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Foreword

Preparation: the key to victory

Chess is sometimes described as a model of life. Garry Kasparov even devoted a weighty tome to that topic. In this book, however, the author will try to avoid such a temptation. The subject will be exclusively the preparation for a game of chess or, at most, the preparation for a life in chess.

[image: images]

A game of chess is a struggle between two individuals. Understanding the strengths and weaknesses of your opponent, and having a sober awareness of your own shortcomings, will pay dividends at any level, for beginners up to World Champions. Even if you and the person sitting opposite you have only recently grasped the rules of the game, knowing a simple mechanism – bringing the queen out to h5 and the bishop to c4 with mate on f7 to follow – can bring fantastic results when you’re just starting out. Of course, sooner or later your opponent, puzzled by such a turn of events, will either by himself or with the help of a chess manual demonstrate the inadequacy of such cavalier attacks. And the weapon that had brought lightning victories will backfire against its owner. However, having tasted such success you’ll have caught the preparation bug, and you won’t be able to stop yourself looking for more sophisticated means of surprising your opponent. That constant battle between the sword and the shield, which never relents even for a day, is the essence of the art of modern chess preparation.

Over the last hundred years and more chess has travelled a long way from coffeehouse games played for small stakes to become a complex, multi-faceted activity based on an unusual mixture of art, sport and science. As chess has developed the sporting component has squeezed out art to an ever-greater degree, while the recent appearance and rapid improvement of computer programs has given chess a new and unexpected boost.

With the emergence of the first official World Champion in 1886 the battle for that coveted title became the goal and meaning of life for many, adding spice and drama to the development of chess. World Championship matches were often turning points in the wonderful game’s development.

The first part of this book reflects the complex journey chess players have undertaken from the game’s amateur roots to its current professional status. There’s a theory that claims the chess World Champions couldn’t have been more representative of the epochs in which they lived, but it’s just a beautiful hypothesis. Steinitz, Lasker and Capablanca don’t provide the most convincing of evidence for it. Back then chess was only taking its first steps on the road to ‘statehood’. The laws of this specific realm of human activity were just beginning to be established and had little in common with the processes taking place in parallel in real life. The more professional chess became the more it started to depend on the realities of the surrounding social environment.

The contribution individual chess players have made to establishing and developing the art of preparation is far from proportional to their sporting achievements; there are different heroes and prize-winners. In the conventional ranking of historical chess players Jose Raul Capablanca is above Max Euwe, while the position of Alexander Alekhine is incomparable to that of Akiba Rubinstein. In this book, however, the name of Euwe is mentioned much more often than that of the Cuban genius, and Rubinstein’s opening discoveries are placed on a par with the creative achievements of the Fourth World Champion.

An amazing harmony was attained between chess champions and society in the Soviet Union. It’s no accident that it was thanks to Soviet chess players, headed by Mikhail Botvinnik, that a breakthrough was achieved in treating chess as a serious profession, while preparation became systematic. Botvinnik, Smyslov, Tal, Petrosian, Spassky, Karpov and Kasparov – all of them brought something new to the art of preparation.

Paradoxical as it sounds, the contribution of the universally-recognised chess geniuses is less significant in this regard. Robert Fischer was no exception, although his dominance over his contemporaries was overwhelming. The 1972 match against Boris Spassky put a stamp on the American’s hegemony, while at the same time inaugurating an era of total confrontation in chess. Karpov’s matches that followed against Kortchnoi and Kasparov were even fiercer, demanding previously unprecedented mental resilience from the players. Opening preparation also reached a new level. In Karpov’s matches against Kasparov it became the norm for players to adopt one and the same system with both colours, while games would often end before the home analysis had run out. It was no accident that the clash between those two great players and arch-rivals coincided with the dawn of the computer era in chess.

A separate chapter has been devoted to modern chess preparation and the ever-growing role of the computer. This author still has a good recollection of methods of preparation that you’d be hard-pressed to describe as anything other than archaic nowadays. It would be naive to underestimate the influence of computer programs on the game, but at times unconditional respect for the evaluations of our Metal Friend (or MF, as it will feature in this book) is combined with a note of irony. After all, for the moment it’s still humans who decide the fate of a game of chess.

Finally, the concluding part of this book is devoted to games where the fate of a tournament, match or sometimes even a player’s whole sporting career was decided. The secret of success in chess can be strange and sometimes elusive. The components of the mysterious formula are well-known: talent, memory, willpower (character), capacity for work and also good health. But the final outcome is by no means decided simply by a sum of the parts, and it seems impossible to construct a formula based on the rankings of past and present chess players.

There’s also another component that’s by no means unimportant – a love of chess. That works as a powerful battery to fuel memory, hard work and, to a certain extent, willpower. But if love is irrational and talent is granted from above, then all the rest can and needs to be trained and developed. This book was conceived as a guide to that extremely difficult and subtle process.

Although a modern chess player’s preparation consists mainly of working on the opening, this book isn’t solely about that. Firstly, chess fans aren’t only made up of professionals who devote all their time to chess. Secondly, and this is perhaps the main point, chess isn’t limited to the opening. So although the emphasis is placed on theoretical preparation, absolutely all the games in this book are given in full. The overwhelming majority of the examples are taken from the games of top-class players, so it’s very interesting to follow how the advantage gained in the opening stages is ultimately converted into a win. It’s no less instructive to analyse the games in which for whatever reason that failed to happen.

This book is intended for all those who’ve kept faith in their capacity for selfimprovement and who want to increase their practical strength. Of course, the potential of those who’ve linked their professional future to chess inevitably differs from that of those who spend time on their favourite game only as a hobby. For the benefit of those ‘club players’ each chapter is followed by special recommendations and advice. If the reader can gain something new and useful for him/her then the author will consider his task accomplished.

Vladimir Tukmakov
 Odessa, June 2012





Chapter 1 – The Evolution of Preparation

‘Do you think I’m morally obliged to play the same defence I played against Chigorin?’ ‘You’re not obliged, but the public expects you to defend your principles.’

Such, or approximately such, was the dialogue between Wilhelm Steinitz and Isidor Gunsberg in 1891.

Afterwards Steinitz played the move 6…Qf6, which had ended in a fiasco for him in his game against Chigorin, played over the very same days (!) by telegraph.

[C52]

Game 1

Isidor Gunsberg
 Wilhelm Steinitz

New York Wch-m 1891 (12)


1. e2-e4 e7-e5

2. Ng1-f3 Nb8-c6

3. Bf1-c4 Bf8-c5

4. b2-b4 Bc5xb4

5. c2-c3 Bb4-a5

6. 0-0
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This is the point at which the famous dialogue we began our discussion of the art of preparation with took place.

6. … Qd8-f6?!

The traditional lines of defence are 6…d6 7.d4 Bb6 or 6…Nf6.

7. d2-d4 Ng8-h6?!

7…Nge7 8.d5! (8.Qa4 Bb6 9.Bg5 Qd6 10.Na3 exd4 11.Nb5 Qg6) 8…Nd8 9.Qa4 Bb6 10.Bg5 Qd6 11.Na3 c6 12.Rad1 Qb8 13.Bxe7 Kxe7 14.d6+ Kf8 15.Qb4.

