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In tro duc tion 
Now a days, many play ers hugely un der es ti mate the im por tance of po si tional play.
Cer tain writ ers prom ise the reader gi gan tic rat ing gains if the reader solves tens (or 
even hun dreds) of tac ti cal prob lems a day. Many play ers fol low this ad vice for a
while, and it cer tainly is a good idea to solve tac ti cal prob lems. I have done the
same thing for most of my chess ca reer. Nev er the less, when I started get ting con -
stantly out played, I re al ized that tac ti cal prac tice was not the only way to im prove
one’s play ing strength. The more I stud ied po si tional chess, the more I un der stood
the im por tance of po si tional play.

I re al ized that in or der to cre ate po si tions where tac ti cal mo tifs could be uti -
lized, it is vi tal to un der stand po si tional ideas at least on the ba sic level. Yes, read ing 
a book on tac tics is of ten a more en ter tain ing task than read ing a book on po si -
tional chess, but if you want to ex cel at chess, you have to delve deeper into the
chess realm, and ap pre ci ate not only vi su ally pleas ing com bi na tions, but much
more sub tle po si tional ideas. As I soon learned, win ning with an ex tremely sub tle
ma neu ver is of ten a lot more aes thet i cally pleas ing than ex e cut ing a smoth ered
mate. 

If I could pin point the most im por tant time when my stud ies came into use, it
would cer tainly be the World Youth Chess Cham pi on ship in 2007. Be ing a “vet -
eran” of this pres ti gious an nual event, I un der stood that most op po nents did not
pay at ten tion to po si tional chess. There fore, when I was play ing my games, I
steered the game into po si tional tracks and ev ery time my op po nent would make a
mis take that handed the ad van tage or the ini tia tive over to me. I won game af ter
game in the same fash ion – sys tem at i cally im prov ing my po si tion un til my op po -
nent would make a mis take. No mat ter how strong he was, he made a mis take ev ery 
time. In the last round, my stud ies helped es pe cially. I needed a win for first place,
but was play ing a very strong player from Rus sia. In a quiet Najdorf, my op po nent
made one tiny-look ing in ac cu racy. Im me di ately, my pieces poured into the weak -
nesses he had cre ated, and he could not de fend against the vi cious on slaught.

How ever, it’s im pos si ble to learn po si tional chess only by read ing. In or der to
im prove, I started to write notes on my own games with the goal be ing to raise the
level of my po si tional play. In a short while, the messy notes started to take shape.
As my chess level pro gressed, I found a lot of mis takes to cor rect and a lot of anal y -
ses to redo, but af ter two years of work I fi nally fin ished the typed manu script. Sud -
denly, my pri vate notes turned into a more for mal manu script, which I showed to
my chess friends and teach ers. They liked it, and en cour aged me to con tinue my
work. Af ter two years, I was ready to share it with other chess play ers!

This book is geared to wards play ers aim ing to im prove their po si tional un der -
stand ing, and to wards ad vanced play ers who want to add to their ar se nal of ideas.
In other words, my goal is to equip you with enough po si tional mo tifs to help you

13



to move on to more com pli cated ma te rial. I’m sure that no mat ter how strong you
are, you will find some help ful ma te rial in this book.

I feel that now is a great mo ment to talk about why I chose the chap ters that I
did in this book. First of all, why did I al lo cate so much space to pa ral y sis? I think
that pa ral y sis in the middlegame is a con cept that is of par a mount im por tance.
Know ing tech niques to im pede the de vel op ment of your op po nent’s pieces is cru -
cial. As we shall see in the chap ter, there are many games where grand masters mas -
ter fully neu tral ized the ac tiv ity of the op po nent’s pieces, and thus quickly won the
game. The rea son I chose the sub jects in the other chap ters is be cause I felt that they 
sim ply were the most im por tant when study ing po si tional chess. For ex am ple, pro -
phy laxis is an other con cept that tac ti cal play ers tend to un der es ti mate. As we shall
see, the most in noc u ous-look ing moves are of ten the pre cur sor to a de ci sive com -
bi na tion.

Al though there are many great books on po si tional chess, I think that this book
is a bit dif fer ent. First of all, I tried to pick games in which the play ers were ap prox -
i mately equal in strength. Sec ondly, be sides show ing clas sic games I picked games
in which the play ers made mis takes, since in al most all of to day’s games up to
grand mas ter level, er rors are un avoid able. When I was only be gin ning to play se ri -
ous chess, I thought that books writ ten by strong grand masters were flaw less. To
me, grand masters were like gods – ev ery thing they wrote was law, and noth ing
could be de bated. To my ut ter sur prise, I dis cov ered that the ap peal ing outer layer
of text hid many mis takes, which some times changed the eval u a tions of ev ery sin -
gle line given.

