Modern
Chess
Openings

by Reuben Fine



PREFACE TO THE SIXTH EDITION

In the Sixth Edition of this book there is a notable
change, which we are sure that all our supporters will
appreciate. While we were considering the advisability of
bringing it out in the current year we were approached by
Mr. Reuben Fine with a suggestion that he should under-
take the task of revision; and we gladly agreed.

Reuben Fine needs no introduction to those who are
interested in the game of chess. His past achievements had
already made him famous; and he added another glorious
chapter to the story of his career, just as he had finished his
work for us, by tieing for the first place in the great
“A.V.R.0.” Tournament towards the end of 1938.

Naturally we gave our reviser a free hand in dealing
with his task, merely reserving to ourselves the editorial
right of making such slight changes in his text as might
seem to us necessary. Mr. Fine, however, scrupulously
adhered to the traditions of Modern Chess Openings, while
availing himself fully of the privilege which must be con-
ceded to a master of his rank of expressing his personal
opinions on the lines of play which are illustrated in the
book, and altering as he thought fit the introductions to the
various openings.

In comparing this new edition with its predecessor we
may note that it contains 332 pages and 1,215 columns, as
against 300 pages and 1,060 columns of seven years ago.
We have gladly got rid of the cumbrous device of Addenda,
which was forced upon us by circumstances of production
in 1932. We have also, in deference to Mr. Fine’s wishes,
abandoned the use of “starred ” columns to indicate what
appears to be the best line of play for both sides. In his
preface the reviser explains the system adopted by him in
appraising lines of play, so no comment on it is needed
from us.



PREFACE TO THE SIXTH EDITION

The only difficulty which arose in the completion of
this edition was caused by our desire to introduce new
variations from the “A.V.R.O.” Tournament after the
manuscript had been sent to the printers and was in process
of being set up. The printer's work was held back
sufficiently to permit the mention of the most important of
these; and it so happened that this delay made it possible
to put in some of the novelties from the Hastings Tourna-
ment of 1938-39 and a few from the Leningrad-Moscow
Tournament this year.

In conclusion we should like to convey our personal
thanks to Mr. Fine for the admirable way in which he has
carried out his revision (on which point we think our
readers will agree), and to acknowledge how little he left
us to do. The manuscript was typed by his wife, and the
printers had no difficulty on the score of illegibility. We
desire also to express our gratitude to all who have helped
us in the preparation of this new editién, and especially to
our assistants in the exacting work of reading the proofs,
with particular mention of Messrs. F. J. Camm and
R. Hutter, and Sir Gilbert Jackson.

Tee Ebp1TORS.

London, Januarv, 1939.



PREFACE

THE task of revising M odern Chess O penings has been
both arduous and pleasant; arduous because of the
almost endless ramifications of modern opening theory,
which necessitated the examination of the openings
of thousands of games; pleasant because the result is
a solution, albeit an incomplete one, to the complicated
labyrinth. I have been guided by the principle of the
earlier editions, that this work is intended to be both
modern and practical. For that reason I have enlarged
the sections on the Queen’s side openings and the Ruy
Lopez, as these are the sine gqua non of contemporary
tournaments, although I have refrained from paying
too much attention to any particular variation in these
openings, since the practical player must be acquainted
with a great number of different lines.

I wish to express my grateful thanks to various
friends who have helped me; particularly to Mr. Fred
Reinfeld for his countless invaluable suggestions, and
to Mr. Sidney Bernstein for reading the manuscript.

REUBEN FINE.

New York, December 20th, 1938.



PREFATORY NOTES

TuE arrangement of openings in alphabetical order seems
to us most suitable for a book on Chess Openings. At the
same time there is the difficulty of finding irregular openings
or those infrequently played. For such the student must
refer to the general index, which has been considerably
altered for this new edition.

We have evaluated the variations by means of 2 number
of symbols which are extensively used in all chess publica-
tions. For those who are unfamiliar with their exact
meaning we append a short glossary.

44 (after White move) White has a winning
advantage.

-++ (after Black move) Black has a winning
advantage.

+ (after White move) White has a distinct
superiority, but there is no question of a
forced win.

(after Black move) Black has a distinct
superiority, but there is no question of a
forced wia.

+

H-

White stands slightly better.
F Black stands slightly better.

The position is even.

Il

Where a variation is given without any evaluating
symbol or comment, it can be assumed that the position
reached is one where both sides have good chances, and
that considerable analysis is required to come to a definite
conclusion. In doubtful cases we would not recommend
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our readers to forego their own judgment; for an attacking
player with a Pawn to the bad might consider his position
to be an adequate return, whereas a more cautious player
might come to the opposite conclusion.

For the benefit of the student unfamiliar with a
particular opening, who wishes to acquaint himself with the
leading variations, we would recommend in the first place
a careful study of the introductory remarks. To obtain
a preliminary view of the opening, the variations given in
the footnotes may frequently be neglected for the time
being. It is particularly advisable that a player should
endeavour to ascertain for himself the why and wherefore
of certain moves, the habit of playing a series of book-
moves by heart leading to disaster when the opponent
-deviates from the book.

We have endeavoured to arrange the columns in the
simplest possible form for reference, and this has rendered
necessary a considerable amount of transposition of the
opening moves, mainly in the sections dealing with the
Queen’s side openings and the Ruy Lopez. It is necessary
to state this in order to avoid being charged with erroneous
records of actual games. We have drawn attention, as far
as possible, to the cases where one opening transposes
into another.



NOTATION

For the benefit of such of our readers as are not familiar
with the English notation of the chessboard and the names of
the pieces, we give a diagram of the board showing the (English)
descriptive and the algebraic names of the squares and a table
of equivalents in various foreign languages for the symbols
of the English chess pieces.
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ALEKHINE’S DEFENCE

Tais defence to 1 P—K 4, which in our 19235 edition was
characterized as “ bizarre,” has met with the fate which
often awaits openings that at first seem bizarre, and has
now come to be regarded as normal.

I..., Kt—K B 3, although known as a playable move
long before the present Champion’s days, was introduced
as a tournament weapon by Alekhine at Budapest in 1921,
and quickly grew in favour. In this decade the defence
has lost much of its erstwhile popularity, but it is still
often adopted by Euwe, Flohr, Reshevsky, and Fine.

The distinguishing feature of the defence is that, con-
trary to all the tenets of the classical school, Black allows
his King’s Knight to be driven about the board in the early
stages of the game, in the expectation nf provoking a weak-
ness in White’s centre Pawns. Tartakover aptly remarks
that White has his initiative to defend; but if he is
successful Black’s position remains fearfully cramped.

The variations which were the earliest to assume a
certain appearance of regularity are represented in cols.
I to 3. They give rise to extremely difficult positions in
which White’s centre proves difficult to maintain. Black’s
development, apart from the Knight temporarily misplaced
on QKt3, leaves little to be desired. The simplifying
variation in cols. 4 and 5 is easier for White to play, but
yields him no advantage whatsoever. The line in col. 6,
played by Alekhine in the highly important 20th match
game against Euwe in 1935, has since been exhaustively
analysed and need not be feared by Black. The simple
continuation in col. 7 is one of the few lines where prevail-
ing theory prefers White.

Dr. Lasker’s move 4 P—B 5 is shown in cols. 8 to 10.
If White wishes to avoid equality, he can adopt the com-
plicated attacking variation in col. 1o. Lajos Steiner’s
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move 4 P—Q Kt3 (col. 11) is also worthy of attention.
Black does best to adopt the simplifying line in note (b).

In cols. 12 to 17 White omits for the time being a
second driving move against Black’s Knight by P—Q B 4.
Botvinnik scored a memorable success against Flohr with
this line at Moscow, 1936, but in a later game Flohr
improved upon his earlier play. Bo6k’s move (col. 12,
note (A)) is a recent attempt to avoid Flohr's equalising line.

In cols. 18 to 20 White does not even make the first
drive by P—K 5, substituting quiet development. Thereby
he avoids the weakness attendant on the advance of his
Pawn, without, however, placing such difficulties in Black’s
way as in the earlier columns.

Notes for cols. 1 to 5 (p.3) ctd.

) 15 RxKt, RPxB; 16 PxP, BxP; 17 QxQch, BxQ; 18 RxP,
B —Isit)z . Lafora-—Treer, correspondence, 1927, ’ Qi x

(f) 12PxP,BxP; 130—02,0—K2; 4QR—QI1,QR—Q1; 15Q—K1I,
Kt—Kt5; 16 P— QR 31, Kt—B 7 17 8—8 2, KtxB; 18 Q- Kt, P—3B 3Q(hem-r
than 18.., Kt—Q2; 19 P—B 5 auser—Fine, Lcnmgrad, 1937) with even

prospects.
(1) Contmued 18 OxP, Kt—Q2; 17 K—R1 (better than 17 Kt—R 4,
P—Q Kt 18 Px P, -—Q 8 with a strong attack. Spielmann—Colle, Dortmund,

1928) 4. Znosko-Borovsky——Col!e, Paris, 1929. All other Kt moves on move 14
arebad, e.g.14 ,Kt—Kt1; 15P—B S5, Kt—B1; 16Q—Kt3+. Orl4 ,Kt—R4:
15Bx Kf, RPXB; 16 P—Q R8+. Or 14.., Kt—Kt5; 15 Q—KtS+." (Analysis
by Yates and Wmter)

(k) Other possibilities are less satxsfactog (1) 5 ,BPXxP;6 B—KS3, P—Kt3;

7 Kt—Q B3, B—Kt2; 8 K 3, KRS,

P—Q4(better1510 P—K4',11P><P Ktx !\P IZKt\(Kt.BYKt=),H% gs

Kt—B5; 12 BxK t PxY; 183 0—0, Kt—Kt5; 14 B—R8, B—B 4; 1§ BxB,

KxB; 16 Kt—K2 B—Q6; 17 KR—QI 3. Yates—Alekhme Drchen 19286,

42) 5. QX P 6§ B—K 3, Q—Q1; 7B—Q8, P—Kt3; 8 Kt—K B3, B—Kt2
2 B30-0; 10 PK'RS &. ZubareH—Griinfeld, Moscow, 1925.

(l) If instead6 P—Q5, B—K2(or6..,B—B4; 7 Kt—K B 3, Kt (Kt 3)—Q 2;

3

8 Kt—B 3 KS-SP—KRs.Bth 10 Qx B, Kt—K 4; 11 O—K 4,
10— K3, Pk B A 3Q—K3, P—K Kt3; 14 B—K 2, B—htZ, 1 P
P—B5+. Tarrasch—Vukovxc, Vienna, 1922); 7 Kt— 3, 0—0; 8 B~—Q3,

R—K1; 9 K Kt—K 2, Q Kt—0Q 2; 10 P—0Q Kt 83, Kc—g 4; 11 B—B 2, B
12 0—O0, B—B3; 18 P—BS3, B—R4; 14 Kt—Q4, P—Q R 4=. Hgowlft:il
Kashdan, 1926.

(m) Continued 16 B—Kt5, Q—Q2; 17 Kt—Q4, P—Q B 4; —
Kt—B4; 19 QR—K 1, P—Qﬁs Petrov—Flohr, Kemeri, ?937 18 Kt—B3,

(n) 16 Rx B, Kt—K 2. Nimzovitch—Kmoch, Semmering, 1926,



ALEKHINE'S DEFENCE 3

1 P—K 4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—K 35 Kt—Q4; 3 P—Q B4, Kt—Kt3};
4 P—Q4, P—Q3.

1 2 8 4 5
5 P—Bgdeceeescacesssccssssssssacsess . PXP
PxP KPxP (k)
6 BPXP Kt—QB3 ()
Kt—B3 Kt—Q B3
7 B—K 3 (a) B—K3
B—B 4 B—K2
8 Kt—Q B3 B—Q3
P—K3 0—0
9 Kt—B 3 K Kt—K 2
Kt—Kt5(b) 0—Qz2......B—K2 B—Kts
10 R—B1 B—K2 B—K 2 0—0
P—Bg4 0—0—0 0—0 R—K 1
11 B—Kz2 () 0—0 0—0 P——l\R3...P—QR3
PXP (d) P—B3(f) P—B3 B—R 4 B—R
12 KtxP PxP Kt—KR4 (i) Q—Q2 Q—Bz
B—Kt3 PxP PxP B—Kt3 B—Kt3
13 P—QR3 P—Qs5(g) KtxB BxB P—Q Kt3
Kt—B 3 Kt—K 4 PxKt RPxB B—B3
14 Ktx Kt Bx Kt P—Qs P—QKt3 QR—Q1
PxKt KtxKtch Kt—Qs5 B—B1 Kt—Q2
15 QX Qch=(¢) ®  BxKt P—Q B—B1

PXB () Kt = (m) BxB= (n)

(a) A remarkable line is 7 Kt—K B 3, B—Kt§; 8 P—— Ke6!?, PxP; 9 P—BS,

Kt-—Q 4 (Simpler is 9.., P—K 4!; 10 PxKt, P—K 5; 11 P—K {3 B-—R4,
12 P—K Kt4, Px lst " 18 PxB, P—K4! with a strong attack. Sorokm
10 B— KtS (i{ 11 th_%z P—K Kt3!; 12 Q—R 4, B—Kt
18 Kt—K 5 B>< t; l4 Px B, Kt— Q—K4, Q—Q5!; 16 Bthch,

PxB; 17 éx Q, Kt—B 7 ch=. Ilyin- Lhenevsky-—l.dveunsch, Lemngrad 1936.

(b) 1f 9.., B—K Kt5; 10 B—K 2, BxKt; 11 PxB (11 BxB, KtxBP;
12 Bx Ktch, PxB; 13 Q—R 4!, Kt—Kt31 leads to a draw), Q— S5ch;
12 B—B2, Q—BS5; lSQ— 1.

(¢) 11 P—QRS3, PxP; 12 B—Kt5!? (12 Px Kt and 12 KtxP are both
probably better), Px Kt!; 18 Bx Q, RxB; 14 Q—Kt3,Px P +, although the game
ended in a draw. Zuo;ko-Borovsky—-Alekhxne. Paris, 1925.

(d) 11 ., B—K2; 120—0,0—0; 13 P—Q RS8, PxP; 14 KtxP, Kt—B 3;
15 Ktx B, PxKt; 16 RxP, P—Kt$; 17 R—B I, B—Kt 4=. Petrov—Fine,
Kemeri, 1937.

c) 15.., KxQ (15.., RxQ is bad because of 16 Bx Kt, PxB; 17 B—B 3,
R—B1; 18 Kt—R 44. Kmoch); 16 B+ Kt, PxB; 172 B—B3, R—QB1;
18 Kt—R 4, K—B 2. Negyesy—Lokvenc, Vienna, 1925.

(Q A good alternative is 11.., Q B—Kt5; 12 P-—B 5 (but not 12 Kt—K Kt5?,
Ktx 13 Ktx Por 18 Bx B, Ktx B+), "Kt— 13 Ktx Kt, QOx Kt=.
However, 11 ,,B—K2?isa mistake because o 12 P—Q 51, PxP; 138 BxKt,
RPxB; 14PxP, ‘Kt—Kt5; 15 Kt ~-Q 4!, P—Kt3(orl5..,B—B4; 16 R¥B1!I,
KtxQ P 17 Kt—Kt 51 and wins ; 16 hth Px Kt; 17 Rx P!, KtxQP (or17..,
K—NKtl; 18 B—Kt4, KtxQ P: 19 P—K 6! and wins); 18 P—K8!, PxP;
19 Rx Kt and if 19 , PXR; 20'B—Kt 4 wins the Queen. (Analysis by Znosko-
Borovskhy and Griinfel d)
g) Or 18 Q—Q 2, R—Kt1; 14 KR—Q1, Q—Kt2; 15 B—B 1, Kt—K 4 lm,

Naegeh—-huwe, Beme, 1832,
Notes ctd. on p. 2.
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1 P—K 4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—Kj3 Kt—Q4: 3P—Q By, Kt:——l\'t 3.

6 7 8 9 10
4 P—Q4)eereeiieieres..P—B5
(P—Q3) Kt—Q 4
5 Kt—K B3 Kt—QB3..cotevveee....B—Byg
B—Kts Ktx Kt P—K3
6 B—Kz2..... PxP QPxKt (g Kt-Q B3 (m)
PXxP KPxP P—Q3 (4)...P—K3 Ktx Kt
7 P—B5(a B—Kz2( BPxP(@#) B—Kg3 QPxKt (n)
P—K3; ‘B—K2 KPxP P—QKt3 BxP
8 Px Kt Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3 PxP Q—Kt g
Px Kt 0—O0 Kt—B3() RPxP K—B1
9 BXP P—Q Ktz B—QBg4 Kt—B 3 B—B 4 (v)
BxB R—K1 B—K2 Kt—B 3 P—Q 4
10 QX B 0—0 B—B4 B—Q3 0—0—0
RPxP () B—B3 o0—0 B—R 3 Kt—Q 2
1 QX P B—K 3 0—0 0—0 B—Q3
Kt—Q2 Kt—B3 PxP B—K 2 B—K 2
12 B—By4 R—B 1 KtxP= (/) R—K 1= () P—-K R4
P—K 4! P—Q 4 P—Q B4
13 BXP () P—B 5 R—R 3
KtxB Kt—B 1 P—KRy(p)
14 PXKt P—K R 3
B-Kts5ch= =+ (f)
(@

(a) The sacrificial variation 7 KtxP?, BxB; 8 QxB, 9xP;98 0—0,
Q Kt—Q 2; IOKthtisrefutadbyIO ., Qx Kt(andnot10..,Ktx Kt; 1l Kt—BS,

P— B 3;’ 12 B=K3, Q—K 4; 18 R-Q1 P—is; T4 —B 8, 0—0—0;
15 —QR4; 1613—Q4 Q— ;717 QeKt 3, P—K 4; 18 B—K3 .
Alekhinh eshevsky, Kemen 19837) ; 11 Kt-—B 3, P—K3; 12 B—K3, B—K 2;
18Q R—Q1, O—B —Kt4,0-0; 15 P—Q Kt 3, P—B 4+ . SirG. A. Thomas—

Flohr, Antwerp, 1932

(b) This is good enough to draw, but 10. , Kt—B 3 was better. Alakhine
maintains that after 11 0—O0, Ktx P; 12Qx P, RPx P; 13 B—K 3, Black has onl
slight drawing chances, but after 18, .y R—Q Kt 1; 14 Q—K 4, Kt—Kt 4! Blacx
certainly has a clear advantage.

(¢) 18Px P, B—Kt5ch; 14 Kt—B 8,Bx Ktch; 15PxB,0—0; 18 0~0,
Kt—B4; 17 Q—B3, R—R 6 offered even less wmning chances (Alekhinc)

g) Continued 15 Kt—B 3, Bx Ktch; 16 Px B, 0—~0; 17 0~—0, Q—K 2.
Alekhine—Euwe, 29th match game, 1935. Black drew fmrly ensily. dupxte the Pawn
minus.

(¢) Or 7P-—KR3, B—R4 8 B—K 2, Kt—B3; 9 P—Q 5, Bx Kt; 10 BxB
Kt—K4; 11 B—K 2, % 12 0—O0, P—Kt4; 13 Kt—Q 2, R—K Kt
14 Q—B 2 P—Kt5; X P Ktx Kt P (hashdan-—Euwe, Hastinxs, 1831-32) ané
now 16 Kt—Bs Q—R4 17 B—B 4 |+ (Kashdan).

Continued 14.., B—R 4; 15 P—QR 3, B—Kt8; 18 P—Q Kt 4, P—Q R 8;
17 Q(-‘QKt 3. Maréezy—Keres, Dresden, 1936. P—QR3;

(g If 6KthKt P—Q38; 7 BPxP KPxP 8 Kt—B 3 (8 B—B 4, PxP;
Q— —. 10 Kt—B 3, Kt—B —O, P—K Kt3; 12 Q——ht5
B—Kt2; ‘18 B—R S gives White some attack for the Pawn. P. W. Sergcant-—
R. H. Newman, City of London Championship, 1932), B—K 2; 8 B—B 4, )0
_1’0 O—O,IQI%—BS, 11 PxP, BxP; 12 P— 4, B—K Kt5=. Gruber—(.rﬁn(cld.
1enna

Notes ctd. on p. 7.
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1 P—Ky4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—K5, Kt—Q4.

11 12 13 14 15
3 (P—QB4) - P—Q4eeeiiinnieriniiieianennannns B—B4
(Kt—Kt3) P—Q3 Kt—Kt 3
4 P—QKt3 Kt—KB3......c.ee......PXP B—Kt 3
P—Q B 4 (a) B—Kt5 (d) KPxP(k) P—QBg4
5 B—Kt2 B—K 2 (¢) Kt—K B3 Q—Kz2 (m)
Kt—B 3 P—QB3!(f). Kt—Q B3 B—Kts Kt—B 3
6 Kt—K B3 O—O (a) 0—O B—K 2 Kt—K B3
P—Q4 BxKt(g) P—K3 B—Kz2 P—Q4
7 PxP ep. BxB P—QBs4 O0—O PXP a.p.
QxP PxP Kt—Kt3 () Kt—K B3 P—K3
8 P—Q4 PxP PxP R—K1 Kt—B 3
B—Kts5 () P—K3 PxP 0—0O BxP
9 P—Qs5 Q—K2 P—QKt3 QKt—Q2 Kt—Kg4
0—0—0 Q—B2 B—K2 QKt—Q2 B—Kz2
10 B—K2 P—B 4 B—K3 Kt—B 1 P—Q3
—Bs5? Kt—Kz2! 0—O P—Q 4 Kt—Qs5 F
11 QKt—Q2 B—Ktg Kt—B 3 B—K Kts
Bx Kt Kt—Q 2 P—Q 4 P—B3
12 BxB P—B 4 P—B 5 P—KR3

Kt—K 4 P—K R4 Kt—Qz2 Bx Kt
13 B—K 44 () B—R3=(4) P—Kt4+(f) BxB= ()

(@) Or 4.., P—K Kt3; 5 B—Kt2 (5 P—BS5, Kt—Q4; 6 B—B4, P—K 3;
7 P—Q 4, P—Kts, 8 Px P, KtxP; 9 B—Q 38, B—Kt5ch; 10 B—Q 2, Kt—B 3;
11 Kt—K B 3= Steiner—}"lklcr, Budapest, 1981), B—Kt2; 6 Q—B 3, P—K 3;
7 P—K R4, Kt—BS' 8% P—Q38; 8 Kt—K BS, KtxKP; 10 Ktx Kt,
Bx Kt; 11 BxB, Px B xchter—Damclsson, Zoppot, 1985.

{b) Betteris8..,Q KtxP; 9 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; IOQxP QxQ; 11BxQ,B—B 4;
12 Kt—B8?, P—K4!; 13 BxP, 0—0—0; B—K 2, --Bs 15 B—B 4,
B—@Q Kt5+4. Tartakover—Colle, Bled 1931.

081 (c) 18..,P—K 3; 14 P—Kt3,Q—B8; 15 Q—B 2. L. Steiner—Pikler, Budapest,
1

() PxP 5 KtxP, P—K3; 6 B—Q3, 8 t—d 2 7 0—0, Ktx Kt;
8 Px Kt, B-—Q 9Q—K 2, Q—R 5; 10 P—Q B 3, 0—0 R. P. Mlcheu—Réti’,
Margate, 1923,

Inferior is 4 ., B—B 4, because of 5 B—Q3, Q—Q2(5.., B—Kt8?: @ P—B 4,
Kt—Kt8; 7BxB, RPxB; 8 P—K 8!+, Bogolju oﬂ-—-Tarrasch, Breslau, 19253
6 00, Kt—QB3; 7 P—B4, BxB; 8 Qx B, Kt—Kt8; 9 PxP,

10 R—K 1¢h, Kt— K'2; 11 P—Q R 41, Q—BS 12P—-Q Kt 3, P—KRS lSKt—B s,
0—0—0; 14 P—~R5+. Becker—Grunfald Viemm, 1927,

(e) Or 5§ P—K RS, Bth ] QxB, PxP; 7 PxP, P—K3; 8 P—KKtS,
Kt—QB3; 9 B——QK Q~Q2 0 Q—K4, B—B4; 11 P——QBS O0—0 .
Rubmstem—SpieImann, Moscow, 1935.

Q A satxsfactor alternative is 5.., P—K3; 6 P—B 4, Kt—K 2; 7 Kt—B3,
Kt— 8transposestonote (i) ; 8P—K R 3, Bx Kt; 9B x B, Kt—B 8;
1(9) B (;BKt ch, Px B 11 B—B4, B—K2=. Sir G. A. Thomas-—Fme, Hastings,
1987~

(8) 1£6.. PxP 7 Ktx P, BxB SQBxB P—K 3 (or8. ,Kt— 2; 9P—K B4,
P—K3; 10 'p— K Kt—Kt3 3 B—K2; t—B 3 0—0,
1SR—B 8 +. Botvinnik-—-blohr, Mosz.ow, 19386) ; 9 P—Q Kt 3, Kt—- 2; 10 P——Q B 4,
K Kt—B 8; 11 Kt—-QBS B—Kt5; 12 B—Kt2, O0—0; 18 KR—Q1, Q—B 2;
14 R—Q 8, K R—Q 1; 15 Q R—Q1, Kt—B 1; 16 Kt—K 4 £’ SirG. A. Thomas—Euwe,
Nottingham, 1936.

Notes ctd. on p. 7.
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1 P—K 4, Kt—K B 3.

16 17 18 19 20
2 P—K5).e.n. vererees KE—QB3iiiiiiiaiianas P—Q3
(Kt—Q 4) P—Q 4 (a) P—K 4 (0)
3 Kt—Q B3 PXP.oooun.. P—Ks  P—KBg4
Ktx Kt (a) KtxP KKt—Qz (1) Kt-QB3(f)
4 KtPXKt...QPXKt B—B4 Ktx P (j) PXP
P—Q3 P—Q 3 (¢) Kt——Kt 3 () KtxP OKtxP
5 P—K B4 Kt—B 3 B—Kt3 Kt—K 3 Kt—K B3
P—K Kt3 PxP P—Q B4 P—Q B4 Ktx Ktch
6 Kt—B3 QxQch P—Q3(f) P—KBg4 (k) QxKt
B—Kt2. KXxXQ P—K3(s) KKt—B3 P—Q34
7 P—Q4 KtxP Kt—B 3 B—Bg4 P—K 5
P—Q B4 K—K1 Kt—B3 P—K Ktz Q—K=2
8 B—Q3 B—QBg4 O—O Kt—B 3 P—Q 4
0—0 - P—K3 B—K 2 B—Kt 2 Kt—Ks5
9 0—O0 B—B 4 Kt—K 4 0—0 B—Q3
Q—B2 B—Q3 0—0 Kt—Q 5 Q—R 5ch
o Q—K 1 B—K Ktz B—K3 P—B3 P—Kt3
BPxP Kt—Q 2 Kt—Q2 () Kt—B4 () Q—Kts
11 BPXP Kt—B 3 P—Q 4 P—Q 4! Kt—Q 2
Kt—B 3 Kt—Kt3z P—QKt3z Q—Q3(m) QxQ
12 P—B 3= (b)) B—K 2= (d) PXP+ Kt-Kts5+ (n) KtXx Q= (gq)

(@) 3 ., P—KS 4 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 5 P—Q4, P—Q38; 6 Kt—B3, Kt—BS;
7 B—K2, B—K2; 8 B—KB4, 0—0; 9 0—0, P—B3; 10 PxQP, BxPm.
Sémxsch——-Alekhme, Budapest 1921.

(b) 12.., Kt—R4; 13 Kt—Kt5, P—KR3; 14 Kt—K4. Grob—Griinfeld,
Meran, 1926.

(¢) Or 4.., P—Q4; 5 Kt—BS3, P—QB4; 6 B—KB4, Kt—B3; 7 2,
B—Kt5=. Yates— apahlanca Moscow, 1925, -a%

(@) 12.., B—Q2; 13 Kt—K S5, P—K B 3; 14 Ktx B, Ktx Kt. Tarrasch—Ré&ti,
Baden- Baden, 1925.

(a) 2 ., P—K 4 is the simplest rcpl% transposing, if 3 Kt—B 3, into the Three
Knights’ Game, or, f 3 P—B4 or 3 B 4, into the Vienna.

(¢) Or 4.., P—K3; 5 Kt—B3, P—QB4; 6 0—0, B—K2; 7 P—Q4 (if

7 R—K1, O—O), Ktx Kt 8 Px I\t 0—0; 9 ht-—Kﬁ Q—BZ Hromadka—

Gmnfeld, Mhhnsch-Ostrau, 1923." Or 4. . Ktx Kt; 5 Q—BS P—K 3=

(f) Rarely pla¥{ed but nevertheless strong, is 6 Q—R 5, e.g. 8. P—i\ 3 7 P—

3; 5; 9 KKt—K2, l\tAB 10 tht Kt—
11 Ktx Kt, Qx Kt; 12 QxQ, PxQ 18 P—Q4,P—B5; 14 Kt—B 4+. Mnrbczy—
Landau, Zandvoort 1936.
If6. ,B—B4; 7 Q—B3, Q—B1; 8 Q—Kt3+ (Kmoch). The col i

Vadjg\g)—Kmoch Budapest 1926. Qe g ( b aan s

(k) Preferable is 10.., Kt—Q 5.
(#) Safer is38.., P—Q5; 4 Px Kt, PxKt; 5 Kt Px P, Kt Px P, with about an
equal game.

(f) 4P—B 4,P—K 3; 5 Kt—B 3,P—Q B 4; 8 P—K Kt 3, Kt—Q B3; 7B—Kt 2,
B—K2; 8 0—O, -—O, 9 P—Q 3. Nimzovxtch—Alekhine, bemmermg, 1926, 9..,
P—B3 s Black's best continuation, and if 10 Px P, Bx P.

A promising sacrificial line is 4 P—K 61, s.¢. 4.., PXP; 5 P—Q4, Kt—K B 8;

Notes ctd. on p. 7.
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Notes for cols. 6 to 10 ctd.

(k) 6.., Kt—B3; 7 Kt—B 3, P—K Kt38; 8 B—Q B4, B—Kt2~ 9 B—
0—0; 10 Q—Q 2, P-—-I\ts 11 P—K R 4, P—KRQ 12 O P— B4
13 B—K Kt 5, P—B3; 14 PxBP,BxP; ; 15Q0—B 2+. Stoltz—Colle, Bled, 1931.

(#) Or 7 B—Q B 4, P—Q 4 (Sumpler 157 ,Kt—B3; andif § Kt—B3?,PxK P
tor 9 Bx P ch is unsound: 9 , KXB; 0 Kt—Kt 5 ch, K—Kt1!; 11 Q—I\t3 ch,
P—K3; 12KtxKP, Kt—R'4!; 13 ht\ Q dis. ch, hth 14 Px Kt, B—K 2
and wms); 8Qx ,Qx Q; 9 Bx Q, P—K 3=. Alekhme—Fme, Pasmena, 1932.

(7) Betterthan8 .,B—K2; 9B—KB4,PxP; 10KtxP,QxQch;11R
B—K 3 and nmow 12 B—B4l BxB; 13 Kth I\t—RS,Q l% I\t—R XQ’
(Tartakover).

(%) H. Golombek—T. H. Tylor, London, 1982,

(2) Mar6czy—Colle, Bled, 1931.

(m) 6 Q—Kt4!, P—Q3; 7 BPxP, BPxP; 8 P—Q4, PxP; 9 PxP
Kt—Kt5; 10 Q—K 2 P—Q R 8 with adva’ntage for White. %rms—L!orens, Sxtge§

»

1934

(n) 7KtPxKt,P—Q3(7. ,BxP; 8Q—Kt4,K—B1l; 9P—Q4 1esWht
astrong attack) ; 8 BPx P,Px P 9Px P,BxP; 10 Kt—K 83 0—?0 & Ql4e
Q—B 2=. Tartakover and Weemnk—TaKacs and Landau, 1934,

o) 1f9 B—K Kt5, B—K2; 10 BxB,QxB; 11 0—0—0, P—Q 4; 12Bx P,
P—I& ; 13 Q—Rs Kt—Q2; 14 B—-—K4 KtxP 15 P—B 4Q Kt—Kt5+4.
Prms—-Mulder, 19338.

(p) White has a strong attack. Schwarz—Herzog, correspondence, 1926-28.

Notes for cols. 11 to 15 ctd.

(k) Continued 138.., O—0—0O 4 B—K3, Kt—KB4; 15 BxKt, PxB;
6 Q—K B2, Q—R4; 17 Kt—Q 2, Kt——KtB 18 P—Q RS, R——Q 6. Botvinnik—
Flohr, Nottingham, 1936.

() Or7 ,KKt—K2; 8PxP,QxP; 9 Kt—B3, Bx Kt; 10 Bx B, 0—0—O0;
11 P—Q5, Kt—K4; 12 PxP, KtxBch; 13 QxKt+. E. G. Sergeant—R&ti,
Hastings, 1927,

() 13.., P—Q R38; 14 R—Kt1. Tartakover—Takacs, Budapest, 1926,

(%) More ag ressive is 4. ..QxP 5 Kt—K B 8, B—Kt5; 6 B—K 2, Kt—Q B 3;

7 Kt—B 3, 0—0—0; 8 Ktx Kt, QYKt 9 B—K3 P——K4 10 0—O (or 10 Pv P,
Bx Kt; 11 PxB,Q-—R4ch; 12 B—Q %r K P+ Ilvm Ahenevsky-—Rgn Moscow,
1925), PxP; 11'Ktx P, BXB; 12 I\tx PF.

(2) 13.., B—Q3; 14 Q—Q2, Q—B2; 15 Kt—Ks (Yates—Sacconi, Meran,
1928), B—B 5=.
(m) Better is 5 P—Q 3, Kt—B3; 6 Kt—K B3, P—Q4; 7 PxP e.p., P—K 3;
8 Kt—B 3, BxP; 9 Kt—-K4 B-—-—K2, 10 B—K 3 (Kmo ). The column is Yates—
Rublnstem. Dresden 1926.
(A, An interesting attempt here is 6 Kt—Kt 51, 4; 7 B—Q3 BxB;
%x —KR3; 9 Kt—K B3, P—K3; 100—0 PxP llPxP Kt—Q 2}
12 Q l+. B&Sk—Reshevsky, hemen, 1937.

Notes for cols. 16 to 20 ctd.

6 Kt—B 38, P—B 4; 7Px P, Kt—B3; 8 B—Q Kt§ (better than 8 B—K B4, 0—R 4;
9 P—Q R 3 Kt—K 5+. Micses-—-Co]le, Frankfurt, 1930), B—Q 2; 9 0—0, :
INR—K 1,P—K R 8; 11Bx Kt,Pv B; 12 Kt—K 5, P—~Kt4; 18Q—Q 3, R—K Kt 1;
14 P—Q Kt 44. Spielmann—Landan, 3rd match game, 1935.

(k) 6 Kt—B3, KtvKtch; 7 QxKt, Kt—B3; 8 B—Kt5 B—Q2F. Von
Holzhauscn—-Kmoch Giessen, 1928. "6 P—K B 4 is Brinckmann’s innovatmn

(1) Better Ktx Ktch (Brinckmann).
(m) Better is 11.., PxP; 12 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 18 KtxP, B—Q 2.
(n) 12.., 0—0; 13 Kt—K 4. Brinckmann—Takacs, Rogaska-Slatina, 1929,

(0) Or2. ‘P—Q B 4; 3 P—-QB4 Kt——-%BS 4 P—B 4, P—Qs 5 Kt—O B 8,
(t3; 6 B—K2, B—Kt2 Kt—Q5; 8 Q—02, Kt—Kt5;
9 KBy Kt, BxB; 10 Bx Kt, BxB 11 K Kt—K 2, B—mz- 12°0—0, 0—O.
Nxmzovztch—Vukovxtch, Kecskemét 1927.
(p) Or 8.., P—Q 4; 4 BPxP, Kt—Kt5 (Alekhine).

(¢) Nimzovitch—Alekhine, New York, 1927.



BIRD’S OPENING

THE opening which begins with P—K B 4, known in Holland
and Germany as the Dutch Attack, is, in spite of White's
move in hand, subject to the objection that Black ex-
periences no difficulties in development; and it is for that
reason rarely tried by modern masters.

Schlechter’s variation (cols. I and 2) and the line in col.
3, played by Dr. Lasker recently in an important game, may
be recommended as a simple method of defence for the
second player. The King’s fianchetto development for Black
is another excellent line. Here Black not only avoids the
dangers which an early development of his Queen’s Knight
involves, but also nullifies the effect of the White Queen’s
Bishop on the long diagonal.

With Bird’s favourite Queen’s fianchetto for White in
this opening should be compared the manceuvre in Nimzo-
vitch’s Attack. See page 110, where the similarity of the
plans of campaign is noted. The old English master had
conceived the general idea of the attack long before the
great modern exponent of enterprise in the chess openings.

In the From Gambit Black sacrifices a Pawn for a
counter-attack. In the light of recent games and analvsis
(notably by Tartakover) the main variation beginning with
P—K Kt 4 is insufficient against best play, and the gambit
must consequently be considered unsound. Col. 10 is a
recent example of an unusual gambit line.

Notes for cols. 1 to 5 (p. g) ctd.

(k) Capablanca sugaested later the continnation 8 , Ktx Kt; 8 Px Kt, Kt—Q 2
IBO BPxPch. K—R1;11 P—Q4,P—K3;12BxKP, Kt—B 4 (or Ktx P); 18Px Kt,
x

(/) 12 Kt—R 4, Kt—K 5; 18 Ktx P, Ktx Kt; 14 Px Kt, Q—B 3!; 1§ B—B 3,
BxBch; 16 Qx B, R—01; "170—0, B—Kt2; 18 R—B 2, Qx BP, Tartakover—
Capablanca, Carlsbad, 1929.

(m) B—Kt2; 4 P—Q4, Kt—KBS 5 B—Q3, 0—0; 6 QKt—Q2,
P—QB4 i P—Q B3, P—Q%{ Q—Kz B—Kt2; 9 Kt—KS§, ~-~P§)2;
1000, Kt—B 8; HQ Kt—B'3, Kt—KS 12B—Q 2, Ktx Kt. 183Q Px Kt, P--B3;
14 Px P' PxP; 15 P—B 4, K R—K 1 F¥. Lilienthal—Tartakover, 2nd match, 1833,

(n) 12 Kt—K 2,B—Kt2; 13P—BS8,PxP; 14 KtxB —R 8. b —
I. S. Turover, New York, 1931 P EXES xBP, P 8. Capablanca
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1 P—K By,
1 2 3 4 5

I P—Qg4

2 P—K 3
b O = P—K Kt3

3 Kt—K B 3 (a) P—By...... Kt—K B3
B—Kts5 ®).cveuinno..... P—Q B4 I\t—Ix B3 P—Q B4 (m)

4 B—Kz2......P—KR3(e) P—Q I\t3 (6) KEt—Q B3 B—Ktsch
Bx Kt Bx]’t B—Kt:2 B—Q=2

5 BxB Qx B—I\tz Kt—B 3 ExBch
QKt—Q2() Q ht——Q 2 B—Q3() 0—0 KtxB

6 P—Bg4 P—Q 4 B—0Q3 Q—Kt 3 Kt—B 3
P—K3 Kt~h’ 5 F—QR3 PxP(j) P—K3

7 PxP B—Q 3 O--C BxP P—Kg4?
PxP P—K 84 (f) Kt—B3 Kt—B3 P—Qs

8 Kt—B3 0—0 P—By Kt—K 5 Kt—K 2
P—B3 P—K 3 PxPl P—K3 (k K Kt—B 3

9 0—O P—By4 BxBP Ktx Kt Kt—Kt 3
B—K 2 P—B3 0—0 Px Kt P—K R4!

10 P—Q 3 B—Q2 Kt—K 5 P—Q 4 P—Q3

Kt—Kt 3 B—Q3 Kt—K 2 Q—Q3 B—R 3
11 P—K 4 P—B; Kt—QB3 B—Q2 Oo—0
PxP=(@) B—Bz2 Ki—Kt3 P—By P—R 3
12 P—Q Kt 4 = (1) =0 F (v
Q—B3=

— —— -

(a) 8 P—Q Kt3 is prematurs, Brack securing tue better endgame by P—Q51!;
4 B—Q3, PxP; 5 PxP, P—541!: & PxP, Kt—Kt5; 7 B-Kt5ch, P—B 3;
8Qx ch KxQ QB—K2 Kta P(K % 5. Nimzov:tch—L Steiner, kecskemét 1927

(8) Schiechter’s Variation, threatening B x Kt and an early advance of the K P.

& P—-BS 6 0—0, Kt—QZ 7 P—Q 4, P--K & —K 2;
9 P—B 4, 0— OQ——-B2 R— IIP— BS5 Kt- Kk 1, I"P—Q t4,P——B4;
13 P—K Kt4 P—K Kt 3=, Réti——Kaufmann. Vxenna 1911,

(d) 12 Px P, B—B 4 ch. Tartakover—Griinfeld, Vienna 1917,

(e) Other continuations are: 12 4 P—B4, P—K3; 5 Kt—Bg, P—BS;
8 P—Q Kt8, P—Q5; 7 Px P, Bx 8 Qx B, QxP=. F. Becker—] M:halek,
con-espondence, 1931 (2) 4 P—Q ts P—K3; 5 B—Kt2 B—K2; 3,

Kt—Q2; 7 P—KRS, BxKt; 8 QxB, Kt—B4; 9 0—0, 0—0; 10 Kt—Bs
--Q 5 l‘artakover—Schlechter, Vienna, 1917,

Yosmon has become a Stonewall Defence in the Queen’s Pawn Game. 1 he
column is Brinckmann-~Kimoch, Kzcskemét, 1827,

(g) On 4 B—Kt5ch, B——Q 2 equalises most easily for Black, but 4.,, Kt—B 3;

5 Bx Ktch, PxB; 6 Kt—K 5,Q—B2; 7 0—0,P—K 3 (erd-—janowskx, Hnstmgs,
1895) leads to White's ideal pos!non in thxs opening.
(k) 5.., Kt—B 3; GB—-Kts Q—Kt3; 7 Q—K2, B—Q2; 8 BxKt, BxB;
9 Kt—K 5, B—K 2; 10 0—0, B—Kt 4. Elx:kases—-Llchtcnstem Vienna, 1935,
(%) Continued 12 P—Q4 PxP; 18 PxP, Kt4; 14 B—Q3s, B—Kt2;
5 Q—K2, Q—Kt3; 16 Kt—K 4, K Ktx Kt; 17 Bx t, QR—Q 1; an thegnmewu

soon drawn. Tartakover—-Lasker, Nottingham 1936.

l(]) Both 8.., P—X 3 (J. H. Blake) and 6.., P—B 8 (Tartakover) are good alter-
natives.
Notes cid. om p. 8.
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1 P—K B4
6 7 8 9 10
I Kt—K B3..P—K 4 (€) eeessosseserscersssesnees. . P—KBg
2 P—K3 PxP P—K 4
P—K Ktz P—Q3 PxP
3 P—QKt3 PxP P—Q 3 (A)
B—Ktz2 BxP P—K6
4 B—Ktz2 Kt—K B3 BxP
P—Q3 P—K Ktgq! Kt—K B3
5 Ktt—KB3 P—Q4...ccvevveeense...P—K Ktz P—Qg4
0—0 P—Kts P—K R4 (f) P—K3
6 B—K2 Kt—Ks5....Kt—Kt s P—Qg4 B—Q3
QKt—Qz2(a) BXKt Q—Kz2(f) P—Kts Kt—B 3
7 O—0O PxB Q—Q3 Kt—R 4 P—QR3
P—By4 QXQch P—KB4 B—Kz2 Kt—K 2
8 P—Bg4 KxQ P—KR3 Kt—Ktz Kt—R3
P—Q Ktz Et—QB3 Kt—QB3(g) P—R5 P—QKt3
9 Q—B1 B—Kts5 (d PxP B—Bg4 0—0
B—Ktz2 KtxP Kt—Kts B—KB4 B—Ktz
10 P—Q 3 Kt—B 3 Q—Q Ktz Kt—B3 Kt—Q2
KR—K1 B—K3 P—B 3 PxP P—Kt3
ir Kt—B3 P—K 3 RxP BxKtP B—B2
P—QR3 P—KB3 RXR Kt—K B3 B—Ktz
12 P—K4 = (&) QXxKt+ (k) Kt—B4+ () +0

P—K 4= ()

{(a ,P—B4 (6.., Kt—BS; I? —B1?, P—K4!; 80—0, PxP; 9 PxP,
R— 10 Kt—B 3, P—}?4; 11 B— t5s, B—Q2 12Bx Kt, BxB; ; 18 Kt—K 52,
P—Q5; 14 Kt—K 2, Kt—Kt 5! 4. Miss Menchxk—-Romanovﬁky, Moscow, 1985); 7 O—O,
Kt—B3 8P—B4,0—B2; 9Q—B1,P—K4; 10PxP,PxP; 11P—Q 3, B—Kt5;

12 Kt—BS QR Ql' 18 P—K R3 B-—Bl 14 P——K4 Kt—QS 15 R—-BZ
Q—Q 3. ElisKases—Miss Menchik, Hastmgs, 1933-84.

(») 18 PxP,Q KtxP; 14 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 15 Kt—Q 5, B—Q B 1. Eliskases—
Griinfeld, Vlexma, 1933.

(c) The From Gambit,

(d) 9 Kt—B 38, B—K 3; 10 B—Kt5,P—Q RS8!; 11P—K 4, Ktx P; 12 Kt—Q 5,
Bx Kt; 13Px B, P—KR3= (Handbuch) 1f, however, 9B—B4,B~K3; 10 P~K 3,
K Kt—K 2; 11 B—Q Kt5,0—O0—Och; 12 K—B 1,B—Q4; 1SR—Kt1,P—QRS;
14 B—X 2, 'B—K38+. erd—Lasker, match, 1892.

(¢) 12 B—R 4 and now 12.., 0—O0—O ch equalises, while if 12,.,, K—~B2;
13 B—Q3, KtxB; 14 PxKt, Kt—-K2 15 Kt—K4, B—B4; 18 R—KB1,
KR—KBI1; 17 R—B1 %. Brmckmann—-—‘l‘artakover, Kecskemét, 1927.

(f) 1f6..,P—KB4; 7P—K4!(butnot7P—Q5?,Q—K2; 8Q—-Q 4, B—K 4 ;
9 Q—Q B4, P—KRS; 10 Kt—K 6, Bx Kt+. Bird and Lee-Mason and Cook, con.
sultation, 1890), P—KRS; 8 P—K 5 B—K2; 9 Kt—KR3, Px Kt; 10 Q—R 5¢h,
K—B1; 11 B—Q B4, Q—K 1(or1l. R-—R ; 12 Q—-I\t& R-—KtZ; 13 BxP+.
Hromadka—Gilg, Podebrady, 1936) ; 12 QxP(R 8) and White has a strong attack
(Smirnoff—Jaco son, 1926).

(g) 1£8.. Kt-——KBS 9P—BS3, Kt—B3; 10PxP, KKtxP; 11 Kt—Q R81,
Bx Kt; 12 Bx —Q2 13 P-—Kts 0—0—0; 14 'B—K Kt 2+. Hromndk:—
Dam'elsson, Mumch 1936.

(k) 12.., K—Q 2; 13 Ktx R, KtxPch; 14 K—Q 1, KtxR; 15P—K 4, PxP
ep. 168 Bx. P+ (Analysxs by Alekhine)

Notes ctd. on p. 11.
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Notes for cols. 6 to roctd.

(§) 5. ,P—Kt5; 6 Kt—R 4, P—~K B 4 (For6..,B—K 2; 7 Kt—Kt2, P—KR 4,
see the column), 7 P—K3 I\t—h2 8 B—Q3 QKt—B3; 9 0—0, Kt—K 4
10 Ktx P, Ktx Kt; 11 Bxht I\t—Bsch 12 Rx Kt, PxR 13 QxP O—-O.
14 Q—E\Hch, K—-Rl, 15 BxB Rx B. Chekhover—aE. Rabmovxtch 1934,

12.., Kt—K5; 13 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 14 B—Kt2+. Hellman—Strautmanis,
The Hague, "1928.
(_k{\The alternative is 3 Kt—Q B8, Kt—K B 3; 4 P—K Kt 4 (the Swiss Gambxt)
P— P—K R 3 15 also good) 5 P—Kts Kt—R4; 6 P—Q 3,
7B--K 2, }\t—htz 8PxP,PxP; 9Qchh Kx 10Ktx B, B—B 4; IIB—-QS
Kt--Q2; 12 Kt—K B3, Bth 13 Bx B, Kt— h-ﬂ E. Hold—R. "Miini, 1§15,
‘Che posxtxon 18 abont even.

(8) Continued 12 P—BS3, 0—O0 Q—~K2 P—~QR4; 14 P-QR4?
K Kt-~-Q4; 15 B—R4, Q—K 1. Pellkln—Alekhme. Podebrady, 1936.



BISHOP’S OPENING

Tris method of development is, in its distinctive variations.
a branch of the open game, leading to attractive combina-
tion-play without emphasizing the advantage of the move.
Black having at his disposal a choice of three good replies
in 2..., Kt—K B 3, 2..., B—B 4, and 2..., P—Q B 3. Black
should be on his guard against attempts to transpose into
prepared variations of other débuts, this being one of the
chief characteristics of the Bishop’s Opening.

The Berlin Defence, 2..., Kt—K B3 (cols. 1 to 6), is
the one approved by the majority of present-day players,
and the most analysed. It gives Black good prospects,
sheuld he successfully ward off the various sacrificial attacks
White can inaugurate at the cost of a Pawn. The enduring
and somewhat cramping attack in col. I is adequate com-
pensation for the material given up. The Boden-Kieseritzky
Gambit (col. 6) is unsound, White being confronted with
an unbreakable barrier of Black Pawns.

The Classical Defence, 2..., B—B4 (cols. 7 and 8),
limits White’s opportunity for speculative attack, and yields
equality of chances. Black may obtain a safe game without
any risks, by the adoption of the defence based on 2...,
P—Q B 3 (cols. g and 10), a move which forestalls White’s
intention of building up a Pawn-centre.

Notes for cols. 1 to 5 (p. 13) ctd.

(k) Less favourahle is 4.., 0—R 5ch; § P—Kt3, KtxP; 6 Kt—K B3, Q—R 4;
7 R—Kt1, Kt—B 4; 8 R—Kt5, Q—R6; 9BxPch!, KxB; 10 R—R51, Q—Kt7;
11 Rx Ktch. The column is analysis.

(}) Betteris3 ., Kt—B3; 4 P—B4,PxP! (butnot4..,,P—Q4; 5 KPxP,
KtxP; 6 PxP, KtxP; 7 Q—K2, B—Kt5ch; 8 K~~B1+); § BxP, P—Q 4:
6 PxP, KtxP=. 3. , P—Q 4 is inferior because of 4 Px P, KtxP; 5Kt—K B,
Kt—Q B3; 6 0—0,B—K Kt5; 7R—K 1+ (see Two Knights’ Defence).

(m) 5.., P—Q4!; 68 KPxP (6 BPxP, KtxP!), KPxP; 7 BxP, 0—0;
8 Kt—0 2 PxP; 9 B—QKt3, P—QR 4! (Alekhinr).) » 003

(n) Not 10 Px P, PxP; 11 BxP Ktx P is worse), B—Kt51; 12
Kt—Kt 8+ (Becker). @ is worse) P 13B—QB4,

(0) 18.., P—K Kt3; 14 K—~R 1, Kt—B 4; 15 B—Q 2, P— ; — .
Spielmann—Griber, Vienna, 1929. 9 Q5; 18 Kt—R4l



BISHOP'S OPENING 13

1 P—K g4, P—K4; 2 B—Bj4.

1 2 3 4 5
2 Kt—KB3(a)
D et I TS P—By4...... P—Q3
PxP KtxP(]) P—B3 ()
4 Kt—K B3 P— Q—K 2
KtxP...... B—B4..... Kt—B3 I&t—Q 3k B—K2
5 QXP (b) P—Ks5 B—KKt5(k) B—Kt 3 P—DBg4
Kt—K B3 P—Qg4 P—KR3 Kt—B 3 P—Q 3 (m)
6 B—KKt5(c) Px Kt B—Kk 4 Kt—KB3 Kt—K B3
B—K 2 PxB P—IK Kty PxP Q Kt—Q 2
7 Kt—B 3 Q—Kz2ch QB—Kt3z BxP Kt—B 3
Kt—B3(d) B—K3 P—Q3 B—K 2 Q—B2
8 O—R 4 PxP 0—0 0—0 P—QR4
P—Q3 R—Kt1 B—Kts 0—0 0—O
9 O—0—0 B—Kts P—B3 Kt—B 3 P—B ;!
B—K3 B—K:z2(f) PxP Kt—B 4 P—Q4
10 B—Q3 (A) BxB QKtxP P—Q 4 B—R 2 (n)
Q—Q 2 KxB! B—Kt2 P—Q3 P—QR3
11 B—Ktjs Kt—R 4! P—KR4 P—Qs5 P—K Ktg4!
0—0 Q—Q4 Q—Q 2 Kt—R 4 B—Kts
1z Kt—Q 4 P—B4 R—K1 B—R P—Kts
P—QR3 ht—B 3!1(g) O—O0—0O (?) B—Q 2 F Kt—R34
13 B—Q 3= (e) O—0+(n)

() The Berlin Defence.

() It 5 0—0, B—K2!; 6 R—K1, P~--Q 4.

() Or 6 Kt—B 3, Kt—-B3; 7 Q—R B—Kt5; 8 O—0, Bx Kt; 9 Px B;
0—0; 10 B—Q 3, Kt—K2; 11 B—K Kts, Kt—Kt3; 12 Q—Kta P——-QR
Marshall—'l‘on‘e, New York, 1925.

()7.. 0—0; 8 0—0-—0, P—~B3; 9 KR—K11, P—Q4; 10 Q—R4
Kt—Q2; 11 B-—-Q 3, P—K Kt$; ;12 Kt—K 5, Kt—B 4 1. Mieses—von Holzhausen,
wsberg, 1920, Or7.., P—B 3; 8 0—0—0, P—Q 4; 9Q—R4 B—K3; 10B—Q 3
Kt—Q2; 11 Kt—Q 4, hl-84, 12 P—B 4, M—}\tl 13 K R—K1, K—B3

( orre——rholfsen, New York, 1924); 14 P—Q Kt 4, Ktx Bch 1§ Rx Kt, Q—Q38

l(j)lOR KleB llQ B, 0—0; 12 R—K 3, Kt—Q 2: 131’——KR413
Rx B, Ktx R; 14 R—K I, R—K 1; 15 Kt—QS Kt—Q Kt 3! K. Richter), R—
Berlm—Budapest com-:poudmcc, 1938.

(e) 18.., Kt—K 4; 14 P—B 4. Mieses—Rubinstein, Breslau, 1912.
(62 9 , @—Q4; 10 Kt—B3!, PxKt; 11 R—QI PxP; 12 O—0+.

(g) 1 P—BS P—~Q6; 14 Q—K3, Kt— 15 0—0! and if KtxQBP.
18 Q—-—Kts (malysis by J. H. Moryison).  Cp. ax Lange, pp. 106-8.

Q) For 5 Kt—Kt5 see Two hmghts Defence,xpp 302-4. 5§ P—K 5, P—Q 4
6B Kt—K 5; 7 KtxP, B—QB B—Q2; 9 Bth PxB
10 0—0 is Torrc—-Bxgclow, New York, l925
(4} Marshall—Smirka, New York, 1925.
() Or 8.., P—Q4 4 KPxP (4 BPxP, KtxP; 5 Q—B3, B—Q B 4.
6 Kt—K2, B—~B7ch; 7 K—B1, B—Kt3; 8 BxP, xh, 9 P—-QJ, Ux K P4
'Vllotkowski) Ktx P (4 P-—KS, 5 P—Q3, B~K Kt5; 6 Kt—K 2, B—~Q B4
P—Q4 B—Q3; 80—O+), 5§ Bx Kt (If 5§ Q—K 2, KtxP, 8 QxPch, Kt—K 3,
7 Kt—K'BS, Kt—QB3; 8 Q—K 2, B—Q3; § 0—0, 0—0; 10 P—B 3, R—K 1°
11 Q—B2, Kt—R4 F), QxB; 8 Q—K32, Kt—-%Bs, 7 Kt—Q B3, Q—K 3
8 PxP, B—-B4; 9 Kt—B3, 0—0O; 10 Kt—K 4, B—Kt8; 11 P—~B3, KtxP:
12 Ktx Kt, Q x Kt=.

Teew

>

Notes ctd om h. 12,
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 B—Bg4.

6 i 8 9 10

2 Kt—KB3...B—B 4 (f)ieerecereeaea. .P—QB3

3 Kt—KB3 P—QB3(g) P—Q4......Q—K 2
KtxP @ P—Q4 ()...Kt—KB3 P—Q4 B—B 4

4 Kt—B3 (b)) BXP P—Q4 KPxP B x P ch (5)
Ktx Kt Kt—K B3 PxP BPxP KxB

5 QPxKt Q—B3 P—K 5 B—Ktsch Q—Bg4ch
P—KB3!(c) O—0O P—Q 4 B—Q2 P—Q 4

6 XKt—R 4 (d) P—Q4.(i) PxKt BxBch QxB
P—K Ktz PXxP PxB KtxB PxP

72 P—KB4 B—Ktsjs Q—R35 PxP QxKP
P—B3 PxP 0—O0 KtxP Kt—B3

8 P—Bs5 Bx Kt QxB Q—Kz2 Kt—Kz2
P—Q 4 P—B7 R—Kich Q—Kz2 B—Kts

9 PxP Kt—Q B3 Kt—K2 Kt—Q B3 QKt—B3
PxB QxQB P—Q6 0—0—0 R—K 1

10 R 5 OxQ B—K3 B—B 4 Q—IK Kts
%{-_—-—Q 2 PxQ Px Kt Kt—Kt3= Q Kt—Qz2

11 PxP Kt—B 3 Kt—Q 2 0—0
Q—K1 P—B3 Kt—R 3 Kt—K 4

12 Kt—Kt6 B—Kt3 QXP (B4) P—Q Kt 3
K—B2+() P—B4= QXP= P—Q Kt 4F

(a) For 8.., Kt—B 3 see Two Knights’ Defence.

(b) Correct is 4 P—Q 8, with approximate e\c}uahty ‘The column is the Boden-
Kxosentzky Gambit sometxmes arising from the Vienna Game or Petroff’s Defence.

é 6 KtxP,Q—-K2(6 »PxKt?; 7BxPch++); 7BxPch,
K—Q1; 80——- Qxht 9 R—K

(d) 6 0—O0, Q—K2 7R—K1, P——Q3 8 Kt—R4,B—K3; 9 B—Q38,Q—B2;
10 P—K B 4, Kt—Q 2, 11 P—Q Kt3, O—O—O 12 P—B4 Kt—B 4+.

(¢) 18 P—K Kt4, Bx P. Analysis by S. Mlotkowskx

(f) 2 , P—K B4 (the Calabrese Counter-Gambait) is rcfuted by 8 P—
Kt—KB3; 4 P—B4, P—-Q ; 5 Kt—KB3, BPxP; 6%{ P, B—Kt5; 7PxP
Bx Kt; 8 QxB, PxP 9 Q—Q Kt3,Q—B1; 10 B KtS+. The text is the
Classical Defence.

(g) White has the choice of the followmg alternative lines: (1) 8 Kt—QB3
transposes into Vienna Game and 3 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3 into Grmoco Piano.
(2) 3 P—QKt4,BxP; 4 P—B 4 (4 P—Q B3, B—R4; 5 Kt--B 3, Kt—Q B 3 leads
to the Evans Gamblt), P—Q4 (4 ., PxP, known as 'M'Donnell's’ Double Gambit,
gives White a very strong attack by 5 Kt—K B3, B—K2; 6 P-Q 4, B—R Sch;
7 P—Kt3, PxP; 8 0—O, PxPch; 9 K-—Rl, P—Q4), 5 KPxP, P—KS5;
6 Kt—K2 Kt—KB3; 7 O—O 0—0; 8 Q Kt—B3, P—B3; 9 Px'P, Ktx P,

% 38 P——Q4 Bx P (not 3 , PxP 4 BxPch!); 4 Kt—K Bs, Kt—QBS+.
3Q—Kt4, K—B1(or3 .,P—KK t3; 4Q—Kt3o0r8 ,Q—B 4 Kt—Q B3I,
xPch; S§K—Q1+); 4 Q—Kt 3, Kt—Q B3; 5 Kt—Q B3, asin the Vienna Game.

(k) The Lewis Counter Gambit. If 4 Px P, Bx Pchl

1) Handbuck, 1913, gives 6 B—B 4, B—K Kts —K2; 8
B—K3; 9BxB, PxB; 10 Kt—B 3, Kt—B 3 P— 3 t—- Kt5; 12 —Bl'
(if 12 020, Rx Kt, 13Px R, Q—R 5 draws at least) as m hvour of Whnte, but Black
seems to have the better game after 12.., Rx Kt; 18 P Ktx R P; R—R 1,
Q—R5!'; 15Q—K2,BxPch; 168 K—~Q1, Q—Kt 8. Thx«x and the next two columns
are analysis.

(7) 4 Kt—K B 3 is safest for White, leading to equality. The column is analysis
in Handbuch, 1913,



CARO-KANN DEFENCE

Ta1s reply to 1 P—K 4 has had numerous fluctuations in
favour with the masters. We wrote in 1925 that, after
being held for a considerable time the best of the irregular
replies, it had fallen into desuetude again, while in 1932 we
wrote that it had once more taken its place as a fairly
frequent resource for Black in master-play.  With the
introduction of the Panoff-Botvinnik Attack at the end of
1933 the defence again passed through a critical period.
However, at the end of the following year it returned to
the tournament arena, and there are now many who con-
sider it the best of the irregular defences to 1 P—K 4.

The Caro-Kann has the superiority over the other
defences that the development of Black’s Queen’s Bishop
is not obstructed (as in the French Defence), that there are
few main variations, and that it is almost impossible for
White to build up a strong attack. On the other hand,
P—Q B 3 does not attack an important centre point (as
does the Sicilian, P—Q B 4), nor does it facilitate the
development of an important piece (as does the French,
P—K3). Consequently, if White develops naturally,
Black is often burdened with a lifeless position.

Normally the game opens 1 P—K4, P—Q B 3; 2 P—
Q 4, P—Q 4, when White has four continuations :—

(i) 3Kt—Q B 3 (cols. 1 to 10). Black has the choice
for his 4th move of Kt—B 3 or B—B 4; Kt—Q 2 (col. 10)
being practically a sub-variation of Kt—B 3. 4..., Kt—B3
(the older line) is now rarely seen. After §KtxKtch
Black remains with a theoretical disadvantage, although
White’s superiority is seldom of great weight in practice.
4..., B—B 4 (cols. 6 to 9) has had the support of Flohr for
many years. In the best variation (cols. 6 and 7) White
retains the initiative throughout the whole game. The attack
in col. 9 is based on Russian analysis. It can lead to a
wild game, and may be recommended for those who are
fond of enterprising chess.
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(ii) 3 P x P(the Exchange Variation) now has 12 columns
devoted to it instead of the three in our last edition. 'This
is due to the Panoff-Botvinnik attack (cols. 11 to 19), where
it is by no means easy for Black to maintain equality. It
is advisable for the second player, as in col. 18, to give up
the centre at an early stage and maintain control of his
Q 4; this manceuvre takes most of the sting out of White’s
attack.  Against the older continuation in the Exchange
Variation, where White omits the attack on Black’s centre
by P—Q B 4 (cols. 20 and 22), Black has no difficulty in
equalising.

(ii1) 3 P—K 5 (cols. 23 and 24) is weak for the first
player, who is often hard pressed to maintain equality.

(iv) 3P—K B 3 (cols. 25 and 26), advocated by Tarta-
kover, involves some very tricky play. The second player
must not accept the Pawn-sacrifice (col. 25), but should
develop quietly, as in col. 26. This leads to a kind of French
Defence, where Black’s position is satisfactory.

2P—Q B4 (cols. 27 and 28) has been successfully
played in recent tournaments. Against this move it is not
easy for Black to develop harmoniously, and the variation
will doubtless receive a good deal of attention in the next
few years. 2 Kt—Q B 3 (cols. 29 and 30) avoids the more
regular lines, but leads to no advantage for White,

Notes for cols. 1 to 5 (p. 17) ctd.

(h) 8. , Q—K2; 9 QxQch, BxQ; 10 K Kt—B § would leave White with the
a lvantage of the two Blshops The column is Alekhine—Tartakover, Kecskemet, 1927.

(4) Black’s only good line is 9.., 0—0; 10 O—0—O0, Q—R 4; 11 K—Kt1,
Kt—Q 4 {Alekhine).

1g) Best, Altematwes are (1)5.. 3 B—Kt5; 6 Q—03, Q Kt—Q2; 7 P—KRS3,
4;8KtxB,Ktx Kt; 9 Kt—B 8, P—K 8; 10 P— Kt3,B—Q8; 11 B—Kt 2+,
Splelmann—Capablancn, New York, 1927. {2) 5. . P—KR4; 6 P—KR R 4, B—Kt5;

B—K 2, B><B 8 KKtxB, %Kt—;? —Q 8 +. Spirlmann-—Alekhine
Carl<bad 191] Not however, 6 ts, P— 5; 7 BxKt, PxKt; 8 B—K5
RxP; 0 RxR, Q—R4ch; 10 P—QBS, QxBch; 11 PxQ, Px R+ 4. A game
won by Torre.

(k) Spielmann-—H&nlinger, Vienna, 1929, 12.., B—Kt 2 equalises,
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1 P—K 4, P—QB3; 2 P—Q4, P—Q4: 3 Kt—Q B3, PXP;
4 KtxP (a), Kt—B 3.

1 2 8 4 5
5 KtXKtch(B)vereoeoorinnoneaniaannn Kt—Kt3
KPXKteeerreune eeeas KtPxKt P—K4..... P—K 3 ()
6 B—QB4....P—Q B3 P—QB3(¢) Kt—B3 Kt—B 3
B—Q3 B—Q3 PXP P—B4
7 Q—Kz2ch B—Q3 Kt——K 2 KtxP(g) B—Q3
B—Kz2 (@ Q—Kz2ch() P—K3 B—Q B4 Kt—B 3
8 Kt—B3 Q—K2 Kt—Kt 3 Q—Kz2ch PxP
0—0 B—K3 B—Kt3 B—Kz2 (k) BXP
9 0—0 Kt—B 3 P—KR4 B—K3 P—QR3
B—Q3 Kt—Q 2 P—KR3 P—B4() O—O
1o R—K1 0—0 B—Q3 K Xt—Bs5 O—O
P—QKt4 O0—O BxB 0—0 P—QKt3
r B—Q3 R—K1 QxB Q—B 4 P—Q Kty
Kt—R 3 KR—K1 Kt—Qz2 R—K1 B—Kz2
1z P—Q R 4 Q—K g4 Q—B3 B—Q3 B—Kt2 (%)
Kt—Kt 5 Kt—B1 Q—R 4 P—Q Kt3
13 PXP B—K B4 Kt—K4 0—0—0
KtxB Kt—Kt 3 0—Q 4 B—R 3
14 QxXKt BxB B—B 4 Kt—R 6 ch+
PxP QxB 0—0—0
15 = (b) Kt—R 4 Kt—0Q 6 ch
B—Q 2 B.&J\L\j)
= ()

(A) The gambit 4 P—B 3, PxP; 5 KtxP, B—Kt5; 6 B—Q B4, P—K 8 gives

White some attack. 4 B—-Q 4, Kt—BS; 5 P—BS8, P—K6; 6 BxK P, B—B 4;

7 K Kt—K 2, P—K3; 8 P—K Kt4, B—Kt3; 9 P—KR4, P~KR3is J. H. O.
v. d. Bosch—Flohr, match, 1932.

(8) A gambit altemative which is difficult for Black to meet is S B—Q 3 l. QxP;
6 Kt—K B3, Q—Q 1 —K 2, Ktx Kt; 8 Bx Kt, t—QZ(betterisB —B4;
9 Bx B, Q-—-R4ch, 10 !92 QxB; 11 0—0~—0, Kt—Q2); 90 O Kt—-B4,
10 ——Q 1, Q—B 2; 11 Kt—K § Alokhine—Wmter, Hastings, 1636-37

(a) Best. The exchange of Queens is in favour of White because of bis Pawp
majority on the Queen's side.

(b}zls Qx P, Q—B2; 16 Q—Q 3, B—Kt2; 17 P—Q5 KR—B1; 18 P—BS3,

92 9 B—K 3, P—R 5; 20 KR—Q1, 'R—R 4. Nxmzovnch-—-Rét:, Berlm,
1928.

(¢) I .y O— 8 Q—B2, P—K Kt3; 9 Kt—K2, Q—B2; 10 P—KR4,
R—K1; ll P RS :h Znosko- Borovsky—’l‘artakover. Puis, 1925.

(d) 16 Kt—B 5, Q—B 1. Mattison—Sterk, Paris, 1924.

(¢) Or 6 P—K Kt8, B—B4; 7B—Kt2, P-—-Ks 8 Kt—K 2, Kt—~Q 2; 9 0—0,
Kt—Kt38; 10 P—Q Kt3, B—( 3; 11 —Q B—B2 12 B— 3, Q—Q2;
18P—Q R4, P—Q R4; 14 R—R2, Kt—B1; 15 'R—Q 2 £. H. H. Cole—Winter,
Hastings, 1919.

) 18 QxQ, KPxQ= L3venfisch—Zubareff, Moscow, 1925,

Weaker is 7 Qx P, Qx Ktx Q, B-— 9 KKt—BS5, 0—0;
1013@1(3 Bx B; 11 Ktx B, B—z?s; 12 0—0—O0 %{:—d 2; 18 B—B 4, Kt—B 4;
14 Bx B=. Alekhine—Capablanca, New York, 1927

Notes ctd., on p. 16.
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1 P—K4, P—QB3; 2 P—Q4, P—Q4; 3 Kt—Q B3, PXP;
4 KtxP.

8 7 8 9 10
4 B——B4.Kt——Q2
5 Kt—Kt3 Kt—K B3
B—Kt3 K Kt—B 3
6 P—KRgreeeereoaessn . Kt—B3 (d)..Kt—R 3 Kt—Kt 3
P—KR3 Kt—Q 2 P—K3 () P—K3
7 Kt—B3 (4) B—Q3 Kt—B 4 B—Q3
Kt—Q2 P—K3 Q—Rs5 P—B 4
8 B—Q 3 () 0—0 KtxB(f) P—B3(@
BxB KKt—B3 RPxKt B—Kz2
9 QxB R—K1 Q—Q3 0—0
P—K3 Q—B2 Kt—Q 2 0—0
10 B—Q2 P—B 4 Kt—K 4 Kt—K 5
KKt—B3 - B—XKts Q—Qrl! PxP
11 O—0—0 R—K 2 B—K 2 PxP
Q—B2 BxB QKt—B3 Kt—Kt3
12 K—Ktr..... KR—K1 QXxB Ktx Ktch(g) B—K Kt 5
B—Q3 (@ B—Q3 o0—0 Px Kt QKt—Q 4
13 Kt—K 4 Kt—K 4 P—B s B—Q 2 R—B 1 (j)
Ktx Kt Ktx Kt B—R31 Q—B2
14 QxKt Qx Kt R—Ktzx P—K Kt3
Kt—B3 Kt—B 3 Q—Qr 0—0—0
15 O—Kz2k () Q—Kz=(0) = F )

(A) 7 Kt—R 8, threatening 8 Kt—B 4, is refuted by 7.., P—K 4 (Capablanca).

An almost forgotten line, which is nevertheless quxte strong. is 8§ P—~R 5, B—R 2;
9B 3, BxB; 10 QxB, P—K 3; 11 B—Q2, Kkt—B3, 2 0—0—0, B %
13 Q K 1, BxKt; 14 Px B, O—O 15 R—R 4 +. Lha;es—-kéu, Car]sb\d 1 23

(a) Better is 12.., 0—0—O: 18 P—B4, P—B4; 14 B—B3, P—QR3J;
2, B—Q 3: 16 Kt—K 4, Ktx Kt; 17 §x Kt, Kt—B3; 18 QK 2, PxP3
tx P 'B—B 4=.
Iébﬁ Continued 15.., 0—O0—0O; 16 P—B4, P—B4; 17 B—B3, K—Kt1;
18 KR—K1, PxP; 19 Ktx P. Maréczy—Keres, Zandvoort, 1936.
(¢) 15. ,B—B5; 18 Kt—K35, B x Bch. Spielmann—Capablanca, New York, 1927,
(d) 1f 6 P—KB4 P—K3; 7 Kt—B3, B——Q3 8 B—Q 3, Kt—K 2; 9 0—O,
Kt—Q 2; 10 K 1, 0—B 2; 11 Kt—K 5, R—Q 1; —K 2, Bx B=. Marshall—
Capablanca, New York 1927, The Column is hashdau— “lohr, London 1932.
2{ .., Kt—Q2; Kt—B 4, P-—K“ also good 18 7.., KKt—B3S§;
8P— R 4, P—K4for1£9?xP,KtxP 10 Q—K —K 2; 11 P—RS? BxBPIl);
KtxB, RPxKt; 9 PxP Q —R51; 10 P—K8, PxP 11 Q—
K 2, 0—0—01; 12 B—Q 2, K Kt—B 3; 13 0—-0—0, B—B4!l; 14 B—K 8, Kt—
Kt5+. L. Stemer—Opocensky, Lodz, 1985,
(f) 1f 8 Q—K2, Kt—Q2!; 9 P—Q B3, 0—0—0; 10 KtxB, RPxKt,
11 Kt—K 4, K2; 12 B—Kt'5, O Kt— 3; 13 0—0—0, Q—B2; 14 Q—B 8-
Q—R 4; 15 KB—B4, B—K2=. Ragosin—Flohr, Moscow, 1985.
) Better was 12 Kt—Kt 5, Q—B2; 138 Kt—B 3, with a slight advantage for
White (Bogatyrchuk).
(k) Continued 15 % —B 4, B—R 31; 16 0—0—0, BxBch; 17 RxB, Kt—K2;
18 B—B 8, Kt—Q 4. ogatyrchuk—Flohr, Moscow, 1935,
() 8 Px P transposes to col. §.

" (7) Becker—Dory, Vienna, 1928. White has some attacking chances on the King's
side.
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1 P—K4, P—QB3; 2 P—Qg4, P—Q4; 3 PxP, PxPj
4 P—Q B4 (a), Kt—K B3; 5 Kt—Q B3, Kt—B3.

11 12 13 14 15
6 B—Kt5ereieeeoaeaeneonineianeennns vesssseasse Kt—B 3
PXPiueereeriionnnnennn. P—K 3 (g) B—Kt 5
7 P—Q5 Kt—B3 (4)..P—Bs3s B—K 2
Kt—K4....Kt—Q R4 PxP B—K2 P—K 3 (m)
8 Q—Q4 Kt—B3!(e) BXP B—Kts P—Bs
Kt—Q6ch P—K3 B—Kz2 o—0 Kt—K 5! (n)
9 BxKt Kt—Ks5! 0—0O Kt—B3 (k) P—KR3
PxB PxP 0—0 Kt—K 5 Bx Kt
10 Kt—B3 (@) Q—R4ch R—B1 BxB BxB
P—KKt3(b) Kt—B3 P—QR3 KtxB Ktx Kt
11 BxKt 0—0—0 B—Q3(3) R—QB1r PxKt
PxB B—Kz2 P—KR3 P—QKt3! B—Kz2
12 0—O0 Ktx Kt B—R4() P—QKtg O—O
B—Kz2() PxKt R—K 1 P—QR4 O—O
13 QR—Q1x Bx Kt P—QR3 P—QR3 R—K1
Oo—0 BxB Kt—Q 4 PxKtP P—Q Kt3
14 RXP QxPch B—Kt3 RPXP PxP
B—KBg4 B—Q2 Ktx Kt PxP PXP
15 R—Q 2 QXQP+(f) RxKt QPxXP B—K2
B—Q3 B—B3 Ktx Kt B—Q3
16 P—K Kt 4! B—Ks5! 4+ RxKt B—Q3
+ (d) R—Kt1 + Q—-—Rs
@

o1 63) 'gge Panoff—Botvinnik Attack, which almost demolished the whole defence
n 1~

(a) A decided lmprovement on 10 BxKt, KPxB!; 11 QxQP, B—Q3;
12 K Kt—K 2, 0—0; 18 0—0, R—K1!; 14 Q R—Q 1, B—K Kt 5=, Botvmn —
Flohr, 1st match game, 1933.

(5) Other possibilities are erw{se unsatisfactory, cg. 10 ., P—KR3; 11 BxKz,
KPxB; 120—0,B—K 2; Kt—K 4 (5x P4. Znosko- -Borovsky—
B. Reilly, Nice, 1934, Or 10 , P— KS, ll Bx Kt QxB 12 Qx P, with a great
advantage in development for White.

(¢) Easier to refute is 12, ., Q—Kt38; 13 KR—K1ch, K—~Q1; 14 Q—KR 4!+.
Botvinnik—Flohr, 9th match game, 1933,

(d) 16.., B—B1; 17 Kt—K 4 with an overwhelming position. Analysis by
Botvinnik.

(e)RWhite must contmue as aggressively as poss:ble If 8 BxP, KtxB;

9 Q—R4ch 10 Qx Kt, P—Kt4!; 11 Q—K2, Q—Kt3!; 12 R—Ql

f‘s-;l{t 5; 18 Kt— 4 Ktx Kt; 14 Qx Kt, P-—K 8=. Pltschak—Herzog, Lxebwerda,
(f) Analysis by Yudovitch.

(&) 6. ,Q— KtSismetby 7PxP,andif7..,QxKtP?; 8R—B 1|, Kt—Q Kt 5 ?;
9 Kt—R-ﬂ QxR 10 B— QB4, B—Kt5; 11 Kt—BS3, Resxgnsl Botvinnik—
Spielmann, Moscow, 1935 However, 7.., Q Ktx P; 8 B—K3, P—K4; 9 PxP ep s
B—B 4 gives Black a strong attack at the cost of'a Pawn. Best for thte on 7..
QKtx P is 8 K Kt—K 21, when he is better developed.

}) 167 PxP PxP; 8BXKL QxB; 9KtxP Q—Q1; 10 Kt—QB S, QxP;
1 {§><)Q KtxQ; 12 0—~0—0, B—Q B 4= h QX Fs

Notes ctd. on p. 23,
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1 P—X4, P—QB3; 2 P—Q4, P—Q4; 3 PxP, PXP.

16 17 18 19 20
4 (P—OB4)ieiiereaesoasasssasnsanscnasscannns ... B—Q3 (7
(Kt—K B 3) QKt—B 3
5 (Kt—Q B 3) P—QB3
(Kt—B 3) ..... seessese s PXPLLLL P—KKt3 Kt—B3
6 Kt—B 3 BxP Q—Kt3! B—KBg
B—Xt 5 (a) P—K 3 B—Ktz2 B—Kts
7 PXP Kt—B 3 PxP Q—Kt3
K KtxP P—QR3 0—O0 Kt—Q R 4
8 B—Q Kts5...0—Kt3 P—QR4(f) B—QB4 (k) Q—R 4¢h
R—B1 (@ BxKt Kt—B 3 QKt—Q2 B—Q2
9 P_KR3 PxB 0—O0 KKt—Kz2 Q—B=2
BxKt P—K3 () B—K=2 Kt—Kt 3 Q—Kt3
10 QxB QxXP B—K3 0—0 Kt—B 3 (&)
P—K3 KtxP 0—O0 KtxB P—K 3
11 0—O0 B—Ktsch R—B1 Qx Kt 0—0
P—QR3 KtxB Q Kt—Kts5 P—Kt3 B—Kt 4
12 Ktx Kt Q—B6¢ch Kt—K3 B—Kts Q Kt—Q 2
QxKt K—Kz2 K Kt—Q4 B—Ktz2 BxB
13 QXQ Qx Kt (Kts) Q—B 3 Kt—B 4 QxB=()
PxQ KtxKt(d) P—KB3 Q—Q2
14 B—R 4 Px Kt Kt—Q 3 KR—K1

B—Kz2®) 0-Q4() Kt(Kt5)x KR—Q1
= Rt( =0

(A) 6 , B—K38; 7 P—BS5, P—K Kt8; 8 B—Q Kt5, B—Kt2; 9 Kt—KS5,
—B 1 ; 10 Q—R 4, B—Q 2; 11 0—0, 0—0; 12 B—K B 4, P—Q R3; 13 Bx Kt+.
ake—Alekhine, Pasadena, 1932.

() In the sensational game Nimzovitch—Alekhine, Bled, 1931, 8.., Q—R 4 led
to a quick victory for Black after 9 Q—Kt3, Bx Kt; 10 PxB, Ktx Kt;
11Bx Ktch ?,Px B 12Q0—Kt7?, Kt—Q 4 disch; 13B—Q 2, Q—Kt 3; 14 QxR ch,
K—Q 2 followed by .., Kt—B 2. But Alekhme himself later refuted 8.., Q—R 4;
by 9 Q—Kt3, BxKt; 10 PxB, KtxKt; 11 PxKt, P—K3; 12 0—0O+.
Alekhine-~Wnter, London, 1932.

(b) Continued 15 B—K 3, B—Q 8; 16 B—Kt 3, Kt—K 2. Krause—Nimzovitch,
correspondence, 1924-235.

(¢) 9 , KtxKt; 10 Qx P!, KtxQP; 11 Px Kt+ (Panoff). If9 ., KtxP?;
10 B—Kt 5ch wimns a piece.

}%If 13. , 0—Q 2; 14 Ktx Ktch, Px Kt; 15 Q—K 2c¢h, 0—K 3; 18 B~K3
P— 3; 17 R—Q B 1 with the better ending. Panoff Sergeiff, Moscow, 1930, !

(¢) 15 QxQ, PxQ; 16 R--Kt 1. Analysis by decher. Whiw nas 2 anuimal

advantage.

(f) The opening transposes to a Queen’s Gambit Accepted.

(g) Alekhime—Tartakover, Paris, 1925.

(k) Better is B—K 2—B 3, with advantage for White.

(s) Alekhine—Euwe, Berne, 1932.

(7) This must be played as soon as possible. Inferior, e.g. s 4 P B8, Kt—Q B3;
5 B—%(B«t, B—B4; 6 Kt—B 3, P—K 3; 7 Q—Kt 8 (better 739;(3 3=), Qg. 2!
8 %{Kt—Q 2, P—B3; 8 B—K2, P—K Kt4!; 10 B—Kt3, P—K R 4; 11 P—K%sf
KKt—K?2; 12 0—0, B—R 3!+. Spielmann—Nimzovitch, Carlsbad, 1923.

(%) Or 10 Kt—Q2, B—Kt4; 11 KKt—B3, BxB; 12 QxB, P—K 3=,
Maréczy—Nimzovitch, Bled, 1931 Qx K 3=

(1) Maréczy—Capablanca, Lake Hopatcong, 1928.
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1 P—K4, P—QB3; 2 P—Qg4, P—Qy4.

21 22 23 24 25
3 (PXP).ciiiiiieiiiiienn. P—K 5. eeeiiiieenan... P—KB3
(PXP) B—B 4 PxP?
4 (B—Q3) B—0Q 3 (4) PxP
(Kt—Q B 3) BxB P—K 4
5 (P—Q B3) QxB Kt—K B3
Kt—B 3 P—K 3 PxP
6 B—K B 4 (a) Kt—0B3...Kt—K2 (k) B—Q B4
B—Kts..... P—K Kt3z Q—Kt3 Q—Kt3 B—Kz2 (»)
7 Kt—B3 () Kt—B3 X Kt—Kz2 0—0 0—0!
P—K3 () B—Ktz2 P—Q B4 P—Q B4 Kt—B 3
8 Q—Kt3 () P—KR3(f) PxP P—QB3 Kt—Kts
Q—B1 B—B4(g) BxP QKt—B3 0O—O
9 QKt—Q2 O—O 0—0 Kt—Q 2 KtxBP
B—K2 BxB Kt—K 2 R—B1()) RxXt
10 0—O QxB Kt—R 4 Kt—B 3 BxRch
0—O0 O—0 Q—B 3 PxP! KxB
11 P—KR3 QKt—Q2 KtxB K KtxP P—K s
B—R 4 Q—Kt3! QX Kt B—B 4 K—Kt 1
12 Q R—K1 QR—Kt1 B—K3 Kt—Kt 3 Px Kt
B—Kt3 QR—B1 Q—B2 K Kt—Kz2 BxP
13 BXB KR—K1 P—KBgyg KtxB Kt—Q 2
RPxB KR—K1 Kt—Bg4 QX Kt B—K3
14 Kt—Ks54(6) Kt—K 5 P—B 3 KR—K1 Kt—Kg4
P—K3 () QKt—Bj3 Kt—Kt3 + (0)
- FO = (m)

a) If 6 Kt—K 2, B—Kt s 7 0—0, P—K 3; 8 P—B 3, B—R 4; 9 Kt—Kt3,
B—Kt3; 10 P—B4, BxB; x B, B— 3, 12 Q—K 2, Q—B 2 F. Llhonthal-—
Flohr, Ujpest 1934. And if 6 P-- R3,P—K4l; 7PxP, KtxP; 8 %——1\ 2, Q—K2

B—Kt&ch, B—Q2; 10 B—KS3, BxB, 11 QxBch, Q—Q Wagnet——-

Nlmzovitch Btoslau, 1925
®) 7 Q—Kt3, Kt—-R4 transposes to. col. 20.
(?( Passive lay is disadvantageous for Black. Correct is 7. (2{

t3, Bx Kt; ® Px B, P—K 3; 10 Kt—Q 2, Kt—Q 2; 11 R—K Kt 1, P—-kts
1:23 —SQRA, o—d-—o 13 0—0—0, B—Kt 2=. P.S. ﬂner-Ban'y—Flohr Hastings,

984-35
(d) Better thansQKt Q 2, B— QB 9 BxB, QxB; 10 P~KRS3, B—R4;
3 P—Q R 3; 12 0—0, 0—0; 18 Q—K 3, Bx Kt; 14 Ktx B, Kt—Q 2=
pr mann-—Capablanca, Moscow. 1925.”
(6) P. S. Milner-Barry—Znosko-Borovsky, Tenby, 1928.

Or8Q Kt—Q2,B—B4; 9 BxB PxB 10 Kt—K 5, Q—Kt3; 11 0—0 |,
o_éf’ QKt—I?ts P—K 8} 13 QK2 KR—Q1; 14 Kt—B'5, Ktx Kt:
15 Bx Kt, Kt—KS ; Spwlmann——S&xmsch Berlm. 1920.

, 0—0;9 QKt—Q2 P—QRS8; 10 0—0, Kt—KR 4; 11 B—R2is not
advisa le for Black (H teiner—Kashdan, Gy&r, 1930) Similarly, 8 , Kt—K 5 is weak,
because of 9 Q Kt—Q 2, P--B4 10 O—O 0—0; Kt—K Sf Kt'x Kt; 12 Bx Kt
BxB; 18 PxB, Ktx 14 Qx Kt, P—-bs 15 QR—Q1+. Lasker—
Tartakover, Mihrisch- Ostrau. 1923.

(k) Bogatyrchuk—Tartakover, Moscow, 1925. The order of moves has been
changed somewhat.

Notes ctd. on p, 28.
B



22 CARO-KANN DEFENCE

1 P—K 4, P—QB3.

26 27 28 29 30
2 (P—Q4).... P—QB4g.eeieennn.nn ....Kt—Q B3
(P—Q 4) P—Q4...... P—K 4 P—Q4
3 P—KB3) KPxP Kt—KB3(¢) Kt—B 3
P—K 3 PxP P—Q3 PxP (g
4 B—XK3 PxP P—Q 4 KtxP
Kt—B 3 Kt—KB3(c) B—Kts B—Kts5 (k). .Kt—B 3
5 Kt—B 3 B—Ktsch Kt—B3 Kt—Kt3 Kt—Xt 3 (j)
B—Kt 5 (@) QKt—Q2 QXKt—Q2 Kt—B3 P—B 4
6 P—K35 QKt—B3 B—Kz2 B—Kz2 P—Q 4
K Kt—-—Q 2 P—KKt3 Kt—B3 P—K3 PxP
7 P—Bg4 Kt—B 3 0—0 Kt—K 5 QxP
P—Q B4 B—Kt2 B—K 2 BxB QAxXQ
8 Kt—B 3 P—Q6! B—K 3 QxB Ktx Q
Kt—Q B3 PxP 0—O0 Q—Q4 P—QR3
9 P—QR3 0—0 Kt—Q 2 Kt—B 3 B—K 2
PxP 0—O0 BxB P—B4 B—Kts
10 KtxP P—Q 4 QxB P—Q3 B—Q3
B—B 4 P—K R3 QO—R 4 Kt—B 3 P—K 4
11 Q—Q2 B—XK B4 P—KKtg O0O—O Kt(Q4)—-B5
P—QR3 Kt—Kt 3 PxP B—K 2 P—K
12 Q—B2 Q—Q 2 Kt-Kt3 + (f) B—Q 2 Kt—K
Q—R4= () % (@ 0—0=@ o Kt—Qz-

(@) Or 5.., B—K2; 6 P—KS5, KKt—Q2; 7 P—B4, P~QB4; 8 Kt—B3,
Kt—Q B 3; 9 B—Kt 5, 0—Kt 8; 10 0—O, 0=0; 11 K—R'1, P—Q R 3=. Torme—
Fine, Monterrey, 1934.

(b) 13 Kt—Kt3, BxB; 14 QxB, Q—Kt8; 15 QxQ, KtxQ; 16 0—0—0.
Kostich—Pire, Bled, 1931.

c) 4.., QxP; 5 Kt—Q B3, R4 (5.., Q—Q1 is sxmpler, leading to a
vana(tl)onoftheQGD) 6 B—B 4, Kt %BS 7Kt-—-B3 —K 3; 80—0, BK—-K
9 P—Q 4, 0—0; 10 B—B 4 4. L. Stemer—-Catls, The Hague, 1928] A strong altema—
tive iS 4 P—QR3~ Q—Kt3, Kt—K B3; 6 Kt— QBs Q t—Q2 713—

(L Steiner—Flohr, Hastings, 1932-33), and now 7.., Kt—B 8 Q—B 4, P—K 8
9 B—B 3, Px P; 10 Ktx P, B—K3 with a good attack (Flobr)
(d) 12..,P—R 3; 13B—Q3, K—R2; 14P—KRS3,B—K3; 15§ KR—K 1,

Q—Q2; 16 B—R 2. A]ekhme—Fexgm, Kemerx 1937.

(&) Or3P—Q4 P—Q3; 4 Kt—QB3 Q—B2; 5§ B—K2,B—K2; 6 B—K3,
Kt—B3; 7 P—KR 3, 0=0; 8 Kt—B QKt~QK 9 0—0, R—K 13 10 R—B1,
B—B1; 11 Q-—B2 P—K'Kt3; 12 P—- 5 t—R4; 13 Q—Q2, Kt—Kt2:
14 P—K Kt 44+. C. H Alexander-—Flohr, Hastings, 1937-38.

3 (j:;) 12.., Q—R 3; 18 Ktx P, Kt—K 4; 14 P—KtS5. Mikenas—Flohr, Hastings,
1937-38.

(g) 3 Kt—B3; 4 P—KS5, Kt—KS5; 5 Q—K2 KtxKt; 6 QPxKt,
P—Q Kt 3 "7 Kt—0Q 4 P—QB4? (7 P—K 8 is necessary); 8 P—K 61 and wins,
Spielmann-——Walter, Trentschm-Tephtz, 1928.

(h) Weak is 4. , B—B4?; § Kt—KtS B—Kt3; 6 P—KR4, P—KRS3;

Kt—K 5, 2; Q—R 5, P—KKt3; 9 Q-—BS Kt—B 8. Lasker—-MuIler,
Zimch 1984. And now 10 B—B 4, P—K 3; 11 P—Q 4! is overwhelming.
() Lasker—Flohr, Zurich, 1934.

(j) If 5 Ktx Ktch, KPx Kt; 6P—Q4 B—Q3; 7 B—Q3, 0—~0; 8 0—0,
B—KKt5; 9 P—K R 38, B—. 10 B—KS3, Kt t—Q 2=. Ragosin—l-'lolu
Semmering-. Baden, 1937.

(k) 13 Kt—K4, B—Kt 5ch; 14 P—B 8, B—K 2. Sir G. A. Thomas—Nimzovitch,
Frankfurt, 1930. A typical Nimzovitch game with its restraining moves 5, 8 and 13.

R*
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Notes for cols. 11 to 15 ctd.

(i) 11 P—QRS, P—Kt4; 12 B—R2, B—Kt2; 13 Q—03, Kt—0Q4;
14 Kt—K 47 (14 B—-ht 1], P—Kt 3; 15 B~—R 6, R—K 1; 16 Kt—K 4 with a strong
attack), Kt (B 3)—ht5!+. Hasenfuss—Flohr, I\emerx, 1937.

(4) Better than 12 B—K 3, when the game Botvmmk—Euwe, Hastings, 1934-35,
contmued 12 Kt—Kt5; 13 B—Kt], P—Q Kt4; 14 Kt—K5, B—Kt2;
%—— 2, R—i{ 1; 16 P—B'4 (18 P—B3i is safer), Q Kt—Q 3 17 Ktx Kt Qx Kt ;

5, B-—Q31+ The column is Wexss—Podhorzer, Vienna, 1934.

(kg{Better is 9 K Kt—K 2, and if 9.., Kt—K5; 10 Bx B, KtxB; 11 0—O0,

t8; 12 P—Q Kt 4, P-Q R4; 13 P—QR3 with a good game.

(I) 17 Q—K2, B—Q2; 18 BxB, QxB; 19 R—Kt3, Q—R 5 and Black wins
a Pawn. Analysis by Lajos Steiner.

(m) 7.., PxP; 8P 5, BxKt; 9 BxB, Kt—K4; 10 0—O, with a strong
attack: 10. , Q— Q2 —K 2, hthch 12 Qx Kt, 0——0—0 18 P—Q Kt 31!
P—K3; 14 ktpx P. Mikenas—Flohr, Fo]kestone, 1933,

”, Weaker is8.., B—=K 2; 9 0—~0,0—0; 10 B—K 3, Kt—K 5; 11 Q—Kt 3!,
9\’ K R— l P—B4 13 P~KR3 ;i:. Alekhine—Turover and imsatt,
ashington, 1933. he columnis Nimzovitch—Gygl, Zurich, 1934.

Notes for cols. 21 to 25 ctd.

f) On 4 P—K Kt4!? the safest relg § is 4.., B—Q 2 followed by .., P—K 3,

—Q B4, .., Kt-QB 4, etc.; when White's weakened Pawn

position will be a habxhty On 4l B-—Kt3 5 P—K R4, P~KR4; 6 P—K6]|,

xP; 7B~Q8,Bx 8QxB nges White some attack, although the game Mieses—

S; eyer Schevemngen, 1923 continued in Black’s favour: P; 9 Q—Kt6ch,
—Q2; 10 QxP(Kt4), Kt—Bs 11 Q—R 3, R—R 4!; etc.

(f) Nimzovitch—Capablanca, New York, 1927.

(k) On 6 Kt—~K B3 Black should proceed as in the text Weak however, is§..
Q—Kt3; 7 O—0, Q——- %{ Kt—K 2; 9 B—Q2, Kt—Kt3 ?;
10 B—Kt 4 1, Bx B; Q X B Q t3; 12 Q—R 3! i Tarrasch—Nimzovitch,
San Sebastian, 1912,

(}) Also good i3 9.., PxP; 10 PxP, K Kt—K 2; 11 Kt—K B8, P—K R 4=.
H. Wolf-Tartakover, Carlsbad 1923.

(m) Sﬁmxsch—’l‘artakover, Pistyan. 1922,

() If B— K3 7 BxB, PxB; 8 0—0, B—K2; 9 KtxP, Q—Q 2;
10 Q—R Sch K—Q H ll B—K 3+. Tartakover—Przeplorka, Budapest, 1929.

(c) Teichmann—Mieses, match game, Berlin, 1913
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CENTRE GAME

THIs opening presents great difficulties for match-play.
The early manceuvres of White’s Queen, though embarrass-
ing to an opponent not familiar with the defence, when
correctly met often result in a congestion of forces unfavour-
able to White.

The general object of the exchange of Pawns on the
second move is to clear the way for an advance of the King’s
and King’s Bishop’s Pawns and, after Castling on the
Queen’s side, to use the Rook on the open file.

The “ Centre Game ” covers both the variations where
White on his 3rd move immediately recaptures the Pawn and
those in which he defers or renounces recapture. The former
variations constitute the Centre Game proper (cols. I to 8
below) ; the latter Centre Gambits (cols. 9 and 10), and the
Danish Gambit, which is an offshoot of the Centre Game.

Very recent examples of the Centre Game in master-
play are few. Col. 4 with note (k) presents two, arising
from the line 5..., B—Kt5 for Black, which aims at a
counter-attack on the Queen’s side.

In the more frequently seen line, beginning with 5...,
B—Kt 5, there are three replies to 7..., R—K1, given in
cols. 2 to §5:—

(i) 8 Q—Kt 3, defeated by the line adopted by Capa-
blanca in col. 2.

(ii) 8 B—B 4, met by the variation given in col. 4, but
relatively best.

(iii) 8 P—B 3, inferior, as in col. s.

The early advance of P—K 5 for White has been proved
premature (col. 6). In col. 7, the move 4..., P—K Kt 3,
in spite of its adoption in important games, is nevertheless
inferior. The line given in col. 8 appears good for Black,
but has fallen into disuse. The sacrifice of a Pawn in cols.
9 and 10 gives White attacking chances, but Black’s defence
should be sufficient to turn the gain in material to account.
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1 P—K 4, P—K4; 2 P—Qy4, PxP;
3 OxP(a), Kt—QB3; 4 O—K3 (8), Kt—B 3.

1 2 3 4 5
5 Kt—QB3
B—Kz.....B—Kt5
6 B—Qz2 B—Q2
P—Q 4 0—0(f)
7 PxP 0—0—0
KtxP R—K1
8 Ktx Kt Q—Kt3..... B—Bgeeereereaenenn...P—B3
QX Kt KtxP (g BxKt......P—Q3 P—Qg4
‘9 Kt—K2 () KtxKt BxB Ki—B3 () $—Ba2
° B—Kts RxKt KtxP B—K3 PxP
10 Kt—B 4 B—K Bg4 Q—B 4 BxB KtxP
Q—Q2 Q—B3! Kt—B3 RXB BxBch
i1 P_KB3 Kt—R3 Kt—B 3 K Kt—Kts5 RxB
0—0—0 P—Q3 P—Q 3 R—K1 Q—K2
12 0—0—0 (d) B—Q3 () Kt—Kts P—Bg4 Ktx Kt ch
B—KBg4 () R—K 14+ B—K3 P—KR3 OxKt
13 B—Q3 B—Q3 P—KR4 B—Bg4
B—B3 F P(—)—1<R3=Q_Bx1+(k) Kt—K 4 F
g ®

(a) If 8 Kt—K B8, Black can transpose by Kt—K B 3 into Petroff’s Defence ;
by P—Q 8 into Phxhdor's Defence ; by Kt—Q B 3 or B—Kt 5 ch into the Scotch Game.
Or he can plalzy —B 4; 4 KEx (for 4 B—B 4, Kt—K B 8 see Bishop’s Openi
column 2), t—K BS 5 B—K Kt5, P—KR3; 6 Bx Kt, QxB; 7 P— ng'
Kt—B 8; 8 Kt—B 3, 0—0=. Mieses—Alckhme, The Hague, 1921. For 8 P B,
see Danish Gambit.

®) If4Q—B4, Kt—BS; 5 Kt——?BS P—Q41; 8 KtxP, Ktx Kt; 7 PxKt,
Kt—Kt$§ F. Mieses—Leonhardt Berlin, 1920. 4 Q—Q R4 leads to a variation of
the Centre Counter with colours reversad where White has a move in hand.

(¢) 9B—B 8, 0—0; 10 Q—Kt 8 P—K Kt3 ll B—Q 3, B—%S F. Edmburgh-—-
Liverpool, correspondence 1901. 9 P—Q B —O0—0Q, B—B 4!;
11 }oz xQ, BxQ: 12R—K 1ch, B—K §; ISB-—KS —k2 14 Kt-——Bs O-—O——O
15 Kt—Kt § ? (better is 15 B—K 2), B—KB4!+. F. Meller—hashdan Gyér, 1930,
Becker commends 9 Kt—B 8.

(@) If12PxB?, K R—K 1; 18Q—Q38,QxP; 14B—K 2, B—Kt4; 15K 1,
RxB; lstR QX Kt+ ’ P15E—0

(e) 1 KR—KI? 18 PxB, B—Kt5; 14 Q—B 2!+ +. Sultan Khan—
Marshall, Liége, 1930

()0 3; 7P—B4, B—~QB4: 8 Q—Kt38, Kt—KR4: 9 Q—B 3,
Kt—! , 10 ﬁ—B 4 B—-K Kt5 =F Mieses—Englund, Schevemngen, 1913.

(g) I —Q3; P—B 3, B—K38; 10 Kt—RS, Q— 11 Kt—B 4,
QR 1' 12K—I\t1! P—QRS 138£ t—-KA, 14QKt—QS Bth;
15 Bx EB-—-K 3; 16 K ‘R—K'1 +. Mieses pi’elmann, Berlin, 1914.

(k) Mieses—Cnpablanca, Berlin, 1918.

(i) 14 P—K R 4, Kt—Q 4; 15 B~R7¢ch, K—R1; 16 Rx Kt, BxR; 17B—K 4
(Winawer—Steinitz, "Nuren erg. 1896) and now as recommended b Tarrasch 17..
RxB!; 18 Ktx R, Kt—K 4; 19 KtxP, Qx Kt; 2OBth %{ 3; 21 R—Ql
BxRP? (21.. , B—K 5=); 22 R—Q 61+ +. W. F. de Grcef Seibold, corres-
pondence, 1931,

() Or9 P—B 8, Kt—K 4; 10 B—Kt 3, B—K 8; 11 P—Kt4,P—B 38; 12 P—Kt 5,
K Kt—Q 2 F. Spielmann— iiskases, 1st match game, 1937.

(k) Continued 14 O—B3, K—B1!; 15 Kt—Q5, KtxKt. Tartakover—
Re-hevsky, Stockholm, 1937.

() 14 B—Kt 3, P—Q R 4. Mecishng—Dr. Em. Lacker. 1920
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1 P—K4, P—Kg4; 2 P—Q4, PXP.

6 7 8 9 10

3 (QXP)....... tierereceatesrasasna. . .P—K By
(Kt—Q B 3) B—By4..... B—Kt 5 ch
4 (Q—K3) Kt—K B3 B—Qz2 ()

(I\.t—B 3) (@) . P—KKt3...B—Ktsch XKt—QB3 BxBch()
)

5 P—K 5 Kt—Q B3 P—B3() B—Q3 QxB
Kt—K Kt5 B—Ktz2 B—Kz2(f) Kt—B3 Kt—Q B3

6 Q—Kz2() B—Qz Kt—B3 QKt—Q2z Kt—KB3
P—Q3! Kt—B3!(@d) Kt—B3 P—Q3() Kt—B3

7 P—KR3 O—0—0 B—Ktsjs P—QR3 B—Q3

KKtxKP 0O—O0 0—0 P—QR4 P—Q4
8 P—-KBg4 B—Bg4 O0—0 Q—Kz P—Ks5
Kt—Q 5 P—Q3 P—Q 4 0—O0 Kt—K 5
9 Q—K4 P—B 3 PxP 0—0 Q—K2
P—QB4 Kt—Ky4 KtxP B—Q2+(j) B—B4
10 PxKt B—Kt3 Q—K2 QKt—Q2
P—Q4 B—K3= B—Q3 Ktx Kt
11 Q—Q3 R—Q 1 QX Kt
B—B 4 R—K1 B—Ks5s
12 Q—K Kt 3 Q—B 2 (g) 0—0
Ktx P ch+ B-KKt5 F (h) 0—0 =(m)

é}(lf‘l , B—K 2; SQ-—KKtS Kt—B3; 6 P—K5, Kt—K R 4; 7Q-—-K3
P— t3; 8§ Kt—KBS +

2{5 B—Q 2 Kt—K Kt 5 (B—K2; 6 Kt—Q B3 transposes into Col. 1);
6Q—KKt3,P—Q41; 7TP—KR3, Kt—B3; 8Px P, KtxP; 9 Kt—Q B 3, B—K 8
10 O—O—-O Q! 3—. Analysis by Dr. Landau.

(c) 6 Q—K 4, P—Q4!; 7 PxP e.p. ch, B—K3; 8 PxP, Q—Q8ch; 9 Kx
KtxPch+. Or 8 B—QR6, QxP; 8 BxP, Q—Kt5ch+ (Alekhine). <

@ Infenor is 6 , KKt—K2; 7 0—0—0, 0—0O; 8 B—B4, P—Q3;
9 P— 4! 4. Mieses—Spielmann, Breslau 1912.

(e) 5 B—Q 2 is safer.
(f) Charousek’s improvement on the older 5.., B—~R 4.
(g) Better was 12 Q—B 1.

(k) Winawer—Charousek, Berlin, 1897. 13 Q Kt—Q2 seems White’s best
continuation. Neither 13 Rx Kt, nor 13 Kt—Kt 5 answers.

(5) 1f 6., Kt—KKt5; 7 Kt—B 1, P—Q3; 8 Q—K 2 +.

(§) Analysis by Marshall.

(k) 1f 4 P—B3, PxP; 5 PxP, B—~B4+.

() Superor is 4.., B—B 4, with a position similar to that in col. 9.

m R—K1, BxB; 14 QxB, Kt—Kt5; 15 Q—B5, Q—B1; 18
QR& ;17QK 3 Q P18 Q Q QxQ,
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CENTRE COUNTER GAME

Tuis method of defence on the first move is not popular,
and never has been popular, though advocated in the past
by some masters, mostly from Northern Europe—whence
its name on the Continent of Scandinavian Defence. The
noted American analyst Fred Reinfeld has recently
attempted to rehabilitate the opening, but he has not found
any support among tournament players.

The Centre Counter has two main lines, according as
after the moves 1 P—K4, P—Q 4; 2P x P, Black plays
2..., OxPor 2..., Kt—K B 3.

The first line is open to the theoretical objections that
the early development of the Queen is a violation of prin-
ciple, that the centre is abandoned to White, and that, as in
most of the irregular defences to 1 P—K 4, there is no
good square for Black’s Queen’s Bishop. White’s 3 Kt—
Q B 3 is the simple and natural reply, and 3..., Q—QR 4
(cols. 1 to 5) the continuation generally held best for Black.
‘White has then a choice of four variations, of which
4 P—Q 4 is the strongest.

The second line, wherein the Pawn is not at once re-
captured, was once thought analytically unsound, on account
of 3B—Ktg5ch, apparently holding the Pawn. But, as
seen in col. 10, Black can win the Pawn, with a slight shade
of disadvantage in the position.
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1 P—Kg4, P—Qy4; 2 PXP, QXP; 3 Kt—QB3, O—QR4.

1 2 8 4 5
R e Kt—B3..... P—QKtgq (»
Kt—KB3.eveeieeeee.. .P—Kyg Kt—Q B3 QxKtP
5 Kt—B3 Kt—B3 (f) B—Q Kts R—Kt1
B—Kts B—Q Kts B—Qz2 Q—Q3
6 B—K2.....P—KR3! B—Q2 0—0 Kt—B 3
Kt—B 3 B—R 4 B—Kts P—K3 Kt—K B3
7 B—K3(a P—KKtg4 B—Kz2 P—Q 4 P—Q 4
0—0—0 B—Kt3 PxP B—Ktsjs P—QR3(j)
8 Kt—Q2 Kt—K 5 KtxP Q—Q 3 Q—Q 3 (&)
BxB P—B3 Q—K 4 BxKt Kt—Q B3
9 QxXB P—KR4 QKt—Kt5!PxB B—K 2
Q—KBs4 Kt—Ks5() QBXB P—QR3 P—K Kt 3
10 Kt—Kt3 B—Qz2(d) QxB B—Q B4 Kt—Q 1
P—K3() Q—Kt3(e) BxBch KKt—Kz2 B—B4
i1 P—QR3 Ktx3B KxB R—Kt1 Q—Kt3
B—Q3 Ktx Kt QxQch R—Q Ktr P—Q Kty
1z 0—0—0 BXxKt KxQ Kt—Kt 5 B—R 3
Kt—Q 4 RPxKt Kt—QR3 Q—KB4 Q—K3
13 Kt—R 4 Q—Qz2 KR—K1 Q—Kt34(h) Q—Ktz2
P—K 4 P—K 3 0—0—0 B—R 3
4 PXP 0—0—0 KtxPchl! Kt—B 3
BXKP Q—B2 K—Ktr 0—0
15 QKt—B5+ R—K1 4+ QKt—B6chl! 0—O0
+(8) Kt-Q4 F ()

3

(a) If 7 0—0, 0—0—0; 8 Kt—K Kt5!? (8 B—K3, P—K 4!; 9 P—Q5,
KtxP; 10 KtxP?, KtxB!; 11 BxBch, P—B 4! and wins. Cohn—Tartakover,
Ostend, 1907), and now 8 , Rx P gives Black the better of it, .. 9 Bx B ch, Ktx B ;
10 Q—B 3, Q—K4; 11 P—K Kt3, P—B 3! and if 12 Kt—B 7?, Q—K R 4 wins.

(b) Better 1s 10 ., P—K 4. The column is Duras—Spielmann, Vienna, 1907.

c) Or (1)9 ., B—K5; 10 Kt—B4, Q—Q 1; 11 KtxB, Ktx Kt; 12 P—Q B3,
P—K3; 1 B—Q , t—Q 3; 14 Kt—K 5 +. Balogh——Fahmi correspondence,
1928-29. (2)9 ., Q Kt—Q 2; 10 Kt—B 4, Q—B 2; 11 P—R S5, B—K5; 12 Ktx B,
Ktx Kt; 13 Q——B 3. Analysxs by Dr. Lasker.

(d) Infenor is 10 Q—B 3, Ktx Kt; 11 3—82 Kt—Q 2; 12 Ktx Kt, Kx Kt
13 B— B—K5; 14QxB Kth, 15 Bx Q, P—K 3;' ISP—KBS Kt—B 3=
(Fred emfeld) The column to the 14th move is analysis by C. J. s Purdy

(¢) Or 10.., Ktx Kt; 11 Bx Kt, Q—Q4; 12 P—B3+. Or 10 ., KtxB;

x Kt, P—B 3; 12 Kth PxKt; 13 B—Q 8, P—K Kt4; 14 P—R S5, Kt—Q 2;
15 B—Kt6ch .

Kgf) Il{fzs PxP, B—Q Kt5; 6 Kt—B 3, B—Kt5; 7 B—K 2, Kt—Q B 3; 8 0—0,

(g) White won the ending. Tarrasch-—Maieses, Gothenburg, 1820.

(k) Réti—Rubinstein, Teplitz-Schdnau, 1922.

(i) 4 B—B 4, Kt—K B 3; 5 P—Q 3 leads only to equality, Black having a safe
continuation in 5 ., P—B3.

(f) Weaker 1s 7. P—B3 8 B—Q 3, P— Kt3 9 0—0, P—K3; 10 Q—K 2,
B—K 2; 11 Kt—K 4, Ktht 12 Q x tQ— 13Q— t4,B-—-BS; 14 P—B 4
with an overwhelming attack. Mxeses—-Leonhardt Prague, 1908.

(k) IfinsteadSB——QB4 P—K38; 9§ O—0, B—K 2; 10 R—K 1, P—Q Kt4;
11 B—Kt 8, B—Kt2; 12 B—Kt35, QKt-—-QZ, 13 Q—K2 R—QB 1¥. SirG. A
Thomas—J. du Mont, Tunbridge Wells, 1912.

() Dr. Schumer—Sir G. A. Thomas, City of London Championship, 1912.
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1 P—K4, P—Q4; 2 PXP.

6 7 8 9 10
2 @%XP)...... Kt—K B3
3 Kt—QB3) P—Q4....... teecssesssascessasass..B=-Ktsch()
0—Qr1 KtXP B—Q2
4 P—Q4 P—QBgueeiieannaannnn. Kt—K B3 B—By4 (&
Kt—KB3 (a) Kt—K B 3..Kt—Kt3 B—Kts B—Kts
5 B—K3 () Kt—KB3 Kt—QB3(e) P—B3 P—K B3
P—B3 P—B3 P—K4(f) P—QB3 B—B4
6 B—Q3 Kt—B 3 P—Qs5(s) QKt—Q2 Kt—B3
B—Ktjs B—Kt 5 B—QKts Kt—Qz2 Q Kt—Q 2
7 KKt—K2 B—K3 B—Q 2 B—B 4 O—Kz2 ()
P—K 3 P—K 3 P—Q B3 P—K 3 Kt—Kt 3
8 Q—Q2 Q—Kt3 Kt—K 4 Kt—K 4 B—Kt3
B—Q3 Q—Kt3 BxBch B—K 2 Q—Q 2 (m)
9 Kt—Kt3 Kt—K 5 QxB Kt—Kt 3 P—Q3
Q—B2 OxQ PXP K Kt—Kt3 Q KtxP
1o P—KR3 PxQ PxP B—K 2 B—Q 2
KBxKt QKt—Qz2 O0—0 0—0 P—K3
11 RPxXB B—Q3 R—Q 1 O0—0 Q—B2
KtxP Ktx Kt B—B4= Q—B2 B—Q Kts
12 PxB Px Kt () P—KR3 KEKt—Kz2
QxPch Kt—Q 2 = (d) Bx Kt =
13 B—B 2 & (¢) BXxB =

Q)

(a Or 4. P——QB3 5 Kt—B 3, B—Kt §; 8 B—K 2,Bx Kt; 7BxB, P—K3;
8 O—f Kt—-B §'R—K 1, B—K 2; 10 Q—d 3 +. Texchmann-—-l.ee, match 1901.

(b) An eguallsy strong a!ternatxve is 5 B—Q B4, P—K3; 6 Kt—B3, B—-—KZ;
7 0—0, 2, QKt—Q2; 9 R—K1, Kt—KtS; 10 B—Kt 3, P—B3.
Alakhxne—Schlechter, Carlsbad 1911,

(¢) Tarrasch—Pillsbury, Monte Carlo, 1903.

(d) Réti—Tartakover, match, 1920,

(cg Somewhat sttonger is 5 Kt—K B3, B—Kt5; 6 Kt—B 3, P—K4; 7 P—BS5,
Px P? (better 7.. Kt—Q 2—Tarrasch) ; 8 Kt—K'4, K Kt—Q 2 9 Qx P,Q—K2;
10 B—Q Kt 5 +. Lasker——-Alekhme, St. Petersburg, 1914. 10.., 'p—B 4; 11 0—O
gives hite a winning attack now. The game continued 10.. Kt—BS 11 Bx Kt,

xB; 12 0—0, Bx Kt; 18 PxB, 0—0—0; 14 Q—R 4, ete.

(f) The Kiel Variation.

(g) Ife PxP 2 %ch 7 KtxQ, Kt—B3; 8 P—B 4, B—K3; 9 P—Q Kt3,
0—0—0; —Q B4; 11 -—Q R 3, KR—K1 F. Treybal—Bogoljuboff,
Pistyan, 1912

(k) Spielmann—Walter, Mahrisch-Ostrau, 1923.

(i) Bogatyrchuk—Rabinovitch, Moscow, 1925.

(7)) SP—Q B4 deservu more attention than it has received, if only for the reason
that after 3. , P—B3; 4 P—Q4, PxP; 5 Kt—Q B3 White "has transposed to the
Panoff Attack ngainst the Caro-Kann! The continuation 3 P—Q B4, P—B3;
4 PxP, KtxP 5 Kt—K B3, P—K4; 6 P—-g B—K B4; 7 Kt—B 3, B—B4;

B—K8 xB; 9PxB, Q—Kts IOQ—B 1! —-KS 11PX P, Ktx P; 12B—K 2
is playable for White but gives Black good attackmg possnbxhtxes

ék£4 Bchh xB; 5 Kt—Q B3, KtxP; 6 KtxKt, QxKt; 7 Q—B3,
P— 8; 8 Qx x Q— Krejei —Rethy, Vienna- -Budapest, match, 1931,

(I} Somewhat bettor is7K Kt-—-K 2 Kt—Kt3; 8B—Kt3, Q KtxP; 9 Ktx Kt,
Ktx Kt ; Kt—Kt 3, B—Kt3; 0—O0, P——KS; 12 P—K B4, Kt—K2;
12 P—-Q 4 :1: ’Vlardczy—WaItet, GyZir, 1924.

(m) Best. 1f8.., P—QR3; 9 P—Kt4, B—Kt3; 10 P—B 4 +. The column is
Bogatyrchuk—’ron-e, Moscow. 1525,
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DANISH GAMBIT

Ix this interesting branch of the Centre Game, White offers
his Queen’s Bishop’s and Queen’s Knight's Pawns for the
sake of rapid development, obtaining long diagonals for his
Bishops and considerable control of the board.

What is considered by the majority of experts the best
defence is based upon the capture of three Pawns, followed
by the immediate counter-sacrifice of the Queen’s Pawn
(col. 1). This plan, preached and practised by Schlechter,
and endorsed by Amos Burn, was adopted, with excellent
results from Black’s point of view, at the Baden Gambit
Tournament of 1914 and refutes White’s opening strategy,
for the analysis has not yet been controverted. The remain-
ing forms of the Gambit Accepted (cols. 3 to 4) yield White
an attack sufficiently compensating him for his two Pawns.

In the variations where Black captures two Pawns,
retaining one—a plan which has its supporters—the develop-
ment with K Kt—XK 2 is inferior (col. 5), but the alternative
lines, where White posts his pieces normally (cols. 6 to 8),
are quite satisfactory for the first player. In cols. 9 and 10
‘White does not sacrifice a second Pawn (a variation
recommended by Alekhine) ; by transposing into col. 6 Black
can obtain at least equality.

The forms of the opening in which Black contents
himself with equality of development rather than superior-
ity in material (belonging to the Centre Game rather than
to the Danish) are illustrated in cols. 11 to 15. Col. 11 is
a simple equalising line for the second player, but col. 12
frequently results in positional advantage for him. Col. 13
is one of the very rare examples of a Danish in tournament-
play after the War. '

Mieses has recommended col. 15 as the best way of
declining the Gambit, an opinion in which the Ldrobok
concurs ; nevertheless, White’s attack is not easily frustrated
in over-the-board play.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 P—Q4, PXxP; 3 P—QB3.

3.., PxP; 4 B—QBy.

1 2 3 4 5
4 PXP....... ehssenane Cieieeieerseenaas cveeeees JKt-KB3(R)
5 BXP KtxP
P—Q4l(@.cieennanns Q—Ka2..... Kt—KB3(k) Kt—B 3
6 KBxP..... PxP Kt—Q B3 t——QB3(z) K Kt—K2
Kt—KB3 Kt—KB3 P—Q B3 Kt—B B—B4 ()
7 BxPch (b)) Kt—KB3(d) Q—B2(f) Kt—B 3 0—0
KxB B—Q3 P—Q3 B—Kts P—Q3
8 QxQ 0—0 0—0—0 Q—B 2 B—KKtj;
B—Ktsch O—O B—K 3 P—Q3 P—KR3
9 Q—Qz2 Kt—B 3 Kt—Q 5! 0—0—0 B—R 4
BxQch B—KKts PxKt BxKt Kt—K 4
10 KtxB Q—Q 4 PxP QxB B—Q Kt3
P—B4F() QKt—Q2 Q—Ktgch B—K3 Kt—Kt 3
T KR—K1 R—Qz2 KR—K1 B—Kt3
R—K1 B—B 4 BxB 0—0
12 Kt—Kt 5 Q—Kt3 QOxB K—R1
R—K 4 Kt—Q 2 0—0 B—K3 F
13 KKt—K4 Kt—Bg3 P—K 5
Q—K 2 Q—R 3 Kt—K 1
14 R—K 3 QXP (g) R—K 3
QB-B4+(e) Q—B1=()

(a) Introduced by Schlechter.

(4) 7Kt—K B3, B—Kt5ch!;8K—B1,0—0; 9Q—Kt3(9BxPch, K—R 1!

xQ, RxQ+), K't—B 3; 10Kt—B8,Q—K2; 11P—QR S, B—Q3+. Nyholm-——
Rét Baden, 1914.

(c) Followed by B—K3 and R—-Q 1 thh the better end game (Schlechter)
Marco gives the altematfve 10 , R—K'1; 11 P—B83, B 4; 12 Kt—B 4, R—

18 P—K 5, Kt—K 1+. 1o ReK1; 11 P—Bs Kt-—-BS? 12 R—B n
B—K3: 13P—Q R 8, Q R 14 Kt—K 2 R—K 2; 15 Q Kt—B 4 (15 K Kt—B 4
was even stronger) . Nyho m——’rartakovex', Baden, 1914,

Or 7 Kt——QBS Kt—- 2 {or 7.. —Q 3 K 2ch;
9K ia—K 2, 0—0;" 10 0—0— —Q R 8+. ’I‘artakover) S%t-B 8, g——-Q Kt5;

9 0—0, 0—0 +. Nyholm-—-Spielmann, Baden, 1914,

(¢) Opocensky—Réti, Baden, 1914.

(f) 7 KKt—Kz (7 —-K2 has also been played), P—Q Kt4!; 8 B—KtS,
P—~QR4; 9 R— —Q R3; 10 0—O, Kt—B 4; 11 Kt—-—Q4 KtxB+.
Mieses—Tchigorin, ambrldge Springs, 1904

(g) 14.., R—Kt 1; 15 Q—B 7. Ldrobok, 1921. White has a strong attack.

I{ , B=—Kt5ch; 6 Kt—B3 (or 6§ K—B 1, Kt—KB38; 7 P—KS5, P—
Q— 4 ch+), Kt—Q B3 (Mieses says that the best answer to 6. ., Q—-K 2o0r Ift—K 3
—B 2 7 Kt—B38, P—Q3; 8 Q—Kt38, Kt—R3; 9 O0—O— —O0 ;

!0 P— t4,BX P; 11K R—Kt 1 with apowerfulattack (11.. B xKt?; 12 Kt—Q S+),

ls) P—K35, Kt—Kt 51; 7P—K6 (7 Qx Kt, P—Q4+), P—K B 4; 8 Px Pch,
Bx 9 Kt—K B 3, Q—K 2 ch+ (Alapin).

(1) White's excellent development is sufficient compensation for the two Pawns
minus,

(k) Both 4.., B—Kt5; 5 PxP, Q—B3; 6 Kt—K 2, B—B 4 thte threatens
to entrap the Queen by 7 PxB, QxR; 8 Kt—B s) 7 0—0, P—Q3; 8 Kt—B 4,
Kt—K 2; 9 Kt—R 5 + (P. Johner—Breyer, Baden, 1914); and'4. P-—S 3 5 KtxP
B—KS; eBxB PxB; 7 Q—R 5ch, P—Kt3; 8 Q—Kt 5 ch, Kt— P,
Kt—Q 5; 10 B—Xt 5 are indifferent continuations for Black.

() 1f6..,B—Kt5; 7 O—O Bx Kt; 8 KtxB, P—Q 3; 9 B~KKt5, Kt—K4;
10 B—K 2, 0—O : 11 P—B 4 .
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 P—Q4, PxP; 3 P—QB3, PXP.

6 7 8 9 10
4 B—QB4)eeiieearannn teeceeacrenans Ktx P (5)
P—Q3...... Kt—QB3...Kt—K B3 B—Kt5(7)..Kt—Q B3
5 KtxP Kt—B 3 Ktx P B QB4 B—QBj4

Kt—Q B3 B—Bg4 Kt—B 3 P—Q 3 P—Q3
6 Kt—B3 KtxP() Kt—B3(f) Kt—B3 Kt—B3

B—K3! P—Q3 B—Kts BxKtch Kt—B3 (n)
7 B—Qs5 Q—Kt3 P—Ks5( PxB Q—Kt 3 (o)
BxE@ §—Q2 P—Qs  Kt—QB3 Q—Q2
8 PxB Kt—Q 5 Px Kt 0—0 Kt—KKts
Kt—K4 KKt—Kz2 PxB Kt—B3  Kt—K4 (p)
9 0—O0! Q0—B3 OxQch  B—R3 (k) B—Kts
Kt—K B3 O—O RtxQ 0—0 ) P—B3
10 Q—K2 0—Q PxP P—K 5 P—Bg4!
B—K 2 Kt—Kt 3 R—K Ktr Kt—KKts PxB
1 Ktx Kt P—Q Kty O—O PxP Px Kt
PxKt B—Kt3 Bx Kt PxP PxP
12 QXP P—QR4(d) PXB BXxP B—K 3+
0—0 OKt—K4! Kt—K3! R—K1
13 B—Ktjs KtxB R—K 1 R—K1!4 (m)

P—KR3 RPxKt B—Qz=(h)
14 B—R 4 B—Kt2+(¢)

Iia) But this is not the logical continuation. Correct was 7.., Kt—B3; 8 0—O,
B—K2F. BxB, PxB; Q—Kt 3 would be met by .., Q—B 1.

(b) Opocensky—Fahrni, Baden, 1914.

() f6BxPch, KxB; 7Q—Q5ch, K—B1; 8QxBch, Q—K2; 9QxQch,
RKtxQ; 10 Ktx B, P—Q'4 I=. &hlechter—Spielmann, Baden, 1914. 9=Q

Iéd) Stronger was 12 B—Kt2, eg 12.., QKt—K4; 13 KtxB, RPxKt;

14 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 15 P—B 4 |4+ (Marco).

(e) Schlechter—Hromadka, Baden, 1914.

f) If6 B—K 3?, B—Kt5; 7%—3 2,Q—K2; 8P—B3, P—Q4; 9B—QKtS,
O +. Dr. Smith and others—P. W. Sergeant and others, consultation, London,

1921.

() 7 0—0, 0—0; 8 P—K5, BxKt; 9 PxB, P—Q4; 10 Px Kt (10 B—R 3,
PxB; 11BxR, QxQ; 12KRxQ, Kt—KS5 F), PxB; 11 PxP=. A good alterna-
tive for White here is 10 B—Kt 3, Kt—Kt5; 11 R—K1, B—K3; 12 P—K R 3,
Kt—R 3; 13 P—K Kt 4.

(k) Analysis by R. J. Loman.

(§) Alekhine warmly recommends this and, if B—Kt 5; § B—Q B 4, on the ground
that White has thus better attacking chances than those shown in col. 1.

(f) Better is 4.., P—Q 8; transposing into col. 6.

(k) More in harmony with the opening is 8 P—K S, Px P; 10 Q—Kt 8, with a
strong attack (Alekhine).

() 9. , B—Kt5!; 10 Q—Kt 3, Kt—Q R 4; 1l BxPch, K—B1; 12 Q—R 4
Bx Kt; 18 PxB, KxB; 14 Qx Kt, R—K 1, with a satisfactory game (Alekhine).

(m) Alekhine—Issakoff, Moscow, 1919.

() 6.., B—K 3 again transposes into col. 6.

(0) 7 Kt—Kt5, Kt—K4; 8 B—Kt5ch, P—B3; 9 P—B4, QKt—Kt3,
10 B—B 4, P—Q 4=. Selman—Ford, New York, 1932,

(p) Better Kt—Q 1 (Alekhine). The column is Alekhine—Verlinsky, Odessa. 1915,
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1 P—K4, P—K4:2 P—Qg4, PxP; 3 P—QB3.

11 12 18 14 15
3 P—Q4(@)cceeieiiiininiiiniannnns e P—Q6......Q—K 2 (3)
4 KPxP BxP PxP(j)
Kt—KB3!..QxP B—Bg4 QXPch
5 PXP (d) PxP Kt—K B3 B—K2!
B—Ktsch Kt—QB3(d) P—Q3 QXKtP
6 B—Qz2 Kt—K B 3 Q—B2 B—B3
BxBch B—K Kt 5 Kt—Q B3 Q—Kt3
7 QxB B—Kz2..... Kt—B 3 QKt—Qz2 Kt—Bgj3
0—O0 Kt—B 3 B—Kts P—QR3 B—Kts
8 Kt—K B3 Kt—B3 B—K 2 Kt—Kt 3 Kt—K 2
Kt—K 5 Q—Q R4 () BXxKt B—R2 Kt—K 2
9 Q—Bg4 0—0 BxB Q Kt—Q4 Kt—Bgy4
QxP O0—0—0 Q@—QR4 Kt—B3 Q—B 4
10 B—Q3 B—K 3 B—K 3 B—KKts B—K3
Q—Rg4ch B—QB4 BxKtch P—R3 P—Q4
11 QKt—Q2 Q—Kt3 PxB B—R 4 R—K Kt 1
Ktx Kt BxP QxPch B—Kts 0—O0
12 QX Kt KtxB K—B 1 Ktx Kt B—Kt 4 (&)
R—K i1ch KtxKt Q—Bsch PxKt Q—Ks5
13 Kt—K 5 BxBch K—Ktr 0—0—0 B—B3
QxQch = KtxB KKt—Kz2 Q—Kz2 Q—B g4
14 (¢) QxP R—B 1 Q—R4 4 (h) B—Kt ¢=
KR—B1F¥ QxRP (g
6)

(@) The “ Danish Declined.”

(8) Blumich says that 5 Kt—B 3 is much the best move, though after 5.., Ktx P;
8 QxP, Kt B3; 7 B—Q Kt5, B—K 2 Black stands weifl enough. * Larobok
considers 5 B—Q B 4 best. 5 —-R4ch (or 5 P—~Q B 4, P—B 4!), P—B3; 6Q Px P,
KtxP; 7 B—QKt5, B—Q 8 Kt—B3, Q—-KZch 9 K—B1, P—Q6’+ is
Nyholm—Breyor, Baden, 1914. 'Marshall recommends 5 B—Kt 5 ch.

(¢) Réti—Schlechter. Baden, 1914.

I&d) B4; GKt—-QBS QxQP; 7B—Kt5ch!, Kt—B 3; 8§ Q—K 2ch,
B—. ) Kt 8+ (Mieses).

(¢)_ This is a better square for the Queen than K R 4 (Mieses). If &.., B—Kt 5,

9 O—0O leaves White with the superior game,
(f) Schlechter—Opocensky, Baden, 1914.

(g) 15 R—R 1, Q—B 5; 16 R—B 1, Q—R7; 17 R—R1, Q—B5; 18 R—B 1,
Q—R 7. Drawn. Marshall—CapabIanca, Lake Ho;u:wng, 1926.

(k) Nybolm—Schlechter, Baden, 1914, 11.., B—Q 2 was better.
(i& 8.., Kt-—KZ; 4 Kt—B3, P—Q4; 5 QxP, QKt—B3; 8 B—Q KtS5,

( B—Q8 P—Q4, 5 Q—K2 (5 P—KS5, Kt—QB31l), PxKP; 6 BxP,
Kt—{() ——Bs gxgch, Slé PxP+ Or 4 Kt—K B3, QxPch;
— -—chh B—K2; 8 K—K 2,P—Q3+.
Or 4 Q—Kz K-—-KBS 5 Kt—0Q 2, P— 4; 6 P—KS5, P—Q8! 4. éti—
Spielmann, Baden, 1914. 1f 4 Qx P, Black can equalise by 4.., P—K B 4.

é) If 12 Kt—R5 Kt Kt3 13 R—Kt Q—R6; 14 BxP, P—B3;
15 B—Kt2, QxP 3. P—KRS; 17 R—KtS, B~Q8; 18 0—0—0
(analysis by Rosentreter), R S5 F.
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ENGLISH OPENING

TrE popularity of the English Opening has steadily been
increasing in the last few years and is due largely to a
desire for variety in the openings. The début derives its
name from its vogue at the time of the London Tournament
of 1851 and its association with Howard Staunton.

The best reply for Black to 1 P—Q B4 is 1..., P—K 4,
which leads to a Sicilian Defence with a2 move in hand. In
the Four Knights’ Variation (cols. 1 to 7) White has four
possible lines on his 4th move :—

(i) 4P—Q 4 (cols. 1 to 3) is the most important. White
generally obtains the two Bishops, but must submit to a
serious weakening of his Pawn position.

(ii) 4 P—K 4 was championed by Nimzovitch, but has
rarely been seen since his death. It leads to unusual
positions, where the player with more imagination is at
home.

(iii) 4 P—Q 3 leads after P—Q 4 into the well-known
“Dragon ” Variation of the Sicilian with colours reversed.
The tempo gives White a strong initiative and, 2lthough
Black’s disadvantage is not serious, it can prove verv
annoying.

(iv) 4 P—K 3 (col. 7). Here White omits or postpones
the central advance P—Q 4; Black can equalise easily.

It was formerly thought that the order in which White
develops his Knights is of no consequence. Alekhine and
others have shown that this opinion is faulty, for after
2Kt—K B3, P—K 5 is a strong reply (cols. 9 and 10).
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The King’s fianchetto development in cols. 13 to 15 has
had the support of Capablanca and Flohr. An early advance
on the King’s Bishop’s file (col. 13) makes it difficult for
Black to equalise, while an early advance of White’s Queen’s
Pawn (col. 15) is the invitation to an early draw.

Other first moves for Black are shown in cols. 16 to 25.
The symmetrical defence with P—Q B 4* (cols. 16 to 18)
is definitely unfavourable for Black. The line where
Black prefers a quiet development of his pieces (cols. 19 to
21) leads to equality.

In the lines in cols. 22 to 24 (sometimes called Flohr’s
Attack) White attempts to profit from the absence of a
Pawn on Black’s centre squares. If Black has played
P—K 3 the advance of White’s King’s Pawn leads to a
position where White’s Pawns are weak, but Black’s King
is insecure. In the best line (col. 23) the chances are even.
Against P—B 3 (col. 24) the attack with the King’s Pawn
is inferior.

It should be noted that by playing P—Q 4 at an early
stage in cols. 19 to 25 White can transpose into Queen’s
Pawn Game, or into the Queen’s Gambit.

* The variations with 1 P—Q B 4, P—Q) B 4 have not been assigned
a separate column because they transpose into 1 P—Q B 4, Kt—K B 3;
2Kt—K B3, P—B4.
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1 P—Q B4, P—Kg4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 Kt—B 3, Kt—B 3

1 2 3 4 5
4 P—Qua.iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieieee . P—Kyg
PXP (a) B—Kts5..... B—B 4
5 KtxP P—Q3 KtxP
B—Kt5.ciiiveann vee....B—Byg P—Q3 Ktx Kt
6 B—Kt 5 (a) KtxX Kt P—K R 3 (A) P—Q 4
0—0.......P—KR3 KtPxKt P—KR3 B—Kts
7 R—B1 B—R 4 P—K Ktz B—K3 Px Kt
R—K 1 BxKtch () P—Q 4 B—Q2 KtxP
8 P—K3 PxB B—Ktz2 P—R 3 Q—Q 4
P—Q3 Kt—K 4 (d) B—K 3 BxKtch P—K B4
9 B—K2 P—K3 0—O PxB PXP e.p.
Kt—K 4 P—Q 3 0—O0 Kt—K 2 KtxP (B3)
10 O—O B—K 2 Q—R 4 R—QKtr P—Bsj
BxKt Kt—Kt 3 B—Q 2 P—Q Ktz Q—Kzch
11 RxB B—Kt 3 B—Kts5! P—Ktj3 B—K 3
Kt—Kt3 (b)) Kt—K 5 B—K 2 0—0 Bx Ktch
1z Kt—Kts! 4+ Q—B2 KR-Qr1 4 (g) B—Kt2 PxB
Q—K 2 (¢) Q—B1 0—0
13 B—Q3 =(7) =(j)
=
(@) Or 4.., P—K5; § Kt—Q 2 (if 5§ Kt—K Kt5, P—K R 3; 6P—Q5 Px Kt;
7 PxKt, B—B4; 8 PxKtP, BxP; 9 P—K3, Q—K2; 10 P—QRS, P-QR4;

B
11 B—K2,B—B3; 12B—Q 2,Q—K 4; 13 P—R 3, P—R 5=. Kostlch——Opocensky,
Prague, 1981), KtxP; 6 Kt xP, Kt—K 3; 7 P—K Kt3, KtxKt; 8 Ktx Kt,
B—KtSch; 9 B—Q2 BxBch; 10 Qx B, 0-—0; 11 B—Kt 2, P—Qs- 12 5 -0,
B—Q2; 18 Kt—B 3, B—B3; 14 Kt—Q5, P—Q R4; 15 P—K 4 +. Botvinnik—
Flohr, 5th match game, 1933.

() 11.., P—K R3; 12 B—R 4, Kt—Kt 3; 13 Bx Kt + transposes into Flohr—
H. Johner, Zunch 1934. The column is Alekhme—Yates, Semmering, 1926.

(c) 7.., P—Q3; 8 P--K 3 (8 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 9 Q—R4, Bx Ktch; 10 PxB,
O0—O0 l=. Botvmmk), Q—K2; 9 B—K 2, P—K Kt 4; 10 B—Kt38, Kt—KS5;
11 Ktx Kt (Il R~B1!, 0—0; 12 0—O0, B'x Kt; 13 Px B, KtxB; 14 R Px Kt

Kt—K 4 ; %-—B 2 j:. Botvinnik), Px Kt; 12 R—B 1, O—O 13 O-—-O Bx Kt;
14 Px B, Ktx 15 R Px Kt, B—B 4 !=. Botvumxk—-Flohr, 7th match game, 1933,

(d) 8..,P~Q3; 9 P~B3,0—0; 10 P—K 4, Kt—K 4!; 11 B—K 2, Kt—Kt3;
12 B—B 2, Kt—02; 18 Q—Q 2, Kt—Kt3; 14 Kt—Kt3, B—K $; 15 P—B 5 &.
Botvmmk—Pu-c, Moscow, 1935.

(e ., KtxB; 18 RPx Kt, Kt—K4; 14 R—Q1, Q—K 2; 15 Q—K 4,
P—Q 3; 16 R—R' 5, Kt—Q2; 17 Q—B 4 Kt—B 3=, vaenﬂsch—-Botvmmk,
Leningrad, 1934.

(f) Lasker—Lisitzin, Moscow, 1835.

(g) Réti—Przepiorka, Marienbad, 1925.

(h) OrI 6 P—~K Kt 3,0—0; 7B—Kt 2, Kt—Q §; 8 Kt x Kt, Px Kt ; 9P R3S,
Bx Ktch; 10 PxB, PxP; 11 Q—B 2, Kt—Kts, 12 Qx P, —83, xQ,
Ktx Q=. Nlmzovxtch—pre mann, Bled, 1931. 1I.6 B—K 2, 0—0; 7 O—O Bx Kt
8 PxB, QO—K2; 9 Kt—K1, Kt—K1; 10 Kt—B2, P—B4; 11 PxP, B
12 Kt—K 3, B—K 8; 18 P—Q 4, B—B 2=. Fine—Dake, Mexico City, 1935

() N:mzovxtch—Naegeh, exhibition game, Berne, 1931.

(f) List—Colle, Berlin, 1926.

(A li 8 Ktx Kt, 6, Bx Kt ch (better than 6 ., Kt Px Kt; 7 Q—Kt 3, B~B 4;
8 P— 0—0; QB-—K2 R—K1; 10 O—O —K2 11 —B 2, Q—K4;
12 Kt-—-R 4. Tartakover——Gmnfeld match 1922. § Px Kt; 7 QxQch,
KxQ; 8B—Q2+); 7PxB, QPxK (7. KthK BB 3, P—Q3; 9 P—~BS5,

4; 10 P—K3, O—O, 11 P—Q B4 +); 8 Qx ch (8 Q-—Q4?. Q—K2:
9 B—Kt5, 0—0; 10Bx Kt,PxB;11 P—K 8, f{—Q 1;12Q—. —R 6] and wins
H. Golombek—Flohr, Hastings, 1935-36), K x Q=. Hanauer——Reinfel , New York, 1938.
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1 P—QBg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3.

8 7 8 9 10
2 (Kt—QB3)ieeeerieeannnnnnnn e P—K 5
3 (Kt—B3)...... ceeneae s P—Qy Kt—Q4
(Kt—B 3) P—Q3(e) Kt—QB3
4 P—Q3......P—K3 Kt—B3 Kt—Bz2 (3)
P—Q4 (@) B—Kts5(d) B—Ktjs Kt—B 3
5 PxP Q—Bz2() P—Qs5 Kt—B 3
KtxP 0—0 Kt—Kt 1 B—B 4
6 P-KKtz B—K2 P—K Ktz P—QKtg3
B—K3((® R—KI Kt—K B3 0—O
7 B—Ktz2 0—0 B—Kt2 P—Kt3( j)
B—K2 P—Q3 B—K 2 P—Q4...... R—K1
8 0—0O Kt—K 1 0—0" PxP B—K Kt2
0—0 B—K3 0—0 QKt-Kt5(k) P—QR 4
9 P—QR3 P—QR3 =(h) Ktx Kt 0—0
Q—Q2 Bx Kt BxKt P—Q3
10 B—Q2 QxB KB—Ktz Kt—K3
QR—Q1 P—QR4 R—K1 Kt—Q 5
11 P—QKtg P—QKt3 0—0 P—Q3
Ktx Kt Q—Q2 B—K B4 PxP
12 BxKt P—Q3 B—Kt2 QXP £+ (m)
B—B3 P—Q4 Ktx P
13 Q—B2 £+ () Q—B2=(f) Kt x Kt=(!)

(a) 4 B—Kts 5 B—Q2 P—Q4; 6 PxP, KtxP; 7 P—K Kt8, 0—0O;
8 B—Kt 2, Kt—Kt 3; 9 0—0, P—-K RS8; 10R—K I, 0—K 2; 11 P—Q R 3, B—P
12 Kt—Q htS B—K3 13 P—Q Kt 4, P—-R3 14 I\th Px Kt; 15 P—K ;h.
Capablanca—-—keshevsky, Semmering- Baden, 1937.

(b) 6 ., P—B3; 7 B—Kt2 B-—K 3; 8P—Q R 3, Kt—Kt3; 9 0—0, B——-KZ
10 B—K 8 Kt—Q 5? 11 P——Q Q—Q 2; 12 Bx Kt, PxB; 13 Kt—K 4
Kt—R 5! ? 14 KtxQ 'P1 +. Ragosin-— eres, Semmermg Badcn, 1937.

(@) 1 Kt—Q 5; 14 Bx Kt, PxB; 15 Kt—Q 2, B—K 2; 186 Q R—Kt 1.
Ragosin—Petrov, Semmermg-Baden, 1987.

P——Q4 5 PxP, KtxP; 6 B—Kt5, KtxKt; 7 KtPxKt, B—Q 2;

P— 4 ﬁ 8 Bx Kt, BxB; 10 PxP, Bx Kt; 11 Qx B, Bx P; 12 0—O,
P_. 8; —R 3, Q—R 4=. Flohr—Petrov, Semmermg Badeu 1937. Or 4 s
B—K 2; 5Q—B2, 0— ; 6P—QR 3, P—Q3; SB—KZ R—K 1 80—0 B—B1;

Q
9 P-—Q4 B—Kt5; 10 P 5, t—K 2 ( artakover—Dr. Em. Lasker, New York
1924) and now 11 P—K 4 followed by B—~K 3 with a promising position for White
(Tartakover).

() If 5 Kt—Q 5, P—K5!; 6 KtxB, Ktht Kt—Q 4, 0—0; 8 B—K 2,
P—Q4 9 P—Q RS, Kt—Q'8ch; 10 BxK f’xB 11" P—B 5, 'Kt—K 5 F.
Eliskases—L. Steiner, Budapest 1933.

(f) Flohr—Fine, Nottingham, 1936.

;{Ifs ., PxP; 4 KtxP,B—Kt5ch; 5B—Q2 BxBch; 6QxB,K Kt—K 2;
7 P— —0; 8 B—Kt 2, P—Q 38 (stronger than 8 ., Kt—K 4; 9 P—Kt 3,
P 4; 10 Px P, KtxP; 11 Kt—-Q 3, Ktx Kt; 12 x Kt, P—Q B 3; 13 0—O,

B 4; 1 4P—B 4 +. Fine-—Berg. Kemeri, 1937 —Q,B—Q 2; 10 Kt—Q B 3,
R—K 1; R—B 1, Ktx Kt; 12 Qx Kt, B— 3 ; 18 P—K 4 . Chekhover—
Rabmovitch iflis, 1987.

(k) Nimzovitch—Tarrasch, Baden-Baden, 1925.

Notes ctd on p 41.
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1 P—Q B4, P—K4; 2z Kt—QB3.

11 12 18 14 15
2 Kt—K B3 Kt—QB3
3 P—KKt3(a) Kt—KB3..P—KKt3

P—Q 4 P—B4 P—KKt3 (k)
4 PxP P—Q 4 B—Kt2
KtxP P—K 5 B—Ktz2
5 B—Kt2 Kt—Q2() P—Q3.ceeeeeeeeannnn ...P—K3
Kt—Kt3 Kt—B3(f) P—Q3...... KKt—Kz P—Q3
6 Kt—B 3 P—K 3 P—B4 (1) Kt—Qs5 K Kt—K 2
Kt—B 3 B—Kt s KKt—Kz=2 0—0 K Kt—K 2
7 O—O0 () Q—Kt3 Kt—B 3 P—KR4 O—0¢(
B—K2 0—0 B—Kt5 Kt—Qs5 0—0O
8 P—Q3 P—Q 5 0—0 B—Kts P—Q 4 (m)
0—O0 Bx Kt 0—0O P—KB3 PxP
9 B—K3 Q><B P—KR3 B—Q2 KtxP
B—KKtj5 () Kt—K 2 Bx Kt P—B3 Ktx Kt
10 Kt—QR4 P—QKt3z BXxB KtxKtch PxKt
Q—Q2 P—Q3 Kt—B 4 QX Kt Kt—B 4
1x R—B1 B—Kt 2 K—R 2 P—K 3 P—Qs
P—B3 Kt—Kt3 PxP Kt—K 3 R—K 1
12 B—B5 0—0—O0 BXxP Kt—K 2 Kt—K 4
Kt—Q1 Q—K 2 R—K1 P—KB4 P—KR3
13 BXB B—Kz2+(g) Q—Q2-4(j) Q—Bz2 R—Ktr
QxB=(d) P—Kt3=(k) R-Kt 1=(n)

I?zls P—K 4!, Kt—B3; 4 P—B4, P—Q3; 5 P—Q3, B—Kt5; 6 B—K2,
P— 4; 7 Kt—B 3, B—K 2; SB-—KS,Q——Q2 9 P—K R 3, Bx Kt; XOBxB
PxP; 11 ‘Bx B P, Kt—Q 5; 12B—K3! +. Alekhme—thenthal Hastmgs, 1933-34.

(b) 7P—Q R3,P—Q R 4; 80—0,B—K2; 9P—Q3,0—0; 10 B—K 3, B—K 8;
11 Bx Kt, PxB; 12 Kt—Q 2. Opocensky——Flohr, Podebrady, i936.

) 9 . B—-K 3; 10 R—B1, Kt—Q 4 (better is P—B 3) 11 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt

—R4 P—BS "18 B—B 5, B><B 14 Rx B, Kt—K2; 1§ KR—BI P—B3

—K 4’1 +. Kan—Chekhover, Moscow, 1936.

(d) Alexander—Euwe, Nottingham, 1936.

(¢ 5 Kt—K5!, P—Q3; 6 KtxKt, PxKt; 7 P—B3, P—Q4; 8 PxKP,
BPxP; 9Q—R 4, B—Q2; IOQ—RS,R-—Ktl 11P—QR3,Kt—B3; 12PxP +.
Kevitz—Marshall, New York 1935.

(f) 1 5 ., B—Kt5; 6 Kt—Q 5!, BxKtch; 7 QxB k. Poiiand—Morton,
Boston, 1938.

lg‘;) Continued ,P—QR4; 14 QR—Kt1, P—B38; I15PxP, PxP; 16 P—B4,
R~ 7 P—KR3 witha strong attack. Fine—H. Stemer Mexico City, 1934.

(k) 3 ., B—B4; 4 B—Kt2, Kt—B3 (4., P—Q3; 5 P—K3, KKt—K2;
6 P—QR3, P—QR4; 7 KKt—K 2, 0—0; 8 P—Q 4, B—Kt3; 9 0—0, B— 2~
10 P—Kt3, Q—B1; 11 B—Kt2, B—R6=. Nimzovitch—Alekhine, Baden-Ba en,
1925); S Kt—B 3, P—~QR 3; 6 0—0, P—Q 8; 7 P—K 3, 0—0; 8 P—Q 4, B—R 2;
9P—KR3, P—KR3; 10 P—Kt 3, B—K B 4; 11 B—R 3 +. Tartakover-—Grﬂnie]d
Marienbad, 1925.

(§) Weaker is 6 B—Q 2, P—B4; 7 R—Q Kt1 (7 Kt—B3, Kt—Q5; 8 0—0,
P—(OB3; 9 R—B1, Kt—K2; 10 P—Q Kt4, Ktx Ktch=, Lasker—Alexander,
Nottlnﬁham 1936), Kt—B 3; 8 P—Q Kt 4, 0—0; 9 P—Kt 5, Kt—K 2 10 Q—B 2,

P—K3 P—QR3; 12 P—QR4, P—B4; 13 PX P, RxP;
14 K Kt—K2 Kt—B 3 -T= Capablanca—Bogoljuboff, Nottingham, 1936.
() Flohr—Euwe, 3rd match game 1932,
(k) Capablanca—aAlexander, Nottingham, 1936.

Notes ctd. on p. 41.
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1 P—QBy4, Kt—KB3; 2 Kt—K B 3.
16 17 18 19 20
e - P—K3
3 P—KKt3...Kt—B 3.....P—Q4 Kt—B3
P—Q Ktz P—Qg4 PxP P—Q4
4 Kt—B3 PxP KtxP P—K3
Kt—B3 KtxP P—Q4(f) P—QB4....Kt—Ks
5 B—Ktz2 P—K 4 PxP PxP Q—B 2
B—Kt2 Kt—Kts5 (b)) KtxP KtxP () P—KBg4
6 0—0 B—B4 P—K 4 B—K2 P—Q3
P—K3 Kt-Q6ch(c) Kt—Kts; B—K2 Ktx Kt
7 P—QKt3 K—Kz2 Q—Rg4ch 0—O PxKt
B—K2 KtxBch QKt—B3 0—O P—B3
8 B—Kt2 Rx Kt Ktx Kt P—Q3 P—Q 4
0—0 P—Q R 3 (d KtxXKt P—Q Ktz B—Q3
9 P—Q 4 P—Q4¢ Kt—B 3 B—Q2 PxPp
KtxP PxP B—Q2 Kt—QB3 XPxP
10 Ktx Kt QxP B—K3 R—B1r B—Q3
BxB QXQ P—K 3 B—Kt2 0—0
11 KxB KtxQ R—B1 P—QR3 0—0
PxKt P—K3 B—Q3 Kt x Kt B—K 3
12 QxXP Kt—R 4 B—K2 Bx Kt P—Bg4
Q—B2 Kt—Q 2 B—K4 B—B3 Kt—Q2
13 P—K4+ (a) KR-Qil+(e) O—O0 £ (g) Q—B2=(i)) R-Kti=(j

(a) Botvinmk—Capablanca, Moscow, 1936.

(b) Better is 5..

, Ktx Kt;

the Griinfeld Defence in the Q. p. opening; or 6..

B—Kt 5ch with a satisfactory variation of the Q G.D

Ié , P—K3; 7 0—0, Q Kt—B3; 8 P—Q 3, Kt—Q 5;
10 Kt—K 2 +. Nxmzovxtch-Rubmstem, Dresden, 1926,

d) If8..
12 &

Rx 17 Bx K

14Ktx¥P! BPxKt;

Rogaska-Slatma, 1929 (lst Bnlhancy Prize).

, Kt—

Bth

B3; 5§ Kt

An unusual alternative is 4

better 6

P—K 3,
0—0; 11 0—0
New Vork, 1933,

Kt—B 8 and if 6.
—-QRS QKKt—f{S?
, P—Q 3;

12 Kt

(B'P

(g) Dake—H. Miiller, Folkestone, 1833,

) 5.., PxP; 6 P—Q 4, Kt—B3; 7 B—Kt5, P—QR 3;

15Bx K P, Px Kt;
8 B—Kt4ch and wins, 'I‘akacs—-Rubinstem

6 Kt Px Kt, P—K Kt 3 with a position analogous to
K 8; 6P—Q4, PxP;

7PxP,

9 Ktx Kt, Px Kt;

» Kt—B 8; 9 Q—Kt 3, P—K 3; 10 B—Kt5, B—Q 2; 11 BxKt, BxB;
—Q 1'followed by P—Q 4 + (Becket)

9 13, PO Ked1;

16 Rx B ¢h,

(f) 4 B8, P—K Kt 3; 6 P—K 4 transposes to a variation
of the Sicxlxnn Defence ‘which is in White's favour.

, P—Q Kt 3; 5 Kt—

B3, B—Kt2; 6 B—Kt5!, Kt—K5; 7 Ktx Kt,
8’ P—B 3, B——Kt2 9

—K 4 +. Alekhine—v»S&mlsch Baden-Baden, 1925,

P-—K 41?; 5 Kt—Kt5 B—Kt5ch; 6 B—Q2
7 B—Kt5 +), B—B 4; 7 B—B 3,
—Q Kt 4 was necessary), Kt—B 3; 10 B—Q 3.

B—K 38 F. Dake—Fine, 6th match game,

Q—Kt3;

8 Bx Ktch, PxB;

9 Kt(——K 5, B—Q 3, 10 P—B 4 +. Opocensky—Alekhme Podebrady. 1936.
(§) Flohr—Thomas, Nottingham, 1936.

() White has no appreciable advantage.

Flohr—Tartakover, Nottingham, 1936.
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1 P—Q By4.
21 22 23 24 25
1 (Kt—K B3) (a)
2 (Kt—K B3).Kt—Q B 3
(P—X 3) P—K3..0iannes ceereeans P—B3...... P-K Kt 3 )
3 (Kt—B3) P—Kg4 P—K 4 P—K Kt3
B—Kts P—Q 4 (0) P—Qq B—Ktz
4 Q—B2 P—K 5 P—K35 B—Ktz2
P—B4 P—Qs5 (@) P—Qs5s P—Qs3
5 P—-QR3(a) PxKt PXxKt P—Q3
B—R Px Kt PxKt P—B3
6 P—K3 KtPXP (e) PXxKtP (k) B—Q2
Kt—B 3 OXP PxPch QKt—Q 2
7 P—Q4 P—0y4 BxP Q—B1
P—Q3 P-Qk’cg,(f) BxP P—KR3
8 B—Kz2 Kt—B 3 Q—B2 R—Ktz
0—O0 B—Kt 2 O—B2 P—K 4
9 0—O B—K 2 P—B 4 P—Q Kt 4
Q—Kz2 Kt—Qz2.....P—KR3 Kt—R3 Kt—B1
1o P—Q Ktz 0—O Kt—Ks!(k) Kt—B3  Kt—B3
Bx Kt B—Q3 B—Q3 B—Kts Kt—K 3
11 QxB B—Kts Q—R4ch B—K=2 0—0
P—QKt3 Q—Bg4 K—Kz2() O0—0—0 P—K Kty
12 B—Ktz2 Q—R 4 B—B3 0—0—0 Kt—K 4
Kt—Ks5= P—QB3 BxB P—K3!F () O—0 =F (n)
13 ®)  P_Bs!+(e) KtxB=(j)

(A) 1.., P--Q B 3; 2 P—K 4, P—Q 4 (as in Botvinnik-Flohr, Leningrad, 1984)
transposes into the Caro-Kann.
a)SP-——K4 P—Qs 6 P—QRS8 B—R4; 7 P—Q3, Kt-QB3; 8 B—K3,
0—0; 9 0—0—0, Kt—K Kt5; 10 B—Kt5, P—B3; 11 B—R 4, K Kt—K 4
Bogol]uboﬁ—Ahues, Berlm 1927.
b) 18 Q—B 2, P—B4; 14 Kt—Q 2, Kt—B 3; 15 B—K B 8, B—Kt2. Kmoch—
Alekhine, ecskemét 1927.

(c) Ag ood altematxve is8..,P—~QB4; 4P—KKt3, P—Q4; 5 P—K 5, P-—Q 5,
6 Px Kt, PxKt; 7 QPxP (Nnmzovxtch prefers 7 Kt Bx P, Qx P; P--Q 4 since
Black cannot win a Pawn by 8.. PxP B—Kt5 ch; 16 B— 2, Qx P,
11 BxB, O—K5ch; 12 B—K 2, QxR Q6, Kt—B 3; 14 B—K 31++),
QxP; 8 Kt—B S, P—K R 8; 9 B—Kt2, B— 2, 16Kt— 2, B—B3; 11 Kt—K 4,
Q—Kt3 12 Q—f{z B—K 2=. Bogol;uboﬁ‘—Nxmzovxtch London, 1927

@) 1 Kt—K 5; 5 Ktx Kt, PxKt; 6 Q—Kt4, P—KB4; 7 PxP ap.,
QxP; 8 QxP(K4), B—B4; 9 Kt—BS Kt—BS 10 B—K 2, B—Q 2; 11 0—0,
0—0—0; 12 P—Q 3, Kt—Q 57 (P—KR 3 was necessary) ; 13 B—Kt5 1+. Flohr—
Sir G. A. Thomas, Hastmgs, 1831.

(9 SPthP PxPch; 7 BxP, BxP; 8 Q—B 2, Kt—B 8= (Kashdan).

(f) 7 —B 4; 8 Kt—B3, P—KR3; 9B—K2, PxP; 10PxP, B—Kt5ch:
11 B—Q 2 Bchh 12 Qx B, O—0O=. Ehskases—-Kessner, Vienna, 1982.

(g) Flohr—Kashdan, Folkestone.
(%) Or 10 0—0, B—Q3; 11 Q—R 4 ch, B—B 3; 12 Q—B 2, 0—0; 18 B—K 3,
}{91:3;—(3 2; 14QR—Q1,3R-Q 1} 15 Kt—Q 2 P—K 4= Kevitz—Fine, New Yor-.

Noles ctd. on b 41,
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Notes for cois. 6 to 10 ctd.

(f) Or 4 Ktx Kt, QPth, 5 P—Q4 (5 Kt—B3, Kt—B3; 6 P—KKt3,
B—Q B4; 7B—Kt2 B—B 4; 80—0,0—0; 9 K—R1, Q—Q5!F. Réti—Torre,
Maneubad 1925), PxPep 6QxP, QxQ, 71’xQ,B-—l~ B4; 3P—Q 4, 0—0—0=,
Tartakover—A]ekhme, Warsaw, 1935.
(f) Betterwas7 B—Kt2,¢8.7..,R—K 1;8P—Q 4,PxPep.; 9QxP, Kt—-K 4;
0 Q—Q 2, etc. (Alekhine). '

(k) Correct was 8.., K Kt—Kt 5! with a strong attack, e.g. (1) 9 Ktx P, QxP
IOB—KhtZ(IOP—B3 QxKt!),BxPch; 11 K—B1, Q——}\B4etc (2)9P—- 3
Q Kt—K 4; A. 10 P—Q 4 (or 10 B—K 2, Kt—-Q 6ch‘ 11 Bx Kt, PxBj; etc),
Kt—B6ch; 11 K~K2, KKtxRP!; 12 PxB B—Kt5, etc. B.10 KtxP,QxP;
11 P—B 3, P—K B 41; i2 Kth Ktx Pch; 13 K—K 2, 0 x Kt ; ete. (3)9Kt-K3,
BxKt; 10 BPxB, Q—-BS Q—-B2 Q—B7ch 12 K—Q Q—B4 18 K—K1
(18 Ktx P, Kt—Kt 5 followed by Qx Kt), Kt—Kt 5 etc. Analysxs by Alekhine,

() Continued 18.., Qx Kt; 14 P—Q3, QR—Q1; 15 PxP, BxP; 16 QxQ,
Drawn. Euwe—-AIekhme, 18th match game, 1935.

(m) Rubinstein—Simisch, Breslau, 1925.

Notes for cols. 11 to 15 ctd.

07 P—Q 4 xP, 0—0; 9 0—0, Kt—B 4 (better is B—Kt§5;
10P—K R3S, B x Iét H 11 K'tx B Kt—-B 4; 12 P—-QS QKt——Q 5); 10 P—Q5, Kt—K 4;
11 P—Kt 3, P—QR 4; 12 B—Kt 2 Kt—- 18P—-QR Kt-—B 4; 14 P~-Q Kt 4,

Kt—Q 2; 15 Q--Kt 34. Botvinnik—Res evsky, Avro Toumament 1988,

(m) Or 8 Kt: 5, Ktx Kt; 9 Px Kt, Kt—K 2; 10 P—Q 4, Kt—B 4; 11 Px P,
PxP; 12 P—K 4, t— 33 18 B—K 3, P-—KB4' 14 PxP, BxP; 15 Q—Kt3,
P—Kt 8; 16 Q R—B 1, ~—Q 2; 17 P—B S, P—KR 4 F. Alexander—Reshevsky,
Nottmgham, 1936.

(n) Kan—Yudovitch, Tiflis, 1937.

Notes for co’s. 21 to 25 ctd.
t(1) If 11.., K—B 1; 12 B—B 3, Bx B and Black has one tempo less than in the

)1 R—() 1; 14 0—0, K—B1; 15 R—K 1, Kt—Q 2; 18 Q—B6, P—K 4;
17 Q—K 4 —Kt 1 (AIexander—Fine, ﬁottmgham, 1936), and now 18 Q—Kt4! is
quite strong

(k) Stronger is 6 KthP KtPxP; 7P P—K 3 (better 7.. B—B 4);
8 B— R— —B 3, P—KB4; 10 t—K P—Kt8; 11 P—KR 31,
B—Q Kt 2 12 P—Kt 4. xP; 18 Px P, P—K R 3; 14 BxP+. Kashdan—Simonson,
1st match game, New York, 1838.

l) Flohr—Betbéder. Folkestone, 1933. White now played 13 P—-—-Kt4?
whic , Q—K 2 (instead of the éoubtful sacrifice 18.., Ktx P, which occurre m
the game) 14 P—B 5, Q—B 3; 15 Bx Kt, PxB! would have given Black an over-
whelming attack (Kashdan)

(m)2..,P—B4; 8P—KKt3, P—Q4; 4 PxP, KtxP; 5 B—Kt 2, KtxKt;
8 Kt Px Kt 'p--K Kt 8; 7 Kt—B 3 B--Kt 2; 8 Q—R "4 ¢ch (Ehskases-——Razmger, Lmz,
1934), Kt—Q 2 =
4(n) 18 B—B3, Kt—K1; 14 Q—Kt2, P—K B4. Mar6czy—VYates, Hastings,
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DesriTE a prodigious amount of analysis, this offshoot of
the Giuoco Piano still remains a problem child among the
openings. About ten years ago Tartakover’s investigations
appeared to establish the correctness of the brilliant Pawn-
sacrifice introduced over a century ago by Captain W. D.
Evans ; his conclusions have, however, since been questioned.

In the accepted form of the Gambit, the “Normal
Position ” (cols. 1 to 3) yields White adequate positional
advantage for his Pawn; the “ Compromised Defence”
(col. 4), though possibly sound analytically, gives Black too
difficult a game in actual play. In col. 5 White is able,
though late, to Castle with advantage on the Queen’s side;
a rarity in this opening.

The variation in col.” 6, based on Tartakover’s analysis,
avoids Lasker’s Defence (col. 8), in which Black obtains a
favourable end-game or else remains a Pawn ahead; but
White’s attack is not powerful enough to compensate for
the material sacrificed. The line in note (d) may open
new vistas for the first player. In col. g, arising from 5...,
B—B 4, in place of B—R 4, White does best by transposing
into the Normal Position.

Many masters recommend Black to decline the Gambit,
contending that White’s 4th move is then a needless weaken-
ing of the Pawn-position in the Giuoco Piano variation
arising therefrom. Nevertheless, Cordel’s line (col. 1) has
been adopted in some modern tournament games with
favourable results for the first player, on account of his
control of the open Queen’s Rook’s file. The enterprising
variation based on 5P—Ktg and 6 KtxP is not quite
sound for White, Black obtaining the superior game by
6..., Kt—R 3 and 8..., Px Kt (col. 3).

