lad1 
ttJe6 1 8.l::tfe1 'fic7 1 9.c3 Ilea 
20.h3 b5 

I do not think this is the best move, but 
in any case White will end up with a 
slight advantage. I just love to play 
against an isolated queen's pawn! 

21 .ttJd4 ttJxd4 22.�xd4 ttJhS 

Certainly a mistake, but Uhlmann prob
ably wanted to complicate matters in 
view of his match situation. With the 
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rooks out of the way he would have 
good drawing chances. 

23.ld.xe4 dxe4 24.�e3 
Controlling the only open file; White 
has a clear advantage. 

24 ... ld.e6 25. 'S' d8+ 
Probably the best. Not very clear is 
2 S .11f dS tLlf6 26 .'ifa8+ followed by 
2 7 .l::ld8 (because of 2 7 . . .  l::td6 ! ) . 

25 ... ifxd8 26.llxd8+ 'lt>h7 27.g4 
ttJf6 28.@g2 g5 29. 'it>g3 ttJe8 
30.h4 gxh4+ 31 .'lt>xh4 @g6 
32.b3 f5 33.gxf5+ @xf5 
34.ld.d5+ @g6 35.l:th5 @h7 
36.@g3 ttJg7 37.l:tc5 'lt>g6 38.c4 
bxc4 39.ld.xc4 ttJh5+ 40.'lt>h4 
ttJf6 41 .ld.c5 ld.d6 42.�a5 ttJd5 
43.�d2 @f7 

The sealed move. The position offers 
White winning chances due to the three 
isolated black pawns, and also since a 
bishop and rook are stronger than a 
knight and rook in an open position. 

44.�c1 ld.c6 45.ild2 l:td6 
46.@h3 @g7 47 . .ltc1 ttJf6 48.1tf4 
ld.c6 49.@h4 @g6 50.b4 ttJg8 

This came as a surprise, though it was 
probably the best defence. Had he not 

done this, my next move S I .@g3 !  
would have been even stronger. 

51 .a3 ld.f6 52.@g3 ttJe7 53.�e5 
ttJc6 54.�xf6 ttJxa5 55.�d4 ttJc4 

After SS  . . .  tLlc6? S6 .�c3 White has very 
good options. His king attacks the 
e-pawn and his a and b-pawns will cre
ate a passed pawn at the right moment. 

56.a4 'lt>f5 57.a5 
A horrible move but probably the best 
one available. 

57 ... ttJd6 58.�c5 

58 ... 'it>e5?? 
Incredible once more! Uhlrnann errs in 
his calculations ! After S 8 . . .  tLi b S 
S9 .'it>h4 @es 60.@hs 'lt>ds 6 t .<t>xh6 
tLla3 6 2 .WgS tLlc2 followed by 
. . .  tLie l -d3 Black would have drawn eas
ily. 

59.1txd6+1 @xd6 60.@f4 @d5 
If60  . . .  @c6 6 1 .@xe4 ®bs 62 .f4. 

61 .b5 axb5 62.a6 @c6 63.'it>xe4 
b4 

Or 63 . . .  hS 64.f4 h4 65 .fS h3 66.@f3 
b4 67  .a7 ®b7 68 .f6 etc. The white 
queen checks exactly one move ahead 
of Black's. 

64.f4 1 -0 
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Chapter 17 

Palma de Mallorca 1971 

I played badly and with little concentration in the last few rounds in the Las Palmas 
Tournament. However, I was successful in one of the games thanks to a psychologi
cal trap I played in the opening. 

Most openings have been analysed extensively . . .  The reason why I sometimes 
played I . b3 is precisely to get away from the 'book' . In Palma de Mallorca there 
were several players who had this same idea, and that is why some games started 
with I .b3 and others with 2 .b3 (Andersson favours I .tlJf3 d5 2 .b3 ) .  Poor Ruy 
Lopez! His opening was played only once in the entire tournament! 

The move l .b3 inexorably followed in the footsteps of many other openings; it 
was deeply analysed to such an extent that it seemed almost to have been dominated 
by theory. Young players from Siberia, Australia and Indonesia soon discovered my 
game against Bellon. As soon as that happened I started playing something else. 

But . . .  how come I played l .b3 against Bellon? Precisely because he, himself, was 
an advocate of this opening and if at the time he had found a strong reply against it 
I would not have practised it so assiduously. 

A Psychologica l Opening 

Game 6 3  
Nimzowitsch/Larsen Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Juan Manuel Bellon Lopez 
Palma de Mallorca I 9 7 I 

1 .b3!? b6!? 2.�b2 .tb7 
Symmetrical ! It is not surprising; if he 
likes playing it as White, why not as 
Black? I had this same position in a 
game against M. Colon, in San Juan in 
Puerto Rico, 1 969 .  That game contin
ued 3 .f4 f5 4.e3 ttJf6 ?  5 . .txf6 ! and I 
had a good game, developing the idea 
of 0-0-0,  h2-h3 and g2-g4. Black could 
have avoided this with 3 . . .  e6. Now, 
which would be Bellon's next move? 
Surely 3 . . .  f5 , because as White, he usu
ally adopts Bird's Opening. Bearing this 
in mind, I laid the trap! 

206 

3.e3!? f5? 
I could have played 3 . . .  e6 and if 4.f4, I 
would continue with the symmetry (I 
also like Bird's Opening! ) .  Theoretically, 
White has a slight edge in symmetrical 
positions, though here it is not that easy 
to take advantage of the extra tempo. 
Such positions sometimes came about 
in Bird's games, a hundred years ago, 
when the English master used his 
opening. 



4 . .ie2!! 
This is probably the first time that this 
position appears. At first glance it might 
look odd because Black may take the 
knight's pawn with 4 . . . �xg2 ,  but this 
move would be a mistake due to 
S .�hS+ !  g6 6 .ilf3 �xhl 7 .�xhl ltJf6 
8 .1lxa8 and although the bishop is en
closed White's advantage is apparent 
and he may continue with 9 .  if f3 . 

4 ... ttJf6 5.�xf6! exf6 6 . ..if3 
White has the better game because of 
Black's poor pawn structure on the 
kingside. Having the bishop pair is not 
enough compensation as this position 
is not the most suitable to be able to de
velop them to their maximum poten
tial. For starters, one of them must 
'hide' or accept being exchanged. 

6 ... tt:Jc6 7.tt:Je2 g6 8.c4 �d6 
9.ttJbc3 0-0 1 O.a3! 

Black has no acceptable plan, so I qui
etly push my pawns, thus gaining more 
space. 

1 o ... l::te8 1 1 .b4 'if ca 1 2.d4 tt:Jda 
1 3.cS i.f8 1 4.ttJf4 <ii>g7!? 

Probably not the best, but there's not 
much else. 

Chap ter 1 7  - Palma d e  Mal lorca  1 9  7 1  

1 5.h4! 
This was my main plan. The other pawn 
moves were just complementary. 

1 5  ... tt:Je6 1 6.tt:Jxe6+ l:lxe6 
It is obvious that taking with the pawn 
loses a piece after 1 7  .c6 �a6 1 8 .bS .  

1 7.ttJdS l:re8 1 8.hS �xdS 
1 9.�xd5 c6 

Palma de Mal lorca 1 971 

2 Panno,Oscar 
3 l'or't;isch;ujos • ; _ : 
4 Reshevs�y.Samuel 

5 . • :Aii(f¢rss9ll;.tJli • · • , � · 
6 Csom,Istvan 
7 ·• · tarsen,�t • •• 
8 Benko.Pal 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

t :  Vt :vi: Vi ,  Yi Yi •  L 1h l ' f  Yz Yi T i , ,-:i - f .· :1f.o 
1/1 * V2 1/2 V2 1/2 1 1h 1 V2 1 I V2 1 I 1 1 1 .0  

. 
·. . Yz ; Y-1: * 1/i; : Vi · Yr 1 · V1· YL' 1 '%- : ·Yi- · I , :1 ·"112: ' : 10' : : l ()JO '. 

1/2 1/2 1/2 * V2 0 1 1/2 V2 I '12 1 1/2 1 1 1 1 0 .0 
)({ .Yz :� iYz· * ·'12 . ( l � Yi >1 Yi % > O:' Y� . f :� l:' ?- �9.S: 
'12 1/2 1/2 l 1/2 * 0 0 1 1/2 1/1 1/2 1/2 1 1 1 9 .0  . .  ' . . 

�: : � er o - o  t> o 1 · · * 112 •1 2.: ' f t · -1 J t : · :;I::.: f.,, :  ·'9.:o; 
1/2 '12 '11 '11 0 1 1/1 * '11 1 1/2 V1 1/2 '11 V1 I 8 . 5 

9•.: · . . ·l)ollner;Jair Hem 
1 0  Tatai,Stefano 

· · : :  , ','. �·-·V�-( f  Y2: Vi :111: 9: Y:i- ·.� · * :  �· '  o .  Yi ; - l 1 i' � !A ' �� ];0> 

1 1  J<eeneJ�ayri;torid 
I 2 Pomar Salamanca.Arturo 
1 3  Bisguier,Arthur Bernard 
1 4 Garcia Martinez,Silvino 
1 5  Medina Garcia Antonio 

0 1/2 0 0 0 1/2 0 0 1/2 * 1 1/2 I 1 1 1 7 .0  
1Ji o: �y:1, :1h. '. .� % , o W <l :0 :  * · 'O :�< 11z> , y; �, �: > . ;_ ;·�jj� 
1/2 O 1/2 0 V2 1/2 0 1/2 '12 1/2 1 * '12 0 V1 1/2 6 .0  
0 
0 
0 

% o, lf i 1 Yz 0 ,. -0 · ' o 112 - - � 'Vi' �* ; vt'Vi 1li .  : 
· s5 

0 0 0 l/2 

0 'h 0 0 
0 
0 

0 0 0 1/1 1/2 1 1/2 * 1 V2 4.5 

0 0 0 'h Y1 1h 1h 0 * 'h , 3·.0 
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20.�a21 
The best retreat for the bishop, threat
ening 2 I . 'ifb3 .  As can be seen on many 
occasions, opposite-coloured bishops 
favour the attacker. What can the black 
bishop do to control the light squares? 

20 ... d5 21 .cxd6 �xd6 22.'iff3 
I saw that Bell6n's desperate attempt to 
initiate some action on his next move, 
posed no danger. I could also have 
played 2 2 .l::tc l  'ifa6 2 3 .'ifb3 or 
22  . . .  1i'd7 23 .1!t'f3 . 

22 ... 'ii'a6!? 
It is logical that in a situation like 
Bell6n's, one would try to complicate 
matters. The modest alternative 
2 2  . . .  'ifd7 could have been answered 
with 2 3 .l::tc l  l:.ac8 24.'S'h3 :hs (if ' 
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24 . . .  gS 2 5 .�b l g4 2 6 .h6+ @h8 
27 .'ifh5) 2 5 .h6+ <it>f8 26 .0-0 followed 
by a break in the centre with e3-e4. 

23. 'iVxc6 l::ted8 24.b5 1!t'xa3 
25.<it>e21? 

The rooks are connected and the white 
king is secure; this, for the black king, is 
non-existent. 

25 ... 'ifb2+ 26.@f3 g5 
Menacing mate! 

27.g3 @h6 
If2 7  . . .  .U.ac8 28 .'ii'ds . 

28.�e6 f4 29.gxf4 gxf4 30.:ag1 
fxe3 31 .fxe3 

The black king cannot survive this on
slaught where so many pieces are at
tacking. 

31 ... l::tabB 32.'ii'e4 f5 33.'ii'h4 1 -0 



Chapter 18 

Teesside 1972 

A couple of days before the start of this tournament, which was proclaimed to be 
the strongest in England since the one in Nottingham in 1 936 ,  a telegram was re
ceived from Moscow informing that due to unforeseen circumstances the Soviet 
representatives Tal and Vasiukov would not be able to participate. 

This forced the organisers to make last-minute arrangements and contract inter
national masters Ree (Netherlands) and Gyula Sax (Hungary) ; the latter being the 
winner of the European Junior Championships. 

The reasons that led to the non-participation of the Soviets will probably 
never be known, but it may have something to do with the expulsion in Mos
cow of the Times ' correspondent about two weeks later. The great majority of 
those who organise' chess events do not wish to mix chess with politics, but 
sometimes this is not possible. 

In the first round - I was playing White - my opponent was the young Yugoslav 
grandmaster Ljubojevic , who had beaten me in the last tournament in Palma de 
Mallorca. Once the tournament director finished with his short speech I made my 
first move . . . .  

Teesside 1 972 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

1 La.rsen,.Bent · i660 
2 Ljubojevic,Ljubomir 25 1 0  

* · l  Y2 ·· 
0 0 * 

l/i 1 : ::1• 

Yi 0 l v-1 • i ·•· · 1. :, l �  ¥1 y2 :  V:? : i:YW' :· :· • 1 1 .0 
0 '/2 l/2 l/2 1 V2 I 1 1/2 1 I 1 I I 0 .0 

3 Portisch,Lajos . . 2630 Y2 % l '  Y2 J �' ·J:' ;;c( :YfW?i ·· :�:j • ) :1��'.,: ; .•· . •  : 9,s . 
4 Gligoric,Svetozar 2600 V2 V2 1/2 V2 V2 0 1 1 0 1 1 1 9 .0  * V2 V2 V2 
S Tringo��drgi: · '.: : : 2490 · o Y2�: i/2 Q '.111, ·l :'J Vi US 1 • v;.: : : 1 ;:, < f9Jr 1Ji # ;  � :Vi . . 

6 Parma.Bruno 2530  1 
7 �<lersson. rn.r �" · : : : : tfas � o 

V2 0 V2 V2 * V1 1/1 1/2 1 1/2 1/2 1/2 V2 V2 1 8 . 5  
0 - ,�A 1/1 Yi Vi. * 1/2 �� Yt ·y{· ;f_ ; ¥; ,  J : .i. :(t:: '> . ; :8.i5�; 

8 Gheorghiu,Florin 2530  1/2 V2 0 V2 1/2 V2 * 1/2 0 1 1/2 1 1/2 1/2 V2 
9, · Keene.Raymond· , :"i ' '  ��65' '  < 0 i()'.'V1 1h Ya 1/:i .Vz: � - '  *' - �Q.'-�;�i> Cf�;,� <�\lf :fr 

1 0  Sax,Gyula 2400 0 0 0 I 0 0 V2 1 1 * 0 1/2 V2 V2 I 1 
r ,1 , : wa:de,RoBert · : :: ·: , ;� 72365'::· ·  · · o,· ·1tli :  l . · o  o : "h  · V2::' d ;:,·ih:!'l f ·it( : _f>vi, : ij:dA::::vE . .  
I 2 Bilek.Istvan 2 48 5 1/2 0 1/2 0 V2 V2 0 1/2 1 1/2 0 * 1/2 1 V2 1/2 
1 3  . Hecb.t,Hans J<;>acpim 2i4ZO __ , Yi; Q % l o Vi i/2 (}.'. o ·* 1h · iA �- *: �" :v2: .· 1 : 
1 4  Ree.Hans 2430 1/2 0 V2 0 0 1/2 0 1/2 V2 1/2 1 0 V2 * 1 1/2 
1 5  �Bellin.,Robert 13�t .5; : ·O; · 16  O 0 Vt >/2 O Ya o · · o: , .Y2 · :· : y2 YL (f * � � - , , 
1 6  Caffert .Bernard 2440 0 0 V2 0 0 0 0 1/2 0 0 V2 V2 0 1/2 1/2 * 
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Game 64 22.eS! dxe5 23.ttJfxeS fxe5 
Polish Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Ljubomir Ljubojevic 
Teesside 1 9 7 2 

1 .ltJf3 t2Jf6 2.g3 b5!? 
I believe this to be perfectly acceptable. 
The funny thing is that it was my inten
tion to play 2 .c4 but . . .  I forgot! ! 

3.�g2 .,ib7 4.ttJa3 
A strange idea, but I don't think that 
there 's anything to refute Black's play. 

4 ... a6 5.c4 b4 6.ttJc2 e6 7.0-0 cs 
S.b3 �e 7 9.�b2 0-0 1 O.d4 d6 
1 1 .ttJe3 ttJbd7 

The position is even. Probably the best 
continuation for White must be 
1 2 .  ltJe 1 . What I actually played is not 
justified; I knew it was very risky. 

1 2.dS?! exd5 1 3.cxdS ttJb6 
1 4.'iYd3 ttJfxdS 

Of course, 1 4  . . .  ltJbxdS ? would be bad 
in view of 1 S .ltJg S !  ltJxe3 1 6 .�xf6 . 

1 5.ltJfS �f6 1 6.�xf6 'ifxf6 1 7.e4 
g6! 1 S.ttJh6+ @g7 1 9.'ifd2 ttJc3 
20.ltJg4 'if e7 21 .l::tfe1 f6? 

Black loses his advantage with this 
move. Ljubojevic's mistake was in play
ing moves 1 S to 24 far too quickly. 
Given the nature of the position, he 
should have taken more time to think 
out his moves. 

2 1 0  

24.l:txeS 'if f7 
The best continuation was 24  . . .  'ifd7 !  
2 S .'ifxd 7 +  ltJxd7 2 6 .l:te 7 +  l:tf7 
2 7 .�xf7+ �xf7 2 8 .�xb7 l:ta7 and 
White has no advantage in the ending 
whilst Black will be active on the 
queenside once again, with . . .  a6-aS and 
. . .  aS-a4. 

25.�ae1 ttJbdS 
Let us study other alternatives: 
A) It is too late now to play 2 S  . . .  l:tae8 ,  

as White would obtain a clear posi
tional advantage; 

B) 2 5  . . .  ltJcS would break the connec
tion between the black rooks, which 
would allow the continuation 2 6  . .txb7 
'ifxb7 2 7  .'ifh6+ �g8 2 8 .l:te8 ;  

C) If Black intends to sacrifice the 
queen with 2S  . . .  hg2 26 .l::te7 �dS ? 
(26 . . .  �e4 2 7 .ifd6! and White gains ma
terial whilst Black is left with a very vul
nerable position) there follows 2 7 .  'ifh6+ 
<iitih8 28 .ltJf6 !  followed by mate. 

26 . .,ixdS ttJxdS 27.'ifb2! 
Black has gained a piece but I have the 
better chances since all my pieces are 
poised for action. 
Following my last move, which may ap
pear rather tame, Ljubojevic will not be 
able to prevent the loss of his queen. 

27 ... ttJc3 28.�e 7 �ads 
29.l:txf7+ @xf7 30.'if c1 lld1 !? 
31 .'iff4+ @gs 32.'if eS i:txe1 + 
33.'ifxe1 �e4 34.'if d2 h5 
35.ltJeS l::teS 36.'if d6 ttJxa2 
37.g4 c4 3S.'iff6 l:tfS 39.'ifxa6 
c3 40. 'if c4+ 1 -0 

What conclusion could I arrive at from 
this game? The answer was in the reali
sation that I might be able to win other 
games where the main idea was to take 
control of the long dark-squared diago
nal: thus I continued to play the open-



ing move l .b3 on six occasions . . .  win
ning six points ! !  
I played I . 4Jf3 only one other time and 
this game resulted in a draw. I won 5 0% 
of my games playing with the black 
pieces, losing against Parma in the last 
round, when I was already the winner 
of the tournament. 
To summarize : I did not play well in the 
first half of the tournament, getting 
into losing positions against Gligoric 
and Ree; then I improved my perfor
mance and the game against Wade, in 
the 1 2th round, is probably the best of 
the tournament. 

Game 65 

Nimzowitsch/1'..arsen Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Robert Wade 
Teesside I 9 7 2 

1 .b3 
I played this opening move in Teesside 
on six different occasions - and I won 
all six! Andersson was the only one to 
play the sharp reply I . . .  e5 . 

1 ... d5 2.�b2 c5 3.e3 
No good is 3 .4Jf3 on account of 3 . . .  f6 ! .  
Everybody is aware of this now, after 
the Petrosian-Fischer match : even 
Nimzowitsch knew it! 

3 ... tt:Jf6 4 . ..ib5+ �d7 5.�xd7+ 
tt:Jbxd7 6.tt:Jf3 e6 7.c4 �e7 8.0-0 
0-0 9.if e2 a6?1 

This cannot be the best move. After the 
game Wade explained that he expected 
me to play e3 -e4, to which he would 
have replied . . .  d5-d4 and then followed 
up with an attack on the queenside 
with . . .  b7-b5 . 
In quiet positions many players tend to 
play ' luxurious' moves, as here. 
9 . . .  l:tc8 was better. 

1 0.llJc3 1i'a5 1 1 .cxd5 exd5 1 2.d4 

C hap ter  1 8  - Teess i d e  1 9  72  

White's plan is simple : play against 
Black's d-pawn. 

1 2  .. J1ac8 1 3.dxc5 tt:Jxc5 14.llJd4 
tt:Je6 

Probably l 4 . . .  g6 was better, but nobody 
wants to weaken their king's position in 
this manner. 

1 5.llJfSI 
The reply would have been exactly the 
same if 1 4  . . .  tt:Jce4 had been played. The 
threats along the dark-squared diagonal 
can now be appreciated and although 
the bishops may be exchanged, the 
queen will take over control of this 
diagonal. 

1 5  ... �a3 1 6.l:[ac1 
An important moment. So far Black has 
been a tempo ahead in development, 
but White catches up at this point and 
Black is not able to come up with any 
meaningful continuation. One could 
say, therefore, that White has an obvious 
advantage since he has a strong knight 
posted on f5 and Black has a weak 
d-pawn. 
l 6.tlJa4 would not have been good due 
to 1 6  . . .  �xb2 1 7  .'ifxb2? b5.  

1 6  ... :ctc7 
Possibly better is 1 6  . . .  �h8 to avoid the 
check with the knight at e7 .  

1 7.tt:Ja4 i.xb2 1 8. 'if xb2 b5 

White is now in a position to control 
the only open file (with llxc7 and 

2 1 1  
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l:tc 1 ) .  Black could not play 1 8  . . . %:[fc8 
because of l 9 .tlJe7 + .  

1 9.tt:JcSI 
Surely Wade was hoping for l 9 .tlJc3 
%:[fc8 2 0 .tlJe2 with just a microscopic 
advantage to White, but there was a 
better continuation. 

1 9  ... 'ifb6 
The alternative 1 9  . . .  tlJxcS 2 0 .b4 '1Vb6 
transposes into the actual game. 

20.b4 tt:Jxc5 
Against 2 0  . . .  <it>h8 the reply 2 1 .'ifeS 
would be strong ; for instance:  
2 1 .  . .  tlJxcS 2 2 .bxcS l:rxcS 2 3 .'iVe7 %:[cc8 
(23 . . .  %:[fc8? 24.%:[xcS 'it'xcS 2 S .tlJd6) 
24.tlJd6. 
If 20 . . .  I:r.e8 White would gain control 
of the c-file with 2 1 .tlJb3 and so have 
sufficient positional advantage to en
sure a win. 

21 .%:[xc51 
Good also is: 2 1 .bxcS (2 1 .  . .  %:[xcS ? 
2 2 .'it'd4!)  and the passed pawn would 
be very strong. However, with 2 l .%:[xcS !  
this pawn is  even stronger, because 
Black only has one rook to stop it and 
White's rook will quickly enter into ac
tion. If Black avoids the rook exchange, 
White will be totally in control of the 
only open file. 

21 ... .l:txcS 22.bxcS 'iV e6 
Black decides not to take the pawn. 
Why? Isn't it better to have a bad posi-

2 1 2  

tion with the advantage of having an 
extra pawn than to have merely a bad 
position? Of course it would, but the 
fact is that there is no problem in recov
ering the material. 
2 2  . . .  'it'xcS 2 3 .%:[c l 'if a7 (23  . . .  'ifb6 
24.%:[c6! 'if as 2 S .h3 tlJe8 2 6.tlJe7 + 
<it> h8 2 7 .  tlJxdS and Black will have a 
miserable position - without the extra 
pawn) 24.%:[c6 (threatening 2 S .%:[xf6) 
24  . . .  tlJe8 2 S .'iYa3 ! now threatens 
tlJe7 + ,  tlJg6+ and l::[xa6 .  

23.tt:Jd4 'if e s  24.11Va3 tt:Jg4 
25.tt:Jf3 

This knight is attentive to everything! It 
attacks the kingside, it defends its own 
king and, as we shall see later, it will 
play an important role on the queen
side. This is possible because it has a se
cure base on d4. As Reti stated, the most 
unpleasant aspect of the weakness of an 
isolated pawn is that it gives the enemy 
pieces the square immediately in front 
of the pawn. 

25 ... 'iVc7 26.%:[c1 as 
Or 26 . . .  %:[a8 2 7 .c6 and Black has no 
hope. 

27. 'if d3 b4 28.c6 
This pawn promises an easy win. It was 
also good to take the queen's pawn but 
this pawn is so weak that there is no im
mediate rush to do so. 

28 ... tt:Jf6 29.tt:Jd4 h5 
Wade is now seriously pressed for 
time. His position has been lost for a 
while : the white passed pawn is far too 
strong. 

30.'iffS 'ifc8 31 .c7 a4 32.'ifxc8 
%:[xc8 33.tt:JfS 1 -0 

Black resigned. 
A good positional game which shows 
just how weak an isolated d-pawn can 
be. The game also shows the impor
tance of having a centralised knight. 



Game 66 

Nimzowitsch/Larsen Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Bernard Cafferty 
Teesside 1 9  7 2 

Here's another game with the theme 
'Controlling the long dark-squared di
agonal ' .  

1 .b3 es 2 . .ib2 ttJc6 3.e3 dSI? 
Nobody had ever given me this reply 
before. However the same position was 
arrived at in the game Ljubojevic
Portisch in the 1 3th round: 4 . .ibS .id6 
S .f4! ? 'ifh4+! ?  6 .g3 'iVe7 ,  and although 
Ljubojevic had a good game, I do not 
particularly like White's structure since 
the light squares are weak. . 

4.ilbS il.d6 S.c41? · dxc4 6.ltJf3!? 
ttJe7 

After 6 . . .  cxb3 7 .'iVxb3 (7 .ltJxeS ? .ixeS 
8 .�xeS 'if dS ! )  White has a strong ini
tiative in exchange for the pawn. 

7.�xc4 ttJfS 
A strange manoeuvre, but the alterna
tive 7 . . .  0-0 8 .ltJgS ! ?  h6 9 .h4 ! ?  was 
quite disagreeable. 

8.ltJc3 ttJh4 9.g3 ttJxf3+ 1 O.'ifxf3 
0-0 

C hap ter 1 8  - Teessi d e  1 9 7 2  

1 1 .h4!? .ie6? 
White's position is very good. Need
less to say, Black should not have de
spaired and made a move that not 
only leaves him with doubled pawns, 
but also cedes the e4-square to my 
knight. 

1 2  . .ixe6 fxe6 1 3.'ife2 'iff6 
14.ltJe4 'iffS 1 S.d3 l::tad8 1 6.g41? 
'if f 7 

In case of 1 6  . . .  �b4+ 1 7 .@fl 'iff7 
1 8 .a3 followed by b3 -b4 and <it>g2 ,  
White would have a clear advantage. 
The strong knight allows me to 
choose fearlessly where my king is to 
reside. 

1 7.a3 �e7 
Better was 1 7  . . .  ltJb8 ,  trying to place the 
knight at f 6 or cS . 

1 8.0-0-01? �d6 1 9.@b1 'ife7 
20.'lt>a2 as 21 .hS 'S'd7 22.h6 g6 
23.d4! exd4 24.�xd41 es 

24 . . .  ltJxd4 2 S .l:lxd4 and after the im
pending exchange of rooks and queens, 
this would lead to an ending where the 
strong centralised knight will be im
posing. 

2S.�b2 bS 26.@a1 l::tb8 27.l::tdS 
ltJe7 28.l:Id3 'ife6 29Jlhd1 l:lb6 
30.ttJgS 

The beginning of the end. 
30 ... 'if cS 31 .f4 ttJc6 32.if g2 ttJe7 
33.fxeS ilcS 34.ld.d7 �xe3 
3S.l::txe7 .ixgS 36.l:t.g7+ @h8 
37.e6 

Black resigned. 
The long diagonal was opened up 
again! !  

2 1 3  
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Chapter 19 

My First Victory against Smyslov 

The first time I played against Smyslov was at the Munich Olympiad in 1 95 8 ,  with 
a favourable result for the former World Champion. Later I had two other chances 
of beating him, in Moscow, 1 959  and in the Amsterdam Interzonal, 1 964, but both 
times I spoilt my chances and we shared the point. 

Finally, in the first International Tournament in Las Palmas ( 1 9 72) , I clinched the 
frrst victory. We confronted each other in the 1 2th round, when he was ahead of 
me by half a point. That, in itself, was enough to make me determined to win. In 
order to do this, I started with a 'museum piece' in the opening. 

Vienna Game 
Bent Larsen 
Vassily Smyslov 
Las Palmas I 9 7 2 

Game 6 7  

1 .e4 es 2.�c4 lbf6 3.lbc3 
In other games I have played 3 .d3 , 
avoiding the reply 3 . . .  lbxe4, which 
could lead to great complications after 
4.1i'h5.  This time I was sure that 

Sinyslov would also avoid that variation 
since it is not in his style. 

3 ... �b4 4.lbf3 d6 5.0-0 0-0 6.d3 
We now have a Ruy Lopez position 
but with colours reversed. White 
hopes to show that his opponent's 
king 's bishop is not particularly use
ful .  Instead of Black's next move I 
would have preferred 6 . . .  �xc3 7 .  bxc3 
�e6 .  In that case White would proba-

Las Palmas 1 972 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

I Portisch.I.ajos 2il40 ··· * l lh. l/2 l 1 % ' .' I ' 1fi, y; · Vi i: :: � 1 >1 J ·· l 1 2.0 
2 Larsen.Bent 2625 0 * I '/2 '/2 0 1 '/2 l/2 1 1 1 1 I 1 I 1 1 .0  
3 �myslov, Vassily 

. 
·; : : .

·
;, · . . . · · 

2620' • 
'7'2 · o * 1/z Yi I Vi · ·11i.· ·· 1 Vi . 1 L , l · l  J 1 l l.Q 

4 Bronstein,David 2585  '/2 '/2 '/2 * '/2 l/2 1 '/2 '/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 I 1 I I 1 0 .0 
s Beriko,Pal 25 1 5  0 1/i V1 '/1 * l/z. Yi Vi •/2 1 l 1 Vi 1 0 1 9.0 
6 Tatai,Stefano 2460 0 1 0 l/2 l/2 * '/2 •/2 l/2 I l/2 '/2 1 '11 I 1 9 .0  
7 Ghe()rghiu,Florin 25 20 % 0 l/2 0 lh 1h * 1 0 Yl 1 1 1/1 i 1 1lz 8.5 
8 Andersson, Ulf 2 5 3 5  0 1/2 '/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 0 * 1/2 0 1/2 '/2 1 1 1 1 8 .0 
9 tehni�.Heinz 2395 Y.1 % 0 l/2 % Y1. 1 Vi * 1lz Vi 0 V2 1lz l Yi 7.5 

1 0  Medina Garda,Antonio 2 3  8 0 1/2 0 1/2 '/2 0 0 1/2 1 '/2 * 0 0 '/2 1 1 1 7 .0  
i>offiar :Salamanca Arturo 1460 

� 
1 1 .  Yi 0 0 1/1 0 112 0 V2 V2 1 * 1/2 lh. l/2 1/i 1 6 .5  . . ., . . . t 

1 2  Menvielle,Augusto 2 3 65 0 0 0 l/2 0 l/2 0 •/2 I I l/2 * 0 0 1/2 I 5 . 5  
1 3  · Visier 5egov1a,Fernand.,o 2365  0 0 0 0 l/z 0 1h. 0 1/2 Vi Yi I * 1/2 1h Yi ·· 5 . 0 
1 4  Huguet, Bernard 2255  0 0 0 0 0 l/2 0 0 l/2 0 1/2 1 l/2 * 1/2 l/2 4.0 
1 5  Dommgriez 5anz.Juan 2 200  0 ;Q 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 () V2 lh. 111 Yz * Yi 3 .5  
1 6  Valcarcel uan 2200 0 0 0 0 0 0 l/1 0 1/1 0 0 0 l/2 '11 1/z * 2.5  
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bly have continued with 8 .�g3 (see 
also Game 2 5 ) .  

6 ... �e6 7.�xe6 fxe6 8.tt:Je2 
tt:Jbd7 9.c3 .iaS 1 O.a4 c6 1 1 .tt:Jg3 
f!fe7 1 2.'iie2 h6 1 3.d4 �c7 

Possibly not the best but after 1 3  . . .  exd4 
1 4.cxd4 White may have good pros
pects. 

14.b3! 'S'f7 1 S.�a3 l:tfe8 
1 6.dxeS tt:JxeS 1 7.tt:JxeS dxeS 
1 s.ntd1 J::tedS 1 9.�cs a6 20.h3 
l:lxd1 + 21 .J::txd 1 l:td8 22.l::txdS+ 
�xd8 23.lt:Jf1 'if d7 24.'if d2 
'ifxd2 2S.tt:Jxd2 

I refused a draw in this position as I 
thought that Black's doubled pawns are 
a liability, although perhaps not enough 
to lose the game. 

2S ... �c7 26.@f1 lt:Jd7 27.�e3 bS 
28.<lt>e2 

28 .axb5 would have reduced my battle 
front. 

28 ... ®f7 29.tt:Jf3 @e7 30.tt:Je1 
bxa4 

It may have been more prudent for 
Black to avoid this exchange, since it 
leaves the c4-square unprotected. I cer
tainly wasn't going to play axb5 as that 
would reduce Black's defensive front. 

31 .bxa4 .ib6 
3 1  . . .  ltJb6 ?  would be worse as in view of 
3 2  . .ixb6 �xb6 3 3 .ltJd3 . 

32.�c1 

Allowing this exchange would enable 
Black to defend more easily. 

32 ... �as 33.�a3+ cs 
Success for White. If I could find a way 
of anchoring some of Black's pawns on 
dark squares , I could exchange the 
knights and the bishop endgame would 
offer excellent prospects. 

34.<it>d2 @d6 3S.lt:Jd3 
36.�c2 �c6 37.�c1 
38.lt:Jb2 �d8 39.@d3 
40.g3? 

This gives Black some counterplay. 
Much better was 40 .�e3 ! .  

40 ... �d6 41 . <it>e2 c4! 

�c7 
tt:Jb6 
�e7 

The sealed move. The game was ad
journed but would be resumed that 
same day. If Black remains passive 
White may be able to initiate some ac
tion on the kingside with <it>f3 ,  <it>g4, 
h3-h4 and h4-h5 . 

42.aS tt:Jd7 43.tt:Jxc4 �cs 
44.tt:Ja3 

The line 44.�e3 .ixe3 45 .<it>xe3 <it>b5 
is excellent for Black. 

44 ... �d6 4S.lt:Jc4 �cs 46.f3 <it>bS 
47.@d3 �f2? 

Smyslov forgets his own analyses! He 
had come to the conclusion that 
47 . . .  �e7 would rescue him by provid
ing a means to a draw (against 48 .�e3 
Black plays 48 . . .  �c5 ! ) . 

48.lt:Jd6+ @xaS 49.tt:JeS gS 
SO.g4 <it>b6 

Some commentators pointed out that 
5 0  . . .  ]Lc5 is stronger; for instance : 
5 1 .ltJc7 ltJf8 52 .<it>c4 �e7 5 3 .�e3 �d6 
54.ltJe8 �e7 .  In these analyses the tacti
cal trick 54.ltJxe6 ! ?  lt:Jxe6 5 5 .<it>d5 was 
obviously overlooked. Also, probably 
even stronger is 5 3 .�e3 �a3 54 . ..if2! 
�e7 55 .�g3 - or, again, 5 5 .ltJc7 �d6 
5 6 .�c5 ! - and there is no hope for 
Black in this passive position. 

2 1 5  
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51 .ttJd6 �c5 52.ttJf7 �f8 
53.�e3+ 

The position is quietly improving. The 
bishop ending after 5 3 .ttJd8 tbc5+ 
54.@c4 @c7 5 5 .�e3 <it>xd8 5 6 .i.xc5 
i.g7 is difficult to win (but with 
5 6  . . .  �xc5 ? ?  5 7  .@xc5 @c7 5 8 .c4 Black 
could lose) . 

53 ... @c7 54.�f2 
54. @c4 is simpler. 

54 ... a5 55.�g3 i.g7 

56.c4?? 
The position is very interesting. For the 
time being, the white knight is trapped, 
but cannot be attacked. Black's pieces 
are restrained in defending the e-pawn. 
Black is almost in zugzwang. It is 
strange that my two inaccuracies in this 
endgame came on the last move before 
the time control and the funny thing is 
that I was not under time pressure at all ! 
My first idea was to play 5 6 .@c4, 
which is probably enough to win, but I 
was wary of the variation 5 6  . . .  tlJb6+  
5 7 .Wb5 a4 5 8 .tlJxe5 @b7 ,  without giv
ing enough thought to the fact that in 
the bishop endgame after 59 .tlJc4 
tlJxc4 60 .'1t>xc4 a3 6 1 .Wb3 a2 62 .@xa2 
�xc3 I had excellent chances of win
ning thanks to the weakness of the 
h6-pawn. I could also have played 
56 .@c2 a4 5 7 .@b2 and Black is in seri
ous trouble. 5 6 .c4 was an important de-

2 1 6  

cision, but it was wrong since it relin
quishes the important d4-square and 
the c-pawn is within reach of an attack 
by the black pieces. 

56 ... a4 57.@c2 <it>b6?? 
Smyslov took more than forty minutes 
to come up with this move. (This was 
the second sealed move, at 1 am.) 
The next day was a rest day and this al
lowed us to analyse deeply: 5 7 . . .  tt:Jc5 ! .  
This move I studied for over twenty 
hours! In the end I did not find any
thing positive : 5 8 .�xeS + (5 8 .tbxe5 
@b6 59 .tt:Jf7 a3 60 .@b l  �as 6 1 .�d6 
@b4 62 .@a2 @xc4 63 .<it>xa3 tlJd3 and 
Black draws without any difficulty) 
5 8  . . .  ..ixe5 59 .tlJxeS @d6 60 .ttJf7 + 
'<t>e7 6 1 .ltJxh6 @d6 62 .ttJf7 + <lt>e7 
63 .ttJe5 @d6 . 
Smyslov explained after the game that 
he had had some difficulty in decid
ing on his sealed move. He liked the 
idea of 5 7 . . .  tlJb8 so as to take the 
knight to d4, but he did not fancy the 
reply 5 8 .tlJxe5 tbc6 5 9 .tlJxc6 +  @xc6 
60 .e5 . For some obscure reason he 
did not think of taking the knight to 
d4 via b3 . 

58.h4 gxh4 
After 5 8  . . .  �f6 59 .h5 �g7 60.Wc3 
White will quickly win a pawn. White 
could also play 5 8 .@c3 , but it's prefera
ble to try and put the pawn on h5 . 

59.�xh4 ttJfS 60.i.f2+ @c6 
61 .@c3! 

Not 6 1 .�e3 ? tlJg6 62 .�xh6 �xh6 
63 .tbxh6 ttJf4 and Black draws. 

61 ... tt:Jg6 62.@b4 tt:Jf4 
Or 62  . . .  @d7 63 .i.e3 ttJf4 64.cS . 

63.@xa4 tt:Jd3 64.ttJdS+ @d7 
65.i.h4 iJS 66.@b5 

With a pawn in hand and a superior po
sition White will easily win. 

66 ... �e7 
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If 66 . . .  ltJcS 67 .tbf7 ltJd3 68  . .,ig3 �g7 
69.cS We7 70 .c6 ! .  

67.he7 IJ;;xe7 68.ttJc6+ @d6 
69.�b6 ttJc5 70.ttJdB ttJd7+ 
71 .@bS @e7 72.ttJb7 ttJf6 73.c5 h5 
74.gxhS ttJxhS 75.c6 ttJf6 76.@c51 

A triangulation manoeuvre. The idea is 
7 6  . . .  ttJe8 7 7 .@b6 ttJf6 78 .c7 @d7 
79 .ltJd6 . The line after 76 .�b6 ltJe8 
would have been somewhat longer. 

76 ... ttJgB 77.ttJd6 1 -0 
And so, this was my first win against 
Smyslov. I am not happy with my 40th 
and 5 6th moves , but who can play 7 7  
moves without a single error? 
This certainly wasn't an ideal game 
from the spectator�' point of view. 
However many did stay on to find out 
the outcome of this interesting strug
gle. Despite the inaccuracies of this 
ending, it may be considered more than 
satisfactory to win against such a prom
inent opponent, by making the most of 
such a microscopic advantage in the 
ending. 
In our next game in Hastings, I was able 
to beat Smyslov again! 

Editor's note: We conclude this chapter 
with two analysed games from tourna
ments in San Antonio and Hastings 
1 9 7 2 ,  without introductions by Larsen. 

Queen's Indian Defence 
Larry Melvyn Evans 
Bent Larsen 
San Antonio 1 9 7 2 

Game 68 

1 .c4 e6 2.ttJf3 ttJf6 3.g3 b6 
4 . ..tg2 .ib 7 5.0-0 d5 

In the main line of this opening, bish
ops circulating along the light-squared 
diagonal are often exchanged early in 
the game, thus simplifying the position. 
If Black wants to play to win, it is 
tempting to push the pawn to dS and so 
avoid the simplification. 
Nimzowitsch and Botvinnik used this 
opening, but according to modern the
ory, after S . . .  �e7 6 .tbc3 0-0 7 .d4 dS 
8 .ltJeS Black ends up in an inferior po
sition. Playing S . . .  dS straight away then, 
offers better prospects; and it has not 
been analysed as much! 

San Antonio 1 972 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

1h 
• � 

1 Portisch,Lajos 26�0 * 1/2 1 0 l lh 'l'2 1 lfl ·11x t Jh l l , l();S , � 

2 Petrosian, Tigran 2645 l/2 * l/2 1 l/2 l/2 l/2 1 1 '12 l/2 l/2 l/2 1 1 1 1 0 .5 
3 Karpov.Anatoly 2630 0 Yi * 1 'Vi lh 1 Vi Vi 1 1h 1 % .! f 1 . · lQ:g . . # 
4 Gligoric,Svetozar 2575  1 0 0 * l/2 l/2 1 '12 l/2 1 l/2 1 '12 1 1 1 1 0 .0  

. 'f'. 
5 Keres,Pau:l 2600 0 Vi 1h Jh * 1h l l 1 0 V2 Yi· 1 l lf i · ;9:5 
6 Hort, Vlastimil 2600 0 '12 '12 •/2 0 * •/2 1 0 '12 l/2 1 1 1 1 1 9 .0  
7 Suttles.Duncan 1470 Yz 1/2 0 0 1h Vz * lfl '12 l/2 1 ' Vi  1 1 .: 1 1 9,@ . 
8 Mecking,Henrique 2570  •/2 0 l/2 l/2 0 0 '12 * 1 l/2 l/2 1 1 1 l/2 1 8 . 5  
9 Larsen,Bent 2625 0 0 1/2 % 0 l 1h 0 * l 1 0 1 1 1 l : 8.5 

1 0  Byrne, Donald 2470 l/2 l/2 0 0 0 l/2 l/2 l/2 0 * 1 0 l/2 1 1 1 7 .0  
1 1  Evans.Larry 2545 lh l!i '12 l/2 1 1/2 0 1/2 0 0 * 1h 0 lh. 1/1 1 6.5 ' 
1 2  Browne, Walter 2530  l/2 '12 0 0 l/2 0 •/2 0 1 1 l/2 * 1 0 0 1 6 .5  
1 3  Kaplan.Julio 2470 0 1h 1/2 1/2 Vi 0 0 0 0 1/2 1 0 * 1 % 0 S J> . 
1 4  Campos Lopez.Mario l/2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 '12 1 0 * 1 •/2 3 . 5  
1 5  Saidy,Anthony 2425 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 lfi 0 0 Yi 1 % 0 * 1 3 .5 
1 6  Smith Kenneth 2395 0 0 0 0 '12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 l l/2 0 * 2.0 
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6.cxd5 exd5 7.d4 t2Jbd7 8.t2Jc3 
�e 7 9.b3 0-0 1 O.�b2 l::r.eB 
1 1 .tbes ,,ifs 

The simplest solution to all Black's 
problems was 1 1 . . .  �b4 1 2  .a3 i,xc3 
1 3 .�xc3 c6 . . .  , but this was too simple 
for me! I wanted to complicate the 
game and so I was hoping that White 
would weaken his position with f2-f4. 
Of course, it is not entirely clear that 
this move creates a weakness, but this is 
precisely what Black will attempt to 
demonstrate. 

1 2.f4 c5 1 3.e3 cxd4 14.exd4 
t2Je41? 

A pawn sacrifice whose validity is some
what unclear. More solid was 1 4  . . .  ,,ib4 
followed by . . .  �xc3 and . . .  tlJe4. 

1 5.t2Jxe4 dxe4 1 6.'if e2 tlJf6 
1 7.g4 t2Jd5 

It is possible to play 1 7  . . .  'it'dS but if 
White is happy with a draw he could 
play 1 8 .  g S tlJd 7 1 9 .�xe4 'ii xe4 
20 .'ifxe4 .ixe4 2 1 .tlJxd7.  In this end
ing White would have sufficient com
pensation for the pawn, but would find 
it difficult to play for a win. 

Hastings 
1 2 3 4 

1 .• tars�n�Benri .. · 2645 ' * ' 0 1 % 
2 Uhlmann,Wolf gang 2530  1 * 1 l/2 

3. •. Hartston,William 2420 0 0 .  * % 
4 Hort,Vlastimil 2600 l/2 '!z '12 * 

· !i :''TuhhakbV-,v1adilllir 2560 · . ·• v1 ' 112 0 1/i 
6 Radulov,Ivan 2490 1 1/2 1/2 1/2 

·· ·z: · •.� :nrc?wii�;waiter· " : 25�() .·• : 0. ;1(2' Yi Yz .. 

8 Westerinen,Heikki 2450 '11 1 0 l/2 

? •• · � · · s�v�i6�v�511y 2620'. ·  : () .() 'tji Yi 
1 0  Barcza, Gedeon 2465 0 l/2 0 0 
i{

'' 
J\nd�fuo�: µlf 2:53.S 0 Y2 ·o 'h 

1 2  Rajkovic,Dusan 2390 0 0 l/2 1 
lJ ·.·srean,Michael 2275 0 0 % 'Ii 
1 4  Wade.Robert 2 3 7 5  0 0 0 0 
1 s .. · :mer.Brian •2345 . 0 0 Y2 0 
1 6  Mestel onathan 

2 1 8  

1 8.�xe4 f6 1 9.'it'd3!? 
White chooses a difficult line, which 
looks very compromising. Another pos
sibility was 1 9  . .:tad 1 ,  and after 
1 9  . .  .fxeS 20 .dxeS Black cannot escape 
the pin. However, he can play the quiet 
move 1 9  . . .  ncs (with the idea . . .  l:tc7 
and then taking on eS or playing 
. . . 'it' a8) . If the white knight retreats, 
Black will then have good compensa
tion for the pawn: the position of the 
opponent's king is weak and the white 
queen's bishop is not very active. 

