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Fore word by Yasser Seirawan
Ev ery one who has played com pet i tive chess for any
length of time has at least one ri val who, for a cer tain 
pe riod, has had their num ber. The games in volved
are not so much a well-con tested face-off with a
dreaded arch-ri val; rather, they are akin to be ing
body-slammed from the top rope in a wres tling
match. The bat tles tend to be one-sided. Even in
those very rare con tests where we man age to mix
things up and play de cently, at least for a time, we
some how man age to walk into the one true hay -
maker on the board, al low ing yet an other bril liant
win. In short, we lose yet again.

While we take our own cus tom ers for granted, of course, be ing some one else’s
cli ent is in tol er a ble. In my own case I’ve had at least half a dozen or more such
dreaded ri vals who schooled me. My ear li est and most ter ri fy ing were firstly GM
Pe ter Biyiasas of Van cou ver BC, who reg u larly played in Open Swiss events in the
North west dur ing the 1970s when I was grow ing up in Se at tle, and, sec ondly,
GM Wal ter Shawn Browne. None of my later ri vals did I find as fright en ing as
Wal ter.

In the case of Wal ter, our ri valry started in 1976, when we shared in a three-way tie 
for first place in the Amer i can Open. For tu nately for me, we tied with out hav ing to
play one an other. But that was the start of the ri valry, and it con tin ued for the next
20 plus years.

Wal ter went on to win six US Cham pi on ship ti tles, while I won four. On the cir cuit, 
Wal ter earned two nick names. The first of these, ‘Six-time’, was an ob vi ous ref er -
ence to his num ber of cham pi on ship vic to ries. The sec ond nick name was ‘King of
the Swiss’, and his suc cess on the Swiss Open tour was truly re mark able. Any one
who has won a ma jor Swiss event knows that it takes a com bi na tion of good luck,
dar ing and the need to come through with a clutch win in the last rounds of play.
Of ten times a Swiss win even re quires a clean sweep. Wal ter was in cred i ble. I don’t
think there were any ma jor Amer i can Swiss tour na ment events that he did n’t win at 
least once. Some he won mul ti ple times. His suc cess and his tal ent for vic tory were
off the chart. How did he do it?

In my at tempts to an a lyze Wal ter’s game and to sum up his strengths and weak -
nesses one thing has al ways stood out for me: his ab so lute com pet i tive ness. Wal ter
strongly be lieves that if any thing is worth do ing it is worth do ing well. In all things
and at all times, Wal ter ap plies him self. Those who have com peted against him or
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merely watched him at the board can not help but no tice the ex traor di nary amount
of en ergy that he ex pends. He is a liv ing caul dron of mov ing, boil ing, seeth ing en -
ergy. From his fa cial ex pres sions, with gri maced lips, you can see that he has cal cu -
lated a par tic u lar vari a tion at great length and found a mir a cle sav ing-move for his
op po nent. Frus trated, he shakes his head, pulls him self up to the board, ex tend ing
his height, and ap plies him self once more, try ing hard, des per ately search ing for
the right move, as well as the right se ries of moves that will bring vic tory. It is a vast
un der state ment to call him a hard worker at the board. He never stops. Not un til
both score-sheets have been signed.

One of Wal ter’s ex traor di nary gifts in chess is his abil ity to cal cu late. Even in sim ple 
po si tions he can ap ply him self and look deeply into the en trails of the po si ti o n. But
it is the com plex po si tions that ex cite him the most. They bring out the best in him, 
and the trick ier the po si ti o n the better for him. Wal ter loves the tac ti cal chal lenge,
the com bi na tion, above all else. In fact, this amaz ing abil ity to cal cu late is his great -
est strength but also his great est weak ness.