Black may effectively avoid the dangerous attacks in the
Evans Gambit and the Giuoco Piano by the adoption of
the Two Knights’ Defence, in which it is difficult for White
to retain the initiative.
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1 P—K 4, P—K4; 2 Kt—KB3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B4, B—B4

4 P—Q Kt 4.
4.., BXP; 5 P—B3, B—R4; 6 P—Q 4.
1 2 3 4 5
6 PXP..ueerenannesaroneeananacns i B—Kt 3 (2)
7 0—O PxP
B—Kt3eeeeaeaereeasnseranssonesess . PXP(f) P—KR3(4)
8 PxP Q—Kt3 Q—Qs
P—Q3 (a) Q—B3 Q—K2
9 Kt—B3..... B—Ktz..... P—Q s P—K 5 B—R3

Kt—R4 KKt—Kz Kt—R4 Q—Kt3 O—K3

10 B—KKtj5() Kt—Kts5 (¢) B—Ktz2 KtxP —Q 3
P—K B3 P—Q4 Kt—Kz2! KEt—Kz(g) KtxP

11 B—K3! () Px B—Q3 B—R 3 Ktx Kt
Kt—K 2 Kt—R 4 0—0 BxKt(#) QxXKt

1z P-KR3 P—Q6 Kt—B 3 QxB P—B4
B—Q2 KtxB Kt—Kt3 0—O0 Q—KRy4

13 B—Kt3 Px Kt Kt—K 2 OQR—Qx Kt—Q 2
Ktx B 0—0 4 P—Q B4 R—K1 P—Q3

14 QxKt Kt—Q B3 Q—Q2 KR—K1 B—Ktjsch
Q—B1 Qxust! P—B3 R—Kt1 B—Q2

15 P—QR 4 Q—R4ch K—Ri1x B—Q3 BxBch
B—K 3 P—B3 B—B2 P—B g4 KxB

16 Q—R 3 QX Kt QR—B1 PxP ep. P—Ks5
P—Q R4 B—R 6+ R—Kt1 QXP R—K1

17 KR-B1+ (d) Kt—Kt 3 Q—Xt3ch+ Kt—B 34

P—Kt4 F

a) The Norml Posmon If 8.., Kt—R 4; 9 B—K Kt 5, Kt—B 8; 10 P—K 5+,
b) 10 R—K 1, Ktx Q——-R4ch P——BS 12Q><Kt Kt—K 2; 13 B—Kt §
O—-—PO ,1;4 P—Q 5, P—B 3 15 PxPch, K—R 1 (P Johner—Spielmann, Baden, 1914)
16 Px
(ﬁ) 11 B——B4 Kt—K2!; 12R—K1,P—B3; 13Q—Q 3, B—~B 2: 14 P- QR 4,
Ktx ; 15 Qx Kf, Kt—Kt 8%, Motzko—demar, correspondence, 19190.
y0—0; 18 Kt—Q Kt5, Q—Q1; 19 P—Q5.
e) 10 P-—Q 5, transpocmg to col. 3, is better
LThe Comprormsed Defence. Alternatwes iving White an attack warth more
than the Pawn are: (1) 7. P—-Q 3; —Kt 3 aners Attack), Q—R 3; 9 F—K 5,
PxP; 10 R—K 1 ,B—Q2 lB——-K t 5. KKt—K2, SPXP, P—Q 4,
spxb KKtxP(F J. Walhssuggests P-—Q "kt 10 Bx P, QKxP, 11 0—R 4
2B——-R3,P QR3I4); 10 B—R3, B—K3; 11 QKt—Q2, BxKt;
b, 287 . P=Cs 8 0— Q—-Bs o Pk 5. 7 Kt—B 3!
Y EURS, PQ s’ 8 PoKS, kt—KKtS, > K Px P, BPxP; 1
K Kt—K 4; 12 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 18 Kt—0Q 2.
() 10 |, Bx Kt; 11QxB, P—-Q Kt 3 (or 11.., K Kt—K 2; 12 Kt—Kt 5, 0—O0;
18 B—Q 3+); 12 P—K6 !+, ., P—Kt4; 11 KtxP, R—Kt1; 12 Kt—Kt35
(12 0—K 8, K Kt—K 2; 13 B—R 3, B—Kt3; 14 Q—B 4 Handbuch), Kt—R 8;
13 P—B 4 (13 Q—K 3!), 0—O (P—R81); 14 %——Q 1, P— ; 15 B—Q3, P— Bd.,
18 Px P ep., QxP; 17 Q—B2, Kt—B 4; 18 B—Kt 2 B—-ktSch 19 K—R 1
Kt—Kt6 ch; 20 Px Kt, Q—R 3ch; 21 Kt—R 3, Pth' 22 K Bx P=. CH
Alexander—E. Spencer, Worcester, 1931.
(%) 11 ., 0—0; 12 QR—Q I, P—Kt4 (or 12 ., R—K1; 13 B—Q 8, Q—R 4;
13 Iét—é(t 3+) ; 18B—Q 31, Q—R 4; 14 Kt—K 4, P—-Kt 5; 15 Kt—Kt3 Q—Kt 5;
1 —_ +
(4) 6.., P—Q Kt 4 (Leonhardt’s Defence) is theoretlcally quite strong : 7 B—0Q 5,
PxP; 8 Q—Kt 3, Q—B3; 9 P—K 5, Q—Kt3; 10 Kt—Kt 5, Kt—R3; P—K 8,
O0—0: 12 PxPch, KtxP; 13 Ktx Kt, Rx Kt; 14 0—O0, Px P+. If 6 , PxP;
70=0, P— Kt4, 8BxP,PxP; 9BxKt, PxB; 100—R 4, B—Kt3; 11 Qx Pch,
B—Q 2;12 &)B 3), Q—B 8; 18 P—K 5, Q— t 83=. Tartakover—P. J‘ohner, Baden,
1914. 86.., K (Pierce’s Defence); 7 KtxP, Kt—K 3; 8 KtxBP, Q—B
9 Bx Kt PxB 10 Ktx R+,
7)7 ., P— '3 and 7 K Kt—K 2 are playable (Tartakover). The column is
Tartakover——Cha es, Carlsbad 1923.
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1 P—Ky4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B4, B—Bg4

4 P—Q Ktg4.
6 7 8 9 10
4 BXP (a)
5 P—B3 ()
B—R4giceneeeacerananenns ceiieeeee..B—B4g..... .B—K 2 (n)
6 P—Q 4 P—Q 4 P—
P—Q 3 (a) P XIQD Kt—ng4
7 Q—Kt3.....Q0—R4.....0—0 0—O0 (k) B—Q 3 (o)
Q—Qz2! r (c) PxP B—Kt3! () P—Q6 () P—Q4
8 P—QR4(d B—KKts5 B—R3(j) Kt—Kts QPxP
Kt—B3(¢) KKt—Kz2 PXxP Kt—R 3 PxP
9 0—O KtxP PxP KtxBP Q—R 4 ch
0—0 Q—Qz2 B—Kts5 Ktx Kt P—B3
10 PxP B—Kts B—Q Kts BxKtch QxP
K KtxP P—QR3 Bx Kt KxB B—K 3
11 B—R3 K BxKt BxKtch Q—R5ch =
B—Kt3 KtxB PxB P—Kt3
12 Q—B2(f) Kt—Bs PxB QxB
Kt—B 4 P—B 3 Kt—K 2 P—Q3
13 R—Q1 B—K K—R1 Q—Q5ch
0—K2 P—QKt4+ () Kt—Kt3 B—K3
14 PxXP R—Kt1 QXP(Q3)
PxP+(g) O0—O+ R—K 1 (m)

(@) 4.., KtxP, 5 KtxP? (5 P—B 3, Kt—QB3; 6 P—Q4, transposing to
9lsbest),Q—B3,60—O, XKt; 7P—QBS, Kt—Q B 3; 8 P—0 4 Eto bt
b) 5 0—0, Kt—B 31! (5. , P—Q3; 6 P— 4, B—Q2; 7 B—Kt 1s sy gested
b Tartakover), 6 P—Q 4, PxP; 7P—B3, PxP; 8 P—K5, P—Q4; 9 B——a .
K}; A. Igzli;m lsls;Marshail('t Neéws Yogrkklszle{ P

c 7‘, — ; —Q5, Kt—Q35; tx Kt, Px Kt; 10 ——KtSch

8 Px%, 82Kes (8. PxP7; 0 O—0, Rt—B37; 10 R—01, O—K 5 ;

1 B—Rs++);9QKt—Qc Kt—R 8310 0—0,0—0; 11 Px P, Qx 12B-—-Q5
Kt—R 4; 13 Q—Kt4 4 H. Alexander—-’I‘ H. Tylor, Hastings, 1985-36.

(e) Inferior for Black are (1) .(P—QRS3; 9 PxP, B—Kt3; 10 P—R 5!
KtxRP; 11 RxKt, BxR; PxP+ (2) 8 , B—Kt3; 9 P—R5!, KtxRP;
IOI;th BxR; 11 Px P. 3)8 , RtxP; 9 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 10 0—O. PxP;
11 P—K

(f) So far Tartakover’s analysis.

P R{{lsQKt—QZ, B—KtS5; 16 R-—-Kl Q—Q2; 175xKt, BxB; 18 B—Q 3,

fh) Ilfre er—gé}h, Bﬂdfﬁ; 15914& Al De -

1) Lasker's Defence. e Sanders—. apm e ence runs 7.., B: 2; 8 Q—Kt

0—K2 S PxP PxP; 10 R 1, s B 25 8Q—Ke3,
(7) Or 8P x P, PxP 9BxPc (botth—Kt 3.Q—B 8; 10 B—K Kt 5, Q—-Kt 3

=

col.

11 B—Q KKt—K2 "12 Q Bx Kt, KxB; 13 Bx Kt, QxB 14 Ktx P, %
ands? Qch KtxQ; 10 KtxP, B—KS 11 Bx B, Ktx B lead’ to endings in lack'«
favo B; 10 Kt'x P ch , K—K 1; T Q-——RSC P—Kt3; 12 Ktx P, Kt—B3;

6, R—K Kt1; 14 Kt—B ¥ KoKt (3. Miotkowski). 1f 8 Q—Kt8$,
Q— 3, or 8 P—QR 4, Kt—B 3 and Black has a fairly easy defence with a Pawn
ahead. The column is P. Johner—Fahrni, Baden, 1914.

(k) White’s strongest Iine is 7 PxP, B—Kt3 (if 7 ., B—Kt5ch; 8 K—B 1l
Q-—K 2; 9 Q—R4+) ; 8 0—0, P—Q s transposing into "the Normal Posmon, cols.

}1) 7. 3 transposes into the Normal Position.
'm) 15 P— Kt1l; 16 B—Kt 2, P—Q4; 17 P—B 4 +. Dr. Dithrssen—
Kran(‘e)r 5Eb°ri§°e’qls? i, 4, Kt—B3: 70—0, 0--0; 8

; P—Q 4, Kt— Kt—Q 2, Q—K 2;
9 B—Q 8 and Kt—B4—I\ 3—-Q5 +. Or b P—B 4 (Cord?‘l), e%xBQ Px P;

7 P—Kt5!, Kt—R 4; 8 Bx Kt, RxB; 9 K
‘}( If7 KtxP K§3XB7' gKéx!f{tklz—gz ‘s »—05, ¥
—0, — 5 Kt—Q1; 9 Q—R 4,
B— 10 B—K Kt5, Q—Q3; 11 Kt—R 8, P—QBS Q Q RQ—QI
Tchxgonn-—-Steimtz, 17th match game, 1889.
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1 P—K g4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B4, B—Bg4:
4 P—Q Kt 4, B—Kt 3 (a).

1 2 3 4 5
5 B—Kt2 (b)..P—Q R4....P—Kt 3
P—Q3 P—QR3 Kt—R 4 (k)
6 P—Q R4 0—O0 (g) KtXP (2)
P—QR3 P—Q3 Kt—R 3..... Ceereeaaann Q—Kt 4 (0)
7 P—Kts P—R5 P—Q 4 BXP ch
PXP () B—R 2 P—Q3 K—B1 (p)
8 PxP P—Kts Bx Kt BXx Kt
RXR PxP PxKt!..... PxB QxKt
9 BXR BxP BxP BxPch(m) B—Q5
Kt—Q5 (d) Kt—K2 R—KKtr K—Kz2 P—B3
10 Bx XKt (¢) P—Q 4 BxPch Q—B3(n) Q—B3ch
PxB PxP KxB BxP K—K1r
11 O—0 KtxP BxP Kt—B 3 Q—B 7ch
Kt—B 3 B—Q2 B—Kts5() P—B3 K—Q1
12 P—Q 3 Ktx Kt Q—Q3 PxP PxP
0—0 Ktx Kt P—B 4 BxKtch KtPxP
13 QKt—Q2 BxKt Kt—B 3 QX B P—Q 4
P—B g4 BxB PxP Px Kt BxP
14 PXP e.p. B—Kt2 Kt—Q 5 R—Q1 B—K B4
PxP 0—0 Q—K Q—B2 Q—B3
15 Q—R 1 Q—Kt4 Q—KKt3(k) B—le QxQ
P—B 4 P—B 3= Kt—B 5 K 3 BxQ
16 R—Ktrx Q—B4ch Q—R 3ch P—Ks5
. B—Rg4 K—K 3!+ () K—B 3 R—K1
17 R—Kts Q—B3ch B—B7
B—B 2 (f) K—K2= R—K2=
(a) 4.., P—Q4; 5 PxP, Ktx P; 6 O—O (Maréczy recommends 6 B—R3),
Kt——KBS 7 I\txP Q}\th B 8 P—Q4, B—Q3; B—KKt5, P—BS3;

10 Kt-——QZ +. Schxffers—-Pmsbury, Nuremberg, 1896.
(b) 5 P—B3, Kt—B3; 6 Q—Kt8, 0O—0; 7 P—Q3, P—Q8; 8 B—KKtS5,

(;2 7.., Kt—R4; 8 B—K2, Kt—KB3; 9 ht-—BS B—Kt§; 10 Kt—Q5,
Ktx t; 11 Px Kt :i; Tartakover—Fahrm Baden, 914.
d) 9 Kt—Kt1; 10 P—-—Q4 PxP; 11 BxP, BxB 12 QxB, Kt—KBS
(Q—B 3 !) 13 Kt—B 8,0—0} 16—0, Q Kt—Q 2; 15 P—RS8,R—K1; 16 R—R 1,
—~R 8; 17 Kt—K R 4 Kt—K 4 18 R—R 81+. Tartakover—Yates, Carl>bad 1929/
(¢) 10 Ktx Kt, Px l\t 11 P—B 3, Kt—B 8; 120—0,0—0; 13P—Q3, P—-—Q 4.
Tartakover—Rubinstein, The Hague, 1921.
(f) 18 Q—R 7 . P. Johner—Hromadka, Baden, 1914.
(g) Tartakover recommends 6 B—Kt 2, transposing into col. 1.
(h) 5.., Kt—Q 5; 8 Ktx Kt, BxKt; 7 P—QBS B—Kt3; 8P—Q4 Q—B3;
9 O— P—QS ( pwhnann—-Nyholm, Baden, 1914); 10 B—K
(t) 6 B—K 2, P—Q4;: 7 P—Q3, PxP; 8 PxP, QxQ ch— is safest.
@—I\t‘i 12 Kt—B 38 xz Kt—QZ Qx ; 18 Q—R 5¢h, Q—Kt3;
x Q+), Kt—B5; 13 5 (18 B—Kt3, B—Kt5; 14 t—K 2,
15 K—B 1, Q—R 4+ Rétl— erls, Vienna, 1918), B—R Iy ch; 14 P—B 3
Kth ]5 PxK P—-—B3 16 Q—B 3 ch, K—Kt2; 17 PxP, PxP+. Analys:s
by S. Mlotkowski (B C.M., 1917, p. 38).
k) 15 BxP, BxB; 16 xB is better (Bliimich).
) N, T. thtaker-—er . A, Thomas, London—W ashington cable match, 1930.
m) 10 Ktx P, Q—B 8; 11 Ktx R, BXP +
n) 10 Kt—QBS, Px Kt 11 Q—BS B—-Kt51+ Dr. F. Deighton—J. H.
Blake, Cambridge, 1894.
(o) 6.., Q— BB~ 7 BxPch, K—B1; P—Q4 P—Q3; 9 Bx Kt, PxKt;
0 B—Q5, P——B 3; 11 B—RSch K—K 15 1
() 7.. —K'2; 8 Bx Kt, RxB! (8. ,Qth 98——05, P—B3; 10 P—Q 4,
BxP; 11 P-—K B4 F).
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FOUR KNIGHTS’ GAME

Tre Four Knights’ is one of the soundest openings; indeed,
its only weakness is that it is foo sound. If he wish, the
first player may draw against an opponent of equal strength
more readily with this than with any other opening. But,
on the other hand, the second player has various simplifying
lines at his disposal, against which it is impossible for White
to obtain an advantage.

Black has a choice of two main systems of defence. In
the first place he may elect to follow White’s development
for a while; the attack based on the pinning of Black’s
King’s Knight by B—K Kt 5, followed by the opening of
the King’s Bishop’s file, having been shorn of many of its
terrors.

The variations in cols. I to 15, in which Black exchanges
Bishop for Knight on his 6th move, have in modern times
had more vogue than the corresponding lines of play (cols.
16 to 21) in which such exchange is deferred or omitted
altogether. :

The key-move of the attack is B—K Kt g played on
White’s 8th move in cols. 1 to 12. Black has in reply a
choice of :—

(i) 8..., Kt—K 2 (cols. 1 to 5), for a long time a very
popular defence, until it was found that White retained an
advantage by 9 Kt—R 4, reserving the choice of capturing
Black’s King’s Knight.

(ii) 8..., B—Q 2 (col. 6 note (a)), a move of which the
inferiority is not easily demonstrable.

(ii1) 8..., O—K 2 (cols. 6 to 10), an old defence
attributed to E. Delmar in Philadelphia in 1875, though
commonly called after J. Metger. It was disregarded for a
period, but was revived very successfuly by Rubinstein.
It leads to difficult position-play, in which the stronger
player has the better chances. The line in col. 10 is a
recent variation from master-play, with good opportunities
for Black.
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(iv) 8..., P—K R 3 (cols. 11 to 12), retaining the option
of releasing the pin by P—K Kt 4 at a suitable moment.
The line in col. 11, re-introduced by Lasker in 1914, equal-
ises for Black; that exemplified in col. 12 is much weaker.

The Svenonius Variation (cols. 14 and 15) is theoret-
ically insufficient.

Of the variations in which Black retains his King’s
Bishop (cols. 16 to 21), that in col. 18, recently revived by
Dr. Lasker, appears satisfactorily to meet the embarrassing
attack inaugurated by 8 Kt—K R 4. The possibility of a
check at Q) B 4 in some variations is an argument in favour
of the retention of Black’s King’s Bishop. The symmetrical
variations in col. 21 lead to extremely difficult play, in
which the slightest error on Black’s part is fatal.

The alternative 7 Kt—K 2 (cols. 22 and 23) limits
Black’s choice of replies, and in Maréczy’s hands has
produced some brilliant wins for the first player. The
purely symmetrical variation in col. 23, played by Dr. Euwe
in an important game, is not quite adequate.

The Nimzovitch Variation (cols. 24 and 25) gives White
a very solid position, with the possibility of building up a
dangerous King-side attack. Black may, however, readily
draw by the simplifying line in col. 25, note (m).

In the old defence 4..., B—B 4 (cols. 31 to 35), Black
appears to have no completely satisfactory reply after
White’s rejoinder 5 O—O. Cols. 34 and 35 show alterna-
tives for White.

In the second place Black may elect to go in for an
enterprising counter-attack with 4..., Kt—Q 5 (the Rubin-
stein Defence), a move which has been adopted by many
of the strongest masters. Despite the fact that 4..., Kt—Q 5
violates an important opening principle, there is no way
known in which the first player can obtain even a minimal
superiority; on the contrary, he must always be careful not
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to compromise his position. Most masters nowadays avoid
the Four Knights’ Game solely because of the Rubinstein
Defence.

The six usual replies at White’s disposal are :—

(i) 5 KtxKt (cols. 36 to 38), leading to fully equalised
positions and an early draw.

(ii) 50—0 (cols. 39 and 40), approved by Schlechter
and analysed exhaustively by W. Henneberger. White is
better developed, and has the superior Pawn-position, but
Black’s two Bishops are ample compensation for these
slight weaknesses.

(iii) 5 B—R 4 (cols. 41 and 42), yielding Black a very
strong attack at the expense of two Pawns.

(iv) 5 B—B 4 (cols. 43 and 44). The line given in col.
44 shows promise for the first player, and Black would do
best to adopt Schlechter’s suggestion in note (%).

(v) 5B—K 2 (col. 45), though favoured by Maréczy,
should occasion Black no anxiety.

(vi) 5 Ktx P (cols. 46 to 50), a popular line some years
ago. For atime the defence 5..., Q—K 2 fell into disrepute
owing to the line of play based on 6 P—B 4, dcvised by
Bogoljuboff (col. 46, note (b)). But the sacrificial variation
due to Teichmann has rehabilitated this defence, since
Tartakover’s 12 P—K R 3 in note (d) has been refuted.
The alternative defence 5..., B—B 4, advocated by Tarrasch,
is hardly good enough against Schlechter’s suggestion in
col. 49.

The reply 4..., P—QR 3 (cols. 51 and 52), though
sometimes made, is theoretically unsound, but White’s
advantage in col. 51, where Black’s 13th move is an improve-
ment due to Tarrasch, is inconsiderable.

Cols. 53 to 55 illustrate other 4th moves for White than
B—Kts. At the end of note (1) is an -xample of an old
move revived by Nimzovitch in the grea» Bled Tournament
of 1931. ’
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1 P—K 4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 Kt—B 3, Kt—B 3.

4 B—Kts5, B—Kt5; 5 0—0, 0—0; 6 P—Q3, BXKt; 7 PXB,
P—Q3; 8 B—Kts.
1 2 3 4 5
8 Kt—K 2
9 Kt—R4liiiiiiiiiiieneiiniiiinnne. BxKt...... B—Q B4
Kt—Kt3.ieeiiienannnnn. P—B3 PxB Kt—Kt 3
10 Ktx Kt B—QB4 Kt—Rg4 Kt—R 4
BPXxKt....RPxXKt P—Qg4(c) P—B3 Kt—B 3
11 B—B4ch P—K B4 B—Ktj3 B—B 4 BxQ Kt
K—R1 P—B3 PxP P—Q 4 PxB
12 P—Bg4 B—B 4 PxP B—Kt 3 Kt—B 3
P—KR3 Q—Kt3zch QxQ Kt—Kt 3 B—Kts
13 PxP K—R1 RXQ Ktx Kt —Q 2
PxP Kt—XKt s Kt—Kt 3 RPXxKt BxKt
14 B—R 4 PxP (a) Ktx Kt P—KB4 PxB
P—KKt4 KtxKP PxKt KPxP () Kt—R4
15 B—KKt3 B—Kt3 Bx Kt RXxP K—R 1
Q—K2 Q—B2 PxB K—Kt 2 K—R1
16 P—Q 4+ (a) P—Q4 P-KB4+(d) Q—B 3 R—K Kt1
Kt—Kt 5 B—K3 Q—Q2
17 Q—B 3 R~-KB1+(f) R—Kt4
Kt—R 3 QR—K1
18 Q—Kt3 QR—KKtr
K—R 2 (b) P—K B4 F

(8

(a) Janowski—Spielmann, Nuremberg, 1906. 12..,
(6) 19 Bx Kt+. Ed. Lasker—J. Raoux, Dartford, 1914.
(¢) If 10.., Kt—K1; 11 P—B4!, P—Q4;
prefers P—K R'3); 18 BPx P, PxB; 14 RxRch, KxR;
16 R—KB1, Kt—B2; 17 Q—B 7 ch K—R1; 18

8x ; 19 R'x ch, Kt-—-Ktl; 20 PxP,PxP; 21
>an Sebastian, 1911.

(@) Note by Yates.

¢) 14. PxP?; 15QPxP, QxQ; lBQRx
lSB(x)B Px]-?.Q -—KS xP; 20% %ch RxR; 21 R—Q

followed by P—K R 4, winning. A game won by Em. Lasker
(f) Maréezy—O. S. Bernstein, Ostend, 1906.
(g) Janowski—Lasker, match, 1909.

(A) Even more forcxble is 14 Q—B3, Kt—K8;
16 PxP+); 16 P—B

Q—K 2 is better.

12 B—Kt 3, P—B 38 (Teichmann
15 Q—B 3ch, K—Kt 1;

—B8ch (if PxP, B—K3 !
t—B 3+. Schlechter—Duras,

\ PXP; 17 RxP, B-K3;
—Q'7, R—B2; 22 RxR

15 P—B5, KtxB (KtxR;
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 Kt—B 3, Kt—B3.

4 B—Kts5, B—Kts5; 5 O—Oi)O—O; 6 P—Q3, BxKt; 7 PxB,

Q3.
8 7 8 9 10
8 (B—Kts)
Q—K 2 (a)
9 R—K1
Kt Iiieiieeiennanerieniiiinessiinnnsssses...P—QR3
10 P—Q 4 B—QBg4
B—Kts5.....Kt—K 3 Kt—Q R 4
11 P—KR3 B—QB1 Kt—Q 2
B—R4() P—Bg4(g...P—B3...... R—Q1 P—R 3
12 P—Ktg4 P—Kt3 B—B1 P—Kt3 B—R 4
B—Kt3 Kt—B 2 Q—Bz2 P—B 4! B—K 3
13 Kt—R4 () B—B1: P—Kt3 P—Qs5 B—QKt3
P—KR3 B—Ktjs R—Q1 Kt—B1 () KtxB
14 B—QB4!(d P—KR3 Kt—Rg4 (1) Kt—Rg4 RPxKt
Kt—K 3 B—R 4 P—Q 4 P—KR3 P—KKty
15 KtxB B—K Ktz P—KB4 P—B3 B—Kt3
PxKt QR—Q1 KtxKP!(5) Q—B 2 Kt—K 1
16 P—KB4 P—Qs5 BPxP B—B1 P—Q4
PXxB (e Q—Q2 KtxBP Kt—Ktz3 P—K B3
17 P—B3j Q—Q3 Q—Q3 Ktx Kt Kt—B 1
KtPxP B—Kt3 = Kt—Ks5+ PxKt() Kt—Kt - en
18 KtPXP(f) (k) (m)

(a) The Metger Variation. An alternative is 8.., B—Q 2; 9 Q—Q 2, P—K R 8;
10 B—K R4, B—Kt 5! (Kt—K2; 11 BxKt, BxB; 12 Kt—R4!+); 11 Q—K3
if 11 {{t-l-;K 1, Ktx KPl+), Bx Kt; 12 Qx B, P—K Kt 4; 13 B—Kt 3, K—Kt 2=.
p. col. 11.

5) 11..,Bx Kt; 12Qx B, P—KR 3; 13 B—K R 4, P—Kt 4; 14 B—Kt 3, P—B §;
15 B—QB'4, K—Kt2; 18 PxP, PxP; 17 Q—B5+. Tarrasch—Kostich,
Gothenburg, 1920.

(¢) 18 P—Q 5, P—B3; 14 B—KB1 (or 14 B—Q 3, PxP; 15 PxP +), PxP;
15 PxP, R—B1; 16 P—B 4, P—Kt38; 17 P—Q R 4 4. Wolf—Cohen, Nuremberg,
1906. Or 13 B—0Q3, Kt—K3; 14 B—QB1, Kt—Q2; 15 R—Ktl, P—KtS;
}gzlz{—Kt 2, P—Q B 4; 17 P—Q 5, Kt—B 5 ch=. Bogoljuboff—Rubinstein, Hastings,

(d) Weak is 14 Ktx B, Px Kt; 15 B—B 4 ch, K—R 2; 16 B—R 4, P—K Kt 4 F.
Wolf—Rubinstemn, Tephtz-Schénau, 1922.
¢) If 16 , K—R1?; 17 BxKKt, QxB; 18 BxKt, QxB; 19 P—Qs5,
Q—B 3; 20 P—B5+. Drewitt—Rubinstein, Hastings, 1922.
(f) 18. , P—K Kt 8= (Kmoch).
(g) More energetic than the usual P—B 8. Ifinreply 12PxK P,PxP; 18 KtxP,
Kt—B 2 wins a piece.
(k) Threatening Q Ktx P. Spielmann—Krejcik, Vienna, 1929.
(1) 14 B—K Kt 2, preventing 14.., P—Q 4, followed by 15 Kt—R 4 is stronger
(Lasker).
(_1;)( 1£15.., PxBP; 168 P—KS5!, Kt—K5; 17 PxP, P—KB4; 18 Px P e.p.
18 txP, KtxKBP), KtxP(B8); 19 P—B5+. Spielmann—Rubinstein
Isbad, 1911. The continuation in column is suggested by Deutsche Schachzeitung.
(k) 13.., Kt—B 2; 14 B—B 1, P—Q Kt 4 (or 14.., K Kt—K 1; 15 Kt—R 4,
P—K Kt 3; 16 P—Q B 4,Kt—Kt 2; 17 B—K R 6. Spielmann—L&wy, Vienna, 1908) ;
15 Kt—R 4,P—Q R4;16 P—K R 3, B—Q 2;17 B—K Kt 2, Q R—Kt1; 18 P—K B 4,
K Kt—K1; 19 P—B5. Perlis—Freyman, St. Petersburg, 1909. Lasker prefers
16.., K—R 1 followed by Kt—Kt 1, R—R 2, P——K Kt 3 and P—B 4.
(}) 18 B—K 3, R—B1; 19 B—Kt2, B—Q2 followed by P—K Kt 4 and the
+ oubling of Rooks on the K B file.
(m) Bogatyrchuk—Botvinnik, Moscow, 1935.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 Kt—B 3, Kt—B3.

4 B—Kts, B—Kts; 5 0—0, 0—O0; 6 P—Q 3, BxKt.

11 12 13 14 15
7 (PXB)
(P—Q3)eeerecerascenaasosanannnnnns P—Q 4 (g)
8 (B—Kt 5)...... ceeeese s . R—K1 BxKt......PxP (k)
P—KR3 Q—K 2 PxB QxXP
9 B—KRg4 Q—Kz2( KtxP KB—B 4
B—Kts5()..Q—K 2 Kt—Q1 Q—Q3 Q—R 4
1o P—KR3 Q—Q2!() P—Q4 B—B 4 R—KtrI
BxKt Kt—Q1 P—B 4 R—K1 P—QR3
11 QxB P—Q 4 B—Q3 Q—B3(k) R—KI
P—Kt4 Kt—K 3 K—R1 PxP P—Q Kt3
12 B—Kt3 PxP P—KR3 PxP Q—K 2
Kt—Q 2! PXxP Kt—Kt1 RxKt B—Kts5 ()
13 P—Q 4 KtxP B—Kt 2 QR—Q1 (1) B—Ktj5 &+
P—B3 Kt—B 4 Kt—K 3 B—XKt 5
14 Q—Ktg Q—B 4! P—Kt 3 RXQ ()
K—R1 P—Kt 4 P—B3 BxQ
15 P—KR4 BxP K—Kt 2 Rx Kt
R—B 2 PxB B—Q 2 PXxR
16 PXP QXPch P—Q 5 BXR
RPxP K—R2 Kt—Kt4 PXB
17 P—B3 B—B 4+ (d) KtxKt+(f) PxB
Kt—B 1=(d) R—Kt 1=

(a) 1£9.., P—Kt4?; 10 KtxKtP!, KtxP (10 ., Px Kt; 11 BxP, Q—K 23

-—B 8+& 11 P—K'B 4, PxP (Yates—-Speyer Hamburg 1910) ; 12 P x Kt,
Px t; R5 PxB; 14 RxP+. 9.., K—R 1, followed by R—K Kt 1 and
P—K Kt 4, leads to a position similar to that In col. 12, note (¢).

(b) Capablanca——Lasker, St. Petersburg, 1914, Tarrasch maintained that White
would have the better game by deferring the opening of the K R file (16 Pw R) until he
has tripled Queen and two Rooks on it.

(c) Better than either 10 R—XK 1, B—Kt5; 11 P-—-K R3 Bx Kt 12 QxB,

P—Rt4; 13 B—Kt3, h—Kt2 14’ P—Q 4, Kt— 5 QR—0O1, QR—Q1:
16 R—K'S, P—R 8, 17 B— —B 3= (Vates— ﬁ v Scott, astmgs, 1922) ;
or 10 R—htl K——Rl Q—- 2 R—K Kt1; 12 Bx K Kt (Black threatens
P—Kt 4), Qx B’ 13B—R 4, m— ;14 Kt—K 1, P—K Kt 4; 15P—B 3, Kt—Kt 8 ;

16 P—Kt 8, R—Kt 2; 17 Kt—Kt 2, B—R 8; I8Rx P, Kt—R 5!+. J.A.]. Drewitt—
Sir G. A 'f’homns, Weston, 1924.

(@) 17.., B—K38; 18 Kt—Kt4!, BxKt; 19 P—KS5, Kt—Kt1; 20 QxB +
Tarrasch—-Spiclmann, Berlm, 1920.

(e) 9 P—Q4, Kt—Q 1?7 (9. , B—Kt5 or 9.., Kt—Q 2 would have been bettetg
10 B—R 8, P—B4; 1T KtxP1l, Q—B 2; 12 Kt—B 41, Kt—K 3 (12 ., P—Q R 3}
18Ktx Pl); 18 P—Q 5, Kt—B5; 14 B—B 1, Kt—Kt 3; 15 Kt—Kt 2+. "Simonson—
Suesman, ew York, 1938

(f) Tylor—Vidmar, Nottingham, 1936.

(g) The Svenonius Variation.

(k) 11 PxP, Rx Kt; 12 P—Q 4, R—K 8!=.

(1) 18 KR—Q1, B—Kt 5; 14 Q—Kt3? (14 Rx Q stxll draws), BxR; 15 BxR,
Q—Q7++. (‘apab]anca—Tarra%ch St. Petersbnurg, 1

(7)) 14 Q—Kt 38, KtxP!; 15 QxB, Q—K 3= (Tarraqch)

(k) 8Q—K2 PxP stP B—Kt5; 10 P—K RS, Bx Kt; 11 QxB %—%3
12 R-OT, 0—B4; 13 P—Q R4, KR—Q1; 14 RxRch, RxR;
Q—Kt 8=. E. brice—B. fegheim, Malvern, 1921.

(}) Lasker—Réti, Moscow, 1925. White's 13th move is suggested by Kmoch.
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1 P—K%, P—Kg4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 Kt—B3, Kt—B 3

4 B—Kts5 B—Kts5; 50—0,0—0; 6 P—Q3, P—Q3; 7 B—Kt s

16 17 18 19 20
7 Kt—K 2 (a)
8 Kt—KR4eeenreereentaeeanennnnns ..BxXKt
P—B 3 () PxB
9 B—Q B4 Kt-—K R 4
P—Q4......Kt—Kt3 (¢) . K—R 1 P—B3......Kt—Kt 3
10 B—Kt3 Ktx Kt P—B 4 B—B g4 Ktx Kt
Q—Q3! Px Kt PxP Kt—Kt 3 R PxKt
11 P—KR3(c) P—B34 BXx Kt (g) Ktx Kt P—Bg4
P—KR3 B—B4ch PxB Px Kt B—Bg4ch
1z BxXKt K—R1 RXxP P—B 4 K—R1
QxXB B—K6 Kt—Kt 3 K—Ktz2 K—Ktz2
13 Q—R 5 Q—B3! KtxKtch Q—B3 P—Bs5s
P—Qs5(d BxP RPxKt B—Bg4ch (1) PxP
14 Kt—K 2 BxB B—Kt3 K—R1 PxP
K—R 2 PxB Q—K 2 B—K 3 R—R 1
15 P_KB4 QXP Kt—K 2 B—Kt3 Q—Kt 4 ¢h
B—Q3 O—Kz2 B——R 4 R—R1 K—Bi1=(k)
16 P—Bs5+ Q—Kt3 P— Kt—K 2

B-—K3 0 B—Q2 F B Q—Kz()

(a) For 7 ., Bx Kt see cols. 1 to 15. Tarrasch suggests 7.., B—K 3; 8 P—Q 4,
PxP;9KtxP, P—K R;310 B—~K R 4, Kt—K 4; 11 P—B 4, B—Q B 4 (so far Tarrasch
_Lla{ﬂi{er' l}gtg match game, 1908); 12 K——RI Kt—KtB 13 x Kt, QxB;
14 t— =.

b) 1£8. ,Kt——KtS 9 Ktx Kt, RPx Kt; 10 Kt—Q5,B—B47?; 11 Ktx Ktch,
Px Kt; 12 B—KR6

(¢) Or11 PxP, Bth 12 PxB, QKtx P; Q—%z B—Q2; 14QR—K1,
R—K1; 15 K—Rl Kt—R4 16 P-—%m P—— E. Atkms—-] Blake,
lasgow, 1911, 11 Q—B3 and 11 P—B 4 have also been played.

(@) Contmuanon mm column suggested by Alekhine as ‘“rather in favour of Black.”

Tarrasch—VYates, Hastings, 1922, continued 13.., Bx Kt; 14 Px B, K—R 2; 15 Kt—B3,
Kt—Kt3; 16 PxP+.

(e) 9 ., Kt—K1; lOQ—RS ht—-B2 11 Kt—B5,QBx Kt; 12PxB, P—% ;
13 P—B 61 PxP; 14 QBxP Q— 15 P—B 4 |+, prelmann-—!‘orgacs, an
Sebastian, 1912. Or9 o —-K3 1OBth,PxB, 11 BxB, Px B; 12 Q—Kt 4ch,

K—B 2; 18 P—B4+.
(f) O. Buchmann~—M. Marron, correspondence, 1930.
(g) If 11 RxP, B—B4ch; 12 K—R1, B—K6+. Bestis 11 BxP (B 4).
(k) 17 Kt—Kt 3, B—B 2. Tylor—Lasker, Nottingham, 1936.

I&) 18 ., R—R1; 14 PxP?, QPxP 15 Q—Kts (or Kt—K?2), B—~B4ch;
16 K—R 1, P—Q Kt4 17 B—Kt3, R—R 4; —Q R4, P—Kt5 F. G. E/
Wamwnght——-Euwe, Weston, 1924,

g) 17 P—-B 5 BxB; 18R PxB,P—K Kt4; 19 Kt—Kt 3 followed by Kt—R 5 ch
and P—K Kt

(k) Kruger—Shories, Hamburg, 1921.
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1 P—K 4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QBj3; 3 Kt—B 3, Kt—BT3.

4 B—Kts5, B—Kts; 5 0—0, O—O.

21 22 23 24 25
6 (P—Q3)eererencen- U cereeeren BXKt(B)
(P—Q 3) (@) QPxB (i)
7 (B—Kts)...Kt—K2 P—Q 3 (4)
B—Kt 5 B—QB4.. Kt—Kz2() Q—Kz..... B—Kt 5 ()
8 Kt—Q s P—B3 P—B3 Kt—XK 2 P—KR3
Kt—Q 5 B—Kt 3 B—R 4 B—Kts B—XKRg4(m)
9 P—B3 () Kt—Kt3z Kt—Kt3 Kt—Kt3 B—Kts(n)
KtxB K—R1 P—B3 QR—Q1 Q—Q3
1o KtxB B—K 3 B—R 4 P—KR3 BxKt
P—B3 Kt—K Kts5 Kt—Kt3 B—B1 QxB
11 Kt—B2 BxB P—Q 4 Q—K 2 P—Kt 4
P—KR3 RPxB R—Ki1(f) KR—K1 B—Kt3
12 B—R 4 P—Q 4 B—Kt3 P—R 3 K—Kt2
P—Kt 4 P—B 3 PxP B—Q3 QR—Q1
13 B—Kt3 P—KR3 PxP Kt—R 4 Q—Kz2
Kt—Q 2 Kt—R 3 B—K 3 K—R1 BXxKt
14 Kt—K 3 Bx Kt Kt—Kt 5 QKt—Bj5 PxB
B—R 4 PxB+F (d) BxB Q—K3 P—B 4
15 Kt—B 5 QxB+(g) P—KKtg4 Kt—Q2
Q—B3 (u) B—Br= k) Q—K 2 (0)

(a) 6. %4?;7 Ktx P, Ktx Kt; 8Pth xP; 9 B—Q B4, Q—Q38;
mP—Bsh —Q Kt'4, B—Kt'3; 12 P—Q R 4, P—~Q R4 13 P—Kt 5,
Kt—K 2; 14 t—Kt5+. Sterk—Marshall, Plstyan, 1912

(b) 9 B— §B4 Q—sz (B—QB4 10 Q—Q 2!, P—B 3; 11 Ktx Ktch, Px Kt;
12 B—R 4, —R 6, t—K7ch 14 K—~R1, BxPch; 15 Kx B,
Kt—B §ch; 16 K—-—Rl t—Kt3 17 P—-Q4 BxP; 18 P—Q B 3, followed by
%R-—-—Q 1 and K R—Kt 1+), 10 Kt x Ktch, Px Kt; 11 Bx P, P—KR 3; 12P—B 3,

tx Ktch; 13 Px Kt, B-—KR4; 14 K—Rl K—R 2; 15 R—K Kt1, R—=K Kt1;
lg é!-—é{és R—Kt 5. Analysis by Dr. B. 'and Ed. Lasker. 17 Px B, RxB;
18 Q— +-.

{¢) 18 P—K R 4+4. Chajes—Marshall, New York, 1915.

(d) Maréczy—Bogoljuboff, London, 1922.

() Or 7 ., B—Kt5; 8 P—~BS, B—QB4; 9 B—K 3 B—Kt2; 10 K—R1,
Kt—K 2; 11 Kt—Kt 3, Kt-—R4 12 P—Q 4, K—R 1; 13 Kt x Kt,'PxP; 14 Bx P,
BxQ Kt; 15 B—K?2, Kt—B 3=, Maréczy—Tylor, Ramsgate, 1929,

(f) Simpler was 11.., P—Q 4!

(&) 15.. o Q—Q 2; 18 P—B3, P—KRS3; 17 Kt—R3. Alekhine—Euwe,
Amsterdam, 1

(k) Tha Nimzovﬁch Variation.

(3) O tPxB; 7 KtxP, Q—K 1 (if 7 ., R—K1; 8 P—Q4, BxKt;
9 Px B, Ktx H 10 Q—B3 +); 8 Kt—Q3, BxKt; 9 QPxB, QxP, 10 R—K 1,
Q—KR5; 11 Q-—B 8, B—R3; 12 Kt—B 5, B—B 5=.

j) White can obtain an easily drawn pnsition by 7 KtxP, R—K1; 8 Kt—Q 3,
BxKt; 9 QPxB, KtxP; 10 Q—B3. Kt—Q3: 11 B—B 4, Q—B 3.
(k) M. E. Goldstein—]J. H. Blake, City of London Chess Championship, 1923.

() Or7.., B—Q3; 8 Kt-——KZ (Capablanca favours 8 P—K R3), B—K Kt 5;
9 Kt—Kt3, Kt—R 4; 10 Kt—
m) 8.., QBx Kt; 9 QxB, Bth, 10 Px B, Kt—Q 2 gives Black complete

equality.
(n) 8 P—Kt 4, Ktx KtP; 10 Ktx P!, Kt—B 3; 11 Kt—Kt4 can be played

(o) 16 Kt—B 4 . Nimzovitch—Leonhardt, San Sebastian, 1911.
o
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 Kt—B3, Kt—B3.

26 27 28 29 30
4 (B—Kts)
(B—Kt 5)
5 (0—0).tiuiiiniiiiiranennancnnnennes P—Q 3...... Kt—Q 5
(O—0)...... P—Q3? Kt—Q 5 Ktx Kt
6 Kt—Q 5 Kt—Q 5! B—R 4 Px Kt
Ktx Kt B—R4..... B—QB4 O—O P—K 5
7 PxXKt P—Q 4 P—Q 4 0—0 PxKt
P—Ks5s P—QR3 PxP P—QB3 QPxP
8 PxXKt BxKtch KtxQP Ktx Kt B—K 2
QPxP PxB BxKt PxKt Px Kt
9 B—Kz2 KtxKtch QxB Kt—K 2 BxP
PXKt PXxKt 0—O0 P—Q4= (d) =
10 BXP Kt—R4+ (b)) Ktx Ktch
P-KB4=(a) QX Kt ()
31 32 33 34 85
4 B—B4
L e © I P KtxP...... P—Q 3
P—Q3...... 0—O0 Ktx Kt P—Q3
6 P—Q4 KtxP P—Q 4 P—KR3
PxP R—K1I..... B—Qs5 (k) B—Q3 P—KR3
7 KtxP Kt—B3! (k) Kt—B 3 P—KB4 0—O
B—Qz2 KtxP BxKt Kt—B 3 P—K Kt3
8 Kt—Bs5! (f) P—Q 4 QPxB P—Ks5s P—Q 4
0—O0 Ktx XKt KtxP B—Kts5! PXP
9 B—Kts PXxKt R—K 1 P—Qs Ktx P
Bx Kt B—Kz2 () P—Q4 Kt—K 5 B—Q2
10 PxB P—Q 5 P—B 4! Q—Q3 Ktx Kt
Kt—Q 5 Kt—Kt 1 Kt—B 3 Ktx Kt Px Kt
11 B—Q3 B—K B4 B—Kts+ KtPxKt B—QBg4
P—Q4(8) P—QR3() B—Kz2() Q—Kz2(m

(a) Walbrodt—Charousek, Nuremberg, 1896. 11 P—Q 4.

(6) L. Savage—W. H. Watts, City of London Championship, 1915.

(¢) 11QxQ,PxQ; 12B—K R6,R—K1; 13 KR—K1,P—R3; 14B—KB1+.
Tarrasch-—-Lasker, match, 1908. 1f 8 , B—Q2; 9 Kt—B 5+.

(@) G. E. Wamnwright—Yates, Malvern, 1921.

(¢) Schiffers—Steinitz, Hastings, 1895,

(f) 8 B—K 3, B—Kt 3 (for 0—0; 9 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 10 BxB, Px K B see Ruy
Lopez, Classical Defence); 9 P—K R 8, 0—0; 10 Bx Kt, PxB; 11 B—Kt5, R—K1;
12 Q—Q 3. A. Muffang—M. E. Goldstewn, London, 1922.

(g) 12 Bx Kt, Px B; 13 Kt—R 4, Q—Q 3; 14 Q—Kt4ch .

(k) 7 Ktx Kt, QPx Kt; 8B—B 4, Kt—Kt5!; 9 P—K RS, KtxP; 10 Bx Pch,
K—R 14 (Tattersall's Attack).

(iks. , B—B1; 10 B—Kt5!, B—K2; 11 B—KB4, B—B3; 12 Q—Q2,
P—Q R 3; 13 B—Q 3, P—Q 8. Yates—A. R. B. Thomas, Edinburgh, 1926.

(f) 12 B—R 4, B—B 3; 13 P—Q 8+. Maréczy—Pillsbury, Nuremberg, 1896.

(k) For 8.., Kt—Q 5; 7 B~-B 4, see col. 49.

(1) 12 PxKt, QPxP; 13 Qx Qch=. Bardeleben’s analysis.

(m) 12 K—R2, 0—0—0; 13 Q—K2, QR—K1; 14 B—R6ch, K—Ktl
(K—Q 1!). Dr. W. Finn—Dr. &. S. Bernstein, Paris, 1929,

c*
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 Kt—B3, Kt—B 3.

RUBINSTEIN DEFENCE
4 B—Kts5, Kt—Q 3.

36 87 38 39 40

5 KEX K teeeeeieieienenannanenannss 0—O0 (g)
PxKt KtxB...... B—Kt 5 (k)

6 P—K5eiiiiiiiiiian.n. Kt—Q 5 Ktx Kt B—R 4
PxKt Ktx Kt P—B3 0—0

7 PxKt PxKt Kt—B 3 KtxP
QXP (a) Q—B3! P—Q3 P—Q3

8 QPxP 0—0 P—Qg4 Kt—0Q3

Q—K 4 ch...B—Bg4 B—K 2 Q—Bz (k) B—R4

9 Q—K2 () Q—Kzch(d) P-KB4 Kt—K1 (i) P—Kj;
QxQch Q—K 3 0—O0 B—K 2 PxP
10 BXQ B—QB4 Q—B3 K—R1 KtxP +
P—Q3 QX Qch P—Bg4 P—Q Kt4
11 B—K3 KxQ F—QKt3 P—QR3
B—B4 P—Q3 P—Q3 B—Kt2
12 B—Q3 B—K3 B—Kt2 P—B 4
BxB BxB B—B4 PxQP
13 PxB KxB QR—QB1 QxP
P—Q 4 B—K3 B—Qr! P—B4
14 P—Q 4 BxB B—0Q3 Q—Q3()

K—B%= () PxB=() B—RiF(

(a) If 7.., PxPch; 8 BxP, QxP; 9 0—0, B—K2; 10 B—B 3, Q—Kt4;

11 R—K 1, 0--0(1 QxB?; 12 0—Kt 4+ +); 12R—k5 P—K B 4; lSQ——QS

il:) K—R1 2{ 14 QR—K1+ (Dr. Olland). Wxth the opening of this game cp. Ruy
pPez, p.

(b)) 9 B—K2, B—B4; 10 0—0, 0—0; 11 B—Q3, P—Q 4=.
(¢) Maréczy—Kmoch, San Remo, 1930.

(4 9 0—0, 0—0; 10 Q-—R 5, P—Q 3; 11 B—Q 3, P—K R 3==.
(¢) Kashdan—Alekhine, Bled, 1931.

(f) H.Wolf—Alekhine, Carlsbad, 1923.

(g) Good enough to equalise, but no more.

(k) Recornmended b Tarrasch If 8.., B—Kt5; 9 PxP, BxKt; 10 QxB,
PxP; 11 B—Kt S5, B— 12QR—Q1, §—B2; 18 Q—B 5 & (W. Henneberger),

(f) 9 P—KR 3!, B—K2 10 B—K 3 (C. S. Howell), O—0=.

() 14 KtxP?, Q—B3!+ +. The column is Euwe—BogolJuboff, 10th match

ame 1929. Continued 14.., P—Q R 3 Kt—B 3, R—Q 1; 16 B—Q 0—0;
QR—Q 1, KR—K 1; 18 Kt—Et 5, 15—R3 19 Kt—R 3, g—B 8 F.

%) 5.., P—B8; 6 B—B4, P—Q4; 7 PxP, B—K Kt5; 8 B—K2!%. The
column is analysis by W. Henneberger.
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1 P—K 4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 Kt—B 3, Kt—B=

RUBINSTEIN DEFENCE
4 B—Ktj5, Kt—Qs.

41 42 43 44 45

5 B—R4.ecieeiiiiiieceeseB—Bgiieeiiiiiann...B—=K2
B—B 4 B—B 4 Ktx Ktch

6 KtxP (a) KtxP......P—Q3 Bx Kt
0—0 (b) Q—K 2 P—Q3 B—B 4

7 Kt—B 3 (¢). .P—Q 3 Kt—B3 (k) Kt—QR4'! O0—O
P—Q 4! P—Q4 P—Qg4q P—QKt4 (k) O—O

8 Ktx Kt B—KKts BXP (i) Ktx Kt P—Q3
Bx Kt P—B3 B—K Kts PxB P—Q 3

9 0—O Q—Q 2 P—Q3 Kt—K 2 B—K 3 (m)
KtxP (d) R—K1 P—B3 PxP B—K3

o Ktx Kt P—B 4 B—Kt3 QxP P—Q 4
Px Kt P—Kt4 Kt—Qz2 (j) B—Kt3 B—Kt3

1x P—Q3 B—Kt 3 B—Kts 0—0 P—Q Kt 3
PxP P—KR3 KtxKtch 0—O PxP

12 QP B—K R4 PxKt Kt—Kt3 () BxP
B—K3 KtxKP!F QxXB Kt—Q2

13 R—Q 1 () (&) PxB BxB
B—Kt3 Kt—K 4 RPxB

14 B—Kt3 P—KR3 P—K 5! 4+
BxB()) Q—BsF (m)

(a) Or 6 P—Q 8,0—0; 7 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 8 Kt—K 2, P—Q4; 9 PxP, KtxP;
10 0—0. Or 6 0—0, Q—K 2; 7 P—Q3, O-0; 8 Ktx Kt, BxKt; 9 Kt—K 2,
B—Kt 8; 10 B—K Kt5, P—Q3; 11 Q—Q 2, P—KR3; 12 B—R 4 (better B—K 38).
Allies—Griinfeld, Innsbruck, 1929.

(b) A gambit for a quick counter-attack.

(¢) 7 Kt—Q8, B—Kt3; 8 P—KS5, Kt—K1; 9 0—0O, P—Q3; 10 PxP,
K Ktx P; 11 K—R I!= (Dr. von Clag{aréde). Here 9 Kt—-Q 5, P——Q 3; 10 P—Q B 8,
Q—R5; 11 Kt—K 8, Q—K 5! is T. H. Tylor—P. S. Milner-Barry. Hastings, 1938-39.

(d) 9.., Px P! followed by B—Kt 5 (Becker).

Iée) 13 B—Kt 8 |, as Black could have replied to the text-move with 13.., Bx P ¢h;
14 KxB, Q—R 5ch+. Or with 13.., Q—R 5; 14 QxB?, Q R—Q 1+ (Becker).

(f) 15RPxB,QxQ; 16 RxQ, QR—Q1; 17 Rx R, RxR. Drawn. Havasi—
Kmoch, Vienna, 1930.

(g) Tarrasch—Rubinstein, San Sebastian, 1912.

(k) 7 Kt—Q 3, P—Q4; 8 BxP, KtxB; 9 KtxKt, QxPch; 10 Kt—K 3,
B—Q3; 11 0—0, B—K3; 12 Kt—K 1, O—0—O0 F. Nimzovitch—Alekhine, tie
match, St. Petersburg, 1914.

(i) 8 KtxP!l, QxPch; 9 Kt—K3, B—K Kt5; 10 B—K 2, KtxB; 11 Qx Kt
BxKt; 12 QxB, QxQ; 13 PxQ =+ (Maréezy).

(7) O. S. Bernstein—Rubinstein, Vilna, 1912, The rest of the column is analysis
by Tarrasch.

(k) 7, B—Kt3; 8 KtxB, KtxKtch; 9 OxKt (9 PxKt, RPxKt;
10 P—K B 4 1s playable), R Px Kt; 10 B—Kt 5, B—K 8= (Schlechter).

(I) Post-—Flamberg, Mannheim, 1914.

(m) 9 Kt—R 4, B—Kt 3=. Mar6czy—Euwe, London, 1922.

(n) Alekhine—Van den Bosch, Nauheim, 1936. 9.., Bx B would have been simpler.
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{ P—K 4, P—K 4; 2z Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 Kt—B3, Kt—B3.

RUBINSTEIN DEFENCE
4 B—Ktj5, Kt—Q 5.

46 47 48 49 50
5 KtxP
Q—K2..iieeieernen. KtXP...... B—By4
6 P—B4...... Kt—B3(f) KtxKt 0—0!()....B—Kz2
KtxB KtxB(g) KtxB 0—0 P—Q 4 (k)
7 Ktx Kt Ktx Kt KtxBP! B—Bg4 Kt—Q 3
P—Q3 QxPch Q—Kz2 P—Q3 KtxP
8 Kt—K B3 Q—K2 Ktx R Kt—B 3 Ktx Kt
QxPch(a) QxQch QxKtch B—KKts PxKt
9 K—B2 KxQ K—B1 B—Kz2!4-(j) Ktx B
Kt—Kt 5 ch Kt—Q 4 Kt—Q 5 Q—Kt 4
10 K—Kt3 R—K1 P—Q3 Kt—Kt 3
Q—Kt3(®) P—Q3= Q—Bj4 QxP
11 Kt—R 4 {¢) P—KRg4! R—B1
Q—R 4 P—Q Kt3 Kt—B 6 ch
12 Kt x P ch (d) B—Kts Bx Kt
K—Qr P—Kt3 PxB
13 KtxR Q—Qz2 P—Q4
P—K Ktg B—K Kt 2 B—R 6
14 PxXP R—K 1 ch Q0—Q3
QXP (e) Kt—K 3 (h) 0—0 ()

(a) 8.., P—B3; 9 Kt—B3, }\txP 10 0—0, Ktx Kt; 11 Q Px Kt, Q—B 2;
12 R—K 1¢h (12 Kt—Q 4, B—K 2; 13 Q—R 5. Bogoljubof), B—K 2; 13 Q—K 2,
B—Kt 5 (Rubinstein) is of doubtful value for Black.

(» 10.., K—Q1; 11 P—KRS, Kt—R3; 12 P—Q4, B—K2; 18 R—K1,
—Kt8ch; 14 K=R 2, R—K 1; 15 P—B 4, B—B 4; 16 B—Q2 . Bogol)uboﬂ-—-
ubinstein, match 192()

(c) Spielmann tried 11 Q—K 2¢h, K—Q 1; 12 P—K R 3, at Scheveningen, 1923.
Teul:alimann suggests in reply 12 . Kt—KGcb, 13 K—R 2, Ktx B P, with advantage
to Black,

d) 1f 12 P—K R 8, Kt—B3; 13 KtxPch? (18 QxQ, KtxQch; 14 K—~B2,
K—Q 1= 1sforced), —-Q 1; 14 Kth x Ktch!l; 15 KxQ, Kt—K 5; 16 Q—R S,
B—K 2c¢ch; 17Q—Kt 5, BxQ ch; 18PxB,P—~K R 31; 19P—Kt68,Px P; 20R—B 1,
B—K38; 21 P—Q 3, PKt 4 ch; 22 K—R 5, Kt—Kt Bch; 23 K—Kt6, Ktx R+ +.

(¢) 15 Kt—B3, Q—l\t 24 4. Teichmann's analysis.

Ife Kt—Kt4 'Kt x Kt; 7 Qx Kt, KtxPch 8 K—Q1, KtxR; 9 Kt—Q5»
Q—K4!; P—Q4 (or 10 P—QJ P—KB4; 11 Q—Kts —K2), QxPch;
11 K—K2 B—B 4; 12B—Q2,0—0; 13R—Q B 1, P—B 4+. Réti—Balla, Plstyan.

1922,
(g 6. KKtxP? 7 0—0, K Ktx Kt; SQPx Kt Kt x Kt ch (better Kt—K 8);
t, 0—B4; 10 R—K 1 ch, B—K 2; 11 B—Q 3+. Ed. Lasker—F. Englund,

bcheveninnen, 1913
(k) 15 P—R 5+. Bogoljuboff—Rubinsten, match, 1920.
) Or 6 Kt—Q 3, B—Kt3; 7 P—KS5, KtxB; 8 Ktx Kt, Kt—Q4; 9 0—0.
() Schlechter’s Variation.
X (3) Black’s simplest means of equalising 1s6..,0—0; 70—0,R—K 1; 8 Kt—B 8,
x P.

() 15§ B—K 8, Qx P; 18 0~0—0), BxR; 17 RxB.
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1 P—Ky4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 Kt—B 3, Kt—B3.

51 52 53 54 55
4 B—Kt5) . ieiiernnnnenn. | S © 17 S P—K Kt3(3)
P—QR3(a) Bkt 5N P—Q4
5 BxKt () Ktx P PxP
QPxB KKtxP....Q—K 2 KtxP
6 KtxP Q—Kts! Q—Q3! B—Kt2
KtxP Ktx Kt Ktx Kt Ktx Kt
7 Ktx Kt CxP Px Kt KtPxKt
Q5 R—B1 QxP B—Q3
8 0-0 P—QR3 B—Q:2 0—-0
QxR Kt B—R 4 0—0 O—0
9 R—K1 Ktx Kt 0—0—0 P—Q3
B—K 3 QPxKt BxKt B—KKts
10 P—Q 4 Q—Ksch BxB P—KR3

Q—KBy4...0—0Q 4 O0—K2 QxKP B—Q2
1t B—Kts  Kt—Kts QxQch  Q-—Kt3+ (k) R—Ktr

P—R3() O—0—0 KxQ R—Kt 1
12 Q—Q 3 KtxB B—Q 2 R--K1

K—Q2 Px Kt B—B4 k=K1 =(7)
13 B—R 4 Q—Kt4 Bx Kt

Q—Q Kt4! QxQP(d BxBch
14 Q—Q-2 QxPch PxB

R—Ki1= Q—Qz2() BxP(g)

(a) For 4.., P—Q3; 5 P—Q 4 and for 4.., B—K2; 5 0—9, P—Q Y see Ruy
Lopez, Steinitz Defence.

(&) For 5 B—R 4 see Ruy Lopez, cols. 132-5.

(c) 1 B—Q3? 12 P—KKt4, Q—Kt3; 18 P—KB4, P—KB4
14 Ktx B ch Px Kt; 15 P—Q 5+. Znosko- Borovsky-—Rubmstem, Ustend 1907,

(d) 18.., R—K 1 (Bardeleben).

(e) 15 Qchh RxQ; 16 R—K8ch, R—Q1; 17 Rx Ren, followed by
18 P—Q Kt 3 and 19 B—Kt 2 with the better end- game position. Réti—Spielmann,
Vienna, 1914. If 14 ., K—Kt1?; 15 B—Kt5 R—QB1; 18 Q» Rch!+.

(f) For 4.., Px P see Scotch Game, cols. 5-7.

(g 15 K—-Q2 +. Analysis by Krause,

(k) Spielmann~Bugoljuboff, Stockholm, 1919.

(+) For 4 B—B 4, B—B 4 see Giuoco Piano, and for 4 B—B s, KixP see Two
Kuoights' Defence. 4 P-——Q R 8 (suggested originally by Gunsber, ), ‘-——QS 5 B—B 4,
Ktx P (giving back the temgo gamed through White's 4th move); & Ktx l’(t. P—Q4;
7B—-—Q3 PxKt; 8 BxP, 9P—Q 4, PxP; lOBthch PxB; 11QxP,
0—0; 12 0—0 is Numowtch—Kashdan, Bled 1931,

(7) Nimzovitch—Gninfeld, Carlsbad, 1923.
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FRENCH DEFENCE

OrF the close defences to 1 P—K 4, the French is one of
the best at the disposal of the second player, and therefore
in modern master-practice it is still employed in almost
every important contest, and by the majority of the leading
experts. Of a solid character, it possesses great resources
against premature attacks, which are apt to recoil on the
first player. The efforts of analysts to demonstrate its
weaknesses have always been met, eventually, by counter-
analysis; and to-day it stands as high as ever it did. At the
same time it is no good defence for those anxious to wrest
the initiative early in the game.

The play divides into four main branches after the usual
moves 1 P—K 4, P—K 3; 2P—Q 4, P—Q 4. White has
now the choice for his 3rd move of (i) PxP, (ii) Kt—
Q B 3, (iii) Kt—Q 2, or (iv) P—K5.

(i) 3P xP, known as the Exchange Variation (cols.
I to 5), frequently leads to an early draw after a dull game.
The oldest and simplest line, it offers White little or no
scope for combinative attack. Mard6czy’s line against the
most plausible attempt, in col. 4, still holds its ground; and
the Exchange Variation is rarely adopted, except with a
view to draw.

(ii) 3 Kt—Q B 3, the normal or classical line, leads to
an interesting struggle for the command of the centre. The
simplifying defence by 3..., Px P (cols. 6 to 8) is of doubt-
ful value, as White generally obtains a very strong attack.
3..., B—Ktg5 (cols. 9 to 18) for a long time held to be
inferior, was revived mainly through the influence of
Nimzovitch, and is now one of the most critical variations
in the whole defence. Of the various possible replies,
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4PxP (col. 9) leads to an even position; 4 B—Q 2 (col.
10) is very tricky; 4 P—K 5 (cols. 11 to 15), in conjunction
with either s P—Q R 3 (cols. 11 to 13), or 5 B—Q 2 (cols.
14 and 15) is by far the strongest—Lajos Steiner’s line in
col. 14 is particularly powerful ; 4 Kt—K 2 (cols. 16 and 17)
is verv solid, but leads to nothing against best play;
4P—QR3 (col. 18) is the most aggressive, but highly
dangerous; 4 Q—Kt 4 and 4 B—Q 3 (col. 18, note (f)) are
weak.

The deferred acceptance of the KP (cols. 19 to 22) is
excellent for the second player. Cols. 23 to 34 present the
normal line for both sides. In Alekhine’s Attack (cols.
23 to 28) there have been some revolutionary changes since
our last edition. It has been definitely shown that the only
playable defence is 6..., P—K B 3! (cols. 27 and 28), for
the other defences lead to cramped positions where Black
has inadequate counterplay. The defence with 6..., P—
K B 3, revived by the Russians Yudovitch and Belavenetz,
gives Black at least equality. In the form of the opening
with exchange of Bishops on the 6th move both 7 P—B 4
(as in col. 31) and 7 Q—Q 2 (col. 32) are in White's favour,
The attack with 6 B x Kt (col. 34) is not easy to meet.

The McCutcheon Variation (cols. 35 to 38) has been
rehabilitated and strengthened by the line in col. 37. This
line was formerly thought to be the refutation of the
McCutcheon, but after the improvement on Black’s 13th
move it is doubtful whether White can manage to draw.

The advance of P—K 5 on the 4th move (cols. 39 and
40), whereby White seeks a direct attack on the Castled
King, has been revived by Spielmann, who avoids Maréczy’s
analysis, given in note (k). At present White appears to
be able to obtain an advantage with the line in col. 39, but
it is quite possible that the pendulum will soon swing in the
other direction.
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(ifi) 3 Kt—Q 2 (cols. 41 to 43), recommended by
Tarrasch, has often been seen since our last edition. In the
most usual line, col. 41, the second player submits to an
isolated Queen’s Pawn, but finds sufficient compensation in
the excellent placement of his minor pieces.

(iv) 3 P—K 5 (cols. 44 to 46), favoured by Steinitz and
later by Nimzovitch, has been revived by Keres and adopted
by Alekhine, but has still failed to win general approval.
With the immediate counter-attack against White’s centre
(P—Q B 4, and later P—K B 3) Black equalises the chances.

The remaining columns, 47 to 50, exemplify less common
2nd moves for White, all of which are kept alive by Tarta-
kover’s enterprising spirit. White can lay no claim to a
theoretical advantage, but confronts the second player with
unusual and difficult problems.
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EXCHANGE VARIATION
1 P—K4, P—K3; 2 P—Q4, P—Q4; 3 PXP, PxP.

1 2 B SQ Kt 4 B3 (4} 5

Kt—K B3.ieteeieneess B—Q3...... —QB3 (4

* Kt——KB3..B—Q3 Kt——QB3(¢) Kt—KB3(l)

5 B—0Q3 B—0Q3 Kt—K 2 B—KKts(m)
B—Q3(@ Kt—QB3 B—Q3 B—Kz2.....Kt—B23

6 0—0 P—B3 P—QB3 B—Q3 B—Kt s (p)
0—0 KKt—Kz2 Q—Rs5!() 0—0O B—K 2

7 Kt—B3 (})) O—O Kt—Q 2 KKt—K2(n) K Kt—K 2
P—B3 () B—KKts B—KKts Kt—B3 0—O0

8 B—KKts R—K1 Q—B2 0—0 0—O0
B—KKt; Q—Q2 0—0—0 Kt—K1 P—QR 3

9 P-KR3 B—KKt5(g) Kt—KB1 BXB KBx Kt
B—R4(d P—B3 P—K Kt3 KtxB PxB

o P—K Kty B—R 4 B—K3 Q—Q2 Kt—Kt3

B—Kt3 P—KR4 KKt—K2 P—QBg3 P—R 3
i1 Kt—K5 QKt—Q2 O0—0—0 QR—K1 BxKt

Q—Kt3(e) P—KKt4 B—KBg4 B—Bgy4 BxB

12 BXxKt B—Kt 3 Kt(B1)-Kt3 Kt—B 4 Kt—R 4
PxB BxB BxB Kt—Q3 Q—0Q 3

i3 Kt—B3 BPxB QxB —Q Ktz P-QB34 (q)

OXKtP 0-0-0O F (k) P-KR3F (%) Kt—ht3 (0)
14 Kt—K2+(f)

(@) 5 ., B—K 2 is safer. The pin on the K Kt becomes embarrassing.

(b) Better than 7 B—K Kt 5, B—K Kt5; 8 Q Kt—Q2,Q Kt—Q2;9 P—BS,
P—B3; 10 Q—B 2, Q—B2; 11 KR—K1, K R—K 1 with a very drawish position.

c) If 7.., Kt—B 3; 8 B—K Kt5, B—KKt5; 9 K—R l ! 4+ (Maréezy).

d) Preferableis9 .,Bx Kt; 10Qx B,Q Kt—Q 2=. (10..,P—K R 3; 11 B—R 4,
QKt—Q2; 12 B—B 5, Q—B2; 13 QR—K1 1s Morphy——-deenthal 2nd match
game, 1858

1

(¢) Or 1{ ,B—K2; 12P—B4,BxB; 13QxB, QKt—Q 2; 14 Q R—K 1 +.
Maréczy—Rubmstem Prague, 1908.

( White’s position 1s worth more than the Pawn. Maréc g—Rétx, London, 1927,

Weak. Correct 1s 9 Q Kt—Q2, 0—0—O0; 4, Kt—Kt 3;
11 Kt—Kt3 QR—K 1=, Maréczy—Splelmarm, Shac, 1932
h) Enoch—Nxmzovxtch Berlin, 1927,
A line similar to that in the text is 4 , B—Q3; 5 Kt—K2, Q—R 51!;
t—B3 P—QB3; 7 B—K3, Kt—-B3; 8 Q Q2, Kt—-KtS 9 P—K RS,
Kth 10 Qx Ktch, Q—K 2 F Maréczy—Nxmzovxtch Carlsbad, 1929) while an
alternative for Black 1s 4.., B— 5 Kt—K 2, Kt—K 2; 6 P—-Q B3, 0—0O;
7Q—B2,P—~KR3, Kt—-é 2, P—Q Kt 3; 9 P—Q Kt 4, Kt——Q 2; 10Q Kt—Kt 3
P—QB4; 11 Kt Px P PxP; 12 PxP=. Reshevsky—Fme, New York 1936.

(1) or 6. K Kt—KZ 7 Q—B2, B—KKt5; 8 0—0, Q—Q2; 9 R—K1,
O0—0—0; 10 P—Kt 4, B—K B4 ; 11 P—QR 4 QR—KI=. Berndtsson—
Tartakover, Hamburg, 1930.

(k) Winter—Alekhmne, Nottingham, 1936.

A) 4 P—Q B4, Kt—KB3; 5 Kt—Q BS P—B 3=,

l) The simplest reply1s 4 , P—Q B3 followed by5 ,B—~Q38and6 ., Kt—K2.

B—Q3 B—Q3; 6 B—KKt5 P—B3; 7 KKt—K2 0—0; 8 Q—Q 2.
B—K t5(8 ,R—KI; 9 P—-KRS3, P—Kt4; 10 0—O, QKt—Q2; 11 Kt—Kt 38,
Schlechter-—Rét: Vienna, 1915), 9 0—O, Q Kt—Q2; 10 Kt—Kt3, Q—B2;
il é’—;(g(%s BxKt, 12BPxB,B—R4; 13 Q—B4 +. Rubmstem—Damschevsky,
odz,

(n) 7 Q—Qz P—B3; 8 K Kt—K 2, R—K 1; 9 0—O0, QKt—QZ 10 Kt—Kt 8,
Kt—Kt3; QR-—KI Kt—B5?; 12 Q—B1, —Q ; 18 Rx xRj;
l4QBth PxB ISQ—RG P—KB4; lSKt—RS P—B 3; 17 Ktx Pch K—R l,
18 P—Q K t—Q 3, 19 KtxRP+. J. H. Blake—Maréczy, Liverpool, 1923,

20) Telchmann—Marécz Carlsbad, 1923.

)GBth xB 7 —K2Ch B—K3 8KtxP,Q—Q1; 9 Kt—K3, QxP;
10 P— 3, Q— 11 P=K Kt 3, '0—0—0=. Mxeses——BogolJuboﬁ Berlm 1920.
(q) prelmann—’rarrasch. Tephtz-Schdnau, 1922,
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1 P—K4, P—K3; 2 P—Q4, P—Q4; 3 Kt—Q B3.

6 7 8 9 10
3 PXP....coonne.. tetestereseseaasse.B—Kt5s
4 KtxP PXP.......B—Q2
Kt—Q2....0000eveeee.. . Kt—K B3 PXP Kt—K 2 (k)
5 Kt—K B3 KtxKtch B—Q3 PxP
KKt—B3(a) Px Kt t——QB3(z) PxP
6 KtxKtch Kt—B 3 KKt—K2 Q—B3?
Ktx Kt P—QKtz3 KEKt—Kz2 QKt—B3
7 B—Q3 (b) B—Ktsch 0—O B—QKts
B—Kz2..... P—B4 P—B3 B—KB4(j) 0—O
8 Q—K2 PxP B—Q3 BxB K Kt—Kz2
P—QKt3 (¢) BXP B—Ktz2 KtxB B—K B4
9 B—K Kt O—0O B—K 3 0—Q3 0—0—0
B—Kt2 o0—0 Q—B2 Q0—Q 2 P—QR 3!
10 0—O B—KKt; Q—Kz2 Kt—Q1 B—Q3
0—0 P—QKt3 (f) Kt—Q 2 0—O0 BxB
11 QR—Q 1 O—XKz2 B—QR6 Kt—K3 QxB
P—Kt3 (@ B—Ktz BxB Ktx Kt Kt-R4!F (@)
12 KR—K1 QR—Q1 QxB Bx Kt
Kt—R 4 Q—Bz2(g B—Q3 KR—K 1=
13 B—KR61 (e) 0—0—0
P—Kt 4= (k)

a) 1f 5. , B—K2; 6 B—Q B4, KKt—B3; 7 KtxKtch, BxKt; 8§ Q—K2,
0—0: 9 B—B4, P—B4; 10 0—0—0, PxP: 11 B—Q6, R—K1; 12 KtxP,
P— ks ; 18 Kt—B3 +. Ragosm——Makagonoﬁ Leningrad, 1934.

b) An ene;genc alternative is 7 Kt—K 5!, B—Q 3; 8 Q—B 3, P—B 3; 9 P—B 3,
0—0; 10 B Kt5, B—K2; 11 B—Q3 :t Capablanea—Blanco, Havana 1913,

{6 Or8.., 0—0; 9 B—K Kt5, P—K R3 (9.., P—Q Kt3! is now impossible
because of 10 Bx Kt, BxB; 11 Q——-K4++), 10 BxKt, BxB; 11 Q—K4,
P—~K Kt3; 12 P—KR4+. Capablanca—-Cha;es New York "1918.

(@ JE31., BxKt; 12 OxB, Q—Q4; K3+. Or 11.., P—mK R3;
12 B—K B 4, Q—Q 4; 13P—BY4, Q— 14 B x B P+. Ta.:rasch-—Mxeses, match,
19186.
¢) Tarrasch—Mieses, 11th match ame, 1916.
.,B—K2; 110—K2,Q—B2; 12QR—Q1,R—Q1; 18P—B4,B—Q2;

14 B-—-Q2 R—B1; 15 B—B3, Black havmg a very cramped game. Mar6ezy—
Rubmstein arlsbad, 1907. The column s analysisin Deutsche Schachseitung, December,
1930, in examination of 10.., P—

(g) The critical posmon eutsche Schachseitung considers the variations
g) 13 Bx Kt, Px B; 14 Kt—R 4; (2) 13 Kt—R 4; (3) 13 Kt—K 5 and (4) 18 B x Kt,

4 B—K 4 4, and concludes’ that in all Black has a playable game.

(h) Contmued 14 B—Q2, Q—Kt3; 15 Q—RS5, QxQ=. L. Steiner—Kmoch,
Niendorf, 1927.
B K155 0 ORECK S B0 8; 10 B—KB 4 @ Ki—B3s 11 0o s, Do 2’

—Kt —K a— — — ; — =.

Marshall—Nimzovxtch New York, 1927.

() Kt5; P——Q 3, B—QR4; 9 P—R3, B~K3; 10 Kt—R 4,
B—Kt3; 11 P—YQ 8—-Q 2; 12 R—K 1,0—0; 13 Kt—B 4, B—K B'4. Marshall—
Alekhine, New York, 1927 The “column 1s Capablanca—Alekhine, Ist match game,

) Or 4.., PxP; 5Q—Kt4! (5 KtxP?, QxP; 6 B—0Q3,BxBch; 7QxB
ekhme—Floht, Nottm ham, 1936), and now, instead of the garne continuatxon 7ee

‘é 0—0—0, Q—K 2; 9 Kt—K B3, Kt—B3; 10 K R—K 1 when White,
Sp. endidly developed 7. gx P should have been played—for two Pawns Whlte s

compensation is msuﬁicient), —-B 1 ifs , Sx P; 6 Kt—B 3!, 0—RB23 v KPP
mth a strong attack) ; t—KB3; 7 Q—R4, B—K 2; 8 0—-0
Kt—B 3, B-—Ktz 10 Kt—K 51, P—B3; 11 B—K2 Q Kt—Qz'

—Kt3 +. Panoﬂ-—-R%?osin, Tlﬂls. 1937,
(1) Speyer—-Alekhine, Hamburg, 1910,
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1 P—Ky4, P—K3; 2 P—Qy4, P—Qg4; 3 Kt—Q B3, B—Kts;
4 P—K 5, P—Q B 4.

11 12 13 14 15

5 P—QR3(A)eeeeeareasanenancnnnnn ...B—Q2
PXP........civveen . .BXKtch Kt—K2....QKt-B3 (m)

6 PxB (a) PxB P—OR3!(j) Kt—Kt5 (»)
PxKt Kt—Kz2 (f) BxKt BxBch
Kt—B 3 (3). .Q—Ktq4! —Kt4(g) PxB XB

7 Q—B 23 @ IQD—K Iét gd) %’c—-—B‘; fh) QKt—B3 (%) I%th P!

8 Kt—B B— Kt—B Ktx Kt
I%—K%iK 2 Q—B 23 P—I%?R«;. Q—B 23 Px Kt

9 B—Q3 B—Q3 Q—By4 P—KR4 Kt—Bg3
Kt—Q 2 Kt—Q B3 PxP Kt—B4? Kt—K2

10 0—0 0—O PxP P—Kt4 KtxP
Kt—Q B3 KKt—Kz2 Q—R3! KKt—K2 Kt—B3

11 QxBP R—K1 Kt—B 3 P—R 5 Ktx Kt
Q—Kt3 B—Q2 QxXQ P—KR3 PxKt

12 P—Kt54 () PXP BxQ B—K 3 B—Q3

0—0—0 Kt—B3 P—B s Q—Kt3
13 P—Kts P—B 3 Kt—R 4 QR—Kt1
Kt—QKt1 B—Q2 B—Q 2 0—0
14 Q—Kt4+(¢) P—R 3= (3) P—B4 + () O—O= (o)

(4) A novel idea 1s 5 Px P, Kt—Q B3; 6 Kt—B 3, P—B 3; 7 B—Q Kt 5, B
8 0—0, B—Q2; 9 R—K1, PxP?; 10 KtxKP, KtxKt; 11 RxKt, B
12 Ktx B+. Bogoljuboff—Alekhine, Bad Nauheim, 1937.

a) If 6 QxP, Kti—QB3; 7 Q—K Kt4, BxKtch; 8 PxB, KtxP? (8..,
K—B 1 1s essential); 9 Qx Kt P, Q—B 3 (Kashdan—Tartakover, London, 1932) and
now 10 B—K R 6! would have won the Exchange.

(b) Rauser’s improvement on the older 7 Px P, Q—B2; 8 Kt—B3, Kt—XK 2 ;
9 B—Q 38, Kt—Kt3; 10 0—0, Kt—Q2; 11 R—K1,0xBP; 12 B—Q2, Q—B 2
13Q—K2,0—0; 14 0—K 8, Kt—Kt3; 15 Q—Kt5, Kt—B 5.F Dr. Em. Lasker—
Mar6ezy, New York, 1924,

? Rauser—Alatorzeff, Russian Championship, 1933.

) Bogoljubofi’s suggestion, which 1s also quite strong.

¢) Continued 14..,B—K1; 15 B—Kt5, R—Q 2; 16 Rx P, Q—Kt 8 ; 177 R—R 8,
Q—Q1; 18 Kt—0Q4, P—KR3; 19 B—B6, R—Ktl; 20 P—Kt8, Resigns.
Bogoljuboff—Danielsson, Zoppot, 1935.

6 ., Q—B2; 7 Kt—B3, Kt—K2; 8 P—KR4!, P—Q Kt3; 9 P—RS5,
P—KR3; 10P—R 4!, B—R 3; 11 B—Kt5ch,BxB; 12Px B, PxP; 13PxP +
L. Steiner—Foltys, Lodz, 1938.

g) 1f 7 Kt—B 3, O Kt—B 3; 8 B—0Q3, Q—B2; 9 0—O, P—B5; 10 B—K 2,
B—Q2; 11 Kt—R 4, Kt—B 4; 12 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 13 P—B 4, B—K3; 14P—QR4,
P—K R3; 15§ B—R 8, Q—Q 2=. Tylor—Flohr, Nottingham, 1986.

(h) Best. 1f7.., Q—R4; 8 B—0Q2, Q—R5; 9Qx KtP, R—Kt 1 ;y I0QxRP,
PxP; 11 Kt—K 2!,Q Kt—B3; 12 KP—B 4, R—Kt3; 13 P—R4,B—Q2;14P—R35,
R—K Kt1; 15 P—R6+. Bogatyrchuk—Alatorzeff, Russian Championship, 1934.
Andif7 .,PxP; 8Qx KtP,R—Kt1; 9Q0xRP,Q—B2; 10 Kt—K 21, Q Kt—B 3;
11P—KB4,B—02;120—083,PxP;18KtxP, P—Q R 3; 14 R—Q Kt1,R—QB1;
15 B—%z-i-. Lilienthal—Lovenfisch, Moscow, 1936.

gl; ogoljubofi—Flohr, Nottingham, 1936.

9) Also strong 1s 6 Kt—Kt5, BxBch; 7 Qx3B, 0—0; 8 P—Q B3 (8 PxP,
PPk B 4B RS; 10 KI5, Reog 55 TP R 4 R § (oetter Okt )

o ,B—R3; —B 3, Kt—0Q 2; — — 3 12P—Q Kt .
Alekhine—Nimzovitch, San Remo, 1930. ’ #E

k) 1£7..,P—B5?; 8 P—KR4, P—KR4; 9 B—K2, Kt—B 4; 10 P—Kt 3,

P_B Kt8; 11 B—Kt5,Q—R4; 12 Q—Q2 4. L. Steiner—Nimzovitch, Berlin,

l)) g, Stpeing'—eGkKosllénistzléy, ger;h, 1(9237.
m)5..,PxP; t—Kt§5, BxBch; 7 Qx B, Kt—i B 3; 8 Kt—K B 8, P—B
9 Q—B 4, Kt—R 3; 10 Kt—Q 6 ch, K—B 1. Fme—Cagablan;:a, Avro, 1938. 8
(#) Or 6 Q—Kt4, K—B1; 7 PxP, P—(Q5; 8 Kt—XK 4, BxBch; 9 Ktx 3B,
KtxP; 10 Q—Kt3, Kt—QB3; 11 0—0—0, K Kt—K 2. Kashdan—Simonson,
match, 1938,
(0) Lasker—Bogatyrchuk, Moscow, 1935."

xP;
xB;
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1 P—K 4, P—K3; 2 P—Q4, P—Qg4; 3 Kt—Q B3.

18 17 18 19 20
3 (B—EKt5) . eeieeiiiiiiiiiii e Kt—K B 3
4 Kt—Kz2...o00iiiaen P—QR3(f) B—KKts
PxP Bx Ktch PxP
5 P—QR3 PxB BxKt...... Ktx P
B—Kz2..... BxKtch PxP QXB (3) B—K 2
6 KtxP Ktx B Q—Kt 4 KtxP Bx Kt
Kt-QB3!(a) Kt—QB3(d) Kt—KB3 Q—Q1 BxB

7 B—K3 () B—QKts QxKtP  Kt—KB3 Kt—KBj3(k)
Kt—B3 KKt—K2 R—Kt:1 Kt—Qz  Kt—Q2

8 KKXt—B3 O0—O Q—R 6 B—Q3 P—B3 ()
o0—O 0—O0 P—B 4 B—K2 Q—K2
9 Kt—Kt3 Bx Kt Kt—Kz2(g) Q—K 2 Q—B2
P—Q Kt3 KtxB QKt—Q2 P—QBg4 P—B 4
10 B—K 2 P—Qs5 Kt—Kt 3 PxP PxP
B—Ktz2 PxP R—Kt37? () BXP KtxP
11 0—O QxXP Q—K 3 KtxB B—Ktsch
Q—Q2 Kt—Q 5! Kt—Q 4 Q—R4ch B—Q2
12 Q—Q2 B—Kts QxP P—B3 BxBch
QR—Q1 QxXQ KtxP QX Kt KtxB
13 KR—Q1 KtxQ Q—Q 3+ O—O0 0-0-0d=(m)
Q—B 1= () Kt—K 3 (¢ O0—0=())

(;2 More accurate than 6.., Kt—KB8; 7 K Kt—B 3, Q Kt—Q2?; 8§ B—K B 4,
Ktx Kt (better Kt—Q 4); 9 Ktx Kt Kt—B 3; 10 B—Q3, 0—0; 11 Ktx Kt ch,
Bx Kt; 12P- P—QB3,9—Q4; 13Q—K 2, P—B 3; 14 0—O0 . Lasker—Capablanca,
0scow, 1
) 7 P—K Kt 41?is best metby7..,P—K4; 8 P—Q5, Kt—Q5; 9K Kt—B 3
(not 9 Kt x Kt QxP;10Q0—B3, Px Kt!) P—KB4 10 PxP BxBP; llB—-KS—
o 9.., P—KR4; 10 PxP, P—KB4 11 Kt—Kt 8=. Weak1s 7. » P—QK
8 B-—KtZ B—Kt2; 9 P—QBS, Kt-—BS 10 K Kt—Kt3, 0—0 ? 11 P—l\ts
Ktx Kt 12 Kt x Kt, 'K—R1; 18Q—R5 =+. Alekhine—Euwe, 7th match game, 1935,
Alekhme—Euwe. 5th_match game, 1985.
) If 6. —K B 7 P—B 3! gives White a powerful attack: 7 P—B S
(weaker is 7 B— S ke K B3, & BoKKtS, 00: 9 002, Kt_BS;
10 0—0—0, K—R 1;11 P—B 8, Px P; 12 P x P. Maréczy—Seitz, Gydr, 1924), Px P H
8QxP,Qx 'P (better 8.. , Q—R5ch); 9 Q—Kt3!, Kt—K B 3? (preferable was 9 ,
Kt—K 2; 10 Kt—Kt5, Q——K 5ch; 11 B—K2, Q Kt—B38; 12 Ktx Pch, K—B 2
with a difficult position): 10 Q x Kt P, Q—K 4 ch ;11 B—K 2, R—Kt1; 12 —R 8,
R—Kt3; 13Q—R 4 B—Q 14 B—K Kt5+ +. AIekhme—Nxmzovxtch Bied, 1981.
¢) 14 B—R i=. Lasket—Kan, Moscow, 1986.
{{{; Warmly recommended 11? Alekhme Other possibilities are 1) 4 Q—Kt4,
B3(4..,K—B1; 5, P—QB 6P—-QR3Q —R 4; —Q2,PxP;
8QxP=); 5 gx P, R—-Ktl ; 6 Q—RG, R—KtS ; 7Q—K3, P—Q B4 | (better than
7 ,P—K4; 8B—Q2, PxQKP;SQxP,P—QBAt; 10 Q—K5ch+ or7 ., KtxP;
8 B—Q y P—KB4; P: 3 10 Bx Kt+. Alekhine—Euwe, 9th match
ame, 1935); 8 B—-%Z Kt—Kt5; 9 %—-Q3 Kt—Q B8+ (Alekhine). (2) 4 B— 3
xP; 5 Bx B4; GP—Q tch,?PxB Kt—K BS;
0—04 9 KB, Q Kt—Q 2; % 0—0, !P—Q Kt3; 11 Q—K 2, B—Kt2; 12 Yo’ g
R Bl=. Tartakover—Przepxorka, Debrecnn, 1925
g) Also strong is 9 B—Kt2, Q Kt—Q2; 0—0—0, KQ-—-R4; 11 P—B38!,
P—Kt3; 12 BPxP, PxP; 13 PxP+. A. Stemer—B&Bk emeri, 1937.
(k) Neceqsary was 10. Q—R4; 11 B—Q2, Q—R5; 12 PxP, but Alekhine
still refers White's game. "The column is Alek me—Euwe, 3rd match game, 1985.
F ,PxB; 8 KtxP,P—KB4; 7Kt—Q B3, B—Kt2; 8 Kt—B3,0—0;
9 Q—Q 2, P—B 4; 10 PxP Q—R4; 11 Kt—Q Kt5, Qchh— Alekhine—
Tartakover, Vlenna, 1922.
/) Tartakover—-Maréczy, Gothenbuxg 1920

1] 7 P—Q Kt—Q2; P—Q Kt38 (8.., B—K2; 9 Q—Kt3,
P— ; 10 B—KZ B—Kt2 11 B—BS :!; —B 3, R—— Kt1; 10 B—~Kt 5,
B—Kt 2 11 Kt—K 2, O——O 12 -—0—0 —K2=. " Alekhine—Landau,
Amsterdam 1936.

1) 8 B—Q3, P—B4l; 9 PxP, KtxP; 10 B—Kt5¢h, K—K2'; 11 xQh,

Rx”; 12 Kt x Kt, R— 4 18 Kt—R 6, BxP; 14 R—Q Kt1, RxB; 15 Kt—B /,
B—B68ch; 16 K—K2, X R; 17 Rx R, R—Kt1; 18 Kt—R 6 draws.
{m) Alekhma—Petrov, Warsaw, 1985.
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1 P—Ky4, P—K3; 2 P—Q4, P—Q4; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—KB3;
4 B—K K

t 5.
21 22 23 24 25

4 PXP)evereeriiinine..B—K2
5 (KtxP) P—K 5

(B—K 2) KKt—Qz (e)
6 (BxKt) P—K R4 (f)

PXxB BxB.......P—Q B4
70—Q2......Kt—K B3 PxB Bx B (j)

P—K B4 P—QKt3(b) QxXP KxB.......QxB
8 Kt—Q B3 B—Ktsch Kt—R3 P—Bg4 () Kt—Ktjs

P—Q B3 P—B3 QO—Kz2(g) XKt—QB3 () O—O
9 0—0—0 B—B4 Kt—B 4 PxP Kt—B 7

Kt—Q2 B—Ktz P—QR3(k) KtxBP  KtxP (n)

10 P—K Kt3 —K 2 Q—Kt4 Q—Ktg4! KtxR
P—Kt3 8—3 2 P—K Ktz K—B1 PxP

11 B—Kt2 0—0—0 O0—0—0 0—0—0 QxXP
B—Kt2 Kt—Qz2 () P—Q B4 B—Q2 QKt—B3
12 Kt—R 3 KR—K1 Q—Kt3 Kt—B 3 Q—Q2

Q—Bz2 O0—0—0 Kt—Kt 3 R—QB: P—QXKt3 (o)
13 Q—K2 K—Kt1 PxP R—R 3 B—K 2
Kt—B3 K—Ktr QxP P—KR4 B—Ktz

14 KR-K1=(a) B—Kt3=(d) B—Q3+ () Q-Kt3z (m) Kt-B3 L (p)

(a) Euwe—Flohr, 2nd match game, 1932. Black now continued 14. , K—B 1 ?;
15 Kt—K Kt 5, Q—Q3; 16 P—B4+. 14.., 0—0—O would have made White’s
advantage neghgible.

b , P—KB4; 8 Kt—B3, P—Q B3; 9 P—KKt3, Kt—02; 10 B—Kt2,
Q—B2, 11 Q—K32, P—QKt4; 12 Kt—K5, B—Kt2; 13 0—0—0, Kt—Kt3;
14 Q—R 5+. Bogoljuboffi—Alekhine, 18th match game, 1929.

(c) Safer than 11 , P—Q R 3 (White’s B was at Q38); 12 KR—K 1, Kt—Q2;
18 K—Kt1, P—QB4; 14 PxP 4. Asztalos—Alekhine, Bled, 1931.

d) L. Stemer—Flohr, Ujpest, 1934,

¢) If 5 , Kt—K5, 6 BxB (6 Ktx Kt, BxB; 7 KtxB, Qx Kt; 8 Kt—B 8,
Q—K2; 9 P—B3, P—QB4; 10 B—Q 3, Kt—B3=), QxB; 7 Ktx Kt, Px Kt;
8Q—K2,P—QKt3; 9 0-—0—0,B—Kt2; 10 P—K Kt 3, P—QB4; 11 B—Kt 2 .
Flohr—Alekhine, Bled, 1931.

(f) Alekhine’s Attack, sometimes also called Chatard’s or Albin-Chatard’s Attack.

g Or8. ,0—R3; 9P—KKt3, P—QBS3; 10 B—Q3, P—KKt3; 11 P—B 4,
P—Q Kt3; 12 8—K2, P—Q R4; 13 0—0—O+.
(#) Or9 ,Kt—B1; 10 Q—Kt4, P—KB4; 11 PxPep, PxP; 12 0—0—0,

P—B3; 18 R—K1, K—Q1; 14 R—R6+. Alekhine—Fahrni, Mannheim, 1914.

4) 14 ,Q—B1; 15B—K4! A game won by Bogoljuboff.

J) 1f 7 Kt—Kt5, PxP; 8 Kt—Q 6ch, K—B1; 9 BxBch, QxB; 10 Ktx B,
Q—Kt5ch, 11 Q—Q2, QxP; 12 R—Q 1, Kt—0B3; 13 Kt—Q6, KKtxP;
14 Kt—Kt 5, R—B 1+. Analysis by Breyer and Réti. On 7 Q—Kt 4, Kt—Q B3 1s
Black’s best reply: 8 BxB, KxB; 9 Q—Kt5ch, K—B1; 10 QxQch, KtxQ;
11 P—B 4, Kt—Q'B3; 12 Kt—B 3, P—Q R 8; 130—0—0, P—Q Kt4=. Lilienthal—
Miss Menchik, Moscow, 1935,

(k) Tt 8 Q—Kt4, K—B1; 9 Kt—B3, PxP; 10 QxQP, Q—Kt3: 11 QxQ,
PxQ= (but not 11 ., KtxQ; 12 Kt—Q 2, Kt—B 8, 13 P—B 4, B—Q 2;
14 0—0—O0 . Bogoljuboff—Spielmann, Baden-Baden, 1925).

(2) 1 8., PxP; 9 O«P, Kt—QB3; 10 Q—Q2, Q—R 4 (10 , Q—Kt3;
11 0—0—0, Kt—B4; 12 Kt—B 3, B—Q2; 13 P—B5!+); 11 Kt—B'3, R—Q1;
12R—R 3, K—B1, 13 B—( 8, Kt—Kt 3; 14 Kt—Q Kt 5 +. Lovenfisch—Miss Menchik,
Moscow, 1935.

(m) Rumin—Stahlberg, Moscow, 1935.

(n) Or9 ,PxP, 10KtxR,P—B3, 11 Kt—B 7,PxP; 12 Kt—Kt 5, P— R3;
and now not 13 Ktx P, Px Kt; 14 Qx P, Kt—Q B3; 15 Q—Q 2, Kt—B 8 F (Gilg—
Petrov, Mahrisch-Ostrau, 1933), but 13 Kt—R 7, Q—Kt 5 ch ; 14 Q—Q 24 (Kashdan).

(o) Better was Q—Q 1 followed by B—Q 2.

($) 14 Ktx P was also strong. Rumin—Lilienthal, Moscow, 1935.
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1 P—K4, P—K3; 2 P—Q4, P—Q4; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—KB3;
4 B—K Kt5 B—Kz2; 5 P—K 5 KKt—Qa2.

26 27 28 29 30
6 P—KRa)reeeeurennn . BxB
P—KR3 (a).P—K B3l QxB
7 B—K3(@ B—Q3......PXP(B) Kt—Kts5....P—B 4
P—QB4 P—QB4!(d KtxP Kt—Kt3 0—O
8 Q—Ktq Q—Rs5ch B—Q3 P—QOB3()) Q—Q2
K—B1 K—B1 P—B4 P—QR3 P—QOB4
9 Kt—B3 () KtxPl?(e) PxP Kt—QR3 Kt—B3
Kt—QB3 PxB Kt—B 3 P—QB4 Kt—QB3
10 0—0—0 R—R 3 Kt—R 3 Kt—B 2 P—K Kt3
PxP P—Kts! Q—Rg4 Kt—R 5 P—B3
11 BXQP Kt—B 4 Q—Q2 () R—Ktr PxKBP
Q—R4 KtxP! OxBP P—Q Kt4 KtxBP (m)
12 R—R 3 Px Kt 0—O0 P—K B4 B—Kt2
Kt—B 4 PXR 0—O0 Kt—B 3 PxP
13 R—Kt 3 KBXP() QR—K:1 Kt—Bj K KtxP
P—K Kt3 RXB P—K4! B—Q2 P—K 41
14 Q—B4 + (¢) QXR Bx Kt Q—Q 2 Ktx P

P—R7!(g) BxB= (i) R—QBx— O K Ktht(;)

(o) Inferior alternativesare'(1)6 ,P—Q R3; 7 Q—Kt4,B x B (better K—B1

8PxB,P—K Kt3; 9 B—0Q3, 0—K 2; 10 Kt—B3, P—Q B4; 11 Px P, Kt—Q B
12 0—0—0 I\thP 13 Q—K B4, B—Q2 14 R—R6+. Bogo uboﬂ'—-Mar()cz
San Remo, 1930. ,0—0: 7B—Q3,P—Q B4; 8 Kt—R 3, RmK 1; 9 Kt—Kt
P—B4; 10 ht-(,i{G-i— Bogol)uboﬁ—-Splelmann, Vlenna 1922.

(8)'On 7 5¢h, K—B1! (7 ., P—Kt3?; éxpr PxQ; 9 PxB+
8§ PxP, KtxP; 9 Q—B3, P—B4; 10 PxP, QKt—- 2; 11 0—0—0, Ktx

12 Kt—R3, B—Q2; 18 Q—~K3, R—B1 Black has satisfactory counter~play.
C. H. Alexander—T. H. Tylor, Bm:hton 1938.

(a) An mterestmg possxhllzty, rccommended by the Russxan analysts Belavenetz
and Yudovitch, is —R 5, 7. —Q R3; 8 B— P—B4; 9 KtxP!,
BxB!; 10 PxB Px t; 11 P—KG Q—K2 12 0—0— QxK P; 13 Kt—Bs
with a strong attack.

If9 P—B4, PxP; 10 BxP, I\C—QBS, 11 Kt—B 3, Q—R 4; 12 R—R S8,
P—R 4 F. Bogoljuhofi—Maréczy, Bled 1931

(¢) Dubinin—Rabinovitch, Lemngrad 1934.

(d) Alekhine gives 7. PxB; 8 Q—R5¢ R—R3, PxP;
10 R—B 3ch, Kt—B3; 11 Kt—R3 Q—K1; 12 QxP(R4), K—Ktl 13 Pth
BxP; 14 Rx B, PxR; 15 QxBP With at least a draw.

(e) Bestis 9 K Px , KtxP; 10 Bx Kt,BxB; 11 Px P (Crakanthorp—Purdy,
1927), when Black’s uncomfortable K position may 'still occasion him difficulties.

f) There1s no good continuation, ¢.g. 13 Kt—Kt6 ch,Px Kt; 14Qx Rch, K—B2;
15Q—R7 QxB!; 6 PxQ, P—R? + 4.

Kg Contmued 15 K—K2 P—R8=Q; 16 Kt—Kt6ch, K—B2; 17 Kt—R 8ch,

t; QxQ, Kt—B3; 19 Q—R 5ch, K—Kt1 and Black’ won. Panoff—
udovxtch Tlﬂis, 1937.

(k) S upenor to 11 B—Q 2, QxBP; 12 Kt—B4, 0—0; 13 Q—K 2, Kt—Q5;
14 Q—B 1, B—Q 3 F. Yates-—Maréczy, New York, 1924.

(1) Panoff— elavenet7, Tiflis, 1987.

(/) 8P—Q R 4,P—QR3; SP——RS PxKt; 10Px Kt,RxR; 11QxR,0—~01;
12PxP, QxP; 13 B—Q3, Kt—B 3=

(k) Not 14 Kt—K3, PxP; 15 PxP QR—B1; 18 P—Q R3, Kt—R 4 F.
L. Stemer—Lilienthal, U]pest 1934.

1) Lasker—Lihenthal Moscow, 1936
m) 11 xP; 12 0—0—0, P—Q R 8; 13 B—Kt 2, Kt—Kt3; 14 KR—K 1,
Kt—B35; 15 Q—B 2 +. Rubinstein—L3venfisc h, Carlsbad 1911,

(n) 15 Bx Kt<h, K—R1: 16 Kt—K2, B—Kts 17 0—0—0, QR—Q1;

18 P—B 4, Kt—Kt5; 19 P—Q R3, KtxB. L. Stemcr—Stahlberg, U]pest 1934,
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1 P—K4, P—K3; 2 P—Qy4, P—-Q4, 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—K B3;

4 B—KKts.
31 32 33 34 35
4 B—K2)iiiiiiinn.. R = e R O]
5(P—K5) . .iiiiiieiereriasneaseeess..BXKt PxP
(K Kt—Q 2) BxB QxP
6 (BxB) P—K5(]) Bx Kt
(@xB) B—K BX Ktch(n)
7 P—B4)....0—Qz2 Q—Kt4 PxB
P—QR3 0—0O 0—0 PxB
8 Kt—B 3 P—B4......Kt—Q1 B—Q3 Q—Q 2 (o)
P—QB4 P—QB4 P—QB4(g) P—0Bs Kt—Qo2
9 PxXP Kt—B 3 P—Q B3 PxP P—Q B4
KtxP(@ Kt—QB3 Kt—QB3 P—Bg4(¢)) Q—Ks5ch
1 B—Q3() O0—0—0@dP—KBs4 Q—R3 Kt—K 2
Kt—Q B3 P—B3 P—B3 Kt—Q 2 Kt—Kt 3
11 Q—Q2 KPxP Kt—B 3 P—Bg4 P—K B3
B—Qz2 QXP (e) PxQP KtxBP Q—B3
1z 0—O P—K Ktz BPXxP 0—0—0 P—Bsj
P—KR3 PxP PxP B—Q2 Kt—Q4

13 QR-K1+(c) KKtxP+ BPxP() KKt—Kz P—QB
() RXKt!+(6) P—QKtq () Kt—K 2 (p)

(@) Or9 ,QxP; 10Q—0Q4, Kt—QB3; 110xQ, KtxQ; 12 RB—Q3, K—K 2;
13 Kt—Q 2, P—K Kt3 14 Kt—K2 +. Konstantmopolsky—Lllxenthal Moscow,

Or 9 ,Kt—QB3; 10 Kt—K2, QxP; 11 Q—Q 2, P— Kt4 12 Kt—0Q 4,
Ktx Kt; i3 Ktx Kt, Kt?—-KtS 14 P— —Q Kt 3, B——QZ Q %—QBQ
16 B~— Q 0—0; 17 0—O0 . Ehskases—Stahlberg, Podebrady, 1936

(b) Black’s Kt is more valuable than White's B in this position.

(c) Kan—Lilientbhal, Moscow, 1936.

(d) If instead 10 PxP, KtxBP; 11 B—Q3, P—B3; 12 PxP, QxP;
13 P—K Kt 3 (Capablanca—Réti, New York 1924) and now 13 . Ktx Bch; 14Px Kt
P—K4; 15 0—0, -—RG followed by Q R—K 1= (Alekhme)

(e) Better1l, 4 KtxBP; 12B—Q 3, Px P; 13 Kt—Q Kt 5, Q—Kt 5; but after
14Q Ktx QP White retams the upper hand.

» Kt—B4; 14 B—Kt2, B—Q2; 15 KR—K1, QR—B1; 16 Ktx Kt,
Rx t; 17 BxP! Stahlbetg——Keres, Kemen, 1987.

I& P—KB3; 9 PxP, KtxP; 10 B—Q8, Kt—B3; 11 Kt—K B 3,
P—K4; 12 Px P, Ktx P—. Lasker—Ehskases, Moscow, 1936,

() Correct1s 18 QPxP,0—Kt5; 14 P—K Kt 3, Kt—B4; 15Qx Q=. SirG. A.
Thomas—Lilienthal, Ujpest, 1934.

(1) First pomted out and played by Tarrasch. The best continuation is 14 Px R,
Q—R 5 ch; 15 Kt—B 2, KtxQ P 0—0—0, KtxBP; 17 Q—K 3, Q KtxP ;
18 Kt—Q 3 Q—B3; 19 B—KZ Ktx Kt ch; 20 B x Kt, Kt—K 4, but Blackshould win.

(7) 6 Kt—BS? O—O 7B—Q8 P—B4; SP—KS B—K2: 9 Px P, Kt—Q 2;
10 P~K R 4, P—K B 4 4; 11 PxP e.p., BxP(B 3); 12 Q—QZ Ktx P F. Foltys—
Keres, Prague 1937,

1g}z) A sound alternative is 9. , P—KKt3; eg. 10 Q—R 3, Kt—B 3; 11 P—B 4,
Bx 12 Kt—B 3, P—B 3 18 Q—RG R—B2; 14 PxP,QxP, 15 P—K Kt 3,
B—R 8! +. Charousek-—Maréczy 1897.

I) Richter—Stahlberg, Zoppot, 1935. White's attack was successful.

m) The McCutcheon Vanatlon

(n) Simpleris 6 Px B;7Q0—Q2,Q0—Q R4; 8K Kt—K 2, Kt—Q 2; 9 Kt—B 1,

Kt—Kt3; 10 Kt—K Q—-K Kt4=, Capablanca—Bo ol}uboff New York 1924,
(0) Or8 Kt—B 3, P—-Kt 3; 990—Q2, B—Kt2; Bg—K 2, Kt—Q 2; p_ﬁ 4,
Q—KB4; 12 O— —0—0=. Capablam.a-—lnosko Borovsky 1913
() Contmued 14 Kt-—B 38, P—B4; B—K2, R—K Kt 16 O—O0

ER
Capablanca—Alekhine, New York, 1924. Tan'asch suggests 10. . P— Kit8
by B—Kt 2 and 0—0—0 ’ eg Q followed
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t P—K4, P—K3; 2 P—Qg4, P—Q4; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—X B 3.

36 37 38 39 40
4 (B—Kts)..... e ermeeereareeaeaaaeas P—K 5
(B—Kt 5) K Kt—Q 2
5 P—K5.ce0nenaaneroes. Kt—K2 QKt—Kz2(j) . P—B 4
P—KR3 PxP P—Q B4 P—Q B4
6 PxKtee.o.. B—Q 2 P—QR3 P—QB3 PxP
PxB BxKt@® B—Kz2 Kt—Q B3 Kt—QBj3
7 PXP PxB BxKt P—KB4 P—QR3
R—Kt1 Kt—K 5 PxB(g) Q—Kt3 BXP (m)
8 P—KR4 Q—Ktg4(a) KtxP Kt—B 3 Q—Ktyg
PxP P—KKt3(c) P—Kt3(k) P—B3 0—O
9 Q—R5 B—Q3 Q—Q2 P—OR3 (k) B—Q3
Q—B3 Ktx B B—Ktz2 PxXxKP P—B 4
10 Kt—B 3 Kx Kt KKt—B3 BPXP O—R 3
Kt—B 3 P—QB4(d P—KB4 PxP BxKt
11 RxP P—KR4 Kt—Kt3 PxP RXxB

QXKtP Kt—B 3 P—KR4! B—K2 Q—Kt3
12 0—0—0 R—R 3 0—0—O0 Kt—B 4 Kt—K 2z

B—Q2 PXP (e P—R 5 0—O Kt—B 4=
13 Q—R7 PxP Kt (Kt3)-K2B—Q 3 £+ ()

0—0—0  Q-Kt3F(f) P—QB3=(1)
14 QXQ= (a)

if 6.., KKt—Q2; 7 Q—Kt4, B—B1; 8 P—B4, P—QB4; 9 B—0Q3,
, 10B—Kt6!, Kt—Kt8; 11 P—B S5, Q—K2;12P—B6,PxP; 13B—R § x.
L. Stemner—Tartakover, Hastings, 1928.
(c) Best. If 8.., K—B1; 9 P—KR4, P—QB4; 10 R—R3, Kt—Q BS3;
11 B—Q 3, Ktx B; 12 Kx Kt, P—B5; 13 B—K2, Kt—K 2; 14 Q—B4, B—Q2;
15 B—R 5 +. Yates—Znosko-Borovsky, Cheltenham, 1928.
(d) Inferior is 10 , Q—Kt4ch; 11 QxQ, PxQ; 12 P—KB4, PxP;
18 R—K B1 . Bogatyrchuk—Zubareff, Moscow, 1925.
(e) If 12.., QB—R 4; 13 BxP+. Euwe—Bogoljuboff, Budapest, 1921. After
the text-move 13 B x P is not playable because of 13 , KtX P.
(f) Lilienthal—Bondarevsky, Moscow, 1987. The older line is 13. , B—Q2;
14 PLQB3S, Q—K 2; 15 Q—Q'1, Kt—R 4= or 14 R—B 3, 0—Kt3; 15 Q—B 4,
Q—Kt5ch; 16 K—Q1, QxP; 17 QxPch, K—Q1; 18 R—Q Kt1, P—Kt3;
19 R—B 4, Q x K P; 20 Kt—B 8, Q—Q 3 and Black is safe. Yates—Kmoch, Kecskemét,
1927. After the text-move Whte is at a loss for a good continuation, for 1f 14 Bx P ?,
PxB; 15 Qx KtPch, K—Q1; 16 O—B6ch, K—B2; 17 QxR, QxPch++,
while if 14 Rt—K 2,'Q—KtSch; 15 K—Q1, Ktx K P+. There remains the game
continuation : 14 Kt—B 3, B—Q2; 15 Q—B4, 0—0—0; 16 P—Kt4, Q—KtS5ch;
M I%—)If’z’bpgl_BbSIt!-hf Black is 7.., BxB; 8 KtxP, 0—0; 8 Q—Q3, P—K
roba etter for Black is 7.., Bx B3 xP, 0—0; —Q 3, P—K4;
g ¥{2; 11 0—0—0, P—K B 4.
ﬁh& 8.., P—KB4; 9 %Kt—B 3, B—Q2; 10 Q—Q2, B—Q3; 11 0—0—O0,
Q—K 2; 18 Kt—Kt3 k. Lasker—Réti, New York, 1924.
1) Panoft—Livenfisch, Tiflis, 1937,
Preparing to support his Q P. The Gledhill Attack, 5 Q—Kt4, P—Q B 4;
8 Kt—Kt5 is unsound. PxP; 7 Kt—KB3, Kt—Q B3; 8 Kt—Q 6ch, BxKt;
9 Qx KtP, BxP; 10 KtxB, Q—B3; 11 OxQ, KtxQ; 12 B—Q Kt5, B—Q 2;
13 Kt—B 3, Kt—K 5+. Bogo]juboﬁ—hétx, Méhrisch-Ostrau, 1923.
(k) Better than 9 P—K Kt 3, PX%P; 10BPxP,PxP; 11 BPxP, B—Kt5ch;
12 K—B2,0—0; 13 B—K3,Kt(Q2)xP; 14Px Kt, Rx Ktch!+ +. Whitehead—
Maréczy, f.ondon, 1923.
(1) Spielmann—Miss Menchik, Margate, 1938.
(m) Inferior is 7 , KtxBP; 8 P—Q Kt4, Kt—Q2; 9 B—Q3, P—QR 4;
10 P—Kt 5 +. Pillsbury—Lasker, Nuremburg, 1896.
(a) After 8 B—Q 3, Ktx B; 9 Qx Kt, P—Q B 4; White's weak Pawn-positionis a
great handicap for the endgame. v

]gg; Rotlevy—Kostich, Carlsbad, 1911.
0 2
P—B S
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1 P—K4, P—K3; 2 P—Qy4, P —Qy4.

41 42 43 44 45
3 Kt—0 2 iiiiiiiiiintiiiiiiiiiie P—K 5 (k)
P—QB4....iiivviii . . Kt—KB3 P—QBg4
4 KPxP..... PxP P—Kj P—Q B3....Q—Kt4
KPxP(a) BxP KKt—Q2 XKt—QBj3 Kt—QB3(})

5 B-Ktsch(a) B—Q 3 B—Q3 Kt—KB3 Kt—KB3
B—Q2() Kt—QB3 P—QB4 Q—Kt3 KKt—Kz2

6 QO—Kz2ch PxP P—Q B3 B—Q 3, P—B3
Q—Kz2 PxP (e Kt—Q B3 PxP (i) Kt—B 4
7 OXQch(c) Kt—Kt3 Kt—K 2 PxP B—Q3
BxQ B—Kt 3 Q—Kt3(f) B—Qz2 PxP!
8 BxBch Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3 B—K 2 0—0O
KtxB KKt—K2 PxP KKt—Kz B—Q2
9 PxP 0—0 PxP P—QKt3 R—K1
KtxP 0—O0 B—Ktsch Kt—Bg4 PxP
10 Kt—Kt3 - P—B3 B—Qz2(8) B—Ktz2 Ktx P
Kt—R 5! Q—Q3 BxBch B—Kt5ch P—KKt3
1 Kt—Kz2 R—K1 QxB K—B1 B—K Kts

B—B3 Kt—Kt3 Q—Kts P—K R4 () B—K2
12 P—Q B3 B—K3 R—QB1 P—Ktg3 Q—KBy4

Kt—K 2 BxB QxQch R—QBr QKt-Qs!
13 0—O RXxB= KxQ K—Kt2 (m)
0—O0= (d) Kt-Kt3=(g) P—Kt3=(4)

(a) 4.., Qx P! equalises more easily for Black.
(B; 10K—B 1,B—K2; 11P—QR 8, Kt—-B 1 (betterisP—Q R4); 12P—Q Kt 4!
Alekhme—Capablanca, Avro, 1938,

én) 5 KKt—B38, Kt—QB3; 6 B—Kt5, Q—K 2ch; 7B—K 2, PxP; 8 0—0,
Q—B2, 9Kt—Kt3, B—Q3; 10Q KtxP, P—Q R 3; 11 P—Q Kt 3, K Kt—K 2;
12 B—Kt 2, 0—0; 13 Ktx Kt, Px Kt, 14 P—B 4 + Keres—Capablanca, Avro, 1938,

(6) 1f 5 , Kt—B3; 6 Q—K 2ch, B—K3; 7 KKt—B 3 +.

(c) More precise 1s 7 Bx Bch, KtxB; 8 Px P, Qx Qch; 9 KtxQ, for if 9..
BxP?; 10 Kt—Kt3, B—Kt3; 11 Q Kt—Q4, K Kt—B3; 12 B—Kt 5, 0—0;
13 0—~0—0, Kt—Kt5; 14 B—R4 + (Kan—Bondarevsky, Tiflis, 1937), but Black
should reply 9. , Kt x P and continue as in the text.

() Continued14 R—Q 1, K R—Q1; I5R—Kt1,Q R—B1 ; 16K—B1,P—QR 8,
and the game was eventually drawn. Flohr—Botvinnik, 8th match game, 1933.

(¢) Or6 .,QxP; 7 Kt—K4, B—Kt3; 8 P—QB 4, Q—Q 1 followed by P—K 4
(Alekhine). The column is Spielmann—Alekhine, New York, 1927.

()7. P=B3!?7; 8 Kt—B4, Q—K 2, 9 Kt—B3, Px KP and now not
10 KtxP (K 5), KKtx Kt; 11 Px Kt, P—K Kt3; 12 0—0, KtxP; 18 R—K 1,
B—Kt 2 F (Keres—Fine, Margate, 1937), but 10 Kt—Kt6!, PxKt; 11 Bx Pch,
K~—Q1; 12 B—Kt5, Kt—B3; 13 Px P +.

$g) Yudovitch—Alatorzeff, Leningrad, 1934.

h) 83 B—03, PxP; 4 BxP, Kt—K B 38, 5§ B—Q 3, P—B 4; 6 PxP,

; 7Kt—KB3, Kt—B 3, 8 0—0,Q—B 2=. Tartakover—Torre, Moscow, 1925,

(1) 6 ,B—Q2?; 7 PxP, Bx ; 80—0, P—B3, 9 P—Q Kt 4, B—K 2;
10 B—KB4, PxP; 11 KtxP +. Nimzovitch-—Salwe, Carlsbad, 1911.

(7) If11 ,B—K 2; 12P—Kt 3,P—QR47; 13P—QR 4, R—QB1; 14B—Kt 5
Kt—Kt5; 15 Kt—B3, Kt—R 3; 16 K—Kt1 &, Nimzovitch—Tarrasch, San
Sebastian, 1912.

(k) Nimzovitch—Rubinstein, Carlsbad, 1911.

1) 4 , PxP s an equally good reply: 5 Kt—K B3, Kt—QBS3; 6 B— 3,
Q—B2! (Best, if instead (1)6 , K Kt—K 2; 7 0—0, Kt—Kt3; § R—K 1, Q-—g2;
9 Q—Kt3, B—B 4, 10 P—K R4, K—B1; 11 P—R 5 KKt—K2; 12 P—R6+ ;
Nimzovitch—Szekely, Kecksemét, 1927 (2)6 ., P—K Kt3; 7P—K R 4, P—K R 4;
8 Q—Kt 3, K Kt—K 2; 9 0—O, Q—Kt3; 10 P—R 4, Kt—Kt 5; 11 B—Kt 5 ch,
B—Q 2; 12Bx B ch. Batik-Duhrssen, _correspondence, 1931); 7 Q—Kt 3 (or
?(tB—PKt ?04.Kth-EthQS),KP—hB SA 8 ng (B;K B 4?; SP)—K Kt4; 9 B—Q 2,

xP; X Bt Qx Kt ch+ Araiza--Fine, Syracuse, 1934). QxQ; '9 P—B 7 ch,
KxP; 10 R PxQ, P—K4'F QxQ
(m) Canepa—Alekhine, Montevideo, 1938
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1 P—K 4, P—K3.

46 47 48 49 50
2 (P—Q4)....Q—K2 (@)...Kt—K2.... P—KKt3(z) . P—Q Kt 3
P—Q4) P—QB4 P—Qq P—Q4 P—Q 4 (A)
3 (P—Ks5) P—KB4 PxP Kt—QB3 () B—Ktz2!
P—QB4) Kt—QB3 PxP Kt—Q B3 PxP
4 Kt—KB3 Kt—KB3 Kt—Kt3 PxP Kt—Q B3
Kt—QB3 (a) K Kt—Kz2 Xt—KB3(g) PxP Kt—KB3
5 B—0Q3 P—K Ktz P—Q4 P—Q 4 Q—K 2
PxP P—KKt3(e) B—Q3 B—K B4 B—Ktjs ()
6 0—O P—Q3 B—Q3 P—QR3 0—0—0
P—B3 () B—Kt2 0—0 Q—Q2 Q0—K 2
7 B—Q Kts Kt—B3 0—0 B—Kt2 Ktx P
B—Qz2 Kt—Q5 R—K1 0—0—0 B—R 6
8 BxKt Ktx Kt Kt—B 3 KKt—Kz2 Xt—KB3
PxB Px Kt Kt—B 3 QKt—K2 BxBch
9 QxP Kt—Q Kt—B 5 Kt—B 4 KxB
PxP P—Kt3 Kt—K5? Xt—K B3 QKt—Q2
10 Q_th B—Kt2 KtxB P—KR3 P—Q4
Kt—B3 B—Kt2 Q%X Kt P—K R4 O0O—O
11 B—B4 0—0 Kt—Kt 5 Kt—Q 3 Kt—K 5
B—B4 0—O0 Q—Qrx Kt—K 5 P—B 4
13 Kt—B3 P—Kt3 B-KB4+ (k) B—K 3 KtxKt +
0—0=(¢) Q—Bz2=(f) Ktx Kt F (m)

(a Good alternatives for Black are (1 4 , Px P 5 QxP, Kt—Q B3 (or 5..,
Kt— 6 B—Q 3, K Kt— 'Kt—Q2; 8 0—0, P—B3; 9 PxP,
xP; 10 Kt—B 3, B—K 2-.. Petrov—Opocensky Podebrady 1936) , 6 Q—K B4,
_B4; 7B—Q3, K Kt—K 2; 8 0—0, Kt—Kt 33 9 Q—Kt3, B—K2; 10 R—K1
0—0; 11 P— R’ 3, Kt——-ktl 12 Q Kt—Q 2, P—Q R4; 13 Kt—KtS, Kt—R 3 F
Ker es—-Euwe Zandvoort 1936. (2) 4 .., Kt—K2; 5PxP, KKt—B3; 6 B—K B4
Kt—Q2; 7 P—QRS3, Q—B2; 8 P—QKt4, P—QR4; 9 P—B4, RPx
10 Bl xP KPxP; 11QxP, KthP 12 Kt—Q4, Ktx Kt 13 Qx Kt, Kt—K 3
14 Q— le’ B—B4+ Keres—Stahlberg Dresden, 1936.

Q AT b%{gtaz % 7QBZ—I§1 K KKTé{ths}]:BTKf;pB—Kz’ s RKs
—Kt 3; — — t— — —Q R 3, P—Q B
13 P—K'R 4 . Keres—Hasenfuss, Kemeri, 1937, QRS P—QES

(¢) Alekhine—Euwe, Nottmgham 1936.

(d) Tchigorin’s Attack. Alternatlves are* (1) 2 P——Q B4,P—QB4; 3Kt—Q B3,
Kt—Q B3; 4 P—K Kt 3, Kt—B3; 5 B—Kt2, B—K2; 6 K Rt—K 2 P—QRS;
7 0—0,0—0; 8 P—Q4. R.C. anﬁth—E Macdonald 1923. (2)2 P—Q 3, P—Q4;
8 Kt—Q2 P—Q B4; 4 K Kt—B 8, Kt—Q B 3; 5B—K 2, B—Q 3; 6 0—0,Q—B2;
7 R—K1, K Kt—K2 8 P—B3, 0O—0; 9 P—QR3 P—B4! -F Nimzovitch—
Capablanca, San Sebastian, 1911.

(e) Inferior is 5.., P—%-ﬂ 6 P—Q3, P—Q Kt3; 7 B—Kt2, PxP; 8 PxP,
Kt—Kt5; 9 Kt—R 3, B—R 3, 10 Kt—B 4, KKt-—.’éS, 11 P——-QR3I Kt—Qs;
12 Ktx Kt Qx Kt; 13'Px Kt, Bx Kt; 14 Q—K 38 +. Keres—Mikenas, Kemen, 1937.

f; Tartakovet——Selesmeﬁ Plstyan, 1922.

4.., Q—R 5 was preferable.

k) 12, “R—K2; 13 P—K B3, Kt—B3; 14 R—K1, Kt—K1; 15 Q—Q2.
Tartakover-—Fme, Kemerx 1937.

Tartakover's Attack. The column is J. S. Morrison—Nimzovitch, London, 1927.

Or 3 B—Kt2, PxP; 4 BxP (1if4 t—QBs B——QZI 5 KtxP B—Bs=g,

B3S; 5B—Kt?2, Kt—B3; 6 Kt—K 2, B—Q3; 7Q Kt—B 3, O-—O;BP-—-Q ,
P—K4 9'P—K R 3 Kt—Q 5=. Tartakovet—Colle, Kecskemét, 1927.

Bettar P—g B4 (Tartakoveri{
» 0—0, t—Q2; 7P—KKt4!, P~KR3; 8 B—Kt2,

3 9 P-—K R4 i. Réti——Maréczy, othenburg, 1920.
(m) Spielmann—Grau, San Remo, 1930,
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In this classical opening, favoured by the early Italian
players, the principles underlying correct development in the
Open Game still find their best illustrations. ~ Modern
innovations have so extended its scope that it now ranges
in fine gradations of style from the Pianissimo (col. 15) to
the powerful Max Lange and impetuous Evans Gambit,
which are treated as different openings on pp. 106 and 42
respectively. The variations arising from 4 P—B 3, followed
by P—Q 4 (cols. 1 to 22), require to be met with consider-
able care, White optaining an immediate and enduring
attack owing to his great control of the centre. Black has
three replies at his disposal :—

(1) 4..., Kt—B 3 (cols. 1 to 15). The sparkling Méller
Attack (cols. 1 to 7) has received some recent tests, notably
by Keres. His analysis confirms the opinion previously
held that Black’s defensive resources are adequate, and that
the variation is a draw with best play. In the difficult line
in col. 6 Black manages to keep the Pawn, but only at the
cost of an exceedingly cramped position. Greco’s original
variation, dating back to 1619, has been modified by Dr.
Bernstein’s analysis. (col. 9, note (%)) and can be
recommended as a simple equalising line for the second
player. White need not necessarily sacrifice the Pawn,
but, as cols. 11 and 12 show, this safer line leads to an
early draw. The Cracow Variation has been little tested
in master-play; in col. 13 Black shows to advantage. The
Pianissimo (col. 15) promises little for White.

(if) 4..., P—Q3 (cols. 16 to 19) is inferior, since
White’s grip on the centre is too strong.
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(ii) 4..., B—Kt 3, followed by 5..., Q—K 2 (cols. 20
to 22), an old defence reintroduced to tournament practice
by Alekhine in 1923. [ts object is to mamtain Black’s
Pawn at K 4, but recent games indicate that the manceuvre
costs too much time and that White can build up a powerfu?
attacking position.

In the old Piano form (cols. 24 to 30) White has the
choice of two varying systems of development. The posting
of his Bishop at K 3 (cols. 25 and 26) leads to symmetrical
positions, where Black’s chances are superior. The alterna-
tive system is the Canal Variation (cols. 27 to 30), which is
much stronger. Here White exchanges his Queen’s Bishop
for the Black King’s Knight with a view to establishing a
strong Pawn-centre. Capablanca’s improvement in col. 28
is an important strengthening of the attack, and Black
would do well to adopt one of the alternatives in note f).
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B 4, B—B4.

; ; —Ktsch;

P—B3, Kt—B3; 5 P—Q4, PXP; 6 PxP, B—T ;

; Kt——B33, KtxKP; 8 0—0, BxKt; 9 P—Q5! (a), B—1B3;
10 R—K 1, Kt—K2; 11 RXKt

1 2 3 4 5
1r 0—0.......P—Q3 0
P—Q6(F B—Kts....... veseasses. P—KKtyg
12 leg ® BxB.......0—0 0—0.......P—KR3
1 XP () KtxB BxB P—Kts P—K R4
3 %’t—B(‘; 0—O0 PxB B—K 4 Q—Qz
14 Q— KtxRPIl(e) Q—Q2 KtxB Q—Kz2
4 ?{t—%{sz (@ KXxXKt Kt—Kt3z PxKt B—K4
Q—Q 6 —Rs5ch QR—K1 (k) RXP KtxB
" Ig?t—QB‘; I%—Kt 1 P—K B4 (1) Kt—Kt3z PxKt()
16 0—Qs R—R 4 Q—R6 R—K 1 B—K3
fid.— P_KBs; & Bs 003 00
17 R—R3!(/) R—K 7!+ P-QKtz3+ P—Kts
P—Bs!(g) *®

a) The Moller Attack. L

b) It 12 B—K Kt 5, Kt—Kt 3! (better than 12 ., P—Q 3, transposing into col. 8).
White should transpose into col. 4 by 12 P—K Kt 4, P—Q 8; 13 P—Kt5.

{c) 1f 13 B—B4, P—Q4!; 14 BxP, KtxB; 15 Ox Kt, P—Q3; 16 Bx P,
B—K3 F. 13 ., P—Q4 is also a satisfactory reply to 13 B—K Kt 5.

(@) 14..,P—Q 37, 15 Kt—Kt5, Bx Kt; 16 BxB, Q—B 2; 17 Q—Q 38, B—Q 2;
18 P—K Kt 4!, P—KR3; 19 B—~B4+. Rydberg—Jensen, Gothenburg, 1910.

(¢) The Therkatz Variation.

(f) This position has received a great deal of attention from analysts, but no
conclustve win for either side has as yet béen established. The text is a recent innovation,
due to Keres. The best lines in the alternative vanations, including some traps which
must be avoided, are* (1) 17 B—K 2, R—K1; 18 R—K 1, K~B1; 19 B—Kt 5,
P—B3; 20R—K6,PxB; 21 R—B 6¢ch,PxR; 220—R 6 ch, K—B 2; 23 Q—R 7 ch
draw by perpetual check. (21;17 Q—R 7ch,K—B2; 18R—R 6, R—K Kt 1; 19 R—K 1,
Q—B1; 20 B—Kt5 R—R1;21 OxR, PxR; 22 Q—R7ch, K—B3; 23 Rx Kt,
QxR; 24 QxRPch, K—K4; 25 Q—K3ch, K—B3; 26 Q—R6ch, draw by

;, 18 R—R3, R—B3!; 19 Q—R 7 ch,
K—B2; 20 R—K6, BxR (20 ,P—B3?; 21 R (R3)—K3, B—Q 2; 22 R x R ch,
KxR; 28 R—KKt3, B—K1; 24 Q—R5, K—K2; 25 Qx P, xP; 26 Bx P,
Q—B1; 27 Q—Kt5ch+. ~ Keres—Sachsenmaier, correspondence, 1934-35) ;
2] PxBch, RxP; 22 BxRch, KxB; 23 Qx Ktch, Q—B 3 with a hkely draw.
() 17P—K Kt32 O—K1 (butnot17 ., R—K12; 18R—K1, K—B 1; 19 R—K 61,
P—B3; 20 R—B6ch!, PxR; 21 Q—R6ch. K—B2; 22 Q—R7ch, K—B1;
28 R—R 6, Kt—Kt 1, 24 R—Kt6, R—K 8ch; 25 K—Kt 2, Kt—R 3; 26 R—Kt7,
Resigns. B. Ohls—A. Wagner, correspondence, 1929-31); 18 —R7ch, K—B2;
19 R—K1, B—Q2; 20 B—K2, Kt—Kt3; 21 B—R5, Qx Rch; 22" K—Kt 2,
Q—K21!!; 23 Qx Ktch, K—Kt1; 24 R—R 3, Q—B 3+ 4. ’
gg) The only defence, but a sufficient one. 1f e.g. 17.., B—Q2; 18 R—K1,
R—B3; 19 O—R7ch, K—B1; 20 R—K Kt 3, P—K Kt 3; 21 P—K R4!, P—B5;
22 R—Kt5 B—B4; 23P—R 5, Kt—Kt1; 24 Px P,Q—Q 2 25 P—Kt 7 ch, K—B 2:
26 Q—R 5ch, B—Kt3; 27 RxB, RxR; 28 R—K 6, Qx R: 29 PxQch+ +. After
17 .,P—B5; 18 P—K Kt 4, Px P £.5.!; 19 Q—R 7 ch, K—B 2 White must take the
draw b§ perpetual check.  Analysis by Keres. If here 20 Q—R 5 ch, Kt—Kt 37?;
21 Rx P, Q—B 3; 22 R—K B3, and wins, while if 20 ., P—Kt3; 21 Q—R 7 ch.
K—ﬁ)l; 22 R);{ PG m}‘l:: aRwinmng attack. ’
15 Q—R6, K—R1; 16 Kt—R4, R—KKtl; 17 QR—K1, B :
18 R‘(—)-Ié?,!s—K]t;Z ;8149 K]tsx II{{tRch,I?sx If(t; %{0 Q—R AiBis also ?trong. » B—Q2;
1) Or y D~ H —K3, Kt—K4; 17 B—Kt3 +.
Spielmann—Duras, Carlsbad, 1907. % The column is
Schlechter’s “¢ Bag'onet Attack.”

) 17.., B—B4; 18 Q—0 4, P—B 4; 19 B—R 3 (A. Ritzen, 1924).

" Q Leonhardt’s analysis ends here as in Black's favour, but White retains a strong
attack.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Bg4, B—By4.

4 P—B3, Kt—B3; 5 P—--Q4, PxP; 6 PxP, B—Ktjsch;

7 Kt—B3.
6 7 8 ] 10
7 (BKtXKP).vovviinnnnn. e eeieiieaeaieae ceee . P—Qg
8 (0—O0) PxP
(BXKE) iveriiiioiineeiininnnns G KEX KL K KtxP
9 P—Q5)ieeeenin... ..PXB Px Kt 0—0
Kt—h4 . B—-R4(e) P—Q 4 BXP (j) BxKt
10 PXB (a) Px Kt B—R3(g) Q—Kt3 PxB
Ktx B KtPxXP(f) PxB P—Q4 (k) 0O—O
I Q—-Q Kt—K 5 R—K1 BXxP () R~—-X1
P—K B.t (b)) Kt—Q 3 B—K3 (#) ©0—O B—K 3?2
12 QX Kt () Q—Kt 4 RX Kt BXxPch Kt+—Kts
P—Q3 Q—B3 0—Q4 K—R 1 R—K 1
13 Kt—Q 4 P—Kt 4 Q—K 2 QX B (m) Q--R 5
0—0 BxP 0—0—O0 RXxB K+—B3
14 R—Kt1 B—Kt 2 Kt—K 5 Kt—K 5 BxB
P—QKt3z KtxB KR—K1 KtxKt KtxQ
15 R—K1 Ktx Kt Ktx Kt Px Kt BxPch+ +
B—Qz2(d Q—Ktj3 QX Kt B—K 3
16 KR-Kichl+ Q R—K 1 B—K 3=(n)
R—Kt 1+ (4)

a) If 10 Q—K 2, Ktx Ktch; 11 Px Kt, B—B 3; 12Px Kt, P—Q 3;13 P—B 4,

F is best for Black. If (10 Q-—-—K2), 0—0; 11 PxB, Ktx B (11 . Kthtch,

12 Ox Kt, Q—R 5; 18 R—K 1, Ktx KBP; 14 B—B 4, Kt—Kt5; 15 P—Q 86,

P-—-QB3;16 B—K 'Kt 3,Q—R 4;17R—K 5!+ Znosko-Borovsky-—Freymann 1907) ;.

12 Qx Q Kt, Kt—Q 3; 13 Q-—Q4 Kt—K1; 14 B—Kt5 P—KB3; 15 B—B4,
P—Q3; 16 Q R—Kt1 +.

b) 11.., Q Kt—Q37?; IZQthP Q—B3 IBQxQ, Kth, 14 R—K 1ch,
K—B1; 15 B—R&ch, K—Ktl; 16 R—KS5, KKt—K5 (16 , Q Kt—Ko;
lg Iét—%& P—Q3; 18 Ktx Kt+), 17 R—Kl P—KBS 18 R—K7 P—Kt3;
1 t—R 4

(c) 12 Qx KtP??, R—B1l; 13 B—Kt5, KtxB; 14 KtxKt, Q—B3;
15 R—K 1ch, K—Q 1+ +. Schlechter-—Lasker, Loudon 1899.

d) Black’s position xs qune solid.

¢) 9 Kt-——R4; B—Q 3, P—KB4 11 PxB, o-—o 12 Q—R 4+.

f) 10, 0—0; Q—-QS, Kt—Q 3; 12 B—Q 3, B— t3 14 Bx Pch+ +,
or 10. , QPx 11 Q-—R4 B~Kt3; 12 BxPch, KxB; 13 Qx Kt, Q—Q43;
U Kt—Kt5 ch+
o () Steinitz’s Variatlon. If 10 B—Q38, 0—0; 11 BxKt, PxB; 12 Kt—KtS5,

—0Q 4+
?h) 11 ., P—B4; 12 Kt—Q 2, K—B2; 18 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 14 RxP, Q—B3 L
Stemnz—-Lasker, 1st ‘match game, 1896. The text is snmpler, however.

1) Stemnitz—Lasker, 3rd match game, 1896.

7) 9.., P—Q4; 10 Px B, PxB 11 P—Kt5, Kt—K 2; 12 B—R 3, B—K3?
Correct was 12.., 0—0O; 13 Q R—Kl 14 K R—K 1, B—K 3; 15 Kt—Kt 5,
t—Q4); 18 R—K1, Kt—-Q4; 14 Kt-—KS P—Q R3; 15 P—Kt6 !, PxP;
16 Ktx QB P,Q—Q2; 17Q—Kt4+. Fdhndrich and Neumann—AIapm and Hamlxsch,

consultauon. "1900.

(k) Dr. O. S. Bernstein’s Variation. 10.., Bx R is fatal: 11 BxPch, K—B1};
12 B—K Kt §, Kt—K 2; 13 R—K1

() Or 11 Qx B, PxB 12 P—QS Kt—K 2; 18 R—K1, 0—0O; 14 B—R 3,
KtxP 15 gx P, Kt—-KtS 186 Q—K 2, P—Q B 8=. Analysis by Bernstein, 1922.

—R'8$? BxR; 14 BxR, KtxP! 15 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 16 R—K 1,
Q—BS++ Splelmann—Ehskases Ist match game 1936-37.
(n) Analysis by Tartakover in ‘Die Hypermoderne Schachpartie.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B4, B—By4.

4 P—B 3, Kt—B 3.

11 12 13 14 15
BT @ IS P—Q 3 ()
(PxP) P—0Q3
6 (PXP)ueiiiiiiiiiiiiiieneennnann, P—K 5 B—K3
(B—Kt 5 ch) P—Q g4 B—Kt3
7 B—Qz........... ereans K—B1(f) B—Kz2() QKt—Q2
BxBch (a) K KtxP (g) Kt—K 5 Kt—K 2
8 QKtxB P—Qs5 PxP P—Q 4 (m)
P—Q4 Kt—K 2 B—Kt3 Kt—Kt3
9 PxP Q—Q 4 0—O P—K Rg4!
K KtxP Kt—KB3 0—O Q—K 2
tc Q—Kt3..... 0—O0 B—KKts Kt—B3 P—R 5
QKt—Kz2 0—O P—Bg4! P—B g4 Kt—B s
11 0—0 R—K 1 Q—K3 PxPep. BxKt
0—0 QKt—Kz2 Kt—Kts5 (k) KtxP(B3) PxB
12 KR—K1 Kt—Ks; O—K 4 B—K3= () Q—K 2
P—QB3 P—Q B3 P—Q3 Kt—Kts
13 Kt—K4 (b)) Kt—K4 B—Kts5ch 0—0—0
Kt-QKt3(c) B—B 4 K—B1 0—O0
14 Kt—B5 Kt—B 5 P—KR3 P—R 6
KtxB Q—B2 Kt—K B 3 P—Kt3
15 QX Kt Q—Kt3 Bx Kt Kt—R 4
P-QKt3=(d) QR-QKt1(e) Px B () P—B 4 (n)

(@ 7.., KKtxP; 8 BxB, KtxB; 9 Q—Kt3, P— 4; 10 Kt, PxB
11 0—0, §—Q 4; 12'Kt—R 3=. g Q Qx x

(b)) 13P—QR 4, Q—Kt 3; 14 Q—R 3, B—K 3; 15 P—R 5. 0—B 2; 16 Kt—K 4,
lBRIE;Q %{;5 !17 Kt—BS5, B—B1 (Tarrasch—Capablanca, Sag Sebastian, 1911);

(¢) Tarrasch—Rubinstein, Berlin, 1918.

(4) 16 Kt—Q 3, B—Kt 2 (if 16 , B—K3?; 17 Rx B I+. Tartakover).

(¢) 168 QR—B 1, KR—Q1; 17 Q—K B3, B—Kt 3=. P. Johner—

Baden, 1914, ’ Johaer—Opocensky,

(f) The Cracow Variation.

(8) 7.., P—Q4; 8 PxP, KKtxP; 9 Kt—BS, B—K3; 10 Q—K2
10.., 0—O 1s safe and sound, while if 10.., Bx Kt; 11 PxB, KtxB P; 12 Q—I;{:o;t
Kt—Q4; 13 B—R3, P—QR3; 14 R—B]1, Q—Q2; 15 Q—K 2, White has a
lasting attack.

(®) 11.., P—Q3; 12 BxKt, PxB; 18 QKt—Q2 0—0: 14 Kt—
Kt——}gt 3515 0—R6,R—K1; 16 Kt—Kt§, K—K1; 17 oK R & Do tosmes &
Martin, correspondence.

(9) 16P—R 3, P—B 4; 17Q—R 4, B—R 4; 18 Kt—B 3, Kt—Kt 3 3 19 Q— J
K—Ktl. J. Mihalek—v. Feilitzsch, correspondence, 1928.° 20 K—Kt1 isQuov}E ge“s};'

1) 7 B—Q Kt 5, Kt—K5; 8 Ktx P (1f 8 Px P, B—Kt 5 ch ! , 0—0;
pxé, 10 0—0, P—B 3; 11 B—K 3, B—Q 2 (or 11 , Q—K 1) =;= 03 ® BxKt,

(%) Analysis by Tartakover in Die Hypermoderne Schachpartie.

(}) The Giuoco Pianissimo, ’

m) 8 Kt—3B 1 (the old continuation), P—B 3; 9Q0—B2, Kt—Kt3; 10 —
O-—é; 11 P—Q 4, Q—K 2. Blackbume—Zukertott,QLondon, 1883, 10 0—0—o0,

(n) 16 Kt—Kt 3, P—R 3; 17 P—Kt3,Px Kt P; 18 B P =, i -
Borovsky, etc.~Bogoljuboff, Kmoch, etc.,’ Wiesbaden, 1925. xP Alekhine, Znosko
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3;

3 B—B4, B—Bg4.

168 17 18 19 20
4 (P—B23)
e O T T (- S B—Kt 3
5 P—Q4 P—0Q4 ()
PxP —K 2 g
6 PxP 0—O
B—Kt3eeeeeiioniiienaeeiaennenannnn B—Kts5ch P—Q3
7 Kt—B K—Bi1(g) P—QRg4
B—Kt5.....Kt—B 3 B—Kts () P—QR3
8 B—QKtj5 (b)) Q—Q 3 (d)...0—O0 Q—R g4 P—Q Ktg
BxKt B—Kts B—KKts P—QR3 Kt—B 3
9 PxB B—K 3 B—K 3 Kt—Kts B—R3
Q—R 5 0—0 0—0 Q—B3 B—Kt 5
10 O—0O! P—OR3 B—Kt3 B—K3 P—Kt 5
0—0—0 R—K1 R—K1 B—Qz2 Bx Kt
11 BXKt B—Rz2 Q—Q 3 P—Ks5 QxB
PxB Q—Q2 B—KR4 PXP Kt—Q R 4
12 P—R 4 Kt—Q 2 Kt—Q 2 BxPch Kt—Q 2
P—Q R 4 R—K 2 B—Kt3 () K—Q1r 0—0
13 R—Kt1 () 0—O -~ P—Q 5 PxP QR-K14
QR—K1 Kt—Kg4 Q—Bg4 ()
14 P—B3 Q—K2 4+ Q—Kt3+4(d)
B—K R4 (e
(a) 4.., Q—K2; 5 P—Q 4, B—Kt 3! transposes into cols. 21 and 22.

(%) 8 B—-KS Kt—B3;9 B—Kt3
12 Kt—Q2 B—K R4;

(c) Handbuch, 1913.

)
K R—Kl
1908

—K 2;

10 9—Q 3, 0—0—0; 11 P—Q R 3,

—B 3, P—Q 41+ Maréczy-—Perlxs, Vienna,

(d) 8 P—Q 5, Kt——K2 9 B—Kt5, Kt——KtS

or 8 B—Q K

12 R—K1, Q-—K 2;

B—Q2;

4 BxFt BxB; 10 Q—
13'P—Q 5 (o1 13 Kt—Q 2), B—Q?2;

10 P-—KS, PxP; 11 Kt—K 4,
—Q 3, 0—0; 11 0—0, R—K 1;
14 B—Kt 5.

(¢) 15 Kt—B4, B—Kt3 (M E. Goldstein—J. G. Rennie, City of London

Championship, 1922)

16 Q—Q 2+

., Kt—K Kt§; 13 Kt—B3l KtxB;

)
Carlg)ad 1929,

14 Px Kt 4. Becker—Mattison.

)7Kt-—B3,Kt—B3(1f7 ,B—KtS 8 B—K 8, Kt— BS 9Q0—03,Q~K2;

B—K3;

h) 7..
P57
14 P——QR4!+

—Q 2;
91 %tht PxB;

8 0—0,Bx Kt; 9P
12 BxB, PxB;
Nllsson, 1917. The column 1s the sts-m-Baulk "
Q—R4, B—R4; 9

12 Q M B, P x

13’

(i) Analysis by W. T. Pierce.
(7) 1£5 P—Q 8, it is no longer necessaty for Black to post his Queen at K 2, and he

can transpose into col. 15 by 5.

(k) Handbuch, 1913.

, P—K R

Q—m 3, Q—B1;

» P—Q3.

8; 10 P—

, PxP;

11 B-—R3

14 QR—K +. Lovenborg—

5 Kt—K 4;

13 Kt—B38, P—

10 B~Q Kt5

R 3;
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1 P—K4, P—Kg4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B4, B—B 4.

21 22 23 24 25
4 P—B3)eirerrnaeaess 0—0(e)....P—Q3
(B—Xt 3) P—Q3 Kt—B 30)
(P—Q 4) P—B3 Kt—B 3 ()
3 (Q—K 2) B—KKts5! P—Q3
6 (0—O) (a P—Q 4 0—O....... B—K 3 (m)
(t——B)3(l) PxP B—K Kts BXxB(n)
R—KrI.....P—Q35 O0—Kt3! Kt—QR4(k) PXB
4 P—Q3 Kt—Q Kt: 0—Qz(f) XKt—Q5 Kt—Q R 4
8 P—QR B—Q3 BXPch KtxB B—XKt 3
P——%Rg P—83 QxB PxKt KtxB
9 P—R3 QKt—Q2 QxP BXxPch RPXKt
0—0 P—QR3 K—Q2 K—Kz2! Kt—Kts
10 P—QKt4 (b) Kt—B 4 QxR B—Kt3 Q—Q2
P-—IQ{ R ;’ ( B—R2 BxKt O—K 1 P—K B4
11 B—R3 P—QR 4 PxB P—B 3 PxP
Kt—Q2z  0—0 Kt—K 4 (g) Ktx Rt ch B X P

12 P—Kt5 P—QKtg4 Kt—Q=2 Px Kt
Kt—Q1 () Kt—K 1 (d) KtxPch (k) Q—R 4+ () O——O (0)

(a) 8 P—Q5, Kt—Ktl; 7 P—Q6?, Qx 8 OxQ, PxQ; 9 Kt—R3,
K Kt—B 3; 10 B—Q 5, Kth 11 Px K¢, P—Ba 12 Kt—Q 2, K——K2=F Van den
Bosch—Ahues, Bad Nauhemm, 1936.

(5) 10 B—K Kt§, P—R3; 11 B—K3, Q—Q1'; 12 B—Q3, R—K]I;
13 Q Kt—Q 2, B—R 2t (forestalhng Kt—B 4) ; Tarrasch—Alekhxne Baden-Baden

(c) 13 QKt—Q2, Q—B3; 14 Kt—B1, Kt—K38; 15 Kt—K3, Kt—Kt4;
16 Kt x Kt 4. prelmann—El)skases 5th match game, 1936-37.
1o (@) 18 Q—B 2, P—K Kt3; 14 B—R 6 +. Eliskases—Griinfeld, M&hrisch-Ostrau,
33.
(¢) 4 P—Q 4, Px P transposes into the Scotch Gambit.

(f) 7 ,BxKt; 8 BxPch, K—B1; 9 PxB! Kt—B3!; 10 B—K B4, PxP;
11 PXP,KI—QR4;12 Q—K6, Q—K 2==. Von Feilitzsch—A. Ritzen, correspondence,

(g) 11 QxBP; 12 Kt—Q 2, Q—R6; 18 Q—KB8 (18 P—KS5, QPxP;
14 P—Kt4, ‘Kt—B 3l+ A. Strautmanis—L. Palau The Hague, 1928), K Kt—K 2!;
14 QxR (14 Q—B 3, Q—K 8 with Kt—K 4 to follow), Px P; 15 P x P, Kt—K 4}
16 Q—K B8, P—Kt4; 17 R—Kt1, Kt—Kt5; 18 Kt—B 3,and Black’s attack is at
an end. If KthP 19 Kt x Kt, P——K!S 20 B—Kt 5 !4 +.

(k) 13 Ktx Kt, Qx Kt secures Black a draw by perpetual check; but after
14 Q—Q 5 he has nothing better.

(1) 4.., P—Q 3 transposes into other columns.

(1) 5 B—K3, B—Kt3 (5.., P—Q3?; 6 BxB, PxB; 7 B—Kt5, Q—Q3;
8Bx Ktch+); 6Q Kt—Q 2, P—Q4 7 PxP KtxP; 8 K2 B—h3 90—0=,
Tartakover—Rétl, Pistyan, 1922. Or 5 B—K Kt ts, P—i 6 Q Kt—Q 2, B—K3;
7 P—B3,P—~KR3; 8 B—R 4, Q—K 2=. SJobe:g—E. ohn, Stockholm, 1912.

(k) 7 B—K 3, B—Kt3; 8 K—R 1, Kt—K 2; 9 P—K R 3 is much better

(1) 13 Q—Q2, BxP; 14 Q—Kt5, QxQ; 15 Bx B—K7. H. Jacobs—Sir
G. A. Thomas, City of London hampxonshlp, 1924. o J

(m) Or 6 P—K R 3, Kt—Q R4; 7 B—~Kt3, P—~B3; 8 P—Q4, Px P=,

(n) 6 ., 0—0; 7 P—KR3, Q—K2; 8 0—0, B—K3; 9 B—Kt3, QR—Q 1.
Schlecbte:—'.l‘an'asch Berlin, 1918,

(o) 18 P—~K R 3 +. Schlechter—Salwe, Carlsbad, 1907.
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1 P—Ky4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B4, B—Bj4.

4 P—Q3, Kt—B3; 5 Kt—B3, P—Q3.
26 27 28 29 30
6 (B—K3)....B—KKt5(¢)
B—Kt3 P—KR3(f)
T 0—Q2 (@ BxKtl!
B—KKt5(b) QxB

8 Kt—K Kt5 Kt—Q5
0—0()  Q—Qr

9 P—B3 P—B3 *
B—Qz2! Kt—K 2. i00000000000..0—0...... . Kt—R ¢

10 P—KKtg P—Qg4(g)...Kt—K 3 P—QR4 P—QKty4
BxB PXxP (k) B—K3() P—QRg4 KtxB

11 QXB KKtxP(i) BxB 0—0 PxB
Kt—Q 5 Ktx Kt PxB Kt—K 2 Kt—R 4

12 O—0—O0 Bx Kt QO—Kt3 P—Q 4 PxP
P—Kt 4! 0—0 Q—B1 PxP QXxP

13 B—Kt3 Q—Q3 P—Q 4 KtxP P—Q 4
P—QR4 Bx Kt (j) PxP Ktx Kt Kt—B3

14 P—QR PxB Ktx P!+ (m) BXxKt PxP
Kthch:F P—B3=(k) QO—B3=(n) KtxP= (o)

()

(43 Alternatlves are (1) 7 0—0, B—K3; 8 B—Kt3, P—KR3, 9 2=.

27 B—K3; 8 B—Kt3, QBxB; 9 RPxB, BxB; 10 Px B, P—Qgi

11 Px P, KtxP 12 I&tx l\t Qx Kt= (3) 7 P—K R 3, }\t——KZ 8P——Q4 P x
9 QBx P Kt—Kt 3. Tarrasch—Yates, Baden-Baden, 1925.

@®) 7..,0—0; 80—0—0,B—K 3; 9Kt—Q 5,BxKt; 10PxB,BxB; 11PxB,
Kt——KZ 12 P—K 4=. Kostich—Capablanca, match, 1919.

(e) , B—KR4; 9 P—B3, P—KR3; 10 Kt—R 3, Q—Q2; 11 P—K Kt4,
Kt-—QS 12 Bx Kt, BxB; 13 Kt—K Kt1!, B—K Kt3; 14 K Kt—K 2, B—Kt3;
15 0=0—0 +. Tartakover—-Rubmstem Gothenburg, 1920.

(d) 15 P x Kt, P—B 4. Prokes—Ahues, Hamburg, 1930.

(¢) The Canal Vanation.

(f) 6 Kt—Q R 4; 7 B—Kt 3 P—B 8= (Bogoljuboff). Or 6.., B—K3;
7 Kt—QS ‘Bx Kt; 8 P'x B, Kt—Q R 4=,

(g) 10 Ktx Kt, Qx Kt; 11 Q—K 2, B—K KtS; 12 P—KR3,BxKt; 13QxB.
Draw agreed. bpwlmann—Vndmar, San Remo, 1930.

(k) 10. , Ktx Kt; 11 PxB, Kt—BS5; 12 B—Kt5ch, B—Q2; 18 Bx Bch,
Qx B36 14 P--K Kt3 Kt—K3; 15 Px P QxP=. Tartakover-—-Fme, Hastings,
19385~

(%) 11 PxP B—Kt3; 12 KtxB (12 0—O, KtxKt; 13 Bx 0—0;
14 P—K R 3, Q B3=. H.Golombek—R. P. chhell Hastmgs, 1935—36), R Px Kt;

%—Kt 3, ()—-0 14 0—0, Kt—B 3; 15 Q—B 3, Kt—R 4 ?, 16B—Q3,P—Q47?;

x P+. Grob—Fine, Ostend, 1937.

(7) 18.., Q—B3; 14 B—Kt3, R—K1; 15 0—0O, B—K3 (or 15 , B—Q2;
16 B—B 2 PK Kt3, 17 P—B 4 +. Foltys—Ehskases, Mdhmsch-Ostrau, 19'33) H

6 B—B2, P—KKt3; 17 K—R1, QR—Q1; 18 P—K B4 +. Canal—P. Johner,
Carlsbad 1929—a game which won a brﬂhancy pnze
(k) 15 B—Kt 3, Q—R 4 ch with a quick draw. Tartakover—Rubinstein, Budapest,
29,

(}) Weak. Best is 10.., O—O (Capablanca).
(m) Capablanca—Elskases, Moscow, 1938.
(n) Canal--Capablanca, Carlsbad, 1929.

(o) Tartakover—Araiza, Nice, 1930.
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IRREGULAR AND UNUSUAL OPENINGS

THE term “irregular openings” is difficult to define.
Openings which in the past would without hesitation have
been relegated to such a category have now become favourite
weapons of the routine-player—witness the countless varia-
tions arising from I1P—Q 4—and must to-day be called
eminently regular. On the other hand, openings which
formerly dominated the tournament repertory have now
disappeared almost completely. Where there may be a
doubt as to the propriety of calling the lines given here
irregular, their unusualness is a matter of statistics.

We have attempted to surmount the difficulty of classi-
fication by dividing the lines given in this section into three
sub-sections : (1) Fianchetto Defences; (2) King’s Knight'’s
Openings; (2) other unusual lines of play, to which we
have left the plain heading of Irregular Openings.

F1aNncHETTO DEFENCES.

In the King’s Fianchetto Defence (cols. 1 to 3), so
frequently adopted by Amos Burn and his school, it cannot
be said that a clear advantage can be demonstrated for
White ; at best the first player remains in control of more
terrain.  The Queen’s Fianchetto Defence (col. 4) and
Double Fianchetto (col. 5) are definitely inferior.

King’s KnigHT'S OPENING.

The irregular variations of these fall under two general
heads, according as the development is on steady or on
gambit lines. In the former case the Hungarian Defence
(cols. 1 to 3) is quite playable for Black, who remains with a
cramped but solid position. Both the Inverted Hanham
(col. 4) and Alapin’s Opening (col. 5) are indifferent con-
tinuations for White.



IRREGULAR OPENINGS 8x

in the latter case Greco’s Counter-Gambit has been
given a new lease of life by the researches of Latvian
analysts (particularly K. Behting), who maintain that the
gambit is perfectly sound. Their analysis seems to be
quite correct, but in practical play by Black usually loses.
7 B—B 4, brought into prominence by Sir G. A. Thomas’s
victory with it over Tartakover at Spa, 1926 (col. 6), still
holds the field as White’s best resource.

The Queen’s Pawn Counter-Gambit (col. 10) is
inadequate for Black.

IRREGULAR OPENINGS.

Under this heading Nimzovitch’s Defence (cols. 1 to 7)
is by far the most important. Black’s strategical object is
to lock the centre and undertake an attack against White’s
King’s side. However, White’s counter-attack against
Black’s Queen’s side is much easier to play and much
stronger than Black’s King-side manceuvres. In col. 2,
which is one of the pioneer games in this variation,
this is demonstrated clearly. In col. 4 Black plays a French
Defence without an early P—Q B4. Nimzovitch handled
this line with great virtuosity, but since his death the line
is no longer seen.

Cols. 8 and ¢ show variations beginning with
1 Kt—K B 3, which do not properly come under Réti’s
Opening. The Tenison Gambit (col. 8) is unsound.

The Queen’s Knight’s Opening (col. 10) has been trans-
ferred to the irregular openings because only two examples
of its adoption have occurred in the past six years. Cols.
11 to 15 and note () show unusual first moves for White.
The Saragossa Opening is the strongest of these and has
received the enthusiastic support of the Spanish analyst
Sefior Jose Juncosa. It transposes frequently into various
opening lines, some with the colours reversed.



82 IRREGULAR OPENINGS

FIANCHETTO DEFENCES

1 2 3 4 5
1 P—Kg4
P—KKt3iieeieanens tesitesensesses . P—QKEt3(2)
2 P—Qyq P—0Q 4
B—Ktz2..... teeesieennns P—Q3 B—Ktz (%)
3 P—KB4(a).Kt—K B3 B—QBg4 B—Q3
P—Q3 P—Q3 B—Kt2 P—K 3
4 P—B3 Kt—B 3 Kt—KB3 P—QBas....B—K

. 3 .
Kt—KB3 Kt—KB3(a) Kt—KB3 Kt—KB3 P—Kt3(y)
5 B—Q3 B—QB4((3) Q—Kz2() Kt—QB3 Kt—Qz2

0—0 0—0 Kt—B3  B—Kts  B—Ktz2
6 P—Ks 0—0O() P—KR3 QK2 K Kt—B 3
K Kt—-Q 2 Kt—B3 0—O Kt—B3  Kt—Kz2

7 Kt—B 3 P—KR3 Kt—B3 Kt—B 3 QO—K2
P—Q B4 Kt—Q 2 P—K 4 P—Q3 P—Q3

8 0—0O B—K3 PxP P—K 5 P—K R4 (5
QO—Kt3 P—KR3 PxP PxP P—K R4
9 K—R1 Q—Q2 B—K3 PxP Kt—Kts

Kt—QB3 XK—Rz2 Q—K 2 Kt—Q 2 Kt—Q 2
10 Kt—R3 4+ Kt—R2 0—0—0 B—K 4 0—0—0

P—K4 B—K 3 Kt—B 4 P—K 4
1z PxP Kt—K Kt5 B—Kt5 + B—QBg4
KKtxP BxB R—KB1>
12 B—K2 QOxB Q—B 3+ (%)

B—K3(d KR—Q1(f)

(a) 3 P—Q B3, P—Q4; 4 PxP, OxP; 5 Kt—B3, B—Kt5; 6 Q Kt—Q 2,
{{t2—Q B3; 7B—B4,Q—KB4; 8 Q—Kt3, Kt—Q 1 +. Zander-——Carls, Hamburg,

() 5§ P—KR3, 0—0O; 6 B—K 3, P—B3 (6 ., Kt—B 3, on the lines of col. 8
is prefetable) 7 Q—Q 2, R—K1; 8 B—Q3, P—Q Kt4; 9 O0—0O, B—Kt2;
10 K —Q +. Rubmstem—Selesmeﬁ Trberg, 1921.

() 6 Q—K2,P—B3; 70~0,B—Kt5; 8P——KR3,Bth, 9QxB, P—K4;
10PxP, PxP; 11 B—K Kt5, Q Kt—Q 2; 12Q R—Q 1, O—B 2=. M. A- Shapiro—
V. Buerger, Anglo -Armerican Umversmes cable match, 1924,

(d) 13 P—Q Kt 3, P—B 4. Olland—VYates, Scheveningen, 1923.

(e) 5Kt—B3?, Ktx Pl

(f) 13 B—B5, Q—K1; 14 Kt—Kt5!, RxRch; 15 RxR, R—B1; 16 Bx P,
P—Kt3; 17 K— t1, Kt—QR4 18 QxPch!, OxQ; 19 Kth Kx Kt;
20 Bx Pl R—Q Kt1; ‘21 Bx Kt, R'x Kt; 22 Bx P, with three passed Pawns for a
Knight, +. AIekhme——AHles, Montreal 1923.

(g) For { , P—Q Kt4 (Polish Defence); 2 P—Q 4, B—Kt 2 see Queen’s Pawn
Game, p. 210, col.

(h) 2 .y P—K3 3 Kt—K B3, B—Kt2; 4 B—Q3, P—QB4; 5 P—B3S,
P—Q3; 6 0—0, Kt——Q 2; 7 R—K 1 Kt—K 2 8 B—K Kt5, Q—B2; 9 Kt—R 3,
Kt—Kt3 3 10 PKR 44 Mattlson—Tartakover, Carlsbad, 1929.

() Double Fianchetto Defence.

(7) This advance is more effective after Black has played O—O.

(k) Janowski—Delmar, Cambridge Spr ngs, 1904,

(A)- qute weak ]S 4. , Kt—Q2; 5§ 5—Q B4, P—K3; 6 0—0, Kt—K2;
7P—QR4, 0~0; 8 B—K 3, P—K R 3; 9 Q—Q 2, K-—RZ, 10P—R3 P—QBS
}91 B‘)—B 4, P—Q 4; 12 B—Q 3 P—R 3; 13 B—Q 6 +. Alekhine—Mikenas, Folkestone

N
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KING’'S KNIGHT'S OPENING

1 2 3 4 5
1 P—K 4
P—K 4
2 Kt—K B3eeeseeeneenans N £ & X))
Kt—Q B3 Kt—KB3()
3 B—Bgeiieiiiiiiiiinannins cieeeses..B—K2 P—K B4
B—K 2 (a) Kt—B 3 KtxP (m)
4 P—Q4.iiiiiiiiiiina...0—0 P—Q3 P—Q 3
P—Q3 () P—Q3 P—Q4 Kt—B4
5 P—KR3....P—Q5 P—B3 QKt—Qz2 (i) PXP
Kt—B3 Kt—Kt 1 Kt—B 3 P—KKt3(7) P—Q 4
6 Kt—B 3 B—Q R—K1 P—B3 P—Q 4
0—O Kt—-—Q 2 (f) O0—O B—Kta2 Kt—K 3
7 O0—O0 (¢) P—B4 P—Q3 Q—B2 Kt—B 4
P XP (d) KXt—B3 B—Q2 0—O0 P—Q B4
8 KtxP Kt—B 3 B—Kt3 Kt—B1 Kt—B 3
Ktx Kt Kt—B1(g) P—KR3 P—Ktj3 PxP
9 QxKt P—KR3 QKt—Q2 Kt—Kt3 QKtxP
B—K3!=() P-KR3 R—K1 B—Kt2 Kt—B3
10 Kt—R 2 Kt—B1 P—KR4 B—Ktsjs
P—KKt4 B—BI P—K R4 KtxKt
b4 ¢ Kt—Kt 4 Kt—Kt3 B—Kts BxKtch
Kt—Kt3 P—KKt3 Q—Q3F PxB
12 P—K Ktz B—K3 Ktx Kt
Q—K 2 (h) B—Ktsch=

(a) The Hunganan Defence, which may be reached also from the Four Knights®

Game by 3 Kt—B

4 P—B3, B—K ‘3

8 P—Q

5 Bx B, ’pr
4 Kt—KB3; 9 PxP, PxP;

Grob—Alekhine. Zurich, 1934,

b) 4.

—B4, B—K?2
6 O—Kt3, 0—B1;
16 0—0, P—KR 3;

An alternative 1s 3

’

3
7 Kt—Kt5?, Kt—%l‘
11 Kt—B 3, B—Q3 F.

( PxP; 5 P—B3 (5 KtxP, Kt—B 38 transposes into the Two Knights®
Defence), Kt—B 3landif 6 P-—K 5, Kt—K 5 (Tartakover) , P—Q6;

—Kt3,

Kt—R4; 7 BxPch, K—B1; Q—R4 KxB; 9 Qx t P—Q3; 10 Qg-QSch
B—K3; ll QxP(Q3)+ is Kostich—A. J Maas, Nice, 1930.

(¢) 7 B—K38, PxP; 8 KtxP, KtxP; 9 QKtxKt, P—Q4; 10 KtxKt,

KtPx Kt; 11 B-—Q3 Pth

(d) 7.., PmKR3?;
10 Kt x Kt, Px Kt;

1921,

(ne6

10 B—K3 "P—K Kt 3;
0—0;

) 8
P—Q Kts ;

12 KBxP+. Tartakover—Davidson, The Hague,

8 B—K3, Kt—R 2? (better R—K1); 9 PxP KtxP;

11 Q—R 5+. L. Stemner—Vadja, Kecskemét 1927
(e) If 10 BxB?, PxB; 11 P—KS§, Kt—Q 2! White's advantage is mﬁnitesimal.

11 P—K

9 P—KR3, Kt—B4;
12 P—K Kt4 +. Leonhardt-——Hromadka, Pistyan, 1912,

,Kt—KB3; 7P—B 4KO—O 8 Kt—B 3, R—K 1;
4 £

10 B—B 2, P—QR4;

9P—K RS, B—B1;

11 B—KS,

(k) 18 P~—Q 4, Kt—Q R4 Evenssohn—Nimzovitch, St. Petersburg, 1914,
(i) Inverted Hanham Opening. The column 1s Tartakover—Bogoljuboff, London,

, B—Q3 or s .

5.
comy(aa)red With Phihdor's Defence p. 117, col. 3.

(k) Alapin’s Opening.

() 2. , B—B4;
cols. 1—5, note (a).
Px P; 4 KtxP, P—Q 4 or Q—K 2 is Black’s simplest line.

(m) 3..,

If 2 P~Q B 3, a good reply is 2..,
3 P—Q4, PxP; 4 KtxP transposes into the Centre Game.

B—K Kt 5 can also be played. The column should be
P—Q 4.
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KING’S KNIGHT'S OPENING
1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3.

6 7 8 9 10
2 P——KB4(a).....................................P—Q4(n)
3 KEXP! () eeesseeanearesansnnacases . P—0Q4 PXxP (0)
Q—B3 BPxP P—K 5 (p)
4 P—Q4 KtxP Q0—Kz2
P—Q3 Kt—KB3 Q—Kz(9)
5 Kt—B 4 (o) B—QB4() Kt—Q4
PxP P—Q 4 Kt—K B3
6 Kt—B 3 (d) B—Kt3 Kt—Q B3
Q—Kt3 (o) B—K3  Q—K4
7 B—B4......P—B3......P—Q5()) 0—0 Kt—B 3
Kt—K B3 PXP Kt—K B3 B—K2 Q—Kz2
8 Kt—K 3 QxP B—K3 B—Kt5 Kt—K Kt 5
B—K2 Kt—Q B3 B—K2 0—O B—B 4
9 B—B4 B—03 Q—Q4 Kt—0Qz2 Q—Ktsch-+
P—B3 Q—Kts(g) 0—O Kt—B 3!
10 P—Q5 Q—Kj3ch Kt—Q2 Ktx Kt
P—Kt4 B—K2 P—B 4 Px Kt
11 B—Kz2 0—O0 (k) PxP ep. P—QBg4
P—Kts Kt—B 3 Ktx P R—Ktr
2 Kt—R 4 —B4ch R—BI1

P—0Qs Q
B—Qz2(f) Kt—Kts5() K—R1 (k) P—QR4F(m)

a) The Greco Counter-Gambit. If2 , P—K B3 (Damiano’s Defence); 8 Ktx P,
2; 4 Kt—KB3,P—Q4; 5P—Q3, PxP; 6 PxP+.
(b) Mlotkowski recommends 38 Kt—B 3, P—Q3; 4 PxP, P—B4; 5§ B—Kt5ch.
1f3PxP, Q—B3!. If3 B—B4,PxP; 4 KtxP, Q—Kt4; 5 Kt—B7, Qx KtP;
6R—B1,P—Q4; 7Ktx R, Kt—KB3; 8 BxP,B—KR6; 9 B—B7ch, K—K2:
10 B—B 4, Kt—B3; 11 P—Q4, R—Q1; 12 B—K 3, Kt—K 4 F. :
(¢) 5 Kt—KB3!, PxP; 6 Kt—Kt5, P—Q4; 7 P—QB4, P—KRS;
8 Kt—KR3, BxKt; 9 PxB, Kt—B3; 10 B—K3, 0—0—0; 11 PxP=+.
A. Steiner—Apscheneek, Kemer1, 1937.
(d) Nimzovitch mamntained that 6 Kt—K 8 is best, but considered only 6.., P—B 3
afeasible reply. However, a correspondence game Stockholm—Riga went 6. , Kt—B 3;
Kt—Q5, Q—B2; 8 QKt—B3, B—K3; 9 KtxBPch, QOxKt; 10 P—Q5,
Kt—B38!; 11 PxB, P—Q4'; 12 B—Q Kt5, 0—0—0; 13 B—Kt5, P—Q 5! +.
MR RS A s K R L S X
H — L, Px ; xQch, KxQ; xPch, K—K 2; )
Bt s R Kby B 14 Rx P+ SirG .
13 P— 3!, Kt Px P; 14 Rx P+. SirG.A.Thomas—Tartakover, Spa, 1926.
g) 9..,0—K3ch; 10B—K3, Q—Kt5;11Q—B 2, Kt—B 3; 12 O— —K 2.
L. Sf(;zx)n(;xi—ﬁartﬁowsierb Bexilcm,PlQZS. R e 30-0, B—K3
t—Kt5, Qx KtP, 12 R—KKtl, QxRP; 13 P—B3!, K—Q1;
14 Rx P, P—K R 4! F. Ilyin-Zhenevsky—DBehting, correspondence, 1921-25. a1
(s) 18 R—B4, Q—Q2; 14 Kt—Kt6, RPxKt; 15 RxQ Kt (Nimzovitch).
The game zls{abo;(.\t levl?. KB KK
] t—K 3, Kt— 3; 8 t—Q5, KtxKt; 9 KtxKt, Q~B2;
10 B—Q B4,P—B 3; 11 Kt—K 3, P—Q 4; 12 B—Kt3, B—K 3; 18 0—0, %—Q 3}
14 P(?)K1§46" OA.gte:]x;er?{A}gscheneek15 Hamburg, 1929. !
—0—0, —KtS§; 14 P—B3, P—Q4; 15 KtxQP, KtxKt;
16 Q x K Kt, Px P; 17PxP, Q R—B1?. Spielmann—Tartakover, Se?nmermg, 1926.
Alekhine suggests 17 ., Kt—Kt5; 18 Q—Kt3, P—QR 4 (or Q R—B 1-~Vidmar).
() Or 5B—K Kt5, P—Q3; 6 Kt—B 4, B—K2; 7B—K?2, 0—0; 8 0—0O=.
S. R(. V)Voslf—li\hpslcheng:k, Hamburg, 1930. !
m) Stockholm—Riga, correspondence. (n) The Queen’s Pawn Counter- .
(0) Another possibilityis 3Ktx P,Px P; 4 B—B g, Q—Kt4; 5 B; gceg ?{af‘l?tZ H
6P—Q4,Q0xP; 7R—B1, B—R6; 8 B—Q B4, Kt—KB3; 9 B—B4, Q’Kt—QZ:
10 Q—Q 2 +. Von Feilitzsch—XKeres, correspondence, 1934-35. ’
3o R R CR ST e g 0o
.y Kt— H —Q 3, B—K 2; xP, 0—0; 7Q—B 4. .
—F. Becker, correspondence, 1920-21. Q=B4. TF.Gutmayer
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NIMZOVITCH’S DEFENCE
1 P—K 4, Kt—Q B 3.

