
(The annotations to this game, by A. E. Karpov, are from Izbrannye partii 1969-77 (Fizkultura i 

Sport, Moscow 1978).  The translation from the original Russian is by Douglas Griffin.  The 

Games of Anatoly Karpov (compiled by O’Connell & Adams and published by Batsford in 1974) 

contains a record of the time taken over each move; the relevant figures are presented here.) 

 

Korchnoi – Karpov 

6th round, 41st USSR Championship, Moscow, 7th October 1973 

 
1.Nf3 (7) Nf6 (3) 2.g3 (1) b5 (1) 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8rsnlwqkvl-tr0 
7zp-zppzppzpp0 
6-+-+-sn-+0 
5+p+-+-+-0 
4-+-+-+-+0 
3+-+-+NzP-0 
2PzPPzPPzP-zP0 
1tRNvLQmKL+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
In the USSR Championship it is always necessary to occupy a sufficiently high place, and I could 

not help but think about this.  At the same time, my thoughts were directed at the coming 

Candidates’ matches.  Hence – the problem of each particular game was to play well, but without 

fully revealing my cards in the opening.  When V. Korchnoi tried to surprise me with an opening 

that had not occurred before in our games, I decided to respond the same way. 

 

Inspired by a set-up for Black in the Sokolsky Opening (with the qualification that the reader has 

probably already noticed that on the board there has arisen a position from Sokolsky’s opening, as 

chessplayers say “in the second hand”).  However, the extra tempo (the pawn already stands at g3, 

and not at g2) is in the present situation scarcely advantageous, since it soon becomes clear that his 

light squares have been weakened. 

 

3.c3 (6) Bb7 (3) 4.a4 a6 (3) 5.e3 (3) 

White’s play appears somewhat impulsive. 

 

5...Nc6 (6) 6.d4 e6 7.b4 (10) 

Of course, I had not ‘blundered’ the b5–pawn: on 7.axb5 axb5 8.Rxa8 Qxa8 9.Bxb5 there 

follows 9...Nxd4!. 

 

7...Be7 (4) 8.Nbd2 (1) Na7 (1) 



XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+-wqk+-tr0 
7snlzppvlpzpp0 
6p+-+psn-+0 
5+p+-+-+-0 
4PzP-zP-+-+0 
3+-zP-zPNzP-0 
2-+-sN-zP-zP0 
1tR-vLQmKL+R0 
xabcdefghy 

 
9.Bd3 (1) 

This is what I had in mind when I spoke of the weakening of the light squares in Korchnoi’s 

camp – the bishop cannot simultaneously control two diagonals – b1–h7 (where it fights for the 

important e4–square) and h1–a8 (where it will cover the position of its own king). 

 

9...0–0 (4) 10.e4 (3) d6 (1) 11.0–0 (12) c5 (7) 12.bxc5 (2) dxc5 (1) 13.Bb2 (3) Nc6 (31) 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+-wq-trk+0 
7+l+-vlpzpp0 
6p+n+psn-+0 
5+pzp-+-+-0 
4P+-zPP+-+0 
3+-zPL+NzP-0 
2-vL-sN-zP-zP0 
1tR-+Q+RmK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
This decision, involving the sacrifice of a pawn, did not come easily to me.  The point is that 

White can take the pawn in various ways, and this circumstance makes the calculation and 

assessment of variations more difficult; it is hardly surprising that Korchnoi did not find the most 

correct path. 

 

I cannot agree with the recommendation of Botvinnik, 13...c4 – given by him in the Yugoslav 

Informator – which ‘freezes’ my play on the queen’s wing and frees White’s hands for the 

development of an initiative in the centre and on the king’s flank. 

 

14.e5 (11) 



Korchnoi wrongly gives up the d5–square.  Probably, he had overlooked that in the variation 

14.axb5 axb5 15.Bxb5 cxd4 16.cxd4 Qb6 17.Qe2 Na7 the bishop can be retreated, since 18.Bd3 

Qxb2 19.Rab1 is advantageous for White.  For this very reason I intended to continue 17...Rxa1 

18.Bxa1 Nb4 (with the threat of 19...Nxe4 20.Nxe4 Bxe4 21.Qxe4 Qxb5) 19.Bc4 Rc8, remaining 

minus a pawn, but obtaining in return the possibility of continually threatening the opponent’s 

somewhat clumsily-placed minor pieces. 

 

Korchnoi should all the same taken this path, whereas the one chosen by him completely passes 

the initiative to Black and we are no longer talking only of compensation for the missing pawn... 

 

14...Nd5 (2) 15.axb5 (7) axb5 (1) 16.Qb1 (1) cxd4 (4) 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8r+-wq-trk+0 
7+l+-vlpzpp0 
6-+n+p+-+0 
5+p+nzP-+-0 
4-+-zp-+-+0 
3+-zPL+NzP-0 
2-vL-sN-zP-zP0 
1tRQ+-+RmK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
17.cxd4 (1) 

Interesting is the variation 17.Bxh7+ Kh8 18.Rxa8 Bxa8 19.cxd4 g6 20.Bxg6 fxg6 21.Qxg6 Qe8 

22.Qh6+ Kg8 23.Qxe6+ Qf7, and the advantage is on the side of Black – whether or not White 

exchanges queens.  The reader can see for themselves that in the present position White’s material 

advantage (four pawns for a bishop) means less that the activity of the black pieces, and the presence 

of his sole, but on the other hand passed, pawn. 