Also, an other il lu sion of flaw less ness has come along in re cent years – the il lu -
sion that the com puter will solve all prob lems. Very of ten, even grand masters will
cat e gor i cally ac cept com puter anal y sis. It is this ad dic tion that usu ally leads to
some thing I call “Sil i con Syn drome.” A prime ex am ple is the fol low ing: a com -
puter-ad dic tive mas ter is play ing a very im por tant game. On ev ery move, he asks
him self, “And what would Fritz do here?” This con stant ques tion ing leads to big time
trou ble and, of ten, to big blun ders. There fore, in chess, the more ver bos ity there is
in the an no ta tions, the better! Sum ming up, in prac ti cal play, there will be no com -
puter to as sist you, so it is ver bal an no ta tions, phrased in hu man lan guage, that you
will be able to re tain and ap ply in your own games.

IM Fred Reinfeld once said: “It seems to me that lit tle ef fort is ex erted as a rule
(by most writ ers) to make the study of a book an in ter est ing and pleas ant oc cu pa -
tion.” Apart from pack ing this book with a mul ti tude of great po si tional ideas, I
have tried to make it as en joy able and read able as pos si ble. Af ter all, the pur pose of
read ing a chess book is not only to learn from it, but to en joy it as well! 

Dan iel Naroditsky,
De cem ber 2009

Mas ter  ing Po s i  t ional  Chess
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Chap ter 1: Pro phy laxis
This book starts with pro phy laxis be cause I’m con vinced that in or der to mas ter
po si tional think ing, one needs to first mas ter pro phy lac tic think ing. Let me de fine
what ex actly I mean by pro phy laxis.

Pro phy laxis can mean stop ping a pos si ble plan or a fu ture threat by the op po -
nent. For in stance, evac u at ing the king from a dan ger zone is an ex am ple of pro -
phy laxis – the king might be sub ject to an at tack, and re mov ing the king com -
pletely nul li fies the ef fec tive ness of the at tack.

An other ex am ple of pro phy laxis is when you take away an im por tant square
from your op po nent, thus ren der ing a cer tain plan or idea use less. The first per son
that touched upon the con cept of pro phy laxis was the Lat vian-born Dan ish Mae stro 
Aron Nimzowitsch. He for mu lated the idea it self and em pha sized the im por tance
of pro phy lac tic think ing. Al though to day’s def i ni tion of pro phy lac tic think ing
might dif fer from Nimzowitsch’s, he cer tainly de serves full credit for “in vent ing”
pro phy lac tic think ing.

An other im por tant point: pro phy laxis is com pletely dif fer ent than de fense. In de -
fense, you’re al most al ways try ing to parry threats that are al ready pres ent, while pro -
phy laxis is all about root ing out the source of prob lems. For ex am ple, if one side has
a bishop that can po ten tially cause prob lems, trad ing the bishop for an other piece or
even giv ing up an ex change to elim i nate it is an ex am ple of pro phy laxis.

Of ten, when you’re at tack ing, it’s tempt ing to just throw all of your pieces at
your op po nent’s king, in stead of stop ping any counterplay first.

Let’s take a look at a po si tion from one of the best at tack ers ever, to see how even 
the great est can fall into this temp ta tion.

í Fischer
n Donner
Varna Olym piad 1962

._._TlM_
d._._J_.
T_J_J_.j
j._.b._.
S_I_._.i
_._.q._.
Ii._.iI_
_._R_Rk.

._._TlM_
d._._J_.
T_J_J_.j
j._.b._.
S_I_._.i
_._.q._.
Ii._.iI_
_._R_Rk.

q

By sac ri fic ing a piece, Fischer had ob -
tained a very strong at tack. How ever, it’s 
not easy to find the best way to con -
tinue. Fischer, a bril liant at tacker, here
for got to ask him self a ques tion that
you should ask your self on ev ery move:

“If it were Donner’s move, what
would he do?”

In this po si ti o n, be sides ...©xe3,
Donner also wants to play ...f5, when
he will be sim ply a piece up since the
queen on a7 not only de fends the
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whole di ag o nal, but also guards the sec -
ond rank and threat ens to go to f7.
Fischer did n’t ask him self this ques tion, 
and played the ob vi ous-look ing:

1. Õd1-d4?

If one did n’t know Black’s threat, this
move would seem win ning – White’s
rook will be deadly if it goes to g4.
How ever, af ter Black’s next move, the
ta bles will be turned.
In stead, White could have played the
in struc tive 1.©g3+ ®h7 2.h5!. Now,
2...f5 is im pos si ble be cause of 3.©g6
mate. Only af ter 2.h5 will White play
Õd4-g4, and his at tack will prob a bly be 
un stop pa ble. For in stance, 2...©e7
3.Õd4 ©g5 4.Õg4 ©xh5 5.Õg7+, and
White mates.
Things, how ever, aren’t so sim ple. Af ter
a sec ond look at the po si tion, I dis cov -
ered that Black has the strong 3...Àc5!,
and it is n’t en tirely clear how White
should pro ceed. In truth, White has
very big prac ti cal chances af ter 4.Õg4!
f6 5.Õf4, but with 5...©g7 Black at
least fights on.

