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Explanation of Symbols

The chessboard with its coordinates:
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	White to move



	[image: images]

	Black to move



	♔

	King



	♕

	Queen



	♖

	Rook



	♗

	Bishop



	♘

	Knight
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	White stands slightly better
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	Black stands slightly better
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	White stands better
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	Black stands better



	+–

	White has a decisive advantage



	–+

	Black has a decisive advantage



	=

	balanced position



	!

	good move



	!!

	excellent move



	?

	bad move



	??

	blunder



	!?

	interesting move



	?!

	dubious move



	#

	mate



	ch

	championship



	zt

	zonal tournament



	izt

	interzonal tournament



	ct

	candidates tournament



	tt

	team tournament



	ol

	olympiad



	m

	match



	cr

	correspondence









Preface

Erik Fokke and Peter Doggers came up with the idea for this book: an account of Bobby Fischer’s road to the absolute top in the period preceding his great match against Boris Spassky in Reykjavik. Crucial were Fischer’s sensational victory in the Interzonal Tournament in Palma de Mallorca and his subsequent defeats of Mark Taimanov, Bent Larsen and Tigran Petrosian in the Candidates Matches, now half a century ago. I have analysed all 43 games from these contests and selected 17 games from the period leading up to Palma. I have also described Fischer’s uncertainty, which he only managed to overcome when he started playing in the Interzonal Tournament.

In the period of eighteen months described in this book, the unstoppable American scored 65 wins and 26 draws and suffered only four defeats. Added to this, he also achieved an incredible 40½ out of 44 score in two blitz tournaments.

For the game analyses, I have used the computer program Stockfish 12. It will be noticed that Fischer didn’t play as perfectly as it was thought for a long time, but I would like to give two short comments here:

1. Fischer played for a win in almost every game, and this often involved consciously taking risks;

2. Fischer was prepared to enter into all kinds of different types of play, and he clearly had a better command of all these types of play than the other top players of his time.

The games from the Candidates Matches have received the most attention in this book; almost invariably, they were the richest ones in content.

Jan Timman,

Arnhem, April 2021







Prologue

Although much has been written about Bobby Fischer, there is still a lot of mystery left concerning the decisions he took in his life. His career followed an erratic course, however convincing his accomplishments were in general.

After the Candidates Tournament at Curaçao 1962, Fischer accused the Soviets of collusion. In his opinion, Efim Geller, Paul Keres and Tigran Petrosian had made prearranged draws to save their strength in this exhaustingly long tournament. Initially, the Soviets denied it, but several decades later, Yuri Averbakh, their delegation leader and second, admitted that there had been such an agreement.

Fischer found a receptive ear in FIDE: the Candidates Tournament was abolished, and it was replaced by matches. This was a concession from FIDE to Fischer, but he didn’t do anything with it. He didn’t show up in the following two cycles. His inactivity in the years after the disappointment in Curaçao was especially striking. He avoided the prestigious Piatigorsky Tournament in 1963, instead winning two opens with great ease. Next, he asked Frank Brady, his agent and later biographer, to generate funds for a match with Tigran Petrosian. Fischer trusted that he was capable of beating the then World Champion, who had recently overthrown Mikhail Botvinnik. Brady undertook some initiatives, but the plan soon stranded.

At the end of the year, Fischer achieved something that was unparalleled, winning all his eleven games in the U.S. National Championship. After that, the U.S. Chess Federation offered him $1000 to take part in the Interzonal Tournament in Amsterdam. Fischer refused. ‘I personally think that he would have refused even $5000,’ Brady writes. Probably he was right; he knew Fischer well. But let’s limit ourselves to the $1000. First prize in the Interzonal was a meagre $200. From a practical viewpoint, it was more profitable for Fischer to make a tour of simultaneous exhibitions through the United States while the Interzonal was being played. There must have been a psychological aspect to his refusal as well. Fischer had won the Interzonal Tournament in Stockholm 1962 overwhelmingly, but this hadn’t proved to be a guarantee for success in the next phase. He may have been plagued by a certain fear of failure.