1 2 3 4 5
2 P—Q4 ;
P—Q 4ececocnnosaansnasonanennns Ceeesereiaaa P—K4 ()
3 P—K5..... s e PXP....... Kt—QB3 PxP
P—B3......B—B4 QxXP P—K3(g) KtxP
4 Kt—K B3 P—QB3 Kt—K B3 P—Kj;5 (k) P—KBg4(k)
B—Kts P—B 3 (¢) P—K 4! K Kt—K2 Kt—Kt3
5 B—Kz2 P—K B4 PXP(f Kt—B 3 Kt-KB3? ()
P-—K 3 P—K 3 QxQch P—QKt3 B—Bg4
6 PxXP Kt—B3 (d KXQ Kt—K 2 B—B 4
KtxBP Q—Q2 B—QB4+ B—R3! P—Q3
7 P—B3 B—Q3 K—K1 P—B 3 Kt—Kt 5
B—Q3 B—Ks5 B—B4 Q—Q 2 Kt—R 3
8§ B—KKts Q—Kz2 P—B3 Kt—Kt3 Kt—QB3
Q—Q 2 P—B 4 0—0—0 BxB o0—O0
9 QKt—Q2 B—K3 B—K 2 Ktx B Ki—R 4
P—KR3 (a) Kt—R 3 P—B3 P—KR4 Q—B3!
10 B—R 4 QKt—Q2 B—KB4 B—Kts Q—Q 2 (m)
P—K Kt 4 B—K=2 PXP Kt—R4F(2) Q—Q 5
11 B—Kt3 P—KR3 Ktx P B—Kt3
0-0-O'+ (b)) O—O + () Ktx Kt+ B—QKts5¥
(a) 9.., 0—0, followed by Kt—K 2, seems safer (Tartakover).
(b) Treybal—Spielmann, Carlsbad, 1923.
c) 4 , P—K3; § Kt—K 2, KKt—K2; 6 Kt—Kt3, B—Kt3; 7 B—Q 3,
Q-—— _BS, P—Kt8; 9 Kt—Q2, Kt—R4; 10 P—K R4, BxB; 11 Qx B,
B 4; T2 P—Kt4! +. Kashdan—Flohr, Hamburg, 1930.
‘&d) Better than either 6 Kt—K2, Kt—R3; 7 Kt—Kt3, PxP; 8 BPxP
Q—R5;90Q—R5ch,QxQ; 10 I\th P—K Kt 3= (Asztalns—ho:tlch Bled, 1931)

or 6 Kt—Q 2, Kt—R 3 7

1919.

(e) 12 Kt—Kt38, Kt—B 2;

(f) 5 Kt—B3, B—Q Kt 5;
Nimzovitch, Copenhagen, 1924.

(g) Or 8..

(k) Better 4 Kt—B 3, B—Kt5;
Kt—K2; 8 B—Q 3,

—K Kt 3,

13 P—Kt 4!
6 B—Q 2 is sounder.

-—K2 8 B—R 3, BPxP=

, PxP; 4 P—Q5, Kt—K 4; § Q—Q 4.

P—Q Kt3;

5 P—KS5, Bx Ktch; 6
9 Kt—(Q2, P—Q B

with a strong attack. Becker—l\xmzovnch Breslau 1925.
(4) Vadja—Nimzovitch, Kecskemét, 1927.

Kt4; 6 B—Kt 8, Kt—B 3;

7 P—QR4,
7) Or 2.

P

O—

B—Kt5; 9 0—0, Q—Q2;
I&l) Much stronger is 5§ B—K 3

3, Q—K2; 9 Q-—-B 3
10 Kth R Px Ktandnowxf 11

B__

;10'Q Kt—Q 2, B—R 4;

B3,P —K3; 8

,P—Q3; 3 Kt—KB3, B—Kt5; 4 B—Q KtS5, P—QRS 5 B—R 4,
7 P— Q—K B—K2
11 P—QR4 +. Fme—Mxkenas, Hastmgs, 1937-38.

PB,

. Bal la—Breyer,

Duras—Nimzovitch, Ostend, 1907.
The column is Lovenborg—

Kt—R 4;
10 Q—Kt 4

90-0,

(k) 4 Kt—Q B 3, Kt—K B 3 _transposes into L‘uwe——Bre er, Vienna, !921 which
continued 5 P—B 4, Kt—B 3; 6 P—K 5, Kt—K Kt1;

Kt3

10 Q—K 1, 0—0—0;

—B 8, Kt—R'51;

7 B

_Q3

Kt—B 3,

11 Kt—KKtS PxPliF.
. B—Kt5ch; 6 Kt—0Q 2, Kt—B3; 7 P—B 3,

or 11 Q—B 2, Kt—Kt5 !4 +. Analysis by S Bernstein.

B—

(m) Forced fgr if 10 Ktx B, KtxP!;

Kt$;

B—Kt5 ch

Mnl\enas, Kemen, 1937.
D

(not 9 K Kt-—-BS Kt—Kt 5; or 9 Kt—B 4 4,
12Q—R3, Ktx K P;

11 Kt—Q 3, KtxPch+; or 10 Q—B 3,
12P—B 3,B—Q R 4 F. The columnis A. Steiner—
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6 7 8 9 10
I (P~K4)eeeereoeooeene s Kt—KB3(f)eeeerrnnnn ...Kt-Q B3 (m)
(Kt—Q B 3) P—Q4......P—QKt3 P—Q4 »)
2 Kt—Q B3...Kt—K B3 P—K4(g) P—K3 P—K 4 (0)
P—K3(a P—K3(@d PxP B—Kt2 P—Qs5s
3 P—Qg4 P—Q 4 Kt—Kt 5 P—QXKt3 QKt—K2
B—Kt 5 P—QO 4 P—K4 () P—KB4 DP—Kg4
4 Kt—K 2 (3) P—K ;5 P-KR4 B—Ktz Kt—Kt 3
P—Q4 P—Q Kt3 t———QB 3(z) P—K 3 B—K3
5 P—K35 P—B3 B—B4 Kt—K 5 () P—Q3
P—K R4 QKt—Kz2 Kt—R3 Kt—K B3 Kt—QB3
6 Kt—B 4 B—Q3 Kt—Q B3 P—KBg4 P—QR3
P—KKt3 P—QR4 B—KKts P—Ktg3 P—K Kt3
7 B—K3 Q0—K 2 P—B3 P—B g4 P—K B4
BxKtch Kt—B 4 PxP B—Kt2 PxP
8 PxB P—KR4 PxP(j) Kt—B3 BxP
Kt—R 4 P—KR4 B—KB4 O0—O B—Q3
9 B—Q3 Kt—Kt 5 P—Q 3 Q—K 2 0—Q 2
Kt—Kz  P—Kt3 B—B4 P—Q3+ () Q—K2
30 Kt—R 3 Kt—Qz2! QKt—K4 Kt—B3
P—QBy4 K Kt—K2 B—Q Kt 3+ 0—0—0
11 B—Kt54 (c) Kt—B1+4(e) Kt—Kt 5
P-KR4=()

(a) P—K 4 leads to the Vienna Game, P—K Kt 3 to the King’s Fianchetto Defence.

(b) Superior to 4 Kt—B 3, P—Q 3; § B—K B 4, K Kt—K 2; 6 B—K 2, B x Kt ch
7 PxB, O—0; 8 0—O, Kt—KtS; 9 B—K 3, Q—K2; 10 R—K 1, B—Q2=
Maréczy—Nxmzovntch San Remo, 1930.

(¢) Kmoch—Nimzowviteh, Niendorf, 1927,

(4) Black may lead into the ordinary forms of the King’s Knight's Opening by
, P—K 4 or into the King’s Fianchetto Defence by 2 ., P—K Kt3. The reply
. P—Q4 recommended by Nimzowvitch, 1s doubtful, as after 8 PxP, Qx
1 Kt—B 3, 0—Q R4, 5 B—Kt5 a vanation of the Centre Counter unfavourable for
Black (col. 4) resu]ts

(¢) Spielmann—Nimzovitch, New York, 1927,
(f) Zukertort’s Opening. See also Réti Opeming, p. 219.
(g) The Tenison (also called Lemberg) Gambat.

(k) P—K B 4, asin N. T. Mimati—H. Jones, Manchester, 1891 (Cook’s Compendium,
Pp. 288), 1s nfertor.

() 4.., B—K2; Kt—QB 3, Kt—KB3; 6 B—B4, 0—0; 7 QKtxP
Kt—B3; sKthtch Bx Kt, Q—RS Bx Kt; 10 PxB, B—B4 11 P—Q 8.
S. Goravsky—A. Z. Sarazevsky, correspondence, 1925

(7) Analysis by V. Geier, Wiener Schachseitung, 1926,
(%) Better 5 P—B 4, followed by Kt—B 3 (Nimzovitch).
(!) Ahues—Nimzovitch, Kecskemét, 1928.

(m) The Queen’s Knight’s Opening.

(m) 1 ,P—~K4; 2P—Q4, PxP; 3Q><P Kt—OB3; 4 Q—QR4, Kt—B3;
5 B—Kt5, B—K2; 6 P—K4, P—~KR3; 7 BR 4, P—03; 8 0—0—0, B—Q 2
9 B—K 2, '0—0 +. C.G. Steela—G E. Wamwrxght Southsea, 1923.

(0) For2P—Q 4seeQueen’s Pawn Game, cols. 24-7.
(p) Petrov—Ragosin, Semmering-Baden, 1937.
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11 12 13 14 15
I P—QB3(@)ceeeeieiinnnas P—Q Kt 3... P—Q I\.t4 OR P——K 3 (m)
P—QB4....P—KB4 (d P—K 4 P— K 4 ()
2 P—Q4 P—Q4 B—Ktz B—Kt 2 t—-Q B3
P—K3 P—QKt3() P-KB3 P—KB3 P—Qq4
3 P—K4 Kt—B 3 P—K4 () P—K4(®)) P—Q
Kt—KB3 (b) B—Kt 2 B—B4 BxP ( PxP *
4 P—Ks5 P—KKt3 B—Bg4 B—B 4 QXP
Kt—Q 4 P—Q3(f) Kt—Kz2 Kt—K 2 Kt—K B3
5 Kt—B3 B—Ktz2 Q—Rs5ch P—By P—K 4
P—Q3 Kt—Q 2 P—K Ktz P—Qg4 Kt—QB3(0)
6 KPxP Q—Kt3! Q—B3 PxXQP B—QKts
BxP P—Q4 QKt—B3 PxP B—Q2
7 PxP Kt—Kt 5 Kt—K 2 Q—B3 BxKt
BxP QKt—B3 R—B1I B—Q3 BxB
8 B—Ktsch B—Bg4 P—KKtg4 Kt—K2 P—K 5
B—Qz2 Q—Q2 P—B 4 Kt—Kt3 Kt—K3j5
9 BxBch Kt—QR3 KtPXxP P—Q 4 Ktx Kt
Ktx B P—KR3 P—Q4 Q—K 2 PxKt
10 O—O Kt—B 3 PxXQP B—B1 Kt—K 2
0—0 P—KKt4 RXP B—KB4 B—Kz2
11 QKt—Q2 Kt—Ks; O—K 4 B—Q3 B—X3
Q—B2 Q—K3 Kt—Kts BxB QxQ
12 Kt—K 4 B—K 3 QKt—B3 QxB KtxQ
B—K2=() Kt—Q2(g) BxPch(r) O—O0=() B—Q2=(p).

The Saragossa Opening.

bg P—Q 4 is a good alternative.
c) Tartakover—Rétx Baden-Baden, 1925.
, P—K4; 2 P—Q 4, PxP; 3 Qx P gives White a Centre Counter with a
move in hand 1.., P 4; 3 P—i 4 Kt—K B 3 may transpose into the Queen’ s
‘Pawn Game, with the Colle system for Whte (p. 177). Anotherlineis1 , Kt—K B3
2 P—Q4, P—-—Q Kt3; 3 B—Kt5, B—Kt2; 4 Kt—Q2, P—Q4 (Mleses-—Leonhardt
Mannhelm, 1922).
(¢) Or2 ,P—K3; 8 P—K Kt 3, B—K 2 with a Dutch Defence formation. Here
3.., P—Q 4 is Tarrasch—Leonhardt, Mannhexm 1922,
uch better was 4 , P—K 3, with the pns&xble continuation 5 B—Kt 2, B—K 2
6 0—O, Kt—K B3; 7 B—Kt 5, Kt—K
ig) 18 Kt—Kt 5!+ Tatrasch—Mxeses. Mannhelm, 1922.
h) Or 3 P—K3, P—Q4; 4 Kt—KB3, B—Q3 (f 4. , P~K5; 5 Kt—04,
P— QB4, 6 Kt—KtS P—d,R3 7 Q—RSch P—K Kt3 8 QxQP, Px%t;
9 Bx Pch with three Pawns agamst a piece (Tartakover).
2 13 K—Q 1, P—B 3 F. Nimzovitch—Winter, London 1927.

The Pohsh Opemn%
An interesting gambit, favoured by Tartakover. 8 P—Q R 8 1s quite safe.
)Tartakover—Colle Bartﬁeld 1926
't Kruys Openmg Other first moves seldom encountered are:
[§)] —Q R3 (Anderssen’s Opemng) best met by P—Q4, if P—K4, 2 P—QB 4
lea s into the Enghsh Opening; (2) 1 P—K Kt 3 (ngs Fianchetto Opemng),
) 1 P—K Kt4 (the “Spike”). 1 P—Q4; 2 B—Kt2, BxP; B4
——QB3 4 PxP, Kt—B3; 5 Kt—QB3 P—K4; 6 PxP e.p., BxP( 3),
7 P—Q4, QKt —Q ; 8 P-—K4 Kt—Kt3; 9 KKt—K2 +. Keres—Nxemann,
con'espondence 1984-85.

(n) I{t—KBS 2 P—QB4, P—Q3; 8 Kt—K B3, P—Q3; 4 P—Q 4,
Q Kt—Q 2. Sokolsky—Panoﬁ Moscow, 1936,

(o) PxP (] Qchh KxQ; 7 B—KKt5 (or B—Q B4), B—KB4
0—60 t—Q2; Kt—K 2 (note by Nimzowvitch and Tartakover)
Cp Nlmzowtch's Defence

(p) Nimzovitch—Tarrasch, Kissingen, 1928,
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KING’S GAMBIT

In the group of openings arising from 1 P—K4, P—K 4;
2 P—K B 4, P x P, White speculates on an attack on Black’s
K B 2, with the help of the open King’s Bishop’s file. On
his 3rd move White’s main choice lies between B—B 4, the
Bishop’s Gambit, or Kt—K B 3, the King’s Knight’s Gambit.
These gambits, once very popular, are still occasionally
practised by masters such as Spielmann, Tartakover, and
Stoltz, and by a few leading amateurs.

Since the Abbazia Gambit Tournament of 1912 it has
been recognised that by an immediate counter-attack in the
centre, without attempting to maintain his gain in material,
Black obtains at least an equal, if not the superior, game, .
and is exposed to none of the traps in the classical attacks
springing from the Bishop’s and Knight’s Gambits.

Bismor’s GAMBIT.

This does not lead to such complicated positions as the
Knight’s Gambit, but has the merit of greater soundness.
One of the strongest defences, based upon the counter-
sacrifice of Black’s Queen’s Pawn, is shown in cols. I to 3.
The line in col. 1 may be recommended, together with that
in col. 5, as the safest equalising defences. The reply 3...,
Kt—K B 3, favoured by Morphy, has been somewhat
discredited by modern tournament play; Bogoljuboff’s
Defence being demolished by Tartakover’s analysis in col. 7
and note (f). )

In the Lesser Bishop’s Gambit (col. 8) White seeks to
recover the Gambit Pawn without exposing his minor pieces
to the counter-attacks available to Black in the Bishop’s and
Knight’s Gambits. It was adopted by Tartakover at the
New York Tournament, 1924, with a considerable measure
of success, and may be the soundest form of the King’s
Gambits. )
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Kine’s KN1GET’S GAMBIT.

The strongest defence to this is shown in cols. I to 5,
Black obtaining an advantage in development, and retaining
the Pawn on Bg. Consequently, the Knight's Gambit is
now but little played, the possibilities of the Bishop’s Gambit
offering more attractions.

The classical reply 3..., P—K Kt 4, retaining the Gambit
Pawn, is not now encountered in serious play, White’s
attacking chances, under the influence of the time-limit, far
outweighing that theoretical superiority which Black finds
so difficult to demonstrate in practice. White has the choice
of two systems of attack, according as he plays to break
up Black’s Pawns by the immediate advance 4 P—K R 4
(cols. 11 to 25), or contents himself with rapid development
by 4 B—B 4 (cols. 26 to 40), inviting the reply 4..., P—Kt 5.

In the former case, the Allgaier Gambit (cols. 11 to 15)
gives White an exceedingly strong attack, equalling the
Muzio Gambit in vigour. Black’s defence in the usual lines
(cols. 11 to 14) is extraordinarily difficult, despite the
advantage of a piece. The Kieseritzky Gambit (cols. 16 to
25) has been advocated by Rubinstein, who maintains that
White recovers the Gambit Pawn with the superior game,
an ambitious claim not supported by the evidence of practical

play.

In the latter case, Black maintains his Pawn in the Berlin
Defence (cols. 26 to 29), but his task is by no means easy
in an over-the-board game.

Black has the alternative P—Kt 5 on his 4th move,
compelling the sacrifice of a piece, since the natural reply
5 Kt—K 5, the Salvio Gambit, exposes White to the over-
whelming attack in col. 30. The brilliant Muzio Gambit
(cols. 31 to 40) appears to yield White full compensation
for the material sacrificed. Col. 33 deserves special notice.
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The old defence 6..., Q—K 2 (col. 34), favoured by From,
offers Black his best chance. Brentano’s Defence (cols. 3¢
to 37) has proved inadequate, Black losing so many Pawns
that, even though he be successful in staving off the attack,
he is left at a serious disadvantage in the resulting endgame.

The two gambits in cols. g and 10, although rarely seen,
are worthy of mention. Breyer’s Gambit (col. 9) resembles
the Vienna Game, and is at least as good for White as most
variations of the King’s Knight's Gambit. = The Keres
Gambit (col. 10) is an old line, which has been played by
Keres in recent correspondence games, after being well
tested by his fellow-Estonian, the late Martin Willemson.
It leads to unusual positions, where White has much scope
for his imagination.
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BISHOP'S GAMBIT
1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 P—KB4, PxP; 3 B—Bg4.

1 2 3 4 5
3 P—04ieiiriecarneccacecannans veee e Kt—Q B3... P—K B4 ()
4 BXP.ioiiiiiiiiiiinnnn. PxP P—Q4( O—Kz2

Kt—KB3...Q—R5ch Kt—KB3 Kt—B3 Q—R 5ch
5 Kt—QB3 K—B1 Kt—Q B3 P—K5(3k) K—Qr

B—Q Kts P—KKt4(a) B—Q 3 P—Q 4 PxP
6 Kt—B3 Kt—QB3(b) Q—K2ch B—Ktj3 QX P ch (k)
Bx Kt Kt—KB3 (¢) Q—K 2 Kt—XK 5 B—Kz2
7QPxB  P—Q4  QxQch QBxP({) P—Qq
P—B3 P—B3 KxQ Q—Rs5ch Kt—K B3
8 B—Bg4 B—Kt3 KKt—K2 P—Kt3 QOxBP
QxQch B—Ktz2 P—QR3 KtxKtP QOxQ
9 KxQ Kt—B3 P—Q3 Bx Kt BxQ
0—0 Q—R 4 P—Q Kt4 (&) Q—Ks5ch P—Q4
10 BXP P—KR4 B—Kt3 K—B2 B—Q3
KtxP B—Kts5(d P—Kts QxR B—Kts5ch
11t R—K1= P—K3j Kt—R 4 Kt—Q B3 Kt—K2
BXxKt Kt—R 4 Kt—K 2 Kt—B 3=
12 QxB 0—0 Q—Kz2
QxQch P—Kt4 P—K R4
13 PxQ B—Qz2() R—K1
Kt—R 4 P—R5
14 Kt—K 4+ B—K B4
Kt—Kt34-

(a) 5.., Kt—KB3; 6 Kt—Q B3, B—QKt5; 7 B—Kt3, Kt—B3; 8 Kt—B3,
Q—R 4; 9P—K 5,B x Kt. prelmann—]acobson Copenha en 1923. Ii5 ,Kt—K2;
6 Kt—Q B8, P—K Kt4; 7 Kt—B3, Q—R 8 P—K P—KR3; QBxPch
QxB; 10 Kt—K 5, Q—Kt2; 11 Q—R 5 ch+ (Sanders Attack)

() Or 6 Q—B3, P—QB3; 7 P--K Kt3, B—R6c¢ch; 8 K—K1, Q—Kt5;
90QxQ,BxQ; 10 B—Kt3, PxP; 11 PxP. It 6 P—Q 4, B—Kt2; 7 KE—K 3
Q—R4; 8P—KR4,P—KR3; 9Kt—B 3, Kt—K 2; 10 Q—QS, 0—0; 11 B—Kt3
Q Kt—B 3; 12 Kt—K 2,B—Kt5; 13P—B3,Q R—0Q 1; 14 Q Kt—Kt I, Kt—Kt 3+.
Nenarokoff—Sosin, Russian National Tournament, 1926.

Ig:) Or 6. o B—Kt2; 7 P—Q4, Kt—K2; 8 Kt—B3, 0—R4; 9 P—K R4,

—KR3; 10 Q—Q3, Q Kt—B3; 11 Kt—Kt5, 0—0; 12 P—B3+.
(d) If 10 ., P—KRS8; 11 K-~Ktl+4. The column is Spielmann—Lovenfisch,

(e) 8 Kt—R 4 P—KKt4; 9 P—KR4); 9 P—Q4, P—KRS;
10 Kt—K4 P—K Kt4; 11 i’——KR4, P—KB3; 12PxP RPxP; 13Ktx P (B4),
Px Kt; 14 "B—K 2+ (Sosm)

(f)_Bogoljuboff—Sosin, Moscow, 1924. Black should now contmue 18. , R—K1,
14 P—B4, Px P e.p.; 15 Px P, B—~K B 4 (Sosin).

’g) For 4 Kt—K B 3 see ngs nght s Gambit.

h) OrSKt—QB3 6Q—Q3,P—Q4, 7PxP, KKtxP; 8 Kt—B3,
0—0; 9 0—0, Bx Kt; 10 PxB R—K'1; 11 Bx Kt Qx B F. Spielmann—Réti,
Baden 1914.

z 7 Kt—K B 3 1s better. The column 1s anallgss by Kmoch.

The Lopez Counter-Gambit. Or3 |, h; 4 K—B1, P—K Kt4 (the
Class:cal Defence); 5 Kt—Q B 3, B—Kt 2; 6 P—Q 4, Kt—K 2; 7 P—K K
%MacI:{Dﬁnnellls I?tta&k), PxP; 8 K—Kt 2, Q—R 3;9Px P Q—K Kt3 10 Kt—B 3

- t—Q 5.

(k) 8 Kt—-QBS K~Q1; 7KtxP (7 BxKt, RxB; 8 QxP, B—Q3), P—B3;

8 Kt—K B3, Q—K2; 9 Bth RxB; 10 P—Q3 P—Q4 11 Bx P, P—KR 3=,
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BISHOP'S GAMBIT; BREYER GAMBIT; KERES GAMBIT
1 P—K4, P—Kg4; 2 P—K B4, PxP.

6 7 8 9 10
3 B—B4)ctereerieianse..B—K2(%)...0—B 3 (m)..Kt—QB3(q)
Kt—K B3 P—Q4 () Kt—QB3 Q—R5ch
4 Kt—Q B3 PxP P—B3(n) K—K=2
Kt—B3.....P—B3 (@ Kt—KB3 Kt—Bj3 (0 P—Q3
5 Kt—B3 Q—B3 () P—Bg4 P—0 4 Kt—Q 5
B—Ktjs P—Q4(f) P—B3 P—Q 4 B—Ktsch
6 Kt—Q 5 (@) PXP P—Q 4 P-K5s Kt--B 3
0—0 (%) B—Q3 B—Kktsch Kt—Ks5 Bx Ktch
7 0—0 P—03 K~-B1()) BxP PxB
Ktx K< B—KKts 5 PxP P—B3 K—Qr
8 PxKt Q-—-Bz BxXxP (k) B—QKt; P-Q3
Kt—K 2 0—0 PXP B—Kz2 P—K Kt 4
9 P—Q4 BxP Bx Kt PxP B—Q2
Kt—Kt3 R—Ki1ch Xt—Qg4! BxP B—Kt 2
10 Kt—K5() K—B1 K—B 2 Kt—K 2 B—K 1
B—Q3 P—QKts4 TRxB O0--0 Q-R 4
ua Ktx Kt B—Kt3 BxP 0—-0 P—K R4 (7)
BPxKt P—Kts 0—O P—Kig P—QB3
@2 Q—Kt4+ QKt—Kz2 Xt—KB3 BxKrt Kt—B 3

KtxP (g Kt—B3+ () QKtPx B{p) Kt—K 2

(a) 6 0—0 (or 8 P—K 5, P—Q 4), 0—0; 7P—Q3, Bx Kt; 8 PxB, P—Q4=.

() 6 ., KtxP; 7 O—0O, O—0QO; 8 P—Q4, Kt—B3; 9 KtxB, Ktx Kt;
10Bx P 4 Spielmann—Bogoljuboff, Triberg, 1921. Or8 ,B—K2; 9 Bx P,P—Q 3;
10 Q—Q 3 +. Spielmann—Grunfeld, Innsbruck, 1922.

(c) Inferioris 10 P—K R4,B—Q3; 11 P—R 5, Kt—R 5; 12Q—K 1, Ktx Kt ch;
13 Rx Kt, Q—Kit4; 14 R—EK R 3, PLKt 4+. Loman—Yates, cheveningen, 1923.

(d) Bogoljuboﬁ’s Defence If 4 ., B—Kt5; 5§ P—K5, P--Q4; 6 B—Kt5ch,
P—B3; 7 PxKt, H 8Q-——K2ch+

(e) s B—Kt 3, P— 4 6 PxP,PxP; 7P—Q4,B—Q3; 8 K Kt—K 2, 0—O0;

9 0—0, P—K Kt 44, pxelmann—BogolJubofE Mahrisch- Ostrau, 1923. Or 5 P—Q 4
B—Kts 6 Q—B3, P—Q4; 7PxP, 0—0; 8 KKt—K2, PxP+. prelmann—
Bogoljuboﬁ, arlsbad 1923.

s, Q—LZ; 6 KKt—K2, P—QKt4; 7 BxP, PxB; 8 P—K5+.
Tartakover.

(g) 13BxKt,PxB; 14 Q—Kt3, BxB; 15 Ktx B+ (Tartdakover). The column
to Black’s ninth move is Shanghu—Chefoo, correspondence

(h) The Lesser Bickop’s Gambit.

(£) 8 Kt——Kz 4 P—Q 4, P—Q4 anP ;{txP 8§ Kt~ B3, B—Kt5ch
7P—B3,B—K2; 8 0—0, 0—0; P—B4, K fo Bx Xt,Px B 1Q—Q 3,
B—B3; 12 Kt—B 3 (1f 12 QxP P—-B 4 ') Kt—B3 13 Kt—Qs B-—-Kts (better
R—K 1) ; 14 KtxBch, Qx Kt; 15 P—Q 5. Tartakover——Alekhme, New York, 1924

(/) 7B—Q 2, BxBch; 8 Qx B was better (Tartakover).

(k) 8 P—B 5 should have been played (Tartakover).

(1) Tartakover—Capablanca, New York, 1924.

(m) The Breyer Gambit.

(n) Tartakover recommends 4 QxP, Kt—B3; 5 Kt—Q B3, Kt—QKtS5,
4 Kt—K 2 1s met by 4. , P—

(o) 4 , P—Q4; 5 PxP, Kt——K4 6 Q—K 4, Q—K2; 7 P—Q 4, Kt—Kt3
8QxQch, BxQ 9 B—Q 3, Kt—B 3. C. H. Alexander—T. H. Tylor, Chester, 1934.

(p) Spielmann—-—’l‘atrasch Gothenburg, 1920.

(9) The Keres, Willemson, or Pernau Gambit.

(r) Keres—Kunerth, correspondence, 1935
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 P-K B4, PxP; 3 Kt—KB3.

1 2 3 4 5
3 P—Q4
4 PXP (a)
Kt—K B3
5 Kt—B3.ioiiiiiiiiiniiiiiiiennne. [ eees..B—Kt5ch
KtxP P—B3
6 B—Ktsch..B—K2..... Ktx Kt PxP
P—B 3 Ktx Kt Qx Kt PXxP
7 Q—Kz2ch KtPxKt P—Qgq B—B 4
B—K3  B—Q3 B—K2(d)..B—Q3  B—Q3
8 B—B 4 P—Q 4 B—Q3 P—Bg4 Q—Kz2ch
B—K 2 0—0 P—K Kty Q—K3ch Q—Kz2
9 Ktx Kt O0—0 Q—K 2 K—B 2 QxQch
PxKt Kt—B 3 B—KB4 P—QB4 KxQ
10 B—Ktsch P—Bg4 BxB B—Q3 P—Q 4
Kt—B 3 P—Q Ktz QxB Q—R3 B—K B4
11 P—Qg4 P—B3 P—K Kty R—Kich Xt—Ks;
Q—B 2 B—KKt5; Q—Q2+(¢) K—B: ' BxKt
12 BXKtch Kt—K1 Q—K2 PxB
PxB () BxB (0 B—Qz(f) Kt—Q4(g
6 7 8 9 10
3 Kt—KB3...otiiiiinonans veseseess.B—K2 ())...P—K Kt 4
4 Kt—B 3 P—K 5 B—Bg4 Kt—B 3 (n)
P—Q 4 Kt—R 4 B—Rs5ch P—Ktjs
5 P—Ks5(0h) P—Q4 K—B1 (m) Xt—Ks;
Kt—K 5 P—Q 4 P—Q4 Q—R 5¢h
6 B—K2 P—B4...... B—Q3 () BxP P—Kt3
P—KKts Kt—QBj3 Kt—QB3 Kt—K B3 PxP .
7 0—0 PxP 0—0 Kt—B3 QxP |
Kt—QB3 QxP P—K Kt3 O—O Q% Q (o)
8 B—Kts Kt—B Kt—B 3 P—Qg4 KtxQ
P—QR3 B—QKts B—R3 P—B3 P—Q 4
9 BxKtch K—B 2 Kt—K 2 B—Kt 3 B—R 3
PxB BXx Kt 0—O0 B—XKt 5 QPxP
10 P—Q 3 PxB P—K Kt3 BXxP Kt—B 6 ch
B—B4ch B—Kts B—R 6 Kt—R 4 K—Q1
1x P—Q 4 B—K 2 R—B2 —Q 2 BxB
B—K 2+ 0—O0 (1) P—KKt4+ BxKt KxB
(®)
w 4 P—K5 P—KKt4; 5 P_KRS, Kt—KR3; 6 P—Q4, Kt—B 4+.
b) 13 0—0, 0—0O; 14 Kt—K5, Q—Kt3; 15 P—B 3. Rubinstein—Tarrasch
Meran, 1924,

§c) Spielmann—Nyholm, Abbazia, 1912.

d) 1£7. , Kt—B 3?; 8 Bx

11 K—B 2+. Spielmann—Elisikases, 3rd match game, 1937.
¢) Rubinstein—Yates, Hastings 1922.
) 18 P—Q Kt 4, P—Q Kt 3; 14 B—K 4. Réti—Nyholm, Baden, 1914.

f

3g 13 Bx
(k) 5

Bogoljuboft,

Notes ctd. on p. 99

t+. Nimzovitch—Schweinburg, 1934.
Px P 1s best, transposing into cols. 1—4. The column is Spielmann-—
Berlin, 1919.

P,B—Kt5, 9BxP,K—Q 2; 10B—Kt3, R—K 1 ch;
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ALLGAIER GAMBIT
1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 P—K B4, PxP; 3 Kt—KB3, P—KKt4;
4 P—KR4, P——Kt 5; 5 Kt—Kt 5.

11 12 13 14 15

5 P—KR3.......................................Kt—KB3(i)

6 KtxP P—K 5
KxKt Q—Kz2
P () F N veeesss.B—Bgch(e) Q—K 2 ()

4 -81() P—B6 P—Q4 Kt—R 4

8 BxXP B—B4ch BxPch Kt—Q B3
Kt—KB3(b) P—Q4 K—K1(f) Kt—Kt6

9 Kt—B3 BxPch P—Q4 Q—B 4
B—Kt 5.....PXP K—XKt 2 (d) t-—KB3(g)Q><Pch()

10 B—K2 B—B4ch PxP Kt—B 3 B—K2
BxKtch(c) K—Kt3 Kt—K B3 B—Kts Ktx R

1ir PXB P—Rs5ch Xt—B3 BxBP QxPch
PxP K—R 2 B—Kts KtxB K—Qr

12 Q—0Q2 Q—K2 B—QB4 PXxKt P—Q 4
K—Kt3 B—Ktz2 PxP QXP Q—Kt2

13 0—0 0—0—0 R—Ktich O0—0O BxBP
B—K3 R—B1 Kt—Kt5 BXxKt QxQ

14 P—B4 B—Ks5 QxP PxB KtxQch
P—B3 Kt—B 3 QxPch Kt—B 3 K—K1

15 QR—Ktr KR—B1 R—Kt3 Q—Q2 Ktx R
P—Kt3 Q—K 2 R—B1 B—K3 P—B3

16 R—B 2 Kt—Q 5 B—B 4 QR—K1 BxP+
QKt—Q2 KXtxKt B—K 2 K—Qz2

17 B—Q6 QXPch B—K 5 ()

(a) The Allgaxer-Thorold Attack., If 7 QxP, Kt—KB3; 8 QxP, B—Q3;
9 Q—B —B 3; 10 P—B 3, Kt—K 4

(b) 8 Px P; 9 B—B 4 ch, 'K—Kt 2; 10 B—K 5ch, Kt—B 3; 11 0—0, B—K 2
12 Kt—B8or8.. B—KS SB—Q 3, Kt—K B 3; 10 Kt—B 3, B—K 2; 11 Kt—KtS
Kt—R 3; 12 B—K

(¢) Dr.A. von Claparéde considers that Black obtamns the better game by 10..
Kt—B 8. The column is Fahndrich and Schlechter—Fleissig and Marco, 1903.

(4 9.., K—K1; 10 PxP, P—Kt6 (10 , Kt—KB3; 11 Kt—B 3, B—Kt5;
12 O—O, Bx Kt; 13 Px B, Kth 14 Px Kt, QxRP 15 B—B 4, R—Kt1;
16 Q—K 1 ch, QxQ, 17 QRchh) ;11 B-——K3 B—K2 12 Kt—B3 BxP
13 K—Q 2. Fleissig and Marco—Fahndrich and Schlechter, 1903.

(e) The Qurousoff Attack.

. ({3) 8.., K—Kt2; 9 P—Q4, P—B6; 10 PxP, Kt—K B3 transposes into
col. .

(g) 9.., P—B6; 10 Px P transposes into col. 13, note (d).
(k) If 17 P——B 4 (Mieses—Pillsbury, Vienna, 1903), Q x Q P ch.

1) 5 —Q4; 6 PxP, P_KR3 (or 6 ., B—K2; 7 B—Kt5ch, P—B3;
8PxP,PxP 9 B—B4); 7 Kt—K 4, B—K2; SQ—KZ BxPch; 9Kt-—B2ch
B—K2; 10 Ktx P. S. Mlotkowski—E, R. Perry, 1920

(4) Or 7 P—Q 4, P—Q 4 (better 7.., P—KR3; 8 KtxP, R—R 2); 8 B—K 2,

Kt—R4, 9 x P, Kt—Kté6}; 10 Kt—QB3, B—K3; 11 R—R3+.
Dus-Chotlmlrsky—Rabmowtch Moscow, 1925.
(k) 9 KtxR; 10 P—Q4, P—QB3; 11 BxP, P—Q3 (or 11 , P—Q4;

12 KthP+) ; 12’ Kt—K 4, PxP; 13 BxP+. The note and column are from
Larobok, 1921.
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KIESERITZKY GAMBIT
1 P—K 4, P—K4; 2 P-KBy4, PxP; 3 Kt—KB3, P—KKty4;
4 P—K R4, P—Kts5; 5 Kt—K 5.

16 17 18 19 20
5 B—Kt2(@).eeeeeeess o Kt—KB3....... veess . P—Q3
6 KtxKtP...P—Q 4 P—Q4...... B—B4 KtxKtP
P—Q 4 Kt—K B3 P—Q3 P—Q 4 P—K R4
7 P—Q4 B—B4 () Kt—Q3 PxP Kt—B 2
PxP P—Q 4 KtxP B—Q3(¢) XKt—KB3
8 BXP PxP BxP O—O0 (7) P—Q 4
QxP Kt—R 4 Q0—Kz2 Bx Kt B—R 3
9 QXQ Kt—Q B3 Q—Kz2 R—K1 Kt—B 3
BxQ 0—0 B—Ktz2 Q—Kz2 Kt—Kts
10 P—B3 Kt—K 4 (d) P—B3 P—B3 Q—B 3
BxKt Kt—Q2 P—KR4 Kt—R4 Kt—K6
11 PXB KtxBP Kt—Q 2 P—Q4 BxKt
Kt—QB3 Q—Kr Ktx Kt Kt—Q 2 PxB
1z B—QKts Kt(B7)-Kt; KxKt PxB KEKt—Q1
0—0—O0 Kt—Kt6 QxQch KtxP B—Kts
13 BXxKt Kt—K 6 BXxQ P—Q Ktz Q—Ktj3
PxB (b) Kt—XKt3 () B—B4 (f) 0O—O (i) Q—B 3 (j)
21 22 23 24 25
5 P—Q 4 (3)...Kt—QB3(#).Q—K2..... B—K 2..... P—K R4
6P—Q4  P—Q4 P—Q4  B—Bsy BBy
Kt—K B3 KtxKt P—Q 3 BXxPch R—R 2
7 BXP PXxKt KtxKtP K—B1 P—Q 4
KtxP P—Q3 P—K B4 P—Qgq P—B 6 (o)
8 Kt—Q 2 BxP Kt—B 2 BxP PxP
Ktx Kt Q—K2 Kt—KB3 Kt—KR3 P—Q3
9 QxKt PxP BxP P—0 4 Kt—Q3
B—Qs3 QxKPch KtxP B—Kt4 B—Kz2
10 0—0—0 Q0—K2 Q—Rs5ch P—KKt3 B—K3
B—K3 QxQch K—Qr Q—B3 BXxPch
11 B—Q3 BxQ B—K2 PxP K—Q2
Kt—Qz2 () BXP Kt—K B3 BxP B—Kt4
12 QR—K1 BxB Q—B3 K—Kt 2 P—B 4
Ktx Kt PxB Kt—B 3 P—B3 B—R 3
13 BXKt Kt—B 3 P—B 3+ BxB Kt—B 3
BxB QxB B—Ktz2
14 RxB (m) Q—Qz+ P—Bs+
Paulsen s Defence
fb} KR4; 15 Kt—B3_(if 15 B—Kt5, P—B3;

17 Bx Kt KR—Kl

Schlechter), P—KB4;

PxP; 18 Kt—Kt5 + (Larobok 1921)
(c) 7 Kt—Q B3, P— 3

R—Kl; 11 K—B 2, Rx

16 RxP, KtxR;
16 QR—BI R—Q2 17

7 P—Q 5,

Kt—Q 3, O—0; 9 KtxP, KtxP, 10 KtxKt,

12 P 3, Q—B 3;

d) 10 Kt—K 2, P-—-QB4; 11 P—B3 PxP;
t+ Steinitz—Zukertort, Vienna, 1882.

14 B—Kt 38, Ktx F;
Stoltz—S&misch Swmemunde, 1932.

Notes ctd n p. 99,

13 P—K Kt
12 PxP, Kt—Q

2; 13 KtxKt,

15 Bx Kt, Bx Kt+. Analysis by Cordel and Schlechter.
White won.
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KING'S KNIGHT'S GAMBIT
1 P—K 4, P—-—K4 ;-2 P—K By, PXP 3 Kt—K B3, P—KKtg4;

4 B—B
26 27 28 29 30
4 B—Kt2.iioiieiniiiinn, cienes ceeens N e . P—Kt;
5 0—0....... et eeierana, e P—KR4(f) Kt—K 5 (z)
P—Q3 P—KR3 Q—R
6 P—Q4 P—Q4 K——B 1
P—KR3 P—Q3 Kt—QB3
7 P—B 3 (a) Kt—B3(g) BxPch())
Kt—QB3usissseassese Kt—K2 Kt—QB3 K—K:2
8 P—K Kt3 P—K Ktz Kt—K2 Ktx Kt ch
B—R6..... P—Kt 5 P—Kts 0—Kz2 QPxKt
9 PxP Kt—R 4 Kt—R 4 Q9—9Q3 BxKt
BXxR P—B6 P—B6 B—Q2 RxB
10 QXB Q—Kt 3 () Kt XP() B—Qz2 O—K 1
PxP Q—K 2 Px Kt 0—0—0 P—Kt6
11 BXP Kt—B 5 QxXP B—B3 P—Q 4
Q—B3 BxKt 0—0 R—K1 P—B6
12 B—KKt3 PxB BxPch P—Qs5s P—KR3
0—0—0" Kt—Q1(d) K—R1 Kt—K4  B—Kts
13 QKt—Q2 B—By4 Q—R 5 Ktx Kt 0—K 3
KKt—K2 Kt—KBj3 Kt—Ktr Px Kt R-Kt 3+ (®)
14 Q—R3ch Kt—Q2 P—K 5 0—0—0
K—Kt1 0—O0 PxP+ Kt—B 3+ (%)

15 R—KB1 P—KR3
Q—Kt3 P—K R4

16 Kt—R 4 B—Q3
Q—Kt4 ()

(a) 1f 7 Kt—B 3, Schlechter advises 7. ., B—K 3 followed eventually by O—0—0.
If 7P—K Kt 3, P~Kt5; 8 Kt—R 4, P—B'6; 9 P—B 3, B—B3; 10 KtxP, Px Kt ;
11 Qx P, Q—K +.

(b) Sprelmann~—~Griinfeld, Carlsbad, 1923. The chances are even.

¢) 10 Kt—Q 2, B—B3; 11 QKtxP Px Kt; 12 QxP (Spiel ~—Grii ,
Teph(tz-Schonau, 1922), B—R 6 9 (Spielmann—Grilnfeld

(4) With 12.., 0—0—0O ! 18 BxP, Q—K 7! Black can f
14 R—B2,0—K 8ch; 15R—B’l, Q—K 7; forif 14 Q—K 6 ch?, R—Q 21; sdifngzy
Q—QSch+ (Nxmzovﬂ:ch) The column is Splelmann—Grunfeld Vxenna 1922.

10 Kt—R 3, 0—0; 11 B—B4, P—Q4 (11.., P—R 3 —
Reti B Cobn, Aboans, 112, Q4 (L., )i 12 Kt—Kt5 +.

(f) The Calabrese-Philidor Gambit.

(g) Altematlves are 7 PxP, PxP; 8 RxR, B R, 9 Kt—R 2, —.
P—Kt5; 8 Bx P, Px Kt 9Q><P B—K 3; 10 BxB, PxB; 11 Q-—Rsoéh71?—(§23'
12 Q—Ktd4, Q—K 2+, —Q3, P—Kt5; 8 Kt—Kt1, O—B3; 6 P_B3
fl—K R4; 4 10 Kt—Q R 3, Kt— 2; 11 Kt—K 2. Marshall—Pillsbury, Vlenna, 1903.

.(/l) Anderssen—Neumann, 1866.

(4) The Salvio Gambit.

(1) 7 KtxBP, B—B4; 8 Q— P—Kt6; 9 KtxR, B—B7; 10 Q—Q 1
Kt—B 8+. Or7P—Q4, Ktht 8Pth B—B4; 9Q—K I, P—Kt 6 —B3,
Peos: 1 PxQ P, bB 6 Q Kt6; 10 Kt—B3,

(k) Dublin—Cambnidge, correspondence, 1892.
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MUZIO GAMBIT .
1 P—K4, P—K34; 2 P—K B4, PxXP; 3 Kt—K B3, P—KKty4;
4 B—B4, P—Kts.

31 32 33 34 35
5 0—0
2R < TP ceree P—Q 4 (R)
6 QXP PxP
Q—B3.ciiennnn Clesieresseitesanas Q—Kz2 PxKt
7 P—K 5 (1} P—Qg4 (i xP
Q%P K'c—(é1 B)3 %—Q 3
8 P—Q 3 (b) Kt—B 3 P—Q3
B—R3 KtxP Kt—K 2 ()
9 Kt—B 3 Q0—Q3 BxP
Kt—K 2 Kt—K 3 BxB
10 B—(Q 2 Kt—Q 5 QxB
QKt—DB3eeerueeaeoannn- P—QB3 Q—Bg4ch O—0
11 QR—K1 QR—K1 K—R1 Kt—B 3
Q—B4.enn.. N—B4ch Q—B4ch P—Ktg Kt—Kt 3
12 Kt—Q 5 K—R1 K—R1 B—Kt3 Q—Kt 3
K—Q1 K—Qi1(f) P—Q4 B—KR3 Kt—Qz2
13 Q—Kz2() QBXP Q—R 5 B—Q2 OQR—K1
Q—K3 Kt—Q 5 Q—Q3 Q—B1 () X—Ktz(m)
14 Q—B2(@ Q—Bz2 BxQP Q—QB3 Kt—Kt 5
Q—B4) BxB PxB P—Q B3
15 Q—K 2 QOxB Kt—Kt 5 Kt—B 7
Q—K 3 Kt—K 3 Q—QKt3 R—Q Ktx
16 Q—B6 B—Kt4 PxP
R—K1(g) Kt—B3 PXP
17 Kt—Q 5+ Kt—Q6¢ch RXP ch+
K—Q2 ()

(a) 7 P—Q 3, B—R3; 8 Kt—B3, Kt—K2; 9 BxP, BxB; 10 QxB, OxQ,
11 RxQ, P—KB4; 12 PxP, P—B3. F. Edmonds suggests 7 P—B 3, P—Q3;
8 P—Q 4, B—R 3; 9 Kt—R 3, Kt—K2; 10 B—Q 3, 0—O.

(b) 8 BxPch, KxB; 9 P—Q4, QxPch; 10 B—K3, Q—Kt2+ (Rev. T.
Hanuilton).

c) Lean's Attack. If 13. , Ktx Kt; 14 Bx Kt, QxB; 15 B—B3+.

d) 14 Ktx Kt, Qx Q; 15 KtxKtch, KtPxKt; 16 RxQ +. If14 , Qx Kt}
15 Qq—R 5. Q—Kt4; 16 QxP, R—B1; 17QxRch+. Analysis by Tchigorin aad

e) 14.., Q—Kt5; 15 P-~KR3, Q--Kt3; 16 B x P+ (Znosko-Borovskv),
12..,0-0Q; 13BxP, B—Kt2; 14 B—K 3, Kt—Q5; 15 BxPch, K—R13;
12 Qz_g 4 KKt—B3; 17 Kt—Q5, §—R4; 18 P—B 3, Kt—K3; 19 R—B5+
drobok).
¢ (g) Maréczy and Meergrin—Tartakover and Frankl, consultation, 1920.

(k) 18 B—R 31, B—Kt 2; 19 Q—Kt4ch, K—B2;'20 Qx P, B—K 4; 21 Rx B,
Ktx R; 22 Qx Kt, Kt—Kt 3; 23 Q—Kt3+ (better still 23 Kt—Kt 5 ch, Nimzovitch).
Samisch and others—Gunter and others, Hanover, 1926. At move 15 in the column
Ktx P was previously considered White's best line. ,

(4) 7 QxP, QO—B4ch; 8 P—Q4, QxPch; 9 B—K3, %XB; 10 Q—K 5 ¢h,
Q—K3; 11 QxR, Q—KKt3+. F Elmonds suggests 7 P—Q Kt3, B—Kt2;
8 Kt—B 3.

) Steinitz—Anderssen, London, 1862.

?k) Bremtano’s Defence. The column and notes are from the Handbuch,

() Alternativesare (1)8 ,B—KB4; 9BxP, B—Kt3; 10 Kt—B 3, Kt—K2;
11 QR—K1, BxB; 12 QxB, 0—0, 13 Kt—K 4. (2) 8.., Q—Kt 4; 9 Kt—B3,
B—K Kt5; 10 Q—K4ch, Q—K2; 11 BxP+.

(m) 13, Kt—Kt8; 14 B—Kt3,Q0—0Q3(f14 .,B—Q2; 15 Kt—K 4); 15QxQ,
PxQ; 16 Kt—Kt5, R—Q1; 17 Kt—B7, R—Kt1; 18 R—K8ch+.
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KING'S GAMBIT

MUZIO GAMBIT
1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 P-KBy4, PXP;
4 B—By4, P—Kt 5-

3 Kt—K B3, P—K Kt

36 37 38 39 40
5 (0O—0) cveersese seses. . Kt—B3(d)..P—Q4(h)... BxP ch (B)
(P—Q)4) PXKt Px Kt KxB
6 BxP QxP QXP (2) Kt-Ksch ()
PXKt.uunon P—OB3 P—Q3() P—Q4 —K1
7 OXP BxKBPch P—Q4(f) BxQP QxP
P—Q By (s) KxB B—K3 Kt—K B3 Kt—KB3
8 CxP Kt~Ks5ck Kt—0Qs5 C—9 QxP
Kt—B3 K—K1 P—QB3 P-33 P—Q3
9 Kt—B3 P—Q4 0—0 Kt—B 3 Xi—K B3
B—Kz2 P—B6 PxKt PxB R—Kt1
10 P—K3j PxP PxP PxP 0—0
PxB B—Kt2 B—B4 B—Kt2 R—Kts
11 PxXKt P—K B4 BxP BxP Q—K3
B—Q3 Kt—K 2 B—Kt3 o0 R xP+ (m)
12 R—K1ch P—B3 B—Ktsch B—Kts
B—K3 Kt—Kt3 Kt—Q 2 Q—Kt3
13 OQ—Kts KtxKtP QR—Ki1chBxXt
B—B 4ch Q—R5 B—K 2 BxB
14 K—~R1 D_Bs5+(c) BxP QxB
Kt -Q2 Q—Kt3 QxQ+ ()
KtxP+ (b Q—QR3 (g
(@ 7 .,Kt—KBo, 8QxP, B—K2; 9 Kt—53, D-—&; 10 P—Q 3. Aurbach—

Spielmann, Abbazia, 1912.
(b) Analysis by F. Edmonds.
(c) Analysis by Mazco.
(d) MacDonell’s : ttack.

10 Q

6.., P—Q4;
(—)~R5 B—KQS

(f) 70—0,B—K3; 8 Kt—Q 5, P—Q B3; 9 Q—B3, PxKt;

7 KtxP, Kt—QB3; 8 O
il Bx P, BxB

—u, B8--23, 9 P—Q 4, KtxP;

12 KtxB. Bx8; 15 Q—K5ch.. Charousek
and Fahndnch—-Halprm and Marco, consultatxon, 1897

11 Q'x Kt, Q—Kt 3ch (J. Malchm, 1912).

(g) 15..,

QxPch;

(k) Ghulam Kassim’s Attack.

(f) 6 BxP, P—Q4; 7 BxQP, Kt—K B3.
8 Q—R 5ch, K—K2 9 Kt—B3, PxR= Q ch.

() Handbuch, 1913,
(k) The * Wild Muzio.”

(1) 6 0—0, PxKt;
9 P—Q4, Kt—B 3;

10 Kt—B 3, B—K
(m) Analysis by Dr. E. von Schmxdt

If 8..,
12 K—B 2+

10QxR,PxB;

16 K—R 1, B—K5; 17 Q—R 3, P—B 4 (Maréczy).

PxP; 7BxPch, KxB;

7 Qx P (the Double Muz0), P—Q3; 8 QxPch, Kt—B3;
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Notes for cois. 1 16 10 Cid.

(1) Réti—Nyholm, Abbazia, 1912.

(j) £ 6 PxP e.p,, BxP; 7P—B4,P—Q B4; 8 P—Q5, B—Kt5; 9B—~K2
BxKt; 10 BxB, Q—R 5ch+. Grob--Naegeli, match, 1933~34.

(k) Gumzsrich—Rellstab, Berlin, 1933.
() The Cunningham Gambit.

(m) If 5§ P—K Kt3, PxP; 6 0—0, P-—Q4 7 Bx P, Kt—K B§; 8 BxPch,
KxB; 9P—KS5, B—R6 10'Px Kt, Bx R+

(n) The Quaade Gambit. An alternative is 4 P—Q4 (Rosentreter Gambit),
P—Kt5; 5 Kt—K 5, Q—R 5¢ch; 6 P—Kt3,PxP; 7Qx P,QxQ. Inbothgambits,
4.., B—XKt 2 leads to the Berlin Defence.

(o) 1f 7.., P—Kt7disch; 8 QxQ, PxR=Q; 9 Q—R5+.

Notes for cols. 16 to 25 ctd.

() 7.., B—Kt2; 8 P—Q 4, Kt—R 4, trausposing into col. 17, is safest for Black.
(k) The Rice Gambit.

(1) 14 B—R 3, Kt—B6ch; 15 PxKt, QxP; 16 R—K5, B—B 4; 17 Kt—Q2,
Q—Kt6ch; 18 K—Bl Q— R7 ;19 BxR, P—kts 20 B—B 5, P—Kt7ch.
Analysis by Capablanca, Bum, and Ed. Lasker.

i) 14 P—KS5, PxP; 15 Kt—Q 5, Q—B5!; 18 KtxQ, KBx Kt; 17 QxP,
Bx(Q; 18 Kth+ Larobok 1921.

(k) Brentano’s Defence.
() 11.., P—KBS8; 12 QR—K1, BxKt; 13 BxB, K~Q2; 14 BxKBP+

(M&M..,Q— 2; 15B—B 5,0—0—0; 18 Bx B, Px B (Schlechter) ; 17 Q—~K2,
P—KR4; 18 K —B1 (Rubmstem)

(#) Neumann's Defence. The column is from Ldrobok, 1921.

(o) 7.., B—K2; 8 BxP, BxPch; 9 P—Kt3, B—~Kt4; 10 RxP, RxR;
llePch K—B1; 12 BxR, BxB; 13 Kt—Kt 6 ch +.
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KING’S GAMBIT DECLINED

THE customary method of declining the King’s Gambit gives
rise to positions of great complexity, frequently reacting to
the detriment of the second player, who, under the stress of
match-play, would be well advised to select instead one of
the excellent lines at his disposal in the Gambit Accepted.
But the number of times that, in modern master-play, Black
is called upon to make a choice of how to defend is strictly
limited by the fact that he hardly ever has the Gambit
offered to him.

The usual defence 2..., B—B 4 (cols. 1 to 10) gives
White chances of a successful attack on the King’s Bishop’s
file after neutralising the restraining influence of Black’s
King’s Bishop. The interesting variations in cols. 1 to
4, which have given rise to some of the most brilliant
games on record, are now very seldom encountered. The
line in col. 2, beginning with 7..., Kt—Q 5, is the best for
Black; but he would be well advised to avoid these varia-
tions by the earlier 6..., B—K 3 (col. 5), recommended
first by Tarrasch and then by Alekhine.

The most promising continuation for the attack, however,
is that which begins 4 P—B 3 (cols. 8 and 9), a favourite
in Morphy’s days and with that great master himself, and
now again in favour with the experts. Col. 10 shows what
appears to be Black’s strongest defence.

The Falkbeer Counter-Gambit, 2...,P—Q 4 (cols. 1T to
20), had a strenuous advocate in Tarrasch, whose sensational
victory with it over Spielmann in 1923 (see col. 11, note (5))
caused the latter to write—prematurely, it is true—of the
demolition of the King’s Gambit. Since our last edition
White’s attack has been strengthened by the totally new
variations in cols. 12 and 13, due to Keres, where White
always obtains a clear superiority. -
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P—ar—

In addition, Keres and Stoltz have shown that the line
in col. 15, which had been considered unfavourable for
White since the celebrated game Leonhardt—Marshall, San
Sebastian, 1911, is with best play as good as won for the
first player.

Since Black’s other defences have long been refuted,
some considerable improvements will have to be found
before the Falkbeer Counter-Gambit can again be considered
playable.

Attention may be drawn to the interesting line in col. 2n,
suroduced by P. S. Milner-Barry.
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1 P—K 4, P—K 4; 2 P—K B 4, B—B 4, 3 Kt—K B3, P—Q 3;
4 Kt—B 3, Kt—K B 3; 5 B—B 4, Kt—B 3; 6 P—Q 3.

Q—Kt3 (a)
KtxPch
10

11
12
13
14
15

16 Q—Kt4ch

K—Kt1
17 BXR
QXP (e)

......................................

Ktx B
PxKt
PXP (d)
Kt—Q 2
B—B 4
Q—K 2
0—0
0—0—0
Q—Q2
BxKt
PxB
P—K Kt4
B—Kt3
P—-KR4
P—B3
P—R 5
PxKt
PxB
RPxP
PXP ()

Q—Kt3
KtxPch....

K—Qr
Ktx R

QxP
R—KB1

PxP
PXxP

B—Kts
B—K2
R—B1
P—B3

RXKt
BXR

BxB+ (g)

4 5
B—K3!
B—Kt 5 ()
P—QR3
Bx Kt ch
PxB
Q—K2 (k)
Q—K 2 PxP
PxP BxP
PxP Q—Ktr!
K—Q1 Kt—Q 1
P—B3 0—0
P—QR4 P—B3
R—KKt1(k) R—K 1
R—B1 B—K 3
P—KR3 BxB
Kt—K 2 Ktx B
0—0—0 Kt—Ktj
Ktx Kt 0—O
Bx Kt Q—Kt 3
P—B3 Kt—Q 4
B—Kt3 Ktx Kt
P—R 5+ () Qx Kt
P—QB4=

(@) 9 Q—Q 1, P—Q Kt 4; 10 KtxB, PxB; 11 B PxP, Px Kt; 12 Px Kt,
QxP+4. Spielmann—Leonhardt, match, 1910.

(&) If 13.., Q—Q 2; 14 Qx Kt threatening B—K Kt 5 is decisive.

(c) 18 B—Kt

7,

Q—K2; 19 K—B1+. The column from White’s 15th move is
er.

analysis by H. B. Ub

(d) Or9 P—B3!, Ktx Ktch; 10 Px Kt, B—R 4; 11Q—K 2,Q—0Q 3; 12 P—B 5,

P—K Kt 3. Spielmann—Bogatyrchuk, Moscow, 1925.

13 P—K B4, Q—K 2; 14 Q—Kt 2.
(¢) Continued 18 Q—R 5, K—Kt1; 19 P—K 6, Px P+. Spielmann—Rabinovitch,

Moscow, 1925.

Better 12 PxP, QxKP;

(f) 8..,PxP; 9BxP (or9 Qx P, Kt—K 4; 10 B—Kt 3, Kt—R 4; Rubinstein

recommends 9 B—Kt5!=), Kt—

12 Qx Kt, Ktx P

If 16.., Q—Q3;
.,(gg)g—gz; 17QQ—QKt5+.

16,
Blake.

ch; 18 K—Q1,

Kt—R 4; 11

QKs; 10 Q—Kt 3, Q—Kt4, KtxB;
t—XK 6 ch followed by Ktx B+ (Svenonius).
17 Kt—Kt5+4+. Or 16.., Q—Q5;

. 17 BxPch+. Or
The analysis from White’s 15th move is due to J. H.

(k) Better is 12.., O—0—O0 and if 13 Qx Kt P, KR—Kt1; 14 QxB P, QxQ;
15 BxQ, RxP F. White plays best 13 R—B 1, with about equal chances.

(4) Rubinstein—Hromadka, Mahrisch-Ostrau, 1923.

(7) 7 Kt—Q 5, Bx Kt; 8 PxB, Kt—Q5; 9 PxP, PxP is favourable to Black
(Kmoch). The column down to Black’s 14th move is Spielmann—Tarrasch, Pistyan,

() 9 P—B57? B—B1; 10 B—Kt 5, B—Kt2; 11 Kt—K 2, Q—K 2;
E. M. Jelhe—M. E. Goldstein, 1923.

P—Q4; 13 P—B

3, 0—0—0+.

1290—Q2,
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1 P—K 4, P—K4; 2 P—KB4, B—B4; 3 Kt—K B3, P—Q3.

6 7 8 9 10
4 (Kt—B3)...Kt—B 3 (c)..P—B 3 (a)
(Kt—KB3) Kt—Q B3 Kt—KB3..B—KKts5..P—KBg4

5 (B—Bg4) B—Kts5(d) PxP PxP PxKP
(Kt—B3) Kt—Kz2 PxP PxP QPxP
6 (P—Q3) PxP P—0Q4 () Q-R4ch!(h) P—Q4q
P—QR3 (@) PXP PxP B—Q2() KPxP
7 PXP P—Q3 () PxP Q—B2 B—Q B4
PxP 0—0 B—Ktsch Kt—QB3(j) Kt-KB3 (k)
8 B—KKts; B—Ktsj B—Q 2 P—QKtq4 P—K3
Q—Q3 Q—Q3 BxBch B—Q3 Kt—K 5
9 BxKt Q—Q 2 QKtxB B—R 4 PxP
QxB Kt—Q 5 0—0 Kt—B 3 B—Ktsch(l)
10 Kt—Q 5 B—Q B4 B—Q3 P—Q3 K—K 2
Q—Q3 P—B 3= P—B 4 Kt—K 2 P—B 3
11 Q—Q2 P—Q 5 o0—O0 Q—Kt3
P—KR3 B—Kts Kt—Kt 3 Q—K 2
12 KR—B1 0—0 P—Q R4 Kt—B3
B—K 3= (d) QKt—Qz2(g) BX Kt= (m)

(a) 6 , Kt—Q5; 7PxP, Kt—Kt5; 8 Ktx Kt, BxKt; 9 P~K6, Q—R 5¢h;
10P—I\t3 B—B7ch; 11 KK 2 Q—R4 12 P——-KR3 Kt-—KGch 13 —Kt 44
P. S Mx]ner-Barry-—er G. A. Thomas, Hastmgs, 1933-34.

(b) Spielmann—Yates, Moscow, 1925.

(¢) 4 Px P (the Soldatenkoff Attack), PxP; 5 P—B 3, Kt—Q B 3; 6 P—Q Kt 4,
B—Kt3; 7 B—Kt5, Kt—B3; 8 KtxP, 0—0 9 Ktht PxKt; 10 BxP,
KtxP+. Tartakover-—Bum, Carlsbad 1911.

(d) 5 B—~B4, B—KKt5; 6 P~KRS, Bx Kt; 7QxB Q——RSch (or7..,PxP;
8QxP, Q—B3); 8 P—Kt3, Kt—Q5; 9 Q—Kt 3, Q—.
(e) If 7 Ktx P, O—O gives Black a strong attack.

(f) 8 Ktx P, Q-—-K2 7P—Q4,B—Q3; 8 Kt—B3, KtxP; 9 B—K 2, 0-0;
10 0—0, P—Q B 4; Q Kt—Q 2, Ktx Kt =F Charousek——]anowskn, Berlm, 1897.

(¢) 138 Q—B 2 . Spielmann—Van Scheltinga, Amsterdam, 1938.

(k) Marshall’s Variation. The column to Black’s 11th move is Spielmann—
Tarrasch, 1923.

i) If 6.., Kt—B3; 7 KtxP, 0—R5ch; 8 P—Kt3, B—B7ch; 9 KxB,
Q—B3ch; 10 K—Kt1, Qx Kt; 1 —Kt 2+ (prelmann)

(/) 7.., Q—K2; 8 P—OQ4, PxP; 9 PxP, B—Kt5ch; 10 Kt—BS3, B—B3;
11 8203, x Ktch; 12 Bx'B, BxP; 13 BxB, P~KB4 14 O—O PxB:
15 Q—Kt 3! +. Euwe——Marbczy, match, "1921.

(kg If 7.., BPxP; SKt—KS Kt—KB3; 9 Kt—B7, Q—K2; 10 KtxR,
—Q6; 11 B—Kt5 B—B7ch; 12 KxB, Q—B4ch; 13 B—K3, QxB;
14 P—KR3, B—K3; 15 Kt—-Q 1 +. Stoltz—prelmann, match 1932.

(1) 9 ., B—Kt8; 10 Kt—B 8, Kt—Q B 3; 11 B—K 3, Kt—R 4; 12 B—Q 3+.
Rétx-—Hromadka, P:styan, 1922. 2 ’ ’ 9

(m) Stoltz—Flohr, match, 1931,
(A) 4 P—8 Kt 4 (Heath’s Vanatxon) B—Kt3; § P—B4, B—Q5; 6 KtxB,

er\z 7 P— 4; 8PxP,PxP; 9 B—K 2, Q—R 5 ch=. C.B. Heath—
Dr. Macdomld G]asgow 1923.
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FALKBEER COUNTER GAMBIT
1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 P—K B4, P—Qg4; 3 KPxXP, P—K35;

4 P—Q3 (a).
11 12 13 14 15
4 Kt—KB3......... iiererseeesee s QXPLLL PxP
5 PxP....... Kt—Q 2! (c) Q—K2 QXP (k)
KtxKP B—K B4 (d).P—K 6 Kt—K B3 Kt—KB3
6 Kt—KB3 PxP Kt—B 4 Kt—Q B3 Xt—QB
B—QB4 KtxKP KtxP (2) B—QKts B—QB4(Z)
7 QO—Kz2 KKt—B3(e) KtxXP B—Q2 B—Q2
B—B4 (@) P—QB3?(f) KtxP BXx Kt 0—O0
8 Kt—B3! () Kt—Q 4 P—KKt3 BxB 0—0—O
Q—K 2 B—Kt3 (g Kt—Kt3 B—Kts QKt—Q2
9 B—K3 O—Kz2 B—Kt2 PxP P—K Kt3!
BxB B—Kts5s B—Q3 QXKP Kt—Kt 3
10 QXB P—B 3 Kt—B 3 QxQch B—Kt2
Ktx Kt 0—0 0—O0 KtxQ B—K Kt 5
11 QX Qch Ktx Kt 0—0 BxP Kt—B 3
KxQ Bx XKt Kt—B 3 R—Kt 1 Q KtxP
12 PXKt PxB K—R1 B—K s P—KR3
BxP R—K1 P—B4 Kt—Q B3 XKtxKt
13 Kt—Q4 B—K 3 Kt—B4! B—Q3 QxKt
B—K35 Kt—R 3 P—Bj KtxB BxKt
14 Kt—Kt 5 Q—Q 2 KtxB Bx Kt BxB
Kt—R 3 BxQP Px Kt Kt—B5() Q—Q3
15 P—B 4= BxKt+ (h) BXP + BxKtP+ Q-Kt3+ (m)

}31f 7., B—B7ch; 8 K—Q1, QxPch; 9 KKt—Q 2 (Alapin’s Variation),
P—K 10 Kt—B3, Q—Q5; 17 Ktht PxKt; 12 P— B3, Q—K6;
13 Q—R Sdch K—B1l; 14 B—QB4+. Rét1—-—Breyer Budapest 1921. ., P—B 4

is also ba

() 8 P—K Kt4, 0—0; 9 PxB, R—K1; 10 B—Kt2, Kt—B7; 11 Kt—K3,
KtxR; 12 Bx Kt Kt—Q2; 13 Kt—QB 3, P—KB 3+ Splelmann—’rarrasch
Mahnsch-Ostrau, 1923.

¢) The Keres Variation.

d) Recommended by Keres as best. If5..,PxP; 6BxP, KtxP; 7 Kt—K4!,
B—K2; 8 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q2; 9 O—O, 'p— QBS; 10 K—R1, Q Kt—Bs
11 Kt—K54. Keres—Malmgren, correspondence, 1934 Or $.., Qx P?- 6 Px
KitxP; 7 B—B4, Q—Q B4; 8 Q—K 2, P—B4; 9 Ktx K}, Pth lonPcb
B—K2; 11 Kt—B3+ Kettmg-—-Van Nuss, Rotterdam, 1935.

(e) 7Q0—K 2,Q0—K 2; 8 K Kt—B 3,Kt—Q 2; 9 Kt—Kt 34, 0-—0—0 10 B—XK 3.
Q—Kt5ch; 11 B-—Q2 K B F.

( {5) B—Q Kt5is a suﬂicxeut defence (Dr. von Claparéde). See alsc B.C.M., 1987,

g) 8 ., KtxKt; 9 KtxB, Kt—K5; 10 B—B4, B—B 4; 11 Kt—K 3 would

leave thte with on]y a minimal advantage (Keres).

(k) Keres—?uker, correspondence, 1935.

(1) 6 ., P—Q Kt4; 7 KtxP, B—Q3; 8 Q—B3, 0—0; 9 B—Q2, B—Q B 4;
10 B—K 2 +. Ketting—V d Vaart cor:respondence, 1938. The column 1s Keres—
Stalda, correspondence, 1933-34.

(_1) Réti—Tarrasch, Gothenburg, 1920.

(k) 5§ BxP, QxP’ 6 Kt—Q B3, Q-—-—Ksch 7 KKt—K?2, Kt—KB3;

p. 4

0—0, Q—Kt3ch; 9 K—R1, B—K 2; Q——Kl Kt—B3; 11 P—QRS,
0—0; 12 P—Q Kt4+ Keres—Vzdmar correspondence, 1936.

(5) 6 , B—QKt5; 7 B—%{ 0—0—0, QKt—Q2; 9 B—K2

(9 P—KKt3!', as in the text), t—Kt3 10 B—B 3, B—Kt 5 F. Leonhardt—

Marshall, San Sebastlan, 1911.
(m) Stoltz—Marshall, Folkestone, 1933.
(a) Tartakover discusses the alternatives : (1) Kt—Q B 3; (2) P—Q4; (8) Q—Kk 2,
(4) P—K Kt 3 in Dwe Hypermoderne Schachpartie, 1924.
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FALKBEER COUNTER GAMBIT
1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 P—K B4, P—Q4.
18 17 18 19 20
3 (KPXP)evuernnnn.. veer . .Kt—KB3..P—Qy4......Kt—QB3(y)
P—K 5)..... P—QB3(c) QPP PxQP P—Q5
4 B—Ktsch Kt—QB3(d) KtxP Q%P QKt—Kz2
P—B3 KPxP() Kt—Qz2(g) Kt—KBj3(k) B—KKts
5 PxXP Kt—B 3 P—Q 4 PxP P—Q3
KtXP (a) Kt—B 3 PXP ep. QXP B—Q3
6 P—Q3 P—Q4 KtxQP Kt—K B3 PxP
Kt—B 3 Ktx P KKt—B3 Kt—B3 BxP
7 Kt—Q B3 KtxKt Q—B3 Q—K3ch Q—Q2
B—QKts QxKt B—K 2 Q—Ks5 Kt—Q B3
8 B—Q2 BxP B—K3 Kt—B 3 Kt—K B3
B—Kts Q—Kjsch 0O—O B—QKts BxKt
9 KKt—K2 Q—Kz2 Kt—B 3 B—Q3 PxB
0—O0! QXxQch Kt—Kt3 QAxXQ ch Q—R5ch
10 PXP BxQ Kt—K 5 BxQ K—Q1
BxQ Kt B—K2 B—KB4 Kt—Qg4 P—K By (k)
11 BxB 0—0 B—Qs3 B—Q2 Q—Kt 5
KtxP B—K 3 BxB Ktx KtF (7)) QxQ
12 QXQ P—B g4 O0—0—0+ BxQ
QRXQ((®) O—0(f) P-KR3F ()
, PxP; 6 B~B4, Kt—B3; 7 P—Q3 (7 P— B— —
o—(ga,) 9 0—5, P—B4; 10 P—Q5, O Kt—Q%; (11 B— t pgg S 1?135131
B—B 4ch+. Tchigorm-—Plllsbur% Vxenna 1898), B—Q B 4; 8 Kt—K 2 B—-K Kt5;
9QKt—B3,PxP; 10QxP,Q 1B—Q2,B—B7ch; 12K—B1, P-QR4:

18 Kt—R 4, 0—R2;

(b) 18 Bx Kt, PxB;
Schachzeitung, 1930.

:) Nxmzovntch's Variatxon 1f8. ,PxP; 4 Q—B3, Kt—KB3; 5 B—Ktoch,
10 Ktx P+

B—
Kt—-Kt 3

o_éd’
If4.

t5ch K-——

14 B=B 8+ (L Godal)
14 B—Kt4, P—B 4 F.

H

Analysis by L. Godai, Wiener

Kt5; 7 K'Kt—K'2, 0—0; SBxB QKtxB; 90—-0

9 B—K 3 ( Rubmstem)
6 Kt—K 4, Q——Q 4; 7 B—Q38, Kt—
10 Kt—K B 3, B—KKt5;

B4!l;

B3;

Or 4.

éu-—-Rubmstem Stockholm, 1919.

4PxBP, KtxP; 5§ P~Q38, B—
BPxP KtxPH-.

=18

6 Kt—Q B 3, Kt—B 3;
F. Lazard— artakover, Parss, 1929.
5; 5Kt—B3,Bx Kt; 6QPxB,P—K5; 7 Kt—K5, PxP;
.y BPXP; 5 PxP, P—Q S;
8 Q—K 2, Kt—R 3; 9 B—B 4, Q—R 4;
11 Kt— 60h+ Opocensky—P. Johnet, Baden, 1914

(f) 18 Kt—Kt5! 4. Stoltz—Brinckmann, Swinemiinde, 1932.

(g) The followmg altgrnatwes are mfenor

6 Bx Pch, K—K

H B—KtS Kt—BS
, B—Q 3 is playable, for 1f 5 Q—K2, Q—K2;

column is analysns by Tartakover.

(k) 4..
8 Kt—B 4, B—K

Kt—% B3;

; 9 PZBS,

5Q0xQP, Q>6Q 6Px

i

7 Kt—B 3

Kt-KBS 53—34 B—QB4;
9 Q—B4+.

ik

6 Q——K 24+. Tartakover—’r Gruber, Vxenna',

(i) Tartakover—Grunfeld, Vienna ,1928
() Milner-Barry’s Variation.

p—Kbo)"

O0—0—0;

(1) Milner-Barry—Keres, Margate, 1937,

81‘

von Claparéde

6 Qx P, P—KB3. The

Kt—Kt5; 7 Kt—R 3, KtxQ P,

11 Q—Kt5, QxQ; 12 B—RS8ch, K—Ktl1; 13 B
14 B—R 4 i Mll?zer-Barry——Alexander, Margate, 1937. xQ



106

MAX LANGE

Ta1s exceedingly complicated offshoot of the Giuoco Piano,
named after the great German analyst of the last century,
offers the first player limitless possibilities of brilliant com-
binations at the expense.of a Pawn. So difficult is Black’s
game that no master was found willing to defend the
position after Marshall’s games against Tarrasch in 1910
- and Leonhardt in 1911, But the well-known correspondence-
player, M. Seibold, in the Deutsche Schachzeitung for 1935
advanced strong arguments against the soundness of White’s
attack. See col. 1, notes (¢) and (f).

The characteristic position after Black’s 7th move, shown
in cols. 1 to 11, is generally reached by transposition from
the Bishop’s Opening, Centre Game, Scotch Gambit, or
Two Knights’ Defence. In the most usual form of the
opening (cols. I to 9), Black has the choice on his gth mcve
of two replies :(—

(1) 9..., Q—Q 4 (cols. 1 to 6), which was considered to
give Black the better game until the strength of Marshall’s
innovation, 15 B—R 6! (col. 1), was realised. After the
usual moves, 10 Kt—Q B 3, Q—B 4; 11 Q Kt—K 4, Black’s
position is certainly very difficult. A plausible sugges-
tion for the defence is 11..., B—K B 1 (cols. 3 to 5), but
analysis is in favour of the first player, who recovers his
Pawn and retains a powerful attack.

(i) 9..., P—K Kt 3 (cols. 7 to 9), suggested by R. J.
Loman, but untenable against either- 10 Kt—Q2 or
10 Q—B 3.

It seems doubtful whether Schlechter’s simplifying
variation, based on 9 Px P, is satisfactory against the best
defence (col. 10). The variations based on 5..., BxP
(cols. 14 and 15) spring from the Giuoco Piano, and yield
White an indifferent game, as he loses a Pawn with little
compensation,
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B4, B—By4;
4 0—0, Kt—B3; 5 P—Q 4.

5.., PxP; 6 P—Ks5, P—Q4; 7 PxKt, PxB; 8 R—K1ch,

B—K3; o9 Kt—Kts5 Q—Q4; 10 Kt—QB3, Q—By4:
11 Q Kt—K 4 (a).

1 2 3 4 5

II O—O0—0O...ciirieinennes B—KB1(g)

12 KKtxB....P—KKt4 KtXBPl...civeveaes...P—KKt4
Px Kt 0—K 4 Kx Kt QXPchl!

13 P—_KKtg Kt—K B3 Kt—Ktsch QxQ
Q—K 4 Q—Q 4 K—Ktr....K—Kt3 BxQ

14 PXP PxP P—KKt4 PxP PxP
K R—Kt: BxP! Q—Q4 (k) BXP BXP

15 B—R6! PxR=Q KtxB(a) RxBch Kt—B 6 ch
P—Q6((®) RXQ R—B1 B—B3 K—B1

16 P—Q B3 Kt—B 6 Kt—B4 P—KKt4 XKEKtxPch
P—Q7() QxKt Q—Bz2() Q—Q4 RxKt [()

17 R—K 2 KtxB PxP Kt—R 3! KtxRch
R—Q6! @ QxQ BxP K—Kt2 K—Kt1

18 Q—KBi1(e) RXQ Kt—R 5 Kt—B 4 Kt—Kt 5
B—Kt3 R—Kt1 P—KR3 Q—Q2 Kt—Kts

19 R—Q1 P—KR3 P—Bg4 Kt—Rs5ch+ R—K 7
Kt—Qr P—KR4= K—Rz2 (%) Kth P

20 P—Kts QO—B3 R—Kt1
Kt—B 2 KR—K1 B—R4

21 Kt—Kt3! B—Q2+4(y) RXQBP
Q—Q4 (f) P—Kt 4 (m)

(a) 11 P—K Kt4, Q—Kt3, 12 QKt—K4, B—Kt3; 138 P—B4, 0—0—0;

P B5, BxP; 15 P x B, Qx b (B 4). BIackbume—-—Texchmann Nuremberg, 1896,

1£'15.., B—K2; 16 Q—B 3, with a continuation similar to note (c), looks

j)od or 16 I§t—-—l\t5 Q—Q4 17 Ktx KP, Kt—K4; 18 RxKt, QxR; 19 KtxR
H. ke

(c) B—Q3?; 17 P—B4, Q—Q4; 18 Q—B3, B—K2; 19 P—Kt5,
Q—KB4 (Q R—K1, or R-—Q 2, so as to allow Kt— 1 ma}?v 'be better) 3 20 Kt—Kt 3
Q—B2 (Qr-—R 6, Alapm, or Q—Kt4, Dmtrchz Schac blatter) ; 21 Q—-—Kt 404,
Marshall— arrasch Hamburg, 1910, If 16. 2, 17Q—B 3! Q Q4;18Q0—B7,
where M. Seibold gives the continuation B—R 5 19 QR—Q 1, Kt—K 4; ’ 20 Q—B4,
Kt—Kt 3; 21 Q—B 7, Kt—K 4, etc.

(2) 17 —Kt3; 18 Q—KB1,R—Q6; 19 R—Q 1, Kt—Q 1; 20 P—Kt5,
Kt—B 2; 21 Q—Kt 2 (Marshall—Leonhardt 1st match game, 1911), 21 Kt-—Kt 3,as
in the oo]umn, is a later improvem
Q e) 18 KthB %x Kt; K1$ %sthQ 2)2!3 II{{t—K 4; R%g—gf R, 2PxQR B21 —R 41,

— — to— cl 4 Q—B 8, 7’

—(5 l Ktx P ch+ + (Sexbold s analnys) —Q

(f) 2 Q-—R 3 (22 Q—Kt 2, Ktx P; 23 Q x Q, Kt—R 6 ch, etc.), Kt—K 4, with the
better prospects (Sexbol )

i ) Ru mstem s Defence.

4.., Q—Kt3; 15 PxP, KBxP; 16 RxB, B—B3; 17 Kt—K4,
R— 1; 18 P—Kt 5+ Tarrasch).
bQ—Qz' —K 2, P—QKt4; 1I8P—Q R4, P—QR3; 19 RPxP,

(]) Notes and column are from analysis by Tartakover in Wiener Schachzeitung, 1924,

k) Analysxs by V. Vukov1tch

!) 16 KtxB, P—K R4

m) 22 B—Q 2 (or P—B 4), B—Kt 38+. Analysis in Kagan's Neueste Schachnach-
yichten, 1922,

(A) 15 RxB!, PxP; 18 Rx P4+. White has the important souare K B 5 for his
R and threatens Kt—B 7 (Tarrasch).
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1 P—Ky4, P-K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B 4, B—B4;
4 0—0, Kt—B3; 5 P—Q3.

5.., PxP; 6 P—Ks5, P—Q4; 7 PxKt, PxB, 8 R—Krch,

B—K 3 (a).
6 7 8 9 10
9 (Kt—Kt5)eesenennnnanieannn teesesecnsascasansss s PXP(R)
(©—Q 4) ... . P—KKt3(d) R—K Kt 1
10 (Kt—QB3) Kt—Q2.....0—B 3 (g) B—Kts
(Q—B4) Q—Q4 0—0 B—K2
1 (QKt—K4) QKt—K4 RxB BxB
B—Kt3 ()) O—O0—O (¢) PXR QxB! ()
12 PXP (0) KtxQB P—B7ch P—B 3 (m)
R—K Kt1 PxKt K—R1 0—0—0
13 P—K Kt4 KtxB KtxKP PxP
Q—Kt3 QXxKt Q—K2 RxKtP
14 KtxB B—R6 B—Kts5s Kt—B 3 (»n)
Px Kt Q—B4 QXP.......RXP
15 B—Kts Q—B3! Ktx B BxQ
RXxP P—K 4 QR—Ki1 (k) RXQ
16 Q—B3 P—B 7 Kt—Q 2 BxB
K—Q2 QxQ K—Ktz2 R—B3
17 Kt—B6ch PxQ KKt—K4 KtxBP
K—B1 K—Q2 QxQ R—QB1
18 RXP+ P—B 4 PxQ Kt—Kt s

PxP(f) P—KR3((z) R—B4 (j)

(a) 18 , K—B1?; 9 B—Kt5, PxP; 10 B—R6ch, K—Kt1; 11 Kt—B3,
B—K Kt5; 12 Kt—K 4+,

() 11.., B—Q3; 12 KtxBP, 0—0; 13 KKtxB, PxKt; 14 PxP, KxP;
15 Q—Q2, QR—QGI; 16 0—R6¢ch, K—R1; 17 B—Kt5, R—Q2; 18 P—B 4,

I +.

(e) If 12 Kt—Kt8, Q—Kt3; 13 KtxB, PxKt; 14 RxPch, K—Q2;
15 Kt—R 5!, KR—K1!; 16 Kt—B4, Q—B2; 17 Q—B3, QR—Q1; 18 B—Q 2,
PxP; 19 QR—K1 (Tchﬁorm»—Charousek, Budapest, 1896). 19.., Kt—K4!;
20 Q—Q5¢h, K—B1; 21 RxR, QxR+.

(d) The Loman Defence.

léz) If 11.., K—Q2; 12 KtxQB, PxKt; 183 P—B7+; or 11.., 0—O;
12 KtxQB, PxKt; 13 B—R6+.

(f) 19 R—K 4, P—K Kt4; 20 R—Q 1, QR—KB1; 21 B—Kt7+. A. Olson—
Spielmann, Stockholm, 1910.

(g) 1£10 Q—Kt 4, 0—Q4; 11 Kt—0Q 2, K—Q2; 12 Ktx B, Px Kt; 13 Kt—K 4,
B—Q3; 14 KixB,Px Kt; 15 B—R 6, Kt—K4; 16 Q—Kt5, KR—K1; 17 Rx Kt,
QxR; 18P—B7, k—KBI; 19Q0%xQ,PxQ, 20Bx R, RxB+ + Handbuch, 1913.
10 Ktx B, Px Kt; 11 Rx Pch, K—B2; 12R—K4,Q—Q2; 13 Kt—B3,Q R—K 1;
14 B—R6, R—K3; 15 RxR, QxR; 16 Kt—R4, B—Q3+ E. W. Osler—
P. W. Sergeant, 1922. If 10 RxBch, PxR; 11 P—B7ch, K~—0Q2; 12 Kt—K 4,
B—K2; 13 B—R 6, Kt—K4; 14 B—Kt7, KtxP; 15 Qx Pch, K—K1; 16 BxR,
Qx(%; 17 BxQ, R—Q 1.

k) Or 15.., QxQ; 16 PxQ, R—B4; 17 Kt—K 4, R—K1 (f 17.., K—Kt2;
18 t—Q 2, Kt—K 4; 19P—B4+); 18Q Kt—Q 2, P—B 6 (or Kt—Kt 5); 19Px P,
PxP; 20 B—~B6ch-.

(¢#) 19 B—R 4, Kt—K4; 20 B—Kt3, KtxPch; 21 KtxKt, Q RxKt;
22 KtxP!+. Von Feilitzsch—Dr. Vecsey, correspondence, 1920.

7) 19 Bx Pch+. Analysis by W. T. Pierce and N. J. Roughton.

%) Schlechter’s Variation _Compare col. 11.

J) 11.., KxB; 12 R—K 4!, P—B4 (or 12 , P—Q6; 13 Kt—B3, PxP;
14 QxP, RxP; 15 R—Q1, Q—QB1; 16 Kt—Q 5ch+. Therkatz); 13 R—R 4,
K—B2; 14RxRP,RxP; I5RxReh,KxR; 16Q Kt—Q 2, Q—B 3; 17Q—K 2+.
Fahrni—Tartakover, Baden, 1914.

L 1‘l(m)) If 12 KtxP, R—Q1; 13 P—QB3, RxP; 14 Q—R 4, K—~B1!4+ (Em.
asker).

(») Analysis by Tartakover in Die Hvpermoderne Schachbartie.
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B4, B—B4;
4 0—0O, Kt—B3; 5 P—Q4.

11 12 13 14 15
5 (PXP)eeieieanaeeetaiiieneniaannnnns BxP
6 (P—K 5) KtxB
(P—Q4) e eeeennnnnnann, Kt—K Kts5 KtxKt (7)
7 PxKt)..... B—QKts P—B3(f) P—B4()
(PxB) Kt—K 5 P—Q 4 P—Q3
8 PxP KtxP PXxPe.p.(g) PxP

R—KKtr B—Qz2() BxP(4)  PxP
o B—Kt5  Kt—Kt3(d R—K1ch B—KKts

P—B3(a) Kt—Kz2 Kt—K 2 Q—K 2 (k)
1o R—K1ch B—Q3 P—KR3 Kt—R 3....Kt—
K—B2 B—Kt3 Kt—B 3 B—K3 P—B 3 (m)
11 Kt—K 5ch BXKt B—Kts P—B3 Kt—K 2
Ktx Kt PxB Kt—Q 2 BxB B—Kts
1z RxKt Kt—B 3 KtxP KtxB P—B3
B—K2 B—B3 Kt—Q Kt3 Kt—K3 Ktx ht ch
13 Q—R5ch Q—K2 B—Ktsch+ BxKt BxKt
KxP Kt—Kt3 PxB BxB
14 Q—R6ch R—Q1 Q—R4ch QxB
K—B2 Q—B1 P—B3 O0—0—0+
15 QxRPch KtxKP Kt—K 3
R—Ktz () Q—B4 () B4 W
(a) 1¢9 .,B—K 2; 10BxB, KxB (10..,Q0xB?; 11 KtxP,RxP; 12R—K 1,

B—K3; 13 Rt—B S+); 11 R—K1 ch, B—K 3; 12 R—K 4! transposes into col. 10,

(b) 16 Q—R 5ch and draws.

(c) O ; 9 BxKt, PxB; 10 KtxP, Q—R5; 11 B—K 3, BxB;
12 Px B, B—KtS 13 Q—Q 3 (Larabok)

(d) 9 Bx Kt, Px B; 10 B—K 8 (Mason—Loman, Dresden, 1892). 10.., B—Kt3.

¢) 16 Kt—Kt3, Qx KP; 17 QxQch, KtxQ; 18 R—K1, P—B3; 19 B—B 4,
0—0 F. The column 18 a suggestlon by Em. Lasker.
(f) Dr. Krause's Vanation. If 7 B—B4, 0—O; 8 P—KRS, Kt—k3;
9 B—K Kt5, B—K2; 10 BxKt, PxB; 11 R—K1,’P—03 (Bardeleben). Or
7 B—K Kt5, B—K2; 8 B——B4, P—Q38; 9 PxP, Bx P, 10 R—K 1ch, B—K 2;
11 B—Q Kt 5.
(g) 1f 8 B—Q Kt5, PxP; 9 KtxP, B—K3.
(k) 8..,0—~0; 9BPxP,BxP(Q3); 10 P—K R3S, 'Kt—B 8; 11 B—K Kt 5=
The column is Burghold-—Nestman, Leipzig, 1923.
(4) If 6.., Px Kt; 7 P—K 5, P— —Q4; 8 PxKt, PxB; 9 PxP, R—K Kt1;
10 R—K 1 ch, B—K 3; 11 Q—R5,0—B3; 12B—Kt 5, Q—Kt3; 13Q0%Q,RPxQ.
14 B—B6+ (Handbuch)
(7) Tartakover recommends 7 B—K Kt5, P—KR3; 8 B—R4, Q—K2;
9 P—B4, P—Q 3.
(k) 9 B-—-Ks, 10 BxB (10 Kt—R 3, Q—K 2 transposes into the column),
Ktx B; 1’ QxQch=,
() 16 Q R—K 0—0—0; 17 K—R 1, K—Kt 1.
m) IflO ,Q—B4?; 11 Bx Pch!(v. Holzhausen’s Attack), Kx B; 12 Q—R 5 ch,
——£{ ; Bx Kt, PxB; 14 Kt—Q5, K—Q3!; 15 P—Q Ktad. %lack can
play 10. B—K3 1 B—Q , 0—0—0
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NIMZOVITCH’S ATTACK

OrF this opening, which he prefers to call the Queen’s
Indian Attack (on analogy with the Queen’s Indian Defence
in the Queen’s Pawn Game), Hans Kmoch, in the book of
the Kecskemét Tournament, 1927, gives the characteristic
moves for White as Kt—K B3, P—QKt3, B—Ktz2,
P—K 3, Kt—K 5, P—K B 4. It is hardly possible to limit
the selection of the variations which follow strictly to those
which exhibit this plan of campaign for White, owing to
the fact that White always has an adversary with a large
choice of moves! In fact, only once (in col. 6) have we
found White’s plan carried out in its entirety.

Roughly, however, we have taken Kmoch’s definition as
a guide in choosing the illustrations of this ultra-modern
opening, which has been adopted after Nimzovitch’s death
by some of the younger Russian players.

It is obvious, that the opening moves I Kt—K B 3, o 3
2P—QKt3or 1 P—QKt3,00;2 B—Kt2,c0 ;3 Kt—K B 3
are in no sense Nimzovitch’s copyright. We have only to
refer to the Réti Opening and the Queen’s Fianchetto
Opening (p. 87, col. 13); and for White’s general plan
of campaign compare the well-known game Bird—Jan-
owski, Hastings, 1895, in Bird’s Opening.

In the defence Black must be careful not to give White
absolute control of White’s K 5; he can do this. either by
'the fianchetto development of his King’s Bishop (cols. 1 and
4), or by pinning White’s King’s Knight (cols. 3, 5 and 8),
or even by seizing the square by P—K B3 and P—K 4

(col. 7).
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1 Kt—KB3, Kt—KB3; 2 P—QK:3

1 2 3 4 5
2 P—KKt3...P—Q4 ()

3 B—Ktz2 B—Kt2

B—Kt2 P—K3.....B—Kts5....P—Bg4

4 P—B4 P—K3(a) P—Bg4 P—K3
P—Bg4 QKt—Q2 P—K3 Kt—B 3..... B—Kts5s

5 P—K3 P—B4 P—K3 B—Kt5 B—K 2 (h)
0—O0 B—Q3(c) QKt—Q2 Q—Kt3 Kt—B3

6 B—K 2 Kt—B 3 B—K 2 BxKtch O0—O
P—Kt3 0—0 P—B3 QxB P—K3

7 P—Q4 Q—B2 Rt—Q4  P—Q3 P—0 4 (4)
PxP P—B3 BxB P—K Xtz B—Q3

8 KtxP R—B1 QOxB QKt—Q2 QEKt—-Q:

B—Kt2 Q—K 2 B—Q3 B—Kt2 PxP
9 B—KB3 Kt—0Q4 P—B4 Q—K2 PxP

Kt—B3 B—R6(d 0O—O 0—-0 0O--0
10 Kt—B 3 BxB Oo—0 P—QRy4 P—OR3()
Q—Ktr QxB R—K1 R—Q1 R—B1
11 KtxKt PxP QKt—B3 O-—-0 P-By4
Px Kt KPxP() Kt—Ks5 P—Kt3=(g) Q—B 2
12 0—0 Kt—R 4 & PxP P—B 5
R—Q 1 (a) BPXxP= (f) B—Bs
(a) Nimzov1tch—-Alekhme, Carlsbad, 1928.
(% Or 2 ., P—Q3; 3 P—Kt 3, P—K4; 4 P—B4, P—K5 (P—K Kt 3 seems
better) ; 5 Kt—R “PLQ4; 6 PxP, QxP; 7 Kt—QB3, Q—BJ; 8 P—-KS3,
P—QRS B—Q KtZ B—K Kts5; 10 B—K2 BxB, 11 Ktx B, Q Kt—0Q 2.

Nlmzovntch—AIekhme New York, 1927. Or 2. o P—_B 4; 3 P—B 4, P—Qd4; 4PxP,
KtxP; 5 B—Kt2, Kt— B3 6 P—Kt 3, B—Kt5; 7 B—Kt2 BxKt!; 8 BxB,

Kt—Q35; 8 B—Kt?2, P—K8; 10 0—0, 0—Kt 8=. M. E. Goldstem—W. S. Viner,
Sydney, 1932.

(¢) 5.., B K2 6 Kt—B3, 0—0; 7 Q—B2, P—B3; SB-—-KZ PxP?;
9 PxP, P—B4; 10 0—O, P—QKt3; 11 --Q4, PxP; 12 PxP, B—Kt?:

13 QR~—Q 1, Q——-Bl 14 Kt—K 5 +. Llsltzm—-Lxhenthal Moscow, 1935,

(d) Kmoch suggests 9 , R—K 1, preparing for Kt—B 1.

() Better was Ktx P. The column is Nimzovitch—Maréczy, Bled, 1931.

(f) Rabinovitch—Rauser, Russian Championship, 1984.

(g) Nimzovitch—XKashdan, Frankfurt, 1930.

() 5 P—KRS3, B—R4; 6 B—Kt5ch, QKt—Q2; 7 0—O0, P—QRS,
8 B—K 2, P—Q35. A. H. Privonitz—W. P. Hergenrother, correspondence, 1929.

(f) White is defending the Oueen’s Gambit Declined, with a move in hand.

() 10 P—B 4 or 10 Xt—K 5 would be more commendable (J. H. Blake). The
column is Vilner—Rokhlin, Russia, 1928.

(A) For 4 P—K Kt 3 see the Réti Opening.
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6 7 8 9 10
I Kt—KB3.ceeeearaenns eteerasecenarans Ceeeenans P—Q Kt 3
P—Q 4 (a) Kt—K B3
2 P—Q Kt3 B—Kt 2
P—QB4eivivierenees. . .Kt—K B3 P—B 4 (m)
3 B—Kt2 P—K3.....B—Ktz2 Kt—K B3
Kt—Q B3 B—Kts QKt—Q2 Kt—B3
4 P—K3 B--Ktz2 P—K 3 P—K3
Kt——B 3(®..0—B2 QKt—Qz2 P—K3 P—K3
5 B—Ktj5(; B3—Ktj P—KR3 P—B4 B—Kts
B—Q2 P—QR3 B—Ry4 B—Q3 B—K2
6 O—O0 BxKtch P—Q3(5) Kt—B3 0—0
P—K3 QxB P—KR3 P—B3 0—O0
7 P—Q3 P—Q3 QKt—Q2 Q—B2 K BxKt
B—Kz2 (@) P—B3 P—K 3 0—0'!(y) KtPxB
8 QKt—Q2 OQ—Kz2 Q—K2 B—K 2 Kt—K 5
0—0 P—K 4 B—QKts; P—QR3 Q—Kt3
9 KBxKt P—B 4 P—Kt4 P—K4 (k) Q—B3
BxB Kt—K 2 B—Kt3 KtxP B—R3
10 Kt—K 5 0—0 Kt—K 5 Ktx Kt P—Q3
R—B1 B—Kts Ktx Kt PxKt QR—Q1
11 P—K B4 R—K1 Bx Kt QxP Kt—Q 2
Kt—Q2 0—0—O0 B—Q3 (k) P—K4 Kt—K 1
1z Q—Kt4 P—K 4 Kt—B 3 Q—B 2 Q—R 3

KtxKt() PxKP(f) Q—Kz2() Q—Kz2() P—Qgn)

(a) 1.., P—QB 4; 2 P—Q Kt3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kt2, Kt—B3; 4 Kt—B3,

P— 4; 5 P—K8, P—K3; 6 P—Q4 (producmg a kmd of theens Pawn Game),
4; 7B—Kt5!, Kt—K5; 8 Bx Ktch, PxB tx Kt, 10 Q—Q 2
x P; 11 Ktx P, Kt—K 7ch; 12 Qx Kt, B—R 3; 18 P——Q B4, Krejcxk—Beutum,

Vienna, 1929.

(b) Or4..,B—Kt5; 5P—KR3,BxKt; 6QxB,P—K4; 7B—Kt5, 0—0Q3;
3 P--K 4, P—Q 5; 9 Kt—R 3 followed by Kt—B 4. N:mzovxtch—Rosselh Baden”
Baden, 1925.

(c) 5 Kt—B 3, P—K 3; 6 P—Q 4 transposes into note (a).

(d) 1f7..,B—Q 8 Whitecanplay 8 P—K 4,PxP; 9PxP,KtxP?; 10 R—K1+
(Alekhine).

(¢) 13 BxKt, B—B3; 14 R—B 3+. Nimzovitch—Spielmann, New York, 1927

) 13 Px P, Kt—Kt 3=. Dr. Weil—Fine, exhibition game, Vienna, 1937.

() Or6 B—K 2,P—K 38; 7Kt—K5,BxB; 8QxB,B—03; 9 Ktx Kt,Qx Kt;
10 P—Q B 4 P—B 3. Nlmzowtch—Vldmar, New York, ! 1927Q e
(k) Loss of time. ., Q—K 2 followed by O—O—O was better (Alekhine).

(¢) 13 B—K Kt 2, O—O—O 14 O—0—0. Nimzovitch—Marshall, New York,
1927, Alekhine suggests the continuation 14. , B—R6¢ch; 15 K—Ktl Kt--K 1
{folowed by P—— 3.

(1) 7 K2 8 Kt—Q4!, P—%RS? (P—B4!; 9 KKt—KtS5, B --Ktl.
J.H. Blake) QB—K2 0—; 10 0—0, P—B 4; 11 Kt—B 3+. Nimzovitch—Ahues,
Frankfurt, 1930.

(k) Much better was 9 P—Q 4.

1) 18 O0—0—O (18 P—Q3!. Blumich), P—K5. Tartak —Sult:
thh‘rLatch game, 1931, g ) over—Sultan Khan,

(m) Or 2 , P—K Kt3; 3 P—K3, B—Kt2; 4 P—K B4, P—Q3; Q—Bl
(better 5 Kt—K B 3), 0—O0; 6 Kt—K B 3, B—K¢t s 7 B—K 2, Kt—B3; 8 0—O
P—K 4. Nimzovitch—Euwe, Carlsbad, 1929. ’

928(n) 13 QR—Q1 B—B1; 14 P—B 4, Kt—Q3. Nimzovitch—Yates, Kissingen,
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PETROFF’'S DEFENCE

TH1s variation of the King’s Knight's Game, though often
adopted in order to avoid having to defend the Ruy Lopez,
has also been used by Marshall (following his countryman
Pillsbury) as a weapon of counter-attack. It is generally
held that the opening is slightly in White’s favour; but no
decisive advantage has been established by analysis.

The variations commencing with 3 P—Q 4 (cols. 1 and
2), recommended by Steinitz as White’s strongest continu-
ation, may give rise to very complicated play on both sides.
In the more usual form of the opening, after 3 Ktx P,
P—Q 3; 4 Kt—XK B 3, Kt x P, White has the choice of three
moves :---

(1) 5 Kt-—B 3 (col. 3), leading to no more than an equal
game with best play.

(i) 5 Q—K 2 (cols. 4 to 6), reintroduced by Lasker at
St. Petersburg, 1914, by which White gains a slight
pesitional advantage, which is, however, insufficient against
careful defensive play.

(iii) 5§ P—Q 4 (cols. 7 to 10), giving rise to brilliant
attacking possibilities for Black, who is a move ahead in
his development. Marshall’s favourite variation, best iiius-
trated in col. 8, has been refuted by C. H. Alexander’s
very marked improvement in note (h).

Early variations by White, 3 Kt—B 3 and 3 B—B 4, are
not considered in this section, but under the Three Knights’
and Bishop’s Openings.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—K B3.

1 2 3 4 3
3 P—Q4ivnninnnnn. ceea JKtXP
KtxP (@) ...PXP (¢ P—Q3
4 B—Q3 P—K s Kt—K B3
P—Q 4 Kt—Ks5 KtxP
5 KtxP QXP(f) Kt—B3.....0—Kz2
B—Q3() P—Q4 KtxKt (k) O—Kz
6 O—O0 PxP ep. QPxKt P—Q3
0—O KtxQP B—K2 Kt—K B3
7 P—Q B4 B—Kts(¢9) B—Q3 B—Kts
Kt-QB3!(c) Kt—B3 (k) Kt—B3 QxQch
8 PxP Q—B3() B—KB4 BxQ
KtxQP P—B3 B—K 3 B—Kz2
9 BxKt B—KB4 0O—0 Kt—B 3
BXxKt Q—Kz2ch Q—Q2 B—Q2 ()
10 P—B 4 B—K 2 Q—Q 2 0—0.......0—0-.-12
B—B3 B—K 3 B—B4 0—O0 P--KR3{x)
11 Kt—B3 QKt—Q2z KR—K1 KR—K: B-—-Rj4
B—B4 0—0—0 0—O0= Kt—B 3 Kt——-B 3
12 Q—Q3 0—0=(j) P—Q 4 —Q 4
BxBd) KR-Kr (m) o—o—o ©)

(a) 3 ., P—Q 3 transposes into Philidor’s Defence.
()] , B—K2; 6 0—0, 0—0; 7 P—Q B4, P—QB3; 8 Q—Kt3, Q--Kt3,
s a playable alternative.
08 (c) More aggresslve than7..,P—Q B3; 8Q—B 2,Kt—B3; 9B—Kt5P—KR3;
1
(d) Alekhme—C H. Alexander, Hastings, 1933-34. Contmued 18 Ktx B (sater
lanB) QxP; 14 KtxBch, Px Kt; 15 K—R 1, Q—Q Kt 4
P—Q4; 4 PxQP, PxP; 5 B—KtS5ch, P—Ba 6 PxP, PxP;
B-——QB4 Q—K 2cb 8 B—K 2, P—B4 9 P—B3, PxP; 10 KtxP+.
(f) 50Q0—K2 B—Kt5ch; 6 K—Q1, P—Q4; 7 PxP e.p, P—KB4; 8 PxP,
QxP; 9 KtxP, Kt—B 3. Stemltz—PxIlsbury, 1895.

() 7 B—Q3 Kt B3; 8 Q—KB4, B—K2; 9 0—0, B—K 3, 10 Kt—R 3.
0—0; 11 P—Q K ,B—B3; i2 B—Kt 2, Q—B 1 13 Q R—Q 1+. Paris—Berne,
correspondence, 1922.

(h)7 , P—B3; 8 B—KB4, Kt—B3; 9 Q—K38ch, Q—K 2; 10 Qx)ch,
BxQ; 11 Kt—B 3, B—B 4=. Zubareﬁ—Marshall Moscow, 1925.

(1) 8 Q—K3ch, B—K2; 9 BxB, QxB; 10 QxQch, KtxQ=. Kostich—
Kashdan, Bled, 1931.

(#) Bogoljuboff and others—Romanovsky and others, Leningrad, 1924,

(k) 5 P—Q4; 6 Q—K2, B—K2; 7 KtxKt, PxKt; 8 QxP, 0—0;
9 B—B 4+ Leonhardt—! chlechter, Barmen, 1905.

() 19 ,Kt—B3; 10 Kt—Kt5, K—Q1; 11 0—0, P—Q R3; 12 Q Kt—-(: 4,
Ktx Kt ; 13’ Ktx Kt, P—B4; 14 K—B3 B—K3; 15 B—Q2, P—R3;
16 P—Q Kt3 +. Kashdan—Mlkenas, Folkestone 1933.

(m) Capablanca—Kostich, match, 1919.

(n) 10.., Kt—B 3; 11 P—K R 3, P—K R 3; 12 B—K3, 0—0—0; 13 P—Q 4,
P—Q 4 14 Kt—K 5, B—K 1; 15 P—Q R3 +. Eliskases—C. H. A]exander, Hastings,

4(a) 18 KR—K1,QR—K1; 14 B—B 4, Kt—Q 1=, Fine—~—Kashdan, New York
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1 P—K4, P—K 4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—KB3; 3 KtxP, P—Q3;
4 Kt—K B3, KtxP.

6 7 8 9 10

5 (Q—K2)....P—Q4 ()
©@—K2) P—(4

6 (P—Q3) B—Q3

(Kt—KB3) B—Q3ieeasaneriinreniiernnans «...B—K2 (R)
7 (B—Kts) O—O.civeviivriiiannnn. P—Bg4 0—O0
B—K3 0—0.......B—KKt5 B—Ktsch Kt—QB3
8 Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3 P—B4(e) QKt—Q2 R—Ki1 ()
QKt—Qz2 KtxKt 0—O0 BxKtch B—KKtj
9 0—0—O0 PxKt PxP BxB P—B 3 (m)
P—KR3 B—KKt5() P—KB4 0—O P—B 4
10 B—R4 R—Kt1 Kt—B3(f) 0—O P—B 4 (n)
P—K Kty P—QKt3z Kt—Q2 B—Kt3; BXxKt
11 B—Kt3 P—B4 P—KR3(8) B—B4 PxB
Kt—R 4 P—Q B3 B—R 4 Kt—Q B3 Kt—B3
12 P—Q4 R—K 1 Ktx Kt R—K 1 BxP
Ktx B Kt—Q 2 PxKt KtxQP () PXP
13 RPXKt PxP BxP BxKt B—K3

P—Kt5 (@) PXP (4 Kt—B3 () PXB(j) Q—Q 4

(a) 14 Kt—K R 4+. Em. Lasker—Marshall, St. Petersburg, 1914.

(b) 5 P—B 4 is Kaufmann’s Varation, now rarely played. See P. W. Sergeant’s
Charousek’s Games, p. 185.

(¢) Kmoch suggests 9. , P—QB4; 10 P—B4, PxBP; 11 BxBP, PxP,
(@) Yates—Marshall, London, 1927.

() B{VS R—K 1, P—KB4; 9 Kt—B3, 0—0; 10 P—KR 3, as advised by
Tarrasch, White can get an easier game, but no appreciable advantage.

(f) Not 10 R—K 1, BxPch; 11 KxB, KtxP; 12 Q—K 2, KtxB; 13 Qx Kt,
B x Kt followed by Q—R 5ch (the Marshall Trap).

(g) Here 11 R—K 1 is playable. If 11 , BxPch; 12 KxB, KtxP;
13 B—K Kt5+. List—Kostich, Berlin, 1928.

(h) 14 B—B 5, K—R1; 15 P—K Kt 4! (if 15 Q—Kt3, Kt x P ' Black can draw.
0.S. Bernstein—Marshall,San Sebastian, 1911), Kt x QP (1f15  ,B—B 2, 16B~K 6+ );
16 B—K6!, B—B2, 17 Kt—Kt5!, BxB: 18 KtxB, Q—R5; 19 Q—Kt 3!+,
C. H. Alexander—H. V. Mallison, Brighton, 1938.

() 112 , BxKt; 13 QxB,KtxQP; 14 Q—K 3, Kt—KB4; 15 Q—R3+
(Tarrasch).

(7) Continued 14 Qx Kt, PxKt; 15 QxQ, KRxQ; 16 BxP, R—Q7=.
Tarrasch-~Marshall, St. Petersburg, 1914.

(k) 1f 6 , B—Kt5%; 7 0—0, P—KB4; 8 P—B4, Kt—QB3; 9 Kt—B 3,
BxKt; 10 PxB, KtxQP; 11 PxKt, QPxP; 12 BxP!+. Sir G. A. Thomas—
A. R. B. Thomas, Hastings, 1937-38.

!) 8 P—B4, Kt—B3; 9 B—K3, PxP; 10 BxP, B—KKt5; 11 B—K2,
Q—Q2; 12 Kt—B 3,0—0. Here8 ,Kt—Kt5; 9PxP, KtxB; 10Qx Kt, Qx P;
11 R—K1, B—KB4; 12 Kt—B3, Ktx Kt; 13 QxKt, P—QB3; 14 B—Q2,
P—KR3; 15 R—K5, Q—Q2; 16 Q R—K 1, B—K 3 1s Yates—Kashdan, Hastings,
1931.

(m) 9 P—B4, Kt—B3; 10 PxP, KKtxP; 11 Kt—B3, 0—0; 12 B—K4,

—K 3.
(n) 10 QKt—Q2, 0—O0; 11 Q—Kt3, K—R1; 12 Kt—B1. Capablanca~—
Kostich, match, 1919,
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PHILIDOR’S DEFENCE

THIs old opening is an attempt to evade the stereotyped
attacks in the King’s Knight's Opening without giving up
the centre; but White by developing normally can assure
himself of the freer game. Alekhine occasionally adopts
the Defence.

Nimzovitch’s modification of the Hanham Variation,
followed by advance of the Queen-side Pawns, for some
time seemed to give Black a playable game, but after
preventing this advance by P—Q R4 (col. 1) the simple
exchange of centre Pawns at the right moment leaves Black
with a cramped and lifeless game. The consensus of
opinion concerning the difficult variation arising from
6 Kt—K Kt 5, illustrated in col. 2, is that it is in Black’s
favour. The mode of attack arising from 4 B—Q B4 is
met most simply by the line of defence in col. 4, note (k).

Of the less commonly adopted lines of play, 3-..,
QKt—Q 2 (cols. 6 and 7), the Hanham Variation, leads to
difficult positions, where Black must constantly be on guard
against an early assault on his King; 3..., Px P (cols. 8 and
9) cedes the centre to the adversary prematurely; and 3...,
P—K B 4 (col. 10) involves too great a weakening of Black’s
defensive position on the King’s wing.
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1 P—K4 P—Kg4; 2 Kt—KB3, P—Q3.

1 2 3 % 5
3 P—{
ht—h B3
4 Kt—B3uiieiiiiiiiiinnennn veees.B—QB4....PxP ()
QKt—Q2 PxP (h) Ktx P
5 B—Q B4, «e...P—KKt3 Kt—Kts Q0—Qs5
B—K 2 (a) B—K 2 B—K 3 Kt—B 4
6 O—O.......ht-XKt5(e) B—Kt2 KtxB B-KKt5 (j)
0—0 0—0 0—O0 PxKt Q—Qz (&)
7 Q—Kz () BxPch 0—O0 B—Kts Kt—B 3
P—B3(¢) RxB P—B 3 P—Qg4 PxP
8 P—QR4 Kt—K 6 P—Kt3 Bx Kt B—Kts
P—KR3 Q—K1 R—K1 QxB P—Q B3
9 B—Kt3 KtxBP B—Ktz2 PxP OXKPch
Q—Bz Q—Q1 B—B1 PXP Kt—K 3 ()
10 P—R 3 KtxR Q—Q2 BxP R—Q1
K—R2 P—QKt3(f) O—B2 B—Ktsch P—B3
i B--Kj3 PxP QR—Q1 Kt—Q 2 O—K2
P--K Ktz PXP P—QKty Q—K4ch O—KB2
12 QR—Q1{d) KtxP B—R 3 QO—K2 B—QB4 +
QxKt P—QR4 BxKtch
13 0—0 PxP (g)
B—R 3 P—Kts

a) 5., P—KR3; 6 PxP, PxP; 7 Q—K2, P—B3; 8 P—QR4, B2;
[ Nel ¢ ~C +. 'l.ylur—" artakover, Nottmgham, 19386, Q - ’

(b) Tartakover gives 7 B—K 3, P—B 3; 8 B—Kt3!, Q—B2; 9 Q—K24.

g PxP; 8 KtxP, R—K 1? (Kt—K 4 or Kt—Kt3 is correct); 9 Bx P ch,
Kx IOKt——KG Kx Kt; 11 Q—B4ch,P—Q4; 12Px P ch, K—B 2; 13P-—Q6 ch,
Kt—(4; 14 Px B+ +. T H. Tylor—Ko]tanowsk:, Hastmgs, 1930.

(4) Alekhine—Marco, Stockholm. 1912.

() 1f 6§ BxPch, KxB; 7 Kt—KtS5ch, K—Kt1; 8 Kt—K6, Q—K1;
9 Ktx BP, Q—Kt3; 10 Ktx R, QxP; 11 R—B 1, PxP; 12 Qx P, Kt—K 4+
(Mlotkowski).

t{\) 10.., P—Q Kt4; 11 KtxP, Q—R4ch; 12 Kt—B 3, KtxP; 18 0—O,
Ktx Kt (Larobok 1921).
(g) Tartakover—XKostich, Teplitz-Schbnau, 1922. Black’s 18th move is due to
Griirfeld.
‘)3 A Slmgle equabising line1s4.., Ktx P; 5§ 0—O (or 5§ Px P, P—Q B 3), B—K 2;
6 Px

(4) 4 Kt—Kt5, P—~KR3; 5 Ktx B P (the Locock Gamblt), KxKt; 6 PxP,
Kt—Kt5; 7B--B 4 ch, K—K i; 8P—K 6, K Kt—B 3; 9 Kt—B 3, Q—K 2. White's
attack does pot appear sufficient.

(4) 6 Kt—KtS. B—K3; 7 KtxB, PxKt; 8 0—B3, QKt—Q2; 9 P
Bx P; 10 Kt—B 3,Q0—R5; 11 P—K Kt3, Kt—K'4!; 12Q—K2,Q—B3; 13P—B
Kt——B 8+. L. Stemer—-Alekhme, Podebrady, 1936

Better 156 ., B—K2; 7PxP, QxP; 8 Kt—B 3, 0—O. , P—KB3;
7Px P, Px P 8§ B—K 3, B—K3 3; 9Q—R5<:h B—B2; 10 Q %Kt—QZ
11 Kt—B'S, P—B 3; 12 0—0—O0+ is Maréuy—Bogoljuboﬁ, Bled 1931 he colump

is L. Rellstab—T. H. Tylor, Hastings, 1930.
() 1f9.., Q—K3; 10 0—0—O0.

E
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B 3, P—Q 3.

6 7 8 9 10
3 ®—Q4)
Kt—Q2 (@)eseeseseenss s .PXP (leeeeeceiesaens.. .P—KBg
4 B—Q B4 KtxP...... QxP Kt—B 3 (4)
P—QB3 Kt—KB3 Kt—QB3 Kt—KB3
5 P—QR4....Kt—B3 (9 Kt—QB3 B—QKts PxKP
B—Kz2 B—K2 B—K2 B—Q 2 Ktx P
6 Kt—B 3 0—0 B—Kz2(g) BxKt Ktx Kt
Kt—KB3 P—KR3 O—O BxB Px Kt
7 0—0 PxP 0—O0 Kt—B3 () Kt—Kts
P—KR3 PxP Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3 P—Q4
8 P—QKt3 Q—K2 Ktx Kt B—K 3 P—K 6
Q—B2 Q—B2 Px Kt P—K Xtz B—Bg4
9 B—Ktz2 B—K 3 P—QKt3 Kt—Qs5 KtxKP
Kt—B1? () P—QKt4 P—Q4 B—Kt2 B—K2
10 PXP B—Kt3 P—K 5 B—Kts Q—R 5ch
PxP KKt—B3 Kt—K1 Bx Kt P—Kt3
11 KtxP P—QR3 P—Bg4 PxB Q—Ks5
Ox Kt Kt—B 4 P—K B4 O0—O R—B1
12 Kt—Qs5+(c) B—R 2 B—K 3+ (h) 0—O * Kt—Kts5 +
Kt—K 3 ()

(z) The Hanham Variation.

() 9 , O—O was necessary, but White has still the better game (Kmoch).

(¢) Continued 12.., Q—Q3; 13 B—R3, P—B4; 14 P—KS5, OxP;
15 R—K 1 + +. Nimzovitch—Marco, Gothenburg, 1920. If12.., Q—Kt1; 13 Ktx B,
Kx Kt; 14 B—R3ch, K—K1; 15 B—Q 6+ +.

(d) 1f 5 Kt—Kt 5, Kt—K R 8; 6 0—O, Black should play 6.., Kt—Kt3or6 ,
PxP; not 6 ., B—K2 on account of 7 Kt—K6§, Px Kt; 8 Bx Kt, Kt—Kt3;
9 BxKtP, KtxB; 10 BxR, K—B2; 11 P—Q Kt3, Kt—Kt3; 12 P—KB4,
QOxB; 13 Q—R5ch+ (Kmoch). 5 0—0, B—K2; 6 PxP, PxP; 7 Kt—Kt§,
Bx Kt; 8Q—R 5, P—KKt3; 9QxB,QxQ; 10BxQ,P—B3; 11 B—K 8, with a
minimal advantage.

(¢) Sir G. A. Thomas—Alekhine, Hastings, 1933-34.

(f) This early abandonment of the centre is not advisable.

(¢) 8 B—KB4, 0—0; 7 Q—Q2, R—K1; 8 0—0—0, B—B1; 9 P—B3,
QKt—Q2; 10 P—K Kt4+. Kashdan—Koltanowski, Referec Tournament, London,
1932. Alternatives are 6 B—Q B 4, 0—O; 7 0—0, Kt—B3; and 6 B—Q 3, 0—O;
7 0—0, B—Q2; 8 P—B 4, Kt—B3; 9 KKt—K2.

(k) Leonhardt—Nimzovitch, San Sebastian, 1912.

(§) 7 B—Kt 5 is also good, Kt—B 3 being the best reply. The column and notes
are by Mlotkowski.
(j) Or4 B—Q B4, KPxP; 5 Kt—Kt5, Kt—KR3; 6 0—0,Q—B3; 7PxP,
P; 8 R—K 1ch. Alapm has shown that Black obtams a playable game after
PxP,BPxP; 5Kt—Kt5,P—Q4; 6P—K6, Kt—-KR3; 7Kt—Q B 3,P—B 3;
Ktx KP, Kt—B4; 9 Kt—K Kt5, Q—B3; 10 B—Q 3, P—K R3. The column
hilidor’s Counter-attacke

gt
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PONZIANI’S OPENING

Tae Ponziani, or English Knight’'s Opening, is scarcely
satisfactory for White, Black being left with a variety of
adequate replies. The move 3 P—Q B 3 lies open to the
twofold objection that it takes away the best square from
White’s Queen’s Knight and that it leaves him behind in
his development, so that Black can effectively adopt several
strong sacrificial counter-attacks.

The three customary replies are :-—

(i) 3..., P—Q4 (cols. 1 to 8), anticipating White’s
intention to form a centre, at once the commonest and the
most natural continuation for the second player. After
4Q—R 4 Black can advantageously offer one or more
Pawns for the sake of rapid development (cols. 1 and 2).
The Steinitz Defence (cols. 3 to 5) is hardly sufficient,
White obtaining too strong an attack after O—O-—O, which
is represented in cols. 3 and 4. Caro’s Defence (col. 6),
recommended by the Ldrobok, has much to be said for it.

(ii) 3..., P—B 4 (cols. 9 and 10), a fighting defence,
which gives Black a free hand at the cost of some insecurity
of position. The Ldrobok’s line against it (col. 9) was held
to upset it; but the suggestions in notes (&), (), and (m)
make this at least doubtful.

(iii) 3..., Kt—B 3 (cols. 11 to 15), a comparatively safe
defence, less fertile of resource than 3..., P—Q 4. White
obtains a promising attack in the usual lines shown in cols.
11 and 12. Black may adopt the variation in col. 14 if he
wishes to be certain of the draw.
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 P—B3, P—Q4;

4 Q—R 4.
1 2 3 + 5
4 Kt—B 3 (@).cceeneeessees. P—B3(f)
5 KtxP B—Ktj
B—Q3 Kt—K 2
6 KtxXt.....PxP PxP
PxKt BxKt() QxP
7 P—Q3 () PxKt P—Q4eeereenannnnnns ... 0—0
0—0 0—0 B—Q2(g)...B—Kt5s B—Qz2 ()
8 B—KKtj5(c) B—K 2 B—K 3 P—B4 P—Q4
P—KR3 R—K1 PxP Q—Ksch PXxXP
9 BXKt P—Q 4 PxP B—K3 PxP
QxB B—Q3 Kt—K 4 (h) BxKt Kt—K 4
10 Kt—Q2 (d) B—Kt5 Kt—B 3 Kt—Q 2 Kt—B 3
R—Kt1 PxP KtxKtch Q—Kt3 KtxKtch
11 Q—B2 Kt—Q 2 Px Kt PxB PxKt
Q—Kt3 Q—K 2 Q—K B4 PxP Q—K B4
12 O—0—0 O—B4 0—0—0  BxP P—Q5
P—QR4 P—QR3() P—QR3 P—QR3
13 Q—0Q P—Qs5 0—0—0 BxBch

B _%B 4+ O—0-0() R—Q1 (k) QXB(m)

(a) Leonhardt’s Defence.

(b)) 7P—Q4,PxP; 8B—Q R6, B—Q 2; 9 B—Kt7, P—B4; 10B—B6,PxF;
11 BxBch, Qx B; 12 Qx Q P= (Tartakover).

(¢) 8 B—K2, Kt—Kt5; 9 Bx Kt (If 9 P—KRS, Q—RS5), BxB; 10 0—0O,
B—K7+.
rSd) Or10B—K 2,Q—Kt4; 11 Kt—Q 2, QxP; 12B—B 3,Q—R 6; 13 0—0—0,
K~-B5+. Berne—Paris, correspondence, 1921.

(e) Or6.., Q—K 2. The column is Rabinovitch—Alekhine, Moscow, 1915.

(f) Steinitz’s Defence.

() 7 ,P—K5; 8P—B4,Q0—Q1; 9 K Kt—Q2,QxP; 10 Kt—Kt 3, Q—Q 3;
11 B—K 3+. Von Popiel—Burn, Cologne, 1898.

(k) Tchigorin’s Variation; compare col. 5.

(¢) 12. ,P—B38; 13 B—Q3,QxP; 14 KR—K1,K—Q1; 15 B—K 4,Q—R4
(Rev. F. E. Hamond—Rev. W. E. Evill, correspondence, 1915) ; 16 Q—Kt3+.

() 14 BxBch, RxB; 15 P—Q6, PxP; 16 P—Kt4, K—Kt1; 17 K—Kt2,
Kt—B1; 18 P—Kt5, PxP; 19 Ktx P+ +. Rev. F. E. Hamond—Rev. A. Baker,
correspondence, 1914.

(k) 14 Bx Ktch, KtxB; 15§ KR—K 1ch+.

" P(—le73-|: P—K5; 8 BxKtch, KtxB; 9 R—K1, P—B4; 10 P—B4, Q--Q1;
(m) 14 Q—Kt3, P—Q Kt3; 15 R—K 1+.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—KB3, Kt—Q B3; 3 P—B3.

6 7 8 9 10
3 (P—Qd)eerrenenns s P—B4 (3)
4 (Q—R4)eeuenens veer...B—Kts  P—Q4(j
B—Q2(a)...PXP PxP P_%g((g)
5 PxP Ktx P KtxP KPxXP.....P—0Q 5 (o)

Kt—Q5 Q4 Q—Q4 BxP () PxP (p)

6 O—Q1 KtxKt(@ OQ—R4 B—Q Kt Kt—Kt
KtxKtch PxKt Kt—K 2 Px g > Kt—Kt ;
7 Q% Kt B—B4 P—KB4 KtxP KtxKP
P—KB4 Q—Q2 PxPe.p. (k) B—Qz2 Kt—K B3
8 P—Q4() O—0 KtxP (B3) BxKt B—Q3
P—K 5 B—Q3 P—QR3 PxB B—K 2
9Q—Q1() R—Ki1() B—Kz2 0—0 B—Ktjs
B—Q3 Kt—B3 Kt—Kt 3 Kt—B 3 (m) KtxKt
10 P—Q B4 P—Q3 0—0 R—Ki1ch BxB
P—Q Ktz O—O B—K2 QxB
11 P—QR3 PxP’ O—XK 2 BxKt
P—QR 4 Q—Kt 5 {f) P—Q4 Kt—Q2m=
12 Kt—B3 P—K 35 Kt—B 3+ (n)

Kt—B3 R—K1 (g)

(@) Caro's Defence. If 4..,Q—Q3; § B—Kt5, B—Q2; 6 PxP,QxP; 70—-0.

(8) Tartakover suggests 8 B—B 4, B—Q3; 9 P—Q 3.

(c) 9 Q—Kt3, Kt—B3; 10 P—QB4, B—Q3; 11 Q—Q B3, P—Q Kt3;
12 B—Kt 5, 0—0; 13 Kt—Q 2, R—K 1; 14 0—0—0, Ktx P-P. Snalysls n gmtsgl;
Schachzeitung.

(d) For 6 B—Kt5, Kt—K 2 see col. 8.

(e 9 B—Kt5?, Kt—K2; 10 QxKP, P—KB4; 11 Q—B3, PxB; 12 QxR,
P—B3; 13 P—Q R4, P—Kt5, 14 PxP,0—0; 15 P—Kt 5, P—B 5+ (Mlotkowski).
) Or11.., Kt—Kt5; 12 P—KR3+. The text-move threatens Bx P ch.

) 13 B—B 4, Kt—R4; 14 B—K Kt3, KtxB; 15 RPxKt, RxP; 16 R
Ax ) 17 0xB B+, i 16 RxR,

") 7.., B—Q2; 8 KtxB, Kx Kt; 9 0—O0, Kt—B 4; 10 P—Q Kt4, B—Q3;
11 K(tl-R 3’ (Tartakover). ! ' Q ! Q38;

4) 3.., B—B4; 4 P—Q Kt 4 (for 4 B—Kt5 see Ruy Lopez, Classical Def.
B2 B ReE KERa, 6 KixP, Q=K 2; 7 P04l P03 8 Bk a,
P—KB3;9 Kt—B3+. Cols. 9 and 10 are Ponziani’s Counter-attack. ’

(s) 1f 4 Px P, Q—B 3.

k) Alternatives for Black are: (1) 4 ., KPxP; § KPxP, P—Q4; 6 Ktx P,
KB B PxP; 5 KtxP, g—B3L » P—0 x5

(1) Betteris 5 ., PxP; 6 Ktx P, KtxKt; 7 Qx Kt, BxP; with Kt—B 8 to
follow.

(m) Q—B 3 1s worth consideration.

(n) Larobok, 1921. 1f now 12.., P—K R 3; 13 Kt—R 4, ete.

0) 5 B—Q Kt5, BPxP, 6 KtxP, PxKt; 7 BxKtch, PxB; 8 Q—R5ch,

K—Q2; 9Q—B 5ch, K—K 2anddraws. 5Q Px Pismetby5..,BPxP; 6 Kt—Kt5
KtxP; 7 Sk D Pe04; 8 Kt—Kt3, Kt—K B 3+ (Burn). »

(p) 5.., QKt—K 2; 6 B—Kt5 ch, B—Q 2 or P—B 3 1s also good for Black.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 P—B3, Kt—B 3

4 P—Q 4.
11 12 13 14 15
4 KEXEKPuvesssaeorssoosnsoosoesscas s P—Q4.cenn. P—Q 3 (3)
P— B—QXKt5(g) B—K 3
> Kt-—g—gKtI ...Kt—K2....B—B4 KPxP B—K 2
6 B—Q3(a) KtxP PxKt(d KtxP P—Q 5
Kt—B4 () Kt—Kt3 BxXxPch() B—Q2 Kt—Q Kt1
7 KtxP Ktx Kt K—K2 PxP QKt—Q 2
KtxBch RPXxKt KtPxP Ktx Kt 0—0
8 Ktx Kt B—Q3 Q—R 4 BxBch P—KR3
P—Q3 Kt—B 3 P—KB4 QxB KtxKP
9 0—O0 (o) Q—B3 QKt—Q2 QxKt Ktx Kt
B—K2 P—Q3 0—O0 QxP P—K B4
10 P~-KB4 P—KR3 KtxKt Q—K3ch B—Q3
0—0 Q—Kz2ch PxKt B—K 2 Px Kt
i1 P—Bsj B—K3 QXKP 0—0 BXKP
Kt—Q 2 B—Q2 B—Kt3 Q—Q2 Kt—Q 2=
12 B—K3 Kt—Q 2 B—Kts Q—B3

B—B3 0—0—0 Q—K1 0—0—0

13 Kt—Q 24+ O0—0—04+ R—KI1 B—K 3
P—Q3() Q—Kts=()

-

(a) 6 Ktx P, B—B 4; 7 Q—Kt4, O—O 8 Ox Kt, P—Q3, 9 B—Q 3, P—B 4;
10 Q—0Q B 4, P——QKt4 IIQxP Q—K 2, 120—0,Px Kt, 13B—QB4 K—Rl,
14 B—K 3, B—Q 3 +. pres:—Hauser, correspoudence, 1912.

() 6.., Kt—B 3; 7 KtxP, B—B 4; 8 0—0, O—0 ; 9 B—B 5 + (Tartakover).

(¢) Or 9 Q—B 8, B—K2; 10 0—0, 0—0; 11 B—K 3, Kt—Q 2; 12 B—Q 4,
P—Q Kt3; 13 Kt—Q 2+. Hexlmann—Lowy, Nuremburg, 1906,

(d) 6B—K 3,BxB; 7Px B, Kt—Kt1l; 8B—Q 3, Kt—B 4; 9 Ktx P, Q—Kt4+.

J. H. White—R. C. Gru’ﬁth 1910
¢) 6.., KtxKBP, 7 Q—Q5, B—Kt3; 8 QxKPch, Q—K2; 9 QxQch,
KxQ; 10 R—Kt1 followed by Kt—Q 4+ (Sir G. A. Thomas).

(f) Black has fair drawing chances (Maréczy). If 18 ., P—Q4; 14 Qx K P,
Q—Kt3; 15 K—Q2, B—KB4; 16 B—K2, P—KR3, 17 B—K7, R—B2;
18 Kt—R4+.

(g) 5KPxP,QxP; 6 B—K 2 (better than 6 P—B 4), P—K 5 (for Px P; 7Px P,
see Danish Gamblt) 7 K Kt—Q 2, P—K6!, 8 PxP,Qx KtP; 9 B—B 3, Q—R6;
10Q—K 2, Kt—K Kt5 11 Kt—K4,Q—R5 ch, 12 K—Q 1 (not 12 Kt—Kt 3,B—Q 3;
lgz —Kt2, Ktx R P+), B—Q2; 13 B—Q 2, 0—0—O0+. Tartakover—Bogoljubofi,

7.

(k) Tartakover—Bogoljuboff, 1928.

(1) Or4..,PxP?; 5 P—KS5, Kt—Q4; 6 PxP,P—Q 8; 7 B—Q Kt 5, B—

8 Q—Kt3+. If5.., Kt—KS GQ——-KZ Kt—B4 7 Px‘i’ Kt—K 3; 8 P—
QKt—Q5; 9 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt 10 Q—K 4



123

QUEEN’S GAMBIT
QUEEN’S GAMBIT ACCEPTED.

SINCE in almost all variations of the Queen’s Gambit Black
sooner or later captures the gambit Pawn, many masters
recommend the immediate capture on the 2nd move. This
gives Black more freedom of action than the regular varia-
tions of the Gambit Declined, but often exposes him to a
powerful attack.

After the moves 1 P—Q 4, P—Q4; 2P—Q B4, PxP
White must play 3 Kt—K B 3 to prevent the equalising
P—K 4.

In the most regular variations (cols. 1 to 12) both sides
proceed to develop as quickly as possible; Black concen-
trates on the Queen’s side and White on the King’s. In
cols. 1 to 4 White omits the development of his Queen’s
Knight in the hope of profiting from Black’s cramped King’s
position. For a while this line enjoyed a considerable
vogue, but master-practice has shown that the advance of
his Pawn to B 5, as in col. 1, assures Black at least an even
game. Consequently theory at present recommends the
lines'in cols. 5 and 6 where White exchanges at Q B 5 and
thereby obtains a terrific lead in development. In col. 7
White exchanges Pawns at an earlier stage and his position
still remains preferable. The best line for Black is shown in
col. 8. Here the second player postpones the development of
his Queen’s Knight and King’s Bishop, thereby avoiding the
loss of time of the other columns. It is not advisable for
White to prevent Black’s Q Kt 4 (col. 9).

In col. 10 White exchanges Pawns too early. Cols. 11
and 12 show the variations where Black isolates White’s
Queen’s Pawn. This gives rise to positions where White
generally obtains a powerful attack.
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Bogoljuboff’s 4 Q—R 4ch (cols. 13 to 16) may be
recommended for those who wish to avoid the drawing
possibilities of the earlier columns, for it is not easy to see
how Black can obtain complete equality against this line.
In cols. 17 to 19 are shown some unusual 3rd moves for
Black. Col. 17 has been played and recommended by
Alekhine, but is nevertheless not quite sufficient. In col. 20
White tries the Bogoljuboff Variation (Q—R 4 ch) on his
3rd move with good results.

QueeN’s GamBIT DECLINED.

This, together with the Queen’s Pawn Game, is the
typical form of the close game. The majority of modern
players use one of these two openings and prefer them to
any other. A study of the chess magazines and columns
all over the world easily proves this.

In the Orthodox Defence (cols. 1 to 85), Black must
content himself with a very cramped game, but avoids the
organic weaknesses which the other defences involve. In
the main variation White has three main lines on his 7th
move ;:—(i) 7 R—B 1 (cols. 1 to 20); (ii) 7 Q—B 2 (cols. 21
to 28); (iii) 7 B—Q 3 (cols. 30 to 33).

(i) 7 R—B 1 has been analysed almost to exhaustion and
the trend now is away from this line. In the main varia-
tion (cols. 1 to 7), where Black adopts Capablanca’s freeing
manceuvre, beginning with 8..., P x P, theory at present can
suggest no continuation for White which avoids easy
equality. Perhaps the line in col. 5 (13 B—Kt 3), which has
attracted a good deal of attention of late, may be the
solution.

Alekhine’s attack by 11 Kt—X 4 (cols. 6 and %) has also
been shorn of its terrors. In cols, 8 and 9 Black attempts a
more enterprising defensive manceuvre, postponing early ex-
changes. With best play White can maintain a slight pull.
In col. 10 White avoids the exchange of pieces.
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The older continuation against the Orthodox Defence,
8 Q—B 2, is shown in cols. 11 to 15. This line has prac-
tically disappeared from master-practice because of the
strength of the reply 8..., Kt—K . In general, if Black
can play Kt—K 5 with impunity he has solved his opening
difficulties.

The Queen’s Fianchetto defence for Black (cols. 18 to
20), which was popular when Pillsbury introduced White’s
attack about 40 years ago, is now a rarity, for White’s
position remains clearly superior.

(it) 7Q—B 2 (cols. 21 to 28) is favoured by many of
the younger players, particularly Flohr, Reshevsky, and
Lilienthal. Against the best reply 7..., P—B 4 White can
either maintain the tension with R—Q 1 (col. 21), when it
is difficult for Black to find a good square for his Queen
and Queen’s Bishop, or play to give Black an isolated Pawn
(cols. 23 and 24). White’s slight superiority is a dangerous
weapon in the hands of Flohr; Black can, however, avoid
the isolated Pawn by the line given in col. 25. Col. 26,
where the second player attempts to maintain both Pawns
in the centre, is unfavourable for him.  Alternatives to
7 P—B 4 are unsatisfactory (cols. 27 and 28).

(iif) 7 B—Q 3 (cols. 30 to 33) is played occasionally,
but should occasion Black no anxiety.

The Cambridge Springs Defence (cols. 36 to 50) has
seen a number of innovations for both sides since our last
edition. After Black’s 6th move the main variations for
White are: 7Kt—Q 2, 7BxKt, and 7PxP. 7Kt—Q2
(cols. 36 to 43) is the older line. Both the counter-attack
7..., B—Kt 5 and the immediate exchange 7..., PxP are
sufficient for equality. 7 B x Kt (col. 44) likewise occasions
Black no difficulties. 7 Px P (cols. 45 to 50) is the modern
line. Black must recapture with the Kt on Q 4, when the
position generally becomes very complicated. On his 8th
move White then has the choice of 8 Q—Kt 3 (cols. 45 to
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47) and 8Q—Q 2 (cols. 48 and 49). Q—Kt3 is the
stronger of the two and, in conjunction with Landau’s
B—Q B4 (col. 47), leaves White a very slight positional
advantage.

Variations where White attempts to avoid the Cam-
bridge Springs Defence are shown in cols. 5T to 54. If
Black attempts Q—R 4 at all costs he will remain with the
inferior position; he can, however, develop normally and
transpose into orthodox variations.

The Manhattan Variation (cols. 55 to 59) has not been
played much since our last edition. It is occasionally tried
by the more enterprising of the masters, but is theoretically
inadequate.

The Exchange Variation (cols. 60 to 65) is one of the
strongest weapons at White’s disposal, since Black can no
longer play Capablanca’s freeing manceuvre. ‘White can
develop his King’s Knight either at Kz (cols. 60 and 61),
when he should Castle on the Queen’s wing and play for a
King-side attack, or at B 3, when Castling on the Queen’s
wing is unfavourable for him. I[n the latter case he can
Castle on the King’s side (col. 63) and proceed with the
minority-attack on the other wing, an attack which most
experts prefer to avoid with Black. It is advisable for
Black to defer Castling until White’s intentions are clear
(col. 64). To prevent the minority-attack the second
player can recapture with BP at Q4, but this has dis-
advantages (col. 65).

Lasker’s Defence (cols. 66 to 69) is by far the simplest
method for Black to draw. The immediate excursion 5...,
Kt—K 5 is unfavourable (col. 67), but deferred for one or
two moves practically forces a level ending. Tartakover’s
line, shown in col. %0, is unfavourable for Black.

The development of White’s Queen’s Bishop at KB4
instead of Kt 5 has only the element of variety to recommend
it. In the line where White plays both Knights out before



QUEEN’S GAMBIT 127

developing his Queen’s Bishop, Black can reply either 4....
B—Kt5 (cols. 76 to 79), which leads to lively positions
with chances for both sides, or 4..., P—B 4 (cols. 80 to 83).
In this latter variation the second player obtains the majority
of Pawns on the Queen’s side, but must often submit to a
dangerous attack. The immediate exchange of the centre
Pawns is theoretically bad for White, but practice has
shown that the weakness of White’s Queen’s side is of
little consequence (cols. 80 to 82). Against Pillsbury’s old
move, 5 B—Kt 5, Black should adopt the suggestion in col.
84, note (%).

The ':[‘arrasch Defence (cols. 86 to 105) is an attempt by
Black to obtain a free game for his pieces at the expense
of an insecure Pawn-position.

The Rubinstein Variation (cols. 86 to 100) is, however,
so strong that most masters prefer to avoid the defence
altogether. The so-called “ Folkestone Variation” (cols.
97 to 100) is an interesting method of avoiding the main
line of the Rubinstein Variation. It has been played by
the Swedish players with a good deal of success, but the
lines in cols. 99 and 100 practically refute Black’s strategy
In cols. 101 to 105 are seen some less usual lines. The
Von Hennig-Schara Variation (cols. 100 to 102) is now
definitely unsound. Against what Tarrasch called “ the
normal variation” (cols. 104 and 105), Black can obtain
at least an equal game by breaking the symmetry.

Cols. 106 to 115 show some unusual defences to the
Gambit. Janowski’s Defence, 3..., P—Q R 3 (cols. 106 and
107), costs an important tempo; the same is true of 3...,
P—Q Kt 3 (cols. 108 and 109). Col. 111 is an interesting
attempt by Alekhine to avoid the routine lines.

In all the variations discussed up to now White develops
his Queen’s Knight at Q B 3. He can, however, postpone
the development of this Kt, as in cols. 116 to 123, and
develop his King’s Knight first. Against this the Vienna
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Variation (cols. 116 to 118), which should really be called
Griinfeld’s Variation, was very popular for a while and,
although its reputation has fallen a good deal, it is still an
important resource for the second player. In the extremely
complicated line in col. 116 White shows to advantage, but
various theoreticians do not consider the analysis definitive.
Where White, as in cols. 121 to 123, develops his Knight
at Q2 (one of Capablanca’s favourite lines) an early P—
Q B 4 equalises for the second player. In cols. 124 and 125
White omits the development of his Queen’s Bishop
altogether ; Black does best to exchange at B 5, transposing
to the Queen’s Gambit Accepted.

The Slav Defence (cols. 126 to 163) is now considered by
many the best defence for Black. It has the great advantage
over the other defences that it does not shut in Black’s
Queen’s Bishop. In the variation where Black captures the
gambit Pawn on his 4th move, now considered the most
important line, White must choose among three possible
systems on his 6th move. 6 P—K 3 (cols. 126 to 130) is
the strongest. Euwe had a great deal of success with it
in his return match with Alekhine; nevertheless, it cannot
be shown that White obtains a clear theoretical advantage.
Against 6 Kt—K 5 (cols. 131 to 134) the older move
6 Q Kt—Q 2 has been refuted by the line in col. 131, but
Bogoljuboff’s 6..., P—K 3 (cols. 133 to 143) assures Black
complete equality. 6 Kt—K R 4 (col. 135) has no indepen-
dent value, for after B—B 1 White’s Knight must return
to B 3.

Since the move 5 P—Q R 4, by which the first player
prevents Black’s P—Q Kt 4, leads to little or no advantage,
some masters, notably Reshevsky and Stahlberg, prefer to
omit this attempt altogether. This variation has not been
analysed very much, and is consequently a welcome alter-
native to the routine lines.

The Meran Variation (cols. I4I to 145) has practically
disappeared from tournament practice, and will not re-
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appear until an adequate reply to Reshevsky’s improvement
in the Stahlberg Attack (col. 141) is found.

Some players prefer to avoid the Meran Variation, con-
tenting themselves with a quiet but solid development.
Posting his King’s Bishop at Q 3 (cols. 146 and 147) is better
for Black than at K2 (cols. 148 and 149), but in both
variations Black’s position remains cramped, and if White
does not bieak too early in the centre he will retain a clear
advantage.

The variations where White defers the development of
his Queen’s Knight are shown in cols. 153 to 159. By
developing his Queen’s Bishop as soon as is feasible Black
overcomes all opening difficulties. The Landau Variation
(col. 154, note (I)) was thought to be a refutation of this
line, but this opinion is no longer held by any prominent
master

In cols. 157 to 159 Black shuts in his Queen’s Bishop
and White develops his Kt at Q2. This development of
the Queen’s Knight, sometimes known as the “ Semmering
system,” is not to be feared.

The Semi-Slav Defence (col. 160) gives rise to interest-
ing complications, which are, however, in White’s favour.
The immediate development of White’s Queen’s Knight
(cols. 161 to 163) is recommended by Alekhine, who scored
a notable success with it against Euwe. The complications
shown in col. 161 are certainly favourable for White, but
Black can obtain an even position by adopting the variation
in note (c). It would be interesting to see Winawer’s
Counter-Gambit (col. 163) adopted in tournament play,
since no theoretical refutation is known. The Exchange
Variation (cols. 164 and 165), long one of Marshall’s pet
lines, is no more considered dangerous for Black.

Albin’s Counter-Gambit (cols. 166 to 170) is sometimes
adopted to avoid the difficulties of the close defences. In
the main line {(cols. 166 to 168) Black can only regain the
gambit Pawn at the cost of a disrupted position.
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1 P—Q4,P—Q4; 2P—Q B4, PXP; 3 Kt—K B3 (4), Kt—KB3;
4 P—K 3, P—K3; 5 BxP,P—B4; 6 0—0, P—QR3; 70—Kz2,
Kt

—B 3.
1 2 3 4 5
8 R—-—Qth——-Ba,
P—Q Kt4 P—Q Kt4
9 B—Kt3.coieiiiunnn ....PxXP B—Kt3!
P—B3j5......Q—Kt3 Q—B2 B—K 2 (1)
1o B—B2 P—QR 4 B—Q3 PxP
Kt—Q Kts B—Ktz2 Kt—QKts5..BXP BxP
11 Kt—B 3 RPXP P—QR3 P—Q R 4 P—K 4
KtxB RPXP KtxB PxPl(g) P—Kts5(j)
12 Qx Kt RXRch QX Kt RXP P—K 5!
B—Kt2 (a) BXR BxP Kt—Q Kts PxKt
13 P—Q5! Kt—B 3 P—QXKt4 B—Ktsch PxKt
Q—Bz2!(b) P—Bs B—K 2 B—Qz2 KtPxXP
14 P—K4 B—B2 B—Kt2 BXxBch Q—B4
P—Kg4 B—Kts! (d) B—Kt2 KtxB Q—Kt3
15 B—Kts P—K 4 B—K 5 B—Q2 QxBP
Kt—Q 2 Kt-K2!=() Q—B 3 P—QR4 Kt—Qs5
16 B—K3 QKt—Q2 R—QB1 Ktx Kt
B—Bg4 R-QBIF(f) Q—Kt2 BxKt
17 BXB B—B3=(/) B—R4ch+
QxB= (¢ (%)

(A) 8 Kt—Q B3, P—K4!; 4 P—K3, PxP; 5 PxP, Kt— B 8=. Marshall--

Janowski New York, 1924. 1£ 3 P—K4,P—K 4; '4 P—Q 5, Kt—K B3; 5 Kt—Q B 3,
B—QB4; 6 Bx P, Kt—Kt5+. Steinitz—Blackburne, London, 1899. If 3 P—K 3,

equally P—K

(a) 12.. Kt—Q4 18 a good alternative, ag 18 P—K 4, Kt—Kt5; 14 Q—K2,
Kt—Q86; 15P—QKt3 B—Kt5; 18 B—Q2, 0—O0; 17PxP PxP; 18 Kt—K 1
(18 Q—K 38, P—B4! F. Landau—A. Reynolds, Ostend, 1937), QxP 19 Kt—B 2=.
Sehmidt—Turn, Reval, 1936.

(%) 18..,PxP; 14 P—K 4, B—K 2; 15 P—K5!, Kt—Q 2; 16 Q—B S5, 0—0;
17 Ktx P+. Euwe—Grunfeld, “Zandvoort, 1936.

(¢) Reshevsky—l"lohr, Nottingham, 1936.

(d) 14.., B—=K2; 15 P—K 4, Kt—Q Kt5; 18 B—Ktl, 0—0; 17 P—K3§,
K Kt—Q 4 ’18 Kt—Kt 5 +. Lilienthal—Belavenetz, match, Moscow, 1935.

(¢) Griinfeld—Opocensky, Marienbad, 1925.

(f) Goglidse—Lasker, Moscow, 1935.

(&) 11, P—-—Kts? 12 Q Kt—Q 2, Kt—QR 4 (or 12 , ; 18 Kt—Kt83,
B—K2; 14 P—K4 :\:. A]ekhme—Flohr, Bled, 1931); 13 P—Q 'Kt 8, Kt—Q4
(0—0I); 14 B—Kt 2, Kt—B 6; 15Bx Kt,PxB; 16 Kt—K 4, KtxP; 17Q R—Kt1,

Kt—R 4; 18 K R—Q B1!4+. Euwe—Flohr, 8th match game, 1932.

(k) Botvinnik—Flohr, 3rd match game, 1933.

l;{) 9. , P—Kt5; 10 P—QS' Kt—Q R 4; 11 B—R4c¢h, B—Qz, 12 Px P!,
Px "R—Q 1!, PxK 14 RxB!!, KtxR; 15 Kt—KS5, R—R2;
16 PxP ! !+ +. Alekhme—Book, Ma.rgate, 1938.

(4) Preferable is 11 , Kt—Q 2; 12 P—K S5, 0—0; 18 Kt—K 4, P—R3 (18..
Kt—Q 5?; 14 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 15’ Kt—Kt51+); 14 R—Q1, Q—K2 +.

(k) 17.., K—K 2; 18 B—K 8!! and White won quickly. Euwe—Alekhine, 5th
match game, 1937.
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1 P—Qy4, P—Q4, 2 P—Q B4, PxP;
4 P—K3, P—K3; 5 BxXP, P—Bg4; 6 0—O.

3 Kt—K B3, Kt—K B3 ;

6 7 8

6 (P—Q R 3) et vernenreeenenasonnennnnsnnnnn..

7 (Q—Kz2)..........
(Kt—B3).cveerirniese . .P—Q Kty

8 (Kt—B3)...PxP B—Kt3
(P—Q Kt4) BxP B—Ktz

9 (B—Kt3) P—QR3 R—Q1 (e
B—Ktz2 P—QKts4 QKt—Q2

10 R—Q1 B—R 2 P—QRy4
Q—Kt3 B—Kt 2 P—Kts

11 P—Q 5! P—OKt4 QKt—Q2
PxP B—Kz2() Q—B2

12 P—K4(a¢) B—Kt2 Kt—B 4
PxP? () O0—0O B—K2

13 KtxKP. QKt—Q2 KKt—K3
Ktx Kt Q—Kt3 0—0

14 QX Ktch Kt—Kt3 B—Q2
B—K2 KR—Q1 QR—B1

15 B—Qs51+ QR-Bri(d) QR—B1 Q3
KR-Q1=(f) B—B4=(j) P-KR3=()

9

Kt—B3
Q—K 2 (g)
B—K2
R—Q 1 (&)
Q—B2
Kt—B 3
0—O
P—R 3
R—Q1 (1)
P—0s
PxP
BxP!
Kt—Q Kt 5
P—K4
KKtxB
PxKt

10

.....Kt—B3
.....P—QR4

Kt—B 3
B—Kz2
PxP
QxQ
RXxQ
BxP
P—QR3
K—K 2 (k)
P—Q Kty
B—Kt 3
B—Kt2
R—Qr
RXR
BxR
P—K 4
B—Q2
B—

(a) If 12 Bx P,
alternative), Kx B ;
16 Kt—K 35!,

P—Kt5

17 Q—K4ch, K—B3;
Analysis by Fred Reinfeld.

(6) The only playable move is 13.,
Reshevsky—Vidmar, Nottingham, 1936.

» B—Kt 8 1s preferable.

(¢) 11.

14 Q—B 4 ch, K—K21! (14
17 Kt—Q 5
Stahlberg—Book, Kemen, 81937) H

(d) Ehskases—Muﬁang, Warsaw, 1935.

() 9 P—QR 4, QKt—Qz!, lOR—Ql B—K 2 (10..
P, 0—0; 12

into the column); 11 QP
13 Kt—K 5, P—Kt5;
Bad Nauhexm, 1937.

., K—K1?

» 0—0—O0! (Reshevsky).

(f) Keres—Reshevsky, Semmering-Baden, 1937.

(8) SKt—-BS B~—K 2; 9PxP(for9 Q—KZSee note (.
12 B—B 4 —B 3;

KxQ; 11 P—K4, Kt—KK

14 K R—Q 1 ch K—K2 F. Flohr—Rubmstem, Prague, 1931

(h) 119 Ki—B3, PxP 10R—Q 1, P—K 4;

13 Q—-K 5, Q—Q3
1 P—Q Kt 37;
%R—Ql, 15 B~K 3, Kt—Q 2; 16 R—Q 2, B—B3;
eshevsky, Semmering-Baden, 1937.

(7) 16 B—B 4|, QxB
18 P—R 5, R—K 1,

(R) 1 P—Q R 3
not 12 , P—
Bogoljuboff—Flohr, Bled, 1931.

—R4, QOxQ;

17 Qx B and now 17.
20 Ktx
22 Rx Pi Reshevsky— ne, Semmermg -Baden,
19 Kt——Kta, KtxP; 20 Qx KtP, Q—B 1;

; 11 P—Q Kt4, B—K2;
Kt4?7; 18 Ktx P!, Px Kt; 14

Q, B—B7

(}) Bogoljuboff—Alekhine, 5th match game, 1934.

., BxP (17

18 BxPch'? (18 Kt—-—K Kt5, 0—O0—O! is the
H 15Q——K6ch B—K 2;
LQO—Q1; 18 K Ktx Kt Bx Kt; 19 Qchh+
15 Kt—Q5ch, Ktx Kt; 16

Qx Kt, R—Q1
Q—B4ch, K—K 2 with a draw by perpetua.l check

The column 1

., P—Kt 5 transposes back
B—B 2 (better 12 P—B 6.
14 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt; 15 Kt—Q 2, P—B 4 |=.

Euwe), Bx P;

Euwe—Alekhme,
h,)) BxP" 10 O x Q ch,
—R3, K I?t—K H
11PxP,PxP; 12Ktx P, Ktx Kt;

12 P—Q 51, PxP, 13 BxQP, B—Kt2; 14 P—K 4,
17 QR-—QI+ Elhiskases—

P—Q Kt3?;
ﬁ—QZQ PxP;

1937) , 18 Kt—K2 Q—KtS
21 OxQ, BxQ; 22 Kt—K 4, P—B 5.
12 B—Kt2, 0—O0 is playable, but
Bx KtP, B—QZ, 15 Rx B!+ +,
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tP—Q4,P—Q4; 2 P—QBy4, PXP; 3 Kt—K B3, Kt—K B 3 ().

11 12 13 14 15
4 (P—K3)ereeeessnoneenns Q—R4ch
(P—K 3) Q—Q2..... B—Qz2.....P—B3
5 (BXP) QxBP QxBP QxXBP
(P—B 4) Q—B3 P-K3 B—B4
6 (0—O) Kt—QR3! Kt—B3 Kt—B 3
PxP QxQ Kt—R 3 QKt—Q 2
7 PxXP KtxQ P—K 4 P—K Kt3
P—QR3....B—K2 P—K3 P—B 4 P—XK 3 ()
8 Q—Kz2(3) Q—K-=2 P—QR3 B—XKz2 B—Kt2
P—QKtg4 Kt—B3 P—Bg4 PxP B—B71? (%)
9 B—Q3 R—Q1 B—B4! KtxP P—K 3
B—Ktz2 P—QR3 Kt—B 3 R—B1 B—XK2
1o P—QR4!(c) Kt—B 3 PxP 0—Q3 0—0
P—Kts Kt—Q Kt5 BXP Kt—Q Kts5 0—O
Im QKt—Q2 B—KKts P—QXty Q—Kt: 'P—QR3
B—Kz2 0—0 B—K2 P—K g4 P—Q R4

2 Kt—B4 Kt—Ks5 P—Kt; Kt—B3 Q—Kz2
P—QR4 QKt—Q4 Kt—QKtr B—QB4 B—Kt3

13 B—B4 QR—B1 Kt—Q6ch 0O—O P—K 4
0—0 R—K1 Bx Kt Kt—B3 Q—Kt 3
14 KR-Q14(d) %—% 3 " BxBd(f) B-KKts4(g) P—R 3 £ ()

(a) 1£3..,B—Kt5?; 4 Kt—K5, B—R4; 5Kt—Q B3, P—K3; 6 P—K Kt4,
B—Kt3; 7 P—KR4, P—KB3; 8 Q—R4ch, P—B3; 9 KtxB, Px Kt;
10 Q¢ P (B 4)+. Alekhine—Grunfeld, Semmering, 1926.

(b) 8 P—QR 3, Kt—B3; 9 Kt—B3, B—K2; 10 B—K 3, 0—0; 11 B—Q 3,
P—Q Kt4; 12 B—B 2, B—Kt2; 138 Q—K2, R—B1; 14 QR—B 1, Kt—Q R 4;
15 Kt—K 5 +. Bogoljuboff—Fine, Zandvoort, 1936.

(¢) 10 Kt—B3, B—K2; 11 B—Kt5, 0—0; 12 QR—Q1, QKt—Q2;
183 Kt—K 5, Kt—Q 4;14B—B 1, K Kt x Kt ;15 P x Kt, Kt—B 3F. Lasker—Reshevsky,
Nottingham, 1936.

(d) Landau—Reshevsky, Kemeri, 1937.

(¢) 15 B—R 4, B—Q 2; 16 B—Kt 1. White has attacking chances, Black a better
Pawn position. The position 1s shightly in White’s favour. The columa 1s Colle—
Maréezy, Hastings, 1924

(f) Alekhine—Fine, Kemeri, 1937.
(g) Tartakover—Book, Kemer1, 1937.

(#) 7.., Kt—K5; 8 B—Kt2, KtxKt! (8 ., Kt—Q8; 9 Q—R 4, Kt—Kt3;
10 0—Q1, Q—B1, 11 0—O, B—R6; 12 P—K4, BxB; 13 KxB, P—K3;
14 P—Q5'4, Botvinmk—LOvenfisch, Moscow, 1935); 9 Px Kt, Kr— Kt3;
10 Q—Kt 38, B—K 5; 11 Kt—K 5, B—Q4!, 12 BxB, QxB; 13 P—B 3=,

(i) Threatening .., Kt—Kt 3, winning White’s Queen.

(7) Bogoljuboff—Alekhine, 23rd match game, 1934.
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1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, PXP.

16 17 18 19 20
3 (Kt—KB3)iieisivieeearnrenannaennnn [N Q—R 4ch
(Kt—K B3).P—QR 3....P—K3..... P—Q B4 Q—Qg
4 (Q—Rg4ch) P—K3(s) P—K4 P—Qs QxBP
QKt—Q2 B—Kts P—QB4 P—K3 Q—B3
5 Kt—B3 (@) BxP BxP P—K 4 P—K 3
P—K 3 P—K3 PxP PxP P—K3
6 P—K 4 P—KR3 () KtxP PxP Kt—Q B 3
P—B4!(® B—R4 Kt—KB3()) Kt—K B3 QxQ
7 P—Q5() Kt—B3 Kt—Q B3 BxP BxQ
FXxP Kt—K B3 B—Bg4 B—Q3 Kt—KB3 (1)
8 P—K 5 0—0 B—K 3 0—0 Kt—Kt 5
P-QKt4!(d) Kt—B 3 QKt—Qz2 (k) O—0 Kt—R 3
9 QXKtP () P—R3 BxP B—KKts P—QR3
R—QKtrx B—Q3 PxB B—Kts P—QKt3
10 Q—R 4 B—Kz2 KtxP Kt—B 3 Kt—K2
F—Qs 0—0 Q—R 4 QKt—Q2 B—Ktz2
11 PxKt Kt—Q 2 0—O0 Kt—K4 (m) P—B 3
P x Kt BxB BxB B—K4= B—K2
12 BXP QxB PxB P—K 4
R-Kt5! F (/) P—K 4 K—B 2 P—B3
13 PXxP= (1) Q—Kt3+() QKt—B3 4+

(a) P—K Kt 3, here or on the next move, transposes to the Catalan System, p. 228.

() 1f 6., B—K2; 7 BxP, 0—O; 8 Q—B2, P—B4; 9 PxP, BxP;
10 0—0 . H. Muller—Griinfeld, Vienna, 1934.

(¢) 7 Bx P is safer.

(d) 1£8.., P—Q5; 9 PxKt, Px Kt; 10 BxP+.

1Se) 1f9 Ktx Kt P?, Kt—K 5; 10B—B 4, B—K 2; 11P—K 6,0—0!; 12P xKt,
BxP; 13Q—R6,B—KB3; 14R—Q Kt1,P—Kt4!; 15Kt—B7,PxB, 16 Ktx R,
Qx Kt+. Raud—Schmidt, 1936-37. A possible alternative is 9 Q—B 2, Kt—K 5;
10 Ktx Q P, P—B 4 with an unclear position.

(fy 12 ,BPxP?; 18BxPch!, KxB; 14 Q—B4ch, K—K1; 15P—~B 7¢h!,
K—K?2; 16 BxP, RxB; 17 0—0O with a winning attack. The column and notes are
due to Keres.

(g) 4 Kt—B3, Kt—KB3; 5 P—K4? P—QKt4; 6 P—KS5, Kt—0Q4,
7 Kt—Kt5, P—K3; 8Q—B3,Q0—Q2; 9 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 10 P—QR 3, Kt—B 3 +
Bogolyubofi—Alehbine, 17th match game, 1934 1f4 P—Q R4, Kt—KB3; 5P—K 3
B—Kt5; 6 BxP, P—K3; 7 Kt—B3, Kt—B3; 8 B—K2, B—Kt§; 9 0—0
0~0; 10 Kt—Q 2, Bx B F. Ahues—Alekhine, Bad Nauheim, 1936.

(k) Astrongerlineis6éQ—Kt3,Bx Kt; 7PxB,P—Q Kt 4; 8 B—K 2, Kt—K B 3,
9 P—Q R4, P—Kt5; 10 Q—B 4! & (but not 10 P—R5?, P—B4; 11 Px P, Bx P:
12 Q—B 4, Q—K 2 F. Euwe—Reshevsky, Stockholm, 1987)

(1) Bogoljuboff—Alekhine, 3rd match game, 1934,

é]) Or6, ,P—QR3; 7 Kt—QB3, B—Q2, 8 0—0, Kt—Q B3, 9 Kt—B 4,
Q—EB2; 10 Q—K?2, B—Q3; 11 R—Q1, KKt—K2; 12 B—K3, Kt—K 4,
13 Ktx Kt +. Spielmann—Grunfeld, Carlsbad, 1929.

(8) 8 , 0—O is necessary, but Black remains cramped

(1) Capablanca—Bogoljuboff, Moscow, 1925

(m) Capablanca—Zubareff, Moscow, 1925

) 7 ., P—QR 38 is better The column s Reshevsky—Dake, New Yark, 1936.
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1 P—Q4, P—Qg4; 2 P—QBy4, P—K3; 3 Kt—QB3 Kt—KB3;
4 B—Kts, QKt—Qz

5 P—K3, B—Kz2; 6 Kt—B3, O0—O; 7 R—B1, P—B3;
8 B—Q3, PxP; 9 BxP Kt—Q4; 10 BXB, QxB; 11 0—O0,
Ktx Kt; 12 RXKt, P—K 4 (a).

1 2 3 4 5
13 PXP...................Q—Bz ................. B—Kt3
KtxP PxP. ..P—K5 P—K 5
14 KtxKt PxP Kt—Q 2 Kt—Q 2
QX Kt Kt—B3 (8) Kt—B3 K—R1
5 P—B4 R—K1 R—B1 Q—B 2
Q—Bs ®)...Q—Ks5 Q—Q3 B—B4 (m) Kt—B3 (0)
16 P—B5 () B—Kt3 Kt—Kt 5 P—B4 P—KR3
P—QKt4 (d) B—B 4 (g) B—Kts5! QR—Q1 B—K3
17 B—Q3 Q—R 5 Q—Kt3 P—QR3 BxB
B—Ktz () P—KKt3(h) B—R4 P—K R4 QXxB
18 Q—B3 Q—R 4 () QXxXP P—QKtg R—Kt3
OR—Q1 QR—QI1 QR—Ktr P—K Ktz Q—Kz2
19 BXxP B—B2 QxXRP Q—Kt3 R—B1
R—Q7 Q—Q4 RxP=() R—Q2=mK R—I\ 1
20 R—Kt3(f) R—Q1 Q—B
RXP Q—R 4 P—QR4 ?
21 B—B4 RXR R—R 3
RXR QXR QxQ
22 PXR + QxQ PxQ+
RxQ=(4)

() 112 , P—-Q Kt3; 18 Q—B2 P—QB4; 14 PxP, KtxP; 15 P—Q Kt 4,
Kt—R3; 16P—Q R B-—Kt 2; 17B—Q 38, P—Kt 3; 18K R—B 1 + Ca.pablanca—-
H. Stemer, Budapest 1928.

b) If 15.., Q—K 2 (played in the exhibition game Rubinstein—Lasker, 1924,
where this vanatlon first a%peared 16 P—B 5, P—Q Kt4; 17 B—Kt3, P—Kt5;
18 P—B6!, PxP; 19 P, QxPch; 20 'K—R 1, B—Kt2; 21 QRxP++.

Euwe—Sir G. A. Thomas, Hastxngs, 1934-35.
(c) 16 P—K 4, B—K 8; 17 P—K 5, Q—K2; 18 Bx B, Px B! leads to a very

dramsh osition.
IP R—Q1; not 17 Q—R5?, P—Q Kt4; 18 B—Kt3, P—Kt5;

19 R—QBZ, B—-R3 20 R—K 1, B—Q 6 F; but 17 R—Q3' RxR; 18 QxR+,
for 1f 18 , P—Q Kt4 ?; 19 BxPl PxB 20 Q—K 4 and win!

%{Tartakover recommends 17. P—KtS 18 R—B2, R——-Q 1; 19 Q—K 2,
P— 4; 20 KR—B1, BxP =
f) Iggested by Griinfeld. If instead 20 BxP, RxP; 21 QR—B1, B—R3;

1, RxP; 28 B—Q5, R—Q 7; 24 P—K 4, B—B'1 F. Gmnfeld—Becker,

22 KR—
Vienna, 1934.
I&g% 6.., B—K38?; 17 B—B2, Q—QKtS 18 P—BS5, OQxP; 19 Q—
Bx 3 20 P—BS, P—K Kt 3; 41 Q—R 4!, K—R1; 22 Q——Re, R—K Ktl,
23 R—K +.
k) 17.., B—Kt3?; 18 Q—R3
+) 1f 18 Q-—Rs.Qk-—Ql, 19 B——B 2,Q—Q4; 20 P—K 4,BxP; 21 R—KR3

(21 BxB?, QxB; 22 R—KRS8, Q—Q5ch; 28 K—R1, Q—Kt2+), Q—B4ch!;
92 R—B 2 (22 K—R1?, BxPch; 23 KxB, QxBch++), KR—K1; 23Qx R Pch,
K—B1; 24 R—Q B3, Q—Q5; 25 P—KR3, BxB+.

1) Analysis by Lovenfisch.

%) 14.., Kt—Kt3; 15 R—K1, Q—B 3; 16 B—Kt3, B—B4; 17 Q—K2,
QR—Q1; 18 Q—K7, R—Q 2; 19 Q— !

1) Black’s attack is worth the Pawn (Alekhme)

m) 15.., B—Kt5?; 16 P—Kt4!, P—QR3; 17 Q—Ktl, QR—Q1;
18 P—Q R4, R—Q3; 19 P—Kt5+. Vidmar—Fine, Warsaw, 1935.

'n) Winter—Vidmar, Nom :gham, 1936.

0) If 15.., P—K B 4; —B 3, Kt—B3; 17 PxP, PxP; 18 QR—B 5 &,
but not 18 Ktx P?, B—B 41 ' ; 19 Rx B, Ktx Ki+. Stah.lberg—Grob, Ostend, 1936,
The column is Stahlberg—Fine, 8th match game, 1937.
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1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—K B3}
4 B—Kts5, Q Kt—Q2.

5P—K 3, B—Kz2; 6 Kt—-B3,0—0; 7R—B1,P—B3; 8 B—Q3.