1. ... f7-f5!

Oops! Now Black is up a piece for lim -
ited com pen sa tion. Ob vi ously, Donner
still needs to make a few ac cu rate
moves, but the re sult of the game is de -
ter mined.

2. Õf1-d1 Àa4-c5
3. Õd4-d8 ©a7-f7
4. Õd8xe8 ©f7xe8
5. Ãe5-d4 Àc5-e4
6. f2-f3 e6-e5!

._._DlM_
_._._._.
T_._._.j
j._.jJ_.
._IbS_.i
_._.qI_.
Ii._._I_
_._R_.k.

._._DlM_
_._._._.
T_._._.j
j._.jJ_.
._IbS_.i
_._.qI_.
Ii._._I_
_._R_.k.

And Black is win ning, al though he still
has to be care ful. Fischer threw in the
towel af ter 15 more moves.

This ex am ple teaches us the im por tance of ask ing, “What would my op po nent do if it
were his move?” Al though this ques tion should be asked in all crit i cal po si tions, it
does n’t pro vide in sur ance against the op po nent’s ideas.

In the next ex am ple, Botvinnik, a great mas ter of pro phy laxis, shows how to
suc cess fully parry an un pleas ant idea.

í Botvinnik
n Keres
Mos cow 1952
Queen’s Gam bit De clined (QGD),
Carlsbad Vari a tion (D35)

1. d2-d4 Àg8-f6
2. c2-c4 e7-e6

3. Àb1-c3 d7-d5
4. c4xd5 e6xd5
5. Ãc1-g5 Ãf8-e7
6. e2-e3  0-0
7. Ãf1-d3 Àb8-d7
8. ©d1-c2 Õf8-e8

Mas ter  ing Po s i  t ional  Chess
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9. Àg1-e2 Àd7-f8
10. 0-0 c7-c6
11. Õa1-b1 Ãe7-d6?!

T_LdTsM_
jJ_._JjJ
._Jl.s._
_._J_.b.
._.i._._
_.nBi._.
IiQ_NiIi
_R_._Rk.

T_LdTsM_
jJ_._JjJ
._Jl.s._
_._J_.b.
._.i._._
_.nBi._.
IiQ_NiIi
_R_._Rk.

An un nec es sary waste of a tempo. The
bishop was sit ting per fectly on e7.
More over, the plan f3-e4 is even stron -
ger now, since White will be threat en -
ing e4-e5. 
How ever, a closer look re veals that Black 
wants to play ...Àg6 fol lowed by ...h6,
and this threat is not easy to parry. Fur -
ther more, 12...Ãxh2+ is threat ened, so 
White has to stop this plan in one
move.

12. ®g1-h1 Àf8-g6
13. f2-f3!

Botvinnik dis plays bril liant po si tional
un der stand ing – this move is a mix of
deep pro phy laxis and a tac ti cal idea,
which will soon be re vealed. Now,
13...h6 is met by 14.Ãxf6 ©xf6 15.e4,
and Black’s po si tion de te ri o rates
quickly.

For ex am ple, 15...©h4 16.g3 ©h3
17.e5 Ãb8 18.f4, and now White’s
deadly pawn ar mada should de cide the
game. 
It’s in ter est ing how one pawn move can 
de stroy a whole plan. Keres finds noth -
ing else but to move the bishop back to
its orig i nal square.

13. ... Ãd6-e7
14. Õb1-e1 Àf6-d7
15. Ãg5xe7 Õe8xe7
16. Àe2-g3

T_Ld._M_
jJ_StJjJ
._J_._S_
_._J_._.
._.i._._
_.nBiIn.
IiQ_._Ii
_._.rR_K

T_Ld._M_
jJ_StJjJ
._J_._S_
_._J_._.
._.i._._
_.nBiIn.
IiQ_._Ii
_._.rR_K

Black has a hor rid po si tion. His pieces
are to tally un co or di nated and White
will soon play e3-e4, sim ply crush ing
Black.

16. ... Àd7-f6
17. ©c2-f2 Ãc8-e6
18. Àg3-f5 Ãe6xf5
19. Ãd3xf5 ©d8-b6
20. e3-e4

and af ter 17 moves of ag ony, Keres fi -
nally re signed.

The next game we will look at is sim i lar to the pre vi ous one in many ways – Kar -
pov, an other leg end ary mas ter of po si tional play, de mol ishes Timman’s plans. It’s
in ter est ing to note how Timman makes no big mis takes, and nev er the less gets out -
played.

Chap ter 1:  Pro phy laxis
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Chap ter 4: Po si tional Sac ri fice
The po si tional sac ri fice is one of the most im por tant top ics in the realm of po si -
tional chess. Time and again, you will en coun ter sit u a tions in which a po si tional
sac ri fice oc curs. In this chap ter, my goal is to dis cuss the mean ing and cor rect tim -
ing of po si tional sac ri fices. In or der to make this topic eas ier to com pre hend, the
chap ter is di vided into three sec tions: ‘Positional sac ri fice in the open ing’, ‘Po si -
tional sac ri fice in the middlegame’, and ‘Po si tional sac ri fice in the end game’.

