
(The annotations to this game, by V. L. Korchnoi, are from '64' (№ 44, 1971).  The translation 

from the original Russian is by Douglas Griffin.) 

 

Fischer – Petrosian 

8th match-game, Candidates’ Final, Buenos Aires, 23rd October 1971 

 
1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 

As a rule, on 1.d4 Fischer employs fighting set-ups: the King's Indian Defence; the Grünfeld 

Defence.  But he also has in his repertoire other, quieter, openings - he adopts them against 

chessplayers whom he believes to be well prepared against his usual openings.  For example, it is 

well known that Fischer has in recent years twice played the Nimzo-Indian Defence against Portisch.  

Petrosian, it must be thought, merited Fischer's respect due to the artistry with which he conducts 

the struggle with White against the King's Indian Defence. 

 

3.Nf3 

Petrosian refrains from the principled 3.Nc3, which would probably have led to the 

Nimzo-Indian Defence - to a complicated manoeuvring struggle, where the ex-World Champion has 

greater experience than his opponent, and leads the game into fairly simple play. 

 

3...d5 4.Nc3 

The favourite, 'rust-proof' weapon of Petrosian is the move 4.Bg5, but for some reason he did not 

adopt in either in the match with me, or now.. 

 

4...c5 5.e3 

Passing by a further possibility of sharpening the struggle: 5.cxd5 Nxd5 6.e4 Nxc3 7.bxc3 cxd4 

8.cxd4 Bb4+ 9.Bd2 Bxd2+ 10.Qxd2 0–0 11.Bc4 - in the opinion of modern theory, White stands 

better.  However, this variation is definitely not in the style of Petrosian, who in the opening prefers 

not to clarify his strategic plans. 

 

5...Nc6 6.a3  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+lwqkvl-tr0 
7zpp+-+pzpp0 
6-+n+psn-+0 
5+-zpp+-+-0 
4-+PzP-+-+0 
3zP-sN-zPN+-0 
2-zP-+-zPPzP0 
1tR-vLQmKL+R0 
xabcdefghy 



 
6...Ne4! 

The opening handbooks inform us that this move is a suggestion of Petrosian, and that it is the 

best way to equality! 

 

7.Qc2 

In my opinion, 7.Bd3 gives greater chances of gaining an advantage.  The white queen is poorly 

placed on the c-file.  A tempo soon has to be spent on improving its position. 

 

7...Nxc3 8.bxc3 

In the 5th match-game Petrosian-Korchnoi there occurred 8.Qxc3 cxd4 9.Nxd4 Nxd4 10.Qxd4 

dxc4 11.Qxd8+ Kxd8, and within a few moves the opponents agreed to a draw.  In the case of 

9.exd4 Black has a comfortable game, to which, if there is nothing else, the game 

Nikolaevsky-Krogius from the recent USSR Championship testifies. 

 

The move played by Petrosian is evidence of a desire to maintain a tense struggle. 

 

8...Be7 9.Bb2 0–0 10.Bd3 h6 11.0–0 

Insufficient are both 11.e4 dxe4 12.Bxe4 Qa5 and 11.cxd5 exd5 12.c4 cxd4 13.Nxd4 Nxd4 

14.Bxd4 Bf6. 

 

11...Na5 

Perhaps the best move: in any other case White after the exchange at d5 would have played c3–c4 

and had some advantage. 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+lwq-trk+0 
7zpp+-vlpzp-0 
6-+-+p+-zp0 
5sn-zpp+-+-0 
4-+PzP-+-+0 
3zP-zPLzPN+-0 
2-vLQ+-zPPzP0 
1tR-+-+RmK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
12.Nd2 

With the queen at d1 White would have probably played 12.cxd5 exd5 13.Nd2 or 13.Ne5, 

intending a pawn advance in the centre with f2–f3 and then e3–e4.  Now this idea appears less 

promising in view of the possible ...c5–c4, driving the bishop from the important diagonal or forcing 

its exchange (after Bd3–f5). 



 

All the same, deserving attention is play for an attack on Black's king's flank: 12.cxd5 exd5 (no 

good is 12...c4? 13.Bh7+ Kh8 14.dxe6 g6 15.Bxg6 fxg6 16.Ne5 with a clear advantage for White) 

13.Qe2 Bf6 (13...Bd6?! 14.e4! dxe4 15.Qxe4 g6 16.Qe3, and White stands better) 14.Ne5 Re8 

15.Qh5 with reasonable attacking prospects. 

 

After the move played by White the position is simplified, which in principle is to the opponent's 

benefit. 

