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Preface

The games in this book were played at slow (or ‘classical’) time controls, with no delays or increments, between two people sitting across from each other.

This is a book about chess, illustrated with material from my games. The book addresses so many topics in strategy and competitive play that it could be called a ‘complete chess course’, if that phrase isn’t taken too expansively.

A benefit of studying my games is that you’ve never seen them before. Which is good. Less good is that you may not know me. So let me tell you about myself, to begin our friendship while providing some context for all the chess to come.

I grew up in Birmingham, Alabama, and played 1,011 rated games from the ages of 9 to 23, or from 1979 to 1993. My rating began at 1496 (USCF) and rose steadily until it passed 2600 (USCF), when I was 20. I never played professionally, and I retired upon entering graduate school. I wrote this book in my 40s in Alabama.

The exhilaration of competition and the joy of mental absorption – that’s why I played chess. I loved it. I still love it. My brother David taught me the moves around my 8th birthday, and before I turned 12 (or more precisely: at 11 years, 10 months and 13 days) I became the Youngest Master in American history, when my rating reached exactly 2200 before plummeting down into the 2120s. So I made master about four years after learning the rules – or let’s say five, because I wasn’t master strength until I was 12¾, when Dave Gertler and I shared top honors in the 1982 U.S. Junior Open. Up to then, I don’t think any American had made master so quickly. In an earlier era, it took Bobby Fischer seven whole years (can you believe that?!).1 At 12 years and 9 months, I was the youngest U.S. Junior Open Champion in history, because Fischer had been a decrepit 13 years and 4 months. (I won $225; Fischer won a portable typewriter.)2

The curse of my career story is consistency. I represented the U.S. in both the 1984 and 1985 World Under-16 Championships. Both years, I finished 7-4 and tied for 5th. Not bad, I guess. But instead of averaging 5th, I would rather have averaged 15th – with one 29th-place finish and one world title! Streaky players can trumpet their triumphs, but steady players can only boast boringly about their ratings.

Two players were vital for my development: Kyle Therrell (then called ‘Dana’), my best friend and local rival; and my trainer from the age of 12, IM Boris Kogan. From Kyle, I learned all of my openings, one pairing at a time. Here was our drill: When the pairings were posted before a round, we’d hurry over to a quiet spot. ‘What does so-and-so play?’ I’d ask. My next question was, ‘What do I do against that?’ And finally I’d ask: ‘How is that supposed to be for White/Black?’ Without Kyle, I would have been lost – especially because Boris Kogan had no interest in opening theory. From Boris, I learned the finer points of position evaluation. Kogan played like Petrosian. ‘You must play seemple chess,’ he always told me. ‘Kviet moves.’ Thanks to Boris, I eventually became a weak strong player. Without him, I would only have become a dangerous patzer.

When I went to college in Atlanta, Georgia, at age 17, I had just become the highest-rated American player under the age of 21. At that hiccup in history, Max Dlugy was too old (21), Gata Kamsky (13) and Ilya Gurevich (15) were too young, and I outrated Patrick Wolff (19), who usually outrated me. Yet I felt like half a failure: I hadn’t gotten any stronger in the last year; Wolff, I knew, was actually better than me (and maybe Alex Fishbein was, too); I had never won a prestigious event; not only was I untitled, but I had no norms; and, most importantly to me, I knew I had failed to transition from ‘top junior’ to ‘top American player’. A rating of 2545 (USCF) put me in the country’s top 50, but only barely. All talent and no results seemed to sum it up.

Happily, though, I had an unexpected ‘second life’. Despite my immersion in college, the next summer I won the U.S. Junior Championship, on my 6th try. This earned me a spot in the 1989 U.S. Championship – a 16-player, invitational round robin. ‘You’re lucky it’s a zonal year!’ my brother joked. When I went undefeated in that event, tying for first, I did indeed qualify for the 1990 Interzonal (the next step towards the World Championship). But also, in one swoop, I became an IM, earned the equivalent of two GM norms (with half-a-point to spare), pushed my USCF rating over 2600, became a top-20 American player, won $5,000, and was given the full cover of Chess Life (in February, 1990). At 20 years and 2½ months, I was the youngest U.S. Champion since Fischer.3 This one event spurred a sea change in my self-image.

I never became a GM, and I played so little internationally that my FIDE rating always lagged behind my strength (my final Elo was 2485; my final USCF was 2605). The rating system used by Jeff Sonas on chessmetrics.com weights recent games especially heavily and thus favors my profile. According to it, I peaked at #152 in the world in April of 1990, with a rating of 2604, and was among the top 100 players in history aged 20 years and 7 months (for players up to December 2004)4, making me 8th at that age among Americans, behind Kamsky, Fischer, Seirawan, Evans, Denker, Dlugy, and Lombardy. In 1990, I was arguably the second-best amateur in the world, after GM Simen Agdestein of Norway.

I’m most proud of this: in the four most prestigious events I played in – three invitational U.S. Championships and the 1990 Interzonal – my combined score was positive: 11 wins, 10 losses, and 26 draws, or 24-23. So, when I played the big boys, I held my own. And that, I suppose, means I was one of them.

P.S. This book can’t be too bad, I think, given that a game which didn’t make the cut included this position:

[image: Images]

Maybe I’ll put this game in a future book, titled ‘Poorly Played Games with Cool Positions’.

P.P.S. Shouldn’t chess sets be sold with an extra black pawn? I’m always losing those things.





Human and Computer Assistance

All the analysis in this book is mine, except in the millions of places where an engine is credited.

When I read Mikhail Tal’s annotations, I feel like Tal is talking to me, and I feel like ‘Misha’ is my friend. By contrast, some annotations read like technical manuals in which the author is merely providing commentary on an engine’s outputs.

I did not write this book with an engine at my elbow. Instead, I began by doing all of the analysis myself (as best I could) and annotating the games in the old way, from the perspective of having played them.

A cliché pre-dating the engines was ‘long analysis, wrong analysis’.5 My experience was even more humbling: my short variations were terrible, too. ‘Stu analysis, redo analysis’ was my experience – or, more generally, ‘unchecked analysis, correct-your-analysis’ (and sometimes, ‘unaided analysis, don’t-admit-you-made-it analysis’). Consequently, I’ve rewritten this book more than once.

The task fell to Dave Gertler – my ‘engine-interpreter’ or ‘computer-whisperer’ – to tell me how bad my analysis is. His social graces eased my transition into 21st-century chess. In Dave, I had a strong FIDE Master, a professional copyeditor, a skilled user of modern technology, and a conscientious friend. Of the hundreds of tasks that Dave performed splendidly for me, the most important was the first, because I didn’t know I needed it: before I understood the mighty power of the engine, he ran my game with Fedorowicz through Houdini and sent me a sampling of the beast’s majestic outputs. Thus, Dave helped me want to leave the century in which these games were played.

Three other friends deserve special thanks. As the book grew longer, the task of computer corrections became so awesome that Mark Kalafatas stepped up and also did a ton of invaluable computer-work. Both he and Don Maddox read the whole book in draft form and helped me improve it greatly. Don made over a hundred diagrams for me, at a time when my manuscript had none and I didn’t know how to make them. Cayce Moore, too, gave me scores of excellent comments on drafts of every chapter. I owe them all so much.

For their insights on individual chapters, I thank my friends Tom Denton, Kevin Dybvig, Heather Elliott (my wife), Ben Finegold (‘Benzoo’), Alex Fishbein, Joel Friedman, David Glueck, Ben Herman, Brent Inman (‘the Great American’), David Johnson (from Anniston, Alabama), Alan Nelson, Carol Rachels (my mom), David Rachels (my brother), Tim Snyder, Andy Soltis, John Spheeris, Kyle Therrell and Edward Winter.






CHAPTER 1

Losing Benonis to Kasparov

I played Garry Kasparov twice in clock simuls: in 1983 in London, and in New York in 1988. Both games, and both events, were exciting.

First Fit, Queen Sac

Game 1 The Modern Benoni Defense, Taimanov Variation

Garry Kasparov

(Candidates Finalist; age 20)

Stuart Rachels

(age 14; 2381 USCF)

10-board clock simul; London 1983

This game was played on the last day of Kasparov’s long stay in London, five days after his victory over Viktor Kortchnoi in their Semi-Final Candidates Match. Kasparov’s opponents were ten juniors who happened to be in or near London on December 21, 1983. Today, I can find no references to this event on the web.

In 1983, the question wasn’t whether Kasparov would become World Champion, nor even when he would become World Champion, but whether he would soon be regarded as the greatest player in history. He would be.