The usual goal of the po si tional sac ri fice is to ei ther:
A. Ac quire a sig nif i cant space ad van tage and si mul ta neously cramp your

op po nent’s pieces;
B. Cre ate a po si ti o n in which the op po nent’s pieces and pawns will be in -

ef fi ciently placed; or
 C. Achieve dy namic com pen sa tion in var i ous forms.

Al though there are some times other pur poses for po si tional sac ri fices, these are the 
three ma jor ones. The main point here is that one should n’t be afraid of sac ri fic ing
a pawn or even a piece in or der to achieve one or more of the three forms of com -
pen sa tion. A pawn is not al ways a huge amount of ma te rial, so of ten the in vest ment 
is com pletely jus ti fied. 

More over, uti liz ing the po si tional sac ri fice is the ONLY way to main tain the ini -
tia tive in most cases. One quickly re al izes that in or der to main tain the ini tia tive, it’s 
vi tal to uti lize some kind of un usual re source. A chess clas sic once said, “You don’t
win by good po si tions, but by good moves.” In many of our ex am ples here, the po si -
tional sac ri fice will sim ply trans form a static ad van tage into a dy namic one (or the
other way around).

Po si tional Sac ri fices in the Open ing
Po si tional sac ri fices in the open ing oc cur not as of ten as in the middlegame. Fre -
quently, one has to sac ri fice a pawn in or der to keep the ini tia tive go ing. While
look ing at the fol low ing games, please note that many tac ti cal sac ri fices have a clear 
po si tional ba sis.

Our first ex am ple is one of the most in struc tive games ever played: Black in cor po -
rated a mul ti tude of ideas – po si tional sac ri fice, en er getic play, and a for mi da ble
amount of over-the-board cal cu la tion.

121
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í Kortchnoi
n McShane
Igualda 2005
Grünfeld In dian De fense (D70)

1. d2-d4 Àg8-f6
2. c2-c4 g7-g6
3. Àb1-c3 d7-d5
4. c4xd5 Àf6xd5
5. Ãc1-d2!?

TsLdMl.t
jJj.jJ_J
._._._J_
_._S_._.
._.i._._
_.n._._.
Ii.bIiIi
r._QkBnR

TsLdMl.t
jJj.jJ_J
._._._J_
_._S_._.
._.i._._
_.n._._.
Ii.bIiIi
r._QkBnR

This rel a tively rare move con tains more
poi son than you would think. The main 
idea is that af ter e4 ...Àxc3, White can
take back with the bishop, ren der ing
...c7-c5 com pletely harm less. The
draw back of this move is its slug gish -
ness and the re sult ing weak ness of the
d4 pawn.

5. ... Ãf8-g7

Sim ple and cor rect. 5...Àb6 is worse
be cause it al lows White to de velop his
bishop to f4. The game Wang Yue-
 Morozevich, Wijk aan Zee 2009, con -
tin ued 6.Ãf4! Ãg7 7.e3 c5?! 8.dxc5
Ãxc3+ 9.bxc3 ©xd1+ 10.Õxd1 with
an ad van tage.

6. e2-e4 Àd5-b6

Af ter 6...Àxc3 7.Ãxc3 c5 8.d5 e5 9.f4!
White has a clear ad van tage.

7. Ãd2-e3  0-0

TsLd.tM_
jJj.jJlJ
.s._._J_
_._._._.
._.iI_._
_.n.b._.
Ii._.iIi
r._QkBnR

TsLd.tM_
jJj.jJlJ
.s._._J_
_._._._.
._.iI_._
_.n.b._.
Ii._.iIi
r._QkBnR

Now White is at an im por tant cross -
roads. He has to choose be tween the ag -
gres sive move 8.f4 and the more re -
strained move 8.f3. Kortchnoi played:

8. f2-f4!?

Af ter 8.f3 Àc6 White has many op -
tions, but the best one seems to be:
9.d5 Àe5 10.Ãd4 c6 11.f4 Ãg4
12.Ãe2 (12.Àf3 Ãxf3 13.gxf3 Àxf3+! 
with a vo ra cious ini tia tive) 12...Àec4!
13.Ãxg7 Ãxe2 14.Àgxe2 ®xg7 with
equal ity.

8. ... Àb8-c6!

The only way to neu tral ize White’s
open ing ag gres sion. 8...f5 looks in ter -
est ing, but af ter 9.©b3+ ®h8 10.e5 c6 
11.Àf3 e6 12.Ãe2 Àd5 13.Àxd5 cxd5 
 14.0-0 White has a huge po si tional ad -
van tage be cause of the chronic weak -
ness of Black’s light- squared bishop and 
his huge lack of space.

9. d4-d5 Àc6-b8?!