1 9  ... g6 20.�xg6 l:.e71 

21 .t2Jf7 
Some days later, Evans told me that he 
would have won with 2 1 .�e4. How-

1972/73 
5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

1A 0 1 - 172 l J 1 1 t 1 1 1 1 1 .S 
'12 'lz l/2 0 1 l/2 l/2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 .0  
l : l/2 1/i 1 'h 1 1 1/i Ih l 112 1 ,._/ 9.5  

l/2 '12 l/2 1/2 1/2 1 l/2 0 l/2 1 1 1 9 .0  
* Yi f 0 1A. l : 1  · 1 0 1 1 0 8.5 

l/2 * 0 1/2 '12 0 1/2 1/2 1 '12 1 1 8 . 5  
0 l * Vi. 1 Yi · 'h i 'Ii Yi 1 'Yi ' 8 .S · 
1 1/2 '12 * 0 '12 1 I/2 0 l/2 l/2 8 .0 

1/2 ' 1h  o� l *· l/z 'h Yi 1/1 l .1/z 1 7 .5 '  
0 1/2 '12 1/2 * 0 1 1 1/2 1 '12 7 .0  
0 1,4 1/z. 0 1lz ' '1 * 'h 1/z f , 1/i i/i 6.5 
0 l/2 0 1/z 1/2 0 l/2 * 1 1/2 1/2 1 6 .5  
1 0 112 0 Vi 0 % 0 * l V2 '12 .. 5 .5  : 
0 '12 '12 1 0 1/2 0 '12 0 * '12 1 4 .5 
0 0 0 Vi Vi 0 y; % Yi � * 1 • 4:5 

I 2 1 /2 0 1 1.  I 2 0 * 3 5 I L  
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ever, after 2 1 .  . .  fxeS 22 .dxeS lLJb4! this 
is not so clear. An interesting continua
tion is 2 3 .'iVc4+ �dS 24.'iVxb4 l:txeS 
2 5 .�xdS + 'ifxdS 2 6 .'1Vc3 �cs + 
2 7 .l:tf2 i.xf2+ 28 .@xf2 l:te2 + ! ?  (prob
ably 2 8 . . .  'it' cS + is enough to secure a 
draw) 2 9 .@xe2 ifg2+  3 0.@d l  l:td8+ 
3 1 .@c l  'ifhl + 3 2 .@c2 'ife4+ and a 
draw by perpetual check. 
2 l .�a3 hxg6 2 2 . .i.xe7 lt:Jxe7 is not 
convenient for White. 

21 ... l:lxf7 22.�xf7 + @xf7 
23.'iYxh7+ �g7 

White has a rook and three pawns 
against two minor pieces, but his 
bishop is poorly located and his light 
squares are dangerously weak. 

24.g5 'ifd6 25.g6+ Wf8 26.�ae1 
lt:Jb4 

At this point I chose to reject a draw of
fer !  It wasn't an easy decision to make 
as, although I was happy with my posi
tion, my stomach had been playing up 
for several days. However I felt that my 
geographical location was such that I 
couldn't very well be a coward since I 
was a mere couple of hundred metres 
from El Alamo where David Crockett 
had fought so bravely . . .  ! 

27. 'iYh3 'iV d5 28.l:te3 nee 
29.l:tfe1 f5 

Defending against the threat 
3 0 .'iVxc8+ ! .  

30.l:t 1 e2 a5 31 .@f2 .ia6 

32.l:te5?? 
Disorientated. To relinquish control of 
the open file was not convenient, but 
nevertheless 3 2 .l:td2 was necessary. 
Then 3 2  . . .  lt:Jc2 ? 3 3 .l:teS ! ..ixeS 34.fxeS 
is enough for a draw. But Black has 
something better: 3 2  . . .  l:tc6 ! .  One of the 
ideas is that after 3 3 .a3 lLJc2 34.l:teS 
�xeS 3 5 .fxeS 'if e4, White does not 
have perpetual check. I do not see any 
defence against 3 2 . . .  l:Ic6 though I can
not guarantee that I would have played 
this since I was rather pressed for time. 
The worst thing about the text move is 
that it almost forces Black to win the 
game! 

32 ... �xe5 33.l:txe5 lt:Jd3+ 
34. @g3 tt:Jxe5 35.fxe5 �b 7 

White does not have perpetual check 
and his passed pawns are not particu
larly dangerous. 

36.'iYhS+ @e7 37.'iVf6+ @d7 
38.'ifxf5+ @c7 39.'iff7+ 'ifxf7 
40.gxf7 .id5 41 .@f4 @d7 42.h4 
@e7 43.h5 @xf7 0-1 

A very difficult game. 

Game 69 

Nimzowitsch/Larsen Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Brian Eley 
Hastings 1 97 2 / 7 3  

1 .b3 e5 2.�b2 lt:Jc6 3.e3 lt:Jf6 
4 . .i.b5 d6 5.lt:Je2 �d7 6.0-0 �e7 
7.f4 e4 

My opponent played the first six moves 
very quickly but at this point he 
thought for a while. By then l .b3 had 
lost all its novelty! 
However I think that 7 . . .  0-0 is better 
(8 . .ixc6 �xc6 9 .fxeS dxeS 1 0 .�xeS??  
'ifdS) . 

8.lt:Jg3 0-0 
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Just ten days earlier, in an exhibition 
match in Mexico, the game had contin
ued 8 . . .  �g4!?  9 .'ife l  �d7 1 o .t2Jc3 
l2Jb4 1 l .�xd7+ 'ti°xd7 1 2 .l:f.c l  dS 
1 3 .a3 l2Jc6 1 4.d3 exd3 1 5 .cxd3 0-0-0 
1 6 .b4 �b8 1 7  .e4, with a strong posi
tional advantage to White (Larsen
Escombrillas) . 

9.�xc6 bxc6 
After 9 . . .  �xc6 1 O .ltJfS the long 
dark-squared diagonal will be very 
strong for White, and Black's bishop at 
c6 rather inactive. 

1 O.c4 d5 1 1 .l2Jc3 .tree 1 2.l:f.c1 
�g4 

Black is trying to occupy the square d3 
( . . .  l2Jd7 -c5 -d3) ,  That is, of course, if 
White allows it! 

1 3.t2Jce2 t2Jd7 1 4.h3 �xe2 
1 5.'ifxe2 t2Jc5? 

Better was 1 5  . . .  �f6 1 6 .�xf6 l2Jxf6, al
though in this way Black would not 
have any compensation for the weak
ness created by the doubled pawns. 

1 6.'ifg4 g6 

220 

No good is 1 6  . . .  �f6 in view of 
1 7 .�xf6 flxf6 1 8 .cxdS . 

1 7.f51 t2Jd3 
He finally reaches this magnificent 
square ! In the meantime, White has 
launched a winning attack. 

1 8.fxg6 hxg6 

1 9.nxf71 
21 . .txf6! 

ri;xf7 20.l:f.f1 + �f6 
1 -0 

I have played 1 . b3 umpteen times but 
never has my queen's bishop been as 
strong as in this game! After 2 1 . . .  'if xf6 
comes 22 .°ifd7+ l:f.e7 2 3 .l:f.xf6+ @xf6 
24.'ti'xc6+,  winning. 



Chapter 20 

Leningrad lnterzonal 1973 

In the Leningrad Interzonal, Euwe decided that apart from Karpov and Tal, only five 
of the players who had participated in the previous Candidates'  Tournament would 
be allowed to take part in this one. The only person who considered this to be cor
rect, was the FIDE President himself! 

Euwe's justification was that the average 'Ela ranking' for both Interzonals was 
the same. What is also true is that placing the nine strongest players along with 
other nine lower-rated ones would also maintain the average. Portisch could very 
easily have been classified in Brazil, as also would Polugaevsky, who didn't quite 
make the 'Ela ranking' average. 

Obviously, what Euwe did was not right, and I hoped that in the FIDE Congress 
in Helsinki, this would be discussed. I almost decided not to play in Leningrad, but 
finally, when I was less depressed but angrier, I decided to participate 'under pro
test' : This is something that Fischer made fashionable. I started off winning three 
points from three games. 

Lening rad lnterzonal 1 973 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 

I Kortchnoi,Viktor 2635 * V2 1 '12. 1 I 1h 1 Vi I l I V2 1 0 1 l 1 1 3.5  

2 Karpov,Anatoly 2 645 
3 Byrne.Robert 2570  
4 Smejkal.Jan 2 5 7 0 
5 Hiibner,Robert 1600 

6 Larsen.Bent 2620 
7 Kuzmin,Gennadi · 2 5 6 5  

8 Tal,Mikhail 2655 
9 Gligork,Svetozar 2595 

I 0 Taimanov,Mark 2 5 9 5 

1 1  Quinteros.Miguel 2480 
1 2  Radulov,Ivan 25 1 0  
1 3  Uhhnarni, Wolfgang 25 SO 
14 Torre,Eugeni� 2430 
1 S Ruhvina,Josip 2460 
1 6  Tukmakov,Vladimir 2560 
I 7 Estevez.Guillermo 2385 

'12 * 1/2 1 1/2 1/2 1 1/2 1/2 1/2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 3 . 5  

0 1/2 * 1/2 1h I 1h '11 1h l 1 1 1h 1 1 1 1 1 12�5 
1/2 0 1/2 * 0 0 1/2 1/2 1 0 I 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 .0  

0 1/2 1/2 l * 0 1/2 1 1 1/2 'Ii 1 1h 1 1/2 'h 0 1 10.0 
0 1/2 0 * I 0 0 1/2 0 1 1/2 1 1/2 1 1 1 0 .0  

1h. 0 1/2 1/2 Vi 0 * 1 0 'lz 1/:i 1/2 · 1 Yi 1 1 I 1h. 9 .S 
0 V2 1/2 1/2 0 1 0 * 1/2 1 1/2 0 0 1 0 1 8 . 5  
'h 0 %. 0 0 1 1 0 * 1h 1/2 1h 112 1 1h 0 1 1 8.5 

0 Vi 0 0 Vi Vi Vi Vi Vi * Vi 

0 0 0 1 Vi 1 1h 0 Vi Vi * 

0 1/2 O O O 0 1/2 O V2 0 
1h � ·% 0 1h 0 0 Vi 1h 1h 1 

1 1/2 1/2 1 1/2 1 1/2 8 .5  
0 0 Vi Vi 1 1h 1 7.5 

* 1 1/2 1/2 1 7 . 5  

o * �A 1h 1h Yi 1 1:0 
0 0 0 0 0 1/2 1/2 1 0 1/2 1/2 0 Vi * 1/2 1 1 7 .0 

I • 0 0 0 1/i 0 0 l Vi 0 1h Yi Vi 'h * 0 l 112 6.S 
0 0 0 0 1/2 1/2 0 0 1 1/2 0 1/2 1/2 0 1 * 1/2 1 6.0 
0 0 0 0 l 0 0 1 0 0 'h 0 111. 0 0 1/:i * 1 4.5 

1 8  Cuellar.Miguel 2400 0 0 0 0 0 0 1/2 0 0 1/2 0 0 0 0 1/2 0 0 * 1 . 5 

2 2 1  
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Dutch Defence 
Josip Rukavina 
Bent Larsen 
Leningrad Interzonal 1 9  7 3 

Game 70 

1 .c4 g6 2.d4 �g7 3.g3 c5 4.d5 
d6 5.�g2 tt:Ja6 

This is partly a waiting game. 
6.tt:Jf3 f5! 

Probably a surprise for my opponent, 
who thought we were playing the 
Benoni or a King's Indian. Against this 
transposition into the Leningrad Varia
tion of the Dutch Defence, White's de
velopment of the king's knight to f4, via 
h3 , is usually strong; I therefore waited 
for Rukavina to move his knight. I usu
ally study different variations of the 
Dutch Defence as part of my 'openings 
preparation' so as to avoid the most 
popular lines in the Nimzo-Indian and 
in the King's Indian which almost 
everyone knows very well. 

7.0-0 tt:Jf6 8.ttJc3 0-0 9.tt:Je1 
9 .l::rb 1  seems more natural but the text 
move is a 'book' move, because 
Kortchnoi played it against Tal in the 
1 0th round of their match in 1 968 .  

9 ... l::rb8 1 0.11' d3? 
But here Kortchnoi had played 1 0 . 'ii c2 . 

1 O ... SLd7 1 1 .b3 tt:Je4 1 2  . .ixe4? 
Correct was 1 2 .i..b2 ltJb4 1 3 .'ife3 
lLJxc3 1 4.i.xc3 f4! ?  and the game 
would be balanced. 
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1 2  .. .fxe4 1 3.'iic2? 
1 3 .'ii'd2 'iias 1 4.�b2 b5 would be 
good for Black, but the continuation of 
the game was even better! 

1 3  ... �h3 1 4.lLJg2 lLJb4 1 5.'ti'd2 

1 5  ... e31 
· This destroys White's position. 

1 6.fxe3 l::txf1 + 1 7. @xf1 e6 
1 8.�b2 exd5 1 9.cxd5 

Or 1 9 .lLJxdS �xb2 20 .ifxb2 lLJxdS 
2 1 .cxdS 'iie7  with a big advantage. 

1 9  ... ifg5 20.e4 'ifg4 21 .l::rd 1  
�e5 22.@g1 l::rf8 

The sacrifice at g3 was not possible, for 
instance: 2 2  . . .  �xg3 23 .hxg3 'ii'xg3 
24.e3 nrs ( . . .  tt:Jd3) 25 .l:tfl :tlxfl + 
26 .@xfl ltJd3 and White will have 
nothing better than 2 7 .'ifxd3 'ifxg2 +  
28 .@e l  'ifxb2.  

23.tt:Je3 'li'g5 24.tt:Jg2 ifh5 
25.l:te1 ? 

Due to time trouble White is unaware 
of the threat. 



25 ... iixg2! 26.@xg2 l:.f2+! 
27.@xf2 ifxh2+ 28.@f1 'ifh3+ 0-1 

Mate is unavoidable. 

Dutch Defence 
Jan Smejkal 
Bent Larsen 
Leningrad Interzonal 1 9 7 3 

Game 7 1  

1 .d4 f5 2.g3 tt:Jf6 3.iig2 e6 4.tt:Jf3 
iib4+ 

With this strange check I avoid the vari
ation 4 . . .  iie7 S . 0-0 0-0 6 .b3 . 

5.c3 �e7 6.0-0 0-0 7.c4 c6 
My intention is to play the Stonewall 
System but I also want to stop 7 . . .  d5 
8 .b3 , followed by iia3 . 

a.tt:Jc3 d5 9.'ifc2 tt:Je4!? 
The 'book' move is 9 . . .  'ife8 ,  but in 
spite of Botvinnik's success with this 
variation a long time ago, I do not fancy 
the moves . . .  if e8-�hS so early in the 
game. 

1 O.tt:Je5 tt:Jd7 1 1 .tt:Jxe4 fxe4 
1 2.i.f4 �f6 1 3  . .t:f.ad1 �xe5 
1 4.iixe5 tt:Jxe5 1 5.dxe5 � e 7 
1 6.'ifc3 iid7 

Black has a 'bad' bishop, but in this po
sition, White's bishop does not fare any 
better. Smejkal tries to undermine the 
dS-square to give his bishop greater po
tential; but he overrates his position. 

1 7.f3 
1 7  .cs b6 would be satisfactory for 
Black. 

1 7  ... exf3 1 8.exf3 'if c5+ 1 9.l:!d4 
1 9 .'ifd4 would probably have led to a 
draw. The following line is a tentative 
attempt by White to win, but it fails : 
1 9  . . .  'ifxd4+ 20  . .t:f.xd4 cS 2 1 .l:Id2 d4 
22 .f4 iic6 2 3 .i.xc6 bxc6 24.b4? cxb4 
2 S .�xd4 .t:f.fd8 26 .l:.fd l l::txd4 2 7 .l:!xd4 
as 28 .l:td6 a4! .  

1 9  ... a5 20.f4 �a 7 
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20  . . .  �b6 is also possible. There is no 
fear of c4-c5 , since the eventual pawn 
advance . . .  b7-b6 would give Black a 
good game. 

21 .f51? 
Not as strong as it seems. 

21 ... l:laeS 22.cxd5? 
22 .@h l looks better, although 22 . . .  cS 
would leave Black in an enviable posi
tion. 

22 ... cxd5 23.<it>h1 
If 2 3 .fxe6 l:.xfl + 24.@xfl iixe6 and 
now 2 5 .iixdS ? is no good on account 
of2 5  . . .  l:If8 + ! .  

23 ... �ca 24.'if d 2  �c2! 25.'ifxc2 
'ifxd4 

Suddenly Black's pos1t10n is much 
better ! The e5-pawn is weak. 

26.'ifc3 
The continuation 2 6 .fxe6 �xfl + 
2 7  .iixfl �xe6 28 .'iYc3 'ifxc3 29 .bxc3 
d4! leads to a winning endgame for 
Black. 

26 ... 'ifxc3 27.bxc3 .rt.ca 28 . .t:f.d1 
llc5 

But not 2 8 . . .  �a4 2 9 .l:Id4 l:rxc3 
3 0 .iixdS ! ,  neither 28 . . .  l:lxc3 29 .fxe6 
�xe6 30 .�xdS , with a draw in both 
cases. 

29.fxe6 �xe6 30.@g1 @f7 
31 .�d3 

White defends the c3 -pawn but there is 
another weakness at a2 .  
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31 ... l:r.b51 32.l:r.d2 
3 2 .a4 l:r.b l +  followed by 3 3  . . .  bS , after 
which Black would have a strong passed 
pawn. 

32 ... a4! 33.a3?! 
White was short of time. 
Nevertheless, even if he had played 
3 3 .  Wf2 , I do not see that there is any 
hope for him . For example: 3 3  . . .  a3 
34.@e2 l:tb2 3 5 .�d l d4! winning. 

33 ... l:r.b3 34.ilxd5 .t:J.xa3 35.c4 
l:r.b3 36.<t>f2 a3 37.<t>e2 l:r.b2 
38.l:r.xb2 axb2 39.ile4 �xc4+ 
40.@d2 i.a2 0-1 

Queen's Indian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Ivan Radulov 
Leningrad Interzonal 1 9 7 3 

Game 72 

1 .c4 tl:Jf6 2.tl:Jf3 e6 3.b3 Jle 7 
4.i.b2 0-0 5.tl:Jc3 d5 6.e3 b6 
7.d4 ilb7 8.�d3 c5 9.0-0 tt:Jbd7 
1 0.'ii'e2 

1 0  ... tl:Je4?1 
Probably Black should not cross the 'de
marcation line' so quickly. 

1 1 .cxd5 exd5 1 2.l:r.fd1 tt:Jxc3 
The logical move was 1 2  . . .  fS , but after 
1 3 .�a6 ,  Black's d-pawn would be 
weak. 

1 3.�xc3 I:tc8 1 4.�ac1 �c7 
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Prepares . . .  'if a8 , but the rook at c7 is 
not well-defended. 

1 5.dxc5 bxc5 1 6.'ii'c2! g6? 
Better was 1 6  . . .  h6, although after 1 7 .e4 
the centre pawns are going to be ques
tioned, since 1 7  . . .  d4? does not work 
because of 1 8 .�xd4. 

1 7.e4 ifa8? 
Preferable was 1 7  . . .  dxe4. 

1 8.'if d21 .if6 
White would obtain a clear advantage 
after the following alternatives: 
A) 1 8  . . .  dxe4 1 9 .°ifh6 tl:Jf6 20 .tLlgS 

�e8 2 1 .  tl:Jxh7 ! ; 
B) 1 8  . . . l:r.fcs 1 9 .exd5 .ixd5 20.Jtxg6 

ilxf3 2 1 .  °ifh6 ! ; 
C) And finally, if 1 8  . . .  l:r.d8 1 9  .exd5 

ilxd5 20 .�xg6 tlJf6 2 1 .'iff4 ! .  
1 9.'ii'f4 'if d 8  20 . .ia5 tt:Jb6 

21 .b4!? 
Quite good was 2 1 .exd5 , as the reply 
2 1  . . .  .llxdS loses a piece after 2 2 .i.e4 
�d7 2 3 .�xb6 axb6 24.�xdS . 

21 ... ile7 
I was now hoping for the desperate at
tempt 2 1 .  . .  c4 2 2 .�xc4 l::lxc4 2 3 .l::lxc4 
dxc4 24.lixd8 l:r.xd8 2 5 .h4 and White 
wins easily. 

22.exd5 ild6? 
A bad position with very little time left :  
Black quickly succumbs. 

23. 'if h6 cxb4 24.tt:Jg5 f5 25.tt:Je6 
'if d7 26 . .a'.xc7 1 -0 



Chapter 21 

Manila 1973 

Asia was no longer a vast empty territory in the chess world. The continent where 
our game came to life now fights to regain the glory it deserves. We could say that the 
Philippines were, in I 9 7 3 ,  at the forefront in this regard. Its federation controlled 
more than four thousand members, which compares favourably with many other 
countries. However the number of federated players is certainly not a true measure of 
understanding the rapid growth of chess in the Philippines. A better reference is in 
the 1 700 players who participated in the Youth Championship that year. 

It also had the enthusiastic support of the highest dignitaries of the nation and 
this was something that would allow them to look with the greatest optimism at 
the promotional programme that they had planned. To emphasize this last point it 
must be noted that it was· none other than President Marcos who inaugurated the 
International Tournament in the Araneta Coliseum with the ceremonial moves 
against his special guest, the World Champion, Bobby Fischer. Three weeks later the 
President would hold the prize giving ceremony at the Presidential Palace. 

This was the strongest tournament held in Asia to date, and the organisers now 
had new events planned. In other countries in that area, interest was still somewhat 
modest, but with good prospects. I had visited Japan, where the popular games are 
'Go' and 'Shogi' ,  but even here chess is booming. 

An interesting point to bear in mind and which goes in favour of chess in the 
Philippines - compared to other sports like volleyball or basketball - is that height, 

Manila 1 973 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

I Larsen.Bent ::i�2:0 • * 1h Vi · o ( 1/i >f r · 1 ,  :V · L l : . J l · 1 :: ·: f H?:��d; 
2 Ljubojevic,Lj�bo!Il�r 2565  1/2 * 0 1/2 1/2 1 1 Y2 1/2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 . 5  
3 Kavilek,Luboinii � )i��;s< '. • Vi' . r · * o/i Y.2 :  �; o j/1 . .  )·:· yz : j ·· 1> 1 •t ,·r� f: _ _ .: i�ijr 
4 Gligoric ,Svetozar 2 5 9 5 1 1/2 1/2 * 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1 1 1 1/2 O Y2 1 9. 5 
5 Lombardy.William . <z.sid . .0 ' vi'. :'/2 : �f ;*�. th ;. l • . Yi; ,,.Yi : 1< : Vi O'< � - }· '. f :};\,; ; :<i9,q; 
6 Gheorghiu,Florin 2550  Y2 0 Y2 Y2 Y2 * 0 1 1/2 0 Y2 1 I I 1 1 9 .0 
7 Tataj,Stefano ·'2�3J) . . .  b • () : ) ul/i . O : 1· * W · L. o· · ·o · ·t.. V:i.· ·1 · t 1 · -· · · s·:s: 
8 Ivkov,Borislav 2 5 2 0 0 1/2 Y2 1/2 l/2 0 1/2 * l/2 1/2 1/2 1 1/2 1 1 1 8 .  5 
9 Najdorf,Miguei' · • • ; zs.2:5 :O- Vi � •o Yi 1K: 1 /2  :O 1h '* ·ih :1 : l : y; Yi '.:i � T • • · 8J): 

1 0  Quinteros.Miguel 2�.?9.. . 
0 . . 0 l/2 0 0 1 1 1/2 1/2 * 1/2 O 1 1 1 1 8 .0  

1 1 Torre,E:l1genio •: . · : 2'4'3'.(f . : ' : O : · O · tL .o � ·· ·Vz. 1 Yi·:· 6 !,I; .  * · - 0� ·· 1 : Yi. L I · · 6;5 
1 2  Cardoso,Radolfo Tan 2 3 7 5  0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 * 1 1/2 1 6 .5  
1 3  Natw.ja;Renatp '.: · .. · �.: :24i(f: .(f 'ff: :o; ::�:: 'Vi :O' 'h. �: :t)i : o �· ()' ., . o . . :,,; V1 ·I': Vi . : · 4.:$. 
1 4  De Castro.Edgar 2285  0 0 0 l 0 0 0 0 V2 0 1/2 1/2 Y2 * Y2 Y2 4.0 
1 S Wotu.lo,Max Arie· , 2330> , a � ri ; O '.;.tk ;O .·. 0 A) '()' O : 0 0 () · n !b . :*: : 1/i. . . JJt 
1 6  Ardiansyah,Haji 2350  0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O O 1/2 Y1 1/2 * 1 .5 

2 2 5  
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in our game, plays no significant role. The average height of Filipinos is probably 4 
inches lower than the Danes or Canadians and for most physical sports this will al
ways be an obstacle. In chess , stature is unimportant, and the Philippines expected 
to produce their first Asian grandmaster soon. His name was Eugenio Torre, who 
played reasonably well in Leningrad (soon after, Eugenio Torre would defeat the 
then World Champion Anatoly Karpov) . His opening repertoire would improve, 
and later he would be going to Europe to participate in as many tournaments as 
possible. In those two competitions that were held in his homeland he disap
pointed his countrymen somewhat as he did not defeat any of the grandmasters. 
However, on his birthday (2 2) he received his 'present' by beating the Italian IM 
Stefano Tatai. 

The main impression which the Manila Tournament left was that which generally 
follows any major tournament. Some things were not one hundred per cent at the 
start, although generally, it could be said that it was a fine tournament. Rounds 5 and 
6 were played in inadequate venues : no air conditioning in one and insufficient 
lighting in the other. The reason for such a change of venue was that Araneta Coli
seum (capacity 40,000 people !) could not be used because an opera was to be staged 
there. This came as a surprise to the organisers - Campomanes was busy introducing 
Fischer everywhere - and everything was a bit chaotic for a couple of days. 

No chess tournament eve�had such TV coverage! Many days, 'home cinemas' 
had chess on their screens for five hours ! Several giant screens were also installed in 
strategic locations in the city. These facilities, however, had a negative effect on the 
number of enthusiasts who actually attended, but ultimately it allowed the games 
to be seen by an invisible but innumerable number of spectators. 

Once the tournament in Manila finished, we were invited to participate in a 
shorter one in Banang (a province situated 2 60km north of Manila) , and it, too, re
ceived special attention from the media. 
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From the very beginning the tournament was an exciting race between three players. 
Italian readers may be interested to know that in the 8th round the leaders were: 
Ljubojevic, Larsen and Tatai, 6 points; Kavalek and Gligoric 5 V2 points . .  But Tatai then 
lost the next three games and had to give up his hopes for the GM norm. Gligoric 
never appeared to be a contender for first place and his hopes of corning in second or 
third were definitely dashed when he tried to win a very difficult drawn endgame 
against De Castro, in the 1 3th round. In this same round Kavalek's chances of win

ning the tournament dissipated as he was unable to ward off a dangerous 'thrust' in 
the centre. His opponent Tatai won easily after destroying the Czech (now North 
American) grandmaster's desperate resistance: he was defending for a long time with 
a piece against the queen. Kavalek was always very close to the leaders and only half a 
point from Ljubojevic and me, but he had a very tight schedule. 

In the 1 2th round Ljubojevic wasted a clear chance against Lombardy, and in the 
1 3 th, when he adjourned, he had good prospects for a win against Najdorf. How
ever, when they resumed, he played so badly that he almost lost! Were nerves taking 
a hold among my closest rivals? Certainly my trajectory was difficult after losing in 
the 5th round. But then I won 9 consecutive games ! Before the closing day I was 
heading the table one point ahead of Ljubojevic, precisely my opponent who was 
next in line. After 1 8  moves his position was so bad that he offered a draw. 

Sicilian Defence 
William Lombardy 
Bent Larsen 
Manila 1 9 7 3  

Game 7 3  

1 .e4 c5 2.llJf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.llJxd4 llJf6 5.llJc3 d6 6.g4 h6 
7.h3 

7 .gs is sharper but some American 
grandmasters favour the line proposed 
by Lombardy. 

7 ... llJc6 8.i.e3 ..id7 9.iLg2 a6 
1 0.'ife2 �e7 1 1 .f4 'f/c7 1 2.'ii'f21? 

A clever move which prevents 
1 2  . . .  llJaS ? in view of I 3 .llJxe6 ! .  Black 
only has one good reply. 

1 2  ... llJxd4! 1 3.i,.xd4 e5 1 4.�b6 
'if c4 1 5.0-0-0 

Lombardy rejects, with sound judge
ment, the advance of the pawn 1 5 .fS ,  to 
which the reply was 1 5  . . .  ..tc6 ! al
though for an instant I toyed with the 
wild idea 1 5  . . .  dS ! ? . 

1 5  ... exf4 1 6.l:the1 0-0 
Typical of the Sicilian Defence. The 
struggle to get the initiative is so strong 
that later Black will not have time to 
castle. Now the king looks for a safe ha
ven before the typhoon strikes the cen
tre. The game is balanced though very 
difficult. 

1 7.e5 dxe5 1 8.J:txeS J:tfe8 
It is difficult to choose between this and 
the other possible line 1 8  . . .  �ae8 .  In this 
case a variation could have been: 
1 9  . ..txbl i.a3 20 .J:txe8 J:txe8 2 l .°if d4 
'ifxd4 22  . ..txd4 i.xb2+ !  with a slight 
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advantage to Black. But White could 
play better with 1 9 .gS or 1 9 .�cS .  
Now we arrive at the crucial point in 
the game. Lombardy has no advantage 
but refuses to admit it. He used up al
most 3 0 minutes for his next move and 
a further 40 for move 2 0 .  

1 9.l::f.d4 
To l 9 .hb7 the reply would still be 
l 9 . . .  .ta3 ! (not 1 9  . . .  l::tabS 20 .:d4 'ifxc3 
2 l .bxc3 -ta3+ 22.@d2 :xeS 23 .Jic7 ! ) .  

1 9  ... 'ti'cS 20.g5?1 
This is not as strong as it seems. White's 
minor pieces are not ready to attack the 
kingside; moreover he forgets to regain 
the f4-pawn. A solid continuation was 
20 .l:txf4 �c6 2 1 .�cS with an even 
game. 

20 ... hxg5 21 . .:txg5 

21 ... tt:Jh7 
The surest way forward. As my oppo
nent was pressed for time, it was unrea
sonable to allow suicidal gifts on the 
castled position. 

22.l:th5 .ic6 23.�e4? 
This unfortunate affair cost Lombardy 
half the time he had left. Now he only 
had 3 .  S minutes to complete the first 
control. Without a doubt, best was 
2 3 .  tlJdS . I was considering the reply 
2 3  . . .  'ife6 24.tL'ic7 'it'e3 + ,  but I would 
probably have decided on 2 3  . . .  .ixdS , 
and with correct play, Black should re-
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tain the extra pawn, although White 
would have some tactical chances. 

23 ... .ixe4 24.tt:Jxe4 'it'e6 
Also good was 24 . . .  'it'c6 . 

25.�c5 ..txc5 
Another alternative was 2 S . . .  l:tad8 . In 
any case, Black has a decisive advantage 
and an extra 1 S minutes. 

26.tt:Jxc5 'if g6 
No more options left for White. 
2 6  . . .  'iVxa2??  would have been fatal due 
to 2 7 .I:.a4! . 

27.l:th4 
White must have been feeling sorry for 
not having taken the pawn earlier: 
2 7 .l:thdS tlJf6 28 .l:ld6 f3 ! . 

27 .. .f31 
The same idea as the comment just 
made. 

28.l:ldg4 
28 .1i'xf3 �g l + forces White to resign. 

28 ... tt:Jg5 29.tt:Jd3 l:tac8 30.'ii d2 0-1 

White lost on time. 3 0  . . .  l:te2 wins im
mediately. A typical Sicilian: Black did 
not fully develop his pieces until move 
29 ;  by then, the battle was over! 

Ruy Lopez 
Miguel Quinteros 
Bent Larsen 
Manila 1 9 7 3  

Game 74 

I did not submit any game for the 'Bril
liancy Prize' .  The following, though, is 
probably my best game and one of the 
best in the tournament. I sacrificed two 
pawns, but according to the experts ' 
criteria, it does not qualify to deserve 
the name 'brilliant' . 

1 .e4 e5 2.tt:Jf3 tt:Jc6 3.�b5 ttJge 7 
The Cozio Defence, which I have some
times played with good results. It is to
tally j ustified to play it against 
Quinteros as he favours the exchange 



variation (3  . . .  a6  4 .�xc6) , against 
which it is difficult to play for a win. 

4.c3 a6 5.�a4 d6 6.d4 �d7 
The game has reverted to the Steinitz 
Defence Deferred (or the Neo-Steinitz: 
3 . . .  a6 4 . .ia4 d6) . However, with 
White's next move we move away from 
theoretical lines. 

7.h41? 
A great idea, directed against . . .  t2Jg6 
and . . .  g7 -g6.  I only saw one possibility 
in order to get a satisfactory game : 
. . .  exd4, although this is not usually 
done in this variation. I could have 
played it straight away but decided to 
wait one more move. 

7 ... h6 8.h5 exd4 9.tt:Jxd4? 
I thought he would take with the 
c-pawn, e.g. 9 .cxd4 dS 1 O . eS with a 
complicated position. Exchanging 
knights is favourable for Black's devel
opment. 

9 ... tt:Jxd4 1 O.cxd4 d5 1 1 .e5 �xa4 
1 2. 'fixa4+ tt:Jc6 1 3.�e3 

Possibly better is 1 3  .a3 . 
1 3  ... 'ir'd7 

With the threat 1 4  . . .  tlJxeS . 
14.tt:Jc3 �b4 

White realizes too late that this is lead
ing to a position with a bad bishop 
against a strong knight. 

1 5.'ifc2 0-0 1 6.0-0-0 �xc31 
Black now has a slight edge. 

1 7. 'if xc3 f6 1 8.f4? 
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Quinteros is still optimistic but the next 
move will make him think. l 8 .exf6 was 
preferable, although Black would have a 
good advantage. 

1 8  ... a51! 
A great move to increase the knight's 
potential. I hope this is also instructive 
to the student. To quote Nimzowitsch, 
'Learning to create strong points for the 
knights is one of the most important things to 
be learnt'. The . . .  t2Jb4 threat, combined 
with . . .  l::ta6 and/or . . .  'iffS , is very 
strong. Also after 1 8 .exf6 l:!xf6 1 9 .g4 ! ? ,  
suggested by Ljubojevic after the game, 
1 9  . . .  as ! would be favourable for Black. 
Moreover, 1 7 . . .  aS would also have been 
very good, but then, White would have 
realised the danger a move earlier! 

1 9.a3 a4 20.'lt>b1 tt:Ja5 21 .'if d3 
t2Jc4 

What a great knight! 

22 . .id2 fxe5! 
Most of White's pawns have become 
somewhat more dangerous; however 
most of the black pawns opposing them 
are even more so ! 

23.dxe5 
If 2 3 .fxeS l:.f2 would be depressing for 
White. Quinteros hopes to mobilize his 
kingside pawns but it is much easier for 
me to advance mine on the queenside. 
The knight's superiority is vital for 
Black's victory. You could say that Black 
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has a decisive advantage in this 
position. 

23.J::t.adS 24..ic1 b5 25.�he1 �fe8 
Pressure on the e-pawn impedes any 
advance of the f-pawn. 

26.'iff3 c5 27.J::[d3? 
This position is now untenable and this 
move is a waste of time - speaking of 
which, Quinteros had very little left. 

27 ... d4 28.ld.ed1 tt:Ja5 29.g4 tt:Jb3 
White must have been tempted to sacri
fice the exchange. However, after 
3 0 .�xb3 axb3 3 l .'ifxb3 + c4 3 2 .'ti°f3 
b4! 3 3 .axb4 d3 Black wins outright. 

30.l::te1 c4 31 .�dd1 b4 32.axb4 
d3 33.�d2 a3 

Very strong but also very obvious. The 
game is now at that phase where the 

only problem that Black has is to decide 
which of the various winning lines he 
is going to follow. I don't have the op
portunity to do anything better to as
pire for the 'Brilliancy Prize ' .  

34.bxa3 tt:Jd4 
Or 34 . . .  �d4. 

35.'iff2 'if a4 36.�c3 tt:Je2 
With 3 6  . . .  ifc2+  I would take a rook 
but the text move is much stronger. 

37 . .ib2 'ff c2+ 0-1 

White lost on time. After 3 8 .�a 1 c3 
3 9 .�b 1 l::ta8 40.�c 1 nxa3 + 4 I .i.xa3 
:as mate is immediate. 

A most instructive game with the 
theme being strong knight versus bad 
bishop. 

Larsen, the tournament winner, congratulated by president Marcos 
of The Phlllppines. To the right LJubomlr LJuboJevic and Lubomlr 
Kavalek. 
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Chapter 22 

Las Palmas 1974 

A Strongly Contested Tournament 

The 'City of Las Palmas' tournament in 1 9  7 4 turned out to be one of the most 
competitive of recent times. However, this was to a certain extent foreseen, since 
the organisers had taken pains to try to prevent players from agreeing draws early in 
the games as had been the case in the 1 9  7 3 edition. 

Only a handful of grandmasters actually agreed a quick draw this time round. 
Olafsson was playing very well and at the end of the 9th round he was clearly ahead 
of the field. However in the closing rounds his games deteriorated noticeably. There 
was a notable difference in his play during the frrst nine rounds and the latter six. 

Probably very few of my readers have had sufficient time to view all the games 
played in the tournament. I will therefore be illustrating those which I consider to 
be the most instructive or interesting. 

The game Ljubojevic-Olafsson in the 1 0th round turned out to be the most im
portant - not because of the quality of play but because it was to prove instrumental 
for the Yugoslav eventually achieving frrst place. In subsequent rounds Ljubojevic 
played very well and was able to maintain the first position right until the end. 

The winner's best game was that which he played against Browne in the 9th 
round. This game also won the 'brilliancy prize' sponsored by Mr Turover. It is very 
difficult to determine whether the black sacrifice was totally correct. However it of
fers excellent possibilities in an actual game. Lady Luck also played her hand in fa
vour of Ljubojevic on two other occasions which could have been crucial. One of 
these was in the game against Andersson. The other one was in my own game 
against Ljubojevic in the 8th round. 
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If instead of playing 5 3 . . .  l:ic3 ? I had decided to play 5 3 . . .  l:ta3 ! , the Yugoslav GM 
would have reached the final with two points less! Ljubojevic himself admits that 
his principal weakness lies in his impatience. It is this , together with a bit of luck 
(or sometimes bad luck) that forms part of his playing style. 

There is something else I must mention in relation to Fridrik Olafsson, whom I 
have known for many years. There was a certain rivalry between us when we were 
both very young. Who would turn out to be the most promising Scandinavian 
player? Fridrik achieved international acclaim before I did. In 1 955 -56  he shared 
first prize with Kortchnoi in the Hastings Tournament. Later I beat him in a match 
and I achieved the GM norm two years before he did in the Chess Olympiad in 
Moscow in 1 956 .  Olafsson, however, participated in the Candidates' Tournament 
before I was able to do so. Another interesting fact is that we drew only once in the 
frrst fifteen games we disputed. 

Around the year 1 95 6 there was as much interest in chess in Iceland as there was 
when they organised the Spassky-Fischer match years later in 1 9 72 .  All his compa
triots wanted Fridrik to play chess exclusively. When I say 'all' perhaps I may be 
prone to exaggeration since there was one main exception, who happened to be 
none other than Olafsson himself! He did not want to be referred to as a 'National 
Hero ' ;  he was probably too timid. He therefore studied Law and later he found a 
job in the Ministry of Justice. A few years have gone by since that time and it seems 
that now he wants to return to the world of chess. To start with, he has taken a sab
batical, with pay, and after that . . . . .  who knows? 

Having been almost inactive for a few years, Fridrik did not play very well in the 
last tournament held in Reykjavik in February. However in Las Palmas he has shown 
that he is still one of the strongest grandmasters. Unlike some of the favourites, 
both Beliavsky and 'Guillermito' Garcia were classified in the top positions and 
achieved their GM norms. During the first round, in their own particular duel , the 
Soviet asserted his authority and, in spite of the harassment which he had to en
dure, he defended well. During the rest of the tournament Garcia lost only one 
more game whilst Beliavsky remained unbeaten. They were both lucky but it is of
ten said that luck favours the young. This luck may be due to the fact that it is a 
product of an aggressive and energetic style of play. Garcia should have lost against 
Andersson and Polugaevsky, whilst Beliavsky had trouble when he played against 
me, against Kavalek in round 1 4  and against Hartston. What is important to note, 
however, is that although they should have lost, they never did! Both players will 
probably achieve the GM title very soon but it is too early to comment on any fu
ture progress they may make. 

I personally have been more impressed with the Cuban's play rather than 
Beliavsky's. It is obvious that the Soviet has had a more in-depth study of theory. He 
has also played more games against grandmasters than Garcia has, and he has had 
better coaching. Guillermo Garcia was unknown internationally until a couple of 
years ago, but his progress has been astronomical. When he eventually obtains his 
GM title it will reflect to what extent chess has been promoted in Cuba over the past 
1 2 years. A great talent has been discovered. 
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The most exciting games that these two young masters have disputed are : 
Beliavsky-Quinteros, 3 rd round, where there was a rather dubious pawn sacrifice; 
Garcia-Browne, 4th round; Beliavsky-Browne, 1 0th round; Olafsson-Beliavsky, 
1 2th round; Garcia-Bellon, 1 1 th round, where Black would surely have drawn had 
Bellon played 42 . . .  gS ! ;  Quinteros-Garcia, 1 2th round, and Garda-Kavalek, 8th 
round, by virtue of its tragic ending. 

Polugaevsky showed that he had not yet recovered from his match against Kar
pov. Although he did not lose a single game he slipped in some positions where he 
had great advantage. His best game was against Browne in round l .  

Andersson arrived in Las Pahnas immediately following his great triumph in 
Camagiiey (Cuba) . He would have been better placed in Las Pahnas had he not lost 
one and a half points on move 40 , against Garcia and against Ljubojevic. He was 
also lucky on some occasions. A very positive point here is that Andersson is learn
ing to win games! 

I don't think he would like me to mention the game he played against me in round 
1 1 .  Although he managed to win it was on the basis of quite a poor position for him. 

As far as my games wer� concerned, I must say that some were good whilst oth
ers were bad. I was rather demoralised at the start of the tournament, having lost 
two games. I still believe, however, that I could have won the tournament if I had 
not committed that grave error against Ljubojevic. 

In this position I played: 
53 ... �c3?? 

And after . . .  
54.tt:Jxd31 1:1xd3 55.'lt>gS! 

. . .  White's passed pawns proved to be 
more powerful than the piece. If we re
turn to the diagram with Black to play. . .  
After S 3 . . .  l:ta3 ! White would not now 
have much of a plan. For example, if 
S4.b6 (S4.�xa3 doesn't work because 
of S4  . . .  d2) 54 . . .  d2 S S .bl d l  � 5 6.bS'if 
'ifh l +  S l .'ltigS 'ii'g2+ ,  and Black wins 
easily. 

My best games were against Kavalek 
(round 1 )  and against Quinteros 
(round 5) , although there is a much 
easier win: 

S 1 .a6 ! �al 5 2 .�el �b6 5 3 .�f6 �cl 
54.al .  
On the other hand I played 

51 .gS i.d6 52.�b6 �e7 53.�a7 
�dS 54.a6 �as 55.�bS .ie1 
56.i.xe5 i.xh4 57.f4 �g3 
58 . .ibS .if2 59.fS exf5 60.exfS 
gxf5 61 .g6 �d4 
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62 . .td6 h4 63.�xcS il.g7 
64.�g1 h3 65.@d3 �h6 66.\t>e2 
h2 67.�xh2 \t>b6 68. 'lt>d3 \t>xa6 
69. \t>c4 @b6 70.@dS 'it>b5 
71 . .i.f4 i.g7 72.�es .i.h6 
73. \t>e6 <it>c6 74.@f7 1 -0 

Another interesting game was against 
Menvielle, in round 1 4. I should also 
mention the endgame which I played 
against Olafsson. This actually obtained 
a prize for the Best Endgame. 

Olafsson played his sealed move in this 
position. It seemed to be the most natu
ral, but turned out to be bad . . .  

42.@f3? 
White would have had a winning posi
tion after 42.h4! . Now, however, I man
age to build up a strong defensive posi
tion and one which proves to be most 
interesting as it does not appear in any 
book on endgames. 

42 ... .tcSI 43. <it>e4 ..txe3 
44.@xd3 �xb6 45.l:txa3 �xf2 
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46.�e4 g6 47.'it>eS �h4 
48.l:ta 7 + \t>gS 49. \t>e6 �gs 

Although the game continued up to 
move 69 ,  White lacks any possibility to 
force a win . 
. If you take a look at my game against 
Guillermo Garcia, 3rd round: 

You will see that with 1 O.lLJxeS ! I could 
have gained a pawn, because if 
1 O . . .  lLJxeS there follows 1 1 .lLJxdS 
.ixd2 l 2 .l2Jf4 ! .  I opted instead for the 
continuation 1 O .lLJxdS °ii'xdS l l .�xb4 
t2Jxb4 1 2 .lLJgS 'S'd7 . 

Quinteros is an interesting player, but 
he sometimes loses disastrously, as 
against Beliavsky and Olafsson. He 
played good games against Pomar, 
Menvielle, Andersson, and Ribli. He 
was in an inferior position in his game 
against Andersson; nevertheless he was 
able to create tactical problems that the 
Swede could not resolve. 



Pomar's performance fluctuated. Would 
he have sufficient energy to withstand 
such a strong tournament? He fought ad
mirably against Polugaevsky in the 2nd 
round and against Ljubojevic in the 4th. 
He also had a great win against Kavalek in 
the 1 2th round. In the 1 3th round against 
Hartston, he sacrificed a piece although it 
was insufficient to win. However, some 
of his games were not that impressive. I 
think he ought to prepare a more aggres
sive opening repertoire. 

Ribli left some samples of fine posi
tional play, in the Hungarian style. 
However he was not sufficiently inci
sive and he misse� many tactical 
chances. His best game was against 
Garcia in the 7th round and he also did 
well against Menvielle in the 3rd round. 

The two Americans' play was disap
pointing; especially Kavalek, who had 
just come from tournaments where he 
had been playing well. On one occasion 
I told Pierre Dumesnil that with the likes 
of Kavalek, Ljubojevic and myself, there 
was sufficient 'material' to make the 
tournament most interesting as had 
been the case in Manila. But in Las 
Pahnas, Kavalek was never 'in the run
ning' .  Many of his games were certainly 
interesting, although he may not have 
signed the score sheet as the winner. The 
opening in his game against Polugaevsky 
in the I I th round was the Sicilian De
fence. Polugaevsky played a variation 
which led to Kavalek getting into a win
ning position by move 2 1 .  All he needed 
was an elementary combination to win: 
However, he missed it and drew! 
On the other hand he played a good 
game against Hartston in the 7th round 
and another very good one against Bellon 
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in the 9th round. His game against Me
dina in the 1 5th round showed some in
teresting theoretical points. 
Browne is an exciting player to observe 
in time trouble, although in such cir
cumstances he usually makes many 
mistakes. He lost 4 or 5 games because 
of the clock: one of these was precisely 
against me. 

In this position Browne played: 
35 ... lib1 ? 

