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GO AHEAD - TAKE MY ROOKS: 
BOTH OF THEM! 

The inspiration for this book 
belongs entirely to my co-author 
Nikolay Minev. A year ago he ap-
proached me with a wondrous idea: 
"How would you like to publish a 
series of combinational books?" My 
reaction was less than enthustiastic: 
"That's been done before. By many 
authors." Undeterred, he continued: 
"Wait a minute! Not a book on pins 
and forks, I'm also tired of thousands 
of diagrams. Let's do something 
more complete. Something original. 
Let's show some typical tactical ideas 
in their natural enviroment. How tac-
tics arise in the game, from which 
openings and variations. Let's show 
these ideas not just when they're suc-
cessful, but also refuted. We can 
show these themes as attacking or 
defensive devices. It will be impor-
tant to show these themes in our 
notes. We can expose a lot of the 
hidden beauty." 

Nikolay wasn't talking one- or two-
movers. He had an interesting idea. 
Intrigued, I asked, "Such as?". He 
replied: "Imagine for example a first 
book devoted to the combination 
where a player sacrifices both Rooks 
on his initial first rank." 

Now his idea has hit home. What a 
challenge! No one had ever made a 
book about the tactical idea shown in 
"The Immortal Game." After a con-
centrated and, believe me, not easy 
effort, we managed to collect as many 
as 136 examples from practice. Our 
research paid off. Some magazine 
articles have shown this tactical 

theme. Time after time, however, 
the authors duplicated the same 20-
25 games. 

Naturally, we will start with The 
Immortal Game. Even though other 
examples came before it, this is the 
original catalyst. After The Immor-
tal Game was played, the chess world 
began to pay attention to this rare 
but extraordinarily beautiful tactical 
idea. 

King's Gambit 
ANDERS SEN - KIESERITZKY 

London 1851 

l .e4 e5 2.f4 exf4 3.Bc4 Qh4 + 
4.Kfl b5 

Kieseritzky's patent. It is now con-
sidered dubious. 

5.Bxb5 Nffi** 
It is amazing that this continua-

tion, as well as The Immortal Game 
itself, are not mentioned in ECO 
(Encyclopedia of Chess Openings). 
Strangely enough, the examples 
given by this "openings Bible": 5...f5 
6.Nc3 c6 7.Ba4 fxe4 8.Nxe4 Nf6 
9.Nt'3 Qh6 lO .Qe l Swiderski -
Maroczy, Vienna 1903, or 5...g5 
6.Nc3 Bg7 7.d4 Ne7 8.NB Qh5 9.h4 
h6 10.e5 Nt'5 l l .Kgl Ng3 12.Rh2 
Anderssen - Lowenthal, London 
1851, are both given as a clear ad-
vantage for White. As we shall see, 
maybe Kieseritzky's move deserves 
another look. 

6.N13 Qh6 7.d3 
Glazkov and Estrin offer 7.Nc3 as 

White's best. They continue: 7...g5 
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(7...Bb7? 8.d4! Nxe4 9.Qe2 (510.d5!) 
8.d4 Bg7 9.h4 (instead of 9.e5 Nh5 
lO.Kgl Bb7 l l .Be2 as in Raphael -
M o r p h y , N e w York 1857) Nh5 
10.Rh2 g4 l l .Ng5 Ng3 + 12.Kel! 
with advantage for White. Perhaps 
8...Nh5!?** deserves attention. In 
this way Black avoids White's idea of 
12.Kel! 
7...Nh5?! 

Glazkov and Estrin recommend 
7 . . .Bc5!? 8.d4 Bb6, we sugges t 
7...Be7!?**, followed by 8...Nh5 or 
8 . . . 0 - 0 . 

8.Nh4 Qg5 
According to Kieseri tzky, the 

decisive mistake. He recommends 
8...g6! and if 9.g4 (9.g3 Be7) Nf6 
10.Ng2 Qh3 ll .Bxf4 Nxg4 with ad-
vantage for Black. 

9.Nf5 c6?! 
In our opinion this is the decisive 

error. Better was 9...g6 10.h4 Qf6!? 
( N o t 10 . . .Ng3 + ? l l . K e l ! Q f 6 
12.Nxg3 fxg3 13.Qe2, obviously to 
White's advantage - Kieseritzky), 
when Black is still kicking. 

10.g4 Nfi6 

*BML m ii ii m m m± t • i m mt m 
n§ • ft m 
Hi H £ m rm 

hi Hi % • m m it m± m m m 
B s 

m 
l l . R g l ! cxb5 12.h4 Qg6 13.1«5 
Qg5 14 .Qf3 Ng8 15 .Bxf4 Qf6 
16.Nc3 Bc5 17.Nd5 

While this move leads us to our 
chosen tactical theme, a modern 
Grandmaster would prefer 17.d4! 
Bxd4? 18.Nd5 winning. 
17...Qxb2 

m&m&mm mjm i ill 
•fm M M t m i i i l m » fm mm m m m m mm \ 

Now we are at the thematic posi-
tion. 
18.Bd6!! 

Anderssen offers both Rooks, win-
ning t ime for an a t tack against 
Black's King. 
18...Qxal + 

S o m e c o n f u s i o n exis ts h e r e . 
Several authors (e.g., Chernev in 
"1000 Best Short Games of Chess" 
and Glazkov, Estrin in "Korolevsky 
Gambit" 1988) give the move order 
as 18...Bxgl 19.e5 Q x a l + . We used 
the text from "Encyclopedia of Chess 
Games" and other sources that we 
felt were more authentic. 
19.Ke2 Bxg l 

Clearly 19...Qb2! (Steinitz) is the 
best defense , but happily for us 
Kieseritzky didn't find it. Now White 
demonstrates his great conception. 
20.e5! Na6 

Defending against 21.Nxg7 + Kd8 
22.Bc7 mate, but the final blow 
comes from the other side. 
2 1 . N x g 7 + K d 8 
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22.Qft> + ! Nxf623.Be7 + 
Checkmate! 1-0 
Interestingly enough, nine years 

before losing The Immortal Game, 
Kieseritzky was defeated by another 
player featuring the same tactical 
idea of sacrificing two Rooks. 

Queen's Gambit Accepted 
SCHWARTZ - KIESERITZKY 

Paris 1842 
l .d4 dS 2.c4 dxc4 3.e4 f5?!** 

Don't try to find this move in the 
books! It was popular one hundred 
and fifty years ago. Later, the idea of 
f7-f5 was incorporated into theory 
after 3...e5 4.d5 f5!?, reaching some 
highly original middlegame situa-
tions. 
4.e5?! 

There are two continuations which 
re fu te Black's l i t t le adventure : 
4.exf5!? Bxf5 5.Bxc4, or 4.Bxc4!? 
fxe4 5.Qb3, in both cases with a clear 
advantage to White. 
4...Bc6 5.Nc3 c6 6.QI3!? g6 

Grabbing the pawn by 6...Qxd4 is 
possible. White would gain the initia-
tive by kicking Black's Queen around 
with 7.Nge2 Qxe5 (7...Qd3 8.Nf4) 
8.Bf4, with compensation for the 
pawns. 

7.Nh3 Bd5 8.Nxd5 cxd5 9.Nf4 
Q a 5 + 10.Bd2 Qb6 l l . Q x d 5 
Qxb2 

m mm* H 1 
WW'. 

mm m 
m m m m m SA 

m & 
m 
k ) 

12.Bxc4! 
Offering both Rooks for a well-cal-

culated winning attack. 
12...Qxal + 13.Ke2 Qxhl 

Now White wins by force. 

km mmm mm i • i • i • m §§« i 
r mm m m i §1 & mm it m 
• nil I I ̂ Hf 

1 4 . Q f 7 + Kd7 1 5 . e 6 + Kc7 
1 6 . N d S + Kc6 1 7 . Q e 8 + Kd6 
18.Bf4 + Kxe619.Nf6 + 

Or 19.Nc7+. 
19...Kxf620.Qf7 + 

Mate 1-0 
These two games show the basic 

conception of the combination: the 
opponent spends time, at least two 
move.?, to capture both Rooks. In 
most cases his strongest picce, the 
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Queen, is suddenly out of the battle. 
This offers an opportunity to con-
centrate the remaining pieces for a 
decisive action {checkmate or per-
petual check) against the 
opponent's King. 

In the above examples, the tactical 
idea was easy to be find and execute. 
After the thematic sacrifice of both 
Rooks on consecutive moves, the 
winning variations are forced. We 
call this situation "THE BRUTAL 
METHOD". Mostly it is question of 
precisely calculating five- or six-
move combinations (a forced se-
quence of moves). An elementary ex-
ample of the brutal method is shown 
in the diagram below (the score of 
the game is not available to us): 

l.Qe2! Qxal + ? 2.Kd2 Qxhl 
If 2...Bb4+ then 3.Nc3 + ! winning 

the Queen. 
3.Nd6 + Kd74.Qe8 + 

Checkmate. 1-0 
The other possibility featuring the 

two Rooks sacrifice we call "THE 
QUIET METHOD". Here between 

the sacrifice of the first and the 
second Rook exists a gap of one or 
more quiet moves. These combina-
tions are the trickiest since the 
d e f e n d e r b e f o r e cap tur ing the 
second Rook, can defend in several 
ways. The defender may even refuse 
to capture the second Rook. There-
fore, the execution of this method 
demands more imagination and 
much deeper calculation. 

According to our collection. The 
Quiet Method is demonstrated in the 
oldest game where the two Rooks 
sacrifice can be seen. 

Bishop's Opening 
BOWDLER - CONWAY 

London 1788 

I.e4 e5 2.Bc4 BcS 3.d3 c6 4.Qe2 
d6 5.f4?!** exf4 6.Bxf4 QP6 

In case of 6...Qb6 7.c3! Bxgl 8.d4 
Bxd4 9.cxd4 Qxd4 Black wins two 
pawns, but after 10.Nc3 White is far 
ahead in development with excellent 
attacking chances. 

7.Qf3 
The adventure begins! The safe al-

ternative 7.Bcl wasn't so bad. The 
only "problem" is that at the time 
when the game was played, such a 
retreat was considered as a moral 
defeat! 
7...Qxb2 8.Bxf7+ Kd7?! 

Naturally not 8...Kxf7?? 9.Be5+ 
winning the Queen, but 8...Kd8 was 
better. 
9.Ne2 Qxal 10.Kd2 Bb4 + ? 

10...Qf£> or even 10...Nf6 ll.Nbc3 
Qb2 leaves White empty handed for 
the sacrificed Rook. Remember what 
we said about retreating. 
II.Nbc3! 

BUIS - BARTHEL 
Haarlem 1955 

Rm&m&mm.i 
mtm stmt mm • 
• i t m u 

• i 
• r . wMm 
s M S ' 

White to move 



Take My Rooks xiii 
The exclamation mark is because 

the move introduces our theme for 
the first time. 

MM&M m±m&u&M± " mm m • 
• U m mm m m m&mm tUtm^Mtm m s m ms 
11.„Bxc3 + ? 

A f t e r l l . . . Q x h l ! or l l . . . Q b 2 
12.Qg4+ the fight is still ahead. Now 
the weakness of d6-pawn gives White 
stronger initiative and, according to 
our analysis, at least a draw. 

12.Nxc3 Qxhl 
If 12...Qb2 then 13.Qg4 + Kc7 

14.Qxg7 threatening Nd5+. 
13.Qg4 + Kc7 I4.Qxg7 Nd7 
15.Qg3! b6 

!7 .Bxd6+ Kb7 

If 17...Kd8 18.Bh5 with mate to 
follow in a few moves. 

18.Bd5+ Ka6 I9.d4 b4 20.Bxb4 
Kb5 21 .c4+ 1-0 

For if 21...Kxb4, then 22.Qb3 + 
Ka5 23.Qb5 is Checkmate. 

This historical game is not a per-
fect example of our theme. It does 
show the danger behind The Quiet 
Method: the opponent can use the 
moves betveen the sacrifice of the 
first and the second Rook for a suc-
cessful defense. If he does manage to 
consolidate then he will have a 
material advantage and the combina-
tion is refuted. 

Our theme has a special mystique 
about it. When the sacrifice of both 
Rooks is in the air, strong players will 
try hard to make it a reality. Why? 
Well, first of all, the combination is so 
rare, perhaps one in a hundred 
thousand games! The sacrifice is not 
for positional reasons. A player gives 
away almost a third of his army's 
force, the variations must be decisive. 
This is when a player must enter a 
dream world, a world of fantasy, 
where he may come out a magician. 

16.Nb5 + ! cxbS 
The last and decisive mistake. 

After 16...Kb7 17.Nxd6+ Ka6 18.d4 
b5 19.Qa3+ Kb6 20.Nc4+ Kb7! still 
there is no mate. 

(Game with odds. Remove White's 
N/bl) 

A.W.FOX - HODGES 
New York 1937 

1.e4 d5 2.d4 Nffi 3.eS Nfd7 4.e6 
fxe6 5 ,Bd3 Nf6 6 .Nf3 Qd6?! 
7.NeS Nbd7 8.Bf4 Q b 4 + 9.c3 
Qxb2 10.Qc2 
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Psychology! For the beginner, who 
can count to ten by fives, the tempta-
tion to capture both Rooks is almost 
irresistible. Instead of the obvious 
10...Qxc2, Black grabs the bait! 

1 0 . . . Q x a l + ? l l . K e 2 Qxhl 
Neccessa^was ll...Nxe5! 12.Rxal 

Nxd3, which still leaves Black with an 
advantage. 

12.Bg6+ lixg6 
Nor does 12...Kd8 help. Then 

13.Nf7+ Ke8 14.Ng5+ Kd8 15.Nxe6 
is checkmate. 

13.Qxg6 + Kd8 I4 .Nf7 4- Ke8 
I S . N d 6 + Kd8 16 .Qe8+! Nxe8 
17.NF7 

Smothered checkmate! 

1-0 

BM S mt m® wmm m m m m m mt i m m m m m m • 
1 MwmMm 

"The brutal method" and, as 
Nikolay likes to say, "One horse 
power mate." 

The next example has a strange 
tale. The story begins with a letter, 
pub l i shed in Eng land , f rom 
mysterious India. When Nikolay 
showed me this game, I just soared. 
This is what chess is all about. What 
genius was behind this game? Was 
the black side innocently played by 
an unknown "amateur"? 

Vienna Game 
STEEL-AMATEUR 

Calcutta 1886 
l.c4 eS 2.Nc3 Nc6 3.f4 exf4 4.d4 
Qh4 + 5.Ke2 d5 

Tbday's theory prefers 5...d6! 
6,exd5 Bg4 + 7 . N B O - O - O 
8.dxc6 Bc5 9.cxb7 +!? 

According to the books, White's 
best is 9.Qel with unclear play. 
9...Kb8 10.Nb5 

While investigating this game, we 
were rewarded with an important 
and forgotten analysis by Zukertort: 
10.dxc5 Rxdl ll.Kxdl Qf2 12.Be2 
Nf6 13.Bxf4 Rd8+ 14.Bd2 Qxg2 
15.Rfl Bxf3 16.Rxf3 Ng4 17.Rxf7 
Ne3+ 18.Kcl Qgl-i- 19.Bdl Nxdl 
with advantage for Black. It seems to 
us that Zukertort went out of his way 
to find an advantage for Black. White 
has several opportunities to improve 
his play, for example: 13.Rfl or 
15.Rgl. In both cases, Black is in 
trouble. 
10...NH6 

ECO gives 10...Bxf3+ ll.gxf3 Nf6 
(Lasker - Shipley, Philadelphia 1893) 
with the wavering assessment that 
Black has compensation for the 
sacrificed material. 



Take My Rooks xv 
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"With wild complications" - stops 
Konstantinopolsky in "Sovremeny 
Debiut" 1940. Get ready for a bumpy 
ride. You'll now see what he is talking 
about. 
12.Kd3 B f 5 + 13.Kc4 Be6 + 
14.Kxc5 a5 

Threatening 15...Ne4+ 16.Kc6 
Bd5 checkmate. 
15.Nxc7! Q h 5 + 16.Ne5!! 

The only example where the 
Queen is sacrificed before both 
Rooks! 
!6. . .Nd7+ 17.Kb5 Qxdl 

A very brave King. The threat is 
20.Nc6 mate. If 19...Kxc7 (19...Bd5 
20.Nxd7+ Rxd7 21.Nxd5+) then 
20 .Nxd7+ Kxd7 21 .Bb5+ Ke7 
22.Rxal and 23.Ka7 when White 
wins the ending due to his valiant 
King! 
19...Nxe5 20.Nxc8 f6 21.dxe5 fS 
22.Be3! Rxe8 

Not 22...Qxfl -f 23.Rxfl Bc4+ 
24.Kb6 Bxfl 25.e6! and White wins. 

M,. • M rm • H i 
mwl* 

m m 
m mwl* mm m m m m ;• M m a a 
& m • i f l i m m • A B I 
Tlie time has arived for the second 

Rook to be sacrificed! 
23.Bb5! Qxhl? 

Black's only move was 23...Qxb2! 
In this case this great battle finishes 
with perpetual check: 24.Ba7+ Kc7 
25.Bb6+ Kb826.Ba7+ etc. 
24.Ba7 + Kc7 25.Bc5! Rd8 

There is no defense: 25...Rb8 
26.Bb6 checkmate , or 25. . .Qdl 
26.Ka7! etc. 
26.Ka7< 

M WBM • 
W i l l i m mm m m m m m m m m m m • • 

& m • mm 
m m ttft&flfs 

18.Bxf4 Qxal?! 
A mistake. Best was l8...Qh5!? 

with a crazy game. 
19.Ka6! 
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1-0 
This incredible example also shows 

that the result (or even the goal) of 
the two Rooks sacrifice can be a 
draw, most often a perpetual check. 

A note of caution! Just because 
you see an opportunity to sacrifice 
your Rooks, success is by no means 
guaranteed. Our book will show you 
many examples where the combina-
tion should not have worked! So be 
careful! 

Puting this book together became 
a pure joy. We've placed diagrams at 
p rec ip i tous moments tha t best 
demonstrate the patterns of sacrific-
ing your Rooks. We arranged the 
games according to ECO's ccxle so 
that you can easily see from which 
openings and variations this com-
bination is possible. 'Hi rough this 
layout you can find out if the two 
Rooks sacrifice exists in your open-
ing repertoire. Besides the thematic 
two Rooks sacrifice there are also 
many different and practical tactical 
tricks. 

Finally, as an added bonus, we give 
you some new and forgotten analysis 
and ideas in different openings. 

When you see two asterisks (**), it 
refers to a move that doesn't exist in 
The Encyclopedia of Cliess Open-
ings (ECO), and which is worthy of 
independent investigation. 

No matter your level of skill, this 
book will bring you many hours of 
enjoyment Lose yourself in fantasy. 

YASSER SE1RAWAN 
Seattle, February 26,1991 
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A 00 Orang Utan Opening 
FLEISSIG - SCHLECHTER 

Vienna 1895 
Many regard this game as the most 

fascinating example of the two Rooks 
sacrifice. It is Schlechter's most bril-
liant victory. 
I.b4 e6 2.Bb2 Nf6 3.a3 c5!? 4.bS 

Yudovich (in ECO) prefers 4.bxc5 
Bxc5 5.e3 Qb6 6.Qcl d5 7.NB Bd7 
8.c4 dxc4 9.Bxc4 Nc6 10.Bxf6 gxf6 
II.Nc3, Larsen - Pomar, Las Palmas 
1974, with the assessment: White is 
slightly better. Larsen's original an-
notations (The Chess Player) show 
that the "official" theory stops just in 
t h e cr i t ical pos i t i on . A f t e r 
1 l...Na5!** (instead of l l . . .Ne5? 
12.Nxe5 6ce5 13.0-0 as in the game) 
his opinion is that the chances are 
equal. If 12.Rbl!? Bxa3!. We 
believe Larsen. 
4...d5 5.d4?! 

5.e3 is necessary. 
S...Qa5 + 6.Nc3 Nc4 7.Qd3 cxd4 
8 .Qxd4 Bc5! 9.Qxg7 Bxf2 + 
lO.Kdl d4»! 

The first Rook is offered! The 
second will follow after three moves. 
1 1 . 0 x h 8 + Kc7! 12.0xc8 

White's Knight at c3 can't move 
because of Qel mate. 

12...dxc3 13.Bcl 
If 13.Qxb7+ Nd7 14.Qxe4 cxb2, 

th rea ten ing 15. . .Qel mate and 
15...bxal=Q. 

& mm u m i S i • i MtM • m m a® m • WMU • m m 1 m m&m&m t m 
m m m a m n 
13...Nd7! 14.Qxa8 

Also after 14.Qxb7 White will not 
survive, for example: 14...Qa415.NB 
Rb8 16.Qc7 Rxb5 etc. 

14. . .Qxb515.Bf4Qd5+ 16.Kcl 

m mm m tumtmt mm, m • m M l • • m mmm m fil • • mmmt i m m m&mn 
16...Be3-H! 17.Bxe3 Nf2» 0-1 

Mate is inevitable: l8.Kb1 Qb5+ 
and 19...Qb2#, or 18.Bxf2 Qd2+ 
19.Kbl Qdl-f- 20.Ka2 Qxc2#. A 
memorable realization of The Quiet 
Method fsee Introduction). 

mtBJJMrJI IS m±m" m±m± ' m mm m mm a a -mmmm n m m m mmmm m'mmmm 
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AOO Dunst Opening 
NIELD - EDWARDS 

Australia 1940 
l .Nc3 c5 2.d4 

2.e4 would transpose to the Closed 
Variation of the Sicilian Defense. 
2...cxd4 3.Qxd4 Nc6 4.Qa4 d5** 

ECO's example Storti - Garcia 
Palermo, Villa Gessell 1970: 4...g6 
5.g3 Bg7 6.Bg2 Nf6 7.NB O-O 8.Qh4 
Qb6 9.O-O d5 =, looks to us com-
pletely unclear. 
5.Bf4!? f6 6 , 0 - 0 - 0 e6? 

Consistent is 6...e5!?**, with the 
idea : 7 .Rxd5 Bd7 t h r e a t e n i n g 
8...Nb4; or 7.Bg3 d4 8.e3 Bd7. 
7.e4 d4 8.Nf3 Bc5 

If 8...e5?, then 9.Nxd4 exd410.Nb5 
Bd7 1 l .Nc7+ Kf7 12.Bc4+ Kg6 
13.Qb3 and White wins. 
9.b4! 

In playing a move like this, White 
must have foreseen the sacrifice of 
both Rooks. 
9...Bxb4 

Or 9...Bb6 10.b5 Nb8 ll.Nxd4, 
with an advantage for White. 
10.Nxd4 Bxc3 l l . N x c 6 ! Bb2 + 

If 14...Kd8 15.Nf7+ Ke7 16.Bd6+ 
Kxt7 17.Be8#. 
15.Qd4! Bd7 

Or I5...g5 16.Qd8+ Kg7 17.Qc7+ 
Kh6 18.Ng4+ Kh5 19.Be8+ Kxg4 
20.B+ Kh4 21.Bg3#. 
16.Qxd7 1-0 

Black resigned because of I6...fxe5 
17.Bxe5 Ne7 18.Bd6, or 16...Ne7 
17.Qxe6 fxe5 18.Bc4 Ke8 19.Bg5. 

-3-
A 0 2 From's Gambit 

HAMBURGER - HEUACKER 
Nuremberg 1934 

l . f4 e5 2.fxe5 d6 3.exd6 
More cautious players prefer 

3.NB dxe5 4.e4. 
3„.Bxd6 4.Nf3 g5 5.d4 g4 6.Ne5 
Nc6!? 

Black attains only equality after 
6...Bxe5 7.dxe5 Qxdl + 7.Kxdl Nc6. 
7.Nxc6 bxc6** 

Instead 7. . .Qh4+ 8.g3 Bxg3 + 
9.hxg3 Qxhl 10.Ne5 Nf6 is given by 
Milic in ECO as unclear. We think 
that after ll.Nc3** White's position 
is preferable. 
8.Be3?! 

Kurt Richter suggests the immedi-
ate 8.Qd3!? 
8...Qc7 9.Qd3 

12.Kxb2 Qxdl 

13.Bb5! Qxhl 14.Ne5 + Kt8 
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9...Ba6!? 
Instead 9...Bf5 looks stronger, but 

the text is far more cnticing to the 
hungry opponent It acts as an "ap-
petizer" for the later offer of a Rook! 
10.Qxa6? 

Some practical advice: if the op-
ponent gives you something free, 
don't think that he is stupid. Usually 
it will be a trap. Try to guess his idea, 
and only after careful consideration 
decide to capturc or reject the gift. 
Here 10.Qd2 was better. 

12.Qxa8? 
Loses. White probably thinks that 

the opponent has nothing better 
than a perpetual check: 12...Qcl + 
13.Kf2 Qf4+ 14.Kel Q c l + , etc. 
Now, however, is too late for a good 
answer, for example: 12.Nc3 Nf6 
l3.Nd5+ Nxd5 14.Qxd5 Rab8, or 
12.Qc3 Qcl + 13.Kf2 Qf4+ 14.Kel 
Nf6. In both cases Black has a strong 
initiative. 
12...Nf6! 13.Qxh8 

Also after 13.Qc6 (if 13.Qb7 Rb8!) 
Ne4 14.Qxe4+ (14.Kdl Bf4!) Qxe4 
Black wins easily. 
13.. .Qcl+14.K12 N e 4 + 0-1 

It's mate next move. 

-4-
A 03 Bird's Opening 

KOLODZIEJCZYK-
AMATEUR 
Poland 1956 

I . f4 d5 2 .Nf3 c5 3 .d3 Nf6 
4.Nbd2 Qa5?!** 

An unusual continuation, not to be 
found in the books. 

5.e4!? 
More consistent is 5.c3, followed 

by 6.e4, but this bold pawn sacrifice is 
much more interesting. 
5.. .dxe4 6.dxe4 Nxe4 7.Bd3 
Nxd2? 

After 7...Nf6 or 7...Nd6 White's in-
itiative will not be so strong as in the 
game. 
8.Bxd2 Qb6 9.Ne5! Qxb2? 

Suicidal, but also 9...Nc6 10.Qf3 
doesn't solve Black's problems. 

10.Ba5! Qd4 
There is no good defense. Kolod-

ziejczyk gives the a l t e r n a t i v e 
10...Nd7 l l .Rb l Qa3 12.Qd2 Nxe5 
13.fxe5 Bd7 14.e6! fxe617.Rxb7, and 
White has a decisive attack. 

I I .Bb5+ Bd7 
After ll . . .Nd7 White wins in a 

spectacular way by 12.QBH Qxal + 
13.Ke2 Qxa2 (if 13 . . .Qxhl or 
13...Qb2, then 14.Qxb7!!) 14.Qd3! 
Qxa5 15.Bxd7+ Kd8 16.Bxc8+ Kxc8 
17.Qd7 + Kb8 1 8 . R b l ! Qa6 + 
19.Rb5! Qxb5+ 20.Qxb5 - Kolod-
zijeczyk. 

12.Nxd7 Nxd7 
If 12...Qc4+, then 13.Qe2 Qxc2+ 

14.Kxe2 Nxd7 15.Rhdl and wins. 

13.Qf3I! 

10...Qxe3 1 J..Qxc6 + Ke7 

[a 9 • ill m m Wit m ± mm m\ m 1 « m 
wm m t HP • m m 

& mmm mm mm% 
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The Brutal Method, and the only 
winning continuation. Now, because 
of the threat 14.Rdl, Black must cap-
ture both Rooks. 
13...QxaI + 14.Ke2 Qxhl 15.Qd5 
Rd8 16.Bxd8 fl> 17.Bxd7+ Kxd8 
18.Bc6+ 1-0 

-5-
A 13 Reti Opening 

AFIFI - BELIAVSKY 
Tunis izt 1985 

A very interesting game not only 
for our tactical topic, but also for the 
opening theory, missing, for no ap-
parent reason, from Informant. 
l .NO d5 2.c4 c6 3.g3 dxc4 4.Bg2 

The books recommend 4.Qa4+ 
Bd7 5.Qxc4 c5 6.Ne5 Nc6 7.Nxd7 
Qxd7 8.Bg2 Nf6 9.d3 Rc8 as leading 
to equality. 
4...a6!? 5.a4?! 

Weakens the b4-square. Instead 
5.Qc2 Nf6 transposes into Speelman 
- Short, London (m) 1988: 6.Ne5 
Nd5 7.Nxc4 b5 8.Ne3 Nxe3?l (Salov 
suggests 8...Bb7!?) 9.dxe3 Ra7 10.a4 
Bb7 11.e4 Ra8 12.0-0 Be7 l3.Rd1 
Qc8 14.Bf4 Nc6 15.Na3 e5 16.Be3 b4 
17.Nc4 O-O lS.Racl. White stands 
slightly be t t e r . In our opinion 
5...Nd7!? deserves attention, and if 

6.Qxc4 b5 7.Qc6 Rb8, or 6 . 0 - 0 
Ngf6. 
5...Nc6! 6.a5 

If 6.Qc2 Na5! 
6...BM 7.Ne5 Nxe5 8 .Qa4+ Bd7 
9.Qxb4 Ne7! 10.f4 

If 10.Qxb7? Bc6! 1 l.Bxc6+ N7xc6, 
and 12...Ra7 wins White's Queen. 
10...Bc6 l l . B x c 6 + N7xc6 12.Qc3 
Qd5! 13.Rfl Ng4!! 

\um mm. R m± w i i± i i m % mm » m HP m m » 

m i m bm m WM m M mm m m mm m m Wk&M 
It is clear that Beliavsky will 

sacrifice both Rooks. 
14.Qxg7 Nxh2 15 .Qxh8+ Ke7 
16.Qxa8 Qg2 17.d3 

m m±t m± i tm^M m MM?-
m m m m mm m m m m& m m m m tmmm mm 

17...Nd4! 
Now we shall see a typical and here 

decisive action of Black's remaining 
pieces against the King. 
18.RJ2 
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Also hopeless is 18.Nc3 Qxfl + 
19.Kd2 Nb3+ 20.Kc2 Nxal + 21.Kbl 
Nb3 22.Na2 QxeZ 
18...Qgl + 19.Kd2 N b 3 + 20.Kc3 
Qxcl + 21.Kb4 Qxb2 22.e3 

Or 22.Kxc4 Nxal 23.Rxh2 Qb3 + 
24.Kc5 (24.Kd4 Nc2+ and mate next 
move) Nc2, and Black wins. 
22. . .Nd2+23.Kc5 Q b 5 + 0-1 

The end will be 24.Kd4 Nhf3+ 
25.Rxf3 Nxf3+, and 26.Ke4 Qd5# or 
26.Kc3 Qb3#. 

