
(The annotations to this game, by S. A. Furman and V. L. Korchnoi, are from '64' (№ 41, 1971).  

The translation from the original Russian is by Douglas Griffin.) 

 

Fischer – Petrosian 

1st match-game, Candidates’ Final, Buenos Aires, 30th September 1971 

 
1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 4.Nxd4 Nc6 5.Nb5 d6 6.Bf4 e5 7.Be3 Nf6 8.Bg5 

This variation, which Fischer has a liking for, has already brought him several important victories, 

in particular in the match v. Taimanov in the 2nd and 6th games.  We note that if, to prevent the 

dangerous pin on the f6–knight Black plays first 7...a6, then after 8.N5c3 Nf6 9.Bc4 Be7 10.Nd5 

White has a small but stable advantage (Bronstein-Furman, Tallinn 1971). 

 

8...Be6 

This is stronger than 8...Qa5+ 9.Qd2 Nxe4 10.Qxa5 Nxa5 11.Be3 (Fischer-Taimanov, 2nd 

match-game) or 8...a6 9.Bxf6 gxf6 10.N5c3 f5 11.Qh5. 

 

9.N1c3 a6 10.Bxf6 gxf6 11.Na3  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+-wqkvl-tr0 
7+p+-+p+p0 
6p+nzplzp-+0 
5+-+-zp-+-0 
4-+-+P+-+0 
3sN-sN-+-+-0 
2PzPP+-zPPzP0 
1tR-+QmKL+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
11...d5! 

In our view this move, which had not been previously played, changes the assessment of the 

entire variation.  It had been analysed by Petrosian long before the match and then, a month ago, 

the decision was taken to employ this variation in one of the very first games of the match.  The 

decision to do so was correct, the more so given the appearance, on the eve of the match, of an issue 

of the Riga magazine Shakhmaty in which the master Vītoliņš mentions the move 11...d5 as meriting 

attention. 

 

12.exd5 

Also after 12.Nxd5 Bxa3 13.bxa3 Qa5+ 14.Qd2 Qxd2+ 15.Kxd2 0–0–0 followed by 16...f5 

Black has no difficulties. 

 



12...Bxa3 13.bxa3 Qa5 14.Qd2 0–0–0 15.Bc4 Rhg8 

For the sacrificed pawn Black has a great advantage in development; White's defence involves no 

little difficulty since the natural 16.0–0 will not do in view of 16...Bh3. 

 

16.Rd1! 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+ktr-+r+0 
7+p+-+p+p0 
6p+n+lzp-+0 
5wq-+Pzp-+-0 
4-+L+-+-+0 
3zP-sN-+-+-0 
2P+PwQ-zPPzP0 
1+-+RmK-+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
16...Bf5 

Having seemingly been in a fighting mood at the start of the game, from this point Petrosian 

decided to play for a draw. 

 

Clearly, no good is 16...Rg4 17.Bb3? Rd4 18.Qe3 Bxd5 on account of 17.Bd3 and in order to 

save the piece Black has to give up the exchange - 17...Rxd5 18.Nxd5 Qxd5 19.f3, without sufficient 

compensation. 

 

It is difficult to explain why the ex-World Champion refrained from the obvious 16...Rxg2.  In 

this case failing to bring White success is the attempt to win a piece with 17.Qe3 Nd4 18.Kf1 Nxc2 

19.Qf3 (19.Qd3 Rg4; 19.Qd2 Bh3) 19...Rxf2+! with a winning attack for Black, while on 17.Ne4 

possible was the cold-blooded 17...Rg6, for example 18.Qxa5 Nxa5 19.dxe6 Nxc4 20.exf7 Rf8 

21.Rd5 b6, and the outwardly more active 17...Bg4 (18.Qxa5 Nxa5 19.Be2 Bxe2 20.Kxe2 Rg6 

21.Ng3 Nc4), in both cases with approximately level chances in the endgame. 

 

Finally, after 16...Rxg2 17.Ne4, the move 17...Qb6!? was suggested after the game by Petrosian's 

trainers.  18...Bg4 or 18...Nd4 are threatened, and therefore the move 18.Qe3 is forced and, since 

after 18...Nd4 19.Kf1 Black has to give up material without sufficient compensation, for example, 

19...Bg4 20.Kxg2 Bf3+ 21.Qxf3 Nxf3 22.Kxf3 f5 23.Nd2!, an endgame once again arises - 

18...Qxe3+ 19.fxe3 Bg4! 20.Rc1! Bf3 21.Nxf6 Ne7! with the threats of ...e5–e4, ...Rg6, ...Rd6 - 

White, despite the material advantage, is faced with a struggle for a draw. 

