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GO AHEAD - TAKE MY ROOKS:
BOTH OF THEM!

The inspiration for this book
belongs entirelly to my co-author
Nikolay Minev. A year ago he ap-
proached me with a wondrous idiea:
“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.” Undeteiied, he continued:
“Wait a minute! Not & book en pins
and forks, I'm also tired of thousends
of diagrams. Let’s do something
fiore complete. Sommething original.
Let's show some typieal tactieal ideas
i theiF naturall envirement. How tae:
ties arise in the game, from whieh
openings and variatiens. Leb's shew
thiese ideas net just when they're sue:
eesstul, but alse refuted. We &zn
shew these themes a5 altaeking of
detensive deviees. 1t will be impor-
tant 18 show these themes iR SHF
Rates. We ¢an expese 3 I8t oF the
hidden beauty.”

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

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, wemanaged to collest asinany
#s 136 examples from practice. OuF
research paid off. Some magazine
artieles have shewn this taetieal

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

Naturallly, 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
ANDERSSEN - KIESERITZKY
London 1851

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

Kieseritzky's patent. [t 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).
Strangelly enough, the examples
given by this “openiings Bible™ 5...f5
6.Nc3 c6 7.Ba4 fxe4 8.Nxed4 Nf6
9.Nf3 Qh6 10.Qell Swiderski -
Maroczy, Vienna 1903, or 5...g5
6.Nc3 Bg7 7.d4 Ne7 8. N8B Qh5 9.h4
h6 10e5 Nt5 [1.Kgl Ng3 12Rh2
Anderssen - Lowenthall, London
1851, are both given as a clear ad-
vantage for White. As we shall see,
maybe Kieseritzky's move deserves
snother look.

6.Nf3 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 (510.45!)
8.d4 Bp7 9.h4 (instead of 9.e5 Nh§
160.Kgl Bb7 11.Be2 us in Raphael -
Morphy, New York 1857) Nh§
10.Rh2 g4 11MNgS Ng3+ 12Kel!
with advantage for White. Perhaps
8...Nh§!### deserves attention. In
this way Black aveids White's idea ef
12Kel!

7..NRS?!

Glazkov and Estrin recomumend
7...Bc51? 8.d4 Bb6, we suggest
7..Be71?** followed by 8..Nh5 or
8..0-0.

8.Nh4 Qg5

According to Kieseritzky, the
decisive mistake. He recommends
8..g6! and if 9.g4 (9.g3 Be7) Nf6
10.Ng2 Qh3 11:Bxf4 Nxg4 with ad-
vantage for Black.

9.Nf5 ¢67?!

In our opinion this is the decisive
error. Better was 9...g6 10.h4 Qf6!?
(Not 10...Ng3+? 11.Kel! Qf6
12.Nxg3 fxg3 13.Qe2, obviously to
White’s advantage - Kieseritzky),
when Black is still kicking.

10.g4 N6

While this move leads us to our
chosen tactical theme, a modern
Grandmaster would prefer 17.dd!
Bxd43 18.Nd§ winning:
17...Qxb2

K : H

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

Anderssen offersboth Roaks, win-
ning time for an attack against
Black’s King.
18..Qxal +

Some confusion exists lhere.
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.¢5 Qxal +. We used
the text from “Encyclopedia of Chess
Games” and other sources that we
felt were more authentie.
19.Ke2 Bxgl

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

20.e5¢ Na6

LLRgl! cxb5 12.h4 Qg6 13.h5
Qg5 14.Qf3 Ng8 15.Bxf4 Qf6
16.Nc3 Bc5 17.Nd5

Defending against 21.Nxg7+ Kd8
22.Bc7 mate, but the final blow
comes from the other side.

21.Noxggr+ a8
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7.Nh3 Bd5 8.Nxd5 cxd5 9.Nf4
QaS+ 10.Bd2 Qb6 11.QxdS

22,0016 +!! Nxf623.Be7 +
Checkmate! 1-0
Interestiingly 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

Ld4 dS 2.c4 dxcd 3.ed £521%*

Don't try to find this move in the
books! It was popular one hundred
and fifty yoasago. Later, the ideaof
f7-f5 was incorporated into theory
after 3...e5 4.d5 512, reaching some
highlly original middlegame situa-
tions.
4.e57!

There are two continuations which
refute Black’s little adivemture:
4.exfs!? Bxf$ 5.Bxcd, or 4.Bxed!?
fxed $.Qb3, im both cases with adiesr
advantage to White,
4...Be6 5.Ne3 66 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.

12.Bxc4!

Offering both Rooks far awell-cal-
eulated winning attack.
12..Qxal + 13.Ke2 Qxdil

Now White wins by ftoree.

14.Qf7+ Kd7 1S.eb+ Kc7
16.Nd5+ Kc6 17.QeB+ Kd6
18.Bf4 + Kxe6 19.Nf6 +

OF KNk
18...Kxf620.Q17 +

Mate 10

Fhese twe games shew the basie
eoReeption of the eombination: the
Spponent spends time, at least twe

meves, to eapture both Reeks: In
most eases his stroncest pieee the
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Queen, is suddenly out of the battle.
This offers an opportunity to con-
centeate the remaining pieces for a
decisive action (checkmate oF per-
petual cheek) against the
opponent’s Xing.

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
preciselly 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):

White to move

L.Qe2! Qxal +2? 2.Kd2 Qxinl

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 ot the first and the
second Rook exists a gap of one or
more quiet moves. These combina-
tions are the trickiest since the
defender before capturing 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 isdemonstrated in the
oldest game whete the two Rooks
sacrifice can be seen.

Bishop's Opening
BOWDLER - CONWAY
London 1788
l.e4 e5 2.Bc4 BeS 3.d3 c6 4.Qe2

d6 5.f42!%* exf4 6.Bxf4 Q6

In case of 6...Qb6 7.c3! Bxgl 8.d4
Bxd4 9.cxd4 Qxd4 Black wins two

mm but after 10.Nc3 White is far
in development with exeellent

attacking chances.

7.Qf3

The adventure begins! The safeal-
ternative 7.Bcl wasn't so bad. The
onlly “problem” is that at the time
when the game was played, such a
retreat was considered as a moral
defeat!
7...Qxb2 8.Bxf77+ Kd7?!

Naturally not 8..Kxf72? 9.B«5+
winning the Queen, but 8..Kd8 was
better,
9.Ne2 Qxal 10.Kd2 Bb4 +?

10..Q£6 or even 10 Nf6 11.Nbc3
Qb2 leaves White empty handed for
the sacrificed Rook. Remember what
we said about retreating.

1L.Nbe3!



Take My Rooks

xifE

The exclamation mark is because
the move introduces our theme for
the first time.

11.,.Bxc3+?

After 11..QxhI! or 11...Qb2
12Qgd-+ the fight is still ahead. Now
the weakness of d6-pawn gives White
stronger initiative and, according to
our anallysis, at least a draw.
12.Nxc3 Qxinl

If 12..Qb2 then 13.Qgd+ Kc7
14.Qxg7 threatening Ndb+.
13.Qg4+ Kc7 14.Qxg7 Nd7
15.Qg3! h6

16.Nb5 +!! cxbS

The last and decisive mistake.
After 16.. Kb7 17.Nxdi6+ Kab6 18.d4
bs 19Qa3+ Kbé 20.Ncd+ Kb7! still
there is no mate.

17.Bxd6+ Kb7

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

18.BdS+ Ka6 19.d4 bd 20.Bxbd
RE5 2L.ct+ 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 isin the air, strong players will
try hard to make it a reality. Why?
Wedl, first of all, the combination isso
rare, perhaps one in a lndred
thousand games! The sacrifice is mot
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.

(Game with odds. Remove White’s
N/bl)
A.-WJEOX - HODGES
New York 1937

Led d5 2.d4 Nt 3.eS Nfd7 4.e6
fxe6 5,Bd3 Nf6 6.Nf3 Qd6?!
7.NeS Nbd7 8.Bf4 Qb4+ 9.c3
Qxb2 10.Qc2
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Psychology! Eor 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!

10...QxakH+ 2111 Ke2 Qxhl

Neccessajywas 111..M¥xe5! 12 Rxel
Nxd3, which still leaves Black with an
advantage.

12.Bgf5+ lixg6

Nor does 12...Kd8 help. Then
IBNF7+ Ke8 14.Ngh+ Kd8 15 Nxeb
is checkmate.
13.Qxg6 + Kd8 14.Nf7 4 Ke8
15.Nd6+ Kd8 16.QeB+! Nxe8
17.NM67

Sriothered chrekmate!

“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,
published in England, from
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 innocentlly played by
an unknown “amateur”?

Vienna Game

STEEL -AVATEUR
Calcutta 1886

l.e4 e5 2.Nc3 Nc6 3.f4 exf4 4.d4
Qh4 + 5.Ke2 d5

Today's theory prefers 5...d6!
6.6xd5 Bgd+ T.NB 0:0:0
8.0%e6 BES 9.6x07 +17

According to the books, White's
best is 9.Qel with unclear play.
9..Kb8 1§.NBS

While investigating this game, we
were rewarded with an important
and forgotten analysis by Zukertort:
10.dxc5 Rxdl lLKxdl Qf2 12.Be2
Nf6 13.Bxf4 Rd8+ 14.Bd2 Qxg2
15Rfl Bxf3 16.Rxf3 Ngd4 17.Rxf7
Ne3+ 18Kel Qgli- 19Bdl Nadi
with adventage for Black. It seems to
us that Zukertort went out of his way
te find an advantage for Blagk. White
has several oppeFtumities te |
his play, for example: 13RFl oF
15Rgl. In both eases; Black is in
trauble:
10..1NT6

ECO gives 10..BxfiB+ 11gxf3 Nf6

er - Shipley, Philadelphia 1893)
ifh the wavering assessment that

lack has compensation for the
sacrificed material.
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1138 +

“With wild complications” - stops
Konstantinopailsky in “Sovremeny
Debiut” 1940. Get ready for abumpy
ride. You'll now see what he istalking
about.
12.Kd3 Bf5+ 13.Kc4 Beb+
14.Kxc5 a8

Threateming 15..Ned4+ 16.Kc6
Bd$ checkmate.
15.Nxc7! Qh5+ 16.NeS!!

The only example where the
Queen is sacrificed before both
Rooks!

16..Nd7+ 17.Kb5 Qxdil

18.Bxf4 Qxal?!

A mistake. Best was 18..Qh5!?
with acrazy game.
19.Ka6!

A very brave King. The threat is
20.Nc6 mate. If 19..Kxc7 (19..Bd5
20.Nxd7+ Rxd7 21.Nxdi5+) 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.Nxe8 f6 21.dxe5 fS
22.Be3! Rxe8

Not 22...Qxf1 £ 23.Rxfl Bof+
24.Kb6 Bxf1 25.e6! and White wins.

The time has anved for the second
Rook to be sacrificed!
23.Bb5! Qxinl?

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

There is no defense: 25..Rb8
26.Bb6 checkmate, or 25...Qdil
26.Ka7! etc.
26.Ka"H
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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 opportumity 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
carefull

Puting this book together became
a pure joy. We've placed diagrams at
precipitous moments that best
demonstrate the patterns of sacrific-
ing your Rooks. We arranged the
games according to ECO’s code wo
that you can easfly see from which
openiings and variations this com-
bination is possible. Fhrough this
layout you can find out if the two
Rooks saerifice exists in your open-
ing repertoire. Besides the thematic
two Rooks sacrifice there are also
many different and practical tactical
tricks.

Finaltly, 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 SEIRAWAN

Seattle, February 26,1991
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A 00 Orang Utan Opening
ELEISSIG - SCHLECHTER
Vienna 1295

Many regard this game as the mest
fascinating example of the two Rooks
sacrifice, It Is Schlechter’s most bril-
lignt victory.

I.b4 e6 2.Bb2 Nf6 3.a3 c5!? 4.b5

Yudovich (in ECO)) prefers 4.bxch
Bxc5 5.e3 Qb6 6.Qcl d5 7.Nf3 Bd7
8.c4 dxcd4 9.Bxc4 Nc6 10.Bxf6 gxf6
11.Nc3, Larsen - Pomar, Las Palmas
1974, with the assessment: White is
slightly better. Larsen’s original an-
notations (Te Chess Player) show
that the “officid™ theory stops just im
the critical position. After
11...Na5!** (imstead of 11..Ne%?
12 Nxe5 fceb 130-0 asin the game)
his opinion is that the chances are
equal. If 12Rbl!? Bxa3!. We
believe Larsen.
4...d5 5.d4?!

5.e3 is necessary.

§..Qa5 + 6.Ne3 Ned 7.Qd3 exd4
8.Qxd4 BeS! 9.Qxg7 Bxf2+
10.Kd1 d4%!

=

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

12..dxc3 IR Bcl

If 13.Qxii7+ Nd7 14.Qxed cxb2,
threatening 15...Qel mate and
15. Hxed=Q.

13..Nd7! I4.Qxa8

Also after 14.Qxb7 White will not
survive, for example: 1. (/15 NEB
Rb8 16.Qc7 Rxb5 etc.

14... @SS BQAS+ 16Kl

16..Be3-+! 17.Bxe3 Nf2% 0-1

Mate is inevitable: 18.Kb1 Q%+
and 19..Qb2#, or 18.Bxf2 Qd2+

The first Rook is offered! The 19 kg Qditf 20.Ka2 Qxc2#. A
second will follow after three moves.  memorable realization of The Quiet

LLOxh&+ Ke7! 1220xc8 Method {see Introduction).
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A®@O Dunst Opening
NIELD - EDWARDS
Australia 1940

1.Ne3 c5 2.d4

2.e4 would transpese to the Closed
Variation of the Sieilian Defense.
2..6xd4 3.Qxd4 Nc6 4.Qad d5**

ECO5 example Storti - Garcia
Palermo, Villa Gessell 1970: 4..g6
5.g3 Bg7 6.Bg2 Nf6 7.N8 O-08.Qh4
Qb6 9.0-O d5 =, looks to us com-
pletely unclear,

§.B41? {6 6.0-0-0 667

Consistent is 6...e5!?**, with the
idea: 7.Rxd5 Bd7 tihreatening
8...Nb4; or 7.Bg3 d4 8.e3 Bd7.

7.64 d4 8.Nf3 Be§

I£8...e5?, then 9.Nxd4 exd10.NbS
Bd7 11.NcT+ K7 128+ Kafo
13Qb3 and White wins.
9.b4!

In playing a move like this, White
must have foreseen the sagrifiee of
beth Resks:
9...Bxb4

Or 9..Bb6 10.b5 NbB 1LNxd4,
with an advantage for White.
10.Nxd4 Bxc3 LlMNxs$! Bb2 +
12.Kxb2 Qxdl

13.Bb5¢ Oxhl 14.Ne§ + Kt3

If 14..Kd8 1S.Nf7+ Ke7 16Bif6+
Kxf7 17k,
15.Qd4! Bd?

Or 15...g5 16.QdB+ Kg7 17.Qelr+
Kh6 18Ngt+ Kh5 19BeB+ Kxgd
20.8+ Khd 21 BgR#.
16.Qxd7 1-0

Black resigned because of 16...fxe5
17.Bxe5 Ne7 18.Bd6, or 16..Ne?
17.Qxe6 fxe5 18.Bc4 Ke8 19.Bg5s.

3
A@2 From’s Gambit
HAMBURGER - HEUACKER
Nuremberg 1934
1.f4 e5 2.fxe5 d6 3.exd6

More cautious players prefer
3.NfB dxe5 4.e4.,
3,..Bxd6 4.Nf3 g5 5.d4 g4 6.Ne§
Ncé6!?

Black attains only equality after
6...BxeS 7.dxe5 Qxdl + 7.Joxdl Neé:
7.Nxc6 bxcb**

Instead 7...Qh4+ 8.3 Bxg3+
9.hxg3 Qxhl 10.Ne5 Nf6 is given by
Milic in ECO as unclear, We think
that after 113+ White's position
is preferable.
8.Be3?!

Kurt Richter suggests the irmmedi-
ate 8.Qd3!?
8...Qe7 9.Qd3
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9...Baé!?

Instead 9...Bf5 looks stronger, but
the text is far more cntiicing to the
hungry opponent. It acts as an “ap-
petizer” for the later offer of a Rook!
10.9x26?

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 eapturc or reject the gift,
Here 10.Qd2 was better.
10...Qxe3 1

12.Qxa8?

Loses. White probably thinks that
the opponent has nothing better
than a perpetual check: 12..Qcl+
13.Kf2 Qf4+ 14.Kel Qcl+, etc.
Now, however, is too late for a good
answer, for example: 12.Nc3 Nf6
13.Nd5+ Nxd5 14.Qxd5 Rab8, or
12.Qc3 Qcl + 13Kf2 Qfd+ IdKel
Nf6. In both cases Black has astrong
initiative.
12...Nf6! 13.Qxh8

Also after 13.Qc6 (if 13.Qb7 Rb8!)
Ned 14 Qred+ (14.Kd1 Bf4l) Qued
Blagk wins easily.
13...@ul +1146K62 Ned+ 0-1

It's mate next move.

-4
A 03 Bird's Opening
KOLODZIEJCZYK -
AMATEUR
Poland 1956
1.f4 d5 2.Nf3 c5 3.d3 Nfé
4.Nbd2 Qa5?!**

An unusual continuation, not to be
found in the books.
5.e41?

More consistent is 5.c3, followed
by 6.e4, but this bold pawn sacrificeis
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.BaS! Qd4

There is no good defense. Kolod-
ziejczyk gives the altermative
10..Nd7 11.Rbll Qa3 12.Qd2 Nxe5
13.fxe5 Bdi7 14ieh! Hrah17.Rxb7, andl
White has a decisive attack.
10.Bb5+ Bd7

After 111..Nd7 White wins in a
spectacular way by 12.Qf3H Qxal +
13.Ke2 Qxa2 (if 13...Qxhi or
13..Qb2, then 14.Qxb7!l) 14.Qd3!
Qxa5 15.Bxii7+ Kd8 16.BxcB+ KxcB
17.Qd7+ Kb8 18.Rbi! Qa6+
19.Rb5! Qxb5+ 20.Qxb5 - Kolod-
zijeczyk.
12.Nxd7 Nxd7

If 12..Qot+, then 12.Qe2 Qxe2+
14 Kxe2 Nxd7 15Rhdl and wins.

13.0Q13t!
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The Brutal Method, and the only
winning continuation. Now, because
of the threat 14.JRdil, Black must cap-
ture both Rooks.
13..Qxal + 14.Ke2 Qxhl 15.QdS
Rd8 16.Bxd8 fio 17.Bxd7+ Kxd8
18.Bc5+ 1-0

-5
A 13 Reti Opening
AFIFI - BELIAVSKY
Tunis izt 1985

A very Interesting game not enly
for our tactical topic, but also for the
opening theory, missing, for no ap-
parent reason, from JiyfEornzemt.
1:NB 85 2.¢4 €6 3.3 dxed 4.-2%2

The Beeks recommend 4Qaft
Bd7 5.Qxe4 €5 6:Ne§ Neb 7:Nxd7
Oxd7 8:8g2 NF6 9.43 ReB a5 leading
i6 eguality.
43818 5349

Weakens the b4-square. Instead
5.Qc2 Nf6 transposes into Speelman
- Short, London (m) 1988: 6 Neb
Nd5 7.Nxed b5 8Ne3 Nxe3? (Salev
suggests 8:..Bb7!2) 8.dxe3 Ra7 1024
Bb7 11.e4 RaB 120-9 Be7 13.Rdl
@Eg 14.Bf4Neg 15 Na3 e5 16.Be3bd

17.Ne4 ©:9 18:Rael: White Sapds

§H%hﬁ better- In our epiRIsA
8::N&#3 deserves attention; and If

6.Qxc4 b5 7.Qc6 Rb8, or GM-O
Npgf6.
5..Ncé6! 6.a5

1f 6.Qc2 NaS!
6..BbA 7.Ne8 Nxe§ 8.Qa4+ Bd7
9.Qxb4 Ne7! 10.f4

If 10.Qxb7? Bc6! 11.BuatoH W7kas;,
and 12...Ra7 wins White's Queen.
10...Bc6 11L.Bxc6+ N7xc6 12.Qc3
Qd5s! 13.RF1 Ng4’!

It is clear that Bellawsky will
saerifiece both Rooks.
14.Qxg7 Nxh2 15.Qxh&+ Ke7
16.Qxa8 Qg2 17.d3

17..Nd4!

Now we shall see a typical and here
decisive action of Black’s remaining
pieees against the King:
18.R2
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Also hopelless is 18.Nc3 Qxfl+
19.Kd2 Nb3+ 20.Kc2 Nxal + 21Kl
Nb3 22.Na2 Qxez
18..Qgt + 19.Kd2 Nb3+ 20.Kc3
Qxel + 21.Kb4 Qxb2 22.63

Or 22.Kxc4 Nxal 23.Rxh2 Qb3+
24.Kc5 (24.Kd4 Nc2+ and mate next
move) Nc2, and Black wins.
22..NdP+28 K3 QbS5+ 0:1

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

-
A25 Engliish Opening
C.CAPON - I.TAYLOR
England, before 1839

l.e4 ¢5 2.Nf3 Nc¢6 3.c4 BcS
4.N¢3

In practice this unusual opening
occurs more often from English: 1.c4
©52.Ne3 Ne6 3.e4 Be5 4. Nf3 ete.
4..Bd4** 5Nb5 dé6 &Nbxd4
exd4 7.b3?' Bg4 8.h3 Bx(3
9.Qxf3 Ne5 10.Qg3 N6 11.Be2?

Better is 11.d3, and if 11...Nh5,
then not 12.Qh2 g5!?, but 12.Qg5.
11...Nxed4 12.Qxg7 Qhd

Boldly offering both Rooks under
not so clear circumstances, for ex-
ample 12Qxfi8+ Kd7 14.Qxa8 d3
(14..Qxt22+ 15Kdl d316.Rel) 15.¢3
Nxg3 (15...Qt6!?) 16.Qxb7 Ned
17.RA.

13.0-0?

Now the idea for the two Rooks
sacrifice works perfecily.

A g

W
'.,,,,%%4

13...d3! 14.Bxd3

After 14.Qxh8+ Kd7 15.Qxa8
dxe2 White is obviouslly lost.
14..NB + 1! 15Kt

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

15...0x£2!!

A mate with two Knights is always
exciting!
16.Qx®+ Kd7 17.Qg7 Qgjl+!
18.Rxgl Nf2# 0-1
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A25 English Opening
CRADDOCK - MIESES
London 1939

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

Nowadays White players prefer
7.Nd5 Bc5, and now ECO gives
8.0-O O-O 9.h3 Bh5 10.d3 Nxd5
1lL.exd5 Ne7 (perhaps first 11...Bxe2
12.Qxe2 Ne7 is better) 12.g4 Bgé
13.d4 Bb6 14.b3, with an advantage
for White, as in Plater - de Greiiff,
Amsterdam 1965. However, ECQ's
information is wrong. Black was not
de Greiff, but De Graaf.

7...Rb8!

Some publications have
misprinted this move as 11...Ke7,
which dramatiicallly changes the situa-
tion: after 12Qxc7+ Kebé 13.f4, or
13Kdl QB 14.Rel, Black has no
compensation for the sacrificed
Rook.