He wasn’t lacking any self-confidence as such. After his success in the U.S. Championship, Fischer made a new attempt to challenge Petrosian to a match. This time there was a financial backer who made a sum of $8500 available for the prize fund. To appease the Soviets, this challenge wasn’t aimed solely at the World Champion; Fischer was also prepared to enter into combat with any of four other heavyweights from the Soviet realm. With hindsight, this was a rather naïve initiative. There wasn’t any reason to expect that the Soviets would accept the challenge. The prize fund was high for those days, but in general there wasn’t any interest in such things in Moscow.

On the eve of his second World Championship Match with Spassky in 1969, Petrosian gave the following comment:

‘It sometimes seems to me that Fischer did not start the Amsterdam Interzonal tournament in 1964 and withdrew from the event in Sousse, because he was afraid of losing a match to one of the candidates. After all, then the halo of invincibility around “Bobby the genius” would be greatly tarnished and the practical American would no longer be able to dictate good financial conditions from the organisers of those tournaments who wanted to see him in the list of participants.’

In Volume 4 of My Great Predecessors, Kasparov cites this comment with approval. I think that Petrosian was partly right. In 1964, it was indeed conspicuous how forcedly Fischer was resisting participation in the World Championship cycle. I think that something else was going on in Sousse.

In the spring of 1967, Fischer won the prestigious tournament in Monte Carlo. After that, he travelled back to New York, where he was staying in a suite in the Tudor Hotel. Notably, he didn’t have a permanent residence; he always seemed to prefer a restless existence to the comfort of civilian life. At that moment, Fischer hadn’t yet decided whether he would play in the Interzonal Tournament in Sousse. Eventually, he came round. A determining factor in his choice was the influence of Ed Edmondson. The former Lieutenant Colonel in the United States Air Force had become the Executive Director of the U.S. Chess Federation one year before. From that moment onwards, he acted as a kind of mentor for Fischer, and an advocate of his cause. Without Edmondson, Fischer would never have become World Champion.

In the summer, Fischer left for Yugoslavia to play a tournament in Skopje. He wasn’t in top form, but eventually managed to win the event by a narrow margin. His victory over Ratmir Kholmov was important; however good Fischer’s results had been, he hadn’t been able to beat a Soviet grandmaster for years. After the tournament, he stayed in Belgrade for more than a month as Svetozar Gligoric’s guest. He took his preparations for Sousse extremely seriously.


Fischer started the Interzonal full of ambition and won one game after the other. When he was on 7 out of 8, a spanner was thrown in the works. Ever since the start of the tournament, he had had problems with the organizers, who only spoke French. There were problems with the lighting, photographers were taking pictures with flashlights, the spectators were noisy – in short, the atmosphere was amateurish. At a certain moment, Fischer made a reasonable request that the organizers refused without giving any motivation. This was the signal for Fischer to leave Sousse. He checked into the Tunis Hilton but didn’t stay there for long; he moved twice within 24 hours, first to the Tunisia Palace and then to the Majestic. He was desperately trying to shake off journalists all the time. The Tunesian master Ridha Belkadi managed to get in touch with him. Not only that – he managed to persuade Fischer to return to Sousse. By this time, Fischer had already lost one game by forfeit, against Aivars Gipslis. For his game with Samuel Reshevsky, he arrived in the tournament hall almost an hour late. It must have been a shocking experience for Reshevsky. Naturally, he had no longer reckoned with having to play a game on that day; he went down ingloriously against Fischer, who played with extreme motivation.

For a while it looked as if things would turn out alright. Even counting the forfeited game, Fischer was still on 8 out of 10. Who could stop him? There was a problem, however: Fischer wanted to play the game with Gipslis anyway. He argued that that game should never have been declared lost for him, since he had officially withdrawn from the tournament. Brady calls this a ‘lucid’ argument. But if that is so, you could just as well argue that Fischer didn’t have any right to play on at all in the tournament. In any case, it was unfortunate for Fischer that he had forfeited against a Soviet player; another participant might possibly have been persuaded to play, but in such cases the Soviets were unyielding.