And after . .  
36.bS'iY l:rxb8 37.l:rxbS 'ifaS 
38.:lb 7 @fS 39.e4 'ii c5 40.�dS 
f5 41 .lLJeS 

Black resigned. However, Browne could 
have drawn in this way: 3 5  . . .  l:rh 1 + ! 
3 6 .<it>g3 l:tb l 3 7 .b8'iV l:txb8 3 8 .Ilxb8 
'iif6 ! .  But with only 8 minutes left to 
play 2 4 moves . . .  
His victory over Ribli in the 1 st round 
was probably his best game. What was 
significant in this game was the fact that 
the opening played was one that 
Browne knew perfectly well; as such, he 
was never pressed for time. 

Bell6n's play can be, at times, unemo
tional, and moreover he is not well
versed on modern opening theory. 
However, there are some variations that 
he knows very well, and Polugaevsky 
could not break that special variation 
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which Bellon plays in the Sicilian De
fence, although I do not think that this 
line is advisable for Black. He also had a 
good game against Ljubojevic in the I st 
round, and only lost by a serious over
sight in the ending. His best game was 
against Quinteros in the I 3th round, 
where he punished Black's artificial 
manoeuvres extremely well. 

Menvielle does not know much open
ing theory either and, consequently, he 
was often left in inferior positions early 
in the games. He defeated Hartston in 
an interesting struggle in the 5 th 
round, and also had a fine win against 
Bellon in the 7th round, after exchang
ing queens and maximizing his posi
tional superiority. He sometimes 
missed good chances, as in the game 
against Kavalek in the 4th round. Surely 
Menvielle's excuse is his lack of practice 
in recent years. Both Medina's and 
Browne's main enemy is . . .  the clock. 
This ruined many of their games. 

Hartston's best games are almost always 
the ones he plays aggressively and those 
which are based on his good knowl
edge of the openings; but in Las Palmas, 
the game he played against me was the 
only one to be played in line with these 
observations. 
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Hartston knew that I had recommended 
I 7 . . .  h6 for Black, and so, when I was 
stupid enough to play it, he obtained a 
very strong attack with 1 8  .�e 3 ! .  For 
those who are satisfied with half a 
point, Hartston-Ribli in the 6th round 
shows an easy way to achieve this with 
black. 

To summarize : it was a hard-fought 
tournament, or, as appeared in the bul
letin after the I 0th round, ' the most dis
puted and beautiful competition we have ever 
seen in the Canaries' .  

Sicilian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Lubomir Kavalek 
Las Pahnas 1 9  7 4 

1 .e4 cs 2.f4 

Game 75 

This is the idea. In a small tournament 
in Bauang (Philippines) I played Bird's 
Opening against Kavalek ( I  .f 4) , but it 
is much easier to obtain more favour
able lines in this opening starting with 
l .e4. 

2 ... e6 3.lt:Jf3 tt:Jc6 4 . ..ib5 tt:Jge 7 
5.0-0 a6 

Interesting is 5 . . .  dS 6 .d3 a6, forcing 
7 . ..ixc6+. 

6.�e2 
Or 6 .�xc6 lt:Jxc6 7 .d3 , followed by 
'ii'e l . 

6 ... g6 7.d3 �g7 8.c3 0-0 
Now Black could play 8 . . .  dS . 

9 . ..ie3 d6 1 O.d4 cxd4 
Very playable is I O . . . b6, and Black has a 
good game although I still prefer my 
position. 

1 1 .tt:Jxd4 
If l l .cxd4 fS would be most annoying. 

1 1  ... tt:Jxd4 1 2.�xd4 e51 1 3.fxe5 



1 3  ... dxeS?? 
1 3 . . .  hes was not good either in view of 
1 4.hes dxeS l 5 .'1Vxd8 llxd8 l 6 .�c4, 
with a small advantage for White. But 
with 1 3  . . .  ll:Jc6! 1 4.�e3 lbxeS Black 
could get a level game. Much worse for 
me would have been 1 4.exd6 ll:Jxd4 
l 5 .cxd4 '1Vxd6 1 6.eS '�b6! with Black 
obtaining the advantage. 

14 . .icS 'flc7 
Another option is 1 4  . . .  'if xd 1 1 5 .�xd 1 
l:r.e8 1 6  . ..tb3 .  Or 1 4  . . .  'ife8 1 5 .°ifd6 
t2Jc6 l 6 .'iVc7 .  And finally, if l 4 . . .  �d7 
l 5 .'iVd6 llJc6 l 6 .�c4. 

1 5.�d6! 

Very simple, but this is precisely the move 
that Kavalek missed during the game. 

1 5  ... 'iYxd6 1 6.�xd6 .tte8 1 7.�c4 
�e6 1 8.�xe6 fxe6 

White has practically an extra pawn and 
should win the endgame. 

1 9.t2Ja3 ll:Jc8 
If 1 9  . . .  .r!adS 20 .l:lad l lLJdS ? !  2 1 .�cS 
b6 2 2 .exdS bxcS 2 3 .d6 ! .  
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20.�cs 
Against 2 0 .�c7 there follows 
20  . . .  l:ta7 ! , but not 20 . . .  l:te7 ?  2 1 .Iladl ! .  

20 ... b6 21 .�e3 �a7 22 . .Uad1 
No good is 2 2 .t2Jc4 due to 22  . . .  l:tc7 ! .  

22 ... �c7 23.l:rd3 �f8 

24.ll:Jb1 
The only counterplay at Black's disposal 
is that against the pawn on e4, which is 
why the knight has to go to its defence. 

24 ... l:lc6 25.l::[d7 
The rook exchange is  useful since it 
prevents possible dangers for the king 
once I take it to the centre. 

25 ... t2Jd6 26.ll:Jd2 .rte 7 27.�d8 
!le8 28.llxe8 t2Jxe8 29. <t>f2 

The simplest. Also strong is 2 9 .  t2Jf3 .  
29 ... ll:Jd6 30. c;t>e2 b5 31 . 'lt>d3 

33.a4 ll:Jd6 34.axbS axb5 
35.l::[a1  .r!c8 36.l:ra6 l2Jc4 37.�c1 
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h6 38. �c2 lld8 39.J::r.xe6 @f7 
40.J::r.c6 ttJd6 41 .:c7+ @g8 

4 1  . . .  @f8 42.tlJh4; or 4 1  . . .  @f6 42 .ttJxeS . 
42.lic5 tbxe4 43.l:txb5 :ea 
44.l:tb6 tt:Jf6? 45.�xh6 e4 
46 . .ixg7 1 -0 

If 46 . . .  exf3 47 .:txf6 . No good either is 
46 . . .  �xg7 47 .tbd4 e3 48.J::r.e6 .  

King's Indian Attack 
Bent Larsen 
Augusto Menvielle 
Las Palmas 1 9 7 4 

1 .e4 c5 2.tt:Jf3 d6 3.g3 

Game 76 

Deviating from the most analyzed varia
tions in the Sicilian Defence. The posi
tions normally arrived at after this 
move are quite well known. I have 
played this set-up several times, but I 'm 
not sure I like it. 

3 ... g6 4�g2 �g7 5.0-0 tbc6 
6.d3 tt:Jf6 

The easiest solution is 6 . . .  e5 , followed 
by . . .  tbge7 .  

7.l:te1 0-0 8.c3 e5 9.a3 
My favourite idea, though not very dan
gerous for Black. Anyway, I do not like the 
next two moves played by the Canarian as 
the position is transposing into a King's 
Indian where the loss of tempo for Black, 
due to . . .  d6-d5 , is important. 

9 ... d5 1 O.tbbd2 d4 1 1 .tbc4 J::r.e8 
1 2.a4 'S'c7 1 3.cxd4 cxd4 14.�d2 
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In my opinion White has the better 
game. 

14 ... .ie6 1 5.J::r.c1 �xc4 1 6.l:txc4 
a5 1 7. 1i'b3 tt:Jd7 1 8.tbg5 

A rather tricky move. Also good is 
1 8 .�ec l . 

1 8  ... 'ifb6 1 9.'ifa2 �e7 20.l:tec1 
�h6 

Probably 20  . . .  h6 was better, but after 
2 1 . tbf3 White will have the advantage, 
firstly because the black rook at e7  will 
not be in a good position, and secondly, 
the advance of the pawn to h6 will 
weaken the castled position and White 
may play h2-h4 followed by h4-h5 . 

21 .h4 @g7 22 . .ih3 l:tae8 
23 . .ixd7 

Gaining an important square for the 
rook. Now I will be able to combine 
operations on both flanks. After the ma
noeuvre l:tc5-b5 and 'ifb3 it will be ex
tremely difficult for Black to defend his 
queenside pawns. 

23 ... l:txd7 24.:cs �xg5 25.hxg5 
1Vd8 26.1i'b3 f6 27Jlb5 li'e7 
28.gxf6+ @xf6 

29 . .ixa5 
At this point I was attracted by the 
beautiful continuation 2 9  . .ih6 g5 
3 0 .l:txb7 , but then I realised that after 
3 0 . . .  ttJ b4 there was no mating attack 
and Black would have strong counter
play. I also saw that the sacrifice 



3 1 .l:tb6+ l:.d6 3 2 .:xd6+ 'ii'xd6 
3 3 .�xgS+ <it>xgS 34.'ii'f7 didn•t work. 
Therefore the rather mundane continu
ation seemed to be the best way for
ward although the game could not now 
aspire to win the Brilliancy Prize. 

29 ... ttJxa5 30.l:r.xa5 @g7 31 J::td5 
.U.c7 32.l::txc7 'ifxc7 33.'ifb5 l:.e7 
34.'ifc5 

Forces the queen exchange. The rook 
endgame poses no difficulty. 

34 ... -.xc5 35.l:.xc5 g5 36.a5 �f6 
37.b4 'iite6 38.<it>g2 g4 39.l:.cS 
@d6 40.b5 h5 41 .b6 .:t.f7 42.@f1 
l:te 7 43. <it>e2 l:.h 7 44.f3 

Another idea was 44.<it>d2 l:.£7 45 .<it>c l  
and the black rook cannot abandon the 
seventh rank because of a5-a6; neither 
can it stay permanently on f7 due to 
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zugzwang. This means that my king will 
get to the bS-square and victory will be 
assured. 

44 ... .tif7 45.fxg4 hxg4 46.l:tgS 
@c6 47.l:txg4 <it>b5 48.l:.gS @xa5 
49.l:teS @xb6 50.l::txe5 l::td7 
51 .g4 <it>c6 52.g5 b5 53.g6 .:t.g7 
54.llg5 b4 55.<it>d2 1 -0 
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The Spanish Team Championship 1974 

The Spanish Team Chess Championship was held in Alicante in 1 9 74. I played first 
board for the team CIDA from las Palmas. This was my debut in a team competition 
in Spain, and it was a great experience, in the company of some of the best expo
nents of national and Canarian chess like Jose Garcia Padron and Fraguela. 

This was the first time that the event would have two categories. This time my 
team CIDA was unable to claim the prize as they had done the previous year since 
the team Schweppes did not yield even a single draw. The fourth board in the 
Castilian team, Juan Manuel Bellon, was the main reason for this new triumph: he 
won the maximum of 9 points out of 9 .  Visier, playing second board for my team, 
did well to obtain 6 out of 9 whilst I achieved 7 . 5  points from 9 games. 

There was good joint action of the Catalan teams : Spanish, Terrassa and UGA, 
who occupied positions 3 through 5 of the table. 

English Opening 
Jaime Mora 
Bent Larsen 

Game 7 7  

Spanish Team Championship, Alicante 1 974 

Pedro Lezcano, President of the Inter-is
land Council of Gran Canaria: 'In this 
tournament there was a nice anecdote reveal
ing Larsen's excellent humour. While Larsen 
was playing a game, one of the Club's officials 
had acquired some Danish newspapers at a 
newsagent in Alicante and gave them to 
Larsen in the playing hall. The Danish grand
master was overjoyed to receive such news 
from his distant homeland and he browsed 
through the newspapers without delay. ' 
The chief arbiter, always on the lookout 
to tackle any possible eventualities dur
ing the games, told one of the members 
in the Canarian team to make the chess 
reader aware that such a performance 
could be interpreted by his opponent as 
a slight. Once so informed, Larsen im
mediately put the newspapers away and 
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resumed the normal course of his 
game, which he ended up by winning. 
But, in the score sheet the grandmaster 
had written two witty comments: 
Move 2 3 : Larsen reads newspaper. 
Move 1 9 : My opponent has a large glass 
of brandy. 
Thus leaving to the organisers' discre
tion to judge which of the two actions 
constituted the greater disdain against 
the opponent: reading a newspaper 
headline or entering an endgame under 
the influence of the Jerez delights! 

1 .c4 g6 
A difficult move to make. Today is the 
last round and play has started at 9 :  3 0 
am. At this time of day, any move is a 
difficult one. 

2.tt:Jf3 ..tg7 3.g3 c5 
A most natural move with which I hope 
to control my temperament, as other 
much sharper, and therefore more dan
gerous, alternatives come to mind. 

4 . .ig2 tt:Jc6 5.0-0 d6 6.tt:Jc3 �d7 
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Although the pawn formation may be 
symmetrical, placing the pieces sym
metrically too is not an obligation. 

7.d3 'tics s.�d2 h5 
I have always liked to attack with the 
rook's pawn. When I noticed White 's 
nervous reaction I realized that this 
move has a certain psychological value, 
although my main idea was to prepare 
the knight move to h6. 

9.h4? t2Jh6 1 0.a3 �h3 1 1 .'ii'a4 
�xg2 1 2.@xg2 0-0 1 3.b4 

White has a small initiative on the 
queenside, but really it does not pose 
any serious threat. 

1 3  ... ttJfS 14.:a.ab1 t2Je5 1 5.t2Jh2 
Not very elegant. However some mea
sures had to be taken as after 1 S .ti:JxeS 
�xeS the threat would be 1 6 . . .  tbxh 4+ ! . 

1 5  ... b6 1 6.f4? 
Greatly weakens the g4 and e4-squares, 
but naturally the knight at h2 does not 
want to remain inactive. 

1 6  ... 'ifb7+ 1 7.<it>h3 
If 1 7 . tbf3 tbxf3 1 8 .  exf3 and Black can 
make use of the d4-square indefinitely 

1 7  ... t2Jc6 
Tempting was 1 7  . . .  tbg4; however, after 
1 8 .tbxg4 hxg4+ 1 9  .@h2 ! Black would 
not have gained much. 

1 8.ttJdS 
Probably better was 1 8 .bS ti:Jcd4 1 9 .e3 
ti:Je6 20 .ttJdS . 

1 8  ... e6 

1 9.e4? 
A drastic decision with little time left 
and a somewhat inferior position. 
1 9 .tbe3 offered greater resistance. 

1 9  ... exdS 20.exfS dxc4 21 .dxc4 
If 2 1  .bxcS c3 ! would be very strong, 
followed by occupation of the e-file. 

21 ... 'ifd7 
The simplest. Originally my plan was 
2 1 .  . .  t2Jd4 22 .fxg6 fxg6  2 3 .nbe l 'iff7 , 
which also gives a very strong position. 

22.'lt>g2 naes 23.nbe1 gxf5 
24.'if d1 nxe1 25.I:txe1 l:teS 
26.il'xh5 l:txe1 27.he1 'ife6 2Uf2 

On 28 .ifdl , 2 8  . . .  t2Jd4 would be strong. 
28 ... cxb4 29.axb4 'ife4+ 30.t2Jf3 
t2Jxb4 

If the game were to continue unevent
fully, Black's passed pawn should be the 
deciding factor. Faced with this pros
pect, White plays his last card. 

31 .'ifgS 

31 ... f6 
A very ugly move, but very precise. 

32.'ifg6 
Against 3 2 .ifhS , very strong would be 
3 2 . . .  t2Jc2 , with the threat 'if e2 .  

32 ... t2Jd3 33.hS 'iVe2 34.ttJgS 
Despair ! If 34 .h6 Vi'xf2 + 3 S .@h3 
lLixf4+ ! 3 6 .gxf4 'ifxf3 + followed by 
the exchange of queens. 

34 .. .fxgS 35.h6 'ifxf2+ 36.@h1 
'if e1 + 37.@h2 'if d2+ 38.�g1 
'ifc1 + 39.'lt>h2 'ifb2+ 0-1 

241 



Chapter 24 

The Strongest Tournament of 197 4 
Vasiukov surprising winner in Mani la 

Three days after leaving Alicante I played with Ljubojevic in the first round of the 
strongest international tournament of 1 9  7 4. I had also played against him in the 
last round of the Manila Tournament in 1 9 7 3 .  On that occasion it was a decisive 
game where, with just a draw, I was able to take first place, whilst he had to be con
tent with second place. I thought that this tournament would be a continuation of 
that previous one, but I was wrong; this time Ljubojevic got nowhere near the lead
ers. Many experts had considered him the favourite because of his victories in Las 
Palmas and in the Canadian Open. But it is always difficult to make predictions . . . . .  . 

and it would have been crazy to predict a negative score for Portisch; in fact this has 
been his worst tournament in years. 

After the excellent result of Eugenio Torre in the Chess Olympiad in Nice, many 
of his countrymen had high hopes for the first Asian grandmaster. However, as in 
the previous year, he disappointed them. Is it possible that Torre plays better 
abroad? 

For most of the tournament there was a hard-fought battle between Vasiukov and 
myself whilst Petrosian waited in the sidelines for his chance in case we faltered. How
ever, despite my good and most fornmate beginning. I felt that I was playing badly; I 
could not get used to the climate. In the middle of the tournament I lost a decisive 
game against Vasiukov, and soon after I lost two more against Kavalek and Ffleger. 
Goodbye to the $ 5 ,000 first prize! (2nd $ 3 ,000, 3rd $ 2 ,000 and 4th $ 1 ,000) . 

Vasiukov played his best tournament ever. He is usually very optimistic, but in 
this tournament he was able to control his temperament. He is 4 1  years old, and an 
interesting detail taken from his curriculum vitae is that he only learnt to play chess 
when he was 1 S years old! There is probably no grandmaster alive today that learnt 
how to play chess so late! Many ofVasiukov's successes have been as a coach and an
alyst: for example, the good positions Taimanov reached with the white pieces in 
his match against Fischer in Vancouver, 1 9 7 1  . were due to his analysis. 

With an average Elo of 2 S 4 2 (Category XII) , 7 .  S points were enough to get the 
GM norm; but as we can see on the leaderboard. none of the three IMs came close. 
Pfleger is already a GM, although he has not yet received the title officially. Having 
met the norm requirements in Manila he confirms that he deserves the title as his 
first norms were quite easy: in Montilla-Moriles, 1 9 7 3  and 1 974 (in ' 74 all he 
needed was to win a single game) plus other results in the last Olympiad, where he 
stopped playing after obtaining the necessary points. 

The tournament was sponsored by the tobacco company Marlboro. Interest in 
chess is so high in the Philippines that it is relatively easy to find patrons. I saw this 
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for myself during an exhibition tour accompanied by the two Soviets Petrosian and 
Vasiukov and where I, too, had private sponsors. 

Probably my most exciting game was the one played in the first round. 

Polish Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Ljubomir Ljubojevic 
Manila 1 974 

Game 78 

We had arrived the day before after a 
long and tiring j ourney. Kavalek and 
Petrosian agreed a draw in 1 2 moves 
even though they had arrived at Manila 
two days earlier. But Ljubojevic and I 
had to honour the image we had as 
fighters. 

1 .d4 tt:Jf6 2.tt:Jf3 e6 3.g3 b5 
Perfectly playable in this position. I 've 
played it; and so has Karpov! 

4.�g2 �b7 5.0-0 c5 6.�g5 'ifb6 
7.a4?! 

7 ... tt:Jc6?1 
'Ljubojevic is a grandmaster who does not take 
chess seriously', says Petrosian. 'See how 
lucky he is! He makes this move without seeing 
anything and, nevertheless, he doesn't lose!' 
I'm not so sure that my last move was 
any good, and 7 . . .  b4 would have been 
an excellent reply. 

8.dxc5 i.xc5 
Ljubojevic played this quickly, but now 
he is forced to play a series of 1 4  almost 
'only' moves ifhe is to save himself! 

9.axb5 'if xb5 1 O.tt:Jc3 'iYb4 
1 1 .lta3!? tt:Jd41 

This is the only time when Ljubojevic 
was deep in thought (for 24 minutes) . I 
studied the position for 5 2 minutes 
without reaching a clear conclusion. 
1 2  . ..txf6 gxf6 1 3 .tlJxd4 should give 
White a slight positional advantage, but 
most probably it does not offer definite 
winning lines after 1 3  . . .  �xg2 1 4.�xg2 
�xd4. I then decided to play more 
sharply in search of victory. I was 
tired . . .  but so was my opponent. 

1 2.tt:Jxd4 �xg2 1 3.tt:Jdb51? ..txf1 
14.!ta4 

14 ... �xe2! 
Once again the only move. 1 4  . . .  ifxb2?  
1 5 .�c l ? �xe2 ! is good for Black, but 
1 5 .  <;tixfl gives White a clear advantage. 
Ljubojevic offered a draw at this point, 
but even though I only had 3 5 minutes 
left on the clock, I decided to go on. 

1 5.'ifxe2 'ifxb2 1 6.'iff31? 
Now I only had 7 minutes left. Quite 
normal and simple was 1 6.lta2 �4 
1 7 .lta4 and peace! And 1 6 .'ti'dl ltb8 
1 7  . .ic1 'if xb5 is very good for Black. The 
fact that White's e-pawn disappeared on 
move 1 4  makes all the difference. 
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1 6  ... ld.b8 1 7.l:[a2 'ifb4 1 8.ttJc7+ 
With only S minutes left, this continua
tion is rather wild. There was a sure 
draw with l 8 .l:[a4. 

1 8  ... ®f81 1 9.�xf6 gxf6 20.ttJa6 
'ii'b6 21 .ttJxbS 'ii'xb8 22.'ii'xf6 
l:[gS 

23.tt:Je4 1i'b1 + 112-112 
There is perpetual check once Black 
takes the rook. Ljubojevic thought it 
over for ten minutes and then decided 
not to play for a win even though I had 
less than 2 minutes left to make I 7 
moves! The black king's position is so 
unsafe that having the extra pawn does 
not give any advantage. 

Sicilian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Svetozar Gligoric 
Manila 1 9 74 

Game 79 

Why did I refer to the start of the tour
nament as 'fortunate' ?  This was espe
cially on account of this next game in 
the 3rd round. 

1 .e4 cs 2.tt:Jf3 
I normally play strange variations in the 
Sicilian. In this tournament, I surprised 
my opponents quite a few times by 
playing 'normal' moves! 

2 ... tt:Jc6 3.d4 cxd4 4.tt:Jxd4 tt:Jf6 
5.tt:Jc3 d6 6.�g5 e6 7.'ifd2 a6 
8.0-0-0 h6 9.�e3 

Mani la  1 974 

� 1 , :: v:a,SiUk.ov,EvgeIJ:y , 
J_. Petrosian, Tigran 
· :f ·• · ·Larsen.Bent . · = = 

4 Gheorghiu,Florin 

. 5;:' ;Gligi>ikJSvetc)zar: 
6 Kavalek,Lubomir 
7 Lj:uhojevic,Ljuboinir . 
8 Pfleger.Helmut 

, 9 • .. AD,dersson_...Ulf 
1 0  Quinteros.Miguel 
IL Pottiseh.lljos: 

1 2  Torre.Eugenio 
1 3  Kraidriian� Yai:l" 
1 4  Cardoso,Radolfo Tan 
1 5  N ·a Renato 
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I did not feel very confident with the 
complications that arise after 9 .i.h4! ? 
tbxe4 ! ?. 

9 ... �d7 1 O.f3 b5 1 1 .g4 b4 
1 2.ttJxc6 �xc6 1 3.ttJe2 d5 
1 4.ttJd4 �b7 1 5.e5 ttJd7 1 6.f4 
ttJc5 1 7.i.g2? 

1 7 .�d3 is much better. 
1 7  ... ttJe4 1 8.'ife2 fic7 1 9.@b1 
i..e7 20.llhf1 0-0! 

21 .l::lf3?? 
This attack is too slow. 2 1 .fS was neces
sary and the game would have been 
more or less even. 

21 ... a5 22.l::lg 1 ? 
Better is 2 2 .l:I.h3 i.a6 2 3 .'ife l a4 
24 . ..txe4 dxe4 2 5 .gS .  

2 2  ... a4 23.�h3 a3 
After the game Ljubojevic analysed 
2 3  . . .  ..ta6 24.'ife l tbc3 + !  and White 
would be defenceless. 

24.�xe4 
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24 ... axb2?! 
Looks strong, but the simple 24 . . .  dxe4 
is better. Right at this moment I realised 
the numerous dangers that the position 
was exposed to and I fervently studied 
all continuations possible. 

25.i.h7+! @xh7 26.'ifd3+1 
I saw that 26 .ltJxe6 fxe6 2 7 .'ifd3 + @g8 
2 8 .l:lxh6 l::lfc8 would give Black an easy 
win. After the text move Black main
tains the advantage with 2 6  . . .  @g8 
2 7 .gS 'S'aS , although White's position 
isn't all that desperate. 

26 ... @hS? 27.f5 1t'c4?? 
I couldn't believe my eyes ! Perhaps now 
I could even win! What had Gligoric 
seen? He should have played 2 7 . . .  'if aS 
28 .'iVb3 I;lfc8 ,  although this gives 
White some counterplay. 

28. 'if xc4 dxc4 29.f6 gxf6 
The best defence was 2 9 . . .  �d8 , but 
White wins the exchange with 
3 0 .fxg7+ .  Against 29  . . .  ..tcS I would 
have played 3 0 .tbxe6 fxe6 3 1 .i.xcS , 
winning sufficient pawns. 
Firstly I saw that I could win a minor 
piece with 3 0.exf6 i.xf6 3 1 .l:txh6+ 
@g7 3 2 .ttJfs + ,  but later I realised that I 
could win a rook instead. 

30 . .ixh6 l:lfe8 
If 3 0  . . .  @g8 3 1 .ltJfS ! .  

31 .ttJf51 1 -0 
So much luck! 

Sicilian Defence 
Evgeny Vasiu.kov 
Bent Larsen 
Manila 1 9 74 

Game SO 

1 .e4 c5 2.ttJf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.ttJxd4 ttJf6 5.ttJc3 d6 6.g4 h6 
7.h4 

In Manila 1 9  7 3 ,  Lombardy-Larsen con
tinued 7 .�g2 ,  but White lost. 
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7 ... ltJc6 8.l:tg1 h5 
White threatened 9 .gs hxgS 1 O .hxgS 
ltJd7 1 l .g6. Now the intention is to re
ply to 9 .gS with 9 . . .  ltJg4, since 1 0 .f3 
ltJgeS would give excellent play to 
Black. 

9.gxh5 ttJxh5 1 0.i.g5 flc7 
1 1 .'ifd2 

If 1 1 .ltJdbS 'it'b8 followed by . . .  a7-a6. 
11 ... a6 1 2.0-0-0 ttJxd4 1 3. 'if xd4 
�d7 14.\t>b1 l:tcS 1 5.�e2 b5 
1 6J::tge1 'ifc5 1 7.'it'd2 ltJf6 

Why this retreat? Probably fearing an 
eventual ltJdS ! . 

1 8.a3 flic7 
This move is possibly rather timid. Per
haps 1 8  . . .  b4! ? . 

1 9.f4 'iYb7 

20.e51 dxe5 21 .ii.f3! 
Now White has a strong initiative. The 
normal move 2 1 .fxeS would have been 
answered with 2 1  . . .  b4! . 

21 ... 'ifxf3 
If 2 1 .  . .  e4 22 .ltJxe4 ltJxe4 23 .nxe4! , 
which would immediately threaten 
24.:xe6+ ! .  

22.i.xf6 'ifc6 23.ltJe4 b4 
If 2 3  . . .  gxf6 24.ltJxf6+ \t>e7 2 5 .fxeS , 
with the threats 2 6 .'ifxd7+ and 
26 .ifgs .  

24.fxe5 bxa3 25.l:[e3 'if xc2+ 
A tactical resource but one which will 
not be enough to save the game. 
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26.'ifxc2 a2+ 27.@xa2 l:lxc2 
28.l::tb31 

Taking the initiative in this case is a de
cisive factor. 

28 ... l:lcS 29.l:[b7 i.b5 
No good is 2 9 . . .  ilc6 because of 
30 .l:lc7 ! .  

30.�xg71 �xg7 31 .ltJd6+ @fS 
32.ttJxcS �xe5 33.l:ldS+ @g7 
34.l:.xhS @xh8 35.l:lxf7 �g3 
36.h5 �e2 37.h6 e5 38.ltJd6 �f4 
39.l::te7 ..ih5 40.@b3 .ig6 
41 .t2Jf7+ �xf7+ 42.l:txf7 i.xh6 
43.l:la7 \t>g8 44.\t>c4 \t>fS 
45.wd5 �c1 46.b3 �b2 47.l::txa6 
\t>e 7 48.l:[h6 �c3 49.l:lc6 1 -0 

Bishop or Kn ight? 
Donner's Rule 

Do you know Donner's Rule? 'In normal 
positions, the pair of queen and knight is 
stronger than queen and bishop, but rook and 
bishop is stronger than rook and knight'. 
Donner has told me quite a few times 
how players who were not aware of this 
principle, have made the wrong ex
change in winning positions, and 
ended up losing the game. 
But then, rules are rules and, naturally, 
there are exceptions. First let us have a 
look at a game in which the rook and 
bishop, in fact, turns out to be stronger 
than the rook and knight. 



Sicilian Defence 
Eugenio Torre 
Bent Larsen 
Manila 1 9 74 

Game 8 1  

1 .e4 c5 2.lLif3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.lLixd4 t2Jf6 5.t2Jc3 d6 6 . ..ie2 
�e7 7.0-0 tLic6 8.�e3 �d7 
9.lLidb5 'tib8 1 O.a4 0-0 1 1 .f4 
:ca1? 

Afterwards I saw in Informant that in 
this position, Polugaevsky had played 
1 1 . . .  l:td8 . Probably, my opponent, who 
was well-versed in opening theory, was 
prepared for this move. 

1 2.�h1 lLib4 1 3  . .if3 a6 14.t2Jd4 
e5 1 5.fxe5 

If 1 5 .lLifS �xfS 1 6 .exfS e4 is good for 
Black. 

1 5  ... dxe5 1 6.lLif5 �xf5 1 7.exf5 

1 7  ... e4 1 8.�xe4 
The withdrawal l 8 . ..ie2 would give 
Black the advantage after 1 8  . . .  �d6.  
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1 8  ... lLixe4 1 9.tLixe4 '5' e5 
Weak is 1 9  . . .  t2Jxc2 because of 20  . .if4, 
followed by f6 . 

20.'it'g4 h5 21 .fif3 tt:Jxc2 
After 2 1  . .  Jic4 White would play 2 2 .f6 
l:txe4 2 3 .fxe7 ,  and would end up with 
at least a draw. Now the best continua
tion is 22 .�f4 'ifxfS 2 3  . .:r.ad l , and if 
2 3  . . .  h4 24.l:id7 recovers the pawn with 
a level game. 

22.f6? 

22 ... t2Jxe3! 23. 'if xe3 �d6 
An unexpected move for White. 

24.fig3 'fixg3 25.hxg3 
After 2 S .t2Jxg3 g6 Black would be 
much better. 

25 ... �es 26.fxg7 �xg7 27 . .:r.fs f6 
· 28 . .:r.af1 .tlc6 29.b3 <iti>g6 30 . .:r.5f3 

lld8 31 .lLif2 J:tc3 32 . .:r.xc3 �xc3 
33.t2Jh3 �e5 

In this position the bishop is clearly su
perior to the knight. There are pawns 
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on both flanks and also, Black is the 
only one who has the option to get 
some action going on the queenside. 

34.tt:Jf4+ 'iti>h6 35.'iti>h2 J::[d2 
36.J::[f3 J::[d1  37.tt:Jd3 <it>g6 

If White now played 3 8 .tlJxeS+ Black 
would win thanks to the passed pawn 
and his more active king. 

38.l2Jf4+ @g5 39.l2Jh3+ ®h6 
40.tt:Jf2 tlb1 

Adjourned. I spent a very long time an
alyzing this position, particularly the 
move 4 1  . lLid3 . Finally I was satisfied 
with the possibilities which a rook end
ing offered: 4 1 .ltJd3 ®gs 42 .tt:Jf2 'it>g6 
(not 42 . . .  h4 43 .®h3 !)  43 .lLid3 aS 
44.lt:Jf4+ @gs 4S .lLih3 + <tih6 46.lt:Jf4 
b6  47  .lt:Jd3 <tig6 48 .tlJf4+ �xf4 
49.gxf4 @fs (not 49 . . .  h4? S O  . .U.d3 ! 
@fs s I ..:t.ds+ <tixf4 s2 .tibs with 
better defence prospects) 50 .®g3 �h l 
S 1 .  <tif2 h4 and it seems that the activity 
of the black pieces guarantees victory. 
However, considering that rook endings 
are always a little ' suspect' ,  I looked for 
something without the need to ex
change the minor pieces, but I did not 
find it. 

41 .tt:Je4 
All the hours spent in analysis gone 
down the drain! I would have been 
better off had I slept a few more hours. 
During the previous analysis I quickly 
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concluded that if White played 4 1  . l2Je4 
I could easily win. The trouble now 
was, could I remember how . . . .  ? 

41 ... <tig6 42.lLid2 
If 42 .lt:Jf2 h4! 43 .lLie4 fS or 43 .tlJh l 
<tigS ! . 

42 ... l::td1  43.lLic4 �b8 44.tt:Je3 
l:f.b1 45.tt:Jf1 �e5? 

This is pure fantasy. Much stronger is 
4S . . .  l:b2 ! ,  preparing the manoeuvre 
. . .  �es followed by . . .  b7 -b5 , . . .  b5-b4 
and . . .  i.c3 , against which there is no 
satisfactory defence. 

46.tt:Jd2 nc1 47.tt:Jc4 �c7 
48.tt:Je3 b5?? 

Correct is 48 . . .  nb l , and if 49 .lLifl , then 
� would play the move I had forgotten 
to make earlier : 49 . . .  .ab2 .  As for the 
line 49 .tlJdS �es SO .lt:Jf4+ ®gs ,  we 
could then reach the rook endgame that 
I mentioned following the adjourn
ment. 

49.axb5 axb5 50.tt:Jd5 �e5 

51 .tt:Je3?? 
5 1 .tlJf4+ gives good possibilities for a 
draw as , after eliminating a couple of 
the queenside pawns, the rook ending 
does not give much scope for anything 
else. Certainly there would still be a lot 
of play left but with very little pros
pects of finding a winning method for 
Black. 

51 ... �b1 52.tt:Jf1 



If 5 2 .tlJd5 , then 5 2  . . .  h4 5 3 .tlJf4+ 'lt>g5 
54.gxh4+ �g4. 

S2 ... l:tb2! 
This time I did not forget! 

S3.'lt>h3 @gs S4.tt:Jh2 l:tb1 
ss . .ttd3 �s s&.l:lt3+ @gs 

Also very good is 5 6  . . .  �e4, but the 
most important step to take at this stage 
was to pass the time control. 

S7.l:te3 @g6 S8.l:lf3 b4 S9.tt:Jf1 
i.c3 60.g4 hxg4+ 61 .@xg4 
l:txb3 62.ld.d3 l:ta3 63.@f3 �es 
64. 'lt>e2 l:txd3 6S.@xd3 b3 
66.tt:Jd2 b2 67.@c2 @fS 68.@d3 
@f4 69.@e2 @g3 70. �f1 fS 
71 .tt:Jb1 �d6 72.tt:Jc3 i.b4 
73.tt:Jb1 �as 74.tt:Ja3 �c3 
7S.tt:Jb1 �b4 

A typical manoeuvre to place White in 
zugzwang. 

76.@g1 f4 77.@f1 f3 
And White resigned. After 7 8 .gxf3 
'lt>xf3 79 .@g l 'lt>e2 ,  the unfortunate 
knight dies in his cell. 

Every Rule Has Its Exception 

Sicilian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Lajos Portisch 
Manila 1 974 

Game 82 

1 .e4 cs 2.tt:Jf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tt:Jxd4 tt:Jf6 S.tt:Jc3 a6 6.i.gS 

This was the first time in my life that I 
played this position as White. 

6 ... e6 7.f4 Ji.e7 8.'iff3 'f/c7 
9.o-o-o tt:Jbd7 1 o.�e2 

The two fashionable lines are, naturally, 
1 O .i.d3 and 1 O .g4. That, in itself, is 
enough for me to choose something 
different against the expert Hungarian 
grandmaster. 

Chapter 2 4 - Manila 1 9  7 4 

1 0  ... bS 1 1 .�xf6 tt:Jxf6 1 2.eS �b7 

1 3.'ifg3 
According to my analyses 1 3  .exf6 fails 
to give White any winning options. It 
was played for the first time in the fa
mous game Keres-Fischer in  the Can
didates ' in 1 9 59 .  Readers will proba
bly recall that I was Fischer's second 
there. 

1 3  ... dxeS 14.fxeS tt:Jd7 1 S.�f3 
This move may well be new or ancient. 
Well-known is 1 5 .'ifxg7 'ifxe5,  with a 
very agreeable position for Black. The 
problem that Black faces will be 
well-resolved by Portisch but at the cost 
of a lengthy amount of time. 

1 S ... �xf3 1 6.gxf3 g6 
The alternative 1 6  . . .  1i'xe5 1 7 .f4 1i'f6 
1 8 .l:thg l is very unpleasant for Black. 
For example, 1 8  . . .  0-0?  1 9  .tbc6 , win
ning a piece. Another option was 
1 6 . . .  b4 (considered to be the strongest 
by the grandmasters who participated 
in the tournament) with the idea of 
1 7  . tbe4? 'if xe5 . However, after 
1 7  .'ifxg 7 'ifxe5 l 8 . °ifxe5 tbxe5 
1 9 .  tbe4, the ending would be very sat
isfactory for White because the black 
king does not have a safe haven, and 
the eventual advance of the king's 
bishop's pawn could create serious 
problems. 

1 7.f 4 'fib 7 1 8.h4 0-0-0 
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Bent  Larsen ' s  Bes t Games 

White has nothing. 
1 9.lbf3 

Against the natural 1 9  .hS Black replies 
1 9  . . .  lbxeS ! .  

1 9  ... b4 20.lbe2 lbc5 21 .lbg5 
I:r.dfa 22.'ife3 h6 23.lbf3 I:r.d8 
24.lbed4 .ttd7 25.lbb3 lbxb3+? 

With 2 5  . . .  11t'e4 Black's posjtion would 
be good. 

26.axb3 l:thd8 27.:txd 7  'if xd7 
2a.h5 gxh5 29. 'ii' e2 '1Vb5 
30.'ifxb5 axb5 31 Jlxh5 ii.fa 

3 1  . . .  �cs does not make Black's life any 
easier: 3 2 .I:r.xh6 �e3 +  3 3 .Wb l l:r.d l +  
34.@a2 l:tfl 3 5 .lbgs llxf4 3 6 .l:r.h7 . 

32.lbe1 l:td5 33.lbd3 @da 
34.\t>d2 

34 ... f5 
Doubtful. After the game, the Hungar
ian grandmaster was not happy with 
this move, saying that he had overesti
mated his position. Now Black will not 
be able to exchange pawns through a 
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possible . . .  f7-f6 advance. This was 
bound to be important when a draw 
was at stake. 

35.<it>e3 @ea 36.I:r.h1 l::td7 37.c3 
bxc3 38.bxc3 l::tc7 39.<itd2 <itf7 
40.lbc1 @g6 

Portisch still had 9 minutes, but he 
played too fast. After the game he said 
that he had not foreseen just how 
strong my next move would turn out to 
be. In any case, if Black had played 
40 . . .  b4, after 4 1 .c4, followed by lbd3 
and eventually c4-c5 ,  White would 
have maintained excellent chances of 
winning. 

41 .b41 
Gligoric told me that when the white 
knight arrived at the d4-square it was 
the most striking thing he had seen in a 
long time. Naturally, the black bishop is 
not the classic bad bishop: it isn't 
blocked by its own pawns, but by those 
of his opponent. Now, depending on 
what defence Black adopts, the white 
pawn at f4 can be defended by the 
knight whilst the rook will try to pene
trate; or perhaps the rook could defend 
whilst the knight takes charge of cap
turing the pawns. 

41 ... l:rd7+ 
The sealed move. If 4 1 . . . l:r.c4 42 .lbe2 
hS 43 . <ite3 ,  and the rook will move to 
a l , breaking through decisively. Neither 



is the following sufficient: 42 . .  J:te4 
43 .�d3 h5 44.t2Jd4 �h6 45 . .l::tg l +  
@f7 46.t2Jxb5 .tl.xf4 47 .t2Jd6+ @e7 
48 . b5 ,  and this pawn would be very 
strong. In this last line, the following 
would not work either : 45 . . .  @h7 
46.t2Jxe6 �xf4 47 .t2Jf8+ @h8 48 .t2Jd7 
�xe5 49.l:tg5 l::te l  50 .l::txf5 l:td l +  
5 1 .'it>c2  l::txd7 5 2  . .l::txh5 +  'it>g7 
5 3 .l::txe5 and wins. 

42.<t>c2 
But not 42 .@e3 �e7 !  43 .t2Je2 .id8 
44.t2Jd4 �b6, with a probable draw. 

42 ... h5 
Or 42 . . .  l::tc7 43 .@b3 l::f.c4 44.t2Je2 l::te4 
45 .t2Jd4 h5 46.l::tg l  + (46.t2Jxe6 would 
also win) 46 . . .  @£7 47 .t2Jxb5 l::txf4 
48 .t2Jd6+ <Ji;e7 49.b5 , with a decisive 
advantage. 

43.ttJe2 �h6 44.:h4 i.fB 

45.l::th31 l::th7 
In case of 45 . . .  i.h6 46.l::tg3+ @f7 
4 7 .l::td3 , and if there is an exchange of 
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rooks, White wins easily by taking the 
king over to the flank bearing his name. 

46.ttJd4 h4 47.t2Jxe6 �e7 
As happened against Torre, my biggest 
problem at this moment was to recall 
my analyses because the fact was that 
my opponent did not choose what 
seemed to me to be the most resistant 
line. 
Put simply, this was not a variation I had 
worked out in any depth. Now I cannot 
continue with 45 .t2Jd4 because of 
4 5 . . .  �xb4 with some counterplay. 

48.ct>d3 <Ji;h5 49.@e3 @g4 
50.l::f.h1 @g3 

If 5 0  . . .  h3 5 1 .l::tg l  + <iifh4 5 2 .t2Jd4 h2 
5 3 .t2Jxf5+ @h5 54.l:th l , and White 
wins. Really, it is the knight that does 
everything. 

51 .l::tg1  + @h2 52.\itf2 l::th6 
If 5 2  . . .  h3 5 3 .t2Jd4 i.h4+ 54.@fl , and 
Black cannot escape the mate. 

53.ttJd4 l::ta6 54.l::tg2+ @h1 
55.�g1 + <t>h2 56.l::tg2+ 

Once the time control is over, the rest is 
easy. 

56 ... @h1 
Before playing, Portisch had a good 
look at his score sheet to see if the same 
move had been repeated three times. 

57.l::tg7 1 -0 

Any reasonable continuations win easily 
for White. My idea was to reply to 
5 7  . . .  i.dS , with 58 .e6 ,  etc. 
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Chapter 25 

Report from Orense 1975 

In my opinion, the Orense Tournament started badly, but then improved. I arrived 
convinced that it would begin on 1 5 January with 1 2 players. However it turned 
out that the opening had been postponed until the 1 6th and to top it all there were 
four more participants ! 

I was annoyed by the lack of information; moreover I do not consider it appro
priate that a serious 1 5-round tournament can be played over 1 6  days. They finally 
added a couple of rest days and I stayed. 

Initially I did not feel in good form. I lost against Cardoso (he played a good 
game) , and against Hernando (I lost a piece on move 8 and I refused to accept a 
draw on the 1 2th) . Then I woke up! In the early rounds the leaders were Cardoso, 
Diez del Corral and Guillermo Garcia. 

In the 7th round Ljubojevic rejected a draw offer on two or three occasions, vir
tually forcing Gheorghiu to win the game and take fust place in the rankings. This 
obliged me to try and beat the Rwnanian player, if I wanted to aspire to take the 
lead. When I played him in the 1 0th round my score against the grandmasters was 
very good with 6 out of a possible 7 points. So, that's how things were, and I think I 
deserved to win the tournament. 

The tournament reached Category 1 0 , with an average Elo of 247 5 .6. For 
Guillermo Garcia, who aspired to get his 2nd GM norm, this meant that he needed to 
get 9 points. He did not succeed, as also happened earlier in Hastings. After Orense 
he travelled to Malaga (Costa del Sol tournament) , looking for his 2nd norm. He will 
succeed one day! At present, grandmasters consider him to be a future colleague. 

I do not understand Diez del Corral too well. Is it so terrible to lose a pawn against 
Pomar in the 6th round and for this to affect his play the rest of the tournament? 

I do not understand Bellon either. Some of his games were good whilst others 
were really bad with amazing positional errors. 

Keene is a master in strategy, but not so in tactics. When he gets into a good posi
tion, he seems unsure. 

Pomar began with 5 draws. He had good chances to win in two of them, but he 
played without energy. His win against Diez del Corral boosted his morale and he 
finished the tournament with a good result. In the 1 1 th round he made mistakes 
early in the game and Ljubojevic beat him with no difficulty. Now I am not so sure 
if Pomar lost through lack of energy or lack of ambition. 

As to the others? There weren't any surprises. It had been some time since Andersson 
had played so well. It's not often that we see him win eight games in a tournament. 

I finish by highlighting the strong fighting spirit that was evident in most 
rounds. This is shown by the low percentage of draws: 3 5%. 

252  
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Owen's Defence 
Guillermo Garcia 
Bent Larsen 

Game 8 3  Black wants to play . . .  l:td8 before cas
tling so as to hinder White's plan of ad
vancing c3-c4 followed by l:tg3 . 

Orense 1 9 7 5 

1 .ttJf3 b61? 
The unforgettable Tartakower, which 
has its origins in the Karlsbad Tourna
ment, as noted in the tournament book. 
Actually it is known that 1 .  . .  bS is pref
erable. 

2.e4 .ib7 3.ttJc3 e6 4.d4 ..tb4 
5.�d3 .ixc3+ 6.bxc3 ttJe7 7.0-0 
d6 8.l'le1 ttJd7 9.e5!? 

The young Cuban master wants an 
open position but now the black bishop 
works well on the long diagonal. 

9 ... dxe5 1 O.ttJxe5 ttJxe5 1 1 .�xe5 
ttJg6 1 2.l:th5 'ii'd7 1 3.a4 a61? 

Probably better is 1 3  . . .  0-0. 
14.l:ta3!? f5!? 

Once again 14 . . . 0-0 could be considered. 
1 5  . .if1 h6 

1 6.l:th3 0-0 1 7.a5 
Offering a draw. Garcia could no lon
ger achieve the GM norm. The advan
tage I had over Ljubojevic and 
Andersson was only half a point. Agree 
to a draw? No way! I did not want to 
share first prize ! 

1 7  ... b5 1 8.c4 l:tadS 1 9.cxb5 axb5 
20. 'if h5 l:tf6 21 .l::thb3 

2 l .a6! is better. 
21 ... �a6 22.l:ta2? 

The white rooks' manoeuvres are wor
thy of consideration but these last two 
moves have alleviated Black's position 
somewhat. There is also something else 
that has been alleviated. . . .  my nervous 
tension. Andersson and Ljubojevic have 
just agreed a draw. 