-6-

A25 English Opening 
C.CAPON - I.TAYLOR 

England, before 18S9 

I .c4 c5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3.c4 Bc5 
4.Nc3 

In practice this unusual opening 
occurs more often from English: l.c4 
e5 2.Nc3 Nc6 3.e4 Bc5 4.Nf3 etc. 
4. . .Bd4** 5.Nb5 d6 6.Nbxd4 
exd4 7.b3?! Bg4 8.h3 BxC3 
9.Qxf3 Ne5 10.Qg3 Nfl6 l l .Be2? 

Better is 11.d3, and if ll...Nh5, 
then not 12.Qh2 g5!?, but 12.Qg5. 

II...Nxe4 12.Qxg7 Qh4 
Boldly offering both Rooks under 

not so clear circumstances, for ex-
ample 13.Qxh8+ Kd7 14.Qxa8 d3 
(14...Qxf2+ 15.Kdl d316.Rel) 15.g3 
Nxg3 (15.. .Qf6!?) 16.Qxb7 Ne4 
17.Rfl. 

13 .0 -0? 

Now the idea for the two Rooks 
sacrifice works perfectly. 

R M r • m i m l i i i 
M 

m * * 
M M M M M mm M M 
MM a M 
& mmmtrn 
M M MNM. 

13...d3! 14.Bxd3 

After 14.Qxh8+ Kd7 15.Qxa8 
dxe2 White is obviously lost. 

14...NO + 1! 15.Kill 

If 15.gxf3 Ke7!! 16.Bxe4 Rag8 
17.Qxg8 Rxg8+ 18.Kh2 Qg5 19.Rgl 
Qe5+ and wins. 

KM t. 9 mt m 
M m M M • M M M 
M M M M 

MMMMT 
M M MM a M MSJM 

15...Qxf2!! 

A mate with two Knights is always 
exciting! 

16 .Qxh8+ Kd7 17.Qg7 Q g l + ! 
18.Rxgl N f 2 # 0-1 
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A25 English Opening 

CRADDOCK - MIESES 
London 1939 

I .c4 e5 2 .Nc3 Nc6 3.g3 Nf6 
4.Bg2 Bb4 5.e3 d6 6.Nge2 Bg4 
7.Qb3** 

Nowadays White players prefer 
7.Nd5 Bc5, and now ECO gives 
8.O-O O-O 9.h3 Bh5 10.d3 Nxd5 
II.cxd5 Ne7 (perhaps first ll...Bxe2 
12.Qxe2 Ne7 is better) 12.g4 Bg6 
13.d4 Bb6 14.b3, with an advantage 
for White, as in Plater - de Greiff, 
Amsterdam 1965. However, ECO's 
information is wrong. Black was not 
de Greiff, but De Graaf. 
7...Rb8! 

The best reply! Meanwhile "the 
old fox" (Mieses was 74 years old) 
sets a nice trap. 
8.Nd5 Bc5 9.Nxfl6 + Qxf6!! 

f jg i MM m filial mm i •4 M M M • m M M 
MM B 

j f i N ^ J i M M 
tm M&M&M 

a M M M n 
The point behind the following 

two Rooks sacrifice is light square 
weakness in Craddock's position. 
10.Bxc6 + 

Still playable is lO.Qdl, but after 
10...Bf3 Black stands more comfor-
tably. 

10...bxc6 l l .Qxb8 + Kd7 

Some pub l i ca t ions have 
misprinted this move as ll...Ke7, 
which dramatically changes the situa-
tion: after 12.Qxc7+ Ke6 13.f4, or 
13.Kdl Q B 14.Rel, Black has no 
compensation for the sacrificed 
Rook. 
12.Qxh8 Qf3 

• m m M m mv tm t 
mm B 

m it ± B • m m rrn • A m m m m % m 
& a M A ® 

a m 
White is lost. If 13.0-0 Bh3, or 

13.Kfl Qxe2+ 14.Kg2 (14.Kgl Bh3) 
Q B + 15.Kgl Bh3. 
13.Kdl Q x e 2 + 14.Kc2 Qxc4 + 
lS.Kbl Q d 3 # 0-1 

-8-

A34 English Opening 
TUKMAKOV - PESHINA 

USSR 1980 
l . c 4 c5 2 . N D Nf6 3 .Nc3 d5 
4.cxd5 Nxd5 5.e4 Nb4 6.Bc4 
Be6?! 

This continuation almost disap-
peared in the 80s, but also 6...Nd3 + 
7.Ke2 Nf4+ 8.Kfl hasn't given Black 
satisfactory results. It may well be 
that the second player ought to 
restrain his ambition with 5...Nc7 
(Miles), or 5...Nxc3 6.bxc3 g6. 
7.Bxe6 Nd3 + 8.Kfl fxe6 9.Ng5 
Qb6 10.QB 

Played for the first time in this 
game. Also interesting is 10.Qa4+. 
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10...c4 
Or 10...Ne5 l l .Qh3 Kd7 12.f4Ng6 

13.d3, with an advantage for White, 
according to Loginov. 
11.b3 h6 

If ll...Ne5 12.Qe3! 
12.bxc4 Nxcl 

Instead Tukmakov recommends 
12...Ne513.Qh3 Nbc614.Nxe6as un-
clear. In our opinion Black is in big 
t rouble because of the threats 
15.Rbl and 15.Nd5. 
13.N17 

Loginov - Malaniuk, USSR 1984, 
went 13.Qh5+ Kd7 14.N17 Nd3 
15.Qf3. Now Black should play 
15...Qxf2+l 16.Qxf2 Nxf2 17.Kxf2 
Rh7 18.Ne5+ Ke8 19.h4, and White 
has only a slightly better endgame. 
Tukmakov's cont inuat ion looks 
stronger. 
13...Rg8 

If 13.. .Rh7, then 14.Ne5! g5 
15.Rxcl with an obvious advantage. 
14.Ne5! Qb2 15.Qf7+ Kd8 

16,Rxcl! 
A variation on our tactical theme. 

The first Rook is sacrificed actively 
on the initial first rank, while the 
second Rook is offered passively. We 
shall also see examples where the 
pattern is reversed: the second Rook 

will be sacrificed actively, again on 
the first rank. 

Instead of 16.Rxcl! (an exclama-
tion mark because it is more spec-
tacular), White also wins by 16.Qxg8 
Nd7 17.Rbl Qxd2 18.Rxb7 - Tuk-
makov. 

16. . .Qxcl + 17.Ke2 Q x h l 
18.Qxe6 Qxh2 

The only defense against 19.Nf7+ 
Ke8 20.Nd6+ Kd8 21..Qc8#. 

19.N17+ Ke8 20.Nb5! 

H i t mm m&m 
J f m a 

m i r m 

Wm&m Am • m • m 
& m • m 

A familiar si tuation af ter the 
sacrifice of the Rooks: all remaining 
pieces jump around the opponent's 
King. 

20...Nd7 

If 20...Qh5+ 21.g4 Qxf7 22.Qc8#, 
or 21...Qxb5 22.Nd6+ Kd8 23.Qc8#. 

21.Nbd6 + Qxd6 22.Nxd6+ Kd8 
23.Nxb7+ Kc7 24.Qxg8 NH6 

Black ' s m i s f o r t u n e is t ha t 
24...Kxb7 25.Qd5+ loses a piece. 

25.Qe6 Kxb7 26.eS 1-0 

If 26...Nh7 27.Qg6 Ng5 28.f4, or 
26...Ne8 27.Qd5+ Kb8 28.Qf7, and 
wins. 

H P m MR mt m m « s m mt w§> n m m • 
mm t • m m m vm m m m m mmM 
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A 40 Rat Defense 
ZILBER - SUETIN 

Leningrad 1957 

I.c4 g6 2.d4 Bg7 3.e4 d6 4.f4 
c5!? S.dxcS? 

The more restrained (and restrain-
ing) 5.d5 transposes into a King's In-
dian or Modern Benoni. 

5...Qa5 + 6.Nc3 
After 6.Nbd2 Qxc5, or 6.Bd2 Qxc5, 

White's position is in disorder. 

6. . .Bxc3 + 7.bxc3 Nf6! 8.cxd6 
Nxe4 9.Qd4 0 - 0 10.dxc7 Re8 
II.Qe5 

In e l even moves Whi t e has 
developed only his Queen. It is no 
wonder that such crude opening 
"strategy" will be smashed. 

l l . . .Nc5 12.Be3 
Having seen the adverse threats, 

Zilber seeks tactical counterplay. His 
idea is based on the sacrifice of both 
Rooks, hoping to generate an attack 
on the weakened al-h8 diagonal. 

12...Nc6 13.Qxc5 Qxc3+ 14.K12 
Qxal 15.NI3 Nxe7 16.Be2 Qxhl 
17.Qe5 

MMJUUL m m 
mm m i mi m m • tm m m m m mm m m 

m mm tm m<m tm m m m wm 
It seems that White achieved his 

goal. He threatens 18.Bd4, and 
Black's Queen is out of play. Only— 
17...Bh3!! 0-1 

If 18,gxh3 Nf5, or 18.Bd4 f6 
19.Qxf6 Qxg2+ 20,Kel Qxe2+! 
21.Kxe2 Nd5+, and wins. 

-10-

A43 Benoni Defense 
ALEKHIN - LEVENFISH 

Peterburg 1912 

I.d4 c5 2.d5 Nffi 3.Nc3 d6 4.e4 
g6 5.f4 Nbd7?** 

Not even mentioned in ECO, be-
cause now the thematic ...e6 and 
...exd5 is almost impossible. 
6.NO a6 

Forced. If 6...Bg7, then 7.e5 dxe5 
8.fxe5 Ng4 9.e6 Nde5 10.Bb5+ Kf8 
II.O-O, with an obvious advantage. 
7,e5 dxe5 8.fxe5 Ng4 9.e6! Nde5 
10.Bf4INxI3 + 

In case of 10...Bg7, Kotov gives 
11.Qe2 NxO+ 12.gxf3 Nf6 13.exf7+ 
and 14.0-0-0 , with a powerful at-
tacking position. It looks dangerous, 
but probably Black can enter into 
complications with 12...Bxc3+ (in-
stead of 12...Nf6) 13.bxc3 Qxd5 
14.Rdl Qc6. We think that after 
10...Bg7 White's best is l l .Nxe5 

BMJL M M 1 1 mi m i m m mm m m m m mtBMw m m m t m t 0 m 
m t s i i 
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Nxe5 12.Qe2!, and Black is in 
trouble. 
l l . gxB! Nf6 12.Bc4 fxe6 13.dxe6 
Qb6 14.Qe2 Qxb2? 

"Even if it seems that the b2-pawn 
can be captured absolutely without 
risk, my advice is: Don't capture it!" -
Keres. 

Now Black becomes the victim of a 
well-calculated two Rooks sacrifice. 
15.Nb5!! 

Probably Black has anticipated 
only 15.Kd2, and then 15...Nh5 
16.Be5 Bh6+ offers counterplay. 
15...Qxal + 

If 15...axb5, then 16.Bxb5+ Kd8 
17.Rdl+ Bd7 18.Be5 Qb4+ 19.c3 
when White has a continuing attack 
without any sacrifices. 
16.Kf2 Q x h l 1 7 . N c 7 + Kd8 
18.Qd2 + Bd7 19.exd7 1-0 

If 19...Nxd7 20.Be6, or 19...e5 
20 .Ne6+ Ke7 21.d8 = Q + Rxd8 
2 2 . Q x d 8 + Kf7 2 3 . N x f 8 + Kg7 
24.Qe7#. 

-11-
A45 Trompowsky Attack 

GURGE.NIDZE - KAPENGUT 
USSR 1975 

l .d4 Nf6 2.Bg5 c5 3.Bxf6 gxf6 
4.d5 Qb6 5.Qcl B 6.e3 Bg7 7.c3 
e6?! 

Why not 7...e5!?**? 
8.Nh3 h5?! 

A n o t h e r s e c o n d - r a t e move. 
Yudovich proposes 8...d6. 
9.Be2 e5 10.f4 e4 l l .Na3 Qg6? 

Hort recommends ll...d6 12.Nc4 
Qc7 13.a4 Nd7 as unclear. We assess 
the position after 14.a5 as slightly 
better for White. 
12.Nb5 Na6 13.d6! Bf8 

Afte r 13...Qxg2 14.Rgl Qxh3 
l5.Rxg7 Qxh2 16.Qd2 Qhl + 17.Bfl 
Qh4+ 18.Kdl Black is lost. 
14.Qd2! Qxg2 15.Qd51 

E MMmm m 
mtm ±9 tm 
m m WM 
mm in i i 

m mt W m m m 
tm rnXWm m 
m m m m a 

15...16 
If Black t akes bo th Rooks : 

15.. .Qxhl + 16.Kd2 Qxa l , then 
1 7 . Q e 5 + Kd8 18.Qxh8 Ke8 
19.Qe5+ Kd8 20.Ng5, with an in-
evitable mate. However, White can 
sacrifice the Rooks once again! 
16.QxB! Qxhl + 17.Kd2 Qxal 

The rest is forced. 

e mm&m. m 
mtm ti m t 
m mm tm 
m M m m m& i m m m m m mt ±M& ^v 1 m mum n £ 
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1 8 . Q g 6 + Kd8 1 9 . Q x f 6 + Kc8 
20.Qe5 + !K(7 

Or 20. . .Kd8 21.Qxh8 Qxb2 + 
22.Kel and White wins. 
21.Bc4 + 

Informant stops here, but the 
game has a few more moves. 
21...Kg6 22.Qg5+ Kh7 23.Qf5 + 
Kg7 24.Q17 + 1-0 

It's mate in two: 24...Kh625.Qf6+ 
Kh7 26.Ng5#. 

-12-
A 45 Queen's Pawn 

MARIASIN - BORTNIKOV 
Liepaia (USSR) 1974 

l .d4 Nf6 2.Nc3 c5 3.dxc5 e6?! 
Better is 3...Qa5. 

4.e4 Bxc5?! 
Perhaps it is not too late for 

4...Qa5!?**. 
5.e5 Qb6 6.exf6! 

ECO gives as White's best 6.Nh3 
Ng8 7.Qg4 Bf8 8.Bd3 Ne7 9 .0-0 , as 
in Knezevic - Damjanovic, Yugos-
lavia (ch) 1960, and stops here with 
the assessment that White has the 
advantage. We present this game to 
the end: 9...Ng6 10.Bxg6 hxg6 ll.N£4 
Nc6 12.Rel d5 13.exd6 Bxd6 14.Ne4 
Be7 15.Be3 Qxb2 16.Nxg6? fxg6 
17.Qxg6+ Kf8 18.Ng5 Qf6 19.Nh7+ 

Rxh7 20.Qxh7 Qf5 21.Qh8+ Kf7 
22.Radl b6 23.Rd7 Bxd7 24.Qxa8 
Qxc2 25.Qb7 Qd3 26.Qc7 e5 27.h3 
Qd6 28.Qb7 and 0-1. Probably a time 
forfeit, but already Black has the ad-
vantage. 

Our game, not mentioned in Rich-
ler-Veresov System by Adams (1978) 
or in ECO (1979), looks much more 
conclusive. 
6...Bxf2+ 7.Ke2 Bxgl 

0imm mtmtmt 
m m±m 

0imm mtmtmt 
m m±m m± 

• 
• • 

m i »m 
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ms 

8.Rxgl!** 
An important forgotten novelty, 

and possibly a record for The Quiet 
Method. The second Rook will be 
sacrificed after eleven moves! 

8...Qxgl 9.Qd6 gxfl> 10.Be3 Qhl 
11.Ne4 h6 

If ll...f5 12.Nf6+ Kd813.Bg5 Nc6 
14.Nd5+ Ke8 15.Nc7#. 

12.NxH6 + Kd8 13.Nd5! Nc6 
The Knight is taboo: 13...exd5 

14.Qf6+ Ke8 (14...Kc7 15.Bf4+) 
15 .Qxh8+ Ke7 1 6 . Q e 5 + Kd8 
17.Bc5, etc. 
14.Bxh6!Nd4 + 

If 14...Rxh6 15.Qf8#, or 14...exd5 
15.Bg5+ Ke8 16.Rel f6 17.Kf2+ 
Ne5 18.Qxf6. 
15.KI2 Nf5 16.Bg5 + AS 
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17.Qe5!! Rf8 18.Bxf6 + Ke8 
19.Bb5! 1-0 

The sacrifice of the second Rook is 
decisive: 19...Qxal 20.Qxe6+ and 
mate. 

-13-
A46 Torre Attack 

K. RICIITER - DUIIRSSEN 
Berlin 1930 

l . d 4 Nf6 2 .Nf3 e6 3.Bg5 h6 
4.Bh4 c5 5.e3 b6 6 .Be2 Bb7 
7.NeS** d6? 

Also bad is 7...Bxg2? 8.Rg1 Bb7 
9.Bh5, but 7...Be7 gives Black a satis-
factory game. 
8.Bb5 + Ke7 9.Qh5! dxe5 
10.dxe5 QdS l l . N c 3 Qxg2 
12.exf6+gxf6 

If 13 . . .Qxhl + 14.Kd2 Q x a l 
15.Bxf6#. 
14.Qc7! 1-0 

Another brutality: 14...Qxhl + 
15.Kd2 Qxal 16.Qxd7#, or 14...Rd8 
15.0-0-0 . 

-14-
A 5 2 Budapest Defense 
HELMER - KREJCIK 

Vienna 1917 
Let us say beforehand, here is a 

cheerful game in which the two 
Rooks sacrifice succeeds only be-
cause of White's poor defense. 
L d 4 Nf6 2 .c4 e5 3.dxe5 Ng4 
4.f4? Bc5 5.Nh3 Nxh2? 

Not the best. Precise is 5...d6! 
6.exd6 (6.Nc3 Nc6 7.e4 O-O) O-O 
7.dxc7 Qxc7 8.Nc3 Bb4, and Black 
has a strong initiative - Schlechter. 
6 .Rxh2Qh4+ 7.Kd2 

Krejcik himself noted that after 
7.g3! Qxg3+ 8.Rf2 d6 9.Qd3 Qxd3 
10.exd3 Bxf2+ ll.Nxf2dxe5 12.fee5 
Nc6 13.BB White stands clearly bet-
ter. 
7„.d5 8.Qb3 

Kurt Richter proposes 8.e4!?**. 
8...Bxli3 9.Qxh3! Qxf4 + 10.Kc2 

10.e31? Qxfl l l .Rh l - Richter. 

RM m m m mm mm 
m mt m t mm m i i # 
mm, • m • M % •.. mm wmM 
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13.Qe5! Nd7 

I0...Qxfl l l . Q c 8 + Ke7 
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12.Qxh8 ?? 
The game has shown that White is 

a trencherman, but here he should 
not rush with the meal. The prelimi-
nary 12.Bg5 + ! f6 13.exf6+ gxf6 
14.Qxh8 wins, for instance 14...Qf5+ 
15.Kdl Q f l + 16.Kd2. 
12...Qxe2+ 13.Bd2 

The same fate awaits White after 
13.Kc3 d 4 + 14.Kb3 Q d l # , or 
13.Nd2, when Black wins with the 
sac r i f i ce of the second Rook: 
13...Nc6! 14.Qxa8 Nd4+, and mate 
next move. 

13...Nc6! 14.Qxa8 N b 4 + 15.Kb3 
Q x c 4 + 16.Ka4 b 5 + 17.Ka5 
B b 6 # 0-1 

-15-
A 80 Dutch Defense 

WHITEHEAD - KOBERNAT 
Los Angeles 1983 

1.d4 f5 2.Bg5 d5 3.c4** 
Incredible! This continuation ex-

ists neither in ECO, nor even in the 
extensive six-issue article about 
2.Bg5 by Kuzminikh (Shakhmaty 
Riga, 1988). 
3...dxc4? 

Giving up the center is almost al-
ways wrong in the Dutch. He should 
play 3...c6. 

4.e3 Be6 5.Nd2 Nf6 6.Ngf3 Ne4 
7.Nxe4 fxe4 8.Nd2 Qd5 9.Bxc4 
Qxg5 10.Bxe6 Qxg2 l l . Q h 5 + g6 
12.Qd5! 

£ % 1 m 
m i m m 9 i 
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You can look at this in at least two 

ways. It is either a symbolic sacrifice 
of the Rooks, or a pattern with the 
shortest (only one move) Brutal 
Method: if now 12...Qxhl+ 13.Ke2 
Qxal 14.Bf7#. The same situation 
will be repeated on the next move. 
In both cases, your playing arm will 
not be unduely strained. 
12...Bg7 13.Qxb7 1-0 s 

-16-
A 83 Dutch - Staunton Gambit 

RETI - EUWE 
Rotterdam 1920 

This is the first of two famous 
games in which Euwe is the victim, in 
the same year, against the same op-
ponent, and with the same tactical 
idea—the two Rooks sacrifice. The 
other example is game 102. 
I .d4 f5 2.e4 fxe4 3 .Nc3 Nf6 
4.Bg5 g6 5 . 0 

Stronger is 5.h4. 
5...exf3 6.NxB Bg7 7.Bd3 c5? 

Better is 7 . . .0-0 8.Qd2 d6 9.0-0! , 
and 10-Rael with chances for both 
sides. 

m m m M mm mt i i 
; k myM m • 1 J L t f t m mm m m 
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8.dS Qb6 9.Qd2! Qxb2? 
Black has calculated only one 

move ahead. He falls into a nice 
trap! 

lO.Rbl! Nxd5 

l l . N x d 5 ! Qxbl + 12.Kf2 Qxhl 
13.Bxe7 

With his poor development and 
Queen out of play, Black is helpless 
against the forthcoming attack. 

13...d6 14.Bxd6 Nc6 15.BbS! 
Bd7 16.Bxc6 bxc6 17.Qe2+ 1-0 

If 17...Kd8 l8.Be7+ Kc819.Qa6+ 
Kb8 20.Bd6#, or 17...Kf7 18.Qe7+ 
Kg8 19.Qxd7 etc. 

-17-

B 01 Center Counter 
CANAL - AMATEUR 

Budapest 1934 
Motto: Think twice before castling 

on the Queenside! 
The complete story below does not 

need more explanation. 

I.e4 d5 2.exd5 QxdS 3.Nc3 Qa5 
4.d4 c6 5.NI3 Bg4 6.Bf4** e6 
7.h3 Bxf3 8.Qxf3 Bb4 9.Be2 Nd7 
10.a3 O-O-O? 
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I l .axb4! Qxal + 12.Kd2 Q x h l 
13.Qxc6 +! bxc6 14.Ba6# 1-0 

Boden's mate. 

-18-
B 10 Caro Kann - Breyer 

L.STEIN - BIRBRAGER 
Moscow 19 66 

l.e4 c6 2.d3 
In t roduced by Breyer versus 

Bogolyubov, Berlin 1920. 
2...d5 3.Nd2 dxe4 

"In my opinion this relief of the 
tension is in White's favor" - Stein. 
4.dxe4 N11S 

The alternative 4...e5 5.Ngf3, 
which has been used frequently in 
practice, is in crisis: 

a) 5...Bc5? 6.Nxe5! Bxf2+ 7.Kxf2 
Qd4+ 8.Kel Qxe5 9.Nc41, and Black 
is lost, fo r instance: 9...Qxe4 + 
10.Be2 Qe6 l l .Nd6+ Ke7 12.Rfl 
Nf6 13.Nf5+ Kf8 14.Qd8+ Ne8 
15.Bf4 f6 16.Rf3 b5 17.Re3 Qd7 
18.Bd6+! 1-0, Lorent Tristan - Lipet 
Alemany, Corr. 1989. 

b) 5...Qc7 6.Nc4!?** (ECO gives 
only 6.a4 Bg4 7.c3 Nf6 8.h3 Bh5 
9.Qc2 Nbd7 10.a5, slightly better for 
Whi te , as in Kuraj ica - Bohm, 
Amsterdam 1976) Nd7 7.Bd3 Ngf6 
8 . 0 - 0 Be7 9.a4 O-O 10.b3 Re8 

RSJM&M m mtmtm m± mm 
m m*m m m*m m m 
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ll„Bb2, and White stands better. 
Cuartas • Delgado, Santo Domingo 
1975. 
5.Ngf3 Bg4 6.h3 Bh5? 

A typical error. Now, sacrificing a 
pawn, White blocks the Kingside. On 
the mandatory 6„.Bxf3, the Bishop 
pair gives White the better gme. 
7.e5 Nd5 8.e6! f6 

Worse is 8...fxe6 9.g4 Bg6 (or 
9...BF7) 10.Ne5 - Stein. 
9.g4 Bg6 10.Nd4 Nc7 l l . c3 Qd5 

m j m M 
mtm a t mt mtm&MMM 
Jt^MMM 
tm & st • B "WWm'MSN 
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The sacrifice of the second Rook 
gains a crucial tempo: 16...Qxal 
17 .Qxc7+ (or 17.Bxc7 + ) Ke8 
18.Qc8#. 
16...Qxf2+ 17.Kxd3 Nxe6 

If 17...Nba6 18.Kc4!! wins. The 
t h r e a t is 1 9 . R d l , fo l lowed by 
20.Nxc6+ Ke8 21.Qxa8+l Nxa8 
22.Rd8#-Stein. 
1 8 . N x e 6 + Ke8 1 9 . Q c 8 + Kf7 
20.Nfg5+! 1-0 

-19-
B 11 Caro Kan n - Two Knights 

MARIC - D.POPOVIC 
Novi Sad (Yugoslavia) 1945 

l . e4 c6 2 .Nc3 d5 3.N13 Bg4 
4.d4!? dxe4 5.Nxe4 BxO?! 

This dangerous gambit is rarely ac-
cepted. The usual responses are 
5...e6 or 5...Nf6. Perhaps 5...Nd7** 
also deserves attention. 
6.Qxf3 Qxd4 7.Be3! Qxb2 8.Bc4! 

12.Qb3!! 
The first Rook is offered! 

12...Qxhl? 
The decisive mistake, but also 

after 12...Qxb3 White has an impres-
sive advantage - Stein. 
13.Qxb7 Kd8 14.N2f3! Bd3 
15.Bf4 Qxfl + 16.Kd2 

mm mtmt mtm • • 
m u u l M^M^m, • • • 
mmmm a • a us 
Not the only opening variation 

whose soundness depends on a two 
Rooks sacrifice. In such theoretically 
established variations, the Rooks 
usually cannot be captured. For in-
stance, here 8...Qxal+ 9.Ke2 Qxhl 
loses by force after 10.Qxf7+ Kd7 
(10...Kd8 l l .Qxf8+ Kc7 12.Bf4 + 
Kb6 1 3 . Q d 8 # ) U . B e 6 + Kc7 
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12.Qf4 + . If 9...Qe5 (instead of 
9 . . .Qxhl ) , t hen 10 .Qxf7+ Kd7 
11 .Be6 + !, and Black loses his 
Queen. 

8...NA6 
For 8...Qb4+, see next game. 

9 . 0 - 0 Qxc2? 
The worst thing about opening 

mistakes is that they recur! At least 
once before Black has lost in much 
the same manner. One of the authors 
gives in ECO 9...Nbd7 lO.Rabl, and 
White has a strong initiative. Let's 
add that here also lO...Qxc2?! is riskv 
because of l l .Nxf6+ Nxf6 12.Rfcl 
Qe4 13.Qg3. Even with three extra 
pawns, it is hard to believe that Black 
will survive the massive pressure of 
all White's pieces. 

lO.QfS! 
Threatens l l .Qc8# and ll .Nxf6+ 

winning the Q u e e n . T h e only 
defense is a King's walk on the open 
file. What hope for the future does 
that bring? 

10...Kd8 l l .Qa5!? + ** 
A deviation, and perhaps a good 

one, from the book example Motl-
Meltschak, 1940: l l . R f d l + Nbd7 
12.Bd3 Qb2 13.Ng5 Ke8?! 14.Bc4 e6 
15.Bxe6 fxe6 16.Qxe6+ and White 

won. 13...e6** offers Black more 
defensive chances. 

l l . . .Kc8 

If ll...Ke8 White has a decisive 
attack by 12.Nxf6+ gxf6 13.Rfdl -
Marie. 

12 .Rfd l Nbd7 13.Nxf6 gxf6 
14.Racl Qg6 15.Ba6! 1-0 

-20-

B 11 Caro Kann - "Bvo Knights 
TYROLER-POPA 
Romania (ch) 1950 

l . e 4 c6 2 .Nc3 d5 3 .Nf3 dxe4 
4.Nxe4 Bg4 5.d4 Bxf3?! 6.QxI3 
Qxd4 7 .Be3 Qxb2 8.Bc4! 
Qb4 + ** 

Proposed by Marie as the best 
defense. But, as in the previous 
game, White's development ad-
vantage is so big that even the best is 
not good enough. 

9.Nd2 eft lO.Rbl Qe7 l l . N e 4 ! 
Nh6 1 2 . 0 - 0 ! 

Better than 12.Bxh6gxh613.Nf6+ 
Kd8. 

12...NI5 13.Rfdl Nxe3? 

Probably 13...h5 mantains some 
hope. 

14.Qxe3 Qc7 17.Ng5! Qe7 

A sad return, but 15...Be7 loses to 
16.Nxf7!. 

16.Bxe6! fxe6 17.Nxe6 g6 

If 17. . .Kf7 18.Rxb7! Qxb7 
19.Nd8+. 

E 4 i i m 1 m i m i 
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18.Rxb7! Qxb7 1 9 . N c 7 + Kf7 
2 0 . Q e 6 + Kg7 2 1 . N c 8 + Kh6 
2 2 . Q e 3 + g5 2 3 . Q e 6 + Kh5 
24.NfT> + Kg6 25.Ng4 + Kg7 

Or 25...Kh5 26.Ne5!. 
26.Qf6 + Kg8 27 .NK6+ Bxh6 
28.Rd8+ 1-0 

thy of investigation. According to 
Florian and ECO, 8...Nbd7 9.Bg5 is 
unclear. 
9.Nxc6 Qc7 10.Qb5 bxc6 

If 10...Bd7? ll .Qe5+{. 
l l .Qxa6 Bd6 I2.Be2 

A f t e r 12.Bg5 B g 3 + 13.hxg3 
Qxg3+ 14.Kd2Rd8+ 15.Bd3Qxg2+ 
Black h3s, at least, a perpetual check. 
12...Bxh2?? 

