
GM Pertti Ilari Lehikoinen – the 20th 
Correspondence Chess World Champion! 
 
The 20th World Championship final was 
exceptional in many ways: it was the last postal 
final, it took 6½ years, the last finished game 
decided the winner, it took 110 moves and almost 
3 years longer than the second longest game. The 
margin between 
the first two was 
smallest ever – 0,5 
Sonneborn-Berger 
points. Not to 
mention that the 
21st, 22nd and 23rd 
World Champions 
are already 
decided. The 
winner made a 
huge amount of 
work and 
dedication to win 
the final. Let’s have 
a look behind the 
title – who is GM 
Pertti Lehikoinen.  
 
Pertti Ilari Lehikoinen was born on 19th March 1952 in 
Helsinki and he has ever since lived in the Finnish 
capital. His background is modest, but he never let it 
bother his chess career.  
 
Once upon a time …  
 
Pertti learnt chess at the age of 7, while visiting a 
friend in the countryside. At the time Edit Piaf’s 
“Milord” was a great hit and it was played several 
times a day at the radio. It still reminds Pertti about 
that distant weekend over 50 years ago, which 
changed his life.  
 
During the early years Pertti played at school and 
joined a chess club soon after. In his first Finnish 
Junior Championships at the age of 14 – at the time 
there was only under 20 years group – he got 0/7 and 
the local newspaper wrote that Pertti had came 9th in 
the tournament – regardless there was only 8 players. 
Next year he was 23. out of 24, but 3 years later in 
1970 he already won the Finnish Junior 
Championship. The title of Candidate master had 
been achieved a year earlier, but the master title came 
only in 1978 long after the chess focus had moved to 
correspondence chess.  
 
First steps in correspondence chess  
 
In 1971 his friend at the chess club insisted Pertti to 
play a correspondence tournament – just to give it a 
try. It was a national event, hectic as post delivered 
cards within a day inside Finland, and Pertti felt it 
stressing. Regardless he got 4/6, which was just 
enough to get a national correspondence chess 
master title.  

 
His first international correspondence chess 
tournament in 1972 was a preliminary to WCC cycle. 
The slower tempo in playing suited perfectly to Pertti’s 
playing style and “I got extremely exited!” He ended to 
3rd place with a margin of ½ points to winners and 
dropped off from cycle, but the main thing was 
achieved: “This is my form of chess!”  
 
To international level  
 
Pertti was lucky to get to play in Finnish Championship 
on 1976 (1st with 12½/14), as the winners were 
promised a place in a grandmaster tournament Eino 
Heilimo Memorial. There Pertti achieved the IM-norm 
and title with 7/14. The skill had improved a lot and he 
got “good draws against grandmasters”. That gave 
confidence.  
 
The 2nd youngest Grandmaster!  
 
The next one was a dream come true. A GM-
tournament arranged by the Macedonian federation 
with strong GM participation. “I won GM Fritz 
Baumbach, who became World Champion a little 
later!” Pertti got 8½/13 and achieved GM-norm and 
title and became the 2nd youngest GM so far! At the 
time there were only 90 GM’s in the world, but the 
number of players was significantly larger, which 
makes the achievement even greater. “In this 
tournament I realised first time, that in some fields I 
was already at the top GM level, but there were also 
areas to improve. My strongest area proved to be very 
stubborn defence skills.”  
 
Collapse and new rise  
 
Josef Bannet memorial was the worst tournament I 
ever played. It was also the only one, where I lost 
rating – only 5 points, but regardless. I learnt the hard 
way that it is not enough to be a GM – you must play 
like a GM! Other excuses included the birth of the 
daughter around the same time.  
 
The next one was Alekhine Memorial, which was the 
2nd strongest tournament played by then. GM Aivar 
Gipslis won it and I was trailing with 1 point and 
missed the 2nd GM-norm by ½ point. I had the title 
already, but at the time with 2 norms you earned a life 
time right to play in WCC ¾ finals. A good consolation 
was my win against Sanakoev and a draw against V. 
Zagorovski. That raised my result against world 
champions to 2½-½ and it has remained unchanged.  
 
“By a very strange coincidence I happened to get 
moves from Canadian jubilee tournament at the same 
time. Involuntarily I agreed to play that tournament too 
at the same time after realising that it would be very 
difficult for them to find a GM replacement at no time.” 
That went only reasonably and Pertti got 8½/14. But it 
was good exercise for the coming events, though he 
didn’t realise it at the time.  
 