 

17...h6 (2) 18.Bxb5 (1) Qb6 (3) 19.Be2 (11) 

A little passive, but on the other hand, solid.  19.Bd3 had its minuses: in the conditions of the 

approaching time trouble it is especially unpleasant when the pieces begin to ‘hang’. 

 

19...Rxa1 (1) 20.Bxa1 (1) Qa7 (1) 

I confess, I very much liked this idea, which came into my head at this moment: the queen as if 

cedes the c- and b-files to the rook for attacking action. 

 

21.Nc4 (6) Rb8 (11) 22.Bb2 (9) 

Clearly, there was no point in bringing the bishop out from the corner, when it is soon forced to 

return.  Admittely, at the moment this was not so obvious... 



22...Ba6 (4) 23.Qc2 (5) Qb7 (8) 24.Ba1 (16) Ncb4 (12) 25.Qd2 (2) Rc8 (3) 

Black’s task includes the exchange of light-squared bishops.  White cannot avoid this.  Thus, in 

the case of 26.Rc1 Nb6 27.Na5 Rxc1+ 28.Qxc1 Qa8 the exchange is forced in a more favourable 

situation. 

 

26.Ne3 (10) Nxe3 (9) 27.Qxe3 (3) Bxe2 (4) 28.Qxe2 (1) Rc2 (1) 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+-+-+k+0 
7+q+-vlpzp-0 
6-+-+p+-zp0 
5+-+-zP-+-0 
4-sn-zP-+-+0 
3+-+-+NzP-0 
2-+r+QzP-zP0 
1vL-+-+RmK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
29.Qd1 (1) 

Thus, Black’s good and White’s bad bishop have remained on the board.  True, there are few 

pieces, but the domination of the black forces is sufficiently obvious. 

 

29...Qc6 (2) 

Permitting 30.d5, which after 30...Qxd5 31.Qxd5 Nxd5 led to almost complete equality.  I 

went in for this, firstly on account of the ‘almost’ (some slight chances of success all the same 

remained for me), and secondly because I was familiar with the character of Korchnoi, who does not 

return his extra pawns so readily. 

 

30.h3 (3) Nd5 (2) 31.Qd3 (4) Qa4 (1) 32.Nd2! (3) 

An interesting idea.  White leads the knight to an seemingly absurd stance – b3, but paradoxical 

as it seems, it is precisely here that it is placed best. 

 

32...Ra2 (7) 

Already at this point I did not have a lot of time remaining, and I began to play without a plan, 

from move to move. 

 

33.Nb3 Nb4 (2) 34.Qb1 (1) Nd5 (1) 35.Rc1 (1) 

Having created the threat of invasion on the 8th rank, Korchnoi grinned and his entire 

appearance showed that he was ready to take revenge on me for my rejection of his recent draw offer. 

 

35...Qa8 (1) 36.Rc8+ (1) 



Wrongly exchanging rooks.  White feared the threat of 36...Ne3, but after this the exchange of 

rooks would have been more favourable for him. 

 

36...Qxc8 (1) 

The rooks have disappeared from the board, but nonetheless the advantage remains on the side of 

Black.  Now, combining threats to White’s ‘tied-down’ pieces and to his weakened king’s flank, I 

managed to increase my advantage. 

 

37.Qxa2 (1) 

The rooks have disappeared from the board, but nonetheless the advantage remains on the side of 

Black.  Now, combining threats to White’s ‘tied-down’ pieces and to his weakened king’s flank, I 

managed to increase my advantage. 

 

37...Qc4 (1) 38.Qb1 (1) Qe2 39.Qc1? (1) 

To defend the position after 39.Qf1 Qc2 was difficult, but all the same the bishop should not 

have been allowed to g5 with gain of tempo.  Now White’s position is lost. 

 

39...Bg5 40.Qf1 (1) Qf3 41.h4 (1) 

It must be thought that White was counting on this, sealed, move.  Indeed, if the bishop goes 

back to e7, then after 42.Nd2 he defends; similarly insufficient for victory is the advantage that 

Black obtains playing 41...Ne3 42.Nd2! Qd5 43.fxe3 Bxe3+ 44.Kh2 Bxd2. 

XIIIIIIIIY 
8-+-+-+k+0 
7+-+-+pzp-0 
6-+-+p+-zp0 
5+-+nzP-vl-0 
4-+-zP-+-zP0 
3+N+-+qzP-0 
2-+-+-zP-+0 
1vL-+-+QmK-0 
xabcdefghy 

 
In this position Korchnoi resigned the game, reasonably believing that on the resumption I would 

play 41...Be3!, and then the simple variation 42.Qg2 Bxf2+ 43.Qxf2 Qxb3 44.Kh2 h5 would have 

graphically demonstrated the enormous superiority of the d5–knight over the a1–bishop. 

 

(Times: 2:30-2:28.) 