Of course, Fischer could have taken the defeat in his stride, as it would hardly have endangered his tournament victory. Would he have been able to carry off the world title in 1969? Brady thinks that probably Fischer could have beaten Petrosian. This may be correct, but there would have been another obstacle: he would have had to beat Spassky in the Candidates Matches, and that task would have been more difficult.

Petrosian’s comment kept occupying my mind. I was curious to know Robert Hübner’s opinion on this. The German grandmaster is one of the few players from the post-war generation still alive who have played Fischer. Also, he wrote an excellent book on the American, titled Materialien zu Fischers Partien. I met Hübner in Leiden in early 2020, on the occasion of the 125th Anniversary of the Leidsch Schaakgenootschap. He wasn’t able to share Petrosian’s view, but he didn’t fully reject it either. According to Hübner, Fischer was mainly insecure, and he had trouble taking decisions. This insecurity factor explains a lot of what happened in Fischer’s career. There is a curious antithesis: Fischer operated very efficiently behind the board, but he was very insecure in real life.

Fischer played little in the period after the Sousse debacle. In 1968, he avoided the top tournaments and took part in tournaments with a modest field of participants in Netanya and Vinkovci, winning both events by a large margin. Things became quiet around him after Vinkovci, he only played one game during a period of eighteen months. He was negotiating for a match against Botvinnik – his old idea from five years back. Things looked promising: eighteen games would be played in Leiden, on the occasion of an earlier jubilee of the Leidsch Schaakgenootschap. I was quite excited at the time at the prospect of these two giants playing each other so close to the place where I lived. But even though everything seemed to be settled, the idea stranded. In the end, Fischer came up with the extra demand that the match had to be played for six won games, and draws would not be counted. This was a foretaste of the demands Fischer would later make as World Champion. The advantage of a match being played for won games is that the player who is leading cannot play for draws to win the match; he has to keep proving himself again and again. The disadvantage is obvious: the organizers will have no idea how long the match will be. This was an insurmountable stumbling block for the organizers in Leiden. They cancelled the match, and with that, Fischer’s agenda was empty again.

In my secondary school years, there were two persons I looked upon more or less as idols: Bob Dylan and Bobby Fischer – in that order. In the summer of 1966, Dylan had a motorbike accident and withdrew from public life. ‘I wanted to get out of the rat race,’ he later wrote in his book Chronicles. I experienced this absence with mixed feelings of disappointment and mysterious tension. The album John Wesley Harding came out in the final days of 1967: the tension arc had been broken. Just over nine months later, Fischer withdrew from chess – 25 years old, just as Dylan had been. Did Fischer want to get out of the rat race too? It seemed like it. One year earlier, in Tunis, he had experienced for the umpteenth time how obtrusive journalists could be.

Above all, I felt Fischer’s inactivity to be worrying. Would he ever come back to play chess again? I was certainly not the only one wondering about this.






CHAPTER 1

The road to Palma

Salvation was on its way. In 1969, a group of people in Yugoslavia had conceived a plan to organize a match between the Soviet Union and the Rest of the World in the following year. It was an old idea of Savielly Tartakower’s. Both teams were to line up ten players who would fight it out on the board over four games. At that point in time, this promised to be an interesting showdown. A decade earlier, the Soviet Union would have won such a match with ease. With their Armada of top players they were sovereign in those days. However, with the rise of players like Bent Larsen, Fischer and Lajos Portisch in the ‘Rest of the World’, the situation had become less clear-cut. The place of action would be Belgrade, right on what can be seen as the intersection of East and West at the time.

Fischer was interested in this initiative from the beginning. It seemed to be an excellent opportunity for him to play a short match with the new World Champion, Boris Spassky. One year previously, in Moscow, a changing of the guard had taken place during Fischer’s period of inertia. In his second match with Tigran Petrosian, Spassky had managed to conquer the world title. It had been a tough battle. He had lost the first game as White, and after sixteen games the match score had still been equal. The challenger had struck in the final phase: Spassky won three more games against Petrosian only one, setting the end score at 12½-10½. ‘In those days I was so strong that nobody could stop me,’ Spassky once confided to me.