8. Bc1-g5 Qf6-d6

8…Qg6 9.d5 Nb8 10.Na3!? f6 11.Bxh6 Qxh6 12.d6.


9. d4-d5 Nc6-d8

10. Qd1-a4 Ba5-b6

11. Nb1-a3 c7-c6
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11…0-0 12.Be2 f6 13.Nc4 Qe7 14.Bxh6 gxh6 15.d6.

12. Bc4-e2!

12.Rad1 Qg6 13.Bxd8 Bxd8 14.dxc6 bxc6 15.Nxe5 Qf6 16.f4 Bc7.

12. … Bb6-c7

12…Qc7 13.Nc4 f6 14.Bxh6 gxh6 15.Nfxe5! fxe5 16.Bh5+ Nf7 17.Qa3.

13. Na3-c4 Qd6-f8

[image: images]


14. d5-d6 Bc7xd6

15. Nc4-b6 Ra8-b8

16. Qa4xa7
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16. … Nh6-g4

16…Ne6 17.Bc1! Ng8 18.Ba3 c5 19.Rad1.


17. Nf3-h4! Nd8-e6

18. Be2xg4 Ne6xg5

19. Nh4-f5 Ng5-e6

20. Rf1-d1 Bd6-c7

21. Nb6-a8! Rb8xa8

22. Qa7xa8 Ke8-d8

23. Rd1xd7+ Kd8xd7

24. Ra1-d1+ 1-0



Nowadays it’s not so much the game itself, but the circumstances surrounding it, which are liable to provoke nothing but bewildered admiration. It shouldn’t be forgotten that we’re not talking about a coffeehouse game for meaningless stakes, but a match for the World Championship. Of course, back in those idyllic times the struggle for the world chess crown was very far-removed from the total battle on all fronts it became in the second half of the twentieth century. But still… what’s so remarkable about the conversation during the game is not simply the fact that it took place at all – today something similar is simply inconceivable – but the content, which is amazingly succinct for such a short conversation.
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Wilhelm Steinitz



Just imagine that phantasmagorical situation: the World Champion with child-like directness asks his opponent if he’s obliged to play a dubious move that had already cost him one defeat. And the challenger, who of course is dreaming of nothing other than seizing the title, replies: yes, you know, there are things that are more important than titles and prizes. And the Champion dutifully complies with his opinion!

However, even if that remarkable conversation never actually took place, it would certainly have been worth inventing it, as it gives the best possible characterisation of the chess manners of the time. Chess, in the form we know it today, was only starting to be established back then, and one of the first to strive to give it a respectable image, with the help of certain principles and theories, was Steinitz.

As George Bernard Shaw said: ‘The reasonable man adapts himself to the world; the unreasonable one persists in trying to adapt the world to himself. Therefore all progress depends on the unreasonable man.’ Wilhelm Steinitz was one of those ‘unreasonable’ men Shaw talked about. Chess was going through a Romantic era when the formulation of principles and theories was more important than individual moves and even sporting goals. Manifestos and declarations stood out for their pathos and paradox. Steinitz: ‘A win by an unsound combination, however showy, fills me with artistic horror’. He probably had in mind combinations that didn’t fit into his stated theory of positional play. Exceptions could and should be ignored – long live the rules! For the sake of them he sacrificed his doubts and points – as in the game above.

[C65]

Game 2

Wilhelm Steinitz
 Mikhail Chigorin

Havana Wch-m 1892 (4)


1. e2-e4 e7-e5

2. Ng1-f3 Nb8-c6

3. Bf1-b5 Ng8-f6

4. d2-d3



A more-than-modern opening – the Berlin Defence. Despairing of finding an edge in the complex endgames arising after 4.0-0 Nxe4, 21st-century grandmasters have also often chosen this modest continuation.


4. … d7-d6

5. c2-c3 g7-g6

6. Nb1-d2 Bf8-g7
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7. Nd2-f1!?

Of course 7.0-0 was asking to be played, but in that case you’d get a typical Ruy Lopez structure on the board, and then it’s perfectly possible the game would not have ended up in this book.


7. … 0-0

8. Bb5-a4!?



Preparing to transfer the Ruy Lopez bishop to its usual c2-square. In the second game of the match, after 8.Ne3 d5! 9.Qc2 the queen ended up having to occupy that square.

8. … Nf6-d7

A rather elaborate plan. Chigorin’s idea: to switch this knight to e6, preventing the d3-d4 advance while simultaneously preparing …f7-f5. The Russian Champion’s play was simpler and more energetic in the 14th game of the match: 8…d5 9.Qe2 Qd6 10.Ng3 Be6.

9. Nf1-e3 Nd7-c5

9…f5!? 10.b4 (10.exf5 gxf5 11.Nd5) 10…f4 11.Nd5 g5.

10. Ba4-c2 Nc5-e6

[image: images]

Black has everything prepared for the planned …f7-f5 break. However, instead of preventing that advance Steinitz unexpectedly becomes active on the kingside himself. An absolutely new way of handling the position for that time!

11. h2-h4! Nc6-e7

11…f5!? 12.h5 (12.exf5 gxf5 13.d4!) 12…f4 13.Nd5 g5 14.h6 Bf6 15.g3!.

12. h4-h5 d6-d5

12…g5!? 13.h6!±.

13. h5xg6 f7xg6?

A serious mistake. Chigorin has been tempted into opening the f-file, ignoring much more significant and long-lasting positional factors. It was precisely in the strategic approach to the game that Steinitz’s superiority over his opponents was most evident. Of course he should have played 13…hxg6, although after 14.Ng4! (14.Qe2!?) 14…dxe4 15.dxe4 Qxd1+ 16.Bxd1 f6 17.Nh6+ Bxh6 18.Bxh6 White’s position is better.


14. e4xd5 Ne7xd5

15. Ne3xd5 Qd8xd5

16. Bc2-b3±



The drawbacks of Black’s 13th move are becoming obvious. Apart from everything else, the pressure on the a2-g8 diagonal is extremely unpleasant.


16. … Qd5-c6

17. Qd1-e2 Bc8-d7



Nothing is altered by 17…a5 18.a4 Qb6 19.Bc4.

18. Bc1-e3!

Not allowing himself to be tempted by the line 18.Nxe5? Qxg2 19.Nxd7 Qxh1+ 20.Kd2 Kh8 21.Bxe6 Qh2 22.Nxf8 Rxf8 23.Ke1, which after 23…Re8! would have led to an unclear position.


18. … Kg8-h8

19. 0-0-0!



White’s unconventional approach has brought about a position where nothing any longer hints at the opening – the Ruy Lopez. The main thing, however, is that his actions have led to a big and perhaps decisive advantage.


19. … Ra8-e8

20. Qe2-f1!?



Preparing the d3-d4 break.

20. … a7-a5?!
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As becomes clear, this is a loss of time. Black’s best chance was probably 20…Nf4 21.Ng5 (21.d4!? Bg4! 22.Ng5 is also interesting) 21…h5! and the potential for resistance is far from exhausted.

21. d3-d4!

Now this long-awaited break has gained in strength.