Fatal. Instead 12...0-0! holds all 
threats in reserve and gives Black ex-
cellent good compensation for the 
gambit pawn. Now the tactical idea of 
the two Rooks sacrifice comes in ac-
tion. 
13.Rxh2! Qxh2 

If 13...Qg3+ 14.Kfl, with the same 
play as in the game. 
14.Qxc6 + Ke715.Be3! Qhl + 

S f l T I m • »i lf i 
d l j • 

Mr-MiMM j m m u 
£JSJ-m&M&M 
m • M " 
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B 12 Caro Kann - Fantasy' 

OZSVATH - POPOV 
Bulgaria 15)71 

l .c4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.f3 
Rarely used, this is one of the 

numerous controversial variations 
which are successful it' the player 
knows more about it than does the 
opponent. 
3...NH6 4.Nc3 dxe4 

The safest reply is 4...e6. 
5.fxe4 eS 6.Nf3 exd4 7.Nxd4 Bg4 
8.Qd3 Na6!? 

Leads to a crisis in short order. 
Recent theory considers it bad, but 
wc find it most interesting and wor-

16.Kf2! 
Unclear is 16.Bfl Rhc8 17.Bc5 + 

Kd8. 
16...Qxal 17.Nd5 + ! 

Black overlooked this preliminary 
check. 
17„.NxdS 1 8 . B c 5 + Kd8 
19 .Qxd5+Bd7 

Or 19. . .Kc7 2 0 . Q d 6 + Kc8 
21.Ba6#. 
20.Bb5! 1-0 
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B 12 Caro Kann - Advance 
LEIBOWITZ - SZEKELY 

Vienna 1928 

l .e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.e5 BfS 4.Bd3 
g6?** 

An even worse continuation is 
4„.Bg6? 5.e6!. 

5.Bxf5 gxf5 6.Bg5?! 
There is no theory here, because 

4...g6? is outside the scope of the 
books. We recommend 6.Ne2 or 
6.e6!?. 

6...Bh6? 
T h e natural counte rac t ion is 

6...Qb6! 
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7.e6! Bxg5 8.Qh5 Q a 5 + 9.Nc3 
Nffi 10.exf7+ KC8 l l .Qxg5 Ne4 

After ll...Kxf7 12.Qxf5 Black is 
simply a pawn down in a bad position. 

12.Qxf5! Nxc3 13.bxc3 Qxc3 + 
14.Ke2 Qxal 

Black plays without imagination. 
Even now 14...Nd7!? keeps the situa-
tion unclear. 

15.Qc8 + Kxf7 16.Qxh8 c5 

An interest ing pa t t e rn . Both 
players are ready for the sacrifice of 
the second Rook, but White is to 
move and, more importantly, create 
mate threats. 

17.NB!! 
Two exclamation marks because 

the move needs long and exact cal-
culation. 

17 . . .Qxhl 18.Ng5 + Kg6 
19.Qg8 + KfS 

If l9...Kh5 20.Nf3, or 19...Kf6 
20.Nxh7+ KfS 21.Qf7+ Ke4 22.c3 
Qxg2 (22. . .cxd4 2 3 . Q e 6 + Kf4 
24.g3#) 23.Ng5 + Qxg5 24.B#. 

20.g4+!Kxg4 
If 20...Kf6 21.Nxh7#, or 20...Kf4 

21.Ne6+ Ke4 22.Qxh7#. 

21.Ne4 + 
Faster than 21.Ne6+ Kf5 22.Qf7+ 

Kg4 23.Qf4+, and mate next move. 

21...Kf4 22 .Qg5+ 1-0 
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B 14 Caro-Kann, Panov Attack 
BOOK • RASMUSSON 

Helsinki 1934 

l .e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.exd5 cxd5 4.c4 
Nffi 5.Nc3 e6 6.c5 b6 7.b4 a5 

All books recommend 7...Be7. 

8 . B b 5 + Bd7 9 .Qa4 Qc7 
1 0 . B x d 7 + Nfxd7 l l . N b 5 Qc6 
12.Bf4 Kd8 

If 12. . .axb4? 13.Qxa8 Qxa8 
14.Nc7+. 

1 3 . B c 7 + Kc8 14.Bd6 Kd8 
15.Bc7 + Kc8 16.Bd6 Bxd6? 

Black overlooked White's double 
Rook sacrifice. Instead, 16...Kd8 is a 
draw, while 16...axb4 17.Na7+ Kb7 
18.Nxc6 Rxa4 19.Nd8+ Kc820.Nxf7 
Rg8 is unclear. 

1 7 . N x d 6 + Kc7 18.b5 Nxc5 
19.dxc5 Qxc5 20.Nxf7! Qc3 + 
21.Ke2 Qxal 22 .Qc2+ Kd7 

T h e a l t e r n a t i v e is 22 . . .Kb7 
23.Nd6+ Ka7 24.Qc7#. 

2 3 . N D ! Qxhl 2 4 . N 3 e 5 + Ke7 
2 5 . Q c 7 + Kf6 2 6 . N g 4 + Kf5 
27.Qe5 + 1-0 

-24-
B 15 Caro Kann Defense 

AGEICHENKO - BUNATIAN 
USSR 1964 

l . e 4 c6 2 .d4 d5 3 .Nc3 dxe4 
4.Nxe4 g6 5.Bc4! Bg7 6.Nf3 Nf6 
7.Nxf5+ Bxftj 8.Bh6 

Simplest and perhaps best is 8.c3 
O-O?! 9.Bh6 Bg7 10.Qd2Nd7 ll .h4 
(Sherwin - Denker, New York 1968), 
as White thereby retains the initia-
tive for a time. 
8...Qa5 + ! 

Better than 8...Qb6 9 . 0 - 0 Bg4 
lO.Rel e6 l l .h3 Bxf3 12.QxO, and 
White's position is preferable, as in 
Kunz - Machate, West Germany 
1958 
9.c3 Qh5 10.Qd2 Bh3! 

£ ¥ •Mi ii 
m t Ii i i mm i ill A tm m 11 • mm, m • • 

m 
m • ft m A 

ft m m m ft m 
m m m • a 

A terribly unpleasant surprise for 
White. 
l l .Ne5 

There is nothing better, as 11.O-O 
fails to ll...Bxg2 12.Kxg2 Qg4+. 
l l . . .Bxe5 12.dxe5 Qxe5 + 13.Be3 
O-O! 14.gxh3 Qe4 

Now 15 .0 -0 -0 Qxc4 leaves White 
in inferior position. And he yields to 
the temptation—the idea for the two 
Rooks sacrifice seems almost instant-
ly winning! 

m m m • m® m ft m t 
m m tm m mmtm ii m 

,m m m 
ii m i m it ftS« mt m 

n s • us 
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15. . .Qxhl+ 16.Ke2 
If now 15...Qxal, then 16.Bh6with 

inevitable mate. Alas, the nice-look-
ing idea is wrong. It turns out that 
Black's defensive resources are much 
bigger. 
16...e5! 17.Qd6 

If 17.Qxe5Nd7l. 
I7...Qxal I8.BI16 Qxb2+ 19.KI1 
Qbl + 20.Kg2 Nd7! 21.Bd3 Qdl 
22 .Qxd7 Rfd8 23.Qe7 Qxd3 
24.QR» Q e 4 + 0-1 

If 25.B Rd2+! 26.Bxd2 Qe2+. 

I.e4 cS 2.f4 Nc6 3.Nf3 d6 4.d4 
cxd4 5.Nxd4 Qb6 6.Bb5?! Bd7 
7.Bxc6 bxcfi 8.Nc3 g6 9.Rbl Bg7 
10.Be3 c5 l l .Nde2 Bg4 12.Nd5?! 

Better is 12.Qd3. 
12„.Qb7 13.Qd3 Bxe2 14.Kxe2 

If 14.Qxe2e6. 
14...Rb8 I5.Bd2 Nf t I6.Qc3?? 

! m mm • 
WMm ± tmt m i mi • 
i t m f i m m mt • • m m m m 

St m Mftm m •m. 
16.. .Nxe4! 17.Qxg7 Qxd5! 
18.Qxh8 + Kd7 19.Qxb8 Qxd2 + 
0-1 

The game might end 20.KB Qf2+ 
21.Kg4 (21.Kxe4 Qe2+ 22.Kd5 e6#) 
Qe2+, and mate next move. 
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B 21 Sicilian Defense 
STEJSKAL - FERENC 

Czechoslovakia 1962 
After an unusual and not too well-

played opening White contributed to 
his own downfall by carelessly 
provoking his opponent on the 16th 
move. In short, a typical Brutal 
Method of the two Rooks sacrifice. 
And that's all! 
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B 29 Sicilian - Nimzowitsch 

BOLL- LANZ 
Corr. 1982 

I .e4 c5 2 .Nf3 Nf6 3 .e5 Nd5 
4.Nc3 e6 5.Nxd5 exd5 6.d4 Nc6 
7.dxc5 Bxe5 8.Qxd5 d6 

Anothe r major a l ternat ive is 
8...Qb6. 
9.exd6 Qb6 10.Be3 Qxb2 
II.Bb5!? 

A fairly fresh opening idea which 
includes a sacrifice of the two Rooks. 
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11. . .0 -0 

If Black captures only the first 
Rook: l l . . .Qxal+ 12.Ke2Qc3, then 
White should play 13.Bxc6+ bxc6 
14.Qxc6+ Kf8 15.Qxa8 Qxc2 + 
16.Nd2Bxd6 17.Rbl, with advantage 
- Boll. 

If Black grabs bo th Rooks : 
1 l . . .Qxal + 12.Ke2 Qxh l , then 
13.Bxc6+ wins, for example 13...bxc6 
14.Qxc6+ KfS 15.Qxa8 (15.d7 also 
wins), or 13. . .Kf8 14.Ng5 Be6 
15.Nxe6+ KgS (if 15...fce6 16.QB+ 
KgS 17,Bd71) l6.Ng5 Rf8 17.Be8g6 
18 .Bxf7+ Kg7 19 .Qe5 + Kh6 
20.Ne6+. 

The critical continuation for this 
new variation is ll. . .Bb4+ 12.Ke2 
Qxc2+ 13.Nd2 and now 13...Be6, or 
even 13...0-0!?** are a rich field for 
independent investigation. 

1 2 . 0 - 0 Bxe3 I3.fxe3 Be6 !4.Qc5 
Rac8 I5.Bd3! h6 16.Rabl b6?? 

A blunder in an already losing 
position. 

17.Qxc6 1-0 

If 17...Qxbl 18.Qe4. 
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B 32 Sicilian - Lasker/Pelikan 
D.ANDREEV - P.DIMITROV 

Sofia 1980 
An example of how a bad game can 

be interesting for opening theory. 
The two Rooks sacrifice here is only 
a nightmarish incident. 

I.e4 c5 2.NF3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 e5 5.Nf3 

Played mostly when White doesn't 
like the Lowenthal Variation: 5.Nb5 
a6 6.Nd6+ Bxd6 7.Qxd6 Qf6. After 
5.Nf3 the opening transposes into 
not-so-promising (for White) con-
tinuation of the Lasker-Pelikan 
Variation. 

5.. .Nf6 6.Nc3 Bb4 7.Bc4 O-O 
8.Bg5 Qa5** 

ECO shows only 8...Bxc3+ 9.bxc3 
d6. 

9.Qd3 

1KB A m m mt M i i i i i m m • m «§ if m • 
[MA t m m m \m im & £ m 
m m m 
9...Nxe4 

The idea behind Black's forgotten 
novelty, or an improvisation at the 
board? 

10.Qxe4 Bxc3 + 1 l.bxc3 Qxc3 + 
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12.Bd2?? 

Sacrificing both Rooks, which 
doesn' t yield the desired result. 
Hence the alternative 12.Ke2 is cru-
cial. Wc didn't find how Black can 
continue the attack after 12...d5 
13.Bxd5, fo r ins tance 13...Nb4 
14.Bd2 Nxd5 15.Ng5! g6 16.Qh4. Did 
we miss something? If not. Black's 
novelty is a bluff; it works only if the 
opponent's defense is wrong. 

12...Qxal + 13.Ke2 Qxhl !4.Ng5 
Qxh2 

Throws cold water on White's en-
thusiasm. 

15.c3 Q h 5 + 16.g4 d5! l7.BxdS 
Qxg4+ 0-1 
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B 33 Sicilian - Lasker/Pelikan 
ARMANDO - YUSUPOV 

Insbruck 1977 

l . e 4 c5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 NflS 5.Nc3 e5 6.Ndb5 d6 
7.BgS a6 8.Bxf6 gxr6 9.Na3 b5 
10.Nd5 IS l l .exfS Bxf5 12.QI3 

A continuation in which Black is 
forced to give the Rook on a8, using 
the threat of a sacrifice of the second 
Rook as a keystone of his initiative. 
Tin's variation, very interesting for 
our theme, is examined in these next 
five games. 
12. . .Nd4! 1 3 . N c 7 + Qxc7 
I4.Qxa8+ Ke715.Rdl?** 

ECO gives only 15.c3. 
15...Nxc2 + 

White's idea was 15...b4 l6.Rxd4! 
exd4 17.Nc4. 
l6.Nxc2 Bxc2 

MM will I A. H • mtm± 
tm m m m 
mm 

m m m 
m • am A • i s t m 
m m S W>A a 

It's show time! If now 17.Rd2, then 
Black wins with the t h e m a t i c 
17...Bh6! 18.Qxh8 Qa5. 
17.Qd5 B x d l 18 .Qxdl Bh6 
19.Qbl Rc8 20.Be2 Q a 5 + 21.b4 
Rcl + 22.Bdl Rxbl 23.bxa5 Ral 



22 'lake My Rooks 

24.a4 bxa4 2 5 . 0 - 0 d5 26.Bc2 
R x f l + 27 .Kxf l a3 28.Bb3 d4 
29.Ke2 e4 30.f3 d3 + 3I.Kf2 e3 + 
32.Kel Bg7 0-1 
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B 33 Sicilian - Lasker/Pelikan 
Variation 

KLOKOV - LOMOV 
USSR 1973 

l . e 4 c5 2.N13 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 Nf t 5.Nc3 e5 6.Ndb5 d6 
7.Bg5 a6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.Na3 b5 
lO.NdS 15 l l . exfS Bxf5 12.Qr3 
Nd4 13.Nc7 + 

In Yanofsky-Spraggett, Montreal 
1976, White declined the first Rook 
after a long thought: 13.Qdl. The 
rest of the game is interesting: 
13...Be4 14.Ne3 Bh6 15.Qg4 Bg6 
16.c3 b4 17.Nac4 bxc3 18.bxc3 Bxe3 
19.Nxe3 Qa5 20.Rcl d5 21.Qg5 O-O 
22.Bd3 Ne6 23.Qe5 Bxd3 24.Nxd5 
Qc5 25.Rdl Bc4 26.Rd4 f6 27.Qe6+ 
Kh8 28.Qb6 Qa3 29.Qb4 Qcl + 
30.Rdl Rae8+ 31.Ne7 Draw? 

Spraggett missed the forced win in 
time trouble: 31...Rxe7+ 32.Qxe7 
Qxc3+ 33.Rd2 Rb8 34.Qe4 Rd8 
35.Qc2 Q a l + and 36.Qe5+. 

13...Qxc7 14.Qxa8+ Ke7 15.c3 
b4! 16.cxb4 Qb6 17.Bxa6 

There is nothing else. If 17.b5 
Qa5+ 18.Kdl Bh6! 19.Nc4 Bc2#. 

17...Qxb4+ 18.Kfl Qd2 

wm m a§ 88 m • m±w± m m m m m m mm m m m m m m m MM t m m wxm m • 
A crossroads. White has two main 

alternatives and it is far from clear 
which is the best: 19.h3 - see this and 
next game, and 19.h4 - game 31. 

Another, clearly weaker possibility 
was used in Offert - Joksic, Madonna 
di Campiglio 1974: 19.Qb7+?! Kf6 
20.Kgl Bd3 21.Bxd3 Qxd3 22.h4 
Rg8! 23.g3 N e 2 + 24.Kg2 Nxg3 
25.fxg3 Qxg3+ 26.Kfl Qd3+ 27.Kel 
Bh6 28 .Rf l+ Bf4 29.Qb4 Qe3 + 
30.Kd 1 Rg2 31.Rxf4+ exf4 0-1 

19.h3 

WARNING! Sveshnikov (in ECO, 
second edition 1984, note 166) gives 
the alternative 19.h4 Bh6 20.Qb7+ 
Kf6 21.Bc4 Bd3+ as in Pelling -
Povah, London ) 977. His assessment 
is that Black has an obvious ad-
vantage . This game con t inued 
22.Bxd3 Qxd3+ 23.Kgl Bf4, and now 
after 24.Rh3! Black obviously has no 
compensation for the sacrificed 
material. No, this is not a refutation, 
just misleading information. Simple, 
Pelling played not 19.h4 but 19.h3, 
hence 24.Rh3 was not possible. In 
fact, Pelling - Povah entirely repeats 
this game. 

1 9 . . . B d 3 + 20.Bxd3 Qxd3 + 
21.Kgl 
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21...Bh6!22.Qb7 + 
What happens if White grabs the 

second Rook with 22.Qxh8 wc shall 
sec in next game. 
22„.Kf6 23.Rh2? 

Loses, while 23.Rel (Kondratiev) 
is still unclear. 

23...Rb8!! 
A second sacrifice of the second 

Rook! 
24.Qxb8 N e 2 + 25 .Khl N c l ! 
26.Qxd6 + 

Despera t ion . The alternative 
26.Rxcl Bxcl leads to a unique situa-
tion with an unstoppable mate on the 
first rank. 
26...Qxd6 27.g3 Qd3 28.Rg2 Ne2 
29.b3 Bel ! 30.Nc4 Qdl + 31.Kh2 
Nd4 32.h4h5 0-1 
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B 33 Sicilian - Lasker/Pelikan 
GAPRINDASHVILI 

- MATVEEVA 
USSR (ch) 1974 

l . e 4 cS 2.N13 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4,Nxd4 Nf)6 5.Nc3 eS 6.Ndb5 d6 
7.BgS a6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.Na3 b5 
10.Nd5 fS l l . exfS BxfS 12.QB 
Nd4 1 3 . N c 7 + Qxc7 14.Qxa8 + 
Ke7 15.c3 b4! 16.cxb4 Qb6 
17.Bxa6 Q x b 4 + 18 .Kf l Qd2 
19.h3 B d 3 + 20.Bxd3 Qxd3 + 
21.Kgl Bh6 22.Qxh8 

• m m • m • m ± • « m m r^w/ • « m m m m m mm, m t 
i rm • mt M 
a • • • 

22...Ne2 + **! 
Kondra t i ev claims (Informant 

15(364) that Black wins by 22...Bf4 
23.g3 Qf3. His idea is obviously 
24.gxf4? Ne2+ 25.Kfl Ng3+, and 
mate next move, but after 24.Rel 
Bxg3 25.fxg3 Qxg3+ 25.Kfl Black 
has only perpetual check. 

23.Kfl 
If 23.Kh2? Bf4+ 24.g3 Bxg3 + 

24.Kg2 Nf4+ 25.Kgl QB! 26.Rh2 
Bxh2+, and mate next move. 

23...Bf4 24.g4?! 
Perhaps 24.g3!? Q B 25.Rgl. 

m • • if mm mtmt m i l l m m • at • m • a • m WtiOLMX \t m m mtm m • IS M 
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24...Ng3 + ? 

With 24...QB! Black wins, e.g. 
25.Rh2 Bxh2 26.Kel Nd4 27.Kd2 
Bf4+, or 25.Rgi Be3! 26.Rg2 Nf4 
27.Rh2 Bxf227.Rel (27.Rx£2 Q h l # ) 
Be3+. 
25.Kgl 

If 25.Kg2 Qe4+ 26.f3 Qe2+, and 
Black wins. 
25...Nxhl?? 

Black still wins after 25...QB!! 
2 6 . R h 2 (26.fxg3 B e 3 + ) Ne2 + 
27.Kfl Bxh2. 
26 .Qa8 Nxf2 2 7 . Q b 7 + Kf6 
28.Kx£2 

Unclear is 28.Qg2 Nxh3+ 29.Khl 
Kg7. 
28...Qe3 + 29.Kfl Q d 3 + 30.Kgl 
Draw 
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B 33 Sicilian - Lasker/Pelikan Varia-

tion 
GINBURG - SAKHNENKO 

USSR (Corr.) 1976 
l . e4 c5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3 .d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 e5 6.Ndb5 d6 
7.Bg5 a6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.Na3 b5 
10.Nd5 f5 l l . ex fS Bxf5 12.Q13 
Nd4 13.Nc7 + Qxc7 14.Qxa8 + 
Ke7 15.c3 b4! 16.cxb4 Qb6 

17.Bxa6 Q x b 4 + 18 .Kf l Qd2 
19.h4!? 

i§§ m m • m mt mt m m • i i m 
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19...Bd3 + ? 

The most interesting for us is the 
thematic 19...Bh6. It seems that 
20.Qxh8 Bd3+ 21.Bxd3 Qxd3 + 
22.Kgl Ne2+ 23.Kfl Ng3+ leads to 
a draw, while 20.Qb7+ Kf6 21.Kgl 
Rg8 is unclear. 

Also to be considered is the imme-
diate 19...Rg8!?, and if 20.Kgl, then 
e4. 

20.Bxd3Qxd3+ 21.Kgl Bh6? 
Obviously Black pins his faith on 

the books and follows the misleading 
information given by Sveshnikov -
see game 29, notes after 19.h3. Still 
21...Rg8!? is not so clear. 

22.Qb7 + KP6 23.Rh3! 
The idea behind 19.h4!? Now the 

game is over. 

23„..Qe2 24 .Qd5 Rd8 25.Nc4 
Ke7 26.Ra3 Rd7 27.Nxd6 Bf4 
28 .Ra8 Qg4 2 9 . R e 8 + Kf6 
3 0 . N e 4 + Kg7 3 1 . R g 8 + ! Kxg8 
32.Qxd7 Nf3 + 33 .Khl Qxh4 + 
34.Qh3 1-0 
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B 34 Sicilian - Accelerated Dragon 

HUBNER-BLEUL 
Cologne 1958 

A game full of courage—and mis-
takes. The two Rooks sacrifice suc-
ceeds only because of poor defense. 
Well, we beg you to appreciate the 
ideas and ta lents of 9-year-old 
Robert Hubner! 
i . e 4 c5 2 .Nf3 g6 3.d4 cxd4 
4 . N x d 4 Nc6 5.Nc3 Bg7 6.Be3 
N1T6 7J3 Qb6?!** 

Probably premature. The same 
move is good after 7 . . .0-0 8.Bc4 
Qb6. 
8.NI5 

If&Qd2? Nxe4!. 
8...Qxb2 9.Nxg7+ Kf8 

10.Bd4 
Maybe wrong, but a brave sacrifice 

of a Rook. 
10...Nxd4 

In case of 10...Kxg7 l l .Rb l Qa3 
12.Nb5, White keeps his Bishop on 
the al-h8 diagonal with good attack-
ing chances. 
11.Qxd4 Qxal + 12.Kd2 Kxg7? 

White's compensation is ques-
tionable if Black plays 12...d6. 

13.e5 Ne8 14.e6 + Nf6 15.exf7 
e6? 

• 4 1 1 m H! 
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16.Be2!? 
Giving up the second Rook! 

16„.Qxhl? 

Better was 16...Qb2 17.Rbl Qa3. 

17.Ne4 Rf8 1 8 . Q x f 6 + Kh6 
1 9 . Q h 4 + Kg7 20.Ng5 h6?? 
21 .Qd4+ 1-0 

-33-

B 39 Sicilian - Maroczy Bind 
GAPRINDASHVILI - SERVATY 

Dortmund 1974 

I .e4 c5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3,d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 g6 5.c4 Bg7 6.Be3 Nf6 
7.Nc3 Ng4 8.Qxg4 Nxd4 9.Qdl 
e5?! 10.Nb5! O-O l l .Be2!? 

T h e usual c o n t i n u a t i o n is 
II.Qd2—see next game. 

l l . . .Qh4? 
Pytel r ecommends l l . . . N x b 5 

12.cxb5 d6 13.Bc4 Be6 14.Rcl Qd7, 
followed by Rfd8. 

12.Nxd4 exd4 13.Bxd4 Qxe4 
14,Bxg7 Qxg2? 

E A fik W& m mt tmt mt 
& • 4 m tm 

H 
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15.Qd4!! 

A historic move and idea! 

15...Qxhl 4- 16.Kd2 Qxal? 

According to Pytel, 16...Qc6 
17.Re1 (We prefer 17.Bxf8 Kxf8 
18.Rel) f6 18.Bxf8 Kxf8 19.c5! (in-
tending 20.Bb5!) d5 20.cxd6, e.p., 
leads to a clear advantage for White, 
while 16...Qxh2!? is unclear. It seems 
that again 17.Bxf8 Kxf818.Rel! gives 
White a very strong attack. 

17.QPG!! 

The point of White's idea. There is 
no defense against I8.BI16 or 18.Bh8. 

-34-

B 39 Sicilian - Maroczy Bind 
TAL-PAHTZ 

Halle 1974 

l . e4 c5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 g6 5.c4 Bg7 6.Be3 Nf6 
7.Nc3 Ng4 8.Qxg4 Nxd4 9.Qdl 
e5?! lO.NbS! O-O l l . Q d 2 Qe7 
12.Be2 !?** 

ECO recommends only 12 .0-0-0 
Nxb5 13.cxb5 d5 14.exd5Bf5 15.Bd3, 
with advantage, as in Smyslov-
Jimenez, Havana 1963. 

12...b6 13.Nxd4 exd4 14.Bxd4 
Qxe4 15.Bxg7 Qxg2? 

After 15...Kxg7 16.0-0 White has 
an obvious advantage. Now White 
wins. 

I U B J M 
m rntmmt 

m m mm 
B • • • 
J U U I 
m m JUL tm mmm 
S _ M _ m M a 
16.Qd4!! Qxhl + 17.Kd2 Qxh2 

If Black grabs the other Rook 
17...Qxal, then 18.Qf6!, followed by 
19.Bh6. "Plagiarism! I learned all this 
from Gaprindashvili", joked Tal after 
the game. He referred to our game 
33, played a few months earlier. 

18.Bxf8 Kxf8 19.BB d5 
Or 19...Rb8 20.Rel!. 

mm imm 
mtmmtmt 

m m mm 
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1-0 20.Bxd5 Rb8 21.Rel Be6 
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22.Rxe6! 1-0 
If 22...fxe6, then 23.Qf6+ Kg8 

24.Bxe6#, or 23...Ke8 24.Bc6#. 
10.. .Nxb5 l l . Q x c 8 + Ke7 
12.Qxh8 Qe l + 13.Ke2 N d 4 + ! 
14.Kd3 Qc2 + 15.Ke3 

If 15.Kxd4 Nc6 + , winning the 
Queen. 

15.NK + 16.Kf3 

-35-

B 40 Sicilian Defense 
P1ETRZAK - KASZUBA 

Pila (Poland) 1980 

l . e4 c5 2 .Nf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Bg5? 

We know that ECO's refutation of 
this weak move stems from the 
present game, even though ECO did 
not ment ion the names of the 
players. Aside from its theoretical 
value, the game features an exciting 
hunt of White's King with a two 
Rooks sacrifice. 

5...Qa5 + 6.Qd2 
Or 6.Bd2 Qe5! with a decisive ad-

vantage. 

6...Bb4 7.c3 Nxe4 8.cxb4 Qxg5 

ECO stops here. 

1 HIS • • mtwtmt mt 
• mtm IP 
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16...Nc6! 17.Qxa8 N e S + 18.K14 
N g 6 + I9 .Kf3 Q d l + 20.Be2 
QdS + 21.Kg4 Qe4 + 0-1 

9 .0c2 Nd6 10.Nb5 
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B 40 Sicilian Defense 
MALISHAUSKAS -

EVIGELSKY 
USSR 1981 

l . e 4 c5 2 ,Nf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 
4 .Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 Bb4?! 6.e5 
Nd5 7.Bd2 Bxc3? 

A line with bad results in practice, 
used from time to time mainly as a 
surprise. However, 7...Nxc3 also does 
not yield satisfactory positions. 
8.bxc3 Qc7 

A continuation from 50s. ECO 
gives only 8...O-O. 
9.f4 a6?! 

A waste of time. Better is the im-
mediate 9...O-O 10.c4 Qb6 l l .c3 
Ne7, as in Machel - Ericson, corr. 
1959. In our game Black will try the 
same idea with a tempo less. It does 
not work at all! 
10.Qg4 O-O 11.c4 Qb6 12.fS! 

The important difference. Now 
Black's life hangs by a thread. But not 
for long! 
12...exf5 13.Nxf5 Qg6 14.Q13 
Qe6 

mm mm m i mmm± ill mm m • m^m m • mm m m m m mm tmtm. mm m m m M R 
15.cxd5! 

This sacrifice of both Rooks snaps 
the thread! 

15...Qxe5 + 16.KI2 Qxal 17.Bc3 
Qbl 

If 17...Qxa2, White wins nicely by 
18 .Ne7+ Kh8 19.Qf6!! Qxc2 + 
20.Be2 Rg8 21.Qxf7, as well as by 
18.Bd3. 

RMA • mm mtmtmtm i m m m m m m & mm m 
M 

wt&m 1 u wt&m mm mt m 
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18.Bd3!Qb6 + 
If 18...Qxhl 19.Qg4. 

19.Bd4 Qb4 20-Qg4 1-0 
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B 4 l Sicilian Defense 

ZULANOV - ZUKHOVITSKY 
Riga 1966 

l . e 4 c5 2 .Nf3 e6 3 .d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 a6 5.c4 NIC 6.Nc3 Bb4 
7.Bd3 Nc6 8.Nxc6 dxc6 9.e5 Qd4 

9...Qa5 leads to the same variation 
as in the game. 
10.exf6 B x c 3 + l l . b x c 3 Qxc3 + 
12.Qd2 

A risky gambit. Even such an at-
tacker as Tal does not believe that the 
control of dark squares sufficiently 
compensates for the sacrificed Ex-
change. Nevertheless , practical 
results mostly favor White because 
the defense is not easy. 

12...Qe5+?I 
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Tal recommends 12...Qxal 13.fxg7 

Qxg7 14.0-0 e5 15.f4 Bg4! 16.Bb2 
O-Q-O, with advantage. 
13.Be2 Q x a l 14.fxg7 Qxg7 
15.Bb2 Qxg2? 

Falls into the trap. 

16.Qd6!! 
Giving up the second Rook, White 

wins by force: 16...Qxhl + 17.Kd2, 
with the unstoppable threat 18.Bf6. 
16...Qg6 17.Bxh8 1-0 
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B 44 Sicilian - Taimanov 

SUKHANOV - ZOTKIN 
USSR 1967 

1.e4 c5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4 .Nxd4 e6 5.Nb5 d6 6.Bf4 e5 
7.Be3 Nf6 8.Bc4!?** 

An enormously interesting forgot-
ten novelty. 
8...Na5?! 

The alternatives 8...Be7 or 8...Be6 
are probably better. 
9.Nd2 Bd7? 

