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I  published my autobiography, Profession: Chessplayer, in 2009, a  time 
I believed the most suitable to take stock of my life. My career as a player had 
fi nished much earlier; as a coach and captain I achieved sensational success 
with Team Ukraine when we won the 2004 Chess Olympiad, but we never 
came close to repeating this triumph, so it was no accident that I completed 
my 2009 book with a chapter on our win in Calvia. 

However life takes an unpredictable turn every now and then, and in 2010 
Ukraine repeated its success at the Khanty-Mansiysk Olympiad. Even though 
I was soon forced to leave the team, my coaching career did not end. In the 
years that followed I worked with many elite players, either as captain of 
various teams or as personal coach. Many events took place; some brought 
me joy, others sorrow. Achievements make our life happier; the inevitable 
defeats force us to examine mistakes and to improve. Th e two books I have 
written in recent years (Modern Chess Preparation and Risk and Bluff  in Chess) 
have their roots in these experiences and contain my refl ections on chess 
players’ preparation and the secrets of success. Th e chess world has expanded 
enormously in recent years. Some 30–40 years ago the elite comprised almost 
exclusively Soviet chess players. Who would have predicted then that the 
World Champion would be Norwegian and representatives of the Philippines, 
China and India would be in the Top Ten!?

Th e perpetual domination of the Soviet Union is usually explained by invoking 
the notion of a mysterious and powerful ‘Soviet School of Chess’, but actually 
the phenomenon was extremely simple: in the Soviet Union the state cared so 
much about the game and its status that playing chess became a very attractive 
and prestigious prospect for children and their parents, hence a large number 
of professional players and coaches emerged. Nothing of this kind happened in 
the West, where chess talents were mostly left  to their own devices. Naturally, 
competition between chess professionals and amateurs ended with predictable 
results. Th e USSR was rich in talented soloists, had a wealth of conscientious 
orchestra members and enough excellent conductors, i.e. chess coaches; the 
rest of the world sometimes gave birth to stars, but never had conductors or 
supporting cast.

PREFACE



Nowadays the world chess orchestra has only one conductor — the all-
knowing and infallible computer. Its authority is indisputable, its power over 
musicians absolute, and its infl uence extends to every corner of the world. In 
these circumstances practically everyone has an opportunity to learn and win. 
Does this mean that the profession of chess coach has outlived its usefulness? 
I think such a statement would be far from the truth. In the initial stages of 
training, a child defi nitely needs an understanding professional teacher, but 
even at the highest level the value of having a coach cannot be underestimated. 
Of course the time of coaches whose main responsibility was analysis is a thing 
of the past. At present, seconds perform the role of an accompanist in the 
orchestra, helping the chief conductor, a.k.a. the cyber assistant, to rehearse 
parts with the performers and to speed up this process. 

How does one achieve the unique ‘sound’ and distinct technique that are 
absolutely necessary to become successful at the highest level? It can only be 
done via a deep understanding of the chess player’s personality and the unique 
talent that distinguishes him from other soloists. It is here that the role of 
a coach is of the utmost importance. First, it is necessary to understand the 
nature of your student’s chess talent, and second, it is important to identify the 
player’s character and personality traits. His style ought to be harmonious, so 
that the essence of the human being matches the characteristics of his chess 
talent. Since it is the same emotionless computer that is now in charge of the 
purely chess component, it falls upon the coach to deal with the chess player’s 
personality, mysterious and unknowable as it might be. Yes, a lot depends on 
the number and power of dependable cyber assistants, on the size and quality 
of various chess databases, on the enthusiasm of the seconds and on the ability 
to work with modern electronic gadgets, but at the highest level, almost all elite 
chess players have the same tools at their disposal. Th us, as always, everything 
is decided — as in the ‘good old days’ — by the player's talent, by his unique 
ability to create. Th e coach's task is to help his student develop this unique 
creative side to the maximum.

It has so happened that in recent years I have been able to work closely with 
great chess talents who were at the same time outstanding personalities. I hope 
that an inside look at this kind of work will be of interest to both specialists 
and chess fans. I faced several ethical problems when working on this book. 
Many of the chess players who appear in these pages are still young; their 
whole life, including their sports career, lies ahead. Th at is why I tried to avoid 
purely personal details and did not reveal any professional secrets. I hope that 
these players, like me, will be curious to refl ect on their own achievements and 



mistakes, and to take the reader on the diffi  cult journey that allowed them to 
become prominent chess personalities. 