I’m re luc tant to call this a mis take, but
it’s cer tainly very risky. The main move
is 9...Àa5. Now, if White does n’t take
im me di ate ac tion, Black will play ...c6
and White’s po si ti o n will be at risk of
com pletely col laps ing. There fore,
White’s only move is 10.Ãd4. Now the
cor rect move is 10...e5! (on 10...c6?,

Mas ter  ing Po s i  t ional  Chess
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11.Ãxg7 ®xg7 12.b4! Àac4 13.Ãxc4
Àxc4 14.©d4+ wins a piece) 11.Ãxe5 
Ãxe5 12.fxe5 ©h4+ 13.g3 ©e7. The
main prob lem with the text move is
that Black de lays his de vel op ment,
while White has al ready placed most of
his pieces on ag gres sive po si tions. Ob -
vi ously, White does have to be careful
not to miss ...c7-c6.

TsLd.tM_
jJj.jJlJ
.s._._J_
_._I_._.
._._Ii._
_.n.b._.
Ii._._Ii
r._QkBnR

TsLd.tM_
jJj.jJlJ
.s._._J_
_._I_._.
._._Ii._
_.n.b._.
Ii._._Ii
r._QkBnR

10. Ãe3-d4?!

Re turn ing the fa vor. The only way for
White to ex ploit his ad van tage was by
fight ing for the ini tia tive. In his
ChessBase an no ta tions, grand mas ter
Michal Krasenkow gives a thor ough
anal y sis af ter the cor rect move 10.a4!.
In a pre vi ous anal y sis of the game, I
gave the vari a tion 10.Àf3?! Ãg4?
11.Ãd3 Ãxf3 12.©xf3 c6  13.0-0
Ãxc3 14.bxc3 cxd5 15.Õab1 with a
very dan ger ous ini tia tive. How ever,
Black is n’t forced to give up his
light-squared bishop. The sig nif i -
cantly stron ger 10...c6! leads to ap -
prox i mate equal ity af ter 11.dxc6
Àxc6 12.Ãb5 Ãg4  13.0-0 Àd4!
14.Ãxd4 Ãxf3 15.©xf3 ©xd4+.
Thus, Krasenkow was ab so lutely cor -
rect. 
The main idea of 10.a4 is to threaten
the un pleas ant a4-a5, hor ri bly mis plac -

ing Black’s pieces. There fore, Black has a 
di lemma: he can al low a4-a5, or try to
make use of White’s risky pawn play.
Again, he has many op tions, but we’ll
ex am ine his best op tion. 
10...e5! It is ab so lutely cru cial for Black
to fight for the ini tia tive. In the stem
game of this vari a tion, Gheorghiu-
 Ftacnik, Black achieved easy equal ity af -
ter 11.fxe5 Ãxe5 12.Àf3 Ãg4!
(Ftacnik even gives 12...Ãxc3+
13.bxc3 Õe8 14.©d4 f5! as better for
Black) 13.©d2 Ãxf3 14.gxf3 c6! 15.a5 
Àc8 16.Ãc4?! (this move ap pears to
waste a tempo. Af ter Black’s next move,
White will find him self in a dan ger ous
po si tion. Better and safer is 16.Ãd4,
with ap prox i mate equal ity) 16...Àd6!
17.Ãb3 Àd7â and Gheorghiu re al ized
that he was in trou ble. Ftacnik mas ter -
fully con verted his ad van tage into a
bril liant win. 
White’s best re ply, how ever, is 11.a5!,
when his de vel op ment ad van tage gives
him a nag ging ini tia tive. 
There fore, the ac tive 10.a4 would have
lead to a po si tion which was cer tainly
better for White. I’m not sure what
McShane in tended to play in re sponse
to 10.a4.

10. ... Ãg7-h6!

The most am bi tious and best op tion, al -
though the line 10...Ãxd4 11.©xd4 c6 
should also give Black equal ity.

11. ©d1-f3 c7-c6
12. h2-h4?!

Kortchnoi de cides to take dras tic mea -
sures in or der to re fute McShane’s play,
but this is met by a stun ning re ply. In -
stead, it was still not too late to con sol i -
date his pieces by means of the sim ple

Chap ter  4: Po s i  t ional  Sac r i  f ice

123



12.Õd1, af ter which the po si ti o n would 
be about equal.