12.Qxh8 Qf3

The best reply! Meanwhile “the
old fox" (Mieses was 74 years old)
sets anice trap.

8.Nd5 Bc5 9.Nuff6 + Qxfél!

two Rooks sagrifiee is light squere
weakness in Craddeck’s pesition:
10.Bxc6 +

Still playable is 10.Quil, but after
10..Bf3 Black stands more comfor-
tably.
10...bxc6 U1 Qxth8 + Kd7

White is lost. If 123®-O Bh3, or
13KFfl Qxe2+ 14.Kg2 (14.Kgl Bh3)
QB+ 15Kgl Bh3.
13.Kdl Qxe2+ 14.Kc2 Qxc4 +
1S.Kbl Qd3# 0-1

8-

A34 English Opening
TUKMAKOQV - PESHINA
USSR 1920
1.4 ¢5 2.Nf3 Nf6 3.Ne3 d5
4.cxd5 Nxd5 5.e4 Nb4 6.Bc4

Be6?!

This continuation almost disap-
peared in the &0s, but also 6...Nd3+
7.Ke2 Nf4+ 8.KF1 hasn't given Blaek
satisfagtory resuits, It may well be
that the seeend player ought to
restrain his ambition with 5..Ne?
(Miles), eF &...Nxe3 6.bxe3 86.
7.Bxe6 Nd3+ 8.Kfl fxe6 9.Ngs
Qb6 10QB3

Played for the first time in this
game. Also interesting is IOQstHr.
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10...c4

Or 10..Ne$5 11.Qh3 Kd7 12f4Ngé
13.d3, with an advantage for White,
according to Loginov.
1L.b3 h6

If 111..Ne5 12Qe3!
12.bxcd Nxcl

Instead Tukmakov recommends
12..Ne$513.Qh3 Nbc614.Nxebas un-
clear. In our opinion Black is in big
trouble because of the threats
12Rbl and 1SNd5.
13.N17

Loginov - Malaniuk, USSR 1984,
went 13.QhS+ Kd7 14.Nf7 Nd3
15.Qf3. Now Black should play
15..Qsf2+! 16.Qxf2 Nxf2 17.Kxf2
Rh7 18 Ne%+ Ke8 19.h4, and White
has only a slightly better endgame.
Tukmakov’s continuatiion looks
stronger.
13..Rg8

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

14.NeS5! Qb2 15.Qf7+ Kd8

E B

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 I7.Rbl Qxd2 18Rxb7 - Tuk-
makov,

16...Qxcl +
18.Qxe6 Qxh2

The only defense against 19Nf7+
Ke8 20.Ndi6+ Kd8 21 QuB#%.

17.Ke2  Qxinl

19.Nf77+ Ke8 20.Nb5!

A familiar situation after the
sacrifice of the Rooks: all remaining
pieces jump around the opponent’s
King.
20...Nd7

If 20..QhS+ 21.94 Qxf7 22Qui#,
or 21...Qxb5 22.Nd6+ Kd8 ZRQu#.

21.Nbd6 + Qxd6 22.Nxd6+ Kd8
23.Nxb7+ Kc7 24.Qxg8 N6

Black’s misfortune is that
24.. Kxb7 25.Qd5+ loses a piece.
25.Qe6 Kxb7 26.e5 1-0

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



A 40 Rat Defense
2)1LBER - SUETIN
Leningrad 1957
l.c4 g6 2.d4 Bg7 3.e4 d6 4.f4

c5!? S.dxc5?

The more restrained (and restrain-
ing) 5.d5 transposes into aKing's In-
dian or Modern Benoni.
5..Qa5 + 6.Nc3

After 6.Nbd2 Qxc5, or 6.Bd2 QxcS5,
White’s position is in disorder.

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

In eleven moves White has
developed only his Queen. Tt is no
wonder that such crude opening
“strategy” will be smashed.
11..Ne5 12.Be3

Having seen the adverse threats,
Zilber seeks tactical countenpllay. 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.Kf2
Qxal 15.Nf3 Nxe7 16.Be2 Qxil
17.Qe5

poal. He threatens 18.Bd4, and
Black’s Queen isout of play. Only—
17..Bh3!! 0-1

If 1B.gxh3 Nf5, or 18.Bd4 f6
19.Qxf6 Qxg2+ 20 Kel Qua2+!
21.Kxe2 Nd5+, and wins,

1D-

A43 Benoni Defense
ALEKHIN - LEVENFISH
Peterburg 1912
1.d4 c5 2.d5 Nfi 3.Nc3 d6 4.ed4

@6 5.f4 Nbd77**

Not even mentioned in ECO, be-
cause now the thematic ...e6 and
...exd$ is almost impossible.

6.NG 26

Forced. If 6...Bg7, then 7.5 dxeS
8.txe5 Ng4 9.e6 Nde5 10.Bh5+ Kf8
1L.0-O, with an obvious advantage.
7.e5 dxeS 8.fxe5 Ngd 9.e6! Nde5
10.Bf4! Nxf3+

In case of 10...Bg7, Kotov gives
11.Qe2 Nx+ 12.gxf3Nf6 1Rexf7+
and 141(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 11.Nxe5
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Nxe5 12.Qe2!, and Black is in
trouble.

10L.gxB3! Nf6 12.Bc4 fxe6 I3.dxe6
Qb6 14.Qe2 Qxb2?

V"2 227 %
EIEN
b - v

“Even if it seems that the b2-pawn
can be captured absolutely witthout
risk, my advice is: Don’t capture it!" -
Keres.

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

Probalhily Black has anticipated
onlly 15.Kd2, and then IS..Nh5
1% BeS Bh6+ offers counterplay.
15..Qxal +

If 15..2x85, then 16BMRS Kd8
17Rdi+ Bd7 18Bes Qbd+ 1963
when White has a eontinuing attagk
witheut any saerifiees:
16.Kf2 Qxhl 17.Nc7+ Kd8
18.Qd2 + Bd7 19.exd7 1-0

If 19..Nxd7 20.Be6, or 1%..e5
20.Ne6+ Ke7 21.d8=Q+ Rxd8
22.Qxd8+ Kf7 23.Nxf8+ Kg7?
24.QeT#.

“hl-

A45 Trompowsky Attack
GURGENIDZE - KAPENGUT
USSR 1975
Ld4 N16 2.Bg5 c5 3.Bxf6 gxf6
4.d5 Qb6 5.Qcl f5 6.e3 Bg7 7.c3

e6?!

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

Another second-rate move.
Yudovich proposes 8...d6.
9.Be2 e5 10.f4 e4 11L.Na3 Qg6?

Hort recommends 1if..d6 12Nc4
Qc7 13.24 Nd7 as unclear, We assess
the position after 14.a5 as dlightly
better for White.
12.Nb5 Na6 13.d6! Bf8

After 13..Qxg2 14.Rgl Qxh3
15.Rxg7 Qxh2 16.Qd2 Qhl + 17.Bf1
Qhd+ 183Kdl Black islost.

15..16

If Black takes both Rooks:
15...Qxhl + 16.Kd2 Qxal, then
17.Qe5+ Kd8 18.Qxh8 Kes
12Qe5+ Kd8 20.Ng5, with an in-
evitable mate. However, White ean
saerifiee the Reeks anee again!
16.Qxf3! Qxhl + 17.Kd2 Qxal

The rest is forced.
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18.Qg6+ Kd8 19.Qxf6G+ Ke8
20.Qe5 +K(7

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

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

It's mate in two: 24... K625 Qf6+
Kh7 26 Ngf#.

-1z
A 45 Queen’s Pawn
MARIASIN - BORTNIKOV
Liepaia (USSR) 1974

1.d4 Nf6 2.Nc3 c5 3.dxc5 e6?!

Better is 3...Qa5.
4.e4 Bxc5?!

Perhaps it is not too late for
4...Qa5I?**,

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 hxgé 11134
Nc6 12Rel d5 13.exd6 Bxd6 14.Ne4
Be7 15.Be3 Qxb2 16.Nxg6? fxg6
17.Qxg6+ Kf8 18.Ng5 Qf6 IRNKT+

Rxh7 20.Qxh7 Qf5 21.Qh8+ Kf7
22.Radll b6 23.Rd7 Bxd7 24.QxaB
Qxc2 25.Qb7 Qd3 26.Qc7 e5 27.h3
Qd628.Qb7 and 0-1. Probably a time
forfeit, but already Black has the ad-
vantage.

Our game, not mentioned in Rich-
ter-Venexmy Systerm by Adams (1978)
or in ECO (1979), looks much more
conclusive.

6..Bxf2>+ 7.Ke2 Bxgl

8.Rxgli**

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 gt 10.Be3 Qlnl
11.Ne4 h6

If 11...£5 12 Nf6+ Kd8%3.Bg5 Nc6
14 Ndi5+ Ke8 ISNuTw.

1204416 + Kd8 13.Nd5! Nc6

The Knight is taboo: I3R..exd5
14.Qf6+ Ke8 (14..Kc7 15Bi+)
15.Qxh8+ Ke7 16.Qe5+ Kd8
17.Bc5, etc.
14.Bxh6!Nd4 +

If 14..Rxh6 15QiB#, or 14..exdS
15.Bgh+ Ke8 16.Rel f6 17.Kf2+
Ne5 18.Qx(6.

15.Kf2 Nf5 16.Bg5 + £6
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%@@%ﬁ

ﬁ i ﬁl% ﬁ
//// 2 7
17.Qe5!! Rf8 18.Bxfé + 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 - DUHRSSEN
Berlin 1930
1.d4 Nf6 2.Nf3 e6 3.Bg5 hé
4.Bh4 ¢5 5.e3 b6 6.Be2 Bb7

7.Ne§** d6?

Also bad is 7..Bxg2? 8.Rgl Bb7
9.Bh5, but 7...Be7 gives Blagk asatis-
fagtory game.
8.Bb5 + Ke7 9.Qh5! dxeS
10.dxe5 QdS LINe3 Qxg2
12.exfb6+gufé

13.Qe5! Nd7

If 13...Qxhl + 14.Kd2 Qxal
15.Bstie.
14.Qc7! 1-0

Another brutallity: 14...Qxhl +
15.Kd2 Qxal 16.Qxd7#, or 14..Rd8
150-0-0.

-14-

A2 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.
1.d4 Nf6 2.e4 e5 3.dxe5 Ng4
4.747 Be5 5.Nh3 Nxh2?

Net the best. Precise is 5...d6!
6.exd6 (6.Nc3 Nc6 7.e4 O-O) 0-O
7.dxc7 Qxc7 8.Nc3 Bb4, and Black
has a strong initiative - Suitledhter.
6.Reti2Qh4i+ 7.Kd2

Krejcik himself noted that after
7.g3! Qxg3+ 8.Rf2 d6 9.Qd3 Qxd3
10.exd3 Bxf2+ 11LNxf2dxes 12.6ce5
Nc6 13BB White stands clearly bet-
ter.
7..d5 8.Qb3

Kurt Richter proposes 8.ed!2*¥,
8...Bx1h3 9.Qxh3! Qxf4 + 10.Kc2

10.¢31? Qxfl1 L1L.RhA - Richter.
10...Qxf1 11.Qc8 + Ke7
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12.Qxh82?

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...Qfi%+
15Kl OFi + 1ekKd2.

12.. Qv+ 13842

The sarme fale awaits White after
13.Ke3 d4+ 14.Kb3 Qd1#, oF
13.Nd3, when Biack wins with the
saefifice of the seeond Reek:
13..Ne6! 14.Qxe8 Ndd+, apd mate
REx: mve:

13..Nc6! 14.Qxa8 Nbd+ 15Kbh3
Qxcd+ 16.Kad bS+ 17.Kas
Bbé# 0-1

-15-
A 80 Butch Defense
WHITEHEAD - KOBERNAT
Los Angeles 1983

1.d4 {5 2.Bg5 d5 3.cd**
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 Ned
7.Nxed fxed 8.Nd2 Qd5 9.Bxcd
Qxg5 10.Bxe6 Qxg2 11.QhS+ g6
12.Qds!

m iy B 28

You can look at thisin 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.. Qi+ 13Ke2
Qxal 14.Bf7#. The same situation
will be repeated on the next move,
In beth eases, your playing arm will
not be unduely strained.
12..Bg7 13.Qxb7 1-0

-
A 83 Dutch - Staunton Gambit
RETI : EUWE
Rotterdam 1920

This is the first of twe 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.
1.d4 f5 2.e4 fxed 3.Nc3 Nf6
4.BgS g6 S8

Stronger is 3.hd.

§..exf3 6.NxB Bg7 7.Bd3 ¢5%
a}a& 13 Rel with ehaness feor buth
§)! .
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8.dS Qb6 9.Qd2! Qxb2?

Black has calculated only one
move ahead. He falls into a nice

trap!
10.Rb1! Nxd5

11NaiS! Qxbl + 12.Kf2 Qxinl
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 18.Be7+ KaB19.Qufb+
Kb8 20.Bdi6#, or 17..Kf7 1BQeT+
Kg8 19.Qxd7 etc.

-17-

B 01 Center Coumter
CANAL - AMATEUR
Budapest 1934

Motto: Think twice before castling
on the Queenside!

The complete story below does not
need more explanation.

Le4 d5 2.exd5 QxdS 3.Nc3 Qa$S
4.d4 c6 5.Nf3 Bg4 6.Bf4** e6
7.h3 Bxf3 8.Qxf3 Bb4 9.Be2 Nd7
10.a3 0-0-0?

1laxb4? Qxal + 12.Kd2 Qxinl
13.Qxc6 +! bxc6 14.Bab# 1-0
Boden’s mate.

-
B 10 Caro Kann - Breyer

L.STEIN - BIRBRAGER
Moscow 1966

Led c6 2.d3

Introduced by Breyer versus
Begolyubev, Berlin 1920.
2...d5 3.Nd2 dxed4

“In my opinion this relief of the
tension is in White’s favor™ - Stein.
4.dxe4 Nif6

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 Qxe59.Nc4t, and Black
is lost, for instance: 9...Qxe4 +
10.Be2 Qe6 |1.Nd6+ Ke7 12HRfl
Nf6 13Nf5+ Kf8 14.Qd8+ NeS8
15.Bf4 f6 16.Rf3 b5 17.Re3 Qd7
18 Bdi6+! 1-0, Lorent Tribstem - Lippst
Alemany, Corr. 1989.

b) 5..Qc7 6.Nca!?** (ECOD gives
only 6.a4 Bgd 7.c3 Nf6 8.h3 BhS
9.Qc2 Nbd7 10.35, slightly better for
White, as in Kurajica - Bohm,
Amsterdam 1976) Nd7 7.Bd3 Ngf6
8.0-O Be7 9.a4 O-O 10.b3 Re8
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111.8b2, and White stands better.
Cuartas » Delgado, Santo Domingo
1975.

5.Ngf3 Bgd 6.h3 BhS?

A typical error. Now, saerifieing a
pewn, White blosks the Kingside On
the mandatory 6-.Bxf3, the Bishep
paiF gives White the better sme:
7.5 Nd5 8.¢6! 16

W@rse |§ 8 Fx%é 9§4 Bgé (or
8...8£7) 16,

9. g4 Bg6 10 Nd4 Nc7 11e3 QdS

12.Qb3!!

Fhe first Reok isefferedi
12..Qxh13

The decisive mistake. but dlse
after 12--Gxb3 White has 2n wwpres:
§ve avantage - SHeiR:
13.0xb7 Kd8 14.N2f3! Bd3
18, §f4 Qxﬂ + 16Kd2

mn mz
Etf

The sacrifice of the second Rook
gains a crucial tempo: .. Qsal
17.Qxc7+ (or 17.Bxc7+) Ke8
18 QuB#.
16..Qxf2>+ 17.Kxd3 Nxe6

If 17..Nba6 18.Kc4!! wins. The
threat is 19.Rdl, followed by
20.Nxc6+ Ke8 21.QxaB+! NxaB
22 Rdti# -Stsiim.
18.Nxeb+ Ke8 19.Qel+ Kf7
20.NfgS5+ 1-0

-19-
B 11 Caro Kann - Two Knights
MARIC - D.POPOVIC
Novi Sad (Yugoslavia) 1945
l.e4 c6 2.Nc3 d5 3.Nf3 Bg4
4.d4!? dxe4 5.Nxe4 BxQ?!

This dangerous gambit is rarely ac-
cepted. The usuval responses are
§..66 orf 5..Nf6. Perhaps 5..Nd7**
aleo deserves attention.
6.Qx{3 Qxd4 7.Be3! Qxb2 8.Bc4!

Not the only opening variation
whose soundness depends oo a two
Rooks sacrifice. In such theoretficallly
establiished variations, the Rooks
usually cannot be captured. For in-
stance, here 8..Qued+ 9.Ke2 Qxinl
loses by force after 10.Qxf7+ Kd7
(10...Kd8 t1.Qxt8+ Kc7 12Bf4+
Kb6 13.Qd8#) ULBe6+ Kc7



Take My Rooks 15

12.Qf4+. If 9...Qe5 (instead of
9...Qxh1), then 10.Qxf7+ Kd7
11.Be6+!, and Black loses his
Queen.
8..1Nf6

For 8..Qlb4+, 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 10.Rabl, and
White has a strong initiative. Let's
add that here also 10...Qxc2™ is riskv
because of 11Nxf6+ Nxf6 12Rfcl
Qe4 13.Qg3. Even with three extra
pawns, it ishard to believe that Black
will survive the massive pressure of
all White's pieces.

10.QfS!

Threatens 11.Qc8# and 11.NxfG+
winning the Queem. The only
defense is a King’s walk on the open
file. What hope for the future does
that bring?

10...Kd8 11 Qe!? + **

A deviation, and perhaps a good
one, from the book example Motl-
Meltschak, 1940: 11.Rfd1+ Nbd7
12.Bd3 Qb2 13.Ng5 Ke8?! 14.Bc4 €6
15.Bxeb fxe6 16.Que6+ and White

won. 13..e6** offers Black more
defensive chances.
11..Kc8

If 11..Ke8 White has a decisive
attack by I2NxfiG+ gf6 LRRfd1 -
Marie.
12.Rfdl Nbd7 13.Nxf6 gxf6
14.Racl Qg6 15.Ba6! 1-0

20-

B 11 Caro Kann - Buo Knights
TYROLER- POPA
Romania (ch) 1950
Led4 c6 2.Nc3 d5 3.Nf3 dxed
4.Nxe4 Bgd 5.d4 Bxf3?] 6.Qx(3
Qxd4 7.Be3 Qxb2 &Bcd!
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 efi 10.Rbl Qe7 11.Ne4!
Nhé 120-0!

Better than I2BBci6agphieo 1R NG+
Kd8.

12...Nf5 13.Rfdl Nxe3?

Probably 13..h5 mantains some
hope.
14.Qxe3 Qc7 17.Ng5! Qe?

A sad return, but 15...Be7 loses to
16.Nxf7!.
16.Bxe6! fxe6 17.Nxe6 g6

If 17..Kf7 18.Rxb7!
19.NdfB+.

Qxb7



18.Rxb7! Qxb7 19.Nc7+ Kl’l
20.Qe6+ Kg7 21.Ne8+ Khé
22.Qe3+ g5 23.Qe6+ KhS
2415 + Kg6 25.Ng4 + Kg7

Or 25..Kh5 26.Ne5!.
26.Qf6 + Kg8 27.NK6+ Bxh6
28.Ré$+ 10

Al-
B 12 Caro Kann - Fantasy
OZSVATH - POPOV
Bulgaria 1971

Led c6 2.d4 dS 3.3

Rarelly used, this is one of the
numerous controversial variations
which are suecessful it the player
krews more abeut it than dees the
Sppenent.
3.6 4.Nc3 dxed

The safest reply is 4...e6.
8.fxed oS 6.Nf3 exdd 7.Nxd4 Bpd
8.Qd3 Naé!?

Leads to a erisis in short order.
Recent theory eonsiders it bad, but
we find it most interesting and wor-

thy of investigation. According to
Florian and ECO, 8...Nbd7 9.Bg5 is
unclear.
9.Nxc6 Qc7 10.Qb5 bxc6
10 Bd73 11.Qe8+.
mAf ggéﬁlg% BB 13 hxgd
F%F 3+ X

laek H§§z afleast, & aefﬁefaai cheek:
12...Bxh27?

Eatal, Instead 12..0-O!f holds all
threats in reserve and gives Black ex-
cellent good compensation for the
gambit pawn: New the tactieal idea of
the twe Reeks sagrifiee eomes in 2e-
tien:
13.Rxh2! Qxh2

If 13.. Qg%+ 14.Kf1, with the same
play asin the game.
14.Qxc6 + Ke715.Be3! thl +

// / // ] /

////

16.Kf2!

Unclear is 16.Bf1 Rhc8 17.Bc5+
Kds.
16..Qxal 17.Nd5 +!

Black overlooked this preliminary
check.

17,.NxdS  18.BeS+ Kd8
19. Qe+ Bal7

Or 19..Kc7 20.Qd6+ Kc8
21 Bati¥.

20.BbSt 1-0
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B 12 Caro Kann - Advance

LEIBOWITZ - SZEKELY
Vienna 1928

l.e4 c6 2.d4 dS5 3.e5 BfS 4.Bd3
go?**

An even worse continuation is
4,.Bg6? 5.e61.
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!2.

6...Bh6?

The natural counteractiom is
6...Qb6!

7.e6! Bxg5 8.Qh5S QaS+ 9.Nc3
N6 10.exf7/+ K8 11 Qxg5 Ned

After 1Il..Kxf7 12Qxf5 Black is
simply apawn down in abad position.
12.Qxf5¢ Nxc3 13.bxc3 Qxc3 +
14.Ke2 Qxal

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

15.Qc8 + Kxf7 16.Qxh8 c§

An interestiing pattern. Both
players are ready for the sacrifice of
the second Rook, but White is to
move and, more importantly, create
mate threats.

17.NB1!

Two excl ion marks b
the move needs long and exact cal-
culation,

17...Qxhl
19.0g8 + Kf5

If 19..Kh5 20.Nf3, or 19..Kf6
20.Nxh7+ KfS 21.Qf7+ Ked 22.c3
Qxg2 (22...cxd4 23.Qe6+ Kf4
24.g/3#) 23.Ng5+ Qxg5 24fB#.

20.gi+1Hugd

If 20..Kf6 21.Nxh7#, or 20..Kf4
21.Ne6+ Ked 22 Qutiir.

21.Ned +

Faster than 21.Ne6+ Kf5 22.Qf 7+
Kg4 23.Qf4+, and mate next move.

21..Kf4 22.Qg5+ 1-0

18.Ng5+ Kgé
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B 14 Caro-Kann, Panov Attack

BOOK : RASMUSSON
Helsinki 1934

Led c6 2.d4 dS 3.exdS cxd5 4.c4
Nff 5.Nc3 e6 6.c5 b6 7.b4 a5
All books recommend 7...Be7.

8.BbS+ Bd7 9.Qad Qc7
10.Bxd7+ Nfxd7 L1NbH5 Qcé
12.Bf4 Kd8

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

13.Bc7+ 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.Nai7+ Kb7
18Nxc6 Rxad 19NdB+ KcB20.Nx{7
Rg8 is unclear.

17.Nxd6é+ Kc7 18.b5 Nxc5
19.dxe5 QxcS 20.Nxf7! Qc3+
21.Ke2 Qxal 22.Qc2+ Kd7

The alternatiive is 22...Kb7
23.Nd6+ Ka7 24 QcT#.