6 7 8 9 10

8 PXP)eeereesesaesees. .P—KR3

9 (BXDP) B—R4.ceesveceeceec...B—B4g
(Kt—Q 4) PXxP Kt—R 4

10 (BXB) (0) BXP . B—Kg5
{QxB) P—Q Kt g4 KtxB

11 Kt—K 4 ) B—Q3 Px Kt
KKt—B3..P—K4() P—QR3 P-KKt3(m)

12 Kt—Kt3 PxP P—QR4(g)..0—0 0—0
P—X 4 (@) QXtxP PxP P—B4 B—Qz2

13 O—0 BxKt(d) KtxP P—QRg4 Q0—Qz2
PxP PxB Q—R4ch P—Bs PxP

14 Kt—B35 QXP (e) Kt—Q2 (h) B—Kt1 BxP
QO—Q1 KtxKtch B—Kts Kt—Q 4 Q—B2

15 KKtxP PxKt Kt—B 3 BXB (k) Kt—K 4
Kt—K 4 B—K3 P—Bg4 QxB QR—Q1

16 B—Kt3 Q—QR5(f) Kt—B 4 P—QKt3! Q—B3
BXxKt P—Q Ktz Q—Q1!(z) QXt—Kt3z B—Bi=(n)

17 KtxB Q—R 4 Kt—K 5 PXBP + ()

P——KKt3éb= P—K B4 PxPl=(j)
)

(a) 1 Q—KtSch 138 Q—Q2 QxQch; 14 KxQ, R—Q1; 15 KR—Q 1,
P—Q Kts 18 P—K B— 2; 17 P—K35, Kt—K1 (Alekhme—Capablanca, 22nd
match game, 1927) is mfenot for Black.

Euwe—-Flohr, Nottingham, 1986. If here 17. , Q—Kt3?; 18 Q—Q 6,
QKt—Q2; 19 KR—QI1, QR~—Q1; 20 Q—Kt3+. AIekhme—Lasker, Zurich,

) Q—Kt5ch; 12 Q—Q 2, Qchh 18 KxQ, R—Q1; 14 KR—
62)-—133 15 Ktx Ktch, Ktx K —Kt 8, K—BQ 17 K—Kzgil’
Alekhme——Capablanca, 6th match game, 192
(d) If 13 Ktx Kt, Qx Kt; 14 Bx Kt, PxB 15 Kt—B 38, R—Q 1 followed by
P—Q 5. V. Buerger—R. P. Mlchell 1926.
e) If 14 Kt—B3, B—Kt5; 15 KtxP, Q—QS 16 0—07?, QR~—Q 14 +.
R. P. Michell—A. R. B Thomas, Edmburgh, 1926
g’) The alternative is 16 Q—K 5, Q-—KtSch 17 Q—B3, QR—B1; 18 Qx
Rx Rch wmith a difficult ending. Black now obtains a strong attack. The column i
Winter—R. P. Michell, London, 1928.
12) 12P—K 47, KtxPl 13B x Kt, BxB 14BxP R-—R2 15 0—0, Kt—Kt 3;
16 Kt—K 4, B—K2; 17 Kt—K 5, R— Q— 3, t—B 515 19 Ktx Kt
RxB; 20 Kt—K 5, RxRF Euwe——Alekhme, 28th match game, 1935,
(h) 13 Kt—B 38, P—B 4; 14 R—R1, Q—Kt5; 15 0—0, B—Kt2; 16 Q—K 2,
PxP; 17 Px P, Bx Kt =, Vldmar-—Lasker, Nottmgham, 1936.
lé) » Q—B2; 17 B—Kt8, Q—K 18 0—O0, PxP; 19 AxP, R—Q1;
20 Kt—R 4, Kt—Q 4; 21 B—K4 +. Fme—Belavenetz, Moscow, 1937.
i) 18 Px P, B—Kt2!; 19 Kix Kt, Qx Kt; 20 Bx Kt, Px B.
15 Q—B2, P—Kt3; 16 Bx xB; 17 P—K4, KixKt; 18 Qx Kt,
B—. t2 19 Q—R5, KR—B1; 20 PQ3Kt$, Kt—B 3! =. Ragosm-—-Ehskases,
Semme.nng-Baden, 1937.
l))Allg.torz;ff—PR?goslxg, Russan Clgmpionshxp, 1?23813' KK
, Px x RxQ, P—. t3; 14 P—K
Kt-——Kt2, 15 Kt—K 4+. Fine—Maroczy, Zandvoort, 1938, ' Kt4,
Sir G. A. Thomas—Lasker, Nottmgham, 1936.
10 B—B 4, Ktx B; 11 Px Kt, Kt—Kt3; 12 B—Kt3, Kt—Q 4; 13 P—K1t3,
Ktx t 14 P x Kt, P— B4 =. 0:10P—KR4 Ktx Kt 10 P—B3; 11 B—B4,
KtxB; '12Px Kt, Kt—Kt 8, asin Janowsk1—Capablanca, ork, 1924 is weaker) ;
11 Rx Kt P—Q Kt3; 13 B—Kt3, B—Kt2
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1 P—Q4,P—Qy4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—KB3;
4 B—Kts5, QKt—Q-2.

5 P—K3,B—Kz2; 6 Kt—B3, 0—0; 7R—B1,P—B3; 8Q—Ba.

11 12 13 14 15

8 Kt—K50...PXP.reeeee P—QR3uiinnnennees. P—KR3(3)

9 BXB BXxP P—QR3....PXP B—R 4
QxB Kt—Q 4 R—K1 KPxP P—R 3

10 KtxKt (@) BxB (d) P—KR3 B—Q3 P—QR3
PxKt QxB P—KR3 P—R3 P—Q Kt 4

11 QxP 0—O0 B—R4(f) B—R4 P—B s ()
O—Ktsch KtxXKt PxP Kt—K1 P—Kj

12 Kt—Q2 QX Kt BxP B—Kt3 PxP
QxXKtP P—QKt3 P—QKt4 B—Q3 Kt—K 1

13 R—QKtr Q—Q3 B—R 2 0—0 BxB
O—R6(® R—QTI P—B 4 BxB OxB

14 Q—B2 0—K2 PxP (g RPxB Kt—K 2
P—K 4 B—Ktz () KtxP(#) Kt—Q3 KtxK P

15 B—Q3 B—R 6 B—Ktr1 () Kt—Q R4 KtxKt
PxP BxB QKt—Q2! R—K1 QxKt

16 BxPch QxB 0—0 KR—Kr1 Kt—Qg4
K—R1 P—QB4 Kt—B1 Kt—B 3 B—Q 2

17 0—0O KR—Q: KR—Qr1 Kt—Kj; B—Q 3

0—Q3= () P—K 4= Q—Kt3z= Kt(B)-Ks= Kt—Bz=
) (m)

(a) 10B—Q 8, P—KB4; 11 Kt—K5(or110—0,R—B3; 12 Kt—K 1, R—R 3;
13 P—B3? Q—R5; 14 Px Kt, QxPch; 15 K—B 2, BPxP 16 BxP PxB;
17 Ktx P, Kt—B 3+4. Bogol;uboff—Przepxorka Mumch, 1926, here 18 P—-B
Q Kt—B 3= is correct), Kt x Kt, 12 P x Kt,P—Q Kt3; 130—0, Ktx Kt; 14Q x Kt
P—B4; 15 P—B 4, B—Kt2 =. Gereben-—Znosko-Borovsky, 1985,

() 18..,Qx RP, 14 B—Q3, Kt—B 3; 15 Q—R 4 with a strong attack.

(¢) 18 B—B 5, Kt—B 4. Alekhme——Van den Bosch, Amsterdam, 1936.

(d) 10 Kt—K 4, Q—R4ch; 11 K—K2, P—B3; 12 B—R 4, Q Kt—Kt3 with
at least an even game, for if 18 B-—Q Kt3, Ki—Kt5 F (Alekhme)

(¢) 14. , P—QR3?; 15 B—Q 3, B—Kt2; 16 B—K4, QR—B1; 17 Xt—Q 2,
P-—K4 18 Kt—B4 4. Alekhine and others—BogoIJuboﬁ and others, Budapest

1921,

(f) 11 B—B4,PxP; 12BxBP, P—Q Kt4; 138 B~QR 2, P—B4; 14 P—Q 5,
PxP, 15 KtxQP R—R 21; 16 Ktx B ch, Qx Kt =. Flohr—Fme, Warsaw 1835,

(g) 14 R—Q 1, PxP 15 KthP Q——KtS 16 B—Kt1, B—Kt2!; 17 0—0,
Q R—B 1. Gmnfeld—Alekhme, Carlsbad, 1923.

) 14. , BxP?; 15 0—O, B—Kt2; 16 KR—Q1, Q—Kt3; 17 B—Kt1,
B—Qa 18 RxBl Qx R; 19 R——Q 1, Q——Bz 20 Rx Kt!++ Pirc—H, Stemer
Prague, 1931.

(3) If 15 0—0, Q—Q 6 =, But not 15 ., B—Kt2?; 16 KR—Q 1, Q—K
173;3 >3<3Kt' BxB; 18 P——Q Kt4, Bx K Kt 19 P xB+ erc—Tylor, Hastmgs,
1932-

(7) Capablanca—Alekhine, 27th match game, 1927.

(k) 1£8.. P——B4?' 9 BPxP, KPxP; 10 Bx Kt, KtxB; 11 PxP, 0—R 4;
12 B—Q 3, QxB ; 18 O—O B—Q2 14 Kt-—-Q 4, KR—B 1; 15 B-—BS R—B2;
16 Bx B +. Rétl—Yates, Carlsbad 1923.

() 12PxQP, BPxP; 13B—Q3, B—Kt2; 140—0,R—QB1; 15Q—Kt1?
Q—R4; 16 Kt—K2, Kt—Kt3; ; 17 Kt—KS5, Kt—B 5 =F Alekhine—Capablanca,
12th match game, 1927. ?

(m) Eliskases—Ragosin, Semmering-Baden, 1937,
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1 P—Q4, P—Qy4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—K B3
4 B—Kts5, Q Kt—Q 2.

5 P—K3, B—K2; 6 Kt—B3, O—0; 7 R—B1.
16 17 18 19 20
7 (P—B3)....P—QR3....P—QKt3 ()
8 P—QR3 P—Q R 3 (c) PxP
P

Kt—K 5 (@ P—R3 Px

9 BxB B—R 4 B—Q3.e0s..B—Kt5.....0—R
QxB PxP B—Ktz2 B—th 1Q>—B:

10 Q—B 2 BxP 0—O 0—O —B 6
Ktx Kt P—QKt4 P—Bg4 P—Bg4 (4) %——Kt 10 )

11 Qx Kt B—K 2 0—Kz Q—R 4 Ktx P
R—K1 B—Kt2 P—Bs5(f) P—QR3 KtxKt(k)

12 R—Q 1 0—0 B—Kt1 BXxQKt x K Kt
PxP P—B 4 P—QR3 Ktx B %—Ktz

13 BXP PxP Kt—K 5 BxB BxB:
P—QKt3 KtxP P—Kts QxB QxB

14 O—0O Kt—Q 4 (d) P—B4 PxP Q—Kts
B—Ktz2 R—B1 Kt—K 5 PXxP QxQ

15 P—K4 P—Q Kt4 BXxKt Q—KBj4 KtxQ
P—B4= (b)) QKt—Qz2 PXB QR—B1 PxP

16 B——Kt_s KtxKt4+ KR—Q1+ PxP

Kt—EKt3 = (&) (1) Kt—B 3 ==

(a) 8..,R—K1; 9 B—B4, P—KR3;10B—Q3, PxP;11BxBP, P—Q Kt 4;
12 B—R 2, P—R3; 13 P—K4, B—Kt2; 14 P—K 35, Kt— 515 ?
Botvinnik—XKan, Leningrad, 1934, Q4; 15 KtxKex
(b) Fine—Stahlberg, Stockholm, 1937.

(c) 8 PxP, KPxP; 9 Q—B 2 transposes into col. 14, If 8 P—B —B 3:
9 P—Q Kt4, P—QR4; 10 P—QR3, PxP; 11 PxP, P—Q Kt3; ‘?,2PB—?Q3§
(12B—K B 4,PxP; 13KtPxP,R—R6; 14B—Q 3, 0—R 4; 150—Q2, B_R3 F
Mloihine—Henneberger, Berne, 1925), PxP; 13 KtPxP, P—K4!; 14 KtxK P
Ktx Kt; 15 Px Kt, Kt—Q 2 F. Gibaud—Chéron, Biarritz, 1926.

d) 1f 14 Bx Kt, BxB; 15 KtxP, QxQ; 16 KRxQ, Kt—Kt6!; 17 R—B7
er&t; 18 Bx B, Px Kt; 19 BxR, RxB+. The column’ts Capablanca— ine.
21st match game, 1927. ! ! apablanca—Alekhine,

(¢) 1£7..,P—B4?; 8 PxBP 8 PxQP, KtxP; 9 BxB, KtxB; 10 B—
PxP; 11 KtxP, P—K4; 12 Kt—BS3, Kt—QB4!=. Cruntld e Do,
Amsterdam, 1936), PxP (8.., KtxP?; 9 PxP, PxP; 10 KtxP, Ktx Kt-
11 Rx Kt+ +), 9 P—B6, Kt—Kt3; 10 QxQ, RxQ; 11 Kt—K 5+, ’

(f) 11. , Kt—K5; 12 B—KB4, KtxKt; 13 PxKt, P—BS5; -
P—Ki3; 18 B—Kt1, P—B4; 16 Kt—K 5 is also n Whte’s favom-s.’ 14 B-Bs,

(¢) Continued 16.., Qx Kt; 17 BxB, QxB; 18 P—BS5, P—B3; —
Vidmar— Vates, London, 1922, ’ ’ ' i 19 R—B4.

% Or 10.., P—QR3; 11 B—Q R4, P—B4; 12 PxP, KtxP; 13 O—
R—lgl; 14 KR—0 T, KtxB; 15 Ktx Kt, P—Kt4; 16 RXR 4. ’capsaﬁa,,é‘iﬁ
Teichmann, 1913. 1f 12.., PxP; 13 BxQXKt, QxB; 14 Kt—Q R4!, Q—Kt4;
15 Bx Kt, Px B; 16 P—Q Kt4!, P—B5; 17 Kt—Q 4+ (Alekhine). ’

(5) Réti—E. G. Sergeant, Tunbridge Wells, 1927,

(1) Or 10 B—Kt5, B—Kt2; 11 B—B6, BxB; 12 QxB, R—B1 (Q—B1))
13Q—R4,PxP; 14PxP +. Winter—J. A. J. Drewitt, Tunbridge Wells, 1927. !

%) 11.., B—Kt2; 12 KtxBch, QxKt; 13 Q—R4, QR—B1; —
Capaﬂ:l)anca—:Lasker, 5th match game,'!921. The rest of the column is ’an;fys%. R3
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1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—QB4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—KB3;
4 B—Kts5, QKt—Qz2.

5 P—K 3, B—K2; 6 Kt—B3, 0—0; 7 Q—B 2.
21 22 23 24 25
7 P—B4!

8§ R—Q1.....0—0—0....BPXP
P—KR3 O—Rg4 BPXPeuvererrrrnnennes KtXP

9 B—R 4 BPxP KtxP (g) Ktx Kt
Q—R 4 KPXP KtxP Px XKt (&)
o B—Q3 PxP BxB BxB
BPxP (@ KtxP QxB.......KtxB QXB
11t KPxXP Kt—Q 4 (¢) KtxKt B—Q3 B—Q3
PxP B—K3 Px Kt KKt-Kt3 () P—K Kt 3
12 BxP K—Kt1 B—Q3 R—Qr1 PxP
Kt—Kt3 QR—B1 Q—Ktsch Q—Kz2 KtxP
13 B—Kt3 B—Q3 Q—Q2 P—KR4 O—0()
B—Qz P—KR3 Kt—B4 () R—Qr: B—Kts
4 0—0 Bx Kt B—Kts! BxKt Kt—Q 4
QR—B1 (b)) BXxB QxQch RPxB QR—B1
15 Kt—K5() B—Bs5 KxQ P—R 5 Q—Q 2
B—Kt4 KR—Qr P—QR3 PxP P—QR3
6 KR—K1 BxB B—Q3 RXP B—B 2

B—Bj;(d PxB+ () B—K3(z Kt—B3= Q-Kt4=(m)

(a) Or 10.., QP xP; 11 Bx P, P—R 38 (Bogoljuboff suggests 11.., Kt—Kt3
followed by . %P and QKt——Q4) 12 PxP?, KtxP; 13 0—O —-Q Kt4;
14 B—Q Kt 3 B—Kt 2; 15 Kt—Q 4, Q R—B1; 16 Q—K 2 Ktx B =F. Davidson—
Teichmann, match 1922, Or 10.. Kt—KtS 11 PxQP, BPxP?; 12 P—Q6|,
BxP; 13 BxKt, PxB; 14 Ktx P =+. Alekhme—Foltys, Podebrady, 1936,

(%) 14.., B—B382?; 15 Kt—K 5, B—Q4?; 18 Ktx B, Q Ktx Kt; 17 Q—K 2,
QR—Q1; ‘is P—B 4+, Stahlberg——Capablanca, Moscow, 1935,

(¢) 15 Q—K 2 (Burn’s suggestion) is a strong alternative.

é ) Continued 17 Bx B, KtxB; 18 BxKt, BxB; 19 Kt—Q7, KR—Q1;
20 Ktx Bch, Px Kt; 21 R—Q +. Euwe—Landau, Noordwx)k, 1938. Here 16. ,
QKt—Q4 is Lasker———Capablanca, 10th match game, 1921. Subsequently Breyer
demonstrated that 17 Q Bx Kt!, BxB; 18 Bx Kt, PxB; 19 Q—B 5 + should have
been played.

(¢) 1f 11 Bx Kt, BxB; 12 KtxP, B—K3; 13 K—Ktl, QR—B1
11 Kix P, Ktx Kt; 12 Rx Kt, B—K 3+. ; e +or

(f) 17 Q—Kt6, R—Q 3. Rotlevy—Teichmann, Carlsbad, 1911.

(g) Not 9 PxKP, PxKt; 10 PxKt, Px KtP+.

(k) Or 18.., Kt—K4; 14 B—K 2, QxQch; 15 KxQ B—Q2; 16 —
R—B 1. A.lelihme—Capablanca, 8th matcg game, 1927. 0 23 QR—B1,
(4) Flohr—Capablanca, Moscow, 1985. White has a slight pull, but should not
win against best play.
11.., Kt—K B 38 is more precise, since 12 0—0—O0 would now h
a stx'(ogg attack. The column is Lilienthal—Goglidse, Moscow, 1935. ave given White
(k) .., BxB; and if 10 P—K R 4, B—K 2 is quite satisfactory for Black.
() 1f13Q R—B1, KtxBch; 14Q x Kt,B—B4!'; 15 4(15Q x P, KR—!
}36 —K 516Q6( Qo B7 If{ttx Qi:hQ R—Bé d:w o_&othgR;Q lé RQ R, R—Q 7Q+l),
Y, x with a quc aw. ekhine—C. 1
pa 1927. apablanca, 10th match
(m) Flohr—Vidmar, Nottingham, 1936. Black must still play carefully.
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1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3Kt——QB3, Kt—K B3;
4 B—Kts5 QKt—Q2

5 P—K3, B—K2; 6 Kt—B3, 0—O.

26 27 28 29 30

AR (Ot = 3 S ......P—QR3...B—QJ
(P—B4)....P—Q Kt3 .P—B3 PxP P--B

8 (BPxP) PxP P—QR3 BxP O—O
KPxP PxP R—Kr P—Bg4 B PxP (m)

9 B—Q3(@ B—Q3 R—Q1 o0—O0 KPxP
P—B 5 B—Ktz2 P—QR3(g) P—-QR3 PxP

10 B—B 35 O0—0—O0 (a) B—Q3 (h) PxP BxP
R—K1 P—B 4 (d) PXP (1) KtxP Kt—Kt3

11 O—O P—K R BxP P—QKt4 B—Kt3!
P—KKt3 () P—B 5 (e) Kt—Q 4 QKt—Ks5 B—Q2

12 B—R 3 B—Bs5 BxB Ktx Kt 0—Q3
Kt—B1 R—K1 QxB Ktx Kt QKt—Q 4

13 BXB Bx KKt Kt—K4 () BxB Kt—K 5
RxB KtxB KKt—B3 QxB B—B3

14 BxKt P—K Kty B—Q3! Q0—Q4 QR—Q1
BxB B—Q3 Ktx Kt Kt—Q 3! XKt—Q Kts

15 P—QXKt3(c) P—Kt5 Bx Kt B—K2 O—R 3
O—Q 2! Kt—K 5 P—R 3 P—QKt4 B—Qg4

16 P———QKt4 P——Rs;l:(f) O—O0 4+ (4 KR—Qr1 KtxB +
P—KR4! KR-Qr=()

(a) If9Px P, KtxP; 1I0R—Q1,Q0—R4!; 11B—Q3,Q0 Kt—K5; 12K Bx Kt,
PxB; 18 Bx Kt BxB 14 Kt—Q 4, B—Kt 5 =. Kostlch—’l‘elchmann, Carlsbad,.
1911, If11Bx Kt BxB; 12Rx P,B—K 3+. Astronglinefor Whitehere is 9 R— l i
P—B5; 10 Kt—K 5, P—Q R8; 11P—QR3,Q~R4; 12B—K 2,P—R 3; 13B— 4,
P—K Kt4? 14B——Kt3,Kt—K5 ?; 15Bx P,PxB 16 Q x Kt, BxP 17Q——B 2+.
Ehskases—Tartakover, Noordwijk, 1938. 9 B—K 2, P-—B 5; 10 Kt—K 5, Ktx Kt;
11 Px Kt, Kt—Kt5; 12Bx B, QxB 13 R— % 14R><P Q—B2; 15R-—Q4
Kt—K 4; 16 P——B4 Kt—B3; 17 Rx P, 3 (Euwe—Tattakover, Noordwuk,
1938) gwes Black some attack for the Pawn.

b) 11 , Kt—B1?; 12BxB, RxB; 13 Bx Kt, BxB; 14 Q—B5+

c) Reshevsky—Capablanca, Ma.rgate, 1935 Capablanca now layed 15.., Q—R 4?
whereupon followed 16 P— , Q—Q 8 18 P—Kt5,
R—K3; 19 Q R—Kt1+. he contmuatlon in the column 1s due to Kashdan

(4) 10.., Kt—K5; 11 P—K R4, P—KB4; 12 K—Kt1, P—B4; 13 PxP,
PxP; 14 Kex Kt, BPxKt; 15 BxP, PxB; 16 Q—Kt 3'ch+. Rubinstein—
Znosko-Borovsky, St. Petersburg, 1909.

(¢ 11., R—B1l; 12 K—Ktl, R—K1; 18 PxP, RxP; 14 Kt—Q4.
Rubmste)n—Telchmann, Carlsbad, 1907.

Rubinstein—Teichmann, match, 1908.

g) 9., PxP?; 10 BxP, Kt—Q4; 11 BxB, QxB; 12 0—0, Ktx Kt;

13 Q x Kt, P—Q B4; 14P—Q5,PxP; I5RxP +. Flohr——Fme, Hastmgs 1935-36.
(k) 10 —B5?,P—-—K4, llP—QKt4 P—K5; 12Kt—Q 2, Kt—R 4; 13Bx B,
QxB; 14 Kt—K 2, P—K Kt 3 ., Landau—Fine, Amsterdam 1936.

(#) 1£ 10,., P—K R 3; 11 B—R 4, P—Q Kt4; 12 P—B 5 P—KU’, 13 Px P,
Kt—Kt5; 14 B—Kt 3, BxP; 15 Kt—K 2!, Q—Kt3 16 0—0 KKtxP (K5);
173Kt X Kt Ktx Kt; 18Bx Kt!",RxB; 19 R—BB 1 +. Flohr—Elxskases, Podebrady,
1936

(7) An improvement on 13 0—O, Ktx Kt; 14 QxKt, P—QB4; 15 PxP (i
now 15 P—Qs, PxP; 16 Rx P, P—Q Kt4; 17 B—R 2, B—Kt 2 F), K

gk) , P—QB4; 17 Kt—K 5. Ehskases—Landau, Noordwijk, 1938
1) Capablanca-—Goghdse, Moscow 1935.
m) 1f 8.., P—Q R 3; xQP KtxP; 10 BxB, OxB; 11 Ktx Kt,

Px Kt; 12 Q—B 2, P—K Kt3 13 Px P, KtxP 14 R—QBli. Euwe—Fme,
Amsterdam, 1936. The column is Botvmmk—V:dmar, Nottingham, 1936.

() 100—0,P—K R 8; 11B—K B 4,P—R3; 12KR—Q 1, Kt—K 1; I8Q R—B 1+.
Keres-Smysloﬂ, Moscow  1939.
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1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—KB3;
4 B—Kts5 QKt—Qz2.

5 P—K3, B—Kz2; 6 Kt—B3.

31 32 33 34 35
6 (0O—0)ieeaseceansacssacsnsrscnsesss . P—B3..o .. PXP ()
7 (B—0Q3) (@) B—Q3() BxP
PXP.veieracesannsess s P—QKt3 PxP P—QR3
8 BxP PxP BxBP 0—0
P—B4.ees. . P—QKt3 PXP Kt—Q 4 P—Ktg4
9 0—O0 0—O0 0—O0 (f) BxB B—Q3
P—QR3 B—Ktz2 B—Kt2 QxB P—B4
1o P—QR4 () Q—K 2 ‘Q—Kz2(g Q—B2 Q0—K2
P—QKt3 Xt—Q4(d P—B4 Ktx Kt B—Kt2
11 Q—K2 B—B 4 PxP QX Kt KR—Q1
B—Kt2 KtxB KtxP 0—0 Q—Kt3
iz KR—Q1 PxKt KR—Q1 O—O QR—B1
Q—B2 Kt—B 3 KXt—Qz2 P—QKt3 O—O
13 B—B4 QR—Q1 B—KB4 OQ—Q3 Kt—K 5
B—Q3(¢) B—Kts Kt—K 3 R—Q1 KR-K1x?(m)
14 BxB P—KKt3 B—QR6 OQ—Kz2 PxP
QxB K BxKt KtxB P—Q B4 () KtxP
15 QR—B1 PXxB Px Kt QR—Q1 BxKt
Q—Kz2= Kt—Q4=(¢) BXB=(h) B—Kt2(k) BXB (n)

a) For 7 Px P see the Exchange Variation, cols. 60~65.

b) Or 10 Px P, KtxP; 11QxQ,RxQ; 12P—Q Kt4, Q Kt—Q 2; 13 P—KtS5,
Kt—B4;14KR—Q1,B—Q2;15PxP,PxP; 16 Kt—K 5 =. Sir G. A. Thomas—
Rubinstein, Carlsbad, 1929.

20) P. Johner—Rubinstein, Berlin, 1926.

d) Or10 ., Kt—K 5; 11 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 12 B—B 4, B—Q3; 18 B—Kt3 =.
P. Johner—Treybal, Carlsbad, 1929.
¢) Euwe—DBecker, Zandvoort, 1936. .

f) Stronger 1s 9 Q—B 2, B—Kt2; 10 0—0—O, transposing into col. 27.

g) Or10 Kt—K §, Ktx Kt; 11 Px Kt, Kt—K 5; 12B—B 4, Ktx Kt; 13 Px Kt,
—Q2; 14 Q—B 3, P—Q B 4 with a satisfactory game for Black. Yates—Davidson,
cheveningen, 1924.

n) Tarrasch—P. Johner, Teplitz-Schonau, 1922.

1) Alternativesare (1)7R—B 1, Kt—K5; 8BxB,QxB; B H
10 B—Q 3, 0—O transposes into col. 11, note (2). (2) 7 Q—B2, Kt—K 5! (for
7..,0—0, 8 R—Q1 see col. 28); 8 BxB, QxB; 9 Ktx Kt, PxKt; 10 Qx P,
Q—Kt5ch; 11 Kt—Q 2, Qx KtP; 12 Q—Kt1 (12 R—Kt1?, Qx B—Q3,

—R6; 14 K—K2, Kt—B3; 15 Q—B 4, Q—K2; 16 Kt—B3, P~KR 3+ 4.

Znosko-Borovsky—Tartahover, Nice, 1930), Q—B 6; 18 Q—B 1, Q—R4; 14 P—BS5,

P—K 4 F. Reshevsky—Tylor, Nottingham, 1936.

? ) 14 P—X 4 is superior. With this column cp Lasker’s Defence, col. 69.

o]
d
—
w

Vi ’

k) 16 B—R 6 +. Samisch—Selesnieff, Pistyan, 1922.

1) 6.., P—QKt3?; 7 PxP, KtxP (7 , PxP loses a Piwn by 8 B—Kt5,
B—Kt2; 9 Kt—K 5, 0—O, 10 B—B6, BxB; 11 KtxB, Q -K 1; 12 Ktx Bch,
Qx Kt; 13 KtxP; 1f now Q—K35; 14 Ktx Ktch, Px ht, 15 B—R6, Qx KtP;
16 Q—B 8!+ —the Pittsburgh Variation); 8 Bx B, KtxB; 9 B—Q3, B~—Kt2;
10 0—0, 0—0; 11 R—B 1, P—Q R 3; 12 Kt—K 4, P—R3; 13 B—Kt1, R—B1;
14 Q—K 2 4. Salwe—Marco, Ostend, 1907.

(m) Q R—K 1 1s necessary, as Schlechter pomnted out in a note to the brilliancy
prize game Janowski—Chajes, New York, 1916, where the same position occurred.

(n) 16 BxPch, KxB; 17 Q—R 5ch, K—Kt1; 18QxPch, K—R2?? (K—R 1
left White with nothing better than a draw by perpetual check); 19 Q—R 5c¢h?,
K—Ktl; 20 Q—B 7ch and drew by perpetual check. Mikenas—Kashdan, Prague,
1931, Mikenas could have won, as Janowski did in the game cited, by 19 Kt—Q 71,
Ktx Kt; 20 Rx Kt, B—B 3; 21 Kt—K 4!, BxP; 22 Kt—Kt5ch, etc.
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CAMBRIDGE SPRINGS DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—QBy4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—KB3;
4 B—Kts5 QKt—Q2; 5 P—K3, P—B3; 6 Kt—B3, Q—R4:
7 Kt—Q 2, B—Kt 5.

P {40 14

36 37 38 39 0

8 Q—B2
O-=01eiaseeresrotestassscarsasecccscsncscsnesss PXP

9 BXxKt......B—K2....000000000.... B—R 4 BxKt
KtxB P—K 4 (@) P—K4 (k) KtxB

10 B—Q3 0—oO0..... LOPXP(f) QPXxP KtxP
R—K1 KPxP Kt—K 5 Kt—K 3 BxKtch ()

11 0—O (a) Kt—XKt 3 KKtxKt XEKtxKt QxB
P—K 4 Q—B2 Px Kt Px Kt QxQch

12 QPXP KKtxP 0—O0 P—K 6 PxQ
RxP PxP Bx Kt Kt—K 4 K—K 2

13 PxP BxP PxB PxPch(i) P—B3
Bx Kt () BxKt KtxP RXP B—Q2

14 Kt—B g4 PXxB QxP O0—0—0 () QR—Kt1
QXQP Kt—XK 4 Kt—Kt3 (g) BXKt P—Q Kt 3

15 QxB B—K2 B—B4 QxB Kt—K 5
R—KKt4 Q—Kz2 KtxB QXxQch KR—QB1

16 P—B 3 QR-Qr 4 () Qx Kt PxQ B—R 6
B—K 3 =(c) QXBPF+ B—Bg4 (k) R-Bz=(m)

(2) 1111 P—B 4, P—B 4 (Kt—Kt5; 12 K—K 2) , 120—0,BPxP; 18KPxP,
PxP; 14 KtxP, Q—Q1; 15 Kt—K2 P—Q K

(b) If 13. Px P; 14 Kt—Kt3, Q—Q1; P—Q RS8, B—B1; 16 Kt—Q4,
B—Q2; 17 Q-—— ;}; Euwe—GmnfeId Carlsbad, 1929.

(¢) 17 Q R—Q 1, Q—Q B 4. Euwe—Bogoljuboff, match, 1928.

(@) 1f9 ., PxP; 10 Bth Kth' 11 KtxP, Bx Ktch; 12QxB, QxQch
13 PxQ, B—Q2; 14 B—B3, K —Q1; 15 P—QR4 QR—BI, 16 K—Q2 4+
Alckhine—Bogoljuboff, 9th match game, 1929. Compare col. 40.

(e) Analysis by Bogoljuboff.

(f) Or 10 Bx Kt, KtxB; 11 QPx P, Kt—K 5; 12 KKtx Kt, Px Kt; 18 O—O
BxKt; 14 QxB, QxQ; lSPxQ,R—KI 16KR—Q1, —B1 1F.

(¢) Or14..,P—B3; 15B—R4 (15B—B 42, B—B4!; 16Q—Q 4, QR—Q14),
B—K 3 = (Euwe). )

(h) Best Alternatives are: (1) 9. , Kt—K5; 10 KKtx Kt, Px Kt; 11 B—K2,
P—K4; 12 0—0, PxP (if 1 P—K B 4; 18 P—B5 followed by B—B 4ch.
I\ashdan) 13 KtxP P——KB4 14 P—QRS3,PxKt; 15 PxB, QxP; 16 Qx P
(16 P x Pis sufficient foran advautage Kashdan), Kt—B 4 17 B—K 7 +. Kashdan—
Marshall, New York League match, 1932. (2) 9 . P~—~B4 10 Kt—Kt3, Q—R5;
11 Bx Kt, KtxB; 12QPxP, Kt—K5; 13 PxP Bx Ktch’; 14 Px B, KtxP(B4)
15 R—Q 1%. Capablanua-——Alekhme, 7th match game, 1927,

(4) 18 P—K7, R—K1; 14 0—0—O (14 P—Q R 3, Kt—Kt3, etc.), Kt—Kt3;
15 R—Q8, B—KB4; 16 ExQR, RxR; 17 B—Kt3, Bx Kt; 18 Px B, Ktx P F.

(7) 1f instead 14 B—K 2, Ixt—QGch 15 BxKt, PxB; 16 QxP, B—K B4;
17 Q—Q 2, R—Q2; 18 Q—B 1, B—Q6+. The continuation in the column is
recommended by Euwe.

(k) Black should draw (Euwe).

(1) 0 10 . Q—-Q4 11 Kt—Q2,BxKt; 12Px B,P—K4; 13P—K4,Q—K38;
14B—B4,Q—K?2 0-0+. Grunfeld—Becker, Carlsbad, 1929. Here 11 0—0—0,
Bx Kt 12PxB? (12 Qx B !landif 0—O, then 13 K—Kt 1), 0—0is Samlsch—Pu'r,
Rogaska-SIatma, 1929.

(m) Alekhine—Bogoljuboff, 10th match game, 1934.
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CAMBRIDGE SPRINGS DEFENCE

1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—K B3;
4 B—Kts5, QKt—Qz2; 5 P—K3, P—B3; 6 Kt—B3, Q—R 4.

41 42 43 44 45
7 (Bt—Q2)evurernrorarannmnaanencnn. BxKt...... PxP
(B—Kts)...PXP KtxB Ktx P (f)
8 (Q—B2) Bx Kt B—Q3 Q—Kt3
(PXP) KtxB B—Kts B—Kts
9 (BXKY) KtxP Q—Kt3 R—B1
(Ktx B) O—Bz PxP P—K4!
10 (KtxP) R—BI...... B—Q3 BxBP Ktx P (g
Q—Bz2 Kt—Q4! B—Kz2 0—0 Ktx Kt
11 P—QR3(a) B—Q3 0—0 0—-0 Px Kt
B—K2 Ktx Kt 0—O0 Bx Kt B—K 3 (%)
12 P—KKt3 PxKt R—B1 PxB P—QR3
0—0 B—K2 R—Q1 P—Q Kt3 KtxKt()
13 B—Kt2 0—0 Q—K 2 Kt—K 5 PxB
B—Q2 0—O0 B—Qz2 B—Ktz2 QXKP
14 P—QKt4 P—By4 Kt—K 5 B—K 2 B—K B4
P—QKt3 P—KKt3 B—KI P—B 4 BxQ
15 O—0 Kt—K 5 () P—B4 Kt—B 4 BxQ
P-QR4=(}) P—QBa = P—B4!(d Q—R3= () Kt-R7+(j)

(a) Or 11 B—K 2, 0—0, 120—0,R—Q1; 13P—QR3 (183Q R—Q 1, Kt—Q 4;
14 Kt—K4, B—K2; 15 P—QR3, P— Kt8 =. Bogoljuboff—Alekhine, 10th
match game, 1929), B—K 2; 14 P—Q Kt4, P—Q Kt3; 15 KR—Q1, Kt—Q4;
16 Kt—K 5, Ktx Kt; 17 Qx Kt, B—Kt2 =. Mikenas— Alekhine, Prague, 1931.

(b) Continued 16 Kt—K 5, PxP; 17 Px P, RxR. Capablanca—Alekhine, 29th
match game, 1927.

(¢) Lasker—Bogoljuboff, Nottingham, 1936.

(d) Continued 16 Px P, Qx P1; 17 Kt—K 4, Q—R4; 18 Kt—Kt5, Q R—B 1 F.
Alekhine—Kashdan, Bled, 1931.

() Capablanca—Ed. Lasker, New York, 1924.

(f) Best. Alternatives are: (1) 7.., BPxP; 8 B—Q3, Kt—K5; 9 Q—Kt3,
KtxB; 10 KtxKt+. (2)7. , KPxP; 8 B—Q 3, Kt—K5; 90—0! (9 Q—B?2,
KtxB: 10 KtxKt, P—KR3; 11 Kt—B3 is also good), KtxB (9. , Ktx Kt;
10 Px Kt, Qx B P; 11 P—K 4 gives White 2 powerful attack, while 1f9.., Q Kt—B3;
10 Q Bx Kt, KtxKt; 11 Px Kt, PxB; 12 Q—B2, B—Q3; 13 B—BS5, B—K3;
14 R—Kt1, Q—B2; 15 BxB, PxB; 16 P—K4, 0—0—0; 17P—B 4 ++.
Capablanca—Ed. Lasker, Lake Hopatcong, 1926); 10 Ktx Kt, Kt—B3; 11 P—B4 +.
See also col. 50.

(g) 1f 10 Px P, Kt—B 4 followed by Kt—R 5 +.

(hg 11.., Ktx Kt; 12 Px Kt, B—QR6; 18 R—Q Kt1, B—K 38 F 1s also good

{Euwe,

() 1f 12.., Bx Ktch; 13 Px B, 0—0; 14 Q—Kt2 (14 B—QB4?, P—KR3;
15 B—R 4, Ktx KP!; 16 Px Kt, Q—B 4; 17 Bx B, Qx Pch and wins), KR—K 1;
15B—K 2, Kt—Kt 3; 16 B—K B 4, Kt—B5; 17Bx Kt, Bx B; 18 P—B3, P—K Kt 4

(analysis by Asztalos and Vukowitch); 19 B—Kt3. Whate’s position 1s still tenable.
(7) Analysis by Canal.
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CAMBRIDGE SPRINGS DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—K B3
4 B—Kts, QKt—Qz2; 5 P—K 3,PP——B 3; 6 Kt—B3, Q—R4;

7 PX
48 47 48 49 50

7 (KX P) eetetinrennearnarneernrasasaserensasse . Kt—K5

8 (Q—Kt3)eeeeereneaese.Q—Q2 PxKP(j)
(B—Kt 5) B—Kt5.....Q Kt—Kt3 PxP

9 (R—B1) R—B1 R—QB1 Q—Rg4 (®)
(P—K g) P—B3(9) KtxKt QxQ

10 P—QR3(a).B—QB4! B—R4 PxKt KtxQ
BxKtch PXxP (o) 0—0O Kt—Q 4 B—Kt5ch

11 PxB Bx Kt B—B4 B—Q3(g9) K—K:2
PxP PxB QKt—Kt3 KtxBP P—Q Kty

12 KPXP PxP B—QKt3 O0—O P—QR3 ()
0—0 0—0 Ktx Kt B—Kts KtxB

13 B—Q3 () 0—O PxKt P—QR3 KtxKt
R—Kich Kt—Kt3 B—R 6 QxP B—Kz2

14 K—Q1 P—QR3 R—B2 R—R1 KtxK P
Kt—B 1 Bx Kt P—Q B4 QO—Kt6 PxKt

15 B—Q2 RXxB Q0—Q3 Kt—K 5! (k) Kt—B7ch

0 B:F B p:@ P BRTMHODOIH ) Koorm

(@) Or 10 B—Q 8, P—X R 3; 11 B—R 4, PxP; 12 Px P, Kt—B 5 F (Asztalos).

(b) 1f 13 B—K 2, R—K 1; 14 R—B 2, Kt—B 1 +, for if 15 0—0 ?, Kt x P. The
column 1s Rabinovitch—Tartakover, Moscow, 1925,

(c) Thealternativeis 10 ., Kt (Q 2)—Kt3; 11 Bx Kt, KtxB; 12 Ktx P, B—K 3;
13 Kt—B 4! (if instead 13 P—Q R3? thennot 13 ,Bx Ktch?; 14 Px B, Kt—Kt3;
15 Q—Q 1 . Landau—Bogoljuboff, Zandvoort, 1936; but 13 , Ktx Kt; 14 Px B,
BxQ; 15 PxQ, Kt—R7+), Ktx Kt; 14 KtxQ, Ktx Pch; 15 QxB, Ktx Q.

(d) 16 R—B 5, Q—R 3 =. Flohr—Wnter, Hastings, 1935-36.

¢) 9..,0—0; 10 P—K 4, Ktx Kt; 11 Px Kt, B—R6; 12 R—Q Kt1, P—K 4;
13 B—Q38, R—K1! (18.., B—Q38; 14 0—O, P—B3; 15 B—K3, R—Q1;
16 K R——Q 1 . Spielmann—Pirc, Moscow, 1985); 14 0—O, ﬁ-—Q Kt3; I5KR—K 1,
B—R 8 =. Griinfeld—Vajda, London, 1927.

(f) Continued 16 KBx P, KtxB; 17 Qx Kt, B—Q2; 18 0—0, QR—B 1;
19 Q—Kt38, Q—R 31. Stahlberg—Spielmann, Moscow, 1935.

(g) 11 K—Q1, B—R6; 12 R—B2, P—B3 F. Lbvenfisch—Euwe, Leningrad,
1984. If 11 B—Q B 4, B—R 6! (not 11.., Ktx BP; 120—0O, B—Kt5; 13 P—QR 8,

xP; 14R—R1,Kt—K5; 15Q0—K2,0—B6; 16 KR—B 1, Ktx B; 17 Ktx Kt!+.
tahlberg—Rellstab, Zoppot, 1935); 12 R—Q Kt1, Ktx BP; 18 R—Kt3, P—Kt4!;
14 B—Q 3, P—Kt5 +.

(k) Weaker 1s 1§ B—B2, Q—Q4; 16 P—K 4, KtxP; 17 QxB, KtxB+.
Alekhine—Euwe, 25th match game, 1935.

(4) 1f instead 15.., Kt—K5; 16 Q—K 2, KtxB; 17 Q—R5+4. The best
continuation after 15.., 0—O0is 16 B—Q B 4, Kt—K5; eg., 17 Q—K2, Q—B6;
18 QR—B 1, Q—Q7; 19 Q—Kt4, KtxB; 20 Q R—é 1, Q—B 6. White can now
force a draw, but has nothing better.

Ig) 8 PxBP, PxP; 9 Q—-R4,c§2xQ; 10 Ktx Q, B—Kt5ch; 11 K—K 2,
B—R38ch; 12 K—Q 1, B—Kt4!+4. G.S. A. Wheatcroft—M. E. Goldstein, London,
1926. The column is analysis by Griinfeld, Asztalos and Vukovitch.

(k) Euwe recommends 10 B—R 4, Ktx Kt; 11 Px Kt, Qx P ch; 12Kt—Q2 4,

Ig) 12 Kt—B 3, KtxKtch; 18 Px Kt, BxP; 14 R—B1, P—Kt5; 15K—Q 1.
P—K 4! =. Rubinstein—Réti, Berlin, 1928.

(m) 18 Ktx R, B—Kt2; 17 P—K4+.
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1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—K B3:
4 B—Kts5, QKt—Q 2. X

51 52 53 54 55
5 (P—K3)eeaseescessacaanassacassses . Kt—B 3
(P—B3) P—B3......B—Kt5()
6 P—QR3....Q—Bz2......B—Q3 P—K4 PxP
B—K 2 Q—R4 () Q—k4 PxKP PxP
7 Kt—B 3 B—R 4 () B—R4 KtxP P—K 3 (k)
0—0 P—B4 PxP B—Kz2(g P—Bg4
8 B—Q3 Kt—B 3 BxBP Kt—B 3 B—Q3
PxP P—QR3 P—QKts4 O—O P—B 3 ()
9 BxP B—K2 B—QKt3z Q—Bz2 B—B=2
Kt—Q 4 QPxP B—Kt2 P—K4 () Q—R4
10 BXB 0—O0 Kt—B 3 O0—0—0 o0—0O
QxB Q—B2 P—Bg4(e) PxP BxKt
11 Kt—K4! KR—Q1 PxP KtxP PxB
Kt(Q4)—B3 PxP BxP Q—R 4 QXBP (m)
12 Kt—Kt3 PXxP 0—O B—K3 Q—Kt1
P—B 4 B—Q3 0—0 Kt—B4 () O—O
13 O—O P—Q 5! Kt—Q 4 P—K 4
Kt—Kt 3 (@) P—K 4 P—QR3 PxP
14 B—R 2 P—Q R 4 Q—Kz2(f) B—Qz2
PxP o0—0 Q—R 6
15 KtxP + Kt—Q2-4(d) B—Kt4 (n)

(a) 13 , P—Q Kt 8, followed by B—Kt 2, seems preferable. The column is
Alekhine—Capablanca, 34th match game, 1927.

b) 6. , B—K 2; 7 Kt—B 3 transposes into col. 34, note (i).

c) 7PxP,KtxP; 8 P—K 4, Ktx Kt; 9B—Q 2, Q—R5; 10Qx Kt, P~Q R 4;
11 Kt—B 3, B—Kt5; 12Q0—B 1,0—0; 13P—Q R 3, BxBch; 14 Qx B, P—K 4!;
15 R—B1!, PxP; 16 R—B 4, Q—Kt4; 17 RxQP, Q—Q B4. Capablanca—
Alekhine, 9th match game, 1927. hite cannot continue 18 Rx Kt, BXxR; 19 Qx B
because of 19 , Q R—Q1; 20 Q moves, Q—B 7 and wins.

d) Ragosin—Fine, Semmering-Baden, 1937.

e) 10 ,B—Kt5, 11 R—Q B 1, Kt—K5; 12 0—0, Ktx Kt; 18PxKt, Bx P;
14 BxKP, PxB; 15 Q—Kt3+.

(f) 114 Ktx K P, Px Kt; 15 BxPch, K—R1; 16 KBxKt, QR—Q 1+. The
column is Capablanca—Alekhine, 31st match game, 1927.

(&) 7. , Q—Kt3; 8 Ktx Ktch (8 B—Q 3! gives White a dangerous attack),
Px Kt; 9B—B1,P—K4; 10B—Q3,PxP; 110—0,B—K2, 12R—K 1, Kt—B 1;
13 Kt—R4, B—K3; 14 Kt—BS5, B—Kt5; 15 Kt—Kt7ch. Alekhine—
Bogoljuboff, 11th match game, 1929,

(k) 9 , P—QKt3; 10 0—0—0, B—Kt2; 11 P—KR4, Q—B2; 12 B—Q3 &
Alekhine—Bogoljiboff, 19th Match Game, 1929.

(¢) Alekhine—Lundin, Orebro, 1935. White stands better.

é/) The Manhattan Variation.

%) 117 Q—Kt3,P—B4; 8 P—Q R 3, Bx Ktch; 9Qx B, P—B5; 100—K 3 ch,
Q—K2; 11 QxQch, Kx % =, Capablanca—Spielmann, New York, 1927.

()) 18 , 0—0; 9 O—O, BxKt; 10 PxB, P—B5; 11 B—B2, Q—R4;
12 Kt—K5!, QxBP; 13 KtxKt, Ktx Kt; 14 Q—Kt1! %. Alekhine—Vidmar,
New York, 1927,

(m) 11 , Kt—K5; 12 B—KR4?, QKt—B3; 13 Kt—KS§, B—K 3;
14 P—QR3, P—KKt4; 15 B—K Kt3, 0—0—0; 16 R—Kt1, P—KR4 F.
Foltys— Milner-Barry, Margate, 1937. Here 12Q—K 1!isbest,eg.,12..,KtxQBP?;
13 P—K4+,0r12° ,QxBP; 13 BxKt, QxQ; 14 KRxQ, PxB; 15 Kt—Q2
regaining the Pawn withafinegame. 1f12 .,0—0; 13B—K7,R—K1; 14 B—Kt4
or 12. , Q Kt—B 3; 13 Bx Kt, KtxB; 14 P—K 4 + (Euwe).

(n) 15 , Q—R3; 16 Bx R, Px Kt; 17 B—Kt4 (17 B—K7??, Q—K3!;
18 Resigns. Maréczy—Tenner, New York, 1926). Both Alekhine and Bogoljuboff
prefer White, but Black has excellent counter chances.
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1 P—Q 4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K 3; 3 Kt—Q B 3, Kt—K B 3;
4 B—Ktj5, Q Kt—Q 2.

MANHATTAN VARIATION (a)

56 57 58 59 60
5 (Kt—B3)...P—K3.iteteetcotsecressssccncenass PXP (%
(B—Kt5) B—Kts PXP @
6 (PxP) PxP P—K
(PxP) PxP P—B 3?
7Q—R¢ B—03 B—03
BxKtch (a) P—B 4 B—K2 ()
8 PxB Kt—K2....Kt—B3 KKt-Kz (m)
0—O PXP (d) Q—R 4 0—O0 (n)
9 P—K3 PxP (¢ Q—Bz (g) Kt—Kt
P—B 4 0—O0 P—B5...... P—KR3 Kt—K 13
10 B—0Q3 o—0 B—Bs5 B—R 4 P—K R4
P—B3 Kt—Kt3 O—O 0—0 Kt (Q2)-B3
11 B—B2 R—Br 0—0 0—0 o—B2 [
O—Kz2() P—KR3 R—K1 P—Bs B—K3
12 0—0 BxKt P—QR3 B—Bs5 Kt—B 5
P—QR3 QxB=(f) BXKt R—K 1 Bx Kt
13 KR—K1 QxB QR—Kt: BXxB
Q—K3 QxXQ Bx Kt Kt—Q3
14 Kt—Q2 PxQ PxB B—Q3
P—Q Kt 4 Kt—Kt3 (k) Kt—K5 P—KR3
15 Q—R 5+ () BxB 4 (?) BxKt+ () B—KBg +
@

(A) See also col. 55.

a)) Euwe recommends 7.., Q—K 2,

BT PO Kk pxke; 17 boo R 4h o

¢) 15.., Kt—KS5; x Kt, PxKt; 17 P—Q R 4!, Q—Q47?; 14

Capab}anca——Splelmann, New York, 1927. 2 =9 3 18 PxPl4
(4 8 .,P—B5; 9 B—B2 P—KR3; 10 B—KR4, 0—0; 11 0—0, B—K 2;

12 P—B 8 +. Kmoch—Fine, Amsterdam, 1936. ’
(¢) Or 9 KtxP, P—KR3; 10 B—R4, 0—0; 11 0—0, Bx Kt; 12 PxB,

Kt—B4; 13 B—B2, R—K1; 14 R—B1, P—QKt8 =, Pleci—Marshall, Liege,

30.

f) Sdmisch—Marshall, Briinn, 1928.

2?) 9 0—0, BxKt; 10 PxB, QxB P? (10. , P—B 5, transposing mto col. 55,
is necessary); 11 R—B1, Q—R4; 12 Bx Kt, PxB; 18 Px P, KixP; 14 B—Kt1,
B—K3; 15 Q—Q 4 +. Analysis by Bogoljuboff.

%) 14. , Kt—K5; 15 Bx K Kt, PxB; 16 Kt—Q2 +.

1) Continued 15 , KtxB; 16 BxKt, PxB; 17 Kt—Q2. Bogoljubofi—
Spielmann, Dortmund, 1928,

(7) Becker—Spielmann, Vienna, 1936.

%k) The Exchange Variation.

) Or7.., B—Q3; 8 KKt—K2, Kt—B1; 9Q—B2 P—KR3; 10 B—R4,
Q—K2, 11 P—gR3, B—Q2; 12 P—K4!, P—KKt4; 13 B—Kt3, PxP;
14 KtxP, Ktx Kt; 15 BxKt, BxB; 16 RPxB, Q—Q3; 17 0—0—O .
Spielmann—Capablanca, Carlsbad, 1929.

m) For 8 Kt—B 3 see cols. 62-64.

n) Better 1s 8 ., Kt—K 5, 9 BxB, KtxKt; 10 Px Kt, QxB; 11 Q—B2,
P—K R3; 12 Kt—Kt38, Kt—B 3 (Tartakover).

(0) Not 10 , BxB; 11 BxPch, KxB; 12 Px Bdisch, K—Kt1; 13 Q—RS5
and wins The column is Alekhine—Capablanca, 32nd match game, 1927.

() 15. , R—B1; 16 P—K Kt 4
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EXCHANGE VARIATION (a)

1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—QB3, Kt—K B3;
4 B—Kts5, QKt—Qz2; 5 P—K3, P—B3; 6 PxP.

61 62 63 84 65
6 K PXPuurerresasasessoasssasasasassssssarsssse. BPXP
7 B—Q3 Kt—B 3
B—K?2(a) B—K2
8 Q—B2 B—0Qs3
O—O (B) vevereeernrennasesscnseesss Kt—B1 0—O0
9 KKt—K2..Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3 0—O
R—K1 R—K 1 Kt—K 3 P—QR3

10 P—KR3 () 0O—0—0....0—0 (g) B—R4 R—B1:
Kt—B1(d Kt—B1  Kt—B1 P—KKt3 P—QKty

11 0—0—0 B—KB4 Kt—Ks 0—0—0 Kt—Ks

P—Q Ktg4 Kt—Kt3 Kt—Kts O0—O B—Ktz2 (k)

12 P—KKt4y B—Kt3 BxB K—Kt1 (7)) P—Bg4
P—QR4 B—Q3 QxB Kt—Kt 2 P—R 3

13 Kt—Kt3 BxB Ktx Kt P—KR3 B—R4
P—R 5 QxB Bx Kt B—K B4 Ktx Kt

14 K—Kt1 P—KR3 Kt—K2 Bx Kt BP X Kt()
Q—R 4 B—Qz2 Q—R 5 KBxB Kt—K 5

15 QKt-K2!4+ P—K Kt4 Kt-Kt3+(4) P—KKt4= BXB £ (m)
(&) KR—QB1(f) 7

(A) No attention has been paid to transpositions on this page, so that for the
purpose of these variations White may have played Px P on any one of his 3rd, 4th
5th or 6th moves.

(@) 7.., B—Q 3?; 8 Kt—B3, 0—0; 9 0—O, P—KR3; 10 B—R4, R—K1;
11 Q—B2, Kt—B 1; 12 P—K4?, PxP; 138 KtxP, B—K2; 14 Bx Kt, BxB;
15 KR—K 1, B—Kt5 F. Marshall—Lasker, Moscow, 1925.

(b%ls.., P—KR8?; 9 B—KB4, 0—0; 10 0—0—0, P—Q Kt4; 11 Kt—B 38,
P—Q R4; 12 P—K Kt4 +. Fine—Thorvaldson, Folkestone, 1933.

(c) On 10 0—0—O0, Kt—Kt5!; 11 BxB, QxB; 12 Bx P ch, K—R 1 is strong
for Black. Not, however,10.., Kt—K 5?; 11 Bx Kt,PxB; 12P—~KR4!,P—KB 4
{12.., BxB; 18 PxB, QxP; 14 KtxP, Q—Kt3; 15 P—B3+. Nimzovitch—
Spielmann, Bad Kissingen, 1928); 18 Q—Kt3ch, K—R1; 14 Kt—B 4, Kt—B1;
15 Q--B 7+ (Spielmann—Sir G. A. Thomas, Carlsbad, 1929), or 14 ., Kt—B3;
15 P—R 5, P—KR3; 16 Q—B 7!, Kt—Kt1; 17 Kt—Kt6ch, K—R2; 18 Ktx B+
Alekhine—Kashdan, Pasadena, 1932.

() 10 ., Kt—K5; 11 BxB,QxB; 12 Bx Kt, PxB; 18 P—K Kt4, Kt—B3;
14 Kt—Kt3, P—KR 3; 15 0—0—0, P—Q Kt 4; 16 K—Kt1 4. Dake—Kashdan,
Milwaukee, 1935.

e; Flohr—Asgeirsson, Folkestong, 1933.
(f}{le I]{a—KtBl, P—Q Kt4 =. Reshevsky—Monticelli, Syracuse, 1934.

10 B—KB4, Kt—B1l; 11 P—KR3, B—Q3; 12BxB, QxB; 13 0—0,
p—KKt3; 14 O R-Kt1, Kt—R4; 15 P—Q Kt4, P—QRS; 16 Kt—O R 4 &’
Reshevsky—Flohr, Stockholm, 1937. 9 QR4 .

(k) Flohr—Keres, Semmering-Baden, 1937. The advance of White’s Q-side
Is difficult for Black to meet. & Q Pawns

(+) This allows Black to simplify. 12 P—K R 8 was stronger.

(7) Reshevsky—Stahlberg, Kemeri, 1937.

(k) An alternativeis 11.., Ktx Kt; 12 Px Kt, Kt—Q 2; 13 B—K B 4, B—Kt
14 Kt—K 2, Q—Kt1; 15 Kt—Q 4 4. Euwe—Bogonut%FE, match, 1928. %3

() Weaker 15 14 QPxKt, Kt—K5; 15 BxB, QxB =. Eliskases—Fine
Semmering-Baden, 1927. 4

(m) Continued 15. , QxB; 16 Bx Kt, PxB; 17 Q—Kt4, Q—Kt4; 18
® x Q (Lovenfisch—Fine, Leningrad, 1937); and now 19 R—Q B ZQ!+. 2xQ
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1 P—Q4,P—Q4; 2 P—QBy4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—KB3;
4 B—Kts5 B—Kz2; 5 P—K3.

LASKER'S DEFENCE

66 67 68 69 70
5 QKt—Qz...Kt—K 5....0—0 —
6 Kt—B3 BxB Kt—B 3
P—KR3(a) QxB Kt—K3..... P—KR3
7 B—R 4 PxP BxB B—R 4
Kt—Ks5  KtxKt QxB Kt—K35.....P-QKt 3(m)
8 BxB PxKt PxP BxB PxP
QxB PxP Ktx Kt QxB PxP
9 R—B1 Q—Kt3 PxKt Q—B2 B—0Q3
P—QB3 P—QE3 PxP Ktx Kt (j) B—K3
10 KtxKt (}) Kt—B3 Q0—Kt3 QOxKt 0—0
PxKt 0—O0 R—Q1() P—QB3 P—QB4l(n)
n Kt—0Q2 P—Bg4 P—B4(f) B—Q3 Kt—K 51
P—KB4 R—Q1 Kt—B 3 Kt—Q 2 KKt—Q2
12 P—B5 B—Q3 PxP (g) O0—O (&) BxB
0—0 B—K3(d) Q-Ktsch(k) PxP QxB
13 Kt—B4 P—B 5 Kt—Q 2 BxP P—By4
P—K4! P—QKtz QxQ P—QKt3 PxP
14 Kt—Q6 R—QBr1 + KtxQ Q—03 PxXP +
PXxP (c) Kt—Kts5 (@) R—Q 1 = (2)

() An adv1sable in-between move when Black intends pla Lasker’s Def
6..,Kt—K5; 7BxB,QxB; 8R—B1], P ymé lOKte—elrécg
Q—B3; 11 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 12 Q—Kt 3, P— Kts 13 Bth BPxB 14 Px P,
BPxP; 15 KtxQ P 5, Px Kt 16 Qx P, R—Q 11 = is Euwe-—’rartakover, Ca.v:lsbad

29.

b) 10 Q—B 2, P—K B 4 transposes into col. 11, note (a).

d) 15 B—B 4ch, K—R2=. apa‘blanca—-Rubmstem, Budapest, 1929,

) Or 12.., Kt—Q2; 18 O—O, PxP; 14 BxP. Janowski——Kostxch, 1916.
The column is Marshall—Vndmar, San Sebastxan, 1911.

(e) 10.., Q—0Q 3 (Bernstein's Variation) is an excellent alternative. Euwe_
Eliskases, Noordwuk, 1988, continued 12 P—B4, PxP! (5.., P—KR3; 6 B—R 4
had been mterpolated) 13 Bx P, Kt—B31; 14 %—B 3, B—-Kt 5; 15 O—O B x Kt
16 PxB, QR—Q1; 17 K—R1, O—B3; 18 B—K 2, KR—K1; i3 QO R—K
R—Q 2; 20R—K Kt1, Kt—K 2=. The older continuation 10.. »P—QB3;11P—B 4
Bl Rt L GRS b,

—Q 3, P— 3 —. e ot t—B 3; 14 B—Kt5
P82, 15 0% 0, KtwQ =. | Marshall—Tre val, Folkestons, 1933, >

(g) 12 P=B 5, B— ts (1f 12 s P—% 3; 13 B—Kt5, B—Q2; 14 Bx Kt,
BxB; 15 0—0, PxP; ine—Bobdk, Kemen, 1937); 13 Qx Kt P,
Bx Kt; 14 Qx Kt, B—K 5 H Q——R 4, Q R—Kt 1 gives Black a strong attack.

(B) 12.., Kt—R 4; 13 Q—-B3 RxP, 14 B—QS P—Q Kt8; 15 0—0, R—R 4;
16 QR—B1 +. Bliskases—Spielmann, match, 1932. 4

(1) 15 R—B1, KtxQP; 16 P—K4, R—Kl; 17 P—B3, P—K B4 (17..
P—Q B3, tried in ‘the match Bogol]uboﬁ—Splelmann, 1982, is weaker) ; 18 B—B 4
P—B3; 19 Bx Ktch, PxB; 20 P—K 5, P—Q Kt3 =

léj) ‘or 9 B Kt—KB3!; 10B—Q3,PxP; 11BxP, P—B4; 120—0, Kt—Bs;

—Q 2 =. Stahlber S—Lasker, Moscow, 1985,

ék) 12PxP,KPxP 18 0—0, Kt—B 3; 14 P—Q Kt 4, B—Kt5; 15 Kt—K 5,
B— ; 16 Q—B 5. Flohr—Bzidk Warsaw, 1985. “The endmg is tenable for Black.

(2) Contmued 15 Q—K 2!, P— K4; ; 16 0—B 2!, 0—B3!; 17 Q—K 4, R—K
18 KR—Q 1, B—Kt2. Flohr—Bernstem, Zurich, 1934,

") Tartakover's Variation. See also next column.

n) 10.. Kt—Q 2 was better, ¢.g., 11 Kt—K 5, Ktx Kt; 12 Px Kt, Kt—

18 Bx B, Qx ; 14 P—B 4, P—K B4 with a good game. The column’is Flo
Capablanca, Moscow., 1936
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1 P—Qg4, P—Q4; 2 P—QBg4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—KB3;

4 Kt—B 3.
71 72 73 T4 75
4 B—K2)iieieeuenns e QEKEt—Q 2. i Kt—K 5
5 (B—Ktsj5)...B—Bg4 B—B4.eun.. PxP Q—Kt3
(0—0 0—O0 (@) PxP PxP P—QB3
6 (P—K 3) P—K3 P—K3 B—B4 () P—K3(m)
(P—KR3) P—Bg4l(e) Kt—Q 4(g) P—B3 Kt—Q 2
7 (B—R 4) PxBP KBxP P—K3(5) PxP
(P—Q XKt3) BxP KtxB B—Kz2(?) XPxP
(PXP) (@ PxP Px Kt B—Q 3 Ktx Kt
Ktx KtxP B—Q3 0—0 Px Kt
9 BxB Ktx Kt P—K Ktz P—KR3 B—Bg4
QXxB (b) PXKt Kt—B 3 R—K1 Q—B3
10 Ktx Kt B—Q3 0—O0 0—0 Kt—Q 2
Px Kt B—Q3(f) 0—O Kt—B1 Q—Kt3
11 R—QB1 BXB Q—K 2 Kt—K 5 0—0
B—K3 QxB P—Q Ktz B—Q3 Kt—B 3
12 Q—R 4 0—0 KR—Q1 B—R2 P—B3
P—Q B4 Kt—B 3 B—Kt2 KKt—Q2 P—Ktg4
13 Q—R 3 R—B1 QR—B1 P—Bg4 B—Kz2
R—QB1 P—KKt3 P—QR3 P—B3 B—K 3
14 B—K2 Q—Kt3 B—Q3 + (h) Kt—Kt4 Q—B 2
Kt—Qz2(¢) R—Ktr1 = P—KR4()) B—Q4 (n)

(a) 8 Q—B 2, B—Kt2; 9 R—Q1, QKt—Q2; 10 PxP, PxP; 11 B—Q3,
Kt—R4; 12 B—Kt3, P—Q B4; 13 B—B5, P—B5 =. AIekhme—Tartakover,
Folkestone, 1933.

(b) 1£9..,Ktx B; 10B—K 2,B—Kt2; 110—0, Kt—Q 2; 12Q—R 4, P—QR 3;
18 KR—Q1, Kt—Q4; 14 Q R-B1 +. Flohr—Capablanca, Nottmgham, 1936,

(¢) 15 0—0, P—Q R 3 =. Eliskases—Spielmann, match, 1936.

(@ 5.., P—QR3?; 6 P—B5!, 0—0; 7 P—KR3, Kt—B3; 8 P—K 3,
P—Q Kt3 9 PxP, PxP 10 R—B 1 :}; Bogoljuboﬁ—Splelmann, ’I‘nberg, 1921,

(e) PxP; 7 KBxP, Kt—Q4; 8 0—0, KtxB; 9 PxKt, Kt—Q2;
10 Q—K 2, Kt—Kta 11 B—Kt3, B—B 3 12 Kt—K 4, Kt—Q 4; 13 P—K Kt3 .
Flohr—Milner-Barry, Margate 1936.

(f) Or10 ,B—Kt5ch; 11 Kt—Q 2, P—Q5'; 12P—K 4, Q—B 3; 13 B—Kt3,
Kt—Q2; 14 0—0, Kt—B4 = (Bogoljuboff). 10’ , Kt—B 3} 11 0—0, P—Q51s
also good. The column is Bogoljuboff—Maréczy, Carlsbad 1929.

(g) 6 ,Kt—Kt3; 7KBxP,KtxB; 8Q—R4ch,P—B3; 9QxKt, Kt—Q 4 =
is much better for Black.

(k) Capablanca—Becker, Carlsbad, 1929.

(¢) Siamisch’'s Variation.

() 7P—KR3, B—K2; 8 P—K3, Kt—K5; 9 Q—B2, P—K B4; 10 B—Q 3,
0—0; 1100, B—Q3 12Bx B, Ktx B; ; 18Q R—Q 1,Q—B 3. Simlsch—H Wolf,
Tephtz -Schonau, 1922,

(k) 1f 7 Kt—R4; 8 B——K 5, P—B3; 9 B—Kt3 is good for White, but not

8 B—Q 3, Kth 9 Px B—Q ; 10 P—K Kt3, 0—0O; 11 O—0O, R—K 1 F.
Alekhime—Em. Lasker, New York 1924.

(I) Continued 15 Kt—K 5!, PxKt; 16 BPxP, BxP!; 17 PxB, KtxP;
18 Rx Ktch!!, KxR; 19 QxP Kth 20 R—Blch K—Kt] 21 Q—B7ch.
Drawn by perpetual check. Alekhme—V:dmar, New York, 1927,

(m) Bogoljuboff suggests 6 B—B 4.

(n) Brinckmann—Rét1 Kiel, 1921
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1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—QB4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—K B3;
3.

4 Kt—B
76 17 78 79 80

N £ e A N P—B 4 (n)

5Q—Rgch..iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiinn.. P—K3(k) BPXP
Kt—B 3 ' 0—O0 (I Ktx P (o)

6 Kt—K5..... P—K3......PXP (3) B—Q3 P—K 4 (p)
B—Q 2 0—O0 KtxP - Kt—B 3 Ktx Kt

7 KtxB((®) B—Q:2 B—Q2 0—0 PxKt
QxKt P—CR3(g) Kt—Kt3 Q—Kz2 PxP

8 P—K3() Q—Bz2 Q—Kt 3 P—QR3 PxP
P—K 4 PxP P—QR3 PxP B-Ktsch (g)

9 QPxP(d BxP Q—0Q3 BxP B—Q2
P—Q 5! B—Q3 B—K2 BxKt? O—R4

10 P-OQR3! P—QR3 R—Qrx PxB R—QKtI(r)
BxKtch P—Kg4 P—K 4! P—K 4 BxBch

11 PXB P—Q5 PxP P—Q R4! xB
PxKPI Kt—K 2 QxQ R—Q1 QxQch

12 BXP (e) P—R3 PxQ B—R 3 KxQ
Kt—KKts P—Q Kty B—KKts Q—K1 0—O

13 B—04 B—R 2 B—K 2 Kt—Kts + B—Kt 5 ! (s)
K KtxP Q—Q 2! 0—0—O0 (m) P—Q R

14 P—B4 P—K B—B B—Qs:l: ®

e P ORE=() BKi5! F ()

Known in Russia as the Ragosin System.
If 7 Ktx Kt, BxKtch; 8 PxB, Bx Kt; 9 Q—Kt3, PxP; 10 QxBP
K 3 P Freymann——Ragosm, Lemngrad 1934, If now 11 B—B 4, Q—B
12 P— —K
c) Better 1s 8 P—Q R3, BxKtch; 9 PxB, P—K4; 10 P—K3 + (Alekhme).
) 9 P—QR3, KPxP; 10 PxB, Px Kt; 11 KthP 0—0; 12 B—K2
Px P :F CoIle—AIekhme, Hastmgs, 1926.

e) If12Px Kt?, PxPch; 13 KxP, Q—B 4ch; 14 K—K1 (14 K—Kt3,PxP),

0-—0—0, with a winnn, attack.
) 15 QxQ ch, Kx e prelmann—Fme, Zandvoort, 1936.
,B—Q2; 8Q—B2,R—K1; 9R—Q1 B——Q3 10B—B1,P—~QR4;
11 P——(,'é R 3 P—R 5? 12P—B 5 +. EhskaseFRagosm, Moscow, 1936.
h Reshevsky— Ragosm Semmering-Baden, 1937.

1f 6 B—Kt 5 ?, Px P (this position can also arise in the Vienna Variation, see
col. 116 and notes) ; —K3,Q0—Q4; 8Bx Kt,PxB; 9 Kt—Q 2, Bx Kt; 10 PxB
P—Kt4 4. Rabmovxtch—R'\gosm, Moscow, 1935.

7) Romanovsky— Ragosin, Leningrad, 1934.

k) 5 B—Kt5, P—B3 (5 , Px P transposes into the Vienna Variation, col. 116) ;
86PxP,KPxP; 7Q—Kt3 B—K2; 8 P—K 3, Q—Kt3; 9B—Q3,Q0xQ; 10PxQ,
P—Q R4 =. Van Scheltmga—Fme Amste:dam 1936. 5 Q—B 2, Kt—B 8; 6 P—K 3,
0--0; 7P—QR3,Bx Ktch; 8QxB,B—Q2; 9 P—Q Kt4, P—Q R 4; 10 P—Kts,
Kt—R2; 11 P—Q R4 -Q B3!; 12 B--R 3, R—K1 F. Rumm—-Ragosm,
Lenmgrad 1934,

gl) For other replies see Nimzovitch's Defence (Queen’s Pawn Game), with 4 P—K 3.

>

m) Dubinin—Ragosin, Leningrad, 1
n) Although thisposition canalso ansefrom the Tarrasch Defence, it morefrequently
comes from the Queen’s Gambit Declined.
KPxP; 6 B—Kt5 B—K3; 7P—K4 4. 5 BPxP; GQxP
PxP; 7 B—Kt t5, B— K2 P—K3 Kt—BS 9 B—KtS5, O—O 10 Q—Q 2
B—K 3 110—0, Q—Kt 3; i2 K R—Q1, KR—Q 1= Euwe—M:lner—Barry, Hastmgs,
1938-39.
(p) 6 P——K3, Kt—Q B3; 7 B—B 4, PxP; 8 PxP, B—K2; 9 0—0, 0~—0;
10 R—K 1, P Kt3? (Kt—Kt 31 i0 B—Kt 3, B—B 3. Euwe), 11 Ktx Kt
Px Kt; 12 B— Kt5 +. Botvmmk—Alckhme, Avro, 1938.
@)'s ,B—Kz2; 9 B—K2 0—0; 100—0, P—Q Kt3; 11Q—Q2', B—Kt2;
Q—K 3, Kt—Q2; 13 B—Kt2, R—B1; 14 QR—B1 . Lilienthal—Flohr,
Moscow, 1935.
r) 10 B—K 2, Kt—B3; 11 R—Q Kt1, BxBch, 12QxB,0—0; 13 B—Kt5,
Qxé ; 14 KxQ, Kt—R4; 15 K R—B 1 +. Stahlbarg-—Lasker, Zunch, 1934.
(s) Best If 13 B—K2,P—Q Kt3, 14 KR—B1,B—Kt2; 15 K—K 3, Kt—B 3;
16 R—B 3, B 1 =. Keres—Landau, Ostend, 1937.
() 14 —Ql 15 KR—Q B1, P—Q Kt4; 16 R—B 7, Kt—Q 2; 17 K—K 3,
Kt—B 3; 18 Kt—K 5 and Black’s posmon 18 very uncomfortable.  Rubinstein—
Schlechter, San Sebastian, 1912.
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I P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—KB3;
Q4 ? 4 Kt—B 3, P—B 4.

81 82 83 84 35

BPXP)iveesernevanossnsssenannns ...B—Kts
(KtxP) BPXxP

6 (P—K 4)irases P—KKt3 KKtxP(g
(XKt x Kt) Kt—QB3 P—K4 (k)
(PxKt) B—Kt2 Kt—B 3.....K Kt—Kt 5

! (PXP) KtxP() P—Qs P—QR3!(k)

8 (PXP) KKtxKt Kt—Qs5  Q—R4!()
(B—Kt 5ch) Ktx Kt Kt—B 3 () B—Q2

9 (B—Q2) Px Kt P—K4 P—K 4! (m)
BxBch Px Kt B—K2 PxBP

10 QxB QxP Bx Kt BxP
O0—0 QxQ BxB PXxKt

11 B—B4......B—K2(0) PxQ P—QKt4! BXxPch
Kt—B3 (@) P—QXKt3 B—Q3 0—O KxB

1z O—0 0—0 P—QR4(f) B—Q3 OXR
P—QKt3 B—Kt2 R—QKtr P—QR4 B—B3

13 KR—Q1 Q—B 4 B—R 3 P—QR3 0—0
B—Ktz2 Kt—B3 () K—K2 B—K 3 Q—B 2

14 Q—Bg4 KR—Q1 BxBch R—QKtr + O—R 7
R—B1(}) Kt—Kz2(d) KxB (7)) QKt-Qz2 (n)
(@) If 11 ., P—Q Kt3; 12 P—Q 54. Possible is 11.., Kt—Q2; 12 0—O,

<3
P—Q Kt3; 183 QR—Q1, B—Kt2; 14 KR—K1, R—B1; 15 B—Kt3, Kt—B3;
16 Q—B 4, Q—B2, 17 Q—R4, KR—Q1; 18 R—K 3, P—Q Kt 4 =. Keres—Fine
Ostend, 1937,

(») Or 14..,Q—B3; 15Q—K38, KR—Q1; 16 P—KS5,Q—R38!; 17Q R—B1,
QxQ =. Reshevsky—Fine, Hastings, 1937-38. The column is Alekhine—Euwe,
18th match game, 1937, which continued 15 P—Q 5, PxP; 186 BxP, Q—K2;
17 Kt—Kt5!, Kt—K 4; 18 Bx B, Kt—Kt3 =.

Ig:) Or 18 , Kt—Q2; 14 QR—B1, Kt—B3; 15 B—Q 3, R—B1; 16 Rx R,
BxR; 17 R—B1, B—Kt2. Alekhine—Griunfeld, Prague, 1931.

d) 15 Q R—B 1, Kt—Kt3 F. Fairhurst—Alekhine, Folkestone, 1983.

e) Or7 .,Q0—R4!; 8 0—Q2, Ktx Kt; 9 PxKt, PxP; 10 Ktx P, Kt x Kt;
11Qx Kt,P—K4; 12Q—K 3,B—K 2; 13 0—0 =. Reinfeld—Reshevsky, New York,
1938. The column 15 Alekhine—Euwe, 30th match game, 1937.

(f) Simpler is 12 B—B 4, Bx B; 13 Px B, R—Q Kt 1 =. Rubinstein—Tartakover,
Carlsbad, 1929.

(g) 16 QxP, not 6.., Kt—B8?; 7Bx Kt,PxB; 80—R4,PxP; 9 R—Q1,
B—Q 2; 10 P—K 3, Kt—K 4; 11 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 12 Qx B P+ _ (Pillsbury—Lasker,
Cambridge Springs, 1904), but68..,B—K 2; 7Px P (70—0—0?, Kt—B 3; 8 Q—R 4,
Q—R4; 9 P—K3,B—Q2; 10 K—Kt1, P—K R 3 F. Pillsbury—Lasker, St. Peters-
burg, 1895-96), Px P; P—K38, Kt—B38; 9 B—Kt5!, 0—0; 10 Q—Q R4
B—Q 2 =. Dake—Fine, New York, 1936.

%) 6..,PxP; 7P—K3,Q—Kt3; 8 BxKt,PxB; 9 BxP, B—Q2; 10 0—O,
Kt—B 38; 11 B—Kt38 F. Bogoljubofi—Alekbine, 1st match game, 1934.

3) 8.., B—K 2 1s better.

7) Euwe—Alekhine, 29th match gane, 1937.

1 B K,4P-—-Q 5; 8 Kt—Q 5, Kt—R3; 9 Q—R4, B—Q2; 10 BxKt, PxB;

—Q Kt4 +.

() 8KtxP?7,PxKt; 9KtxKtch,Qx Kt!!; 10BxQ,B—~Kt5ch; 11 Q—Q 2,
B x Qch+4 +. Yudovitch—Fine, Moscow, 19¥7. The text continuation was suggested
in analysis after the game by Dr. Lasker.

B I(g) 1f9 PxP, Q—Kt8; 10 Bx Kt, PxB; 11 P—K4, R—R2!4+. Or9 KtxP,
x +.o

(n) White has R+ P for two pieces and the freer game.

(0) Alternatives are : (1) 11 B—Kt 5 (Kmoch's suggestion), P—Q Kt 3; 12 R—Q B 1,
B—Kt2, 18 Q—K 8, Kt—0Q 2, 14 0—0, Kt—B 3; 15 B—Q 38, Q—K 2; 16 Kt—K 5,
KR—B1; 17 Kt—B 4, R—B2; 18 P—K S5, Kt—K 1 =. eshevsky—Horowitz,
New York, 1935. (()2) 11 B—Q3, Kt—B3; 12 Q—K3 (12 P—K 5, Q—R 4 =),
P—Q Kt 3, 18 0—0, Q—K 2 =. Horowitz—S. Bernstein, New York, 1936.

T*
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TARRASCH DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, P—QBg4.

RUBINSTEIN VARIATION

4BPXP,KPXP; 5Kt—B 3 (a), Kt—Q B 3; 6 P—K Kt 3, Kt—B3;
7 B-XKtz2, B—K2; 8 O—0, 0—O (b).

86 87 88 89 90
9 PxP
BX Pttt ttiiiiianeeiiaeies P—Qs
10 Kt—QR4(C)eeeeess vese..B—Kt5 Kt—QR4 (k)
B—K2 P—Qs5! () B—B4
11 B—K 3 Kt—K 4 Kt—R 4 ())..B—B 4!
Kt—K 5 B—K 2 B—K5 Kt—XK 5
12 R—B1......Kt—Q4  KtxKtch P—B3 P—QKtg!
Q—R 4 Kt—K 4 (f) BxXKt B—Q4 KtxXtP
13 Kt—Q 4 R—B1 BxXxB (3) P—K 4 KtxP
KtxKt(@d O—R4 QxB B—Bj; B—Kt 3
14 QBxKt B—Bg4! O—Rg4 R—B 2 R—Kt 1
B—K3 Kt—Kt3 B—K3 Kt—Qz (m) P—QR 4
15 P—B3 B—B 7 Q—Kts Kt—Bs5s P—Q R 3 (n\
Kt—B 3 Q—R3 QR-Ktr=(/) Ktx P Kt—Q B
16 Kt—B5 P—QR3 O—B2 Kt x Kt
QxP* B—Qz2 KtxKt- Px Kt
17 KtxB + () Kt-QB3+ (g) QxB+  R—Kt7+

(a) 1f instead 56 Px P, P-—-—QS, 6 Kt—Q R4, P—Q Kt4!; 7 PxP e.p, PxP;
8 P— K3 K Kt—B3; 9 P—K3, B-—Q2!; 10 Qx P (or 10 Px P, B—Ktsch
11 B— K2ch 1213-—1(2, Kt—K5+); 10 ., Kt—B 3; 11 Qx B, B—Kt5ch,
12 B— 2, xBch; 13 Kx B, Q—K 2+ (Bogoljuboff).

(6) The ** normal position’’ in the Tarrasch Defence (Tartakover) If8.., B—K3;
9 PxP, BxP; 10 Kt—K Kt5!+4+; or8 , Kt—K5; 9 PxP, KtxKt; IOPXKt
BxP; 1 Kt—Kl followed by Kt—Q 3 and B4 (Bogol]uboﬁ)

(c) The Réti Variation.

(2) Lovenfisch recommends 13.., B—~Q 2 followed by . %
B—Q 2; 14Bx Kt,PxB; 15 Kt—Kt3 Qx Kt; 16Qx B, QxP, 17Qx QR—Ktl.
18 gx Kt, Qx Kt; 19 Bx P, R—Kt5

¢) 17.., Px Kt; 18 B—R 3, Q—R3 19 0—Q 8, 0—Q 3; 20 Q—K —
21 Q(B-—B 5'+ Alekhme—Euwe, match' IQZQ 2%0-0 @ 8L K—B 2;

Ktx Kt; 13 QBx Kt, B—K 3; 14 Kt—B3, Ktx Kt; 15 Bx Kt

Anal(irfs)m by Bogoljubofi ! ! X *-

(¢g) Capablanca~-Znosko-Borovsky, Paris, 1938.

(k) 10.., B—K 2; 11 Kt—Q 4, Ktx Kt; 12 Qx Kt+ transposes into col. 93.

lg') 18 Q——Qz B—Kts 14 P—KRs? (better 14 Q—B 4), BxB; 15 Ktx B,
BxKP; 16 KtxBP Q—K 2; 17 KR—K1, P—Q6. Capablanca—Euwe, 5th
match game, 1931

(7) Capablanca—Lasker, 9th match game, 1921,

(k) 10 Kt—Q Kt5, BxP; 11 B—Kt5 B—Kt3; 12 Kt—Q2 P—KRS3;
13 QBx Kt, Qx B; 14 Kt—B4 B—Q B4 =. Colle—Alekhme, Bled, 1931.

(1) If 11 P—QR 38, Kt—KS5; 12 P—Q Kt4, Kt—B6; 13 Ktx Kt, PxKt;
14 QxQ, QRxQ; 15 B—KtS5, BxB; 16 Ktx B, Kt—Q 5+.
. (m 14.. P—K“Kta is better. The column is Bogoljuboff—Maréczy, Bad Slac,

932,

(n) 5R—K*'2,Q—K1; 16 P—QR S8, Kt—Q 4; 17 B—B1,R—Q1; 18 P—K 3,

KtxQB P =. Alatorzeﬁ—Fme Moscow, 1937.



152 QUEEN’S GAMBIT DECLINED

TARRASCH DEFENCE
I P—Qg4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—QBs3, P—Q B4.

RUBINSTEIN VARIATION
4 BPxP, KPXP; 5 Kt—B 3, Kt—QB3; 6 P—KKt3.

91 92 83 94 95
6 (Kt—B 3)
7 (B—Kt2)
(B—K 2)seeroraronsacannansans veeee.PXP.ui.... B=Kt5(4)
8 (0—O0) K KtxP B—K3
) B—QB4 BxKt({)
o B—Kt5 (a) Kt—Kt3!(g) BxB
B—K3uieeetoeanans ee...PXP B—Kt3 () Q—Q2
10 PXP (b)..... R—B1 KKtxP 0—O0 (3) 0—O0
BxP Kt—K 5 (d) KtxKt B—K3 R—Q1
11 R—B1 BxB Qx Kt B—Kts R—B1
B—Kt3! QxB B—K3 0—0 B—Kz2
12 P—Kt3 PxP QR—B1 Kt—R 4 Kt—R 4
R—K1 QR—Q1x O—R 4 P—KR3 Kt—K Kt s
13 P—K3 Kt—Q 4! P—QR3 KtxB Ktx P
Kt—Q Kts5 KtxQBP KR—Q1 PxKt Ktx B
14 Kt—Q 4 Ktx Kt Q—0Q 3! B—K3 PxKt
P—KR3 Px Kt P—Qs5s QKt—R 4 BXxKt
15 BXKt Q—Q 4+(6) Kt—K 4+ (f) Kt—Q4 £ (/) RXB+(m)
QxB=()

(a) 9 B—K 3, Kt—K Kt5; 10 B—B 4, B—K3; 11 PxP, BxP; 12 Kt—K1,
B—Q5!; 13 Kt—Q3, Kt—B 3; 14 R—B 1, P—K R 3 =. Flohr—Lasker, Moscow,

935.
(b) Other possibilities are: (1) 10 P—Q R3, Kt—K 5 =. (2) 10 Bx Kt,BxB;
11 Px P, Bx Kt (the sacrifice 11.., P—Q5; 12 Kt—Q R 4 is not quite sound);
12 FxB Y] (BUWe) 4. 17 Ktx P, BxKt; 18 BxB, Ktx K
¢ — , Kt—B3; x P, Bx Kt; x tx Kt; 19
R 1 Rubinstein—Lasker, Berim, 1918, ’ ’ i 19 PxKt,
(d) 10 , P—B5; 11 Kt—K5, Q—Kt3 is Black’s best line (Bogoljuboff).
12 P—K 3, Qx KtP; 13 P—B 4 gives White a strong attack, however.
(¢) Analysis by Bogoljuboff.
f) Flohr—Euwe, 11th match game, 1932.
}g Alternatives are: 9 Kt x Kt, Px Kt, 10 0—0, 0—0; 11 B—Kt§5, R—Kt1;
12 R—B1, P—KR3. Grunfeld—Spielmann, Mahrisch-Ostrau, 1923. Or 9 B—K 3:
8—Kt3; 10 0—O, Bx Kt; 11 Ki—R4, Bx B! (if 11, Q—Kt5; 12 P—QR3,
(G_.st‘!d;) 13 R—B14); 12 KtxQ, Bx Kt; 13 BxP, KtxB; 14 3 x Kt, 0—0 =
riinfeld).
(k) 9.., B—QKt5; 10 0—O0, Bx Kt; 11 PxB, 0—0; 12 B—Kt5, B—K3;
18 Rt—B 5, Q—K2; 14 KtxB, PxKt; 15 P—QB4!+. Rubinsten—Marshall,
Breslau, 1912.
(4) 1f 10 Ktx P, Ktx Kt; 11 Qx Kt, QxQ; 12 BxQ, Kt—Kt5 with sufficient
compensation for the Pawn.
" 7 Tagacs-—prelmann, Meran, 1924. Grunfeld suggests 15 B—Q4, Kt—B35;
t—0Q 2.
(k) %19, Wagner Variation. See also col. 96.
(h 8 , P—B5; 9 0—O0, Bx Kt, 10 BxB, P—KR3; 11 Q—B2, Q—Q2;
12 P—Kt 3+. Gilg—P. Johner, Carlsbad, 1929. ’
(m)15 , Kt—K 2; 16 Q—B 1!, 0—0; 17 R—B7. Post— Wagner, Oeynhausen,
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TARRASCH DEFENCE
1P—Q4, P—Qy4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—QB3 (1), P—Q Bg.

RUBINSTEIN VARIATION
4 BPxP, KPxP; 5 Kt—B3, Kt—QB3; 6 P—K Kt 3.

96 97 98 99 100
6 (Kt—B3)...P—B5 (@)
7 (B—Ktz2) B—Kt2.eieeasseassoseesasoaseeasa. . P—Kgl

(B—Kts) B—QKts PxP
8 Kt—K 5! (a) O—O Kt—KKts
PxP (b) K Kt—K 2 QXP (k)
9 KtxB Kt—K 5....B—B4..... P—K 4 B—B 4!
Px Kt o0—0 0—O0 PXP (h) P—KR3()
10 KtxKtch KtxKt R—B1 KtxP KKtxKP
QX Kt Px Kt Q—R 4 B—K B4 QxQch
11 PXP P—K 4 P—QR3 Kt—K 5 RXQ
QXQBPch B—K3 Bx Kt KtxKt () B—K3
12 B—Q2 B—Kts5() RxB PxKt Kt—Kt 5
Q—B3 P—B3 P—QKtg4 Kt—B3 B—Kts5ch
13 O—O! B—Q2 B—Q6 B—Kts K—K2
R—Q1 R—Kt1 R—Q1 QxQ R—Q1
14 Q—Kt3 R—K1 B—Bs5 KRx9Q KXt—Q6ch
P—QXKt3 B—Bz2 Q—B2 P—K R3 K—XK2
15 B—QB3+ () P—QR3(f) R—K1 B—B4 + (j) B—Ktz I+
P—QR4=(g) (m)

{2} Nimzovitch analyses 8 B—Kt 35, B—K2; 9 Px P, 0—0; 10 0—0, P—Q5;
11 Bx Kt, BxB; 12 Kt—K4, B—K2; 13 Q—Kt3, Q R—Kt1; 14 QR—Q1,
K—R1; 15 Q—R 4, 1n White’s favour

() 8 , B—K3; 9 KtxKt, Px Kt; 10 P—K4, BPxP; 11 PxP, PxP;
12 Qx P, B—K 2; 13 0—O =+. Brinckniann—Wagner, Hamburg, 1921.

(c) Euwe—Stoltz, Hastings, 1932,

(d) The Folkestone (or Swedish) Variation, popularised by the Swedish team at
Folkestone, 1933.

() Weaker 1s 12 B—K 8, R—Kt1; 13 Q—B2, P—K B4 !, 14 PxQP, KtxP1!;
15 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt, 16 B—B 4, B—Q 3 ¥F. Fine—Lundin, Folkestone, 1933.

(f)15 ,B—QR4; 16 PxP, PxP? (16 ., Ktx P was necessary): 7 Rx Kt! 4.
Grunfeld—Stahlberg, Folkestone, 1933.

Sg) Sultan Khan—Stahlberg, Folkestone, 1933.

)9 ,0—02; 10 Ktx P, KtxKt, 11 PxKt, QxP; 12 P—QR3!+, cg.
12.., B—R4, 13 Kt—KS§, %xP; 14 Ktx Kt, QxQ; 15 Kt—K 7 ch and wins.

W) 11. , OxP; 12 QxQ, KtxQ, 18 P—O R3], Bx Kt; 14 BxB, B—B4;
15 Bx Kt P, R—Q Kt1; 16 B—R6+. Nimzovitch—Stoltz, match, 1933.
(7) Analysis by Euwe.
Or8 ., KixP; 9 BxP, Kt—K 3; 10 B—Kt5ch, B—Q2; 11 Ktx Kt + 3

P—KRS3: 9 KKtx KP, B—KB4; 10 Rx P, Qx P; 11 Q—Kt3, Bx Kt;
13 B—K 38, Q—K 4; 14 0—0—Och+.
. ,ngch; 10 RxQ, B—K Kt5; 11 BxP!, BxR; 12BxPch, K—Q1;
, Kt—R3; 14 K—B 1, with a powerful attack.
15 ., Kt—B3; 16 Ktx KtP, B—Kt5ch; 17 P—B3, RxR; 18 RxR,
B—K B4; 19P—QR 3,B—Q 6ch; 20 K—B 2,etc. Rey—Johannson, correspondence,

5.

(n) 3 Kt—K B3, P—QB4; 4 PxQP, KPxP; 5 P—KKt3 QKt—B38;
6 B—kt2, Kt—B3; 7 0—0, B—K 2; 8 PxP, BxP; 9 Q Kt—0Q 2, P—Q 57 (9..,
Kt_K5: 10 Kt—Kt3, B—Kt8; 11 K Kt—Q4, Q—B3 = Kashdan—Horowmtz
New York, 1938); 10 Kt—Kt 3, B—Kt3; 11 —Q 3, B—K3; 12 R—Q1, BxKt;
13 QxB, Q—K2; 14 B—Q2, 0—0; 15 P—Q R4 +. Lasker—Tarrasch, St.
Petersburg, 1914.

IxTx, Z
Sleiges
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TARRASCH DEFENCE
1 P—Qg4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, P—QB4.

101 102 103 104 105
4 BPXP)iiiiiieiietereenoernanananns P—K 3 (1)
BPxP(u) vivineiee s JKPXP Kt—K B3
5 QxP .......Q—-R4ch P—K 4 (k) XKt—B3

Kt—QB3 B—Q2() QPXP Kt—B3
6 O—Q 1 OxQP P—Qs P—QR3....B—C3

PxP PxP P—B4 B—Q3 (k) B—Q3 (m)
7 QXP QxXQP B—Kts5ch QPXP 0—0O
B—K3 Kt—KB3 B—Q2 BxBP 0—0O
8 Q XQch Q—Kt3 Kt—R 3 P—QKtg4 Q—K2
RXQ Kt—B3 BxB B—Q3 Q—Kz2
9 P—K3!(3) P—K3 KtxB B—Kt2 PxBP
Kt—Kts5 B—QKts; Q—R4ch P—QR4 BxP
10 B—Kts5ch B—Q2 Kt—B 3 P—Kt s P—K 4!
K—Kz2 0—0 Kt—QR3 Xt—Kg4 PXBP (n)
11 B—R4 Kt—B3 P—B3 PxP BxP
P—QKtq4 OQ—K2 Kt—B 3 PxP P—K 4
12 KtxP!l () B—K2 0—O0 B—K2 B—K Kts
B—Bs5 B—K 3 B—Kz2 B—K3 B—K3
13 Kt—R 3! (d) Q—B 2 Kt—KKts Kt—Q 4 Kt—Q 5
B—R3 QR—B1 O0—0+() R—QBr=()BxKt
14 Kt-K2!4 () 0—O0+(g) BxB (o)

(a) The von Hennig—Schara (or Duisburg) Gambit.

(b)) 9P—B 3, Kt—Kt5; 10 K—B 2, Kt—B 7; 11 R—Kt1,B—B 4 ch; 12P—K 3,
Kt—R3; 13 B—Kt5ch, K—K 2; 14 P—K Kt4, P—B 4; 15 P—Kt 5 P—B5!7?;
16 Px Kt, PxPch; 17 K—B 1, PxP with a strong attack. Kashdan—Tartakover,
Bled, 1931. "Another good line "for White is 9 P—K 4 , Kt—Kt5; 10 B—KtS5ch,
K—K2, 11 K—B1.

(¢) 12 B—Q1?, Kt—Q6chl; 18 K—B1, P—Kt5; 14 Kt—K4, P—B4;
15 Kt—Kt3, KtxB P; 16 Kx Kt Rx B F. Maka:czyk——Betbéder, Prague, 1931,

(12 Cheriogolovko—Kiseff, 1938. If now 13 ., Kt—Q6ch; 14 K—B]1,
Ktx KtPch; 15 KtxB, KtxB; 16 B—R3ch+

(e) 14. , Kt—Q 6¢ch; 15 K~—B1, KtxB; 16 Rx Kt, R—Q 7; 17 Kt—B 4
Bx Kt; 18 RxB.

(f)s ,Q—Qz 6 Kt—Kt 5, Kt—Q R 3; 7P———Q6 K—Q1(7., —B31sbetter 3
8 B—B 4, P—B Kt—KB3,PQK leg (11 KQ —-Ks)o,
12 Qx P, B—-—QZ 13 P—K4, R—B1; 14 KtxP BxP "15 Kth+ avasi—
Tartakover, Budapest, 1929.

(g) Dake—Makarczyk, Folkestone, 1933.

(k) Marshall’s Variation.

() Oskam—Euwe, 1920.

7) The Normal Variation, which had the enthusiastic support of Tarrasch. But
it has not found favour with the other masters.

1g‘k) ., Kt—KS§ (recommended b Alekhme%{ , Q—R4; 8 PxP,
Bx 9PxP,PxP; B—Q 3, Ktx 11 Px Kt, P—KR3 12 0—0C, 0—0 =.
Foltys——-Fme, Stockholm 1937.

() Rosselli—Alekhine, Folkestone, 1933.

(m)8 ,QPxP; 7BxP, P—QR 3, transposing to the Queen’s Gambit Accepted,
1s Black’s best course.

() If 10 , PxKP; 11 KtxP, Ktx Kt; 12 BxKt, B—Q2; 13 P—QR 3,
QR—K1; 14 P-—Q Kt4,B—Q3; 15 B—Kt2 4. The column and notes are analysis
by Lovenfisch.

(o) 14.., Kt—Q 5; 15 Ktx Kt, BxKt; 16 QR—B1 +.
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1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—QBg4.
108 107 108 109 110
2 P—K 3iiitvetetesiosansassassssscssaarsssassass s P—Q By
3 Kt—Q B3 BPxP (k)
P—QR3(@.ceeeveeee...P—QKL3(f) QxP
4 PxP Kt—B 3..... PxP Kt—KB3()
PxP B—Kt2 PXxP PXxP
5 B—Bg4 (b)...Kt—B 3 PxP Q—R4ch(z) Kt—B3
Kt—K B3 Kt—KBj3 PxP P—B Q—Q R4
6 P-—K 3 B—Kts B—B4 t——B 3 Ktx P
B—Q3 B—Kz2 B—Q3 B—Q13 Kt—K B3
7 BXxB P—K 3 BxB P—K 4 Kt—Kt 3
QOxB QKt—Q2 QxB PxP Q—B2
8 B—Q3 Q—B2 P—K3 KtxP P—Kt3
Kt—B 3 0—0 KKt5B3 Q—Kz2 P—K 4
9 KKt—K2 B—Q3 Kt—K 5 (g) Kt—Ks5 B—Ktz2
0—O0 R—K 1 (d) BxKt Kt—BR3
10 P—QR3 P—KR3 B—Q3 PxB O—O+ (1)
Kt—K 2 P—B3 P—B4! QxP
11 Q—B2 0—0—O0 0—O0 B—K 3
P-QKt3?(c) Kt—B 1 Kt—B3! Kt—B3
12 P—QKts + BXxKt4 (¢) P—Bg4 KtxKtch
PxP= (k) QXKt()

(a) Janowsky's Defence.

(b) 5Kt—B3, P—QB3; 6

7 P—

for an advantage.

d)9.., P—B32?;

Kt3, Kt—K 2; 8 B—Kt 2),

(4)
Q Kt—B 3 ' 13 B—Q 3 Kt—R 4;
—Alatorzeﬂ, Lemngrad, 1934.

(e) 12

, BxKt; 18 P—K Kt4, B—Q2;

B—Q3

Stahlberg—Bogatyrchuk, Moscow, 1935.
(f) Occasionally played by Tartakover.

(8) ® Q—R4ch?, P—B3;
PxP; 13 KR—Q1, QK

(h Contmued 13 PxP, KtxP;
17K R—K 1, K—Kt

i) 5 P—K Kt3, Kt—KB3 6 B—Kt2, B—Kt2 7 Kt—R 8, B—K 2; 8 0—O,
(9 10 KKtxP Ktx Kt;

16 Q
0—0;

—Q1,

QR—Q1;

t—Q 2 F

9 Kt—B4, Kt—K5

10 B—Q 3,

0—-0;

For 3 ., P—B 3 see Slav Defence.
—Kt3 (Bog%]ublt()ﬁ suggests 6 Q—B2, B—Q3;

Kt—K 2; 8 P—K 4, PxP’
9 Ktx P, 0—0, 10 B—Q B4+, Grunfeld—-Bogoljuboﬁ, Baden—Baden, 1925.

(¢) This should have lost a Pawn by 12 P—K 4. But White’s reply also suffices

The column is Euwe—Alekhine, Zirich, 1934,

10 P—K Kt4!, KtxP;
14 P—KR3 KKt—B3;

11 Bx Pch, K—R1;

11 0—0, P—Q

B4;

12 B—B34,

15 B—K 5+. Botvinmk

14 Q R—Kt1 with a strong attack,

12 PxP,

. R.P. chhell—’l‘artakover, Hastings, 1935-86.
The column is Flohr—-Tartakover, Hastings, 1935-36.

P—B3 is necessary)

14 BxPch,

KxB;

11 Ktx Kt+ Reshevsky—Tartakover, Nottingham, 1936.
(/) 18 0—0—04. Euwe—Tartakover, Zandvoort, 1936.

Iga) 3 Kt—Q B3, Kt—KB3, 4 Kt—B3, PxQP; 5 KKtxP? (QKtxP),
4; 6 Kt—B3, P—Q5F. V. Buerger—E Spencer, Tenby, 1938.

() Or4P—K3 PxP; 5Kt—QB3,Q—QR4; 6PxP, Kt—KB3; 7B—Q B4,

Kt—B 3; 8Q—Kt3

P—K 3;

A]apm—Duras Carlsbad 1911.
(m) Przepiorka—Seitz, Hastings, 1924-25.

15 QxKt, Q—B4;

9 Kt—B 8, 0—Kt5; 10 0—0, B—Q 2; 11P—Q 5 %
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1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—QBu4.
111 112 113 114 115
2 P—KKt3.. . Kt—QB3(®).eeceeeerens ...Kt—KB3...B—B4
3 PxP Kt—KB3... Kt—Q B3 PXP Kt-K B3 (7)
QxP B—Kts P—K 4 (d XKtxP(f) P—K 3
4 Kt—QB3 Q—R4 PxQP Kt—KB3(g) Q—Kt 3
Q—QR4 BxKt KtxP B—B4 Kt—Q B
5 Kt—B 3 KPxB P—K3 P—K 3 P—B 5
B—Kt2 P—K 3 Kt—B 4 Kt—Q B3 R—Ktr
6 B—Q2 Kt—B 3 P—K4 Q Kt—Q2! B—B4
P—QB3 B—Kts Kt—Q 3 Kt—Kt 3 B—K2
7 P—K 4 P—QR3 Kt—B 3 P—K 4 Kt—B 3
Q—Kt3 BxKtch B—Kts B—Kt3 Kt—B 3 (4)
8 B—QB4! PxB Q—R4ch P—Q5 P—K 3
BxP Kt—K 2 BQz2 Kt—Kt1 0—0
9 KtxB R—QKtr Q—Kt3 P—QR4 B—QKts
OxKt R—QKt: P—KB3 P—QR4 Kt—K 5
10 Q—Kt3 B—Q3 B—K3 Kt—K 5 O_-—O
Q—Ktz2 PxP Kt—K 2 QKt—Q2 KtxKt
11 O—O BxP R—B1 B—QKts QxKt
Kt—Qz2, 0-—O0 KKt—B1 Q—B1r B—B3
12 KR—K1 O—O+() B—Q3 =+ (¢) QKt—B4+ P—QKt4+
Kt—XK 4 (a) ©

(a) 13P—B4, KtxB; 14Qx Kt, Kt—R 3; 15Q—B5! £. Stahlberg—Alekhine,

Kemeri, 1937.

(b) Tchigorin's Defence.

5 Kt—B 3, Q—Q
match, 1928.

If in reply 3 PxP,
R4; 6 P—K 3, 0—0—0;

(¢) Alekhine—Colle, Baden-Baden, 1925.

4) Or 3., PxP;
6 P—Q Kt4, P—Q Kt4!; 7 QxKt,
Vienna—St. Petersburg, correspondence, 1897-99), Kt—B3; §

4 Kt—B3 (4 P—Q5, Kt—R4;
xQ; 8Px

7 B—

Q, P—Kt5

xP; 4 Kt—K B3, B—Kt5;

2, P—K4+.

Landau—Colle,

5 Q—R4ch, P—B3;
; S Kt—Q1, Px P =.
P—K 4, B—Kt5;

6 B—K 3, Bx Kt; 7 PxB, P—K4; 8 P—QS5, Kt—K 2; 9 Q—R4ch+. Analysis

by Euwe.

2 .,B—K2; 13 0—0, 0—0; 14 Kt—Q Kt5, BxKt; 15 BxB. Euwe—

e
Tartakover,

n3

6 B—Q2, B—Kt5

5

Nottingham, 1936.

10 Kt—Q5 +); 6 P—K 3 £.

(¢) 4 P—K 4, Kt—
B—K Kt

Kt—QB3; 8

e

Alekhine—Marshall, B

Breslau, 1925.

139—0 2, B—Q

P—K 4, Bx Kt;

(k) Takacs—Havasi, Budapest, 1926.

(i) 3Q—Kt3,P—K4!; 4 Qx KtP, Kt—0Q
B—Kt5ch; 7 Kt—B 3, Kt—KB3; 8
strong attack, for if 10 P—=B5?, BxP';11 Px B, K
PxP, Kt—Q B3; 5PxP? (5 Kt—KB3,P—Q5

here 4 Q

Kt—Q 5+ +.

7.., PmKKt4?;
@ I Rex Kt, Px Kt

Kt—K2;

12

P—Kt3+.

8 PxB, Q—R4;

3; 150—0—0,0

2; 5 Kt—KB 3,
P—K 3, O 5.9 P—

3,

, QxP; 4 Kt—QB3, Q—QR4; 5 Kt—B3, P—B3S (5.., Kt—B3;
9 P—K'5, Kt—Q2}

KB3; 5B—Q3, P—K4; 6 PxP, Kt—Kt5; 7 Kt—K B 3,
5, B—K2; 9 BxB (9 B—KB4??, Kt—Kt5 and wins),
xB; 10 Kt—B 3, QKtx P; 11 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt (11. , Qx Kt?;
2; 14Q—K 3, B—B .
aden-Baden, 1925); 12 B—K 2, P—Q B 3 =. Grunfeld—Becker,

12 P—KR 3,

O'; 16 P—B 4 +

R—Kt1; 6 0—RS,
R 3, B—Q 3 with a
txP; 12 Qx P, Kt—Rt6+. If

), B—Kt5ch!; 6 Kt—B 3,

8 B—Kt3, P—Kt5; 9 Kt—K5, B—B3; 10 Q—R 4,
Fine—Grau, Stockholm, 1937
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1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—K B3, Kt—K B3.

116 117 118 119 120
4 B—Kts
B—Rt5Ch(@)secescccsascccassnssees s P—mKR3
5 Kt—B 3 B x Kt (k)
PxP QxB
6 P—K4.ivivevereneneans.Q—R4ch(h) Kt—B 3 (a)
P—B4...... P—KR3! Kt—B3 P—B 3 ()
7 P—Ks5s BxKt P—K 4 O—Kt3
PxP QxB B—Q2 Kt—Q 2 (m) .B—Q 3
8 Q—R4ch (b)) BXP Q—B 2 P—K3 P—K 4
Kt—B3 P—B4 P—KR3 B—Q3 PXKP
9 O—0—0 0—O0 (f) B—Q 2 B—K 2 KtxP
B—Q2() PXP Kt—QR4!(1) Q—K 2 Q—K 2
10 Kt—K 41! Q—R4ch P—K35 Kt—Q 2 KtxBch
B—Kz2 Kt—B 3 Kt—Kt1! 0—O QX Kt
11 PxKt B—Kts B—K 2 0—0—0 B—Q3
PxP 0—0 Kt—K 2 Kt—B3 Kt—Q 2
12 B—R 4 Bx Kt Kt—K 4 B—B3? 0—0
Kt—Kts5 (d) PxB BxBch P—Q Kt4! O0—O
13 QX Kt! QxB QKtxB P—Bs5 QR—Q1x
BxQ PxKt(g) P-QKt4+(j) B—Bz2 P—QKt3
14 KtxXPch4+ QXP P—Kg4? B-Ktr1 + ()
(e) AxXQ = PXP F

G (?) (;].‘he Vienna Variation, first played and analysed by the great theoretician
riinfel

(b) 8 PxKt, PxP; 9 Q—R4ch, Kt—B3; 10 O—0—0, PxB; 11 Kitx P,
Bx Kt!; 12 PxB B—Q2 13 Ktx Kt, Q—BZ 14 Bx P, Bx Kt =. Honlmger
and Wolf—Grunfeld and Kaufmann, V:enna, 1933. Here 10 ., Bx Kt; 11 B—R 47
(11 P x B 1s necessary), P—Q Kt4!!; 12Q0x Kt P, R—Q Kt 1!; lSQx Ktch B—Q 2;
14 QxP, BxPch; 15 K—B2, Q——R 44+ 18 Apscheneek—Gmnfeld Folkestone,

1933.

(c) I ,P—KR3 10 Px Kt,PxB; 11PxP, R—K Kt 1, 12Ktx P, B—Q 2;
13 Kt—K4 Q—-K H 14 Kt—B 2! i V:dmat—-Bogoljuboff Nottmgham 1936.

(d) This loses, as was first shown 1n the game Gereben—De Groot, Munich, 1936.
Possible alternatives which merit consideration are 12 , Kt—R4; 13Q—B 2 P—K 4;
14KtxQP:~Px Kt; 15RxP,Q—Kt3; 1I6R—Q 6 land 12 R—Q B1l; lSK—Ktl,
Kt—R4; 14 Q—B 3, P——K4 15 Kth P, Px Kt; 16 RxP Q—Kts ¥F. Fue—
Euwe, Avro, 1938.

ée) 14. , K—B1; 15 RxP, Q—R4; 16 KtxBch, K—K1; 17 Kt—B6ah,
K—B1; 18’ B x P, R——Bl 19 K—Kt1. Fme—Grunfeld, Amsterdam, 1936.

(f) More aggressive 1s S P—K 5, Q—K2; 10 0—0, Bx Kt; 11 PxB, PxP;
12Qx P, Kt—B3; 13 Q—Kt4 with’ attackmg pOSSlblhtleS

g) Goghdse—Alato:zeﬁ, Lemngrad, 1936.

1f 6 P—K 3, P—Q Kt4; 7 P—Q R4, P—B3; 8 B—K 2, B—Kt2; 9 0—O,

P— 3+.
i) 9., BxKt; 10 Bx B gives White a strong attack.

) Grunfeld and Kaufmann—Kmoch and Wolf, Vienna, 1933.

k) 5 B—R4, PxP; 6P——K3 P—Q Kt4; 7P—QR4 P—B3; 8 Kt—B3,
Q—Kt3; 9 B—K 2, QKt—Q2; 1 6—0 B—Kt5; 11 Q—B 2, B—Kt 2. janowskl
—Ta:takover, New York, 1924. Or 5 B—R4 B-—-KtSCh 5 Q Kt—Q 2, P—B 4;

7 P—K 3, P—K Kt4; 8 B—Kt3, P—Kt5; 9 P—QR3, B—R4; 10 Kt—-KS
B x Ktch; 11 Qx B, "Kt—K 5; 12 Q—B 2, Q—R4 ch =F Ed. Lasker-—Marshall

match, 192

(1) r6 . , B—Kt5; 7 Q—Kkt3, P—B4; 8 PxBP, Kt—B3; 9 PxP, PxP;
10 P—Q R 3, Bx Ktch; 11 PxB+ (Alekhme)

(m) 7 PxP; 8QxBP Kt -Q2; 9 P—K 4, P—K4; 10P—Q 5, Kt—Kt3 =.
Petrov—Stahlberg, Kemen 1937. The column 1s dema.r——-Capablanca, Nottmgham,

(n) Winter—Perkins, cable match, 1926.
(A) 6Q—Kt3, P—B3 7QKt- 02, Kt—Q 2; 8P—K 4, Px KP; 9Ktx P, Q—B5;
10 B—Q3, P—K4; d—o B--K2: 12 KR—K 1. Euwe—Fine, Avro, 1938.
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{t P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—QBy4, P—K3; 3 Kt—K B3, Kt—K B3.

121 122 123 124 125
4 (B—Kts5)..... e eressencasanans eee.. Kt—B 3
QKt—Qz2...P—B3...... B—K 2 B—K2
5 P—K3 P—K3 () P—K3 P—K3
P—B3 B—Ktsch O—O 0—0 (f)

6 Q Kt— Kt— Kt—Q2 P—QKt3
g—Q 3 %1)2 %——K RQs2 g—Q Kt3 P—B4g)

7 B—Q3 BxKt B—Q3 B—Q3
0—O0 QxB B—Ktz2 P—QKt3
8 0—0 P—QR3 Q—Bz2 0—0
P—K 4 B—R4() QKt—Q2 B—Ktz2
9 BPxP B—Q3 0—O0 B—Kt2
BPXP Kt—Q 2 P—B4 QKt—Qz2...Kt—B3
10 PXP 0—O0 QR—Q1 O—K2 R—B1
KtxP 0—O0 P—KR3 QPXP() R—B1
11 KtxKt P—K 4 B—R 4 KtPxP PXBP())
BxKt PXKP BPxP PxP KtPXxP
12 Kt—B3 = KtxXP KPXP PXxP QO—K 2
Q—Kz2 PXP R—B1 P—Qs
13 Q—K2 BxP Kt—K 5 PxP
B—B2 R—B1 P—QR3 PxP
14 . KR—K1+ Q—OQ QR—Q1 4+ Kt—Kg4 +
(@) Kt—Q4—(e O]

(a) Or6 ,B—K2; 7B—Q3, 0—0; 8 0—O, P—B 4. The column is Vidmar—
Marshall, Carlsbad, 1929

(b) For 5 Kt—B 3, P—B 3; 6 P—Q 4 see col. 54.

(c) If 8.., B—Q3; 9 P—K4 .

d) Contmnued 14..,P—Q Kt 3; 15 P—Q Kt 4, R—Q 1; 16 P—B 5. Bogoljuboff.—
Réti,( Berlm, 1926. e R ogoljuboft

(e) Alekhine—VYates, Hastings, 1922.

(f) Black’s best course is to accept the gambit Pawn now.

(g) 8.., B—Kt5; 7 B—Q2, Q—K2; 8 B—Q 3, P—Q Kt3; 9 0—0, B—Kt2;
}gaé),—Bz' PxP; 1 PxP, PB4 =. Konstantmopolsky—Rauser, Lemngrad

(k) 10 ., Kt—K5; 11 QR—Q1, Q—B 2; 12 Kt—Q Kt 5, Q—Kt1; 13 Px QP,
BxP; 14 Kt—K 5, Ktx Kt ? (R—Q 1)} 15 Px Kt, P—B 4; R eh.t. R
Landau, Zandvoort, 1936.

(¢) Reshevsky—Feigin, Kemeri, 1937.

(7)) 11 _Q—K2?, PxQP (but not 11. Q—B2; 12 PxQP, KPxP
18 Kt—Q Kt5,Q—Kt1l; 14PxP,PxP; 15B X Kt+ Fme—-Tattakoeet Zandv:ort,
1Qsas lleKé’tx PQ P xQP Bli P){GPBKtI?QPKt]g 4 (butnot13 ,KtxP?; 14 Ktx Kt,
X — — x Kt, Px 17 Q—Kt 4 h, K—R —
P—B4, 19 KtxB+). pue ¢ 1} 18 Q—R4,
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SLAV DEFENCE

1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—QB4, P—QB3; 3 Kt—KB3, Kt—B3}
4 Kt—B3, PxP; 5 P—QR4, B—B4; 6 P—K3, P—K 3 (a).

126 127 128 129 130
7 BxXP
B—O Kt5eeeee i iitieiriiiiitiiinniinnssnnnsses QKt—Q2
8 O—0 Q—Kz ()
0—0 B—Q Kts
9 QK2 (B)eeeriresrrensasennnsssnnns . .Q—Kt3 0—O0
B—Kt5 (). Kt—K 5 Q—K2 B—Kt3! (m)
10 R—Q1 B—Q3l.....KtxKt(s) P—R5() B—Q3
QKt—Q2 BxKt BxKt P—Bg4 BxB
11 P—R 3 PXxB (f) R—Q1 Kt—K 5 QxB
B—KR4 KtxQBP Kt—Q2 PxP (k) 0—O0
12 P—K 4 Q—B2 B—Q3 PxP R—Q1
Q—K2 BxB BxB Kt—B3 - Q—Kz2
13 P—K 5 QxB QOxB Ktx Kt P—K 4
Kt—Q 4 Kt—Q 4 Q—R 4 PxKt = P—K 4
14 Kt—K 4 B—R3 B—Q2 B—XKt 5
P—KR3!(d) R—K1 BxB P—KR3
12 Kt—Kt3 QR—Ktr KtxB BxKt
B—Kt3=(e) P—QKt3 (g) KR-Q1 = (i) QXB = (n)

(a) 6.., Kt—R3?; 7BxP, Kt—Q Kt5; 8 0—0, P—K 3; 9 Q—K 2, B—K 2;
1a R-——(% 0—0; 11P K4, B—Kt5; 12 B—-Kt3!, Q—R 4; 13 P—RS8 4.

I&o) £9 Kt—K 5 5, P—B 4 (9 ., 0—K 2 and then P—B 4 15 also good) ; 10 Kt—R2
B—R4; 11 PxP, QxQ, 12 RxQ, B—B7; 13 R—Q4, B—B2; 14 Kt—K B3
Kt—B3 =F Capablanca—Euwe Nottingham, 1936.

(¢) Now9.., P—B 47 is a mistake: 10 Kt—R2, B—R4; 11 PxP, Kt—B3;
12R—Q1 Q-—K'2 13 Kt—Q 4!, KR—Q1; 14 P—Q Kt4!!,B—B 2 (14 ., KtxP;
15 B— 2; 5 P—R 3+. Ragosm——F]ohr, Moscow 1936.

d) 14. P—BS 15PxP, PxP; 16 Kt—Kt3, B—B 2; 17 B—R6, KR—K 1;
18 Kt—K 171 +. Capablanca——Fme Semmermg—Baden, 1937,

5 Flohr—Reshevsky, Semmering-Baden, 1937.

f) 11 Bx Kt, B—Q Kt5; 12 B—Q 2, Q—R 4= Schmidt—Euwe, Noordwijk,

>

(¢) 16 KR—B1, Kt—BS!' 17P—-—K4 P—K4!; I8R—Q1,PxP; 19 P—K35,
P--B 4 =. If here —QR47; 17 Kt—K 5, Kt—Kt5; 18 Bx Kt, Px B
19 KtxQBP+-. Euwe—Alekhme 17th match game, 1937,

(k) 10 P—Kt4 (Samxsch's contlnuatmn) B—Kt3; 11 Kt—KS5, Ktx Kt (11
Bx Kt; 12Px B, Kt—Q 2; 13 Ktx B 4. Samlsch—Alekhme, German Quadrangular
Tournament, 1937), 127 P x Kt, BxP; 18 KtxB, RPx Kt; 14 R—Kt1, Q—K 2;
15 P—B4, P—Q B4; 16 PxP Kt—B 8 =. Alekhme—Euwe, 26th match game,
1937. Or 10 Kt—R 2, B—K2 11 B—~0Q 38, Kt—Kt4; 12Kt—K1,BxB; 13 Ktx B,
Kt—RS 14 Kt—B 3. Flohr—Capablanca, Avro, 1938.

Reshevsky—Flohr, Semmering-Baden, 1937.
On other moves P—B 4 is likewise best. E. g ., 10 Kt—K 5,P—B 4; 11 Kt—R 2
B— 12 Q—Kt5?, P—Q Kt3; 18 P—B3, PxP; 14 P—K4?, B—Kt3+.
Ragosm——Capablanca, Semmermg-Baden, 1937. Or 10 B—0Q2, QKt—Q27;
—K 1, P—KR3; 12 P—K4, B—R2; 18 P—KS5, Kt—K1; 14 P—R5 &+,
Kashdan——Fme, New York 1938.

(k) 11 ., Kt—B3 12 P—R 61,

(1) 8 O—O, B—QS? (B—Q Kt5); 9 Q—K2, Kt—K5; 10 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt;
11 Kt—Q 2, B—Kt3; 12 P—K 4, 0—0 (B—B2; 13 P—Q5); 18 P—B 4, B—B 2
14 P—BS5, Px P; 15 Px P, R—K 1; 16 Kt—K 41 +. Remfeld—-Collms, New York,
1938, If 16.. .y BxPch; 17 K~R11

(m)9.., Kt—K5; 10B—Q 3!,BxKt; 11 BxKt!,B—Q Kt5; 12BxB,Px B;
18 P—QS! PxP; 14 Q—Kt5+. Euwe—Alekhme, 13th match game, 1937.

) Euwe—Alekhine 15th match game, 1937.

>
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SLAV DEFENCE

1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—QBy4, P—QB3; 3 Kt—KB3, Kt—B3}
4 Kt—B3, PxP; 5 P—QR4, B—Ba4.

131 132 133 184 135
6 Kt—K 5ecersncocrnscnsaccsnsanns ceerassessaannen Kt—R 4
QKt—Qz...............P——K3(j) B—B 1 (/)
7 KtxP (By4) P—B3 P—K3
Q—B2 B—QKt5(g) P—K 4!
8 P—KKt3(a) B—Kts5..... KtxP(B4) PxP
P—K 4 P—KR3!(h) O—O [(5) @%xQch
9 PxP Bx Kt B—Kt 5 KtxQ
KtxP PxB P—B4 B—Ktsch
10 B—B 4 KtxP (B4) PxP B—Qz2
K Kt—Q 2 P—Q B4 QxQch BxBch
11 B—Ktz2 PxP KxQ KxB
P—B 3 (b) QxQch BxP Kt—K 5ch
12 O—0 RXQ P—K 4 K—K1
R—Q1 B—B 7 B—Kt3 B—K3
13 Q—B1 R—B1 Kt—K 5 P—B g4
B—K 3 () B—Kt6 KKt—Q2 Kt—R3
14 Kt—K 4 !.. . KtxKt Kt—Q 2 Ktx B Kt—B2
B—Q Kts5 KtxKt Bx Kt RPXKt Ktx Kt
1§ P—R 5+ (4) P—R5-—(e)R><B K—B2 K x Kt
= () Kt—QB3(}) 0--0—O0+

(m)

(@) 8 Q—Kt3?, P—K4'; 9 PxP, Kt—B4; 10 Q—R2, Kt—R3; 11 P—K 4,
KtxP; 12 Ktx Kt Bx Kt; 13 Kt—Q6ch, Bx Kt +. Petrov—Capabianca.
Semmermg -Baden, 1937.

() 11, B—K3; 12 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt; 13 0—0, B—K 2; 14 Q—B2, R—Q 1;
15 K —Q 1, 0—0; 16 Kt—Kt5+. Alekhme—Euwe lst match game 1935

(¢) 18.., Q—Kt1, 14 Kt—K4, B—K2, 15 Q—— 0—0; 16 QR—Q1,
B—K3; 17 'Kix Kt, Ktx Kt; 18 Kt—Kt51+. Euwe—Alekhme, 20th malch game,

1935,
d) Euwe—Alekhine, 1st match game, 1937. 15 ., 0—O; 16 Ktx Kt (16 P—RS6,
played m the game, 1s weaker), Ktx Kt; 17 Kt—B 5 Bx Kt 18 QxB+.

(e) 1 —Q R3; 16 Kt—K 4, B—QKt5 17 Kt—B5(0r17 B—Q 2, BxB;
18 Kth ) B—B1; 18 Kt—Qs (18 Bx Kt?, PxB; 19 P—B4, B—Q 7+.
%lekhme—Euwe, 21st match game, 1935), Ktx Kt; 19 BxQ, KtxQ; 20 Q Rx Kt,

f Bogoljuboff's contlnuatwn now considered best.

g 4; 8 PxP, QxQch; 9 KxQ, BxP; 10 P—K 4, B—K Kt3;
11Bx P,Kt—B3 'y 12 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 13 B—B4, Kt—R 4, 14 B—Q2 R—Q Kt1;
15 K—B2 +. Alekbme—Bogohuboff 3rd match game, 1929

(n) 1 8 , P—B4; 9 PxP, 0—Q4; 10 OxQ, PxQ; 11 P—K4! PxP;
12 Ktx P (B 4), 0—O0; 13 Bx Kt PxB; 13 0—0—0 (Alekhme—Euwe, 4th match
game, 1937), the ensumg comphcatxons are in White's favour.

(2) Euwe—Alekhine, llth match game, 1937,

(1) 1f8P—K4,BxPl; 9PxB,KtxP; 1090—B3,QxP; llePch K—Ql-
12 B—Kt5ch (12 QxKKtP? ?, B'x Ktch, 13Px B, Q—B7c , 14 K—Q1, K xP
mate), K—B1, 13 BxP, KtxB; 14 Qx I\tP Q—-KGch 15 K—=Q 1, R—Q 1 ch+.
demar-—Mxkenas Prague, 1931, If here 13 QxKPch Kt—Q2!; 14 Qx Ktch,
Qx 15 KtxQ, Ktx Kt; 16 Bx P, Kt—K 5ch+.

) Flohr—Mikenas, Prague, 1931. White stands shghtl better.

6 ,P—K3; 7Kt><B Px Kt; 8 P—K 3, Q Kt 2; 9 BxP, Kt—Kt3;
10 B—Kt3, B—Q3, 11 Q— B3 Q— Q ; 12 P—-Ra Kt—B1; 138 P—R5
Alekhme—Stoltz. Bled, 1931 After 6 B—B1 White has nothmg better than
7 Kt—B 3, when 7, B—B 4 can be played agam.

(m) Alel\hme—Euwe, 15th match game, 1935,
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SLLAV DEFENCE
1 P—Q4,P—Q4; 2 P—Q By, P—QB3 ; 3 Kt—KB3. Kt—B3;

4 Kt—B 3
126 137 138 139 140
4 PXP)evieiecainnnenn tetseriveenne..B—Bg......Q0—Kt3 (n)
5 (P—QR4)..P—K3 PxP P—Bsj;
P—K3 P—QKt4(d) PxP() Q—B2
6 P—K 4! P—Q R4 Q—Kt3 P—K Kt3
B—Kts P—Kts Q—Kt3 Kt—R 4
7 P—K35 Kt—R 2.....Kt—Kt1 KtxP P—K 4
Kt—K 5 (@) P—K3 B—R 3 KtxKt (m) PxP
8 Q—B2 BxP B—Kz2 () QxKt Kt—K 5
Q—Q4 QKt—Qz2(e) P—K 3 P—K 3 P—KKt3
9 B—K2 o0—0 Kt—K 5 Q—Kt3 B—Q B4
P—Q B4 B—Kt2 B—K2 QxQ P—K3
10 0—O Q—K2 0—O PxQ KtxKP
Ktx Kt P—B4 0—0 B—B 7 Kt—Qz2
11 PXKt R—Q1 KtxP(B4) B—Q2 P—B 4
PxP Q—Kt3(f) P—B4 () BxP B—K2
12 PXP (b)) P—K4!l(g) PxP P—K 4 KtxKBP
P—B6 PxP QKt—Q2 P—B3 KxKt
13 B—Q2 KtxQP P—B6 B—B3 P—KKt4+
Kt—B3 () B—B4 Kt—B 4 B—B7 ()
14 BXP+ Kt—Kt3 4+ QKt—Q2 Kt—Q 24

() Q—B2F (k)

(@) 7..,Kt—Q4; 8B—Q2,BxKt; 9PxB, P—Q Kt4; 10 Kt—Kt 5!, P—B3;
11 Px P, ‘KtxP; 12 B—K 2+. Alekhme—BogolJuboﬁ' 1st_match game, 1929,

() 12 KtxP, B—B4; 13 Kt—B3, Kt—Q 2, R—Q1, Q—B3, 15 Bx P,
0—0; 16 ht—KtS P—K Kt3 F. Alekhme-—Bogoljuboﬁ Nottmgham 1936
16 R(c):élf B]S P Q—RB4 Ktlg IST(IP deB (A{sth_R 3;, for if 15. , B—Q2

x B, Bx — cl and wins ekhine he column 1s Alek
Luwe,)mth %atcé:fame,B 19:;5 P—K3; 7 0—0. d tekbre
— x —_ 7 0—0, Q Kt—Q2; 8 P—KR 3, B—
9 Q—K 2, Kt—K 5 =. Reshevsky—Srmonson, New YoerIQS Q3;

(e) Black must be prepared to play P—B'4 as soon as White threatens P—K 4.
1 8.., B—K2; 9 O— 0Q—K2, QKt—Q2; 11 R—Q1, B—Kt2;
12 P—K 4, P—Q R4; 13 B—K Kt 5 +. Alekhme—Tarrasch Hastings, 1922,

Ef) 11.., O—B2; 12 P—K4!, PxP, 13 KtxP, B—B4; 14 B—K3 4

g) If now 12 ., Bx P (12 ., KtxP} 18 P—Q5+); 18 Kt—K 5, B—Kt2;
14 P—R 5, Q—Q'3; 15 B—B 4+ (W. A. Fairhurst). ’

k) 14.., 0—O; 15 KtxB, KtxKt; 16 B—K3, KR—Q1; 17 P—B3.
Fau'hurst—Reshevsky, Hastmgs 1937-38.

% —Q4 (8 P—K3; 9 BxP, BxB; 10 QxB, Q—Q4
11 Q Kt—Q 2 Kt—Q 2 12 Q——-K 2, Kt—K 5; 13 Ktx Kt, Qx Kt =. Stahlberg—
Euwe, Stockholm 1937) ; ‘9 K Kt—Q 2 P—K3; 10 Ktx P, B—K2 11 Q Kt—
0—0; 2 Kt—B 3, P—B 4, 13 B—K2 PxP; 14 Ktx P, Kt—B 3 F. runfeld—
Tarr?s)clkll\'{&hnsch Ostrau,dlBlZi':l Kt—Q 2, for if LP—B

7) Alekhine recommends — or if then 11..,P—B67?; 12BxB,Px Kt ;
18 B—Kt7, PxB=Q; 14 RxQ+. Kt

k) Alekhme—Euwe, 23rd match game, 1935,

H1f5 ., KtxP; 6Q—Kt3,Q—Kt3: 7 Ktx Kt,QxQ; 8 Kt—B 7ch, K—Q2;

9 Px Q, Kx K 10 B—B 4 ch+ (Bogoljuboff).

(m) ,QxQ 8 Ktx Ktch, KPxKt; 9 PxQ, B—B7; 10 Kt—Q2,
B—-Kts ll RR4, Bx Ktch; 12 B'x B, BxP; 13 R—R 8+ (Bogol;uboﬁ) e
column 18 Torre—Gotth:lf Moscow, 1925.

(n) Suchting’s Variation.

(0) Kostich—Balogh, Gyula, 1921.
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SLAV DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—QB3; 3 Kt—KB3, Kt—B3.

MERAN VARIATION
4 P—K3, P—K3; 5 Kt—B3, QKt—Q2; 6 B—Q3, PXP;
7 BxBP, P—QKt4; 8 B—Q3.

141 142 143 144 145

8 P—QR3ucrresannncrennnnns B cveo . P—Kts

9 P—K funreraeeeecenianiacanes cirer..0—0 Kt—K 4
P—B4g.coutiarsssoaees. . P—Kt5 P—B4 B—K 2 (0)

10 P—K 5 Kt—QR4 P—QRy4 Kt xKtch
PxP P—B4 P—Kts Ktx Kt

11 Ktx KtP!(a) P—Ks5() Kt—Kg4 P—K 4!
Ktx KP!(b) Kt—Q 4 B—Kt2 B—Ktz

1z Ktx Kt 0—O0 KtxP (m) B—Kts
Px Kt PxP Ktx Kt 0—0

13 Q—B3!l..... 0—0 (k) R—K1 PxKt R—QBr1 +
B-Ktsch(c) Q—Q 4 Kt—B 4 BxP ®)

14 K—K2 —K 2 B—Kts! Q—Kz2
R—QKti(d) B—R3 (1)) Q—Rg4 Q—Kz2

15 Q—Kts(e) B—Kts Ktx Kt P—K 4
0—Qs3(f) B—K-= BxKt P—R 3!

16 Kt—B3!(e) P—B4 () R—QB1 P—QKt3
QXQ 0—O0 P—KR3 O—O

17 RPxQ+ R—B3 B—R4+ B—Kt2

P—R3!F (k) KR-Q1 = (n)

(a) Blumenfeld’scontinuation. On Freymann’s suggestion, 11 Kt—K 4. i
qves 11 ., Kt—Q 4; 120—0, B—K 2; 13 P—Q R 4, P—K1t5; 14 R_x’?“ia"‘_“i%’g“.f
e e
») This 1s undoubtedly best. ternatives are* (1) 11.., Px Kt; :
P—K4; 18 PxKtP, BxP; 14 Q—K 2, Q—K2; 15 (o)-—o, B—rts 16R BL
(03! 17 Kt—R 4+. Bogoljubofi—Sir G. A. Thomas, Baden-Baden, 1925. (2) 11...
t~Kt5; 12Q KtxP, KKtx KP; 13 B—K4, B—Kt5ch; 14 B—Q2 R—Q Kt 1;
15 0—0, BxB; 16 Qx B . Elskases—Spielmann, Noordwijk, 1938, (3) 11..)
Kt—K Kt1; 12 QKtxP, Ktx P; 13 B—K 4, Ktx Ktch; 14 BxKt, B—Kt5ch:
15 B—Q 2, BxBch; 16 QxB, R—Kt1; 17 R—Q1, Kt—K2; 18 B—B 6 ch,
B——? ? ;0191 g{t xll: '-|ii4 Elﬂczges—a\% MIi{cthgl' BadBElster, 1938. 4
¢) Or .y R— H —0, P— ; 15 B—KB4, B—K2; —
e e o e
13 . Q—Q4; xQ, KtxQ; 16 Bx Pch, K—B1; 1 —
(2) 14. , B—Q2; 15 B—Kt5 R—QKt1; 16 KtxB, Qx Kt; 17 B7xI§{tt %2%'
18 Qx P+. Stahlberg—Spielmann, match, 1935. ’ ’
(a% Reshevsky’s move. If 15§ Kt—B6, B—Kt2; 16 BxP, Q—Kt3 F.
ox ) T KNG RoKess 16 B2, BxBs 20 KaB . Fandade Sor)
xQ; xQ, R— ; — xB; . — it
Stm(‘%dlrg’ 1237'le Q Kt" 17 Q ’ o) : o T Samd,
g — x ! xR, O—0; 18 P—B 3, B— i
excellent attacking chances. Reshevsky—Petrov, Kemeri, 19337. B—Kt2 gives Black
(h)) 1143» B)I(ZP CE.HB———%?B, 1étls<th,QQ—R4 ch =.
) 14 ., R—Kt1; —Kt5, B—03 (15.., Kt—Q2; 16 B—K B 4, Ktx Kt;
17 Qx Kt+); 16 P—B4, BxKt; 17 PxB, Kt—Q2; > Vaida
Ros('sz(el)li,lé\hlge. égﬁo,i T ) Q2; 18 RxP!!4++. Vajda—
9 — , 0—03 X —Kt2; 18 P~ — i
Bogoljuboft, 12th match gzéxe, 1994. ’ 8 P—B4, P—R3 F. Alekhine—
k) 18R—R 3, B—Kt2; 19 R—KB1,KR—B1; :

K_%)% L P;)llagd;l{z?hdairé, gostoon, 1938, 15 20Bx Kt BxB; 21 Kt—Kt4,
11 PxP, BxF; —O0, B—Kt2; 18 Q—K2, B—K2; 14 KR
O—R4; 15 P—Q Kt3, 0—O0 =. Fine—Vidmar, Nottingh ’ —Q1,
Ragosir;il—zl-%VE{r!ﬁ%%leoscyé 1935.Q idmar, Nottingham, 1936. The column is

(m t—Q 2, B—K 2; 13 Q—K2 (18 P—R 5, 0—0; — .
% : %—-K 21 13’A.Iel{g'l'x]gx‘ei-—Bog(?rljubfc:atl’I& 2:;% xgatéh game, 1934. 105' .,14B—K.§{ SBI 4—’)QEB(‘(‘; :
—0Q 1, P— 4. Griinfeld—Rubinstein, ) T
é”)) Fiéne—Vidmar, Bad Sliac, 1963, fostein, Meran, 1924.
0 .., P—B4; 1 —R 4, PxP; 1 s
I QR LR ST i Q ; 11 KtxKtch, PxKt; 12 B—K4,
(p) Botvinnik—Lisitzin, Leningrad, 1933.
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SLAV DEFENCE

1 P—Q 4, P—-Q4, 2 P—Q B4, P—QB3; 3 Kt—K B3, Kt—B3;
—B3, P—K3; 5 P—K3, QKt—Q2.

146 147 148 149 150
6 (B0 3)ceeeeeeereneneenorieeioeeans cereereeee  Kt—K5 ()
B0 3ereeencens s B—Kz(f) B—K2'()
7 O—O0 (a) 0—0 B—Q3
0—0 0—--0 0—O0
8 P—Kg4 P—K4..... P—QKt3! P—Bg4
PXBP..... PxKP PxKP P—QKt3 P—Bgy4!
9 BXP KtxP KtxP B—Kt2 BPxP
P—Kg4 Ktx Kt P—QKt3 B—Ktz KtxP
10 B—KKts(b) Bx Kt 0—K2 0—Kz2 Ktx Kt
P—KR3 P—QB4 B—Ktz P—Bg4(i) PxKt
11 B—Rg4 B—B2 R—Q1(e) QR—Q1 0—O
PxP Q—B2 Oo—B2 Kt—Ks5 Kt—B3
12 Qx P 0—Q3 B—Kt5 PxBP B—Q2
B—B4 P—B4 P—B4 Ktx Kt PxP
13 Q—Q3 R—Q1 PxP Bx Kt PxP
A 3(c) PxP PXP KtPxP  Kt—Ks=
14 P—K5! QxP KtxKtch PXP {m)
QxQ B—B 4 Ktx Kt PXP
15 BXQ Q—R 4 Kt-K5 + (k) B—R 6+ (5)

K KE-Q 4 (4) KB 3=()

(a) 1f 7 P—K 4, PxKP (7 ., PxBP; 8 BxP, P—K47?; 9 PxP, Q KtxP;
10 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 11 QxQch, KxQ; ‘12 Bx P, Bx Ktch 13 Px'B, Ktx F;
14 0—0, KthBP? 15 B—Kt2+. Grunfeld), 8 Ktx P, "Kix Kt; 9 Bx Kt
Kt—B 3; 10 B—B 2, B—Kt5ch; 11 B—Q2, BxBch and Black drew easnly
Grinfeld—Tartakover, Kecskémet, 1927.

(b) Or 10 P—Q 5, Kt—Kt3; 11 B—Kt38, B—K Kt 5 =.

(¢) Johner—Capablanca, 1911.

(d) 16 Kt—K 4, B—K 2 =.

(¢) Griinfeld—Bogoljuboff, Berlin, 1926. White's advantage is dissipated, and he
would therefore have done better to proceed as in col. 149.

(f) 6 ., B—Kt5; 7 0—0, 0—0; 8 P—QRS3, BxKt; 9 PxB, Q—B2;

—QZ, P—K4; 11 B—Kt2, P—K5; 12 B—K2, P—Q Kt4; 13 PxKtP,
Px P; 14 P—QR 4! +. Euwe—Alekhine, 3rd match game, 1937.

(g) 11 B—B4,P—B4; 12 PxP, KtxKt; 13 BxKt,BxB; 14 Qx B, KtxP;
15 Q—K3, Q—Q 6 =. Alekhme—Bogoljuboff '21st match game, 1929.

(k) 15.., Q R—Q 1; 16 B—~Q2. Alatorzefi—L5venfisch, 1934, Cp. French
Defence, cols. 8 and 7.

(1) Or 10.., Q—B2; 11 KR—Q1l, QR—Q1; 12 QR—B1, Q—Kt1
18 P-KR3, BLQ3?; 14 P—K 4, PxP; 15 Ktx P £. Botvmmk—Ralgnovxtch,
198

(7‘) Euwe—Winter, Nottingham, 1936.

(k) Rubinstein’s Anti-Meran System.

() 6.., Ktx Kt; 7 Px Kt, Kt—Q2; 8 P—B 4, B—Kt5 (8.., B—B 4, followed

Q—K2 is better); 9 B-—Q 2, Q—Kts 10 BLK 2, 0—0; 11 0—0, Bx Kt;

ngB +. Rubmstem—V1dmar, San Remo, 1930.

{w\ Spielmann—Euwe, match, 1932.
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I P—'Q‘l-’ P_Q4; 2

SLAV DEFENCE

P—Q B4, P—QB3; 3 Kt—K B3, Kt—B3.

155

P—K3
Kt—K R 4
B—Kt 5 (n)
Q—Kt3
Q—Kt3
P—KR3
B—R 4
P—Kt 4
B—Kt3
Ktx B
RPXxKt

B—Kt2
B—Kts

B—
Q K%:Q 2

O0—0—0
BXx Kt

151 152 153 154

4 Kt—B3)esereenerann...P—K3
(P—K3) B—B 4

5 (P—K3)....B—Kts PXP.veeirrnasssaeanses Kt—B3
P—QR 3 (a) PXP () PxP (i)

6 P—Bs5! () P—Kg4 Kt—B 3.....Q—Kt3
P—QKt3() P—Q Kt4 P—K3 Q—B2! ()

7 PXP P—K 5 Kt—K 5 Kt—R 3
QKt—Q2 P—KR3 KKt—Qzl(]) Kt—B 3

8 Kt—QR4 B—R4 Q—Kt3 B—Q2
KtxP P—KKtgs Q—B1 P—K 3

9 B—Q2 KtxKKtP B—Q 2 R—B1
Ktx Kt PxKt! () Kt—QB3 Kt—Ks5!

10 QX Kt BxKtP R—B1 B—Kts
Q—Kt3 QKt—Q2! KKtxKt KtxB

11 R—Bt PxKt Px Kt Ktx Kt
B—Q2 B—QKt2!(g) B—K 2 R—B1

12 Kt—K 5 B—K 2 B—K2 0—O0
QXKtP KtxP 0—O0 P—QR3

13 KtxB P—QR4 Kt—Kts BxKtch
Ktx Kt B—Kz2! Q—Q2 PxB

14 B—Q3+ (@) O0—O (% R—B

PxP
PXP F (h)

BxB

(6] 3
KR—B1= B—Q3F (m) QX Q = (0)

P—B4;
FxP;
Bogol]uboff——Alekhme Berne, "1982.
, QKt—Q2;
10 "Kt—Q 2,

P x l&c)

(a) To avoid the main line (Blumenfeld's, col. 141) of the Meran Variation.

by 6 PxP, KPxP;

7 Px
11 Qx

QB4

P—B4;

, 0—O0 1s inferior.
P, KtxP SB—K2 Kt—QBS 9 Ktx Kt, Px Kt;
12 Q—K Kt4, Q—-B2

138 Q——K 2+. 'Euwe—Alekhme, 10th match game, 1935.

11

9
QLQ 2, P—Kt5,
Stahlberg, Zurich, 1934,
g) If 11 KtxP?;
h) 15 B—B3, Kt—-Q 4

¢) For 5.

Kt—Q 47,

P—KR3 sleg Ifiol IBl3 (10 RexBP
t— tx is also good for White), Q—
12 Ktx Kt, BPx Kt; 13 B—K 2, PoB 6 ite), QR 4;

—B 3
IGBth QBxB

; ) Euwe—Alekhine, 8th match game, 1935.

17BxB,KxB1

14PxP+.

1f6 Kt—K 5,

10 0—0

13 B—B3, B—Q3 =.

7P——QKt4 P—Q R4; 8 P—Kt5, Kt—KS5; 9Ktht

P—B3, Q—R5ch; 12 P—Kt8, Q—R

hr_

Van Scheltinga—

Grunfeld, Amsterdam 1936. Betterfor Whiteis 15 Kt x P, Q——Kt 3; 16BxP,P—QR 3;

17

, Kt—B3, Bx

(7
10 Ktx B, Px Kt
(k) AIekhme—-—Euwe, 11th match game, 1935,

(2) The most precise. If6. ,
Varguon), Kt—B 3;
11

15 B—B1, Bx Kt =
B—Kt5 ch

(m) Reshevs
(n) 6 }?;
10Ktx B, R Px Kt; 11 0—0—0, Q

4, 0~—0;

3 B——R4
I 7 QKt—QZ?

P=
KtxP GB—B4 P—K3;

7 0—0, Kt—Q 2; 8 Q—K 2, B—K Kt5;

10 P—K 4 =+. Euwe—Alekhme Gth match game, 1935.

9 R—B 1, onl
12 Bx Kt, Px
If here 9
12 K—Ql B—K2; 13 B—R6!4.

Capablanca, SemEersmg-Baden, 1937,
B—Kt 8

7 P—B3

8 P—KKt4!,
11 B—Q 3+. Bogoljuboﬂ‘—Gothxlf Moscow, 1925.

Q—B1;
9., Kt—Q2' suffices ;
;13 QxBlPO QxQ;

Kt—K5;

Kt—Q2;

14 P—Kt3 +. Fine—P. Schmidt, Stockholm, 1937.

(0) 15 Px Q, Kt—Kt31

B—Kt3

9 P—K

Fme——Remfeld, New York, 1938,

KR4, P—KRS3;

7 B—Q 2, P—K3; 8 Kt—R 8! (Landau’s
10 B—Kt5, B—K 2;
14 RxQ, Q R—Ktl

Kt—K S5, KtxB; 11 Kx Kt
Q—Kt3, 0—B2; 9 B—Q2, B—K
12B—K2,PxP} 18Bx Kt—th,
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SLAV DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—QB3.

156 157 158 159 160
3 (Kt—K B 3)
(Kt—B 3)eeaesoseessososssccosasssansaseas ceseans P—K 3 (k)
4 (P—K3) Kt—B 3
(B—B 4)....P—K3 PxP
5 B—93 QKt—02(c) P—QR4 ()
P—K 3 QKt—Qz2...P—QB4(e). Kt—K 5 (¢) B—Kts
6 Kt—B 3 B—Q3 B—K2 B—Q3 (k) P—K3
BxB B—K2 Kt—B 3 P—KB4 P—QKtyg
7 QxXB 0—O0 0—0 Kt—K 5 B—Qz2
QKt—Qz2 O0—O0 B—Q3 Q—R 5 P—QR4
8 0—O0 P—QKt3 P—QR3 0—O0O PxP
B—Kts5(@ P—QKt3 PXxQP B—Q 3, BxKt
o Kt—Q 2 B—Kt2 KPxP P—KB4 BxB
0—0 B—Kt2 P—QR4 0—oO0 (2) PxP
10 P—K 4 Q0—K 2 B—Q3 QKt—B3 P—QKt3
PxBP P—QR4 O0—O Q—R 3 B—Kt2
11 QxP P—Q R4 R—K1 B—Q2 PxP
Q—Kz2 B—Kt 3 P—QKt3 Kt—Q2 P—Kts
1z F—QR3 P—K 4 P—QKt3 B—KI1 B—Kt2
B—R 4 PXKP B—Kt2 QKt—B3 Kt—K B3
13 P—B4 KtxP &£ (d) B—Ktz2 Q—Kz2 B—Q3
B-Kt3 = (b) Kt—Kz2=(f) B—Qz2 = () B—K5!(m)
(a) 8

12 B—R 4, K

PxP; 9 QxBP, B—K2; 10 P—K4, 0—0; 11 B—Kt5 P—KR 3;
t-

—Kt8; 13 Q—K 2 4. Petrov—Reshevsky, Semmering-Baden, 1937,

(b) 14 P—K 5, Kt—Q 4. Petrov—Flohr, Semmering-Baden, 1937.
(c) For 5 Kt—B 3 see cols. 136—147.
(d) Alekhine—Bogoljuboff, 6th match game, 1934.
(¢) Or 5.., P—K Kt3; 6 P—QKt3 (threatening B—R 3), Q—R +4; 7 B—Q 8,

B—Kt2; 80—0,0—0; 9Q0—B 2,0 Kt—Q 2;
Rubinstein-—Spielmann, Semmering, 1926.

(f) Alekhine—Vidmar, Semmering, 1926.
(g) The Stonewall Variation.
Igh) 1f 6 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 7 Kt—Q 2, P—KB4; 8 Q—Kt3, B—Q3; 9 P—BS5,
B—B 2; 10 Kt—B 4, Kt—Q 2; 11 B—Q 2, Kt—B 3; 12 P—B 8, 0—0; 13 0—0-0,
P—Q Kt3 F. Bogoljuboff-—Maréczy, New York, 1924.

() Or 9
B—B 2; 18

Tarrasch. Baden-Baden, 1925.
() 14 Ktx B, Ktx Kt. Alekhine—Euwe, 8th match game, 1927.
(k) The Semi-Slav Defence. The column is the Noteboom Variation.
() 5 P—K 4, P—Q Kt4; 6 P—K 5, B—Kt2; 7B—K2, Kt—K2; 8§ Kt—K 4,

Kt—Q4 9

0—0, Kt—Q2; 10

Spielmann—Eliskases, 7th match
(m) 14 Bx B, KtxB; 15 Q—~B 2, P—B4; 16 P—Q 5, Px P! with a complicate:

position (Euwe).

16 P—K4!, BxP,

If here 13

,QKt—Q27?,
17 Bx B, KtxB; (8

K Kt—Kt5, B—K 2;
«me, 1932.

10B—Kt2, R—Q1; 11P—Q R § +.

, Kt—Q2; 10 R—B 3, Q—K 2; 11 R—R3, Q Ktx Kt; 12 BPx Kt
Q—R5¢h, Q—B2; 14QxQch, KxQ; 15 Kt—Kt 3 =. Rabmovitch—

11 P—B4, P—Kt3 F.

14 0—0, R—R 2; 15 R—K 1, Q—R I
P—Q5!+. Pirc—Winter, Prague, 1931,
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SLAV DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—Q B4, P—QB3.

161 162 163 164 165
3 Kt—QB3(@).--uvvcn ceesesncesecnee PXP ()
PxP.oviaenn Kt—B 3.....P—K4 (g) PxP
4 P—K 4! () P—K3 PxKP (k) Kt—KB3
P—K4 () B—B4 P—Q5 Kt—K B3
5 BxP! PXxP Kt—K 4 Kt—B3
PxP KtxP (e) Q—R4ch Kt—B3
6 Kt—B3! B—B4 Kt—Q 2 B—B 4
PxKt(d KtxKt Kt—Q 2 B—B4......P—K3
7 BXxPch PxKt Kt—B 3 P—K3() P—K3
K—K 2 P—K3 KtxP P—QR 3 (k) B—K2 (m)
8 Q—Kt3! Kt—Kz2 KtxP R—Br() B—Q3
Kt—B3 B—Q3 KtxP R—B1 0—O0
9 B—K3 Kt—Kt3 Kt—Kt3 B—K2 O—O0 (n)
Q—R4 B—Kt3 Q—R 5 P—K3 Kt—K R4
10 0—0—0 P—B4 Ktx Kt 0—0 B—K 5
QKt—Q2 Q—R4 QxKt B—K 2 P—B g4
11 P—K5 B—Q2 P—K 3 Kt—K 5 R—B 1
Kt—Q 4 P—R 4 B—Ktsch O0—O Kt—B3

12 BXKt+ Q—Kt3 B—Q2 P—QR3 Bx Kt
P—Rj(f) BxBch= KtxKt= PXxB = (0)

a) On 8 P—K3, B—B4; 4 O—Kt3 Black should play 4.., Q—B 1 but not
4..,(Q—Kt3; 5 PxP, BxKt (QxQ?; 6 PxQ, BxKi; 7 prpz, B—K5:
8 Rx P!!+ +. Schlechter—Perlis, Carlsbad, 1911); 6 RxB, OxQ; 7 PXxQ 4. ’

(b) Alekhine’s brilliant innovation. If 4 P—QR 4 (or 4 P—K3, P—QKt4;
5 KtxP?, PxKt; 6 Q—B3, Q—B2; 7 QxR, B—Kt2; 8 QxP, P—K4'4),
P—K4; 5 PxP, QxQch; 6 KxQ, Kt—QR3; 7 P—K3, B—K3; 8 Kt—B3,
0—0—O ch F. Fine—Euwe, Zandvoort, 1936. ’

(¢) The safest line is 4.., P—Q Kt4; § P—Q R4, P—Kt5; 6 Kt—Ktl,

Kt—B3 =.

d) 6..,P—Q Kt4?; 7 Ktx Kt P! wins at oncefor White. Alekhine—Euwe, 6th
match game, 1937, 6.., B—Q B 4isprobably best. Strongestthenis7 Kt—K 5, Px Kt!
(butnot7..,Q—B3; 8 KtxKBP, Px Kt; 9§ 0—0, B—K 3; 10 B—K Kt5, Ox B;
11 Ktx Q+. Kashdan—Polland, New York, 1938); 8 Bx Pch, K—K 2; 9 Q—R 5
Px P; 10 B—Kt5ch, Kt—B3; 11 R—Q 1 with a winning attack.

(¢) If5. ,PxP?; 6 Q—Kt3, B—B1 (best); 7 Kt—B 3 followed by Kt—K 5 +.
Zukertort—Steinitz, match game, 1886.

(f) 18 Kt—K 2 +. Spielmann—Jacobson, Copenhagen, 1923.
Eg Winawer’s Counter-Gambit, a clear refutation of which has not yet been found.
%) 4 PxQP, BPxP; 5 Kt—B3, P—K5; 6 Kt—K5, Q—R4; 7 B—Q2,

4
P—B3!l+. .
7) The Exchange Variation,
7) If 7 Kt3, Kt—QR4; 8 Q—R4ch, B—Q2; 9 Q—B2, R—B1;
10 P—K 8, P—Q Kt4! F. Kan—Lasker, Moscow, 1935. :
() If 7.., Q—Kt38; 8 B—03, BxB; 9 QxB, P—K8; 10 0—0+. Or
8Q—Kt3!1,0xQ; 9PxQ,R—~B1?(P—K3; 10B—Q Kt5 Kt—0Q 2; 11 K—K 2 +);
10 Kt—K 51, P—Q R 3; 11 Ktx Kt, Rx Kt; 12P—Q Kt4!,P—QKt4; I3Rx P14+

(Purdy).

(ly)An original idea is 8 Kt—K5!, R—B1; 9 P—K Kt4!, B—0Q 2 (better 9.,
Ktx Kt); 10 B—Kt2,P—K3; 11 0—0,P—R3; 12B—Kt3,P—KR 4; 13 Ktx B,
Ktx Kt; 14 Px P+. Alekhine—Euwe, Avro Tournament, 1938. '

(m)Or7..,B—Q8; 8BxB (8 B—Kt3,0—0; 9 B—Q 3, P—QR3;10R—B1,
Q—K2=),Q0xB; 9 B—K2, 0—0; 10 0—0, P—Q R 3, 11 Q—Kt3, P—Q Kt 4;
13 Q—Q1, KR—B 1 =. Keres—Spielmann, Zandvoort,

12 KR—B1, B—Q2;
10B—K 5,P—B3; 11 B—Kt3,KtxB; 12R Px Kt,

1936.
n) SR—Q B1,Kt—K R4;
P—K Kt8; 13 P—QR3, B—Q2; 14 Kt—Q2, R—B 2 F. Pirc—Fine, Stockholm,

1937.
(0) 18 Kt—K R 4, K—R1., Capablanca—Lasker, New York, 1924.
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ALBIN COUNTER GAMBIT
1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—QBg4, P—K4; 3 QPXP (a). P—Q 5.

166 167 168 169 179
4 Kt—KB3(d)
Kt—QB3P—QB4
5 QKt—Q2.eivirenneennaienins ve...P—QR3 P—K3
B—KKt5...P—B3(e)...B—K3 B—KKt5(z) Kt—Q B3
6 P—KR3 PxP P—KKt3(g) QKt—Q2 PxP
Bx Kt QXxP(f) Q—Q 2 Q—K 2 PxP
7 KtxB P—K Ktz P—QR3 P—R 3 B—Q3
B—B4() B—KBs4 K Kt—Kz2 BXKt B—Kts
8 P—QR3 P—QR3 Q—R 4 KtxB 0—0
P—QR4 O—0—0 Kt—Kt3 O—0—O0 Q—B:2
9 P—KKt3z B—Kt2 B—Kt2 Q0—Q3 P—KR3
KKt—K2 P—Q6 B—K 2 P—KR3(j) BXKt
10 B—Kt2 P—K3 0—0 P—K Ktz QxB
Kt—Kt3 P—KKt4 0—0 P—K Kt3 KtxP
11 0—0 R—R 2 P—Q Kt4 B—Ktz2 R—K1
QR—Kt:1 P—KR4 QR—Q1 B—Kt2 B—Q3
12 Q—B2 P—QKt4 B—Kt2 0—0 B—K B4
Q—Kz2(d B—Ktz P—Kt3 KtxP Kt—K 2
13 B—Q2+ B—Ktz QR—B1 KtxKt Bx Kt
Q—K 2 P—QR4 BXKt BxB
14 P—Kt s+ P—Kts5+ (%) P—QKt4+ Kt—R 3+
(%) (U

(a) 8 P—K3, KPxP; 4 K Px P transposes to the French Defence, Exchange
Variation, col. 4, note (A).
(b) Not 4 P—K 31, B—Kt5ch; 5B—Q2 PxP; 6PxP (6 BxB? PxPch;
7 K—K 2, Px Kt=Ktch+ +. Or 6 Q—R 4 ch, Kt—B3; 7 BxB, PxPch; 8 KxP,
Q—R5oh++), @—R5cb; 7 P—Kt3, Q—K5; 8 Kt—K B3, QxPchF. It
£ P—QRS, Kt—QB3; 5§ P—KS3, B—KB4; é Kt—K B3, PxP; 7 QxQch,
1%6‘0% 8 Bx P, K Kt—K2; 9 Kt--B 3, Kt—Kt3 =. W. Cohn—H. Wolf, Munich,
(¢) Or7.., B—Kt5ch; 8§ B—Q 2, B—B4; 9 P—R3, P—QR4; 10 P—KKt3,
K Kt—K2; 11 B—Kt2, Kt—Kt3; 12 Q—R4+.
@ 112 , KKtxP; 18 Ktx Kt, KtxKt; 14 BxP, RxB; 15 Q—K4+.
The column is analysis from Larobok.
5.., B—QKt5; 6 P—Q RS, BxKtch; 7BxB, B—KKt5; 8 Q—Kt3,
K Kt—K 2; 9 P—K Kt3, 0—0; 10 B—Kt2, Bx Kt; 11 PxB, KtxP; 12P—B 4,
Q Kt—B3; 13 Q—Q 3+ (Grunfeld). The column 1s Post—Spielmann, Berlin, 1907.
(f) Or 6.., KtxP; 7 P—QR3, B—K Kt5; 8 P—R3, BxKt; 9 KtxB+4.
g) 6 Kt—Kt3is inferior: B—XKt5ch; 7 B—Q 2,Q—K2; 8 QKtxP, Ktx Kt;
9 Ktx Kt, 0—0—0; 10 Kt—B3,BxBP; 11 Q—R4, BxBch; 12 Ktx B, B—RJ,
18 P—K 3, BxB; 14 RxB, QxP;_15 0—0—0, Q—B4ch; 16 Q—B4, OxQ;
17 Ktx Q, Kt—K 2 =. Analysis by Dr. Krause.
(k) Spielmann— Kostich, Bled, 1931.
i 5 ,B—K3; 6 P—K3? (6 Q Kt—Q 2 is still best), PxP; 7QxQch, Rx9Q;
8 B>(<)P, K'BI—K2. 9 B—B 4, Kt—Kt8; 10 B—Kt3, P—K R4 9;: QSlm'ons\\r?--'-
Opocensky, Folkestone, 1933.
(4) #9.., KtxP; 10 Q—B 5 ch, Kt—Q 23 11 Ktx P+

(%) Lasker—Alekhine, St. Petersburg, 1914
(L) Grlinfeld—Tartakover, Carlsbad, 1923.
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QUEEN’S PAWN GAME

Tr1s opening comprises all lines of play arising from
1 P—Q 4 other than the Queen’s Gambit. It divides into
three main groups, according as Black answers P—Q 4
(cols, 1 to 30), Kt—K B 3 (cols. 31 to 169), or makes any
other reply (cols, 170 to 195).

In the first group P—Q B 4 at an early stage would
transpose into the Queen’s Gambit. The most important
variation in this group is the Colle System (cols. 1 to 7), where
White is really playing a variation of the Queen’s Gambit
Declined with colours reversed. In the hands of an attack-
ing player it can be a formidable line. The development
of Black’s Knight at Q B 3 (cols. 1 and 2) is inferior, but
the development at Q 2 generally results in advantage for
Black. The King’s fianchetto development (cols. 5 and 6)
is certainly Black’s best defensive line. White’s attack is
broken, and the first player often has a good deal of trouble
in preserving equality. In col. 7 Black, in his attempt to
avoid the loss of a tempo by P—K 3 and P—K 4 at a later
stage, leaves his position too open.

The lines in cols. 8 to 10 are interesting deviations from
routine, Black can avoid the dangers of Colle’s System
by adopting one of the alternatives in cols. 11 to 13. In
col. 11 the loss of time involved is serious; in cols. 12 and
13 Black develops his Queen’s Bishop immediately, thereby
banishing all opening difficulties. In cols. 14 and 15 White
plays P—Q B 4 on his 3rd move, but Black’s replies cannot
possibly transpose into any variation of the QQueen’s Gambit
Declined. Both cols. 14 and 15 are quite good, but are
very rarely seen.

White may play his Queen’s Bishop to B 4 on the 3rd or
even the 2nd move (cols. 16 to 18); against this Black’s best
line is the advance of his Queen’s Bishop’s Pawn, attacking
White’s centre. The omission of P—Q B4 on White’s
part leaves the position rather sterile, and Black should
have no trouble in equalising.
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The development of White’s Bishop at KKt 5, adopted
by Tartakover in some recent tournaments, is not so simple
for Black to meet. White’s strategical plan is to play his
Knight to K 5, followed by P—K B 4 and R—B 3, with a
strong attacking position. In col. 19 Black is successful
in preventing the execution of this plan, but in col. 20 he
plays for a counter-attack and drifts into an indefensible
position.

Col. 21 has historical interest as one of the first examples
of the Catalan Opening, which in a slightly revised form is
now one of the most popular débuts.

In cols. 24 to 27 White develops his Queen’s Knight at
B 3 on his 2nd move, with the object of forcing an early
P—K 4. Black can, however, equalise in various ways,
and often obtains an advantage against colourless play.

The Stonewall Variation has the same strategical basis
as the Colle System. White wishes to solidify the centre
and then undertake an attack on the King’s side. In col
28 he is able to carry out his plan because Black does not
take advantage of the opportunity to develop his Queen’s
Bishop. In col. 29 the second player does take care of
this “ problem child” of the Queen’s Pawn Opening and
achieves an easy equality.

Tue InDIAN DEFENCES.

The Indian Defences are those where Black plays Kt—
K B 3 on the first move and does not continue with P—Q 4.
They are essentiaily hypermodern and flourished right after
the war, when the hypermodern school was at its zenith.

(A) Nimzo-Indian* Defence (cols. 31 to 69). The move
3..., B—Kts, although known before Nimzovitch’s days,
only became popular after it had been played and analysed
by the great Russo-Danish master. After the opening moves
1 P—Q4, Kt—Q B3; 2P—Q B4, P—K3; 3Kt—Q B3,
B—Kt 5, White has a number of possible replies :—

* This term is a contraction of Nimzovitch-Indian; and its brevity
is the excuse for its employment.
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(i) 4Q—B 2 (cols. 31 to 47) is the most usual, and
probably the strongest. Here again Black can branch off
into four lines. 4..., P—Q 4 (cols. 31 to 38) has received
a good deal of attention since our last edition. If White
exchanges Pawns at Q5 Black should recapture with the
Queen, when his chances are at least as good as White’s.
Col. 31 shows the best line for both sides. In cols. 33 and
34 White attempts to vary, but without success. The
recapture with the Pawn at Q5 (cols. 35 and 36) is less
favourable for Black. White can also force the exchange
of the Black King’s Bishop by 5 P—Q R 3 (cols. 37 and 38).
The wild continuation in col. 37, where White first sacrifices
the Exchange and then Black a piece, has been analysed
exhaustively, and the first player should win. Black need
not, however, go in for these complications, but can adopt
the simple line in col. 38. 4..., P—B 4 (cols. 39 to 41) has
fallen into disrepute; Black can at best obtain a difficult
equality. 4..., BxKtch is a critical variation which has
received little attention. Nimzovitch loved such positions
and played them with virtuosity, but they are not to every-
one’s taste. 4..., Kt—B 3 (the Ziirich or Milner-Barry
Variation (cols. 43 to 47)) is considered by Euwe and others
the most crucial line in Nimzovitch’s Defence. Here Black
omits the counter-attack on White’s centre by P—Q B 4 in
order to prepare the advance of his King’s Pawn. This
line is more dangerous for Black, but also more enterprising.
The most recent tests have all been in Black’s favour (col.
45, for example).

(ii) 4Q—Kt3 (cols. 48 to 35). Now Black’s Bishop
is attacked, so that he has less choice than after 4 Q—B 2.
Nevertheless the Queen is not well placed at Kt 3, and the
move has not been seen much of late. In the usual varia-
tion Black plays P—Q B4, followed by Kt—Q B 3, Kt—
K5, KtxQBP, etc. This plan which is due in large
measure to Nimzovitch, has been discredited, since the loss
of time has almost fatal consequences (cols. 48 to 52). Far
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better for Black is the immediate recapture of the Bishop’s
Pawn (col. 53). Botvinnik’s 6 B—Kt 5 (col. 54) is an
interesting departure from routine. 4..., Kt—B3 generally
transposes into a Ziirich variation; col. 55 is an important
exception.

(iii) 4 P—K 3 (cols. 56 to 60) was one of Rubinstein’s
favourite lines, The idea is to develop the King’s side
quietly and to play for an attack.  Black has various
defences at his disposal. The immediate counter-attack in
the centre (cols. 56 and 59) is not as good as was formerly
thought to be the case, while the dilatory 4..., O—O (col.
58) is decidedly inferior. The best defence is the advance
of the Queen’s Pawn only, coupled with the fianchetto of
Black’s Queen’s Bishop (col. 57 and note (%)).

(iv) 4P—QR3 (cols. 61 to 64) was introduced by
Simisch, and has often been adopted by Lilienthal and Euwe.
White forces Black to saddle him with doubled Pawns, in
order to be able to build up a strong Pawn-centre. Black
must not underestimate the seriousness of White’s threat;
his best line is an immediate counter-attack against the
White centre (col. 61).

(v) 4 P—Kt 3 (col. 65) has gained importance by its
adoption by Alekhine in a recent game.

(vi) 4 Kt—B 3 (cols. 66 to 68) is a difficult variation for
both sides. Here too White is prepared to accept the
doubled-Pawns, but it is not so easy for him to build up a
strong centre. Simisch’s line (col, 66) shows the ideal set-
up for White; simpler for Black is a quiet development, as
in col. 68.

(vii) 4 B—Q 3 and 4 B—Kt5 (cols. 60 and note (%))
have no theoretical value, since Black equalises immediately.

(B) Queen’s Indian Defence (cols. 71 to 9o and 96 to
105) is another of the excellent Indian defences. — The
characteristic move is the fianchetto of the Black Queen’s
Bishop (just as the characteristic move in the King’s Indian
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Defence is the fianchetto of his King's Bishop). The
strategical object of this fianchetto is control of Black’s K 5,
and the central importance of this square conditions the

play on both sides.

The fianchetto is rarely played at once, the usual order
of moves being 1 P—Q 4, Kt—K B 3; 2 P—Q B4, P—K 3;
3 Kt—K B 3, P—Q Kt 3. The strongest continuation for
White now is P—K Kt 3, to oppose Black’s Queen’s Bishop
and thereby challenge Black’s control of the long diagonal.
On Black’s sth move he has a choice of five continuations:
(%) ..., B—K2 (cols. 71 to 75) is the simplest way for the
second player to equalise. (i) 5..., B—Kt 5 ch (cols. 75 to
80) exchanges Black’s important King’s Bishop and leaves
White with a lasting initiative. The recapture with the
Queen on White’s 7th move, as in cols. 76 and 77, is
superior o the recapture with the Knight. (%) 5..., P—
B 4 {cols. 81 and 82) is a weak continuation, White main-
taining a strong Pawn at Q5, which seriously cripples
Black’s game. (i) 5..., P—Q4 (col. 83) is good only in
conjunction with the recapture at Q4 with the Pawn.
(#) §..., Q—B1 (col. 84) is played with the object of
defending the Queen’s Bishop, thereby making an early
P—Q B 4 possible. If White wishes to avoid an early
draw he must adopt the complicated sacrificial line in

note (g).