21. … e5xd4

22. Nf3xd4 Bg7xd4



Everything else loses even more straightforwardly: 22…Nxd4 23.Rxh7+! Kxh7 24.Qh1++–; 22…Qa6 23.Bc4 Qa8 24.Nf3+–; 22…Qe4 23.Nf3! Qc6 24.Qd3.

23. Rd1xd4! Ne6xd4?

Allowing a spectacular finish, but after the more stubborn 23…Re7 24.Rdh4 things are also bad for Black.


24. Rh1xh7+! Kh8xh7

25. Qf1-h1+ Kh7-g7

26. Be3-h6+ Kg7-f6

27. Qh1-h4+ Kf6-e5

28. Qh4xd4+ 1-0



It’s mate next move.

Steinitz, uncompromising but somewhat dogmatic in his views, was succeeded by Emanuel Lasker. The latter had little interest in artificial theories and was unafraid of exceptions. ‘The strictest rules in chess are exceptions’ – Lasker could easily have been the author of Tartakower’s paradox. Practical games were the touchstone against which theories were tested. If a move that fitted perfectly with positional postulates turned out not to be the best, so much the worse for principles. Chess wasn’t primarily a confrontation between pieces governed by immutable laws, but a duel between the personalities controlling those pieces. It was a battle, and in a battle what matters is the result.

The psychology of the battle and the psychology of the players – that was what appealed to the new World Champion. His famous game against Capablanca in the 1914 St Petersburg tournament is the best illustration of the new approach. The young Cuban, who was confidently leading the tournament, needed only not to lose with Black against the current World Champion in order to claim overall tournament victory. Everyone expected Lasker to play aggressively, but the opening variation he chose turned out to be a complete surprise to everyone, including his opponent. It seemed that for Capablanca, already back then considered a first-class master of play in simple positions, there would be no difficulty defending Black’s position. However, it all turned out to be much more complicated.

[C68]

Game 3

Emanuel Lasker
 Jose Raul Capablanca

St Petersburg 1914 (7)


1. e2-e4 e7-e5

2. Ng1-f3 Nb8-c6

3. Bf1-b5 a7-a6

4. Bb5xc6 d7xc6
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5. d2-d4

5.Nc3 f6 6.d4 exd4 7.Qxd4 Qxd4 8.Nxd4.


5. … e5xd4

6. Qd1xd4 Qd8xd4

7. Nf3xd4 Bf8-d6

8. Nb1-c3 Ng8-e7

9. 0-0 0-0

10. f2-f4 Rf8-e8



10…f5 11.e5 Bc5 12.Be3 Bxd4 13.Bxd4 b6.

11. Nd4-b3 f7-f6

[image: images]

12. f4-f5!

12.Be3 Nd5!.

12. … b7-b6

12…Bd7 13.Bf4 Rad8.

13. Bc1-f4

[image: images]

13. … Bc8-b7?!

13…Bxf4! 14.Rxf4 c5! 15.Rd1 Bb7 16.Rf2 Rad8 17.Rfd2 Rxd2 18.Rxd2 Nc6 19.Rd7 Rc8 20.Nd5? Ne5.


14. Bf4xd6 c7xd6

15. Nb3-d4 Ra8-d8?!



15…Bc8! 16.Rad1 c5 17.Nb3 (17.Ne6 Bxe6 18.fxe6 Rad8 19.Nd5 Nc6) 17…d5! (17…Rd8!?) 18.Nxd5 Nxd5 19.exd5 Re5=.


16. Nd4-e6 Rd8-d7

17. Ra1-d1 Ne7-c8?!



17…c5!? 18.Nd5 Bxd5 19.exd5 b5.


18. Rf1-f2 b6-b5

19. Rf2-d2 Rd7-e7

20. b2-b4 Kg8-f7

21. a2-a3
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21. … Bb7-a8?

21…Rxe6 22.fxe6+ Rxe6.


22. Kg1-f2 Re7-a7

23. g2-g4 h7-h6

24. Rd2-d3 a6-a5?!

25. h2-h4 a5xb4

26. a3xb4 Ra7-e7

27. Kf2-f3 Re8-g8

28. Kf3-f4 g7-g6

29. Rd3-g3 g6-g5+



29…gxf5 30.exf5 d5 31.g5! hxg5+ 32.hxg5 fxg5+ 33.Nxg5+ Kf8 34.f6 Ra7 35.Ke5!+–.


30. Kf4-f3 Nc8-b6

31. h4xg5 h6xg5

32. Rg3-h3!



32.Rxd6?! Nc4 33.Rd1 Rh8.

32. … Re7-d7

32…Nc4 33.Rh7+ (33.Kg3) 33…Ke8 34.Ra1 Bb7 35.Nc7+! Kd7 36.Rxe7+ Kxe7 37.Ra7.


33. Kf3-g3! Kf7-e8

34. Rd1-h1 Ba8-b7
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35. e4-e5! d6xe5

36. Nc3-e4 Nb6-d5

37. Ne6-c5 Bb7-c8

38. Nc5xd7 Bc8xd7

39. Rh3-h7 Rg8-f8

40. Rh1-a1 Ke8-d8

41. Ra1-a8+ Bd7-c8

42. Ne4-c5 1-0



The end result was that Lasker not only managed to win a key encounter, but also to overtake his demoralised rival at the finish. It was the Second World Champion who was the first person to adopt a new weapon – deliberately upsetting the balance. Even the best chess players of the time would often go astray when the rhythm of play was sharply altered.
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Emanuel Lasker



The following well-known example is a convincing illustration of that.

[C66]

Game 4

Siegbert Tarrasch
 Emanuel Lasker

Germany Wch-m 1908 (4)


1. e2-e4 e7-e5

2. Ng1-f3 Nb8-c6

3. Bf1-b5 Ng8-f6

4. 0-0 d7-d6



Typical of Lasker’s approach to the opening. Avoiding forced variations (in this case based around 4…Ne4), he prefers to switch the focus of the struggle to the middlegame.


5. d2-d4 Bc8-d7

6. Nb1-c3 Bf8-e7

7. Rf1-e1 e5xd4

8. Nf3xd4 Nc6xd4



It was also possible to play 8…0-0 as Lasker did in the second game of the match.


9. Qd1xd4 Bd7xb5

10. Nc3xb5 0-0

11. Bc1-g5 h7-h6

12. Bg5-h4 Rf8-e8



A move ‘based on general considerations’, after which Black starts to experience some difficulties. The more concrete 12…c6 13.Nc3 Re8 14.Rad1 Qa5 would have led to balanced play.

13. Ra1-d1

Preventing the possibility of …c7-c6 and threatening 14.e5.


13. … Nf6-d7

14. Bh4xe7 Re8xe7

15. Qd4-c3!?
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Preparing to transfer the knight to f5 via d4. White also had other possibilities of exploiting his slight space advantage:

A) 15.c4!? Re6 16.f4 a6 17.Nc3 Nf6 18.Nd5 (18.e5!? Qe8 19.Nd5) 18…Nxd5 19.exd5 (19.cxd5!) 19…Re7 led to a draw in Capablanca-Marshall, New York (match game 4) 1909;

B) 15.f4!? a6 16.Nc3 Nf6! 17.e5 Qe8 also gives a perfectly defendable position.

15. … Re7-e5!

