
(The annotations to this game, by V. M. Ivanchuk & F. L. Levin, are from ‘64’ (№ 18, 1986).  The 

translation from the original Russian is by Douglas Griffin.) 

 

Malaniuk – Ivanchuk 

11h round, 55th USSR Championship, Moscow, 9th August 1988 

 

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.f3 

Recently, Malaniuk has often employed this rare continuation, which leads to non-routine play.  

The variation was revived relatively recently thanks to the efforts of Odessa masters, first and 

foremost V. Moskalenko.  The idea is simple: White intends to seize the centre after e2–e4. 

 

4...d5 

Also encountered are 4...c5 5.d5 b5 6.e4; and 4...c5 5.d5 Nh5 6.g3 f5 7.e4 f4, which also lead to 

a complicated struggle. 

 

5.a3 Be7 

In February, in the international tournament in Lvov in memory of S. Flohr, in the encounter 

Malaniuk-Ivanchuk there occurred 5...Bxc3+ 6.bxc3 0–0 7.cxd5 exd5 8.e3 Bf5 9.Ne2, and later 

White managed to gain an advantage. 

 

6.e4 dxe4 

In the 10th round of this championship, in the game Malaniuk-Eingorn, Black employed the rare 

continuation 6...c5 and after 7.e5 Nfd7 8.cxd5 exd5 9.Nxd5 cxd4 10.Nxe7 Qxe7 11.f4 f6 12.Qxd4 

fxe5 13.Qe3 Nc6 14.Nf3 0–0 obtained good counter-play. 

 

7.fxe4 e5 8.d5  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8rsnlwqk+-tr0 
7zppzp-vlpzpp0 
6-+-+-sn-+0 
5+-+Pzp-+-0 
4-+P+P+-+0 
3zP-sN-+-+-0 
2-zP-+-+PzP0 
1tR-vLQmKLsNR0 
xabcdefghy 

 
White has an advantage in space and a powerful pawn centre.  The shortcomings of his position 

are the weakened dark squares and a slight backwardness in piece development. 

 



8...Ng4 

In last year's championship N. Rashkovsky, against the same Malaniuk, chose 8...0–0.  There 

then followed 9.Nf3 Bg4 10.Bd3 Bc5 11.Bg5 h6 12.Bh4 g5 13.Bf2 Bxf2+ 14.Kxf2 c6 with a 

complicated struggle.  The move in the text was first employed in the game Moskalenko-Bandza 

(USSR Armed Forces Team Championship, 1987), where after 9.Be2 Bc5 10.Bxg4 Qh4+ 11.g3 

Qxg4 12.Qxg4 Bxg4 Black solved the problems of the opening. 

 

9.Nf3 

Malaniuk tries to refute the opponent's idea; now unfathomable complications arise.  Instead, 

with 9.b4 White can limit the action of Black's dark-squared bishop and not allow it to arrive on the 

diagonal ...a7–g1.  For example, 9...a5 10.Rb1 axb4 11.axb4 Bh4+ 12.g3 Bg5 (Legky-Levin, 

Simferopol 1988) with unclear play. 

 

9...Bc5 10.b4 Bf2+ 11.Ke2 

Seemingly, Black's play has reached a dead end.  However... 

 

11...c5!  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8rsnlwqk+-tr0 
7zpp+-+pzpp0 
6-+-+-+-+0 
5+-zpPzp-+-0 
4-zPP+P+n+0 
3zP-sN-+N+-0 
2-+-+KvlPzP0 
1tR-vLQ+L+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
The main idea - to secure the withdrawal of the bishop to d4. 

 

12.Nb5 

Bad is 12.h3 or 12.dxc6 – 12...Bd4! 13.Nxd4 exd4 14.c7 Qf6! (with the idea of ...Qf6–f2+ and 

...Ng4–e5#) 15.cxb8=Q Rxb8 with advantage for Black.  Now, however, White retains the strong 

threat of h2–h3... 

 

12...a6 

Over this move Black thought for around 40 minutes – it was necessary to assess the position 

arising after the rook sacrifice. 

 

13.Qa4 axb5! 