The prospect of a short match with Spassky must have felt as an enormous challenge to Fischer. In actual fact, it was his old idea; now he would get the chance to boost his profile outside the World Championship cycle. In spite of this, Fischer played hard to get initially. In mid-February, he wrote to the organizers: ‘The idea of the match appears very interesting to me. I wish the organisers every success. This match will undoubtedly be the event of its era.’ Then he stressed once again that he wanted to keep the option of playing a match for six won games against one of the Soviet heavyweights. It seemed he still hadn’t given up on this idea, but it is also very well possible that he mentioned it to improve his position in the negotiations. Quite curiously, even though such a limitless match was a mirage at the time, it became a reality later. There followed an exchange of telexes and telephone conversations between Fischer and the organizers. It was short notice; the match was due to start in late March. Of course, Fischer wanted a starting fee, but apart from that he also had an extensive list of demands that would become standard soon after. He asked, for example, to be allowed to play in a separate room, mainly to be sure that the lighting would be good. The organizers assured him that a sum of $2000 had been spent to get the lighting in the playing room in the ‘Sindikata Dom’ (the house of the Trade Union) in order. As for finances, the organization informed Fischer that no starting fees would be paid. This was surprising information; doubtlessly it had something to do with the position of the Eastern bloc players, who as a rule could not demand any remunerations. Among the Western players, only Fischer and Larsen were professionals – Miguel Najdorf, Samuel Reshevsky and Fridrik Olafsson were not.

It has never been cleared up how much Fischer received as a fee. It cannot be found in the reissue of the match book half a century later. Rumours had it that he received $5000, part of which was said to have been paid by the U.S. Chess Federation. Interestingly, Vlastimil Hort, who played on fourth board, received $2000, as he revealed in an interview half a century after the event. This justifies the assumption that Larsen’s fee must have been substantial too. Still, there were indeed also players who received nothing, as was later confirmed by Boris Ivkov and Wolfgang Uhlmann.

More important than finances was the matter of board order. Former World Champion Max Euwe, who went on to become the FIDE President later that year, was the captain of the Rest of the World team. In this capacity, he had put Fischer on board one and Larsen on two. This was consistent with the Elo system that had become effective shortly before. However, there was a problem: Larsen was not prepared to play on second board. In late February, he sent a letter to FIDE President Folke Rogard, the organization committee and both team captains. The Great Dane stated that he had achieved greater successes in the preceding years than Fischer had in his entire life. Larsen was right; he had won a large number of strong tournaments, while Fischer hadn’t played for eighteen months. Nevertheless, not a lot was done with this letter for quite a while. Everyone feared Fischer’s reaction, since it was so hard to persuade him to do anything. The organizers offered Larsen a higher fee instead of first board. Larsen refused: ‘Money isn’t an issue,’ he stated.

Fischer was only informed about Larsen’s demand at a late stage. To everyone’s surprise, he agreed; he was prepared to play on second board. Most sources mention that he had come round after a conversation with Euwe. However, when you read the match book, you will inevitably reach a different conclusion. On 29 March, Euwe arrived in Belgrade, where the members of the organization committee were waiting for him. On the road from the airport to the hotel, they informed the ex-World Champion about the complications. When they arrived at the hotel, they were pleasantly surprised: Fischer had gone along with Larsen’s demand.

As it turned out, Fischer had made the decision himself, without any outside pressure. ‘Larsen has a point,’ he said.

Next, there was still one formality that had to be taken care of: it had been stipulated in the contract that the board order of either of the teams could not be changed in any way. This was an issue that required some diplomacy, and Euwe could be trusted to arrange it. He approached the Soviet delegation leader D.Postnikov, who complied with the request. This was not just a formality, as the change completely disturbed the preparation schemes of Spassky and Petrosian. Suddenly they were paired with different opponents. The Soviets must have had great confidence in their final victory.