23.N3! Qxhl 24.N3e5+ Ke7?
25.Qc7+ Kf6 26.Ngh+ Ki5
27.QeS + 1-0

-24-

B 15 Caro Kann Defense
AGEICHENKO : BUNATIAN
USSR 1964
l.ed c6 2.d4 dS 3.Nc3 dxed
4.Nxe4 g6 5.Beq! Bg7 6.Nf3 Nf6

7.Nxfo+ Bxit 8.Bhé

Simplest and perhaps best is 8.c3
0-0?! 9.Bh6 Bg7 10Qd2Nd7 11.h4
(Sherwin - Denker, New York 1968),
as White thereby retains the initia-
tive for a time.
8..QaS+!

Better than 8..Qb6 9.0-O Bg4
10Rel e6 11Lh3 Bxf3 12.Qxf3, and
White's position is preferable, as in
Kunz - Machate, West Germany
1958

9.c3 QhS 10. Qd2 Bh3!

7

A terribly unpleasant surprise for
White.
11 Ne3

There is nothing better, as 11.0O-O
fails to 11..Bxg2 12.Kxg2 Qg+,
11..BxeS 12.dxe5 Qxe§ + 13.B63
6:-0! 14.g¥h3 Qe4

Now 150-0-0 Qxc4 leaves White
in inferior position. And he yields to
the temptation—the idea for the two
Rooks sacrificeseems almost instant-
ly winning!
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J.e4 cS 2.f4 Nc6 3.Nf3 d6 4.d4

cxd4 5.Nxd4 Qb6 6.Bb5?! Bd7

7.Bxc6 bxefi 8.Nc3 g6 9.Rbl Bg7

10.Be3 c5 1ILNdle2 Bgd 12Nd5?!
Better is 12Qd3.

12...Qb7 13.Qd3 Bxe2 14.Kxe2
If 11 @26

14..Rb8 15.Bd2 Nfé 16.Qc3??

15..@xil + 16 Ke2

If now 15...Qual, then IS BliGwith
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

171%7)(31?%18?;2 OxbZ+ 19K01 16...Nxed! 17. ng7 QdeI

X . h 7 19. 2+

Qbl + 20Kgz Nd7t 2183 Qa1 ;2 0 + KA7 19.Qxb8 Qua

22.Qxd7 Rfd8 23.Qe7 Qxd3  The game might end 20.KB Qf2+

240t Qeli+ 0-1 21 Kg4 (21.Kxed Qo2+ 22.Kd5 k)
If 25.8 Rd2+! 26.Bxd2 Qed+. Qe2+, and mate next move.

26-
25 B 29 Sicilian - Nimzowitsch

BOLL-~ LANZ
B 21 Sicilian Defense Corr. 1982
STEISKAL - FERENG l.ed c5 2.Nf3 Nf6 3.e5 Nd5
Czecheslevakia 1962 4,Nc3 e6 5.Nxd5 exd5 6.d4 Nc6

AHSE 20 HRYSH 999 AGt{BB Well:  7-dxc5 Bxe58.0xd5d6
glgﬁg 8ngl| V}%W ite ESHEHBHQ 18 Another major alternative is
t§ swh d8 i Gareless iz 8..Qbs.
praveking his appenent on the 16 9.exd6 Qb6 10.Be3 Qxb2
meve. 1A shett, & typieal Brutal 18RS
Methed 6f ihie twe Reeks sactifice: A fairly fresh opening idea which
And that's allt includes a sacrifice of the two Rooks.
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If Black captures only the first
Rook: 1l..Qxal + 12Ke2Qc3, then
White should play 12Bxuf+ bxct
14.Qxc6+ Kf8 15.Qxa8 Qxc2+
16.Nd2Bxd6 17.Rbl, with advantage
- Boll.

If Black grabs both Rooks:
11...Qxal + 12Ke2 Qxinl, tinem
13 Bxafs+ wins, for example 13...bxch
14.Qxob+ Kf8 15Qxa8 (15.d7 also
wins), or 13..Kf8 14.Ng5 Be6
15N+ Kg8 (if 15..50x6 16QB+
Kg8 17,Bd71) 16.Ng5 RS 17/ BB
18.Bxf7+ Kg7 19.Qe5+ Khé
20.Neb+.

The critical continuation for this
new variation is 11..Bb4+ I12Ke2
Qxc2+ 13.Nd2 and now 13..Be6, or
even 13..0-01?** are arich field for
independent investigation.

12.0-0 Bxe3 13.fxe3 Be6 14.QcS
Rac8 15.Bd3! hé 16.Rabl b6??

A blunder in an already losing
position,
17.Qxc6 1-0

If 17..Qxbl 1RQed.
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B 32 Sicilian - Lasker/Pelikan
D.ANDREEY - P.DIMITROV
Sofia 1980

An example of how abad game can
be interesting for opening theory.
The two Rooks sacrifice here is only
a nightmarish ingidemt.

I.e4 ¢5 2.N#3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Nxd4 e5 5.Ni3

Played mostly when White doesn't
like the Lowenthall Variation: 5NbS
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 0-O
8.BgS Qas*+
ECO shows only 8..Bxe3+ 9.bxc3
6.

9...Nxed

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

10.Qxed Bxc3 + 11.bxc3 Que3+



12.Bd2??

Sacrificing both Rooks, which
doesn’t yield the desired result.
Hence the alternative 12.Ke2 is cru-
cial. We didn’t find how Black can
continue the attack after 12..d5
13.Bxd5, for instance 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 14.Ng§
Qxh2

Throws cold water on White's en-
thusiasm.
15.c3 QhS+ 16.g4 d5! 17.BxdS
Qxgti+ 0-1
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B 33 Sicilian - Lasker/Pelikan
ARMANDO : YUSUPOV
Insbruck 1977

Le4 c5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Nxd4 Ni& 5.Nc3 e5 6.Ndb5 d6
7.BgS a6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.Na3 bS
10.Nd5 1S 112xfS Bxf5 12.Qf3

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.
Timis variation, very interesting for
our theme, is examined in these next
five games,
12..Nd4!  13.Nc7+
14.Qxa®+ Kel/ 15 Rdl ?**

EE6 gives onfy 1563

ngg‘fé%gm aS 154 16 Rl

16.Nxc2 Bch

Qxc?

It's show time! If now 17.Rd2, then
Black wins with the tivematic
17..Bh6! 18.9xh8 Qab.
17.Qd5 Bxdl 18.Qxdl Bhé
19.Qbl Rc8 20.Be2 Qa5+ 21.b4
Rcl + 22.Bdl Rxbl 23.bxaS Ral
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24.a4 bxad 25.0-0 d5 26.Bc2
Rxfl + 27.Kxfl a3 28.Bb3 d4
29.Ke2 e4 30.3 d3 + 3LKI2 e3+
32.Kel Bg7 0-1

-29-

B 33 Sicilian - Lasker/Pelikan
Variation
KLOKOV : LOMOV
USSR 1973

L.e4 c5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Nxd4 Nfé 5.Nc3 e5 6.Ndb5 dé
7.Bg5 a6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.Na3 bs
10.NdS 15 llex(fS Bxf5 12.Qf3
Nd4 13.Nc7+

In Yanofsky-Spraggett, Montreal
1976, White declined the first Rook
after a long thought: 13Qdil. The
rest of the game is imteresting:
13...Bed4 14.Ne3 Bh6 15.Qg4 Bgé
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 Be4 26.Rd4 (6 27.Qs6+
Kh8 28.Qb6 Qa3 29.Qb4 Qcl +
30.Rd1 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 Qal+ and 3G@e5+.

13...Qxc7 14.QxaB+ Ke7 15.c3
b4! 16.cxb4 Qb6 17.Bxab

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

17..Quiti+ 18.Kf1 Qd2

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 Ne2+ 24.Kg2 Nxg3
25.fxg3 Qxg3+ 26 Xf1 Qd3+ 27.Kel
Bh6 28Rf1+ Bf4 29.Qb4 Qe3 +
30.Kd 1 Rg2 1 Rckdh asfidd (1L

19.h3

WARNING! Sveshnikov (in HOQ,
second edition 1984, note 166) gives
the alternative 19.h4 Bh6 20Qti7+
Kf6 21.Bc4 Bd3+ as in Pelling -
Povah, London ) 977. His asesssneant
is that Black has an obvious ad-
vantage. This game comtinued
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 19h3,
hence 24.Rh3 was not possible. In
fact, Pelling - Povah entirelly repeats
this game.
19..Bd3+ 20.Bxd3 Qxd3+
21.Kgl
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21...Bh6!22.Qb7 +

What happens if White grabs the
seeond Rook with 22.Qxh8 we shall
886 iR Rext pame.
22,.Kf6 23.Rh2?

Loses, while 23.Rel (Kondratiev)
isstill unclear.

23...Rb8f!
A second sacrifice of the second
Rook!

24.Qxb8 Ne2+ 25.Khl Nel!
26.Qxd6 +

Desperatiion. The alternative
26.Rxcl Bxcl leads to aunique situa-
tion with an unstoppable mate on the
first rank.

26..Qxd6 27.g3 Qd3 28.Rg2 Ne2
29.b3 Bel! 30.Ne4 QdiE + 3LKh2
Nd4 32.h4b5 0-1
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B 33 Sicilian - Lasker/Pelikan
GAPRINDASHWILI

- MATVEEVA
USSR (ch) 1974

l.e4 ¢S 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4
4,Nxd4 Nl 5.Nc3 eS 6.Ndb5 d6
7.BgS a6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.Na3 bS
10.Nd5 S llexS BxfS 12.QfB
Nd4 13.Ne7+ Qxe7 14.Qxa8 +
Ke7 15.c3 b4! 16.cxb4d Qb6
17.Bxaé Qxb4+ 18.Kfl Qd2
19.h3 Bd3+ 20,Bxd3 Qxd3 +
21.Kgl Bh6 22.Qxh8

22...Ne2 + **|

Kondratiiew claims ((ifformant
15(364) that Black wins by 22..Bf4
23.¢3 Qf3. His idea is obviously
24.pgxf4? Ne2+ 25Kfl Ng3+, and
mate next move, but after 24Rel
Bxg3 25.fxg3 Qxg3+ 25.Kfl Black
has onlly perpetual check.

23.Kf1

If 23.Kh2? Bfd4+ 24.g3 Bxg3+
24 Kg2 Nfa+ 25Kgl QB! 26.Rh2
Bxii2+, and mate next move.
23...Bf4 24.g4%!

Perhaps 24.g3!? Qf3 25Kl
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17.Bxaé Qxb4+ 18.Kfl Qd2
19.h4t?

24..Ng3+?

With 24..Q88! Black wins, e.g.
25.Rh2 Bxh2 26.Kel Nd4 27.Kd2
Bf4+, or 25.Rgl Be3! 26.Rg2 Nf4
27.Rh2 Bxi227Rel (27.Rxf2 Qi #)
Be3+.

25.Kgl

If 25.Kg2 Qed+ 26.f3 Qe2+, and
Blaek wins.
25..Nxh1??

Black still wins after 25..QB!!
26.Rh2 (26.fxg3 Be3+) Ne2+
27.Kf1 Bxh2,
26.Qa8 Nxf2 27.Qb7+ Kf6
28.Kxf2

Unclear is 28.Qg2 Nxh3+ 29Kl
Kg7.
28...Qe3 + 29.Kfl1 Qd3+ 30Kgl
Draw

-3i-
B 33 Sicilian - Lasker/Pelikan Varia-
tion
GINBURG - SAKHINENKO
USSR (Corr.) 1976
l.ed c5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Nxd4 Nfé 5.Nc3 e5 6.Ndb5 d6
7.Bg5 a6 8.Bxf6 gxf6 9.Na3 b5
10.Nd5 f5 11=xfS BxfS5 12.Q13
Nd4 13.Nc¢7 + Qxc7 14.Qxa8 +
Ke7 15.c3 b4! 16.cxbd Qb6

19..Bd3+?

The most interesting for us is the
thematiic 19...Bh6. It seems that
20.Qxh8 Bd3+ 21.Bxd3 Qxd3+
22Kgl Ne2+ 23Kf1 Ng3+ leads to
a draw, while 20.Qb7+ Kf6 21.Kgj
Rg8 isunclear.

Also to be considered is the imme-
diate 19...Rg8!?, and if 20.Kgl, then
ed.
20.Bxd3BQxd3+ 21.Kgl Bh6?

Obviowslly 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 + KF6 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 29.Re8+ Kf6
30.Ned+ Kg7 31.Rg8+! Kxg8
32.Qxd7 Nf3+ 33.Khl Qxh4 +
34.Qh3 1-0
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B 34 Sicilian - Accelerated Dragon
HUBNER -BLEVL.
Colegne 1958

A game full oF courage—and mis:
takes. The twe Reaks saerifice sue:
egeds enlly besause of pesr defense:
Well, we beg yeu ie appreciate the
ideas and talents of 9-year-eld
Robert Hubner!
i.e4 c5 2.Nf3 g6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Nxd4 Nc6 5.Nc3 Bg7 6.Be3
NIG 713 Qb621**

Probalbly premature. The same
move is good after 7...0-O 8.Bed
Qb6:
8.NI5

If&@d@a Noed!.

Qxb@ 8.Nxg7r+ Kfﬁ

10.Bd4
Maybe wrong, but a brave sacrifice
of aReek.
10...Nxd4
In case of 10..Kxg7 11.Rbi 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 1S5.exf7

16.Be2!?
Giving up the second Rook!

16...Qxh1?
Better was 16..Qb2 17.Rbl Qa3.

17.Ne4 Rf8 18.Qxf6+ Khé
19.Qb4i+ Kg7 20.Ng5 h6??
21.Qd4i+ 1-0

35
B 39 Sicilian - Maroczy Bind

GAPRINDASHWIL] - SERVATY
Dortmund 1974

1.e4 c5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3,d4 cxd4
4.Nxd4 g6 S5.c4 Bg7 6.Be3 Nfé
7.Nc3 Ng4 8.Qxgd Nxd4 9.Qd1
e5?! 10.NbS! O-O 1L.Be2!?

The usual continuation is
11.Qd2—see next game,

1L...Qhd4?

Pytell recommends 11...Nxb5
12.cxb5 d6 13.Bc4 Be6 14.Rcl Qd7,
followed by Rfd8.

12.Nxd4 exd4 13.Bxd4 Qxed
14,Bxg7 Qxg2?
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15.Qd4!!
A historic move and idiea!

15...Qxhl 4 16.Kd2 Qxz1?

According to Pytel, 16..Qc6
17.Rel (We prefer 17.Bxf8 Kxf8
18Rel) 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 KxftB1R Rl ! gives
White avery strong attack.

The point of White’s idea. There is
no defense against 1888116 or 1RBh8.

1-0
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B 39 Sicilian - Maroczy Bind
TAL -PAHTZ
Halle 1974

l.e4 c5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxdd
4.Nxd4 g6 5.c4 Bg7 6.Be3 Nf6
7.Nc3 Ngd 8.Qxgd Nxd4 9.Qd1
e5?! 10.NbS! O-O 11.Qd2 Qe7
12.Be2!7*

ECO recommends only 122030
Nxb5 13.cxb5 d5 14.exd5BfS 15Bd3,
with advantage, as in Smyslov-
Jimenez, Havana 1963.

12...b6 13.Nxd4 exdd 14.Bxd4
Qxed 15.Bxg7 Qxg2?

After 15..Kxg7 160-O White has
an obvious advantage. Now White
wins.

16.Qd4!! Qxhl + 17.Kd2 Qxh2

If Black grabs the other Rook
17..Qxal, then 18Qf6!, followed by
19.Bh6. “Plagiarism! I learned all this
from Gapriindashwili”, joked Tal after
the game. He referred to our game
33, played a few months earlier.
18.Bxf8 Kxf8 19.Bf3 d5

Or 19..Rb8 20 Rl !.

20.Bxd5 Rb8 21.Rel Be6



22.Rxe6!

1-0
If 22..fxe6, then 23.Qf6+ Kg8
24 Bxeto#, or 23...KeS 24 Bt
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B 40 Sicilian Defense
PIETRZAK - KASZUBA
Pila (Poland) 1980
I.e4 ¢S5 2.Nf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4

4.Nxd4 Nf6 S.Bgs?

We know that ECO's refutation of
this weak move stems from the
present game, even though ECO did
not mention 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.¢3 Nxe4 8.cxb4 Qxg5
ECO stops here.
9.0c2 Nd6 10.Nb5

10..Nxb5 [1.Qxc8+ Ke7
12.Qxh8 Qel + 13.Ke2 Ndui+!
14.Kd3 Qc2 + 15Ke3

If 15.Kxd4 Nc6+, winning the
Queen.

15.Nf5 + 16.Kf3

16..Nc6! 17.Qxa8 NeS+ 18.Kf4
Ng6+ 19.Kf3 Qdi+ 20.Be2
QdS + 21.Kgd Qed+ 0-1
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B 48 Sicilian Befense
MALISHAUSKAS -
EVIGELSKY
USSR 1981

Led4 c5 2,Nf3 e6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Nxd4 N6 5.Nc3 Bb4?! 6.e5
NdS 7.Bd2 Bxe3?

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
givesonly 8..0-O.
9.f4 a6?!

A waste of time. Better is the im-
mediate 9..0-O 10.c4 Qb6 11.c3
Ne7, as in Machel - Ericson, corr.
1959. In our game Black will try the
same idea with a tempo less. It does
ot work at sll!

10.Qg4 0-O 11.c4 Qb6 12.f5!
The important difference. Now

Black’s lifehangs by a thread. But not

for long!

12...exf5 13.Nxf5 Qg6 14.Qf3

Qeb

15.cxdSt
This sacrifice of both Rooks snaps
the thread!

15..Qxe5+ 16Kf2 Qxal 17.Bc3
Qb1

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

18.Bd3! Qb6 +
If 18 Quchl 12.Qed.
19.Bd4 Qb4 20.Qgé 1.0

37
B4l Sicilian Defense
ZULANOVY - ZUKHOVITSKY
Riga 1966

Led4 c5 2Nf3 e6 3.d4 exdd
4,Nxd4 a6 5.c4 Ni6 6.Nc¢3 Bbd
7.Bd3 Nc6 8.Nxc6 dxcé 9.e5 Qd4

9...Qa5 leads to the same varigtion
as in the geme.
10.exf6 Bxc3+ 1lthxe3 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. Neverthelless, practical
results mostly favor White because
the defense is not easy.

12...Qe%+2!
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Tal recommends 12...Qxal 13.xg7
Qxg? 140-0 e5 154 Bpd! 16Bh2
©-0-0, with udventage.
13.Be2 Qxal 14.fxg7
15.Bb2 Qxg2?

Falls into the trap.

Qxg7

16.Qde!!

Giving up the second Rook, White
wins by ferce: 16..Qxhi + 17.Kd2,
with the uRsioppable threat 18.Bf6.
16...Qg6 17.Bxh8 1-0
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B 44 Sicilian - Taimanov
SUKHANOV - ZOTKIN
USSR 1967
Led c5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 xd4
4.Nxd4 e6 5.Nb5 d6 6.Bf4 eS
7.Be3 Nf6 8.Bc4!?%*

An enonmouslly interesting forgot-
ten novelty.
8..Nas?t

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

If 9...Nxe4? 10.Bxf7+ Kxf7
11.Nxe4 d5? 12 Ned6+! Bxdi6
13.Qxd%+, or 9...Nxc4 10.Nxc4 Nxed
1LQdS, in both cases with an clear
advantage for White. Possibly 9...26
1B:Ne3 Be7 sheuld be tried:

18:a4 Bes 11 Qa7 Rxa7
Seeking countsrplay in a diffieult

PBSIIOR:

12.Bxa7 Nxed4 13.BbS!

1463 Qh3

Qh4a
15.Nxe4 Qg2

16.Nxd6 +!
The Brutal Method here works
erfectly.
16...Bxd6 17.Qxd6 Qed +

18.Be3!

White does not fall for 18Kd2,
which would allow Black to stir up
counterplay after 18..Bxb5.
18..(@bi11+ 19.Kd2 Qxh2

If 19..Qxal 20.Be.
20.Bb6! 1-6

If 20...Qh6+ 21.Qxh6é gxiné
22.Bxab.
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B 67 Sicilian - Riclter/Rauzer
BENI - PIETZSCII
Halle 1960

This ganie does not 6orrespond ex-
actly te eur theme (typieal isonly the
saetificeof the secend Reek); Never-
theliess, we desided to shew it iR this
collection beeauss it is very attraetive
and includes a variation whieh mist
be known.

l.e4 c5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Nxd4 Nfé 5.Nc3 d6 6.Bg5 e6
7.Qd2 a6 8.0-0-O Bd7 9.f4 bS
10.Bxb5?!

This variation exists in ECO% first
edition, but in the second edition no
trace remains.
10..axb8 1t )\&<% Qbs

The refutation of White's idea is
11..Mb4! 12.23 Bxb5 L3.Nxb5 d$
14.e5 Qab.
12.e5!? Ned!

Only so. If 12..dixe57? 13.Bxf6, or
if 12..Nd5? 13.Nxd5 exdS 14.Qxd5
Ra5 (14...Nb4? 15.Qxa8!) 15 NadibF,
or probably stronger 15.24!? Rxa4
16.exd6.
13.Nxe4 QxbS5 14.Nxd6 + Bxd6
15.Qxdé Ra7 16.Rd3 Qb8
17.Qc5 Rxa2

18.Rxd7 Qxb2 +

Probatbly better is 18...Kxd71?
19 Rl + Kc7.
19.Kd2 Kxd7 20.Qdé+ Kc8
21.Qxc6 + Kb8 22.Be7 Qb7

23.Rbl! Qxbl 24.Bd6+ Ka?
25.Bc5+ Kb8 Draw
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B 85 Sicilian - Sdheveningen
LASKER - PIRC
Moscow 1935

Another example ot a variation

which exists in ECOR& first edition,
but not in the second edition.
I.e4 ¢5 2,Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 d6 6.Be2 e6
7.0-O a6 8.Be3 Qc7 9.f4 Na5?!
10.£5 Nc4?

ECO (second edition) deals only
with 10..e5 and 10...Be7. By the way,
ECO elaims that the variation 10..€5
1L.3¥b3 Ned 12.Bxed Qxed 13QB
Be7 14.Bg§, with advantage fer
White, is analysis by Pachman. It is

only fair to say that all this belongs to
Lisitsin. Tt was printed in the tourna:
meAt beek when Paghman was 13
zesré old: Bur further notes afe
ased moghy o these of Lisitsin:
1 Bxed Qxed 12.fxeb fxes
E%ttsr js 12-Bxeb:
3.Rxf6! gxf6 14.QhS+ kdf
?HSFS I§ gt fH& SHEr, 1or &%

K‘G’i 1547+ Be @Nfél
Rﬁg E‘ I 43 18N8 2 l
I‘és? 11% Nf%t saifé Qif

S D
1%%%1 1 ‘&%t Iée\%
gﬁé 1B Keg 1%%%% and

15..Bd7

The natural move 15...Be7 also
leads to disaster: 16.Nf5! Re8 (or
16..Qc7 17.Nad! Rf8 18.QxH7 KeB
19.Bb6 Qd7 20.Q05+ Rf7 2 NgiT+
Ki® 22.0Q4B%) 17.Nxd6! Bxd6 (if
17...Qc61E3\Ne88 Qxe8100ERE6 + Kd7
20.Rd}¥) 18.Bb6+ Bc7 19.Rdl+
forcing checkmate. Seeking a
defense, Pirc decides to sacrifice
both Rooks.

