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Tie *STAUNTON’ CHESSMEN

“ Combining grace and solidity to a degres hitherlo unknown.”—7"e Times.

Lijans

NOTICE.—The “STAUNTON” CHESSMEN have a fac-simile of Mr.
Staunton’s signature attached to each box. It is necessary to state this.
clearly, as cheap Chessmen are sometimes offered as *‘Staunton’s,”but
which have no right whatever to the title, being In every respect an
inferior artieln

Nu

. s. d
xxx Ebony and Boxwood, Small Size, in Mahogany box { 12 6
ooo Ebony and Boxwood (base of King 18-n.)... c15 ©
oo Ebony and Boxwood (base of King 1#-in.) .. o17 6
o Ebony and Boxwood, as No. oo, #aded, in Mahogany case 1 5§ o©

1} Ebony and Boxwood, loaded, small size Club, in Mahogany
case (base of King 1§-in. diamn.)... 115 o0
2 Ebony and Boxwcod, loaded, full club size (King 2-in. diam.) 2 5 ©
*3 Finest African Ivory, in Leather Casket, size of No. ooo ... 4 4 ©
*, Finest African Ivory, in Leather Casket ,, No.oo ... 6 6 o

*;4 Finest African lvory, small size Club, in Leather
Casket, richly lined (same size No. 14) ... .- 8 B8 o

5 Finest African lIvory, Club size, in extra large Leather
Casket, richly lined (same size No. 2) ... 101e o©

6 Ditto, in nandsome Spanish Mahogany case, fitted in trays
with divisions, lined throughout with rich silk velvet 11 15 o

* These sets may be Aady if preferved, in polished wood case, with lock, lined silk velvel,
af same prices.

Presentation Set, fitted in Rosewood Case, with Inscription Shield. and
Board to match, made to order. ‘No. 2 men, £8 8s. No.5 men, £16 16s.

BEST QUALITY CHESS BOARDS.

inches 16 1 20 [ 34
Folding Leather: Black and Buff Squares ... 4/6 6/ 8/- 10-

Do. (Green, Red, Browa,) and Bufl 6/- 71~ 9/- a3
Flat Mahogany (polished) with Rosewood and _

Holly Squares, suitable for Clubs and,

Tourneys, superior quality o 9/ 116 13/6
Best quality, panelled ... e 17/- 2of- 24]- 27/
May be had of all Stationers & Fancg Dealers throughout the kingdom.
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JOHN JAQUES & SON, 102, Hatton Garden, LONDON, E.C.

Liberal Discount to CLUBS. Catalogue post free.
(See also inside front of Cover.)
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‘IN STATU QUO’

CHESS BOARD.

By Vogal Hetters Patent.

HIS invention supplies a want felt by all chess players, Itis
m so contrived that the game may at any time be discon-
tinued, and the board folded and placed in its case, without the
chessmen being disturbed. For problem, correspondence, ind
general play, as well as for sea and railway use, it has obvious
advantages, and is recommended most confidently by the inventor
and manufacturers to the chess world. .

By pressing a pair of small buttons on the outer rim of the
board, the pieces are secured firmly on whatever squares they
may happen to be; while a counter pressure on a button in the
inside as immediately releases them.

These Boards form elegant and useful Chess Club Prizes.
Inscriptions Lettered on Cases.

Bone Men. Ivory Men.
g-inch Polished Mahogany Board, with men £ s. d. 2 s. d
complete, in leather case ... w 110 0 ... 2 § 0O
Ditto, enclosed in leather lock case, book shape,
. with brass bolts to prevent board closing 115 o ... 210 ©
Ditto, with division on the board for captured

pieces, enclosed in leather lock case 2 00 ... 815 ©
13-inch Polished Mahogany Board, withex. Ige.
size men, encl. in leather lock case... ... 210 0 ... 310 ©
Ditto, with division for captured men, enclosed
in leather lock case, with bolts,&c. ... 315 © ... 415 ©

NOTICE.~Intending Purchasers are cautioned against so-called “‘In Statu Quo”
Boards, which are in no way the same, or even similar to the above well-known pat-
tern. The name has obviously been taken with the idea of mis!e.adini‘the public as to
the goods offered. Every Board has the name, “JAQUES, LONDON,” stamped upon
it, without which are gennine.
Full Jilustrated Chess Catalogpms semt Post Free, om application, te
all parts of the World,

Svaos: JOHN JAQUES & SON,

102, AATTON GARDEN, LONDON,
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EMANUEL LASKER.

ERR Emanuel Lasker was born in Berlinchin, a small town in
Prussia, on the 24th December, 1868. He learnt the moves
of the gameé when 12 years old, his brother, Dr. Lasker,
being his tutor. At the age of 15 he entered seriously upon
the scientific study of chess. Lasker was first heard of publicly as a player
in 1889, as, inthe June of that year, he carried off first prize in a
tournament held at the Kaiserhoff, in Berlin, without losing a single game.
In the July of the same year he competed in the Minor Tournament of the
German Chess Association, at Bréslau, where he carried off the first prize
after tying with Herr V. Feyerfeil, whom he defeated in the tie-match, and
this, according to German rule (a most excellent one), entitled him to rank
as amaster. At the Amsterdam International Tournament of the same year
he won second prize (with a score of 6 games out of a possible 8), Burn
taking first-prize ; Van Vliet was the only player who defeated him on that
occasion, whilst Burn and Mason drew their games with him. In July,
1890, he tied with his brother, Dr. Lasker, for first and second prizes at the
Berlin National Tournament, In August, 1890, he won third prize at the
International Tournament with a score of 4 out of 6.

In 1891, Lasker came to London and gave performances of exhibition
play at the German Exhibition. In 1892, he took the first prize in the
National Master Tournament of the British Chess Association, Mason
being second. Then followed the famous quintangular match, when
against the best players resident in England —Messrs. Bird, Blackburne,
Gunsberg, and Mason—he secured first prize with the excellent score of
6} out of a possible 8. In this contest he did not lose a single game, but
drew twice with Mason and once with Gunsberg. Then followed his match
with Blackburne in l.ondon, whom he defeated by 6 to o, with 4 draws,
and his match with Bird at Newcastle-onTyne, whom he beat by § to o.

In September. 1892, he went to the United States, where he continued
his successes both in-match and tournament play, until in 1894 he finally
defeated Steinitz in a set match by 10'to 5, with 4 draws, thus winning the
title of chess champion of the world. We give some particulars of this
Important match in our sketch of Mr. Steinitz’s career,



iv. St. Petersburg Tournament, 1895-6.

Soon after his victory over Mr. Sieinitz, Herr Lasker returned to
Europe, and, afier a short sojourn in the Fatherland agamn visited
England, where he rcceived a most cordial welcome. He did not enter
into any public play of importance, but restricted himself to simultaneous
exhibitions and friendly chess. Towards the end of rhe year he was,
unfortunately, stricken down with a severe attack of 1yphoid fever, and at
one time his recovery was regarded as alnost doubtful. Thanks to the
great attention of his brother, Dr. Lasker (who came over specially from
Germany), he recovered, and slowly regained strength. He subsequently
delivered a series of lectures in London. on the theory of the chess open-
ings, and these were afterwards published in book form, under the title
Co.nmon Sense in Chess. When the Hastings Tournament was announced,
Herr Lasker entered his name, but his friends were afraid that his weak
health would not permit him to play. In this, however, they were agreeably
disappointed, as he recovered more strength, and played throughout the
contest. He was not completely successful in the first few rounds, but he
held a good position in the score list, and for some time he and Mr. Pills-
bury and M. Tchigorin ran each other very close indeed for first prize.
The ultimate result was that Herr Lasker finished third with 153, Pillsbury
being first with 164, and Tchigorin second with 16. Below Herr Lasker
were Tarrasch 14, Steinitz 13, Schiffers 12, Bardeleben 114, Teichmann
114, and Schlecl:ter 11 .

The next event was the celebrated St Petersburg Quadrangular Match,
between the chief prize winners at Hastings. In this Lasker fully
maintained his chess reputation. Opening somewhat tamely, he was for
some time in the rear of the Hastings winner Pillsbury, but his steady play
was a source of strength to him, and, at length, he drew ahead and kept
the lead to the end and secured the first prize with 11}, Mr. Steinitz being
second with g}, Mr. Pillsbury third with 8, and M. Tchigorin fourth with
7. In his personal encounters with his three opponems Herr Lasker
defeated Steinitz by 4 to 2, and Tchigorin by § to 1, but was defeated by
Pilisbury by 34 to 2§. He tied for first place in four out of the six rounds
played, but was not absolute winner in any one round.

IIERR LASKER’'S RECORD.
IN Marcu Pray.

Date. Opponent's Name. Result, <
1889 ... Bardeleben—maich ... ... ... Lasker 2} out of 4.
- 1890 ... Mieses—maich ... ... .. .. Lasker 6} outof 8.
1890 ... Bird—match ... ... .. .. .. Lasker goutof 13
1890 ... Miniati— mmatch «.. Lasker 4 outof .
1891 ... Lee—match .. ... .. .. .. Lasker 1} out of 2 (Lee resigned on the
plea of illness).
1892 ... Blackburne—match ... ... ... Lasker 6, Blackburne 0, drawn 4.
1892 ... Bird—match ... ... Lasker 5, Bird o

1892 ... Eight sirongest players of Manhat-
tan C.C,, including Delmar,
Hodges, Hanham, Ryan, &c.,

three games each Lasker 21} out of 24.
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St. Petershurg Tournament, 1895-6. V.

1892 ... Three strongest players of Brook-
Jyn C.., two games each ... Lasker 5} out of 6.

1893 ... Five strongest players of I'hiladel-
phia C.C., two ymmes cach .. Lasker 9 out of 10.

1893 .. Golmayo-—seiies of games ... .. Lasker 3, Golmayo 2, drawn 1.
1893 ... Vozquez—series of games ... ... Lasker 3, Vazquez o,

1893 ... Showalter—match ... ... ... .. Lasker 6, Showalter 2, Drawn 2.
1893 ... Eulinger-match at odds of the draw  Lasker §, no draws.

1894 ... Steinitz—championship maich ... Lasker 10, Steioitz §, drawa 4.

IN TOURNAMENT.
Date. Tournament, Resust.

1889 ... Kaiserhof, Berlin ... .. .. ... Lasker 1st, without losing a-game,.

1889 ... MinorTournament,G.C,A., Breslan  La<ker 1st, after a tie with Feyerfeil.

1889 ... Master Tournanient, Amsterdam... Lasker 2nd, Burn 1st.

1890 ... Berlin Kavional ... ... .. .. L. Laskerand Dr Lasker tie for 1s1and 2nd
1890 ... Graz International... ... ... .. Lasker third .

1892 ... B.C.A. Tournament, Londou ... Lasker 1st, Mason 2nd.

1892 ... Quintangular Tournament ... ... Lasker Ist, Blackburne 2nrd. Mason 3rd. -
Lasker did 1ot Jo € a game.
1893 ... New York .. .. ... .. .. Loskerist, Albinand, Delntar 3rd. Lasker

won every gamie he played, 13 out o1 33,

1895 ... Hastings International ... ... ... La<ker 3ed, sfter Pillslnry and Tehigosin,
but lefore Tarrasen and Steinitz.

1895-6  St. Petersburg Quadrangular ... Lasker 1s1, Steiniiz 2nd, Pillsbury 3rd,
Tchigoiin 4th.

———

WILHELM STEINITZ.

=x HE chess career of Herr Wilhelm Steinitz—or as he prefers to call
* himself, now he is an American citizen, Mr. William $-einitz—
has been a long and successful one, and his defeats in recent
years do not overshadow his splendid and certainly unparalleled
record in match and tournament play. That rccord has been firmly
established, and recent defeats at the hands of youthful aspirants matter.
little so far as his chess reputation stands. “Youth will be served,” and
there comes to every man the time when he must give up to younger hands
the power wielded for years—it is so in everything in the world. Philidor,
at the age of 29, defeated his old master, Legalle, twenty years his scnior..
De La Bourdonnais defeated Deschapelles, who was his senior by seventeen
years. La Bourdonnais died unconquered at the conrparatively early age
of forty-three : but his pupil and successor, St. Amant, was in 1843 defeated
by Staunton, who was ten years his junior. Staunton in his turn had (in
1851) to give way to Anderssen, who, however, was but eight years younger
than the great Englishman. ‘Then in 1858, Anderssen had temporarily to
rive way to the youthful Morphy; and finally, in 1866, had to resign to
Steiniz, then thinty years old, or eighteen years younger than the great
German player. Now Steinitz, at the age of sixty, succumbs to lasker,
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vi. St. Petersburg Tournament, 1895-6.

who is only in his twenty-eighth year. Whether Lasker in actual play
could have beaten Steinitz in his prime is a point that can never be settled,
any more than whether Steinitz could have beaten Anderssen in his prime.
A man cannot put off his age, and added years do not bring added strength
to the chess player. Suffice it that Lasker, at twenty-eight. has proved
himself a more consistent player than Steinitz, at sixty. Any other com-
parison must always be speculative, and the conclusion arrived at must he
largely tinged by the personal equation of the enquirer.

William Steinitz was born in the city of Prague, Bohemia, on the 17th
May, 1836. He learned the moves of the game in his native place, and
when quite a boy was acknowledged as the best chess player in the city—the
champion of Prague in fact, At school he advanced rapidly, and distin-
guished himself—in mathematics especially. Later he removed to Vienna,
and was enrolled as a student in the Polytechnic Institute of that
city. Here, however, his studies were considerably interfered with by lung
and eye difficulties. In 1860, he fisst became associated with the press by
joining the editorial staff of the Constitutionellen Oesterreichischen. Zeitung.
Thus early, therefore, had *“destiny” shaped young Steinitz’s path in life,.
and blended together chess and journalism. His studies at Vienna had
not interrupted his pursuit of chess, and he had become a member of the
Vienna Chess Club, then one of the strongest on the Continent, and he at
once began to establish a local reputation. In 1859, he won the third
prize in the Vienna Tournament (local), Hamppe being first, and Jenai
second. In 1860, he took second prize in the Local Tournament, Hamppe
being first ; and in 1861 he camied off the first prize, having only lost one
game out of thirty-four played. During these few years he had much
practice with Herr Hamppe, the inventor of the opening named sometimes
after himself. sometimes after the city wherein he lived. Hamppe frequently
played out his King towards the centre of the board, in certain phases of
the opening. Here undoubtedly is to be traced the original inception of
the “Steinitz Gambit,” to the improvement of which the great player has
devoted so much labour.

The year 1862 Steinitz being then twenty-six years of age—marked
the starting point of his career as a great chess player. Up to then he was
a great Viennese player; from that date he was to become a great
European player, and to take his place with the master players of the world.
In that year an International Tournament was to be held in London, and
it became a question in Vienna chess circles as to the choice of a player to
represent them at the tournament; their choice fell upon Steinitz, and in
London he for the first time found himself face to face with the leading
European masters. He gave a fairly good account of himself in this his
first important encounter with foreign masters, for at the end of the tourna-
ment he was the winner of the sixth prize, the other prize-winners being
Anderssen, Paulsen, Owen, MacDonnell, and Dubois, in the order named.

Having thus established himself as a master player, he elected to
make London his dwelling-place, and for more than twenty years he was
identified with English chess, and his reputation grew rapidly.

In 1866, Steinitz won his first really great match—that with Herr
Anderssen, who at that time was regarded as the strongest living chess

!
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player. The match was for £100 a-side, and informally involved the right
to the championship of the world. The Prussian made a gallant fight,
but Steinitz won by 8 games to 6.

From this point Steinitz’s career is intimately blended with the history
of the world’s chess. For nearly three decades he has been the greatest
match player and one of the most successful tournament players of the
century. Space fails us to do more than give a tabulated record of his
public performances since 1862, which will be found at the end of this sketch.

Everyone must acknowledge that this record is a noble one, and
stamps Steinitz as a player of the highest rank. Amidst his many victories,
some, of course. are more remarkable than others. Such was his defeat
of the great Anderssen in 1866, the then champion of the world. Such
were his decisive defeats of Blackburne by 7 to 1 on one occasion, and by
7 to o on another. Such were his two defeats of Zukertort—that of 1872,
when the latter came to England with a wonderful reputation, having
beaten all the strong German masters, but who yet went down before
Steinitz with a score of 7 to 1, and in 1886, after he had attained the
height of his fame as the winner of the memorable London Tournament
of 1883. Such were also his defeats of Gunsberg and ‘I'chigorin.

The great match of his career, and the one by which the sceptre of
chess was transposed to other hands, was played in 1891, when he met
Herr Emanuel Lasker, who had for some time previous been gradually
forcing himsclf to the head of the chess world, and had at last formally
challenged Steinitz to a match for the championship of the world. After
some time spent in negotiations, Mr. Steinitz accepted the challenge, and
the articles of agreement for this imponant encounter were signed on
the 3rd March, 1894, by the two contracting parties. at the Manhattan
Chess Club, New York. The chief points were: the winner of the first
ten games to be the winner of the match, draws not to count. The time.
limit to be 15 moves per hour. Three games per week to be played.
The match to be played in three divisions: first in New York, where a
total of eight games were to be played, or until one of the players had scored
four games ; second in Philadelphia, where not more than five games were to
be played, or until one player had scored a total of seven games ; third in
Montreal. where the match was to be completed. Between the New York
and Philadelphia play there was to be a week’s intermission. and a similar
intermission took place between the Philadelphia and Montreal play.

The stakes were fixed at 2,000 dollars a-side, or £Roo in all, and the
Championship of the World. ~Certain rest days were also provided for.

Play in the match commenced at New York, on the 1 sth March, and
Proceeded until the 6th April, when the requisite eight games had been
completed, and the score stood Lasker 4, Steinitz 2, drawn 2. Play in the
Second portion of the mvtch commenced at Philadelphia, on 14th April,
and concluded on the 21st April, when Lasker had scored the requisite
total of 7 won games ; score, Lasker 7, Steinitz 2, drawn 2. The concluding
Portion of the match commenced at Montreal, on 3rd May, and concluded
On 26th May, when the final score was Lasker 10, Steinitz §, drawn 4; and
Steinitz had for the first time in thirty years been defeated in a set match
for the championship of the world.
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Soon after his defeat he in turn challenged Lasker to a championship
match, but nothing came of it, and in 1895 Mr. Steinitz once more visited
England, and was received very warmly by many friends, old and new. His
chief object in this visit was to take part in the International Master
Tournament, at Hastings, played during August of 1895 This important
contest attracted the very strongest players of the world. and to some
extent might fittingly be called “a battle of giants.” Mr. Steinitz did very
well the first week, tying for first place with Tchigorin with 4 each. The
second week proved most disastrous to him, owing to an attack of insomnia,
and he lost ground ; but with his accustomed tenacity he gradually forged
ahead in the latter part of the contest, and at its conclusion was fifth prize-
winner with a score of 13. Above him were Messrs. Pillshury first with
164, Tchigorin second with 16, Lasker third with 153, and Tarrasch fourth
with 14. Below him were Schiffers (12), Bardeleben (114), Teichmann-
(11}), Schlechter (11), and Blackburne (10}),in the order named. Mr.
Steinitz was also awarded the special prize for brilliancy for a beautiful game
he won from Von Bardeleben.

After the conclusion of the Hastings Tournament, Mr. Steinitz visited
France, and then proceeded on to St. Petersburg, to take part in an
Invitation Tournament between Lasker, Pillsbury, Tchigorin and himself..
Dr. Tarrasch was also invited by the St. Petersburg Club, but was unable
to be present owing to professional engagements. ‘This memorable contest
commenced on the 13th- December, and was not concluded until 21st
January, 1896, during which period each competitor had played six games
with each of the other three, making thereby a total of thirty-six games for
the entire tournament. At first Steinitz opened very badly, scoring 1
only in the first round, and 14 in the second. 1In the third round he did
better as he scored 2, but at this the completion of one-half of the tourna-
ment he only stood third with 4} ; Pillsbury being first with 6}, and Lasker
second with s§. Again, however, the vcteran’s tenacity did him good
service. for he continued to more than maintain his position, until at the
conclusion of play he was second with gf; Lasker being first with 114,
Pillsbury third with 8, and Tchigorin fourth with 7. In his personal
encounters with the three different players he defeated Pillsbury most
decisively, their score being Steinitz’ 5, Pillsbury 1, made up of 2 draws.
Lasker, however, defeated him by 4 to 2, and Tchigorin defeated him by
3} to 2§. It is noteworthy too that though he tied for first place in sevétal
of the six rounds, he never absolutely won one. This St Petersburg
performance of the veteran player, however, will ever remain amongst his
triumphs, when h's age and the skill of bis opponents are kept in view;
beside which some of his games, especially in the latter part of the contest,
reminds us of the Steinitz of twenty years ago.

Of all the great players of his day. Morphy and Staunton alone,
were never met by Steinitz in actual play ; all the rest he defeated either in
match or tournament play. As to Staunton it matters little, for he was then
long past his prime, and had ceased to be the Staunton who had conquered
St. Amant, Harrwitz. and Horwitz, With Morphy, however, it is somewhat
different, for his career bad been so brilliant, if so short, that men would
fain make his play the standard hy which to judge that of others, and
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therefore it remains a blank in chess doings that Morphy, the victor of
Anderssen in 1857, never played Steinitz, the victor of Anderssen in 1866,
When Morphy disappeared so suddenly from the chess arena, there was no
falling off in his marvellous chess powers, and as both men were about the
same age, there is nothing unreasonable in supposing that fate might
hive brought them face to face over the chess-board, and so bave settled
the vexed question of their relative supremacy. This, however, was not to
be, and the matier must remain a thing ot speculation—possibly a not
over profitable one; but still the speculation runs on. So far as record
goes Steinitz holds the palm, but then Steinitz has played master chess for
more than thirty-two years, whilst Morphy’s whole chess career occupied
but the short space of two years. _Steinitz himself, in the Figaro, so far
back as 1878 —when he was contemplating retiring from chess—claims
that his record was then better than Morphy’s, but left the question of
genius an open ane. Whether the analytical skill. the patience, the tenacity,
the coolness, and all the other resources of Steinitz would have prevailed
against the blinding brilliancy of Morphy is an open question. The
American vauled into his place at one bound, whilst the Bohemian has
attained his by slow and patient climbing’; but whether the former could
have maintained his position for the length of time that Steinitz has done
is questionable.

We can, however, judge of the different effects the two great players
have had upon the play of their respective epochs. Morphy revolutionised
chess; Steiniiz has remodelled it. Morphy brought life. and dash, and beauty
into the game, at a time when an age of dulness seemed about to set in, and
he did this at a stroke;; Steinitz has given it order, and method, and directness,
at a time when these were beginning to be lost in the search for brilliancy.
Morphy issued imperial edicts; Steinitz laboriously constructs Acts of
Parhament, and carefully builds them up clause by clause. Morphy stood
like a wizard, and with one wave of his wand produced magical effects, one
knows not how, and hardly stops to enquire; Steinitz is the scientist in
his laboratory, and he shews us how he works, and how he experiments.
Morphy is at once the Cesar and the Napoleon of ches. Like the
{former, his motto was ““vené, wudi, mei”; like the latter, he launches a
fierce cavalry charge upon the ranks of his foe, and trusts to cary every-
thing by a coup de main. Steinitz, on the other hand, is the Wellington or
the Von Molke of chess. With the former, he throws up his lines of
Torres Vedras. and with the latter, he has his plan of campaign carefully
docketed and put away until occasion. calls for it.

In 1862, Anderssen told Steinitz.he was no Morphy ; in 1866 he put
him far ahove Morphy. Burn and Tarrasch place Steinit: above Morphy.
In 1882, after the Vienna Tournament, Allen in the Zusf, Field, and
ZLarm, placed Steinitz and Winawer on a higher level than Morphy. One
fact must be borne in mind, that Morphy was champion for twenty-eight
weeks, and that Steinitz has been champion for twenty-eight years. Never-
theless their relative genius for the game and strength in play is an open
question, to which everyone can give an answer that best suits himself,

' But Steinitz is not only a great player, he is a great writer on the game
When be assumed the editorial pen, and took charge of the chess column
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of the Field, a new era in chess annotation commenced. The care, the
painstaking industry, the analytical skill he constantly displayed were simply
astounding ; nothing like it bad been seen before. His labours in the field
of analytical research have been unceasing, and will remain a monument
to his skill and industry.  As a player he has often injured his chances hoth
in matches and tournaments by resolutely testing some pet theory, until
defeat after defeat warned him that there was some inherent weakness
in his new line of play which his own examination had failed.to discover.
Whether he has founded a new school of chess, or no, one thing is clear,
that he has lifted chess out of the old empirical rut and placed it on
something like a scientific basis. :

Amidst all his labours at the desk and over the board, it must not be
thought that Steinitz is a very robust man. This is far from being the
case, for he has been somewhat ailing from his youth upwards. In 1867 -
he had an attack of sunstroke, which greatly impaired his memory, and to
some ‘extent injured his constitution. Whilst engaged in important matches
he is apt to suffer much from insomnia, especially at the commencement
of the contest; and this, to some extent, may account for the poor start
he has made in most of his matches.

Since 1884 he bas been a resident in the United States, where he has
played all his matches of late years, and where he published the Znfer-
national Chess Magasine from 1885 to 1891, and the Modern Chess Instructor,
part 1. and part II :

Mgr. WILLIAM STEINITZ'S RECORD.
In MaTCH PLaAv.

Date. Opponent’s Name, Final Score.

1862 ... Dubois—match ... ... .. ... Steinitz §, Dubois 3, drawn 1.
1863 ... Deacon—match ... ... ... .. Steinitz 5, Deacon 1.

1863 ... Mongredian—match ... ... ... Steimiz 7, Mongredian o.

1863 ... Blackburne—match ... .. ... Steinitz 7, Blackburne 1, drawn 2.

1863 ... Green—match... ... ... ... ... Steiniiz 7, Green o, drawa 2.
1866 ... Anderssen—championship match... Steinitz 8, Anderssen 6.

1366 ... Bird—maich .. .. ... .. .. Steinitz7, Bird 5, drawn 5.

1867 ... Fraser—maich... ... .. .. ... Steinitz 3, Fraser 1, drawn 3.
1870 ... Blackburne—series of games... ... Steinitz §, Blackburne o, drawn 1.
1872 ... Zukertort—-match ... ... .. .. Steinitz 7, Zukeriort 1, drawn 4.
1876 ... Blackburne—match ... ... ... S:einitz 7, Blackburae o.

-

1882 ... Martinez—series of games ... ... Steinitz 7, Martinez o.
1882 ... Martinez—series of games ... ... Steinilz 3, Martinez 1, drawn 3.

1882 .. Sellman~series of games ... ... Sieinitz 3, Sellman o, drawn 2.
1883 ... Mackenzie—series of games... ... Steiniiz 3, Mackenzie 1, drawn 2.
1883 ... Golmayo—series of games ... ... Steinitz 8, Golmayo 1, drawn 2.
1883 ... Msrtinez—serics of games ... ... Steinitz 0, Martinez o, diawn 2.
1885 . Sellmann—series of games ... ... Sicinitz 3, Sellman o,

1886 ... Zukerlort—championship maich .. Steinitz 10, Zukertort S, drawn 5. .
1889 ... Tchigorin—championship maich ... Sieinitz 10, Tchigorin 6, drawn 1.
1889 ... Carvajal—series of games ... ... Steinitz 4, Carvajal 1. :
1889 ... Golmayo—series of games ... ... Steinilz 5, Golmayo o,
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1889 ... Vazquez—series of games ... ... Steinite §, Vazquez o,
1890-1  Gunzberg—championship match ... Steinitz 6, Gunsherg 4, drawn 9.
1892 ... Tchigorin—championship match... Sidinitz 10, Tchigorin 8, deawn 3.
1804 ... Lasker—championship match ... Lasker 10, Steinitz §, drawn 4.
MATCHES AT ODDS.
1865 ... De Vere—odds of P and move ... De Vere 7, Steinitz 3, drawn 2,
1867 ... Fraser—odds of P and move ... Steinite 7, Fraser 1, drawn 1.
1882 ... Meitner — Steiniiz played blind-
fold, but received draws ... Steinite 2, Meitner o, drawn o.
IN MASTER TOURNAMEKTS.
Date. Tournaments. Result.
1862 ... London—Iaternational ... ... ... Steinilz 6th, Anderssen 1st.
1867 ... Paris—International ... ... ... Sieiniiz 3rd, after Kolisch snd Winawer.
1867 ... Dundee—National... .. .. ... Steinitz 2nd, after Neumann 1st.
1870 ... Baden-Baden—Iniernational ... Steinitz 2nd, 4 point below Anderssen 1st.
1872 ... Londos—National... ... ... ... Steinitz 1st, Blsckburne 2nd, Zukertort ard.
Steinitz had a clean scoie, 7 out of 7.
1873 ... Vienna—International ... ... ... Steinitz 1st, after a tie with Blackburne.
Steinitz won 16 games straight off.
1882 ... Vienna—International ... .. ... Steinilz and Winawer tie for 1st and 2nd.
1883 ... London—International ... ... ... Steinitz2nd, Zukertort 1st, Blackhurne 3rd.
1895 ... Hastings—International ... ... Steinitz 5th, afier Pillsbury, Tchigorin,
Lasker, and Tarrasch.
1895-6 St. Peterburg—Quadrangular ... Steinitz 2nd, sfier Lasker, but above

Pillsbury and Tchigorin.
IN HAKDICAP TOURNAMENTS.
1865 ... Dublin Ilandicap .. ... ... ... Steinitz 1st, MacDonnell 2nd.

