
(The annotations to this game, by Viktor Korchnoi, are from Shakhmaty v SSSR (№ 3, 1969).  The 

translation from the original Russian is by Douglas Griffin. 

 

Translator’s note: The game was of great importance in deciding the eventual destination of 1st place.  

With 4 out of 17 rounds remaining, the standings at the head of the tournament table were: 

1. Korchnoi 11/13 

2–3. Larsen, Spassky 10 

4. Petrosian 9, etc. 

By defeating Larsen and Spassky in successive rounds, Korchnoi guaranteed himself victory in the 

tournament.) 

 

Larsen – Korchnoi 

14th round, Palma de Mallorca, 10th December 1968 

 
1.c4 c5 2.Nc3 Nf6 3.Nf3 d5 4.cxd5 Nxd5 5.e3 e6 6.d4 Nc6 7.Bd3 Be7 8.0–0 0–0 9.a3 

In the events of recent years this position has often been encountered.  Together with 9.a3, 

9.Re1 is also employed.  In reply Black usually plays 9...cxd4 10.exd4 Bf6, 10...Bd7 or even 

10...Qd6 (Spassky-Korchnoi, 9th match-game, Candidates' Semi-final, Kiev 1968).  Deserving 

attention too is 9...b6, which has been employed by Tal. 

 

But on this occasion, out of fear of running into Larsen's home preparation, I decided to get away 

from well-known paths, and chose a relatively rare continuation. 

 

9...Nxc3 

Reinforcing the opponent's pawn centre appears risky.  There is one consolation: after such a 

turn of events the move a2–a3 proves to be purely a waste of time. 

 

10.bxc3 Bf6 

It is essential to slow down the movement of the opponent's central pawns. 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+lwq-trk+0 
7zpp+-+pzpp0 
6-+n+pvl-+0 
5+-zp-+-+-0 
4-+-zP-+-+0 
3zP-zPLzPN+-0 
2-+-+-zPPzP0 
1tR-vLQ+RmK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 



11.Rb1 

A doubtful move.  Larsen refrains from carrying out the most consistent plan - 11.Bb2 with the 

idea of withdrawing the bishop from d3 and playing e3–e4.  But his idea is hardly a good one.  It 

seems to me that strong was 11.a4 Re8 12.Ba3 cxd4 13.cxd4 e5 14.d5 e4 15.Bxe4 Rxe4 16.dxc6 

with advantage for White.  Serious attention is also merited by 12.Be4!. 

 

11...g6 12.Be4 

Already now on 12.a4, 12...e5 is possible.  If 13.Ba3, then 13...Re8 with equality.  However, 

instead of 13.Ba3 White can fight for an advantage: 13.dxc5 Qd5 14.Qc2 Qxc5 15.Nd2, etc. 

 

12...Qc7 13.a4 b6  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+l+-trk+0 
7zp-wq-+p+p0 
6-zpn+pvlp+0 
5+-zp-+-+-0 
4P+-zPL+-+0 
3+-zP-zPN+-0 
2-+-+-zPPzP0 
1+RvLQ+RmK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
14.a5 

I think that at this moment Larsen lost his final chance to retain an opening edge. After 14.Qe2 , 

preventing the development of the bishop at a6, Black was still faced with having to solve serious 

problems.  At the board, I recall, I intended to place the bishop at d7, and then the rooks at c8 and 

d8. 

 

Believing that after 14.a5 the position will be simplified, I offered my opponent a draw, but he 

replied with such a categorical refusal that I sensed: there would be no draw! 

 

14...Ba6 15.axb6 

On 15.Re1 White feared the reply 15...b5, but without sufficient justification.  For example, the 

variation 15.Re1 b5 16.Ba3 Be7 17.Bxc5 Bxc5 18.dxc5 Rad8 19.Qb3 Nxa5 20.Qa3 is clearly in his 

favour. 

 

15...axb6 16.Re1 Ra7?! 

While the opponent was thinking over his move, 'from the side' I assessed this rook manoeuvre as 

extravagant and double-edged.  But after the game I changed my opinion - it is bad.  More 

natural, of course, is 16...Rab8, ridding the queen of the necessity of defending the b6–pawn.  



17.Qa4 is not dangerous in view of 17...Na5 18.dxc5 bxc5 19.Ra1 Bxc3 20.Bd2 Bb5. 

 

Although the move 16...Ra7 is aggressive - the rook, in some cases, will penetrate to a2! - with 

correct play by White this intention would hardly have been realised. 

 

17.h4 

After the game, Larsen expressed the opinion that the root cause of his defeat was the advance of 

the h-pawn - h2–h4–h5, which led to the loss of two tempi.  Indeed, the manoeuvre Nf3–d2–b3, 

and the simple 17.Bd3, led to an approximately balanced situation. 

 

17...Na5 

More exact is 17...Rd8. 

 

18.h5 

Here after 18.Bd3 White still retained the better chances. 