 

We note that also deserving attention is the manoeuvre 16...Bg4 17.f3 Bf5, preventing both 

White's castling and the attempt to exchange light-squared bishops with 18.Bd3.  Probably, White 



would have defended with 18.Ne4 Rxg2 19.Qxa5 Nxa5 20.Bd3 Rxd5 21.Nxf6 - after 21...Bxd3 

22.Nxd5 Re2+ a draw is obtained, but Black could without great risk play for a win: 21...Rxd3! 

22.cxd3 Rxa2 etc. 

 

(Translator’s note: The present game is examined in great detail by Jan Timman in his book The 

Art of Chess Analysis (R.H.M. Press, 1980).  He points out that on 16...Rxg2 17.Qe3 Nd4 18.Kf1 

there is the continuation 18...Bg4!, which he analyses to a win; the main variation is 19.Kxg2 Bf3+ 

20.Kh3 Qc7! 21.Rxd4 Qd7+ 22.Kg3 (22.Kh4 Qf5) 22...Bxh1, etc.  He therefore considers that 

17.Ne4 is forced, but that even here after 17...Qb6 18.Qe3 (18.Qc3 Bf5) 18...Qxe3+ 19.fxe3 Bg4 

followed by 20...Bf3 gives Black a decisive endgame advantage.  In general, he considers the 

position after 16...Rxg2 to be winning for Black.) 

 

17.Bd3 Bxd3 

The move 17...Nd4 would have led, via a transposition of moves, to the position in the game - 

18.Bxf5+ Nxf5 19.Qd3 Nd4, since 19...Nh4 20.g3 e4 21.Qc4+ Kb8 22.Qb4! is hardly favourable 

for Black (22...Qxb4 23.axb4 Rc8 24.Nxe4 Rge8 25.gxh4 Rxe4+ 26.Kd2). 

 

18.Qxd3 Nd4 19.0–0 Kb8 20.Kh1 

20...Qxc3 was threatened. 

 

20...Qxa3 

The other possibility 20...Rc8 21.Ne4 Qxd5 22.c3 f5 23.Ng3 f4 24.cxd4 fxg3 25.fxg3 e4 26.Qb3 

or 25...exd4 26.Qxh7 also fails to secure genuine equality - after all, White has an extra pawn... 

 

21.f4 Rc8 22.Ne4  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-mkr+-+r+0 
7+p+-+p+p0 
6p+-+-zp-+0 
5+-+Pzp-+-0 
4-+-snNzP-+0 
3wq-+Q+-+-0 
2P+P+-+PzP0 
1+-+R+R+K0 
xabcdefghy 

 
22...Qxd3 

Initially it seemed to us that stronger was 22...Qxa2; in the case of 23.Nxf6 Black with the 

unexpected 23...Rxg2! seizes the initiative and forces the opponent to make a draw (24.Nd7+ Ka7 

25.fxe5 Rcxc2 26.Qxd4+ Ka8 27.Nb6+ ), but White would have played 23.Rd2! Rxc2 24.Rxc2 



Nxc2 25.Qe2!; despite the material advantage, it is difficult for Black to defend - the passed d-pawn 

is very strong, while the f6–pawn is lost. 

 

23.cxd3 Rc2 24.Rd2! 

Black's actively-placed rook must be exchanged, otherwise after 24.g3 Rxa2 25.Nxf6 Rc8! it 

would have been united with the other one. 

 

24...Rxd2 25.Nxd2  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-mk-+-+r+0 
7+p+-+p+p0 
6p+-+-zp-+0 
5+-+Pzp-+-0 
4-+-sn-zP-+0 
3+-+P+-+-0 
2P+-sN-+PzP0 
1+-+-+R+K0 
xabcdefghy 

 
The position has been simplified; the mutual pawn weaknesses, it seems, testify to the complete 

equalisation of the chances and a rapid draw. 

 

But the first impression is deceptive - White is first to proceed with an attack on the opponent's 

weaknesses on the king's flank.  On 25...Rd8 unpleasant is 26.fxe5, as is 26.Ne4, in both cases 

winning material; on 25...Re8 with the idea after 26.Ne4 of playing 26...exf4 27.Nxf6 Re2 28.Nxh7 

f3! 29.gxf3 Rxa2, and the black pieces display great activity, strong is 26.f5 followed by 27.Ne4. 