22 ... 'irc6 23.l:lg3 �f71 
An exception. Normally it is bad to 
'walk into' a pin. 

24.llaa3 l:lxd4 25 . .ib2 l:th4 
26.'ird1 e5 

27.l:tgc3 
Playing the other rook is not any better. 
If 2 7 .l::tac3 l:lc4 2 8 .�xc4+ bxc4 
2 9. 'ifhS f 4 and Black would be better. 

27 ... l:lc4 28.l:txc4 bxc4 29 . .ic3 
l:td6 30.1i'h5 @f6 31 .1:181 'ire4 
32.l:tc1 ttJf4? 
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B en t  Larsen 's B es t  Games 

Black had 7 minutes left and White just 
over 3 .  With 3 2  . . .  ld.d8 there would have 
been excellent chances of winning. 

33.'if eS! �b7 34.'iffS+?? 
With 34 .lte l ! tl:ih3 + 3 5 .@hl tl:ixf2+ 
36 .@g l tl:ih3+ we would have drawn. 

34 ... @g6 35.if eS+ @h7 
36.'Yi'xeS tt:Je2+ 37.@h1 'ifxeS 
38.�xeS tt:Jxc1 39.�xd6 cxd6 
40.�xc4 dS 41 .a6 �as 42.i.bS 
tt:Ja2 43.�d7 @g6 0-1 

A game full of errors, but also with 
original ideas from both players. 

King's Indian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Miguel Quinteros 
Orense 1 97 5 

Game 84 

1 .c4 g6 2.d4 �g7 3.e4 d6 4.tt:Jc3 
tt:Jc6 5.�e3 eS 6.dS tt:Jce7 

7.g4!? 
Also good is 7 .cs . 

7 ... tt:Jf6 
Interesting is 7 . .  .fS ! ? for instance : 
8 .gxfS gxfS 9.°ifhS+ @f8 1 O .�h3 . 

8.f3 hS? 
There are many better moves like, 
for instance 8 . . .  c6 ,  8 . . .  cS and 8 . . . 0-0 .  
Quinteros told me after the game that 
once he had made this bad move he was 
on the point of resigning. 
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9.gS tt:Jh7 1 O.'if d2 fS 1 1 .h4 tl:ifS 
1 2.cS a6 1 3.b4 tt:Jd7 14.a4 0-0 
1 5.aS 

Marshall once won a game only by 
moving his pawns. Of course, this was 
against a really weak player. Playing 1 2 
pawn moves and only 3 pieces against a 
grandmaster normally leads to trouble. 
However, in this particular case, it is de
cisively advantageous. 
In this position, the black pieces do not 
have much space due to White's pawn 
structure on the kingside. This deprives 
him of any counterplay. It may seem 
strange, but the great Petrosian once 
had to deal with this straight jacket on 
the kingside. 

1 5  ... ct>h7 1 6.tt:Jge2 llf7 1 7.tt:Jc1 
tt:JfS 1 8.�e2 c6 

Despair! 
1 9.cxd6 'ifxd6 20.�cs 'ifdS 
21 .d6 tt:Jg8 

A rather inactive knight! 
22.tt:Jb3 'ifeS 23.�e3 tt:Je6 
24.ld.d1 �d7 25.0-0 ld.d8 26.�c4 
IUS 27.�b6 l:lbS 28.tt:Je2 fxe4 
29.fxe4 tt:Jd4 30.llxfS 'ifxfS 
31 .tt:Jbxd4 exd4 32.l::tf1 ! -..ea 

If 3 2 . . .  Yi xd6 3 3 .  l::f.£7 there would be no 
hope for Black. 

33.tt:Jf4 'iVeS 34.�f7 ifxd6 
35.�xg6+ @hS 36 . .txhS d3 
37.eS �xeS 38.l2Jg6+ @g7 
39.tt:JxeS 'ifxeS 40.'ifxd3 1 -0 



Reti Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Arturo Pomar 
Orense 1 97 5 

Game 85 

1 .ttJf3 ttJf6 2.b3 e6 3 .i.b2 b6 
4.g3 i.b7 5 . ..tg2 d5 6.c4 ttJbd7 
7.0-0 i.d6 8.ttJc3 0-0 9.'ifc2 a& 
1 O.cxd5 exd5 1 1 .d3 l:Ie8 
1 2.l:[fe1 ttJcS 

To oppose White's pawn advance e2-e4. 
1 3.:ad1 'ifd7 1 4.e3 l:Iad8 

Better may have been 1 4  . . .  aS . 
1 5.t2Je21 t2Jg4 1 6.h3 t2Jh6 1 7.ttJc3 
f5? 1 8.b4 ttJe6 1 9.'iYb3 'iff7 

20.e4 dxe4 21 .dxe4 ttJf8? 
Better is 2 1 .  . .  f4 22 .g4 @h8 although 
White would have the advantage. 

22.ttJdS @h8 23.ttJgS 
Of no use is 2 3  .eS ? because of 
2 3  . . .  i.xdS 24.l:lxdS i..xb4! . 

23 ... Yi'g& 24.h4 �xd5 25.ttxdS f4 
Loses straight away; Black's position 
now was poor anyway. 

26.hSl 'ii'xhS 27.ttJe& 
This is the most precise. It gains a 
tempo, although 2 7 .�xg7+ was good 
enough. 

27 _'if g& 28.t2Jxg7 'ifxg7 29..hg7+ 
@xg7 30.'iYc3+ <;t>g8 31 .eS 1-0 

Looking over this game and the one I 
played against Gheorghiu, I need to be 
grateful for the great job that my 
fianchettoed bishops did. 
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Sicilian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Florin Gheorghiu 
Orense 1 9 7 5 

Game 86 

1 .e4 cs 2.t2Jf3 e6 3.t2Jc3 a& 4.d4 
cxd4 5.t2Jxd4 'f/c7 6.g3 i..b4 
7.t2Je2 t2Jf6 8.�g2 �e 7 9.0-0 
ttJc& 1 O.b3 o-o 1 1 .�b2 .tide 

Also to consider is 1 1  . . .  l:lbS .  
1 2.'ifd2 b5 

1 3.ttJdSI? exd5 14.exdS £1.b 7 
In case of 1 4  . . .  'ifd6 1 S .'flf4! recovers 
the piece with a small advantage. If 
Black now moves the lmight, then the 
continuation would be 1 6 .�eS and 
1 7 .d6. 

1 5.dxc& dxc6 1 6.'f/f4 �d6 
1 7.'fifS i!.c8 1 8.'ifg5 h6 1 9.Vi'c1 

This retreat is now better than in move 
1 6 , where to 1 6 .'ifcl Black could have 
replied 1 6 . . .  cS ! .  

1 9  ... l::leS 20. 'ii' d 2 �g4 
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B ent  Larsen 's B es t  G ames 

21 .�xf6! �xe2 
If 2 l . . .  l::f.xe2 ?  2 2 .'ifd4! . 

22.llfe1 �hS 23.�c3 ltxe1 + 
24.llxe1 as 2S.h4 b4 26.�b2 
lldS 27.'if d4 �JS 2S.'S'c4 'if d6 
29.�c1 �g6 30 . .te3 cs 31 .�f3 
'iVe5 32.@g2 'iffS 33.hS �h7? 

It was possible to take the pawn: 
3 3  . . .  �xhS ! 34.g4 'iVg6 3 5 .llh l ? l:ld4! .  
In this case White would do well to play 
3 5 .�e2 'ifc6+ 3 6  . .tf3 'iVg6 and draw. 

34.�c1 'ife5 3S.c3 �d3 36.'iff4 
'if xf4 37.�xf4 llcS 3S.c4 �fS 
39.l::.d1  a4 

40.g4! 
A difficult decision with only one min
ute left. 

40 ... �c2 41 .lld7 axb3 42.axb3 
�xb3 

The sealed move. The alternative was 
42 . . .  f6 43 .�dl  �e4+ 44.<t>g3 with 
good possibilities for White, since 
44 . .  J:taS ?  would not work due to 
4S . .if3 . Also, after exchanging the 
light-squared bishops, White's posi
tional advantage would be obvious. 

43.�d5 i.a4 44 . .txf7 + 'it>hS 
4S.lla7 �es 46.�e6 �c6+ 47.f3 
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l:leS 4S . ..tf5 c;i;>gS 49 . .:ta6 lle2+ 
SO.'it>g3 �es S1 .l:laS b3 

If S 1 .  . .  .if7 S 2 .�e4 winning. There is 
an amazing difference between the 
white bishops and the black bishops. 

S2 . .i.e4 b2 S3.l:tbS i.f7 S4.�d3 
l:teS 5S.llxeS 

The endgame will be more annoying 
without the rooks on the board. 

S5 ... .ixeS 56.i.e5 

S6 ... �e7 
Black could also have played the inter
esting albeit insufficient 5 6  . . .  g6 ! ?  
5 7 .hxg6 �g7 5 8 .�f4 �a4 5 9  . .i.e3 
�b3 60 .i.b l �JS 6 1 .f4 �xc4 62 .fS 
and White wins. For example, 62 . . .  <it>g7 
63 .'lt>h4 �e2 64.'it>hS @f6 6S .i.d2 etc. 

S7.�xb2 �f7 5S.�es �f6 
59.@f4 i.e6 60.�d6 .i.d4 
61 .i.e5 i.f2 62.@e4 �h4 
63 . .i.e2 f;..e7 64.�c7 <it>f7 
65.<itte5 �cs 66.�d3 

The game was adjourned. Gheorghiu 
resigned without resuming play, the 
very same day he drew against 
Hernando; and this dashed his hopes to 
become the leader. Either way the end
game is easily won by White. 



Chapter 26 

Manila 1975 

After organizing the super tournament in 1 9 74, Manila again hosted another re
markable chess event. And it would not be the last! Chess in the Philippines is be
coming very well supported and this will encourage the rapid development of their 
young players, such as Eugenio Torre. 

This was an important victory for the Yugoslav grandmaster Ljubojevic. He re
mained unbeaten, obtaining 7 points out of 1 0 . After him came a group of four 
players : Polugaevsky, Mecking, Larsen, Pfleger with 6 .  There was a poor perfor
mance from the American Kavalek and the young Filipino star Eugenio Torre was 
somewhat disappointing. His countryman Balinas was one of the revelations of the 
congress, defeating Polugaevsky and Larsen. His aggressiveness and good competi
tive spirit is reflected in the fact that he only signed two draws! 

Sicilian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Lubomir Kavalek 
Manila 1 97 5 

Game 8 7  problems for White, because after ex
changing the white bishops there will 
be weaknesses in the king 's position. 

1 .e4 c5 2.t2Jf3 d6 3.d4 
Surprise !  I nearly always play the less 
known variations in the Sicilian De
fence. However on this occasion I sacri
ficed my d-pawn for Black's c-pawn, as 
the others do. 

3 ... cxd4 4.t2Jxd4 t2Jf6 5.t2Jc3 e6 
6.g3 t2Jc6 7.�g2 t2Jxd4 

7 . . .  �d7 looks more natural. The ex
change may be considered a waste of 
time. 

8.Vi'xd4 �e7 9.0-0 0-0 1 0.e5 
dxe5 1 1 .  'if xe5 'if b6 

If Black gets to play . . .  �d7 and . . .  i.c6 
he will have no problems. In the 
Encyclopaedia I later found a correspon
dence match between two Russians 
with the continuation 1 2 .tba4 Vi'a6 
1 3 .b3 �d7 1 4.lLJcS , resulting in a bal
anced game, but with some practical 

1 2.a41 
It's good not to know the book! I had 
thought of this move when I advanced 
my pawn on move 1 0  ( e4-e5) and I 
played it immediately. which probably 
impressed my opponent. It is the logical 
move to make since it is in line with 
White's intentions to create pressure on 
the queenside. The most important ques
tion is : can Black play 1 2 . . .  i.d7 ? If this 
were the case there would be two replies : 
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A) 1 3 .aS iYa6 l 4.if c7 l:lab8 1 S .�f4 
l:lfc8 1 6. 'if xb8 l:lxb8 1 7  .i.xb8 �c6 
and White would have two rooks for 
the queen, but Black would not be any 
worse since there is always the possibil
ity of an attack against the white king; 

B) 1 3 .l:id l ! l:lfc8 ( 1 3  . . .  �c6?  1 4.�fl ) 
1 4.�fl 'ii'c6 1 S .�bS if c7 l 6.ifxc7 
l:ixc7 1 7  . .ixd7 ( 1 7  .i.f4 l:lxc3 ! )  
1 7  . . .  l:lxd7 l 8.l:lxd7 l2Jxd7 1 9  .as ! and 
White would have the initiative. Black's 
a-pawn is weak and after l 9 . . .  b6, 
20 .lLJbS will follow. 
The continuation that Kavalek decides 
on does not solve his problems. 

1 2  ... i.d6? 1 3.ti'b5 'fJ/c7 14.a5 a6 
1 5. 'if b6 'fl e 7 1 6.i.gS ..tc5 

Or 1 6  . . .  �c7 1 7 .i.xf6 gxf6 1 8 .1i'e3 , 
threatening 1 9 .  lLJdS . 

1 7. 'ifb3 h6 1 8.hf6 gxf6 
l 8 . . .  'ifxf6 l 9 .l2Je4 1!f e 7  2 0 .lLJxcS 
'it'xcS 2 1 .l:lfd l  is not better for Black. 

1 9.l2Ja4 l:lb8 20.l:lfd1 e5 
21 .l2Jxc5 'if xc5 22.J:r.d5 'ir' e 7 
23.'ife3 <itig7 

If2 3  . . .  �e6 24.ifxh6 ! . 
Black is frnally ready to develop his 
bishop. But either way, there are still se
rious weaknesses on his queenside, and 
his kingside pawns are not that strong 
either. Since there is no clear attack on 
the king, White decides to use his ad
vantage in the endgame. 

24.b3 �e6 
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25.'ifc51 'ifxc5 26.l:lxc5 l:lfd8 
27.@f1 b6 28.axb6 l:lxb6 29.<itie1 
l:lbd6 30.i.f3 l:lb8 31 . .i.e2 l:lbb6 

Kavalek was very pressed for time. 
Black's position is 'in the air ' ,  as his 
a-pawn is a chronic weakness and any 
exchanges made are in White's favour. 
Even so, I decided to create another 
problem for him to resolve. 

32.f4!? e4 
Despair! After 3 2  . . .  exf4 Black's pawn 
majority on the kingside would not 
amount to much. 

33.f5 i.d7 34.l:laaS e3 35.l:lc3 
i.b5 

Against 3 S  . . .  l:ld2 I could play 3 6.l:ld3 
l:lxc2 3 7 .l:lxd7 l:lxb3 3 8 .ld.adS ! win
ning, since if 3 8  . . .  l:lbb2 3 9.i.hS ! .  

36.l:ixe3 �xe2 37.@xe2 l:lbc6 
38.c3 l:ld7 39.l:ld3 l:lb7 40.b4 
l:lbc7 41 .<itid2 l:le7 42.llad5 l:le5 
43.1:13d4 h5 44.<itid3 l:le1 

The sealed move. 



4S.:cs :b6 46.:ca as 
The last resort. White could take, but I 
preferred the threat of mate with 
l:td4-d8 . 

47.\t>d2 .:th1 48.h4 l:.h2+ 
49.@d3 .:th1 SO.<it>c4 l:xb4+ 
S1 .cxb4 l:c1 + S2.@b3 llxc8 
S3.bxaS @f8 S4.a6 @e7 SS.@b4 
:c1 S6.@bS J:r.a1 S7.l:.a4 l:.b1 + 
ss.was 1 -0 

Alekhine 's Defence 
Eugenio Torre 
Bent Larsen 
Manila 1 975  

Game 88 

1 .e4 tlJf6 2.es tlJdS 3.d4 d6 
4.tlJf3 tlJb6?1 

This was played by the German Lothar 
Schmid. It's probably not the best in this 
position, but Black avoids the most ana
lyzed variations. The next move by 
Torre is not the best either. 

S.�d3? tlJc6 6.exd6 fi'xd6 7.0-0 
�g4 8.c3 0-0-01? 

This was the last round. I needed a win; 
anything else did not make much dif
ference to me. I saw that 8 . . .  e5 was 
playable, but the reply 9 .i.e 2 led to a 
clearly balanced position. 

9.a4!? es 1 O.as t2Jd7 1 1 .a6 exd4? 
l l .  . . b6 was necessary, leaving an un
clear position. 

Chap ter  2 6 - Mani la  1 9  7 5 

1 2.axb 7 + @b8 

1 3  . .ie411 
I had missed this strong move. Now 
1 3 . . . tlJde5 would be refuted with 
1 4.tlJxeS . Following his last move 
White threatens l 4 . ..txc6 'ifxc6 
1 S .tlJxd4 'ii'g6 l 6.'if a4. 

1 3  ... �xf31 14 . ..txf3 tlJdeS 
1 S.i.xc6 

Against 1 S .�e4 I would have tried 
1 5  . . .  fs 1 6  . ..ixfS 'if f 6 1 7 .�e4 �cs . 

1 S  ... 'ifxc6 1 6.cxd4 �cs 1 7.�e3 
�b6 1 8.tlJc3 l:.he8 1 9.dS 'ifxb7 
20.i.xb6 cxb6 

Black's position is very difficult though 
there is still some hope. Moreover, 
White is short of time. 

21 .ifd4 ifc7 22.'it'a4 l:.e7 
23.l::tfe1 l:lde8 24.l:.e4 

24 ... 'ird71 
This was unexpected for White. Most of 
Black's difficulties have been sorted out. 
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25. iV d4 f6 26.h3 CiJf7 27.l1xe 7 
l:txe7 28.iVb4? CiJd6 29.ifd4 
ld.e5 30.l:[d1 @ca 

This was a surprising move for my op
ponent, who was now pressed for time. 

31 .CiJa2 ld.e4 
The manoeuvre CiJb4-c6 cannot be al
lowed. 

32.ld.c1 + <;i{b 7 33. if d2 CiJb5 
34.'ifd3 

White only has two minutes to get to 
move 40 . If 34.l:iJb4 ld.d4 3 5 .ife l aS . 
And if34.0ic3 l:td4 3 S .'ife3 0ixc3 ! .  

34 ... ld.d4 35.'ifxh7 ld.xd5 36.'if e4 
f5 37.'if a4 a5! 

A trap and also a good move. 
38.CiJc3? CiJxc3 39. 'ti'xd7 + llxd7 
40.l:txc3 

After 40.bxc3 <;i{c6 ,  Black's a-pawn is 
very strong. 

40 ... l::ld1 + 41 .@h2 ftd2 42.Iig3 
Torre played very quickly, since he was 
not sure if he had reached move 40. Af
ter 42.b3 , there are two possibilities for 
Black :  

A) 42 . . .  l::lxfl. 43 .l::lg3 @a6 44.l:ixg7 
f4 45 .l:tfl f3 ! 46.l:ixf3 Iixf3 47 .gxf3 
bS ! ;  

B) 42 . . .  <;i{a6 43 .l:tc7 I:r.b2 .  
With any of these, Black would have 
had good chances to gain the advan
tage. 

42 ... l:ixb2 43.ld.xg7+ @a6 44.h4! 

44 ... ld.xf2? 
This was the sealed move. Much stron
ger was 44 . . .  ld.c2 , which wins easily af
ter 45 .hS l:ic8 ! .  If 4S . .J:[g8 lie? , or 
45 .ld.fl a4. 

45.h5 ld.c2 46.h6 lie& 47.h7 
ld.h6+ 48.@g3 a4 49. <;i{f4 l:r.h5 

Manila 1 975 

l ·• Lju�jeliic;;l.juhomir. : 26 1 5  
2 Polugaevsky,Lev 2 645 
3 . Mec.king,Henrique '. · .· . 26 ro 
4 Larsen.Bent 2625  
5 Pileger,Helrilut 2 540 

6 Balinas ,Rosendo 2 3 3 5  

7 Gligoric,Svetozar 2 5  75 
8 Karaklajic,Nikola 2445 
9 Kavalek,Lubomir 2 5 5 5  

1 0  Torre.Eugenio 2 5 1 5  

1 1  0 a.ard Leif 2 460 
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Not 49 . . .  a3 ? because of 5 0.l:r.g3 !  and 
certainly not 49 . . .  b5 ?? 5 0 .l:r.g6+ .  But 
49 . .  Jlh2 ! is a clear win, for instance 
50 .@xf5 b5 S l .g4 a3 etc. 

50.'it>e5 b5 51 .'it>f6? 
S I . @d4 had better prospects as a defence. 
However, it seems Black could still win: 
s I .  . . b4 S 2.'1itc4 l:r.h4+ 53 .g4 (53 .'it>cs 
b3 54.l:r.g6+ 'it>b7 5 5 .l:r.g7+ 'lt>c8 
S6.ltg8+ 'it>d7 57 .hS'if l:xh8 S8 .l:txh8 
a3) 5 3  . . .  b3 S4.'it>c3 l:th3+ SS .'it>b2 
l:th2+  56.'it>c3 b2 57 .h8'fl b l  ltJ+!. 

51 ... b4 
Winning by just one tempo. I had 
planned S l . . .  llh2 ,  but I forgot. After 
S2 .g3 a3 or 5 2 .'it>g6 l:txg2+,  victory is 
easily achieved. 

52.@g6 l::r.h2 53.l:tgS b31 54.h8'if 
It is most unusual to spend 4 2 minutes 
before deciding to promote to a queen. 
This, however, is what Torre did, even 
though he had previously played 
quickly. A beautiful line would have 
been S4.l:.b8 f4! ,  when this pawn, ap
parently ineffective, becomes decidedly 
important in certain variations. 

54 ... .U.xhS 55.ld.xhS @b51 
If I were to continue S 5  . . .  b2 S6.l:t.b8 a3 
S 7 .@xfS a2 the ending is unclear. 

56.'it>xf5 a3 57.J:raS 'it>b4 58.g4 
b2 59.'lt>f4 'lt>b3 

The easiest, although 5 9 . . .  a2 also wins. 
60.J:rbS+ <it>c2 61 .l:tcS+ 'it>b1 
62.g5 <itta1 I 0-1 

Chapter 2 6 - Manila 1 9  7 5 

Mecking is a master who studies hard 
and I'm sure that he receives magazines 
from the US Chess Federation, such as 
the Chess Life & Review. However, I'm 
sure he did not look at the games of the 
last U.S. Championship. Rogoff played 
some very interesting Caro-Kann 
openings. 

Caro-Kann Defence 
Henrique Mecking 
Bent Larsen 
Manila 1 9 7  S 

Game 89 

1 .e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.ttJc3 dxe4 
4.ttJxe4 ttJd7 

I 'd never played this before. Possibly it 
may not seem appropriate to my style, 
but rather to that of Smyslov, Petrosian 
or Hort. But after some difficulty in the 
opening, Black often obtains a good po
sition, with 4 pawns against 3 on the 
kingside, and this I find quite pleasant. I 
therefore decided to include this varia
tion in my repertoire. 

5 . .tc4 ttJgf6 6.ttJg5 e6 7. 'if e2 
ttJb6 8.�d3 h6 9.ttJ5f3 c5 
1 O.dxc5 �xc5 1 1 .ttJe5 ttJbd7 
1 2.ttJgf3 ttJxe5 1 3.ttJxe5 0-0 
1 4  . .td2 

With the idea of castling queenside. 
l 4.0-0 .b6 leads to a balanced game. 

1 4  ... 'ifd51 1 5.f4 
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This is not in the book! Well, at least not 
for the time being. 1 5 . 0-0-0 'ifxa2 
1 6 .c3 has been played on various occa
sions. And 1 5 .0-0 ..id4 1 6 .ltJc4 �d7 
does not bother Black. 

1 5  ... b51 
Played with no hesitation whatsoever. 
At this point Mecking had a long think. 
1 6.�xb5 �b7 concedes a very good 
position to Black. 

1 6.�e3 �xe3 1 7.'ii'xe3 �b7 
1 8.'ilff3 

The game Tarjan-Rogoff, played in the 
US Championships in 1 9  7 5 ,  continued 
1 8 .l:g l llfd8 1 9 .g4 ltJe4 and Black had 
a slight advantage although White man
aged to draw. Mecking's defence is not 
any better. 

1 8  ... 'ii'xf3 1 9.ttJxf3 ttJh5 20.0-0 
ttJxf4 21 .�xb5 llab8 22.i.c4 g5 
23.b3 llbc8 

24.l2Je1 
Necessary because of the threat 
24 . . .  ltJxg2 .  
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24 ... llfdS 25.llf2 @g7 26.�f1 
l:tc3 27.ttJd3 ttJxd3 28.�xd3 f5? 

Both players thought this to be a win
ning position for Black. However, this is 
not so easy to demonstrate. Perhaps 
better is 2 8  . . .  l:ld6 ,  with the idea of 
. . .  .ia6. 

29.g3 lld4 30.@f1 h5 31 .lle1 
�d5 32.@e2 �e4 33.�xe4 
nxe4+ 34.@d1 I:txe1 + 35.@xe1 
@f6 36.@d2 llc7 37.c4 e5 
38.'lte3 f4+ 39.gxf4 gxf4+ 
40.'lte4 lld7 41 .llc2 J:ld4+ 
42.@f3 

42 ... lld3+ 
If 42 . . .  Wf5 43 .c5 e4+ 44.@f2 f3 
45  . c6  @f4 46 .@e  1 ! ( 46  . . .  e 3 ? 
47  .llc4 ! )  - this is the critical line 
where Black would be one tempo 
away from victory. This tempo may 
have been lost on move 2 8 ! 

43.@f2 @e6 44.c5 @d7 45.lle2 
@e6 46.llc2 'ltd7 47.l:e2 we& 

Y2-112 



Chapter 27 

Spanish Team Championships 1975 

Schweppes won in Barcelona with no opposition. The team made up of Diez del 
Corral, Torin, Calvo and Bellon easily defeated the Espanol team composed of An
tonio Medina, Garcia Ortis and Roman Bardell. They also beat the team that was 
presumed to win the title, CIDA of Las Palmas, with the line-up Menvielle, Fraguela, 
Visier and the author of this book. But the first two boards were not in great form 
and the Madrid team did not fail. Terrassa, incidentally, had a fine performance, 
with Miquel Farre, Simon, Mora, Pablo (Spanish Youth Champion) and Parnes. 

Dutch Defence 
Arturo Pomar 
Bent Larsen 

Game 90 (Falkbeer's Counter-Gambit) , and now, 
the great champion of paradox 
recommended 3 .d4! ? .  

Spanish Team Championships, 

Barcelona 1 97 5 

1 .d4 f5 2.l2Jc3 d5 3.f3 
White tries to get into a favourable vari
ation of the Staunton Gambit, for exam
ple: 3 . . .  l2Jf6 4.e4. However, Black avoids 
this possibility. 

3 ... c5 4.e4 e51 

An incredible position! I believe that, as 
I developed this idea, I was thinking of 
an old recommendation by Tartakower: 
1 .f4 (Bird's Opening) 1 . . .  es (From's 
Gambit) 2 .e4 (King's Gambit) 2 . . .  dS 

5.�b5+ 
This option is certainly not the most 
critical. 5 .dxe5 d4 6 .lLJdS fxe4 
(6 . . .  l2Jc6 ! ?) 7 .�bS +  l2Jc6 8 .fxe4 a6 
9 .�d3 l2Jxe5 1 0.  'S'h5 + l2Jf7 is com
plex. 

5 ... �d7 6.�xd7 + tt:Jxd7 7.tt:Jxd5 
Once again, interesting is 7 .dxe5 ,  and 
in case of 7 . . .  d4 White can play 8 .lbd5 
lLixeS 9 .'ife2 . 

7 ... cxd4 8.l2Je2 
Obviously bad is 8 . exf5 due to 
8 . . .  if as+ .  However, 8. l2Jh3 seems to be 
somewhat better. This knight will be 
better placed on f2 and may then be 
ideally located on d3 . 

8 ... fxe4 9.fxe4 l2Jgf6 1 o . .tg5? 
Better is 1 O .l2Jxf6+ although after 
1 O . . .  ifxf6 Black would then be much 
better. 

1 0  ... ifa5+ 1 1 .�d2 'ifc5 
1 2.l2Jxf6+ 

l 2 . ..ib4 'it'c6 and White will lose the 
central e4-pawn. 

1 2  ... tt:Jxf6 1 3.l2Jg3 h5! 
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Now we shall see what problems 
White's eighth move has got him into. 

14.'S'f3?1 
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After 1 4.h4 Black will have a clear ad
vantage as his knight is much more 
powerful than his opponent's. 

14 ... h4 1 5.ttJe2 'S'xc2 1 6. 'S'f5 
'S'xe4 1 7.'S'e6+ ii.e7 1 8.�b4? 

1 8 .0-0 seems to offer greater resistance 
although Black would win without too 
much difficulty with the continuation 
1 8  . . . d3 1 9 .ttJc3 11t'd4+ 20 .�hl h3 
2 l .gxh3 1i'd6.  

1 8  ... ttJd51 1 9.ii.xe7 ttJf4 20.11t'c4 
�xe7 

Also 20  . . .  ltJd3+ .  White resigned. 



Chapter 28 

Biel lnterzonal 1976 - Group compositions, 
possibilities, politics and technicians 

The Interzonal is played, as was the case three years ago, in two groups. One started 
in Baguio, Philippines, on the 1 3th June; the other one will start on the 1 1 th July in 
Biel, Switzerland. 

Elo averages are: Baguio 2538  and Biel 253  7 .  Naturally this is not very interesting. 
The important thing is that the favourites are evenly distributed between the two 
groups. Three years ago this was not the case: 5 out of the 7 strongest players (accord
ing to Elo) were in the same group. This time there is no such injustice. As for the fa
vourites? Well then, whoever believes in Elo may look at the list and choose between 
the top three places or the top eight. I cannot see any favourites further down the list 
for Baguio. However, in Biel, there are two very interesting names: Byrne, participant in 
the last Candidates' Tournament, and Gulko, the new Russian star. It has to be said that 
the ratings are dated October 3 1 , 1 9 7 5 .  This means that they were posted after some 
very bad tournaments by Byrne, and before some very good ones by Gulko. 

Surely more can be said about the 'form' and the recent results obtained by the 
theoretical candidates. But it is difficult. There are tournaments and there are tour
naments. If Polugaevsky can call the Vinkovci tournament, training; or ifTal can call 
his match versus Andersson training ,  should these results then be taken seriously? 
If Hubner played the last five rounds badly in Las Palmas , is he now in good form? 
Maybe he will also play the first ten rounds badly in Biel. If Browne has played 
poorly in some open tournaments in the U.S . ,  does this indicate bad form? It may 
also be the case that an Open is something completely different to a more serious 
tournament. We may find it difficult, therefore, to arrive at any tangible conclusion. 

An important factor that makes predictions difficult is Zeitnot. Andersson is in time 
trouble in almost all of his games, and in some tournaments he lost many points on 
move 40 (and sometimes he gained points in the last moves before the time control) . 

Among the favourites are some who are very consistent, and others who are the 
complete opposite. Interesting cases of the latter type are Ljubojevic, Browne and Tal ,  
three great competitors who often struggle with success. In Tal's case his fans, who 
are spread out all over the world, always ascribe his poor performances to bad health; 
and, at least sometimes, they are right. But these health issues are also questionable. I 
think I 've heard many negative comments about the physical condition of all the 
grandmasters participating in the Interzonal : at least of all the favourites. On a 
Wednesday it is said that Geller is too old and that Petrosian and Larsen too fat; and on 
a Saturday a young grandmaster declares that he doesn't have the stamina of the 
aforementioned. The truth is that being in good shape will be important especially in 
July 1 97 6 .  There are also 'weather' problems. Lovely Summer or unbearable heat? 
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The youth factor is important in many forecasts, and certainly surprises must come 
from the young. The public loves surprises and new names. They think something 
along these lines: whatever do the likes of Spassky, Petrosian or Tal want? Haven't 
they been champions already (or played in the Candidates' in 1 95 3 ,  1 95 9  and 
1 965) ? In fact, Petrosian has occasionally mentioned that he plans to retire from 
the fight for the world title. But he still has the ambition to play good chess. If he 
does withdraw, many will argue that he cannot do so now . . . . . .  The Soviet Federation 
requires its best players to fight for their country. 

The reader always expects forecasts. Well then . . . .  the top three in each group! 
Polugaevsky, Spassky, Ljubojevic; Petrosian, Larsen, Portisch. (The Elo for Ljubojevic 
and Mecking is the same; I would 'prefer' Ljubojevic because he won in Manila and 
also because Mecking has been totally inactive lately.) 

Now for some more comments: none of the six is 1 00%, a 'fait accompli' .  Regard
ing Biel: Petrosian will, perhaps, prove to be too complacent. Portisch did not impres 
in Las Palmas. Neither did I, but I achieved one more point, which always counts. 

The same can be said about Andersson compared to Ribli in Baguio: if 1 2  points is 
enough for third place, then he's got options, but if more points are needed . . .  Perhaps 
the same can also be said of Byrne. Petrosian is not usually one to step up the pace, 
but Portisch, Larsen and Tal could do so if they find themselves in good shape. 

I don't give Hiibner more than a 1 5% chance of winning since he is now con
centrating on his academic studies, reading languages and lots of 'papyrus' .  

I mentioned three, then eight, favourites. I could also say that in Baguio I see five fa
vourites and a very dangerous outsider: in Biel I see six favourites. If I have to mention 
an outsider, I could say Hiibner. But the typical outsider, the new man who has every
thing to gain and nothing to lose, who will be dangerous for all, who will have to take 
risks in order to have a very slim chance of winning; this man is clearly Boris Gulko. 

We'll see. It won't be easy for anyone. 
I am not very keen on the Elo system. But I have to admit that it is a good system 

when dividing the participants into two groups in the Interzonals. Figures are not 
political: you cannot protest against maths - two times four equals eight and the to
tal plus one equals nine: that is final. 

In 1 9 7 3 ,  the solution was a political solution. The president of the Soviet Federa
tion arrived in Amsterdam and 'helped' Euwe. I protested vehemently at the result 
but the players do not have much say in FIDE matters and no voting rights whatso
ever. But maybe I did have some success, because this time the work was done by 
the technicians. Meaning to say: by Elo and approved by a small committee. It's 
been done more or less correctly; number one here, two and three over there, four 
and five here, very simple. This was the way it was done as Euwe described in No
vember 1 9 7 2  and, to put it in the kindest way, only to be forgotten by him three 
months later on the arrival of Averbakh to Amsterdam. 

In 1 976 ,  probably after having sorted out some of the favourites, a draw was held 
and Petrosian was sent to Switzerland. It was obvious that Torre had to play in the Phil
ippines. Perhaps someone noted the Russians' wish that Tal played in Switzerland: 
something to do with health and climate and the confidence they had in Swiss doctors. 
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I don't know who gave the Spaniard Diez del Corral (classified in the Zonals) the im
pression that he was entitled to play in Switzerland. The information was incorrect, 
but this had an unfortunate effect in that he was 'drawn' to play in the Philippines 
group and he has therefore withdrawn. The date was inconvenient and his second 
would not go to the Philippines either. So a change was quickly organised; for the 
Hungarian Csom, travelling to the exotic Philippine islands looked attractive, and 
Diez del Corral would be able to go to Biel. However FIDE could not accept this 
change and there was no way that Diez del Corral could change his mind. The re
serve then stepped in: Pachman! For him it was probably a pleasant surprise; it 
meant that the Russians now had to play against him, which is something they have 
refused to do several times, as they consider him a traitor to the communist cause. 

In March, after a very difficult meeting, the FIDE 'bureau' arrived at a kind of solu
tion to the 'Barcelona problem' .  As you will recall, six players were withdrawn from 
the tournament by their chess federations, in a political demonstration. Now FIDE, in 
a statement, condemned the increasing frequency of political action against the stat
utes and regulations of FIDE, and against their slogan Gens una sumus. But this is 
purely political. You cai:i almost say that chess politicians condemn politicians of cer
tain governments. This statement may seem a victory for the 'West' , but you need to 
read between the lines. The statement is a 'something for something' ,  a political ar
rangement. The 'bureau' does not punish players for the actions of their federations. 
This resulted in a special Zonal in Yugoslavia, involving Uhlmann, Smejkal, Adorjan 
and Velimirovic (Ermenkov had participated in the Vratsa Zonal and the Romanians 
refused to contribute to the costs of this extra Zonal, probably because they did not 
consider that Ciocaltea had any chances) . Velimirovic finished last and the other three 
players were tied. According to the rules the three would have to play another small 
tournament but they preferred to toss for it. And that's what was done! Adorjan lost 
(if anyone wants to snigger you may do so, albeit discreetly) . 

There's even more. It is very difficult to include two more players in the 
Interzonal. It is much easier to have four (in a whisper: 'and win more votes' ) . That's 
how Kavalek was able to participate (from an old list of 'reserves ') and Lombard 
(who happened to be from the country of. . . . .  sorry, the host country) . Initially 
Lombard was not sent to the Zonal. In Switzerland there was a feud between sup
porters of Lombard and those of Hug. Those who supported Lombard achieved a 
great victory (for those readers who do not take political games seriously, you may 
snigger again, but only if you are at home and alone!) .  

This is how Interzonals grow: it is now proposed that in the next cycle there will 
be six Interzonals with 1 6  players in each. Such proposals will automatically gain 
many votes , because many federations want to see one of their players in an 
Interzonal. I understand this very well, but I do not understand why they should be 
called Interzonals. Zonal is shorter. 

A good idea from the Philippine Vice President Campomanes is to hold a World 
Championship every two years. Yes,  that's a good idea. And FIDE will believe so too be
cause it is precisely the World Championship which reinforces FIDE's prestige and of
fers much publicity. 
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The Biel lnterzonal 

A Subjective Report 

I played very calmly. It all started way before the tournament, with me deciding not 
to study openings. You could say that Mecking won in Manila because he was so 
well prepared; that Ljubojevic failed because he was too well prepared, and I won at 
Biel because I was not ready. Many things can be said. The fact is that I am always 
prepared! Maybe not to play the Najdorf variation or the Dragon, but surely to play 
certain openings that others do not study that much. 

Surely I played far too cahnly. During rounds 9 to 1 4  I lost several opportunities 
for making a whole point, and because I played 'safe ' ,  these games were drawn. I 
was in good positions against Sosonko, Csom, Geller and Smyslov but I only man
aged two points; when really I should have won 3 to 3 . 5  points. This is called 'strat
egy' but it does not deserve this name. 

In the end my nerves got the better of me. I played badly against Petrosian and 
terribly against Byrne. 

During this last game I felt unwell and unable to concentrate. I don't know why. 
One possible explanation could be the weather. The tournament began with un
bearable heat; ten days later came a drastic change and it was very cold. Following 
this even more changes from cold to hot to cold again . . .  In any case I felt nervous 
after the defeat against Byrne, but I recovered with two wins against Matanovic 
(easy) and Smejkal (very very hard) . As the saying goes, 'All's well that ends well'. 

I did not play many good games; but the two losses were my only really bad 
games. I had a small percentage of serious errors. In this respect I think my main ri
val was Smyslov. 

But in creating interesting games, however, Tal was number one (I played many 
more exciting games 'for the public' in the Amsterdam Interzonal, 1 964, when I 
tied first position with Smyslov, Spassky and Tal) . But Tal made more errors, and 
now he must eliminate Petrosian or Portisch in a tie-breaker (in case of a draw, the 
coefficient Sonnenborn-Berger will be applied. Petrosian has the best, Portisch the 
worst) . 

I don't know what happened to the Russians. They seemed to be nervous. Per
haps this was due to their poor results in Manila. Smyslov (who was substituting 
Kuzmin) was their only player who played well during the first half of the tourna
ment. Not everyone believed that Kuzmin was that ill that he couldn't participate, 
but it is fair to say that Smyslov played and justified his participation. 

Before the tournament I decided not to get annoyed at any lapses in the organiza
tion, but I must say that these failures were few and far between and some of them 
were due to FIDE intervention rather than to the Swiss organisation. Overall the 
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tournament was well organised. Of course there is always something that you can 
criticize; but before the tournament I decided . . . .  

I agree with Vasiukov, who said after the event that this group was stronger than 
that of Manila. 'The difference of one category,' he said. 'Those more likely to make it to the 
Candidates' means the more 'serious chess players. ' Tal said something similar. But 
Mecking believes that the 'old' are not worth much, and that Manila was really the 
strongest group. 

I am happy with the result but not with my play. I hope to play better next year in 
the Candidates' Tournament. 

This was the decisive game: 

English Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Robert Hubner 
Biel Interzonal 1 9 7 6 

Game 9 1  

1 .tt:Jf3 tt:Jf6 2.c4 g6 3.tt:Jc3 d5 
A pleasant surprise. 

4.cxd5 tt:Jxd5 5.e4 tt:Jxc3 
If 5 . . .  tt:Jb6 6 .h3 followed by d2-d4 with 
a very favourable Griinfeld. 5 . . .  ttJ b4 is 
the main line and the sharpest. 

6.dxc3 
Naturally. 

6 ... 'ifxd1 + 7.'itxd1 tt:Jd7 8.�f4 
tt:Jc5 9.tt:Jd2 c6 1 o.�e3 e5 1 1 .b4 
tt:Ja4 1 2.'itc2 b5 1 3.a3 �e6 

Tal accepts a draw with Liberzon. I'm 
on my own! 

14.tt:Jb3 a6 1 5.�e2 �e7 1 6.l:thd1 
f5 1 7.exf5 �xf5+ 1 8.�d3 
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18 ... :gSI 
A good move in a slightly inferior posi
tion. If 1 8  . . . @fl 1 9 .�xfS gxfS 2 0 .f4. 

1 9.f3 �f7 20.�e4 
White is in control of the position, but 
the chances of a win are negligible. It's 
better to win the tournament without 
further ado. 

20 ... l:tgdS 21 .g4 �xe4+ 22.fxe4 
:ace 23 . .:txdSI 

The other open file is more important. 
23 ... :xdS 24.l:tf1 + @e6 25.g5 

1/2-V2 
I offer a draw and Hubner quickly ac
cepts. Because of the threats tlJcS + and 
:f3-h3 he must play 2 5  . . .  l:tfS ,  allowing 
26 .:xf8 �xf8 2 7  .tt:Jcs+ which closes 
the position indefinitely. 
For me this last round was very peace
ful. The same can be said of Portisch, 
who defeated the Colombian Oscar 



Castro very convincingly. But the only 
option for Byrne was that Andersson's 
flag fell (he had less than ten seconds 
left) , while Smyslov played another 
nervous game (with Sanguinetti) . 

English Opening 
Jan Smejkal 
Bent Larsen 
Biel Interzonal 1 9 7 6 

Game 92 

1 .c4 cs 2.ttJf3 ttJc6 3.tt:Jc3 ttJf6 
4.g3 b6 S.�g2 �b7 6.0-0 e6 

6 . . .  g6 7 .d4 is comfortable for Black but 
I do not like the symmetrical position 
arrived at after 7 .  b3 . 

7.e4 'if ba!? 
An important moment. The move is 
probably new, but not so bad. I prefer to 
create rather than to copy and now I 
feel good. Another thing is : Smejkal al
ways takes the first opportunity that's 
offered him to use up lots of time! 

a.d4 
How disappointing! Only ten minutes. 

8 ... cxd4 9.tt:Jxd4 tt:Jxd4 1 0. 1Vxd4 
�d61  

The best move, but Smejkal expected 
1 O . . .  �cS . Now he thinks for one hour! 

1 1  . .i.gS �es 1 2.'S'd2 h6 1 3  . .ie3 
0-0 1 4.�d4 �xd4 1 S.ifxd4 es 

White has the bad bishop whilst Black 
has problems with his queen's pawn. 

Chapter  2 8 - A Subjec t ive  Report  

Over the board the game is level but on 
the clock: 'Black is better' . 

1 6.'ifd3 a6 1 7.l::tfd1 :ca 1 a.b3 
'f/c7 1 9.l::tac1 l::taba 20.'ife3 'fies 

Correct move but badly calculated. 
21 .'i!fxcS bxcS 22.ttJa41 

22 ... l::tc7? 
White's play is too slow and Black's is 
too fast. 2 2  . . .  l::tc6 was necessary and 
soon comes . . .  @f8 ,  with a good posi-
tion. Naturally, one of Black's options in 
this position is the advance of the 
a-pawn; another option is placing a 
strong knight on d4. 

23.l:id& :ea 24.l:tb6? 
Is this a trap? - 24 . . .  l::te6 2 5 .l::txb7 ! .  
Much better was 24.f3 , with advantage. 
Now Smejkal only has ten minutes and I 
have one hour more than him. 

24 ... .i.xe4 2S . .i.xe4 tt:Jxe4 
26.l::txa6 ttJgS 

27.l::td 1  

27 1 
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Or, in more detail, his finger shifts be
tween l:td 1 and l:tc 1 .  Smejkal want to 
play fast, touches the rook, sees that 
@g2 may be more accurate, thinks for 
another minute (now nine left) and 
moves the rook on d 1 . In this case of 
'touched piece' we may consider that 
the Zeitnot drama has begun. But it is 
not a normal Zeitnot. Whilst White 
plays fast, Black plays extra slow and 
therefore breaks the rhythm. Naturally 
Smejkal tries to take advantage of these 
pauses to think out his plans, but this is 
always difficult. And showing who the 
rich guy is and who is the poor man 
has its psychological value (a good trick 
against the opponent with very little 
time is to 'forget' to press your own 
clock a few times! ) .  

27 ... tt:Jf3+ 28.@g2 tt:Jd4 29.%:te1 f6 
Difficult decision. Another good move 
was 2 9  . . .  hS , as will be seen after 
White's 3 2nd move. If White plays a 
quiet move, I can get a better position 
with . . .  @£7 and then moving the 
kingside pawns. But in time trouble it is 
easier to make sharp moves, and per
haps we could say that 2 9 . . .  hS was 
better, for psychological reasons. 

30.f4! e4 31 .tt:Jc3 f5 32.g4! .:tc61 
The only good move. White has to ex
change because of the threat 3 3  .. J:lg6.  

33 .l:lxc6 dxc6 34.gxf5 e3 
Take it easy, take it easy. I'll ask for a 
lemon tea and I'll take a walk and watch 
the other games. 

35.tt:Ja4 
He only has one and a half minutes left. 
Here comes my tea. Sugar. Lemon. I 
have my tea, giving an indifferent look 
at the spectators who are more exalted 
than I am. Petrosian is lost. It's great to 
have more than ten minutes ! 

35 ... @f7 36.tt:Jxc5 �f6 37.a4 
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Logical. 
37 ... @xf5 38.a5 @xf4 39.a6 

39 ... g511 
It's a good move anyway, but it's also a 
trap. 

40.a7? 
Too logical. He has fallen into the trap. 
Smejkal hasn't been able to leave the 
board for more than one hour. Now . . .  
off to the toilet with quick steps ! I still 
have plenty of time; I think a while, but 
I am almost certain: the most important 
moment is at hand. 

40 ... e21 
Smejkal again. The crowd is noisy. 
Hubner has lost! Smejkal has to make 
his sealed move. He takes 3 8 minutes to 
think it out. I go for lunch. I tell my 
Danish friends : I think he will play 
4 1  .@f2. The only pro bl em I see is 
4 1 .tlJe6+.  White's difficulty now is that 
he cannot defend the a-pawn with his 
knight and 4 1 .@£'2 l:la8 42.l:la l ? tlJc2 
loses immediately. Once my opponent 
sees all the difficulties, perhaps in de
spair he might even consider a knight 
sacrifice as his sealed move. I go to the 
hotel; to analyze. After 4 1 .tlJe6+ I think 
it would be difficult to win and, after 
4 1  . Wf2 it would be difficult to choose 
among various good continuations. I 
start to get nervous. I want a mathemat
ical win. I analyse throughout the night 



and I arrive at the hall at one o'clock 
and rather tired. I haven't slept at all 
(this 'decision' is a doubtful move 
which invariably loses) . 