Let me ex plain. In the many games that we con tested we held a deep post-mor tem.
Of ten these lasted for hours and dur ing them it was ob vi ous, time in and time out,
that Wal ter had out-cal cu lated me. We had looked at the same vari a tions, but he had 
cal cu lated them more deeply than I had. In many in stances Wal ter went far be yond
the point where I had stopped, be ing sat is fied with a line. Wal ter wanted to be sure. 
When he felt a win ex isted he wished to nail it down with cal cu la tion and
cold-blooded de ter mi na tion. When I asked why he did n’t just play an ob vi ously
good move, he would of ten say that while his ‘in stinct’ had told him to play the
‘nat u ral’ good move it was his cal cu la tion that guided him to con sider other pos si -
bil i ties, and what ul ti mately caused him to come to a de ci sion was the cal cu lated
line.

In most cases Wal ter’s in stinct and cal cu la tion were one and the same, pro duc ing
the same move, which he would then play. But here co mes the rub. He would go
into deep con cen tra tion, us ing large amounts of time on his clock to con firm his
in stinct with con crete cal cu la tion. The re sult? Chronic time trou ble. The flip side of 
his great est strength, cal cu la tion, was that it of ten led to har row ing time-scram bles.

Bingo! Won der ful, you may think. All I’d have to do is pres ent enough prob lems for 
Wal ter early and of ten enough and he would drift into time-trou ble, at which point 
I might take ad van tage... Un for tu nately, it was pre cisely here, when he was in
time-trou ble, that Wal ter was at his most dan ger ous. Co bra fast, he could make 20
moves within one min ute, and those 20 moves were like per fect links in a chain
lead ing to vic tory. It was truly re mark able to see him in ac tion while in time trou -
ble. He was a demon. Any one caught play ing time trou ble blitz against him would
likely fail as again and again Wal ter would come through the most har row ing
clock-pres sure in better shape than when he started. How he kept his nerves dur ing 
these ep i sodes re mains a mys tery to me.
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The above in sights might, at long last, lead us to some type of weak ness to ex ploit:
fa tigue. Wal ter would pour his heart, soul, imag i na tion and all his mind-power into 
a tough tour na ment game. Fa tigue would rear its ugly head, and it was there that he 
was vul ner a ble. And if this makes it sound as if he was a tough player to beat, trust
me, he was.

In many ways, our ca reers par al leled each an other. For ex am ple, in 1980 I re ceived
an in vi ta tion to the Crown Group of the tra di tional Wijk aan Zee tour na ment. This
was the ‘big leagues,’ and the tour na ment fea tured two of the high est-rated play ers
in the world at that time, Viktor Kortchnoi and Jan Timman. As a rookie in my first
big-league event, I shocked my self by scor ing 10 points out of 13. Be fore the last
round, my clos est ri val for first was... Wal ter, who was trail ing me by half a point.
He was to have White against the world’s num ber two ranked player, Kortchnoi,
and he would have to win to tie for first, as sum ing that I drew my game. I wished
Wal ter good luck and men tioned that he had a tough game ahead. His in stant re -
sponse was, ‘Yeah, but he (Kortchnoi) has got a tough game too!’ And so it was.
Wal ter won, and we tied for first place. In 1981, we were equal first in the US
Cham pi on ship as well. And so it would go. We would duel one an other for years to
come all over the world. On many oc ca sions first place rested on the out come.

In 1988 I went out on an in ter est ing ad ven ture and started a bi-weekly mag a zine,
In side Chess. In the third is sue of our ini tial year, Mary Lasher in ter viewed Wal ter,
who came up with a line that I’ve long re mem bered. I could just pic ture him say ing 
this with his unique Brook lyn ac cent com bined with Cal i for nia laid back: ‘Well,
when I played Spassky it was still early in the tour na ment and I was con tent. And now I made
the GM ti tle. And in that year only one other per son made the ti tle - K-a-r-p-o-v. Now a days,
20 peo ple a year make the ti tle. It’s like super in fla tion. In those days there were tough re quire -
ments.’

No kid ding! There is some thing about this quote that just tick les my funny bone.
Af ter 12 years of pub lish ing In side Chess mag a zine and af ter all the in ter views made, 
it is this line I re mem ber best. The idea that only two play ers were awarded the GM
ti tle in a given year. Put an other way, I’m cer tain Wal ter was a de serv ing re cip i ent of 
the grand mas ter ti tle. But how could we be sure of the un known So viet guy?

