
Af ter a few de lays, Part II of Garry
Kasparov’s ret ro spec tive on the
great est play ers from chess his tory 
dropped through my letterbox just 
in time for Christ mas. Thank you
Fa ther Christ mas! This vol ume
cov ers Euwe, Botvinnik, Smyslov
and Tal and just like the first vol -
ume, it is ab so lutely stun ning.
Surf ing on the Internet, I was
quite sur prised to see the amount
of crit i cism that the first vol ume
re ceived. It made me real ise just
how dif fer ently peo ple ap proach
chess books and how dif fer ent ev -
ery body’s idea is of what makes a
good chess book. I gather that
chess his to ri ans have found nu -
mer ous his tor i cal in ac cu ra cies in
the first vol ume, while var i ous
play ers – strong, weak and com -
puter-aided – have com plained
about the qual ity of the anal y sis in 
the book. Read ing these com -
ments, I could n’t help be ing in
com plete agree ment with many of
them, and yet you know, I could n’t 
bring my self to care! To me, to con -
demn the book on the ba sis of
such er rors re ally misses the rea -
son why this is such a won der ful
pro ject. If I had to choose be tween 
a book on this sub ject writ ten by a 
strong player (IM or GM), his tor i -
cally pris tine and an a lyt i cally per -
fect, and Kasparov’s book, I would
al ways choose Kasparov’s book
with out hes i ta tion. Why? Be cause

it’s Garry! As al ways with Garry,
you get to know what he thinks.
The hon est opin ion of some body
who has been (still is?) the best,
who has per son ally ex pe ri enced
ev ery pos si ble sce nario in World
Cham pi on ship matches – sud den
col lapses, last-gasp vic to ries, tri -
umph and di sas ter – is price less
and makes for fas ci nat ing read ing. 
Anal y sis co mes and goes – I have
had enough of my own ‘won der ful’ 
anal y sis re futed to be fairly san -
guine about the ob jec tive mer its
of any anal y sis. For me, the magic
of chess and the secret of its
attractiveness lie in the thoughts
and experiences of the people who 
play this game. 

If there was one crit i cism to be
made of the first book, it was that
Kasparov’s in volve ment in the
book did seem a lit tle un even at
times. You can usu ally re ally sense
Kasparov’s tone and pres ence, but
oc ca sion ally you felt that the book
was more or less re peat ing what
has gone be fore with out add ing
very much new. My feel ing is that
this is just a log i cal con se quence of 
the scale of the pro ject and prob a -
bly also a re sult of how the book
came to gether. I imag ine that
Garry had a lot of anal y sis of po si -
tions from old games be fore this
pro ject be gan – pos si bly
Dvoretsky-style in the form of il lus -
tra tive po si tions for strategical

themes – but prob a bly not anal y sis
of the whole games. These anal y ses 
were prob a bly the ba sis of the
whole pro ject. To this he would
have added a lot of work done spe -
cif i cally for this pro ject (es pe cially
it seems, check ing old games for
faulty anal y sis very closely with
Fritz) but that al ways leaves a lot of 
loose ends that need to be tied to -
gether in a nar ra tive. And these are 
of ten the bits that end up more as
a rep e ti tion of what has gone be -
fore. The first book did some times
feel like a se quence of ‘set pieces’
of anal y sis/com men tary/in sight
from Garry linked by better-known
ma te rial to which he had not con -
trib uted any thing new. From this
point of view, the sec ond book is a
dis tinct improvement – you feel
Garry everywhere. 

From a per sonal point of view,
this pro ject has been re ve la tory
for me. Al though I knew a fair
amount about the play ers from
by gone ages and also a large num -
ber of their games, I real ise now
that I never ap proached their
games in a prop erly crit i cal way. I
ei ther un fairly re jected some of
their games as too weakly played
for con sid er ation or too eas ily ac -
cepted their great po si tional vic -
to ries as mod els of per fec tion. Of
course I got to know most of
these games when I was very
young which was a time when I
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was only look ing for guid ance
from great games. All the same, I
no tice now how such an un crit i -
cal ap proach can breed dog ma -
tism and have a det ri men tal ef fect 
on your chess un der stand ing.
This was brought home to me by
Kasparov’s an no ta tions of the fas -
ci nat ing Euwe-Maroczy game
from Zandvoort 1936. We start at
move 14:

T_.d.tM_
_L_SlJj.
J_._Js.j
_Jj.n._.
._.i.b._
i.n.i._I
Bi._.iI_
_.rQ_Rk.