The first time-control was 40/2 for us and 40/2½ for Kasparov. This will matter later.

1.d4 ♘f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 e6?!

In the 1980s, a saying went around: ‘If God played God in the Benoni, White would win.’ Thirty-five years later, computer programs have become so strong that their analysis seems god-like. Happily, these engines have largely confirmed what my trainer, Boris Kogan, taught me: it takes many small errors to lose; most mediocre positions can be held; and if the opening books consider only one move, then three moves are playable.

Kogan’s wisdom came from years of working with players like GMs Leonid Stein, Alexander Beliavsky, and Adrian Mikhalchishin. Kogan saw inferior positions as teeming with defensive resources. And so, today’s engines are astonishingly good at counterattacking and at finding ways to tactically compensate for positional disadvantages. At a sufficiently high level, opening advantages almost always seem to diminish rather than increase. Those who believed that God would beat God in a Benoni were almost certainly wrong.

Or is the Benoni that bad?

I don’t know, but I’ll ask a more practical question: Is the Modern Benoni inferior to other major defenses? I believe so. Let’s look at this game.

4.♘c3 exd5 5.cxd5 d6 6.e4 g6 7.f4 ♗g7 8.♗b5+

[image: Images]

This was the only line I truly feared – the ‘Taimanov Variation’, named for Mark Taimanov (1926-2016), the Russian GM whom Fischer drubbed 6-0 en route to Spassky. Naturally, Kasparov plays it. Unfortunately for Black, the immense complications after 8…♘bd7?! 9.e5 favor White, and 8…♗d7? 9.e5 is just awful.

8…♘fd7 9.a4 a6

I knew the fashion; I was following a game from the latest Informant. Here’s an example of how Black can get in trouble playing normally: 9…0-0 10.♘f3 ♘a6 11.0-0 ♘c7 12.♗c4! (White’s bishop inhibits Black’s queenside ambitions and bolsters the d-pawn in preparation for e4-e5) 12…♘b6 13.♗a2 ♗g4 14.h3 ♗xf3 15.♕xf3 ♘d7 16.e5! dxe5 17.f5 ♘e8 18.♘e4 with a strong attack (Jelen-Skembris, Cannes 1995).

Twenty-eight years later, Kasparov called 9…♕h4+!? 10.g3 ♕e7 (or 10…♕d8) a ‘fashionable idea’, but he seems to have forgotten our game.6 Before being fashionable, though, I compel White to commit his bishop.

10.♗e2

Also good is 10.♗d3, though Black might later gain a tempo with …c5-c4.

White has lost time with his bishop, but Black’s inconvenience is worse. If Black ever returns his knight to f6, he’ll be a tempo down as compared to lines in which ♗b5+ and …♘fd7 never occur. This is because Black achieves nothing with …♘fd7 followed by …♘f6, whereas White develops his bishop with ♗b5+ followed by ♗e2. Thus, I try to avoid playing …♘f6.

[image: Images]

10…♕h4+

Remarkably, Black might jettison his dark-squared bishop with 10…♗xc3+!? 11.bxc3 ♘f6 because White has trouble defending his e-pawn after 12.♗f3 0-0. However, White can make a good gambit of it with 13.♘e2 ♖e8 14.e5! dxe5 15.fxe5 ♖xe5 16.♗f4 ♘bd7!? 17.0-0! ♖e8 18.♘g3 (Stockfish) – which looks risky for Black. White might also gain an edge with 12.e5!? dxe5 13.c4; Black has weak dark squares. Suppose Black then plays like Nimzowitsch with 13…e4.


[image: Images]

analysis diagram after 10…♗xc3+ 11.bxc3 ♘f6 12.e5 dxe5 13.c4 e4.



With Black’s pawn on e4, how can White develop his knight? The answer is 14.♖a3!! 0-0 15.♘h3, followed by 16.0-0 and 17.♗b2 (Houdini/Stockfish). Only beginners play 1.a4 and 2.♖a3, and knights rarely belong on h3. Is there any other opening position in which White should play ♖a1-a3 in order to prepare ♘g1-h3 ?

11.g3 ♕d8

Losing time, but 11.g3 has weakened White’s light squares.

More natural is 11…♕e7, but I had no desire to win a pawn with 12.♘f3 ♗xc3+ 13.bxc3 ♕xe4, so I followed the theoretical recommendation. Now enterprising players might try 12.♘h3!? 0-0 13.♘f2, fortifying e4 (Stockfish).

12.♘f3 0-0 13.0-0 ♖e8

Threatening 14…♗xc3 15.bxc3 ♖xe4, though White would have compensation after 16.♗d3 and 17.f5 (or maybe 17.c4 and 18.♗b2).

14.♘d2

A normal move, defending e4 while preparing ♘c4 and ♗f3. However, repositioning a developed piece is usually inferior to bringing a new piece out. After 14.♕c2! (Stockfish), White’s advantage is larger than it should be on move 14. Black’s position is too passive – where did he go wrong? Above, I’ve suggested some alternatives, but nothing I’d want to play. My bet is that Black’s biggest error came on move three, when he declined to play the Benko Gambit (3…b5).

[image: Images]

14…♘f8?

I was still following the fashion, but the rage was too passive. Instead, Black should strike out with 14…♗d4+! (this is why 14.♕c2 was better than 14.♘d2) 15.♔g2 ♘f6 16.♗f3 ♕d7! (use those light squares!) 17.♔h1 ♘g4 18.♗xg4 ♕xg4 with near-equality (Houdini).7 If I’d known this line in the 1980s, I might’ve never given up the Benoni. At age 80, Viktor Kortchnoi vouched for the Benoni. After describing several different systems that White employs against it, Kortchnoi writes, ‘the number of “weapons” available to White merely demonstrates the viability of the variation.’8 In other words, if White had an especially strong line against the Benoni, then most GMs would play it; however, the plurality of popular systems suggests that White’s choice is merely one of taste. Kortchnoi’s argument seems sensible to me. But I still don’t know what Black should do about the Taimanov.

15.♗f3?!

Protecting e4 in preparation for ♘c4. However, White’s position might be winning (!) after the immediate 15.♘c4!, which prevents Black from developing with 15…♘d7 due to 16.♘xd6. After 15…♗h3 16.♖e1, the game might go 16…♕e7 17.♗f3 ♘bd7 18.♗d2, when Black’s position is very passive; or 16…♕c7 17.g4!, when White is clearly winning due to Black’s stranded bishop on h3; or 16…♗xc3 17.bxc3 ♖xe4, when White calmly plays 18.♗d2 – and White appears to have too many plusses in the position, the engine’s line continuing 18…♖e7 19.♗f3 ♖xe1+ 20.♕xe1 a5 21.♖b1 with a big advantage for White, despite his pawn-minus (Stockfish).

15…♘bd7

Instead, 15…♗h3 makes an active impression, but after 16.♖e1 ♘bd7 17.♘c4 ♘b6 18.♘e3, Black has to worry about g3-g4, trapping his bishop.

16.♖e1 ♖b8

Threatening to gain space with 17…b5.

17.♘c4 ♘b6

The standard reaction to ♘c4. I did not care to defend 17…♕c7 18.e5! dxe5 19.d6 ♕d8 20.♘d5 against Garry the K.

[image: Images]

18.♘e3

Instead, 18.♘a3 should transpose, but Kasparov prefers to centralize his knight in case I try something odd. Play the most aggressive of seemingly equivalent options – this is the best hedge against the options’ not really being equivalent.

No one brought scoresheets to the event, so I recorded this game on plain white paper. Until now, this paper contained the game’s only record (Kasparov did not keep score, and no one ever asked me for a copy). My poor handwriting almost conceals the identity of White’s 18th move, as my chicken-scratch looks halfway between ‘♘e3’ and ‘♘a3’. But given how I compose letters, the second character is clearly an ‘e’ gone wrong rather than an ‘a’ gone wrong.

Also, for what it’s worth, I remember watching Kasparov play 18.♘e3.

18…♗d7 19.a5 ♘c8 20.♘c4 ♗b5 21.♕b3

Not 21.♘xb5?! axb5, increasing Black’s central influence.

21…♗xc4 22.♕xc4 ♘d7

Black can also play 22…b5 23.axb6 ♘xb6 (if 24.♕xa6 ♖a8), but I was worried about my a-pawn after 24.♕f1. At any rate, it felt right to relocate my knight.

[image: Images]

23.♖e2?!