The further course of the game should not be assessed solely in terms of pure chess criteria. The first (and absolutely correct!) impression is that White has a small but stable edge. Consequently, Black has to defend accurately. The World Champion chooses exactly the opposite tactic: he drastically upsets the balance, striving to make the position extremely sharp. Of course, Lasker took into account the fact that this was precisely the course of events that would be most unpleasant for his opponent.

16. Nb5-d4

16.Qxc7? Rxb5 17.Qxd6 Rxb2 18.Qxd7 Qxd7 19.Rxd7 Rc8 with a better endgame for Black.

16. … Re5-c5

Continuing the tactic of rocking the boat.


17. Qc3-b3 Nd7-b6

18. f2-f4



White had other means of applying pressure, for example 18.Nf5 or 18.Re3, but Black’s latest lunge provoked him into taking a more active approach. The move in the game, reducing the mobility of the ambitious rook, is perfectly logical, but it fundamentally alters the character of the position.


18. … Qd8-f6

19. Qb3-f3 Ra8-e8

20. c2-c3 a7-a5!

21. b2-b3



Trying to limit the activity of the black pieces as far as possible. It looked more dangerous to play 21.Nb3! Rb5 22.Qe2 Rf5 (22…c6?! 23.Nd4 Rc5 24.Qf2±) 23.g3 and Black’s in a difficult situation, as the natural 23…a4 is met by the very unpleasant 24.e5! dxe5 25.Nd4!. Tarrasch, however, turned out to be unprepared for such a dramatic shift of register.


21. … a5-a4

22. b3-b4



The move in the game is far from bad, but it upsets the balance even more, and in dynamic positions full of tactical motifs Lasker was clearly superior to his opponent. After the stabilising 22.c4 the position would be much simpler for White to play.


22. … Rc5-c4

23. g2-g3 Re8-d8
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Preparing the …c7-c5 counterblow, which wouldn’t work immediately due to 24.Nb5.

24. Re1-e3?

A loss of concentration? Panic? Time trouble? Probably it was everything at once. White’s last move is a serious mistake, although he had plenty of good options. The simplest move was 24.e5 dxe5 25.Rxe5 with a slight edge. It’s tougher when low on time to evaluate the consequences of 24.Rd2!? c5? 25.bxc5 Rxc5 (25…dxc5 26.e5 Qg6 27.Nf5) 26.Rb2; or 24.a3 c5 25.bxc5 Rxc5 (25…dxc5 26.Nb5) 26.Rb1. Those variations make it obvious that the …c7-c5 advance wasn’t much of a threat, but became a possibility due to the extremely unfortunate move in the game.


24. … c7-c5

25. Nd4-b5?



Chasing the mirage of a combination. Tarrasch had completely lost control both of himself and the position, although objectively there was no need to panic. Equality could easily have been maintained with either 25.Nc2 cxb4 26.Nxb4 or 25.bxc5 Rxc5 26.Rb1 Nc4 27.Rd3.

25. … c5xb4
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26. Rd1xd6?

The finishing touch on the self-destruction! After the calm 26.Red3! White could continue the struggle.


26. … Rd8xd6

27. e4-e5 Rc4xf4!



And there’s the refutation, which was fairly obvious.


28. g3xf4 Qf6-g6+

29. Kg1-h1



29.Kf2 Rd2+ 30.Re2 Rxe2+ 31.Qxe2 Nd5 was slightly better.


29. … Qg6-b1+

30. Kh1-g2 Rd6-d2+



White’s position is absolutely hopeless, and continuing the struggle can be explained by that same loss of a sense of reality.


31. Re3-e2 Qb1xa2

32. Re2xd2 Qa2xd2+

33. Kg2-g3 a4-a3

34. e5-e6 Qd2-e1+

35. Kg3-g4 Qe1xe6+

36. f4-f5 Qe6-c4+

37. Nb5-d4 a3-a2

38. Qf3-d1 Nb6-d5

39. Qd1-a4 Nd5xc3

40. Qa4-e8+ Kg8-h7

41. Kg4-h5 a2-a1Q

0-1



The provocative movement of the black rook seemed to make his opponent lose touch with reality. After a certain point Tarrasch had lost control of the situation and his moves lost their logic and coherence. That didn’t happen all by itself, however – such a reaction was provoked by the unexpected but psychologically well-judged actions of his opponent.

Even back then it was the World Champions who determined the direction in which chess developed. Both Steinitz and Lasker were not only outstanding players, but also deep researchers. True, the first was interested, to put it simply, exclusively in the chess pieces and the methods and laws of their interaction. The second was drawn more to the philosophy of battle, the logic of the decisions taken directly by the players. Both, however, were among the first architects of the graceful and beautiful palace of modern chess.

Strangely enough, Capablanca’s victory in his match against Lasker was in some ways a dead end from the point of view of chess development. In general, the appearance of an absolute genius often breaks the link between different periods and the continuity of traditions. When we considered the components of success it was taken for granted that the greater the sum of individual favourable factors the greater the chances of success – in any case, theoretically speaking. But it’s impossible to produce a breakdown of the Capa phenomenon. The new chess genius didn’t have an exceptional memory, wasn’t particularly hard-working and, according to his contemporaries, he didn’t even keep a chess set at home (for younger readers it’s perhaps worth noting that personal computers with chess databases and beautiful graphics didn’t yet exist). He simply knew on which squares he had to put his pieces, and after that it seemed as though they interacted all by themselves. It was hard, if indeed it was possible at all, to learn something from him; all you could do was admire.

The game given below is also widely known. The remarkable thing about it is not even the ease with which the Cuban, playing White, solves problems at the board that his opponent had prepared for him at home. What’s stunning is that Capablanca – by intuition alone – surpassed the analysis of the next few generations of chess players, and indeed had anticipated the conclusions of the best computer programs.

[C89]

Game 5

Jose Raul Capablanca
 Frank James Marshall

New York 1918 (1)


1. e2-e4 e7-e5

2. Ng1-f3 Nb8-c6

3. Bf1-b5 a7-a6

4. Bb5-a4 Ng8-f6

5. 0-0 Bf8-e7

6. Rf1-e1 b7-b5

7. Ba4-b3 0-0

8. c2-c3



There are now many ways of avoiding the fearsome Marshall Attack, but at the time the move in the game was made almost automatically.

8. … d7-d5!

[image: images]

One of the most famous positions in chess!


9. e4xd5 Nf6xd5

10. Nf3xe5 Nc6xe5

11. Re1xe5 Nd5-f6



Other knight retreats have also been tried: 11…Nb6 and even 11…Nf4, but ultimately each and every one of them was superseded by the modest move 11…c6, thanks to which the system with 8…d5 became long-lived.


12. Re5-e1 Be7-d6

13. h2-h3 Nf6-g4!?

14. Qd1-f3!



Capablanca had no need to calculate complex variations like 14.hxg4 Qh4 15.Qf3 Bh2+ 16.Kf1 Bxg4 17.Qe4 Bf4! 18.g3 Qh2! with a decisive attack for Black. He simply sensed what researchers spent decades studying.


14. … Qd8-h4

15. d2-d4



Here the knight can’t be taken either for the same reason: 15.hxg4 Bh2+! 16.Kf1 Bxg4 17.Qe4 Bf4!.