Be sides our con tests against one an other on a na tional and in ter na tional scale, our
ca reers par al leled each other in a sec ond way as well: in pub lish ing. In the late
1970s, well be fore the Internet era, get ting a hold of games from in ter na tional
tour na ments was a very dif fi cult un der tak ing. In those days, the Chess In for mant was 
a near bi ble for pro fes sional and semi-pro fes sional play ers alike. The games and an -
no ta tions were solid gold. But in many ways, as a Chess In for mant reader I felt
cheated. The ed i tors nat u rally picked the best games from a se lect event, such as the 
USSR Cham pi on ship. But I wanted to see all the games from the tour na ment. This
is where Wal ter came into the pic ture. He had the same wish. At his own per sonal
cost he would write to or ga niz ers, jour nal ists, fans and friends, pay ing them to
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air-mail to him the tour na ment bul le tins if they were avail able. Wal ter rea soned
that if he wanted to see the games of the en tire event, other Amer i can play ers
would as well. He would then mim eo graph the bul le tins and of fer them for sale to
de fray his costs. Of ten he scrib bled an an no ta tion mark for a par tic u lar move or
two, and I’d chal lenge my self to try to un der stand why he had made such an an no -
ta tion.

His bul le tin ser vice came first and In side Chess mag a zine came sec ond, but I’m sure
both paved the way for Wal ter’s cre ation, the World Blitz Chess As so ci a tion
(WBCA) and his Blitz Chess mag a zine. Wal ter was sim ply an out stand ing blitz
player, and to this very day con tin ues to win blitz tour na ments. In the 1980’s and
90’s there sim ply were not enough blitz events, and Wal ter wanted to change the
pic ture. He em barked on what was vir tu ally a one-ma n cru sade to ad ver tise blitz
chess and to en cour age play ers and or ga niz ers to sup port it.

But if you re ally stop and think about it, why did Wal ter have to work so hard to en -
cour age the ‘of fi cial’ world of chess to sup port blitz chess? Blitz chess is the pri -
mary form of chess played around the world. Whether you go to the beaches,
parks, com mu nity cen ters, cof fee shops or clubs, if chess play ers are en gaged
they’ll prob a bly be play ing blitz chess. Yet the clubs and fed er a tions of the world
sup port lengthy tour na ment play – and even cor re spon dence chess play where the
con tests last for years. It seems that within the con fines of or ga nized chess play,
blitz chess does n’t re ceive the sup port it de serves. It is just the play ers who play
blitz who en joy it the most. Chess of fi cials don’t.

While Wal ter did a great deal – in fact, more than any one – to en cour age blitz
events, he has been only par tially suc cess ful. He did in deed raise the stat ure of blitz, 
and there were many more blitz events thanks to his ef forts, but when he stopped
pub lish ing Blitz Chess mag a zine the blitz events more or less re turned to the norm
that ex isted be fore his ef forts had be gun. He pushed the boul der up the moun tain,
but it rolled back down.

Be cause Wal ter Shawn Browne has had such a long, dis tin guished and suc cess ful
ca reer it is nigh im pos si ble to of fer sweep ing state ments and gen er al i ties to de -
scribe the chess force that he has been. About him as a player, I can only say that he
was the tough est com pet i tor I ever faced at the chess board. I knew that if I did n’t
spear him, he would un ques tion ably spear me. No quar ter was ever given. What a
player.

Yasser Seirawan
Am ster dam, Hol land,

April 22, 2012 
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Pref ace
The age-old ques tion has al ways been; why do we play chess?

 Chess is a nat u ral ce re bral high and for me it sur passes
any phys i cal plea sure or ma te rial pos ses sion.

Para phras ing a Greek phi los o pher, pres i dent John
Fitz ger ald Ken nedy once said: ‘The wis est thing a man
can as pire to is to live his life in an in tel lec tual way.’