T_.d.tM_
_L_SlJj.
J_._Js.j
_Jj.n._.
._.i.b._
i.n.i._I
Bi._.iI_
_.rQ_Rk.

14...c4
This was the first thing that
shocked me: no ques tion marks.
Count less games an no tated by
Fred Reinfeld flashed through my
head where such moves were la -
beled as the de ci sive mis take: ‘A
bad de ci sion re leas ing the cen tral
ten sion and giv ing White a free
hand to at tack on the kingside’ –
that’s what Kasparov should have
writ ten! In stead, he con tents him -
self with quot ing Euwe’s bal anced
com ment ‘This gives the game a
par tic u larly sharp char ac ter. Black 
now has the queenside ma jor ity of 
pawns which in the event of an
end ing might very likely de cide
the game in his fa vour. White
there fore turns all his ef forts to
the prep a ra tion of a kingside at -
tack’ and stat ing that ‘Also pos si -
ble is 14...cd4!? 15.ed4 Àb6 and
...Àbd5 with the usual play against 
the isolated d4-pawn.’
15.Ãb1 Õe8?!
Kasparov now states ‘In my view a

loss of time. Better was the im me -
di ate 15...Àe5 16.Ãe5 (no use is
16.de5?! ©d1 17.Õfd1 Àd5)
16...Àd7 17.©c2 f5 18.Ãf4 Àf6
with chances for both sides’. By
now, my jaw had dropped to the
ground. Garry thinks that Black’s
po si tion is just fine af ter a move
like ...c4? But...but that can’t be
true – it’s been known since the
1900s that this type of move is al -
ways bad!
16.©e2 Àe5
Kasparov now quotes Euwe again:
‘This is prob a bly a de ci sive mis -
take, since White’s at tack be comes 
more pow er ful than ever. On the
other hand, the text weak ens
White’s pawns so that his game
will be de cid edly in fe rior if the at -
tack does not suc ceed.’ Go Max,
Go! That’s the type of com ment
I’m used to hear ing! Garry com -
ments fur ther ‘How ever [16...Àe5] 
is hardly worse than 16...Àb6:
here af ter 17.Ãg3 fol lowed by
Õfd1 and e3-e4 or f2-f4 White has
good attacking chances.’ 
17.de5 Àh7
Euwe claims here that 17...Àd7
18.©g4 ®h8 19.©h5 is win ning
for White but Kasparov dem on -
strates that af ter 18...©c7!
19.Ãh6 ©e5 20.Ãf4 ©f6 the po si -
tion is un clear and rec om mends
in stead ‘ 18.©h5 Àc5 19.Õfd1
Àd3! 20.Ãd3 cd3 21.e4 ©d7
22.©g4 ®h7 23.Àd5 Ãd5 24.Õd3
with some ad van tage. Not
enough? But af ter all, White in
fact had hardly any thing...’ 

In the com pli ca tions that fol -
lowed, Kasparov also dem on -
strates – with the aid of Fritz –
that White’s at tack was not at all
as dan ger ous as it seemed, but for
me the ‘dam age’ had al ready been
done. Sud denly, a few things made 
sense: I could n’t help think ing
back to two ep i sodes in my chess

ca reer where my dog matic ac cep -
tance of the stan dard think ing on
...c4 had made its mark on my
play:

1. Sadler-Frias
Lon don Lloyds Bank 1994

T_.d.tM_
jL_SlJjJ
.j._.j._
_.jJn._.
._.i.b._
i.nBi._I
.iQ_.iI_
r._._Rk.

T_.d.tM_
jL_SlJjJ
.j._.j._
_.jJn._.
._.i.b._
i.nBi._I
.iQ_.iI_
r._._Rk.