Perfect performance!  
 
“Milan Vidmar memorial in 1995 was the best 
tournament I ever played! I can say this regardless I 
won the WCC final later on. I won one game straight 
from the opening and games proceeded like a dream! 
I won the tournament with 11½/14, a ½ point margin to 
world rating no 6 and surpassed the GM-norm with 2½ 
points! Perhaps one reason for my superb 
performance was that I had previously played two 
tournaments at a time. It was then like running with 
rubber boots, and now I was running with sneakers!”  
 
Towards the World Championship  
 
“I had been thinking about the WCC final for the first 
time already I the 1970’s. The grand plan consisted 
about achieving the 2 GM norms to go directly to ¾ 
WCC finals. As a slow postal tempo was my ally, I had 
searched a perfect location to support my abilities. I 
would move to a small island along the Croatian cost 
for the most critical part of the WCC final to guarantee 
a couple of extra days per move of thinking time 
provided by slower postal service. This beautiful plan 
was, however, ruined by the unfortunate and sad 
happenings in the Balkan area in early 1990’s. 
Another driver was the increasing impact of computers 
in the correspondence chess, which started soon 
after.”  
 
Pertti got to ¾ WCC Final right after the end of Vidmar 
memorial. It was a difficult tournament. He had great 
difficulties after the opening phase and he got through 
several losing positions to play, but he survived 
without losses. “I absolutely had to win the two last 
games.” Fortunately the advantages proved to be big 
enough that Pertti got the shared 4th place and got to 
the finals. From 24 places available from the cycle 
Pertti got the 23rd. The last one to go through was 
Stefan Winge from Sweden. So the ones, who were in 
biggest danger in the ¾ finals then shined in the final.  
 
Preparation for the WCC final  
 
WCC final was expected to start already in May 2004, 
but it was postponed till October 2004. I started the 
preparations for the final already in 1.12.2002. Despite 
the ¾-Final was still going on, I had no reason to delay 
the start of preparations.  
 
“The first months of preparation were on mental side. I 
planned a theme for each day, which I worked through 
during a 4-5 hour walk. My aim was to strengthen the 
weaknesses – like to play and use time better after the 
opening phase, where the next 5-8 moves had always 
been painful to play for me. The latter part of 
preparation was disturbed by a plumbing work started 
in the house Pertti was living. It took from late 2003 till 
July 2004. Fortunately the start of the 20th final was 
also delayed from spring 2004 till 25.10.2004.  
 
In theory there were approximately 100 players, who 
had the right to play in the final, so it was impossible to 

do preparations for certain individuals. So I 
concentrated to sharpen my opening weapons, like 
Botvinnik Slav and Najdorf. I got this phase of 
preparation ready in 12.10.2004 and checked, 
weather the players list would have been released. It 
was just released! The preparation to opponents took 
2 weeks and when it finished, the official starting date 
of the 20th WCC Final was the same day.  
 
Start of the WCC Final, crisis and next to abyss  
 
“My intuition told me that most of the players would 
take their vacation on December, so I took mine on 
November. I was right, only Zilberberg didn’t take his 
vacation in December. The openings went excellently 
and I had even some advantage as black in some 
games.”  
 
“I should have understood already in June in 2005 that 
the dark clouds were gathering around. I had used too 
much thinking time to my excellent openings. From 
there started the worst 6 month nightmare I had ever 
experienced. The moves were piling up and I had 
enormous difficulties to get them sent back. I couldn’t 
analyse as deeply as I wanted. I offered in four games 
draw as black – and all were rejected! I had proven my 
vulnerability and naturally everybody wanted to take 
advantage of that. I offered with white pieces to 
Zilberberg a draw, which he accepted after returning 
from his holiday. There were 13 games left. I just had 
to let the moves go with insufficient analysis.  
 
My health gave the first warning signals in September 
2005 and soon I had more problems. I was working 17 
hours a day and developed an extreme way of saving 
time. I continued to analyse throughout the night to the 
next day as long as possible. Then I slept longer. 
Once, at the evening of the 2nd day I was totally 
exhausted, got up to make some coffee and passed 
out. Only for a moment but anyway. The same 
happened after a couple of weeks again and I finally 
understood that I have to ease up a little bit. I decided 
that by 3 A.M. I have to be at bed. My dear diary tells 
me that sometimes it slipped up to 6.30 A.M., but 
fortunately not too often.  
 
