
(The annotations to this game, by M. M. Botvinnik, are from his book Izbrannye Partii 1926–36 

(Fizkultura i Sport, 1938).  The translation from the original Russian is by Douglas Griffin.) 

 

Capablanca – Botvinnik 

2nd round, 2nd Moscow International, 16th February 1935 

 
1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 d5 

Already in Hastings (1934/35) I had noticed that Capablanca played the Grünfeld Defence 

uncertainly with White in his game v. Flohr.  Therefore I too employed the Grünfeld Defence 

against Capablanca. 

 

4.Nf3 

Undoubtedly more enterprising here is 4.Qb3, as was played for the first time by me against 

Levenfish in the 1933 USSR Championship. 

 

4...Bg7 5.cxd5 Nxd5 6.Qb3 

In this position the move of the queen to b3 is already not dangerous for Black, since he develops 

strong pressure on the central squares. 

 

6...Nxc3 7.bxc3 c5 8.e3 0–0 9.Be2  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8rsnlwq-trk+0 
7zpp+-zppvlp0 
6-+-+-+p+0 
5+-zp-+-+-0 
4-+-zP-+-+0 
3+QzP-zPN+-0 
2P+-+LzPPzP0 
1tR-vL-mK-+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
9...Nd7 

Black intends the fianchetto of the queen's bishop on b7, but he is thereby subjected to a strong 

attack by means of a2–a4–a5.  The plan chosen by him is correct only on the condition that the 

b8–knight is developed at c6, where it prevents the move a4–a5.  Therefore Black played correctly 

in the game Goglidze-Botvinnik (№ 51): 9...Qc7 10.0–0 b6 11.a4 Nc6, and Black has an excellent 

game.  (Translator’s note: This encounter took place in the 9th round of the present tournament.) 

 

10.0–0 Qc7 11.a4 

White intends, after the moves a4–a5, Ba3 and Rfb1, to develop strong pressure on the queen's 



flank.  In order to impede this plan, Black agrees to the isolation of the a7–pawn, hoping that his 

better development and long-range will represent sufficient compensation. 

 

11...b6 12.a5 bxa5 13.Qa3 Bb7 14.Qxa5 Rfc8 15.Qxc7 

On other moves too Black continues ...e7–e5, attacking White's centre. 

 

15...Rxc7 16.Ra5 e5 17.Rd1 cxd4 

An accurately-calculated drawing combination.  In playing this move, Black had to foresee the 

final position. 

 

18.cxd4 Rac8!  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+r+-+k+0 
7zpltrn+pvlp0 
6-+-+-+p+0 
5tR-+-zp-+-0 
4-+-zP-+-+0 
3+-+-zPN+-0 
2-+-+LzPPzP0 
1+-vLR+-mK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
The whole combination is based on the fact that the c1–bishop cannot find a good square to 

move to; for example, 19.Ba3 Bxf3 20.Bxf3 exd4 21.exd4 Bf8! 22.Bb2 Nb6 and Black, who disposes 

of the threat 23...Nc4, has at least a level game. 

 

19.Rxa7 

White reckons on 19...Rxc1 20.Rxb7 Rxd1+ 21.Bxd1 Rc1 22.Kf1! Rxd1+ 23.Ke2, winning a 

pawn.  However, Black has foreseen another continuation. 

 

19...Bxf3 20.Rxc7 Rxc7 21.gxf3 

Also after 21.Bxf3 exd4 22.exd4 Bxd4 23.Bf4 Be5 24.Rxd7 Bxf4 the draw is obvious. 

 

21...exd4 22.exd4 Bxd4 23.Bf4 Be5 24.Rxd7 Bxf4 

Had Black tried to play for a win, then after 24...Rxd7 25.Bxe5 Re7 26.f4 f6 27.Bc4+ Kg7 

28.Bd6 Rd7 29.Bb8 Rb7 30.Bd6 the game would have similarly ended in a draw.  Agreed drawn. 

 

 