1866 ... B.C.A. Handicap, London .. .. Steiniiz 1st.
1867 ... B.C.A. Handicap, Dundee ... .. Steiniizand Dr. Fraser tied for 15t and 2nd.
1868 ... B.C.A. Handicap, London ... ... Steinite 1st
1871 ... City of London Ilandicap ... ... Steinite 15, he won 12 games straight away.

1872 ... London Handicap... .. ... ... Playedon the pafringsystem, and Zukertory
threw Steinitz out on the second round,

.

CORRESPONDENCE PLAY,

1871 ... Cityof London C.C. . Vienna C.C. London games conducted by Steinitz aud
Potter; score, London 1, Vienna o,
drawn r.

1890 ... Tchigorin..: «. .. .. .. ... Twogamesio test movesin Two Kts and
Evans; Steinitz lost both games.

HARRY NELSON PILLSBURY.

( ARRY Nelson Pillsbury was born in Somerville (Mass.), on
the sth December, 1872. The men of the New England

States are proverbially cool and calculating, and generally may

be classed as long-headed, and ‘it is from this stock that

Pilisbury has sprung. In Morpby there was not a little of the fervent
temperament of the Sunny South, and his play displayed many of the
Qualities that belong to natives of warm climates. Vivid imagination,
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brilliancy of style, were characteristics of the Southern player. Mr.
Pillshury comes from a colder climate. and his play is more severe and
cautious than that of his great predecessor, but he too is not without fire
and imagination when opportunity affords.

Like most of the great masters, Mr. Pillsbury became acquainted with
chess during his youth. He learnt the rudiments of the game about the
age of sixteen, and he soon afterwards began to study the game more
scientifically, under the able tuition of Mr. Addison $mith, of Boston
(Mass.). Boston—that is the American city so called—is known far and
wide as “the bub of the Universe,” but though it hardly bears out this
proud designation so far as chess is concerned, it has always possessed some
very strong local players, and therefore when Mr. Smith came 10 Somerville,
young Pillsbury found in him a very able preceptor, and he soon made
rapid strides in his knowledge of the game.

In 1889, Pillsbury went to .Boston, to embark upon a commer-
cial pursuit. and at once identified bimself with the Deschapelles
Chess and Whist Club of that city. The stronger members of the club,
at first, gave him the odds of the Kt; but in 18go the young player defeated
one of the strongest players of the club—Mr. H. N. Stone—by 5 to
2. In this match young Pillsbury played the Evans Gambit against the
« Stoneware Defence.” Still making rapid progress, he at length defeated
the New England champion—Mr. J. F. Barry—by 5 games to 4. Next
he essayed his sirength against the then champion of the world, Mr. W.
Steinitz, the latter yielding him the odds of P and move. Dut as in his
match with De Vere, the older player soon discovered that he was not able
to yield such odds, the final score being Pillsbury 2, Steinitz 1. In the
spring of 1893, the young German master, Herr Walbrodt, paid a visit to
Boston, and a short match was played between him and Pillsbury, with the
final score Pillsbury 2, Walbrodt o, drawn 1. A little later in the same
year l'illsbury played a simultaneous match against Herr Schottlander.

In 1893. Mr. Pillsbury took part in the Impromp:u Master Tourna-
ment, held in New York, but was not very successinl, as he was only
seventh, with a score of 7 out of a possible 13. Lasker winning the first
prize with the magnificent- score of 13 out of a possible 13, the other
leaders being Albin (83), Delmar (8), Lee (8), Showaiter (8), and Hanham
(7). Shortly afterwards the New York City Tournament was held, and
M. Pillsbury was one of the competitors, coming in first with a total score
of 7 out of a possible o, followed: by Hodges (6), Showalter (5}), and
" Albin (3), after a very keen contest. i

This excellent record did not, however, prepare the general body of
chess players for the Lrilliant performance which was to mark Mr. Pillsbury’s
next public appearance in the Hastings International Master Tournament.
The list of entrants comprised almost all the very strongest living players.
There was the gifted Lasker, the world’s champion; the redoubtable
Steinitz. the ex-champion ; the almost invincible Tarrasch, winner of four
successive International Master Tournaments ; the brilliant Tchigorin, by
many regarded as the most gifted player of all ; not to mention such players
as Bardeleben, Blackburne, Burn, Gunsberg, Mason, Marco, and Walbrodt.
" \Vhat chance would the young Bostonian bave amidst such a galaxy of
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stars of the first magnitude? Yet the unexpected happened, the youthful
New Englander led the van, and once more a player of the Anglo-Saxon
race took his place at the head of the chess world. The first round of the
tournament was played on the sth of August. and Pillsbury had to play
«the lion of the North,” M. Tchigorin. He played and lost; not a good
beginning by any means. The next round saw him face to face with Dr.
Tarrasch and people thought to see Pillsbury again defeated; but contrary
to expectation, the anticipated victor was defeated. In the next round Mr.
Pillsbury drew with Marco, and then went on adding to his score win after
win —including one from Steinitz—until his score on the eleventh round
stood at g4 In the next round he lost to Lasker, one of his most
formidable competitors, and it seemed as if his career of success was to be
brought to an end, and this seemed confirmed when he only drew with
Blackburne in the succeeding round. He, however, kept fairly in the front
until on the completion of the twentieth round, when the scores of the
three leading players were Tchigorin 15, Lasker 144, Pillsbury 144, and
expectation ran high. The next round placed Pillsbury absolutely at the
top, for he beat Vergani (one of the weakest of the players), whilst both
Lasker and Tchigorin lost, the former to Mr. J. H, Blackburne, and the
latter somewhat easily to M. Janowski, leaving the first prize still hanging
in the balance. In the twenty-second and last round all three lcaders won
their games, thus giving Pillsbury the absolute victory in the tournament.
His defeat of Gunsberg in the final round was brought about by a series
of masterly moves in a very fine end-game, and was a fitting climax to a
splendid tournament performance. Mr. Pillsbury’s final score was 16} out
of a possible 22, Tchigorin being second with 16, Lasker third with 154.

This victory at once placed the young American player at the very
head of the chess world, and it was clearly recognised that one, not
unworthy to occupy even Morphy’s position, had appeared. Congratulations
poured in upon him from the States, and when he returned to his native
country, after a brief sojourn in London, he was received with the utmost
enthusiasm by his admiring countrymen, and numerous banquets were
organised in his honour, :

Early in December, 1895, Messrs. Pillsbury and Steinitz arrived in
St. Petersburg, to take part in the Invitation Tournament, and on the gth,
the players of that city welcomed them by a splendid banquet, at which
Herr Lasker's absence, owing to passport difficulties on the frontier, was
greatly regretted.

Play in the tournament commenced on the 13th December, and
proceeded until the 27th January, 1896, when the last round was completed.
The tournament in all consisted of eighteen rounds, during which each pair
of players met each other six times. At first Mr. Pillsbury was very
successful, and at the end of the ninth round he was leading, his score
being 6}, whilst Lasker was 54 Steinitz 44, and Tchigorin 14. The next
three games, however, were very unfortunate for him. as he did not score a
single win, and as Lasker scored two the American player had to be content
with second place. The following three games proved but little less disas-
trous, as he only scored § point. In the last three rounds he only scored
1, and the final result was that he finished third, with 8 points, Lasker
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being first with 11}, Steinitz second with 94, and Tchigorin fourth with 7.
In the individual play with each of his competitors the record does not
come out badly, as he defeated Lasker by 34 to 24, and Tchigorin by
exactly the same score. He was however defeated by Steinitz by 1 to s,
against whom indeed he was not able to score a single game, his one point
being made up of two draws.

Mr. Pillsbury’s play is almost classical in its severity and correctness,
and it is rare that he blunders. His treatment of the openings is based
upon sound principles of -development, whilst in the mid-game he generally
displays a complete mastery of tactics. He seldom risks much for the
sake of a grand coup, but he is ever watchful for the opportunity for safely
bringing about a winning combination. Though a cautious player he is
none the less a fighting one; he loves a sharp rally, and is not afraid of a
pitched battle “in the open”. He is perfectly at home in all forms of the
“close game,” which he handles with that delicacy of touch which is
imperative on the part of the master, if he would succeed in this form of
play, where finesse, reserve, and a critical eye for far away -consequences
are absolutely necessary. Especially noticeable was his handling of the
Petroff at St. Petersburg, which has done not a little to somewhat re-
habilitate this opening. In the end-game his play is almost perfection. A
great player was once asked to give his ideas as to how a master ought to
play. “In the opening,” was his reply, “a master should play like a book;
in the mid-game he should play like a magician ; in the endmng he should
play like a machine.” Without perhaps actually attaining to this ideal of
perfection, Mr. Pillsbury comes very near toit. As to his skill as an end-
player, his victory over Gunsberg, at Hastings, will ever stand as a lasting
monument.

MICHAEL IVANOWITZ TCHIGORIN.

ICHAEL Ivanowitz Tchigorin was born on-the 31st October,

1850. He commenced to play chess early in life, having been

taught the moves at college’ by one of the professors. On the

completion of his college studies, he became a government

official at St. Petersburg, but gave up his appointment some years ago, and
has since devoted himself to chess.

In 1873, Tchigorin began to be heard of in Russian chess circles. In
that year he won the third prize in a handicap at the -St. Petersburg Chess
Club, being handicapped as .second-class, and receiving Pawn and move
from Schoumoff and Schiffers. He then won a match on even terms with
Schoumoff, but lost a match to Winawer. He steadily fought his way
upwards, until in 1880 he was looked upon as the best Russian player,
having beaten Schiffers and other leading players.

The next year saw Tchigorin enter the arena to meet the masters
of the world, for in 1881 he went to Berlin to take part in the International
Master Tournament held in that city, and in the contest he did himself
honour, as he made an equal score with Winawer, and thereby tied for
third and fourth prizes,
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His most important matches have been that with Steinitz, in Havana,
in 1889, when he was defeated by the latter by 10} to 64, and that with
Gunsberg, in Havana. in 18go, which ended in a draw, each scoring 9 wins,
whilst 5 games were drawn.

His next important match was his second encounter with Steinitz, in
January and February, 1892. In the early part of this conflict he displayed
great ability, and for some time held the lead, but subsequently Steinitz
equalised matters and passed him by one game, until the score stood
Steinitz g, Tchigorin 8, draws 5. By the terms of the match, had the
Russian player won the next game the match would have been drawn, but
this he failed to do, the final score being Steinitz 1o, Tchigorin 8, drawn 2.
In 1893, M. Tchigorin defeated a strong St. Petersburg player, M. A.
Belini, at the odds of Pawn and move, by 5 to 2.

In October, 1893, M. Tchigorin played his hard-fought match against
Dr. Tarrasch, in St. Petersburg. Dr. Tarrasch won the first game and
maintained the lead during the greater part of the match; but towards the
end the Russian master succeeded in drawing up level, each player scoring
g, with 4 draws, and the match, according to the conditions, was declared
a draw.

Noteworthy too was the part he bore in the celebrated correspondence
match of two games between St. Petersburg and the British Chess Club, in
1888, won by the former club in fine style. His victory over Steinitz in
the two games contested by .cable must not be forgotten. Itis true that
Steinitz deliberately bound a cord round his leg by the lines of play he
adopted, but Tchigorin’s play for all that was of the highest order.

In 1895, M. Tchigorin visited England, and took part in the great
International Tournament, at Hastings. From the first he made a good
show, beating Pillsbury in the first round, Lasker in the second, and Mason
in the third. In the fourth round he was beaten by his countryman, M.
Schiffers, but in the following rounds he defeated Tarrasch, Teichmann,
Burn, Blackburne, and Gunsberg. This splendid run was followed by a
draw with Bird. Still continuing bis successful career, it became manifest
that he was likely to secure first prize, despite his defeat at the hands of
Steinitz in the thirteenth round. By this time it was a race hetween
Lasker, Pillsbury, and Tchigorin, the latter being favourite. An unlucky
defeat at the hands of Monsieur Janowski, in the twentieth round, was a
great disappointment, as it really threw him out for the first prize—the final
result being Pillsbury first with 16} points, and Tchigorin second with 16,
followed by Lasker 15}, Tarrasch 14, Steinitz 13, Schiffers 12, Bardeleben
11}, and Teichmann 11}

Immediately the Hastings meeting was over, M. Tchigorin suggested
a tournament amongst the prize winners, and stated that the St. Petersburg
playe.s would gladly provide prizes for such an encounter. This tourna-
ment was carried out. and the contest commenced on the 13th December,
1895. At the first Tchigorin showed very bad form, scoring only 1} out
of the first g’played. Later on, however, he did much better, scoring no
less than 5} out of the last g games. This however left him still last with
7 points.  In the individual encounters he defeated Steinitz by 3} to 24,
but he was defeated by Lasker by s to 1, and by Pillsbury by 3% to 24.
He was the absolute winner in the fifth round, scoring 2} out of a possible 3.
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Tchigorin is essentially a brilliant player, daring and fearless. which
however he rarely allows to degenerate into rashness. He has a profound
knowledge of the game, and whilst.he accepts many of the principles of
the so called “modern school,” of which Steinitz is the prophet. he does
not allow them to act as fetters on his genius. His conceptions are
grand, his ideas magnificent, his style chaste.

M. I. TCHIGORIN’S RECORD.
, IN TOURNAMENT Pray.
Date. Tournament, Result.

1881 ... Berlin ~ ... ... .. .. .. .. Tchigorin tied with Winawer for 3rd and
4th prizes, Blackburne being 1st and
Zukertort 2nd. i

1882 ... Vienna ... .. .. .. .. .. Tchigorin was not piaced, his score being
' a somewhat disappointing one—13
out of a possille 34.
1883 ... London ... ... .. .. .. .. Tchigorin came in 4th, Zukertort, Steiniz, .

and Blackburne being shead of him.

1889 ... New York ... ... .. .. .. Tchigorintied with Max Weiss for 1st and
2nd places.

1895 ... Ilastings ... .. .. ... .. ... Tchigorin was 2nd with 16, Lasker being
st with 16}.

1895-6  St. Petersburg ... ... ... ... Tchigorin fourth with 7, after Lasker first

. 1 hl*:l g:.einiu second of, Pillsbury

thir
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GAME No. I

Played on December r3th, 189s.
Petroff’'s Defence.

Notes BY Jas. Mason.

WHITE. BLACK.
Herr Lasker. Mr. H. N. PiLLsBURY.
P—K 4 1 P—K 4

K Kt—B 3 2 KKt—B 3
Kex P 3 P—Q3
KKt—B3 4 KtxP

P—Q 4 5 P—Q 4
B—-Q3 6 B—K 2
Castles 7 QKt—B 3

............ Now considered the best

move, better than 7..., Csstles. But
its value has yet to be fully tested.
R—K sq 8 B—~K Kt 5!
P—B 3

‘This, with the following sortée of the
Queen, is rather doubtful. At such
an early stage White can win no
Pawa without incurring grave danger.

P—B 4
Q—Kt 3? 10 Castles!
B—XBgy4
Position afier White’s 11¢th move :—
B—K B 4.
BLACK (MR. musnnnv)

B M%
//%%%%%//

/%%/ P
o

7%,

i ”}/

M/ 7]

<

Y,
-

:/ v
%73

WHITE (HERR LASM(R)

12

14

17

23

If nQxP,R—B3; 12Q—Kt 3,
R—Ktsq; 13 Q—Qsq, R—K Kt 33
it would be a question. As it is,
White changes his plan, and suffers
accordingly. His King side Is quite
disorganized, with nothing to show
for it, not even a Pawn.

11 BxKt
PxB 12 Kt—Ktg4
K—Kt 2 13 Q—Q 2
Q—B 2

It would be better to retire all the
way. Bx Kt would be bad. The
Black Bishop would come in very
strong, probably at B 5; and, what
with Queen and Rooks phymg upon
the King, his position would soon Le
intolerable.

14 Kt—K 3!
B—Q Bsqg? 15 B—Q 3
Kt—Q 2

Evidently BxP would lose the
Bishop. Why the Queen should have
gone all the way back, supporting
Rook and other Bishop Pawn, soon
becomes also evident.

16 Q R—K sq
Kt—Bsq? 17 Kt(K3)xP
............... Black has it all his own

way from this point, and misses no
opportunity.

Q—Q sq 18 RxR
QxR 19 Ktx P!

- KxKt " 20 P—B 35!
Q—Q sq 21 Kt—K 4ch
K—K 2

To go the other way would be still
worse, for in that case absolute mate
in a few moves would be hardly
avoidable.

22 Q—Kt5ch

K—Q 2 23 QxQch
A
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24 KxQ 24 KtxB 27 P—Kt 3 27 Kt-Kt sdis.ch
25 K—K 2 25 Kt—K 4 28 K—Q 2 28 Kt—K 6
............... With two Pawns more, 29 B—Kta2 29 Kt—Kty4
in such a position, it isa mere question 30 P—K R 3 30 B—B 4
of exhaustion. A game boldly and 31 Kt—R 2 3t B—B 7
beautifully played by Mr. Pillshury, P—B PxP
but one much below the chawmpion’s 32 ~—D 4 3z 1%t
average—even as a loser, 33 PxP 33 P-KR 4!
26 P—B 3 26 R—K sq 34 Resigns.
——————
GAME No. IL
Played on December 13th, 189s.
Queen's Pawn  Opening.
Notes By Jas. Mason. 13 Kt xKt
WHITE. BLACK. 14 Px Kt 14 B—R 6
Mr. STERINITZ, M. Tcmicorin, 15 R—Q sq 15 Kt—Q 4
1 P—Q 4 1 P-Q4 16 R—Q 3 16 P—K 4
2 KKt—B3 2K kE_B 3 Inflicting the penalty for
3 P—Bg4 3 P—K3 faulty play of Queen and Rook. White
4 Kt—B 3 4 B—K 2 must let the Pawn go—or the exchange.
5 B-Bg4 s P—B3? 17 P—K 4 17 KtxP
............ 5 Mo'rfe'ﬁ ofllen w:;sle of lilfne 18 Castles
thau not. 1e difficulty of action for P .
the Bishop ay be s_e¥ious, an((,i' N:e RI};\re'“:gsa“r::gyexmrﬂ?sep;gi‘:é
;:;':il;:'c{h: Ele‘fll:c:penmg appreciably ;:mst secure himself whatever else
) appens.
6P—K3  6QKt—Qs o 18 PxP
4y P—KR 3 19 RxP 19 Kt—Kt 4
I;)]xchang‘ilng would fre‘el lheladvetse 20 R—R 4 .
Bi , i e ) ist { .. oo
l'::igsd.m A‘]-lso:!(;:lel’S;’:tl; t(l)sre::!;: ?I:: Position after White's 20th move : --
own, uow bearing importantly on the R—R 4.
enemy's ground. ;
7 Castles BLACK (M. TCUIGORIN).
8 B—Q3 8 PxP 9
9 BxBP 9 Kt—Q 4
10 B—R 2 10 Q—R 4
11 QR—Bsq 11 Kt(Q2)—Kt3
12 B—QKt3 12 B—-Ktgjs
13 Q—B 2
Ao error, seemingly. 13Q—Q 2 or
13 Q—Q 3, giving the Rook play on

the file, should Black proceed as in the
actual case, would be better, 13...,
Ki—R 5 should not hurt much; not
enough to demand its prevention at
the cost of 2 Pawn. This is where
White goes a little wrong in relation to
his preceding strategy ; and his oppo-
nent’s questionable operations on the
Queen’s wing are justified accordingly.

WHITE (MR STRINYTZ).



St. Petersburg Tournament, 1895-6.

3

20 Q—Kt 3
aeey Q——Q sq, and

afierwards ..., Q—K 2, would be com-
paralively prudent. A troublesome
aitack on his King follows from 21
Ki—Kt § (threatening 22 KixB P,
and, if 22.., RxKti, 23 Q—-B 4,
among other things) ; and "his position
weakens 50 much that the advantage of

27

be the correct play. However this
may be, his next move is bad, and
should have lost the game.

26 K—R sq

.................. Now 27..., Kt—Q 3
should lead to a win easily enough.
Also, if 28 Q—B sq, threatening 29
BxP, &c., 28..., Kt—Q § would be

the Pawn is hardly more than au good play.
equivalent. : 28 PxPep. 28 RxP
21 Kt—Ktgs! 21 Q—B4 29 B—Kt 5 29 B-K B!
verestreiorGuarding against 22 Ktx  3° Q—Bsq 3o QR—K Bsq
B P, &c., above mentioned. His 31 P—R 4 .
situation is more difficult than wonld Expgcung too muc!:; or, what is
readily appear at first sight. more. l:kely-uove‘:l?gkag b':f 'fzr:e :f
ere . wou ‘1lake
22 Q—Q 2 22 P—KR 3 the  Rook; alihough with that the
23 Kt—B 3 23 Q—-K 2 ;h“ceds w‘onlsl noi behloo I’;vourablhe.
— — nstead of winning the exchange,
24 P—K 5 24 ,P QR4 loses it; and tl:‘egn ll:erexcis. n%e reael
.............. A futile attempt to shut game,
2;3 the Rool;, e;eq }I;or u:;om-em. He 3t Kt—B6 !
tes away, lort 1th ; il more G Y
unpleas:zt Ih:ntefore.' The i:sctivity 32 K P:sq 32 B QK6
of Black Queen Bishop, so far, is 33 R—K sq 33 Kt—K 7
noteworthy. . 34 8—8 .g] 34 BxR
R—R 4! B—Q Kt 35 Qx 35 RxKt!
2 Q—B: °s B-QKes, 36 PxR 36 QxB
. R—KKtg 37 Kt—B38!
Probably, 26 Q—B sq, k 37 ,
pressure c: the Roon Put?u, w:g::nlg 38 Q—.K 4 38 Q—K B 4!
taken into account. Yet it seemsto 39 Resigns.
PO —
GAME No. IIL
Played on December 15th, 1895.
Petrof’s Defence.
OTES MASON.  ecsverrissnen: Something like a leap i
Norzs Bv Jas. Masow. the dari. Tf the doubled Pawn can
WHITE, BLACK, be **dissolved” betimes, or the open
M. TcmicoriN. Mr. H. N. PILLSBURY. file well nsed in attack, a safe landing
1 P—K g4 1 P—K4 may be confidently expected.
2 KKt—B3 2 KKt—B 3 9 BxKt 9 PxB
3 Kt—B 3 3 Kt—B 3 10 Q—Q 2 10 Kt—Kt 3
4 B—Ktg 4 B—Kt; 11 K—R sq
§ Castles 5 Castles More ,or leas necessary, sooner or
6 P—Q 3 6 P—Q3 later. Black does not attempt to
7 B—Ktg » d'issolve,. just };gre ;Kl'or then Q;R :;
In this familiar *double » threatening  Ki—Kt 5, might
predicaments 7 B Kt i nighly rerom  Uncomlortable K—R
mended, if a dull but durable kind of I h—NKsq
game is desired. 12 P—Q 4 12 R—K Kt sq
7 BxKt 13 B—Q3 13 Q—K 2
8 PxB 8 Kt—K 2 14 Q R—Ktsq



15
16

17
18

19

) N

10
1k
12
13
14
15

St. Petersburg Tournament, 1895-6.

Routive—indirectly inducing the

questionable 316 '—Q 5?7 At once any other.
Kt ~Kt sq, to he speedily followed Ly 19 P-K R 4!
P—Kt 3 aud P—K B 4, would have 20 R—K 2 20 Kt—D sq
given the matler another and perhaps P—K B 1 PxP
very different complexion. 21 I'— 4 3 Kt—R
: 14 P—Kt 3 22 QxP 22 Bt——Ktz
Kt—Ktsq 15 B—K 3! :i lIé:—BQ i 23 B—RLS
P—Q 5 ? 16 BTQ 2 24 Kt—R 4 would be much stronger,
P—Kt3 17 R=Kt 2 the importauce of halting theadvancing
QR—-K sq 18 Q R—KKtsq Rook Pawn duly consid;ret(!l. qu:;l%
. ot from bad to worse, the downrigl
........... The difference is iu favour »
. : ; blunder two moves later caps the
of the young American representative s .
who pressesgit fully. P climax—and mor; :ee; _uo]t( b; S;Id.
P—B 3 R ) .-
. . . —K 3 25 Q—K 4
Manifestly weakening. The Rustian 25
champion feyels himsell on the defen- 26 Px 4 26 B—B 6 ch!
sive, and at a loss how to continue. 27 Resigns.
——— e
GAME No. IV.
Played on December 1s5th, 18g5.
Ruy Lopes.
Notes By Jas. MasoN. = .eveeenieens All this is very remark--
able. White’s play is consistently
WHITE, BLACK. progressive, whereas Black shifts about
Herr LAsker.  Mr. W. STEINITZ. on the “as you were” Jrinciple. in
, searclr of a fair line departure.
P—K 4 1 P—K 4 Nearly half-a-dozen moves have been
KKi—B3 2 QKt—Bg3 expended in getting **no forrarder” in
B—Kt s i P—QR3 preparation to receive the contempla-
B—R P—Q ted advance of the enemy.
4 4 3 16 Q—Q 2 16 Kt—K sq
........... Notwithstanding his defeat 17 B—R 6
in the championship match Ly his Beginning of a dangerous attack, the
present opponent, Mr. Steinitz appar- first step iu which it is to be rid of the
ently still believes in this hybrid system sturdy defensive Bishop.
of defence, 17 K—R sq
P—Q 4 s B—Q2 18 Q R—Q sq -’18 Kt—Kt sq
P—8B 3! 6 Kt—B 3 19 BxBch 19 Ktx B
QKt—Q2 7 B—K 2 20 P—B 4! 20 P—K B4
21 Q—B 3 21 PxP
............... Much grod time is lost I
over this Bishop. It is best stationed  here i “b":m’ better to push
at Kt 2 as soou as possible. on. ere might tronble with the

Castles - 8 Castles
R—K sq 9 R—K sq
Kt—B sq 10 B—K B sq
Kt—Kt 3 11 P—-KKt3
P—KR 3! 12 B—Kt2
B—B 2 13 B—Q Bsq
P—Q s 14 Kt—K 2
B—K 3 15 R—B sq

22
23
24

Thus the text move may be as good as

badly placed Knights —and on the
Queen side ; but the King would be
safe, and some attack ‘on his own
account not improbable, Ordinarily,
the opening of the file would be tge
thing; but here, it sppeass, there are
more than counterbalancing drawbacks.

BxP 22 Kt—B 3
Q—K 3 23 KtxB
Kt x Kt 24 R—Bg
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35
26

27
28

weeeesesnss AL unforlunate manceuvre.

25 B—Bg4?
Kt(B3)—Kts
Gaining at least the exchange, what-
ever the reply. As, eg., 26..., Bx
Kt; 27 QxR ), &. The termination

‘is brilliant.

SEE Di1AGRAM.

26 Q—Q 2
QxR! 27 PxQ
Kt—B 6 28 Kt—K 3
............... If 28..., R—Q sq (en-

deavouring to keep White Rook from
the 7th), then 29 Kt xQ, RxKt; 30
P—B 6!, &c. The Queen cannot be
saved, and ruinous loss of force follows,

KtxQ 29 Ktx Kt
R—K y 30 K—Kt sq
Kt—B6ch 31 K—Bsq
RxBP 32 Resigna.

Position afller White’s 26th move :—
Kt (B 3)—Kt 5.

BLACK (MR. STEINITZ).

WHITE (MERR LASKER).

GAME No V.

Played on December 17th, 189s.
LEvans Gambit.

Notes By Jas. Mason.

WHITE. BI.ACK.

M. TCHIGORIN. Terr LAsSKER.

1 P—K 4 1 P-K34

2 KKt—B 3 2 QKt—B 3

3 B-Bg4 3 B—By

4 P—QKtg 4 BxKtP

5 P—B 3 5 B—B4

6 Castles 6 P—Q 3

7 P—Q4 7 B—Kt 3

vemsrsnneenses Here Lasker holds this

lo be the common sense procedure
at this junclure, knocking all the
romance out of the Evans. So it may,
if White occupies himself directly
wilh recovery of the Gumbit Pawn,

8 P—QR 4

But as that involves exchange of
Queens—8 Px P, PxP!;: 9gQxQ+,
&ec., with straggling Pawns for the
ending —it is scarcely wise to lock in
any such direction for return of bread
cast upon the waters only a little while
before. Still, the difficulties of attack
are uot diminished ; the usual plsy of

11
12

13
14

Queen, Kaight, Bishop, or Pawn,
being visibly lessened in eflcct. Ter-
haps now B—K 3, with Q—B 2, Q
Kit—Q -2, &c., would be the better
course.

8 Kt-—B 3
B—Q Kt 5 9 P—Q R 3
Bx Ktich 10 PxB
P—R g 11 B—R 2
PxP?

* hattering the centre, and entailing
other positional disadvantages which
soon became self-evident. Atall events
its only discernible justification sppears
to lie in following 13 Q—R 4, recover-
ing the Pawn, with a tolerably fair

game,

12 Ktx P
Q—K 2? 13 P—Q 4
Kt—Q 4

A decisive error.  Afier this it is all
uphill work—and notbing at the toj.