Forced, although the attack that Black now develops is hardly to be resisted. 

 

14.Qxa8 Bd4 15.Nxd4 

White's king is deprived of its main defender.  Possibly, all the same better was 15.Ra2 Nd7 

16.Ke1, although in this case Black has sufficient compensation for the exchange. 

 

15...cxd4 16.Qxb8 0–0  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-wQlwq-trk+0 
7+p+-+pzpp0 
6-+-+-+-+0 
5+p+Pzp-+-0 
4-zPPzpP+n+0 
3zP-+-+-+-0 
2-+-+K+PzP0 
1tR-vL-+L+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
Black is a whole rook down!  But a satisfactory defence against the manoeuvre of the queen to f6 

is not apparent – White's pieces are completely undeveloped, while his queen is cut off from the 

‘field of battle’. 

 

17.Ke1 

An attempt to somehow establish piece co-ordination.  On 17.h3 there follows 17...Qf6!.  

Now, however, on 17...Qf6 White is ready to play 18.Ra2. 

 

17...Qh4+ 

Provoking a new weakening in the opponent's camp. 

 

18.g3 Qf6 19.Bf4! 

The only move.  After 19.Ra2 Qf3 (without the preliminary check this move would have been 

impossible) 20.Bg2 Qb3 Black's threats become decisive. 

 

19...g5? 

Vexing.  Now the normal course of the game is broken.  After all, on 19...d3! White already 

has no defence – the black queen invades his camp on the dark squares.  For example, 20.Rc1 exf4 

21.Qxf4 Qd4 with numerous threats; for example 22...d2+ 23.Qxd2 Qxe4+.  Or 20.Rd1 bxc4!. 

 

20.c5! 

Malaniuk exploits the best chance.  Now White's queen finally comes into play. 



 

20...exf4 

Weaker is 20...gxf4 – 21.Qd6 Qg5 22.h4 Qg7 23.gxf4 Ne3 24.Kd2. 

 

21.Qd6 Qg7 22.Bd3 Ne5 23.Kd2 f3  

The further course of the game took place with a serious shortage of thinking time for both 

opponents.  In the press centre at this point it seems that 23...f5 was considered to be very strong.  

But Black avoided this continuation on account of the following variation: 24.gxf4 Nxd3 25.Kxd3 

fxe4+ 26.Kxe4 Rxf4+ 27.Qxf4! gxf4 28.Rag1 Bg4 29.h3.  Interestingly, on 27.Kd3? Black wins by 

means of 27...Rf2! (with the threat of 28...Bf5#) 28.Qd8+ Rf8 29.Qd6 Bf5+ 30.Kd2 d3.  But after 

the game Malaniuk said that on 23...f5 he intended to play 24.Rae1. 

 

24.Qe7 g4 25.Bxb5 

Possibly, 25.Rae1 is better. 

 

25...Ng6 

Black avoids the drawing continuation 25...Qh6+ 26.Kc2 Qe3 27.Qxe5 Qc3+ 28.Kb1 with 

perpetual check, setting a cunning trap, into which the opponent falls. 

 

26.Qg5 h6 27.Qh5 d3!  

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+l+-trk+0 
7+p+-+pwq-0 
6-+-+-+nzp0 
5+LzPP+-+Q0 
4-zP-+P+p+0 
3zP-+p+pzP-0 
2-+-mK-+-zP0 
1tR-+-+-+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
Here White did not have time to notice that his queen proves to be in a trap.  If, say, 28.Rab1, 

then 28...Qd4 (28...f5 29.e5!) 29.Bxd3 Ne5 30.Rb3 Kg7, and Black retains the initiative.  The best 

continuation was 28.e5! Nxe5 29.Rhe1 Ng6 30.Bxd3 Qb2+ 31.Bc2 Qd4+ 32.Bd3 with perpetual 

check.  However... 

 

28.Bxd3 Re8! 

The rest is simple. 

 

29.h3 Re5 30.hxg4 Rxh5 31.gxh5 Ne5 32.Rag1 Qg5+ 33.Kc2 f2 34.Rd1 Qe3 White resigned. 