A lackluster move, condemned in the post-mortem. It protects b2 but disconnects White’s rooks. On the whole, it probably doesn’t improve White’s position.

Kasparov had a small but difficult decision. White isn’t ready for aggression (23.e5? dxe5), and there are lots of quiet moves available (♗d2, ♗e3, ♖e2, ♖a2, ♔g2, ♕d3). With other games to play, an exhibitioner can’t dawdle.

Houdini prefers 23.♔g2, which sidesteps …♗d4+ and ensures a slight edge after 23…♗d4 24.♕d3 or 23…♘a7!? 24.♗d2. Stockfish, however, likes 23.♕d3! and sees White as clearly better after 23…♗d4+ 24.♗e3 ♗xe3+ 25.♖xe3 ♘e7 26.♗g4.

I have a sense of humor, but I did not consider playing 23…♗e5.

23…b5 24.axb6 ♘cxb6

I’ve freed myself with …b7-b5, and my bishop is strong. On the other hand, my a-pawn is weak, and Kasparov has the two bishops. It’s equal.

25.♕a2

Not 25.♕xa6?? ♖a8 or 25.♕d3? c4 and 26…♘c5. So this sly move is forced. During the game, I was impressed with it because I had never seen White’s queen go to a2 in a Benoni. Usually, White plays almost exclusively in the center, but here both players must attend to the whole board.

[image: Images]

25…c4?

A lemon – I thought I could achieve my ideal set-up with …♘c5, but I can’t. Black has no problems after 25…♗d4+! 26.♗e3 (or 26.♔g2 ♕f6) 26…♗xe3+ (26…♕f6!?) 27.♖xe3 c4. This, too, we understood in the post-mortem. So, for the second time, I should have played …♗d4+.

If I had a clear route to equality against Kasparov on move 25, then maybe the Modern Benoni isn’t so bad. But I’ve warned you.

26.♗e3

Putting White’s bishop on an excellent diagonal.

26…♕c7 27.♕a5!

Stopping 27…♘c5; I overlooked this.

27…♖ec8?!

I still wanted to play …♘c5, even at the cost of my a-pawn. However, I felt woozy and again missed Kasparov’s reply. Better was 27…h5.

[image: Images]

28.♗g4!

I didn’t see this coming because White rarely plays ♗g4 in the Benoni. My thinking was wooden; I couldn’t just look at the position and see what is obvious.

28…♖d8

Demoralizing, but I was glad that 29.♗xd7 ♖xd7 30.♕xa6 ♖a8 still wins material because White’s rook on a1 is unprotected. If White had played 23.♔g2 instead of 23.♖e2 (and these same moves had been played), then 28.♗g4! would have won material (due to 28…♖d8 29.♗xd7 ♖xd7 30.♕xa6 ♖a8? 31.♕xb6).

29.♖d1

Threatening 30.♕xa6. White may be winning, but he still has to cash in.

29…♕b7 30.♗f2 ♖e8 31.♔g2 h5 32.♗f3 ♖ec8

Again preparing …♘c5. In light of White’s response, the engine prefers the passive and planless 32…♕c8. Practically speaking, however, I think that trying to do something was best. Here (but not always) I agree with Frank Marshall’s adage, ‘A bad plan is better than no plan at all.’9
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33.e5!

Exploiting the position of Black’s queen; if 33…dxe5? then 34.d6 ♕a7 35.♘b5 checkmates the poor thing.

33…♘c5

On 34.exd6, I intended 34…♘bd7 (so if 35.♖e7? ♕xb2) followed by …♗f8 and …♗xd6. I wasn’t optimistic, but it seemed worth trying.

34.e6!

Kasparov’s intuition is correct – White is now winning. Another excellent idea is 34.♗xc5! ♖xc5 35.♕a3 (Houdini), when Black is unexpectedly weak along the a3-f8 diagonal. In an open position, it is hard to consider trading a good bishop for a knight, but 34.♗xc5 is logical because it removes Black’s only active piece and prepares ♘e4. Houdini then recommends 35…♗f8 36.♘e4 ♖cc8. Most people would now play 37.♘xd6, which isn’t bad, but much stronger is the centralizing move 37.♕e3!, meeting 37…c3!? (intending 38…♘c4) with 38.♕d4! – as reams of analysis prove. Moves like 37.♕e3 and 38.♕d4 are harder to find than queen sacrifices.

34…f5

[image: Images]

I didn’t like that pawn in my craw, but I thought I was free from immediate danger. If I can get to an endgame, I’ll be fine because White’s light-squared bishop is bad.

35.♗xc5! ♖xc5 36.♕xc5! dxc5 37.d6

Part of me found it cool that Garry Kasparov had just sacrificed his queen against me. Most of me, however, disliked it.

Around this time, Kasparov erupted in anger. Everything had been quiet for hours, and suddenly he started venting loudly in Russian, gesturing emphatically at the games. His fury didn’t seem to be directed at any particular opponent, and I had no idea what was going on. Garry’s harangue lasted several minutes. After he was done, the interpreter stood up and decreed: ‘Mr. Kasparov will have an additional thirty minutes in each game to reach the time control.’ Nobody else spoke, and the games continued.

Here’s what happened. In 1983, personal computers were new, and Acorn Computers was sponsoring this event. The simul therefore included a gimmick: we played on computer screens, without any boards or clocks with buttons. The players moved by hitting keystrokes (not by manipulating a mouse). So when Kasparov came around to move, we would have to vacate our chairs so he could sit down and study the screen. It was cumbersome. Also, the pieces on the screen were white and purple against pale-yellow and light-green squares. The coloring didn’t bother me, but another player fainted and had to be replaced.10 What was odd to me was having to spend the entire game looking at the position from my opponent’s point of view.

At 20, Kasparov didn’t yet have much experience playing clock simuls. So as the time control neared, he realized that he’d been playing too slowly and was in danger of losing on time in about half the games. To make things worse, he couldn’t run around, pound out some moves, and bang some clocks. He was in trouble.

Thus came Garry’s tirade. My game wasn’t affected because he wasn’t losing on time against me. However, the player to my left had been moving quickly, waiting for Kasparov to overstep, and now he regretted some of his moves. Looking back, I think it was reasonable for Kasparov to get more time – after all, this match was for our benefit, and we could benefit only from playing Kasparov, not from beating him on time. However, Kasparov should have taken his perk apologetically, telling us that the results of these games would have to be marked with an asterisk.
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37…♕a7?!

I wanted to avoid Kasparov’s pawns, but the queen is too remote on a7; 37…♕c8 makes White’s task harder, even though d6-d7 can be played with gain of tempo.

After 37…♕c8, White can win with 38.♘a4! ♘d7! (on 38…♘xa4, 39.d7 followed by 40.e7 is overwhelming) 39.exd7 ♕xd7 40.♘xc5 ♕a7 (on 40…♕b5, 41.d7 ♖d8 42.♖d5! followed by 43.♘e6 wins) 41.d7 ♗f6 42.♖d6! ♕xc5 (White’s attack is too strong after 42…♔g7 43.♘e6+ ♔h6 44.♘g5!) 43.♖xf6 ♔g7 44.♖c6! ♕f8 45.♖ce6 (Houdini), and Black has no defense, for example: 45…♖d8 46.♖e8 ♕f6 47.♖2e7+ ♔h6 48.♖xd8 ♕xe7 49.♖h8+ ♔g7 50.d8♕. Not an easy line!

38.e7??

A bad slip. After 38.♗c6!, Black is helpless; White queens his e-pawn, winning a rook, and then his d-pawn decides it. After the game, Kasparov suggested 38.♗c6, but we both thought that 38.e7 was good enough too.

38…♕d7!

Now Black’s queen is a strong defender.

39.♘d5
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Threatening 40.♘xb6 as well as 40.♘c7. Both threats may be parried by the amusing 39…♘a8. Afterwards, I showed Kasparov why I rejected the move, and I think he liked the line: 40.e8♕+! ♖xe8 41.♖xe8+ ♕xe8 42.d7! ♕xd7 (42…♕d8 43.♘e7+ and 44.♘c6 wins) 43.♘f6+ ♗xf6 44.♖xd7 ♘b6 45.♖d6! and White wins.

39…♕xd6?!

Black trades his rook for White’s pawn duo. However, this move is strategically poor. Black should have swapped knights – after all, White’s knight is obviously stronger.