14 KtxQ B!

15 Kt x Kt 15 Bx Kt
16 Q—Q 3 16 P—Q B 4!
17 Q—Kt 3 17 B—K 3
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Posilion after Black's 17th move :—
B—K 3.
BLACK (HERR LASKER).

WHITE (M. TCHIGORIN),

......... ..Doubtless intending 18...,
K—Q 2; if 18 QxP. The Kinﬁ
wonld be safe enough; and, whal wit

soon ..., R—K Kt sq, ..., Q—R 33,
&c., his attack would be irresistible.
18 B—Kt s 18 Q—Q 2
19 QR—Bsq 19 P—-KB 3!
20 PxP 20 PxP
21 B—B 4 21 R—K Kteq
22 Q—B 3 22 Castles
23 KR—Ksq 23 P-Bgjs!
24 QK2 24 B—-K B4
25 Q—R 2? 26 RxPch
voanee wee A pretty finish. If 26

K xR, thea 26..., B—R 6 +; 27 K~
R sq. Q—Kt 5, and the mate is forced.
An extremely poor Evans on the part
of White.

—_— e ——

GAME No. VL

Played on the 17th December, 18gs.
Petroff’s Defence.

NoTes By Jas. Mason.

WHITE. BLACK.

Mr. STENiTZ. My, 11, N. PILLSBURY.
1 P—-K g4 1 P—-K 4

2 KKt—B3 2 KKt—B3

3 P—Qa4

(V3¢ N

The Pelroff has been looking np of
Tate, and is thought not to be quite so
much of a defence as it used to he,
thanks to recent investigations b{»some
of the leadiog American players.
Compare Lasker z. Pillsbury, pre-

ing.

3 PxP
P—Kg 4 Kt—K 5
Q—K 2 5 B—Kt 5 ch
............... §.., Kt—B 4 does not

do very well. Formerly this check
was condemned, on account of the
exposed situation of the Bishop, and
the necessity of so riskily backing up
the Kaight, after 6 K—Q sq, as in the
lext. For of course if 6..., Kt—B 4,
then, 7 P—QR 3, &c., wins.

26 K—R sq 26 RxBP
27 Resigns.

6 K—Q sq 6 P—-Q4

7 PxP(ep) 7P—-KBy
8 Kt—Kt 5 8 Castles

eesss sieuesnn. This is 2 point supposed
recenldy estsblished, that Black ca
a8

thus tle, with attsck in full -
pensation for the picce, should his
adversary choose to take it.
9Q—Bgch 9 K—-Rsg
1c QxB

As now, by exchanging Knights, he
may easily do. Rather than this,
however, White himself makes a sacri-
fice, and an extraordinarily compli-
cated, difficult, and interesting contest
results.

10 Kt—Q B 3!
tsissncessnJO...y P—B 4 is worthy of
regard, if the text move cannot be

roved ‘satisfactory, If 1r., Ktx
f(t: then 12 Pxo;'yl S

1x Q—R 31 11 KtxP ch
12 K—K sq 12 Kt xR
13 PxP

13 Q—Ksq ch
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14
15
16

17
18
19
20
21
22

B—K:2 14 P—B ;s
K—B sq 15 B—Q 2

Kt—Qz2 16 Ki—K 4

............... A great object is to safe-
guard the imprisoned Knight. Many
curious things might happen about
here.  For one, 17 K—Kt sq, Kt—
Kt§; 18 Q—K B3, Q—K 6+4; and
the Knight will not fall in vain,

QKt—B 3 17 Kt—Kitg
B—Q 3 18 Kt(R8)—By
BxR P! 19 B—Kt 4 ¢h
K—Ktsq 20 Q—K 7
B—Q 2 21 Kt—(Q 8
B—-Q 3!

Position after Whiie’s 22nd move :-—

B—Q 3!

BLACK {MR. PILLSBURY).

WHITE (ME. STEINITZ,
22 BxB

erase o sensn.Strange how the tide of
battle sets against Black from this
point onward | Ife must beware of
the passed Pawn, and danger tg his
King and Queen is not small. Suppose
22..., Q—B 7+; 23 K—R sq, Kt
(Kt §)—K 6; 24 Bx K1, KtxBs 2
R—K Kt sq, B—-B 3; 26 Q—Q 6,
threatening 27 Q-—Kt 6, aud with
excellent general prospects. But 27
Kt—R 3 would not catch the Queen,
except for much worih, because of
27..., QxKt ! Much of the remain-
ing play is virtually forced, and requires
litile comment.

23 QxB

24 PxQ

25 R—Ktsq
26 RxP

27 R—Kt s
28 Kt—K 6
29 Kt (B3)x P

23 QxQ

24 KtAKt P
25 KtxQ P
26 Kt—DB 4
27 Kt—Q R 3
28 R—B 3

29 R—K sq

Mr. Pillsbury has still
some notion of winning, may be; 29...,
R—Q B sq seems far better,
the exchange, and, in certain circum-
stances, a minor piece at his disposal,
a draw should be the first thing prob-

able—if the first thing desired.

30 R—R 5 ch
Now R—Q R §isalso a good move.
30 K—Kt sq
3t R—K Kt5 31 Ki—K 6
32 KixKtP 32 R—QBsq
33 Kt—Ko6disch 33 K—R sq
34 B—R s 34 R—B 2
35 Kt—K 2 35 R—B 4
36 B—B3ch 36 K—R 2
37 R—Kt7ch 37 K—R 3
38 Kt(K2)xP 38 KtxB P
39 R—Kt6ch 39 K—-R 2
40 Kt—Kt 5ch 40 Rx Kt
41 RxR 41 Kt—K sq
42 B—Q 4 42 Kt——-Q 8
43 R—R 5ch 43 K—Ktsq
44 R—R 8h 44 K--B 2
45 R—R 7ch 45 K—Ktsq
46 R—K 7 46 R—Q sq
47 Kt—K 6 47 R—Q B sy
48 P-KR4 48 Ki—B6
49 Bx Kt 49 RxB
50 RxKtch 50 K—B2
st R—QR8 51 KxKt
52 RxP 52 K—B 4
53 R—R 4 53 R—By
54 K—R 2 54 R—Q7
55 K~R 3 55 R—Q 6 ch
56 P—Kt 3 56 R—Q B6
57 R—R 5ch 57 K—Kt 3
58 P—QR4 58 R—Bs
59 R—R 6ch 59 K—R 4
6o P—R 4ch 60 Resigns.

With
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GAME No. VIIL

Q P Opening.

the hope of attack throngh R—K
Kt sq, &c. But this_would probably
be too dangerous. Instead of going
to K 5 at move 15, the Bishop should
have retired s here

17 QR—Qsq
18 Q—B 2 18 Q—R 3!
19 Q R—Qsq 19 R—Bsq
20 Q—Kt 3 20 P—QR 3 --
21 Kt—B 3 21 Kt—Q 5|
22 QxKt P 22 KtxBch -
23 Px Kt 23 R—Ktsq
24 QxR P 24 R—Kt 3

Position after Black’s 24th move :—
R—Kt 3.

BLACK (HERR LASKER).

WHITE (MR. STEINITZ).

............... Black’s attack looks like
a winning one; when he gets the
Roaok at the 7ih, the defence is very
difficult.

25 Q—B4 - 25 RxP

Played on December 19th, 1895.
NotEs BY Jas. MasoN.
WHITE. ' BLACK.

Mr. STEINITZ. Herr LASKER.
1 P—Q 4 1 P—Qg4 -
3 P—QBg4 2 P—K3
3 Kt—QB3 3Kt—KBg
4 B—B 4
 Assecond move in the Q P Opening,
this play of the Bishop is unexception-
able, gut where the Gamhit has been
offered as here, the move necessary,
Kt—K B 3 should usually come first.
4 B—K2
t P-K3 5 Castles
6 R-QBsq 6P—QBg4
.............. There is boldness in thus
caring naught for the isolated Pawn;
or, rather, in trusting it to take care
of 1tself,
7 QPxP 7 BxP
8 PxP 8 PxP
9 Kt—K B 3
Why not now KtxP, or on the
next move? There would be some
risk, of course ; but the Pawn should
Lie worth it.
9 Kt—Q B 3
10 B—Q 3 10 P—Q 5!
11 PxP 1t KtxP
12 Castles
It wouki be hardly better to avoid
the * pin,” by 12 Kt x Kt. The sub-
sequent play 1s exceptionally intrica
and worthy of attention.
12 B—K Kt 5!
13 Kt—Q Kt5 13 BxKt
14 PxB 14 Ke—K 3
15 B—K §? 15 Kt—R 4!
16 K—Rsq 16 Q—Kt 4
17 B—Kt 3

The alternative would be to face a//
the consequences of the ¢‘shatiered
King’s wing”; rctiing B—B 3, in

26 P—K R 4

This appears to lose. 26 Kt—K 2,
as suggested M. Tchigorin at the
conclusion of the game, is the better
alternative.
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A 26 B—R 2 31 B—K 6
27 B—K 4 27 Q—Q 3! 32 R—B 3 32 RxB
28 P—B 4 ? 28 Q—Q 3! .
29 B—Kt 2 a9 Q—Kt § procend M The rest is a natural
o O— rocessi
3 Q—Q3 33 KxR 33 KtxR Pch
& I 3%[11: 'Iit, then, 30..., Qx Kt P, 34 K—R 2 34 KtxR ch
o 3 ac aving In ecvery way a r
w‘i:nning advama\ge.g vy 35 K—Kt 2 35 Kt—R 5ch
‘ 36 K—R 2 36 Kt—B 4
30 Kt—B 4! 37 R—Q Ktsq 37 P—R 4!
31 Kt—K 4 38 R—Kt 4 38 R—Rsq !
If 31 Kt—Kt s, Black hasmatein 39 P—R 3 39 RxP!
two by 37..., Qx P+, &e. —4a_Resigus.
GAME No. VIIL
Played on December 1gth, 189s.
Q P Opening.
Notes BY Jas. MASON.  .cceeeinneen Loss of force is hardly
WItTR. BLACK. avoidable. If 14...y P—'Q R 3; 15
Mr. 1L N. PrLLssury. M. Tcmigowrin, Kt—R 7, R—R 3q; 16 Ki—B 6, B x
Kt; 17 Qx B, Kt—K sq; &c., the
1 P—Q 4 1 P—Q 34 defence would probably be too abject
2 P—Q B4 2 Kt—Q B3? to succeed in the end.” Butif 14...,
3 Kt—K B3 3 B—Ktg P—QR 3; 15 KixP? Ki—K sq!;
4 PxP 4 BxKt g_%_KBﬁ"&xK” o B’;' Y
2; an ite would be d
g %: K]; s g llzx § (38 3) g;to lto fz to _};)(ddRhi; own. b?r‘. Eée
e — ‘hole, 14..., P— Seems Dbest, the
7 P—K 4 7 Kt—B 3 ccl)mplicafi.ons ensuing upon the actual
8 P;Ih( B ‘: h . ‘;:na’{vg:::‘:’?eg- speedily and decisively
‘hite obtains the superior develo
ment, q'M. Techi gorins “mran:e: ‘;;’ 15 KtxR P 15 R—R sq
conducting the defence as from move 16 Kt—Kt 5 16 PxP
2 is peculiar and not to be commended. 17 Bx P 17 RxP
8 B—K 2 18 K—R Qsq! 18 Kt—Q 2
9 B—K 3 g Castles 19 Kt—B 3 19 R—R 2
10 B—Q 3 10 P—Q Kt 3 20 B—Kt g
11 Castles 11 B—Kt2 Gaining something or other, what-
12 Q—B 2 12 K—Rsq ever the adverse precautions,
......... I...i;(}ood moves ar;( already 20 B—R 3
scarce. If, however, 13 P—K 5, Kt This 1 h h
—Q4; 14 KexKy, BxKi; g BxP, e reenes 3 loses lhe exchange .
P—-let 34; taking the Bisl?op for ;vthe‘:‘t ;ko; l'pl;ee as “h happens.
three Pawns—which would be a com- in con;un:tio:l ::ilh “l:'?: :h:eg"efn'
paratively fair siroke of business. check, is too grievovs a burdene. mnf
13 R—Q Bsq mﬁ.. B—R slg; t;:n, probably, 21 Q
But the adversary does not agree ; — 3 2,01 21 Rt—R, 4, and the doom
pursuing ehis advagage el:ewhge“in of the Pawn w;ouldbeselled.
preference. : 21 R—Rsq!” 21 Q—Bsq
13 R—Q Bsq 22 RxB| 22 RxR
14 Kt—Kts! 14 P—QB34 23 Bx Kt 23 Q—B 2
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24 B—Ktgs 24 R—R 4
25 Q—B 21 25 R—Q sq
26 BxP 26 RxRca
27 Ktx R 27 Q—B 8
28 B—K 2
Position after White’s 28th move :—
B—K 2,

BLACK (M. TCHIGORIX).

"WHITE (MR. PILLSBURY).

............... Of course not 28 Bx R?
And if 28 Q—K 2 ? then 28...,, B—B
+ 4 wins a Bishop. .
28 R—R 8
29 Q—Kt 3! 29 P—R 3
30 B—Q 4 30 P—B 3
31 Q—Ksq 3t B—B4
32 BxB 32 QxBch

33 K—Bsq 33Q—Q5
34 P—QKt4! 34 R—Q Kt 8

35
36
37
38
39

40
41
42
43
43

54
55
56
57

P—Kt s 35 K—Ktsq
P—K Kt3 36 K—Bz
K—Kt 2 27 P—Kt 4
P—R 3 38 P—K 4
Q-B3

Victory is a mere matter of care and
time. Vet the modus gperandi of it is
most entertaining and instructive.

390 K—Kt 3!
Q—B 2 40 R—R sq
Q—Kt3z! 41 K—Kt2
P—Kt 6 42 R—R sq
P—Kty 43 R—Ktsq
Kt—K 3 44 Q—Q2z
Kt—B 5ch 45 K—Kt 3
B—R 6 46 Q—Q 7ch -
K—B sq 47 Q—B 8 ch
K—K 2 48 Q—B 4
P—R 4! 49 PxP
PxP 50 P—R 4
Q—K 3! st Q—B 7 ch
Q-Qz 52 Q—Bg4
K—Bsq

If Queen checks, King reaches K 3,
with probable prolongstion of the
agony. The object of this is to get
the Kirg to Kt 2; when, as Black
stands, checks with Queen and Bishop
would be fatal.

53 Q—Bsq
Q—Q6 54 K—B 2
B—B4ch 55 K—Kt3
QxQ 56 RxQ
Kt—K 7ch 57 Resigns,

GAME No. IX.

Played on December 23rd, 189s.
‘ Ruy Lopes,

NoTEs BY Jas. Mason.
WIHITE. BLACK.
Herr LASKER. M. TcHIGORIN.
1 P-K g4 1 P—K 4
2 Kt—KB3 2Kt—QB3
3 B—Kts 3P—QRg3
4 B—R a4 4 Kt—B 3
5 P—Qy4

The stronger move here is general.y
considered to be P—Q 3 or ﬁe!-—li 3.
This P—Q 4 is not effective in the
Lopen, as agalnst the 3., P-Q 3
defence, with the Bishop standing at R
43 and, accordingl{, it has been liule:
used during the last (wenty years.
But later, if .., P—Q. 3 has been
played, it is good enough. |
s PxP
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6 Castles 6 B—K 2 :ﬁ de. and posts his Knight a: K 3,
— _K & ¢ drawing position is certainly es-
; ll;—lli iq g ]I?t—llg i taghsfhed l;)e Klmght cal;mgt b{e g;0
nid of except eavin 1 n-
9 BxKt 9 QPxB ning on dlﬂ'ereynt c:lougrs = :l‘:ls\ n:he
10 KtxP 10 Castles draw if possible more certain than
11 Kt--QB3 11 R—Ksq - before.
............ So far,—precedent. Black 23 K—B sq 23 P—R 5?
has a safe and easy game. 24 B—B 4! 24 K—Bs
q
12 B—B 4 25 B—Q 2 25 K—K sq
Or B—K 3, or P—B 4. But in no 26 P.—K B4 26 B—B 5 ch
way can attack of any consequence be 27 K—B 2 27 B—Q6
fairly expected to uccrue to White. 28 Kt—K 3!
12 Kt—K 3 Positian after White'’s 28th move :—
13 Ktx Kt 13 QxQ Ki—K 3 1.

14 QRxQ 14 Bx Kt

15 P-QR3 15 QR—Qsq
16 P—R 3 16 RxR

17 KtxR 17 R—Q sq
18 Kt—K 3 18 R—Q 5!
19 B—Kt 3 19 P—Q Kt 4

BLACK (M, TCHIGORIN).

Position after Black’s 19th move :—
P—Q Ktg4.

BLACK (M. TCHIGORIN).

WHITE (HERR LASKER),

28 K—Q 2
29 K—B 3 29 K—K 3
30 B—K sq 30 P—Kt 3
3t P-KKtgq 31 P—R 3

32 P—R 4 32 P—Q B 3
33 P—Kts 33 P—R 4
34 B—Q 2 34 B—Kt 8
BKuq woad 36 B0 38 BO4
.................. —At —{J 2 Lol O 1
be advisable, to 9prevem R:Qw:; if 37 B—K sq §7 B——%tg
nothing more. The following exchange 38 B—Q 2 38 B—Kt 6

of Rooks portends the eventual draw. 39 B—K sq 39 B—Q 4 ch

20 R—Qsq! 20.P—=QBg4 40 K—K2 ~ 40 B—K3y

21 P-QB 3 21 RxR ch 41 B—Q 2 4t P—Bg
22 KtxR 22 P-Q R4 42 B—K sq 43 B—Q 4
..Pushing on ..., P—Kt 5, 43 B—Q 2 43 Bx Kt

lmmedmely. seems more energeuc 44 KxB
When White brings his Bishop round Drgwn game.
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GAME No. X.
Played on December 21st, 1893.
Queen's Gambit Declined. i
Notes By Jas. Mason. 13 B—QKt3 13 Kt—QKtgj
WHITE. BLACK. 14 Ki—K 5 14 Kt(Kt5)—~Q4
Mr. H.N. Prxssory. Mr. W. Stusirz. 15 B—Kt g 15 Ktx Kt
1 P—Q4 1 P—Q 4 10 Rl)"uﬁ:;sing attack upon the King, and
2 P~QBg4 2 P—K 3 keeping opcn file for his Rooks, useful
3 K—Q B3 3 Kt—K B3 in certain eventualities.
4 Kt—B 3- 4 PxP? 16 B—Q 2
5 P—K3 5 P—B g4 17 R—Kt 3 17 B—K sq
......... ... A difficult if notdoubtist 18 P—K R 3! 18 Q—Kt 3
process of defence is begun here. It cerrrrvneennes Anticipating 19 Q—B 3, -
womlhd be simpler ‘!& u;cep‘: the Gaml‘;‘it threatening piece and Pawn,
gt {set. t ns the
dcferred action of Bishop ang Rook s 19 Kt—Kt 4! 19 Kt—Q 41
conspicuous and a danger to his game. 20 BxB : 20 ﬁt x ]];
6 BxP 6 Kt—B 3 20 P—Qs! a1 Ke—By
7 Castles 7 PxP Position after Black’s 215t move :—
8 PxP Kt—B 4.

The isolation of the Pawn goes for
next 1o nothing. Almost snrely it can
be exchanged ingood time, if necessary.
Meanwhile the greater freedom of
position is no small gonsideration.

8 B—Ka2

9 B—Bg4 9 Castles

10 R—B sq 10 Q—R 4
conrerennanns Doubtless intending what

" presently follows, but dubious ail the
same. 10..., P—Q R 3 should be no
worse.

Q—K 2

Some very complicated play wonld
natusally ensue upon 11 Xt—Q Kt 8.
But, after 11..., P—Q R 3, it dues not
appear that either 12 Kt—B 7 or 12
B-~B 7 woold really eflect much in
the way of enlarging White's prospecis.

) 11 R—Q :q
KR—Qsq 12 ~P—Q&3

ssees sersnnne. This cught to De omitted
now in favour of 12..., Kt—Q Kt g,
to retire to Q 4 divectly. Black is io
trouble about his Bithops, and the
probability that his opponent may
ultimately establish a Rook at the 7t
with advantage.

X

12

BLACK {MR. STEINITZ).

WHITE (MR. PILLSBURY).

............... If 21.. , KtxP; 22 Bx
K¢, PxI8; 23 Q—K 7, the ition
would be untenable. For, it 23...,
g—-Q 3, then 24 Kt—B 6+ and 2§

x P 1, winning the Queen or mating
immediately ; or, zg_;.., P~Kt3; 24
Q—XK 5, an{ the difficulties of defence
would e excessive.

22 R—Q B3 22 B—Ktg4
23 Q—K35 23 R—Q 3
24 PxP 24 RxRch
25 BxR 25 QxP
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I3

26

27
28

29

3o

B—Kt 3! 26 QxQ
KtxQ | 27 Kt—Q 3
R—B 7

Clearly, Mr, Pillsbury had this in
mind almost from the beginning, It
implies his soleadvantage, still securing
him in the attitnde of a safely attack-
ing party, with many chances in his

favour.

28 B—K sq
B-Qg 29 R—-Kt sq
P—B g4 3o P—Q Kt 4?7

Position after Black’s joth niove :—
P—Q Kt 4.
BLACK (MR. STEINITZ).

3t

WHITE (MR. PILLSBURY).
K—B 2

Here, somehow, he seems to miss a
very fair opportunity. 3t R—R 7
would gain the P'awn. Black could
pot save it by 31..., R—Kt 3; asin
thag case 32 R—R 8 wonld subject
himto much greater loss, The Biack

32
33
34

35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42

Pawn should have moved one square
only ; a circamstance strangely enough
overlooked by both players.

3t P—Ktg
K—K 3 32 P—-Q R4
P—K¢ 4 33 P—R s
P—B g 34 P—R 6
............... Once these Pawns are

properly disposed of there is not much
to fear,

PxP 3s PxP
R—B 3 36 R—Kt 4
K—Q 4 37 R—Kt 7!
R—K 3 38 K—Bsq
K—Bg 39 Kt—Kt 4
B—Kt 3 40 P—R 4!
PxP -~ 41 R—K By
R—-K B3

The contest is continued to the hit-
ter end, To the very last White

maintaing his ascendency, hut it proves
ingufficient for more than an instructive
drawn ending to a most instructive

game.
. 42 RxR
KetxR 43 K—K 2
K—Kt4 44 Kt—Q 3
KxP 45 Kix P
B—R 4 46 Kt—Kru 6
BxB 47 KxB
K—Kt 4 48 Ktx P
P—QR 4 49 K—Q sq,
P—R 5 50 K—B 2
Kt—Kt 5 51 Kt—B s
KtxP ° 52 KtxP
K—Kt 5 53 Kt—B 5
P—R 6 54 Kt—K 3
Drawn,

GAME No. XL

Played on the 27th December, 1895,
Evans Gambit,

Notes By Jas. Mason.

WHITE, BLACK,

M. TcuiGoRIN, Mr. W, StEINtTZ.
I P—K 4 1t P—K 4

2 Kt—K B 3 2 Kt—QB 3
3 BB, 3 B—Bg

4 P_QKty 4 BxP

5 P—B 5 B—R 4

6 Castles

Apparently M. Tchigorin has been
conv‘i’l‘::ed that there llgsc.liule or no
getting over the * Compromised De-
tence ” in the Evans, or he would not
defer P—Q 4 in favour of Castliag at
this point. But 6 Castles admits of a
variety oi defence more successful in
practice than the * Compromised ” has
yet been shown to be, the Russian
champion’s own published experience
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7 P—Q 4

(as .. with his present opponent) to
the contrary notwithstanding.

6 P—Q3?

7 PxP ,
revsseressasesTooey B—K Kt 5, formerly
recommended Ly Mr. Steinitz himself,
seems as good s anything else. The
query is whether 6..., P—Q 3, or 6...,
Kt—B 3 should be preferred.

8 PxP

10
11

12
13
14
15
16
17

Perbaps under the impression that
Plack would go in for the ** normal”
8..., B—~Kt 3. But the advantage of

"§u..s B—R 4 over §..., B—B 4 consists-

partly in this, that he can now well do
otherwise, 8 Q--Kt 3 is a proved
%ood move, entirely in the spitit of the

ambit,~—attack the King, directly, at
all reasonable hazards.

‘8 Kt—B 3
Q-R 4 .
Between the same players, in the

Hastings Tonrnament, the continuation
9P—~Ks PxP; 0B—R 3 B—K3;

11 B—Kt 5, &c., was found not to be :

satisfictory to White, It is, however,
a question whether this” varfation js
any improvement. The obvious reply
to 10 P—Q § is of course 11..., K
K 4;and to Bx P+, with after P—
Q §, promises little or nothing.

t G

§ B—Qa!
Q—R 3 10 B—Kt 3
P—Ks5 11t PxP
caonsasencanes Now 11..., KtxQ P; 12°

Px K1, QxP, &c., coming out with
three Pawns and some counter attack
for the piece would be extremely
interesting. A very similar thing
occurred to these old-time o ents,
about four years since, in their last
match at Havana.

PxP 12 Kt—K 5
B—Q3s 13 B—K B4
Kt—B 3! 14 KtxKt -
BxKtch 15 PxB
QxKt 16 Q—Q 4
B—Kts5

- 1f 17 B—R 3, Black. conld Castle
safely enough. And so he can in reply
to this, or. m‘na}g of going on with his
advance upon the Bishop. .

17 P—=K R 3
18 B—R 4 18 P—Kt4?
tg P—K 6! 19 Castles Q R
20 P—K 1 20 Q R—K sq
21 B—Kt3 21 KR—Ktsq
22 Q R—Bsq )

Whiie stands very well now, all
considered. There is the Pawn against
him to be sure; but he is atiacking
«till, and more likely to henefit by
accident than his adversary.

22 B—K 5
23 KR—Qsq 23 Q—R4 -
24 Q—KB6 24 Q—K B y4
.25 B—Kg5 ,

Position after White’s 25th move :—

BLACK (MR. STEINITZ).

WHITE (M. TCHIGORIN).

25 Q—Kt 3
riveanse cowvesAlmost needless to say,
he could not now exchanpe aird follow
with .., R—Kt 3, nor could he make
the latter move here, because of R—
Q 8+ winning.

26 Kt—Q 2

A seriots error. 26 Kt—Q 4, play-
ing at once for Bishops of opposite -
colours and the draw, would be far
stronger. He’ resegxi‘y finds himself

e

- playing a drearily hopeless game.
.. 26 B—Q 4!

27 Kt—Bg4 .27 QxQ
28 BxQ 28 R—Kt 3
29 KtxBch = 29 RPxKt
30 B—Q 4 30 K~Kt 2!
3t R—=Q2 3t RxP
32 P—B3 32 R—K iq
33 P-QR3 33 R—-QRig
34 R—B3 34 R—R5
3§ K-B2 - 35 R—K 3
36 B—K 3 36 R—K sq
37R—Q4 37 R—R4
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evomerensreas Propetly biding his time so R—K sq 50 K R—Kisq
in exchanging. The game will not 51 R—Kt sq 51 R—Q4
win of itself, without a litile carefut RxR BxR
handling,—for there are the Bishops 5% N X 52 DX K
of opposite colours. But in any Gir 5§53 B—Q 2 53 B—K 3
course of events the mass of Pawns on 54 R—K | 54 K_Q 4
the Queen side are irresistible, 5s K—K2 x5 R—QR sq
33 P—KR4 38 B—K3 56 B—Bsq 56 P—B 6"
39 PxP 39 P," 3 57 R—Bsq 57 B—Kt 3
4o P—Kt4 40 KR—QRsq 8 R-Bs6 58 P—Kt 4
41 B—Bsg 4t P--Q By 59 R—Kt6 59 K—B3
42 R—K 4 42 P—Bg 60 R—QB6 60 B—Q 6 ch
43 P—II;\4B p l;xg B 61 K—B 3
44 RxK 44 1= 54 If 61 K—K sq, then also 61..., R—
45 P—Kt s 45 R—K Ktsq K sq, threnlenis:g mate :‘;d winning
46 R—K 4 46 Q R—R sy easily.
47 R—Ks 47 QR—Qsq 61 R—K sq
48 R—K Kt3 48 R—Kt 3 62 R—B 1 62 P—B!
49 R(Kt3)=K3 49 K—B 3 63 Resigns.

My,

O WY AR N -

1o

GAME No. XIIL

Played on the 25th December, 18¢s.

Ruy Lopes.

NotEs By Jas. Mason.
WHITE. BLACK.
I1. N. Pruissury. Herr E, LASKER.
P—K 4 1 P—K 4
Kt—K B3 2Kt—QD3j3
B—Ktg 3 Kt—DB 3
Castles 4 KtxP
P—Q 4 5 B—K 2
Q—K 2 6 Kt—Q 3
Bx Kt 7 KtPxB
x P 8 Kt—Kt 2
P—-Q Kt 3 ’
............... The ordinary 9 Kt—Q 4,

Castles ; 10 R—Q 5q, &c., is s0 worn
that the variation here initiated by Mr,
Pillsbury may be cousidered us a relief,
It will ‘not,” however, supersede the
more usual procedure, the latter being
intrinsically superior,—both as to pos-
sibilitics of direct altack npun the King
and probabilities of a winning ending.
9 Castles
10 P—Q4
..................... White, it appears,
can do no better x;un take this Pawn
as he does. if anything good is to come
of his Fiarxrh:l¥v. The Black centre
Pawns seem slightly weak, but mat-

Ig

20
21

ters are gimplified generally ; so that
the defence is less. arduous than it
commonly is at this stage of the game.

