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Foreword
My first chess board en coun ter with Mikhail Moiseevich Botvinnik came at the fi nal of 
the 12th USSR Cham pi on ship in 1940. This was fol lowed by var i ous tour na ment
games, the most im por tant of which were at the match-tour na ments of 1941 and
1948. But of course, our ri valry reached its ze nith in our se ries of matches in the years
1954-58. In those days, the chess world had a well-or gan ised sys tem, un der which
World Cham pi on ship matches were played ev ery three years. I should point out that,
whilst we had dif fer ing views on cer tain as pects of chess, we both looked on the game 
not merely as a sport ing com pe ti tion, but also as an art, and tried at the board to cre ate
fin ished works of art.

This book, con tain ing the an no tated games of all three matches, breaks new his -
tor i cal ground: un til now, no book on the 1957 match has ever been pub lished, at
least not in Rus sian. Now the reader has the games of all three matches be tween one
set of cov ers, and can get a full im pres sion of the na ture of our rivalry.

De spite the ner vous ten sion that ac com pa nies any match for the World Cham pi -
on ship, these matches gave the chess world many mo ments of great cre ative achieve -
ment. Of course, these were ac com pa nied by some se ri ous mis takes, but these only
serve to un der line the ex treme pres sure of such matches. I re main con vinced that
these three matches played a sig nif i cant role in the history of chess.

I be lieve that this book will be of in ter est both to lov ers of chess his tory, and to
those who are seek ing to im prove their own play.

Vasily Smyslov, ex World Cham pion
Mos cow, Jan u ary 2003
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Botvinnik-Smyslov – The Three Matches

The Tri ple Crown

If one is be ing strictly ac cu rate, one should say that Botvinnik and Smyslov ac tu ally
played five matches against one an other. How ever, the first two were played in the
form of match-tour na ments, one for the Ab so lute Cham pi on ship of the USSR (Le nin -
grad-Mos cow 1941) and one for the World Cham pi on ship (The Hague-Mos cow
1948). Al though the num ber of games played in these first two matches was small
(four and five re spec tively), these short matches serve as a pre lude to the sub se quent
main en coun ters. Botvinnik won two games in the first event, and one in the sec ond,
with the re main ing games be ing drawn. It should be pointed out that in 1941,
Smyslov was still a young and de vel op ing player, whilst start ing from 1948, he proved 
him self a gen u ine con tender for the World Cham pi on ship. There was also the
match-tour na ment at Sverdlovsk 1943, where they played two games, with a sim i lar
re sult – Botvinnik won one and the other was drawn.

With out doubt, the three World Cham pi on ship matches rep re sent some of the
high points of the two play ers’ ca reers, and are an im por tant part of chess his tory.
With out ex ag ger a tion, one can say that the whole coun try fol lowed these matches,
since chess oc cu pied a ma jor place in the na tion’s con scious ness. Ra dio re ports were
given by the re nowned foot ball com men ta tor Vadim Siniavsky, and in ev ery lo ca tion
one could find out the chess news and ob tain the scores of the games, or write down
the ad journed po si ti o n soon af ter the play ing ses sion was fin ished. The fol low ing day,
all the na tional news pa pers would pub lish the game, with ex pert com men tary, whilst
spe cial bul le tins, ded i cated to the match, were also pub lished.

The three World Cham pi on ship matches all de vel oped dif fer ently. The 1954 and
1958 matches were both marked by an out stand ing start by Botvinnik: 3½ out of
four! Al though Mikhail Moiseevich’s task in these two matches was a lit tle dif fer ent
(in the first match, a 12-12 draw was suf fi cient, whereas in the last match, only a win
would do), it is note wor thy that he stum bled at the fin ish both times, los ing two
games, al ter nat ing with draws. This may sug gest a pos si ble pre ma ture re lax ation,
think ing that the aim was al ready achieved, al though more likely, it was sim ply the re -
sult of tired ness – it is well-known that Botvinnik claimed it was only pos si ble to play
at full strength in a World Cham pi on ship match for a max i mum of 16-18 games.
Botvinnik usu ally based such opin ions on his own per sonal ex pe ri ences. In the 1954
match, for ex am ple, he suf fered a ca tas tro phe, los ing three suc ces sive games, af ter
which Smyslov as sumed the lead in the match. One can only mar vel at the strength of
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will needed to come back from this, and in the next five games, to win four, with one
de feat, and so pre serve the sta tus quo! This sec tion of the match ended with Game 16,
which only serves to un der line the max i mum num ber of games one can pos si bly play
at full strength, when com pet ing for the high est ti tle.