After 39…♘xd5! 40.♗xd5+ ♔h7, the position is equal: White’s material deficit and potentially exposed king balance out his mighty pawns. White is even worse after 41.♗f7 ♗d4 42.e8♕? (42.♖de1!) 42…♖xe8 43.♖xe8 ♔h6! 44.♖e7 ♕xd6 (Houdini). Instead, Houdini sees a few ways to split the point. My favorite is 41.♗e6 ♕c6+ 42.♔h3 ♕f3 43.♖dd2 ♕f1+ 44.♖g2 ♗f6 45.♗c8!! ♗xe7 46.dxe7 ♖xc8 47.♖d8 ♕f3! 48.♖gd2 ♕f1+ 49.♔h4 (49.♖g2 ♕f3 repeats the position) 49…♕f3 50.h3 g5+! and Black’s queen secures the draw after 51.fxg5 f4! or 51.♔xg5 ♕xg3+.

40.e8♕+ ♖xe8 41.♖xe8+ ♔h7?

Losing. Correct was 41…♔f7! 42.♖e7+ (better than 42.♖e2 ♗d4) 42…♕xe7 43.♘xe7 ♔xe7 44.♖b1 a5 (Houdini). White can try to win by bringing his king to c2 and then activating his rook, but Black should have enough pawns to hang on.
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Kasparov now misses an easy win with 42.♘xb6 ♕xb6 43.♖d7 ♔h6 44.♖ee7 ♕xb2+ 45.♔h3. In that position, Black’s bishop can’t move, and 45…c3 cuts off his queen, allowing 46.♖xg7. After 45…a5, White can win with, say, 46.♗d5, 47.♗xc4 and then 48.♖xg7.

Frazzled from his outburst, Garry might have feared 42.♘xb6 ♕xb6 43.♖d7 ♕xb2+ (instead of 43…♔h6). However, 44.♖e2! followed by 45.♖ee7 is crushing. Nor are Black’s pawns dangerous after 44…c3 45.♖xb2 cxb2 46.♖b7 and 47.♗d1!, arresting every potential queen.

42.♘c3?!

This move, though inferior, is venomous – White wants to exploit Black’s misplaced and undefended knight on b6. White has a strong attack looming despite the limited material. Black’s bishop cannot nullify White’s because they are opposite in color, and White might win by doubling his rooks on the seventh rank, or even the sixth – if Black’s g-pawn falls, then his remaining pawns will be weak. Also, White’s knight may return to d5 at the right moment.

In what follows, I lose quickly because I don’t redeploy my knight. The best move, again, is 42…♗d4, and then I should play …♘d7 as soon as it’s safe.

42…♕f6 43.♖de1 ♕d4 44.♖8e6

Threatening the knight and 45.♖d1, trapping the queen in the center of the board! Both threats, however, are parried by my response. Best was the ‘positional’ 44.♖b8!, getting the rook to where it belongs – b7. Then Black will have no good defense to ♖ee7. Best play would go 44…♕d2+ 45.♖e2 ♕d6 (by checking first, Black prevents 45.♖d1) 46.♖b7 ♘c8 (preventing 47.♖ee7, but now the knight can’t be defended) 47.♖e8 ♕d2+ 48.♘e2 ♘d6 49.♖d7 (winning with a new pin) 49…♔h6 and then most crushing is 50.♖a8! followed by 51.♖aa7 (Houdini).

44…♕d8 45.♖d1 ♕b8?!

It’s odd how much I abhor …♗d4. On d4, the bishop blocks the d-file and lets Black’s queen stay on d8, where it stops ♖e7. So, again, I should have played …♗d4 and tried to reposition my knight.

Now 46.♖e7! wins most quickly.

46.♖d2 a5

White’s pieces will gradually overwhelm Black, even given good defense, it seems: 46…♗d4 47.♖de2 (threatening 48.♖e7+ ♔h6 49.♗xh5!) 47…♗g7 48.♖e7 ♕d8 49.♖a7 ♘c8 50.♖xa6 h4 51.♘d5 ♗d4 52.♖c6 (Houdini).

47.♖e7 ♕f8 48.♖b7 ♕f6 49.♖e2 ♔g8 50.♖e8+ ♗f8

If 50…♔h7 51.♖ee7 wins.

51.♘d5 1-0
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The final position



The right moment has arrived (see the note to White’s 42nd): 51…♕xb2+ 52.♔h3 or 51…♘xd5 52.♗xd5+ ♔h8 and 53.♖f7 is Goodnight Gracie.

Afterwards, we looked at all ten of the games, and Kasparov said that this one was his favorite. Knowing that, I was satisfied – meaning I wasn’t completely miserable. At least I lost a good game, and it wasn’t rated.

The next day, Kasparov paid me the biggest compliment I’ve ever received: he told a mutual friend that I was the best analyst for my age he’d ever seen.

Postscript: Two years later, when Kasparov was planning to hold a summer camp for American juniors (which never occurred), he asked for me in particular to attend.11 This made me happy.

Second Fit, Mating Attack

Game 2 The Benoni Defense with ♗d3 and ♘ge2

Garry Kasparov

(World Champion; age 25)

Stuart Rachels

(age 18; 2500+ USCF)

6-board clock simul; Manhattan, New York City 1988

My excuse, I felt, was valid. On a Monday afternoon in Atlanta, Georgia, I approached my ‘Basketball and Softball’ instructor at Emory University, Lloyd Winston – a personable and handsome former professional athlete who stood at least 6’8” (over two meters). ‘Coach,’ I said, ‘I’m going to have to miss class on Wednesday. What do I need to do?’ Coach Winston looked at me suspiciously. ‘Why do you have to miss class?’ For no particular reason, I decided to reply in a bored monotone: ‘I am going to Manhattan to play the World Chess Champion, Garry Kasparov.’ Upon hearing this, Winston paused, but only briefly. ‘No, really,’ he said, ‘why are you missing class?’ Now I was enjoying the interaction. To play dumb, I just stared at him blankly; I wanted to see what would happen next. After a few seconds of silence, a friend of mine walked by. ‘He’s serious, Coach!’

In his prime, Kasparov kept busy, and on February 24, 1988, the reigning World Champion played a clock simul in the Russian Tea Room (a now-defunct world-famous restaurant next to Carnegie Hall) against the top six American juniors: Danny Edelman, Alex Fishbein, Ilya Gurevich, myself, Vivek Rao, and Patrick Wolff. Kasparov took Black in half of the games, which I respected, because most exhibitioners always take White. This event seemed more serious than the 1983 clock-simul in London had been. After all, Kasparov was now World Champion; his opposition was stronger; he had fewer opponents; the event was freestanding (instead of being part of a festival); and a film crew making the documentary American Gambit was on Kasparov’s heels whenever I saw him. Also, this time, we played on actual chess sets, instead of on primitive Acorn computers.

As the games began, Kasparov didn’t merely shake hands with each player and make his first move – he also hovered haughtily over each board, trying to psych us out. I was curious to see how this would go with Ilya Gurevich, who sat on my right – Ilya was especially tough, psychologically (he didn’t become World Junior Champion two years later for nothin’). I watched as Kasparov stood over him, looking down and giving Ilya his best ‘I’m-Garry-Kasparov-and-you’re-not’ face. Ilya stared back, meekly and blandly; he seemed to be looking right through Kasparov’s piercing gaze. Years later, I heard the heavyweight-world-champion boxer George Foreman call this look – which some boxers use at the weigh-in – ‘the baleful stare’. Who would win this contest of wills? After what seemed like ages – maybe it was twenty seconds – Kasparov gave up and moved on. He had other opponents to intimidate.

1.d4 ♘f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 d6

By delaying …e7-e6, I avoid the Taimanov Variation (3…e6 4.♘c3 exd5 5.cxd5 d6 6.e4 g6 7.f4 ♗g7 8.♗b5+). I so feared the Taimanov that I once tried 3…a6?!, hoping to reach a Benoni after 4.a4 e6 without fear of ♗b5+. In that game, I experienced a funny delusion. After 4.♘c3 b5 5.cxb5 axb5 6.♘xb5 ♗a6 7.♘c3, we had transposed to a position in the Benko Gambit that usually arises a move sooner (1.d4 ♘f6 2.c4 c5 3.d5 b5 4.cxb5 a6 5.bxa6 ♗xa6 6.♘c3). However, I thought I was up a tempo, because White has lost two tempi with his knight (by playing ♘c3xb5-c3 instead of just ♘c3). Yet White has gained both tempi back: first, by not playing bxa6, and second, by obliging Black to play both …a7-a6 and …axb5 (instead of just …a7-a6). At any rate, 3…a6?! didn’t solve my opening problems because White can take over the center with 4.♕c2! followed by 5.e4. If Black plays 4…b5 – the logical follow-up to 3…a6 – then his queenside expansion hits air because White’s knight is still snoozing soundly on b1.