PART I. CAPTAIN

Dear reader, I think it is appropriate 
to discuss the specifi cs of team chess 
competitions before I tell you about 
my experiences as captain of various 
teams. In the times of Steinitz and 
Lasker, not to mention their pre-
decessors, it would never have oc-
curred to anyone to combine indi-
viduals into teams — and there is no 
doubt that most strong chess players 
are ultimately individuals. Th e fi rst 
Chess Olympiads, or Tournaments 
of Nations as they were called before 
the Second World War, did not en-
joy popularity amongst the general 
public or the few grandmasters who 
held this prestigious title at the time. 
It seemed that team dynamics and 
the subordination of personal inter-
ests to the interests of a group are 
as much in confl ict with the spirit 
of chess as they are natural for foot-
ball, basketball, volleyball and other 
team sports. 

Strangely enough, over time, the 
Chess Olympiads began to gain in 
popularity. Th ese team events be-
came the most popular competition 
amongst chess fans, rivalled only by 
World Championship matches. Th e 
same thing happens in some oth-
er seemingly individual sports. For 

example, in tennis, the men’s Da-
vis Cup or women’s Federation Cup 
sometimes create a level of excite-
ment amongst fans that is very rare 
even at the most prestigious indi-
vidual tournaments. Perhaps the 
patriotism of a fan is more clearly 
manifested when he is rooting for 
his country’s team, not just for its 
individual representatives. 

Th e situation with club teams is 
somewhat diff erent. True, the pop-
ularity of club tournaments in 
chess does not match that of the 
competitions for national teams. 
Team tournaments have their own 
specifi cs and the concept of ‘team 
player’ is by no means a journalis-
tic cliché. For team-based sports 
this is more or less obvious, but for 
a purely individual kind of activity, 
such as chess, this defi nition clearly 
needs additional explanation. Aft er 
all, a game played for a team seems 
no diff erent from a game played in 
an individual tournament. More-
over, in any team an individual re-
sult is just part of the contribution 
made by all teammates, whereas 
in an individual tournament you 
cannot hide behind someone else’s 
back. 
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There always were chess players 
who showed their best in individu-
al competitions but were complete-
ly nonremarkable when playing for 
their teams. On the contrary, some 
players achieve their best perfor-
mances in team games. 

Nor should one forget about rat-
ings, which have become such an 
important factor in professional 
chess. Nowadays rating is calculated 
in all tournaments, and few players 
allow themselves to ignore it. How-
ever the orderly alternation of co-
lours is only natural for individual 
competitions, while in team events 
players are oft en asked to make sac-
rifi ces in the interests of the team. 
Any individual player would easi-
ly tolerate having more Whites, but 
rare are the players who are capa-
ble of a sustained sacrifi ce such as 
playing Black round aft er round. 
For instance, the famous grand-
master Eduard Gufeld willingly 
played with Black; nobody could 
prevent him from fi anchettoing his 
favourite dark-squared bishop, and 
this was enough to keep him hap-
py. Once upon a time, the Hungar-
ian grandmaster András Adorján 
wrote a book with the pretentious 
title Black is OK!. With this state-
ment, he condemned himself to the 
role of perennial Black player on any 
team. 

At the European Team Chess 
Championship in England in 1973, 
I played Black in all fi ve games. Th e 
Soviet national team was star-stud-
ded, and there was simply no other 
choice for me, still a young grand-
master at the time. On the current 
Russian team, GM Peter Svidler of-
ten becomes a water carrier’ for his 
more successful colleagues. One can 
certainly come up with more names 
of such helpers (or ‘domestiques’, to 
use cycle racing slang) who remain 
in the shadow of the leaders and 
work exclusively for the interests of 
their team.