If 9 . . .Nxe4? 10 .Bxf7+ Kxf7 
1 l .Nxe4 d5? 12 .Ned6 + ! Bxd6 
13.Qxd5+, or 9...Nxc4 10.Nxc4 Nxe4 
11.QdS, in both cases with an clear 
advantage for White. Possibly 9...a6 
10.Nc3 Be7 should be tried. 
10.a4 Bc6 l l .Nxa7 Rxa7 

Seeking counterplay in a difficult 
position. 
12.Bxa7 Nxe4 13.BbS! Qh4 
14.g3 Qh3 15.Nxe4 Qg2 
16.Nxd6 + ! 

The Brutal Method here works 
perfectly. 
16...Bxd6 17.Qxd6 Qe4 + 

M M MT • . i M T M MM M M i l l M M M 
& M ' 
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18.Be3! 

White does not fall for 18.Kd2, 
which would allow Black to stir up 
counterplay after 18...Bxb5. 
18.. .Qxhl+ 19.Kd2 Qxh2 

If 19...Qxal 20.Bc5. 
20.Bb6! 1-0 

If 2 0 . . . Q h 6 + 21 .Qxh6 gxh6 
22.Bxa5. 

RWtMM<§M il 
M±M W±W± mm m m 
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B 67 Sicilian - Richter/Rauzer 

BENI - PIETZSCII 
Halle 1960 

This game does not correspond ex-
actly to our theme (typical is only the 
sacrifice of the second Rook). Never-
theless, we decided to show it in this 
collection because it is very attractive 
and includes a variation which must 
be known. 

I .e4 c5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 d6 6.Bg5 e6 
7.Qd2 a6 8 . 0 - 0 - 0 Bd7 9.f4 b5 
10.Bxb5?! 

mmm m 
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• mt fM • 
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This variation exists in ECO's first 
edition, but in the second edition no 
trace remains. 
10...axb5 l l .Ndxb5 Qb8 

The refutation of White's idea is 
l l . . .Nb4! 12.a3 Bxb5 13.Nxb5 d5 
14.e5 Qa5. 
12.eS!? Ne4! 

Only so. If 12...dxe5?? 13.Bxf6, or 
if 12...Nd5?! 13.Nxd5 exd5 14.Qxd5 
Ra5 (14...Nb4? 15.Qxa8!) 15.Nxd6+, 
or probably stronger 15.a4!? Rxa4 
16.exd6. 
13.Nxe4 Qxb5 14.Nxd6 + Bxd6 
15.Qxd6 Ra7 16.Rd3 Qb8 
17.Qc5 Rxa2 

m m® m m w, • Am t t t 
mt m m 
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18.Rxd7 Qxb2 + 
Probably better is l8...Kxd71? 

19.Rdl+ Kc7. 

19.Kd2 Kxd7 2 0 . Q d 6 + Kc8 
21.Qxc6 + Kb8 22.Be7 Qb7 

M 

i 

m m 
ttw t 
m m 

i m m m 
p"' ' ^ p 

mt 
i m m 
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2 3 . R b l ! ! Q x b l 2 4 . B d 6 + Ka7 
25.Bc5 + Kb8 Draw 
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B 85 Sicilian - Scheveningen 

LASKER - PIRC 
Moscow 1935 

Another example of a variation 
which exists in ECO'& first edition, 
but not in the second edition. 
I .e4 c5 2 ,Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 d6 6.Be2 e6 
7 . 0 - 0 a6 8.Be3 Qc7 9.f4 Na5?! 
10.15 Nc4? 

ECO (second edition) deals only 
with 10...e5 and 10...Be7. By the way, 
ECO claims that the variation 10...e5 
II.Nb3 Nc4 12.Bxc4 Qxc4 13.QB 
Be7 14.Bg5, with advantage for 
White, is analysis by Pachman. It is 
only fair to say that all this belongs to 
Lisitsin. It was printed in the tourna-
ment book when Pachman was 12 
years old. Our further notes are 
based mostly on those of Lisitsin. 
l l .Bxc4 Qxc4 12.fxe6 fxe6 

Better is 12...Bxe6. 
13.Rxf6! gxf6 14.Qh5+ Kd8 

There is nothing better, for ex-
ample: 

a) 14...Kd7 15.Qf7+ Be7 16.Nf5! 
Re8 17.Rdl d5 18.Nxd5 and wins. 

b) 14.. .Ke7 15.Nf5+ exf5 (if 
15...Kd7 16.Qf7+ Kc6 17.Nd4+ and 
18.Nb3+) 16.Nd5+ Kd8 17.Bb6+ 
Kd7 18.Qf7+ Kc6 19.Qc7+ and 
wins. 
15...Qf7 

£ mm m m ii iH t WW, mt i 11 m t m m • m m m • wmm m • 
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15...Bd7 
The natural move 15...Be7 also 

leads to disaster: 16.Nf5! Re8 (or 
16...Qc7 17.Na4! Rf8 18.Qxh7 Ke8 
19.Bb6 Qd7 20.Qh5+ Rp 21.Ng7+ 
Kf8 22.Qh8#) 17.Nxd6! Bxd6 (if 
17...Qc618.Nxe8 Qxe819.Bb6+ Kd7 
20.Rdl+) 18.Bb6+ Bc7 19.Rdl + 
forc ing c h e c k m a t e . Seek ing a 
defense, Pirc decides to sacrifice 
both Rooks. 
16 .Qxft+ Kc7 17.Qxh8 Bh6 

RM m u m 
M i m mt tm w t A • u m • mm &m m m at mA 
mm m a m • m 
If now 18.Qxa8 Bxe3+ 19.Khl 

Bxd4 with counterplay. But— 
18.Nxe6 + ! 

The refutation of the whole idea. 
If 18...Bxe6, then 19.0xh7+. 
18.. .Qxe6 19.Qxa8 Bxe3 + 
20.Khl 1-0 
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B 90 Sicilian - Najdorf 
LYSENKO - CHEKALIN 

USSR 1973 

I .e4 c5 2 . N D d6 3 .d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 a6 6.h3 g6 
7.g4 Bg7 8.g5 Nh5 9 .Be2 e5 
10.NC5!? 

Instead of ECO's line 10.Nb3 Nf4 
II.Nd5, as in Fischer - Reshevsky, 
USA (ch) 1962/63, when, according 
to Fischer ll...Nxe2 12.Qxe2 Be6 
leads to equality. 

I0...gxl5 l l .Bxh5 

Hi® mm i i mm, m i • ±M m& m m m mm m m m mm. m m 
rmrm m m 

m. m n n 
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ll...fxe4?!** 

Fischer recommends 11..14, shut-
ting out White's B/cl. He regards 
the variation as bad for White. We 
think that the position is still double-
edged: 12.Nd5, 12.Bg4, and 12.h4 all 
provide rich fields for investigation. 

12.Nxe4 d5 13.Q13 Be6 14.Nf6 + 
Bxf6 15.gxf6 h6? 

Black is right in the game after 
15...Nc6 16.Bh6 Qa5+, or 15...Nd7. 

16.Bg4! Qb6 17.Be3! Qxb2 
Better, but still insufficient, is 

17...d4 18.Bxe6!. 

18.Bxe6! Qxal + 19.Kd2 Qxa2 
After 19...Qb2 20.Qxd5! White 

wins as in the game. Now, to ac-
complish his idea. White uses the 
help of the remaining Rook. 

20.Ral! 

R % mm m ii • tm 11 i • MA m m • • mm • 
m M m m • m mmmt 
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20...Qxal? 
Loses . For b e t t e r or w o r s e 

20...Qc4! must be played, with the 
possible con t inua t ion 21.Bxd5 
Qb4+. The situation is unclear, with 
White having compensation for the 
Exchange. 

21.Qxd5 Rh7 22.Bxf7+! 1-0 
The mate is inevitable: 22...Rxf7 

23.Qe6+ Kd8 (23...Kf8 24.Bc5 + 
Kg8 2 5 . Q e 8 + ) 2 4 . B b 6 + Rc7 
25.Qe7+, and 26.Qxc7#. 
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B 96 Sicilian - Polugaevsky 
PAVLOV - PERIOIU 

Bucharest 1963 

l . e 4 c5 2.N13 d6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 a6 6.BgS e6 
7.f4 b5 8.e5 dxe5 9.fxe5 Qc7 
10.Qe2 Bb4? 

• * • m m m •±9i tm mm • 11 m a m m m m m m tmtmmm m « MMM 

mmmm • • mmi± tm Mtm • mtm m • ' 
j t / u u 
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I f l l M M i t t 
SB" • K B ' 
16.Bxb5! Qxhl 17.Bxe8 e5 

Also in case of 17...Qxh2, White 
wins by 18.Qb4 Nd7 (18...Kxg7 
19.Qe7 Qh5 20.Qf6+ Kg8 21.Bc6) 
19.Qe7 Qh5 20.Nxe61, followed by 
21.Nf4. 
18.Qb4 Nd7 19.Qe7 1-0 

l l .exf6! Bxc3+ 12.bxc3 Qxc3 + 
13.Qd2 Qxal + 14.Kf2 O-O 

The only continuation given by 
ECO. For the alternative 14...Bd7, 
see next game, while 14...Qb2 fails to 
15.fxg7Rg816.Nxe6!. 

I5.fxg7 

Evidently, our two examples were 
not available to ECO's staff, because 
they quit the line after 14...0-0, of-
fering 15.fog7 as a final recommenda-
tion. The assessment by Polugaevsky 
is that White has the advantage. We 
think that assessment is very soft. 
White is winning, as our examples 
convincingly show. 
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B 96 Sicilian - Polugaevsky 
MENDE-PERSONU 

Romania 1963 

I.e4 c5 2.NI3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 Nffc 5.Nc3 a6 6.Bg5 c6 
7.f4 b5 8.e5 dxe5 9. fxe5 Qc7 
10.Qe2 Bb4? l l . e x f t ! Bxc3 + 
12.bxc3 Qxc3 + 13.Qd2 Qxal + 
14.Kf2 Bd7** 

This unmentioned continuation 
loses even quicker than 14...0-0. 

15...Re8 15.fxg7 Rg8 16.QM! f6 
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17.Be2!! 
White does not fall for 17.Bxf6? 

Nc6!, but wins with the thematic 
sacrifice of the second Rook. 
17...Qxhl !8.Bxfl5! 1-0 

If 18...Rxg7 19.Bh5+, and mate 
next move. 
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B 96 Sicilian - Poisoned Pawn 

SCHIFFERDECKER -
STRAUSS 

West Germany 1956 
l . e 4 c5 2 .Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 a6 6.Bg5 e6 
7.f4 h6 8.Bh4 Qb6 9.Qd2 Qxb2 
10.Bxf6** 

Is this a forgotten novelty, or just a 
finger slip? Instead of the main line 
lO.Rbl Qa3 1 l.Bxf6, perhaps White 
just played the second move first, 
someth ing tha t happens o f t e n 
enough in real games. If it is a forgot-
ten novelty, then we were not able to 
discover White's idea against the best 
defense. However, the result of all 
these hypothetical mistakes is an in-
terest ing example of the Quiet 
Method of the two Rooks sacrifice. 

10. . .Qxal+ l l .Kf2 Bd7? 
A f t e r 1 l . . .Nc6 , or l l . . . Q b 2 , 

White ' s compensa t ion is ques-
tionable. 

EW m 
mt •XBi m 

m tm i tJx • m 
i m m • m 

1i mtm m m e m • 
tmtm m tm 
S m wA m 

12.Nxe6! fxc6? 
Best defense is 12...gxf6 13.Nc7+ 

Kd8 14.Nxa8, when White already 
has the advantage. Now the sacrifice 
of the second Rook decides immedi-
ately. 

13,Bc2! 1-0 
If 13...Qxhl, then 14.Bh5+ g6 

15.Bxg6#. 

m 
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B 99 Sicilian - Najdorf 
AUZINS - KRAUKLIS 

Corr. 1975/76 

l . e 4 c5 2 .Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4 
4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 a6 6.Bg5 c6 
7.f4 Bc7 8.Qf3 Qc7 9 . 0 - 0 - 0 
Nbd7 10.Bd3 b5 l l . R h c l Bb7 
12.Qg3 b4 l3.Nd5 

Eight hundred years ago, the 
Arabs started their games from ad-
vanced opening positions called 
tabias. This is one of the tabias of the 
1970s, a complicated and theoretical-
ly still unclear position. 

13...Nxd5?! 

Black's best is 13...exd5 14.exd5 
(14.e5!?) Kd8, with White having 
compensation for the sacrificed 
piece. 

14.cxd5 Bxd5 15,Nxe6! fxc6** 

ECO shows only 15. . .Bxe6 
16.Rxe6!, with clear advantage for 
White, e.g. 16...fxe6 17.Bxe7 etc. 

16.Bxe7 Nc5 17.Qxg7 

KM mm • m 
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17...Rc8 
Our theme has a better chance to 

succeed after the more interesting 
17...Bxa2. If White grabs the Rooks 
18.Qxh8+? Kd7! 19.Qxa8, then 
19...Nb3#!. But it does not work, due 
to 18.Bc4l! Bxc4 19.Qxh8+ and 
20.Qxa8. 

18.Qxh8+ 1-0 
After 18...Kd7 19.Qxh7 Black has 

nothing for the Rook. 
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C 00 French Defense 
STEINITZ - WINAWER 

Vienna 1882 
As far as we know, this is the only 

attempt by Steinitz to use the two 
Rooks sacrifice. Unsuccessfully. 

I.e4 e6 2.e5?! 
Introduced by Steinitz. 

2...H6 
Best of all is the simple 2...d6 

3.exd6 Bxd6, or 3...cxd6!? 4.d4 Nf6 
5.Nf3 Be7 6.c4 d5, transposing into 
the Caro-Kann Defense with an 
extra tempo for Black. 

3.d4 c5 4.dxc5 Bxc5 S.Nc3 Qc7 
6.Bf4 Qb6 7.Qd2 

IHH m m m mmm mt tm i i m m 
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A logical continuation, unfor-
tunately not enough to ignite the 
smouldering initiative. 
14...Qxhl 15.exf6 gxf6 16.Bh6 + 
Kg8 

A typical tactical situation where 
one of the players (here Black) can 
win material. 

7...Bxf2 + 
A note of caution! Such tactical 

action always brings a material ad-
vantage. At the same time, as we shall 
see in many other examples, it is also 
the start of a dangerous adventure. 
As a rule, sacrificing an Exchange, 
the o p p o n e n t gains tempi and 
creates conditions for the sacrifice of 
the other Rook. Before you take the 
Exchange, you must see far and 
clearly! 

8.Qxf2 Qxb2 9.Kd2 Q x a l 
10.Nb5 Naf> l l . N d 6 + Kf8 
12.Bxa6 bxa6 13.Qc5 Ne7 

mm mmm m mm mt tm mtm m 
m m • "•" • m m • • • • \tmtmmtm » m m m 

l4,Ne2 

17.Qd4 
It is hard to say where White could 

have played better. The most inter-
esting move is 17.Nf5!? (if 17.Nxc8 
Ng6!) and now not: 17...Qxg2? 
18.Qxe7 Bb7 19.Nd6 Qg6 20.Nf4!, 
but 17...Ng6 l8.Nf4 Bb7!, refuting 
the idea. Now Black wins easily. 
17...Qxh2 l8 .Bf4 Qh5 19.Qxf6 
Nd5 20.Qd84- Kg7 21.Qa5 Nxf4 
22 .Qc3+ e5 23.Nxf4 Qg5 24.g3 
Rf8 25.Ne4 Qe7 26 .Nd5 Qe6 
27.Nc7 Q h 6 + 0-1 
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C 01 French Defense 

GOLDMANN-GRUHN 
Sauerbrunn 1938 

l.e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.exd5 exdS 4.c4 
This position can be reached also 

from the Albin Counter-Gambit: 
l.d4 d5 2.c4 e5 3.e3 exd4 4.exd4. 
4...Nf6 5.Nc3 c6 

Rather than give White the initia-
tive with 5...dxc4 6.Bxc4 Be7 7.Nf3 
0 -08 .h3! . 
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6.Nf3 Bg4 7.Qb3 Qb6 8.Ne5? 
Instead, 8.cxd5 Qxb3 9.axb3 BxB 

gives about even chances. 
8...Qxd4! 9.Nxf7 Kxf7 10.Qxb7 + 
Nbd7 

l l .Be3 
If White grabs the Rook with 

ll.QxaS, then Black wins immedi-
ately, offering the other Rook by 
ll...Bb4!. 
l l . . .Re8 l2.Be2 Rxe3 

Obviously forced, but winning! 
13.fxe3 Qxe3 14.Rfl d4 15.Rdl 
dxc3 16.Rxd74- Kg6 0-1 
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C 06 French - Tarrasch 

CASTAGNA - BURKHALTER 
Switzerland 1961 

I.c4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nd2 NH6 4.e5 
Nfd7 5.Bd3 c5 6.c3 Nc6 7.Ne2 
cxd4 8.cxd4 f6 9.Nf4?! 

This continuation has a bad name. 
9. . .Qe7 1 0 . Q h 5 + ? ! Qf7 
II.Qh3** 

The book line is l l .Bg6 hxg6 
12.Qxh8 fxe5, and White is in 
trouble. However, the idea behind 
the text is no better. 
l l . . .Nxd4 12.Ng6 hxg6! 13.Qxh8 
Nxe5 14.Bbl Bd7 15.Nb3 Nxb3 

16.axb3 Bb5 17.Be3 Qc7 18.B 
KJ7! 19.KC 

Or 19.Qh4 Bc5! 20.Qf2 Bb4+ and 
Black wins. 

fE • • m m fit tm mwm m mmm mmm m 
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19...Ik5! 20.Qh4 

On 20.Qxa8, Black follows with 
Ng4+!, as in the game. 
20...Rh8! 
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We are already familiar with this 
typical second sacr i f ice of the 
remaining Rook. The Queen must 
flee the battle zone. 
21.Qxh8 

If 21.Qf4, then Nd3 + ! 22.Bxd3 
Qxf4 wins the Queen. Also 21.Qg3 
Bxe3+ 22.Kxe3 Qc5+ 23.Kd2 Qd4+ 
leads to mate in a few moves. 
21...Ng4 4-! 22.Kel 

Or 22.fxg4 Qf4+. 
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22...Bb4 + 23.Bd2 Q c l # 0-1 
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C 10 French Defense 
ANTHES-ALTEN 

Stockholm 1909 

I.e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 c5 
Introduced by Marshall. 

4.dxc5 
The theoretical line is 4.exd5 exd5 

5.dxc5 d4 6.Bb5+ Nc6 7.Bxc6+ bxc6 
8.Nce2 Bxc5 9.Nf3 Bb4 + 10.Bd2 
Bxd2+ ll.Qxd2 c5 12 .0 -0 -0 Nf6 
13.Qg5, with an advantage for White. 
On the trail of improvement, Black 
can try 5...Bxc5!?**, see the notes 
after White's fifth move. 

4...Bxc5** 
ECO shows only 4...d4 unclear. 

5.Qg4?! 
If 5.exd5, then not Kurt Richter's 

5...Bb4 because of 6.Qd4!, but 
5...exd5!?. After 6.Nxd5 Nf6, or 
6.Qxd5 Qe7+ 7.Qe4 (7.Ne4!?**) 
Bf5 8.Qxe7+ Nxe7, Black has some 
compensation for the pawn. 

5...Qf6? 
He should play 5...Nf61, and if 

6.Qxg7 Rg8 7.Qh6 Bxf2+!, or 6.Qh4 
Nxe4! etc. 

6.NB Nc6 7.Bg5 Ne5 8.Bb5 + 
Stronger is 8.Bxf6! Nxg4 9.Bxg7. 

8.. .Kf8 9.Qg3 N x f 3 + 10.gxf3 
Qg6 l l . R g l ! 

White paves the way for the two 
Rooks sacrifice! 

II...NK 12.Qc7! Be7 13.e5 h6 

IMML, m m mtm m i m m mt m •AH iff m a • m u 
• & MM 
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14.Bxf6! 
An easy example of the Brutal 

Method. 
14.. .Qxgl + 15.Ke2 Q x a l 
1 6 . Q x e 7 + Kg8 1 7 . Q e 8 + Kh7 
18 .Bd3+g6 19.Qxf7# 1-0 
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C 11 French Defense 
C.TORRE - ADAMS 

New Orleans 1920 
l.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Nf6 4.Bg5 
dxc4 5 .Nxe4 Be7 6.Bxf6 Bxf6 
7.Nf3 c6?! 8.c3 Qc7 9.Bd3 Nd7 
10.Qe2 b6 l l . g4 c5 

Better is l l . . .Bb7 followed by 
O-O-O. 
12.dxc5 Nxc5 13.Nxc5 Qxc5 
14.g5!? 

m m m m m w mtm t m M tm m mm 
m m 

mm 
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14...Bxc3 + ? 
Falls into the trap. 14...Bxg5 is un-

clear. 
15.bxc3!! 

Stronger than 15.Kfl, which also 
gives an advantage. In sacrificing 
both Rooks, White must foresee a 
fine tactical point five moves later. 
I5. . .Qxc3 + l6 .Qd2! Q x a l + 
17.Ke2 Qxhl 18.Bb5+ Bd7 

If 18...Ke7 19.Qb4+, and mate in 
two moves. 
19.Qxd7+Kf8 

20.g6! hxg6 21.Ng5 1-0 

-51-
C 11 French Defense 

ASZTALOS - ALEKHIN 
Bled 1931 

I.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 NfiS 4.Bg5 
dxe4 5.Nxe4 Be7 6.Bxf6 gxf6!? 
7.N13 b6 8.Bb5 + 

Not the best, because ...c7-c6 is al-
most mandatory for Black. A recent 
theoreticaly important example is 
Kortchnoi - Andersson, Reykjavik 
1988: 8.Bc4 Bb7 9.Qe2 c6 10 .0-0-0 
Qc7 l l .Rhe l Nd7 12.Kbl O-O-O 
13.Ba6 Rhe8!? 14.Bxb7+ Kxb7 15.c4 
Nf8 16.Qc2 t"5 17.Nc3 Bf6 18.Re3 

Re719.Red3 Ng6 20.d5 Red7 21.Qa4 
Ne7, with equal chances. 
8...c6 9 .Bd3 Bb7 10.Qe2 Qc7 
l l .O-O-O a6? 

All the following difficulties stem 
from this move. Natural and better is 
ll...Nd7, after which Black would 
stand well. It is worth noting that 
then 12.Ba6? would be a blunder, be-
cause 12. . .Bxa6 13.Qxa6 b5! 
threatens 14...Nb8. 
12.Rhel Nd7 13.Kbl c5 14.dxc5 
bxc5 

Dreaming of an attack on the b-
f i le . P e r h a p s 14. . .Nxc5 was 
preferable. 
15.Ng3 Nb6 l6 .Nh5 c4 17.Be4 
Na4 

Also a f t e r 17 . . .Rb8 l 8 . N d 4 
( t h r e a t e n i n g 19 .Ng7+ and 
20.Nxe6 + ) Black is in ser ious 
trouble. 
18.Qe3! h6 19.Bxb7 Qxb7 
20.Qd4 Rb8 

If20...e5, then21.Nxe5! and White 
wins. 
21. b3 Qc6 2 2 . N x f 6 + Bxf6 
23.Qxf6 cxb3 

m m m • m • m m m m i m t mm X m m m m m at m m m m §§§ tm m&rn m 
mm m a m m mm • 

24.axb3? 
White misses the chance of his life. 

Alekhin's attractive idea to sacrifice 

m m m m m mmm t m m t M MMB m m m m m 
ft wm m m m m 
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bo th Rooks : 2 4 . Q x h 8 + Ke7 
25.Qxb8?? Qxc2+ 26.Kal Qxa2# 
can be refuted by 25.Rd7+!! Qxd7 
(25...Kxd7 26.Ne5+) 26.Qxb8, and 
Black has nothing to show for the 
Rook. 
24...Nc3 + 25.Kcl Rf8 26.Rd3?? 

Incredible! 26.Nd4 followed by 
Nxe6 wins immediately. 
26...Nd5 27.Qc5 Rc8 28.Re2 Nb4 
29.Rd6 Qc5! 30,Qxc5 Rxc5 
31.Kb2? 

Another mistake. Right is 31.Rb6 
a5 32.Rb7, and White must win. The 
rest is not so interesting for our 
theme. White's scanty endgame tech-
nique allows Alekhin to save the 
game. 
31...Kc7 32.Rb6 a5 33.Nc5 Rfc8 
34 .Rb7+ R8c7 35 .Rxc7+ Rxc7 
36.g3 f6 37.NI3 e5 38.Rd2 Ke6 
39.Nel Nd5 40.c4 Ne7 4LKa3? 
Kf5 42.Rd6 Nc6 43.Nc2 Ke4! 
44.Rxf6 Nd4 45.Kb2 a4! 
46.Kc3?! 

Instead 46.bxa4 still keeps some 
winning chances. 
46. . .axb3 47.Nxd4 exd4 + 
48.Kxb3 Kd3! 4 9 . R I 3 + Ke2 
50.Rf4 Kd3! 5 I . R f 3 + Ke2 
52.Rf4 Draw 

-52-
C 12 French - MacCutcheon 

SHISHKIN - GELBAK 
Peterburg 1889 

l .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Ntf 4.Bd3 
Bb4 5.Bg5 dxe4 6.Bxe4 c5 7.NI3 

Theory considers 7.Nge2 as better, 
but leading only to equality. As we 
shall see, 7.Nf3 is incorrectly con-
demned and possibly is White's best. 
7...cxd4 8.Nxd4!? 

Chances are even after 8.Bxf6 
Qxf69.Qxd4. 

8. . .Bxc3+ 9.bxc3 Qa5 10.Bxf6 
Qxc3 + l l . Q d 2 

Both Rooks are on the sacrificial 
altar. Today this is a well-known trap. 

RtUM m mm mt mt i tm M 
M • M M i • if A M • m M M tmtm a •" mtm M'mn 

l l . . .Qxal + ? 
Loses. According to the books, 

Black keeps the better ending with 
l l . . .Qxd2+ 12.Kxd2 gxf6 13.Nb5 
Na6 14.Nd6+ Ke7 15.Nxc8+ RaxcS 
16.Bxb7 Rcd8+, as in Konfi - Len-
gyel, Budapest 1957. Actually, it is 
White who, after l3.Rabl!** (instead 
of 13.Nb5) recaptures the pawn with 
slightly better chances - Minev in 
French Defense, New and Forgotten 
Ideas. 

12.Ke2 Qxhl 13.Nxe6! 

\RBAM®m m m tm mtm i wMm. m mmm 
m • Vt&M, m m • mmm t mtmwmt m mmm 
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In Brask - Gustafsson, Attleboro 
1943, Black resigned here. 
13. . .Bd7 14.Nxg7 + Kf8 
1 5 . Q d 6 + Kg8 16.Ne6! Bb5 + 
17.Kf3 Be2+18.Kxe2 1-0 

-53-
C 15 French Defense 
MOKRY - PYTEL 
Polanica Zdroj 1984 

I .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3 .Nc3 Bb4 
4.Nge2 NI6 

The usual response is 4...dxe4. 
5.e5 Nfd7 6.Qd3!? 

As far as we know, this is first over-
the-board 6.Qd3 game. 
6...c5?! 

Perhaps 6 . . .0 -0!? or 6...b61? -
Mokry. 
7.Qg3 cxd4 8.Qxg7 Rf8 9.Nxd4 
Qb6 10.Be3 Bxc3 + 

If 10.. .Bc5, then l l . O - O - O ! 
threatens 12.Na4. 
II.bxc3 Qb2 

H®JL m m±Wl* H i H i m m i l l • m m± m • M i m m m m tm l l i f f l a m l i l a 

16.Qg5+ Nf6 (or 16...f6 17.Qg7+) 
17.Qxf6+ Kd7 18.Bb5+ wins for 
White, as does 13...Na6 14.Bg5!. 

14.Nc7 + ! Kd8 15.Nxa8 Ne7 
Else While wins spectacularly with 

the thematic sacrifice of the remain-
ing Rook: 

a) 15...Ncxe5 

' 1 f t 

tl 
n 

i&m E is i mt Wk M ±4! 
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& 
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16.Bb5!! Qxhl 17.Qxf8+!! Nxf8 
18.Bg5+, and mate next move, 

b) 15...d4 16.cxd4 Nxd4 

MM m m mt ± m m i a m • m u m • mmm m 
\tm±m mt m m m mmn 

12.NbS!! Qxal + 13.Kd2 Nc6 
Mokry points out that 13...a6 

1 4 . N d 6 + Kd8 15 .Bb6+ Ke7 

15.Bb5!! Qxhl 16.Qxf8 + !! Nxf8 
17.Bg5 + , and mate next move. 
These variations are all given by 
Mokry. 

16.Bxa7! Ng6 17.Bd4 Qxa2 
18.Nb6 Qbl 19.Nxd7 Bxd7 
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• m m H 
HI tUA t mt 
• m rntW m • , mtm m • m am m / m «s§J 

mm m tm 
^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂  iillil̂ sL mn 

M U l i l mtm • if 
w^Mtm m mmm • .VMS." 

tjmtm Mtm 
20.Bd3! 

A third o p p o r t u n i t y for the 
thcmatic sacrifice in one game - this 
is the record! 

20...Qxhl 21.Bxg6 Re8 22.Bb6 + 
Kc8 23.Bxf7 d4 

Desperation. If 23...Rd824.Bxe6!. 

24.Bxe8 dxc3 + 25.Kc2 Bb5 + 
26.Bxb5 1-0 

-54-

C 17 French - Bogolyubov 
SAMISCH-AMATEUR 
Aachen 1934 (Blind simul.) 

I.c4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.c5 
c5 5.Bd2 cxd4V! 

The safest continuation is 5...Ne7. 

6.Nb5 Bc5 
The most interest ing reply is 

6...Bxd2+ 7.Qxd2 f6!?**. 

7.b4 Bb6 8.Qg4 Kf8 9.NO Nc6 
10.Qf4 f6 l l . ex f6 Qxf6 12.Nc7 
Bxc7? 

After 12...Qxf4 13.Bxf4 Rb8 (not 
13. . .Bxc7? 14.Bxc7 Nxb4?? 
15.Bd6+), the situation is unclear. 