12. ... c6xd5
13. e4xd5

TsLd.tM_
jJ_.jJ_J
.s._._Jl
_._I_._.
._.b.i.i
_.n._Q_.
Ii._._I_
r._.kBnR

TsLd.tM_
jJ_.jJ_J
.s._._Jl
_._I_._.
._.b.i.i
_.n._Q_.
Ii._._I_
r._.kBnR

Now it’s not clear how Black can stop
the ex tremely un pleas ant h4-h5. Let’s
try to re con struct McShane’s train of
thought here: 
“What a di sas ter! My op po nent is threat en -
ing 14.h5, when I un doubt edly have no de -
fense to the im pend ing vo ra cious at tack. Of
course, moves like 13...Õe8 do noth ing. What 
about 13...Àc6? Oh, it also seems to fail af ter 
the in ter me di ate 14.Ãxb6. What else can I
do? Since my op po nent is mov ing his pawns
and not de vel op ing many pieces, maybe there 
is some strike in the cen ter. I only have my
e-pawn, so the only moves seem to be 13...e6
and 13...e5. 13...e6 seems to be slow, so why
not 13...e5, forc ing White to make an other
move with his bishop and open ing up the
e-file and c8-h3 di ag o nal for my bishop?” 
Once you un der stand the es sence of the 
po si tion, the fol low ing move co mes as
no big sur prise:

13. ... e7-e5!!

This is sim ply one of the best moves I
have ever seen played in the ope ning.
Sud denly, White’s weak nesses be come
ex posed! No tice that this sac ri fice is by
all means po si tional: Black sac ri fices a

pawn in or der to fin ish his de vel op -
ment with tempo and to ex pose
White’s hid den weak nesses. Kortchnoi,
how ever, is not thrown off:

14. Ãd4xe5!

In stead, 14.fxe5? lost to 14...Àc6!
15.Ãxb6 ©xb6 16.dxc6 ©xb2, and
 after 17.Õd1 Ãg4! White is mated
(Krasenkow).

14. ... Àb8-d7

De vel op ing the knight and stop ping
15. 0-0-0, since af ter 15...Àxe5 the
f-pawn will be pinned.

15. Ãe5-d4 Àd7-f6

As a re sult of the sac ri fice, all of Black’s
pieces work to gether har mo ni ously.
Also, it be comes clear that the g4-
 square is ir re vo ca bly weak ened (pawns
don’t move back wards!).

 16. 0-0-0

T_Ld.tM_
jJ_._J_J
.s._.sJl
_._I_._.
._.b.i.i
_.n._Q_.
Ii._._I_
_.kR_BnR

T_Ld.tM_
jJ_._J_J
.s._.sJl
_._I_._.
._.b.i.i
_.n._Q_.
Ii._._I_
_.kR_BnR

Ex ploit ing a nice tac ti cal mo tif;
16...Ãg4 fails to 17.Ãxf6. Still, White’s 
po si tion is at risk of com plete col laps e.
There are three main rea sons for this:
 A. The po si ti o n of White’s king is
very pre car i ous. Af ter a fu ture ...Ãf5, it
may be in dire straits;
 B. The hole on g4 is a cru cial fac tor in 
the as sess ment of the po si ti o n. White
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will con stantly have to be on the look -
out for ...Ãg4;
 C. White’s pieces are still not fully de -
vel oped. By the time he mo bi lizes
them, Black will al ready be pre pared to
start a di rect as sault on the king.
Kortchnoi per fectly un der stands this,
and im me di ately starts tak ing emer -
gency pre cau tions.

16. ... ©d8-d6

Block ad ing the d5 pawn and si mul ta -
neously co or di nat ing his rooks. It’s in -
ter est ing to note that in good po si tions,
it’s very easy to make a move that
achieves many aims at once. Kortchnoi,
though prob a bly shocked by the sud den
course of events, still does n’t give in.

17. Ãd4xf6 ©d6xf6!

Ev ery move is played with great ac cu -
racy. In stead, the at trac tive 17...Ãxf4+
18.®b1 ©xf6 would have lead only to
ap prox i mate equal ity af ter 19.Ãd3
Ãe5 (19...Ãf5 20.Àge2 Ãxd3+
21.Õxd3 Ãe5 22.©xf6 Ãxf6 23.Àe4)
20.©xf6 Ãxf6 and now:
  A) 21.Àe4?! Ãg7 22.Àd6 Àxd5
gives Black an edge;
 B) 21.Àge2! Ãg4 22.Àe4 Ãe5
23.Àf2 leads to ap prox i mate equal ity.

18. g2-g3 Ãh6-g7

T_L_.tM_
jJ_._JlJ
.s._.dJ_
_._I_._.
._._.i.i
_.n._Qi.
Ii._._._
_.kR_BnR

T_L_.tM_
jJ_._JlJ
.s._.dJ_
_._I_._.
._._.i.i
_.n._Qi.
Ii._._._
_.kR_BnR

As if build ing a killer bat tery (g7+f6)
was not enough, Black also threat ens
the dan ger ous 19...h5 fol lowed by
20...Ãg4. Al though White’s po si tion
is n’t crit i cal yet, he has to play very
care fully in or der to sur vive. 
Now, White has a very im por tant di -
lemma. He can ei ther stop 19...h5 by
play ing 19.h5 him self, or ig nore the
threat and play Ãh3 af ter Black plays
...h5. Kortchnoi plays:

19. Õh1-h2?