16.Qxf6t+ Kc7 17.Qxh8 Bhé

If now 18.Qxa8 Bxe3+ 1% Kl
Bxd4 with countenpilay. But—
18.Nxe6 +!

The refutation of the whole idea.
If 18.. Bxe6, then 1DOxti7.
18...Qxe6 19.Qxa8 Bxed+
20.Khl 1-0
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B 90 Sicilian - Najdorf
LYSENKO - CHEKALIN
USSR 1973

l.ed ¢5 2.N3 d6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Nxd4 Nf6é 5.Nc3 a6 6.h3 g6
7.g4 Bg7 8.g5 Nh5 9.Be2 e5
10.NT5!?

Instead of ECO line 10.Nb3 Nf4
11LNd5, as in Fischer - Reshevsky,
USA (ch) 1962/63, when, according
to Fischer 111..Nxe2 12.Qxe2 Be6
leads to equality.

10..gxf5 11.Bxh5

111.. ueq 28%*

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: 12Nd5, 12.Bg4, and 12h4 all
provide rich fields for imuestigation.

12.Nxe4 d5 13.Qf3 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!

20...Qxal?

Loses. For better or worse
20...Qc4! must be played, with the
possible continuatiion 21.BxdS
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 25.Qe8+) 24.Bb6+ Rc7
25.QeT+, and 26 Qa7



-42-

B 96 Sicilian - Rolugaevsky
PAVLOV : PERIOIU
Bucharest 1963

led c5 2.N13 d6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.N¢3 a6 6.BgS €6
7.4 bS 8.e5 dxe5 9.fxe5 Qc7
10.Qe2 Bb4?

116! Bxc3+ 12.bxe3 Qxc3 +
13.Qd2 Qxal + 14.Kf2 0-0

The only continuation given by
ECO. For the alternative 14...Bd7,
see next game, while 14..Qb2 fails to
15.fg77Rg816.Nxe6!.

15.fxg7

Evidentily, our two examples were
not available to ECO's staff, because
they quit the line after 14...0-0, of-
fering 15.fiog7 as afimel keaarmeanda-
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.

15...Re8

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

18.Qb4 Nd7 19.Qe7 1-0
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B 96 Sicilian - Polugaevsky
MENDE -FHERSONY
Romania 1963

I.ed c5 2.NI3 d6 3.d4 exd4
4.Nxd4 Nff¢ 5.N¢3 a6 6.Bg5 ¢6
7.t4 bS 8.e5 dxe§ 9.fxe5 Qe7
10.Qe2 Bb4? 1l.exfs! Bxed +
12.bxe3 Qxe3 + 13.Qd2 Qxal +
14.Kf2 Bd7**

This unmentioned continuation
loses even quicker than 14..(3-Q.

15.fxg7 Rg8 16.QMI! f6
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17.Be2!!

White does not fall for 17.Bxf6?
Ncéf, but wins with the thematic
sacrifice of the second Rook.
17..Qxh1 13B41S! 10

If 18..Rxg7 19Bif%+, and mate
next move.
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B 96 Sicilian - Poisened Pewn
SCHIFFERDECKER -
STRAUSS
YWest Germany 1956
Led c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 a6 6.Bg5 e6
7.f4 hé 8.Bhd4 Qb6 9.Qd2 Qxb2

10.Bxf6**

g

Is this aforgotten novelty, or just a
finger slip? Instead of the main line
10.Rb1 Qa3 11.Brit, prathnps Wiitee
just played the second move first,
something that happems often
enough in real games. If it is & forgot-
ten novelty, then we were not able to
discover White's idea against the best
defense. However, the result of all
these hypothetiicall mistakes is an in-
teresting example of the Quiet
Methed of the two Rooks sacrifice,

10...Qxadl+ LILKT2 Bd7?

After 11...Nc6, ar 1...QH2,
White’s compensation is gques-
tionable.

12.Nxe6! fxc6?

Best defense is 12...gxf6 1RNGT+
Kd8 14.NxaB8, when White already
has the advantage. Now the sacrifice
of the second Rook decides immedi-

ately.
13,Be2! 1-0

If 13..Qxbl, then 14.BhS+ g6
15Bxg(oh.



B 99 Sicilian - Najdorf
AUZINS - KRAUKLIS
Corr. 1975/76

l.e4 c5 2.Nf3 d6 3.d4 cxd4
4.Nxd4 Nf6 5.Nc3 a6 6.BgS c6
7.f4 Be7 8.Qf3 Qc7  RAM-0Q-0

Nbd7 10.Bd3 bS5 11Rhel Bb7
12.Qg3 b4 13.Nd5S

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

13..Nxd5?¢

Black’s best is 13.exd5 lIdexdb
(14.e5!?) Kd8, with White having
compensatiion for the sacrificed
piece.
14.cxd5 Bxd5 15,Nxe6! fxc6**

ECO shows only 1L5..Bxe6
16.Rxe6!, with clear advantage for
White, e.g. 16...fsef 17.Bxe7 etc.

16.Bxe7 Nc5 17.Qxg?

17..Rc8

Our theme has a better chance to
succeed after the more imteresting
17...Bxa2. If White grabs the Rooks
18.Qxh8+? Kd7¢ 19.Qxa8, then
19..INtB#!. But it does not work, due
to 18.Bc4l! Bxcd4 19.Qxh8+ and
20.Qxa8.
18.QxhB+ 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 tar as we knew, this is the enly
attempt by Steinitz to use the two
Rooks sacrifice. Unsuccessfully.
1.e4 e6 2.e5?!

Introduced by Steinitz.

2.6

Best of all is the simple 2...d6
3.exd6 Bxd6, or 3..cxd6!? 4.d4 Nfé
5.Nf3 Be7 6.c4 d5, transposing imto
the Caro-Kann Defense with an
extra tempo for Black.

3.d4 ¢5 4.dxc5 BxcS S.Nc3 Qc7
6.Bf4 Qb6 7.Qd2
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a0 h

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, aswe shall
see in many other examples, it is also
the start of a dangerous adiventure.
As a rule, sacrificing an Exchange,
the opponemt gains tempii and
cteates conditions for the sacrifice of
the other Rook. Before you take the
Exchange, you must see far and

clearly!

8.Qxf2 Qxb2 9.Kd2 Qxal
10.Nb5 Naé 10.Nd6+ Kf8
12.Bxa6 bxa6 13.Qc5 Ne?

A logical continuation, unfor-
tunatelly not enough te ignite the
smouldering initiative.
14...Qxhl 15.exf6 gxf6 16.Bh6 +

17.Qd4

It is hard to say where White could
have played better. The most imter-
esting move is 17.Nf5!? (if 17.Nxc8
Ng6!) and now not: 17..Qxg2?
1B.Qxe7 Bb7 19.Nd6 Qg6 20.Nf4l,
but 17..Ngé 18.Nf4 Bb7!, refuting
the idea. Now Black wins easily.
17...Qxh2 18.Bf4 Qh5 19.Qxf6
Nd5 20.Qd84 Kg7 21.Qa5 Nxfd
22.Qc3+ 5 23.Nxf4 Qg5 24.83
Rf8 25.Ned Qe7 26.Nd5 Qe6
27.N¢7 Qh6+ 0-1

47-
€01 Freneh Defense
GOLBMANN - GRUHRN
Sauerbrunn 1938

L.ed e6 2.d4 dS 3.exd5 exdS 4.c4

This position can be reached also
from the Albin Counter-Gambit:
1.d4 dS 2.04 5 3.e3 exd4 4.exdd.
4...N16 5.Ne3 66

Rather than give White the initia-
tive with 5..dxc4 6.Bxed Be7 7.Nf3
0O-G3818!,
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6.Nf3 Bg4 7.Qb3 Qb6 8.Ne5?
Instead, 8.exd5 Qxb3 9.axb3 BxB

gives abeut even ehanees.

8...Qxd4! 9.NxFf7 Kxf7 10.Qxb7+

Nbd7

WO ﬁé%q@ .@f%fé ﬁl
11 Be3

If White grabs the Rook with
11@xaS, then Black wins immedi-
atelly, offering the other Rook by
111..Bba!.
11..Re8 12.Be2 Rxe3

Obviously forced, but winning!
13.fxe3 Qxe3 14.Rfl d4 I5Rdil
dxc3 16.Rxd74 Kg6 0-1

-48-

C 06 French - Tarasch
CASTAGNA - BURKHALTER
Switzerland 1961
l.ed e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nd2 N6 4.eS
Nfd7 5.Bd3 c5 6.c3 Nc6 7.Ne2

cxd4 8.cxd4 f6 9.Nf4?!
Fhis epntinuation has abad pame:
3 @57 16.Qh3420 Q7

? € BB%S e f 4 it
svg e W i

hl.:-.ﬁ!f@% ia.ﬁ" Pge! 13
47 18.Nb3

Nxes 14.Bbl

in
h§
%b3

16.axb3 BbS 17.Be3 Qc7 1&.M3
K§7! 19K

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

19...Bc5! 20.Qh4
On 20.Qxa8, Black follows with

Ngd+1, 28 in the geme.

20...Rh8!

2 2
7 1

We are already familiar with this
typicall second sacrifice 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 Qeb+ 23.Kd2 Qdd+
leads te mate in a few moves:
21..Ngd 41 22.Kel

Or 22.fxg4 Qf4+.
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C 10 French Defense

ANTHES-ALTEN
Stockhollm 1909

1.e4 €6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 c5
Introduced by Marshall.
4,dxc5

The theoretiicall line is 4.exd5 exd5
5.dxc5 d4 6.Bb5+ Nc6 7.Bxab+ bxcb
8.Nce2 Bxc5 9.Nf3 Bb4+ 1QBd2
Bxd2+ 11Qxd2 c5 12(0-0-O Nf6
13.Qg5, with an advantage for White.
On the trail of improvement, Black
can try 5..Bxc5!?** see the notes
after Whites fifith move.

4...Bxc5%*
ECO shows only 4...d4 unclear.
5.Qg4?!

If 5.exdS, then not Kurt Richter's
5...Bb4 because of 6.Qd4!, but
5...exd5!?. After 6.Nxd5 Nf6, or
6.Qxd5 Qe7+ 7.Qed (7.Ned!?**)
BfS 8.Qxe7+ Nxe7, Black has some
compensatiion for the pawn.

5...Qf6?

He should play 5..NfG1, and if
6.Qxg7 Rg8 7.Qh6 Bxfiz+!, or 6.Qhd
Nxed! etc.

6.NB3 Nc6 7.Bg5 NeS 8.Bb5 +
Stronger is8.Bxf6! Nxg4 9.Bxg7.

8..Kf8 9.0g3 Nxf3+ 10.gxf3
Qg6 11.Rgl!

White paves the way for the two
Rooks sacrifice!

1L..NR 12.Qc7! Be7 13.e5 h6

14.Bxf6!

An easy example of the Brutal
Method.
14..Qxgl + 15.Ke2  Qxaal
16.Qxe7+ Kg8 17.Qe®+ Kh7
18 B3+ @6 19.Qxi7# 1-0

-50-
C 11 French Defense
€.TORRE - ADAMS
New Orleans 1920
l.e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.Nc3 Nfé 4.BgS
dxe4 5.Nxed Be7 6.Bxf6 Bxf6
T.Nf3 c6?! 8.3 Qc7 9.Bd3 Nd7
10.Qe2 b6 1134 65
Better is 11..Bb7 followed by
0-0-0.
12.dxc5 Nxc5 13.Nxc5 QxcS
14.g517?
27, 7)) V77
% % 1

i
£ 1"l
Fac] ]

Rk
Mm@
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14..Bxc3 +?

Falls into the trap. 14...Bxg5 is un-
clear.
15.bxc3!!

Stronger than 15XKffl, which also
gives an advantage. In sacrificing
both Rooks, White must foresze a
fime tactical point five moves later.
15...Qxc3+ 16.Qd2! Qxal +
17.Ke2 Qxhl 18.Bk3+ Bd7

If 18..Ke7 19Qbd+, and mate in

20.g6! hxg6é 21.Ng5 1-0

57~
C 11 Fench Defense

ASZTALOS : ALEKHIN
Bled 1931

I.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Nii& 4.Bgs
dxe4 5.Nxed4 Be7 6.Bxf6 gxf6!?
7.Nf3 b6 8.Bb5 +

Not the best, because ...c7-c6 isal-
most mandatory for Black. A recent
theoretiizally important example is
Kortchnoi - Andersson, Reykjavik
1988: 8.Bc4 Bb7 9.Qe2 c6 B0
Qc7 11.Rhell Nd7 12Kbl O-O-O
13.Ba6 Rhe8!? 14 Bxthi7+ Kxb7 15.c4
Nf8 16.Qc2 t5 17.Nc3 Bf6 IRRe3

Re719.Red3 Ng6 20.d5 Red7 21L.Qa4
Ne7, with equal chances.
8...¢6 9.Bd3 BB7 10.Qe2 Q&7
1+ 9-0-0 367

All the following difficulties stem
from this move, Natural and better is
Il..Nd7, after which Blagk would
stand well. It is worth neting that
then 12.Ba6? wauld be ablunder, be-
ganse 12:-Bxab 13.9xaé bil
threatens 14.-Nb8.
12.Rhel Nd7 13.Kbl ¢5 Id.dxcS
bxc5

Dreaming of an attack on the b-
file. Perhaps 14...Nxc5 was
preferable.
15.Ng3 Nb6 16.Nh5 c4 17.Bed
Nad

Also after 17...Rb8 18.Nd4
(threatemimg 19.Np7+ and
20.Nxe6+) Black is in sgrious
trouble.
18.Qe3? hé6 19.Bxb7 Qxb?
20.Qd4 Rb8

1£20...e5, then2IL Nixe5! and White
wins.
21.b3 Qc6 22.Nxf6+ Bxf6
23.Qxf6 cxb3

24.axb3?
White misses the chance of hislife.
Alekhin’s attractive idea to sacrifice
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both Rooks: 24.Qxh8+ Ke7
25.Qxb87? Qxc2+ 26.Kal Qua2#
can be refuted by 25.Rd7+11 Qxd7
(25..Kxd7 26.Ne5+) 26.Qxb8, and
Black has nothing to show for the
Rook.

24...Nc3 + 25.Kcl Rf8 26.Rd3??

Ineredible! 26.Nd4 followed by
Nxeé wins immiediately.
26...Nd5 27.Qc5 Rc8 28.Re2 Nb4
29.Rd6 Qc5! 30,Qxc5 Rxc5
31.Kb2?

Another mistake. Right is 3L 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...Ke7 32.Rb6 a5 33.Nc5 Rfc8
34.Rb7+ R8c7 35.Rxe7+ Rxc7
36.g3 f6 37.NI3 e5 38.Rd2 Keb
39.Nel Nd5 40.c4 Ne7 41.Ka3?
Kf5 42.Rd6 Nc6 43.Nc2 Ked!
44.Rxf6 Nd4 45.Kb2 a4!
46.Kc32!

Instead 46.bxa4 still keeps some
winning chances.
46...axb3  47.Nxd4 exd4+
48.Kxb3 Kd3! 49.Rf3+ Ke2
50.Rf4 Kd3! S5L.Rf3+ Ke2
52.Rf4 Draw

-52-

C 12 French - MazCutcheon
SHISHKIN : GELBAK
Peterburg 1889
l.e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.Nc3 N6 4.Bd3
Bb4 5.Bg5 dxe4 6.Bxed c5 7.NI3

Theony considers 7.Nge2 as better,
but leading only to equality. As we
shall see, 7.Nf3 is ineorrectly eon-
demned and pessibly is White's best.
7...cxd4 8.Nxd4!?

Chances are even after 8.Bxf6
Qxf69.Qxd4.

8...Bxe3+ 9.bxc3 Qa5 10.Bxf6
Qxc3 + 11.Qd2
Both Rooks are on the sacrificial

11..Qxal +?

Loses. According to the books,
Black keeps the better ending with
11..Qxd2+ 12.Kxd2 gxf6 12Nb5
Nab 14 Nd6+ Ke7 15NxcB+ Raxc8
16.Bxb7 Rcd8+, as in Konfi - Len-
gyel, Budapest 1957. Actuallly, it is
White who, after 13.Rabll!™* (instead
of 13Nb5) recaptures the pawn with
slightly better chances - Minev in
French Defense, New and Forgoiten
Teleas.

12.Ke2 Qxhl IZNxe6!
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In Brask - Gustafsson, Attleboro
1943, Black resigned here,
13..Bd7  14.Nxg7+ Kif8
15.Qd6é+ Kg8 16.Ne6! BbS +
17.Kf3 Be2 +1BBHG@2 1-0

-53-
€ 15 French Defense
MOKRY - PYTEL
Polanica Zdroj 1984
l.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4
4.Nge2 NI6
The usual response is 4...dixed.
5.e5 Nfd7 6.Qd3!?
As far aswe know, this isfirst over-
the-beard 6.943 geme.
6...c57¢
Perhaps 6..0-0"? or 6...b617 -
Mokry.
7.Qg3 cxd4 8.Qxg7 Rf8 9Nxd4
Qb6 10.Be3 Bxc3 +
If 10...Bc5, them 11.0-0-0O!
threatens 12Nad.

1lLbxc3 Qb2

12.NbS!! Qxal + 13.Kd2 Nc6
Mokry points out that 13..36
14.Nd6+ Kd8 15.Bb6+ Ke7

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

14.Nc7 +! Kd8 15.Nxa8 Ne7

Else While wins spectacullatlly with
the thematic sacrifice of the remain-
ing Rook:

a) 15..Ncxe5

16.8b5!! Qxhl 17.Quf®+!! Nxf8
18Bgft+, and mate next move,
b) 15..d4 16.cxd4 Nxdi4

15Bb5!! Qxhl 16.Qxf8+!1 Nxi®
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



20.Bd3!

A third opportumitty for tie
thematic sacrifice in one game - this
isthe record!
20...Qxh1 21.Bxg6 Re8 22.Bb6 +
Kc8 23.Bx{7 d4

Desperatiion. If 23.. RdiB24.Bxe6!.

24.Bxe8 dxc3 + 25.Ke2 Bb5+
26.Bxb5 1-0

-54-

C 17 French - Bogolyubov
SAMISCH ~ANIATEUR
Aachen 1934 (Blind simul.)
I.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.c5
€5 5.Bd2 exd4V!
The safest continuation is 5..Ne7.
6.Nb5 BcS
The most interesting reply is
6. Bxrd2+ 7.Qxd2 f6!12**.

7.b4 Bb6 8.Qg4 Ki8 9.NB3 Nc6
10.Qf4 f6 11=2xf6 Qxf6 1L2.Nc7
Bxc7?

After 12..Qxf4 13.Bxf4 Rb8 (not
13...Bxc7? 14.Bxc7 Nxib4?2?
15Bd6+), the situation is unclear.

13.Qxc7 h6? 14.b5 d3

15.Bxd3! Qxal + 16.Kc2 Qf6
The Brutal Method in action, If
16.-Qxdnl, then 17.bxe6 with unsiep-
pable threats: 1I8BoA+ oF B Qifs+.
17.bxc6 Qe7 18.Bb4! Qxb4
19.QdB+KKI7 20.NeS# 1-0

.55
C 18 French - Wimawer
HAYENGA - CORIELL
Corr. 1984
Led4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e5
c5 5.a3 Bxc3 + 6.bxc3 Qc7 7.Qg4
6 8.Bf47!%*

Theory offers 8.BbS+ Ncé
(8..Kf8!?) 9.Nf3. The two Rooks
sagrifice implieit in this move here
£eems 16 be unsound.
8...cxd4 9.BbS+ Kf8 10.Nf3
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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 UBBikH,
White has a probablly winning attack,
for instance 13..KT7? 14.Ngb+! fixg5
15.Qh5+! g6 16QB+, or 13..Ne7
14Bse7+ Kf7 156 gxf6 16.Bxf6!
Rg8 17.Qf4, and Black islost.
15.Rbl a5 14.Rb3 Qe7 1S Bcl
Qc7?!

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

16.Ba3+ Ki7??

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

17.Ng5+1Kgé
Or 17...fxg5 1B QinS+! g619.Q8 +

and wins.
18Be+ 1-0

-56-
€ 18 Erench - Winewer
WIKTOREZYK - BOZEK
Eerr. 1957
ECO quotes from this game to
shew a two Reeks sagrifiee whieh
leads only to adraw. What happens if

Black rejects the draw you will find
here.

l.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bbd4 4.e5
c5 5.a3 Bxe3+ 6.bxc3 Ne7 7.Qg4

9.Bd3 Qxc3+ 10.Bd2 Qxal +
11Ke2 Qxhl 12.Bxh7+ Kxh7
13.Ng5+ Kg8 14.QhS Rd8
15.Qxf7+ Kh8 16.QhS+ Kg8
17.Qi7+ KI818.QhS

18...867?

Now White wins, while after
18..Kg8 he has only a perpetual
check.

19.QHS+ Ng8 20.Qh7! 1-0

There is no way out: 20..Rd7
21.Nxe6+ Ke8 22.Qxg8+ Ke7

23 Bgs#,
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or 20..Nh6é 21.Qxh6+ Ke8
22.Qxg6+ Kd7 23.Qxc6+ Kc7
24.Qe7+ Kc6 (24..Bd7 25Nafb+)
25.Qxch+ Kd726.e6+ KeS 27.Bbd.

57-
C 18 French - Wimaner
CHANDLER - NOGUEIRAS
Leningrad 1987
l.ed e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bbd 4.e5
Ne7 5.a3 Bxe3 + 6.bxe3 ¢5 7.Qg4

Games with 7..@-O exploded in
number during 1986-1990. This geme
and next three are the story of asmall
branch of this rich variation. Here
White tries to disintegrate Blaek's
castle o lightning speed using the
twe Rogks sagrifiee.
8.Nf3 5 9.exf6 Rxf6 10-Bg5 Qa5
V1 Bsif6Qxe3 +

12.Kd1

Stilll unclear is 12.Ke21? Ng6
13.Rcl gxf6 14.h4 Nc6 15.h5 e5
16.Qg3 ¢4 17.hsagoexB+ 18K, ss
in Psakhis - Bareey, Soehi 1987.
12..Qxal + 13.Kd2 Ngb 14.Bd3

The following interesting analysis
by Rogers and ITazai deserves to be
noted: 14hical 15BxilBe3+ 16 Ke2
Qxhl

17.Bxg6 (17.h5?7 Qxh5!) gxf6
18 Budti7+ Kxh7 19.h5 Bd7 20.Qgfo+
Kh8 21.Nc5 (if 21.h6? Bb5+) fies
22.h6 BbS+ 23.KE3 Qh5+11 24.Qxh5
Ne6, and Black stands bietier,

14...Qxhil
A aossroads.