As we are a play ful spe cies and chess is the high est
form of in tel lec tual com bat, it seems only nat u ral to be 
im mersed in it.

It is al most un equalled as a teach ing tool, es pe cially
for the young who will learn to think ahead cre atively
and log i cally. Who will learn to man age re sources, pa -
tience and, hope fully, de ter mi na tion and re spect for
their ad ver sar ies as well as good moral char ac ter.

I have strug gled with my ar tis tic and com pet i tive de sires. My de sire to be cre -
ative and to win led to not only a strug gle on the board, but with my ad ver sary, and
ul ti mately my self. 

I threw cau tion to the wind on many an oc ca sion as I pushed an ad van tage to the
bone in dry tech ni cal po si tions. Aware of the au di ence at the mo ment, or maybe in
the fu ture, I of ten aimed for the most bril liant line. Draws were anath ema to me es -
pe cially in my early ca reer, un less it would put me in a very strong po si ti o n to win
the event.

I was n’t just aim ing to win, on oc ca sion I was very am bi tious and I aimed to
cre ate a mas ter piece when ever fea si ble. I pre ferred an un known, ex cit ing, sharp
line to the mun dane with lengthy ma neu vers. I also chose orig i nal ity over the sta -
tus quo.

Prep a ra tion was the key to try to stay ahead of the clock and put my ad ver sar ies
un der pres sure early with new ideas. End game knowl edge was es sen tial, so I al ways 
car ried and studied a rook-end ing book.

I firmly be lieve that by com pet ing you are a win ner, no mat ter the re sult.
Many times I felt like a frus trated al che mist who could not make the po si ti o n

gel, but when things clicked, there seemed a nat u ral, al most di vine log i cal flow.
Time pres sure was a nat u ral out crop of these de sires as I suf fered the deep est lows,
but also many Houdini-like mir a cle highs, when I saved a lost or dif fi cult game
where I had been able to turn the ta bles. Con versely I ex pe ri enced the shock and
de pres sion of oc ca sion ally spoil ing a nice po si ti o n.

On oc ca sion there was mu tual time pres sure, but this was usu ally to my ad van -
tage as I was more in con trol than my ad ver sar ies; and with the ad van tage of my
abil ity in blitz made me more con fi dent un der the in creas ing pres sure to wards the
end of the game.
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GM Anatoly Lein has said that two draws or a win and a loss are the same. Ac tu ally I
think that for your own de vel op ment two de ci sive re sults are better, and the crowd
watch ing loves it! From a hard-fought event you will learn a lot more and in the
long run you will im prove quicker. Con sider it an in vest ment in your fu ture!

Ad just ing to the en vi ron ment has al ways been the quint es sen tial hu man sur vival 
skill, fight ing the el e ments. Per haps like the strug gle of our pre-his tor i cal an ces tors
is the strug gle within my self that I pro ject onto com pet ing at dif fer ent games.

Whether it is the prep a ra tion, some times months prior to an event, or the enor -
mous amount of stam ina needed to play, chess re quires tons of en ergy.

On the con trary, poker needs lit tle prep a ra tion and re quires ap prox i mately 5% of 
the en ergy of chess. Whereas in chess due to the cre ative el e ments and clock pres -
sure, it in ev i ta bly seeps to the sur face as the game in ten si fies.

Af ter al most three de cades in, 1991 Joel Salmon be gan the mon u men tal task of in -
put ting my vast col lec tion of games, and he fin ished in 1995. By 2007 IM John
Grefe helped keep the col lec tion up to date, which con sists of around 3,000 tour -
na ment scores. Sadly, many of my early games have been lost. With some val ued
opin ion from John I was able to fin ish the lengthy fil ter ing pro cess.

I chose what I be lieve are 101 of the most dy namic, in struc tive, enlightening,
sur pris ing and en ter tain ing en coun ters from my long ca reer. Within each strug gle
I tried to fo cus on my ad ver sary with some per sonal info and key thoughts on the
game. I hope that these unique strug gles bring you as much joy and plea sure as I’ve 
had do ing the anal y sis, aided by Fritz.

