
(The annotations to this game, by V. K. Bagirov, are from his report on the match in Shakhmaty 

(Riga) (№ 6, 1985).  The translation from the original Russian is by Douglas Griffin.  The game 

was later annotated by Tal and Bagirov in Chess Informant (vol. 40); variations from that source have 

been included at critical points.) 

 

The match situation at this point was very far from equal - for Timman a single draw was 

sufficient, while Tal needed victories in both of the remaining encounters.  And here, 

pychologically, the ex-World Champion set up the game very finely.  Having gained a slight 

advantage in the opening, he had no objection to exchanges and simplification, but he did not let 

the advantage slip. 

 

Tal – Timman 

5th match-game, Candidates’ Tournament 4th-place playoff, Montpellier, 7th December 1985 

 

1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nd2 Nf6 4.e5 Nfd7 5.c3 c5 6.Bd3 Nc6 7.Ne2 cxd4 8.cxd4 f6 9.exf6 Nxf6 

10.Nf3 Bd6  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+lwqk+-tr0 
7zpp+-+-zpp0 
6-+nvlpsn-+0 
5+-+p+-+-0 
4-+-zP-+-+0 
3+-+L+N+-0 
2PzP-+NzPPzP0 
1tR-vLQmK-+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
11.Bf4 

Theory considers the strongest continuation to be 11.0–0 Qc7 12.Nc3 a6 13.Bg5.  Tal chooses 

a variation that is less popular, and which is given short shrift in the books. 

 

11...Bxf4 

A first success.  In the only known game on this theme, Suetin-Portisch (Ljubljana/Portorož, 

1973), after 11...0–0 12.Bxd6 Qxd6 13.0–0 e5 14.dxe5 Nxe5 15.Nxe5 Qxe5 16.Qd2 White gained 

a slight advantage.  Therefore, deserving practical testing is 11...Qa5+; or 11...Bb4+. 

 

Thus, Black had deviated from the correct course. 

 

12.Nxf4 Qa5+ 13.Qd2 Qxd2+ 14.Kxd2 0–0 15.Rhe1 Ne4+ 16.Bxe4 Rxf4 17.Bd3  

 



XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+l+-+k+0 
7zpp+-+-zpp0 
6-+n+p+-+0 
5+-+p+-+-0 
4-+-zP-tr-+0 
3+-+L+N+-0 
2PzP-mK-zPPzP0 
1tR-+-tR-+-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
17...Nxd4?! 

White has gone in for a variation with the sacrifice of the central pawn, while Black commits a 

slight inaccuracy.  Stronger looks 17...Bd7 18.Bb5 Raf8 19.Bxc6 Bxc6, and now unfavourable for 

White is 20.Rxe6? on account of 20...Rg4!.  More accurate is 20.h3!, aiming to later exploit the 

difference in strength between the white knight and the black bishop. 

 

18.Ke3 Nxf3 19.Kxf4 Nxe1 20.Rxe1 Bd7 21.Ke5 a6! 

Black has an extra pawn.  But the difference in the position of the kings more than covers for the 

deficiency in material.  Besides, the bishops too are far from equivalent.  Therefore Black's desire 

to exchange bishops and to simplify the position is correct. 

 

(Translator’s note: Jan Timman later wrote about this encounter in his book Timman's Titans 

(New in Chess, 2016).  He considers that “White has sufficient compensation for the pawn, but 

not more than that”, adding that here “...a good move was 21...Bc6, followed by bringing the king 

to f7.  However, I wanted to head for a rook endgame, where Black would have nothing to fear.”.) 

 

22.Kd6! 

In the spirit of the 'young Tal'!  Ultimately, Timman is unable to withstand the pressure. 

 

(Translator’s note: In Chess Informant, Tal and Bagirov analyse the alternative possibilities 22.Re3 

Rf8! 23.f4 Bc6! 24.g3 Rd8 and 22.Rc1 Bb5! 23.Bxb5 axb5 24.a3 Rd8! 25.Kxe6 d4 26.Rc2 d3 

27.Rd2 Re8+ followed by ...Re2.  In both cases the endgame is assessed as level.) 