41 .<it>f2 
This was the most natural move. And 
you cannot say that 4 1 .ltJe6+ ! ?  is any 
better because with correct play Black 
wins, starting with 4 1 . . .  ltJxe6 42.l:txe2 
@fs 43 .l:ta2 ltJc7 44.b4 ttJa8 ! and now, 
for instance, 4 S .l:ta6 cS ! (but not 
45 . . .  Ile6 ? 46.cS ! !  followed by b4-b5 
and White is miraculously saved) . 

41 ... l:taS 
Yesterday's plan. Sometime during sun
rise I abandoned the easiest line 
4 1 . .. <it>g4 with the idea . . .  l:tf8-a8 . It 
seems incredible, but tbe knight sacri
fice 42 .ltJe6 ! !  really would have drawn! 
My opponent also saw this during his 
analysis. 

42.b4 
Yes, admittedly, it is always better to get 
some sleep. I analysed this move very lit
tle since I considered that it was easily re
futed. However, Smejkal had reached the 
conclusion that if 42 .ltJd3+ <it>e4 43 .ltJcl 
l:txa7 44.ltJxe2 l:ta2 45 .b4 (45.@fl 
tbxe2 46.l:txe2+ llxe2 47 .<it>xe2 cS !) 
4S . . .  ]::[b2 46.bS cS 47 .<it>fl ttJf3 it would 
not be difficult for Black to win. He is 
right, but I had looked for something 
even easier for many hours. 

42 ... l:txa7 43.b5 cxb5 44.cxb5 

Chap ter 2 8 - A Subject ive  Repor t  

44 ... l:.c7! 
The knight has no good squares to go to 
and so the blockage of the e 2 -pawn will 
be loosened. 

45.l:tc1 l:tf7! 
Up to this point I was very sure of my 
moves since I had foreseen these quite 
quickly during my analysis. But I don't 
know what else I saw . . . . .  

46.b6 @g4+ 47.@g2 
47 .<it>e 1  ? would be a mistake because of 
4 7 . . .  l:tfl + ;  another easy line for Black is 
47 .<it>e3 e l  'if+ 48.l:txe l ltJc2+ 49 .�d2 
ttJxe l . For example : SO .�xe l (SO .bl 
l:txb7) so . . .  l:tf4. 

47 ... ttJc2 48.h3+ 
Some space for the white king. 

48 ... �h4 49.ttJd3 ttJe3+ 50.<it>h2 
I still have to play with precision so as to 
avoid an exchange of the two passed 
pawns and an endgame that could well 
end in a draw with two against one on 
the kingside. 

50 ... h511 
All pieces must be mobilized! 

51 .b7 
The idea is quite simple : S 1 .l:te 1 g4 
S 2 .hxg4 hxg4 S 3 .l:txe2 g3+ S4.'lt>g l 
l:tfl #. Smejkal has less than ten minutes 
and he is thinking until the little flag al
most drops. He now knows that he is 
completely lost. 
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51 ... l:lxb7 52.ttJe1 g4 53.hxg4 
hxg4 54.l:[c3 l:r.e 7 55.:aa g3+ 
56.@g1 �h3 

The flag hasn't fallen, but White has no 
more resources left. 

57.l:taS tlJg2 58.l:r.hB+ ttJh4 
59.l:r.fS 0-1 

And he resigns without waiting for a 
reply. Naturally the reply would have 
been one of the following: S9  . . .  :Ia7 , 
S 9  . .  J1b7 ,  S9  . . .  l:r.c7 or S 9  . . .  l:ld7 , with 
the threat of promoting the pawn. 

Sicilian Defence 
Vladimir Liberzon 
Bent Larsen 
Biel Interzonal 1 9 7 6 

Game 9 3  

1 .e4 c5 2.tlJf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tbxd4 ttJc6 5.ttJc3 'i/c7 6ie2 a6 

The author of the frrst chess book I had 
in my hands was a very romantic Dan
ish player. He mentioned the Paulsen 
Variation, 'not believing that anyone 
would want to play it.' His favourite 
opening was the King's Gambit. How 
times change, and one's tastes . . . . .  . 

7.0-0 ttJf6 8.@h1 I? 
It's in the books but I had no idea what 
the continuation was. It seems that 
Black should now play 8 . . .  d6, entering 
into the Scheveningen system. 

8 ... �b4 ?I 9.ttJxc61 bxc6 1 O.f41 
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That's it. This is what Parma played in a 
tournament in Israel earlier this year 
against Llberzon! Nobody knows all 
games played in all tournaments. 

1 0  ... d5 
1 O . . .  hc3 1 1 .bxc3 tlJxe4 1 2 .'if d4 tlJf6 
1 3 .�a3 seemed a little dangerous. 

1 1 .e5 ttJd7 1 2.tlJa4! 

White needs to play c2-c4 quickly. Oth
erwise Black will keep a more favour
able central pawn formation. 

1 2  ... ttJb6 1 3.c4 �e7 1 4.i.e3 
ttJxa4 1 5  . ..,xa4 �d7 1 6.11fc2 
..,b7 1 7  . ..td3 g6 1 8  . .U.ab1 a51 
1 9  . ..,f2 0-0 20.l:r.fc1 

2 0 .�cS �xcS 2 1 .'ifxcS 'ilb4! .  
20 ... l:r.fcS 

In an almost identical situation Parma 
closed the position with c4-cS so as to 
attack the kingside. Liberzon had trou
ble in saving half a point. Parma, who in 
Biel was Matanovic's second, com-



mented that Liberzon had probably for
gotten that game . . . .  

21 .b3? 'S'b4 22.�c2? a4 
Now I start to play. The position of the 
white rooks - with the rook at b I with
out protection - gives Black some tacti
cal possibilities and very soon a passive 
position will explode into a very active 
one. The reader should note especially 
what the outcome will be with the 
modest �d7 . 

23.�d2 ti'b7 24.b4 cs 

2S.bS J::lab8 26.ti'e2? 
Better is 2 6.licc 1 .  

26 ... dxc4 27 . ..txc4 �c6 
Black is now better! 

28.b& 
Possibly the best move is 2 8 .l:lcc l , but 
2 8  . . .  i-e4 29 .�d3 .ixd3 30 .'ifxd3 'ii°dS 
is strong. 

28 ... J::ldS 29.�c3? 
Preferable is 2 9 .l:!cc I , but the position 
is now very delicate. 

29 ... ..te4 30.l::tb2 
3 0 . .id3 ? l:.xd3 ! . 

30 ... ti'c& 31 .�bS 'ifa8 
The combination 3 l .  . .  'ifxb6 3 2 .'ifxe4 
l::td4 (with the idea of . . .  l::tb4) is refuted 
with 3 3 .'1Vf2! .  

32.�d3? 
In a difficult position, the mistake al
ways comes sooner or later. But 3 2 .i.c4 
a3 3 3 .l:tbb3 �xg2+  34.'ifxg2 'ifxg2+  
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3 S .@xg2 l:txd2+ 3 6 .@g3 ltxa2 would 
probably lose as well .  

32 ... a3! 33.l::tb1 
Other options were 3 3  . .ixe4 axb2 ,  
3 3 .l::tbb3 l::txd3 , or 3 3 .l:tbS .i.xd3 
34.l:txd3 l:r.xd3 3 5 .li'xd3 'ii'a6.  

33 ... l::txd3! 34.l::txd3 c4 3S.l:td7 
�xb1 36.l::txe7 l:txb6 37.Vi'xc4 
.ixa2 0-1 

If 3 8 .'ifxa2 then . . .  l::tb2 wins. 

In the next game against Lajos Portisch, 
1 4  . . .  ttJhS is a mistake but then White 
plays with more care than energy and 
only the incomprehensible error 
5 3  . .  Jlxd4 decides the game. 

English Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Lajos Porti.sch 
Biel Interzonal 1 9  7 6 

Game 94 

1 .c4 es 2.ttJc3 ttJf& 3.ttJf3 ttJc6 
4.d3 d6 S.g3 g6 6.�g2 �g7 
7.l:tb1 as 8.a3 ttJd4 9.ttJd2 o-o 
1 0.0-0 c6 1 1 .b4 axb4 1 2.axb4 
�g4 1 3.h3 .id7 

l 3 . . .  i.e6. 
14.@h2 ttJhS?! 

l 4 .. . 'if e7 seems preferable. 
1 5.cS d5 1 6.e3 ttJe6 1 7.ttJa4 fS 
1 8.ttJb& l::tb8 
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In case of 3 5 .�xeS ..ixeS 3 6 .l:txeS 
Black will become more active with 
3 6  . . .  l:td2 3 7 .f4 :lb2 (3 7 . . .  tlJd4) 
3 8 .:le4 tlJc3 39 .:lc4 tlJa2 .  

3 5  ... J:ld2 36.:14e2 l:txe2 37.l:txe2 
t2Jd4 38.l:.e4 g5 39.l:.e3 l:.fB 
40 . ..ie4 .if& 41 .<it>f1 h6 42.l:.a3 
llb8 43.lla7 t2Jb5 44.l:.a1 t2Jd4 
45.@e1 @gs 46 . .t:la7 t2Jb5 47.l:t.a2 
@17 48.@e2 @e6 49.@e3 t2Jc7 

1 9.e411 50.@d3 lld8+ 51 .@c2 t2Jb5 52.f3 
White has thus broken up Black's strong t2Jd4+ 53.i.xd4 
centre. 

1 9  ... fxe4 20.dxe4 t2Jc7 
If 20  . . .  d4 2 1 .tlJdc4 and the white 
knights dominate the board. 

21 .t2Jxd7 
The following seemed better: 2 1 .exdS 
cxdS 2 2 .tlJxdS .ixh3 ( 2 2  . . .  .ibS 
2 3 .tlJxc7 ._.xc7 24 . .ids + @h8 
2 S . .ic4) 2 3. @xh3 tlJxdS 2 4. tlJe4. 

21 ... ..-xd7 22.t2Jc4 'ife6 23.t2Jb6 
t2Jf6 24.exd5 t2Jcxd5 

24 . . .  tlJfxdS would be very similar to 
that which was played. 

25.1i'b3 .t:lbe8 
In case of2 5  . . .  e4 2 6 .�b2.  

26.t2Jxd5 
2 6.tlJc4! ? .  

26 ... t2Jxd5 27.�d2 @ha 28.llbe1 
1i'd7 29.�c1 t2Jc7 30.'ifc4 t2Jb5 
31 . ..tb2 'fic7 32.@g1 1i'f7 

Black decides not to postpone the ex
change of queens : 3 2 . . .  l:.d8 was an
other alternative. 

33.1i'xf7 l:rxf7 34.:le4 l::ld8 
35.l:.fe1 
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53 ... llxd4? 
The logical move was 5 3  . . .  exd4 to give 
the black pieces more space - above all, 
to the bishop: 54.@d3 �es SS .l::la7  
lld7 56 .g4 l::le7  5 7 .i.fS +  (interesting 
is 5 7 .bS cxbS 5 8 .l:r.aS)  5 7  . . .  @f6 
5 8 .�c8 llc7 and White doesn't make 
much progress. 

54.@b3 §le7 55.l:a7 l:td7 56.g4 
l:tc7 57.l:taB @f7 58.I:tbB �f6 
59.@a4 l::td7 60 . .if5 l:te7 61 .�ca 
e4 62.fxe4 I:txe4 63.l:lxb 7 + i.e 7 
64.i.d7 :ea 65.�xc6 :txh3 
66.�d5+ @f6 67.l:.d7 1 -0 



Chapter 29 

Las Palmas Tournament 1976 

A great victory for the Soviet player Geller, who was one of the favourites, along 
with the German Hubner, the Hungarian Portisch, and the other Soviet 
Tseshkovsky, the American Robert Byrne and the author, who finished second with 
1 0 points. Portisch lost in the penultimate round, thereby putting himself out of 
the running. For my part, before the last round I was the only player at the top of 
the leaderboard but then I lost to Hubner after a terrible mistake in the opening, 
whilst Geller, playing Black, was able to beat Sigurjonsson in a very good game. It is 
only fair to say that he had surprisingly lost in the penultimate round against the 
Cuban Hernandez. 

Only 44% of the ga�es were draws, many of them after one or more adjourn
ments. 

Game 95 

Reti Opening 
Jose Miguel Fraguela Gil 
Bent Larsen 
Las Palmas 1 9 7 6 

Author's note: Comments by BENT 
LARS EN, assisted by Lasker, Tartakower, 
Nimzowitsch, Fischer and others. 

1 .tt:Jf3 b6 
Tartakower, when he commented on a 
game in the Carlsbad Tournament in 
1 929 :  'The correct move is 1 . . .  b5 ! ' .  
l . . . b6  is a provocative move in the style 
of the master Cardoso. In fact, few of 
the players of 'Group I .tbf3 ' have any 
ambition to play 2 .e4. 

Las Palmas 1 976 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

:G���;E�m: 
<> .. :t/:i.' ' .-. '1:: F ;: : 1 .. . , 2620 * 1/2 l/2 1 1/i Vi '12 : 1 I>. o·: '1 l 1/1 .· l'O,S . 

2 Larsen.Bent 2625 '/2 * V2 0 0 1 1 'h V2 V2 1 1 1 1 1 V2 1 0 .0 
:sYtll-�.R.u:bt!tt�.:: -- ., 3 . ,  2540 1/2 lfi * 1/2 ' l/1 v; 'b ,  '1il 1 v� 1 ,¥2 -� ' Yi 112 r ·. 9,5' . . 

4 Hubner.Robert 2585 0 1/2 * 1/1 1/1 V2 V1 1/2 1 1 1 0 1/1 1 1 9 . 5  
· Pdrtisdt;ra}C>s · 

. . o� �·: : · .fi : cr y : 1 ·, · <· · '9 :-0,: 5 2625  '12 1 lfi ·· v2 * r l : V2  ' O  ·1 Y2 ' 
6 Tseshkovsky, Viraly 2 5 50 1/2 0 '/1 '/2 * 1/1 V2 1/1 '11 0 1 1 '11 1 9 . 0  
7 Gheorgb,iu,,li'lo�in 2 5 40 1/1 0 1/2 V2 1/2 lfi, 

·=!<' 'Ii : i ii % '. 1  :. L • :V2 ' ih,� :,j : ; 'f • 9.:o' 
8 Sigutjonsson,Guchmmdur 2530 0 1/2 1/2 1/2 0 1/2 1/2 * 1/2 1/2 1 0 1 1 1 1 8.5 
9 RogofIKenneth 2f8(} l/2 'h 0 Yi 1 0 1lz 'Ii ·. ) !< 1/2 l Yi 'b .112· . :V� �· ···1 8.-0 

1 0  Debarnot,Roberto 2350  0 l/1 1/1 0 0 1/1 1/2 '/2 l/2 * 1 0 lfi 1 1 I 7 . 5  
1 1  H��·�fy)� 2460 0 0 0 0 1/2 0 :o 0 "' () * •' 

l . 1h  
. f i � . t 6.0 

1 2  Garcia Padron.Jose 0 0 V2 0 0 I 0 1 1/2 1 0 * 0 V2 0 1 5 . 5  
1 3  Fragti.&.iose: �: , : · '." · :fiso · o o o 1 ye o :111 . ·o:. ·Vz� -�4' ,-.¥i. :: F ;*. ; v:r:: · " o• 112:· :. · '. · s .s '  
1 4  Rodriguez Vargas.Orestes 0 0 1/2 '12 1 0 1/2 O V1 0 O 1/2 1/2 * 1/2 I 5 .5  
ts Bell�Il. LoEJi;Juan · · ·2475= :1-{l . o· 1/2 � Q.- o � ;o u : � · o: o ·  · 1 . 1 'Ii * o 4�:5 
1 6  Menvielle,Au to 0 1/2 0 0 1/2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 '12 0 1 * 2 . 5  
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2.b3 
In case of 2 .e4 j;_b7 3 .l2Jc3 cS,  thus en
tering into a dubious line in the Sicilian; 
I would prefer 3 . . .  e6 4.d4 �b4 5 .�d3 
�xc3+ 6.bxc3 d6 followed by . . .  l2Jd7 
and . . .  l2Je7 .  White has more space but 
also a weakness in his pawn structure. 

2 ... e6 3.�b2 f5 
The Dutch? I don't know. For me a 
Dutch Defence has something to do 
with White playing d2-d4. The editor 
of this book wants to know the name of 
this opening. What can I say? Cardoso 
Defence! 
The reader who does not know the fa
mous game Lasker-Bauer, played in Am
sterdam in 1 889 ,  must fill in this huge 
gap in his knowledge right now! l .f 4 dS 
2 .e3 l2Jf6 3 .b3 e6 4.�b2 il..e7 s . .id3 ! ?  
b6  6.l2Jf3 �b7 7 .l2Jc3 ! ? l2Jbd7 8.0-0 0-0 

9 .l2Je2 cS? !  1 O.l2Jg3 'ii°c7 1 1 .lDeS ltJxeS 
1 2 .j;_xeS 'ifc6 1 3 .°ife2 a6? 1 4.lDhS ! 
lLJxhS 1 5 .�xh7+ @xh7 1 6 .°ifxhS+ 
'iir>g8 1 7 .�xg7 !  @xg7 1 8 .'it°g4+ @h7 
1 9 .%:tf3 eS 20 .%:th3+ 1i'h6 2 1 .%:txh6+ 
�xh6 22 .'ifd7 ! with a decisive advan
tage. 

4.e3 l2Jf6 5.i.e2 i.b7 6.c4 a51? 
On the sixth move, and perfectly play
able . . . .  But certainly not on the eighth! 
Why the rush to castle? According to 
Reti, 'Castling is a good move if there's 
no better one ' .  
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As there is  no danger in the centre, I 
preferred first of all to make my oppo
nent aware of the problems with his 
rook's pawn. Fraguela only spent three 
minutes to think out such an important 
decision: how could he take this so 

, lightly? I have to admit that it is some
what a question of style, but to me it is 
more logical to play 7 .  l2Jc3 and if 7 
. . .  .ib4, then 8 .a3 . 

7.0-0? a4 8.d3 
8 .  l2Jc3 a3 9 .�c 1 �b4 is nice, but I 
don't think it's any good. At least you 
cannot lose the bishop as I did in my 
game against Hernando: l .l2Jf3 e6 2 .c4 
b6 3 .b3 �b7 4.�b2 fS 5 .g3 l2Jf6 
6 .�g2 i.b4?! 7 .0-0 0-0 8 .d4 aS ? ?  9 .cS ! 
Hernando-Larsen, Orense 1 9 7 5 .  
8 .bxa4 is in keeping with Fraguela's 
style. Probably Black will recover the 
pawn; then the a2-pawn will become 
the target in the attack. 

8 ... axb3 9.axb3 l:txa 1 1 O  . .ixa1 
�b4 1 1 .l2Jc3 0-0 



Chapter 2 9 - Las Palmas Tournament 1 9  7 6 

I am very happy with this position. 
Thank you a-pawn! 

1 2.tlJa2 i.d6 1 3.�c3 t2Jc6 14.b4 
t2Je7 

Thank you, Lasker! 
1 5.t2Jc1 tlJg6 1 6.tlJb3 'iie7! 

I 'm playing many of the moves that 
Lasker played, but I cannot play . . .  tlJe4 
on account of White's d3-pawn. How
ever, on the positive side, I have the di
agonals without the risk of the long 
white diagonal being blocked at any 
given time with d4-d5 . 
Part of the idea of the text move is to 
'prohibit' White's c4-c5 advance. The 
other reason is to weaken the f3 -square. 
Fischer once commented that 
Alekhine's games were based on . . . . .  'a  
very simple strategy: move all the 
pieces to the kingside, and usually wait 
for the opponent to make a grave error.' 
Thank you, Bobby! 
I was also thinking about the games 
played by my friend Olafsson (the 
'Scandinavian twins' they called us 2 0  
years ago) in the Wijk aan Zee Tourna
ment in 1 9 76 .  According to a reporter : 
'Draws with the strong players; against 
the others , direct attacks on the king! ' .  
In case of 1 6  . . .  tlJg4 1 7  .h3 i.xf3 
1 8  . .txf3 tlJh2 1 9  . .:te l (or 1 9 .cS) . 

1 7.'if d2 tlJg4 1 8.g3 
Now the following moves are obviously 
not possible : 1 8 .h3 .ixf3 1 9  . .txf3 

tlJh2 , and also 1 8 .cS �xf3 1 9 .cxd6 
'ifxd6. 

1 8  ... h5!? 
The most difficult decision in the 
whole game (45 minutes) . Naturally I 
would have loved to win with 1 8 . . .  tlJh 4 
l 9 .gxh4 'ifxh4! ,  but a good defence is 
1 9 .tlJe 1 ! .  
Also interesting is 1 8  . . .  f4, but 1 9 .e4 
closes up the most important diagonal 
of this game. However, making a choice 
between the text move and 1 8  . . .  cS was 
not easy. In the end I chose the sharpest 
continuation. Given the build-up of the 
black pieces on White's kingside, com
binations will come automatically once 
. . .  h5-h4 is played. 

1 9.c5 
The reader now knows the idea 1 9 .h4? 
tlJxh4! 20 .gxh4 ifxh4! ,  which may 
serve as a guide for future explosive 
acts. 

1 9  ... bxc5 20.bxc5 i.xc5 
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His next move surprised me, but in a 
pleasant manner. 

21 .h3? 
I don't think that 2 1 .ltJxcS fi'xc5 
2 2 .�b4 l!f d5 23 .�xf8 ltJ6e5 is advis
able for White either, for example : 
24.e4 (the best continuation for White. 
lf 24.'ifdl @xf8 25 .@g2 

analysis diagram 

25  . . .  Vi'a2 ! with decisive threats; and if 
2 6 .<itg l 'ifxe2 2 7 .'ifxe2 lt:Jxf3+ ,  recov
ering the queen with a won ending. The 
move 25  . . .  'if a2 looks so pretty that I 
don't think I like the simple solution 
2 5 . . .  lt:Jxf3 . In any of these lines White 
will be 'diagonal-less' and the value of 
the exchange will be questionable 
(what can a rook do on a diagonal?) ) 
24 . .  .fxe4 25 .ltJxeS lt:Jxe5 and an impor
tant detail: 26 .'if gS is not possible be
cause of 26  . . .  lt:Jf3 +. 
In the game continuation White's hopes 
are based on a similar theme; the threat 
against g7  at a critical moment. 
After 2 I ..txg7 'ii'xg7 22 .ltJxcS .ta8 
Black retains good attacking prospects 
( . . .  h5-h4!) , and 23 .Vi'aS is refuted by 
23  . . .  'ifb2 ! .  

21 ... tt:Jf6! 
Overcoming the temptation to sacrifice 
pieces. 

22.tt:Jxc5 
The knight disappears ; he's moved 
around quite a bit. 
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22 ... 'ifxc5 23 • ..tb4 'if d5 24.�xf8 
tt:Je5 

25.e4 
Seduced by a mirage! However, the po
sition is not pretty when seen from 
White's angle. The best defence should 
pe 2 5 .'if d l  @xf8 2 6 .e4 (26 .@g2 is 
worse because of 26  . . .  gS 2 7  .d4 lt:Jg6 
2 8 .<ith2 lt:Je4! 29 .ltJe l lt:Jxf2) but Black 
has two strong pawns and an attack and 
this is ample compensation for the 
exchange. 

25 ... tt:Jxe4 
I thought that Fraguela hadn't seen 
26.dxe4 lt:Jxf3 + ,  but. . .  

26.'it'e3 tt:Jd21 0-1 

. . .  his blind spot was only this square. It 
can be seen that in case of 2 6  . . .  lt:JgS ? ?  
27  .'ifxg5 White would win due to the 
afore-mentioned threat of mate. 
Thank you Diagonal! The bishop has 
only made one move. We can quote a 
comment made by Nimzowitsch : 
'What a modern bishop! He doesn't do 
any work himself but he lets others do 
the work for him! '  

English Opening 
Lajos Portisch 
Bent Larsen 
Las Pahnas 1 9 7 6 

Game 96 

1 .c4 tt:Jf6 2.tt:Jc3 e6 3.tt:Jf3 �b4 
4.'ifc2 0-0 



Chap ter 2 9 - Las Palm as Tournament 1 9  7 6 

Black gives up his bishops, preferring a 
lively development rather than the con
tinuation 4 . . .  cs S .a3 �as , which is 
also playable. 

5.a3 �xc3 6.'ifxc3 d6 7.b4 e5 
8 . ..ib2 4Jc6 9.e3 4Je4 1 0. 'ti' c2 f5 
1 1 .�e2 a5 1 2.d3 4Jf6 1 3.b5 ttJe 7 
1 4.c5 b6 1 5.cxd6 cxd6 1 6.l:r.c1 
�b7 

Now White can force the queen ex
change, but without any advantage, af
ter I 7 .  °fl/ cl l:r.b8 .  

1 1.0-0 :ca 1 8.'ifb1 'ifd7 1 9.a4 
4Jg6 20.�a3 @he 

A useful move, but the same can be said 
of 20  . . .  h6 and 20  . . .  l:r.fe8 {2 I .tLld2 dS ! ) .  
A difficult decision. 

21 .ttJd2!? 
A provocation. 

21 ... tlJh4 

22.f31? 
Another provocation. The gap on e3 
looks bad. 
Bad was 22 .g3 f4, while 2 2 .e4 tlJg6 
2 3 .  g 3 was rejected by Portis ch since he 
believed that in various continuations , 
there was an attack by Black to achieve 
at least perpetual check. To serve as an 
example : 2 3  . . .  fxe4 24.dxe4 'ifh3 
2 S .i.f3 l:ixc l 26 .l::txc l tlJh4 ! ?  2 7  .gxh4 
tlJg4, but both sides have many other 
possibilities. 

22 ... ttJdS 23.l:r.xcB! 
23 .tlJc4? l:r.f6 !  with good prospects for 
Black. 

23 ... l:r.xce 24.tt:Jc4 

24 ... l:r.xc4? 
Played too quickly. However, the right 
move was 24 . . . if e6 ! ,  with major com
plications. One idea is 24 . . .  'ife6 
2 S .tlJxd6 l:r.c3 2 6 .1Vb2 ? tlJxg2 ! 
2 7 .  \t>xg2 l::tc2 ! .  
I don't know why I used 4 6  minutes for 
my first nine moves. It would have 
made more sense to use those minutes 
now! 

25.dxc4 tt:Jxe3 26.'if d3!!  
A mistake in my calculations. 26 .l:r.£'2 f4 
2 7 .  if d3 tlJhfS would give Black a very 
strong position. 

26 ... ttJxf1 27.�xf1 d5 28.cxd5 
�xd5 29.'ti'e3 
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29 ... e4? 
Portisch still has 20 minutes. With the 
exchange sacrifice he had seen 
2 9 . . .  'if c 7 3 0 . 'ii' g 5 'if c 3 ! 3 1 . 'iY xh 4 
'ii'xa3 3 2 .°iVdS+ �g8 3 3 .'iVxb6 'ifxa4 
34.'iicS , thinking he had good win
ning chances. This, however, is incor
rect in view of 34 . . .  'ifb4! 3 5 .'ifxb4 
axb4 3 6 .b6 �d5 3 7 .�a6? b3 ! .  How
ever, much stronger would be 30 .�b2 ! 
tlJg6 3 l .h4 !  and Black has no defence. 
The extra pawn is not important: White 
wins because of the weakness of the 
black pawns on the queenside. 

30.fxe4 �xe4 31 .ifxb6 h6 
32.'if d6! Vi'cS? 

Loses immediately, though after the 
queen exchange White would win eas
ily on the queenside. 

33 . .ib2 \t>h7 34.'iVe7 'iVgS 
35.'iVxh4 'if a2 36.'iff2 iYxa4 
37.'ifa7 1 -0 

Game 9 7  

Caro-Kann Defence 
Juan Manuel Bellon Lopez 
Bent Larsen 
Las Palmas ( 6) 1 9 7 6 

1 .e4 c6 
Caro's and Kann's Defence, in my youth 
also known as the 'Poor man's Open
ing ' .  It was then named after Botvinnik, 
Smyslov, Petrosian, Karpov and some 
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others who likewise don't play badly ei
ther. However, it still renowned for its 
quietness and modesty. 

2.d4 d5 3.tt:Jc3 dxe4 4.tt:Jxe4 
tt:Jf6!? 

The more tranquil lines are 4 . . .  tlJd7 and 
4 . . .  �fs . 

5.tt:Jxf6+ gxf6 
Some day I will try the vanat10n 
5 . . .  exf6 because it leads to a continua
tion that I do not understand. White has 
an extra pawn on the queenside. Why 
can't he win automatically? In fact, 
players like Flohr and Bronstein have 
played this with a modicum of success. 
However, my hand has still refused to 
make the move 5 . . .  exf6 . In that I am too 
dogmatic: I need to capture towards the 
centre ! 

6.c3 �f5 7.tt:Je2 tt:Jd7 8.tlJg3 �g6 
9.h4 h5 1 o.�e2 iYa5 1 1 .b4 

1 1  ... 'ifc7! 
In Birmingham 1 9 5 1 (during the first 
World Junior Championship) , the Swiss 
Bhend showed me the manoeuvre 
1 1  . . .  'iVdS 1 2 .�f3 'i¥c4. However, I now 
consider that after l 3 .'iVb3 !  White is 
better. 
The years have gone by, and also the 
bad moments , like for example the one 
in San Antonio (Texas) in 1 9 7 2  where 
I lost against Mecking with 9 . . .  h6 .  
Later, my compatriot Jens Kristiansen 
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introduced a new line in the variation 
9 . . .  hS .  

1 2.ttJxhS aS! 
That's the idea. 

1 3.llh3?1 
Neither 1 3 .bxaS 'ifxaS nor 1 3 .bS cxbS 
are attractive, so really the a-pawn move 
undermines White's d-pawn! The idea 
was baptized in the game Sindik
Kristiansen in Nice 1 97 3- 74. After 
1 3 .t2Jf4 axb4 1 4.t2Jxg6 fxg6 1 5 .cxb4 eS 
1 6.llb 1 0-0-0 they reached an obscure 
position. Kristiansen won, and his in
novation was accepted by theoreticians. 
Bellon thought over his move for more 
than 40 minutes. 

1 3  ... axb4 1 4.cxb4 e6! 

The solid set-up of the Caro-Kann! 
Tempting was 1 4  . . .  eS ,  but it is also very 
dangerous for the black king. 
Now probably White has nothing better 
than 1 S .i.d2 and then Black may re
cover the pawn with 1 5  . . .  1i'b6,  with a 
good game. 

1 S.bS cS 1 6.�f4? 
The decisive error. The only acceptable 
move is 1 6.t2Jf4; other alternatives are 
bad: 

A) 1 6 .dxcS?? ..txhS 1 7 .�xhS 'ifeS+ ;  
B) 1 6 .�e3 ? cxd4 1 7 .�xd4 �b4+ 

1 8 .�fl i.xhS 1 9 .�xhS llxhS 
2 0.'ifxhS 1i'c4+. 

1 6  ... �d6 1 7.i.g3? 

In some bad positions there is always 
the possibility of coming up with a 
good move. This is not the case here. 
1 7 .�xd6 'if xd6 and Black recovers the 
sacrificed pawn, together with gaining 
great superiority in central pawns. Rela
tively better is 1 7 . b6. 

1 7  ... cxd4 1 8.'ifxd4 es 
Forces an exchange. 

1 9.b6 
In case of 1 9 .ifd l ? i.xhS 20 .�xhS 
l:lxhS ! .  

1 9  ... 'ifc6 20.t2Jxf6+ 
If 2 0 .i.f3 'ifxf3 2 1 .tbg 7 +  �e7 
2 2 .'ii'xd6+ �xd6 2 3 .gxf3 llag8 24.hS 
llxg7 winning. 

20 ... t2Jxf6 21 .�xeS �xeS 
22.'ifxeS+ �f8 

White has three pawns for the piece, 
but this is something that does not fully 
compensate the exchange as the pawns 
are not very strong anyway. Worse still 
is the fact that Black now has the attack! 
At first glance it may seem that the op
posite is the case, but the threat is 
2 3  . . .  lle8 , and 2 3 .llf3 is no good be
cause of23  . . .  l::txh4 ! .  

23. �f1 l::txa2 
Very simple. 

24.l::td 1  
24.llxa2 'a'c l + 2 5 .i.d l 'ifxd l + 
2 6.'tlfe l i.d3+ .  

24 ... 1Vxb6 2S.'iff4 'tib2 
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Preparing the fmal settlement of an eas
ily-won ending. 

26.:.ea :a1 27.'ii'd&+ @g7 
28.g3 tt:le4 29 . ._,f4 :txd1 + 

White was in time trouble, but . . . . .  why 
look for something more than an end
game without problems? 

30.�xd1 'ifd4 31 .i.e2 tt:ld2+ 
32.@e1 \txf4 33.gxf4 tt:le4 
34.h5 .if5 35.�d3 tt:ld6 36.i.xf5 
tt:lxf5 37.l::.b3 l::.e8+ 38.@f1 l:te7 
39.l:b6 .ttd7 

The flag falls. 
'I would like to know the Caro-Kann 
well ' , Robert Byrne had conunented a 
few days earlier. The young Americans 

for example Rogoff, Larry 
Christiansen and Commons - use the 
Caro-Kann not for a draw, but play it 
very aggressively. 'Well then, Robert, 
did you like this product that came 
from the Danish laboratories? '  

Benoni Defence 
Bent Larsen 

Game 98 

Orestes Rodriguez Vargas 
Las Palmas 1 9  7 6 

1 .d4 c5 2.d5 tt:lf6 3.tt:lc3 g6 4.e4 
d6 5.�b5+ 

Naturally Black can play S . . .  tt:lbd7,  but 
on many occasions when playing this 
opening the manoeuvre . . .  tt:la6-c7 is 
necessary for Black's play on the 
queenside. 

5 ... �d7 6.�xd7+ 
This bishop exchange suits White but 
6 .a4 is worthy of consideration. 

6 ... tt:lbxd7 7.a4 
Necessary so as to block the advance of 
the b-pawn. 

7 ... �g7 
If 7 . . .  a6? 8 .aS ! .  
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8.f4!? 
An ambitious scheme. Too ambitious 
perhaps? White has only developed one 
piece, whilst Black has three. However, 
if Black continues quietly, White will 
soon have a very aggressive position 
{tt:lf3 and 0-0) . Perhaps this is a good 
time to practise the noble sport of self
criticism: I have to admit that I gave this 
move very little thought, expecting 
8 . . .  0-0 9 . tt:lf3 . After the next move I 
thought for 20  minutes. 

8 ... 1f a51? 9.�d2! 0-0 
Now everything is in order. But what 
would have happened after 9 . . .  °ifb4 ? 
White will have to sacrifice two pawns: 
1 o.ife2 'it'xb2 1 1 .l:.b l 'ifxc2 1 2 .l:tc l 
1t'b2 1 3 .eS . 

Surely there are options; the knight has 
to go back to g8 ,  the whole position is 
disorganized. But two pawns is quite a 
lot . . . . .  Orestes is an attacking player, he 
wants to sacrifice pawns, not merely to 
take them. 
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1 O.ltJf3 e6 1 1 .0-0 c4? 
A critical mistake. This pawn will be 
weak and White will gain the 
d4-square. l 1 . . .  exd5 1 2 .e5 gives White 
the edge. The move I 1 . . .  'iY c7 seems to 
be the correct one. 

1 2.@h1 J::f.ae8 1 3.dxe6 fxe6 
14.'ife2 'ifc5 1 5.a5 d5 

Starts complications in the centre; try
ing to save a precarious position with 
some tactical measures. 

1 6.�e3 'fies 1 7  . .txa7 tt:Jh5 1 8.g3 
�xc3 1 9.bxc3 e5?1 

Tempting, but both I 9 . . .  ltJhf6 and 
1 9  . . . 'if c6 were better. In any case, Black 
does not have compensation for the 
pawn. 

20.tt:JxeS tt:JxeS 21 .fxeS 

21 ... l:r.xeS? 
Relatively better is 2 l . . .  'iVc6 .  
What seals Black's fate isn't just a matter 
of a lost pawn. In fact, Black will recover 

it. The determining factor is the 
knight's position. White can play in 
such a way that the knight can neither 
enter the battlefield in the centre nor be 
sacrificed on g 3 .  

22.l:r.xfS+ 'ti'xf8 23.l:r.f1 'if es 
If the reader were to study the conse
quences of this move, he would ask 
himself: why not to e7 ?  The commen-
tator, then, must explain: 2 3  . . .  'iYe7 
24.'ti'g4 ! ,  for example : 24 . . .  dxe4 
2 5 .'ti'c8+ 'iYe8 26 .'ifxc4+ with a deci
sive advantage. 

24.�c5 l:[xe4 
Orestes Rodriguez is a good tactician, 
and I expected 24 . . .  dxe4. With 
2 5 .l:[fS+ at least it is difficult to win: 
the e-pawn is  strong. But 2 5 .�d4! t1e6 
2 6.'ti'xc4 should win without much 
trouble. 

25.'iYd2 'if c6 
2 5  . . . 'if d7 26 .°ti'h6. 

26.'iff2 1 -0 

Premature resignation? After 26  . . .  11t'e8 
2 7  .'iYf8 +  'ifxf8 2 8 .l:lxf8 + �g7 
29 .l:r.b8 the a-pawn is the one who de
cides the game. 

Vienna Game 
Bent Larsen 
Efim Geller 
Las Pal.mas 1 9  7 6 

Game 99 

1 .e4 es 2.tt:Jc3 tt:Jf6 3.�c4 tt:Jc6 
Geller actually thought out this move! 
Did he really want to play the compli
cated 3 . . .  tt:Jxe4 4.'iYh5 ltJd6 s . .tb3 
ltJc6 6 .ltJb5 ? Well, you can add three 
things : First, nobody plays that against 
me; second, I am the author of this 
chapter in the Encyclopaedia; third, 
against players that could actually play 
this line I play 3 .d3 ( ! )  ! . 
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4.d3 tlJa5 5.tlJge2 
White's opening seems very modest. 
But in I 968 I won the crucial game of 
my match with Portisch in this manner! 
I like White's position; however, there 
are few examples of it in chess litera
ture. In many games White attacked 
prematurely with f2 -f4 and was 
stranded with a weak e-pawn. To sum
marize : I believe I understand these 
types of positions very well: slow ag
gression is no less aggressive ! 

5 ... tlJxc4 6.dxc4 d6 · 7.0-0 �e 7 
8.b3 o-o 9.i.b2 tlJd7 1 o.a41? as 

Only four minutes! This is probably the 
correct move, but with the two a-pawn 
moves, I have a position which is less 
flexible and less open. This is a position 
for knights and not for bishops. . . . .  If 
I O . . .  tlJcS I I .as , after which White may 
play b3-b4 at any time. 

1 1 .tlJdS tlJcS 

2 8 6  

After forty minutes' thinking! Probably 
Geller wanted to play I I . . . �gs .  My re
ply would have been I 2 .�c I ! ? (accord
ing to Nimzowitsch, 'There are few 
masters who understand the struggle 
against the pair of bishops, although it 
is very easy: you simply eliminate one 
of them! ') . 

1 2.tlJxe7+ 'ifxe7 1 3.tlJc3 

I'm better! The reader who does not 
understand why does not have to hide 
in the midst of unknown chess players. 
Many grandmasters don't understand 
either. For example, Geller . . . .  

1 3  ... fS 
A critical moment. Efim doesn't want a 
battle with lengthy manoeuvres which 
will give more space to White. White's 
reply is farced. What I mean to say is 
that, in all the other lines , I am admit
ting that Black has equalized. 

14.f41 c6! 
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The only move! For the young student 
this phase in the game must be instruc
tive. Black's move is saying something 
to the effect that White's third move 
was a mistake ! 

1 5.fxeS 
Half an hour! Half an hour of studying , 
among others , the continuation 
1 5  . . .  'ifxe5 1 6 .l:rb l 'iYe7 1 7 .'iWd4, 
which I believe would give White the 
advantage. This half hour cost me the 
game. How stupid of me! I should only 
have thought for five minutes, then 
played I 5 .fxe5 and see what Geller 
would do. After just two minutes . . . . .  he 
took with the pawn! 

1 5  ... dxeS?! 1 6.�a3 b6 1 7.exf5 
1 7  .'ifd2 also gives some opportunities ;  
for example 1 7  . .  .f4 1 8 .�ad l �g4 
1 9 .'tfd6.  But I did what, in practice, of
ten turns out to be the best solution : 
decide quickly (3 minutes) . 

1 7  ... �xf5 1 8.Vi'e2 �g6 1 9.h3 'ifg5 
I thought that 1 9  . . .  'ifh4 was better. I 
still think it's better! 

20.l:rae1 lixf1 + 21 .�xf1 e4 

We didn't analyze much after the game. 
But I had the impression that Geller was 
quite satisfied with this position. What 
a mistake! There's absolutely no ques
tion that Black is better! The passed 
pawn is weak and well and truly 
blocked. Really, the only thing that this 

pawn does is protect White 's c2-pawn. 
White has many chances against the 
black pawns, against the e-pawn and 
against Black's kingside. Precisely be
cause of the presence of opposite-col
oured bishops there is the chance of an 
attack. The rest of the game is an anticli
max. No logic , no justice. Well, that's 
practical chess! 

22.�c1 'if eS 23.'it'e3 t2Je6 
And Geller offers a draw, thinking, at 
least, that he is not worse off. 

24.�b2 t2Jd4 ?? 
What's up? Geller still has 1 8  minutes. 
An amazing error! After the game I 
think I convinced my opponent that an 
endgame after 24 . . .  'ti'd4 2 5 .tLldl still 
offered chances to White. 

25.tlJdS c5 
Now there are no more good moves 
left. 

26.I:td1 'iYhS 
I lost more than five minutes studying 
2 6  . . .  t2Jf3 +  2 7 .gxf3 ! °iig3 + and Black's 
attack does not succeed (if 2 7 . . .  'iYxb2 
28 .tbe7+ ,  2 9 .t2Jxg6 and 3 0 .'iYxe4) , al
though it wasn't that easy to calculate 
everything : 28 .Wfl iVxh3 + 29 .<it>e l  
exf3 30 .tbe7 + �f7 3 1 .Vi'f4+ ! c:JiJxe7 
3 2 .'ifc7+  c:JiJe8 3 3 . 'ife5 + @f7 
3 4.'ifxg 7 +  �e8 3 5 .'ii'h8+ We7 
3 6 .°iff6+ <t>e8 3 7 .'ifc6+ .  

27.g4?? 
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Now the easiest is 2 7 . �xd4, with a de
cisive advantage. With little time left, 
the knight has to go! Then Black will 
not have any more tricks . . . .  
Editor's note: Also looking easy is 
2 7 .l1Je7 +  @fl 28 .g4 'ifh6 29 .'ii°xh6 
gxh6 30 .11Jxg6 CiJf3 +  3 1 .<;t>f2 hxg6 
3 2 .�d6 ! .  

27 ... 'ifh4 
I had forgotten that now there's no pos
sibility of 2 8 .l1Je7 + . . .  Perhaps it was 
better to take the knight and then �xd 4, 
leading to an easy endgame. I had the 
tournament in my pocket. What a fool I 
am! 

28.wg2 112-112 
Black is better but he doesn't want to 
take any risks in time trouble. 

Dutch Defence 
Roberto Debarnot 
Bent Larsen 
Las Palrnas I 9 7 6 

1 .d4 ts 2.11Jc3 

Game 1 00 

Not very common but very good. 
2 ... 96 

An interesting gambit is 2 . . .  dS 3 .e4 ! ?  
dxe4 4.�gS .  I played my next move 
without thinking of Debarnot's reply. A 
psychological error : I see Roberto as a 
'positional ' player. 

3.h4! 
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Yes, very sharp but also very positional! 
'Positional ' does not always equate to 
'calm' ! 

3 ... �g7 
3 . . .  11Jf6 4.hS CiJxhS S .�xhS is very dan
gerous for Black, but also strong is the 
simple 4 .�gS . 

4.h5 11Jc6 5.11Jf3 d5 
Ugly, but the position is ugly. 

6.�f4 a6 
After 40 minutes ! My first idea was to 
play 6 . . .  11Jxd4 7 .11Jxd4 es

' 
but 8 .�h2 

exd4 9 .  CiJ bS cannot be played with 
Black, and the interesting piece sacrifice 
8 . .  .f 4 is not enough. 

7.e3 11Jh6 8.hxg6 
More exact is 8 .�d3 . 

8 ... hxg6 9.�d3 11Jg4 
Relatively better is 9 . . .  11Jf7 1 O .°iYe2 
�f6 1 1 . 0-0-0 gs 1 2 .�g3 11Jb4. 

1 O.l:[xh8+ �xh8 1 1 .  'iY e2 

1 1  ... es 
It is very difficult to defend the position. 
At a given point White may hassle Black 
with l1Ja4, and infiltrate with the knight 
at cS or, in case of . . .  b7-b6 ,  win the 
a-pawn. However, and justly so, Black's 
problems cannot be resolved with a tac
tical blow. There's no solution. 

1 2.dxeS d4 
1 2  . . .  CiJgxeS 1 3 . 0-0-0 is not attractive. 

1 3.�gS! ifd7 14.exd4 11Jxd4 
1 5.11Jxd4 iVxd4 1 6.�f6 
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This is where the interesting part of the 
game fmished. 

1 6  ... �xf6 1 7.exf6+ 'ii'e5 1 8.tt:Jd5 
�f7 1 9.f3 

White has now reached an ending 
which he should win. In these circum
stances one could consider whether the 
little time I have left is a handicap ( 1 9 
minutes for 1 9  moves, 4 minutes for 1 1  
moves, 2 for 9 moves) . 

1 9  ... 'if xe2+ 20.�xe2 tt:Jxf6 
21 .Cf:Jxc7 l:f.b8 22.J:td1 ..td7 
23.tt:Jd5 tt:Jh5 24.'lt>f2 .te6 
25.Ci:Jb6 tt:Jf4 26.�f1 g5 27.c4 

tt:Jg6 28.b4 tt:Je5 29.a4 :gs 
30.c5 g4 31 .l::te1 ? '1t>f6 32.f4 g3+ 
33.@g1 

33 ... tt:Jf71 
It is obvious that White wanted to win 
with the blow 34.l::txe6+ and over
looked 3 3 . . .  tlJfl ! . 

34.�c4? �xc4 35.tt:Jxc4 :de 
36.tt:Je3 tt:Jh81 37.b5 axb5 
38.axb5 tt:Jg6 39.:d1 :xd1 + 
40.tt:Jxd1 <it>e6 41 .c6 bxc6 
42.bxc6 tt:Jxf4 43.c7 'it>d7 
44.Ci:Je3 '1t>xc7 112-1/2 
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Chapter 30 

Lanzarote 1976 

Game 1 0 1  
Irregular Queen's Pawn Opening 
Jose Miguel Fraguela Gil 
Bent Larsen 
Lanzarote 1 9 7 6 

1 .c4 tt:Jf6 2.tt:Jf3 d6 3.d4 .ig4 
How does the grandmaster defeat the 
master? He creates problems and 
throws the position off balance ! One of 
the easiest methods is by exchanging 
bishop for knight. 