 

18...Rd8 19.Nd2 Bg7 20.hxg6 hxg6 21.Qf3 

I considered 21.Qg4 to be stronger, threatening in some cases Bxg6, and only on 21...Bc8 - 

22.Qf3 ( 21...f5 22.Qxg6 fxe4 23.Qxe6+ I did not even want to examine). 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+-tr-+k+0 
7tr-wq-+pvl-0 
6lzp-+p+p+0 
5sn-zp-+-+-0 
4-+-zPL+-+0 
3+-zP-zPQ+-0 
2-+-sN-zPP+0 
1+RvL-tR-mK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
21...Nc4? 

Usually in such situations Black plays 21...e5.  The undermining of the centre makes White's 

situation critical.  I did not like the variation 22.d5 f5 23.Bc2 e4 24.Nxe4 fxe4 25.Qxe4.  

Probably, Black has the better game, but there are too many adventures for the decisive game of the 

tournament!  On 21...e5 I also examined 22.Qg3!.  Due to the weakness of the b6–pawn (the 

rook, after all, is at a7!) Black cannot achieve anything real 

 

After the move played in the game the knight is directed at d6, in order to increase the pressure in 

the centre.  However, it passes through a 'capture' square, and therefore correct, naturally, was 

21...Nb7 with a clear advantage for Black. 



 

22.Nxc4 Bxc4 23.Rd1 b5  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+-tr-+k+0 
7tr-wq-+pvl-0 
6-+-+p+p+0 
5+pzp-+-+-0 
4-+lzPL+-+0 
3+-zP-zPQ+-0 
2-+-+-zPP+0 
1+RvLR+-mK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
24.Bd2? 

Just how strong is 'strategic prejudice'!  After all, it is considered that "if your pawns are on dark 

squares, do not exchange your light-squared bishop!".  And the whole game, despite the limited 

choice of possibilities, Larsen avoids this exchange.  Even now, when the rejection of the move 

24.Bd3 is equivalent to a gross blunder: on the following move White does not have even a slightly 

satisfactory continuation! 

 

After the correct 24.Bd3 cxd4 25.exd4 Black's advantage was more theoretical than real. 

 

24...Ra2 25.Bc6 Qa5 26.Qg4 

Was the desperate push 26.e4 possible?  In the case of 26...cxd4 27.Bg5 Rc8 28.Rxd4! many 

White pieces are attacked, but it is not completely clear how Black achieves an advantage. 

 

'Just in case', I had prepared a simpler variation: 26.e4 cxd4 27.Bg5 Be2 28.Bxd8 Qxd8 29.Qg3 

Bxd1 30.Rxd1 Qc8 31.Bxb5 dxc3 with an extra pawn. 

 

26...Bd3 

Also now it was possible to take twice at d4.  However, the bishop manoeuvre creates a 

favourable situation for the win of material. 

 

27.Rbc1 Bc2 28.Re1 

In the case of 28.Rf1 the exchange at d4 did not give an advantage.  Correct was 28...Bf5, for 

example, 29.Qg5 f6 30.Qg3 Rxd2 31.e4 Qb6, or 28...Bf5 29.Qe2 cxd4 30.e4 dxc3 with a clear 

advantage. 

 

28...cxd4 29.exd4 Bxd4 30.Qg5 

In the case of 30.Bg5, as in the game, the capture at f2 decides.  However, the main variation 



that I had intended was 30.cxd4 Qxd2 31.Bxb5 (or 31.Qe2 Bd3!) 31...Bd3 32.Bxd3 Qxf2+ 33.Kh2 

Kg7, and 'Black wins'.  In fact, after 34.Bxg6! it is not Black, but White who wins (34...fxg6 

35.Rc7+).  This means that on 31.Bxb5 Black must play 31...Rxd4 with good winning chances.  

Also interesting is the suggestion of D. Bronstein, 31...Bd1?!. 
IIIIIIIIY 
8-+-tr-+k+0 
7+-+-+p+-0 
6-+L+p+p+0 
5wqp+-+-wQ-0 
4-+-vl-+-+0 
3+-zP-+-+-0 
2r+lvL-zPP+0 
1+-tR-tR-mK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
30...Bxf2+! 31.Kxf2 Rxd2+ 32.Kg1 

If 32.Qxd2, then 32...Be4! 

 

32...Qxc3 33.Qxb5 Qd4+ 34.Kh1 Qh4+ 35.Kg1 Be4 

Also decisive is 35...Qf2+ 36.Kh1 Rd4, but Black was clearly not indifferent to the theme of 

interference... 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+-+-+k+0 
7+-+-+p+-0 
6-+L+p+p+0 
5+Q+-+-+-0 
4-+-+l+-wq0 
3+-+-+-+-0 
2r+-tr-+P+0 
1+-tR-tR-mK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
36.Qb8+ Kh7 37.Bxe4 Rxg2+ 38.Bxg2 Qf2+ 39.Kh2 Qxg2# 

 

(Translator’s note: An editorial comment points out that this game was awarded a special prize 

'For Beauty’.) 