The 1957 match, which brought Smyslov the ti tle, fol lowed a dif fer ent sce nario.
Botvinnik did not man age to es tab lish the lead at the start, and the match re mained
bal anced, but from Game 8 on wards, Smyslov took the lead, and de spite his op po -
nent’s great ef forts, he con ducted the match to a suc cess ful con clu sion. At the very end 
of the match, Botvinnik even gave up try ing to change the in ev i ta ble out come, and
made sev eral short draws. A sim i lar sit u a tion arose in his 1963 match against
Petrosian, in which Botvinnik also went down with a num ber of short draws, ef fec -
tively ac knowl edg ing de feat. What is the mys tery here? Botvinnik was a fighter to his
very bones, but he was also a re al ist. Once he un der stood that there was no chance of
sav ing the match, he sim ply, in his own words, wanted ‘to get the thing over with’.

But in the re turn match of 1958, Vasily Vasilievich found him self fac ing the
Botvinnik of old, with his fierce will to win, armed to the teeth and, most im por tantly
of all, full of en ergy and mo ti va tion.

Mind you, even in the re turn match, there was one un for tu nate ep i sode, re sult ing
from a di min ished sense of dan ger and pre ma ture re lax ation. Botvinnik never for got
this in ci dent, and was re minded of it when ever he en tered the White Hall in the Mos -
cow Cen tral Chess Club, where the in ci dent oc curred. Be fore the 15th game, his lead
was 4 points, and the game was ad journed in a win ning po si ti o n for him. His first
mis take was to re main in Mos cow, rather than go ing to his coun try da cha, where he
usu ally ana lysed ad journed po si tions. The sec ond mis take was to ana lyse the po si ti o n
slop pily; even so ex pe ri enced a fighter as he al lowed him self to be sucked into a false
sense of se cu rity, start ing with the breach ing of his usual com pet i tive re gime. And
thirdly, Botvinnik sim ply for got about the clock, dur ing the ad journ ment ses sion, and
failed to make his 56th move at the sec ond time-con trol. As a re sult, the game was lost, 
and the lead shrunk to three points, in stead of the ‘right ful’ five.

There is no book on the 1957 match in our Rus sian chess lit er a ture. The other two
matches were the sub ject of books by Botvinnik, but with the pas sage of time, these have 
be come bib lio graph i cal rar i ties. On the other hand, there are ob vi ous ben e fits in hav ing
within one cover the games of all three matches be tween these two great ri vals. The ma -
jor ity of games are given with notes by Botvinnik, whilst in other cases, where the com -
men tar ies are by Smyslov or other well-known mas ters, this is in di cated in the text.

Botvinnik’s orig i nal note books, con tain ing anal y sis of ope ning vari a tions, are es pe -
cially valu able. Of course, since that time, the ory has taken gi ant steps for ward, but even
so, there is no doubt that in these note books there is still much in ter est ing ma te rial to be
found. In ad di tion, the con tents of these lit tle books show just how dil i gently and sys tem -
at i cally Botvinnik worked on chess, even for some body who was ac knowl edged as the
world’s lead ing player. The quan tity of his an a lyt i cal work shows that Botvinnik sig nif i -
cantly strength ened the whole sys tem of pre par ing for World Cham pi on ship matches.

Botvinnik-Smyslov – The Three Matches
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That the chess world was so well or gan ised in those days is due in no small mea sure to
Botvinnik, who first sug gested to FIDE the sys tem for run ning World Cham pi on ship
matches. This sys tem was still prov ing its worth when Botvinnik him self had al ready
been out of com pet i tive chess for some 20 years. What a strik ing con trast it all is to the 
way these events are or gan ised now a days! It is in ter est ing that many grand masters
were op posed in gen eral to the idea of re turn matches, and these have now dis ap -
peared from prac tice. The meta mor pho sis of Garry Kasparov in this re gard is highly
in ter est ing – hav ing been fiercely op posed to re turn matches at one time, he be came
their most pas sion ate ad vo cate. How ever, be cause there were no proper rules by then,
and his match with Kramnik was played out side the aus pices of FIDE, there was no
doc u mented right to a re turn match.

In his last years, there was much that Botvinnik dis liked in the way chess was run.
When he could no lon ger in flu ence such af fairs, and his pub lished ar ti cles did not
help, he fell back on what was for him the sav ing ar gu ment: ‘And what if I were dead?
Would I have any in flu ence then?’.