15. … Ng4xf2

[image: images]

Grandmaster Shamkovich suggested the interesting idea of 15…h5!? but the prophylactic 16.Re2! parries all the threats (16.Nd2 Bh2+ 17.Kf1 Bd6! leads only to a repetition of moves).

16. Re1-e2

Concerted efforts over many years led to the conclusion that it’s stronger to play 16.Bd2! although here as well things aren’t so simple. After 16…Bxh3! (all the other continuations are weaker) 17.gxh3 Nxh3+ 18.Kf1! (18.Kg2 Ng5 19.Bxg5 Qxe1 favours Black) 18…Ng5! 19.Bxg5 (19.Qg2 Nh3! is also unclear) 19…Qxg5 20.Na3 c5 21.Rad1 c4 22.Bc2 Rae8 Black has decent compensation for the piece. It’s also not losing, it seems, to play the long-rejected 16.Qxf2!? Bh2+ 17.Kf1 Bg3 18.Qd2! (if 18.Qe2? Bxh3 19.gxh3 Rae8 then White really is in trouble) 18…Bxh3 19.gxh3 Qxh3+ 20.Qg2 Qf5+ 21.Kg1 Bxe1 22.Nd2. A totally unclear position.

16. … Bc8-g4

It doesn’t seem as though the variation suggested by Kasparov in My Great Predecessors, 16…Ng4 17.g3! Qxh3 18.Qxa8 Bxg3 19.Qg2 Qh4 20.Nd2, gives Black sufficient compensation for the rook. It’s no longer as strong as it would be after 16.Bd2 to play 16…Bxh3 17.gxh3 Nxh3+ 18.Kf1 as after 18…Ng5 19.Bxg5 Qxg5 in comparison to the previous notes White’s rook already stands on e2, and the consolidating 20.Nd2 is possible. Also insufficient is 18…Bf4 19.Bxf4 Nxf4 20.Re4 Rae8 21.Nd2!.

17. h3xg4

17.Qxf2? Bg3 18.Qf1 Bxe2 19.Qxe2 Rae8–+.


17. … Bd6-h2+

18. Kg1-f1 Bh2-g3



If 18…Nh1 then the MF suggests 19.Re3! as the strongest move, although Capablanca’s suggestion of 19.Be3 is also perfectly playable.


19. Re2xf2 Qh4-h1+

20. Kf1-e2 Bg3xf2

21. Bc1-d2! Bf2-h4

22. Qf3-h3 Ra8-e8+

23. Ke2-d3 Qh1-f1+

24. Kd3-c2 Bh4-f2

25. Qh3-f3! Qf1-g1

26. Bb3-d5! c7-c5

27. d4xc5 Bf2xc5

28. b2-b4! Bc5-d6

29. a2-a4 a6-a5

30. a4xb5 a5xb4

31. Ra1-a6! b4xc3

32. Nb1xc3 Bd6-b4

33. b5-b6 Bb4xc3

34. Bd2xc3 h7-h6

35. b6-b7 Re8-e3
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36. Bd5xf7+! 1-0

One of the most memorable achievements of the Cuban genius. It’s hard even for the meticulous MF, never mind all the many people who later investigated it, to criticise his play in this game. Which of the champions who followed would have been able to meet such a challenge so brilliantly!?

As mentioned before, the Third World Champion led chess away from the main road of development it had started to take. He had no need of a perfect knowledge of theory or psychological portraits of his opponents. His hand would faultlessly place the pieces on the necessary squares all by itself. Even when the moves he made weren’t perfect they were usually perfectly sufficient – after all, Capa, in contrast to his opponents, almost never made serious mistakes!

That explained his invincibility. If you did want to defeat the genius it was essential to raise your understanding of chess, and of yourself as a chess player, to a new level. Surpassing the Cuban in terms of talent was obviously impossible, so you had to seek out other resources. Despite the apparent infallibility it was possible to discover hidden flaws in his play. Capablanca instantly grasped the essence of a position, but he would sometimes overlook concealed possibilities. The way he handled the opening wasn’t distinguished by great depth and often came down to a primitive development of pieces. His aristocratic ease sometimes lacked depth. The main thing was that he was absolutely satisfied with his own play and with himself. It was completely alien to him to take a critical look at his own play. That brilliant superficiality had to be combatted with tireless and ruthless analysis; the utilitarian approach to the opening with deep investigative work; his life of ease with hours of work each day.

All that, multiplied by willpower, a boundless love of chess and… of yourself in chess, led to the appearance of a worthy opponent. The victory of Alexander Alekhine over Capablanca marked a new stage in the development of chess. Professional preparation for particular games and events as a whole became an integral and essential part of chess mastery. Moreover, chess for Alekhine – in contrast to Lasker and Capablanca – was the main substance of his life.

There was someone else, however, whose contribution to the development of chess is hard to overestimate. Tarrasch and Nimzowitsch introduced serious additions and improvements on the Steinitz principles of positional play, but opening theory itself – in the all-encompassing way we conceive it nowadays – was barely in its infancy. The key figure behind its construction was Akiba Rubinstein.

While Steinitz, Tarrasch and Nimzowitsch had tried to subjugate the chess pieces to the laws and rules they’d invented, Rubinstein modestly tried to grasp the essence of chess, the internal harmony of the pieces. He was essentially the first ‘pure’ top-class chess player. Rubinstein didn’t construct abstract theories, wasn’t interested in the psychological aspects of the struggle, and was as far removed as it was possible to be from chess narcissism. He would painstakingly and persistently seek out chess truth, without striving for anything more. Long before the appearance of Fischer he actually followed the American’s credo: ‘I don’t believe in psychology, I believe in strong moves’.
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Akiba Rubinstein



Of course, it would be hard to call Rubinstein a scientist, although the methods of chess research are akin to those of science. You might instead compare him to a gold-miner, painstakingly sifting tons of ore for the sake of a single nugget. Fortune often favoured him during his searches, and a lot of his discoveries were far ahead of his time. It was Rubinstein who laid out the main paths for the development of many openings. Even half a century later in the match in Baguio, almost every game saw Kortchnoi use systems introduced into practice by Rubinstein. Nowadays his best achievements still look absolutely natural.

[D34]

Game 6

Akiba Rubinstein
 Siegbert Tarrasch

Carlsbad 1923 (9)


1. d2-d4 d7-d5

2. c2-c4 e7-e6

3. Nb1-c3 c7-c5

4. c4xd5 e6xd5

5. Ng1-f3 Nb8-c6

6. g2-g3!
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Rubinstein’s brilliant opening invention, which still today is White’s main weapon against the Tarrasch system.


6. … Ng8-f6

7. Bf1-g2 Bf8-e7

8. 0-0 0-0

9. Bc1-g5 Bc8-e6

10. d4xc5 Be7xc5

11. Nf3-e1!?



By no means improvisation. Fifteen years earlier in this position Rubinstein had played 11.Bxf6 Qxf6 12.Nxd5 Qxb2 13.Nc7 Rad8 14.Qc1 Qxc1 15.Raxc1 Bb6 16.Nxe6 fxe6 17.Rfd1 Rubinstein-Schlechter, Prague 1908. It’s perhaps only White’s last move that was a little insipid. Rubinstein didn’t manage to win the game, and the whole plan appeared less than promising. However, it was shown that White’s idea had much greater potential in the game Petrosian-Spassky, Moscow 1969. Spassky, it’s true, played 15…b6, but he couldn’t avoid difficulties.