In the variations where White omits the fianchetto of
his King’s Bishop, Black’s task is simpler. However, 4 Kt—
B 3 (cols. 85 to 88) can lead to great complications. Cols.
86 and 88 are a combination of the Queen’s Indian and
Nimzo-Indian Defences.

Tt has already been mentioned that one rarely sees Black
fianchetto on his 2nd move. There is, however, no good
reason for this, so that it can be ascribed to the dictates of
fashion. In cols. 96 to 105 are shown the lines where
Black does fianchetto on the 2nd move and White continues
irregularly. The line in col. 96 is of particular importance.
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3B—B4 (col. 97), 3B—Ktj5 (col. 98), and 3P—K3
followed by the Colle set-up for White (cols. 99 and 100)
are inferior continuations for the first player. In cols. 104
and 105 Black tries the immediate fianchetto against 2 P—
Q—B 4. Here too there is no way known in which White
can obtain an advantage.

(C) Bogoljuboff’s Variation (cols. 9I to 95), is closely
allied to the Queen’s Indian Defence. In col. 94 White can
obtain an advantage by the fianchetto of his King’s Bishop,
transposing into the Queen’s Indian Defence; in col. 93
Black obtains an inferior position because he avoids the
transposition.

(D) King’s Indian Defence (cols. 106 to 150). In this
defence Black has a choice of two main systems. In the
first place he can play P—Q 3, followed by an eventual
P—K 4 or P—Q B 4; in the second place he can play P—
Q 4 either before or after the development of his King’s
Bishop.

The first system (P—Q 3 and P—K 4) is the older line,
developed chiefly by Réti and Euwe just after the War, but
has since practically disappeared from master-play. This
is by no means accidental, but is due to the strength of the
King’s Fianchetto for White, shown in cols. 115 to 118. In
the lines where White does not fianchetto his King’s Bishop
Black is also unsuccessful in achieving complete equality,
but always secures a dangerous counter-attack. =~ When
White does not so fianchetto, the most customary continua-
tion is 6 B—K 2 (cols 106 to 109, when it is difficult to
decide whether White’s advance on the Queen’s side is
more effective than Black’s on the King’s. Recent master-
play consistently prefers White. The Four Pawns’ Attack
(cols. 113 and 114) is unsound. As has been mentioned,
the best line for White is the fianchetto of his King’s Bishop,
coupled with an early P—K 4. This leaves him in full
command of the centre, and Black’s game in this variation
is almost lost after the opening. White should be careful
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to play first Kt—Q B 3 and P—K 4 and then P—K Kt 3
(col. 116), for against the immediate 3 P—K Kt3 Black
can secure adequate counterplay by P—B 3, preparing P—
Q 4. The attack with 3 P—B 3 has been played with success
by Alekhine, Nimzovitch, and Bogoljuboff. In both cols.
124 and 125 White shows to advantage, but in col. 126 the
original 3..., P—B 4, which has attracted the attention of
Russian analysts, equalises. Some unusual variations for
White are shown in cols. 127 to 130; because of the omission
of P—Q B4 White can not hope for even a slight
superiority.

In the second system, where Black plays P—Q 4 at an
early stage, he generally obtains adequate counterplay. The
most important branch here is the Griinfeld Defence (cols.
131 to 150), where White must play with considerable care
to maintain the advantage of the move. After 3 Kt—Q B 3,
P—OQ 4 White has no less than six possible continuations :—

(1) 4 PxP (cols. 131 to 133) is the oldest line, formerly
thought to be unfavourable for White, an opinion which is
no longer tenable. Black obtains the majority of Pawns
on the Queen’s side, but finds it difficult to consolidate the
action of his heavy pieces. Recent tests indicate that White -
cannot hope for much advantage, but that Black in turn
must play carefully to equalise.

(i1) 4 B—Kt 5 (cols. 134 and 135) stirred a sensation
some years ago when Lundin won a match-game with it
against Spielmann. His analysis has, however, since been
demolished, and the move is now considered weak for
White.

(ii1) 4 B—B 4 (cols. 136 to 139) has been analysed much
of late. It has the advantage that White’s Bishop is not
shut in, but allows Black to win an important tempo at a
later stage. In the main variation (col. 136) it is played
in conjunction with Q—Kt 3. Black can exchange Pawns
and force a practically even ending; yet, as the line in col.
139 demonstrates, White cannot afford to omit Q—Xt 3.
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(iv) 4 P—K 3 (cols. 140 to 145) is at present considered
best, but White’s advantage is often ephemeral. There are
two main lines, according as White plays Q—Kt 3 or con-
tinues with simple development of his King’s side. Against
Q—Kt 3 (cols. 140 to 142) the Queen’s fianchetto for Black
solves his opening difficulties. In the Schlechter Variation
(cols. 144 and 143), where White omits Q—XKt 3, Black
often obtains the upper hand.

(v) 4Q—Kt3 (cols. 146 to 148) was introduced by
Botvinnik. The object of the move is to force an early
liquidation of Black’s Queen’s Pawn, in the hope that White
will then be able to set up a powerful Pawn-centre. Black
does best to accept White’s challenge; in col. 146 he obtains
a great superiority in development. The interesting line in
col. 148, due to Reshevsky, deserves further analysis.

(vi) 4 Kt—B 3 is essentially a move of transposition
played as an independent variation as in cols 149 and 150,
it is weak.

(E) Tchigorin’s Defence (cols. 151 to 155). This
defence has little to recommend it. Black can develop his
Queen’s Bishop, but his King’s Bishop is a problem. By
preparing the advance of his King’s Pawn White secures
an enormously superior position.

(F) The Budapest Defence (cols. 156 to 160). This is
an attempt by Black to wrest the initiative from White at
the temporary expense of a Pawn; but White, by returning
the Pawn, is left with an advantage in development which
frequently proves decisive.

(G) Cols. 161 to 165 exemplify some defences which do
not fit into any of the more regular lines. The Blumenfeld
Counter-Gambit (cols. 161 to 163) is not quite sound. The
lines in cols. 164 and 165 leave Black with a hopelessly
cramped position.
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OtHER DEFENCES.

The Benoni Counter-Gambit (cols. 171 to 175) is played
with a view to setting up a solid centre and continuing with
an attack on the King’s side. It has been played by Alekhine,
but is theoretically bad.

The Dutch Defence (cols. 176 to 195) is the most
important in this group. It is adopted by the more enter-
prising of the masters, notably Alekhine and Botvinnik.
One of the objectives of the defence is an attack against
White’s King; consequently, the best line for White is a
King’s fianchetto (cols. 176 to 189).

Where White develops Kt—K B 3 Black has a choice
of two main systems of defence, depending on whether he
plays P—Q 3 or Q4. In the former variation, played by
Alekhine for a while, White, by preparing the advance of
his King’s Pawn, obtains a clear superiority (cols. 176 and
177). The other system, P—Q 4, known as the Stonewall
Defence, gives rise to an exceedingly complicated and diffi-
cult position where the better player generally wins.

The development of White’s Knight at KR3 is
recommended by some authorities. Here the situation is
reversed; P—Q 4 is decidedly weak, while P—Q 3 leaves
White’s Knight misplaced.

If White plays P—Q B 4 on his 2nd, 3rd, or 4th move,
the second player can obtain adequate counterplay by check-
ing at Kt 5 with his Bishop. If the first player then plays
B—Q 2, Black can banish all his opening difficulties by
BxBch and P—Q 4 (col. 186). The lines in cols. 188
and 189, where White avoids this exchange of Bishops,
deserve more attention in practical play.

The Staunton Gambit fell out of favour some time ago
and still remains so, although it offers White considerable
attacking chances.
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COLLE SYSTEM
1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 Kt—KB3, Kt—KB3; 3 P—K3, P—By4;
4 .

P—B3
1 2 3 4 5
4 P—EK3(@)eeereeearantsannaasnnns ereierieness P—KKt3
5 QKt—0Q2 QKt—Q2
Kt—B3..cieeiiveennee e . QKt—Q2 QKt—Q2
6 B—Q3 B—Q3 B—0Q3 (o)
B—Q3 (®) B—Q3 B—Ktz2
7 0—O 0—0 0—0
0—O0 (o) 0—O0 0—0
8 PXP (d) P—K 4......R—K1 P—QKty!
BxP BPXP Q—B2 (m) PxKtP
9 P—K4 BPXP P—K 4 PxP
Q—Bz2......P—K4 () PxP BPxP Kt—K 1
10 Q—Kz2(€) PxP KtxP BPXxP B—Ktz2
B—Q3 QXP (1) Ktx Kt PxP Kt—Q 3
11 R—K1 Q—K 2 Bx Kt KtxP Q—XKt3
Kt—K Kt5 B—K Kts Q—Kt3 (k) KtxKt Kt—Kt 3
12 P-KR3 Kt—Kg4 B—B 2 RXKt P—QR 4
KKt—K4 KR—Q1 Kt—B3 R—K1 B—B4!
13 KtxKt!(f) KtxKtch Q—Q3 R—R 4! BxB
Ktx Kt Px Kt B—Q 2 Kt—B 1 PxB

14 PXP 4 (8 B—K44() Kt—K5? Kt—Ktsjs P—Kts
B—Kt4F () P—KR3(n) Q Kt——Bs(;-)

(a) 4.., Kt—B3; 5 B—Q 3, B—Kt5; 6 P—KR3 (simpler 1s 6 Q Kt—Q 2,
P—K3; 7 Q—R4, as in Apscheneeh—Alekhine, Kemeri, 1937, transposing to
Cambridge Springs Defence with colours reversed), Bx ht; 7 QxB. P—B51?;
8B—B2,P—K4; 9PxP,KtxP; 10B—~R 4ch, K—K 2, 11Q—Q 1, Kt—Q 6 ch F.
Araiza—Alekhine, Pasadena, 1932.

(b) 6. ,B—K2; 70—0,0—0; 8Q—K2,R—K1; 9PxP, BxP; 10 P—K 4,
Kt—Q 2!, 11 R—K1, KKt—K4!; 12 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt; 13 B—B 2, B—Q 2=
Rumin—Lasker, Moscow, 1936.

(¢) 1f7 .,PxP?, 8KPxP,Q—B2; 9R—K1, 0—0; 10Q—K 2, R—K1;
11 Kt—K5, Bx Kt; 12 PxB, Kt—Q2; 13 Kt—B3, P—B4; 14 PxP e.p. .
Przepiorka—Stoltz, Hamburg, 1930.

(@) This manceuvre1s often postponed one move 1n order to avoid the exchange
of Queens.2 8 Q—K 2 1s then played, and 1n that case Black’s best reply is again

vy Q—B 2.

e) 10 PxP, PxP; 11 Kt—Kt3, B—Kt3 (11., 5—Q37?; 12 P—KRS,
R—K1; 13 Q Kt—Q4 4. Colle—Yates, Budapest, 1926), 12 Q—B2, R—K 1;
13 B—K Kt 5, Kt—K 5, 14 Q R—K 1, B—K B4 =. Colle—Kashdan, Bled, 1931,

(f) 13 B—B 2, P—K R 3; 14Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt; 15 Kt—B3, Kt x Kt ch=. Gilg—
Alekhine, Kecskemét, 1927.

(g) Continued 14 ,PxP; 15 Kt—B3!, KtxB; 16 Qx Kt,Q—B5; 17R—Q1.
Koltanowski—Soultanbeieff, Brussels, 1935.

h) ,PxP; 10 KtxP, KtxKt, 11 Bx Kt,Qx Q, 12 Rx Q 4, since Black’s
development 1s backward. Colle—Rubinstein, Berlin, 1926

f(z) Betteris10 ,KtxP;11Kt—K 4, B—K2;12Kt—Kt3,P—B4,13B—QB4,
B—K3; 14 R—K 1, P—K 5 =. Colle—Euwe, 2nd match game, 1928.

7) Colle—Sir G. A. Thomas, Ghent, 1926.

k) If 11,., Kt—B3; 12 B—Q3' (an improvement on 12 B—B 2, P—K R 3;
18 Q—K 2, P—Q Kt3; 14 Kt—K 5, B—Kt2, 15 KR—Q1, R—B1 ¥. Rumin—
Capablanca, Moscow, 1936), P—KR3; 13 Kt—K5, Q—K2 (P—QKt3?;
lg Q—-—BS!); 14 Q—B 3, R—Kt1; 15 Q—Kt3 &. Prins—Grinfeld, Zandvoort,

() 15 Q—K R 3, Qx P. Colle—Bogoljuboff, 1925.
Notes ctd on p. 216
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| P—Q 4, P—Q4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—K B3, 3P—<3 P—B4 ()

COLLE SYSTEM

-~

(] 7 8 9 10
4 P—=B3)eeeeeasaaannns ..QKt-—Qz...............P—QKt3
(P—KKt3)..Q Kt—Q 2z QKt—Q2 (k) P—K3
5 (QKt—Q2) QKt—Q2 P—QR3 B—Ktz2
(Q Kt—Q2) Q—B2 Q—Bz...... P—K3 Kt—B3
6 (B—Q3) Q—R4! P—Bgy PxP B—Q3
(B—Ktz) P—KKt3()P—KKt3 BxP B—03
7 (0—0) P—B4 PxQP P—QKtg4 O—O
(0—0) B—Kt2 Ktx P B—Kz2 0—O
8 P—K 4 BPxP Q—Kt3 B—Ktz  QKt—Qz(k)
QPxP () KtxP K Kt—Kt3 0—0O Q—K 2
9 KtxP P—K4(f) P—QR4 P—B4 Kt—K 5 ()
PXP Kt—Kt3 PxP P—QKt3 PxP
10 KtxP Q—B2 PXP B—Q3 PxP
Kt—K4 (¢) Q—Q3 Kt—B 3 PxP B—R 6
11 KtxKtch P—QR4! B—Ktsch KtxP BxB? (m)
Bx Kt P—OR4 Kt(Kt3)-Qz B—Ktz2 OxB
12 B—K2 P—Qs5s Kt—K 5 0—0 QKXt—B3
B—Qz2 0o—0 P—K3 R—B1 B—Q2

13 B—R 6 B—Q3 4 (8) QKt—B3 & Q—K2 + (j) Ktx Kt
R—K1 F (d) (2) BxKt F
(n)

(@) 3 ,P—K3; 4B—Q3,B—Q 8 (for4. , P—B 4 see cols, 1—4); 5Q Kt—Q 2,
0—0; 6 0—0,P—Q Kt3; 7P—Q Kt 3, B—Kt2; 8 B—Kt2,0Q Kt—Q 2, 9 P—B 4,
Q—K?2; 10R—B1, K R—Q1; 11 Kt—K5+. Colle—Yates, Carlsbad, 1929,

1 P(b)PIfia”' BPxP; 9 P—KS5 (but not 9 KtxP?, Kt—B4+), Kt—K1;
x .

¢) 10.., Ktx Kt is weaker: 11 Bx Kt, Kt—B3 (11 , Kt—B4; 12 B—B3,

P—K 4; 18 Kt—Kt3, Kt—K3; 14 B—K3, Q—B 2 is playable. P. W. Sergeant—

R. Schadle, Premier Reserves, London, 1932); 12 B—B 3, P—K 4; 13 Kt—Kt 5,

Q—Kdt) 31;4 1 6 PE?SRE RB—IQ 1 ;151 SQQR—KQII:];.R Col]e—Montifflllzx, San Remo, 1930.

— , Q— H — ~—Q1; 16 —K1, P— .

Colle—Grunield, Carisbad, 1929. ’ 913 » P=QR3

(¢) 6 .,P—K3; 7B—Q 3, B—Q3; 8PxP,BxBP; 90—0,0—0; 10 Q—R 4,
B—K2?; 11 BxPch, KtxB; 12 QxB, K Kt—B38; 13 Q—Kt4 +. Colle—
Spielmann, Bled, 1981.

g‘) 9 Q—Kt3, K Kt—Kt3; 10P—QR 4, PxP; 11Px P,P—QR4; 12B—Kt5,
?93‘6 ; 180—0,Kt—B 3; 14 R—K 1,B—B4 F. Alekhine—Reshevsky, Nottingham,

g) 13.., Kt—Kt1; 14 0—0, Kt—R 8; 15 Bx Kt, Rx B; 16 Kt—Kt3. Colle—
Rubinstein, Rotterdam, 1931.

(k) 4.., Kt—B8; 5 P—QRS, PxP?; 6 PxP,P—K8; 7 B—Q3, B—Q38;
8 0—0, 0—0; 8 R—K 1, R—K1; 10 P—R3, P—KR3; 11 P—B3, P—Q R 4;
12 Kt—K 5 +. Rubinstein—Sultan Khan, Hamburg, 1930. '

$i) Tartakover—Keres, Noordwijk, 1938,

/) Rubinsten—Monticelli, Budapest, 1929.

(;e) Or 8 Kt—K 5, Kt—K 2; 9 Kt—Q2, P—Q Kt3; 10 P—K B4, B—Kt2;
11Q—B3,R—B1; 12 Kt—Kt 4, Kt x Kt; 13 Qx Kt, Kt—Kt3; 14 Kt—B 3, P—B 4;
15 Q—R 5, B—K 2 =. Maroczy—Bogoljuboff, New York, 1924. Bogoljuboff recom-
mends 8 P—Q R8, Q—K2 (8 ', P—Q Kt 3 is preferable); 9 Kt—K 5.

7) 1f 9 P—Q R 3, P—K 4.

m) 11 Q—B 1, with complete equality.

(n) Bogoljuboffi—Capablanca, New York, 1924.

kS
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1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—K B3.

11 12 13 14 15
3 (P—EK 3)teeeeeerioreninesasennannnns P—Bg4
P—B3...... B—B4...... B—Kts P—B4......B—B4
4 QKt—Q2 B—Q3 P—B4 BPXP PXP ()
B—B 4 P—K 3 P—K3 BPxP KtxP
5 B—Q3 BxB Q—Kt3(e) QxP (k) QKt—Qz2
BxB PxB Q—B1 QXP Kt—K B3
6 PxB 0—Q 3 ® XKt—Ks Kt—QB3 OQ—Kt3
P—K 3 Q—B B—KB4 QxQ Q—B1
7 0—0 P——Q Kt 3(c) Kt—Q B3 KtxQ P—K 3
B—K2 —R 3 P— P—QR3(z) P—K3
8 R—K1 o—-o PxP P—KKt3 0 B——Q3
0—O0 B—K2 KPxP P—K
9 P—K 4 P—B4 B—Q2 Kt——B 2 Q X B
Kt—R 3 0—0 B—Q3 B—Q2 QKt—Q2
10 P—K 5 Kt—B 3 R—B1 B—Kt 2 0—O0
Kt—Q 2 P—B3 0—0 B—B3 P—B4
11 Kt—B1 B—Kt2 Kt—Kts O—O P—QKt3
P—Q B4 Kt—K s B—K2 BxB PxP
12 PXP KR—B1 B—Q3(f) KxB KtxP
Kt(Q2) XBP KR—Q 1 BxB Kt—B3 (k) B—Kz2
13 P—QR3+ Q—K2 QxB B—Kts B—Kt2

@ Q—K 3=(d) Kt—R3=(g) B—K2= 0—O0 = ()

(a) Colle—Bogoljuboff, San Remo, 1930.

(b) 6 0—0, Q Kt—Q2; 7 P—B4, PxP; 8 Q—R4, B—Q3; 9 Q Kt—Q 2,
0—0; 10 Ktx P, Kt—Kt3; 11 Ktx Kt, RPx Kt 12 Q—B 2, Q—Q 2 F. Colle—
Alekhine, San Remo, 1930.

(i{0r70—0 B—Q3; 8 P—Q Kt3, 0—0; 9 P—B4, P—B3; 10 Kt—B3,
P—% t3; 11Px P, KtxP; 12 Ktx Kt, Pth ISB—-—KtZ P—Kt3 14KR—B1,
— Alekhine—Kostich, Bled, 1931.

(d) 14 P—Q R 8, Kt—B 2. Alekhine—Euwe, 17th match game, 1935,

(¢) 5 Q Kt—Q 2, followed by B—Q 3, 0—O0 and P—Q Kt 3 was a good alternative.
(f) 12 B—Kt 4 was superior (Kmoch).

(g) Colle—P. Johner, Berlin, 1926.

(k) For 5§ Ktx P, KtxP; 6 P—K 4, Kt—Kt5 see English Opening, col. 18.

(i) 1f7.., P—K4; 8 KKt—Kt5, Kt—R3; 9 B—Kt5 .

{{j) Znosko-Borovsky suggests 8 B—Kt 5, P—~K47; 9Bx Kt,PxB; 10 Kt—Q35,
Px 11 Kt—B 7 ch, K—-—Q l 2 Ktx R, B—Kt5ch; 13 K—Q 1+. Black could
play, however, 8. ,B—Q2 Bth KPxB 10 Kt—QS B—Q 38 with a good
position. See analysis in L’ Echtquur, November, 1928.

(k) Tartakover suggests 12. , P—K R3. The column is P. Johner—Seitz,
Debreczin, 1925.

(/) Or 4 Kt—B 3, P—K 3; 5 B—Kt5, P—B3; 6 Q—Kt 3, Q—Kt3; 7 P—BS5,
Q—B2; 8 P—K3, QKt—Q2; 9 B—K B4, Q—B1; 10 P—KR3, B—K2:
11 R—B1=. Marshall—’rorre, Moscow, 1925.

(m) Gilg—Marshall, Carlsbad, 1929
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1 P—Qy4, P—Q4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—K B3.

16 17 18 19 20
3 B—B4iitiectarectatarteaiiionacnann B—Kts
P—B4iicitientecanaans P—-—K3(e) P—K3
4 P—K3 P—K3 P—K3
Kt—B3 B—Q3() P—B4
5 P—B3 B—0Q3 P—B3
B—Kts.....Q—Kt 3 0—0 B—K 2 (%)
6 QKt—Q2 Q—B1(®) QXKt—Q2 B—Q3
P—K3 B—B4 BxB QKt—Q2...Kt—B3
7 O—R4 PXxP (c) PxB QKt—Q2 QKt—Q2
BxKt QxBP P—B4 0—O P—KR3
8 KtxB QKt—Qz2 PXP 0—0 B—R 4
Q—Kt3 R—B1 Q—Bz2 Q—Bz2 o0—O0
9 QR—Kt:1 XKt—Ktz P—KKt3 OQO—K2 0—0
B—K2 Q—Kt3 QxQBP P—QKt3 P—QKt3
10 B—Q3 Q—Q 2 0—0 P—K 4 Kt—K5
0—O0 P—K3 Kt—B 3 QPxXP Ktx Kt
11 0—0 B—Q3 P—B3 KtxP PxKt
KR—Q1 B—Kg5 P—QKt4 B—Ktz2 Kt—Q 2
12 B—Kt3 Q—K2 Q—K 2 PxP B—Kt3
QR—B1r B—Kz2 R—Kt1 KtxP B—R5 (j)
13 Kt—K 5 0—0 P—Q Kt4(g) Ktx Kt BxB
Kt—KR4( =) 0—O0 (@) Q—Kt3 QxKt= () QXB (%)
a,

(a) Keres—Reshevsky, Kemeri, 1937.

() 6 Q—Kt3, P—B5?; 7 QxQ, PxQ; 8 Kt—R3, P—K 4; 9 Kt—Q Kt5,
R—R 4% 10 Kt—B7¢ch, K—Q2; 11 PxP, Kt—R4 12 KtxP R'x Kt; 13 Bx P,
R—R4; 14 BxP+ (Maréczy

¢) Alternatives are: (1) 7 B—K2, P—K3; 8 O—0, B—K2; 9 Q Kt—Q2,
0—0; 10 Kt—Kt3, Kt—K5; 11 K Kt—Q 2, QR—B1; 12 Ktx Kt. Selesmeﬁ—
Texchmann, match, 1921 (2) 7 Kt—R 4, B—K5; 8 Kt—QZ P—K3; 9 P—B3,
B—Kt3; 10 Ktx B, RPx Kt; 11 Kt—Kt 3, P—B5; 12 Kt—Q2, Kt—KR4 :F.
C. G. Watson—Capablanca, London, 1922,

(d) Capablanca—Maréczy, New York, 1924,

(¢) 3. ,P—B3; 4P—K3,0—Kt3; 5B—0Q3,0x KtP; 6Q Kt—Q 2,Q—Kt3;

7 0—0, P_K 3 ; 8§ P—K 4 with posmonal compensation for the Pa%vn QTorre—
Grunfeld Marienbad, 1925.
(f) Or4 ,P—B4; 5 P—B3 Kt—B3; 6 B—Q3 Q—Kt3; 7Q—B 1, B— 2
8Q Kt—Q2 R——B 9Q—Ktl B—K2 10P—K R 3,0—0; 17 Kt—K 5, K R—
12 B—R 2, B—K1. Samlsch—Rublmtexn, Dresden, 1926.
(g) 13 Kt——Kt3 (Griinfeld). The column is Rubinstein—Capablanca, London,
1922, up to move 12.

(7 5., Q Kt—QZ 6 QKt—Q2 Q—Kt 7 Q—B2, B—Q3; 8 B—Q3
P—KR3; 9B—R 4, 0—0; 10 0—0, Q—B 2; 1'B-Kts3 P—QRS 12912-8 ;
P-ESQ Kt4; 13PxP?, BxB; 14 R P'x B, Ktx P F. Tartakover—Fine, Nottmgham,

(4) Tartakover—Capablanca, Nottingham, 1936.

() Keres recommends 12 B—Kt 2, since in reply to the text White could h:
played 15 B—K B4, P—K Ki4; 14 Q—R5!, K—Kt2; 15 P—K Kt8, PxB:
16 P x B, wmith a strong attack. ’

(k) 14 P—K B 4, B—Kt2; 15 R—B 3 +. Tartakover—Keres, Kemeri, 1937.
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I P—”Q 4, P—Q 4.

21 22 23 24 25
2 (Kt—KB3)..iiiiiiiiieaeeennnennnnn Kt—QB3(3)
(Kt—KB3)..P—QB 4. . .Kt——Q B3 Kt—KB3
3 P—K Ktz PxP () B—B4(f) B—Kts
P—B3 (a) P—K3(d@d B—Kts B—B 4

4 B—XKtz2 P—K 4 P—K3 P—K 3 (f)...P—B3
B—B4 BxP P—K 3 P—B3 QKt—Q2
5 Kt—R 4 PxP B—Kz2(g B—Qs3 KtxP ()
B—Kt3 PxP BxKt B—Kt3 Ktx Kt
6 O—O B—Ktsch BxB Kt—B3 P—K 4
P—K3 Kt—Q B3 B—Q3 QKt—Q2 P—KR3
7 Kt—Q2 0—O0 B—Kt3 0—O0 B—R4
B—Kz2 Kt—K 2 Kt—B 3 P—K 3 Kt—K 6
8 KtxB QKt—Q2z 0—O Kt—Ks Q—Kz2
RPXKt 0—0 0—0O Q—Kt3 BXxP
9 P—QBg4 Kt—Kt3 P—Bg4 Ktx Kt PxB
QKt—Qz2z B—Ktj3 BxB Ktx Kt KtxB
10 Q—Kt3 R—Kr1(¢) RPxB R—Ktz: 0—0—0
Q—Kt3 B—Kt 5 Kt—K 2 B—Q3 P—K Ktg
11 QXQ B—Q3 Kt—B 3 B—R 4 B—B2
PxQ Kt—Kt3 P—Bg3 Q—B2 KtxP
12 R—Q1 P—KR3 P—Bj B—Kt3 R XKt
B—Kt5 () BxKt= P—K4 (k) BXB F (§) B—Kt2 (m)

(a) For 8.., P—K3; 4 B—Kt2, P—B 4 see Rét1 Opening, cols. 26-29 and 41.
(b) Tartakover—Sultan Khan, 4th match game, 1931,

Des (c) 3 P—B 4, P—K 3 transposes into the Queen’s Gambit Declined, Tarrasch
‘ence.

d) Or 8.., Kt—KB83; 4 P—B4, P—K38; 5 P—Q R3 (Tartakover). 8..,
Q—R 4ch is also good.

(e) Preferable is 10 P—K R 3, to hinder the development of Black’s Q B. The
column is Capablanca—Rubmstem, Berlin, 1928.

(f) For 3 P—B 4, see Queen’s Gambit Declined, col. 112.

(g) 5 P—~B4,B—Kt5ch; 6 Kt—B 3, K Kt—K2; 7R—B1,0—0; 8 P~KR 3,
BxKKt; 9 QxB, Kt—Kt3 Miss Mem.hlk—Colle, Carlsbad, ]929

(2) 13 PxP, Kt—Q 2; 14 P—K4, PxP; 15 KtxP, Ktx KP; 16 Kt—Q6 .
Gilg—Colle, Carlsbad, 1929.

()2B——B4,P—QB4 3 P—K3, Q—Kt3; 4 Kt—Q B3, P—K3; 5 Kt—Kt 5,
Kt— R3 6 P—Q B3, P—B5; 7P—QR4 B—Q2; 8P—QKt3 Bth 9PxB,
Qx 10 PxP, PxP 11 Q—R4+ Analysis from Larobok, 1921.

') 4 Bx Kt, KPxB; 5 P—K3, P~B3 (or 5 , Kt—B3; 6 B—Q3, 0—0Q2;
7 K Kt—K 2, Kt—Kt5; 3 Bx B, QxB, 9 0—O, B-—QS; 10 P—-QR3, Kt—R 3;
11 Kt—Kt3, Bx Kt; 12 BPxB, Q—Q2. Tartakover—Spielmann, Copenhagen,
1923), 6 B—Q3, Q-—-B 7 KKt—K2,B—Q3; 8 P—K4,PxP; 9 Ktx P, Bth
10 Bx B, Q—B2; Q—Q3 Kt—Q 2; 12 0-0—0, P_K Kt3; 13 P—K K
—K B4 =. Tartakover—Rétx, Vienna, 1922.

(k) 18 BPx B, P—K 4; 14 B—B 5, O—O. Rellstab—Keres, Kemeri, 1937.

() If 5 Q—Q2, P—B3; 6 P—K4, PxP; 7 Q—B4, Q—R4; 8 0—0—0,
—K 3; 9 Bx Kt, KtxB; 10 Px P, B—Kt3; 11 B—Q3, B—Kt35, 12 K Kt—K2,
0—0—0+. Splelmann—BogolJuboﬁ, Moscow, 1925.

(m) Breyer and Réti—Marco and Spielmann, Gothenburg, 1920. White has
sufficient compensation for the lost material.
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I P—’Q 4, P_Q 4-

STONEWALL VARIATION

=
26 27 28 29 30
2 (Kt—0QB3)iseesssserae. . P—K 3 (¢
(Kt—K B 3) Ki—K B3
3 (B—Kts) B—Q3
(B—B4)....P—B3 (0 P—Bieverraeeresnse . Kt—B3
4 (P—B3) P—B3 P—Q B3 P—K B4
P—B3 Q—Kt 3 P—K3..... Kt—B 3 Kt—Q Kt 5
5 P—K4(@ Q—1Q2 P—K B4 P—K B4 Kt—K B3
PxP QOxXKtP QKt-Qz2(f) B—Kt 5 KtxBch
6 BxKt R—Kt1 Kt—B 3 Kt—B3 Px Kt .
KPxB Q—R6 B—Q3 P—K3 P—KKt3(j)
7 PxP P—K 4 QKt—Q2 QKt—Q2z Kt—B3
B—Kt3 P—K3 P—Q Ktz B—Q3 B—Ktz2
8 Kt—B 3 Bx Kt Kt—K 5 P—KR3 () O—O
Kt—Q 2 PxB B—Kt2 B—R 4 o—-0
9 B—Q3 PxP Q—B3 P—Q Kt3 Kt—Kz2
B—Q3 KPxP P—KR4 PXP P—Kt3
10 Q—Q 2 R—Kt 3 Q—Kt3 BPXxP B—Q2
Q—B 2 Q—Kzch K—Bi(g) R—QB1I P—B 4
11 0—O K—Bz2 0—O0 0—0 R—B1
0—O0 B—Ktz2 P—R 5 B—Kt3 B—QR3
12 QR—K1 P—Bg4 Q—R 3 BxB Kt—K 5

RR—_Ki= O—O+(@ R—BI(}) RPXB= Kt—Q2=
(%) (%)

(a) Weaker is 5 Q—Q 2, Q—B 2; 6 B—B 4, Q—Q1 ?; 7B—Kt5?, Q Kt—Q 2;
8 Q—B4? (8 0—0—01!). Viner—Marsky, 1932.
b) Samisch—Tarrasch, Baden-Baden, 1925.
c) Alternatives leading to equality are: (1) 3.., P—KKt3; 4 Bx Kt, PxB;
5 P—K4, PxP; 6 KtxP, B—Kt2; 7 Kt—KB3, 0—0; 8 B—K 2, P—KB4;
9 Kt—B 5, P—Q Kt3; 10 Kt—Kt3, B—Kt2. Tartakover—Kostich, Bad Niendorf,
1927. (2) 3.., QKt—Q2; 4 P—B3, P—B3; 5 P—K4, PxP; 6 PxP, Q—R4;
7 Q—Q2, P—K4; 8 Kt—B3, B—K2; 9 B—Q B4, PxP; 10 QxP, Q—Kt 3,
Tartakover—Sir G. A. Thomas, Carlsbad, 1923. (3)3 , Kt—KJ5; 4 Ktx Kt, Px Kt;
50—Q2 P—KR3; 6 B—B 4, B—B4; 7 P—K3, P—QB3; 8 P—Q B4, Kt—Q 2;
9 Kt—K 2, P—K Kt 4. Hampstead—Brighton, correspondence, 1917.
d) Stoltz—Bogoljuboff, Berlin, 1928.
¢) 2 P—~K4? (the Blackmar Gambit), PxP; 3 P—KB3, P—K4; 4 QPxP
4B—K38, PxQP; 5BxP, Kt—QB3; 6 B—Kt5, B—Q 2; 7 Kt—B 3, Q—Kt 4;
§Bx Kt,BxB; 9 %——KZ, 0—0—0+),QxQch; 5 KxQ,Kt—Q B38; 6 B—K B 4,
K Kt—K 2; 7 B—Q Kt5, Kt—Kt3; 8 B—Kt3, B—KB4; 9 Bx Ktch, PxB+.
g) Or5 ., Kt—B3; 6 Kt—Q2, B—Q3; 7 Q—B2, B—Q2; 8 Kt—R 3,
Q—Kt3; 9 Kt—B 2,0—0—0; 100—0, K—Kt1; 11 P—K 4, Q PxP; 12K Ktx P,
Ktx Kt; 18 Ktx Kt, B—K 2; 14 PxP, Bxfcb; 15 KtxB 4. Marshall—
Rubinstein, Vienna, 1908.
o) 1f 10 , Q—K2; 11 OQxP, R—K Kt1; 12 Q—RS6, RxP; 18 B—Kt5 L
#) Continued 13 Q Kt—B3, Kt—K5; 14 B—Q2, Ktx B; 15 QKtxKt,
Kt—B3; 16 Q Kt—B 3 +. Sultan Khan—Rubinstein, Prague, 1931.
() Or 8 0—0, O—0; 9 Q—K 1. The column is Gunsberg—Teichmann, Monte

Carlo, 1902.
) , P—R3; 7 Kt—B3, B—K2; 8 0—0, 0—0; 9 B—Q 2, P—Q KtJ;
10 Kf—K 5,B—EKt2; 11 R—B 3, P—B 4; 12R—R3,R—B1; 13 Q—B3,P—QR3;
14 P—K Kt4 with a good attack. Marshall—Teichmann, Vienna, 1908.
(k) Yates—Schlechter, Pistyan, 1912.

G *
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Q 4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, B—Ktj5;
4 Q—B2, P—0Q4.

31 32 33 34 35

5 PXP(a)

6 P—K3()..... et e JKt—B3 B—Kt 5 (0)
P—B P—Bs  Q—Q3

7 P—QR3...... e B—Q2 B—Q2 P—K
Bx Ktch Bx Kt BxKt Kt—Ig 5(1’)

8 PXB (¢) PxB BxB B—KB4
0—O0.......QKt—Q2(f) 0—O PXP (m) Q—XK 2 (9}

9 Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3 (g) Kt—B3 Ktx P B—0Q3
PxP P—Q Kt3 Kt—B3 P—K 4 P—K B4

10 BPXP P—B4 B—Q3 (k) Kt—B3((n) Kt—K2
P—QKt3 (d) Q—Q 3 P—Bj5! Kt—B3 0—O0

11 B—Bg4 B—Ktz2 B—K 2 R—Q1 0—0
Q—B3 B—Ktz2 P—K 4! Q—B 4 P—B3

12 B—Q3 B—K2 PxP P—K 3 P—B3
QxQ R—QB1 (k) KtxP 0—O0 Ktx Kt

13 BXQ 0—O0 (2) Ktx Kt B—K 2 PXxKt
B—R3 B—K 5 QX Kt B—Kts B—Q3

14 Kt—K 5 Q—B3 0—O0 0—O0 BxB +

QKt—Qz-—) Bxpl () B—B4!F () QR—Br1 =

(a) Or 5 P—K 3, 0—0; 6 Kt—B3, P—Q Kt3; 7P—Q R3,Bx Ktch; § PxB,
P—B4; 9BPxP, KPx P=. Nxmzov1tch—-Marshall London, 1927. If 5 B—Kt 5,
PxP; 6 Kt—B3, P—Q Kt4; 7 P—Q R4, P—B 3; 8 Bx Kt, PxB, 9 P—K Kt 3,
P_28Q R 3+, since Black can hold the Pawn. Capablanca—Nlmzovxtch, Kissingen
1928.

() 6 P—QR3, BxKtch; 7 QxB, Kt—B3, 8 Kt—B 3, Kt—K5; 9 Q—Q3,
P—K4; 10 PxP, Q—R4ch= ubmstem——Colle, Budapest 1929.

(c)SQxB,QKt—Q2,9Kt—B3 PxP; 10QxP, Kt—B4; 11B—B 4,Qx
12 Ktx Q, B——OZ; 13 B—Q 2, K Kt—K 5 With a level endxng Euwe—Grunf d
Amsterdam, 1936.

(d) Somewhat better than 10 ., B—Q2; 11 B—Q B4, Q—KR4; 12 0—O,
R—B1; 13Q—Q3, Kt—B 3; 14B—R2, Kt—R 4; 15 Kt—K 5, Kt—Kt 5. Euwe—
A.lekhme, match, 19‘76—

(eg AIekhme—Euwe, 12th match game, 1937,

(f) 8 Kt—B3; 9 Kt—B 3, 0—0; 10 P—B 4, Q—Q3; 11 B—Kt2, PxP;
12 Px P, P—Q Kt3, 18 B—Q 3, B—Kt2 (Alekhme—Euwe, 10th match game, 1937)
leads to a two-edged position.

() 9 P—B3, PxP; 10 BPxP, Kt—Kt3, 11 Kt—K 2, B—Q2; 12 Kt—B 4,
Q—Q3; 13 B—Q2, R—B1 =, A.lekhme—Euwe, 8th match’ game, 1937.

(k) Or12..,PxP; 13PxP, 0—0; 14 0—O, Kt—Kt5, 15 P—R 3, Bx Kt =.
Lévenfisch—Botvinnik, 3rd match game, 1937

(2) 13 Q—Kt3, O—O, 14 R—Q1, PxP; 15 PxP, Q—B2; 16 0—O,

Kt—Kt5! =. Kmoch—Griinfeld, Amsterdam, 1936.
(2) 15 Ktx P, at—B 4; 16 Kt—Kt5, Q—Kt1; 17 KR—Q 1,0—0; 18 Kt—Q 6,
Kt—R§! =. Anal sis by Grunfeld If here 14 0—0, 15 Q R—Ql KR—Q1;

16 P—Q 5!, Q—B 1 17 Px P +. Euwe—Botvmmk, Nottmgham 1936.
(kkIOP—Bll Q—Q3 11PxP?2,QxBP; 12R—Q Kt 1, P—K 4; 13 Kt—Kt S5,

P—K 14 Kt—K 4, Kix Kt; 15 Q x Kt, R—Q 1F. Alekhme—Euwe, 20th match

game, 1

2) Flohr—Colle, Bled, 1931,

(m)8 , Kt—B3; —Qll(betterthanQP-—-K3 PxP; 10 Ktx P, Ktx Kt;
11 Bx t,O—O 12 Bx Kt PxB,13B—Q3,Q—R4ch; 14 Q——Q 24. Nxmzowtch——
Canal, Carlsbad, 1929) O—O 10 P—K 3, P—Q Kt3, 11 P—Q R 3,B—K12; 12Px P,
QxP; 13P—Q K4 Q—K R 4; 14 Bx Kt £. Capablanca—-Fme, Avro, 15-‘38

Notes ctd. on p. 216
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENCE ~
1 P—Qy4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, B—Kt5;
4 Q—B 2.

36 37 38 39 40

4 (P—Q4).............................P——B4

5 PXP).e....P—OR3 PxP (j)
(PxP)......BxKtch Kt—B 3.0 BxP

6 (B—Kts5) QOXxB Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3
P—B3 (@ Xt—K5(0) BxP P—Q4!

7 P—K 3 Q—B2 B—Kts P—K 3
B—Kt 5 Kt—QB3(d).P—Q B4! P—QKt3 (k) O—O

8 Kt—K 2 P—K3() QPXP P—K 3 B—K2
QKt—Qz2z P—Kg4 Kt—QB3 B—Ktz2 PxP

9 Kt—Kt3 BPxP P—K 3 B—Kz2 BxP
P—KR3 QxP Q—R4ch B—Kz2 QKt—Q2

to B—KB4 B—Bg4 B—Q2 0—O0 o0—O0
P—KKtg Q—R4ch KtxB(g) R—QB1 P—QR3

11 B—Ks5 P—QKts4 QXxKt QR—Q1() P—QR3
KtxB KtxKtP PxP! P—Q 3 P—Q Kt 4

12 PxKt QOx Kt QXxQ (7 R—Q 2 B—X2
Kt—Q 2 Kt-B7dblch KtxXQ P—QR3 B—Ktz2

13 P—KR3 K—Kz2! R—B1 KR—Q1 P—QKtg4
B—K3 Q—K8ch P—QKtg! 0—O (m) B—Kt3

14 0—0—0 K—B3 PXxP e.p. B—B 4 B—Ktz2
Q—R4!(®) KtxR(f) B—Ktz=() Kt—K 1 (n) R—B 1=(0)

(a) If 6.., B—Kt5; 7 Q—Kt3/, Kt—B3; 8 P—K3, 0—0; 9 P—QRS3S,

)
Bx Ktch;
b1

10 Qx B &. Flohr—Naegely,
5 P—B4, PxP; 16
Naegel, Berne, 1932.

c) 6.

Berne, 1932.
P x P, 0—0O—O0 with chances for both sides.

0—0; 8 B—Kt5 P—B3; 9 Kt—B3, Q Kt—Q2;

Alekhine—~

(c) 6., PxP; 7 QxP
10 P—K 8, Q—R 4ch; 11 P—Q Kt4, Q—Q4; 12 Q—B 2, P—KR3; 13 B—Q B4,

Q—03;
d

14 Bx Kt +. Euwe—Capablanca,
7..,0—0; 8P—K3, P—Q Kt3lisqu
10 Kt—K2, Kt—Q2;
Q Kt—B 4 F. Bogoljuboff—Euwe,
9B—Q3, P—KB4; 10 Kt—K2, P—B3;

11 0—0, P—Q B4;

Carlsbad, 1929.

te good for Black: 9 B—Q 3, B—R3!;
12 P—Q Kt3, PxQP,

3rd match game 1928. If, however, 8 ., Kt—Q 23

11 0—0, Kt—Q 3; 12 P—BS5, Kt—K5;

13 Ktx P,

13 P—Q Kt4 +. Fine—Danielsson, Stockholm, 1937.

(¢) 'If nstead 8 Kt—B 3, P—K 4;
0—0; 11PxQP,
B4! =), Kt—
; 18 P—Q Kt4, Kt—B6; 14
1937); 11 Qq—R4ch, P—B3; 12 PxQP,

) 15 B—Kt2, B—K 3 (orl15..,
18 Kt—Kt5, P—K Kt3; 19 QxKP, QR—K1; 20Q—B6, RxPch;
22 Q—B2+);

Q—K8ch;
(1f 18 K—Kt4?,

K R—B1ch;

Fine, Hastings, 1936-37, while 1f 18
K 1 with excellent counter-chances.
. 22 B—Ktd4+4. Winter—A. Reynolds, Birmingham, 1937),

0.,QxBP;

xP; 12 Q—Kt 5,
Q QR4

0—0;

16 P—Q 3,
xBP; 19 Bx Kt,

19 K—Kt4!+.

y 11 P—Q Kt4, Q—K2; 12B—B 1!, P—Q R4; 13 P—Kt5§,

4; 14 B—Kt2+. Rumm—Calgablanca, Moscow, 1935.

(k) Or 12 BxP, QxBP;

{5 Q—B 2 (Euwe—Petroyv,
(+) 15 Kt—B3, K—K 2! (if 15

13
, 0—0;

! (0—07; 11
Q—Q 24. Fine—Stahlberg, 1st match game,
QxP; 13 P—Q Kt 4, Q—Kt6 =.

16 K—Kt3, B—Q2; 17 Kt—B 3, Qx R;

0—0—0;
~_R4ch; 20 K—R3, P—K Kt 4+. Feigin—
K—Kt3, KR—B1;

H —B 1, Q—K Kt4;
Stockholm, 1937), Qx Qch =

16 Px

9 P—K 8, B—B4; 10 Q—Kt3 (10 Q—R 4,
xQ; 13BxQ, Kt—R 4; 14 B—R 4, PxP;
— PxQP,

Kt-R4; 12 Q—R2,

21 Px R,

17 PxB, PxP; 18 P—Kt31

19 BxPch, K—Kt1;

Not, however, 20 ., RxP?;

14 P—B4, Q—R5ch;
P, RxP; 17 Kt—Q2 B—R3;

18 R—B3!+); 16 PxP, RxP; 17 Kt—Q2, B—R3; 18 R—B 3, R—Q Kt1.

Notes ctd on p. 216
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—Q By, P—K3 ; 3 Kt—QB3, B—Kts;

4 Q—B
4 42 43 44 45
4 (P—B4).....BxKtch....Kt—B 3 ()
5 (PXP) PXB (d) P—K3......Kt—B 3
Kt—R 3 (@) P—Q3 P—K4 P—Q3
6 P—-QR3! Kt—KB3 P—Qs5 P—QR3
BxKtch Q—K2 Kt—-K 2 Bx Ktch
7 OxB P—K Ktz Kt—B3 QOxB
KtxP P—Q Ktz BxKtch O—O
8 P—B3! B—Ktz2 QxB P—Q Kt 4
P—Q3 () B—Ktz2 P—Q3 P—K 4......R—K 1! (j)
9 P—K4 0—0 B—K 2 PxP P—Kts5? (k)
P—K 4 QKt—Q2 O0—O Kt—K 5 (h) Kt—Kt1
10 B—K3 P—QR4 O—O Q—Ktz2 (1) P—Kt3
Q—B2 B—K 5 Kt—K 5 PxP QKt—Q2
11 Kt—Kz2 O—Kt3 Q—B 2 KtxP B—K Ktz
B—K3 P—QR4 P—B4 KtxKt P—QR3
12 Q—B2 B—KRj3 Kt—Q2 Qx Kt P—OQ R4
0—O0 0—O0 KtxKt R—K 1 PxP
13 Kt—B 3 Kt—Q 2 Bx Kt Q—Ktz2 RPXxP
KR—B1 B—Kt2 P—Bs Q—R 5 Kt—K 5
14 B—K24(c) P—B3 PxP P—Kt3 + Q—Kt2
P—K4=(¢) PXP F (g RXR F ()

(a) 5. ,BxKtch; 6 PxB!, Q—B2; 7 Kt—B 3, Kt—R3; 8 Kt—Q4!, 0—0;
9 P—BE, Kt PxP; 10 B—Kts, Kt—-B4 11 Bx Kt 4. Stahlberg—A Stemu‘,

() Or8 .,P—QR4; 9P—K 4,0—0: 10B—B 4,Q—Kt3; 11R—Q 1, Kt—K1;
12 Xt—K 2+, Bogol)uboff—Alekhme, 4th match game, 1929.

¢) Flohr—Botvinnik, 6th match game, 1933.

§d) Or 5 Qx B, Kt—K5; 6 Q—B2, P—Q4; 7 P—K3, P—QB4; 8 PxBP
(8 BPxP, K xP 9 B-——Qs, Q—R4ch; 10 K—Bl O-—O 11 PxP, Kt—Q B3
1s more difficult for Black to meet. Ta:takover—Nxmzovxtch, szsmgen, 1928) Q—R 4 ch;
9 B—Q2, QxBP; 10 R—B1, Kt—QB3; 11 Kt—B3, KtxB; 12 Qth, PxP;
13 Bx P, Q—K2 =. Note by Tartakover and Nimzovitch.

(a Bogoljuboff—Nimzovitch, Kissingen, 1928 Cf. col. 67.

‘The Zurich Variation (a.lso known as the Mxlner-Barry Vanat:on) Continuations
rarely seen are: (1) 4 P—Q 3; 5 B—KtS, Q Kt—Q 2; 6 P—K3, P—QKt3;
7 B—Q 3, B—Kt2; 8P—-B3,B><Ktch 9 Qx B, P—B 4; 10 Kt—R 3, P—K R3;
11B—B 4 . Alekhme—lumzovxtch New York, 1927 (2) 4., , P—Q Kt3; 5§ P—K4,
Bx Ktch; 6 PxB, P—Q3; 7 P—B 4 P—K4; 8 B—Q3. Q—K2; 9 Kt—B8S,
Kt—B3; 10 0—0, ‘B—Kt2; 11 R—Q Kt1, 0—0—0; 12 P—B 5!4. Noteboom—-
Flohr, Hastmgs, 1929-30. 4 , 0—0 transposes after 5 P——Q R3, Bx Ktch; 6 QxB
Kt—DB 38 into cols. 44 and 45, after 6 , P—Q 4 into col. 37.

Keres—Alekhine, Dresden, 1936.

§ Or9 ., KtxP; 10 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 11 QxP, R—K1; 12 Q—Kt2, 0—06
12.., Kt—K 5 13 B—B 4, B—B 4 4 P—B 3, P—KKt4; 15 B—B 1+. Flohr—
\lner-Barry, London, 1932) 13 P—K 3 | (18 B—Kt 5, Kt—Kt 5; 14 P—K 3, Q—B 4;
15 B—R 4, Q—K 6 0—0—0, P—Q B 4 =. Fine—Van den Bosch, Amsterdam.
1936), Q—Kt3 14 P—B 3, B—B4, 15 K—B2, B—Q6; 16 B—K2!+.
( ) Q——K 8 1s also good . P—B 4; 11 B—Ktz Ktx KP 12 Ktx Kt, Px Kt
13 P—Kt3 (but not 13 Bx P?, Q—K2 14 P—B 4, B—K 3; ‘15 P—Kt3, Bx P+
Winter—C. H. Alexander, Hastmas, 1935—36), B—K 3; 14 P—B 3, Kt—Q3;
15 Qx KP, Q—K 2; 16 P—K 3 +. Fine—Alexander, Margate, 1937.
(7) If8 , Q—K2; 9 B—Kt2, R—K1; 10 P—K3 (or 10 P—Kt5, Kt—Kt1;
11 P—Kt3, P—Q Kt3; 12 B—Kt2, B—Kt2; 13 0—0, Q Kt—Q 2; 14 P—Q R4
P—QR3; 15 B—QRS, R—RZ; 16 Kt—K S5+. Fine— ecker, Zandvoort 1936),
P—K4; 11 PxP, KtxP; 12 KtxKt, PxKt; 13 B—Q3, B—Q2; 14 0—0,
QR—Q1; 15 B—B2 . Flohr—Nimzovitch, Bled, 1931,
(k) Now this 1s premature. 9 P—K 3, P—K 4; 10 Px P should have been played.
5y 15 Qx R, Kt—Kt3; 16 Q—R 2, P—Q 41; 17 P—B S5, Kt—B 5. Lilienthal—

Rovner, 1938.
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—QBg4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, B—Kts.

46 47 48 49 50
4 (Q=B2).ivrevinennna.. .Q—Kt3
(Kt—B 3) P—Bg4
5 (Kt—B3) PxP
(P—Q3) Kt—B 3 (¢)
6 P—QR3)...B—Q2 Kt—B 3 (f)
(BxKtch) 0O—O Kt—K 5
7 (QXB) P—QR3 B—Q2
P—QR4 BxKt KEXB.veresesonsene.s. . KEXQBP
8 P—KKt3(a2) BXxB Ktx Kt Q—B 2
Kt—K 5 Q—K2() P—Bg4...... BxP P—B 4
9 Q—B2 P—K3 P—K 3 P—K3 (k) P—KKt3
P—B 4 P—K 4 BxP P—Q Ktz O—0 [(m)
10 B—Kt2 P—Q5 B—Kz2 0—0—0 B—Kt2
0—O0 Kt—Kt1 0—O B—Kt 2 P—Q 3 (n)
11 0—0 B—Q3 0—0—0(g) KKt—K4 R—Q1
P—K 4 QKt—Q2 P—QKt3(h) B—K2 P—K 4
12 B—K 3 Kt—Kts Kt—B 3 Kt—Q6ch P—QR3
Q—K2 P—K Kt3! B—Kt2 (1) BXxKt BxKt
13 PXP Kt—K 4 R—Q2 4+ (7)) RxB BXxB £ (o)
PXP (b) Ktx Kt=(d) Q—Kz=()

(a) 8B—Kt5,P—KR3; 9Bx Kt,QxB, 10P—K3,0—0; 11B—K 2, P—K 4;
12Px P, PxP; 13 0—0, B—Kt5; 14 P—R3, B—R4; 15 KR—Q1, KR—K1 =.
Lasker—Alekhine, Nottingham, 1936.

(b) 14 Kt—Q2, Kt—B3; 15 Kt—Kt3, P—R5; 16 Kt—B1, Kt—KKt5;
17 Bx Kt, Px B; 18 P—Q Kt4, P—B 5!4. Becker—Glass, Vienna, 1937.

(c) Or8..,R—K1; 9R—Q1,Q—K2; 10P—K 3,P—K 4; 11 P—Q 5, Kt—Kt1;
12 Kt—Q 27?7, Q Kt—Q 2; 13 P—K47?, Kt—R4!; 14 P—K Kt3, P—B4!, 15PxP,
P—K 5 F. Fine—A. Reynolds, Ostend, 1987.

d) Euwe—Alekhine, 22nd match game, 1935.

¢) 5 ,Kt—R3; 6 P—QR3, BxP (BxKtch; 7 Qx B transposes into col. 41);
7 Kt—B 3, P—Q Kt3; 8 B—Kt5, B—Kt2; 9 P—K3, B—K 2 =. Elskases—
Botvinik, Moscow, 1936.

(f) 6 B—Q2, BxP; 7 P—K3, 0—0; 8 Kt—B3, P—Q4; 9 0—0—0, PxP;
10Qx P,Q—K 2; 11B—Q 8, Kt—Q Kt 5; 12B—Kt1, P—Q Kt3 F. E. Rabinovitch
—Romanovsky, Moscow, 1925.

ég) Stronger than 11 0—O, e.g., P—Q Kt3; 12 Kt—B3, B—Kt2; 1S KR—Q1,
R—B'1; 14 Kt—Q Kt5?, Q—K 2; 15 P—Q R3, P—Q R3; 16 Kt—BS8, P—B5 F,
Naegeli—Kashdan, Prague, 1931.

(h) 11.., Q—K2; 12 Kt—B3, P—QR3; 13 K—Kt1, P—Q 3; 14 Kt—Q R 4,
B—R2? (Q—Q B 21sbetter); 15 Kt—Kt8 &. Fine—R. P Michell, Hastings, 1936-37

(4 Or12..,B—R8; 13 R—Q2,Q—K2; 14 KR—Q1,QR—Q1; 15P—QR3,
P—B5; 16 Kt—K 4+. Spielmann—Colle, Carlsbad, 1929.

(7) Spielmann—P. Johner, Carlsbad, 1929.

(k) A good alternative 1s 9 P—K Kt 3, P—B4; 10 B—Kt2, 0—0; 11 0—0,
f—Q Kt3; 12 Q—R 4, B—Kt2; 13 Kt—Kt3 +. Spielmann—Najdorf, Warsaw,
(1) Since White cannot mantain his R at Q 6, his advantage will disappear. The
column 15 Euwe—Nimzovitch, Zirich, 1934.

(m) 9 P—Q R 3 (col. 51) 1s also good, but 9 P—K3 is weaker: 9.., 0—O;
10 P—Q R 3 (or 10 B—K 2, P—Q Kt 3; 11 0—0—0, P—QR4; 12 P—QR3?,
P—R51+. Bogoljuboff—Nimzovitch, San Remo, 1950), Bx Kt; 11 Bx B, P—Q Kt 3;
12 P—Q Kt 4, Kt—K5; 13 B—Kt2 (if 13 B—Q3, KtxB; 14 Qx Kt, B—Kt2;
15 0—0, Kt—K2; 16 B—K2, Q—K1, 17 KR—Ql, R—Q1; 18 P—Q R4,
P—B 5 F. Stahlberg—Alekhine, Hamburg, 1930), B—Kt 2; 14 B—K 2, R—B1;
15 0—0, Kt—K 2; 16 Q R—Q 1, Q—K 1 =. Dake—H. Steiner, Mexico City, 1934-35.

(n) Or10 ., P—Q 4; 11 PxP, PxP; 12 P—QR 3, P—Q5; 13 PxB, KtxP;
14 Q—Q1, B—K3; 15 0—O0, B—Kt6?; 16 Q—B1, PxKt; 17 QxP+. R. P.
Michell—Colle, Hastings, 1931.

(o) Winter—Sultan Khan, Hastings, 1931.
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENCE
I P—Q4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—QBg4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, B—Kt3.

51 52 - 53 54 55
4 (Q—Kt3)
(P—B 4)..... e teetetenereaeteaeiiiiieieieness JKt—B3 (m)
5 (PXP) Kt—B 3 (n)
(Kt—B 3) P—QR4(9)
6 (Kt—B3)eeueeeuaensnneennnnns .....B—Kts5() P—QR3
(Kt—K5) . svverenassee. . BXP(f) P—KR3 () P—R s
7 (B—Q 2) B—Kts(gy) B—R4 Q—B2
(KtxQ BP) P—KR3 Kt—Q5(k) BxKtch
8 (Q—B2) Bx Kt Q—R 4! QxB
(P—B 4).....0—0 QxB BxKtch P—R3
o P—QR3 P—QR3(c) P—K3 PxB P—Q 5
Bx Kt Bx Kt P—QKt3 Kt—B4 PxP
10 BXB BxB B—K 2 Bx Kt PxP
0—0 P—QR4 B—Ktz QxB Kt—QR 4
11 P—Q Kt4 P—KKt3 Kt—Kg4 R—B1 P—Q6

Kt—Ks5 O—Kz2(d) Q—Kz2 O—Kt4  PxP

12 B—Kt2 B—Kt2 0—0 Q—R3 B—Bg4
P—Q Ktz P—K4 0—0 P—QKt3? O—0O
13 P—Kt3 (¢9) O—O QR—Q1 Kt—B 3! R—Q1
B—Kt2 P—K 5 KR—Q1 Q—Kz2 R—K1
14 R—B1+ (b)) Kt—Q2+4() P—QR 3 P-KKt4!+ P—K3
QR-B1= () () Kt-K5=(p

(a) On 13P—K Kt4!, KtxBP!1s the only good defence but forces White to take
a draw by 14 KxKt, PxP; 15 R—KKt1, Q—R5ch; 16 K—K 3, Q— ch;
17 K--B 2, Q—R 5¢ch; 18 K—K38, etc. If, however, 17 K—Q 3, P—Q 4; 18 Q—Q 2!
Q—Kt3ch; 19 K—B3, Q—K5; 200—03, PxKt, 21PxQP, KPx P} 22QxQ,
PxQ; 23 K—Q2, P—Kt3+. Egh—Stalda, correspondence, 1933.
») Euwe—Mulder, Amsterdam, 1933.
cg 1f at once 9 P—K Kt 32?2, P—Q4!; 10 PxP, PxP; 11 P—QR3, P—Q 514
12 Px B, KtxP; 13 Q—Q 1, Q—K 21+, Reinfeld—H. Stemer, Mimnneapolis, 1932.
@) Or11..,P—R5; 12 B—Kt2, P—Q Kt3; 13 0—0O, B—Kt2; 14 Q R—Q),
Kt—R 49, 15 B—Kt4, B—K35; 16 Q—B3 L. Stahlberg—Nimzovitch, 5th match
ame, 1934.
& (¢) 14 ,P—Q3; 15P—Q Kt4 . Stahlberg—Nimzovitch, 3rd match game, 1984,
(f) Alternativesare* (1)6. , Q—R4;7B—Q2,QxBP;8P—QR3(8R—B12?,
Kt—Q R4; 9Q—B2, KtxP!; 10 Kt—Q R 4, Ktx B'!; 11 Ktx Q, Kt—K 5 dis ch;
12 Kt—Q 2, Bx Ktch; 13 K—Q1, BxR; 14 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt; 15Qx Kt, BxP F,
Rojahn—Takacs, correspondence, 1931), Bx Kt; 9 Bx B, Kt—QR4, 10 Bx Kt,
8x Bch; 11 Q—Kt4, Q—B2 F. Aguilera—Capablanca, Barcelona, 1929. (2) 6.
—0; 7 B—Kt5, P—KR3; 8 B—R4 (8 BxKt QxB; 9 P—K3, P—QR4;
10 Q—B2, P—R5; 11 P—QR3, Bx Ktch =. Bogoljuboff—F&rder, Swinemiinde,
1931), P—K Kt4; 9 B—Kt3, Kt—K5, 10 P—K 3, Q—R4; 11 R—B 1, P—B 4,
with a complicated position. Wmter—Capablanca, 1930.
I(g) 7 P—K3, 0—0O; B—K 2, P—Q Kt3; 9 0—0O, B—Kt2; 16 P—QR 3,
Q—K2;11R—Q1, KR—Q1; 12B—Q2, P—Q 4 F. Kashdan—Fine, New York, 1936.
1) Bogoljuboff—Alekhine, 2nd match game, 1929.
1) Botvinmik’s line.
) 1f6. , Q—R4; 7BxKt, PxB; 8 Kt—B3, QxBP; 9 P-QR3 B—R4;
1 —XK 8 4. Botvinmk—Maiassoyedoff, Leningrad, 1932 On 6.., Bx Ktch;
7 Qx B (7 Px B, as1n col. 41, note () 1s also playable), Kt—K 5'; 8 Qx P 1s bad, as
A.F. Mackenzie's analysis in_B.C.M., May, 1938, shows: QOxB; eg, 9 Qx Rch
K—K2; 10 Kt—B3, QxBP; 11 P—K3, Q—Kt5ch; 12 K—K 2, QxBPch;
18 K—Q 1, Q—Q 4ch; 14 K—B1, Q—B4ch; 15 K—Kt1, Kt—Kt5; 16 B—Q3,
Ktx B+ +. However, 8 BxQ, KtxQ; 9 B—R4 (or even 9 Px Kt), Kt—K5;
10 0—O0—O0 gives White 2 mimimum advantage.

Notes ctd. on p. 218
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—Q B34, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, B—Kt 5.

56 57 58 59 60
4 P—K3(a)
P—Q4.e....P—QKt3...0—0....... P—B4..... .BxKtch
5 B—Q3 () Kt—Kz () Kt—Kz () Kt—Kz () PxB
0—O O— P—Q4 PxP P—Q3
6 Kt—K2 () P—QR3 P—QR3 PxP B—Q3
P—B4(d B—Kz2 B—K2 P—Qa4(9 O—O
7 0—0 Kt—B4 (1) PxP() P—Bs5() P—K3
Kt—B3 () B—Ktz PXP(m) O—O0 P—K 4
8 PxQP!() B—Kz Kt—Kts3 P—QR3 Kt—Kz2
KPxP P—Q3 P—Bg4 BxKtch R—KI
9 PxP B—B3 B—Q3® KtxB P—B3
BxP P—B3 Kt—B 3 P—QKtz P—QKt3
10 P—QR3 0—O0 o—0 P—QKtg4 O—O
B—K 3 P—Q4 P—KKt3? PxP Kt—B 3
11 P QKty P—QKt3 PxP QPXP B—K3
B ktz QKt—Q2 BXP P—K 4 B—R 3
12 Kt—R4  B—Ktz2 P—Kt 4 B—KKt5 Kt—Kt3
B—B2 R—B1 B—Q3 B—Ktz  Kt—QR4
13 Kt—B5 R—B1 P—Kts Kt—Kts Q—Kz2
P—Q btz B—Q3 Kt—K 4 P—Qs5s P—Bg4

14 KtxB+ (g P B—K2 + (0) Kt-Q6 £ (s) P—Q5 % ()

XP
BPXP = (j)

a) The Rubinstemn Vanation.

b) 1f 5 Kt—K2?, PxP!; 6 P—QR 3, B—R4 ; 7Q—R4ch, P—B
0—0; 9 Kt—Kt3, Q Kt—Q2; 10 P—B 4, Kt—Kt3; 1
Euwe—Capablanca, 4th match game, 1931. 5 P—QR3,BxKtch; x
7PxQP, KPxP; 8 B—Q38, 0—0; 9 Kt—K2, P—Q Kt3; 10 O—0, B—R 3;
11 Bx B. Botvinnik—Capablanca, Avro, 1938.

(c) 116 Kt—B3,PxP!;7Bx P,P—Bd, 80—0,Kt—B3;9P—Q R 3,B—R4!;
10 0—Q3, P—QR3; 11 Kt—K4, P—Q Kt4 F. Landau—A. Steiner, Kemen,
1937. 6 ., P—B 4 1s also possible here; after 7 0—0, PxQP; 8 KPxP, PxP;
9 B x P the position 1s almost the same as that in the Queen’s Gambit Accepted, col. 12.
¢ ()) Or6 .,PxP; 7BxP, P—K4l Bogoljubofi—Colle, Bled, 1931. Continued
80—0, PxP; 9 KtxP, P—QR3; 10 Q—B 2, P—Q Kt4?; 11 B—K 2, P—B4=.

¢) Strongeris7 ., PxQP; 8 KPx P, etc. Cp next note.

118 P—QRS3, PxQPi; 9 KPxP, PxP; 10 BxP, B—Q38- 11 P—KR3,

P— 31; 12 Q—Q3, P—R3; 13 B—Kt3, Q—B 2 F. Reshovsky—Tartakover
Kemer1, 1937.
(g) l.andau—Kmoch, Amsterdam, 1936.
(k) Or5 B—Q 3, B—Kt2; 6 P—B 3 (6 Kt—K2?,BxP; 7R—KKt1],B—K5!;
8BxB, KtxB; 9RxP, KtxP!+), P—B4; 7 Kt—K 2, Kt—B 3; 8 0—0, PxP,
9 PxP, P—Q4; 10 PxP, KtxP =. Capablanca—Kan, Moscow, 1936.
(i}{7 P—Q5 P—QKt4?, 8QPxP, BPxP; 9 Ktx P, B—Kt2; 10 Kt—Kt3,
3: 11 Kt—Q 4, Kt—B 3; 12 Kt—B3+. Landau—List, Ostend, 1937.
() Eliskases—Lilienthal, Moscow, 1936.
(k) 5 Kt—B 3, P—Q Kt3,6 B—Q 3,B—Kt2;70—0,BxQKt;8PxB,B—K5;

9 BxB, KtxB; 10 Q—B2, P—KB4. Reshevsky—Alekhine, Avro, 1938. Or
5 B—Q'3, P—Q 3; 6 K Kt—K 2, P—K4; 7 0—0, R—K1; 8 Kt—Kt3, Bx Kt,
9 PxB, P—B4; 10 Q—B2, P—KR3; 11 P—Q5. Reshevsky—Keres in a later
roun

d.

() Or 7 Kt—B 4, P—B3; 8 PxP, KPxP (8 ., KtxP?; 9 B—Q 3, Kt—Q 2

10 0—O0, Ktx KKt; 11 PxKt, Kt—B3; 12 B—K3, Q—B2; 13 Q—B3 +’
Petroy—Eliskases,Semmering-Baden, 1937) ; 9 B—Q 3,R—K1; 100—0,Q Kt—Q 2=
Rubinstein— Yates, Kissingen, 1928.

Notes ctd. on p. 217
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NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P--Q4, Kt—K B3; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—Q B3, B—Kts.

61 62 63 64 65

4 P—OR3(@)cceceesessncenseacassccssncsansncssss PmKKt3
BxKtch P—Q4 (@)

5 PxB B—Kt2
P—B4!....P—Q Kt3...P—Q3......0—0 () 0—O

6 P—B3() P—B3 P—B3 (k) P—K3(0 Kt—B3
P—Q4 P—Qy4 P—B4 () P—Q4 P—B4

7 P—K3 B—Kts P—K 4 B—0Q3 BPxP
0—O0 (¢) B—R3(g) Kt—B3 P—B4 KtxP

8 BPxP(d) P—Kg4! B—K 3 PxQP BQ2
KtxP!() P—KR3 P—QKt3z QxP! Kt—Q B3

9 B—Q2 B—R4 B—Q3 Q—B3 P—QR3
Kt—Q B3 BXxP (%) P—K 4 Q—Qr! Ktx Kt

10 B—Q3 BxB Kt—K 2 Q—K 2 PxKt
PxP PxB Kt—QR4 Q—Bz2! B—R 4

11 BPXP Q—R4ch B—Kts B—Ktz2 0—O
P—Kg4! 0—Qz2 P—KR3 P—Kg4 PxP

12 PXP QxBP B—R 4 PxKP PxP
QKtxP O—B3(@i) P—KKts QXP BxB

13 B—K4 Q—Q3+ (j) B—B2 P—OB4 QXB
Kt—QB5 F (f) Kt-Rg=(m) Q—Kz=(p) Q—K 2 ()

Ea) The Sdmisch Variation.

Q——B2 Kt—B3; 7 Kt—B3, P—Q4?; 8 P—K3, 0—0; 9 BPxP,
KPx ; 10Px ,Q—R4 11B—Q 38, Kt—K 5; 120—O,QxP(B4 13P— R4+
Alekhine and Monosson—Flobr and Reilly, Nice, 1931. 8 P—K 3, 00 %_Q 3,
Kt—B3; 8 Kt—K2, P—Q3; 9 Kt—Kt3, P—QKt3; 10 B—-Kt2 B-—R3;
11 P—K 4, R—B 1; 12 R—Q B 1, PxP (perhaps P—K 4 1s stronger). Botvmmk—
Keres, Avro, 1938.

(c ,Kt—B3; 8PxQP, KPxP, 9 B—Q 3, Kt—K2; 10 Kt—K 2, B—B 4;
13340—0 O—O 12 Bx B, Ktx3B; 18 P—K4! +. Euwe—Bogoljuboff Zunch
1

(d) Necessary, for if 8 B—Q3, Q—B2!; 9 PxQP, BPxP!; 10 Q—B2,
PxKP; 11 PxP, BxP; 12 Bx KP B—B5!+. Fine—L. Stemer, Lodz, 1935,

(e) $ KPxP is much weaker: 9 B—Q 3, Kt—B3 (or 9 o) P—Q Kt3;
10 Kt—K 2 B—R3; 110—0,BxB; 12QxB, Kt—B3; 13 P—K 4! L. Euwe—
Van den Bosch 3rd ‘match game, 1934) 10 Kt—K 2, R—K 1; 11 0—0O, P—Q R3
(11 ,B—Q2; 12 Kt—Kt3, Q—B1; 13 B—Q 2, K—R1; 14 R—B 1, Kt—Q R 4;
15 P=K 414! Lﬂlenthal—Elxskases, Ujpest, 1934); 12 Q-—-K 1! 4. Lilienthal—
Ragosin, Moscow, 1935.

(f) Lilienthal—Botvinmk, Moscow, 1935.

g) 7. , B—Kt2; 8 P—K3, QKt—Q2; 9 B—Q 3, P—KR3; 10 B—R4,
P—-B4 11 RKt—K?2 R—QB1; "12 BPxP, KPxP; 18 0—O+. Euwe—Kan,
Lemngrad 1934.

(h) 9 PXKP 10 PxP, P—K Kt4; 11 B—Kt3, KtxP; 12 B—K 5 gives
White an ‘excellent attack, but it 15 doubtful whether Black’s posxtxon 1s then any worse
than in the column continuation.

(§) Or 12 , Kt—B 8; 13 Kt—K 2, Kt—Q R 4; Q—Q 3, Q—Bs 15 0—O0,
0—0—0 (Alekhme—Ehskases, Hastmgs, 1933-34) ; 16

(7) Lilienthal—Capablancs, Hastmgs, 1934-35

(1) 6Q—B2,0—0, 7P—K4,P—K4; 8B—Q3, P—B 4; 9 Kt—K 2, Kt—B3;
10 P—Q 5, Kt—K 2 ?; 11 P—B 3 . Capablanca—-Ragosm, Moscow, 1935,

56 0—0; P—K4 P—K 4; 8 B—Q3, Kt—B3; 9 Kt—K 2, Kt—Q2;
10 0—0, B—Q Kts 11 B—K 3, B—R3; 12 Kt—Kt3, Kt-Q R4, 13 Q—K 3 +.

samisch—Grunteld, Carlsbad, 1929.
(m) Euwe—Van Scheltinga, Amsterdam, 1936.
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1 P—Qy4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—QBy4, P—K3; 3 Kt—QB3.

NIMZO-INDIAN DEFENCE

66 67 68 69 70
3 B—Kt5ieiieieriiianiniennaanaes Ceeenerereseanas P—Q Kt3
4 Kt—B3.ciieiinernrinnriinareeeanens B—Qz20) P—Kg4
BxKtch.ovvieveeaesn.. .P—QKE3 (6) O—O P—B 4 (m)
5 PxB B—Kts(f) P—K3() P—Q5
PQKt3 (a) P—KR3(g) P—Q4 (A P—Q3
6 B—Kts5.....P—Kt3 BxKt Kt—B3 —Q 3
B—Kt2 B—Kt 2 BxKtch P—Bg4 QKt—Qz2
7 Kt—Q 2 B—Ktz2 PxB P—O R 3 P—B 4
P—Q3 0—O QxB BXxKt PxP
8 P—B3 0—O P—K 4 BxB BPxP
P—K4 R—K1 B—Kt2 Kt—K 5 P—QR3
9 P—K4 R—K1 B—Q3 R—B1 Kt—B 3
Kt—B3 P—Q3 P—Q3 KtxB Q—Bz2
10 Kt—Kt3 Q—B2 0—O R XKt 0—0
P—KR3 B—Ks5 P—K 4 PxQP B—Kt 2
11 B—K3 Q—Kt3 P—Bs5 KPxP Q—K =2
Kt—Kz2 (b)) Kt—B3 0—0 Kt—B3 B—K =2
12 B—Q3 B—B1 R—Kt1 B—K 2 B—Qz2
Kt—R 4 P—K 4 R—Q1 PxP P—Q Kt 4
13 Q—Q2 PxP Q—B 2 BxP QR—Q1r
Kt—Kt3 KtxP Kt—Q 2 Q—B3 Kt—Kt 3
14 P—Kt3+ () Ktx Kt PxXQP 0—O0 K—R1 4 (n)

RxKtF (4 PxP=(h) R—Qi=()

(@5 ., P—Q3; 6 0—B2 Q—K2; 7B—R38, P—B4; 8 P—Kt3, P—QKt3;
9 B—Kt2, B-—KtZ 10 0—0, 0—0; 11 Kt—R 4, "B x B; 12 KxB? ?, Q—Kt ‘7ch+
Matt:son—Nlmzowtch, Carlsbad, 1929 Nimzovitch recommended 7 P—K 4 here.

() Or11 ,0—0; B—Q3,0—K2, 180—0, Kt—Q1; 14Q—Q 2, Kt—K3,
Winter—Fine, Lodz, 1935 15 P—Kt3 is now best.

¢) Samisch—Stahlberg, Helsingfors, 1935.

§d) Bogol)uboﬁ——Nxmzovxtch, Carlsbad, 1929,

(e) 1f 4 , Kt—K 5 Q—B2, P—Q4; 6 P—K3, P—QB4; 7 B—Q3,
Kt— B3 (7.. Q—-—R4, 8 0—0}, Bth 9 PxB, Kt——KB3, 10 R—Kt1,
Q Kt—Q 2; 11 Kt—K 5+. Keres—hst Ostend 1937) 8 PxQ P,KPxP, 9PxP,
BxP; 10 0—O, Kt—B3; 11 P—K4!, B—K2!; 12 P—KS5, Kt—K Kt5;
13 R—K 1+. Euwe——Alekhme 19th match game, 1937 A playable alternative is
4 ., P—B4; 5P—KKt3, Kt—K5; 6B—Q 2, KtxB; 7Qx Kt, J—R 4, 8 B—Kt2,
0—0; 9 0—0, Px P 10 Ktx P, Kt—Ba 11 KR—B1, Q—B'4 =. Rubinstemn—
Mardécezy, London, 1922

(f) Or 5 P—K 3, O-—-O 6 B—% , P—Q4; 7 0—0, B—Kt2; 8 rxP, PxP;
9 P—Q R3,B—K2; 10 P—-Q Kt 4 Kt—Q 23 '11 R—Ki 1, P—Q R 3; 12 Kt—K 5
Ktx Kt; 13 Px Kt, Kt—Q 2; 14 P—B 4, R—K 1. Bogoljuboff—Euwe, match, 1929,

(9 5 ,BxKtch, 6 PxB, B—Kt2; 7 P—K 3, P—Q3, 8 B—Q 3, Q Kt 1?2
90—0,0—K?2 = Tf now 10 Kt—Q 2, P—K R3; llB—R4, P—K Kt4; 12B—Kt 3,
0—0—0 F. Boaoljuboﬁ—Montxcelh, San Remo, 1930.

(k) Euwe—-Alekhme, 27th match game, 1937

(1) 4 B—Kt5, P—K R ; 5B—R4 (5 Bx Kt Bx Ktch; 6 Px B, QxB is best),
P—B4; 6 P—K3 Q—R 7 Q—Kt3, Kt—KS 8 R—=B1, PxP; 9 PxP,
Kt—Q B3 F. Rétl—Marshau, Brunn, 1928,

() Or 5 Kt—B3, P—Q Kt3; 6 P—Ks, Bx Kt (if 6..,, B—Kt2; 7 B—Q3,
BxQ Kt; 8BxB, Kt—K5; 9BxKt,BxB; 10 Kt—0Q2,BxP?; 11 R—K Kt 1+.
Nimzovitch); 7 BxB, Kt—K5, 8 Q—B 2 B—Kt2; 9 0—0—0 P—KB4;
10 Kt—K 5, Q—K 2; 11 P—B 3, KtxB, 12 Ox Kt, P—03; 18 Kt—Q 3, Kt—Q 2,
14 K—)I%: 15, Q RP—g }cfs ) A%uas—ghsmz;vxg:h, Berlin, 1927.

. P— ; — —Q4; 7 B—Q8, B—Kt2; 8 Kt—R3 +.

él) Alekhine—Kmoch, San Remo, 1930. e *
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QUEEN’'S INDIAN DEFENCE
1P—Q4,Kt—K B3,2P—Q B4, P—K3;3 Kt—K B3, P—QKt3;
4 P—_KKt3 B—Kt2; 5 B—Kt2, B—Kz2; 6 0—0, 0--0.

71 72 73 74 75
7 Kt—B3..c..oivinn N Q—B2...... P—Kt3 (m)
Kt—XK 5..... P—Q34 P—B4() P—Q4 (n)
8 Q—Bz2(a) Kt—Ksj5....PxP PxP Kt—K 5
KtxKt(®) P—B3() PxP PxP! (k) P—Bg4
9 QxKt(c) P—K4(f) Q—Bz2 Kt—B 3 PxBP
B—K 5 PxBP QKt—Q2 Xt—B3 KtPxP
10 R—Q1 KtxP (B4) R—Q1 R—Q1 PxP
P—Q3 B—R3 R—K1 Q—Kt 1 PxP
11 Kt—K1 P—Kt 3 B—B 4 P—Kt3 Kt—B 3
BxB P—QKt4 P—Bg3 P—Q3 QKt—Q2
12 KtxB Kt—K 5 QR—B1 B—Ktz2 Kt—Q3
Kt—Qz2 P—Kt5 Kt—B1 P—KR3 Kt—Kkt3
13 P—Kt3 Kt—K 2 B—R 3 P—K3 P—Q R4
P—Q B3 KKt—Qz2(g) Kt—Kt 3 KR—Q1 P—QR34
14 P—K 4 Kt—Q B4 B—Ktsj QR—B1 B—R 3
Kt—B3 Kt—Kt3 P—KR3 P—QR3 R—B1
15 Q—B2 Q—Bz24 () B—K 3 Q—Kz2 Kt—Kr 5
P—Q 4 (d) --Q3 = (1) Q—B2= () Kt-K5= (o)

(a) The older line 8 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 9 B—B 4, P—Q3; 10 Q—Q 2, Kt—Q 2,
11 KR—Q1, P—QR47?; 12 QR—BI Q—K1; 13 Kt—-Kl BxB; 14 KtxB,
P—K B 4 (Rubinstein—Samisch, Marienbad, 1925) may be better.

()8 ., P—Q4; 9 PxP, KtxKt; 10 PxKt, PxP; 11 Kt—K5, Q—B1;
12P—Q B4, PxP; 13 BxB, QxB 14 QxP, P—Q 4 =. Ta.rtakover—Alekhme,
Baden-Baden, 1925.

(¢) 9PxKt!,Q—B1(9 ,P—Q3, 10 P—K 4, Kt—Q 2; 11 B—K 3, P—K B 4;
12P—Q 5! 4. Puc—Romanovsky, Moscow 1935); 10 P—K 4 Kt—B3; 11 Kt——Q 2
P—K4!; 12 Kt—Kt3, B—R3; Q——K 2, R—Kt1 =. Puc—Kan, Moscow,

1935.

(d) Reshevsky—Ehskases, Semmering-Baden, 1937. White controls more space
but Black s posmon 1s quite solid.

(e) O QEKt—Q2; 9Px P, KtxKt?; 10P—Q6!,BxB; 11PxB,QxKP;
12 Px Kt, Bx R 13 Px Kt QxP; R 14QxB +. Bogoljuboff—-Nxmzovxtch (,arlsbad
1923. Or here 9 , PxP; 16 Q—R4, Kt—Kt1 +. Clausen—Alekhine, 1935. 9.
Ktx P is the only playable reply.
P éf%{ est Alternatives are : (B) 9 Px P, B Px P; 10B—B4,P—QR3;11R—BI1,

S t4 ;

12 0—Kt3, Ki Kt, Bx Kt; 14 P—KR3, Q—Q2:
15 K—R2 Kt—R4; 16 B -—-B 4 =F Sém:sch—N1mzov1tch Carlsbad l:)23
(the mmortal Zugxwang game ( ) 9 P—Kt3, Q Kt—Q 2; 10 B—Kt 2 R—

11 P—K 4, Ktx Kt, 12Px Kt, KtxP 13 Ktx Kt, Px Kt, 14BxP QxQ: ISRxQ
R—B2 =. Va]da—Grunfeld Kecskemét 1927.

g) 13 ., BxKt; 14 QxB, QxP; 15 B—Kt2 gives White a strong attack.

h) Kmoch—-Romanovsky, Lemngrad 1934.

1) Samychovsky—Botvinmk, Moscow, 1931.

7) Another satisfactory line 1s 7. , Kt—B3; 8 Kt—B3, P—Q4; 9 PxP,
Kt—Q Kt5; 10 Q—Kt3, QKtxQP; 11 R—Ql Q—B1; 12 B—Kt5, Ktx Kt;
13 Q x Kt, P—B 4; 14 QR 3, R—K'1. Samisch—Grunfeld, Berim, 1926,

k}{ Better than 8.. xP; 9 Kt—B3, B—K2; 10 P—K4,P—Q3; 11 P—Kt3,
P— 3; 12 B—Kt 3, g—B2; 13QR-——B1 QKt—QZ 14KR—K1 QR—B1;

—K 2 4. V1dmar—Kmoch San Remo, 1930.

1) Gri.mfeld—Ehskases, Vlenna, 1935.

m) 7 R—K1, P—Q 4; 8 Kt—B3, Q Kt—Q 2; 9 Kt—K 5, Kt—K 5; 10 Px P,
Ktx Q Kt; 11 Px Kt, Kt x Kt ; 12P—Q6[,BxB; 13Px B,QxP;14K x B, Kt—B3=.
Ketes——-Botvmmk Avro, 1938

(n Weaker 187 .,,Q—B1l; 8 Kt—B3, P—Q4; 9 PxP, KtxP; 10 B—Kt2,
P— 4; R—B1, Ktx Kt? 12 Bx Kt, R—-Ql 13 Q—Q 2, B—Q47?;
14 Q—B 4' Q-——Kt 2; 15 Px P +. Alekhine and Monosson—Stoltz and Reilly, Nxce,
1931. However, 7.., P—B 4 1s excellent: 8 B—Kt 2 (if 8 P—Q 5, PxP, 9 Kt—R 4,
Kt—K5!'F) "« P, 9KtxP,BxB; 10KxB,P—Q 4! =. Kmoch—VanScheltmga,
Amsterdam, 1936.

(s 4. we— ,ekhine, 23rd match game, 1937.
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QUEEN'S INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Q4,Kt—K B3;2P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt——KB3,P—QKt3 ;
4 P—K Kt3, B—Ktz2; 5 B—-—Ktz B—Kt s ch

76 77 78 79 80
o B—Qz2............ caesssssancans e teriseene QKt—0Q2
BXBch(a)............ .............. Q—Kz2 0—O0 (n)
OXB.iviseiosnannnees.. QKtXB 0—O0 P—QR3 (o)
O0—O0 () O0—O0 (1) BxB B—Kz2
8 Kt—B3 (¢) Q—B 2 QxB 0—0
Kt—K 5..... P—Q3 P—Q3 () 0O—0¢() P—Q 4
o Q—B2 Q—B2 0—0 R—K1 P—Q Kt4
RtxKt(d O—Kz2() P—B4 P—Q4  P—Bs(p)
10 Kt—Kt 5 0—0O KR—Q1 XKt—Ks5 KtPxP
Kt—K 5 P—B4(g) Q—Bz2 Kt—K 5 KtPxP
11 BxXKt QR—Q1 P—QR3 Q—B2 QPxP
BxB PxP Kt—B 3 P—K B3 BxP
12 QXB Ktx P Q—B3 PxP B—Ktz2
QxKt BxB QR—Q1 PxP Q Kt—Q 2
13 QXR KxB QR—BI Kt—Q 3 Kt—K 5
Kt—B3 R—B1 P—QR4 Kt—QB3 KtxKt
14 Q—Kt7+(e) Q—Q3£(h) P—K3 Q—R4+(m) BxKt
KR-K1=(k) Kt—Kts F

@)

(a) 6 .,B—K2; 7Kt—B3 Kt—K5; 80—0,0—0; 9 P—Q 5, Kt x B (Euwe—
Alekhine, 21st match’ game, 193/); and here 10 Ktx Kt,Q—B1; 11 P—K 4, P—Q3;
12 P—B 4, Kt—Q 2; 13 B—R 3 :}; was possible.

b7, P—Qs, 8 Kt—B3, Kt—K5?; 9 Q—B4!, KtxKt (Kt—KB3);
10Kt—Kt5',P—KB3; 11 Bx B,Px Kt; 12Q——K3 Kt—Q2; 18Qx Pch, K—B1;
14 BxR,QxB; 15 P—B 3, z(esxgns Becker—Fuss, Vienna, 1933.

(c) 8§ 0—0, P—Q3; 9 Kt—B 3, Kt—K5; 10 Q—B 2, Ktx Kt, 11 Q x Kt (if
now 11 Kt—Kt52, KtxPch+ +), Kt—QZ 12 QR—Q1, Q—K 2; 13 K R—K 1,
P—KB4; 14 Kt—R 4, BxB =. V1dmar—Alekhme New York 1927.

(4) A rxsky venture, But if 9 P—KB4; 10 Kt—K5!, P—Q4; 11 PxP,
PxP, 12 0—0, Kt—Q 2; 13 P—B4, Q Kt—B3; 14 Q R—B1+. Euwe—-Flohr,
2nd match game, 1932.

(e) 14 , KtxP; 150-0! (15 R—Q 1, P—Q B 4 |-—better than 15.., Q—K 4—
16 P—K 3, Kt—B 7ch; 17 K—Q2 Q—B4- 18 Q—Kt2, Kt—Kt5; 19 P—K 4,
Q—B3 =. Euwe—-Capablanca, 10th match game, 1932), KtxPch; "16 K—Kt2,
P—KB4; 17 P—B4, and thte should win.

(f) ¢ ,QKt—QZ, 0 0—0, Q—B1; 11 P—K4, P—QR3; 12 KR—K1,
P—KR3; 13 P—Kt3, Kt R2; 13 QR—Q1, R—Kt1; 15 Kt—K R4, Q—Q1;
16 P—B 4 +. Reshevsky—Sir G. A. Thomas, Hastmgs 1937-38.

(g) After 10 ' QKt—Q2; 11 P—K4, QR—B1, 12 KR—K1, P—K4;
120R—Q1,P—B3; 14Q—R4,R—B 2; 15 Q—-Rs R—K 1; 16 P—Kt 3, P—Kt3
(Reshevsl\y—Keres Semmering-Baden, 1937) Black’s position, though cramped is by

no means devoid of counter-chances.

h) Euwe——Reshevsky, Nottingham, 1936,

i) Or 7 , P—B4; 8 PxP, PxP; 9 0—0, Q—B2; 10 Q—B2, 0—0;
11 QR—Q 1, P—KR 3 12 P—Q R 3, Kt—B 3. Bogol)uboﬁ—szzovxtch Berhn,

1927,
(7) 8. ,P—B4; 9 P—KA4, P—-Q3 10 0—0, Kt—B 3; 11 P—Q 5, Kt—Q5;
12 Ktx Kt "Px Kt; '13 P—K R'S P—K4 14 P—B 4. Saccom—Colle, Meran, 1526,
White has ‘the same line of play at his dxsposa.l on the next move.
k) Colle—demar Hastmgs, 1926,
P— Q—B2, B—K5; 10 Q—Kt3, B—Kt2; 11 Kt—BS,
Q KGt—Q 2 12 Q——B 2 R—Q B1; 13P—K 4 +. Fine—SirG.A. ‘J.‘homas,Nottmgham,

(m) Euwe—Splelmann, match, 1932.
Ién .., Kt—K5; 7 O—O Ktx Kt; 8 BxKt, BxB; 9 QxB, P—Q3;
10 —01 4. Rétl—Capablanca, Kisxm en, 1928.
(0) 7 0—0, KBx K 8 QxB, P 3; 9 P—Kt3, Q Kt—Q2 10 B—Kt2,
R—Ktl; 11 QR—Q1 :t: Alekhme—AIexander Nottingham, 1936,
(p) Best. After9 . ,P—Q R 4; 10P—Kt5 Black has a cramped game. Alekhine—
Colle, Scarborough, 1926.
(¢) Rubinstein—Alekhine, Semmering, 1926.
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QUEEN’'S INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Q 4, Kt—K B3;2P—Q B4, P—K 3; 3 Kt—K B 3, P—Q Kt 3.

81 82 83 84 85
4 (P—KKt3)...... eteiecanteiasnsesstasianessness  Kt—B3
(B—Kt 2) B—Ktz2
5 (B—Kt2) P—QR3
P—B4..oveesseesacsse s . P—Q4......0—B1() B—K2
6 P—Q 5 (a) PxP 0—0 B—By4
PxP KtxP(g P—Bg4 0—O0
7 Kt—R 4 (b) 0—O P—Kt3 (k) Q—B2
—B2...... P—Kt3 (d) Kt—Q=2 PxP Kt—R 4 (m)
8 PxP Kt—Q B3 P—K4 (k) B—Ktz2 B—Qz2
P—Q3 B—Kt2 KKt—B3 B—K2 P—K B4
9 0—O 0—O0 P—K 5 KtxP P—K 3
QKt—Q2 0—O0 Kt—Q 4 BxB P—Q3
10 Kt—QB3 B—Kts Kt—Kts! KxB B—Q3
P—QR3 Kt—B3() B—K2 P—Q 4 P—Kt3
11 P—K4 KtxQP Q—R 5 PxP P—K 4
P—Kt3 P—KR3 P—Kt3 KtxP Q Kt—Q2
12 P—B4 KtxKtch Q—R6 P—K 4 0—0- O
0—0—0 Bx Kt B—KBr Kt—KB3 QKt—B3
13 B—K3 BxB + —R 3+ () Kt—Q2=() PXP n
3B_Kt2(£) (N Q—R3E£(® Qz=() + @

(a) 6 0—O is also a promising line: 6. ,PxP; 7KtxP,BxB; 8 KxB,P—Q4;
9 Q—R4ch, 0—Q2; 10 Kt—Kt5 Kt—B3; 11 PxP, PxP; 12 B—B 4 +.
Capablanca—Alekhine, 8rd match game, 1927. Orhere8.., B—K2; 9 Kt—QB3,
0—O0; 10 P—K4, Q—B1; 11 P—Kt3, Q—Kt2; 12 P—B3 +. Capablanca—
Vidmar, New York, 1927. 6 Px P 1s a weaker alternative: 6.., PxP (or6 ,BxP;
7Kt—B 3, Kt—K 81 =); 70—0,Q—B2; 8 Kt—B 3, P—Q R 3; 9R—K 1, Kt—K5;
10 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 11 P—Kt3, B—K2; 12 B—Kt2, 0—O F. Ruben—Sultan
Khan, Hamburg, 1930.

I&l'f) Or 7 Kt—Kt5, B—K 2 (if 7.., Kt—K 5; 8 P—K R4, P—KR3; 9 KtxKt,
Px Kt; 10 Kt—B 3, P—B 4 Black holds his Pawn, but has a compromised position—
Tartakover) ; 8 Kt—Q B3, 0~0; 9 0—0, Kt—R3; 10 Kt—R3,Q—B1; 11 PxP,
P—Q3; 12P—K 4, P—B5; 13 P—B4, Kt—B4; 14 Kt—B 2 +. V. Buerger—Colle,
Tunbridge Wells, 1927.

(c) Continued 14 K—R1, KR—K1. Vidmar—Alexander, Nottingham, 1936.
15 B—Kt 1 now gives White a minimal advantage.

(d) Col. 81 is best for Black. If (1)7..,Q—B1;8 PxP, P—Q3; 9 Kt—Q B3,
B—K2;10 P—K4,0—0; 11 Kt—B5 +. (2)7 , Kt—R 3; 8 Kt—Q B 3, Kt—B2;
9 PxP, P—Q3; 10 P—K4, B—K2; 11 Ki—BS5, 0—~0; 12 0—O, Kt—K1;
13 P—B 4 +. Yudovitch—Alatorzeff, Moscow, 1937.

() 1£10..,P—K R3; 11 Ktx QP (or 11 Bx Kt, B x B 7—Q x B must be played—
12 Ktx KtP!! wins), Bx Kt; 12 BxKt,QxB; 13 Qx B, Kt—B3; 14 QxQP +.
Capablanca—Marshall, Carlsbad, 1929.

(f) Samisch—Rét1, Bad Homburg, 1927. Black has some positional compensation
for his Pawn.

ﬁgg 6 ,PxP, transg{osmg mto col. 78, is best.

7) Weaker 15’8 R—K 1, K Kt—B 3; 9 Kt—B S8, B—Kt5; 10 Q—Kt3, P—B4;
11 P—QR3, BxKt; 12 PxB, 0—O =. Rubinstein—Nimzovitch, Baden-Baden,
1925,
i) Bogoljuboff—Alexander, Nottingham, 1936.
7 5., B—K2, 6 0—0, 0—0; 7 Kt—BS, Kt—K5; 8 Q—B2, Ktx Kt;
9Qx Kt,P—K B 4; 10B—K 3,B—K B §; 11Q—0Q 2, P—Q 3; 12 P—Q 5. Alekhine—
Botvinnik, Avro, 1938, Capablanca played 7 Q—B 2, an Alekhine answered B-~—~K5
with a shght advantage, in an earher round.

(k) An interestiny, sacrificial line here is 7 P—Q5!?, PxP; 8 PxP,eg,BxP;
9 Kt—B 3, B—B 8; 10 P—K 4, B—K 2; 11 P—K 5, Kt—Kt1; 12R—K 1,Q—Kt2;
13Q—Q 3 with a wmmn%attack. Fine—Landau, Ostend, 1937. 8..,Ktx P; 9 P—K4,
Kt—B2; 10 Kt—B 8, B—K 2 is a better defence.

1) Griinfeld—Keres, Zandvoort, 1936.
m) This loses too much time. 7 , P—B 4 was sumple and gond
n) Alekhine—L. Steiner, Warsaw, 1935.
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QUEEN’S INDIAN DEFENCE
t P—Q4, Kt—KB3; 2P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—K B3, P—Q Kt 3.
86 87 88 89 90
4 (Kt—B3)..... e eeeteeeaeaaeaan v... B—Kts..... P—K3
(B—Kt 2) B—Kt2 B—Ktjsch
5 B—Kt5.eeeeeniiieeinans Q—Bz2 P—K3 QKt—Q2 ()
B—Kt5.....P—KR3 B—Kts(g B—Kz2 (i) B—Ktz2
6 Q—B2(a) B—R4 P—QR3 B—Q3 B—Q3
P—KR3 B—Kz2 BxKtch P—Bg4 Ixt—K 5
7 B—R 4 Q—Bz2() QxB Kt—B3()) 0—0
O0—O0 (b) P—Q4 Kt—K 5 Kt—B3 P—K B4
8 P—K3 P—K3 Q—B2 0—O0 Q—B=2
P—Q3 0—0 0—O0 P—Q3 Bx Kt
9 B—Q3 R—Q1 P—-KKt3 Q—K2 KtxB
QKt—Q2 QKt—Q2 P—KB4 P—KR3 Q—Rs5
10 0—O0 (¢) PxP B—Kt 2 BXxKt Kt—B 3 (m)
K Bx Kt KtxP Kt—KB3! BxB QO—Kz2
11 PxB B—Kt3 P—Q Ktg4 P—Qs5 Q—K 2
P—KKt4y QKt—B3 B—Ks5 Kt—Kz 0—O0
12 B—Kt3 B—Q B4 Q—B3 PxP Kt—Q 2
Kt—R 4 Ktx Kt P—QR4 PXP P—Q3
13 Kt—Q 2 QX Kt P—Kt s Kt—KR4 + P—QKt3 +
P—B4 (@) Kt—Ks5=(f) P—Q3=(%) (%) (n)

(a) Or 6 Q—Kt3 Bx Ktch 7 QxB, P—KR3; 8 B—R4, P—Q3; 9 P—K3,
Janowskx—Grunfeld, Manenbad 1925.

QKt—Q2;

B—K2; 10 P—

Kt—Kt 3

14

—Q 3, Q—K
(b) Safer but less aggresswe, is77.

3, Kt—K R4;

R-—Q 1, O—K1i;

Marshall, Klssmgen, 1928.

éc) After 10 0—0—O0, P—B 4;
14 P—K 4

P—B5;

Flohr—Ehskases, Moscow, 1936.
d) 14

P—B4,

Aifficult for Black to meet.

i1 0—0, P—Q3;

(e) Or7 P—K 3, Kt—K5; 8 BxB, OxB; 9 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt;
12 Kt—-QZ B—-—Kt2

Lasker—samzsch, Moscow 1925.
(f) Alekhme—leg, Kecskemét, 1927
6 P—K4, PxP; 7 KtxP, P—

(7 K Kt—Q 2 or 7 Kt—B 3), P—K Kt4!;

g) Best. If (1) 5
51 s 6 Rika; 14 P=0
13 O— t—K4; —

6 P—K4, Q RKt—Q2;
2; 10 0-—0—-0 0—0—0; 11 Kt—Q 5+. Tartakover—Flohr, TLondon.

5 ., P—Q3; 6

P—B4;

0—0Q; 10 0—0, Q Kt—Q 2;
Kt 3 +. Mont:cell:—Rét:, Budapest, 1926
7 P—KR 8

lleB Ktx B;

Q Kt—B 3. Flohr—Botvinnik, Moscow, 1936.

h) Lisitzin—XKan, Moscow, 1935.
1) A trap to be avoided is5

Kt—B3;

13'B—B 3, Bx B,

11 K

8 P—K3, O

120—K 2,P—K B'4,
15 Kt—Q'Kt5, Q—Q1.

11 P—Q 5?7, Bx Kt;
15 B—B 1, K R—K 1 the chances are about even.

15 P—Q 5 is now

10

R—Q 1, P—Q
3, P—K 4;

Drawn.

12PxB,PxP;

Q; 9 B—Q3,
130—0,
Tarrasch—

13 PxP,

B—K2,0—0;

14 Qx B, Kt—Q 2 =.

3 8 B—K2,
3% 12 P—B 3,

3, PxP;

,P—KR3; 6B—R4,B—Kt5ch; 7Q Kt—Q 2?7 ?

and Black wins a pxece2 1’)l'ay:rasch—Bogo];)uboff Gothenburg, 1920.
3

() On7Q K 0,Q Kt 9Q—K 2, P—K
1s necessary, for if 10 B—R 4, P—K Kt 4; 11 B—Kt 3 P—K R 4
13 B—B 4, P—K 4+. Grob—Canal Meran, 1926.

gk) Vidmar—Yates, Semmering, 1926.

7) Or 5 B—

2, BxB

QKt—Q2; 9 Q—Bz Q—Kz
London, 1932.

(m) 10 P—K Kt3, Kt—Kt 4! exposes White to a dangerous attack.
(n) Flohr—Rabmovxtch, Moscow, 1935.

KR—Q1, 0—0 =.

8 B—Kt 3 followed by P—Kt 5and Kt—K 5

R 3; 10 Bx Kt,

12 Ktx P, PR 5 ;

ch; 6 QKth P—Q3; 7 B—(Q3, B—Kt2; 8 0—O,
Miss Menchik—Alekhine
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BOGOLJUBOFF VARIATION
1P—Q 4, Kt—K B3;2P—Q B4, P—K3;3Kt—K B3, B—Ktsch.

91 92 93 94 95
4 B—Q2.....ounn.. e aaes Ceereiaes e QKt—Q 2
BXxBchieiiviiiirnnnnnnn Q—K 2 0—O0
5 QxXB....... QKtxB P—KKt3...Kt—B3 (m) P—QR 3
P—Qg4(a) P—Q3() O—O (k) 0—O0 (n) BxKtch
6 P—K 3 P—K3(f) B—Ktz2 P—K 3 QxB
0—O0 (b) 0—O BxBch(z) P—Q3 P—QKts
7 Kt—B 3 B—Q3 QX B (4) B—K 2 QO—B2
QKt—Q2 Kt—B3 P—Q3 P—Q Kt3 B—Ktz2
8 B—Q3 0—0 Kt—B 3 0—O0 B—Ktjs
P—QB3 P—K 4 Kt—B 3 B—Kt2 P—Q3
9 0—O P—QR3 0—0 Q—B2 P—K3
PXxP B—Kts P—K 4 Qht—Q2z B—h3
10 BXxBP Q—B2 Kt—Q 5! QR—Q1 Q—B3
P—K 4 R—K1 Q—Qr1 (k) KBxKt Q Kt—Q =
11 B—Kt3() P—Q5 QR—Q1 BxB B—K:2
PXP (d) Kt—K 2 B—Kts Kt—K 5 Q—K 2
12 QXP Kt—Kts PxP B—K1 0—0
Q—Kt3 Kt—Kt3z PxP P—KB4 P—KR3
13 Q—K B4 P—B3 Q—K3+ () Q—Kt3 B—R4
Kt—B 4= B—Q2=(g) P—B4 = (0) P-KKtg4 ()

(a) 1f 5 , P—Q Kt 3 White plays best 6 P—K Kt 3, transposing into cols 76—80.
On 6 P—K Kt3, B—R 3 (A. Stewner’s Variation); 7 Kt—R 3 is an excellent reply :
7..,0—0; 8 B—Kt2, P—Q4; 9 0—0, Kt—K 5, 10 Q—B2, Kt—Q3, 11 PxP,
PxP; 12 Kt—K 5, B—Kt2; 13 Q R—B 1 4. Grunfeld—A. Steiner, Ujpest. 1934.
Inferior 1s the attempt to force P—K 4 by 6 Kt—B 3, B—Kt2; 7 Q—B2, Bx Kt;
8 Kt Px B, Kt—B 3; 9 P—K 3, Q—K2 F. Sdamisch—Spielmann, Moscow, 1925,

(b) The Stonewall formation is weak here: 6 , P—B3; 7 Kt—B 3, Kt—K5;

Q—B 2, P—KB4; 9 P—K Kt4+. Freymann—Bogatyrchuk, Moscow, 1927.

?c) If 11 Px P, KtxP; 12 QxQ, Ktx Ktch; 13 Px Kt, RxQ F.

d) Betterthan 11. ,Q—K 2; 12P—K 4,PxP; 13 Ktx P, Kt—B4; 14 B—B 2,
R—Q1; 15 QR—Q1 +. Alekhine—Bogoljuboff, Budapest, 1921.
%If 5.., P—Q4; 6 P—K3 (6 P—KKt3, 0—0; 7 B—Kt2, QKt—Q2;
80—0,0—K2; 9Q—B2,P—Q Kt3; 10PxP,KtxP; 11P—K4 4. Capablanca—
Marshall, New York, 1927), 0—O; —B 2, Kt—Q2; 8 B—Q3, P—KR3;
9 0—0, P—B4; 10 PxQP 4. Vidmar—Marshall, New York, 1927.

{{f) ‘Alternativesare: (1)6 P—K 4,0—0;7B—Q 3(7Q—B2?,Kt—B 3; 8R—Q 1,
Qb—— 9; 9 B—K2, P—K4 F. Pokorny—Lasker, Mahrisch-Ostrau, 1923), Q—K 2
(better1s 7.., Kt—B 3); 8 P—Q R 37, P—K 4; 9 P—0Q 5, Kt—R 4; 10 P—K Kt 3,
P—K Kt3; 11 0—0, Kt—Kt2=. Nimzovitch-—Tarrasch, Semmering, 1926
(2) 6 P—K'Kt8, 0—0; 7 B—Kt2, Kt—B3; 8 0—0, P—K4; 9 P—Q 5, Kt—K 2;
10 P—K 4, Kt—Q 2; 11 Kt—R 4, P—Q R 4 =. Griinfeld—Zimmermann, Ziirich, 1929.

) Vajda—Prokes, Budapest, 1926.
)5., Kt—B3; 6 B—Kt2, BxBch; 7 QKtxB, P—Q3; 8 0O—0, 0—O,
9 P—K 4, P—K 4; 10 P—Q 5 was played by Euwe—Flohr, Avro, 1938.

(1) 6 ,P—Q4; 7Q—B2, Kt—K5; 80—0, KtxB; 9 QKtxKt, P—QB3;
10 P—K 4, Bx Kt; 11 KtxB, Px KP; 12 Ktx P &. Reshevsky—Treysman, New
York, 1938. See also Catalan System, p. 229.

7) 1f 7 Q Ktx B, P—Q 3, 8 0—0, P—K4; 9 Q—B2, Kt—B3; 10 P—K3,
B—Q2; 11 P—QR3, KR—K1; 12 P~Q5, Kt—Q1 =. Vidmar—Alekhine, New

(k) Or 10.., Ktx Kt; 11 Px Kt, KtxP; 12 KtxKt, PxKt; 18 KR—K1,
B—Kt5; 14 QxP, Q—Q2; 15 Q R—B 1 L. Becker—Konig, Vienna, 1926.

1) Euwe—Henneberger, Berne, 1932,

m) Analternativeis5 P—Q R 3,Bx Bch; 6Q Ktx B, P—Q 3; 7Q—B 2. P—K 4;
8 P—K 4, B—Kt5; 9 P—Q 5, 0O—O. P. Johner—Grunfeld, Berlin, 1926.

(n) Better than 5 , P—Q Kt3; 6 P—K3, B—Kt2; 7 B—Q 3, KBxKt;
8 Bx B, Kt—K 5; 9 Bx Kt (9 R—B1, 0—0; 10 0—O, P—Q 3; 11 Kt—Q 2 leads
only to equalty), BxB; 10 0—0, O—O; 11 Kt—Q2, B—Kt2; 12 P—K 4 &+.
Marshall—Kashdan, New York, 1927.

0) Vidmar—Nimzovitch, New York, 1927.

p) Grunfeld—List, 1926. The chances are even.
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QUEEN'S INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Qy4, Kt+—K B3; 2 Kt—K B3, P—QKt3.

96 97 98 99 100
3 P—KKt3...B—B4...... B—Kts5(f)..P—K3 (1)
. B—Ktz2 B—Ktz2 Kt—K 5 (g) B—Ktz
4 B—Ktz2 P—K 3 B—R 4 QXKt—Q 2
P—B 4 P—K3(d B—Ktz2 P—K3
5 0—O (a) QKt—Q2 P—K3 B—Q3
PxP Kt—R 4 P—KR3 P—Bg4
6 KtxP B—Kt3 QKt—Q2 0—0(y)
BxB P—Q3 P—KKtg4 Kt—B3
7 KxB B—Q3 B—Kt3 P—B 3 (%)
P—Kt3 Kt—Q 2 KtxB B—Kz2()...Q—B2
8 P—0B4 (b)) Q—K2 R PXxKt P—K4 (m) Q—Kz2
B—Kt2 B—K2 P—K 3 PxP B—Kz2
9 Kt—QB3 P—B3 P—B3 KtxP P—K 4
Q—B1 P—Q B4 P—Q3 0—0 PxP
10 P—EKt3 Kt—K 4 Q—R4ch Q—K2 KtxP
Q—Ktz2ch KtxB P—B3 Kt—K 4 Kt—K 4 (o)
11 P—B3 RPxKt Kt—K 4 B—B2 B—Bz2
P—Q 4 P—KR3(e) P—Kts Q—B1 Q—B1
12 PXP Kt—R 4 P—KB4 P—QRs3
KtxP = (¢ Kt——Qz— (h) B—R3 :F (n) Kt—B 3 (p)

(a) A novel contmuatlon is5P—B4',PxP; 6 QxP, P—Kt3; 7 0-—0 B—Kt 2
8 Kt—B 8, Kt—B %1 Kt-—QR4‘ 10 Kt—Q2 BxB; 11 K B Q—B
(P—Q 4 equahses) H 12 Q-— 4, 0—0; 13 QR—Kt1, Q-—Kt2ch 14 K——Ktl
T. Berg—Alekhine, Kemeri, 1937.

() Or 8 P—Xt 3, B—Kt2; 9 B—Kt2, O—0; 10 P—Q B4, P—Q4; 11 PxP
Ktx P; 12 P—K 4, Kt—Kt5 =. Wmter—Capablanca, Nottmgham, 1936.

Q Capablanca—Botvmmk Nottmgham, 1936.

) Or 4 , Kt—R4; 5 B-—Q3 KtxB; 6 PxKt, P—Kt3; 7 Q Kt—Q 2,
B—Kt2; 8 P—B35, P—B4 9PxBP, QKthP 10 PxP RPxP; 11 P—B 3,
Q—Kt3; 12 Q—K2 P—Q4 =. Colle—-Kosnch, Meran, 1926.

}z) Romxh—Capablanca, Paris, 1938.

f) 3 Kt—B 3, B—Kt2; 4 B—Kt5, P—Q4; 5 Kt—K5, P—K38; 6 P—K 4,
PxP; 7 B—Kt5ch,P—B3; 8 B—QB4,Q Kt—Q 2. Euwe—Kmoch Amsterdam
1936. Whlte has suffictent compensatmn for the Pawn.

(g) O , B—Kt2; 4 QKt—Q2, P—B4 (equally good is 4 { P—K 8

P—K4,P—KR3 6Bx Kt,Qx B; 7 B—Q 8, P— 3,80—-K20Q0—Q1 90——0
B—K 2. Marshall—Alekhme, New York 1927); 5§ P—B3, Kt—B 3; 6 P— K3,
P—K3; 7B—Q3 B—K2; 8 Q—K?2, Kt—Q45 9 BxB, QxB; 10 0—0, 0—0
11 B—RG, BxB; 12 QxB Kt—B2; 13 Q—K 2, P—Q 4; 14 P—K 4, PxQP =.
Marshall———Capablanca, Kissingen, 1928.

(k) Bogoljuboff—Alekhine, 13th match game, 1934.

1) In this and the next column White chooses a Colle System formation.

7) 6 P—B 3, B—K 2; 7Q Kt—Q 4; 8 PxP, PxP; 9 Kt—B 1, Q—B 2;
10 Kt—Kt3 Kt—Q B3; 11 B—Q 2 P—Kk Kt4 12 P—B4, K Kt—Kt5 F. Ahues—
Alekhine, San Remo, 1930.

(% If 7 P-——QKt B—K2; 8 PxP, PxP; 9 B—Kt2, O—O; 10 P—B 4,

;s 11P—KR3, Kt—K 1; 12P—R 3 P-—B 4 F. Rubmstem—-Gelger, Rogaska-
Slatma "1929.

() Or7..,R—QB1;8Q—K2,B—K2; 9PxP,PxP; 10 P—K 4. Tartakover—
Nimzovitch, London, 1927.

m) 8 PxP, PxP 9 P—K 4, Q—B2; 10 Q—K 2, P—Q 3; 11 Kt—B 4, 0—O0;
12 P—KS5, Px P; Q Ktx P, Ktx Kt =, Colle—Pn-c, Frankfurt 1930.

?n) Colle—-Capablanca Carlsbad 1929,

0) 10 , P—Q4; Ktx Kt, BxKt?; 12 P—KS§!, Kt—Q2; 13 Kt—B S,
Kt—B4 ; 14B—B2 B—Kt2 15 R—K 1 i prelmann—Alatorzeﬁ Moscow, 1935.

) 18 Q Kt—B 3, Ktht 14 Ktx Kt, P—Q3 F. szelmann—-Ehskases, 9th
match game, 1936.
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QUEEN'S INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, Kt—K B3.

2 Kt—K B3, P—Q Kt 3. [ 2 P—Q B 4,P—Q Kt 3.
101 102 103 104 105
3 (P—K3) Kt—QB3(e)
(B—Kt 2) B—Ktz2
4 (B—Q3) Q—Bz2..... P—B3
(P—K3)ieeeieveeiene...P—Byg P—Q4(f) P—Q4
5 (Q Kt—Q2) QKt—Q2| PxP PxP
(P—B4)....P—Q4 P—Kt3 KtxP KtxP
6 (0—0) Kt—K 5 P—B3 P—K4 Ktx Kt (3)
(Kt—B3) B—Q3 B—Kt 2 Ktx Kt QX Kt
7 P—Bg4 P—KB4 P—Kg4 PXxKt P—K 4
B—Kz2 QKt—Q2 (b)) P—Q3 P—K3() Q—Q=2
8 P—Q Ktz Q—B3 O0—O Kt—B 3 B—Q B4
PxP P—B4 0—0 B—K2 P—K3
9 PxP P—B3 Q—K2 B—Q3 Kt—K 2
P—Q4 Q—B2 PxP Kt—Q 2 B—Ktsch
10 B—Ktz2 P—KKt4 PxP O0—O0 B—Q2
Kt—Q Kts PxP Kt—B3 P—QB4 BxBch
11 B—Ktr KPxP P—QR3 B—K B4 QXB(j)
0—O BxKt!? Kt—Qz2 o—O
12 R—K1 BPxB Kt—Kt 3 QR—Q1x
R—B1 QKtxP P—QR4 | PXP
13 Kt—K 5 PxKt+ (¢) P—QR44+| PXP
Kt—B3 =(a) (@ R—B1F (k)

(a) Tartakover and Turover—Alekhine and Cukiermana, Pans, 1931,

) If 7.., O—0; 8 Q—B3, KKt—Q2 (P—B4!); 9 Q—R3, P—KB4;
10 Q Kt—B 3, Kt—KB3; 11 B—Q2, B—R3?; 12 R—K B I, BxB; 18 PxB,
Q—K1; 14 K—B2 +. Sultan Khan—Mattison, Prague, 1931.

(c) 13 ., P—Q5; 14 Q—K2, BxR; 15 PxKt, QPxP; 16 Kt—K4!.
Tartakover—Winter, London, 1932.

(d) Continued 13.., Kt—Kt5; 14 B—Q Kt5, Kt—K B3; 15 P—Q5, P—K4;
16 Px P e.p., KtxP; 17 Kt—Kt'5 [N Koltanowskl—Althxne, Hastmgs, 1936-37.

(¢) 8 P—B3, B—Kt2; 4 P—K4,P—K4? (4 ,P—Q38is necessary, but White
retamns the superior posmon) 5 Px P, KtxP; 6 "Px Kt, Q—R5ch; 7 K—Q2,
Q—B5ch; 8 K—B2, BxPch; 9 B—Q BxBch, 10 QxB, Q——B7ch'
11 Kt—Q 2+ +. Fme—Petrov, Semmermg~Baden, 1937.

(f) Best If4. ,P—K3; 5 P—K4, B—Kt5; 6 B—Q3, Kt—B3; 7 Kt—K2,
P—K 8 P—Q 5, Kt—Q Ktl 9 P—Q 3+. Grunfeld— KOStlch Trentschin-
Tephtz, 1928 Orhere5..,P—Q 4 6B PxP,PxP; 7P—K 5,Kt—K S5, 8B—Kt 5 ch,
P—B3; 9 B—Q3, 'P—K B4 (Splelmann—Bemdtsson, Gothenburg, 1933) ;
10 Px Pe D+

(g) Better than 7 , P—K 4; 8 Kt—B 3! (8 PxP, Q—R 5 as in Euwe—Alekhine,
Budapest 1921, gives "Black an excellent attack), Px P; 9 B—Kt5ch, P—B3;
10 B—Q B 4, P—- Kt4; 11 B—K2,PxP; 12QxP, Kt—QZ 13 O-—-O Q—K2
14 B—Kt2, Kt—B4; 15 Q—B 2! :|; prelmann—Chekhover, Moscow, 1935,

(k) 14 Q—R4 P—Q R 3. Mortz—Grinfeld, Breslau, 1925. Black’s Queen's side
majority gives him the advantage.

(1) Or 6 P—K 4, Ktx Kt; 7 Px Kt, P—K 3; 8 ——R4ch P—B3; 9 B—KB4
Kt—Q2; 10 Kt—Rs B—K 2; 11 B—K2 0— 12 O—O K—R1 Vax
Doesburgh—BogolJuboff, Zandvoort 1936.

(1) Euwe—Tartakover, Stockholm, 1937. White's advantage 1s negligible,
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KING'S INDIAN DEFENCE

1 P—Q 4, Kt—K B3;2P—Q B4, P—K Kt 3;3 Kt—Q B 3, B—Kt2;
4 P— K4, P—Q3; 5 Kt—B3, 0—O.

106 107 108 109 110
6 B—K 2. iiieirieiiuierinroasasnonnsanss cesesssss . P—KR3
QKt—Q 2 P—B 4
7 0—0 B—K 3 (k)
P—K4 PxP
8 P—Q5(@).cceeceiirrnsrnsnnccancnnns PxP(f) KtxP
Kt—B4eeerennnns P—QR4 PXP P—Q Kt3
9 Kt—0Q2 —B 2 —B 2 B—K 2 (3)
P—QR4 Kt—R 4 (d P—B3 B—Ktz2
10 B2 P—K Ktz P—QKt3 Q—B:2
K Kt—Q 2. Kt—B 4 Q—R 4 Kt—B3
11 Kt—Kt3 Kt—K 1 B—Kt2 Ktx Kt
P—B4 B—R6 Kt—R 4 BxKt
12 PXP Kt—Ktz QR—Q1 0O—0
RXxP Kt—B 3 Kt—Bs5 Q—B1
13 B—Kt 4 R—K1? KR—K1 KR—Q1
R—B1 KKt—Q2 R—KI Q—Ktz2
14 B—K3 B—K3 B—B1 B—Q3
P—Kt3 Kt—R 2 P—B4 Kt—B1F(g) Kt—Q 2
P—B3 £ (j)

15 Ktx Kt+ (b)) Kt—Q3+(c) P—B3

(a) In a match game agamst Euwe, 1928, Bogo!]uboff played 8 B—-—hts P—
KR3; 9 B—R4, R—K1, 10 PxP, PxP; 11 Q—B2, P—B3; ht—QZ
Kt—B4 13 Kt—Kt3, Kt—K3; 14 K R—Q 1, Q—K2; 15 B—B1, P—-K Kt 4with
a satlsfactory game for Black.

(b) Bogoljuboﬁ—Euwe, 5th match game, 1929,

(¢) Flohr—Bogoljuboff, Bad Sliac, 1932.

(@) Or9.., Kt—B4; 10 B—K3 (10 P—Q Kt3?, Kt—R 4; 11 R—K1,P—B4!;
12 Kt—Q 2, Kt-—B3; i3 P—B 3, Kt—R 4 ' F. Stahelin—Eliskases, Zunch 1935),
P—Kt3; 11 Kt—Q 2, Kt—K 1; 12 P—QR3,P—B4; 13P—B3,P—B5; 14 B—B2
Kt—Rs 15Q R—Ktl Q—Kt4 ? (P—K Kt 4 followed by a eneral advance on the

K-side was in ordeﬁ ; 16 K R—B 1,P—KR4; 17K—R1,Q—R3, 18P—Q Kt 4 4.

Lilienthal—XKan, Moscow, 1935.

(¢) R. P. Michell—Flohr, Hastings, 1934-35.

(f) Unusualbut strong 1s8 R—K 1, ¢.8.8.., R—K1; § B—B 1, Px P 10 Kt x P,
Kt—B 11 P—B3, Kt—K3; 12 B—K3, Kt—R4 13 K Ki— 2, P—QRS,

14 Q——-Q 2 B—Q2; 15 KR—Q1+. Antze—Carls, 1932.

(g) Colle—Landau, match, 1928.

éh) Stronger than 7 P—Q 5, P—K 3; 8 PxP, PxP; 9 P—K5,PxP; 10Qx0Q,
Rx 11 Ktx P, Kt—Q 4. Grunfeld—Rétl, V1enna, 1923.

(i) Better than 9 Q—Q 2, B—Kt2; 10 P—B3, Kt—R 4 (Koltanowski—Euwe,
London, 1927), when Black has some count.erplay

() Continued 15 ., Kt—B4; 16 B—K2, P—QR4; 17 Q—Q2, P—B4;
18 Px P. Grunfeld—Sdmisch, Baden-Baden, 1925.
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KING'S INDIAN DEFENCE
1P—Q4,Kt—KB3;2P—Q B4, P—KKt3;3Kt—QB3, B—Kt2;
4 P—K4, P—Q3.

111 112 113 114 115

5 (Kt—B3)eeereeeniananns P—B4eeseosoreaanraa. . .P—KKt3
(0—0) 0—0 0—0

6 (P—KR3)..B—Q3() Kt—B3(g) B—Kt2
(P—K4) B—Kts5(d P—B4 (%) QKt—Q2()

7 P—Qs5 P—KR3 P—Q5...... PxP K Kt—K 2
P—KR3 Bx Kt P—K3 Q—R 4 P—K 4

8 B—K3 QxB B—Q3 B—Qz2 P—Q 5 (m)
K—R?2 QKt—Qz () PxP QxBP P—OR4

9 P—KKtgy B—K3 BPxP Q—Kz2 (k) P—QR3
Kt—Ktr P—B4 Q—Kt3 Kt—B 3 Kt—B 4

10 Q—Qz2(a P—Qs5s Kt—Q2 (1) O0—0—O 0—0
P—Kt3 Kt—K 4 Kt—Kts B—Kts Kt—K1 (n)
11 0—0—O0 Q—Kz2 Kt—B 4 Q—K 3 B—K 3

Kt—R 3 KtxBch Q—Q1 Kt—Q 2 P—B 4
12 B—K2 Qx Kt B—K 2 Kt—QR4 PxP
Kt—B 4 Kt—Q 2 P—KR4 QXQ PxP
13 P-KR4 &+ (b)) O—O BXx Kt (1) BxQ P—Bg4
Q—R 4 BxB BxKtF P—Kt3
14 B—Q2 Q—B2 P-R3!+ (0)

P-QR3=(f) Q—R 5ch +

(@) Or 10 B—K 2, P—KB4?, 11 KtPxP, PxP, 12PxP, BxP; 13 Q—Q2,
Kt—Q2; 14 P—K R4+. Sdmisch-—Réti, Teplitz-Schonau, 1922.

b) Grunfeld—FEuwe, Mahrisch-Ostrau, 1923.

c) Or 6 B—K 3, Q Kt—Q 2, 7 Kt—0Q 2, P—K 4; 8P—Q 5, Kt—K1; 9 B—K 2,
P—K B4; 10 P—B 3 (the object of his 7th move), P—B 5 =. Sultan Khan—Flohr,
Prague, 1931. 1f 6 P—K Kt3, B—Kt5; 7 B—Kt2, Kt—B3; 8 0—0, P—K4;
9 P—Q 5, Kt—Q 5 =. On 6 B—B 4, Kt—B 3 1s best for Black: 7 Q—Q 2, B—Kt5;
8 P—Q5, P—K4; 9 Px Kt, PxB; 10 PxP, R—Kt1 with sufficient compensation
for the Pawn. 1f, however, 6 , P—KR3 (after 6 B—B4); 7 Q—Q2, K—R2;
8§P—KR 3, Q Kt—Q 2; 9 0—0—0, P—Kt3; 10 P—K5,Kt—K Kt1; 11B—Q 3+.
Bogoljubofi—Tarrasch, Carlsbad, 1923.

(@) 16 .,Q Kt—Q2; 70—0,P—K 4; 8 P—Q 5, Kt—B4; 9 B—B 2,P—Q R4;
10 Kt—Q 2, Ri—K1; 11 Kt—Kt3, P—B4; 12 Px P, PxP; 13 P—B4, P—K5;
14 B—K 3 +. Kashdan—Flohr, Prague, 1931.

(¢) Or8.., Kt—B3; 9 B—K 3, K Kt—Q2; 10 Kt—K2??, Kt—K 4! and wins.
G. M. Norman—Vidmar, Hastings, 1926. 10 P—Q 5 1s necessary; there can then follow
10.., Q Kt—K 4; 11 Q—K2, KtxBch F.

(f) Marshall—Rét1, New York, 1924.

(g) Or6 B—K2,P—B4; 7P—Q5, P—K3; 8PxP,PxP; 9B—B3, Kt—B3;
10 K Kt—K 2, P—K 4; 11 OO, Kt—Q 5 F. Rabinovitch—Torre, Baden-Baden, 1925.

(k) Best. If nstead (1) 6 , B—Kt5; 7 B—K 2, Kt—B 3; 8 P—Q 5, Kt—Kt1;
90—0,Q Kt—Q 2; 10Kt—K Kt5,BxB; 11Q0xB,P—KR 3; 12Kt—B3, P—K3;
18 P—K5,PxKP; 14 BPx P, Kt—Kt5; 15 B—B 4 4. Alekhine—Marshall, New
York, 1924. (2)6 ., P—K4!?; 7BPxP,PxP; 8 P—Q5, Q Kt—Q2; 9 B—Q3,
Kt—B4; 10 B—B 2 +. Alekhine—Ed. Lasker, New York, 1924.

(1) Or10 B—B 2, P—B5!, 11 Q—K2,R—K1; 12 B—R4, B—Q2; 13BxB,
QKtxB; 14 Kt—Q?2, Ktx K P!4. Colle—Euwe, Antwerp, 1926.

(_1& Samisch-—Euwe, Wiesbaden, 1925. Continued 13 Kt—Kt5, P—QR3;
14 Q Ktx P, P—Q Kt4; 15 KtxB, Px Kt+ +. The continuation in the column is
due to Kmoch.

%) Or 9 B—Q3, Kt—B3; 10 Kt—QR 4, Q—KR 4 F. The column is V. L.
Wahltuch—Vidmar, ﬁastiugs, 1926.

(5) Or6. , Kt—B3; 7 P—Q 5, Kt—Kt1; 8 K Kt—K 2, P—K4; 9 P—KRS,
Q Kt—Q 2, 10 B—K3, Kt—B4; 11 P—R3, P—QR4; 12 0—0 +. Winter—
Bogoljuboff, Nottingham, 1936.

(m) 8 0—Ois alsostrong, e.g., 8 ,R—K1; 9R—K1,PxP?; 10 Ktx P, Kt—B 4;
11 P—Kt3, B—Kt5; 12 P—B3, B—Q2; 13 B—Kt2 +.

(#) Or 10.., P—Kt3; 11 P—R3, Q—K2; 12 B—K 3, Kt—R 4; 18 P—Q Kt 4,
PxP: 14 PxB RxR; 15 Qx R, Kt—R3; 16 P—Kt5 Kt—B4; 17 Q—R7 +.
Capablanca—Bogoljuboff, Carlsbad, 1929.

(o) Winter—Tartakover, Warsaw, 1935.
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KING'S INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—QB4, P_KKt3.
116 117 118 119 120

(Kt—QB3)..P—KKt3
(B—Kt 2) (@) B—Kt 2.ceieeeseacsses . P—Q 4

w

4 (P—Ky4) B—Kt 2 B—Ktz2
(P—Q 3) 0—0 B—XKtz2
5 P—K Kt3) Kt—Q B3 PxP
(0—0) P—Q3 KtxP
6 (B—Ktz2) Kt—B3 P—K4...... Kt—K B3
(Q Kt—Q2) Q Kt—Q2...Kt—B3 Kt—Kt 5 (k) 0—0
7 Kt—B3 0—O0 P—Qs5(e) P—QR3() O0—0
P—K 4 P—Kg4 Kt—Kt1 KKt—B3 P—QBg4!
8 0—O0 P—Kt3 (@ O—O (k) P—Q 5 P—K 4 (n)
R—K1(®) R—Ki() P—QR4 Kt—Q5 Kt—K B 3
9 P—Q3; Q—B2 P—KR3 Kt—Kz2 P—K s
Kt—B 4 Kt—Kt5 Kt—R 3 B—Kts Kt—Q 4
o Kt—K1 PXxP B—K3() QKt—B3 PxP
P—Q R4 K KtxP P—Kt3 P—K 4 Kt—R 3
11 P—Kt3 Ktx Kt Kt—Q 4 0—0 P—QR3
B—Q2 Ktx Kt B—Q2 Q—B3 KtxP
12 P-KR3 B—Kt2 P—R 3 P—B3 P—Q Kt 4
R—KB: P—KR4 Q—KI1 B—Qz2 Kt—K 3
13 B—K3 =+ (0) QR-Qr & (f) P—Kt3+ () B—K34 (m) B—Kt2
P-OR4 F (0)

(a) For 3.., P—Q 4 (the Grunfeld Defence) see cols 131—150.
() Or8 ,0—K?2; 9 P—Kt3,PxP?; 10KtxP, Kt—B4; 11R—K 1, B—Q 2;
12 B—Kt2, KR—K1; 13Q—Q 2, Q—K4; 14 P—Q hkt4, Kt—R3; 15 P—B4+.

Keres—Becker, Zandvoort, 1936. After the text both 9 P—Kt3 and § R—K 1 are

also strong.
(c) Continued 13, ,Kt—K1; 14 R—B1, P—Kt3; 15Q—Q2,P—B4; 16 PxP
Bx P; 17 P—K Kt4!'. Flohr—Lilienthal, Moscow, 1936. ’

(d) Best. If instead 8 Q—B2,PxP; 9 Ktx P, Kt—Kt3, 10 Q—Q 3, P—Q 4;
11 PxP, KKtxP; 12 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt =. Alekhme—Réty, Pistyan, 1922.  Or
8PxP,PxP, 9 Q—B2(or9 P—KR3, P—B3; 10 B—K 3, Q—K2; 11 Q—Kt3,
P—KR3; 12 KR—Q1, K—R2; 13 P—B35, Kt—R 4 =. Sprelmann—Bogoljuboff,
Kissingen, 1928), P—B3; 10R—Q 1,0—K 2; 11 Kt—Q R4?,R—K1; 12P—KR3,
f(sta—s—R4 , 13 P—B5?, P—K5; 14 Kt—Q 4, P—K 6!+. Goghidse—Flohr, Moscow,

(¢) Ifnow 8 ., PxP?; 9 Ktx P, Kt—B 4; 10 B—Kt2, R—K1; 11 Q—B 2,
Kt—K3; 12 QR—Q1, Q—K2; 18 K R—K 1+. Aleklune—S&misch, Berln, 1921.

(f) Alekhine—Bogoljuboff, 26th match game, 1934.

(g) This advance must _occur immediately, for if 7 0—0, P—K 4; 8 P—Q5 (if
3 P—K4, PxP, 9 KtxP, KtxP!; 10 KKtx Kt, Ktx Kt; 11 KtxQ, KixQ;
12 Ktx KtP, BxKt!; 13 Rx Kt, Q R—Kt1 =), Kt—K2; 9 P—K 4, Kt—0 2}
(0 Kt—K R4, P—KB'4; 11 B—Kt5, Kt—B4; 12 Q—Q2, PxP; 13 KtxKP,
Xtx Kt =. Abramavicius—Simonson, Folkestone, 1933.

(: L QKt—Q2; 9 0—O0, P—QR4; 10 B—K3?, Kt—Kt5;
11 B—Q 4, K Kt—K 4; 12 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt =. Alekhine—Yates, Carlsbad, 1923
(1) Somewhatbetterthan 10 Kt—Q 4, Kt—B 4; 11 P—K 4, P—K 4; 12K Kt—K 2,
Q—K2; 13 B—K3, P—Kt3; 14 Q—Q 2 +. Gninfeld—Yates, Moscow, 1925.
(7) Grinfeld—Yates, Semmering, 1926

(k) 6 , Kt—Kt3; 7 Kt—K2, B—Kt5; 8 P—B3, B—Q2; 9 QKt—B3,
Q—B1; 10 0—0,B—R6; 11 B—K3 +. Réti—Euwe, Kissingen, 1928.

() 1f7 Q—R4ch, Q Kt—B3; 8 P—Q5, P—QKt4; 9 QxKtP, Kt—B7ch;
10 K—Q1, Ktx R; 11 %x Ktch, B—Q 2+.

(m) Continued 13 , P—B 4; 14 Px P ¢.p., Q Ktx P; 15 Kt—Q 5. Rubinstein—
Rét1, Semmering, 1926.

n) Or 8 Px P, Kt—R3; 9 P—B6, PxP; 10 P—QR3, R—Kt1; 11 Q—B1,
Q—R 4 F. Kupchik—Fine, New York, 1938.

(o) Continued 14 P—Kt5, Q—Q2; 15 Q—K 2, R—Q 1. Alekhine—Mikenas,

Kemeri, 1937
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KING'S INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Qy4, Kt—K B3; 2 P—Q B4, P—K Kt3.

121 122 123 124 125
3 (P—KEKt3)..ooiiiieannieiiiienes.. P—B3
P—B 3 B—Kt2.....P—Q4
4 B—Ktz..iiioiveeasanas . P—0Q5 P—Kg4 PxP
P—Q 4 B—Kt2 () P—Q3 KtxP
5 PxP..... ...Kt—KB3 B—Kt2 Kt—B 3 P—K 4
PXPE (a) B—Kt2 P—Q3 0—0 Kt—Kt3
6 Kt—KB3(b) O—O0 QKt—B3 B—K3 Kt—B 3
B—Kt2 0—0 0—0 P—K4 (i) B—Ktz2
7 0—O P—Kt3 P—K 4 (f) KKt—Kz2(j) B—K3
0—0 Kt—K 5 P—K3!(g) Kt—B3 (k) O—O
8 Kt—B3  B—Ktz KKt—Kz Q—Q2 P—B 4 ! (m)
Kt—K5 () PxP? KPxP Kt—Q 2 P—KBy4 (n)
9 O—Kt3 Q—B 2! BPxP P—Q5s Q—Kt3ch
Ktx Kt Kt—Q 3 PxP Kt—K 2 K—R1
10 PxX Kt PxP KtxP P—K Ktz P—Ks5
Kt—B 3 B—B 4 Ktx Kt P—KB4 P—K3
11 Kt—Q2 Q—B1 QOxKt? B—Ktz2 Kt—B 3
P—K 3 Kt—R 3 B—K3 PxP Kt—B3
12 B—R3 QKt—Q2+ QxKtP PxP+ () P—KRy4 <+
R—K 1= @) ht—Q 2 + (k) (o)

(a) Ifinstead 5 , KtxP?; 6 Kt—K B3, B—Kt2; 7 O—O (but not 7 P—K 4 2,
Kt—Kt3; 8 0—0, B—Kt5; 9 B—K 3, P—QB4; 10 P—Ko, Kt—B3; 11 Px P,
xQ; 12 RxQ, Kt—B5 F. Fine—Reshevsky, Kemeri, 1937), 0—O; 8 Kt—B 3,
%tx Kt; 9 PxKt,P—QB4;10 B—QR3, PxP; 11 KtxP!, Q—B 2; 12 Q—Kt3 4
Keres—Flohr, Semmering-Baden, 1937.

p) Or6 Kt—Q B 3, Kt—Q B 3; 7 Kt—R3, B—Kt2; 8 0—0, 0—0; 9 Kt—B 4,
p__[&s; 10 P—K 3, P—Kt3 =. Stahlberg— Flohr, Kemer1, 1937.

(c) 8... Kt—B 815 also good enough . 9 Kt—K 5, Ktx Kt; 10 Px Kt, Kt—Kt5;
11 Ktx P, Ktx KP; 12Q—Kt3, Kt—B3; 13 B—K 3, P—K 3; 14 Kt—B 3, Kt—Q 5
with a perfectly level position. Samisch—Grunfeld, Carlsbad, 1923. The column is
Rabinovitch—Botvinnik, Moscow, 1935.

@ Continued 12 , Q—B1; 13 R—-K 1, Kt—K 5; 14 Kt—Kt3, B—R 6;
15 B—R 1, Q—K3; 16 Q—B4. Bogoljuboffi—Euwe, 7th match game, 1928,

(¢) Weak is 4 , PxP; § PxP, B—Kt2; 6 B—Kt2, 0—0; 7 Kt—Q B3,
P—Q3; 8 Kt—B3, Kt—R3; § 0—0,B—Q2, 10 P—K R 3, Q—Kt3; 11 R—Kt1,
B—B4; 12 B—K3,Q—R4; 18 R—B 1 +. Flohr—Koltanowski, Hastings, 1935-36.

#)1£ 7 Kt—B3, P—K4; 8 PxBP?, PxP; 9 0—0, Q—B2; 10 P—Kt3,
RV BRSO Ki—Q2; 12 Ke—Q2, B—Kt2; 13 - B2, P—Q4 .
Stahlberg—Flohr, Moscow, 19835,

@ 17 , P—K4; 8 KKt—K2, P—B4; 9 O—0, Kt—K1; 10 P—KR 3,
pP—B4; 11 P—B4, Kt—Q2; 12 KPxP, KtPxP; 18 Q—B 2, QKt—B3,
14 B—K 3+. Rubinstemn—Carls, Baden-Baden, 1925.

(k) Landau—Euwe, Amsterdam, 1935. 10 Px P should have been played.

)y 16 , QKt—0Q2; 7 Kt—R3, P—K4; 8 P—Q5, P—QR4; 9 Kt—B2,
P—Rt3?2(9. ) Kt—R4); 100—Q 2, Kt—B4; 11B—Kt5,B—02, 12P—K Kt4,
Q—B1; 13 P—KR4+. Nimzovitch—Tartakover, Carlsbad, 1929.

! (§)'7 P—Q5,P—B3; 8Q—Q2,PxP; 9BPxP,Kt—K1; 100—0—0,P—B 4
Leads to a wild position with chances for both sides. Alekhine—Euwe,3rd match game, 1926

E) 7 ., Q Kt——-%Z; 8Q0—Q 2, Kt—K1!; 9 PxP, KtxP!; 10 Kt—Q 4, B—K 3;
11 P—Q Kt3,P—Q B3; 12B—K 2, P—Q4; 13BPx P, Px P =. Fine—Tartakover,
Warsaw, 1935. 7..,PxP; 8 KtxP,P—B3; 9 B—K2,R—K1; 10Kt—B2,P—Q4,
11BPxP, PxP; 12Px P, B—B 4. Euwe—Pirc, Hastings, 1939.

(l) Continued 12 Kt—KB3; 13 P—KR3, P—Kt3; 14 P—Kt3, K—R1,
15 P—K Kt4. Botvinmk—Alatorzeff, Moscow, 1931. W hite’s game is much freer

(m)8Q—Q 2, Kt—B 3!; 9P—0 5 Kt—K 4; 10B—k Kt 5, P—QB3; 11R—Q 1
PxP; 12 Px P, B-—B 4+. Alekhine—Bogoljuboff, Bled, 1931.

) 8.., Kt—B3; 9 P—Q 5, Kt—Kt1; 10Kt—B3,P—Q B3. Euwe—Reshevsky
Avro, 1938. Black has provoked an attack in the centre to counter-attack asshown

(o) Rodl—Helling, Bad Pyrmont, 1933. White has a strong attack.
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KING'S INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Q 4, Kt—K B 3.

2 P—Q By,
P—K Kt 3. 2 Kt—K B3, P—KKt3.
126 127 128 129 130
3 (P—B3) B—Kt5.....B—B4ieericeeraiainns ..Kt—B 3 (f)
P—B4 B—Ktz2 B—Kt2 P—Q4 (g)
4 P—Q5 QKt—Q2 Q—BrI......P—KR3 B—B4 (&)
P—K 3 P—B 4 P—XKR3 P—B4(d B—Ktz2
5 Kt—B 3 P—K3 (%) P—KR3 P—B3 P—K 3
P—Q3 P—Q Ktz P—Kt3 P—Kt3 0—0
6 P—K 4 B—Q3 Kt—B 3 QKt—Q2 B—Q3
PxP B—Kktz B—Ktz2 PxP P—Bg4
7 BPXP 0—0 Q—Q2 PxP PxP
B—Ktz2 P—KR3 P—R 3 B—Kt2 QKt—Q2
8 B—Kt5¢ch| B—KB4 R—Q1 P—K 3 0—0
QKt—Q 2| P—Q3 P—K 3 0—O0 Ktx P
9 B—K B4 P—B3 Q—B1 B—Q3 B—K 35
Q—K 2 Kt—R 4 P—Q3 Kt—B 3 B—Kts
10 Q—Q2 Q—Kt3 P—K Ktz O0—O P—KR3
P—QR3 KtxB QKt—Q2 P—Q3 Ktx B
11 -B—K 2 Px Kt B—Kt2 Q—Kz2 PxKt
P—QXKtq 0—O0 Q—K 2 P—QR3 Bx Kt
12 Kt—R 3 QR—Q1 Kt—KR4 KR—Q1 QxB
0—0 = Kt—B3 F BXB = () Q—Kti=() P—K3=(3)

(@)

(a) Chekhover—Alatorzeff, Moscow, 1935. Black’s opening play 1s original and

noteworthy.

(b)) Or5P—B3,PxP; 6Px P, Q—Kt 3 (or Kt—B 3; 7P—K 3,0—0; 8 B—Q 3,
P—Q3; 9 0—0 —K R3; 10 Bx Kt Bx B. Marshall—Euwe, klssmgen, 1928) ;
7 Kt—B 4, Q—Q 1; —K3, 0—0; B—Q 3 P—Q4; 10 Q Kt—Q 2, Kt—B 3;

11 0—0, Q—-—th 12 Q—Kt3 QxQ 13 K xQ =. demat—BogolJuboﬁ San
Remo, 1830. The column is V1drnar—Euwe, Carlsbad, 1929.

}c) Lasker—Euwe, Mdhrisch-Ostrau, 1923.

d) Or 4. , O—0O, 5§ P—K3, P—Q3, 6 QKt—Q2 QKt—QZ 7 B—B 4,
P—K3 (f 7.. 'P—B4; 8 P—B3, R—K1?; 9 0—O0, P— K4; 10 PxP, Ktx P;
lleKt,PxB 12 Kt—Kt5! i) 8P—-B3 % K2 '9 P—K 4, P—K4; 10Px P,
PxP; 11 B—K 3, P—Q Kt3; Q—K 2, —QRS 13 P—KKt4 Kt—B 4;
14 B—K Kt 5, B—Kt 2 F. V)dmar——FIohr Bled, 1931

(e) Contmued 13B—R2,0—R 2; 14 P——R 3,Q R—B 1; 15Q R—~B1,P—Q Kt 4.
Em. Lasker—Alekhine, New ork, 1924.

(f) Other variations rarely seen are (1) 3 Q Kt—0Q 2, B—Kt2;4 P—K4, P—Q 3;
5B—B 4, 0—0; 6 0—0, B—Kt5; —K K3, BXxKt; BKth P—Q4; 9 Px P,
KtxP; 10 P—B3 Kt—QB3 = Capablanca—Marshall Lake Hopat(‘on 19"6
(2)3P—KKt3 P—Q4 4B—Kt2 B—Kt2; 5 P—B3, 0—0; 6 B—, %

7 Q—B1, R—K1, Q Kt— 2 QKt—-—QZ 9 Kt—R4 B—K3; 10 Q Kt—Bs
Kt—K5; 11 Kt—Kt5, Ktx 12 Bx Kt, P—Q B 4. Znosko—Borovsky—Fuwe,
Schevemngen, 1923, (3) 3 P—-K 3, B—Kt2; 4 B—Q3, 0—0; 5 0—0, P—Q3

6 P—K 4 Kt—Q2; 7 P—KRS3, P—~B4; 8 P—B3, P—-K4, 9 PxKP, PxP

10 P-—QR4 Q—B2; 11 Kt—R3, P—B5; 12 KtxBP, Kt—B4; 13 Q—KZ
KtxB F. Dus-Chotlmu-sky—Capablanca., Moscow, 1925 (4) 3 P—Q Kt 3, B—Kt 2
4 B—Kt2, 0—0; 5 P—K3, P—Q3; 6 B—Q3, Q Kt—Q2; 7P—-K4, P—K 4

8 Q Kt—Q2, PxP 9BxP, R—K 1; 10 0—O0, P— Kt3; 11 R—K1, B—Kt2 =F.
T irtakover—Euwe, Amsterdam, 1926,

(g) Black cannot afford to play carelessly, eg 3 ..y B—Kt2; 4 P—K4, 0—0;
»B—KK 5, P—KR38; 6 B—KB4, P—Q3 —Q 2, K—R2; 8 O—0—0,

R4?; 9 B—Q3, Kt—R 3; 10P—K5 Kt—K t1; 11 P—K R4, Kt—Kt5;
12 —R 5 with a wmmng attack. Tarrasch—Dav:dson, Semmerimng, 1926.

h) Or 4 P=KR 3, B—Kt2; 5 B—B4, 0—0; 6 P—K3, P—B4; 7 PxP,
Q—R 47 (better7 , Q Kt—0 2, as 1n the column) 8 Kt—Q2,Q0xBP; 9 Kt—Kt 3,
Q—Kt3; 10 B— K5, P—-KJ, 11 _Kt—Kt5, Kt—K1; 12 BxB, KtxB;
13 P—K R 4 4. Capaclanca—Yates, New York, 1924.

(3) Colle—Euwe, Amsterdam, 1928,
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KING'S INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Qg4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—Q B4, P—KKt3.

GRUENFELD DEFENCE
3 Kt—Q B 3, P—Q 4.

131 132 133 134 135
4 PXP..... Ceetesseeiiaseeeeabaeannnns B—Kts
KtxP Kt—K 5
5 P—K4(@).eereeorenes...Q—Kt3 PXP....... Ktx Kt
Ktx Kt Ktx Kt () KtxKt(s) PxKt
6 PXKt Px Kt PxKt Q—Q2
B—Ktz2.....P—Q B4 B—Kt2 Q%P P—QB4!()
7 B—R3() Kt—B3() Kt—B3 Kt—B3 P—Qs
0—0 B—Kt2 0—0 B—Kt2 Kt—Q 2
8 Q—Kt3 B—QB4(f) P—K3 P—K 3 P—B3
Kt—Q 2 Kt—B 3 P—B g4 P—Q B4 Q—Kt3
9 Kt—B3(c) B—K3 B—K 2 B—Ktsch PXP
P—Bg4 0—O Q—B2 B—Q2 B—Kt2
10 R—Qx P—KR3 0—0O P—B 4 O0—0—0
Q—R 4 PxP P—Kt3 Q—K 5 Q—R3
11 B—K2 PxP P—QR 4 0—O P—Q Kt3
PxP P—QKt4? Kt—B3 BxB P—KR3
12 B—Kt4 B—K 2 Q—R 3 PxB B—R 4
Q—Kt3 B—Ktz2 Kt—R 4 Kt-Q2F (k) P—QKtg4!
13 PXP + (d) O0—O Kt—Q 2 P—K3
Kt—R 4 (g§) B—Kt2F (%) Kt—Kt 3 +

(m)

(@) 5P—K Kt3,B—Kt2; 6 B—Kt 2, Kt—Kt3!; 7P—K3,0—0; 8K Kt—K2,
P—K 4 =, Capablanca—Flohr, Hastings, 1934-35.

(b) 7 P—K B 4 wnvolves some tricky gambit play: 7 ., P—QB4; 8 B—K3,
Kt—B3 (8 ,Q—R4?; 9 K—B2!,0—0; 10 Q—Kt3, PxP; 11 Px P, Kt—Q 2;
12 P—_KR3+); 9 P—Q5, BxPch; 10 K—B2, BxR; 11 QxB, Kt—Q5;
12 Kt—B3, Q—R 4; 13 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 14 Qx P, O—O; 15 P—K R4 (Seitz—
P. Johner, Trieste, 1923). White has a strong attach, but it 1s doubtful whether 1t is
sufficient compensation for his material disadvantage.

(c) Weaker 1s 9 B—B4, P—B4; 10 Kt—B3, PxP; 11 PxP, Kt—Kt3;
12B—K2,B—Q2; 13R—QB1,R—K1, 14 0—0,P—K 3; 15 B—B 5, B—B 3 =.
Ed. Lasker—Kupchik, Lake Hopatcong, 1926

(2) R. P Michell—Torre, Marienbad, 1925,

(e) 1f7 B—Q B 4, B—Kt 2, 8 Kt—K2,0—0, 9B—K3,0—B2; 10R—QB1,
Kt—Q2; 11 0—0, R—Kt1; 12 B—B4?, P—K4; 13 B—K Kt3, P—Q Ki4 F.
Stoltz—Kashdan, Bled, 1931.

ﬁf) Or8 B—K 3, Kt—B3, 9P—KR3,0—0; 100—Q2,Q—R4; 11 B—Q B 4,
PxP; 12 PxP, QxQch; 18 KxQ, R—Q 1 =. Vidmar—Alekhine, Nomnéham,
1936. The older continuation 8 B—Kt5ch, B—Q 2; 9 BxBch, QxB; 10 O—O0,
PxP; 11 Px P, Kt—B3; 12 B—K 3, O—O (Kostich—Grunfeld, Teplitz-Schonay,
1922 and Kashdan—Alekhine, London, 1932) 1s disadvantageous for White, although
he need not necessarily lose.

(g) Continued 14 Q—Kt1, P—Q R3; 15 R—B1, P—B4; 16 Px P f. Engels—
Alekhine, Dresden, 1936. Black’s 11th move was premature, and compromsed his

osition.
e (h) 15 , P—QB3?; 8 P—K4, KtxKt?; 7 PxKt, B—Kt2; 8 B—R 3!,
Kt—Q2; 9 Kt—B 3, P—Q B4; 10 B—K 2 4. Alatorzeffl—Lilienthal, Moscow, 1938
éz Goglidse—Botvinnik, Moscow, 1935.
J)
Q—QR

Or5 , KtxB, 6 P—KR4, Kt—K5; 7 KtxKt, QxP; 8 Kt—) B3,
4, 9P—K 3,B—Kt2; 10P—R5,Kt—B3; 11 Q—Q2, B—B 4 F. Kashdan
—Fine, New York, 1938
(k) Alekhine—Griinfeld, Vienna, 1922.
() A valuable improvement upon6 B—Kt2; 7 0—0—O, Kt—B 3; 8 P-—K 3,
B—B4; 9 P—B3 4. Lundin—Spielmann, Stockholm, 1933,
(m) Sprelmann—Van den Bosch, 4th match game, 1934. Black has a winning
attack. The continuation was 14 Px P,Q—R 6ch; 15 K—Kt1, KtxP!; 16 Kt—K 2
0—0;: 17Q—B1, Q—Kt5; 18 Q—B4, QxQ; 19 Px0Q, KtxP. etc.
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KING’S INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, Kt—K B3; 2 P—QBy4, P—K Kt 3.

GRUENFELD DEFENCE
3 Kt—Q B3, P—Q4.

136 137 138 139 140
4 B—B4....... Cevereenceetasaaans ceresesans ..P—K3
B—Kt 2 (a) B—Kt2
P—K3 Kt—B
5 0_03 ® b 3
6 Q—Kt3(C)eeereensanneneerenes vee...Kt—B3? Q—Kt3
P—B3eeereressnneense . .PXP(R) P—Bg4! P—B3
7 Kt—B 3 KBxP(#) PxQP B—Q2
PXP (@) QKt—Qz KtxP P—Kt3 @)
8 BxP Kt—B 3 B—K 5 PxP
QKt—Q2...P—QKtg? Kt—Kt3 KtxKt PxP
9 0—0O B—K2 B—K 2 Px Kt Kt—K 5
Kt—Kt 3 B—K 3 B—K3 PxP B—Kt 2
¥0o B—K2 Q—B2 Q—B 2 BxB B—Kt 5
B—K 3 P—Kts KKt—Q4 KXxB P—QR3 (m)
11 Q—B2 Kt—Q R4 B—Ks5 BPxP B—K2
QKt—Q4 () Q—R 4 R—B1 Q—R4ch QKt—Qz2
12 B—K5 Kt—Bs! KtxKt 0—Q2 Ktx Kt
B—B4 B—B1 Qx Kt Kt—B 3 Ktx Kt
13 Q—Kt3 0—O+ (g) BxB{()) B—K 2 P—By
O—Kt3=(f) Q~Rich= R—Q1F (k) P—K3=(n)

@) It 4.., K—R4?; 5 B—K5, P—B3, 6 B—Kt3, KtxB; 7 RPxKt,
; 8 P—K3, B—Kt2; 9 B—Q3+. Euwe—Alekhme 14th match game,

1935 Or4 .,PxP; 5P—K3(5Q—R4ch,P—B3; GQxB P Q——Kts =), Kt—Q 4
6B—K5, P—K B3; 7 B—Kt3, Ktx Kt; 8 Px Kt, P—Q K 9 P—QR 4!+, for
if9...P—B8?; 10 PxP, PxP; 11 -—B3++ (Euwe).

(b)SB-—KS PxP; 6 P—K3,0— 7thP OKt—QZ 8 Kt—B 3, P—B 4;
9 0—0 %. Colle—Grunreia, Baden-Baden 1920. , P—B3 followed by 6.. 0—0
is better here, and sufficient for equality.

(¢) Winning the Pawn leads to no lasting advantage for White. After 6 Px P,
Ktx P; 7 Ktx Kt, Q x Kt; 8 B x P, there can follow either (1)8 , Kt—R 3;9 B—Kt3,
B—B4; 10 P—Q R QR—BI 11 Kt—B3, R—B7; 12 B—03 Rx KtP;

18 0—0 = Kasbdan—bdmasxere, Milwaukee, 1935. (Flohr—Botvinmk, Avro,
rauQBth QOxKtP; 10Q—B3 QxQ 11 Kth,PxB 12 0—0, B—Kt2;
13 Kt—K5, P—B3; 14 Kt——-Q 3. ) ( )'8.., Ki—B3; 9 Kt—B3, B—Kt5+

10B—K 2,Q R—B1; 11 B—Kt3 Q—-R4ch 12 Kt—-Q2 BxB 13QxB, P—K 41
with sufficient compensatxon for the Pawn. leg—Hellmg, Lexpzxg, 1928.

(2) An unusual alternative 158 7 , Q—R4; 8 Kt—Q2, Q Kt—0Q2; 9 B—K2,
R—Kl 10 Px P, KtxP; 11 Kt—B 4, Q—Q l 12 Ktx Kt’ Px Kt; 13 Kt.—-QZ
P—K 4! =. Lisitzin—Romanovsky, Moscow, 1935.

(¢ Better than 11. , KKt—Q4; 12 B—Kt3, R—B1; 13 P—K 4, Kt—B 2;
34 KR—Q1, P—KR3; 15 Kt—K35, Q—K1; 16 P—Q R4 . Fme—Keres,
‘Semmermg—Baden, 1937.

(f) Capablanca—Flohr, Semmering-Baden, 1937,

) Euwe—Mikenas, Stockholm, 1937.
But not 6 , P—B4?; 7BPxP PxP; 8 PxP, QKt—Q2; 9 B—K2,
Kt— t3; 10B—B 3 +. Loveu.ﬁsch——Botvmmk 13th match game, 1937. Or7 QPxP,

Kt—K5; 8 PxP, Q—R4; 9 Kt—K2, KtxQBP; Q—B4, Q Kt—R3.
Capablasllca—Flohr Avro, 1938, Flohr says 10 ., P—K 4 was better 3 if 11 P—Q Kt 4,
(1) Better than 7 Qx P, P—B3; 8 Kt—B3, B—K3; 9 Q—Q3, Kt—Q4;

10B—K5,BxB, 11 Ktx B, Kt—QZ 12 Ktx Kt, QxKt; 13 B—K2, KR—Q1 =

Euwe—Flobhr, Semmermg, 1937.
(1) Reshevsky—-Santasxere, New York, 1938. Continued 13,.,, KxB?;

14 P—Q Kt
(k) Ehskases—Flohr, Semmering-Baden, 1937.

Notes ctd. on p. 217.
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KING'S INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Qy4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—Q B4, P—KKt3.

GRUENFELD DEFENCE
3 Kt—Q B3, P—Q4.

141 142 143 144 145
4 P—K3
B—Kt2iieeeriiieaeoseesnsseseeeee . .P—B3(g)
5 Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3
0—O B—Ktz2
6 Q—Kt3 B—Q3
P—B3ieeeterasnnnnnnnn. P—K3 () O—O (4
7 B—Q2 L—K 2 0—0
P—Kt3.....P—K 3 P—Q Ktz P—K3(f)...B—B34
8 B—K2 B—Q3 0—-0 P—QKt3 PXxP (k)

B—Ktz2 QKt—Q2 B—Ktz2 QKt—Q2 BxB

9 0—O 0—0 R—Q1 Q—K 2 QxB
QKt—Q2 P—Kt3() QKt—Q2 R—KI PxP

10 KR—Q1i(a) PXP B—Q2 B—Kt2 Q—Kts
PxP KPxP P—B 4 P—Kt 3 Q—Q2

11 BXP P—K 4 PxQP QR—Q1 QxQ
Kt—K1! PxP KtxP B—Kt2 QKtxQ

12 QR—B1 KtxP PxP Kt—K 5 P—Q Kt3
Kt—Q 3 P—B 4! KtxBP Ktx Kt KR—B1

13 B—K2 KtxKtch QO—R3 Px Kt B—Kt2

P-QB4 = (b) Ktx Kt (d) O—Kiri=(f) Kt—Qz=(j) P—K3 = ()

(a) Or10P—QR4,PxP; 11 Bx P, Kt—K 1; 12P—R5, P—Q Kt 4; 13 P—RS,
B—B1; 14 B—K 2, Kt—B 2; 15 Kt—K 4, Ktx P =. Ragosin—Spielmann, Moscow,
1935,
b) Bogatyrchuk—Spielmann, Moscow, 1935
¢) Weaker1s9 , Kt—Kt3; 10 KR—Q1,PxP; 11 BxBP, KtxB; 12Qx Kt,
Kt—Q 2?; 13 P—K4, Q—B2; 14 P—K 5 4. Fine—Lilienthal, Moscow, 1937.

(4) 14 PxP, PxP; 15 KR—Q11, B—K3; 16 Q—R3, Kt—Q4!. Fine—
Mikenas, Kemer, 1937, Black’s weak Pawn-position 1s sufficiently counterbalanced by
the aggressive placement of his pieces.

(¢) Inferioris6. ,PxP; 7Bx P, Q Kt—Q2; 8 Kt—K Kt 5! (8 0—O0, Kt—Kt 3;
9 B—K2, B—B4; 10 B—Q 2, Kt—K 5 =. Elskases—Keres, Semmering-Baden,
1937), P—K3 (8 ., Q—K1; 9 Kt—Kt5+); 9 BxP, PxB, 10 Ktx P, Q—K 2;
11 Ktx P disch, K—R1; 12Ktx R, Kt—Kt51; 13P—KR3!'KtxBP; 14R—B1,

—R5; 15 K—K 2+, since the complications are i1n White’s favour.

f) Flobr—Botvinnk, 12th match game, 1933.

igg The Schlechter Variation. The position can also arise from the Slav Defence:
1 P—Q4, P—Q4; 2 P—QB4, P~QB3; 3 Kt—KB3, Kt—B3; 4 Kt—B3,
P—XK Kt3. For variations with Q—XKt 3 see cols 141—142,

(h) 1£ 6.., QRKt—Q2?; 7 PxP, KtxP; 8 KtxKt, PxKt; 9 0—0, 0—O0;
10 0—Kt 3, Kt—B 8 (or 10 ., Kt—Kt1; 11 B—Q 2, Kt—B3; 12 KR—B 1, B—B 3}
18 R—B5+. Flohr—Sultan Khan, 6th match game, 1931); 11 B—Q 2, Kt—K5;
12 K R—Q 12, KtxB; 18 RxKt,Q—Q3; 14 R—Q B 1 4. Rubinstein—Bogoljuboff,
Vienna, 1922.

(a On7 ,P—Kt3; 8 P—Q Kt3,P—B4; 9 PxBP? (9 B—Kt2 is preferable),
Kt—K5; 10 BxKt, PxB; 11 QxQ!, RxQ; 12 Kt—Q4, PxP; 13 KKt—K2,
B—Kt5 F. Botvinmik—Ldovenfisch, 10th match game, 1937,

(/) Botvinnik—Lovenfisch, 12th match game, 1987,

(k) Better than8 BxB,PxB; 9 Px P, Px P; 10 Q—Kt 3, P—Kt3; 11 B—Q2,
Kt—B3; 12 KR—B1, Q—Q2; 18 B—K1, P—K3 F. W, A, Farrhurst—Flohr,
Folkestone, 1933. X

(l) Euwe—Flohr, Zurich, 1934.
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KING'S INDIAN DEFENCE
1 P—Qg4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—Q B4, P—K Kt3.

GRUENFELD DEFENCE
3 Kt—Q B3, P—Q 4.

146 147 148 149 150
4 Q—Kt3eeiiiininnnnn heeaee veee...Kt—B3
PxP........P—B3 B—Kt2..... P—B3
5 QXBP Kt—B3 (f). .B—B4 PXP () PXxP (m)
B—K3 (@ B—Ktz PxP KtxP PXxP (n)
6 Q—XKtsch(d) PxP (8) QxBP P—XKt3 Q—Kt3
Kt—B 3 B—K3 0—0 B—Kt2

7 Kt—B 3 B—Kt 5 Q—Q3 B—Ktz2 B—B4
Kt—Q 4! (¢) Kt—B 3! Kt—Q 4 P—Q B4 O0—0

8 KtxKt(d) P—K3! Ktx Kt 0—0 P—K3
BXKt Kt—QR4 PxKt Ktx Kt Kt—B 3
9 P—K3 B—Ktsch O—Ktsch PxKt P—KR3
P—K 3! K—B1 Q—Q2 Kt—B3 (k) Kt—Q R 4
10 B—Q2 Q—B2 P—K 3 P—K3 Q—R 3
P—QR3 B—Bg4  QxQ Q—Ry  B—Bg
Iir Q—R 4 B—Q3 BxQch Q—Kt3 B—Kz2
B—Q3 BxB B—Q2 R—Kt1 P—QR3
12 B—K2 QxB B—0Q3 B—R3() O—O
0—0 Kt—B 5 Kt—B3 P—Bs5s P—QKtg F
13 Q—B 2 P—QKt3 + Kt—Kz24(5) Q—Kt2 (0)
Kt—Kt5F (¢) () B—B4 =
(@) 5 ., B—Kt 2 leaves White in command of more space, but this advantage may
easily prove to be of ephemeral value, E.g., 6 P—K — 7 Kt—B 3, P—Kt 3}
8B—B4,P—B4!, 9PxP, B—R3; 10 Q— xQ;IthxQ,BxB 12RxB

Kix P! F. Botvmmk—Lovenﬁsch, Russian hampxonshlp, 1933.

(6) An alternative 1s 6 Q—R4ch, B—Q2; 7 Q—Kt3, B—B3; 8 Kt—B3,
B—Kt2; 9 P—K3,0—0; 10 B—K 2, Q Kt-—-Q 2; 11 0—0, Kt—Kts 12 Q—B 2,
Q Kt—Q 4 , 138 Kt—K 5 ;}; Fme-—F]ohr, Semmermg Baden, 1937.

(c) Not7..,R—Q Kt1?; 8 Kt—K 5, B—Q2; 9 KtxB, Qx Kt; 10 P—Q5 +.
Euwe—Alekhme, 2nd match game, 1935.

(d) This is weak. 8 P—K 4, Kt—Kt5; 9 Q—R 4, B—Q 2; 10 Q—Q 1 is slightly
in White's favour.

(¢) Feigin—Flohr, Kemeri, 1937.

(f) 15 PxP, KtxP!; 6 P—K3, Kt—Kt3; 7 Kt—B 3, B—Kt2; 8 B—K 2,
B—K3; 9 Q—B2, B—B5; 10 0—0, 0—0; 11 R—Q1 B xB =. Lovenfisch—
Splelmann, Moscow, 1935, 5 BKt5 allows Black to obtain a strong 1mmitiative by 5,
PxP! (mfenor 185 ,B—Kt2; 6 P—K3,0—0; 7PxP, KtxP; 8 Ktx Kt, Px Kt
9 Kt—K 2, Q—R 4¢h; 10 Kt—B 3, P_K3; 11 B—K 2, Kt—B3; 12 0—0C .
LdvenﬁschnFIohr, Moscow 1935); 6 Q xB P, P—Q Kt4; 7 Q-—Q 3, B—B 4; 8Q—Q1,
P-—Kts, 9 Kt—R 4 (9 B'x Kt, Px Kt!+), Kt—K5, ete.

ﬁ ) 6 P—K 3, 0—0; 7 B— P—K3,8B—Q3 P—Kt3; 9 0—0, B—Kt2;
10QR—Q1,Q Kt—-Q 2; 11PxP, KPx P; 12P—K 4, Reshevsky——Flohr, Avro, 1938,

) Petrov—Landau, Kemer1, 1937.

i) Reshevsky—Mikenas, Hastings, 1937-38.

(7) Alternativesare: (1) 5 B—Kt5, Kt—K5; 6 PxP, Ktx B; 7 Ktx Kt, P—K 3;
8 Kt—B3, PxP; 9 P—K 3, 0—0; 10 B—~K2, P—QB3; 11 0—0O, Q—K 2 =
Lasker—Botvmmk Nottmgham, 1936. (2)5P—K 3,0—0; 6B—Q 3, P—B4; 7 0—0
g?PxBP PxP, SBxP ngch 9 Kx Q was better), PxQ P; 8 Ktx P, Kt—B 3;

Ktx Kt, Px Kt 10 P—K 3, B—K3, 11 PxP, PxP =. Flohr—Bogoljuboff,
Bled, 1031, (3) 5 )—Kt3, P—B3; 6 B—B 4, PxP, 7QxBP,B—K3, 8 Q—
Kt—Q4; 9 2, Kt—Kt5; 10 Q—Kt'1, P—Q B4; 11 PxP, Q Ki— 3
12 P—K 4. Euwe—Botvmmk Avro, 1938. Euwe—Landau, Hastings, 1938-39, ran
5 ,PxP; 6QxB , B—K 3; 7 Q—Kt5 ch, Kt-BS, 8Qx P, B—Q2; 9 Q—Kt3,
R—Q Ktl; Q——Q 1, B—B 4; 11 Q—R4, Q—0Q 2. Here6. , 0—0; 7 B—
B4, P—BS: 8 Q—Kt3, Q—Kt3 9 P-—K3 B—K3; 10 Q—R 3, P—Q R4, is
Klein—Szabo 1n the same tournament.