15.Bxg7

Forces adraw. An attempt at avic-
tory is 15.Bxg6 - see games 58-60.
15...Kxg7 16.Bxg6 hxgé 17.NeS
Kf8 18.Qxg6 Ke7 19.dxc5 Kd8
20.Qf6 + Kc7 21.Qe7+ Bd7
22.Qd6é6+ Kc8 23.Qf8+ Kc7
24.Qd6+ Draw
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C 18 French - Wimawer
KUPREICHIK - KOSTEN
Minsk 1986
l.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e5
¢5 5.a3 Bxe3+ 6.bxe3 Ne7 7.Qg4
Q-0 8.Nf3 {5 9.exf6 Rxf6 10.BgS
Qa5 11Bxi6 Qxe3+ 12.Kdl Ngb
13.Bd3 gxf6 14.Bxgé Qxall +

15.Kd2 Qxhl

16.Be8 +

White does not achieve more than
perpetuall check with 16.Bxh7+
Kxb7 17.Nh4 Qxh2 18.Qg6+ Kh8

19.Qe8+ Kg7 26.Qe7+, asin Diaz -
Arencibia, Suba (eh) 1986,

16..Kf8 17.Qh5 Ke7 18.Qf7 +
Kd8 19.Ba4 Qxg2 20.Qxf6 + Kc7
21.Q#+ Kd8 22.Q18 + K7

R V227 VR
BTY e 7 oy /

A
(e .4’4%‘:{4

4

23.dxc5?

White overestimates his chances.
He should be satisfied with 23.Qf4+
and & perpetual cheek.
23..Nd7 24.Bxd7 Bxd7 25.Qf4 +
Kd8 26.Ng5

If 26.Qf8+ Be8 27.Qd6+ Kc8
28.Qxe6+ Bd7, or 26.Qf6+ KeB
27.Qh8+ Ke7 28.Qxh7+ Kf8, and
Black wins.
26...b6 27.c6 Bc8! 28.Nxe6 +
Bxe6 29.QdiG+ Ke8 30.Qxc6 +
Kf8 31.Qf6+ Kg8 32.¢7 Qg6
33.Qd8+ Qe8 34.Qxd5+ Kg7
0-1

-59-

C 13 French - Winawer
BALASIIOV - BAREEV
USSR 1987
1.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e5
Ne7 5.a3 Bxe3+ 6.bxc3 c5 7.Qgd
0-0 8.Nf3 5 9.extf6 Rxf6 I Bg5
Qa5 HLBxf6 Qxc3+ N2.Kdl
Qxal + 13.Kd2 Ng6 14.Bd3

Qxhl 15.Bxg6 gxf6 16.Qh4!?

16...

Now Black must sacrifice his
Queen: The ether defense, 17..Q,
is alsp complicated - see Rext game.
18.Ng5 Qxg5+ 19.Qxgs Kf7



Black’s pieces are miserably out of
play, but Balashov does not find a
way to expleit the diskegation,
20.Qf4+ Kg7 21.QeS5+ Kfi7
22.Qf4+ Ka7 23.Qe5+ Ki7
24.Qc7+ Nd7 25.dxe8 g5 26.f3
Kgé 27.a4 a3 28.Qd8 Ni6 29.h3
€5 Draw

-60-
€ 48 Franeh - Winames
BBLATNY - SEYMEZAK
Trnava 1987
l.e4 e6 2.d4 d5 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.5
Ne7 5.a3 Bxe3 + 6.bxe3 ¢5 7.Qg4
0-0 8.Nf3 {5 9.exf6 Rxf6 10.Bg5
Qa5 11Bx«f6 Qxe3+ IZKdJI
Qxal + 13.Kd2 Ngé 14.Bd3
Qxhl 15.Bxgé gxi6 16.Qh4!?
hxg6 17.Qx%6 Qa1

Seems better than the 17..Qxg2 of
the previous game.

18.Qd8 + Kg7 19.Qe7+ Kg8
20.QeB+ Kg7 21.Qe7+ Kg8
22.Qd8 + Kg723.Qxc8!?

23..Nc62?

Anallysis by Blatny shows (at least
for now) that Black’s possibly only
defense is 23...cxd4! 24.Qxbs7+ Nd7!
(only!) 25.Qxd7+ Kf6 26.94 Qc3+
27.Ke2 Qxc2+ 28.Kfl Qed! 29.g5+
Kf5 30.Qf7+ Kg4 31.h3+! Kxh3
32.Qh7+ Kg4 33.Qh4+ Kf5
34.Qh3+ Qg4 35.Nxd4+ Kxg5
36.Nxe6+, draw.

24.Qxb7+ N7 25.Qxe7+ Khé
26.Qh4+ Kg7 27.Qe7+ Khé
28.g4 Qf1

Also hopelless is28...cxd4 29.Qgf5+
Kh7 30.Ne5 Qc3+ 31.KdlL Rg8
32.Qh4+ Kg7 33.Qe7+ Kh8
34.Nf7+ Kg7 35.Ng5+ Khé 36.f4!
Qal+ 37.Ke2 d3+ 38.Kd2! Rg7
39.Qf8, and White wins - anallysis by
Blatny.

29.g5+ Kh5 30.Qh7+ Kgd
31.Ne5 + Kf432.Qh4 + 1-0
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G-
€23 Bishep's Opening
BOWDLER - CONWAY
Lendon 1736
Led S 2.Bc4 Be5 3.d3 c6 4.Qe2

d6 5.f4
(Annetatsd in the Intredustion,
page xii)

&2-
€25 Vienna Game
STEEL -AMATBUR
Calcutta 1886

l.e4 e5 2,Nc3 Nc6 3.f4 exfd 4.d4
Qhd +55Ke2

(Annotated in the Imtroduction,
page xiv)

-63-
C25 Vienna Game
SIMON - MUNDER
West Germany 1976
le4 e5 2,Nc3 Bc5 3.Nf3 dé
4.Nad Nd72!%*

The routine 4...Bbé6 is better.
5.Nxc5 Nxc5 6.d4!? Nxed 7.dxe5
Qe7 8.Qd4! {5 9.Bf4 d5

Our thematiic story begins with this

move. However, Black has limited
options. If ,.dxe5 10.Nxe5 Ngfé,

then IL.Bb5+ Bd7 12.Nxd7 Ndié+
(12..Nxd7 1R(D-0-0) 13.Be2 with
an advantage for White.

10.QxdS! Qb4+ 11.Nd2 Qxb2

12 Nixed! Qxal + 13.Kd2 Ne7

The alternative 13..Qb2? loses im-
mediately to 14.BbS+ c6 LSNdG+
Kd8 16 Nxb7+ etc.

14.BbS +

14..K18

A delightful mate occurs after
14...c6 15Ndis+ Kd8 16.Nxis7+ Kc7
17.¢6+ Kxb7 18.Bxc6+ Nxc6
19.QbS#.
15.Qd8 + Kf7 16.Ng5+ Kgé6
17.Qxh8 Qd4 + 18.Ke2 Qxf4
19. Qs+ HCxgS 20.h4+ 1-0
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C29 Vienna Game

CARRERAS- BATTLE
Barcelona 1898

I.e4 e5 2.Nc3 Nf6 3.f4 Bh4?!
4.Bc4

Better is 4.fxe5 Bxc3 5.dxc3 Ng8
(5...Nxe4 6.Qgat) 6.Nf3, with ad-
vantage,

4...Bxc37bes

Black should play 4..d6 5.Nf3
0-0, ss in Mieses - Pillsbury, Hast-
ings 1895,

5.bxc3 d57? 6.exd5 Nxd5 7.Qi3
Nxf4 8.Ba3! Nxg2+ 9.Qxg2
Qh4+ 10.Qg3 Qxc4 11.Qxg7
Qed +

12.Kf2 Qxhl 13.NB! Qxal
14.0xh8+ Kd7 15.NxeS5+ Ke6
16.Qe4- Kd§

Or 16..Kf5 17.Qxf7+ Kg5
18B&7+ Kh6 12QfG+, and mate
next move.

17.Qx{7 + Be6 18.Qf3+ Kxe5
19.dd# 1-0

-65-

C29 Vienna Game
MADER - FRISCHHERZ
Zurich 1986
Led4 e5 2,Nc3 Nf6 3.f4 d5 4.fxeS
Nxed 5.N3 Bb4?! 6.Qc2 Bf57**

An out-of-the-ordinary continua-

tion which obligates Black to
sacrifice both Rooks.

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

10.Qxa8 + Kd711.Qxa6!

The refutation. Remember, the
second helping need not always be
taken. Black had counted on
11.Qxh8, which would allow him to
stir up dangerows tacties with
101, Nt

11..Nc5 12.Qcd 1-0
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C 29 Vienna Game
MAZAEYV - LOBA

USSR 1987
In seatch 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 eon-
tributed to hisown dewnfall.

l.e4 €5 2.Ne3 Nf6 3.14 d5 4.fxe5

Nxed4 5.Nf3 Be7 6.Qe2 Bf5?!

7.Qb5 + €6 8.Qxb7 0-0 9.Qxas

Maybe 9.d31? is stronger.
9...Qb6 10.NxdS cxd5 11.QxdS
Bhd +

12.Kd12¢

Takes a risk. Instead 12Nxhd4
Qf2+ 13Kdl Bgd+ 14NB BB+
15.gx8 QxB+ 16Kel Qf2+ is a
draw.

12..NI2 +
Unclear is 12...Rd8 13Qb3
(13.Qb5?? Nf2+ 14.Kel Nd3+)
Nf2+ 14Ke2
13.Ke2 Nxhl 14.Qd4 Qht-+?
Black holds his chances by
14...Qxd4 15.Nxd4 Bgd+ 16.Nf3
Nc6.
15.c4 Qa5 16.Qxh4 Ncé6 17.d4
Nb4 18.Bd2 Qa4

If 18.. BB+ 19Ke3!.

19.b3 Qa3 20.Bxb4 Qb2+
21.Nd2 Qxal 22.Bxf8 Bc2
23.Bb4 1-0

-67-

C32 King's Gambit - Fallktwer
SANTASIERE - BAKOS
New York 1949
l.e4 e5 2.f4 d5 3.exd5 e4 4.d3

Nf6 5.Qe2 Qxd5?!
Theony suggests 5..Bgd! 2.
6.Ne3 Bb4 7.Bd2 Bxe3 $.Bxe3
0-0 9.Bxf6 exd3 10.Qe5 d2+ ?
ECD gives 10..Qc6 11LQg5 Qxf6
12.Qs66 gxf6 13.Bxd3, with slightly
better chances for White.

11.Kdl Bg4 + 12.Ne2 Bxe2+

14.Qg5!

The point of Whites 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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68- Our conclusiom is that after
gt N 13.Qxg3 Be6 White stands better,
C33 King's Gambit but probablly not so much as recent
ANDERSSEN - KIESERITZKY  theory claims.
London 1851

l.ed eS 2.f4 exf4d 3.Bc4 Qhd +
4.Kf1 b5 5.Bxb5 Nf6

(Annotated in the Imtroduction,
page ix)

-69-
€ 38 King's Gambit
MARSHALL - BILLSBURY
Vienna 1903

l.ed &5 2.f4 exf4 3N g5 4.Bcd
Bg7 5.h4 h6 6.d4 d6 7.Qd3?! g4

Theony considers 7..Nc6! 8.hxgb
hxg5 9.Rxh8 Bxh8 10.e5 Bg7 11.Qh7
Kf8 12Qh5 Nhé! as leading to ad-
vantage.

Then 13.Nxg5 Bgd 14.Qh4 Nxd4 is
mid-19th century anallysis by Bilguer.
A more recent attempt at improve-
ment ended in failure: 13.exd6 Nxd4!
14.Nxd4 Bgd! 15.Qh2 Qxd6 16.Ne2
Re8 17.Nd2 Nf$5 0-1, Remaculus -
Brglez, Corr. 1980.
8.Ngl Qf6 9.c3 h5 10.Na3 Ne7
1L.Ne2 Ng6 12.g3!

White has the advantage, says
ECO. Actudlly, the theoretiical as-
sessment depends on the next move:
12..fxg3

If 12..£3 13Bg5 f2+ 14Kfl QB
15.Qxf3 gxf3 16,Nf4, and Black will
lose the Pawns at £2and 3 - Marshall.
13.RH?

“13.Qxg3 was safe and simple, but
then White’s Bishop would be fore-
stalled by 13...Be6. | therefore
resolved to plunge into the ensuing
eomplications, althou Egh they sheuld
have &v@nm\&v fum Bt 18 fy dis-
esmfiterel” -

13..Qxh4  14.Bxf7+ Kd8

15.Bxgé g2+ 16.R2 Rf8 17.Be3
Bhe!

18.Bxh6!

Suddenlly in serious trouble White
has nothing better than the sacrifice
cf both Reoks! As Mareo shows in

ener Sehashenitngs, if 18.Bf5?

Basf% Masfé g; 20.Nxgl Bxe3,
8F 189-9:07 Bred+ 19853 Rxf3,
of 18Ngj3 RBY, and Blagk wins

18...g1 = Q+#! 19.Nxgl Qxf2+
20.Kdl Qxgl + 21.Ke2 Rf2 +
22.Bd2 Qxal

As Marshall mentioned, White's
counterattack now sets in. Black's
lack of development means that his
Kil?g must pretty well fend for him-
&gl

23.Qe3Rxd2 #+!

If 23..Qf1, 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! bé!
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In case of 26...Nc6 27.Bxd7+ Kxd7
28.Qf5+ (Mieses), or 26...Bxf5
27.Qg8+ Kd7 28.Qf7+ Kc6
28.Qd5+ (Marshall), White has a
perpetual check.

27.Qg8+ Kb7 28.Bxd7 Nxd7
29.QdS+ o6?

Simpler was 29...Kb8 30.Qg8+
N£8! 31.Qxi8+ Kb7 and wins - Mar-
shall.
30.Qxd6 Rd87?!

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 i
Black can win bv 31...Nc51! 32 QxdB
Qf1Y! 33.dxch+ Kxcb 34.QdS+ (if
34.Nbl g3 35.Nd2g2! 36.QcB+ KbS)
Kc7 35.Qe5+ Kb7. There is no per-
petual check and the Kingside Pawns
can advance.

32.dxch+ Ka8 33,cxd7! Rf2+
34.Kb3 Qxb2+35.Kad 1-0

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

-70-
€46 Queen’s Pawn
Eounter-Sambit
M.LANGE - AMATEUR
Sermany 1358
1.64 e§ 2.NB d6 3.Nxe§ dxed
4.Bcd Qg5 5.Nx(77!
For 544 see Rext game:

6.QhS

When a Rook is offered so early,
we ean expect violence and perhaps
the sagrifiee of a second Rook-
6...Qxhl + 7.Ke2 Qxel?

We think that 7..Qf3+ 8:Qxf3
exf3+ 9.Kxf3 Ke7 10.Nxh8 Be6
brings White's idea in guestion.
8:Nd6 + Kd79.Q17+ Kxd6?

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



10.Nc3!

As we have seen before, White
cashes his Rook for a tempo. Now
the King falls prey to White's rexmain-
ing pieces.
10...Qxal
12.Qd5 +

White could have won quicker by
12k Kxed 1343+ Kdd h Qi
12..Kf4 13.Qg5+ Kxed4 14.d3+
Kd4 15.Qe3# 1-0

71
C 40 Queen’s Pawn Counter-Gam-
bit
OREY - GILLIIAUSEN
Corr. 1956
l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 d5 3.Nxe5 dxe4
4.Bc4 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.QhS5**

N TS i A D 8 e

1.Nxed+ KeS

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

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

After 9...Qxel 10.Nf7+ Ke8
1LNd6+ Kd7, the sacrifice of the
other Rook 12.Na3! gives White only
adraw.
10.Bg5 +! Be7 11.Bxe7+ Kxe?7
12.Qxh8 Bgd+ 13.Kd2! Qxdi+
14.Kc3 Ncé

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

15.Nd2! Qxal T&Qg+ Kd6

If 16..Ke8 17.Qf7+ KdB18 QfS#.
17.Ndcd + Kd5 18.Ne3+ Kd6
19.N3edi+ 1-0

LATVIAN GAMBIT

One of the main lines of the Lat-
vian Gambit is: 1.e4 e5 2.Nf3 {5
3.Bc4. Then both 3...b5, and 3...fxed
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



Viktors Pupols, the world’s leading
expert on the Latvian Gambit, who
provided uswith some of his fascimat-

ing games.

-72-
C 40 Latvian Gambit

PUPOLS - STRAUTINS
Corr. 1970/71

l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 f5 3.Bc4 b5
Introduced by Strautins.

4,Bb3t

After 4.Bxg8 Rxg8 5.Qe2 Qe7
6.Qxb5? White won a pawnm in
Siegers - Purins, Corr. 1971, but lost
an amusing miniature: 6...Nc6 7.Qd5
fxed! 8.Nxe5? Qxe5 9.Qxg8 Nb4
10.Qb3 Nd3+ 11Ke2 Bab I2cd
Qd4! 0-1. White’s play could be im-
proved, yet our feeling is that 4.Bxg
isinsufficient. Thedtemative 4 Bt
fxe4 5.Nxe5 Qg5 6.d4 Qxg2 7.Rfl
Nf6 8.Bf4 is assessed by theory as
unclear.

ECO gives 4.Bb3 as arefutation to
3...b5. And that’s all! No anallysis, no
games, which is surprising.
4...fxed 5.Nxe5?!

Theony considers 5.Nc3 to be best.
Then 5..d6 6.d4 Bgd? 7.Nxe4 Nf6
8.Bg5 Be7 9.dxeS leaves Black is in
troublle. Black shoulld 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.Qxgfe+! Ke7 111.Qg5+ KeB
12.Qxdi+ Kxd8 13.Bxd5 c6 14.Bxed,
when White has four pawns for a
Knight. Perhaps Black should try
5...Bb7!? 6.Nxe5 Qg5.

5..Qg5 6.d4 Qxg2 7.Qh%+ g6
8.Bi7+ Ke72!
For 8...Kd8!? see next game.

9.Qhd4+ Nf6 10.Bg5 Qxhi +
11.Kd2

The routine 1111Ke2, with the idea
.. Bg7 12Nc3 Q3+ {(12..Qual
BBAG+ Bxf6 14 NdG+) 13Kd2, is
worth a eloser loek:
11...€8+" 12,Kxe3 Bh6! 13.Bxh6
Qel + 14.Kd3 Nec6 15.Nxe6 +
dxc6 16.Nd2

Forced, on account of the threat
16... Bf%#,

18..Be6 + ??

According to Pupols, Black should
play 18..Qucel ! 19.Bg7 a%(wesuggest
19...Qd1!? as maybe stronger)
20.Qxf6+ Kd7 21.d5 ad+ 22.Kcd!
unclear, but not 22.Kxb4? Rhb3+
23.Ka3 Rb3+11,



54

Our editor followed this line out to
the end, but then discovered a choice
for White: 23.. Rb3+ 24.cxb3 axb3 +
25.Kxb3 Qdt +! 26.Kb4 Ra4 +!
27.Kc5 Ra5+ 28.Kb4 Qad+ 29.Kc3
Rc5+ wins. But 25.Kb4 c5+ 26 Kb5
Bd3+ 27.Kxc5 Qcl + 28.Qc3 Qxc3+
29.Bxc3 bxa2 30.Be6+ Ke7 3L.Nb3
and is White reallly lost? Or
25..Rb8+ 26.Kc5 Qcl+ 27.Qc3
Qxc3+ 28.Bxc3 bxa2 29.dxch+ and
30.Bxa2+ and White is better!
19.d5!¢ Qxal 20.Bg7 Bxd5#4
21.Bxd5 cxdS 22.Qxf6+ Kd7
23.Bxh8 a5 24.NB ad + 25.Kxb4
Qxa2 26.Ne5+ Kc8 27.Qe6 %
Kb8 28.Nd7+ 1-0

After 28...Kb7 29.Nc5+ Kb3
29.Qc6 Qcd+ 30.Ka3 White wins.

73

C 40 Latvian Gambit

MILEY - METODIEV
Primorsko 1975

l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 {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 counterattack. Possibly
White should instead play 7.Rf1.

7..g6 8.Bf74 Kd8t 9.BgS+ Be?
10.Bxg6 Qxhl + 11Ke2 Ba6!

12.Nd2 bd44 13.Ke3 Qxal
14.Nxe4 Qel + 15.Kf4 Bb7
It is not clear who attacks whom,
but White has already sacrificed his
Rooks!
16.Bxe7 4+ Nxe7 17.Nf7+ Kc8
18.NTd6 + cxd6 19.NxdiG+ Kc7
Net 19..Kd8?? 20 Qa¥#.
20.Qa5+ Kxd6 21.Qc5 4 Keb
22.Qcd4 + Bd5 0-1

-74-
€ 40 Latvian Gambit

BROBST - LOWIG
Oeynhausen 1922
Led4 eS 2.Nf3 15 3.Bcd fxed
4.Nxe5 Qg5 S.Bf7+ Ke7 6.Qh$
Qxg2

7.Be82t**
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Theony offers 7.Bxg8 Qxhl +
9.Ke2 Rxg8 9.Qf7+ Kd6 10.Qxg8
Kxe5 (not 10..Quel? 108%3!, and
the thematic sacrifice of the seeond
Reek wins) 1L.ExB Qf3+, with
equal ehanees.
7...Qxhil + 8.Ke2 Nf$?

Blaek shouid try 8..861%

8. Qﬁ# Kdﬁ 10.Ned Nxe833
ASHd play 4 Negh:

f ] gs:&@fi% Bt BN
%f%@;aggm S

ave won at once

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

.75-
€ 40 Latvian Gambit
MULLER - KERES
Corr. 1932

l.ed e5 2.Nf3 f5 3.Bc4 fxed
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5+
@6 7.Bf7+ Kd8 8.Bxgé Qxhl +
9.Ke2 Qxcl? 10.Nf7+ Ke8
11.Qe5+?

Right is TLA%K8+ - 1ee Rext gume.
lll.r'.é;@?'?

After 11...INes7 Wiitiee reess o Hiesttisr
than a perpetual check: 12NdiG+
Kd8 1R Nf7+.

12.Nc3?

The thematic idea works if White
plays 12.Nd21, for instance 12..Qxal
13.Qxh8 hxg6 14.QxgB+ Bf8. Now
White has winning chances after
15.Ne5, but our editor suggests a
more forcing lime:

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

1:16...b6 17.Nd6+ and now either:

ii 17..Kd8 18Qx8+ KeT10.Ngf7
Bab+ 20.Kd2 65 21.d5 Neb 22.Qxa8
wiRs: SF

ii: 17..Ke7 18 Qh8!I Ba6+ 19Kd2
c5 (19..1i620.Qe8+ and 21 QeSH#;
or 19...Bc4 20.Ngxed) 20.Qe5+ Kd8
21.Ngf7+ Kc7 22.NeB+ Kcb 23.d5+
Kb5 24.Nc7+ wins

II: 16..b5 17.Ndi6+ Ke7 IRQh8!!
wins.

B: 15...d5 G Q7+ Kd8 17 QufiB+
Kd7 18.Nf7! Ke6 (18...Nc6 19:Nb3I;
18...c6 19.Nb3!) 19.Nb3 Qi1
20.Nc5+ Kf6 21.Ne5+ Kgb5 22.f4+!1
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dbbkdMRBocks

exf3 ep23.Nxf3+ Kh5 24.Qh8+ Kg4
25.Qh4+ KIS 26.QuT#.
C: 15..d6616Q7A+KdB17.Qxf&+
Kd7 18.d5! and wins.
hxg6

12...Qxc2 +!  13.Kel
14.Nxh8 Qxb2 0-1

A game brimming with instructive
mistakes.