13.Qxc7 h6? 14.b5 d3 

15.Bxd3! Qxal + 16.Kc2 Qf6 
The Brutal Method in action. If 

16...Qxhl, then 17.bxc6 with unstop-
pable threats: 18.Bb4+ or 18.Qd8+. 
17.bxc6 Qe7 18.Bb4! Qxb4 
19.Qd8+KJ7 20.Ne5# 1-0 

-55-
C 18 French - Winawer 

HAYENGA - CORIELL 
Corr. 1984 

l.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e5 
c5 5.a3 Bxc3 + 6.bxc3 Qc7 7.Qg4 
ffi 8.Bf4?!** 

T h e o r y o f f e r s 8 . B b 5 + Nc6 
(8...Kf8!?) 9.Nf3. The two Rooks 
sacrifice implicit in this move here 
seems to be unsound. 
8.. .cxd4 9 . B b 5 + Kf8 10.Nf3 
Qxc3+ l l . B d 2 Q x a l + 14.Ke2 

w& m m&R m tm m st m m tm m rnrnt I S J L m t mm m m mt urn m mt m mm 
m i i m h e 
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14...Qxa3! 
As always, the opponent has the 

option to reject the second Rook! 
Here Black's decision is with good 
reason. After 12...Qxhl 13.Bb4+, 
White has a probably winning attack, 
for instance 13...KT7? 14.Ng5+! frg5 
15.Qh5 + ! g6 16.QB+, or 13...Ne7 
14.Bxe7+ Kf7 15.ef6 gxf6 16.Bxf6! 
Rg8 17.Qf4, and Black is lost. 
15.Rbl a5 14.Rb3 Qe7 15.Bcl 
Qc7?! 

He should give up the Queen by 
15...a4! 16.Ba3 axb3, when Black 
stands clearly better. 
16.Ba3+ K17?? 

After 16...Ne7 White's initiative is 
not enough compensation for the 
sacrificed Rook. 

\2MMM mm mt 
m • i ii J* t fi m 
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Black rejects the draw you will find 
here. 
I.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e5 
c5 5.a3 Bxc3+ 6.bxc3 Ne7 7.Qg4 
O-O 8.ND Qa5 

RM&M m® • mtm mt i i 
m wt9 m mtm m s P 

sI'M up 
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17.Ng5 + ! Kg6 
Or 17...fxg5 18.Qh5+! g619.QB + 

and wins. 
18.Be8+ 1-0 

-56-
C 18 French - Winawer 

WIKTORCZYK - BOZEK 
Corr. 1957 

ECO quotes from this game to 
show a two Rooks sacrifice which 
leads only to a draw. What happens if 

9.Bd3 Q x c 3 + 10.Bd2 Q x a l + 
l l . K e 2 Q x h l 1 2 . B x h 7 + Kxh7 
13.Ng5 + Kg8 14.Qh5 Rd8 
15.Qxf7 + Kh8 1 6 . Q h 5 + Kg8 
17.Qh7+ Kf818.Qh5 

ECO stops here. 

mm M M mm m m 
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i" mum 
18...g6?? 

Now White wins, while a f te r 
18...Kg8 he has only a perpetual 
check. 
19 .Qh8+Ng8 20.Qh7! 1-0 

There is no way out: 20...Rd7 
21 .Nxe6 + Ke8 22 .Qxg8+ Ke7 
23.Bg5#, 
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or 20 . . .Nh6 2 1 . Q x h 6 + Ke8 
22 .Qxg6+ Kd7 23.Qxc6 + Kc7 
24.Qe7+ Kc6 (24...Bd7 25.Nc6+) 
25.Qxc5+ Kd726.e6+ Ke8 27.Bb4. 

-57-
C 18 French - Winawer 

CHANDLER - NOGUEIRAS 
Leningrad 1987 

l .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e5 
Ne7 5.a3 Bxc3 + 6.bxc3 c5 7.Qg4 
0-0 

Games with 7.. .0-0 exploded in 
number during 1986-1990. This game 
and next three are the story of a small 
branch of this rich variation. Here 
White tries to disintegrate Black's 
castle at lightning speed using the 
two Rooks sacrifice. 
8.Nf3 f5 9.exf6 Rxf6 10-BgS Qa5 
U.Bxt'6Qxc3 + 

i mm .mm m tm • mt m mmm m m tm m m mm m t mm mtmrnm rm m m m 
17.Bxg6 (17.h5?? Qxh5!) gxf6 

18.Bxh7+ Kxh7 19.h5 Bd7 20.Qg6+ 
Kh8 21.Nc5 (if 21.h6? Bb5+) £xe5 
22.h6 Bb5+ 23.Kf3 Qh5 + !! 24.Qxh5 
Nc6, and Black stands tetter. 

14...QxhI 

A crossroads. 

mm ;mm mtm m mt 
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12.Kdl 
Still unclear is 12.Ke21? Ng6 

13.Rcl gxf6 14.h4 Nc6 15.h5 e5 
16.Qg3 e4 17.hxg6exB+ 18.Kdl, as 
in Psakhis - Bareev, Sochi 1987. 
12.. .Qxal + 13.Kd2 Ng6 14.Bd3 

The following interesting analysis 
by Rogers and ITazai deserves to be 
noted: 14.h4c4! 15.Bd3c3+! 16.Ke2 
Qxhl 

15.Bxg7 

Fbrccs a draw. An attempt at a vic-
tory is 15.Bxg6 - see games 58-60. 

15...Kxg7 16.Bxg6 hxg6 17.Ne5 
Kf8 18.Qxg6 Ke7 19.dxc5 Kd8 
20 .Qf6 + Kc7 2 1 . Q e 7 + Bd7 
2 2 . Q d 6 + Kc8 2 3 . Q f 8 + Kc7 
24.Qd6+ Draw 
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-58-
C 18 French - Winawer 

KUPREICHIK - KOSTEN 
Minsk 1986 

l.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e5 
c5 5.a3 Bxc3+ 6.bxc3 Ne7 7.Qg4 
0 - 0 8.NO f5 9.exf6 Rxf6 10.Bg5 
Qa5 l l .Bxf6 Qxc3+ 12.Kdl Ng6 
13.Bd3 gxf6 14.Bxg6 Q x a l + 
15.Kd2 Qxhl 

mtm • mt 
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16.Bc8 + 

White does not achieve more than 
perpetual check with 16.Bxh7 + 
Kxb7 17.Nh4 Qxh2 18.Qg6+ Kh8 
19.Qe8+ Kg7 20.Qe7+, as in Diaz -
Arencibia, Cuba (ch) 1986. 
16...Kf8 17.Qh5 Ke7 18.QJ7 + 
Kd8 19.Ba4 Qxg2 20.Qxf6 + Kc7 
21 .Qf4+ Kd8 22.Q18 + Kc7 

Rm&m § • mtm m mt 
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23-dxc5? 
White overestimates his chances. 

He should be satisfied with 23.Qf4+ 
and a perpetual check. 
23...Nd7 24.Bxd7 Bxd7 25.Qf4 + 
Kd8 26.Ng5 

If 26.Qf8+ Be8 27.Qd6+ Kc8 
28.Qxe6+ Bd7, or 26.Qf6+ Ke8 
27.Qh8+ Ke7 28.Qxh7+ KfS, and 
Black wins. 
26. . .b6 27.c6 Bc8! 28.Nxe6 + 
Bxe6 2 9 . Q d 6 + Ke8 30.Qxc6 + 
Kf8 3 1 . Q f 6 + Kg8 32.c7 Qg6 
3 3 . Q d 8 + Qe8 3 4 . Q x d 5 + Kg7 
0-1 

-59-
C 18 French - Winawer 

BALASIIOV - BAREEV 
USSR 1987 

l .e4 c6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e5 
Ne7 5.a3 Bxc3+ 6.bxc3 c5 7.Qg4 
O-O 8.NO f5 9.cxll6 Rxf6 10.Bg5 
Qa5 H . B x f 6 Q x c 3 + 12 .Kdl 
Q x a l + 13.Kd2 Ng6 14.Bd3 
Qxhl 15.Bxg6 gxf6 16.Qh4!? 

mm m mi m mmm m mtm m 
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16...hxg6 17.Qxfl6 Qxg2 
Now Black must sacrifice his 

Queen. The other defense, 17...Qal, 
is also complicated - see next game. 
18.Ng5 Qxg5 + 19.Qxg5 Kf7 
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Seems better than the 17...Qxg2 of 
the previous game. 

18.Qd8 + Kg7 1 9 . Q e 7 + Kg8 
2 0 . Q e 8 + Kg7 2 1 . Q e 7 + Kg8 
22.Qd8 + Kg723.Qxc8!? 

Black's pieces are miserably out of 
play, but Balashov does not find a 
way to exploit the dislocation. 
2 0 . Q f 4 + Kg7 2 1 . Q e 5 + Kf7 
2 2 . Q f 4 + Kg7 2 3 . Q e 5 + Kf7 
24 .Qc7+ Nd7 25.dxc5 g5 26.f3 
Kg6 27.a4 a 5 28.Qd8 Nf6 29.h3 
e5 Draw 

-60-

C 18 French - Winawer 
P.BLATNY - SZYMCZAK 

Trnava 1987 
l.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e5 
Ne7 5.a3 Bxc3 + 6.bxc3 c5 7.Qg4 
O-O 8.Nf3 f5 9.exf!6 Rxf6 10.Bg5 
Qa5 l l . B x f 6 Q x c 3 + 12 .Kdl 
Q x a l + 13,Kd2 Ng6 14.Bd3 
Q x h l 15.Bxg6 gxf6 16.Qh4!? 
hxg6 17.QxC6 Qal 

H mmm. w • 
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23...Nc6?? 

Analysis by Blatny shows (at least 
for now) that Black's possibly only 
defense is 23...cxd4! 24.Qxb7+ Nd7! 
(only!) 25.Qxd7+ Kf6 26.g4 Qc3+ 
27.Ke2 Qxc2+ 28.Kfl Qe4! 29.g5 + 
Kf5 30.Qf7+ Kg4 31.h3+! Kxh3 
3 2 . Q h 7 + Kg4 3 3 . Q h 4 + Kf5 
34 .Qh3 + Qg4 35 .Nxd4+ Kxg5 
36.Nxe6+, draw. 

24 .Qxb7+ iNe7 25 .Qxe7+ Kh6 
2 6 . Q h 4 + Kg7 2 7 . Q c 7 + Kh6 
28.g4 Qfl 

Also hopeless is 28...cxd4 29.Qg5+ 
Kh7 30.Ne5 Qc3+ 31.Kdl Rg8 
3 2 . Q h 4 + Kg7 3 3 . Q e 7 + Kh8 
34.Nf7+ Kg7 35.Ng5+ Kh6 36.f4! 
Q a l + 37.Ke2 d3+ 38.Kd2! Rg7 
39.Qf8, and White wins - analysis by 
Blatny. 

29.g5 + Kh5 30.Qh7 + Kg4 
31.Ne5 + Kf4 32.Qh4 + 1-0 
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C 23 Bishop's Opening 

BOWDLER - CONWAY 
London 1796 

l .e4 eS 2.Bc4 Be5 3 .d3 c6 4.Qe2 
d6 5.f4 

(Annotated in the Introduction, 
page xii) 

then l l .Bb5+ Bd7 12.Nxd7 Nd6+ 
(12...Nxd7 1 3 . 0 - 0 - 0 ) 13.Be2 with 
an advantage for White. 

lO.QxdS! Q b 4 + l l . N d 2 Qxb2 

-62-
C25 Vienna Game 

S T E E L - A M A T E U R 
Calcutta 1886 

l .e4 e5 2,Nc3 Nc6 3.f4 exf4 4.d4 
Q h 4 + 5 . K e 2 

(Annotated in the Introduction, 
page xiv) 

immmm m ± m m m i i 
i 
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l2,Nxe4! Q x a l + 13.Kd2 Ne7 
The alternative 13...Qb2? loses im-

mediately to 14.Bb5+ c6 15.Nd6+ 
Kd8 16,Nxb7+ etc. 

!4.Bb5 + 

-63-
C25 Vienna Game 

SIMON - MUNDER 
West Germany 1976 

l . e 4 e5 2 ,Nc3 Bc5 3 .NI3 d6 
4.Na4 Nd7?!** 

The routine 4...Bb6 is better. 

5.Nxc5 Nxc5 6.d4!? Nxe4 7.dxe5 
Qe7 8.Qd4! f5 9.Bf4 d5 

Our thcmatic story begins with this 
move. However, Black has limited 
options. If 9,..dxe5 10.Nxe5 Ngf6, 

imrnm. m 
mtm m m i m m mmwmm m 

m M&m m m m m m m 
tmtm mt m m u: u mn 

14...K18 
A delightful mate occurs after 

1 4 . . . C 6 15.Nd6+ Kd8 16.Nxb7+ Kc7 
1 7 . e 6 + Kxb7 1 8 . B x c 6 + Nxc6 
19.QbS#. 

l 5 . Q d 8 + Kf7 ! 6 . N g 5 + Kg6 
17 .Qxh8 Q d 4 + 18 .Ke2 Qxf4 
19 .Qxh7+Kxg5 20 .h4+ 1-0 
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-64-

C29 Vienna Game 
CARRERAS- BATTLE 

Barcelona 1898 

l . e 4 e5 2 .Nc3 Nf6 3 . f4 Bb4?! 
4.Bc4 

Better is 4.£xe5 Bxc3 5.dxc3 Ng8 
(5...Nxe4 6.Qg4!) 6.Nf3, with ad-
vantage. 

4...Bxc3?!** 

Black should play 4...d6 5.Nf3 
O-O, as in Mieses - Pillsbury, Hast-
ings 1895. 

5.bxc3 d5? 6.exd5 Nxd5 7 .QB 
Nxf4 8.Ba3! N x g 2 + 9 .Qxg2 
Q h 4 + 10.Qg3 Qxc4 l l . Q x g 7 
Qe4 + 

h H H W E • 
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C29 Vienna Game 

MADER - FRISCHHERZ 
Zurich 1986 

l .e4 e5 2,Nc3 Nf6 3.f4 d5 4.fxe5 
Nxe4 5.NO Bb4?! 6.Qc2 Bf5?** 

An out-of-the-ordinary continua-
t ion which ob l iga te s Black to 
sacrifice both Rooks. 

7 .Qb5+ Nc6 8.Nxd5 a6 9.Qxb7 
Qxd5 

RM 11 
mm mm i tm^m H • 
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m 
10.Qxa8 + Kd711.Qxa6! 

The refutation. Remember, the 
second helping need not always be 
t a k e n . Black had c o u n t e d on 
11.QxhS, which would allow him to 
st ir up dange rous tact ics with 
ll...Nd4!. 

l l . . .Nc5 12.Qc4 1-0 

12.Kf2 Q x h l 13 .NO! Q x a l 
14 .Qxh8+ Kd7 15 .Nxe5+ Ke6 
16.Qe84-Kd5 

Or 16. . .Kf5 17.Qxf7 + Kg5 
18.Be7+ Kh6 19.Qf6+, and mate 
next move. 

17.Qxf7 + Be6 1 8 . Q f 3 + Kxe5 
19.d4# 1-0 
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C 29 Vienna Game 
MAZAEV - LOBA 

USSR 1987 
In search of the initiative both 

players sacrificed their Rooks pas-
sively on the first rank. The outcome 
of this butchery was a big material 
advantage for White, but Black con-
tributed to his own downfall. 
I.e4 e5 2.Nc3 Nf6 3.f4 d5 4.fxe5 
Nxe4 5 .Nf3 Be7 6.Qe2 Bf5?! 
7.Qb5 + c6 8.Qxb7 0 - 0 9.Qxa8 

Maybe 9.d31? is stronger. 
9...Qb6 lO.NxdS cxd5 l l .QxdS 
Bh4 + 

m m im 
n m mt mt 
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If 18...Bd3+ 19.Ke3!. 
19.b3 Qa3 20.Bxb4 Qb2 + 
2 l . N d 2 Q x a l 22 .Bxf8 Bc2 
23.Bb4 1-0 

-67-
C 32 King's Gambit - Falkbeer 

SANTASIERE - BAKOS 
New York 1949 

I.e4 e5 2.f4 d5 3.exd5 e4 4.d3 
Nf6 5.Qe2 Qxd5?! 

Theory suggests 5...Bg4! ?. 
6.Nc3 Bb4 7.Bd2 Bxc3 8.Bxc3 
O-O 9.Bxf6 exd3 10.Qe5 d2 + ? 

ECO gives 10...Qc6 ll .Qg5 Qxf6 
12.0x65 gxt'6 13.Bxd3, with slightly 
better chances for White. 

I I . K d l Bg4 + l 2 . N e 2 Bxe2 + 
13.Bxe2 Qxg2 

12.Kdl?! 
Takes a risk. Instead 12.Nxh4 

Qf2+ 13.Kdl Bg4+ 14.NB BxB+ 
15.gxB Q x B + 16.Kel Qf2+ is a 
draw. 
12...NI2 + 

U n c l e a r is 12. . .Rd8 13 .Qb3 
(13.Qb5?? Nf2+ 14.Kel Nd3 + ) 
Nf2+ 14.Ke2 
13.Ke2 Nxhl 14.Qd4 Q b 5 + ? 

Black holds his chances by 
14...Qxd4 15.Nxd4 Bg4+ 16.Nf3 
Nc6. 
15.c4 Qa5 16.Qxh4 Nc6 17.d4 
Nb4 18.Bd2 Qa4 

• mm m±m m±m± 
m m m m u m"m m 
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14.Qg5! 
The point of White's idea. Here 

the Brutal Method of the two Rooks 
sacrifice secures at least an extra 
piece. 

14...Qxlil + 15.Kxd2 1-0 
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C 33 King's Gambit 

ANDERSSEN - KIESERITZKY 
London 1851 

l . e4 eS 2.f4 exf4 3.Bc4 Qh4 + 
4.Kfl b5 5.Bxb5 Nf6 

(Annotated in the Introduction, 
page ix) 

-69-
C 38 King's Gambit 

MARSHALL - PILLSBURY 
Vienna 1903 

I.e4 e5 2.f4 exf4 3.ND g5 4.Bc4 
Bg7 5.h4 h6 6.d4 d6 7.Qd3?! g4 

Theory considers 7...Nc6! 8.hxg5 
hxg5 9.Rxh8 Bxh8 10.e5 Bg7 l l .Qh7 
Kf8 12.Qh5 Nh6! as leading to ad-
vantage. 

Then 13.Nxg5 Bg4 14.Qh4 Nxd4 is 
mid-19lh century analysis by Bilguer. 
A more recent attempt at improve-
ment ended in failure: 13.exd6 Nxd4! 
14.Nxd4 Bg4! 15.Qh2 Qxd6 l6.Ne2 
Re8 17.Nd2 Nf5 0-1, Remaculus -
Brglez, Corr. 1980. 
8.Ngl QfG 9.c3 h5 10.Na3 Ne7 
II.Ne2 Ng6 12.g3! 

White has the advantage, says 
ECO. Actually, the theoretical as-
sessment depends on the next move. 
12...fxg3 

If 12...f3 13.Bg5 f2+ 14.Kfl QB 
15.Qxf3 gxB 16,Nf4, and Black will 
lose the Pawns at £2 and B - Marshall. 
13.RH? 

"13.Qxg3 was safe and simple, but 
then White's Bishop would be fore-
stalled by 13...Be6. I the re fore 
resolved to plunge into the ensuing 
complications, although they should 
have eventually turned out to my dis-
comfiture!" - Marshall. 

Our conclus ion is that a f t e r 
13.Qxg3 Be6 White stands better, 
but probably not so much as recent 
theory claims. 
13.. .Qxh4 1 4 . B x f 7 + Kd8 
15.Bxg6 g 2 + 16.R12 Rf8 17.Be3 
Bh6! 

R mm m m m i m m m 
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18.Bxh6! 
Suddenly in serious trouble White 

has nothing better than the sacrifice 
of both Rooks! As Marco shows in 
Wiener Schachzeitung, if 18.Bf5? 
Bxf5 19.exf5 g l = Q + 20.Nxgl Bxe3, 
or 18.0-0-0? Bxe3+ 19.Qxe3 Rxf2, 
or 18.Ngl? RB!, and Black wins. 
18. . .g l = Q + ! 19 .Nxgl Qxf2 + 
2 0 . K d l Q x g l + 21.Kc2 Rf2 + 
22.Bd2 Qxal 

As Marshall mentioned, White's 
counterattack now sets in. Black's 
lack of development means that his 
King must pretty well fend for him-
self. 
23.Qe3 Rxd2 4-! 

If 23...Qfl, then 24.Qg5+ Kd7 
25.Bxh5 maintains a dangerous in-
itiative - Mieses. 

24.Qxd2 Bd7?! 
Defense with 24...c6 was easier. 

25.Qg5+ Kc8 26.Bf5! b6! 
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In case of 26...Nc6 27.Bxd7+ Kxd7 
28 .Qf5+ (Mieses), or 26...Bxf5 
2 7 . Q g 8 + Kd7 2 8 . Q f 7 + Kc6 
28.Qd5 + (Marshall), White has a 
perpetual check. 

2 7 . Q g 8 + Kb7 28.Bxd7 Nxd7 
29.Qd5+ c6? 

Simpler was 29...Kb8 30.Qg8 + 
N£8! 31.Qxt8+ Kb7 and wins - Mar-
shall. 

30.Qxd6 Rd8?! 

Stronger is 30...Rf8! 31.Qxd7 + 
Ka632.Nc4, with White still keeping 
some drawing chances - Mieses. 

31.d5 

31...RI8?? 

A decisive mistake. According to 
Kaufmann in Wiener Schachzeitung, 
Black can win bv 31...Nc51! 32.Qxd8 
Qfl!! 33.dxc6+ Kxc6 34.Qd5+ (if 
34.Nbl g3 35.Nd2g2! 36.Qc8+ Kb5) 
Kc7 35.Qe5+ Kb7. There is no per-
petual check and the Kingside Pawns 
can advance. 

3 2 . d x c 6 + Ka8 33,cxd7! Rf2 + 
34.Kb3 Qxb2 + 35.Ka4 1-0 

If 35...b5+ 36.Ka5 Qxc3+ 37.Ka6. 

51 
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C40 Queen's Pawn 

Counter-Gambit 
M.LANGE - AMATEUR 

Germany 1858 
l . e4 e5 2 .NO d5 3.Nxe5 dxe4 
4.Bc4 Qg5 5.Nxf7?! 

For 5.d4 see next game. 
5...Qxg2 

EH A m mt i mm i m m m m m. 8 m m m 
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6.QhS 
When a Rook is offered so early, 

we can expect violence and perhaps 
the sacrifice of a second Rook. 
6...Qxhl + 7.Ke2 Qxcl? 

We think that 7...Qf3+ 8-Qxf3 
exf3+ 9.Kxf3 Ke7 10.Nxh8 Be6 
brings White's idea in question. 
8.Nd6 + Kd7 9.Qf7 + Kxd6? 

Black is not easily sated. Instead 
9...Ne7 offers defensive chances. 

m R • mm % m r m tm m •ill mt m.% -t i m m m H 
m m m 
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10.Nc3! 

As we have seen before, White 
cashes his Rook for a tempo. Now 
the King falls prey to White's remain-
ing pieces. 

10 . . .Qxa l l l . N x e 4 + Ke5 
12.Qd5 + 

White could have won quicker by 
12.f4+ Kxe4 13.d3+ Kd4 14.Qd5#. 
12...Kf4 13.Qg5+ Kxe4 14.d3 + 
Kd4 15.Qe3# 1-0 

- 7 2 -

C 40 Queen's Pawn Counter-Gam-
bit 

OREV - GILLIIAUSEN 
Corr. 1956 

l . e4 e5 2.Nf3 d5 3.Nxe5 dxe4 
4.Bc4 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5** 

6 . . .Qxhl + 7.Ke2 g6 8 .Bxf7 + 
Kd8 9.Bxg6?! 

Correct is 9.Bg5+ Be7 10.Bxg6, 
with the same position as in the 
game. 
9...hxg6? 

A f t e r 9 . . .Qxcl 10 .Nf7+ Ke8 
11.Nd6+ Kd7, the sacrifice of the 
other Rook 12.Na3! gives White only 
a draw. 
10.Bg5 +! Be7 l l . B x e 7 + Kxe7 
12.Qxh8 B g 4 + 13.Kd2! Qxdl + 
14.Kc3 Nc6 

Forcing White to give up another 
Rook-which is the thematic winning 
idea! 

RM M mtm m • mm mm 
m mtrnxm 

m,MM J L trntm §§ m mm^w • 
15.Nd2! Qxal T6.Qg7+ Kd6 

If 16...Ke8 17.Qf7+ Kd818.Qf8#. 
17.Ndc4 + Kd5 1 8 . N e 3 + Kd6 
19.N5c4+ 1-0 

LATVIAN GAMBIT 
One of the main lines of the Lat-

vian Gambit is: l .e4 e5 2.Nf3 f5 
3.Bc4. Then both 3...b5, and 3...fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 come to life from the 
considered tactical idea of two Rooks 
sacrifice. Even if the same idea is 
used, the following sixteen games 
(72-87) demonstrate how small dif-
ferences can change the result. We 
should like to express our thanks to 

\Rmjm&mm mtm mtmt j m u m 
• a & mmm m 
mjajMrn 
ftflft® m&M m&m. M M a 
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Viktors Pupols, the world's leading 
expert on the Latvian Gambit, who 
provided us with some of his fascinat-
ing games. 

-72-
C 40 Latvian Gambit 

PUPOLS - STRAUTINS 
Corr. 1970/71 

l.c4 e5 2.ND 15 3.Bc4 b5 
Introduced by Strautins. 

4,Bb3! 
After 4.Bxg8 Rxg8 5.Qe2 Qe7 

6.Qxb5? White won a pawn in 
Siegers - Purins, Corr. 1971, but lost 
an amusing miniature: 6...Nc6 7.Qd5 
fxe4! 8.Nxe5? Qxe5 9.Qxg8 Nb4 
10.Qb3 Nd3+ l l .Ke2 Ba6 12.c4 
Qd4! 0-1. White's play could be im-
proved, yet our feeling is that 4.Bxg8 
is insufficient. The alternative 4.Bxb5 
fxe4 5.Nxe5 Qg5 6.d4 Qxg2 7.Rfl 
Nf6 8.Bf4 is assessed by theory as 
unclear. 

ECO gives 4.Bb3 as a refutation to 
3...b5. And that's all! No analysis, no 
games, which is surprising. 

4...fxe4 5.Nxe5?! 
Theory considers 5.Nc3 to be best. 

Then 5...d6 6.d4 Bg4? 7.Nxe4 Nf6 
8.Bg5 Be7 9.dxe5 leaves Black is in 
t r o u b l e . Black should avoid 
5...exf3?? 6.QxB. Another unsatis-
factory reply is 5...Nf6 6.Nxe5 d5 
7.Nxd5! Nxd5 8.Qh5+ g6 9.Nxg6 
hxg6 10.Qxg6+! Ke7 l l .Qg5+ Ke8 
12.Qxd8+ Kxd8 13.Bxd5 c6 14.Bxe4, 
when White has four pawns for a 
Knight. Perhaps Black should try 
5...Bb7!? 6.Nxe5 Qg5. 

5...Qg5 6.d4 Qxg2 7 . Q h 5 + g6 
8 .Bi7+ Ke7?! 

For 8...Kd8!? see next game. 

mm mm m mtm& m t m mtm mt m WMi • M t m m M tm m m m t t M tm HhHr m mm m m a 
9 . Q h 4 + Nf6 10.Bg5 Q x h l + 
l l . K d 2 

The routine ll.Ke2, with the idea 
l l . . .Bg7 12.Nc3 Qt3+ (12...Qxal 
13.Bxf6+ Bxf6 14.Nd5+) 13.Kd2, is 
worth a closer look. 
I l . . . e 3 + ! 12.Kxe3 Bh6! 13.Bxh6 
Q e l + 14.Kd3 Nc6 l 5 . N x c 6 + 
dxc6 16.Nd2 

Forced, on account of the threat 
16...Bf5#. 
16...Bf5 + 17 .Kc3b4+ 18-Kb3 

IES § « • 11 m m mmt mt i i m tm m m mUt i m m m mm m H t t tm m t m 8 M m 
18...Be6 + ?? 

According to Pupols, Black should 
play 18...Qxal! 19.Bg7 a5(wesuggest 
19.. .Qcll!? as maybe s t ronge r ) 
20.Qxf6+ Kd7 21.d5 a4+ 22.Kc4! 
unclear, but not 22.Kxb4? Rhb8+ 
23.Ka3 Rb3+!!. 
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Our editor followed this line out to 
the end, but then discovered a choice 
for White: 23...Rb3+ 24.cxb3 axb3 + 
25.Kxb3 Q d l + ! 26.Kb4 Ra4 + ! 
27.Kc5 Ra5+ 28.Kb4 Qa4+ 29.Kc3 
Rc5 + wins. But 25.Kb4 c5 + 26.Kb5 
Bd3 + 27.Kxc5 Qcl + 28.Qc3 Qxc3 + 
29.Bxc3 bxa2 30.Be6+ Ke7 31.Nb3 
and is W h i t e real ly lost? Or 
25. . .Rb8+ 26.Kc5 Q c l + 27.Qc3 
Qxc3+ 28.Bxc3 bxa2 29.dxc6+ and 
30.Bxa2+ and White is better! 
19.d5!! Q x a l 20.Bg7 Bxd5 4-
21 .Bxd5 cxdS 2 2 . Q x f 6 + Kd7 
23.Bxh8 a5 24.NO a4 + 25.Kxb4 
Qxa2 2 6 . N e 5 + Kc8 27.Qe6 4-
Kb8 28.N'd7+ 1-0 

Afte r 28.. .Kb7 29.Nc5+ Kb8 
29.Qc6 Qc4+ 30.Ka3 White wins. 

-73-

C 40 Latvian Gambit 
MILEV - METODIEV 

Primorsko 1975 

l .e4 e5 2.N13 (5 3.Bc4 bS 4.Bb3! 
fxe4 5.Nxe5?! Qg5 6.d4 Qxg2 
7.Qh5 + 

As we shall see in the games that 
follow, this check and the sacrifice of 
the Rooks are White's best if Black's 
pawn is on b7. The difference gives 
Black a counterat tack. Possibly 
White should instead play 7.Rfl. 

7...g6 8.BH4- Kd8! 9.Bg5+ Be7 
10.Bxg6 Qxhl + l l .Ke2 Ba6! 

1KB m WM m m m tm m ± m m m flifl m mk mm m • • m m m m 
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12.Nd2 b4 4- 13.Ke3 Q x a l 
14.Nxe4 Qel + 15.Kf4 Bb7 

It is not clear who attacks whom, 
but White has already sacrificed his 
Rooks! 
16.Bxe7 4- Nxe7 1 7 . N f 7 + Kc8 
18.NTd6 + cxd6 19.Nxd6+ Kc7 

Not 19...Kd8?? 20.Qa5#. 
2 0 . Q a 5 + Kxd6 21.Qc5 4- Ke6 
22.Qc4 + Bd5 0-1 

-74-
C 40 Latvian Gambit 
PROBST - LOWIG 

Oeynhausen 1922 

l . e 4 eS 2 .Nf3 f5 3 .Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 S.Bf7+ Ke7 6.Qh5 
Qxg2 

H m, m Pit t i i M i ± m • • • m m a B m BiB m m m B B • m 
& m m m m 

m m m 

7.Be8?!** 
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Theory offers 7.Bxg8 Qxhl + 
9.Ke2 Rxg8 9.Qf7+ Kd6 10.Qxg8 
Kxe5 (not 10...Qxcl? ll.Nc3!, and 
the thematic sacrifice of the second 
Rook wins) l l .Qxf8 Qf3+ , with 
equal chances. 
7...Qxhl + 8.Ke2 Nft? 