Now Mikhail Moiseevich is no lon ger with us, but his clas si cal cre ative her i tage re -
mains, in clud ing his con tri bu tion to or gan is ing the World Cham pi on ship. A re turn to 
its ba sis might not be such a bad thing for those now run ning world chess, and for
those still fight ing for the world ti tle.

Dur ing work on an other Botvinnik pro ject, Botvinnik’s reg u lar trans la tor Ken Neat
be gan send ing in com ments on Botvinnik’s an no ta tions. At first it was hard to un der -
stand how a trans la tor could find mis takes in the anal y sis of a great player. Soon we
real ised that the Eng lish spe cial ist was us ing the help of a com puter. These com puter
com ments were added at the end of each vol ume. There were not a huge num ber of
them, and in the main they re lated to sec ond ary vari a tions. Even so, I be lieve that
Mikhail Moiseevich him self, had he lived to see this day, would not have ob jected to
these in ac cu ra cies be ing pointed out, since his great est con cern in chess was al ways
the search for the truth. We have there fore also pre sented the trans la tor’s com ments
on those games played in these matches.

I Y Botvinnik, Ed i tor-com piler
1 De cem ber 2003

A note on the Eng lish edi tion
We have given Ken Neat’s abovementioned com ments as foot notes in this Eng lish edi -
tion. Apart from these, there are a few new com ments added by Steve Giddins, the trans -
la tor of the present book, and the ed i to rial staff.

Pe ter Boel, Ed i tor 
1 March 2009
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GAME 17  22 April
Smys lov - Bot vin nik
King’s In dian At tack

1. Àg1-f3 Àg8-f6
2. g2-g3 g7-g6
3. Ãf1-g2 Ãf8-g7
4. 0-0 0-0
5. d2-d3

TsLd.tM_
jJjJjJlJ
._._.sJ_
_._._._.
._._._._
_._I_Ni.
IiI_IiBi
rNbQ_Rk.

TsLd.tM_
jJjJjJlJ
._._.sJ_
_._._._.
._._._._
_._I_Ni.
IiI_IiBi
rNbQ_Rk.

White at tempts to play the King’s In dian
De fence with colours re versed. How ever, 
as Black this de fence is suc cess ful only if
White has al ready played d2-d4. In the
pres ent case, if Black pro ceeds care fully
and does not hurry with the move
...d7-d5, it is dif fi cult for White to
achieve any advantage.

5. ... c7-c5
6. e2-e4 Àb8-c6
7. c2-c3 d7-d5

As noted above, there was no hurry for
this move, by which Black al lows his op -
po nent to reach a nor mal King’s In dian
struc ture with re versed colours. More
pru dent was 7...d6 and, on 8.Àbd2,
8...e5, as oc curred in our meet ing at the
22nd USSR Cham pi on ship (1955).

8. e4-e5
White fixes the struc ture pre ma turely,
and falls into a dif fi cult po si ti o n. Better
was 8.Àbd2.

8. ... Àf6-e8
9. d3-d4 Ãc8-g4!

This sim ple ma noeuvre com pletely re -
futes the pre ma ture cen tral ad vance.
The white pawns on d4 and e5 prove to 
be a con ve nient ob ject of at tack for
Black.

10. h2-h3
This re ac tion is forced by the threat of
10...©d7.

10. ... Ãg4xf3
11. Ãg2xf3 e7-e6
12. Ãc1-e3 c5xd4
13. c3xd4 f7-f6

If White were now forced to ex -
change on f6, his po si tion would be
very bad. How ever, by at tack ing the
e6 pawn, he can try to win a valu able
tempo to sup port his cen tre by means
of f2-f4.

14. Ãf3-g4 f6xe5
Black must not per mit 15.f4. The text
move is at trac tive, be cause White can -
not af ford to take on e6: 15.Ãxe6+
®h8 16.dxe5 Àc7 17.Ãg4 d4 18.Ãd2
Àxe5, and Black has a clear ad van tage.
Smyslov, how ever, de fends very coolly,
and shows that there is no hurry to take
on e6. In stead, he re news the threat of
f2-f4.

T_.dStM_
jJ_._.lJ
._S_J_J_
_._Jj._.
._.i._B_
_._.b.iI
Ii._.i._
rN_Q_Rk.

T_.dStM_
jJ_._.lJ
._S_J_J_
_._Jj._.
._.i._B_
_._.b.iI
Ii._.i._
rN_Q_Rk.