 

12...dxc4 13.Nxc4 Nxc4 14.Bxc4 b6  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+lwq-trk+0 
7zp-+-vlpzp-0 
6-zp-+p+-zp0 
5+-zp-+-+-0 
4-+LzP-+-+0 
3zP-zP-zP-+-0 
2-vLQ+-zPPzP0 
1tR-+-+RmK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
The situation in the diagram appears level.  All the same the position of White, who has a pawn 

majority in the centre and a slight superiority in development, is preferable.  Admittedly, the 

significance of the above-mentioned factors should not be over-estimated.  As a rule, in such 

situations White, under the cover of the strong pawn centre, conducts an offensive on the king's 

flank - here such an attack has less chance of success in view of the exchnage of both pairs of knights.  

But Petrosian in this game was unquestionably affected by the unfavourable match score, and he was 

subconciously forced to over-estimate his chances (such a case in Petrosian's practice must be 

virtually unique!).  This psychological subtext to the game explains why 8 moves later White's 

position, which was so nice in this diagram, had become lost. 

 

15.e4 

15.d5 exd5 16.Rad1 will not do in view of 16...dxc4! 17.Rxd8 Rxd8 with more than sufficient 

compensation for the sacrificed queen.  While the attempt to post a piece at d5 with 15.Rfd1 Bb7 

16.d5!? after 16...Bxd5! 17.Bxd5 exd5 18.e4 (18.c4 d4 19.exd4 cxd4 20.Rxd4 Qc8!) 18...Qc7 

19.Rxd5 c4! also fails to give more than a draw on account of the position of White's bishop being 

so poor. 

 

I think that with a different match situation Petrosian would have limited himself to 15.Rfd1 

Bb7 16.Qe2 Rc8 17.a4.  The active plan that he intends on this occasion, associated with the 



advance of the f-pawn, looks risky. 

 

15...Bb7 16.Qe2 Rc8 17.Bb3?!  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+rwq-trk+0 
7zpl+-vlpzp-0 
6-zp-+p+-zp0 
5+-zp-+-+-0 
4-+-zPP+-+0 
3zPLzP-+-+-0 
2-vL-+QzPPzP0 
1tR-+-+RmK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
Black threatened to exchange at d4 and then to take at e4 with the bishop.  Besides the move in 

the game, White had a further two possibilities - 17.Bd3 Bf6 (it cannot be excluded that Petrosian 

feared this move, since it forces e4–e5) 18.e5 Be7 19.f4 f5 (19...g6 20.Qg4 h5 21.Qg3, and White 

retains attacking possibilities) 20.exf6 Rxf6 21.Bc4 Bd5 22.Bxd5 exd5 23.c4 with roughly level play.  

The other possibility is 17.Rac1.  Black can defend against the threatened march of the f-pawn in 

various ways.  For example, 17...Qd7 18.f4 Qa4 19.f5 cxd4 20.cxd4 exf5 21.Rxf5 Bxa3, and Black 

repulses the attack.  On 17...Qd7 possible is 18.Bb5.  In the case of 18...Bc6 19.Bxc6 Rxc6 (or 

19...Qxc6) 20.d5 White has the advantage, but Black replies simply 18...Qd6, intending to go to f4 

with the queen, and also planning exchanges on the c-file.  It was also possible to play immediately 

17...Qd6; meriting attention too is the intricate regrouping 17...Rc7 followed by 18...Qa8.  Thus, 

in summary, Black had sufficient possibilities to maintain an approximate balance. 

 

In many variations after 17.Rac1 the rook on the c-file proves to be a target for pins or exchanges.  

Wishing to increase White's attacking possibilities, Petrosian immediately withdraws the c4–bishop, 

clearly under-estimating the opponent's strong reply. 

 

17...b5! 

Black's position has immediately become markedly better.  White's bishops prove to be limited 

in their movement.  While the central pawns soon turn out to be objects of attack for the active 

black pieces. 

 

18.f4 

Not wishing to occupy himself with a difficult task - passive play for a draw of the type 18.Rfd1 

Qb6 19.c4 cxd4 20.Bxd4 Bc5 21.Bxc5 Rxc5 22.cxb5 Rxb5 with an obvious advantage for Black, 

Petrosian quite reasonably decides to be consistent to the end.  He carries out his idea, even if it 

appears anti-positional. 