C 40 Latvian Gambit
LISO - GASCA
Corr. 1972/73

l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 f5 3.Bc4 fxed
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.QhS+
g6 7.B17+ Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl+
9.Ke2 Qxcl? 10.Nf7+ Ke8
11.Nxh8 + 1 hxg6

White wins easily after 11...Kd3
12.Qhd+ Ne7 (or 12...Be7 1B NF7+
KeB 140xh7) l%@?é Ba? 14.0x87
Nxg 15:Qg8+ Ke7 e QuHre:
12.Qxgfo+ Kd813.NI7+ Ke?

14.Nc3t

Not 14.Qxp8? Qf4l.
14...Qxc2 + 15.Kel Nf6

‘The pusition isnet to be defended.
A nice variation occurs after 15..66
16.Nd6l Nt6 17.Qg5! Kd8 1BQxiG+

Be7 (if 18..Kc7 19.Nd5+!) 1QQCHB+
Ke7 20 Ndfo+ 1.
16.Ne5 1-0

If 16..Ked 17.Qf7+ KfS 13Nd5,
or 16.06 17.Qf7+ Kd8 183QxB+
Ke719.Nf7, and wins.

«77-
€40 Latvian Gambit
ATARS - TOMSON
EeFF: 1973
l.e4 o5 2.Nf3 f5 3.Bcd fxed
4,Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Oxg2 6.Qhs+
g6 7.Bi7+ Kd8 8.Bxgb Qxhl+
9:Ke2 e6 10.Ned Ke7?

Loses directly.

1L.Bf4! Qxal

Black is lost after 11...hxgé
12QshBQxal 13Qxg8.
12.Nxd7 + 'Kxd7

The alternatiives are also hopeless:
12...Kd8 13.Qe5! or 12..Bd6
L3NS+ Kxd7 (13...cxb5 14QubH+)
14.Nxd6 hxg6 15.Qxh8 Qxb2
16Qh3+ Ke7 17.Qh7+, and White
wins.
13.Qf%+ Kd8 14.Qxf8 + Kd7
15.Qe# 1-0



C 40 Latvian Gambit

MURRAY - PUPOLS
Seattle 1966

l.e4d e5 2.Nf3 f5 3.Bc4 fxed
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5+
g6 7.Bf7+ Kd8 8.Bxgé Qxhl+
9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! e3 11.Bxe3
Qxal 12Bg5+? Kc7 13.Nf7 b6
14 Bd8+ Kb7 15.Qe5 Naé6
16.Nb5 Rb8

An amusing position. Incredibly,
there is no good way to follow up
White's initiative.
17.Bd3 Qxa2 18.Nbdé&+ Ka8
19.Ne8 Qe6 20.Qxe6 dxeb
21.Be4 Bd7 0-1

C 40 Latvian Gambit

BENNER - DREIBERG
Corr. 1965

l.e4 e5 2.N13 f5 3.B¢d fxed
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5+
g6 7.Bf77+ Kd8 8.Bxg6é Qxhl +
9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! e3 11LIN{7 +
Kc7 12.Bxe3 Qxal

The correct continuattiom is
13.Qg6 - see games 80 and 81.
13...d6 14.QgS Bg4 +! 15.Qxg4
hxg6 16.Nxh8 Nd7 17.Qxg6 Ngfb
18Kd2 Re§ 0-1

-80-
C 40 Latvian Gambit
R.LUNDIN - PUPOLS
Seattle 1966
lL.e4 e5 2.Nf3 5 3.Bc4 fxed
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5+
g6 7.Bf7 + Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl +
9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! e3 1ILINE7 +
Kc7 12.Bxe3 Qxal 13.QgS! bS
14.Nxb5 +12%% cxb5 15.Bf4 4
Kbé6 16.Qd&+ Kb7 17.Qc7+

Ka618.Qxc8+ Ka5
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19.Bc7 +7?

Instead 19RiR2+! 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.Bed

If 22.Bd3 Qxd4 23.Be5 Nc6!, and
Black wins - Pupols.
22..M16! 23,Qxh8 Nxed 24.Bxb8
Qc3 25.Qe5 Qxc24+ 26.K13 d5!
27.b4 QxB2>+ 28.Kgd Qxf7 29.hd
Qg8+ 30.Kh3 Rxb8 31.Qh2 +
Kb3 0-1

&1-
C 40 Latvian Gambit
GRAVE - ALBERT
Eorr: 1968
This game is probably a decisive
blew against 10..e3.

l.ed e5 2.Nf3 f5 3.Bc4 fxed
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.QkS+
g6 7,Bf7+ Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl +
9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! e3 11.Bxe3
Qxal 12.Qg5+ Kec7 13.Nf7 b5
14.Qd8 +! Kb7 15.Ne4 Nif¢

16.Qa5! Na6 17.Nd8+ Kb8
1R B4 d6 19.Nxef+ 1-0

.82-
C40 Latvian Gambit

LEVY -STROBEL
Ybbs 1968

Le4 e5 2.Nf3 S 3.Bcd fxed
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.QhS+
g6 7.Bf7+ Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl +
9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! N6

The immediate sacrifice of the
second Rook isnot so effective here,
11...Qxal 12.B«t6 + Kc7 13.Nf7
Bb4 14.Qxh7?

The only chance is 14.Bxh8!? hxgé
15.Qg5 b6 16.Nxe4 - Milic.
14...Bxc3!

Naturally not 14..Rxh7??

B,

15.bxc3 Rf8 16.Qk4 b5 17.Bd8 +
Kb7 18.Qe7

If 18.Qf4 d6! 19.Qxd6 Bgd+ 20.f3
BxBB+ 21.Kf2 e3+ 22.Kxe3 Qel+
23.Kf4 Rxf7+ 24.Bxf7 Qed+ 25.Kg3
Qed+ 26 K2Qd7-
18...Rxf7 19.Qd6é Naé 20.Bxf7
Qxc3

White has nothing to show for the
Rook.
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21.Bb3 RbS 22.h4 Ka8 23.Bg5
Bb7 24.Qxd7 Bc8 25.Qd6 Bgd+
26.KI1 Qall + 27.Kg2 B3 + 0-1

-83-
C 40 Latvian Gambit
PURINS : ENGLITIS
Corr. 1971

l.e4 e5 2.N{3 f5 3.Bcd fxed
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5+
g6 7.Bf7+ Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl +
9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3 Nf6 11.Qh4?!

12.Bg5 Qxal 13.Bxf6 Bxf6?
Loses. For Black's best, 13..Kc7,
see next game.

14.Qxf6+ Kc7 15.Ncd4! b6
16.Qe%+als 17.NbS+ 1-0

If 17...Kb7 18.Ncxdé6+ Kaé
19.NcT#, or 17...cxb5 18 Qxdif+ Kb7
19.Bxe4 + Nc6 20.Bxc6+ Kab
21.Qa3#.

-84-

C40 Latvian Gambit
GUNDERAM - PUPOLS
Corr. 1970/71
l.ed e5 2.NI3 f5 3.Bc4 fxed
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5+
g6 7.Bf74 Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl +

9.Ke2 c6 10.N¢3! Nfé 11.Qh47?!
Be7 12.BgS Qxal 13.Bx16

13..Kc7[7**

An interesting defense not men-
tioned in EQO.
14.Nc4 bS5 15.Qg3+ d6! 16.Bxe?
Bgd+! 17,Qxg4 hxgé 18.Qe6
bxc4 19.BxdG+ Kb7 20.Qf7 +
Ka6 21.Qxoti+ Kb7 22.Qb3 +
Kc8 23.Qef+ Kb7 24.Qb3 +
Draw

The play ushered in by 113.Kc?
warrants investigtion!

-85-

C 40 Latvian Gambit
KEFFLER - ETIENNE
Corr. 1975
l.e4 e5 2.Ni3 f5 3.Bc4 fxed
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5 +
g6 7.BI7+ Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl +

9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! N&s 11.Qg5!

In our opinion, this is White’s best
continuation.
11...Ke7?

The alternatives arc examined as

follow: 1i...Be7 - game 86, and
lil..Rg8 - grme87.



12.Bf4!

As usuall, 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 13.Nxe4 Bg7 I4.Ng4
Rf8 15.Qe5+ 1-0

After 15..Kd8, White forces mate
in five moves: 16.Qc7+ Ke7
17.Bdi6+ Ke6 18 Nc5+ Kd5
19.NeB+ K20, N34,

86

C 40 Latvian Gambit
GRAVE - DILLE
Riga 1980
l.ed e5 2.Nf3 f5 3.Bcd fxed
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh5+
g6 7.Bf7+ Kd8 8.Bxg6 Qxhl+
9.Ke2 c6 10.Nc3! Nf6 11.Qg5!
Be7?
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 14NdiB+
Kd8 (14...Kf8 15.Qhé6+ Kg8
16 Bi7#) 15 Nxti7+ Bxb7 16Qeb+
Kc8 17 QuT#.

14...hxg6

If 14..Kf8 15.Bf7!, or 14...Kd8
15.Nf7+ Ke8 16.Nd6+ Kd8
17 Noxth7+1.

15.0xg6 + Kd8 16.Nf74 Ke8
17.Nd6 + Kd8

18.Qe8H 1-0

A rare smothered mate in the cen-
ter: 18. Nxe8 19.Nf72#.
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€ 40 Latvian Gambit
ATARS - STRUT
Corr. 1973

l.e4 e5 2.N13 fs 3.Bc4 fxed
4.Nxe5 Qg5 5.d4 Qxg2 6.Qh54
@6 7.Bf74 Kd8 8.Bxgb Qxhl +
9.Ke2 €6 L0.Ne3! Ni6 11.Qg5!
Rg812.Qx16 +

ECO gives 12.Bf4 Qxal 1RNf7+
Ke8 14.Nd6+ Kd8 15.Qxf6+ Be?
169f7 Rf8 16 QeB8+! with an attack,
Rebrns-Yitels, Corr. 1972 OuF game
8 FAOFE CRAVIREIRG:

12..Be7 13.Qf7

White could force a diraw:
I3Nf7+ KeB Hul¥ddoete.
13..Rxg6

If 13...Rf8 14.Qxf8+! Bxf8
15 Bgfo+, with advantage to White.

14.Bg5! Qxaal

Also insufficient is 14...Qf3+
15.Nxf3 exf3+ 16.Kxf3 Bxg5 (if
16..Rxg5 17.Relf) 17.Qxh7! Ri6+
18 Kg4 Bd2 19.Qh8+, and White
wins.

15.Qxe7 # Kc7 16.Qd8+ Kdé
17.Nc4 +

Quicker is 17Nf7+ Ke6 18Qe7 +
KfS 19Qscatiéh.

17..Ke6 18.Qe74 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..Bit+! It involves the im-
mediate sacrifice of the sscond
Rook, which in its turn provides a

necessary tempo and ensures the suc-
cess of the final shot 13..QbS.

l.e4 €5 2.NB d6 3.d4 N6 4.dxe5
Nxe4 5.Bc4 Be6**

Tartakower’s patent. Theory
recommends 5...c6 as leading to
equaliity,
6.Bxe6 Bxe6 7.Qe2 d5 8.Qb5 4- ¥

After 8.Nbd2 Nxd2 9.Bxd2 Nc6
10.0-O (Herstenfeld - Tartzkower,
1938), White stands slightly better.

8..Nc6é 9.Nd4 Qd7! 10.Qxb7

10...Bb4+!
12,Qxa8 +

Or 1200 0-O 13.cxd4 a5, and
White’s Queen is traped.

12..Kf7 13.0xh8 Ob5 0-1

11.c3  MNoxddl
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C 44 Reversed Hungarian
ABRAHANG - JAANNY
Arad 1923
l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Be2 BcS
4.Nxe5! Nxe5 5.d4 Bdé 6.dxeS
BxeS 7.f4 Bd6 80-07?

After 8.Be3 White stands better.
8..Bct+ 9.Khl dé 10.Bcd? Qhd
11.Qd5? Be6! 12.Qxb7?

Also 12.Qd3 Bxed 13Qxed Nf6,
threatemimg Ng4, pives good
prospects for Black.

12,..Bxc4!  13. Qxaa&;+ Kd?7
14.Rd1 Nf6! 15.Qxh8 Ngé 16.h3
Be2

Black probablly plays fer his ewn
amusement, ereating the pattern f@f
a Queen saerifice. A typieal op
mate here is 16...843! 17 higﬁ
Qha#.

17.0xg7

17.. Qi3+ 18, gth BB3# 0-1

-90-
€44 Pongzieni
WAYTE - RANKEN
London 1890
l.e4 eS 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.c3 Nf6 4.d4
d5 5.Bb5 Nxed4?t 6.Nxe5 Bd7
7.Qb3

Considersd as leading to ad-
vantage. Indeed; but pet the way
White alayee this gamel
7.Nxe§ 8.Qxd6! Qe7 3.Qxb7

The safest treatment is B dxes:
9...BxbS  10.Qxa8+ Kd7
11 dxe57?

White wants much, but will lose
everything! 11.Qd5+ keeps the af-
vantage:
11...QxeS+ 12.Be3
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12..Bc5!

The thematic sacrifice of the
second Rk ...

13.Qxh8 Nxf2!
... and the point behind it.

14 Kd2Bxe3+ 0-1

-o1-
€44 Penziani

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 20-0?
NfS 10.b4 a5! 11.Kh1

1l..axb4! 12.Bxc6+ bxc6
13.Qxa8 Bc5! 14.Qxh8 Ng3 4
0-1

In fact, the whole game isa carbon
copy of anallysis by Schiffers almost
hundred years ago.
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C44 Ponziani
BLACKRBURNE - BURN
London 1870
l.e4 e5 2.NI3 Nc6 3.c3 dS 4.Bb5
dxe4 5.Nxe5 QdS 6.Qad4 Nge7
7.4 Bd7 8.Nxd7 Kxd7 9.Bed!

Qfs 10.Qb3?!

White's best is 10.0-O Rd8 11.d4
exd3 12.Bxd3 Qc5+ 13Khl Kc8
14.Qc2, an idea first shown by Tar-
takower.
10...Ngi61?

Old theory recommended onlv
10...Nc8 11.Qxb7 (11.Bxf7 Nd6
12.Bd5 Qxfd4) Nd6 12.Qxa8 g5!,
threatemiimg 13...Bg7 - Collijn’s
Larabek-

11.Qxb7

Harding proposes 1113”BcS+
2 dihexd3+ 1BKI,
11L..Nxf4 1200

If White grabs the Rook 12Qxa8,
then 12..Qg4! 13d4 Nd3+ wins im-
mediately.
12...QcS+
14.Qxa8??

Suicidal. 14.Bxf4isat least unclear.

13.d4  Qxcd

14..Bc5! 15.Qxh8 Nxd4 16.Be3
Qe2 17.Qxg7 N34t 0-1
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If 14.Rxf3, then Qel+! 1SRf1
Bxe3+.
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C44 Ponziani

FAAS-AGAPQY
Leningrad 1983

l.ed4 e5 2.NF3 Nc6 3.c3 d5 4.BbS
dxed4 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.QxaB+ Ke7 11.Kdl
Qxfl+ 12Kc2, which is evaluated as
unclear!

7..Bh3 8.Bxc6 + bxc6 9.Qxc6 +
Kd8 10.Qxa8 + Ke7 11.Kdil
Qxfl + 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.Qd52!

The mast interesting for White is
13.Na3, intending 13..e3+ 14.d3 e2
15.Bd2 Qxal 16:Qd5.

13..Nh6 14.b3? e3+ 15.d3
Qxf2 +!

Not 15...e2?? 16.Nc6+ Kf6é
17.QdB+ Ke6 18 Nd4+ Ke5 IRt
and White wins,

16.Nd2 Kf6 17.Qd4 c5 18.Nd7+
If 18 Nigd+ Kg6! 19.NeS+ Kh5!.
18..Kg5 19.Nxc5

19...Bxc5!

Giving up the second, idle, ROOK.
20.Qxg7+ KhS 21.Qxh8 e2
22.Bb2 Be3 23.Qf6 el=W+
24.Rxel Qxd2+ 0-1

-G~
C 46 Three Knights
SZMETAN - FREY
Bogota 1977
1.e4 eS 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Nc3 g6 4.d4
exd4 5.Nd5 Bg7 6.Bg5 Nce?

A well knowm mistake is
6..Nge7?? 7.Nxd4! Bxd4 SQudd!
Nxdd 8.Nfe+ Kf8 10 Bh,
7.Nxd4 c6 8.Nxe7 Nxe7 9.Qd2
hé6 10.Bh4 d5 11.0-0-0!?

More promesing than 11.exd5
Qxds!.
10...g5 12.Bg3 dxed 13.Qe3 Qd5?

Recent theory offers 1%..Qb6
14.Bd6 unclear.
14.Nb5¢

Forces Black to capture the dil-
Rook and creates an oppontumiity for
the thematic sacrifice of the ather
Reok.
14...Bxb2 +
16.Nc7+ Kd8

15.Kxb2 Qxdl
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17.Bd3! Qxhi 18.Qd4 + NdS
19.Qxh8 + Ke7 20.Qe8 + Kf6
21.QeS+ Kgb 22.Bxeti+ f5
23.Qe+ 1-0
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C 50 Semi-Italian Opening
RODZYNSKI - ALEKHIN
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.
f.e4 €5 2.Nf3 Neb 3.Be4 46

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
s xpossd if he attempts to refute it
forthwith:
4.c3 Bgd 5.0b3 Qd7 6.Ng5

Anticipatiing the gain of two
pawns, If at once 6.Bxf7+ Qxf7
7.Qxb7 Kd7! 8.Qxu8 Bxf3 9.gxf3
Qxf3 10Rgl Oxed+ 11LKdl Qf3+,
and Blagk has at least a draw:
6...Nh67.BxI7 +

After 7.Qxb7 Rb8 8.Qa6 Rbé
9.Qad Be7, followed by Castles,
Blaek’s lead in development suffi-

ciently compensates for the Pawn
sacrificed.

7...Nxf7 8.Nxf7 Qxf7 9.Qxb7
Kd7! 10.Qxa8 Qcd! 11.13

11..Bxf3!

By this unexpected combination
Black secures the advantage in any
event. Incorrect would be 10..Nd4
because of 11.d3 Qxd3 12.cxd4 Bxi3
13.Nc3!.
12.gx{3 Nd4! 13.d3

The onllv chance was perhaps
13.cxd4 Qxcl+ 14.Ke2 Qxhl 15.d5
Qxh2+ 16Kd3 Qgll! 17.Qc6+ Kd8
etc., but Black's position ismanifestly
superior.

13...Q0xd3 14.cxd4

14...Be7! 15.Qxh8 Bhd# 0-1
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C 50 Giuoco Piamo
AMATEUR - BLACKBURNE
London 1880
l.e4 eS 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 BcS

4.Bxf7+?

Sorry Sit, Chess is not so simple a
game!
4..Kxf7 5NxeS+ Nxe5 6.Qh5 +
g6!?

After 6...KEB 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 (-0
N6 10e3?

White sheuld try 19Qd8.
10.-Negh 1153 Bxid+ 12K

70T

12,..Bf5¢t QxdrB+!

13.Qxa8
14.gxh3 Bxet# 0-1
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C 50 Giuoco Piano
DIAZ - LUGO
Cuba (ch) 1987
l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Nf6
4.d3 Bc5 5.N¢3 d6 6.Bg5 h6
7.8 Qxtf6 8.NdS Qd8 9.c3 Ne7

10.d4 exd4 llaxxd4 Nxd5
12.dxc5 N4 1R0-017**

Instead of 13.g3 Ne6, with equal
chances.

13..Q46

The position after 1R..dxc5
14.QxdB+ Kxd8 1.5.Bxf7 scems to be
slightly better for White.
14.cxdé6 Bh3 15.Nell cxd6!
16.Qb3

If 16.gxh3?, then Qg6+! 17.KHi

(17.Qg4?? Nxh3+) Qxed+ and
18..Qxc4.

16...Qg5 17.g3 Bxf1 18.BxI17 +
K18 19.Qxb7 Bh3?

With the laudable aim of sacrific-
ing both Rooks, but it doesn't work.
Necessary was 19...Rd8 20.Kxf1 Qe7,
and the battle is still ahead.

20.Bc4!

If White grabs the Rooks:
20.QxaB+ Kxf7 21.Qxh8, he will lose
by 21..Qb5 22.Nf3 Qxb2! and now
the R is embarrassed for gwod
squares: 23.Rdl Qc2 24.Rel (or
Ral) Qc3 25.Re3 Qcl+ (or
25..Ne2+) 26.Rel Ne2+ 27.Khl
Bg4! wins - Berry.

20...Ne224+ 21.Khl! 1-0



C 50 Giuoco Pizmo

GOMES - NETTO
Rio de Janeiro 1942

1.e4 eS 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Nc3 BcS
4.Bc4

Transposes into Giuoco Piamo.
Much stronger is 4.Nxe5!.

4.)M6 5.d3 Bgd
Another good plan is 5..Na5.

6.Be3 Nd4 7.Bxd4 Bxd4 8.h3
Bh5 9.Nb5 Bb6 10.Qe2 Ne?
11.0-0?

Better is 11.g4 Bg6 12203 Q-0

1L..a6 12.Na3?! Ng6! 13.g3 Qf6
14.Xg2

14..Rg8!!

An original (and winning!) attack-
ing idiea.
15.c3

There is no defense. If 15Rgl
Nh4+ 16.gxh4 g5 17.Kh2 Qf4+ etc.

15...Ntii+! 16.gxh4 g5 17.Rgl
BxI3+ 18.Qx{3gxh4 +

0-1

As Chernev pointed out, White
does not wait for the two Rooks
sacrifice and the consequent mating
attack: 19Kh2 Qxf3 20.RxgB8+ Ke7
21.Rxa8 Bxf2 22.Rg8 Bg3+ ZBRxg3
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 mot
compulsory, but creates a lovely final
pattern.

1.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Bc5 4.c3
d6 5.0-07! Bg4 6.d4?

White should play 6.b4 Bb6 7.d3.
6...exd4 7.Qb3 Qd7 8.cxdd
For 8.Bxfi7+ see next game.

8..Bxf3 9.dxc5? Nd4! 18.Qxb7
Qg4 1LLQxa8 + Ke7 12.Bg5+
Nfé

Also 12..f6 13.oxdie+ Kd7 wins,
13.0udf6+ Kd7 0-1
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€ 83 Giueeo Piaro
STRAUTMANIS - PALAU

The Hague (ol) 1928
l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.d4 exd4
4.Bcd BcS 5.0-02 dé 6.c3 Bgd
7.Qb3 Qd7 8.Bx{7+

White probaily should try 8:Nxdd.

The conventional technique which
we already know.
10.Qxa8 Bxf3
12.Nd2 Qh3

ILgxf3 Qxf3

13.e5?

Foldeak (in Chess Obpmypiads
1927-1968) claims that in case of
13.Qf8, Black had planned 13..Nge?

14.Qxh8 dxc3 15.hxc3 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 15Qxgl+
Ne7 16 Nf3! Qxt3 17.Bg5.
13...%65 14:54

The last critical situation. Foldeak
claims that if 14.Ne4 Qg4+ 15Ng3,
then 15...e4 isstrong. Wewill add one
more move: 16.bd4, with the pos-
sibility of b5, and the position iscom-
pletely unclear.