Suddenly before the Christmas 2005 I got moves from 
almost all my opponents within a few days. In several 
games I had so little time left that I absolutely had to 
get them answered before Christmas. The last moves 
were almost lottery and I made it to the Christmas 
holidays.  
 
Light at the end of the tunnel  
 
I started 2006 with a holiday. I was exhausted and 
slept. Then I forced myself to look at the positions and 
take them into process, if there were anything to 
process any more. One game was winning, but the 
positions had mostly slide into worse during that 6 
months. Fortunately I was able to continue fighting.  
 



I processed the moves ready to be sent out, only 
Winge’s move was problematic. I analysed it my whole 
holiday. I had to sacrifice an exchange with a 
compensation of a far advanced passed pawn. I made 
my decision at the last day before new moves started 
to come in.  
 
I agreed a couple of draws and gradually got hold of 
the positions. During the spring 2006 my opponents 
made some inaccuracies. By the end of 2006 I knew 
that I wouldn’t lose any game.  
 
The final spurt  
 
Draws continued one after another. I had won 
Herbrechtsmeier earlier and I had 3 advantageous 
positions left. I estimated that maybe I will win one of 
them, which would equal to +2 result. No medal, but a 
tolerable result. During 2007 I gradually increased the 
advantage in these games and in spring 2008 after 3½ 
years of playing I had achieved +4 result. So I 
succeeded in winning all my 3 last games. I was 
leading, but there was one game left: the famous 
Winge-Toro encounter.  
 
Winge-Toro and the decision of the 20th WCC final  
 
Stefan Winge (SWE) – Guillermo Toro (CHI) continued 
persistently and Winge would be the World Champion, 
if he would win the last game. In case of a draw, Pertti 
Lehikoinen would have the highest laurels. Because 
this single game had such a great importance, ICCF 
started to show it on the 5 move delay on the ICCF 
main page.  
 
 
Stefan Winge – Guillermo Toro, 20th WCC final  
25.10.2004 – 20.2.2011 
This was the crucial position, where the fate of the 
world championship was decided.   

 
93.Rb1??  
This move leads directly to a draw. 93.Bd6 or 93.Rf3 
would have maintained the advantage and practical 
chances to a win.  
93.-Bxa3 94.Ra1 Bxb4 95.Rxa8 Ke5  
This is the only move to draw in Nalimov tablespace!  

96.Ra2 Kf5 97.Rg2 Be1 98.Kd5 Bh4 99.Kd4 Bf6+ 
100.Ke3 Bg5+ 101.Kf3  
The next three Black’s moves are only moves to draw.  
101.-Bf6 102.Rg8 h5 103.Rf8 Kg5 104.Ke4 Bc3 
105.Rf5+ Kh4 106.Rf3 Bb2 107.Kf5 Bf6 
108.Kg6 Bd8 109.Kf5 Bf6 110.Kxf6 stalemate  
1/2-1/2 
  
Winge played correctly on to a stalemate on 110 
moves and the game had decided. Winge was the first 
one to email Pertti the congratulations on being the 
World Champion! Fair play warms everybody’s hearts.  
 
Afterthoughts  
 
“Winge-Toro was probably still winning for white at 
move 92 in a practical correspondence game, 
although I never found a straightforward plan to win. 
The position contains so many ideas that some of 
them could have broken through. Winge had also the 
motivation factor on his side. He had everything to win, 
but for Toro that game didn’t have significance in a 
sporting sense. Perhaps the final truth will be revealed 
only, when we have 9 men Nalimov available … if 
ever. Toro really earns a magnificent recognition on 
his fantastic defensive work in a very difficult position.”  
 
WCC final was a 3½ year effort for Pertti. He made 
exact notes into his diary and for this reason e.g. the 
work spent on the final is well documented. In the 
initial phase of the final his working days were 11 hour 
long, and then they were prolonged to 17 hours a day 
for months. Pertti has calculated that the total hours 
used during the final was 14.700 – 14.800! This is an 
incredible amount of work for 14 games! “Roughly half 
of the thinking time I used in analysing with computers, 
another half was done in a traditional way manually at 
the chessboard or blindfold. The synthesis of this 
analytical work produced the moves on the cards.”   
 
World Championship took off the biggest part of the 
itch to play again. The shorter thinking times and 
decision on nodes accelerated the decision. 
“Regardless retired from correspondence chess, my 
heart still beats for it and I follow it keenly. I can easily 
say that correspondence chess was an essential part 
of my life during 1975 till autumn 2009 Leeds 
conference”.  
 