PxPep. 11 PxP
QKt—Qz2 12 B—B3!
BxB 13 QxB
KR-Ksq 14 Kt—Bg4
Kt—K 4 15 Ktx Kt
QxKt 16 B—Q a2
P—B 4 17 K R—K sq
Q—Q4 ‘

A prudent proposal. With the
(%uc‘ens remaining, the better prospect
of attack would be with the adversay.
The Bishop might become unpleasant
on the long diagonal or otherwise in_
conjunction with the Queen ; more so
than Quleen and Knight in this com-
paratively open position,

18 RxR ch
19 QxQ

............... Forced, else some Pawn
must fall. The Knight 2. Bishop
business is unavoidable, ss a strong
probability.  But it is not at all for-
midable ; and, barring accident, the
draw should be there.

KtxQ 20 K—B sq
K—Bq
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Position after White's 21st move :—
K—Bsq. -
BLACK (HERR LASKER).

22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30

M
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8

L _®

WHITE (MR. PILLSBURY),
21 P—Q R4

...... teoene oo Unnecessary, except in
hopes of winning. As a consequence,
the Knight cannot be dislodged. He
would be rather more inconvenient at

Q—Kt 5. It would hardly do 1o cap-
ture him there, because of the resulting
passed Pawn.

P—QR4 22 R—Ksq
RxRch’ 23 KxR

K—K 2 24 K—Qsq -
K—Q 2 25 K—B 2
K—B 3 26 K—Kt 3
P—B 4 127 P—R 4

PR 3 a8 K—B 4
P—B s 29 P—Kt 3
P—B6

To play sometime Kt—K Kt 5. Any
effort in the direction of a win should
not succeed ; and it would not, but
that Black-seeks this Pawn for nothin
——an attempt in the like direction,

30 P—Q 4
PxP 31 KXxP?
Kt—B 3 32 K—K 3
Kt—Q 2 33 KxP
.......... «socLater, the Bishop Pawn

has to be given up. It wonld be bet-
ter to advance it now, following with
B—B 3. The draw onght not to

be difficult. He tries for more.
Kt~B 4 34 P—R 5 .
Ktx P -3 K—K 4
Kt—B 4ch 36 K—Bgs _
Kt—Kt 6 37 B—B 4
K—Q4  38B—Kg
P—R s

Blocking the Pawn suggests itself,
But it is better to push on, as the Bis.
hop could not be effectually shat out
from intercepting the Pawn going to

Queen.
39 P—B 4 ch!

KxP 40 Bx P
P—-R6 41 P—Kt 4
Kt—Q5ch 42 K—K4
Ki—K 3 43 B—B6

j. P—Kt 4 44 K K3
P—Kt g 45 B—K 7
Kt—Q's

Queening ensily. A struggle d ons-
rance, in which fortune favoured the
winner.

46 Resigns.

GAME No. XIIIL

Played on the 2gth December, 189s.

Giuoco Piano.

Not1Es BY Jas. Mason.

WHITE. BLACK,

. TcHiGorIN.  Herr E. LAsKER.
P—-K 4 1 P—K 4
Kt—K B3 2 Kt—QBj
B—B4s - 3 B—Bga
P—B 3 4 Kt—B'3
P—Q3 5P-Q3
QKt—Q 2 6P—QR3
P—K R 3 7 B-R2
B—Kt 3 8 Kt—Q 2

.............. A systematic comparison
of the openinﬁle in this tourney, at
least 50 far as they are similar, should
be highly instructive to the student.
Presumably representing the best at
present known, in their various direc-
tions, it appears how greatly principle
may be safcly modified in detail ; when
doth poth parties equally enter the field
of experiment and compromise,—each
falling in somewhat with the plans of
his opponent, in. order the better to
forward his own. This is not a model
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10
I3
12
13
14
15
16
17

18

Ig
20

21
22

23

Giuoco, by any means ; but, no doubt
it was well suited to the occasian, and
the feelings of the playcrs at the time.
Kt—B sq 9 Kt—B 4
BB 2 10 P—Q 4
Q—K 2 1t P—Q s
P—B 4 12 P—B 3
B—Q:2 13 Kt—K 3
Ki—Kt 3 14 P—Q K 4
PxP 15 PxP
B—Kt 3 16 Kt—K 2
Kt+—R 4

The position is a strange one, and
the wandering of the Knights, nn buth
sides, very curious, Inasmuch as Black
must first commit himself on the King
side by Castling or otherwise, if there
is any advantage that way it probably
lies with White.
17 Kt—QB 4
18 B—K 3
19 Castles

B—B 2
Kt—R 5
P—K Kt 4
On the other hand, his Queen side
is weak, P—Q Kt 4, driving off the
Knight, before venrmuing upon this,
would not increase that weakness, and
seems commendable here.  The ex-
change of Hishop for Knight a little
later is comparatively untavourable,
20 B—Kt 3
P—Kt 4 21 Kt—Kt 6!
B x Kt 22 BxB
Castles

Position after White's 23rd move :—
Castles.
BLACK (HERR 1LASKER).

WHICE (M. TCIIGORIN),

46
47
48

23 B—B 2

............... Taking the Pawn would
be imprudent. There would be B—
R 6, with strong attack ; in the course
of which the Pawn or more would
have to be very soon retarned. Present.
ly, when the threatening Knights are
properly disposed jof, the capture is in
order, after which Vhite slowly but
sutely goes to the wall.

Kt—B 5 24 Ktx Kt
Kt PxKt 25 Q—Ksq
Kt—Kt 3 25 RxP
RxR 27 BxR
K—R 2 28 B—B 2
R—K Ktsq 29 K—R sq
Q—Kt 4 30 R—Ktsq
P—B4 3t P—B 4
PxK P 32 PxKP
B—Kt s 33 B—Q sq
.............. Fearing P—B 6, which
would, in trath, be very dangerous.
PxP 34 P—Kt s
P-QB6
Keeping up the attack for what it is
worth. Rut the defence is adequate,

and Black’s diversi:n, by means of his
passed Pawn, sccures him the victory.
35 QxP

BxB 36 RxB
Q—Kt 5

If 37 Kt—R 3, then 37..., Q—K R
3. cr 37... R—K Kt sq; and there
would hie no pussibility ot Kt (or Q) x
P, without speedly loss,

37 Q—B3

Q—Bsq 38 Q0—K 2
P—B6 39 PxP
Kt—B 5 40 Q--B sq
Q—B 7 41 R—Bsq
Q—Kté6 42 B—Kt 3
Kt—R 4 43 B—K sq
Kt—B 5 44 B—Q 2
Kt—R 4

Here the attack comes to an abrupt
conilusion, 45 Kt—Q 6 would be

slightly better.  Black coull not reply
45...4 R—B 3, because of 46 Q—Q 8
But he could check, and play B - K 3,
with an altimately winuing arivaniage.

45 Q—R 31
Q—Q 6 46 Q x Kt
QxB 47 Q—B 5ch!
Resigns.

B
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GAME No. X1V.

Ao anaetont

Played on December 2gth, 1895.

Petraf’s Defence.

M O\ e B

Nores By Jas. Mason. 10 Ktx Kt
WHITE. RLACK, 1z PxKt 11 Q—Q 3!
W. SteiNirz. Mr. IL N Piuseury. 12 P—B 3 12 QxPch
P—K 4 t P—X 4 13 Kt—Q 2
Kt—K B3 2 Ki—KBj3 If 13 K—B 2, then 13..., B—~K 3,
P—Q 4 3 PxP &c., with decisive advantage. All
P-K Kt—K along here it is evident that the play
] 4 5 of the aflair, the amusing business, has
Q—K 2 5 B—Ktj5ch been with Black. With the following
RK—Q sq 6 P—Q 4 reduction of forces, however, the parties
PxP ep. 7 P—K By take level ground.
P)L(P Petroff in the third round 13 Bx Kt
“ompaie Fetsoff in the third roun
B.C.0L, vo. b, p. 33 At e ;; :‘5‘ g’;g 'x; l%xxBQcE
these two games are any criterion, the < ” X <
revis\ernl“o? %‘.‘RQP isysuﬁicirt:nt ofa 16 KxKt 16 B—K 3
success to cause the sttack from 3 P— 17 B—Q 3 17 K--B 2
Q 4 tobe fully reconsidered. 18 KR—(QBsq18 Q R—Q Bsq
8QxP 19 R—B 3 19 RxR
Ktx P 9 Kt—=QB 3! ,5 KxR 20 R—B sq ch
Pusition after Black’s gth move s 21 K—Kt 4 21 K—~B 3
Kt—Q B 3. 2: P—QR4 22 PKRy
BLACR {MR. PILLSRURY). 23 P—R g 23 P—R 3
24 R—Q sq 24 P—R §
25 R—Q 2 25 R—Q sq
............... YWith some notion of win-
ning, perhaps. A slight risk, to et
the King in as this does.
26 K—B 5 26 R—Q 4 ch
27 K—Kt 6 27 B—Q 2!
28 KxP
Also with a notion of winning. The
ending is notewoithy,
28 B—Kt 4
23 BxB 2g RxR
30 KxP 30 RxQKtP
31 K—Kt6 3t RxP
WHITE (MR. STEINIIZ). 32 P—R6. 32 R—R 7t
P-Q B3 R 33 P—Ry 33 RxQRP
ould he attempt to gain the piece: 34 KxR 34 K—K 4
10 Ktx K¢, PXKt; 11 P~K B 3, B— ¥ —
R3':12QxB, Kt—B7+; x';!(-. 35 K—Kt6 35 K—Bs

K2 Q-K4+: 14 B—K 3 P—=B5;
1I5QxP+, K~K2; 16 Q—Kt 74,
~13; 17Q0—-B6+, B—Q%: 18

cessiassesssrea The exchange of all the
Pawns is & straightforward road to a

draw.

—B 3, Ktx R ; and, though WVhit :
l(%xsactsmple of Pn::s fon;:gxchx l; 36 B—B 6 36 P—Kt 4
after 19 QxQ+, BxQ, the posiion 37 K—B § 37 P—R 6

is greatly against him,

Drawn game,
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GAME No. XV.

Played on December 31st, 18gs.
Queen'’s Gambit. N

NoTes BY Jas. Mason.

WHITE. BLACK.
Mr. W. StriNitz. M. TcHiGoRIN.
1 P—Q 4 1 P—Qg4
2 P—Q B34 2 PxP
3 Kt—KB3 3 P—K3
4 P—K 3 4 B—Kt s ch
R TTSTIITION M. Tchigorin opens very

en

indifferently. A manifest superiority
soon rests with his opponeat.

B—Q 2 5 BxBch
QKtxB 6 Kt—K B 3
..... eeeseeess. ANy attempt to maintain

the I'awn, as earlier, at move 3, would

1o
11
12
13
14
15

16
n
18
g

20

be futile. After a little while, the im-
portant Bishop, so ligh:{ exchanged
previously, is sadly missed.

BxP 7 Castles
Castles 8 Q Kt—Q 2
Ki—Kt 3

As reply to this, 9..., P—Q Kt 3
looks best. 9 R—Q B sq, leaving the
Knight free to play elsewhere, if nec-
essary, miﬁht well be preferred. But

all’s well that ends well, aud this man-
ceuvre proves rematkably effective.

9 Q—K 2?
R—B sq 16 R—Q sq
B—Qg3! i1 P—B 3
Q—Q 2 12 Kt—B sq
Kt—R 51 13 Kt—Kt 3
KR—Qsq 14 R—Ktsq
Kt—B 4

Having done good service in retard-
ing the adveisary’s Queen side develop-
ment, the Knight will setile himself at
Q 6, given & fair oppurtunity.

15 B—Q 2
1}:——1{4 16 B—K sq
—K5 17 Kt—Q 4
Bx Kt 18 RPxB
Ki—Qs¢ 19 P—-B 3

ssreseresansee. Better take Knight and
Pawn for the Rook. In that transaction
:hel'.e would not be necessarily fatal
08s,

P_K R 41!

Pusition alter White's 20th move :—
P—K R 4.

BLACK (M. TCHIGORIN),

271
22

23
24
25

26

27
28

29
30
32

33
34

WHITE (MR. STFINITZ).

20 Kt—Kt g ?
White’s answer
stops ..., Kt—B sq; for in that case
there would be Ktx B and Px P, at-
tacking the unsupported Rook.

Q—B 4! 21 B—B 2
Kt—Q 2 22 R—K B sq
............. Now il is of course too

lat: to take the Knight. For the rest,

he can only keep moving, awahing

events however unpleasant.

Q—Kt3 23 Q R—Q sq

K{(Q2)—K4 24 Kt—Q 4
—3

Or 25 Kt x B, Q x Kt ; 26 Kt—Q 6,

&c. But there is no hurry. Black

can hardly do else than drift or drive

into a worse position,

25 B—K sq
R—Kt 3 26 P—Kt 3
R—R 3 27 PxP?
QxKP 28 Kt—B 5
R—K sq 29 QxP

cereaernasesane And he drives into it;

losing a piece and the game.
P—K Kt3 30 Kt—R6¢ch
K—Kt 2 3t Q—K 2
K x Kt 32 P—K Kt 4
KtxB 33 R—Q4
QxPch 34 Resigns,
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GAME No. XVI.
Played on December 3ist, 18gs.
Petraff’s Defence.
.............. Not to be ¢ ded.
wlj:):‘s BY Jas. L:::: Alittle iudgriouso reduction follows, snd
Herr E. LASKER. Mr. H. N. PILUSCURY. 4l is equality. 0
1 P—K 4 1 P—K 4 14 Px Kt 14 Kt—Q 2
4 AR = SR i L 3
". e
iKtiKBs 4KthP3 17 KtxP 17 Q—B 4!
5 Q—K 2 18 Kt—B 3 18 QxK P
Leading siraight to e(}\lalily, sP— 19 Q R—I!f 59 19 E-Q R
Q 4 is generally preferable. 20 g—% 3 :0 K-;(Q SQ sq
___ 21 Q—K 3 1 —_ N
5 Q I%QB 22 R—Q sq 22 Q—Kt 3
6P—03 6 Re—K B3 23 RxR 23 QxR
7 B—~Kt 3 7 Kt—B 3 24 QxQ 24 RxQ
.......... -« Exchanging Queens now 25 R—Q s 25 Rx R ch
would of course make drawing a really g KxR q 5 K
simple matter, 27 K x Qs :7 p —“8]: 3
. 27 K— _
8 Kt—B 3 . 28 K—K 3 28 B—B 4
Douhlingtheinnptomlsemolbing. 29 Kt—K 4

Or, rather, it would hardly be good, if
Castles Q R is intended ; for then the
hostile Bishop wonld come out strongly
at R 3; while as to action for his own
Bishop 1here would not be so0 fine a
prospect,

All for the draw. With the oblitera-
tion of the ““trade mark” (Knight o
Bishop) the readings become identical,
One of the vc? few perfunctory con-
tests in this Tournament, due most

8 B—K 3 likely to common indispesition of the
9 Castles 9 Castles players.
10 P-Q 4 10 P-—-Q 4 29 Bx Kt
11 Kt—K 5 11 Q—K sq 30 KxB 30 K—K 3
12 Q—B 3 12 B~K2 31 P~KB4 31 P~KBg4ch
13 B—Kt g 13 Ktx Kt Drawn game.
~“GAME No. XVII
Played on January and, 1896,
Ruy Lopes.
Nores By W. H. K. PoLLock. B g Ql—lsda.is 3; mo'\-mf
oicen ays, as play in € cele -
WHITE BLACK. . ;
Herr LASKER.  Mr. STEINITZ, m,gﬁ;: ”;nﬁc'{,y NB::';:‘I ainat
1 P—K 4 1 P—K g4 Steinitz (London, 1883). We do not
2 Kt—K B 3 2 Kt-—Q D3 recollect any importan! game in which
B—Kt B—B the present position rs, and there.
3 5 3 4 fore hesitatingly duh the text move as
4 P—B3 4Q-Bj3 Mr. Steiniie's property,
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5
6

7

11
12

13

§ KKt—K 2
6 PxP

Castles
P—Q 4
B x Kt
After prolonged examination we
cannot] find__that 7 B—Kt § would
yield \White any decided advantage,
eg,'7 B—Kt g, Q—Kt31!;8 Bx
KKt(8PxP, KixP), BxB; g Px
P, Castles’; 10 Kt—B 3 or P—Q 5.
7 KtxB
8 Q—Kt 3

P—K 5
9 B—K12

PxP
P-Qs
It is generally advisable to puth an
advanced and unsupported Pawn cen-
tre, but developing the Q Kt was
Letter at the present f’unctune, although
it was very difficult to foresee the

result,
1o Kt—Ktgs !
1t Castles

Kt—B 3
12 Kt—Q 6

P—QR 3
P—Q 6

Position alter White's 13th move : —
P—Q 6.

BLACK (MR. STRINITZ).

At
aia

Wikl

%%%

N
AL

, 4_%%%

dwiing |

T4
]

WHITE (HEaR LASKER).

13 PxP

severnienn. B—Q sqs 14 Kt—Q 3,
PxP; 15 PxP, produces the samie

positicn,
Kt—Q
PxP 5

14 B—Qzq
15 P—Kt 3

16

17
18

19

20
21

22

23
24
25
26
27
28

>

3o

31
32

sesseensmrece.. The Pawn is not wonth
gaining; for iustance, KixB; 16
Kt—K 7 ch. Bx Kt; 17 I x B,
R—Ksq; 1B RxKt, RxP; 19 Q—
Q4, P—K R 3; 20K R—K sq.

Kt—B 4 16 Kix Kt
Bx Kt 17 B—Kt 2
B—Kt 3

To release the Knight, which cannot
yet be moved on pain o mate, It
seems, however, that he ought to have
seized Lhe open Q B file at once.

18 B-K B3
R—D sq

The Pawn cannot be saved except
hy the very awkward expedients, Q-
Kt 3or R—R 2. The game in con-
sequence quickly assuines a drawn

aspect,
19 Bx P
R—B 7 20 B—Q B 3
Ki—Q 4 21 Bx Kt
.............. If BxR P, 22 KixB,

PxKt; 23 R x P, and White's pasred
Pawn wiil be very dangerous.

QxB 22 Q—B 7
essseeicessens T preveat danger from
RxB.
P—KR4 23 KR—Kgq
P—B 3 23 P—K R 4
K—R 2 25 Q—R
Q—B 3 26 P—B 3
R—B 2 27 Q—Kt 4
R-—Kt 2 28 Q—Q 4
R—Q 2 29 Q—Q Kt4
R—Kt2

If 30 Rx B, QxR; (or PxR); 31
QxQ, Px0; 32 P—Q 7, K R-K
sq; 33 B—By7, K—B2; 34 BxR,
R x B, with the advantage,

R—Q: ook
_ > Q—
R—Kta 3 ¢ 4

Drawn game.

Black correctly persists in".keej ing
guard over his Bishop. 1f, for in-
stance, 31..., Q—K 3: 32 Rx B, Px
R: 33 P—Q7, K R—Qsq; 34 R—
Q6,Q—K 2; 35QxQ B P, fullnwed
presently by K—Q 5 and B—B 7,
winning,
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GAME

No. XVI

Played on December 31st, 1893,
Petrof°s Defence.

NoTes BY Jas. Mason.

WILTR, BLACK,
Herr E. LaskEr. Mr, 1. N. PrListury,
1 P—K 4 1 P—K 4
2 Kt—K B3 2 Kt—KB3
3 KtxP 3 P—Q3
4 Kt—K B3 4 KtxP
5 Q——K 2
Leading straight to equality, § P—
Q4is‘gc§cmll;gprefemﬁe. »S
5 Q—K2
6 P—Q 3 6 Kt—K B 3
7 B~Kts 7 Kt—B 3
............... Exchanging Queens now

would of course make drawing a really
simple matter.

Kt—B 3

Doubling the Pawn promises nothing.
Or, rather, it would hardly he good, if
Castles Q R is intended ; fur then the
hosiile Dishop would come out strangly
at R 3; while as to action for his own
Bishop there would not be so fine a

prospect.
8 B—K 3
9 Castles 9 Castles
10 P-~Q 4 10 P—Q 4
1t Ke—K 3 11 Q—K sq
1z Q—B 3 12 B—K 2
13 B—Kt g 13 Kex Kt

1
2

3
4

14
15
16

18
19
20
2t
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29

30
3

«esere- Not to be too crowded.

A little judicious reduction follows, and
all is equality.

Px Kt 14 Kt—Q 2
BxKtch 15 QxB

BxB 16 QxB
KtxP 17 Q—B 41
Kt—DB 3 I8 QxKP
QR—Ksq 19 Q—QRy4..
P-QR3 20R—Q3y
Q—K 3 21 K R—Q sq.
R—Q sq 22 Q—Kt 3
RxR 23 QxR

QxQ 24 RxQ

R—Q sq 25 RxRch
KxR 26 K—Q 2
K—Q2 27 P—QR 3
K—K 3 28 D—B 4
Kt—K 4

All for the draw, Wih the obliiera-
tion of the *“trade mark” (Knight ».
Bishop) the readings become identical,
One of the very few perfunctory con-
tests in this Tournament, due most
likely to common indisposition of the
players.

29 Bx Kt
KxB 30 K—K 3
P—-KB4 31 P—KBgy4ch

Drawn game.

GAME No. XVIIL

Played on January 2nd, 1896,
Ruy Lopes.

Notes sy W. H. K. Portock.
\WWHITE. BLACK.
Herr LASKRR, Mr. STRINITZ,

P—K 4 1t P-K 4
Kt—K B3 2 Kt—QD3
B—Kt s 3 B—By4
P-B 3 4Q-B3

..... srvennsQ =K 2 is the meve of
olden days, as played in sbéme celebra-
ted games, &c., b£ den against
Morphy, and by Rocenthal apainst
Steinitz (London, 1883). We do not
recollect any importani game in which
the present position rs, and there-
fore hesitatingly dub the text move a3
Mr. Stelnite's property,
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19

20
21

22

23

24

26
27

19 Kt—K 2
............. His game is too bad for
- B—K 2, while if Kt—Kt 3; 20 Kt x
B,or P—Q Bg4; 20 Bx D,

K R—K:q! 20 Q—Kt 3
BxP 21 Q R—K sq
.............. R—R sq (to recover the

Q R P) would cost a piece by 22 Kt x B.

Ktx B
. The annotators recommend here B—
5
22 Px Kt
P—B 4

AnA here Q—K 4 would have (urced
the exchange of Queens.

23 P—QB g4
............... Black makes the utmost

of his scant oppourtunities, with the
possible exception of his 14'h move.
B—Kt 6

24 Q—K 3 looks wzery tempting.
The only reply would be '—-K R 3 or
. But then, while White might try
to Queen his passed Pawn, Blick
would pliy Kt—B 4, and if QxR,
&c., obtain at leasta draw by Ki—R 5.
24 Q—Kt 3, then, seems better than
moving the Bishop.

24 Kt—B 4
B—B 7

Once more the Bi~hop seems to have
been moonstruck. Although if 25 B—
R 5, R—R sq. Tchigorin seems quite
unconscious of danger, and we can
fully give credence to the report that
his health had temporarily given way
nnder the strain of the contest,

25 Kt—Q 5
Q—Q s 26 Ki—K 7 ch
K—B sq 27 Kt—B 6

28

Position after Black’s 27th move :—
Kt—B 6.
BLACK (MR. PILLSRURY)L

WHITE (M. TCUHIGJERIN).

QxQP

The players give the fullowing varia-
tions: 28 Q—B 6, RxR ch; 29 R
x R, Q—Q 6 ch : 30 K-~Kt sq, Kt-—
K7ch; 31 K—=Rsq, Q—Q7: 32 R
—K Bsq,QxP; 33 Bx P, R—Q uq;
34 BxP, QxP; 35 B—K 3, and
White should win.

28 Ktx R
R x Kt 29 R—K.3
Q-Q3 30 Q—B 3
P—QR4 31 KR—Keq
P—R 5

This time an oversight whch is ab-
solutely fatal. 32 B—R § might siill
have saved the game.

32 Q—K 2
Re-igns.

A finely played game on the part of
the Russian up to an almost certain
vicioty and a very plucky uphill fight
on the part of the American player.

@ B

GAME No. XIX.

Played on January 4th, 1896.

Queen's Gambit Declined.

Notes ny W. H. K. PoLLock.

WHITE. BLACK.
Mr. II.N.PiLisBury. IHHerr LASKER.
r P—Q 4 1 P—Q 4
2 P-QBg4 2 P—K 3

3
4

Kt—Q B 3
Kt—B 3

Mr. Pillsbury usnally plays 4 B—Kt
5 at once. ‘The reply P—-1 4 is theu
somewhat hazardous. Compare the
aine, Pillsbury 2. Steinitz, played
ecember, 1895. Asa gencral rule,

3 Kt—K B 3
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the atiack B—K Kt § in the close
openings shonld be made ss early
as possible, and Bishop exchanged
baldly for Kt, as Tchigorin has amply
demonstrated, especially with Black.

4 P—By4

........... »... Although it has been the
fashion with the greatest players of late
to adopt such cramping moves as P'—
B 3, B—K 2 and even Q Kt—Q 2, the
text move seems the only really good
cne, most of the others yielding W hite

- a splendid opening, as he has the choice

of B—K Kt § or B—K B 4.
B—Ktgs

The isolation of Black’s (% PbysQ
PxP, BxP; 6 PxP, is of no great
consequence,  That 1he pinning of the
Kmght is now amiss seeras all but
proved, and that it would e better to
conduct the atiack in the old way by P
—llf 3, followed Ly P—Q Kit 3 and B
—~Kt 2.

5 BPxQ P!
QxP 6 Kt—B 3!
..... corcvenneennes.6 KEX P might be
suggested
Q—R 4

This looks bad. The alternative -7
Bx Kt, P x B (best), would still oblige
White to play the Queen to this square,
s0 as to answer P—Q 5 by castling,
We do not recollcct a finer example of
the danger of castling on a weak wing
where the Quecn is not in good action
immediately on that wing, than in the
present noble game.

7 B—K 2
Castles

Ile may as well agree to this mea-
sure, which would be forced upon him

presently by Q—Q Kt 3or P-Q 3.

8 Q—R 4
P—K 3 9 Bb—Q 2
K—Ktsq! 10 P-—-KR 3
............ An imporiant little move,

obligi g the White Queen 10 remain in
her false position. 1, for instance, R
—Q B sq or Castles, K R, White might
escape by Px P and Q—QR 4,

12

13
14

15

Position afier Black’s 1oth move :—
P—KR3!

BLACK (HERR LASKER).

WHirs (Mx. PILLSBUAY).

PxP

If Kt—Q 4 at once Black would play
P x P, opening np on the Q B with Q.

11 PxP
Kt—Q 4

If 1zBxK1, BxB; 13 RxP,Qx
R;14 Ktx%, BxQ; 15 Kt—B 7 ch,
K—Qsq; 16 Kt x K, Bx P and Black
wins the imprisoned Knight withont
muchdifficnlty. Or Black could simply
play 12..BxQ, remaining with the
¢xchange against a Pawn,

12 Castles K R
Bx Kt 13 BxB

Q—Rs3

The correct move atthis pointappears
tobe 14 Q—B 4, and after Kt xKt;
15 Px Kt, Q R—B sq, there would be
an opportuni'y for 16 B—Q 3, and if
B—K Kt4; 17 Q—B 3, with a good
defence. " Black now in a twinkling
turns his weak centre Pawn into a
lairly strong one, and the opponent’s
strorg Pawn into an isolated- target.

14 Kt x Kt
P x Kt 15 B—K 3

seres ooe +..The calm before the storm;
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Position after Black’s 15th move :—
B—X 3.

BLACK (HFERR LASKER)

16 P—B 4
The charm of the

asition is its
surface innocence. hough Mr.
Pillsbury appears to have only half
suspecied the presence of the quick-
sands, it would be hardly possible to
improve npon his defence, albeit after his
16th and 17th moves we believe the
ame is not to be saved, the Black
{ B remaining woith the exchange,
and White’s Pawn position being
inferior and his King under attack.
It has been assumed that White cannot
lay his Bishop, nor' has it apparently
Eecn properly explained that, without
doing so, his Rooks will be paralysed
as defensive apents. 16 B—Kt 5 is
worse than useless, in face of R—B sq.
16 B—K 2 is slow, and -after Q R—
B 3g; 17 Q-8B 3, K R—Q sq
(threatening Q—+Kt 3); 18 R—Q 2,
R—B 5; 19 K R—Q sq, Q—Kt 3,
Black has a strong attack.
remain two other moves, to which we
:g;]:\end variations: (A)16 B—B 4, P—
Xt3; 17Q—B 3 B—~Bg4ch; 18
B—Q 3, BxP; 19 BxB, BxKt; 20
R—B 2, B moves; 21 RxP=; () 16
B—-Q3, BxP; 17 B—R 7¢h, KxB;
18R x B, K R—)sq; 19K R—Qsq,
regainicg the Pawn.