I felt myself a captain long before it 
became my work. During my long 
professional career, I happened to 
play in countless team events. Th e 
calibre of these competitions var-
ied greatly, but one thing remained 
unchanged: on almost all the teams 
I played the role of captain. Some-
times I  played on fi rst board, be-
ing formal leader as well, but this 
was not always the case. One way 
or another, I always took special re-
sponsibility when playing for a team 
and, as a  rule, I  played well. For 
many years I  was able to play for 
the USSR student team. I started in 
the modest role of second reserve, 
and eventually got to fi rst board. 
Many famous grandmasters, in-
cluding the future World Champi-
on Anatoly Karpov, passed through 
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this student team. I played for the 
national teams of the Soviet Union 
and Ukraine, not to mention vari-
ous clubs. Th us I was perfectly fa-
miliar with the specifi cs of team 
competitions, but had not yet had 
a chance to use this vast experience 
by becoming a  coach. Th at’s why 
I was very enthusiastic about an of-
fer to lead Team Ukraine in 2004. 
By that time I considered my career 
as a player complete, but I still had 
plenty of energy and ambitions.

UKRAINE: 
TRIUMPHS AND 

DISAPPOINTMENTS

I did not have any doubts about the 
way to start in my new role. It was 
obvious that we needed to build 
a  new team that would grow and 
mature on my watch. For the fi rst 
time ever, Ukraine fi elded its own 
national team at the 30th Chess 
Olympiad in 1992, but that was wa-
ter under the bridge by the time 
I started as coach. Th e beginning of 
the 1990s was a very diffi  cult peri-
od for the countries of the former 
Soviet Union. It was also diffi  cult 
for chess players. Everyone was try-
ing to fi nd their place in a new and 
unusual world. Some leaders of the 
Ukrainian team found themselves 
in other countries while others had 

cooled to chess, so changes were 
overdue. 

I clearly understood this at the Bled 
Olympiad in 2002, when my formal 
debut as captain of the Ukrainian 
team took place. The invitation 
from the federation and my agree-
ment were, in fact, a  spontaneous 
decision. The position of coach 
of the national team did not exist 
then, and the captains appointed 
changed from tournament to tour-
nament. I took over the reins of an 
already-existing team, and it was in 
Bled itself that we all met for the fi rst 
time. At the time, this circumstance 
did not seem signifi cant; aft er all, 
the players on the team were all fa-
miliar to me, and most of them had 
only recently been my colleagues. 
Indeed, I didn’t take the whole af-
fair suffi  ciently seriously because 
I still couldn’t imagine that coach-
ing would become my vocation. 

Th e result was shocking; the team’s 
performance was much worse than 
expected. It became obvious that 
there was no place for an amateur 
approach to coaching. Th e presence 
of good players in a team is desir-
able and even necessary, but in it-
self is not at all suffi  cient to achieve 
good and, most importantly, stable 
results. Th us I rejected without hes-
itation a similar temporary role as 
captain for the duration of the Eu-
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ropean Team Championship the 
following year. Th e idea of becom-
ing head coach of the national team 
on a permanent basis seemed much 
more interesting.

Th e Ukrainian National Champion-
ship took place before the Olympiad 
using the knockout system, which 
was also used at that time in the 
World Championship cycle. All the 
leading Ukrainian players, headed 
by Vassily Ivanchuk, took part. Nat-
urally the results of this event were 
of great importance for the selection 
of the national team. Th us, in paral-
lel with the championship, I organ-
ised a training camp for candidates, 
which was gradually fi lled by play-
ers who lost their matches.

Ivanchuk, who unexpectedly lost in 
the second round, became one of the 
fi rst players at my disposal. How-
ever Ruslan Ponomariov, the only 
favourite who did not play in the 
championship, came to the camp 
even earlier. Th e dramatic relation-
ship between the two undisputed 
leaders became my fi rst serious test 
in putting together a new team. Af-
ter all, the role of fi rst board on any 
team is huge. 

Vassily Ivanchuk had been the ac-
knowledged leader of the Ukrainian 
team for many years. A bright talent 
who broke into the world chess elite 

at a young age, he remained one of 
the strongest players in the world 
even at thirty-fi ve years of age. How-
ever in 2002 he unexpectedly lost 
the fi nal match of the World Cham-
pionship cycle to the eighteen-year-
old Ruslan Ponomariov. Th e cham-
pion’s title that he had dreamt about 
for so long, the title which would 
have become the natural peak of 
his remarkable career, slipped away 
dramatically at the last moment. 
On the other hand, Ponomariov 
was just starting out in big-time 
chess, and the very fact of partic-
ipation in the fi nal match, which 
was then held separately from the 
main Candidates Tournament, was 
a huge success for the young player. 
Th e surprising result was a diffi  cult 
test for both men. Vassily has never 
again approached the coveted sum-
mit; Ruslan, it seems, clearly over-
estimated his achievement. An out-
standing natural talent, he lost his 
motivation too early and never re-
alised his enormous potential. 