15. d4xe5!
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An ac cu rate move-or der. Now Black can -
not cap ture the cen tral pawn with his
knight, be cause of 16.Ãxe6+ and
17.Ãxd5, nor with the bishop, in view of
16.Ãxe6+ ®h8 (16...®g7 17.©d2)
17.Àd2 with dou ble-edged play. On
15...Àc7 there fol lows 16.f4, and so there 
re mains only the forced, but by no means
un fa vour able ad vance of the d-pawn.

15. ... d5-d4
16. Ãe3-d2!

Again he should not grab the e6 pawn:
16.Ãxe6+ ®h8 17.Ãf4 Àc7 18.Ãb3
Àd5! 19.Ãxd5 ©xd5 would fa vour
Black.

16. ... Àc6xe5
Now this move can not be de layed any
lon ger, in view of the threat of 17.f4,
and White like wise can not con tinue to
keep the cap ture on e6 in re serve.

17. Ãg4xe6+ ®g8-h8
18. Ãd2-f4!

The sav ing move for White! The f3-
 square is cov ered, and White threat ens
to cap ture on e5, re mov ing Black’s most
ac tive piece.

18. ... Àe8-c7
19. Ãe6-b3

White has achieved a good deal, and as
is clear from the pre ced ing com men tary, 
this is mainly be cause he re frained from
the pre ma ture cap ture on e6.

19. ... Àe5-c6
Black has no choice, since he must not
per mit the ex change of his cen tral ised
knight.

20. ©d1-g4
En sur ing the g5-square for the dark-
 squared bishop; oth er wise, af ter
20...Àd5 it would have to re treat all the
way to c1 (the d2-square is needed for
the knight).

T_.d.t.m
jJs._.lJ
._S_._J_
_._._._.
._.j.bQ_
_B_._.iI
Ii._.i._
rN_._Rk.

T_.d.t.m
jJs._.lJ
._S_._J_
_._._._.
._.j.bQ_
_B_._.iI
Ii._.i._
rN_._Rk.

How should Black ex ploit his tem po rary 
and small ad van tage in de vel op ment? In
the event of 20...Àa5 21.Àd2 Àxb3
22.Àxb3 he does not ob tain any real ad -
van tage, whilst af ter 20...d3 21.Àc3
Àd4 22.Õad1 or 22.Ãc4 White also
stands sat is fac to rily.

20. ... Àc7-d5
In prin ci ple, this is the cor rect de ci sion,
but it should have been pre ceded by the
move 20...Õf5, af ter which there would
fol low 21.h4 (se cur ing g5 for the
bishop) and only af ter 21...Àd5
22.Ãg5 there is the re ply 22...Ãf6. By
con trast with the game, White can not
then win a tempo with 23.Ãh6, whilst
23.Ãxf6+ Àxf6 gives Black a good
game.
This mo ment proves to be a turn ing
point in the game.

21. Ãf4-g5 ©d8-a5
It is clear from the pre vi ous note that
White would have an swered 21...Ãf6
with 22.Ãh6 and 23.Àd2. Now, how -
ever, it ap pears at first sight that White’s
de vel op ment is stopped, since af ter
22.Àa3 there is the re ply 22...Àb6 (but
not 22...Àe5 23.Àc4) with the threat of 
23...Àe5, whilst against 22.Àd2, a
small com bi na tion had been prepared.

22. Àb1-d2!
Nev er the less!
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GAME 14  8 and 9 April
Bot vin nik - Smys lov
Eng lish Ope ning

1. c2-c4 Àg8-f6
2. Àb1-c3 d7-d5
3. c4xd5 Àf6xd5
4. g2-g3 g7-g6
5. Ãf1-g2 Àd5xc3
6. b2xc3 Ãf8-g7
7. Õa1-b1 Àb8-d7

T_LdM_.t
jJjSjJlJ
._._._J_
_._._._.
._._._._
_.i._.i.
I_.iIiBi
_RbQk.nR

T_LdM_.t
jJjSjJlJ
._._._J_
_._._._.
._._._._
_.i._.i.
I_.iIiBi
_RbQk.nR

In this way, the b7 pawn is in di rectly de -
fended (8.Ãxb7 Ãxb7 9.Õxb7 Àb6),
but now the black knight turns out to be 
poorly placed.

8. c3-c4
This plan can not give White any ad van -
tage. In the 16th game of the match, I
con tin ued 8.Àf3 with the idea of later
es tab lish ing a pawn cen tre by d2-d4 and 
e2-e4.

8. ... 0-0
9. Àg1-f3 Õa8-b8

There were no grounds to avoid the
ad vance ...e7-e5, so as to pre vent
d2-d4.