15.Qxh8

Ngd
16.Q@xg7+ Be7! 17.Nf3 el
18.NeS+ NcxeS 19.Bf4 N13 +
20.Khl Nfxh2 0-1
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€ 83 Giuoeo Piavo
MACZYNSKI - FFRATTEN
Portsmouth 1948
1.e4 ¢5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Be5 4.¢3
Qe7 5.0-0O d6 6.d4 Bb6 7.b4a**

Bg4!

A mistake would be 7...exd4 8.cxd4
Nxb4?? 9.Qad+ Nc6 10.d5, and
White wins a piece.
8.a4 a8 9.b5 Nd8 10.Ba3?!

Better is 10 Be3.




10...f6! L1lIRa2 Ne6 12.dxe5 fxeS
13.Qds?

Already White’s position has its
unpleasant aspects, but this hunt for
A pawn is Fisky in the extieme.
13...Bx{3! 14.Qxb7

|I]% 7 % & 7 A -

14...QgS! 15.Qxa8 + Ke7 16.g3
N4 17.Rel Qh5!? 18 Nd2

If 18Bfl, then 18.Nk3+ wins.
However, as always when The Quiet
Method is used, the opponent has
more defensive ehanees. Here White
should play 18.Bxd6+!% exd6
19.Qb7+, with counterplay.

19...Qxh2 +1! 20.Kxh2 Ngd +
21.Kgl Nh3+ 22.Kfl Nin2#

This rare mate pattern deserves to
be immortalized in a diagram.

C 56 Two Knights' Defense
EUJWE - RET]
Amsterdam 1920
The more famous of the twins,
See slso pame 16, The early penetra-
tion of White’'s Queen on the last
rank creates an oppettunmity for the
sacrifice of both Reeks. That's also
the refutation of this opening varia-
tlen.
l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Nf6
4,d4 exd4 5.0-0 Nxed 6.Rel d5

7.Bxd5 Qxd5 8.Nc3 Qa5
9.Nxd4? Nxd4 10.Qxd4 f5
H.BgS Qes

Another good reply is 10..Kf7
12.Nxed fred 13Qcd+, as in Sem-
kov-Pinter, Varna 1977, New, ac-
cording to Timoshehenke, 13..Kgs!,
and White has nothing for the
saerifieed piece:
12.Qd®+ K7 12 Nxed

For the alternative 13.Radl seze
next game.
13..fxed 14,Radl Bd6l 15.Qxh8
Qxgs

Threatems 16...Bh3. If mow
16.Qxh7, then 16...BfS traps the
Queen.
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16.f4 Qh4 17.Rxc4 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 wnclear

position.

13..Beé!

The same idea for the two Rooks
sacrifice; Black merelly changes the
order of the sacrificed Rooks.
14.Qxa8 Nxf2!**

It seems that this innovation res-
tores Reti’s 1/1..Qc5 as Black's bestt

17..Bh3! 18.Qxa8 Bc5+ 19Kkl  Theoty showsonly 14.. Nxg5 unclear.
Or 19.Red4 Bxd4+ 20.Rxd4 }5RBe3

Qel#. The threat was 15..Nh3+ 16KM

19..Bg2+ 20.Kxg2 Qgd+ 01 gy

15..Nxdl 16.Nxdl Qb4! 17.c3

Qh4 18.g3
If 18 BF2 Qxh2-+! TOKh B+,

-103- 18..Bd6!

C556 Two Kniglits Def

ZICHNER - KOUBA
Corr. 1984

l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Nf6
4.d4 exd4 5.0-O Nxe4 6.Rel dS
7.Bxd5 Qxd5 8.Nc¢3 Qa5 9.Nxd4
Nxd4 10.Qxd4 f5 11Bg5 QcS
12.Qd3+ K73 Raedil

19.Qxb7

If White captures the second Rook
19.Qxh8, then 19...Bxg3 20.Re2 (or
20.hxg3 Qxg3+ 21.Kf1 Bed+ 22 Re2
QB+) Qg4 21.Rd2 Bhd+ 22Kf1
Bc4+, and Black wins.

19...Bxg3 20.Re2 Rd8 21.Bd4
Bxh2+ 0-1
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€ 57 Twe Knights WilkessBame
RABEGRD : MABSEN
L8s Angeles 1978

With regard to our thems, the
st interesting here is that Blagk's
saerifiee of the seeond Rk was iot
veluntary, but foreed by the eop-
ponent! As for the the@riv of this
amazing variation, we et say
rabeh: It is net possible! This vafie:
tien is & eomplicated that it nesds a
spesial treatise, bigger than eur
whele bosk!

I.e4 e5 2.NI3 Nc6 3.Bc4 Nf6
4,Ng5 Be5!'? S5.NxI7?! Bxf24
6.Kfl Qe7 7.Nxh8 d5 8.Q37%!

Recent theory recommends 8.exd5
as leading to equality.
8...BB6}7*

ECO shows 8..Bh4 9.Bxd5 Nd4
10.Qa3 Nxd5 1l1.Qxe7+#+ Kxe7
12.exd5 Bh3l, and Black wins.
Naturailly, improvements are pos-
sible for both sides!

9.Nc3 dxg4 10.Nd5 Nxd5
l1lexd5 Nd4 12.Qh3+ Kf8
13.Kel Nxc2+ 14.Kdl Nxal
15.Ng6+ hxgé 16.Qud+ Ki7
17.Rf1 +

Obviouslly Black must sacrifice the
remaining Rook. And it wins!
18.Qxa8 Qf6! 0-1
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C 59 Two Knights Defense

SIIIROY - TOMINS
Riga 1984

l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.Bcd4 Nfé6
4.Ng5 d5 5.exd5 NaS 6.Bb3+ c6
7.dxc6 bxc6 8.Be2 h6 9.Nf3 c4
10.NeS Qd4!?

The usual continuation is 10..Bdé.

11.44 Bc5 12.RA Qd8

The oldest and probablly best
answer.

13.c3 Nd5 14.83

Recommended by Keres, but
shown in ECO only as move which
deserves attention. Bad is 14.b47?
Qh4+ 1593 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.Qxed) Qh4+ IGKdi
Rd8! with astrong attack for Black.

14..Bh3 15.Qa4?

An unclear position occurs in case
of 15.b4!? Bxf1 16 Kxff1 Nxip4i17.cxb4
Qd4 18.bxc5 Qxal 19.Nc3.

15...Bxfl  16.Nxc6
17.Qxc6 + Q47

Nxc6!!



White must capture the Rooks.
Hopeliess is 18.Qxc5 Bxe2 19Kxe2
Rc8 20.Qf2 (if 20.Qd4 Nxf4+1) Nb4!
with a decisive advantage for Black -
Tomlns.
18...Ke7 19.Qxh8 Bxe2 20.Qb8

If 20,Kxe2 Qg4+ 21.Kel Qf3, or
20.Qxg7 Ni6i-
20...Bd6 21.Qb3 Bd3

R

C 60 Ruy Laopez
ARSENIEY - MALEVINSKY
USSR 1979

Le4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.BbS g6 4.d4
Nxd4 5.Nxd4 exd4 6.Qxd4 Qfb
7.¢5 Qb6 8.Qd3 c6 9.Bcd QaS+
10K d]! 7%=

Not mentioned in ECO, probably
because 10.Nc3 QxeS+ 11.BeBgjimss
White astrong initiative.
10..Nh6

After 10...Bg7 11.QB (or 11.Qb3),
Black has problems.

11 Bd2 Qb6 12.Be3 Q67

If 12..Qxb2?, then 13.Bd4 and
14.€6.
13.Bf4 Bg7 14.Qd2 Qb6

Black does not fall for 14..Nf5?
15 Bxi7+ Kxf7 IGesht-.
15.Be3 c¢5 16.Bxh6? Bxhé
17.Qxh6 Qxb2 1RXKd2?

RS,
Sifgl
White is fascinated by the idea of
the two Rooks sacrifice, which looks
wonderful: 18..Qxal 19.Nc3! Qxiil
20.Qg7 Rf8 21.Nd5 and 22.Qf6 wins,
However, he overlooks a simple
refutation. We think that, instead of
the blunder 18.Kd2?, White should
play 18.Rel!? with some compensa-
tion, e.g. 18..Qdd+ 19.Kcl Qxcd
20.Nd2, or 18..Qxal 19.Kel Qd4
20.Nd2,
18...Qb4 +1 19Kl

If 19.Kd3 d5! 20.exd6 BfS+ etc.
19...Q%ed4 20.Nd2 Qd4 21.Nb3
QxeS 22.Kd2 Qd5+ 23.Ke3 d6
24.Qg7 QeS+! 25.Qxe5+ dxe5
26.Rhel b6 27.Rxe5+ Be6 28.f4
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0-0-0 29.a4 a5 30.h3 h5 3LRed
Bd5 32.Re2 Rhe8 33R12 Re3+
34Kb2 Rg3 35.05 Rxg2 0-1
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C 63 Ruy Lopez - Suihiliemann
SHLETSER - CHIGORIN
Peterburg 1885

le4 eS 2.Nf3 f5 3.exfS Ncé
4.Bb5 BcS!7**

We decided to classify this game
under the Ruy Lopez, having in mind
the move order: 1.e4 e5 2Nf3 Nc6
3.Bb5 f5 4.exf5 Bc5!?. By the way,
this is also an interesting forgotten
idea.
5.Bxc6?! dxc6 6.Nxe5 Bxf5
7.Qh5+?t g6 8.Nxgé hxgé
9.Qxh8 Qe7+ 10.Kdil

The Brutal Method, which Black
will use now, works perfectly also in
case of 10.Kf1 Bxc2! 11.Qxg8+ Kd7
12Qxa8 (12.Qc4 Re8!) Bd3+ and
13t #£.

10..Bxf2! 1LQxg8+ Kd7 12.Qc4
If 12.QxeB Byt
12..Re8 0-1
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C64 Ruy Lopez
KURSCIINER - TARRASCH
Nuremberg 1881
1.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Ne¢6 3.BbS BcS
4.¢3 f5 5.Bxc6 dxib 6.Nxe5

Qh4r2++

Reeent theory shews enly 6...Bdé.
7-9-0 fxed 8.Qb3 Nho?!
Mere refigble is8.-8hs - Rrraseh:
944 exd3 10:Bxh6 Qxhe! 1LNF7
5 12-N3h8 Beg 13Q3b7

13..Bd5!

Black must sacrifice the other
Rook. Otherwise 14.Qxc6+ and
15.Qxc5 follow.

14.Qxafe+ 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..Qgf+ 17.XKh1 Qf4



S
7
7

18.Nd2?

Preventing the perpetual check,
White overlooks a forced mate.
After 18.£3! Bd6 19.Rf2 Qel +
20.Kg2 Qg5+, Blagk has a draw.
18..Bd6 19.Kg2 Qxh2+ 20.K13
Qf4+ 21LKg2 Qg4+ 22Kkl
Qh3 + 23.Kgl Qh2# 0-1
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€ 67 Ruy Lopez
JANSA - WESTERINEN
Gausdal 1989
l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.BbS Nf6
4.0-0 Nxe4 5.d4 Nd6 6.Bxc6
dxe6 7.dxe5 Ne4
A fairly new continuation, still
without aclear assessment.
8.Q¢62 BIS 9.Rd1
Perhaps 9.Be3 is more promising,
for example 9..Qe7 10.Rel Bg6
11.Nbd2 Nxd2 12.Qxd2, and White
stood better in Twwshkovsky-
Malaniuk. Alma Ata 1289,

9...Qc8 10.Nd4 Bc5 11.g4?

This mistake proves decisive.
Simple and perhaps also best is
11 BeR.

11...Bxgd 1268 RSy

13.Qg2

After 13 fxed4 Bgd 14.Qel Bxdil
15.Qxdll Bxdi4+ 16.Qxd4 Qg4+
17Kf2Rd8, White is lostt

13..Bh3! 14.Qxg7 QfS!

The Brutal Method. If White
grabs the Rooks: 15.Qxh8+ Ke7
17.Qxa8, them Black wins by
17..Qxf3. Also impossible is 15.fxe4
Bxdi#+ 16.Rxd4 Qffl#.

15.Be3 0-0-O! 16.fxe4 Qb5

17.Nc3 Rhg8 18.Qxg8 Rxg8 +
0-1
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C 78 Ruy Lopez
AMATEUR - TARRASCH
Munich 1932
l.e4 eS 2.N13 Nc6 3.Bb5 af
4.Ba4 N6 5.0-O BcS 6.NxeS

Nxed

An experiment. According to
theony, after 6..Nxe5 7.d4 Nxed,
White has a slightly better geme.
7.Nxc6 dxc6 8.Qf3?!

Preferable is 8.Qe2 Qe7 9.Rel -
Tarrasch.
8...Qh417%*%

A forgotten novelty. The book line
i$8...Qd4 9.Bb31, with better chances
for White.
9.Ne3

If instead 9.d3Nxf210.Bxc6+ KfS!
with advantage. White’s best is 9.Bb3
©-0 wiith equality - Teraseh.
9...Nxc310.Bxc6 +

10...bxc6!

After 10...Kf8 Illibxc3 bxcé
12.Qxe6, Blagk isin trouble.
11..Qxe6+ BdT! 12.Qxa8 +

If 12 +12 Kd8! 13Qxa8+ Bc8
14.63 Qf6 Black is better, but the
fight isstill ahead.
12..Ke7 I12Qxh8?

Loses. We found another enter-
taining variation: 13.g3 Qh3 14.Qg2?
Ne2+ 15Khl Bc6!! 16.f3 Nxgb+
17.Qxg3 Qxfl +, but 14.Rel +
refutes the whole idea. However,
13..Rxe8 14.gxh4 Ne2+ leads to a
better ending for Black. Anether
defensive epportunity for White,
probably the best, is 13.Qf3 NbS
14.¢3, intending d4.
13..Ne2+ 14.Khl Bxf2 15.h3

15..Qxh3 +!! 16.gxh3 Bc6+
17.Kh2 Bg3# 0-1
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C 80 Ruy Lopez - Open Variation
LEBEDEV - NEIMANIS
USSR 1986

l.e4 e5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.BbS a6
4.Bad Nf6 5.Bxc6 dxc6 GQO-O
Nxe4

Transposing into the Open Varia-
tion. ECO recommends 6...Bg4!, and
that's all! No games, no @ssessneant
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 11.h3
Bxf3 12.Qxf3 Nf4 13.Nc3 h5 14.Ne2
Ne6 15.c3 0O-0-O 16.Radl g5 17.44
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dbkaRRooks

(17.Qf517) g4 18.hxgd?? hxgd
19.Qxg4 Rdg8 20.Q8 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 B8.Rel f5 9.Ng5 Be7
10.Nxstifxe411.QkS + 2!

Perhaps 11.R¢e4 O-O I12Rxd4
Bd6 13Be3 is better.

11..g6 12.Qh6 BfS 13.04?! Bxgd
14.Qg7

14.,Qds!

We don't know if the sacrifice of
the Rooks is stronger than 14..R18
15Rxe4 BB 15Rxd4 Bd6, but it is
much bolder and more interesting.

15.Nc3?!

If 15QxhB+ Kd7 16.Qxa8, then
e3! with a decisive attack. Possibly
16.Qxh7 offers some chances,

15..dxc3 16.Qxh8 + Bf8! 17.Qf6
QfS! 18.Qxf5 gx(5 19.bxc3 Bd6
20.f4 0-0-0

To our great regret, the rest of the
game is not available to us. We kaow
only that Black utilized his advantage
and won in 45 moves.

J1b2-
D 00 Queen’s Pawn
PEREIRA - SANDER
Corr. 1983/85
L.d4 Nf6 2.NE3 g6 3.Bf4 Bg7
4.Nc3 ds

Black could also transpose {nto the
Pirc Defense by 4...d6.
5.Qd2 Q-0 6.Ne5!?**

Perhaps an unnoticed imteresting
novelty.
6...c5?! 7.dxc5 d4 8.0-0-O Nh5
9.e3!

Sacrifices a piece. The calm 9.NIB
Nxf4 10.Qxf4 Qa5! leads to better
chances for Black,
9...g5 10.Bxg5 BxeS 1i1g4® Ng7
12.exd4 Bxgd

Also after 12...Bc7 13.Bh6, or
12..Bf6 13Bxf6 exf6 14.h3, Black's
position is not enviable - Nesis.
13.dxe5 Bxdl 14.Nd5! 6

The thematic sacrifice of the
second Rook remains behind the cut-
tain in the following varistion:
14.. BB 15.Nxe7+ Kh8.




red

Now 16.Bd3! (Stronger than
16 Ngfs+) Byl 17.Bf6! and wins.
1S.Rgl! B3

If 15...£x05 16.Qxg5 Rf7 17.e6 Qf8
18exf7+ Qxf7 19.Bc4 Ki8 20.Nc7!
and wins.

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.Qg5+ Kf7 20,Qg7+ Keé
21.Bi3+, and 16..Bxd5 17.Rxg7+
Kh8 IRRxi7+! Kxh7 19.Bd3+ KgB
20.Q@g5+ Kf7 21.Qg6+ Keb6
22 i,
17.Qh6 10

I 17..-Rf7 1306 Qxdb 1957+
Kxt7 (19.-Oxf7 20.Bed!) 20 Qg+
Ke8 (or 20...Ke6 21.Bed!) 21.0h8+

Kd7 22.Rg7+ Ke6 23.Bc4! Qxcd
24.Qg8+ and wins.
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D 07 Chigorin’s Defense
BAKSA - SZIMONIDESZ
Budapest 1960
1.d4 d5 2.Nf3 Nc6 3.c4 Bg4 4.e3

e5!? 5.Qb3 BxI3 6.gxf3 dxcd**
A forgotten novelty? The book

line 6...exd4 7.cxd5 is in White’s
favor.

7.Bxcd4 Qd7

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 11.Rf1?!

Maybe 1I.Rgl offers more resis-
ance.

Il...exd4 12.exd4 N6 13.Nc3

-
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13...Bb4! 14.Qxh8 MNxd4!
15.Qxg7+ Ke8 16.Qh8+ Kf7
0-1

174~
D 13 Slav Defense
A KRAEVIER - HHERMANN
Detmolld (Germany) 1930

L.Nf3 d5 2.c4 c6 3.cxd5 exdS
4.d4 Nf6 5.Nc3 Nc6 6.Bf4 eb
7.e3 Qa5

A rare continuation, not men-
tioned in many opening books.
8.Nd2 Bb4 9.Rcl?! Bxc3 10.Rxc3
Qxa2 11.Qcl 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 12Bd6 offers compensation
for the pawn.

12...bxc6! 13.Qxcb+ Bd7

14.Qxaf+ Ke7 15.Qxh8

Or 15.Qb7 Ne4 16.b4 Qal +
17Ke2 Qb2! and White is lost - Kuirt
Richter.

15..Qal +!

Not 15._Ned? 6 Bgfs+!.
16.Ke2 BbS + 0-1

If 17Kf3Qdl 4 18Kg3 Qg
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D 17 Slav Defense
COOPER-HAATZ
England 1950
1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.Nf3 Nf6 4.Nc3
dxc4 5.a4 BfS 6.Ne5 e6 7.13 Bb4
8.e4 Bxed4 9.fxed Nxed4 10.Qf3
Qxd4 111 Quif7 4 Kds

12.Qxb77**

White has nothing better than
12.Bg5+! Nxg5 13.Qxg7 Bxc3+
14.bxc3 Qxc3+ 15.Ke2! Qc2+
16 Kel Qc3+ draw, as in Beliavsky-
Steinberg, USSR 1971, and many
other games before that. Our gane
shows why 12.Bg5+! is mandatoty.
12...Q12 +! IR Kdil



13...Bxc3! 14.Nxci+ Nxc6

15.Qxa8 + Ix7 16.Qxh8 Ndd!
White has worked up awin of both

Reoks only to find that Black mates

hir s66n fter:

17.Qxg77+ Ke6 18.Bd3

’/1/2 y

%"

18..Qe2 +

A big choice!
18..QfB+, and 18..Qed + all lead to
the same resulf:
19.Bxe2 Nf2# 0-1

18...Qc2 +,

G-
D 20 Queen’s Gambit Acaepted
SCHWARTZ - KIESERITZKY
Paris 1842

1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxcd 3.e4 f5 4.e5
Be6 5.Ne3 ¢6

(Annotated in the Introduction,
see page xi)
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D 21 Queen's Gambit Accepted
JANOWSKI - SCHALLOPP
Nuremberg 1886

A short, tactically imstructive
game, and also the death march for
Blaek's 5...Bgd.
1.d4 d5 2,c4 dxc4 3.Nf3 c5 4.e3
cxd4 5.exd4 Bgd?

A fatal mistzke!
6.Bxc4 e6

If 6..Nf6 7.Bxf7+ Kxf7 8.Ne5+
etc.
7.Qadi+Neb

If 7...Nd7, then 8 Ne5 Ngf6 9.Bg5
Bf5 10.Nxd7 Qxd7 111Bb5 wins the
Queen.

8.Ne5 Qxd4 9.Nxc6 Qed+
10.Be3 bxc6 11.Ne3 Qxg2

12.Bd5! exd5 13.Qxo6+ Kd8
14.Qxad+ Kd7 15.Qb7+ Keb
16.Qc6 + Bd6 17.Bf4!



1-0

The Brutal Method. If Black grabs
the Rooks 17..Qxhl + 18 Kd2 Qxal,
then 19.Qxd6+ Kf5 20.Qe5+ Kgb
21.QgS#.

hBS-

D21 Queen’s Gambit Acoepted
G.BORISENKO - GRECHKIN
Corr. 1955/56

A game mentioned in ECO s an
impertant thesretical example.
1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.NIB a6 4.¢4
c5 5.Bxc4 cxd4 6.Nxd4!? e5?
7.Qadi+ Qd7

The alternatiives are no better:

a) 7...Bd7 8.Qb3 Qe7 9.0-O! with
a strong attacking position. For ex-
ample, 9...exd4 10.Qxb7 Bc6
11.Qc8+ Qd8 12.Bxf7+ Ke7
12 Qub#;

b) 7..Nd7 8.Nf5 g6 9.Bxff+! Kxf7?
10.Qb3+ Kf6 (if 10.Ke8 11.Qe6+
Be7 12Ndi6+ K8 1RQU7#) 11.hat,
again with a powerful attack.

8.Bb5! axb5 9.Qxa8 Qxd4
10.Qxb8 Bb4i+ 11.Nc3!

ECO stops just in this interesting
situation, assessing the position:
White has the advantage. We dis-
agree, White is winning! The Brutal
Method ef the two Rooks sacrifice
here works perfeetly for White, and,
as the game shows, Black has pothing
better.
111..Qxed +

it 1. BxeBt 1R Qxes+
13.Bd2! Qxall + 14.Ke2 Qxinl
15.Qxc8+ Ke7 16.Bb4+ Kf6
17.Ql5#!.
12.Be3 Ne7 13.Qc7 Bxc3 +

Or 1.0 14Qxe7!.