4.♘c3 g6 5.e4 ♗g7 6.♗d3 0-0 7.♘ge2 e6 8.0-0 exd5 9.cxd5

A new line for Kasparov. Why not experiment in an exhibition?

GMs usually played exd5 against me – for example, by playing 6.h3 0-0 7.♘f3 e6 8.♗d3 exd5 9.exd5. In this way, White secures a long-term spatial advantage. Black doesn’t have to worry about getting hammered with e4-e5 in that structure, but he lacks his usual queenside play (because …c5-c4 is impossible and ….b7-b5 is unfeasible). After suffering through that middlegame three or four times, I gave up the Benoni in all of its forms.

9…a6 10.a4 ♕c7 11.h3 ♘bd7
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12.f4

Aggressive; White plans to attack in the center and on the kingside. However, his attack won’t be very fierce, and he’ll have to give up the queenside because he can’t control the whole board. Thus Stockfish believes that White should remain flexible with 12.b3.

12…♖b8 13.♗e3 ♖e8 14.♘g3 c4

Remarkably, 14…♘xe4!? followed by 15…f5 is also playable (Stockfish). That continuation has two virtues: it eliminates one of White’s center pawns, and it eases Black’s (slightly cramped) position by swapping off a minor piece. Its downside is that Black’s king is more vulnerable without his f-pawn (and his knight on f6).

15.♗c2 ♘c5

Black’s moves are standard-issue Benoni. The knight goes to c5 before Black plays …b7-b5 in order to avoid 15…b5 16.axb5 axb5 17.♖a7.

Around this time, there was an interruption. Here’s what happened. Against Danny Edelman, Kasparov played the unbalanced Lasker-Pelikan Variation of the Sicilian: 1.e4 c5 2.♘f3 e6 3.d4 cxd4 4.♘xd4 ♘f6 5.♘c3 ♘c6 6.♘db5 d6 7.♗f4 e5 8.♗g5 a6 9.♘a3 b5 10.♘d5 ♕a5+ 11.♗d2 ♕d8.
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Edelman-Kasparov – a brief digression



Now Edelman started thinking. In this line, White can repeat moves with 12.♗g5 ♕a5+ 13.♗d2 ♕d8 14.♗g5. If this game had been rated, then making such a draw against Kasparov would’ve been cowardly but understandable. However, this was just an exhibition match; it was just our chance to play Kasparov. So taking the draw seemed out of the question. Yet Edelman, after fretting in his chair a bit, repeated moves. Kasparov was livid. He scolded Danny, saying things like, ‘When I was your age, I would have been honored to play the World Champion!’ and ‘This is not chess! No, this is not chess!’

Garry didn’t raise his voice in expressing these opinions, but any noise that pierces the silence of play is jarring, and it was. Personally, I found the whole thing entertaining, even though I usually abhor noise during play. (I would’ve felt sorry for Danny, but I agreed with Kasparov.) However, Patrick Wolff was less amused. He interrupted Kasparov’s diatribe with a loud ‘Shhhhh!!,’ complete with hand-gestures of annoyance. Kasparov’s response to this could hardly be predicted, but he immediately apologized. In the film American Gambit, it looks like I shushed Kasparov, but the footage is deceptive; I chimed in to support Patrick.

16.♕f3

Objectively better was 16.♗d4 b5 17.e5 ♘fd7 18.exd6 ♗xd4+ 19.♕xd4 ♕xd6 20.♘ge4 ♘xe4 21.♘xe4 ♕b6 22.♕xb6 ♖xb6 with a likely draw (Stockfish). However, Kasparov didn’t want to skip the middlegame.
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White’s set-up seems to be based on Nimzowitsch’s idea of overprotection. At any rate, White’s e-pawn is well defended! However, I’ve never been a fan of guarding what’s already protected (even though I like the slogan of a plumbing company in Trussville, Alabama: ‘We repair what your husband fixed’). Instead of quadruply covering e4, White would rather have some pieces trained on e5 in order to prepare that pawn break.

16…b5 17.axb5 axb5 18.e5
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White’s pieces don’t control e5, but Kasparov plays it anyway! This sacrifice was the point of Kasparov’s set-up.

18…dxe5 19.fxe5 ♖xe5 20.♗d4

Increasing the pressure without blocking the f-file. Instead, 20.♗f4?! would allow 20…♘fd7! because 21.♕xf7+ is impossible. After 21.♗xe5 ♘xe5 (and then 22…f5! to deny e4 to White’s knights), Black has a big advantage despite his slight material deficit (Stockfish). Black’s minor pieces are worlds better than White’s.

On 20.♗f4?!, I was planning to play (the inferior) 20…b4, which should transpose to the game after 21.♗xe5 ♕xe5. But to make sure I couldn’t be brutally beaten, I calculated 20.♗f4 b4 21.♖ae1 ♘fd7 22.d6 (to remove the queen’s potential defense of f7) 22…♕xd6 23.♗xe5 ♘xe5 24.♖xe5 ♕xe5 25.♕xf7+ ♔h8. What’s happening there? Black has a decisive initiative (and an extra pawn).
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White has sacrificed a pawn in order to blast open the position and skewer Black’s rook to his knight on the f-file.

20…b4

Natural enough; Black doesn’t mind losing the exchange because he’ll get White’s best minor piece and then have concrete threats. Better, however, was 20…♖g5!, counterattacking g3. During the game, I didn’t take this move seriously because of my poor imagination; it just didn’t seem like a move that Black plays in the Benoni. Best play then goes 21.♘ge2 ♘d3! (defending the knight on f6 indirectly – 22.♗xf6 ♖f5! – and avoiding 21…♗f5? 22.♕e3!, which attacks both g5 and c5) 22.♗xd3 cxd3 23.♕xd3 ♗f5 24.♕e3 h6 (Stockfish) – Black is better due to his bishop pair. In the final position (after 24…h6), White can’t win material with 25.♗e5 due to 25…♕e7! (26.♖a7 ♕e8) and not due to 25…♖e8? 26.♗xc7 ♖xe3 27.♗f4!, attacking two rooks.

So, Black’s best reply to 20.♗d4 – 20…♖g5! – is unplayable after 20.♗f4, and Black’s best reply to 20.♗f4 – 20…♘fd7! – is unplayable after 20.♗d4.

21.♗xe5 ♕xe5
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22.♖ae1?!

A logical move, bringing the rook into play and attacking Black’s queen. Also, even a World Champion can enjoy the pleasure of intentionally leaving a piece en prise! (We’ll see below what happens if Black plays 22…♕d4+ and 23….bxc3.) However, 22.♖ae1?! lets Black get an edge. Instead, 22.♘ce4! ♘cxe4 23.♘xe4 yields dynamic equality by increasing White’s pressure down the f-file while also (in effect) swapping White’s poorly-placed knight on g3 for Black’s well-placed knight on c5. Then 23…♘xe4? is bad because White’s attack is too strong after 24.♕xf7+! ♔h8 25.♗xe4 ♕xe4 26.♖ae1 ♕d4+ 27.♔h1 h5 (forced; 27…h6 or 27…♗f5 get mated by 28.♖e8+) 28.♕xg6 (Stockfish). Instead, after 22.♘ce4! ♘cxe4 23.♘xe4, Black should counterattack with 23…b3!.
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analysis diagram



Then White’s best options, 24.♘xf6+ and 24.♗b1, should lead to equality. The engine’s main line after 24.♘xf6+ is readily understandable; 24.♗b1, however, is more complex:

A) 24.♘xf6+ ♕xf6 25.♕xf6 ♗xf6 26.♖xf6 bxc2 27.♖c6 ♗f5 28.♖xc4 ♖xb2 29.♖e1 h5 (preventing 30.g4) 30.d6 ♔g7 31.♖c7 ♔f6 32.♖c6 (because 32.d7 ♗xd7 33.♖xd7 ♖b1 34.♖de7 c1♕ 35.♖xc1 ♖xc1+ gives Black the better half of a draw) 32…♔g7 33.♖c7, draw – neither side can benefit from avoiding the repetition;

B) 24.♗b1 (maintaining the tension; however, the interpolation of 23…b3 24.♗b1 has helped Black because 23…b3 got his pawn closer to b1 and 24.♗b1 blocks White’s rook on a1) 24…♘xd5 (Black had to move his knight and allow 25.♕xf7+ because 24…♖b6? 25.♖a8 loses. So, he takes a pawn. By contrast, after 24…♘xe4? 25.♕xf7+ ♔h8 26.♗xe4, Black gets nothing because he still can’t survive 26…♕xe4 27.♖ae1 ♕d4+ 28.♔h1) 25.♕xf7+ ♔h8 26.♘g5! (the knight has clear attacking possibilities on g5 and is currently immune: 26…♕xg5? 27.♕e8+) 26…♗xh3!! (White was threatening to mate with 27.♖a7 and 28.♕f8+, so Black wanted to move his bishop; however, the bishop had no safe moves, given that 26…♗b7? allows the murderous 27.♘e6!)