11. … d5-d4

12. Bg5xf6 Qd8xf6

13. Nc3-e4 Qf6-e7

14. Ne4xc5 Qe7xc5

15. Ne1-d3 Qc5-b6
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16. Nd3-f4!

An absolutely modern pawn sacrifice!


16. … Qb6xb2

17. Nf4xe6 f7xe6

18. Ra1-b1 Qb2xa2

19. Rb1xb7 Qa2-a6

20. Qd1-b3 Nc6-d8

21. Rb7-d7 Ra8-c8

22. Qb3-b2



White has more than enough compensation for the sacrificed pawn. Instead of the move in the game it also wasn’t bad to play 22.Bf3.


22. … e6-e5

23. Rf1-a1!?



23.Bd5+ Kh8 24.Qa1!. Now 24…Qxe2 is bad because of 25.Qa3! Re8 26.Re7!, and after 24…Qf6 or 24…Qxa1 White would increase his edge. 24.f4 is also reasonable.


23. … Qa6-f6

24. e2-e3



After 24.Bd5+ Kh8 25.f3 there’s a clever refutation: 25…d3! 26.exd3 Nc6=.

24. … d4xe3

The immediate 24…Nc6 was probably preferable, but it looks as though Black should hold the position however he likes. It seems Tarrasch held the same opinion.


25. f2xe3 Nd8-c6

26. Qb2-d2 Nc6-b8

27. Rd7xa7 Rc8-d8

28. Qd2-e2 h7-h6

29. Bg2-e4 Rd8-d7

30. Ra7-a8 Rd7-d8

31. Ra1-f1 Qf6-d6



31…Qxf1+ 32.Qxf1 Rxf1+ 33.Kxf1 wouldn’t have completely solved Black’s problems, but with accurate play he should hold.

32. Rf1xf8+ Rd8xf8
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33. Kg1-g2!

An absolutely modern prophylactic move.


33. … Qd6-b4

34. Qe2-d3 Kg8-h8

35. Ra8-a7 Qb4-b2+

36. Kg2-h3 Qb2-b6

37. Ra7-a8 Rf8-d8

38. Qd3-c4 Nb8-d7

39. Qc4-c6! Rd8xa8

40. Qc6xa8+ Nd7-b8



After 40…Qb8 41.Qxb8+ Nxb8 42.Kg4 White would win the e5-pawn.


41. Qa8-d5 Qb6-c7

42. Be4-f5! Nb8-c6



Despite the limited material it’s very hard for Black to defend. He’s in almost complete zugzwang.

43. Qd5-c4 Qc7-d6?

The only means of continuing resistance was 43…Qb7!±.


44. Qc4-f7 Qd6-d8

45. Qf7-g6 1-0



If that game demonstrated the most effective system for counteracting the Tarrasch Defence, the next gifted the world one of the most popular variations in the history of chess.

[D48]

Game 7

Ernst Grünfeld
 Akiba Rubinstein

Merano 1924 (3)


1. d2-d4 d7-d5

2. c2-c4 e7-e6

3. Nb1-c3 c7-c6

4. Ng1-f3 Ng8-f6

5. e2-e3 Nb8-d7

6. Bf1-d3 d5xc4!



It was after this game that the variation began to be called the Meran. As with many other opening systems introduced into chess practice by Akiba Rubinstein, the ‘Meran’ became one of the most popular theoretical variations for decades to come. It still hasn’t lost its relevance today.


7. Bd3xc4 b7-b5

8. Bc4-d3 a7-a6
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One of the best-known positions in modern chess. The other main line of theory is 8…Bb7.

9. 0-0

Although this is sometimes also played today, the most principled continuation for White is 9.e4!. The extremely sharp positions arising after that move have been the subject of theoretical disputes at the very highest level, including in World Championship matches.


9. … c6-c5

10. a2-a4 b5-b4

11. Nc3-e4 Bc8-b7

12. Ne4-d2 Bf8-e7

13. Qd1-e2 0-0

14. Rf1-d1



In his monograph on Akiba Rubinstein, the late Yury Razuvaev recommends 14.a5 here. That advice was followed by Kortchnoi against Nogueiras (Wijk aan Zee 1987), but although the game ultimately ended in a win for White, Kortchnoi himself wasn’t sure about the strength of the move.

14. … a6-a5?!

The grandmasters mentioned above also disagree on the evaluation of this principled continuation. Razuvaev gave it an exclamation mark, but Kortchnoi considers the weakening of the b5-point to be a more significant factor. The double-edged character of the hard-to-judge positions that arise in this variation is one explanation for the Meran’s inexhaustible popularity.

15. Nd2-c4 Qd8-c7
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16. Bc1-d2

This somewhat passive move was the cause of White’s later difficulties. 16.b3, with the idea of fianchettoing the bishop, would weaken the c3-point, which Black could immediately exploit with 16…Nd5 or 16…Ne4. The most principled option in the position was the computer-like forcing 16.e4 cxd4 17.Nxd4 Nc5 (17…Bxe4 18.Bxe4 Nxe4 19.Nxe6 fxe6 20.Qxe4 Nc5 21.Qg4 Rf6 22.Be3 also favours White) 18.Nb5 Qc6 19.Ne5 Qc8 20.Be3! and after the pawn sacrifice is accepted White gets rich compensation in all lines. In this particular case it’s the weakening of the b5-point that matters!


16. … Rf8-d8

17. Ra1-c1 Qc7-c6!



The start of a subtle manoeuvre. The e4-square is simultaneously taken under control.


18. b2-b3 Qc6-d5

19. Bd2-e1?!



It was worth considering 19.Qf1!? cxd4 20.Nxd4 although Black is in no way obliged to take on d4.


19. … c5xd4!

20. e3xd4 Rd8-c8!

21. Be1-d2 Nf6-e4

22. Rd1-e1 Ne4-d6!?



A flexible move, maintaining the tension. 22…Nxd2 or 22…Nc3 would have eased White’s task.

23. Qe2-f1

Again, passively played. It was worth considering 23.Bf4 after which it’s no good to play 23…Nf5 due to 24.Qd1! and if Black follows the same approach as in the game with 23…Nxc4, then the white pieces will be much more actively placed.


23. … Nd6xc4!

24. b3xc4



24.Bxc4 Qxd4 favours Black.


24. … Qd5-h5

25. Nf3-e5?



25.Be4 Bxe4 26.Rxe4 Bf6 doesn’t equalise, but it was worth considering 25.Be2.


25. … Nd7xe5

26. Re1xe5 Qh5-h4!

27. f2-f4?



The lesser evil was 27.Be3 Bd6 28.g3 Qf6 29.Rb5 Bc6.


27. … Be7-f6

28. g2-g3
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28. … Bf6xe5!

This straightforward but spectacular tactical blow essentially ends the game.