Th e previous Olympiad in Bled took 
place shortly aft er their match. Of 
course, no-one seriously questioned 
who should play on fi rst board. Th e 
reigning World Champion had ev-
ery entitlement to the leader’s role. 
Ruslan’s performance at that Olym-
piad could not be called a  failure, 
but one would be hard-pressed to 
call it successful. Vassily’s result on 
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board two was not bad either, how-
ever it was the lack of a clear lead-
er that, in my opinion, became one 
of the reasons for the failure of the 
2002 team. 

Since then, two years had passed. 
Ivanchuk had already recovered 
from the shock, and Ponomar-
iov had managed to settle into the 
world’s elite, but his game was not of 
a champion’s quality. Th e leadership 
question remained open. I had no 
doubt that the interests of the team 
demanded that Vassily play on fi rst 
board. He was always highly moti-
vated when facing the strongest ri-
vals, and playing for the national 
team made him even more respon-
sible and focused than in individu-
al competitions. On the other hand, 
Ruslan did not play a lot aft er win-
ning his title. His energy and mo-
rale were depleted by all the circum-
stances surrounding his would-be 
match against Kasparov that nev-
er took place. My choice was clear; 
the only thing that remained was to 
convince Ponomariov. 

Th is proved to be a  very diffi  cult 
matter. Negotiations lasted several 
days, and at some stage Ivanchuk 
joined us. Th e two leaders made 
me a combined proposal that was 
completely unexpected. In essence, 
Ruslan agreed to give up fi rst board 
to his erstwhile opponent, but in re-

turn I had to delegate the right to 
form the rest of the team to the two 
of them. Such a  compromise was 
completely unacceptable to me, and 
not just because our views on pos-
sible team composition diff ered. It 
is my deep conviction that players, 
no matter how strong, should never 
have the right to aff ect the coach’s 
choices. Th e responsibility for the fi -
nal result lies with the captain, so it 
is his word that should be fi nal. 

In the end, the problem resolved it-
self. In addition to the two leaders, 
the new champion of Ukraine, An-
drei Volokitin, went to Calvia along 
with Pavel Eljanov and Alexander 
Moiseenko; at the very last moment, 
Sergey Karjakin joined them. Com-
pared with the previous Olympiad, 
half of the players were new and the 
team had become noticeably young-
er: Eljanov was twenty-one years old, 
Volokitin eighteen and Karjakin 
just fourteen! Ivanchuk looked like 
a  grizzled veteran by comparison. 
I planned for him to be the leader 
and absolute chess authority in the 
team; it was our key to success. Of 
course there was a risk in such rap-
id rejuvenation but, fi rstly, I tried to 
create a  core that would serve the 
team for many years, and secondly, 
the results demonstrated by these 
young players had earned them the 
right to be their country’s best team. 
Th e inclusion of a very young Sergey 
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Karjakin was defi nitely an acknowl-
edgment of his unique talent; as fur-
ther events demonstrated, this de-
cision proved to be an extremely 
successful investment in the future.

Our team started surprisingly well. 
We won the fi rst three matches with 
a perfect score, and as early as the 
fourth round we prevailed over the 
favourites, Russia. Th e fate of the 
match was decided by a fascinating 
duel, albeit full of mistakes, on fi rst 
board.

1

 ▷ Alexander Morozevich (2758)

 ▶ Vassily Ivanchuk (2705) 

Calvià 2004

1.e4 c6 

Ivanchuk can always be expected to 
deliver surprises in the opening, in-
cluding on the very fi rst move!

2.d4 d5 3.e5 f5 4.f4!? 

Morozevich is not the most pre-
dictable chess player either. Virtu-
ally no games at GM level featured 
the move he made. 

In modern practice the natural 
4.f3 has become the most popular. 
An early advance of the f-pawn does 

not seem too illogical, since a pawn 
storm on the kingside is one of the 
options in similar positions, howev-
er the weakening of the e4-square 
and chance for counterplay in the 
centre provide good opportunities 
for Black. 