This was ac tu ally the start ing point 
for one of the most trau matic pe ri -
ods of my chess ca reer. I had just
won a strong open in Nor way a
cou ple of weeks be fore and I had
started here with 2/2. I felt in re -
ally good form and a good tour na -
ment would see me above 2600 for
the first time. Here Black played
13...c4
I viv idly re mem ber think ing ‘Now
Black is just lost’ and be com ing
pro gres sively more frus trated as I
was un able to dem on strate a win.
In deed, from that point on I spent
acres of time, Black played imag i -
na tively and I com pletely im ploded, 
los ing on time in a dis grace ful po si -
tion on move 33. (Ah those were
the days!) I can not de scribe how
over wrought I was af ter the game.
That some body could play such an
‘ob vi ously bad’ move – a move that 
I knew to be bad since my ear li est
child hood – and beat me was too
much for me at the time and the
rest of the tour na ment be came a
com plete night mare. If I re mem ber
right, I was so wound up that I
with drew from the tour na ment af -
ter 9 of the 10 rounds and had to
take a break from chess for 3
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months to give my nerves a rest.
Ob vi ously 13...c4 was not the only
rea son for this, but my re ac tion to
it dur ing and also af ter the game –
it never oc curred to me that ...c4
might be a risky but rea son able
idea in this po si tion – showed the
ex tent to which un founded dog ma -
tism had in fected my game.

 
2. Hoi-Sadler

Yerevan Olympiad 1996

This was my sec ond game in the
Brit ish team and I was look ing to
im press af ter a very un con vinc ing
first win.
1.d4 d5 2.Àf3 Àf6 3.c4 dc4
4.e3 e6 5.Ãc4 c5  6.0-0 a6

7.Àc3 b5 8.Ãb3 Ãb7 9.©e2
Àbd7 10.Õd1 ©b6 11.a4

T_._Ml.t
_L_S_JjJ
Jd._Js._
_Jj._._.
I_.i._._
_Bn.iN_.
.i._QiIi
r.bR_.k.

T_._Ml.t
_L_S_JjJ
Jd._Js._
_Jj._._.
I_.i._._
_Bn.iN_.
.i._QiIi
r.bR_.k.

Here 11...b4 is nor mal, but I be -
came at tracted by the idea of
11...c4 12.Ãc2 b4 13.a5 ©c7 
14.Àa4
which I even tu ally played. But my

God – I spent so much time mak -
ing that de ci sion! Some of it was
spent cal cu lat ing but most of it
was spent fight ing against all my
child hood in stincts. If I lost, I was
pos i tive that the rest of the team
would tell me ‘How could you play 
such a move? Ev ery body knows
such a move is al ways bad’ (al -
though with Spess (Speelman)
and Jules (Hodgson) in the team, I
should have known that dur ing
the Olym piad they would bring
weirder moves to the board than I
could ever dream of!) If Garry had
writ ten this book 7 years ear lier, I
would have played ...c4 much
quicker!
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(here seen at a
sign ing ses sion in
New York) con tin ues 
his his tory of the
World Cham pi on ship 
with the sec ond
vol ume on Euwe,
Botvinnik, Smyslov
and Tal.
Mat thew Sadler
liked My Great
Pre de ces sors II even 
better. One rea son:
‘You feel Garry
ev ery where.’
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An other com ment that made a
very big im pres sion on me was in
the splen did sec tion on the ti tanic
match be tween Botvinnik and
Bronstein in 1951. Apart from the
re sult, this match was al most un -
known to me. I re mem ber read ing
some where that the num ber of
blun ders was very high, but what -
ever the case, it was cer tainly a
match of high drama. Kasparov
does some very in ter est ing anal y -
sis of the mag nif i cent 18th, 19th,
22nd and 23rd games but he also
draws at ten tion to a won der ful
com ment of Bronstein’s to the
opening of the 17th game:

Botvinnik-Bronstein
17th match game 1951

1.d4 Àf6 2.c4 e6 3.Àc3 Ãb4
4.e3 b6 5.Àe2 Ãa6 6.a3 Ãe7
7.Àg3?!
7.Àf4 was still wait ing to be in -
vented by... Botvinnik!
7...d5 8.cd5 Ãf1 9.Àf1 ed5
10.Àg3