A very strange move. I’m very sur prised 
that Kortchnoi did n’t choose the nat u ral 
and cor rect 19.h5!. Tak ing the vari a tion 
a bit fur ther, Black’s best bet is to ob tain 
a quick coun ter at tack af ter 19...Ãd7
20.hxg6 hxg6 21.Ãh3 Ãxh3 22.Õxh3
Àc4!, when, de spite Deep Fritz 10’s eval -
u a tion of “clearly better for White,” I’m 
pretty sure that most play ers would pre -
fer to be Black here. Also good is
19...©d6!? 20.Àge2 ©c5 21.®b1
Àc4 with a strong coun ter at tack. Over -
all, White cer tainly was n’t better af ter
19.h5, but at least the po si tion would
have been dou ble-edged and not clearly 
in Black’s fa vor.

19. ... h7-h5
20. Ãf1-h3

This is the only move, as 20.Ãe2 Ãg4!
(20...Ãf5!?) 21.©d3 Ãf5 22.©d2
Õac8 23.Àf3 Àxd5! 24.©xd5 Õxc3+
loses quickly.

20. ... Àb6-c4

This was McShane’s in ten tion when
play ing 19...h5. Now, the pres sure on
b2 is very strong, and Black needs only
a few moves in or der to build up a de ci -
sive at tack. How ever, White, in the lit tle
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time he has, builds a very strong de fen -
sive co coon around his king, which
proves to be sur pris ingly tough to
crack.

21. ®c1-b1

T_L_.tM_
jJ_._Jl.
._._.dJ_
_._I_._J
._S_.i.i
_.n._QiB
Ii._._.r
_K_R_.n.

T_L_.tM_
jJ_._Jl.
._._.dJ_
_._I_._J
._S_.i.i
_.n._QiB
Ii._._.r
_K_R_.n.

21. ... Õf8-e8

When I came across this game, the first
thing that came to my mind was the
move 21...Àxb2!?, which, sur pris ingly, 
all of the com men ta tors (McShane,
Rowson, Krasenkow) fail to men tion.
Ob vi ously, McShane’s move was no
worse, but 21...Àxb2 cer tainly de serves 
at ten tion. It does n’t take long to see that 
both of White’s op tions lead to a bad
position:
 A) 22.®xb2?! ©b6+ 23.®c1 Ãxc3!
24.©xc3 Ãxh3 is hor ri ble for White,
as 25.Õxh3 or 25.Àxh3 both fail to
25...Õac8, win ning the queen;
 B) 22.Õxb2! is much better, al though 
the po si ti o n af ter 22...Ãxh3 (not
22...Ãg4?!, which was rec om mended
in my pre vi ous anal y sis of the game,
since the po si ti o n af ter 23.Ãxg4 hxg4
24.©d3 ©xc3 25.©xc3 Ãxc3
26.Õxb7 is com pletely un clear)
23.Àxh3 ©f5+ 24.Õc2 Õac8! 25.Õd3
©xh3 is with out doubt ex cel lent for
Black. White’s king is very weak, while
his pawn struc ture is in ruins.

22. ©f3-d3 ©f6-a6

The am bi tious 22...b5?! looks in ter est -
ing, but gives White a chance to bail
out with 23.d6 Ãxh3 24.Àxh3 Õad8
25.d7 Õe3 26.Àd5! ©xb2+ 27.Õxb2
Õxd3 28.Õxd3 Àxb2 29.Õd2 Àc4
with a rep e ti tion of moves. McShane
ob vi ously wanted more than a draw.

23. Ãh3xc8

This is the only move, as play ing
23.Ãf1 fails to 23...Ãf5, win ning the
queen.

23. ... Õa8xc8

The in ter mezzo move 23...Õe3? failed
to 24.Ãxb7! ©xb7 25.©xc4 Õxc3
26.©e4 Õxg3 27.Àf3, and it is White
who has an edge.

24. Õh2-e2

This should have lost quickly, but one
can’t rec om mend any thing better. The
only other vi a ble move is 24.Àge2, but
Black wins quickly with 24...©b6 and
following 25...©b4 White’s po si ti o n
col lapses like a house of cards.

24. ... Õe8xe2
25. Àg1xe2 ©a6-b6

Now, b2 is weak ened and the g7 bishop 
starts sink ing its teeth into the c3
knight. White does n’t have time to con -
sol i date be cause Black makes threats on
ev ery move!

26. b2-b3 Àc4-a3+
27. ®b1-b2 Àa3-b5
28. Õd1-c1 ©b6-c5
29. d5-d6!?

This is White’s only chance, al though
he is al ready lost. Other moves lost to
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sim pler ref u ta tions, al though I found
the vari a tion 29.®b1 Àa3+
(29...Àxc3+!?) 30.®b2 Õe8 31.d6
Àb5 rather amus ing. 

._T_._M_
jJ_._Jl.
._.i._J_
_Sd._._J
._._.i.i
_InQ_.i.
Ik._N_._
_.r._._.

._T_._M_
jJ_._Jl.
._.i._J_
_Sd._._J
._._.i.i
_InQ_.i.
Ik._N_._
_.r._._.