Text: Panu Laine based on the interview and valuable 
comments of Pertti Lehikoinen  
 
Photograph: Panu Laine  
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Queens Gambit (D37)  
20th WCC Final  
Pertti Lehikoinen (Finland) – Manfred Hafner 
(Germany)  
25.10.2004 – 7.4.2008 
This positional struggle against Manfred Hafner from 
Germany was my best game in the 20th 
Correspondence Chess World Championship Final. I 
was able to convert a small advantage I gained in the 
opening to a full point.  
1.d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Be7!  
This move order was originated by Tigran Petrosjan in 
the late 50's and early 60's and he used it in 3 games 
in his match against Botvinnik in 1963. It found its way 
to the games of Victor Kortshnoi, Anatoli Lutikov, Boris 
Spassky, Lajos Portisch and many other top players of 
the time. The purpose of 3...Be7 is to avoid the worst 
problems of QG Exchange variation, when after 
3...Nf6 4.cxd5 exd5 5.Bg5 black has some problems 
with his queen's bishop. The line 5…c6 6.e3 Bf5 7.Qf3 
is unfavourable for black. The idea of 3…Be7! is 
revealed in the variation 4.Nf3 Nf6 5.cxd5 exd5 6.Bg5 
c6 7.e3 Bf5 or 7.Qc2 g6 followed by …Bf5. In both 
cases black has solved the problem of his “bad” c8 
bishop and renders the exchange variation aimless for 
white. We can say that 3…Be7! force white to play Nf3 
or alternatively Bf4 instead of the normal Bg5, and in 
both cases white doesn’t have hope of opening 
advantage.  
 
A further interesting question is that should black 
overall be afraid of the exchange variation? One 
answer is given in my game against Alexander Ugge 
in XIX ¾ final. In that game I succeeded to win my 
Canadian opponent and I barely made it to the WCC 
final instead of the Canadian. He made it to the 21st 
WCC Final and got silver medal right after the 
venerable Joop J. van Oosterom being the only player 
without losses.  
4.Nf3  
Black's 3rd move practically forced me to give up the 
exchange variation, so I had to invent something else. 
4…Nf6 5.Bf4  
I had earlier played here 5.Bg5, but my latest effort 
with this move ended into a draw only after 17 moves, 
so I wanted to try something else. 5.Bf4 shouldn't be 
any better for fighting for an advantage according to 
the opening manuals, but it is not at all that simple. 
Anyway white enjoys the advantage of the opening 
move and the white bishop on the diagonal h2-b8 is 
clearly more dominant than either of the black 
bishops. So I was confident that I would find 
something to maintain a small advantage with the 
white pieces.  
5…O-O 6.e3 Nbd7  
The most usual move here is 6...c5, but also 6...b6 
and 6...c6 has been played rather regularly.  
7.c5 c6 8.Bd3 b6 9.b4 a5 10.b5!  
This move has been played only a couple of times, but 
I had prepared a novelty in this variation. The usual 
continuation is 10.a3 Ba6 11.O-O Qc8 with equality. 
This was also played in Tomi Nyback-Magnus 
Carlsen, Dresden ol, 2008.  

10...Bb7 11.cxb6 Nxb6 12.bxc6 Bxc6  

 
13.Ne5! 
This is a novelty! Earlier continuations had been 13.O-
O Nfd7 14.Qc2 h6 15.Nb5 Bxb5 16.Bxb5 Nc4! 
17.Bxc4 Rc8 18.Rab1 Rxc4 1/2-1/2, Peter Heine 
Nielsen-Kasimdzhanov, Skanderborg, 2003. 
Kasimdzhanov recommends instead of 15.Nb5 to play 
15.Rab1Bb4 16.Rfc1 Qe7 17.Qe2 and considers it a 
little better for white. I also spent a lot of effort to study 
that game, but rejected it after realising that black can 
equalise by playing simply 13...Ne4.  
13...Bb4 14.O-O Bxc3 15.Nxc6 Qe8 16.Bb5 Bxa1 
17.Bd6 
While black is collecting material, White is adding the 
steam. Now white threatens to win the black queen 
with Ne7+ and black queen doesn't have any vacant 
squares left. Black's only alternative is to move his 
king to the corner, after which white may recollect the 
sacrificed material.  
17…Kh8 18.Qxa1 Ne4 19.Bxf8 Qxf8 20.Ne5 
I sent this move at the last day before overstepping 
the time limit.  
20…Nd6 21.Rb1  
After the heavy exchange of blows the material is 
even and the position is going into a more positional 
direction. White's pieces are a little better situated, but 
that shouldn't be significant. Instead black has one 
permanent weakness is a form of a-pawn. Black's 
future difficulties to protect it will give white a slight 
advantage. 
21…Nbc4 22.Bxc4 dxc4  
Here my opponent spent a considerable amount of 
time on pondering, weather to take back with a knight 
or pawn. I had faced the same dilemma without being 
able to draw any definitive conclusions. Black's choice 
was a slight surprise after all. After 22...Nxc4 the most 
probable continuation would have been 23.Nxc4 dxc4 
24.Qb2! h6 25.h3 and white enjoys a slight advantage 
also in this continuation.  
 