[image: Images]

analysis diagram



27.♖a7! (piling on more pressure and preventing 27…♕xg5. Instead, 27.gxh3? ♕xg5+ is an error, and 27.♘xh3? ♘e3! gives Black a winning attack, despite his rook-minus. In many lines after 27.♘xh3? ♘e3!, Black winds up playing …♗xb2 and using his passed pawns. Notice that, without the inclusion of 23…b3 24.♗b1, White can handle Black’s initiative with ♖f2 because …♘g4 can be met by ♖f4! and Black doesn’t have …♕e1+) 27…♕d4+ 28.♖f2 (White must pin his own rook because 28.♔h1? ♗xg2+ 29.♔xg2 ♘e3+ wins for Black, and 28.♔h2? is strongly met by 28…♗xg2!) 28…♖f8 (taking advantage of White’s pinned rook) 29.♕xg7+ (heroically losing is 29.♕xf8+? ♗xf8 30.♖xh7+ ♔g8 31.♗xg6 ♗c5! 32.♗f7+ ♔f8) 29…♕xg7 30.♖xg7 ♔xg7 31.♖xf8 ♔xf8 32.gxh3 c3! (Black’s advanced b-pawn will save him) 33.bxc3 ♘xc3 34.♗d3 b2 35.♘xh7+ ♔g7 36.♘g5 b1♕ 37.♗xb1 ♘xb1, draw – White has no winning chances despite his extra pawn.

Even if 22.♘ce4 is drawn with perfect play, so is 1.d4. The position after 22…♘cxe4 23.♘xe4 is so complicated that two human beings are very unlikely to play it perfectly (and they definitely won’t if I’m playing).

22…♕d4+

Best; Black now has an edge. On 22…♕c7 (defending f7), the engine’s picturesque line goes 23.d6! ♕a7! (not 23…♕xd6, allowing 24.♖e8+) 24.♖e7 ♘cd7+! 25.♔h2 bxc3 26.bxc3, when White’s pressure balances out Black’s material advantage of two pieces for a rook.

23.♔h1
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Now I rejected 23…bxc3 due to 24.♖e8+!, when 24…♘xe8?? 25.♕xf7+ gets mated, and 24…♗f8 loses back the piece (Black’s knight on f6 is hanging, though White will play 25.bxc3 first).

My fearful instincts were right, but neither player realized that 23…bxc3? loses to 24.♖e8+! ♗f8
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analysis diagram



25.♘h5!!. Then 25…♘cd7 allows the killing 26.bxc3 ♕xd5 27.♕xf6! (threatening 28.♕g7 mate) when 27…gxh5 28. ♕h6! is devastating, and 27…♘xf6 28.♘xf6+ ♔g7 29.♘xd5 leaves White a rook up (Rachels). So best after 25.♘h5!! is 25…gxh5 26.♕g3+ ♗g4 (Black must endanger his bishop because 26…♔h8 27.♖xf8 mates) 27.♖xb8 ♘ce4 (rescuing the bishop) 28.♗xe4 ♘xe4 29.♕c7 (threatening mate) 29…♗d7 30.bxc3 (not 30.♕xd7?? ♘g3+) and Black’s minor pieces are no match for White’s rooks and blistering attack (Stockfish). After 30.bxc3, a natural continuation is 30…♕xd5 31.♖d8 ♘c5 (31…♕d3 32.♖f3 ♕d1+ 33.♔h2 doesn’t help) 32.♕g3+ ♔h8 33.♖xf8 mate.

23…♗xh3!

Snatching a pawn and stopping 24.♖e8+. Playing this move against the greatest player in history felt exhilarating – it felt like such a crusher! This surge of emotion, however, hurt my concentration. Excitement interferes with thinking.

White should now play 24.gxh3 bxc3 25.bxc3 ♕xd5 26.♘e4 with a worse but defensible position (Stockfish).

24.♘ce2!?

Losing a pawn and putting White’s knight on a passive square. Yet Sosonko’s observation applies: ‘In chess, if you are successful, you are right, even if you are objectively wrong.’12 Kasparov’s move keeps things murky, and I was low on time.

During the simul, there were times when I’d look up and see Kasparov sitting casually in a chair. Then I’d realize why: all six of us were on move.

24…♕xb2

Now White is completely lost.

25.♕f4 ♖c8 26.♗b1 ♗d7
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My biggest error in this game was not my worst move; it was my severe time mismanagement. At this point, I had only 11 minutes to reach move 50 (!). This was because I lacked confidence. I had a loser’s attitude. ‘In the very depth of my soul, I guess I really didn’t believe that I could defeat Botvinnik,’ Bronstein admitted shortly before his death.13 Deep down, I believed that Kasparov ‘should’ beat me – so I willed the world to make it so. Normally, my pace of play was ponderous. In this game, however, it slowed down to a sick turtle’s crawl.

At this point in the simul, Kasparov began focusing almost exclusively on our game. He played quickly and aggressively and benefited from not having to keep score. Ilya, whose position was resignable, tried to distract Kasparov by moving at moments critical to our game, but the hunter stuck to his prey.

27.♘d4 ♖f8 28.♘f3

The computer prefers for White to lose with 28.♘c6 ♘xd5 29.♕xc4 ♗xc6 30.♕xc5 ♕c3, but Kasparov’s choice is better. He continues to avoid simplification, leaving me with too wide an array of options.
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28…c3 29.♕d6 ♘b3 30.♘e5

Again, the computer prefers the losing position after 30.♕xb4– why not take a pawn? – but Kasparov prefers an aggressive move that I wasn’t expecting. ‘[Kasparov] knew that Rachels was a time-trouble addict, so [he] simply moved his whole army forward, into Rachels’ position. The threats weren’t… tangible, but Garry gave Rachels no time to think.’ – GM Michael Rohde.14

[image: Images]

30…♗b5?

Crushing was 30…♕d2!, tying down White’s rook on f1 and ready to answer 31.♘xd7 with 31…♕h6+! 32.♔g1 ♘xd7 33.♕xd7 ♗d4+ 34.♖f2 ♗xf2+ 35.♔xf2 ♕f4+ and 36…♕xg3, when Black is three pawns up. White’s best move after 30…♕d2! appears to be 31.♕xb4, but Black’s position is overwhelming after 31…♘d4 (Stockfish).

31.♖xf6 ♗xf6??

Materialism: my old weakness. How can I stop my stupid hand from taking a rook with a minor piece when I’m in time trouble? Now I’m lost, because my king is too exposed. After 31…♕d2!, tremendous complications lead to equality (Stockfish).

32.♕xf6 c2

[image: Images]

33.♘f5!?

Kasparov was moving too quickly to see the fantastic 33.♗xc2! ♕xc2 34.♘g4! ♕d2 35.♘f5! ♕xe1+ 36.♔h2 with mate to follow (Stockfish/Rachels).

33…gxf5 34.♕g5+ ♔h8

I’ve got e8 covered, so there’s no quick mate (35.♘xf7+? ♖xf7 36.♖e8+? ♗xe8).

35.♕h6! ♔g8

Draw, please?!

36.♗xc2 ♕xc2 37.♖e3

[image: Images]

White’s attack is decisive.

37…f4?