16 Q R—B sq
17 RxKt!!

PN A problem, in half the
moves of the entire game, meutally

composed and solved in a manner
worthy of the champion of the world 1

18 PxB

It was no wonder White failed to
grasp the ider of the sacrifice of a
whole Rook, beautifully extended in
the next move, the theme leing the’
cornering of the King by BxQ P and
the other R—Q B sq, &¢.  Fle had
hardly a better defence in 12 Px R, Q
xBP; 19 Q—B 31(if 19 PxB, Q—
Kt 5 ch; 20 K—R :q, R-—B 3q and
wins). Black has now two continua-"
tions, each of which however leave
White considerable fight, in spite of the
exposed position of his King. () Q
—Kt g ch; 20 Q—K1t 34, %xl) ch;
21 B—Q 3, QxQch; 22 PxQ, B—
Kit§; 23 R—Q Bsq, BxP; 24 R—
B 7, R—~Ksq; 25 R—K Bsq, R—-K
6 and shouvld win, (B) BxP ch; 20
QxB, BxP; 21 RxB, QxR, with
a more doubtiul result perhaps,

18 R—Q R 6
Poditior. after Black’s 18ih move :—
R—QR6!!!

PLACK (tIRRR LASKER).

There:

WUITE (MR, PILLSBURY).

19 PxPch

Messrs. Steinitzand Pilisbnry.adduce
the fullowing variation: 19 ’—K 7, R
—Ksq; 20 PxR, Q—~Kt3ch;21 K
—B2, R—B s?(ch; 22 K-Q2, Bx
QP!; 23 P—K 8 qu.ch, RxQ; 24
B~Q 3, Q—R’4ch; 25 K—Rsg, K
—Bsqch; 26 BB 2, RxB ch and
wins,
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19 RxP 26 RxP
20 PxR 20 Q—Kt 3 ch sseevssesnsaces Aniother beautiful prob.
21 B—Ktg lem, and curiously enough, with the

If 21 K—Rsq, BxPch; 22 RxB,
QxR ch; 23 K—Ktsq, R—B7; 24
Q—K 8ch, K—R 2; 2§ B—K 2, Q—
Q 72and must win. And if 21 K—
B2, R—B2ch; 22 K—~Q2, QxP
ch; 23 K~Ksq(23B—Q 3, R—~B7y
ch, the positiou being different from
that given in note to move 19, where
the R does not commaud the K file),
Q—B6 ch; 24 R—Q 2, B—Kt 4 and
wins,

21 QxBch
22 K—R sq

The point of While's sacrifice of the
B is seen here ; Black cannot capture
the Q P with a check.

22 R—B 2
.............. Q—B §’at once is a little

23 R—Q 2 23 R—Bs

sereessanse. If R—B
24 R—Q Kt sq.

24 KR—Q sq
If 24 R—Q Kt sq, the answer is

7, White roplies

simply Q—B 4, winning the Q P. But
nct Rx P; 26 RxQ, R—Kt§ch; 26
R—Kt 2. '
. 24 R—B 61
25 Q—Bs
25 Q—K 2 would be prettily met by
BxP;
. 25 Q—B 5
26 K—Kt 2 :

It is worth recording that Loth sides
were pressed for time hereabouts, K-—
Ktsq is & better move, thongh not
obviously so.

——

same key-move as on the 18th,

Position afier Black’s 26th move :—
Rx P}

BLACK (HERR LASKER).

WHITE (MR. PILLSBURY),

27 Q—K6ch 27 K—R 2.
28 K xR

The only defence was 77 K—Kt sq,
and Black cculd then play BxP; 29
Q—B 5ch, P—Kt'3; 30 QB 7 ch,
B—Kta,

Black now gave ‘mate in
--five moves.

In spite of hia opponent’s being out-
played in the opening and being sur-
prised several 1imes late in the game,
this will be reckoned, on account of
i1s many subtle and beautiful points, as
one of the most hrilliant victories of
the champion chess player.

GAME No. XX,

Played on January Gth, 1896,

Evans Gambit,

Notes sy W. H. K. PorLock.

WHITE, BIACK.
M. Tcuigomiy.  Mr. W, Steinitz.
1 P—K 4 1 P—K 4
2 Kt—K B3 2 Kt—Q B 3

3B-By
4 P—Q Kt 4
It is noteworthy that Mr. Tchigorin's
oppouents in this tournament are. men
who geuerally accept the Evans Gambit,
i arrived at, und that each of them

3 B-By
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Ir
12

13

Steinitz, against his present opponent,
st Hastings, in the International
Tournament, Nov. 1893.

P--K 35

9 Q—R 4 (threatening to win a piece
by P—Q 5) would te adequately met
by B—Q 2 (ferif Ktx Por P—Q R 3;
10 B—Q 5) and il then 10 P—Q 5, Kt

—K 4; 11QxK B, KixB; 12 Q—
B 3, P—Q Kt 4, with a fairly safe
game.

9 PxP
B—R 3

A much better move at this point
appears to lie in Q—Kt 3, especially
in cousideration the sequel of 10 B--
R 3 in each of the games under notice.
The latter move, p%:xming the defence
is accurate, will be found to lead to a
kind of game in which White never

ts a chance to develop his Q Kt

avourably. ’

10 B—K 3
B—Kt s 11 Q-Q 4
Q—R 4 1z B—Q 2

SeEE DiAGRAM.

....... serrrees seenDiverging from the
Hastings track, where Black castled.
Tehigorinappears to have stated earlier
in the pending tournament that he
feared most 12..., Kt—Q, which how-
ever does not seem at all the best for
Black.
PxP 13 P-QR 3

................... Certainly very well
played, although the only alternative,
13..., Kt x P, would have given Whiie
twice the attack, commencing with 14
QxB, KtxKt chl; 15 Px Kt, Qx
B; 16 QxBP.

I4 Px Kt

15

10

17

18

27
—_—
has a very liar system of defence. Position after Black's 12th move ;.
Sho far thl: u;sinn e:l;uter has played B—Q21
theattack with varied fortune, in recent
encounters, 4 BLACK (MR. STEINITZ).
4 BxKtP
5 P=B3 5 B—R 4
6 Castles 6 P—Q3
7 P—Q 4 7 PxP
8 PxP 8 Kt—B 3
....... «This defence was revived by

WHITE (M. TCHIGORIN),
Alter 14 BxKt, Bx B; 15 —R 4,
Kt—Kt sq, it is not easy for White to
continune the attack, on account of the
difficulty of playing out his Q Knight.
14 PxB
PxP '

The Daily News points out that here
15 Kt—B 3 would be best met by, P x
Q; 16 KexQ, P—K Kt 3.

15 R—K Kt sq
Q—R 4

Whereas if now 16 Kt—B 3, the
coup juste would be Q x Kt instead.

0—B 16 RxP
-—B 6

With a view to Kt—Q B 3, as well
as to guard the K Kt, now threatened
Dy the Queen. If 17 Q—R 6, R—K
Ktsq; .8 Qx P, Castls.

17 R—K Kt sq
B--Kt 2

Il 18 Kt—D 3, BxKt; 19 QxB,
P—Kt 5; with the betier ganie, a3
White dare ot take with B on accouat
of 20.., KixB; 21 QxKt, Qx Kt.

18 R—Kt 3!

............... The object of this timely
and” clever move is to castle, after
which Black onglit certainly to win.
If 19 Q—R 8 ch, K—K 2; 20 QxR,
QxKt; 21 B—R 3c¢ch, P~Ki §; 22
R—K sq ch, B—K 3; 23 P—Ki1 3, P
x B and must win,
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" Position after Black’s 18th move :— annotators have overlooked something
R—Kt 3! lying immediately afier that move.
BLACK (MR. STRINITZ) he glaring error in his plan appears

to be the non-pruvision for the devejop-
ment of his Q Kt, glaring inasmuch as
every player of the Evans Gambit
knows how many a likely attack fails
{rom this cause when Black hasretreated
his K B to Q R 4 and left it there.

24 R~R 3
erssvessseesn THis move shonld clearly
- have been preceded by Bx Kt, when

Black’s road to victory would have
been a smooth one.

a5 Kt—R 4 25 Qx Kt -

seres sennsenss This is @ blnnder of the
kind not infrequent in Mr. Steinitz’s
games, the kind that seems to attend
the extraordinary mental application

WHITE (M. TCHIGORIN). “necessary for evolving enlirely new
19 Kt—B 3 19 Bx Kt lines of play in difficult openings. The
20 QxB 20 Castles sacrifice would have been quite correct
KR R were the K R sill at Kt 3. 25..., P
21 KR—Qsq 31 Q—R 4 —Kt 5 ur B—Q 7 followed by B0 §
22 QR~-Bsq 22 Q R—Ktsq would have preserved White’s winning
23 P—Kt 3 23 B—Kt s superiority,
24 R—Q 3 26 PxQ 26 Resigns.

White has certainly done the ntmost
he conld do since what might be called esssresnennsae. A game in which it will
the laving of the foandalion, ending te agreed that the chief kudos belcngs
with his 10th move, nnless he and the to the losar.

GAME No XXI

Played en January 8th, 18¢6.
Queen's Gambit Declined.

Notes sy W. H. K. PorLLock. 6 Kt—B 3 6 P—K 3

WHITE. BLACK. 7 P—K 4 7 B—Kt 5
Mr. H. N. PiLLspury. M. TcHIGORIN. c .
Y P seseree seeenCompare game 1,457, in
1 P—Qgq4 : P—Qq the fourth round, between the u'me
2 P-QByg 2 Kt—Q B 3 opponemis. Biack here improves his
3 Kt—K B 3 play in 2 most ingenious manner.
3Kt—QB3 andif I'xP(inorder 8 P—B 3 .
1o El"y .P,—'K 4) 4 ¥—Q 5'; pr;vent‘: Against Kt—B 3 this was ¢4¢ move,
indec] there seems 1o be no wlject i And: 8 3 rule, this method of prc-
. terving ‘the K T is the best one in
preveanting it. . cases where there is no danger from
3 B—Kts the adverse K B commanding the
4 PxP 4 BxKt diagonal (a7 —g 1) agninst the Castled
5 Px Kt King. The question is, '#s there any
We still bold the Bishop to be betier sach danger? The nswer is not far to
worth_captnring than the Knight, as secke 8 P—B
indeed experience scems to have ) —b 4
proved. osere.Exceedingly vigorous play

5 BxBP and evidently wel! considered.
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Position after Black’s 8th move :—
P—-Bg4l

BLACK {M. TCUIGORIN).

22

9

WIlITE (MR. PILLSBURY).
P—K s

P x P, however followed up, is highly
unsansfactory, Black shonl¥ Castling
Q R and at acking the Q P. There
remains but the hervic course 9 B ~Q
B4, PxP; 10Castles, PxP; 11 Bx
P, PxI'?; '}’R—qu'
9 Kt—K 2

1o P—QR 3

1B ¢

I2 Q—R 4 ch

As the opening has clearly not gone
the way intended by White, it would
be safer policy to aim at an even game
by developing 10 B—Q B 4, followed
if Kt—Q 4 by BxKt, Castles, and if
necessary B—K 3.  Anyway there
seems no reason for making the adverse
Bishop move away to a better square.

10 B—R 4
B—QB4

Alternative (quoted): 11 P—Q Kt
4, B—Kt3; 12 B—K3 Ki—Qyg4;
13 KixKt, QxKt; 14 R—Q Bsq,
Castles K R; 15 B—Q B 4, Q—Q 2;
16 Q—Kt 3, B—Q 4; 15 Csstles.
The Q P, however, remains weak.

11 B—Q 4
............ With the B at Q Ki 3
this could have been answered with
Q—R gch, Ki—B 3; BxKt, Qx B;
QxKu.

12 P—B 3

3 B——Q 3

14

15

16

17
18

19
20

13 B—K 2 would have saved valu-
able time, if the piece is 1o be played
eventually to Q sq.

13 Q—Kt 3

................. Black’s chess is clever

indeed. This primarily threatens the
very pretty win by B—Kt1 6.

Position after Black’s 13th move :—
Q—Kt 3!
BLACK (M. TCHIGORIN),

WHITE (MR. PILLSBU RY.)

B—B 2 14 Q—R 3

eee seesseenie Threatening 1o win the
Q by P—Q Kt 4.
B—Q sq

Here Wbite had apparently a chance
of equalizing matters as follows :—1§
P—Q Kt 4, Q—B5; 16 B—Ki 2, B—
Kt3; 17 KtxB, QxKt; (or A) 18
Q—Kt 3. (a)KtxKt; 18 Q—Kt 3,
QxQ; 19 BxQ, Ki—B 5; 20 Cas-
tles Q R, R—Q=q; 21 P—Kt 3, Kt—
K 7ch; 22K—Kisq, KixP; 23 Bx
Ki, BxB; 24 Bx I, &c.

15 B—B 5

P-By? 16 Castless Q R
B—K 3 17 Kt—Q 4
B—Q 2 18 Kt—Kt 3

revssenenae «... The Q P now falls, and
White gets nothing in re:urn for it.
Q—B 2 19 RxP
R—QBsq 20 B—-Q6

............... Preventing P—Q Kt 4,

which White’s move threatened,
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21 Q—Kt 3 21 Kt—B 5 26 Px Kt 26 B—B 5
inni i 27 QxKBP 27 BxKt
Wiic gy ianiog & picce, play a8 5 PxB 28 R—Q 7
iti ’ — 29 Y—K 3 29 P—Kkt 3
Position al‘terKBtla_cli; ;.lst move : 30 K—ﬁ " 30 P—K R 3
BLACK (M. TCHIGORIN). 3t Q—Ktgq

White is exercising the principle
that no game is lost until it is won.
With the last two moves Black
threatened to win the Queen.

3t Q—B 7ch
32 Q—Kt 3

If 32 K~R 3, B—K 3, meting in
five moves if Q x B.
32 P—Kt 4 ch

33 K—Kt4 33 P—R 4ch
34 K—Bs 34 B—Q6ch
35 K—K6 35 Q—Kt 3
36 QxP 36 P—B 4 dis. ch
37 K—B g 37 B—Bjsch
38 K—Kt 7 38 R—Ktsqch
39 Resigns. :

A very pronounced case of check-
mateindeed, This fine game redounds

WHITE (MR, PILLSBURY).

22 XK—B 2 22 KtxB to (he_:’cdit of lhehwinner,iand the

___ young American’s hollow victory at

:3. %‘ig ;< ’ :3 lé—lé: 3 the same opening meets witlr an ample

4 K Kl33 ) 2; EixB 3 gq‘uqul at the hands of Fortuna
25 K— aissoe !

GAME No. XXIL

Played on January 8th, 18g6.
Queer’s Gambit Declined.
Notes sy W. H. K. PoLLocK. 8§ Q—B 2! 8 P—B 4

WHITE, BLACK. 9 B—Bg4
Mr. W. STEIN1TZ.  Ilerr E. LAskke. Depriving the o;;gonm of the option
__ P of Kt—Q 2z and Kt—K B 3, which
1 P—Q 4 1 Qa4 L 3 W
2 P~QB4 2 P—K 3 would Il;nve strengthened his position
3 Kt—QB3 3 Kt—K B3 geneny KB
4 B—KBg4 4 B—K2 P--Q R 9B B3
s P—K 3 5 Castles 1ot~ 3 10883
6 P—Bs 6 Kt—Ks5g e The ntter impracticability
7 Ktx Kt 7 PxKkt of advancing upon the QB here is a
The . " ;lota of vn;:ung ':):Ilck {::l Itc;):nempl
..... voeraneass me early assum: t 10 hig i f
fealures quite dk(in‘:l from (hZordinary Taue:';t_]: l;(t :?“fl BCLK'.‘;(?;:
Q P Opening.  Black’s sixth move is P-~B5; 12 QxP, PxB; 13R Px
n very dangefous experiment, for the P, R—B1; 14 P—Q5 Kt—R 431
ﬁ:;t‘fhyer able in & manner to force PxP, R—=Kt 2; 16 B—Q 3, ini
certait defensive measures upon him, must win. :

. zendéering his Castling on the K side
au unsougnd dpenlio:? 11 Castles 1t K—Rsq
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teessrssanensn Necessary, as P—Q 5§
was immediately threatened,

12 P—B 3 12 Q—K 2!
13 B—K Kt3!

Well played on both tides; if 13 P x

P, P—K 4, and Black would actually
have the better pame,
1 P-—Bg
.............. .The intention is, if 14

BxBP,to play P~K 4 or BxQ P
with advantage, or if 14 B—~B 2, Px
KP;15QBxP, P--K 4, &c. Bui,
as White would clearly not play his Q
B, Black prohablg contemplated the
ensuing sacrifice, having dismissed as
unsatisiactory 13..., PxP; 14 Kt x P,
P--Bg5?2; 15 BxB P, or P—K 42;
1§ P—Q 5. See diagram.

Position after Black's 13th move :—
P—B .

BLACK (HERR LASKER).

WHITE {MR. STEINITZ).
14 QxP

The sacrifice appears quite sound,
the merit being rather in the solid con-
Struction of White’s game. It caunot be
** dodged " Ly the reply P—K 4, which
would simply cost 2 Pawn by K Px P,
‘(‘2\!1 ll,u:l 15 P—Q 5 on sccount of

xP!

1‘4 PxB

15 PxP 15 P—K Kt 3

seerenreranes. Although this looks like
2 vexatious little bluuder, it is possibly
better than P—K Kt 4, which would
save a Pawn, After the latier move
there scems nothing to prevent White
from establishing an invulnerable posi-
tion and, by a long-winded process
indeed, - graduplly bringing his entire
force 10 the assault upon the vital point,
the KR P, As a very roogh sketch
of this plan, suppose 15..., P—K K1 4;
16 B--Q 3, R—B2; 17 P—B 4, P—
Kis; 18 Ki—K 2, B—~Q2; 19 R—
R 6, R—K Kt s?(; 20 Q R—R sq, R—
Kt 2; 21 P—Q K1 4. and White should
be able 1o block the Q side, zubse-
uently entering with Ki—B 3, Kt—
a sq, Kt—B 2 and either Ki—K 4 or
by attacking the K Kt P to Kt 4.

16 QxKt P 16 B—Q 2
17 P—B 4

So long as the B occupies Q B 4,
there is not much fear of Black playing
P—K 4, which the text move is chiefly
meant to forestall. Therefore 17 Kt—
K 2 deserves cousideration. If R or
Bthen attacks Q, 18 RKt—B 4, or if
Q—Kt 2; 18Q—K 4 followed by Kt—
Bg4. (17 Kt—-K 2, R—K Ktsq; 18
RKit—B 4, P—K 4; 16 RxPch, Qx
R; 20QxBch, R—Ktz; 21 Px1I',

&c.).
17 R—B 2

. ........f...i.ﬂcrehlherc was a fair
chance of raising the siege R—K
Rtsq; if 18 RxPch,QxRb;yngx
B ch, Q —Kt 2, and White must draw
1]? Q—R 4 ch, &c. If, hdwever, R—

t2, 20 B—Q 3, Q—R 4; 21 P—K
‘Kt 4, QxK1 P; 22Kt—B.3,Q x Kt P;
23 R—Ktsq, or K—Ktsq; 23 Kt—
Kt 5 and wios. .

"18 P~K Kt 4! 18 R—Kt2z

19 Q—R 6 19 RxP

os seeas-saises There are other moves,
such as Q—B 2 or the desperate course
of P—K 4, but they would not save

the game. In the former- cage the
position would be practically identical
with the actual sequel. -
26 B—Q 3 20 R—Kt 2
ar Kt—B 3 21 Q—B 2
22 P—-K Kt4 22 QR—KKtsq
23 P=Kt5 = 23 B—Qyq
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24 R—R 2 24 R—Kt 3 Position after Black’s 27th move :—
25 Q—R 5 : R -Bsq.

Taking the Rook would only be a

waste of time.
- 25 R(K1 3)—Ktz
26 QR—KRsq26 QxQ
27 RxQ 27 R—Bsq
Srx Diacram.
28 RxPch
28 Bx Pis even more exgeditibm.
Mr. Steinitz, however, finishes it off
prettily enough.
: 28 RxR
29 RxRch 29 K—Ktsq
30 RxB ‘30 R—B 2
31 B—Bg4! 3t Resigns.
............... If RxR; 32 Bx P ¢h,
R—B2; 33 P—Kt6, .

BLACK {HRRR LASKER),

WHITE (MR, STEINITZ).

—l s

GAME No. XXIIL

tmprpapent

Played on January 12th, 1896.

Queew's Gambit Declined.

Notes sy W, H. K. PorLLock.

WHITE. BLACK,
Mr. H. N. PiLLsaory., Mr. W. SteiNiTz,
1 P—Qg4 t P—Q 4
2 P—QBg4 2 P—K 3
3 Kt—QB3 3 Kt—KBg
4 Kt—B 3 4 PxP
s P—K 3 .

If s P—K 4, B—Kt §; 6 B~Kt 3,
P—Kt4;: 7 P—K§ P-K R3; 8
PxKt, PxB; 9 PxP, R—Kt sq,
and ‘Black will remain a Pawn ahead.

5 P—B4
6 BxP,

Or6 PxP,QxQch; YKxQ,Bx
P; 8 Bx P, Castles; 9 K—K 2, simi-
larly to Lasker’s wvariation against
Steinitz in the late match for the
championship.

6 Kt—B 3
7 Castles 7 PxP
8 PxP 8 B—K 2
9 B—By4 9 Castles
1o R—Bsq 10 Q—Kt 3

11 Q—Q a2 11 R—Qsq
12 KR—Q3q 12 B—Q 2
13 Q—K 2 13 B—K sq
14 B—Q3

A simplifying course would be 14
P—Qs, PxP; 15 KixP, KixKi;
16 UxKr,. B—B 3; 17 B—Q Kt 3,
Kt—Q 5; 18 KixKt, RxKi. For
this and much of 1he succeeding analy-
sis we are indebted to the notes of the
players themselves, They remind us
that up to Black’s 11th move the game
is identical with Pillsbury », Steinitz,
City Chess Club ** Impromptu " Toor-
nament, New York, 1894. -

14 QR—Bsq
eesves. Manifestly if Ktx P; 13

Ktht, RxKt; 16 B—K 3 or Qx
Kt; 16 Bx P ch.

15 P~.KR3 15 QKt—QKtg
............... The White K Bis a very
strong piece: Black cannot here double

R th file, fr if R 6

PG5 PxP; i6BB5 o'
16 B—Ktsq 15 Q Kt—Q 4
17 B—K g 17 B—B 3
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eecseeenen I Kt x Kt, White retakes
with R (best) with an excellent prospect,
The earlier part of this game is ad-
mirably played hy both masters, and
the opening may fairly be classed as a
standard one.

Kt—K Kt g

A powerful attacking move, threaten-
ing primaril{zl{t x Kt, followed by B x
Ktand Q—R s,

Position after White’s 18th move : —
Kt—K Kt s.
BLACK (MR. STEINITZ),

WINTE (MR. PILLSBURY).

18 P—KR 3

K Kt—K 4

The able aanolators say: ‘“ Any
altempt 1o sacrifice the White Ki
wouldp fail.” We have failed 10
decipher the analysis quoted, 5 move
on each side having apparently been
mislaid, But it begins with 19 Kt x
K P. Ttseemsto us that the initial
step should be 19 Ktx Kt !, instead.

ack is in consistence bound to reply
KixKt, for if Px Kt, White could
withdraw the Kt (or at a pinch hazard
20 P—K R 4, PxKt; 21 Px P, Kt~
K f‘ 22 Q—R 3, for 23 P—B 3). Or
if RxKt; 20 KtxK P, PxKt; 21
BxKt, BxB; 22 Qx Pch, and wins,
Or if BxKi; 20 RxR, RxR; 21
Q—Q 3, PxKt; 22 BxKi, BxB;
23 Q—R 7 ch, and wins the exchange,

Therefore: 19 Kt x Ky, KtxKt;
20 B—R y ch, K—R sq (if K—B sq,
21 Kt—K 4, menacing Q—Kt 4 with
2 winning gime); 21 Kux P ch, K x

20
21
22

23

24
2§
26
27
28
29

B; 22Q—Ktg, Kt—B 3; 23 QxK
P, R—K 3q; 24 Q—B § ch, wil(l% two
Pawns for a Bishop and a siro
attack. But even if White elect to
keep the picce, 19 Kt x Kt seews pre-
ferable to the retreat in the text.

19 Q Kt Kt

P x Kt 20 Ktx Kt
Bx Kt 2t BxB
QxB 22 Q—B 3
Q—Kt 4 23 B—B sq

vesss seererne.Best; ifP—B 3; 24 B—
B 4, K moves; 25 R—K sq, with the
advantage.
P—QB4 24 P—Bg4
Q—Kt 6 25 Q—K sq
Q—Kt 3 26 P—Q Kt 3
Q—Kt 3 27 Q—B 3
P—QR4 28P—QRy
R—B 3

All this is very fine but very difficult
chess, and for elucidation of the play
we prefer to trust to a diagram and the
explanatory note of the players them-
selves.

Position after White's 29th move ;:—
R— B3.

BLACK (MR. STEINITZ).

WHIIE (MR. PILLSBUEY).

“After 20 B—B 4, Q—K § (the
only good move), White may continue
30 Q—K 3 or adopt the bolder course
0P -KKt3,andif RxQP: 31 Rx
R, QxR; 32 P—Bsg, RxP {best);
33 Qx Pch, with a fine attack. Black’s

C .
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30
3x
32

33
34

38
39

29th move in the foregoing is sound.
If for instance 29 .., B—Kt §; 30 ﬁ—

. 2; 3t P—B g, witha
Sins:ling—g—n%e; forit PxQ P, 32 Px
Kt P, RxR3: 33 RxR, threatening
B—B 7and P—Kt 7.” It should be
explained rthat White's object is to push
the Q P, and 29 B—B 4 would be to
protect the Q K, for if 20 P—Q 5, Px
;30 PxP, QxR; 3t RxQ, Rx
R ch, with at least equal chances. 29
R—B 3 also comes under the support
of the B after P—Q s,

29 B—Q 3
P—Q ;s 30 Q—B 2
BxB 3t QxB
R—K 3

32 R—B 3 prevenis the text advance,
which spparemly turns the tables
slightly in Black’s favour.

32 P—K 4
R~—Kt sq 33 P—K 5
R—-Q B3

White sees no reason forsurrendering
a Pawn by 34 Q x P, the result of which
would probably be a diaw, with fonr
Rooks left on the field.

34 Q—K 4

.............. This, besides defending
the Q Kt P, threatens R xQ I',

R—B 2 35 R—Q3

R (Ktsq)— 36 P—B 5!
Q Bsq

P-Bg

Sex DiAGRAM.

Pursuing his own plans, half mindful
of the atealihy advance on the K side.
Messrs. S, and P. give: ‘37 R—K
sq, R—Kt 3: 38Q—B3 (if 38 R (B2)
—K 2, Q—Ktg4; 39 P—B 3, P—XK
6, and should win), PxQ; 39 RxQ,
RxPch; 40 K—Bsq, R—R 7; 41
K—Ksq, RxRP; 42R—K 6, R—
R 8 ch; 43K —~Q 2, with fair drawing
chances, ahhough Pawns are ninus,
owing to the activity of the King.”

37 PxP
RxP 38 RxR
R xR 39 P—B6

Posttion after White’s 37th move :—
P—Bs.

BLACK (MR, STEINITZ).

WHITE (MR. PILLSBURY).

............... The move that wins, but
not yet perforce, as White might stiil
make & hard fight of it by 40 Q—Kt 8
ch, followed Ly R—B 8.

Position after Black’s 39th move:—
P-—-B 61

BLACK (MR, STEINITZ).

WHITE (MR, PILLSBURY).

40 Q—Q sq 40 R—K Kt 3
41 P—Kt 4 41 P—K 6

42 Q—K sq 42 P—K

43 R—B sq 43 QxP

44 Q—B3 44 R—Q B 3!
45 Resigns.
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GAME No. XXIV.
Played on January 13th, 1896.
Ruy Lopes.
Notes By W. H. K. PoLLock. B li.....:.’..].3....‘,0:. the other hand if
xB; 1 xPl
B, BLACK.
Herr E Laskzz. M. Tcuicomin. 13 Bx B 13QRxB
14 QR—Qsq 14 Q—Kt3
1 P—K 4 1 P—K 4 15 Q—K 2 15 Q—K 3
s Kt—KB3 2Ki—QB3 5R-Q3 16 Q R—Q 5q
3 B—Kt;s 3 ]li——QBR 3 ™ ) )
4 B—R 4 4 Kt—B3z = e game is now quite
§Casls 5 P—Q3 Fren Sack e cepuleedthe tick on
6 P—Q 4 6 Kt—Q 2 cautions to prevent any dangerous

7

1Y
12

«seserensse. This defence was repeatedly
employed by M. Tchigorin in his
match with Dr. Tarrasch.

PxP

7 P—Q 5 wonld canse merely a
temporary cnmg. It would nnt be
w. Il to support the centre by P—B 3,
obstructirg the Q Kt. Dr. Tarrasch
overcame this difficulty by playing
QKt—B 3, Q Kt—K 2, and P—B 3,
deferring "Castlinf. White can of
coorse play 7 Bx Kt and isolate the

Pawns.

7 QKtxP
Ktx Kt 8 Px Kt
Kt—B 3 9 B—Q3
Q—Krt 4

Vigorous policy, the chief object
being to arrive quickly at » favourable
position for theend-game, White havin,
apparently failed to make the most ol

the opening.