4.ifb3 �ca 5.l2Jbd2 
There's almost no theory but 5 .h3 is 
recommended. 

5 ... llJbd7 6.h3 �xf3 7.'ifxf3 
After move 5 one would expect 7 .  llJxf3 , 
but the text move is just as good. 

7 ... g6 8.e3 �g7 9.i.d3 0-0 
1 0.0-0 e5 1 1 .b3 

1 1  ... llJh5! 1 2.�b2 f5 1 3.'ifd 1 1 e4 
14.�e2 tt:Jhf6 1 5.'iVc2 c6 1 6.f3? 

A bad mistake. Correct is 1 6. b4 ! . 

1 6  ... exf3 1 7.�xf3 d5 1 8.b4 
Too late. 

1 8  ... b5! 
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The bishop on b2 doesn't have much 
scope whilst the black knights will be 
able to occupy good squares. 

1 9.cxb5 cxb5 20.'ii'd3 i.h6 21 .a4 
'iYe8 22.:c:rfe1 bxa4 23.:gxa4 z:t.f7 
24.l:la5 tt:Jb6 25 . .,ic1 i.f8 26.'ifb3 
l:rb8 27.�f1 h5 28 . .ie2? 

Hoping for llJd2-f3 -e5 or tlJd2-f3 -g5 . 
In any case White's position offered 
nothing to be optimistic about. 

28 ... i.xb4! 29.'ifxb4 

29 ... 'ifxe3+! 
Not much good was 2 9  . . .  tt:Jc4? 
3 0 .'ifxb8 ! 'ifxb8 3 1 .tlJxc4. But the se-



quence of moves 29 . . .  'iVxe3 + 30 .�f2 
tbe4 3 1 .tlJxe4 'ii'xc l +  3 2 .l::[fl 'ife3 +  
would be quite depressing for White. 
Fraguela avoided this with the continu
ation 3 0 .  Resigns ! 
Zero points out of three. . . .  This score 
could perhaps be explained as a result 
of fatigue after the tournament in Las 
Palmas. Perhaps you could even say that 
with his move in the first round 
(8 . . .  tlJxdS ??) Fraguela lost three games! 

Indo-Benoni Defence 
Bent Larsen 

Game 1 02 

Orestes Rodriguez Vargas 
Lanzarote I 9 7 6 

1 .c4 g6 2.t2Jc3 ilg7 3.d4 c5 4.d5 
t2Jf6 5.e4 0-0 6.ild3 e6 7.t2Jge2 
exd5 8.exd5!? 

Chap ter 3 0 - Lanza rote 1 9  7 6 

8 .cxdS would give us complicated posi
tions in the Modern Benoni. The text 
move seems quieter but contains an 
ambitious idea: to exploit the advantage 
in space without giving Black any 
counterplay. Unpleasant for Black is the 
constricted mobility of his queen's 
bishop after 8 . . .  d6 9 .0-0 .  

8 ... t2Jg4?! 9.0-0 t2Je5? 
Seduced by that well-known desire to 
capture the pair of bishops. Necessary 
was 9 . . .  d6 1 0 .f 4 fS . 

1 0.d61 
Almost decisive. 

1 o ... t2Jbc6 1 1 .f4 t2Jxd3 1 2.ifxd3 
ttJb4 

Another artificial move. Orestes ' inten
tion is 1 2  . .  .fS and it was probably the 
best move here, although 1 3 .  'if dS wins 
a pawn. 

Lanzarote 1 976 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 

1: Larsen,Benf 2625 * '/2 0 1li 1 1 0 1 1 T 1 1 8 .0  
2 Darga.Klaus 2500 l/2 * l/2 l/2 '/1 l/2 I 1 1 '11 111 1 7 . 5  
3 Garcia.Jose 2 280 1 1/2 * 1/i '12 l/2 0 l/2 1 0 1 1/2 6.0 
4 Pomar Salamanca,Arturo 2 4 3 5 l/2 '12 '12 * 0 1 '12 '/2 1 l/2 1/2 l/2 6 .0  
5 Rodrlgµez Vargas.Orestes 2435 0 1/z 1/2 1 * l/2 '12 1/2 1h 0 1 6.0 
6 Weinstein, Norman 2430 0 l/2 1/2 0 '/2 * I '/2 0 1 6 .0 

�-"* 
1 0 1 1h l/2 0 * l/2 lh. , 1 5 .0� � 

..,..,,,,,,. 
�ehon LoP.ezJuan 7 ' 2475 

8 Hernandez Onna,Roman 2460 0 0 '/2 l/2 '12 '/2 '/2 * l/2 '/2 1 '/2 5 .0  
� � 

9 Haik.Aldo 2325  0 0 0 0 1/2 1 1/2 1/2 * 1. 112 s .o 
1 0  Sanz.Javier 2345 0 '12 1 l/2 1 0 0 1/2 0 * 0 1 4.5 
1 1  Betancort CurbeloJua;n 2 J60 0 Vi 0 'h 0 0 1 0 11i , l * Vi 4.0 
1 2  Fra uela,jose 2380  0 0 1/2 '12 0 0 I '12 0 0 '/2 * 3 . 0  

29 1 
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1 3.'ifd2 a6 14.f5 
Here comes the direct attack. 

14  ... b5 1 5.a3 ttJc6 1 6.ttJd5 gxf5 
1 7.ttJg3 ttJd4 1 8.ttJe7+ �h8 
1 9.ttJgxf5 

1 9  ... ttJxf5 
I now wanted to give mate on h7 with 
�xf5-h5 , but it's not so easy and after 
thinking a while I decided on the easi
est line. 

20.ttJxf5 'iff6 21 .ttJxg7 'ifxg7 
22.b4! 

Offering the Peruvian master a lost end
game (22 . . .  ifd4+) . 

22 ... �b7 23.�b2 f6 24.�ae1 
�c6 25.cxb5 axb5 26.bxc5 l:ia4 

The only active move that Black has at 
his disposal. 

27 . .Uxf6! 1 -0 
This game was awarded the 'Best Game' 
prize. As I heard, the other two con
tenders were Darga's games versus 
Fraguela and versus Bellon. 

King 's Indian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Aldo Haik 
Lanzarote 1 9 7 6 

Game 1 0 3 

1 .d4 ttJf6 2.ttJf3 g6 3.�g5 
In the Petrosian style. At the moment of 
writing I 'm not sure if I will play like 
this in the Interzonal or whether I shall 
keep my secrets . . . .  
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3 . . .  �g7 4.e3 d6 5.ttJbd2 h6 
6.�h4 g5 7.�g3 ttJh5 8.�e2 0-0 
9.c3 �f5? 

Of dubious value. White will now con
tinue with Nimzowitsch's recipe for the 
neutralization of the pair of bishops : 
eliminate one of them and the pair 
ceases to exist ! 

1 0.0-0 �g6 

1 1 .tt:Je1 ! tt:Jxg3 1 2.hxg3 tt:Jd7 
1 3.�d3 �xd3 14.ttJxd3 c5 
1 5.'ifb3 f!ic7 1 6.a4 �ace 
1 7.dxc5 ttJxc5? 

A serious mistake, allowing an ex
change of the only white piece that, 
presently, wasn't too happy. 

1 8.tt:Jxc5 dxc5 
1 8  . . .  'ifxcS 1 9 .'ti'xb7 would be very fa
vourable for White. 

1 9.tt:Jc4 .tifd8 20.lifd 1 

20 ... e6? 
Gives a possible entry square to the 
knight. Anyway, even without this mis-



take, Black's position would be just as 
difficult. 
After the inevitable exchange of the 
rooks, we have an illustration of what I 
call 'Donner's Rule ' :  queen and knight 
is usually superior to queen and bishop, 
but rook and bishop is superior to 
knight and bishop. It's a good rule but, 
like every rule, it has its exceptions. 
However, in this case the black bishop is 
not doing much, and there is no reason 
to consider the position typical. 

21 .e4 l::[xd1 + 22.�xd1 �d8 
23.\t>h2 �xd1 24.ifxd1 'iYc6?! 

Faced with a passive defence, White can 
gradually and calmly obtain a better po
sition. 

2S.ifd8+ 

2S ... �f8? 
This loses without putting up a fight. 
2 5  . . .  @h7 26 .ife? 'iixa4 2 7 .l2Jd6 ifdl 
2 8 . f3 should also lose , although 
White 's play would need to be very pre
cise. 

26.lLJeS 'iid6 27.l2Jd7 
The rest is easy. 

27 .. .fS 28.eS 'fiie7 29.'li'c8 @f7 
30.ifxb7 !Jl.g7 31 .aS \t>e8 
32.'iic8+ 'if d8 33.ifxd8+ @xd8 
34.lLJxcS �xeS 3S.t2Jxe6+ �d7 
36.l2Jd4 �xd4 37.cxd4 �c6 
38.b4 a6 39.�h3 �dS 40.bS 
axbS 41 .a6 1 -0 
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Game 1 04 
Sicilian Defence 
Juan Manuel Bellon Lopez 
Bent Larsen 
Lanzarote 1 9 7 6  

1 .e4 cs 2.l2Jf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tt:Jxd4 l2Jf6 S.l2Jc3 d6 6.�e2 a6 
7.0-0 �e7 8.f4 0-0 9.<it>h1 l2Jc6 
1 0.�e3 �d7 1 1 .'ife1 bS 1 2.a3 

1 2  ... 'ifb8!? 
One of my specialities. Compared to 
. . .  'if c7 , this move offers two advan
tages : the queen is defended (important 
in complications after . . .  '1Vb6 and 
e4-eS) , and there's also the possibility 
of . . .  bS -b4. 

1 3.�d3 
The game Kavalek-Larsen continued 
1 3 .'iVg3 b4! 1 4.axb4 'ifxb4 1 s .tt:Jxc6 
�xc6 with a very good game for Black. 

1 3  ... l2Jxd4 14.�xd4 eS 1 S.lLJdS 
lLJxdS 1 6.exdS f6 1 7.'ifh4 g6 
1 8.fxeS dxeS 
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1 9.l::tae1 ? l:tf7 20.�c3 a5 
21 .d6?! 

The Spanish IM Roman Toran, com
menting on an extraordinary move, 
says, 'Giving a centre pawn is nothing 
fantastic.' However, I must say that Black 
already has a good game, and this may 
justify Bell6n's decision to complicate 
it. 

21 ... 'li'xd6 22.�d1 'ife6 
Instead, a clear refutation would be 
22  . . .  'ifc? ! .  

23.a4! 

23 .. J�bS 
2 3  . . .  fS 24.ife l b4 25 .�xeS �f6 with a 
level game. It was probably the most 
practical continuation considering the 
leaderboard placings (one point more 
than Darga and Weinstein) . 

24.°iYg31 b4 
24 . . .  �g7 2 S .b3 allows White to recover 
the pawn with good play. 
Now Bellon pondered over his move 
for half an hour, I don't know why since 
he has to accept the queen sacrifice. 

25.�f5 'if xf5 26.�xf5 �xf5 
27.�e1 �xc2 28.l::td5 �xa4 

Probably more unpleasant for White 
was 28  . . .  �f8 29 .I:.xaS lid? with strong 
threats. 

29.�xa5 �c2 30.h4 �fa 
31 .'ti'f2 

294 

31 ... .:lcS? 
Much better is 3 1 . . . b3 , still with a clear 
advantage. 

32.'iVb6 b3 33.'iVe6 "IJ,,c7 34 . .:.aa 
�g7 35.h5 

Quiet play does not offer White many 
chances. 

35 ... gxh5 36.�d2 .rlce7 37.ifb6 
�e4 38.�ca .if5 39.nba �d 7 
40. if e3 �g6 

I still had some time left and the game 
continued. Since I felt very tired, it 
would have been better to have sealed 
the next move. 

41 .�xb3 �d4 42.l:tb6 

42 ... �d3?? 
Black still had some chances and, at 
least, he shouldn't have lost after 
42 . . .  l:Ig4. Another alternative was 
42 . . .  h6. 

43.'iVg5 
Mate. 



English Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Juan Betancort 
Lanzarote 1 9 7 6 

Game 1 05 

1 .c4 c5 2.g3 g6 3.�g2 �g7 
4.ttJc3 ttJc6 5.b3 ttJf6 6.�b2 0-0 
7.d3 e6 

8.�xc6!? 
Not a very popular idea. Who says 
goodbye to the bishop pair? But at least 
there will be no more symmetry. 

8 ... bxc6 9.'if d2 d6 1 O.f4 'f/Je7 
1 1 .ttJf3 e5 1 2.fxeS dxe5 

1 3.'ifgS! 
A good manoeuvre, avoiding a quick 
. . .  ltJg4 and . . .  ila6 from Black. 

1 3  ... l::r.e8 1 4.0-0-0 h6 
1 4  . . .  e4 1 S. ltJxe4 leads to a favourable 
endgame for White. 

1 5.'if e3 4Jg4 1 6.'if g 1  h5 
1 7.\ttb1  

Chapter  3 0 - Lanzaro te  1 9  7 6 

1 7  ... e4?! 
1 7 . . . �h6 1 8  . .ic 1 is good for White. 
Betancort doesn't feel like playing pas
sively. He has problems defending the 
weak cS -pawn, so he sacrifices a pawn, 
looking for tactical options. 

1 8.ttJxe4 �xb2 1 9.Wxb2 f5 
The reply to 1 9  . . .  �fS would be 
20 .ltJfd2 ! .  The text move seems more 
logical but the bishop is almost left out 
of the game. 

20.ttJc3 ttJe3 21 .l:lc1 'if f6 
22.'ife1 as 

23.'lita3! 
I'm not afraid. 

23 ... a4 
A forced sacrifice. White was prepared 
to play ltJa4 and 'if c3 . 

24.ttJxa4 ttJg2 25.'ifd2 f4 
26.l:thg1 �h3 27.gxf4 4Jxf4 
28.e3 4Je6 29.l::[g3 �f5 30.'ifc3 
ife7 31 .ttJeS? 

After getting into a winning position, 
White makes life a little difficult for 
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himself · by disregarding Black's next 
move. 

31 ... ttJfB 32.e4 'if xe5 33.exf5 
'ifxf5 34.:cg1 :es 35.:gs ti'f2 
36.1:1592 'iff7 37.'ifd2 'ifb7 
38.%:[f1 I ttJd7 
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Now Black has some threats but White 
assures a victory with his next move. 
Fortunately he still had a few minutes 
left whilst Betancourt had next to noth
ing. 

39. �b21 l:lxa4 40. 'if h6 l:lxa2+ 
There's no remedy. 

41 .�xa2 'ti'aB+ 42.�b2 tt:Je5 
43.%%.d2 'ifdB 44.'iff4 'ifb8 
45.'ti'f2 l:ld6 46.<;itc2 'ti'aB 
47.'ifxc5 'ifa2+ 48.�c3 l:txd3+ 
49.l:txd3 'ifb2+ 50.@xb2 ttJxd3+ 
51 .�a3 ttJxc5 52JU6 @g7 
53.l:lxc6 1 -0 



Chapter 31 

Costa Brava 1976 

Sicilian Defence 
Laszlo Szabo 
Bent Larsen 
Costa Brava I 9 7 6 

Game 106 

1 .e4 c5 2.tt:Jf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tt:Jxd4 tt:Jc6 5.tt:Jc3 d6 6 . .i.e2 
tt:Jf6 1�0-0 �e 7 8.�e3 �d7 9.f4 

According to some experts, 9 .lLJb3 is 
the most exact continuation. However I 
am not entirely convinced . . . . .  

9 ... a6 1 0.<it>h1 0-0 
I delayed castling, but I think 1 O .<it>hl a 
little ' slow' , and now I'm satisfied with 
the result of the opening. 

1 1 .li'e1 b5 1 2.a3 'ifb81? 
Also possible is l 2 . . .  lLJxd4 l 3 .�xd4 
�c6 1 4  .11' g 3 'it'b8 ! and you will see 
that if both continue play as in the game 
Gyula Sax-Vlastimil Jansa in Budapest 
Tungsram, 1 9 76 ,  Black will have gained 
a tempo: 
1 .e4 cS 2 .lLJf3 e6 3 .d4 cxd4 4.lLJxd4 
lLJf6 S .lLJc3 d6 6 . .ie3 �e7 7 .f4 lLJc6 

8 .�e2 0-0 9 . 0 -0  'ifc7 1 0 .<it>h l  a6 
1 1 .'if e 1 lLJxd4 l 2 .�xd4 bS l 3 .'it'g3 
�b7 1 4 .a3  .ic6 1 S . l:tae 1 'ifb7 
l 6 .i.d3 b4 1 7  . axb4 'ifxb4 l 8 .lLJe2 
'ifb7 1 9 .eS lLJhS 2 0 .li'h3 g6 2 1 .lLJg3 
dxeS 2 2 .�xeS lLJ g 7  2 3 .�c3 f6 
24.�c4 i.ds 2 S .�xdS 'ifxdS 2 6 .:f3 
l:tf7 2 7 .lLJe2  :es  2 8 .lLJd4 �cs 
2 9 .lLJb3 �b6 3 0 .:td3 'ifc6 3 I .'iff3 
'ifxf3 3 2 .:xf3 l:td8 3 3 . g 3  l::td6 
34.lia l .ids 3 S .lLJc5 l:ta7 3 6 .l:td3 
l:txd3 3 7 .cxd3 as 3 8 .lLJb3 l::td 7  
3 9 .lLJxaS l:txd3 40 .lLJc6 and Black 
resigned. 
In this game, Black played . . .  �b7 -�c6 
instead of . . .  �d7 -.ic6 but that's not 
important. The . . .  'ifb8 move was not a 
new idea; I had already played it in my 
match against Kavalek in 1 9 7 0 .  But it 
was new for Szabo. Now his studies of 
Sax's game were useless and after think
ing for a while, he made a move which 
he later admitted he was not happy 
with. 

Costa Brava 1 976 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 

I Larsen, Bent 2 6 2 5  * 0 1/2 l 1 I I l 1 1 . 7 . 5  ' 
2 Castro Rojas.Oscar 2 3 8 0  1 * l/1 0 1 l/2 l/2 1 1 6 . 5  

3 Zwaig,,Ame 2475 l/1 lfi * 1 0 � l 1 0 

4 Szabo, Laszlo 2 5 2 5  0 1 0 * 1 l/2 1 0 1 1 5 . 5  

s ·Marovic,Drazen 2485 0 0 I 0 * V2 lfi 1 V2 1 4.S ' 

6 Visier Segovia, Fernando 2 3  5 0 0 l/2 l/2 1/1 l/1 * l/2 l/2 1/1 1/2 4.0 

7 Pomar Salamanca,Arturo 0 l/i 0 0 1/2 Yz * 1/2 1 1 4.0 

8 Garcia Conesa,Gregorio 0 0 0 1 0 1/1 l/1 * 1 •/2 3 . 5  

9 Sanz Alonso,Franclsco 0 0 1 0 Vi Yi � · 0 0 * 1 3JO, 

1 0  Orte a,M. 0 0 0 0 0 l/2 0 l/2 0 * 1 . 0 
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1 3.�f3 ttJxd4 1 4.�xd4 es 
Black is now in a very comfortable posi
tion. I cannot say that the next move is a 
mistake but, as he made it, the veteran 
Hungarian GM did not realize the 
dangers. 

1 S.ltJdS ttJxdS 1 6.exdS 

1 6  ... exd4! 
A surprise for Szabo. 

1 7.'ifxe7 i.fS 1 8.rl:ac1 ? 
What else was there? 1 8 .'i¥e2 �c8 
1 9  . .liac l ( 1 9 .'ifd2 Zlxc2 20 .°ifxd4 'ifa7 
is also difficult for White) l 9 . . .  l;Ixc2 ! 
20 .llxc2 d3 2 1 .°iYd2 dxc2 22 .g4 i.d7 
23 .'ifxc2 is not very pleasant as it weak
ens the kingside. However White 
should have opted for one of those 
lines. 

1 8  ... �es 1 9. 'if gS iY cs 20.c3 
20 .�f2 �xc2 ! .  

20 ... h6 21 .iYhS d3! 
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Clearly that pawn may be strong and 
weak at the same time. However, if you 
consider the dominance on the king's 
file and the position of the white 
queen, and also the weakness of White's 
f and cl-pawns, then you will be justi
fied in thinking that, in this case, the 
advanced pawn is strong. 

22.�cd1 tie3 23.h3 
Other possible lines are : 

A) 23 .l:lfe l �g6 24.if g4 'li'c5 ; 
B) 23 .g4 i.g6 24.'ifh4 l:txf3 ! ;  
C) 23 .°ifh4 'if c4. 

All lead to serious consequences for 
White. 

23 ... �a 7 24.�g4 
After any other move comes 24 . . .  �ae7 
and at the right moment 2 5  . . .  �e4. 

24 ... �xg4 2S.1i'xg4 Vi'xg4 
A difficult decision, 25  . . .  'if c4 is also 
very strong. 

26.hxg4 !!ae7 27.@h2 �7e4 
28.b3 as 29.ldd2 a4 



Perhaps easier is 2 9 . . .  �f8 .  
30.l::[b1 

The only counterplay. 
30 ... l:[xf4 31 .bxa4 bxa4 32.l::[b6 

In case of 32 .l::[b4 gS ! ;  and if 3 2 .l:i.b8+ 
�h7 3 3 .l::[b6 �xg4 34.l::[xd6 �e2 ! 
3 S .nxd3 l:texg2+  3 6.\t>h3 gS , threat
ening 3 7  . . .  �g 1 .  

32 ... l::[c4? 
Simpler is 3 2  . . .  <;t>f8 3 3 .�xd6 l::[c4. Also 
winning is 3 2  . . .  l:Ixg4 3 3 .llxd6 <it>f8 ! 
with the idea of . . .  l:t.e2 and . . .  !'!c4. 

33.�xd6? 
3 3 .l::[c6 creates more problems but, as I 
have mentioned, 3 3  . . .  llxg4 34.l::[xd6 
Wf8 wins. 

33 ... WfS! 
There is a curious pos1t10n after 
3 3 . . .  l::[xc3 ? 34.l::[d8+ �h7 3 5 .d6 with 
the strong threat 36 .d7 followed by 
l::[e8 or l::[c8.  

34.llc6 
In case of 34.�a6 llxc3 3 S .l:1xa4 \tie? !  
also wins , for instance : 3 6 .ld.a7 + 
(3 6 .@g l Wd6 3 7 .Wf2 nes) 3 6  . . .  \tid6 
3 7 .I:f.xf7 .tle2 3 8 .�d l d2 . 

34 ... l::[xc6 35.dxc6 �e7 36.@g1 

as ... nga! 
The continuation 3 6 . . .  Wd6?? 3 7 .@fl 
l::te2+ 3 8 .l::txe2 dxe2 3 9 .<;il>xe2 \t>xc6 
leads to a draw. Let us see : 40 .  Wd3 
<;il>cS 4 1 .c4 g6 42 .g3  f6 43 .\t>c3 fS 
44.gxfS gxfS 4S .<;t>d3 hS 46 .\t>c3 f4 
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47 .gxf4 h4 48 .fS <;t>d6 49 .<;t>d4! h3 
SO .cs + .  

37.@f2 �xg4 38.nxd3 Ilc4 
39.�e3+ 

39 .�d4 l'Ixc3 40 .l::txa4 l:1xc6 4 1 .g4 has 
the virtue oflosing more slowly. 

39 ... <it>d6 40.l:lf3 f6 41 .@e2 h5 
42.@d3 l::[g4 43.g3 @xc6 44.c4 
k!g5! 

This last move was to answer 4 S .  �c3 
with 45 . . .  <;t>cs .  Szabo made his sealed 
move in this position, only to resign the 
following morning. Black may win by 
various means ; my intention was 
4S .�d4 �d6 ! with a nice zugzwang, for 
instance : 46.�d3 g6 47 .l:rf3 l::f.g4+ 
48 .<;t>c3 @cs and White doesn't have a 
check on fS . 

Caro-Kann Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Arturo Pomar 
Costa Brava 1 9 7 6 

Game 1 07 

1 .e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.exd5 cxd5 
4.c4 

The Panov Attack. I am for, and against 
it . On the one hand it gives active play, 
but on the other the queen's pawn is 
isolated. I'm afraid of having an isolated 

• queen s pawn. 
4 ... tt:Jf6 5.tt:Jc3 e6 6.tt:Jf3 iie7 
7.cxd5 tt:Jxd5 

7 . . .  exdS 8 .iibs+ is difficult for Black, 
as Alekhine demonstrated. The text 
move, in fact, transposes into a Queen's 
Gambit position. 

8.iid3 tt:Jc6 9.0-0 0-0 1 O.Jde1 
iid7 

Modest but solid. More usual is 
1 0 . . .  tlJf 6 .  The more popular line now is 
1 1 .tlJxdS exdS 1 2 .tlJeS .  But this doesn't 
give much. 
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1 1 .�c2!? 
Probably a novelty. Its value depends on 
the effectiveness of 1 1  . . .  lDcb4. 

1 1  ... �f6? 
1 1 . . .  lDcb4 is preferable. 

1 2.'ifd3 g6 1 3.�b3 
In similar positions this manoeuvre is 
only possible after a preparatory 
a2 -a3 . 

1 3  ... �c8 1 4.�h6 �g7 
If 1 4  . . .  �e8 , then 1 5 .lDe4 would be very 
strong. 

1 5.�xg7 �xg7 

1 6.h4!? 
Looking for something more than the 
minimum advantage I would obtain 
with 1 6 .�xdS exd5 1 7  .lDeS . 

1 6  ... iYa5 1 7.lDe4 iYc71 
This move was played quickly since 
Arturito had already foreseen 1 7  .lDe4. 
Now 1 8 .hS is not much good in view 
of 1 8  . . .  lDf4 1 9 .'iVe3 lDxhS ! .  

1 8.ld.ac1 l:f.fd8 1 9.�xd5 
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Not possible now is 1 9  .h5 , since with 
1 9  . . .  �e8 Black would achieve his pro
jected development. 

1 9  ... exd5 20.lDc3 �f5 21 .'iYd2 
ifd6 22.lDe5 

Has White achieved more than what he 
would have had he played 1 6 .�xdS ? 
Perhaps a little more; the move h2-h4 is 
useful whereas . . .  l:Ifd8 is not. 

22 ... 'ti'f6 23.h5 
The most aggressive line, but 23 .g3 fol
lowed by �e3 wasn't bad either. 

23 ... gxh5 
2 3  . . .  gS 24.f4 g4 25 .'iVf2 was very un
pleasant for Black. 

24.lDe2 �g6 
If 24 . . .  lDxeS 2 5 .dxeS 'iVxeS ? (25  . . .  'ifh6 
26 .'if d4 followed by lDf4 gives Black 
quite a few problems) 26 .'if gS + �h8 
2 7 .  lDc3 winning a piece. 

25.lDf4 tDxe5 
Possibly better is 2 5  . . .  lDe7 , but the po
sition is difficult. 

26.dxe5 'iff5 27.l:rxcS nxc8 



28.e& f&? 
A suicide but, once again, the position 
after 28  . . .  fxe6 29.tbxe6+ <;i(g8 30.'ti'd4 
would not be very pleasant. 

29.'ifb41 :ea 3o.•xb7 + @h& 
31 .tbxg& 1Vxg6 

If 3 I .  . . hxg6 3 2 .'iff7 ;  and in case of 
3 I .  . .  .:l.xe6 3 2.l:l.xe6 1Vxe6 3 3  .... xh7 + ! .  

Chap ter 3 1  - Costa Brava 1 9  7 6 

32.'ifxa7 'ifg5 33.a4 
3 3 .  'iV e3 was sufficient. Black can do 
nothing. 

33 ... f5 
3 3  . . .  l:tgS 3 4.1i'e3 ! .  

34.'ifd4 f4 35.l:le5 'ifg7 36.e7 
l:tg8 37.1i'xd5 f3 38.'if e&+ 

Black resigned. 
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Chapter 32 

Spanish Team Championships 1976 

The XX Spanish Team Championships were held in the splendid setting of the 
Palacio de la Lonja in Zaragoza. The Schweppes team missed its regular player Jesus 
Diez del Corral on the top board and this was felt (in spite of the strong contingent 
made up of Toran, Calvo, Bellon and Hernando) . The team CIDA from Las Palmas 
obtained an average score of 6 . 5  out of 9 games on all boards, and was the well-de
served champion. Runner-up was the Union Graciense from Barcelona, headed by 
Pomar, who was unbeaten with 6 . 5  points. The performance of the Peruvian 
Orestes Rodriguez, playing for the team Condal from the Canaries , also needs to be 
highlighted. They achieved a creditable third position overall with Rodriguez ob
taining the best score of 7 points for the top board. 

Sicilian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Roman Toran 

Game 1 08 

Spanish Team Championships, 
Zaragoza 1 9  7 6 

1 .e4 c5 2.tt:Jf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tt:Jxd4 a6 5.�d3 tt:Jf6 6.0-0 d6 
7.c4 g6 

A very modern line. 
8.tt:Jc3 �g7 9.Zie1 

9 .�e3 0-0 1 O .�e2 merits attention. 
9 ... o-o 1 o.�gs h6 

Probably better is 1 O . . .  tt:Jbd7 .  

3 0 2  

1 1 .�e3 b6 1 2.h3 �b 7? 
Preferable is 1 2  . . .  tt:Jbd7 . 

1 3.'iVd2 @h7 14 . .l::lad1 tt:Jbd7 
1 5.tt:Jb3 'f/Jc7 1 6  . .if1 tt:Je8 

It's the best move, but at the same time 
he is admitting his error when he 
played 1 2  . . .  �b7 because Black cannot 
defend the backward pawn in any other 
way. 

1 7.�d4 �xd4 
1 7  . . .  lt:Je5 1 8 .'if e3 is also favourable for 
White. 

1 8.tlJxd4 l::r.d8? 
Better is 1 8  . . Jk8 . 
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1 9.ttJf3 :ca 

20.�e3 
A nice move. It defends both knights 
and prepares doubling on the d-file. 
White is now better owing to the ad
vantage in space and Black's weakness 
in the pawn structure. The white 
bishop, however, is not very active, and 
it is not so easy to see where White can 
launch the attack. Torin, who now has 
some time trouble, makes his next 
move, which I believe is the crucial 
mistake. 

20 ... ttJe5? 
The trouble doesn't lie in the majority 
of pawns that White will have on the 
queenside. The trouble is that control of 
the open file stops any chance of 
counterplay 

21 .ttJxe5 dxe5 22.b4! ttJf6 
23.'if d6 �c6 24.'iixc7 l:lxc7 

The question of the bad bishop needs to 
be understood. Philidor once wrote that 
when defending you should occupy the 
same colour square with your pawns as 
the colour of the bishops. This is so in 
many cases. Capablanca stresses the im
portance of limiting the actions of the 
opposing bishop with pawns. 

25.f3 lta8 26Jled3 �g7 27.l:[dS 
llcc8 28 . .J::lxcS l:[xc8 29.cS 

The bishop comes into play. Curiously, 
in the same match Visier also had a 
bishop on fl . Apparently it seemed very 
passive, but nevertheless it gave the 
whole position such security that it al
lowed the other pieces to play much 
more freely. 

29 ... �b7 30.tba4 b5 31 .ttJb6 .J::lc7 
32.a4 bxa4 33.ttJxa4 lld7 
34.l:r.d6 

34 ... @fS? 
Curiously 34 . . .  �xd6 3 S .cxd6 tbd7 
3 6 .  tl:JcS ? tbxcS 3 7 .  bxcS @f8 gives 
Black drawing opportunities. More effi
cient is 3 6 .bS aS (3 6 . . .  axbS loses a 
piece) 3 7 .  <it>f2 and the king makes its 
way to the queenside, which should 
win. White, however, would still need 
precision in his play. 

35.l::rb6 1 -0 

After 3 5  . .  Jk7 36 .�xa6 , there 's no 
hope. 

3 0 3  
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English Opening 
Roman Bordell 
Bent Larsen 

Game 1 09 

Spanish Team Championships, 
Zaragoza 1 9 7 6 

1 .c4 g6 2.tl'ic3 c5 
White cannot now go into the Maroczy 
Bind, which would have come about af
ter, for instance, 1 .  . .  c5 2 .tLlf3 g6 3 .d4 
cxd4 4.tLlxd4 �g7 5 .e4. 

3.tLif3 .tg7 4.d4 
Naturally 4.g3 and 4.e3 are also possi
ble. 

4 ... cxd4 5.tLixd4 tLic6 

White has to decide on either 6 .e3 
(passive) , 6 .tLlc2 (6 . . .  �xc3+ ! ?) or the 
text move : 

6.tLixc6 bxc6 7.g3 l:tb8!? 
I love centralised pawns, but I don't 
know what to play. In any possible com
plications it is important to bear in 
mind that White has the tempo (for the 
mere fact that he is White) as compared 
to openings such as 1 .e4 tLlf6 2 .tl'ic3 d5 
3 .exd5 tLlxdS 4.g3 g6 5 . .tg2 tl'ixc3 . 

8.�g2 tl'ih6 9.'if c2 tl'if5 1 0.0-0 
1 O .e3 is not in Bordell's style. 

1 o .. .  h51? 1 1 .�t4!? 
The two players ' joint forces are pro
ducing an explosive situation! Normal 
(and boring) would be 1 1 .h3 cS 1 2 .e3 
.tb7 .  
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1 1  .. J:tb4 
1 1  . . .  eS is ugly for Black's king 's bishop. 

1 2.b3 h4 1 3.�ad1 

It's always the 'fake' rook! That is to say, 
�f d 1 has the advantage of leaving a 
square for the king but there is the in
convenience of leaving the other rook 
exposed to the opponent's dark-squared 
bishop along the diagonal. 

1 3  ... hxg3 1 4.hxg3 'if a5 1 5.l::rfe1 
Interesting is 1 5 .tLle4 tLld4 1 6 .l:txd4 
.txd4 1 7 .l::rd 1 .  

1 5  ... tLid4 

1 6.'iYd3? 
I am not so sure that my opponent en
visaged my reply (he spent more than 
20  minutes after my next move) . Proba
bly better would have been 1 6 .�d2 
°iVhS , with a complicated game (one 
has to remember that Black still retains 
his right to castle . . .  ) .  

1 6  ... tLixb3! 1 7. if e3! 
Clearly favourable for Black would be 
1 7 .axb3 �xb3 . 
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1 7  ... J::[xc4 
Other lines such as 1 7 . . .  'if cS and 
1 7  . . .  lLicS l 8 .�d6 lLie6 would also give 
an advantage. 

1 8.lLie4 
1 8 .i.d6 e6 1 9 .lLie4 lLld4 is not very 
dangerous. 

1 8  ... J::[xe4 1 9. 'Yi'xe4 lLid4 

The two centre pawns are more than 
enough compensation for the ex
change. 

20.i.d2 'ifh5 21 .�c3?? 
Loses straight away. 

21 ... 'Yi'h2+ 22.<it>f1 d5 
Against �h3 there is no antidote. It is 
odd that such a dormant bishop can ex
ert such a strong influence in the battle. 
In the same round, Debarnot's knight 
stayed on its home square until move 
2 7 !  

23.�xd4 dxe4 24.�xg7 �h3 
25.e3 'Yi'xg2+ 26. !ite2 �g4+ 
27. �d2 'ifxf2+ 

And White resigned. 
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Chapter 33 

Geneva 1977 

A very strong tournament (Category XII, GM norm: 7 points) . Dzindzichashvili 
met the norm in his first individual tournament after emigrating from the USSR 
last year. He already had one norm, which was approaching the time limit of three 
years (Editor's note: In those days FIDE imposed a time limit in achieving the 
norms) . But some of the participants were a little tired. Five came from Bad 
Lauterberg. I arrived from Rotterdam once the tournament had started, after the 
second round. So I had to play 9 games in 9 consecutive days ; and some with ad
journments, which also meant lots of nocturnal analyses . . . . 

This is what happened during my game against Ivkov: by move 9 I had already 
spent 5 3  minutes! Later I woke up one minute before the flag fell ! Fatigue cost me 
points, but even so, during the whole tournament, I did not commit such serious 
mistakes as I did in Rotterdam. 

The news is that Andersson actually won four games whereas he had not won a 
single one in Bad Lauterberg ! He almost won the tournament. In any case, it was a 
double Scandinavian triumph. Interestingly, it was the first time that all five Scandi
navian grandmasters participated in a tournament. 

In this part of Switzerland there is less chess tradition than in German-speaking 
regions ; in Zurich you will find one of the oldest clubs in Europe. But the Hotel 
Mediterranee was pleased with the tournament and also with the 1 3  0 participants 
in the Open, which was won by the young Swiss Kaenel . The tournament will be 
repeated in 1 9 7 8 .  

Geneva 1 977 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 

1 Larsen.Bent 2 6 1 5  * 1/2 1/2 1 0 0 1li 1/2 1 l/2 1 1 1 1 8 . 5  
2 Andersson, Ulf 2565 1/2 * 1/2 l/2 0 1 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1 I 1/2 I 8 .0  -
3 Dzindzichashvili,Roman 2 5 3 5 1/2 l/2 * l/2 1/2 l l/2 V2 l/2 1 1/2 1li l/2 l/2 7 . 5  
4 Sosonko, Genna 2530  0 1/2 l/2 * 1/2 1/2 1 l/2 l/2 l/2 1/2 1/2 1 1 7 . 5  
5 Pachman,Ludek 2485 1 1 1/2 l/2 * 1/2 1/2 1/2 0 l/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 7 . 0  
6 Torre, Eugenio 2550  l 0 0 1/2 1/2 * 0 1/2 1 V2 V2 1 1/2 1 7 . 0 
7 Liberzon, Vladimir 2 5 50 1/2 V2 1/2 0 1/2 1 * V2 1 l/2 1/2 l/2 0 V2 6 . 5  
8 Ivkov,Borislav 25 1 0  V2 l/2 1/2 l/2 1/2 1/2 l/2 * l/2 0 1/2 1/2 1/2 1 6 . 5  

-
9 Sigutjonsson,Gudmundur 2 5 2 0 0 1/2 '/2 1/2 1 0 0 V2 * 1 1/2 l/2 1/2 1 6 .5 

1 0  Timman,Jan 2590 V2 1/2 0 1/2 l/2 1/2 1/2 1 0 * 1/2 1/2 1 0 6 .0  
1 1  Byrne.Robert 2580  0 0 1/2 '/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 1/2 1li * I l/2 1/2 6.0 
1 2  Olafsson,Fridrik 2560 0 0 1/2 l/2 l/2 0 1/2 l/2 l/2 l/2 0 * I I 5 . 5  
1 3  Hug, Werner 2445 0 l/2 1/2 0 '/z l/2 1 l/2 l/2 0 V2 0 * V2 5 . 0  
1 4  Westerinen Heik.ki 243 0 0 0 1/2 0 l/2 0 1/2 0 0 1 1/2 0 l/2 * 3 . 5  

3 0 6  
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Owen's Defence 
Heikki Westerinen 
Bent Larsen 

Game 1 1 0 An incorrect plan, but very much in 
line with the Finnish grandmaster's 
temperament. 

Geneva 1 97 7  

1 .e4 b 6  2.d4 �b7 3 .�d3 e6 
4.tt:Jf3 c5 5.0-0 cxd4 6.tt:Jxd4 
tt:Jc6 7.tt:Jxc6 �xc6 8.tt:Jc3 
�c5?1  

9.'S'e2 
In case of 9 .'ifg4 'S'f6 1 O .�gS 'iig6 
1 1 .eS ltJh6 ! .  But, instead, 1 O .ltJbS ! is 
strong. The weakness of the dark 
squares after 9 .'ifg4! g6 would give 
White a clear advantage. 

9 ... tt:Je7 1 0.�e3 0-0 1 1 .�ad1 'ifc7 
1 2.�xcS bxc5 1 3.'ife3 'ifa5 

Black looks good. 
The idea behind the text move is to fol
low it up with .. Jlb8 as the reply b2-b3 
is not possible. 

1 4.eS tt:Jg6 1 5.�e4?1 

1 5  ... tt:JxeS 1 6.�xh 7 + 
1 6 .�xc6 tbxc6 1 7  J1xd7 ltJd4 and 
Black is somewhat better. 

1 6  ... 'lt>xh 7 1 7.'if xeS 'ii'b41 
1 7  . . .  fS ? 1 8 .ltJe2 ! and the knight joins 
the attack via f4, h3 , and on to gS .  Or it 
may get to b3 via d4. 
With this last move Black effectively 
stops the knight from joining the attack 
(now the black queen would force the 
exchange on e4) . 

1 8.�d3 f5 1 9.�b1 �ace 20.a3 
'ii'b8 

Without the queens, Black would 
clearly gain the advantage with a strong 
bishop and an impressive centre. 

21 .'S'xcSI? �xg21  
2 1  . . .  �e4? 22 .tbxe4! probably leads to a 
draw. 

22.'ife7 �c6 23.�e1 'iff4 

3 0 7  
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After a long spell of thinking time. And 
now White has 24.l:txe6 ! ?  (24 . . .  dxe6?  
2 S .l:th3+ ) .  Black has good winning 
chances with 24 . .  .llce8,  but that was 
the only continuation that could create 
problems for Black. I don't know if 
Westerinen saw this move. He already 
had very little time left. Perhaps he con
fided in my calculations. 

24 . .U:g3? 'if h6 25.b4 f 4 26.l::tg4 
.U:f6 

Black is no longer satisfied with a fa
vourable endgame (26 . . .  'ii'f6) .  

27J1e5 �g6 28.l:txg6 'if xg6+ 
29.l:igS 'if h6 30.h4 �f3! 

One way of describing this game is that 
it shows the difference between a very 
active bishop and a knight which is far 
removed from the battlefield. 

31 .�cs ld.xc5 32.bxcS 'it'g6+ 
33.'if gS 1i'xc2 0-1 

I won the 'Best Game' prize ! I don't 
know if this was one of my best, 
though . . .  

Game I l l  

Nimzo-Indian Defence 
Gudmundur Sigurjonsson 
Bent Larsen 
Geneva 1 9 77  

1 .e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.exd5 cxd5 
4.c4 ttJf6 5.ttJc3 e6 6.ttJf3 �b4 
7.�d3 dxc4 8.ii.xc4 0-0 9.0-0 a6 
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And what do we have? A Nimzo-In
dian! As the Icelandic grandmaster be
longs to the 'party' of king 's pawn 
players , I thought maybe he wasn't too 
keen on queen's pawn openings. But 
he will probably have seen many 
games with 9 . . .  b6,  introduced in mod
ern practice by Karpov. 9 . . . a6 is less 
well-known. Many experts recom
mend 1 0 .a4. 

1 0.�gS b5 11 . .ild3 .!ib7 1 2.'ife2 
tt:Jbd7 1 3  . .U.fd1 1Le7 14.ttJeS tt:Jd5 
1 5.jld2?! 

Better is I S .ii.xe7 'ifxe7 1 6 .tlJxdS 
.!ixdS I 7 . ..ie4. In this position Black 
would be better off if he still had his 
pawn on b7 .  

15  ... tt:Jxc3 1 6.bxc3 
1 7.'ifxeS .!if6 1 8.'ifg3 
1 9.l:te1 'ifd7 20.'ifg4 �fc8 

tt:Jxe5 
i.d5 

Now with a clear advantage for Black. 
21 .l:te3 g6 22.'iff4 �g7 23.h4 
'iVc7! 



Initiating a manoeuvre which culmi
nates in move 28 .  For White, an ex
change of queens is tantamount to ad
mitting defeat. 

24.1i'g5 h6 25.1i'g4 h5 26.'iYgS 
1i'd8 27.'tif4 'iff6 28.'ifg3 b4! 
29.l::r.eS 

2 9.cxb4 'ifxd4 is very sad, so White 
tries out his last options with an ex
change sacrifice. 

29 ... 'S'dS 30.cxb4 .bes 31 .'ifxeS 

Chap ter 3 3 - G eneva 1 9  7 7 

In case of 3 1 .dxeS .tc4! 3 2 .�xc4 
'S'xd2 (3 2 . . .  nxc4 can also be played) 
3 3 .ii.xe6 fxe6 34.'ifxg6+ @f8 the 
white rook does not participate in the 
attack. 

31 ... 'ifxh4 32.lif1 f6 33.'S'e3 lla7 
34.f3 g5 35.l::r.f2 'ifg3 36.a4 h4 
37.@f1 ? 

White was very pressed for time. 
37 ... h3 38.gxh3 'ifxh3+ 39.@e1 
'ifg3 40.'ife2 'ifg1 + 0-1 
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Chapter 34 

Las Palmas 1977 
This year Las Pahnas took the initiative of inviting the current World Champion, 
Anatoly Karpov, who has been very active in recent years. 

The field included the talented Dutch GM Timman, former world champion Tal, 
the American Walter Browne, the Hungarian Adorjan and the brand new grand
master Anthony Miles, junior world champion. A very strong field, no doubt. 

My performance was good, achieving up to nine victories , but Karpov went far 
ahead with his easy, practical though very technical style. He only yielded three 
draws in his fifteen games! 

The Cuban Roman Hernandez and the Argentine Roberto Debarnot surprised us 
with their good performances whilst Pomar was the best of the Spanish representa
tives. 

Tarrasch Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Fernando Visier 
Las Pal.mas 1 9 7 7 

Game 1 1 2 The Tarrasch Defence. The main lines 
are 9 .�g5 and 9 .dxc5 but the text move 
has frequently been played. 

1 .c4 e6 2.l2Jc3 d5 3.d4 c5 4.cxd5 
exd5 5.t2Jf3 t2Jc6 6.g3 l2Jf6 7.�g2 
�e7 8.0-0 0-0 9.�e3 

Black has to decide between 9 . . .  c4, 
9 . . .  b6, 9 . . .  'ifas , 9 . . .  �g4, 9 . . .  l2Jg4 or the 
continuation chosen by Visier, after a 
long pause. 

9 ... cxd4 1 O.t2Jxd4 �ea 

1 Karpov;Anatoly 
2 Larsen.Bent 

3 Timman.Jan · 

• 2690 
26 1 5  
2590 

4 Tal,Mikhail 2620 
·5 '

Browne.Walter 2545 

6 Hernandez Onna,Roman 2 43 5 
7 Adotjan,i\Pdr�s 2530  

8 Debarnot,Roberto 2405 
9 , Miles • .An{h;,ny � 2 5 5 5  

l 0 Tatai,Stefano 2480 
1 '.l ., ,� Visier �goria,Fernand� 2 3 5 5 
1 2 Pomar Salamanca.Arturo 
1 3· Martin GOriihlez,Artgel 

1 4  Bellon Loeez,Juan 24 1 5  

I 5 Garcia P,adron,Jose 

3 1 0  

Las Palmas 1 977 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 

. '* 1/i 1/i " 1/1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

1/2 * I O Y2 0  1/2 1 1/2 1 1 
V2 0 * 1/i 1/2 l 1/2 1/i Vi 1/i 1 Vi 1 1 

1/2 1/2 * 1/2 O Y2 1 Y2 l 0 1/2 I 1 0 1 
-

0 1/2 V2 V2 * 1/2 Vi l 1 1/2 1/2 Yi 0 1 1 . 1 

0 1 0 1 1/2 * 1/2 1/2 0 1/2 Y2 Y2 1 1 1 
O O 1/2 1/2 V2 1/2 * 1/2 Yi 1/2 1/i 'h 1 1/2 1 • 1 
0 1/2 Y2 0 0 1/2 1/2 * 0 1 1/2 1 I 1/2 1 
0 0 1/i 1/2 0 l l/2 1 * 1/2 % O O 1 1 1  
0 0 Yi 0 Yi Yi Yi 0 Yi * 
0 0 0 1 Yi Yi Yi Yi Yi � 

1/2 1 1/2 1/2 Y2 
* 1/2 0 1/2 1 1 

0 0 0 Yi Yi Yi Yi 0 1 Yi Yi * 0 Yi Yi 
, o Vi 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 * 0 0 

0 0 Yi 0 0 0 Yi Yi 0 Yi Yi Yi 1 * Yi 1 

0 0 0 1 0 0 0. 0 0 Vi 0 1/1 1 V2 "* 1 

1 3 .5 
1 1 . 0 
1 0 .0  

9 .0  
9 .0  
9 .0  
8 .0  
8 .0  
7 .5  

6 .5  
6 .5  
6 .0 
5 .5  

5 . 5  
4.5 



The variation 9 .�gS cxd4 1 0 .lt.Jxd4 h6 
1 1 .�e3 l:te8 is considered to be one of 
the most important . . . . .  We now have the 
same position, the only difference be
ing the pawn on h7 .  This difference 
should be slightly in White's favour. 