Did Fischer comply with Larsen’s demand because he would rather have Petrosian instead of Spassky as an opponent? This is quite possible, since he had a bad score against Spassky. However, after the event he said that he had considered Petrosian to be a tougher opponent.

One hour before the opening ceremony, the organizer, grandmaster Aleksandar Matanovic, got an alarming telephone call from Fischer. He immediately understood that something wasn’t right. Together with one of the other organizers, he visited the American in his hotel room. Fischer asked if it had been arranged that Petrosian would not write down his moves before playing them. This was a demand he had made earlier. Petrosian was indeed in the habit of doing this, just as, for instance, Mikhail Tal and Portisch were. They would write down a move on their scoresheets to determine their thoughts. It regularly happened that they didn’t like the move after some thought – then they would cross it out and write down another move. I have played several complicated games with Portisch, during which I sometimes cast a sidelong glance at his scoresheet: it was marred by deletions. Nowadays, this way of keeping score is prohibited; it is regarded as making notes.

In any case, Matanovic managed to reassure Fischer. He was going to talk with Euwe, and the Dutchman would solve the problem as usual. There was something else that bothered Fischer: he regretted his ‘stupid decision’ to concede first board to Larsen. Again, this insecurity! Behind the board on the next day he was quite effective, beating Petrosian convincingly.


Game 1 Caro-Kann Defence

Bobby Fischer

Tigran Petrosian

Belgrade USSR-World m 1970 (1)

1.e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.exd5 cxd5 4.♗d3 ♘c6 5.c3 ♘f6 6.♗f4 ♗g4 7.♕b3 ♘a5 8.♕a4+ ♗d7 9.♕c2 e6 10.♘f3

[image: Img]

10...♕b6

This queen move is known (by transposition) from the game Maroczy-Capablanca, Lake Hopatcong 1926. The intention is clear: Black wants to bring his bishop to b5.

11.a4

This move has been widely applauded. White prevents the exchange of the light-squared bishops. He could also have done this with the alternative 11.♕e2; the computer even slightly prefers the queen move.

Less good was Maroczy’s move 11.0-0 since after 11...♗b5, Black had solved his opening problems.

11...♖c8 12.♘bd2

White could also have castled, but it is understandable that he wants to control the b3-square first.

12...♘c6 13.♕b1 ♘h5 14.♗e3

[image: Img]

14...h6

Petrosian plays this game below his normal level. There was no reason to weaken the kingside. Later, 14...g6 was indicated as being better, e.g. 15.0-0 ♗g7 16.♘e5. An interesting possibility was 14...f5, to play for the initiative. In his comments, Fischer indicates that this is refuted by 15.g4 fxg4 16.♘g5, and Kasparov agrees. However, this position is unclear. If Black doesn’t pay attention, he will be trampled under foot, but he can continue the struggle for the initiative with 16...♗d6!. Black is prepared to make a strategic exchange sacrifice. After 17.♗xh7 ♘e7 18.♗g6+ ♔d8 19.♘f7+ ♔c7 20.♘xh8 ♖xh8 21.♗d3 ♘f5, he certainly has positional compensation.

Black could also have sacrificed the h-pawn with Suetin’s recommendation 14...♗d6. Then it is best for White to leave the h-pawn in peace and continue with 15.♘e5, e.g. 15...♕c7 16.♕d1 g6 17.♘xd7 ♕xd7 18.0-0, with a positional advantage.

Also Kasparov’s suggestion 14...♕c7 was better than the text move. After 15.♗xh7 ♘f4 16.♗xf4 ♕xf4 17.g3 ♕f6 18.♗d3 g5, Black would get a certain amount of compensation for the pawn.