29. d4xe5 Qh4-e7

30. Bd2-e3 Qe7-d7

31. Bd3-e2 Qd7xa4

32. g3-g4 b4-b3

33. Kg1-f2 Bb7-e4

34. Be3-d4 Rc8-d8

35. Kf2-e3 Be4-c2

36. Rc1-a1 Qa4-b4

0-1



Rubinstein also contributed to the theory of the English Opening, which at the time wasn’t very popular.

[D06]

Game 8

Akiba Rubinstein
 Siegbert Tarrasch

Berlin 1928 (2)


1. c2-c4 c7-c5

2. Ng1-f3 Ng8-f6

3. d2-d4 c5xd4

4. Nf3xd4 d7-d5

5. c4xd5 Nf6xd5

6. e2-e4 Nd5-f6

7. Nb1-c3 e7-e5
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8. Nd4-b5!?

‘I haven’t encountered this move either in theoretical research or in practical games, so it should be considered my novelty’ – Rubinstein. It should be added that the inquisitive researcher didn’t immediately arrive at this continuation. 8.Bb5+ Bd7 9.Nf5!? (9.Nf3!?) 9…Nc6?! (Black has a problematic position after 9…Bxb5 10.Qxd8+ Kxd8 11.Nxb5 Nxe4 12.Be3) 10.Nd6+ Bxd6 11.Qxd6 Qe7 12.Qxe7+ Nxe7 13.Be3 also occurred in the game Rubinstein-Mieses, St Petersburg 1909. Although White converted his opening edge back then, the Polish grandmaster continued to look for new paths.

8. … Qd8xd1+

An inaccuracy. 8…a6 9.Qxd8+ Kxd8 10.Na3 Be6 gives Black greater chances of equalising.


9. Ke1xd1 Nb8-a6

10. f2-f3!



Of course you’d like to prevent 10…Bc5, but after 10.Be3 Black has clever counterplay: 10…Ng4! 11.Bxa7 Rxa7 12.Nxa7 Bd7! (12…Nxf2+? 13.Ke1 Nxh1 14.Nxc8±) 13.Ke1 Bc5 14.Nab5 Nb4 and despite the significant material deficit Black has good chances of equalising.


10. … Bf8-c5

11. Nc3-a4 Bc5-e7



An improvement on 11…0-0 in Rubinstein-Réti, Budapest 1926.


12. Bc1-e3 Bc8-d7

13. Ra1-c1 0-0

14. a2-a3



Once more, useful prophylaxis.


14. … Rf8-d8

15. Kd1-e1 Nf6-e8

16. Bf1-e2 Ne8-d6

17. Na4-c3 Nd6xb5

18. Nc3xb5 b7-b6

19. b2-b4



[image: images]

‘A knight on the rim is dim!’ Did Rubinstein recall his opponent’s famous maxim during the game? In any case, it’s the miserable position of the a6-knight that guarantees White a decisive advantage.


19. … Bd7-e6

20. Ke1-f2 Rd8-d7

21. Rh1-d1 Rd7xd1

22. Rc1xd1 Kg8-f8

23. g2-g3 Kf8-e8

24. f3-f4 f7-f6

25. f4xe5 f6xe5

26. Be3-c1! Be6-c8?!



This move emanates doom. However, the more active move 26…Bb3 also didn’t alter the evaluation of the position.


27. Bc1-b2 Be7-f6

28. Nb5-d6+ Ke8-e7

29. Nd6-c4! Ke7-e6
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30. Nc4xe5!

A little combination crowning White’s positional gains.


30. … Na6-c7

31. Be2-c4+ Ke6-e7

32. Ne5-c6+ Ke7-f8

33. Bb2xf6 g7xf6

34. Rd1-d8+ Nc7-e8

35. b4-b5 Bc8-b7

36. Rd8-d7 Bb7xc6

37. b5xc6 1-0



A superb game, and yet another example of opening foresight. In the second half of the twentieth century positions of that type achieved great popularity.

Finally, one of Akiba Rubinstein’s most modern handlings of the Nimzo-Indian Defence.

[E42]

Game 9

Akiba Rubinstein
 Geza Maroczy

Hamburg 1930 (1)


1. d2-d4 Ng8-f6

2. c2-c4 e7-e6

3. Nb1-c3 Bf8-b4

4. e2-e3 c7-c5



After 4…0-0 White would also have responded 5.Ne2. The system connected to developing the knight to e2 in the Nimzo-Indian Defence is one of Akiba Rubinstein’s most remarkable conceptions. How far ahead of his time he was in his theoretical research is also indirectly confirmed by Alexander Alekhine’s ‘One of the least successful inventions of the opening artist Rubinstein’. And that was about a system adopted as a weapon by Botvinnik, Petrosian, Kortchnoi and Kasparov, never mind other twentieth-century grandmasters. Moreover, it wasn’t long ago at all that the leader of the new generation, Magnus Carlsen, played this way against Adams (London 2009).

5. Ng1-e2

[image: images]

5. … c5xd4

Another modern theoretical tabiya would arise after 5…d5 6.a3 Bxc3+ 7.Nxc3 cxd4 8.exd4 dxc4 9.Bxc4 Nc6 10.Be3 0-0 11.0-0 b6 12.Qd3 Bb7 13.Rad1. Here the best move is 13…h6! (13…Ne7?! 14.Bg5 Ng6 15.f4! h6 16.Bxf6 Qxf6 17.f5 exf5 18.Rxf5 with an edge for White, Botvinnik-Tolush, Moscow 1965) 14.f3 Ne7 with a complex strategic battle, Kortchnoi-Karpov, 5th match game Baguio Wch 1978.


6. e3xd4 d7-d5

7. a2-a3



In this version it’s possible to play 7.c5 Ne4 8.Bd2 Nxd2 9.Qxd2 b6 (9…a5 10.a3 Bxc3 11.Nxc3 Bd7 12.Bd3 a4 13.0-0 0-0 14.f4 Kortchnoi-Karpov, 3rd match game Baguio Wch 1978) 10.a3 Bxc3 11.Nxc3 bxc5 12.dxc5 Kasparov-Tal, Brussels 1987.


7. … Bb4-e7

8. c4-c5 b7-b6

9. b2-b4 b6xc5



In modern tournament practice it’s more common to encounter 9…0-0.

10. d4xc5 e6-e5!?
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Here as well it’s more cautious to play 10…0-0, but Maroczy’s desire to cast doubt on White’s unusual flank operation is understandable.

11. f2-f4!

Now the blow is landed from the other side!

11. … d5-d4!

Black accepts the challenge. Both after 11…e4 12.Nd4 and after 11…Nc6 12.fxe5! Nxe5 13.Bf4 White’s chances would be greater.


12. f4xe5 d4xc3

13. Qd1xd8+ Ke8xd8!



Black’s on the top of his game! The obvious 13…Bxd8 14.exf6 Bxf6 15.Bf4 was weaker.


14. e5xf6 Be7xf6

15. Bc1-e3
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15. … Nb8-c6?

Maroczy doesn’t withstand the tension after all. The unusual position demanded unconventional decisions: 15…c2! 16.Rc1 (16.Bd4 Bg5! 17.Bxg7 Re8 18.Bb2 a5! 19.b5 Nd7 would be even more dangerous for White) 16…Re8! and the point of the ‘strange’ capture with the king on move 13 is revealed. 17.Kd2 Nc6 18.Rxc2 Bf5 19.Rc4 Kc7 and Black has full compensation for the pawn.