In the game continuation black's passed c-pawn is a 
weakness in an ending, but in favourable 
circumstances it may also prove to be strength. 
23.Rb6  



With a simple threat of Rxd6 and Nxf7+. 
23…Kg8 24.h3! Rc8 
This was almost forced as 24...f6 25.Nd7 Qe7 26.Nc5 
Qc7 27.Qb1 is even more advantageous for white. 
Even worse would have been 24...Qd8 25.Rc6 Rc8 
26.Rc5 Rxc5 27.dxc5 Ne4 28.Nxc4 Nxc5 and like in a 
textbook example white's strong Q+N beats the black 
colleagues. Namely 29.Qe5 Nb7 30.Qb5 Qa8 31.Qc6 
(threatening Nd6) Qb8 32.Nb6! h6 (Luft, what else 
could black play?) 33.Nd7 Qa8 34.Nc5 and black 
loses his knight. Of course something else like 
30...Qc8 31.Nxa5 Dc1+ 32.Kh2 Qc7+ 33.f4 is better 
for black, but even here black can't take to a5 due to 
back rank mate. That is why white has an 
undisputable advantage in all variations.  

 
25.Qc3!  
I considered this move really long time, because it 
demanded very deep analysis, so I took my first and 
only allowed overstepping of the time limit here. After 
the game to my surprise Fritz didn't get this move 
even to top-6. Fritz's favourite is 25.Ra6, but when I 
played my analysis against Fritz, after variations 
25...c3 26.Qc1 Ne4 27.Nd3 as well as 26.Rc6 f6 
27.Rxc8 and 26.Nd3 c2 27.Rxa5 Qd8 28.Ra3 also 
Fritz admitted that the white advantage had gone to 
the winds. Kasparov has said that engines must be 
twisted even several moves towards your variation 
before they agree with you. Here it is perfectly true. 
Usually I even don’t use engines in positional game, 
as they have very little to offer for a strong 
correspondence player. Instead in sharp and tactical 
situations engines are mandatory, as they speed up a 
lot the analysis work. Even then it is clear that you 
can't trust blindly to engines opinions. Perhaps this is 
a blessing for correspondence chess. 
25...Qd8 26.Ra6 f6  
Black has also came to a conclusion that his a-pawn is 
lost already. The following rather forcing variation 
26...Ne4 27.Qc2 Qd5 28.Nc6 Qb5 29.Ne7+ Kf8 
30.Ra7 Re8 didn't attract black.  
27.Nc6 Qd7 28.Nxa5  
Now the a5-pawn has been removed from the board, 
but it can't be considered a win of a pawn due to 
added strength of the black c-pawn.  