I’d also like to thank IM John Donaldson for an a lyz ing and co-an no tat ing the game
with GM Furman, and his in valu able help in the re search for this book; 1973 US
cham pion IM John Grefe for his anal y sis and co-an no tat ing 19 games, which was
an ex cel lent con tri bu tion.

I am grate ful to Allard Hoogland, the pub lisher of New In Chess, for tak ing on a
pro ject which turned out to be a bit more than he ex pected; and the con sid er able
and fine ed i to rial job by Pe ter Boel.

My wife Raquel was in stru men tal, re call ing details of events that es cape my mem -
ory.
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Play ing blitz with Bobby Fischer in 1972.

Ap pear ing in a news pa per af ter
play ing a 4-player round-robin in
Randers, Den mark, 1969.

My Aus tra lian team badge dur ing the  
Skopje Olym piad, 1972.



1970

Game 5AL 7.10 (B04)
Wal ter Browne
Robert Fischer
Zagreb 1970 (15)

The first half of this event was played at
a beau ti ful re sort on a small is land in
the town of Rovinj in Yu go sla via, close
to It aly. We played in the 15th round in
a large hall with around 3,000 spec ta -
tors in Zagreb. Bobby had a two-point
lead over the guys chas ing him. De spite
this and with only three rounds left, he
was still try ing to win! 
This was an epic en coun ter that lasted
four days over sev eral ad journ ments.
Bobby had a big edge af ter the ope ning, 
but one slip and the whole po si ti o n un -
rav eled. By the 40th move I won the ex -
change, then the real bat tle be gan!!

1.e4 Àf6
Many grand masters em ploy the
Alekhine De fense oc ca sion ally, but no
elite GM has ever made it a reg u lar part
of their rep er toire. Bobby played it
twice in his 1972 cham pi on ship match
against Spassky, scor ing 1½-½ in two
fas ci nat ing battles.

2.e5 Àd5 3.d4 d6 4.Àf3 

TsLdMl.t
jJj.jJjJ
._.j._._
_._Si._.
._.i._._
_._._N_.
IiI_.iIi
rNbQkB_R

TsLdMl.t
jJj.jJjJ
._.j._._
_._Si._.
._.i._._
_._._N_.
IiI_.iIi
rNbQkB_R

4...g6
Bent Larsen, the stron gest non-So viet
GM of the day, had the ‘chutz pah’ to
play the pro voc a tive 4...dxe5 5.Àxe5

Àd7 against Tal, but the ‘Wiz ard of
Riga’ de clined to en ter the wild sac ri fi -
cial line 6.Àxf7 ®xf7 7.©h5+ ®e6
8.c4 À5f6 9.d5+ ®d6 10.©f7 and
here 10...Àb8! may be best.

5.Ãe2 Ãg7 6.c4 Àb6 7.exd6 cxd6
8.Àc3  0-0  9.0-0 Àc6 10.Ãe3

10.d5 is fine for Black af ter 10...Àa5 but 
he must avoid the greedy 11.Àd2 Ãxc3? 
12.bxc3 ©c7 13.Õb1 Àaxc4? 14.Àxc4
Àxc4 15.Ãh6 and White wins.

10...Ãg4 11.b3
Black was threat en ing to take on f3.

11...d5
11...e5 12.d5 e4? (12...Ãxf3 13.Ãxf3
Àd4 is slightly better for White)
13.Àxe4 Ãxa1 14.dxc6 and Black’s at -
tempt to com pli cate fails mis er a bly.

12.c5

T_.d.tM_
jJ_.jJlJ
.sS_._J_
_.iJ_._.
._.i._L_
_In.bN_.
I_._BiIi
r._Q_Rk.

T_.d.tM_
jJ_.jJlJ
.sS_._J_
_.iJ_._.
._.i._L_
_In.bN_.
I_._BiIi
r._Q_Rk.