10. 0-0 b7-b6
11. d2-d4 e7-e5

Sooner or later, this will be nec es sary,
otherwise White will take over the cen -
tre.

12. Ãc1-a3 Õf8-e8
13. d4xe5

Played with a lack of at ten tion. I had
counted on the con tin u a tion 13...Àxe5
14.Àxe5 Ãxe5 15.Ãc6, which is the
best White could dream of16, but I failed
to no tice my op po nent’s thor oughly
con vinc ing re tort. 
However, even af ter 13.Àxe5 Àxe5
14.dxe5 ©xd1 15.Õfxd1 Ãf5 16.e4 Ãg4
17.f3 Ãe6, Black would eas ily equa lise.

.tLdT_M_
j.jS_JlJ
.j._._J_
_._.i._.
._I_._._
b._._Ni.
I_._IiBi
_R_Q_Rk.

.tLdT_M_
j.jS_JlJ
.j._._J_
_._.i._.
._I_._._
b._._Ni.
I_._IiBi
_R_Q_Rk.

13. ... Ãc8-b7!
The pawn on e5 will not run away, so
Black first com pletes his de vel op ment. The 
vari a tion 14.©a4 Àxe5 15.Àxe5 Ãxe5
16.Õfd1 ©c8 is not dan ger ous for him.

14. ©d1-c2 Àd7xe5
15. Õf1-d1 ©d8-c8
16. Àf3xe5 Ãb7xg2
17. ®g1xg2

On 17.Àxg6 there is the re ply 17...Ãe4.
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17. ... Õe8xe5
18. Õd1-d5

White had pre pared this well in ad vance, 
stop ping the move 18...Õh5.

18. ... ©c8-e6
19. Õd5xe5 Ãg7xe5

.t._._M_
j.j._J_J
.j._D_J_
_._.l._.
._I_._._
b._._.i.
I_Q_IiKi
_R_._._.

.t._._M_
j.j._J_J
.j._D_J_
_._.l._.
._I_._._
b._._.i.
I_Q_IiKi
_R_._._.

20. Õb1-d1
Com plet ing the ma noeuvre be gun with 
18.Õd5. The con tin u a tion 20...©c6+
21.Õd5 b5 is not dan ger ous for White,
since he can fa vour ably re ply 22.©e4.

20. ... Õb8-e8
21. ©c2-e4

White ac cu rately strives for ex changes
(with a match lead of three points, play -
ing for a draw was psy cho log i cally the
right ap proach, since my op po nent must 
at tempt to win).

21. ... Ãe5-f6
22. ©e4xe6 Õe8xe6
23. ®g2-f3

._._._M_
j.j._J_J
.j._TlJ_
_._._._.
._I_._._
b._._Ki.
I_._Ii.i
_._R_._.

._._._M_
j.j._J_J
.j._TlJ_
_._._._.
._I_._._
b._._Ki.
I_._Ii.i
_._R_._.

23. ... Õe6-c6
Smyslov tries to win an equal end game,
a dan ger ous thing to do. Al though
White has some weak pawns on the
queenside, the ac tiv ity of his king fully
makes up for this.

24. Õd1-c1 Ãf6-d4
25. e2-e3 Ãd4-c5
26. Ãa3-b2

Of course, with bish ops on the board,
the ac tiv ity of the black rook is some -
what lim ited, and it is eas ier for White
to de fend his iso lated pawns.

26. ... f7-f5
27. ®f3-e2 ®g8-f7
28. h2-h3

At the right mo ment, White can at tempt
to ex ploit his pawn ma jor ity, hence he
sets up the move g3-g4. At first, Smyslov
quite sen si bly takes ac count of this threat.

28. ... Ãc5-e7
29. a2-a4

Now the white pawns will be re li ably
de fended. For ex am ple, 29...Õc5
30.®d3 Õa5 31.Õa1 Ãf6 32.Ãc3 Ãxc3 
33.®xc3 ®e6 34.®b4.

29. ... h7-h5
30. ®e2-d3 h5-h4

._._._._
j.j.lM_.
.jT_._J_
_._._J_.
I_I_._.j
_._Ki.iI
.b._.i._
_.r._._.

._._._._
j.j.lM_.
.jT_._J_
_._._J_.
I_I_._.j
_._Ki.iI
.b._.i._
_.r._._.

When one is de ter mined to win a drawn 
po si ti o n, it is easy to play a bad move
with out re ally no tic ing it. Black be lieved 

The Third Match – 1958

237