28...Nf5  
Here I expected more 28...Ne4 29.Qb4 c3 30.Nb3, but 
white would have a slight advantage also in this 
variation.  
29.Qb4 c3 30.Nb3 e5  
Black must try to rip the position open as much as 
possible to be able to support the advance of his 
passed c-pawn. An alternative 30...c2 31.Nc1 would 
lead to white advantage after Qd5 32.Qb3 Qxb3 
33.axb3 e5 34.d5 e4  
31.dxe5 fxe5 
Naturally black didn't like 31...c2 32.exf6 c1=Q+ 
33.Nxc1 Rxc1+ 34.Kh2 Rc8 35.Qb3+ Kh8 where white 
has four pawns for a knight and black's king's position 
remains shaky.  
32.Kh2!  
Finding this move caused me a lot of trouble, while I 
was first time analysing this position at my 25th move. 
I was obsessed that my king should run to fight for the 
black's c-pawn. Things started to materialise after I 
was able to convince my thick head that white king 
has absolutely nothing to do in the open field with this 
much material on the board. The game continuation 
removes the white king from the future back rank 
checks.  
32.-Qc7  
An alternative was 32...c2 33.Nc1, but now 33…Qd1? 
would have been too straightforward, because 
34.Qb3+ Kf8 (34...Kh8?? 35.Rc6! and white wins) 
35.Ra7 Ne7 36.Qb4 Re8 (36...Qd8 37.a4) 37.Qa3 
would only lead to white advantage. Of course, 
instead of the weak 33...Qd1 black may develop 
something quieter, but that would eventually lead to 
positions resembling the game continuation with a 
slight advantage for white, or in the best case to 
transpose to game continuation.  
33.Qe4  
This is a great post for the white queen. It controls 
important a8 and c2 squares, it chases the black 
knight away from f5 and keeps on pressuring the e5 
pawn.  
33…Ne7 34.Nc1 c2  

 
The black pawn on c2 is really irritating for white. 
Without removing it, it will be impossible for white to 



progress. Fortunately white has an excellent solution 
at his disposal and it is perfect timing for that, as black 
doesn’t have any direct threats at the moment.  
35.a4!  
White's plan is very simple: White wants to create a 
competitor to black’s c-pawn by advancing the a-pawn 
as far as possible. At some point black must start 
paying attention to it and lighten the defence of c-
pawn.  
35…Rf8 36.Ra8  
It is time for white to exchange rooks.  
36…h6  
Of course black can change rooks himself 36...Rxa8 
37.Qxa8+ Kf7 38.Qe4, but both following continuations 
leave white on top: 38…Qc3 (38...Qc6 39.Qxc6 Nxc6 
40.Kg3 Ke6 41.Kf3 Na5 with White’s advantage.) 
39.a5 Qd2 40.Qc4+ Kf8  
37.Rxf8+ Kxf8 38.a5 Qxa5!  
There is no point for black to delay taking the pawn 
any more. Instead it is important for him to take control 
of the important d5 square for defensive purposes. 
39.Qxc2 Qd5  
The pain in white's flesh has been removed at last and 
white is a clear pawn up. On top of that black has one 
isolated pawn, which defence might prove difficult in 
the future. The black queen on d5 helps his defence 
and it is not easy to get her leave that square. Black's 
assets for successful defence consist of: all pawns are 
on the king side and queens are still on board. Here I 
consider that my chances to win this game compared 
to draw are fifty-fifty. 
40.Nd3 Kf7  
This move was a total surprise for me! I had imagined 
that the knight ending after 41.Qc4 would be winning, 
but things are not that clear. Fortunately the move 
came in just a couple of days before my vacation, so I 
could delve into this knight ending for a month without 
let my clock to tick. After a long hesitation I came to 
the conclusion that it would be impossible to win this 
knight ending. By co-incidence I saw the ending in 
Kivimäki-Pyshkin in Estrin Memorial, where my friend 
Kivimäki was able to hold a draw in a knight ending 
with a pawn down. My own analysis led to similar kind 
of position. So, I decided to keep the queens on board 
for a while, although I couldn't be sure about any 
brighter future. That half-intuitive decision I never had 
to regret!  
41.f3 Kg8 42.Qc3 Nc6 43.h4!  
White wants to push the pawn to h5, where it would 
restrict even more about black's alternatives. In that 
case white's long term plan could be to land his knight 
into g6 and threaten a mate along the back rank. If 
nothing else, this would force black to give up d5 for 
his queen. Another aim was that in case of g7-g6 and 
exchange of the pawns, black's remaining pawns 
would be as far as possible from each other, which 
would make black's defence difficult. Naturally white 
needs to ensure that he can support the pawn on h5, 
but that is not a problem.  
43…Kh7 44.h5 Kh8  

  
45.Kg3 Qe6?!  
Black's first mistake, if you don't count his opening 
variation a mistake, where I was able to make my 
novelty. Black shouldn't have given up the d5 square 
under any circumstances without a fight. Of course I 
could have gotten d5 after a long fight, but I believe it 
would have taken some 20 moves more. Now all this 
was handed to me on the plate.  
 