Black should try 8...g6!?. 
9.Qf7+ Kd8 10.Nc3 Nxe8?? 

Black should play 10...Nc6!**. 
11.d4 Be7 12.Nd5! 

If 12.Bg5?, then 12...Qf3+ 13.Nxf3 
exf3+ and 14...Bxg5. 
12...BP5 13.Bf4? 

He could have won at once by 
13.Qe7+U. 

14.Qe7 +!! Bxe7 15.NI7# 1-0 

-75-
C 40 Latvian Gambit 
MULLER - KERES 

Corr. 1932 
I .e4 e5 2 .Nf3 f5 3.Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5 + 
g6 7 .BI7+ Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl + 
9 .Ke2 Q x c l ? 10.Nf7 + Ke8 
I I . Q e 5 + ? 

Right is ll .Nxh8+ - see next game. 
ll . . .Be7? 

After 1 l...Ne7 White has no better 
than a perpetual check: 12.Nd6+ 
Kd8 13.Nf7+. 

11 
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12.Nc3? 
The thematic idea works if White 

plays 12.Nd21, for instance 12...Qxal 
13.Qxh8 hxg6 14.Qxg8+ Bf8. Now 
White has winning chances after 
15.Ne5, but our editor suggests a 
more forcing line: 

15.Ng5 (Threat: mate in 2; covers 
the surprisingly useful square e6) 
A: 15...c6 (or 15...C5) 16.Nc4. 
(Threat: 17.Qf7+ Kd8 18.Qxf8+ 
Kc7 19.Qd6+ Kd8 20.Ne6+ Ke8 
21.Qf8#) 

1:16...b6 17.Nd6+ and now either: 
i: 17...Kd8 18.Qxf8+ Kc719.Ngf7 

Ba6+ 20.Kd2 c5 21.d5 Nc6 22.Qxa8 
wins. or 

ii: 17...Ke7 18.Qh8!l Ba6+ 19.Kd2 
c5 (19...Bh620.Qe8+ and 21.Qe5#; 
or 19....Bc4 20.Ngxe4) 20.Qe5+ Kd8 
21.Ngf7+ Kc7 22.Ne8+ Kc6 23.d5 + 
Kb5 24.Nc7+ wins 

II: 16...b5 17.Nd6+ Ke7 18.Qh8!! 
wins. 

B: 15... d5 16.Qf7+ Kd8 17.Qxf8+ 
Kd7 18.Nf7! Ke6 (18...Nc6 19.Nb3l; 
18.. .c6 19.Nb3!) 19.Nb3 Q h l 
20.Nc5+ Kf6 21.Ne5+ Kg5 22.f4+l 

13...Qxal 

R R 
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exf3 ep23.Nxf3+ Kh5 24.Qh8+ Kg4 
25.Qh4+ KfS 26.Qg5#. 

C: 15...d616.Qf7+Kd817.Qxf8+ 
Kd7 18.d5! and wins. 
12. . .Qxc2 + ! 13 .Kel hxg6 
14.Nxh8 Qxb2 0-1 

A game brimming with instructive 
mistakes. 

Be7 (if 18...Kc7 l9.Nd5+!) 19.Qh8+ 
Kc7 20.Nd5+!. 
16.Ne5 1-0 

If 16...Ke6 17.Qf7+ KfS 18.Nd5, 
or 16...C6 17.Qf7+ Kd8 18.Qxf8+ 
Kc719.Nf7, and wins. 

-76-
C 40 Latvian Gambit 

LISO - GASCA 
Corr. 1972/73 

I.e4 e5 2.NI3 f5 3 .Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5 + 
g6 7.B17 + Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl + 
9.Ke2 Q x c l ? 1 0 . N f 7 + Ke8 
II.Nxh8 + !hxg6 

White wins easily after ll...Kd8 
12.Qh4+ Ne7 (or 12...Be7 13.Nf7+ 
Ke8 14.Qxh7) 13.Qf6 Bg7 l4.Qxg7 
Nxg6 15.Qg8+ Ke7 16.Qxh7+. 
12.Qxg6+ Kd813.N17+ Ke7 
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C 40 Latvian Gambit 
ATARS - TOMSON 

Corr. 1973 
l . e4 e5 2 .Nf3 f5 3 .Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5 + 
g6 7.B17+ Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl + 
9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3 Kc7? 

Loses directly. 

\R m m w » 
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14.Nc3! 
Not 14.Qxg8? Qf4l. 

14...Qxc2 + 15.Kel Nf6 
The position is not to be defended. 

A nice variation occurs after 15...c6 
16.Nd6! Nf6 17.Qg5! Kd8 18.Qxf6+ 

11.Bf4! Qxal 
Black is lost a f t e r l l . . . h x g 6 

12.Qxh8Qxal 13.Qxg8. 
12.Nxd7 + !Kxd7 

The alternatives are also hopeless: 
12. . .Kd8 13 .Qe5! or 12. . .Bd6 
13.Nb5+! Kxd7 (13...cxb5 14.Qc5+) 
14.Nxd6 hxg6 15.Qxh8 Qxb2 
16.Qh3+ Ke7 17.Qh7+, and White 
wins. 
1 3 . Q f 5 + Kd8 14.Qxf8 + Kd7 
15.Qe8# 1-0 
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C 40 Latvian Gambit 
MURRAY-PUPOLS 

Seattle 19 66 

l . e 4 e5 2 .Nf3 f5 3 .Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5 + 
g6 7 .Bf7+ Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl + 
9 .Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! e3 l l . B x e 3 
Qxal 12.Bg5+? Kc7 13.Nf7 b6 
1 4 . B d 8 + Kb7 15.Qe5 Na6 
16.Nb5 Rb8 
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An amusing position. Incredibly, 
there is no good way to follow up 
White's initiative. 

17.Bd3 Qxa2 1 8 . N b d 6 + Ka8 
19.Ne8 Qe6 20.Qxe6 dxe6 
21.Be4 Bd7 0-1 

C 40 Latvian Gambit 
BENNER - DREIBERG 

Corr. 1965 

l . e 4 e5 2.N13 f5 3.Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5 + 
g6 7 . B f 7 + Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl + 
9 .Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! e3 l l . N f 7 + 
Kc7 12.Bxe3 Qxal 

13.Bf4+? 
T h e co r r ec t c o n t i n u a t i o n is 

13.Qg5 - see games 80 and 81. 
13...d6 14.Qg5 Bg4 +! 15.Qxg4 
hxg6 16.Nxh8 Nd7 17.Qxg6 Ngfti 
18.Kd2 Re8 0-1 
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C 40 Latvian Gambit 
R.LUNDIN - PUPOLS 

Seattle 1966 

l . e4 e5 2 .Nf3 f5 3 .Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5 + 
g6 7.Bf7 + Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl + 
9 .Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! e3 l l . N ( 7 + 
Kc7 12.Bxe3 Qxal 13.Qg5! bS 
14.Nxb5 +!?** cxb5 15.Bf4 4-
Kb6 1 6 . Q d 8 + Kb7 17.Qc7 + 
Ka618.Qxc8+ Ka5 

mm m mm m • i mm± • m mm H i ® mm m m m m m m m m 
m m M m m mm 
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19.Bc7 + ?? 
Instead 19.Bd2+! offers winning 

chances, e.g. 19,..Ka4 20.Qc3, or 
19...Kb6 20.Nd8, or 19...b4 20.Qxf8. 

19...Ka4 20.b3 + Ka3 21.Qxf8 + 
Kxa2 22.Be4 

If 22.Bd3 Qxd4 23.Be5 Nc6!, and 
Black wins - Pupols. 

22...Nf'6! 23.Qxh8 Nxe4 24.Bxb8 
Qc3 25.Qe5 Qxc24- 26.K13 d5! 
27.b4 Qx£2+ 28.Kg4 Qxf7 29.h4 
Q g 8 + 30.Kh3 Rxb8 31.Qh2 + 
Kb3 0-1 

-81-

C 40 Latvian Gambit 
GRAVE - ALBERT 

Corr. 1968 
This game is probably a decisive 

blow against 10...e3. 
I .e4 e5 2.N13 f5 3 .Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.QK5 + 
g6 7,Bf7 + Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl + 
9 .Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! e3 l l . B x e 3 
Q x a l 12.Qg5+ Kc7 13.Nf7 b5 
14.Qd8 + ! Kb7 15.Ne4 NflS 

HSJJg m m 1 N W i mm± 
wm i m m i mi m m m m m • m m 

£ i i m mm m m m 
16.Qa5! Na6 1 7 . N d 8 + Kb8 
18 .Bf4+d6 19.Nxc6+ 1-0 

-82-

C40 Latvian Gambit 
LEVY-STROBEL 

Ybbs 1968 

l . e4 e5 2.N13 fS 3.Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5 + 
g6 7.Bf7 + Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl + 
9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! Nf)6 

m m mt mm mt m tm msm 
B m 

§f§ mt 
B m m II 
tm m m m ft 
m m m 

l l .Bg5?! 
The immediate sacrifice of the 

second Rook is not so effective here. 
11... Qxal 12.Bxft> + Kc7 13.Nf7 
Bb4 14.Qxh7? 

The only chance is 14.Bxh8!? hxg6 
15.Qg5 b6 16.Nxe4 - Milic. 

14...Bxc3! 
Natura l ly not 14 . . .Rxh7?? 

15.Bd8#. 
15.bxc3 Rf8 16.QK4 b5 17.Bd8 + 
Kb7 18.Qe7 

If l8.Qf4 d6! 19.Qxd6 Bg4+ 20.f3 
BxB+ 21.Kf2 e3+ 22.Kxe3 Qel + 
23.Kf4 Rxf7+ 24.Bxf7 Qe4+ 25.Kg3 
Qg4+ 26.Kf2 Qd7. 
18...Rxf7 19.Qd6 Na6 20.Bxf7 
Qxc3 

White has nothing to show for the 
Rook. 
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21.Bb3 Rb8 22.h4 Ka8 23.Bg5 
Bb7 24.Qxd7 Bc8 25.Qd6 Bg4 + 
26.KJ1 Qal + 27.Kg2 BO + 0-1 

-83-
C 40 Latvian Gambit 

PURINS - ENGLITIS 
Corr. 1971 

l . e4 e5 2 .N(3 f5 3 .Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5 + 
g6 7.Bf7 + Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl + 
9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3 Nf6 l l .Qh4?! 
Eel 

12.Bg5 Qxal 13.Bxf6 Bxf6? 
Loses. For Black's best, 13...Kc7, 

see next game. 
1 4 . Q x f 6 + Kc7 15.Nc4! b6 
l 6 . Q e 5 + d 6 17.Nb5+! 1-0 

If 17. . .Kb7 18 .Ncxd6+ Ka6 
19.Nc7#, or 17...cxb5 18.Qxd6+ Kb7 
19.Bxe4 + Nc6 20 .Bxc6+ Ka6 
21.Qa3#. 

-84-
C40 Latvian Gambit 

GUNDERAM - PUPOLS 
Corr. 1970/71 

l . e4 c5 2.N13 f5 3.Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5 + 
g6 7.BF7 4- Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl + 

9.Ke2 c6 lO.Ntf! Nf6 l l .Qh4?! 
Be7 12.BgS Qxal 13.Bxfl6 

E mm m ii m tm tm « «i t m m i§§ m 
ft 
m i M m ft tm m • B m i 1 m ft mt • 1 m m m m i 

13...Kc7!?** 
An interesting defense not men-

tioned in ECO. 

l4.Nc4 b5 15.Qg3+ d6! 16.Bxe7 
B g 4 + ! 17,Qxg4 hxg6 18.Qe6 
bxc4 1 9 . B x d 6 + Kb7 20.Qf7 + 
Ka6 2 1 . Q x c 4 + Kb7 22.Qb3 + 
Kc8 2 3 . Q e 6 + Kb7 24 .Qb3 + 
Draw 

The play ushered in by 13...Kc7!? 
warrants investigation! 

-85-

C 40 Latvian Gambit 
KEFFLER - ETIENNE 

Corr. 1975 

I.e4 e5 2.NI3 f5 3 .Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5 + 
g6 7.BI7 + Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl + 
9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! NC5 l l .Qg5! 

In our opinion, this is White's best 
continuation. 

II...Ke7? 
The alternatives arc examined as 

follow: l l . . .Be7 - game 86, and 
ll...Rg8 - game87. 

rwimm m m m mtm m i M±M m&m m m m m mt m m m M • m m i ?fti ft g ® m m 
B m • m 
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88 B 1 ! 
i i tm m± mt b m&w m B m mt m m m m rmrmmm m m & m m 

HM&i I# §1 m i i iJl mt 
mxm. m Am • m m m m mtm • 

mmm p. tm&m® urn m m 
I2.Bf4! 

As usual, the sacrifice of the 
second Rook draws Black's Queen 
from the action and provides White 
with another minor piece for the at-
tack. 

12.. .Qxal I3.Nxe4 Bg7 14.Ng4 
Rf8 15.Qe5+ 1-0 

After 15...Kd8, White forces mate 
in f ive moves : 1 6 . Q c 7 + Ke7 
1 7 . B d 6 + Ke6 18.Nc5 + Kd5 
19.Ne3+ Kxd420.Nb3#. 

-86-

C 40 Latvian Gambit 
GRAVE - DILLE 

Riga 1980 

l . e4 e5 2 .Nf3 f5 3 .Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5 + 
g6 7.Bf7 4- Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl + 
9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! Nf6 l l . Q g 5 ! 
Be 7? 

Here, as in previous game, the 
sacrifice of the other Rook wins by 
force. 

12.Bf4! Qxal 13.Nf7+ Ke8 

14.Nxh8 + 

White wins quicker by 14.Nd6+ 
Kd8 (14 . . .Kf8 1 5 . Q h 6 + Kg8 
16.Bf7#) 15.Nxb7+ Bxb7 16.Qa5+ 
Kc8 17.Qc7#. 

14...hxg6 

If 14...KfS 15.Bf7!, or 14...Kd8 
15 .Nf7+ Ke8 16 .Nd6+ Kd8 
17.Nxb7+!. 

!5 .Qxg6 4- Kd8 16.N17 4- Ke8 
17.Nd6 + Kd8 

IEMMM m • 
MT mm • m t m 9mm m m m • m mtm m m a • m tm tm&M m W W m 

l8 .Qe8+! 1-0 

A rare smothered mate in the cen-
ter: 18...Nxe8 19.Nf7#. 
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-87-
C 40 Latvian Gambit 

ATARS - STRUT 
Corr. 1973 

l . e 4 eS 2.N13 fs 3 .Bc4 fxe4 
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh54-
g6 7.Bf7 4- Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl + 
9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! Nf6 l l . Q g 5 ! 
Rg812.Qxf6 + 

ECO gives 12.Bf4 Qxal 13.Nf7+ 
Ke8 14.Nd6+ Kd8 15.Qxf6 + Be7 
16-Qf7 Rf8 16.Qe8+! with an attack, 
Robins-Vitols, Corr. 1972. Our game 
is more convincing. 
12...Be7 13.Qf7 

W h i t e could f o r c e a draw: 
13.Nf7+ Ke8 14.Nd6+etc. 
13...Rxg6 

If 13 . . .Rf8 14.Qxf8 + ! Bxf8 
15.Bg5+, with advantage to White. 

14.Bg5! Qxal 
Also insufficient is 14...Qf3 + 

15.Nxf3 exf3+ 16.Kxf3 Bxg5 (if 
16...Rxg5 17.Rel!) 17.Qxh7! Rf6+ 
18.Kg4 Bd2 19.Qh8+, and White 
wins. 
15.Qxe7 4- Kc7 1 6 . Q d 8 + Kd6 
17.Nc4 + 

Quicker is 17.Nf7+ Ke6 18.Qe7 + 
Kf5 19.Qxe4#. 

17...Ke6 18.Qe7 4- Kf5 19.Qe5 4-
Kg4 20.Qf4 + 1-0 

-88-

C 41 Philidor Defense 
BERNSTEIN - TARTAKOWER 

Paris 1937 
A typical example of the Brutal 

Method. Pay attention to Black's 
move 10...Bb4+! It involves the im-
mediate sacrifice of the second 
Rook, which in its turn provides a 
necessary tempo and ensures the suc-
cess of the final shot 13...Qb5. 
I.e4 e5 2 .NB d6 3.d4 NP6 4.dxe5 
Nxe4 5.Bc4 Be6** 

Tar takower ' s pa t en t . Theory 
recommends 5...c6 as leading to 
equality. 
6.Bxe6 £xe6 7.Qe2 d5 8.Qb5 4- ? 

After 8.Nbd2 Nxd2 9.Bxd2 Nc6 
10.O-O (Herstenfeld - Tartakower, 
1938), White stands slightly better. 

8...Nc6 9.Nd4 Qd7! 10.Qxb7 

H m M&M m 
m wm % i t 4 • tm m m wa i m m m m m m m m m m m m 

m 
£ 
m 

m ft a m mt ® • m 
10 . . .Bb4+! 1 l . c3 Nxd4! 
12.Qxa8 + 

Or 12.0-0 O-O 13.cxd4 a5, and 
White's Queen is traped. 

12...Kf7 13.0xh8 Ob5 0-1 

mm m m 
mmmm± mm mm mmmjm 

m ^mrn • & • • 
mmm a 
m o • • & 
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C 44 Reversed Hungarian 
ABRAHAM-JANNY 

Arad 1923 
I .e4 e5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3.Be2 Bc5 
4.Nxe5! Nxe5 5.d4 Bd6 6.dxe5 
Bxe5 7.f4 Bd6 8 . 0 - 0 ? 

After 8.Be3 White stands better. 
8...Bc5+ 9.Khl d6 10.Bc4? Qh4 
II.Qd5? Be6! 12.Qxb7? 

Also 12.Qd3 Bxc4 13.Qxc4 Nf6, 
t h r e a t e n i n g Ng4, gives good 
prospects for Black. 

1 I . M W I1«B Biftli BAB • • m m , m 

mm&m. m 
m m m j i L . , , 
mtm Mtm mm mmm 

M,MMM 
a I M l i i 

• i i • • mm • mmm m m m 
mmmtm 
m^mm mm 

12, . .Bxc4! 1 3 . Q x a 8 + Kd7 
14.Rdl Nf6! 15.Qxh8 Ng4 16.h3 
Be2 

Black probably plays for his own 
amusement, creating the pattern for 
a Queen sacrifice. A typical quick 
mate here is 16...Qg3! 17.hxg4 
Qh4#. 
17.Qxg7 

17...Qxh3+! 18.gxh3 B O # 0-1 

-90-
C44 Ponziani 

WAYTE - RANKEN 
London 1890 

I.e4 eS 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.c3 Nf6 4.d4 
d5 5.Bb5 Nxe4?! 6 .Nxe5 Bd7 
7.Qb3 

Considered as leading to ad-
vantage. Indeed, but not the way 
White played this game! 
7...Nxe5 8.Qxd5! Qe7 9.Qxb7 

The safest treatment is 9.dxe5. 
9.. .Bxb5 10.Qxa8 + Kd7 
II.dxe5?? 

White wants much, but will lose 
everything! l l .Qd5+ keeps the ad-
vantage. 
l l . . .QxeS+ 12.Be3 

m m m 
m rnprnt mt • rnprnt m 
n i mm m mm • m m a 
tm • m tm, m m 



Take My Rooks 63 

12...Bc5! 
The thematic sacrifice of the 

second R o o k . . . 

13.Qxh8 Nx£2! 
. . . and the point behind it. 

14.Kd2Bxe3+ 0-1 

-91-
C44 Ponziani 

RUTHERFORD -
E.ANDERSSON 

Sweden 1951 

l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.c3 d5 4.Bb5 
dxe4 5.Nxe5 Qd5 6.Qa4 Nge7 

ECO examines this variation main-
ly in Ruy Lopez (C 60), an artificial 
choice. In practice this position arises 
more than 90% of the time from the 
Ponziani. 

7.f4 Bd7 8.Nxd7 Kxd7 9 . 0 - 0 ? 
NfS 10.b4 a5! l l . K h l 

£ m m m m t m * mtm t 
m H m Wi m m A §n & wm • tm m m m • m m m 
tm m t m mm <s? 

-92-
C44 Ponziani 

BLACKBURNE- BURN 
London 1870 

I.e4 e5 2.NI3 Nc6 3.c3 d5 4.Bb5 
dxe4 5.Nxe5 QdS 6.Qa4 Nge7 
7.f4 Bd7 8,Nxd7 Kxd7 9.Bc4! 
Qf5 10.Qb3?I 

White's best is 10.O-O Rd8 ll .d4 
exd3 12.Bxd3 Oc5+ 13.Khl Kc8 
14.Qc2, an idea first shown by Tar-
takower. 
10...Ngf>!? 

Old theory recommended onlv 
10...Nc8 l l . Q x b 7 (1 l .Bxf7 Nd6 
12.Bd5 Qxf4) Nd6 12.Qxa8 g5!, 
t h r e a t e n i n g 13. . .Bg7 - Collijn's 
Larebok. 
II.Qxb7 

Harding proposes 11.0-0!?Bc5+ 
12.d4exd3+ 13.Khl. 
l l . . .Nxf4 1 2 . 0 - 0 

If White grabs the Rook 12.Qxa8, 
then 12...Qg4! 13.d4 Nd3+ wins im-
mediately. 
1 2 . . . Q c 5 + 13.d4 Qxc4 
14.Qxa8?? 

Suicidal. 14.Bxf4 is at least unclear. 

I l . . . axb4! 12.Bxc6 + bxc6 
13.Qxa8 Bc5! 14.Qxh8 Ng3 4-
0 - 1 

In fact, the whole game is a carbon 
copy of analysis by Schiffers almost 
hundred years ago. 

gmMMM m mmtmt mm m • 
mmmM^ mmm m • • 
tm • Mtm 
mm B a g 
14...Bc5! 15.Qxh8 Nxd4 16.Be3 
Qe2 17.Qxg7 NI34-! 0-1 
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If 14.Rxf3, then Q e l + ! 15.Rf1 
Bxe3+. 

-93-

C 4 4 Ponziani 
F A A S - A G A P O V 

Leningrad 1983 

l . e4 e5 2.NI3 Nc6 3.c3 d5 4.Bb5 
dxe4 5 .Nxe5 Qg5 6 .Qa4 Qxg2 
7.Rfl 

Recommended by Keres in ECO 
as leading to slightly better game for 
White. A strange conclusion, be-
cause the position on the 12th move 
is the same as in the established main 
line 7.Bxc6 + bxc6 8.Qxc6+ Kd8 
9.Rfl Bh3! 10.Qxa8+ Ke7 l l . K d l 
Qxfl + 12.Kc2, which is evaluated as 
unclear! 

7...Bh3 8.Bxc6 + bxc6 9.Qxc6 + 
K d 8 10 .Qxa8 + Ke7 l l . K d l 
Qxf l + 12.Kc2 Bf5! 

Discovered as Black's best by 
Minev and Filchev in 1951! Before 
that was 12...f6, refuted by Minev's 
13.b3!. 

13.Qd5?! 

The mast interesting for White is 
13.Na3, intending 13...e3+ 14.d3 e2 
15.Bd2 Qxal 16.Qd5. 

13.. .NH6 14.b3? c 3 + 15.d3 
Qxf2 + ! 

N o t 1 5 . . . e 2 ? ? 16 .Nc6 + K f 6 
17.Qd8+ Ke6 18.Nd4+ Ke5 19.t4+, 
and White wins. 

16.Nd2 Kf6 17.Qd4 c5 18.Nd7 + 

If 18.Ng4+ Kg6! l9.Ne5+ Kh5!. 

18...Kg5 19.Nxc5 

m m m 
m 
m 

B • i f f l i 
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19...Bxc5! 
Giving up the second, idle, R(X)k. 

2 0 . Q x g 7 + K h 5 2 1 . Q x h 8 e2 
2 2 . B b 2 Be3 2 3 . Q f 6 e l = N + 
24.Rxel Q x d 2 + 0-1 

-94-
C 46 Three Knights 

SZMETAN - F R E Y 
Bogota 1977 

I.e4 eS 2.NI3 Nc6 3.Nc3 g6 4.d4 
exd4 5.Nd5 Bg7 6.Bg5 Nce7 

A well k n o w n m i s t a k e is 
6...Nge7?? 7.Nxd4! Bxd4 S.Qxd4! 
Nxd4 9.Nf6+ Kf8 10.Bh6#. 
7.Nxd4 c6 8 .Nxe7 Nxe7 9 .Qd2 
h6 10.Bh4 d5 l l .O-O-O!? 

M o r e promosing than l l . e x d 5 
Qxd5!. 

II...g5 12.Bg3 dxe4 13.Qe3 Qd5? 
Recent theory of fe rs 13.. .Qb6 

14.Bd6 unclear. 

14.Nb5! 
Forces Black to capture the d l -

Rook and creates an opportunity for 
the thematic sacrifice of the other 
Rook. 
14 . . .Bxb2 + 1 5 . K x b 2 Q x d l 
16 .Nc7+ Kd8 
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17.Bd3! Q x h l l 8 . Q d 4 + Nd5 
!9 .Qxh8 + Ke7 20.Qe8 + Kf6 
2 1 . Q e 5 + Kg6 2 2 . B x e 4 + f5 
23.Qe8+ 1-0 

-95-
C 50 Semi-Italian Opening 

RODZYNSKI - ALEKHJN 
Paris 1913 

A pattern for a successful Quiet 
Method, with five precisely calcu-
lated moves between the sacrifice of 
the first Rook and the second. The 
(abridged) notes are by Alekhin. 
I.e4 e5 2.NO Nc6 3.Bc4 d6 

Although seldom played, this 
move is not inferior to 3...Be7. The 
present game affords a typical ex-
ample of the dangers to which White 
is exposed if he attempts to refute it 
forthwith. 
4.c3 Bg4 5.Qb3 Qd7 6.Ng5 

Antic ipat ing the gain of two 
pawns. If at once 6.Bxf7+ Qxf7 
7.Qxb7 Kd7! 8.Qxa8 Bxf3 9.gxf3 
Qxf3 lO.Rgl Qxe4+ l l .Kdl Qf3+, 
and Black has at least a draw. 
6...Nh67.Bxf7 + 

After 7.Qxb7 Rb8 8.Qa6 Rb6 
9.Qa4 Be7, followed by Castles, 
Black's lead in development suffi-

ciently compensates for the Pawn 
sacrificed. 
7.. .Nxf7 8.Nxf7 Qxf7 9.Qxb7 
Kd7! 10.Qxa8 Qc4! l l . G 

m m m m m mm m± mm m m m m 1 mmmm mm mtm tm i § mtm WM. m wn 
ll . . .Bxf3! 

By this unexpected combination 
Black secures the advantage in any 
event. Incorrect would be 10...Nd4 
because of l l .d3 Qxd3 12.cxd4 BxD 
13.Nc3!. 

12.gxO Nd4! 13.d3 
The onlv chance was perhaps 

13.cxd4 Qxcl+ 14.Ke2 Qxhl 15.d5 
Qxh2+ 16.Kd3 Qgll 17.Qc6+ Kd8 
etc., but Black's position is manifestly 
superior. 

13...Qxd3 14.cxd4 

# A R m H ± 
IMJK M^M mmmm^ mmmm mjmmmw tm mum mm m h e 

14...Be7! 15.Qxh8 Bh4# 0-1 
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C 50 Giuoco Piano 

AMATEUR - BLACKBURNE 
London 1880 

l . e 4 eS 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Bc5 
4.Bxf7 + ? 

Sorry Sir, Chess is not so simple a 
game! 

4...Kxf7 5 .Nxe5+ Nxe5 6.Qh5 + 
g6!? 

After 6...KE8 7.Qxe5 d6, or 6...Ng6 
7.Qxc5 d6 White has not enough 
compensation for the sacrificed 
piece. But Blackburne likes to at-
tack! 

7.Qxe5 d6 8.Qxh8 Qh4 9 . 0 - 0 
NK 10x3? 

White should try 10.Qd8. 
10...Ng411.h3 Bxf2+ 12.Khl 

10.d4 exd4 l l . c x d 4 Nxd5 
12.dxc5 Nf4 13.0-0!?** 

Instead of 13.g3 Ne6, with equal 
chances. 

13...QP6 
T h e pos i t ion a f t e r 13...dxc5 

14.Qxd8+ Kxd8 15.Bxf7 seems to be 
slightly better for White. 

14.cxd6 Bh3 15 .Nel cxd6! 
16.Qb3 

If 16.gxh3?, then Qg6+! 17.Khl 
(17.Qg4?? Nxh3 + ) Qxe4+ and 
18...Qxc4. 

16...Qg5 17.g3 Bxf l 18.Bxl7 + 
Kf8 19.Qxb7 Bh3? 

With the laudable aim of sacrific-
ing both Rooks, but it doesn't work. 
Necessary was 19...Rd8 20.Kxfl Qe7, 
and the battle is still ahead. 

S I A • • » t i± m n mtm • • m mmm m m m mt tm m mtm Msm\ 

zm m m Hi mwm UAm m i i • " " m 
i m , . M . Ms m w, m m m m A tm M Mi m m is§ m m 

12„.Bf5! 13.Qxa8 Q x h 3 + ! 
14.gxh3 Bxe4# 0-1 

- 9 7 -

C 50 Giuoco Piano 
DIAZ - LUGO 
Cuba (ch) 1987 

l . e 4 e5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Nf6 
4 .d3 Bc5 5 .Nc3 d6 6.Bg5 h6 
7.Bxfl& Qxt'6 8.Nd5 Qd8 9.c3 Ne7 

20.Bc4! 
If W h i t e grabs the Rooks : 

20.Qxa8+ Kxf7 21.Qxh8, he will lose 
by 21...Qb5 22.Nf3 Qxb2! and now 
the R is embarrassed for good 
squares: 23.Rdl Qc2 24.Rel (or 
R a l ) Qc3 2 5 . R e 3 Q c l + (o r 
25...Ne2+) 26.Rel Ne2+ 27.Khl 
Bg4! wins - Berry. 

20. . .Ne2+21.Khl! 1-0 
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C 50 Giuoco Piano 
GOMES - NETTO 
Rio de Janeiro 1942 

I .e4 eS 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3 .Nc3 Bc5 
4.Bc4 

Transposes into Giuoco Piano. 
Much stronger is 4.Nxe5!. 