1o Castles
B—-R 6 11 Q—B 3
Bx Kt
The Standard suggests here 12 Kt—

gs, xB; 13BxKt,BxB; 14Qx
, followed by Ki—K 3, with. the
object of reaching K B 5. This re-
finement might however be nipped in
the lmd by 12..., Q—Kt 3 (White of
course mu-~t not play 12 Bx P, Qx B3
13 B x Kt, on account of @ xQ, win-
ning a piece for a Pawn),

12 QxB

17
18
19
20
21
22

23

24
26

27

28

accupation of the open Q file.

KR—Qsq 17 B—K a

Ki—Q s 18 P-Q B3

Kt x B ch 19 Qx Kt

P-QR3 20 KR—Kgsq

Q—Q 2 2t RxR

QxR 22 K—B ¢q

R—Q 2 23 P—R 3
............... In order to play R—Bsq

without fear of Q—K R'3.” Another
means of disputing postession of the
open file was by Q—B2, R—-K 2, K—
K sq, &c.

P—Kt 3 24 R—Bsq

Q--Q9 25 R—B 2

Q~—Bs 26 P—K Kt 3
............... Q—Kt 4 forces the ex-

chanse of Queens, when drawing

would be a simple matter.

Q—B 3 27 K—K sq
............... Just as in game 1,452,

agaimst Pillsbury, the Russian master
evinces symptoms of utter mental
exhaustion before the joth move, and

misjud, the position hopelessly.
Here R—Q 2 left him with fe limp¥e
draw, -

Q—K 3! 28 Q—Kt4?

corves e P—K KU ¢ was at all
events now better. The text move
gives White a very subtle and prohably
a winning resource,
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Position after Black’s 28th move :—
Q—Kt 4 2.

BLACK (M. TCHIGORIN).

.............. Being b 4 this time com.
pletely *‘ chess-blind,” nothing short
of a miracle could have saved bim, It
is however by no means easy 10 point
ont the winning process for White after

» Q—K 2. The following one
hasap red in the daily press: 3o
P-—B (8 P——K Ktg; 31 Q—R 7, P—

5 32 Q—Kt 8 ch, K—B 2; ?13

—k R 8, Q—B sq; 34 Qx

KxQ; 35 R—Q 8 ch and hite
should win by entering by Q 5 or QB
s with his K, the Black K and R bel

tied up guarding the Pawns onjeac
wing. If, however, Black playsi31..
.R—Bsq, 'the process might bel mote
gradual. Aﬂle’r }(z P~B 6, ((22:3 2;
—Kt 3; 34 6,
Black vnll be forced to mo:’ve his Pawns
unfavourably, and must not allow of
R—Q 5, the White K meantime enter-
ing on the Q side.

WHITE (HERR LASKER). 30 Q—Q4 30 Resigns.
............... Il P x P, White mates in
29 P—K B 4! 29 PxP? three moves. |, :
PR .
GAME No. XXV,
Played on January 14th, 1896.
Ruy Lopes.
Norrs sy W. H. K. Porrock. 11 Kt—Q 2 11 Kt—K 2
WHITE. BLACK. +...Only the inspiration of a
Ierr E. Lasker.  Mr. W, STrINITZ feﬂﬂessness born g, extre::e terror can
K o explain such a ic-stricken retreat
: {.{t l\K4B : II;t~—l—<Q4B as this, Tt wo!l’l?in be infinitely less
e 3 3 hazardous to advance, even if a Pawn
3 B—Kts 3 P—Q3 is ultimately to be Jost. Suppose 11..
4 P—Q 4 4 B—Q2 Castles; 12 Kt—B 4, B—K 3; 13
5 Ki—B 3 5 KKi—K 2 KtxB, PxKt; 14 Castles QR, Q—
6 'xP 6 PxP R'4' '58"?]3"5“12‘2"51;::
sater perl 13..., Q x Kt, with abou
7 B—Kt5s 7P—KR3 an evt}-.); ga::e >
............ P—B 3 (followed if neces-
sary by Ki—BsqandKt—Qg)ismore 12 Kt—B 4 12 Kt—Bsq
after Mr. Steinitz’s style, and certainly 13 Castles QR 13 Q—K 2
far better than the text move. Butwe 34 P—B 4 14 P-B 3
believe the mave of P—K B 3 ouglt
to be played in answer to g Kt—QB3, sesvenneeeneIf P x P, an ‘old-fashioned’
as Black can manceuvre his pieces in atiack of the following nature might
their somewhat cramped condition with ensue: 15 Kt x B ch, QxKt; 16 Q—
far greater mfexy while the Q file R6,Q—Kt5;17P—QR 3, Kt
remains blocked sq; 18 B—~B g, Kt—Kt 3; 19 Q—Q
8 BxQ Kt 8 PxB 3or R—Q 4.
..Any other move loses a2 15 Px P 15 PxP
Pawn without compensation. 16 KR—Bsq 16 Q—K 3
9 B—K 3 9 Kt—Kt 3 17 Kt—R 4! 17 Q—K 2
10 Q—Q 3 o B—0Q 3 18 B—B 3
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White works out his problem with
t skill and exactitude, the handling
of the Knights being especially pleasing.

18 BxB
19 Ktx B 19 B—Kt 5!
20 R—Q 2 20 Kt—Kt 3
21 Kt—R 6! 21 R—K B sq
22 Kt—R 5

The gain of material is now distinctly
visible, and in spite of Black’s heroic
struggles the rest of the gameis bnta
funeral procession.

Pusition after White’s 22nd move : —
Kt—R 5.

BLACK (MR. STEINITZ).

WHITE (HERR LASKER).

23 OxR

24 KKtxP!
25 KtxQ

26 QxR

27 Kt—B o6
28 Kt—B 35
29 P—K Kt 3
30 KtxRP
3t Ki—B&6
32 Ktx?P

33 Ktx Kt
34 K—Q 3
35 K—Q 2
36 K—B 3
371 K—Q4

2z RxR ch
23 R—Q sq
24 RxR

25 R—Q 8 ch
26 BxQ

27 B—K 1
28 B—B 8
29 Kti—B 5
30 B—Kt 5
31 Kt—Q 3
32 Kex?P
33 Bx Kt
34 K-Q 2
35 K—Q3
36 B—Q 4
37 P—Kt 4

If BxP; 38 P—Kt 3,

followed by K—B 3, easily traps the

Bishop.
38 P—B g4
39 P-Q Kt 4
40 P—Kt g
41 PxP
42 P—B g5ch
43 P—R 4
44 P—B6
45 Kt—K 5

‘46 K—B 3§

47 Kt—Q 7

GAME No. XXVI.

Played on January 14th, 1896,

Kuy Lopes.

Notes By W. H. K. PoLiock.
WHITE. BLACK.
M. TcuiGoriN. Mr. H. N, PriLscury.
t P—K 4 1 P—K 4
2Kt—KB3 2K—QB3
3 B—Ktg 3 P—K Kt 3
....... s Mo Pillsbury  deserves
thecredit of having revived this defence,

which he plags with considerable
success,

4 B—Kt 2

38 B—Kt 7
39 P—R 4
40 P—R 5
41 PxP

42 K—Q 2
43 K—Bsq
44 K—Kt sq
45 K—R 2
46 B—R 6
47 Resigns.

Many players prefer this line to 4
P—Q 4 (as also agniust the Sicilian
Defence), on the grcurd of sllowing
the * fianchetioed ™ Bishep less liberty

of action.

B—-Ktgs
B—K 3
3—R 4
9 B—Kt 3
10 Q—Q 2
11 RPxKt
12 B—R 6

-2 =)

5 KKt—K 2
6 -1 3
7P—QR3
8 P—Q Kt 4
9 Kt—R 4
to KtxB

11 b—Kt 2
12 Cactles
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13

14
15
16

17
18

19

20
21
22

................ Thus far the game is
idenlical with one played between Mr.
Pillsbury and an opponent at Phila-
delphia, in 1893. The moves are
natural, and neither parly is guilty of
any direct loss of time.

P—R 4

An adventurous policy which com-
mits him to CastlingQ R sooner or later.

13 P—Q3

ceeregrunsaraas The K P scems to require
additional support on account of the
following variation: 13..., P—Q47?;
14 P-R5, P—Kt4:; 15BxB, Kx
B; 16 KixKt P, PxKt; 17 QxP
ch, K—B 2; 18 Qx K P, with three
Pawns for a picce.

Castless QR 14 P—Q B 4
P—K Kt 4 15 P—Ketg
Kt—Q Kt sq

Necessary : if 16 Kt—Q R 4, B—B
3; followed by Q—R 4 and BxKt,
winning a Pawn and eventually
threatening mate at R 8.

16 P—R 4
QR—Ktsq 17 PR35
PxP 18 RxP
Q—K3

Object, either to make room for the
King or for the K Kt al Q 2 in case of
pressure, The pressure is threstened
by R—R 8, Q—R 4, and either Q—
R 7 or Rx Kt ch, followed by K R—
R+q. White’sshattering of theadverse
K side on the nther hand looks, from
this point, a slower prucess, and the
forecast is certainly more difficult. We
believe, however, that While ‘‘gets
there” first, and in consequence the
move of Q—K 3 is loss of time. Thus,
following the altack as per the text,
suppose 19 Bx B, K x B; 20 P—Kt 35,
R—R 8; 21 P—R 5, Q—R 4 (plainly
Black will lose if he allows the Q 10
escape from Q 2 withont losing time) ;
22 KR PxP, Q—R 7; 23 PxP ¢h,
RxP; 24 Q—R 6 ch ard wins.

19 Kt—B 3
BxB 20 KxB
P—Kt s 21 Kt—Q 5
P—R s

Taking into consideration the neces-
sary sequence, this involves Lhe sacrifice
of a whole Rook, and must be

pronounced the most daring and hazar.
dous combination of the tournament,

Position after White's 22nd move :—
P—R 5.

BLACK {MR. PILLSBURY).

23

24

25

WHITE (M. TCIIGORIN).

22 Ktx Kt
RPxP 23 KtxR

............. ..Black must accept. 1If
KtxP; 24 RxKi, PxR; 25 Rx D
ch, K—Kt sq (KxP; 26 Q—R 3);
26 P—~Q 4!, B—B 3; 27 PxK I
(threatening Q—K R 3), PxP; 28
Q—XKt 3 ch, and wins. Whileif B P x
P; 2¢ RxPch, KxP; 25 Q R—R

¢q, Kt—R5; 26 Q RxKt, PxR;

27 Q—R 6 mate,

PxPch 24 KxBP
.......... v K x Kt P, mate in six

moves hy Q—R 6 ch, Q—R 5 ch, &c.

PxP 2§ K—K 3
.............. If K—Kt 2; 26 RxKt

ch, K—Rsq; 27 Q—Kt 3, or K—B
2; 27 Q—H 3 ch, and wins. Messrs.
Pilisbury and Steinitz, however, pro-

e a road of escape by K—B 2; 26

xKt, Q—B3; 27 Q—R 3, B—B
sq; 28 Q--R 5ch, K—K 2; 29 R—
Kt 8, Q—B5ch; 30 K—Q sq, R—
R 8; 31 RxR, RxKt ch; 32 K—
Khz, B—Ktsch; 33 P—B 3,RB xQP
ch; 34QxB, QxQ ch; 35 RxQ,
R — KQR S,Q &8 Agfn from
the almost impossibility of seeing
to the end of this thread, which after
all only draws, and might be defeated
by P—Q Kt 3 somewhere, Mr, Pilis-
bury was very short of time. Fnrther-
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26 R x Kt

28
29

30

more, the move selected gives good
chances of a win, thuugh altet many
more dangerous passes.

26 K—Q 2
27 Q—R 3ch 27 K—B 3
cssseeaesesne. Better than K—B 2, for
the King moust not retreat to Kt sq,
R—0) R sq being presently necessary
in face of Q—K 6, followed by Q or
R—Kt 8 winning a piece for the
advanced Pawn.

Q—K 6 28 R—Q R sq
R—Kt 7 29 K~Kt 3

..... “veseenee.. TO get out of ithe way of
Q—Q 5 ch. \
Kt—R 3

The assanlt is kept up most un-
flinchingly, and naturally this fresh
factor would not be overlooked.
Position afier White's 3oth muve : —
Kt—R 3!

BLACK {MR. I'l1 1SBURY).

WHITE (M. TCHIGOKIN).

3o B—R 3?

k1!

32
33
34
35

39
............... After Px Kt the modus
operandi seems to be 31 Q—Ku 3 ch,

K—R31!; 32QxBch, K-R 4; 33
P—Ktgch ), PxPt; 54 Q—Q 5ch,
K—RJ;JSQ—B4duK—R4;f
R—Kt 7, Q—Kt3; 37 Q—Q 5¢h,
and should win.

Through pressure of time Dlack
overlooked the force of R—B 3; if 31
Q—Kt 8, R—KR3; 32Q-17, I--
B3; 33 Kt—B 4 ch, K—R 3, and
should win.  After the i1ext move,
however, Black’s game is by no means

hopeless.
R—Q7 31 QxR

‘ sesverenen, There is no resource to
be found in Q—Kt 4 ch, whether
followed by Q—Kt 8 ch, and B—1 §
ch, or by R—B 3. In the latter case
White may simply Queen the Pawn at
once.

QxQ 32 QR—Qsq
Q—K Kty 33 PxKt
PxP 34 P—-Bs1
P—Q 4! 35 RxP

........... A sheer blunder, by which

he loses the game definitely, in the Llind
attempt to win 1. However, P—B 6
aflorde] very little prospect, ou account
of 36 P—Q 5, RxP?; 37 Q—Kut sq,
Q R—K Bsq; 38 P Queens. His
best chauce was P x P,

P--R8qu. 36 RxQ
QxR 37 R—B8ch
K-—Kt 2 38 PxP
QxPch 39 K—B 2
P—R 4 40 R—B 2
P—R g 41 K—B sq
QxQP 42 R—Kt 2 ch
K—B 3 43 B—Kt 4
P—R 6 44 R—Q B2
P—R ¢ 45 Resigns,

GAME No. XXVIIL

Played on January 16th, 1896.

Petyoff’s Defence.

Nores sy W. H. K. PoLLOCK.

WHITE, . BLACK.
Mr. STEIx1TZ. Mr. 1. N. PiLi5BURY.
T P 1 P—K g4
2Kt—X B3 2 Ki—K B 3

3
4
5
6

7

P—Q 4 3 PxP
P—K s 4 Ki—K 5
QxP 5 P—Q4
PxPep. 6 KtxQ P
B—K Kt g :
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-]

9

II
12

13
14

In this position a new move which
has no great merits, judging from Mr.
Pillsbury’s treatment of the case.

7 P—X B3
B—K B 4 8 Kt—B 3
Q Q2 9 B—B4
B—-K 2

Both players conduct this opening
withadmirablenicety. True,itisnot pew
ground to either, but the proper disposi-
tion of each piece is a study. Here a
harmless l(-oll:ing move like 10 Kt—B
3 might give Biack a puint of attack
by Ki—Kt §, or better, Kt—K 5. The
general rule of course holds goud here,
to play B—K 2 as soon as possible,
when the Q leaves her own square
prematurely.

10 Q—K 2
Castles 11 Castles

R—K sq

The only good move.
Kt-B 3, Kt—K 3.

12 Kt—K g5

Sill, if 12

reees Cereneens Q—B 2 is not only the
right move in respect of the ‘‘masked
batteries,” but in every other way

superior. White's Q Kt would still be
embuarrassed.,

Q—B sq !
B—Q 31

............. Mr. Steinitz takes ad-
vantage of the opponent’s errors on
moves 12 and 13 1n masterly fashion,
more than regaining the ground which
the latter had undouhtedly won in the
immediate opening. The text move
is chiefly admirable from the resistance

13 P—KKtg?
14 B—R 3

‘to temptation evinced. The players

here say : **Should White attempt to
win the piece 15 B—Kt 3, then
might follow Q—Kt 2; 16 B x Kit, B x
B; 17 RxB, P—By4; 18 R—K 6
(»8 B—K 5, KixB; 19 RxKt,
P--Kt a. and should win), P—B 53
with a fpe autack.”

It np{.()ears, however, that they have
overlooked a more important variation,
which might have led to some extra-
ordinary complications. See diagram.

15
16
17
18
19
20
21

22

Position after Black’s 14th move :—
DBLACK {MR. PILLSBURY),

WHITE (M&. sn;émnlzl).
Suppose here 15 Kt—R 4.
only reply is PxKt, for if Q—Q 2;
16 Ktx B, QxKt; 17 B -Kt 3. After
Px Kt then; 16 Bx B, KR—Ktsq!;
this beautiful resource apparently saves
the ﬁame(Black having been threatened

The

with Q—B 4, Kt—B 3 or P—K B 3).
If now 17 Q—B 4, Rx P ch ! (again
the only move); 18 K x R, R—Kt sq
ch; 19 K—R sq(or A) Kt—Kt6ch!;
20 R PxKt, )xRch; 21 K—R 2,
PxPch; 22PxP, BxB; 23 PxB,
Kt—K 4 and wins. (A) 19 K—B 3
(if K—B sq, mate in two), B—Kt g
ch; 20 K—Kt 2, B—K7ch; 21 K—
R sq, BxB; 22 Q xB, Kt—Kt 6 ch,
and the position is almost identical.
‘T'here is one more variation which looks

romising: 15 Kt—R 4, PxKt; 16
ll,?.xB, K R—Ktsg; 17 Q—X 3, Q
R—Qsq; 18 Kt—B 3, Kt—~-Q 3; 19
QxQ, KtxQ; 20 BxBch, Kt (Q3)
x B; but the game is hardly in White’s

favour.

Kt—B 3! 15 PxB

B x Kt 16 BxB

RxB 17 Q—Kt2

Q—B sq 18 K R—Kt sq

QR—Ksqg 19 Q—Ktg

K—R sq 20 B—B sq

R—K 8 2t B—Kts
.................. On the principle that

Knights are very effective against
doubled Pawns. '
RxRch. 22 KtxR

............... If KxR; 23 R—Q £q
ch, releasing the Knight.
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23P—-KR3 cernraen -Black’s Pawns are now
o it s fom ) S et o
t—Q 5. . Q—Kt 7. The nature of the forces
23 Q—Kt3 however is such that either side should
24 Kt—Qgs! 24 B—Q3 be able to keep the draw in hand,
25 P—B 4 25 Kt—B 3 35 Q—Q3 35 P—R 3
26 R—K 6! 26 R—Bsq! 36 Q—Q 2 36 P—Kt 4
*1 QFK P—Q K Q—B7; BP— 8 5_%R ¢! . g__ll((t 3
27 P—Q Kt ¢, 7; 38 P— 3 — 5 3 —RKt 7
B 5 Q&X R P; or 28 P—Kt 5 Kt-- 39 K—Kt sq 39 Q_B 8 ch
Qeq, &c. 27 K—Q 2 1 40 K—R 2 40 Q—Kt g
......... e Kt—K 4 is d 41 K—Kisq 41 Q—B38ch
account of 28 Kt ><K4l:,ls 2 etrguigl; 42 K—R 2 42 Q—Kt 7
29 K—R 2, PxXKt; 30 RxB!l, Px . orerercaetsanaane The time-limit being

R; 31 Q—Kt 4 ch, and wins. The
defence, for detence it is, is snperbly
conducted. Some beautiful play now
follows. .

28 P—B 5

Position after White’s 28th move : —

—B g 1

BLACK (MR. PILLSBURY).

WHITE

MR, STRINITZ).

28 Q—Kt 8 ch
............. ..The object of this is ap-
pasently to drive the King upon the
tay of the Bishop. If nnt absolutely
necessary it prettily and effectually
frustrates Kt—K 4 on White's 3oth

move.
29 K—R 2 29 Q—B 4!
3o KtxPch! 30 RxKt
3t RxR 31 QxR
32 PxB 32 PxP
........ v If QxP; 33 Q—Kt 5,
with more effect,
33 Q—Kt g 33 K—B 2

L

P—QKt3 34 P—QRy4

43
44

15 moves, the near reﬁelition of moves
brings each player the beginning of
his ““fourth hour.”

Kt—Qz2 - 43 Q—Q35

Q—B7ch 44 K—Kt3
eraenans eerarans Messrs. Pilisbury and

Steinitz note : ** Missing an draw

K--Kt sq. If then 45 Kt—B 4,

x P; and the Black Knight cannot
be captured with a check ; if it be
otherwise taken, Black draws Ly per-
petual check.” The text move is a
fatal error, probably due to fatigue,

Kt—B 4ch 45 K—B 4!
Q—B 7! 46 QO x Kt
............. «.A desperate measure; bt
the onl{ one. e Queen cannot
defend the Kt without leaving a mate
on the move, Q x P loses the Q, and if
P—B6; 47 Q-Kt 6 ch, K—Q 4:

48 Kt+—K 3 ch, &c.

Posirion after Black’s 46th move :—
Qx Kt

PILLSBURY).,
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47 PxQ 47 P—Ki6 §6 Qx Kt 56 P—Q 4
48 Q—B 4 48 Ki1—Kt g 57 Q—B6ch 57 K—Ktg
49-Qx P 49 Kt—R 7 58 Q—Ktgsch 58 K—R 6
50 Q—Q 2 so KxP 59 QxR P 59 P—Kty
51 P—B 4! st Ki—B 6 6o Q—Kt g 6o P—Q 5
52 P—B s 52 Kt—K 5 61 K—Kt 3 61 K—R 7
53 Q—K 2ch 53 K—Q3 62 K—B 3 6z P—K1 8 qu.
54 P—B 61 54 KtxP 63 QxQch 63 KxQ
55 Q—Kt2ch g5 K—B s 64 K—K 4 64 Resigns.

GAME No. XXVIIL

Played on January 16th, 18¢6.

Tawo Knight's Defence.
Notes sy W. H. K. PoLLock.

WHITE. BLACK.
M. TCHIGORIN. Herr E. LAsKER,
1 P—-X 4 1 P—K 4
2 Ki~KB3 2 Kt—QB3
3 B—B4 3 Ki—B 3
4 P—Q3 4 B—B4
s P—B3 5§ P—Q 3
6 QKt—Q 2z 6 Castles
............... A quesiion arises here :

-]

10
1I

12 QB 2

To what degree is White’s sixth move
an infractionof the principlesofdes elop-
ment, and would Black be justified in
assuming the initiative by Kt—K Kt §?
White’s best reply might then be 7 R
-—B sl,asaitet castling his pieces would
be awkwardly blocked. In a previous
game {Round vii.) Lasker continued P
—~Q R 3and B—R 2,

Kit—B sq
Messrs. Pillsbury and Steinitz here

prefer 7 B—Kt 3, and if P—Q 4;8Q
—X 2, prior tn moving the Knight.

7 P—Q 4!
PxP 8 KtxP
B—-K 3
Somewhat unexpected. The rerult
is a game full of Lattle-fire to 1he «nd
of the scene.

9 KixB
Px Kt 10 P—K 5!
PxP 1t Q—K 2

12 Kt—K 4

13
14

16
17

18
19
20
21

22
23
24
25
26

esereecsnnennses. TO prevent Kt—Q 4,
which would improve White's stock.
The Kt must be taken, for if 13 B—K
2, Kt—Kt 5 or 13 B—Kt 3, R—Q sq;
14 R—-Qsz, RxRch; 15 KxR, Kt
—Kit5; 16 K=K 2(16 Q—Q 3, Q x
P); i7P—QKt 3, P—-KR3; 188
‘—R 3¢ch, P—B 4; 19 Kt—B 3, regain.
ing the pawn with a very superior game.

Kt x Kt 13 QxKt
Castles 14 '—B 3
R—K sq 15 P—Q Kt 4
B—Q3 - 16 R—Q«q
Kt—Q 2!

17 Q=K 2, preparatory to the text
move, might be met with B—K Kt s,
when if 18QxB, RxB; 19Q—B g7,
RxPch; 20PxR,QxP ch; 21 K
—Qsq, Q—Q6 ch; 22 Kt—Q 2, R
—Q sq; 23Q—B 2, B—Kt 5 and wins.
White now plays with great spirit,

17 Q—Kt 4
Kt—B 3 18 BxPch
K—Ktsq 19 Q—Q B4
KR—B:q 20 P—QRg4
Q—K 2

If 21 P—K 5, P—Kt 3; and White
must play 22 K—R sq (losing 2 move)

to avoid R x B, fullowed if QxR hy
B—X B 4, winning the Q.

21t B~K R 3
Kt—Q 4! 22 P—Kts
B—B 4 23 PxP
Ki—Kt 3 24 Q—K 4!
RxP 25§ K—Risq
Q—B 3 26 B—K 3
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Position after Black’s 26th move :-— ~Kt sl; 31QxQch, KxQ; gz Kt
_ ~—B 5, but elected to play for a higher
B—K 31 stake,
BLACK {HFRR LASKER). 27 P——B 7 ch
................. Immediately after the

game the following beautiful win was
demonstrated by Lasker: 27 .., P—R

;3 28 RxB, PxKt; 29 RxQ and

lack mates in two moves. In the
foregoing variation, if 29 Bx P, P—B
7ch; 30 K—R 59!, Q—Q B 4 and
wins. Ou ngxsg’, (%(xQ;3onQ,
PxPch; 3t BxP}, K R—Kt sqch;
32K—Rsq, B—Q7and wins. Hlack’s
actual combipation is also very fine, but
as will be seén it gives the opponent a
loophole, on his 3oth move.

28 KxP| 28 P—R 5!
29 RxB 29 Px Kt ch
" 30 QxP!
WHIE (M. TCHIGORIN). If 30 K—Kt sq, Q—Q'R 4 and wins,
27 R—K 7? or 30 B or Px P, R—Q ch anJ wins.
Wehave now arrived at a small series 30 QxR P

of those *blunders” which are to a 31 K—Ktsq 21 QxP

g:'ea.!tl exlenll‘ _ir:]se[:)::ble ftonix ll.;?dkind 32 RxP 32 Q R—Ktsq

of chess whic| uces sple -

sitions in the rnoft arduous c%n:’eslls. g:t 33 Q—B3 33 B—Kt4

‘:‘hich a{e 50 cfasy;, tosanmhematize in 34 B—Kt3 34 B—R g
the purlieus of the Strand! It ma —_— B—

be upsumed that Tchigo:i: saw a prob}: 3g 11;_% f 4 3g B ﬁt 4
able draw by (the really necessary) 27 3 q 3 5
BxB,%xB;zSR—K Bsq, P—Rs; 37 R—QBsq

29 R—B8ch,RxR; 30 QxR ch,Q Drawn game.

GAME No. XXIX.

Played on January 1gth, 1896,
Queen's Gambit Declined,

Notes sy W. H. K, PoLLock. 5 Caslles
WHITE, ELACK. 6 B—K 2 6 P—Q Kt 3
Herr Lasxker. Mr. H. N. Piuisury. 7 Castles 7 B—Kt 2
1 P—Q 4 1 P—Q 4 T e .....Black’s intention being
2 P-Q B4 2 P—K 3 to support his K 5 square as strongly
3 Kf—Q B3 3 Kt—K B 3 as possible, he does not exchange pawns
4 Kt—B3 4 B=-K 2 for the sake of keeping the long diago-
s P—K 3 nal open.
Steinitz usually Ph‘i’.' here B—B 4, 8 P—~QKt3 8 Q Kt—Q 2
while Showalter, in his recent match 9 B—Kt 2 9 Kt—K 5

with Lipschutz, followed that move
with 6 Q—B 2, obtaining 2 rapid and 10 Kt x Kt 10 Px Kt
safe development, 1 Ke—-Q 2 11 P—K B4
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12
13
14

15
16

17

18

9

20
21

- when the mate could not be sto

P—B 3
P—B4
R—B 2

14 P—Q Kt 4, followed, tf P—B 4,
by 1 i Q—Kt 3, deserves consideration.
Black “*gets through” hy the process
adopted, but the variations below seem
to prove it fwsé too slow. This being
50, the question arises whether now was
not the proper time for P—K Kt 4.
If Black replied with P—Q B 4 he
might be subjected toa dangerousattack
by 15 P—Kt 5, B—K 2;.36 Q—B 2,
threatening 17 Q- B 3 and P— g},'

12 B—Kt 4
13 B—K B 3

R—B 2z on account of B—K R 5,
14 P—B 4

15 Q—B 2
16 Q R—Q sq

Kt-—B sq
Q-Q:
P—K Kt 4

Being harassed in regard to his pawn-
centre, White is justificd in adapting
this risky course. In any cace Black’s
centre pawn will be free, and the lonw
diagonal opened for his Q B. If 17 R
—Q sq, Kt—Kt sq: 18 Q—Bsq, I'x
P; 19 PxDP, (19 BxP would have a
defenceless Q P alter exchange of Rs
and Bs) Kt—B 3: 20 Q—K 3, R—Q
2; followed by K R—Q sq, winning
the pawn.

17 PxQP
KPxQP
If 18 BxP, F-~K 4 with a strong
attack.
18 Kt—Kt sq!
PxP

19 Q—K 3 followed by R— Q sq will
not save the pawn.

19 Bx P!
BxB 20 Kt—B 3
BxQKtP 21 PxB

ese essneenivesss. Messrs. Pillshury and
Steinitz say in their notes: “2r1..., Q
xB;220Q—~K 3(22Q—B 3, P—K6;
23 Kt x P, Kt—Q § ; threuening

B 3, 24 PxP, RxP with 2 winning
attack), Kt—Q §; and if 23 PxP, R
x P apBeirs to win here, or if 23 B—
Kt 4. PxP; 24 B—Q sq, P—K Kt
4, etc.