A strange co-incidence happened here. A couple of 
times my opponent had numbered his moves 
incorrectly. I had bypassed those mistakes and with 
his next move the numbering was correct. But now 
something happened, which hadn't happened before: 
my opponent had marked my move as 45.Kh3. I was 
absolutely sure that I had written down to the card 
45.Kg3, but I started to hesitate as my candidate 
moves had been 45.Kh3 and 45.Kg3. Even more 
embarrassing was that my 45th move was the last 
move before time control and I had only one day left. If 
I would have made a protest and I would be wrong, I 
would get a five day penalty and lose on time. For a 
moment I was even thinking to play my 46th move 
normally and look at his reaction, as if my king would 
be on his opinion on h3 in check, he would notify me. 
In that case my penalty would come on move 46 and 
not on 45 and I would be clear.  
 
After a lengthy pondering I came to a conclusion that I 
couldn’t possible have been able to write down a 
different move to the card and to the protocol, 
because I always double check them twice. So I 
emailed to my opponent a notification that he had 
written a wrong move to his card and he could 
naturally move something else, if he wishes. It took 
three painfully long days before my opponent replied. 
He was sorry for his mistake and confirmed that my 
move had been 45.Kg3 and his move is 45…Qe6. He 
kept his move the same and the only conclusion is 
that he had genuinely made a mistake in writing the 
moves down. 
 
After this episode my paranoia grew to the extent that 
I started to take photocopies of all my cards to be able 



Alternatives were scarce. After 53...Qa8 54.Kf2 e4 
55.f4 Kh8 56.Kg3 white wins rather quickly. Another 
alternative could be 53...Nd6 54.Qc6 and the black 
knight can't move due to threat Nf6+, so 54…Qe6 
55.Kf2 e4 56.Qa8+ Ne8 57.Nc5  

to verify that my move had been written down correctly 
and the card would signed. Perhaps one more factor 
to take additional measurements was that at this point 
of the tournament I started to fight for the medals. 
Another decision I took was that I would never play by 
post any more as webserver solves all this kind of 
problems. Webserver’s problem is that 50/10 thinking 
time is too quick for about half of the WCC finalists. To 
my opinion ICCF shouldn't push these players to play 
by post only because they want to play slower, as 
roughly 30% of the players have wished for slower 
playing tempo on server.  

54.Qb8!  
Simple and strong! Fritz prefers 54.e4 and 54.Kf2, 
which are tame. 
54...Qxb8 55.Nxb8  
This is an easy win for white.  
55…e4  
This is practically forced, because otherwise white 
king just marches to e4 and drops the pawn off.  46.Qa3 Kh7 47.Nc5 Qe7  

Black can't allow the exchange of the queens any 
more.  

56.fxe4 Ne5 57.Na6  
White's knight is coming via c5 or b4 to d3 to chase 
the black knight away.  48.Qd3+ Kh8 49.Qd5  

We can see now the consequences of black giving up 
the d5 square for his queen. Now white queen lands 
there and starts to control the game.  

57…Kg8 58.Nc5 Kf7 59.Nd3 Nc4 60.Kf3  

 

49…Nd8  

 

60…g5 61.hxg6+ Kxg6  
This is exactly the situation I was aiming by the pawn 
push to h5. Black king should stand behind the e pawn 
and simultaneously and remotely to defend the h-
pawn. Impossible.  

50.Kf2!  
White king moves to e2, from where it can proceed to 
d3 and e4 after exchanges.  62.Kf4 Kf6 63.Nf2 Ke6 64.Ng4 h5 65.Nh2 Kf7 66.e5 

1-0 50…Nf7 51.Ke2 Kg8  
I had considered my position as winning since move 
50 and from here my winning plan is almost forcing. 
My intention is to play 52.Nd7 and to make sure that 
there is not any more direct winning variation I let Fritz 
to calculate these positions from here on. I have to 
admit that I have probably never before disagreed so 
much with the engine about the variations as I did 
now.  

This was my best game in the WCC final and it even 
had opening theoretical importance.  
Notes: Pertti Lehikoinen. 
Translated to English: Panu Laine.  
 

52.Nd7  
Gradually white manages to paralyse black 
completely. Black's next move is practically forced, 
because black has great problems on his back rank. 
52...Qe8 53.Qb5!  
Surprisingly this self-evident move was only 10th on 
Fritz list. Fritz would prefer to play the white king back 
to f2 and g3 without being able to proceed after that 
any more. But this is not surprising for engines. The 
move played n the game threatens 54.Nf6+.  
53…Kh8  


