
(The annotations to this game, by M. I. Dvoretsky, are from Shakhmaty v SSSR (№ 4, 1986).  

Dvoretsky subsequently annotated the game in his 2012 work, Kniga dlya druzei i kolleg; his 

conclusions from this later source have been incorporated at critical moments.  In both cases, the 

translation from the original Russian is by Douglas Griffin. 

 

The game is also annotated by Jan Timman in Chess Informant (vol. 41/643).  Variations from that 

source are also presented at key junctures.) 

 

Jussupow – Timman 

1st match-game, FIDE Candidates’ Quarter-final, Tilburg, 16th January 1986 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nf3 b6 4.Nc3 Bb4 

During preparation it became clear that Timman most often of all avoided the “main” variation 

of the Petrosian System (4...Bb7 5.a3 d5).  In the case of 4.a3 he usually replies 4...c5. 

 

5.e3 

In the Kasparov-Timman match the popular 5.Bg5 was encountered three times.  The result was 

disappointing for Black – ½:2½.  Nonetheless, Timman was once again ready for a discussion on 

this theme, while Jussupow avoided it.  The Dutch grandmaster is an excellent analyst, having 

conducted interesting and weighty arguments in theoretical debates, and therefore the emphasis of 

the struggle would be placed on the middle game and ending. 

 

5...Ne4 6.Qc2 Bb7 7.Bd3 f5 8.0–0 Bxc3 9.bxc3 0–0  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8rsn-wq-trk+0 
7zplzpp+-zpp0 
6-zp-+p+-+0 
5+-+-+p+-0 
4-+PzPn+-+0 
3+-zPLzPN+-0 
2P+Q+-zPPzP0 
1tR-vL-+RmK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
10.Ne1 

A relatively rare continuation; more often played is 10.Nd2 Qh4 11.f3 Nxd2.  White wants to 

drive back the enemy knight with the move f2–f3, gaining time and not permitting the exchange of 

knights. 

 

10...c5 



In the encounter Ehlvest-Vaisser (Volgononsk, 1983) there occurred 10...Qh4 11.f3 (11.g3 Ng5!) 

11...Ng5 12.c5! bxc5 13.Rb1 Bc6 14.Ba3 Rf6 15.Qf2 Qh5 16.dxc5 e5 17.Bc4+ Kf8 18.Qg3 f4 

19.exf4 exf4 20.Qg4 Nxf3+ 21.gxf3 Rg6 22.Ng2 Rxg4 23.fxg4 and Black resigned.  Possibly it was 

this swift rout that promoted the appearance in tournament practice of the variation 10.Ne1. 

 

11.f3 Nd6 

(Translator’s note: The text move was evidently new.  The game Inkiov-Psakhis (Minsk, 1982) 

had gone instead 11...Ng5 12.d5 Qf6 13.e4 f4 14.e5 Qh6 15.Be4 d6 16.exd6 e5 17.Nd3 Nxe4 

18.fxe4 Qf6 19.Bxf4! exf4 20.e5, and White won in fine style.) 

 

12.Ba3 Na6! 

The knight is placed not too succesfully here, but it reliably defends the pawn and frees Black's 

hands for the preparation of the advance...e6–e5. 

 

13.e4 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+-wq-trk+0 
7zpl+p+-zpp0 
6nzp-snp+-+0 
5+-zp-+p+-0 
4-+PzPP+-+0 
3vL-zPL+P+-0 
2P+Q+-+PzP0 
1tR-+-sNRmK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
13...Qe7?! 

A very risky decision in the strategic regard: White now obtains a strong pawn mass in the centre.  

More natural looks 13...fxe4 14.fxe4 Rxf1+ 15.Kxf1 e5! 16.Nf3 Nf7 with good chances of equality.  

(Translator’s note: Timman considers that after 15...e5 Black's chances are somewhat to be 

preferred.) 

 

The move played is wholly in Timman's style.  A chessplayer of an active, fighting style, he 

willingly goes in for tense, confused positions.  However, in so doing he often under-estimates the 

enemy threats and passes the boundaries of permissible risk.  In tournaments of mixed make-up 

such a tactic usually brings him success, but in battles with leading grandmasters this trait becomes a 

weakness, perhaps the main one in Timman's game.  Jussupow was able to reveal in during the 

course of the match (admittedly, alas, not in this game). 