Position after White’s 215t move :—
BxQ KtP.

BLACK (MR. PILLSBURY).

22
23

24
25
26

27
28

29

WHITE (HERR LASKER),

Q—K 3 22 Kt—Q g
R—Q sq 23 KtxBch
.................. ““There is,” write the

same authorities, “also a win here, but
very remote, by 23..., KixBP; 24 Q
—B 3 RxR; 25 BxR,Q—B 3; 26
Kt—K 3. R—Q sq; 27 B—K 2/ (if 27
R—Q 2, R—Q 6; 28 RxR, Px R
29 Qx P, KixKt, etc.), R—Q 6; 28
BxR,Px8; 29 Kt—Q 5§ {or 29 Kt
—Ki12, Kt—R §; 30 Qx P, Ktx Kt ;
31 Q—Q 8 ch, K—-B2a; 32 P—B g,
Ki-B §; 33 PxP ch, K—Kt 3), P
xKt; 30 QxP, P-—ng; 31 K—~B
#q, Q—-R8ch; 32 K—K 2, B—K 5 ;
330Q0—Qs¢, QxQ ch: 34 KxQ, K
B 2, and the cnrel'u]ly’pre’pared
advance of the Q P should win.”

Qx Kt 24 PxP

Kt—K 3 25 RxR

QxR 26 P—R 3?
.................. Hereabouts Black was

hard pressed by the time-limit. He
conld do no better than P—Xt 3, 26...,
R—Q 5q leading to a draw by 27 R—

2, RxR; 28 QxR,QxK B P ;
%Q—st ch.z Qx . Qx
P—Kt 4! 27 K—R2
P-KR4 28Q—Kz2

R—KKtz 29 R—B2

soereseavennennn O comse if 7 takes
cither pawn, 30 Q—€) 7 wins
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30 Q—Ksq 30 Q—B 3 36 KixP 36 R—K B 3

31t P—R 5 31 R—Q2 el .Well played, for it R x

32 Q—Ki3 32 R—Q6 K xR, Toiowed by KiQ 6 and
> X KN, [oilo bt an

33 Q—Ktéch 33 QxQ White will win. "

PxQch K—Kts
34 Q 34 1 37 Kt—K 3 37 RxPch

Position after Black’s 34th move :— 38 K—B 2 38 R—K B 3

K—Kt sq. 39 K—Kt 3 39 R—Kt 3ch
BLACK (MR, PILLSBURY). 40 K—B 2 40 R—-K B 3
41 K—Kt 3

White naturally cannct afford to lose
his” isolated pawn, and is willing to
draw. Black runa the proverbial risk
of losing through trying to win a drawn
game, but, playing with fine nerve and
coolness, contrives to keep the remsse

in sight.
41 R—-Q 3
42 P-KBg 42 K—B:2
43 K—B 4 43 P—Kt 4ch
44 PxP(ep.)chggy RxP
45 Kt—Q s
If 45 Kt—Kt 4, K—K 2; 46 R—
R 2, B—B sq; 47 Ktx P, B—K 3,
drawing.

WHITE (HERR LASKER).

45 Bx Kt
35 R—K 2 46 PxB 46 K—K 2
Forced. If 35 KtxP, P—K 6 47 R—QB2 47 P—K 6
attacking the Rook); 36 R—K 2, R

~Q8ch; 37 K—~R 2,R—Q7;38  wuerer.. *The only move to force
Kt(—z-Kt 3, B—B 6 and wins. On 36 the draw.” (Messrs. ¥’ and S.)
K(—K 7 ch, K—B sq; 37 Kt—Q A

BxKt; 38 PxB, R—Q 8ch; 39 48 KxP 48 R—Kt g

—~R2,R -Q7;40K—Ke3, P—K7; 9 R—B6 49 RxP
41 R—Kt sq, R—Q 8 and wins, 50 RxP

35 R—Q 3 Drawn game.

—_————

GAME No. XXX.

Played on January 1gth, 1896.
Queen's Gambit Declined.

Nores By W, H. K. PoLLOCK. The favourite ones have been preferred,
the Queen’s Gambits have almost

WHITE, BLACK, invariably differed, in the six Rny Lopez

Mr, STaiNiTZ, M. TCHIGORIN, games five separate defences have been
adopted on the third move, and yet a

1 P—Q4 1 P—Q 4 margin hasbeen fonnd forsome magnifi-
2 P—QBg4 2 P—K 3 cent * Petroff’s "’ (a delicate tribute by
3 Kti—QB3 3 Kt—K B 3 the American player to the memory of
4 Kt—B P—B the Russian masier), lively Evans
3 4 3 Gambits, and other fancies. And all

............ «.....NO One can reasonably ont of the 36 games, The object of
complain of lack of variety in the Black’s 4th move is to play Px P,

openings chosen in the tournament, supporting by P—Q Kt 4.
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10
11

P--K3

Young players will observe that 5 P
—B g might be broken up hy P—Q Kt
31 6 P—Q Kt 4, P~Q R 4; 7 Kt—

R4, QKt—Q 2; 8 Kt—K s, P—
8Kt4; 9KtxQ BP? Q—K2; or
9 Kt—Kt 2, PxP; 10 Kt xKt, Kt x
Xt; 11 8B-Q2 Q—B3.

s QKt—Q 2
B—-Q 2?
This move is hard to explain, as B--

Q 3 has been found perfectly trustworthy
here, and previously played by Steinitz

against Lasker and Tchigerin,
6 B—Q 3!
B—Q 3 7 Castles
Castles 8 R—K sq
................. The more involved the

maze, the letter pleased the Russian
expert. Many players would prefer to
assume the initiative here by P—K 4.
P—K 4! o PxBP
BxP 10 B~B 2
Q—Kt3

A tempting prospect of attack is here
presented by 11 P—K §, but we belicve
the advance would be still stronger on
the 12th move.

31 P—B 4
Position after Black’s 11th move :—
P—B 4.

BLACK {M. TCHIGORIN).

12

WHITE (MR, STRINITZ).

P—Qs x

Su now 12 P—K §, PxP; 1
Px tlzoi'-'exl(t: 14 Q BxP, Kn’d’%
15 B—Kt 5!, Kt—Q 2 (B—Q 2; 16

Bx Kt, or R moves: 16 B—Kt 4 ang
wins); 16 Q—R 4 and wins. Again,
12 P—K 5, PxP; 13 PxKt, PxKy;
14QBxP, PxP; 15 Q R—Q xq, or

perhaps 15 K R-

sq with a splendid

game. On 14.... Kt—B 4; 15§ Q—B
2, PxP; 16 P—Q Kt 4§Kt—Qz; 17

R—Qsq, Q—K 2; 13 K R—K
:?nd sthul w(izn. 1
12 Kt—K 4
13 Ktx Kt 13 BxKt
14 KR—Ksq 14 P—QR 3
15 P—QR4 155Q—B2
16 P—R 3 16 R~Kt sq
17 P—R g 17 P—Q Kt 4
18 PxP(ep.) 18 RxP
190—Bz 19 B—Q5
20 Kt—R 4? 20 R—Ktsg
21 B—B 3 2t PxP
22 PxP 22 B—Kt 2
23 Q—Q 3 23 BxP
24 QBxB 24 PxB
25 BxB 25 KtxB
26 QxQP 26 Kt—B s
............... Free exchanges have now

thinned the game down 10 a level, and
with equal play it should be drawn.

27 Kt—B 3
28 Q—K 3
29 RxP?

27 KR—Qsq
28 P—R 3

A purely physical oversight, which

is of course fatal.

game equal, as

Q—K 5 kept the
also on Whie’s pre-

ceding move,

29 Q—Kt 2
30 QxKt 30 QxR
31 R—K 3 31 Q—K Kt 3
32 PxQKts 32 QR—Bsq
33 R—K 3 33 R—Q6
34 Kt—K 4 34 RxR
35 PxR s R—B 3
36 Kt—Kt 3 36 Q—Q B 3
37 Kt—K 4 37 R—B3j
38 Q—Kt8ch 38 Q—Bsg
39 Q—Ks 39 Q—K'3
40 Q—Kt8ch 40 K—R 2
41 Kt—Kt 3 41 QxPch
42 K—R 2 42 R—-B38
43 P—R 4 43 R—Bgj

And White Resigns.
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GAME No. XXXI.

Played on January 21st, 1896.

Q P Opening.

Nores sy W, H. K. PoLLock.

WHITE. Bl ACK.

llerr E. LASKER. M. TCHIGORIN.
1 P—Qg4 1 P—Q 4

2 Kt—-KB3 2 Kt—K B3
3 B—KBy 3 QKt—Q 2
4 Kt—-B 3

How many hundreds, nay thousands
of games, might one play over without
meeting this exnct position again ! And
yet who shall describe any one of these
seven moves as a bad one?

4 P—B3
............... The proper reply here is
P—QR 3!, the posit?oe: being quite
different from usual, as White is not
vsing his Q BP. If then 5 P—K 3,

P—K3; 6 B—Q3 P—By, with a
good game. :
s P—K3 s P—K3
6 B—Q 3 6 B—-Kt s
............ Now essential, to prevent

White obtaining a splendid game by
P—K 4.

7 Castles 7 P—KR 3

vevaseseiees o The expediency of this
alone proves a weakness in Black’s
opening. After 7..., Castles; 8 B—

Kt s, threatening P—K 4, would be
highly advantageous to White. Nor
islli(t—R 4 feasible, on account of the
same reply, while B x Kt, followed
Kt—K g is out of the question. Black’s
Q Bis out of court, and indeed this ia
one of his principal grievances, and in
part a consequence of his fourth move.

8 Q—K 2

Thesimplecontinuation here adopted
implies a very deep insight of the posi-
tion indeed, however much that insight
may be strengthened by experience of
similar positons. The free exchanges
are bound to leave Bishops of opposite
culours, but when -we consider the.
enormous difficulty of finding any
satisfactory course for Black agaijust
the steady advance of the Rsand Bs,
from hia 13th Tove onwards, in face

9
10

11
12

13

of the bad arrangement of his Pawns
for any forward march to free his
pieces, we shall appreciate the wisdom
of Herr Lasker's plan of battle. Com-

pare also the diagram below.

8 Castles
P—K 4 9 BaKt
PxB 10 PxP
BxKP 11 KtxB
Qx Kt 12 Kt—B 3
Q—Q3 13 Kt—Q 4
B-Q 2 14 Kt—K 2
KR—Ksq 15 Kt—Kt 3

Position after Black’s 15th move :—

Kt—Kt 3.
BLACK (M. TCHIGORIN).

16

17
18

19

20

WHITE (HERR LASKER),

Kt—K 5 16 Kt x Kt
R x Kt 17 P—B3 |
R—K 3 18 P—K B 4
R—Kt 3 19 Q—R 5

: crusehM]o' ;:'l_\e I((zin%wonld
n is peril «.Q~B 3; 20
B—f 41.{ REB6;1; 21 B—K s, 6’—1(
2; 22 R—Kt 6, B—Q 2; 23Q—R 3,
KR 2 (K—B'sq; 25 Q-K 33 o4
BxP and wint. The text move is

also a desperate hopé to escape from
the toils by P—B S?e pe

R—R 3! 2o'Q—sz
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21
22

23

24
25
26

—Kt 5; 21 BxP,”
PxB; 22 R—Kt 3, winning the

Queen

R-—K s3 21 R—B 3
B—B 4 23 B—Q 2
ssersssnsnenesIf Q R—K Bsg; 23

Kt 3, threttem all points of the
cQo_n-l Or if ReoKi 33 23 Qx P,
while if Q—R 6?7 the game might
ﬁmsh preu y by 2]%Q——Kt 3, K—R2;

t3s 25 RxP ch.
Thm vanatlom are not important,
but may save time in making & survey
of the many traps and mating nets

" possible,

R—Kt 3

Threateni B—Ks5, R—Kté
and Qm—.l;n;gt }? 3; to cts)mer the K
3de rmmently, as per note to 19...,,

: 23 B—K sq

P—B 4 24 Q—Q 2
KR(Kt3)-K325 P—Q Kt 3
B-—K ! 26 R—Kt 3
P—-KB 3 27 B—B 2

2]

28.
29

30
3z

32
33

«Black’s R is now badly
d in , and for practical purposes
is l:?:dly better than a Pawn at Kt 3.

vr ene,

Q—R 3 28 P—Kt 4

PxP 29 Px P

R—B 3! 30 R—Q B sq

QR—K 3 3t R—-Bgyg
............ It is otherwise impossible

to prevent White from establishing a

Rook at Q B 7 presently.
RxR 32 PxR
Q—Ktsg! 33Q—Qsq
ireusseeansinn Black’s play from this
point ia most ingenious, and demands
the utmost vigilance.
QxP 34 Q—R 41
R—B 3 35 K—R 2
P—-KR3 36 B—Ksq!
P—QR3 37 B—Kt,4
Q—Kt4 38 Q-R3

Here and on the next move Black
threatens R x P ch, winning (after K x
R) in the first instance by B—B 8 ch,
followed by Q—K 7, and at least oraw-
ing in the second bg Q—K 7 ch. The
Pawn is regained, but as will be ssen
White cau spare it,

Position after Black’s 38th move ;:—

Q—R 3!

BLACK (M. TCHIGORIN).

39
40
41
42
43
44
45

46
47
48
49
50

51
52

53
54
55

WHITE (HERR LASKAR).

R—B 7! 39 B—B 3!
P~QB4 40 BxP
P—Kt 3’ 41 Q—Kt 3
K—B 2 B—-K g
QxQ 43 PxQ
P—QR4 44 P—R4
P—R 4!

Not 45 P—B g, PxP; 46 PxP,
P—R§5; 47 P—B 6, PxP ch; 48
BxP, P—K 4.

45 R—Kt 5

K—K 3! 46 B—Kt¢
K-Q3 47 K—Ktsq
K—B 3 48 K—B sq
B—B4 49 K—K sq
R—R 7 so P—K Kt 41

................ esperate resource,
but the on g pouible way to make nse
of his Rook. If 51 PxP, P—Rg !
BxP 5t RxPch
K-—Kt 4 52 RxB

............... There was no other way

% venting the loss of two Pawns
hy R—K 7 ch, &c..

PxR - 53 P—R g
R—R 7 s4 P—R 6
P—Kt6 . 55 Resigns,
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GAME No. XXXII.

Played on January 22nd, 18¢6.
Queen’s Gambit Declined,

Notes sy W. H. K. PoLLOCK. Threatening Bx Kt. White must
be very careful here; 21 Bx Kt, Bx

WHITR, BLACK. . — i
Mr. H. N. PiLLsBURY. Mr. W, STRINITZ 3,; ztg:k ltjo"t& sl:ct'\;ou]l;ll;::sf:;
1 P—Q4 1 P—Q 4 indeed does the plan adopted, though
2 P—QBg4 2 P—K 3 in tll:e latter case avoiding decimating
3 Kt—QB3 3 PxP exchanges. 21 O—K Kt
4 P—K 3 4 =K B3 . p_ge 22 O—KR 4"
s Kt—B 3 § P—B4 23 R—K > 23 Q—R 6 *
6 BxP 6 Kt—B 3 P By 5Q 3!
7 Castles 7 PxP 25 RxRth 28 KexR
8§ PxP 8 B—K 2 255 R 26 B
B—B 4 Casues L eeesssenae 3 eeeee 25,009 H X
lg R—B sq lg Q—Kt 3 lﬁlt;c“lixl\t P was safe enough fur
11 Q—Q 2 11 R—Q sq 26 B—_K Bz 26 R—Qsq
12 KR—Qsq 12 B—Q2 27 Q—B 4 27 Q—B 4
13 Q—K 2 13 QR—B sq 28 P—B 4 28 R—Q 2
ssessessesseres With this move thegame 29 B—B 2

diverges from that between the same
opponents in the twelfth round, where
Mr. Steinits played 13..., B—K sq.
P—Qs

Recommended by the two players
in their notes to the aforesaid game.

14

A gnestion arises here : Why (if the
moves are reported correctly) did not
Black play 27..., Q—R 4 instead of
%—-B 4.7 And then why did not

ite a})ture the Q R P on his 29th
move? In the former case he would
not have had the chance, ¢.g., 29 Bx

14 PxP RP, Q—B6; 30Ki—Q'5, Ki—
15 BxP 33,&'&(2 P 3oM=Q5,
As good, and more enterprising than 29 Q—Q R 4
Ktx P. Mr. Pillsbury at this stnge of - 4 .
the tournament was half a point below Position after m“ki 29th move :—
Mr. Steinitz, and in the present game Q—QR 4.

plays hard for a win, in order (o stand
second. He here avoids an exchange,
for Kt x B would lose a piece.
15 K—B sq
eenesorassense. Very well played.
16

17

18

B—K 3
B—Kt 3

16 Q—R 4
17 B—K sq

RLACK [MR. STRINITZ).

Kt—Q 4

18 R—K sq has been suggested.
The positious however are so perfecily
constructed that there is no point of

attack—pieces are opposed by pieces,
and the Pawns are immovable.

18 Ktx Kt
19 Bx Kt 19 B—B 3
20 R—K sq 20 R—K sq
21

Q-Q 3

Y
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30

31
32

BxKRP

A somewhat rash caplure, owing to
the White K being so much exposed to
attack, leading 1o the successtul corral-
lingoftbe B, i was nit ensy toanalyse;
and doubtless Mr. Pillsbury, as on
other occasionsatout the 3oth and 45th
move, was short of time. As a quiet
move, 30 R—Q sq might be suggested.

30 P—K Kt 3
Q-—-Q4 31 Kt—Kt 2
P—K Kt 4
White could obtain three Pawns for
the piece by Bx I This weuld give

time to prevent R—Q 7, and Black .

must first play B—K 2.

32 B—K 2
33 QxP 33 QxQ
34 BxQ 34 R—Q7
35 P—Bg

There is no time for B—B 2, on
account of Kt—K 3.

35 R—Kt 7ch
36 RxKKt P

eresreeinenns Very soundly played, for

if instead 36..., K x R P, there might .

follow 37 Px P, R—R 8ch; 38 B—
Kt sq, B—B 4; 30 Ki—K 2, B—Kt
35 40 Rx B, PxR; 41 KKt 2, R—
R3; 42 P—Kt 5, &e.

PxpP 37 PxP
P—KR3! 38 R—Bsch
K—K 2 39 K—B2
R—K Ktsq 40 R—B 3
P—R 3 41 Kt—K 3
BxPch 42 RxB
RxR 43 KxR
P—Kt 4

White’s K R P will fall, and his
ohject is now to exchange off Black’s
remaining Pawn, when the game
would he drawn. The chances are &
little agninst him, as it is not easy to
advance the Pawns. The ending is a
study fit for 11orwitz and Kling.

44 B—B3
K—Q 2 45 Ki—B 5
K—B 2 46 Bx Kt
KxB 47 Kt—K 3
B—Kt6 48 Kt—Bsgq

-

49
50
51
52

53

sessernsenrene oo Preparing to dislodge
the Bishop.

K—B 4 49 Kt—Q 2
B—Q8 50 P—Kt 4 ch
K—Q 4 st B—Kt 7
P—KRy

Hereabouts White appears to have
a good chance of a draw by sacrificing
the Q R P. Suppose 52 P—Q R 4,
PxP; 53 P—-Kti, BxP; 54 K—B
3 B-Kis; ss K—Kt 4, B—Q8;

56 P—Kt 6.
52 KR 4
B—K ¢ 53 K—Kt 3

esrersrcerannass. Here an adjournment
was taken until the following day.

Position after Black's 53rd move i~

K—Kts.
BLACK (MR. STRINITZ),

WHITE (MR, PILLSNURY).

B—Q8 54 B—B 6
.............. The sacrifice indicated is
now too late.
B—K 7 55 B—Q 8
K—Qs5 56 B—Rs
K—Qé6 57 Kt—Kt 3
K—K 6 58 Kt—B 5
K—Qs5s 59 KtxP
K—Q 4 6o Kt—B 7 ch
K—K ¢ 61 Kii—K 8
B—~-Q8 62 Kt—Kt 7
B—K 63 KixP
B—B 8 64 Kt—B 4
B—Bs 65 Kt—Kt 6 ch
K—K 3 66 K—B 4
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............... Black was here prohabl - 83 K
applyinge the lf)lfl(;n?oa:e :ﬁe?l;?is n’d)-' gi ;3{___ 11{3:7 ch gi lé_gf
before the 114th move or dram. T 85 B—B8ch 85 K_Ki'3
67 B—Q 6 67 Kt—K g 86 K—Kt 2 86 K—R 4
68 B—Kt8 68 Kt—B 3 87 K—-R 3 87 P—Kt 5 ch
69 K—Q ¢ 69 K—K 3 88 K—Kt 2 88 K—R 5
70 B—Kt 3 70 B—Kt 6 89 B—Kt 7 89 B—R 3
7t B—K sq 71 K—B 4 9> B—Q 4 90 IE‘BSQ
72 B—Kt3 72 Kt—Q 4 91 B—B 91 Kt—B g
73 B—Q 6 73 B—B g 9: B—Q 4 92 Kt—Q 6 ch
7¢ B—Kt 8 93 K—Ktsq 93 K—Kt6
The Pawn would be captured inany 94 B—Kt 7 94 B—Kt g
case in abont half a dozen moves with g¢ B—B 6 05 B—Q 8
the aid of the King. 6 B—Kt » 96 B—B 7 ch
74 Ktx P o1 K—R oq 97 KieBg
75 K—B 3 75 Kt—B 3 98 B—B 8 1 3% Kt—R'g
76 B—Q 6 76 K—K 3 B—K
99 t7 99 B—Q6
4 g—gg 1 1}5—% 4 100 B—B8 100 K—B 6
; B:B s 7 Kt-_—K And White Resigns.
8<9) B—B 8 . gg Kt——Ktq‘s T'he Pgwn must now advn_nce, and
81 B—B s 81 Ki—K 6 Wb'ue wl:ll have to sacrifice h:g Bishop
82 BB 3 33 Ki—Q 4 ch ;o; ::\'o‘:esen Black will mate in about

GAME No. XXXIIIL

Played on January 23rd, 1896.

Ruy Lopes.

Notes By W. H. K. PoLLock.
WHITE. BLACK.

Mr. H. N. PiLisnury. Herr LAsSKER.
1 P—K 4 1 P—K 4

2 Kt—KB3 2 Ke—QBgy
3 B—Kts 3 Kt—B 3

4 Castles 4 KexP

5 P—Qq s K—Q 3

6 B—Kt 5

6BxKtor6PxP, KixB; 7 P—
Q R ¢ is more usual,

6 B—K 2

.................. Interposing the Pawn
would giv: Biack a very d flicult and
complicated game, in which most
probably White would have the advan-
lage of expericnce. The vriations
are interesting : for instance, 6.... P—
B3;7BxK,QPxB; 8PxP, P«

TI12

B; 9 PxKt, PxP; 10 R—K sq ch,
B—K2; 11Q—K2!, B—~Kt35: 12
QKi—Q 2, R—K Bsq; 13QR—
Q 5q, with a strong attack. Or 9...,
BxP; 10 R—Ksqch, K—B2; 11
Ki—B 3, &c.

B x Kt 7 BxB
PxP 8 QPxB
Ktx B

If 9 PxKi, B—B 3 !, with tle
superior game.

9 Qx Kt
Px Kt 10 PxP
R—Ksqch 1r B—K 3
............... The Pawn must be jeft

1o its fate, for K—Q 2; 12 Kt—B 3
(threateningQ) x Pch if nothing better),
P—Q 4; 13 Ki—K 4, followed by
P—Q B 4 with a winning attack.

QxP 12 R—Q sq
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13
14

IS
16

17

18

19
20

21
22
23
24

............... Black has probabl{ no
better than Q—K 2 at once, as he is
ohliged to give back the time gained
here, by inking a weakening advance
on his next move.

Q—R 3 13 P—OR3
Ki—B 3 14 Q—K 2
............. ..Castling would be fatal,

on account of 15 Ki—Q 4, followed
probably by Kt—B 5.

QxQ ch 15§ KxQ
Kt—K 4 16 P—Q Kt 3
Kt—Kt s 17 R—Q 4

PPN R--Q 7 was certainly to
be expected here,
KtxB

For now White apparently would
reap some :dvanlnﬁ by delaying this
capture, by 18 P—K B 4. This would
keep the Q R on the fourth rank (for
fear of P—B 5), thus gaining time for
R—K 2 or else induce Black to losea
move by P—K R 3 or P—K Kt 3 (?).
Perhaps, after 17..., R—Q 7; 18 P—
K B 4 might mill be useful, for if then
K—0Q2; 19 Q R-~Q:q !, but after
RxR; 20 RxR ch, I?-B 2, there
would hardly be more than a draw.

18 Px Kt
R—K 2 19 K R—Q sq
Q R—K sq

We have now a hatile of Rooks and
Pawns —a wmost difficult branch of 1he
game even (o experts. The chief points
to be remembered are that there are
no problems to be made as a rule,
except in the construction of maling
nets with K and R, that ** Rooks eat
many Pawns,” and that it is more than
ever wise (0 ** keep the draw in hand.”

20 K R—Q 3
P~KB4 21 R—Qy
K—B 2 22 K—B 3
K—B 3 23 RxR
RxR 24 R—Q 4

ssessssesssees. Threatening primarily to
get rid of the isolated Pawn by ad.
vancing it. Note that Q 4 is the only
square on the board from which this
R commands bis full complement of
squares, fourteen, except Q g.

P—KKtg4 26 P—QR 4
R—K 3 26 R—Q 7

27 R—B 3 27 P—B 4
28 R—Kt 3 28 RxR P
...... vee venere. Th fe

would be ReQ 3. ) e course
29 RxP 29 P—Kt 3

P--B‘s. ........ «.Necessary, to Prevent
30 P—B 3 30 P—R 4
31 R—Kt ;s

- This is the safest course, after which
the draw is practically assured. In
spite of his marked inferiority in the
early stages of the game, Black by his
consummate powers of calculation has
coutrived to render himself all Lyt
dangerous, through his(virtually) passed
Pawn on the X R file. Both sides
indeed try hard to win. .

Position after White’s 315t move :—

R—Kts.
BLACK (HFRR LASKER),

32

37
38

40
4r

WHITE (MR. PILLSBURY).

3t PxPch-
K—Kt3? 32 R—Q7
P—R 4 33 P—B3g
RxP 34 RxP
R—QBs 35 R—QRy
RxP 36 P—Kt 4
PxPch 37 KxP
R x P ch 38 K—B 4
K—B 3 39 R—R 6
R—Q B4 40 K—K4
K—K 3 41 K—Q 4
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42 K—Q 3 42 P—K-4 47 R—Kt s 47 P—K 6
43 R—QKt 4 43 R—R 7y 48 R—K 5 48 R—Kt 8 ch
44 P—B4ch 44 K—Bg3 49 K—B 3 49 R—QR 8
45 K—B 3 45 P—K 5 5o RxP 50 RxP
46 K—Kt 3 46 R—R 8 Drawn game.
——ve——
GAME No. XXXI1V.
Played on January 24th, 1896.
Ervans Gambit,
Notes sy \W. H. K. PoLLock. P, and if 20Q0xR, KtxQ; 21 Bx

WHITE. BLACK.
M. Tcuigorix.  Mr. W. StRINITZ,
1 P—K4 1 P—K 4
2 K—KB3 2 Kt—QB3
3 B—Bg4 3 B—Bg4
4 P—QKtg 4 BxKtP
s P—B3 5 B—R 4
6 Castles 6 i:——(lg 3
7 P—Q4 7 Px
8 PxP 8 Kt—B 3
9 Q—R 4 9 B—Q2
10 P—Q 5
This line of play was touched upon
in on:nn:)l::nolopgzme No. xx., Tchi-
gatin wersus Steinitz.
10 Kt—K 4
11 QxB 11 KtxB
12 Q—Kt4! 12 Kt—Kt 3!
13 P-QR 4
For once, the Russian champion
obtains a really gnod opening against
his present oppotent, and all his pieces
are qnickly hronght into active co-
operation.
13 P—Q R4
14 Q—Q 4 14 Castles
15 B Kts 15 P—R 3°?
16 B—R 4 16 B—Kt g
17 R—R 31 17 Q Kt—Q 2

We do not think that a better ce-
fence lies in B x Kt, if While retakes
with the Pawn. Thn:, BxKt; 18
P x B, R—K sq (to prevent 19 P—R 4,
which wouldt now be answered oy R x

18
19

Q, Rx B; and Black has 1he advan-
tage); 19 R—K 3, with an over-
whelming attack.

QKt—Q 2 18 R—K sq
K—R sq

An admirable move. suiting every
coniingency. If now Ki—K 4; 20
KixKi, PxKt; 21 Q—Kt 2, and
Biack’s situation is bad.

19 R—R 3

.................. This is ingenious and
deserves success, but its object in part,
the attack on the K P, has been pro-
vided against.

20 K Kt—Kt sq 20 R—Kt 3

22 P—B 3

21 B—R ¢

.................. A persistence in the
combination with the Q R is tempting
but imprudent.  For example: R—
Kt 5; 22 Q—R sq, B—R 4; 23 Kt-—
Kt 3, Q—R sq (to defend the Q R P);
24 B—Ksq, Kt—B 4; 25 KixKt Y,
PxKt; 26 BxR. RPxn5; 27 R—
Kt 3, P—QRKt3; 28 Ki—R 3, Black’s

assed  Pawns are larg:ly ~counter-
1anced by White’s centre, nor can
the former be easily assisted by those
bLehind them, while the Rishop is
nnfavotrably posted.  Therefore the
sacrifice of the exchange would he
hardly justified.