 

25...f5! 

A difficult move, unquestionably the best in this position. 

 

26.fxe5 Re8 27.Re1 

Bad, of course, is 27.Nc4? b5 and Black, regaining the pawn, gains the advantage. 

 

27...Nc2 28.Re2 Nd4 29.Re3 Nc2 

Here Petrosian offered a draw - as the course of the game shows, prematurely - to achieve equality 

accurate play is still required of Black. 

 

30.Rh3 Rxe5 31.Nf3 Rxd5 32.Rxh7 Rxd3 

(Translator’s note: Timman considers that the text move is possibly a decisive mistake, and that 

Black should instead mobilise his queen-side pawns with 32...b5.  He cites a possible variation: 



33.h4 a5 34.h5 b4 35.Rxf7 a4 36.h6 Rd6 37.h7 Rh6+ 38.Kg1 b3 39.axb3 a3, and White is forced 

to repeat moves.) 

 

33.h4 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-mk-+-+-+0 
7+p+-+p+R0 
6p+-+-+-+0 
5+-+-+p+-0 
4-+-+-+-zP0 
3+-+r+N+-0 
2P+n+-+P+0 
1+-+-+-+K0 
xabcdefghy 

 
33...Ne3? 

In a relatively simple position Petrosian, experiencing a shortage of time for thought, 

under-estimates the danger of the passed h-pawn and loses quickly.  After 33...Nd4 the game would 

have ended in a draw - 34.Ne5 Re3 35.Nxf7 f4 36.h5 f3 37.gxf3 Nxf3 38.Kg2 Nh4+ 39.Kf2 Rf3+ 

40.Ke2 Rf6 41.h6 Nf5, and White cannot strengthen his position. 

 

The exchange at d4 - 33...Nd4 34.Nxd4 Rxd4 35.Kh2 is also insufficient for the win, for 

example, 35...f6 36.Kg3 (36.Kh3 Rd3+ 37.g3 f4) 36...Rg4+ 37.Kf3 Rg6, and a draw is not far off.  

 

(Translator’s note: After 33...Nd4 Timman considers that White should instead play 34.Ng5! 

(which was apparently indicated by Kholmov) after 34...f6 35.Nh3 Black's f-pawns get in the way of 

his pieces.) 

 

34.Rxf7 Rd1+ 

This check too is inaccurate.  Deserving attention is 34...Kc8, in order on 35.h5 to continue 

35...Rd1+ 36.Kh2 Rd7!, aiming at the exchange of rooks.  The tactical basis for the possibility of 

the exchange is the fact that with the position of the king at h2 there is not the move h5–h6 on 

account of ...Ng4+; by winning a tempo Black is in time to bring his king within the 'square' of the 

pawn, and he has good chances of salvation. 

 

(Translator’s note: - Timman considers that after 34...Kc8 35.h5 Rd1+ 36.Kh2 Rd7 37.Rf8+ Rd8 

(37...Kc7 38.Kg3) 38.Rxd8+ Kxd8 39.Kg3 “White keeps matters firmly under control”. 

Interestingly, grandmaster Aleksei Suetin - who together with Yuri Averbakh was Petrosian's 

second in Buenos Aires - annotating the present game in Shakhmaty v SSSR (№ 1, 1971) considered 

that Black should have instead continued 34...Rd6! followed by ...a6-a5 and ...b7-b5, creating a 



passed pawn on the queen's flank, "which should have given Black a draw.") 

 

35.Kh2 Ra1? 

It was still not too late to play 35...Kc8. 

 

36.h5 f4? 

A crude time-trouble blunder.  After 36...Rxa2 37.Kh3 Ra1 or 37.Rg7 Ng4+ White would still 

have had to work quite hard in order to win. 

 

Now the struggle is concluded within a few moves. 

 

37.Rxf4 Rxa2 38.Re4 Nxg2 39.Kg3 Ra5 40.Ne5  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-mk-+-+-+0 
7+p+-+-+-0 
6p+-+-+-+0 
5tr-+-sN-+P0 
4-+-+R+-+0 
3+-+-+-mK-0 
2-+-+-+n+0 
1+-+-+-+-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
Black resigned. 