4..M 5.d3 Bg4 
Another good plan is 5...Na5. 

6.Be3 Nd4 7.Bxd4 Bxd4 8.h3 
Bh5 9 .Nb5 Bb6 10.Qe2 Ne7 
I I .O-O? 

Better is 11.g4 Bg6 12.0-0-0. 

Il. . .a6 12.Na3?! Ng6! 13.g3 Qf6 
14.Kg2 

sm m m mtm Mtmt tm m && i mm m MA mmm m, m rnmmt mtmmm m m mh&Wm. 

14...Rg8!! 
An original (and winning!) attack-

ing idea. 

15.c3 
There is no defense. If 15.Rgl 

Nh4+ 16.gxh4 g5 17.Kh2 Qf4+ etc. 

15...N'h4+! 16.gxh4 g5 17.Rgl 
BxI3+ 18.QxI3gxh4 + 

m 
• i i tm mrm. 
& m. 

• H m m t m m m m m m 

m 
0 - 1 

As Chernev pointed out, White 
does not wait for the two Rooks 
sacrifice and the consequent mating 
attack: 19.Kh2 Qxf3 20.Rxg8+ Ke7 
21.Rxa8 Bxf2 22.Rg8 Bg3 + 23.Rxg3 
hxg3+, and mate in two moves. 
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C53 Giuoco Piano 
AMATEUR - PERIGAL 

London 1843 
A game of historical interest. The 

sacrifice of the second Rook is not 
compulsory, but creates a lovely final 
pattern. 

I.e4 e5 2.NO Nc6 3.Bc4 Bc5 4.c3 
d6 5 . 0 - 0 ? ! Bg4 6.d4? 

White should play 6.b4 Bb6 7.d3. 

6...exd4 7.Qb3 Qd7 8.cxd4 
For 8.Bxf7+ see next game. 

8...Bxf3 9.dxc5? Nd4! 10.Qxb7 
Qg4 l l . Q x a 8 + Ke7 12.Bg5 + 
Nf6 

Also 12...f6 13.cxd6+ Kd7 wins. 

13.cxd6+ Kd7 0-1 
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C 53 Giuoco Piano 

STRAUTMANIS - PALAU 
The Hague (ol) 1928 

l . e 4 e5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 exd4 
4.Bc4 Bc5 5 .0 -0? ! d6 6.c3 Bg4 
7.Qb3 Qd7 8.Bxf7 + 

White probably should try 8.Nxd4. 
8...Qxf7 9.Qxb7 

9...Kd7 
The conventional technique which 

we already know. 
10.Qxa8 Bxf3 l l . g x D Qxf3 
12.Nd2 Qh3 

m . • M m Mm mt \ mm 9 i mmm hp 
m mt 

11 18 J l tm m m m m o a s mi 

13.e5? 
Fo ldeak (in Chess Olympiads 

1927-1968) claims that in case of 
13.Qf8, Black had planned 13...Nge7 

14.Qxh8 dxc3 15.bxc3 Ne5 16.Qf8 g5 
17.Rel Ng4!, and wins. In our 
opinion this variation is unclear be-
cause of 14.Qf3!?, and White 's 
Queen returns home for a defense. 
Thematic but insufficient seems 
13...Nf6 14.Qxh8! Ng4 15.Qxg7+ 
Ne7 16.NB! Qxt3 17.Bg5. 
13...dxe5 14.b4 

The last critical situation. Foldeak 
claims that if 14.Ne4 Qg4+ 15.Ng3, 
then 15...e4 is strong. We will add one 
more move: 16.b4, with the pos-
sibility of b5, and the position is com-
pletely unclear. 

# mmm 
ffl m&m mt • m m m f§§ n m • • n Mm, it m & m m m m m 
14.. .Nf6! 15.Qxh8 Ng4 
1 6 . Q x g 7 + Be7! 17.Nf3 e4! 
1 8 . N e 5 + NcxeS 19.Bf4 N13 + 
20.Khl Nfxh2 0-1 
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C 53 Giuoco Piano 

MACZYNSKI-PRATTEN 
Portsmouth 1948 

l.e4 c5 2.NO Nc6 3.Bc4 Bc5 4.c3 
Qe7 S.O-O d6 6.d4 Bb6 7.b4** 
Bg4! 

A mistake would be 7...exd4 8.cxd4 
Nxb4?? 9 .Qa4+ Nc6 10.d5, and 
While wins a piece. 
8.a4 a5 9.b5 Nd8 10.Ba3?! 

Better is 10.Be3. 

X © 4 * mm mmt 
m m m m 
I T B f a f s 
• j B i t o . tm m §mtm m&m mss 
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10...f6! l l . R a 2 Nc6 12.dxe5 fxe5 
13.Qd5? 

Already White's position has its 
unpleasant aspects, but this hunt for 
a pawn is risky in the extreme. 
13...Bxf3! 14.Qxb7 

14...QgS! 15.Qxa8 + Ke7 16.g3 
Nf4 17.Rel Qh5!? 18.Nd2 

If 18.Bfl, then 18...Nh3+ wins. 
However, as always when The Quiet 
Method is used, the opponent has 
more defensive chances. Here White 
should play 18.Bxd6 + !? cxd6 
19.Qb7+, with counterplay. 
18...Nft>! 19.Qxh8 

• • • m 
m m » n± 

mmm mtm m m*\ 
mMmrn m m mm mm B M N • rnw m " 

19. . .Qxh2 +!! 20.Kxh2 Ng4 + 
21.Kgl N h 3 + 22.Kfl Nh2# 

This rare mate pattern deserves to 
be immortalized in a diagram. 

H m m m 
i m m w ± m m M m mtm m m 
mmm. m m. m m&m n m m m m. mmm 

0-1 
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C 56 Two Knights' Defense 

EL) WE - RETI 
Amsterdam 1920 

The more famous of the twins. 
See also game 16. The early penetra-
tion of White's Queen on the last 
rank creates an opportunity for the 
sacrifice of both Rooks. That's also 
the refutation of this opening varia-
tion. 

I .e4 e5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Nf6 
4,d4 cxd4 5 . 0 - 0 Nxe4 6.Rel d5 
7.Bxd5 Qxd5 8 .Nc3 Qa5 
9 .Nxd4? Nxd4 10.Qxd4 f5 
H.Bg5 Qc5 

Another good reply is l l . . .Kf7 
12.Nxe4 fxe4 13.Qc4+, as in Sem-
kov-Pinter, Varna 1977. Now, ac-
cording to Timoshchenko, 13...Kg6!, 
and White has nothing for the 
sacrificed piece. 
12.Qd8+ Kf7 13.Nxe4 

For the alternative 13.Radl see 
next game. 
13...fxe4 14,Radl Bd61 !S.Qxh8 
Qxg5 

T h r e a t e n s 16. . .Bh3. If now 
16.Qxh7, then 16...Bf5 traps the 
Queen. 

IE m m&wm m 
mmm m M i m mm, • m rrn m m i mmm • m m mm a i u mtm 
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16.f4 Qh4 17.Rxc4 

17...Bh3! 18.Qxa8 Bc5 + 19.Khl 
Or 19.Red4 Bxd4+ 20.Rxd4 

Q e l # . 
19...Bxg2+ 20.Kxg2 Qg4+ 0-1 
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C56 Two Knights'Defense 
ZICHNER - KOUBA 

Corr. 1984 

l . c 4 e5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Nf6 
4.d4 exd4 5 . 0 - 0 Nxe4 6.Rel d5 
7.Bxd5 Qxd5 8.Nc3 Qa5 9.Nxd4 
Nxd4 10.Qxd4 f5 l l . B g 5 Qc5 
12.Qd8+ K1713.Radl 

For many years this continuation, 
instead of Euwe's 13.Nxe4 as in pre-
vious game, was considered as lead-
ing to a double-edged and unclear 
position. 

13...Bc6! 
The same idea for the two Rooks 

sacrifice; Black merely changes the 
order of the sacrificed Rooks. 

14.Qxa8 Nxf2!** 
It seems that this innovation res-

tores Reti's ll...Qc5 as Black's best 
Theory shows only 14...Nxg5 unclear. 

15.Be3 
The threat was 15...Nh3 + 16.KM 

Qgl+1. 
15.. .Nxdl 16.Nxdl Qb4! 17.c3 
Qh4 18.g3 

If 18.Bf2 Qxh2+! 19.Kxh2Bd6+. 

18...Bd6! 

m mt m mm t m mm i r i l l i St • i m • m m s tm m m & m mm ® 
19.Qxb7 

If White captures the second Rook 
19.Qxh8, then 19...Bxg3 20.Re2 (or 
20.hxg3 Qxg3+ 21.Kfl Bc4+ 22,Re2 
Q B + ) Qg4 21.Rd2 Bh4+ 22.Kfl 
Bc4+, and Black wins. 

19.. .Bxg3 20.Re2 Rd8 21.Bd4 
Bxh2+ 0-1 

mm m m mtm m*m t m m m • m m mtm • mm: m my mmm m 
u • n a m m 
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C 57 Two Knights Wilkes-Barre 

RADFORD - MADSEN 
Los Angeles 1976 

With regard to our theme, the 
most interesting here is that Black's 
sacrifice of the second Rook was not 
voluntary, but forced by the op-
ponent! As for the theory of this 
amazing variation, we will not say 
much. It is not possible! This varia-
tion is so complicated that it needs a 
special treatise, bigger than our 
whole book! 
I .c4 e5 2.NI3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Nf6 
4 .Ng5 Bc5!? 5 .Nxl7?! Bxf2 4-
6.Kfl Qe7 7.Nxh8 d5 8.QO?! 

Recent theory recommends 8.exd5 
as leading to equality. 
8...Bb6!?** 

ECO shows 8...Bh4 9.Bxd5 Nd4 
10.Qa3 Nxd5 l l . Q x e 7 + Kxe7 
12.exd5 Bh3l , and Black wins. 
Naturally, improvements are pos-
sible for both sides! 
9.Nc3 dx c 4 10.Nd5 NxdS 
I I . e x d 5 Nd4 1 2 . Q h 5 + Kf8 
13 .Kel N x c 2 + 14 .Kdl N x a l 
1 5 . N g 6 + hxg6 1 6 . Q h 8 + K17 
17.Rfl + 

Obviously Black must sacrifice the 
remaining Rook. And it wins! 
18.Qxa8 Qf6! 0-1 
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C 59 Two Knights' Defense 
SIIIROV - TOMINS 

Riga 1984 

I .e4 e5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3 .Bc4 Nf6 
4.Ng5 d5 5.exd5 Na5 6 .Bb5+ c6 
7.dxc6 bxc6 8.Be2 h6 9.Nf3 c4 
10.Ne5 Qd4!? 

The usual continuation is 10...Bd6. 

II.14 Bc5 12.RH Qd8 

The oldest and probably best 
answer. 

13.c3 Nd5 14.g3 

Recommended by Keres, but 
shown in ECO only as move which 
deserves attention. Bad is 14.b4? 
Qh4+ 15.g3 Qxh2 16.bxc5 Qxg3 + 
17.Rf2 Nxf4, while 14.Qa4 O-O 
15.Qxe4 Re8!? 16.d4 Bb6 is also 
recommended by Keres, assessed as 
unclear. We will add here 15.b4 (in-
stead of 15.Qxe4) Qh4+ 16.Kdl 
Rd8! with a strong attack for Black. 

14...Bh3 15.Qa4? 

An unclear position occurs in case 
of 15.b4!? Bxf1 16.Kxfl Nxb417.cxb4 
Qd4 18.bxc5 Qxal 19.Nc3. 

15. . .Bxfl 16.Nxc6 Nxc6!! 
17.Qxc6 + Qd7 

Rmm. m m mtm m 
M • mtm • mm m Mtm i J m. m/ m 

&®§ m mrm si n&msm 
17...Bf5 
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\mjmmm m mmm mm m m m mm u 
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18.Qxa8 + 

White must capture the Rooks. 
Hopeless is 18.Qxc5 Bxe2 19.Kxe2 
Rc8 20.Qf2 (if 20.Qd4Nxf4+!) Nb4! 
with a decisive advantage for Black -
Tomins. 
18...Kc7 19.Qxh8 Bxe2 20.Qb8 

If 20,Kxe2 Qg4+ 21.Kel Qf3, or 
20.Qxg7 Nf6L 
20...Bd6 21.Qb3 Bd3 

0 - 1 
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C 60 Ruy Lopez 

ARSENIEV - MALEV1NSKY 
USSR 1979 

l .c4 c5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bb5 g6 4.d4 
Nxd4 5.Nxd4 exd4 6.Qxd4 Qftt 
7.c5 Qb6 8.Qd3 c6 9.Bc4 Qa5 + 
lO.Kdl!?** 

Not mentioned in ECO, probably 
because 10.Nc3 Qxe5+ 1 l.Be3 gives 
White a strong initiative. 
10...Nh6 

After 10...Bg7 l l . Q B (or ll.Qb3), 
Black has problems. 
l l .Bd2 Qb6 12.Be3 Qc7 

If 12...Qxb2?, then 13.Bd4 and 
14.e6. 
13.Bf4 Bg7 14.Qd2 Qb6 

Black does not fall for 14...Nf5? 
15.Bxf7+ Kxf7 16.e6+. 
15.Be3 c5 16.Bxh6? Bxh6 
17.Qxh6 Qxb2 18.Kd2? 

mmm • mmtmtmt 
.MM,., mtm m m » m 
i mm m mm m m mm mtm 
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White is fascinated by the idea of 
the two Rooks sacrifice, which looks 
wonderful: 18...Qxal 19.Nc3! Qxhl 
20.Qg7 Rf8 2l.Nd5 and 22.Qf6 wins. 
However, he overlooks a simple 
refutation. We think that, instead of 
the blunder 18.Kd2?, White should 
play IS.Rel!? with some compensa-
tion, e.g. 18...Qd4+ 19.Kcl Qxc4 
20.Nd2, or 18...Qxal 19.Kcl Qd4 
20.Nd2. 

18...Qb4 + ! 19.Kcl 
If 19.Kd3 d5! 20.exd6 Bf5+ etc. 

19...Qxc4 20.Nd2 Qd4 21.Nb3 
Qxe5 22.Kd2 Q d 5 + 23.Kc3 d6 
24.Qg7 Qe5+! 25 .Qxe5+ dxe5 
26.Rhcl b6 27.Rxe5 + Be6 28.f4 

mmm m 
m m&mtm • m m m • mm m 
y m mm m 
mmm m 
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O-O-O 29.a4 a5 30.h3 hS 31.Re4 
Bd5 32.Re2 Rhe8 33.R12 Re3 + 
34.Kb2 Rg3 35.J5 Rxg2 0-1 
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C 63 Ruy Lopez - Schliemann 
SHLETSER - CHIGOR1N 

Peterburg 1885 

l . c4 eS 2 .NO f5 3.exrs Nc6 
4.Bb5 Bc5!?** 

We decided to classify this game 
under the Ruy Lopez, having in mind 
the move order: l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 
3.Bb5 f5 4.exf5 Bc5!?. By the way, 
this is also an interesting forgotten 
idea. 

5.Bxc6?! dxc6 6.Nxe5 Bxr5 
7.Qh5 +?! g6 8.Nxg6 hxg6 
9.Qxh8 Qe7+ lO.Kdl 

The Brutal Method, which Black 
will use now, works perfectly also in 
case of lO.Kfl Bxc2! ll.Qxg8+ Kd7 
12.Gxa8 (12.Qc4 Re8!) Bd3+ and 
13...0el#. 

10...Bxf2! l l . Q x g 8 + Kd7 12.Qc4 

If 12.Qxa8 Bg4#. 

12...Re8 0-1 
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C64 Ruy Lopez 

KURSCIINER - TARRASCH 
Nuremberg 1891 

l . e4 eS 2.NO Nc6 3.Bb5 BcS 
4.c3 f5 5.Bxc6 dxcG 6.Nxe5 
Qh4!?** 

Recent theory shows only 6...Bd6. 
7 . 0 - 0 fxe4 8.Qb3 Nh6?! 

More reliable is 8...Qh5 - Tarrasch. 
9.d4 exd3 10.Bxh6 Qxh6! l l .Nf7 
QP6 12.Nxh8 Be6 13.Qxb7 

m. mm m mm • 00 i 
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13...Bd5! 
Black must sacrifice the other 

Rook. Otherwise 14.Qxc6+ and 
15.Qxc5 follow. 
14.Qxa8+ Kd7 

Tarrasch pointed out that, despite 
the heavy losses, Black still has some 
chances. White's Queen is out of 
play, his forces are not developed, 
and the King is in danger of direct 
attack. 
15.c4 Bxg2 16.Kxg2? 

Often such wild attacks with many 
sacrifices find themselves refuted 
only after the end of the game. 
White must play 16.Qg8!, trading 
Queens (if 16...Qg5 17.Nf7!) - Tar-
rasch. 
16...Qg5+ 17.Khl Qf4 

E B 
mt m m m m mrmM 
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18.Nd2? 

Preventing the perpetual check, 
White overlooks a forced mate. 
A f t e r 18.F3! Bd6 19.Rf2 Q c l + 
20.Kg2 Qg5+, Black has a draw. 
18...Bd6 19.Kg2 Q x h 2 + 20.K13 
Q f 4 + 2 l . K g 2 Q g 4 + 22 .Khl 
Qh3 + 23.Kgl Q h 2 # 0-1 

9...Qc8 10.Nd4 Bc5 l l .g4? 
This mistake proves decisive. 

Simple and perhaps also best is 
11 .Be3. 

1 l...Bxg4 12 .0 BfS! 

HH mm • 
mi t 1® i mt m m i 

m wm m V m m m m m mtm tm mwm m a a 
13.Qg2 

After 13.fxe4 Bg4 14.Qel Bxdl 
15.Qxdl Bxd4+ 16.Qxd4 Qg4 + 
17.Kf2 Rd8, White is lost 

13...Bh3! 14.Qxg7 QfS! 
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C 67 Ruy Lopez 

JANSA - WESTERINEN 
Gausdal 1989 

I .e4 e5 2 .Nf3 Nc6 3.Bb5 Nf6 
4.O-O Nxe4 5.d4 Nd6 6.Bxc6 
dxc6 7.dxc5 Ne4 

A fairly new continuation, still 
without a clear assessment. 
8.Qe2 BfS 9.Rdl 

Perhaps 9.Be3 is more promising, 
for example 9...Qe7 lO.Rel Bg6 
II.Nbd2 Nxd2 12.Qxd2, and White 
s tood b e t t e r in Tseshkovsky-
Malaniuk. Alma Ata 1989. 

The Brutal Method. If White 
grabs the Rooks: 15.Qxh8+ Ke7 
17.Qxa8, then Black wins by 
17...Qxf3. Also impossible is 15.fxe4 
Bxd4+ 16.Rxd4 Q f l # . 

15.Be3 O-O-O! 16.fxe4 Qli5 
17.Nc3 Rhg8 18.Qxg8 Rxg8 + 
0 - 1 



Take My Rooks 75 
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C 78 Ruy Lopez 

AMATEUR - TARRASCH 
Munich 1932 

l . e 4 e5 2.N13 Nc6 3.Bb5 a(i 
4 .Ba4 Nf6 5 . 0 - 0 Bc5 6.Nxe5 
Nxe4 

An experiment . According to 
theory, after 6...Nxe5 7.d4 Nxe4, 
White has a slightly better game. 
7.Nxc6 dxc6 8.Qf3?! 

Preferable is 8.Qe2 Qe7 9.Rel -
Tarrasch. 
8...Qh4!?** 

A forgotten novelty. The book line 
is 8...Qd4 9.Bb31, with better chances 
for White. 
9.Nc3 

If instead 9.d3Nxf210.Bxc6+ KfS! 
with advantage. White's best is 9.Bb3 
O-O with equality - Tarrasch. 
9...Nxc310.Bxc6 + 

10...bxc6! 
A f t e r 10. . .Kf8 l l . b x c 3 bxc6 

12.Qxc6, Black is in trouble. 
l l . Q x c 6 + Bd7! 12.Qxa8 + 

If 12.Rel+!? Kd8! 13.0xa8+ Bc8 
14.g3 Qf6 Black is better, but the 
fight is still ahead. 
12...Ke7 13.Qxh8? 

Loses. We found another enter-
taining variation: 13.g3 Qh3 14.Qg2? 
Ne2+ 15.Khl Bc6!! 16.f3 Nxg3+ 
17.Qxg3 Q x f l + , but 1 4 . R e l + 
refutes the whole idea. However, 
13...Rxa8 14.gxh4 Ne2+ leads to a 
better ending for Black. Another 
defensive opportunity for White, 
probably the best, is 13.Qf3 Nb5 
14.c3, intending d4. 
13...Ne2+ 14.Khl Bxf2 15.h3 

• at • M m mm t m i 
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15.. .Qxh3 +!! I6 .gxh3 Bc6 + 
17.Kh2 Bg3# 0-1 
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C 80 Ruy Lopez - Open Variation 

LEBEDEV - NEIMANIS 
USSR 1986 

l . e 4 e5 2 . N O Nc6 3.Bb5 a6 
4.Ba4 Nf6 5.Bxc6 dxc6 6 . 0 - 0 
Nxe4 

Transposing into the Open Varia-
tion. ECO recommends 6...Bg4!, and 
that's all! No games, no assessment 
We checked some older sources. All 
we found was that after 7.d3 Be7 it is 
bad for White to play 8.Bg5 h6 9.Bh4 
as in the almost unknown and incon-
clusive game Netto - Naciff, Brazil 
1935: 9...Nh5 10.Bxe7 Qxe7 l l .h3 
Bxf3 12.QxB Nf4 13.Nc3 h5 14.Ne2 
Ne6 15.c3 O-O-O 16.Radl g5 17.d4 

E m& i M tm, mt mt mm m m m m 'W' ' I m m mm t mt m m tm m m 
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(17 .Qf5!?) g4 18.hxg4?? hxg4 
19.Qxg4 Rdg8 20.QB Qh4 0-1. In 
short, another speck on the tuxedo of 
opening theory. 

7.d4** 
The books deal only with 7.Nxe5 

and 7.Rel. 

7...exd4 8.Rel f5 9.Ng5 Be7 
10.Nxe4fxe411.Qh5 + ?! 

Perhaps ll .Rxe4 O-O 12.Rxd4 
Bd6 13.Be3 is better. 

Il...g6 12.Qh6 B15 13.g4?! Bxg4 
14.Qg7 

14.„Qd5! 
We don't know if the sacrifice of 

the Rooks is stronger than 14...R18 
15.Rxe4 BB 15.Rxd4 Bd6, but it is 
much bolder and more interesting. 

15.Nc3?! 

If 15.Qxh8+ Kd7 16.Qxa8, then 
e3l with a decisive attack. Possibly 
16.Qxh7 offers some chances. 

15...dxc3 16.Qxh8 + Bf8! 17.QK 
QfS! 18.Qxf5 gx(5 19.bxc3 Bd6 
20.f4 O-O-O 

m&m • mtm m mt i mtm m M • m^m mt 
m m^m ttJL m m m m trntm m m m m m m 

To our great regret, the rest of the 
game is not available to us. We know 
only that Black utilized his advantage 
and won in 45 moves. 
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D 00 Queen's Pawn 
PEREIRA - SANDER 

Corr. 1983/85 
l .d4 Nf6 2.NI3 g6 3.Bf4 Bg7 
4.Nc3 d5 

Black could also transpose into the 
Pirc Defense by 4...d6. 
5.Qd2 0 - 0 6.Ne5!?** 

Perhaps an unnoticed interesting 
novelty. 
6...c5?! 7.dxc5 d4 8 . 0 - 0 - 0 Nh5 
9.e3! 

Sacrifices a piece. The calm 9.NB 
Nxf4 10.Qxf4 Qa5! leads to better 
chances for Black. 
9...g5 10.Bxg5 Bxe5 l l .g4! Ng7 
12.exd4 Bxg4 

Also after 12...Bc7 13.Bh6, or 
12...Bf6 13.Bxf6 exf6 14.h3, Black's 
position is not enviable - Nesis. 
13.dxe5 Bxdl 14.Nd5! ffi 

The thematic sacrifice of the 
second Rook remains behind the cur-
tain in the following variation: 
14...BB 15.Nxe7+ Kh8. 

h i i « m mtm m mt 
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Kd7 22.Rg7+ Ke6 23.Bc4! Qxc4 
24.Qg8+ and wins. 

Now 16.Bd3! (Stronger than 
16.Ng6+) Bxhl 17.Bf6! and wins. 
lS.Rgl! BO 

If 15...£xg5 16.Qxg5 Rf7 17.e6 Qf8 
18.exf7+ Qxf7 19.Bc4 Kf8 20.Nc7! 
and wins. 

EM m m±m m mt 
m 
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D 07 Chigorin's Defense 
BAKSA - SZIMONIDESZ 

Budapest 1960 

l.d4 d5 2.NI3 Nc6 3.c4 Bg4 4.e3 
e5!? 5.Qb3 Bxl3 6.gxf3 dxc4** 

A forgotten novelty? The book 
line 6...exd4 7.cxd5 is in White's 
favor. 

7.Bxc4 Qd7 

n m 
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16.Bxf6! exf6 
White's attack is already in full 

swing. Nesis mentions the following 
two magnificent variations: 16...Qxd5 
17.Rxg7 + Kh8 18.Rg8+! Kxg8 
19 .0g5 + Kf7 20,Qg7 + Ke6 
21.Bh3+, and 16...Bxd5 17.Rxg7 + 
Kh8 18.Rxh7+l Kxh7 19.Bd3 + Kg8 
20 .Qg5+ Kf7 21 .Qg6+ Ke6 
22,Bf5#. 
17.Qh6 1-0 

If 17...Rf7 18.e6 Qxd5 19.exf7+ 
Kxt7 (19...0xf7 20.Bc4!) 20.Qxg7+ 
Ke8 (or 20...Ke6 21.Bc4!) 21.Qh8 + 

m mtm^M'tMt 
• mm • • 
WJLJBJC mmmm mm mm / \tm • i t u mm m HI 

8.Bxf7 + ? 
How many times will this tempta-

tion claim victims? White should play 
8.Qxb7 Rb8 9.Qa6, and—trust luck! 

8...Qxf7 9.Qxb7 Kd7 10.Qxa8 
Qxf3 l l .Rf l?! 

Maybe ll .Rgl offers more resis-
tance. 

II...exd4 12.exd4 Nf6 I3.Nc3 
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13.. .Bb4! 14.Qxh8 Nxd4! 
1 5 . Q x g 7 + Ke8 1 6 . Q h 8 + Kf7 
0-1 

-114-
D 13 Slav Defense 

A.KRAE.YIER - H.HERMANN 
Detmold (Germany) 1930 

l . N f 3 d5 2.c4 c6 3.cxd5 cxd5 
4.d4 Nf6 5.Nc3 Nc6 6.Bf4 e6 
7.e3 Qa5 

A rare continuation, not men-
tioned in many opening books. 
8.Nd2 Bb4 9.Rcl?! Bxc3 10.Rxc3 
Qxa2 l l . Q c l Qa5 

12.Rxc6? 
The point of White's idea, but he 

has not fully appreciated the pos-
sibility of a two Rooks sacrifice. In-

stead 12.Bd6 offers compensation 
for the pawn. 

12.. .bxc6! 1 3 . Q x c 6 + Bd7 
14.Qxa8+ Ke7 15.Qxh8 

Or 15.Qb7 Ne4 16.b4 Q a l + 
17.Ke2 Qb2! and White is lost - Kurt 
Richter. 

m • • H m m&mtmt m tm • m i • fM , m. t a • m m it M 
m & mtm m m & mmm 

15...Qal + ! 
Not 15...Ne4? 16.Bg5+!. 

16.Ke2 Bb5 + 0-1 
If 17.Kf3 Qdl 4- 18.Kg3 Qg4#. 
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D 17 Slav Defense 
C O O P E R - K A T Z 

England 1950 

l .d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.NI3 Nf6 4.Nc3 
dxc4 5.a4 Bf5 6.Ne5 e6 7.13 Bb4 
8.e4 Bxe4 9.fxe4 Nxe4 10.Qf3 
Qxd4 l l . Q x l 7 4- Kd8 
12.Qxb7?** 

White has nothing better than 
12.Bg5 + ! Nxg5 13.Qxg7 Bxc3 + 
14.bxc3 Q x c 3 + 15.Ke2! Qc2 + 
16.Kel Qc3+ draw, as in Beliavsky-
Steinberg, USSR 1971, and many 
other games before that. Our game 
shows why 12.Bg5+! is mandatory. 

12...QI2 + ! 13.Kdl 

EM A as mt Ut Mt 
wn & mm m 

ffl 1 ! iWr M ' ' 
Hi m m 
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yJM s m mtm 
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Take My Rooks 79 
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13...Bxc3! 14 .Nxc6+ Nxc6 
15.Qxa8 + ICc7 16.Qxh8 Nd4! 

White has worked up a win of both 
Rooks only to find that Black mates 
him soon after. 
17.Qxg7+ Kc6 18.Bd3 

18...Qe2 + 
A big choice! 18...Qc2 + , 

18...QB+, and 18...Qel+ all lead to 
the same result 
19.Bxe2 Nf2# 0-1 
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D 20 Queen's Gambit Accepted 

SCHWARTZ - KIESERITZKY 
Paris 1842 

l .d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.e4 f5 4.e5 
Bc6 5.Nc3 c6 

(Annotated in the Introduction, 
see page xi) 
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D 21 Queen's Gambit Accepted 
JANOWSKI - SCHALLOPP 

Nuremberg 1896 
A short, tactically instructive 

game, and also the death march for 
Black's 5,..Bg4. 
I.d4 d5 2,c4 dxc4 3.Nf3 c5 4.e3 
cxd4 5.exd4 Bg4? 

A fatal mistake! 

6.Bxc4 e6 
If 6...Nf6 7.Bxf7+ Kxf7 8.Ne5 + 

etc. 

7 .Qa4+Nc6 
If 7...Nd7, then 8.Ne5 Ngf6 9.Bg5 

Bf5 10.Nxd7 Qxd7 ll.Bb5 wins the 
Queen. 

8.Ne5 Qxd4 9.Nxc6 Qe4 + 
10.Be3 bxc6 l l .Nc3 Qxg2 

EM B#M& m 
ft mm t t mt m tn • m m 
wmAM BJ. • 
m m m „, Wm 
tm m g » m 
a • m • n 

12.Bd5! cxd5 13 .Qxc6+ Kd8 
14.Qxa8+ Kd7 15.Qb7+! Ke6 
!6.Qc6 + Bd6 17.Bf4! 