16. 0-0-0+ Kd8-c7

17. Be3-f4+ Kc7-b7

18. g2-g3 Bc8-f5

19. Bf1-g2?!



Not the strongest move. 19.b5! Na5 20.Bg2+ Kc8 21.Bd5! Re8 22.Nd4 would have been the logical conclusion to the game.


19. … Ra8-e8!

20. b4-b5?



This natural move almost lets the win slip. Both 20.Nxc3 and 20.Rd6 maintained an edge for White.


20. … Re8xe2

21. Bg2xc6+ Kb7-c8

22. Rd1-d5
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22. … Bf5-e6?

The decisive mistake. 22…Be4! 23.b6 axb6 24.cxb6 Rc2+! 25.Kd1 Rb2 26.b7+ Rxb7 27.Bxb7+ Kxb7 28.Rd7+ Kc6 29.Rc7+ Kb6 guaranteed Black sufficient counterplay.


23. b5-b6 a7xb6

24. c5xb6 Re2-b2

25. Rd5-a5 1-0



A short but fierce clash!

Rubinstein lacked the luck, character and health required to claim the World Championship title and become an acknowledged leader, but those were all qualities Alekhine had in abundance. He can perhaps be called the first chess professional in the modern understanding of the word. If we again return to the ‘gentlemanly’ selection of characteristics essential for the highest achievements, then you can call him one of the few universals among the great champions.

Alekhine was utterly devoted to chess, in contrast to his predecessors (Lasker, as we know, more than once over the course of his career retreated into mathematics and philosophy, leaving chess for years. Capablanca’s attitude to chess could even be described as amateur – he totally relied on his natural gift, not bothering with daily work). Alekhine’s memory can also be described as outstanding: he remembered not only all the games he played himself, but also a huge number played by his opponents. From his youth onwards he subordinated his whole life to a great goal – becoming World Champion – and achieved it, so there’s no need to talk about character. Lastly, he didn’t simply spend a lot of time on chess, he lived it, and up until a certain moment he had no reason to complain about his health. An ideal champion!

Victory in the titanic match against Capablanca marked a new stage in the development of the art of chess preparation.


[image: images]

Alexander Alekhine



In order to achieve his goal he needed, to a large extent, to subordinate his natural creative individuality to the demands of sporting expediency.

‘For my victory over Capablanca I am indebted primarily to my superiority in the field of psychology. Capablanca played, relying almost exclusively on his rich intuitive talent. But for the chess struggle nowadays one needs a subtle knowledge of human nature, an understanding of the opponent’s psychology. Previously people fought against pieces, while we also fight against our opponent – his will, nerves, individual characteristics and – last but not least – his vanity’. Lasker himself would willingly have signed off on this statement.

After beating his most powerful and dangerous opponent, Alekhine reigned unchallenged on the chess throne for many years.

The following games give an idea of his chess style and his overwhelming superiority over his contemporaries.

[E37]

Game 10

Milan Vidmar
 Alexander Alekhine

San Remo 1930 (4)


1. d2-d4 Ng8-f6

2. c2-c4 e7-e6

3. Nb1-c3 Bf8-b4

4. Qd1-c2 d7-d5

5. a2-a3 Bb4xc3+

6. Qc2xc3 Nf6-e4

7. Qc3-c2



[image: images]

7. … Nb8-c6

An approach to the opening typical of Alekhine – the most rapid piece development, sometimes even at the cost of static positional factors. His note to this move is also extremely interesting: ‘As this idea only occurred to me in this game and I’ve never tried it since it wouldn’t surprise me at all if subsequent detailed analysis clearly proves the inadequacy of this defensive system’. In other words, what was important for the World Champion was victory in the given game, while he graciously allowed everyone else to busy themselves with the painstaking search for truth. A striking contrast to Rubinstein’s approach to chess!

8. e2-e3 e6-e5

[image: images]

9. f2-f3!

Alekhine gave this a question mark. The main line at the time and for many years afterwards was considered to be 9.cxd5 Qxd5 10.Bc4 Qa5+ 11.b4 Nxb4 12.Qxe4 Nc2+ 13.Ke2 Qe1+ 14.Kf3 Nxa1 15.Bb2 0-0! (Alekhine looked at 15…Be6 16.d5 0-0-0 17.dxe6±) 16.Kg3 Bd7!? 17.Nf3 Qxh1 18.Ng5 g6 19.Qxe5 Rae8 (the MF points out the option of 19…Qd1!? 20.h3 Bxh3!=) 20.Qf6 Rxe3+ 21.fxe3 Qe1+ 22.Kf3 Qd1+ when:

A) 23.Be2! Qb1 (23…Bg4+ 24.Kf4! Qc2 25.d5±) 24.d5 Qf5+ 25.Qxf5 Bxf5 26.Bxa1 and Black’s a very long way from a draw;

B) 23.Kg3 with a draw eventually, Sadler-Tukmakov, Linares Open 1995, although both players missed a chance for more.

9. … Ne4-f6

9…Qh4+ 10.g3 Nxg3 11.Qf2 Nf5 12.cxd5±.

10. c4xd5?!

The World Champion thought this move was forced, but not long ago the whole variation underwent a fundamental re-evaluation due to 10.dxe5! Nxe5 11.cxd5 Qxd5 12.e4. In all the games in which this position has been encountered Black has experienced serious problems.


10. … Qd8xd5

11. Bf1-c4 Qd5-d6



[image: images]

12. d4xe5?!

Better is 12.Ne2! exd4 13.exd4! (13.Bb5?! 0-0 14.Bxc6? d3 was seen in the game L. Grigorian-Maslov, Tashkent 1974) 13…Nxd4 14.Nxd4 Qxd4 15.Qe2+ Be6 16.Bxe6 fxe6 17.Qxe6+ Kf8 18.Be3 Qd5 with equality.


12. … Nc6xe5

13. Bc1-d2



White was already experiencing certain difficulties: 13.Ne2?! Be6! 14.Bxe6 Nd3+ 15.Kf1 fxe6. The best move, relatively speaking, was 13.Be2 0-0 14.e4.


13. … 0-0

14. Bd2-b4 c7-c5

15. Ra1-d1 Qd6-c6

16. Bb4-d2 Bc8-f5!?



This looks very tempting, but the straightforward 16…Nxc4! 17.Qxc4 Be6 18.Qc3 Qb5 is also good.


17. Qc2xf5 Ne5xc4

18. Bd2-c1 Rf8-e8

19. Ke1-f2 Re8-e6



The difficulty in playing such positions is choice. There are many tempting lines, and it’s not so easy to pick the best. 19…Ne5 20.Ne2 c4 was another possibility.


20. Ng1-h3 Nf6-e4+!

21. Kf2-e1 Ne4-d6

22. Qf5-d3



[image: images]

22. … Nc4xe3!?

Once again, the best is the enemy of the good. It was possible to keep upping the pressure with 22…Rae8.


23. Bc1xe3 c5-c4

24. Qd3-d5 Re6xe3+

25. Ke1-f2 Qc6xd5

26. Rd1xd5 Re
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