14.bxc3 Qc6 15.Qxe5 1-0
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D 24 Queen’s Gambit Accepted
NIKASHKIN - 1SAKOV
USSR 1960
1.d4 d5 2.c4 dxc4 3.Nf3 Nf6
4.Ne3 c5 5.d5 e6 6.e4 a6?1¥*

7.Bg5! exd5
If 7...Be7 8,d6!.

8.e5 h6 9.Bhd4 g5 10.Nxg5 hxgS
11.Bxg5 Be7 12.cxf6 Bxf6
13.Bxf6 Qxf6 14.Nxd5 Qxb2
15.14!

White does not fall for 1HNuT+?
Ke7 16.Nxa8 Qc3+ 17.Ke2 Qe5+
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1BKB Bgd+! 19Kxgd 5+ 20KB
Qed+ 21.Kg3 f4+, when Bleek wins.
15...0-0 16.Bxc4 Qxg2 17.Mfb+
Kg7

18.Qh5! Qg6

The Rooks are offered but teboo:
18..Qxhl + 19.Kf2 Qxal 20.Qg5+
Kh8 21.Qh6#. Alse 1. Kxf6
190-9:0 iz hopeless for Blagk.
19.0-0-0 Qxh5 20.NxhS+ Kgbé
21:RdS! fS

EnAd &

22.Rd6+! Kh7 23.Rgl 1-0

AR20-

D 26 Queen’s Gambit Acoepted
REINFELD - BATTELL
USA 1940

With an unusual line not men-
tioned in ECO, Black worked very

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,
fience your King ean be in danger.

1.Nf3 d5S 2.d4 Nf6 3.c4 dxcé 4.e3
¢5 5.Bxc4 cxd4 G.exdd Qc7?I¥*
7.Qb3 Be6?

8.Bxe6! Qxcl+ 9.Ke2 Qxhl
10.Bxf7 + Kd8 11.Qxb7 Qcl
12.Qxa8 Qxb2 + 13.Nbd2 Ned

If 13...Qxal 14.Qxb8+ Kd7
15Nl

14.Qxe4 Qxal

15.Qdi5+ Kc7 16.Qc5+ Kd8
17.Be6 1-0




D 30 Queen’s Gambit
BELLANTONE - BELLEMO
Ttally 1973

1.d4 dS 2.c4 c6 3.e3 Nf6 4.NI3
€6 5.Nbd2 Nbd7?!

The exact reply is the immsdizte
5...5.
6.Bd3 dxcd?! 7.Nxc4 b5?

A suicidal weakemimg of his
Queen’s side. If Black thinks that he
plays the Meran Defense, he is
wrong!
8.Nce5 NxeS 9.Nxe5 Qd5?2!

Another careless move. Better was
9..Bb7.

10.Qu2Bb4+ 1LBd2 Oxg2?

12.Bxb4! Qxhl + 13.Ke2 Qd5

After 13.Qxal 14.Qxc+ Nd7,
the simplest is 15.Nxd7 (15.Qdé6
Qxb2+ 16.Bc2 Qxb4l) Qxb2+
16.Bd2 and wins.

14.e4 Qd8 15.Qxc6+ Bd7
16.Nxd7 Nxd7 17.Rcl RbS
18.Bxb5 Rb6?

224 = V7

19.Qxd7 + Qxd7 20.Rc®# 1-0
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D 32 Queen’s Gambit - Terraseh

LOMBARDBY - HERNANBEZ
Tallin 1975

1.d4 dS 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 c5 4.cxd5
exd5 5.Nf3 Ne6 6.Bf4 Nit 7.e3
exd4 8.Nxdd4 Bb4 9.Nxe6 bxeb
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.

1L.Qxc6+ Bd7

12.Qc7

“Acwording to Kaplan and Burger,
after 12 Qa3+ Ke7 13.Qxh8 Bxc3+
14.Ke2! White wins. Whether or not
taking the Rooks wins, the grab con-



stitutes White’s best, since now he is
betrayed by his own intuition and
loses” - Lombardy.

There are true and false points in
this statement by Lombardy. Con-
sider the following anallysis by
Randwiiir, in which both sides
sacrifice both Rooks: 12 QuaiB+!
Ke7 13 Qxh8Bxc3+

4 pLag! %_-_

a) 14.bxc3 Quc3+ 15Ke2 Bgd+
16.f3 Ne4, and, according to mislkead-
ing annotatiions by Keres (Imf@vmaat
19), Black wins. In fact it is White
who has good winning chances after
17.Bg5+! Nxg5 18.Kf2 Qxal
19.QeB+1. Black's best is 15..Ned
16KB Qxal 17.Qb8! Qdl+ I®Be2
Qxhil, possibly a draw.

b) 14.Ke2! and now I4..Bxb2
15.Bd6+!, or 14..Qa6+ 15.Kf3
Bg4+ 16.Kg3 Ned+ 17.Kxgd 5+
18Kh3!, or 14..Ne4 15.Qb8! Qab+
16.Kdl1, or 14..Qa4 15.h3! Qc2+
16.Kf3 Ne4 17.Be2 Bb5 IBRa.
Clearly it is Black who must fight for
adiraw.

However, as we shall see later,
Lombardy’s 12.Qc7 is even hetter
than the grab of the Rooks!

12...Qxc7 13.Bxc7 d4
According to Keres, this wins for
Black. False!

Keres gives 14.exd4 NdS and Black
wins, but 15.Bd6l! (Randviir) leaves
Black in trouble. The aternative
14..Rc8 15Bf4! O-O (15..Rxc3?
16.Bd2) 16.Rcl Rfe8+ 17.Be3 Ned
18 Ba6! is also in White's favor -
Randviir. In conclusion, Lombardy
lost the game with the blunder
14.3377.
14...dxc3 15.axb4 cxb2 LG Rd1
Ba4 17.Rbl Rc8 18.Bd3 Rxc?
19.Ke2 a6 20.Rxb2 BbS 21.Ral
Ke7 22.Ra5 Ned4 23.BxbS axbs
24.Kf3 Nc3 25.Rc2 Rbc8 0-1

D 39 QUEEN’S GAMBIT -
VIENNA VARIATION

There is atrap in this thrilling and
still popular variation. The trap is
based on a two Rooks sacrifice. It
occurs in the following lime:

L.d4 dS 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Nf6 4.NG3
Bb4 5.Bg5 dxc4 6.e4 c5 7.Bxcd
cxd4 8.Nxd4 Qa5 9.Bxf6 Bxc3 +
10.bxc3 Qxc3 + 11.Qd2



Recentt theory recommends
IL.Kfl Qxcd+ 12Kgl, because in
the diagram Black can trade Queens:
11..Qxd2+ 12Kxd2 gxf6 1R3NbS
Na6 14.Ndi6+ Ke7 15NxcB+ Rhxc8
16.Bxa6 bxab 17.Rhcl with equality -
Simagin. What will happen if he
grabs the Rooks?

11...Qxal +
13.Nxe6!

I2Ke2  Q@xinl

ECO stops here. The next two
games show how from the diagram
position White wins by force:
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IL.MULLER -\W.ML
Corr. 1934

13..Nd7 14.Nxg77+ Kf8 15.QdS
1-0
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HTAUPTOVA - WAGNEROVA
Czechoslovakia 1954
13...5xe6 14.Qd8 + K7 15.Qe7 +
Kg6 16.Qxg7+ Kh5 7.Qgi#

1-0
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D 48 Queen’s Gambit - Meran

VASILEVSKY - KLIMENKOV
USSR (Corr.) 1953

1.d4 d5 2.c4 c6 3.Nf3 Nf6 4.Nc3
e6 5.3 Nbd7 6.Bd3 dxc4 7.Bxcd
b5 8.Bd3 a6 9.e4 c5 10.e5 Nga
11.Ng$S

The alternatives—11.8¢4 and
11 Bffle—aaedtoites aniestLrieeaman-
vantage for White.
1L..cxd4 12.Nxf7 Qh4!l?

Sacrifices the first Rook. He could
also have tried 12..Kxf7 13.Qxgd
dxe3 14.Q%+ KgB 15.QxaB Nxeb,
with go6d compensation.
13.g3 Qh5 14.Nxh8 dixc3
15.Q137**

ECO recommends only 15Bed
Bb4 16Kl as leading to equality.

A

15..Ndxe5!

The sacrificeof thesecond Rook is
correct and gives Black adecisive at-
tack.



16.Bxbs +

The immediate 16.Qxa8 also loses
convinciinglly : 16..Nxd3+ 17.Kfl
Qc5 1R8QB Nde5 12.Qf4 (19.Qe2
Bb7) Qd5! 20.f3 Qdl+ 21L.Kg2
Qc2+ 22.Kh3 N2,

16...axb5 17.Qxa8 Nd3+ 18.Kfl
Qc5 19.Be3 Nxe3+ 20.fxe3 cxb2
21 Rl Qcl +

0-1

Mate is inevitable: 22.Ke2 Qc2+
23.Kf3 Nc5+ 24.Kf4 QfS#, or
22 Kg2 Oc2+ 23.Kh3 Nf2+ 24Khd
BeT7+ 25.Kh5 Qf5#.

-126-

D 82 Grunfeld Defense
VRANESIC - FOGUELMAN
Amsterdam (izt) 1964
1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 g6 3.Nc3 d5 4.Bf4
Bg7 5.e3 ¢5 6.dxc5 QaS 7.cxdS
NxdS 8.Qxd5 Bxc3+ 9.bxc3
Qxc3+ 10.Ke2 Qxal 11.BeS

Qel?
According to Purdy, Black’s best is
10...QblL.

12.Bxh8 Be6 13.Qxb7

e

T

s X

13...f61 P
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+ 15Ke2
Qc2+.
14.Qxa8 Qc4+ 15.Kel Qb4 4
16:Ke2 Qcd + 17.Kel Qc3+
13.Ke2 Qb2 + 19.K13
Dangerows is 19.Kel Obl +
20.Ke2 Qxa2+, when Bloek's aftagk
CORtiAYEs:
19..Qc5

20.Qxa7?
Good or bad, White must play
20.Ke2.

20..Qis+ 0-1
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E 29 Nimzo-Indian - Samisch
SHCHERBAKOV - LEVIT
Leningrad 1954
1.d4 Nfi> 2.c4 e6 3.Ne3 Bb4 4.e3
¢5 5.a3 Bxc3+ 6.bxe3 Nc6 7.Bd3
b6 8.N13
The usual and better plan is&Ne2,
intending O-O, 4, and Ng3.
8..0-07?!
The better alternative is$..d6 24

9.e4 Ne8 10.e5 15?

A decisive mistake. Black should
play 10...6.
1L.d5! Na5 12.Bg5 Qc7 13.d6
Qc6 14.Be7 Rf7

Now White wins using the typical
sacrifice of the Rooks.
Qxg2 16.Qh5! g6

15.Ng5!

A AL

H w

18..Qg2

If Black grabs the remaining Rook
18..Quxal, then after 19Nxf7 he has
only a few harmiess eheeks:
19.- Qb2+ 20.KB Bb7+ 21.Kg3 i+
22.Kg4 Na7 23.Ng5, and then the
BRME 15 BVRF.
19.Nxf7 Ng7

If 19..QgA+ 2053 Qg2+ 2LKel
etc.

20.h3!
Not 20.Ng57) Qgd+ 21.8 QhS.

.4
IF 20...Kx7 21 Bi6 znd wiins.
21.Ng5 B8+ 22.Kel 1-0

A28-

E 38 Nimzo-Indian Defense
HUGOT - O’KELLY
Saprbrueken 1950

This game shows how dangerous is
the development of only the Queen's
Wing:

1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Bbhd
4.Qc2 c5 5.dxc5 Na6 6.a3 Bxc3 +
7.Qxc3 Nxc5 8.Bg57t** a5!
9.Qe5? d6 10.B«f6 gxf6 11.Qf4
e5 12.Qh6 Qb6! IX-Rint

13...BfS!! 14.Qxf6
15.QxkB+ Ke7 16.Qxa8

Bxbl
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16...Ne4!

Not 16._Qxb2? 17.63..
17.e3 Qxb2 18.Qxa5 Qxf2+ 0-1

-129-

E 41 Nimzo-Indian Defense
GELLER - GOLOMBEK
Budapest 1952

A game mentiened in ECO as
theoteliieall example. For us it is alse
an example where the thematic two
Rooks sacrifice Is used as defensive
device.
1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e3
¢S 5.a3 cxd4 6.axb4 dxc3 7.NDB!?

A very promising gambit, while
7.bxc3 gives White some small plus.
7...cxb2 8.Bxb2 d5 9.c5 b6
10.BbS+ Bd7 IL.Bxd7+ Nfxd7
12.Qe2

Accordimg to Ragozin White
should play 12.Qad! bxc5 1RbxcS
Qe814.0-0), with astrong initiative,
12...Nc6! 13.Bxg7 Nxb4 14 Qisl
Rg8 15.c6 Nxc6!

Only so. If 15...Nc5, then 16.Qxh7
Rxg7 17.Qxg7 Nc2+ 18Ke2 Nxal
19.Rxal, and White has clearlly better
chances.

16.0xh7 NE§!!

ECO stops to claim equality just
here, when Black gives up both his
Rooks? There are some further
detaills which must be known.
17.Bxf6 Qxf6 18.QxglB+ Kd7!

Not 18..Ke7?? 19.Qg5!.
19.Ne5 +!?NxeS!

If 19..Qxe5??, then 20.Qxf7+, fol-
lowed by 21L(D-O.

20.Qxa8

20..0N3 +121.3x£3

After 21.Ke2 Qb2+ 22.KxBB Qf6+
Black achieves the perpetual check
without regaining any material.

21...Qxal + 22.Ke2 Qb2+ Draw

There is no escape: 23.Kfl Qbll+
24.Kg2 Qg6+ etc.
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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.Nge2 Nc6 6.a3 Bxc3+
7.Nxc3 cxd4 8.exdd d5 9.c5 0-O
10.Be2 e5! 11 adlxeS 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&(0-0 Qxc5 17.Rcl White
has not enough compensation tor the
pawn.
14...gxf6 15.Bxf6 Qxg2

& ) &

16.Qxd4

Couragemusily giving up both
Rooks. The tournament book claims
that if 16RF1 Ngd4, White is lost. It is
hard to argue with that conclusion,
but White still has some chances
after, say, 17.Qxd4 Nxh2 B0
Nxf1 19.Bxl.
16..Ne6?

White’s idea was mistsioulsted!
Black could win by capturing the
Rooks: 16...Qxhl + 17.Kd2 Qxal
183Qxe5 Qgl 19.Bd3 Qxf2+ 20.Kc3
hél.

Of course 17..Qxd5?? 18Rl + is
mate.
18.Qg5 h6 19.Qh4 Re8
20.0-0-0 Red 21.Rhgl Rxhd
22.Bxh4 Kh7 23,Bd3! BfS
24.Rxg6 Bxgb 25.Bxgé+ Kxgb
26.Rd7 Ne§ 27.Rd6+ Kh7
28.Bg3 Re8 29.Rd5 Nc¢6 30.Rd7
Re7 31.Rxe7 Nxe7 32.Kd2 Kgé
33,Kd3 KfS 34.b4 Ke6 35.Kcd
a6 36.ad f5 37.bS axb5 + 38.axbS
NdS 39.Bb8 Nfti 40.Bf4 h5 41.c6
bxc6 42.b6! Nd5 43.b7 Nbé6 +
44 Kc5 Nd7 44454006 1-0

13-
E 45 Nimzo-Indian Defense
ZMILEV : BOBEKOV
Bulgaria (ch) 1958

A game mentioned in EC® as an
important theeratical example.
1.d4 Nf6 2.c4 e6 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e3
b6 5.Nge2 Ba6é 6.a3 Be7 7.Nf4
d5 8.cxd5 Bxfl 9.Kxfl Nxd52$
Better is 9...exd5 with a small plus
for White.
10.Ncxd5 exd5 11.QhSt gs
TE 1L...66 12 N6,
12.Ne6! Qd7 13.Ng7+ Kf8
14.Qh6 Qcb
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The only move. If 14..Kg8 15NhS
and wins.
15.Ne6 + Ke8 16.Qg7

ECO stops here with the assess:
ment that White wine. As we shall
seg, it i5 AOt 59 easy and requires the
use of tastics, ineluding the twe
Rewks sarifice.
16...Qc2!

Fhreatsning - Q%

179+ Kif 13 i3 9

19.Ng7! sza] + 20.Ke2 Qxa3

If Black grabs the other Rook,
20...Qxhl, then 21.Qe8+ Kd6
22,Nf5+ Keé 23,.Qxe7+ Kxis
24.Qxf7+ Kg4 25.Qf3+ Khd
26.Qh3#. However, Blagk esnnet
aveid this variation beeause of our
old friend, the eontinueus saerificesf
the seeond Reok.
21.Qe®+ Kd6

22.Ral! Qxal 23.Nf5 + 1-0
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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 behind the Two Rooks
Sacrifice, and we present these addi-
tional examples with light amnota-
tions.

-132-
A 83 Dutch - Staunton Gambit
EDGAR -LOTT
Corr. 1955
1.d4 {5 2.e4 fxe4 3.Nc3 Nf6
4.Bg5 e6 5.Bxf6 Qxf6 6.Nxed
Qg6?

A decisive error! According to

theory, Blagk’s best continuation is
6..:Qh6 with equal chanees.

7.Bd3! Qxg2 8.Qh5+ g6 9.Qes
Qxhl 10.Qxh8! Qxgil + 11.Kd2
Qxal

12,846 + Ke7

If 12..Kf7 13.Qg8+ Kxfé
14.Qxf8+ Kg5 15f4+ and Black
loses as in Goring - Minckwitz, Wies-
baden 1871, e.g. 15..Kg4 1GQh6.
13.Nd5 +! exd5 14.0xk7+ Kd6

If 14...Kd8 15.Qh4+ Be7
16.QhB+.
15.Qxgh+ Ke7 16.QgS+ Kf7
17.Bg6+ Kg8 18.Qf6! Bbd +
19.c3! 1-0

After 19..Qxti2+ 20.Kdl Qal +
21.Ke2 Qb2+ 22 KB Qxc3+ 23.Kg2
there are no more checks and the
mate i inevitable.

-133-
B 20 Sicilian - Wing Gambit
L.WOOD - AMEASE
USA (Corr.) 1949
L.ed c5 2.b4 cxb4 3.a3 dS 4.e5
Nc6 5.d4 Qb6 6.Nf32!%*

ECO shows only 6.Ne2 and 6.Be3.
6...Bg4 7.Bb2? bxa3 8.Bxa3 Bxf3
9,.Qx13 Qxd4 10.e6

White’s hope is 10...fxe6, or
10..Qe5+ 11.B£2 Ques 12200Q,
with some compensation for the
sacrificed materiial. Black refutes this
idea, offering both Rooks! In short,
the Brutal Method in action.

10...Qxal?
12.Qxf8+ Kc7 13.Qxa8 Nf6!!
14.Qxh8 Qxbl+ 15.Kd2 Ned +

1LQxf7+ Kd8
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16.Ke3 Qb6+ 17.Kf3 Qxf2+
18 Kg#NeS+ 0-1

-134-
C18 French Winawer

DOBRININ - SEBAGH
Corr. 1988/89

l.e4 e6 2.d4 dS 3.Nc3 Bb4 4.e5
c5 5.a3 Bxc3+ 6.bxc3 Ne7 7.Qgd
Qc7 8.Qxg7 Rg8 9.Qxh7 cxd4
10.Kdl Nd7 11.NI3 NxeS 12.Bf4
Qxc3 13.Nxe5 Qxal + I4.Bel
RI8 15.Bd3 Bd7 16.Ke2 Nc6

17.Bg52!%*

According to Uhlmann, White's
only continuation is 17.Nxf7 Rxf7
18.Qg8+ Rf8 19.Bg6+ Ke7
20.Qg7+ Kd6 21.Bf4+ Rxf4!
22.Rxal Rgd 23.Qh6 Ne5 24.Bd3
Rxg2 unclear.
17...Qxa3!

If Black grabs the second Rook
17.-Qxinl?, then the tactical idea
works perfectlly: 18.Nxf7 Rxf7
19QgB+ Rf8 20.Bg6 mate.

18.Ngd

Or 18.Ng6? e5! 19.Nxf8 Qxf8
20.Bh6 Qd6 21.Qh8+ Ke7 22.Bg5+
fé 23,Qg7+ Kd8 24.Bxfé+ Kc7,
threateniing 25...e4.

18...e5! 19.NfsG+ Kd8 20.Nxd5 +
Kc8 21.Qg7 Re8 2206 ed!
23.Bxe4 d3+ 24.Kd2 QaS+!
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..Qaz+ 28.Ke3 Kc7 29.Bf4+
Kb6 30.Qg4 Re7 31.Bd6

31..Rg8! 0-1

White is lost, for example:

32.Qxg8? Rxed+ 33.Kxed 5+
winning the Queen, or

32.Qdil Rxe4+ 33.Kxe4 Re8+
34.Kxd3 Rxel 35.Qxel Qd5+ and
36...Qxd6 winning a piece, or

32.Qf3 Ne5 33.Bxe5 Rxe5
34.Qf6+ Reb 35.Qd4+ Kc7 36.Kf3
d237.Rdll Rd838.Qc5+ Kis39.Qg5
Rde8 40.Qf4+ KaB 4LRxd2 Qas!
42.Rd3 QhS+ 43,g4 Qh3+ 44.Qg3
Qxg3 45.fxg3 Rxed and Black wins
easily.
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€21 Danish Gambit
C.WATSON - AMATEUR
Melbourne 1916

Black’s play is of low quality. The
game desetves attention only be-
cause of White’s bold sacrifice of
both Rooks and the tactical shot at
the end.
l.e4 e5 2.d4 exd4 3.c3 dxc3
4.Bc4 c6** SNxc3 b5?! 6.Bb3 b4
7.Nce2 Qf6? 8.N13 h6 9.Be3
Qg6? 10.Ne5 Qxg2 11.Qd4!
Qxhl 12.Kd2 Qxal 13.Bxf7+
Kd8 14.Nf4 ¢S

If 14..d6 15.Ntg6 Be7 G Qitfe+!,
15.Neb+ Ke7 16.Qd5 Qxb2 -+
17.Kel d6 18.f4

Even though it looks as though
Blaek has been asking to be delivered
by a quick brilliangy, the pesition
weuld be unelear after 18..dues, in
particular after 19:Bxed+ Ki6.
18...Nf6?

19.Qxd6+1! Kxd6 20.BcS# 1-0

-136-

C 57 Fried Liver Attack
J.BERRY - L.OLSON
Vancouver 1968

15 minutes per side. Notes by
J.Berry,
l.e4 e5 2.Nt3 Nc6 3.Bed Nf6
4.Ng5 d5 5.exd5 NxdS5 6&.Nxi7
Kxf7 7.Qf3+ Ke6 8.Ne3 Nb4
9.Kdl

This move had been suggested by
A.Langlois in Canadian Chess Chat
magazine.
9...c6 10.a3 Na6 11.g4?

The optiimism of youth.
11...Ne7 12.Qf%5+ Kd6 13.Ned +
Ke7 14.Qxe5+ Be6 15.d4 Nf6
16.BgS Nd3 17.Bxd5S Qxd§
18.8x6 + Ki7?

Just taking the Bishop shoulld win.

19.Ng5+ Kgé

20.Nxc6! Qxhl + 21.Kd2 Qxal
22.NRf+ 1-0
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