• 
i j i l i 

• • m • mm* 
mm.M mm a m $ b mn 
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The Brutal Method. If Black grabs 
the Rooks 17...Qxhl + 18.Kd2 Qxal, 
then 19.Qxd6+ Kf5 20.Qe5+ Kg6 
21.Qg5#. 
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D21 Queen's Gambit Accepted 
G.BORISENKO - GRECHKIN 

Corr. 1955/56 
A game mentioned in ECO as an 

important theoretical example. 
I.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3..NB a6 4.c4 
c5 5.Bxc4 cxd4 6.Nxd4!? e5? 
7 .Qa4+ Qd7 

The alternatives are no better: 
a) 7...Bd7 8.Qb3 Oe7 9 .0-0! with 

a strong attacking position. For ex-
ample , 9 . . .exd4 10.Qxb7 Bc6 
1 l . Q c 8 + Q d 8 12.Bxf7 + Ke7 
13.Qe6#; 

b) 7...Nd7 8.Nf5 g6 9.Bxf7+! Kxf7 
10.Qb3+ Kf6 (if 10...Ke8 l l .Qe6+ 
Be7 12.Nd6+ KtS 13.Qf7#) ll.h4!, 
again with a powerful attack. 

8.Bb5! axb5 9.Qxa8 Qxd4 
10.Qxb8 B b 4 + l l .Nc3! 

ECO stops just in this interesting 
situation, assessing the position: 
White has the advantage. We dis-
agree. White is winning! The Brutal 
Method of the two Rooks sacrifice 
here works perfectly for White, and, 
as the game shows, Black has nothing 
better. 
ll . . .Qxe4 + 

If 1 l . . .Bxc3+ 12.bxc3 Qxc3 + 
13.Bd2! Qxa l + 14 .Ke2 Q x h l 
15 .Qxc8+ Ke7 16 .Bb4+ Kf6 
17,Qf5#!. 
12.Be3 Ne7 13.Qc7 Bxc3 + 

Or 13...0-0 14.Qxe7!. 
14.bxc3 Qc6 15.Qxe5 1-0 

-119-
D 24 Queen's Gambit Accepted 

NIKASHKIN - ISAKOV 
USSR 1960 

I .d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3 .Nf3 Nr6 
4 .Nc3 c5 5.d5 e6 6.e4 a6?!** 
7.Bg5! cxd5 

If 7...Be7 8,d6!. 
8.e5 h6 9.Bh4 g5 10.Nxg5 hxg5 
I I . B x g 5 Be7 12.cxf6 Bxf6 
13.Bxf6 Qxf6 14.Nxd5 Qxb2 
15.f4! 

White does not fall for 15.Nc7+? 
Ke7 16.Nxa8 Qc3+ 17.Ke2 Qe5 + 
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18.KB Bg4+! 19.Kxg4 f5+ 20.KB 
Qe4+ 21.Kg3 f4+, when Black wins. 
15. . .0 -0 16.Bxc4 Qxg2 17.Nft> + 
Kg7 

mm m • m m mm 
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hard to capture the opponent ' s 
Rooks, only to find that he is faced 
with an inevitable mate. The lesson 
is: Don't ever forget that when you 
win both Rooks in the opening you 
are always behind in development, 
hence your King can be in danger. 

l .Nf3 d5 2.d4 Nf6 3.c4 dxc4 4.e3 
c5 5.Bxc4 cxd4 6.exd4 Qc7?!** 
7.Qb3 Be6? 

18.Qh5! Qg6 
The Rooks are offered but taboo: 

18...Qxhl + 19.Kf2 Qxal 20.Qg5 + 
K h 8 2 1 . Q h 6 # . Also 18. . .Kxf6 
19 .0 -0 -0 is hopeless for Black. 
1 9 . 0 - 0 - 0 Qxh5 20.Nxh5+ Kg6 
21-RdS! fS 

Em m®m m 
mm wm± n mm m 
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8.Bxe6! Q x c l + , 9.Ke2 Q x h l 
10.Bxf7 + Kd8 l l . Q x b 7 Qc l 
12.Qxa8 Qxb2 + I3.Nbd2 Ne4 

If 13 . . .Qxal 14 .Qxb8+ Kd7 
15.Ne5#. 
14.Qxe4 Qxal 

22.Rd6 +! Kh7 23.Rgl 1-0 

-120-
D 26 Queen's Gambit Accepted 

REINFELD - BATTELL 
USA 1940 

With an unusual line not men-
tioned in ECO, Black worked very 

m mmm 
II m Wi MM t 

m m • • • • • • • mm m m m mm 
tm m&mtm A m yH 

1 5 . Q d 5 + Kc7 1 6 . Q c 5 + Kd8 
17.Be6 1-0 
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D 30 Queen's Gambit 
BELLANTONE - BELLEMO 

Italy 1973 

l .d4 dS 2.c4 c6 3.e3 Nf6 4.NG 
e6 5.Nbd2 Nbd7?! 

The exact reply is the immediate 
5 . . . C 5 . 

6.Bd3 dxc4?! 7.Nxc4 b5? 

A suicidal weaken ing of his 
Queen's side. If Black thinks that he 
plays the Meran Defense, he is 
wrong! 

8.Nce5 Nxe5 9.Nxe5 Qd5?! 

Another careless move. Better was 
9...Bb7. 

10.Qc2Bb4+ l l .Bd2 Qxg2? 

12.Bxb4! Qxhl + l3.Ke2 Qd5 

After 13...Qxal 14.Qxc6+ Nd7, 
the simplest is 15.Nxd7 (15.Qd6 
Q x b 2 + 16.Bc2 Qxb4!) Qxb2 + 
16.Bd2 and wins. 

14.e4 Qd8 1 5 . Q x c 6 + Bd7 
16.Nxd7 Nxd7 17.Rcl Rb8 
18.Bxb5 Rb6? 

• mm 11 m mmt mt wrnmm m 
mm m 
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19.Qxd7 + Qxd7 20.Rc8# 1-0 
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D 32 Queen's Gambit - Tarrasch 
LOMBARDY - HERNANDEZ 

Tallin 1975 
l .d4 d5 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 cS 4.cxd5 
exd5 5.NG Nc6 6.Bf4 Nffi 7.e3 
cxd4 8.Nxd4 Bb4 9.Nxc6 bxc6 
10.Qa4 Qa5 

Offers both Rooks. ECO shows 
this move as Black's best. As we shall 
see, at least it does not deserve an 
exclamation mark. 
l l . Q x c 6 + Bd7 

m mm n m mmt mt mm m m m mtm, m m m A m • m » m mm M tm a M MA • s 
12.Qc7 

"According to Kaplan and Burger, 
after 12.Qxa8+ Ke7 13.Qxh8 Bxc3 + 
14.Ke2! White wins. Whether or not 
taking the Rooks wins, the grab con-
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stitutes White's best, since now he is 
betrayed by his own intuition and 
loses" - Lorabardy. 

There are true and false points in 
this statement by Lombardy. Con-
sider the following analysis by 
Randv i i r , in which bo th sides 
sacrifice both Rooks: 12.Qxa8+! 
Ke7 13.Qxh8Bxc3 + 

a) 14.bxc3 Qxc3+ 15.Ke2 Bg4 + 
16.f3 Ne4, and, according to mislead-
ing annotations by Keres (Informant 
19), Black wins. In fact it is White 
who has good winning chances after 
17.Bg5 + ! Nxg5 18.Kf2 Q x a l 
19.Qe8+!. Black's best is 15...Ne4 
16.KB Qxal 17.Qb8! Q d l + 18.Be2 
Qxhl, possibly a draw. 

b) 14.Ke2! and now 14...Bxb2 
15.Bd6 + l, or 14.. .Qa6+ 15.Kf3 
Bg4+ 16.Kg3 Ne4+ 17.Kxg4 f5 + 
18.Kh3!, or 14...Ne4 15.Qb8! Qa6+ 
16,Kdl, or 14...Qa4 15.h3! Qc2 + 
16.KG Ne4 17.Be2 Bb5 18.Rael. 
Clearly it is Black who must fight for 
a draw. 

However, as we shall see later, 
Lombardy's 12,Qc7 is even better 
than the grab of the Rooks! 

12...Qxc7 13.Bxc7 d4 
According to Keres, this wins for 

Black. False! 

EH m m mm.t i i Wit m m • m m m • • m m m • m 
• 0 m m tm m m i m 
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14.a3?? 
Keres gives 14.exd4 Nd5 and Black 

wins, but 15.Bd6!! (Randviir) leaves 
Black in trouble. The alternative 
14...Rc8 15.Bf4! O-O (15...Rxc3? 
16.Bd2) 16.Rcl Rfe8+ 17.Be3 Ne4 
18.Ba6! is also in White's favor -
Randviir. In conclusion, Lombardy 
lost the game with the blunder 
14.a3??. 
14...dxc3 15.axb4 cxb2 16.Rdl 
Ba4 17.Rbl Rc8 18.Bd3 Rxc7 
19.Ke2 a6 20.Rxb2 Bb5 21.Ral 
Ke7 22.Ra5 Ne4 23.Bxb5 axb5 
24.Kf3 Nc3 25.Rc2 Rbc8 0-1 

D 39 QUEEN'S GAMBIT -
VIENNA VARIATION 

There is a trap in this thrilling and 
still popular variation. The trap is 
based on a two Rooks sacrifice. It 
occurs in the following line: 

l.d4 dS 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Nf6 4.NO 
Bb4 5.Bg5 dxc4 6.e4 c5 7.Bxc4 
cxd4 8.Nxd4 Qa5 9.Bxf6 Bxc3 + 
10.bxc3 Qxc3 + l l . Q d 2 

M a • m m mmt mt m m m m m m±m m m m m m m m m tm m m tm 
H • mmm 
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Recen t theory recommends 

l l .Kf l Qxc4+ 12.Kgl, because in 
the diagram Black can trade Queens: 
l l . . .Qxd2+ 12.Kxd2 gxf6 13.Nb5 
Na6 14.Nd6+ Ke7 15.Nxc8+ RhxcS 
l6.Bxa6 bxa6 17.Rhcl with equality -
Simagin. What will happen if he 
grabs the Rooks? 

1 l . . .Qxa l + 12.Ke2 Qxhl 
13.Nxe6! 

ECO stops here. The next two 
games show how from the diagram 
position White wins by force: 

-123-
II.MULLER-W.M. 

Corr. 1934 

13...Nd7 14.Nxg7+ Kf8 15.Qd5 
1-0 

-124-
IIAUPTOVA - WAGNEROVA 

Czechoslovakia 1954 
13...ftce6 14.Qd8 + KJ7 15.Qe7 + 
Kg6 16 .Qxg7+ Kh5 17 .Qg5# 
1-0 

-125-
D 48 Queen's Gambit - Meran 

VASILEVSKY - KLIMENKOV 
USSR (Corr.) 1953 

I.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.Nf3 Nfli 4.Nc3 
e6 5.e3 Nbd7 6.Bd3 dxc4 7.Bxc4 
b5 8.Bd3 a6 9.e4 c5 10.e5 Ng4 
II.NgS 

The al ternatives—ll.Be4 and 
1 l.Bf4—are better and ensure an ad-
vantage for White. 
Il...cxd4 12.Nxf7 Qh4!? 

Sacrifices the first Rook. He could 
also have tried 12...Kxf7 13.Qxg4 
dxc3 14.Qf3+ Kg8 15.Qxa8 Nxe5, 
with good compensation. 
I3.g3 Qh5 14.Nxh8 dxc3 
15.Q13?** 

ECO recommends only 15.Be4 
Bb4 16.Kfl as leading to equality. 

m m mt t mtm • mm m 
if • mm, m if mxm m 

& m m B m m m s • s 
15...Ndxe5! 

The sacrifice of the second Rook is 
correct and gives Black a decisive at-
tack. 
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16.Bxb5 + 
The immediate 16.Qxa8 also loses 

convincingly : 16...Nxd3+ 17.Kfl 
Oc5 18.QB Nde5 19.Qf4 (19.Qe2 
Bb7) Qd5! 20.f3 Q d l + 21.Kg2 
Qc2+ 22.Kh3 N£2+. 

16...axb5 17.Qxa8 Nd3+ lS.Kfl 
Qc5 I9.Be3 Nxe3+ 20.fxe3 cxb2 
21.RblQcl + 

%mm^m. m mum mt m p | f m •Iccc mmm* m mmm r MUM 
U S " ' 

\m • # • m 
b # b i i t rnt 
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0-1 
Mate is inevitable: 22.Kc2 Qc2+ 

23.Kf3 N c 5 + 24.Kf4 Q f 5 # , or 
22.Kg2 Oc2+ 23.Kh3 Nf2+ 24.Kh4 
Be7+ 25.Kh5 Of5#. 
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D 82 Grunfeld Defense 
VRANESIC - FOGUELMAN 

Amsterdam (izt) 1964 

I.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 d5 4.Bf4 
Bg7 5.e3 c5 6.dxc5 QaS 7.cxdS 
NxdS 8.Qxd5 Bxc3 + 9.bxc3 
Qxc3 + 10.Ke2 Qxal l l . B e S 
Qel! 

According to Purdy, Black's best is 
II...Qbl. 

12.Bxh8 Be6 13.Qxb7 

13...fS!?** 
A fascinating but forgotten con-

tinuation. All sources available to us 
show this variation as leading to 
equality with one and the same ex-
ample Vaughan - Purdy, Corr. 1945 : 
13...Qc2 + 14.Kf3 Qf5+ 15.Ke2 
Qc2+. 
14.Qxa8 Q c 4 + 15-Kel Qb4 4-
16-Kc2 Qc4 + 17.Kel Qc3 + 
18.Ke2 Qb2 + 19.K13 

Dange rous is 19.Kel O b l + 
20.Ke2 Qxa2+, when Black's attack 
continues. 
19...Qc5 

M .a • urn. at \m;mm IN m » m •P • m m m • £ & &m m m • £ & 
• • HA sag 

20.Qxa7? 
Good or bad, White must play 

20.Ke2. 
20...Qh5+ 0-1 
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E 29 Nimzo-Indian - Samisch 
SHCHERBAKOV - LEV1T 

Leningrad 1954 

I.d4 Nft» 2.c4 e6 3.Ne3 Bb4 4.e3 
c5 5.a3 Bxc3+ 6.bxe3 Nc6 7.Bd3 
b6 8.N13 

The usual and better plan is 8.Ne2, 
intending O-O, e4, and Ng3. 
8 . . .0-0?! 

The better alternative is 8...d6 9.e4 
e5. 
9.e4 Ne8 10.e5 fS? 

A decisive mistake. Black should 
play 10...f6. 
II .d5! Na5 12.Bg5 Qc7 13.d6 
Qc6 14.Be7 Rf7 

Now White wins using the typical 
sacrifice of the Rooks. 
15.Ng5! Qxg2 16.Qh5! g6 
17 .Qh6Qxhl+ 18.Ke2 

mmmmi as i l H l i m mmtm m m mtm 
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If 19...Qg4+ 20.f3 Qg2+ 21.Kel 
etc. 
20.h3! 

Not 20.Ng5?? Qg4+ 21.B Qh5. 
20...C4 

If 20...Kxf7 21.Bf6 and wins. 
21.Ng5 0 + 22.Kel 1-0 
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E 38 Nimzo-Indian Defense 
HUGOT - O'KELLY 

Saarbrucken 1950 
This game shows how dangerous is 

the development of only the Queen's 
wing. 

I.d4 Nr6 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Bb4 
4.Qc2 c5 5.dxc5 Na6 6.a3 Bxc3 + 
7.Qxc3 Nxc5 8.Bg5?!** a5! 
9.Qe5? d6 lO.BxftJ gxf6 l l .Qf4 
e5 12.Qh6 Qb6! 13-Rbl 

18...Qg2 
If Black grabs the remaining Rook 

18...Qxal, then after 19.Nxf7 he has 
only a few harmless checks: 
19...Qb2+ 20.KB Bb7+ 21.Kg3 f4 + 
22.Kg4 Ng7 23.Ng5, and then the 
game is over. 
19.Nxf7 Ng7 

E A p m i 11 • tm i m 11 m m m m m m mm if m m m • s m mtmt s mm lAia 
13...BfS!! 14.Qxf6 
15.Qxh8+ Ke7 !6.Qxa8 

Bxbl 
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16...Ne4! 
Not 16...Qxb2? 17.£3!. 

17.e3 Qxb2 18.Qxa5 Qxf2 + 0-1 
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E 41 Nimzo-Indian Defense 
GELLER - GOLOMBEK 

Budapest 1952 
A game mentioned in ECO as 

theoretical example. For us it is also 
an example where the thematic two 
Rooks sacrifice is used as defensive 
device. 

I.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e3 
cS S.a3 cxd4 6.axb4 dxc3 7.ND!? 

A very promising gambit, while 
7.bxc3 gives White some small plus. 
7.. .cxb2 8.Bxb2 d5 9.c5 b6 
10 .Bb5+ Bd7 I l . B x d 7 + Nfxd7 
12.Qc2 

According to Ragozin White 
should play 12.Qa4! bxc5 13.bxc5 
Qc814.0-0!, with a strong initiative. 
12...Nc6! 13.Bxg7 Nxb4 14.Qbl 
Rg8 15.c6 Nxc6! 

Only so. If 15...Nc5, then 16.Qxh7 
Rxg7 17.Qxg7 Nc2+ 18.Ke2 Nxal 
19.Rxal, and White has clearly better 
chances. 

16.Qxh7 NP6!! 

ECO stops to claim equality just 
here, when Black gives up both his 
Rooks! There are some fur ther 
details which must be known. 

17.Bxf6 Qxfi6 18.Qxg8+ Kd7! 
Not 18...Ke7?? 19.Qg5!. 

19.Ne5 + !?NxeS! 
If 19...Qxe5??, then 20.Qxf7+, fol-

lowed by 21.0-0 . 

20.Qxa8 

m • m • 
v m r • mtm m • m m m m m m 

m mt m m • s • 
20...NE3 + !21.gx£3 

After 21.Ke2 Qb2+ 22.KxB Qf6+ 
Black achieves the perpetual check 
without regaining any material. 

21...Qxal + 22.Ke2 Q b 2 + Draw 
There is no escape: 23.Kfl Qbl + 

24.Kg2 Qg6+ etc. 



88 'lake My Rooks 
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E 42 Nimzo-Indian Defense 

LANDAU - OZOLS 
Kemeri 1937 

l .d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e3 
c5 5 . N g e 2 Nc6 6 .a3 Bxc3 + 
7.Nxc3 cxd4 8.exd4 d5 9.c5 O-O 
10.Be2 e5! l l .dxeS Nxe5 12.Bg5? 

Black's d-pawn must be stopped by 
12.Be3. 
12...d4 13.Ne4 Qd5! 14.Nxf6 + 

There is no turning back now. In 
the alternative 14.Bxf6 Qxe415.Bxe5 
Qxe5 1 6 . 0 - 0 Qxc5 17.Rcl White 
has not enough compensation tor the 
pawn. 

14...gxf6 15.Bxf6 Qxg2 

16.Qxd4 
C o u r a g e o u s l y giving up bo th 

Rooks. The tournament book claims 
that if 16.Rfl Ng4, White is lost. It is 
hard to argue with that conclusion, 
but White still has some chances 
after, sav, 17.Qxd4 Nxh2 1 8 . 0 - 0 - 0 
Nxfl 19.Bxfl. 
16...Nc6? 

White's idea was miscalculated! 
Black could win by capturing the 
Rooks: 16...Qxhl + 17.Kd2 Qxal 
18.Qxe5 Qgl 19.Bd3 Qxf2+ 20.Kc3 
h6!. 

imm m±m i n 
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17.Qd5!< Qg6 
Of course 17...Qxd5?? 18.Rgl+ is 

mate. 
18 .Qg5 h6 19 .Qh4 Re8 
2 0 . 0 - 0 - 0 Re4 2 1 . R h g l Rxh4 
2 2 . B x h 4 Kh7 2 3 . B d 3 ! Bf5 
24.Rxg6 Bxg6 25.Bxg6 + Kxg6 
2 6 . R d 7 NeS 2 7 . R d 6 + K h 7 
28.Bg3 Re8 29.Rd5 Nc6 30.Rd7 
Re7 31.Rxe7 Nxe7 32.Kd2 Kg6 
33 .Kd3 KfS 34.b4 Ke6 35.Kc4 
a6 36.a4 f5 37.bS axb5 + 38.axb5 
NdS 39.Bb8 Nffi 40.Bf4 h5 41.c6 
bxc6 42 .b6! Nd5 43 .b7 Nb6 + 
44.Kc5 N d 7 + 4 5 . K x c 6 1-0 

-131-
E 45 Nimzo-Indian Defense 

Z.MILEV • BOBEKOV 
Bulgaria (ch) 1958 

A game mentioned in ECO as an 
important theoretical example. 
Ld4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e3 
b6 5.Nge2 Ba6 6.a3 Be7 7.Nf4 
d5 8.cxd5 Bxf l 9.Kxfl Nxd5?» 

Better is 9...exd5 with a small plus 
for White. 
10.Ncxd5 exd5 l l . Q h S ! g5 

If ll...c6 12.Ne6!. 
12 .Ne6! Q d 7 1 3 . N g 7 + Kf8 
14.Qh6 Qc6 

1 A mm mmt 
J*JKUBkM 
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The only move. If 14...Kg8 15.Nh5 
and wins. 
15.Ne6 + Ke8 16.Qg7 

ECO stops here with the assess-
ment that White wins. As we shall 
see, it is not so easy and requires the 
use of tactics, including the two 
Rooks sacrifice. 
16...Qc2! 

Threatening 17...Qdl#. 
17.Qxh8 + Kd7 18.Bd2! Qxb2 

HP8 B| i! m w± H i m m m HI 
11 Bill n 
B 1! • 

M B M m «?gf A ̂  m p' jjp ptp 
22.Ral! Qxal 23.NI5 + 1-0 e m m b % 
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19.Ng7! Q x a l + 20.Ke2 Qxa3 

If Black grabs the other Rook, 
20 . . .Qxh l , then 2 1 . Q e 8 + Kd6 
22 .Nf5 + Ke6 23 .Qxe7 + Kxf5 
24 .Qxf7 + Kg4 2 5 . Q f 3 + Kh4 
26.Qh3#. However, Black cannot 
avoid this variation because of our 
old friend, the continuous sacrifice of 
the second Rook. 
21.Qe8+ Kd6 



90 'lake My Rooks 

FIVE ADDITIONAL GAMES 
Just when the manuscript was 

ready for print, we collected five 
more games which illustrate our tac-
tical theme. We believe that the 
reader is already familiar with the 
ideas beh ind the Two Rooks 
Sacrifice, and we present these addi-
tional examples with light annota-
tions. 

-132-
A 83 Dutch - Staunton Gambit 

EDGAR -LOTT 
Corr. 1955 

I .d4 f5 2.e4 fxe4 3 .Nc3 Nf6 
4.Bg5 e6 5 .Bxf6 Qxf6 6.Nxe4 
Qg6? 

A decisive error! According to 
theory, Black's best continuation is 
6...Qh6 with equal chances. 
7.Bd3! Qxg2 8.Qh5 + g6 9.QeS 
Qxhl 10.Qxh8! Q x g l + l l . K d 2 
Qxal 

12.NA6 + Ke7 
If 12 . . .Kf7 1 3 . Q g 8 + Kxf6 

14.Qxf8+ Kg5 15.f4+ and Black 
loses as in Goring - Minckwitz, Wies-
baden 1871, e.g. 15...Kg4 16.Qh6. 
13.Nd5 + ! exd5 14,Oxh7+ Kd6 

If 14. . .Kd8 15 .Qh4 + Be7 
16.Qh8+. 
1 5 . Q x g 6 + Ke7 1 6 . Q g 5 + Kf7 
17.Bg6 + Kg8 18.Qf6! Bb4 + 
19.c3! 1-0 

After 19...Qxb2+ 20.Kdl Qal + 
21.Ke2 Qb2+ 22.KB Qxc3+ 23.Kg2 
there are no more checks and the 
mate is inevitable. 

-133-
B 20 Sicilian - Wing Gambit 

L.WOOD - A.MEASE 
USA (Corr.) 1949 

l .e4 c5 2.b4 cxb4 3.a3 d5 4.e5 
Nc6 5.d4 Qb6 6.Nf3?!** 

ECO shows only 6.Ne2 and 6.Be3. 
6...Bg4 7.Bb2? bxa3 8.Bxa3 Bxf3 
9.Qxf3 Qxd4 10.e6 

White 's hope is I0. . . fxe6, or 
10...Qe5+ 1 l .Be2 Qxe6 12 .0 -0 , 
with some compensation for the 
sacrificed material. Black refutes this 
idea, offering both Rooks! In short, 
the Brutal Method in action. 

mt mt mt m tm m m mtm m m m m m m m m r m mm mm 
10 . . .Qxa l ! l l . Q x f 7 + Kd8 
1 2 . Q x f 8 + Kc7 13.Qxa8 Nf6!! 
14.Qxh8 Qxbl + 15.Kd2 Ne4 + 

M m± mtm Ml m t t m m m • m mm m m msi • m 
i p tm. m m 
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16.Ke3 Q b 6 + 17.Kf3 Qxf2 + 
18 .Kg4Ne5+ 0-1 

-134-
C18 French Winawer 

DOBRININ - SEBAGH 
Corr. 1988/89 

l .e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e5 
c5 5.a3 Bxc3+ 6.bxc3 Ne7 7.Qg4 
Qc7 8.Qxg7 Rg8 9.Qxh7 cxd4 
lO.Kdl Nd7 11.NI3 Nxe5 12.Bf4 
Qxc3 13.Nxe5 Q x a l + 14 .Bcl 
R18 15.Bd3 Bd7 16.Ke2 Nc6 

17.Bg5?!** 
According to Uhlmann, White's 

only continuation is 17.Nxf7 Rxf7 
18 .Qg8+ R f 8 19 .Bg6+ Ke7 
2 0 . Q g 7 + Kd6 2 1 . B f 4 + Rxf4! 
22.Rxal Rg4 23.Qh6 Ne5 24.Bd3 
Rxg2 unclear. 
17...Qxa3! 

If Black grabs the second Rook 
17...Qxhl?, then the tactical idea 
works per fec t ly : 18.Nxf7 Rxf7 
19.Qg8+ Rf8 20.Bg6 mate. 
18.Ng4 

Or 18.Ng6? e5! 19.Nxf8 Qxf8 
20.Bh6 Qd6 21.Qh8+ Ke7 22.Bg5 + 
f6 23,Qg7 + Kd8 24.Bxf6+ Kc7, 
threatening 25...e4. 

18...e5! 19.NH6+ Kd8 20.Nxd5 + 
Kc8 21.Qg7 Re8 22.NF6 e4! 
23 .Bxe4 d3 + 24 .Kd2 Q a 5 + ! 
25.c3 Rd8 26.Nxd7 Rxd7 27.Rel 

If 27.Qg8+ Nd8 28.Bf6 Qa2 + 
29.Ke3 Qe2+ 30.Kf4 d2 and Black 
wins. 

27. . .Qa2+ 28.Ke3 Kc7 29.Bf4 + 
Kb6 30.Qg4 Re7 31.Bd6 

m M M mm m± m 
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31...Rg8! 0-1 

White is lost, for example: 
32.Qxg8? Rxe4+ 33.Kxe4 f5 + 

winning the Queen, or 
32.Qdl Rxe4+ 33.Kxe4 Re8 + 

34.Kxd3 Rxel 35.Qxel Qd5+ and 
36...Qxd6 winning a piece, or 

3 2 . Q f 3 N e 5 33.Bxe5 Rxe5 
34.Qf6+ Re6 35.Qd4+ Kc7 36.Kf3 
d237.Rdl Rd838.Qc5+ Kb839.Qg5 
Rde8 40.Qf4 + Ka8 41.Rxd2 Qa5! 
42.Rd3 Qh5+ 43.g4 Qh3+ 44.Qg3 
Qxg3 45.fxg3 Rxe4 and Black wins 
easily. 

E m. mm m mt • # 
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-135-
C21 Danish Gambit 

C.WATSON - AMATEUR 
Melbourne 1916 

Black's play is of low quality. The 
game deserves attention only be-
cause of White's bold sacrifice of 
both Rooks and the tactical shot at 
the end. 
I.e4 e5 2.d4 exd4 3.c3 dxc3 
4.Bc4 c6** S.Nxc3 b5?! 6.Bb3 b4 
7 .Nce2 Qf6? 8.N13 h6 9.Be3 
Qg6? 10.Ne5 Qxg2 l l . Q d 4 ! 
Q x h l ! 2 . K d 2 Q x a l 13.Bxr7 + 
Kd8 14.Nf4 c5 

If 14...d6 15.Nt'g6 Be7 16.Qb6+!. 
1 5 . N e 6 + Ke7 16.Qd5 Qxb2 + 
17.Kel d6 18.f4 

Even though it looks as though 
Black has been asking to be delivered 
by a quick brilliancy, the position 
would be unclear after 18...dxe5, in 
particular after l9.Bxc5+ Kf6. 
18...Nf6? 

sin m m 
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C 57 Fried Liver Attack 
J.BERRY-I.OLSON 

Vancouver 1968 
15 minutes per side. Notes by 

J.Berry. 
I .e4 e5 2 .Nt3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Nf6 
4.Ng5 d5 5.exd5 Nxd5 6.Nxi7 
Kxf7 7 . Q f 3 + Ke6 8 .Nc3 Nb4 
9.Kdl 

This move had been suggested by 
A.Langlois in Canadian Chess Chat 
magazine. 
9...c6 10.a3 Na6 11.g4? 

The optimism of youth. 
II...Nc7 12.Qf5+ Kd6 13.Ne4 + 
Ke7 14 .Qxe5+ Be6 15.d4 Nf6 
16.Bg5 Nd5 17.Bxd5 Qxd5 
18.Bxl'6 + Kf7? 

Just taking the Bishop should win. 
19.Ng5+ Kg6 

20.Nxc6! Qxhl + 21.Kd2 Qxal 
22.NP4+ 1-0 

ttm m h i liliiH 
I M&B "B 
m m mm 

19.Qxd6+!! Kxd6 20.Bc5# 1-0 
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CHESS 
The two Rooks sacrifice is o n e of the most thrilling themes in 

chess. The sacrifker gives up more than a Queen in equivalent 
value to gain only a move or two to further the attack. When it 
works, it's a triumph of mind over matter. When it doesn't, at 
least the game is over quickly. 

T h e authors have painstakingly researched the chess archives 
to find examples o f the two Rooks sacrifice. But this book is 
more than a collection of diagrams. Each example is a gem 
which shows its best facets in the light of contemporary chess 
opening theory and under the microscope of the authors' 
precise analysis. 
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