15.♘e5 ♘f6

Of course, this voluntary retreat wasn’t Petrosian’s original intention. He had planned 15...♘xe5 16.dxe5 ♗c5, but noticed to his alarm that White has the nasty zwischenzug 17.a5 in that case. After 17...♕c7, White has a choice between two strong continuations:

A) 18.♘f3 was indicated by Fischer, who claimed that White has a ‘bind’. Nevertheless, the situation isn’t entirely clear after 18...♗xe3 19.fxe3 f5 20.0-0 0-0 (20...g5 is strongly met by 21.g4) 21.♕e1 ♕c5 or 21...g5 when White has a strategic advantage, but it isn’t so easy for him to make progress;

B) 18.g4 is the biggest problem for Black. After 18...♕xe5 19.gxh5 ♗xe3 20.fxe3 ♕xe3+ 21.♔d1 0-0 22.♔c2 e5 23.♕g1!, he has insufficient compensation for the piece.

16.h3 ♗d6 17.0-0

[image: Img]

17...♔f8

Petrosian had a patent on this king move. He won famous games with it against Pomar and Unzicker, working from a defensive set-up. In this semi-open position, however, it is a perilous idea. ‘Castling is better,’ was Fischer’s brief remark in his comments. However, Petrosian feared that after 17...0-0, White would start an attack with 18.f4, to which he wouldn’t have had any defence, especially because the pawn push g2-g4 would follow. Still, things would not be running that smoothly for White. There might have followed 18...♗e8 19.g4 ♘e7 20.a5 ♕c7 21.♕e1 ♘d7, and Black’s position is cramped, but there is no immediate danger.

18.f4 ♗e8

[image: Img]

19.♗f2

This is typical of Fischer’s clear style. He wants to bring his bishop to h4, to increase the pressure on Black’s position.

19...♕c7

A slightly more tenacious defence was 19...g6, to bring the king to g7.

20.♗h4 ♘g8

After this, things develop quickly. Slightly better was 20...♘d7, whereupon White can regroup with 21.♕e1. Also in that case, Black’s chances of a successful defence are minimal.


[image: Img]

21.f5

The decisive breakthrough.

21...♘xe5 22.dxe5 ♗xe5 23.fxe6 ♗f6

More tenacious was 23...f6 to keep the position as closed as he possibly can. After 24.♘f3 ♗f4 25.♘d4 ♘e7, White is clearly winning, but it still isn’t easy to break through Black’s defensive line.

24.exf7 ♗xf7 25.♘f3 ♗xh4 26.♘xh4 ♘f6 27.♘g6+ ♗xg6 28.♗xg6

[image: Img]

28...♔e7

Fischer praised this flight move with the king. ‘I had almost expected him to resign,’ he said after the game. Indeed, Black doesn’t have any better option than to flee to the centre with the king, but this only puts off the evil hour.

29.♕f5 ♔d8 30.♖ae1 ♕c5+ 31.♔h1 ♖f8 32.♕e5!

A powerful move with a paralysing effect.

32...♖c7 33.b4 ♕c6 34.c4 dxc4 35.♗f5 ♖ff7 36.♖d1+ ♖fd7 37.♗xd7 ♖xd7 38.♕b8+ ♔e7 39.♖de1+ 1-0

Match score: Fischer 1, Petrosian 0.

It didn’t seem as if Fischer had been troubled by his long absence in any way. Apparently, it was rather Petrosian who had trouble playing against Fischer, as also became clear in the second game.

Game 2 English Opening

Tigran Petrosian

Bobby Fischer

Belgrade USSR-World m 1970 (2)

1.c4 g6 2.♘c3 c5 3.g3 ♗g7 4.♗g2 ♘c6 5.♘f3 e6 6.0-0 ♘ge7 7.d3 0-0 8.♗d2

More active is 8.♗f4 as Larsen has repeatedly played.

8...d5 9.a3 b6 10.♖b1 ♗b7 11.b4 cxb4 12.axb4 dxc4 13.dxc4

[image: Img]

13...♖c8

A new move at the time, which is however logical and obvious. In Suetin-Kholmov, Havana 1968, there followed 13...♘d4 14.♘xd4 ♗xg2 15.♘xe6 fxe6 16.♔xg2 ♖c8, and now White’s best option was to give back the pawn with 17.c5, when he keeps a slight edge due to his better structure.