(k) Betterthan9 .,PxP; 10 Ktx P!, Q—B 2;11 0—Kt 3, Kt—B 3; 12 Kt x Kt,
Px Kt; 18 B—B4 P—K4; 14 B—K 3 -j- Keres—-Mxkeneh, Hastings, 1937-38.

Notes ctd. on p. 218

)
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TCHIGORIN’S DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—Q B4 (2), P—Q3.

151 152 153 154 155
3KEt—0QB3. ittt it .Kt—K B3
QKt—Q2.. P—-K4 ver..B—Bg B—B 4......B—Kts
4 P—K 4 P—Kg4! (c) P—KKt3 Kt—Bj3 Kt—B 3 (j)
P—K 4 QKt—Qz (d P—B 3 QKt———Qz (%) Q Kt—Q 2
5 P—Qs5s Kt—B 3 B—Ktz2 Kt—KR4 P—K4
Kt—B4 B—Kz2 QOKt—Q2(g) B—Kt3 P—Ka4
6 P—B3 P—KKt3(¢) P—K 4 KtxB B—K:2
B—K2 0—0 B—Kt 3 RPxKt B—K 2
7 B—K 3 B—Ktz2 KKt—K2 P—KKt3z O0O—O (k)
0—0 P—B3 P—K 4 P—K 4 0—0O
8 P—QKtg4! O0—O P—KR3 B—Kt2 B—K3
QKt—Q2 Q—Bz2 Q—Kt3 P—B3 P—B3
9 B—Q3 P—KR3 0—0O P—Qs Kt—K1
Kt—K1 R—K1 0—0—0 P—B4 BxB
10 KKt—K2 B—K3 P—Qs5 P—K 4 QxB
P—K Kt3 B—B1 Kt—B 4 B—K 2 R—K1
11 0—O0 K—R2 B—X3 0—O0 R—Q1
P—QRg4? P—-Q Ktz PxP P—R 3 B—B1
12 P-QR34 (b)) R-QB1+(f) BPXxP4+ B—K3 _P—B3% ()
Q—R4=1()

(a) 2 Kt—K B3, P—Q3; 3 Kt—B3, B—B4, 4 Kt—K R4, P—K3; 5 KtxB,
Px Kt; 6 Q—Q3,Q0—Q2, 7 P—K Kt3, P—Q4; 8 B—Kt2, P—B3 = Samisch—
Réti, Pist an 1922, Anothergossxbxhty here 153 P—K 3, P—B3; 4 B—Q 3, P—K4;
5 Q Kt—Q 2, Q——B B—Kt5; 7 P—Q Kt3, B—K2 =. Flohr—SAm:sch,
Swinemiinde, 1930

(b) Continued 12, , Kt—Kt2; 18 B—R 6, P—B 8; 14 Q—Kt3!. Capablanca—
Rumin, Moscow, 1936.

(¢) Weak 1s 4 PxP?, PxP; § Qchh, KxQ; 6 Kt—B3, KKt—Q2;
7P—K Kt3,P—KB3; 8 B—Kt 2, P—B3; 90—0, K—B 2; 10P—Q R 3,Kt—Kt3;
11 P—Kt3, B—K B4 =F Ragosm—Kan Moscow 1936. And 4 Kt—B31s too passive:

QKt—Q ; 5§ P—KKt3, PxP; 6 Ktx P, P—B3!; 7 B—Kt2, Kt—ht3,
8 Q Q 3, P—Q 4 F. Euwe——Rén Mahrisch- Ostrau, 1923.

(d)O PxP; 5 QxP, Kt—B 3; 6 Q—Q1, P—KKt3; 7 KKt—K2,
B—Kt2; 8 P—B 3 +. Alatorzeﬁ—Rumm, Leningrad, 1934.

0 3 (e) %qual]y good 1s 6 B—K2, 0—0; 7 0—0, R—K 1; ; 8 B—K 3, Kt—Kt5;

+
Ef) Rubinstein—Przepiorka, Ma.nenbad, 1925.
¢) 5. , P—K 4 is playable. 1f 6 PxP, PxP; 7 QxQch, KxQ; 8 Kt—B3,
Q Kt—Q 2 ==. Rabinovitch—Capablanca, Moscow, 1925 —The column 1s Alekhine—
Janowski, New York, 1924,

(k) Or4 .,P—KR3; 5§ P—K3 (aftet 5 P—K Kt 3, P—B 3 6 B—Kt2, Q—B1;
7P—KR3,QKt——Q2 8Kt—Q P—K 4; 9 P— QSB —K2; 10P—K 4, B—R2;
11 Q—K 2, 0—0; 2 Kt—B 1, Px P Black has a strong initiative. Grunfeld—-Rétx,
Pistyan, 1922 Q Kt—Q 2; 6 B—Q 3, BxB; 7 Qx B, P—K 4 =. Grunfeld—Réti,
Carlsbad, 192 3

1) Gmnfeld—Lasker, Mahrisch-Ostrau, 1923.

7) Weakerxs4 —Kt3,Bx Kt!(or4..,Q—B1; 5P—KR3,B—B4; 6 Kt—B 3,
Q Kt—Q 2; P—Kt4, B—Kt 3; 8 B—B4 =. Alekhme—Rétx, Margate, 1923);
5§ KtPx B, Q—Bl 6P—B4 P—KKts, 7 B—Kt 2, P—B 3; 8 Kt—Q 2, B—Kt2;
9 0~0,0—0; 10 Kt—B 3 QKt-—QZ, 11 B—K 3, P—K3 lZQR—-—Bl R—Q1 :F
Appel—-Tartakover, Lodz, 1938.

(k) More aggressnve than 7 B—K 8, 0—~0; 8 P—KRS8,Bx Kt; 9 Bx B, R—K1;
10 P—Q 5, Kt—B 1;11 P—K Kt3, K Kt—Q 2;12 Q—Q 2 Kt—Kt3 =. Grunfeld—
Lasker, Moscow, 1925,

él) Continued 12 ,Q—R 4; 18 Kt—B2,QR—Q1; 14P—Q5,PxP; 15Ktx P,
R—B1; 16 Kt—B 3, P—Q R 3. Keres—Tartakover, Ostend 1937. "White's advantage
is difficult to mamntamn.
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BUDAPEST DEFENCE
1 P—Qg4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—Q B4, P—K4; 3 PxP.

156 157 158 159 160
3 Kt—Kt 5ereeeaeeacoessencencsoanscsonsssecsssess Kt—K5 (%)
4 P—K4iiiiiieeaeee. .. B—B4 (f) Kt—Qz2 ()
KtxK P (a) Kt—QB3 Kt—B 4
5 P—B4......Kt—Q B3 Kt—KB3 K Kt—B 3
KKt—B3 (b)) B—Q Kt5 B—Ktsch Kt—B 3
6 Kt—KB3(c) Kt—B 3 QKt—Qz2... Kt—B 3 P—K Kt3
B—Bg4 BxKtch Q—Kz2() Q—Kz2 Q—K2
7 Kt—B3  PxB P—QR3 0Q—Qs5 B—Kta2
P—Q3 Q—K2 K KtxP! BxKtch P—KKt3
8 P—QR3 B—K2 Ktx Kt! PxB Kt—QKtr1!
P—QR4+? 0O—O Ktx Kt Q—R6(3) KtxP
9 B—Q3 Kt—Q 4 P—K3 R—B1() 0O—0
O—g P—QQ3 BxKtch P—B3 KtxKtch?
0o Q—K2 0—0 QxB PxP PxKt!
B—KKts Kt—R 3 0—0 KtxP (B3) B—Ktz2
rr B—K3 P—B g4 B—K 2 Q—Q 2 R—K1
Kt—Q 5 Kt—B 3 P—Q3 P—Q3 Kt—K 3
12 Q—KB2z R—K1 0—O Kt—Q 4 Kt—B 3
BxKt Ktx Kt B—B4 0—0 0—O0
13 BXKt + (@) PxXKt 4 (¢) QR—B1 P—B3!+ Kt—Qs5+
QR—Qr=(h) (m)

(a) Best, If instead 4.., P—~K R4; 5 Kt—Q B3, Kt—Q B3 (or 5.., B—B 4;
6 Kt—R3, Kt—QB3; 7 Kt—Q5, KKtxKP; 8 B—Kt5 P—B3; 9 B—K3,
P—Q3; 10 KKt—B 4 +. Euwe—Mieses, Hastings, 1924); 6 Kt—R 3, K Ktx K P;
7 B—K2, P—Q3; 8 Kt—B4, P—KKt3; 9 O—O +. Simisch—Spielmann,
Copenhagen, 1923, Or4 ,P—Q3; 5 PxP, BxP; 6 B—K2, P—~KB4; 7 PxP,
Q—K 2; 8 Kt—K B3 (8 P-—B5 wins a piece, but exposes White to a strong attack),
BxP;9B~KKt5 Kt—KB3; 10 Kt—B 3, Kt—B3; 11 Kt—Q 5 +. Capablanca—
Tartakover, Kissingen, 1928,

(b) Superior to the alternative 5.., Kt—Kt3; 6 Kt—KB3, B—B 4; 7 P—BS5,
Kt—R5?; 8 Kt—Kt5!, Q—K2; 9 Q—Kt4+. Alekhine—Rabinovitch, Baden-
Baden, 1925. Playableis6. ,B—Kt5ch, 7 Kt—B 3 (7 Kt—Q 2, Q—K 2; 8 B—Q 3 ?,
(12(.)_(.'? 36 wxonsg awn for Black), Q—K 2; 8 B—Q3, BxKtch; 9 PxB, P—Q3;

(c) 6 B—K3,P~QR4; 7 Kt—K B3, Kt—R3; 8 Kt—B3,B—B4; 9 Q—Q2
is also in White'’s favour.

(d) Yates—Spielmann, Carlsbad, 1923,

(¢) Continued 13 ,QxP; 14 B—B3,Q—Kt3; 15B—R3,Q—B3; 16 0—Q 2,
P—B3; 17 P—Q5, P—B 4; 18 B—Kt 2. Tartakover—Tarrasch, Semmering, 1926.
[n the column 8 ., Ktx Ktch was better.

f) 4 Kt—KB3, B—B4; 5 P—K3, Kt—QB8; 6 B—~K2 KEKtxKP;
7 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt; 8 0—0, O—O leads to a level position, while 4 Q—Q 4 is too
impetuaus. After4 ,P—Q3!(4 ,P—KR4?; 5P—KR3, Kt—QB3; 6 Q—K 4,
KKtxKP; 7 P—B4, Q—R5ch; 8 K—Q1++); 5 PxP, BxP; 6 Kt—K B3,
O—0; 7 Kt—B 3, Kt—B3; 8 Q—Q 1, B—K3; 9 P—K3, Q—K2; 10 B—K 2,
Q R—Q 1 Black has a powerful attack.

(¢) If nstead 6 ., P—B3; 7 PxP, QxP; 8 P—K Kt3, Qx KtP; 9 B—Kt2,
P—03;100—0,0—0; 11 Kt—Kt3, Q—B 3; 12 Kt—Kt5, P—K R 3; 13 Kt—K 4,
Q—B2; 14 P—QR 3+. Rubinstein—Tartakover, Kissingen, 1928,

?}) White’s advantage is neglyzible.

i) If 8§ , P—B3; 9 PxP, KtxP(B3); 10 Q—Q1, Kt—K5; 11 P—K 3,
P—Q3; 12 B—Q3, Kt—B4; 13 B—B2, 0—0; 14 0—O+. Simonson—Kevitz,
2nd match game 1936

1 om p 218
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1 P—Q4, Kt—K B3,

BLUMENFELD COUNTER

GAMBIT
o lx;()slB 162 163 164 165
2 P—0B4.ieuniininn., e, ....Kt—K B
P—K3 P—B4 3
3 Kt—K B3 P—OQ 5 (1)
P—By4 P—Q 3 (%)
4 P—Q 5 P—Bg4......Kt—B 3
P—Q Kty P—K4  B—Bg4 (m)
5 B—Kt 5 (a) Kt—B 3 Kt—Q 2
KPxP..... P—KR3...0—R4ch B-—Bg4 P—K Ktg
6 PxQP BxKt Q0—Q2 P—K Ktz P—K4
P—KR3 QxB QxQch P—KR3 B—Kt3
7 BxKt Kt—B 3 QKtxQ B—Kt2 B—Kz2
QxB P—Kt 5 PxQP((h) P—KKtgq B—Ktz2
8 Q—Bz2 () Kt—Kts; BxKt Kt—Q 2 0—O
P—Q3 Kt—R 3 PxB B—Kt2 QKt—Q 2
9 P—K 4 P—K 4 PxQP P—K 4 R—K1
P—R 3 P—K4(f) B—QKtz B—Q2 0—O0
10 P—Q R4 P—K Ktz P—Kg4! Kt—B1 B—B1
P—Kts P—Kt 4 P—QR3 Kt—R 3 Kt—K 4
II Q Kt—Q2(c) B—R 3 Kt—R 4 Kt—K 3 Kt—B 3
—Kt 5(d) E—KQKt 2 P—Q3 Q—Bz2 Ktx Ktch
1z B t—Q 2 P—R4+ (i) Q—K24 () Qx Kt
Kt—Q2=(e) Q—QKt3(g) %—K R3 =
()
a) Undoubtedly strongest Iterna
Y ; b JB08: 8 KBy tlcg-e—soa;res 8% ;xnlilzpc’tg,l) ;(opﬁfgprgtgi

Kt—Q2, 11 B—Kt2, Q—K2; 12 0—0, QR—Q1; 13 Q—B2, P—K4
%arrasch-—-Alekhme, P:styan, 1922, (2) 5 Kt—B3, P-gKtsl, GQKt-—QR4, Px :I”:,
7 PxP, P—Q3; 8 B—Kt5, B—K2; 9 P—K 3, 0—0O; 10 B—Q B4, Q Kt—0Q 2;
11 0—0, B—Kt2; 12 P—K R 3, Kt—Kt3 F. H Stemer—Samusch, Berlin, 1930.
(8) 5 P—K4, KtxKP; 6 QPxP BPxP; 7 B—Q3, Kt—KB3; 8 Kt—Kt5}

—K2; 9 PxP, P—Q4; 0 0—0O, P—K Kt 3; 11 R—K 1, KB—Kt2 =,
ubmstem—Tartakover Tephtz-Schonau, 1922.
(b) 1£8 Kt—B 3, P—Kts 9 Kt—Kt S5, Q—Q Kt 3;10Q—R 4,P—R 38;11 P—K 4,
B—Xt 2, and the White Kt has no escape.
) 11 P—KR 3 1s superior, and sufficient to give White an advantage.
d) 1{12P—K 5,0—K 2 !(bufnotlz ,PxP; 13Kt—K 4,0—K 2, 14P—Q6+);
13 Q—K 4, Bx Kt; 14 Ktx B, Kt—Q 2 =.
(e) Kmoch——prelmann, Semmermg, 1926. 13 Kt—XK Kt 1 1s now best.
(f) If9 QxhtP 0B—Q3,P—Q3; 11 0—0, B—Q 2; 12Q—R 4, Q—R 6;
13 Q x Kt, x ; 14 Kt—B 7ch+. Hellmg——Leonhardt Berlin, 1928,
g) 13 Q—R 4+. M. E. Goldstein—G. E. Smuth, London, 1922.
h) Or7 ,PxBP, 8Bx Kt, PxB; 9 P—K4{4, P—B4; 10 Bx P+. Grinfeld—
Rabinovitch, Baden-Baden, 1925.
Ié1) Continued 12, , P—Kt5; 13 Kt—B4, K—Q1; 14 B—K2, P—KR 4;
15 Kt—B 5, Marshall-—-Hanauer, New York, 1937.
(]) Tlus position can also arise from the Benoni Counter-Gambt : 1 P—Q4,
P— ; 2'P—Q5, Kt—KB3; 3 Kt—K B3.
k , P—Q Kt4, 4 P—B 4!, B—Kt2 (for 4 ., P—K 3 se> > cols. 161—163) ,
5P——QR4! PxBP GKt—B P—K 7 P—K4, Ktx I ; 3 Ktx Kt, Px P
9 Kt—B3, P—Q5; 10 BxP, Pth 11 BxPch, Kx 12 Q—Ktsch+
Rubmstem-—Splelmann, Vienna, 1922.
) Bogoljubnff—Hromadka Pistyan, 1922
(m) P—K Kt3; 5§ P—K Kt3, B—B4; 6 B—Kt2, Kt—R3; 7 0~—0,
—Q2; 8 R—K 1, Kt—K5; 9 Kt—Kt1, B—R 6, 10B—R 1, B—Kt2; ;11K Kt—Q2,
t—B 3 with a good posmon Euwe—Mle:es Schevemngen, 1923,
(n) Grunfeld~-Spielmann, Pistyan, 1922
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1 P—Q 4.
166 167 168 169 170
1 Kt—KB3.......... Cereieneann A = L O
2 Kt—K B3 Kt—Q 2 (2)
P—K 3 (@) P—Q B4
3 P—K3...... B—Kts PxP
P—B4 () P——QKt3 (@) . P—B 4 Q—R ¢4
4 P—QKt3 P—Kg3 P—K 3 (f) P—Q B3
PxP B—Ktz2 Q—Kt3..... PxP QxP (Bgy)
5 PxXP B—Q3 Q—B1 PXP P—K Kt3
P—Q Ktz B—K2 Kt—K 5 B—K 2 Kt—K B 3
6 B—Ktz2 QKt—Qz2 B—KB4 QKt—Q2 B—Ktz2
B—Ktz2 P—Q3 P—Q4 P—0Q3 P—Q4
7 QKt—Qz2 0O—O B—Q3 P--B3 KKt—B3
B—Kz2 QKt—Q2 QKt—Q2 QKt—Q2 Q—Bz2
8 P—By4 P—K 4 0—0 B—Q3 0—O
0—0 P—Kg4? B—Q3 P—Q Ktz Kt—B3
9 B—Q3 R—K 1 BxB Kt—B 4 P—Kg4!?
P—Q3 Kt—Kt 5 QxB B—Kt2 B—K 2
10 0—O BxB P—Bg4 Q—K 2 PxP
QKt—Qz2z QOXB 0—0 Q—B2 KtxP
11 R—K1 Kt—B 4 Q—B2 0—0 Kt—B 4
R—K1 o0—0 KKt—B3 . 0—0 o0—0
12 Kt—B1 () Q—Q2+ (¢) BPXP KR—K1 Kt—K3
P—Q 4 = KPxP(g) KR-Ki=(k) Kt-B3 F ()
(a) 2 P—Q Kt 4 (the Polish Defence); 3 P—K3 (or 3 B—B 4, B—Kt2;
4 P—K3, 'P— —Q R 5 QKt—Q2, P—K3; 6 B—Q3, P—B 4. Torre—Dus-

Chotxmu:sky, Moscow 1925) P—QR3; 4 B—Q 3, B—Kt2; 5 Q Kt—Q 2, P—K 3;

6 0—O0, P—B4; 7 P—B4 KtPxP; 8 KtxP, Kt—B3, 9 P—Q Kt3, Q—B 2;
10 B-—Kt2 PxP; 11 Px P, Kt—Q Kt5 =. Sir G. A. Thomas—S amisch, Marienbad,
1925. Or 2 Kt—K 5 (somet:me< called the Dory Defeuce); 3 K Kt—Q 2, P—Q) 4;
4 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 5 Kt—B3, B—B4; 6 P—K Kt4!, BxP; 7 KtxP, P—K 4;
8PxP, chh 5 KxQ, Kt—B 3; 10 P—K B 4,0—0—0O ch; 11 B—Q 2, Kt—Q 5;
12 Kt— 2 +. Keres—Becker, V:enna, 1937

b) 3.., P—Kt3 transposes mnto the Colle System cols. 5—86.

c) Better 12 Q—B2,QR—B1; 13QR—Q —Q 4, 14 Q—-Ktl (Tartakover).
The column is Rubmstem—prelmann, Klssmgen, "1928.

(@) Or3 ., P—KR3; 4 B—R 4, P—Q Kt3; SQKt—Qz B—Kt2; 6 P—K'3,
B—K2, 7 B—Q 3, P—Q 3, 8P—B3,0—0, 9 P—K R 3, P—B 4; 10 0—0, Kt—B 3+
11 Q—K 2, Kt—K R 4; i2 Bx B, Qx B; 13 B—R 6, Kt—B 3 =. Capablanca—
Nimzovitch, New York, '1927.

(¢) Keres—Petrov, Semmenng Baden, 1937.

(f) Altemanves a.re (1) 4 P—B3, Q—Kt3 (4.., P—KR37?; 5 Bx Kt, Qx B;
6 P—K4,Q0—Q1, 7P—0Q5, Q—B 2 ; 8 Kt—R3!+ Alekhine—A. Stemner, Kemerx,
1937), 5@—32 PxP; 6 KtxP, Kt—B3; 7 P—K 3, P—Q 4; 8 Kt—Q 2, B—Q 2.,

Q Kt—B 3?, Kt—K5; 10 B—KB4, P—B3+. Marsha.ll—Capablanca, New York,
1927 (2)4P—K4 P—KR3; 5§ BxKt, QxB; 6 P—K3S5, Q—Ql; Kt—B3
ng P; 8 KtxP, Kt—B3; 8 Ktx Kt, KtPx Kt =. Torre—Samisch, Manenbad
192

(g) Continued 18 Px P, Ktx P; 14 Kt—B3, B—K 3 =. Alekhine—Spielmann,
Semmering, 1926. The 1solated Pawn 1s no handicap 1n this position.
(k) Torre-—Lasker, Moscow, 1925.
(1) 2 Kt—KB3, P—QB4; 3 P—B4, PxP; 4 KtxP, P—K4'?; 5 Kt—B 2,
Kt—QB3; 6 Kt—B 3, Kt—B 3 7 P—K Kt3, BB 4; 8 B—Kt 2, P—-Q 3; 9 0—0,
0—0; 10 B—K 3, BxB; 11 KtxB, B—K3; 12 O—~Q2 +. Grinfeld—Alekhine,
Amsterdam, 1936. Or 2 P—Q B4, B—Kt5ch}; ; 8 Kt—B3, P—KB4; 4 Q—Kt3,
% 5P—Q R3S, Bx Ktch; 6 Qx B, Kt—K B 3; 7 P—K Kt 3, P—Q 3. Euwe---
eres, Avro, 1938.
(§) Mikenas—Alekhine, Warsaw, 1935.
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BENONI COUNTER GAMBIT
1 P—Q4, P—Q Bg4.

1 172 178 174 175
2 P—Q 5 (a)
P—K 4 (b)
3 P—K4iiiiiiieeiiiienieniiiniieees . . P—QBy4....Kt—K B3
P—Q3 P—Q3 P—Q3
4 Kt—QB3...B—Q3......P—KB4 Kt—QB3 P—KKt3
B—Kz2() P—QR3 PXxP Kt—KB3 (k) P—K Kt3
5 B—Q3 P—QR4 BxP P—KKt3 () B—Ktz2

B—ht 4 Kt—K 2 Q—Rj5ch(f) P-KKt3(m) B—Kt2
6 Kt—B 3 Kt—K 2 P—Kt3 B—Ktz2 Kt—B 3

BXB Kt—Kt 3 Q—K2 B—Kt2 Kt—K 2
7 OXB Kt—R 3 Kt-KB3!(g) P—K 4 0—0
Kt—KR3 B—Kz2 QxPch(x) O—O 0—0
8 P—KR3 Kt—QB4 K—B:2 KKt—Kz2 Kt—Qz2
P—B4 0—0 Kt—KB3(%) QKt—Q2 P—By4
9 O—Kts! 0—O0 B—R3! 0—0 Kt—B 4
0—0 Kt—Q2 K—Q1 Kt—K 1 P—QR3
10 QXQ B—Q2 Kt—B 3 B—K3 P—Q R4
RXQ P—Q Ktz Q—Kt3 R—Kt 1 P—Kt3
11 Kt—K Kts P—Q B3 BxB Q—Qz2 B—Kt s
P—K Ktz R—KtrI KxB P—QR3 R—R 2

12 P—B4! 4+ (d) P—Q Kt4:(}:) R—K1+4+ ())P—QR4 f_h) Q—Q2 + (1)
e n

(a) The most aggressive reply. 2 P—K 8, P—Q 4 transposes into other variations
of the Queen’s Gambit or Queen’s Pawn Game, 2.., PxP, 8 PxP, P—Q 4 mto a
vanatmn of the Caro-Kann Defence.

() 2.., Kt—KB3; 38 Kt—KB3 transposes into cols. 164—165.

(¢ 4 , P—B4; 5 B—Kt5ch, K—B2! (5.., B—Q2?; 6 Px P+) merits
consideration.

(@) Alekhine—Tartakover, Dresden, 1926.

; Kmoch—Alekhine, Amsterdam, 1936.
Kt—K 2, 6 Kt—K B3, Kt—Kt3; 7 B—Kt3, Kt—Q2; 8 Q Kt—Q2,
B—K 2; ‘9’Kt—B 4, Kt-—KtS 10 Kt—~K 3, 0—0 11 B—Q 3+. Fine—Santasiere
Mﬂwaukee, 1935.

(g) 1f nstead 7 Kt——QBa? P—K Kt4!; 8 B—K3, Kt—Q2; Kt—B3,
P—KR3, 10 0—Q2, K Kt—B3; 11 0—0—0, Kt—-KtS 12 B—K 2 B—Kt2;
13 K R—-Bl Ktx B =F Bogol)uboﬁ—Alekhme, 9th match game, 1934.

&Black has no good continuation. If 7.., B—Kt5, 8 Kt—B3, P—QR3
9 P—K R 3, Bx Kt; 10 QxB, Kt—Q2; 11 P——KR4 Kt—K4; 12 B x Kt, QxB
13 B—R 3, B—K 2; 14 0—0, B—B 3; 15 Kt—Q1!+4. hhskases-—Kroglus Mumch
1936, Or 7 o Kt-——KBs 8 Kt——B3 Ktx KP; 9 Ktx kt, Qx Ktch; 10 K—B 2,
B—Kt5, 11 B—Kt 5 ch, K—Q1l; 12 R——Kl Qxhtch 13 QxQ, BxQ,
14 R—K 8ch+. White has a paralysmg grip.

(1) Or8 ., B—Kt5; 9 B—Kt5ch, K—Q1; 10 R—K 1, QxKtch; 11 QxQ,
BxQ; 12R—K8ch, K—B2; 13RxB,BxP, 14 Kt—B 3, with a winning position.

(_7) 12 ., P—QR3; 13 Kt—Q R4, K—B2 (13 , Kt—-Q 2?; 14 Kt—R4,
Q—Kts 15 R—K 8ch+ +); 14 Ktx P. Enevoldsen—Winz, Woarsaw, 1935.

k) 4.., P—B4; 5P—K 4, Kt—KB3; 6 B—Q 3, P—B5; 7 Kt—B 3, B—Kt5;
8 B—K 2 B—K2; 9 B—Q2, QKt—Q2; 10 —_KR3 i. Belson—Santasxere,
M:lwaukee, 1935.

(1) Another good continuation is 5§ P—K4, B—K2; 6 KXKt—K2,0—03;
7 Kt—Kt8, P—QR3; 8 B—Q3, Kt—K1; 9 P—mKR4!, P—-Q Kt3; 10 B—K 3,
Kt—B 2; 11 Q—K2, R—K1; 12 Kt—B5+. Bastnkoff—-Panoﬁ 1938,

m) Or B—K2; 6 B—Kt2, 0—0; 7 P—KA4, Kt—Kl 8 K Kt—d(z

4; 9 O—O PxP; 10 Ktx P, B—B 4; 11 P-—-B4+ Becker—Grunfeld, 1922

}n) ’Rabinovitch—Miss Menchik, Moscow, 1935.

0) Bolbochan—Grau, 7th match game, 1935.
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DUTCH DEFENCE

1P—Q4,P—KBy4; 2 P—KKt3 Kt—KB3; 3 B—Ktz2, P—K3,
4 Kt—K B3, B—K2; 5 P—B4, 0—O.

176 177 178 179 180
6 0—O (a)
P—Q3iccieerneescosess Kt—K5(f). P—Q4
7 Kt—B 3 P—Qs5!(g) Kt—B3
Q—K1 B—B3 P—B3
8 R—K1.....P—Kt3(¢) Q—B2 R—Ktr....Q—Q3
Q—R 4 Q—R 4 P—Q R4 Q—K1 Kt—K 5
9 P—K 4 B—QR3 (d QKt—Q2 P—Bs5 Kt—K 5
PXxP QKt—Q2 Kt—B4 Q—R 4 Kt—Q2
10 KtxP Q—B2 P—K 4 P—Q Kt4 KEKtxKt
Ktx Kt Kt—Kts KtxP Kt—K 5 BxKt
11 RXKt QR—Q1 Ktx Kt Q—B 2 P—B 3
Kt—B 3 P—QR3 PxKt Kt—Q 2 Ktx Kt
12 B—B 4 KR—K1 QxP P—Kts Px Kt
B—B3 R—Ktr PxP B—B3 PxP
13 P-KR4 P—Kg4 QxQPch B—B4 QXQBP ()
P—XKRg PxP K—R1 Q—K 1!1(f) Q—Kt3 =
14 R—B1 KtxP Kt—Kt 5 B—B 7!
P—R 3 P—QKt3 Q—Kr1 R—B 2 (j)
15 P—Bs! £ () P—R3+ (¢) B—B4 =+ (%) B—R5
P—K3 = (A)

(a) 6 P—K 3, P—Q3; 7 Kt—B3, Q—K1; 8 Q—K2, Kt—B3?; 9 P—QS5,
Kt—Q1; 10 Kt—Q Kt5, Q—Q2, 11 Kt—Kt5, P—K4; 12 P—K4 + Grob—
Flohr, Rosas, 1935. Weaker 1s 6 Kt—B 3 ,P—Q3, 7B—B4, Q—K1; 8 QR—B]1,
Kt—B3; 9 P—Q 5, Kt—Q1; 10 Kt——Q Kt3, Q—Q2 11 Q—Kt3, P—QRS3;
12 Px P, Ktx P. Bogoljuboﬁ—Alekhme, 11th match game, 1934,

(b) Wmtet—Mxkenas Lodz, 1935.

(¢) The Fosmon 18 decxdedly 1 White’s favour, and the various alternatives are of
approx1mate equal value Besides the two lines given White can play (1) 8 Q—B 2
Kt—B , Q—R 4; 9 P—K4, Px P 1s better); 9 P—Q 5 (this1s unportant if,
mstead9 P—-—K4 PxP; 10 KtxP, P—K 4; 11 ><P PxP 12 B—K 3 Q——R4
13 Ktx Ktch, Bx Kt; 14 Kt—Q 2, B—Kt5 =. Herzog-—Flohr, Bad L\ebwerda
1934), Kt—Q hts 16 Q—Kt3, Kt—-RS 11 Px P, Kt—B4; 12 Q—B2, Bx P,
13 P—Kt3+. Fme—Bogoljuboff Nottmgham, 1936. (2) 8 Q—Kt3, k—Rl;

9 B—B4, QKt—Q2 10 Q R—K 1, Kt—R 4; 11 B—Kt5, P—B3, 12 P—K4,
P—Bs 13 Bx B, Qx B; 14 P—K 5 +. Pirc—Flohr, UJpest 1934.

(@) 'Weaker 15 9 B—Kt2, QKt—Q2; 10 Q—B2, Kt—Kt5; 11 P—KR3,
Kt—R3; 12 P—K 3, P—K Kt4 13 Kt—K 2, P—B3; 14 KR——Q 1, Kt—B 3 =.
(:mnfeld—Bogol]uboﬁ, Zandvoort, 1936.

(e) Alexander—Tartakover, Nottingham, 1936.

f) A variation ntroduced and recommended by Alekhine See also col. 187

{¢) Probably best. Alternatives that have been tried are - 1%7 —I\t 3, B—B3,

8 R—Q1, Q—K1; 9 Kt—B3, Kt—B3, 10 Kt—Q Kt5, 11 Q—B2
(11 P—QS was better), P—Q3; 12 P—QS Kt—Kt5; 13 Q—!\ta Kt—RS F.

Capablanca—Alehkhine, Nottmgham, 1936. (2) 7 Kt—K 1, P—Q 4; 8 P—B3,
Kt—KB3; 9PxP,PxP; 10 Kt—Q 3, P—Q Kt 3, 11 B—K 3, B—Q 3 ;12 Kt—B 3,
P—B3; 13 R—B 1, QO—K 2= Flohr-——Alekhme, Podebrady, 1936. (3) 7 Q Kt—Q 2,
B—B3; 8 Q—B2, P—Q4; 9 P—Kt3, P—B4; 10 B—Kt2, BPx P; 11 Ktx P,
Kt—B3; 12 QKtx Kt, BPxKt; 138 QR—Q1, Q—Kt3!=. Fie—Alekhine,
Amsterdam 1936

h) Reshevsk —Suesman, New York, 1938.

1) If 13 , KtxP? 14 Ktht KtxKt; 15 PxP+; or 14.., BPx Kt;
15 Qx Kt, Px Kt; 16 BX P +.

$]) Again not 14 , Q Ktx P ? because of 15 Kt—Q 1!, Kt—Q 2: 16 Px P+

k) Reshevsky——Botvmmk Nottingham, 1936.

(1Y Grunfeld—Tartakover, Teplitz- chonau, 1972,
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DUTCH DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, P—KB4; 2 P—KKt3 (a), Kt—K B3 (5); 3 B—Ktz.

181 182 183 184 185
3 P—K 3)eeereieiiinnnn Citererecaenanen ternesse s P—KKt3
4 (Kt—KB3)..Kt—K R 3 Kt—K R 3
(B—K 2) P—Q3......P—Q4......P—B4 B—Kt2
5 (P—B4)  0—O0 0—0 P—Qs5() P—QB4()
(0—0) B—Kz2 B—Q3 P—K 4 0—0
6 (0—O0) P—Q B4 P—QB4(g) Kt—B3 Kt—B 3
(P—Q 4) 0—0 P—B 3 P—Q3 P—Q3
7 (Kt—B3) Kt—B3 () Kt—B3 P—K4 0—0
(P—B 3) Q—Kr QKt—Q2 B—Kz2 Kt—B 3
8Q—Kt3() Kt—Bg 003  P—Bg P—Q s
—R 1 B—Q1! Kt—Ks Kt—Kts Kt—Kg4
9 Kt—K 5 P—K 4 P—B3 BPxP Q—Kt3
QKt—Q2 P—Kgy4l! Ktx Kt KtxKP KKt—Q2
10 Ktx Kt PxKP Px Kt 0—0O B—K 3
Ktx Kt QPxP B—Kz2 0—0 Kt—Kt s
11 R—Q1r Kt—Q 3 P—K 4 Kt—B 4 B—Q2
Kt—Kt 3 PxP Kt—Kt 3 PxP Kt—B 4
12 PXP QKtxP BPXxP BXxP Q—Bz2 4+ ()
KPxP Kt—B3 QBPxP B—Kts
13 Kt—R 4 R—K1 PxBP+ () Q—K1 + ()

Kt—B5=(d) Q—Kt3=(f)

(a) Some contmuatlons seldom encountered are: (1) 2 Kt—Q B3, P—Q 4 (2..,
Kt—KB3; 3 P—KKt4?, P—Q4; P—Kt5, Kt—K5; 5 Ktx Kt, BPx Kt;
6P—K B3,B—B4; 7 B—Kt 2, P—K 3+) 3B—XKt 5, P—B 3;4P—K 3, P—K Kt 3;
5 P—K R 4, P— K'R3; 6 B—KB4, B_Kt2; 7 Kt—B3, Kt—Q 2; 8 B—Q 3,
K Kt—-B3; 9 Rt—K 5, KtxKtF. Opocensky—Tartakover, Pistyan, 1922.
(2)2 Kt—K B 8, Kt—K B 3; 3P—Q 5, P—K Kt3, 4 P—K Kt 3,B—Kt2; 5B—Kt2;
0—0; 6 0—0, Kt—R 3; 7 P—B 4, Kt—B 4; 8'B—K 3, Q Ki—K 5; 9 Q Kt—Q 2,
P—B4; 10 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt; 11}9—32 +. Reshevsky—Haseniuss, Kemer1, 1937.

(b) An unusual defence is 2 ., P—Q Kt3; 38 B——-Kt 2, Kt—Q B3; 4 Kt—K B3,
P—K3; 5 0—0, B—Kt2; 6 P—B4, B—Q3; Kt—B 3, Kt—Bs; 8 P— Ra,
P—QR4; 9Kt—Q Kt5, 0-—0; 10Q—B 2, t—R2 11KtxB,Px Kt} 12B—
Spi ‘mann—Mieses, Tephtz-Schbnau, 1922.

(¢) This position 1s EPproxxmatcly even, and other contmuahons ield Just as httle
advantage as the text g ( ) 8 Q—B 2, Q—K 9 B—B 4 1;
10BxKt,BxB; 11PxP,KPxP?; 12P—-—K3 Kt—QZ 13P—QKt4 Kt—Kts
14 P—Kt5 . Chekhover—Rumm, Lemngrad 1936. 11., BPxP = should have
been played), Q—R4 10 P—B 5 (weaker 1s 10 P—Kt 3, Q Kt—Q2; 11 QR—Q 1,

K—R1; —R 1, R—K Kt1; 13 P—K3, P—K Kt4 with a d'mgerous attack.
Yudov1tch—Botvmmk Lenmgrad 1934), QKt—Q2; 11 P—Q Kt4, Kt—KS5:
12 Ktx Kt B Px Kt =. Flohr—Rurmn Moscow, 1936. (2) 8 P—Kt 3,
Q Kt—! ; 9 B—Kt 2, Q—K 10 Q—Q 3, K—R 1; 11 PxP?, KPxP,

12 Kt— 2 Kt—Ks, 13 P—-B3 Ktx Kt (B 6) ¥. Flohr—Botvinnik, 10th match
ame, 1
& (d Capablanca—Botvmmk Moscow, 1936.

Or 7 Q—Kts P—B3; 8 Kt— Q2 K—R1; 9 Q—Q B3, Kt—R3;
lOP—Q Kt4,Kt—B2; 11P—R4?,P—K 4!, 12PxP, PxP 13 P—Kt5,P—K 5 =.
El:skases——Rumm, Moscow, 1936.

(f) Lovenfisch— Rumin, Lemngrad 1934.

Ig) Weaker 1s 6 B—B 4, 0—0; 7 Kt—Q 2, P—B3; 8 Kt—B3,0—B2; 9B><B

10 Kt—B 4, P—Q Kt3; 11 Kt—K'5, Q Kt—Q 2; 12 K Kt—QS B—R3 =
Alekhine——’.l.‘artakover, London, 1922
(k) Continued 13 , PxP; 14 R—K1, 0—0; 15 Kt—B4. Griinfeld—Mieses

Teplitz-Schonau, 1922.
Notes ctd. on p. 218.

H
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QUEEN’'S PAWN GAME

1 P—Q4, P—KBg4; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3.

DUTCH DEFENCE

186 187 188

3 P—KKt3..ceeeseneenaceccennns vee
Kt—K B3

4 B—Kt2
B—Kt5ch

5 B—0Q2.c.cieianeens cee Kt—Q2....
BxBch(@)..B—Kz2 (@ O—O

6 QxB Kt—Q B3 Kt—B3
0—O 0—O0 (e) Kt—B 3

7 Kt—Q B3 Kt—B3 0—O0
P—Q4!(®) Kt—Ks5 BxKt

8 Kt—B3 o0—0 BxB
Kt—B 3! P—QKt3(f) P—Q3

9 PxP? Q—B2 B—B3
PxP B—Ktz2 Q—K2

10 Kt—K 5 Kt—K 5 P—Q 5!
Kt—K 2 Ktx Kt Kt—Q 1

11 0—0O BxKt PxP
P—B3 BxB Kt—K 5

12 QR—B1I KxB

Q—Kr1=() Q—B1(g

Q—B2 £ (h) B—B4 £ (k)

189

190

eereeee P=K3()

.Kt—B 3

0—0
Kt—R 3
P—Q4 ()
0—O0
P—B3
Q—Kt3
Kit—R 3
Kt—B 4
B—Q3
Kt—Q3
Kt—B 2

P—B 5 (4)
B—K 2

Kt—K B3
Kt-KB3(m)
P—QKt3(n)
B—Q3
B—Ktz2
Kt—B 3
B—Kts
B—Q 2 (o)
0—0

Q—B 2
KBxKt
BxB
Kt—K 5
O0—0—0
P—QR 4
KR—Kt1
Kt—R 3

BXx Kt
PxB (p)

(a) Weak is 5.., Q
BxB, 9 KtxB, P—Q4;
13 RxP+.
(b) Best. Ifnstead?7..,P—Q3; 8 Kt—R 3
2; 10 0—0, Kt—Kt3; 11 Q—
1927), Q—K 2;

KPxP;
9 R—Q 1, Kt—K

Alekhine, 10th match game,
11 Ktx P, Kt x Kt;

4.
(¢) Stahlberg—Alekhine, Zirich, 1934.

193

—K2; 6 Kt—KR3, Kt—K57?;

10 Kt—B 4, P—B3; 11 Q—Kt3!, 0—O0;

Landau—Tartakover, Rotterdam, 1932.

éequally g0/
2, P—

9 0—0O, P—B3;

7 Bx Kt, PxB; 8 0—O0,

12 P—B 3],

od1s 8 Kt—B 3, Kt—B 3;
2 P:

12 B x Kt, P—K 4; 13 Kt—Kt 5 4. Euwe—Yudovitch, Leningrad,

d) Another Alekhine 1dea.

¢) If 6
t3,

K—R1; 14 Kt—K Kt§
, B—B3; 9 Ktx Kt, PxKt,

(f) Or 8

12 BxPch, KxB; 13 Q—B 2ch +.

., Kt—B3?;
10PxP,PxP; 11 R—Q 1, P—B3;
+. Fine—Alekhine, Margate, 1937.

10 Kt—K 1, BxP;
Euwe—Alekhine, 24th match game, 1935.

7 P—Q 5, Kt—K4;

8 Q—Kt3, 0—O0;
12 0—0, P—K 4; 13 P—B S disch,

11 BxP, BxP;

(g) 13 P—Q 5' +. Euwe—Alekhine, 26th match game, 1935.

1) Flohr—Keres, Kemeri, 1937.
1) Inferior 1s 6

, P—B4;

7 P—Q R 3, B—

9 Kt—R3,

R4; 8 0—0, PxP; 9 Kt—Kt5],

P—Q4; 10 P—Q Kt4, B-—Kt’a; 11 P—B 5+. Petrov—Keres, Kemeri, 1937.

(7) Better than 11 P—B 3, K—R1;
B4; 15 P—K3, Q—K1;

14 Kt—K5, P—
Warsaw, 1935.

(k) Capablanca—Botvinnik, Hastings, 1934~

(}) 3 Kt—Q B3,
t3; 7 B—Q3, B—Kt2

Ktx Kt; 11 Px Kt,QxB; 12
(m) An unusual 1

6 Q Kt—Q 2, 0—O0;

Kt—K B 3, 4 B—Kt

e here 1s 4 P—K B
7 B—Q 3, Bx Ktch; 8 BxB, KtxB?; 9 QxKt, P—Q Kt 3;

35
5, B—K
; 80—0, Q—K1; 9 Q—K2, Kt—KS5;
P—Q R 4. Capablanca—Tartakover, New York, 1924.

4, Kt—K5; 5 Kt—K B3, B—KtS5ch;

12 B—Q 2, P—Q Kt3; 13 PxP, KPxP;

16 P—B 4, P~—B5. Grau—Alekhine,

; 5 Kt—B 3, 0—0; 6 P—K3,

10 Bx B,

10 0—O, B;KtZ ; 1 QR—K1,Q—B3; 12 P—K 4 £. Rubinstein——Tartakover,

Budapest, 1926.

n) 4 , P—K Kt3; 5 B—K 2, B—Kt2; 6
8 Q Kt—Q$, Q Kt—Q2; 9 B—Kt2, Q—K 2; 10 P—B 5, P—QR 4;

Nimzovitch—Tartakover, Gothenburg, 1920.

(o) 7

The doubled Pawn is not necessaril
13 P—Q 5.

Lovenborg—

()
Kt White has a winmng attack.

v K

0—0, Bx Kt; 8 Px B, 0—O. Rubinstein—Maréezy,
disadvantageous for White in such positions.
archand, Stockholm, 1916.

0—0, 0—0; 7 P—Q Kt 4, P—Q 3;

11 BPxP +£.

Tephtz-Schénau, 1922.
If Black captures the
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DUTCH DEFENCE
1 P—Q4, P—K B4

STAUNTON GAMBIT (a)

2 P—K 4.
191 192 193 194 . 195
2 PxXP..... e e VN )
3 Kt—0QB3(b) Kt—QB3(n)
Kt—KB3(c) Kt—K B3
4 B—KEKt5(@)eeerreeneeniaaerinennnns P—B 3 PXP (o)
Kt—B 3..... P—KKt3...P——QKt3 (?) P—Q 4 BxP
5 P—Qs5 P—KR4(g) B—QB4(7) B—K Kts B—
KRy P 030 PR3 KiiB3® 003
6 O—Q 4 P—R 5 Bth BXxKt BxB
Kt—B 2 B—Kts QxB KPxB QxB
7 BXKt B—K 2 KtxP PxP Q—B3
KPxB PxP Q—K2 PxP QxQ
8 KtxP BxKt B—Q3 P—Q 5 KtxQ
B—Q 3 (e) PxB Kt—B 3 Kt——K 4 Kt—B 3
9 KtxBch BxB P—Q B3 Ktx P B—B 4
Ktx Kt PxB B—Kt 2 Q—Kz2 P—K 3
10 B—Q3 QxP Kt—B 3 Q—K2 0—0—O0
O—Kz2ch O—Qz 0—0—0 B—Kts P—KKtj3
11 K—Qz2 Q—R5ch 0O0—O Kt—K B3 KR—K1 +
0—0 K—Q1 R—Ktr BXx Kt (P
12 R—K1 0—0—0+ Q—K2 PxB
Q—B2 K—Kt1r P—KB4F ()
13 Kt—B3+(f) P—OR
P——QR4 F (k)
E Also known as the Blackmar Attack.
bé A novel lme 153 P—KB3!|,P—K3;4Kt—Q2,PxP; K Ktx P, Kt—K B 3;
6 B—Q3,P—B4?; 70—0,Px P 8 Kt—KtS P—Q 4; 9 Ktx RP!+. Denker—
Dake, Syracuse, 1934
(c) Playable is 3, P—K Kt3! eg, 4 KtxP, P—Q 4; 5 Kt—Kt3, B—Kt2;
6 P—K R 4, Kt—QBS; 7 B—Q K Q—Q3; 8 Bx Ktch, PxB; 9P—R5
IE:I: 4193&0 PxP, QxPch; 11 K Kt—K 2, Kt—K 2 F. Ma:shall—‘rartakover,
! g(z,l) On 4 P—K Kt4!? Black's best reply is4 ,P—KR3; 5 P—Kt5, PxP;
6 Bx P, P—Q 4. lf, however, 4 , P—Q4; 5 P—Kt5, Kt—Kt1l; 6 P—B3, Px P,

7QxP, P—K3; 8 B—Q3, P—KKt3; 9 K Kt—K 2, B—Kt 2; 10 0—O, Q-——
11B—K B P—B 3; 12 Q-—Kt 3witha powerful attack. Tartakover—Mleses, Baden-
Baden, 1925

¢) Nimzovitch suggested 8 ., P—K B 4; 9 Kt—Kt3, P—KKt3; 10 0—0—0,

3ch; K—Kt1, 0—O0.
( g Réti—Mieses, Berlin, 1920.
If5 P—B3,PxP; 6 KtxP, P—Q 4; 7 B—Q 3, Kt—B 3; 8 0—0, B—Kt 2;
0—0Q; 10 QR—K 1, Kt—Q Kt5; 11 Kt—K 5, Kth+ Euwe—
Tartakover, The Hague 1921. The column is N. P. Zelikoff—N. M. Zubareff, 1922, and
1llustrates Alekhme s Attack (5§ P—K R 4).

(k) 1 , B—Kt2; 6 P—RS5, KtxP; 7 Rx Kt+. The crucial variation 5.
P—Q4; 6P—R5 B—Kt2; 7P—R6 B—Bl, 8P—B3,PxP; 9KtxBP, Kt—B 3
has yet to be tested 1n practical lay

{(s) After 4.., P—~Q B3 White gets too strong an attack by 5 P—B 3 _(but not
5Bx tKPxB 6 Ktx P, Q—Kt Kt1l,P—Q4 =),PxP; 6 KtxP,P—K3
(o1 r 6. Q-—— Q—-Q P—Q3 O—O—O), 7B—Q 3,B—K 2; 8 Kt—K 5 0—0;
9 Bx Ktl Bx B 10 R 5, P—K Kt3; 11 Ktx KtP!+. Lasker—lelsbury,
Paris. 1900. Better for Black is 5 . ,Q—R4; 6 Q—Q 2, P—K6; etc.

7) Or P—B 3, P—K 6 (best), 6BxP, P—K3; 7Q—Q2, P—Q4; 80—0—0,
P—B4=. P. Johner—Nxmzovxtch Car]sbad 1929.

Notes ctd. on p. 218.



216 QUEEN’S PAWN GAME

Notes for cols. 1 to 5 ctd.

(m) Or (1) 8.., P—K 4?; 9 P—K 4!, KPxP; 10 BPxP,QPxP; 11 KtxP,
Ktx Kt; 12 Bx Kt, PxP; 13 QxP, Q—B3; 14 B—KKt5 +. Colle—Sir G. A.
Thomas, Paris, 1929. (2) 8. , R—K1; 9 P—K4, QPxP; 10 Ktx P, Ktx Kt;
11 Bx Kt, PxP?; 12 BxPch!, KxB; 13 Kt—Kt5ch, K—Kt3; 14 P—K R 4,
R—R1; 15 RxPch'!++. Colle—O’'Hanlon, Nice, 1930. (3) 8., Q—Kt3,
9P—Q Kt3,P—K 4;10P—K4,BPxP;11BPxP,QPxP;12Q KtxP, Ktx Kt=.
Fine—Keres, Kemeri, 1937.

(n) 15 Q—R 5! with a strong attack. Landau—Bock, Kemeri, 1987.

o) 6 P—Q Kt 3?, B—Kt 2; 7 B—Kt 2, 0—0; 8 P—K R 3, PxP, 9 Ktx P,
Kt—R 4'; 10 P—Kt3, Q—B2; 11 Q—K2, Kt—B4!+. Relstab—Petror.

(#) Prins—Landau, Zandvoort, 1936.

KNotes for cols. 31 to 35 ctd.

(n) Tf 10 Kt—B5, Bx Kt; 11 QxB, Kt—B3; 12 P—K 3, 0—O; 18 B—K2.
Q—X 5; 14 Q—B 3 (Capablanca—Euwe, “Avro,” 1938), Qx Q; 15 BxQ, P—K5 =.
The column 1s Lovenfisch—Botvinnik, 7th match game, 1937.

(o) 6 P—K 3, 0—0; 7B—Q3, P—QKt3; 8 Kt—K2, P—B4; 9 PxP, PxP
is a good alternative.

(p) Or 7 BxKt, QxB; 8 P—QR3, BxKtch; 9 QxB, 0—0; 10 P—K3,
P—B3; 11 Kt—B 3, B—B4; 12 B—K 2 with a minimal advantage. Capablanca—
Euwe, 1st match game, 1931.

(¢) 18 , Q—KKt3; 9 P—QR3! Bx Ktch; 10 PxB, B—B4; 11 Q—Kt8,
0—0; 12 P—B3!, Kt—Q3; 13 P—Kt4, B—Q 6; 14 Qx QP+, Capablanca—
Kuwe, 3rd match game, 1931. The column is Stahlberg—Alekhine, Prague, 1931.

Notes for cols. 36 to 40 ctds

() 5 P—K 3, Kt—B3; 6 Kt—B3. 0—0; 7 P—QR3, BxKtch; 8 QxB,
PxP; 9PxP, P—Q4; 10B—Kt5 PxP; 11 BxP, Kt—K 5 =. Vidmar—aAlekhine,
Hastings, 1926.

(k) 7. , B—K2; 8 0—0—0"? (8 R—Q 1 or 8 P—K 4), Q—R4; 9 P—QRS,
P—QR3; 10P—K 3, P—Q Kt3; 11 B—K 2 B—Kt2, 12Q Kt—Kt1,P—Q Kt 4+,
Euwe—Colle, Amsterdam, 1926. If 7 , P—KR3; 8 B—R4, B—K2; 9 R—Q1,
0—0; 10P—K 3,P—Q 4, 11B—K2,0—R4; 12Kt—Q2, KR—Q 1, 180—0 *.
Rubinstein—Ahues, Berlin, 1926.

() Or11KR—Q 1, P—Q R3; 12Q R—B 1, Kt—Q R4 ?; 13 Kt—K 5!, 0—B2;
14 P—Q Kt4!, KBxP; 15 Bx Kt, PxB; 16 Ktx Q P+. Euwe—Sdmisch, German
Quadrangular Tournament, 1937.

(m) 113 ,Q—B2; 14 B—B 4!, Kt—K4; 15 KtxKt, Px Kt; 16 B~Kt3 .
Keres—Samisch, Dresden, 1936.

(#) Rubinstein—Samsch, Berlin, 1926. White stands shightly better.

(o) Eliskases—A. Steiner, Ujpest, 1934.

Notes for cols. 51 to 55 ctd.

(k) 7 ., Bx Pissimpler and safer.

(}) Botvinmk—Savitzky, Leningrad, 1932.

(m) 4 ., Q—K2?; 5 P—-QR3, BxKtch; 6 QxB, P—QKt3; 7 P—B3.
P—Q4, 8Px P, KtxP; 90Q0—B2!,Q—R5ch; 10 P—Kt3, QxQP; 11 P—K 4+.
Bogoljuboff-——Alekhine, 6th match game, 1929.

(n) Or5 P—K 3, P—QR4; 6 B—Q 2 (6 B—Q3?, P—R5; 7Q—Q 1, P—R6 F),
P—K4, 7 P—Q5, Kt—K2; 8 B—Q3, P—Q3, 9 Kt—K 2, Kt—Q2; 10 Q—Q 1,
Kt—QB4; 11 B—B 2, B—Kt5 =. Stahlberg—Nimzovitch, 7th match game, 1934.

(0) For 5 , P—Q3; 6 P—Q R 3 see cols. 44—46.

(#) Fine—Reshevsky, New York, 1938.
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Notes for cols. 56 to 6o ctd.

(m)Or 7.. 8 KtxP; 8 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 9 P—KKt3, Kt—Q2; 10 B—Kt2,
Kt—B 3; 11 O—O0O=. Reshevsky—Botvmmk Avro, 1938.

(n)9 PxP, BxP; 10 P—QKt4?, P—Q5!; 11 PxB, PxKt; 12 Q—B2,
Q—R 4, 13 R—Q tl B—Q 2 F. Euwe—Alekhme, 25th match game, 1937,

5(o) 14.., Q Kt—Kt5; 15 B—Kt 2 with a strong attack. Flohr—Luisitzin, Moscow,

() 5 B—Q3, P—Q 4 transposes into col. 56.

9)6 , 0—0; 7 P—ORS, B—K2; 8 Kt—B4, P—04; 9 PxP, KtxP;
10 K Kt x Kt Px Kt 11 Q—l\t3 Kt—B3; 12B—K 3, B—B3 ; 13R—Q 1, B—Kt5;
14 B—K 2, Bx B; 15 Kx B. Capablanca—Keres, Avro, 1938.”

(r) If 7 P—QR3, BxKtch (but not 7 , B—K2; 8 P—B5, P—Q Kt3;
9 P—QKt4, PxP; 10 QPxP, P—K4; 11 P—B4!4. Rubinstein—Maréezy,
Hamburg, 1930 8 Kth PxP; 9 Bx P 0—0; 10 0—0, Kt—B 3; 11 B—K 3,
P—Q Kt3 =. ﬁubmstem—Ahues, Liége, 1930.

(s) Rubinstein and Colle—Tartakover and Landau, Rotterdam, 1932.

(¢#) Rubinstein—Colle, Liége, 1950.

Klotes for cols. 61 to 65 ctd.

(n) If 5.., Kt—K5; GQ—Bz P—KB4; 7 P—K3 (7 Kt—R 3, P—Q Kt3;
8 P—B3, Kt—KB3; § P—K3, 0—0; 10 B—Q 3, 0—K 2; 11 0—0, P—Q3;
12 Kt—B2, P~—B 4 F. Ehskases—Plecx, Warsaw, 1935), P——Q Kt3, 8 B—Q3,
B—Kt2; 9 Kt—K2, Q—R5?; 10 0—0, O—0; 11 P—B3 +. Fine—Araiza,
Chicago, "1934.

(0) 6 Q—B2, P—Q4; 7 B—Kt5 P—B4; 8 P—K3, BPxP; 9 KPxP,
Kt—B 3 10 Kt—B3, R—K1; 11 Kt—K 5, PxP=. Wmter—-Alexander,
Nottmgham, 1936.

(p) Bogoljuboff——Reshevsky, Nottingham, 1936.

(¢) 4.., Bx Ktch 1s too dogmatic, e.g., 5 PxB, 0—0; 6 B—KKt2, P-—QS'
7 Kt—B 3, Kt—B 3, 8 0—0, Kt—Q R 4; 9 Q—Q 3, Q—K2; 10 Kt—Q 2, P—K 4
11 R—Q Ktl R—Kt 1; 12 B—R3 +. Grau—Fme, Warsaw, 1935.

gr) 14 Q—Kt2. Alekhine—H. Golombek, Margate, 1938, 14.., R—Kt1 now
equalises (Alekhine).

Notes for cols. 66 to 70 ctd.

(m) There is nothing better. If 4.., B—Kt2; 5 B—Q3, P—Q4; 6 BPxP,
PxP; 7 P—K5+; or 4 , B—Kt5; "5 P—K 5, Kt—K5; 6 Q—KM Ktht'
7 Px'Kt, BxPch; 8 K—Q1, K—B 1 "(best), 9 R—Kt1, Kt—B'3; 10 B—R 3 ch,
K—Kt1; 11 R—Kt 3,BxP; 12QxPch!! with mate to follow (a game between two
Russian players) If Black plays 11..,P—K R 4; 12Q—Kt 3, BxP; 13 Qx P ch, etc.

(n) Bogoljuboff—Opocensky, Pistyan, 1922.

Notes for cols. 136 to 140 ctd.

(1) Weaker is7..,PxP; 8BxP,Q Kt—Q2 (more aggressive but still of doubtfu]
valueis8 ,P—Q Kt4;9 B-Q3 B-—-K 3; 10Q—B2,P—Q R4; 110—0,Q—Kt3

12 Kt—K Kt 5, B—Q2; 13 Q Kt—-—K4 Kt—R 3. Van den Bosch—Sultan Khan,
Cambndge, 1932); 9 0—O, Kt—Kt3, 10 B—K2, B—K3; 11 Q—B2, B—BS5;
12 P—K 4, R—K1; 13 QR—Q 1 &. Reshevsky—Santasxere, Syracuse, 1934,

(m) Inferxo: 1810 , K Kt—Q 2; 11 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt; 12 P—B 4 +. Alatorzeff—
Lilienthal, 4th match game, 1935.

(n) 14 0O—0, P—B 4. Botvinnik—Wnter, Nottingham, 1936.
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KNotes for cols. 146 to 150 ctd.

() 12 Kt—Q 2?,Q—B2; 13 B—R3, P—Kt3; 14 PxP, B—R3; 15 KR—Q1,
Px P F. Kashdan—Bogoljuboff, Bled, 1931.

(m) Simpler is 5 P—K 3. 1f 5 B—B 4, PxP; 6 B—K5! (6 P—QR 4, Kt—Q 4 ;
7 B—Q2, Kt—Kt5; 8 R—B1, B—Kt2; 9 Kt—Ktl, P—QR4; 10 Kt—RS3,
P—Q B 4+. Euwe—Flobr, 6th match game, 1932. Here7 B—K 5, P—B 3; 8 B—Kt 3,
B—Kt2; 9 P—K4, KtxKt; 10 PxKt, P—Q Kt4; 11 B—K2, with excellent
attacking prospects, should have been played—Euwe), Q Kt—Q 2; 7 P—K 3, Kt—Kt 3;

t—Q32, B—K3; 9 B—K2, B—Kt2; 10 Q Kt—K4, 0—0; 11 Kt—BS5 =.
Enevoldsen—Fine, Folkestone, 1933 X

(n) 5 .,KtxP; 6 P—K 4,Ktx Kt; 7Px Kt,B—Kt2; 8 B—Q B 4 + (Spielmann
—Flohr, Moscow, 1935) is bad for Black, since after the eventual P—Q B 4 he will be
playing the varation in col. 132 with a tempo behind.

(o) If instead 12 ., R—B17?; 13 K R—B1, Kt—B§5; 14 Q-—;Kt 3, Kt—Q R 4:
15 Q—Kt4, P—Q Kt4; 16 Kt—K5 +. Reshevsky—Mikenas, Kemer1, 1937. The
text is suggested by the Tournament Book. *

Notes for cols. 156 to 160 ctd.

() On 9 Q—Q 2, Q—K 2 White has nothing better than 10 Q—Q 5. But Black,
also has no alternative to 9 , Q—K 2, for1f9 ,Q—B4; 10 P—K 3, Q—R 4 (10 .,
K Ktx P (K 4); 11 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt;12Q0—Q 4+); 11 R—Q Kt1,P—QR3;12P—B S5
QxP (B4), 13 P—KRS3, Kt—R3; 14 B—Q 3 +. Bogoljubofi—Tartakover,
Kissingen, 1928.

(k) The Fajarowicz Variation.

() Simplest. If 4 Q—B2, P—Q4!; 5 PxP ep, B—KB4; 6 Q—R4ch,
Kt—(QB3; 7 Kt—KB3, BxP; 8 P—QR3, Q—B3 followed by O—O0—0 F.
H. Steiner—Fajarowicz, Wiesbaden, 1928.

(m) Alekhine—Tartakover, London, 1932.

Notes for cols. 181 to 185 ctd.

(s) Also strong is 5 Px P, BxP, 6 0—0, P—Q4; 7 P—B 4, 0—0; 8 PxP.
Ktx P; 9 Kt—B 4, Ktx Kt, 10 Bx Kt, Q—Kt3; 11 Kt—B3,R—Q1; 12Q—B2+
Griinfeld—Tartakover, Pistyan, 1922.

() Bliskases—Alekhine, Hastings, 1936-37.

(k) 1f 5 Kt—B 4, Kt—B3 (not § , 0—0; 6 P—K R4, Kt—B3; 7 P—RS,
Q—K1; 8 PxP, PxP; 9 Kt—B3+. Alekhine—Tartakover, Carlsbad, 1923);
6 P—Q’5, Kt—K 4; 7 Kt—B8, P—B3; 8 Kt—Q3, Kt—B2; 9 0—0 0—0;
10 P—B 4, Px P =. Rubnstetn—Bogoljuboff, Carlsbad, 1923.

() Bogoljuboff—Tartakover, Carlsbad, 1923.

Notes for cols. 191 to 195 ctd.

(®) Brinckmann—Nimzowvitch, Copenhagen, 1924.

(}) Teichmann—Maieses, Teplitz-Schénau, 1922.

(m) The Balogh Defence.

(n) Alternatives that have been tried are: (1) 3 P—K5,PxP; 4 PxP,QxQch;
5 KxQ, P—K3; 6 B—K3, Kt—Q2; 7 Kt—KB3, B—B4; 8 BxB, KtxB,
9 Kt—B 3, B—Q2; 10 B—B4, P—B3; 11 P—Q Kt4 +. Grunfeld—S. R. Wolf,
1914. (2) 3PxP, BxP; 4 Q—B3, Q—B1; 5§ B—0Q3, BxB; 6 QxB, Kt—Q B3,
7 Kt—K B3, P—K 3; 8§ 0—0, 0—Q2; 9 P—B 4, 0—0—0; 10 R—K 1, Kt—B 3;
11 B—Q2, R—K1; 12 Kt—R 3!, B—K2; 13 P—Q Kt'4! . Euwe—Weenmk,
Amsterdam, 1923.

(o) Weaker 1s 4 B—Q 3, Kt—Q B3; 5 PxP, KtxP; 6 P—KKt4, P—K R 4;
7 P—KB3, PxP; 8 PxP, Q—Q2!; 9 P—KR3, 0—B3; 10 R—R2, Q—B4!;
11 B—KB4? (11 K—B1), P—K 4+ +. Dihrssen—Balogh, 192¢.

(p) Ahues—Brinckmann, match, 1930,
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RETI OPENING.

Tue characteristic moves of this for White are Kt—K B 3,
P—Q B 4* P—KKt3, B—Kt2; and Kmoch prefers to
call the opening the King’s Indian Attack, as he calls
Nimzovitch’s the Queen’s Indian Attack. In our last
edition this opening was named the Réti-Zukertort; we
have dropped the “Zukertort” because the characteristic
King’s Fianchetto is purely modern. In Réti’s opening
position judgment of a very high order is called for, and
the ordinary amateur would be prudent not to adopt it
unless he has a wide knowledge of the theories underlying
the close game.

The most usual reply to 1 Kt—K B 3 is P—Q 4; after
2 P-—B 4 Black can then branch off into four possible lines :
(i) PxP; (ii) P—Q 5; (iii)) P—Q B 3; (iv) P—K 3. These
four continuations are all equally good, so that the choice
of defence is largely a matter of taste.

(i) 2..., PxP (cols. 1 to 5). White can play to re-
capture the Pawn by either 3 Kt—R 3 (cols. 1 to 3), whick
leaves Black with a tangible positional superiority after
P—Q B4; or 3P—K3, which leads to approximate
equality.  If possible, White should transpose into the
Queen’s Gambit Accepted. Black can, however, avoid this
by the relatively unknown line in col. &.

(i1) 2..., P—Q 5 (cols. 6 to 10) was formerly thought to
be inferior, but has since been hailed by some as the
refutation of Réti’s Opening. White is really playing a
Benoni Counter Gambit with a move in hand, but this move
weighs heavily. By attacking Black’s centre immediately

*But P—Q B 4 is not essential.
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White can certainly avoid a disadvantage; the line in col. 6,
due to Alekhine, shows that the variation is full of pitfalls
for the second player.

(iii) 2..., P—Q B 3. This, coupled with a development
of his Queen’s Bishop at B 4 or Kt 5, is one of Black’s most
promising counter-attacks. In the line in col. 11, where the
manceuvres of the White Rooks and Queen appeared so
startling at the time the game was played, Black’s position
is quite solid and can effectively withstand all attacks. 4...,
B—XKt 5 (col 13) is a welcome departure from routine.

(iv) 2..., P—K 3. At first sight this continuation
appears to be inferior to the others, since it shuts in the
Black Queen’s Bishop. But tournament experience has
shown that this objection is not serious, since Black can
usually manage to fianchetto this piece. In col. 16 Black
defers P x P to the 3rd move; in col. 17 he defers P—Q 5
to the 3rd, with satisfactory results in both cases. Cols. 18
to 22 exemplify the variations where White avoids an early
advance in the centre. Here Black has nothing to fear; on
the contrary, White often finds his game beset with
difficulties.

CaTaran SYSTEM.

The Catalan System is by far the most important addition
to opening theory since our last edition. It is a combination
of the King’s Indian Attack (P—K Kt 3) and the Queen’s
Gambit (P—Q 4 and P—Q B 4). Essentially the opening
is one of transposition, into either a pure Réti Opening, a
Queen’s Gambit, or a Queen’s Pawn Game. We have
deemed it most convenient to include it under the Réti
Opening, although the most usual order of moves is by
way of the Queen’s Gambit. See p. 227, note (A).

After the customary moves I1P—Q4, Kt—KB3;
2P—Q B4, P—K3; 3Kt—K B3, P—04; 4P—KKt3,
B—K 2; 5§ B—Kt 2, O0—0O; 6 O—O Black has the choice of
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three main defensive systems. 6..., Q Kt—Q 2 (cols. 23
to 25) is a passive continuation, but Black cannot be pre-
vented from gradually freeing his game and securing
adequate scope for his pieces. 6..., P—B 4 (cols. 26 to 29)
is the most aggressive continuation. Against the advance
of White’'s King’s Pawn the retreat to Kt3 is best for
Black (col. 26). However, in all these columns the second
player is continually faced by difficulties in development,
and the slightest misstep is fatal. 6..., P—Q B 4 before
Castling (col. 30) is the simplest for Black to equalise.

Instead of maintaining his centre Black can also choose
to accept the Gambit Pawn on his 4th move. This too
leads to positions of great complexity, where the advantage
of the move sometimes proves decisive. An excellent defence
for Black is C. H. Alexander’s line (col. 35), where Black
plays P—Q B 4 as soon as White adopts the Catalan forma-
tion. The idea is to post Black’s King’s Bishop at Q B4;
this considerably enhances the mobility of Black’s pieces.
White can also, as in cols. 36 to 40, try the Catalan System
on his 3rd move, but then Black has the strong defence
3..., B—Kt 5 ch at his disposal, which assures him complete

equality.

Cols. 41 to 48 exemplify variations where the struggle in
the centre is not paramount. In col. 41 White omits
P—Q B4; in cols. 42 to 44 Black omits P—Q 4. The
absence of a sharply defined attack and counter-attack makes
these lines very drawish. In col. 45 White obtains a superior
position against Black’s Dutch Defence formation.
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1 Kt—K B3, P—Q4; 2 P—Bg4.

1 2 3 4 5

2 PXP (a)

3 Kt—R3..0000vnnnnn teiestasssseses. . P—K3
P—QBy4. ...............P—K4(h) Kt—KB3..Kt—Q B3
4 KtxP K KtxP BxP BxP
Kt—Q B3 Bx Xt P—K3 P—K 4

5 P—KKt3.. P—Q Kt 3() Q—R4ch 0—0O Q—Kt3
P—B3 P— P—Q Kt 4 P—Bg4 Kt—R 3

6 B—Kt2 B——Kt 2 QxB P—QKt3 (k) P—Q 4
P—Kg4 () P—B3 0—Q4() Kt—B3 P—Kj;

7 P—Q3 P—Kt3(f) Q—KB3 B—Ktz2 K Kt—Q2
B—K3 KKt—K2 Kt—KB3 P—QR3 P—B4

8 O—0 B—Kt2 QOxQ P—QR4 Kt—Q B3
KKt—K2 Kt—Bg4!(g) KtxQ B—K2 B—Q2

9 KKt—Qz2! O—O P—KKt3 Kt—Kj; Q—Q 1 (m)
Kt—Q 4 (¢) B—Kz2 P—KB3 Kt—QR4 Q—Ktg4

10 Kt—K 4 R—B1 B—Kt 2 P—Q4 0—0O
B—K2 B—K3 B—Kt2 KtxB 0—0—0
11 Kt—K 3 P—Q3 Kt—Kt 4 Ktx Kt P—QR3

Q—Qz2 0—0 P—KR4 O0—O Kt—K Kts

12 Kt—B 3 KEKt—Q2 Kt—K3 QKt—Qz2z Q—Ki1
Kt—B2=(d) Q—Qz2 ¥ KtxKt(j) B—Q2=() P—KR 4F

(a) The Réti Gambit Accepted.

(b) Inferior1s6. , Kt—R3; 7 0—0, P—K 4; 8 P—Q 3, Kt—B 2? (best is 8..
Kt—B 4 as 1n the next. column), ‘9 B—K 3 B—K 2; 10 R—B 1 0—0; 11 Q Kt—Q 2
Kt—Q5; 12 Kt—Kt 3, Q—-Kts 18 K Kt——Q 2 ;|: Rétx—Havasx, hudapest 1926,

(¢) Agamm9. , Kt—B 4 is best. Itis more important for Black to control the square
Q 4 than to occupy 1t.

(d) 12 ., Kt—Kt 3 (Kashdan—Nimzovitch, Bled, 1931) 1s somewhat weaker.

(e) 5Q Kt—K 5, Ktx Kt; 6 Ktx Kt, Kt—B 3, 7P—K 3, P—K3; 8 P—Q Kt 3,

- Kt—Q 2; 9 B—Kt5, B—Q3; 10 B—Kt2 0—0; 11 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 12 Q—Kt4,

P—B3 =. Keres—Fme, Semmermg-Baden, 1937.
(f) White's position must be handled with care, If7 Q—B 2?7, B—Kt5; 8 R—B 1
9 Kt—K3, B—K3, 10 Q—Kt1?, Kt—R3; 11 P—-K R3 Kt—Q

12 P—Q 3, B—K 2; 13 Kt—Q 2 0—O0; 14 Kt—K 4, KR—B 1+. Rétl—Nxmzowtch
Semmermg, 1926.

(g) If instead 8. , Kt—Q 4; 9 0—0, B—K 2; 10 Kt—R 4!, 0—0; 11 Q—Kt1},
R—B 12 Kt—B 5, B—K 3 (12_, B—B1?77, 13 Kt (B5)—Q 6! and wins);
18 P—B 4!, PxP; 14 PxP, Kt—Kt3, 15 B—-K’4 BxQ Kt=. Botvinnik—Fine,
Nottmgham, 1936.

(k) A continuation leading to equality is 3.., P—Q R 3; 4 Ktx P, P—Q Kt4;
5 Kt—K3, B—Kt2; 6 P—K Kt3, P—K3; 7 B—Kt2, Kt—KB3; 8 0—0,
Q Kt—Q 2; 9P—Q3, B—Q3 lOB—QZ, 0—0; ll P—Q R4,P—B4; 12Q~—Kt1,
Q—K2=. Bogoljuboff—P Johner, Berlin, 1926.

(z) Or6 ,B—Kt2; 7P—K3, —Q3 8Qx PxQ 9 Kt—B 3, Kt—Q B3;
10 P—Q Kt3, P—Q4 11 PxP, Q ‘12 PO R 4+. Tartakover——Splelma\nn,
Moscow, 1925, On'6.. . Q—Q3; both 7 QxQ and 7 Q—K Kt 3 are strong.

(7) 13 BxB, Kt—B7ch; 14 K—Q1, KtxR; 15 Bx R+. Euwe—Splelmann,
Wiesbaden, 1925.

(k) 6 P—Q 4 transposes into regular variations of the Queen’s Gambit Accepted.

(}) Keres—Fine, Zandvoort, 1936.

(m) If9 Qx P, R—Q Kt1; 10 Q—R 6, R—Kt3; 11 Q—R 4, Ktx P+ (Kmoch).
The column 1s Bogoljuboff—Leonhardt, Magdeburg, 1927.
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1 Kt—K B3, P—Q4; 2 P—By4, P—Qs.

6 7 8 9 10
3 P—K3..ciiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieee . P—O Kt g
Kt—QB3.eieeaaesnnn ...P—QB4 P—KB3!l....P—QB4(m)
4 PXP........ P—QKt4? PXP(f) B—Ktz2 (k) B—Kt2
KtxP PxP (¢ PxP P—K 4 P—K Xt3
5 KtxKt BPXP P—KKt3 P—QR3 P—K3
QX Kt KtxP Kt—QB3 P—QB4 B—Ktz2
6 Kt—B 3 P—Q 4 B—Kt2 PxP KtPxP
B—Ktj5 (@) P—Kg4! P—KKt3 BxP P—K 4
70Q0—R4ch P—QR3 P—0Q3 P—Q3 PxP
P—B3 Kt—QB3(d) B—Kt 2 Kt—B 3 PxP
8 P—Q3 P—Q 5 0—0 QKt—Q2 P—Q3
Kt—B 3 P—K 5! P—K 4 P—Bg4! Kt—QR 3
9 B—K3 KKt—Q2 R—K1 P—Kt3 QKt—Q2
Q—Q2 Kt—K 4 P—B3!(g) Kt—B3 KtxP
10 P—Q 4 KtxP P—QKt4 (h) B—Kt 2 Kt—Kt3
P—K 3 Q—Rs5ch KtxP 0—0O Kt—K 3
11 P—B3 Kt—B 2 Q—R4ch 0—O P—Kt3
B—KB4 B—QB4 Kt—Bj3 Q—K 1 Kt—K 2
12 O—0—0 Kt—B 3 KtxQP () Kt—Kt3 B—Ktz2
B—Q3 Kt—K B3 QxKt B—Q3 0—O0
13 P—KKtq + P—Kt3 B x Kt ch P—K 3 0—O0

() Q—R3F () B—Q2=(j) PxP+() Kt-B3=(n)

(a) Ifinstead 6. , Kt-—B 3 (or6.., P—QB3; 7 P—Q 3, B—Kt5; 8§ Q—R 4 .
7P—Q3, P—B3; 8'B—K3, 0-03; 9 P—Q4, P—K Kt3; 10 Bk S Bokey’
11 P—K Ro, 0—0; 120—0, P—Kt3; 13 B=B'3 &. Alekhine—Euwe, 92nd mateh

ame, . -
N (6) 13..,B—Kt8; 14P—~K R4, P—K R3. Ifherel4. ,P—K R4?; 15P—Kt5
Kt—R2; 16 P—B5!, B—K2; 17 P—Q 5!+. Keres—Euwe, Noordwik, 1938. !

(c) Another goodreplyis4 ,KtxP; eg.5PxP,P—K4!; 6 P—QR 3 (6 Px P,
B—KB44+), P—K5!, 7 PxKt, Px Kt F. Keres—Flohr, Pernau, 1937. '

(d) Betterthan7..,P—K5; 8 K Kt—Q 2, Kt—Q 6ch, 9Bx Kt,Px B; 10 0—0
Kt—~B3; 11 Q—Kt3, B—K2=. Takacs—Rubinstein, Meran, 1924. '

¢) Keres—Stahlberg, 7th match game, 1938,

$f) 4 P—Q Kt 4, P—B3 (for 4.., P-—K Kt 3 seecol.10); 5KtPx P,P—K 4 F.
If now 6 KtxP!?, PxKt; 7 Q—R5ch, K—K2; 8 QxPch, K—B2; 9 Qx P,
Q—B2; 10Q—Q5ch, B—K3; 11 Q—B3ch, Kt—B3; 12 P—Q4, Kt—B3;
13 B—é 2, R—K1+. Capablanca—Schenk, simultaneous exhibition, Prague, 1935. !

(8) 9., KKt—K21s weak: 10 P—QKt4', Q—B2; 11 P—Kt35, Kt—Q1;
12 B—Q R 3, O—O0? (Lisitzin—Stahlberg, Moscow, 1935); 13 KtxQP. P—K 5
14 Rx P, Kt—K3; 15 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt, 16 P—Q 4 L. 4 !

(k) In view of Black’s threatening majority in the centre, White cannot afford to
devezof ﬁuileélyé Kt2, B—Q 2+, but not 12.., Kt—K 2?

1 —Kt2, B—Q 2+, but not 12.., Kt— ; 13 KtxQP, P ;
14 B KL, %xE;QISBB_éS‘ths Kt—K 2; 16 P—Q : s

(/) 14BxBch,QxB; —Kt 3, Kt—K 2; —Q 4,0—0; 17PxP,PxP;
18 B—K 3. If13. , K—Q1; 14 Q—R 5ch, Q—Kt3 (14.., P—Kt83; 15 Q—R3+);
15 Q—Q 5¢ch, K—B2; 16 Q—B7ch+.

(k) Or 4 P—K 3, P—K4; 5 PxP, P—KS5'; 6 Q—K 2, Q—K2; 7 Kt—Kt1
Kt—B3; 8 Q—K 3, Ktx Kt P+. Lokvenc—Addicks, Prague, 1931.

() 14 PxP, Kt—K Kt5; 15 Q—Q 2, Q—R 4. Kleefstra—Euwe, Amsterdam,

(m) The alternative 3.., P—K Kt3 is inferior, because of 4 P—Kt3 (or even
4 P—K3, P—QR4?; 5 P—Kt5, P—QB4; 6 PxQP, PxP; 7P—Q3, B—Kt2;
8 P—Kt3, Kt—Q2; 9 Q Kt—Q2, Kt—1%4; 10 Kt—Kt3+. Euwe—Alekhine, 8th
match game, 1927), B—Kt2; 5§ B—K Kt2, Kt—KB3; 6 P——st, 0—0; 7Q Kt—Q 2,
P—B4; 8 Kt—Kt3, PxP; 9 B—Kt2, Kt—B3; 10 Q KtxP+. Réti—Rubinstemn,
Carlsbad, 1923

(n) Tarrasch—Alekhine, Semmering, 1926.
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1 Kt—K B3, P—Qg4; 2 P—B4, P—QB3; 3 P—KKt3 Kt—B3.

11 12 13 14 15

4 B—Ktz2
B—B4.eu.n. et eeeaenecssesasansetancesassassss . B—Kt5 (m)

5 P—Kt3 Kt—K 5
QKt—Qz B—R 4

6 B—XKtz2 P—Kt 3
P—X 3 QKt—Qz (n)

7 0—O Ktx Kt
B—Q3.cciteeccssscessasersassasess . P—KR3 QxKt

8 P—Q3.cuiurennnnn. ... P—Q4 P—Q3(s) B—Ktz
0—O ( ) P_KR 3 P—KR3 B—Kz2() P—K3

9 QKt—Q2 (b) Q Kt—Q 2 Q Kt—Q 2 QKt—Qz (k) 0—O
P—K 4 () 0—O (g 0—O0 B—Q3

10 PXP (d) P><P Kt—R4 R—B1 P—Q3
PXP KPxP B—R 2 P—QR4 Q—Kz2

11 R—B1 P—K4 B—KR3 P—QR3 Q—Bz2
O—K2 B—KKts Q—Kz2 R—K1 0—0O

12 R—B2 P—KR3 P—K3 R—B2 P—K 4
P—QR4! BxKt B—R6 B—R 2 PxXKP

13 P—QR4 KtxB B—B3 Q—R1 PxP
P—R 3 R—K1 P—QKt4 B—Bi1= () B—Bj4

14 Q—R1 Kt—R 4 PxKtP Kt—Q 2
KR—K1F PxP=(f) PxPTF (k) QR—Q 1 =

() ()

(2) 1f 8.., P—K 4?; 9 P—K 4!, B—K3 (9.. PxKP?, 10 PxP,KtxP;
11 Kt—R4++) 10 KPxP BPxP 11 P—Q4, P—X5; 12 Kt—Kt5, 0—0;
13 PxP+. Romanovsky—Rabmovxtch, Moscow, 1924

(b) Or9 Kt—B 3, Q—K 2 (1f now 9 P—K4; 10PxP,PxP; 11 P—K4! +);
10R—K1,P—K4, 11Px P,PxP; 12P——K4 PxP;13PxP, B-—Kt3 14Kt—K R 4
(H. Muller—-—l.llxenthal Budapest 1963) B—R6!=.

(¢) Infemor 1s 9 —K 2 R——Kl P—K4; 11 PxP, PxP; 12 P—K 4,
PxP; —K 3 14 Kt—-R 4+ (14 Q—K 2, Kevitz—Capablanca, New York,
1931, 1s also good) Capablanca-—Santasxere, New York, 1931.

( ) 10 Kt—R 4, B—K3; 11 P—K 47?7, P—~Q5!; 12 Kt—BS, Bx Kt; 18 PxB,
Q—K2; 14 R—K1, B—R6; 15 BxB, QxB; 16’ Q—B1, Q—K2; 17 P—Q R3,

P— 4 F.

¢) 15 KR—B 1, B—R2; 16 Kt—B 1, Kt—B 4. Réti—Em. Lasker, New York
1924.  White now sacrificed the Exchange, by 17 Rx Kt, but against best play can
hope at most for a draw.

if) 15 Px P, B—K 4. Bogol]uboff—Staehelm, Zunch 1934.

) Weaker 159 .,Q—B2, 10 Kt—R 4, B—R lPxP KPxP; 12B—KR3

0—0; 13 Kt—B5 . Kashdan—-Santaszere, 1928

(h) 15 Kt—Kt 1, B—Q 3. Flohr—Thelen, 1931-32.

(z) Or 8 P—Q 4, B—K 2; 9 Kt—B 3, 0—0; 10 Kt—Q 2, Q—R4; 11 P—Q R 3,
QR—Q1; 12 P—Q Kt4, Q—BZ, 13 Q—Kts, P—R3=. Van Hoorn—Kmoch

1934.

(7) O , B—B4; 9 QKt—Q2, 0—0 (9.., Q—K 2?; 10 P—K 4., PxKP;
11 Px P, B—R2, 12 P—K5, Kt—K5; 13 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 14 Q—K2, B—R2;
15 P—Q R3, P—~QR4; 16 P—Q Kt4!+. Simonson, Newman and Phillips—
Capablanca, NewYork, 1936); I0OR—B1,B—K R2;11P—Q R3,P—Q R4;12P—0 4,
B—K 2; 13 Kt—K 1,P—Q Kt4!; 14 P—B 5, Kt—K §=. Capablanca and Kmoch—
Euwe and Lihenthal, 1935.

k) 9Kt—B3,0—O 10Q—B2,B—R2; 11P—K4,PxKP; 12Px P, Kt—B4;

13 QR—Q1, Q—B2; 14 Kt—Q 4, QR—Q 1=. Euwe—Kmoch, Lemngrad, 1934,

03] Capablanca—Lxlxenthal Moscow, 1936.

m) For 4 , P—K 3, see cols 19, 20, 23 and 25.

n) Equally good is 6 u K3; 7 B—Kt2, B—K2; 8 0—O0, Kt—
9 Ktx Kt, Qx Kt; 10 P—Q3 O—O 11 Kt—Q 2, Q—B 2; 12 R-—Bl 81,
13 Kt—B ‘3=, Rétl—Capablanca, Moscow, 1925.

(o) Réti—Torre, Moscow, 1925.
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1 Kt—K B3, P—Q4; 2 P—B4, P—K3.
16 17 18. 19 20
3 P—K Kt3
PxP....... P—Q5.u... Kt—K B3
4 Q—R4ch(a) B—Ktz2 B—Kt2
B—Q2 Kt—KB3 B—K2(g)...QKt—Q2...B—Q3
5 QxBP P—Q3 P—Kt3 P—Kt P—Kt
P—QB4() P—B4(d) O0—O P—B 33 — 3
6 Kt—K 5 0—O0 B—Kt2 B—Ktz2 0—0
Kt—Q B3 Xt—B3 P—QR4! B—Q3 QKt—Q2
7 KtxB P—K 4 () O0O—O 0—O0 B—Kt2
QX Kt P—K 4 (f) P—Rs5 0—O0 P—B3
8 B—Ktz2 Kt—K 1 KtPxP (k) Kt—B3 P—
Kt—B 3 P—K Ktz QKt—Q2 P—QKtj3 Kt—glé 5(] 2k)
9 P—Q3 P—B 4 PxP P—Q 3 Kt—
B—K2 B—Kts PxP B——-(lg{t 2 IQ’—K BQ42
10 O—O Kt—K B3 Q—B:2 P—K 4 Ktx Kt
Kt—Q 5 Q—B1 Kt—Kt3 PxKP BPXxKt
11 Kt—B3 Q—Ki1 B—K 5 PxP Kt—K
R—Qr B—Ktz2 Kt—B 5 Q—B2 Kt—B 3,I
12 P—QR4 Kt—R 3 P—Q 4 Q—K 2 P—B
Kt—Q 4 0—0 Kt—K 5 KR—Q1 B—QSz
13 P—K 3 Kt—B 2 KKt—Q2 QR—Q1(;) PXP
Kt-Kt3=(c) Kt—KR 4= Kt(B35) X Kt P—K 4=( ) KtxP= ()

() Or 4 B—Kt2, Kt—KB3;

5 0—0, Q Kt—Q 2;

6 Kt—R3, Kt—Kt3;

7 Ktx P, KtxKt; 8 Q—R4ch, B—Q2; 9 Qx Kt, B—B3; 10 P—Kt3, B—Q3;

11 B—Kt2, O—O0=.

0—0;
London, 1927.

(c) Réti—Tartakover, Semmering, 1926.

(@) 5.., B—Kt5ch; 8 QKt—Q2, 0—0; 7 P—Q R3S, B—K 2; 8 P—
P—QR4;'9 B—Kt2, PxP; 10 PxP, RxR; lle%,BxP; 1213xP1,:KtQ-—KBt34'

Réti—Kmoch, Budapest, 1926.

(b) Inferior is 5. , B—B3; 6 B—Kt2, Kt—B3; 7 0—0, B—K2; 8
9 Kt—B 3, Q Kt—Q2; 10 R—Q1, P—K4; 11 P—Q 4 3. Réti—Vidmar,

13 B—B 3 +. C. H. Alexander—P. S. Milner-Barry, Brighton, 1938.

/) 7P—K32 P—K4; 8 P—K 4, P—K Kt3; 9 Kt—K 1, B—Kt 2; 10 P—
Bkl s Tl KK B 5, OB 1; 13 KE—R3, 0—0; 15 oKy, KK R a7

Kevitz—Kashdan, New York, 1931.

(f)7.., Px P e.p. is inferior. Compare col. 22, note ().

(¢) 4.., Px P transposes into col. 16; 4.., P—Q 5 into col. 17.

—B 2,

>
»

(k) 8 P—Q3, P—B3, 9 QKt—0Q2, Kt—R3; 10 P—Q4, P—R6; 11 B—B3
P—Q Kt4 F. Lovenfisch—Bogoljuboff, Moscow, 1924. The column 1s Rabinovitch—
Marshall, Moscow, 1925,

(¢) Kashdan—Horowitz, New York, 1931.
Y} 058081 R—K1; 9Kt—B38,B—B1; 10 P—Q4, P—Q Kt 3; 11 P—K 4
Px H ?

12 Ktx P, B—Kt 2=.

Bogoljuboff—Gyglh, Zurich, 1934.

(k) 1£8.., R—K12; 9 QKt—Q2, Kt—K5; 10 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 11 Kt—
P—KB4; 12P—B3, PxP; 13 BxP, Q—B2; 14 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; '15 pixgx:g:

Réti—Bogoljuboff, New York, 1924.

(1) Réti—Vajda, Semmering, 1926.
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1 Kt—K B3, P—Q4; 2 P—B4, P—K3; 3 P—KKt3, Kt—KB3;
4 B—Ktz2, B—K2; 5 O— , 0—0.

CATALAN SYSTEM

21 22 23 24 25
6 P—Kt3.eeieeienennn vee . P—Q 4 (o)
P—Bg4! QKt—Qz(f)
7 PXP........ P—Q3 Kt—B3....... tiereeee . QKt—Q2
Ktx P (a) Kt—B 3 P—B3......PXP P—B3
8 B—Kt2 B—Kt 2 P—Kt3 P—K 4 Q—B2
Kt—Q B3 P—Qs5 P—QR3!(g) P—B3 P—QKt3()
9 P—Q4 () P—Kg4 B—Ktz2 P—QR P—Kt 3 (m)
P—QKtz3 P—K4(d) P—QKt4 P—QR 4 (1) B—Ktz2
10 Kt—B 3 QKt—Q2 Kt—Ks5 Q—Kz2 B—Ktz2
Ktx Kt B—K3 Ktx Kt Kt—Kt3 R—B1
11 BxKt P—KR3 PxKt R—Q1 QR—B1I.
B—Kt2 Kt—K1 Kt—Q 2 B—Kts P—B4
12 PXP Q—K 2 PxQP Kt—K 5 Q—Ktr
BxP Q—Qz2 BPXxP Q—K 2 R—B2
13 Q—Kt1 K—R 2 P—K 4 B—K3 Q—R 1
Q—Kz2 P—K Ktz P—Qs5! B—Q2 Q—R 1
14 R-—Q 1 Kt—K 1 Kt—Kz2 (h) KtxP(B4) KR—Qr
KR—Q1: Kt—Ktz2 KtxP Ktx Kt R—K 1
15 Q—B2 P—B4 Ktx P QX Kt (s BPxP

OR-B1=(c) P_B4F O—Kt3= P—K4l—( ) BXx P= ()

(a) Best, but 7 Qx P is also playable, e.g. 8 B—Kt2, Q—R4; 9 P—Q 3, Kt—B 3;
10 Q Kt—Q 2, R—Q1; 11 Kt—B4, Kt—Q 4=. Sorokm——Rauser, Tiflis, 1934.

(b) An alternahve ls 9 Kt—B3, B—B 3 (or 9 ., Ktx Kt; 10 Bx Kt, B—Q2;
11 Q—Kt1, B—B8; 12 Q—Kt2, R—B1; 13 KR—Q 1, Bx B} 14 PxB, Q—K 3=.
Takacs—Capablanca, Hastmgs, 1929-30) ; H 10 Q—B 1, P—Q Kt3; 11 Ktx Kt, Px Kt;
12 P—Q 4, B—R3 R—K 1, KtxP; 14 Kth\t Px Kt; 15 Q—Q 2, R—K 1=.
Flohr— toltz, 6th match game, 1931. Weak, howevcr, is 9 Kt—R 3,B—B3; 10Bx B,
KtxB; 11R—B1,0—K2; 12Q—B 2, Kt—Q 2; 13 Kt—B 4,R—Kt1; 14 X R—Q l,
P—K4 F. Réti— onlmger, Trentschm-Tephtz, 1928.

fc) Euwe—Flohr 16th match game, 1932.

PxP zg ; 10 Px P, Kt—K Kt5; 11 Q—K 2, B—B3; 12 Kt—B3,
Q9;5R4 3 QR—B1, R—Q1; ‘14 P—X R 3%. Capablanca—Marshall Moscow,
1

55 Now generally known as the Catalan System.

) ¥IF6 ,Px Q—B (7 QKt—Q 2°, P—Q Kt4!; 8 Kt—K35, Kt—%«i
9 P—K 4, Kt—KtS. 10 —QS, P—KB3; 11 Kt—Kt4, P—K4 12 P—Q R 4
P—B6!; 13 KtPxP, Ktx P+. Bogoljuboff—Pirc, Nnordwuk 1938) P—B 4
8PxP, Q—B2; 9 Kt—R 3!, ngP; 10 B—K 3, Q—KR4; 11 Xtx P, Kt--R3;
12 B—B 4 +. Ragosin—Ilyin-Zhenevsky, Tifiss, 1937,

(g) Inferior is 8.., P—Q Kt 3; 9 B—Kt2, P—QR47?; 10 Kt—Q2!, B—R3;
11 P—K4,PxBP; 12 P—K 5!, Kt—Q 4; 13 PxP+. Keres—Bdbk Kemen 1937,
h; 1f 14 QxP, B—B 4=. “The column is Keres—Bogoljuboff, Noordwuk 1938
1) Another good reply is9 ,P—QKt3; 10 Q—K2, B—R3; 11 P—Q Kt35,
B—Kt5!, 12 B—Kt2, P—B4; 13 KthP PxP; 14 KtxP Bth 15§ Bx B,
R—B1; 16 Kt—KtS5, Bx Kt; 17 RPxB, Q—-B 2= (Botvmmk)

(1) Botvmmk—Lasker Moscow 1936.

(k) 16 Px P, Kt—KtSI (Euwe)

() 8 P—Q Kt4?; 9 P—B5!, Q—B2; 10 Kt—Kt3 P—K4; 11 KtxP,
Ktx Kt; 12 B—B 4, 'K Kt—Kt 5; ; 18 PK 4! +. Botvmmk—Rabmovxtch
Lenmgrad 1938.

P é»;s)l 9P—K 4,B—Kt2!; 10P—Kt3,R—B 1; 11P—K 5, Kt—K 1; 12B—Kt2,

(n) F]ohr—Razosm Semmering-Baden, 1937.
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CATALAN SYSTEM

1 P—Q4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 Kt—-KB3, P—Q4;
4 P—KKt3, B—Kz2; 5 B—Kt2 (a).

26 27 28 29 30

5 0—O..... e e =T}

6 0—O PxQP
P—B 4 (a) KtxP

7 PXQP 0—O
KtxP (b) Kt—B3

8 P—K4..iiiiiiiinnn terereseriene e JKt—B3 Kt—QB3
Kt—Kt3....Kt—Ba..... Kt—K B3 KtxKt() PxP

9 Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3 PxKt Kt-QKts5(k)
PxP PxP PxP PxP 0—O0

10 KtxP KtxP Ktx P PxP QKtxQP
Kt—B3! () P—K4 Kt—B3(f) B—Q2 Q—Kt3

11 KtxKt(d) Kt—Bj Ktx Kt Kt—K 5 P—K 4
Px Kt Kt—B3 Px Kt Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3

12 Q—K 2 B—K 3 Q—Bz2(g) KtxB Ktx Kt
P—K 4 B—K 3 B—R 3 QX Kt QxKt!

13 B—K 3 Kt—Q 5! R—Q1 P—K 3 P—K 5
B—K 3 Ktx Kt Q—R 4 KR—Q1 Kt—Q4

14 KR—Q1 Kt—R6ch!B—Q2 R—Ktr1 B—Kt 5
Q—B 2 PXxKt O—R 4 QR—B1 Q—Kt3

15 QR—B1 PxKt 4 (¢) Q—R 4 B—Q 2 Q—Q3
O—Kt 2= B~Kt4 (h) P-QKt3=(j) R—Q 1_(1)

A) ’I‘he Catalan Sgstem can arise from erther a pure Réti Opening (cols. 23-25),
ora uelen 2 Gagxbn: ince the latter is the more usual order of moves, we have adopted
it 1n cols. 26-4

(a) 6. ,P—QKt3; 7Px P, KtxP 8 P—K 4, Kt—K B 3; 9 Kt—B 3, B—Kt2;
10 Kt—K 5, P—B 4; 11 P—QS +. Ragosm——Rabmovxtch Lemngrad 1934.

(8) 7.., KPx P is weak, since it transposes into the disadvantageous Tarrasch
Defence in the Queen's Gambit Declined.

(c) If instead 10 ., B—B3?; 11 KKt—Kt5!, Kt—B3; 12 B—K3, Kt—BS;
183 B—B 5, QxQ; 14 QRxQ, R—Ql; 15 RxRch, BxR; 16 P—Kt3+. Fine—
Kashdan, New York, 1938.

(@) 11 B—K3?, Kt—BS5 F.
(¢) 15 ., BxP; 16 Bx B. Alekhine—P.S. Milner-Barry, Margate, 1938.
(f) 1£10.., P—K 4; 11 K Kt—Kt5, Kt—B3; 12 Kt—Q5 *£.

(g) Better than 12 Q—R 4, Q—Kt3; 13 R—Kt1 (after 13 P—K S5, Kt—Q4;
14 KKt4, K—R 1!—not 14 , P—KB4 4; 15 PxP ep., KtxP; 16 Q—K 2,
K— 17 B—K38+4—15 Kt—K4, B—R3, Black has excellent counterplay.
Ragosm), B——RS 14 B—K3, Q—Kt2; 15 KR—K 1, P—X 4; 16 P—Q Kt 4,

B—Q6; 17 Q R—Q 1, K R—Q 1=. Ragosm—Ehskases, Moscow, 1936.

(k) 16 Ktx B, Px Kt; 17 Q—Kt3, B—B 4 (Keres—Stahlberg, 5th match game
1938); 18 B—K B3+ (Keres)

() An improvement upon 8 , Kt—Q B3; 9 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 10 PxP, Bx P
(Keres—Stahlberg, 1st match game, 1938); 11 Q—B 2, Q—K2; 12R—Q1 +.

(j) Keres—Stahlberg, 8rd match game, 1938.

(k) Or 9 Ktx P, KtxQ Kt; 10 Px Kt, B—Q 2= (Ragosin).

(1) Ragosin—Lasker, Moscow, 1936.
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CATALAN SYSTEM
1 P—Qg4, Kt—KB3; 2 P—Q B4, P—K3; 3 P—K Kt 3, P—Q 4.

31 32 33 34 35
Kt—K 3B
4P><P.....3....... ......... eeeessse e anaans ....P—Ba
R4 ch BPxP
3 8—1—&—‘39 2 Kt x P
6 B—Ktza..... e reeeesemtataeracaasens QxBP B—Kt2
P—QR 3 (a) P—Bg4 PXP
7 Kt—B3uiiieinnneeerinns QxBP B—Kt2 0—0
R—QKt1...P—Bg4 () P—QKt4 Kt—Kt3(¢) B—B4
8 QXBP 0—0 Q—Bz2(g Q—Q3 KtxP
P—QKt4 B—Kz2 B—Kt2 PxP 0—0
— PxP P—Q R 0—0 Kt—Kt3(m,
o ]%—%? 2 BxP (d) P—%t 54 B—K 2 B—Kt 33( 4
10 0—0 QxBP 0—O0 KtxP B—Qz2
P—B 4 P—QKt4 P—Bg4 0—0O Kt—Q B 3
1r PxXP Q—KR4 PxP Kt—QB3 Kt—R 3
KtxP B—Ktz2 BXP P—K4() Q—Kz(n)
12 QxQch B—Kt 5 QKt—Qz2z Kt—Bs5 Kt—B 4
RXQ 0—O (e) R—B1 B—QKts; B—Bz2
13 B—B4 QR—Q1 0Q—Q3 Q—Bz2 (k) P—Kg
P—Kts5() O—Bz(f) O—0= () Q—Ba2=() KKt-Kts=

(2) 6 ., P—B3; 7 QxP(B4), B—Q3; 8 Kt—B 3, 0—0; 9 0—0, Q—K2;
10 P—K 4, P—K 4; 11 P—K R 3, Kt—Kt3; 12 Q—K 2 +.
b) 14 Kt—Q 1, Kt—Q4, 15 R—B1 +. Petrov—Alekhine, Margate, 1938.

¢) 17 ,B—Q3?; 8 P—K 4!, Black must embark on the speculative sacrifice
8 .,P—QKtd; 9 KtxP, Px Kt; 10 Qx R, Kt—Kt3 (10 ., B—Kt §ch; 11 B—Q 2,
Kt—Kt3; 12Q—R7, BxBch; 13 KtxB, QxP; 14 Qx P, 0—0; 15 0—~0'+);
11Q—R7 (11 Q—R 57, Q—K 2 F), Ktx P; 12 0—0, 0—0; 13 Kt—K 5, when his
compensation for the materal sacrificed is insufficient.

(d) 19 ., 0—0; 0 P—B6, P—QKt4; 11 Q—B2, Kt—B4; 12 R—Q1,
Q—Kt3; 13 P—QR4, P—Kt5; 14 P—RS5+.

(e) 12 , P—Kt5; 13 Kt—R4, B—K2; 14 KR—Q1, Q—R4; 15 P—Kt3,
R—Q1; 16 Kt—Kt2, Kt—Kt3; 17 RxRch, BxR, 18 Kt—Q 3 +. Fine—Dake,
New York, 1938.

(f) 14 R—B 1!, Q—Kt3; 15 P—Q Kt4, B—K2; 16 KR—Q 1 +. Ale'thine—
Euwe, 16th match game, 1987, If here 13, , Q—K2, 14RxKt!,OxR; 15 Kt—K$§
(not 15 BxKt, PxB; 16 QxP, O—K 2+), Q—B2; 16 BxKt, PxB (BxB?;
17Q—Kt5+ +); 17 Kt—Kt4, B—K2, 18 Bx B, QxB; 19 K¢—K4!|, KR—Q1;
20 K KtxPch+.

(g) Or (1) 8 Q—Q 3, B—Kt2; 9 Kt—B3, P—B4; 100—0,P—B5; i1 Q—B2,
P—Kt5; 12 Kt—Q I, R—B 1; 13 B—Kt5, Q—R4; 14 Bx Kt, Ktx B; 15 Kt—K 3,
P—B 6 F. Reshevsky—Fine, Nottingham, 1936. (2)8Q—B6?, R—R2!; 9 B—B4,
B—Kt2; 10 Q—B 1, P—B4; 11 PxP, BxP; 12 0—0, 0—0; 18 Q Kt—Q 2,
Q—K2; 14 Kt—Kt3, B—Kt3; 15 B—K3, R—B 1 F. Capablanca—Reshevsky,
Nottingham, 1936.

h) Flohr—Fine, Kemer:, 1936.

i) 7.., P—Q R 3 transposes into col. 33.

7) 11.., Q Kt—Q 4 was good enough for equahity : 12 R~—Q 1, Ktx Kt; 13Q x Kt,
Kt—Q 4; 14 Q—Kt8, Q—Kt3! and White cannot accept the sacrifice (15 B x Kt,
PxB; 16 QxP, R—Q1; 17 Q—K4, B—B3; 18 P—K3, B—K 3 F).

(k) Alekhine—Euwe, 14th match game, 1937 which continued 13.., Bx Kt;
14Px B,Bx Kt; 15QxB,Q—B2; 16 B—R 61?7, Q Kt—Q 2. ; 17 Q—Kt5, Kt—K1;
18 Q R—Kt 1, when Black’s position is not easy to defend. The text 1s simpler.

él) 14 B—Kt5, K Kt—Q4; 15 QR—B 1, Bx Kt; 16 PxB, P—B3.

m) Weaker is 9 P—Q R 3, B—Kt3; 10 Kt—B 2, Kt—B3; 11 P~K 4, Kt—B 2;
12Kt—B 3, P—K 4; 13Kt—R 4, Kt—K 3; 14QxQ,BxQ; 15B—K 3, QKt—Q5 F
Fine—C. H. Alexander, Hastings, 1937-38.

(n) Best. If instead 11. , P—Q R3; 12 Kt—B#4, B—R2; 13 Kt(B4)—RS5,
Ktx Kt; 14 Bx Kt, Q—K 2; 15 R—B1, B—Q2; 16 P—K 4 . Simonson—Fine,
New York, 1938.
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CATALAN SYSTEM
1 P—Qg4, Kt—K B3; 2 P—Q B4, P—K 3; 3 P—K Kt3.

36 37 38 39 40

3 (P—0O4)eeevncncineannnn B—Ktsch

4 B—Ktz.....Kt—QB3 B—Q2
PxP PxP BXBchiviiiannnnnn eeee . Q—K2

5 Q—R4ch Q—R4ch OXB....... KtxB...... B—Kt2
QKt—Q2 Kt—B3(d Kt—Kj5(g Kt—B3! 0—0()

6 Kt—QB3(a) B—Kt2 Q—B2 KKt—-B3 Kt—KB3
P—B3() B—Q2 P—Q4 P—Q3 = P—Qy4

7 QxP(B4) QxBP  B—Ktz B—Ktz Q-B2
P—K 4 Kt—QKt5 Q—Kz P—K 4 Kt—K 5

8 Kt—B3 Q0—Kt3 P—QR3 P—Q5 0—0

PxP P—Bg4 P—KB4 Kt—K2 KtxB
9 OXQP Kt—B3 Kt—KBj3 0—O Q Kt x Kt
B—B 4 B—B3 0—0 0—0 P—Q B3
10 Q—Q 3 0—0! 0—0 P—K4 P—K 4
0—0 PXP (e) P—B3 Kt—Q2 BxKt
11 0O—O0 R—Q1 Kt—B 3 Kt—K1 KtxB
Kt—Kt3 Q—R34 Kt—Q2 P—KB4 PXKP(@#)
12 Q—B2 KtxP P—QKtq4 Kt—Q3 KtxP
P—KR3 BxB Kt—Q3! P—Bs Kt—Q2
13 Kt—Q2+(c) KXB £ (f) P—Bs! PxP P—B 5 ()

Kt—B 5 (h) PxP={() Kt—B3 (m)

(a) Again the immediate capture of the Q B P is inferior: 6 QxBP, P—B4;
7PxP, BxP; 8 Kt—KR 3, Q—B2; 9 Kt—Q 2 R—Q Kt1; 10 0—0, P—Q Kt4;
11 Q—Kt8, B—Kt2; 12 BxB,QxB; 13 Kt—K B4, 0—O and Black’s position is
somewhat more comfortable. Flohr—Reshevsky, Hastings, 1937-38.

(b) Best1s 6.., P—Q R 3, transposing 1nto cols. 81-32.

(¢) Flohr—W. A. Fairhurst, Hastings, 1937-38.

(d) Better 1s 4.., Q Kt-—Q 2, with vanations similar to those in cols. 81-85.

{e) 1£10.., BxKt; 11 BxB, PxP; 12 R—Q1, Q—Kt3; 13 Kt—R 4 +.

(f) Keres—Ragosin, Semmering-Baden, 1937.

(g) Better 5.., P—Q 3 as in the next column.

1937(h) 14 KR—K1, P—QKt3; 15 Kt—Q 2! +. Belavenetz—L&venfisch, Tiflis,
(1) Alatorzeff—Lovenfisch, Tiflis, 1987.
() 5. , Kt—B3; 6 KKt—B3, BxBch; 7 Q KtxB, P—Q3 is similar to col.

39 1if here 6 L P—K47; 7PxP, KtxP; 18 Ktx Kt, BxBch; 9 QxB, Qx Kt;
10 Kt—B 3,0—0; 110—0, P—Q3; 12 KR—K 14. Alatorzefi—Chekhover, Tifiss,
1937.

(k) 111, ,PxBP; 12KtxP,P—Q B4; 13P—Q5!,PxP; 14PxP, Kt—Q2;
15 KR—K 1, Q—B 3, 16 P—Q 6+ (Reshevsky).

(l) Reshevsky—Treysman, New York, 1938, which continued 18.., P—K 4?23
14 Px P, Ktx K'P; 15 KR—K 1, Kt—Kt3; 16 Kt—Q6, Q—B2; 17 P—B 4+.

(m) White has a shght positional advantage.
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1 Kt—K B 3.
41 42 43 44 45

I (P—Q4).... Kt—KB3.iiiveerereaaneanseneao. . P—KByg

2 P—KKt3(a) P—B 4 P—K Kt3
Kt—K B3 P—Bg4...... P—K3.....P—KKt3(h) P—Q Kt 3

3 B—Ktz2 P—KKt3(r) P—K Ktz P—QKt4(s) B—Ktz2
P—B4 P—K Ktz P—QKt3 B—Ktz2 B—Kt2

4 P—Q4 (b)) B—Ktz2 B—Ktz2 B—Kt2 0—O0 ()
P—K3 () B—Ktz2 B—Ktz2 0—0 Kt—K B3

5 0—0 0—0 0—0O P—Kt3 P—Q3
Q—Kt3 0—0 B—K 2 P—Kt3(y) P—K3

6 P—K 3 Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3 B—Kt2 P—K 4
Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3 P—B 4 B—Kt2 PxP

7 P—Kt3 P—0Q3 P—Q Ktz O0—O0 Kt—Kts
B—K2 P—Q3 P—Q 4! P—Q3 B—K 2

8 B—Ktz2 B—K 3 Kt—K 5 P—Q3 Kt—Q B 3
PxP B—Q2 QKt—Q2 QKt—Q2 O0—0

9 PxP Q—B1 P—Bg4 QKt—Q2 QKtxP
0—0 R—K1 B—Q3 P—K 4 Ktx Kt

10 QKt—Q2 P—KR3 PXxP Q—Bz2 Ktx Kt
B—Q2 R—B1 BxP R—K1 Kt—B 3
11 P—B4 P—R Kt—B 4 KR—Q1 B—Qz24(m)

3
PxP(d) P—QR3=(f) Q—Kt1=(g) P—QR4=(k)

(a) P—Q B 4 at any one of White’s first six moves would transpose into better-
known variations.

(b) White 1s now playing the Griinfeld Defence to the Queen’'s Pawn Game with
a move in hand.

(¢) 4.., B—B4; 5 P—B 4+, forif 5. QPxP 6 0—0, Kt—B3; 7 Q—
PxP; 8 Ktx P, Qth 9 Bx Ktch, B—Q H OR—QI xRech (10 . BxB
11 Qchh, Px Q 12 Rx Q wath the "better ending); 11 Qx ,BxB; 12 Kt—B 3
and White should win.

() 12Ktx P,Q—R3; 18 K Kt—K 5, KR—QI, 14 Ktx B, Ktx Kt; 15Q—B 3
(Santasxere—Fme, New York 1938), Kt—Kt3=

() 3 P—Q 4 at an early stage 1s best, and would transpose 1nto either the English
Opening, Queen’s Gambit, or Queen’s Pawn Game.

(f) Réti—Griinfeld, Mahrisch-Ostrau, 1923.

(g) Alekhine—Nimzovitch, New York, 1927.

!& ) Two altematwes are : (1) , P—Q Kt 3 P—K Kt3, B—Kt2; 4 B—Kt2,
P—K4;5Kt—B3,B—Kt5;6 0—0,KBx Kt; 7KthB P—Q3;8P—Q4,P—K5;
9 Kt—R 4, 0—0; 10 P—B 3 P x P, 11 Bx P. Kevitz and Pinkus—Alekhine, New
York, 1929. (2) 2, Q 3; 3 P—KKt3, B—~B4; 4 B—Kt2, P—~B3; 5P—Kt3,

—B1; 6 P—KR3, P—K 4; 7 B—Kt 2, I\t—R3 8 Kt—B 3, P—R 3; 9 P—Q 3,
B—K2; 10 Q—Q2, Kt—B 2; 11 Kt—Q 1, 0—O=. Réti—T. Gruber, Vienna, 1928.

(i) 8 P—Q Kt3, B—Kt2; 4 B—Kt2, 0—0; 5 P—Kt3, P—Q3; 6 B—Kt2,
Kt—B38; 7 0—0, P—K4; 8 P—Q4, Kt—Q2; 9 Px P. Capablanca—Yates,
Barcelona, 1929

() 5 —Q4; 6 PxP, KtxP; 7 BxB, KxB; 8 Q—Kt3, Kt—KB3;
9 B——KtZ Kt—BS 10 0—O0, P—K 4=. Rétx—Pokorny, Mﬁ%nsch -Ostrau, 1923.

(k) Réti—Capablanca, New York, 1924.

() Or 4 P—Kt3 Kt—KB3; 5§ 0—0, P—K 3; 6 B—Kt2, B—K 2; 7 P— 3
T L e L BTl ST L R

— 1c cheveningen, —Q 4, at an early stage t
the Dutch Defence to the Queen’s Pawn Game. ¥ Stage transposes mto

(m) Euwe—Tartakover, Kissingen, 1928.
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Tuis opening comes nearer than any other to conferring a
winning advantage with the move; and its popularity for
match and tournament play (when White is allowed the
choice of playing it) is by no means surprising. White
controls the centre, his pieces have greater mobility than
those of his adversary, and the opening accordingly yields
him an immediate and enduring attack. Against the passive
defences such as the Berlin, Steinitz, and Steinitz Deferred,
White’s grip is extremely cramping; nor can Black try a
more enterprising defence (e.g., the Classical, Cozio, or
Schliemann) without the risk of finding White’s superiority
in development speedily decisive.

The principal defences, in alphabetical order, are as
follows :—

The Berlin Defence, 3..., Kt—K B 3 (cols. 1 to 20) is a
solid form of the close game, which leaves Black with a
dangerously backward development. This is the reason why
it has fallen out of favour in modern days and has received
exceedingly few illustrations since the fourth edition of this
work. In the customary variations of the attack, illustrated
in cols. 1 to 7, the substitution of 10 Kt—Q 4 for toR—K 1,
strengthened by Schlechter’s move 14 P—QO Kt4 (col. 1)
enables White to avoid the drawing possibilities of the Rio
de Janeiro variation (col. 3). Against s5..., Kt—Q 3 (cols.
6 and 7) P—Q R 4, followed by P—K 6, gives White a
strong attack at the cost of a Pawn. As to the relative
merits of the two moves 4 O—O and 4 P—Q 4 there is no
general agreement, but we feel that the reply 4..., Kt xK P
to the latter is an adequate defence.

Bird’s Defence, 3..., Kt—Q 5 (cols. 21 to 25), is theoret-
ically unsound and has been abandoned in serious chess.

The Classical Defence, 3..., B—B 4 (cols. 26 to 35) is
also out of fashion. Against the strongest reply 4 P—B 3,
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4..., P—B4 gives rise to an exceedingly complicated
position, where only PxP (col. 29) yields White the
superiority. Should White seek safety, the simple develop-
ing move 4 O—O (cols. 33 to 35), which has the additional
merit of avoiding prepared variations, assures him of a
slight positional advantage.

The Cozio and Fianchetto Defences (cols. 36 and 37, and
38 to 40) have both been practically abandoned by the
masters, the “ Lopez grip” being too strong in both for
Black’s hopes of success against a player of approximately
equal class.

The Morphy Defence, 3..., P—QR 3, under which
heading one could also include the Steinitz Defence
Deferred, is now practically the only defence ever played.
This is due to the fact that the additional tempo is always
desirable for the second player. After the customary moves
3..., PO R 3; 4B—R 4, Kt—B 3; 5 0—O Black has the
choice of two widely differing systems of defence, 5...,
Ktx P (cols. 41 to 75) and 5..., B—K 2 (cols. 76 to 114).

The former is the more aggressive line, by which Black
obtains a free, open game, but at the expense of some
insecurity of position. It has lost popularity with the great
masters, with the notable exception of Euwe, who continues
to play it with success. Apparently the other masters
instinctively distrust the infraction of sound opening
principles which the line involves. White’s Pawn at K 5
exercises a restraining influence on Black’s game and can
serve as a basis for a vigorous King-side attack by P—K B 4
at a later stage. Moreover, Black’s Pawn-formation on the
Queen’s wing is early left ragged, his Queen’s Bishop’s
Pawn being frequently kept backward on the open file when
White can force an exchange of Knights by Kt—Q 4 at a
suitable moment. As compensation for these weaknesses
Black’s minor pieces are aggressively placed and, if he can
succeed in playing P—Q B4, he will have a formidable
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“Pawn-roller.” In the normal variation (cols. 41 to 62)
White, on his 10th move, has a choice of (i) Q Kt—Q 2;
(ii) B—K B 4; (iil) B—K 3; (iv) R—K 1; (v) P—QR 4;
or (vi) Kt—Q 4.

(1) 10QKt—Q 2 (cols. 41 to 48) is the move most
frequently seen. After 10..., O—O, White’s best con-
tinuation is 11 Q—K 2 (cols. 41 to 43), when the line in col.
41, played by Dr. Euwe in an important encounter, solves
Black’s opening problems. Of the two other possibilities on
White’s 11th move B—B 2, with the continuation in col. 45,
is worthy of attention.

(ii) 10B—K B4 (cols. 49 and 350) is an old move
revived by Hungarian analysts. The complicated line in
Col. 50 is very trappy, but with best play leads to an even
ending.

(iii) 10 B—K 3 (cols. 51 to 55) is a more logical move
than the foregoing, and confronts Black with a serious
problem about his Queen-side Pawns. In the main variation
in col. 52 White’s King-side attack was formerly thought
to be quite sufficient for the Pawn sacrificed, but in the light
of the innovation on Black’s 17th move, shown in the
column, Black must be given the better chances in this
particular line and consequently in the whole variation.

(iv) 10 R—K 1 (cols. 56 to 60) is the introduction to the
sparkling Breslau Variation, in which White gains a piece
at the expense of a fierce attack, which is at least good
enough to draw for Black.

(v) 10 P—Q R 4 (col. 61) has been revived by Alekhine,
who has demonstrated that it is at least as good as the other
variations.

(vi) 10 Kt—Q 4 (col. 62) is a line of recent origin
where White sacrifices a Pawn to prevent Black from
Castling.

The older defence, g..., B—Q B 4 (cols. 64 and 65) is
now not often encountered, as it is found that this square
is better left available for Black’s King’s Knight when
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driven from K 5. Nevertheless, Black can attain theoretical
equality. Neither side is well advised to vary from the
moves in the normal variation. Alternatives for White on
his 8th and gth moves are illustrated in cols. 66 to 70; they
are not nearly as dangerous for Black as the main line.
Of the alternatives for Black the Riga Variation (col. 73)
is the most interesting. Here Capablanca’s line is still con-
sidered the refutation.

The move 5..., B—K 2 (cols. 76 to 114), much more
popular now than 5..., Ktx P, is played with a view to
maintaining Black’s centre Pawn at K4 and following up
with a counter-action on the Queen’s wing. The bad
feature of this defence is that it leaves Black with a
cramped game, and recent master-practice consistently
prefers White.

On his 6th move White has the choice of (i) R—K1;
(ii) Q—K 2; or (iil) P—Q 4.

(i) 6 R—K 1 (cols. 76 to 100) is the older line, played
with a view to defending the King’s Pawn and leaving the
square K B 1 free for the Queen’s Knight. In Tchigorin’s
Defence, where Black sets up his Pawns at Q Kt4, QB 4,
Q 3, and K 4, White can branch off into three lines of play
on his 11th move. 11 P—K R 3 (cols. 76 to 86) is preferred
by most masters. In the traditional line, where White
locks the centre and plays for a King-side attack, it is
difficult to find anything new for either side before the 2oth
move. Black’s position remains exceedingly cramped, but
it is by no means certain that White’s King-side manceuvres
should lead to a win. With best play, however, White
leaves his opponent without any counter-plav whatsoever
(col. 76), so that this variation shotld be avoided by Black.
The variations where White keeps his Pawn at O 4 are
generally much easier for Black; in col. 81, e.g., the Pawn-
sacrifice involved is unsound. An exception to this rule is
the attack on Black’s Queen-side Pawns in col. 84, which has
lad to some brilliant wins in Keres’s hands. 11 Q Kt—Q 2
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(cols. 87 and 88) is a stronger alternative, since it saves
a valuable tempo for the attack. 11 P—Q R 4 (col. 89) is
much weaker than the same move after White has played
P—K R 3 (col. 84), for White cannot afford to accept the
Pawn-sacrifice involved.

Bogoljuboff’s idea of exchanging the centre Pawns in
order to obtain a majority of Pawns on the Queen’s side is
no longer held in such high esteem as was formerly the
case. By P—Q s, closing the centre, White can, if he wishes,
maintain a slight positional advantage (col. 94).

A weaker alternative for Black is the omission of the
counter-attack on the Queen’s side by P—Q Kt 4 (cols. 97
to 100). These variations are no longer popular because
modern masters distrust the cramped positions which they
involve on general principles. The Kecskemét Variation
(cols. 98 and gg) is an example of this.

(ii) 6 Q—K 2 (cols. 101 to 114), the Worrall Attack, is
coming more and more into the limelight. A good many
authorities, notably Alekhine, believe that it is at least as
good as 6 R—K 1 and recent tournament practice certainly
confirms this contention. Black cannot, as against R—K 1,
force the Tchigorin defensive set-up. In the gambit defence,
where Black sacrifices his King’s Pawn to cramp White’s
development, some notable improvements were found in the
American Championship Tournament of 1936. If White
accepts the Pawn, as in col. 108, he is exposed to a severe
attack, which can prove fatal. The variations where Black
omits P—Q Kt 4 (cols. 110 to 113) are even more unfavour-
able than the corresponding lines after 6 R—KI.

(iii) 6 P—Q 4 (col. 114) is an indifferent continuation
for White.

5..., B—B4 (cols. 117 to 119), formerly played by
Alekhine, has since practically disappeared from tournament
chess, White obtaining a clear advantage with both 6 P—B 3
(col. 117) and 6 Kt x P (col. 119).
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The remaining columns, 120 to 135, exhibit lines of
play diverging at an earlier stage. They all permit Black
to equalise with comparative ease and are for that reason
of infrequent occurrence.

The Exchange Variation (cols. 136 to 140) is of the
greatest theoretical importance, since if it were good for
White the other variations of Morphy’s Defence would be
of no consequence. It is played with a view to establishing
a majority of four Pawns to three on the King’s side and
utilising this theoretical advantage in the ending; but Black
always finds more than sufficient compensation in his two
Bishops and freer development.

The Steinitz Defence, 3..., P—Q 3 (cols. 141 to 160), has
had the approval of not only Steinitz himself, but also his
successors in the championship, Lasker and Capablanca.
It gives a solid positional game, such as Steinitz loved, and,
like the Berlin Defence, demands unlimited patience on
Black’s part. It has strong tendencies towards a draw,
Black’s game being very compact and not as a rule open to
direct attack. The characteristic positions commencing with
7 R—K 1 (cols. 141 to 148) are now more generally reached
by transposition from the Berlin Defence, the troublesome
attack based on 6 B x Kt and O—O—O (cols. 154 and 155)
being thereby avoided. By the substitution of 7 B X Kt for
7 R—K 1 Black is hard taxed to equalise the game.

The Steinitz Defence Deferred, 3..., P—QR3;
4 B—R 4, P—Q 3 (cols. 161 to 190) has gained in popularity
since our last edition, chiefly because it avoids most of the
bad features of the Steinitz Defence, and retains most of
the good ones. White has the choice of five continuations :

(i) s BxKtch (cols. 161 to 167) is played with a view
to taking advantage of White’s superior development. The
second player must be very careful, but if he supports his
centre by P—K B 3 (cols. 161 to 164) his two Bishops and
his command of the open Q Kt file frequently tell in his
favour.
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(i1) 5 P—Q 4 (cols. 168 and 169) can be either a dull
drawing line as in col. 168, or a sparkling gambit as in col.
169.

(1ii) 5 P—B 4 (cols. 170 and 171) has attracted attention
because of Keres’s adoption of it against Alekhine at
Margate, 1937. Where Black maintains his King’s Pawn at
K 4 (col. 170) Lajos Steiner’s move leads to an overwhelm-
ing position for White; Black should exchange his King’s
Pawn early, as in col. 171, since White is forced to exchange
two minor pieces, when a draw is practically unavoidable.

(iv) 5 0—O (cols. 171 to 176), formerly thought to be
inferior because of Rubinstein’s analysis in the Ldrobok,
has been rehabilitated. On his 6th move White has the
choice of 6 Bx Kt ch (cols. 172 to 174), where the interest-
ing line in col. 174 is hard for Black to meet, or 6 P—Q 4
(col. 175), an enterprising sacrificial line, which Yates
handled with great skill.

(v) 5 P—B 3 (cols. 177 to 190) is the main variation.
Where Black plays B—Q 2 and B—K 2, contenting himself
with simple developing moves, White’s hold on the centre
and freer development give him a clear superiority (cols.
177 and 178). The stronger continuation for Black is 6...,
P—K Kt 3, and this line has often been adopted by Capa-
blanca, Alekhine, and Rubinstein. Black can develop his
King’s Knight at either K2 or B 3; the latter is stronger
because it avoids the dangerous attack in col. 183. The
Siesta Variation (cols. 186 to 190) is no longer seen;
according to present analysis 6 Px P (cols. 186 to 188)
gives White an overwhelming attack, to which no satis-
factory defence has been found.

The Unusual Defences (cols. 191 to 200) are of no
great theoretical importance. Schliemann’s Defence (cols.
191 to 194) is the only one which is occasionally played:
it is refuted by 4 Kt—B 3.  Alapin’s Defence Deferred
(col. 200) merits interest because no theoretical refutation
is known.
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kt 5.

BERLIN DEFENCE
3.., Kt—B3; 4 0—0O, KtxP; 5 P—Q4, B—Kz2; 6 Q—K 2 (a).

1 2 3 4 5

6 Kt—Q3ieerererennsaaasnonneens teeretsecscce s P—B4 (%)

7 BxKt PxP ()
Kt PxB (b) 0—0

8 PxP Kt—B 3
Kt—Kt 2 Ktx Kt

Y Kt—B 3eeuieieeiniticrascnsicsssens .P—QKt3 PxKt
0—O0 0—0 P—Q4

10 Kt—Q 4!....R—K1 B—Kt 2 R—Q 1
B—B () Kt—Bg..... R—K1(g P—Q4 Kt—Q R 4

It R—Qr Kt—Q 4 QO—B 4 PxP ep. P—Bgy
BxKt Kt—K3  Kt—B4 PxP P—B3

12 RxB B—K3 Kt—KKt; QKt—Qz PxP
P—Q4 Ktx Kt BxKt(() B—B3 PxB

13 PxXP ep. -BXxKt BxB BxB P—Q6
PxP P—Q B4 () QXB QxB Kt—B 5

14 P—QKt4! B—K3 Qx Kt KR—K1 P—QR4 +
Q—B3 P—Q4 R—K 3 Kt—B 4 ()

15 B—K 3 PXPep. Q—Q 4 Kt—K 4
B—B 4 BxP B—Kt2 Ktx Kt

16 QR-Qr1+(d) QR-Q1(f) Q—Q Kt4 Qx Kt
B1() B—Qz=(j)

(a) The most energetic continuation. Some alternatives are : (1) 6 P—Q5, Kt—-Q

7 Kt—B 3, KtxB; 8 Ktx Kt, P—QR3; 9 Kt—B3, Kt—Kt1; 10 Ktx P, P—
11 Kt—B 3, et @) BPxP 0; 7 Q—Q5, Kt—B4; 8 B—K 3, P— 3,
9 B—Q B4, Kt—Kt5; PLQKt4: 11 B—K 2, B—Kt2=. Or (3)

6 R—K1, Kt—Q3; 7 Bx t 7 PxP, Kt—B'4; 8 Kt—B3, 0—0; 9 Kt—Q 5.
Charousek——‘fa.rrasch Budapest, 1896), QPxB; 8 Px P, Kt—B 4 and Black has a
good enough game.
Forced, forif7 , QPxB?; 8PxP, Kt—B4; 9R—Q1, 5—0Q 2; 10P—K 6

(it 10 —K Kt4, Kt—R 3 but not Kt—-RS, 11 Ktx Kt Bx t; 12 P-—-Kt51+ +),
PxP; 11 Kt—K 5, B—Q3; 12 Q—R5ch, P—Kt3; 13 Ktx KtP, Kt—Kt2
14 Q—R 6+ (Ldrobok).

(c) 10 .,Kt—B4; 11R—Q 1, Q—K1; 12Kt—B5,P—B 3; 13B—R 6, Kt—K 3;
1; Q—Kt4 R—B2 15 B—Q2+ W. H.'S. Monck—J. J- 0’Hanlon, correspondence,

, P—QR3; 17 P—Kt4. Schlechter—Réti, Vienna, 1914,
(z) The R1o de J anero Variation, ongmated by the late Dr. Caldas Vianna. If
voy P— 4 Q—K 3, followed by Kt—R

{f) 16 Q—RS 17 P—K o— KtS (better B—Kt2); 18 B—B 1.
Tarrasch—Lasker, 14th match game, 1908 n the 10th game the continuation was
16 Kt—K 4, B—Kt 2; where Hoffer pomted out a probable draw by 16.., Bx Pch;
17 Kx B, Q-—RSch; 18 K—Kt1, Qx

g; Or1o0 ., P—Q4; 11 Px P e.p., BxP, 12 Kt K 4 4.

k) 12.., R—B1; 13 Kt—-K 4, B—R3; 14 Q—B3, KtxKt; 15 KtxKt,
P—KB4; ‘I8 Kt—B 5, Bx Kt is better.

% 17 Kt—K 4 +. Schlechter—Janowski, Paris, 1900.

lelsbury—Lasker, St. Petersburg, 1895.

k)6 4; 7 KtxP, B—Q2; 8 BxKt, PxB; 9 R—K 1, Kt—B3;
10 B—Kt 5, t—Kt 1 11 Ktx B+. Analysis by Max Lange.

(l) 1f 7 P—Q 5, Kt—Kt 1; 8 KtxP, 0—0; 9 P—Q6, KthP 10 R—B 4 ch,

1 F.
( 'm) Ldrobok.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

BERLIN DEFENCE
3.., Kt—B3; 4 0—0, KtxP.

8 7 8 9 10
5 (PO 4) e e e veeeess R—K 1 (M)
Kt—Q3.ieiieiiininnn, P—Q R 3 (h) Kt—Q 3
6 PxP........BxKt(d B—Q3()...BxKt Ktx P
KtxB QPXxB() P—Qg4 QPxB B—K2
7P—QR4 PxP P—Bg4 R—K1 (%) B—Q3
P—Q 3 Kt—B 4 Ktx Q P(j) Kt—B3 0—0
8§ P—K6! (@) QxQch(f) KtxKt Kt—B 3 Kt—Q B3
BxP (b) KxQ PxKt B—K2 Ktx Kt (n)
9 PxKt R—Qir1ch PxP B—Kts;s RXxKt
Kt—XK 4 K—K1 Kt—B3 0—0 P—Q B3
10 Kt—Qg4 Kt—B 3 R—Ki1ch PxP+ () P—QKt3
B—Q 2 P—KR3 B—Kz2F Kt—K 1
11 Kt—QB3 P—QKts3 B—Ktz2
B—Kz2 B—Kts P—Q4
12 P—B 4 B—Kt2 O—Rs
Kt——Kt 5(c) BXxKt= (g) Kt—B3=(0)

(a) 8Px Kt, KtxP; 9 R—K 1,B—K 2; 10 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 11 QxQch, KxQ3;
12 Rx P, B—Q 3=,

(b) If 8.. PxP' 9 PxKt, Kt—K2; 10 Kt—B3, Kt—Kt3; 11 Kt—Kt5,
B—K2; 12 Q— Bx Kt; 13 Bx B, Q—Q 2; 14 P--KtG‘ with a strong attack
Halpnn—-Plllsbury, Mumch 1900.

(c) 18 Kt—0Q 5, 0—O; 14P—B5,Kt—B3; 15KtxBch, Qx Kt; 16 R—K 1,
Q—Q1; 17 B— t§ +; Didier—Pillsbury, Paris, 1900.

(d) 6B—~R 4,PxP; 7P—B3,B—K2!; 8Px P,P—Q Kt 4; 9 B—Kt 3, Kt—R4 ;
10 B—B 2, B——Kt2 11 Kt—K 5, 0—0 S a gambxt alfernative.

(¢) Much weaker is 6 ., KtPxB; 7 PxP, Kt—Kt2; 8 B—Kt5 B—K 2;
9BxB,QxB; 10 Kt—B 3, O—O 1T R—K 1, Kt—B 4; 12’ Q—Q 2+. A Steiner—
Treybal, ]pest, 1934,

éf) 0r8Q—K 2, Kt—Q5; 9Ktx Kt, Qx Kt; 10 Kt—B 3, B—K Kt5; 11Q—K 3,

(g) Maréczy—Pillsbury, Paris, 1900.

(k) Or 5. PxP 6 R—K 1, P—~KB4 (or 6.., P—Q4; 7 xP, 0—Q2;
8 Bx Kt, Qx B 9 P—B 44. Compare R:ga Va.natlon, col. 73) tx P tx Kt ;
8 Qx Kt, —B'3; 9 P—KBS3, PxB; 10 Px Kt+, Or P—-Q4 8 Ktx P,
B—Q2; 7 Ktx P, Kx Kt; 8 Q—RSch, K—K3 9 Kt—B3 or 9 P—Q 4.

() For 6 B—R 4 see col. 41 ff.

(j) Weakeris7..,B—KKt5; 8BPx P, Qx P; 9R—K1,Kt—B3; 10 Kt—B 3,
Q—Q 2 11 Ktx P, "Ktx Kt; 12 Rx Ktch 4
7Q0—K2,B—KB4; 8R—Q1, B-—-K2 9PxP,Q—B1; 10 Kt—Q 4, 0—0;
11 P—KBS, Kt—B 4; 12 'Kt—B 3, B—Kt3. prelmann—Bogoljuboﬂ Stockholm.
1919.
() Analysis by Svenonius.
(m)5Q—K2,Kt—Q3; 6BxKt,QPxB; 7KtxP,B—K2; 8R—K1,B—K3;
9 P—Q 4, Kt—B 4 10 P—Q B3, 0—0=.
(n) 8.., Kt—K1; 9 Kt— 5, B—B 3; 10 Kt—K Kt 4, P 8; 11 RxKt?,
RxR; 12’ K KtxB ch. Px 13 P—-—Q Kt8, Kt—K 4+. anowski—Lasker,
Nuremberg, 1896.

(0) Janowski—~Bnrn, Cologne, 1898.
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1 P—Ky4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3: 3 B—Kts.

BERLIN DEFENCE

3.., Kt—B3
11 12 13 14 15
4 (0—0)......P—Q 4
P—Q3 2 tersiesianees JKEXKP (1)
5 P—Q4(a) Q—Kz2...... 0—O0 (g) P—Q 5 (n)
B—Qz2(® B—Kz2() B—K=z2.....P—Q3 Kt—Q 3
6 R—K1 0—0 P—Kj5 (k) KtxP Kt—B 3
PxP () 0—O0 Kt—K 5 B—Qz2 KtxB
7 KtxP P—K 5 Ktx P BXx Kt Ktx Kt
B—K 2 Kt—K1 0—0 PxB P—QR3
8 P—QKt3 R—Q1 Kt—B5! Q—B3! Kt—B 3
Ktx Kt P—Q4(f) P—Q4 P—B4 () Kt—Ktz
9 BxBch P—B3! KtxBch Kt—B 5 Ktx P
KtxB B—K B4 KtxKt B—K3(3) P—Q3=
10 Qx Kt PxP P—K B3 Kt—B 3
B—B3 Kt—Kts Kt—QB4(:) Q—Qz2

11 P—Kj5(d Kt—R3 P—QKts Kt—Qs54(
P—QB3 Kt—X3
12 B—R4+ P—KBg4 +
P—K B4

() 5§ R—K1, B—Q2; 6 P—B3, B—K2; 7 P—KR3, 0—0; 8 B—R 4,
Kt—QKt1; 9 B—B 2, P—B3; 10 P—Q 4, Q—B 2. Kmoch—Orbach, Giessen, 1928,
a curiously dilatory opening, which led to a draw. 5 P—Q) 3 1s of course playable, but is
practically never seen. With 5.., P—K Kt3; 6 P—B 4 1t transposes 1nto a variation
similar to that in col. 18, note (@) and to the Duras Variation, cols. 121—122.

(b) For 5.., B—Q 2 in normal variations and for 5.., Px P, see Steinitz Defence
cols. 141 ff. If5 ., Kt—Q 2; 6 Px P (weakeris 6 Kt—B 3, B—K 2; 7 B—K 8, 0—O0;
8 Q—K2, P—QR3; 9 BxKt, PxB; 10 QR—~Q1, P—Q R 4. Engels—Richter,
Bad Nauheim, 1935), Q Ktx P (6.., P x P is playable, but leaves Black with a cramped
positiot%; 7 Kt—Q4, P—QR3; 8 B—K2, Kt—KB3; 9 P—KB4, Kt—BS3;
10 B—B 3 4.

(c) 6.., B—K2; 7 Kt—B 38 transposes into Stemnitz Defence, cols. 141 ff. Here
7 P—B 3), 0—0; 8 B—R 4, R—K 1; 9 P—Q 5 again leaves Black cramped. (Cp. also
col. 177.

(d) 11.., PxP (if Kt or BxP, 12 P—KB4; 1if Q—K2, 12 B—R 3, KtxP;
13Q—Q1); 12B—R 3,B—K 2; 13Q—K Kt 4,0—O0; 14 R—Q 1. Znosko-Borovsky—
A. Eva and W. A. Fairhurst consulting, 1926 (British Chess Magazine, 1926, p. 750).

¢) Black’s safest line is P—Q 3; 6 P—K 5, P—Q 6! transposing into col. 16.

)8..,P—B3?; 9 BxKt, KtPxB; 10 KtxP, P—Q3; 11 KtxP, Q—Q 2;
12 Q—B 4ch, R—B2; 13 P—K6!+. Sir G. A. Thomas—Yates, Hastings, 1922,

(g) 1f 5 Ktx P, KtxP; 6 0—~0, Q—B3!; 7 Kt—K B3, B—B4!; 8 Q—Q 5,

K2; 9 Q--R5, 0—0; 10 B—Q'3, P—Q 3 11 Kt—B 3, Kt—B 3+.

k) 6 Ktx P, 0—O; 7 Kt—Q B3, Ktx Kt; 8 Qx Kt 4 is an alternative.

1) Or 10 ., P—Q B3; 11 Px Kt, Q—Kt3ch; 12 K—R1, QxB; 13 Kt—B 3,
Q—B4; 14 PxP, PxP.

(/)8 ,B—K2; 9 P—KS5, Kt—Q4; 10 P—B4, PxP; 11 Kt—BS5, Bx Kt;
12 Qx B, Kt—Kt3; 13 Qx K P +.

sk , P—K Kt3; 10 B—Kt5!, Px Kt; 11 P—K5 + (Bogoljubof).

l) Nyholm—Harald, 1920.

(m) Weak for Black are: (1) 4. , KtxQP; 5§ Ktx Kt,PxKt; 6 P—K 5, P—B3
70xP, Kt—Q4; 8 B—Q B4, Kt—B2; 9 B—B4!, Kt—K3; 10 BxKt, BPxB;
11 Kt—B3, --f{2; 12°0—0—0 + and (2) 4. , P—QR3?; 5 BxKt, QPxB
8 KtxP, KtxP; 7 Q—K2, QxP; 8 Kt—KB3, Q—Q4; 9 KKt—Q2 +
Bogoljuboff—]. S. Morrison, London, 1922.

(n) For50--0,B—K2; 6 Q—K 2,seecols.1to5. 5Px P, P—Q 4 and 5 Q—K 2,
Kt—Q 3 have been tried.

“ewew
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3: 3 B—Kts;.

BERLIN DEFENCE

3.., Kt—B 3.
16 17 18 19 20
4 Q—Kz2......P—Q3
P—Q3(@) P—Q3cciiiieiiiaeneii.B—Bg.ee..P—Q4(9)
5 P—Q 4 P—B3...... Kt—B 3(d@d B—K3! KtxP
PxP () P—KXKt3 B—Qz BxB () 0—03
6 P—K 5 QKt—Q2 O—O PxB B—K B4
P—Q6! B—Kt2 P—K Ktz P—Q3 (g P—Kt4(j)
7 BPXP Kt—B1 B—Kts 0—O0 BxKtch
PxP 0—0 P—KR3 P—QR3 PxB
8 KtxP Kt—K 3 Bx KKt B—R 4 B—Kt3
B—Ktsch Kt—Kz2 QxXB P—Q Kt 4 Q—Ktjsch
9 B—Q2 B—R 4 P—Q 4 B—Kt3 Kt—Q 2
0—O0 P—Q 4 B—Kt 2 Kt—QR4 (2) QX KtP
10 BXKt Q—B 2 PxP KtxQBP
BxBch= Kt—Kt5 KtxP B—K Kt 2
IX B—XKt3 Ktx Kt O0—0
P—Q B3 QX Kt Q—B6
12 P—KR3 BxBch(e) PxP
Ktx Kt Ktx P
13 BXxKt= (¢) R—Kich+

(%)

a) 4.., B—K2; 5 P—Q3 (5 P—Q B3, P—Q3; 6 P—Q4, PxP; 7 PxP,or
P—K Scan beﬁlayed), P— I? 3; 6Q Kt—0Q2,0—0; 7 Kt—B 1, Kt—Q 5; 8Ktx Kt=
Or 4 ) F P— 5 Bx Kt (5 B—R 4 transposes into cols. 76 ff) QPxB; 6 KtxP,

B—B 4 1s inferior. 5 Bx Kt, Q PxB, 6 Ktx P, Q—Q 5; 7 Kt—Q 3,
B— t3, 8 P——KBS, B—K 3; 9 Kt—B 24

() 5.., Kt—Q 2; 6 BxKt, PxB; 7PxP, KtxP; 8 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 9 0—0O,
P—QR4; 10 R—Q 1 Q—B 8 (Dr. Flck-—-Marbczy, Schevemngen, 1923) 11 B—0Q 2
followed by B—B 8 and Kt—Q2—B4+4. Or5 .,B—Q2; 6 BxKt,B¥B; 7PxP
KtxP; 8§ Kt—Q 4!, P—Q4; 9 KtxB, Px Kt.

(¢) Stemitz—Rosenthal, London, 1883.

(d) 5 P—B 4 (Duras’s vanatlon, see also cols. 121——122), P—KKt3!; 6 P—Q4,
PxP; 7 KtxP, B—Q2; 8 Kt—QB3, B—Kt2; 9 BxKt, PxB; 10 B—Kt 5,
P—K'R3 F. Duras—Bernstein, St. Petersburg, 1909. Or 5 P—KR3, P~KKt3;
6 B—K 3, B—Kt2; 7Q—Q2,0—0; 8 B—KR6, Kt—KR4; 9 Kt—B 3 (Duras——
Siichting, Prague, 1908), P—B 4F.

(¢) W. Cohn—Lasker, London, 1899.

(f) This exchange 1s best, for if 5.., B—Kt3; 6 Bx B followed by Bx Kt and
KtxP +,and) , Q—K2 6K1:——B3, t—QS 7B—QB4 +.

, Q— K2 Kt—B 3, 0—0; 8 0—0, P—Q3; 9 Q—K 1 (Romanovsky—
Malﬁutm, st. Petersburg, 1906) 9. Kt—K 1 followed by P—K Kt 3, Kt—Kt 2 and

(k) Analysis by Schlechter

(£) 4 ., Kt—K 2 (Mortimer's Defence); 5 Kt—B3 (not 5 KtxP, P—B3;
6 B—B4, Q—-—R4ch+ 4. Mortimer’s Trap), P—B3; 6 B—Q B4, Kt——Kta
7P—K R 4!, P—K R4; 8 Kt—K Kt5,P—Q4; 9Px P, PxP; 10 Ktx Q P, Ktx Kt;
11 Q—B3+.

() 6.., Q—Kt5ch, 7 Kt—B3, P—Q5; 8 P—QR3, QxKtP; 9 Kt—B4,
Qx Ktch; 10 B—Q 2+ +.

(k) Nvholm—DMoller, match, 1917
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1 P--Ka, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

BIRD’'S DEFENCE

, Kt—Q 5.
21 22 23 24 25
- Ceereaaerens B—B 4 (g)
PxKt Ktx Kt ch
5 0—O0 ' OxKt ()
P—KKt3... P—QB3....B—B4 Q—B 3
6 P—Q 3 B—Xz2(d P—Q3 Q—K Kt3
B—Ktz2 P—K Kt3 Kt—Kz2 B—B4
7 Kt—Q 2..... P—QB3 (b)) P—Q3 B—Kts5(f) Kt—B3
Kt—K 2 Kt—K 2 B—Kt2 0—O Kt—K 2
8 P— KB4 PxP P—KB4 Q—R5s P—Q 3
P—Q B3 BxP P—Q4 P—QB3 P—KR3
9 B—B4 Kt—B 3 Kt—Q 2 B—Q B4 Kt—XKt 5
P—Qg4 P—Q B3 Kt—K 2 P—Q3 B—Kt3
10 B—Kt3 B—Q B4 O—Kr Kt—Q 2 B—K 3
0—0 P—Q3 () OQ—Bz2 B—K 3 P—R 3
11 Kt—B 3 B—K 3 Kt—B3 4 (¢) P—B 4 Kt—B 3
P—Q B4 B—Kt 2 BxB B—R 4
12 P—K 3 Q—B3 KtxB 0—0
P—QKtg4 0—O P—B3 Bx Kt
13 P—B3 B—Kt3 + B—R4+ PxB+
P—Bj
14 B—B2+ (a)

(a) Capablanca—Blackburne, St. Petersburg, 1914.

éb) 7 P—KB4, P—QB3; 8 B—B4, P—Q4; 9 PxP PxP; 10 B—Kt5ch,
K—B1 (Alekhme—Blackbume, St. Petersburg, 1914), —R 4 :1: 7 B—K B4,
Kt—K2; 8 Kt—Q 2, 0—0; 9 Kt—B3, P—Q 4; 10 Q——Q 2, followed by B—K 5 or
B—K R 6 has been suggested.

(c) If 10 , P—Q4; 11 PxP, PxP; 12 Q—R4ch, B——g ;. 18 B—Q Kt5,
B—Kt2; 14 B—~Kt5+4. The column is Tarrasch—Blackburne, St. Petersburg, 1914.

(d) Or 6 B—B 4, Kt—B 3; 7 P—Q3, P—Q4; 8 PxP, KtxP; 9 R—K 1c¢ch,
B—K3; 10 Q—-Kt4 Q—B3; 11 B—K Kt5, Q—Kt3; 12 Q—R4 4. If here 6..,
P—Q4; 7PxP,PxP; 8 Q—K 2ch, Kt—K 2; 9 B—Kt5 ch, B—Q2; 10 R—K1,
BxB; 11 Qchh-l- Panoﬁ—Freymann, Lemngrad, 1934.

(e) Yates—A. Louis, Chester, 1914.

(f) Or7Kt—Q 2,0—0; 8P—KB4,P—QB3; 9B—R4,P—Q4; 10 K—R1 +.

(g) Recommended by Em. Lasker. 4 B—R#4 (weakeris4 B—K 2, KtxB; 5Qx Kt,
P—Q3; 6 P—B3,P—QB3; 7P Q 4, Q—B 2. Dr. Olland—Alekhme, Schevemngen,
1918), B—B 4; 5 0—0, Ktx Ktch; Q x Kt, Kt—K 2; 7 P—Q 3, 0—0; 8 B—K
B—Kt3 (Rét:—preImann, Budapest 1914); 9 P—B§ +.

(k) Or 4.., B—B4; 5 0—0 (f 5§ KtxP?, Q—Kt4+), P—Q 3.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 B—Kts.

CLASSICAL DEFENCE

3.., B—B 4.
26 27 28 29 30
4 P—B3
P—B4eeiieriann. e tareraee ettt et Q—B3
5P—0Q4.cieieiiiiiiiiii, BxKt...... PXP (h) P—Q 4
KPxP..... BPXP(f) QPxB P—K5 () PxP
6 BP><P(A?l KKt—Q2! KtxP P—Q4 P—K 5!
B—Ktsch B—K2 B—Q3 B—Kt3 Q—Kt3 ()
7 Kt—B3 (@) P—Qs5s Q—R5ch XKt—Ks5 PxP
PxP Kt—Kt1 P—Kt3 Kt—B 3 B—Kts5ch
8 Kt—K 5 () Q—Rs5ch KtxKtP P—KKt4(j) Kt—B3
Kt—B 3 P—Kt3 Kt—B 3 0—0 P—Q 4
9 0—O QxKP Q—R 4 P—Kt5 (k) O—O
Q—Kz2! Kt—K B3 R—KKt: KtxKt Kt—K 2
10 Bx Kt (c) KtxP P—K 5 QPxKt Q—Kt3
QPxB (@ O—O RXxKt Kt—K 1 BxKt
11 B—Ktsjs B-KR6+(g) PxKt P—B6 PXB 4 (m)
B—K B4 (¢) B—K3 P—B3
12 P—B3 P—B7ch B—Kz2
P—K 6 KxP P—Q3
13 BXP QxQ B—X3 +
0—0—0= RXQ F

(A) 8 0—0, BPxP; 7 PxP, PxKt?; 8 PxB Q—B3; 9 Kt—B3; KKt—
K2; 10 Kt—Qs Ktx Kt; 11 Qth+ Sir G. Thomas-—J' Montgomene, City of
London championship, 1938.

@) Or 7 B—Q2 BxBch; 8QKtxB,PxP; 9 Ktx P, Kt—B3; 10 Ktx Ktch,
Qx Kt; 11 0—0, 0—O0.

(b) 8 Kt—-KtS? Kt—B3; 9 P—B3, P—K6; 10 0—0, P—Q4; 11 R—K1,
0—0; 12Bx P, P—Kk R3; 18’Kt—R3, Bx Kt+. Yates—C. B. Heath, Tenby, 1928,

(c) 10 B—Kt5, KtxKt; 11 Kt—05, 0—Q3; 12 BxKt, Kt-—-BGch'
18 Px Kt, Qx Kt; 14 Px P, QxB; 15 P—K35, PxB; 16 Q—R 5ch, K—Q 1 !+
Or 10 PB4, Ktx P+.

(4) 10.., Kt PxB; 11 B—Kt5, BxKt; 12 PxB, 0—0; 18 P—B 3+.

&) 11,.,Bx Kt; 12PxB,0—0 (or 12. ,B—B4; 13 Q—Kt3); 13 Q—Kt3ch,
K—R1; i4' QR——-K!+ for if 14 R—Ktl?; 15 KtxP. The column is N. J.
Roughton—C. B. Heath, Sca.rborough 1930.

(f) 5 B—Kt3?; 6 B—Kt5, Kt—B3; 7 QPxP, P—KR3; 8 BxK Kt,
PxB; 9 Ki—R 4 +. Sir G. A. Thomas—R. C. J' Walker, City of London champxonshlp,

3.

(g) Analysis by Sir G. A. Thomas.

(k) 5 KtxP (or 5 Q—K2, Q—K 2), KtxKt; 6 P—Q4, PxP; 7 PxB,
Kt—KB3; 8 Q— Q +. OrSO—O PxP; 6 BxKt,QPxB; 7KtxP,Kt—B3,
8 P—Q 4, Px Pep.; QKthP B—K2; 10R—K 1, 0—0; 11Q—Kt3ch K—R1;
12 Kt—XK 5, Kt Q

(5) I£5.. Q—Ba 6 P—Q 4, PxP; 70—0, KKt—K2; 8 B—Kt5+.

{g) After 8 B—Kt5, 0—0; 9 Q—Kt3ch, P—Q4; 10 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 11BxP,
R— 12 Bx Kt, QxB; 13 Bx P ch, K—Rl 4 0—O0, BxBP. Black has
attackmg possibilities.

k) 9 Q—Kt 3ch, P—Q 4; 10 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 11 BxP, R—Kt1l; 12 P—Kt5
Q—Q3; 13 Px Kt, QxB Is inferior.

(1) 6.., KtxP?; 7 Q—K 2, B—Q3; 8 PxP costs Black a piece.

(m) Blackburne and Pﬂlsbury——Schxﬁers and Steimnitz, Nuremburg, 1896.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

CLASSICAL DEFENCE

3.., B—B4.
31 32 33 34 35
4 P—B3).ovieeiiiees...0=0
B—Kt3 (a)..K Kt—K 2 P—Q3......Kt—Q5.... . KKt-Kz (j)
5 0—O () P—Q4 P—Q 4 Ktx Kt P—B3
P—Q3 PxP PxP BxKt B—Kt3
6 P—Q4 PxP KtxP P—Q B3 P—Q 4
B—Q2 B—Ktsch B—Q2 B—Kt3 PxP
7 Kt—R 3 B—Q2 Kt—Bs5 (g P—Q4 PxP
KKt—K2 BXxBch Q—B3 (k) P—QB3 P—Q 4
8 Kt—B4 QxB Kt—B 3 B—QB4 PXxP
0—0 P—QR3 XKKt—K2 P—Q3 KtxP
9 P—Q R4 B—R 4 Ktx Kt B—K3 R—K 1 ch
PXP (c) P—Q4 Ktx Kt Kt—B 3 B—K3
10 PXP PxP BxBch Kt—Q 2 B—Kts
B—Kts QxXP KxB 0—0 Q—Q3
11 P—Q5(d Kt—B3 Q—Q3 P—KR3 Kt—B3
Bx Kt Q—K3ch P—B3 Q—K 2 0—0
12 PXB K—Br! B—K 3 Q—B3 4 (1) Q—Q 2
Kt—Kt 1 Q—Bs5ch BXxB Ktx Kt
13 KtxB K—Kt1 QXB + Px XKt
RPxKt() O0—O(f) B—Q 4= (k)

(@) Charousek’s Variation. If 4. , P—Q38 (4 ., Q—B3 or Q—K 2 is met by
5 P—Q4+); 5 P—Q4, PxP; 6 PxP, B—Kt5ch; 7 K—B 1+, since Black must
lose a Pawn.

(b)) Or 5 P—Q4, PxP; 6 PxP, QKt—K2!; 7 Kt—B3, P—QB3; 8 B—Q3
(8 B—Q B4, P—Q4; 9 PxP, KtxP; 10 Ktx Kt, Px Kt=. Marécz Ky—-Charousek
1898), P—Q4; 9 P—K 5, B—Kt5; 10 B—K 3, Kt—Kt3; 11 P—K R 3, BxKt;
12 Qx B, KKt—K2; 13 0—0—O0 =%.

(¢) 9 .,P—QR3; 10 Ktx B,Px Kt Metger, Schuffers and Teichmapz—Charousek,
Marco and’ Suchtmg, 1897. 1B—Q3

(d) If 11 P—R S5, Ktx RP, 12 Rx Kt, P—Q B 3+.
(¢) 14 B—Q 2+. Cambridge Town—Hampstead, correspondence, 1918.

(f) 14 P—Q5 R—Q1; 15 Q—K 1!, B—Kt5; 16 B—Kt3+. Alekhine—
Bogoljuboff, St. Petersburg, 1914.

(g) Best. ]f7B—K3 Kt—B3; 8 KtxKt,PxKt; 9BxB,PxKB; 10B—Q 4,
0—0; 11P—K B—B 3; 12 Kt—B 3, P—Kt5; 18 Kt—K 2, R—K 1; 14Q—0Q 2
B—Kt 4=. Or7Bx Kt, PXB SB—K3 Kt—B 3; 9Kt—QB3 0—0; ’10 BKt 5,
P—KR3; 11 B—R¢4, P—Kt 4; 12 B—Kt 3, R—Kt 1; 13 P—K 5, Kt—Kt5;
14 P—K 6 R—Kt§! ¥, H.J. Stephenson—R F. Goldstem, 1923.

(h) 7 Bth 8 PxB, Q—B3; 9 R—K1ch, Kt—K2; 10 Bx Ktch, PxB;
11 Kt—B 3 Q xP; 12 Kt—K 4 with a strong attack for the Pawns. G. J. van Gelder—~
R. Loman, match 1919.

(7) S Rotensten—H. v. Hennig, Frankfurt, Haupt tourney, 1930.

) ,P—B4; 5PxP!, Kt—B3; 6 KtxP, 0—0; 7 P—Q B3, KtxKt;
8 P—Q 4+ Sheﬁield—Manchester, correspondence, 1917. Or4. ., Q—B3; 5 Kt—B 3,
K Kt—K2; 6 Kt—Q 5, Ktx Kt; 7 Px Kt, Kt—0Q 5; 8 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 9 P—B 3,
followed by P—Q 4, R—K 1 and B—K 3+ Or 4 Kt—B3; 5 KtxP, Ktx Kt;
6 P—Q4, B—Q3; 7 P—K B4, Kt—Kt3; 8 P--KS, B—K2; 9 P—B5 +.

(k) Chajes—Bogoljuboff, Carlsbad, 1923. Compare col. 32.
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 B—Kts.

COZIO DEFENCE FIANCHETTO DEFENCE
3.., KKt—K 2. 3.., P—KKt3.
-~ —_ ~ - ———— i e
3 37 38 39 40
4 Kt—B3.....P—Q4 () Kt—B3..... P—Q 4 {j)
P—KKt3(a) PXP B—Kt2 (k) PxP....... LxP!
5 P—Q4 () B—Kts5(f) P—Q3 B—Kts! (k) KtxKt

PxP (o) P—XKR3 KKt—Kz P—B3() PxKt
6 Kt—Q5 B—KR4 B—Kts B—KR4 QxP

B—Ktz2 P—Q 4! P—B3 Kt—R 3 (m) Q—B3
7 B—Kts KtxP B—K 3 KtxP P—K 5

P—KR3 P—Kt4 P—QR3 Ktx Kt Q—Kt3
8 B—B6 B—Kt3 B—R 4 QX Kt QxQ

BxB(d) B—Ktz P—QKts B—Ktz RPXQ
o KtxBch Kt—QB3 B—Kt3 Kt—B3 B—KBg

K—B1 0—0 Kt—R 4 0—0 R—R 4!
10 KKtxP Bx Kt Q—Q 2 0—0 B—Q3
K—Kt 2 PxB KtxB K—R1 P—K B3
11 Kt—Q5 PxP RPxKt Q0—Q 2 PxP
K Ktx Kt= B—R 3! B—Kt2 P—Q3 P—Q3
12 (a) Q—Q 2 B—R6+ (1) QR—Q1 + Kt—B3
KtxP (g) KtxP= (n)

(A) After 12 Px Kt, R—K 1 ch; 13 B—K 2, Q—Kt 4 Black has perhaps a slight
advantage (C D. Locock).
(a) For 4 , P—Q 3 see Stemutz Defence, col. 157.

(b) 5 P—Q 3, transposing into col. 38, 1s stronger.

(¢) 1 5.., B—Kt2?; 6 PxP, KtxP; 7 KtxKt, BxKt; 8 B—KR6+
Compare col. 196.

(@) 8.., K—B1; 9 BxBch, KxB; 10 0—0, P—Q3; 11 KtxKt, Qx Kt
12 Bx Kt, PxB; 13 QxPch &. Sterk—Rét1, Debreczen, 1914.

(¢) 4 P—B3, P—Q4; 5 PxP, OxP leads to a form of the Ponziani favourabl
jor Black. An alternativeis 4 O—0, P—K Kt3; 5 P—Q 4, PxP; 6 Ktx P, B—Kt2
7 P—Q B 3 (weaker 1s 7 B—K3, 0—0; 8 P—Q B3, P—Q4; 9 PxP, QxP;
10 Ktx Kt, PxKt; 11 QxQ, KtxQ; 12 BxP, KtxB; 13 Px Kt, R—Kt1+),
0—0; 8 B—Kt5!, Ktx Kt; 9 PxKt, P—K B3; 10 B—K 3, P—B3; 11 B—Q3,
P—Q4; 12 P—B3, B—K3. V. Buerger—R. F. Goldstein, match, 1921.

(f) Or 5 KtxP, P—Q4; 6 Kt—Q B3, PxP; 7 0—O, P—B4; 8 B—Kt5,
g—Qs; 9 QBx Kt, KxB; 10 BxKt, PxB; 11 P—B3, P—Kt3; 12 PxP,

—K Kt2; 138 KKt—K2 +.

(g) 18 0—0—O0, Ktx Kt. Perlis—Tartakover, 1913.

(k) Somewhat better is 4 , Kt—Q5; 5 B—R 4 (5§ Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 6 Kt—K 2,
Q—Kt4; 7 KtxP?, B—Kt2, 8 P—Q3,0—Q B 4+), Ktx Ktch; 6 Qx Kt,B—Kt2.

(s) 12.., 0—0; 13 P—R4, P—Q3; 14 0—0—O, with a winning attack.
Tchigorin—Pillsbury, St. Petersburg, 1896.

{;) Less good are 4 0—Q and 4 P—B 3 (B—Kt2; § P—Q4, PxP; 6 PxP,

Kt—K2; 7 Kt—B3, 0—0, 8 0—0, P—Q4; 9 Px P, Kt—Kt3).

%) Inferior1s § Ktx P, B—Kt2; 6 Ktx Kt (6 B—K 3, Kt—B 3; 7 Kt—Q B3,
0—0), Kt Px Kt; 7 B—Q B 4. Lasker—Pullsbury, Hastings, 1895. With the opening
cp. col. 157, note (e).

(5 .,B—K2; 6BxB, QxB; 7 0—0, Kt—B3; 8BxKt,QPxB; 9QxP,
0—0; 10 Kt—B3, R—Q1; 11 Q—K3, P—Kt3; 12 P—KR3, B—Kt2;
13 Q—R6 #. M. E. Goldsten—P. Wilson, correspondence, 1922,

(m) 6.., B—Kt2; 7 KtxP, K Kt—K 2 (7.., Kt—R 3 transposes back to the
column); 8 B—B 4, Kt—K 4 (8.., Kt—R4; 9 P—K 5+); 9 B—QKt3 +.

(n) 13 Kt—Kt5, B—Q 2!
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—KB3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kt 5.

MORPHY DEFENCE
3..,P—QR3; 4 B—R4 (a), Kt—B3; 5 0—0, KtxP; 6 P—Q4,
P—QgKts; 7 B—Kt3, P—Q4; 8 PxP, B—K3; 9 P—B3,
B—Kz2; 10 QKt—Q 2, O—O0.

41 42 44 45

I Q—Kz.............................B—Bz
Kt—B 4 () P—B4(j)

12 Kt—Q 4 (¢) Kt—Kt 3 (R)
KtxBl..... 0—Qz2......KtxKt? Q—Q2

13 QKtx Kt(d) B—B2 PxKt Q Kt—Q 4... KKt—Q4 (1)
Q—Q2 P—B3 Kt—Ktz2 (b)) Ktx Kt Kt x Kt (o)

14 Ktx Kt PxP P—B4 KtxKt () EKtxEKt(p)
Qx Kt BXP Q—Q2 P—Bg4 P—B 4

15 B—K 3 () Xt(Q2)-Kt3 B—Bz2 KtxB Kt-—-K 2 (q)
B—KB4 KtxKt(Qs) P-KB4 QXxKt QR—Q1

16 KR—Q1 KtxKt(Q4) Kt—B3 () P—B3 Kt—B 4
KR—Q1 B—Ktsj P—B4 Kt—Ktgy Q—B3

17 P—B3 P—B 3 PxP BxKt QO—R 5
B—KBr QR—K1 KtxP BxB B—B1

18 Q—KB2z Q—Bz2 Kt—Q 4 P—KB4 P—QRg4

P—QR4 B—R34 P—Kt3 B-Q1! F (m) P—Kts5=
19 R—Q2 (f) Kt—K2 R—Q1 +
P—Kts= Q—Q3(g)

(@) After 4 B—B 4, B—B 4 Black has a very favourable position in the Giuoco
Piano.
(b) 11.., B—KB4; 12 R—Q1, Kt—R4; 13 Kt—Q 4, B—Kt3; 14 Ktx Kt,
Bx Kt; 15’ B—B 2 + is inferior for "Black.
éa) Best for if 12 B—B 2, P—Q5!; 13 Px P, Ktx P; 14 Ktx Kt, Qx Kt F.
d) 1f 13" Ktx Kt (B6), Kix B; 14 Q Rx Kt (not KtxQ?, Kth ch+ +)
Q—0Q 2, Black has lm%roved his posmon consxdetably
¢) Or 15 P—K B4, B—K 16 Kt—Q4, B—B4; 17 B—K 3, BxKt;
lg PxB,Q—KKt3; 19 Q-—B 3, P—Q B3=. SirG. A. Thomas——Tartakover, London,
1
( f; Euwe suggests 19 Q R—B 1. The column is Botvinmk—Euwe, Lemngrad 1984
(g) 20B—K 3 , K —Q 2=. If, however, 20 Kt—Kt3?,B—Kt3; 21 BxB, P
22 B—K ,P—Q5!; 23BxP,Kt—Q6; 24 Q—B 2, Bx B'ch+4. M.Seibold—B. Ohls,
con'espondence 1929—31
(b) 1f 18 , Kt—Q 2; 14 P—B4, P—KB4; 15 PxP e.p., RxP; 16 P—BS5,
B—B2; 17 P—Kt4+. Znosko-Borovsky—Euwe Broadstau's 1921. A pla able
alternative for Black is 13 ., KtxB; 14 Ktx Kt, Q—Q 2; 15 B—K 38, P—
(15 P—QB4?; 16 Px B, P—QS 17 P—BS§6, Q-—BZ 18 Ktx P, B—-BS
%—-Kh} BxR; 20 Kt—B 5+. Analysxs by Su' G. Thomas); 16 Q R—B 1,

() Ifinstead 18 Kt—Kt3, P—QR 4!; 17 B—K 3, P—R5; 18 Kt—Q2, P—B 4;
19 Kt—B 3, P—B5=. R.P. Michell—P. W. Setgeant, 1923. The column 1s Sir G. A.
Thomas—-J H. Blake, Weston, 1924.

(1) 11..,Kt—B47?; 2Kt—Q4' KtxP 13Q—R5!(13P—KB4" B—KtS5!),
Kt—Kt3; 14 P—B4, B—Q2; 15 P——BS R1; 16 P—B6+ +.

(k% Or12Px Pep.,Ktx P (B 8); 13 Kt—-KtS (weakeris 13 Kt—Kt 5,B—K Kt §1!),
1) 14 Px Kt, P—B5!=.
m) Cha]es——Tarrasch Carlsbad, 192
n) Or 13 R—K 1, P—QR 4; B-—Q3 Kt—Ql 15 K Kt—Q 4, P—Kt5;
16 P—B 3, Kt—B 4; 17 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 18 P—K B4, B—R2=. Balogh——Rey,
corres ondence.