4...e6 5.f3 c5 6.e3 

8rsn-wqkvlntr
zpp+-+pzpp
-+-+p+-+
+-zppzPl+-
-+-zP-zP-+
+-+-vLN+-
PzPP+-+PzP
tRN+QmKL+R

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

a b c d e f g h

6...cxd4!? 

An interesting move that sharpens 
the play. Another possibility worth 
considering was 6...b6.

7.xd4 e7 8.b5+ d7 

Th e natural 8...bc6 9.0–0 a6 could 
be countered by 10.xc6+! bxc6 
(10...x c6? 11.xf5 exf5 12.c3) 11.g4!. 
In this case White’s opening set-up 
would be completely justifi ed.

9.0–0 a6 10.e2 

10.d3!? xd3 11.cxd3!? might be 
interesting, but White is methodi-
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cal: the threat of 11.g4 becomes quite 
unpleasant.

10...g5! 

8r+-wqkvl-tr
+p+nsnp+p
p+-+p+-+
+-+pzPlzp-
-+-sN-zP-+
+-+-vL-+-
PzPP+L+PzP
tRN+Q+RmK-

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

a b c d e f g h

Unexpected, but the sharpest and 
most principled move.

11.g4?! 

Morozevich accepts the challenge! 

Another option was 11.fxg5 xe5 
12.c3 (12.xf5 xf5 13.xf5 exf5 
14.c3 is a bit early because of 14...
d4! 15.xd4 g7) 12...g7 13.d2 
(In this case 13.xf5 xf5 14.xf5 
is not too strong because of 14...d4! 
Th is position is very sharp and dif-
fi cult to evaluate.) 

11...gxf4! 

The weak 11...e4 would allow 
White to start a dangerous attack 
with 12.f5!.

12.gxf5 xf5! 

Th e most principled move again! 

Black’s position would also hold 
after 12...fxe3!? 13.fxe6 fxe6 (13...
xe5 14.exf7+ xf7 15.c3 is too 
dangerous) 14.h5+! (another op-
tion would be unexpectedly bad 
for White: 14.xe6 b6) 14...g6 
15.g4 dxe5 16.xe6+ e7 17.c3 
xe6 18.xe6 c8 19.xd5 xc2 
20.xe3 c6.

Th e move in the game is much more 
interesting.

13.xf5 

Black would face a  more diffi  cult 
choice aft er 13.f2.

8 r+-wqkvl-tr
+p+n+p+p
p+-+p+-+
+-+pzPn+-
-+-sN-zp-+
+-+-+-+-
PzPP+LvL-zP
tRN+Q+RmK-

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

a b c d e f g h

13...g8+!?

a) 13...g5+!? 14.h1 g3+ (14...
e3!? 15.xe3 fxe3 16.h5 0–0–0 
17.xf7 xe5 18.c3 d6 19.f3) 
15.xg3 fxg3 16.g1 xe5 17.xg3 
0–0–0;

b) 13...e3!? 14.xe3 fxe3 15.xe6 
g8+ 16.h1 fxe6 17.h5+ g6 
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18.g4 b6! 19.xg6+ hxg6 
20.xg6+ d8 21.c3 c7.

14.h1 g3+! 15.xg3 fxg3 16.g1 
xe5 17.xg3 xg3 18.hxg3 b6. 

Th ese lines are diffi  cult to calculate 
and evaluate. It appears that Black 
would have enough compensation 
for a piece only in the last case.

13...fxe3 

8r+-wqkvl-tr
+p+n+p+p
p+-+p+-+
+-+pzPN+-
-+-+-+-+
+-+-zp-+-
PzPP+L+-zP
tRN+Q+RmK-

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

a b c d e f g h

14.c3!? 

Morozevich attempts to match his 
inventive opponent. 

Th e more natural 14.d6+ (14.g3 
c5) xd6 15.exd6 g5+ 16.h1 
g8 17.g1 (17.f3 e5) 17...xg1+ 
18.xg1 xg1+ 19.xg1 e5 20.g2 
f5 21.g3 d4 would lead to an un-
pleasant ending. 

14...g8+ 15.h1 g5 

8r+-+kvlr+
+p+n+p+p
p+-+p+-+
+-+pzPNwq-
-+-+-+-+
+-sN-zp-+-
PzPP+L+-zP
tR-+Q+R+K

7

6

5

4

3

2

1

a b c d e f g h

16.f3? 