12...Àc8!
A strong new idea, to re route the knight 
via e7 to f5, putt ing pres sure on d4.

13.h3?!
Now that the pawn struc ture has been
de fined and in lieu of the pres sure on
d4, 13.b4, to keep the op tion of b4-b5,
was best, as Bobby him self ad vo cated in 
Informator.

13...Ãxf3 14.Ãxf3 e6
Black will lay siege to the ‘base’ at d4.

15.©d2 À8e7 16.Àb5?!
This am bi tious knight sor tie, in con -
junc tion with White’s next move, re -
sults in Black seiz ing the ini tia tive.
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16.Àe2 Àf5 17.Õad1 h5 18.g4 hxg4
19.hxg4 Àxe3 20.fxe3 Ãh6 leaves
Black’s king safer and puts pres sure on
e3, with a slight edge.

16...Àf5 17.Ãg4
17.g4 looks better than the game move, 
though it’s messy: 17...Àh4 (17...Àxe3 
18.fxe3 leads to bal anced chances;
17...a6 18.gxf5 axb5 19.fxe6 fxe6
20.Ãg4 with equal ity) 18.Ãh1 a6
19.Àd6 ©f6 20.f4 Àxd4 21.Õac1 (etc. 
21.g5? Àdf3+ and wins; 21.g5?
Àdf3+ leaves White mut ter ing!)

17...a6 18.Ãxf5 axb5 19.Ãc2
Other bishop re treats are no better.

T_.d.tM_
_J_._JlJ
._S_J_J_
_JiJ_._.
._.i._._
_I_.b._I
I_Bq.iI_
r._._Rk.

T_.d.tM_
_J_._JlJ
._S_J_J_
_JiJ_._.
._.i._._
_I_.b._I
I_Bq.iI_
r._._Rk.

19...Õa3
Fischer had sev eral other tempt ing
ideas be sides the rook move, and it
was n’t easy to choose from among
them – they all look prom is ing for
Black. Bobby sug gested 19...©a5! or
19...b4! but gave no anal y sis.
 A) 19...©a5!? 20.©xa5 Õxa5
21.Õfd1 Õfa8 22.a4 Àb4 23.Õac1
Àxc2 24.Õxc2 bxa4 25.bxa4 Õxa4
26.Õb2 and it looks like White can hold;
 B) 19...e5!, ex chang ing White’s main
prob lem, looks coun ter-in tu itive till you
no tice that White can’t take on e5. White 
would have to go in for 20.a3 (or 20.b4
exd4 21.Ãg5 ©d7 22.Ãd3 Àe5 and af -
ter the knight grooves into c4 White will 
be in dire straits) 20...exd4 (20...Àxd4
21.Ãxd4 exd4 22.Ãd3 with a slight

edge for Black) 21.Ãg5 ©d7 and Black’s 
cen tral pawns and con trol of the a-file
cause prob lems;
 C) 19...b6?! 20.b4 bxc5 21.bxc5 Õa3 
22.Õfb1 b4 is equal; 22...©h4 23.Õd1
b4 24.Ãb3 Õfa8 25.Õab1 h6 and
Black’s pres sure on the d-pawn is coun -
tered by the passed c-pawn. Also his
knight has to guard the b-pawn while
the a-pawn is ad e quately pro tected.

20.b4 f5
20...b6 was an in ter est ing al ter na tive.

21.Ãb3
Not 21.f4?? Õxe3.

21...©f6 22.©d3
This coun ter at tack on the weak b-pawn
staves off im me di ate di sas ter, but White 
is still on the de fen sive.

22...f4 23.Ãc1

._._.tM_
_J_._.lJ
._S_JdJ_
_JiJ_._.
.i.i.j._
tB_Q_._I
I_._.iI_
r.b._Rk.

._._.tM_
_J_._.lJ
._S_JdJ_
_JiJ_._.
.i.i.j._
tB_Q_._I
I_._.iI_
r.b._Rk.