113 ,,Q KtxP; 14 P—B 3, Kt—B 4; 15 R—K 1, Kt—Kt3; 16 Q—K 2+.

p) Better than 14 Px Kt, P—Q R4; '15 P—B3, P—RS5! Bogoljuboff—
Rubinstein, Stockholm, 1919.

(q) Better than 15 Ktx B, which would transpose into col. 44. The column is

Bogoljuboff—Euwe, 1st match game, 1928.
I *
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: P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—KB3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kt5.

MORPHY DEFENCE
3.., P—QR3; 4 B—R4, Kt—B3; 5 0—0, KtxP; 6 P—Q 4,
P—QKt4; 7 B—Kt3, P—Q4; 8 PxP, B—K3;
9 P—B 3, B—K 2.

46 47 48 49 50
10 (Q 2 O 3 B—KB
) T .......Kt—B4(e) 0—O0..... ..P—Kty4
II R——K 1 (a) B—B2!(f) Kt—Q4 B—K 3 (k)
Kt—B 4 P—Qs5(g) XKt—R4(1) P—Kts
12 Kt—B1 (b)..B—B 2 Kt—K 4! P—B3 KKt—Qz2 (I}
KtxB P—Q 5! PXP (h) Kt—B 4 R-KKtrI (m)
13 PxXKt PxP Ktx Kt B—B2 Ktx Kt
P—Q5! () KtxQP Bx Kt Kt—Q 2 Px Kt
14 KtxP Ktx Kt B—K4 Kt—Q 2 BxB
Ktx Kt QX Kt Q—Q2 P—QB4! PXxB
15 PxKt Q—R5 (@ PxP Kt—B 5 QxQch
P—Q B4 P—Kt3 R—Q1x P—B3! RXxQ
16 PXP Q—R 6 QxQch PxP Kt—Q 2
BxXBP Q—KRj35= BxQ BxKt! KtxP
17 B—K 3 . R—Q1 BxB P—QRg4!
B—K2 Kt—Kt1 RXP Kt—Bs!
18 B—Q2 Kt—Q 4 + P—KKts4 KtxKt
Q—Qs5F Kt—B1=(j) PXx Kt= (n)

(a) 11 Ktx Kt, PxKt; 12 BxB, PxKt!; 13 B—Q5, KtxP; 14 BxP
(14 BxR?, QxB; 15 P—K Kt3?, Q—B 1++), Ktx Bch=. Or 11 Kt—Q 4,
Q Ktx Kt(not 11 ,KtxKP; 12 Ktx Kt,PxKt, 13Bx B, PxB, 14 Ktx KP¥);
12 Px Kt, P—K B 4 (simpler is 12.., Ktx Kt; 13 Bx Kt, P—-Q B 4 with equality);
13 Ktx Kt, BPx Kt; 14 B—K3 ‘P—_B3; 15 P—B3, PxP; 16 Rx P, Q—-Qz,
17 B—QB 2 with a shght advantage Sir G. A. Thomas——Yates Southsea, 1923.

(0) 12 Kt—Q 4?7, Ktx Kt; 13 Px Kt, Kt—Q 6; 14 R—K 3, Kt—B5; 15 B—B 2,
P—QB4!; 16 Kt—Kt3, P—B5; 17 Kt—Q2 P_B4; 18 Kt—B l, R—B 2 =F.
Flamberg—Alekhme, Mannhexm, 1914.

13. , P—Kt5; 14 Q—Q3, Q—Bl 15 Kt—Kt3, P—R3; 16 B—B4;
—Kt2 17 Kt—R 5, K—Rl 18 Q—Q K—R2 19 Ktx Pl4 +. Olland—Euwe,
othenburg, 1920. The column 1 analysis by Dr. von Claparéde

(d) Weaker is 15 Kt—Kt3, Ktx Kt; 186 Px Kt?, OQxQ; 17 Rx g, P—Q B4;
18 B—Q 2, KR—Q1; 19 B—-RS R x R with the better ending for Black. Lasker—
Tarrasch, St Petersburg, 1914.

e) 10. , Ktx Kt; 11 Bx Kt, Kt—R 4; 12 Kt—Q 4 is in White’s favour.

Now this retreat 1s quite strong If mstead 11 Kt—Q 4, Ktx Kt; 12 Px Kt,
Kt—Kt2; 13 P—B4, P—Kt3; Kt—B 3, P—Q B4; 15 K—R1, P—B5 F.
J. H. Blake—Znosko—Borovsky, Weston, 1924

(g) Or 11, —Kt5; 12 R—K1, 0—0 (12 ., P—Q5; 13 Kt—Kt38!, PxP;
14 Ktx Kt, KBth 15 B—K4, Q—Q2; 16 Q—Kt3!, BxKt; 17 PxB+.
Malkm) 13 Kt—Kt3, Kt—K5; 14 4, P—B4; 15 PxP ep., Ktx P (B38);
16 Q—Q 3 +. Alekhme—Nxmzowtch, St Petersburg, 1914

(r) 1f 12 , Q—Q4; 13 KtxKt, BxKt; 14 B—Kts Q—Q2; 15 BxB,
FxB; 16 Px P, KthP 17 B—K 31, R—Q1; 18 R—B1, Ktx Ktch 19 Qx Kt,
BxB; 20 Px B+ (Tarrasch) The column is Capablanca-——Hodges, New’ York, 1916,

(+ ) , Ktx Kt; 12 Px Kt, P—K B 3 (Blackburne—Zukertort, 3rd match game,
1887) 1s also playable

Alek! hme—Euwe, German uadrangular tournament, 1937.

k) Not 11 B—Kt3?, P—K

1) If instead 12 Kt—Q 4?, Ktx KP 13 Ktx B, Px Kt; 14 B—Q4, Q—Q 3;
15 Bx Kt, QxB; 16 Qx KtP, KthBP' and wins.

(m) The alternative 12 Ktx Kt is weaker: 13 Ktx Kt, Ktx P; 14 B—
B—Q3;15P—KB4,Px Pap 16 Ktx P, Ktx Ktch;17Q x Kt, Q—R5 '18 P—K
R—K Kt1?; 19 Bx Pl+.

(n) Nagy—Dyckhoff, correspondence, 1936.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

3.., P—QR3; 4 B—Rg4, Kt—B3; 5 0—0, KtxP; 6 P—Qy4,
P—QKt4; 7 B—Kt3, P—Q4; 8 PXP, B—K3;
9 P—B3, B—K 2.

51 52 53 54 55

10 B—K3
T R T . Kt—R4 (B)

11 QKt—Q2 Kt—Q 4
B—KXKts...KtxKt(c)..... s P—Bg4? 0—0

12 Ktx Kt Ox Kt PxPep. P—B3
Px Kt Kt—R 4 KtxP (B3) Kt—B4

13 Q—OQ5s B—B2......Kt—Q 4 Kt—Kts B—B2()
PxKt(e Kt—Bs P—QB4?(g) B—B2 (1) Kt—Bs5

14 QxXKt Q—Q3 KtxB KtxB B—B1
PxP P—Kt3 Px Kt RXxKt KtxKP

15 QxKKtP B—R6(d B—B:2 Kt—B 3 P—Q Kt4!
0—Q2 KtxKtP Kt—Bj5 Q—Q2 Kt—Kt 2

16 B—R 6 Q—K2 0—Q3 Q—Q3 P—K B4
PxB KR—K1 P—Kt3 B—Q3 Kt—B 5

17 P—B3 Kt—OQ 4 B—R 6 B—Kts Q—Q3
B—B4ch B—KBrl{e) R—B2 Kt—K 2 P—Kt3

18 K—R1 BxB P—QKt3 BxKt P—B 5+
QR—K1 (®) RxB(f) Ktx P (k) PXxB(f) (m)

(@) 13 ., OxQ; 14 BxQ, PxKt; 15 BxKt, PxP; 16 KxP, QR—Q1;
17 P—Q R4+. Alekhine—Teichmann, match, 1921.

(b) 19 Q R—K 1. Whte stands shightly better.

(c) 11.., Kt—B4; 12 B—B2, Kt—Q2; 13 B—B4, P—Kt4; 14 B—K Kt3,
P—K Kt5; 15 Kt—Q 4, K Ktx P; 16 P—K B4, PxPep.; 17Q Ktx P, Ktx Ktch;
18 Px Kt+. Schlechter—Strobl, Vienna, 1915. 11 ., Kt—R 4 1s playable, for if
12 Ktx Kt, KtxB; 13 Kt—B 6ch, Px Kt (or K—R1; Px Kt), Px Kt the open
Knight's file is an asset for Black.

(d) 15 B—B1, B—KB4; 16 Q—K2, BxB; 17 OxB, P—KB3; 18 B—RS§,
R—K1; 199PxP,BxP; 20 Q R—Q 1, P—B3=. Becker—Euwe, The Hague, 1928.

(¢) A valuable improvement, after which 1t is White who must fight to draw.
The line previously accepted as best by theory was 17 , Kt—B 5 (or 17 ., P—Q B 4;
18 Ktx B, Px Kt; 19 Q—Kt4, B—B1; 20 BxP, PxB, 21 Qx KtPch, K—R1;
22 P—K B4, R—R 2; 23 B—Kt5 with a decisive attack); 18 P—B4, B—Q2;
19Q R—Q 1,B—Q B 4; 20 Q—B 2, P—B 4; 21 B—Kt5,Q—B1; 22Q—R 4, B—K 3;
23 R—B3+. Bergman—Grunfeld, correspondence, 1919.

(f) 19 P—K B4, P—QB4!; 20 KtxB (if 20 P—B 5, PxKt; 21 P—BS,
Q—Kt3+4 ; if 20 Kt—Kt 3, P—Q5+), Px Kt; 21 BxP,PxB; 22 Qx Kt, R—Kt1!
wilh the better ending for Black. Romanovsky—Tolusch, Leningrad, 1938.

(g) 18 ., Ktx B equalises.

(k) 19 Q—Kt 3, with an attack easily worth the Pawn. Romanovsky—Sosin, 1928.

(i) Or 18., B—K Kt5, 14 P—K B3, B~R4; 15 QKt—K4!, K—RI;
16 Ktx Kt+. Rosselli—Yates, Trieste, 1923.

() 19 QR—K 1, P—B3, 20 Kt—Q4, P—QB4; 21 Rx Kt!+. Breyer—
Tarrasch, Mannheim, 1914.

(k) 10 , QE-QZ' 11 Q Kt—Q 2, Ktx Kt; 12 Qx Kt, Kt—R4; 18 Kt—Kt5,

Ktx B; 14 Px Kt, O—'—O; 15 P—Q Kt4, B—KB4; 16 P—KB4+. Yates—R. P.
Michell, Southport, 1924.

(1) 13 P—KB4?, Kt (B4)xB!; 14 Ktx Kt (14 Px Kt, P—Q B 4 F), Kt—B5;
15 B—Q4, B—K B4; 16 R—B2, P—Q R4; 17 Kt—B§, P—R5; 18 Q—QB1,

Q—K1%. Keres—Euwe, Stockholm, 1937.
(m) 18. , B—Q2; 19 B—R6. F. Kunert—B. Ohls, correspondence, 1929-30.
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1 P—Ky4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—-QB3; 3 B—Krs.

MORPHY DEFENCE
3., P—QR3; 4 B—R4, Kt—B3; 5 0—O, KtxP; 6 P—Qy4,
P—QKt4; 7 B—Kt3, P—Q4; 8 PXP, B—K3;
9 P—B3, B—K 2.

56 57 58 59 60
10 R—K1
0—O0
11 Kt—OQ 4 (a)
Ktx K P (b)
12 P—B3
B—Q31()
I3 PXKt. . iiiiiiiiiiieeiiiiiieiitiiincesenenns.. B—KBg
B—K Kts Kt—B 5
I4 O—0Q 2 cieniieenncacnaaas tereresen.Q—B2 BxB
Q—R 5 P—Q B4 K KtxB
15 P—KR3 BXP (%) RXxB
Kt—Q6..... P—QB4....B—Q2 PxKt PXR
16 R—K 3 Q—KBz2(e) BXP BXR KtxKP
PxP QxQch(f)y P—QB3 O—R 35 Q—B3!
17 RXP Kx0Q B—Kt 3 R—BI1 KtxR
Q—Kt6 B—Qz2() P—QB4 P—Q6 RxKt
18 K—B1 Kt—B 5 Kt—B 5 Q—B2 QxPch
QR—K 1 Bx Kt Bx Kt QXxQch K—R1
19 R—K 3 PxB PxB RXQ Kt—Q2

Q—R 7= (d) Kt—QGch(-}l;-) Kt—Q 6=() RxB=(k) Kt—K6 (f)

a) For 11 Q Kt—Q 2 see cols. 46 and 47.

b) 1£11..,Q—Q27?; 12 KtxB, Q or Px Kt; 18 Rx Kt+ + (Tarrasch’s Trap).
11.., Ktx Kt; 12 PxKt, P—R3; 18 P—BS3, Kt—Kt4 (Teichmann—Duras,
Hamburg, 1910); 14 B—K 3+ is inferior for Black. Playable is 11,., Kt—R4;
12 B—B 2, P—Q B4; 13 KtxB, Px Kt; 14 Bx Kt, PxB; 15 Q—K'2, Q—Q 6}
16 OxP, ng; 17 Rx Q, Q R—Q 1 with sufficient compensation for the Pawn
sacrificed (Ldrobok, 19212.

(c) The Breslau Variation. If 12.., P—QB47?; 13 PxKt, PxKt; 14 KPxP,
B—K Kt5; 15 %xP, B—B3; 16 RxKt+. E.g,16 ,R—K1; 17 QxB, RxR;
18 O—Kt 3, Q—Kt3ch; 19 K—R1, R—K7; 20 B—K B4, Q R—K 1; 21 Kt—Q 2,
Q—B7; QxQ, RxQ; 238 Kt—B3!, QR—K7; 24 B—Kt3, RxKKtP;
25 Kt—K 1 and wins.

(d) Continued 20 Rx Kt, B—B 5; 21 Px B, Q—R 8 ch and draws. This column is
the result of exhaustive analysis in the British Chess Magazine, 1921-22.

(¢) 16 PxB, PxKt; 17 Q—K B 2, Qx P (better than 17.., QxQch; 18 KxQ,
Kt—Q6ch; 19 K—K2, KtxR; 20 KxKt, PxKP; 21 B—Q5, QR—Q1);
18 B—Q 1, Q—Kt3; 19 Qx P, B—B2; 20 B—K3, PxP; 21 Kt—Q2, P—B4.
H. Wolf-Tarrasch, Carlsbad, 1923. The chances are about even.

1f16 ., Q—R4; 17 B—K B4/, Px Kt; 18 Q—Kt 3 repels the attack.

) Weaker 18 17.., Kt—Q6ch; 18 K—B1, B—Q2; 19 P—K5|, BxKP;
20 Kt—B 3, Ktx R; 21 KtxB,B—B4; 22 Kx Kt 4. Ifhere18..,KtxR; 19 Px B,
Px Kt; 20 KxKt, PxKP; 21 PxP 4.

() 20 K—B1,Ktx R; 21 Kx Kt,B—Kt6ch; 22K—B1,KR—K1; 28B—Q 2,

4.

i) H. Wolf-Tarrasch, Teplitz-Schénau, 1922,
}j If 15 Ktx P, Px Kt; 16 BxP,Q—R5; 17 R—B 1, R—R3!; 18 B—K B4,
P—B5; 19 Kt—RS8, B—B4ch; 20 K—R1, Kt—%e; 21 Ktx KtP, P—Kt4;
22 B—B 7, Kt—B7ch; 23 RxKt, BxR; 24 BxP, R—QB3; 25 B—K 2, BxB;
26 Qx B, RxB+.

() Black’s position is worth more than the Exchange, but byreturning his material
advantage White can draw. The column is Teichmann—John, Breslau, 1918,

(B 20 g—Q 3, Q—Kt4; 21 P—Kt38, Kt (Q 3)—B 4 with a strong attack. Analysis
by Grunfeld.
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1 P—K4, P—Kg4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 B—Kts.

MORPHY DEFENCE
3.., P—QR3; 4 B—R4, Kt—B3; 5 0—O0, KtxP; 6 P—Q4,
P—QKt4; 7 B—Kt3, P—Q4; 8 PXP, B—K 3.

61 62 63 34 65
9 (P—B3)
(B—K2)eeeeieerarnnan . Kt—By¢ (¢).-B—Q B4
10 P—QR4....Kt—Q 4 B—Bz2 QKt—Q 2...Q—Q 3 (m)
P—Kt 3 Q KtxP B—Kts 0—O0 0—0
11 Kt—Q 4 (@) P—B3 R—K1 B—Bz2() QKt—Qz2
KtxKP Kt—Bg4 (A) P—Q5 P—B4 () P—Bg4
12 P—KB4 B—Bz2 P—KR3 PxPep. (k) PXPep.
B—Kts5! () B—Qz2(d B—R4 KtxP (B3) KtxP (B3)
13 Q—B2 P—QKtq4 P—K6!(#) Kt—Kt3 Kt—Kt 3
P—QB4!(c) Kt—R 5 BPXP B—Kt3 B—B 2 (n)
14 PXKt R—K1 P—QKt4 P—QR4 KtxB
Px Kt Kt—B 5 P—Q6 P—Kts5 () RXxKt
15 PXQP Q—K2 Px Kt P—R 5 Kt—B 3
0—0 K—B1 PxB B—R 2 Q0—Q3
16 B—K3 Kt—Q 2 RxPch KKt—Q4 Kt—Kts
B—K3= B—KB3() B—K2 Ktx Kt R—Q2!=(0)
17 Ktx Kt QxP Ktx Kt
KtPxKt Q—Q4 B—Q2
18 BxKt Q—K4+ B—Kts
BxB= (f) P—B 4=

(@) An ingenious method of revitalising a discredited variation. The older line is
11 R—K 1, Kt—B 4; 12 B—B2, B—Kt5! F. Perlis—Lasker, St. Petersburg, 1909.
(b) Better than 12 , Kt—B5; 18 Q—K2, Kt—R4; 14 B—B2,_0—0;
15 Kt—Q2, Kt—KB3; 16 KtxB+ (Euwe). If here 13 P—BS5?, QB—B1;
14 Q—K1, B—Kt2; 15 PxP, P—QB4!; 16 P—B6,BxP+. Alekhine—Euwe
13th match game, 1935. ’

(c) Best, for 1f 13 , Kt—Kt8; 14 Px P! +.

) 11. ,Kt—K B 3; 12 Q—K2, Kt—B5; 13B—B2,Q—Q2; 14 P—QKt3,
Kt—Kt3; 15 R—K 1, 0—O0; 16 B—Kt 5 (16 Kt x B would recover the P), K R—K 1;
17 Kt—Q 2, Kt—R 4; 18 BXxB, Rx B +. Alekhme—Fine, Avro, 1938. '

(d) This leads to equality. The alternative 12 .., 0—0; 13 P—QKt4
glsgl-—ll‘{Bn, B—Kt5!+), Kt—Kt2; 14 P—B 4, Kt—B5; 15 Q—Q 3+ 1s bad
or Black.

(e) 1£16 ., Ktx P; 17Q—0Q 3, Kt—R5; 18 Bx Kt, Px B; 19 Ktx Kt and White
has improved his prospects.

(f; Engels—Kieninger, Barmen, 1938.

() 1t 9.., P—K Kt3 (Alapin); 10 P—QR4, R—QKt1; 11 PxP, PxP;
12 QKt—Q 2, Ktx Kt;_ 13 Bx Kt, B—Kt2; 14 B—Kt5, Kt—K 2; 15 Q—Q 4 +
E. G.h S%rg(e:;nt—:“.. L%i% grof;inlﬁy, 1920. a

) C.Chapman—R. C. Griffith, correspondence, 1915.  Thelater anuiysisis !

ti) On11 P—Q R 4, P—Kt5 isbest. Butnotll ,P—R3; 12 Q—I’é 2, KtB:r}'{‘ts-'
18 B Kt, R—Kt1; 14 PxP, PxP; 15 B-B2, P—B4; 16 R—R 6 +. Bobk—
Hase(n)fuss, Ke}r?en,K 19317é Ox Kt, P—B P

7) 11.., Ktx Kt; x Kt, P—B 3; 13 PxP, RxP; 14 Kt—Q 4, K ;

15 Px Kt, B—Kt3; 16 P—Q R 4! +. Lasker—Rubinstemn, St. Peters%urg, 1t9x3 Et’
(F) 12 Kt—Kt 3, B—Kt3; 13 0 Kt—0Q 4, Ktx Kt; 14 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 15 Px B
P—B5; 16 P—B 3, Kt—Kt6; 17 R—K 1, Q—R 5; 18 0—Q 2, Kt—B 4; 19 Bx Kt,
RxB; 20 Q—KB2, Q—R3}; 21 K—R1, P—Kt4; 22 P—K Kt4, Px P e +
Isbinsky—Vyakhireff, St. Petersburg, 1909 *
) oo B R R 8 ke R S PletmonsVenice, correspandence, 1995
xB; — ch, K— ; — +. ermo—~Venice, corres 1
t’”)) ;I‘she Mﬁtzk?{\iariﬁicg. ces, 008 15 orrespondence, 1923.

n , Kt—K4; —_ , Q—Q3; 15 R—K 1!, K Kt—Kt5
draw By 15.., Bx Poch; 16 O x B, O Kt—Kt5; 17 Q—R 4, o Kiaem: bR IR R
Ke-B7ch ote)) 13 OKe-K 4 PxKt; 17 BxBch K—R1; 18 KtXK P? (much

etteris o ,QxBj x B, Kt—B 6 ch! +. Breyer—Spielmann, P .
(v) Analysis by P. Kruger, Ed. Lasker and F. Motzyko. P »Pistyan, 1912
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1 P—Ky4, P—-K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

MORPHY DEFENCE

3.4y P—QR3; 4 B—Ry4, Kt—B3; 5 0—0O, KtxP: 6 P—Qg4,
P—QKt4; 7 B—Kt3, P—Q4.

66 87 68 89 70
8 (PXP)evrrrvannrrieees . P-Q R4
(B—K 3) (a) QKtXP!{f)

9 QKt—Q2(b).Kt—B3? KtxKt
Kt—B4 (¢) KtxKt Px Xt

10 Q—K 2 Px Kt Kt—B3(geecveveeeer....PXP
B—K2 Kt—K 2 KtxKt..... Kt—B3 () B—Q B34

1T R—Q1 B—R3() PxKt QxP P—Q B3
0—0 P—QR4 P—QB4 P—By 0—0

12 Kt—B1 Kt—Q 4 RPXP O—Ksch BPxP
Q—Q2 P—R 5 B—K2 B—K3 B—Kt3

13 P—B 3 P—KB4 BPxP BxP Kt—B 3 (%)
KtxB PxB P—B s KtxB B—Ktz2

14 PXKt Bx XKt B—R 4 R—Q1 PxP
P—Bgs BxB 0—0 Q—Q3 RxP

15 B—B 4 P—B s PxP RXx Kt RXR
PxP B—Q2 RXP QXQ BxR

16 KtxP P—K6 P—QB3= RxQ R—K 1
Ktx Kt P—Ktq! B—Q3 B—Kt2

17 BXxKt R—Kt1 R—K1 Kt—R 4
B-QB4=(d) RxP+ P—Kts;= Q—B3={())

(a) 8.., Kt—K2; 9 P—QR4, R—QKtl; 10 PxP, PxP; 11 Kt—Q4,
Kt—Q B 4(if11 ,,P—QB47?; I12KtxP,Rx Kt; I3B—R 4,B—Q 2; 14P—K B 3+);
12 B—Kt5, Q—Q2; 13 Kt—Q B3, P—QB3; 14 Q—R 5 4. Tarrasch—Tchigonn,
match, 1893.

®) 9 Q—K 2, B—K2 (if 9.., Kt—R4; 10 Q Kt—Q 2, Ktx Kt; i1 Bx Kt,
KtxB; 12 RPx Kt threatening RxP+; or 9.., B—QB4; 10 B—K 3, BxB;
11 OxB, 0—0; 12 Q Kt—Q2); 10 R—Q1, 0—0; 11 Q Kt—Q2, Kt—B4:
12 Kt—B 1, Kt—R 4; 13 B—Q 2, Q Ktx B; 14 R Px Kt, Kt—Kt2; 15 P—Q Kt4.
Analysis by C. S. Howell. Better is simply 12.., Q—Q 2 =.

(¢) A variation favouredin the St. Petersburg Tournament of 1914. If9 .,B—K2;
10 P—B 3 transposes into the ordinary form of the opening, but White has the option
also of 10 Ktx Kt, PxKt; 11 BxB, PxB; 12 Kt—Kt5, Bx Kt; 13 Q—R'5¢h,
P—Kt38; 14 QxB, 0—0.

(d) Réti—L. Steiner, Berlin, 1928,

¢) 11 P—Q R4, P—Q B4; 12 B—R3, P—~B5; 13 B—R 2, Kt—B 4; 14 BxB,
KxB; 15 PxP, PxP+. Bogoljuboff—Tarrasch, Vienna, 1922. The column is
Spielmann—Rubinsten, Stockholm, 1919.

f) The old move 8 ., R—Q Kt 1 leaves White with complete possession of the
Q Rfileafter9R Px P,RPxP; 10PxP,B—K3; 11P—B 3,B—Q B 4; 12 Q Kt—Q2,
0—0; 13 B—B 2.

(g) Berger’s Variation.

(k) 10..,Px Kt; 11 BxP,R—Q Kt1; 12Bx P ch, K—K 2; 13 B—Q 5, B—Kt 2;
14 Bx Kt, OQxQ; 15 RxQ, BxB; 16 R—K1, PxKtP; 17 RxBch, K—~B2,
18 Bx P and 19 B—K 5+ (Berger). The column 1s Maréczy—Tarrasch, San Sebastian,
1911,

() 13 Q—Q 3, B—K 3; 14 PxP, P—Q B4 is no better.

() Lasker—Schlechter, 8th match game, 1910.

v
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

MORPHY DEFENCE
3.., PQR3; 4 B—R 4, Kt—B3; 5 0—O, KtxP.

o ~ 72 73 T4 75
6 (P—Q4)eeeeiiiiiieninnneaeniaan... R—K 1 (f)
(P—QKtyg)..... Ceeeeene PXP (@) Kt—B 4
7 (B—Kt3)...KtxP (3) R—K1 BxKt...... Kt—B 3
PxP Ktx Kt P—Q 4 QPxB Ktx B (k)
8 R—Kr Px Kt KtxP P—Q 4 Ktx P
P—Q 4 P—Q4 B—0Q3 Kt—K 3 B—K 2
9 Kt—B 3 PXPep. Ktx Kt Ktx P Kt—Q 5
B—K 3 BxP! BxPch B—K2 0—0 (2)
o Ktx Kt QO—Kz2() K—R1x P—Q B3 Ktx Kt
Px XKt B—Kt2 Q—R 5 0—0 QPxKt
11 RxP Kt—B 3 RXKtch P—KB4 KtxBch
B—K2 0—O0 PXR P—B3 K—R1
12 BxB Ktx Kt Q—Q8ch Xt—B3 O—R 5
PxB R—Ki1+ QxQ Q—Q4 Kt—Kt 3
13 RXKP Ktx Q ch P—B4(g) R—K4
Q—Q2 (a) KX Kt (e) Q—Q3 ()

(a) 14 Q—K 2, 0—0; 15 Q—K4+. Burn—Tarrasch, Ostend, 1907.

(b) The Friess Attack. Analternativeis7 P—Q 5, Kt—K 2?; 8R—K 1, Kt—K B3
(if 8 ., Kt—Q3; 9 B—Kt3, or 8 ., Kt—B4, 9 KtxP, KtxB?; 10 Q—B 3,
P—KB3; 11Q——R5ch++), 9 Ktx P, P—Q 3 (1f 9. ,PxB? 10 P-Q6 1, PxP;
llg{tt—B4+), 10 Kt—B 6, Q—Q 2; 11 B—Kt3+. 7. ,PxB; 8Px Kt P—Q8 F
is bes

(c) 10 Bx Pch, K—Bll 11 B—Q3. Q—R5 12 P—K Kt 3, Ktx Kt P4+. Or
10 B—Kt3, B—Kt2 Q—R 5, O—

d) 6 7Q-—-K2 P—B4 8 PxP+. Or6..,, P—Q4; 7 KtxP,
B—Q2; 8 Ktx Pl+ The column is the Riga Varation.

¢) 14KxB,B—K 3; 15B—K 3,P—K B4; 16 Kt—B 3, K—K 2; 17 P—K Kt 4,
P—K Kt3; 18 K-—-Kt3+ Capablanca—Ed Lasker, New York 1915.

(f) 6 Q——-KZ Kt—B 4; 7Bth, QPxB; 8 P—Q4, Kt—K3; 9 PxP,
Kt—QS (B—B4; 10 R—Q , Q—K2; 11 Kt—B3, 0—0; 12 Kt-—-K4j:),
10 Ktx Kt,Qx Kt; 11 P—K R 8 B—K 2; 12Kt—Q 2 4. Asuggestlon by Tartakover.

(¢) Cambridge Town—Hastings, correspondence, 1921.

(k) Immediate development by 7.., B—K 2 is more prudent, leading by trans-
position into col. 74.

(7) S. Mlotkowski suggests 9.., K—B1; 10 KtxKt, QPx Kt; 11 Ktx B,
B—K3; 12 P—Q Kt 3, Qx Kt; 13 Px Kt, PR 3.

(j) Continued 14 P—Q Kt3, P—RS8; 15 B—Kt2, Kt—Q4; 16 B—K 5!4.
Yates—Conde, Hastings, 1923.
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I P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

MORPHY DEFENCE
3. P—QR3; 4 B—Ry4, Kt—B3; 5 0—0, B—K2; 6 R—K 1,
P—QKtg; 7 B—Kt3, P—Q3; § P—B3, Kt—QR4; 9 B—Bz,
P—Bg4; 10 P—Q4, Q—Bz2; 11 P—KR3, 0—0; 12 QKt—Q 2,

Kt—B 3.
78 7 78 79 80
13 P—Qs5s
Kt—Q AR R LR PR DR & St ¢ ) : P4 0)
14 PO R4eiiiiiiiiinnnniai... e .Kt—B1 P—Q Kt3!
R—Ktr.................P—Kt5? Kt—K1 B—Q2
15 P—Bg4!l.....PxXP Kt—B 4 P—K Kty Xt—Br1
P—Kt 5 PxP P—QR4 (f) P—Kt3 Kt—Kt2
16 Kt—B 1 P—B4!(¢) KKXtxP! B—R6 P—B4
Kt—K 1 P—XKt 5 B—R 3 Kt—Kt 2 KR—Kt1
17 P—Kt4 Kt—B1 B—Kt3 Kt—Kt 3 Kt—K 3
P—Kt3 Kt—K 1 PXxKt P—B3 PxP
18 Kt—Kt3 () P—Kt4 P—Q6 K—R 2 KtxBP
Kt—KKt2 P—Kt3 BxP Kt—B2 B—KB1
19 K—R 2 Kt—Kt3 (d) QxB B—K3 P—QRy4
P—B3 Kt—KKt2 QxQ K—R1 Kt—Q R4
20 R—KKt: K—R1 KtxQ+(g) R—KKt1 KKt—Qz+4
Kt—Bz2 (3 P—B3 (e B—Q 2 ()
L 18 Kt—K 3, P—B 3; —R2, Kt—B2; -
K_%)x;eszsl "?ifsit’é, R—K Kt1; 22 B—-Kltgzl?{, 1§{—21311{;t 2332P-—2!g£ QIiIIS:tzlf

24 R—Kt 2,B—R 8; 25 Q—K 2, B—B 5ch, and Black has the initiative. Bogol;uboﬁ—i
Rubinstein, Breslau, 1925.

(b) Continued 21 P—Kt3, R—Kt2; 22 B—Q2, K—R1; 23 Q—K2, B—Q1;
24 R—EKt2,0—Q2; 25 KR—R1, Q—K1; 26 K—Kt 1. Keres—Vidmar, Nauheim,
1936. White has very slight winning chances, but Black has no counterplay whatsoever.

(c) 16 Kt—B1, Kt—K1; 17 P—K Kt4, P—Kt3; 18 Kt—Kt3, Kt—Kt2;
19 K—R1, P—B3: 20 R—KKtl, Kt—B2; 21 Q—B1?, B—Q2; 22 B—K 3,
R—R1; 23 Q—Kt2?, RxR; 24 RxR,Q—Kt2; 25 K—R2? R—R1; 26 Q—B1,
R—R 3. Sir G. A. Thomas—Rubinstein, Baden-Baden, 1925. Because of White’s
vacillating play Black has the imitiative and the better position.

(d) Better than 19 B—R 6, Kt—Kt 2; 20 Kt—K 3, P—B 3; 21 K—Kt 2, Kt—B 2;
22 BxKt, KxB; 23 Kt—Q 2, R—KR1; 24 Kt(Q2)—B 1, P—R4; 25 Kt—Kt 3,
Px 1}: ; zgzré x P, Kt—Kt4, and Black's game is satistactory. Bogoljuboff—Rubinstein,
Berlin, 1 N

(¢)_If Black operates on the open Q R file, the chances are about even. In the game
Réti—Sdmsch, Berlin, 1928, after 21 Kt—R 2, Kt—B 2; 22 R—K Kt 1, B— ;
23 B—K 3, R—R1; 24 0Q—0Q2, K—R1; 25 QR—KB1, R—K Kt1; 26 P—B 3,
QR—KB1; 27 R—B2, 0—B1; 28 Q—K 2, Kt—Kt4; 29 Q—B 1 White's attack
became steadily stronger. As indicated above, Black should have played 24.., Rx R.
With fewer pieces White's K-side play cannot become dangerous. In N illson—Griwnfeld,
correspondence, 1937, this exchange (of Rooks) led to an early draw.

(f) Better 15 ., Kt—Kt2; 16 P—R5? (16 PxP, PxP; 16 P—Q XKt3 +),
R—Kt1!; 17B—Q2 B—Q2; 18 PxP, PxP; 19 B—Q 3, B—Kt4 . Rosselll—
B. Lasker, Florence, 1927.

g) Capablanca—Vidmar, New York, 1927.

h; After 21 Q—K 2, P—B 5 Black has adequate counter-chances on the Q-side.
The model game with this line is Chajes—Grunfeld, Carlsbad, 1923, which continued
22 R—Kt2, Q—B1; 28 Q R—K Kt 1, 9—Kt2; 24 P—R3, KR—~B1; 25 Kt—g 2,
Q—B2; 26 Kt(Q2)—B1,B—KB1; 27 P—K R4, B—K2; 28 K—R1, R—KB'1;
29 R—R 2, Q—B 1=. The advance P—K B 4 is not good for White; after K Px P
Black can post his Kt strongly at K 4. On the other hand, the attempt to force

, P—K B4 is not adwisable for Black; J. M. Aitken—Reshevsky, Stockholm,
1937, continued 21 Q—XK 2 (White’s King was at R 1 instead of R 2), P—B 5; 22 Kt—Q 2,
R—K Kt1l; 28 R—Kt2, Q R—KB1; 24 P—B3,Q0—B1; 25 QR—K Kt1, P—B 4,
26 Ktx KBP,PxKt; 27 KPxP, KtxP; 28 Px Kt, Bx P; 29 Rx R ch, when the
resulting ending was favourable for Whate. X

(*) A novel attempt to obtain a freer game, but it does not work out well. The
column is C. H. Alexander—Keres, Hastings, 1937-88.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3;: 3 B—Kt 5.

3...P—QR3; 4 B—Rg4, Kt—B3; 5 0—0, B—Kz2; 6 R—K1,
P—QKty4; 7 B—Kt3, P—Q3; 8§ P—B3, Kt—QR4; 9 B—Bz,
P—Bg4; 10 P—Qg4, Q—Ba2.

81 82 83 84 85
11 (P—KR3)
(0—0)..... chssasecasacnns ceeissnsanssaisnsne s Kt—B3 (m)
12 (QKt—Q2)eeeeeeeuneeenss veeessse.P—QR4! B—K3
(Kt—B 3) ... Kt—Qz2 (d). BPXP P—Kts5 () O—O
13 Kt—B1? (@) Kt—B1 PxP PxKtP QKt—Q2
BPxP Kt—Kt3 Kt—B3(f) PXKtP B—Q=2
14 PXP P—QKt3 P—Qs5 QKt—Q2 R—QB1x
PXP (b) Kt—B 3 Kt—Q Kt B—K3()) KR—B1
15 B—Kts P—Qs5 B—Kt1 Kt—B1 Kt—B 1

P_KR3 Kt—Qr P—QR4 KR—Br Kt—QRg4
16 B—_KR4 P—KKt4 P—QR3(g) Kt—K3 KKt—Q2

R—K1: P—B3 Kt—R 3 P—Kt3 (/) B—K1

17 R—B1 Kt—Kt3 Kt—B1 P—QKt3 Kt—KKt3
Q—Kt3 Kt—B2 Kt—B 4 Kt—R 4 Kt—Q2

18 Q—Q2 K—R 2 B—Q2 B—Kt2 Kt—B 5
B—K3 P—Kt3 B—Qz2 B—B3 B—B1

19 B—Kt1 B—K3 Kt—Kt3 QR-Br4() Q-Kt44(n)

Kt—K 4+ () K—R1=(¢) KR—BI ()

(@) This Pawn sacrifice 1s unsound. If 13 P—Q R 4, R—Kt 1 is best, but not 13..,
BPxP; 14 BPxP, Kt—Q Kt5; 15 B—~Kt1, Kt PxP; 16 Rx P +. Bogoljuboff—
Rubinstein, Mahrisch-Ostrau, 1923.

(b) Better than 14.., KtxQP; 15 Ktx Kt, PxKt; 16 B—Kt5 (weaker is
16 Kt—Kt3, Kt—Q2; 17 B—Kt3, Q—Kt3; 18 Kt—B 35, B—B3; 19 B—K B4,
Kt—K 4; 20 B—Q 5, R—R 2; 21 Q—Kt3, R—B 2 +. Lasker—Tarrasch, 3rd match
game, 1908), P—R'3?; 17 B—K R4, Q—Kt3; 18 Q—Q3, P—Kt4?; 19 B—Kt3,
B—K3; 20 QR—Q 1, KR—B1; 21 B—Kt1 with a powerful attack. Lasker—
Tarrasch, 5th match game, 1908.

(¢) Leonhardt—Rubinstein, San Sebastian, 1911.

;d) An unusual line which has not been given much attention. Itis atleast as good
as 12.., Kt—B 3 (cols. 76—80).

() Tarrasch—Lasker, 5th match game, 1916. Black's K-side is secure and he
has the initiative on the Q-side. The next few moves were 20 R—K Kt 1, R—K Kt 1;
21 Q—Q2, B—Q2; 22 R—Kt2, P—QR4; 23 R—KB1, P—Kt5; 24 P—B4,
P—R5; 25 B—Ktl, PxP.

(f) An improvement on the older line 13.., B—Q2; 14 Kt—B1, KR—B1;
ks BB—2-Q 318(1152 RQ—II?‘{IZ SﬁlsoBgcl)od)l,gKBt—géil; Il\fi BI-Z-K 3, Q—Kt2; 17 Kt—Kt3,

—B 25 — ) —B1; —_— , Kt—K1; 20 Q—Q2 +. Marbéczy—
Réti, New York, 1924. Q-Q2 = 4
lslg) Inferior is 16 Xt—Kt3, P—R5; 17 B—Q 2, Kt(Kt5)xQP!; 18 Px Kt,
PxKt; 19 Qx P, Q—B 5 F. Cohen—Kashdan, New York, 1938.

() 20 B—B?2, Kt—R5; 21 BxKt, with a mimmal advantage for White.
Maréczy—Kashdan, London, 1932,

1) 1f 12.., R—Kt1?; 13 RPxP, RPxP; 14 PxKP, PxP; 15 KtxP,
QxKt; 16 RxKt, P—=BS5; 17 B—K3 +. Note the difference between this
and col. 89. 12.., R—R 2 is playable.

() Or 14.., B—Q2; 15 Kit—B1, KR—B1; 16 Kt—K3, PxP; 17 KtxP,
Kt—B3; 18 Kt(K3)—B 5 +. Keres—T. H, Tylor, Margate, 1937.

(%) Or 16.., Kt—K 1; 17 P—Q Kt3, P—B 3; 18 B—Kt2, B—B1; 19 Q—Q3,
P—Kt3; 20 KR—B 1 +. Keres—Berg, Kemeri, 1937.

(4) Keres—Reshevsky, Stockholm, 1937.

(m) Orl1l1.., B—Q2; 12Q Kt—Q 2, BPxP; 13PxP, R—QB1; 14 B—Kt]l,
0—O0; 15 Kt—B 1, KR—K1; 16 P—Q Kt3?, Kt—B3; 17 B—Kt2, B—B1;
18 Kt—K 3, Q—Kt 2; 19 Px P ? (White should play 19 P—Q 5, as in col. 83), Px P;
20 Kt—Q 5, B—Q B4 F. Horowitz—Santasiere, New York, 1933.

(n) L. Steiner—Asztalos, Manibor, 1934.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

MORPHY DEFENCE
3., P—OR3; 4 B—Rg4, Kt—B3; 5 0—0, B—K2; 6 R—Kr1,
P—QKt4; 7 B—Kt3, P—Q%: 8 P—B3, Kt—QR4; 9 B—B2,
—B 4.
® 8% ; 87 88 89 90 o
I0 (P—ld4)eeneanniiniinettcestcnecnncecccnnacaees. . P—Q3
(Q—B 2) 0—0
11 (P—KR3)..QKt—Q2......00vvea.. P—QR4 (B) Q Kt—Q2
(Kt—B3) O—O.......Kt—B3 R—QKt1 () Kt—B3
12 P—Q5 Kt—B 1 P—QR4(¢) RPXP Kt—B 1 (m)
Kt—Q 1 B—Kt 3 R—QKti(f) RPxP R—K1
13 QKt—Q2 Kt—K3() RPxP PxKP Kt—Kt 3

P—Kt4 (@) BxKt RPxP PxP Q—B2
14 KtxKtP QxB PXKP KtxP? P—KR3
R—KKti BPxXP PxP QX Kt P—Q 4
15 P~-KB4! Xt—Bgj Kt—B1 RXxKt PxP
P—R 3 PxP B—K3 Kt—Kt 5 KtxP
16 PXP OXP! Kt—K 3 P—K B4 () B—Kt3
PxP KR—QB1 0—O Q—B2 B—K3
17 KKt—B3 Q—KKt3 Kt—Ktj R—R 1 Kt—Kt s
BXxP B—B1 KR—Q1 P—Bj5!+ (k) BxKt
18 R—K 2 B—Q3 Q—B3 BxB
B—Kts Kt—B 3 R—Q 3 P—B3
19 K—B2 4 (b)) B—Kt 5 Kt—B54-(g) B—Q2
Kt—K 1 (d) QR-Qr1=(r)

(a) Leonbardt’s move, as in Teichmann—Leonhardt, Carlsbad, 1911, which con-
tinved 14 Kt—R 2, P~K R 4; 15 P—K Kt4, PxP; 16 Px P, Rx Ktl?; 17 KxR,
BxP; 18 P—B3 +.

b) L. Stemer—Asztalos, Debreczen, 1925.
¢) Sacnficing a Pawn for a powerful attack. 1f 13 PxK P, PxP; 14 Kt—K 3,
KR—Q1 (B—K3; 15Q—K 2, K R—K 1; 16 Kt—Kt 5. Alekhine—Flohr, 1938) ;
15 Kt—Q 5, Q—Kt2=; or 183 P—Q 5 with variations similar to those in cols. 76—80.

(d) Alekhine—Fine, Hastings, 1936-37. Black’s position is theoretically equal,
but the defence offers great practical difficulties.

(e) Inferior is 12 Kt—B 1, BPxP; 13 Px P, B—Kt5; 14 P—Q 5, Kt—Q5;
15 B—0Q 3, Kt—R41!; 16 B—K 8, Bx Kt; 17Px B, Kt—B5; 18 R—B 1, 0—Q 1 F.
Ldrobok, 1921,

(f) 12.., P—Kt5; 13 P—Q 5 (compare col. 78) is weak for Black.

(g) Rauser-~Rumin, Leningrad, 1934.

k) 11 B—Kt5, 0—0; 12 QKt—Q 2, B—K3; 13 PxP, PxP; 14 KtxPl,
xKt; 15 P—KB4,Q0—B2; 16 P—B5, B—Q3; 17Bx Kt, BxPch; 18 K—R1,
xB; 19 Q—Kt4ch, K—R1; 20 PxB =.

4) 11.., P—Kt5; 12 PxKtP, Px Kt P; 18 P—R 8 transposes into col. 83.

16 P—K Kt 3, Q—R 4; 17 P—R 4, P—Kt4!; 18 BxP, BxB; 19 Q—Q 86,
BxP; 20 OxR, B—-—g 1; 21 K—B 1 (the subsequent analysis is S. Mlotkowskr’s),
?{—R?; 22 Ox Pch, B—Q2; 23 QxP, BxR; 24 Kt—R3!, B—B2; 25 P—K 5,
—%1 (or Ktx B P), with at least a draw.
) Black has a winning attack. (1) One of Schlechter’s favourite lines.

m) Or12Q—K 2, R—K1; 13 P—Q R4, R—Kt1; 14PxP,PxP; 15 Kt—B 1,
B—Q2; 16 Kt—K 3,B—B1; 17 B—Q 2, P—R 38; 18 R—R 6, Q—B 2; 19 K R—R 1,
B—Q B1=. Ilym-Zhenevsky—Panoff, Leningrad, 1934. It should be noted that
12 P—K R 8 is 'superfiuous here; there can follow 12.., P—Q 4 (or 12.., Q—B2;
18P—Q R 4, B—K 3; 14 Kt—B 1, Kt—Q 2; 15 Q—K 2, Kt~—Kt3; 16 Px P, PxP;
17 B—K 3, P~Q4; 18 Px P, BxQP; 19 Kt—Q 2, RxR; 20 Rx R, P—B 4 F.
Grob—Lasker, Zirch, 1934); 13 Kt—B1, PxP; 14 PxP, B—X3; 15 B—Q 2,
R—-R2; 16 Kt—Kt5, B—B 5; 17 Kt—K 3, B—Q 6 F. Maréczy—Capablanca, New
York, 1924, 12 P—Q R 4, B—K 3; 13 Kt—B 1, P—Kt 5; 14 P—Q 4, BPx P;
15 PxQ P, B—Kt5; 16 P—Q 5, Kt—Q5; 17B—Q 3, Kt—R 4; 18 B—K 2, Ktx Bch}
19 Q x Kt, P—B 4F. Romanovsky—Reshevsky, Leningrad, 1939.

(») Panofi—L. Steiner, Moscow, 1936.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kt3.

MORPHY DEFENCE

3. P—QR3; 4 B—R4, Kt—B3; 5 0—0, B—K2; 6 R—K1,
P—Q Kt4; 7 B—Kt3, P—Q3; 8 P—B3.

91 92 93 94 95
8 (Kt—QR4)..0—0

(B—B 2) P—Q4ueunnn. crrerseciarsaseneese s P—0Q3 ()
(P—Bg  B—Kts () B—K 3 (m)

10 (P—Q 3) B—K3.iiieveteeeeen..P—Q5 BxB
(0—0) PxP (3 Kt—Q R4 PxB

11 (QKt—Q2) PxP B—B2 P—Q R 4
(Kt—B3) Kt—QR4...P—Q4 P—B3 P—Kts

12 (Kt—B 1) B—Bz2 P—K 5 PXxP! (1) QO—K 2
(R—K1) Kt—Bs5() Kt—Ks5 KtxBP(j) Kt—KR4

13 Kt—K 3 B—B1 Kt—B 3 QKt—Qz P—Q4
P—Q47? (a) P—Bg4 KtxKt(g) Q—Bz2 KtPxP

14 PXP P—QKt3 PxKt Kt—B1 KtPxP
KtxP Kt—QR4 Kt—R4 KR—K1 PxP

15 KtxKt QKt—Q2 B—Bz2 B—Kts KtxP
OxXKt Kt—B 3 Kt—B 5 P—R 3 Ktx Kt

16 P—Q 4! P—KR3 B—B1 BxKt PxKt
KPxP B—R4() R—K1 BxB Kt—B 5

17 B-K4+ 4+ (b) P—KR3 Kt—K3 BxKt

B—K3 () B—K3(8) RxB=(n)

(a) In this position a serious mistake. 13.., B—K 3 maintains theoretical equality.

(&) 17 Q—Q2; 18 PxP, B—B3; 19 B—Kt5 and White won quickly.
AIeLhme—Ehskases Podebrady, 1936.

(¢) Bogoljuboff’sidea. Less preczse is9. ,PxP; 10Px P,B—Kt5; 11 Kt—B 3!,
Kt—QR4; 12 B—B2, P——B4; 13 Px P!, PxP; 14 P—KS5, QxQ; 15 Rx
Kt—Q2; 16 P—K R 3! with the better end-game Lasker—BogolJuboff, Mahrisch-
Ostrau, 1923.

(d) 1finstead 10 ., Ktx KP1?; 11 B—Q5,Q0—Q2; 12Px P! (not 12 Bx K Kt,

—Q 4), Kt—Kt4; 13Bx Kt, Bx B 14P—K R 3! (in the famous game Capablanca—
Ed Lasker, London, 1913, White played 14 KtxB!?,BxQ; P—K 6, PxP? and
won; later Spielmann demonstrated that 15 ., Q—Q 1! wxns for Black), Bx Kt;
15 Qx B, Ktx P; 16 Rx Kt +. Analysis by Alekhine.

(e) 12 , P—B4 13 Kt—B 3, Kt—BS5; 14 B—B1, Kt—Q2; 15 Kt—Q 5,
B—R5; 16 P—Q K3, Q Kt—Kt3; 17 Kt—K3, Bx Kt; 18 Px B (Verlinsky—
E. Rabinovitch, Moscow, 1914), 18.. R—B 11s good for Black.

(f) Yates—Bogoljuboff, New York, 1924, 17 P—K Kt4, B—Kt3; 18 P—Q5
(Rubmstem) 1s now good for White. 17 B—Kt2, QKtxP 18 Bth PxB;

P—K Kt 4 is Ragosm~—Lilienthal, Leningrad, 1939.

(g) 18 .,B—Kt5; 14 R—Q B 1, Kt—K2; 15 P—KR3, B—KR4; 16 B—B 2,
Bx Q Kt; 17 Px B, P—KB4 18 Px P ep., RxP; 19 P—Kt4F. Yates—
Bogoljuboﬁ London, 1922.

(k) 18 Kt—R 2, B—KB1; 19 Q—Q 3 +. Yates—Rosselli, Trieste, 1923.

(+) Superiorto 12P—K R 3 BxKt; 13QxB,PxP; 14PxP, Kt—B 5. Yates—
Rubinstein, Hastings, 1922.

() 12 ., Q—B 2 is preferable.

(k) 18 B—Kt3! +. Treybal—Vidmar, Carlsbad, 1929.

() 9 P—KR S8, Kt—Q R4; 10 B—B2, P—B4; 11 P—Q 4 transposes into
columns 76—84; 11 P—Q 37? 1mto col. 90, note (m). 9 P—Q R 4,P—Kt5; 10 P— 4,
KPxP; llPxQP,B—KtS 12 B—K 3,P—Q 4; 13P—K 35, Kt—K5 14P—
is Ragosm—Keres, Leningrad, 1939.

(m) 9.., Kt—Q R 4; 10 B—B 2, P—B 4 transposes into cols. 90 and 91.

(n) Yates—Marshall, New York, 1924.
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kt5.

MORPHY DEFENCE
3ee, P—QR3 ; 4 B—R4, Kt—B3; 5 0—0, B—K2; 6 R—K1.

97 98 99 100
6 (P—QKts). .P—03
7 (B—Kt3) P—B3(d
0—0O

B—Q 2 (e)

8 P—B3 P—Q4eeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiii i, .P—03
P—Qy4 0—0 0—0

9 PxP QKt—Q2 Q Kt—Q 2
KtxP (@) PxP.......K—R1 (h)..B—K1 Kt—K1 (n)

10 Ktx P PxP P—KR3 Kt—Br1(k) P—Qy4
Ktx Kt QKt—Kts B—K1(1) Kt—Q:2 PxP

11 RxKt P—Qs5!(f) BxKt Kt—K3 () PxP
Kt—B3 Kt—Q 6 BxB P—B3 P—Q 4

12 P—Q4 R—K 3 PxP B—Kt3ch PXxP? (o)
B—Q3 BxB PxP B—B2 Kt—Kt 5

13 R—K1 () QxB KtxP BxBch BxB
Kt—Kt 5 Kt—B 4 BxP RxB QxB

14 P—KR3 Q—B2 KtxB Kt—B 5 Kt—K 5
Q—R 5 Kt—Kt 5 QAxQ B—B1 Q—Q1

15 Q—B3+ () R—K2+(g) RxQ P—KR4 Q—Kt3

KexKt= (j) Kt—Kt (m) B-OR4oF (#)

(a) Or 9.., P—K5; 10 PxKt, PxKt; 11 QxP, B—K Kt5; 12 Q—Kt3,
R—K1; 13 P—K B 4! (weaker is 13 P—BS Q—Q6! +. Ed. Lasker—Marshall
(.hlcago, 1926), B—Q3; 14 R—KS5!, P-—-KR4 15 P-——Q4 BxR; 16 BPxB,
Kt—R2; 17 P—KR3 +. Stoltz—H. Steiner, Hamburg, 1930.

éb; 13 R——K 2 1s safer, but the text 1s good enough.

c ,KtxP!; 16 R—K 2! (16 Qx Kt?, B-—R7ch 17K—~B 1, B—Kt64 + 3
but not 16 B—Kts?; 17 QxPch'++), B——Kts' 17 PxB, B—R7ch;}

8 K—B 1, B—Kt6; 19 Rx Kt, Q—R8ch; 20 K—K 2, BxR (or 20 . QxBj;
21 QxB, Q x Pch; 22 Kt—Q 2+) 21 B—Q 2+. Capablanca——Marshall New York,

wevew

1918,

(d) An alternatxve is 7 Bthch, PxB 8 P—Q4, Kt—Q 2; 9 PxP, PxP;
10 Q Kt—Q 2, 0—0? (10.., P—B 3; Kt—B 4, Kt—K¢t 3=); 11 Kt—B 4, B—B3
12 Kt—R 5 :[: H. E Atkms——Yates 1920

(¢) Or 7 ., O— 8 P— 34 P—Q Kt4; 9 B—B 2, B—Kt5; 10 P—QS5,
Kt—QR4; 11 Q Kt—Q 2, P—B4; 12 Px P ep Ktx B P=. Tarrasch-——Selesmeﬁ,
Mahnsch-Ostrau, 1923, 1f 8.. ., PxP? PxP B—Kt5; 10 Kt—B 3, Bx Kt;

11 Px B, P—Q Kt4; 12B—B2 . Verhnsky—Splelmann, Moscow, 1925.

f) Stronger than 11 Bx B,QxB; 12Kt—B1,P—B 4!; 18 P—Q Kt3,P—Q4!;
14 P—Q R 3, Kt—B3; 15 Kt—K 5, Q0—Q1 F. Yates—Romanovsky, Moscow, To25.

g) L. Stemer——-Keres, Warsaw, 1935.

h) 9 R—K1; 10 Kt—B1,B—KB1; 11 Kt—Kt3, P—K Kt3; 12 B—Kt3,
B—Kt2; 13 Kt—Kts (better than 13 B—K3 Kt—Q R4 14 B—B 2, Kt—BS5;
15 B—B 1. Sir G. A. Thomas—Yates, Cheltenham, 1928), R—K B1l; 14 P—K B4,
PxQP; 15 PxP, P—Q4; 16 P—K5 4. Yates—E. Spencer, Canterbu:y, 1930.

1) The Kecskemét Variation asﬁrst played. The best order of moves is exemplified
in the next column and notes (k) and (l).

(7) L. Stemer——Alekhme, Kecskemét 1927.

(k) 10 P—K R Kt—Q 2 11 Kt—B1, P—B3; 12 Kt—R4, K—R1;
18 Kt—B 5, B—B 2; 14 P—K Kt4 Kt—Kt3; 15 B—B 2 R—K1; 16 Q Kt—Kt 8,
B—B l1=. "L. Stemer—XKmoch, Kecskemét, 1927.

() 11 Kt—Kt8, K—R1; 12 B—K3, P—B 3; 138 Kt—Q 2 (better 13 B—B 2 or
P—Q 5), Kt—Kt3; 14 B—-B2 P—Q 4! F. Asztalos—Ahues, Kecskemét, 1927,
White's game :s somewhat freer.

(n) Or 9 ., B—K 0 Kt—B1, Kt—Q 2; 11 Kt—K3, P—B3; 12 P——Q4
B—B2; 13 B—Kta Kt——R4 14 Bx ch RxB; 15 Kt— BS, B—B
16 P—K R 4 &+. Ahues—L. Stemer, Bad Nxendorf, 1927. Compare col. 99.

0) 12 P—K 5 was much stronger.

p) A. Steiner—Keres, Kemer1, 1937.
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 B—Kts.

MORPHY DEFENCE
3...P—QR3; 4 B—R4, Kt—B3; 50—0,B—Kz2; 6 Q—K2 (a),
P—Q Kt4; 7 B—Kt3, P—Q3.

101 102 103 104 105

8 P—QR4licieeransocaniasanecannsne tiesesssesss..P—B3
R—QKtIeeecesassesae--B—Kt5(e) 0—0

9 PxP P—B3 P—Q 4 (m)
PxP o0—0O ! (f) B—Kts

1o P—B3 PXP...... P—KR3(j) R—Q1(»)
B—Kt5 PxP B—Qz2 (k) PxP!

11 R—Q1 RXR P—Q3 PxP
0O—O0 QXR Kt—Q R4 P—Q4

12 P—Q4 QxP? B—B2 P—K 5
PxP().....R—R1 Kt—R2!(g) P—B4 Kt—K5

13 PXP RXR Q—Kz2(h) PXP P—KR3
P—D 4 QxR QxXP PxP B—R 4

14 P—K5 P—Q 5 QXQ B—K3 Kt—B 3 (0)
Kt—K 5 Kt—QR4 KtxQ Q—B2 Ktx Kt

15 Kt—B 3 B—B2 P—Q 4 QKt—Q2 PxXKt
Ktx Kt P—B3 Bx Kt P—Q4 Q—Qz2={(p)

16 PxKt+ () Kt-R3!£(d PxB B—Kts

Kt-K Kt 4+ P—Q 5 F ()

()

») The threat was 13 P—Q 5, winning a piece.

¢) 16 ., Q—Q2; 17 P—R 3, B—R 4 (weaker is 17.., B—KB4; 18 R—R86,
K—R1; 19 Kt—Kt5 +. Alekhine—Monticelli, San Remo, 1930); 18 R—R 6,
Kt—g 1; 19 P—Kt4. Alekhine—Asztalos, Kecskemet, 1927.

(d) 16 R—Kt1; 17 P—Kt4, Kt—B5; 18 Kix Kt, PxKt; 19 P—R3.

Alekhine—Euwe, 1st match game, 1926.

(¢) A playable line is 8.., B—Q2. If 8.., P—Kt5?; 9 Q—B 4 (the simple
9 B x P ch followed by 10 Q—B 4 chand 11 Q x Kt is also strong), P-—%4 ; 10Qx Ktch,
B-—Q 2; 11 Q—-Kt7,B—-QB4; 12 Ktx P1, R—R 2; 13 Kt—B 61, xQ; 14 KtxQ,
Kx Kt; 15 P—KS5 +. Chistiakofi—Panoff, Moscow, 1937. Or 8 , B—Kt2;
9 P—B'3, P—Q4; 10 P—Q 3, QPxP; 11 QPxP, KtxP?; 12 Qx Kt, Kt—0Q5;
{gagx B, KtxB; 14 R—R2, Q—Q6; 15 B—K 3% +. Spielmann—Vidmar, Bled,

1.

f} 9,., R—Kt1 transposes into cols. 101—2.

(g) If instead 12 , Kt—Q R 4?; 13 B—B2, Ktx P; 14 KtxP? (14 BxKt,
QOxB; 15 Qx Kt, Qx Q Kt; 16 P—Q 3, Qx%?; 17 Qx B P, Bx Kt =._ Reinfeld—
Kashdan, Syracuse, 1934), R—Kt 1; 15 Bx Ktl,RxQ; 16 BxQ +. Bosk—C. H.
Alexander, Margate, 1938.

1) 13 Q—R 4 (or 5), Q% PF, while if 18 Q—R 6, KtxP+.

1) Fine—Keres, Avro, .

7) Or 10 R—Q1, P—Q4?; 11 P—Q38, Kt—QR4; 12 B—B2, P—KtS5;
13P—Q 4,P—Kt6; 14B—Q3,PxQP; 15 P—K 5, Kt—Q 2; 16 Px P . Reinfeld—
Reshevsky, Syracuse, 1934.

(%) 1f instead 10.., B—R4; 11 P—Kt4, B—Kt3; 12 P—Q3, Kt—Q R 4;
13 B—B 2, Kt—Q 2; 14 P—Kt4 1, Kt—Kt2; 15 Kt—R3 1, P—Q B3; 116 B—Kt3,
Kt—Kt3; 17 P—RS %. Alekhine—Samisch, German Quadrangular Tournament,

1937,
gl) L asker—Rabinovitch, Moscow, 1935.

ga) The Worrall Attack.

m) 9 P—Q R 4, transposing into cols. 101 and 102, is much stronger.

n) 10 P—Q 5, Kt—Q R4; 11 B—B 2, P—B3; 12PxP,Q KtxP; 13P—K R3S,
B—Q2; 14 B—K3=. Spielmann—Rubinstein, Berlin, 1928.

0) Now 14 P—Q R 4 1s weak because of 14.., P—Kt5!; 15 P—R S5, K—R13;
18 P—K Kt4, B—Kt3; 17 Kt—R2, B—R5; 18 B—K38, P—B4 ¥F. Rumin—
Botvinnik, Moscow, 1935.

(p) Réti—Stoltz, Stockholm, 1928,
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

106 107 108 109

6 (Q—K2)
(P—QKt4)eeeaeeereasessssacecarcrocscnsasannans

7 (B—Kt3)
(P—Q 3) eenceacesssees..0—0

8 (P—B3) P—B3
Kt—QR 4 P—Q 3!

9 B—B2 PxP.......P—Q3
P—B4 KtxP B—KXt5(h)

10 P—Q 4 (@) KtxP (¢) P—KR3
Q—B2 Kt—Bs5! B—R4 ()

11 R—Qr1......P—KR3(c) Q—K4 P—Kt4
0—O0 Kt—Q 2 Ktx Kt B—Kt 3

1z P—KR3 P—Qs5 P—Q 4! P—Kts
BPXP Kt—Kt3 B—Ktz!(f) PxP

13 PXP Kt—R 2 QxKt(B4) PxKt
B—Qz2 0—0 Kt—Q 6 KPxP

14 PXP? P—KKtg4 Q—K3 Q—K 3
PxP=() R—Ki= (@ KtxB(g) BxP()

MORPHY DEFENCE
3.., P—QR3; 4 B—R4, Kt—B3; 5 0—0, B—K2.

110

P—Q 3 (%)
P—B3
B—Q 2

P—Q 4
0—0
P—0Q 5
Kt—Kt 1
B—B2
P—QR4 ()

P—B 4
Kt—R 3
Kt—B 3
Kt—B 4
B—K 3
P—Q Kt3

P—KR3
P—Kt3 (m)

(a) 10 R—Q1, Q—B2;
13 P—Q 4, BPx P;

17 Kt—K1 +.
1932,

10 P—Q 38 is weak; after 10

14 PxP, P—R3;
Sir G. A. Thomas—E. G

11 P—KR3, P—Kt47?;
15 Px P, PxP;

, 0—0; 11

Q—B2; 13 Kt—B 1, P—Q 4 Black has the upper hand.
(b) Fine—Reshevsky, Syracuse, 1934.
(¢) 11 P—Q 5,0—0; 129 Kt—Q 2, B—Q2; 13 R—Q 1, P—B 5 (Yates—Kmoch,
London, 1927) is also satisfactory for Black.
(d) Réti-Grinfeld, Teplitz-Schénau, 1922.
(¢) Safer is 10 P—Q 4, PxP; 11 PxP=. Yates-Vidmar, Carlsbad, 1929.
(fy 12 , Kt—K7ch?; 13 Qx Kt, Kt—Kt3; 14 Kt—Q 2 +. Brinckmann—
Schlage, Berlin, 1928.
(g) 15 Rx Kt, B—Kt4; 16 P—B 4, B—RS5 or B3 with a strong attack for the

Pawn.
(R) 9 .,
t.

The column 1s analysis by Tartakover.
P—Q5; 10 PxP, KtxQP; 11 Ktx Kt, Qx Kt; 12 B—K3, Q—Q1;
13 KtoB3, P—B4; 14 P—B4x. ’ ’ 1401

12 KtxKtP, R—K Kt1;
16 Kt—K B3, BxP;
. Sergeant, City of London Championship,
Q Kt—Q 2, Kt—B3; 12 R—Q1,

(4) An unsound sacrificial combination. 10.., Bx Kt; 11 QxB, PxP; 12Px P
Kt—Q R 4; 13 B—B 2, P—Q B 4 1s better.
() 15 Q Kt—Q 2 +. Kashdan—Hanauer, New York, 1986.

(k) 1£6..,0—0; 7 Bx Kt, QFx
8

best fighting chance—Alekhine) ;

10 Qx Q, Ktx

() Weak1s 10 .
14 P—

P—B 4;
.17 B—Kt3 +.

Q; 11

B4, P—KS§;
L. Steimner—Kas

Ktx P, Q—Q5;
R—K 1+ + (Alekhine). =0

B (7 ., KtPxB; 8 KtxP, P—B 4 is Black’s
9 Kt—KB3, QxKP?;

,P—B3; 11 P—B4,PxP; 12KPxP, Kt—K 1; 13 Kt—K 1.

15 B—

K3, B—KB3;
hdan, Folkestone, 1933.

16 'Kt—Q B3, P—Q Kt 4;

(m) Kashdan and Phillips—Alekhine and Warburg, New York, 1933. White has a

mimimal advantage.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

MORPHY DEFENCE
3.., P—QR3; 4 B—R4, Kt—B3; 5 0—O.

111 112 113 114 115
5 (B—K2)ieeeeisrenrsisnenssosnsaronarencannnas  P—Q Kty
6 (Q—K2)ieereuaueaneannn tetesaeas...P—Q4q () B—Kt3
(P—Q3) PxP B—K 24(
7 (P—B3) P—Ks P—0Q 4
(B—Q 2) Kt—K 5 P—Q3
8 (P—04)eereeenirennnnnnn P—Q3 R—K1 P—Q R4
0—0 Kt—B 4 B—Kts
9 (P—Q5)....B—Kt3 () R—Q1 BxKt P—B3
(Kt—Kt1) Q—Kr1(d Kt—KI1 QPxB 0—0
10 (B—B 2) QKt—Q2 B—Kt3 KtxP Q—Q3
Kt—K1 K—R1 K—R1 0—0 Q—Q 2
11 P—Q B4 PxP? () P—Q4 Kt—Q B3 B—Ktjs (k)
P—KB4 (a) PXP Q—B1 R—K1 BxKt
12 PXP Kt—B 4 Kt—Kt s B—K3 QxB
BxP B—Q B4 Kt—Q 1 B—B1 KPxP
13 BxB P—QR4 P—KR3 P—By4 RPxP
RXxB P—Q R4 Kt—K 3 P—B3 Kt—K 4
14 Kt—B3+(b) B—Kt5 Ktx Kt PxP 0—Q1
Kt—R 4! (f) BXxKt=(g) QxP=(3) PxBP()
(a) Premature. 11.., P—K Kt 3 followed by Kt—Kt 2 should have been played
(Alekhine).

(&) 14.., Kt—Q2; 15 Kt—K 4, Kt—B 1!; 16 B—K 3, Kt—Kt8; 17 P—K Kt3,
P—K RS 18 Kt B3)—Q 2. Alekhme—Tylor, Margate, 1938.

(c) 9 Px Piscolourless: 9 ., Q KtxP; 10 Bx B, Ktx Ktch; 11Qx Kt, KtxB;
12 B—B 4, B—Kt4; 13 Kt—-Q 2, Kt—B A=, Euwe—Bogohuboﬁ, 2nd match game,
1928. IIQR—Q 12, KtxPl+.

(@) A type of defensive posmon sometxmes seen in Stexmtz s games. Simpler, how-
ever, is 9 ., PxP; 10 Px P, Kt—Q R 1 B—B2, B—Kt4; 12 B—Q3, BxB;
13 Ox B, P—Q 4; 14 P—K ’5, Kt—K 5.-. Horothz—Fme, New York, 1938.

(¢) This is decidedly weak. Both 11 R—K 1 and 11 P—Q 5 were preferable.

({3) L. Steiner-—Alekhine, Folkestone, 1983. The game continued 15 Kt—R 4?,
Kt—B5; 16 Q—B 3, P—B 3; Bx Kt, PxB; 18 Kt—B 5, P—K Kt3 F. Best
is 15 X Ktx P, Ktx Kt; 16 éx Kt (not 16 Ktx Kt, Qx Kt 17 Qx Kt, P—K B 3,

wmnmgaplece) Ktx Kt(temptmgbutmferxons 16 B—K 5; 17 Q—-R4 B—K7;
18 Ktx Kt', BxR; 19 Kt—Kt4, B—Q6; 20 Kt—36!++), 17 Bx Kt, Qx P;

18 Q—K 2=, Analysls by Tartakover.

(g) A. Steiner—Fine, Kemeri, 1937.

(k) 6 P—B3?, KtxP; 7 Q—K2, Kt—B 4; 8 Bx Kt, PxB 9 Ktx P, 0—0;
10 P—Q 4, Kt——Q 2; 11 Kt———Q 2, Ktx Kt; 12 Qx Kt, B— 13 Kt—B3 B-—Q 3;
14 Q—R 5, P—B3F. Sir G. Thomas—Rashevsky, Nottmgham, 1936.

1) Alekhine-—Keres, Kemeri, 1937, The two Bishops are ample compensati
Blaci:'s Pawn majority on the K-side. P o ? on for

(4) 6.., P—Q 3 is playable, smce the temptmg 7 Kt—Kt5, P—Q4; 8 PxDP,
Kt—Q5; 9P—-Q6, KtxB; 10PxP, QxBP; 11 R Px Kt, P—K R 3 leaves B!ack
with the initiative and a splendxd development for the Pawn sacrificed.

(k) Safer is 11 P—Q 5, or 11 Q Px P, but the text is by no means bad.
(?) Tarrasch—Burn, Ostend, 1907. White's position is worth the Pawn.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

MORPHY DEFENCE
3.., P—QR3; 4 B—R4, Kt—B3.

116 117 118 119
(O—O)rvrereennnnn. ettt te e ....P-—igz?;
;i El;—:_g}g{i{t)‘;)..g B4 (d) PxP
3 —B 3.iiiieencecasee. JKEXP (2 K 2 (m
(B—K2) B—R2 SRR % g R
7P—QR4 P—Q4 P—Q4 0—0
R—QKti(a) KtxK P KtxP P—QKt4(n)
8 R—K1(()) R—Ki1..... Q—K2 O—Kz2 B—Kt3
P—Q3 P—B4 PB4 B—Kz2 P—Q3
9 PxP QKt—Qz2 PXxP Q XKt P—QR4
]_I;XI]_:, ?{—O K(a) 0—0 Kt—Kt3 R—Q Ktz
10 P—B3 tx Kt Kt—Q2(g) P—Q B4 (8 P
B—Kts PXxKt I%——Q 4Q (e O—% +@ P>><<1];
1 P—Qg4 B—KKt;s PxPep. Kt—B3 P—Kg5
Q—Q2 Q—K1 KtxP (Q3)P—KB4 PXxP
12 B—K3 RXP B—Kt3zch Q—B3 KtxKP
8—;{? (cg)2 g—g 3 IIg———R I Kt—R 5 Ktx Kt
13 —Q 2 X t+—B
R—R1 O~Kt; P-Bs! S-Rs+0 %X—Iétg =
14 P—Q5+ R-KB4+(f) QKt—K3;
Ktx Kt (h)

(¢) Oc 7.., P—Kt5; 8 Q—K 2, 0—0; 9 P—RS5, P—Q3; 10 P—B R 3

1 PO, e o KUExE Roxil 15 B0 83 80 Kes (KixR b
x Kt, though losing a Pawn, is preferable); 14 B—K3, P : .

P.Johner—Teichmann, Berln, 1925 P ) xP; 15 BxQP +

b) 8 Q—K 2, transposing into cols. 101 and 102, is even stronger.

¢) Not 12.., Ktx KP?; 18 P—Q5, Kt—Q1; 14 B—R7 +. Keres—Zinner,
Pragn® The Moller Def F i :

e Moller Defence. For some yeals it was championed by Alekhine
llxa; sxlrilcse abandoned it. For 5.., P—Q 3 see the Stemitz Deerce Deferre’dl,)u:o]l:
72— o

(e) Or9 ., Ktx Kt; 10 Ktx Kt,P—K 5; 11 Ktx P, 0—O (if Px Kt; 12Rx

%t_éliz ;léSBB—;KhKé5 +B. CixélRZ .kKS—-ZB % H 1312(28—1512 f<h’ K-I%Kt 1; 14 B-—Ktlf: :lﬁ:
—Q 43 xPch,QxB; — mate) ; — t5 Kt—K2; 1
R—B2: 14 Q—K 2, resigns. Stahlmann—. ) Muller. i 13 Kt—KtS,

f) Capablanca—P. S. Milner-Barry, Margate, 1935.

g) 10 B—Kt3ch, K—R1; 11 Q' Kt—Q 2, Q—K 1? (this blunder deprives the
game of theoretical value: 11.., P—Q 4 had to be tried); 12 Ktx Kt, Px Kt;
13 QxKP, P—Q 4; 14 BxP, B—KB4; 15 Q—K R4 +. Alekhine—IH. Steiner,
Pasadena, 1932, 1f 10 B—K 8, P—Q 3; 11 R—0Q'1, Q—K 2=, or 10 B—B 2, P—0 4;
11 Px P ep., Ktx P(Q8); 12 QKt—Q2, R—K 1 F. Yates—Rey, Barcelona, 1929,

(r) 15 Ktx Kt, Q—Kt4 F. Yates—Alekhine, Hastings, 1922.

{4) Inferior is 6 P—Q 3, P—Q 3; 7P—Q4, PxP; 8 Ktx P, B—0Q2; 9 Ktx Kt,
PxKt; 10 Kt—B 3, Kt—Kt51; 11 Q—B3,0—0; 12B—B 4 0—K2; 13Q R—K ],
QR—K1; 14 Q—Kt3, P—B4!; 15 P—KRS8, P—Kt4!+. Bogatyrchuk—
Savitzky, Leningrad, 1934.

() 1f 6.., KtxP; 7 Ktx Kt (7 KtxBP?, KxKt; 8 Q—R5ch, P—Kt3;
9 Q—Q 5ch, K—Kt2; 10 Qx Kt, P—Q 4 F—Tartakover), Q Px Kt; 8 Q—B 3 (or
8 Q—K?2, O—K2; 9 R—K 1!, BxPch; 10 QxB +), Q— ..y Q—R 5;
9 Kt—B 3, Ktx Kt; 10 BxPch, PxB; 11Qx B Pch, B—Q 2; 12 R—K 1ch! +);
9 Kt—B3, Ktx Kt; 10 Bx Pch, K—B1; 11 QPx Kt + (J. H. Blake).

(r) Weaker is 10 P—K B4, 0—O0; 1{ P—B5, P—Q4; 12 Q—Q 3, Kt—RS5!;
18 B—K 3, B—Kt 4! F. W. P.Shipley and S. T. Sharp—Alekhine, Philadelphia, 1924.

1) Takacs—Alekhine, Vienna, 1922.

Em 6 0—0, B—K 2; 7 P—K 5, Kt—K 5; 8 Ktx P, Kt—B 4; 9 Kt—B 5, 0—0;
10 Q—Kt 4, P—K Kt3; 11 Bx Kt, QPxB; 12 KtxBch=.

nf{Bettet than 7.., 0—0; 8 P—KS5, Kt—K1; 9 R—Q 1, P—Q4; 10 P—B3,
PO Kkt4: 11 B—Kt3, B—Kt2; 12 PxP, Kt—R4; 18 B—B2k, Sir G. A.
Thomas—H. Saunders, Southport, 1924.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

MORPHY DEFENCE
3.., P—QR3; 4 B—R4, Kt—B3.

121 122 123 124 125
5 P—Q 3 (a)
P 3ucerraceccssesasssasccsssasssansnncassess P—QEKEt4()
6 P—B 4 (B)eeereunnnn vee..P—B3 B—Kt3
P—KKt3...B—K2 P—K Kt 3...B—K2 B—B 4 (m)
7 P—Q4() Kt—B3() QKt—Q2(s) QKt—Q2 B—K3!
B—Q2 0—0 B—Ktz2 0—O0 P—Q3
8 PxP P—Q 4 Kt—B1 Kt—B 1 QKt—Q 2
PXxP (d) B——-Kt 51 0o—0 P—Q Kt4 B—K3
9 Q—K 2 BxKt Kt—Kt3 (k) B—B 2 o0—O0
B—XKt2 PxB P—Q Kty P—Q4! o—O0
1o B—KKts PxP B—B2 B—Q 2 ) P—B3
P—R3 Kt—Q 2 P—Q 4 R—K QBxB
11 B—Rg4 PxP Q—K2 Kt—-—Kt3 QxB
0—0 BxP R—K1 B—B1 BxB
12 QKt—Q2 B—K3 0—0 0—0 PxB
O—Ki1= R—Kt1 B—Ktz2 PxP P—Q 4
13 P—KR3 B—Kts PxP QR—Q <t

B—R4D P——Qs—(ﬁ) B—K3 (k) Q—Q3={

(a) 5 P—B 8, Ktx P! (P—Q 8 transposes into better-known variations) ; 6 Q—X 2,
Kt—B4; 7 BxK QPxB; 8 P—Q4, Kt—K3; 9 PxP, Kt—B4; 10 B—KtS5,
Q—Q6! =F. Balogh——Pro'Dst, correspondence, 1928-29.

(%) The Duras Variation. For 6 Kt—B 3 see col. 135.

(¢c) Alternatives are: (1) 7 Kt—B 3, B—Kt2; 8 B—K Kt5, P—R3; 9 B—Q2,
0—O0; 10 P—KR3, Kt—Q2; 11 Bx Kt?, PxB 12 Q—K2 K—B4 Duras—
Maréczy, Vienna, 1908.  2) 7 P—KR3, B—KtZ 8 B—K3, 0—0; 9 Q—Q2,
Kt—K?2; 10 Kt—B 3, P—B 3=.

(d) 8. , QKtx P; 9 KtxKt, Px Kt; 10 Kt—B3, P—B3; 11 0—0, P—R3S.
Duras—Yates, match, 1911,

(¢) Or7 P—KR3,0—0; 8 B—K 3, B—K 3; 9 Kt—B 3, R—Kt1; 10 Q—~K 2,
Kt—Q 2. R.H.V. Scott—Sir G. A. Thomas, match, 1915.

(f) 14 Q—K 2, Kt—K4; 15 P—KKt4, RxP! +. Duras—Vidmar, Carlsbad,

g) 7 P—K RS, B—Kt2; 8 B—K3, 0—0; 9 Q—B1, P—Q4!, with a good

game (Leonhatdt)

(h) 9 P—K R3, P—Q4; 10 Q—K 2, Q—Q3; 11 P—KKt4, PxP; 12PxP,
Kt—Kt5! +. Treybal—prelmann, Pistyan, 1922.

(5) 14 Q R—Q 1, Q—Q 8. Treybal—Grinfeld, Teplitz-Schénau, 1922.

(/) 10 Q—K2, R—K1; 11 P—KR3, P—Kt5; 12 P—B4?, Kt—Q5;
13 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 14 BPxP KtxQP; 15 B—Kt3 Kt—Kt3; 16 Q—
R—B1 F. Va;da——Lundln, Folkestone, 1933.

(k) 14 P—Kt3, B—K Kt5; 15 Q—K 2. Tartakover—Réti, New York, 1924.

)5 B—B4; 6 0—0, P—Q3; 7 BxKtch, PxB; 8 B—K 3!, BxB;
9 PxB, 0—0 10 Kt—B 8, R—Kt1. Asztalos—Vldmar, Budapest 1918.

(m)6 .,B—K2; 7P—Q R4,P—Kt5; 8 0—0,P—Q 3; 9 B—Kt5 (or9 P—R 5),
Kt—QR4 10 B—R2 P——Kte?, 11’Px P, P—B4, '12 P—Q Kt4. Canal=
Asztalos, Tneste, 1923.

(#) Dyckhoff—Tarrasch, 1916.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt— K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

10

II

12

13 Q

xXB
Kt—Q 5=()

MORPHY DEFENCE
3.., PQR3; 4 B—R 4, Kt—B3.

127 128 129 130
................................... Bx Kt (h)
ceteeaaan B—Kz2..... B—B 4! QPxB
P—B3 P—B3 Kt—B3
P—QKt4 Q—K-2 B-KKts!(4)
P—B3 B—B 2 P—Q3 P—KR3
0—O0 0—0 0—O0 B—R 4
0—0 P—0Q4 QKt—Q2 P—Q3(j)
P—Q3 P—Q3 K Kt—Kts5! Kt—Q 2
P—Q3 P—KR3 O0—O B—XK 3
B—KKt5(d) PXP P—Q3 B—Q Kt5
B—K3 KtxP P—Kt4 B—Q 2
Q—Kz2 Ktx Kt B—R 2 Q0—K2
QKt—Qz2 PxKt B—Kt3 P—R 3
Kt—Q1 B—Ktz2 K—R1 B—Q3
P—KR3 O0—O0 P—KR3 Kt—Kz2
B—R 4 R—K1 Kt—B 3 BxKt
BxB R—Q1 + (f) Kt—Bg4 PxB
PXxB(e)

KKt—R4(g) Kt—B4 F
*)

10 Px Kt, Kt—R4;
14 Qx KtP, B—B 3;

from cols. 126—129.

(a) 6.., B—K2; 7 P—B3, P—Q3; 8 P—Q4, B—Kt5; 9 B—Q57, KtxB;

() 9 Kt—B3,

15 Q—R6,

0—01!;

11 PxP, PxP;

12 Qx P, BxKt;

13 PxB, Kt—BS5;

Q—K 2ch, followed by O—O0~—O0 + (Grunfeld).
Note the numerous possibilities of transposition into the Worrall Attack (cols. 101—113)

10 KtxKtP (or 10 0—0, P—Kt5;

11 Kt—Q 5,

Kt—Q5!), P—Q4; 11 Px P, P—K5; 12 Kt—Kt5 RxKtl; 13 Qx R, BxPch=.
Suchting—P. Johner, Vienna, 1908.

(c) Schlechter-—Rubinstein, match, 1918.
(d) If 9.., Kt—K 2, Alekhine Is{uggests 10 P—Q4, PxP; 11 PxP, B—Kt3;

12

11 B—K R4, P—Kt4; 1

B—K3

P—K35,

K Kt—Q 4; 13 B— ..
2 B—Kt 3 can be played.

t5+. 9.., K—R1;

10 B—Kt5, P—R3;

() 14Q—K 3,Q—Q 3; 15 Kt—R 4, Kt—K 3; 16 Kt—B § +. Sir G. A. Thomas—
Spielmann, Carlsbad, 1923.

(f) Tarrasch—Bogoljuboff, Kissingen, 1928.

(g) Continued 14 R—K 1, Q—B 3; 15 K—R 2, Kt—B5; 16 Bx Kt, QxBch F.
Sir G. A. Thomas—Alekhine, Margate, 1937.

(k) The Treybal Variation.

(%)

Inferior alternatives a
. 9 .

re: (1) ,
R3; 10 P—Q R4,

6.

B~Q3; 7 P—Q3, P—B4; 8 P—KR3,
P—B5?; 11 P—Q 4, PxP; 12BxQ P,

K B—Kt5; 13 0—O +. Bogoljubotf-—Alekhine, 16th match game, 1934. (2) 8 ,

B—QKt5; 7P—Q3, Q—K2?;

0—0—0; 11 P—KR3, Kt—K1;

1929.

() 1£ 8 P—K Kt 4, B—Kt

8 B—Q 2

12°Q—R 5.

B—Q2; 9 Kt—K 2,BxB
Flohr—Canal, Rogaska-Slatina,

ch; 10 Qx B,

3;9KtxP, Ktx KP' 10 Ktx Kt (10 Kt xB, Kt x Kt=

BxKt; 11 Q—K2,0—Q4; 12KtxQ BP, Qx Kt; 18 P—Q 3, 0—0—0; 14Px
B—Kt5 ch and Black’s position 1s worth the Pawn.

(k) Flohr—Euwe, Semmering, 1937.
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1 P—K 4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

MORPHY DEFENCE
3.., P—QR3; 4 B—R4, Kt—B3.
131 132 133 134 135

(BxKY.....Kt—B 3 (b)
(QPXB)  P—QKt4(0)eeeerreeraeensaraneeses. . P—Q3

6 P—Q3 B—Kt 3 P—03
B—Q3 B—K 2.c0000eeneeeece..B—B4 (k) B—K2

7 QKt—Qz2z O—O KtxKP () P—KR3
B—K3 P—Q3 (@) Ktx Kt 0—O0

8 O—K2 P—Q3......P—QR4 P—Qu B—K 3
Kt—R4  B—Kts P—Kts! B—Q3 P—Q Kt 4

o Kt—B 4 B—K 3 Kt—Q 5 Px Kt B—Kt3
BxKt Kt—Q R4 Xt—QR4(e) BXP Kt—Q R 4

10 PxB Kt—K2 KtxB P—B4 Kt—K 2 (%)
Q—B3 KtxB QX Kt BxKtch P—Bg4!

11 P—KKt3 RPXxKt P—Q4 PxB 0—O0 ()
0—K3 0—Q2 KtxB 0—0 P—Bs5!

12 B—K3 Kt—Q 2 Px Kt * P—Ks PXP
P—QB4 BXxKt B—Ktz(f) P—Bg4! PxP

13 Kt—Q2 QxB B—Kt5() B—R3 B—R 4
Kt—B3=(a) Kt—Kt 5= Q—R 4 (/) KtxP+ (m)

(a) Flohr—Reshevsky, Kemeri, 1937,

(b) A move on which Nimzovitch poured scorn as “colourless.” In reply he
advocated 5.., B—Kt5, with the continuation 6 Kt—Q 5, B—K 2; 7 0—0, O—0;
8R—K1,P—Q3; 9 Ktx Ktch,Bx Kt; 10P—B 3, Kt—K 2; 11 P—Q 4, Kt—Kt3=.

¢) 5.., B—K2: 6 0—0, P—Q Kt 4 transposes into the column. S.., P—lg 33
6 P—Q 4, P—Q Kt4(6.A,B—-Q 2; 7Bx Kt,BxB; 8Q0—Q3 +); 7PxP!(7B—Kt3,
PxP; 8 B—Q5, not, however, 8 KtxP?, KtxKt; 9 QxKt, P—B 4 and 10..
P—B 54 +. Noah's Ark Trag), PxP; 8 QxQch, KtxQ; 9 B—Kt3, B—Q3;
10 B—Kt5,0—0; 110—0—0,Kt—K3; 12Q Bx Kt,PxB; 13 Kt—Q 5, K—Kt2;
14 Kt—Kt6! +. Marco—Euwe, The Hague, 1921.

@) 7..,0—0; 8B—Q 5 (8 P—Q R 4 ? leads to col. 133 by transposition), P—Kt 5;
9Bx Kt,PxB; 10Kt—K2,KtxP; 11 Ktx P,B—Q3; 12Kt—Q B4!=. Schlechter
—-Vidmar, Carlsbad, 1911.

(ﬁ 9.., R—QKt1; 10 P—BS, PxP; 11 KtPxP, Kt—QR4; 12 B—R2
Ktx Kt; 18B x Kt,0—O=. Or9..,KtxP; 10 P—Q 4,0—0; 11 Ktx B ch, Ktx Kt;
12 R—K 1, B—Kt2; 13 PxP, P—Q 4; 14 B—Q2, P—QB4=.

() 12’ , B—Kt5; 13 B—Kt5, 0—0; 14 P—Q5, P—R3. Sir G. A. Thomas—
Alekhine, Hastings, 1922.

(g) Sacrificing a2 Pawn, with the continuation 13.., BxP; 14 R—K1, BxKt;
15 Qx B, 0—0; 186 P—Q5. Copenhagen—Leningrad, by telegraph, 1930.

(h) 6..,P—Q31?7; 7Kt—Kt5 P—Q4; 8 KtxQP, Kt—Q 5; 9 Ktx Ktch (or
9 Kt—K 37, KtxB; 10 R Px Kt, P—R3; 11 Kt—B 8, KtxP; 12 Ktx P, Q—B 3;
18 Kt—B 3, B—Kt2; 14 Q—K 2, 0—0—O0, with a wnning attack. dir G. A,
Thomas—Keres, Margate, 1937), Q x Kt; 10 B x P ch, K—Q 1; 11 P—Q 8 (11 P—KR 4,
P—R3; 12 Q—R5, P—Kt3 wins), P—R3; 12 B—Q 5, P—B3; 13 Kt—B7ch,
K—B2; 14 KtxR, PxB with excellent attacking prospects.

() 7 P—Q 3, P—Q 3; 8 O—O (or 8 B—K 3), B—K Kt5; 9 B—K3, Kt—0Q5;
10 Bx Kt, BxB; 11 P—K R3S, P—KR4; 12 Q—K 2, Kt—Q2!; 18 Kt—Q 1.
B O Sk XKt P—B5; 16 Q—Q5 Q—R41; 17 P

' —0, QxB; x Kt, P—B5; —Q 5, Q—R4!; 17 PxP *x.
Alekhine—Réti, Vienna, 1922. '

k) 10 Kt—Q 5 is better.

1) And now 11 P—B 8 is much better.

m) Tartakover—Alekhine, Bled, 1931.
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—KB3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kt5.

MORPHY DEFENCE (EXCHANGE VARIATION)
3.., PQR3; 4 BxXKt

186 137 138 139 140
4 QPXB(a)
5ht—B3.................... ........ P—Q 4
P—B3.ieieeseesceness..B—Q By (¢ ng(h)(g)
6 P—Q 4......P—Q3 P—0Q3 QxP
PxP B—03  P—B3() QxQ
7 QxXP Kt—K 2 B—K3 KtxQ
QxQ Xt—K2 BxB B—Q2!....B—Q3
8 KtxQ Kt—Qz2(c) PxB B—K3 Kt-QB 3 (k)
B—Q 2 B—K 3 Kt—R 3 0—0—0 Kt—K 2
9 B—Bg4 0—0 0—O0 Kt—Q 2 B—K 3 ()
0—0—0 Kt—Kt3 0—O Kt—K 2 P—B3
10 O—0—0 Kt—Q Kt3 Kt—K2 0—0—O0 () Kt—Kt3
Kt—K 2 o0—0 Kt—B 2 R—K1 P—QKt3
11 Kt—Kt3 B—K3 Kt—Kt 3 KR—K1 O0—0—0
Kt—Kt 3 P—Kt3 P—Q B4 Kt—Kt3 P—Q B4
12 B—K3 K—R1 Q—K2 Kt—K 2 Kt—Q 2
P—Kt3 QO—K 2 Q—K 2 B—Q3 B—K,3
13 P—B3 P—KB4 R—Bz2 P—KR3 P—Bg4
Kt—K4 F (®) P—KB4 1(d B—K 3=  P-KB4 ZF ) O—O—O—

m)

(@) If 4 ., KtPxB; SP Q4, PxP; 6.Q0xP, P—QS 7 0—0O, Kt—K2
(7.., Kt—B3; 8 P—K5 +); 8 Kt—B3, Kt—Kt3; 9 R—K1 +.
(b) 14 K—Kt 1, P—KR4; 15 P—K R4, Kt—B'5. Bernstein—Alekhine, Berne,

(c) Weaker is 8 B—K 8, P—QB4; 9 Kt—Kt3, B—K3; 10 P—B3, Q—Q2;
11 0—0, 0—0; 12 Q—B2, Kt—B3 +. Romanovsky—-Botvmmk Moscow 1935,

(d) 14 BPx 'p, Kt x P; 15 Px P, Kt—Kt5!. Tartakover—Alekhine, Semmermg,
1926. Black’s posmon is more comfortable.

(e) 15 ,Kt—B3; 6 KtxP (6 P—Q 3 is also good), Ktx P, 7 Ktx Kt, Q—Q 5;

8 0—0, Qx KKt; 9 R—K 1, B—K 8; 10 P—Q 4, Q—K B 4; 11 B—Kt5 +. Karlmn
and Tanner—Book and Salo, 1985.

f)6 ,B—KKt5?; 7B—K3, BxB; 8 PxB, Q—K2; 9 0—0, 0—0—07;
10Q—K1! 1, RKt—R3; 11 'R—Kt1!, P—B3; 12 P—Kt4!, Kt—B2 13P—QR 4 .
Capablanca——_] anowskx, St. Petersburg, 1914.

i{s 0—O 15 weak, for Black can safely reply 5 , B—KKt5!. If then
6 P—KR3, P—KR4‘(butnot6 , BxKt; 7QxB, Q—B3; 8 Q0xQ, K
9 P—Q 3, B—B 4; 10 Kt—Q 2, 0—0; 11 Kt—Kt3, B—Kt8; 12 B—Q 2, Kt—-Q
18 B—R 5, with the better endmg for White Bernstem—Rlvxer, Berne, 1932), with a
strong attack, eg., 7 PxB, PxP; 8 Kt—KtS Q—B3; 9 Kt—KR3, Q—R35;
10 K—R2, Px Kt; 11 P—K Kt 3, "0—R

(h) f5 B—KK t57; 6P><P Qchh 7 KxQ, 0—0—Och; 8 K—K1},
B—QB 9’P—K R 8, B—R P—B4, llQKt—QZ(lf 11 PxP,
Bx Kt and 12. Kt—K 2) Kt—K 2 12 B—Kts BxKt; 13PxB +. Em. Lasker—
Marshall, New York, 1924.

(1) Weakeris 10 '»_K B4, P—B3; 11 Kt—K 2, Kt—Kt3; 12P—K R 8,B—Q3;
18 K—B2, KR—K1; 14 Q R—-Q 1, P—Q B4 F. Henneberger—Euwe, The Hague,

8.
i) Petterson—Alekhine, Orebro, 1935.
k) Or8 B—K 3, P—Q B4; 9 Kt ——K2 P—KB3; 10B—B4,B—K3; 11BxB,
PxB; 12 Kt—B 4, B—B 2; 13Kt—B3, Kt—K 2 =. Mattxson—Rubmstem, Carlsbad,

H

1929.

()) On 9 O—O, B—%{ 1s the slmplest method of equahsm for if 9.., 0—0;
10 P—B 4, R—K1; t—Kt 3, B3; 12 P—B5!!l, P—QKt3; 13 B—B 4,
B—Kt2; 14 BxB!! +. Lasker—Capablanca, St Petersburg, 1914. After 9 .
B—Q2; 10 B—K3, P—B3; 11 QR—Q1, P—QB4; 12 K Kt—K2, Kt—Kt3~

13 Kt—Q 5, 0—-0—0 Black stands well. Schlechter——Ru‘bxnstem, match 1918.
(m) Bogol;uboﬁ—Kostxch, Gothenburg, 1920.



166 RUY LOPEZ

1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kt 5.

STEINITZ DEFENCE

3.., P—Q3; 4 P—Q4, B—Q2; 5 Kt—B3, Kt—B3;
6 0—0, B—K 2.

141 142 143 144 145
7 R—K1 (a)
PxP (b)
8 KtxP
o—O0
9 BXKt..............................Ktht.....KKt—Kz(k)
PxB Bx Kt (7) Kt—K 4 ()
10 B—Kt5ueeeeaenaessses. . P—QKt3 BXB Kt—Kt 3
P—KR3 P—Q4(g) PXxB BxB
11 B—R 4 P—K 5 Kt—K 2 KtxB
R—K 1 (¢ B—QKts Q—Q=2 K Kt—Q2
12 Q—Q3uuen-- P—K 5 B—Qz2 () Kt—Kt3 B—Q2
Kt—R 2 Kt—Rz2  BxKt KR—K1 Kt—QB3
13 BxB (d) B—Kt3 BxB P—Kt3 B—B3
RxB P—QR4 Kt—Ks= QR—Q1 B—B3
14 R—K3 Q—Q3 B—Kt24(j) Q—Q2
Q—Kt 1=(¢) B-KB1=(/) P—QR 3 (m)

-

(a) Frequently arising by transposition from the Berlin Defence. 7 P—Q Kt3,
3(12;38 Ktx P, KtxKt; 9 Qx Kt, BxB; 10 Ktx B, Kt—Q 2 transposing into

() 7..,0—01?; 8 BxKt, BxB; 9PxP,PxP; 10QxQ, QRxQ; 11 KtxP,
BxP; 12 Ktx B, KtxKt; 13 Kt—Q 38 +.

(¢) 11.., Kt—R2; 12 BxB, QxB; 13 0—Q38 KR—K1; 14 R—K3,
Kt—B1 =. O.S. Bernstein—Em. Lasker, game in Russia, 1914.

(d) 18 B—Kt8, Kt—B1; 14 QR—Q1, B—B38; 15 R—Q 2, Q—Kt1l. H. G.
Cole—Capablanca, Hastings, 1919.

() 15 P—Q Kt 3, Q—Kt3. Capablanca—Em. Lasker, match, 1921.

1914(j) 15PxP,PxP; 16RxR,QxR. O.S. Bernstein—Em. Lasker, St, Petersburg,
(g) The alternative defence 10.., R—K1; 11 B—Kt2, B—KB1, followed by
P—Kt3 and B—Kt2, is less energetic.

(k) 1f instead 12 PxKt, Bx Kt; 18 B—Kt5, R—K1; 14 RxRch, OxR;
15 R—Kt1, Q—K5; 16 Kt—K 2, BxP +. Balla—Vidmar, Warsaw, 1918. The
column is L. Steiner—S. R. Wolf, Vienna, 1923.

(6) 9.., PxKt; 10 B—Q3, R—Kt1; 11 P—Q Kt 3, Kt—Kt 5 (Schlechter).

(j) Tarrasch—Em. Lasker, match, 1908.

() 9 P—KRS8, R—K1; 10 B—K B4, Kt—K4; 11 B—KB1, P—QRS3;
12 Q—Q 2, Q—B 1. Schlechter—Réti, Vienna, 1912. 9 P—QKt3 is also playable,
as is 9§ B—Kt5; but best is Tarrasch’s move 8 B—B 1 (cols. 146-7).

) 9..,P—QR3; 10B—Q 8, Kt—K Kt5; 11 P~KR 3, K Kt—K 4; 12P—B 4,
Ktx B; 13 P x Kt, P—B 4 (Tarrasch). Or1l Kt—Kt 3, B—B 3; 12P—K R 3,Bx Kt;
18 PxB, KKt—K4; 14 P—KB4 (Q—RS5 may be better), Q—R 5. Janowski—
Em. Lasker, 8th match game, 1909.

(m) 15 BxB &%. Kostich—Selesnieff, Gothenburg, 1920.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 B—Kts.

STEINITZ DEFENCE .
3., P—Q3; 4 P—Q4, B—Q2; 5 Kt—B3, Kt—B3;
6 O—0O K 2.

)

146 147 148 149 150
7 (R—KI)ieeteresaaenronnsseerannn...BXKE
(PXP) BxB
8 (KtxP) Q—Q3!
(O—0).eveenrrareere JKtXKt Kt—Q2..... PXP (g)
9 B—B1 QX Kt P—Q5(f) KtxP
R—K 1 (a) BxB Kt—B 4 B—Q 2
10 P—KR3 (3) KtxB Q—B4 P—KR3 (h
B—KB1....P—KR3 P—QR3() B—Q2 0—0 30
11 B—K Kt5 KEKt—K2(a)Kt—B 3 P—QKt4y B—By4
P—KR3 B—KB: 0—0 Kt—R 3 Kt—R 4
12 B—R 4 Kt—Kt3 B—Ktjs B—XK3 B—R 2
P—K Kty P—KKt3 Kt—Q2 0—O0 KB—B3
12 B—Ktj3 B—K 3 BxB P—QR4 P—K Kty
Ktx Kt B—Kt2 QXB K—R1 BXxKt

Kt — Kt Kt—Q Kt
H %:-—R‘; (e) IQ{—%’; (@) Q——ngsa Qt—KQt I=5 OxB£6

(a) 11 P—Q Kt3, B—KB 1; 12 B—Kt2, Kt—K 4; 13 P—B 4, Kt—Kt 3;
14 Q—B 3, P—B 8. Smysloff—Ragosin, Leningrad, 1939.

(@) 9.., KtxKt?; 10 QxKt, B—B3; 11 P—Q Kt4 +. Capablanca—A. B,
Hodges, New York, 1915. Orhere 10 ., R—K 1; 11 P—Q Kt8, B—B 3; 12 B—Kt 2,
B—B1; 18 Kt—Q5 +. Tarraschb—Vogel, 1910.

(b) 10 P—B3, Ktx Kt; 11 Qx Kt, B—K3; 12 Q—B 2, P—B3; 13 B—Q 2,
Q—g{t :;{ ;iuwe—Capablanca, London, 1922. Tarrasch recommends 10 P—Q Kt 3 and
11 B—Kt2.

(¢) 15 B—~R2, B—Kt2; 18 Q-~Q1, Kt—B5; 17 Bx Kt, PxB; 18 B8,
Bx Kt; 19 Qx B,,R—-K 4. Kashdan—L.'Steiner, u;a.tch, 1930. o=

(@) 15 Q R—Q 1 +. Treybal—Ré&ti, Pistyan, 1922,

(¢) Best. If10.., 0—O; 11 Q—B 3, P—B 3 (better 1s P—Q41); 12 Kt—Q 4,
Kt—Q 2, 13 Kt—B 5, B—B 3; 14 Q—Kt 3 and White won brilliantly. Capablanca—
Tanaroff. The column 1s Capablanca—Sir G. A. Thomas, Hastings, 1919.

f) Or9 B—K3,PxP; 10BxP, 0—0; 11 Kt—Q 5, Bx Kt; 12Px B, B—B 3;
18 KR—K1, BxB; 14 éx B, Q—B3 =. Maréczy—Capablanca, London, 1922.
The column is Nimzovitch—Breyer, Gothenburg, 1920.

(g) 8 .,KtxP?; 9 Ktx Kt, P—Q 4; 10 Kt—Kt3,P—K 5; 11Q—K 38!, Px Kt;
12 R—K 1 +. Mar6czy—L. Stetner, Hastings, 1924.

h) Another strong continuation is 10 P—(IQ{ Kt8, 0—0; 11 B—Kt2, R—K1;
12 R—K1, B—KB1l; 13 P—B4, Q—K2; 14 P—KR3 4. Plllsburlg—-
Bardeleben, 1900. Inferior is 10 B—Kt5, 0—~0; 11 Q R—K 1, P—KR3; 12 B—R4,
Kt—R 2; 18Bx B, QxB; 14 Kt—Q5,Q—Q1; 15 P—Q B4, R—K 1 =. Lasker—
Capablanca, 14th match game, 1921.

(§) 14.., Kt—B3; 15 QR—Q1, B—B3; 16 P—KS5. Brinckmann—Anderssen,
Niendorf, 1934.
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 B—Kts.

] STEINITZ DEFENCE
3.., P—Q3; 4 P—Q4, B—Q2; 5 Kt—B3, Kt—B3 (a).

151 152 153 154 155
LT (O @ ) BxKt
(B—K z) ................ PxP BxB
7 PXP........ B—Kt 5 Ktx P Q—Q3
QKtxP'(b) PxP B—Kz2(d PxP(f
8 Kt—Q 4 KtxP P—QKt3 KtxP
0—O0 0—0 Ktx Kt B—Q2......P-KKt3 (4)
9 P—Bg4 BxQ Kt QOxKt B—Kts B—Kts! (3)
Kt—B 3 PxB BxB B—K2 B—Kt2
10 Kt—B 5 Q—Q3 KtxB 0—0—-0 0—0—0
R—K1 P—KR3 Xt—Qz2 0—O0 Q—Q 2 (4)
11 B—Q3 B—R 4 B—R3 P—B 4 P—KR3
B—KB1 Kt—Rg4 P—QR3(¢e) Kt—K1 0—0
12 P—QKt3 BXB Kt—B 3 BxB KR-—K1
P—KKt3 QxB= B—B3 QxB K R—K1 (k)
13 Kt—K 3 Q—K3 Kt—Q 5 Q—B 3!
B—Kt 2 0—o0 Q—Q1 Kt—R ¢
14 B—Ktz2 QR—Q1 P—KKt4+ P—KKtg+
KtxP (c) BxKt= (&) 0]

(a) Also frequently reached by transposition from the Four Knights’ Game.

® 7 .,PxP; 8 R—K 1, B—Q 3 (8.. 0—0 ? transposes into col. 141, note (d)) ;
9 B—Kt5, P—KR3' B—-KR4 P—_Kt4; 11 B—Kt3, Q—K2; 12 Kt—Q5,

—Q 1; 13 Bx Kt, PxB 14 Kt——KS Q——K2 15 Kt—B 4 +. Perlis—H. Wolf,
Vienna, 1911.

(c) 15 Bx Kt, RxB; 16 KtxR, BxB; 17 Kt—Q 5!, P—B 4; 18 R—Kt1 +.

@ , KtxKt; 8 QxKt, BxB; 9 KtxB, B—K 2; 10 P—Q Kt 3 transposes
back mto the column. Or here 9. o P-—Q R3 transposmg ‘mto col. 143.

(¢) 1f 11.., B—B3; 12 Q—B 4 +. The column is Lasker—Capablanca, New
York, 1924.

(f) 7 Kt—Q2 (Tarrasch suggests 7. , Q—K2); 8 B—K3, PxP; 9 BxP,
Q—K2; 10 0—0, 0—0—0; 11 Kt—Q 5, Q—K 3; 12 BXxRP +. Bogo]]uboﬂ—-
Bogatyrchuk. 1924. Nimzovitch recommended 9. ., Kt—B 4; 10 Q—K2 Kt—K3;
11 0—0 -0, B—K 2; 12 Kt—Q5, 0—0; 13 B—B3, R—K1 =

(g) Spielmann—Maréczy, Gothenburg, 1920.

(h) 8 ,Kt—Q2?; 9KtxB,Px Kt; 10Q0—R 6, Kt—Kt3; 11 Q—Kt 7, K—Q2;
12 Q—R 6 + BogoIJuboﬁ—Balla, sztyan, 1922.

1) Less complicated than 9 Ktx B, Px Kt; 10 Q—R6, Q—Q2; 11 Q—Kt7,
R-—B1; 12 Qx RP, B—Kt2 (szzovxtch—Capablanca, St. Petersburg, 1914), when
Black has a strong attack for the Pawn.

(7) Alekhine suggests Q—B 1 leavmg Q 2 open to the Kt. If 10.., 0—O2?;
11 KtxB, PxKt; 12 P—KS§5, PxP 3 QxQ, QRxQ; 14 RxR RxR
15 Kt—K 4 +. Larobok 1921.

() 12.., K—R1; 13 P—B 4 + (Alekhine).

(}) Alekhine—Brinckmann, Kecskemét, 1927.
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1 P—K 4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 B—Kts.
STEINITZ DEFENCE
3.0 P_Q 3.
156 157 158 159 160
4 P—Q4)eieeiennenn.. ceeeeeaan. TR «..P—B3 (1)
3 B—Kts5? P—KKtj3
5(Kt—B3). eviiieeennnn.. BXx Kt P—Q 5 0—0
PxP BxB P—QR3 B—Kt2
6 KtxP Kt—B 3 B—R 4 P—Q 4
Kt—B3.....KKt—Kz2(¢) PXP (g) P—Q Kty B—Q2
7 BxKt B—QB4 QxP PXx Kt B—Kt3
PxB Ktx Kt Kt—B 3 PxB P—B3
8§ Q—B3 Qx Kt B—Kt5s P—B4 B—K R4
P—B4 (@) Kt—B3 B—K2 Kt—K 2 Q—Kz2
9 Kt—B 5 Q0—K3 0—0—0 QXRP Kt—R 3
BxKt()) B—K3 0—0 BXxKt Kt—R 3
10 QxB Kt—" 5 KR—K1 PxB Kt—B 2
Q—Qz2 B Kt—Q 2 Kt—Kt 3 Kt—Q 1
11 Q—B 3 B—y 2 BxB B—K3 B—B 4
R—QKt1(c) O—O QxB B—K2 KKt—Bz2
12 0—0 4+ (9 O—O+ (f) R—K34 (h) Kt—B3+ (1) Kt—Q 2
Kt—K 3 (k)

(a) Forced.

b) Not 9. , P—Kt3?;
P—l&s, x

If8. ,B—K2; 9 P—KS5, PxP; 10 KtxP, BxKt; 11 QxBch,
Kt—Q2; 12 0—0, 0—0; 13 R—Q1 +.

; 18 Ktx P+ +.

ending.

(@ 12.., B—K2;

13 P—Q Kt

10 B—Kt5!, Px Kt;

3, 0—0;

11 P—K35, PxP;

14 B—Kt5, Kt—Q4;

Lévenfisch—Dubinin, Leningrad, 1934. Compare col. 14.

9 Q—Q 2, P—KR3; 10 B—K R 4 15 weaker

1918),

12 Bx Kt,

(c) After 11.., Q—Kt5; 12 QxQ, KtxQ; 13 Kt—Q5, White has the better

15 Ktx Kt.

J. S. Morrison—Capablanca, New York,

(eéplf 6. , P—K Kt3; 7 Ktx Kt (7 Kt—B 3, B—Kt2; 8 B—Kt5, Kt—B3;
x Kt; 8 B—Q B4, B—Kt2; 9 Q—K2, Kt—K2; 10 P—K R4, P—KR3;

11 P—RS5, P—Kt4; 12 P—B 4 +. Pillsbury—Steinitz, London, 1899.
(f) Lasker— Steintz, St. Petersburg, 1895-96.
(g) Better is 6.., P—B 3. Compare note (/) and column.
(h) Alekhine—Andersen, Folkestone, 1933. Continued 12,.,Q—B 3, 13 Kt—Q5,

Bx Kt;

Kt—Kt8; 18 P—Q B 4!

14 PxB, Q

» OxQ

; 15 KtxQ, KR—K
with a winning ending.

(#) Réti—Spielmann, Berhn, 1919.
(f) For4 0—O, Kt—B 3 see Berlin Defence, col 11. 4 Bx Ktch, Px B; 5 P—Q 4,

P—B3; 6 B—K
B—K

(k) Lasker—Speyer, 1909.

1;

16 QR—K1, RxR;

3 sAlapm recommended 6 Kt—F 8, P—K Kt 3; 7 B—K 3,
8 Q—Q 2, Kt—B 2

ollowed by B—Kt 2), Kt—K 2; 7 Kt—B 3,Kt—Kt3; 8 Q—Q 2
2; 9 0—0—0, 0—O0 1s a possibility.

17 RxR,

Kt—R 3,
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1 P—Ky4, P—Ky4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

STEINITZ DEFENCE DEFERRED
3.., P—QR3; 4 B—R4, P—Q3; 5 BxKtch, PxB.

161 162 163 164 165
6 P—Q4
I - ST 2 3 4 W]
7 B—K3.i0ee.nn P teearienananan 0—O0 (k) Ktx P
P—Kt3.....Kt—K2 P—Kt3 () B—Qz2
8 Q—Q2 Kt—B 3 Kt—K 1 0—0
B—KXKtz Kt—Kt3 B—K Ktz P—Kt3()
9 Kt—B 3 P—KR4....0—Q2 P—K B4 Kt—Q B3
B—Qz2{a) Q—Qz2() B—Kz2() PxQP B—Ktz2
o 0—0O P—R35 P—KR4 QXP R—K1

Kt—K 2 Kt—K 2 P—KR4!(f) Kt—K2 Kt—K 2
11 P-KR3 Q—Kz2 0—0—0 P—QXt3 B—Bg4

0—0O P—R 4 B—Kts P—Q B4 0—0O

12 QR—Q1 0—0—0 Q—Q3 Q—Q3 Q—Qz2
O—Kt1 B—R3 PxP P—B4 P—Q B34

13 P—QKtz Q—Q2 BxP P—K 5 Kt—Kt 3
Q—Ktz2 Q—K3? Kt—B 5 B—Kt2 Kt—B 3

14 B—R6 PxP+ (d Q—B4 B—Ktz2 B-R6 & (m
QR-Qr1=(9) Q—Qz2 = (§) Kt-B3 F ()

a) An excellent alternative is 9.., Kt—K2; 10 B—R6, 0—0; 11 0—0—0,

B—Q2; 12 P—KR3, Q—Ktl; 13 P—K Kt4, Q—Kt5; 14 BxB, KxB;

15 P—R 3, Q—Kt3=. Bogoljuboffi—Sir G. A Thomas, Hastings, 1922.

(b; Romanovsky—Capablanca, Moscow, 1935.

(¢) 9.., P—KR 4, transposing into col. 163, 1s preferable.

Bl d(d)elattl.., BPxP; 15 Kt—K Kt5 with a decisive attack. Tartakover—Stoltz,
ed, 1 .

(¢) Another possibility is 9. , B—K3; 10 P—K R4 (10 P—Q Kt3?, P—Q 4;
110—0,PxKP; 12Q KtxP, B—Q 4; 18 Kt—Kt3, Bx Kt; 14 Px B, Kt—R5 +.
Sir G. A. Thomas—Capablanca, Nottingham, 1936), P—K R 4; 11 P—Q 5!, PxP;
12 KtxQP, B—K2; 18 Q—R5!, R—QB1; 14 QxRP, P—B3!; 15 Ktx B,
Qx %t. dFo]tys—Fme, Margate, 1937. Black has excellent counterplay for the Pawn
sacrificed.

(f) Another playable line is 10 ., B—Kt5; 11 P—R 5, Kt—B1; 12 Kt—K Kt 1,
Q—B1; 13 P—B3, B—K3; 14 K Kt—K2, Q—Kt2; 15 0—0—0, 0—0—0;
16 P—Q5,PxP; 17 PxP, B—B 2=, Kan—Bogatyrchuk, Leningrad, 1934. Weak,
however, is 10.., O—0; 11 P—R 5, Kt—R 1; 12 0—0—0, Kt—B 2; 18 Q R—Kt1,
B—Q2; 14 P—K Kt4,Px P; 15 KtxP, Kt—K4; 16 Q—K2,0—B1; 17 Kt—B 5,
R—K1; 18P—B 4, Kt—B 2; 19P—R 6 +. Sir G. A. Thomas—Monticelli, Folkestone,

3.

(g) Bogoljuboffi—Alekhine, exhibition game, Baden-Baden, 1934.

(k) Or7 Kt—B 8,R—Kt1; 8 P—Q Kt 3, P—Kt3; 90—Q 3,Q—Q 2; 10B—Kt2,
B—R3; 11 Kt—K 2, Kt—K 2; 12R—Q 1, B—K Kt2; 13PxP,BPxP; 14 0—0,
P—B 4==. Sir G. A. Thomas—Alekhine, London, 1932.

(§) Equally good is 7 ., Kt—K 2; 8 Kt—R4, B—K 3; 9 P—K Kt8, P—Kt 4;
10 Kt—Kt2,P—Q B 4; 11P—Q 5,B—B 2; 12P—K R 4,PxP; 18KtxP,Q—Q2 F.
Balogh— Kashdan, Gyor, 1930.

(7) 15 Q—B 4, Q—Q 2. Kupchik—Capablanca, New York, 1931.

(k) 1f 6.., P—mKB4?; 7 Kt—B3, Kt—B3; 8 PxKP, KtxP; 9 Ktx Kt,
Px Kt; 10 Kt—Q 4! +. Keres—Andersen, Warsaw, 1935.

() Simpler for Black 1s 8 , Kt—B3; 9 Kt—B3, B—K2; 10 R—K1, 0—0;
11 P—Q K t3 (or 11 B—Kt5, P—R3; 12 B—R 4, Kt—R 2=), R—K 1 ; 12 B—Kt 2,
BTIK B:; 13 P—B3, P—Kt3; 14 Q—Q3, B—Kt2=. Balla—R¢ti, Budapest.
1911.
(m) Alekhine—Koltanowski, London. 1932,
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

STEINITZ DEFENCE DEFERRED
3... PQR3; 4 B—Rg4, P—Qs3.

166 167 168 169 170
5 BxXKtch)ieeiiiaieeee et P—Q4g.iiiiiniennnnen.. . P—By4 (A)
(Px B) P—Q Kt4 (e B—Q2
6 (P—Q 4) B—Kt3 Kt—B 3
(PxP) KtxP P—KKtj3
7 (KtxP) Ktx Kt P—Q4
(B—Q2)....P—Q B4 PxKt B—Kt 2
8 Kt—Q B3 Kt—K2 B—Q5..... P—QB3(h) B—K3()
Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3 R—Kt1 B—ht2 (1) Kt—B3
9 Q—B3(a QKt—B3 B—B6ch(f) PxP PxP
P—B 4 R—QKt:1 B—Q2 Kt—B3 PxP
10 Kt—B 5 0—O BxBch P—B3 B—Bsj5
Bx Kt B—K2 QxB B—K2 Kt—K R 4
11 PXB P—Q Ktz QXP o—0 Kt—Q 5
B—Kz2(@®%) 0—0O Kt—B 3 0—0 Kt—B 5
12 Q—B6ch B—Ktz2 Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3 Ktx Kt
Kt—Q 2 R—K1 B—Kz2 P—B 4 Px Kt
13 Kt—Q5 Q—Q3 0—0 (g) P—0Q5 O0—O0! (m)
R—R 2 B—B1 0—0 R—K1 (5) Kt—K2(n)
14 O—O QR—Q1 B—Q2 BxBch
O0—0= () B—Q2=(d KR—K1= QX B (0)
E g 9 0—O trans oses mto col. 165, note (2).
b) 11..,R—R 2 0—0, B— 183 B—Kt5,0—0; 14Q R—K 1,R—K1;
15 R—K 2, P—R 3; 16 B—R4 +. Horownz—Fme 7th match game, 1934.

Brmckmann———Yates Kecskemét, 1927,
) Dake—H. gteusxet, 3rd match game, 1935.

¢) 5.., B—
( f; More aggressive 1s 9
12 P—B3, 0—0; 13 B—

3’

Paris champxonshxp, 1930.
i) Simpler is 13 P—K 5. The column is Stoltz—-Alekhme, Bled, 1931.
) After 8 P—Q R4, R—Kt1! (but not 8.. 2;

10Q0—K 2,0—Q
14 Px Ktdisch,
9PxP,PxP;

2; llP——QB3 PxBP?;
B—K2

14 Q=B2.

B 3 transposes into cols. 177—184,
xP, B—Q 2;
t3, B—BS;

10 P—Q B 3, Kt—B 3; 11 0—0, B—K 2;
Rivline—Znosko-Borovsky,

9 0—0, Kt—B3;

—K
12Ktx B, P—Kts 13 Kt—Q 5, Ktx Kt;
15 B—Kt5 + Treysman—Dake, New York
10P—QB3(10QxP P—QB4 F),PxP;

1936) ;

11 Ktx P, Kt—B 3 Black’s

attack is not as strong as in the column. Of course, if 8 Q xP?, P—Q B4—B5+ 4+

(Noah's Ark Trap).
, Px P White can play either 9 Q—Q 5, B—K 3;

(s) On8.

10Q—B6ch,B—Q2:

11 Q—Q 5, drawing by repetition of moves, or sxmply 9 Ktx Pand rely on his superior
development to guarantee sufficient compensation for the Pawn.
(7) Yates—Bogoljuboff, San Remo, 1930. The chances are about even.
(k) A slightly altered version of the Duras Variation. Compaie cols. 121 and 122

(Morphy Defence).
1)" A strong alternative is 8 PxP, PxP; 9 Kt—Q 5, Kt—B3;

(but not 10 Ktx Ktch?, Qx Kt;

18 Q—K 2

O—K2; 14

Black’s position 1s difficult.

P— lgt4l

Bx Kt; 15 Q—K

3—K2, P—

—KB3;

4 Q—Q5!,

6 0—0—0,

11 P—KR3, P—KK3;
0——0—0, P—B 4 F. Rellstab—Fme, Kemen, 1937), and

B—KB1;

P—B3,

defenslve resources are quite adequate

{n) If 13 ., P—Kt3
14 Ktx Kt B Kt;

(o) 15 Q——Kt 3+

; 14 Q—Q5!, PxBj
15 Q—Q 5 +. or'18’.

BxP

; 16

m) L. Steiner’s suggestlon If instead 13 Q—Q2?, P—Q Kt3;
15PxP?
for 1if 18. , 'P—XK Kt 4
—K 2; 17Bx Kt,Bx B B 18 Q—Q3 + Keres—Alekhme Margate, 1937)
15°0—0—0, P—B 3 Q6,
; 18BxKP,Q XI?ﬁ 19 Qx Q,BxQ (Keres), and Black can hold the position),
2, P— 3;

B

12 B—K3

10 B—K Kt
0—0—0}

14 B—R3,

xP; IGBxP,RxB'+ AndxilSP—Ks Ktx P! (Forced,
15 Bx B, RxB

16 0—0—0,
14 Ktx Kt

—R 4; 17 Ktx Kt,

17 B—Q 6, Q—R 4! and Black’s

15 Bx Kt+4-. Or 13
14 R—Kt1 +.

., Kt—K 4;
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

STEINITZ DEFENCE DEFERRED
3.., P—QR3; 4 B—R4, P—Q3.
171 172 173 174 175
5 (P—Bg4)....0—0
(B—Q 2) a) Kt—B 3

6 P—Q4 () BXKEChisiesesssrsesserasassasases . P—Q4 (m)
PXP PxB P—QKt4(n)

7 KtxP P—Q4 B—Kt3 (o)
KtxKt! Kt—Qz.....KtxP! QKtXP

8 BxBch P—QKt3l O0—Kz2.....R—K1! KtxKt
QxB B—K P—KBs4s P—KB4 PxKt

9 QxKt B-—Ktz QKt—Qz (f) PXP P—Q B3 (p)
Kt—B3 () P—B3 Ktx Kt P—Qy4 PxP

10 0—0 Kt—R4  Ktx Kt Kt—Q4! KtxP
B—Kz2 P—Kt3 B—Kz2(g) Q—Rs5() B—Kz2

11 Kt—B3 Q—Kz2 PxP P—K Ktz Q—B3
0—0 P—KB4? PxP Q—R6 B—Kt2

12 P—Q Ktz QPXP! Kt—B 4 Kt-QB3!(j) 0—Kt3
KR—K1 BxKt 0—0Q4 Ktx Kt () 0O—O

13 B—Ktz2 P—K6+ (6) KtxP PxKt B—R 6
B—B 1= (d) 0—O0 (&) B—Ktz2 () Kt—Kr1 (g)

(@5 ., P—B4!?; P—-Q4‘BPxP 7Ktx P, PxKt; 8Q—R 5ch, K—K2;
9 Bx Kt, Kt—B3! (3 , QxP??; Q—KSch K—-Q3 11 B——KS,QXBP,
12 Kt—B3, B—Kt5; 13 R—Q lch resxgns Book—-Andersen, Warsaw, 1935. Or
9 ,PxB, 10 B—Kt5ch, Kt—B3; 11 PxP +); 10 Qx Pch' (10 B—K Kt 5 now
1s a Fata Morgana. 10 ., QxP; 11 Q—K8ch, K—0Q3; 12 Bx Kt, B—Kt5!;
13 BxPch, QxB; 14 Qchh KxQ; 15 BxKP, B—KtSch i6 Kt—-B3,
Bx Ktch +. chhel——-Czaya, Berlin, 1937), K—B 2, 11 B—Q35ch (Necessary ; if
11 B—R 4, B—Q 3; 12 Q—K Kt 5,P—R 8;13 Q—Q 2, B—Q 2 with a powerful attack),
KtxB; 12 Qthch xQ; 13 PxQ, B—-KB4, 14 B—B4, R—B1; 15 0—O0,
followed by P—B 3

(b) 6 Kt—B 3, B—-K 2. If White delays P—Q 4, Kt—Q 5 will give Black a satis~
factory game.

(c) Or 9 ., Kt—K2; 10 0—0O, Kt—B3; 11 Q—B3, Q—Kt5; 12 P—BS,
Q—Kt3; 13 Q—Kts (Elxskases—Su- ‘G A. Thomas Hastings, 1936-37), '0—0—0 I=.

(@) Keres—Sir G. A. Thomas, Hastings, 1937-38.

(e) 13 ., Kt—B3; 14 Q—B 4 with an overwhelming position. C. H. Alexander—
Kashdan, Stockholm 1937.

(f) Inferior 1s 9 PxP P——Q4 10 Q Kt—Q 2, B—-—B4 ll Kt—Kt 3, B—Kt3;
12 B—K 3, P—B4!; 18 KK —QZ Ktx Kt; 14 Ktx Kt, O—0; 15 P—K B 4,
P—QR4! =F Dake—Reshevsky, New York, 1938. Or here 10 R—Ql P—B4;
11 P—B4, P—B3; 12 Kt—B 3, Ktx Kt F. H. Wolf—Rubinstein, Vienna, 1922.

2) 1£10 ., P—K5; 11 P—X B3, P—Q4; 12 PxP, QPxP; 13 KtxP! +.

h) 14 R—Q 1, Q—K3 C. H. Alexander—-Reshevsky, Hastxngs, 1937-38. White
stands slightly better

(2) A crmcal posttlon. If 10. , B—B4; 11 B—K 8 4, while if 10. , P—B4;
11 Kt—K 2, P—B3; 12 Kt—B4, PKt3; ; 13P—B 4! (not 13 P—K B3, Kt—KM
14 P—K 6 because of 14 B—Q 3; 15 P—K R4, Q—B2'+), P—Q5; 14 —R 4,
B—Kt 2; 15 P—B 3, Kt—Kt 4; ; 16 P—R 4, Kt—B 2 17 P—K 8 +. Keres—Reshev-
sky, Avro 1938.

(7) Better than 12 KtxBP, B—B4; 13 B—K 3, P—B5!; 14 BxB, B—Kt5§!;
15 Q—- Q3, KtxB; 14 Q—B 1, Q—R 3 with a strong counter-attack.

) Or 12 , B—Kt2; 13 QKt—K2 4. Or 12 , B—B4; 13 Q Kt—K 2 +.

After 12 ., KtxBP; 13 K x Kt,QxRPch; 14 K—B3 Black has no good continua-
tion 't;ecause his Queen is threatened by R—R 1.

14 Kt—K6 +.
(m) 6 R—K 1, B—~K 2 transposes into cols. 97—100; 6 Q—XK 2, B—K 2 into cols.
110—113; 6 P—B 3, B—K2; 7 P—Q 4 into cols. 177 "and 178.
7n) 6.., B—Q 2 transposes into better-known vanatlons
0) Acceptmg the challenge. 7 PxP, PxP; 8 QxQch, KtxQ; 9 B—Kt3,

B~—Q3; 10 B—Kt5, 0—0; 11 BxKt, PxB i2 KE~B 8= is colourless.
) 9 QxP?, PB4 and 10 R P—B 54 +. Noah's Ark Trap again.
q) 14 P—B4 with sufficient compensation for the Pawn. Yates—Rubinstein,

Carlsbad, 1923.



RUY LOPEZ 273

1 P—Ky4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 B—Kts.

STEINITZ DEFENCE DEFERRED
3.., P—QR3; 4 B—Rg4, P—Q3.

178 177 178 179 180
5 (0—O0) ..... P—B3
P—QKts (a) B—Q72

6 B—Kt3 P—Q 4
Kt—R 4 Kt—B3.iietseencesssee. . P—KKt3

7P—Q4  0—0 0—0
PxP B—K 2 B—Kt2
8 KtxP P—Qs B—K 3
B—Ktz2 Kt—Q Kt1 KKt—K2
9 P—Q B4 B—B:2 P—B4!....R—K1(f)
Ktx P B—Kts5..... P—R3 PxP o0—0
10 P—Q R4 P—B4 P—B 4 KtxP PxP
P—QB3 QKt—Q2 Q—BI 0—0 KtxP
11 Q—Kz2 P—KR3 () Kt—Kr1 Kt—Q B3 KtxKt
Kt—K 2 B—R 4 P—KKtg4 KtxKt BxKt
12 B—Ktj Kt—B 3 Kt—Q B3 BxKt B—Kt3
P—R 3= (a) O—O Kt—R4! QBXxB Kt—B 3
13 P-KKt4 & Kt—K2 KtxB Kt—Q 2

©) Kt—B5(d) BxB()  B-Ktz=(g)

SA) 5.., B—Q2; 6 P—B3, P—K Kt3; 7PxQ 4, B—Kt 2 (the same position as
in cols. 179—83); 8 Px P, Ktx P (for P x P see col. 183, note (f)) 3 9 Kt x Kt, P x Kt;
10 P—K B4, BxB; 11 QxBch, Q—Q2; 12 QxQch, KxQ; 13PxP, K—K 8;
14 B—B 4, R—KB1; 15 Kt—Q 2, Bx P; 16 Kt—Kt 3, BxB; 17 RxB, P—Kt 3}
18 P—Q R 4+. Fine—Alekhine, Avro, 1938.

(&) Leonhardt—Schlechter, Ostend, 1906.

Ig;) Animprovement on 11 Kt—B 3, Kt—B 1; 12P—K R3S, B—Q2; 18 Kt—K 1,
P—K Kt4!; 14 BxP, R—K Kt1; 15 P—B4 (15 Bx Kt, BxB; 16 K—R 2 leaves
Black with a strong attack), Px P; 16 Bx P, Bx P; 17 P—B 5, Kt—Kt 8 with a satis-
factory position for Black. Bogoljubofi—Alekhine, 20th match game, 1929. After the
text-move the retreat 11 , B—Q 2 1s not at Black’s disposal; as a result the Bishop
1s forced out of play and White assumes control of more space.

l&c) 18. , B—Kt3; 14 Q—K2, Kt—K1; 15 B—Q2, P—R3; 16 K—Kt2,
B—R2; 17 R—R1, P—KKt4; 18 P—KR 4. White won quickly. Alekhine—
P. Johner, Zurich, 1934, The variation is similar to Queen’s Pawn Game, Tchigorin’s
Defence, col. 151.

(d) 14 Kt—Kt3,P—Q B 3; 15 Kt—B5,Px P; 16 Bx Kt, Kt Px B=. Alekhine—
Keres, Warsaw, 1935. Black’s opening play is very original.

(¢) 14QxB,Kt—B 3; 150—Q2,Q0—B 3; 16 Q R—Q 1, with a minimal advantage.
Yates—Capablanca, Hastings, 1929,

(f) 9 PxP, PxP? (9 ., KtxP; 10 Ktx Kt transposes back into the column),
10 B—B 5!, 0—0; 11 BxQ Kt, PxB; 12 Kt—R 3, R—K 1; 13 Kt—B 4, P—B3;
14 Kt—R 5 +. Mar6czy—A. J. Mackenzie, Weston, 1922.

(g) R. P. Michell—Capablanca, Hastings, 1919.
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—Kts.

STEINITZ DEFENCE DEFERRED
3.., P—QR3; 4 B—R4, P—Q3.

181 182 183 184 185

5 (P—B3)
(B—Q2) (a)

6 (P—Q4)evneeeens e e 0—0
(P—K Kt 3)...... e iaenaeenaees KKt—Kz KKt—Kz2

7 (0—0) B—Kt3! (i) P—Q 4
(B—Kt 2) P—R 3 () KoKt 3 (m)

8 (B—K3)....R—KI..... B—KKts5(f) B—K3 R—K I
Kt—B3  Kt—B3(d) KKt—Kz P—KKts B—Kz2

9 PxP QKt—Q2 PxPI(g) BxKtP! QKt—Q2
QKtxP () O—O PxP PxB 0—O0

10 Ktx Kt Kt—B 1 0—Q3 KtxKtP Kt—B1
Px Kt P—R 3 P—KR3 P—Q4 Kt—R 5 ()

11 B—B2 Kt—Kt3 B—K3 KPxXP P—Q5
0—O0 R—K 1 B—Kt 5 Kt—R 4 Kt———Kt 1

12 Kt—Q2 P—KR3 Q—K2 P—Q6! (%) BxB
0—Kz2 R—K 2 O0—O (k) KtxB KtxB

13 P—KR3 (b)) B—B2 B—Bs!l4+ QOXxKt Kt—Kt 3
Kt—K 1 Q—Kr Kt—Q 4 K—R1

14 Q—K B—K3 KtxP+ () Q—K2
K‘c——Q3 =) R—Q 1= () Kt x Ktch=

(0)

(A) 5. , P—Q Kt47; 6 B—B 2, Kt—B3; 7 P—Q4, B—K2; 8 0—0, 0—0;
9R—K 1, P—R 3; 10Q Kt—Q 2, Kt—K R 2; 11P-—Q R4l £. Lasket—Romanovsky
Moscow, 1935

a , Px P, transposing into col. 188, note (g), is 51mpler

%b; Or’'18 P—B3, KR—Q1; 14 Q—B
16 Kt—Kt3. Ahues-—Przepxorka, Frankiurt 1930

¢) Kashdan—Flohr, Bled 1931.

d) Or8 , KKt—K2 9B—K3 0—0; 10 Q Kt—Q 2, P—K R 3; 11 3—Kt83,
K—R2; 12 PxP, PxP; "13 B-—-BS P-—Kt3 14 B—R 3, Kt—R4; 15 B—QS
P—B3; 16 P—Q Kt4, Kt—Kt2 =. ’Rauser—Lovenfisch, Lemngrad, 1934.

e Panoﬂ—Bogatyrchuk Lenmgtad 1934.

) 8PxP?, PxP; B—K 3, Kt—B 8! (9 , K Kt—K 2 transposes into col. 180,
note (f), 10 QKt— —K2; 11 P— Kt4, P-—-Kt3; 12 P—KR3, 0—0;
13 B—. , P—Q R 4 14 —-—Kts? Kt—Q1; 15 P—QR4 Kt—Kt2 F. E. G.
Sergeant—Alekhme, Margate, 1938

(8) AstrongalternatwelsQQ 32 0—0 IOBx Q Kt, BxB 11PxP,QBxP;
12 PxP, PxP; 138 -—Kl ——BS, B—B-t,
16 Ktx B +. Sir G. A Thomas—W Glbson, Southsea, 1923.

(k) Yates—Alekhine, New York, 1924 which continued 13 Q Kt—Q 2, P—B 4! F.
‘The text is recommended by Alekhin

i(; Stronger than 7 0—O, Kt—Kt 3 which transposes into the next column.

Kx

5 P—QR 4, K—R2;

Forced, to prevent 8 Kt—Kt5

) This 1s even stronger than 12 PxP, KtxB; 13 Qx Kt, KtxP; 14 Ktx P,
t; 15 Qx Ktch, B—K3; Q——BSch, K—-—Kl 17 Kt—Q 2, Q—Kt4;
18 QxP R—Ql when Black has dangerous counter-chances. Ahues—-Rubmstein,
San Remo, 1930
1) 14 ., Kth 15PxBP,QxP 16 Q x Ktch, B—K 3; 17 Q—B 8 ch, with

P— 5 and Kt %2 to follow Analysis by A. Becker.
—R3; 8 Q Kt—é 27, P—K Kt4. E. G. Sergeant—Rubinstein,

Scarborough, 1930
If 10.., )—K 1, threatening KtxP; 11 B—B2 (somewhat stronger than
11 P—-Qs Kt—O1; 12 BxB, QxB; 18 Kt—Kt3, P—B3; 14 Kt—B5 .
Asztalos—stoltz B ed 1931), K—-R 1; 12 Kt—Kt3, B—Ki 5; 13 P—Q 5, Kt—Q Kt1;
14 P—K R3S +. Lasker— texmtz Hastmgs, 1895.
(o) H. Johner, Michel and Naegeli—Alekhine and O. S. Bernstein, Le Pont, 1930.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 B—Kts.

STEINITZ DEFENCE DEFERRED
(SIESTA VARIATION)
3.., PQR3; 4 B—R4, P—Q3; 5 P—B3, P—Bj4.

186 187 188 189 190
6 PXPl.icieiiiiaiiiiiiiiiniiinieea . . P—Qyg?
BxP BPXxP
7 P—Q4 Kt—Kt 5 (h)
P—K 5 XP.o.oo. . P—Q 4
8 Kt—Kt5l(@).eerveiiannn. P—Q 5 KthP PxP
B—Kz2..... Kt—B3 () PxKt Kt—B3(:) B—Q B 4!
9 0—O! P—B3 Px Kt B—K Kts P—K6 (k)
BxKt P—Q4 P—QKt4 B—K=2 Q—B3
10 Q—R5¢ch O—O QxBP Bx Kt () 0—O0
B—Kt3 Q—Q2 BxKt! BxB P—K 6
11 QxXB P—QB4!(d) B—Kt3 Q—Rs5ch Kt—B7
OxQ P—R3( B—Kt3 K—B1 PXxPch
12 BXQ PxQP 0—o0 0—O0 K—R1
Kt—K 2 PXxKt Kt—B 3 B—K3F BxP
13 Kt—Q 2 Px XKt B—Kt 3 KtxR
P—Kt4 KtPxP B—K 2 Kt—K2 F
14 B—Kt3 BxKtP KR—K1 ®
P—Q 4 B—Q3 K—B1
15 QR—K 14+ P—KKt3+ R—K 3
) (H P—R3(g)

{a) Much stronger than either 8 Q—K 2, B—K2; 9 KKt—Q2, Kt—B3;

10 P—K RS8,P—Q4; 11 Kt—B 1, P—Q Kt4; 12 B—BZ Kt—Q R 4; 138 Kt—-KS,

B—Kt3; 14 Kt— 2 0—0= Capablanca—Marshall 14th match game, 1909), or

SB-—-KKtS, B— 2' 9 Kt—R4, B—K3 10 BxB, KKtxB!; 11 Q—R 5ch,

P—Kt38; 12 Q—R 6, Kt—Kt 1 ' 13 Q—B 4, Kt—B 3; 14 Kt—Q 2, O—O 15 0—0,
P—Q 4 =F Stemer—-Capablanca, Buda; est 1928.

b) 15 ., K—Q 2; 16 P—B3, PxP; 17 RxPl Szabo—Znosko-Borovsky,

Tata ovaros, 1985.
,P—R8; 9 P—Q 5, P—Kt4; 10B—B2+; or8..,P—Q4; 9P—B3,
P 6? 10'P—K B4 +. otow1tz—Fme Syracuse, 1934.
(d) Weaker is 11 PxP, KtxKP; 12 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 13 Kt—Q 2, B—Kt3;
14 Kt—B 3, P—Kt 4; 15B—Kt 3, B—K 2 when Black’ sposmon is tenable, A.Steiner—
Kashdan, Pra ue, 1981.
() White's threat was 11 PxQP, QxP' 12 Kt—B3+ +. 5 QPxP
12 P—Q 5 costs Black a piece, while if 11.., B—Q Kt5; 12 P—QRS, B—R4;
18 P—Q Kt4, B—Kt3; 14 P—BS, B—R2; 15 Ki—B3 +.
$fg 15.. 0-——0-—0 16 Kt—B 8.
16 Bth Bxé 17 Q—-—QS P—KR4; 18 P—Kt3, Q—B1; 19 R—K§6,
8 R—K3, Q—B1; 21 R—K 6, Q—Ql Draw by repetition of moves.
apablanca—H Steiner, New %{oxk, 1981.
(k) If 7 KtxP? PxKt; 8 Q—R5¢h, XK—K2; 9 B—Kt5ch, Kt—B3;
10 K Bx Kt,P x B 11'Px P, Q—Q 4; 12B—R 4, K—Q 2 land Black wins (Tartakover)
(3) B 'P—Q4 423 9 Q—R5ch, P—Ki8; 10 Q—K5ch, Q—K2
11 Qx P (Q 5), Q——K3 12Bx Kt ch,PxB; 183QxQP +. L. Steiner—Boros, 1931,
QxP7, P—Kt4; 11Ktx Ktch, Px Ki; 12Q0—Q 5, KtPxB!; 13B—R 6,
Q— 2+ + Rétl—Capablanca, Berlin, 1928. If10 Bx Ktch,PxB; 11QxP,0—0+.
%) White's position 1s already bad. If (1) 0—0, Kt—K 2; ’10 P—K 6, 0—O;
11 Q—R5, P—R3; 12 Kt—B7, Q—K1 3 BxP, BxP; 14 BxP, KxB;
15 Q-—R 6ch, Kx Kt+ +. Gromer——Znosko-Borovsky, Pans, 1930. (2) 9 P—QB 4,
P—K 6; 10 P—B 4, P—Q5; 11 B—B2, P—K Kt3; 12 KtxP, Rx Kt; 13 Bx Pch,
K—B1l; 14 BxR, Q—R5ch; 15 P—Kt3, QxB +. Analysxs by Spielmann,
(8 9 Q—K 2, Kt—K 23 10 0—O, P—Kt4; 11 B—Kt3,KtxP; 12K—R 1,P—R 3;
18 Kt—X R 3, Bx Kt; 14 Q—Rs ch, K Kt—Kt3; 15 QxB, 0—0! +. Vajda—
Znosko-Borovsky, Nlce, 1931.
(}) Analysis by Znosko-Borovsky.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 3 B—Kts.

UNUSUAL DEFENCES

191 192 193 194 195
3 P—B4(@)..iiei ittt ceraaens e . P—QR3
4 P—Q3...... Kt—B 3! B—R 4
PxP Kt—B3..... Kt—Q 5..... PxP P—B 4
5 PxP PxP! B—B 4 QKtxP P—Q 4!
Kt—B 3 P—K5() P—B3 Kt—B3 (a) BPXP
6 0—O Kt—Kt 5 0—0O KtxKtch KtxP
P—Q3 P—Q 4 KtxKtch PxKt Kt—B 3 (h)
7 B—unts P—Q3 Qx Kt P—Q 4 0—O0
B—K2 BxP Q—B3 P—Q3(f) B—Kz2
8 Bx Kt PxP P—Q 4! 0—0 Kt—Q B3
BxB PxP KPxP B—Q2 O0—0
9 Q—Q 5! Q—Kz2 P—K 5 R—K1 B—Xt3ch
B—Q2 B—QKts Q—R5 Q—K2 P—Q 4
10 ht—B 3 B—Q2 Kt—K 2 PxP B—Kts
Q—B1 Q—Kz2 B—B 4 QPXP K—R1
1T QR—Q1 BxKtch4+ P—QKt4+ BXKt P—B 4 (7)
Kt—Q1 () (@) (e) BXxB(g)
196 197 198 199 200
3 P—QR3....P—B3...... B—Kz2..... B—Kt 5 (m).P—QR3
4 B—R4 0—0 0—0O P—B3 B—R 4
KKt—Kz2 KEKt—Kz2 B—B3 B—R 4 B—Kts
5 Kt—B 3! P—Q4 P—B3 Kt—R 3 0—O0
P—K Ktz Kt—Kt3 KKt—K2 B—Kt3 K Kt—K 2
6 P—Q 4 P—QR3 P—Q 4 Kt—B 4 P—B 3
B—Kt2 B—K2 Kt—Kt 3 P—Q3 B—R 4
7 PxP B—Q B4 PxP P—Q 4 P—Q 4
KtxP P—Q3 QKtxP PxP PxP
8 Ktx Kt P—R 3 Ktx Kt P—QR4! PxP
Bx Kt B—Q2 Bx Kt PxP P—Q 4
9 B—R6 Kt—B 3 P—K B4 P—Rs5j PxP

P—Q B4 Q—B1 B—Q3! B—QB4 QXP
10 B—Kt3 K—R 2 B—K 3 P—QXt44 B—Kt3
P—QKtq(j) Kt—0Q1 (}) Q—Kz2 () Q—Rg4l=

(a) The Schliemann Defence, against which 4 P—Q 4 is infer1or.

(b) S. R. Wolfi—Spielmann, Vienna, 1928. White has a slight pull.

(¢) 5 , B—B4; 6 0—0, 0—0; 7 KtxP!, Kt—Q5; 8 B—R4, P—Q4;
9 Kt—K2!+. E. Cohn—Dus-Chotlmxrsky, Carlsbad 1907.

(d) 11 ,PxB, 12 Q—B 4. Ieonhardt——prelmann, 1906.

(e) Bogo]]uboﬂ—Rét) Stockholm, 1919,

(A) 5 —K 2; Q——K Kt—B 3; 7 KtxKt, BxKt; 8P—Q4, O0-—O;
9 BxKt, Q PxB 10PxP, B—K 2; 11 B—K 3, Q—Q 4 (threatenmg B—K Kt 5),
12Q—Q 3, Q—B 2 13 0—0, B—K 3. Budapest-—-Berhn, correspondence, 1938 Black
has compensation for s Pawn

(fg If7 , P—K 5, 8 Kt—Kt5,B—Kt5¢ch; 9 P—B3, Px Kt; 10 Q—R 5 ch +.
(g tx P L,Px Kt 13 Q—-R 5ch,Q—B 4 (E.G. Sergeant—prelmann Margate,
1938) 14 Qx ch, K—Q 4 ch!, and White wins.

10 B )B3 Ktx Kt; 7 Px Kt Q— 2; 8 Q—Q4 Q—Kt5ch; 9 QxQ, BxQch;

(¢) 11 . Px Pep.; 12R%xP, Kt—Q R4; 13 Bx P 4. Teichmann—Spielmann,
match, 1914 The Schhiemann Defence Deferred.

(7) 11 B—Q 5, R—R 2; 12Q—B 3, Ktx B; 13 Ktx Kt, P—Q 3; 14 0—0—O0 +.
Marco—Alekhine, The Hague, 1921. The Cozio Defence Deferred.

(k) Tarrasch—Steinitz, Nuremburg, 1896. 11 Kt—Q5 +.

11 B—Q3 +. Judd—Showalter 1890.

m) Alapin®s Defence, a name which 1s also applxed to the next column Othe:
inferior defences are 3 , P—K Kt 4 (Brentano’s); 3. , Q—B3; and 3.. S.



277

SCOTCH OPENING

Tais old opening (of which the name dates from the time
of a game between Edinburgh and London over a century
ago) arises from the moves 1 P—K 4, P—K 4; 2 Kt—K B 3,
Kt—Q B 3; 3 P—Q 4. After the usual reply 3..., PxP;
4Kt x P leads into the Scotch Game, and 4 B—Q B4 or
4 P—B 3 into the Scotch Gambit.

Of these, the Scotch Game is the more important; and,
though the whole opening was condemned by Tarrasch as
incorrect, a certain number of examples are still found, if in
diminishing quantity, in modern master tournaments, White
obtains a free and open development of his pieces, but
cannot prevent Black from equalising the game,

There are three lines of defence :—

(1) 4..., Kt—B 3 (cols. 1 to 7), favoured in master play.
This defence leads to a positional type of game, which
Tarrasch and other authorities consider in Black’s favour.
Col. 2 shows a variation revived by Mieses with some
little success, but inadequate against the best defence.
Tartakover has reintroduced an old Steinitz line in col. 3,
but Black obtains a slight advantage with 6..., B—B 4.
In the Four Knights’ form of the Scotch Game (cols. § to
7) Black can equalise in various ways, the simplest of which
is the line in col. 7, due to Rubinstein.

(i1) 4..., Q—R 5 (col. 8), an inferior line yielding White
considerable advantage.

(iii) 4..., B—B 4 (cols. 9 to 20), leading to an intricate
and combinational type of game, in which Black obtains an
advantage in most variations. The speculative Blumenfeld
Attack (col. 10) has been’ discredited by Bardeleben’s

K
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investigations. In the older forms (cols. 11 to 20), White
has the choice of seven lines on his 7th move, of which
only Meitner’s suggestion, Kt—B 2 (cols. 14 and 15), seems
to give him a reasonably good game.

ScorcE GAMBIT.

This Gambit leads to an open game for White, in which
he has little compensation for the Pawn sacrificed and is
frequently hard pressed to attain equality.

4B—Q B4 (cols. 1 to 3) yields positions similar to
the Giuoco Piano, Max Lange, and Two Knights’ Defence,
into which it may readily transpose. The Goring Gambit
(cols. 4 and 5) is similar to the Danish Gambit, with one
variation of which it unites on the 6th move in col. 4, bnt
has fewer resources for the attack.
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1 P—Kg4, P—Kg4; 2 Kt—KB3, Ke—0B3; 3 P—Q4 PxP;
4 KtxP, Kt—B 3

1 2 3 4 5
5 KEX Kt iiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiioeetinescnesanrnnannan Kt—Q B3
KtPx Kt B—Kts
6 B—Q3...... teesecenaann Kt—Q2..... P—K 5 Ktx Kt
P—Q 4 (a) B—B4( Q—K2 KtPx Kt
7 PXP (®)..... P—Ks5(@ B—Q3() Q—K-=2 B— k
PxP Kt—Kt 5 0—0 Kt—Q 4 P—-8 2 @
8 B—Ktsch(c) B—K B4 0—O Kt—Q2 (i) PxP
B—Q2 B—QB4 P—Qg4 B—Kt2 PxP
9.BxBch 0—0 Q—B3 Kt—Kt3z 0O—O0 ()
QXxB P—K Kt4 Kt—Ktsjs 0—0—-0 00
10 0O—0 B—Q2 PxP P—QB4(j) B—KKts
B—K 2 Q—Kz2 Q—Q3 Kt—Kt3 BxKt
11 Kt—Q 2 B—B3 Q—Kt3 B—Qz2 PxB
0—O0 B—K3 QxXQ R—K1 O—Q3
12 P—QKtz3 P—KR3 RPxQ P—Bg4 B 3 (m
KR—Ki1 P—KR4 PXP P—B3 %:Kt?( )
13 Kt—B 3 Kt—Q 2 Kt—Kt3 P—QR 4 B
KRS KixBr Bokey B B ot
14 B—Kt2 = RxKt B—KB4 (k) Q—K 4 BxQ

P—Kts5() B—K3F+F Q—B2F P—B3=

(a) 6.., B—B4; 7 P—KS5, Kt—Q4; 8 0—0, 0—0; 9 Kt—Q2, P—Q3;
10 Kt—K 4 + 15 weaker. The column is Maréczy——] anowsk1, London, 1899.

éb) Or 7 Q—K2, PxP; 8 BxP, KtxB; 9 Qx Ktch, Q—K2; 10 QxQch,
xQ =.

(¢) Or 8 0—0, B—K 2; 9 Kt—B3, 0—O0.
(d) 7 Kt—B 38, B—Q Kt 5 transposes into col. 5.
(e) 15 Kt—-Kta Bx Rch; 16 KxB, Px P +. Mieses—Fuchs, 1928,

(f) 6.., P—Q4; 7 PxP, PxP; 8 B—Kt5ch, B—Q2; 9 BxBch, QxB;
10 0=0, B—-K2 1 Kt—BS, 0—0; 12 B—Kt5 .

(g) 7 P—K5,Q—K2; 8 Q—K2, Kt—Q 4; 9 Kt—Kt3, B—Kt3; 10 B—Q2,
P—QR4; 11 P—-Q R4, 0—0; 12 O—0— (Tartakover——Ed Lasker, New York,
1924), P—B 3! +.

(k) Tartakover—Jacobson, Copenhagen, 1923.

(¢) 8 P—K Kt3, P—Kt3; 9 B—Kt2, B—KKt2, 10 P—KB4, Q—B4;
11 P—B3, 0—0; 12 Bth,QxB 13 0—0, P—B 3 F.

() 1£10 Kt—R 5, Q—Kt5ch; 11 Q—Q 2, Q—K 5 ch + (Kmoch). The column is
M)eses-—-'l‘anasch, Metz, 1916.

(k) A novel attempt to get something out of this position for White is 7 B—Q 2,
but after 7.., 0—0; 83—%3 P—Q4; 9 P—B3!?, PxP; 10 KtxP, Ktx Kt;
11 Px Kt, B—Q B4; 12Q—BS3,Q R—K}t1 Black stands well. Alekhme—Alexander,
llvfargaéte, 1937. “Here Black can force a draw by9..,BxKt; 10BxB,PxP; 11Bx P,

{tx etc.

() Or & B—Kt5ch, B—Q2; 10 BxBch, QxB; 11 0—O, 0—0; 12 Q—
—K1 =. Bogol;uboﬁ—Euwe, Carlsbad, 1929. Or here 10 Q—K 2ch, Q— 2-
ll Bx Beh, KtxB; 12 QxQch, KxQ; 13 B—Q2, Kt—Kt3; 14 O—-O—O,
P—Q B8 =. Sir G. ’A. Thomas—Alexan er, Hastings, 1937-88.
(m) 12 Bx Kt, QxB; 13 Q—R 5, P—KKt38; 14 QxQP, B—K3; 15Q—Q4,
—K 2 leaves Black with freedom of action to compensate for the doubled Pawn minus
(Tartakover). The column is Maréczy—Rubinstein, Carlsbad, 1929.
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—KB3, Kt—QB3; 3 P—Q4, PxPy
4 KtxP.
[ 7 8 9 10
4 Kt—B3)eeieerisreeaa..Q—R5.....B—B ¢
Kt—Q B 3) Kt—Kt 5 (§) B—K 3 (h)
3 ((B—I?t_s) OQxKPch B—K ..0—B3
6 (Ktx Kt) B—K 3 Kt—Q B 3 Kt-Kts?(j)
(Kt P xKt) K—Q1 P—Q3 BxB
B—Q 3) Kt—Q 2 B—Kz2 PxB
7 EP——Q 2) Q—Kt3 Kt—B 3 Q—R 5ch
8 (PXP) Kt—KB3 Q—Q2 P—Kt3
PxP)......Q—K2ch P—QR3 Kt—K Kts QxKP(k)
9 (0—0 Q—K 2 Kt(Kts5)-Q4 Bx Kt Ktx P ch (J)
§o—o§ KtxP (e) KKt—K2 BXxB K—Q1
10 B—K Kts) QxQch B—Q3 P—KR3 KtxR
P—B3 (@) KxQ Q—Q3 B—Q2 Kt—B 3
11 Q—B3 P—QR3 O—O0 Kt—Q 5 0—Q6
B—Kz2 () B—Rg4 0—0 QXR
12 QR—K 1 () B—Q2 0-0-0 + (i) Kt—Q 2
R—Kt1 Ktx Kt Kt—K 1
13 Kt—Q1r BxKt Q—B 4
R—K1 BxBch Q—Q 4
14 P—KR3 PxB=(f) B—B4
B—K3 (9 0—Q 3+ (m)
(a) A sr.mylereplyxs 10 .,,B—K3!; 11Q—B3(if11 BxKt?, QxB; 12Q0—RS5

P—Kt3; 13Ktx P
B—K2; 12

15 Kt—K 4, Kt—Q 4 =.
, R—K1;
15 Kt—XKt3, R_K4=

() Or 11

P—KR 3 R—Kt1;

() Better than 12 K R—K 1

PxB;

15 Q—K 38, B—Q3;

13 P—Q

R—Kt1;
16 Ox KR P, R—Kt5;
Or here 12 Q R—Kt1, R—Kt1l

check. Romanovsky—Capablanca, Moscow, 1925.
(P—Q R3=),18Q—K3,B—K3? (R—Kt2isnecessary); 14Qx P +. E. M. Jackson—

Stoltz, Hastings, 1930.
d) 15 R—K 2.

e) 9 ,Qx Q ch?;

j;); 11 Kt——KtS! K—Q1
15 Kt—Q 4 4, Splelmann—-Lasker, Moscow, 1935
Splelmann—Rubmstem, Tephtz-Schonau, 1922,
B 3, Q—R 4 reduces Black’s dxsadvantage to a minimum. If
6 B—K2, P—Q 4

PxP; 12 B=R3

R—K 1 ch;
(fg
(&

however, Q x K P

On 5 Kt—K
Pch?;

14 K—B1, B—B1;

Kt3, P—B 4;
Kan—Goghdse, Moscow, 1925.
12Bx Kt,QxB; 13 Qx
prelmann—Balogh Bucharest, 1934.
QR—Ktl, P~KR3;

22,0—01 + +,0r12Ktx P,Bx Kt 13Q-—R5,KR—QII+ +),
14 QR—Q1, P—Q5

Q,PxQ; 14 Kt—K 2, B—Kt5;

14 BxP

17 Q—Kts ch thh perpetual

Kt—B 3,

,Bx Kt
—BS

Spielmann—YVYates, Semmering, 1926. White’s posxtmn is freer.
10 KxQ!,PxP? (Somewllngtgettar is10 .
—Q1,

11 Px B,
13 P—QBJ

Q—B4 .,

9B—Q Kt5, Kt—K2 10B—Kt35 +. SQ—Q3? Kt—B3 SKt—QZ Kt—K Kt 5!

7 P—Kt3, Q—B 3;
and White resigns.

8'K Kt—B 3, Q Kt—K4; 9Q—B3

Ww. Prugel—Dr Dyckhoﬁ correspondence
6 Ktx Pch, K—B 1

(%) 5Kt—B5?,P—Q41;

Kt—B3;

K2, Kt—K4l;

1) Sptelmann—Tatrasch Breslau, 1912.

37) The Blumenfeld Vanation.
k) Or8..,0—Q1

P—Q3; —

B 4, Kt—B3;

12 O0—O, P

9 Q—Kt 4, K—B 1 (better than 9.
P—Q3; 11 BB 4, B—K3 prelmann—Rubmstem, Stockholm 1919); 10
R4; 18 QKt—Bs,

14 B—Kt3, P—B 3; 15 Kt—Q'4, P—R
(1) Or9Q Kt—B3,Qx R

B6; 18 Kt—B7
= P00,

5+
10 Ktx Pch, K—Q 1;
+
g—B 3. Analysis by Bardeleben and Dr. von Clapardde.

(9°'Q—XK 2, BB 4), B—Kt 5

7 Kt—R 5,Q—R 5; 8 Kt—Kt3,

10 P—KRS R-KKt1 +.

, P—K Kt 3; 10

—B 4,
—B 4
Kt—K 4

110—Q6,Kt—B 3$; 12Ktx R,
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 P—Q4, PxP;
4 KtxP, B—B4; 5 B—K3, Q—B3; 6 P—QB3, KKt—Ko2.

11 12 13 14 15
7 B—QKts...B—K2..... P—KB4(c)..Kt—B 2
0—0 P—Q4 Q—Kt3 BXB....... P—Q3
8 0O—O 0—0 Q—B3 KtxB Kt—Q 2
BxKt(e) BxKt Ktx Kt 0—O0 (d) B——KQ3
9 PxB PxB Px Kt B—K2 B—K2
P—Qg4 PxP B—Ktsch P—Q3 BxB
10 Kt—B3 P—Q35 Kt—B 3 0—0 KtxB
PxP Kt—K 4 P—Q4 B—K3 0—0
11 KtxP Q—R4ch P—Ks Kt—Q 2 0—0
Q—Kt3 = P—B3 Q—B7+ P—Q34 P—Q4
12 Kt—B 3 PxP P—K B4
O—0 () KtxP (e) P—Q 5! (f)
18 17 18 19 20
70—02ciiiiiiiiiiiinannn tevennanss Kt—Q 2
P—Q 4 (g) KtxKt..... 0—O0 (j)
8 Kt—Kts P—Ks5 Ktx Kt
BxB Kt—B7¢h QxKt
9 OXBiieieriernannnnnnnn PxB QX Kt BxB
0—0 0—0 QxP QxB
10 Kt—Qz2.....KtxBP KtxBP Kt—B 4 B—K2
PxP R—Kt1 PxP Q—K3 P—B34
11 KtxKP Kt—Q2 () KtxR o0—0—-0 0—-0
0—K 4 PxP R—Q1x BxBch PxP
12 0—0—O0 KtxP Q—Brx KtxB KtxP
0—K 4 Kt—B 4 QOxP Q—K4
13 Kt—Q Kts P—K Ktz Q—Kg4g Q—Q 4 =

Kt—Q 4 Q—Kt4 (1) Q—K3+

(a) 8.., P—Q3; 9 Kt—R3, Q—Kt3; 10 R—K1, Kt—K4; 11 Q Kt—B2,
P—B4; 12PxP,KtxP; 13Ktx Kt,Bx Kt; 14BxB £. Mieses—E. G. Sergeant,
Margate, 1935.

(b) Alekhine and Reilly-—Stoltz and Monosson, Nice, 1931.

(©) 7 B—Q B4, Kt—K4; 8 B—K2, Q—KKt3; 9 0—0, P—Q4 +. The
column 1s analysis by Steinitz.

(d) 8.., Q—K4; 9 Q—B3, 0—0; 10 B—B4, P—Q3; 11 Kt—Q2, B—K 33
12 O—O =. Tartakover—Tarrasch, Vienna, 1922,

(¢) 18 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 14 B—B 3, QR—Q 1 F. Martinez—Zukertort, 1884

(f) Tartakover—Brinckmann, Niendorf, 1927.

(g) 7. , BxKt?; 8 PxB, P—Q4; 9 Kt—B3, PxP; 10 P—QS5, Kt—K 4;
11 Kt—Kt5!, 0—0!; 12 KtxBP 4. Kashdan—Reshevsky, New York, 1936.

é{h) 11 Ktx P, Ktx Kt; 12 Px Kt, Kt—Kt5; 13 PxKt, QxP; 14 Q—Q B3,
R—K 1ch +. Von Gottschall’s Attack.

(§) 14 K~B 2, Kt—K4; 15 B—K 2, R—Q6 +. Analysis by Steinitz.

() 7. ,BxKt; 8 PxB, P—Q4; 9 P—K 5, Q—Kt 813 inferior. The column is
Mieses—Spielmann, Gothenburg,1920.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 P—Q4, PxP.

1 2 3 4 5
4 B—OB4 (@) eeietiienaiianeiinnnann P—B3 (g)
ferernnnnnnn veee...B—Ktsch PXP k)
5 P—B 3 (d) P—B3 B—Q B4
PXP(0)enn.. P—Q6 PXP Kt—B 3..... P—Q3
6 KtxP(d P—QKtg O—O KtxP Ktx P
P—Q3 B—Kt3 P—Q3 B—Kts B—K3
7 Q—Kt3(¢) P—QR4(f) P—QR3 0—0 BxB
Q—Q2 P—QR3 B—QB4 BxKt PxB
8 Kt—Qs5 0—0 P—QKt4 PxB Q—Kt3
KKt—Kz P—Q3 P—B7 0—0 Q—B1
9 Q—B3 Q—Kt3 QxXBP Q—B2 Kt—KKts
Oo-—-0 QO—K2 B—Kt3 P—Q3 Kt—Q 1
10 O—0 B—K Kts OQ—Kt3 P—K 5 P—B 4
Kt—B 3 Q—K2 KtxP B—K2
11 QKt—Q2 XKt—Bj3 Ktx Kt 0—O
0—0 B—K3 Px Kt BXx Kt
12 BxP Kt—Q 5 B—R3 PxB
Kt—K 4 BXx Kt R—K1 Kt—K 2
13 P—B 4 PxB + QRQr=(i) Kt—Kt3j
P—h 4+ ()

(a) 4 B—Q Kt5 is the variation called by Blackburne the ‘“ Mac-Lopez,” best met
by B—B 4 and if 5§ 0—0, K Kt—K 2
(b) For 5§ 0—0, P—Q3; 6 P—-B 8, B—K Kt 5 see Giuoco Pimno, col. 28. For
Kt—R3, 6 Q—R§

5 0—0, Kt—B3; 6 P—K 5, see Max Lange If 5§ Kt—Kt5,

Q—K2; 70—0,P—Q3; 8 P—K R 3, B—Q 2; 9 P—B 4, 0—0—0 F (Stexmtz) Or

here 61 KthP Ktht 7 Bx Ktch KxB 8 Q—RSuh. P—Kt3; 9 QxB,
~K 1 F.

(¢) 5.., P~Q3; or 5 ., Kt—B 3 transposing into the Giuoco Piano.
(d) Or 6 BxPch, KxB; 7Q—Q5ch, K—B1; 8 QxBch, Q—K 2 =.
() Or 7 B—KKt5 Q0—Q2; 8 Q—Q2 P—KR3; 9 B—R4, K Kt—K2;

10 0—0—0, Kt—Kt3; 11 B—K Kt 3, P—R3; 12 Kt—Q P—Kt4, 13 B—Kt3,
B—Kt2; 14 K—Ktl 0—0—0; 15 R-—QBI! (Em. Lasker) The column is

Tartakover's analysis.
If7 P—Kt 5, Kt—~R 4; 8 Bx P, P—Q 4 +. The column is P, Johner—Nyholm,

(f)
Baden, 1914,
(g) The GOring Gambit. At move 6 in this column cp. Danish Gambit, cols. 6

( ) 4..,P—Q 4; 5§KPxP, QxP leads into the Danish Gambit. 4.., P—Q 6 is a
safe defence.

() Réti—Hromadka, Baden, 1914.

(/) 14 Q—B 4, K Kt—B 3; 15 P—Kt6, Px P; 16 B—KtS5. Marco—Spielmann,
Gothenburg, 1920,
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SICILIAN DEFENCE

Tae Sicilian has claims to be considered as the best of the
irregular defences to 1 P—K 4 at Black’s disposal, and has
been practised with satisfactory results by the leading
players, past and present. Its characteristic is struggle
in the opening, and struggle in the middle-game, so that it
is not for those who are contented with a draw. The chief
object of the struggle is the control of the centre, at which
Black strikes with his first move 1..., P—Q B 4, and later
generally with a fianchetto-development for one or other of
his Bishops.

After the customary 2 Kt—K B 3 Black has the choice
of four main replies:—

(i) 2..., P—K 3 (cols. 1 to 25) is gradually falling into
discredit. The Scheveningen Variation (cols. I to 7) is the
most important here; Maréczy’s continuation (cols. 1 to 3),
which is the introduction to a vigorous King-side onslaught,
still holds the field as White’s best reply. It leads to a
violent attack and counter-attack, where White generally
wins. The alternative to Maréczy’s continuation 1is
8 B—K 3 (cols. 4 and 5), which is also quite strong. In
the Scheveningen Variation Black’s Queen’s Knight is
developed at Q B 3; some masters, notably Tartakover,
prefer the development at Q 2, with the idea of an eventual
Kt—B 4, attacking White’s King’s Pawn, but in the positions
reached Black has too little scope for his pieces.

Since the usual position of Black’s Pawns—at Q 3 and
K 3—condemns Black’s King’s Bishop to inactivity, the
second player sometimes tries to institute a counter-attack
by developing this piece at Q Kt 5; this gives rise to wild
positions full of brilliant possibilities for both sides. White
has three replies at his disposal :—(i) 6 Kt—Kt5 (cols
13 and 14), inferior against the surprising rejoinder 6...,
P—Q 4 (col. 14); (ii) 6 P—K 5 (col. 15) is the strongest
line; White submits to a weakening of his Pawn-position in
order to hinder Black’s development ; (iii) 6 B—Q 3 (cols. 16
and 17), against which Jaffe’s Variation equalises (col. 17
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The Sicilian Four Knights’ (cols. 18 and 19) is one of
Black’s strongest lines. After 6 B—K 2 the counter-attack
6..., B—Kt 5 is more effective than on the previous move.

The Paulsen Defence (cols. 22 to 24) is still occasionally
played, notably by Tartakover, but White can secure a
clear superiority in a number of different ways. Marshall’s
Variation 3..., P—Q 4 (col. 25) is theoretically unsound.