The way to keep fighting was 37…♕f2!, although White wins with 38.♔h2! (not 38.♖xb3?? ♕e1+) 38…♘d2 (on 38…f4?, not 39.♘g4?! fxe3, but 39.♕g5+! ♔h8 40.♕f6+ ♔g8 41.♘g4! threatening Black’s queen and 42.♘h6 mate) 39.♖g3+ ♕xg3+ 40.♔xg3 ♘e4+ 41.♔h2! (after 41.♔f4? b3!, Black’s pawn is strong enough to hold the position, whereas after 41.♔h2! b3 41.♕h3! f6 42.♘c6 ♘c5, White can take advantage of the open g3-b8 diagonal by playing 43.♕g3+ followed by either 43…♔h8 44.♕d6! or 43…♔f7 44.♕c7+ ♔g6 45.♘e7+ ♔f7 and 46.♕xc5, winning) 41…♖e8 42.♘f3 f6 (on 42…b3, White wins with 43.♘g5! ♘xg5 44.♕xg5+ ♔f8 45.♕xf5) 43.♕e3! followed by 44.♕b6, winning Black’s b-pawn and (soon thereafter) the game (lines by Stockfish).

38.♕xf4 ♕c1+ 39.♔h2 f6

Now it’s mate.

40.♖g3+ ♔h8 41.♘f7+! ♖xf7 42.♕b8+ 1-0

‘I was in trouble, big trouble. I was lucky in this game,’ Kasparov said later.15 But if a good player makes his own luck, then what does the World Champion make? I’m not sure, but after the game, I know what a Russian Tea Room employee thought I was making: off with one of their glasses. After blowing a win against the greatest player in history – which is upsetting – I began to head next door to visit the commentary room in the Manhattan Chess Club. I was almost outside when a server caught up with me and told me to give him my mug. ‘I was going to bring it back,’ I said. He shot me a look which I understood as: ‘Sure you were, thief.’

‘That was the big break for Garry in this match,’ Michael Rohde said at the end of our game.16 Indeed, Kasparov went on to win 4-2 (losing to Wolff, while drawing Fishbein and Edelman) instead of splitting the match 3-3. Ed Koch, the mayor of New York, invited the players to meet him at the Governor’s Mansion at 8 a.m. the next day. Under the circumstances, however, I found the idea of getting up that early to be not only repulsive but physically impossible. So I slept in.

The next day, during the post-mortems, Kasparov refused to sign Danny Edelman’s scoresheet. Again, Wolff intervened, speaking to Kasparov gently, like a mother to her child. ‘Come on, Garry, if you don’t sign it, he’ll feel bad,’ Patrick said. Again, Kasparov relented.

P.S. When Bronstein was asked whether his book The Sorcerer’s Apprentice should be viewed as a collection of his best games, he replied, ‘No – it’s a collection of my opponents’ worst games.’17 Well, this book isn’t that.





CHAPTER 2

Five Stories and Their Positions

The Simpsons Imperative

In this game, I miss an awesome win.

Game 3

Stuart Rachels

Johan Yeoh

2050 Welsh rating

Oxford-Cardiff match 1992
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Position after 45…♖b7-b2



White is three pawns up, but the position felt drawn to me. I must lose back one pawn right away, because 46.♔f3 won’t stop 46…♖xg2!. So I can give Black either my h-pawn (with 46.g3 ♖xh2) or my g-pawn (with any other move), and then Black’s rook can attack the pawn that remains. Also, endgames that include opposite-colored bishops are notoriously drawish, and in this case, Black has already established a light-squared blockade against White’s kingside pawn majority.

Usually, your pawns should be on the color opposite to your bishop, because you don’t want your pawns to hamper your bishop’s mobility. In opposite-colored bishop endings, however, the weaker side’s pawns should be on the same color as his bishop, so his bishop can defend them. Such a defense can be unassailable, because the stronger side cannot double-attack any pawn (only his king can threaten them). The defending bishop’s mobility is largely irrelevant in these endings; what matters is holding onto your pawns.

Without optimism, I tried

46.♔f3 ♖xg2 47.♔xg2 ♗e4+ 48.♔g3 ♗xd5 49.f5

Breaking up the light-square blockade.

49…gxf5 50.♔f4

[image: Images]

Black cannot keep both of his pawns; if 50…♗e6 or 50…♗e4, then 51.♔g5.

Disconnected passed pawns are harder to stop when they’re farther apart. Thus, in what follows, Black is correct to give up his f-pawn rather than his h-pawn; he doesn’t want to face passed c-and-h pawns. However, otherwise, he suffers a terrible misjudgement.

50…h4?? 51.♔xf5 h3 52.e6!

Whether Black’s pawn is on h5 or h3 doesn’t matter, but the position of White’s e-pawn is critical. A blockade is harder to maintain when the pawns are farther advanced. Black could have drawn with 50…♔f7 51.♔xf5 ♗c4.

In endgames containing only kings, opposite-colored bishops and two disconnected pawns, the rule of thumb is that the defender can draw if one or two files separate the pawns, but he must lose if the pawns are farther apart. So, if the above variation continued 52.♔g5 ♗e2 53.c4 ♗xc4 54.♔xh5, the position should be drawn because White’s e- and h-pawns are separated by two files.

With h-pawns on the board, White can win if he can trade his c- and e-pawns for Black’s bishop – because White’s bishop controls h8. White can achieve this with his pawn on e6 (and therefore on e7 whenever he chooses) but not with his pawn stuck back on e5.

The game lasted many more moves, but 52.e6 is the last move I recorded because I had less than five minutes to play the rest of the game. (There were no increments back then.) By now, every other game had finished. My team captain was Martin Hazelton, a likable Brit with curly hair whose excellent dry wit plays no role in this story. A few moves after 52.e6, Martin placed a note beside me, telling me that our team needed only half a point from my game to win the match – so would I please offer a draw?

Let me explain the situation from my point of view. Earlier, Martin had talked me into playing, even though I knew that, if my game went past move 40, then I would miss a new episode of ‘The Simpsons’, which was then in its glorious third season. No student I knew owned a videocassette recorder (a VCR); so, in those pre-DVR, pre-internet days, if you missed an episode of ‘The Simpsons’, then you really missed it. Maybe you’ll see it five months later, when they rerun it. So I had written at the top of my scoresheet: ‘<40: The Simpsons Imperative’.

– To continue: I had White against a lower-rated player. The game began as a French but wound up looking like an Open Ruy Lopez. On move 21, I won a pawn. My advantage didn’t seem decisive, but having an extra pawn seemed like a good start. On move 34, my opponent blundered away a second pawn on a one-move tactic. And then, a few moves later, I could have taken a third pawn safely. But my devilish invited companion, Time Trouble, whispered something stupid to me, and so, instead of taking pawn #3, I nervously transformed a four-bishop ending (with rooks) into an opposite-colored bishop ending (with rooks). This mistake was the Simpsons-killer; if I’d taken pawn #3, then I would have made it to the Saccher Building in New College in time.

After making the time control, I knew I’d blundered away the Simpsons on move 37, and I had grave doubts about whether I could still win. It was looking like a draw even though my opponent had lost one pawn without a fight, then blundered a second pawn, and then begged me to take a third. I also understood (during the game) that the position would have been drawn after 50…♔f7 (instead of 50…h4?? 51.♔xf5 h3 52.e6!).

So, from my disgruntled point of view, I was playing a bad player, I was playing like a bad player, I was missing ‘The Simpsons’, and winning this game was my only possible consolation. Hence, after reading Martin’s note, I looked over at him and shook my head from side to side. As Team Captain, he could suggest a draw offer, but he couldn’t compel it. In response, Martin got bug-eyed and made bodily motions which said: ‘Take the draw, you fool! We only need a draw and your flag is rising!!’ Martin’s gyrations were subtle because he couldn’t do anything that might disturb my opponent’s concentration. However, in context, it was as if he were jumping up and down. I shook my head again and turned back to the board.

The rest of the game went as expected. I liked one moment in particular.

[image: Images]

Even though both players were blitzing out moves, I played ♔e5. As I hit the clock, I glanced over at Martin, who was standing beside our teammate Matthew Piper. Martin still looked disgruntled, but I saw a smile sweep across Matthew’s face as he realized that I hadn’t blundered (if …♔xc7, then ♔f6+ wins Black’s bishop).

The win is trivial after ♔e5: I played ♔f6-g7-f8 and then queened both of my pawns to win Black’s bishop. After that, I still had almost a minute remaining to queen my h-pawn and checkmate Black’s lone king. No problem.

That night, when I saw my friends in the Saccher Building, I recounted this story with delight. At one moment, I got a laugh without meaning to. I was saying something like: ‘My opponent played miserably, then he missed an easy draw, so there was no way I was gonna give him a draw now!’ At that point, my pal Tim (now a famous historian – Timothy Snyder) interrupted my tirade. ‘If he played so badly, then why did he have an easy draw?’ ‘Because I am an idiot!’ I emphatically replied.