14.c5

A move without ambition. In fact, White is aiming to eliminate all the pawns on the queenside. Later, 14.♘b5 was also played here, to meet 14...a6 with 15.♘a3. It looks slightly artificial, and the results aren’t encouraging for White.

14...bxc5 15.bxc5 ♘a5 16.♘a4

The most energetic path to equality is 16.♘b5 ♖xc5 17.♕a4, and White wins the a-pawn.

16...♗c6 17.♕c2 ♘b7 18.♖fc1 ♕d7 19.♘e1

[image: Img]

19...♘d5

Fischer aims to keep all the pieces on the board for the time being. He could have liquidated into a slightly better endgame with 19...♗xa4. After 20.♖xb7 ♕xb7 21.♗xb7 ♗xc2 22.♗xc8 ♖xc8 23.♖xc2 ♘c6, White has certain problems, since the passed a-pawn may become dangerous.

20.♘b2 ♗b5 21.♘ed3

White could have put his other knight on d3 too, but it hardly makes any difference to the assessment of the position. After 21.♘bd3 a6, chances are just about equal.

[image: Img]

21...♗d4

A sharp, ambitious move that comes with certain disadvantages. More cautious was 21...♖fd8 22.♕b3 a6, when the position is balanced.

22.♕b3

Much stronger was 22.♘c4!, sacrificing the c-pawn to seize the initiative. The point of the knight move is that White can meet 22...♘xc5 with 23.♘de5, after which Black’s queen has no good squares. So he has to settle for 23...♗a4, after which a wholesale exchange takes place: 24.♘xd7 (after 24.♕a2 ♕c7 25.♘f3 ♗g7 26.♕a3 ♕e7, White hasn’t achieved anything) 24...♗xc2 25.♘xf8 ♗xb1 26.♘xe6 ♘xe6, and now White has to choose whether he wants to capture the bishop or the knight. He has a slight advantage in both cases.

22...♘xc5 23.♘xc5 ♖xc5 24.♖xc5 ♗xc5 25.♘d3


Forcing Black to surrender the bishop pair.

25...♗xd3 26.♕xd3 ♖d8

[image: Img]

27.♗f3

A technical move; White vacates the g2-square for his king. More active was 27.♖b5 ♖c8 28.♗a5 ♕d6 29.e3, and White has some compensation for the pawn.

27...♕c7

More accurate was 27...♗b6, after which everything is solidly protected in the black camp. The sortie 28.♗g5 can be rebuffed with 28...f6.

28.♗g5 ♗e7 29.♗xe7 ♕xe7

[image: Img]

30.♕d4

With hindsight, Petrosian was heavily dissatisfied with this queen move, and he provided it with two ‘?’s. Indeed, White simply had to exchange on d5. As Fischer remarked, ‘White could simplify with 30.♗xd5 ♖xd5 but it would leave White without any counterplay. ‘ Here Fischer underestimates White’s chances. With 31.♖b8+ ♔g7 32.♕c3+ e5 33.♕c8, White creates sufficient counterplay, and the position is balanced.

30...e5 31.♕c4 ♘b6 32.♕c2 ♖c8 33.♕d3 ♖c4 34.♗g2 ♕c7

Slightly more active was 34...♕c5.

35.♕a3 ♖c3 36.♕a5 ♖c5 37.♕a3 a5 38.h4 ♘c4 39.♕d3 ♘d6 40.♔h2 ♔g7

Fischer criticizes this move and indicates 40...h5 as stronger. He is right; it was important to forestall the further march of the white h-pawn. Play could have continued 41.♕a6 ♔g7 42.♖b6 ♘f5 43.♖b7 ♕d6 44.♕xd6 ♘xd6 45.♖a7 ♔f6, and this ending offers Black good winning chances.