 

18...Qb6 19.Kh1 

Not having seen the opponents at the board during the game, it is difficult to understand the 

course of their ideas, and to detect at which precise moment an oversight was committed.  It seems 

to me that the move of the king was not planned in advance by Petrosian, but that now he all the 

same refrained from the intended 19.f5.  What was he afraid of?  Clearly, not 19...cxd4 20.cxd4 

e5, since after 21.Kh1 exd4 22.e5 White has rich tactical possibilities.  Nor is 19...e5 dangerous - 

White can, if there is nothing else, exchange at c5 - he controls d5 and stands worse, but acceptably.  

Or, finally, 19...c4 20.Bc2 e5 21.Rfd1 Rfd8 22.Qf2 and in association with the manoeuvre 

Bb2–c1–e3 White has chances to rectify the situation.  Thus, I am unable to establish what 

Petrosian feared; why he lost an important tempo in the development of the counter-initiative. 

 

19...cxd4 20.cxd4 b4 

Weaker was 20...Ba6 in view of 21.d5 b4 22.Qg4 with great complications. 

 

21.axb4 Bxb4  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+r+-trk+0 
7zpl+-+pzp-0 
6-wq-+p+-zp0 
5+-+-+-+-0 
4-vl-zPPzP-+0 
3+L+-+-+-0 
2-vL-+Q+PzP0 
1tR-+-+R+K0 
xabcdefghy 

 
22.d5? 

Essential was 22.Rf3.  The point is that on 22...f5 there would have followed 23.Rg3, in order 

on the capture at e4 to continue d4–d5, seizing the initiative.  Also on a careless move such as 

22...a5 there would have followed 23.Rg3, threatening to develop a formidable initiative.  In the 

case of 22...Bc3 23.Rxc3 Rxc3 24.Bxc3 Qxb3 White's position would also have been perfectly 

defensible.  Thus, on 22.Rf3 White has the basis to achieve a draw.  Instead now the position 

takes on a 'technical' appearance and Fischer, having won a pawn, easily conducts the game to 

victory. 

 

(Translator’s note: The present game is annotated by Yu. L. Averbakh (one of Petrosian's seconds 

in Buenos Aires) in Shakhmaty v SSSR (№ 1, 1972).  He considers that White's game is already lost 

here.  In the last variation given by Korchnoi, after 22.Rf3 Bc3 23.Rxc3 Rxc3 24.Bxc3 Qxb3 he 

continues the analysis: 25.Rc1 Rc8 26.Qb2 Qxb2 27.Bxb2 Rxc1+ 28.Bxc1 Bxe4 29.Kg1 h5 30.Kf2 



Kh7, “and in this endgame Black has every chance of victory”.  Or 25.Bb2 Rc8 26.Rc1 (26.Ra3 

Qc2) 26...Rxc1+ 27.Bxc1 Qb1.) 

 

22...Bc3 23.Bxc3 Rxc3 24.Bc2 exd5 25.e5 

In this way White retains a pawn phalanx on the king's flank and some hopes of displaying 

activity in this sector.  However, his pawn chain remains immobile - the positions taken up by the 

black pieces are too strong. 

 

25...Re3 26.Qd2 d4  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+-+-trk+0 
7zpl+-+pzp-0 
6-wq-+-+-zp0 
5+-+-zP-+-0 
4-+-zp-zP-+0 
3+-+-tr-+-0 
2-+LwQ-+PzP0 
1tR-+-+R+K0 
xabcdefghy 

 
27.Rab1 

The final intriguing moment in this game.  Could White not regain the pawn, playing 27.Rfb1?  

Alas, on this there follows 27...Qc6 28.Rxa7 d3.  The terrible 29...Re2 is threatened, while on 

29.Ba4 there follows 29...Qe4.  In the case of 29.Rg1, leading most rapidly of all to victory is 

29...Re2 30.Qxd3 Qxg2+!, and Black mates. 

 

27...Qa6 28.Rf2 

(Translator’s note: As Averbakh points out, on 28.Qxd4 Black can play 28...Qe2! (28...Bxg2+ 

29.Kxg2 Re2+ 30.Rf2 Qc6+ 31.Kg1 Qxc2 32.Ra1 is less clear) 29.Rg1 Ba8, with the deadly threat 

of 30...g3!.) 

 

28...Rd8 29.Kg1 Be4 30.Bxe4 Rxe4 31.h3 d3 32.Rb3 Qc4 33.Rb2 Rdd4 34.g3 Rd5 35.Kh2 

Rb5 36.Ra2 Rb1 37.g4 Re2 38.Rxe2 dxe2 39.Qxe2 Qxf4+ 40.Kg2 Rb3 

White resigned. 