1 1 .l:tc1 �g4 1 2.h3 
Any of the following are worthy of at
tention: 1 2 .'if a4, 1 2 .'ifb3 or 1 2 .'if d2 , 
all preparing llf d 1 . 

1 2  ... �d7 1 3.<it>h2 tt.Jxd4 1 4.�xd4 
�c6 1 5.e3 tt.Je4 

Here I experienced a rare case of 'deja 
vu' :  I'm sure I 've seen this position and 
the sacrifice which follows. But where? 
A Russian game, a Yugoslav analysis , or 
my own studies for the Encyclopaedia, 
or perhaps a 'blind' analysis in the 
shower? I don't know. I'm not sure ei
ther whether the pawn was on h6 or 
h7 . I had also forgotten if the result was 
favourable for White . . . .  In any case, al
ready knowing the idea, it was very 
hard not to play it. After 1 3 minutes I 
decided to go for it. 

1 6.tt.Jxe4!? dxe4 1 7.l:txc6 bxc6 
1 8.�xe4 l:r.c8 

Almost the only move. If 1 8  . . .  °ifd6 
1 9 .1i' c 2 at least gives a second pawn for 
the exchange and a strong position 
(this is why the pawn would be better 
on h6!) . 

1 9.'iff3 

Chap ter 3 4  - Las Palmas 1 9 7 7  

Another possibility is 1 9 .  li'hs ! ? h6 
20 .'iffs g6 2 1 .'iff3 ! (2 1 .'ifes �f6 ! ) .  

1 9  ... cS 20 . .ic3 �f6 21 .�b7! .bc3 
A surprising decision, but the position 
after 2 1 .  . .  ::lb8 2 2  . .ic6 l:te6 2 3  . ..idS 
l:td6 24.e4 cannot exactly be called at
tractive. 

If Black survives the direct attacks he 
will most probably lose the cS-pawn. 

22.�xcS 'if xc8?! 
The intention being to draw in an end
game with three pawns against four on 
the same flank. But 2 2  . . .  �xb2 was pref
erable although he would still have a 
difficult position on account of the 
'loose' cS-pawn and the pressure on f7 
with ii.a6-c4. 

23.bxc3 'ifa6 24.<it>g2! 'S'xa2 
25.'ifc6 'if e6 

26.Vi'xe6! 
Fernando had calculated 2 6 .Vi'xcS llc8 
with good drawing chances. 

26 ... l:txe6 

3 1 1  
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But the rook endgame is very bad for 
Black. For example : 2 6  . .  .fxe6 2 7 .J::la 1  
�a8 28 .na6 @f7 29 .@f3 .  

27.l:Ia 1 lie 7 28.@f3 �f8 29.ld.a5 
l::tc7 30.�e4 '.a:d7 31 .�xc5 l:Id2 
a2.t4 ng2 33.g4 1 -0 

The position is lost and the flag is about 
to fall, but even so I was a little sur
prised when he surrendered. 

Caro-Kann Defence 
Mikhail Tai 
Bent Larsen 
Las Palmas I 9 7 7 

Game 1 1 3 

1 .e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.tt:Jc3 dxe4 
4.tt:Jxe4 tt:Jf6 5.tt:Jxf6+ gxf6 6.�c4 
�f5 7.i,f4!? 

Tai values this move so much that the 
only time he played this defence as Black 

3 1 2  

Playing Mikhail Tai In 
Las Pal mas 1977. 

he made the move 7 . . .  �cl ,  after which 
he fared badly because of 8 .  'iVh5 ! . 
Against standard play such as 8 . . .  e6 and 
. . .  i,d6 White will play �g3 .  The bishop 
is well placed here, closing the g-ftle. 
That's why I tried to hinder the normal 
development of the white pieces. 

7 ... �b6!? 8.i,b3 a5 9.a4 tt:Jd7 
1 0.tt:Jf3 'iVa6!? 

Preventing kingside castling. 

1 1 .tl:Jh4 �g6 1 2.'ifg4 e6 1 3.�c7?! 
Preventing queenside castling ! But 
stronger was 1 3  .0-0-0 0-0-0 1 4.l:ihe 1 ,  
with some advantage. 

1 3  .. .f5 1 4.'iVf4 .ig7 1 5.h3? 
Tai was already thinking about the re
sulting position following 1 5 .0-0-0 0-0 
1 6 .h3 and . . . . .  he simply forgot to castle! 
Now 1 5  . . .  c5 would have been strong. 



1 5  ... 0-0? 1 6.0-0-0 l::[ac8 1 7.g4 
c5 1 8.gxf5 c4 1 9.�a2 exf5 20.c3 
�fe8 21 .l:the1 

21 ... 'ifc6?? 
Correct would be 2 1 .  . .  l:txe l 2 2 .llxe l 
it'c6 2 3 .ild6 lLib6 !  with a good game. 
For example: 24.�eS l:te8 ! .  

22.d5 'ifxa4 23.'irxc4 'ifxc4 
24.llxea+ l:txe8 25.i.xc4 l:te4 
26.tt:Jxg6 llxc4 27.tt:Je 7 + \ith8 
28.i.xa5 i.h6+ 29.\itb1 �f4 
30.tt:Jca llxf2 31 .tt:Jb6 tt:Je5 32.c4 
�e3 33.d6 tt:Jc6 34.d7 ilg5 
35.�c3+ \tig8 36.l:tg1 1 -0 

Chap ter 3 4 - Las Palm as 1 9  7 7 

9 ... �e7 
In recent years the most popular line 
has been 9 . . . 0-0 ,  and now 1 O .c4! ? or 
1 o .tt:Jxc6 bxc6 1 1 .lLib6 l:tb8 1 2 .lLixc8 
�fxc8 1 3 .�xa6 l:r.d8 1 4.�d3 i.d6 ,  but 
all that is a bit difficult for Black: Karpov 
had the 'pleasure' of experiencing this 
in his game against Smejkal in Lenin
grad 1 9 7 3 (he ended up winning be
cause of the Czechoslovak's Zeitnot) . 

1 O.c4 ?I 0-0?! 
I played quickly and Karpov did too. I 
don't really know if there's any com
pensation after 1 0 . . .  lLixe4 1 1  . lLixc6 
bxc6 1 2 .'if d4 lLif6 .  1 O.c4 is a novelty 
which can only be used once! 

1 1 .tt:Jxc6 dxc6 1 2.1!fc2 c5 1 3.f4 
White is slightly better; for example if 
1 3  . . .  eS ? 1 4.fS followed by lLic3 -dS . 

1 3  ... b6 1 4.ld.ad1 �b7 1 5.e5 tt:Jd7 
1 6.tt:Jc3 �fd8 1 7.tt:Je4 tt:Jf8 
1 8.i.f3 Uxd1 1 9Jlxd1 l:td8 
20.�xdS i.xd8 21 . 'it'd 1 i.e 7 
22.�f2 tt:Jd7 23.g3 b5 24.tt:Jd2 
tt:Jb6 

Game 1 1 4 Looking for some counterplay. 
Sicilian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Anatoly Karpov 
Las Palmas 1 9 7 7 

1 .e4 c5 2.tt:Jf3 tt:Jc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tt:Jxd4 e6 5.tt:Jc3 a6 6.i.e2 'iic7 
7.0-0 tt:Jf6 8.�e3 �b4 9.tt:Ja4 

25.b3 bxc4 26.bxc4 g6 27.�xb7 
'ifxb7 28.'iff3 'if d 7  29.'if e4 @g7 
30.g4 h6 31 .@e1 tt:Ja4 32.'if c2 

32 .. .f5!? 
Although there's no clear plan for 
White, Karpov doesn't want to wait any 
longer. 

3 1 3  
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33.gxfS 
According to Tal 3 3 . exf6 + i.xf6 
34.tbf3 gave White good chances for a 
win. 

33 ... gxfS? 34.tt:Jf3 1i'c6 35.'litf2 
tt:Jb6 36.'ifb3 tt:Jd7 37.h4! @f7 
38.hS �de 39.'iYd1 �e7 40.�d2 
tt:Jf8 41 .'ifb1 tt:Jd7 42.'if d3 'ifa4 
43. 'fib3 if c6 44 . ..tas 

White is making some progress but the 
position is too closed. 

44 ... 'liteS 45.if c2 'litf7 46.1i'd1 
'fib7 47.'litg3 @ea 48.'iVa4 'litf7 
49.'if c2 'if c6 50.if d1 @ea 
51 .tt:Jd2 @f7 

The sealed move. In case of 
5 I .  . .  �h4+ ! ?  5 2 .Wxh4 'ifg2 53 .tt:Jfl 
ifhl +  54.'litg3 ifg l +  it's a draw. But 
White could also play 5 2 .Wh3 . 

52.'it>f2 tt:JfS 53.'it>e3 
54.�c3 'if c6 55.�as 
56. 'lite2 'iY d4 57. 'if f1 
58.'ifb1 1i'd4 59.iff1 'ifb2 

60.�c7 

ifd7 
'iVd7 
'ifb2 

Interesting is 60 .ifg l ! ?  'ifxa2 6 1 .�c? 
'iYa4 62 .i.d6 �xd6 6 3 .exd6 'li'c6 
64.tbf3 ifxd6 ( 64 . . .  'li'e4+ is also suffi
cient) 65 .tbe5 + We8 66 .'if g ? ,  but all it 
leads to is a draw. 

60 ... 'ifb71 61 .�a5 'iYb2 112-1/2 
Four games against Karpov and four 
draws. I must also mention that I played 
White in all four games. I have had 
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some initiative in two of the games and 
a big advantage in another. Nevertheless 
it is probably much more difficult play
ing him when he has the white pieces! 

Game 1 1 5 

Sicilian Defence 
Juan Manuel Bellon Lopez 
Bent Larsen 
Las Palmas 1 9 7 7 

1 .e4 cs 2.tt:Jf3 tt:Jc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tt:Jxd4 d6 

Urging White to play the Maroczy Bind 
( 5 .c4) . The fact is that with another 
move order (4 . . .  t2Jf6 5 .tbc3 d6) I 
would have risked going into the 
Rauzer Variation (6 .�g5) ,  which 
Bellon must have learned a lot of from 
the match Mecking-Polugaevsky. 

5.tt:Jc3 e6 6.�e2 tt:Jf6 
All's well: we have the Scheveningen. 

7.0-0 .11..e7 8.�e3 a6 9.f4 �d7 
I prefer this move order to 8 . . .  0-0 9 .f4 
..td7 1 o .tt:Jb3 ! a6 1 1 .a4. 

1 0.'ii'e1 b5 1 1 .a3 0-0 1 2.'ifg3 
tt:Jxd4 1 3.�xd4 �c6 1 4.�ae1 
'ifd71? 

In this position this is better than 
. . .  'ifc7 : the queen defends b5 , prepar
ing . . .  a6-a5 . Moreover, in some lines 
she can play an important defensive role 
in the direction of g4-h3 ; it is also in-



teresting that after e4-e5 . . . .  dxeS White 
would have to take with the bishop, so 
that the f-file will not be opened. My 
special weapon . . .  °ifb8 is doubtful in 
this position, because White has not 
lost a tempo as compared to �h l (my 
game with Szabo in the the Costa Brava 
tournament) . For example,  if 
1 4  . . .  'ifb8? !  1 5 .�f3 ! follo\Yed by e4-e5 . 

1 5.r!f3!? a5 1 6.�d3 b4 
This same position \Vas arrived at, 
through a completely different move 
order, in the game Kupreichik
Langeweg, Dortmund 1 9 7 5 ;  a game 
which I had completely forgotten. 

1 7.ttJd5!? exd5 1 8.exd5 �xd5 
I must have calculated very little since I 
had played l 6 . . .  b4 after only 5 minutes. 

Chap ter 3 4  - Las Palrnas 1 9  7 7 

Playing Juan Bellon 
in Las Palmas 1977. 

My thinking was probably based on the 
main line: 1 9  .�xh7 + c;i(xh7 2 0 .  ifh4+ 
c;i(g8 2 1 .�h3 ? 'if xh3 . But at this point 
White may have a draw (or even more) 
with 2 1 .�g3  �e6 2 2 . �xg 7 + .  
Kupreichik's continuation was 2 1 .�xe7 
if g4 2 2 .'ifxg4 tbxg4 23 .�g3 �e6 
24.h3 l:lfc8 , and Langeweg should have 
drawn. But 2 1  . . .  'iffS ? 2 2 .nh3 tbh7 
2 3 .l::lg3 g6 24.llh3 gS 2 5 .l:lg3 would 
give White the advantage, for instance 
2 5  . . .  f6 2 6 .fxgS or 2 5  . . .  l:lae8 26 .llxe8 
J::[xe8 2 7  .l:lxgS+  'ifxgS 2 8 .fxgS .U.e l + 
29 .c;i(fl lte4 3 0 .'ifh6 �xd4 3 1 .g6 .  
But we still haven't seen anything. Black 
could play 1 9 .�xh7+ <it>h8 ! ,  for exam
ple 20 .°ifh4 (20 .�xe7 'ifxe7 2 1 .l:le3 
ifxe3 + !  followed by 2 2  . . .  tbxh7)  
20  . . .  �xf3 ! 2 1 .�fS+  (2 1 ..flxe7?  'iYxe7 
22 .�xf6 ife3 + ! )  2 1 .  . .  tbhS ! .  

1 9.l:lxe7 
Surprisingly Bellon only spent 1 4  min
utes thinking at this point, but he spent 
almost double the time on his next 
move. 

1 9  . .. 'if xe 7 20.l:le3 
Now everything is easy for Black. The 
only way forward in White's attack 
was 2 0 .�xh7 + .  Black now has the op-
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tion of playing 2 0  . . .  Wxh 7 ?  2 I .'iVh4+ 
ttJhS ! (2 1 .  . .  Wg8 ? 2 2 .l:th3 ) 22 .'ifxe7 
�xf3 2 3 . gxf3 (slightly better for 
White) or better still 2 0  . . .  @h8 ! 
(pointed out in my previous com
ment) . Effectively I don't see anything 
worthwhile for White; for example 
2 I .ifh4 �xf3 ! .  

20 ... �e6! 

The bishop controls the h3 -square. 
2 1 .fS followed by fxe6 does not give 
White any compensation for the ex
change and a pawn. So, there fol-
lows . . . . . .  yet another sacrifice! 

21 .�xh7+ @xh7 22.'ti'gS 
22 .'ifh4+ Wg8 23 .fS ttJdS . 

22 ... l::thB 23.fS wgB 24.ng3 �h7 
25.fxe6 

2 5 .ii.xf6 'ifa7+ !  26 .@h l  'iYf2 . 
25 ... 'ifxe6 26.'S'xf6 

There's nothing better because of the 
threat to the king. 

26 ... 'iVe1 + 27.'iVf1 'ifxf1 + 
28.@xf1 bxa3 29.bxa3 �ca 
30.c3 f6 31 .h3 wf7 32.�b6 l::th5 
33.l:td3 l:lb5 34.�f2 �e6 
35.�g3 d5 36.l:te3+ �d7 
37.�e1 nb1 0-1 

To summar1ze. I played well as long as 
there was no sustained attack from White. 
But I must say that I decided on this line 
without having seen much and that's why 
I think I have been extremely lucky. 
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English Opening 
Anthony Miles 
Bent Larsen 
Las Palmas 1 9  7 7 

Game 1 1 6 

1 .c4 es 2.tt:Jc3 d6 3.e3 f5 4.d4 
ttJf61? 

Possibly also correct is 4 . . .  �e7 . All this 
is ancient theory, from the last century 
(and with reversed colours) : 1 .e4 c5 
2 .f4 e6 3 .d3 dS 4.�e2 . 

In Denmark it was known as the 'King 's 
Gambit against the Queen's Gambit' . 

5.dxe5 dxe5 6.'ifxdB+ @xdB 
Black has the better pawn structure, 
since the pawn on c4 is weak. White has 
to exploit his small advantage in devel
opment. The young English grandmas
ter probably didn't find the best contin
uation. 

7.b3? c6 8.�b2 @c7 9.0-0-0 
tt:Jbd7 1 o.�d3 



It opens up squares for the knights but 
it's a waste of time. 

1 o ... e4 1 1 .�c2 a5 1 2.ttJh3 ii.d6 
1 3.ttJe2 l::teS 14.ttJef4 ttJe5 
1 5.l:td2 Jlb4 1 6.l:id4 h6 1 7.�hd1 
Jld7 

1 7  . . .  gS ? 1 8 .l:id8 ! .  
1 8.a3 Jlc5 1 9.l:i4d2 l:iadS 
20.ttJg1 g5 21 .ttJfe2 

21 ... ttJfg4! 
This provokes a series of exchanges 
which are favourable for Black. 

22.ttJd4 ttJxh2 23.llJxf5 ttJd3+! 
24.�xd3 Jlxf5 25.�c2 l:lxd2 
26.<ttixd2 ttJg4 27.<ttie1 ttJe5 
28.ttJe2 �g6 29.ttJg3 ttJd3+! 
30.�xd3 exd3 

This passed pawn looks prom1s1ng 
when combined with the possibilities 
that Black has on both flanks. One pos
sibility is the creation of another passed 
pawn on the h-file. Pressed for time, 
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Miles does not offer much resistance, 
but the position is probably lost anyway. 

31 .'ltd2 h5 32.l::th1 ? h4 33.ttJf1 b5! 
New dangers are lurking for White. A 
possible entry of the rook at c2 and 
threats against b3 . 

34.cxb5 cxb5 35.ttJh2 £Le4 
36.l:lc1 �b6 

37.ttJf3? 
3 7 .f3 ii.dS 3 8 .e4 jLxb3 would be most 
favourable for Black, but White has 
nothing better. Now Black should win 
with 3 7 . . .  h3 , but the next move is even 
stronger. 

37 ... l:ifS!? 38.<ttie1 h3 39.£Lg7 l::tc8 
White lost on time. Miles was moving 
40.ltJxgS ,  just at the moment when ar
biter Medina stopped the fight. After 
40 . . .  �b4+ Black would soon have an
other queen. Curiously enough, this 
was my first game with Miles. 

King's Indian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Jan Timman 
Las Palmas 1 9 7 7 

Game 1 1 7 

1 .c4 g6 2.d4 ttJf6 3.g3 Jlg7 
4.£Lg2 0-0 5.ttJc3 d6 6.ttJf3 ttJc6 
7.0-0 a6 

The Panno Variation, introduced in 
practice in the game Idigoras-Panno, 
Mar del Plata in 1 9 S S .  The Argentinian 
grandmaster's idea was quickly adopted 
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by many masters , although the afore
mentioned game was an exception to 
the rule that a novelty wins the first 
time it's played! 

8.h3 �bS 9.i.g5 
Better known are 9 .e4 and 9 .i.e3 , but I 
had already been playing the text move 
for twenty years. 

9 ... b5 
9 . . .  ..td7 has also been played. 

1 O.cxb5 axb5 1 1 .l::tc1 b4 

1 2  . .txf6 exf6 1 3.ttJdS ttJe 7 
Probably the best defence, but already 
in a difficult position. 
After 1 4.ttJxc7 �b7 the knight would 
be in difficulties. 
A mistake is 1 3  . . .  �e6? 1 4.ttJxc7 ! with 
a clear advantage for White. 

1 4.tt:Jxe7+ 'iVxe7 1 5.d51 f5 
1 6.ttJd41 l::lb6 

1 6  . . .  i.xd4 1 7  .'ifxd4 'ifxe2 1 8 .l::rxc7 
offers little hope to Black. 

1 7.ifd2 it.b7 1 8.nc4 ife5 
1 9.�d 1 1  l';IaS 20.b3 
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20 ... �xd5!? 
In a very compromising position, the 
talented Dutch grandmaster seeks salva
tion in tactical complications. 

21 .f4 �xa2 22.'ti'xa2 
The best continuation. 2 2 .fxeS ?  l::f.xd2 
2 3 .nxd2 .txc4 24.bxc4 b3 (or simply 
24 . . .  �xeS) was not advisable, but there 
may be some advantage in the obscure 
complications that occur after 2 2 .  ttJc2 
�xc4 23 .fxeS �xb3 24.�cl , although 
it is possible that Black could prove to 
be quite strong with a rook and many 
pawns against a queen. 

22 ... 'if e3+ 23.@h2?? 
Of course, the correct move was 
23 .�fl .ixc4 24.'iVa8+ i.f8 25 .bxc4 
'ifxg3 26 .'iff3 . In this case, three pawns 
would not offer sufficient compensa
tion. 

23 ... 'iff2 
jAy! At this moment I was about to re
sign! 

24.l::f.g 1 i.xc4? 
24 . . .  i.xd4! 2 5 .l:[cc l �e4 would give 
two pawns and a great position for the 
exchange. 

25.iiaS+ �fS 26.!:lc1 ! d5? 
Afterwards,  everyone thought they 
knew how Black could win the game. 
For example : 2 6  . . .  �a6 .  But this is not 
so : 2 7 . �xc 7 !  ifxd4 2 8 .1i'e8 ! 
(2 8 .'iia7 ? dS !) 28  . . .  'iff6 2 9 .i.ds with 



advantage to White ! The only reply is 
2 9  . . .  l:tb7 .  

27.l2Jf31 l:.a6 
The threat l2Je5-d7 was very strong;  for 
instance : 2 7  . . .  'ife3 2 8 .ltJeS ! .:Z.e6 
29 .l2Jd7 l:te8 3 0 .l2Jf6+ . 

28. 'ii c8 ..txe2 
Editor's note: Chess software suggests 
that 2 8  . . .  l:ta2 ! 29 .bxc4 l:txe2 3 0.l2Jh4 
l:te3-+ would have been easier. 

29.ttJeS l:[a2 
With the idea of replying to 30 .l2Jd7 ? 
with 3 0  . . .  'ifxg2+ ! .  

30.'ifxc7 l:ta7 
It was much safer to play 30 . . .  'iYa7 
3 1 .'ti'd8 'iYe7 3 2 .°ii'b8 °ii'd6 3 3 .'iYe8 
'iYe7 , ending in a draw by repetition. 
Timman still had 1 7  minutes. I had 
much more and here I spent half an 
hour thinking. 

31 .'ifd8 
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31 ... �c4?? 
I saw no way to win after 3 1 . . . @g7 ! 
3 2 .l:tc8 �cs 3 3 .'ifh8+ @h6 34.l:txcS 
'ifxcS 3 5 .g4 fxg4 3 6 .hxg4 fS ! .  On the 
contrary, it seems that Black wins. My 
intention was 3 3 .'ifxdS , with good 
chances. Timman sacrificed almost in
stantly! 

32.bxc4 b3 33.cSI 
There are other winning moves. How
ever a serious mistake would be 
3 3 .cxdS ? (the queen needs this square) 
because of 3 3 . . .  l:ta2 3 4.:g 1 b2 
3 5 .1t'e8 'ii'xg l +  3 6 .@xg l b l 'if+ 
3 7 .'lt>h2 l:txg2+ 3 8 .@xg2 1i'e4+ and 
39  . . .  'ifxdS . 

33 ... b2 34.l:tb1 1i'c2 35.'iYb81 
'iYxcS 

Or 3 5  . . .  ifxb l 3 6 .'ifxa7 with a mortal 
threat on f7 .  

36.l:[xb2 .t:.a1 37.h4 <it>g7 38.'ii'e8 
l:ta7 39.l2Jc6! l:ta3 40.:tb7 1 -0 
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Chapter 35 

Ljubljana/Portoroz 1977 

1 9  years earlier the name of Bobby Fischer had revolutionized the chess world. In 
the Portoroz Interzonal in 1 9 58  Fischer shared 5th place and qualified for the Can
didates ' Tournament. This was unprecedented for a 1 5 -year-old. It was also my first 
Interzonal, but my performance was fairly discreet, with 8 . 5  points out of 20 
games. 

I did well in this tournament, finishing as the sole winner ahead of Hort, Savon , 
Tseshkovsky, Sosonko, Gligoric and Sax. 

Pirc Defence 
Svetozar G ligoric 
Bent Larsen 
Ljubljana/Portoroz 1 9  7 7 

Game 1 1 8 

1 .d4 d6 2.e4 l2Jf6 3.l2Jc3 g6 
4.l2Jf3 �g7 5.�e2 0-0 6.0-0 a6?1 

Naturally the main lines are 6 . . .  c6 and 
6 . . .  �g4, but the text move was well 
known in the ' 5  Os . . . .  

The participants of the Ljubljana/Portoroz tournament, 1977. 
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7.h3 
I also played this line against Sosonko 
(Ljubljana/Portoroz 1 9 7 7 ) ,  with the 
small innovation 7 .l:te 1  tLlc6 ! ?  and after 
8 .d5 tLle5 9 .tt:Jxe5 dxe5 1 O .�e3 'iYd6 
the move 6 . . .  a6 proved to be useful. 
The game continued 1 1  .h3 ? ! l:td8 
1 2 .'if d3 e6 1 3 .dxe6 �xe6 1 4.'ifxd6 
l::txd 6 1 5 .  I:tad 1 l:tc 6 ! ! and Black had the 
advantage. I'm not saying that 6 . . .  a6 is 
very good (or 6 . . .  a5 either !) but I 
played it against Smyslov in Dortmund 
in 1 960 and I didn't lose. There are also 
other ideas - 6 . . .  tLla6, 6 . . .  b6 ,  6 . . .  tLlbd7 
and 6 . . .  tt:Jfd7 ,  they all have an element 
of surprise value. 

7 ... tt:Jbd7?! a.es tt:Jea 9.i.f4 cs 
1 0.dxcS tt:Jxc5 1 1 .�d2 tt:Je6 
1 2.�h2 ..td7 

Trying to complicate matters. 1 2  . . .  dxe5 
would give White minimum advantage. 
Naturally Gligoric doesn't take the 
pawn: 1 3 .exd6 tLlxd6 1 4  .i.xd6 exd6 
l 5 .'ifxd6 �c6 gives good compensa
tion. 

1 3.�ad1 i.c6 1 4.tlJdS! 
Threatens 1 5  .exd6 tLlxd6 1 6 .tLlxe7 + .  

1 4  ... i.xdS! 1 5.ifxdS 'ilVb6 
1 6. 'i!Yb3 'if xb3 1 7.axb3 :btcS 
1 8.�c4 

1 8 .c3 dxe5 1 9  .tt:Jxe5 followed by .if3 
is favourable for White, but Black may 
reply with 1 8  . . .  tLlc5 1 9 .b4 tLla4. 
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1 8  ... dxeS 1 9.tt:JxeS tt:Jd6 20 . .ixe6 
fxe6 21 .c3 llfdS 22.tt:Jd3 Wf7 
23 . .U.fe1 tt:Jf5 

Gligoric realizes too late that he doesn't 
have the advantage. 

24.tt:Je5+ ?! �xe5 25.�xe5 
llxd1 ! 26.�xd1 l1c5 27 . .U.e1 ld:b5 
28.b4 l:.d5 

28 . . .  a5 29 .bxa5 l::txb2 allows White to 
draw without any hassle, by eliminating 
all the queenside pawns. 

29.c4 �d3 30.<&t>f1 tt:Jd4 
Not 30  . . .  l:tb3 ? 3 1 .�c3 tLld6 3 2 .We2 ! .  

31 . .bd4 l:f.xd4 32.b3 Wf6 33.�e3 
33 .�e2 ? ?  �e4+ and the pawn end
game is won for Black. 

33 ... es 34.we2 e4 35.l:.c3 we5 
36.:g3 �d6 37.b5! wd4 
38.bxa6 :xa6 39.h4 l:ta2+ 
40.�e1 �b2 

The time control has gone by and 
Gligoric does not want to give more 
than half an hour of his own time to get 
to the adjournment. The rapid play I 
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have practised in many games in this 
tournament has its advantages. 

41 .h5 gxh5 42.l::th3 e5 43.l::txh5 
Ilxb3 44.l::txh7 ttb1 + 45.<it>d2 
l::tb2+ 46.@e1 e31 

All very nice, but insufficient to clinch a 
victory. 

47 . .U.d7 +! @xc4 48.fxe3 b5 
49.l::td21 J::lb1 + 

50. @f2?? 
50 .l::td l  draws. 

50 ... b4 51 .@f3 
The sealed move. 5 I .l:[d8 b3 5 2 .l::tb8 
@c3 also loses if Black plays well. 

51 ... b3 52.@e4 l::tg1  ! 53.@xe5 
<it>c3 54.l::tf2 b2 55.l:txb2 @xb2 
56.e4 

5 6.<itd4 @b3 5 7 .e4 'lt>b4. 
56 ... @c3 57.@d6 

The defence 5 7 .g4 <it>c4! 5 8 .@d6 l:[a I 
59 .g5 Da6+ 60 .We7 (60.WeS @cs 
6 1 .WfS 'lt>d6) 60 . . .  Wd4 is also insuffi
cient. 
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57 ... l::td 1 +I 58.@e6 
5 8 .'lt>cS @d3 59 .eS We4 60 .e6 @fs . 

58 ... @d4 59.g4 .U.g1 60.e5 
60 .@f5 <it>c5 .  

60 ... 'lt>e4! 61 .@f6 l::tf1 + 62.�e6 
Da1 63.@f6 lla6+ 64.e6 �d5 
65.g5 l::txe6+ 0-1 

The game could have continued with 
66 .'lt>fs (66 .�fl 

II 
II 

6 6  . . .  'lt>es 6 7 .g6  l:tf6 + !  68 .�g7 
@fS-+) 66  . . .  J::le l  6 7 .@f6 �d6. 
An interesting endgame, for White's 
idea to threaten with a pawn and draw 
with the other. In all variations the black 
king doesn't quite make it on time. 
Lucky? The word is widely used among 
chess players, but often it simply means 
a bad move made by the opponent. 
However, there are errors that don't lose. 
5 0 .@fl was a serious mistake, but to a 
certain extent it was the product of fa
tigue and a lengthy game. That I do not 
call 'luck' .  On the other hand, it cer
tainly was lucky for Black that an error 
did lose! In many lines it was a matter 
of a single tempo. 

Queen's Indian Defence 
Iztok Jelen 
Bent Larsen 
Ljubljana/Portoroz 1 9 7 7  

Game 119 

1 .ltJf3 b6 2.g3 �b 7 3.�g2 c5 
4.c4 g6 5.0-0 �g7 6.d4 cxd4 



7.tt:Jxd4 �xg2 8.Wxg2 tt:Jc6 
9.tt:Jc2 nee 1 O.tt:Je3 tt:Jf6 1 1 .tt:Jc3 
0-0 1 2.l:lb1 e6 

Very sharp. Black's position is most 
satisfactory, but . . . .  what must I do to 
win? 

1 3.b3 dS 14.cxdS tt:Jb4 
l 4 . . .  lbe7 would recover the pawn but 
increases the 'danger of a draw'.  

1 5.�a3 a5 1 6.'ifd2! 
I 6 .�c I lbfxd5 would give Black good 
prospects. 

1 6  ... tt:Jg4 1 7.tt:Jcd 1 tt:Jxe3+ 
1 8.tt:Jxe3 �c3 1 9.�d1 ldeB 
20 . .txb4 axb4 21 . 'IV d3 

After 2 l .dxe6 l:txe6 22 .�xd8+ �xd8 
2 3 .l:Ifd l ld.a8 the ending would be 
more or less level but difficult. . . .  

21 ... l:tcS 22.dxe6 'ti'aB+ 23.'lt>g1 
�xe6 24.ldbd1 I 

With the positional threat of 25 .ltJd5 . 
24 ... 'ti'xa2 25.'iVdB+ ri;;g7 
26.lt:JdS 'if xb3 27.tt:Je 7 

The normal continuation is 2 7 . . .  l::f.xe 7 ,  
usually leading to a drawn game. But I 
want to win the tournament! So I risk 
. b' ht 1ust a it too muc . . . . .  

27 ... it' c4 ?! 28. if g8+ 'lt>f6 
29.ifhB+ @gs 30.iffB J:lxe2 
31 .ltJgS hS? 

A serious mistake. Better is 3 I . . .  @g4 ! ! . 
32.tt:Jh6 
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32 ... �d2! 
It's the only move that doesn't lose out
right! 
With 3 3 Jlxd2 ! l::f.xd2 34.l:te l  ! White 
should win. 

33.tt:Jxf7+? <it>g4 34.�xd2 
After 9 minutes ' reflection. Now he 
only has two minutes left! 

34 ... �xd2 35.f3+ @h3 36.�cB+ 
Applause from the audience! 

36 ... ifg4 37.ltJgS+ �xgS 38.fxg4 
l:Ig2+ 39.@h1 l:lcS! 

Now he rushes his last move before the 
time control! Jelen has very little time 
to think . . .  what can he do? He has real
ised there's a check on h4 . . . .  

40.'iVdB?? 
Preferable is 40 .'ii'd7 ! and also 40.'ife6! 
would give him a draw. 

40 ... �xh2+ 41 .Wg1 

41 ... gSI! 
This wins! Jelen is deep in thought for 
more than 45 minutes. An arbiter ap-
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proaches handling an envelope. Finally 
Jelen makes his sealed move, 

42.l:tb1 
only to resign the following day. The se
quence 42 .l:.b l llcc2 43 .iVd5 l::t.cg2+  
44.'ifxg2 +  l:txg 2 +  45 .@fl hxg4 
46.�xb4 �xg3 47 Jlxb6 l::[f3+ 48 .@g l 
lia3 wins easily. 
On the other hand 42 .gxh5 leads to an 
ending which doesn't offer White 
much hope: 42 . . .  l:r.cc2 43 .'ti'd5 l:.cg2+ 
44.°ifxg2+ l:txg2+ 45 .@hl  b3 46 .h6 
b2 47 .h7 l:th2+ 48 .Wg l Wxg3 49 . .:b i 
b5 . 
What can I say? Incredible, miraculous , 
lucky. . .  

English Opening 
Bent Larsen 
Vladimir Savon 
Ljubljana/Portoroz 1 9 7 7  

Game 1 20 

In the next round, which was the pen
ultimate in the tournament, and there
fore very important, I did not play very 
well. Moreover, the Russian grandmas
ter was very lucky when, under time 
pressure, he made a good move 'with
out really seeing anything' .  My position 
seemed very critical . 

1 .c4 e6 2.tt:Jf3 tt:Jf6 3.b3 �e7 
4.i.b2 0-0 5.g3 b6 6.�g2 �b7 
7.0-0 d5 8.cxd5 tt:Jxd5 9.tt:Jc3 
tt:Jd7 1 0.tt:JxdS �xd5 1 1 .'ifc2 cs 
1 2.J:tad1 l:f.c8 1 3.'ifb1 tt:Jf6 
14.lt:JgS h6 1 5.�xdS exd5 
1 6.tt:Jf3 'ifd7 1 7.lt:Jh4 tt:Je4 
1 8.tt:Jg2 �f6 1 9.f3 �xb2 
20.iYxb2 tt:Jf6 21 .e3 'if d6 22.d3 
b5 23.e4 blfe8 24.tt:Je3 g6 25.f4 
'if c6 26.eS d4 27.tt:Jg2 tlld5 
28.l:.de1 f5 29.exf6 'ifxf6 
30.�d2 Wg7 31 .g4 l:lxe1 

3 2 4  

32.l:f.xe1 l:.f8 33.lle4 l::tf7 34.h4 
l:f.e 7 35.gS hxg5 36.hxg5 'iff5 
3 7. 'ti c2 'if ca 38.@f2 llxe4 
39.dxe4 tt:Jc3 40.fS 'ti'c6 41 .f6+ 
@f7 42. <it>f3 Vi e6 43.tt:Jf 4 \i' e5 

I played . . . . .  
44.'it'd3 

The only move, accompanied by a draw 
off er. Savon thought for a long time and 
at the end of the five hours he made his 
sealed move. The next day: 

44 ... a6 
Whether . . .  a7 -a6 was played or . . .  a7 -a4 
makes no difference. But I'm going to 
take you through the main variation of 
my nocturnal analyses , in depth. It starts 
with 44 . . .  'ifxg5 45 .e5 'iff5 ! ?  46.'ifxf5 
gxf5 47 .lt:Jd3 lt:Je4 4 8 .<it>f4 c4 
(48 . . .  <it>e6 49 . f7 ! )  49 .bxc4 ! bxc4 
50 .lt:Jb2 c3 5 I .lt:Jd3 c2 5 2 .\txfS lt:JcS ! 
( s 2 . . .  tt:Jf2 ? 5 3 . e6+ @es 54.lt:Je5 ! )  
5 3 .lt:JxcS c 1  °ti' 54.e6+ <it>e8.  
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S S .tlJd7 ! (a fantastic position. Black 
cannot win. Worse was S S .fl+??  We7 
S 6 .tlJd7 'S'h6 ! !  S 7 . f8°if + 'ifxf8 + 
S 8 .tlJxf8 d3) S S  . . .  'iffl + S 6 .@e4 if e2+ 
(S6 . . .  d3 S 7 .f7+ @e7 S 8 .We3 ! 'ife2+  
S9 .<it>d4 'iff3 60 .<t>c3 . Black wins if 
White forgets the exchange on c4 
(move 49) ; for example, in this last 
variation there follows . . .  bS -b4+) 
5 7 .@dS 'S'xa2+ S 8 .@es 'ii°f2 59 .@e4 
'ife3 + 60 .@ds 'ii'f4 6 1 . f7 +  r:J;;e7  
62 .@c4 ! .  

45.a4 'ii'xg5 46.e5 'ii'g1 
46 . . .  iffS we have seen before ; 
46 . . .  ifh6?  may lose on account of 

s 5 .tlJh7 d 1 'if 5 6 . f8'if + 
5 7 .tt:Jgs+  @es S 8 .'ifg7 +  
S9 .'S'f7+!  @es and draws. 

51 .it'f3 'ifxf3+ 

@xe6 
@fs 

47 .@g4! threatening 48 .1i'f3 . 
47.axb5 axb5 48.tt:Jh3 'ifh1 + 
49.@g4 it'g2+ 50.'ii'g3 'S'e2+ 

S 1 . . .  d3 S 2 .tlJgS+ @f8 S 3 .tlJh7 + with 
perpetual check. 

52.@xf3 d3 53.tt:Jg5+ @es 
In case of SO  . . .  'S'xg3+ S l .@xg3 d3 
5 2 .tt:Jgs + @es S 3 .e6 d2 S4.f7+ @e7 

54. �e3 c4 55.bxc4 bxc4 
56.@d2 tt:Jd5 57.tt:Je4 @f7 112-112 

Ljubljana/Portoroz 1977 

· 1 - ��eil�nt 
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 

26 1 5  * 1/2 1h 1A. _ l - o Y1 1!i' 1' 
- 't - l - ·1 · •  1 
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3 _ : savan ¥lif�inir 
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4 Parma.Bruno 2 5 3 5 '12 1/2 1/2 * 1/2 1/2 1/2 1 1/2 1 1/2 '12 1/2 '12 7 . 5 
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i 1 B�Ie.Janei �· 24so 
1 4  Si 'onsson,Gudmundur 2 5 2 0 

1 1/2 1/2 1/2 1/2 * 1/2 1/2 O 1/2 1 1/2 V2 1/2 7 . 0 
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.. 
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Chapter 36 

Spanish Team Championship Al icante 1977 

The Championship was played in Alicante, as in 1 9 7 4. This time it was organised 
by the new and dynamic Peret Club, whose president was Jose Molina. Everything 
was in good hands as the director was Jose Maria Gonzalez and the chief arbiter, 
Luis Escoda. I must also mention another detail : the bulletins. It was the very first 
time that the games could be studied the following day . . . .  or should I say most 
games , as some score sheets were impossible to decipher . . . .  . 

Both tournaments were won by the favourites. However, a bombshell fell in the 
First Division, during the second round: Terrassa 3 . 5 -CIDA 0 . 5 .  This was depressing 
for our team but we managed to recover quite quickly. There was another surprise in 
the sixth round: Olot was defeated by Rey Ardid 3 - 1 . The standings then were: CIDA 
1 6 , Olot and Schweppes 1 4; UGA 1 3 . 5 ;  Terrassa 1 3 .  The other five teams were in 
danger: Rey Ardid, Barcinona and Conda! 1 0 . 5 ;  Maspalomas 9 .5  and Espafiol 8 . 5 .  

We saw a similar situation in the Second Division (where the 3rd to the 5th posi
tions are important) : Vulcano 1 8. 5 ;  Oromana (Seville) 1 6 ; Gambito (Valencia) 1 5 ;  
Peret (Alicante) 1 4; SEAT 1 3 . 5 .  The other five teams had enough reasons to be pes
simistic. Malaga 1 O ;  Cormia 9 . 5 ;  Hermandades de Trabajo 9 ;  Madrid 8 and 
Santander 6. S 

Several incidents occurred in the eighth (the penultimate) round. In the Second 
Division Aviaco lost three matches by default, since they did not turn up. Their 
players had to work the following day . . . . . .  Fortunately the result wasn't of great im-
portance, since their rivals Vulcano, were already promoted to the First Division. 

For us, the day began with a very unpleasant surprise. Roman Toran and Eduardo 
Perez wrote in their daily column that our encounter with Maspalomas in the sixth 
round was very suspicious. This was incredible ! That specific match had been diffi
cult, nervous and hard-fought and the final result could well have been 4-0 either 
way or 2 -2 :  the match actually finished around 2am, with the score 3 - 1  in our fa
vour. Toran had written about 'subsidiary teams' ,  but the three Canarian teams are, 
naturally, completely independent. 

I find it hard to understand what the FEDA official is trying to gain with this kind 
of journalism. Does he really want to promote our sport? In his closing speech 
President Campoy's words on the subject were harsh. Toran was not in Alicante, al
though his name appeared as a player in the Schweppes team. The players from that 
team who were present (and who happened to be our adversaries the following 
day) gave no credence whatsoever to the article and our match was played amicably. 

There was yet another incident! In the match Espanol vs. Terrassa, Eduardo Perez 
resigned in his game against Pomes after 1 6  moves : even though he had the more 
favourable position! 
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l .d4 llJf6 2 .c4 cS 3 .dS b5 4.cxbS a6 5 .bxa6 e6 6 .llJc3 tl:JxdS 7 .llJxdS exdS 8.'ifxdS 
tlJc6 9 .e4 �xa6 1 O .�xa6 'it'aS+ l l .�d2 'ifxa6 l 2 .tlJe2 �e7 l 3 .�c3 �a7 l 4.'if d2 
0-0 1 5 .0-0 l:td8 l 6 .llJg3 dS 

and White resigned . . . . .  
The first reason Mr. Perez gave was something like : 'If others give away points, 

then I can do so too.' However, in a letter to the organisers, he wrote that it had 
been, 'as a protest against far too many draws and tactical scores of 2-2 .' 

Naturally these incidents caused some anxiety; however, this round also had its 
dose of mitigating circumstances. The third board, Franco, offered a draw to Visier. 
Directly to the captain! I then propose two draws! (Fraguela has an isolated queen's 
pawn against Sanz) . The counter-offer by Franco was : four draws! No, no, never! 
I 've got an easily-won endgame against Calvo. But during the conversation I was 
studying the position on the fourth board: Rubio and Garcia Padron had exchanged 
queens and rooks and were playing an endgame without much interest. I then pro
posed three draws! 

Franco would have accepted but the others were against it. They wanted to play it 
out; and, miracle of miracles,  Fraguela drew and the other two won! So, in this way 
we maintained our advantage of two and a half points over Terrassa. In the last 
round we only needed four draws against UGA to secure the Championship. (The 
UGA captain quite rightly asked the Terrassa team if they still had hopes of winning 
but by then they could only aspire to second place.) 

You could say, as they do in Olot, that the runner-up placing was decided by 
Eduardo Perez (when he resigned against Parnes) . . . .  
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Nimzowitsch Defence 
Antonio Medina 
Bent Larsen 
Spanish Team Championship, 
Alicante 1 9 7 7 

1 .e4 l2Jc6 2.lt:Jf3 

Game 1 2 1  

The main variation is 2 .d4 dS (used 
successfully by the Colombian Oscar 
Castro in this tournament) , but . . . . .  what 
can be done against 2 .lt:Jf3 ? Probably, 
herein lies the reason why the 
Nimzowitsch Defence is not very popu
lar. Nobody wants to make a study of 
the reply 2 . . .  eS since it is absurd. We 
have 2 . . .  d6 , which is passive, 2 . . .  e6, go
ing into an inferior French, 2 . . .  dS 
3 .exdS 'fkxdS 4.lt:Jc3 if as , transposing 
into a bad Scandinavian (4 . . .  'iVhS ?  
S .lLibS is even worse) , and, finally, 
2 . . .  lt:Jf6 3 .eS lt:JdS 4.d4 d6 S .c4 lt:Jb6,  a 
dubious line in Alekhine's Defence 
where White can choose between 
6 .e6 ! ?  and the quiet continuation 
6.exd6 exd6. 

2 ... g6?1 
Playable, but 3 .d4 �g7 4.dS should 
give White a tiny advantage. However, 
Medina will not be provoked and after 
the third move we have a position that 
has probably never been seen in a game 
between grandmasters ! 

3.d3?1 .,tg7 4.lt:Jbd2 lt:Jf6 5.�e2 
0-0 6.0-0 d5 7.c3 as 8.a4 e5 

328  

White has chosen the Hanham scheme, 
known in the Philidor Defence. Very 
solid, but the bishop on g7 defends the 
eS-pawn well and Black can maintain 
tension in the centre without much dif
ficulty whilst at the same time obtain
ing a spacial advantage. The negative ef
fect of 8 .a4 should be noted; without it, 
White could expand on the queenside 
with b2-b3 , a2-a3 , �b2 and b3 -b4. 

9.l:te1 b61 1 0.'ii'c2 �b7 1 1 .�f1 
:es 1 2.l2Jb3? 

A bad square for the knight. A more ac
tive plan would be 1 2 .b3 followed by 
�a3 and b3 -b4. 

1 2  ... 'iVd7 1 3.�g5 h6 14.�d2 
�ad8 1 5.l:tad1 @h7 1 6.�c1 'ifg4 

Possibly better was the direct 1 6  . . .  'ii'c8 . 
I wanted to provoke 1 7 .h3 , depriving 
the white bishop of this square. 

1 7.l2Jbd2 'ifc8 1 8.g3 'ifaS! 

In Reti's games, manoeuvres such as 
this were classified as original, innova
tive, sensational. More than half a cen
tury later they are normal moves , they 
simply form part of the repertoire! 