[image: Img]

41.♖d1

The sealed move, which came as a relief for Fischer, since he hadn’t been able to discover a clear winning plan after the stronger 41.h5. White is guaranteed counterplay thanks to his h-pawn, as becomes clear in the following line:

41...gxh5 (41...♘f5 42.♖b7 ♕d6 43.♕a3 or first 43.hxg6 hxg6 and then 44.♕a3, when it is very hard for Black to make progress) 42.♖d1 ♘e8 43.♕f5 e4 44.♕xe4 ♘f6 45.♕f4 (not 45.♕d4 in view of 45...♖c4, with a large advantage) 45...♕xf4 46.gxf4 a4 47.♖a1, and White should be able to hold the ending.

41...♘e8 42.♕d7 ♕xd7 43.♖xd7 ♘f6

It looks as if Fischer hadn’t paid much attention to the sealed move in his analysis of the adjourned position; otherwise, he would surely have opted for 43...♘c7! here.


[image: Img]

analysis diagram



Just like after the text move, the d5-square is inaccessible to the white bishop, but it is even more important that White cannot place his rook behind the black a-pawn. White’s situation is hopeless; for example, 44.♖d3 a4 45.♖a3 ♖c4 46.♖a1 ♘b5 47.♗b7 ♖b4, and the a-pawn will decide.

44.♖a7 ♘g4+ 45.♔g1 ♖c1+ 46.♗f1 ♖a1 47.e4

The only chance; 47.e3 would have been met with the decisive 47...e4, when Black has the e5-square for his knight.

47...a4 48.♔g2 ♖a2

[image: Img]

49.♖xf7+

A tempting move, but the bishop vs knight ending turns out to be lost. A more subtle defence was 49.♔g1, when it’s not easy for Black to find a conclusive path to the win, for example:

A) 49...a3 50.♗c4 ♖xf2 51.♗e6! a2 (51...♖f3 runs into 52.♔g2) 52.♗xg4 ♖b2 53.♗d1 h5 54.♔f1, and Black has no better than a 4 vs 3 rook ending. Theoretically this is a draw, though there are still practical chances to win;

B) 49...h5! 50.♗h3


[image: Img]

analysis diagram




50...♔g8!. This is the correct method. By means of a king triangulation, Black is going to orchestrate a curious zugzwang: 51.♖a8+ ♔h7 52.♖a7 ♔g7 53.f3 (the rook ending after 53.♗xg4 hxg4 54.♔f1 a3 is lost) 53...♘e3 54.♔h1 (or 54.♗e6 ♖g2+ 55.♔h1 ♖xg3 56.♖xf7+ ♔h6, and Black should be winning) 54...♔f8 55.♖a8+ ♔e7 56.♖a7+ ♔d6 57.♖xf7 a3, and eventually also here the a-pawn decides the issue.

The interesting question is: would Fischer have found this winning path?

49...♔xf7 50.♗c4+ ♔e7 51.♗xa2 a3 52.♔f3 ♘f6 53.♔e3 ♔d6 54.f4 ♘d7 55.♗b1

Slightly more tenacious was 55.♗c4, but also here White doesn’t have a chance after 55...♘c5 56.f5 ♔e7 57.fxg6 hxg6 58.g4 ♔f6; he will always have to give his bishop for the a-pawn.

55...♘c5 56.f5 ♘a6 57.g4 ♘b4 58.fxg6 hxg6 59.h5 gxh5 60.gxh5 ♔e6

[image: Img]

All is clear: Black’s king keeps the white h-pawn in check before he proceeds to win the piece.

61.♔d2 ♔f6 62.♔c3 a2 63.♗xa2 ♘xa2+ 64.♔b2 ♘b4 65.♔c3 ♘c6 66.♔c4 ♘d4 0-1

Match score: Fischer 2, Petrosian 0.

There was a free day after the second round. On the night before, Miguel Najdorf invited Fischer and Hort to his suite in the ‘Hotel Metropol’. The intention was to first analyse a little and then play blitz. The agreed time was ten o’clock; Fischer arrived seven minutes late. He was used to doing this when arriving for his games, to avoid
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