 

22...Bb5 23.Bxb5 axb5 24.Rxe6 d4 

The best defence.  After 24...Rxa2 25.Re2 it is difficult for Black to defend his pawn 

configuration on the queen's flank. 

 

25.Re2 d3 26.Rd2 Rc8! For the time being Black defends excellently, and the invasion of the rook 

on the 2nd rank brings the game closer to a draw. 



 

27.b4! 

White's last hope is the b-pawn.  The other infantry cannot hope to reach the 8th rank. 

 

27...Rc2 28.Rxd3  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+-+-+k+0 
7+p+-+-zpp0 
6-+-mK-+-+0 
5+p+-+-+-0 
4-zP-+-+-+0 
3+-+R+-+-0 
2P+r+-zPPzP0 
1+-+-+-+-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
28...Rxa2? 

But this is a mistake, perhaps even a decisive one.  It permitted one journalist to conclude 

“Against Timman it is difficult to play the opening; the middlegame is possible, while the endgame 

is necessary”.  After 28...Rxf2 a drawn result would not have been far off. 

 

(Translator’s note: In 'Chess Informant' the analysis continues 29.Rd5 Rxa2 30.Rxb5 Rxg2 

31.Rxb7 Rxh2, ‘=’.  Timman, in his above-mentioned book, attributes the text move to nerves.) 

 

29.Rf3 Rc2 30.Rf5! b6 

Greater chances of a draw were retained by 30...g6, with the possible continuation 31.Rxb5 Rxf2 

32.g4 Rxh2 33.Rxb7 Rd2+ 34.Ke6 Re2+ 35.Kf6 Rf2+ 36.Kg5 Rg2 37.b5 h5!. 

 

(Translator’s note: Indeed, in Chess Informant, Tal and Bagirov indicate that the text move was in 

fact the decisive error.  Timman gives the following line: 30...g6 31.Rxb5 Rxf2 32.h4 h5! 33.Rxb7 

Rxg2 34.b5 g5 35.b6 gxh4 36.Rc7 Rb2 37.b7 h3 38.Rc8+ Kf7 39.b8=Q Rxb8 40.Rxb8 Kf6, and 

Black draws by ‘shouldering’ the white king away.) 

 

31.h4 Rc4 32.Rxb5 Rxh4 33.g3! 

Tal is conducting the endgame very finely.  After 33.Rxb6? Rd4+ 34.Ke6 Re4+ 35.Kd5 Re2 the 

game could have ended in a draw. 

 

33...Rd4+ 34.Kc7 Kf7 35.Kxb6 Kf6 36.f4! h6 

(Translator’s note: Or 36...Rd3 37.g4 Rd4 38.Rf5+, as indicated in Chess Informant.) 

 



37.Ka5 Rd3 38.g4 Ra3+ 39.Kb6 Rf3 

After 39...Rg3 40.g5+ hxg5 41.fxg5+ Rxg5 42.Rxg5 the pawn endgame is hopeless for Black. 

 

40.Rf5+ Ke6 41.b5 g6  

Black also loses after 41...Rg3 – 42.Kc6! Rxg4 43.Re5+ Kf6 44.b6 Rxf4 45.b7 Kxe5 (45...Rb4 

46.Rb5) 46.b8=Q+ Ke4 (46...Kf5 47.Qf8+) 47.Qb4+ Kf3 48.Qc3+ and 49.Qxg7, obtaining a 

winning endgame. 

 

42.Rc5! Rxf4 43.Rc6+ Kf7 44.Kc7  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+-+-+-+0 
7+-mK-+k+-0 
6-+R+-+pzp0 
5+P+-+-+-0 
4-+-+-trP+0 
3+-+-+-+-0 
2-+-+-+-+0 
1+-+-+-+-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
and Black resigned, since he has no chances after the forced 44...Rxg4 45.b6 Rb4 46.b7 Rxb7+ 

(47.Rb6 was threatened) 47.Kxb7 h5 48.Kb6 etc. 

 

 