McShane, who so far has played the
game bril liantly, now misses an ex -
tremely sim ple win ning tac tic and
plays:

29. ... Àb5xc3?

It’s amaz ing that McShane missed not
one but two forced wins, which were
not at all hard to cal cu late:
 A) 29...©a3+ 30.®b1 Àxc3+
31.Õxc3 Ãxc3 32.Àxc3 ©c5;
 B) 29...Õe8 30.d7 Õxe2+ 31.©xe2
Ãxc3+ 32.®c2 Àa3+, mat ing in two
moves. Af ter McShane’s lapse,
Kortchnoi gets a chance to con sol i date,
and un for tu nately, McShane will have to 
con vert his ad van tage all over again.

30. Àe2xc3 Õc8-d8
31. d6-d7 ©c5-c6

Black still has a big ad van tage, but the
game is pro longed for an other 25
moves. This game was, in grandmaster
Andy Soltis’s words, “A Botched Bril -
liancy.”

32. ®b2-b1 Õd8xd7
33. ©d3-e4

._._._M_
jJ_T_Jl.
._D_._J_
_._._._J
._._Qi.i
_In._.i.
I_._._._
_Kr._._.

._._._M_
jJ_T_Jl.
._D_._J_
_._._._J
._._Qi.i
_In._.i.
I_._._._
_Kr._._.

33. ... Õd7-c7!

McShane is n’t de mor al ized by his slip
and again makes an ex cep tion ally
strong move. Krasenkow cor rectly men -
tions that in stead, the tempt ing
33...©d6 would have lead to a per pet -
ual af ter 34.Õd1 ©f6 35.©e8+ ®h7
36.©xd7 ©xc3 37.Õd2 ©a1+ 38.®c2 
©xa2+ 39.®d1 ©xb3+ 40.®e2
©xg3 41.©xf7. The end game will be
lost for White due to the chronic weak -
ness of the f4-g3-h4 pawn structure.

34. ©e4xc6 Õc7xc6
35. Àc3-d5 Õc6xc1+
36. ®b1xc1 Ãg7-d4!

Al though Kortchnoi has de fended
against the at tack, the end ing is com -
pletely hope less. Black will cen tral ize
his king, and the at tack on both flanks
will prove deadly for White. 
Kortchnoi tries hard to find counter -
chances, but in such po si tions, the tan -
dem of King with long-range Bishop is
prac ti cally al ways su pe rior to the King
+ Knight tandem.

37. ®c1-d2 ®g8-f8
38. Àd5-e3 ®f8-e7
39. ®d2-d3 Ãd4-c5
40. ®d3-e4 ®e7-f6
41. Àe3-c4 ®f6-e6
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Black has cen tral ized his king, and it be -
comes clear that White can not de fend
both flanks at once.

42. Àc4-a5 f7-f5+
43. ®e4-f3 b7-b5
44. Àa5-c6

._._._._
j._._._.
._N_M_J_
_Jl._J_J
._._.i.i
_I_._Ki.
I_._._._
_._._._.

._._._._
j._._._.
._N_M_J_
_Jl._J_J
._._.i.i
_I_._Ki.
I_._._._
_._._._.

44. ... ®e6-d5!
45. Àc6-e5 ®d5-d4
46. Àe5xg6 ®d4-c3
47. Àg6-e5 a7-a5
48. ®f3-e2 Ãc5-b6
49. Àe5-c6 ®c3-b2
50. b3-b4 a5-a4
51. ®e2-d3 ®b2xa2
52. ®d3-c2 ®a2-a3
53. Àc6-e7 ®a3xb4
54. Àe7xf5 a4-a3
55. g3-g4 h5xg4
56. h4-h5 g4-g3

White re signed.

Let’s quickly sum ma rize the most im por tant points we have learned from this
game:

A. Usu ally, in dy namic ope nings such as the Grünfeld, mak ing a lot of
moves with one piece is not a good idea (McShane’s ...Àc6 – ...Àb8
gave Kortchnoi a rather un pleas ant ini tia tive).

B. When you are un der an ope ning at tack but your op po nent has not yet
de vel oped most of his pieces, look for blows in the cen ter that will
open up files and di ag o nals for your pieces and dis rupt the co or di na -
tion of your op po nent’s.

C. When ever your op po nent is hang ing on the prec i pice, look for fin -
ish ing blows. If you pro cras ti nate with the de ci sive in va sion, your
op po nent may of ten have time to con sol i date his po si ti o n (in this
par tic u lar end game, Black was still win ning, but in other cases the
de fend ing side might man age to es cape into a drawn or even better
end game).

D. Usu ally, in knight vs. bishop endgames with pawns on both flanks, the
knight has a very hard time since it can not de fend both flanks at the
same time, while the bishop can at tack them si mul ta neously.

In the next game, White pro duces an in cred i ble piece sac ri fice out of the blue, and
the only thing he will seem to get is a space ad van tage!
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