1 9.�g2 �d7 
Black has a comfortable position al
though it is still premature to realize 
anything. The text move is played with 
the idea of doubling up the rooks on the 
d-ftle, but it is difficult to say whether 
this is the best play in this position. 
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20.�h3 l:td6 21 .b3 @g8 22.§l.a3 
l:tdd8 23 . .ig2 

23 ... tt:JbS! 
Very strong. The knight wants to seek 
greener pastures and the pressure on e4 
is very unpleasant for White. 

24.tt:Jh4 tt:Jbd7 25.tt:Jhf3 
After a great deal of thought, Medina 
doesn't find anything better. But now it 
is more favourable for Black to clarify 
the situation in the centre. 

25 ... dxe4 26.dxe4 �f8 27.�xfS 
�xf8 28.b4 

2 8 . . .  tbcS cannot be allowed. 
28 ... @g7 29.tt:Jh4 tt:Jf8 30.f3 

30 ... 'ti'a7!! 
The queen takes another small step. 

31 .bS? 
Positional capitulation. There was a tac
tical concept hidden in the move 
3 0  . . .  'S'a7 ;  for example : 3 1 .�hl  axb4 
3 2 .cxb4 tlJe6 3 3 .tlJc4 tlJd4 34.'ifb2 

1i'xa4 3 5 .tlJxeS 'i¥c2 3 6 .1i'xc2 tlJxc2 
3 7 .l:Ixd8 l:txd8 38 .l::lb l  tlJxb4! .  Better is 
34.'if a2 ,  but with a difficult position 
anyway. 

31 ... tt:Je6 32.tt:Jb3 
Once again back to the square where 
the knight is destined for an uncertain 
future. 

32 ... c6 33.�f1 1i'b8 
Somewhat better is 3 3  . . .  l:txd l , but it's 
immaterial. 

34.tt:Jg2 tt:Jg5 35.tt:Jh4 'S'c7 
36 . .U.e3 l::lxd1 37.'ifxd1 l::ld8 
38.l::ld3 l:txd3 39. 'S'xd3 cxb5 
40.axbS a4 41 .tt:Jc1 

With 4 1 .tlJd2 the following blow 
would be avoided, but 4 1 . . .  'iYcS +  
42 .@g2 �c8 leaves no doubt whatso
ever what the result will be. 

41 ... tt:Jfxe4! 
Resigns. Obviously 42 .fxe4 'ii'cS+ loses 
the queen. 

King 's Indian Defence 
Bent Larsen 
Roberto Debarnot 
Spanish Team Championship, 
Alicante 1 9  7 7 

Game 1 22 

1 .lLJf3 lLJf6 2.d4 g6 3.c3 §l.g7 
4.i.g5 d6 5.tt:Jbd2 h6 6.�h4 
tt:Jbd7 7.e3 0-0 8.'iVc2 es 9.dxe5 
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ttJxe5 1 O.ttJxe5 dxe5 1 1 .�c4 �f5 
1 2.e4 �d7 

Everything quiet. Black wants to avoid 
the pin without having to play . . .  g6-g5 ,  
thereby creating a hole on f5 . 

1 3.0-0 'if e7 14.l::lfd1 1Hd8 
Perhaps better would have been 
l 4 . . .  i.c6 .  

1 5.ttJf1 �g4 1 6.:txd8+ l::[xd8 
1 7.ttJe3 �e6 1 8.�b3! c6 

1 9.@f1 I 
Very important. White prepares for the 
ending as it is not possible to avoid sim
plifications. The king approaches the 
queenside, and will play an important 
role on e 2 ,  keeping an eye on the 
squares which could be used by the 
black queen or rook to penetrate his po
sition. From the psychological point of 
view, the importance of the move is that 
White prepares to maximize his efforts : 
a draw is not good enough for me! 
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19  ... l::ld6 20.@e2 'it'd7 
Black has finally removed the pin. 

21 .�xf6 �xf6 22.�xe6 'ifxe6 
23.'flb3 'it'd7 

The continuation 23  . . .  'ifxb3 ? 24.axb3 
a6 2 5 .ltJc4 l::ld7 26 .l::[d I  .:tc7 2 7  .ltJb6 is 
very difficult for Black, and after 
26  . . .  l::lxd l 2 7 .@xd l he cannot avoid 
the loss of a pawn. 

24.l::ld 1  
Also strong is 24.ltJc4 l::le6 2 5 .l::ld l  'it'c7 
26 .a4 with the idea %:[d3 and 'ifdl . 

24 ... b5? 
Better was 24 . . .  l::lxd l 2 5 .'ifxdl if c7 
(in the line 2 5  . . .  'ifxd l + 2 6 .@xd l b5 
2 7  .a4! a6 28 .axb5 axb5 29 .c4! you may 
appreciate the difference in the two 
kings. White has the king closer to the 
queenside and can therefore open up 
the game on that flank and gain the ad
vantage) 26 .ltJc4 �e7 2 7  .a4 b6, but 
Black's position is very passive. 

25.llxd6 iVxd6 
Donner's Rule, that the pair of Queen 
and Knight is stronger than Queen and 
Bishop, is a good rule, but clearly it has 
many exceptions. In our case there are 
several details that favour White : he has 
the better king position and Black's cen
tral pawn is occupying a square of the 
same colour as the bishop. 

26.a4! a6 27.axb5 axb5 28.c4! 
bxc4 
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Black doesn't want to surrender the 
dS-square to the white knight after 
cxbS cxbS . Another possibility is 
28 . . .  b4, but after 29 .'2.c2 �e7 30 .'ife3 
followed by lLJe 1 -d3 or -2.a 1 -b3 , it's 
difficult for Black to aYoid the advance 
c6-cS without losing the pawn on b4. 

29.t2Jxc4 'if d4 30.�d3 \'Wes 
After 3 0  . . .  @fg 3 1 .'iVxd4 exd4 3 2 .<it>d3 
cS 3 3 .eS and We4, White 's advantage 
should be sufficient to win. 

31 .b3 @g7 32.g3 h5 33.�c3 'iYb5 
34.�3 'ifa6 35.\tg2 '1!fa7 36.t2Ja5 

With teammate 
IM Svend Hamann at 
another team event, 
the Clare Benedict 
tournament in 
Copenhagen, 1977. 

White's advantage is the determining 
factor. After gaining the dS-square the 
white knight will be far superior to the 
black bishop. 

36 ... cs 37.t2Jc4 'it'b7 38.'if d3 
� c6 39. <itif3 cbf8 40.h3 cbe8 
41 .g4 

Preparing for the idea 'if dS , 'ifxdS , 
exdS followed by @e4. when the de
fence . . .  �g7 and . . .  f6-fS+ is impossi
ble. 

41 ... hxg4+ 42.hxg4 we7 
43.'S'd5 'fl/c7 44.cbe2 �ha 

Black is now in zugzwang. for in
stance : 44 . . .  �g7 45 .gS  with a new 
zugzwang. 

45.'ii'aS �g7 46.t2Je3 
The knight finally gets to dS and de
cides the battle. 

46 ... 'if d7 47.t2Jd5+ cbd6 
48.'ifbS+ <it>e6 49.'ii'b6+ 'if d6 
50.t2Jc7+ 1 -0 
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Chapter 37 

Bobby Fischer 

On the eve of the Fischer-Karpov Match, when it was still not known whether it 
would take place or not, the World Champion was more prominent in the news 
than ever before. It is worthy of interest, therefore, to talk about this chess personal
ity and his games. 

My First Meetings with Bobby 
Firstly, I will mention Bobby with reference to the years 1 9S 8  and 1 9  S 9 ,  when he 
played his first Candidates' Tournament (where I was his second) . 

Naturally, I knew about the best chess game in history ever played by a 1 3  year 
old boy: Donald Byrne-Bobby Fischer, and also other games from the young 
player. However, in our first meeting I could still feel the dissatisfaction that a 
draw against a 1 S year old boy would produce for me. This was in the Interzonal 
in Portoroz (Yugoslavia) in 1 95 8 ,  one of the worst tournaments in my life. The 
game with Fischer was probably the main reason for my failure. On move 1 S ,  in 
the Dragon Variation of the Sicilian Defence, I did not make the best move be
cause it would allow White an endgame which would inevitably lead to a draw. 
Well, instead he got a mating attack and that particular game is now printed with 
a grand headline in his book 'My 60  Memorable Games' !  That game is the one 
that now follows: 

Sicilian Defence 
Robert Fischer 
Bent Larsen 
Portoroz Interzonal 1 9  S 8 

Game 1 23 

1 .e4 c5 2.tlJf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.tt:Jxd4 tlJf6 5.tt:Jc3 g6 

The Dragon Variation. Its popularity 
was waning and my defeats against 
Averbakh and Matanovic contributed 
little to recruit new followers. 

6 . ..ie3 i.g7 7.f3 0-0 8.1i'd2 tt:Jc6 
9 . ..tc4 tt:Jxd4 

Years later the Dragon's popularity in
creased, though with 9 . . .  .i.d7 .  

1 0.�xd4 �e6 1 1 .�b3 'ffa5 
1 2.0-0-0 b5 1 3.�b1 b4 1 4.tt:Jd5 
�xd5 1 5  . .ixd5 

Instead theoretical analysis recom
mends 1 5 .exdS ._,bS 1 6 .J:lhe l aS 
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1 7  .'if e2, which gives White some ad
vantage. However, in our game there 
were other critical lines; for example, I 
could now play 1 5  . . .  llJxdS 1 6 .�xg7 
llJc3 + !  1 7 .�xc3 bxc3 1 8 .'ifxc3 'ifxc3 
1 9 .  bxc3 :tfc8 with a good ending and a 
possible draw. 
Fischer later confessed that he was 
thinking of playing 1 6 .exdS ifxdS 
1 7  .'iVxb4, which would have been an 
excellent continuation for Black. 
Now I can truly admit that I was 
over-ambitious and this contributed to 
my defeat. 

1 5  ... �acS? 1 6  . .ib3 l::tc7 1 7.h4 
'iVbS 1 S.h5! 

White needs to make the most of the 
extra tempo he has for the attack, but he 
must play with precision. For example : 
if 1 8 .g4 aS , with a good game for 
Black. 

1 8  ... .J:ifcS 1 9.hxg6 hxg6 20.g4 aS 
21 .gS llJh5 22.l:txhS! gxhS 23.g6 
e5 24.gxf7 + @ts 25.�e3 dS 
26.exdS �xf7 27.d6 l::tf6 2S.�g5 
'ii'b7 29.�xf6 .ixf6 30.d7 l:tdS 
31 .'ii'd6+ 1 -0 

The following year, in Zurich, I played 
the Caro-Kann Defence. In the endgame 
I was able to eliminate all the pawns on 
the queenside. Bobby kept the bishop 
pair and three pawns and I had the two 
knights and three pawns, all of these 
being on the kingside. I offered a draw, 
which Bobby refused. The game con
tinued for another 40 moves and the ar
mistice only came when Bobby was in 
danger of losing a piece. However, you 
cannot mate with two knights . . . . .  
In those days, Fischer over-estimated 
the value of the bishop pair; it's an 
American tradition that goes all the way 
back to Kashdan and Fine. 
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Caro-Kann Defence 
Robert Fischer 
Bent Larsen 
Ziirich 1 9 59 

Game 1 24 

1 .e4 c6 2.llJf3 d5 3.llJc3 .ig4 
4.h3 .ixf3 

5. 'if xf3 llJf6 6.d3 e6 7.a3 .ic5 
S . .ie2 0-0 9.0-0 llJbd7 1 0.ifg3 
�d4 1 1  . .ih6 llJeS 1 2.�gS llJdf6 
1 3.�f3 'li'd6 14 . .if4 'ii'c5 
1 5.�ab1 dxe4 1 6.dxe4 e5 
1 7  . .ig5 

1 7  ... .ixc3 1 S.bxc3 bS 1 9.c4 a6 
20 . .id2 'ille7 21 . .ib4 llJd6 
22.l::tfd1 l::tfdS 23.cxbS cxbS 
24.l::td3 'iVe6 25.l::tbd1 llJb7 
26 . .ic3 :blxd3 27.cxd3 l:f.eS 
2S.@h2 h6 29.d4 llJd6 30.l::.e1 
llJc4 31 .dxe5 llJxeS 32 . .td1 llJg6 
33.e5 llJd5 34 . .ib3 'ti'c6 35.�b2 
llJdf4 36.�d1 a5 37.l::td6 'ii'e4 



38.ltd7 tt:Je6 39.�d5 'ife2 
40.�c3 b4 41 .axb4 axb4 
42.i..xb4 'ii'xe5 43.i..a5 'iVxg3+ 
44. @xg3 l:te 7 45 . .t1d6 tt:Jef4 
46 . .i.f3 tt:Je6 47.�b6 tt:Je5 
48.�d5 l1d7 49.llxd7 tt:Jxd7 

50.�e3 tt:Jf6 51 . ..ic& g5 52.@f3 
@g7 53 . .i.a4 tt:Jd5 54 . ..ic1 h5 
55.�b2+ 'it>h6 56 . .i.b3 tt:Jdf 4 
57 . .i.c2 tt:Jg6 58.�g3 tt:Jef4 
59 . .i.e4 tt:Jh4 60�f6 tt:Jhg6 

Chap ter 3 7 - Bobby F ischer 

61 . @f3 tt:Jh4+ 62.@g3 tt:Jhg6 
63.@h2 h4 64.'lt>g1 tt:Jh5 65 . .i.c3 
tt:Jgf4 66.<J;;f1 tt:Jg7 67.�f6 tt:Jfh5 
68 . .ie5 f6 69.�d6 f5 70.�f3 tt:Jf4 
71 .c.t>e1 'lt>g6 72.@d2 tt:Jge6 
73.�e5 tt:Jc5 74.'it>e3 tt:Jce6 
75.�c6 @f7 76. <J;;f3 c.t>e 7 77.i..b 7 
tt:Jg6 78.�c3 tt:Jgf4 79.i.a6 tt:Jd5 
80.�e5 tt:Jf6 81 .i..d3 g4+ 
82.@e2 tt:Jd7 83.�h2 gxh3 
84.gxh3 @f6 85.@e3 tt:Je5 
86.i.e2 tt:Jg6 87.i.f1 f4+ 88.@f3 
tt:Je5+ 89.@e4 tt:Jg5+ 90. 'lt>xf4 
tt:Jef3 91 . ..ig3 hxg3 92.fxg3 112-1/2 

This was a double-round tournament 
and he defeated me in the second 
round. Later we met in the Monaco 
Tournament in 1 96 7  where, because of 
my refusal to accept the draw offer 
(hoping to replace him at the top of the 
leaderboard) , I ended up losing !  

Returning to Bobby in 1 959 ,  we must recognize that he  played very well in Zurich. 
He was very close to the top position but he lost in the penultimate round against 
the Swiss master Keller. I remember the last round: Bobby arriving tearful but . . . . .  he 
played extremely well aginst Tai! The 'Wizard of Riga' managed to escape with half 
a point, after having encountered a great number of difficulties. However this half 
point was enough to secure him first place, followed by Keres ,  whilst Bobby had to 
settle for third place. 

A month later I received a letter from Mrs. Regina Fischer. She wondered if I 
would be willing to be her son's ' second' in the Candidates '  Tournament (later I 
was to learn that she had already asked Alberic O'Kelly, but without consulting 
with Bobby) . She wanted a European grandmaster, simply to save on travel ex
penses. 

I accepted the proposition. Bobby came to Yugoslavia and called me from 
Dubrovnik. He suggested meeting in Venice ten days later to prepare some open-
ings. Fine. But when I got to Venice . . . . . .  there was no sign of Fischer! Almost a week 
went by before I received information that he was in Munich. He didn't like Venice; 
Munich was better, but he had felt homesick and wanted to return to New York. 
His mother wanted him to stay in Europe. After a few days I accompanied him to 
the airport, with instructions to send a telegram to Mrs. Fischer only after the de
parture of the flight, so that his mother couldn't stop him! When we met again we 
were in Bled (Slovenia) , just before the start of the tournament. 
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Fischer did not start very well, probably because he had a cold. Each day I insisted 
that we should call the doctor assigned to the tournament, but every time Bobby re
fused. Finally he gave in; I suspect that he may have been influenced by the fact that 
he only had half a point in four games. Why wouldn't he call the doctor? Bobby's 
feelings and opinions against Communism were such that he could not accept that 
the education received in that country could possibly produce a 'competent ' doc
tor! One day he had a strong argument with the hotel waiter. I told him, 'Bobby, act
ing like this you will make lots of enemies unnecessarily. ' He replied, 'I want all communists 
to be my enemies. '  Remember that this happened during the 'Cold War'  period only a 
few years after Senator Joe McCarthy had launched his campaign against anti
American activities. One of Bobby's idols was a radio commentator who was mark
edly anti-communist. 

Well, the doctor arrived. A nice young man who seemed to know what he was 
doing. This was a pleasant surprise for Bobby. I acted as interpreter as the doctor 
only spoke German. Bobby wanted to know what university the doctor had ob
tained his qualification from. 

'In Belgrade', he replied. 
'Has he ever studied abroad? '  Bobby asked. 
The answer was negative. But the doctor also added that he had spent three months 
in Vienna once he finished the course. 
'Ah! '  cried Bobby, 'That's where he must have learnt everything! ' 

The doctor prescribed three types of medication. Bobby took two of them without 
protest, but did not like the third one, which was something that had to be dis
solved in boiling water and then inhaled for ten minutes. Bobby said that placing a 
towel over his head and inhaling those vapours was a waste of time. Finally I was 
able to persuade him, but only on condition that I read him a book so as not to 
waste time. Thus I found myself reading 'Tarzan's New Adventures '  to . . . .  an aspir
ing World Chess Champion! 

My relationship with Bobby during the tournament was reasonably good. I think it 
was better than those with Lombardy in Portoroz, or with Saidy in Zurich (in 
Zurich, Bobby was not happy with the hotel that was designated for the partici
pants, and when he finally found one to his liking it turned out to be very expen
sive. Saidy, who had to pay for his own expenses , was not able to afford staying in 
the new hotel. Bobby showed total indifference to the 'stupid' economic problem. 
During the ' 7  Os Saidy, was one of the few American chess players who had a per
sonal contact with Fischer. Prior to the match with Spassky in Reykjavik, Bobby 
lived in Saidy's father's house in New York, besieged by journalists and photogra
phers. ) 

Maybe my work was eased somewhat by the fact that Bobby soon realized he 
would not win the tournament. Only once did we work very hard analysing, 
though in my opinion it was a wasted effort. In one of the games with Benko, 

336  



Chap ter 3 7 - B o b by F i scher 

Bobby was much worse off. This changed, though, when the Hungarian-American, 
being pressed for time (as usual) made a bad move. The game was adjourned in a 
not very interesting position. There were various ways whereby Bobby could reach 
a rook endgame with three pawns against two all on the queenside. An extra pawn, 
but totally drawn. I had to analyse this position, which offered no prospects what
soever, with him throughout the night. Naturally, from the point of view of the 
'second' ,  that seems a little ridiculous. However, you have to realize that part of the 
work of the 'second' is also psychological. 

With regards to Opening Theory. . . .  young Bobby knew everything! By this I 
mean to say that he was extremely stubborn! The best example was his play against 
the Caro-Kann. Playing White he used the Two Knights Variation. ( 1 .e4 c6 2 .tlJc3 
dS 3 .tlJf3) , but not very successfully. I therefore tried instead to make him play the 
Panov Attack because I thought it suited his style. However he insisted in using the 
same line and he gave me a reason which I liked: '1 cannot change until I win a game 
with it. ' 

It was a terrible tournament. Eight players and four stages giving a total of 28  
rounds. Two stages in Bled, one in Zagreb and another one in Belgrade. When we 
arrived in Zagreb, Bobby complained about the hotel, which was very new and 
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modern. Gligoric and the other Yugoslavs were in another. Bobby thought that the 
other hotel was probably better. So we transferred to this other one, which he liked. 
in spite of it being older and with rooms which were less comfortable. He particu
larly liked the restaurant and the service. 

Several companies from Zagreb offered gifts to the players. There were packages 
on the tables in each round. Once there were two bottles, one of liquor and the 
other of plum brandy. Later that night I walked into Bobby's room and surprised 
him trying to open a bottle without a corkscrew. 

He asked, 'Who's got a corkscrew?' 
'Probably the waitress', I replied. 
'Call her. ' 
'Why, are you drinking that now?' 
'No, no, what I want to do is flush it  down the john. ' 

According to the young Fischer, alcohol was a poison; he had already emptied out 
the other bottle down the toilet. He didn't want to give away the bottle of 
'Slivovica' because . . . . .  he could become responsible for the poisoning of a human 
being! Later I was able to take the bottle from him . The only reasons I believe he ac
cepted this were that now he had been relieved of that responsibility or because he 
admired resolute men! 

I don't know the motive Fischer had for this hatred of alcohol, but it's one of the 
subjects that has mellowed with age, as have also the cases of communism, the 
Caro-Kann and the bishop pair . . . . .  
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Chapter 38 

Bent Larsen's Extraordinary Personality 
Las Palmas 1971 

lJy Eligio Quinteiro 

There is an ancient saying that goes: 'In the eyes of a serf there is no such thing as a great 
man . . . .  ' It may be so since most geniuses tend to disappoint you once you know 
them personally. This is not the case with Bent Larsen. 

We first knew about his exploits as a chess player via specialised magazines. We 
knew that he was the top player in major tournaments; that it is usual for him to 
commence badly in tournaments only to win in the end; that his innovative open
ing lines touched the hearts of those who resisted change, . . . . .  and many other vir
tues. What we didn't know is that Bent Larsen could also be a World Champion in 
friendship, fair play and teaching without any airs and graces. 

During a conversation, Larsen once remarked, 'The trouble with Grandmaster X is 
that he only knows how to play chess. You cannot play good chess if that is the only thing you 
can do in life . . . .  ' 

His own philosophy is completely opposed to 'over-specialism' :  this is the rea
son why he can be such a great player and a man in the true sense of the word. We 
shall always remember his simultaneous displays not so much for the excellent re
sults which he obtained, but also because of the most cordial comments he would 
make afterwards. Once the displays were finished, how was he able to answer ques
tions which fifty players were asking him all at once? For Larsen it was not difficult; 
he could remember everything :  

'You made a mistake when you moved your Rook on move 23' 
'Your mistake was in choosing an inferior variation .. .' 
'When you made that romantic move I thought to myself, "He cannot be very 

good in the endgame . . .  " so I set about simplifying' 
'You managed a draw because you realised better than me the true value of your 

bishop . .  .' etc. 
One of the players gave up in a position which was theoretically drawn. Larsen 

retorted, 'Whyareyougiving up? No, no . . . .  draw . . . .  This is a draw. ' 
What was truly sensational was a simultaneous he played, with clocks, against 

ten of our top players (Larsen was a pioneer of the displays by Kasparov in the 80s) . 
Our players were well and truly baffied . . . .  they each had two and a half hours for 
the first 40 moves whilst Larsen had the same time control for all ten boards ! Each 
player was allowed to play whenever it suited him, without the need to wait their 
turn. And if this weren't enough, Larsen allowed five out of the ten players to play 
with the white pieces. 
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'Let's complicate the games and in this way he will run out of time and lose', agreed our 
naive players. Larsen asked for a chair to be placed in the centre of the ring. 'What on 
earth does he need a chair for?' we would ask. The answer was simple: Larsen wanted 
the chair so that he could sit down and have some refreshment whilst, on some oc
casions, our ten players pondered on the moves using up their precious time . . .  

What about the fifty children who played against Larsen in the club a t  Arucas? 
We have never seen so many kids together in such exemplary silence! Larsen won 
all fifty games. Afterwards they jokingly asked, 'Couldn't you at least have conceded 
a draw in a couple of games?' To which Larsen replied giving a lesson in psychol
ogy: 

'I do not believe in giving handouts in chess. Children have to learn to lose at games. Other
wise they will have to learn to lose in other things which are more serious and painful in their 
lives. '  

Without a doubt, Larsen i s  not just a grandmaster at chess. It goes without saying 
that we really appreciate the friendship that we all feel towards our famous and 
modest Danish 'colleague' .  
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Chapter 39 

Bent Larsen's Exhausting Curriculum Vitae 

by Eligio Quinteiro 

Bent Larsen abandoned his studies as an engineer in his final year. He was con
vinced that he would construct much better chess games than roads or bridges. 
However the 'profession' of a chess player is no bed of roses. 

Talk to us about your tournaments during 1970. 
Towards the end of March to the beginning of April I had the honour of playing 
first board in the match USSR vs. Rest of the World which, as you will recall, took 
place in Belgrade. I made two and a half points out of a possible four. My opponent 
in the first three games was Spassky, against whom I lost one, drew another and fi
nally won the third. In the fourth game I played against Spassky's substitute, Stein, 
whom I beat. It must be noted that the game which Spassky lost against me was the 
only game he lost after becoming the World Champion, and naturally it was well
publicised. However in that same match there was another of my games that was 
even more talked about and that was the one in which I made a fatal error and 
abandoned after only I 8 moves. 

In May I was invited to play in a small quadrangular tournament in Holland. In
cidentally, I finished very badly here, possibly resulting from fatigue, and also from 
the fact that I was uncomfortable with the high incidence of draws that were 
agreed.· I have fond memories of that tournament, however, due to its exemplary 
organisation. 

By the end of May to the fust week in June I was on vacation and these were the 
longest I have had in many years. In June I played an 8 game match against the 
Czechoslovakian Grandmaster, Kavalek, in Sulinger, Germany. I was the eventual 
winner scoring 6-2 .  This GM left Czechoslovakia after the Russian invasion in 1 968 
and settled in Germany, where his father lived. He is  currently studying in the USA. 
He will probably obtain his American Citizenship in around three years (Editor's 
note: And so it was) . 

Later, between July and August I participated, and won, in the Canadian Open 
and in the US Open held in Boston. Fischer did not take part in any of these since 
he does not usually participate in this type of tournament. Soon after the Inter
zonals in Palma de Mallorca, he was asked the reason for this by a reporter, and his 
reply was evasive. You may recall that he also commented that he would never take 
part in simultaneous displays and he is now doing just that quite frequently, al
though with a maximum of 2 0 boards. He had also pointed out in those days that 
were he to play in simuls ' he would do so with a time control and against S players. 
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On one occasion he had commented that if he were to play in a city his opponents 
would be picked among the top players , thus making it difficult for him to do well. 
As far as I am concerned, I believe that the big simultaneous displays are very use
ful, particularly for promoting chess. In November/December I participated in the 
Palma de Mallorca Interzonal. 
What happened in the Palma de Mallorca lnterzonal?  
Before the tournament began I thought I would end up S th or thereabouts. Later, 
after beating Fischer, I thought I had a chance of winning it. However, two rounds 
later in a quite even game against Hort (although he was in time trouble) I compli
cated the game, missed something and eventually lost. After this game I reverted to 
my original forecast of Sth or 6th placing. 

As for the tournament, I did not play well initially although the second part was 
better and I had some good games. I lost against the Russian Taimanov for the first 
time. In the game against the Cuban Jimenez, who came last, I was lost but I man
aged to draw by perpetual check. 
In the game that you won against Fischer, did he comment on it in any way? 
After playing a previously adjourned game, like me, the arbiter approached him 
and asked him if he wanted to rest for half an hour. All he said was, 'No, we are going 
to finish this stupid game' (or something similar) . He said it calmly enough, though. 
It is well known that Fischer always has a discordant note in whatever tournament he is in
vited to. Was this the case in Mallorca? 
Well, actually no, since any of the problems that may have come up were quickly 
resolved beforehand by his second, the American Mr Edmondson. 
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Larsen's Achievements until 1973 

ZONAL TOURNAMENTS: 
1 9  5 7 3rd/ 4th out of 1 8  with Donner in Wageningen. 
1 960 4th out of 1 0  in Berg en Dal (later annulled) . 
1 963  2nd out of2 0  in Halle. 

INTERZONAL TOURNAMENTS 
1 964 1 st/ 3rd out of 24 with Smyslov and Spassky in Amsterdam. 
1 96 7  l st out of22  in Sousse. 
1 9 70  2nd/ 4th out of 24  with Geller and Hiibner in Palma de Mallorca. 
1 9 7 3 5th/ 6th out of 1 8  with Hiibner in Leningrad. 

CANDIDATES' TOURNAMENTS: 
1 95 8  1 6th out of20  in Portoroz. 
1 9 64 1 st/3rd out of 2 4 with Smyslov and Spassky in Amsterdam. 
1 965  Won in a match against Ivkov (5 . 5  - 2 . 5)  and lost to Tai ( 4.5 - 5 . 5 ) .  

Won against Geller ( 5 -4) for the third qualifier. 
1 9 6 7 1 st out of 2 2 in Sousse. 
1 968  Won against Portisch (5 . 5  - 4. 5 )  and lost to Spassky (2 . 5  - 5 . 5) . 

Won against Tai (5 . 5  - 2 . 5 )  for the third qualifier. 
1 97 0 2nd/ 4th out of 2 4 with Geller and Hubner in Palma de Mallorca. 
1 9 7 1 Won against Uhlmann ( 5 .  5 - 3 .  5 )  and lost to Fischer ( 0 - 6) . 

INTERNATIONAL TOURNAMENTS: 
1 966 3rd out of 1 0  (double round) in Santa Monica. 
1 967  4th out of 1 6  in Beverwijk. 

3rd/ 5 th out of 1 0  with Skold and Kinnmark in Stockholm. 
3rd/ 4th out of 1 0  with Geller in Monaco. 
2nd/3rd out of9 with Olafsson in Dundee. 
1 st out of 2 0 in Havana. 
1 st/2nd out of 1 0  with Darga in Winnipeg. 
1 st out of 1 8  in Palma de Mallorca. 

1 968 1 st out of 14 in Monaco. 
1 st in the U.S. Open in Snowmass (Colorado) . 
2nd/ 3rd out of 1 8  with Spassky in Palma de Mallorca. 
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1 969  1 st out of  1 6  in Biisum. 
6th/ 7th out of 1 6  with Donner in San Juan de Puerto Rico. 
1 st out of 1 8  in Palma de Mallorca. 

1 97 0  1 st out of8 (double round) in Lugano. 
First board for the team Rest of the World versus USSR: 
drew with Spassky 1 . 5 - 1 . S and beat Stein. 
1 st out of 1 6  in Vinkovci. 

1 97 1  6th/7th out of 1 6  with Csom in Palma de Mallorca. 
1 9  7 2 1 st out of 1 6  in Teesside (England) . 
1 9 7 2 1 st out of 1 6  with Smyslov, in Las Palmas. 

8th/ 9th out of 1 6 , with Mecking in San Antonio (Texas) . 
1 9 7 3 1 st out of 1 6  in Hastings. 

1 st out of 1 6 in Manila. 
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Index of Openings 

A 
Alekhine's Defence 1 63 ,  1 68 , 259 

B 
Benoni Defence 1 2 2 ,  284 
Bird's Opening 84, 1 07 
Bishop's Opening 9 3  

c 
Caro-Kann Defence 26 1 ,  282, 299, 3 1 2, 
3 3 4  
Catalan Opening 1 1 5 
Czech Benoni Defence 8 7 ,  1 24 

D 
Dutch Defence 5 5 ,  222-2 2 3 ,  263,  288 

E 
English Opening 28, 5 3 ,  1 60,  1 65 ,  1 7 2 ,  

1 8 2,  240, 270-2 7 1 , 2 7 5 ,  2 8 0 ,  2 9 5 ,  
304, 3 1 6, 3 24 

F 
French Defence 
Prom's Gambit 

G 
Gninfeld Indian Defence 

I 
Indo-Benoni Defence 
Irregular Queen's Pawn Opening 

K 

98,  204 
1 28 

30, 3 5 , 5 8  

29 1 
290 

King's Fianchetto for White 1 86, 1 90 
King's Gambit 27 
King's Indian Attack 2 3 8  
King's Indian Defence 3 1 ,  4 1 , 1 00,  1 1 8,  

1 3 9,  1 94, 1 99,  254, 292,  3 1 7 , 329 

N 
Nimzo-Indian Defence 1 50 ,  1 5 5 ,  1 89,  

1 97 , 3 08 
Nimzowitsch Defence 3 2 8  
Nimzowitsch/Larsen Opening 1 92 ,  206,  

2 1 1 , 2 1 3, 2 1 9  

0 
Old Indian Defence 9 7  
Owen's Defence 2 5 3 , 3 0 7  

p 
Pirc Defence 3 2 0  
Polish Defence 2 1 0, 243 

Q 
Queen's Gambit Declined 1 7  5 
Queen's Indian Defence 1 70 ,  2 1 7 , 2 24, 3 2 2  

ll 
Reversed Alekhine's Defence 
Reversed Benoni 
Reversed Pirc Defence 
Ruy Lopez 
Reti Opening 

s 
Semi-Slav Defence 

64, 69 
70, 1 8 3 

68 
1 3 1 , 2 2 8  

2 0 0 ,  2 5 5 , 2 7 7  

202 
Sicilian Defence 3 7 ,  44-4 5 ,  49, 6 2 ,  7 7 ,  

T 

80,  92 ,  1 1 9 ,  1 3 5 ,  1 44, 1 5 3 ,  1 5 8 ,  
2 2 7 ,  2 3 6 ,  244-245 , 247,  249 , 
2 5 5 ,  2 5 7 ,  274, 293 , 2 9 7 , 3 0 2 ,  

3 1 3-3 1 4, 3 3 3  

Tarrasch Defence 3 1 0  

v 
Vienna Game 94, 2 1 4, 285 
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Game list 

Games in Introduction 

Bent Larsen - Mikhail Tal 
Tigran Petrosian - Bent Larsen 
Boris Spassky - Bent Larsen 
Anatoly Karpov - Bent Larsen 

Games analysed by Bent Larsen 
Game l 
Game 2 
Game 3 
Game 4 
Game s 
Game 6 
Game 7 
Game 8 
Game 9 
Game I O  
Game 11 
Game 12 
Game 13 
Game 14 
Game I S  
Game 16 
Game 17 
Game 18 
Game 19 
Game 20 
Game 21 
Game 2 2  
Game 2 3  
Game 24 
Game 2 5  
Game 26 
Game 27 
Game 28 
Game 29 
Game 30 
Game 31 
Game 3 2  

Bent Larsen - Lionel Joyner 
Bent Larsen - Alex Nielsen 
Harald Enevoldsen - Bent Larsen 
Eigil Pedersen - Bent Larsen 
Fridrik Olafsson - Bent Larsen 
Ossip Bernstein - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Francisco Jose Perez Perez 
Nikola Padevsky - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Svetozar Gligoric 
Hugh Alexander - Bent Larsen 
Octavio Troianescu - Bent Larsen 
Erich Eliskases - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Gideon Stahlberg 
Carel van den Berg - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Jan Hein Donner 
Bent Larsen - Jan Hein Donner 
Bent Larsen - Theo van Scheltinga 
Efim Geller - Bent Larsen 
Karl Robatsch - Bent Larsen 
Borislav Ivkov - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Theo van Scheltinga 
Svend Hamann - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Francisco Jose Perez Perez 
Bent Larsen - Bela Berger 
Bent Larsen - Levente Lengyel 
Zvonko Vranesic - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Lajos Forti.sch 
David Bronstein - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Boris Spassky 

Bent Larsen - Aleksandar Matanovic 
Jorgen Nielsen - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Alexey Suetin 

Bled 1965 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  8 
Santa Monica 1966 . . . . . . . . .  10 
Belgrade 1970 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  14 
Montreal 1979 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  17 

Birmingham 19 5 1 . . . . . . . . . .  2 7 
Esbjerg 195 3  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  28 
Copenhagen 195 3  . . . . . . . . . .  30 
Aarhus 1954 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  31 
Reykjavik 1956 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 5  
Amsterdam 1954 . . . . . . . . . . .  37 
Gij6n 1956 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  41 
Moscow 1956 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  44 
Moscow 1956 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  45 
Hastings 1956/ 57 . . . . . . . . . .  49 
Wageningen 19 S 7 . . . . . . . . . .  5 3 
Mar del Plata 1 9 S 8 . . . . . . . . . . 5 5 
Sweden-Denmark 1958 . . . . . .  58 
Beverwijk 1959 . . . . . . . . . . . .  62 
Ziirich 1959 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  64 
Beverwijk 1960 . . . . . . . . . . . .  68 
Beverwijk 1960 . . . . . . . . . . . .  69 
Copenhagen 1960 . . . . . . . . . .  70 
Halle 1963 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  77 
Beverwijk 1964 . . . . . . . . . . . .  80 
Beverwijk 1964 . . . . . . . . . . . .  84 
Holstebro 1964 . . . . . . . . . . . .  8 7  
Amsterdam 1964 . . . . . . . . . . .  92 
Amsterdam 1964 . . . . . . . . . . .  9 3 
Amsterdam 1 9 64 . . . . . . . . . . .  94 
Amsterdam 1964 . . . . . . . . . . .  97 
Amsterdam 19 64 . . . . . . . . . . .  9 8 
Amsterdam 1 9 64 . . . . . . . . . . 100 
Amsterdam 1964 . . . . . . . . . .  107 
Zagreb 1965 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  115 
Copenhagen 1965 . . . . . . . . .  118 
Copenhagen 1965 . . . . . . . . .  119 
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B en t  Larsen 's Bes t  Games 

Game 3 3  
Game 34 
Game 3 S  
Game 36 
Game 37 
Game 38 
Game 39 
Game 40 
Game 4 1  
Game 42 
Game 43 
Game 44 
Game 4S 
Game 46 
Game 47 
Game 48 
Game 49 
Game 5 0  
Game S l  
Game S 2  
Game S 3  
Game S4 
Game S S  
Game S6 
Game 57 
Game 58 
Game 59 
Game 60 
Game 61 
Game 62 
Game 63 
Game 64 
Game 65 
Game 66 
Game 67 
Game 68 
Game 69 
Game 70 
Game 71 
Game 72 
Game 73 
Game 74 
Game 7S 
Game 76 

3 48 

Bent Larsen - Svend Hamann 
Salo Flohr - Bent Larsen 
Sture Nyman - Bent Larsen 
Bobby Fischer - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Tigran Petrosian 
Tigran Petrosian - Bent Larsen 
Efim Geller - Bent Larsen 
Svetozar Gligoric - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Jacek Bednarski 
Mark Taimanov - Bent Larsen 
Lothar Schmid - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Florin Gheorghiu 
Aivars Gipslis - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Borislav Ivkov 
Eleazar Jimenez Zerquera - Bent Larsen 
Svetozar Gligoric - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Florin Gheorghiu 
Bent Larsen - Wolfgang Unzicker 
Milka Bobotsov - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Viktor Kortchnoi 
Bent Larsen - Oscar Panno 
Jesus Diez del Corral - Bent Larsen 
Antonio Medina - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Lubomir Kavalek 
Bent Larsen - Lubomir Kavalek 
Henrique Mecking - Bent Larsen 
Renato Naranja - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Wolfgang Uhlmann 
Wolf gang Uhlmann - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Wolf gang Uhlmann 
Bent Larsen - Juan Manuel Bellon Lopez 
Bent Larsen - Ljubomir Ljubojevic 
Bent Larsen - Robert Wade 
Bent Larsen - Bernard Cafferty 
Bent Larsen - Vassily Smyslov 
Larry Melvyn Evans - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Brian Eley 
Josip Rukavina - Bent Larsen 
Jan Smejkal - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Ivan Radulov 
William Lombardy - Bent Larsen 
Miguel Quinteros - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Lubomir Kavalek 
Bent Larsen - Augusto Menvielle 

Copenhagen 1965 . . . . . . . . .  1 2 2  
Copenhagen 1 966 . . . . . . . . .  1 24 
Correspondence Game 1 96 6 .  . 1 2 8 
Santa Monica 1966 . . . . . . . . .  131 
Santa Monica 1966 . . . . . . . . .  1 3 5  
Santa Monica 1 966 . . . . . . . . .  1 39 
Monaco 1967 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  144 
Havana 1967 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 S O  
Havana 1967 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 5 3 
Havana 1967 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 5 5  
Havana 1967 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  158 
Winnipeg 1 967 . . . . . . . . . . .  1 60 
Sousse 1967 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  163 
Palma de Mallorca 1 9 6 7 . . . . . 1 6 5 
Palma de Mallorca 1 9 6 7 . . . . . 1 6 8 
Palma de Mallorca 1 9 6 7 . . . . . 1 7 0 
Monaco 1968 . . . . . . . . . . . .  172 
Lugano l 968 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  175 
BU.sum 1 969 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 82 
Palma de Mallorca 1 9 6 9 . . . . . 1 8 3 
Palma de Mallorca 1 9 6 9 . . . . . 1 8 6 
Palma de Mallorca 1969 . . . . .  1 89 
Palma de Mallorca 1 9 6 9 . . . . . 1 9 0 
Lugano 197 0  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  192 
Solingen 1 970 . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 94 
Palma de Mallorca 1 9 7 0 . . . . . 1 9 7 
Palma de Mallorca 1 9 7 0 . . . . . 1 9 9 
Las Palmas 1971 . . . . . . . . . . .  200 
Las Palmas 1 97 1  . . . . . . . . . . .  2 0 2  
Las Palmas 1971 . . . . . . . . . . .  2 04 
Palma de Mallorca 1 9 7 1 . . . . . 2 0 6 
Teesside 1 9 7 2 .  . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 1 0 
Teesside 1972 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  211 
Teesside 1972 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  213 
Las Pahnas 197 2  . . . . . . . . . . .  214 
San Antonio 1972 . . . . . . . . . .  2 1 7  
Hastings 1972 /73 . . . . . . . . .  219 
Leningrad 1973 . . . . . . . . . . .  2 2 2  

· Leningrad 1 9 7 3  . . . . . . . . . . .  2 2 3  
Leningrad 1973 . . . . . . . . . . .  2 24 
Manila 1 9 7 3 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 2 7 
Manila 1973 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2 28 
Las Palmas 1974 . . . . . . . . . . .  2 3 6  
Las Palmas 1 9 7 4 . . . . . . . . . . . 2 3 8 



Game 77 
Game 78 
Game 79 
Game 80 
Game 8 1  
Game 82 
Game 83 
Game 84 
Game 85 
Game 86 
Game 87 
Game 88 
Game 89 
Game 90 
Game 9 1  
Game 92 
Game 93 
Game 94 
Game 95 
Game 96 
Game 97 
Game 98 
Game 99 
Game 1 00 
Game l O l  
Game 1 0 2 
Game 1 0 3 
Game 1 04 
Game 1 05 
Game 1 06 
Game 1 07 
Game 1 08 
Game 1 09 
Game 1 1 0 
Game 1 1 1  
Game 1 1 2 
Game 1 1 3 
Game 1 1 4 
Game 1 1 5 
Game 1 1 6 
Game 1 1 7 
Game 1 1 8 
Game 1 1 9 
Game 1 20 

Jaime Mora - Bent Larsen 
Bent Lar�en - Ljubomir Ljubojevic 
Bent Larsen - Svetozar Gligoric 
Evgeny Vasiukov - Bent Larsen 
Eugenio Torre - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Lajos Portisch 
Guillermo Garcia - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Miguel Quinteros 
Bent Larsen - Arturo Pomar 
Bent Larsen - Florin Gheorghiu 
Bent Larsen - Lubomir Kavalek 
Eugenio Torre - Bent Larsen 
Henrique Mecking - Bent Larsen 
Arturo Pomar - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Robert Hiibner 
Jan Smejkal - Bent Larsen 
Vladi:nrir Liberzon - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Lajos Portisch 
Jose Miguel Fraguela Gil - Bent Larsen 
Lajos Portisch - Bent Larsen 
Juan Manuel Bellon Lopez - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Orestes Rodriguez Vargas 
Bent Larsen - Efun Geller 
Robena Debarnot - Bent Larsen 
Jose Miguel Fraguela Gil - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Orestes Rodriguez Vargas 
Bent Larsen - Aldo Haik 
Juan Manuel Bellon Lopez - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Juan Betancort 
Laszlo Szabo - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Arturo Pomar 
Bent Larsen - Roman Toran 
Roman Bardell - Bent Larsen 
Hei.kki Westerinen - Bent Larsen 
Gudmundur Sigurjonsson - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Fernando Visier 
Mikhail Tal - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Anatoly Karpov 
Juan Manuel Bellon Lopez - Bent Larsen 
Anthony Miles - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Jan Timman 
Svetozar Gligoric - Bent Larsen 
Iztok Jelen - Bent Larsen 
Bent Larsen - Vladi:nrir Savon 

Game l i s t  

Alicante 1 9 7 4. . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 40 
Manila 1 974 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  243 
Manila 1 974 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  244 
Manila 1974 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  245 
Manila 1 974 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  247 
Manila 1 974 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  249 
Orense 1 97 5 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  25 3 
Orense 197 5 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  254 
Orense 1 975 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  25 5 
Orense 1 97 5 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  25 5 
Manila 1 9 7 5 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 5 7 
Manila 1 97 5 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  259 
Manila 1 97 5 . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  26 1 
Barcelona 1 97 5 . . . . . . .  � . . .  263 
Biel 1976 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  270 
Biel 1 9 7 6 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 7 1 
Biel 1 9 7 6 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 7 4 
Biel 1 9 7 6 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 7 5 
Las Palmas 1 976 . . . . . . . . . . .  277 
Las Palmas 1 9 7 6 . . . . . . . . . . . 2 8 0 
Las Palmas 1 976 . . . . . . . . . . .  282 
Las Palmas 1 976 . . . . . . . . . . .  284 
Las Palmas 1 976 . . . . . . . . . . .  285 
Las Palmas 1 976 . . . . . . . . . . .  288 
Lanzarote 1 976 . . . . . . . . . . .  290 
Lanzarote 1 97 6 . . . . . . . . . . .  29 1 
Lanzarote 1 976 . . . . . . . . . . .  292 
Lanzarote 1 976 . . . . . . . . . . .  293 
Lanzarote 1 976 . . . . . . . . . . .  295 
Costa Brava 1 976 . . . . . . . . . .  297 
Costa Brava 1976 . . . . . . . . . .  299 
Zaragoza 1 976 . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 0 2  
Zaragoza 1976 . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 04 
Geneva 1 977 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 07 
Geneva 1 977 . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 08 
Las Palmas 1 977 . . . . . . . . . . .  3 1 0  
Las Palmas 1977 . . . . . . . . . . .  3 1 2  
Las Palmas 1 977 . . . . . . . . . . .  3 1 3  
Las Palmas 1 977 . . . . . . . . . . .  3 1 4 
Las Palmas 1 977 . . . . . . . . . . .  3 1 6 
Las Palmas 1 9 7 7 . . . . . . . . . . . 3 1 7 
Ljubljana/Portoroz 1 977 . . . .  3 20 
Ljubljana/Portoroz 1977 . . . .  3 22 
Ljubljana/Portoroz 1 9  7 7 . . . .  3 24 
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Ben t  Larsen 's B es t  Games 

Game 1 2 1  Antonio Medina - Bent Larsen 
Game 1 2  2 Bent Larsen - Roberto Debarnot 
Game 1 2 3 Robert Fischer - Bent Larsen 
Game 1 24 Robert Fischer - Bent Larsen 

3 5 0  

Alicante 1 9 7 7 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3 2 8 
Alicante 1 9 7 7  . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 29 
Portoroz 1 9 58 . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 3 3  
Ziirich 1 9 5 9  . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 3 4 



5 3 4 9 5  