23...Õa6??
Bobby con sid ered his last move a blun -
der, though he still had an edge. He had
missed the pow er ful 23...Õxb3! 24.axb3 
(or 24.©xb3? Àxd4 25.©d3 f3, win -
ning) 24...©xd4 25.©xd4 Ãxd4
26.Õb1 (26.Õa2 e5 and Bobby in his
notes to the game in Informator felt Black
was much better. In deed it’s hard to do
any thing as Black can ex pand with
...e5-e4 and ...g6-g5 plus the bishop on
d4 is very re stric tive) 26...Àxb4
27.Ãb2 Ãxc5 and against three pawns,
two of which are strong, cen tral and
con nected, White has an up hill bat tle.
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1990

Game 75SI 11.13 (B92)
Dan iel King
Walter Browne
Reyk ja vik 1990 (1)

Just two months pre vi ously my three
ad ver sar ies in this Sum mit match had
all qual i fied to the PCA World Cham pi -
on ship in Palma de Mallorca, Spain! I
de cided to make spe cial prep a ra tions as
I re al ized that they all play 1.e4 and
would n’t shy away from an open
Najdorf! To un der stand my joy you
have to go back about a de cade, when I
could go through a whole event with all 
my op po nents dodg ing it. A tal ented
young player, Dan iel would in later
years be well known for be ing an ex cel -
lent com men ta tor at World Cham pi on -
ship matches. This game flowed very
nat u rally in classic style all the way. As
this was the first round, it put me in a
pos i tive state of mind for the rest of the
event.

1.e4 c5 2.Àf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Àxd4 Àf6 5.Àc3 a6 6.Ãe2 e5
7.Àb3 Ãe7  8.0-0  0-0 9.Ãe3 Ãe6
10.Àd5 Àbd7

10...Àxe4 11.Ãb6 (11.Àb6 Õa7
12.Àc4 Õa8ì) 11...©d7 12.Àc7
Àc6º.

11.©d3 Ãxd5 12.exd5

T_.d.tM_
_J_SlJjJ
J_.j.s._
_._Ij._.
._._._._
_N_Qb._.
IiI_BiIi
r._._Rk.

T_.d.tM_
_J_SlJjJ
J_.j.s._
_._Ij._.
._._._._
_N_Qb._.
IiI_BiIi
r._._Rk.

12...Àc5!

A re cent idea of GM Ljubojevic of Yu go -
sla via. At first it seemed il log i cal to ex -
change his poorly placed knight on b3,
but then my bishop can go to d6,
block ing the d-pawn, when af ter
...e5-e4 it can put pres sure on the
b8-h2 diagonal.

13.Àxc5 dxc5 14.Õfd1 e4
Im me di ately putt ing the ques tion to
his queen be fore I re veal my in ten -
tions. Be sides he may try to pre vent
...e5-e4.

15.©d2 Ãd6 16.a4
16.h3 Õe8 17.c4 ©e7 18.Õab1 ©e5
19.g3 Õac8 was roughly equal.

16...©c7 17.g3 Õae8
With this and my next few moves I an -
nounce my in ten tions to at tack on the
kingside.

18.a5 Àd7
18...Õe5!? 19.c4 Õfe8 20.Ãf4 Õf5
21.Ãxd6 ©xd6 22.Õa3 h5 23.Õb3
with and idea to play Õb6, dis lodg ing
the queen with a pos si ble b2-b4, gives
White an edge.

._._TtM_
_JdS_JjJ
J_.l._._
i.jI_._.
._._J_._
_._.b.i.
.iIqBi.i
r._R_.k.

._._TtM_
_JdS_JjJ
J_.l._._
i.jI_._.
._._J_._
_._.b.i.
.iIqBi.i
r._R_.k.

19.Ãf4?!
At first it seemed strong, how ever the
even tual ex change of bish ops will al low 
the in ev i ta ble ...f5-f4 break through,
un fa vor able to White. 
19.©c3 f5 20.Õa4 f4 21.gxf4 Ãxf4
22.Ãxf4 ©xf4 (22...Õxf4 23.d6 and the 
d-pawn is stron ger than Black’s at tack)
23.©g3 Àe5 (23...©f6 24.Ãg4 and the 
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threat of Ãe6 will bear fruit) 24.©xf4
Õxf4 25.d6 with a slight edge.