Let’s go back to the first position. If I hadn’t been preoccupied with missing my cartoon, then I might have found a beautiful move.
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Position after 45…♖b7-b2



White can in fact win with

46.♖d6! ♖xg2 47.e6

The threat is 48. ♗f6. On 47…♔e7 48.♗c5, Black is lost: his rook on g2 is undefended, so he loses after 48…♗xe6 49.♖d2+ or 48…♔f6 49.e7+ ♔xe7 50.♖d2+ or 48…♔e8 49.e7!; and if he plays 48…♖c2 (where the rook is protected), then 49.♖b6+ either mates (49…♔e8 50.♖b8 mate) or promotes White’s e-pawn (if 49…♔d8 50.e7+ or if 49…♔f6 50.e7+ ♔f7 51.♖f6+).

Black’s best defense, which I feared at the board, is

47…♗g4

[image: Images]

Threatening 48…♖e2+. It looks like a draw for sure after 48.♔e4 ♖e2+ 49.♔d5 (or 49.♗e3 ♔e7) 49…♗f3+ 50.♔c5 ♗g4 51.♗e5 ♔e7 52.♔d5 ♗f3+ 53.♔c5 ♗g4 and so on. However,

48.f5!!

Breaking up Black’s light-squared blockade with a shot of interference! On 48…♗xf5, 49.♗f6 wins because Black’s bishop no longer controls e2; and on 48…gxf5, 49.♗f6 ♖e2+ 50.♔f4 wins because Black’s bishop no longer attacks e6.

48…♖e2+ 49.♔d3

Keeping Black’s rook under surveillance; not 49.♔f4?? ♗xf5.

49…♖e1!

The best chance, threatening 50…♗xf5+. Not good is 49…gxf5 50.♗f6.

50.fxg6

[image: Images]

White’s strong, passed g-pawn should now bring him victory. On 50…♗f5+ 51.♔d2 ♖xe6, 52.g7! ♔f7 53.♖d7+ ♔g8 54.♖d8+ promotes the golden pawn.

50…♗xe6 51.g7

Threatening 52. ♖xe6+. If 51…♔f7, then 52.♖d8 wins because White’s bishop covers g1, making 52…♖g1 inadvisable. On 51…♗f7, 52.♖b6 ♔d7 53.♖b7+ ♔e6 54.♖b8 wins – White’s pawn brings in a bishop.

51…♗g8 52.♖a6

It may rub against the grain to ‘almost’ allow …♗c4+, but 52.♖a6 is better than 52.♖b6: rooks should be as far as possible from the kings they want to harass.

Now, on 52…♔f7, White wins a rook with 53.♖f6+! ♔xg7 (or else White’s rook goes to f8) 54.♖f1+!.

52…♔d7 53.♖a7+

Avoiding 53.♖a8?! ♖e8. If White had played 52.♖b6 and were now playing 53.♖b7+, then 53…♔c8 would attack his rook. Here, however, 53…♔c8 loses to 54.♖a8+.

53…♔e6 54.♖a8 ♔f7 55.♖f8+

And White wins.

That sequence may look intricate, but 51.♔d2 (instead of 51.g7) and 52.♖f6 (instead of 52.♖a6) also win (Houdini). This means that after 48.f5!!, White needs no more inspiration; just some competence.

Advice Is Free

In my day, GM Roman Dzindzichashvili was not known for his ethics. Or maybe he was, but not in the best way. A wealthy friend of mine, whose son played chess, once got a distressed phone call from Dzindzi. ‘I am in Minneapolis. I have broken leg. Please send $200,’ Roman said, and supplied a wire number. My friend complied, but later he realized that his money had gone to Atlantic City. Another example: I knew people who ‘bought’, in advance, a percentage of the prize money that Dzindzi would win in a particular event – for example, they’d give Dzindzi $300 in order to get 20% of whatever he might win at the next World Open, figuring him likely to win more than $1500, and so they could expect to get more than $300 back from him, after the tournament, when they got their cut. Roman told his investors that he was expecting to win over $1500 (or whatever the amount) in the upcoming event, but that he was offering them this opportunity because he liked to have a certain amount of guaranteed income. Remarkably, Dzindzi never seemed to win any money in those events. I wonder how many investors he had.

Dzindzi did have his principles, though; I remember when he stopped by my family’s hotel room at the 1985 U.S. Open in Hollywood, Florida, a few hours before the last round. I wasn’t paired with him, but Dzindzi claimed to represent another grandmaster, who was shy in matters of business. As a matter of principle, Roman asked me to step outside, because I was only 15. Only then did he ask my father if I would throw the game for money. (Or my opponent could throw it, Dzindzi said; this didn’t matter, so long as the prize money were split.) My dad said ‘No’, which was unsurprising, given that he was a professor of moral philosophy and was the current Chair of the USCF Ethics Committee. (My last-round game was drawn, by the way.18)

At the 1989 U.S. Championship, the tournament’s organizer, Jerry Hanken (1934-2009), decided to lend a USCF credit card to Dzindzichashvili. After hundreds of dollars disappeared, Hanken was defensive about his decision, telling several of us: ‘Roman has a little baby now! He’s a father! I thought he’d turned over a new leaf!’ When Hanken wasn’t organizing tournaments or running for a USCF office, he worked at his day job – as a juvenile probation officer in Los Angeles.

A West Coast player, Randy Hough, told one story far and wide. Dzindzi was returning home from an Olympiad and wanted to be picked up at the Newark airport. So Hough, a USCF employee, went and got him. As they were exiting the airport, Hough realized that he had no cash. So he asked Dzindzi to lend him a buck or two for the airport parking. And Dzindzi did. Randy told this story with delight. ‘I’m the only person in the world,’ he said, ‘who owes Dzindzi money!!’

In the 1989 U.S. Championship, Dzindzi and I made a short draw. I was White and got nothing from the opening:

Game 4 Pirc Defense

Stuart Rachels

Roman Dzindzichashvili

2545

Long Beach ch-USA 1989 (6)

1.e4 d6 2.d4 ♘f6 3.♘c3 g6 4.♘f3 ♗g7 5.♗e2 0-0 6.0-0 c6 7.h3 ♕c7 8.♗e3 ♘bd7 9.a4 b6 10.♕d2 ♗b7 11.♗h6 e5 12.♗xg7 ♔xg7 13.♖ad1 ♖ad8 14.dxe5 dxe5 15.♕e3 a5 ½-½

Dzindzi seemed to know the line well. In the post-mortem, I asked for his advice. ‘What should I do next time?’ Roman said he didn’t like my move 10.♕d2. Instead, he recommended 10.♖e1 ♗b7 11.♗f1 (intending 12.e5) 11…e5 12.dxe5 dxe5 13.♗c4.
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Dzindzi’s recommendation for White



Now Dzindzi played 13…a5 and took a drag on his cigarette. ‘White is slightly better,’ he said. I agreed; White’s bishop looks strong on c4. I wrote down the variation, to make sure I’d have it later.

Later, however, I realized that 13…a5? is horrible; it merely strengthens the position of White’s bishop. Correct is 13…a6!: Black will expand with …b6-b5, and White must worry about his e-pawn hanging after …b5-b4. I prefer Black.

So you tell me: why did Grandmaster Roman Dzindzichashvili, who had been ranked 13th in the world, slide Black’s pawn to a5 and say, ‘White is slightly better’?

P.S. I should disclose one more Dzindzi story, which doesn’t fit my theme, and which I don’t know how to interpret.

In the 1989 U.S. Championship, Dzindzi was Black in a Richter-Rauzer Classical Sicilian (with 7…a6 and 8…h6) against GM Michael Rohde. Rohde went into the tank early; apparently, he hadn’t prepared for this line. While Rohde was thinking, Dzindzi began walking around the tournament hall with GM Max Dlugy, chatting in Russian. Dlugy, at that time, was probably the world’s leading expert on the Classical Sicilian with 7…a6 and 8…h6, and Max’s own ethics had sometimes been called into question. So, Rohde disliked what he saw. Rohde did not ask the arbiter to bar Dzindzi and Dlugy from conversing; he merely requested that they chat in English.19 The pair complied without complaint.

Roman then played fantastically. On move 24, he found the decisive stroke, winning a pawn for nothing. Yet as he made this move, he offered a draw. So, draw! But why? Later, I heard secondhand accounts of Dzindzi’s explanation: evidently, he didn’t want to be seen as winning the game under suspicious circumstances.

Expectations

In 1984, I began the World Under-16 Championship with three wins, putting me in clear first place. However, eight players had 2½, and in
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