 

14.e5 Nf7 15.f4 g5 



Black had been counting on this undermining move – he simply has no other play.  (Translator’s 

note: In Chess Informant, Timman suggests instead 15...d6!?, assessing the position as unclear.) 

 

16.d5! gxf4 

Probably it was worth preferring 16...g4, since the opening of the position is to White's 

advantage. 

 

17.Nf3 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+-+-trk+0 
7zpl+pwqn+p0 
6nzp-+p+-+0 
5+-zpPzPp+-0 
4-+P+-zp-+0 
3vL-zPL+N+-0 
2P+Q+-+PzP0 
1tR-+-+RmK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
17...Nh8! 

The only reasonable manoeuvre.  White intended 18.Rae1 and 19.Bc1. 

 

18.Rae1 Ng6 19.Bc1 Kh8 

(Translator’s note: Timman indicates, instead of the text move, 19...Rae8.) 

 

20.Qf2 

Threatening h2–h4–h5. 

 

20...Qg7 

(Translator’s note: In his 2012 notes, Dvoretsky points out the possibility of 20...Rg8!, and if 

21.h4, then 21...exd5 22.Bxf5 (22.cxd5? Bxd5! 23.Bxa6 Nxh4! 24.Nxh4 Qxh4!; 22.h5?! dxc4 

23.Bxc4 Nh4! 24.Qxh4 Rxg2+! 25.Kh1 Rg5!) 22...dxc4 23.Bxg6 Rxg6, when after 24.Bxf4 he 

assesses the position as unclear.) 

 

21.h4 Qh6 

(Translator’s note: Timman suggested 21...Rg8 here, assessing the position after 22.h5 Ne7 

23.Bxf4 Qg4 as unclear.  However, in his 2012 notes Dvoretsky indicates the reply 24.Qd2 Qxh5 

25.Bg5, when White has an obvious advantage.) 

 

22.Ng5! Qxh4 23.Qxh4 Nxh4 24.Rxf4 Ng6 25.Rf3 



Black has managed to retain an extra pawn while exchanging queens, but his situation remains 

difficult: all of the opponent's pieces are threatening to take part in an attack on the king.  First and 

foremost the threat of 26.Rh3 must be defended against. 

 

25...Rae8 

(Translator’s note: Timman criticises the text move, indicating instead 25...h6 with the possible 

continuation 26.Rh3 Kg7 27.Nf3 Rh8 28.Kf2, etc., with White having obvious compensation for 

the missing pawn.  However, as Dvoretsky points out in his later notes, this idea is refuted by the 

beautiful shot 27.Ne4!!.) 

 

26.Rh3 Re7 27.Rh6 

By this time Jussupow was unfortunately in time trouble and was aiming at a relatively clear, 

forcing continuation, just such as the move 27.Rh6, creating the threat of 28.Nxh7.  Meanwhile, 

serious attention was merited by 27.Nf3!, intending to include the dark-squared bishop in the attack 

via g5 or h6. 

 

27...Rg8?! 

Had this encounter not ended succesfully for Timman, I would have limited myself to only a 

question mark.  Black clearly under-estimates the force of the attack with which he is threatened 

and clings to his extra pawn.  There ought to have been preferred 27...Kg8! 28.Nxh7 Rxh7 

29.Rxg6+ Rg7 30.Rxg7+ Kxg7 31.Bg5 Kf7 with good drawing chances.  (Translator’s note: 

Interestingly, Timman makes no comment at this point.) 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+-+-+rmk0 
7zpl+ptr-+p0 
6nzp-+p+ntR0 
5+-zpPzPpsN-0 
4-+P+-+-+0 
3+-zPL+-+-0 
2P+-+-+P+0 
1+-vL-tR-mK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
28.Kf2! 

The second rook is included in the attack. 