Yet another uncompromising move, 
however it is Black who has the ini-
tiative now. It would have been bet-
ter to play the calm 16.g3, when 
Black has several enticing options, 
the strongest being 16...xe5! (16...
xe5 17.d4 0–0–0; 16...0–0–0 
17.xf7 xe5) 17.d3 0–0–0, but the 
outcome has still not been decided.

16...xe5! 

It is possible that Alexander did not 
foresee this strong reply. Aft er 16...
xf5 17.h5 xe5 18.xf7+ d8 
19.xg8 d6 20.e2 d4 Black has 
a dangerous initiative, but an extra 
rook is suffi  cient compensation.

17.e2 

Both 17.xd5 0–0–0–+ and 17.xd5 
0–0–0–+ are bad. A  better move 
would be 17.xe3 xe3 18.xd5, 
however Black is not obliged to 
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capture. Aft er the calm 18...0–0–0! 
19.xb7+ c7 20.e1 g5 material 
is equal, but Black mounts a strong 
attack.

17...xf5 18.xd5 h3! 19.xb7 
a7 

19...d8! 20.ad1 xd1 21.xd1 f5 
would have been more precise.

20.f3 h6 21.e4 e7! 22.e1 
f5? 

It is peculiar how Vassily ignores 
White’s only real threat. Any decent 
preventive move, such as 22...b7 or 
22...a5, would have guaranteed him 
a decisive advantage.

23.b4+ f7 
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24.d4 

It would have been simpler to 
achieve a draw with 24.d6+ f6 
(24...g6 is possible, but even here 
White is in no risk of losing, for in-

stance 25.g1+ f6 26.xg8 xf3+ 
27.g2) 25.e4+ f7 26.d6+=.

24...xf3 25.f6+! 

A worse option would be 25.xa7+ 
g6 26.g1+ h5 27.f7+ h4! 
28.e7+ g5.

25...e8 26.xe6+ f8 
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27.f6+? 

Morozevich’s turn to make a mis-
take. 

The only way to secure a  draw 
was 27.c8+! f7 28.c4+ g7 
29.c3+! (29.g1+ g5!) 29...g6 
30.c6+ h5 31.f6+ h4 32.xf3 
xf3+ 33.xf3=.

27...f7 

Now there are no more chances for 
White.

28.d6+ g7 29.g1+ h8 30.f6
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0–1

Perhaps an opportunity lost on 
move 22 had somewhat upset the 
winner, but it did not aff ect the 
mood of the team. On the con-
trary, the lucky outcome only add-
ed to our guys’ optimism and con-
fi dence. From the ‘dark horses’ of 
the Olympiad, we suddenly turned 
into its favourites, but there were 
ten more rounds ahead and a  lot 
of formidable rivals! It was neces-
sary to maintain the players’ confi -
dence and fi ghting spirit, but at the 
same time protect them from exces-
sive self-confi dence and misplaced 
euphoria. A draw with a strong Is-
raeli team in the next round only 
helped us to get into regular work-
ing mood. Th e next match, howev-
er, did not leave any room for errors. 
We were confronted by an ambi-
tious and even younger team from 
Azerbaijan, none of whom had yet 
reached the age of twenty. At the 
time, these young men were taking 
their fi rst steps in the internation-
al arena, but in a few years three of 
them would be among the ten best 
chess players in the world. I could 
never imagine that my bizarre 
chess fate would bring me close to 
these talented young men and that 
I would learn fi rsthand about their 
strengths and weaknesses. How-
ever, this is a tale for another day; 
let’s return to 2004 now. Th e fi ght 

in the match against Azerbaijan 
was ferocious, and it was Ivanchuk 
again who brought us victory. Yet 
again, his game was remarkable for 
non-standard tactics.

2

 ▷ Vassily Ivanchuk (2705)

 ▶ Teimour Radjabov (2663) 

Calvià 2004

1.e4 c5 2. f3 c6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.xd4 e5 5.b5 d6 6. 1c3 a6 
7.a3 b5 8.d5 
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Th is position is one of the most pop-
ular in modern chess. 

8...ce7 

Black’s choice in this game is just 
one of several possible options. 8...
ge7, 8...f6 and 8...b8 are even 
more popular.

9.b4!? 