19...Àe5 20.c4 f5 21.Õac1?!
Play ing by rote, but in a few moves it
will be come ap par ent that his coun -
terplay is woe fully late. There fore,
21.Õa3!, guard ing key squares on the
third rank, was more cir cum spect. Also
Õb3-b6 might be pos si ble at some
point.

21...h6 22.h4
Al low ing ...g7-g5 would invite an un -
pleas ant pawn storm, but the text weak -
ens g3, which is high lighted by the
com ing ex change.

22...Àg6! 23.Ãxd6
The al ter na tives were rather grim:
23.Ãh5 Àxf4 24.Ãxe8 Àd3 25.Ãh5
(on 25.Ãg6 Àxc1 26.Õxc1 Ãxg3
27.fxg3 ©xg3+ crushes) 25...f4 with a 
le thal at tack.
23.Ãe3 f4 24.gxf4 Àxf4 25.Ãg4 ©d8
with a vi cious at tack.

23...©xd6 24.b4?
A se ri ous mis step, ig nor ing my threat.
There were sev eral tries, but in any case
I had a strong ini tia tive: 24.Ãh5 f4!
25.Õc3 e3 26.fxe3 (26.©e1 Õe5
27.Ãxg6 ©xg6 28.fxe3 fxg3 29.Õd2
Õh5 and there is no de fense) 26...fxg3
27.Ãxg6 ©xg6 28.d6 Õf7 and while
the d-pawn is con tained, my pres sure
on the kingside will mount.

._._TtM_
_J_._.j.
J_.d._Sj
i.jI_J_.
.iI_J_.i
_._._.i.
._.qBi._
_.rR_.k.

._._TtM_
_J_._.j.
J_.d._Sj
i.jI_J_.
.iI_J_.i
_._._.i.
._.qBi._
_.rR_.k.

24...e3! 25.©e1

A sad re treat, yet 25.©d3 Àf4! 26.gxf4
©xf4 27.Õf1 exf2+ was equally dev as -
tat ing.

25...f4!
Hop ing to de flect my queen, how ever it 
is also quite ef fec tive on c5.

26.bxc5
26.Ãg4 fxg3 27.fxg3 (on 27.fxe3
Àxh4 shat ters his kingside) 27...Õf2
and White must sac ri fice the queen.

26...©xc5 27.f3
Positionally di sas trous, avoid ing im me -
di ate ruin – still it is a sure, slow death.
27.Õc2 fxg3 28.fxg3 Õf2 29.h5 ©d6
forc ing White to sac his queen.
27.Ãh5 fxg3 28.fxg3 e2+ wins a rook.

27...fxg3 28.©xg3 Àf4 29.®f1
Õd8 30.Ãd3 Õd6

._._.tM_
_J_._.j.
J_.t._.j
i.dI_._.
._I_.s.i
_._BjIq.
._._._._
_.rR_K_.

._._.tM_
_J_._.j.
J_.t._.j
i.dI_._.
._I_.s.i
_._BjIq.
._._._._
_.rR_K_.

The knight on f4 com bined with the
pawn on e3 and my well-placed queen
al low me to line up my rooks for the
coup de grace.

31.Õc2 Õdf6 32.Ãe4 e2+
Equally strong was 32...Õe8, threat en -
ing to take the bishop. This forces a
hum ble re treat and after 33.Ãd3 ©xa5
34.c5 ©a4 the com bined threats are
over whelm ing.

33.Õxe2 Àxe2 34.®xe2 ©xc4+
35.Õd3 ©a2+ 36.Õd2 ©c4+

Sav ing some time to make the time
con trol com fort ably!

37.Õd3 ©a2+ 38.Õd2 ©xa5
39.d6 ©b5+  0-1
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