22 Ki—B 4 22 R—R 3

23 R—Ktsq 23 Q—R sq
.................. P—Q Ki 3 seems to
relieve *he pressuze on l?xe Q side,

enubling Black to wnlddraw his Q K
from i1s strange posiion, and to cun-
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24

23
26

27

cenirate his furces on the other flank.
At all events Black now drifts into
rocky waters,

Kt—K 2

Asnare! If KtxKP; 25 PxKt
(not 25 P—Kt 4, B—- Kt 3; 26 P x K,
RxP, &:), BxKt; 26 R—K Kt 3,
Kt--K 4; 27 B—B 6, recovering the
Pawn with a strong attack,

24 Q—R 2

Q—Q 2 25 B—Kt 3

R—QBsq! 26 Kt—R 2

Kt—Q 4 27 Kt—B 4
...... essesscn. Threatening Kt x K P.

We give a diagram of this most difficult
situation.

Position after Black’s 27th move : —
Kt—B 4.

BLACK (MR. STEINITZ).

28

29
30
3t
32
33

WHITE (M. TCHIGORIN).
B—Kt3 28 Kt—B 3

esseesssnsicsn The projected sacrifice
of the Knight isthe best means, although
a somewhat desperate one, of meeting
the threatened disruption by P—K s,
Forif P—K B 3; 29 Kt— l);(. Q—
I\tsq; 0Kt (B4)xQP,PxKe; 31
RxKt, R—Qsq; 32QR—B 3 and
must win.

Kt—Kt 5 29 Q—Kt sq
P—K g 3o Kt(B3)—Ks!
Px Kt 31 KtxP

Q—Q 4 32 Ktx B ch
Rx Kt

34
35

36
37

49
50
51

——

As will presently be seen, 38 F x K
is the correct move, making a vent for
the King.

33 PxP
KtxK P 34 P—Q B 4
PxPep. 35 Qx Kt
....... sassensse.. Had White played 33

Px Kt, Black’s last move could not
have been made, on account of 36 P x
P compelling Black to give up a2 Rook,

QxQ 36 RxQ
P—B ¢

Whereas, if now 37 Px P, R—Kt3
and 38 R—B 8 ch 15 useless, owing to
the mate threatened by Black., How-
ever, White once more emerges a piece
to the good, though victory is more
remote.

37 B—B g
P—B8qu.ch38 BxQ
RxBch 39 K—R 2
P—R 3 40 R—Q B 3
R(Kt3)-QB3 41 RxR(Bsq)
RxR 42 R—K 5
Kt—B 3 43 R—QKts
K—Ktsq 44 P—B 4
R—B s 45 R—Kt 6
Kt—K 2 46 P—B 5

.............. All very clever, if 47
Kitx P, R—Kt §.
K—B 2 47 P—Q Kt 3
R—B6

The idea now formed by White, viz.,
to weave a mating net with K, R, and
Kt, is a very pretty one and, ahthongh
it fails, it does not cause the loss (nor
should have caused the drawing) of the
game.

48 P—K Kt 4
Kt—B 3 49 R—Kt 7 ch
K—B3 so R—Q 7
Kt—K ¢ st R—R ¢

The mating, if mating there ls, must’
be done on the K side of the board,
where the action of the Whiie K is
under cover of the adverse Pawns,
Consequently Black should not have
‘been driven fitrther to the left than his
K B file, See diagram.
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Pusition after Black's §1st move :—
: R—R 1.

BLACK (MR. STRINITZ)

Po:ition after White's 68th wove ; —

Ki—Q s.

BLACK (MR, STFINITZ).

52

WIIITE (M. TCHIGORIN).

Kt—B 6 ch

Suppose 52 K—Ki1 4, K—Kt2; 53
K--Bs, —B;g or2; 54 R—K 6,
R—Q By (R—K7; 55 KixP); 55
Kt—Q 6, R—B2; §6 K -B6, K=

Ktsq; 57 K—Kt 6, R-Kt 2¢ch; 58
Kx P, R~R 2¢h; 59 K x P and wins,
Or 52 K—Kt 4, Rx P ch; 53 K—B
§» K—Kt 2; 54 R—~B 7ch, K—Bsq;
55 Kti—B 6, I'—Kt 5; 56 P—R 4,
folluwed by K—Kt 6 and wins.

52 K—Kt 2
K—Kt 4 53 K—B 2
K—B 5 5¢ K—K 2
R~K6ch 55 K—Qsq
Ki—Q g 56 K—B sq
K-Kg 57 P—R 4
R~KKt6 58 RxKt P
KixKBP 59 R—Ki6
Kt—Q 5 60 RxP
K—-Q6 61t R—R g

............... The Datile rages keenly;
this is 1o stop K—B 6 at once, which
would be fatal.

R—Kt8ch 62 K—Kl 2
R—Xt 7ch 63 K—Ktsq
Ktx P 64 R—R 8
K—B 6 63 R—B 8 ch
K—Kr 5 66 R—B 2
RxP 67 R—K R 2

Ki—Q s

WHITE (M. TCHIGORIN),
After 68 Kx P, P—R 5; 69 R—Kt¢
2, PR 6: 70 R-R 2, the QR P
will he lost if the Kt crosses to capture

the remain'ng Black Pawn. But Ly
leaving the Q R P, White could effect
the capture of the other, by 68 R—
Kt 3, P—R 5; 60 R—K R 3, and then
crossing with Kt.  In the laner varia-
tion it is curious how the Black Pawns
would keep the K and R respectively
fromQ R4 and K R 5. After the
text move the game is legitimatcly

drawn.

68 P—R 5
R—Kt 6 69 P—R 6
K—Kt 6 70 R—Kt 2 ch
K—B 6 71 R—KR 2
K—Kt 6 792 R—Kta2ch'!
KxP 23 R—KR 2
K—Kt6 74 R—Kt 2ch
K—R 6 75 R—R 2 ch
K—Kt6 76 R—Kt 2 ch
K—B g 77 R—K R 2
R—Kt sq 78 P—R 4
R—KRsqy 79 R—R 6
Kt—B 6 8 R—R g
K—Kt s 81 K—R 2
Kt—Q 7 82 R—R 2
Kt—B 5 83 R—R g
Ke—Q 3 83 R—R 4 ch
K—Kt ¢ 85 R—R 5ch
K—Kt 3 8 R—R 6
K—B 2 87 K—R 3
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88 Ki—B 2 88 R—R g
8 Ki—Q:q 89 R—R6
go Kt—Kt 2 9o K—R 4
91 K—Q ¢q or K—Ktg
92 K—K 2 92 K—R 6
93 Kt—Q3 93 KxP

94 Kt—B 2 94 R—R g

9s K—B 3 95 K—Kt 3
96 K=Kt 3 96 R—R 2
97 Kt—Kt4 97 K—B3j

98 R—Bsqch 98 K—Q5
99 KtxP
And after 1§ more moves the game

was abandoned as drawn.

GAME No. XXXV,

Played on January 27th, 1896.

Queen’s Gambit Declined.

Notes sy W. H. K. Porrock.

WHITE. BLACK,
Mr. H, N. PiLtsgury. M. TCHIGORIN.
1 P—Qq 1 P—Q 4

2 P-QBg4 2 Kt—Q B 3
3 Ki—KB3 3 B—Ktg

4 P—K 3 ¢ P—K3

5 Kt—B 3 5§ B—Kts

6 Q—Kt 3 6 QBxKt

9 PxB 9 KKt—K 2
8 B—Q:2 8 Castles

9 P—B 4

To prevent Black from breaking

through with P—K 4.
9 R—Ktsq

erenionaes M. Tchigorin’s instinct
for attack is truly remarkable. White,
however, encourages it hy his plan of
? R. We have fourid no’
methods for White in this peculiar
opening so reliable or so much in
accord with principle as those adopted
in the consultation game at Flastings,
vide British Chess Magasine, Novem-
In that game the White
allies observe the principle that the
Knights fight best on a crowded and

Castlin

ber, 1895.

the Hishops on a free board.

10 Castles 10 PxP
1t BxP 11 P—Q Kt 4
12 B—Q 3
B or KtxP would cost White a
piece.
12 BxKt
13 QxB! 13 R—Kt 3

Iq
15
16
17

.................. To release the King’s
Knight, also threatening a pretty little
attack by Kt—K 4.

K—Kitsq 14 P-QR 24
K R—Ktsq 15 Kt—Kt 5
B—K 16 K Kt—0Q
Q—Bs 17 Q—Rsq

........... Black plays with wonderful
spirit. This move, first of all, threatens’
another pretty little surprise by Kt—
B 6 ch ! Secondly, the Q makes
way flor the second R at Q Kt sq, after
R—B 3, Qx Kt P, In the third place,
all this oblizes White to exchange off
his Bs for Kis. In so doing White

gains a Pawn, but for all that White
retains a strong attack. Al proofs of
the vulncrability of a K Castled on
the Qs side,
Position after Black’s 17th move :—
Q—R »q.
BLACK (M, TCHIGORIN).

WHITE {MR. PILLSBURY).
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18 Q Bx Kt 18 PxB

19 Bx Kt 19 PxB

20 QxKt P 20 R—Q R 3!
21 Q—Kt 3

22

23
24
25

26

27
28

29

If 21 P—QR 3, R—R §5; followed
by P—Kt g, There is in this case no
attack for White by 22 Q—K 7,
threatening Rx P ch, as the R can
always return for defence to Q R 3.

21 R—Ktsq
R—Kt 5

There is nothing pretiier in the way
of gaining time in chess than the
double entendre (if the expression is
allowed), except the triple entendre.
Here White primarily attacks the Q P,
at the same time preparing to double
his Rooks, and further, causes the
opponent in defence to cut his Q R off
from the K side. More thun that,
Black’s Q B 3 square itself might in
certain cases have proved a very good
post for a Q or R

22 P—Q B g
Q R—Ktsq 23 P-—-Kt 3
P—Bg 24 P—Kts
PxP 25 RPxP
The Standard gives the following
variation, shewing how accurately

Black plays here: If 25..., B PxP;
26 Q—Q 3, RxP; 27 Rx Pch, K—
Rsq; 28 Q—B 5, R—R 8 ch; 29
K—B 2, P—Kt6ch; 30K-Q2 Q-
R 4ch; 3t K—K 2, Q—R 3ch; 32
K—B 3 and wins.

Q—-Q3!
Escaping R—R 6 as well as threaten-

ing RxP ch.

26 K—B syt
RxKtP! 27 RxP
R—Kt8ch 28 K—K 2
RxR

See DIaGRAM.
29 Q—R 5!

practically brings to a close a chapter
of brilliant incidents, equally creditabie
to both combatants. Accrdents there
are none in this game, although the
ex!mordinary situation of the Kings
and the hair’s-breadth escape of each

from mate would be worth a diagram
if it had been brought about by hap-
hazard play.

Position after White’s 29th move :—

R xR.

BLACK (M. TCHIGORIN).

32
33

WHITE (MR. PILLSBURY),

R—Ktych 30 K—K 3
K—Bsq!

One more point—here 31 R.--Kt 6
ch loses on account of P—B 3, and
now White cannot even draw by sac-
rificing both Rooks, the K evenlualg

escapin_g from the Q to Q Kt 4 and
B 5. This too is very curious.

31 R—R 8ch
K—Q 2 32 RxR

Q—B 2

With this move the draw is furced,
aud this result secured Mr, Pillsbury
the third prize. The remainder of the
play is not unworthy of perusal, as M.
Tchigorin would natarally make the
utmost effort to reverse this decision,
even in the face of impossibility.

33 QxQch!
KxQ 34 R—Kty
RxKtP 35 RxRP
R—Kt 7 36 RxPch
K—Q3 371 P—K B4
R—QB7 38 K-Q3
R—K By 39P-By
PxPch 40 KxP
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41t R—-B7ch 41 K—-Q3 52 K—K 2 53 K—K 4

42 .R—B 2 43 R—B6 53 R—Q 4 53 R—Kt 6
43 K—Q 4 43 R—R G 54 R—KB4 54 R—B6

44 R—B 2 44 K—K 3 55 K—Q 2 55 R—Bsq
45 P—Kt 4 45 R—R 5ch 66 K—Q 3 56 R—B 8

46 R—B 4 46 R—R 8 57 K—Q 2 s7 R—QRS8"
47 K-B ;5 47 R—B 8ch 58 K—K 2 58 R—R 5 ch
48 K—Q 4 48 R—Q Kt 8 50 K—Q 3 50 R—K Kt v
49 K—B 3 49 R—K 8 6o K—B 3 60 R—K 7

50 K—Q 2 50 R—QR 8 61 K—Q 3 6r R—QR 4
st K—Q3 5t R—R 6 ch 62 K—B 3 62 Drawn.

GAME No. XXXVI.

Played on January 27th, 1896.

Queen’s Gamdit Declined,

Nores By W. H. K. PoLLock.

WIITE, BLACK.

Mr., STRINITZ, Here LASKRR.

1 P—-Q4 1 P—Q 4

2 P—QBy4 2 P—K 3

3 Kt—QB3 3 Kt—KBj

4 B—B4 4 P—By4
............... Compare game No. vii.,

Steinitz versus Lasker.
5 P—K 3 5§ Kt—B 3
6 Kt—B 3 6 P—QR 3

............... This is not compulsory,
as PxQ Por PxB P may be played,
and the threat of Kt—Kt 5 rendered
harmisss in other ways afterwards.

7 QPxP 7 BxP
8 PxP 8 KtxP
9 Ktx Kt 9 PxKt
1o B—Q 3

It

12

A Lold course, wkich gives Blzck
some anack. 10 P—Q R 3 however
was not to be thought of,

1o B—Kt 5 ch
K—K 2 11 P—Q ;s
................. Spirited play, though
B~K Ktgat oncr ix probgbly sounder,
reserving P—Q § until afier Castling.
PxP 1z B—Kt s

13

14
16
16

17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

....... sseeeen Kt X P ch wonld of courze
loge a piece after 13 Kt x Kt, a5 Q can-

not reiake.  Black can easily recover
the Pawn however.
B—K 3 13 Q—Q4?

............... Castles, followed by R—
K sq, appears to be stronger. We
cannut see any virtue at ml in the
Queen’s move,

Q—Kt 3 14 Ktx P ch
Bx Kt 15 QxB
K R—-Q sq

White has hew a fair position, and
there is nothing hetter for the opponent
than to retire the threatened Q to Ki 3.
He obviously dare not Castle on eiiher
side, bt his move of the K is very
dangerous,

16 K—Bsq?.
B—B 4 17 BxKtch
PxB 18 Q—K 4 ch
K—B sq 19 B—K 2!
R—Q 7y 20 R—Q sq
RxRch 2t BxR
QxP 22 Q—B 2
Q—Qs 23 P—Kr 3
Q—Q4 24 P—B 3
R—Q sq 25 B—K 2
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Position after Black’s 27th move 1~

B—K a.

BLACK (HERR LASKER),

WHITE (MR. STEINITZ).

26 BxP

This is the key Pawn to the problem
of victory no doubt, but White must
Elay 0 as to capture it without losirg

isown K R Pinreturn. Th- follow-
ing analysis (laken mainlv from the
Standard, to which great credit is due)
serms pretty clearly to prove that
White had here a winning attack by
Q—Q 51 Thas, 26 Q—Q 5, K—Ki
2 (if B moves, White simply exchanges
Queens and Rooks and captures the

R P. It will be noticed that in case
of a sacrifice of the Black B eventually
White's Q R P is the stronger for ils

uecning on a square commanded by
his ‘B, ecliminaiing various chances of
adraw); 27 Q—B 7 ch, K—R 3; 28

 R-Q 4!, P—Kt 4 (if P—B 4; 29
R—R 4 ch, K—Kt 4;:30 Q—Kt 7,
P—~Bg1!; 38 Q—R 6 ch, K—~B4!;
32B—Q3ch, K—K3; 33 RxPand
wins. White threatens principally 29
R~—R 4 ch, followed by Q—Kt 7, to
prevent which B—Q sq would not do,
on account of 29 R—Q 7, while if K

moves ; 29 Q—Kt 7, or if R moves;
29 R—R 4 ¢ch, &c.}); 29 P—K R 4,
R—K Bsq (30 PxP, PxP; 31 R -
K 4 being now the threat); 30 Q—K
6, R—Qsq (or A); 31 PxPch, Kx
P; 32 R—Kt 4 ch, and mates in three
more moves.

A—30..., Q—K 4; 31 PxPch, K
~-Kt 2 (or loses the Q) ; 32 Px P ch,
BxP(QxP; 33 R—Kt4ch, K—-R 3;
34 Q—K 3ch, K—R 4: 35 B—K 21
aud wins); 33 R—Q 7 ch !, K—Rq;
34 Q—R 3, B—Kt 2; 35 B—Q 3, P—
R 3; 36 Q—Kt4.QxP; 370—K 4,
Q—B 8 ch; 38 K—~K 2, Q—Kt 7 ch;
39 K—Q'sq, Q—R 8ch; 40 B—Ktsq
and wins.

After the text move \Vhite can no
longer win, for now as fast as he
spreads his mating nets he falls into a
vortex of checks which destroy his

plans,

26 QxP
Q—Q7 27 Q—Bs
B—Kt g 28 K—B 2
R—Q ¢ 29 QxP
B—Bg4ch 30 K—Bsq
Q—K 6 31 Q—R 8ch
K—K 2 32 Q—R 4 ch
P—B 3 '

The exchange of Queens cannot be

avoided.

33 Q—K ¢ ch
QxQ 34 PxQ
R—Q 7 35 P—R 4
R—Kt 7 36 R—R 3
K—B sq 37 P—Kt 4
R—Kt8ch 38 K—Kt2
R—Kt8ch 39 K-B3
K—Kt 2 40 K—B 4
B—Q 3ch 4t K—Bj
R—Kt 6 42 R—R sq
R—Kt 7 43 B—B 4
B—Kt 6 44 R—Q sq

Drawn.

*:)e-%{ﬁ w2
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FULL SCORE OF THE TOURNAMENT.
: &
. B E g
3 8 o
3 & & 5|8
Herr Lasker ...... r1dorfioodrddlrdrnrdafiny
Mr. Steinitz ...... oof1o0} 1djdri1jorioof| g}
Mr. Pilllsbury ...jt13034|oddooo rr1oo4|8
M. Tchigorin...... otoofoltoori1dlooorr} 7
Total lost... 6} 8} 10 18] 36

According to the conditions. the prizes were :—first £ 50, second £ 30,
third £20, fourth £10; further, for each game won 44, fora draw £ 2,
for a lost game £1. Lasker therefore received £99, Steinitz received £74,
Pillsbury received £59, and Tchigorin received 447, besides travelling
expenses and all incidental expenses of the tournament.

score maintains his right to the championship of the world. If,
however, the Tournament is considered as a series of individual
matches, Mr. Pillsbury may reasonably point to the result of their

personal encounters and fairly claim that he is the better match player. Ex-
tending this view of the Tournament, and strictly regarding it as a series of
matches, we have the following results. Herr Lasker won two matches—
defeating Mr. Steinitz by 4 to 2, and M. Tchigorin by s to 1, and losing to Mr.
Pillsbury by 24 to 33. Next to Herr Lasker comes Mr. Pillsbury, who also
won two matches, one each against Lasker and Tchigorin, both of whom he
defeated by 33 to 2}, but he lost to Mr. Stemnitz by 1 to 5. Mr. Steinitz is
third with one match won, that against Pillsbury by 5 to 1, and two lost—
to Lasker by 2 to 4, and Tchigorin by 2} to 3. Finally we have M.
Tchigorin who defeated Mr. Steinitz by 3} to 24, but lost to Lasker by 1
to 5, and to Pillsbury by 24 to 34. It is noteworthy that no match was
drawn! Mr. Pillsbury, who did not win a single game against Steinitz.
defeated Lasker by 34 to 24, though the latter defeated Steinitz by 4 to 2 !
Viewing the contest as a series of six tournaments, quite another
phase of the play presents niself. In the first of these six tournaments
Lasker and Pillsbury are equal with 2 points each, and. Steinitz and
Tchigorin “tie ” with 1 each. In the second tournament Pillsbury is first
with 24, Lasker and Steinitz second and third ¢a @guo with 14, Tchigorin
fourth with } only. In the third tournament Lasker, Pillsbury, and

@HE chief honours rest with Herr Lasker, who by his total aggregate
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Steinitz scored 2 each, Tchigorin #iZ. In the fourth tournament Lasker,
Steinitz, and Tchigorin tied with 2 each, Pillsbury #¢Z In the fifth tournament
Tchigorin was the absolute winner with 24, Lasker coming next with 2,
followed by. Steinitz with 1, and Pillsbury with §. In the last tournament
Lasker-and Steinitz are equal with 2 points each, Pillsbury and Tchigorin
1 each. It is curious to note that neither Lasker nor Steinitz absolutely
won any of the six tournaments, whilst Pillsbury and Tchigorin, who were
ultimately placed third and fourth in the aggregate scores, each won absolute
first place in the smaller tournaments. This again helps to throw a side-
light on Lasker’s performance, for it becomes clear, from an inspection of
the figures, that he maintains a more exact level than his competitors, for
he again and again comes out with 2 points, only once falling below that
score, when his total was 14. On the other hand both Pillsbury and
Tchigorin achieved most erratic results, ranging in each case from § to 24,
This levelness of results is highly characteristic of Herr Laskers play
throughout his career, as will easily be seen by going through the records
of his earlier performances. It would perhaps. not be ‘an_unfair summary
to say that he is the most consistent player we have; but this is only
another way of stating that he commits the fewest blunders in his play.
Had the Tournament been restricted to the three first rounds, the com-
petitors would have come out in the following order: Pillsbury first with -
64, Lasker second with 54, Steinitz third with 44 (or exactly so per cent.),
and Tchigorin fourth with 1. On the other hand, if the last three rounds
had formed a complete tournament, the result would have been Lasker first
with 6, Tchigorin a good second with 5}, Steinitz third with s, Pillsbury
last with 14.  The relative positions of Messrs. Pillsbury and Tchigorin in
the two halves of the Tournament are very striking, and the cause may
probably have to be sought in questions of health at the time of play, and
this again would tend to show that the absolute supremacy of any one over
the others is not so.marked as the surface figures show. That is to say,
had Lasker come out the winner of each separate Tournament, and there-
fore had he come out the winner in each half of the entire Tournament,
then we should have said that he was the absolute best player of the four
50 far as this Tournament is concerned. As it stands this can hardly be
alleged with absolute certainty. It is curious too to notice that Herr
Lasker did not lose a single game to M. Tchigorin—winning 4 and drawing
2; whilst Mr. Steinitz occupied the same position with respect to Mr.
Pillsbury, and by exactly the same score, 4 winsand 2 draws. Yet Tchigorin
defeated Steinitz by 3} to 24, and Pillsbury defeated Lasker by exactly the -
same score.

Passing from the players to the play, it is a disappointing fact that so
few openings were adopted. Practically four only were used, and of these
two were of a close type.

Result. Per
OPENINGS. Times W. B. . Points  centage
A Played wins wins Draws W, B, W, wns
Q's Pawn (in various forms)...... 15 . 4 7 4 ... 6 9 .40
Ruy Lopez .....cc.ooiiivinvnnninninns 8 § 0 3 . 6} 1} .. 81
Petroff .oocovreirenninenniniiiiinnnne, 6 2 2 2 ...3 3 .50
Evans .. .iceerapioens yossontaniannnes 4 T 2 1 1}

t 2% .3
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Givoco Plano......ccoveviiies cieee 1 T o 1 00
Four Knights .....covvviviniennnnne. 1 ... o 1 o o I ..‘00
Two Knights «...c.ooiiiiiiiiaan, 1 o o 1 y § ~. 50

36 114 11 168 19} *46

- It will be seen that the Queen’s Side Opening, in its various phases, still

holds the foremost place, and that next to it comes the Ruy Lopez, as was
the case at the Hastings Tournament; the third place, however, is now
taken by the Petroff, once an almost discarded opening. The most
noticeable absentee is the French, once a favourite defence in impor-
tant encounters. The Ruy Lopez, despite all the efforts of the analysts,
still remains as the most formidable weapon in the hands of the first player,
yielding him in this Tournament nearly double the per centage of wins that
either the Queen Side Opening or the Petroff does. Indeed it is pretty
manifest that the Petroff was mainly adopted to try to avoid the thraldom
imposed by the dreaded Ruy Lopez. The principal point in the Petroff is
Mr. Pillsbury’s treatment of the opening when White plays 3 P—Q 4. The
young American meets this very successfully by 3..., Px P, and although
he lost a game in this form to Steinitz, he had a perfectly even game for
many moves, and it was not till the twenty-first move that Steinitz obtained
an advantage. As the advance of the P to Q 4 on the third move
has been held to give White the better game, this will cause the analysts to
investigate further. Steinitz tried his defence in the Ruy Lopez, 3..., P—
'Q 3, but not with much success, and later on he abandoned it, and the
Ruy Lopez stands pretty much where it was, Tchigorin in one or two
instances tried to hold the attack back, but not much came of it.
Tchigorin also strove to prove that in the Q P Opening two Knights are
better than two Bishops, that the latter should always be pinned at the
earliest opportunity by the second player, who should also play the Q Kt
in front of the B P, as well as the K Kt, unless the latter finds a place at
K 2. In one game, Lasker, with White, played the Q Kt thus against
Tchigorin. Al the players, except M. Tchigorin on one or two occasions,
made strenuous efforts to be the first to advance P—K 4 in the Queen’s
Gambits. These games seem to us to be the most liberally varied and
instructive of any one collection of this opening up to date. Castling on
the Q side was adopted on several occasions, and this is very uncommon.
Pillsbury and Steinitz, by the way. are reported to have played the Q P
Opening by mutual agreement in three of their games. Pillsbury did not
profit by this bargain, but that is their own business.

The lessons to be learnt from the various and peculiar styles of the
players are of a valuable kind. as is only to be expected from such absolute
masters of theory. Lessons are to be learnt from their errors—from the
severe punishments administered for faults against principle. The broad
morals of opening a game, rather than strings of “best book moves,” are
what we carry away with us au ben marché from the rifled granaries of these
four great husbandmen of the fields of intellect. The cardinal rules, so
hard to keep in mind during the heat of the battle, have been well empha-
sised and stamped with the characters of the individuals. Idiosyncracies
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have been moulded, subdued and toned down by the necessities of safety
and prudence. Rare are the openings in which the laws of development
have not been respected—attacks have been prematurely but not rashly
formed—the Pawn centre has been carefully attended to, open files seized,
counter assaults resorted to under heavy pressure, drawn games kept well
in hand, and all the rest of it. Mistakes have been mainly of the nature
of oversights or due to fits of “chess-blindness.”

Occasional glaring examples of violation of leading principles have
been as much the property of the accurate and vigilant first-prize winner
and the Modern Schoolmaster as of the youthful American or the impetuous
Russian, witness the move Kt—K g of the champion in the 11th round,
or his handling of the pieces on the Q side in the Petrof won by Mr.
Pillsbury, or, it might even be, his move of 4 Kt—Q B 3 in his final
encounter with M. Tchigorin, supposing any truth in Mr. Pollock’s note to -
the reply of the latter in these pages.

As'to actual blunders, it hardly appears as if Lasker had made any at
all, while Steinitz and Pillsbury had the lion's share of these grievous para-
sites of good chess in all its branches. Tchigorin’s errors of omission and
commission were of a somewhat different kind, occasional accessions of
physical disability producing most belpless groping in imaginary darkness,
very rare in his play and largely due to his superlative exertions. Pillsbury
was a sufferer in this way, but not to the same extent, his errors (rare indeed
in his general play) being more accentuated and more evidently caused by
pressure of time, and no doubt to external influences, to which the older
warriors should be and probably are more impervious.

Possibly the most unexpected result was Tchigorin’s final position at
the very end of the score. But we do not think that this shows his true
form, neither do we believe there is that disparity between his playand Lasker’s
as the personal encounters during the tournament shews. A score of 4
wins to o, with 2 draws, would on the surface indicate a very great superiority
on the part of the winner, but we remember the respective positions of
these two players in the Hastings Tournament, and we cannot accept these"
figures as absolutely showing the relative stréngth of the two masters.

Pillsbury too seems to us to come out below his true form, for we do
not believe that the result of the games played between Steinitz and Pillsbury
is a fair index of the relative strength of the two masters. Indeed a careful
analysis of the Pillsbury games shew that he ought to have done better.
Certainly Pillsbury lost three games to Steinitz that ought to have had a better
termination. And it would have made a great difference in his final
position if he had not let these chances slip. The fact that he did so well
against Lasker amply proves that he possesses the highest chess abilities,
and we can only suppose that his defeat by Steinitz was owing to causes
which possibly may not recur when these two redoubtable players meet
again. Anyhow Pillsbury is still young, and the chess world is all before
him. A match between Lasker and Pillsbury would be interesting from
many points of view.

The proceedings commenced with a dinner, and were concluded
with a similar function, the St. Petersburg Chess Club giving a farewell
dinner to the four masters. This enterprising chess club is to be congraty-
lated on the success of the tournament,
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