 

(Translator’s note: Once again, Timman's assessment is radically different.  He considers the text 

to be dubious, indicating instead the sharp continuation 28.g4 Reg7 (28...fxg4? loses to 29.d6; while 

after 28...exd5 29.gxf5 White has a decisive advantage since 29...Nxe5 is met by 30.Rxe5) 29.gxf5 

Ne7 and now 30.f6! Rxg5+ 31.Bxg5 Rxg5+ 32.Kf2 Nf5 33.Rh3, which he assesses as clearly 



favourable to White.) 

 

28...Nf8 29.d6?! 

The same time-trouble desire for forcing continuations.  But the move Rh6–f6, intended by 

White, was better played immediately. 

 

Also good is the recommendation of S. Makarychev, 29.g4!?.  (Translator’s note: Timman too 

recommends this, analysing as follows: 29...fxg4 30.Kg3 exd5 (forced) 31.cxd5 c4! 32.Bxc4 Nc5 

33.d6 Reg7, assessing the situation as slightly favourable to White.) 

 

29...Reg7 30.Rf6! Nb8 

Black is not helped by the immediate sacrifice of the exchange: in the variation 30...Rxg5 

31.Bxg5 Rxg5 32.Rxf8+ Kg7 33.Rd8 Bc6 (33...Rxg2+? 34.Kf1) 34.g3 he perishes on account of the 

knight at a6, which does not have a single move.  Therefore Timman tries to bring it closer to the 

place where the main events are occurring. 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-sn-+-snrmk0 
7zpl+p+-trp0 
6-zp-zPptR-+0 
5+-zp-zPpsN-0 
4-+P+-+-+0 
3+-zPL+-+-0 
2P+-+-mKP+0 
1+-vL-tR-+-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
Now 31.Nf7+ is premature on account of 31...Rxf7 32.Rxf7 Rxg2+, but after the prophylactic 

31.g3! Black would have had to give up the exchange in significantly less favourable circumstances: 

31...Nc6 32.Nf7+ Rxf7 33.Rxf7 Nd8.  (Translator’s note: Here Timman considers that Black forces 

a draw by repetition after 34.Re7 Nc6, etc.)  Jussupow rejected this continuation since he did not 

see a forced win after 34.Re7 Nc6 35.Re8 (35.Bh6 fails on account of 35...Nxe7 36.dxe7 Ng6 

37.Bf8 Rxf8) 35...Ng6.  However, replying simply 34.Rf6! and then, perhaps, also 35.g4, he would 

have retained an advantage. 

 

Still stronger was 31.g4! fxg4 32.Kg3 or 32.Nf7+.  On the other hand, the move in the game, 

associated with an oversight, led to defeat. 

 

31.Rh1? Nc6 32.Bf4 Rxg5! 

White had reckoned only on 32...Nd8?, after which the opponent proves to be completely 

stalemated (there is never the move ...Ng6 on account of the reply Rxg6!). 



 

33.Bxg5 Rxg5 34.Rxf8+ Kg7  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+-+-tR-+0 
7zpl+p+-mkp0 
6-zpnzPp+-+0 
5+-zp-zPptr-0 
4-+P+-+-+0 
3+-zPL+-+-0 
2P+-+-mKP+0 
1+-+-+-+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
The only weakness in Black's camp, the d7–pawn, is reliably covered, whereas there is nothing to 

defend the weak white pawns. 

 

35.Re8 Nxe5 36.Bf1 Ng4+ 

(Translator’s note: In his 2012 notes, Dvoretsky suggests instead 36...Bc6!? followed by 37...Nf7.) 

 

37.Ke1 Nf6 38.Re7+ Kg6 39.Rh3 

(Translator’s note: Timman suggests that White could still have resisted with 39.Rhxh7! Nxh7 

40.Rxd7 Bc6 41.Rc7, etc.) 

 

39...Bxg2 40.Re3 Bc6 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+-+-+-+0 
7zp-+ptR-+p0 
6-zplzPpsnk+0 
5+-zp-+ptr-0 
4-+P+-+-+0 
3+-zP-tR-+-0 
2P+-+-+-+0 
1+-+-mKL+-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
Here the game was adjourned.  White resigned without proceeding to the adjournment. 