(i) 2..., Kt—Q B3 (cols. 26 to 47), followed by an
early King’s Fianchetto, is the line preferred by most masters
nowadays. The counter-attack against White’s Q4 is
exceptionally strong, and gives Black far more counter-play
than (i). The normal continuation is the Dragon Variation
(cols. 26 to 36), which gives rise to extremely complex
positions, where it is difficult to decide who stands better.
White has the choice of simple development, coupled with
the advance of his King’s Bishop’s Pawn, or of delaying
Castling and playing for a King-side attack. In the former
case White must withdraw his Knight from Q 4 to prevent
Black from liberating his game by P—Q4. The con-
tinuation in col. 26, due to Spielmann, gives White a minimal
positional advantage, although Spielmann could not turn
this to account in the games involved. In the latter case
recent tournament play has shown that Black’s position can
withstand all attacks. The extraordinarily brilliant game
Alekhine—Botvinnik, Nottingham, 1936, quoted in col. 33,
is still the last word on this crucial variation. The Richter
Attack (cols. 37 and 38), which was a mere footnote in our
last edition, has considerably enriched the theory of the
Sicilian Defence. Its object is to prevent Black from adopt-
ing the Dragon formation. In this it is certainly successful;
whether it leads to a winning advantage, as some maintain,
is doubtful. Most masters pay the sincere tribute to the
Richter Attack of avoiding it. It should be noted that the
Dragon formation can be reached without submitting to the
danger of the Richter Attack; see (iii). Black is not well-
advised to vary from the customary order of the moves, as
the lines in cols. 41 to 45 indicate. Tn cols. 42 and 43,
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where Black tries the fianchetto before developing his
Kung’s Knight, Maréczy’s 5 P—Q B 4 comes very near to
conferring a winning advantage. Attention must be called
to Nimzovitch’s line in col. 46. It is practically never seen,
yet no clear refutation is known.

(i) 2..., P—Q 3 (cols. 48 to 50) can be called the
“ modern ” variation, adopted chiefly in order to avoid the
Richter Attack. The most important continuation with this
move is the Dragon Variation; in cols. 48 to 50 are shown
attempts by White to avoid the routine lines of this varia-
uon. Col. 48 is a complicated game with chances for both
sides. The attack with 5 P—K B3 (cols. 49 and 50) is
played with the object of substituting P—Q B 4 for Kt—
K. B 3, thereby transposing into a kind of Maré6ezy system
(as in cols. 42 and 43). Black can prevent this by P—K 4,
shown in col. 5o.

(iv) 2..., Kt—K B3 (cols. 51 to 54), introduced by
Nimzovitch, has the same strategical goals as Alekhine’s
Defence : Black wishes to provoke the advance of White’s
centre Pawns in the hope that these will later become weak.
Innovations since our last edition have shown that this line
is much more dangerous than was formerly thought to be
the case. If White plays 3 P—K 5, Kt—Q4; 4Kt—B 3
Black has the choice of 4..., P—K 3, which enables White
to build up a strong attack at the expense of 2 Pawn (col.
s1), or the exchange of Knights, which leads to an =ven
ending, Against 3..., Kt—B3 Black does best to transpose
into (iii) by 3..., P—Q 3, because the reply 3..., P—Q4
gives White the opportunity to force a highly favourable
endgame.

Instead of 2 Kt—K B3 White has also 2 Kt—Q B 3
(cols. 55 and 56); this move, however, is much too passive.
Cols. 57 to 60 and note (7) give unusual first moves for
White.

The Wing Gambit (col. 57) 18 unsound, but the Wing
Gambit Deferred (col. 58), an idea of Keres’s, abounds in
attacking possibilities for White.
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SCHEVENINGEN VARIATION

{ P~K4, P—QBy4; 2 Kt—KB3, P—K3; 3 P—Q4,_P><P:
4+ KtxP, Kt—KB3; 5 Kt—Q B3, P—Q3; 6 B—K2 Kt—B3.

1 2 3 4 5
7 0—0O
B—K2
8 K—RI(@)eeseaeesessasessnsenssse.B—K3
P—QR3 () P—QR3
9 P—QR4....P—B4 Q—Q2...... P—QR4(7)
Q—Bz2() Q—B=2 0—0 Q—Bz2
10 P—B4 B—B3......B—K3 P—B4 (k) P—Bg4
0—O 0—O0 (e) 0—0 Q—B 2 0—oO0 (%)
11 Kt—Kt3 P—K Ktg4 Q—KI1 QR—Q1 Kt—Kt3
Kt-QR4!(d) B—Q 2 B—Q 2 B—Qz2(i) P—QKt3
1z Ktx Kt P—Kt 5 R—Q1 B—B3 B—B3
QX Kt Kt—K 1 P—QKts Kt—QR4 B—Ktz2
13 Q—K1 Kt(Q4)—Kz2 P—Q R 3 B 2 Q—K x
Q—Bz2 R—B1 Kt—Q R4 Kt—Bs5s KR—K1
14 B—B3 P—KR4 Q—Kt3 B—B1 R—Qrx
B—Qz2 P—Q Kt4 Kt—B5 QR—B1 Kt—Q 2
15 B—K3 P—QR3 B—B1 P—KKt4 + Q—Kt 3
K—R1 Kt—R 4 KR—B1 B—KBrx
16 Q—B2 Kt-Kt3 + (f) P—Kt3 4 (g) R—Bz2 + ()
B—B3 =

a) Maréczy s contmuatxon
,0—0; 9 P— —B 2; 10 Kt—Kt 3, B—Q2; 11 B—B 3, Kt—~Q R 4;
Ktx Kt.Qx Kt 13P—K 5(13 Q—Q 2 xssomewhatbetter) PxP; 14 Px P,QxKP;
15 Bx P, Q R—! i=. Van Doesburgh—Euwe, Zandvoort, 1936.

¢) Or 9.., 0—0; 10 Kt—Kt3, Kt—Q R4; 11 Ktx Kt, Qx Kt, 12 P—B 4,
R—Q1; 13 BB 38, B—Q 2; 14 B—K 3, B—B3; 150Q0—Q2, Q—Kt 5F. Asztalos—
Bogol}uboﬂ. Bled, 1931.

&) Stronger than1l1 ,P—Q Kt3; 12B—B 3, B—Kt2; 13 B~K 3, Kt—Q Kt5;
14 —K 2, P—Q4; 15 P—K35, Kt—K5; 16 Bx!xt-_l: Matéczy—Euwe,
Schevenmgen, 1923, The column 15 Leonbardt—Hilse, Magdeburg, 1927.

(¢) If 10 , B—®2, 11 P—K Kt4 is agan best, for White must attack on the
King’s side. Weaker continuations after 10 B—Q 2are: (1) 11 Kt—Kt 3, R—QB1;
12 B—K3, P—QKt4; 18 Q—K1, 0—0; 14 Q—B2, R—Kt1; 15 QR=Q1,
P—Q R4 F (Mmhell——Botvmmk Hastmgs, 1934 ~35) ; j and (2) 11 K Kt—K 2,
R—QB1; 12 P— ms, P—Q Kt4; 13 P—QR3, P—KR4; 14 Q—Kl,
Kt—K Kt5; 15 Q—Kt3, B—B3=. Al Steiner—Pirc, UJpest 1934.

Whlte has a strong attack. Mar6czy—Pire, Shac, 1982

i KtxRP; 17 P—K 5!. Yates—Takacs, Kecskemét 1927.

)10 Ktht? Pth 11 KR—Q1, Q—B2; 12 P—B3, P—Q4; 13 PxP,
BPxP; 14 0—K1, QR—Kt1; 15 QR—Ktl, B—Q3 F. Spiel ‘mann—Euwe,
szsmgen, 1928.

(s) If 11 ., Kt—Q R 4; —Q 3, P—Q Kt4; 13 P—Q Kt4!, Kt—Kt2 (not
13.., Kt—B57; 14 K KthtP Px Kt; 15 Ktx P+ +). 14 P—Q R3 (Sir G. A
Thomas—Euwe, Noordwijk, 1938), R—Q 1 (14 , B—Q2?; 15 P—KS5!, Kt——Kl
16 Kt——B51+) 15 B—B3, P—Q4; 16 P xP +.

1) 9 P—B4 Q—B2; 10 Kt—Kt3 (or 10 Q—K1, B—Q2; 11 B—BS3,
Kt-—Q R4; 12 R——Ql R—QBI, 13 Q—BZ Kt—B5; 14 B~B1, P—K 4! =,
Sosm—Botvmmk, Moscow, 1931), 0—0; B—B3,B—Q2; 12Q—Q 2, Q R—Kt1;
13 QR—Q1, P—Q Kt4; 14 Q—B 2, P—QR4! 15 P—K Kt4, P—R 5 with a
sati actory game for Black Kan—Goglidse, Moscow 1931.

(k) Or10 .,B—Q2; 11B—B 3,R—Q Kt1; 12 Ki—Kt 3, Kt—Q R 4; 13 Ktx Kt,
Qx Kt; 14 Q—Q 2, B 2; 15 P_RS +. Kashdan—Samlsch, Berlin, 1930.

{1\ Lévenfisch~—Makagonov, Tiflis, 1937.
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1 P—K4, P—QB4; 2 Kt—KB3, P—K3; 3 P—Q4, PXP;
4 KtxP, Kt—K B3; 5 Kt—Q B3, P—Q3.

6 8 9 10
6 (B—Kz2).......... e cereiieieeeee K Kt—K2
(Kt—B3)...... cveeee...P—QR3 Kt—B 3
7 (0—O0) (a) o—O (f)..... B—K 3 Kt—B 4 (m)
(B—K2)....P—QR3 Q—B2 P—QKty P—QR3
P—Q Ktz B—K3 B—K3(g) P—B3 B—K2
0—0 Q—B2 B—K2 () B—Ktz2 P—Q Ktg4
9 K—R1(®) P—B4(d P—B4() Q—Q2 P—OR3
B—Q2 Kt—Q R4 O— B—K2 B—Xz2
10 B—Ktz2 P—B s B—B3 P—QR4! 0O—O
P—QR3 Kt—B 5 QKt—Q2 PxP 0—O
11 P—B g4 BXx Kt Kt—Kt3 (7)) Q KtxP B—K3
Q—Kt3! QxB R—QKtr QKt—Q2 B—Ktz2
12 KtxKt PxP P—OQ R4 P—Q B4 P—B3
Bx Kt PxP? P—Q Ktz 0—O Q—B2
13 B—B3 R XKt Q—K 2 0—0 Q—K1
KR—Q1 PxR Kt—B 4 P—Q 4 QR—Q1
14 Q—K2 Q—Rsch KR—B1 KPxP R—Q1
Q—B2 K—Q1 B—Kt2 PxP Kt—K 4
Is KR—K1 Q—B7+ (¢) Kt-Q2 4 (3) Kt-KB5+()K—R 1
QR—Bi1=(c) Kt-Bs5 = (%)

(a) An inferior continuation for White 1s 7 B—K 3, B—Q 2; 8 0—Q 2, P—Q R S;
9 P—B4, Q—B2; 10 Kt—Kt3, P—Q Kt4, 11 B—B3, R—Q Kt1; 12 Kt—K 2,
B—K2; 180—0,0~—0; 14 Kt—Kt3, P—Q R 4! . Lasker—Capablanca, Moscow,

(b) 9 B—Kt2, Q—R4; 10 Q—Q2, R—Q1; 11 Q R—Q 1, Ktx Kt; 12 Q x Kt,
Kt—K1; 13 Q—Q3, B—Q2; 14 P—QR3, B—KB3; (125 P—B 4, QR—-%] =
Alekhine—Euwe, 9th match game, 1926-27.

¢) Kunert—Grunfeld, Vienna, 1931,

d) Or 9 P—Q R4, Kt—Q R4, 10 Q—Q3, B—Q2; 11 Kt—Kt3, Kt—B3;
12P—B 4, Kt—Q Kt5; 13Q—Q 2, B—B3}; 14 Kt—Q4, P—Q4; 15P—K 5, Kt—K 5
with chances for both sides. Sultan Khan—Pire, Hastings, 1932-33. If 9 Q—K 1,
Kt—K4; 10 R—Q1, P—QKt4; 11 P—B4, Kt—B5; 12 B—B1, B—Kt2:
13 B—B3, R—QB1; 14 P—BS5, P—Kt5; 15 Kt—Kt1, P—K4 F. Canal—A.,
Steiner, Budapest, 1983.

(¢) Lasker—Pirc, Moscow, 1935. If now 15.., B—~K2; 16 Kt—B5!, R—K 1
(on16.., Q—B 2; 17 Kt—Q R 4 wins); 17 Ktx P, Bx Kt; 18 B—Kt6ch, B—B 2;
19 R—Q 1 ch and wns.

(f) P—Q R 4 is not _essential in this variation: after 7 P—Q R 4, P—Q Kt 3;
8 B—K 8, B—Kt2; 9 P—B3, B—K2; 10 0—0, 0—0; 11 Q—Q2, Q K{—Q 2;
12 B—B 2, 0—B 2; 13 Kt—R 2, Kt—B 4; 14 P—Q Kt4, Q Kt—Q2; 15 P—Q B 4,
K R—Q 1 (Sir G. A. Thomas—Petrov, Margate, 1938), White must soon weaken his
Pawn position.

(g) 1f 8 K—R1?, P—QKt4; 9 P—QRS3, B—Kt2; 10 Q—K 1, Q Kt—Q 2;
11 B—Kt5, P—KR3 (11.., KtxP?; 12 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt; 13 Bx P +$; 12 B x Kt,
Ktx B; 13 P—B 4, B—K 2 F. Vajda—Alekhine, Kecskemét, 1927, Orhere 10 P—B 3,
B—K¢2; 11Q0—K1,0—0; 12B—Kt5, Q Kt—Q 2; 13P—B 4, Kt—Kt3; 14B—Q 3,
P-;FS; 15 B—R4, QR—B1; 16 R—B3, Kt—BS5 F. Réthy—Flohr, Ujpest,

(k) 1f 8.., P—Q Kt4; 9 P—B3, B—K 2; 10 Q—Q2, 0—0; 11 P—QR 4 4.
Post—Becker, Vienna, 1924.

(s) Or 9 P—Q R 4, P—Q Kt 8; 10 Kt—Kt 3, O—O; 11 P—B 4, B—Kt 2;
12 B—B 3, Q Kt—Q 2; 13Q—K 1, P—Q41?; 14 Px P, KtxP; 15 Ktx Kt, Px Kt;
16 Q—B 24. Ilyin-Zhenevsky—Alatorzev, Tiflis, 1937.

(7) Or 11 Q—K 1, Kt—Kt3; 12 R—Q1, B—Q2; 138 P—Kt4, QR—B1;
14 P—Kt5, Kt—K1; 15 Q—B 2! +. If instead 15 Q—Kt 3, Kt—B5; 16 B—B 1,
Q—Kt 8; 17 P—Kt 3, Kt—K 4! =. Kan—Ragosin, Moscow, 1936.

k) Enoch—Bogoljuboff, Berlin, 1927.

l) Yates—Noteboom, Prague, 1931.

m) 7 P—K Kt3, B—K 2; 8 B—Kt2, P—QR3; 9 0—0,Q—B2; 10 P—QR 4,
0—0; 11 P—Kt3, KR—Q1; 12 B—Kt2, Kt—Q Kt5; 13 Kt—R2, KtxKt;
14 Rx Kt, P—Q 4! F. Spielmann—Bogoljuboff, Bled, 1931.

(n) Spielmann—Pirc, 1st match game, 1931,
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1 P—Kg4, P—QB4; 2 Kt—K B3, P—K3; 3 P—Q4. PxP;
4 KtxP, Kt—KB3; 5 Kt—Q B

11 12 13 14 15
5 P—Q3) veeennen e B—Kts
6 P—KKt3...B—Q3 Kt—Kt5.oiiiiiiinnannns P—Ks5!
Kt—B 3 Kt—B3 () Kt—B3(e)..P—Q4! Kt—Q 4 (9)
7 B—Kt2 KKt—Kz2 P—QR3(f) PxP B—Q2
B—K2 B—K2 BxKtch P—QR3! KtxKt
8 0—O 0—0 KtxB 0—Q 4 Px Kt
0—0 0—O0 P—Q4 B—Kz2 (i) B—B1 (m)
9 KtxKt(@) K—R1 B—Q 3 (g) P———Q 6() B—Q3
PxKt P—QR3 PXxP Px Kkt Kt—B 3
10 P—K 5 P—K B4 KtxP KtxP Ktx Kt
PxP P—Q Ktq4 KtxKt Kt—B 3 QPxKt
T QxQ Kt—Kt 3 Bx Kt Q—Q1r1 Q—Kt 4
RxQ B—Ktz2 QxQch B—B1r P—KKt3
12 BXP QKt—Kz2 XKXxQ B—K 3 B—K Kts
R—Kt1 R—B1 B—Q2 Kt—Q 4 B—Kz2
13 R—Qr B—Q 2 B—K 3 B—B 5 P—K R4
RXR Kt—Kt 1 0—0—0 P—QKt3 0—O
14 KtxR Kt—Kt1 K—B1 P—Q B4 0—0
Kt—Q 4 QKt—Q2 P—QKt3z PxB B—Q2
15 B—R4 & () Q—K 2 P—QR4;{;(h)P><Kt QR—Q1 +
Kt—B4 F (d) 4ch ¥ (%)
9 P—Q Kt3, B—Q2; 10 B—Kt2, Q—R 4! (10 ,P— R3; Kt—K 2,
Q——I({“‘)L, 12 %——QB (?— R4; 18 Q—Q Q, KR-—(Q ; %—K Rlsl,Q Rt—Bl;

15 P—K Kt4 +. Bogatyrchuk-—Rumm, Moscow, 19315 11 Q—Q 2, 8R—B 1,
12 QR—Q 1, K—R1; 13 Q Kt—K2, QxP! 14 R—R1, QxB; 15 KR—Kt1,
Qx Rch and Black has excellent prospects. Ilym-Zhenevsky—La.sker, Moscow, 1925,

b) Bernstem—-—BogolJu}a)fE Zurich, 1934.

c) Weaker 1s 6.., P—! 3; 70—0,Q0—B2; 8 K—R1, B—K2; 9 P—B4,
QKt—Q 2 (better 9 , Kt—B 3); 10 Q—K 1, P——Q Kt 4; 11 P—QR3, B—Kt2;
12 Q—Kt3, P—Kt8; 18 B—Q2 P—RK R4; 14 QR—K 1 £. Yates—Eogoljuboff,
Moscow, 1925.

d) Yates—Verlinsky, Moscow, 1925.

. e) 1f wnstead 6. , 0—0; 7 P— R3,Bthch 8 KtxB,Q—R4 (8..,P—Q 4
asin the column, 1spreferable) 9B—Q 3,P—Q4; 10 O—O Px P 11 KtxP Ktx Kt;
12 Bx Kt, Kt—Q 2; 13 R— K1 1+ Chalupetzky—A Stemer, Budapest 1924,

(f) On'7 B—KB 4, Xtx P leads to an even position * 8 Kt—-B 7c¢ch, K—~B 1;

9 Q—B3, P—Q 4 0 0—0—0, Bx Kt; 11 PxB, R—Q K 12 Kth P (if
12 Kt—Kt5, Q—R4 18 Bx R, QxR P 14 B—Q 6 ch, K—Kt 1; 15 Kt—R3,
KtxB; 16 Kt——Ktl Kt—K4++) Pth 13 Qx xQ; !4Rchh, Ktx R;
15 Bx R, P—Q R 3. Becker—Asztalos, Bad Tuffer, 1929 If 7 Kt—QG ch, K—K 2;
8 B—K B4, P—K4; 9 Kt—B5ch, K—B 1 0 B—Q 2, P—

(g) Afte!‘ 9 PxP PxP; 10 B—Q3 B—KtS 11 P——-B B—-K8 12 0—O,
P—KR3; 13 Kt K O—O 14 Kt—KtS, Q—Kt3 ch; 15 K—R 1, QR-——Ql
Black’s pleces are better developed Kostich—Wagner, Prague 1931.

(k) John—Sdmisch, Hamburg, 1921.

12 B(t) 1f8..,,B—B1; 9PxP/, Pth 10 PxPch, K—K2; 11 QxQch, KxQ;

(1) Th:s sacrifice is practically forced, for if 9 Q—R 4, O—O; and if 9 Kt—R3,
Px P! with advantage to Black in both cases.

$k) Szabo—Dake, Warsaw, 1935.

1) Forced,forlfs , Q—R4 (or 8 ., Q—B 2); 7P><K1:! Bx Ktch; 8 Px B,

QxPch; 9 Q—Q2 ,QxR lOP—B3, Q—Kts; 11 B—Q 3, Q—Kt3; 12 Px P,
R—Ktl 130—R 6+ + andif6 ., Kt—K 5; 7Q—Kt4], Kix Kt; BQxP,R—Bl;
P—QR —R4; 10 Kt—K t3 —Q 4; 11 B—Q3, Kt—R7ch; 12 PxB,

KtxB; 13 "R'x Kt, Kt—B3 14 P—KB 4 +. Koch—Elsner, Berlin. 1932,
(m) Or 8., B—K 2; 9 Q—Kt4, P—Kt3 (9.., K—B1 1s no better);
10 B—K R 6 +.
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1 P—K4, P—QB4; 2 Kt—-KB3, P—K3; 3 P—Q4, PxP;
4 KtxP, Kt—K B 3.

(Kth By 17 18 19 20

5 — B) e eieriiiiii e B - m

(B—Kt5) +veeeveeen....Kt—B3 Kt—QB33((n))

6 B—Q 3 (a) B—Kz2..... Ktx Kt (1) KtxKt
Kt—B 3..... P—K 4 (d B—Kts KtPxKt(j) QPxXKt

7 KtxKt KKt—Kz(e) 0—O (g) B—Q3 (k) 0O—O (o)
QPXxKt! (®) P—Q4 BxKt P—Q4 P—K 4

8 P—Ks5 PxP PxB 0—0 Kt—Q2
Kt—Q 2 KtxP KtxP B—K2 Q—B2

9 Q—Kt4 Oo—0 B—B3 Q—K2 P—Q Kt
Q—R 4 Kt—Q B3 P—Q4 0—O0 B—% B 43

10 O—0 Ktx Kt Ktx Kt P—Q Ktz B—Ktz2
BxKt Qx Kt Px Kt Kt—Q 2 B—KXKts

11 PxB P—QR3 Bx Kt Kt—R 4 B—K 2
QxXKP B—R 4 PxB B—B3 B—K 3 (p)

12 B—R 3 P—QKtg4 QxQch R—Kt1 Kt—B 3
P—Q B4 B—B 2 KxQ Kt—Kt 3 B—Q3

13 QR—Kt: R—K1 R—K 1 P—K 5 Q—Q3
0—0 P—B 4 P—KB4 B—K2 0—O0

14 KR-K14(c) P—Q B4 B—Ktsch KtxKt QR—Q1
Q—Bz2=(f) K—=K1=#)PXxKt=() QR—QI1=

B I({‘I)ZI-: 6 B—K27?, KtxP; 7 0—0, Kt—KB3 4, or 7.., KtxKt; 8 Px Kt,
(b) Better than 7.., KtPx Kt; 8 P—K 5, Kt—Q4; 9 Q—Kt — R
10 0—O, Bx Kt, 11 PxB, P—QB4; 12 B—RS +.Q ° 4 P—KKt3;

Ec) Yates—Atkins, London, 1922.

d) Jaffe’s Varation. If 6 , P—Q4; 7 P—K5, Kt—K5 (not 7.., Q—B 2;
Px Kt,BxKtch; 9PxB,QxPch;10Q0—Q2,QxR;11 P—Q B3+ +);8BxKt,
xB; 9 0—0, BxKt; 10 PxB, Q—Q4; 11 Q—RS5, Kt—Q 2; 12 P—K B4,
—B4; 13 Q—R 3, Kt—Kt3; 14 B—K3 4. Perlis—]Jaffe, Carlsbad, 1911.
¢) 7 Kt—B5, 0—0; 8 Kt—K 3, Bx Ktch; 9 PxB, P—Q Kt3 =.

é Yates—Alekhine, The Hague, 1921
(g) 17 Ktx Kt, Kt Px Kt, 8 0—0,P—Q 4; 9 B—K Kt5,P—K R3; 10 Bx Kt,
QxB; 11PxP, KPxP; 12Q—K1 (threatening Ktx Q P), B—K 2 F. A. Stemner—
Walter, Gyor, 1924.

Eh) Igel—Beutum, Vienna, 1928.

1) On 6 K Kt—Kt5, Black should play either 6 , B—Kt 5, transposing into
col, 13, or 6 ., P—Q 3, but not 6 ., P—Q R3?; 7 Kt—Q6ch, BxKt; 8 QxB;

—K2; 9 B—KB4, Kt—KR4; 10 QxQch, KxQ; 11 B—K3, P—QKt4,

12 0-—0—O0 +. Kashdan—Vidmar, Prague, 1931.

(i) 6 -, QPxKt; 7 QxQch, KxQ; 8 P—KS5, Kt—Q2; 9 P—B4, B—Kt5;
10 B-——Q 2, P—Q Kt3; 11 0—0—0, B—Kt2; 12 Kt—K4, B—K2; 13 B—K3,
K—B2; 14 B—K 2 +. Opocensky—Hasenfuss, Folkestone, 1933

(k) Or 7 P—K S5, Kt—Q4; 8 Kt—K4, Q—B2 (8 ., P—KB4; 9 PxP ep,
Ktx P; 10 Kt—Q6ch, Bx Kt; 11 QxB, Q—R4ch; 12 B—0Q 2, 0—Q 4 = is also
good. Yates—Em, Lasker, New York, 1924. Or here 11.., Q—Kt3; 12 B—03,
P—B4=); 9 P—KB4, P—KB4!; 10 PxP ep., KtxP; 11 Ktx Ktch, Px Kt;
12 Q—R 5 ¢h, K—Q 1 = (Euwe).

(}) Treybal—Tarrasch, Baden-Baden, 1925.

(m) Or 5 Kt—Q2, P—Q4, 6 P—K5, KKt—Q2; 7 QKt—B3, Kt—Q B3,
8 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 9 B—Q3, Kt—B4; 10 0—0, B—K2; 11 B—K3, KtxB =.
Spielmann-—List, Berlin, 1926.

(n) Alternatives are* (1) 5, P—QR3; 8 0—0, Q—B2; 7 Q—K2, P—%«},
8 Kt—Q2, Kt—B3, 9 Ktx Kt, PxKt; 10 P—Q Kt3, B—Q3; 11 P—K RS,
0—0 = &ir G. A. Thomas—Pirc, Ujpest, 1934. (2)5. ,P—Q37?; 6 0—0, B—K 2;
7 P—Q B4, QKt—Q2; 8 Kt—QB3, P—QRS; 9 B—K3, Q—B2; 10 R—B1,
P—Q Kt3; 11 P—B3, B—Kt2; 12 Q—K1,0—0; 13 Q—B2 +. Treybal—Flobr,
Ujpest, 1934.

» (0) Or 7 Kt—Q 2, P—K 4; 8 Kt—B 4, B—QB4; 9 B—K 3, BxB; 10 KtxB

B—K 3; 11 0—0, 0-—-0 =. Spielmann—Alekhine, New York, 1927.

(#)11.., PmKR4?; 12 Kt—B4, R—Q1, 13 Q—K1, Kt—02; 14 Bx B!,
PxB; 15 P—Kt4 +. Sir G. A Thomas—Botvinmk, Hastings, 1934-35
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1 P—K4, P—QBy4; 2 Kt—K B3, P—K3; 3 P—Q4 (a)-

21 22 23 24 25
3 (PxP)P—Q4 6)
4 (KtxP) KPxP
(Kt—K B 3). P—QR3 (0) KPxP
5 (B—Q3) P—QB4!...Kt—QB3...B—Kz2 B—Kz2
(Kt—B3) XKt—KB3 P—QKt4(f)Q—Bz2 Kt—K B3
6 (Ktx Kt) Kt—QB3 B—Q3 0—0 0—O
KtPxKt P—Q3(d B—Kt2 Kt—K B3 B—Kz2
7 0—O B—K 2 0—O0 B—B3(#) PxP
P—Q 4 Kt—B3 P—Q3 B—K 2 0—0O
8 Kt—Qz2 (a) 0—O K—R1 P—QKt3z QKt—Q2
B—K2 Q—B2 Kt—K B3 O0—O BxP
9 Q—K2 P—QKt3 P—QR3 B—Kt 2 Kt—Kt 3
0—O0 B—K2 QKt—Qz2z P—Q3 B—K2
10 P—K B4 B—Kt2 P—B 4 P—Q B4 B—KKts
Kt—Q2 O—0 B—K 2 QKt—Qz2 P—KR3
1 Kt—Kt3 Kt—B 2 O—K2 Kt—B 3 B—R 4
P—Q R4 R—Q1 Q—B2 R—Kt1 Kt—B 3
12 B—XK3 Kt—K 3 B—Q2 0—Q2 P—B3
P—R5 Kt—K 4 0—0 P—QKt3z B—K3

13 Kt—Q2 Q—XK 1+ () R—B3+(g) P—Kt3+ () KKt—Q4+
Kt—B4 =(b)

(A) 8B—K 2, Kt—K B 8; 4 Kt—B 3,P—Q 4; 5PxP,KtxP; 8 P—Q 4, Ktx Kt;
7 Px Kt, B—K 2 =.

(a) Or8 PxP, BPxP; 9 Kt—B3, B—Q3; 10 P—B4, B—B4ch; 11 K—R1,
0—0; 12 Kt—R 4, B—K 2 =. Spielmann—Samisch, Vienna, 1922.

(b) Foltys—L. Steiner, Mahrisch-Ostrau, 1933.

(¢) The Paulsen Defence. On 4.., Kt—Q B 3; 5 Kt—Q B 3 is best. If, however,
5 P—Q B 4 (after 4.., Kt—Q B 3), Kt—K B3 (5. ,Q—R5; 6 Kt—Q B3, B—Kt5;
7 Kt—Kt5 QxPch; 8B—K 2,0—K4; 9 P—B 4, Q—Kt1; 10 P—Q R 8, B—K 2;
11 Kt—K 4 +. Spielmann—Tartakover, Vienna, 1928); 6 Kt—Q B3, B—Kt5;
7 P—-B3, P—Q4; 8 BPxP, KPxP; 9 B—K Kt5, Q—R 4; 10 Ktx Kt, Px Kt;
11 Bx Kt, Px B+. Teller—Tartakover, Hastings, 1927.

(d) On6_ ,B—Kt5; 7 B—Q 3 retains the advantage. 6..,Q—Bz%Z, 7P—QRS3S,
B—K2; 8 B—K2, 0—0; 9 0—0, P—Q3; 10 B—K 3, QKt—Q2; 11 R—B1,
P—Q Kt 3; 12 P—Q Kt 4, B—Kt 2; 13 P—B 3, QR—B1; 14 Q—K 1, Q—Kt 1;
15 Q—B 2+ 1s Spielmann—Tartakover, Marienbad, 1925.

(¢) Alekhine—Erdelyi, Prague, 1931.

(f) Here and in the next column Black should transpose into the Scheveningen,
Variation by P—Q 3 and Kt—QB
(g) Bogoljuboffi—Rubinstein, London, 1922,

(k) Or 7 Kt—B 3, B—Kt5; 8 B—B3, Bx Kt; 9 PxB, QxBP; 10 R—Ktl,
2; 11 B—R3, Kt—B3; 12 R—K1, Kt—K4; 18 R—Kt3+. Ldwy—
H. Wolf, 1902.
(i) Moller—Tartakover, Copenhagen, 1923.
() Marshall’s Variation. The column is Réti—Kostich, Teplitz-Schénau, 1922.

{o]
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DRAGON VARIATION

1 P—K4, P—QB4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 P—Qg4, PXP;
4 KtXP, Kt—K B3; 5 Kt—Q B3, P—Q3; 6 B—K2, P—KKt3;
7 B—K3, B—Ktz; 8 0—0O, O—O.

26 27 28 29 30
9Kt—}(t3.....‘........ .......................... P—KR3
B—Ki3....oiiiieeiii it . .P—QR4....P—QR3 P—Q4! (k)
10 P—By4 (a) P—Q R4 P—B4(r) PXP
Kt—QR 4 (b) B—K3 B—Q2 KtxP ()
11 P—Bs5!l.....KtxKt Kt—Q 4 B—B3 Q KtxKt
B—Bs5! QOx Kt P—Q 4! R—B1 QXKt
12 B—Q3!() B—B3 PxP Kt—Q5() B—B3
Ktx Kt B—Bs5() BxP Ktx Kt Q—Bs
13 RPXxKt R—K1 KtxB PxKt Ktx Kt
BxB KR—Qr1 KEKtxKt KXKt—Rg4 PxKt
14 PXxB 0—Q2 Ktx Kt Ktx Kt P—B3
P—Q 4 Q—B2 Px Kt QxKt B-K3=(m)
15 B—Q 4 QR—B1 B—Q 4 P—B3
P><KP P—K 4! P—K 4 KR—K1

16 QPXP+ (4) PxP(f) B—Bs5 Q—Q2
PxP = R—K 1=(g) P-QKtg =(4)

(a) 110 P—B 3, P—Q 4 ! equalisesatonce: 11 Px P, Ktx P; 12 Ktx Kt,,Q x Kt;
18 QxQ, BxQ, with an even ending. Schonmann—Rellstab Hamburg, 1932,

(b) Best. Ifinstead 10 ,Q—B1; 11 P—K R 3, Kt—K 1; 12Q—Q2, P—B 4;
18 PxP, PxP; 14 QR—K1, K—R1; 15 Kt—Q 4, B—Kt l; 16 P—K Ktd!4.
Réti—Tartakover, New York, 1924. Or 10 P—QR3; 11 B—B3, Q—B2;

12 Kt—Q 5, Bx Kt; 13Px B, Kt—Kt1; 14R——-K1 R—K1; —Q 2, —
16 R—K2 :ﬁ: Szabo-—Gygh, Warsaw, 1935, 150—0 Q Kt—Q 2

(c) 12 Ktx Kt, BxB; 13 KtxP, BxQ; 14 KtxQ, BxP 15 Kt—-Be‘
KR—K1=. Lasker—Rumm, Moscow, 1936. If 12 P—KS5? BxB 13 Qx B
PxKP; 14 QR—Q1, Q—B2; 15 Kt—Kt5, Q—B5+.

(d) W}ute mamtams a sllght advantage after both 16. , Q—B 2 P—K 5,
18 Px Kt, Bx P (Spielmann—Petrov, R:ga, 1934) ; 19 ﬁ...Rq,l
t4 20 Ktx P, Q—Q ; 21 Q—K 2, P—Q R3; 22 Bx B, Px Kt; 23BxP
Px i 24Bx KR (analysxs by Spielmann), and 16 ., P—Q R 3; 17 P—K 5, Kt—K1;
lSP—Q Kt4, Kt—B 2; 19P—B 6,Px P; 20Px P,B—R 3; 21 B—Kt6. Spielmann—
Landau, 5th ‘match game, 1938.
(e) Or (1) 12 KR—Q1; 18 Kt—Q 5, Ktx Kt; 14 Px Kt, B—B 4; 15 P—B 3,
—B1=. L. Stemer—Becker, Vienna, 1935. (2) 12 . R—B 1; 18 Kt—Qs
B x Kt 14 Px B, Kt—Q 2; 15 P—B 3, Kt—Kt3; 16 B—B 2,R—B 2 =. L.Stemer—
Wmter, Lodz, 1935
(f) 16 P—Q Kt3?, P—Q4!!+. Rauser—Botvinnik, Leningrad, 1933.

(g) Spielmann—Alekhine, Margate, 1938.

}2 10 P—Q R4, B—K3; 11 P—B4, R—B1; 12 B—B3, Kt—0Q 2; 13 K—R 11,
Kt—Kt38; 14 P—B 5, B—B 5 15 R—B 2, Kt—K 4 F. Sir G. A Thomas—Petrov,
Prague, 1931

(1) 12 P—K Kt 4 is more aggressive.

(/) Sir G. A. Thomas—Alekhine, Nottingham, 1936.

(k) This is simplest, but 9 , B—Q 2 1s also playable, e. g. 10 Q—Q 2, R—B1;
11 QR—Q1, P—QR3; 12 KR—K1, P—Q Kt4; 13 KtxKt, Bx Kt; 14 P—B 3

—B2; 15 BB 1, X R—Q 1 and Black’s posmon is satxsfactory Lasker——Ragosm
Moscow, 1936.

() Or 10.., Kt—QKt5; 11 P—Q86, QxP; 12 Q Kt—Kt5 (weaker
12 K Kt—KtS5, Q—Ktl 13 B—B B—K3; 14 B—-'.BS Kt—B3; 15 Q—K 2,
Kt—Q 2 . Treybal—Petrov,Folkestone, 1933), Q—Kt 1;18 P—Q B 4 =. Weenink—
Réti, match, 1928.

(m) Tarrasch— Lipke, Vienna, 1898.
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DRAGON VARIATION
I P—K4, P—QB4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 P—Q4, PXP;
4 KtxP, Kt—B3; 5 Kt—Q B3, P—Q3; 6 B—Kz2, P—KKt3;
7 B—K 3, B—Kt 2.

31 32 33 34 35

8 (O—O)..................Kt—Kt3....Q—Qz......P—B3 (?)
(0—0) (a) B—K3 O0—O (m) 0—0

9 P—B4......0—Q2(d) P—Bg4 Kt—Kt3 (») Q——Qz
Q—Kt3! B—Qz2() O—O B—K3 —Q 4

10 Q—Q 3! QR—Q1 (f) P—Kt4 B—KR6 Ktht
Kt-KKt5!(0) P—QR3 P—Qg4!(3) BXxB Px Kt

11 Kt—Q 5 P—B3(g) P—Bs5(5) QxB P—K5
BxKt! R—B1 B—Br1! Q—Kt3! Kt—Q 2

12 KtxQ K—R1 PxXQP 0—Q2 P—B4

BxBch Kt—QRg4 Kt—Kts KR—Q: P—K3
13 K—R 1 B—R 6 P—Q6! (k) P—KR3 0—O

BXxKt Kt—B 5 QxP! P—Q 4 QO—R 4

14 BXKt Bx Kt B—Bs PXxP P—QR 3
BxB RXB Q—Bs5s! BxQP Q—B2

15 P—Bs5 BxB R—KB1 Q—Ktsjs P—Q Kt4

BKRj=() KxB= (i) QxRP= () KiQsF () P—B3 =0

(a) 1£8. ,P—Q47; 9Px P, KtxP; 10Q K
12 Ktx Kt, P'x Kt, 13 P—Q Kt3, Q—B6; 14 Q—Q
16 Bx P ch+. Or 8. ., Kt—K Kt5??; 9 Bx Kt, Bx

(b) Weaker 1s 10 , Q—B 2; 11 P—Q R 3, B—Q 2; 12 Kt (B 3)—Kt5 5, Q—B1;
13 P—B 4, B—Kt5; 14 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 15 Kt—B 3 +. Treybal—Flohr, ’\lumhen-
gratz, 1933, And if 1 5 QxP?, 11 KtxKt, PxKt; 12 QR—Ktl, Q—R 6;
13 Kt—Q5!+.

() Ahues——Rmhter, Berlin, 1930.

(d) 9 K—R1?, P—Q4!; 10 PxP, KtxP; 11 Q Ktx Kt, Qx Kt; 12 B—B 3,
Q—B5; 13 P—B 3? Ktx Kt; 14 Px K B—K3 F. Vajda—Kmoch, ngue, 1931.
Or9 P—B3?, P——Q4l 10 Px P, KtxP; 11 Q Ktx Kt, Qx Kt; 12 Ktx Kt, Q x Kt;
13 P—B 3, B—K 3 =. Barth—Flohr, Zwickau, 1930.

(e) 9 , P—Q 4 is also playable. Compare col. 30, note (k).

(f) Or10 Ktx Kt,Px Kt; 11B—KR6,BxB; 12Qx B, R—Ktl 13P—Q Kt 3,
Q—R4; 14 Q—K 3, P—R 4 =. Asztalos—-Tartakover, Bled, 193

g) 11 P—K R 3 transposes into col. 30 note (&)

h) szzovxtch—Tartakover, Bled, 1931

(3) If10 , Kt—Q R 4; 11 P—Kts Kt—K 1; 12 %——-%2 R—B1; 13 B—Q 4,
Kt—B5, 14 Bx Kt, Rx B 15 O—O—O Q—Q 2 3+. Kan—Botvmmk,
Moscow, 1936

(7) 11P—K5,P—Q5!; 12Ktx P, Ktx Kt; 13 Bx Kt, Ktx P! =, Lovenfisch—
Botvinnik, Moscow 1936.

(k) Best. 1If 13 PxP, RPxP!; 14 B—B3, KtxKtP!; 15 BxKt, BxB;
16 Qx B, Bx Ktch; 17 PxB I\txPch 18 Ix—I\Z KtxR; 19 Rx Kt, Qx P+ ;
axgld f13B—B3, PxP, 14 P—Kt 5, Kt—Kt5! F. Bondarevsky-—Alatorzeﬁ, Tatlhis,

37.
(I) 16 BxKt, Ktx KtP!; 17 Bx Kt, Q—Kt6ch; 18 R—B2, Q—Kt8ch;
19 R—B 1, drawn. Alekhme—-Botvmmk Nottmgham 1936.
(m)8 ,Kt—K Kt51sweak: 9B x ht BxB; 10 Kt—Q 5 (or 10 P—B 3,B—Q 2;
11 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 12 B—Q4, P—B3; 13 P—K R 4, P—K R 4; 14 P—K K41,
PxP, 15 Q—Kt 2, with a strong attack. Van den Bosch—Sir G. A. Thomas, Prague
1931), 0—0; 11 P—QB4, B—Q 2; 120—0, P—B4; 13 PxP,BxP; 14 Ktx B,
Rx Kt; 15 QR—Q1 4. Bogatyrchuk—Botvmmk Lemngrad, 19 3.
(n) 9 R—Q 1, P—Q 4!; 10 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 110—0 QO—B2; 12PxP, PxP;
13 Kt—KtS5, Q—Ktz F. T.H. Tylor—Fnltv< Margate, 1938.
5 ) Horothz-—Reshevsky, New York, 1938.
p) 8 P—KR 3, 0—0; 9 Q—0Q2, B—Q2 10 P—K Kt 4, Ktx Kt!; 11 Bx Kt,
—-B 3 =, for if 12 P—Kts? Ktx P; 13 Ktht, BxKt; 14 BxB, BxR!+.
Straat—Colle, Scheveningen, 1923.
(¢) L. Steiner—Herzog, Mahrisch-Ostrau, 1933.
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L, QxQ; 15 PxQ, BxR.
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1 P—K4, P—QB4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 P—Q4, PXP;
4 KtxP, Kt—B3; 5 Kt—Q B3, P—Q3. R4

36 37 38 39 40
6 (B—K 2)....B—KKt5(0)........ vess . P—B3......B—Q By (h)
(P—K Kt3) P—K3...... 0--R4 P—KKt3 P—K3!()
7 0—0 Q—Qz2(¢) BxKt B—K3 0—0
B—Ktz2 B—Kz2 KtPxB B—Kt2 B—Kz2
8 Kt—Kt3 O0—0—0 B—Kts; Q—Qz2 B—K 3
0—O0 P—QR3(d) B—Qz2 0—O 0—O0
9 P—B 4 Bx Kt 0—0 0—0—0 P—B 3
P—QKt4(a) PxB 0—0—0 Ktx Kt! P—QR3
10 B—B3 P—B g4 Kt—Kt3 BxKt P—Q R4
Q—Kt3zch B—0Q2 Q—K1 3 B—K3 B—Q2
11 K—R1 P—B 5 P—QR 4 K—Kt1 Q0—K2
P—Kts5 Ktx Kt P—Qui4 R—B1 Q—B2
12 Kt—Q 5 Qx Kt Kt—Q 5 P—K R4 KtxKt
Ktx Kt O—R4() Q—Rz2 Kt—R 4 Bx Kt
13 PXKt B—K2 Q—Q2 BxB KR—Q1
Kt—R 4 0—0—0 R—Kt1 KxB QR—B1
14 R—K1 B—R 5 K—R1 Kt—Q 5 B—Kt3
Ktx Kt B—Kr P—B4 Bx Kt P—Q 4!
15 RPxKt P-KKt4!+ P—B3+(f) PxB PxP
Q—B2 = Kt-Kt6=(g) Kt X P F ()

(@) Sauser’s suggestion. If now 10 Ktx P, KtxP; and if 10 BxP, KtxP;
11 Bx Kt, Q—Kt 3 ch and Black stands well in both cases. Some alternatives to the
text are. (1) 9. , B—K3, 10 P—B5,BxKt, 11 RPxB, Q—Kt3ch; 12 K—R1,
Kt—K 4, 13P—K Kt4,Q—B3; 14R—R4!,PxP; 15 Kt—Q 5! +. Romanovsky—
Rabinovitch, Moscow, 1935. (2) 9 , B—Q 2, 10 P—Kt4! (or 10 B—B3, R—B1;
11 K—R1,P—QR3; 12P—Q R4, Kt—QR47?; 1I3P—K 5!, Kt—K 1; 14 Ktx Kt+.
Alekhine—Desler, Hamburg, 1930), Q—B1; 11 P—Kt5, Kt—K1; 12 Kt—Q5,
P—B4; 13 P—KS5', PxP, 14 Kt—BS5, P—K3; 15 Kt—Kt6+. Keres—Grau,
Warsaw, 1935 (3) 9 , P~QR3; 10 B—B3, Q—B2; 11 R—K1, P—K3!;
12 B—K 3, P—Q Kt4; 13 Q—0Q 2, B—Kt2, 14 P—Q R4, P—Kt5; 15 Kt—K2,
Kt—Q R 41; 16 Qx Kt P, Kt—B'5 with chances for both sides. Tartakover—Najdorf,
8rd match game, 1935.

b) The Richter Attack.

) Better than 7 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 8 P—K5, PxP (or 8.., Q—R4; 9 BxKt,
PxB; 10 PxQP, Q—K4ch, 11 Q—K2, BxP; 12 0—0—0, R—Q Ktl=; i
here 9 B—Kt5, PxB; 10 Px Kt, P—Kt5; 11 Q—B3, 0—K4ch!+); 9 Q—B3S,
B—Q 2; 10 0—0—0, B—K2; 11 Bx Kt, PxB, 12Q—Kt3 = Analysis by Euwe.
7 Kt—Kt3, B—K2; 8Q—Q2 0—O (better was P—KR3); 9 0—0—0, Kit—
QR4; 10 K—Kt1, KtxKt, 11 RPx Kt, Kt—K1; 12BxB, Qx B; 13 Kt—Kt5+
15 Alekhine=—P. Frydman, Podebrady, 1936.

(@) 1f 8.., 0O—0, both 9 K Kt—Kt5, P—KR3; 10 B—K B4, P—K4;
11 B—K 3 + and 9 B—B 4, P—Q 4; 10 P—K 5, Kt—K 1; 11 Kt—B 3 + are strong.
Bad, however,1s9 Bx Kt ?,BxB!; 10 Ktx Kt,Px Kt, 11QxP,9—R 4; 12B—B 4,
B—R3; 13 Bx B, Bx Kt F. Keres—Henicke, Bad Nauheim, 1936.

(e) Goglidse—Pirc, Moscow, 1935, The continuation 1o the column is suggested
by the Tournament Book.

f) Alekhine—Frentz, Paris, 1933.

Rauser—Chekhover, Leningrad, 1936.

i Some other continuations seldom encountered are : 8) 86 P—KR3, P-KKt3;
7B—K 3, B—Kt2; 8 P—K Kt4,0—0 ;9 P—Kt5, Kt—Q 2; 10 P—K R4,Q0—R 4;
11 P—B 4, Ktx Kt; 12 BxKt, P—K4; 13 Px P, KtxP; 14 B—K2, Q—Kt5;
15 P—Q R 3, Qx B! F. Réti—Sdmisch, Kael, 1921. (2) 6 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 7 B—03,
P—Kt3; 8 0—0, B—Kt2; 9 Q—K2, 0—0; 10 P—KR3, P—K4; 11 B—K3,
P—Q4!; 12 B--B5, R—K1; 13 P—K Kt4?, P—Q5+. Henneberger—Flohr,
Liebwerda, 1934. (3) 6 B—Q Kt 5, B—Q2; 70—0,P—K Kt3; 8 B—K 3, B—Kt2,
9 Q—K 2, KtxP??, 10 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt; 11 Bx Kt, KBxB, 12 KtxPch,
K—B1;13Q—B4, PxKt; 14 Qx B, K—Kt1;15 B—B 4 +. G. Abrahams—Wnter,
Ramsgate, 1929. X

(1) Simplest and best. 1f instead 6. , P—K Kt3; 7 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 8 P—KS§,
Kt—Kt5; 9 B—B 4! (after 9 P—K6, P—KB4; 10 0—O, B—Kt2 Black has
adequate counter-play. Schlechter—Lasker, 7th match game, 1910), Q—Kt3;
10 O—B 3, B—B4; 11 PxP, PxP; 12 0—0, 0—0—0; 13 KR—K1, P—Q 4:
14 P—K R3+. Rodl—Engels, 2nd match game, 1930

(7) Spielmann—Euwe. Scheveningen, 1923
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1 P—K4, P—QB4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 P—Q4, PXP;

4 KtxP
4 42 43 44 45
4 (Kt—B3)...P—KKt3..... cersesess.Q—B2
5 (Kt—Q B3) P—QBg4! (¢ Kt—Kt5!...Kt—Q B 3
P—QR 3 (a) B—Kt2 Q—Ktr P—K3
6 Ktx Kt B—K3..... Kt—Bz2(f) P—Q B4 B—K 2

QPXxKt Kt—B3 Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3 Kt—B 3
7 % X % ch Kt—Q B3 Kt—B3 Kt(Kt5)-B3 O—O (J)
X

P—Q3(d P—Q3 P—K3 [(0)) P—QR3
8 B—KB4 B—K-z2 B—K 2 B—K 3 P—QR3
K—K1 0—0 Kt—Q 2 B—K 2 P—Q Kt 4
9 P—B3 0—0 Q0—Q2(g) B—Kz2 B—K 3
B—K3 B—Q2 Kt—B 4 (4) 0—O B—Kt 2
10 P-QR4 P—KR3 P—QKtg O—O P—B 4
P—QRy4 R—B1 Kt—K 3 R—Q1 B—B 4
11 Kt—K2 Q—Q 2 B—Kt2 P—QR3! Q—Q3
B—Bs5 P—QR3 0—O P—Q Kt3 Q—Kt3
12 0—0—0 QR—B1 0—O0 P—Q Kty QR—Q1I
P—K 3 Ktx Kt Kt(B3)—Qs5 B—Kt2 P—Q 4
13 Kt—Q 4 Bx Kt Ktx Kt P—B 4 PxP
BxB B—B3 Ktx Kt P—Q3 Ktx Kt
14 KRXB# (b)) Q—K3 £ (¢) B—Q1 + (i) R—R 2+ (k) BxKt
O—0—O0!=
(m)

(a) Two other unusual replies are : (1) 5 .,Q—R4; 6 Kt—Kt3,0—B2; 7B—K2,
P—K3, 80—0,P—QR3; 9 P—QR3, B—K2; 10 P—B4, 0—0; 11 B—B3 +.
Ma.réczy-—-A Stemet, Budapest, 1932, (2) 5 ,P—K4!?, 6 KtxKt? (6 KKt—KtS5,
P-—Qa 7 B—Kt5+), KtPxKt; 7 B—K Kt5° R—Q Kt1; 8 BxKt??, Qx B

9 BZB’ 4, Rx P+ 4. MeIlgren—Alekhme, Orebro, 1935,

(5) Botvinnik—Flohr, Moscow, 1935.

(¢) The Maréczy Variation.

(@) 7.., Kt—KKt5; 8 QxKt, Ktx Kt; 9 Q—Q1, Kt—B3; 10 Q—Q 2 +.

(¢) Kashdan—Apscheneek, Folkestone, 1933.

(f) 6 Kt—Kt 3 15 also quite strong, e.g. 6 Kt—Kt 3, Kt—B 3; 7 Kt—B 3, P—Q 3;
8 B—K 2, 0—-0, 9 B—K 3, B—K 3; 1) P—B3, Kt—Q2; 11 Q—Q 2, K Kt—K 4;
lg Kt—Q 5 P—B 4 13 Px P BxP; 14 O0—O0x. Tartakover— Rossel 111, Baden-Baden,
1925,

(g) After 9 0—0, 0—0; 10 B—K 3, Kt—B 4; 11 Kt—Q 4, B—Q 2; 12 Q—Q 2,
R—B1; 13QR—Q1, R—K 1 14 K—Rl Q—R4 Black has excallent counter-chances
Nimzovitch—Capablanca, Carlsbad, 1929.

(k) Or , 0—0; 10 0—O, Kt—B4; 11 P—B3, Q—R47?; 12 P—Q Kt 4!,
Ktx KtP; 13 Kt—Q 5! Bx R; 14 Ktx B+. Euwe—Lan au, 5th match game, 1934

(i) Flohr—Engels, Sliac, 1932.

(f) Better than 7 Kt (Kt 1)—B 3, P—%R 3; 8 I\t-—R 3(8 Kt—Q 4'»‘ KtxPl4),
—K 3; t—B —B 2; 3; 11 B—Q3, P—Q Kt3; 12 0—0
B—Kt2; 13 B—Q 2 B—K 2 and Black has counterplay Rumm—-Flohr, Mosc0w
1936. Or here 7.. P——K3 8§ B—K 3, P—QR 9 Kt—Q 4, B—Kt§; 10 B—Q 3,
Kt—K 4; 11 O—-O? K Kt—Kt5!+. Alexander—-Flohr, Nottxngham, '1935.

(k) Kan—Flohr, Moscow, 19386.

() Or 7 B—K3,P—QR3; 80—0, P—QKt4; 9 P—BS, B— 0 Q— Q
Q—Kt3; %R—er 0=0; 12 K—R1, B—Kt 2; 13 B—Ktl P—Q 4 14 Px P
PxP=. er homas—Mxkenas, Ha%tmgs 1937-38.

(m) Kan—Flohr, Moscow, 1935.
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1 P—K4, P—QBy4; 2 Kt—K B 3.
46 47 48 49 50

2 (Kt—-QB3)..............P—Q3
3 (P—Q4).....B—Kt 5 (¢ P—Q 4
(PxP) Q—B2(d) PxP
4 (KtxP) Bx Kt Ktx P
P—Q 4 QPxB Kt—K B3
5 B—QKt5(a) P—Q3 Kt—QB3...P—K B3
PxP| Kt—B 3 P—K Kt3 Kt—B3.....P—K4l
6 Ktx Kt Q—K 2 B—Kts5() P—QB4 Kt—Kt 5
?{ x% ch P—_K Ktz B—Kt2 P—KKt3()) P—QR3
7 X

0—0 0—Q 2 Kt—Q B3 Kt(Kts)-B3

P—QR3 B—Kt2 Kt—B 3 B—Kt2 B—K 3)

8 gt—g‘; disch R—K 1 O0—0—0 (f) B—K 3 Kt—Q 5 (m)
X

0—O0 0—O0 (g) Kt—Q 2 (k) KtxKt
9 KtxP Kt—B 3 Kt—Kt3 () Q—Q 2 Px Kt
B—Ktsch R—Qr B—K3 Ktx Kt B—B 4
10 K—K1 P—KR3 K—Ktr Bx Kt B—Q3
R—Q1 Kt—Q 2 R—B1 BxB B—Kt3
11 QKt—B3 P—K3j P—B3 QOxB 0—O0
P—K 4 Kt—B 1 R—K1 0—0 B—K2
12 P-KR3 B—B4 P—Ktg4 Kt—Q 5 P—Q B4
B—R4=(0)Kt—K3= Kt—Kg4 (&) Kt—Kt 3l= Kt—Q2 =
) {n)

a) After 5 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 6 Px P, QxP; 7Kt—Q2, Kt—KB3; 8 B—K2,
P—K 4 White'’s advantage is negligible.
bg Von Holzhausen—Nimzovitch, Dresden, 1936.
c) Some other unusual continuations are: (]l; 3 B—K2, Kt—B3; 4 Kt—B3,
X X3

P—Q4; 5 P—KS35, Kt—Q2; 6 Ktx P, K Kt 7 Ktx Kt, Ktx Kt; 8 P—Q4,
Qx Kt;9Px Kt,g X %ch =, Romanovsky—Botvinnik, Leningrad, 1934. (2)3 P—B 4,
P—K 4; 4 Kt—B3, P—Q3; 5 P—Q3, P—B4; 6 P—~K Kt 3, B—K 2; 7 B—Kt2,

PxP; 8 PxP, B—Kt5; 9 P-KRS3, B—R4; 10 0—O, Kt—B3; 11 P—K Kt4.
B—B2; 12 P—Kt8, P—KR4; 13 P—Kt5, Kt—R2. Alekhine and Turover—
Tartakover and Cukierman, Paris, 1931. (3)8 Kt—B 3, P—K 4!; 4B—Q B 4, P—Q3;
5 P—Q8, B—K2; 6 Kt—05 Kt—B3; 7 P—B3, KtxKt; 8 BxKf, 0—0:
9 0—O, K—R1 £. Yates—Tartakover, Hastings, 1928.

(@) Or 8.., P—K Kt3; 4 P—B3, B—Kt2; 5 0—0, Q—Kt3; 6 Kt—R3,
Kt—B3; 7 P—KS5, Kt—Q4; 8 B—B4, Kt—B2; 9 R—K 1, 0—0; 10 B—Kt3,
Kt—R4; 11 P—Q4,PxP; 12 Ktx P, KtxB; 13 Px Kt, P—Q4; 14 Q Kt—B2,
P—B 3. Nimzovitch—Stoltz, 5th match game, 1934, The column is Henneberger—
Flobr, Ziirich, 1984,

(¢) 6 B—K 2, Kt—B 3 transposes into the Dragon Variation. The order of moves
in the text is often adopted to avoid the Richter Attack.

f) Safer is8 Kt—Kt3,0-~0; 9 B—K 2,B-—Q 2; 100—0,R—K 1; 11 QR—Q1,
R— ; 12 K—R1, P—QR3; 18 P—B4, B—K 3 =. Rabmowvitch—Kan, Tufls,
1987. Orhere9B—R6,P—Q R 4; 10BxB,Kx B; 11 P—QR 4,B—K3; 12Kt—Q4
Ktx Kt =. Keres-—Reshevslﬁr, Hastings, 1937-38.

(g) 8 KrxP; 9 Q KtxKt, Ktx Kt; 10 Kt—B 6 ch, Px Kt; 11 Qx Kt, 0—0;
12 B—KB4 +. kauser—Ragosin, Leningrad, 1936.

lgh) After 9 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 10 P—K5, Kt—K1; 11 PxP, KtxP; 12 Bx P,
QxB; 18 Qx Kt, Q—Kt4ch; 14 Q—Q2, Q—Q R 4; 15 B—B 4, R—Kt | Black has
a strong attack. Rauser—Kan, Leningrad, 1936.

(1) 18 B—K 2, KKt—~Q2; 14 B—KR6, B—R1; 15 P—K R 4, Kt—Kt 3 with
a complicated position and chances for both sides. Panoff—Kan, Tiflis, 1937,

7) 6.., P— ?; 7 Kt—B3, B—K2; 8 Kt—B 2, 0—0; 9 B—K 2, Q—B3;
100—0,R~Q1; 11B—B 4!, Kt—K 4; 12 Kt—Kt5+. Euwe—Winter, Amsterdam,
7

(k) Or 8.., 0—0; 9 Q—0Q2, 0—R4!?; 10 Kt—Kt3, Q—Kt5; 11 Q—B2,
Kt—0 2: 12B—Q 2, Kt—B 4; 13 Ktx Kt, Q x Kt with chances for both sides. Keres—
Capablanca, Semmering-Baden, 1937.

() Keres—Landau, Noordwijk, 1938.

(m)Or8B—~Kt5 B—K2; 9BxKt,BxB; 10 Kt—Q 5,B—Kt4 = Snielmann—
Landau, 1st match game, 1988.

(») Fine— Eliskases, Semmering-Baden, 1937.
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1 P—K 4, P—QBg4.

51 52 53 54 55

2 (Kt—K B3)....... eerereer e, ceiiseees  JKt—Q B3
Kt—K B3 (a) Kt—Q B3

3 P—K 5eiieuistenesracsannsesnsases . Kt—B3 P—KKt3
Kt—Q 4 P—Q4() P—KKt3

4 Kt—B3..ooiiiiainnn. P—B4 (k) PXP(R) B—Kt 2
P—K3...... Kt x Kt Kt—B 2 KtxP B—Kt 2

5 KtxKt QPXKt P—Q 4 B—Kt5ch(?) K Kt—K 2
Px XKt P—0Q 4 PxP B—Q 2 P—K3

6 P—Q 4 PxPep (&) Q%P Kt—Ks5! P—Q3 (»)
P—Q3 Qx Kt—B3 BxB K Kt—K 2

7 B—Kts! QXQ Q—K4 Q—B3 B—K3
Q—R4ch(d) PxQ P—Q 4 P—B3 Kt—Q 5

8 P—B3 P—B 4 PXPep. KtxB Q—Qz2
PxQP B—B4 QxP PxKt (m) KEKt—B3

9 B—Q3! B—Q3 Kt—B 3 QOxXKt Kt—Q 1
PxBP () BxB Q—Kt3 QxXQ Ktx Kt

10 0—O0 PxB QxQ Kt—B7ch QxKt
Kt—B3(d) Kt—B3 RPXQ K—Q 2 Q—R 4 ch

11 R—K1 B—B4 B—B 4 KtxQ Q0—Qz2

B—K 3 0—0—0 XKt—K3 Kt—B3 OxQch
12 KtPxP(e) 0—O0—O0 B—Kt3 P—Q34+ KxQ

PxP(f) B—Kz2= B—Q2=/) P—Q3 = (0)

(a) Nimzovitch’s Varation, resembling Alekhine’s Defence.

(b) A sumpler reply 1s 7. —Kt3; 8 PxBP, PxBP; 9 OxP, B—KS3;
10 B—Kt 5 ch, Kt——B 3; 11 B'x t ch, PxB 12 Q—Q 2, P—K RST=. Folttys—

Seitz, Lodz, 1938,

() If9 PxKP 10 Ktx K P, Q—B 2 (10.., Kt—B 3; 11 0—0!); 11 0—0,
B—Q3; 12 Px P, 0—0; 13 Q——RS 1 (13 R—B 1, Kt—B3; '14B—B6 (Ehskases-—
P Frydmann, Lodz, 1938), Px B; 15Q—R35, P—B 4 and White must take a draw by
perpetnal check), P—B 4 Q R—B1, I\t—-BS 15 K R—K 1 with a powerful
attack. Analysis by Ehskases If here 13 , P—!\ Kt3; 14 Q—R4!, Bx Kt;
15 PxB, QxP; 16 QR—K 1, Q—B2; 17 B—B6

(d) 10 , PxKtP?, 11 R—Ktl, PxP; 12 I\txP B—Q3; 13 KtxPl,
Kx Kt; 14 Q—R5ch, with a winning posmon Keres—Wmter, Warsaw, 1935.

(e) lZKPxP BxP 13 B—B 57, O—0+

(f) 18Ktx P, Ktx Kt; 14 Rx Kt, B—Q 3; 15 R—XK 3,0—0 and Black’s defensive
resources are adequate

(g) For 6 B~K B 4 Kt—B 3 = see Alekhine’s Defence, col 17, note (c).

(k) 4 P—Q4, v ; 5§ Qx P (simpler 5 Ktx P, P—K3; 6 B—Q B4, Kt—KtS$;
7B—Kt3,Kt—BS 8Kt—-—KB3 P—Q4; SPxPep,Bx P, 10 [\t—-BS O— O-),
P—K3!;,' 6 P—B4, Kt—Q B3, 7 0—012, KKt—K2!; 8 B—Q2, Kt—K13;
9 Q—K 2, Q—B2, 10 B—B 3, P—Kt8; 11 P—K R4, P—Q3; 12PxP, BxPF.
Euwe—Rubmstem, The Hague, 1921.

1} J. J. O’'Hanlon—Kostich, Hastings, 1921.
7) 3. , P—Q3; 4 P—Q 4 transposes into more regular variations.
k) 4 P—K5 transposes into Alekhine's Defence, col.

I) Better than either 5 Kt—K 5, Ktx Kt; 6 Kt Px Kt Q—B 2; 7 B—Kt5ch,
Kt—Q 2, 8 Q—K2, P—K 3; 90—0 B—Q3; 1I0R—K1, 0—0 11 P—Q4, Px P;
12 Px P, Ktx Kt = (Tarrasch—-'l'artakover, Berlm, 1928), or § P——Q 4, Ktx Kt;
6 PxKt, P—K3; —Q3, Kt—Q2; 8 0—0, B—K2; 9 Q—K?2, Kt—B3,
}(9)2]?;—Kt5 ch, B——Q2 11 Kt—KS5, 0—0 = (Kashdan—A Steiner, The Hague,

gm) If 8.., Kt—R3; 9 Q—R5ch, P—KKt3; 10 KtxP+

n) Or 6 0—0, K Kt—K 2; 7 P—Q 3, 0—O0, '8 B—K 3 Kt—Qs 9 Q—Q 2,
KKt—B3 (9 ,P—Q4?; 10 PxP, PxP; 11 Kt—B4:I:). 10 Kt—-Ql Q—R4;
11 P—Q B3, Ktx Ktch; 12 Qx Kt, P—Q 3 =. Rumin—Kyriloff, Moscow, 1931.

(0) Stoltz—Nimzovitch, Berlin, 1928.
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1 P—K 4, P—Q B4.

56 57 58 59 60
Kt—QB3)..P—QKt4(d). Kt—K B3. .P—K Kt 3... P—K B4 (n)

»

(
(Kt—Q B3) PxP P—Q3 P—Q4 Kt-QB3 (0
3 (P—KKt3) P—QR3 P—QKt4 B—Ktz(k) P—g 3 30
(P—K Kt3) P—Q4! () PxP PXxP P—K Kt 3
4 (B—Ktz)  P—Ks5(f) P—Q4 Kt—QB3() P—B4
(B—Kt 2) Kt—QB3 Kt—KB3 P—Bg4 B—Kt2
5 KKt—Kz(a) P—Q 4 B—Q3 P—B3 Kt—Q B3
P—Q3 Q—B 2 P—Q 4 PxP P—Q3
6 P—Q3 Kt—KB3 QKt—Q2 KtxP B—K 2
B—Qz2 () B—Ktjs PxP (h) Kt—Q B3 Kt—B3
7 P—KR3 PXP KtxP 0—0 Kt—B 3
Q—B1 KtxKtP QKt—Q2 P—K4 B—Kts
8 B—K3 P—B3 Kt(K4)-Kts P—Q 3 B—K 3
R—Kt 1 Kt—Q B3 Q—B2 B—K2 0—O0
9 Q—Q2 Kt—R 3 P—QB4! Q—K2 0—0
P—QKtq4 P—QR3 P—KR3(1) Kt—B3 (m) Kt—Q2
1o P—B 4 B—K 2 Kt—R 3 K—R1 K Kt—Kts
P—Kts P—K3 P—KKtq4 Kt—Qs5F BXxB
11 Kt—Qr 0—0 Kt(R3)-KtI QOxB
P—K 4 R—Q1 B—Kt 2 Kt—Qs
12 P—B3 [() Q—R4 Kt—K 2 BxKt
KKt—Kz2 = Kt-Kz2+4(g) P—K 4 (3) BxBch=

(@) 5 —Q3,P—K3; 6 B—K3,Kt—Q5; 70— 2,Q—R 4; 8P—B 4, Kt—K
9 Kt—B 3, xKioB 3 .10 0—0, 0—0; 11 P—K 5,QP—Q e S G A Thomass
A. Stemer, Ujpest, 1934.

() Or 6, Kt—KB3; 7 O—0, 0—0; 8 P—KR3, Kt—K1; 9 B—K3;
Kt—Q5; 10 P—B4,P—B4; 11 K—R2, R—Kt1; 12 P—Q R4, Kt—B2; 13PxP,
Ktx P (B 4); 14 B—Ktl, P—K 4 =. C.H Alexander—Pirc, Hastings, 1932-33. Or
6 ., R—Kt1; 7 0—O, P—Q Kt4; 8 Kt—Q 5, P—K 3; 9 Kt—K3, K Kt—K2!

10 P—Q B3, P—Kt5; 11 B—Q2, 0—O; 12 Q—B1, PxP =. Nilsson—Euwe,
The Hague, 1928.
(c) Von Nuss—V. Buerger, 1927. (@) The Wing Gambit.

¢) Best. Inferior alternatives are: (1) 8 , PxP; 4 Ktx P, P—Q4; 5§ PxP,

xP; 6 B—Kt2, Kt—Q B3; 7 Kt—Kt5, Q—Q1; 8 Q—B3, P—K4; 9 B—B4,

t—B3 10 Q—Q Kt3+. Spielmann—Samisch, Carlsbad, 1923. (2) 38.., P—K4;
4 PxP,BxP; 5 P—QB3, B—B4; 6 Kt—K B3, Kt—Q B3; 7 B—B4, P—Q3;
8 P—Q4, PxP; 9 PxP, B—Kt3; 10 0—O0, B—Kt5; 11 Q—Kt3+. Marshall—
Verlinsky, Moscow, 1925. (3) 3_, P—K3; 4 PxP, BxP; § P—Q B3, B—K2;
6 P—Q 4, P—Q3; 7 P—K B4, P—Q4, 8 P—K5, Kti—KR3; 9 B—Q3, P—B4;
10 Px P e.p- +. Splelmann—Konig, Vienna, 1922

(f or4a KPxP,Qx P, 5§ B—Kt2, P—K4; 6PxP,BxP; 7Kt—Q B3,Rx Kt;
8§Bx B, Kt—Q B3; 9 Kt—B 38, K Kt—K 2; 10 B—K 2, 0—0; 11 0—0, P—B8 38 +.
Spielmann—S#misch, Marienbad, 1925. .

(g) Yates—V. Buerger, London, 1926.

(i) After6 .,P—K3; 70—0, Kt—B 3; 8R—K 1, B—K 2; 9P—K 5, Kt—Q 2;
10 Kt—B 1, 0—O; 11 Kt—Kt3 Black’s position remains cramped.

i) 19 ., PxP ep.?, 10 g—Kt8!, P—K 3, 11 KtxBP!! and wins.

7) Keres—Elskases, Semmering-Baden, 1937. White won, but Black's conduct
of the defence was far from faultless.

k)3 PxP, QxP, 4 Kt—KB8, B—Kt5; § B—Kt2, Kt—Q B3 (or § .,
Q—K5ch=); 6 P—KR3, B—B4; 7 0—0, Q—Q2; 8 2, B
9 P—Q 3§P——K 4; 10 Kt—B 3, P—B 8. Tartakover and others—Alekhine and others,
Paris, 1933.

1) 4 BxP, Kt—KB3; 5 B—Kt2, B—Kt5; 6 Kt—K 2, Kt—B 3 F.

m) Better than 9 , B—B3?; 10 B—K3, Q—Q3?, 11 Kt—Q Kt5, Q—K2;
12 Q—B 2, Kt—Q 5; 13 Q Ktx Kt, BPx Kt; 14 Bx P!+. Spielmann—Bogoljuboff,
7th match game, 1932.

(n)Or2 P—Q 3,P—K3; 3P—Q B3, P—Q4; 4Kt—Q2,Kt—Q B3; 5§P—K B4,
B—Q3; 6Q—B3, KKt—K 2, 7 Kt—K 2,0—0; 8 P—KKt4, P—B4!, 9Kt Px P
(9 P—K5 1s bettel"}, QPxP; 10 QPxP, PxP; 11 Kt—K Kt3, PxP+. S R.
Wolf—Spielmann, Vienna, 1932, Or 2 P—Q B3, P—K3; 3 P—Q4, Kt—KB3;
4 P—K 5, Kt—Q4; 5 Kt—B3, PxP; 6 PxP, B—K2; 7 Kt—B 3, Ktx Kt;
8 Px Kt, P—Q4; 9 PxP ep, QxP; 10 B—K 2, 0—0 =. Nimmzovitch—Vidmar,
New York, 1927. 2 P—Q B4, Kt—QB3; 3 P—Q38, P—K Kt3; 4 P—B 4, P—Q 3
transposes into the column. .

(0) Black can also play 2.., P—K 3, followed by P—Q 4, leading to a French
Defence. The column 1s Nimzovitch—Capablanca, Berlin, 1928.



THREE KNIGHTS’ GAME

THis comparatively safe way of avoiding the many drawing
variations of the Four Knights’ Game is barren of resources
for the second player, whose chances of winning are small.
Yet we find it occasionally adopted even by the greatest
masters in modern tournament play.

The opening arises from either 2..., Kt—Q B 3 (cols.
I to 8) or 2..., Kt—K B 3 (cols. 9 and 10), the latter form
producing immediate equality of position. On the former
line the attack by 4 Kt—Q 5 (cols. 1 to 4) still holds the
field, Black’s best answers being 4..., B—K 2 (the line in
col. 1 showing the soundest form of the defence), and 4...,
Kt—B 3, recommended by Schlechter.

White appears to retain better chances with 4 B—Kt 5
(col. 5), the reply K Kt—XK 2 being of doubtful value. In
the Fianchetto Defence (col. 7) Tartakover’s suggestion in
note (e) is worthy of attention. Col. 8 shows an important
line, which had the advantage of two high tests in 1931.

Col. 10 gives an improvement in the 2..., Kt--K R 3
form of the Three Knights’.
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 Kt—B3.

1 2 3 4 5

3 B—Ktj

4Kt—Q5(a)...; ........ ceresecsncsesersanann ..B—Kt3
B—Kz2......Kt—B 3...... B—R4(]) KK—Kz()

5 P—Qa4 KtxB(d)...B—Bg4(g) B—Bg4 P—Q 4! (m
PXP (b) Ktx Kt 0—0 P—Q3 PxP (

6 KtxP KtxP () P—B3 P—B3 Ktx P
Ktx Kt P—Q3 B—Kz2 Kt—B 3 0—0

7 QxXKt Kt—B 3 Ktx Ktch(k) P—Q 3 0—0
Kt—B 3 KtxP Bx Kt Ktx Kt (¢() P—QR3

8 KtxB P—B 3 P—Q3 Bx Kt Ktx Kt
Qx Kt Kt—Q B3 P—Q3 Kt—K 2 Kt Px Kt

9 B—Q3 P—Q3(f P—QR3 B—Kt5; B—03
P—B4 Kt—B3 P—QR3 P—QB3 BxKt

10 Q—K 3 P—Q4 0—0 B—Kt3 PxB
P—Q4 B—Q2 P—B3 P—Q3

11 PXP & (o) B—Kt3 B—K3 R—Kt1

Kt—K2 () P—Q4= R—K1(n)

d

(a) 4 P—QR3, BxKt; 5 QPxB, P—Q3; 6 B—Q B4, Kt—B3; 7 Q—Q 38,
B—K3; 8 P—R3, P—QRS; 9 Kt—Kt5, BxB 10 Ox B, P—Q4; 11 PxP
QxP; 12 QxQ, KtxQ F. Flohr—Alekhine, Prague, 1931. Or 4 B—B 4, Kt—B3;
5 0—0, 0—0, 6 P—Q3, BxKt; 7PxB, P—Q4; 8 PxP, KtxP; 9 P—KR3,
KtxP; 10 Q—Q 2, Kt—Q5; 11 'Ktx P, Kt (B 6)—K 7ch; 12 K—R2, KtxB =.
Leonbhardt— chlechter, San Sebastian, 1911,

(%) 1f5..,P—Q3; 6 B—Q Kt5,PxP; 7 KKtxP, B—Q 2; 8 0—0, Kt—B3;
9 R— 0—0 ; 10 Bx Kt, PxB; 11 Kthch, Qx Kt 12 B—Kt5 . Znosko
Borovsky—Alekhme, London, 1922.

(c) Alekhine—Tartakover, New York, 1924.

(d) For 5 B—Kt 5, Ktx Kt see Four Knights' Game, col. 30. 5 P—B 3, B—K 2;
6 B—B 4, P—Q3 P—Q 8, Ktx Kt; 8 Bx Kt, 0—O has been played.
¢) 6 P—Q 4, P— 4; 7 KtxP, PxP 8 P—Q B3, QKt—Q4; 9 B—Q B4,
=. Forgacs——Sch echter, San Sebastlan, 1912 r6 P—B 38, Ki—B 3; 7Q—B2,
0—0 8 B—. P—Q38; 9 0—0, Q—K2 0 P—Q38=. Maréczy—Alekhme,
London, 1932.
(f) Or 9 P—Q 4 at once. The column is suggested by Tartakover.
(g) Playing the Rubinstem Defence to the Four Knights’ Game with a move in
hand. If 5.., KtxP; 6 0—O, O— 0 7 —K 2 +.
k) O 7Kthch x Kt; 8 O— —Q8; 9Q0—K2 Kt—QR4; 10 B—Q3,
t-—(R)4 rllB—B 2, Kt—gK B 5, 12 Q—Kt 5, Kt—B 8. T.H. Tylor—A.lekhme, Hastings
1933-34.
(5) 12 P—Q 4. Maréczy—Griinfeld, Vienna, 1920.
) 4 —B4; 5 B—B4, P—Q3; 6 P—. B3 P—QRS3; 7P-—KR3,P—R3
(117 Kt—Bs 8P—Q4 and 9 B—K Kt5); 8 P—Q4 PxP; 9 PxP,
0 0-0, Kt—B38; 11 B—Kt8, 0—0; 12 Kt—B 3!, Kt—K'2; 18 B——K3 +
Ma:éczy—Cha)es, Carlsbad, 1928.
P—KRS; 8 0—0, 0—0; 9 P—QR4, P—QR3; 10 P—QKt4,
B—-l&ta, 11 Ktx B +. Alekhme—Cohn, Carlsbad, 1911.
(B FoH , Kt—B 3 see Four Knights’ Game. If4..,P—Q R8; §Bx Kt,Q PxB;
9 Kt—K V!

F cing exchange of centre Pawns. 1f instead 5 0—0,0—0; 8 P—Q 4,P—Q38;
7P--(-m s, BF—SQRSESB 2,PxP; 9KtxP,Ktht IOQth, ——QB4....
Schlechten—Tan'asch, Hamburg, 1010,

(n) 12 P—K B 4. P—B 8; 13 Q—R 51 4. Treybal—Réti, Teplitz-Schonau, 1922.

>
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—KB3.

6 7 8 9 10

2 (Kt—QB3)eeeesseeerssssenereiess s Kt—KB3

3 (Kt—B3) Kt—B3 (j)
B—By4...... P—KKt3(¢).P—Q 3 B—Ktj

4 KtxP(@ P—Q4(d P—Q4 KtxP......B—B4
KtxKt(®) PxP(e) B—Q2 0—0 P—Q3 ()

5 P—Q4 KtxP (f) B—QB4 B—Kz2 Kt—Q35
B—Q3 B—Kt2 PxP R—K1 Ktx Kt

6 Px Kt B—K3 KtxP Kt—Q 3 Bx Kt
BxP KKt—K2 Kt—B3 BxKt 0—0

7 P—B4 Q—Q2! 0—O0 QPxB P—B 3
BxKtch P—KR3 B—Kz2 Ktx P B—R 4

8 PxP 0—0—0 Kt—Bsj 0—0 P—0Q3
P—Q3 P—Q3 BXx Kt P—Q3 P—B3

9 Q—0Q4 B—K 2 PXxB Kt—B 4 B—Kts

Q—B3 B—Q2 QO—Q2 (k) Kt—Q2 Q—K1
10 B—B4+ P—KR3 P—KKts B—K3 B—Kt3
KtxKt(g) Kt—K4 () Kt—K4 (k) K—R 1 (m)

(a) For 4 B—Kt5, Kt—B 3 see Four Knights’, cols. 31-35.

(b) 4..,BxPch; 5KxB, Ktx Kt; 6 P—Q4,Q—B 3ch; 7 K—Kt1, Kt—Kt5 ;
8 Q—Q2, Kt—KZ '9 P—K R

(¢) 3 , B—K 2 transposes mto the Ruy Lo%ez (Stemnitz Defence) by 4 B—Kt 5,
Kt—B 3; 50—0 ,P—Q3or mto the Hungarian efence, p- 83, by 4 B—B 4, Kt—B 3.
If 3. P—-—B4’ 4P—Q4, PxP; 5 KtxP, Kt—B3; 6 B—Q B4, P—Q 4;
7 KtxQP', K KtxKt; § Q—R5¢h, P—Kt3; 9 Ktx P, BxKt; 10 QX Pch+ +.
Breyer—Balla, Pistyan, '1912.

(4) 4 B—-Kts B—Kt2; 5 0—0, K Kt—K2; 6 P—Q3, O—0; 7 B—B4?
(better R—K 1). Ma:m——Capablanca, Barcelona, 1929

(¢) Or4.., B—Kt2; 5 PxP, KtxP; 6 Ktx Kt, Bx Kt (Tartakover).

f) 5 Kt—-QS B—Kt2; 6 B—~KKt5, P--B3; 7B—KB4,P—Q3; 8§ KtxQP,
K Kt—K2; 9 B—B4, Kt——R4 10 B—-K 2 4.

(g) 11 BxKt, 0—0; 12 BxB, Kx3; 13 P—KB4 +. Weenink—Kmoch,
London, 1927

(k) 9 O; 10 P—K Kt4. Kt—Q2; 11 P—B4, Kt—Kt3; 12 B-—~Q3,
P—B3; 13 P—-—Q R3 +. Mattlson—Alekhme, Prague, 1931
i) 11 B—K2, P—K Kt4!=. Riga Chess Club—Riga Seniors (Behting and

Mattison), correspondence, 1981.

(/) This position may be reached through Vienna Game, Alekhine’s Defence or
Petroff Defence. For 3 B—B 4, KtxP; 4 Kt—B 3, Ktx Kt; § Q Px Kt see Boden-
Kieseritzky Gambit, p. 14, col. ’6.

(k) 11 P—B3, Kt—K B 3 12 B—B 2. Tarrasch—Gninfeld, Vienna, 1922.

(L) 4.., 0—0; P—B3; 6 0—0, P—Q4; 7 B—Kt 3, B—Kt5;

§P—K R3,B—KR 4 51m est isPxP); 9Q—K 2, P—Q5; 10 Kt—Kt 1,0 Kt—Q 2
11 P—B 3. Yates—Olland, Hastings, 1919

(m) 11 Q—-KZ Kt-R3l 12 Kt—R 4 (better 12 0—O0), Kt—B 4; 18 B—K 3
(13 B—B 2, Kt—K 3; 14 B—K 38, Kt—Q 5), KtxB; 14 Px Kt, B—Q1;15 Kt—B 5,
Q—K3; 16 P—Q Kt4 Becker—Euwe, Carlsbad 1929.
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TWO KNIGHTS’ DEFENCE °
Tris defence, sometimes called in German-speaking
countries the Preussisch (Prussian), is an effective method
of avoiding the dangerous attacks in the Giuoco Piano and
Evans Gambit, arising from the substitution of Kt—B 3
for B—B 4 on Black’s 3rd move. It is still frequently
adopted with satisfactory results by enterprising players,
and indeed has attracted some little attention from ‘thie
modern school.

For his 4th move White has the.choice of :—

(i) 4 Kt—Kt 5 (cols. 1 to 15), entailing upon Black the
necessity of sacrificing a Pawn, for which he obtains control
of the centre and a strong and enduring attack. The old
form 6 P—Q 3 (cols. 1 to 7), favoured by Morphy, has
again come into favour through the influence of Tartakover’s
analysis of the opening in Die Hypermoderne Schachpartie.
Black obtains a powerful attack with 9..., B—Q B 4 (cols.
I to 3), but both 9..., B—Ktsch (cols. 4 and 5) and
Maréezy’s 9..., B—K 2 are unsatisfactory. The form with
6 B—Kts5ch (cols. 8 to 10) has seen some important
improvements since our last edition. On his r1th move
White can play either P—Q 4, which is inferior against
PxPe.p., and P—K B4, which is advantageous for the
first player, according to recent analysis.

(i) 4 P—Q 4 (cols. 16 to 28), an aggressive continuation
which retains the initiative for White at the temporaty
expense of a Pawn. Since our last edition it has been shown
that in the usual lines Black can obtain a clear superiority
with 12.... B—Q 3 (col. 19), so that he has no reason to
adopt the simplifying variations given in col. 16 and col.' 17
note (b). Canal’s Variation (cols. 20 to 23) may involve
Black in considerable difficulties, but here too recent analysis
indicates that it is unsound against the line given in col 23.
The counter-attack in col. 28 has been strengthened by a
recent test.

(iii) 4 P—Q 3 (cols. 29 and 30), played on the authority
of Charousek, Tarrasch, and Tartakover, but leading to a
slight positional advantage for Black when correctly

countered.
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1 P—K g4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B4, Kt—B3.

4 Kt—Kts5, P—Q4; 5 PXP, Kt——QR4, 6 P—Q3, P—KR3;
7 Kt—K B3, P—K5; 8 Q—K 2, KtxB; 9 PXKt.
1 2 3 4 5

9 B—QB4eeeeeiiacacareoransacocnanns B—Ktsch

10 K Kt—Q2..P—KR3....P—B3 (d P—B3
0—0 0—0 P—QKts!(s) B——Q 3 (g)...0—0

11 Kt—Kt3 Kt—Rz P—QKts Kt—Q4 PxB()

B—Kts5! P—QKty B—Kz2 0—0 Px Kt
12 Q—B1 PxP KKt—Q2 P—KR3 QxP

B—Ktsch KtxP B—KKt5 R—K1 Q—Kz2ch
13 Kt—B 3 (¢) 0—O P—B3 B—K3 Q—K3

P—QKts4 Q—Kz2 KPxP Kt—Q2 QxPch

14 P—KR3 P—R 3 KtPXP Kt—Q 2 Q—B3
B—KR4 P—By4 B—R 4 Kt—B 4 R—K1ch

15 P—K Ktg4 P—Bg4 PxP 0—0—0 .B—K3
P—Kt 3 P—K 6 F (¢) O—O P—B 4 Q—Q3

16 B—Q 2 0—0 P—K Ktz O—O
BXx Kt (b) R—K 14+ (f) P—B3 (k) P-QKtg!(4)

(a) If 18 P—B 3, B—K 21 (weaker is 18.., B—Q38; 14 P—K RS, B—R4;
15 P—Kt4, B—Kt3; 16 B—K3, Kt—02; 17 Q Kt—Q2, P—KB4; 18 Px P,
B—R4; 19 Ktx Pl4, Tartakover—BogolJuboﬁ Bad Homburg, 1927) ; 14 P—K R8
B—R4 15 P—Kt4, B—Kt3; 16 B~K3, Kt—Q2; 17 Kt—-QZ, Kt—K 4;

0—0—0 P—Kt 4! 19 P x P Kt—Q 6 ch; 20 K—Kt 1 Qx P4, Salwe——-Marshau
Vxenna, 1908. If 13 B-—Q 2,BxBch; 14 Q Kix B, R—K 1 15P—KR3,P—K8!+.

(5) 17 BxB,PxP; 18 Qx P, QxP; 19 Qx Q, KtxQ=. Analysis by Tartakover
in Die Hypermodeme Schachpamz

(¢) Grob—Euwe, Ziirich, 1934.

(d) If 10 P—K R S8, 0—0; 11 Kt—R 2, P—K8!; 12 BxP, BxB; 13 Px B,
Kt—K5; 14 Kt—Bl, Q—R Sch; 15 P—Kt3, Q—B3; 16 P—B3, B—B 4+
(Stemltz).

(¢) Or 10 ., 0—0; 11 Kt—Q4, B—KKt5; 12 Q—B2, BxKt; 13 PxB,
P Kt4 14P——Q Kt3,PxP; 15PxP,P—B3; 16 P—_K R 3, B—R 4 17B—K38,
PxP; 18 P—B35, Kt—R 2; 19 P—Kt4, B—Kt3; 20 Kt—B 3, Kt—Kt4 (W. Koch—
?{cllnzlaga 1Bel‘lm, 1929) H 21 Q—Kt3, R—Kt1 1; ‘22 QxP, Q-—R 4; 23 R—QB1,

(f) 17 Q—B 4, B—Q 38; 18 Q—K R 4, R—K 7. Grob—Keres, Dresden, 1936.

]f 10.., B—K2; 11 Kt—Q4, B—KKt5; 12 Q—B2, 0—0; 18 B—KS,
R~K1; 14 Kt—Q2, 'B—K B 1; 15 0—O0+. Tartakovct—'relchmann, Berlin, 1921,

(k) 17 Q—R 5, Kt—Q 6 ch; 18 K—Kt1, R—B1; 19 P—K Kt 4+, Tartakover—
Yates, The Hague, 1921. artakov

(§) 11 Kt—Q 4 is necessary.

7) 17 P—Q Kt3, PxP; 18 PxP, P—B3; 19 Px D, Kt—Kt5+. W. —
. Diihrssen, Berlin, 1923. + Koch
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B4, Kt—B3.

4 Kt—Kts5, P—Q4; 5 PXP, Kt—Q R 4.

6 7 8 9 10
6 (P—Q3)(@)eeesseessess..B—Ktsch
(P—K R 3) P—B3
7 (Kt—K B 3) PxP
(P—K 5) PxP
8 (Q—K2) B—K2(g)
(KtxB) P—KR3
9 (PX Kt) Kt—K B3 (h)
B—K 2 (b) P—K 5
10 KKt—Q2..Kt—Q 4 Kt—K
B—KKt5 P—B3 @ B—Q 35(1,)
11 Q—K3 Kt—Q B3 P—Q4()--veveveeeees..P—KBy4
0—0 B—KKts PxPep.l...Q—B2 0—0
12 P—KR3 P—B3! KtxQP B—Qz2! (m) O—O! (o)
B—KB4 KPXxP Q—B2 0—O Bx Kt
13 P—_KKt4 KtPxP Kt—R 3 (¢) Kt—R3! PxB
B—R 2 B—R6() B—R3! B—K3 Q—Qs5ch
14 K—QB3 R—KKtr P—KKt3z O0—O K—R1
P—QKt3 Q—Kt3 0—0 Kt—Kt2 QxKP

15 Kt—Kt3  Q—0Q3

0—0 K—R P_Q 4!
R-—Kz1l) O—0=0(f) QR—Q1+() T PR4lxl

a) 6 P—Q Kt 3 is a suggestion by S. Mlotkowski.

b) Maréczy's Vamation. 9 , B—Q3; 10 P—KR3, 0—0; 11 Kt—Q4,
R—K1; 12B—K8, B—K4; 13Q—Q2, B—Q2; 14Kt—QB3, P—B3; 15 PxP,
PxP; 186 0—0, Q—K 2 is Grob—Lundin, Ostend, 1936.

¢) 16 B—Q 2+ . Analysis by Tartakover.

10 Kt—K 5, 0—0; 11 0—0, R—K1; 12 P—KR 3, B—0Q 3; 13 Kt—Kt4,
Ktx Kt; 14 Px Kt, Q—R5; 15 P—B 4, P—K6+._Analysis by Dr. v. Claparéde.

e) 12.., B—R 47; 13 P—Q 6 followed by Kt—B5+.

16 B—Kt3, B—QB4; 17 B—K3, KR—K1; 18 0—0—O, resigns (if
B—Q 2; 19 Kt—R 4+ 4). Diihrssen—Demetriescu, Berlin, 1924.

g) On 8 B—Q 8, Kt—Q 4; 9 Kt—K4, B—K2; 10 0O—0, 0—O0 F is best for
Black. If, however, 8.., Kt—Kt5?; 9 Kt—K4/, P—KB4; 10 B—K2, PxKt
(Kt—B3; 11 Ktx Ktch, Qx Kt; 12 P—Q 3+. Bertrand—Beuter, correspondence,
1930); 11 Bx Kt, Q—Kt4; 12 B—R3!, BxB; 18 PxB, P—R4; 14 Q—K2+
(analysis b; Dr. Dithrssen), or 8 Q—B 3,Q—B 2; 9 B—R 4,B—Q 3; 10P—Q3,0—0;
11 0—0, P—K R 8; 12 Kt—K 4, Ktx Kt; 18 Qx Kt, P—KB4+.

(k) 8 Kt—K R 8 (Stenitz), B—Q B 413 10 0—0, 0—0; 11 P—Q 3, Kt—Kt2!;
12 K—R 1, P—Kt4; 18 P—QBS, B—Kt3; 14 B—K 38, Kt-—Q 4+. Makovetz—
Charousek, 1896.

1) 10.., 0—Q5; 11 P—KB4, B—QB4; 12 R—B1, B—Kt3; 13 P—B3,
Q—Q3; 14 P—Q4 +.

'y 11 Kt—Kt4, KtxKt; 12 BxKt, 0—R5; 13 BxB, RxB; 14 Q—K2,
0—0: 15 Kt—B3, Q R—K 1; 16 P—Q Kt3, P—KB4 F.

(%) Or 13 B—K 8, P—B4; 14 Kt—B3, Kt—BS5; 150—B1,0—0; 16 B—B 4,
Ktx P; 17BxB,Ktx Ktch; 18 Px Kt, Qx B+. Rédl—Bogoljuboff,5th match game,
1931. 1f 18 P—K R 3, 0—O; 14 0—0, B—R 3 with vanations similar to the text
should be played, but not 14 ., B—K B 4?; 15 R—K1, QR—Q1; 16 B—B1!,
B—KS5?: 17 Kt—B8, QR—K1?; 18 Ktx B, KtxKt; 19 P—Q Kt3, Kt—B6;
20 Q—%§+. Diihrssen—Demetriescu, Berlin, 1927.

(3) Spielmann--Eliskases, 7th match game, 1936. .

(m) Dr. Knorre's old move. 1f12 B—K B 4,0—0;18B—Kt 3, R—Kt 1; 14 P—K13,
P—B 4; 15 P—QB 3, PxP; 16 PxP, Kt—Q 4+. Demeter—Kostich, Gyula,
1921.

(n) Capablanca_suggests 15 P—K B4 (to which P—B 4 is a good reply) and
Duhrssen 15 B—Q B 4. The column is Becker—Vidmar, Carlsbad, 1929, Continued
15 ., QR—Q1? (Bx Kt is necessar ); 16 Q Kt—B 4, QBxKt; 17 KtxB, Bx P
(Black’s only resource) ; 18P—K Kt3+.

0) 12P—Q 4?7, PxPep.; 13 Q x P, Kt—Kt2; 14B—K3,Q—B2; 15Kt—Q2,
R—Q 14. Spielmann—Pirc, Noordwijk, 1938.
(p) Analysis by Euwe.
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—KB3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B4, Kt—B3;

4 Kt—Kt 5.
11 12 13 14 15
4 (P—Q4)eececrrarenanccancecncancnces B—B4 (g).. . KtxP!?
5 (PXP) BxPch(k) BxPch
KtxP?.....Kt—Q 5 (b) K—K2 K—Kz2
6 P—Qg4! (@) P—QB3....P—Q6? B—Kt3 P—Q4!
B—K3 P—Kt4 QXxP R—B1 P—Q3
7 KtxB B—B1() BxPch 0—0 B—Kt3
Px Kt KtxP K—K2 P—KR3 Kt—B3
8 PxXP Kt—K 4! (d) B—Kt3 Kt—KB3 Kt—B7
KtxP Kt—K 3 (¢) KtxB P—Q3 Q—K1
9 Q—Rj5ch BxPch RPxKt P—KR3 PxP
Kt—B 2 B—Q2 P—KR3 KtxP PxP
10 0—0 BxBch Kt—KB3 P—B3 KtxR+
B—K2 QxB P—K 5 Q—K1
11 R—K1 0—0 Kt—Ktr P—Q4

Q—Qz2 B—K2 K—Bz2 ' B—Ktj
12 Q—Kt4+ E—Q 4 Kt—QB3 Q—Kz2+

xP Q—B3
13 PxP 0—K2
0—0 B—Q B4
14 QKt—B3+ Q—Kt 5
P—X6!+(f)

(?{) 6 Ktx B P (the Fegatello Attack), Kx Kt; 7 Q—B3ch, K—K38; 8 Kt—B3,

Kt—Kt5 (8.., Kt—K2; 9 P—Q4, P—B3; 10 B—K Kt5 K—Q2; 11 PxP,

K—K1; 12 0—0—0, B—K3; 13 KtxKt, BxKt; 14 xB, PxR;
15B—Kt5ch+ +); 9Q—K 4, P—B3; 10 P—QR 3, Kt—R 3; 11 P—Q 4, Kt—B 2;
12 B—B 4, K—B 2; 13 BxP. White has a powerful attack, but Black has excellent
counter-chances.

(b) Fritz’s Variation.

(c) Betterthan7 Px Kt, PxB; 8 PxP, QOxP; 9 0—0,B—Kt2; 10 Kt—K B3,
Kt—Q2, 11 P—Q4, PxP ep.; 12 Kt—B3, Q—B8; 13 QxP, 0—0—0.

(4) T. Gruber's suggestion. If 8 Px Kt, Qx Kt; 9 BxPch, K—Q 1; 10 0—0,
B—Kt2; 11 P—B3, Kt—B5; 12 P—K Kt3, Kt—R6ch; 13 K—R1, PxP;
14 B—K 2 =.

(¢) 8. ,Q—R35; 9Kt—Kt 3, B—KKt5; 10 P—BS§, Kt—B4; 11Q—K 2!+ +.

(f) 15 Kt—B3, PxQPch: 16 BxP, R—K1cb; 17 K—B1, B—K Kt5.
Bogoljuboff—Rubinstein, Stockholm, 1919«

(g) The Wilkes-Barre Variation, so-called because it has been played and analysed
by the Wilkes-Barre CC. of Pennsylvania.

(k) Best. 1f 5 P—Q47?, P—Q4!!; 6 KPxP, KtxP; 7 P—Q6, O—O F. An
alternative 85 Ktx B P, Bx Pch; 6 K—B1, 0—K 2; 7 Ktx R, P—Q 4; 8 B—K?2,
B—Kt 3 with'‘counter-play for the Exchange. Ifhere6 KxB??, Ktx Pch;7 K—Kt1,
Q—R5; 8Q—B1,R—B1; 9 P—Q3, Kt—Q3; 10 Ktx Ktch, Px Kt; 11 Q—K 2,
Kt—Q5; 12 Q—Q2, Q—Kt 5; 13 White resigns. G. H. Perrine—Wilkes-Barre C.C.,
correspondence, 1931,
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B4, Kt—B3.

4 P—Q4, PxP; 5 0—0, KtxP; 6 R—K 1, P—Q 4.

18 17 18 19 20

R = R S Kt—B 3 ()
QxB PxB

8 Kt—B 3 R x Ktch (&)
Q—Qr Q—QR4 () B—K3

9 RxKtch KtxKt(c) KtxP
B—K2 B—K3 Ktx Kt

10 KtxP QKt-Ktj5(d) RxKt
P—B4! 0—0—0 Q—B1?

11 R—B4 (@ KtxB B—Kt
0—0 PXx Kt B—Q35

12 KtxKt RXxP Kt—K 4
QXxQch Q—KB4...Q—Q 4......B—Q3! () 0—O

13 KtxQ Q—K2 Q—K 2 Q—K2 Kt—B6ch!
Px Kt P—KR3 P—KR3!(f) 0—R 4 PXxKt

14 R—QB4 B—Q2 B—B 4 P—KR3 BxP
R—K1 QxXP P—KKt4 QR—K1 B—Kg4

15 B—Bg4 R—QBr B—Kt3 B—Q2 BxB
B—R3 QXP P—Q6 Kt—K4! P—KB3

16 RXP KRxKt PxP RXRch B—Kt3

B—Kt2= PXR (¢ P—Kts5(g) RXR (3) R—Q1 ? ®

(a) 11 B—R6? (Dr Hartlaub), Px R ; 12BxP Ktx Kt; 13 Q—R 5ch, K—Q 2;
14 Bth, R—B1; 15 R—Q1, B—Q3 Q—Kt4ch K—K1+. Analysis by
Tmasch in Kagan' s Nmeste phachmuhnchtm, 1921.

, Q—B5; 9 Kt—Q 2!, Q—R3; 10 Kt—Q 5, Q—R4; 11 P—Q B4+
Anallz'sis by Schlechter 1n Deutsche Schachzestung, 1916, Or 8 ., Q— —K R 4; 9 Ktx Kt
8; 10 B—Kt5, B—Q Kt5; 11 KtxP, QxQ; 12 KRxQ, Ktx Kt =.

(¢) 9 RxKtch (or 9 KtxP?, KtxKt; 10 Qx Kt, P—KB4+), B—K3;
10 Ktx P, 0—0—0; 11 B—K 3, B_KB4+.

d) 10 B—Q2, B—Kt5; 11 BxB, OxB; 12 Kt(K4)—Kt5, 0—0—0;
13 Ktx B, Px Kt; 14 Kt—Kt5, QR—-KI 15 KthP R—K 2 = (Euwe). Or
10 B—Kt 5, B—Q Kt5 ; 11R—K2,0—0; 12P—Q RS, B—Q 3!; 13 KtxB, PxKt;
14 B—B 4, B—Kt5 F! Cortlever—Euwe, Amsterdam, 1938.

e) 17 Q—K6ch (17 Kt—K 57, R—K 1; % —R 6ch, Q—Kt2; 19 Q—K 2,
B—R6; 20 R—K 1, Q—Kt4+. Kostlch—demar, led, 1931) K—Kt l 18 Q—K 4,
P—Q6; 19 Kt—Ks Q—Kt2; 20 KtxPch, K—R1; 21 Q—Q R4, with a strong
attack (Tartakove T).

(f) 18.., P—Q6; 14 PxP, QxP; 15 B—Kt5! +.

}f) 17 Rx Kt!,PxR; 18 Kt—K 5, P—~K R 4; 19 P—Q 4, K—Kt2; 20 R—QB1,
R— R—B'3. Tartakover—A. Steiner, Budapest 1921.

(k) 12 B—K 2; 13 Kt—K 5!, Ktx Kt; 14 RxB, R—QZ 15 RxR KtxR;
16 B—B 4, ‘'R—K1; 17 P—KR3, Q—KB4; 18 B— %—Ks 9 0—Q 2,
P—Q Kt3; 20 P—Kt 4, Kt—B3; 21 R~—Q 1 . Tartakover— arrasch, Gothenburg,

1920
(1) 17 R—Q 1, Ktx Ktch; 18 Qx Kt, QxQ; 19 PxQ, P—B 4 4. Tartakover
and others—Oskam and others, Rotterdam, 1933.

(f) Canal’s Variation.
(k) If 8 Ktx Kt, B—K 2+.

Iy 17 B—R 4, P—QB 4; 18 Rx Rch, Qx R; 19 0—B 3+ +. Canal—P. Johner,
Tries(t)e, 1923. Better St  R—B2; 17 Q—K 2!, P—B 3 (Tartakover), Jobmer,
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3; 3 B—B4, Kt—B 3.

4 P—Q 4, PXP (a).

21 22 23 24 25

5 (0—0) .
(K’cxP).........................................P——Q3(1)

6 (R—K1) KtxP
(P 4)eeeesenrnernnnsecsnsionannns B—K2 B—K2

7 (Kt—B3) R XKt Kt—Q B3
(PXB).veeoaannanns W PXKEL() P—Q4 0—0

8 (RxKtch) BxP RXBch P—K R3 ()
(B—K3)....B—Kz2 B—K3! KtxR Ktx Kt

9 (KtxP) KtxP BxKtch(g) B—Kt3 QX Kt
(KtxKt) P—Bg4 PxB P—QB4 B—K3

10 (RXKt) R—B4 QxQch P—B3 BxB
B—Q3 B—Kt4 (c) RXQ PxP PxB

11 B—B4 Q—K2ch RXxKt KtxP P—K5
0—0 Kt—K 2 R—Q8ch P—Q5 Kt—Q 2

12 BxB RxP! R—K1 Kt—K 4 PxP
PxB 'B—B3(@ RXRch Q—B2 PxP

13 RxQP R—Q 5 KtxR KKt—Kts! B—K3
Q—K 2 B—Q2 PxP 0—0 P—Q 4

14 Q—Q4 B—B4 BxP Q—R5 KR—Kr1+
KR—Q1 P—B3 P—B3 B—B4

15 RxRch R—Q6() Kt—Q3 BxPch (k)

" QxR B—Q3 +

(4) 4.., KKtxP; 5 PxP, Kt—B 4 (if B—B42; 6 Q—Q 5+ +)-

(5 16 R—0Q1,0xQ; 17 RxQ. Analysis by Tartakover in Neue Weiner Schacke
zettung, 1923, White's advantage 15 negligible.

(¢) 10.., 0—O, transposing into col. 16, is best.

(@) 1f BxR; 13 Bx B threatening Kt—Q 5 and R—K1. If QxKt; 13 BxB
with the same threats. If BxB; 13 R—Q5, B—Q2; 14 QRxB+. Analysis by
M. Frh. von Feilitzsch.

(¢) 16 ., P—Q Kt 4; 16 KtxB P++. Von Feilitzsch—Dr. Kreyher, corres-
pondence, 1928. If 15.., BxKt; 16 RxKB, 0—0; 17 QR—Q 1+.

(f) 7.., B=K 3; 8 Ktx Kt, PxB; 9 K Kt—Kt5, B—K 2; 10 Ktx B, Px Kt;
blRQ—I-{RIS ch, P—Kt3; 12 Q—Q Kt5, 0—O0; 18 QxBP, Q—Q4; 14 Q—K2,

(2) 9 RxKt, Kt—K 2!1+. Or9 BxKt, B—QKt5 + (Euwe).

() 15.., K—R1 (Rx B would have prolonged the game) ; 16 K Kt x P, resigns.
Von Feilitzsch—F. Eschrich, correspondence, 1930.

(i) Giving a cramped game. The column is Tarrasch—Taubenbaus, Ostend, 1905.
With this column compare Three Kmghts' Game, col. 8.

é;) 8 P—Q Kt 3, Kt—K 4; 9 B—Q 3, R—K1; 10 B—Kt2, P—B3; 11 0—Q 2,
Q—B2; 12 QR—Q1, B—Q2; 13 P—B4+. Cancelliere—Asztalos, Trieste, 1928.
é B—Bl ;égKt-K 4; 9 B—Q Kt 3, R—K1; 10 P—K Kt 3, B—B 1 =. Becker—Vidmar,

raz, .
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1 P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—K B3, Kt—QB3;

3 B—B4, Kt—B 3

26

27 28 29 30
4 P—Q4)eeeeeeanaenn ceneee cessevensen Kt—B 3 (k)
(PxP) KtxP
5 (0—O)...... P—K5..... Kt—Kts KtxKt()
B—Kz2 (e P—Q4 P—Q4(8 P—Q4
6 KtxP B—OQKts5(d) PxP B—Q3
KtxP (b)) Kt—Ks5(e) Q—Kzch!(h) PxKt
7 Kt—B 5 KtxP K—B1(t) BxP
P—Q 4 B—Qz2(f) Kt—Kg4 B—K Kt5..B—Q3 (n)
8 KtxPch Kt—Ktz QxP P—KR3 P—Qy
K—B1 Q—R 5 KtxB (j) BxKt KtXxP (o)
9 B—KR6 O—O OXQKt QxB Ktx Kt
K—Kt1 0—0—0 Q—B 4 Q—Q2 PxKt
10 QxP Bx Kt QxQ BxKt QxP
QxQ BxB BxQ PxB 0—0
11 BXQ Kt—B 3 P—Q B 4 0—O B—K3
Kt—B 3 P—B3 B—B 4 B—B4 Q—K2
12 Bx Kt Ktx Kt K—K2 0—K Ktz O0—0—0
PxB PxKt 0—0 P—B3 R—Kr1
13 R—K1 Q—K2 R—Q1 P—Q3 B—0Q5 (p) !
B—B1 R—Q 4 KR—K1ch 0—8 B—K 4.(
14 Kt-K8!4(c) P—K 6 K—B1 B—K3 Q—QR 4
B—Q3+ Kt—K5F B-Kt3=(m) P—QB3 F

(a) For 5.., B—B 4 see Max Lange, pp. 107-9.

(b) 8 , 0—0; 7 Kt—Q B 8, P—Q 3 transposes into col. 25.

(¢) Dr. Krause's analysis.

(d) 6PxKt,PxB; 7Q—K2ch,B—K38; 8PxP,BxP; 9 Kt—Kt5,Q—Q4+

(¢) Thecolumn is Tartakover—Réti, Baden, 1914. White may answer6.., Kt—K 5
by 7 0—O, transposing into the Max Lange.

(f) 7.., B—~Q B4; 8 B—K3!+. Not, however, 8 Ktx Kt, Bx Pch; 9 K—BI,
Q—R51; 108—1{2, 0—O0; 11 B—K3, PxKt; 12 BxBP, B—Kt5; 18 Q—Q 3,
Q R—Q 1+ (Dr. Keidanzki).

(g) 5..,Kt—K4; 6QxP,KtxB; 7Q0x Q Kt,P~Q4; 8PxP,Qx P =. Tomre—
Marshall, New York, 1925. Ifhere6 B—Kt3,P—KR3; 7P—K B4,Px Kt; 8P x Kt,
KtxP; 9 0—0, P—Q4; 10 PxP ep., QxP; 11 BxPch, K—Ql+. K
Lvenfisch, Leningrad, 1933.

(k) 6.., Kt—K4; 7QxP, KtxB; 8 QxQKt, QxP; 9 QxQ =.

() 1t 7 Q—K 2, Kt—K4; 8 B—Kt5ch, P—B3; 9 PxP, PxP; 10 B—Q 3,
Ktx Bch+. .,

j) Or 8.., P—KR3; 9 Kt—K4, KtxB; 10 KtxKtch, Qx Kt; 11 Qx Kt,

B—(S 3; 12 Q—K 2ch, K—B1 F. Szabo—Kostich, Lyublyana, 1938,
(k) 40—0,KtxP; §B—Q5, Kt—B3; 6 BxKt,QPxB; 7 KtxP, B—Q 3 =.
4 P—Q 3, B—B 4 tranﬁ:oses into the Giuoco Piano. If 4 P—Q 3, P—Q4?; 5 Px P,
KtxP; 6 0—0O, B—K2; 7 K14,

() 5 BxPch (for 5 0—0, Ktx Kt; 6 Q Px Kt see Boden-Kieseritzky Gambit,

p. 14, ¢col. 8), KxB; 6 Ktx Kt, P—Q 4; 7 Q Kt—Kt 5¢h, K—Kt1+
(m) Analysis by Dr. Krause.

(n 7..,

Kt—K 2;

W. Edman, Ljusne (Sweden), 1927.
(o) Or 8 ., PxP; 9 BxKtch, PxB; 10 QxP, 0—0; 11 O—O, P—Q B 4;

12 Q—B 3, B—Kt2; 18 P—Q Kt 8, Q—Q 2; 14 B—Kt2, P~K B3; 15
4; 16 Q—Bdch, K—R1;
1922), 9—K 571 =.

Q—B

8 P—B 3, P—K B 4; 9 B—B 2, Kt—Kt 3.

G. Haglund—

QR—-Q1,

17 Kt—R 4 (Tartakover—Bogoljuboff, Pistvan,

(p) 13 B—B 8 is probably stronger (Tartakover). The column is Tartakover—Atkins,

London, 1922,
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VIENNA GAME

THE very complex opening arising from 1 P—K 4, P—K 4;
2Kt—Q B3, a great favourite with the master Rudolf
Spielmann, diverges into three branches by the replies 2...,
Kt—K B 3, 2..., B—B 4, and 2..., Kt—Q B 3, and in each
immediately sub-divides again. The play, which may in
general be summed up as counter-attack with a move in
hand, abounds in opportunities for brilliant combinations,
but exhaustive analysis has shown that the opening is on the
whole advantageous for Black.

In the first group play branches into three sections :—

(i) 3B—B 4 (cols. 1 to 10), with which the name of
J. H. Blake is closely associated, both in theory and practice,
Black’s most usual answer is 3..., B—B 4 (cols, 1 to 5),
though this allows White by the advance of 6 P—B 5 (cols.
1 and 2) to cramp Black’s development. With correct play,
however, White is unable to prevent the equalising move
of P—Q 4, except at the cost of a total disruption of his
Queen’s side.

Black has at his disposal three main alternatives: 3...,
Kt—B 3 (cols. 6 and %), enabling White to defend a Ruy
Lopez with a valuable move in hand, the line of play in col.
7 being simplest for both sides; 3..., P—B 3 (col. 8), also
leading to equality; and 3..., Kt X P (cols. 9 and 10), when
Black can either play for an attack at the expense of the
Exchange (col. 9, note (%)), or adopt the simplifying lines
shown in cols. 9 and 10, which give him complete equality.
The first alternative (col. 9, note (k)), has never been
aitbjected to an exact analysis, but is apparently a win for
White.

(i) 3P—KKt3 (p. 306, note (A)), which is less
effective against 2..., Kt—B 3 than against 2..., Kt—Q B 3
(col. 23).
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_ giii) 3 P‘-—.-B4 (cols. 11 to 21), giving rise to extremely
critical positions, tending on the whole in favour of the
seconc.l player if he is prepared to risk the ensuing
complications.

In the most usual variation, beginning with §5Kt—B 3,
Black has the choice of five moves :—

(i) 5..., B—QKt5 (cols. 11 to 13), which is advan-
tageous for Black after 6 B—K 2, for he can then either
obtain a more solid Pawn position (col. 11), or even play
for an attack (col. 11, note (&)), but is of questionable
value after Spielmann’s recommendation 6 Q—K 2 (col. 13).
In col. 12 White sacrifices the Exchange for so strong a

position that no satisfactory defence has been found for
Black.

(ii) 5..., B—Q B4 (col. 14) is Marshall’s idea (which
was still earlier Marco’s) of playing B—Q Kts5 in twe
stages, to provoke P—Q 4.

(iii) 5..., B—K2 (cols. 15 and 16), which has now
generally come into recognition as Black’s soundest policy,
avoiding the complications of the other variations, and
against any but the best play by White leading to a positional
superiority.

(iv) 5..., B—=K Kt5 (col. 17), leading to approximate
equality.

(v) 5..., Kt—Q B3 (col. 18) has been analysed least.
The reply in the column is definitely weak, but it is not easy
to see how White can obtain a satisfactory game with any
other continuation.

The attack with § Q—B 3, favoured for some time by
Spielmann, should occasion the second player no difficulties.
Both ..., P—K B 4 (col. 19), and s..., Kt—Q B 3 (col. 20)
are strong replies, where no continuation is known in which
White can as much as equalise.
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The second form of this opening diverges at 2..., B—B 4
(col. 22), a move which usually transposes into variations
dealt with under the first and third groups.

The third group diverges at 2..., Kt—Q B 3 (cols. 23 to
25), a move from which the Gambit also springs. Against
this move White has more chance to obtain a promising
attack.,

VieENNA GAMBIT.

This arises from White’s sacrifice of the King’s Bishop’s
Pawn on the 3rd move, and leads to positions akin to those
of the King’s Gambit; it is therefore too speculative in
character for match use. The Pierce Gambit (cols. 1 and 2)
provokes sparkling sacrifices, frequently turning out in
favour of White in over-the-board play, although analyt-
ically unsound. The Hampe-Allgaier Gambit (cols. 3 and 4)
yields an attack perhaps surpassing in violence the ordinary
Allgaier Gambit, but Black should survive the storm. In
the Steinitz Gambit (col. 5), White allows his King to be
driven about the board in the early stages of the game in
the hope of obtaining positional superiority. The simple
continuation 5..., P—Q 3, is advantageous for Black; the
sacrifice of the Knight in note (7) is not sound.
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1 P—Ky4, P—K4; 2 Kt—QB3, Kt—KB3; 3 B—By, B;B4;
4 P—Q3, P—Q3.

1 2 3 4 5
5 P=B4......... Ceeraestitienaan, teeeeannn ceie . B—K
Kt—B3(@)..eeuieeenns . Kt—Kt5?2..B—K 3 Kt—B33
6 P—B 5 (b) P—B ;s BXxB (g BxB
Kt—Q 5 (c) P—KR4(f) PxB & PxB
7 Kt—B 3.....B—Kt 3 Kt—R 3 PxP K Kt—K 2
P—B3 P—B3 Q—R5ch PxP Kt—QR4 ()
8 Ktx Kt P—QR3 K—B1 Q0—K2 B—Kt
BxKt P—Kty B—K6 Kt—B3 KixB -
9 Q—B3 B—R2 Kt—Q 5 B—K 3 RPxKt
P—QKts Q—Ktj BxB BxB 0—O0
10 B—Kt3 Kt—B 3 QxB QxB 0—O0
P—QR 4 P—QR 4 K—Q2 0—0 Kt—Kt 5 ()
11 P—QR3 R—KB1 Q—Ktsj Q—R 3 P—KR3
P—R 5 P—R 5 QXQ | Kt—Q 5 Kt—R 3
12 B—R 2 Ktx Kt KtxQ 0—0—0 P—B 4
BxKtch BxKt P—Q B3 Q—Q3 PxP
13 PxB Bx Kt P—KR3 Kt—Bj3 KtxP
B—Kt 2 PxB Kt—KR3 P—QR4 P—K B3
14 B—Q2 Q—R 5 Kt—K 3 KR—B1 Q—B 3
P—Q4(d R—KB1 XK—Kz2 QR—Kt1 Kt—Bz2
15 Kt—Q 1 P—KKtgq 4+ P—KKtg4(k) R—B 2 4
P—Kt5+(¢)

(a) For §.., B—K Kt5; 6 Kt—B 3 see King’s Gambit Declined.
(b) For 6 Kt—B 3 see King’s Gambit Declined.

¢c) If 6.., Kt—QR4; 7 Q—B3, KtxB; 8 PxKt, B—Q2; 9 KKt—K2,
B—B3; 10 P-QR3, P—QR4; 11 P—KKt4, Q—K2; 12 B—Q 2, Kt—Q 2;
138 P—K R4, B—Q5; 14 R—Q Kt1, P—Q Kt3. J. H. Blake—R. T. Black, cable
match, 1910.

(d) J- H. Blake—R. P. Michell, City of London e¢hampionship, 1921.
(¢) Spielmann—P. Johner, Vienna, 1908.

(f)RIfs..,Kt-—-B 7; 7Q—R5,0—0(or7..,0—Q 2; 8P—B6; or7..,P—K Kt3;

8 Q—R6); 8 B—KKt5 Q—Q2; 9 Kt—Q5+. Or 6.., Q—RS5ch; 7 P—Kt3,

g—lfé:s; 8P—K RS, BxKt; 9 QxKt, QxQ; 10 PxQ, B—Kt3; 11 P—Kt5 and
—Kt6+.

(g) 1f 6 B—Kt3, Kt—B38; 7P—B5, BxB; 8 RPxB, P-KR3; 9 B—Q2,
P—Q4; 10PxP, KtxP; 11 Q—Kt4, K—B 1 =. Mieses—von Scheve, Monte Carlo,
1901. If 6 P—BS5, BxB; 7 PxB, QKt—Q2; 8 Q—B3, P—B3; 9 K Kt—K 2,
Kt—Kt8; 10 P—Q Kt3, P—Q4; 11 BPxP, PxP; 12 B-Kt5 P—Q5 F.
Spielmann—Eliskases, 9th match game, 1932.

(k) Spielmann—Tarrasch, Bad Kissingen, 1928. Tartakover suggests the conm-
tinuation 15.., P—Q Kt4; 16 P—Kt5, P—Kt5; 17 PxKt, Px Kt; 18 KtPxP,
Kt—XK 7¢h; 19 K—Q2, Kt—BS.

(%) 7.., O—O followed by an eventual Kt—Q 5 was better (Bogoljuboff), The
column is Tartakover—Rubinstein, Moscow, 1925.

(f) Better 10. ., Kt—Q 2 against which 11 Kt—Kt 8, followed by Q—Q 2, is stronger
than 11 P—B 4, Px P; 12 Ktx P, Kt—K 4 (Tartakover).

L2
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t P—K4, P—K4; 2 Kt—Q B3, Kt—K B3.

6 7 8 9 10
3 B-B4
Kt—B 3ireeecoaeesoncnns P—B3......KtxP
4 P—Q 3 (a) O—Kz2() Q—R5S
B—B4 Kt—Q3
5 B—K Kt 5...Kt—K 2 (@) P—Q3 B—Kt3..... QxKPch
P—KR3 P—Q4 P—0Q3 B—K2 () Q—Kz2
6 BxKt PxP P—B4 Kt—B 3 QxQch
BxXtch KtxP B—K Ktz Kt—QB3 BXxQ
7 PXxB Bx it Kt—B3 KtxP B—Kt3
QxB QxB QKt—Qz2 0—0() Kt—B 4 (5)
8 Kt—Kz2 0—0 P—Bs Kt—Q 35 Kt—B 3
P—Q3 Q—R4(e) QK2 Kt—Q5 P—QB3
9 0—O0 (b) P—QR3 P—KR3 0—O 0—0
P—K Kt4 O—O BxKt KtxB P—Q 4
10 P—Q 4 B—K3 QxB RPxKt R—K1
P—KR4 BxKt P—KR3 Kt—K1 0—O0 (k)
11 P—B3 () KtxB P—QR3 P—Q4 P—Q 4
P—R 5 Kt—Q35=(f) Kt—Kt 3 P—Q3 B—B3
12 Q—03 B—R2 Kt—K B3 Kt—Kz2
B—Qz2 F P—Q4= B—K3z= B—K3=

(a)4P~—B4 KtxP; 5 Kt—B3, Kt——QS(S Ktx Kt; 6 QPx Kt, Px
7 BxP, with a fine attack), 6 BKt3, P—K35; 7 Kt—KKt5 P—KR
8 K Kth P, Ktx Kt; Q-—K 2. Bogol)uboff—-Romanovsky, match, 1924. 9..
Kt—Q5; 10 Qthch Q—K2F

(3 9 Q—Q2, P—K Kt4; 10 P—Q4 Kt—K 2; 11 PxP, PxP; 12 R—Q 1
Kt—Xt3; 13 B—Kt 5 ch, P—B3; 14B—B'4, Kt—R 5F. P.S. Milner- Barry-Alckune,
London, 1932.

(¢) 11 R—Kt1,P—R5; 12 Q—QS Kt—K2; 13 B—KtS5ch, K~B1; 14 PxP,
PxP; 15 Q—Q8c¢h, K—Kt2; 16 QxP, P—R6+. Spielmann—Bogoljuboff,
Berhn, 1920.

(d) Or 5 B—Q2 o—o 6 K Kt—K 2, P—Q 3; 7 0—0, B—K3; 8 P—B 4,
BxB; 9 PxB,

(¢) Or 8. Q Q ; 9 P—B4, P—-B4 10 PxP, KtxP; 11 P—Q4 %
Spnelmann—Ahues, Berlm, 1926. Here 9. B—-Kts was better (prelmann)

(f) Spielmann—Rét1, Dortmund, 1928.
(g) Weakerxs4P—04 B—Kt5; 5PxP,KtxP; 6Q—Q 4, P—Q4; TPxPep.,

0—0 8 Kt—B 3, Kix Kt F. Tartakover—Réti, 1919, Ql‘he column 1s J. H. Blake—
J. A J Drewitt, Hastmgs, 1923,

(%) 5 ., Kt—B 3 mvolves Black 1n the promising but h:ghly speculative sacrifice:
6 Kt—Kt5, P—K Kt3; 7 Q—B 3, P—B4; 8 Q—Q 5, Q— 9 KtxPch, K—Q1;
10 Ktx R, P—Kt 3; Il P—Q3, B—Q Kt2; 12 P— R4 P—KRS3; 13 Ktx P,
PxKt; 14 Q—B3, Kt—Q5; 15 Q—Kt3+.

() 7 , KtxKt?; 8 QxKt, 0—0; 9 Kt—Q5!, R—K1; 10 0—0, B—B1;
110—B 4, P—QB3; 12 Kt~K 3, Q—R 4; 13 P—-Q Q—R'4; 14 P—QB'i e
Alelhine—Euwe, 27th match game, 1935. The continuation 1n the column 1s suggest d
by Alekhine.

() 7.., 0—0; 8 P—Q 4, with a view to B—K B 4 and 0—0—O0.

(k) S’Am;sch—Rubxnstem, Hanover, 1926. If now 11 P—Kt4?, Kt—RS;
12 Rx B, Ktx Ktch; 13 K—Kt2, Kt—Q 5 F (Kmoch). ’

P;
3;

’
’
A
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1 P—K 4, P—K 4; 2Kt—Q B3, Kt—K B 3 P—B 4 (a), P—
4 BPxB, KixP; 5 Kio B3, + (4 P04

12 13 14 15
g g—}%Kt5.B—QB4 ...B—K2
—K 2. 0L, 0—K 2 P—Q4(g) P—
8_8 ....... P—QB3 KtxKt() B—OKts o——%4
7 O— 0—O0 QPXKt Q—Q3 () B—
Kt—Q B3 Q—Kt3ch B—K2 P—83(4.) P—I%3B4
8 Q—Kr P—Q 4 B—B 4 PxP PXPesp.
B—Kt 5 (a) Ktht () P—Q B4 KtxP BxP! (?)
9 P—Q3 PxKt 0—0—0! Q—K3 0—0
P—Qs5s BxP Kt—B 3 Kt—B3 Kt—B 3
10 PXx Kt B—R3 Q—B2 B—Kts Ktx Kt (k)
Px Kt BxR B—K3 Kt—K 3 PxKt
11 PXP OxB QO—Kt3 P—QR3 BxP
B—B4ch B—K3(d P—KKt3 B—R 4 KtxP
12 K—R 1 B—Q6 Kt—Kts P—QXKtq Kt—Kt
BxKt Q—Qr1 Q—Kt3~ B—Kt3 B—Bg4 3
13 BXB Q—Ki14 KtxB P—B
Ktx P PxKt 88 Exwi
14 Q—Kt3 B—K 2 QXP (3) QBxB
Kt—Kt3 () Kt—Q 1 KKt—Qs5 QxB
15 B—Kt 5 P-KR4+(f) Q%XQ QxKt
B—Kz2F RxQ=  BxB=

(o) 3 P—K Kt3?, P~Q4; 4 PxP, KtxP; 5 B—Kt2, B—K3;6 KKt—K 2,
Kt—QB3; 7 0—0, B—K2; 8 P—Q4, Ktx Kt; 9 Px Kt, B—Q4; 10 P—B 3,
0—0; 11 B—K3,Q0—Q3; 12Q0—Q3, %—K 3F. O.C. Muller—Grunfeld Margate,
1923. Here 7 P—Q 8, B—K 2; 80—0, P—K R 4!; 9P—K R 3,0—Q 2; 10 K—R 2,
P—B 4 xs Mleses—Asztalos, Kassa, 1918.

(a) Or 8.., P—B3; 9 KtxKt, PxKt; 10 B—B 4ch, K—Rl 11 x P,
B—Bach; 12 K—R1, PxP; 18 P—0 3, B—E 4; 14 9 —Q5, O— is B——82=.
If here 13 KtxP?, RxRch; 14 BxR,Q—B 3; 15 B—Q 3. P—1\ Kts 16 Kt x Kt,
PxKt; 17 Q—B3, 0—Q5; 18 0—K 3, B—Q2; 19 OxQch, 1 xQ; 20 P—B 3,
R—K1; 21 P—-KR3, R—K8ch+. W. E. Bonwick—M. E. Go.u .cin, London
1923. Another alternative to the text is 8.., B—B4ch; 9 K—R1, Kt—Q5;
10 B—Q1, P—B4; 11 P—- 3, Ktx Q Kt; 12 P x Kt, Kt—K'3; 13P—Q4 B—K 2,
14 B— 2 P—K Kt 4; —Q 3, Kt 5 with attackxng possxbxlmes

{ Analysns by S. Mlotkowskl
If 8.., Bx Kt; SPxB KtxP; IOQ—KI KtxBch; 11 Qx Kt, Q—R 3,
12 Q—B 2, 0—0; 13 P—QR 4+.

(d) 11.., P—_KR3; 12 B—Q 6, Kt—R3; 13 Kt—R 4, Kt--B2; 14 P—R 4,

Kt—s- 3; 15 Kt—BS5+. Flamberg and Rabinovxtch—Bogo]juboﬁ and Vainstein,

(e) 8 Bth- 7 Kt Px B, 0—0 8 Q—K3, P—KB4 (8.., Kt—Q B3,
9 B——Ktsl:h), —B 4, P—B3; 10 P—Q3, Q—R4ch (10 ., Kt—B6?,
11Q—Q4+); llB—QZ Kth 12Qth QxQch; I3KtxQ,B—K3; 14Px P +.

Spielmann—Yates, Prague, 1931.
Also ood is 6 Q—K 2, B—B4; 7 Kt—Q 1, followed by P—Q 3 (Alekhme]

i If —Q 2, P—Q B 4is best A curious variation is 7 B—Q 3, Ktx Kt,
8 Px Kt, B xPch; ) B—Q 2, Bx R; 10 Qx B, White having prospects of an attach,
but not enough to compensate him for so heavy a sacrifice.

(1) 14 KtxP, Ktx KP; 15 Ktx Kt, B—Q 5+ (Alekhine). The column 1s
Spielmann—Marshall New York, 1927.

(1) Much better than s ,KtxP; 9 0—0, Kt—B 3; 10 B—K Kt5, B—K Kt 5,
11 Q—XK1, P—KR3; 1 B—QZ B'x Kt, lSRxB KtxP 14 R—Kt3, B—B 4,
15 K—~R1 &+. Splelmann—Maréczy, Tephtz Schdnau, 1922.

(k) Or 10 Kt—K2, Kt—K2; P—B 3, Kt—Kt3; 12 Kt—B4, Ktx Kt.
Spielmann-—-—Loman,Schevenmgen, 1923 Or 10 B—K 3, B—B 4; 11 Q—K 1, B—Kt 3;
12 Kt—K 2, Q—K2; 13 Kt—B 4, B—B2 =. Splelmann——von Holzhausen, Berlm,
1928. The column 18 prelmann—-—Rét: Vienna, 1922,
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—QB3, Kt—KB3; 3 P—B4, P—Q4;
4 BPXP, KtxP.

16 17 18 19 20
5 (Bt—B3)ieeeereeiereanasaanassonses Q—B 3 (k)
(B—K 2) B-K Kt5..Kt—QB3(e) P—KB4...Kt—QB3
6 Q—Kz2(a) Q—K2 Q—Kz2? P—Q3 B—Kt5 (5)
P—K B4 KtxKt() B—KB4l!(f) Ktx Kt Ktx Kt
7 P—Q3 KtPxKt(d) QO—Kts P XKt KtPXxKt
Kt—B 4 P—Q B4 P—QR3 (e) P—Qs>s Q—R 5ch(k)
8 P—Q4 Q—B2 QXKtP Q—Kt3 (z) P—Kt3
Kt—K 5 Kt—B3 Kt—Kts! Kt—B3 Q—Ks5ch
9 B—B4 B—Kt; Ktx Kt B—K2 Qx0Q
0—0 B—K2 Px Kt B—K3 PxQ
10 P—K R4 0—0 Kt—Q 4 B—B3 BxKtch
P—Bj3(b) O—O R—QKt: Q—Q-2 PxB
11 Q—K3 P—Q 4 Q—R 7 Kt—K 2 Kt—K2
B—Kts PxP B—B 4! B—B4 B—Kz2!
12 Kt—Q 2 Bx Kt QxB P—B4 R—B1
B—K 3 PxB QX Kt 0—0 0—O0
13 QKtxKt PxP QX Q 0—0 R—Bg4
BPXxKt P—B3 KtxPch BXP P—B 3+ ()
14 B—K2 Q—Kt3 K—B 2 Kt—B 4

P—B4+F O—Q2= KtxQF B—K3F

(a) Alternatives are: (1) 6 B—K2, 0—0; 7 0—0O, Kt—QB3; 8 P—
B—~Bé4ch; 9 P—Q4, B—Kt3; 10 Kt—Q R 4, B—K B 4 F. Marottl—ﬁétx, Lon on,
1927. (2) s P— 3, Ktx Kt; 7 Px Kt,0—0; 8 B—K2,P—KB3; 9 PxP, BxP;
10 P—Q4, B—R5ch; 11 P—-Kts B-——K2 12 0—0, B—-KRS; 18 R—B 2,

Kt—Q 2 F. Sultan Khan—-Weemnk Liége, 1

(b)) Or10 ., B—Kt5; 11Q—K 3, P—B 4 (Gmnfeld) The column is Spielmann—
Teichmann, Tephtz-Schonau.

) Kt—QB3; 7 Ktx Kt, Kt—Q5; 8 Q—03, BxKt; 9 Kt—-Kt3+
d) Or 7 QPth P—QB 3 B—B4, Kt—Q2; 9 0—0—0, Q—R
10 K—-Ktl 0—Q—0.

(e) 5 ., P—KKt4 (Loc.pck's Counter Attack); 6 P—Q 3, KtxKt; 7 Px Kt,
P—Kt5; 3 Kt—Q4, P—Q B4; 9 Kt—K 2, P—Q5; 10 Kt—B4+.

(f) Better than 6 Kt—B 4; 7 -—Q4 t—K3; 8 B—K38, P—QRS;

9 Kt—Q1, B—K2 10 P—B3, O—O 11 Q—Q B2 i Mattxson——Rubmstem,
Prague, 1931.

(g) Simpler than 7.., Kt—B4; 8 P—Q4!, P—QR3; 9 Q—K2, Kt—K5;
10Q—K3 Ktx Kt; 11PxKt, BxP!; 12Q-—-B2' B-—-KB4 13 Kt—R 4,B—K 3
14 B—Q3, Q—Q2; 15 0—0 with a strong attack for the Pawn sacrificed. Kan—
Botvinnik, Moscow, 1935. The column is analysis by Rabinovitch.

(k) Other cont:nuatxons are. (1) 5 B—Kt5ch (the Schriider Variation), P—BS ;
6 Ktx Kt, Px Kt; 7 B—B 4, P—Q Kt4; 8 B—Kt3, B—K B4 followed by 9..,
B—B4 F. (2)5P—Q3, Ktht 6P x Kt, P—— 5; 7Kt—B 3, P—Q B 4; 8B—K?2,
B—K 2; 9 0—0,0— Q—-Kl P—B3 —Kt3 BPxP 12 B—R 6, B—B 8.
Mllner-Ban'y—Alexander, Worcester, 1931. Here 5. Q— S5ch; 6 P—Kt 8, Kix P;
7 Kt—B 3, Q—R4; 8 KtxP+ is Wurzburger's Trap. If now 8.., B—K Kt5;
9 Kt—B4, Bx Kt; 10 KtxQ, BxQ; 11 PxKt, Bx 12 P—KtS! and the B
cannot escape (Mﬂner-Ba::ry)

8 Q—B 4, Kt—B 3; 9 Kt—B3, B—B4; 10 B—Kt2, PxP; 11 BxP,
B—-K 3; 12 P—Q R 3, Q—K 2% 13 B—Kt2, 0—0—0 F. E.Schrider—Ed. Lasker,
Chzcago, 1916. 1£8Q—B 2, Px P; 9P—Q 4, B—K 3; 10B—Q 3,B—K2; 11 Kt—K 2,
0—0; 12 0—0, Kt—B3; 13 'B—K 3, Kt-—KtS, 14 KtxP Kth 15 Px Kt
P—B5! =F. Tartakover—Luxenthal, Paris, 1933. The column is Spielmnnn—
Romanovsky, Moscow, 1925.

(1) 6 Kt:th?, Kt—Qs 7 Q—B4, PxKt; 8 B—B4, B—KB4; 9 P—B3,
P—X Kt4; 10 BxPch, KxB 11 Q—-—B2 P—K6!+. Boros—].xhenthal 1933,

(% 7 , B—K2; 8 P—Q4, '0—0; 9B—Q3 P—BS; 10 Q—R 5, P—K Kt3;
11Bx P, leadmg to perpetual check. Hromadka—Em. Lasker Mihrisch-Ostrau, 1923.

U] Hromadka——prelmann, Trentchm-’re litz, 1928, If i4 RxKP, B—KB4;
15 R—Q B4, PxP; 16 RxP +. Or 14 PxP, BxP; 15 RxP B—B4;
16 R—Q B 4, QBxP 17 RxP Q —K1+ (KmocH).
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1 P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—QB3.

21 22 23 24 25
2 (Kt—K B 3).B—By4..... Kt—Q B3
3 (P—Byg) Kt—B3 () P—KKt3...B—B4......P—B 4 (m)
P—Q4)  P—Q3 B—B4 B—B4() B—B4
4 P—Q3 (a) P—Q 4!(f) B—Ktz O—Kt 4 PXP (n)

PxXBP () PxP P—Q3 P—KKt3 (k) P—Q 3!

5 PXP (c) Ktx P Kt—R 4 (h) Q—Kt3 PxP

B—QKts Kt—KB3 Kt—B3 P—Q3 QxP

6 BxP B—KKt5s KtxB P—Q3 Kt—B3

KtxP P—KR3 Px XKt Kt—Q 5 B—KKtsjs

7 B—-Q_ 2 B—R 4 P—Q 3 B—Kt3 Kt—K 2
Bx Kt Kt—B 3 0—0 B—K 3 0—0—0

8 PxB Ktx Kt Kt—K 2 B—Kt3s P—B3
0—0 PxKt B—K 3 Q—Q 2 P—B 4

9 Kt——-Z_B 3 B—Q 3 P—Kt3 0—0—0 P—Q 4

R—Ki1ich Q—Kz2 Q—Q2 BxB PxP
10 B—K2 0—0 0—0 RPXB Kt—Kt 5

Q—K=2 Q—K 4 B—R 6 P—KB3 Q—Kz=2
11 P—By4 (d) Kt—Rg4 P—K Bg4 B—K3 Q—B2

Kt—KB3F B—Kt3 BxB 0—0—0 P—K 6
12 B-Kt3+(g) KxB KKt—K2 Q—Kg4

. Kt—Ki=() Kt—K 2 () QxKt+ (0),

(a) Steinitz’s Variation. If 4 KPxP, KtxP; 5 KtxKt, Qx Kt, 6 PxP,
Kt—B3; t—B 3, B—KKt5; 8 B—K2. For 4 KPxP, P—K5 see Falkbeer
Counter-Gambit.

(&) Or (l Kt—B3; 5 PxKP, QKtxP; 6 P—Q4, Kt—B 3; 7 P—KS5,
Kt—K5; xi{t Px t; 9 B—K 3, B—K2; 10 Kt—K 2, 0—0; 11 Kt—B4,
B—Kt4; P-—B , Kt—K2; 183 B—B4 +. Horothz—Maderna, Warsaw, 1935.
(2) 4 P—Q5; 5 Q Kt—K 2 (Stemitz recommended 5 Kt—Ktl), Kt—B3;

6 Kt-—-KBs —Kt5; 7 Ktx P, Ktx Kt; 8 Px Kt, Kt—Q2; 9 P—KR 3, BxKt;

x B, Q-—RSch 11 K—Q1, Ktx P F. (3)4 . B——Q Kt5, 5BPxP, Ktx P!}
6 th, R5¢h 7 K— 2 Bx Kt; 8 PxB, B—KtSCh 9Kt-—B3 PxP;

—Q 4, B—R 4; 11 K—K 3, Bx Kt; 12PxB, Q-—-KSch 13 K—B 4, Q—RSch
wit a draw by perpetual check.

(c) If 5§ P—K 5, P—Q5!+.

(@) Splelmann—Lasker, St. Petersburg, 1909.

(¢) For 3 B—B 4, Kt—K B 3 see cols. 1-5. For 8 P—K Kt3, Kt—Q B 3 see
col. 23. For 8 P—B 4, Kt—Q B 3 see col. 25.

(f) Weaker is 4 Kt—Q R 4, B-—Kt3 5 Kth RPxKt; 6 P—Q4, PxP;
7QxP, Q—B3; 8 B—KKt5, Qx Ktx Q, B—Q2; 10 B—Q B4, Kt—K 2]
11 0-—0 Kt—Kt3 =. Kan—-Capab anca, Moscow, 1936,

(8) Horothz—-Kupch:k Syracuse, 1934.

h) Or 5 P—Q3, P—KR4; 6 P—KR3, B—K3; 7 Kt—BS3, Q—Q
8 Kt—K Kt5, Kt—Q5; 9 B—K3 Kt—K 2; 10 Q—Q2 P—KB3; ll Ktx
Ktx Kt; 12 O—0— J H. Blake—H. Saunders, London, 1921.

(1) Mieses——Alapm, Vienna, 1908.

(7) For 8.., Kt—B3 see cols. 6-7.

(R) 1f 4 . Q—-BS, Kt—Q5, QxPch; 6 K—Q1+. An alternative is 4.
K—B1; Q—-Kt , P—Q3, 6 K Kt—K 2, Kt—K B 3. Rosselli—Yates, Semmermg.
1926.

(2) Spielmann—Tarrasch, Vienna, 1922. The position is even.

(m) 8 P—Q 4 (Fyfe Gambit), Ktx P; 4 P—B 4, B—Kt5; 5 Kt—B 3, Bx Ktch +.

(n) White should transpose into the King's Gamblt Declmed by Kt—B3 The
column is Spielmann—Schlechter, Vienna, 1914.

(0) 13 Bx P, Q—R 5 ch.

2B:
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I P—Kg4, P—K4; 2 Kt—Q B3, Kt—QB3; 3 P—Bg4, PxP.

1 2 3 4 5
4 Kt—B Cetesseeeietanenetiiiannns cecossancsss P—Q 4 (h)
P—K Kt 4 Q—RR5ch
5P—Q4(@.cieiiiiiiinnn. P—K R4 K—K 2
P—Kts..... P—Q3 () P—Kts P—Q3 (1)
6 B—B 4 P—Q 5 Kt-KKts(d) Kt—B 3
PxKt Kt—K 4 P—KR3 B—Kts
7 O—0O B—Ktsch KtxP BxP
P—Q4 B—Qz2 Kx Kt P—Bg4
8 KPxP BxBch P—Q4 P—Ks
B—KXKt; KxB P—Bé6...... P—Q4(f) BxKtch
9 Q—Kich(®) P—KKt3 B—B4ch BxP KxB
B—Kz2 P—KR4 P—Q4 B—Kts Q—Kt 5ch
10 BXxP PxP BXPch P—Ks5() K—K3
KtxP KtxKtch K—K1 B—K 3 P xXP+(4)
11 B—K 35 QX Kt PxP B—K 2
Kt—K7ch P—Kts B—K 2 Q—Qz2
12 Ktx Kt Q—Q3 B—K 3 O0—0
PxKt Q—R5ch BxPch K—Kt 24
13 KBxP K—~Kz24+ K—Q2
BxB B—Kt4
I4 QXB P—Bg4 .
P—K B3+ B—B 3 (¢)

B—K K

12 B—Kt 3, Kt—R 4;

(a) Pierce Gambit.

Kt5; 12 B—Kt5ch,

(c) §

8 P—KR4 Kthtch, 9 Ox K

9P—KR 4, B—K 4;

(@) Hampe-Allgaler Gambit.

(b) If 9 Px Kt (the Rushmere Attack) llz—-BQ7 ch;
13 t—Q 5,
15 R—K 1ch, B—K 2; 16 Rx B ch, Qx R+ (Analysis by S. M
Pierce), or 9 R-—chh KKt—!\2 10 Px P
13 B—Kt 5 ch, P—B 3;
%x P, 16 P-—Q B4, Q——-Q 2%. P.S. Milner- Barry——C H. Alexander,
he only tournament example of the Pierce Gambit for almost fift
B—Kt2; 6 P—Q 5, Kt—K 4;
t, P—Q 4;
10PxP,Qx P; 11R—R 5, Q—B3;

B—R§6;

— ;

+); 8
12Rx B,

(e) 15 P—K 5, B—Kt2; 16 Q—K 2, K Kt—K 2+.

(f) 8.., P—Q8;

weaker.

(&) If 10 B—Q Kt 5 (Larobok, 1921), K Kt—K 2.

(k) Steinitz Gambit.
(#) 5.

11 Kt—K 4, Q—R4

9 BxP, B—Kt2;

,R—K 1ch; 10 K—%
12 K—Q 2, P—

(7) Analysis by Dr. E. von Schmidt.

,P—Q4; 6 PxP, B—Kt5ch; 7 Kt—B 3, 0—0—0; 8 P Kt, B—
90Q0—K1, Bthch(orQ
R—chh

H

X
SO 11'Q—B 247 ; 10
B4; 18 BR3+.

10 R]xP]BxQ, 11 PxP,

BxP, RxP;

lotkowski and W. T.
11 BxP, R—Kt1ch;
14 Kt—K4, B-—-Kt2

15 K—RI

Cambndge, 1932
y years!
7 P—Q6 Ktx Kteh (if 7 H
10 Ktx P x Kt, P—QB3;
xR; 18BxP+.

10 B—B 4ch, K—Kt38; 11 P—KS5 is

B4;
xB
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ALBIN COUNTER-GAMBIT o =
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ALLGAIER GAMBIT, see under King’s Knight’s Gambit
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Boden-Kieseritzky Gambit- - -
Calabrese Counter-Gambit - = -
Classical Defence - - - =
Lewis Counter-Gambit -
M’Donnell’s Double Gambit
BoDEN-KIESERITZKY GAMBIT, see above
BREYER GAMBIT, see under King's Gambit
CARO-KANN DEFENCE- - - - =
Exchange Variation - - - -
Alekhine's Counter-Attack- - -

Panoff-Botvinnik Attack - - -
Tartakover’s Variation - e -

3 Kt—Q B 3 Variation. - - - - . .

CENTRE GAME =~ = = = =« =« -« o .
Centre Gambit - =« - - « « . .
Charousek’s Variation- - - - <« . .
Reshevsky’s Variatione - - - < . .

CeNTRE COUNTER GAME - - - =« - - .
Burn’s Variation - - - -« - . . -
Kiel Variation - - =~ < «+ - < .
Lasker’s Variation e 2 - e e e e

CuNNINGHAM GAMBIT, see under King’s Knight'’s
Gambit

DanNisH GAMBIT - - - = - =
Alekhine’s Variation - « - - -
Danish Declined - - =« « - -
Rosentreter’s Variation - =« - - .
Schlechter’s Variation- - = = =

DutcH DEFENCE, se¢ under Queen's Pawn Game
Dutcs OPENING, see Bird’s Opening

EncrLisu KN16HT's OPENING, se¢ Ponziani's Opening
ExcLIsH OPENING T S - -
Flohr's Attack - - - - - = - -
Inverted Sicilian Defence - - =« =« = -
Four Knight’s Variation - - <« =« -
Symmetrical Defence - - - - - < -
Fine’s Variation - - - - - - -

Page
83
Iy7
-7

30-33
32
33
33
31

3441

36-8
36~7
39
30

317
Col. or note
5. ()
166—-70
.6 .
8-10
II

eses

7-9
4~6
-2
n. (k)

9~10

I1-3

n. (k)
-2

22—4
1-15
-7

16-8
n. (f)
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Page Cole or note

EvaNs GAMBIT - - = = - - - = - 42~4 vees
Compromised Defence - - - - - - = 43 4
Lasher’s Defence - - = - = =~ = =~ 44 8
Leonhardt’s Defence - = - - - = = 43 n. (2)
Normal Position - = - - - - - 43 1-3
Pierce’s Defence - =~ - - - - = = 43 n. (2)
Sanders-Alapin Defence - - - - - 44 n. (2)
Tartakover’s Variat.on - - . = = = 44 6
Waller’s Attack - - = = = = = = 43 n. (f)

EvANs GaMBIT DECLINED - =« = = = = = 45 vese
Cordel’s Variation - - - = = = = 45 1
Mlotkowski’s Variation - - - - = = 45 n. (J)

FALKBEER COUNTER-GAMBIT, see under King's Gambit
Declined

Four Knicuts’ GAME - - - = = = - 46-58 vees
Classical Defence - - - - - - = = 54 31-5

Tattersall’s Attack - - =~ - = - 54 n. (h)
Double Ruy Lopez - - - - = = - 49754 1-30
Blake’s Variation- - - - - - = 52 16
Lasker’s Variation - - - - - - 51 1
Maréczy's Verwt-m - - = - = = 53 22—3
Metger (Delmar) Variat'on - - - = 50 6-10
Nimzovitch’s Variation - - - - - 53 24—5
Sven wune Defence - - - - - - 51 14—5
Rubinstemm Defence - - - =~ - = = 557 36—50
Bogoljuboff’s Variation - - - - - 57 n. (b)
Exchange Variatioo. - - - - - - 55 36-8
Marbezy's Variatioo - - - - - = 56 45
Schlechter’s Variation- - - - - = 57 49
Schlechter-Henneberg Variation - - = 55 39—40
Teichmann’s Variation - - -~ - - 5 46

FRENCH DEFENCE - - - - - = = - 5971 .

Classical Contmuation- - - - =~ - - 639 6-40
Alekhine’s Attack (Albin Gambit) - - - 66—7 23-8
Burn’s Variation - - - - - e - 65-6 19—22
GleJhill Attack - - = - = = = 69 n. ()
Lasker’s Variation - - - - - - 69 38
McCutcheon Variation - - - - - 689 35-8

Mieses-Wolf Variation- - - - = 69 38
L. Steiner’s Variation - - - - - - 64 14
Winawer’s Counter-Attack- - - - =~ 63-5 9-18

Exchange Variatioo - - - - - - - 62 -5
Maréezy’s Variation - - - - - - 62 4

Steinitz Variation- - =« - - - - - 70-71 44~6

Tartakover’s Attack - =« =« - = - - 71 49

Tchigorin’s Attack - -~ - - = - - 71 47

FroM GAMBIT, see under Bird's Opening

Gruoco PaNo - =+ = = - - = =« - 729 ceee
“ Bayonet ” Attack - - - - = <« - 74 4
Cracow Variation- - =« - = = = - 76 13
Giuoco Pianissimo e e« = = = = - %6 15
Greco’s Attack - - =« - - - - - 75 9

Bernstein’s Variation =« - - - - - 75 9

“ Miss-in-Baulk ” (Pierce’s Variation) - - - 77 19

Moller Attack - - - - -« = ~ =  74-% 1
Keres Variation - - - - = =« - 74 2

Leonhardt’s Variation- - - = = « 74 5
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Page Col. or note
- - 789 24-30

Gruoco Prano—continued
Old Piano Variation -
Canal’s Vanation -

A R R 4 27-30
Steinitz Variation = s e - - . . 95 8
Therkatz Vamation - - - - .« . . g4 2
GOERING GAMBIT, see under Scotch Gambit
GRECO COUNTER-GAMBIT, see under Irregular Openings
GRUENFELD DEFENCE, see under Queen’s Pawn Game
HAMPE-ALLGAIER GAMBIT, see under Vienna Gambit
HUNGARIAN DEFENCE, see under Irregular Openings
IRREGULAR AND UNusuaL OPENINGS - - - - 8o~7 cess
Alapin’s Opening - - - - - - - - 85 5
Anderssen’s Opening - - - - =« - . 8y n. (m)
Damiano’s Defence - - - - =« - . 84 n. (a)
Double Fianchetto Defence - - - - - 82 5
Greco Counter-Gambit - - - - - < 8 6-9
Hungarian Defence - - - - - - . g3 -3
Inverted Hanham Opening - - - - - 83 4
King’s Fianchetto Defence - - - - - 82 -3
King’s Fianchetto Openng - - - =« . 8y n. (m)
Nimzovitch’s Defence - - - - - « .  85-6 ~7
Polish Opening - - - - - - - . 87 14
Queen’s Fianchetto Defence - - - -~ 82 4
Queen’s Fianchetto Opening - - - - - 87 13
Queen’s Knight’s Openmg- - - - - - 86 )
Queen's Pawn Counter-Gambit- - - - - 84 I0
Saragossa Opening - - - - - - - 8 II-x2
“ Spike - - - - .. 87 n (m)
Tenison (Lemberg) Gamblt - - - - - 86 8
Vun't Kruys Opening- - - =~ - =« - 87 15
Zukertort’s Opening - - - - - =« - 86 8—9
ItaLiaN OPENING, see Giuoco Piano
KiNg’s GAMBIT - - - - - - - - . 8896 ceee
Biswor’s GamsIr- - - - - - - - 912 -8
Bogoljuboff’s Defence - - - - - - 92 7
Classical Defence - - - - - =+ - oI 1. (j)
Lopez Counter-Gambit - - = =« - 9 5
MacDonnell’s Attack - - - - - - ot 1. (5)
Morphy’s Defence - - - - =« - 92 6
Saunders Attack - - - - - .« - oI n. ()
Lesser Bishop’s Gambit - - - - - 02 8
BREYER GAMBIT - - - =~ -« - - - Q2 9
Krres (WiLLemsoN) Gamelr - -~ - =~ - 02 10
King's KNIGHT'S GAMBIT = =~ - -  ~ 939 1-40
Abbazia Defence - - - - - - - 93 -5
Allgaier Gambit - - - - - - - 04 I1-5
Allgajer-Thorold Attack - - - - 04 I1-3
Ourousoff Attack« - - - - - o4 14
Berlin Defence - - - - - 96 26-9
Calabrese-Philidor Gambxt - - - - g6 29
Cunningham Gambit - - - - - - 903 9
Three Pawns Gambit - - - - - g9 n. (n)
Kieseritzky Gambit - - - - - - g5 1625

Brentano’s Defence - - - - 95 21
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KiNG’s GaMBIT—Ccontinued

Page Col. or note

Neumann’s Defence - =+ =« - = 99
Paulsen’s Defence - - - - = 95
Rice Gambit- - - - = - 95
Muzio Gambit - - - - - - 978
Brentano’s Defence - - - - 97
Double Muzio - - =- = - = 98
From’s Defence - - - - = = 97
Ghulam Kissum’s Attack - = - = 98
Lean’s Attack - - = = = = .97
MacDonnell’s Attack - - =~ = = 98
“Wid Muzio” - - - - =« = 98
Quaade Gambit”- - - - - = = 03
Rosentreter Gambit - - - = = = 99
Salvio Gambit - - - =« = < = 96
King’s Gamerr DEcLINED- - - = = = =«  I00-10§
Blackburne’s Attack - - - - - - - 102
Falkbeer Counter-Gambit - - - =« = = 1045
Alapin’s Variation - = e« a = e 104
Keres Variation - - = = = - - I04
Keres-Stoltz Variation - - - - - 104
Milner-Barry’s Variation - - - - - X05
Nimzovitch’s Variation e« - - - < 1I05
Tarrasch’s Variation = - - - - « 104
Heath’s Variation - e e = = - - 103
Marshall’s Variation - - - - - - - 103
Soldatenkoff Attack = - - - - - - 103
Svenonius Defence - - - - - - - 102
Tarrasch’s Defence - - - - - - - 102
Lewis COUNTER GAMBIT, see under Bishop’s Opening
M’DonneLL’s DousLE GAMBIT, see under Bishop’s Opening
MaX LANGE - - = = = = = = = - 1069
Krause’s Variatiom - - - - =« = - 109
Lasker’s Variation - - - - - - - 109
Loman’s Defence- - - - « - - - 108
Marshall’s Variation - -« - =« - - - 107
Seibold’s Continuation e o - = - 107
Rubinstein’s Defence - - - - - < - 107
Schlechter’s Variation- - =« - - - - 108
Van Holzhausen’s Attack - - - - - - 109
MoOLLER ATTACK, see under Giuoco Piano
NimzoviTcu’s ATTACK- - - - = - = - 1I0-I2
NimzoviTcu’s DiFENCE, see under Irregular Openings
PETROFF'S DEFENCE - - - = = = = = II3~§
Kaufmann’s Variation- - - - - - - 115§
Marshall’s Variation - - - - - - - 115
Alexander’s Continuation - - - - - 11§
Steinitz Variation e § 71
PuILIDOR’S DEFENCE - - - = - = = = 116~8
Hanham Variationr - - =« - -« - - 118
Mlotkowskl’s Variationm - - - - - - 118
Nimzovitch’s Variation - - -~ - =« - 117
P.ilidor’s Counter-Attack - - - - < - 118

PrercE GAMBIT, see under Vienna Gambit
Porisu DEFENCE, see¢ under Queen’s Pawn Game
PoLisk OPENING, se¢ under Irregular Openings

n. (%)
16~7
9
31-40
357
n. ()
34

39

I1-20
n. (@)
12-3
15

20

16

n. (b)
n. (A)

9
n. (c)
n. (f)

3
12
7-9

1 and n.
(e) &(f}
3-5

n. {(m)

I-I10

n. (b)
710
n. (&)
-2

acve

67

-3
10



PonziaNT'sS OPENING - = =

Caro’s Defence - « =
Leonhardt’s Defence - -
Ponziant’s Counter-Attack -
Burn’s Variation - -
Steinitz Defence - - -
Tchigorin’s Variation -

Bogoljuboff’s Variation -

QUEEN'S GAMBIT DECLINED -

Albin Counter-Gambit - -

PrussiaN DErFENCE, se¢e Two Knights’
QUEEN’S GAMBIT ACCEPTED -

Defence

Alekhine’s Defence (2.., P—K Kt 3)

Janowskr’s Defence - -
Orthodox Defence - -
Pillsbury Attack - -
Alekhine’s Attack

Cambridge Springs Defence
Cambridge Springs Evaded
Capablanca’s Variation -
Duras Attack - .
Exchange Variation -

Lasker’s Defence -

Manhattan Variation -

Pittsburg Variation

Queen’s Fianchetto Defence

Ragosin System -
Samisch’s Variation

Tartakover’s Variation

‘Wertheim Variation
Slav (Polerio) Defence

Alekhine’s Attack

Anti-Meran System

Tarrasch Defence- - -

Bogoljuboff’s Continuation
Exchange Variation - -
Mihrisch-Ostrau Defence -
Meran Variation - - -

Blumenfeld’s Continuation

Pirc’s Continuation -
Samisch’s Continuation -
Semi-Slav Defence - =
Semmering Variation - =
Stonewall Variation = -
Siichting’s Variation - -
Wmawer’s Counter-Gambit

Marshall’s Variation -
Old Normal Position -
Rubinstein Variation - -

Bogoljuboff’s Variation

et

Folkestone (Swedish) Variation

Nimzovitch’s Variation
Normal Position - -
Rétr's Variation - -

Von Hennig-Schara Gamb1t

Wagner’s Variation -

'.|.‘QJI||'OIIIIIllllllllilllllll‘

1234,

121—9,

T T L T I B T )

321
Page Col. or note
119-22 e

121 6
120 1-2
121 9~10
121 n. (o)
120 3-5
120 4

I30~33  eeen
132-33 I13-16

134-67 cenn
167 166-70
156 III
155 106-7
134-50 185
134-47 I-70
135 6-7
141-3 36-50
144 51—4
134-5 -7
137 20
145-6 60-5
147 66~9
144-5 559
140 n. ()
137 18—20
149 76-9
148 74
147-8 70-71
136 II
150-66  126-65
166 161
163 150
160 133—4
166 164=5
16§ 137-8
162 I4I-5
162 141-2
162 143
159 128 (k)
165 160
165 1579
165 159
161 140
166 163
I51—4 86-105
154 103
154 104-5
1512 86~100
152 92 (d)
153 97-100
153 96 (a)
151 86-93
I5I 867
I53—4 10102

1523 956
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QUEEN'S GAMBIT DECLINED—CONL, Page  Col. or note
Tartakover’s Defence - - - - e e - 155 108~9
Tchigorin’s Defence - - - =~ - = - 156 112-3
Vienna (Griinfeld’s) Variation - - - - . 157 116-8

QuUEEN’s KNIGHT'S OPENING, se¢¢ under Irregular Openings

QUEEN’s PAWN GAME- - -« =~ - - - - 168-218 ...
Benoni Counter-Gambit - - - - - - 211 171-5
Blackmar Gambit L T S 182 28 (e)
Blumenfeld Counter-Gambit - - - - - 209 161~3
Lojoljuboff’s Variation -~ - - - - - 19§ 9I1~5

A. Steiner’s Variation- - - - - - 195 91 (a)
Budapest Defence - - = - - - - 208 156-60
Fajarowicz Variatiom - - - - - - 208 160

Catalan System - - - = - - 81 21
See also under Réti Openmg
Colle System - - - - - - - 1778 -7
Déry Defence - - - - - = - - 2I0 166 (@)
Dutch Defence - - - - - - - - 212-15 176~95
Alekhine’s Variations - - - - - 212, 214 178, 187
Blackmar Attack, see Staunton Gambu
Blackburne’s Attack - - - - - - 2I2-14 176~89
Mieses Variation - - - - - - - 213 n. (b)
Staunton Gambijt- - -« - - - « 215 I91~5
Alekhine’s Attack - - - - - 215 192
Balogh'’s Defences « =« - - - 215 195
Stonewall Variation - - - - - - 213-5 179~81
King's Indian Defence - - - - - - 198-206 106~50
Griinfeld Defence - - - - - - . 203-06  13I~50
Botvinnik’s Variation- - - « - 206 146~8
Lundin’s Variatioo. - - - + - 203 135
Schlechter’s Variation- - - - - 205 144~5
Alatorzeff’s Variation - - - <« - - 202 126
Capablanca’s Variation. - - - < - 202 130 (f)
Four Pawns’ Attack - - - - - - 199 I13—4
Janowski’s Attack - - - - - - 202 126
Nimzovitch’s Attack - - - - - - 201 124-5
Nimzo-Indian Defence T 183-90  31-69
Botvimnik’s Attack - - - - - - 187 54
Rubinstein Variation - - - - - - 188 56—60
Samisch Variation- - - - - - - 189 61-4
Zurich (Milper-Barry) Variation - - -  185-6 43-7
Polish Defence - - - - - < =« - 210 166 (a)
) i - - - . . . fi9r-a  71-90
Queen’s Indian Defence 196-7 96-105
Berg’s Variation - - - - - - - 196 96 (a)
Colle System- =« - - - - - . 196 99-100
Fine’s Attack - - - - - - . 193 84 (k)
Rubinstein’s Variation - - - - - 101 71 (@
Stonewall Variation - - - - .« . . 182 28-30
Tartakover’s Attack -~ - - - - - - 180 19-20
Tchigorin’s Defence - - - - - - . 207 151-5

RETt OPENING - - = = - - < - - 220-30 ....

Catalan System - - - - - < . . 2269 23-40
C. H. Alexander’s Variation - - - - 228 35

Inverted Griinfeld Defence - - - - - 230 41

Réti Gambit Accepted - - - - - - 222 -5

RnisstAN DEFENCE, see Petroff’'s Defence
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Page Col. or note

Ruy Lorez - - - - - - - - - - 231-76 cess
Alapm’s Defence « =« = - - - - - 276 199-200
Berlin Defence - = « - - - - = 238—41 1-20

Duras Variation = -« - - « - = 241 n. (d)
Mortimer’s Defence and Trap - - - =« 241 n. (7)
Nyholm’s Variatiom - - - - - =« 240 14
Rio de Janeiro Variation - - - - - 238 2
Schlechter’s Variation- - - - - - 238 1
Znosko-Borovsky’s Variation - - - - 240 11
Bird’s Defence - - - - - -« - - 242 21-§
Brentano’s Defence - - - - - - 276 n. (m)
Classical Defence = - - - - - - - 2434 26-35
Charousek’s Variation- - - - - - 244 31
Cozio Defence - - - . - - - - 245 367
Cozio Defence Deferred - - - - - - 276 196
Fianchetto Defence - =« - - =« « = 245 38—40
Morphy Defence - - - - - - - - 246-65 4I1-I40
Berger’s Variation - = = - - - 251 68—9
Bogoljuboff’s Defence - - - - - - 256 92~4
Breslau Variation - - - - - - - 249 56-60
Duras Variation - - - - - - - 262 121-2
Exchange Variation. - - - - - - 265 13640
Friess Attack - - = = - - - 25 72
Giuoco Piano Deferred - - - - - 246 n. (a)
Howell’s Variatiom - - - - - - 251 n. (b)
Kecskemét (Alekhine’s) Variation - - - 257 98-9
Leonhardt’s Counter-Attack - - - - 255 86
Marshall’s Variatiom - - - - - - 257 96
Méoller Defence - =« =« = - « < 261 117-9
Motzko Variatiom= - - - - - - 250 65
Noah’s Ark Trap- = =« - - - -°' 264 n. ()
Riga Variationh. - - - - - - - 252 73
Schlechter’s Variation- - - - - -« 255 90
Tarrasch’s Trap - - - = - = - 249 n. (b)
Tartakover’s Variation - - - - - 25 n. (f)
Treybal’s Variation - - - - - - 263 130
Worrall Attack - - - - - - - 258-60 10I-I3
Schliemann Defence - - - - - - - 276 1914
Schliemann Defence Deferred - - - - = 276 195
Steinitz Defence - - - - - - - - 2669 141-60
Nimzovitch’s Attach - - - - - - 268 I154—5
Steinitz Defence Deferred - - - - - - 270-5 161—90
Capablanca’s Defence - - - - - - 273 179—-80
Exchange Variation - - - - - - 2701 1617
Keres Variation - =« =- - - - - 273 178(}»)
, I £ 44 n. (),
Noah’s Ark Trap- - - - = {272 n. (9)
Siesta Variation - - - - - - - 275 186~90
L. Steiner’s Variation- - - - - - 27I 170
Unusual Defences- - - - - - - - 276 191—200

ScANDINAVIAN DEFENCE, se¢ Centre Counter Game

ScorcH OPENING - = = = = = = = = 277782 ...,
Scotch Gambit - = - = - - = - 282 1-5

Goring Gambit - - - - - - - 28 4-5

“ Mac-Lopez” - - = = - = - 282 n. (a)
Scotch Game - -« -« = - - - 279-81 120

Blumenfeld Variation - - - - - - 280 10
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ScorcH OPENING—SCOTCH GAME—CcOnE. Page Col. or note
Four Knights’ Variation - - - - - 279-80 57
Meitner’s Variation - - - - - - 281 14-5
Von Gottschall’s Attack - - - - - 281 n. (1)

SiciLiaN DEFENCE - - - - - - - - 283-97 e

‘“Dragon ” Variation - - - - - - -  291-3 26-36
Rauser’s Variation - - - - - - 293 36
Foyr Knights’ Variation - - - - - = 289 18-9
Jaffe’s Variation - - - - - - - - 289 17
Marbezy’s Vanation - - - - . - - 296 42-3
Marshall’s Variation - - - - - - - 290 25
Modern Variation- - - - - - - 295 48-50
Nimzovitch-Rubinstein Variation - - - - 296 51—4
Paulsen Defence - - - - - - - 290 22-4
Richter Attack - - - - - - « - 203 37-8
Scheveningen Variation - - - - - -  286-7 -7
Maré6czy’s Continuation - - - - - 286 -3
Wing Gambit - - - - - - - - 297 57-8

SpaNIsH OPENING, see Ruy Lopez
VIENNA GAMBIT
Taree Knigurs’ GAME - - - - = = = 298-300 ....

2.., Kt—Q B3 Form- - - - - =« - 299-30 1-8
Fianchetto Defence - - =« =« « - 300 7
Riga Vamation - - =~ =« = - = 300 8
Schlechter’s Variation- - - - - - 299 2~3

2.., Kt—K B 3 Form -~ -« - - - = 300 9~10

Two K~igurs’ DEFENCE =~ - - - - - . 301~7

Canal’s Variation- - - - - - - - 305-6 20-3

Fegatello Attack - - - - « - - <« 304 n. (@)

Fritz's Variation - - - - - - - - 304 12-3

Knorre’s Variation - - - =« - <« - 303 9

Maréezy’s Variation = - - - - - - 303 6-7

Wilkes-Barre Defence - - - - - - - 304 b 48

VIENNA GAMBIT - - - =« = = = « = 316 cece

Hampe-Allgaier Gambi - = = - - = 316 34

Pierce Gambit - - e e e e e - 316 -2
Rushmere Attack- - - - - - - 316 n. (b)

Steinitz Gambit - - - - -« - +« < 316 5
Zukertort’s Variation - - - - - - 316 n. (%)

VIENNA GAME - - - - - - - - -  308-I5 ....

Blake’s Variation- - - - - - - -  311-2 1-10
Alekhine’s Variation - - - - - - 312 9
Lipke’s Variation- - - - - - - 312 9
Sacrificial Variation - - - - - - 312 n. (k)
Tarrasch’s Variation - - - - e e 31X 4

Fianchetto Variation (Paulsen’s Attack) - - {gig :3 (&)

Fyfe Gambit- - - -« - - - . . 315 n. (m)

Locock’s Counter-Attack - - - - - - 314 n. (&)

Marshall’s Variation ~ - - - - . . 313 14

Mlotkowski’s Variation - - - - - . 313 xx

Rubinstein’s Variation - = = - - - 314 18

Schlechter’s Variation- - - - . - . 315 25

Schrdder’s Variation - - « =« < . . 314 n. (A)

Spielmann’s Variation- - - - . . . 313 13

Steinitz Variation- - - - - . . . 315 21

Wiirzburger’s Trap - - - - - . - 314 n. (h)
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