Ts.dM_.t
j.j.lJjJ
.j._.s._
_._J_._.
._.i._._
i.n.i.n.
.i._.iIi
r.bQk._R

Ts.dM_.t
j.j.lJjJ
.j._.s._
_._J_._.
._.i._._
i.n.i.n.
.i._.iIi
r.bQk._R

10...©d7 11.©f3 Àc6!  12.0-0
12.Àf5 Ãf8 13.Àg3 Ãe7 with
equal ity.
12...g6
Bronstein achieved a com fort -
able game, grad u ally seized the
ini tia tive and gained a de served
win. Bronstein com mented on
10...©d7: ‘The start of a se ries of
strong moves, which have the aim
of con fus ing the op po nent and up -

set ting his har mo ni ous train of
thought. White wanted to play his
knight to f5 – Black pre vents this.
With 11.©f3 White re newed the
threat, and Black does not ob ject.
Is n’t this ec cen tric? Sheer tricks,
with no logic at all. But take a
look at the po si tion: all the pieces
are in play, and if 11...g6? Then
12.e4! Later Botvinnik said that
my play was con fus ing and that of -
ten he could not even un der stand
what I wanted. I con sider these
words to be the very best com pli -
ment. If the world cham pion does
not un der stand your plan, what
more could you want?’

I don’t think that I have ever
read a better de scrip tion of mod ern 
chess! That it co mes from a player
in the 1950s is a tes ta ment to how
ahead of his time Bronstein was.
The pre oc cu pa tion with the con -
crete de tails of the po si tion ahead
of the gen eral po si tional nice ties of 
the po si tion – 11...Àc6! not only
does not at tempt to pre vent Àf5
but also blocks Black’s nat u ral plan 
of ...c5 strik ing at the White cen tre
– and a huge flex i bil ity and at ten -
tion to ‘ac ci den tal’ tac ti cal de tails
dur ing the ex e cu tion of a plan is
the hall mark of the fin est mod ern
chess, but Bronstein’s fan tasy
seemed to take him there many
years in ad vance. Look ing at the
match, you re ally get the feel ing
that Bronstein could have beaten
Botvinnik in so many ways, but his
trag edy was that he never quite
man aged to choose be tween all his
pos si bil i ties. And al most mi rac u -
lously, through enor mous te nac ity
and fight ing spirit, Botvinnik held
on to Bronstein. At the end, it was
Bronstein who was happy to agree
a draw to make it 12-12.

In my re view of the first book, I did 
com ment on how of ten ‘the ma -

chine’ was cred ited with crit i cal im -
prove ments. This book is no dif fer -
ent but it is start ing to grate a lit tle 
less. It did prompt me to scour the
book for the ‘ma chine im prove -
ment’ I liked the most. There are
many can di dates, but this was the
cheek i est, taken from Kasparov’s
anal y sis of Keres’ mag is te rial win
against Botvinnik in Mos cow 1956:

.m.t.l.t
_J_L_J_.
Jd.jJj._
_._._._J
._._Ii._
_In._R_.
.iIqB_Ii
_K_R_._.

.m.t.l.t
_J_L_J_.
Jd.jJj._
_._._._J
._._Ii._
_In._R_.
.iIqB_Ii
_K_R_._.

17.Àa4
What hap pens af ter
17...Ãa4? 18.ba4 ®a7
19.Õb3! ©c5?

._.t.l.t
mJ_._J_.
J_.jJj._
_.d._._J
I_._Ii._
_R_._._.
.iIqB_Ii
_K_R_._.

._.t.l.t
mJ_._J_.
J_.jJj._
_.d._._J
I_._Ii._
_R_._._.
.iIqB_Ii
_K_R_._.

20.Õb5!
win ning the h5 pawn! A won der ful 
com puter move!
To sum ma rise, this is a won der ful
achieve ment. Not only is this an
enor mously in struc tive book on
all lev els – it could even be seen as 
an ope nings tu tor: the sec tion on
the Euwe-Alekhine match is a
mini-master class on the 6.Àe5
Àbd7 7.Àc4 ©c7 sys tem for ex am -
ple – it is also great fun to read!
You can’t ask for much more from
one book! n
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